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DBV, Simmel KREFINBERLEELY (HELFHE
A FHE—Sociological Formalism) DIRIBAITFLbAT
LIk, Z20RBSHSFOHRBHBEICKRE2EELLE
BITETVOELIL, 20BHKEIBETHLITAR, B
B, R EE VW ERER 2 URTBE IR
INTVLBEDTHYEYT, Fhid, BIFENRBI—FD
TRERER, 2ERXNB3LDTHBBRY, 2L THI
ENVEREBI THREOEVERE L CHEIILS
&, WHIERIENERIIBYS— D (EH) LT
HRETB2HLDTHHPOMENRIZIKTEEMT
EFEHA, £ UINEKRT, RER¥OR RGN
HBtH 73— (2, ARSMELICEKRT L8
bhaigis, E8), 5, HEER, Bk, R, ZRs
EERMBHIICHTAI LB E-12<AlETHVFT)
3, HICHRERZICHUTHAED (OWEsh) 5%
I TELEBLTHLEDEINERI DY THY F
T, fh, ABICEDZEDUBFIEFVENS &
i, 2n3RBRICIE (BENEY) o EE)
Kﬁ%?%:th@é@?b;éﬁ,bmb,%@mﬁ
IZBUTHMEL 2@ 5 R R 8 2 5 7 T —
®éﬁbﬁgén27b ﬁ%%m%mﬁaurbr%
®;okﬁ73U~kT6tch¢¥ﬂT ETHBH
EHLARELEOWER b T, Historicité DRI 14,
HENSWEROMIBIIN U THEI SRR LTS bA
DXV EHDTH-1bITHYET, BEIC
BLTIE, BEBETHROBRRNRELFINEDH DX
FXERHEROPICEILSEDNTHBOFE L &S, DRI
BEEB|OWTITH T 5 Radcliffe-Brown & Malinowski @
eI GRF) TV EMEE BF) 7V OER
EEZLNTVETH, THLREBBE () &8
NEFOBHEOMBE IIHELTVA 2 ERBSILK
RLIENTEET, bokd, WE & B 1k
ZTOREREHEEREES LIV E L, 45D
5, 3—0 vy N\ EOHETEH (Structuralism) 1313 &
AEFDHRIZ (Y RT L) BE& (Th, $12, (HEE)
BEAaAETHDTYN ) BEGEEXTH &L,
BiER (teleology) 2 EMICEEL I B LML
RIEKELBRENINETL LN, 2OHEKA A —

t & ¥ B K E 5

VRYATLAEEBZVEI>DTY, #ih, BEEEH)
WKBL T, Y AT 4 EFVERHRICU ZBEEDWT
(functional analysis) &\ EX HHEE LT, #ke
B i) BSEdmERIcEbhaRYIZ, (32
Ty i3 (BEE) ZEMCLT ) & B L
DZODKREAERT S, LI EHIICEBIATH
HDTY, flow & stock FEIZY A5 L DEE L HIH
THBHILEREKERINBEZAERVFELEDLS
e (RHE) OMHEICET5HDE LTI, Dahren-
dorf DRIEBLIELZAEBEEFTVHEEET N, 65
WIIBBE T VREREE T Ve ESEZ S NE T, B
BiIowTnxd, md GPEE) oRME, 50k
B458 T 13 feedback (negative or positive) % & < 2 3
MELCINABRT LI ELTEETN, HBERHE
LTV Eh (4 FAru¥—H) 0R\VWaEss -1
ETVHR (ORI, BEET LV EERKET LVIZD
WTHLHHBELTIEEVELED) TRHPVET, =
HUrzZ Eid, —ICIE, #£E20EF L (A1 L)
B, Zhelms 53EA - BEHO TRZ=RER,
ERETHIEEAVICEFP B LI ICBRbhE T
», ZOBEOHBEIE FIEN) LW BRE2 LSEH
H5EVSTELBIBRETLZLDOTRHVELADT,
RFEWLESTR—FR o0 VE (FEEFTTEICHS
FHIAR L involvement 2[E@ &2 \0) BETH P
BDHITT. BBETVEBBEET VIOV TEXT
#TH, HREOEAEBHZNWBOTRMESETVIE
HIFORBICHEES S0, WIT KLY - XL v B
2EFENERBIBRBORBIIRVS VN EEbh T
To VWIFETHLEL, TOA TFTAUF—HLOETN
z i, ERUBOHSER (RSN ETILO 2 5 BRE
HBE) 1013, FWELTO TAEEH, (Rationalism)
& MEAZE#H, (Individualism) 75, FHEKE LTI
HIZHET 20N D2hDH?D, HlxiE, Romanticism
(REEEH), £A4FEH (Collectivism) ZEHH 5
CERELASNT VB EZATHY, FhoHOHRREA
E(&%?é&%,%namﬁéﬁéwiiume)
IZ% < D BAKH) theoretical variation DIREFLREH AL
DITHOELED, LTI LIZ A Y HR B’JE%@
LEMXOMEDL25F, THLNV, £/ (k)
LARVTD (HEFBBE) O/88 — v 2 k& <HRL
TWB I L, ¥R E—THEMA 512 TROMEB T
XZ5D0THVET,

