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Passion and Society: An Exposition of Marx’ s Sociology of Emotions

................................................ Cheng Boging & Li Linyan 1

Abstract: The sociology of emotions has developed rapidly as a specialized branch
within the discipline since the affective turn. The heritage from classical sociologists has
been exposited with the notable exception of Marx’ contributions despite the fact that
the concept of alienation has been appropriated mostly for its emotional implications.
According to Marx’ s philosophical anthropology humans are passionate beings and
emotion is central to human nature. Marx explores the emotional tones of the societies
from different historical periods on the basis of the mode of production and private
property and pays special attention to the commercialization of passions. Marx also
emphasizes the role of passions in the political process. Marx’ s structural approach to
emotions and his insights can expand and deepen the paradigm of the sociology of

emotions.
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Villages with A Loss of Villagers: The Transformation of the Traditional
Villages and Reflections on Rurality =~ «ce«e-- Wen Jun & Wu Yuefer 22

Abstract: As the rural population fast transform into urban citizens a new form of
rurality is under investigation during the “villages’ transformation”. Based on two

significant dimensions of the transformation 1. e. the village and the villager we re—

242



theorize the village and its transformation by a typological approach. Focusing on three
empirical subtypes of villages with the absence of villagers this paper explores the
transformational tension and integration between the villages and villagers. Villages with
the absence of villagers illustrate how the villagers and villages are locked in a
mutualistic symbiosis. The citizenization of villagers does not necessarily result in the
rapid collapse of rurality. Instead the reintegration between the villagers and villages

endows a “new rurality” to the villages.

Urban—ural Relationship the Sequence of Spatial Difference and Income
Increment of the Rural Households: An Analysis Based on the Chinese
General Social Survey Data ----eee-ee- Zhang Zhaoshu & Wang Jian 46

Abstract: Based on the logic of spatial transformation of the rural populations’ income
and the sequential types of the urban—sural relationship this paper systematically
explores the spatial differences among three mechanisms designed to increase the farmers’
income. The study finds out that firstly there is a clear positive association between the
degree of regional de-agriculturization and the farmers’ household income increment
among those who reside near the city while the effect of domestic de-agriculturization
adopts the characteristics of “reverse sequence” in spatial differences. Secondly cultural
human capital has a greater marginal effect on the income increment of rural households
among those who live nearby the urban areas while the beneficial influence of skilled
human capital on rural household income has no obvious spatial difference. Thirdly the
positive impact of social network on the household income is more outstanding in the
remote rural areas. The above conclusions may shed light on the policy-making. In order
to increase the income of rural households it is important to strengthen the vocational
skill training of the rural labor force and promote the transformation of household

business structure and the transformation of the rural labor force.

Space-time Deconstruction and the Reproduction of the Rights to Land
Rent: An Exploration of Non-agricultural Value-added Revenue Distribution

Mechanisms of Rural Land = «ceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeiieininne. Zheng Xiongfer 70

Abstract: Space-time deconstruction is a necessary logic to understand the formation and
evolution of the land rent. “Time rent” reveals that rent has the double characteristics of

periodicality and diachronicity. Thus the distribution of land rent must consider the
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