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EREGRTH, E2FETHHL -0 L AMEAD
RISICB D 284 e A L HiAK L O BEREIR D &
ATV3, ¥/, TTTEH>F—L L AREICHD
M TR L ARG LT T A2EL
5D TIEBV, (R bk - FERR - YN o R



86 Vrx7U— ReoYalbwAa Var AL, VT TFUR—R

THEREINT B R — AL AEITH—E ZADOHITE
L. INZF5| LAY —FE2 77 —ICbFEHRL R
NIE7% 57w (von Mahs, 2005; DeVerteuil, 2006;
Laurenson and Collins, 2006; May et al, 2006),
% L OEITIE, IERRREIN TV b0 kb b
DHICREMINE R —L LA, LIk
DORZEMEMA TR — L L AREEERT 2 C
EWHRECH B, ZOBELE LTIERD2OME X
bNB, 1213, HIREDPHEBEO L Z 2ERICIEE
T2EPDTEBRVEVWSIZETHE, ZLTDHD
12— A RED#H A% £ b B 72 o
THIRE N7z & 512 (Leitner, 1992) F—LL
ZBORDIEBIC L 5N 2 A FBERRIITR TR &
N3OV BEEDPORNLE)THD ENWH T L
BT oD, TN, 5 L2 EEDS K —
LU ZANDERAZ IR BERIIHIEN D% 3 | KR H
UHITTHo THELZ AL DD XS HFEN
LELBDTH D,

F—LLZAXED T 5 LSt —E b HR
N3l (Law, 20012 2) | K — 24 L 2O IE
D S 3TN T LAIRKT 2, 22 TED
MIFAINDERERDIE, F—LL 2D AL DRILZE
BADT7 27221285 v 2HllRAEE STV S
DD EVS T ETEEL, B L s DREED S
S O %M 422 (2 =y —, MR, R
Fii. Fav 74 v+ % — drop-in center, [HfD
T4 rooming house) OFE LR ZHET 22 &
THb, F—LLVADALD TwilkoTnd)
(Smith1998: 5% M) DIF % 5 LRI L
TVRER6ERDTHL, DEH, DR —LL R
EEIFHAEL T b TidAa L, BEIOFIFZE
DEITZ OEFEL I IIER L 2> 2l b2 EA T
D7z,

B IVABVIORETIZH 2 282 mR L., Z
NENDT =IOV TFHL MG LT3, HIV
BT, A—L LV ACHT 2EEOWIGFED D S
OO —HENT 4 - v FZVA Y P —%
WNREL, TOBEZITPART 2EMED» > L%
F— L L 2OHIY O 2 EHT, FVETZ
DR — LV ADHMY I 5, 2L T, F—
LU REZNANDHIEPGAITIC K> TERBB LI
TR L, ZOSERMIEE - B - B2 AL
THEDICMHELE L BH LA EZENAT 2, &5
12, HEREEIC K B 7 A ) ) EAMEOHH 2 kR L
LICRED R — L VA% %2 LY 2 —F 5, FHVIE
Tldh— L4 v 20 BEEEEICEIT 2 Wi 2 bR
D, HEVETL YT 2a—L7dbD L IzEA 2l

B U BRI 2 W 5, DE b, A—L4 L
AZADANLRICHZ T 5N M EB%2 TEICRA
Bl CRAB L. %12 5 H B O#BH T O fER—
HENVHSTHBOR - flE~NORKIEb & —ICB L T
] & 2> DFf J % FRA TV BHFZEHZ > L O FENT
%,

BIVE R—LLAWROBHZML : HUR
%, EBE—FLT, 777?