3T, DURIBEPELZ->TLEVE LY, Dk
DEIBTV—Lb%bH->TEBITRRZMADREDHER
HRFICBT 5 TRIERE, 2RICHKHDTHIZVERN
7,
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Irving Zeitlin

Zeitlin 1, Randall Collins DFEiRICAWVWELH, <
20 L~V Tid the Marx-Weber model 22183 5 D
T, ZOERIX, (IUEHAMBEETEORKRDIER,
&(2) Weber @7 70 —F (historical-sociological) IZ
BT AERNMLICHNITREINT VA LERBDIhETOT,
FOREETHRNALTBEEL LD, :

B1AICBILE LTI, (EHRMEEHRE TV OME
RELT, 20()FfMER, (iZERESME, (iBIRMERT

(fRSFESM) /5S4 T A, FNIT(VEBIEZR DRI ( Zeitlin,
1973, p15) MBI THBVET L, F2HATR
Marx 25| 2 F & 172 Weber ® (Hi) BRD &> R
BIZE->THREINTVWET, Tabb, (IO
BALIEACHEB TS 5 — hIZREAEH, (ilch
5 QBN RIOMREER 12895 T % 5 —conflict model,
(IRERE & IFEDOEE P X TH 5. (VB S
(EFDEYM) 2P E T, EHE2ERLT S (op. cit,,
p.136). U EDOEERXTHTHLL LRDOBY TT,

Traditional functionalism

1. exaggerates the unity, stability, and harmony
of social systems;

2. imputes a predominantly positive character to
all social institutions;

3. is a nonhistorical approach to social systems;

4. tends to regard existing institutions as neces-
sary and indispensable and therefore entails a
conservative bias;

5. fails to account for social change. (p.15)

F 12, Weber DBER—HRFHHEORFEI

1. The basic unit of analysis is the group, or
organization, viewed in relation to other orga-
nizations and groups with which it has con-
tact. ‘

2. and 3. The basic process that takes place in
and among these units is the struggle of indi-
viduals and organizations to further their
material and ideal interests.

4. The bases of stable coordination of human
activities are constellations of interests, especial-
ly in solidary groups, and the domination of
certain groups over others.

5. Political change is explained by the struggle
for political advantage, both within and be-

tween states, made continual by the instabili-

hE  EHLTHLUOVE
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ties and dilemmas of legitimatizing principles
and of arrangements of domination. (p.136)-@®

# LT, the Marx-Weber model ® X ') v hASIRD &
HILEHEINTVAEDTY,

The advantage of what I have called the Marx-
Weber model is that it keeps at the center of our
attention the three most strategic institutional
spheres of the present epoch: the economic, the poli-
tical, and the military. For there can be no doubt
that today and in the foreseeable future the most
fateful question facing mankind is: Who controls
the means of production, the means of political
administration, and the means of violence?

