EERLCEE 2, DUBER R il

77 X

: REFRURN FEHS AL FEL OB FHRET HHEOHLTRE., AT
B BRABEHSEY PR PE ACE T EH NRPRE TS BRE L0 B
R BHEAECEFWAE, UBAXALRRUEREMRSUL2EBE. LR BOHLSRS TH#
®ORR) K.

s XEREBE RAHSBRE HICEF BELH

EHEFX, TFHL, MEAFHSFRAAR. LEAFFEHALSEZEHR FOHE R
(4L 10087D).

— BCELORI A SRR, A DB A SRR LIS

M 1978 S FBCETT BOT 86, 30 AER i R x4 P 18 R UK e A, IXOMh A AR ) S
B, ATRARIE BT “RFEM”  (the great transformation) LA AATIEZERT “ 2 KA (the
second great transformation) AHFEI.

BEEJRHIR B P2 8K B D) SE AR, B M0 SL 1 B3 AR F2 SUIR I T S AR g A g .
Bl T ) 2 ORI AR, 1 BRI RS SR N A g 1 N SRR AR R 0 LR RN
SIS MR S U, 5550y, LR M AR D g SR IR R S, KR
U5 A BB V5 e s R, JFEOR T B B AL FRIAHRTL. REM AR RS

T P AL B IR AR 22 SRR« B — IR K A R 4l « 8 ZIROKEE A0 (13800
BE.O BRFL HE SRR T KT b LT A I AR R TR R A
i B SO R O IR R B LR BRI, BRI A A

*RSCRAR R ERFIECE T SCH 2B R TR 2006 B ORIH K ATE)E R R R AT, R
AR S B (BTHA#ES: 06JJD 840001 HIFRI: BiSR. AL [ 3EA JU R 32 # TV IR 2 T4
R A AN, T RO B RS R TL M G Y A SR AME IR T A4 R R N LR
PR e R R A B, 128 BEEI0E.

O ZHARR W=l CRER RN RBUA 525 R, D4, XIBH R B WL AR
2007 4.

@ M. Burawoy, A Sociology for the Second Great Transformation? Annual Review of Sociology, vol. 26
2000 pp. 693-695.

O W (Y. MG, #RASR MO, dunt AR SOk BNGL, 2007 4 55170 7L

@  PharP (iR RBA MBI, (i) 2005 455 1.
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Wil K2 e ), (7t Lk it b/ g ©

HR ] A2 R ) ph s OB 2 SR TR Bk e RIS AR R A O 3 A AR AL
] A2 FE RN R BUE MA] . Z BRI S AE AR B O, AR 2 4. s
JERI A2 RN RZN A, N R A AL ) BRI Horb, AT AR B R B )
AR B A BE N, B AR (HEATER 7 BUMEZ) B G A BN AR A AR AR
K, W ESF R B RVRY . G BAR I AT SR, B S T R E A A AT 3
EBE . A R AR SRR ATl IE 8, e AT PR R 2 A, @

AT RGER AR . R AR REE B T pk o B b i b [N )OI AIAT Dy ) 2 AR AL 2 fnde]
O 2% LI SR VE B v [ A 20 BE2E B AR T b, DA I (B A 200 BE 22 A SRR L AR 2 ]
B E I A2t BRAE 0 R B NS IR P AN B8 ) 4k 2 BB R IRYT ORI AU 2 P X 2 s
FE#E 2O B GA BI PR, 2 B = A HLE.

ASCHTH R RIET] £, SCE SE M EE VP18 B DUOR b B A 20 B O FE A R, R 22 1R
FEH F BRI A, SO it B AR AR S AL 2 B8 A SR 5 IR UIE — P S A48 2 36 1Y
e L0 BRAA I 4%, RO S R (i) BE4%  (group memberships); 1830 FFFE
R0 B 1) — 18 BOE WO A 52 T IS 1A BTG .

