*
~
o { »
(Tocqueville 2000:513 -
515); (W. Kornhauser)
( 2006:240) .
-
* (70703032) . (KSCX2 - YW — N -039)
@ o . 2004;
2003

178



<< >> 14 »” “ 2

1 “ ”»
(2002) «“ »
; (2006)
2. .
. (2005)
6
4 316
(Tsai 2001) . (2007)
. (2006)

179



3.
@
. (1995)
(2001) . (2003) (2003)
(2006)
. (2007) (2007)
: (2007)
4
Li 2006); (2004)

”» [3 ”»

@

«

180

2010.6

(2003 2008)

(OBrien &

“«

»



(2001)

(Michelson 2007);

~

[ » [ ”»

(Bernstein & Lii 2003; 2005;Li & O"Brien
2008) .

[ ”»

(Tocqueville 2000: 190; Kornhauser 1968;
Traut 2000; Putnam 1993: 12 - 14; Fukuyama 1995).
20 50 -80

[13 ”» 13

« ”»

(Von Eschen et al. 1971 ; Snow et al. 1980; McAdam et al.
2001) »
(2006:184)

181



2010.6

?
2 2
2005 6 ( . N N
LD
A
“« »
“« ”»
“ ” (McLean 1996: 74).
) 6
1 ; 5
; 2 ;
2 6
<30 58 \116
14 (1949 )
N 2000 - 2004

182



”»

»

1
o 121 N
1-2 3
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1
(%) 1 2 4 5 6
11 2.10 9 1 0 0 0 0
8 .35 6 1 0 0 0 0
11 3.87 5 3 0 0 0 0
26 1.98 10 3 0 1 0 1
22 1. 64 6 2 1 1 1 0
43 19.36 3 4 3 2 3 0
121 4.94 39 14 4 4 4 1
2 121 12
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2
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0 0 0 0 1 0 1
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9 1 2 14 2 10 38
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0 0 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 2 2
1 0 0 1 1 0 3
“
» “ » R 3
25 [ »
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(Dahrendorf 1968:126 —128) .

”»

2000 o

190

[3



o 7)-
7
“ 7 (%) 114 1.85 8.85 0 80. 89
114 59. 11 26.74 2.50 100
(%)
) 114 2873.10 | 1554.84 300 6596
114 1564. 87 938.76 161 4975
(%) 114 59.03 37.19 0 100
) 114 .11 .10 0 .54
114 1. 56 .72 0 3.00
(%) 114 27.43 22.19 .94 92.92
2000 ) 114 21.47 71.34 0 658. 64
/ 114 .89 2.23 0 13
114 .81 1. 69 0 10
(%) 114 1.74 9.59 0 100
8 OLS o
« » «
»
2000 -2004 10 20 <30
40 .50 100 -
« ” (
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8 « »
2000 — 2004
10 20 30 40 50 100

« .021 015 | -.018 |-.020 |-.019 -.020 . 006
) (1.44) | (.85) [(1.83)" [(2.83) ™ [(2. 11) ™| (1.99)" | (.40)
~.000 | -.004 . 001 .004 . 002 . 002 .002

C04) | (.83) | (20) [(1.67) |(1.0o7) | (1.34) | (.43)

~.000 |-.000 |-.000 | -.000 . 000 000 | -.000

(40) | (49) | (.23) | (.08) (.25) (.20) | (.38)

. 000 . 000 . 000 . 000 . 000 . 000 . 000

C79) | (37) | (34 | (51) (.84) (.30) | (.5%)

-.001 |-.004 . 001 .003 . 001 .001 .001

(29) [(1.28) | (.34) | (.98) (. 40) (.56) | (.30)

692 | -.392 | -.345 |-.608 |-.373 203 | -. 164

¢51) | 35 | (30) | (.93) 72) (.86) | (.09

—. 145 | -.025 009 | -.019 |-.014 -.043 .025

(1.29) | (25) | (11) | (.29) C24) | (o) | (24)

.001 .002 .005 .002 .003 .001 .001

C17) | (55) [(1.24) | (76)  |(1.23) | (1.o1) | (.37)

2000 .001 .001 .001 . 002 .001 . 000 .001
(1.06) | (.58) [(2.38) *[(3.33) ™| (.97) (22) | (.9)

-.054 | -.038 |-.030 |-.006 |-.001 049 | —.040

! (1.53) | (.86) | (.80) | (.20) (.04) | (1.98)" | (1.10)
137 132 . 099 . 083 . 063 .021 137
(1.90)° |(1.76)" |(1.60) |(1.45) (1.26) (.62) |(1.99)"

.024 .032 006 | —.001 .001 ~.004 012

(1.86)" [(2.26) *| (.62) | (.16) (.13) ¢57) | (.88)

.230 521 |- 117 | -.374 | -.3%2 -. 170 .790
43) | (95) | (28) | (.87) (. 88) (.63) |(1.93)"

R-squared .64 .61 .63 .67 .67 .70 .61

IN=114

Robust statistics in parentheses.

*
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giving in contemporary China. The results demonstrate that the effects of mobilization
are significant. Meanwhile noteworthy differences exist between the staterelated and
the non-state—related sectors. The count of individual charitable giving in the state—
related sector is higher than that in the non-staterelated sector while the average
amount of each giving is lower. As a result no significant difference is found with
the sum of individual giving from the two sectors. Some distinctive features of the
mass mobilization in the post-danwei era are revealed. On the one hand the
mobilization through the state—related system is relatively effective but limited. On the
other hand the mobilization within the emerging new social space also influences the
individual charitable giving. These discussions shed lights on the institutional and

social background of the charity development in China.

Farmers’ Associations Contention Mediation and Collective Petitions in
RuUral China  eecceeecevescreeesasecresenretsesesneeenssesscsenesascnssecnsenans

cesseeceeees Liu Mingxing Liu Yongdong Tao Yu & Tao Ran 178

Abstract: Through reviewing past research on farmers’ associations and collective
petitions  this paper adopts a qualitative analysis with random-sample data to
investigate the distribution of semi-independent associations namely the recognized
organizations not led or controlled by the government and their mediating function in
rural China. The empirical results show that semi-independent associations with
mediation function can prevent large-scale collective petitions in Chinese villages. In
contrast the rural mediation associations controlled by the government have no
capacity in mitigating the scale or frequency of the collective petitions. On the basis
of field work the underlying mechanisms of this finding and their policy implications
are also addressed in this paper.

COMMENTARY AND DEBATE

Towards A Sociological Understanding of Employee” s Mental Health
cereeee e Zheng Guanghuai 201

Abstract: The literature review indicates that many factors have impact on the
employee’s mental health throughout the workplace inside and outside the workplace
such as employment duration  organizational restructuring  demographic
characteristics  workplace violence and abuse psychosocial working conditions
social support and coping styles. The labor rights and interests-manage system
constitutes the main dimension. Structure-agency dimension is found in the
sociological models on mental health such as behaviorism rational choice and social

production. Based on these two dimensions this review tries to construct a
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