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CultureReproductionorValueConflict?
TheMorallyFraughtExperienceofChineseChristiansinVirtualCommunities

YanLIU

(TheCatholicUniversityofAmerica,２００６４,WashingtonD．C．,US)

Abstract:BasedonRobbins􀆳understandingthatbothDurkheimianandWeberianapproachescouldhelpthestudyofsocial

morality,this paper exploresthe dynamics ofculturalreproduction and value conflictsin Chinese Christians􀆳

communicationontheWeChatplatform．ItevaluatestenreligiousWeChatgroups􀆳normsandactivitiesandcategorizes

themintofourtypologiesaccordingtotheirgroupinclusivenessandinteractivity．ItcollectsgroupchatsfromtheWeChat

platformandrevealstheformingdynamicsofgroupverbalabuse,andfurtherexplorestheChineseChristians􀆳morally

fraughtexperienceinthevirtualcommunities．ThisresearchshowsthatChristianvaluesasanexternalforceencourage

Christianstofulfilltheirgospelmissionandseektheirgroupidentity．Christiansexhibittheirdiscursivepowerthrough

groupnormsandgroupbehaviors．Culturalauthoritarianismandreligiousfundamentalismaretheideologicalfactorsthat

underlinetheexclusivegroupbehaviorsoftheChristianvirtualcommunities．Thecontradictionbetweenexclusiveand

inclusivegroupculturesreflectstheincompatibilitybetweenChineseauthoritariantraditionandthecallforamoreopen

society．Underthecurrentsocialstructureandculturalenvironment,particularisticethicsandexclusivepracticeswould

stillbedominantinChineseChristianvirtualcommunitiesforacomparativelylongtime．
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Therehaslongbeenadisputebetweenthetwotypicalparadigmsofthestudyofmorality．The
firstistheDurkheimianapproach,whichseescultureorcollectivelifeas morallychargedand
considersallroutinesornormativesocialactionsasmoralandreproductive．Theotherapproach,as
Laidlawexplained,whentakingfreedomandchoiceasessentialcriteriaofthemoraldomain,not
everythingpeopledowouldbeconsideredasamoralactivity;incontrast,itisthereflectivechoice
anddecisionmakingratherthanthereproductionofthesocialpracticethatmakesroomformoral
existenceanddevelopment．〔１〕Robbinsarguesthat,indifferentcontexts,bothapproachesare
helpful．HequotesDumont􀆳shierarchicalvaluemodelsayingthatdifferentvaluesrankinapyramid
ofvalues,withtheparamountvalueatthetopandthelessimportantvaluesatthebottom．Through
theinternalexchangeofvalueswithinthehierarchicalvaluestructure,culturalreproductionachieves

３４

〔１〕 JoelRobbins．“Between ReproductionandFreedom:Morality,Value,and RadicalCulturalChange．”Ethnos７２,no．３
(September１,２００７):２９３Ｇ３１４．
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harmony．Robbinscontraststhismodelwith Weber􀆳smodel,inwhichdifferentvaluesconflictwith
eachotherwithoutreconciliation．For Weber,valueislikeablackorwhitechoicethatcannot
compromise．ItisunderthesecircumstancesthatthepersoncomestoseetheselfasadecisionＧmaker
andmoralagencywithfreewill．

BasedontheinterpretationofDumontand Weber􀆳s models,Robbins makesatypological
distinctionbetween“stableconflictsthatareanenduringpartofthecultureandthoseconflictsthat
ariseasaresultofchange．”〔２〕Moralchangesoccurwhentheplacesofdifferentvaluesinthe
hierarchychangeorexchange,or,inothercases,newvaluesfromoutsidetheculturesystemcomein
andreplacetheoldones．Toexplainthedynamicsofculturechange,Robbinsgoesintothedetailsof
asingleethnographiccaseoftheUrapminofPapuaNew Guinea．TheUrapminisagroupwith
around３９０people．TheyconvertedtocharismaticChristianityinthelate１９７０s．Thetraditional
Urapminsocietyvaluesrelationalismasabondoftheinterdependenceoflivelihoodandinterest
distribution．AftertheUrapminsocietyacceptedtheChristianvalueofindividualism,theytendedto
viewtheseekingofnewrelationshipsasasin．TheconflictbetweentraditionalandChristianvalues
makestheirexistencemorallyfraught．Theirwayofsocialproductionandstructureremainedthe
same,whereastheirvaluesystem turned upsidedown．Therefore,the Dumontversion ofthe
hierarchicalmodelofmoralvaluewouldnotworkinthem．Incontrast,theWeberianconflictvalue
modelexplainsthetensionandanxietyintheirsociallife．Robbinsconsidersthattherecouldbeno
equilibriumofvaluesreachedwithintheUrapminsocietyuntilthesocialstructureandthewayof
productioncouldfinallygetinlinewithChristianindividualism．

DataandMethodology

TotestRobbin􀆳sunbalancedgamesofvaluesintheChinesecontext,theauthorobservedmore
than２０ChristinaWeChatgroupsforthreeyears．Thisresearchexamtengroupswithsteadygroup
membersandinteractivefrequencies．Membershipinthesegroupsrangedfrom５０to５００．Thereare
about２８００peopleinvolvedinthesetengroupsintotal．Thegroupleadersofthetengroupsare
Christiansofdifferenttheologicaltraditions．FourofthegroupleadersareCatholics,andsixofthem
areProtestants．Someofthegroupleadersareconservative,andsomearemoreliberalＧminded．The
faithbackgroundsofthesegroup membersaremixed．Someofthegroupswelcomemembersof
differentfaiths,andsomearenotopentopeopleofcertainreligions．AmongthetenWeChatreligious
groupsobserved,nineofthemfallintotheologicalorculturaldebatesfromtimetotime．Still,only
twoofthesegroupsencounterdisputeswithabusivelanguagerepeatedly．

AccordingtoHabermas,avalidsocialnormandanoncoerciveintersubjectivecommonalityare
thecharacteristicsofahealthysociety．Inanidealsociety,peoplewilltreatothers􀆳humanityneveras
ameansbutasanend．Themembersofacommunityestablishmoralnormsthroughinteractionand
putoneanotherundermoralobligations．Theyperceivetheothers “asmembersofaninclusive
communitynopersonisexcludedfrom．”〔３〕BasedonHabermas􀆳modelofanidealsociety,thispaper

４４

〔２〕

〔３〕
Ibid．
JurgenHabermas．TheFutureofHumanNatureCambridge,England:Polity,２００３．p．５６
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adoptsinclusivityandintersubjectivityasthetwovariablestoevaluatethemoralstatusofvirtual
Christiancommunities．Itusesthemethodofcontentanalysistoassessgroupnoticesandchats
collectedfromtheWeChatgroups．Theauthoralsocalculatedthefrequencyofinteractivityofthese
groupsonadailyorweeklybasisanddiscussedwithsomeChristiangroupmembersabouttheir
valueoutlookandtheirunderstandingofthepossiblemoralchangeinChinesesociety．