T BCRERCRR T EA 0 R EIER

B DK, hEM S OHSOSE TEENER LA R © g RS R ES AN
G5 AR S A AR A R AR

(—) SRS PEER A

SRR SR AT T 5 e R R G 1) LB 22 R IZ3), 38T 1960 AR, HEACKS Bl 7E T
SEAL S0 BT NI SCAL R A (cultural embeddedness of social mind and social behavior), Jf
L= AR R IEE SCA B A LEEE (eross-cultural) B2 AR by A plemt 768 T 8 S SCAL R &R
TEAL B A At 20 B2 b R b Ay LB AR T HOBUA R SCA 1B SR v ) 4 20 BRI T
IR 225, DR IR SCATE B3 R A 25 O B AT N 2 (B i E B 3k R, ER P Rig g,
TG SO 22 5 DA RSCRE I LN P 5 NI 2 OB RO AT R (0 AN ) T TR RS [RDKCF (1) 22 57, 523
PRZHRRE. FEPE T S IO SO A PR X — Sk SR i . @

SR PR B R 80 1970 EAR P B & 4L 2/ AT N B I FIAE R, 0 KRt pk R =5
AR ALy OB F A — e RO 44 g b B ORI ) . AEBRAHEZR T, b [ AL 0
FOAH THRBGR, b B AN/ 77 8 BB S E AR AT B & O &5,
XEERIFST BT R0 b SO A s T o e GG BT O I s T A, e E N Sl

A T E TR,
(ELSC AR S5 P B 220 T 20000 T8 8 A B I 1R 280 . © R BRI Rl AT R IEAE R gk, L

el Barr: (Mo RREHSHEK R, KTIFE 2007 4.

Ti3C: CRHE TR, AL NSRRI AE),  Cop RO R 22300 (RERERRD 2008 R4 1 1.
SR 2 g (AR OB SRR, R R AR AR, 2004 4.

G. Hofstede, Culture’s Consequences: International Dif ferences in Work-Related Values, Beverly Hills
CA : Sage, 1980.

BRTRZR: CRBA LSO, Jbat. JERUR A AR AL 2003 4.
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BRITRIMER R .

Ry MIsTAE P A B ) e R 2 T 52 00 TR WCER A AR RE Z . MG R,  STb s 53 kg
P20 TR TIAL 322 A A SRR A A — AT 9 IR R PUE R

XSRS BT 5, ASE SO I R AABL T 47 76 Bk [ A0 [ 57 1 1) S AL Sk T AE
BSOS, e e /R oy FEARII G Kk 48, Bl AR s A B0 B AT
R, ik BRI 7 A 18 20 1) STAHOUAT DO Hho0 1 R g, (H2, BCEETFRBLRE 2l
TVUEE) DK, B A SCHG T8 58 RE A N AR K AL G 7 B on B SCRRE #AB B, TSR 7E =il
TEAS GO FAE HH ARG U, WA 7R A A (. a0 RSO I ) 1 = A e [ A S
Son B SOEHEAZ L, T T AT 20 A I AL G0t CEAANIERGRES D B
AL

SCA SRS SURI AL — AT N IR R thog i B U )ik . HoZ . UIa B AR RSk
SEE AR AR SR, AN A 89S0 3 P 5 1 35 v B0 S MR e A4 B0 O BRI AT D9 A 50,
G5 IR WU SCAC LTI Ferh BT I BOAS ] SCAR AR X B A 1R 5 REAR ) D BT v 22 5. X SkBr b
& “CXHHEIZ IR (cultural attribution fallacy ). @

P SCARHEZE T B 2856 DR B0 W B RN R R T I ™ AR T A0 BRI AR B, 28— U R BRI ERAE
Wi, SO T i B AR R e R oG E R B A G iR ., E . fE
B SO, A SE M AT JE SCAE AR & (noncultural variables) Bi#E K, N EIRA =
(confounding variables), WIAZAE. A D48 EI A N FFIEARE . @

W SRR SO I 22 53 DA RO — BUE 1) . A R B B8 SO BE R B, A0
AT N AE SCAL A ) Z 7 Ginter-cultural differences ) /N T C 46 N 1 Z 5 (intra-cultural
differences); L ZEICAUIANBA 25, M AFNA HERZER, R BFAELEME. B
i 44 AR 2 A 1)

W= SUYERE [N, f A5 BRSO ZE BT R 32— SRR = . OB 855 N AE KA 70
TR PP IESCH, X 1980— 1999 I RIFTT 52 AR MR SGHAT T e 0#r (mata-analysis), 5%
FIsE B IOk ER . © AR BL  SITEK EE ST S, R EAGE AR s EE A H 2
AR F S, IR ANEE H e E e e 3 [ ONEE A AR AR T SR, A T SRR T SOR R
VG 7 A (B 2 18] iS04 22 St AN ).

