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7 ( » 1988: 60).
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) (
) ,
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s ( , 1998. 549.
554). , (Alfred Schutz) (Niklas Tuhmann) .

(Juergen Habemas)

b

1932 « »

“H O AEHE RO RIH —AFARE IR, CE K
M AR AVART 3G 12, BE A A (other) RRMGI AT EM S 1F —
AF R0 R R Z I Fe fREE ., ILE, © T &AL 36 Fo iR
R ARG R, KA 2E 89 &BARAE T AAMPAATX TEH
Zhoth & b, A S ARMNAT 2R Foh KM X E5E
JTidE 45 B AT 09 20 Fak b, X 22 IR VLC IR BY 40 iR 89 R K 4B
A8 BX 9 1ER . (473, 2001, 284)

3 ”»
b

Schutz, 1970. 73). , . (Geoge H.
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Blumer) (Erving Goffman) )
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(Garfinkel, 1967: 11,

» 1987:418).
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» 2005).

Berger)
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S

» 2000: 43).

2 (
, 1999: 20);

(Thomas Luckmann)

20 ,
»

» o« ”»

43 »

5 1996). “

(Peter L.
b
b
. .
” « 2
. .

» 2008). ,
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(( >> . . «“
7 ( , 1975:878).
(Adomo, 1984 192,
» 2000).

» » o , ¢
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(Lefebvre, 1971: 14; ,2003).
“ ” (the everyday) ” (the everydayness )
“ ” (everyday life) “ 7 (daily life ).
(everyday life),
(daily life) ( , 2003),
N “(
Certeau )
” (de Certeau, 1984 xii),
(evocation) «

(Michel De
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B A

BREAT AT Bk 0O &3 i, RATTREMAE ., ERGRF
BTk, A D ik MREXREFREL EHIAK S G A
Yo, BARTT — MRE, X Ak BT ik & Bag s, 647 A PR
A MG AMPT R &Y. B A ANded 8% A T 4 aAy B R4
KOG i AR 091 S Rk —AX AR, AT KX AF & LT
Aol SR GY B 5 R P ARG AP BT A S A RAN IR 89 & AT
2 % 7 (de Certeau, 1984)

’ « 7 (other)y

(—)HEEMEZ —. #KH (resistance)
° { » (de Certeau, 1984,
XX )y ,

(P. Bourdieu)



<«

” (factics).

b

” (strategy )

b ( )9
( )
(place),
(exteriority ) N .
) (de Certeau, 1984: 35— 36. xix).
“ 7 (proper)
” (de Certeau, 1984; xix). « 7,
(poaching ). )

(the art of the weak ), ,
, (place) s

(laperruque)

~

(de Certeau, 1984: 37).

« ”» [43
2 2

9

<«

b
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“URARTEE AR L ER RIEAAEA BRI TE LERELAAL
Aac I/, “BRIAE Dm0, B A TR M A4
M R A A A, CEAAT Y L B AE MR FEL
EILAZREINAG FTEF, “BEKAZLHHEE, E L6 T
—dm A AP A YRR )7 S B RO XTAREA X

PR IHER” T 695 KRG8 ROOREEITE MR A, i
%, TR BER ARG ™ ik, 8484 22 3247 s s P, &
F T # =Rk, 1] —RIRY, R R e, R RVIX LR ET A
ALK AR LR

. « ? (de CeI’[eau,
1984 xviii; , 2003).
(TOEFEMSZ —, 250 528k (spatial practices)
Chora
(John Urry) ¢ , 20
7 ( » 2003; 505 ).
, 1970 ,
(
» 2006) .
(Jeremy Bentham) “ 7
(panopticon) — ) )
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( , 2005). ,
“ 7 ( » 1998: 196). )

AV R A ARE P T E MEER F £ — A 8 RAE LA
BN ERETRKGE AT, VA BRAE B A0t OGRS FiE =
PR S AP X, #8) 3, Bl @ P AAR 49 fesk 24y
TN EREE FET BE— FEARFZRNGOZT K. e
Certeau, 1984 xxii )

(Situationist International )

( , 2005).

<« <«

” (place) ” (space )

« ”
9

; (object );

« 2 2

(a location it defines );“
(de Certeau, 1984 118). ,
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b
place).
o 9

1984: 117).

(strategies) (tactics)
’ ~ ~
b
. 43 »
’
b

Certeau, 1984: 36— 37).

b

over time) (de Certeau, 1980: 5).

b

«
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(movement or act ),
o b

« ”»

(movement) , .
(space is a practiced

( )
;

” (de Certeaus,

( )s

o b

. . . (de

K o

” (a victory of place

; ” (walking ). .

