RFEFARAN S BRI

£+ ¥

BEXFFARNIABLES SNFARARMBEAREH, REE
Rural Sociology , Journal of Rural Studies ,Sociologia Ruralis X = # 3 31 7] b
REHXBR, SNV LTARAEREIOSFRAGES T HAARENEF 2
Heef BHEINARXAMENNRE;RTAXEEALEN BRAE S
HAHRB L ELERN L, BAH LR SN BETRENEFEXE R4
FEXWEBR, URATRANEAMARGER LA FHE KL, HE
BEEMTR,

X oL ¥ BAE ZKIN BEIN £FEX RAF
X

BAERFAEE — M T RN 2R S NSRRI R R
PERBEAFERNERE, UET S NEHS¥RETMHEMEL, L
TERRNR R PN ED, XMIREEHEHE LR, 6
1, o B SRS R R UR — R Db AL b 2853 72 P BB Bl 8 , 458
—REE SR BRI RN ARER KREETBHTER
R AE XA S B &, P E RN S Bl L A R A TR 4
FHWRT B, 5%, XERELR EHFEH R, W8
BUARAL A B , B A B A B ARSRABE S Tolkfb SR e A At

Ao, B BARHEREE R, AR ERISIERERBEZETERF
TEBRM FIRE S A R, (TR : SH KA ST ARSI o
ST, BRE M & M Ab 89T BARTE 20 fiE42 60 AEAR LI 4t
S EREEUR(RBEHSHER) FERP T, HEBRSRILE
T BUr B S EHMER N B —FEFAR T S RHTRE, &
30 4R, K NS NERMAREE RN TS EENERAIR,
MBS, W T ROV E FARUWEF, WE -+ EH AR R, #

* ALEFETERHASHFALIN#HBYHHINHEBZ2EMA” (11CSH62) , #
LALLM FRANNE RN AEHB NS M R 2EEM L (10CGSHO2ZB) ,

194



5 % & FEERIM S NSRBI

FFRMHA%R, TRERA R AT R 8, BH N HEREME
Wi T Rural Sociology( £ H % M1t&% 4 F 45, ZFT|) Journal of Rural
Studies ( HLE Elsevier Science ! i, Z=T)) . Sociologia Ruralis ( Bx# % &
oS, FBH) SRR, Zi LA Y $8 9025/ i 20,30
ERBIBEXARR S RN EERLSHE,

— BRE X SRR WA

SHHREREL L2 BFRNERE—NFL, KPHE(SH
BHoT) EARMFTIE L E R B 20 t42 50 EREK, & W R Z Bk
taPlEh G ATk — BB K (Cloke,1997) . {HZ, & WNIFFRN%
et RN BER, HDSMEFANRSE, FERRETSH
MRKHEHCE T A7 2 M (urban-oriented ) I H 4= 3 LR RAE
B BAR SR DIRR A — R LB S MBS BE SR O E T HR
% o} He 15 M4 ( personality ) , RAURSERR AR IR & F A 18 WAL 20
M B85 ( Marsden et al. ,1990:1), 20 142 60 - 80 £ K FEHIBEL
XA, HEANETEEPERNEE . H—, RERTERBE
S RERLETE X S M, B 5 NR57 R ER IR
AR X PR P EAF R RE, B0, B HEH 0 S N TR A
FRENEXT MR E B, AT A4 B 2 ] 7Y pp 22 ( Cloke &
Thrift,1990:165) ., %, BAE#IBIR T S S/E R M I & A5
BHWE RS, FEREL S N SBT S PR AR 4B
2, Bl M« L [F] 4R T 7] ” ( gemeinschaft-orientation ) i 5E £ 4t £, Bia&
HEME—MAEALS . M&XR ARER AGEOEX Kt
(Marsden et al. ,1990:1 -2) , XTI AHINFIR S AL 45X
e B BRI BN, T HEA B ANMHE 1. ST, Tlkfk.
SRR T S AR AR IR 1Y, BRE AN BIME £ N A HET .
4 Sk BRI (B 4R — TR A A 3 (Murdoch & Pratt,

D ZEABLEIH(A Patt) o2 £ £ (J. Murdoch) #9345 A A1 % 4 X, (forms of modern
rural studies) #9 & i AR A FTH AL AR I L EZ YIS AL ABRS, LETAR L
SVHAR E S B AR E U 6 AR 2L E % (£, Phillips,1998b) .
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1993) . 2. BHERE ARIE L BESERMEFAET B MUPHER
TR HRER S RBIE, FiAHERBOXF T A8 5 NBFEE
ERTTRIFERIAK o B, A AR E L EIE T, AR AT S i 2
W HESRAERE T, £ SR BEEIRS, & HFRER ¥
FAR ENRRA P A BRAZERAEER, AU Z R E R R
R, T E 7RSS B H AR RESER” (Mormont, 1990) o XA~
W, & S ERM S H 2 8 Wl h T 5 R R
BEREBRIAEN S TERET AR TR RER.