Y, SRR . RSO AT N 2 T SRR, 2 S0 S 30T ik 247 8 S B
i3k 7 1] A B . ©

TSR S P A ) AR B AR RIS AIE T7 BB AEA Wrog 32 .

5 e Sk A 3G S 4R B TR AR, A Ay U < ST AEAT B Ceulture
in action). XMEAREBNTHNF KM, iy i ASE SRR O 45 . 38 ik o A ad s
(enculturation), 1TEIEFT G CAHIEE (cultural repertoire) W& HAT 3w vl /230 11 177 5 5%
WEER “ T HAE” (the tool-kit). © 7334 5 Wk ik BRI BUAT ARSCI 75 5 YO, IF BL7e/T3h hig

DO@@ D. Matsumoto, and S. H. Yoo Toward a New Generation of Cross-Cultural Research,
Perspectiveson Psychological Science, vol. 1, no. 3, 2006 pp. 234-250.

@ D. Oyserman et al., Rethinking Individualism and Collectivism : Evaluation of Theoretical Assumptions
and Meta-Analyses,” Psychological Bulletin, vol. 128, no. 1, 2002 pp. 372

® A. Swidler, Culturein Action: Symbols and Strategies,” American Sociological Review, vol. 51 (April
1986), pp. 273-286.
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PRI R IR T SR, T, AARAEREE B SO SEAR; TSz T AT 9, A R
PRI e 1, 07 A ) SO TR R N2 [T SCAb A2 S B 2 — O FRAEZE T B SO
T, HISCARBL e SERE A A TR . 8 < SefkfEp S B ©

HR R ENFEN N 25 i 55 R DU SCA R AE ARG A A, e i R R DU &, R 8 STik
BHHPFAER “ SCERAE”  Ccultural representations), EATTE AL I FEI AP A1 SC A0 S [F4A 2
[JAS Wty 27 A4 AT 2R 7. T SO AT R Al 2 SCACRAE AL H A2, 8ot “Ims” BftE
Qe A, BMEE 5T [F— SO L E AR, SCHCRIER) A% SR 7E B A B B 70 At A — e,
RN ARG . EARGSR AT BN, A RN E R, EEET, AR AR RERY, &
AR e e, AN H9s 7, AR — ST IERMA, AN AR5 ST A i AR A
SR Gt 2 (the epidemiology of cultural representations), A A [F [ AR ©
LG B [F)—STAR 30 AR GG 1 < R AR A 5 2001

AR PSRRI TR B, AL SO BRSO FTFIATRBOE  (know ledge
activation) [JEREY k4% TS 5 DAMYESEIORE 7 XA B 3l (cultural priming) A%EAHE, SCH—
FE2E AT )9 BT B 1 e Ay R, Tl 2 RS A R R AN R I ) SO B @ M8 (dynamic
constructivism of culture) B, PFUNAFEMNLL, W0 ReUEE K TAESR, A0 NEKM
AFEEN A E R 2 RS F, MATRA “ 0B 2 S0 r) o (bicultural or
multicultural mind), @ £ 4R SERALK 5 R HTA AH AT B B XA SOAK 0 .
A NETFERBER #E— GF) BiES . EM 2 o b o B ATsh#, R EIEST
FLERRAT MR B, BRI Ay “ iR —45E 5 1”  (domain-specific) SCALKENUR Wi {a] 4% 5 2l A1
WAL AT G T A & T DSOS/ B R Ccultural icons) 1EAJE B (the primes) )
ARSI TR, SO TAL AT MBI S 80E LA SCAR I8 3l A EE il B SCAHE 28 B4
(the switch of cultural frameworks) FI&1 I 5 ), ©

() fadSte i

ST B RENEIR T, HEANSERERZRRHT . X EHF IR
FROE AL AE L] U IR D7V 0 M 2R BRI ISR HORR P a5 v 2 3RS .

