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SIEGES

cEMBTERK ERRERNT 2R S, AXKEN L5
HE HX X, REF K42 %0 FWE 8, KT B RA ST AR
A E AR T AW REXT ESHE ST AT WM RAT B
BT A? KUK, W E AN ERE AT, RER AR A ER F LD
RAG, EXMEMBEKAD AT A8, N AEZ. K5 FERS
ZE ET AL ART ZHEAR WX 8 XRERIANE4L X R (doxa).
b, 4K 5 BUEE R AT A A K AL

AR BE ORER ZEN REBETF

(Alexander, 1995;Ferty & Renaut, 1990; Aron, 1990).

F ORI EH M P RIS R AT AR, R B R R Bt LA FEE R A a9 3]
2 X SR AR B HRGESHE, RKFO A TR RFAL S A
MEIRRERAFSALT AN, LR ZRMIAERH IS FRGHE AL
EZENETE ZRELFMERF RS R 6942 AL R &m 5 AL £
iy Ak LR A, LEAME BIFFEROEL, HA, LA a.
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(Bourdieu, 1990b: 190).
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” (Bourdieu, 1990a: 56).
« »
” (Bourdieu, 1987. 234—235).,

s ” (Bourdieu,
1984.477). , .
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? (legitimacy) F ” (legitimation )
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249). , ;

O i o F A A A« BB M7 (legitimacy) BE & 5 AT, “ XA —FP R A &t 2 TAUAEH
A TG, AW, RARA TN XA EY BEG R )0 &£ RF
B A EE ) ER AL MR BRALAAOT G HEESHRRGH X F KEZd, £
Vb SRR A H G0y E P B R IR, B el MAKRINAES 49 A, B AR, A EIR
KRR A EY HRE AL ST XA BT ER e, B AT RER A Z
1] 64 baF, BT C A Z R B AR R A $e ik 69 Y 2% R AR A R 52 dy, RYT
B R IAEC NG & A A6 Il R A P A (Bourdiew, 1996, 265), i JL 35 4E 1 5 9% 64
S AEBAST EMA(L L RL BN W EL LALF 693545, & st R A, Fig
Jet) FAEMARF T B T BUEH AT, BB T SRR REE X E Aib
AN EMZI ARG EAAEBEHR. IR GHF N E b R IR0
IH, oMb %800 L (% E4, 2005; 821). B4k T, B ER A eiE F# £ K7
1 &P R R E BT A, #ONR An s, ATEH 6 7 X KB L FR M A, B, &K
SR RFE ABLBGAT B Ao, T, T AR ;5 (EeERKEL Lis
) RBOGERA BB R hITe 4.

@ A LA A A K HAT A BT A B ES ATk, KIBT AL AR e &L LA iR
8, % KAVER I H S (T EAXGPETERLW) KR 9 FRE AN F 0, £ A
£ ARG AR ET — DA TR, RIRAEASTE RELL AN i, -2
Fid Ju E L R [R”, C RiLjeit A ek 0T 0N R NCE, — M EFH A
B G L B ARG, 42T P fd, WABRY; B — KGRIk G R M Ae it a9 AR E, R REF
8. FB )6, ARG, {2 T L %0, AP FY. Sy Payik SRR R RN T 1A
SRRz G935 A EY i B 269, FFIAA, RMNFIRE R0 Fm A &8 & vk
H, A ELS BN AT 2 X 5%, HOFTRGATF R P, “ZBARKMNAE
Ih SRt G Ak A AR A TR, A2 R AL SBT3k P e o S ey A R T AR AT K
G958 71 2P R ARG () F, 2000: 34— 36).
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” (Bourdieu, 1989: 21 ).
) ( )
(mythico-ritual ) , s
(Bourdieu, 1977;
165). ,
, ” (Bourdieu, 1977
165).
y [43 ( [3
” [ naturalization] ) R
s ¢ > (sociodicy )
7 ( . , 1998. 299). , )
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( ) ( ) .
()t thFn —HE

? s «

( )
” (Bourdieu, 1990b: 190). ,
’ “ ? ( A b
1998 183). «“ ? ,

3 ”»” ®

O “ZARRE MY FERL PR PEALAGNREE W AAELFHAERER L
W, RAEEATINE T L Fdh Z A —RT LR K58 52k, 4 A5 R REAL ARG
A (O ET®, B F RS ARAMALA (BB T®, PARESA L RE, {2
fRAE NG AT 320 PR A A I o AR, (2w R i A R EEWFER, X £ —
ML (W) R oA 5 RF AT R 69 A E B 2 R R A9k N F #1497 (Mashall,
1994).
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y (13 2 . (43 dOXa 2
©)
“Doxa’ , “doxa”
(13 ”
M
2004). ) s

o b
5 ’

” (natural world) (taken for granted). “

2 b

” (Bourdieu, 1977: 164).

