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different control methods. In traditional manufacturing and low-end services industry

using methods of scientific management the capital manages the workers” “hands”
through the production process and the standardization to de-skill the worker and to
share the surplus value of workers finally. As for the manager professional and
technical personnel as representatives of the high-end professional status groups the
capital has another set of logic. To achieve self<ealization and self-investment based on
the theory of human capital to promote the self-management of workers in the high-end
service industry the theory of human capital has become a powerful carrier of capital
control and the personal value theory also promotes individual actors” self-discipline and
self-management behavior. By managing the “heart” of workers capital can not only
make workers work overtime with less resistance but also work overtime at lower costs

or even without pay.

Moral Sociology
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Abstract: This paper analyses the Wenchang temple rebuilding during a “hollow village
resettlement” project. While state agents who implemented the project created a public
space to bring “civilization” to peasants the villagers appropriated the project by
restoring an old temple which immediately became the venue for a variety of communal
events. The paper argues that the temple rebuilding manifested the grassroots idea of
moral life which rests upon proper reciprocities between humans and the gods as well
as among humans in reference to the gods. This emphasis on gift paradigm explains why
villagers prefer the temple for public events over the space of civilization created by the

state in its developmentalist project.

Sympathy and Utility: David Hume’s Moral Science =~ ------ Yang Lu 115

Abstract: This paper explains David Hume’s transition of methodology and metaphysics
from the context of the rise of moral science. The paper argues that facing the breakdown
of physical order of teleology David Hume abandoned demonstrative science established
on tradition deduction but explored the regularity of human nature of the vulgar through
experimental method. His experimental exploration was not aiming at the deconstruction
of natural foundations of morality but taking notions of morality as mental processes of a
vulgar nature in the common life. This will not only help to reveal sociology as moral
science but also clarify the basic question horizon and ethical concern of social

science as well as the relationship between fact and value.
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