BT IR E 2 R IR T X V8 07 ER AR R e DB TN BB R . B
A, R AEBE U SO R ph B, ERIR R B, RS S AR R I M R R, A
b 55 Bty L PN 2 0T AN U T2V S SRR s ARV AR S b A R R o B FROR B
Rt A ALSEAE SO M) A B . bRt A0 a RS ERESHEF L bR H N8R
WA R A A SRR T o) B 17 47 A A AR B8 AR 10 o [ 2 B B T I R R

P. Smith, ed., The New American Cultural Sociology, Cambridge : Cambridge University Press 1998.
N. Eliasoph, and P. Lichteman Culture in Interaction, AmericanJoumal of Sociology, vol. 108 no.
4 2003 pp. 73579%.

D. Sperben Explaining Culture : An Naturalistic Ap proach, Oxford, UK : Blackwell 1996 ;X JIE 7.
CRAELG SRR LS, (HESHRF) (T 2005 58 2 #.

C.-Y. ChiuGEAEH), and Y.-Y. Hong(FEH L), Social Psychology of Culture, New Y ork : Psychology
Press, 2006, pp. 281-307; Y.-Y. Hong et al., Multicultural Minds: A Dynamic Constructivist
Approach to Culture and Cognition,  American Psychologist, vol. 55, no. 7, 2000 pp. 709-720.

® © 00

® E. T. Higgins, Knowledge Activation : Accessibility, Applicability and Salience,” in E. T. Higgins and
A. E. Kruglanski, eds., Social Psychology : Handbook of Basic Princip less New York : Guilford Press
1996, pp. 133-168.
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e, 0B RHRIER . RE. G5 RN TR, ERStS 5 S 2 BAEE
JR ) 22 5

S SRR R G rT A S8 B AR T . fERF R R T, v AR AR AT B
AN [ SN A AL S (1T A R 7o =105 (< 0 0 s VI s N N AT T [ R e 7 N
20 FEEE AR “HEAEL Y (asocial) #h4n0FRSE B A AR 2, O

TR TR, K BRZR B0/R IOt I, 502 202 rhiy Seat Bl el 25, @ %2 K ek TSIz i 28
BT A0 A SIRE6 = Bl B AR EOAS A OG AR 2 [0 R i L) .

AR g R e S S g2 4, B4R S HMASHE PRSI 7T, a0 JH BT
(A ek RT3 A A AR B 78, ©  E 2 e 6 B AR BOAIR] s WU 5] 3 # i i 7, @
BIZE I A e R IR BV MBUA SRR R, © B & a4 BA A RERFE.© x
LURIE 5 1) FE A TUCE TR 038 % s e 20 1R A [0 D 1) = B U, I DLz 9 SRl A 3 BT 51

e R
= FRLLPARR O BB

(—) FERLOBE S HA

Lo Nk A7 FERFAE: 22 U TR e

RIS B A BL_ER AR RS . X EMR NN B & 2R — 4 2 I B B FEXRIX
ANEEARFIBA R AT ARV by A @R A 00, B E A — A AR © FrLl,
FER R 0 DAB B BREA A% (R4S 2 A A 1 RS A RE AL S 0 e O EL3h 45 SR, T A A
e, AEE W Bl R MR B BT k2 0 mEAL A ) B0k 2 4> KR (the system of social
categorization) HIPREH, FERO Fal &7 it AR A2 Jum i i f2 . (2GR @&tk 20 ek filic
FAEHI N, HAE 53 FE 13 U R AT 2 LA T8,

AN HZE TFEG B RESD BT 308 3 < BEIREN (K 5% 57 (the motivated tactician),®
by o T B FIAL 22 TE b 12 J0 ) BTN & Sy g SE A 28, X ek o J R ) EAE AR B
WAL, B HRESR. mAMENAEE AR D ERER L ) B S . B2 A, iz
RN R B SRR 303 52 A A (the whole person) B YR. N2z Taviz KL BAH —Fh
BRI SR, 2 ootk 200 BRI REZI T 3 shAS o8 A e 4.