(p.136)-@

BETBHIT, THULRETFNMCE->TIEbNbhIEH
SOMOBREERE, (CPhr/gEHE, BHR, E& ()
EXETEH) EVWIBBIKIGAS I ENTELDTH
5E, WHDOWEILDPNDEFREDEHITT, TDOLAN
NVTOPROBRKDOKRAL ¥ bix, HEeEHs (BEHE)
& (BEM) 2REIETVHREVHIERTHIF L&D,
bl %, (98 ° (BEEHR) S0 &5 BER
EHNLHRP Sy ITEDTHHEVNIDFLEDTTY,

Zeitlin & £ 72 Parsons 1960 FEICA B &, LWhW
5 LR CEBTHEBHM-o>TVET, FhED,
PRIZENIEHNECRUL ELOBDERSTE &
TELVWEKELE T, K ST (normative elements)

(2 1¥, system-needs X societal goals) WA X h
TWT, &7, EH, BROBSREKIESTLAEL
>DTY (op. cit., p.52),

HEH 1T, adaptive capacity @ ER & WD FEEIL, i
RoOFPODIEBEDO—D>TdH 5 (progress) ZEBI ¢ F
TLU, TEORALV I IPTER T, 8725 survival
functionalism TIXZ W& WH T & THNiE, adapta-
tion DFEBBOMBESEONTEE L&D L, BEN
KR Z OB BURLMBEL LS TLED (FIRE,
primitive, intermediate, modern), &> & &, DRI
BAL TiX, Parsons WRIZHLR 5B -T2 EWVWIDIT
X VWDTT 5, WHW B evolutionary universals(=
“religion”, communication with language, social orga-
nization through kinship, and technology, in their sim-
plest form) #5& @ & » 7z breakthrough (social strati-
fication, political function DI 72 &) ZRETHEH
BEENDEV) PNOHEREFMIRE T2 L8N
HBTULED, BBAA, Zeitlin IZ& 5T i, Parsons
@ (normative elements) X K2 < (op. cit., p.55)
THBHEVNIZETTH, DR TD Parsons B
{t (historically accumulated programs) & #t4: (##i),
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Bl % & stratification % kinship systems % & 2 BEEff if
TOREPLVIREBKRVCHEEZ DI THVES, LM
LEd0DdH, COHEWITLUTHRIAL T 5 biosociolo-
gy DER T, ABOXE (ZhZ#H AR Eti0H
MroRllT2b0TY) ECh2EBNI TV
biological 7z #§i& (%FIZ genes=genetic makeup) & D
[ D gene-culture coevolution &3 &5 Epnb
NEBEDTVBDTY, Parsons 2H#ETLH LN T
DERZENTRBZVDOTTH, bUIORKHD Par-
sons DFERE B2 HEHMNELROBERTH S LT3
RIBo, ZndbT UHERLEVE>ICBbhEd,
s, (£2FICIIBDNBEDTTH), Parsons 1T
HEEERTE-EF V& (EAXFHOVE) (§45bB,

social system % [A#&®D adaptation I &> T %, = h
EREESTICP B L) RBIRUE LY, BRI,

REBRDI2HD Y AT LADTER 2 FBELHICERI NI
XM Tu s s 6 (E20EH)—hdiznThs
A D symbolic 5iEBI 2K ICLCELENTER