BasedontheobservationofthetenChristianvirtualcommunitiesontheWeChatplatform,the
authorarguesthatRobbins􀆳sconclusioncanhelpunderstandthepresentconflictofvaluesinthe
Chinesecontext．BothDurkheimianand Weberianapproachescouldexplainpartofthechangeof
socialmoralityinChina,whiletheequilibriumofvaluescanhardlybeachievedamongChristians
whenChina􀆳ssocialstructureandthe way ofsocialproductionremainthesame．Withthe
developmentofmoderntechnology,Christianspreachthegospelonsocialmediaandencounter
religiousothersinvirtualreligiouscommunities．Christians􀆳attitudetowardreligiousothersteststhe
ChristianteachingofuniversalprinciplesunderoneGodandthefreedomofreligiousbelief．During
thisprocess,Christiansin virtualreligiouscommunitiesinevitably encounter morallyfraught
experienceswheninconsistentrulesandvaluesareappliedtotherightsofChristiangroupsand
religiousothers．Also,Christianswithdifferenttheologicaltraditionsmayfacehostilityandattacks
fromeachother,andtheymayfacethechoicesoftoleratingorexcludingthereligiousothers．Though
theymayfeellikeretreatingfromtherealorvirtualsociety,theirsenseoftheGospelmissionstill
encouragesthemtoactoutChristianvaluesasuniversalcareforhumanbeingsandrespondtothe
religiousothersinequalterms．TheyworkastheagencyofChristianmoralityinChinesesocietyand
bringaboutpossiblemoralchangesinthefuture．

Norm,Inclusiveness,&Interactivity

InthelittlesocietyoftheWeChatgroups,thegroupnoticesusuallyexpressthegroupleader􀆳s
understandingofdesirablesocialorderandnorms,andtherulesofagroupserveastheguidanceof
groupmembers􀆳behavior．Anexclusiveannouncementwillusuallyencourageantagonismagainst
othersocialgroups,whileaninclusiveruleoftenushersinkindness,respect,andtrustamongpeople．
ManyWeChatvirtualgroupsareestablishedtoexchangefaithＧrelatedinformationaswellasto
evangelizetheunbelievers．Forexample,FatherJia〔４〕istheleaderofthegroup “TheCoursesof
ReligiousCultureandClassics．”HeattendedaProtestantTheologyschoolabout２０yearsagoand
laterbecameaCatholicChurchpriest．HehadmanyyearsofexperienceworkingwithChristiansof
differentfaithbackgrounds．Tiredoftheconflictsamongchurchesandchurchfollowers,hegaveup
hisofficialpositioninachurchandbegantorunhisownbusinessandsellsnacks．FatherJiaknows
welltheadvantagesanddisadvantagesofdifferentreligionsandtheologies,andheneverforgetshis
missiontocallfortheunityoftheChristianchurches．Hehasbeengivingaseriesoflectureson
religionssincethefoundingofhisWeChatgroup．Hisgroupannouncementsays:

５４

〔４〕 Thispaperreplacedtherealnamesofthepeopleinthisresearchwiththeirinitialsorpseudonymsfortheprotectionoftheir
privacy．
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ThisgroupfocusesonsharingreligiousclassicsandexplainingWesternphilosophy
ofGod,Confucianism,Buddhism,andTaoism．Youcanshareinthegrouptwolinksor
picturesperday,andthecontentsharedshallberelevanttothetopicsofreligionand
philosophy．Ihopethatyoucouldrespectandtolerateeachother．Personalattacks,

obscenewords,commercialadvertising,politicalannouncements,andforcedconversion
arenotallowedinthisgroup．

Anothergroupnamed“OliveSpring”isestablishedbyawomaninHongkong．Herhometownis
inmainlandChina,andherhusbandisapriestin Hongkong．SheinvitedChristiansofdifferent
traditionsintohergroup．Thegroupannouncementwarmlyinvitestheseekerstojointheonline
Biblestudy．Later,withthehelpofanotheryoungmanservinginaCatholicchurchinDalian,she
updatedhergroupannouncementandclarifiedthathergroupshouldconformtoreachtheunityof
theCatholicsandChristiansinJesusChrist．

HoldingtheHolyBibleasthecommongroundforgroupdiscussionseemedtobeaconsensus
amonggroupleadersofdifferenttraditions．Agroupnamed“ChurchandHolyTrinity”hostedbya
BritishＧbornChineseCatholicfollowerpostedsomeBibleversesastheirgroupnotice．Byquoting
Timothy２:１５Ｇ１６,itsuggeststhegroup membershouldavoidprofaneandvaintalk．Byquoting
Romans１４∶３,itwarnsthegroupmembersnottojudgeothers,foritisGodwhomakesthefinal
judgment;andbyquotingTimothy２:２３Ｇ２５,itasksthegroupmembertobegentleandpatientwith
others,andtoinstructthosewhoopposethemselvesinhumility．OnecannottellifitisaCatholicor
ProtestantGrouponlybyreadingthegroupnotice．

Anothergroupnamed“LoveEachOtherinChrist”alsoexpressessimilarstancesandconcerns．
Itsgroupannouncementsays:“Welcomehome;don􀆳trushtoleave．Youarewelcometoparticipatein
ourBiblediscussion．Regardlessofgender,race,ethnicity,party,sects,orchurch,weareinthehome
ofGod．AslongasweareintheTriuneGod,weshallunitetofightagainsttheantiＧChrist,and
prepareforthekingdomofGod．”Mostgroupsmakeitclearthatthegroupleaderandadministrator
canremovethememberfromthegroup,whiletheleaderofaWeChatgroupnamed“Everyonetalks”

claimsthatthegroupleaderwillnotexcludeanyonefromthegroup．Thegroupnoticesaysthat“the
groupwelcomesallfriendswhoarenotantiＧChristianandcanchatrationally．Youcansharewhat
youthink,andifyoudon􀆳tlikethevaluestreasuredhere,youcanchoosetoleave．Godgiveseveryone
therighttospeech．Thegroupownerandtheadministratorshouldnotkickanyoneoutofthe
group．”

ThereisaBiblestudygroupnamed “GoodnewsEnglishlearning．”Thegroupleaderisa
Christianscholarwhohaspublishedmanybooksondifferentreligioustraditions．Accordingtothe
announcementofthegroup,thepurposeofthisgroupistoreadtheHolyBible(EnglishStandard
Edition,ESV)togetherwiththegroupmembersandtoguideBiblestudy．Ateacherwillreadthe
BibleversesinEnglishwithvoicemessagesintheWeChatgrouponweekdaysandtheninterpretthe
BibleinChinese．This１５ＧminuteBiblereadingguidancehasstartedeverymorningsince２０１８,anda
groupofseventeacherstakesturnstoservethegroupandleadthereading．Withtheirefforts,more
andmoreyoungpeoplejoinedthemfortheEnglishBiblestudy,andmanyformedmany５００Ｇpersons
WeChatgroups．Accordingtotherulesofthisgroup:“Itisnotallowedtobringanytopicotherthan

６４
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theBibleversestothegroupchat(includingadvertisements,articles,pictures,andcomments)．The
managersofthegroupwouldremoveanyoneviolatingtherules．”AnotherChineseChristianscholar
whoownsaWeChatpublicaccountalsoestablishedsimilarrulesforhisWeChatgroup “Cypress
Discussion．”Hisgrouprulesencouragediscussionandcriticsofcontentreleasedonthegroup
leaders􀆳WeChatpublicaccount,butitforbidsinformationirrelevanttothegroupleaders􀆳articles．
Thegroupannouncementencouragesmutualrespectandtrustamongthereaders．Thosewhoviolate
theruleswillberemovedfromthegroup．