BARUK, 178w B dr i@, SR AL mE DN NE 32 5 @ Hoh
R RS, T BRE M0kt 2 0 A, BN RO 2R IR R T T R RIS, R

T30 CFRHR RS SE, AP S BB A 2t stk 0o B0 2 IR S0 T8 I A A A0, k2 220
JW 2002 5 5 3.

H. Tajfeb Experimentsina Vacuum, in J. Israel, et al., eds., The Contextof Social Psychology : A
Critical Assessment, London : Academic Press, 1972, pp. 69-122.

JEIRAL: VR B 55 3T A o o [ AR RBUARKE IO s2 ), (AL 0150 1998 458 5 1.

EF CHARKNRAAN DAL INT S W 2 AR, CH2#H7) 2001 4255 3 .

B CRR EVTSBOREERRID, (L2150 2007 45 3 .

WE s CARPE AL RERGIEYE, (L2050 2008 48 55 2 1.

H. Tajfel and J. C. Turnes The Social Identity Theory of Intergroup Behavior,” in S. Worchel, et

al., eds., Psychology of Intergroup Relations, Chicago: Nelson-Hall, 1986, p. 15.
53 SRS AT TR M (AL 70 2005 A58 1 H.

® O0eee © o
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KAERFE FISCAC LR AR BRI R S S BORR AR 2 b, [R I 3R A X a3 () AR (R A Rl 53 9%
T Aty WE VL2 Skt g BFE A PrRE SR I Ahsl 25 10 2 0 IR AR B, WEcE AR Ul
) B B IR A A A R S AR S AR IR 2 2 TR AR BT RN IR 19 AT SR AL R

M2 JUREA BEA% BRI RE D = MR OV ez & 2 Sk 2 A0, STAAE MR (R RR AR
ACIZ, IFRILHA AWM N F S I . 5 2 AR S A7 (R ARRAE gt 2 AR & A
Wi SREL oo eI BEs, PR R I e B AR ar I R, AR R R, — R, —
N5

2. o [ S R e P R

HEMESFEMOSIF IR BRI L aris. AMAEBRAHSE ML 28, By
XAE e R SE A e e BN . P R S e Rl Y A R ) A R, L ARAE T R E A
5 B bR ED I,

TMIX ENIEZE A BEHLIAMB IR K, AR AR . B SRR BLAE AL R 52 12 st A
R PRSG/ TR AR SY by A28 TR A R 8 BEAK 1) AR OB AN T 2 Ty AU R AR
. PAZ JURER B A% 0 T REMERAZ I [ A 2 P 51K i R AR 2 OB LR AN 2.

{HERA 22 A 2 R BT 51 R ) 2 B AL 2 O I SRS R, LT A H At S 1 A A,
YA WA R A 2 A OB AR 2 A R (EAE AR BEAR A T4k & At B 2 A R T 5 S AT
FEIL .

3. BEARTERGAE TP iAo ST O R

R B AL 2k TAE R BT, B RE 2N R, XAWES X B
I, WP EFE AR PRI Z T R M e a R B, B2
TRZ IR B0 RO F DR B RS A 3 (R Al 08 B TP, #6552, AT DA IRSIR B3 A R BRI AT
5T ASASCACIN FIR B B S0 i AR S5 4, — BB E B 70 OO 4 ML R 1A DR A% A i
ok, bt ZH0 RS AR TT, 28 AR 24 AR AL 2o B 78, O ST (I J2 T o AR
SR TE AR R 2 A [ TRt SR 55 e R SRR AT SR I B2 R B
PR VR AL RRAE Ao Do PR I AR FO R A

M5 2 BT RA AP EAE S WP T LR, Bz IR R SR B REE
BT R AR E AR OB U, A O AR B R B A3 1 R

4. FERLL P R AT IR

FERL DB (R AT BT R A5 O IR 1 E S

e
AR iy || HEDEEN
ek

1

v AR e R e IEAE O8C3 oh RN P AR T b i A 2 R SR R AR A L JF
MEEMTEERATREZ]. B MBZIE R RT3 . o BB R AR PE

KR
il / EH

[ ﬁmwmm&]

O FHEME GEamREMEEUD, dost AR SOt RAE, 2005 4R,
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NE B AR ENTE, A B RS T BB B BT T 07 SR AT DR R R ENIE B TR AR AR 5, XM
JEZ T AN AL £ e R 0F N BRL [ ) i o oD A 7 S S B A SC B A 2 TR B LR R AR 2R =
JEZ T RE AN — B A, i A S 2RI i .