20 42 70 SERLUE B HTBUE & Mt &2 FRB R N &, 76
Bk A 20 HAEFERREER S Mt R RHMHFL, MR
Wi A £ AR SEBRE S Tk S50E LR, B, WA
VLB B X A H B, X AT SR T 5 A RO B HE IR TE BUIE O, A B it BLA)
BRI S WL SR LN @A IR £ — o, KK,
IACARLFRI] B, 78 A2 7 B B9 R ML R T B BN O KB T
W, BRI £ T B, 2 H A" BRI mE %
N BB BB R BN & B s B AR SRR P KRS S
2 [ RREEY 3K, X S W R X B FARERE — L ZHMA A
B AT IR B S AR JH2RREL e S N HX  esh, HETR
SHHIAEL, — T BERARRTEXN KX E R, Tl
AP i, AR 2 B S AR 0 & T Tl 3 SRR AT 2
[, TR RB]” & i, AARZREMSE RS NHESHEE; 5
— N BEARRE S NRYE S AN A E LI SRR —TF
4y, FEHERE HB MR A B ABTRE A € (Murdoch et al. ,2003)
IXPIRPIUE Z Al R A B LA IR Y T R E R S M S A&
JRAYIEIRE, XEAHEE S, BT IERNEN S Mt aEdits
PLERFRBES 1, NIRRT & AL SRR AE AR EHE

A £ BT RF IR E RS 1, 2 20 42 70 FEAORBEREEX
9 Toll FAEIL Z B 3 ¥ (Lipietz, 1988 ; Cooke, 1988) , B5 2= BB 5T
AR B35 8 £ XX BEH KB 5T gt ik b BOR £ 5 4

D HEHAEGILA 20 HETOEK AN, T EKEAY M FA: James O'Connor, The
Fiscal Crisis of the State(1973) ; H. Braverman, Labor and Monopoly Capital:The Degradation
of Work in the Twentieth Century(1974) ;1. Wallerstein, The Modern World-System (1974 ) , %
% Journal of Peasant Studies 3 % ¥ . %89 Sk,
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R R LR M S MBS

(Buttel ,2001 ) f1 £ A4 5% R BE W e KX N EHIE R & ML L% 0w
MR ERKER.

RELIMB KRRV BIREH AR HERBIRL AR A E X
REPHIRS, AR VTR R AR P ERRS, TS AR R
B o AT 0, WK LA & A () A ERE S B KBS, H
FH LB AR REERNRNBHFERT —~FHEFRE, IAH
RAGRM LTI A (Goodman, 1986) ; S N BFHIM T =S £
i, R G AT B AR S5k PR THE bk A3 L & A
P ARAYIE K (Linle, 199411 -30) . R BUAL T E M BF R AR
BAATFHRE BOREEX £ N0, BERB T 2R S Mt
SRR, Ao, XA L ETER BN S & M LRSS
B BSE

A — L FE NI ERAL LIRS THB S N R, £ 5)
KIERRE AR R b AT W7 A 25 RIS M B FL AR N 3T
B, A R DB ST T BURBES S, BT £ R
.0 HSRVBOAGT ¥ MBF BRI, & 5 BSR40 A U
Tl FUBEAS B A BR A AR 7 X B B 28 R0 3 X ) 30 % ) ( Jn 2 B 4%
B A SRR HEMH) . SHFAN, BEBEISEN S NPT RELT
—BBARRER i —, BAES S ARE, R RIR S TR, ER
FEAR R A PR A2 18] 5 38 =, BB A SO PR R I R
RZMABRR,RFHI SR HIT R K (Goodwin, 1989)
R EREEEET PEBRLER . —RIESR— T RRKHAR
B RR P A T VeI AL £ (R B FIBUAAT B i LA AR ; — R e
THERAL, 3 B R R M ARFEX S i RO ST , B A ROttt 7
EMENETRRTEK, DHBEEIELYLARFMNIL: LART
ERER T S AR A RS, IR T £ H2 2B IHDR
A, R T RV BORE TR A MR IR, KT X S HaF it s
HEMNESEHHR, UEAXN S SRR OB EED 5 (Marsden et
al. ,1990.:7 -12),

O ARFAL0 #4280 SRR BR S Hitd PR L AR LS % (Newby, 1980,
1983), Hatifit AN T AN H B DA A L L H I Newby, 1986; Marsden
et al. , 1987 ; Whatmore et al. , 1990) ,
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B RAE B, “ 3 5 it O s Lo s e TR % 4 &
HESFRRIBER, FAMER T HAEMEAE R, E2, ZWi
Ui, XTI & BRI AT ILER & &P R _E— 1B A
wRILEEZENWE, AXNERRBERNEFHAEM S Hitazsil
SEE B FLAR T ™= AL R BT BL T , AR GEAR At 36 20 0k g 44 ) o 8 AN R
REFE,BE, HFERIEELTFIHRRERB S NEFTNENL, EEIERE
BREMLABIAR , & 5 H B RRAMER S ERERBIER, A
ERARRM A REERARMFHEHI T, BRER, EREER, 5
NERERIEANFTENRREEBGHM, Kl B 25808 Tk 4 7=
FE—NER] . R, SNERBENAREZREGLR S N ERIIL,
HIHAHCER, 75 £ R AIEE b £ R 5 H B82S [A] 49 6 R B BBGH B IE,
SNERRRNIE S R EAE RS Wi RIMAHTE S X,
XA, 5N BH RN — P B EAKA (Urry,1984:46) ,
—MBAHIRALAIZE ] (hybrid space) , — R I+ 5 MR LA A %
RKEF (Woods, 2005: 11), AMABERKHER R S5 &N BABIXK
(Mormont, 1990 ; Halfacree, 1993 ; Murdoch & Pratt, 1993; Ward, 1993;
Lawrence, 1997) ,

M 20 42 90 FEARIF 4R, BEE H A E X &ML PR KR, £ N i
X#97H B A BARRE RS — P — Pl . WA SHETR & Hita
HAREEGLHIEPEEZPHEXR, SN2 RE RS e
ERRRAMBHHEA T FHBH UL " ORI H BEHR
B ETB R A A & ok B B A EFAIE R, RAERE AR
EXHR SR/ SN RUEE A RER A (Murdoch & Pratt,
1993) . ZWRHIVL, HXT KIEER SN RBRHEBITAE 4, — i
RS REMRE N SZNHEBBAORNL, SRR

