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Abstract: Schutz tried to place Weber’ s notion of social action upon a phenomeno-
logical foundation but discovered instead that it can only be studied in the world of con-
temporaries or that of predecessors, that is , in the observer’ s gaze. This insight has been
overlooked by sociologists. A separate effort by philosophers, including Ricoeur, resulted
in the fairly well-received notion of “action as text.” An unnoticed implication is that a
sociological theory is the sociologist’ s action and hence is also a text.This paper, by way
of examples in Durkheim, Parsons and Garfinkel, sets out to establish two claims; First,
there must be a time structure in every sociologist’ s gaze, but social action can only be
observed in certain particular kinds of time structure. Second, in any sociological theory a
semiological system particular to it can always be found, but social action as a sign is only

contained in certain particular semiological systems.

« »
: ’

. . , 1999 10 1519 . s
“Lui, Ping Keung”



1920 . « »
( ) :

AFE E IR AM AL T B, BREMBE L NAL BR. B AT, 1% SR fT3)
Fhy DN TA FAT A6 N EXL . ATHZITA RA AR T30, 73 B3 L W& L4
FRBALAGGIT R, F LA %ﬁfﬁé’aﬁaﬁi# 251 §. (Weber, 1978:4)

(Schutz, 1980: 7).

’ ,
’ o
12 (1932 ) { »( «
», .
’
(Natanson, 1962; VIF X ). : )
s « 7o 7 (Schutz, 1980;
147 ) . y , [13 ”» . « ”»” ‘46 ”»” « ”»”
[13 2 [13 2 @
’
43 2
b b
,
[13
’ B
) .7 (Schutz, 1980; 163)
[13
) s ‘ ’ .” (Schutz,
1980 181) . ,
s .7 (Schutz, 1980; 143)“
, ) ) .7 (Schutz, 1980; 142)
(SChutZ, 1980: 150)0 . I’}
@
o s ’
b b
[13 2 [13
’ , , ,
” 43
’ s
[3 2
,
’ ’ ’
”
’ ~ ~
@) : The natural attitude the thesis of the alter ago Other-orientation( Thouorientation
They-orientation ), anonymity ( intimacy )s immediacy(  mediacy )s LOngIll\e style.
“ v« 7 “ 7 (ego) 7 (alter ego) . ” (intimacy)
“ ” (anonymity) « R .
©) s . (Schutz 1980: 177).

[\



. ‘ 7 7¢
o ) ) ¢ ’ o
. .” (Schutz 1980; 140-141)%
. ) «“ ? o
. .
. (Schutz, 1980:223).%
. ?
.” (Schutz, 1980. 184) . ( ) ,
( ) . , (
)7
’ ) o «“
s .7 (Schutz 1980:139)
(Schutz 1980:159)., ¢ (Schutz 1980; 159),%
. ) «“ ”c
(Schutzs 1980, 184) , . .
: . , ?
. .
.” (Schutz, 1980, 97)° :
® (Gadames 1995) (Belonging) .
® “ » (bleacking experiment) ) .
( Garfinkel, 1967). (norn-discursiveness).
( Ho 1999). B ,
® ’ -
@ s s
® ¢ "Chtewbjectivity) (Geonge H. Mead) ( Vaitkus 1991,
© ¢ » ( Schutz 1980: 43-44).



»

’

(1959),

60 ,

” 43
~

80 «

.7 (Bourdieu, 1991:33-34) “ 7 “ 7,

2 «

(1997,
(Ricoeus 1991 and 19%)

2 « 2
K

. ( Kant, 1929.

(Gubrium and Holstein, 1990)



.” (Ricoeurs 1991, 246)© ¢

( ) (

.” (Ricoeur, 1997; 199)

« 2
K

s ”. (Ricoeur, 1991; 199)

b

«“ ” (Ricoeur, 1991: 198). «“

’ .” (Ricoeur, 1991; 198)%

2

”» 3 ”
9

(Ricoeur, 1991, 199-200).

< 2 3 2

.” (Ricoeur, 1991 20009 « ¢ ’

)

« »

) ~

« 2

) (Ricoeur, 1991:197-198).