WEBbLNhET—2FLMCEX TRIET 5 2 & I8N

LROTHVET, Z0ORKTI, AB (Z0EEQ,
ERERELRDZETTN) ¥ (HBHXEE) (ought
to be) —ARBAFBNEFEHE—Ich-> TTEHL
ETBOL, BEEBEEONRTIEHL T Parsons
DEANEETIZ2 L, AROFHEMWBREL S BMIC &
STHEHINKBLODT, L1IzA->T, Parsons SFD
HEIRBORKEREIC (democratic association) % B
NTVBLEVNS0Y, EREROHXRIFEE LT3R
DRETHEEBRDODNBDTY, bbBA, FHV ME
BETH o1z Parsons »%, £ (BEIHE) (FALS
DX Parsons 113750 & Zeitlin WA TL £ HH5) I
Y¥o7T, BENE (BEOD reality) & (R#ELTO
krowledge) 2 ED &I IXER/TBENPICAEELAT
WrZE (BLT, —O0FEEBRLEIE) KoL
T, CITRBRVRLETFV, bAAIOTINXE
¥ &, Marx & Engels (& (adapatation) (25 U725
L Zeitlin IS\ b N IE, § T % “functionalese”
FTAHEIXLZESTTY) LI &I RREFF->T it
WERAY, AMHROBERE%, (IMEEO#RE (&%)
E(NEBROMR (MRER=FKE) &> BREEG)
2oL T, BUEEMPHBHEARORE MY R
BITOLEND (BED %, bOBFLLZ TRK
cEHME - BEROEE CEREALTVLADTH E
ED

3T, 9 Marx (BRIZHE T 5 LS EOEEY,
AR B 1+ 5 EE volition & EfE responsibility D #
) & Weber 28SH UL T~ 27 uBEH (macrosocial
theory) %ZHMT 5 Zeitlin 13, RIZIhEHHELT S

HRDBEERDDBZEIIBVET, 20OFMEBNT
5LLERIITETELVDOTTA, BANEZAL Y b
&, ZTDFE D psychologism KREIN B EFEH
(materialism and objectivism) & Weltanschauung
philosophy IZREXX N A FHEH (CCCIIEHIZV
DHLERMAREIC L > LI hTLES>DTEH
—) OHRALEVPIIEET 5P HBEEL->TVE E
BONET, £OZLDEEIR, WIFETHEL, 2
T TAHER) OREDSBILTEDOPE I hENS,
POEL TH LWEBERESZ I TV EbFTT, #
B0l de, RENRERE TERIBNHENROE
THOVET, €2 T, Zeitlinld, $TRRBLTHX
F U7 &SI, Phenomenology, Ethnomethodology,
% NiZ, Symbolic Interaction 2B LT, FE LT
Mead @ (emergence) & (relativity) @ dialectical
conception IZERHL L 2 55, Zh % FHA Marx &40
DB &L T, social psychology DE 7 %18
Bd2b3THVET, §2b5, Idealism & mecha-
nistic Materialism O DIEHFENWH T ETHV £
To IO Marx A — 7 VE¥ O EEHIRE I 1&
BUERATURY, BRI idea % RO @ = 12

CRFT ALV EILIAENBTER (LD

Materialism) CHRE UL E R A TUL . AR I self-
consciousness % b O EBAEEKTH>T, 25 THY
D HUEEMENICRESN TV B FAE D, 20
HORFIELH - HRHOXROFTOHBLT 20T
HB5LETBEERL, ZLUTHRBIABOEBRNIES

(practical activity) IZ& > TR INB LT HELS,
INHIEVFNS Marx & Mead KBS 5 6DTH B
EWwHzETlL D,

For Marx as for Mead, nature is not objective
in the sense that it is independent of men’s will,
or that it would be the same nature in the absence
of men. The “world” or “nature” is always the
man-made world and the man-shaped nature. Man
is no tabula rasa passively receiving impressions
from the outside world and responding to external
stimuli. Quite to the contrary, man is an active
cognizing subject who comes to know reality as
he acts upon it. To account for experience ade-
quately, therefore, requires that we recognize the
contributing activities of the knower-actor to the
object and consider the specific social-historical
context of knower and object. (op. cit., p.245)

ZHLT, EALHESR KBULTY, BEORIERE
Bz (B PERINBEICZEDITHVES,
Freud A INT, AR (55 Mead ® “I”) D H
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AAELBRE<<EHINTBVET, Thd Marx,
Mead, Freud %Z#5A U 72 social psychology &1 5 &
EgB0TEN, Faid, U AGIL RRICE S (A
) ot i2BET 5425, ZDREEOD synthetic 2
RAZASICEIPNELBDODNZOTTY, ES5TLE
R4

