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contradiction high-quality development and people’s new needs for a better life how can China
develop new approaches to social governance? This study discusses the appropriate epistemology and

methodology for Chinese sociologists to interpret the transformation of social governance.

Towards Common Prosperity: Sociological Reflection on the Practice and Path of

Agricultural and Rural Modernization «-eseeeeeeeeseeeeeenene. Wang Chunguang 29

Abstract: In 2017 the 19th National Congress of the Communist Party of China put forward the
strategy of rural revitalization. This was to become China’s most important development strategy in
the following decades. It concerns whether China’s modernization and development can succeed.
Agricultural modernization and rural modernization are two key measures to realize rural
revitalization. Previously only the modernization of agriculture was proposed as one of the “Four
Modernizations”. But now the modernization of rural areas was proposed on an equal footing. The
reason behind this is that effective link conversion and mutual support have not been built between
these two kinds of modernization. This paper analyzes the actors of multiple practices in agricultural
and rural modernization and their relations. It hopes to reveal possible paths to realize agricultural
and rural modernization in the future and put forward thoughts and suggestions for policy

innovation.

MONOGRAPHIC STUDIES

Social Research Methods: Classics and Innovation

Classical Social Theories and Comparative Historical Analysis—A Critical Appraisal

.............................................................................. Ying Xing 46

Abstract: Comparative historical analysis is an interdisciplinary theoretical paradigm flourished in
American social sciences in the mid—1960s but its true origins can be traced back to the European
classic social science tradition before the 1920s. This article takes the perspective of the sociology of

knowledge to explicate the embeddedness of the European classic tradition of comparative historical
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