<« ”» 3

’ o”(Ri_

3

> (Ricoeur,

.7 (Ricoeur, 1991,202)¢ ,

’
< 9
o ’
coeur, 1991200201 ” : ‘ ’
< b (3 b
’
1991.201). % :
,
[13
. .
©)
/ o .
( Foucault, 1980: 202-203).
©) ( . )
® »
@ concrete ethics  concrete ethical life
® ” (Wiling)

b

. (
)

”(Sittlichkeit). M umcr;t



.7 (Ricoeur, 1991:202) «

«

b ~ ° .
‘ ’ .” (Ricoeur, 1991;202)% «
.” (Ricoeur, 1991.205) ,
b b
y y (44 ”» y
[43 ”»” y R
y [4% 2 (43 2 y
. b
. (Ricoeur, 1991;202-203); .
° M b

(Ricoeur, 1991;203).

2

« ”» « 2

.” (Ricoeur, 1991:203) )
(Ricoeur, 1991:203-204).

, (Ricoeur, 1991; 204).
coeur, 1991;204). @ . ,
, (Ricoeur, 1991 205).
@ , (institutional level)
® ° :

(Ri-



”)
o

¢ ’ 7, .7 (Ricoeur, 1994.203)“

) .7 (Ricoeur, 1994.:210) ,

6]

) @ (Ricoeur,
1994.203), , .
(Ricoeur, 1994, 191-192). , ” , .

N ) (Ricoeur,

1992.209). (Ricoeur, 1994; 151),

i » C ) (Ricoeur, 1994
O] P. (Paul Rabinow) °M. (William M . Sullivan)
( Rabinow and Sullivan, eds., 1979: 1), : .
. . s (Charles Taylor) .
. (Clifford Geertz)
©) s . 80
1984 s : - 7 (
Alexander et al., 1987; 1), .
® « ” (subjectivism) ” (objectivism) ( Bourdieu and W acquant,
1992).
® (individual) (society) ( Elias 199D,
©) (agency) (social structure: Giddens 1984).
® ( Ricoeur, 1991: 238, 245).
@ ’
®  “Objectivity” N s s



210-208). ,

, .” (Ricoeur, 1994, 202)? ,
b @ ’ “ b
, .” (Ricoeur, 1994; 164).
.” (Ricoeur» 1994; 184)% ,

(Ricoeur, 1994 185).

@
b °
b b b
b o b
, , (Ri-
coeur, 199:209), ,
o . (Ricoeur,
1994:150).
A? <«
b b
b ~
, .” (Ricoeur, 1994; 151-152)
b o «“ b
b b b
. ” [13
N ; .
b b b
.” (Ricoeur, 1994;51)
b b
, .7 (Ri-
) : )
©) (sphere of facts) (sphere of signs: Ricoeury/ 1994. 210)
©) ideal object . , s
@ 1994 s 1991



coeur, 1994, 143) , ,
.” (Ricoeur, 1994 158) ,
(Ricoeur, 1994 158) , ¢ )
.7 (Ricoeurs 1994, 162) « ”,
, .” (Ricoeur, 1994:190) ,
.” (Ricoeur, 1994; 190)%
? )
.” (Gadamer, 1995:388)
” (Gadamer, 1995;:389)., “ .7 (Gadamer,
1995.389) ) s
) , .” (Ricoeur, 1994:164)
? , ?
19 [13 ”
.” (Ricoeur, 1994. 184-185) ,
? )
( )’ b
“ 7 s “ aneigung” s ¢ > ( Ricoeus 1994.
185), , ¢ « ”? y B

” (Dasein)



(Ricoeur, 1994; 133-134), ©
« ” Schutz 1962;229, 249) L«

. . , .” (Ri-
coeur, 1994, 152) - @,

o ’ o

(Ricoeur, 1994.218219).

.” (Ricoeur, 1994;153) « ”

43 ”
’ o
b b
o ’
7 o ,

) s « ” (langu) ( Saussure 1983 24-25),
® - (Oedipus) , ( Ricoeus 1994; 155).
® , « » « » o« » )

10



9
°
« ”
K
’
’
K
9
’ ’
b
’ ’
’
: ’
° ’
”
°
« ”»
43
b
° 9
@ « » o«
H N
» o« » o«

2
B
o ’
o ,
o
s s
H ’
o
o b
B , ,
[ ”»”
B
) b o
’ . B
. ( ),
o
« ” ( . L )
mlSre(Dgnlthn °
) b
[13 2
: B ’
[13 2 [13 ”»
o s
o ’ ,
©) «
’ o s
2
b o
B
’ ( ) ,
43
b b
’ B
43 ”»”
’
[13 2
, o ’
” [19 ”
’
[13 2
o o
N o .
? , ,
H s ’
[13 2 [13
B
“
. .” (Saussure 1983: 24-25)
» o« » o« » o« » o« » o« » o« » o«
» o« » « » o« » o« » o
R 2



. , (Ricoeur, 1994 156). .