The“JusticeAcademy”isareadinggroupthatfocusesontheBible􀆳struth,theredemptionof
ChristontheCross,andChristianhomeschooling．ThehostofthisgroupisaChristianfreelance
writerwhopublishedhisbookofpoliticsandlawcomments．Ontheonehand,thisgroupholdsthe
principleof“SolaScriptura”andtriestoestablishtheHolyBibleasthesourceofnormsforthe
groupmembers;ontheotherhand,thisgrouphopestobridgethedifferencesbetweendifferent
ChristianchurcheswiththeWordasthecommonfoundationfordiscussion．Theyalsotriedtokeepa
distancefromsensitivepoliticaltopics．Accordingtothegroupannouncement,thisgroupisastrictly
closedcommunity:

ThegroupdiscussionshallberootedintheHolyBibleandavoidthecommentson
differentchurches．FortheunityoftheChristianChurchintruthandtheHolySpirit,

anycriticsofchurchesshallonlyquotetheHolyBible;anynonＧbiblicalreferencesare
notallowed．Thosewhoviolatethisruleshallleavethegroupvoluntarilyonceand
forall．

RachelisastudentinaProtestanttheologyschoolinmainlandChina．Shesetsupa WeChat
grouptosharetheBibleandtheexperienceofGod．Accordingtothegroupannouncement:

ThisgroupisforpeoplewhohavevisionsforGod􀆳skingdomorhaveservedthe
churchformanyyears．Newbelievers,atheists,andseekersmightnotbesuitableforthis
group．Pleasetrytorespectandloveeachotherduringthegroupdiscussion．Thosewho
usevulgarwords,quarrels,orcurseswillbemovedwithoutnotice．Thisgroupisnot
opentoMuslimfriendsatpresent,butifthereareMuslimfriendsaroundyou,please
prayforthem．

A group namedthe “Holy Family”is one ofthe mostrepresentativecases ofgroup
exclusiveness．ThegroupleaderisauniversityteacherinGuangzhou;heusedtobeaProtestant
churchfollower．AfterconvertingtoCatholicism,thegroupleaderbecameahardＧcoredefenderofthe
Catholicfaith．ToconvertmoreProtestantstoCatholicism,hekeepsinvitingpeoplefromProtestant
WeChatgroupstohisgroup．HeidentifieshisgroupasaconservativeCatholicgroupthatembraces
traditionalism,andhereleasedagroupannouncementsaying:

ThisgroupisopentothoseinterestedintheCatholicChurch􀆳struth,especially
thosewhoarewellＧeducated．Thisgroupdoesnotwelcomethosewhoarehostileto

７４
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CatholicismandthosewhoadvocatefaithandethicalteachingoppositetotheCatholic
church．AnyProtestantlinksandProtestanttermsarestrictlyprohibited．Anyonewho
ignoresthisalertwillberemovedswiftly．

Tofindoutthefactorsthatmighthavecontributedtodifferentgroupcultures,thispaper
comparesthetheologicalandsocialbackgroundsofthese WeChatgroups．Thetengroupsare
categorizedintofourtypesaccordingtothedegreeofgroupexclusivenessandinteractivity(SeeTable
１)．TypeAincludesgroup１and２,typeB(group３to５),typeC(group６to８),andtypeD(group９
and１０)．

Table１　InclusivenessandInteractivityofDifferentWeChatGroups

Type GroupName Tradition Identity Inclusiveness Interactivity Excludesthosewho

１

２

A

Religious

Classicsstudy
Comprehensive Formerpriest VeryHigh High Breakthegrouprules

OliveSpring Catholic Pastorassistant High High Breakthegrouprules

３

４

５

B

HolyTrinity Catholic Student High High Actorspeakrudely

Everyonetalks Protestant Staff Veryhigh Median None

LoveinChrist Protestant Freelancer Veryhigh Median None

６

７

８

C

English

BibleStudy
Protestant Professor High Low

Cypress

Discussion
Protestant Professor High Low

Justice

Academy
Protestant

Freelance

Scholar
Median Median

Group theme,group
leader􀆳s authority,the

rulesofthegroup

９

１０

D

Rachel􀆳s

Friendshare
Protestant Student Low High Faith,idea,value

TheHoly
Family

Catholic
University
teacher

VeryLow Veryhigh Churchaffiliation

　　TypeA．InterＧreligious,HighInclusiveness&Interactivity
TypeAgroupsarethemostinclusiveamongthetengroups,andtheinteractivityofthegroups

isveryhigh．Thenumberofpeopleinthesetwogroupsis１８０and３３０,respectively,andthereare
usually１０to２０ofthemactivelyinvolvedineverydaygroupChat．Christiansofdifferenttraditions,

Muslims,Buddhists,andTaoistfollowerssharetheirfaithtraditionsontheWeChatplatform．Only
religiousextremistsorfundamentalistswillberemovedfromthegroup．Theleadersofthetwo
groupsareintheir４０sor５０s．TheybelongtothemiddleＧlowerorlowerclassofthesociety,andthey
donothaveasmuchaccesstovarioussocialresourcesasthosewhoworkwiththegovernmentor
workaspublicofficials．Theyhaveaccesstodifferentreligiousinstitutions,andtheyhavemanyyears

８４
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ofexperienceservinginchurchesandgettingalongwithpeopleofotherfaiths．Theyknowthesinof
humanbeings,andtheyarereadytolovethosesinnersintheireverydaylives．

TypeB．Interdenominational,HighInclusiveness&Interactivity
TheleadersofgrouptypeIIhavesomeformalorinformalexperiencesoftheologicaltraining．

Thenumberofpeopleinthesetwogroupsisbetween７０to１８０．Theyareintheir２０sor３０s,and
theyarerepresentativeoftheyoungergenerationofChristians withastrongsenseofGospel
mission．Theydonotsetupstrictrulesforthegroup,andtheirgroupnoticesareinclusiveand
invitingtopeopleofdifferentfaiths．Whensomenewcomerstalkrudely,thegroupleadersusually
don􀆳tknowhowtorespondsinceitisnotwrittenintheirgroupnoticethattheycouldremovethose
aggressivenewcomersfromthegroupchat．Thefrequentspeakersintheirgrouparenotalwaysthe
sameactive ones．With the changing oftopics,different people willinitiate orrespond to
conversations．

TypeC．Scholarly,FormativelyHighInclusiveness&LowInteractivity
Groupssixtoeightarehostedbyscholarsagebetween４５to６０．Theyallhavetheirownpublications,

andthenumberofpeopleintheirgroupsrangesfrom３５０to５００．Thegroupleadersreleasedmorethan８０
percentofthetotalcontentsintheWeChatgroup．Thoughthegroupnorm welcomespeopleofdifferent
backgroundstojointhem,onlyveryfewpeopletalkinthegroupchat．Thecontentsharedinthesegroupsis
highlyfocusedonthedesignatedtopicsandthemes;differenttheologicalorsocialideasareusually
discouragedorcriticized．Thosewhotalkaboutunrelatedmattersorinappropriatetopicswillbeswiftly
removed．Althoughthenumbersofpeopleinthesegroupsarebig,theinteractivityofthesethreeispretty
lowcomparedtoothergroups．

TypeD．SingleTradition,HighExclusiveness& HighInteractivity
ThehostsofGroupNo．９andNo．１０aretheologicallyfundamentalists,andtheyareintheir２０s

or３０s．Bothofthemareexclusivetosomespecifictraditionsandsocialgroups．Thereareabout７０
peopleintheprotestantgroup(No．９)andabout４５０peopleintheCatholicgroup(No．１０)．Both
groups􀆳interactivefrequencyisprettyhigh,andpeopleinthesetwogroupsarehighlylikeＧminded．
Oncetherearedifferentideasandopinions,manygroupmemberswouldstandouttorefutethem．
Therefore,thehigherinteractivefrequencyinthesetwogroupsdoesnotmeanahigherchancefor
differentthoughtstobecommunicated．Themessagesrepeatedmostfrequentlyinthegrouparethe
ideasandthoughtsalliedwiththegroupleaders．

