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Southeast Asia consists of the ten countries that lie
between the Indian subcontinent and China. On
the mainland of Southeast Asia are Myanmar
(Burma), Thailand, Laos, Cambodia, and Viet-
nam, Insular Southeast Asia includes Indonesia,
the Philippines, Brunei, Malaysia, and Singapore.
While most of Malaysia (Peninsular Malaysia) is on
the mainland, that country usually is considered
part of insular Southeast Asia because the Malay
population (the majority ethnic population) shares a
common language and religion with much of the
Indonesian population. The city-state of Singapore
(on an island connected by a mile-long causeway to
Peninsular Malaysia) was historically part of Malaysia,
but because of its unique ethnic composition (three-
quarters of the population is of Chinese origin), it
is more similar to East Asia than to Southeast Asia.

While there are some common geographic
and cultural features, diversity is the hallmark of
the region. Incredible indigenous cultural varia-
tion has been overlaid by centuries of contact,
trade, migration, and cultural exchange from within
the region, from other parts of Asia, and for the
past five hundred years from Europe (for general
overviews of the region, see Osborne 1985; Wertheim
1968), The common characteristic of mainland
Southeast Asia is Buddhism, although there are
very significant variations across and within coun-
tries: Islam is the majority religion in Indonesia,
Brunei, and Malaysia, while Christianity is the
major religion in the Philippines. The lowlands of
both mainland and insular Southeast Asia tend to
be densely settled, and wet (irrigated) rice agricul-
ture is the predominant feature of the country-
side. Rural areas are knitted together with small-
and medium-sized market towns. The major met-
ropolitan areas of the region ( Jakarta, Bangkok,
Sii‘lgaporc, Manila, Rangoon, Kuala Lumpur, Ho
Chi Minh City) are typically port cities or are
located along major rivers. Many of these towns
and cities have significant Chinese minorities (of-
ten intermarried with the local population) that
piay an important role in commerce. Every coun-
try has remote highland and mountainous regions
that often are populated by ethnic minorities.

In terms of land area, population size, and
cultural and linguistic diversity, Southeast Asia is
comparable to Europe (excluding the former So-
viet Union). By the year 2000, the population of

Southeast Asia will exceed 500 million, about 8
percent of the world’s total. Indonesia is the fifth
most populous country in the world, while the oil-
rich sultanate of Brunei (on the island of Borneo)
is one of the smallest. The other large countries of
the region—Thailand, Vietnam, and the Philip-
pines—are more populous than all European coun-
tries except for the former Soviet Union and Ger-
many. The sea (South China Sea and Indian and
Pacific Oceans) surrounds much of the region,
especially the immense Indonesian and Filipino
archipelagoes. While the sea can be a barrier, the
ocean and the rivers of the region are avenues that
have fostered local and long-distance trade through-
out history. Moreover, the ease of movement
throughout the region seems to have shaped cul-
tures that easily absorbed new ideas and immi-
grants and have been tolerant of diversity.

HISTORY

The contemporary political divisions of the region
are largely a product of European imperialism,
especially of the nineteenth century. Before Euro-
pean intervention, there were great regional civili-
zations, both agrarian states and maritime empires
that waxed and waned over the millennium. The
remains of the temple complexes of Angkor (Cam-
bodia) and Pagan (Burma) rival the architectural
achievements of any premodern world civiliza-
tion. Early Western observers of the city of Melaka
(a fifteenth-century maritime empire centered on
the west coast of the Malayan peninsula) described
it as more magnificent than any contemporary
European city. These early polities were founded
on intensive rice cultivation with complex irriga-
tion systems, the dominance of regional and long-
distance trade, or both. The region also has been
deeply influenced by contacts with the great civili-
zations of India and China. The cultural influences
from outside have invariably been transformed
into distinctive local forms in different Southeast
Asian contexts. Because relatively few written rec-
ords have survived the tropical environment of
Southeast Asia, historical research relies heavily
on archeological investigations, epigraphs, and
records from other world regions, especially Chi-
nese SOurces.

European influence began in the sixteenth
century with the appearance of Portuguese and
Spanish naval forces, followed by the arrival of the
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other social spheres should make Southeast Asia
an extraordinarily interesting sociological laboratory.

Evolutionary—and sometimes revolutionary—
social change continued throughout much of South-
east Asia in the 1990s. After the collapse of the
Soviet Union, the socialist countries in the region,
including Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos, moved
rapidly toward more market-driven economies.
Several political regimes that appeared to be stable
for long periods have been transformed. The “peo-
ple power” popular protests that ended the Mar-
cos regime in the Philippines in the 1980s was
echoed by the peaceful transition of power from a
military regime in Thailand in the early 1990s and
by the ending of the Suharto regime in Indone-
sia in 1998.