@)
s s
@)
s
b o
’ ’
N . o ’ ’
o b
(Alexander et al., 1987. 16-17), @
43
s ’ s
»”
s o ’
o ’
o b
’ o s ’
. s s
o b b
« » « » (@
o ’ ’ o
( ) « »
b
43 2
o , s
O] ° (Louis Althusser) “ ” (problematic) ( M arshall, 1996).
« ” (excluding others from consideration), « ” (posing of certain
problems and issues), “ ” (the interdependence of its component concept) .
) s signifier; (concept) (idea) signified.
©) « ”(Max Wetet s explicit methokology),
. )s
( ). Bourdieu, 1987: 121.
@ s 3 » « »
,» 1999.

12



« »( « » 9

?
(13 ? .
? (Aron, 1972. 21) , )
(Aron, 1972:21-22), s s
, « 77®°
, @ (Aron, 1972: 22).
. , ( » « ” .
(Coser, 1997, xxiv).
) ) (Coser, 1997 . xxiii-xxiv).
y . (43 2 (44 ”» (Aron’
1972.22).“ o« ”? (Aron, 1972, 24-25). “ oo«
7 (Aron, 1972, 27), , . s
« ” (Adembrations ), 3 s s (

) .

« - - - - 7, L)

O

e

“ 7 . ° (Karl Popper)

L ( ) -
(Popper, 1992: 87-88) (Adorno) ,

1961 . . .

s . (Dahrendorf)
(Adomo, et al., 1976, The Positivist Dispute in German Sociblogy), .
s 1934 4 » ( The Logic of Scientific Disovery) .
(critical rationalist). ( Poper, 1992, “ Against Big
Worlds” ). , . s :
( Arwn, 1972; 21-23; Coser, 1997;ix-xxiv).
“ 7 sign, © ”  singificant “ 7 signifie. (1983) sign signal, signification.
sign, signifier, signified. Voo 7 (1994: 228)
(analogy) , ( Ricoeus 1991: 239).

(Ricoeur, 1994; 153).
13



(

(

14

»

(

(

»

»

»

»

(

«

»



( )\
, ®° {? <« 2 ,
y [43 7” @
, « » ( « » ) « » @o
) (Heritage, 1984)
(Heritage, 1984: 33).
(Heritage, 1984; 104-105). : ,
) . C )
. . (Heritage, 1984;108),
« ” (cultural dope), ,

; C ) ;O

(Heritage, 1984: 109), ,
@ 1969 1979 (Theodorson and Theodorson, 1979)) “ ” Caction) 7
(social action) . 1994 , 1996 (Marshall. 1996) « 7 s
s . 7 . “ ” Caction theory);” ” (agency);
“ ” (interpretation); ” (meaning); “ ” (social behaviorism)
@ ( » (T heodorson and Theodorson, 1979) « ” (social phenomenon) “ ” (social reali-
ty)s (Marshall, 1996) .
® « ” (social constructionism) (( » (Theodorson and Theodorson. 1979) .
(Marshall 1996) . s °L ( William Isaac Thomas)
“ ” (the definition of the situation) (Peter Burger) °

(Maty Douglas) . (Radcliffe-Brow n)

(Thomas Luckmann) . M.
s (Basil Bernstein )
(Douglas, 1973).
15



, . ) . (Heritage,
1984:131-132).

, (Gouldner, 1971: 390),
(Heritage, 1984 118).
( ) « s
.7 (Garfinkel, 1967:173)

) .7 (Garfinkel, 1967;173)

17



” o« ” ” o« ” « ”
~ ’ ~ ~ ° ’

« ” (mundane). .
« » s
, ) b
(4% 2 (4% 2
o b
b . 1

o b o

43 ”»

. “ ” (Heritage, 1984:108-109).