ARECIHEED R — L L AR T 2 Sk
RO T % i A R ESEIc O W T EE T
b, ZLTE5IC, h— AL AREICHLT 2T
BRI B W R BEEIETE O RS L — O i L
DENTWVDEDEDN, 5 LERNCHRES 2 L2k
TLHBWYTIIRWT E2RBT 25, ZAKOEL
RPBIZ DT HMEEORNR E T 2, bhbhhFEH
T2DIF, HBEEREDE S ITR—L L 2 25U
A, WHLESELTEDOREWS ZLREFTIE
v, HBERMoTEIEF—L L 2D AL~ T
TIEREZFEIELLTWBRI NS, 277D
FHELBFONRET2—BABT2 L5, 25
Lt 7 L TE O RERZHET 5 2 LI
FHIC R EEDFE S (Piven and Cloward, 1993),

R =L L ANDEER RGO 2 &t T %
TFEDIDICENT 4 2P AV FEWIEZT
%% (Wolch and DeVerteuil, 2001; DeVerteuil,
2003;2008), D THENF 4 « =2 I AV b IFA
R, #AREE R, TR, TRA 7 v R
i abeyance theory, 7 7 DR £ Lo iR
REZTESELLTVS, £, LWL S
DOHEEZ T T A2 B0 & o TEDINERENRE: A
EAHINDDED, ZOEMAZEG - EHET 572
b DR HEMIAES W o FFF S h T
B, TENTF 4« =2 AV by 137 DLW,
MR E O ALEIC SR L Tw b, HIRHRIE—
ORI Y — 2B EHRILT—Z D RN
TA TRV AYPELIPHAICIEDZREDOE
WEI 2 SR SETHE D, FEA (EEEE R
E) 6 BREME L 2R R R o ey A4 T (= F
vy —ADF— LV AREEEEHA), £ LT
SIUE (A — L L A £) IR 5 £ T2 OHipH
BB > TwW5d, b 0T %515 Thi
ie—19 e D R#ER > SR D 2 vy — I
BELET—REORICDTF VA v b ~NEEALL
TELHDTH D, 1980, 7 AV HDHRE
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No2H B DOHLERTIE A — L L A D2
MPBthE > Twiz, F—LLZADEM (ZhidHtS
> ke —oG# crisis of social control & \»
IBETHRZ 6N) ITNT BRI ARD D D
ElD, ) LEHEIRICKNT 4 - w2 T AV
FEWIFILWL LY —LDHERIZO N> TnoTe
(Wolch and DeVerteuil, 2001),

COF LY —L0HWIEE, [y =Lz
DD Y —E R 5] HEmD KT L - TRRE A
fkoiExrEo 5 L), 2L TXbEELRN K~
L L 2O EfER), Cho2HBEE 5
EICE->THIZRA DR —L L ZADEERS LTW
{ T & TH -7z (DeVerteuil, 2006: 119), FEHATIC
X, TAVADOKREHOF —L L 2FF T X TG
DT 5 N BE R AIEMITES2 AHE S5
RO TWBDED, LA, BRH
b Lz, ERAAT, MEY LR — VT —
PSROK TV 2T T L, THHHT, fMEH, JEbL.
AR, VAN —R—LAba—2 WICHE4
ELTOEEPINETURCA»TFOND XS I
72 o7z (DeVerteuil, 2003), &9 L7zHk—LL 2D
PR BRI IE, RO+ — L L 2O 2 X
DEHALS T BEIE DD D, %D DERRICIIHE
TR L EES, SRR L L ABERII AL
TW3D7E, 20 EFEOHE L THEEEL., 2%
PAHETH b %5055 bR D T R 2D A
bELEEODE D OIKDPMER SN TED, 9
LSRR — LV ADANL ZZT A, XELT
Vw3 (Laws, 1992; Williams, 1996; Knowles, 2000;
Burt et al., 2001; Datta, 2005; Lobao and Murray,
2005) ,

F» ™ =) ;%4 2 DeVerteuil (2006) F19904F
RBEDTH LIV ZADY 2V —2 2T L% hEH
EL, A=V ADHMARER Y 2 Vs —DRy F
I oA LTEo6T., & LAEBIZMEML
TWwiz Ty (AF Yy K -aw)fulio
—A TRy FEDPHERS LTV TH
B3——C LS I LTz, FRRICA XY RITBWL
TH I HEREY 2 VT —DE—95%1FV— F
LIy —Ik o TGS TBY, 2DV —Fk2
& — 3T BIRR - FIRBIFOES L ANF I
ko ThPEAEN TS DB L T & 7z
DEM, ZRIEHB x5 ER—LLADAL DR
DA S I kbhooH BEHITH &7 (May et
al., 2006) ,

