(14 2

AEEEL OB

KRR I AL S B0 Fait & Hofr 1] B 48 5 ik 2 SR BOR Foe KA
REMERFE FETHEFRENBEY REEARNE A Ko KBS
AREMIERT < AT T 4 89 £ R W (subjectivity) ¥ 58 & & B9 5 & Fo
HBEM W R T TRN & GINE 2T AFREWE? AXIR
THREEREGHL I, EEREAENEZE G L -8 EEHE
TR, AR FEERES PN T FEF A, 5 ERT TR vk
HHFER, FERITFTERT IR Wt s 2R 2 AEER KAGH
RWEA T, AEFORBEENL RN BN B RF W £ T EH
(producing subject) , 11 3T T #k A1 X & /& 4 42 VK % U AT T2, B2 RN EH
B OTE EME FEEWNCHFE K (consuming subject) , WL R X A& FF 5
B E R R AR E A

ATITHR KART O HESE EHE HRIAE

, ¢ 7 (Davis,

2000) ,

O UHAEATRAE RS TEALER AR A EIRED, 2007 10 A 15SB  http://www.
china. com. cf news/ txif 2007— 1(/ 16 content - 9064770. him
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(Davis, 2000, 2005; Pun, 2003) ?

) “ "(agent), ()
; ()
“ 7 ( , 2007; ,2001;
, 2007; , 2007)
13 2 20 70 ,
, (
) .
@ « ”»
(subjectivities) “ ”( class consciousness),

(Bak, 2000), « 7
(intersedional approaches) ( Cobble &
Hattam, 2006)

( , 2004;
, 2002; , 2006; , 2002, 2006; , 2006; , 2002)
, ( , 2005;

©  International Labor and Working-Class History % 60 31 % 1 %(2006 53 A) FIAT 8 BA X L
AMB ST ERBEGLFE, EPFRT TANNA ERERANT OO XRZ PR RS
e fT 2 B B AR ( masculinity) 3¢ P2 R (femininity) 89 Z 3 F rE M
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, 2007; , 2005; , 2007, , 2007;
, 2007; Lee, 1995, 1998; Pun, 2003, 2005)

( , 2005; Pun, 2003, 2005),

( , 2006; , 2006;
, 2006; ,2007: , 2006)

13

”»

(O’ Doherty & Willmott,
2001) : « ” (orthodox) (

” ( deconstructionist) ( “ 7

)5
”(hyhbrid) ( )

o (ProQuest

®© AT ProQuest #9SUAR Aok A MR 1995 F 1 A 1 B-2008 5 2 A 128, &% 8y X 4t A

identity + formation or congruction or making + worker or labor” , YA & @nsumptionor consumer
or consuming + subjectivity or identity” 3 BT & 21 50 HAERK LAk, BARARL AL 692
RS LR TP AT &L IR R R AR IS F1A 1
B-208 424 48, k@ X @A A5 stk TA RL+ kR F4H &R H
%7, R G UL 20 BAEX X F
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30

20 70 ,

(structure) ( azency)

20 80 , ,

”(identity) ,

« »
)

( Comaroff & Comaroff, 2000: 294)

?

, (Pun, 2003: 470
477)
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”? (taste) 7 (lifestyle)

2 B

(Bourdieu, 1984: 169— 175)

2

2

( , 2005; Cohen, 1991; Klubock, 1998; Leacock &
Safa, 1986; Nash & Femandez Kelly, 1983; Ong, 1987; Lee, 1998; Pun,

2003; Tiano, 1994; Tinsman, 2006; Weinstein, 2006)

(social identity)
( ),

B 2

(Turner, et al., 1987, Stets & Burke, 2000)

[43

7 (self categorization)

B

3 ”

(Hogg & Abrams, 1988; Stets & Burke, 2000)

B B

(Frable, 1997)

, ” (significant others)

B

(Kaufman, 2003: 483) “

” ( Calhoun, 1994,
Lee, 1998: 30)
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? ?
, “ ” ( traditional)
“ ” ( post-traditional) (Tomlinson, 2003) ”
(Douglas, 199; Miller, 1995; Slater, 1997, Davis,

2005; Tomlinson, 2003)

( Bourdieu, 1984) *

’

) B

(Beck, 1992; Lash & Urry, 1994; Jackson, 1999)

« 2
2

( Fine et al. , 1995; Jackson, 1999;
McMeekin & Tomlinson, 1998; Tomlinson, 2003; Warde, 1997; Wilska,
2002) 199

2 B

( ) (Wilska, 2002)
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(Leacock & Safa, 1986;Nash & Femandez Kelly, 1983;
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” (working- class femininity)
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’

43 ”»

?

