R

s NEZRFTIBRER” A AT BENEE - RAEZ A
RAEBFLIAEL EXERATIHEE, HRT“H ERN 2% 54
FHLRBEZLALLEMFAR &, 0T FBERERE B S EL
REIANBRPREL AL KA NG £4E. AFEMLR, & THE
RELHAFHEZHFNTFE T2 BX LW FETI AN Z TR BER
ATRAWEBHEEERE ¥ 7 TR WEREREFAFHIRAE
WA, B B REA f BZRAER, £ Al KR T MEE ALY T
AW EA TP TAMAR BT AROELER. FHTRE
BERER TUERN RRIOE MR EAFE PN R REER
o B WEERC T BUR A, RN HER T A NE B/ RLE
HATRGE UL FREYFONRKSHAR, R — b7 Exder
R R

CRERT TANSZ HZRBEEX HZRERX I RE

30 s « 7
(bringing -+ back in) .
, “ ” (Skocpol,
1979); “ 7 s “
" ( . 1998/1997).
( » (The Podlitics of Production ) ;

« »
2

(Burawoy, 1985).

¥ OALEEHARVYREATEFERFRARFR I B F B4 HF T AERF T LT
CRAFHN B/ AT RLFERFARF R AREMMFN L. AL — 1%
Z R B EHAA R
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” (sociology of labor) ,

R E LAY BUSAR SRR B b, X T ES TAN AN
BRI £ it Fedf 5 LG 2d E - AL T AT
Sk B, #Hd Pk AR AR T 212 B, T Rk 20 A
R A EER Fo 2 5 Z B R S 69F B, (Burawoy, 1985:5)

“ 7 (Turaines 1981: 11—12),
“ ” (double crises):
(Silver; 2003:1). ,
” (Burawoy, 1985:5).
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)s .

O RIR P2 e L H KA
20 70 .

« » (Polanyi, 1957 194) {
» Polanyi, et al. 1971 4957). .

” 43 » o« ”» 43 ”»
1) N
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[43 2 (43 2 (Polanyi,
1957 1944; G ranovetter, 1985). .

(Polanyi, 1971 1968, 1977). .

o

( »:« ” (Swedberg,
1987). , S »
b
b
” (self-regulated market) . 7 )
Al b b
o b
b
2 . ;
. ’ . N
(livelihood) .
b
b
2 . , .
. 1795 «
”» 1 %0 43 ”» ®,
o b

O “ FEIPFELR (Speenhamland Act)“ A& ’lﬁ}iﬂkiﬁ”*l(righ to live) R 69 %) . CKhAdm &
8 JAT E M AR T IF TAAN; b ARSI BB AR R B R R
LR MR PTAAT 69 5 R & ALk ALA, BB Bak g R w9 AR (A5 518 W2 R,
1989/1957; 14).
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<«

” (double movements).

« ”»

( » 2005).

(DT AT Y e L8 O A

« 2« ”»

, ( » 1998).
(King &
Szelenyi, 2004).
. [13 » 8()
e R LR T Hh a0 & BT B T MHF NG

W BF e SRR EBL0NE, L KM ES defTiE4L 25 F
RIEN, VA AedR 3 R K 38787 69 iR R 2 (Burawoy, 2000: 693)
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”»

b b

«“ (totalitarian order)

(civic order) ” (Burawoy, 2000: 6% ).,

( Grabher &Stark, 1997; Stark et
al., 2000; Szelenyi, 1988;Szelenyi &Kostello , 1996).

