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Field Research in Jiangcun Village: Culture consciousness and sinicization

OF SOCIAl SCIENCES  +++rrerrrrerrermrnrmnineeeeeeeneeneenn Zhou Xiaohong 1

Abstract: Fei’s research in Jiangcun Village has not only facilitated the historic
transcendence over the civil-savage distinction in modern anthropology but also
advanced the sinicization of sociology anthropology and social sciences in general. Both
achievements are highly relevant to the “culture consciousness” that Fei developed at
his early age and further advocated in his later years. In terms of the transcendence over
the civil and the savage Fei demonstrated an insight into the civilized society where he
has lived thanks to his study of ethnic minorities and his good command of modern
social theories established by the western academia. These enabled him to detach from
the culture of his own and locate familiar settings in the etic position. As for the
sinicization of western social sciences it was only possible because he well understood
his own culture and took the emic stand to interpret his own society. Despite that he
borrowed theories from the West he was always well aware of their limitations. Culture
consciousness developed by Fei endows researchers to switch between diverse cultural

settings and contribute to Chinese research from western approaches.

What Makes a Unique Peking Sociology? Fei Xiaotongs Peasant Life in
China as an Example ««eveveererreeerennn. Zhang Jing 24

Abstract: Taking Peasant Life in China as an example this paper answers two related
questions. Firstly is the mixture of agriculture and industry a unique model of the
Chinese practice or an economic form constrained by specific historical conditions?

Secondly is it the role of the Peking Sociology to introduce such localized model for
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industrial development? This paper argues that the economic form of a mixed agriculture
and industry is related to a series of fundamental social conditions. Peasant Life in
China utilized an internationally recognized analytical logic to understand the realities of
China which differs from the traditional Chinese scholarship. Thus the role of the
Peking sociology is to initiate and develop modern sociology and anthropology in China.
Rather than introducing localized practice the main feature of Peking Sociology is a

transition of the role topics methods and goals of Sociological research.

Looking for an Alternative Path for Modernity: Fei Dasheng’s social
experiment in the 1930 —40s  +oeceeeeeenenene. Jin Yihong & Yang Di 31

Abstract: This article presents Fei Dasheng as a social reformer rather than a

It

technologist. It was she who started the movements of “spreading technological
knowledge to the farmers” and “sending industry to the countryside”. She was also the
first reformer who attempted to introduce the principle of cooperative management as a
social experiment into Chinas rural economy in order to solve the problems of
modernizing the technology and the socialization of rural management. This article
focuses on Fei Dasheng’s pursuit of an alternative rural modemnity by starting a rural—
based industry using rural cooperative economic organization to fight against capital

and rooting out for women in the production system of the modern economy.

PAPER

Does the School Cutoff Date Cause Disadvantage for Children Born in July
and AUGUSE? veereeeemnrerees e Zhang Chunni & Xie Yu 54

Abstract: Compulsory education usually specifies a cutoff date regulating the timing of
entry to elementary school. Existing literature in the United States and Europe has found
that children who are born just before the cutoff date are disadvantaged in academic
performance and has formalized this phenomenon as the age position effect. A recent study
of Liu and Li also reported similar findings for China. Our study however challenged Liu
and Lis findings by examining the long-term effects of birth months on socioeconomic
attainment and the compliance rate regarding the cutoff date. Using 2005 mini—census data
and the 1992 Child Condition Survey we found a significant variation of socioeconomic

achievement by birth month in adulthood in ways that differ from those reported by Liu and
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