FromtheaboveＧlistedfactsaboutthetendifferentgroups,weseethatboththemostinclusive
andexclusivegroupsenjoyhighinteractivity．Thegroupswithinclusivenormsencouragereligious
otherstojointhem,andtheirinteractionsarebetweenindividualsofdifferentfaithcommunities．
Theyencouragefollowersofdifferentreligionstolistentoeachotherandbeopentothevarious
interpretationsoftheHolyBible．Incontrast,thegroupwithexclusivenormsblockeddifferentideas
fromtheverybeginning．Thegroupleader􀆳sallＧorＧnonethinkingresonatedwiththegroupmembers,

andverysoon,onlyonestancewilltakeoverinthegroupdiscussion．
Insummary,groupTypeAisthemostinclusiveandinteractivetype．Theyusuallyhavea

Catholicbackground,andtheyhaveasenseofresponsibilitytopromotetheunityofdifferentfaith
groups．BoththetwotypeAgroupsputgreatemphasisonsocialnorms．TypeBcouldbeeither
CatholicorProtestanttraditions,andtheleadersareinclusiveofdifferentfaithtraditions．Their

９４
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groupnoticesexpressawillingnesstounderstandothers,buttheydonothaveaclearnormforgroup
management．Elites,professors,orwritersaretheleaderofthetypeCgroup．Theywelcomelisteners
totheirgroups,buttheydonotwelcometopicsandideasirrelevanttotheirconcerns．TypeDarethe
youngestgroups,theyhaveastrongidentificationwithaparticulartradition,andtheyareexclusive
tootherreligionsordenominations．(SeetableTwo)

Table２　TypologiesofDifferentGroups

Type Tradition SocialClass Inclusiveness Interactivity ManagementStyle GroupMembers

A Catholic MiddleorLower High High
Representative

Democracy
４９０

B
Catholicor

Protestant
Middleorlower Median High Democratic ５００

C Protestant Elite,middleclass Median Low Authoritarian １２００

D
Catholicor

Protestant
Middleorlower Low High Totalitarian ６００

　　GivenHabermas􀆳principlesofinclusivenessandinteractivity,grouptypeAexhibitspositiveand
normativecharacteristics．Thistypeofgroupculturecouldpossiblycultivatethemoralprogressof
society．However,consideringthelimitedsocialstatusandresourcesofthegroupleadersand
members,theirinfluenceonsocietyasawholecouldstillbelimited．Anyway,theybelongtothe
marginalsocialgroupsofthemiddleＧclassChinese．GroupstypeBreadilyexpresstheirrespectfor
peopleasa moralchoice,buttheydonothaveagoodsenseofnormative management．When
inappropriatebehaviorsorwordsappearintheirgroups,theydonothaveadequatemeasurestobind
thosegroupmembers．Theleadersdemonstrateafriendlyattitudetowardreligiousothers,butthey
arenoteffectiveinpromotinggroupmoralityasawhole．TheelitesＧledgrouptypeChasgoodaccess
tovarioussocialresources,butoncetheelitesbecomeanauthorityinsomefield,theirauthoritarian
impulseswilltakeover．Therecouldalsobelessroomformoralprogressintheirgroupbecausewhat
theyhaddemonstratedtothegroup membersissimilartoanyotherauthoritariansocialgroup．
GrouptypeD,thefundamentalistfaithgroups,couldhardlybringthemoralityofmutualrespectand
loveintothevirtualcommunity．

Ifinterpretingthecharacteristicsofthefourtypesofgroupswithpoliticalterms,representative
democracy,democratic,authoritarian,andtotalitarianpoliticscouldbetheiranalogies,respectively．In
grouptype A,there are representativesfrom differentreligions to help with the group􀆳s
management,andtherepresentativescanimplementthegrouprulesindependentlywithoutthegroup
leader􀆳sconsent．IngrouptypeB,thedemocraticgroupfullyrespectsthegroupmembers􀆳freespeech
rights,butthegrouprulesarenotbindingenoughtothegroupmembers．Whenabusiveoroffensive
statementsappearinthegroupchat,thegroupleaderhasnowaytocounterthem．IngrouptypeC,

allthemembersfullyrespectthegroupleader􀆳sopinions．Theyareattentivelistenersofthegroup
leaderandfollowthegroupleader􀆳sdirectionineveryway．IngrouptypeD,thegroupleaderhasa
strongwilltopower,andhedecidestokeeporremovepeoplefromhisgroup,andhemotivatedthe
grouptofightalongwithhimagainstthedissidents．Asforthegroup􀆳ssize,９９０peoplejoinedthe

０５



YanLIU:CultureReproductionorValueConflict? TheMorallyFraughtExperienceofChineseChristiansinVirtualCommunities

moreliberalgroups(typeAandB),and１８００peopleralliedinthemoreauthoritariangroup(typeC
andD)．

GroupDiscourseandGroupCulture

ThenextpartofthispaperintroducessometypicalscenariosinGroupNo．１andGroupNo．１０,

respectively,andexplainshowgroupnormsshapetheinclusiveandexclusiveculturegroupculture．
Usually,thegroupleaderisthekeytotheformingofthegrouprulesandgroupculture．A more
inclusivegroupleaderwillforbidtheuseofabusivelanguageingroupdiscussionsandmaintaina
pleasantatmosphereinthegroupchat．Onthecontrary,anexclusivegroupleadermayencourage
offensivelanguageamongpeopleofdifferentfaithtraditions,and(s)hemaybetheonewhotakesthe
leadtolaunchanattackonothers．

SincetheestablishmentofgroupNo．１,“ReligiousClassicsStudy,”theCatholicandProtestant
Christianshavebeencriticizingeachother􀆳schurchdoctrines,Bibletranslations,andtraditions．The
groupleader,FatherJia,alwaysencouragedbothsidestoexpresstheirunderstandingsrationally．He
explainedtobothsidesthehistoricalandcontextualreasonsforthedifferencesbetweenCatholicism
andProtestantism．Mr．Yi,thegroupleaderofgroupNo．１０,“HolyFamily,”wasanactivespeaker
inFatherJia􀆳sgroup．Hetimeand again called Martin Luthera wicked apostate who had
intentionallysplitthechurchandcondemnedProtestantismasaheresy．Feelingharasseddeeplyby
thetalksofMr．Yi,aProtestantMs．BininFatherJia􀆳sgroupvolunteeredtoserveasthegroup
manager,andshewonthesupportofFatherJia．WheneverMr．YidisparagedProtestantism,Ms．Bin
wouldremindhimaboutthegrouprulesthatnooneshallforceotherstobelieveortoconvert．Soon
afterthat,aCatholic,Ms．Ding,volunteeredtobethegroupmanageronbehalfoftheCatholics．She
gotFatherJia􀆳ssupporttoo,andshepostsinformationaboutCatholicisminthegroupdaily．The
followersoftheOrthodoxChurch,Islam,andBuddhisminthegroupalsoreadilysharethelinksof
articlesabouttheirtraditions．FatherJiausedeithertextorvoicemessagestocommunicateinthe
group,andthegroupmembersgraduallyformedaconsensusthatpeopleofdifferentfaithtraditions
shallrespecteachotherandloveeachother．ExclusivistslikeMr．Yiwereusuallycriticizedbythe
groupmemberswhenhetriedtomakefunoftheProtestantfollowers．Finally,oneday,Ms．Bin
removedYifromFatherJia􀆳sgroup．

