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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.

“The Empirical Studies” and “The Theoretical Studies”: The herme-

neutical implications of classical sociology and psychology ««««+-eeeeeeeee

Abstract: An obvious problem of the current Chinese sociology is the inter-distrust
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.

The Evolution of Relationship between Village and Enterprise: From
“the company of village” to “the village of company” «ceeeeeeeceeees

------------------ Zheng Fengtian Ruan Rongping & Cheng Yu 52

243