O #MERRLFXANBEA LR (D. Goodman) T 1980 S48 th &y, B T H 20 #4260
SREBDIHALFBRARAR RLESHTRFASAM, A2 AR RHRLHA LY
HHAMER, #FHELFHREAYZFHEFD T (T Shanin) , A S-S
Fi A eFLEFREA AL F & (M. Mann) | % 24& F (H. Friedmann) fo # £
£ % (W. H. Friedland ) % ( Buttel, 2001)

® Journal of Rural Studies % % %% % 42 1997 % % 4 3 LA & T “Country Backwater to
Virtual Village? Rural Studies and‘ The Cultural Turn’ ", 2t % AT B 50 6 X 1L 35 G140 7 sk
AL EnHR, B AN S RAELF L AL F ALEF BAREL,
HEEMEAFEEIHFRARRR, ALAN IO ERLE L2,
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e

Cibtaid HELRRMN S HE R
FH AR S FE XD T 2R R SOH 3, Brid S NBTRH
XALF IR A BB B THEE R Ee A, I XA BRI
“HEL"MNEMR ., S S MBUA% A4 3R S FHEE
REARHGHFHMENL , RES R ME” B8 ARSEEE, EHE
HERBM S M4 SR T RS 6K (Marsden et al. ,1993;
139) BB HAHMEL TR (SxE L &S FH B T M %
e RIS ) KRB S MK “UUR " RE, W S HBF R R4t
D

MEREEF, FRAAHRTEANT S NP HZEF B ZRN
“HE MR, FBITEXS AR, FEE ST XM RBE L
HENMERBFIBERE NG, N LEE,“ S HE" XN HEM
20 42 80 FRER —E IR ENINE, N 4nt FEMEX Az
(locality ) #H28% ( Cooke , 1989 .76 -77) , B A BB FHAREKN &
FRHE, IZ T SR H 2B A —MRAELWEES . 90 FRLUJF, %
NHRBHAAARDXLT S H " B i ik, O P, BIRERE
M RS HBERE. MERESE2N ORI E, MAMITB®
AEPHFEARES RS, R —FREMEHSMEEESRKE
R, BT AR AT S A BFRAE XU SR I Rk
—Ff“ 28" (Halfacree,1995) , M /REEFHKNEH, —FHE/R
TEHHEREEARFRB R AR FmMPEEER B —F |, 25 E#H
SHHEEARBBEMFE. NN L, FRASCHRRN S
" PHE , B RE RN R AN S N EAERERBEA
L/ HREXAER ENELE TALHRESHARIE, i,
MRERBERARN SN HBESERFZEARIIMNALESFEZA
AT a2 M, E A S R REAMKE R PIIAER, Hilt
SIATHB S ME“ £ 6" (deterritorialized , 5% 3% “ B 4L " ) 4%
S ENEYENT SRS ER KB E SRS

O #lde, %BEERTHRLIAFLFRONIHAONE. L. X—2FY BEFPTRALHE
£ F AR 2. A RF RSN EMF R A S EREMGRNE; 3. S B
2 BRPBAEANBGEERM; 4 SHARGRFEARMBMRT LB REER
(#-% Goodwin, 1998) ,

@ WESZEFET —k3 % (Pratt, 1996 ; Jones, 1995 ; Philips et al. , 2001 ) % F & A 45 R
Fl#(#E5,2003), B0, ERFRERSHRGTFEFALE, AAHEN S H
W5 % A 4Rk e A& M A 7 % (Rigg & Ritchi,2002) ,
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(Cloke,1997) , THREMHBHMARK S HXE" , HRSNHE
ek, NBE B 4L (reterritorialized ) , BLE X & i 23 [B] N B 4F
fit ( Bengs ,2004) ,

ATEEELH, MRZHEE EERN" £ NHEERTT L=EH
SRRSO g B, BUFE R kg BI7ESE, LA R S N 2 B iR
B,51 RS FEAER, 5%, ERRSNEHRRERAS NHRE
RERAESIRINRS HH, TSCLgRE RS SR S 2 ), HR 4R
BAES K S e mETTsh, X B B RSERIE RIS YR
DA R B B #E 45044 ( Cloke ,2006:22 —23) , EIXTHETE, P /R B 30 L N4
FHFN 2R IR (H. Lefebvre) 25 M A S AL LB ORELR BB T SHAM
YR ARl SERR S A A FRAE DA R IE M S 8], 2N A EY & S F
WX BT AR SSFEE MR EEEER, XMEIE
HERARE LB —M9EE" 20 RA—-EEARSHHREED
WHHREBEREFTNS MU RRR RS YRtk E
Brg kR,

. ENERGHE

MBI E X & SR BF S M &85, B8 S R
SCARFE I LR, S NBTR KRR S A BERIEE . TR
EAFER T AT, I B R SRS X RN EER . SHE
B SHEREFRR & NS FF TS, URIERSINA S H
TR E RIS (Cloke,1997) o ZEEEE K, ITREMNMBIA LS
B R BB U RBARTTE& AR, R —BUER R RIS
BN R AR THA T XX S H TR A G & MEEE R

D FNEARRTEERHLALEZ — 1991 5t #8 &9 The Production of Space — F iRk H
AERFRGREEEFH(HE,2010),

Q@ SREALAXBlRBRFHATHFXRELR, LEF - A ERAXBAILAA
REAAGBANL, AR LREBAARLEEHBANLRZEARSY, —FTRERA
HARTHSTELE, F—FBRAMERZEAMEEBRE—H R —RLBIRB TR
HARGYRFT, FRERR S ERALARATERAMG AR, AEA LTRE-A
WAk LR BB L HRRA, ATFTRRNESEHGRE, REMBLHET, R
B — AR B 8 AR 38 5 (Halfacree, 2004, 2006b)
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9 % 2 ¥ HEER M S HEEH