Incontrast,theatmospherein Mr．Yi􀆳sgroupisentirelydifferent．InYi􀆳s WeChatgroups,

disputesamongfollowersofvariousfaithtraditionsusuallyresultinverbalabuse．Evansdefined
verbalabuseaswordsthatattackorinjureandwordsorattitudesthat“disempower,disrespect,or
devaluetheother．”〔５〕Evanssortedthewaysofverbalabuseintofivelevels:１．denialandavoidance;

２．AngryaddictionandnameＧcalling;３．Orders,threats,andintimidation;４．Underminingattacks;５．
Withholding．AlltheselevelsofverbalabusivefrequentlyappearinYi􀆳sWeChatgroups．

Denialisoneofthemostcommonlyusedmethodstotrivializeanddiscountreligiousothers．In
Yi􀆳sgroup,theCatholicsexpresstheirprideovertheCatholicapostolictradition,andtheydenythe
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ProtestantChurchasachurch．TheyderidethemusicandritualofProtestantchurchesasrustic,and
theythinkthattheProtestantBibleisfullofmistakes．

NameＧcallingandabusiveangerarewhatpeopleusuallyencounterinsomeoftheextremist
religiousgroups．Somepeopleenjoycallingotherreligioustraditionsbyinsultingnamesorexpress
theirangertoreligiousothers．Forexample,inChinese,theacademictermforProtestantismisXin
Jiao (新 教),whichliterally means “the New Religion．”Thistranslationisto differentiate
ProtestantismfromtheoldRomanCatholictradition．However,inYi􀆳sWeChatgroup,theCatholics
onlycalltheProtestantism “ShifanJiao”(誓反教),whichsuggeststhatProtestantsarethosewho
swearordefydeathtofightagainsttheRomanCatholics．SomeofthemclaimthattheProtestantsdo
notdeservetobecalledChristians,fortheyaretheCatholics􀆳heresies．AsBoyarindiscussed,an
injuriousnamederogatesanddemeanstheotherparty．Italsobringstheotherpartyintoamenial
existence;thus,itcouldarousecounteroffenseaction．〔６〕

OrderandthreatenarealsocommonlyfoundinYi􀆳sWeChatgroupchat．Yikeepsacloseeyeon
thecontentoftheconversationinhisgroup．OnceaProtestanttermappearsingroupchat,he
wouldimmediatelywarnthemandthreatentoremovethemfromthegroup．Inhisgroup,everyoneis
supposedtousethetermsintheStudiumCatholicBiblicum,whichistheonlyChineseCatholicBible
officiallyrecognizedbytheVatican．TheStudiumBiblewastranslatedtoChinesefromtheHebrew
andGreekBible,andtheUnionChristianBiblewastranslatedtoChinesefromtheEnglishBible．
Therefore,thetransliterationofpropernamesinthetwoBiblesisquitedifferentinChinese．For
example,intheChineseProtestantBible,“God”istranslatedas“Shangdi”(上帝theSupremeKing)

or“Shen”(神theDeity),andAbrahamasYabolahan(亚伯拉罕)．IntheChineseCatholicBible,
“God”istranslatedas“TianZhu”(天主 TheLordofHeaven),andAbrahamasYabalang(亚巴

郎)．In Yi􀆳sgroup,anyonewhousestheterm “Shangdi”or “Yabolahan”willbewarnedand
threatenedtoberemoved．Yiwouldtirelesslyremindthegroupnewcomersaboutthetaboosandask
themtofollowthetranslationoftheStudiumBible．WheneverYiwarnthenewcomers,manygroup
memberswouldrallywithYiandexpresstheircontemptfortheProtestantBible．ManyProtestants
questionedthisrule,whileYiinsistedthatthereisnootherwaytokeepthepurityoftheCatholic
discourse．OneoftheProtestantscriticizedYi􀆳srule,sayingthat “theProtestantsholdtheSola
Scriptura,andyourgroupofCatholicsholdSolaStudiumBible．Ironically,younarrowtheteachingof
theholycatholicchurchintothetranslationoftheChineseStudium Bible．”As MichaelSigner
suggested,followersofdifferentreligioustraditionsneedtounderstandthatlanguageisused
symbolically．Thevisiontowardtheabsolutetruthgoesbeyondwhattermsandnamesseemtobe,
“Therefore,acoincidentlogicrequireselevatingtheintellectabovetheforceofwordsratherthan
insistingthattheypossessonlyoneＧdimensionalmeaning．”〔７〕

InYi􀆳sgroup,disputesalsoariseintheformofmutualcriticizing．Onesideusuallyaccusesthe
othersideofimmoralmotivationandofdistortingthenatureofthings．Yiconsidersthatmostgroup
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membersarenotwellＧeducated;theycannotdistinguishtherightteachingsfromthewrongones．
Therefore,wheneverYigetsachancetocriticizeProtestantism,hewillalwaysrepeattheimportance
ofexcluding Protestantterms,concepts,historicalfigures,andteachingstopreventthegroup
membersfrombeingcapturedbyfalseideas．Yi􀆳sassertionsarousediscontentamongtheProtestants
inthegroupfromtimetotime,andtheycriticizedthehistoricalmistakesandtheteachingsofthe
CatholicChurchinreturn．Thus,thedebatesbetween CatholicsandProtestantsneverreacha
consensusduetothegapbetweendifferenttraditionsandindividuals􀆳understanding．Astimepasses
by,theantiＧProtestantvoicedominantYi􀆳sgroup．Evanslistedwithholdingasthehighestlevelof
abuseandexplainedthatsomereligiousgroupswithholdfromothersasaformofshunningtopunish
thosewhodon􀆳tconform．〔８〕Cybertechnologymakesthemeasureofwithholdingveryeasy．The
groupleaderandgroupmanagerjustneedaclickonthescreentoremovepeoplefromthegroup
conversation．ThiswayofsocialＧemotionaldeprivationcouldcreatedepression,anxiety,andother
symptomsintheabusedparty．

Evansconsideredthatbothverbalandphysicalabusecasesaretheabusers􀆳controltacticsora
meansofholdingpoweroverothers．Theyactindifferenttoothers􀆳feelingsandviewsandare
inexpressiveof warmth and empathyto others．Mostimportantly,theytendto controland
manipulate．Throughaccusingdissidents,theaccuseraccumulatestheirmoralauthorityandgains
statusinfrontofthewitnessbyshowingdiscursivepoweroverothers．〔９〕Whenthecommunity
membersfollowtheopinionleaderstoassaultdissidents,abusivegroupbehaviorbecameatoolto
confirmone􀆳stheologicalunderstandingandgroupidentity．AsBoyarindiscussed,thediscourseof
religiousorthodoxyasanindependentcategoryofhumanidentificationmaynotservetheinterestsof
certaineconomicclass,“buttheydoserveintheproductionofideology,ofhegemony,theconsentof
adominatedgrouptoberuledbyanelite．”〔１０〕CharlesTillyexplainedasimilarmechanisminviolent
rituals．Heusedtheexampleofaritualbeforethefootballgameasanextremecaseofactivating
boundariesandexcludingtheothers,which“incorporatealltherelevantactorsandsocialsitesintoa
singleconnectedsetofperformances．”〔１１〕Amongvirtualreligiouscommunities,theprocessofgroup
debateandcastingoutofdifferentideas,languages,andreligiousothersexhibitasimilarmechanism
suggestedbyTilly．First,theydifferentiatetheboundarybetween“themandus”bythosesymbols
and further clarify withinＧboundary and crossＧboundary interactions．Next,they push the
uncommittedormoderateactorstowardoneortheotherextreme．Ifthenewcomersdonotabideby
thegrouprules,theytaketherisksofbeingcastoutofthegroupandmayallegedlylosetheirtickets
toheaven．Inthesegroups,theabuserreinforcedthesestanceswiththecompetitivedisplayof
continuoussignals．BycorrectingtermsandtranslationsdifferentfromtheStudiumBible,theygetto
unifytheiridentity as Catholics．Finally,they monitorconstantsurveillance overthe virtual
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community􀆳sdiscussionandeventuallynullifytheProtestants．Theabusersjustifytheiractionswith
religiousreasonslikemaintainingthecommunity􀆳spurityandpreventingignorantfollowersfrom
beingcheatedbyheresies．Inthenameofjustice,absolutetruth,orsolemnpurpose,theyloadtheir
narrativeswithexclusivity,hostility,andhatred．AsMoyaertexplained,bystrengtheningtheother􀆳s
negativeimage,theinternaldivisioncouldbecovered．“The moreothersareothered,through
exclusionandmarginalization,themoreone􀆳sownidentityispreservedaselevatedandexalted．”〔１２〕

