mEE BT

s REE R SCRERE A E T 0 AL & B BB T AE P R R
Ho NREFROERE AL AXZRSHT GHRA R EHELARR
F RN A E. AXER FHRELL U FE H2FFmRER
MAEHNIY, A X ERERER 4 T KL BEUE ¥EBRER
SRS A S, LR IR AL, R A, REEITR AT RERN. &
i‘zﬂj’%‘jﬁﬁ THRBARRELAEE T MO TE MEERAFRN —
7Y

REHB BXHRRA HEELEE £FE

2

(semi-structured depth interview ), (Hakim, 1987; Arksey & Knight, 1999;

Wengraf, 2001).
, L ( )s

(joint production)”;
” (Wengraf, 2001:3).

b b

*ORLABMNREAER S FRROE . AL E b BRHHR EAY X WA Hohe
¥ il WA B R RIFFFF, LRI WE KA B0 83 b e S il E oy
Fl& 69 K5, A sy =4 TkR %,

O ALWHBHET A ALHFE FPORLLF ALF, NEALNAL LF S A LA 5
A, BT RS 5AER &), ALHERR 21 T b i A0t m A AR e 2 0t
1T #® T,
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b 9

” (Wengraf, 2001:5).

’ ” (Arksey &Knight, 1999: 7). y
, ” (Hakim, 1987:27).
? 43 ”»

LYRETREFIAZRFATCHN L569@m T4, 2
CREPHE AT AR LA E ABOFFA LT LR T 24 4
Zby 5 A R kB F 57 (surface appearances) &4 5 3% A1 2
“CREFRMINIRE . (Wengraf, 2001:6)

« ”»”

« ” ( . 1999/1973) .
( Schutz,
1976). , « ” ,
”( , 1999 /1973, 18); «
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b

(Catherine Hakim ) “
(acounts ) «+++-
(methodological individualism ),
(self-directing)

2

” (Hakim, 1987:26).

K
9

 AERAT
N AMAT FA K FTT FX A, ik A9 B A& DA AL R6Y ; 22 E

THERTFITHNEL AL SFHESE, m XY ERLRE BB
wE e e, P

9

B R GREF R M0y ik A AR £ iR (G Schutn,  1972), b 4= ik F 18 R A 12 &)
AL FAR ] 0 F LB AR B E L E AR KR AR R Mk 15 B &
HSRAMERRZ LR ZMAGH KILME LM AN E B0 S 122, K RA169 2 35
0 R’ A, G AL AAT P28 0E 6 B SUAE A9 PIRT AT AR ST VA Bk A R AT R IR i ik
69 SER Ayt Rk
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SR
v« 7 ( ,2003). ,
) (disinterested observer),
) ?
? « ( )
” (Schutz, 1962; 158). ,
” (Schutz, 1976. 17). R

56

BEXWNRRARARLF b BRIt ARARN A Z — KMNEXZEET EXWHL
AT AT RE G9IX AF — MR AR AR MY 9], B R 3 69 AR A R TAIRAT VA T A8 893X
—F IR AR AR A, A R Z B R, B AR e T AR Bir ki A2 g
BAT B IRTAE N A, T, KL B PR R R AR KM BB LT LTS FR
B 257 48, B2 H RHER A7 & R BN 47 F K TR % #S 7% % 69 &L

BRI TR, KRR 80,



° b
;
° b
b °
b b
[13 ”» ? ‘?
y « »
(progessive focusing ). )
b o b
° b A

” (Arksey &Knight, 1999.18).

b b 20
90 ;

O BBEXZAWAWAD FLFTTHITIE EARSAT, R RARGITHE R 2540
A& @ IR . @@ R TAEAESE @ L, CHARRRAN KSR
Fl . E@IE TP, DGR ARG R 5. Xt RAESR AR
F, LR A M@ RR, P RBERE. EAHEXZ P KRN T B —HF 5P, st TId
HEfE, MFHFIRABLIES . NE A RF BRI F T EE R KN ER RK,
2B e FEA E L S W E I R HATEP RS 2B, R &, KR AT R R
Bk A K00 FIR AR TR ESE. RMNAF A LR W E RS P, Mk TIA R
Bk,
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-

9 °

(biographical -interpretive )
” (Chamberlayne et al, 2000; 9).

