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ABSTRACT The Chinese economic anthropological theorist Professor Yang Tingshuo based on his understanding
of China as well as his intensive ethnographic work, has put forward the “interphase (Xiangji) economic principle
theoretical model” in the process of localization of economic anthropology in China. It is one of the significant
new contributions to the development of economic anthropology theory by Chinese scholars. This paper holds the
opinion that Yang’s masterpiece work represents the best efforts of Chinese scholars’ to localize economic
anthropology in China. We cannot underestimate its theoretical contribution and significance in terms of practical
guidance in national and regional economic development. It provides a theoretical and practical scheme for the
country to build a comparatively affluent society, especially for the development of minority areas in the Western
part of the country; at the same time, it provides a theoretical model of economic anthropology for regional
economic and -societal development in areas that are similar to the Western part of China in other parts of the

world.

INTRODUCTION

The xiangji (interphase) economic principle
theoretical model developed by the Chinese eco-
nomic anthropologist Yang Tingshuo, a distin-
guished professor at Jishou University, was put
forward for the first time in 1995. Thetheoretical
model drew scholars’ intense attention at the very
beginning when it was proposed (Feng 1995),
and was later listed as one of the greatest contri-
butions by Chinese scholars to the development
of economic anthropology theory. It is neces-
sary to congratulate Yang’s work when evaluat-
ing the development of economic anthropology;,
aswell as its achievements in terms of localizing
economic anthropology in China. Also, it is im-
portant that we need to constantly probe and
explore the intrinsic value of the theoretical model
that Yang proposed, particularly its social prac-
tice guidance value to China’s national compre-
hensive development (Tian and Luo 2013: 373-
389).

Economic anthropology is an outcome of the
dialogue between anthropology and economics;
it takes human economic behavior as its object,
which is different from the understanding of hu-
man economic behavior by economists in terms

of research methods and scope. Economic an-
thropology has gone through different develop-
ment stages, for instance at its early stage. Mali-
nowski and his French compatriot, Mauss, fo-
cused on the nature of gift-giving exchange
(or reciprocity) as an alternative to market ex-
change, then come the school of thought de-
rived from Marx and known as Political Econo-
my focused on production. Post-World War 11, it
was highly influenced by the work of Polanyi,
who drew on anthropological studies to argue
that true market exchange was limited to a re-
stricted number of western, industrial societies.
He argued that applying formal economic theory
(Formalism) to non-industrial societies was
wrong. In his thoughts, in non-industrial societ-
ies, exchange was “embedded” in such non-mar-
ket institutions as kinship, religion, and politics.
He labelled this approach Substantivism. The
Formalist vs Substantivist debate was highly
influential and defined an era (Hann and Hart
2011). Currently, itis the time that anthropolo-
gists are studying the world economy as a whole,
so to take the development of economic anthro-
pology into a new stage. Traditionally, econom-
ic anthropologists study human economic be-
havior by taking Western intellectual history as


user
Text Box
PRINT: ISSN 0972-0073 ONLINE: ISSN 2456-6802 

user
Text Box
DOI: 10.31901/24566802.2014/17.02.02

user
Text Box
PRINT: ISSN 0972-0073 ONLINE: ISSN 2456-6802                                      DOI: 10.31901/24566802.2014/17.02.02


312

the background, which generates some limita-
tions. Therefore, we must have a newer and wid-
er perspective to investigate economic activities,
needs and motivation of human beings (Schrau-
wers 2011).

Along with globalization, the division be-
tween market and non-market economies (or be-
tween “the west and the rest”) became untena-
ble; economic anthropologists began to look at
the relationship between varieties of different
exchange models within market societies. Neo-
substantivists examine the ways in which the
pure market exchange in market societies fails to
fit market ideology. They have abandoned the
primitivist niche they were relegated to by econ-
omists. They now study the operations of cor-
porations, banks, and the global financial sys-
tem from an anthropological perspective, and as
a result business anthropology has been slowly
emerged (Tian et al. 2013).

