(2

D035 A
no« )
®
1
1.1 5]
G-W- 1935 “
2010-03-16
1981-
® 2009 12 20
12 21 N
9 12 2 5 30
6.5 o o 2010
1 10 15 869 .
N " 12 784 80.32% Rahn 18]
@ 2,

1672- 6162 2010 03- 0089- 06

3]

o Lodge \McGraw

sFeldman'®  Zaller”!

430074

Stroh

O

010 ‘AM[ €ON LTOA

89




O

010T ‘AL  €ON LIOA

90

KN [10]

1.2

http //www.infzm.com

2009
21 N

Grounded Theory

o Glaser

[13]0 1

2010 1 10

[11]

)

12 20

9 12

6.5

Strauss!'?

o

15 869

” «

12 784 80.32%
71 820 11.44% “
“ 1311 8.24%
80
7-36-1 36
12
10
2.2 —_— N <
N . 2.
3 o
3
3.1
1 [e]



” ” ” N N 7
“ N »oow N ” © ” o
N N
“
, “ s . 8
N N
9
«
N N 10 N
11
- 12
.16.5

6-0-1 7-36-1 7-36-1
23-26-1 61-0-4 35-0-3 51-5-1

79-0-3 9--47-3
3-9-1 35-0-2 (23-26- “ Voo "
1,23-26-1 51-5-1 6-0-1 7-36-1 7-36-1 “ "
23-26-1 35-0-3 51-5-1 6-0- “ " S
1 7-36-1 7-36-1 8-8-2 3- “ " “ v " =<
9-2 55-0-1 55-0- “ " & 3
2 55-0-3 28-0-1 57-0-2 5 0
QO
Q °
67-0-2 68-0-1 76-0-3 “ v ” « [0}
/ 3-9-1 28-0-1 57-0-2 " “ 3 'CU
47-0-1 55-0-3 N 34-0-1 61-0- ” Wl
5 61-0-6 ~ 5
74-0-1 79-0-3 67-0-2 “ v “
6-0-1 7-36-1 7-36-1 55-0-1 o ’
28-0-1 56-0-2 57-0-2 3-9-1 “ ” “ oo “ 91
68-0-1 76-0-2 47-0-1 55-0-3 N . "

16-0-1 61-0-5 61-0-6




g
o
g
[} M
<
<+ <
,
o]
o —
2 IS ,
s |
M\ _ ’
: .
M o
2 [¢]
)
O © Vol.7 No.3  July, 2010

92




4.2

o Sears
2 o
07
- Marcus '8
fe}
o ~N
o (e}
« »
o
N
[15]
N N N
[16]
« 1ol 2
(e}
4.3
o
fe}
« [ »
N
o
“ 2 [ ”
2 (e}
o 1
o 2
o 3
(e}

« ” 1 SHEN F

Efficacy

et al. Online Network Size

WANG N GUO Z S

and Opinion Expression Assessing the Impacts of

[
o
Z S
m:
> 0
o
%9..
-
3 g
==

93



O

010T ‘AL  €ON LIOA

94

10

Internet Use in China J . International Journal of Public
Opinion Research 2009 21 4 451-476
M .

2006 218-222.

1988 92-93.

LODGE M. Toward s a Procedural Theory of Candidate
Evaluation M /LODGE M MCGRAW K M. Political
Judgment  Structure and Process C . Ann Arbor MI
University of Michigan Press 1995 111-140.

MCGRAW KM LODGE M STROH P. On-Line Processing in
Candidate Evaluation the Effects of Issue Order Issue
Salience and Sophistication. Political Behavior 1990 12 1
41-58.

FELDMAN S. Answering Survey Questions the Measurement
and Meaning of Public Opinion C /LODGE M MCGRAW
K M. Political Judgment Structure and Process Ann Arbor
MI  University of Michigan Press 1995 249-270.

ZALLER J R FELDMAN S. A Simple Theory of The Survey
Response Answering Questions Versus Revealing Preferences
J . American Journal of Political Science 1992 36 3

579-616.

RAHN W M ALDRICH J] H BORGIDA E. Individual and
Contextual Variations in Political Candidate Appraisal J .
American Political Science Review 1994 88 1  193-199.
MCGRAW K. M. Contributions of the Cognitive Approach to
Political Psychology J .Political Psychology 2000 21 4
805-814.

