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develops a distinctive response tactics by using the policy opportunity structure
developed from the distinctive governance framework thus enhancing the particularlist
logic in governance. This paper also discusses the relations between mechanisms of the
distinctive governance and generalized governance as well as their interactions in the

governance practice.

Pedigree of The House: An Anthropological Study of Zhabas Social
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Abstract: Our long-term fieldwork finds no clan or lineage organizations at Dra-pa
(Zhaba)  which refutes the age-old theories based upon primitive societies. A
theoretical turn to Lévi-Strauss” conception of “maison” leads us to identify the house as
Zhaba’s basic social organization which perform both political and economic functions.
Based on a large amount of pedigree work and cases of house inheritance we confirm
their social-cultural ideal to be the female descendance. In order to realize this ideal

the house employs the principle of mono-gynic reproduction as the most effective way to
recruit the next generation of house members. The predicaments it suffers in practice

however deeply bound it with the inheritance of the house to such a degree that they are
inseparable with aids from both the kindreds and house corporations. In this paper [
theorize the basic atom of house organization and recognize two types of social isogeny
as the sources of Zhabas high degree of cosmopolitanism and diversification. Zhaba

proves to be a challenging case among studies of social organizations and classifications.

REVIEW

Bringing Political Culture Back In: Insights from Cultural Sociology
............................................................ Qian Licheng 219

Abstract: Based on the analysis of Chinese and Western literature this paper clarifies
and summarizes four approaches in studying political culture in various contexts namely
the “political tradition approach ” emphasizing classic thoughts and institutional
patterns the “political psychology approach” focusing on attitudes and behaviors the
“political society approach ” examining civil society and public sphere and the
“political culture approach” influenced by the cultural turn. By emphasizing both
“meaning” and “meaning-making” the cultural approach not only brings political
culture back into the discipline of sociology but also contributes to the development of

cultural sociology in China.