REY VY —OHEREOEIEZANT LS E LA
OPLEHOMME L —HT 2T TE R\, WD ICH

FHHIBEIC & > TEHANES DO X HCBUAR O A
A=VIEbZaX bERNRICHZONEZ LD
Ho, BEDPSLR—LALAABEIIEE—F— L
LARMEZ RT3 —FRELTY 2L
Y —3ERTHLDODD L, 7272, 25 Th-o
7ELTH, BEARy FOFEIZF—L L RAZHIC
PR3 2 5 & & DAEICHL s B IRICIEHE 2 W E 2 3R
DBHTEWLDEDB>TWVE,

TOLy vy —DOREHIZ IREHLPF
oy 7 very—tuosifhoy—t 2 L FEEE
Z) Y—Fk 2y —lck-oTfEEh w3, ¥—
Rt 2o —o &5 ikt s BiRm - hIBUf o
HEEEDITLTWB I LiFRICbBARIH, H—
EZx RS 270 0BG P AFEIIBLTY
SR BNMNENICL - THALBRTWS, 5L
TR CIMEEI N 20— B ZAASRAEREIN L CTw» 3
EWVWS T LIF, DED, FA—LLAD AL DRI
il revenge 1 725 b DB B IX ol E LTDH,
ZNE PR EZ LR L TCw b TiEEnEnS
CEEEHRLTWD, 22 ThibIdsmiEn Lk
— AT, HELARELLORLICHES Z2HED
“fii L O K5 feelings of charity” ICHEmi & 24Tz,
ZOEMIZb b T 7 ANOEE) urge to care
(May, 2008) L LTEATELHDTHD, TRAY
ACBWTHIE->E D LRI T2 (Link et
al.,, 1995), "7 7 ~NOEE) 1Z, F—L L AANDH—
EAD T DICKE & HFHEBBIRI 20T DR T
VT AT DORAEDEH-ED ERTBZ ENT
D595, LrLES LEZBEHEZTTIEEL, K
PO FECIEFMLEEZ TR S 25 X ¥ — L 037% <
KL TwBZ Eich Zoligo/EA%2 RET 2 &
NTED, HlziF, "B EATE ok L CEES %
T ERIFELWVLI ETIEZRY, EWLo BUAK
PEENREDTES D DI b 6T, — A
RiZ(MIE TR BB LEOF—L L 2AANEFAEZLT
% (Dean, 1999),

F= L L ANV —E 22T 250, T4bb
B — & R 2 O e R i URHEi %2 T 9
ZOEEAEREFEL S HRET 205055 5 DEH,
HHLEE MO EE IZZNICE L ERE L5 T
&z, B ovbhbnoife)» 6% N EH 55
BIEIHETH D, LI d Bl —Ft”
Y — D% {3 b EARN AR OG22 Hi ) <
B, LDy oLy —IciZbThEn D oPEE:
CEREE LA N TR, BREEOZEINH
SOZEICMA, ¥z — RIS B (B
IR, ®EEAHEEL, 7 v a— o amiEik
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BE) BWEAET 370t —LL 20HICIFEE LT
ENEEBERT2EH O WD, 72295 LIREOZERH
WCEBRNIDBD2EDHDT, ZDY RV %2A- LT
BILY 2T —DRAY Y 7 DEHIREET 2LV
ZLICRIMA SR TH 5 (May et al., 2007%
ZIH),