The spread and development of economic
anthropology in China has been with some dis-
tinct Chinese characteristics. Early economic
anthropology research mainly focuses on the
study of China’s rural social economic model,
but with limited outcomes. After the establish-
ment of new China, in order to promote the com-
prehensive economic development in the minor-
ity areas, the Chinese government organized a
large-scale economic and social survey in the
ethnic minority regions, which laid a solid foun-
dation for economic anthropology development
in China. Subsequently, the creation of ethnic
economics and the study of development in
Western China accelerated the development of
economic development and the process of local-
izing economic anthropology in China (Shi 2002:
43-54). More recently, the Chinese scholars are
suggested to put more efforts on four research
directions concerning economic anthropology,
namely research horizon expansion research level
combination research paradigm transformation,
and research discipline integration (Zhao 2013).

During the process of localizing economic
anthropology in China, Chinese scholars made
their new contribution to the development of
economic anthropology by considering China’s
national conditions and upholding Marxism-Le-
ninism and Mao Zedong Thought as the instruc-
tion. Chinese scholars proposed a new theoret-
ical viewpoint that the ethnic economic interest
is relatively independent. They put forward a

TIAN GUANG

rational reflection on the modernization process
from different perspectives, and presented the
interphase (xiangji) economic principles theoret-
ical model, which is substantiated as the most
important contribution to the development of
economic anthropology by Yang Tingshuo (Tian
and Luo 2013: 354-355). This paper explores Pro-
fessor Yang’s interphase economic principle the-
oretical model from different angles, discusses
its value and significance in the aspects of theo-
ryand practice.

XIANGJI (INTERPHASE) OPERATING
PRINCIPLES

Professor Yang has long been engaged in
teaching and research work in the fields of eco-
nomic anthropology and ethnic economics. His
main research interests include ecological anthro-
pology, the history of national development, and
ecological history in China. He is well known
among Chinese domestic economic anthropolo-
gists and ethnographers; has written and pub-
lished several books on the subject, and plays
an important role in promoting economic anthro-
pology and development ethnology, especially
the development of ecological anthropology in
China. Professor Yang’s contributions to eco-
nomic anthropology are embodied in Xiangji (In-
terphase) Operating Principles: the Theory and
Practice of Trans-Ethnical Economic Activities
(hereinafter referred to as Yang’s book). Guizhou
Nationalities Publishing House published the
book in 1995.

We should not underestimate the contribu-
tions and the significance of Yang’s masterpiece
book to the localization of economic anthropol-
ogy in the Chinese content, nor should we un-
derestimate its theoretical contribution and prac-
tical role in guiding the work for economic devel-
opment in the Western China Minority Regions
(WCMR). Professor Yang, through a comprehen-
sive investigation and literature review, proposed
a positive solution to major social and economic
issues that China currently has to face. It covers
how non-economic factors, such as religion, cul-
ture, family relationship, affect the social and
economic development in WCMR regions, the
history and causes of them, how to assess their
specific role in economic development in the re-
gion, how to identify the relationship between
promoting the development of production and
non-economic factors, how to avoid and over-
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come non-economic factors” adverse impact on
economic development. By analyzing and sum-
marizing the theoretical models about the back-
ward areas of economic and social development
from both the viewpoint of domestic and inter-
national society, Yang’s book clearly pointed out
that history and reality forces us to be aware of
non-economic factors. It suggests to make a sys-
tematic study of the national development of the
developing countries, and to find the overall eco-
nomic and social development solutions for the
economically backward regions (Yang 1995: 2).