For much of the 1990s, most of Southeast Asia
experienced rapid economic growth and the ma-
Jjor question was the emerging role of the new
middle class (McVey 1992; Girling 1996). This
trend was halted in late 1997 by the “Asian eco-
nomic crisis” that hit the region and affected
Thailand, Malaysia, and Indonesia in particular.
Both the causes of this crisis and its consequences
are currently the subject of much debate. The
change of regime in Indonesia and political pro-
tests in Malaysia may be the most visible long-term
impact may be more profound.

Scholarship inevitably lags behind current
events. Several important publications, including
the second volume of Reid’s (1990, 1995) Southeast
Asia in the Age of Commerce 1450-1680 and a much
expanded version of Wolters’s classic History, Cul-
ture, and Region in Southeast Asian Perspectives 1999,
offer a new understanding of the history of the
premodern era. Although the definition of South-
east Asia as a region sometimes has been consid-
ered arbitrary, historical studies show common
cultural, political, and social forms in many places
throughout the region.

One of the defining features of the region has
been the relatively easy absorption of peoples,
ideas, and cultural practices from elsewhere. In
the twentieth century, assimilation into Southeast
Asian societies became more difficult with the
creation of political and social barriers. These
issues are illuminated with considerable insight in
Chirot and Reid’s (1997) edited collection that
compares the experience of the Chinese in South-
east Asia with that of the Jews in central Europe.

Research on Southeast Asia over the last decade
also has been influenced by Anderson’s (1991)
Imagined Communities, a book originally published
in the 1980s. Although Anderson is a specialist on
Southeast Asia, his book on the development of
nationalism provides comparisons from across
the world.
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CHARLES HIRSCHMAN

SOVIET AND POST-SOVIET
SOCIOLOGY

[n prerevolutionary Russia, sociology occupied a
marginal position. The state universities offered
no instruction in the field, but there was a solid
intellectual tradition of historical and theoretical
sociology (Maxim Kovalevsky, Nikolai Mikhailovsky,
Evgeny de Roberty), the sociology of law {Leon
Petrajizky, Pitirim Sorokin), and the sociology of
social problems (living conditions of industrial
workers and peasants, public- health, crime and
prostitution in the cities). Beginning in the 1860s,
the provincial intelligentsia initiated a kind of
social movement, Zemskaja statistika (Statistics for
[.ocal Administration). Since official governmen-
tal statistics were unreliable, local statisticians made
systematic surveys of households, daily life and
public health conditions, and the reading prefer-
ences of the population (N. A. Rubakin). A mod-
ern system of sampling was elaborated by the
statistician A. A. Chuprov for those surveys; K. M.
Takhtarev introduced the concept of statistical
sociological methods in social research.

In 1916, the Russian Sociological Society was
founded, along with the “Sociological Institute,”
where M. M. Kovalevsky, K. M. Takhtarev, N. 1.
Kareev, and P. A. Sorokin gave lectures. Western
sociological classics by Auguste Comte, Herbert
Spencer, Emile Durkheim, Gabriel Tarde, Gustave
l.e Bon, Georg Simmel, Lester Ward, and others

were available in Russian translations. Most impor-
tant European sociological papers were immedi-
ately translated in the series New Ideas in Sociology.
There was also a well-developed ethnography and
a literary genre of sociological journalism.

The Bolshevik Revolution provided strong
stimulas to sociological reflection and empirical
social research. In the Soviet government decree
“About the Socialist Academy of the Social Sci-
ences,” drafted in May 1918, Lenin (1962, p. 372)
stressed the need “to organize a series of social
researches” and called it “one of the most urgent
tasks of the day.” However, the Bolsheviks toler-
ated research only from Marxist and procommunist
positions. In the early postrevolutionary years,
censorship was relatively weak or inefficient. For
exampie, Sorokin not only established the first
sociological laboratory in Pertograd University but
also succeeded in publishing (illegally) his two-
volume System of Seciology (Sorokin 1920), for which
he was awarded a doctorate in April 1922, He also
conducted important empirical investigations on
mass starvation in the districts of Samara and
Saratov and examined its influence on various
aspects of social life and human behavior.

However, this liberalism or negligence on the
part of the authorities was shortlived. In autumn
1922, a group of leading Russian intellectuals,
including Sorokin and other prominent social phi-
losophers, was expelled from the county, ending
non-Marxist sociology in Soviet Russia.

The tightening ideological control proved det-
rimental to soctalist and Marxist social research as
well. Nevertheless, the 1920s was a fruitful period
both in empirical research and in theoretical-meth-
odological work. The most important theoretical
contributions were in the field of econemic sociel-
ogy (A. V. Chajanov, N. D. Kondratjev). There
were also interesting studies on the social organi-
zation of labor, the budgeting of time in work and
leisure activities (S. G. Strumilin}, population dy-
namics, rural and urban ways of life (A. I. Todorsky,
V. E. Kabo), marriage and sexual behavior, social
psychology (V. M. Bekhterev), social medicine,
and other topics. All this research was finished by
the early 1930s.

The Stalinist totalitarian system was incompat-
ible with any kind of social criticism, problem-
oriented thinking, or empirical research. Most
creative original thinkers were liquidated, and their
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