RS BT, BT U, EX P X TH AR SN (BN RS H,
TN S SRR 2 S #7 [ Friedland ,2002 ] ) , AR 78 £
AW TCRE, — B AR ARG ZBIF KT, ARFUKMKE
R ERPIRFER 2R, BAHPIRMEN R E ZME T8 E SCHEE
i, O 54 B LR AT LU AR IR ¥ 58 BT i Se ok M A~
WA

(—) fIiH &4t

RPN £ R R 5 R R KBS RELT a3l
BAS =B, A, 53EE X BB SRR E X EEIAM
JEEEH LA R R R, AR5 B M eI 1) RAE AR 5 57
RE JE 8 4% 4E ( Panelli , 2006 :66 —67 ) ,

F— RSN, XMANAEHERRE, FEHLLE, 5
MR- BRIV AT M U R SRR AE T XMt ax
R, BAFESREBEMM S A SH R LA, BES N Tk
FERGEAREREIBAN, DRl A EARTTE - 4b 8 RAAE SRS —
BB S NEME T EGZRRE T AL, FHEERA T A
BB LR, R R LT /A, iR A H 28 5 Tk 4 7=
AL, AR R A, A Rl 2R DA B B3R 1T, 3 £ A A X R4t
IR ANAR 55 BOHKHE B 23802, S AT ¥ e BB 4L T iAok y 2k
a3 a1 & X (Bowler,1985.75 -98,1992b.:7 -31) . XFHFMNFEE
E A LIS B & MR T &3 AL SRS E S — kM, — IR
N XA T —RI S RIS TN, BRER EEFFFESH
H 23 BCEESRTH A& b 23, Bl A R R B R &« £ A=A LASH
X" (GREEAZ,1998) ——“ S M7 SEhr LB R R R " &5 4],
METBHEE; 5 N30t BEESE, MIPRERT ULRER
BFH R (Shubin,2006) . X FRIFMNENANMNERE S HHWBRFRET
B, S NMXE LR PRE Sl B SR, B T TR EE R
AvAb SR LA SR B O B L ) TR RO AR AR A FE LKV PR

@® A#(C. Bengs) #£“ Urban-rural relations in Europe” 384~ % T Rural Europe” iX #f 4#4 3¢
# SR MAR T B MR , e S HEAF RS ATARR, HR B R
R EZNAAG G RIE IME S .S KRB AL,
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BT R EIRTT O AR AN B B M 4 RS
EFEb B TARR LD, F% .0 HE, RN £ N2 LT
Sk & RSB E LR E , Blan, AR @ AIE B H R sh . S A
B A AT B 505 N ERR RS, BI85
Z RHE A (X B Tk SE BN 328 (Mormont , 1990:30 - 31)
X 5 AHHE RFSE AR AL B BLAR , TR B AR £ RS
IEEBA TSN, —fRRERFRE— RS R ER
B R S A, MER“ £ 17 —1a#a T Bk B i 3L F 45
M, BFERH_ERIPUR T X 43 h & N AIdE £ N yerss, T EA A RE
SR RIL LR Z B 7 —Fr i, — BIAF S AR A = L=
Al b 2o e G R S BRI 43 A R B S S ROIE 2 BT S AR
SE_FRAEL & K ST B4R R (Lobao, 1996) , X Hub“ SRR %
Fro HIE, LK £ A BAE & 10 55 Ny B FEROR 28 45 45 52 [ BE ( Cloke,
1999:256 ~267) , REMSFEXEERERES . ELBH/RNM
BREH T, XAGRRMNESWEX EHX o, BHEEN TR
(Copp,1972) , 18 %F/5 , BMIFEH . “ S A MK - MR HE &
HISH PP RAEE- - SRR ZRER S HIE” (Hoggart,1990)
Bt PR SE R T HA & FIX b7, FFERBUR " 17 X426
B BMEN, XEWGRE, REIFRE— AHXA SN
R AR BEIE, (B £ RAIBR—AEEE 52K, B S HERR—F“ it
FA” (Curry,2000) , ATEIFT A FIRIKERZ B £ 1HESE R HA R B9
o B A OB HEM TR/ AT AL, & RE— b
“H” (locale) B EHIXIK MHEM NSRBI E XL T KRS,
SHLRE" &1 1B — MR R, JER S B R A S N R —

AMEF BT TR, £ REEE SR Epr R RRsm

S AR5 2 745 (Phillips, 1998b) o M/R¥ETLE N HE B/ A
23k, & FECA—F 5 358 T HAE A — 1 5 = ] (Halfacree, 1993 ) 5
RE AL RAFFRZ A5 5 HH” (Murdoch & Pratt,1993)
ESNER ML S BN, ERERER AR T SR RN
S ( perception ) FIFRAE (reseptation ) F), £ A J& 4 & 2 40 fa 4 2 {7

O BREAZAASHBEXSEHLATHE REI AL —F Loy & FRIiFHA 2
F AT R 8 K69 T R A4 % 47 4 (Halfacree, 1993)
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Rk FELR RN S HREF

AT, SR, PIREAHE THRES NITHRMAERL, MR =R
H— R % H 5E AL ( performed ) FIH B, ( constituted ) K75 2 ( Woods,
2005:301) , N2 IRFT K £ AT B FIAAT B A B i 38, ATTHE & 4
YRR AU H WA, ENE S NN AT T F A8
5 BORE B & I ERST R T #5851 (Pierce,1996) , FEIE TN &
M amEhRER, AR ERRRE, S e m a5,
IR EEXERT ; T X 2T , £ ATy B BB e R,
SHER RS, AR Z R 2 5 5% 1 (Cloke, 1992
Nbery,1998b:125 ~129) , %%, i TXF & F HIBFFE IR0 Y B J5 T 4%
6] THEMOT T, — R 51 B TR £ FHRFIE B FF & B2
ATHREWRIE ., XEHRESELPDEBRH EHEEENSNE
AT AR B AMTTAIERD L A R R, A VT BB VR AT SR BEUR,
I = AT U S A YRR A B 24T R