Ao R W2 R AT LB BV R, X AT B 3 T Ak 20 SR AR T I N AS [R] R A,
M R AN FIRE AR B 57 B3 A%, (HRHA BT IR IE A “REe” WIEH; EAFEIRREADE
I —H8 7> BT/ HEDT IS — SE BRI B RERFIE,  WINSE AR 5 — T 58 i1 —1E 358 . AT
1% (A0 P2 AP AEA VRIS () T TR A BB R IR B AR O 0%, R R SR B A% 3R 2 “ i 19
@i (HPTE ARG KB AR IRAT ) LT B A A BB RFAE . X MoB B2 45 A AU BLAE SR ) 278
REARBIRE b, AR Tk NERAHSU I AT A%, A B 2 230P 1) A ol 53 — R0 82 53/ Akl B B —
1B . R R Bk / HEBE R (the partial memberships) WRFFTRITF 46, (B % & AR 15
FEAT RERAF T 4 238 VR Rl gy, @

FEART FEAA B 6 1) SRAT AT B DA 7] ) BRAR AL/ BEAG) PR . AF R AR B A T Ak 2 A [R] 2 TR
HIX ) JUTAE FTA HAL 2N TR A o A4 TRE B2 e AT R 0 [R] — Fikt 2 0 B 52
H2e WA R AT S 20 R E JE A G B SR TR AR I AU A S VAN 18 AR IS AT SR . e Al
RBEHE,  JEATTRERINE, A EATIEA DIRRI R, AT 3 X B B B ARTE A% IE A SR AR K,
B YU AR BERE AN R AN AR Wb — 3, T b AN — B WOk A7 8 2 I Bl B0 X A 3 A Bt
B BTRITBHA TN . AT B0 B HOREAR AR TR ARG IR, Ml A iR s Al A A
ET AR, © itk R SR TR, AT B E A S HEh I 22 .

R FT A7 1 R0 W U5 G508 wh o e R ) AT 3l 5 A5 AR AR 85 70 Gidentity work), BASK
giid HahAmE R e A ar. ol RFE AL “Zon 1 KIRDHE. SRR,
IRE RRESNATEN#, B & S AR N ESS ), BAEGGEE SRR © Zon— " 1) 5eH
Aidir. “Zor” RARBMTENE S LW 2 URHAT R X2 U BT LT ) R &
(B HLaEAd) A EARFRAE, ot Hoph e 52 84k . ©

() A R A 200 B FE AL 28

AR 2 TOHEAR BTG (1 3845 15 A [R] A Bl A/ B AL R R, N B R AT A e 1 A 2 o0 B
2. HESNFREBR CE R T R EHEAR 20BN G EEHE. oWl . e
befe it e . NFAL/ AR R i F2 Gidentification) AN R f#E#/ N[ 544 (de-identification/ re-
identification), @ {E [El-2x F 1 L2 9555 (EFT A IR Se3 Ak 200 B R PR, (P LA 22 00 BEAR
BERE HAE BGRTE A H] . 2 T AR E R AR 21 AL

1. Ak R b R w4 1 AR

o JEWHE Bt 7 KR BFR R ARSI . RO AL R R AR HE R 2 o), P
VAT Bl BORFAR BA% A 2RI SRt 2 22 ooy, JF HAE Az DAE i AN = A e

AR A L. H—, AT E— WA, BUAEKERE Mt 2 ESE T, B
FRbrE. H—, AT LA IO TL, xF H SALES AT 70 28, 38 5 5 Al N9\

O FI CHAAETEME Lo Wm0 R A, (o ERIRH %M LR M) 2008 4£5 1 4
XUFE: (BT, @RFENTETGTFN, KT 2008 4.