2 9
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(D EAZ: AT IR ARSI R B

<«
b

@

YR CHBGNEINAET R — AR F S, £ FTAERE R R A4 (the
end of class) F& AR AL A EEHERT . A £ —2 70.80 FR Ak, F ZF K M
TCMABIER, BRY AR LM, —BAXFRBZ T HARE & (Clak and Lipset,
1991), 1 %5 —S it 252 K W A 2 2 id om0 SRR A S0 AS EAE 4 09 R Bk, AR 2 &:aé

AL AR H P E S (Wright  1985), RAX E RRE 5 X M R0 F M, M A2
:fw BB AETRA KRBT LS L P EY K44, ZRAKG LS «ﬁk\ﬁ/f}
MERT@GEN EME S EHIAN R RF BB ENGESR “HAXER, 2L
Touraine 1988 xiii) X FYAk 45 B i RO LEME A . ET M AREE L7 Lo weyx
. AL ZFE, 2004,
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(New classical Sociology);
” (Sociological Marxism ),

b b
H
9
)ty S s 527
« ”»
b
<«
b
? ,

« ”»

[13 ”»

<« ”»”

B3I AL L AN

49, LA B TR AR 2 AT

etal., 1998:6)

20
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— ASE 2 Ry it B kT 5]
AEXZFH AN FL, (Fya



$FE U R E T A MR R R A AR AR R, A E
0, %% fok 14 S5 A 25 S K BT ot ifid a9 AR 2 H8Y A K
B E A I 2R A AR DR 6 BUkm A —H, £ E
T AR B AR BAL, P A ERALFIRET AR
4. (Fyal etal., 1998:3)

(AR By B

” (Burawoy, 2003).
“ ” (active society), “

B2H 0 NRALRT ST BRI R AT AL LAY BUS B
B, B 20 ek T I A LA A EUS £ BB BUS FiAe) i

T E RAGRE AL R RO B A L LxbFe BT 69 S AL,
X B RN T & 2] %R Py L (Burawoy, 2003:220)
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43 » « » « ”»”

[43 ”»

3 ”»”

[

el

/‘M

] “« ”»
: Burawoy, 2003,

(E) T AW g5 BURHEZ I 1k

« 2

Bk mhdkE AR TAME AE3AE 20, ilng
898 KA BAERAT R A S HAUAR I FZ N A ALY AL BRI .
{8 2 RBHATVIF R T LdefT, TANRE TH%FED £ L —
Ad Al (M2 R, 1989/1957. 188)

-
-
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[
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«
b
without capitalists )
”»
b
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” (Burawoy, 2003:255),
” (Burawoy & Wright, 2002)., )

) ~

(Burawoy & Wright, 2002).

[43
o

2 «
K
° b
9
[13 ”»
b
2 13 ”»
K
”» [43
9 b
”»” « »
.
, .
b
3 ”»
b
o 9
» . _—
(making capilalism
« 2 13
.
«
”» 43 » 3
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20 0 ,
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( » 2005).
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b °
b
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b ° b
b
. .
(factory regime),
[13 2
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« 2 13
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N
’
’ o
’
’ i
’ ’
’ o ’
. N N
’
D ’
’
’ o
« » « »
’ ’
“ 2 @
’ N
« » o«
’ ’
2

b

1“3 g BeAR X7 A 2 AR # A 3447 %7 T AR KR F
it i AL

s y <« o
” (Marx-type labor unrest) “ ” (Polanyi-type
labor unrest) ¢ °

o

” (Silver, 2003:16).

2

o

O ERPEREMGFAETRHAKINT G FAELGHE IR Fo“ 3 TA.

—RAM A TAME, “H I N L FRENE FEAZGIA, MNHKZAT 2924
2,

Bt E T &
I RAREBER AR 4, LS RAT K TRERHFBAF AR AERARLRAT
B T A, B A AL B B R A4 R Silves 2003 1 12).
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, ” (fictitious

commodity ); ) ,

b b

‘ > (hidden abode of production) 7

2 b ~ N

. ( , 1970 1867).
...... ” (Silver, 2003; 16).

” (Silver, 2003: 17). )

b
« 2
b
b b
« ” (decommodification ). , ¢
(povision of livelihood) )
” (Silver, 2003:17).
[4% 2
[13
2
b
~ b
[19 2 .
’
b
[13 ”»” [13 ”
M
43 2
[19 ”»”
b
’ b ’
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(Silver, 2003: 18).

(master narrative ), s .

