2013 8

AL

“HasEM” AALFFHMRPERIET S ZARARILG ML 4o
RN “UEMT IR AR GRAEMT, AP TALIE EIF LT ARG
AR RBURIT D RBZEZZ AR FA. BEWMLFKEEEX, FEBSLEAE
v PUAHNEANRE BRWTF. EUAAEMNEFTIZ0IEA5HK, PUEE
LHMAAERB EDBIRT R EFF L ZEH, MBNASEMNZIANERLSE
PR RS RX R, EABERG KRR ZF ER MG ARRNGA TSR T E
R R T AL IZITHKT .

M, BN HARE, MAFIF

: 0912 DA : 0257-5833(2013) 08-0090-09

AR, RAFRRFASFFEIHNMR. HE (LH 200062)

( social structure) ”

; (T. Parsons)

« ”»” 113

(A. Giddens) .
( Structuration Theory ) o

113 »

© 20130414
x “ : " © 13BSHO02) .
“ " : JJD840009) .

: " © 12YJA710021)

90



2013

8

“ »
A
“@ ”»
® “« ”»
“ ”
( structure)
“constructing” “forming ” @15
“structure ( )7
@ “structure ”
‘@ ”»
AY (e}
[3 ”» “@ ”» [3 » “ ”»
structure
“ ” ( 1)
L (2) @
[43 ”»
@ [3 ”»
() 0
“ ”»
? ? ?
? ? ? ? .
“ »
13 » 17 18 ““ »
o 19
@) “ ”» .
19 “ ”
.®
[ »
(P. M. Blau) “
@® ( H. Heraclitos) :
. € ) .
. 1957 19—27 &
@ “ 7 “structure ” “structura”
“struere” “ 7 -ure
@ Glucksmann M. Structuralist Analysis in Contemporary Social Thought: A Comparison of the Theories of Claude Levi-Strauss and
Louis Althusser London: Routledge and Kegan Paul 1974. p.15.
@ : A b 1983 577 .
® ( ) 1988
© : « “ ” Y« ( ) ) 2003 2 .
@ “ ” N
o (R. Hooke)
19 (A. L. Cauchy) “ 7 “ 7
® 8 . ( ) 2007 12 .

91



2013 8

6

°

92

o

1859

2007

( )

17

( H. Spencer)

( diachronic)

(1875—1880) )

N

16 .

( setting) . @
18 Y
““ »
19 [ »
« )
« )
« P
(A. Comte) “ 7
.®
13 » [
« ) « »
“ 7 ( phenotype)
( genotype)
« » O@
11 »
( synchronic)

@ Blau P.M. & R. K. Merton eds. Continuities in Structural Inquiry Beverly Hills Ca: Sage 1981. p.9.
@ Parsons T. Social System New York: Free Press 1951.p.21.

©) ( Schaffle) 4

@ . ( )

® ( : )y « ) 1993

® ( b 2002

92

”»



2013

”»

«

®

( E. Durkheim)

”»

“«

b4

@ Radcliffe-Brown A.R. A Natural Science of Society New York: Free Press 1948.

) K«
)

(

)

20

( A. R. Radcliffe-Brown)

“

b

”

©)

o

“«

)

”»

(
1996

é“

» 1996
293—294

»

°

5

°

19

@ Durkheim E. The Division of Labor in Society New York: Free Press 1964. pp.26-33.

93



2013 8

“ 7 “ ( adaptation 7,
( goal attainmen) 7, ( integration) ” “ ( latency) ”
RO
« ”»
“« 9 ( AGIL ) .
— ( C. Levi-Strauss) “
” _
@ 3 » [3 ”»
@ -
« 2
(P. M. Blau)
@ .
,®
“ ( location) ” “ ( status position) ",
@ 43
2
. ( D. Popenoe) “oe ’
(@ Parsons T. Societies: Evolutionary and Comparative Perspectives Englewood Cliffs New Jersey: Prentice-Hall 1966. pp. 1829.
@ Levi-Strauss C. “Social Structure” in A. Kroeber( ed.) Anthropology Today. Chicago 1. : University of Chicago Press 1953.
pp- 524-553.
® _ « » « » « »
@ Blau P. M. Inequality and Heterogeneity: A Primitive Theory of Social Structure  New York: Free Press 1977. p.65.
®
©® . ( ) \ 2008 177 .

94



2013 8

7 @ .
(I. Robertson) “ ¢ ’ o
” o@ ( O'
D. Duncan) (L. O. Schnore) ( Population) ( Environment) .
( Technology) ( Organization)
PETO o®
[3
» @
(R. Collins) “ ”
o “ ( chains of interaction rituals) ”
.®
113 ”
o ( dualism) ( duality)
,©
@
[3 ”» “ »
43 »
« ”
[43 »
1 ”»
“ ”»
) . c K ) 2005 94 .
® . K ) 1990 104 .
@ Duncan O.D. & L. O. Schnore. Cultural behavioral and ecological perspectives in the study of social organization American
Journal of Sociology 65 1959. pp.132146.
@ t A ) 1988 245 .
® . I ) 2009 .
© Giddens A. The Constitution of Society Cambridge: Polity Press 1984. p.25.
@ Giddens A. Central Problems in Social Theory Berkeley Ca.: University of California Press 1979. p.92.

95



2013 8

(1)

113 »

@

(13 ”» “« ”»

o

—ARAEMERNBERMRG—ANER, MAE—RAIXIAF TGN ELSH.
@

o

o

ZRBASEMTARI R ENER, BANBERETAFNEN—NZERLEH

payRa=1

o

®

ZAMSBEMARRRFZME—F X AKX, FEARLA—Todizk.

o

®
WAL LENENGETERZEZN, 2FRTAZAN EENE R,

A

@ ( > 2009 22
® : K ) 2001 339

® ( ) 2012 34—36

@ : Vi . 2009 2
® : K« )« ) 2012 3
©® Luhman N. Social Systems Ca: Stanford University Press 1995. p.286.

\©
(@)



2013 8

3

113

“« ”»

I

Ve =
&ty

S A 4k
[ I | ]
[wﬁ%m] (%ﬁf@-&w] [M%@] o
B2
| | | |
ot | (mast ) (eshn | (sl
FEss || moush | | X% | | HEhs
1
(
®

141

( anti-reductionism)

) o

) 2006



2013 8

[13 ”»

150 ( Do

[ ”

113

o

(e BLEH)

Social Structure: the Re-review of a Concept
Du Yuhua

Abstract  “Social structure” which is a very complicated concept has been widely used in social

> on the basis of the word

science researches. Actually if we analyze the phrase “social structure’
“structure” from the perspective of etymology it can be seen as a lasting and stable pattern that consists
of various parts or components of social system with interrelation. Meanwhile elements of “social
structure” can be separated into macro medium and micro level in the form. The macro social structure
elements manly include human being and nature. The medium social structure can be regarded as all
kinds of relation structure which are formed in different areas of human activity. Then the micro social
structure means all specific social relations which are formed in the process of social production. Elements
in three distinct levels manifest the fascination of the harmonious social structure operation explicitly from

the perspective of transverse and longitudinal distribution.
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