wmEE IRF

s R XEEMESCRIRE A E T WAL & B BB TAE P R R R %
Ho WNEEFRAERE AL AXZRSHT GHRA B EHELARR
F RN R A E. AXER FHRELL U FE H L FFmRER
MAEHNIY, A X ERERER 4 T KL BEUE FEBRER
S A A, LR IR AL, R A, RERITR AT RERN. &
i‘zﬂ”fiiﬁﬁ TRBEARRELAEE T MO TE MEERAFRH — 4
7,

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

T REAVIRAAER S FEEM L ., ALk 2 RHE A ] T ALK A
F il RHADA RGN RAFF RS, PR YIS RE BA1Z 049 33852 A A B 09
%6 AT, il st L 24 TR %.

O AXWHBHED A HAFE FHREAE AL, HEALNA S Lik S A A SN
M. KT RS BER &, AL RAC L@ T bk ki A0, m A AR ez Mt
AT 4K,
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b 9

” (Wengraf, 2001:5).

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

LYRETREFIAZRFATCHN L569m T 4%, 2
CREPHE AT AR LA E ARG FFAE LT LA T 24 4
by 5 A R B F 57 (surface appearances) &4 5 3% A1 2
“CREFRMGINIRE . (Wengraf, 2001:6)

« ”»”

« ” ( . 1999/1973) .
( Schutz
1976). , « ” ,
7 ( , 1999 /1973, 18); «
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b

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

2

” (Hakim, 1987:26).

K
9

ALRAT
HRANT HHK FT EL 00, @ik Hah S50 T A MR SR

ITEH R TAITA 0 EX R ST AE S, f XA LR 5 BB
BE v

9

B R GREF R 10y ik A AR S iR (G Schutn,  1972), b 4w KA F 18 R K i &3
T ACEAR ] 09 LB AR % B E E L, F AR KR AR R Mk 5L B &
BERANRRZA AR ZMX o9 REMBE M AE 24 5 22 A KA69 2 565
R B, A AL AT S P78 % 69 & SUAE b 69 FIWT A AR T VA B A AN 38 IR ik
Ry I
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S EA
v« 7 ( ,2003). ,
) (disinterested observer),
) ?
? « ( )
” (Schutz, 1962; 158). ,
” (Schutz, 1976. 17). R

BEXWRRARARLF b BERIT RO ARARNAZ — KMNEXZEET EXWHL
AT AT RE G9IX AF — M AR AR MY 9] AR, B R 3 69 AR A R TAIRATIA T A8 693X
— IR AR AR A, A KL Z B R, B AR e T AR Bir ki A2 g
BAT EL A IRTAE N A, T, KAE 2P A R, R R KM BB LT LTS FR
PP - FF 44, 422K HF RHEFF 295 3% 22 R B &M AT R K Tr T oS ik & 6 L

BRI, TR, AR 0,
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° b
;
° b
b °
b b
[13 ”» ? ‘?
y « »
(progessive focusing ). )
b o b
° b A

” (Arksey &Knight, 1999.18).

b b 20
90 ;

O BEXZRWAD FALATTOT AL EARSAT, R RARGITHE L 2540
ARy b BRF . @ b 69 RBP A5 AT SR A | 2t B F), AR RBN S R
FE b, @R, ARG ARG B 3, Xk R ELBY A AX
A, LA M@ RR, P RBERE. EAHEXZ P RN T B —HF 5P, s TR
HEfE, T AT IRABLIET . NE A RF BRI F T EE R KN ER RK,
200 B e FA FE L G I R #ATEP RS A B, R &, R AT R R
Bk A K40 FIR AR TR ESR. RMNAF A LR W E RS P, M TA R
BB,
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-

9 °

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

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

(schemes of our experience). “

K K

, ” ( Schutz, 1972. 82),

b b

D A MTFAT HA MM ATIFE T FAE NG B LR ER, A RAER A RS FBL T
R —MEBE P BETRGITH, 8T Z ATHRAT TARLE MW AR, X #H69 5
MLt 2B 49 3 A(in-order-to motive). X B At RIAT AL £ ANE MY 25, & Ft &
TR0 EA f iR BT R GY 23000 BAE. “H — A8 8 AIETT XA —ANER A . R
RAH —H KA B =K (T can do it again) 494K 57 (Schutz  1972: 90). % = MG
it Ft) A 498 B 3 M because motive), € 5 B 49 ALy £ 5] £ T, A7 F AR R R BLH
TA, BEAF HE T L2 RHATR. KRMNTARA A F BGEEFF. —9E
¥R, TR, L PATSEAT A 7 R IR A, ARG ZARX 69 fk AT B, X
AT YR G ALE AT S F 6B 49 AR A 12 AR R —f ket Bies kR 2], R B F
W) 2 id il e 4y 2 16,
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” (Widdershoven, 1993:2).

b

(Narratologist)
(adjustment )
(Andrews et al., 2000: 73).

b

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

« ”

b

K

(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 b
(
) ;
’
(43 2 (
O Z#HORSEASE M FLETPHALLA FWE FAE PATL&0, Bp 2HMNEF P

AR FAF PGS L LW, HARKE MR Q468 TR RN EH S K (ake it
for granted) 49 & 25 ok R de LHTIL, KA T BALAGA BN EHS AR, —FHE
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ORIV HH AT 1T

0 o

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

O HTFHRE HakirH oy Lo A2 & E XL IZAEF) A, INEFAC 4 7 09« TR0 M 52
#H (L) (KT, 2004) P I5 A REN 9547,
Q@ H#ABHGEMBEE AL INRFHRE —ELFGIEF, 2000,
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time )

(

24

3

)s

” (off
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(£ « %}:\X” *n« %i” : %L\Xjﬁé j,'—‘iﬁq‘u E” %D“ ,TE/%” Emfﬁﬁ? iEYf

O b he A B RATHOF R, 25 M ER P A B AR BT A0 A8 SRR 45 B S
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”( . 2003 197, 2— 3).
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author has concluded three risk shifting channels that closely related with local
govemments behavior. Finally, the author discusses several behavioral characieristics of
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privatization in Sunan and relative transparent prvatizaion in Wenzhow this paper
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