Girard􀆳sinterpretationofthescapegoatalsohelpstounderstandtheabusivecultureofreligious
groups．〔１３〕Theactofsearchingforscapegoatsservesasaprotectionofthereligiouscommunity．
Whentheoutsideriscastout,theharmonyofthecommunityresumes,andthesocialfabricsare
reinforced．Thenewcomersofasocialmediagroupusuallylackasociallinkwithothermembersof
thecommunity．Thustheoldgroupmembersareeasilyassembledtoexpelthedissidentswithharsh
wordswithoutfearofreprisal．Especially whentheoutsidersarecastoutfrom the virtual
community,theoutsidersdonotautomaticallystandachancetotakerevenge．AsGirardputit,“the
wholeofhumancultureisbasedonthemythicprocessofconjuringawayman􀆳sviolencebyendlessly
projectingituponnewvictims．Allculturesandallreligionsarebuiltonthisfoundation．”〔１４〕The
Chinesecultureand ChineseChristiansarenoexceptions,astheexamplesofexclusivegroup
behaviorinthisresearchshowed．

GroupCulture&theIndividualMoralChoice

OneinterestingthingaboutthereligiousWeChatcommunityisthatmanypeoplejoindifferent
WeChatgroupssimultaneously．Amongtheten WeChatgroupsinthisresearch,somepeoplecould
belongtofourorfiveofthegroups．ManypeoplearegroupmembersofbothgroupsNo．１andNo．
１０．Someofthemcouldbeveryactiveinonegroupbutkeepsilentinanothergroup．Toinvestigate
thefactorsthatinfluenceindividuals􀆳moralchoicesonthe WeChatplatform,Iaskedsomegroup
membersabouttheirunderstandingofdifferentgroupcultures．

Mr．Wuisoneoftheactivespeakersinbothgroups．ThefirsttimeItalkedtohim wasabout
twoyearsagowhenhewasstandingasanallywithMr．Yiinthe“HolyFamily”WeChatgroup．
WhenIsharedsomeofAugustine􀆳swritingsinthisgroup,Mr．WucommentedthatwhatIshared
smeltlikeafoxtailofProtestantism．However,justtwomonthslater,whenIsawhimagaininthe
“TheReligiousClassics”group,hecriticizedthe moraldefectsofbothCatholicandProtestant
churches．Heevenclaimedhimselfanadvocatoroftheecumenicalmovementandsaid:

ThedisputesbetweentheCatholicsandProtestantsarenotdoctrinalproblemsbutratherthe
issueofhumansin．SomeProtestantandCatholicchurcheswerecorrupted．Theyturnedthechurches
intoafamilybusiness．IknowaCatholicwhoindulgedinalcoholism,gambling,andprostitution,

thoughfivemembersinhisfamilyarepriests．Afterseeingthose,IdecidedtobecomeaProtestant．
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Later,whenIsawtheevilsdonebyProtestants,IconvertedtoCatholicism．BothCatholicsand
Protestantscriticizedthegovernment．However,theycouldnotallow anycriticism withinthe
church．Theyareanotherpartisanorganization．Oncetheycometopower,theymightbeworsethan
thepresentparty．

Iwassurprisedtoseethissuddenshiftin Wu􀆳sposition．Iwaswonderingwhatprovokedhis
changefromaconservativeCatholictoanecumenicaladvocator．Tofindtheanswer,ItalkedtoMr．
WuviaWeChatinprivate．IaskedWuifitbecauseofFatherJiaandhisWeChatgroupthatbrought
himdifferentperspectives．Mr．Wusaid:

FatherJiaisnottheonlyreason．Ialsohavetothankasisterwhotaughtmea
methodofspiritualpractice．Underthepresentsocialcircumstances,Christiansare
polarized,beingradicalliberalorfundamentalist．Thosewhotrulyadheretojusticemay
faceenormoussufferinginthesoul．I􀆳mnotworkinginmynamebutinspiredbythe
HolySpirittodothework．

Actually,inthepastseveralmonths,IsawthatMr．Wuhasbeenworkinghardtopromote
mutualunderstandingbetweendifferentWeChatgroupsofdifferentfaithtraditions．WhenIasked
abouthisviewonMr．Yi􀆳sgroup,hesaid:

Togroupslikesthis,youcanchoosetoleaveorescape．ThePersianEmpire,the
BabylonianEmpire,andEgyptwerealllikeSodomandjudgedbyGod．Lotdecidedto
leavethecityofSodom．Intoday􀆳sChina,God􀆳spurposeistolettherighteouspeopleto
“escape．”Itwasastruggletorefusetheevilandpromotethegood．

WuseemedtosuggestthatthereisnopointinarguingintheWeChatgroup,foryoucannever
changepeople􀆳smindsiftheyhavemadetheirdecision．Heused,againandagain,thestoryofLot􀆳s
wife,wholookedbacktoSodomandwasturnedintoasaltpillar,toexplainthatthereisnohopefor
Chineseculturetochange．Wuexplainedthatpeopleareobsessed withinvitingdisputesinthe
WeChatgroups,andthereisnodifferencebetweenthemandLot􀆳swife．

ChineseChristianintellectualshopethatthegospelcouldchangeChina．IntheWeChatgroup
chat,twoofthemostfrequentlymentionedtopicsare“onlyGodcanchangeChina”or“Godwilllet
thislandbedestroyed．”WhenIaskedWu􀆳sopiniononthepossibilityofmoralchangeinChinese
society,hewasstillpessimistic:“Areyousurethatthosepeopledonotbelieveinanidolcalled
“God”? How manyofthemcanfollowthewayofJesus? NotallbaptizedpeopleareChristians．I
feelthatGodsometimesdoesmoreworkonunbelieversthanonbelievers．”Wu􀆳snarrationechoes
thescenarioofthegoodSamaritanintheHolyBible．Thosewhoneverheardofthegospelcould
exemplifyhumanityandtolerancetodifferentthoughtsandtraditions．Instead,someChristians
justifyprideandprejudiceinthenameoffaith,andsomeusethenameofGodtofulfilltheindividual
andgroupdesires．IaskedWu,“Doyoumeanthatgeneraleducationismoreimportantthanfaithto
China?”Wuanswered:

５５
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Christianskeptfleeingfromtheirhometownandmotherland．Tosurvive,theymust
continuouslychangecareersandacquireskillsandknowledge．Inthissense,Christian
educationhasthecharacteristicsofgeneraleducation．Practically,survivalisgeneral
knowledge;spiritually,thepurposeofeducationistoknowandexperienceGod．Gods􀆳
peoplewillnotbecontrolledbythePersianswhotreatthemfavorablyorEgyptianswho
oppressthem．

IwasdeeplyimpressedbywhatWusaid．Cultureorfaith,whichwillwininChina? Itisthe
questionthatunderlinedthisconversation．IsawthatWuwasverydisappointedwithChinesesociety
andChineseChristians􀆳presentstatus,andhewasalsonotoptimisticaboutthefutureofChina．He
saidthatChinesesocietycouldturnapersonintoadevil,andthereisnochanceforfaithtowin
underthe presentculturaland politicalcircumstances．However,whentalking aboutgeneral
education,hesuggestedthatitcouldnotbecompletewithoutrecognizingGod􀆳spresence．

WuhimselfhasexperiencedmorallyfraughtconflictsduringhisstayintheseWeChatgroups．
Whenentangledwiththedisputesamongdifferentreligiousgroupsonthe WeChatplatform,he
sometimeswasunkindtoothers．HetriedtokeepawayfromthequarrelsontheWeChatplatform．
However,whendisputesarose,Wuwouldquicklyjumpouttopreachthegospeltobothsides．To
preventhimselffrombecomingadevilinthecurrentcultureandsociety,heeventhoughtofgiving
uphiswellＧpaidandsteadyjob．Hesaidthatwhenheencountersthemorallyfraughtmomentsand
finallymakesaharddecision,hefeltlikerenewedspiritually．Sixmonthsafterthisconversation,Wu
leftChinaandacceptedaCatholicmonasteryteachingpositioninsouthＧeastAsia．

CulturalRoots:AuthoritarianismandFundamentalism

SmithidentifiesthesenseofselfＧidentificationoffundamentalistEvangelicalsinAmerica．〔１５〕

TheseChristianshaveaclearsenseofidentity,andtheymaintainasenseoftensionwiththebroader
societytokeeptheirevangelicalidentity．Theyhaveastrongsenseofboundaries,whichdistinguishes
themfromothersocialgroups．TheybelievethattheyholdtheultimatetruthrevealedbytheHoly
Bible．Theyhaveaclearsenseofevangelicalmission,andtheyhopetotestifyandconvertpeopleand
changetheworld．Theyholdpracticalmoralsuperiorityoverothergroups,believingthatthetruth
canshapeindividuallifeandsociety．Thesecharacteristicsofthefundamentalistgroupsarenot
uniquetoAmericanEvangelicalgroups．Themoreconservativechurchesofdifferenttraditionsin
Chinacarrysimilartraits．AChineseChristian,Garfield,introducedherexperienceofdebatingonline
withsomefundamentalist Christians．Those Christians posted much falseinformation about
Catholicism;theyregisteredmanyonlineaccountstojoinadebate,givingpeopletheimpressionthat
theywereabiggroupofthesamemind．Garfieldexplained:

Bothextremeand moderatefundamentalistsareexclusive．Theyviewthingsas

６５

〔１５〕 Smith,C．,１９６０,& Emerson,M．(１９９８)．Americanevangelicalism:Embattledandthriving．Chicago:UniversityofChicago
Press．



YanLIU:CultureReproductionorValueConflict? TheMorallyFraughtExperienceofChineseChristiansinVirtualCommunities

eitherblackorwhite．Theyattackedotherreligionsasiftheyweresuperiortoothers,

andtheyaretheonlyoneswhoknowthetruth．TheyconsideredthatforsoＧcalled
eternallife,liesanddirtymeansshouldbetolerated．Fromtheordinaryfollowerstothe
churchleaders,thefundamentalistChristians wouldalwaysjustifycheatinginthe

gospel􀆳sname．〔１６〕

TheprevailingconservativeandfundamentalistteachingamongChineseCatholicandProtestant
churcheshavetheirrootsinhistory．TheflourishingofChristianfundamentalistteachingamongthe
ProtestantchurchesinChinaparalleledtheChristianFundamentalistMovementintheUnitedStates
sincethe１９２０s．〔１７〕DuringthefundamentalistＧmodernistcontroversyintheUS,Dr．WatsonHayes
establishedtheNorthChinaTheologicalSeminary(华北神学院),afundamentalistseminarin１９１９．
Itbecamethe“WestminsterSeminaryofChina”andplayedanessentialroleintrainingandproviding
financialsupporttotheChinesefundamentalistchurchesinthe１９３０s．Thisacademycultivatedsome
ofthemostinfluentialpastorsandleadersfortheChinesechurchesfromthe１９３０sto１９６０s,whose
influencesarestilldominantinthehouseschurchesinChinatoday．

After１９４９,theChineseCatholicChurchwasputundertheChinesegovernment􀆳ssupervision
andtheChineseCatholicPatrioticAssociation(CPA)．ItdidnotaccepttheprimacyofthePapacy．
NotwillingtosubmittotheCPA􀆳sleadership,theundergroundCatholicChurchmanagedtosurvive
andestablishedanundergroundsystem．Thus,boththeofficialandsomeundergroundCatholic
churchescutthemselvesofffromtheRomanCatholicChurch􀆳sofficialteachings．MostChinese
CatholicsnowadaysdonotknowaboutVaticanIIdocuments,andmanystillfollowtheCatholic
teachingsofthe１９thcentury．ManyChineseCatholicsrejectVaticanII􀆳steachingandviewitasa
surrendertomodernismandotherreligions．Mr．YioncecommentedontheVaticanIIdocument,

DignitatisHumanae(DeclarationofReligiousFreedom),saying:

IthinkthattheCatholicChurchdidnotwanttorecognizethoseheresiesandfalse
religions．Thisdocumentisnomorethanadiplomaticgesture．SinceonlytheCatholic
Churchholdsthetruth,thereis no needforthe Catholic Churchto makethis
unnecessarypacifyinggesture．Moralrelativismandpluralism willonlymisleadpeople
andharmtheCatholicChurchasawhole．

Yi􀆳sunderstanding also hasitsrootsinthesoiloftraditional Chinese patriarchaland
authoritarianculture．JianganalyzedtheauthoritariancrisisoftheChinesechurches;heconsidered
thatmonopolyofauthority,pyramidalcentralization,andtheemphasisofabsoluteobediencetothe
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church􀆳ssuperiorsarethethreemajorproblemsofChineseChristianChurches．〔１８〕The２０００Ｇyearold
authoritarianculturaltraditionhadpermeatedintoeveryhouseholdandintegratedintoChinese
people􀆳swayoflife．Chinesechurchesandvirtualreligiouscommunitiesarenotimmunetosuch
influence．TheChineseCommunistparty􀆳sruleandrepressionagainstreligiousorganizationsinthe
past７０yearsonlyreinforcedtheChristinachurches􀆳backlashtothegovernmentandotherreligious
groups．ThebinaryideologyoftheCCPgovernmenttoughensthefriendＧfoeandinsiderＧoutsider
mindsetamongdifferentsocialgroupsinChina．