Jeffrey Alexander

WIT Alexander IZFE D F U & 5, 19824E1C Jeff DK
# Theoretical Logic in Sociology DE—¥%MHR X N 12
B, A ENE WS &, 2, b 0BY O
REZBZTVBEVIFETHVFURY, 2D &30
iz (AXH) BZHIXFROBRTEZEBLTVE LI
BH50TY, AR ELD, ZOBREDSHFZELTVS
2L, PROBRVBETED LS LRI AN At
Haxnan»tndrleiT, 20OEREBARIIHLT B
FEHVIZV) EBHLTVWEDYTHVET,

SEIOHE IR, »hss UCB ~NBHU R UCE
SLHDTHVETH, 2ORLMBLNT (T5) & (8
B, Wiz ET s, FRIBMNEREHLNAERD
HRONIZIEBT2EATH-rEBLTELON R
BWERIDTT, T, Parsons »1930ERIT The
Structure of Social Action T{T-> 12 ERUR OV H T Jeff
\& Marx & Durkheim (55 Z#), Weber (5 =3%),
Parsons (M%) EWHEAK, COMBEOEX %
LTEVEDUTHVET, ZORICETIEEN L
BEBF-EBEPLIRIIRFLTEVD LN ERLE
£

If sociology could speak it would say, “I am
tired” But how can a fledgling discipline, scarcely
a hundred years old, already feel the onset of
senility? (Alexander, 1981, p. X iii )

CNHFROBEHLTY, RVBENTOTE, #H&
FLRENHEGA HRRXFEOBE I OBRO (BE)

(Revival) ICKEEKBFELTVBDE, £V DHD
NOERTTN, ZRICUTHHEENZE, »< bE
NTULESRDTL LD, EXTNIEZOHEROBAEY
HRELZBDTL &I ?2DTAVITDNT, b hidkt
WTKRDEH IZHVWTVET,

Surely this old age is premature, an ennui
brought on by the consciousness of great chal-
lenges posed by the founding fathers that have
proven difficult to fulfill. But this pervasive fati-
gue is not stimulated only by the epigoni’s fear of
defeat, of the humiliation that is the lot of those

who cannot live up to their parent’s achievements.

FEF L THLUOVBE
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It has also been created by more proximate
events: by the trivializing effect of the ever more
powerful urge for “scientization,” by the flood of
well-intended but too often grossly misleading
critiques, by the false promise of imminent trans-
formation, and by the death of a great man.
(op. cit., p.X il )
37205, founding fathers 72 512 & % RIEIRITIE X
HDRENBESTIEEVE N ERIMBEICMNZ T,

B EVIBMERER TS - THHNOH]
#l, ZhiZ Parsons BH DL BHRHELFOSHIR
BICBENHVEITHVET,

Jeff OE—RHBLIE, SHOHKFIIALNS
(scientization) DEMIZXT A HE T, HL¥FDE
MEEDVEA B LY (—BASEL) KEBHLNTHSE
BZEOEBEEIHI>ENIDITHVET, Marx &
Durkheim 13 sociological Materialism & sociological
Idealism DR ZRTHRN LML LTHBEKIND
HITTY, b55A BRE OHAIRIASD (Z

R—) WEoTHRHINBHDOTEENI SV
ETHLHVEEA, BHIK, O-ADBERIXEN
KENHTshTVEYT, TEFHENLEREZRL T
72808 Marx &5 (4 TAaX—f), BBRE, DFR0L
BHIC &> T) BIICIE & OBEN - MEHSTICEL
DIZX LT, Durkheim (Z¥IEA O MEMFRE 2 EMAH >k
BMOFEFHENBEEREBITLTVLELEVWIDT
¥, LL, H%aﬁm,:@—A%mAbrboaa
Rtk 72 (multi-dimensional) BRLEETE 5134
12& Jeft BBWTEHYTHY i‘é“o