(inventiveness)s
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(=) HEME 2 = BUEZ 1t (making do)

b

L AN PAT RAAEAE G B AR CRIDABRAMA % Vot R A
WAL (F7 R )G9 BH &, R a% AN BAT AP 50, B L ALTH 9 i B
B 1) 2] AX e PR A AR IR (makes) E“ T (does) T A4 . B
FE 250G S TH S F IR 8] (urban space) AR BT E R
A RAEHEN R FREHFEFTHLOMEMA (use). (de

Certeau, 1984: xii)

« ” (making-do )+

(fomalities of practices)

b

” (bricolage )

(modalities of action ).
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W HEHEEERRE EM B E AR ), A8y
Bl R FAR T 18] 69 18 35, FAR LS BT SR AY 8) T, A 2k 3R Lk IR
Bl BARMAVER 6 RIAA ET FOEICCRA B R AT
R A RT3 ), B ARM AR T 5 RN XN (B L
Gy B IAl A X, L BRI T VIR 5 5, TH T Y Hud #4
T 5 R 54k 209 Rk, BT LRk TR Pe9 KA 69414, &
T CAFIR. (de Certeau, 1984; xiii)

<« d <« d (

9

(poetic as well as warlike) (de Certeau, 1984: xix).

43 » «

” (de Certeau, 1984 xv),

’ ’ ( they

escaped it without leaving it),
(de Certeau, 1984 xiii). ,

K b b

43 ”»”

(bricolage ),

9
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b b )
43 ”
b
b o b
° ’
b b
b b
« ”»
b b
. ; (production)
(consumption ) (writing) (reading ) .

XA (i oy X 5AEH 00 S P2 a6 — 3% ) HE 4%
LA TG A — B NE HFEAT B, I Fdid
ok ffEde AR Far NX AL . 5 E RT3 5t
REENG AL CRKEL FOT A, SRR —H AR

O FEFGERL BH R X A RATH AL EAARRIALTHZH ERH K
A BEPIEEXE ZGER, X 2R ZEF PRGOS B ERTE LT A —H i,
FAMA R Z R G S04 IE, B8, ¢ T K ENIT A EARA— i TEE—%
P, KA E M E AMRT A RALERZ O RER IR, O I AR M AR
M FEE B ZREe) EY B, K EGIRRR E T MP 6982 A 2E 7 KA KD,
VAC WG KA R A ARAT RAEIE, QMM R K EiEEPTH 25 5% O EE Ly
EIL, AR A SPHRALSXE, EHAEKRFNGAESTHZ B CELRRE, 197). #
HRENB, AR R 1B KAR X AR, B RS BT 5 M4 (James Scott) 49
B R, AR A B R R Yk, A0 A BA BB L. SR, & BT o
RA A G F K, iR E BTG RIS 6 H T B ey ERTA.
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EFENT FiEE 5 &, @ N A 8 &4 R 49 #99 Gums of
phrase)VA BAATE & &9 5 L5 -+~ (de Certeau, 1984:xxi)

b b b

, ” (de Certeau, 1984: 170).

[43 ” 43

43

” (silent production) ;

.( 9 » (de

’

Certeau, 1984, xxi).

EEERATH N L e R FS, T EAT #HT R
“AAAFITICEY”; BB W FF BT R R RN EH), S TE R
B FR . IR HE TR R fn R R BANAEE A9 . (de
Certeau, 1984 xxi)

«

” (secondary production )
(de Certeau, 1984 xiii ). ,

” (ways of using )
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» 1996: 53).

( ,
“ ” (minor practice)
() plZE R R L
(John Fiske)
7 ( ,2001b: 25).
(agents) )
7 ( » 2001 a; 30),
2001b: 204). ,

9

”(
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43)
(symbolic power)
165,
» (symbolic violence)
/

2009. 2

(Bromley et al., 1979.

« 2
K

(Bourdieu, 1985; 723—726).
(Bourdieu, 1977;

(Bourdieu, 1991;170.209—210), ,

43

” (an art of saying),
(de Certeau, 1984: 79).

« 2

; ; p
( . (
) (2 .
(Pan &Iu, 2003). , s
()l I HR )R R
, ( » 2003).



9
o
9
[43
b
b
b
b
o
b
b
3 »

s . , 2001
3 14 3
(43 2 [43
b
“121
” [4% 2
b
[13
b
2
”
M b
b
[13
b
[4% 2
b
?
[13
’ ,
. ” (de Certeau, 1984: xvii).
(4%
b b

IR, L e NIRRT AR AAUA LG E 7 AR AR G R, MR N 2
SN A F BB do AL 7 KA RERRBRMZ 7 & B3l

X REET M

AL 7 defTH KT (B & 3 E R, 2002 15— 20)

=%
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? ,
7 ,
7 ( , 1996; 18—
19). ,
‘ 77 ( » 1996: 26). )
? ?
”( » 1999).
(Bourdieu, 1991: 163—170).
“ ” (euphemization ) (Bourdieu, 1991: 84— 85),
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2002). ° (John Storey ) : ¢

H ’

7 ( » 2001: 298). ,

, (Gitlin, 1997;
,2002).
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\ ° « Ho
, .
’ o ’
, (Scott, 1985). s ,
b b
b o b
(43 2 (43
’ b
2
b o .
b b
) ’ b
M b b
b o
b b o b
« 2
b b
o b °
.
« » .