(Z) SRR AR REmEY

— RS , & MR REFIRH A X L LmRbriism, JL
FoX—FIS BRI LREF AR REWHRME ™S TR, B
WAEZERN S X BABFETH T EEZREY, F2EEIEYAR
BRAZTERE, EME KRR AR, FEFER LR (HE S
) B RAE P MAE . 55 RRL %R R e H B ERHE
B MRS X SR8 H 3K, A3 2 M X H 28R TR
TR RMIMNBTER . SNBSS, X BB
KRS AR, BIRE T EME NG 47 F X % # (post-productivist
countryside) " OIS, LB R 54 E X SRR, HEBEREFE
R T 5 RHE

TR, 4 7= 3 X/ J5 4 72 3 X ( productivism/ post-productivism )
723k EEHARESE 20 2 5 K B AR AR5, PRI — iR 5 B 80 4E

O HHEBEINBTEMIEANREZINHNELEEIL,FREERATESEN S HY
HRARBREEFELSHGBEABE, A, EAALRBEE 2 —FREEA S H
FHEMER,EREWF, PP A REME, XAMERLEZ AR LS E S (Halfacree,
2006b) ,

@ BAFELEAMAE— KRB IT 1990 5 £ 84 — & 4038 L (Munten, 1990) , 4% 8
EAFEIRBERRRERGL LN TE, SR, ATREEEFEAHEFBG
A A R ¥ 43 (Evans et al. ,2002),
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R #, ZHEARZET BRI R BUF AT IEFRE R R, #EAER
FEk Ak A PR R KA R BT AR A 7= A B B, O R BRI AR AT
Ak R S FI Tolk 4k % & (Tlbery, 1998a:56 -59) . i “&=EX %
M/BEEELS N HBRRENERR, ri4drmE AR NEETR
WERD, MABEBSNEFWENAE LEETLHR 1945 -
1980 U H & AR R, FRA, 7= E LRI MAR S FH#?
MR EMN=EHEM T 3 85, A XEE SR R AT
AT R IR, & W IENRIE L LIRS 2, 3£ 2 (BR 3 ) R
X MBREARN MRS REERN B, A7 LR BRA
SRR PTREST , HEFE, SRS EEEREE™EXN
PUIE 4 31 1 5K Y ( Halfacree ,2006a) , {HZ,90 SERLUE £ M A= E
XZBLREFHRAMTSETLHMNRR . A EESHT TR
AT R (S KRR Sk (20 2 AR , Tk Fih %3 X FF &
(LR 5 %) %, FR L EAFHLRBEHESHEAREELHE
4t ( Bowler,1992a:237 -253) , Ja & X8 IR AT LA £ 4 H B A
EHR, ESNEPEXZ B, HERRETERBE, £ EX
SABCAEXN BRI B —, R ARE RS, FELESR S E
AR AR TSRS S - KRR RS R REEFEH8EE
A EM AEER, BABL RN AR A, EZE8RX5=,5/
I IE R RAEME LA i A 7= 3 Y 3Z e (Halfacree ,2006a:44 - 62)
ARBRAMAEFBRT BALZI, A RBEA HAESE, 80 £RFH
FER R FTE R B A 7= 2 W B, R ERRAE 2 S 4Rl 4k 7= 32 B A
RIEE 1k B AL AR R B AUk E (AL B R R BT 9 “fR4k

D EFRIEEETNFEEE L Hit#, £ R Dbery, 1998b; Marsden, 1998a; Walford,
1999 ,2003 ; Pierce, 1994 ; Wilson & Wilson, 1997 ; Wilson, 2001 ; Evans et al. , 2002; Ward
et al, , 2008,

@ $MBHEHLdTRIT:

LA gh sk = Fo k& Homb b of £ B b L b LR BB
2. R B R RRARI AL F BRIRSF E(CRE SHL)

. RERBTRAKRIFGERE*HEME L(LHSHRL)
4 ASTRARE —HEFRIF G T4

5. R £ F R AV RY RS T AR
6. R KA IR A

A & % : Bowler,1992b,

R #IL

34

£
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5 % F) KSR S HBTG
PEELSFISERA, Rl 5 R 5 2R AFIE A B8 T el ¥
1280, BIEMEFEFEEX SO FEFEE XS HEHE R
BT S, B T R A E RSN E R KRR ERMR
HAS SRR @ HE, XHRRMEH & HEMLIR, LPHE
B R ERbib" B, ZIUEREEEX NS EEE, —
FHEA AR E X HEEEGRES H Sz e,
F—HEA AR EIREEA E SN E, ETERARN S
NBBESH(EESH) SRN FREHEFSE, XS mZ
BADHRENER, HLERALEBAERN S M (RL) B 2LHES
R, SR ERE/EN B LT RA SR, Flin, B
IR AKF BN £ R LM L ARMEE, RRES
T3 1. 25 A B MR LA BT AR F (Holmes 2002 ) ; 35 8 7 &
RENARBIRBARRN AR RZBHIRE, ot —dBPHE
S /18 (Flgysanda & Jakobsen,2007), % ¥ EI7EIR Z #7525 Wik
HEZRAEREARLE, LINEERNEEER EER 22BN T
W eA R RIS, 90 FERLUBRBFERN £ B IF R A
AT XM, A S 5 R A S 3E I B T E AW M £ 7+ 5%
44k ( de-agrarianisation ) " 2 H 3L # ( Rigg & Ritchi,2002) ,
“SEHEE e R - BESREERE E . A, 8RR EEE
FLS MR FRER A RIBFE ML S A7 REZ AR REBN
HESWBRERM 4, WRAH SR E A HEITE (Lowe et al.,
1993) . W HZFMWUEK, Ak ATFRUETHRMEFE N/ BErFEE
XHGERREUEER TN S NER, A\—FARTRERE
EHERN, T, 3-SR EREXNETEREROAMAN T
ST EHER TR Kby . ARHER S, SRR A
A EIE RGN EEIT R EPELSER, KBEFERNERL
A R R AR SR 4R B 5 SEBR b BP R AL BR L6 38 (RERK VB ARHIE L H 495X