HURWITZ J PEFFLEY M. Public Perceptions of Race and

Crime The Role of Racial Stereotypes J . American Journal
of Political Science 1997 41 2 375-401.
PEFFLEY M HURWITZ J SNIDERMAN P M. Racial
Stereotypes and Whites” Political Views of Blacks in the
Context of Welfare and Crime J . American Journal of
Political Science 1997 41 1  30-60.
GLASER B STRAUSS A. Time for Dying M . Chicago
Aldine 1968.
STRAUSS A CORBIN J. Basics of Qualitative Research
Grounded Theory Procedures and Techniques M . Newbury
Park Sage 1990.
M.

2005 67-74.
LAU R R HELDMAN C. Self-Interest Symbolic Attitudes
and Support for Public Policy A Multilevel Analysis ] .
Political Psychology 2009 30 4  513-534.
JAMES A. Stimson. The Micro Foundations of Mood C //
JAMES H. Kuklinski  Thinking about Political Psychology.
Cambridge Cambridge University Press 2002 253-80.
SEARSD O LAURR TYLER TR et al. Self-Interest vs.
Symbolic Politics in Policy Attitudes and Presidential Voting
J . American Political Science Review 1980 74 74  670-
684.
MARCUS G E NEUMAN W R MACKUEN M. Affective
Intelligence and Political Judgment. M . Chicago University
of Chicago Press 2000 29-31.
ENNS P K KELLSTEDT P M. Policy Mood and Political
Why Everybody Moves Mood J . British
Journal of Political Science 2008 38 3 433-454.

Sophistication



12 Research on the Formation of Netizen” s Policy Attitude Based on Grounded Theory
Chen Jiao—e -89+

College of Public Administration HuaZhong University of Science and Technology Wuhan 430074 China
Abstract ID 1672-6162 2010 03—0089-EA
Abstract This paper explores the formation of netizen’s policy attitude based on grounded theory and the
analysis of Internet—users” online comments on the policy of flexible working hours of civil servants in City of
Ningbo. It is found that the "impression" is important to netizen’s policy cognition formation while the "com—
parative psychology" is essential to form policy mood. Through further discussion "policy—cognitive inertia"
and "policy —precipitation" concepts are put forward to explain subjective and objective reasons of netizen’s
policy cognitive bias. This article also builds a process model of policy attitude formation and a model of influ—
ence elements of policy attitude.

Key Words Policy Attitude Grounded Theory Policy—Cognitive Inertia Policy—Precipitation

13 Relative Deprivation and Relative Gratification the Motivation of Chinese Mass Incidents
Zhang Shuwei' > Wang Erping'  Zhou Jie' 95+
1. Institute of Psychology Chinese Academy of Sciences Beijing 100101 China
2. Graduate University of the Chinese Academy of Sciences Beijing 100049 China

Abstract ID 1672-6162 2010 03—0095-EA
Abstract Mass incidents refer to a kind of antagonistic conflicts between the public and administrative au—
thority or powerful social groups. They are typical collective actions ~ CA that individuals are acting as repre—
sentatives of the group and the action is directed at improving the conditions of the entire group. The "Wanzhou
incident" happened in 2004 is considered as a milestone which shows two new characters of mass incidents—
one is that after civil dissension occurred the target of the conflict soon turns to local administrative authori—
ty the other is that the appeal is carried to the authority for ambiguous political requests rather than economic
ones. This social discontent could only be attributed to relative deprivation RD which refers to one’s percep—
tion or feeling of disadvantage in comparison with a reference group. Relative gratification  RG is the con—
verse of relative deprivation—one’s perception or feeling when the outcome of a comparison is positive. RD and
RG are generalized in relative deprivation—gratification =~ RD-G . This study is conducted to simulate the mass
incidents in laboratory and to examine the effects of RD—G on CA. This experiment is one—factor between sub—
ject design and the participants are 60 college male students. Results reveal that 1 Individuals in the RD con—
dition are more likely to engage in collection action than individuals in the RG condition 2 group RD-G
partly mediates the relation between individual RD—-G and CA 3 collective identity moderates the relation
between RD—-G and CA.

Key Words Mass Incidents Relative Deprivation Relative Gratification Collective Identity Collective Action

14 An Empirical Study on Key Factors Influencing the Performance of Public—Private
Partnerships PPP in Some Transitional Countries
Zhang Wankuan' Yang Yongheng® Wang Youqiang® <103+
1. School of Humanities and Social Sciences Tsinghua University Beijing 100084 China
2. School of Public Policy & Management Tsinghua University Beijing 100084 China
Abstract ID 1672-6162 2010 03—0103-EA
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