CORBIIYA Weber NFHHBINBZEICZ50
TIH, PRETHIDORITOVTIE ERIHITKID)
(Jeff OFHE) LIZICBEZHADT, XHICZOME
13 Parsons KBS AN B LTV ET, KROIC
WL, Parsons & THAZIC (21 EE) & (—K
HTHARNSER) 2b b3 EICBILEDI TR
HOEEA, BLH, HEUDHANZDEARZIZEALE
BETRICE TBLR st idbhbhd k&AL
TWVWBEEIAHATHNET, £DERN, Mertonian
School IT &% (ZKM) OFRTHHVE LR, T
ULRRBDORTZORENEIPN TR LR, TR
FUICHOTHBLAENHVEL LD,

Jeff OFERIE, 2o hiE BHF) 20100
ICE TR L T RAN 2B >TVES, L
PU, HRFDO GE) LLTOLLVTOLRIE, B,
FhEHESRFICB 5 TEIEEH, (Positivism), 3
EHhLEREBRCBITTSVE (£LT, ZoFEmmE
BIRKEBEROT X ) IHERFEZRLTNEEVID
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TIH—) &, ChEHTET v FT—ELLTOD
Human Studies 2 ES3MET BN ENDH &K DB
DI TY, FREEBMY LTV, (RPFLTRH
TEH N FET5), VWKW post-Positivism DA
XfEsh, ThICRE-1: GE) PEHEIshb L
ZVEST, BHRBE L THNE, T I50FEMORICK
¥ I ¥ % B S A radical positivist 4> 5 logical
empiricist, £ U T & 5 IZ |3 postempiricist, postposi-
tivist NEBITLTWVWT, ZOE=DERME T the sci-
entific knower & the object known & DR DR A E
BR3hB LT, BENMROD scientific objectivity
% universal validity ICDWVWTDEXHF HHREFRE KL
ICRIE-TL B LI BHDIITYPolanyi ® Kuhn »°
BRINTOETY, WTNIZLTH (theory) & (data)
RSB CHECERBERICEET S 0TIEEL, &b
HTHEERNEDITHD T, EiE, APEEER
MOBBEDOHT (HRF) OER (ZONRLEAEORE
TE) Y- CHERERETIHAT QBEEP %
BALTVADIE, £3LHERFOHEICEADEI)
URRBICHEEL TV A2 5THYE LT, BIBHICEH
LETE, {2550 (HR) BE>IH2H (HE) K
LoTHIFINZTT L, FITHFLVHIR (BBRHEE)
3EI BB (RBOLHOEBEY) KEEES52TI01
BLEVWEVIBEIRI->TNBEDTHVES, DK
¥, FII Alexander DFNEFEAEFAUTH B &
BOhB0TTH, ehTRERIEPNOHEREZHIDL
HEFNBBCML D TBL LRV LELE
Do

HBFILBVWTZOER ZHL (—RIVEREE) (general
theoretical logic) 2EEA2BABEE L s idg b0
RiE, 2h, —ATl (BFEORED) HEN - LB
FRIE, fthh iz oEm ¥ - IERBRORAIE (AlF
DR IZ radical positivism 2 V0, HEF DRI antisci-
entific relativism 238 %) NEILAZEHE#MDO LD X F
SERHTENDVERINAMBEOLDTHHENS T
ETTN (Z0OFEMERTHIEE, TITREERY
5RAFRA), WTHIZLTYH, (GRE) (theoretical
statement) %, 1) political commitment, 2) metho-
dological choice, 3 ) empirical proposition, € HIZ 4 )
model selection DZNENIZTBITLTLE D LA ORYA
BUINETIKHEELTCELEOTHVET, LU,
ZHOURBAHETRT (—HE) (generality) Do
5 GRE) OEMESHTCEREBLTENAINER
bhE 3.6 %1E, K. Mannheim IZRFINAHH 1)
THVETH, CITRERXFEROER (20
nonempirical “philosophical” presuppositions) 13—