® #RELE S KR A A (Halfacree, 1997, 1998, 1999), '

@ HBRPBMNAERBELARARPELSELELIANRE, PERBEABEFRED, L
BYaHeF  ESUNERBBH IS EHREHRF , AR Lo LA #
PR, R AL EBHRGAGY I ERAHN AL O RARA LI £ K
XRGEHNDLR AR AERAA LR ERAAEN LS REANENRAR—REK
LA FEABALTANBERR XX B FREEBI ML, 2R BHE T
(Marsden, 1998b; Murdoch et al. , 2003),
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B X, FE B UMK G IR BT RSN ETE L, BHRFEEANHTE
KESNBBE™ RRBAREH RRFILIEE R (Hoggart &
Paniagua,2001b) ; RS FHBEF B & W R &, AT LA R A X S WM —
MESR S —MIE SN S BB T MBI R AT
(Hoggart & Paniagua,2001a) , B HITEE, IRFAHHITFEERERE
747 (territorialization ) B RFAE = L FF A ™ £ 3, BISRE S £
Bl INA KBS Mt S FA E /A UNESET, I
BRAEFEAMBETEXWIT IABESESHNEZLRILEY
(Wilson,2001) . HHBSPUHLPEE MR B E XA FHE -
FHFUHMBE, EERERRE - “WE” . —FEH R (Momis &
Evans, 1999 ;Evans et al. ,2002)

EWLE Ve g

— BRI, MR A SRR, AR ERERAN &
AL B R . XMREIRREORBIFAREENERERW
ZEM, URFRRHEREAR M AR X 24 KB, RN
FAT5 T8 , W AABEEC AR AL AR B AR 2 1) _E R AT SR AEME R, todn &
BHERER, R HLFAHREIR LB ELZR TRIAHLSS
B SLAER T R A M R R AR s &R RS M ERE R
FeA 5 AR B N B , ZE WL B R O TE AR B IR AL AR ERI B
REGE. BT, BRI N, TERTR S T & M Seik 2@t A
EXBEA R RER S FEEAYER R XM AKE
# OERTEEIHNARMAREAR, RESAETARMRESE
B, EALHITFEER, TRERERXT S NEANAR FHERE
e, EOTERNRE X T ERIA EH KRBT RFELS
TIABE RFEMME SRR E X EFLUAR BB ER —NMEBE B
e _E R IE SR R,

@ HBEARGILE, AR SHHREH—F oW F XS LB AT RALR G EEROH,
& 5t § At % L4 R 4 4264832 (Hoggart & Paniagua, 2001b)
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(—)Zplft

REXMETRS HBRERNEREEN, EEE TR
SEFPHAMR L SR KEF LB RIASRHE
(Smithers et al. ,2005) , BRRFTE“BRAL” BEFEX SN
BN EHME BENELEREITHLEF TH SN ADZBLEER
Bl —H X WREEAEFE, 5N B BRI —N RIS N EREHT
GRS WA R, RN RESEARABX LURMEEN L&
B, LI BT 5 N RIRE HRRAAR

— S FE A LR WEBEA D B 90 FAS MR
FH—TERHBMER, RERLMRRFENELSL. ESH
6, 3B T RS M ER AN £ RS R E B [ A
RAEHNERZ LI (Ward et al. ,2008) o SRICHTFE AN FE X/ f5
AP EX S RHRREISERS EEOCE, REN— B RE S —
ANB BARBL AR eSS © SRIARA SR R B AR B A
RAENHESE ELERTHAE HCERLRBRILT S NHtS
YR ] )RR ( Marsden, 1999) . W—ERE L&, BRI RITH
RFE X0 S AR IX — 3 B R R RN, B 2R ELEE Y 5 T
JE% B & MBS RRR B, B AR P ER LI, BAET
SN, — AR B —HEEN AENER, LRIEER R
FEEAR, AEALERRFHERMLH T ERMEREE T, W
BeithJy BA KRR LI RE, LA R RS 3 07 R & N 22 (B IEAE R 3T
EFTERER ; XTEEIE A EARE B IEEBR BTN S MR E —
Ju5> B (Friedland ,2002) . ZERFREA L, X RBRF A8 £ K
R EZHALET , Mt aplERES HR RN AR, T
AR PRt — AT B B S BESK (Smithers et al. ,2005) . ME
BHAER, XEHITPABSRRA T =R, K S ETRE
FERR S R —FET TR, DRRRAT S XA
GWEHET ), LR, &R BRBRN NSRRI X
B8, RUDIBR-MEENESMBEIIEASRE, TIHETED
PLERBOAMAITIEME £ R 25 &R, LIRW X £+ + 4 5 22 W

