23

&

A ZART AL BRERATRTHNERERS. AL L
FE AT RBEAN = ARSHEGHARABAN ZARL AN HEA S K
AEMN=ZAS5EASL THANT R, HEeR KRB LER A ENM AT
BRAAREBHNSN FHFR. ZAFHORE (TP EFEER =M TR
wESEMNZEANEL, TRRFTAH2BOK FE05) ALK, T EXFT
HEBANE R AXRERBAZ ALK ZAL 28 F 5HL KA E
WA, ERBA ZAME LS RA AR T 2B KRR R A
WA 2B R L

A=A BASTAE HeBK Ha#HR

. (Beveridge,
1958; Marshall, 1965; Wilensky &lebeaux, 1965; Titmuss, 1974).

b

(welfare triangle ) (welfare mix,

) . (Rose, 1986)
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(household) .

-

(Ascoli & Ranci,
2002;225— 244; Evers, 1988.1993; Woerness, 1998; 207— 228; Wong;,
1991)

(Johnson, 1987.1999)

4 1. ;2.
(commercial sector) , ; 3.

(voluntary sector), N
1 4. (irfomal sector),

(decentralization) (participation )

(Wong,
1991:20—26) s ,
(GI‘0859 1993) ’ ’
; ; (
) , (Wong, 1991;
130—132). (Johnson, 1999) s
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(Evers, 1988)

(Evers, 1988.1993).

/ ( )

: Evers 1988.193.

D. ,
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fERAT B
FRIAES2 B 5

. (Abrahamson,
1994; de Neubourg &Weigand, 2000; Duffy, 1998)
(power) . (morney )
(solidarity )
(security and passivity ), (opportunity
and risk), (solidarity and fragmentation ),
(public authorities ); ,
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(Evers & Wintersberger, 1988; Evers &Svetlik, 1993 ).

1987.1999) )
(Abrahamson, 1994 ). (Evers, 1993)
(Johnson, 1999)
pluralism).
(Esping-Andersen, 1999: 177) ,

b A b

(Johnson,

(welfare
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1998).
( )

Copportunity and risk )

fragmentation) ,

( 2.

90

(Duffy,

(Abrahamson, 1994)
(solidarity )
(security and passivity )
(solidarity and
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) (Walder, 1986).

b

2 b

165



2006. 4

166



Abrahamson, P. 1994 “Welfare Pluralism: Towards a New Consensus for a European Social Policy.” in
Pove'ty and Social Politics: The Changing of Social Eurgp. Samiko Project, Copenhagen.

Ascoli, U. &C. Ranci 2002, “ Changes in the Welfare Mix: The European Path.” in Ascoli, U. &C.
Ranci( eds. )y Dilemmas of the Welfare Mix. The New Structwe of Welfare in an Era of
Privatization. New York: Kluwer Academi c/Plerm.

Beveridge W. 1958 Social Inswance and Allied Savices. London: Her Majdy’ s Stationary Office.

Esping-Andersen, G. 1999, Social Foundations of Postindustrial Economies. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

de Neubourg, C. &C. Weigand 2000 “ Christine Social Policy asSocial Risk Management.” The Ewopean
Journal of Sodal Sciences, 13(4).

Duffy, K. 1998 The Human Dignity and Socidl Exclusion Projea -Researdi Oppontuni ty and Risk: Trends
of Social Exclusion in Eurgpe. Strashourg:  Council of Europe.

Evers A. 1988, “ Shifts in the Welfare Mix: Iniroducing a New Appoach for the Sudy of
Trand omations in Welfare and Social Policy.” In Evers A. &H. Wintesberger(eds. ), Shifts in

167



P22 2006. 4

the Welfare Mix.

— 1993, “The Welfare Mix Approach: Undestanding the Pluralism of Welfare Systems. ” in Evers,
A. &I. Svetlk Ceds. ). Balancing Plualism .

Evers A &H. Wintersherger(eds. ) 1988 Shifts in the Welfare Mix: Their Impact on Work, Socidl Services
and Welfare Polides . Eurosocial, Viemna.

Evers A & L Svetlik Ceds. ) 1993, Balancing Pluralisn: New Welfare Mixeds in Care for the Elderly.
Aldershot: Avebury.

Esping Andersen, G. 199, Sodal Foundations of Postindustrial Economies. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Gu, E.X. 2001, Forging a Labor Market in Urban China: The Legacies of the Past and the Dynamics of
Institutional Transfoormation. Asian Affairs: An Ameaican Reviev 28(2).

Grosss A. M. 1993, “Shifis in the Welfare Mix and Social Innovation in Welfare Policies: A Case-Study
in [srael.” in Evers, A. &1 Svetlik (eds.). Balandng Pluralisn.

Johnson, N. 1987, The Welfare State in Transition . The Theory and Pradice of Welfare Pluralism.
Brighton (England) : Wheat sheaf.

— 1999 Mixed Ewnomies of Welfare: A Comparative Perspective. London ; New York : Prentice Hall
Europe.

Marshall, T. H. 1965, Class, Citizenship and Social Development. New York: Anchor Books.

Pinker, R. 1979, The Idea of Welfare. Tondon : Heinemann Educational.

Rose, R. 1986, “ Common Goals but Different Roles: The State’ s Contribution to the Welfare Mix. ” in
Rose, R. & R.Shirator, The Welfare State East and West. Oxford: Oxford Univesity Press.

Titmuss, R. M. 1974, Social Policy: An Introduction. London: Allen & Unwin

Walder A. G. 1986 Communist Neo-Traditionalism: Work and Authority in Chinese Industry.
Berkeley: Univesity of Califomia Press.

Wilensky, H. L. &C. N. Lebeaux 1965, Industrial Society and Social Welfare. New York: The Free
Press.

Woerness K. 1998, “The Changing * Welfare Mix’ in Childcare and Care for the Frail Elderly in
Norway. ” in Lewis, J. &A. Hants, Gender, Social Care and Welfare State Restructuring in Ewrope.
England; Brookfield, Vt., USA: Ashgate.

Wong, C. K. 1991, Helogy, Welfare Mix and the Production of Welfare: A Comparative Study of Child
Daycare Policies in Britain and Hong Kong. Sheffield: Department of Sociological Swudies, the
Univesity of Sheffield

EHEAL HAAFHLTESHS KK R
A KA

168



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