2
13 (bXa”

belief A= doxa B A M A0 X 4, /& il JE A SR PR AAL 45 8kh, B i M A
TARIERATA”, 18 doxa 2R A ARG . 50 L E %A X BN 1E A7, @ belief M| £
2L =k, J58) Bh A 2 5N, 128 F doxa 69 F % T 3 LA K A what seens
KA common sense, B M., doxa 5 belief Z B4 £ £ TERA M, FizE0 A Hid LEFE
XA Mo A AR 55 #AE R (Bowdiew 1977 164; MRidJE. % B f&, 198:107).
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(=) ZH AR GG R ARE 1R
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[19 2
b
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” . . doxa
b b )
( doxa ) ’
), ,
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b b
’ ) ’
[13 2
b b
[13 2
o ’ o
b b b
b
) . ) ,

D “doxd’ Pk 3609 FiF, Aid JLA B ommon sense” & & 3%, “ B % B (canmon sense) 4K
SRR R BT EF R AT, LB A — MEAE RO EZ A, TR Y KT R E
LA B A ey —B, LR B AR R TR ISR RET. VA RAEL S X R
N AR, HERN 2 —F FI LMY RBEI L, KTHRASEBX € KEL L B
M09 hRE (structuri ng structures ), EAR L CRBTHREMEY SBEM REHG &
Y, BHMEBT ALAH A 5, B Ak 2 H)1L8Y 25 H) (sructured structures) ., 38 i #F 4]
JEAY 3R AL B % R A i€ A T8 A Z A A £ (Bourdiews  2000: 97— 98).
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7 ( , 2003: 209), ) .

7 ( » 2003: 211D, ,
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(Bourdieu, 1989: 14— 25). s ¢ ,
(konwing agent),

7 ( . , 1998.221—222).
7 ( . , 1998.221), “
y ,,@ (
. , 1998 196). ,
, (misrecognition ).,
( . , 1998.:227).
(=) M 5BuR 1efE
?

. , 7 ( .
, 1998.175)., s

H R EY WBUEITH H AL AT SR MIEL 694 At Rde i P 289 F 69 Lah 1%
T, W ETFE AR IEFFG I X BRFOANEER FREEELE R G4
T2 A0 R AR IR E b, BT i Jeil, BUsF 4R M ERERAT R m AT
89 ikFad 4, 3K R AL R AR 45 5% ml KA S H RO ES LB S B B8 iE
B AR T F5UAF AT R X AT AR A K89 K IF F (Bourdiew, 2000: 185—188).
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1997 65) o ’ ’
(Bourdieu, 2000: 76).
(legitimacy ). ,

s (doxic submission ),

, / (Bourdieu, 2000; 178). .

?
” (Bourdieu, 2000: 168). ,

[©)

O AfHELAEER MHFHXE L FRAEALF O EL LHFHFALL EiR BT,
CERAR REEEF HEAR KX RS TR R A, X RE K X —i
SFVA RSO B HEN T X, BRNABT SLHGRZZEN BX X
KAE & E R 5% & Z Ao i 2ok 2 & B EAE & Z 4, i A BT 38t &A1 2K &2 £4K
8 Fr iR 69 IR R B, RANE B4R B L AL, R AR 2 69 AL A B A, R
W, AR K AT AAEAR BT E, AR %A &R (Bourdieu, 1990b: 178).
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. 1998. 69). , ,
” ( . , 2002:225).
»@ ( . , 1956: 307).

...... 7 ( , 1982.57),

O A19#HL, BRALEZFEE% FAWKETAS HA THRSE &L AIEF HFR
HEERGE R ERRABRGINR A HF, FFEETANAAREFFO A ® 2
BT E5%ALOAm - —FF X ) ZEAKIAR), A4 K A /FA 8 R m B dk 8 M
AR, XELERAHARIE T 2F 69 58 (ES L) 358 (Robbins 191; 174).