Yang’s book not only puts forward the new
political economics concept of the “developing
ethnic group”, but also generates great original
and concise thinking about the xiangji (inter-
phase) economic principles theoretical model,
which is the major contribution that Yang’s book
has made to economic anthropology with strong
Chinese characteristics. According to Yang’s
book and our own understanding, xiang (refers
to phase, pronounced xiang, fourth tone in Man-
darin Chinese pronunciation) is full of rich mean-
ings. Its major meaning can be summarized as
below: 1) itrefers toa person’s appearance, such
as photography;, facial expression; 2) it refers to
the appearance of objects, such as the moon,
the metallography; 3) it refers to actions of see-
ing or judging, such as observing, physiogno-
my; 4) it is an official title, such as the prime
minister; 5) it refers to some physical or chemical
material state, such as steam, water, ice, which is
water in three different phase; 6) it refers to sinu-
soidal physical quantities, in a time (or a posi-
tion) state which can be measured to determine
the value, called “phase”. Therefore, xiang
(phase) is full of complex content with multiple
meanings. In Yang’s book xiang (phase) refers to
different economic, social and cultural environ-
ments, the different national economic operation-
al mode as well as its scope and characteristics.
It also states that these economic operation
modes are all with certain limitations in scope
and administration, including natural, historical,
political, cultural and other factors.

Yang points out that human economic activ-
ity is carried out in culture under certain laws,
and in a particular environment. The function of
the state and its administration of culture and
environment have a direct influence on human
economic activities (Yang 1995: 17). The con-
cept of xiang (phase) refers to the different natu-
ral, economic, social and cultural environments,
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the relationship and influence, the scope and
characteristics of the different factors, as well as
the relations and interactions between the dif-
ferent national economic operation modes. The
concept of xiang (phase) is derived from histori-
cal processes and each nation has its own his-
torical process. Also each nation has its own
contacts with neighboring ethnic groups, and
with the political, legal system, and history of
other nations. The concept stresses more the
living environment of the processing, transfor-
mation and the use of materials. It highlights the
society and its natural characteristics by cou-
pling concise national culture under the law as a
xiang (phase). Yang’s theoretical model highly
generalizes and abstracts both the Chinese clas-
sical philosophy tradition and also modern Chi-
na’s reality. The model is consistent with the
modern natural science idea. Therefore, specu-
lative philosophy and interdisciplinary integra-
tion which includes the new concept of xiang
(phase), is far more comprehensive and mean-
ingful than the traditional “ethnic” concept.

The xiangji (interphase) economic principle
theoretical model is chiefly based on the skilled
grasp, digestion, absorption and a fully compre-
hensive understanding of cultural anthropolo-
gy, economic anthropology, and economic theo-
ry developed both inside China and in the world.
This theoretical model has exceeded the tradi-
tional economics assumption of “the rational in-
dividual”, as well as its abstractive way of think-
ing about human economic activities. It goes
beyond traditional anthropological theory con-
cerning human motivation and cultural impacts
on the decision-making, by adopting a compara-
tive paradigm of human economic activity. It
brought the development of economic anthro-
pology to a new climax, and at the same time, it
advanced the development of localization eco-
nomic anthropology in China and enriched eco-
nomic anthropology theory with Chinese char-
acteristics.

CULTURE IN ECONOMIC SOCIETY

There is a great difference between econo-
mists and economic anthropologists in terms of
study method. In general, economists pay more
attention to the analysis of economic data. They
are keen on constructing mathematics models;
therefore they do not need to conduct field in-
vestigations. By contrast, economic anthropol-
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ogists are more concerned about cultural factors
that lay behind the economic behaviors of hu-
mans, from the abstractive description and anal-
ysis to the construction of theoretical model, and
as such they are keen on observing and analyz-
ing individuals’ daily economic behavior, so that
they must conduct in-depth field investigations,
usually termed economic ethnographic work. In
the study of economic issues, economists tend
to ignore the relations between economic activ-
ities and cultural as well as moral values, but
economic anthropologists are good at studying
this relationship (Nash 1981).

Yang’s masterpiece book contains 10 chap-
ters, nearly 600 pages and 500,000 words, which
is entirely based on a large number of field notes
and historical documents about the minorities in
Guizhou province. In other words, the first hand
data collected in the fieldwork and the historical
records are the main sources for the in-depth
analysis, which enhances the reliability and va-
lidity of proposed policies and action plans. In
order to accomplish this monumental work, Pro-
fessor Yang Tingshuo and his student assistants
made comprehensive investigations in 26 Buyi
and Miao ethnic communities in Anshun and
Qianxinan prefectures in Guizhou province. They
studied 31 enterprises, collected 108 question-
naires from local business firms, collected 76
copies of questionnaires from a survey of the
primitive agriculture and forestry sector, collect-
ed 89 questionnaires about commercial aware-
ness on the part of local residents, and collected
380 questionnaires about education. At the same
time, they also made in-depth interviews with 24
respondents. Their participant observation last-
ed for several years (Yang 1995: 38-39).

