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The Rise of Career-holder Society:
Understanding Society through Politics

Liv JianJun & Jin Meilai

Abstract: How to understand Chinese society? This is an important watershed in political anal—
ysis between home and abroad. The continuation of Chinese civilization is deeply hidden in the
mechanism of Chinese society. The coherent structure of orderliness -ethics-mechanism presents rare
stability and continuity which does not lose its roots during the transformation process and bursts out
strong vitality. This article puts forward the train of thought that understanding society through poli—
tics. China’ s unique organic politics population politics life politics and family-state politics pro—
vide us with important ideological resources and thinking coordinates for re-understanding Chinese
society. The above four orientations of politics have shaped China’ s unique career-holder society.
The career-holder society identify individuals’ position responsibility task and mission in the polit—
ical economic social and family space. “Career-holder society” which contrasts with “civil socie—
ty” is a key to understanding China’ s development. If “civil society” is increasingly becoming a
kind of political competition on the track of “natural human rights” then “career-holder society” is
active actions to constantly release everyone’s life energy and society’ s abundant resources on the
way of “Tiandao Chouqin” ( God helps those who help themselves) . Understanding society through
politics provides a path of political analysis at the knowledge level and an ideological resource for un—
derstanding the Chinese model and road at the value level. The concept of the “People’s City” in
China is born from this paradigm of “Career-holder Society”. The city is no longer a purely profit—
seeking place nor a proud growth machine but an open platform and shared space that displays so—
cialist spirit and positive life value.

Key words: career-holder society; organic politics; population politics; family-state politics;

life politics



