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Institutionalization and Deinstitutionalization: The Internal Tension of

World-class Subject Construction

Taking sociology of University of Chicago as an example

MENG Zhaohai
(National Institute of Education Sciences, Beijing 100088)

Abstract: The internal tension of institutionalization and deinstitutionalization gives rise to world —class

academic subject. While the institutionalization is conducive to disseminating academic knowledge in terms of

stability and legitimacy of subject, the deinstitutionalization is conducive to creating subject feature and new

subject in terms of development and innovation of subject. For transformation from institutionalization to

deinstitutionalization, it requires academic managers to fully tap well ~known scholars’ capacities of crossing

subject borders and reorganizing academic knowledge. As for transformation from deinstitutionalization to

institutionalization, it should focus on subject discourse system shaped by disciplinary fundamental knowledge,

academic publication and academic social network. To push forward the initiative of world —class subject

construction, it is required to create open and flexible academic structure by wuse of interaction of

institutionalization and deinstitutionalization so as to occupy and dominate subject discourse.
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