5. 74 U7 4 AWilliams (1996) 1ZXD T &
ML WD, TEKEOTE 2Rt T24 D
IV —=TROELHLOUIDE L WEART
P—ERAFEIKEL TCE, ZLTIH LR
Wik, TR UGED LT TR 3 BRI,
BTSRRI EEDORE 2 ETE RS F—LL R
DAL THD ) LT HEHMNEEY—ERDEZT
PHIFICEN TV S, £ (Williams, 1996: 75) ([A
Mo EIR & L TVeness, 1994; Fopp, 2002; DeVer-
teuil, 2004% 2R), WIZZ D& 5 HEEOHFHE
KEZCHONERETHHDIZ, SHOK—L L
ZRMANDESEN AR — L L AD AL ZEHT 2D
P, ENELTTELLIETZOR, ZonTN
DEMIC > THESToN2DEnS T ETIE
RwEFERLEZ, 25 CEELHE, EoREORH
HDOREDIZI/F I LEHINTWEEREE 5 2
LD EVH T EERMINELEFRL NS, %
2. &b —EEBHAY—ER, ZLTIY4 )T A
A (1996) IC k> THEEND DICHEPIT 25—
R, INSMAICHZD TR Eb WS, 22
THZzAT N 2y —Tid FHLWwAIC
Eo ) BERRME, LENHEAORE, SKED
TEIREIN TR, & FECETTHBICD
PHLLT. T4 VT LABRE L& S RfEAR
GO LOIRNEL V2P A v PHERZFEELT
Wiz hr o 7z (May et al., 2006)

DE»SXRDZ EDPHEPERD, F—LL R
DANZITE - CEEZ HinEoitd 2 8k (Fric
RHETHEZE) FiENLooH 25, — /Ty 2
Y—, Fayv A4 rery— WEHLLEwoT
JBAT—E2ADRMEIEL L DT TIARL T 3
(Johnsen et al., 2005a; 2005b; May et al., 2006) ,
ZI LY —ECRAORMPEEIZEOE S L BESH
I, BE Ly —FRuy T4 vy —iz
F—L LV ARE~DBIRELZHAET 2bIFTlE%R
(L, FRETHTRAVHANEALE ICHE UIAD
DIHOERICZZ b B ERV, 20X 5 %Y —F
2T 5% Y — v 7 & —i3 BE T (f
AL IR CEF IR EE L wo o) LK L
R B CHFOODEAGERELTVS, £
=Ry —ICk 2HEOMLTES Tk

LTH, BRRBEZALFT—LLZZR V0B ENS
PERBVICEREH» SN TS (MacLeod, 2002;
Cloke et al., 2005; 2007a), E>ZH L LT3 D
FH—E R OEECE, #HGosHEIcE L (R
LRLEWHI I ETHD, COHEMPBEZBLE, &b
— N —F 27— WwIDIERT T4 T
TEHOAEELRHB A2 LB L CWwb itk S
(Milligan and Fyfe, 2004; Wolch, 2008), & 7z i
ORMIFEH L AR, $—Fk 279 —F—LL X
MO BB ICEHBN T E 25 L 5 » RIEFEORE
W 2T BB 505 H 0 (F] I PEEEGET D) A
B, L7 La—LINEVEELLICEST
A &% (May et al., 2006)