QOQ 3 (BT HESNRFHNIHEE, ChERL KSR GESRIZERD 2008 455 1 1.

@ M. Hogg and D. Abrams, Social Identifications, London: Routledge, 2001; H. Tajfel and J. C.
Turner, The Social Identity Theory of Intergroup Behavior,” inS. Worchel et al., eds., Psychology of

Intergroup Relations.
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SERRHA ZH, FRATEIE A S e K AN 2K, =, 17303 Mo M N 870 A
AR ARRERE SR, WIEROv it XA RO R A2 3R VE R, JF AL & il
P 3% SESEAE AN R AE R R — 4y, ©

FERS FEROAL B 85, Ak 25 YE WA AR 45 R0 2 K R 2 1D ot o 4 P2 TR R AT T — A AT (3R
PR —fh R, BE—SMEE R A—JRAN A Z I MIBIRRT S0 A © (RNt SRR ) P
filF Gngroup favoritism) FHMHFELE (outgroup hostility ).

FEATEN 2 ORI RHA BEA% v, ARSI I 8, T hs | 95447 (stigma) EIE. 75
LN SR MO S FE A TR RS M54 NG AR08 HE. &R HH
PREZE R R RANERRE AR SCHR, JFIX > “ABATT AN AT REAR. EE RAE NG R
(b AT B SRS R B4 23k e, @

5AAERE (stigmatization) BS54 45 € TR AT S T4, 15 A4 E F B 15 # (the
stigmatizer) 5Hbr EH 82154 (the Stigmatized)o® GG BTG FHT E, B — R
R 3G AR D AR B . WL AT IR 22 Wy, R I St o7 s 34 st 7 A 4
YEREFIF 7=, ©

B 3205 1 5, i FEA AT 2k T AR 9 3R R LR G B IE R B L AR
FIRAERE RIS, @ S ATk 5 o0 B A6 72 AL S O 05 35, RO R R BB Gidentity
threat )® FI[E LFEH (ego depletion). @ T A F] a1 T FEHE W £ 16 [ AT 5h 38 A 1) 58 BeAE
AL, DR Pl AR R SO RS w5 s At 22 4 i Bk, © SEFE S R, BT DRt
ARG HAR  (the functional M agnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRD), 515 ZM M2 4+,
et i, AR I, A3 K s Al . ©

A B TT TSR JS i AR 2 0 R A ) B AR B A R ST L, (H e AR R st 02 Rl
K. TP E S RO YRR AT RE B B A 5 TR R . R A T E N AT 46 il
A2 7 SR L L A S 22 PR 2R K. SO AT R A 2 0 bR AE BTG B 3. 7 1 B A
ITBUR SR B A OO Ja 12 TG R, 58—, dh 2 o0 At v 1 8 26 38 4 AR FE R AR O,
P B R ) #5r K 073 B = BT e R M2 R AEAN BT 2L i, B4 B A% 1O SRASER

S. Moscovick Social Representations : Explorations in Social Psychology, Cambridge : Polity, 2000.

M. Lamont, and M. Fournier, eds., Cultivating Dif ferences : Symbolic Boundaries and the Making of
Inequality, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1992.

E. Goffman Stigma : Notes on the Management of Spoiled Identity, N. ]J. : Prentice Hall 1963.

B. G. Link, and J. C. Phelan. Conceptualizing Stigma,  Annual Review of Sociology, vol. 27, 2001,
pp- 363-385.

J. Crocker, et al., Social Stigma ~ in D. T. Gilbert, et al., eds., The Handbook of Social
Psychology, vol. 2 Bostonn MA. : McGraw- Hill 1998, pp. 504-553.

R. Kurzban and M. R. Leary, Evolutionary Origin of Stigmatization: The Functions of Social
Exclusion = Psychological Bulletin, vol. 127, no. 2, 2001, pp. 187-208.

Abrams etal., The Social Psychology of Inclusion and E xclusion, New Y ork : Psychology Press, 2005.
B. Major, etal, The Sodal Psychology of Stigma,~ Annual Review of Psychology, vol. 56 2005 pp. 393-421.
M. Inzlicht, et al., Stigma as Ego Depletion : How Being the Target of Prejudice A ffects Self-Control”
Psychological Science, vol. 17, no. 3, 2006 pp. 262-269.