E.P. « »

o ’ b
b
(13 2
b b
(Silvers 2003).
’
(4% 2
“ ”
b
.
o . b
b ) ~
o b b
b
.
~ ° b
o b
b b
b o
b ,
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, ( » 2004),
( » 2004). ;

, ” (Radiant Past )
(Burawoy & Lukacs, 1992),

b

2RV T TAKRRG BE FAH AT ) BE
EN

[43 ” o« ”»
~
« ”
2 2

K K
) ~ N ~

<« ”» <« »

b
« ”
b
N N ~ b
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“ ” (path dependency ),

Bk, X2 AR —MERIAEE 85 3 A4 Rt A2, b —
R E VAAE 0 TARE T 3 LdAe T A E Ao dk 48 —
LB R AT AE 2GR A, R TAEAFEATK T A The,
XAK TR AR LY — N H TAS RS T 6% A .
RIAT TA AL 8 55695 A kA RO AL A & HANGT
KRR GAHE, T, BRET THE %2 A N8, TAKR
7138 BB HATEY AT, R TAHAT —2 ) B, FARET defT R
FreA 3T 6 ke A, (Burawoy, 1985:103)

3.“ 4Rk 51 B Aot tEM) A2 %I_/\ﬁu%frj_/kéﬁfxﬁ?] it 7]

b
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~

b

” (structural power)

: «
(Wright, 2000).

” (associational

<«

o

” (market

(tight labor market ); ,

o

” (workplace bargaining power).

b
[43 ”»
9
b
” (Wright, 2000; Silver
(13 2
[43 2
b
b
b
43 2
(43
b
<« ”»
.
(43 2 [43
b
[4% 2
b
[13 2
9
13 2
b
M
’ b

o b
2003).
2
[43 ”» [43
43
o b
« ”
2
”» 43
”»
o
« ” «
o
b
b
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(=D L] Bk e B« TN 2% 1998 B0 580 — AN 302
« ” (Faclory Regime) .« »
« ” (Burawoy, 1985).

[13 2
’
’ 5 ’ 5 ’ s ’
<« ”»”
o b
. [13
s
”
<« ”»” «
o ’ )
2 « 2 [13 2
o
43 ”»”
’
« ”»”
’
’ ~ ~ ’
o
o
43 2
’
o
’ ~ ’
’
’
’ o
. N
’ ’ o
’ ’

DO Blde, FE R A AT ARG T HF50 B RO AR A L. A4, <% AEL
B BIF MDA F TR TAWNREAEG” A R EARE D RIECH BB R
#) v N %) (Katznelson & Zoberg 1986).
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Sociology and Cultural Awareness — -+« «oeeeevereeecoeeeeennen Su Guoxun 1

Abstract This article, taking professor Fei Xiaotong s academic thought change “ from
morphological studies to the studies of mentality” as the example and using transform of
sociolagical object from the substance of matters into the rality of relationships for
reference, aigues that sociological research is undergoing tmansformation from a
concentration of utility alone to combination of utility and humanity, and the cultural
awareness on our own civilization and its social constitution will play the important role in

the future.

The Social Transfomation and Reformation of Chinese Working Class ------
coveeeeneee Shen Yuan 13

Abstract If we adopt the view of K. Polanyi’ s so-called “ great transformation”,
especidly M. Burawoy s so called “the second great transformation” to look at the market
transformation in contemporary communist societies there fomed two different academic

({
routes —

“ neoclassic sociology” and “ sociological maxism”. The fist wute focuses on
elites while the second wute concerns about the historical destiny of working class and
underclass in the social tmansition. In China due to the inequalities of institutional
arrangement on the starting point of transformation Chinese working class might be
reshaped in two different ways in temms of market society. There are two theoretical models
of “labor study” in sociological theoretical tradition. namely “Marx model” and “Polanyi
model’, which provide effective theoretical perspective on how “migrant workers” and
“state-owned enterprise workers” form the working class in maiket society. Assisted by
these theoretical lenses, we can reconsiruct the research problem of “ migrant workers’
and bring them into the framework of class formation. Finally, Burawoy’ s concept of
“factory regime” might offer a theoretical and methodological stance to make specific,
manufacture process centered ethnographic research on working class formation in the
transformation era.

Social Reproduction and Dominance: Further study on social mobility regimes
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