RNT 4 - 2RV APDEZFICE, F—LL
ANDIH G R BRETNIEE, BEE & 2R oW
R 2E, PERZAREEZET WG, 2nb
DFIEZE 8T v AP (PRFR)IC X > TE- & D
EEDDIDBEVI TENEREINTVWS, /K
NT 4+ 2R VAV MR, TNETHRRTELLLS
T4 Ak O, R — L L ARSE ORI ST
A EMBoER, ZLTHD—rTDOZIL
T AR 0 ARARIC & > TEMLT 2, BIZIEA A1 1F
7»May et al. (2005) DA & 2HE L Tw 5,
The L L % - 77/ 2T - 7n 75L\ Homeless-
ness Action Programme (1999-2002) 1%, #%
F—L L ZAMEICR L & b EgRE—EM VLA
EFHOTHLL LS Ewo 4 XU RBFOERZ H
TEBIENWTED, LL, ZOEAIZEH-TDH
726 ENTFERICRAH R SR DSHER S N2, »
KOO TLE, FRBUF L § 2 KRl &
FERIZ B e HIRIRIC & - THRAIC Z 0HE R
SN, 2LT, AHBKRBEY— Rk oy —IicEh%
P BREEELILERZIC, FEDOFE—D
COERHELREANYy FOBEMBICERT 5, £
DIRENN T T Y ) —F B EHE—— LIS
ESFLIOICEEEFWH L2, 25 L TCRRBUE
LOBEGEIER TCELARKL 2O L
W, L2LAa2s, ALHEfoftdZ  ofior
SvHY—k s ———L Db ITE—LL ZANDE
v —v 2o, 2Lz %2L22X058
RELOFN—WIE E LT THEHDOIMIl, 1o
FoTBD, Bld—LL 28I LTk bhEE
H7% (DR 72) W AT & 5 LT 275 AiRH
DOEZFICH D %I TV 5, o EBERICE
WCRA—LLZ - 75 a0 - Furs LoH
MERIHEZSNT VD, EWHIDH, BoxHiFE
ThHEWS I LI, WHOA A=V EBELEDbL2RA
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ROMEOFAEZ RO L 12 EEBRL TR, H
BEEBREZZNZBESL TV 25 TH D, HEL
BV EICX o Th— 4L ARIE I LS 2 & A
Dtz LTH, L3 0 HBERBERIZHFZ
Pz e, ERNICZES LT —F2 24—k
ARZBE LGS 55, —/TEl, BHEOTE
TFEIGEC, E9VolehlzbTLET 200k LE)
ERETELHEPMTOY—FE2 24—k b blE

BMICREVID, ZOHBHEEDICHEH LT T
% (Cloke et al., 2007b, AU & 5 I %%k 7z 0
H UV ZAETD R — L L ARIEIC DO W TlidLaw,
2001% £MH),

BEERIPSL AL L TED S B FED D 5
12ODHE P B REEZ, BFEORNF—LLVAF ¥ v
RV EBELTELEZFICHEER GBI, 25
NS AT 4 7'7%) BIEBHEAET 5 L& 2 2 HETD
HHIERE, LPLZS LEERORBEZNLT LD
BHTIEE G, PIZIET AV AR XY R, Z0fth
DEZICE W TIZERBFEPIRITIC X - TEBAEE
CHERGBR L BEEPEN STV, Zh
ko T, THHEFEE N - TRA MEF W7 7 e —
FTEODNTWVEILE, 5%l DRFEILST
AR EEE SN TS HSWET,  ThETRE
W otwolkRu—F U EREEICRED L S
boTw3Dhr v HIimELPR SN T0wD, %<
DY —ERITE > TIEZ S LEHFNOEREPIIER
BMTHDDIERMEIrTHH-T, THREANDF—E 2 &
DHTBREDH TOF—ERICERE2T B EVLI R
K(OFB L, KA N THENEZRO LV BNIE—
HT200b LB, LEL.ELLES> Th—
LUVADANA% THE,, SHLIE0WHIEZHE—
X5 LIXR#ETH S (Johnsen et al., 2005a;
2005b, Mitchell, 2001: 81% £JH)

WEHT R R M IER OB T 2 WFgEcET
ENBTHA—LL A, D-dDHEASL, LIZLIEHE
EIND KD RIEEZHEETH D LIERL 2w, #l
W, ov RrviEs (o Ry o320 HRKE
RELTVD) TREINLBEETORESHL 24
IEZE 2, 4L DV —Fk27 59— 5DHL
WIEP 2 Z T BRI lES N —H S — v 2 E
E ooz T 272010, HEEARKEDS L
BY—Fe 72—t hdiiEzsziro
72072 %95 (Evans, 2007), £72. I 5 DHAEN
DODEDZTFHEREELSDEL S B, YVark
&7 4 v Y8 bV v 7 Johnsen and Fitpatrick
(2007) DHEICE B L, 4 XV 2ADHEEEHARKED
—EFHE O HL TAREICYIZ 0 HET B AL B RR

