.
.
*

(?
— RWEEH 2 E RO E

WAG

s ERHEDUC BRI R N HF BERALLT M, RET “ B
ALEXWEHRK BTE —F KA TS AU TR A RE Y T 0
Wil. AXEENEEH A AU LA BMHL 2 ERNEAN R A, A
—EHRWEAT F BATRT SHAAZEXFERATAAIALENZ
B KA, AR RS R ALHRRMEMS TETIERR S BRI X
EXEANES R BERFUETEH AR FERRE AL AL, AL
HHAEZEXMBERBEXPBERIRE., XE REANGHEREHA ZITET
o g oy hE N

REBRE BRERAAZEX FRRE

(Berlin, 1953),

7, « ” (big issues ); ,
” (politically correct) . ,
(the Giddens phenomenon, Bryant & Jary, 1997; , 2004).

FOARRHEBBAEAAAZ LA ST X BIR AL B 2R AG L K F R
(05 &ZD037) 3R A4 F 8.
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” (Smith, 1998: 664 ).

b

, (Britishness) (

(obdurate)

(Machiavelli, 1999),
(Pareto, 1935; ,2007).

43

” (utopian realism ) ,

AF Ay — A AL, & R BA IR Fdh Ko TR 693k 77, 3
A B BAVEGE B P, BAVEBF foill KNV A2 L BAHFL. &
A B, AR A RS H LT 3% (concept-bearing agents), A
LS —EAEE MR T AN T AF G FIFZAT R X R RS
RRAE M, W RAEARMN T AEGE R RN — AN AEE
T BARIT A NE AR T T, BAETS R FRT, Bl
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F RV 0T, 4T 0% 7T VAL 5% 9 89 7 X %47 F (Giddens, 1987.
2—3),

« ” (knowledgeability ).
? [13
7 ( , 1998;
409)., “ ” (unintended consequen ces ),
(mutability) (perversity )
(juggernaut ), .

” (Giddens, 1987:21).

b

, « ” (double hemeneutic) «
” (secnd order) . ,
¢ > (first order) ”( , 1998
412; Giddens, 1984 :284). ,

” (Giddens, 1987 18— 19),

(Giddens, 1973)
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, (tranglation or interpretation )

(rupture) s (lay man) (account)
7 , “ ” (scholastic
fallacy ), (Bourdieu, 2000).
) ) ( , 2006).
, « ” (the factual house) “
” (the moral critical house) (
1982 , Bryant, 1992).
(desirable) . )
?
. ?

, « ” (scenario
thinking ), “ ” (as-if construction)
(Giddens, 19%: 184 ).

7 ( , 2000a; 259).
7 ( , 2000a:262). , “
, (without guarantees )
7 ( , 2000a;:21).
(providentialism ) )
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, (many
points of political engagement )
(utopianism ),
, 7 ( » 2000a:
263 )o ’ H “
(what alternative sociopolitical forms) 79—
; (risk environments),
d N [ ”»” N 43 ”» « ”» (
» 2000a: 104).
) “ 7 ( » 2000a: 105).
“ 7 ( » 2000a; 263).
(observable trends ) , “ i
(counterfactual thought) —— ) ,
, (dystopia ) ;

” (global cosmopolitanism)

b

> oo

’ b
(immanent trends) , R

9 o .
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(



(Giddens, 195 xix) . s ¢ 7o 7

(Crook, 2000).

b

’ ’ 7 ( ’
2002: 106). ) ,
’ ’ ( ’
20013257 )o ’

[43

” (democracy of the emotions)

b
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(Giddens, 19%:; 106), ,“
7 ( » 2000a; 123), , ,
” (dialogic democracy ),

13

) (recognition of the authenticity of the other),
(Giddens, 1994; 106).
” (pure relationships ).
(disclosure).
"3 7 ( ,
2000a: 122). (active trust)

9 2

?
7 ( , 2001 a; 257),
(cultural and social construction ). )
“ ” (the cult of sensibility), 18
(Taylor, 1989). ,
5 ¢ ” (emotionalism)
) ) “ ” (the therapeutic society)
“ ” (therapy culture) (Furedi, 2004).
) (complicity )

” (the disengaged, particular self) (Taylor )
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, « 2 (

9

” (the authenticity industry )

“ ” (emotional autonomy) (Giddens, 1994.74)

43

” (fiction),

9

2 ) « 2 «

» 2001 a; 256 ).

b

M

(Wi]llams, X)Ol )9

(self-help )

43

(Me&trovic, 1997),

«

, 2004).
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” (Giddens &Pierson, 1998. 124 ). ,

b b

(binding and constraining )

(enabling and making ) )
(act otherwise) . )
(cognitive mapping) ,
“ 7 (take-it-or-leave-it quality ) (Bryant
, Bryant, 1992. 143). )
? ,
« » (Hans Jonas) ¢
” (heuristics of fear), ,
« » s « ” « ” . « ”
( , 2000b) ., )
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(Giddens & Pierson, 1998),
7 ( , 2001b) !

b b

2001),
(Scott Lash)

Gane, 2004:91).

b

(Giddens industry),

, 2006, €
, 2004, €

, 198, €
—, 2000a
—, 2000b, {
—, 2001a

—. 2001h
—. 2003.€

,

»,

»,
PA

,
»,

,

” «
N

M

M (

” « ”»
N
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, 2007, DA :
, 2000, § . : »,

, 2002, : », , :

, 2004, » s :
, 2001, € M X M ,
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Collusion among Local Governments: The institutional logic of a government

BERNAVIGE  wvvver seenrr crnrnn cernee vrreen i ceneen e ae Zhou Xueguang 1

Abstract A salient governmental behavior in China is the collusion among local
govemments that is local govemments often foorm aliances so as to sidetrack and
compromise the original intentions of state policies. As a result, there are significant and
persistent deviations and goal displacement in policy implementation processes. This
atticle develops an organizational analysis and theoretical explanation of this phenomenon.
The key arguments are as follows: In the Chinese goverrment apparatus colluson among
local govemments, though informal and illegitimate, has resulted from organizational
adaptation to its institutional environments, hence acquired legitimacy and became highly
institutionalized. The author argues that collusions among local governments are to a great
extent unintended consequences of the centmalization of authority and the enforcement of

incentive designs in the Chinese govemment in recent years.

Utopian Realism: Is it possible and desirable 7 -+« ------ Cheng Boging 22

Abstract: Anthory Giddens proposes the outlook of utopian realism to capture the future-
onentation. As a citical theory without guarantees is utopian realism possible and
desirable 7 This article firstly explores the basic assumptions of Giddens’ s social theory,
especially its philosophical anthwopology. It is clear that the prospects of utopian realism
are based upon the postulates of the knowledgeability of human agents and the double
hemeneutic which chamctenzes social science. The tensions between utopianism and
realisn are then analyzed and the difficulties in balancing the universalism of utopian
realisn with the contingency and hetergeneity of contemporary society are also
mentioned The implications and limits of utopian realism are showed by the case of
Giddens smodel of a democracy of the emotions. Finally, the article attempts to show the
rhetorical strategy which Giddens uses to overcome the take-itorleave-it quality of his
theory.

Voluntary and Involuntary Job Mobility and Eamings Inequality in Urban
China, 1993 2000 -+ cerereeeerrmrncemmnn eeeens ceneee ans Wu Xiaogang 33
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