9 °

9 o
13 ”»” «
b b
» (©)]
o e - - eeeees o
’ « )) ’
@ 13 »
D) ~
| « ” « 2 « ” « ”
°
143 » « ” o«
? . .
”
b °
« ” 43 ” « ”
K °
«
b 2

” (Gouldner, 1971 393)., , (
) [13 ”@

1997 4 s
RIRTTRTE — —_— e ? (---1 thind—We trust—I think - Lui and Ho, 1997).
«oo» , )

e 6 O
(9%)
e

s ” (jointly and severally).



b
2
o
b
o
2
« 2
b
b
o
K b
9
o 9 (
« ” o« 2
Al b
”»
b
b
3 »
43 M«

537).
(Parsons, 1964:539).

b 2

(Parsons, 1964, 540).

utability).

b
b
b
b
9
K
[43
b
13
”»
3
43
13
43
N
b

7 (reflexivity )«

” (accountability) «

” (observahility).”

«

b
N
b
”»
b
K
« ”
« ”
2
N
o b

(Parsons 1964

” Cropr

”

19



« ” « ” , (Par_

son. , 1964.17)., s .
, . (Parsons, 1964.:203). « )

. N ’ N o ’
[ ”»
b
o . o
b b o
b o b
° ’ -
. .
13 2
b
43 ”» [13 ”»
b o
b °
b b o
« < 2 < b (3
b H b b
2 ¢ 2 < 2 2 «
.
”» 43 » 3 ”»
b b o
b ’ o
[13 2
b b
« ”»
) ( ) (
) (Pariticle-wave duality). - .
43 ”»”
o H 9
b o
: ’ ’ H
b b b
o b
« 2
.
« 2
. .
o
«
b ° b
.
, . o
b b
b o °
® (Parsons, 1964) s .

1y
(=]



b
.” (Gouldner, 1971;39 D" « v .
[13 2
’ o ~
43 ”»”
~ ~ o b
[ 2 _
) ’
- o . b ]
’ ’ ° ’ -
b
° b
b b o
b b ( ) M
« , , 7 (Bourdieu, 1990: 49) « ¢ ’
2 @ , (
) . .
b b
, ( - )
. & . (focus).
b b
o b b
o b
“ 7. . ( - »
’
) 7
b Al Al b o b
’ ’ - ’ °
[19 ”» 43 2
b o b
® s
©) « ” (Giddens 1987 140), s
« s .7 (Giddens,
1979:141) , « ” (gereric to time and space themselves)
©) (Alexander et al., 1987)

21



2
. C . O ,
[13 2 ( )
43 ”»” [43 ” « 2 [13 2 [19 ”»”
. ~ AY
[43 2 [
° s ’ - -
2 [13 ”
’ - o ’
[ >
. 7 .
b )
@
b Al Al o
b o ° b
~ ~ H ) ’ o
b °
« _ 2 « _ _ » ®
b . o
9 o o H
« . .7 (Garfinkel, 1967;ix)
(ho-
mologous): - ) ,
b b Al
b o
[13 _ _ 2 [13 _ _ _ ” &«
b ~ ~
2
- - - o ’ ’ ’
’ H
- - ( )
- - ( )
- ¢
b ’ b
) ) s , . s
C )
. .
. . . . .
) « »
. . . .
N ( ) . “ » “ ” R ( ) s
. . .
@) (G
s . C) S
. O «“ 7y
. . C) s
® « _ _ » « _ _ »
. .



20

23



( “ 7)) )
( ) , . -
o . - ’
, -
)
. )
, ) . )
. . . ,
) ) .
. , )
) . )
) .
) .
HE LK.
, 1997, . »,
—. 1999, »,
, 1994, € »,

Adorno, Theodor; Hans, Alber; Ralf, Dahredrof; Jurgen Habermas; Harold Pilot and Popper Karl, 1969(1976),
The Positivist Dispute in German Saciology(iranslation by Glyn A dey and David Frisby). London: Heinemann
Educational Books Ltd.

Alexander, Jeffrey; Berhnard Giesen; Richard Munch and Neil Smelser(eds. ), 1987, The Micro-Macro Link.
Berkeley: The University of California Press.

Aron R., 1972, Main Currents in Sociological Thought 2(translated by Richard Howard and Helen Weaver). Ha-
mondsw orth , Middlexex, England: Penguin Books.

Bourdiew P., 1980(1990), The Logic of Practice. Stanford California: Stanford University Press.

—, 1987, “ Legitimation and structured interests in Weber' s sociology of religion ”in Scott Lash and Sam Whim-
ster(eds. ), 1987, Max Weber, Rationality and Modernity. London; Allen & Unwin.

Bourdiew Pierre and Loic J. D. Wacquant, 1992, An Invitation to Reflexive Scciology. Chicago: The University of
Chicago Press.

