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Welfare Triangle: A paradigm of social policy analysis
ceewweoees Peng Huamin 157

Abstract Welfare iriangle is an important concept of the social policy research
appwoaches in western countries. First of all this aiticle discusses the differences between
welfare triangle and welfare mix from social welfare version. The interaction betveen state,
(market) economy and family in the niangle not only presents the mechanics of social
policy developing but also supports the social policy making. At last, this article analyzes
the examples of social exclusion by welfare tnangle framework and the interaction between

welfare triangle and social policy.

REVIEW

Managerial Control and Woikers Resistance -+ ----- -+ You Zhenglin 169

Abstract: Why did not the proletaniat engage in the revolutionary overthrow of capitalisn
as Max anticipated ? This paper is a review of explaining why MarxX’ s anticipations were
not fulfilled from the perspective of the labour process theory. It mainly reviews H.
Bravemman, A. L Fredman R. Edwards and M. Burawoy s views of managerial
control and worker resistance within the capitalist labour process. It also addresses the

heuristic implications of the research on Chinese labor capital relations.

COMMENTARY AND DEBATE

The Tradition of Chinese Sociology and Its Reconstmu ction
------------------ Ying Xing, Wu Fd, Zhao Xiaoli, Shen Yuan 186

Abstract: To understand the social change of modern China for a century, especially the
social transformation and reconstiuction in latest thirty years, it is far from sufficiency if
only by disciplination and regularization of Chinese sociology, copying and transplanting
westem social theories and the local field works without theoretical reflection. We shall
recognize the self consciousness of our predecessors search for the fundamental problems
and their solutions on the basis of local expenences and rebuild the ethos of Chinese

sociology.

“Chaxu geju” and the Notion of Hierarchy in Chinese Culture ~ --+-+-«-----
soeeenee oo Yan Yunxiang 201

245



Abstract A re-reading of Fei Xiaotong’ s notion of “ chaxu geju”, especially its
exploration on the vertical and hierarchical aspect of wcial structure, may help us better
understand the chamcteristics of Chinese society and culture as well as the universal
implications of indigenous social theores. In Fei’ s theory, chaxu guju is a multi-
dimensional structure, containing both the vertical and fim order of social hierarchy and
the horizontal elastic ego-centered relational distances. Most of the existing scholarly
accounts only consider the latter while overlooking the former, which leads to a serous
misunderstanding of Fei’ s orginal thought. The maintenance of chaxu geju relies on the
reproduction of the social hierarchy, which has to be realized though the mechanisms of
moral noms resource allocations punishment and rewards and social mobility. Chaxu
geju negates the universal equality of the individuals in the sense of peronhood denies
the necessity of balancing rights and duties and eventually results to the constmuction of a

special kind of pemonhood in Chinese culture, coined by the author as “ chaxu renge” .

BOOK REVIEW

Reflections on the Sociology of Heat Wave in Chicago: Reading Eric
Klinenberg, Heat Wave . A Sodologiaal Autopsy of Disaster in Chicago -+
...................................................... Zhou Xueguang 214
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The interpretive power and limit of Marcel Mauss, Essai sur le don (The
GIff)  woerveemme e e e Wang Mingming 225
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