O HHAAHEFIGRGRE REGEFF L SARLE D AERGF R
SRR HET RXGOMN I, RARHREFR T H—F Z R (Evans et al. , 2002) ,
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S 55 = BEE R AT E B, & R RIS TR IETE
EFRE N EXFFARRBRA S MR KB, R, & Mitahlem
B R ZE X UL B 2 BT R

() Z4EX4E

ESHNBRS, “$E X" SN —HERNMFET SRS, #%
R, BRI K SHESNSERZE HESFRKBE=MEX
EERAM XS B R AR RS — 0y, R R Z
HEEW;E R M EEERR - S® R, OB —BA
R MR ENAR ;B =F 0 R A BOR AR B4k (7T BBZE T
BEATE Rl — B3 (8] ) A 3L [F] BN [F) R ( Flora, 2004 .467) , £ FRk4k.
.5 B U S WA S ELR R TR A A TE T R, ERE%
SR XMERH S48 AR REMEEER X ERS R, X
BEHB AR F R — A B (Lee & Newby,1983) . £ 5 N
RKAE, REREGTET & N XFRTENERE, A X%
RITRH#F M B RE 1 TR ER N BEEAE Y
WIAT R, BE% BAATHTR M E K4 &2 5T (Paul 1966 :53) . #51
B 32 it Al 22 R BUA % (politics of difference ) REAALX , B A4 X &
BT R HE(Young,1990:227 -228) , $ NHEMIBEBRRINFE S HEZ
FAPA SR TR B S B H R IR AR S R 2R B2
F2E = B B« 2R, IR £ & Al B MR B & IE AR
R MHARRECRERTS M X S EH X X B8N EAREER
KB RAELE S # T 2 (Shucksmith,1993) . WHHEFIRFFF=HN%
WE S NERRNT IR XK, HiX Mt £ 584
X B R B BT, B SO EIR” @

Ait, mXERE R BT = ARKET IEAEK S, Hih—EiEid
NP R FoRBE EEmE BT £, FFHEFERNE XX

@ HFEBAIAFTHALHAR  ARZ-AHBEE BRRESL ;A4 T hPitsi
B, 4t % Rt EARAREF S FHBYHARHE ROEL HEAR SRR
RBEOLHAFHAAGFRA, ATHRLAFLEFRGBM AEETRH, 208
A E R LA At 4K & (local social system)” , B &k K —FH A ( RHF—ikF i) o)
44 3 (Bryden, 19%4)

@ FRi,XeHGERE P, ~REEAELFLME TRAR S R—AEREL L i
£ K691 A (Lowe et al. , 1995),
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9% % 2 | HIES AT S HR B
(Delanty,2009:48) , 40, 8 Bl Rz %41 X B HE PP, RE LHTH S &
HEEEABHWBAEMREEYE, BHEMBE—-TASES, AL HFE
T X R 2RI H B X E A RS & X4 K (Day, 2006
67), ESHHRR,EGERDLEBMMBEISU: SRR,
XS RAREFEY, EXFNEXRE-EEREES X
(Rl ) Fidt X (/)ME) Z 1B —FP4t 2057 ( Furuseth & Lapping,1999:
7-32),

BHEBEX, XTFERIA FH XM HIER B RERE S iR
RN —Toxtr A— R BB — R R AL 38t ok, A E 5%
AR E LS HNHAR T HRLBIRZT %M s NERERE BHRA, &
JRH S WA R “ 85 = R TEBR ™ , HB 4 I 9 B BroR ol 14 7R T A AR
M S MR EERR IR PR ASEER, ERRE TR S
T & FEA i) 0% [ X 48 B 92 37 9. 2K ( Murdoch , 2000 ) , 3 FF 5% 1 A —
FHEERERBZ SN, RN S NI EBRTEN BRI FHT
2, OmMesRb I+ RN EE BT ERS N B8 KL (Stglitz,
2002:247 ~248) , M ERER S WA XM LBEEE W, B mE
B REE—=l, W S AR B SR IR A5 H A | B SRSl R B B4 95
SRR L, £ BB A ST £ AR R H 25 5 2 (Woods, 2005 ;
163 -165) ; #E R SN TIETF SE™= i B #48 EF=f
Blk B4 B, LA R B A i sh U 9 B R 2 B 93K 3 1 (Flora, 2004 .
124 -126) ;N B RIS E RIS E L K REHHRN S
X BRI Uk ), ATTATE B 3 X E BN BR TR S A
KM E. HERMNS —FEE, XMEHEPER T 73— EE, e
TR SR E R B EAER, XADURE N HE A S HETE 2
THE T & M RERMAIRS R8P = R AR R AR W (e,
P T IR R T s B RN S NS S & IHAME BT #
REEARINEE . RIERBRA LS BRFRET R SR
H%, UL ELRE, SHVER BEMEKEHEAXNHELS2TFE
TS AR Y (B 7 5 7 P B 3R T HE Y BOR e Bt &7 & R KA ST

© W012%8A12-15 B, ABHLZXEBANELERINAELFL(RSS)ZE B EFLWNEHR
# :How Flat is Rural? Diversity in the Age of Globalization( ¥ # & 4 4 R F A7 ALK
Koy B ), BRI RARELRLNKEY § K ML E M,
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PREEENATIME. EHE S R, X S NERRERRLIR
Ml AL AT S B HEH, P R BB & A BB shiE B 2 3R1L,
it A B KRR

SETE PRI 2 L B AR BRI £ B, BRI 5 M 6
BB AE i — s — M AR, (10,20 48 90 AR AR RS E K
—HTE R AR L R B, SR E S X S MR X
LR % RO, M F R E RS R IR E RS , S E 2R R
K TGRE G I ELFFHR Hh B A 72 2 S % B 26 72 X 4 B
SRR RAESE, LUK IRV £ R IR DU ORS00 R R R, B AR T
B SR L ST o o SUZ B LR T D 5 A R B A B
LR & ST RB B R RIS, RIUR S ML 2% RS H
FESREBITT RIS, T G RAER 2R P R EI % HBSTH
TR |