& U7 KA r9 T8 %R IR 4 Anti-Social Behaviour
OrdersDEZ LT W TE o7z, ¥R
5. 25 LEZEILHhBRERT 2 AD D7 b 2
TRIA BB ENEE Ay r =V ifEUo 1T 6 h
TR b | LRSS TEEE S D
T2ERLE»ETH S,
CCETHRRTERLILIFRDI EEYFE-T
b, Thbb, FHEDR—LL ZANDIHIE,
HmIPHA DN OB LIAZFE LS ELTEL
HNEX DD IEEICHEET, B30 LKETH- T
EWVWHTLETHD, ZNWZICLNONIETRE
THDDIE, A O RETHD 6 DR — L
LADANZ OHERRIZIE» D HEHIT 2 2 & Tldk
V, PLAbbhicik, BAEHICBWTETZ
THEHMEZZEL, FICHCIE SRR —4 L 2O
EEET 2Rk 605, LTOETIEI DM
HICBHT 2@z IR S E, 5 — L4 L 2AANDORIEA
BFRIC & > T8 2FHIC > W THITEIC RS % 72
DOFLOHAAZIRTRT %,

BVE FAUHHOHMHRE,SKIFHY:
R—LLAREHEHHEThB I LEENA
D IREFET STHDF L VVEFEA

ETVISIE IR L 7-5lRic k> TH X 65N B ]
KMESThh, Kh—L L AEORITRHR FiFa
7 EDEMHILE L I LT BEH (&b b4
HEI2VIA T4 TEE V=X L, ARz
Voo P L= RICRE LKFE L Tw 2 ERTT) b i,
ZOTRBZVEHTOHILLEVIZLIEEIETH
72\ (Wyly and Hammel, 2005; May, 2008), 727>
5%, WHYEICK ZITEDF— L L AMRICIE
REEZ D% 2RO HHDE, Thik, Hi:
bk — L L AME—Z L TZ0ANDORIG in
ECTHoTHIMEMHFICRIUTH 2D & 5 IR
LNEDED 5NE 56 TH D, &b IEHEICE Z
F, Bl za—a3—7ry LRyt
FEFlicfk-oTw2b D255, Lo L, BEFEOHY D
SHHORMED . A—LLAANDT I u—F Dt
WKEBWTIHHIERES R -TED, /843
F—LLV2AOHBEEEL TS, —2a—3—2HZ
F— L L ANORY 2Ly — OIRALAER 2 3855
ST 5NTWETAUATHEH P LVEFDLIST
H 3 (Gaber, 1996) , FEFRMICIZfth D FBR—HI 2
P EHREECEEEREFEEE—EHE -
T BEF—LLRFed L RHd L b b DL
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Pl (72 Lay vl AT IE AR 72 0)
(Inter-University Consortium Against Homeless-
ness, 2007), fb/5, B¥ LIV A TIEY v X)L b
HAFDOIZEAEDETERU & 51, BTN CHE
BT 59— 7y =i LRIEROANESRD A
Zieft U, TRIBENAREYN, THEUF~NOFEE, ¥ —
EROSHENRE T HMTHEER AT L, KT
SRINE., (M—hey 2V — 2T LE D) K
EOHERR, (DeVerteuil, 2006: 112, #iE iZ3R
Ficks) #ERHLTVE, ZORBRELTY 2
VG =Dy FEIIRAWIZAR L, A—L4L A
R D HICHD LT HoTw3,

fb D g —— R I E——C D EBIE T A U A %
HHH > N MEORE (v AP = 2 —
A—oHOHEFIESIR) LELUTHZ0D &5 I
259 LIEBERERIELDTH- T, i
REOMENSEFRL TV, LAk, TAY
H OHIAEIC L DR — LV APEEZE LT L
B5DLEIAIOVESTHD, LL, TAUD
DAt E SR E L CHIEDSIRO 5D L ETE X, 7
AVHH & 0 BRI B ET R e —— AR IR
LEHICREON T 2 2 EMTESZF— 4L Z0HHE
FRHEL, ZRICERZ LTS LR ER
v TWwa, 2F b g (ko ks — 4L 2L
E0i3) BER—LL 20K, (F—LLZAD
ANAIC & BAth D 22 OFEER & b 13) AFL4EH O FEER
I, 2L TH—L L ABEANDZEMEDE WRE X
DIFEHPLHUCADORMEICEREZ LT TCELD
Thb, ZORMRWELC, =a—3 =700y
VEWVADK—L L ZADOHEIZT T (Arapoglou,
2004). YU ™7 7—)L (Coleman, 2004), N> 7V
2 (Dangschat, 1997) &\ o 7= Z DA EHI D Z 1
LIZEAELRILTH D L) EBEREIIHIREZFRL
TWw5,

