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H AL 2 I8 SR Ao 2 T L)) SCU IR AT B0 DR, BIFTU#
— ARG LU K TSI 8 AR R R A% O ) . (MR TR 22 1)
EHIE, OBRRAT R AMA S RRBOE Bk, sl i ? 48 5%
RS I AE B AR P REAA S 5 LA I 4380 1 Rb A (0,7 RSB 21 21
e BB 8 B R 2o BIVE T, X 264 F S ey it 4H 23 78
AT MAR ? AR )t — iR e T, JRATT Y N AZ B R AR B AL
2iagh HILE 5 b I EOA  Cinstitutionalized politics) 22 7] ()¢
Y

(L E B NS BUA AR E (1930—19700) (Political
Process and the Development of Black Insurgency, 1930-1970) — 5+,
TEHE-F2 WY (Doug McAdam) 12 H BRI FE (political process)
W, JER T EAMIEAL 30 & 70 A E BN RBUSB 2GR . KM
FIRMNIEZ S, BRI T LRSI s b Aol gead 312 n)
o AFTESZAN BN AT k56 1 REGE ST 7T e, )
TR E AL BB FLIR & SRR 24 PRI RN BUA I R B AR
S DTk SEAE ok SE AL B B ST e B H 2

T AR E B R I A K%

e WK R R AL S as g () BB RSO AR R R
PR (structural strain/disruptive psychological state)” #5574, jx 463
W, TR AR #ZE Crelative deprivation). #-£3f@ B (social
isolation) Ji ALK A Catomized individual) . 54k F1'% 5K Calienation
and anxiety) BN JTH (status inconsistency) ZFfREILTE, #ER
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BT IEFE— AR R——A S S5 TR T EMAR OB R A, D EER
i 3 AL IE )

T, O PR R AT AR Y T L B ) S 5 R A 2
F 5 BUAH FEBUAT T 15 TARTFN . BUA S IWF5T 2R 2 [#
SFAEHIEBGE Cinstitutionalized politics) . b4z b —Fhi i
R IRE R IR BOA TS, AN ARV BUAAT R, IEATEEL
TS FEICIEWE P o AL S 27 SR AR D O A 2538 B R B BUA 1) 56
A, TR A SIS B A E— R AR ) . oA O ERAT O 2
W5,

22 O YT RO PR AR 5 RS R . e,
R OA N DRI A SIE 3 S 5 F RS L IR A T4
DX AR NHE, 1T S Ao B R AT AR R B 0 TR B B 2 1) ST Ak R A
FU, ABN R O BE AR R N . BH « BB bR A 40T
A2 T WE A AR O BRI 1 P A e Z BRI 1. BT, OB
IR A A TR A O BECR S 7 A I T A FH IR AR A AT X 0 DR
N, 1R BT X L O BRI AR L 2

BRI S, 22 WY R Gk A g s i ClnkhR) &5
N BNy, SR B R A AR TR A B AR 1) OB I A T —— M
S BRI A U A ¥ AR g BEARAT R (Snyder & Tilly, 1972; McAdam, 1999).
F N PRI U, 0 B AR RN 7 45 0 B SR R AR A B 4 [R) Kl Al — o)
—HIAHSER R (McAdam, 1999: 11), sz “4iEikE L iitts
B AR E AR, MEHERS AT (McAdam, 1999: 11).

T H Ty o P A TR AR (I e b, B AN 70 SEACHR YRS
RIS LINGE, FEE— D BaE T A Sia g e b #h 4 2% T4y S A
(AT o GRS L 2F BN, #2188l AR AT A nl R 1R PR 08,
MR EARAENG T o #L2y EARAE R R0 B AR AT 1R A NSz iz AN
P YRSt K71 L BEw 15 074 i 2 ST b W O s WO R MPNE SR B & - d /D
PEHATEN 5 .