BRILZ S, T A OB B R R B — S E RS, B,
RIEBRH S MR SHERE, B %2R 08 % 2 IRMR
SHIE R, TRAR/EARR S HBET5

B, XT £ HEHNNER, MEEEREEREY N —fHi S
YL 5 — Rkt S GG TS, T4 % KB RE 3 40 AR L 5
7 WATRN AR X SR B R A S R R, BB R
SRR & R RS PR R R L 55 % FRR A, % 1 OB
SRR A= 4R R % R B A oA A P T A Tolk S I %%
USRS BBRMBIR, £ A b AR 5 A T M4
S AN RS, SERETEEZNMAT RARBMES &
WK, JE = L S TR S MBS S B EE T S H
150 T8 A (KPR RIS B, PR B BN
R XS R,k SRR E RS DS PR
Tt &4 HODTRABZE T, B (1) 4RAEHG % 1, OURBEAR IR Pl B &
FEBWTFR; (2) BB M S, B ABTENEDX, HIHERE
AEATZIR B R AR (3) HR M4, 3K A A 35K
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B ()R S i, 58 R IR R it X s HLAth B =2 T & 8- 0 IRHE &
Fi#bX (Marsden,1998b) , TiiX PFp4r LA RISLER F FERE TR EE
SATRIMRER , FERE R R B RIS . L, RN S HEEME Y
R R LS 2 0 B4R — B R R RS .
HEXEXTSNHRMIGEE, SHgYRH NE—HERX
R ASXRESHSTEH HESHA WL SERESILN T EXRE
B SETTAI AR 4Rt UM B R Rl , 2 BF 285 (economic
- change) #1430k 4H (socio-cultural recomposition ) , A & E % £/ 4 /)
3T (re-engineering the role of the state) =4S TEAL L, i
BEZAZ (Cloke & Goodwin,1992) R KRR E AT
BHRSNHAENTY BRI . RELEEEILHFE
XRRBIARI RBER W M2 =M — RN RER, £ 2R
XA AT LIB S b 2 i s % Rk 2 v i BB A 1, 481 ) 23
A A1E FIAME I BUNKUEL AL FMIhEE AR EASE, E
FEMNEBEAATFRE-HEENLA: () SNHAYERREBE
FAaEETY FiEMEXRRGEET 51T WEHHAE. (2)RF
MM EBEARBEARNRHFELSSRE, FEagRNRNE
iR, ) AESETFRRNWEHZBRTERNFH T Mt BUE
SEMHZTH., W52, 2BRAHN S REBBRA R T #E 1%
51 SME R RWEL , ATTE R XL B4 7 B B R M4
MR, (4) 5N XK E B AR — b 3L v &, T
- RHERESXEHERMTATER S TR, 5%, BEER
Z b EAXEE SRR S W RN 2 LA A — PRIk R E N
BE A, BizH, A7 R E M E RN TR
o, I EMESLHHBORERE, Him, 7 KM X R DELS
A3 A T B SR HIGE AR P IR R A D 56 B B BT AR 2, BT 0%
BRHEERREZNRNHXRERETEI BT & R sk
e EITER , N XK E RS £ R (£ FF,2010) , TR S BL5%
R LARN, F%,

BE IR :
£/1,2010, (R SLRER S : A TRAR ) , (RESP BTN 1 40
WA B 2003, (2RI HH L) (LR ES S HEEMT2RI), fit: 68
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framework of work integration to distinguish three different situations in which right-at-
work of disabled people was realized: exchange, welfare and exploitation. Through in-
depth description of three cases of welfare factories, the author found work discrimination
and exclusions in the factories. Welfare factories were economically rational when hiring
the disabled people, and the state’s responsibilities were absent during the process.

The Religions of Emperor, Intellectuals and Peasants: An anthropological
study of the histories, myths and metaphors of the divinities inside Jinci
Temple «+e-eeeer et e Zhang Yahui 174

Abstract; There had been intense struggles among the three divinities inside the
Jinci Temple every time the temple was repaired since the North Song Dynasty to the
beginning of the Qing Dynasty. The Sainted Mother, Tangshuyu and Shuimu was the
divinity of the emperor, intellectuals and the peasant seciety respectively, which were
the three major domains of the traditional Chinese society. Different from the
approaches of Redfield’s great tradition and little tradition and the approach of Weber
and Levenson’s Confucian China, the author argues that the triangle relationship
among the three domains should be considered in analyzing the history of Chinese
religion and the construction of the spirit world of Chinese people. The religion of
intellectuals is a new and necessary factor for the analysis in this approach, which not
only suggests the importance of the Confucian bureaucrat, but also represents the
feudal aspect of the folk religion of China.

REVIEW

The Evolution of Western Rural Restructuring Research
........... corrseensniiieneaieene Mao Dan & Wang Ping 194

Abstract: Rural sociology in the English literature didn’t disappear or stagnate in the
past several decades. According to Rural Sociology, Journal of Rural Studies, and
Sociologia Ruralis the three major English journals in rural sociology, rural
studies in the past 30 years have not evolved from Modernism to New Rural
Sociology, and then to “The Cultural Tum”. While there are many important
discussions within the field of rural sociology, some of the. most fundamental
questions have not yet to be answered. For example, the debate between ontological
and constructionist theories on the definition of “rural”, the debate between
productivist and post-productivist theories on the meaning of rural restructuring, and
the research on de-agrarianization and de-communization are all worthwhile topics to
explore and should be given further consideration in the future.
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