After analyzing the large amount of fieldwork
data, Professor Yang drew a conclusion: xiangji
(interphase) business activities, regardless
whether practiced by individuals or by institu-
tions, must rely on their own specific cultural
inherent characteristics to engage in economic
activities, and must be completed in their rela-
tive cultural rings. The cultural difference is un-
avoidable when conducting business activities
cross xiangji (interphase) boundaries, so the par-
ties involved in this type of business must face
reality and try to adapt to the cultural differenc-
es between each other. Yang’s theoretical model
also points out that, without the cultural interac-
tion the xiangji (interphase) business activities
cannot be completed. Therefore, the cultural in-
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teraction is an important part of xiangji (inter-
phase) business activities. Moreover, no matter
how many ethnic groups are involved in the
xiangji interphase business activities, and no
matter how many environmental differences are
among these groups, there must be at least one
cultural function as the basis of the interaction.
The party based on this culture will be the host
(subjective) partner while others will be guest
(objective) partners. This type definition of cul-
tural interaction and the clarification of subjec-
tive and objective partners is an important theo-
retical contribution by Yang (1995: 44-45).

Because culture, such as religion, has a deci-
sive impact on economic activities and econom-
ic achievements by people (Rudnyckyj 2010),
Yang’s book has made a profound exposition of
culture. In Yang’s book, the discussion of cul-
ture makes up nearly 200 pages, about 180,000
words. Three chapters especially discuss vari-
ous influences, forms, and outcomes of cultural
factors on economic activities. These forms and
outcomes are related with culture, and the cul-
tural and economic life of humankind. Yang dis-
covered the similarities and differences among
various xiangs (phases) in terms of product stan-
dards and cultural barriers. He further stressed
cultural differences compared with the difference
between economic and cultural customs. He also
identified culturally induced interference factors,
information transferring and applications, orga-
nization, property and production organization-
al culture, science and technology populariza-
tion in terms of cultural roadblocks and the solu-
tions, the interaction between ethnic education
and ethnic economy, intangible characteristics
potential cultural network, cultural adaptation
and other major topics in economic anthropolo-
gy (Yang 1995: 99-284).

NEW APPROACH TO DEVELOPMENT
ECONOMICS

Economic anthropology theory has made
certain contributions to the development of eco-
nomics, and becomes a significant feature of
present economic anthropology. According to
the principle of economic anthropology, social
development refers to the forward movement of
the complete human society. It includes the lon-
gitudinal development of human society, espe-
ciallythe movement from a lower status to high-
er status and the development process itself. It
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also includes horizontal development, and espe-
cially refers to the overall movement and devel-
opment in the stage of social development in a
specific society (Chen 2000). Therefore, devel-
opment first is generally considered economic
growth and industrialization along with the ur-
banization. As such, development will inevita-
bly be accompanied by the existing economic
and social damage. Schumpeter (1975: 82-85)
once proposed the “theory of creative destruc-
tion” aims to explain the beginning, development,
and decline of capitalism, and to explore the rea-
sons for the decline of capitalism. By the middle
of the twentieth century, scholars generally be-
lieve that to achieve sustainable growth will be
the best economic development outcome, along
with the redistribution of societal wealth by the
government. After the Second World War, this
economic model has become the economic stan-
dard of developed countries and newly indepen-
dent countries (Dai et al. 2012).