XL F A ER AR R 7 KT B —F AT ey —3F
o AR H AL AAORA A FNEY, LA AN GG X AL, K A9E 6
5 ARG AT AX A dedBag A KR AL, TR de it R4 19 AL AY 3T 9k
AT Rk, B8] 16, BRI A RIR, A B F LG i

O 54t M 09K 55 69 K BD (Meapons of the Weak) TTVAHLA #4 E &K R 5 4 & R
—BRETRIFOEH. AL FRRRRTGE F H KX Ceveyday foms of peasant
resistance), AAH4F K I, KRR BT 5018 F RI&H 49 L A L2069, f AR & 34T F 4 Fadn 4L,
RE A RALAE 422 8¢ 12 89 L A7 (hidden transcript) 89 7 X £ BE& (offstage) BT 49
(Scott, 19900, HiAHe F RR 4GB RAL—— @459 K, Rkl B T £ 8L &K,
DB EFHR AT RIEFF—HA BHEHKXE,
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Y., HeRREAEH F R K —B1E HX” (ways of operating) R F
EEEN T BAAARAN g AL 2 & S AGIEMBH &, R —F 7
A9 Tk ) AL Tk A AALA, B s NIX AR T K, Ak
138 Kk, AR AYE A93EEE] T . (de Certeaus 1984: xi)

” (Scotts 1985:36).
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State during the Course of Land Acquisition — -++-«+=+eee oo Zhao Deyu 93

Abstract: In the past 20 years under the inducement of industialization guided targets of
economy development, the local government tred to maximize rentals through continuous
land acquisition which brought about famers’ strong dissatifaction and resisting
aclivities and threatened central govemment’ s grin secuity goals as well as social
justice and stability. For this reason, the central government has made active responses
during the past over 10 years tiying to redefine the power relationship between the central
govemment, local govemment and farmers during the couse of land acquisition. With
regard to the direction of land acquisition system revolution, we can find it clearly in such
interactive relationship that land privatization logic does have defects.

The Fomation Process of Institutional Trust: A case study of new cooperative

medical sChEmE ««veorreee ronerrneevrnens tovuee verien crnens oo Fang Lijie 130

Abstract: Through reviewing literature of trust study, this paper developes a paradigm to
analyze the formation process of institutional trst. The author argues that understanding
the institutional trust in a pocedural way has two meanings. On one hand the fomation
of institutional twst is a process which begins from institutional environment to individual
behavior, from attitude to action. On the other hand as institutional envionment which
is the final decisve explanation of institutional trust, is in the process of changing, the

institutional tust is certainly changing with the institutional environment.

Labor Process and the Differentiation of Sisterhood: A case study on female
migrants in China «--«« «ovee soeeer eeene vonons oo s He Mingiie 149

Abstract: This paperis a case study on the labor process of female migrants in sewice
industry. It focuses on the management strategies which result in the split of female
migrants working in the same restaurant especially the differentiation between the “older
sisters” and the “younger sisters’”. The difference may simply seem to be a matter of age,
nevertheless the real reason is the gender constuction of age and its distinct consequences
onwomen s family wles and social respondbilities. On the one hand it leads to their
different responses to the management, the clients and their families; on the other hand,
capitalized by the management, it results in differentiations among female migrants in
tems of competition of labor power, labor reproduction and dependence, and the
distribution of work. Thus comes despotic control on the older ssters and hegemonic
domination on the younger sisters, by the restaurant management.

“Spatial Practice” and Poetic Resistance; On Michel de Certeau’ s theory of
the practice of everyday life  «---- evercerrer seene creeen e Wi Fd 177
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Abstract; Science knowledge must reveal social s secrets. Sociolagist Michel de Certean’s
theorization of the practice of everyday life emphaszes the necessty of entering into the
space of everyday practice to analyze and build theores, rather than constructing a
research paper in the manner of overooking the pedestians while standing atop a tower.
The idea of “minor practicé’, which focuses on analyzing the fundamental social process,
greatly enlightens theory constructions. However, as many other French scholars de
Certeau s theory is more of signifying the world. Any real application of his theory in the
social practice will more likely become a safeguard that maintains the existing social
orers since the tactics invoked by the powerless can easily be absobed attenuated,

even defeated by the dominants.

REVIEW

A Review on The Relationship between Technology and Organization
SEUCIUTES  cwvvee soerer sorree corene sennes canennen Zhang Yan &QmZeql 200

Abstract: The relationship between technology and organization had two mainstreams from
1950s, namely the technology determinisn (TD) and the technology stucturation (TS).
TD introduced technology as a aitical factor impacted on diversity of organization
structures which developed a new area in organization studies. On the other hand TS
brought theory of stucturation from Anthony Giddens into organization field and tried to
offer dynamics of the relationship between technology and organization. Nevertheless,
neither of them explains phenomena of one technology with many structures nor explains
structures with many technologies. The reciprocal structuration theory treats technology as
a media, which brings technology supplier and user in an interaction arena
(organization ), takes application conditions such as HR, nature of technology
customization and organizational culture into accounts and shows vanety and dynamics in

relationship between technology and organization st ctures.
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