F—L L AMEE ZRADXIBIFBTIC & > TR
b, LEETIEODD o &b RRMIIHED I F
ELTwDE, B RCHBHEESE L L6
(Glasser, 1994; Marr, 1997; von Mahs, 2005; Min-
nery and Greenhalgh, 2007% ZHf). $HTIC & -
THERG ZHEHOF, RO 2 S ¢
HH A (R0 ER Kz D v T ldMay, 2004% %
B), ChoZBRT220I1Cbbhbilid#EHK
R ANOIHNCE E 5 T 2N A2 X 720,
DO IIZERK - LK - BEEEMND% L DEiHiz B »
THAR—LVAMNEPNHL>0H 5 L 2IET 2
ZEWTED, Lo L Zolguc, BHADHIEEE
DEHICH T B F— L4 L AE~NDHE—D—EE

TRAS WMinZzEHETEwS 2 ERP R E B4
DEPLMETHLEEDLIT DR X720, I,
FEEHE LTSI BT 2 EEcEEL T, 2L
THREDEMICE L L LbEFE A\ L EH OB
&k o ThR—L L ZAND DR L Bz 4 % &
WS ZERSPEAMOFEFETH S (Wolch, 1996),
(VEHIEEE DR L A FTEH B EEWTH 2
ZEHHo7T) LRDAICE T 22O NIGIEE
HEHE LT wBA, Lo L2 S LR HEE
WAL, F - RREEKFEY path-dependent T H &
% (Larner, 2000; Harvey, 2005; von Mahs, 2005) ,
ZDID, KA I FHDP R DT CREA Ik — L
L ADKEESLH b S5 LA THIICH 5,

BT, FXCARE R —LL2RERT L
WERNZEE2IET (ZLTH—L L 2AAODOH
BEWEE ALY %) & 912 (Wacquant, 1999) .
DEAEHNZ Z OHIETD A — L L ZANDRIGE B
ETDHIERHBFENE2R->TwE, ZORICOL
T, B2 I3REA R E 4 12 BT 2 ER OGS 0'-
ERREANRE L, ZOSRERER L %D &
b —HEOFEAR ST EREN) (R 2 —F
Yooy =) MRS, (FAY, 750 R) . TH
HEERN, (FAUH, A XV R) OERITYTIE
F50h%RED TS (Esping-Anderson, 1990;
Daly, 1999; von Mahs, 2005), =D E»F Tbhbil
b, MEIACEIHATNICEZ R 27— L L ZA~0%t
JEBHFIEL T WA Z L 2HERT 5 2 L AlgET, £
WO — R E B R — L L ANDTERZD
XEEBAHT 2EMCBEL T, b2ELY (TVRF
Wiz, Trvray sy UvEE) kb JHERRE
(TR FWAR AN P FETHE) S 2 £
ZEERPEETLENTE D,

O LR, FEMmEERNERORRICS -
TR ML EEE SR I /5 N 2 N o RS IR LT Y
R E T 2 E DM EICFRFT 250TH 5,
ZLUTE L, WHASRICREI L T  OTERGEET I
TAY A DO EEZ T T 7o —FBtAaBENT
WBEHM, 295 Lk b RENET 7o —FIicidsz
T2/H5THH 5 (Alcock and Craig, 2001; Huber
and Stephens, 2001), L» L %2356, JTETIEE
MOBUAHE DM E KA L, F— 0L ZAMEICE
B BAR T 2 BORIT WG EE 52 T0 5 D
b Lhgn—Et oM EIc k> T, F—L4L
AN OISO IAHE TR EDIE Y (BEY =V
o — DR oh, FhE b X O BENTH B (I
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