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Reconstructing Householding: The Approaches of Family

Studies in the Transitional Society

Liu Xinyu

Abstract; The meaning of “transitional society” for family studies is long neglected by the
academic circle. For a long time, family studies in China have two separate understandings
for transitional society. One of them focuses on the influence and support of state and market
for families. The other emphasizes on the breakaway of individuals from families and the re-
turn of them to families. Retrospecting and reviewing Karl Polanyi’ s classic theory on tran-
sitional society, this paper finds out a narrative clue about householding in The Great
Trans formation : Because of the disintegration of householding, individual fate is associat-
ed with the state and market, and this association forms an integral research proposi
tion. The rise of new liberalism in the 1970s led to the transformation of the outer world and
inner order of families, and thus families were institutionalized again. Researchers focused a-
gain on householding, and their propositions were gradually separated into two areas:
“state-market and family” and “individual and family” . It is the reconstruction of house-
holding that causes the dividing of the understandings of family studies about transitional so-
ciety.

Keywords: transitional society; family studies; Karl Polanyi; householding
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