Economic anthropologists Rahnema and
Bawtree (1997) proposed a post-development
model with the belief that current development
is over. They focus on the social movements
which are more likely to criticize neoliberal glo-
balization theory and practice. In addition, the
most prominent critics of development, Fergu-
son (1990) and Escobar (1996) argue that, devel-
opment is a kind of speech, and has not had any
real impact on society, except ironically to sus-
tain the current situation in which the rich get
richer and the poor become poorer (Hann and
Hart 2011: 117). Certainly, times are different; the
scholars therefore have made different defini-
tions about development in different stages.
After the Second World War, with the new ad-
vancement of production technology, the devel-
opment of the rich countries and regions made
them richer, while the poor countries and regions
become more backward, the imbalance of regional
development therefore became a very serious
theme. Economic anthropologists have been
keen on various social inequalities and applied
the fieldwork method into the investigation of
real problems, as such, made their enormous con-
tributions to discover and solve the inequality
issues (Meadows and Randers 2004).

To study development is the characteristic
of economic anthropology. Its development with-
in the last 30 years in China is mainly embodied
in two aspects: first, research on the develop-
ment of the Western China Regions (Liu 2010);
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second, research on “kaifa” (initial develop-
ment) and economic development in ethnic mi-
nority areas (Li 2004). Yang’s theoretical research
achievements share a very full coverage of these
two aspects. It is necessary to remind the read-
ers that in the Chinese context ““kaifa” actually
refers to the development in economic anthro-
pology and development economics. In the tra-
ditional theory of economic anthropology, so-
called “development” means that the advanced,
developed nations and regions “help” less de-
veloped nations and regions to make economic
growth. Specifically referring to China, develop-
ment refers to the central government develop-
ing remote areas, Eastern Regions to help the
Western Regions, and the Han majority to help
the ethnic minorities. However, Yang argues that
under new economic and social conditions, in
order to achieve the modernization of the whole
country, there needs to be more xiangji (inter-
phase) business activities, which include not
only letting Han develop the ethnic minority ar-
eas, but also to encourage development of the
Han areas by the ethnic minorities (Yang 1995:
53).

From the historical perspective, Yang’s book
made an in-depth analysis on the development
of Chinese ethnic minority areas by the central
government. It argues that this type of develop-
ment relies on the expansion of Han Chinese
culture in the minority areas, and often does not
pay attention to economic efficiency. Some
projects are oriented with military goals, others
for political interests as a bargaining chip. In
most cases it forces the original folk mainstream
of economic activities relegated to a secondary
position, which is one-way directional xiangji (in-
terphase) business while inhibits the enthusi-
asm of minority to participate and reaps the ben-
efits of economic interaction (Yang 1995: 53-86).
In the traditional economics theory, the devel-
opment criteria is consisting of a series of statis-
tical indicators, and this statistics index is basi-
cally in accordance with the standard of the west-
ern developed countries. Economists then used
this Westernized standard to evaluate different
national and regional economic and social de-
velopment. Yang explicitly pointed out that, in
the different social and cultural backgrounds,
measurement of social and economic develop-
ment should have different criteria. As such, us-
ing the complete index system in accordance
with the west to measure the level of economic
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development in developing countries is wrong;
such as in WCMR there are many economic ac-
tivities take placed in everyday life but are un-
able to measure within the Western economic
index. By the same reason, to use the economic
statistics index system in accordance with the
Han Chinese areas to measure the economic de-
velopment of ethnic minority areas inside China
is not acceptable because there are many eco-
nomic activities and life styles in the minority
areas are not reflected in the Chinese economic
statistics index system (Yang 1995: 88).

Yang expresses a very important economic
anthropology principal, namely: the modern eco-
nomic statistics index is determined in accor-
dance with the needs of the market economy;
the result measured according to the statistical
index generally must take into account the mar-
ket system as a whole. Since China has for a long
time been a planned economy, the majority of
the minority areas are far away from the areas in
the country which may be described as having a
market economy. As such, a serious problem
has occurred: because the economic indicators
often lack compatibility with local conditions, the
evaluation of business activities on the xiangji
(interphase) effect will bear a greater deviation.
Therefore, we must face up to this deviation in
evaluating xiangji (interphase) business activi-
ties, which are bidirectional or multidirectional.
In other words, when designing and implement-
ing fundamental social and economic develop-
ment strategic policies, it is important to take care
of non-market economic system factors, which
are not compatible with a market economic sys-
tem (Yong 1995: 92-95). There is no doubt that
the market economy does not represent all hu-
man economic activity. A one-sided understand-
ing of economic development as mere marketiza-
tion is an extremely naive and irresponsible be-
havior, which deserves serious criticism (Tian
and Dai 2012).

