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Abstract 
 

From Adam Smith pioneer of political economics, Herbert Spencer great British scholar of 
sociology, Talcott Parsons bringing European sociology to the United States, Seymour Martin 
Lipset famous scholar of political sociology to Samuel Huntington great scholar of modern 
politics and expert in modernization, all believe that economic development will bring dramatic 
change in society, multiplicity of value, and the requirement of a democracy needed to resolve 
various conflicts in benefits. The modernization theory is the one that emphasizes the existence of 
the close relationship between the social economical structure and political system in a country. 
However, following the rapid economic development in China since its economic reform in 1978, 
the political reform has not yet come as this theory predicted. Are there different significant 
variables in term of the application of the theory in other areas? Therefore, this study reexamines 
the modernization theory by analyzing the relationship between China’s economical development in 
recent years and its political reform. 
 
Key Words Modernization Theory, Economical Development, Political Reform, Planned Economy, 

Market Economy 
 

 
  