TiC CREARTRE, A2 NS ROREEAD), b E ROk 2400 (AR RHERD 2008 55 1 1.

N. 1. Eisenbergen etal., Does Rejection Hurt? An fMRI Study of Social Exclusion” Science, vol. 302
(October 2003), pp. 290-292.
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TEAN 7S 8] FEAN T H fe
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@  H. Tajfel, Human Groups and Social Categories Cambridge : Cambridge University Press 1981, pp. 256-29.
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F. L. Michelman Morality, Identity and Constitutional Patriotism ,” Ratio Juris, vol. 14, mno. 3
2001, pp. 253271.
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new era. Temperate republican thought can be viewed as the indicator and regulator of a healthy

public life.

(7) Social Engineering : A Basic Way for Modern Society to Grasp the World
Tian Pengying ° 96 °

The risks and contradictions faced by modern civilization have presented human reason with
challenges of an unprecedented scale and unparalleled urgency. Social engineering as a way of
thinking has become a basic mode for modern society to deal with contradictions and risks and
thus grasp the world. The transformation from regional history to world history, the evolution
from national states to a global society, the modern scientific and technological revolution and
modern informationization have respectively provided the world historical foundation, subject
capability, and modern scientific and technological means for us to grasp the world using the
social engineering approach. Social engineering has created a new scientific methodology by
integrating different ways of handling the risks and challenges of modern society .

(8) Economic Principles in the Adjudication of Doubtful Cases Sang Bengian ° 108 °

The various judicial strategies for dealing with doubtful cases in ancient and modern times
generally comply with the same economic logic. At the technical level, adjudication of disputed
cases should aim to minimize the sum of the cost of proof and the cost of erroneous judgment ; by
assessing the probability of error, the actual and anticipated losses due to error and the cost of
proof, the author has proposed a relatively complete set of economic principles regarding the
adjudication of doubtful cases. At the institutional level, judges adjudicating doubtful cases
should try to conform to prevalent social concepts and apply pre-existing rules and principles
wherever possible in order to make the parties concerned accept the judgment.

(9) Criteria for Deciding Unlawfulness and the Behavior-Based Approach
Zhou Guangquan ° 123 °

The concept of unlawfulness (Rechtswidrigkeit) is a touchstone of criminal law theory. The
study of criteria for deciding unlawfulness is of great significance in debates between different
schools of thought and in the all-around development of the discipline of criminal law in China.
The concept of unlawfulness based on consequences (Erfolgsunwert) and that based on behavior
(Handlungsunwert) approach the issue of unlaw fulness in different ways, leading to differences
in establishing the scope and determining the course of a criminal act, the relationship between
crime and punishment, and the connections between criminal law and society. The (dualistic)
determination of unlawfulness on the basis of behavior takes into full consideration the social
reality and expected noms of a specific period and attaches importance to criminal law s function
in guldlng behavior; it is therefore a reasonable theory. A ccording to this concept, behavioris
the core issue determining unlawfulness, and violation of rights is no more than a factor
determining the nature of the behavior.” Criminal law does not exist only to make restitution for
injury, but also aims to cultivate citizens awareness of norms to prevent possible future injury.
Contemporary criminal law in China should be constructed on the basis of the (dualistic)
behavior-based concept of unlawfulness in order to meet the demands of society and promote
normative commitment on the part of the general public.

(10) A Psychology of Transformation : The Membership Approach Fang Wen ° 137 °

The social transformation of China since reform and opening up has provided a unique social
laboratory for Chinese researchers of social psychology. In order to describe, understand and
interpret the psychological and behavioral logic of the Chinese people, it is imperative to develop
social psychology research with social transformation as its object, that is, the psychology of
transformation, and thereby transcend the cultural particularity approach and the static society
approach. Multiple group membership is the potential core concept of such a psychology.
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Us Yang Yiyin ° 148 °

Faced with rapid social transformation, the discipline of social psychology in China needs to
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