STUDY THE MICRO ECONOMYATA
MACRO LEVEL

Economic anthropology has gone through
three different development stages. Currently; it
is time for anthropologists to further study the
world economy as a whole. When this occurs,
economic anthropology will thus enter its fourth
stage of development. This will undoubtedly
help economic anthropologists gain a new per-
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spective in order to study economic develop-
ment (Wilk and Cliggett 2007). In the eighteenth
century and nineteenth century, the most basic
problems in the world economy were to confirm
the form of the market economy, which allowed
the North Atlantic group to dominate the world
economy. However, the question remains: are
these forms following the universal validity prin-
ciple? The debate about the similarity and differ-
ence, to a certain extent, restricted the develop-
ment of economic anthropology. Nevertheless,
anthropologists did not interrupt the study of
the thoughts and behaviors of the residents in
different regions. It is feasible for economic an-
thropologists to study the highly developed
market economy of the small community of Wall
Street as a hunter aggregation, in order to ana-
lyze the financial impact of the western econom-
ic model on Wall Street. However, the market
model, which uses rational analysis of non-mar-
ket economic behavior, tends to lack effective
persuasion (Carrier 2005).

The authority of economic anthropologists
is based on their investigation in remote areas,
as such, their ability to interpret the world econ-
omy and the development mode is challenged
by traditional economists, but this suspicion did
not impede the efforts of economic anthropolo-
gists to continuously study human society and
the economic development mode. The maximum
theoretical contribution by economic anthropol-
ogy is to let people better understand the pro-
cess of reproduction, distribution, exchange and
consumption behavior, as well as the relation-
ship between human economic activities and
other kinds of behaviors (Gudeman 2001). Of
course, economic anthropology has some short-
comings; for example, economic anthropologists
did not focus on issues related to time and space.
Therefore, the research results are often catego-
rized as case studies by scholars in other fields
of social science, because its nature is exces-
sively micro and atypical (Ortiz 1983). The theo-
retical model by Yang allows us seriously to re-
think the critique of economic anthropology.

The method Yang employed, adhering to eth-
nographic research methods, we admire. He ex-
tends the method not only to the interdiscipli-
nary study of ethnic economy, but also extends
to the macro level, so that we can recognize the
world economy and history in a broader perspec-
tive. In Yang’s book, the author lists hundreds
of microeconomic cases which describe various
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economic activities to illustrate xiangji (inter-
phase) business operations. For example,
through his economic ethnographic fieldwork in
Sidazhai Miao Village, Ziyun County, Guizhou,
he found the local Miao people are good at firing
bricks, making farm tools, building houses. They
do not need to hire foreign skilled crafts men in
fulfilling these valuable creative works, all done
by the village farmers themselves. Those who
are good at this type of technology also have
agricultural production talents. They often con-
duct these economic activities in the seasons
when no agricultural work needs to be done, and
they do not need to be paid for doing these eco-
nomic jobs for others but only to receive some
types of hospitality. When their family needs
assistance in such economic activities, the other
villagers will give unconditional help (YYang 1995:

However, Yang does not stay in the descrip-
tion and analysis of the microcosmic economic
activities he observed; instead, he studies and
analyzes at the macroeconomic level by point-
ing out that the economic activities and busi-
ness models are not a short-term economic phe-
nomenon, but have a profound historical tradi-
tion and also profoundly fulfill practical needs.
How to deal with the production mode in the
process of market oriented economic system re-
form, will continue to challenge us for a long
time. For example, how can we merge the econo-
my of the Sidazhai Miao village into the market
economy? How can we link their economic ac-
tivities with the economic system of the prov-
ince, the country, and even the whole world, to
let villagers participate in the broader economy
cycle? These issues are undoubtedly a great dif-
ficulty in the research of xiangji (interphase) busi-
ness model in ethnic minority areas (Yang 1995:
95).