OBy AV F2EDT ([ FHuF-) e

WIDYTT, E) ¥ TR (O—ERE) ThY, L
ro T—RE - HRE GRE) OSSO Uizl
2O (HRXMER) 20T LEEHINHI LR
BEZHLITHVET, COLHBEZXHIZW. Stark, R.
Bendix, Martindale 5 % #2 T C. Wright Mills % L.
Coser, & 5IZi& R. W. Friedrichs X A. W. Gouldner
ICRFRESNBEDTTH, Alexander K& ->TIEIN%E
ZOEEHEETHILETEE A, BT, JeffitE o
TIDREISEDEFDOXAL v T =<V >TEWE
EHTIPLREXEFIVTHEEFL LD,

The basic rationale for this approach to a post-
positivist theoretical logic must be rejected. To
portray the choice confronting generalized analy-
sis in sociology as a choice between positivism,
on one side, and determination by ideological
assumption, on the other, is, quite simply, to
establish a false dichotomy. The ideological
dimension plays a fundamental role in every
sociological statement, but at the same time the
general nonempirical presuppositions that inform
sociological reasoning can in no way be reduced
to them. In one sense, the remainder of this chap-
ter, and, indeed, the rest of this entire work, con-
stitutes an argument in support of this criticism,
particularly insofar as I address many of the same
intellectual issues as does the “sociology of
knowledge” I have described here. (op. cit., p.44)

HR¥H reasoning ¥ B< GR¥E) B2 5 HEROD
BROMBAICETLILEIE_OVH LW 12D T
V%9, Flxid, M. J. Mulkay 5% 5> TT, »h
I ENIEHEYE IHERN—RLEBBRNBED LV R
BERIGERDT, WO EREER) 27 L — L DR
% (WfT) $2bFTHVELT, Zh»flxid Pare-
to = Parsons — Merton — Blau & i 2 #eE X HE» >
RBERNOBITOBEN AN A LTHEHENID
FTY. &0—MENTIE, BEBE¥OLNVTO (i
wLEONE) OBREVWHI LI VES, LrL, B
U—RESHEE LT, FERBROREEL L T4
F-HLHERE, ZICBENSHERICET2HET—
g, VEVDOHESEZEDARTEFNFN (autonomy)
ERHOTVBBELVSIZER@EBEALNLNIEEND
RETHVEL&D,

HERN7 L — LOREN - —N GRE) o¥k%Ex
BIXVIZLT, £1% empirical proposition IZETT L
D ETEONE=ZDIHTTH, ThITDNTIE Jeff
1% conflict theory vs. consensus theory %2R D & 5
KWHDTT, BRI DHERDOLANVED DN



Dec 1984

REO—RMEEZRD 512X (BE) (empirical level)
T EBZE, LIzW-T, REICE-TVDY S

(Conflict School) DHIZHENEZAET 212D T
BRELBROZENHAHE, FhT, LV—BH2
LRVEKRDT GRE) DERPBETH 55, £hiz
% 43 coercion & value commitment & D E L T
BEAONBEAIERBRTEDLITT . NIETHLEL,

{(conflict) % ®D & D134 A functionalism D HIZ T4
KRS N2 LY BEVS &R (B2 E, BN,
Adams, Anthony Giddens, Friedrichs ) »#H#E T %
DTY,

HERH GRE) O model selection ~NDBITE X, B
RHIZ 14 functionalism Z2H <5 FERE L TCEBT 20
T, #EmAIZIE, functionalism 1ZWYbH W B collec-

tivist model D—>& LT & b T—RIED H 5 logic

EHoTNT, HiZxiE, Hlxid conflict functional-
ism & consensus functionalism & W5 & 2 22 X B ASH]
BEuEZrbMhz OTHYET (ABIC, norma-
tive functionalism vs. utilitarian functionalism, ration-
al functionalism vs. nonrational functionalism, etc).
S HITW 2 X, Mills, Zeitlin, Gouldner, Bottomore 72
& T h % conservative ideolosy ICBTT U &5 &35 R
HBEZHUNRBEBRTWIREZEEDPRBEVNSZEICREBET
UkDo BEFRIIBLLETNTREL FASHLRYE
HRLOLo—RIE GRE) 2LoMREHLT, ¥
AT LED 1) #HREIL (ex. morphogenesis), 2) ¥ v
Rt (ex. W. Buckley), # LT 3) BRIt (natural
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