” (Rustin,
2000; 34—52). , (action)
(biography situation) . (act)
(stock of knowledge at hand). ) ,

(schemes of our experience). ©

K K

, ” ( Schutz, 1972. 82).

b b

DO A MTFAT HAMA D ATIFE T FHAR NG B LR ER, A RAEE A RS B T
R —MERE P BELRGITH, 8T Z ATHRAT TARE MW AR, X #H695)
MLt 2B 49 3 A (in-order-to motive). X B At RIAT A i L £ ANE MY 258, Et &
FR 0 EA f iR BT R GY 23000 BAE. “H — A8 8 AT XA —ANER A . R
RIH — &bk B =K (T can do it again) 494k 5”7 (Schutz  1972: 90). % = MG
it Ft) A 498 B 3 M because motive), € 5 B 49 ALY £ 5 £ T, A7 F AR R R BLA
TA, BEAF HE T L2 RHATR. RMNTAR A F BGEEFF. —9E
¥R, TR, L PATSEAT 9 7 R AT IR BAG IR, A RS ZARX 69 4k AT B, X
AT GG R BN AMALBP AT B 6B A9 R A 428 AR 2 keIt B R 2, BB S
W] S id il e by 2 16,
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” (Widdershoven, 1993:2).

b

(Narratologist)
(adjustment )

K

(Andrews et al., 2000. 78).

b b

(narrative identity )” (Widdershoven, 1993: 20).

(Rustin, 2000:

49). N ,

” ( Chamberlayne et al., 2000. 9).

b b b
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(Rustin, 2000; 42),

” (Rustin, 2000: 43— 45).

b b

, ” (Giele &
Elder, 1998). 1990 )

” (Chamberlayne et al., 2000: 8). )
“ ” (lived life) ” (told story )

(Wengraf, 2000, 117—127).

b
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(text) (context) . )

, (Scheff,
1997).
«“ 7 (Wengraﬂ 2001: 5 )o )

(Atksey &Knight, 1999; Scheff, 1977.38).

K b b

() EENSE

@
’ . b
”( , 1992 1976, 97 ),
b ~
b Al ’
(
) ;
’
(44 2 (
O Z#HORESEAS M FLEPHALLA FWB F A FHTLE0, Bp 2EMNEF P

AR FAFPOEE. LW, AARKFE MR a6 T RN ZH L A (ake it
for granted) 49 & /2; Lok R de LT, WO T B AMAH BN RS A, —HFHE
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ORI VT HH AT 1 T

0 o

b b
« ”»”
o b b
A 2
° b K
9 9
’ H ~
) “ ” (biographical situation).
» 7 ( » 1996).

O T HRF B H 09 LA b &L AR E A, I FAC B4 0 4R W 2
N (B (INRE, 2004) 75 A IEN G99 47,
Q@ H#ABHGEMBEE AL INRFHR —ELFGIEF, 2000,
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author has concluded three risk shifting channels that closely related with local
govemments behavior. Finally, the author discusses several behavioral characteristics of
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to clear up its meaning relationship and the correlative methods. The authors point is that
the interview should be constructed along with the stucture of everyday life so that we can
find and pursue the problems. Only after that canwe talk about the universal meaning of
the individual case. In that case, depth interview is not only the pure course of collecting
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Abstract The authors show in this paper how to use longitudinal data and growth
modeling technique to investigate research questions regarding “ change” and“ trend” . The
authors first discuss advantages of using longitudinal data over cwsssectional data in
sociological research of change. Then the authors compare varous appmwaches utilizing
longitudinal data to answer research questions about change, and discuss why growth
modeling is superior to traditional approaches. The authors also look at some extensions to
the basic growth modeling, both to the fixed components and the random components in
growth model. Finally, to help readers to undemstand better and feel comfoitable to use
these analytical tools in their own research, the authors provide a simple pedagogical
example to demonstrate major concepts and analytical strateges discussed in this paper.
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Abstract By comparing o different appmoaches to prvatizaion - manipulated
privatization in Sunan and relative transparent prvatizaion in Wenzhow this paper
analyzes the politics of privatization in Chinese wral industty. Though different fiscal,
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