According to his analysis of many microeco-
nomic cases, Professor Yang conducts an in-
depth discussion about the planned economic
system and the market economic system from
the macro perspective. He points out that the
long-term lag in the economic development in
the ethnic minority areas is caused by inappro-
priate control of the planned economy rather than
the implementation of planned economy (Yang
1995: 410). He then presents a unique academic
idea in economics: for the specific individual
economic man, he needs either to take the mar-
ket road, or to follow the plan to run the busi-
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ness, these two roads cannot coexist at the same
time. However, on the national level of opera-
tion, there should be a balance between the mar-
ket and economic planning. In other words, at
the macro-economic level, the planned economy
and the market economy are two different means
of economic policies for a country; to opposite
these two economic operational systems or pol-
icies will eventually either bring the national econ-
omy suffering from the restrictions of plans, or
make the national economy become less con-
trollable market economy and affects the social
justice, which will confuse the national macro-
economic management (Yang 1995: 411). This ac-
ademic point of view is highly appreciated (Tian
etal. 2012).

CONCLUSION

Research on human economic behavior and
economic development by economic anthropol-
ogists differs from that by economists. In the
field of economics, scholars pay more attention
to production, the way of resource allocation and
income distribution as well as other related vari-
ables, which to a certain extent reflect social rela-
tionships between people. Economists take eco-
nomic rationality as the most basic and most im-
portant premise for their analytical method. They
believe that all social exchange and economic
participants have a common motivation: to max-
imize economic gain so that their interests and
values will be maximized. However, when we an-
alyze the whole process of human history, we
find that the ideal principles or assumptions in
economics are not generally applicable to each
human development stage, but more or less are
variables.

Economic anthropologists take it as the em-
phasis in their study area to care about human
nature, and to reflect on human development.
Economic anthropologists understand their own
life through their research on the diversity of
different human groups, social meanings and
characteristics of times. Therefore, economic
anthropology vitality lies in constantly extend-
ing its research field, and explaining the theories
and methods, so as to realize the fusion of an-
thropology, economics, history, and sociology.
Professor Yang Tingshuo’s Xiangji (interphase)
economic theoretical model reflects this type of
transcendence and fusion very well. It is this
fusion of interdisciplinary approaches which
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makes economic anthropology better than eco-
nomics in producing basic theories about the
development of human society, and about spe-
cific and realistic economic problems. Economic
anthropology uses extensive and detailed re-
search questions in order to delve into the con-
temporary world economic system’s problems of
poverty, inequality, and development.

Taken as a whole, anthropology is still in the
development stage in China, and economic an-
thropology as a branch of anthropology is still
in the initial stage of development. However, the
reality of economic and social development in
China, especially social and economical devel-
opment in the Western China ethnic minority re-
gions, not only needs special theoretical research
and guidance by economic anthropology, but
also has created the foundation for the develop-
ment of economic anthropology with Chinese
characteristics. Therefore, in the process of learn-
ing and accepting western economic anthropol-
ogy theory and method, Chinese economic an-
thropologists should continuously construct
theories and methods with Chinese characteris-
tics, and make their innovative contribution to
the full realization of a prosperous society. From
this point of view, now that Yang’s book has
been officially published for nearly 20 years, we
still believe that the Xiangji (interphase) econom-
ic operational principles have their theoretical
significance for China’s all-round construction
of a prosperous society.

Yang’s theoretical frameworks not only pro-
vide theoretical guidance and a practical scheme
for the new round of economic construction in
Guizhou, but will do the same for western re-
gionsin China, as well as for the similar regional
conditions in terms of social and economic de-
velopment in the world, further, it even can be
extended to the small area in the Wall Street of
the USA. As such we are confident that Yang’s
theoretical model provides us an economic an-
thropology paradigm not only in modern China
but also in the whole world.
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