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standing the “substantial whole” due to the existence of heterogeneity so we should
take “relational whole” as the aim of case study. The theoretical orientation of case
study should be diversified: to generalize the characteristics of native society to pro—
vide some new conceptual insights to reconstruct the existing theory to construct sit—
uational theory and so on. For knowledge growth going beyond case study may be
revolutionary or accumulative but all the progress need the confirmation of the aca—
demic community.
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Abstract: Since the 1960s under the background of Japan’s overcrowding issue of
urban district and undercrowding issue of rural district the study of regional sociolo—
gy focusing on regional social structure group composition and human action has
been prosperous in Japan’s academic field. Regional sociology tries to cross the
boundaries between rural sociology and urban sociology uses life socialization theory
as its basic theoretical premise in urbanization study focuses on the study of under—
crowding issue of rural district and it studies issues concerning regional life region—
al organization and group regional differences regional policy and new publicity
construction and establishes the analytical model of “structural analysis”. Through
studying overcrowding of urban district and undercrowding of rural district and vie—
wing urban and rural relationship as the primary issue of the space transition study
regional sociology shows its special concern on the transition from traditional society
to modern society. The paper concludes that regional sociology not only expanded the
disciplinary boundary of sociology but also played an important role in its policy ap—
plication.
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Abstract: The meaning of commons is multiple; property rights common pool re—
sources and customs are not only three different theoretical paths but also three dif-
ferent levels in defining the commons. The interpretation of commons isnt the simple
sum of the three theoretical approaches and should be explained thoroughly towards
a holistic theory. The invention of system in commons is revealed as a dynamic prac—

tice mechanism.
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