(Weinstein, 2006: 162— 163)

( Cohen, 1991; Klubock, 1998; Ong, 1987)

(modemization projed)

2

1973- 1990

(Tinsman, 2006: 7 10)
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7 ( , 2006)

B

(Davis, 2005: 692)

’ ( Davis, 2000,
2005; Pun, 2003), (
, 2007) ,
(Davis, 2005: 692)
, 2007 80210
: GDP ,
4.4% ( , 2008)
. 2014
(2006 1) ,

(—) WA Z HIX Br g2z

B

’ ’

1978- 2005

L 1978 2.6,
1994 29 . 2004 3.2
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( consuming subject)

«
)
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(Zukin & Maguire, 2004: 180)
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25000
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R
&
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& 5000 | 3111 : |—| H
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P L T T
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HARI 5 22
206: 10— T (2005 )"
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, (the Gallup Organization)
10 4 )
7, “ 7 ( self satisfadion) 7 ( self- expression)
(McEwen et al., 2006: 70— 71) ¢ 7
(Ger & Belk, 1996: 275) ,
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” ( citizen- consumers )

(Pun, 2003:
“ ”(less affluent world) ,
(Ger & Belk, 1996: 283)
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, 2007)
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HFAVBX ARAL Rk X & RATFHF, RESHERE
MAE30 5 SN, BELEARE, FATG —& 2 TNEN, M
BN * T EAT, AT ERAL T R ELEET k, o RF L
SFEER LR RMNE THFERRAR N, A REEL FRGIHIE S
o —hk, AT SFE EAH A BETHAT D ZTHEA
MEART WUATRART Lragrtig, LA HE 424 #% LS
FEk, FFA R BT I R Al %A D) E 3069 #R
AFER (2004 F7 A, HIEEFT )

KA RRIWHT 7 XA, <2 38T HE L ¥
LI REAE AN e A R L ACTE, LA TR KF
HAREMEGETE K BRAMNAR D% EAEE RS,
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L ERENIA REKIALL 335 8 40k, B /A H%
At B AEE IR KRR LA B FROALETFLH, £
BT ORR TIH% 24T i, K=A KRR ek 7 X
A O B AR S . A F AT RRIAN) & €A
Feff Pl & P, K EAF SAG S M & AE R BRKALEF
BEENF, BT SRR AT A, KA IR HE 4 2 Rk
RAR] R MK, AT RA 6 REER 7K, B0
R TS ZTXEH 3] (=E, 2007:225)

”(53%) (50%) ,
(20% ) (18%) (12%)
( , 2006: 146) ,
649 , 300
- 1000 (58%) , 1001 - 1500 18% .
1501- 2000 7%, 2001 3000 6% , 3000 4% (
, 2006: 94) 2005 2849
( ,2006),  83%
63% 36%, 41% “ ”
43% ( , 2006: 97)
; “ 7 (
,2006: 65) ¢ ” ,
,35% , 6% ( , 2006
122- 123)
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AR 27 KRR T “RBEN SR L) WL, RaFd
”Eﬁé@xi%? VB HERE CFFEAREE W
DRI, B BRM AL 64.49% ; HAFCATH K AKX
9, RA3551% TR, A E RR T, BEHEEE AR R
ké@ A (FRE,2007: 226)

? « o "

?
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1998: 109- 110) “

”

A A BT AT

ki k, 5 14 &

JB TR 43T T RAT 4

I Fail

B ik T

5 A g R

TEAR e AR o

PR IRAK, RiF S
AR REBFAMNE &A=

T s
—3l8 i &, 2007: 37
()
( , 2007; , 2001) ;
s 78- 5% « ”7
10. 9% ( . 2001: 68)
?
[ ”» ( ,
2005; . 2007; ,2001, )
: (
) ( - 2005; »2007) ;
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43 2 « ”» o« ”»

BE A 2, KA KA I 2R B AT AF TA( 47 Thk) 69 23 9%
LAY TEE .. M) de G T dREE RS T R, T A R EC S T 4k
HAZEHR, LHEXIK ... X H F A AT AR & A
SBEE) S TR ER A A K T E Ry —rE A2
#HA KFAM R 22 25600 R4, w695 s =
e, 5 —r @] AL AR EK, £ Ao dho 5 BRTS,
ARG (& 2 2007: 183 184)

, (Lee, 1998; Pun,
2005; ,2007) )

?