@ A Al JT AR B AT P, M IR AL AR RO B LR RALHE B R HF MRS,
S AT S A B BN, AR — MT AE A RS e B A & & a9 32 4R N 48
—E W P 4T 47 (Bourdiew, 1979; 116). R, FHRA T, 2d % Reh £ % AR BT FH
HBFEMG ERVARNAN T RF MG FLE - AR LT FAHZ IR
(Bourdieu, 1979: 130).
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M S48 3 P (class habitus) 89 32/ P RN K THARL D 544 BE FZRAGXR, “ B
] B RBEAMLASEG N AN, & —EEREAGR 409 &M, X e kT
S BEIA KB EBERAGG. Fid J i —F 5L, BT R M S 5] M P A PR Ak
4 RAT T AR AL L An B, &R AedE FiR S % 32 (Bourdiew, 1979: 92).
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O FRIIRA, FEJL A — MUK T ibH, FTE R L E S, M s L mE L
B, QAR —MERELFH, RFEH — AL #OEFELE. #Em, §FEHLIAA,
Trid JLA9E 89 & T X HaAMINRA T A0 7 X, B & X BT A 49 Bdade 5] 1,
“ Amd LR B R AL AR RGP A £ 4£48” (Robbins, 191 176). & & 4adt, i o5t
TR B R A — 9% otk R WLIB F A A 2 L6 1E K 89 Sk (Robbins 1991; 171
—174). Ao BN E L A N E L (RE L M) AL F) SR T 3K B A 228 X
H AL EHRAAFELY PHATEREN —, @ Fid o stiX —AE £ 0, 3L FH
T RTS8 F 094 A T b0 AL R B 3
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O EEZHEARPRAAMBIENHERZ P, “ B0, £ P62 B AR LEE P —
P AH SRARMEA A T AL X 47 R A IR ) B 2, A KA, 48 FAT
HE B RNT —— A LIRS St 455, TFR . WF. FHaRE & Lok
il B4 E BHL R G AL KRR, o RIRIRAL B AV R ok 7 AT BUE —
BAE GG B15 R 649 B Ak R AR B #4697 (Bourdieu, 1990b: 197).
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promoting liberty for contemporary democmtic counties. Rosanvallon’ s reading and
interpretation of the history of French democracy offers for us an original perspective to
understand the limits of market society, the inadequacies of Anglo-Saxon democracy and

the antinomies of democracy itself.

Pierre Bourdieu’ s Ultimate Concern ==« «eeevrmees cenen Liu Yonghua 113

Abstract: Pierre Bourdieu remartked that the unconsciousness is to forget history. For the
question of how history forgets itself, this paper tries to trace the logic of social
legitimatization. The basc question is that how classification schema as a tool of krowledge
becomes a tool of politics? The reason is that symbolic power imposes and infuses various
classification systems, in that the dominant structure is seen to be takemnfor-granted and to
be accepted. Thus, there is a logical relation between symbolic power and classfication,
which is embodied as belief (doxa). The relation between classification and politics is

Bourdieu’ s ultimate concern.

Diversity of Social Network and Labor Market Outcome: A study on how
social contacts affect the wage of migrant workers
....................................... Zhang Chunni &Liu Linping 138

Abstract; Ted Mouw’ s article on ASR had challenged the effect of “ embeddedness” in
labor market but it ignored the diversity of social nework. Responding to Mouw’ s
mistake, this paper suggests a proposition that the effect of using social contacts on job
finding depends on how the network relates to the

«

“ inner network” of a corporation. If
oné s network highly relates to the inner network of a corporation, using contacts will
bring more benefits to his labor market outcome. Based on the data collected from migrant
wotkers on Pearl River Delta, we find that using “ inner contacts” gives an advantage to
migrant workers wages. There is no effect of their using other contacts outside the
carporation or generally using contacts. Among the cases of using inner contacts, those
migrant workers who are well connected to their contacts on very high positions or
connected to more types of inner contacts will get higher wages. The paper ends with a
concluson that how “ embeddedness” acts on labor market depends on the divemity of
social network, and we should pay attention to the level of “embeddedness” when we talk
about its effect.

Understanding the Concept of Social Policy: Reviews and reflections ~ -+----
......................................................... Huang Chenxi 163

Abstract. “Social policy” is a widely used concept yet with no internationally consensus
meaning. This atticle will firstly descibe sequence of ideas on social policy from its origin
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