14 2

*
F &
s 17
20 o
, ( 100871),
6 »
Y
9 o
9 b 9
A Ay A b
o ( )
o 9
é“ »
9
o b b
o® - o
% “

”
o

@ Talcott Parsons , The Structure of Social Action, New York: Free Press, 1968 , “Preface ,”
. 87 o



2012 10

”»

s [ » 17

ERBILTF R ASZITE T L, XA XA KT AN IZ 4o 7T 69 447 22
B, MARAERALEZTHMAERIL, ERMBE, A2 SFRHFEGERLE, &
RAREAEMTAKRLREZNADG, 2PRFHA, IAKDTHRIAGRE S
FlAEFTEETORA ., EEAMAER, AMERALZEHEGZFRA, AKLER
FTABAZ M X 26RO

b ’

113 »

[ ”

““

7@ ( i ,®

o

p.xxi; “Introduction to the Paperback Edition,” p.v.

Talcott Parsons , The Structure of Social Action, pp.87-89.

Talcott Parsons , The Structure o f Social Action, p.89.

Talcott Parsons , The Structure of Social Action, pp.89-94.

Talcott Parsons , The Social System , New York: Free Press, 1951 , pp.36-37.
1968 . . . N

” (Talcott Parsons, The Structure of Social Action, “Introduction to the

SECHZNCNCNC)

Paperback Edition,” p.vi.), )

¢ 88



113 ”»”

) o)
N .
A b
“ ”»
b o
A} M
’
o“ ”»
o b
b
1887 4 » o
, communio socletas
. “ ”  (Gemeinschaft) “
” (Gesellschaft) . N

” (consensus) ;

” “
b b

. Jeffrey C. Alexander, “Parsons as a Republican
Critic of Industrial Society: A New Understanding of the Early Writings ,” in G. Pollini
and G. Scirotino, eds. , Parsons’ The Structure of Social Action and Contemporary
Debates, Milan: Franco Angeli, 2001 , pp.15-23; William Buxon , Talcott Parsons and
the Capitalist Nation-State, Toronto: The University of Toronto Press, 1985, ch.2,
esp. » pp. 20ff; Robert Holton and Bryan Turner , “Against Nostaglia: Talcott Parsons
and a Sociology for the Modern World ,” in Robert Holton and Bryan Turner ,eds. ,
Talcott Parsons on Economy and Society, London:Routledge, 1986 , pp.219{f.
(New Lead Society), Talcott Parsons , The System of Modern Societies, Englewood
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