2007:215) “ 7~ “ 7
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( ,2007: 173)

( ,2007:213) ,

FEERFMRF, & T8 L& b i ayor sk & i 2
WE R Ly ahisdl —B IR A, AT A RE R TAM
2% WARBE M G A F 4y — MR R AT A LiEEe #
FEa LR AR — AT, BiZ RAAR 69 B4R, #R8 M bd it i
B, R RIEK LS RTRAE R 69 L AR R B BAEAL BT
AT INZARE T 3% AT AT AAFAR, 4545 3HF TA4E .7 (& 4%, 2007
227- 228)

I #9500 54 TP, 48 75% &4tk oA F& B
Yotk A E, WAL HAFE S £ ) I .. BN d2iE
BB AN ey TAE, Bl T £4 22%5 ... wF TAEF
B SE), B RE ST Z RS sk L4y T4 F R A 3B
A A .. BHe) TR A FI AR, £ A, BHE-FH T
¥4t 30% (& 4%, 2007: 230)
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( ) (Lee, 1998; Pun, 2005;  , 2007)

FFe TEMRF-FH 377 AR 7T, £ANLRE # BT
FRE B Bk F R s TR IMRE, R FT TS
AW Rg, & — M Tl KB £ S8 T X EM RO H =6
w7 (& &, 2007: 250)

2004

T 1RO IF A A 900— 1000 3, Akt & E RIR,
ETE A E 400~ 500 3, 4K F N A, T, e, KU
R @ rBE RAMERARIRIF R, 5 6 PN, —kEE200- 300

G
KT 2 RAER RV LS00 3, BT LR, £ ERAERR K4
7£.100 T
L3 ERIRKEZ 200 3£, X T %, 2F T2

3 —
T4 IRRAFKF RS, 25 %100 T, BH AR 2K K

N
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MR, K69 A5 2% £a9 RIR, SRAATIR AR (2004 5F 8 A, Wi &

T )
?
, ?
“ ” ('symbolic meaning) ( Boris, 2006: 123) “ 7
( Kaufman, 2003: 496) ,
) “ ” (‘exercise of
agency) , (Twigg, 2007: 285)

WA AR % 69 W A AR IR i 3 2T BRI AT T 1- 2 SR8 & AN
RUAET AAR IS bk IMNBF REBES T XA BRI
IR A BRREWHRE FIER B P RERL Ak
Wm0k R FRNBEEE R .. HRT —RG Wty E3h) D2 17
BB, * IAVEARE RBEAFHF LA FE 6 T o fo 2474 R & 37
A & (FR, 2007:252)

« 9« ”»”

3 »

« o (Pun, 2003: 484)

TAR BFHILEIT T ACRF A — 2K FARG K E
W — AR AETE B RAHOIE R B ARE 4 K T4 FE LIRS i 4%
HF MR H A LSS He e NALEEMESR TH —
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PHE S T Ak AR B3k RE G IR 5 R B KRE HURA
ARAALE AR EK B FFAEGIRE . ABRARTA, F L
AT A EEOE S T REG @ FRA X M RERWEK
0 FRZ — (&K, 2007: 252- 253)

, 2004

HAVX B8y T IHAIRA P B R, 3 AAKF R,
FHAT 2k AA1E A Mgk ek BT AKFER, X
AT, AR Sl ALY A T a9 3, KA TAF A AT
RO AORIE (2004 4 8 A, % TAE3E)

-

KRG QEIE KA TFRAAT T AL, FhaT kS
YHTAES S ARREEFLALE, L offR T T IEF &
JIRAE FER Ao RS A e 5, AR B R IB AR, A AR E R
A R AR FARER K, BT 2T, AR T AR, de
R —FHANMMKI B2 FIG ARXH LI, X ERIR 3000-
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4000 3k, A AT” (2004 57 A, T TIEEFH)

, 2007: 258)
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AT TIRAIALX B i B R AL 6 R RATR 5], BB — A%
AT E X T R I A0 IR R A AL KRR e AL I 20 GF B —AF
R T TR XBEAAFESA BARA R 2BWHEXRS,
HPHF S RRMT R, ARERIKREA, LT, = Mr Tk
AT A T WAl 2AFA 2 R 5 47T TIRAVIE 248 B8 BT, 4
EH BILE F GRS EALE EHIN F 408 E X B

—/ANPEBFRAREE: LT LI, 4T T RAEILS BHMEF
BER A2 27 B T8 TR R, A A R AT Tkt R4T Tk, 3
R L IAEf I 2 1% R 2] TS & TRA 6 T A & = R,
T, MR RIS 5m 5 ATl 54400 Bk L) 31095 7%
R R —AEZEE AHF S0 T = R, 2 e X6 E % = [
AT THRE R F A —FH 55 K, F A - 569 A0, 48 RAeA]
YR 4T TaRE9 4L 2 F W& P AR AR AT "R ( Pun, 2003: 484 -
485)
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