Coser, L., 1977, “ Introduction, ” in Emile Durkheim, The Division of Labour in society (iranslated by W. D. Halls).
New York; London; Toronto; Sydney; Singapore: The Free Press.

Douglas M., 1973, Natural Symbols. Harmondsw orth, Middlesex, England: Penguin Books.

Durkheim, E., 197, The Division of Labour, in Scaciety. New York; Londomn; Toronto; sydney; Singapore: The Free
Press.

Elias N., 1991, The Society of Individuals(edited by Michael Schroter and translated by Edmund Jephcott). Ox-

24



ford: Basil Blackw ell.

Foucault, M., 1980 Language, Counter-memory Practice(edited by Donald F. Bouchard, translated by Donald F.
Bouchard and Sherry Simon). Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press.

Gadamer, Hans Georg, 1960(1995), Truth and Method (second revised edition). New York: Continuum.

Garfinkel H., 1967, Studies in Ethnomethodology. Englewood Cliff, New Jersey: Prentice Hall.

Giddens A., 1979, Central Prablems in Sacial Theory. Londong Basingstoke: The Macmillan Press Ltd.

—, 1987, Sodial theory and Modern Sociology. Stanford, California;: Stanford Niversity Press.

Gubrium, J. s and J. Holstein 1990, What is Family ? Mountain View California; M ayfield.

Heritage, J., 1984, Garfinkel and Ethnomethokology, Cambridge: Polity Press.

Gouldner, Alvin W., 1971, The Coming Crisis of Western Scciology. London: Heinemann.

Ho, Wing Chung 1999, Rethinking Alfred Schutz’ s Life-World. Unpublished MPhil dissertation, The Hong Kong
Polytechnic University.

Kant L., 1929 Immanuel Kant s Critique of Pure Reason (translated by Norman Kemp Smith). London: Macmil-
lan.

Lui, Ping Keung and Ho Wing Chung 1997 “ Alfred SchutZ s formulations of intersubjectivity, ” presented at the
April Meeting of Hong Kong Society of Phenomenology in 1997. Unpublished manuscript.

Marshall, G., 1996 Oxford Concise Dictionary of Sociology. Oxford; New York: Oxford University Press.

Natanson M., 1962 “Introduction’, in Alfred Schutz, 1962, Collected Papers I. The Hague; Boston; London; M arti-
nus N ijhoff.

Parsons, T., 1964, The Sccial System . Toronto: Collier- M acmillan Canada Ltd.

Popper Karl R., 1992, In Search of A Better World. London; New York: Routledge.

Rabinow, Paul and William M. SullivanCeds. ), 1979 Interpretive Social Science: A Reader. Berkeley; Los A ngeles;
London: University of California Press.

Riceur, P., 1991, From Text to Action: Essays in Hermenentics, Il (iranslated by Kathleen Blamey and John B.
Thompson). Evanston Illinois: N orthwesstern University Press.

—, 1994, Hermeneutics & the Human Sciences (edited and translated by John B. Thompson). Paris; cambridge
University Press.

Saussure, Ferdinand de, 1983 Course in General Linguistics (tanslated and annotated by Roy Harris). London:
Duckworth.

Schutz A., 1962, Collected Papers I. The Problem of Sacial Reality (edited and introduced by M aurice Natanson).
The Hague; boston; London: Martinus Nijhoff.

—, 1932(1980), The Phenomenology of the Social World(translated by George Walsh and Frederick Lehnert).
London: Heinemann Educatio nal Books.

Theodorson George A., and Achilles G. Theodorson 1979 A Modern Dictionary of Sociology. New York; Hager-
stow n; San Francisog London: Barnes & Noble Books.

Vaitkus S., 1991, How is Society Passible 7 Intersubjectivity and the Fiduciary Attitude as Problems of the Social
Group in Mead, Gurwitsch, and Schutz. Dordrecht; Boston; London: Kluwer Academic Publishers.

Weber, M., 1978 Economy and Scciety: An Outline of Interpretive Sociology Volume 1. Cedited by Guenther Roth
and Claus Wittich) . Berkeley; Los A ngeles; London: University of California.

FH #AHBETIRFN AR FRERHIF
FERE: FUAR

25



16

« »

(Heritage, 1984; 110-111).

(Heritage, 1984

M

43

.7 (Garfinkel, 1967: 1)

9 2

:110).