AccordingtoYan,thediscriminativeinＧgroupandoutＧgroupmoralreasoningisstilldominantin
Chinatoday,whichcouldbeentirelycounterproductiveinanopenandmobilesociety．Themutually
beneficialbehavioramongChinesepeopleismainlybasedonpastfavorsandsocialexchanges．“Such
arelationＧbased moralityisparticularisticinnatureandhighly flexibleinpractice;manyofthe
behavioralnormsandmoralvaluesdonotapplytopeoplewhoareoutsideone􀆳snetworkofsocial
relationships．”〔１９〕When Christiansonthe WeChatplatform calleachotherbrotherandsister
intimatelyintheallＧrankedanddifferentiatedChinesesociety,the WeChatplatform becomesan
agencytobreakthediscriminativerules．However,theChinesetraditionalculturegenetenaciously
growsviadifferentnormsandpracticesofsocialgroups．Inthecasesofthisstudy,thesocialelites
holdcontentＧbaseddiscriminativerules．Theyoungergenerationoffundamentalistgroupleaders
acceptsdiscriminatoryrulesbasedonchurchtraditions,discourse,anddoctrines．Whenpeoplesuffer
discriminationontheWeChatplatform,theymaytakeitforgrantedanddiscriminateagainstothers．

Socialinjusticecouldalsocontributetotheformationofanexclusiveculture．After１９４９,the
Chinese PartyＧstate exacerbated the culturally formed socialinequality withitsinstitutional
measures．Forexample,theHukouregistrationsystemdividespeopleintourbanandruralresidents．
Theruralpopulationcannotenjoyfood,housing,pension,education,andothersocialwelfaresasthe
urbanites．TheHukousystemcultivatedastrongsenseofsuperiorityoftheurbanitesovertherural
populationandahabitofruthlessexploitationofthe“lowerＧend”population．〔２０〕ItsupportedtheusＧ
themandinsiderＧoutsidermindsetwithinstitutionalmeansbydistributingdignityandsocialwealth
unjustlyamongcityandruralcitizens．

Livinginablatantlyexclusiveculture,people􀆳sdissatisfactionwiththeunjustsocialinstitutioncan
developintoaggressivebehaviortowardastranger．Many WeChatusersusuallytalkabouthownational
securityofficialsvisitthem forreleasinginappropriateinformation onsocial media．Many ofthem
encounteredtheshutdownoftheir WeChataccountsforusingsensitivetermsorviolatingthenational
securityrules．Forexample,thepoliceandpartysecretaryinMr．Yi􀆳suniversitywarnedhimrepeatedlyfor
releasinginappropriateinformationon WeChatandfinallyremovedYifromtheteachingpodium．The
examplesoffundamentalistChristiancommunitiesinthisresearcharetheepitomesofsurveillanceinChina
today．ThemembersofthereligiousWeChatgroupexhibitedsimilartraitsofparticularisticcommunitarian
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ethics．Justasthegovernmenthasexcludedthem,theycontrolandexcludethereligiousothers．

Conclusion

AllfourtypesofreligiousWeChatgroupsinthisresearchcontributedtothepreachingofthe
gospel．Amongthem,typeA,B,andCcouldpromotemutualrespectandunderstandingindifferent
ways．Incontrast,grouptypeDcould moreoftentriggerdisputesandconflictsamongvarious
religiousgroups．Ontheonehand,amongtheWeChatgroupsobservedinthisresearch,thenumber
ofgroupsadvocatingtoleranceandmutualrespectisthemajority．Ifthesamplesofthisresearch
couldrepresentthedistributionofvaluestancesofthefaithgroupsonthe WeChatplatform,an
inclusiveculturecouldprogressivelyprevailinChinesesociety．

Ontheotherhand,theprivatechatontheWeChatplatformisinvisibletothepublic,andwedo
notknow whatconsensusisformedbetweenindividuals．Anyway,anexclusivevirtualcommunity
couldeasilyfindresonancefrompeoplelivinginanexclusivesociety．Whenthesocialstructureand
resourcedistributionsystemremainthesame,socialmoralitycouldhardlyimproveonlybecauseof
informationexchangetechnologydevelopment．AsLaidlaw (２０１４)quotedBourdieustoexplainthat,
“Whateveronethinksoneisdoing,oneisalways,infact,playingamaximizinggameinsuchawayas
toreproducethestructuresinwhichoneisplaced．”Societyisalwaysreproducingitselfaccordingto
thedynamicsofthematerialstructuresandtheinterdependentagency．Itwouldbeamiracleif
societycouldchangewithoutreformingitspoliticalinstitutionandeconomicfoundation．

Bycomparingthetwopolargroups􀆳activitiesandbehaviors,weseethatgroupvalues,norms,

discourses,andpracticesallplayaroleincultivatingthegroupculture．Thegroupculturemay
furthershapetheoutlookandpracticeofthenewcomers．ThoughpreachingaboutthesameGod,the
fourtypesofgroupsexemplifiedverydifferentapproaches．Whenpeoplecometodifferentgroupsfor
informationandspiritualsupport,theymaybebewilderedaboutChristianity􀆳snature．IsChristianity
anecumenicalfaithtradition,orisitjustaninstrumenttoachieveindividualpowerorgroup
interests? Itisachoiceanindividualhastofacenowandtheninthevirtualcommunities．An
instrumentalizedChristianitycanhardlychangetheculturebutinsteadbeingdistortedbyvarious
culturalforces．

Inconclusion,theDurkheimianparadigmofvaluereproductiondominates,andDumont􀆳svalue
exchangebetweendifferentsocialhierarchiesworkstosomeextent．Simultaneously,the Weberian
paradigm ofvalueconflictalsoexhibitsin Mr．Wu􀆳sexample．Itisstilltoosoontojumptoa
conclusiontothequestionof“whichcultureorvaluewillwinChina?”Withthehumanagencyof
Christiansactivelycommunicatingvaluesofinclusivenessandloveintheirdailylivesandonvirtual
platforms,Chinesesociety􀆳s morality mightimproveslowly．Echoing Robbins􀆳diagnosisofthe
Urapminsociety,ifthelegalandjudiciaryinstitutionandtheChinesesociety􀆳spoliticalandeconomic
structureremainthesame,theindividualChristian􀆳seffortcouldstillbenothingmorethanadrop
intoabucket．ItmighttaketensandhundredsofyearsforChinesepeopletoacceptuniversalvalues
andnorms．

９５
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中文题目:
文化复制抑或价值冲突? 虚拟社区中基督徒的道德困境

刘焱,博士,电话:＋１Ｇ２４０３７０６０１５;电子邮箱:７５liu＠cua．edu

摘　要:罗宾斯认为,涂尔干和韦伯的理论路径都能有效解释社会道德变迁.基于这一认知,本文探讨了微信平台上
华人基督徒群聊中的文化复制和价值冲突动态机制.本研究评估了十个宗教微信群的群规和互动内容,并根据其群体
包容性和互动程度将其分为四种类型.通过从微信平台上收集的群聊内容,揭示了群体语言暴力的形成机制,并进一
步探讨了中国基督徒在虚拟社区中的道德困境.研究表明,基督教价值观作为一种外部力量,可以鼓励基督徒践行福
音使命并寻求群体认同.基督徒通过团体规范和团体行为实践话语权;虚拟社区中基督教排他性群体的行为具有文化
威权主义和宗教原教旨主义的意识形态特征.在微信平台上,排他性和包容性群体文化之间的矛盾反映了中国威权社
会传统与时代对开放社会需求之间的不匹配.在当前社会结构和文化环境下,特殊化伦理和排他性实践仍将在相当长
的时间内在基督教虚拟社区中占主导地位.

关键词:包容性;互动性;道德;语言暴力;微信群
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