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Post-Sociology: Exploration and Reflection =~ «-+------ Xie Lizhong 1

Abstract “Post-Sociology” refers to a new perspective which is different from tradi-
tional perspectives of social studies. “Post-Social History” and “Pluralistic Discourse
Analysis” could be seen as its two specific examples. “Discourse Constructivism ”
and “Pluralism” are the two core concepts of “Post-Sociology”. That encouraging
people to realize that all “social reality” including our experiences thoughts and
speech are just a “discoursive reality” constructed by social actors under the guid—
ance and constraints of certain discourse system is the major significance of “Post—
Sociology”. Some critics on “Post-Sociology” are misunderstandings while others

couldnt stand to strict analysis.
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and inter-challenge between the camp of “the empirical studies” and that of “the the-
oretical studies”. However from the contemporary hermeneutical perspective there is
a thesis of the consistency between “experience” and “theory”: experience is the
text-analogy. The thesis is originally indicated in the thoughts of the founding fathers
of sociology and psychology — James Durkheim Freud and Weber and the redis—
covery of the hermeneutical implications of these classical thoughts is the main goal of
this paper. The paper argues that the theoretical construction based on the hermeneu—
tical thesis takes the cultural self-awareness as the basic disciplinary construction of
Chinese sociology as well as solves the confrontation between the two camps in it.
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Abstract: Based on synthesized perspective of formal and informal institutions and a
case of Yonglian village this paper analyzes the evolution of relationship between vil—
lage and enterprise. The result shows that because of formal institutions the produc—
tivity of entrepreneurs” human capital is getting higher and higher compared with the
productivity of village leaders” political capital. As a result enterprise is increasingly
dominant in the relationship between village and enterprise. However because of in—
formal institutions especially social contract the evolution of relationship between
village and enterprise is nonlinear but diverse. One of the diverse evolution models is
the change from “the company of village” to “the village of company”. “The village
of company” model is of intrinsic efficiency and stability because it is constructed and
enhanced by both formal and informal institutions.

The Practical Logic of Rural Land Property Rights as a Bundle of Rela—

tionships: A new analytical framework —«+ceeeeeeeeees Zang Deshun 78

Abstract: Based on Zhou Xueguang’s proposition “property rights as a bundle of rela—
tionships”  the author proposes the analytical concepts principles levels and the ty—
pology of “rural land property rights as a bundle of relationships”. The author then
observes and analyzes the new changes of rural land property rights and social struc—
tures using this new analytical framework. The new theory on rural land property
rights is empirically supported by four typical land dispute cases from Zang village.
The conclusion of this article is that social relations have played an important role in
shaping the boundaries forms and interests of rural land property rights.
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Abstract: Drawing data from the CGSS2006 this paper examines the phenomenon
and evolution of assortative mating patterns in China during the past several decades.
Results show that the main pattern of China’s assortative mating is the prevalence of
homogamy across various social groups. In the case of heterogamous marriages sig—
nificant symmetrical patterns are observed. The assortative mating patterns in China
evolve over time during the past half century which provides partial support to the
industrialization theory: along with China’s industrialization and modernization the
achieved characteristics have been increasingly important in the mating selection
process while the importance of the ascribed features had been declining until the
1990s and then started to rise again since the early 1990s due to the rising uncer—
tainty along with deeper marketization and modernization. Finally further analysis
shows that the likelihood of homogamy/heterogamy for specific subgroups varied sub—
stantially in the past several decades.
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