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Abstract: When probing factors contributing to the sect-to-church transition previous
researches focus on changes in the size and prosperity of organization changes in the
social characteristics of members or the succession of members. This article illustra—
ting with the case of Mormonism pays attention to the role of state regulation in the
process of sect-to—church change. Early Mormons practied polygamy for religious rea—
sons. Under the pressure of the U. S. government however the Mormon Church had to
abandon polygamy. After that Mormonism began to reduce the tension between itself
and the surrounding society. State regulation plays an important role in the transition
of Mormon Church.
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Abstract: According to Lefebvre the modern everyday life is an unconscious basic
level and is alienated by the industrial civilization and the bureaucracy that are domi—
nated by instrumental rationality and modern technology. Since the 1950s the every—
day life has been increasingly ruled by the hegemony of language and sign and the
survival of capitalism is primarily based on the production of space in everyday life

but the possibilities of reversion is also in the everyday life. Lefebvre’ s critique of
everyday life deeply affected the turn of everyday life in contemporary sociology. But
his theory of alienation and the idea of total man still tangled with the humanist Uto—
pian idea therefore the sociology of everyday life which is the inner basis of sociolo—
gy must find its reason of critique in the self-contradiction of everyday life on the ba—

sis of empirical research.
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