PEIE ) AR 5T R A TS T T AR TR RO B R AR
A, MREKINTIZESSS5H NN, NTEiLSEs) “IE4 5B
RIZENTAS O FIZE)” (McAdam, 1999: 22)., B RIT & XAE
THINT —AEEWIMEA PR E—R IR, XX =T
5 U A8 5 ok 1 4+ 25 38 B B S0 E T 4R DG B A 45 /0 ( mobilizing
structures) Flfk& 1282 2R.,
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SR, G YR B 3 ABE TR DR A — 222 453 10 0 1) 3 2] 1 22 e 024 (1)
SREZVIEDE. MR, REOERHA R B BUA IR E N, SRR SR AL
FE 2538 B 1) S A A 2 TR A A A v e D e v R EOR
IRTE RIS PO b, R — AR S e AR AL S aa I Rl il BE 1)
BUAAT N FICBE A BBA . 22 5 Y LLRBGE 3 1) FiE B, R o%
FEALZ ISP AR AT AR U B YR N AR B 2 I RE = AR, 1A
TR R, RSPk AT BUA TR (AL 12 8 — AR A B ORI

— I X RE GEREAAR BRI, 53— 7 TR KA. 2R
FFLH (McCarthy & Zald, 1973). A& A% (Jenkins & Perrow,
1977) “EHUR BN DI R SCRE R K AAE — 6 “AHLTE ", ok
CBUARTIR” R, ik BN (McAdam,
1999: 29). MhX4r T iEMH A (positive inducement) Al 47 1 7 [Al
(negative inducement), tANIFEA AMISMBUAATAIMREA —: —
JE BT 21 1E T [ an S B AN B R A IE A5 N, el “4i 4
G (WA S Ay TP WA i el K WG 9 1R TT A e
Frigm “ i 7. 2T (strike). K (boycott) 2545#0E “ Al
R 6T (McAdam, 1999: 30). IXFEULK, #RIZF R At ]
R BUBFLAT, e ARz DA e il (RIS R e 2 4R T

KT RS QBRI R PRYE, 2w B 7 S S . “ %
BB RS IERE MR & H TR E AR AARAT I i AT B, A
KRBT S A YE RS NS ) o 1KY Y FH 1 PR B £
THRAX S HP A RN AR AT AR
(McAdam, 1999: 24). “##iiiz)) i B it K BEARREAN L (UG K 9L T
RIRIAH AL " (McAdam, 1999: 34).,

=. ot sisshBuh i

BN, R ZE TN 2R BN GBI RR O AT R KR, (H
AT ARGE AR T AR TR S RN B R CF ST KT ] AR
P IE M) B AN EIRAN A o BRI DA R B = BRI K R AR )
B AR AT s T HRISF R N AR AR . AR, A2
22 ye WA AEAD P BRI R TR ) SR Y

BEAN, B S) SRR A 2 AN L B R AR B R AT N R, A
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b RIS I AEEE AN, DR A AR S ANl B A 2538 3 1) 7 AR
HEAH BEERNEE. Ewl g, 2508 LA T m 2w
B, (H A BEG AL £ S5 R 1« Bk " Ulegitimacy ) A1 BT 48 P ”(mutability )
M EAEEHE AT AR (McAdam, 1999: 35). fl[KIkiAy, #IHz)
DR 4k 2 AN Tl 0 AL 3 R A R v R R T ) —
— “NHIATR

BTN SRS GUBI R LD, 22 5 MU 20k 9 AR ZH URIAR AR TR A
R INE H BN HESE T, Sl TN S8 N BUA I AR
HARCK UL, B T S@ 3 Y25 BUAR L Cshifting
political opportunities ). P4 2k 41 27 5% B2 3% K Cincreasing indigenous
organizational strength). SR Ccollective attribution) FIJLAhZH 21
NV 724k, (shifting control responses of other groups). {Ef#FEIZZ)IK)
P, MEEENI R REMZETIN, 22 WA XYM TR T
I T2

(—) HEBIIHNE

W E R, R B RN, 22 w2 SRl T =
AP WAL EAE A, ¥ sk B Boia Hl 2 Cexpanding  political
opportunities). WA 2 (indigenous organizational strength)
INIR T Ccognitive liberation ).

/V PRI BEaL S \

P SUEGR 2457 RIS, ———> 2328
\;V\Jiéﬂéﬂéﬁ}}% /

BRLKPE:  McAdam, 1999: 51, Figure 3. 1
B 1 EzirEmBra i EEE

DAAE filt B AL 3 a2 2 (I BE B # 4is th T BUf M4 45 44 Cpolitical
opportunity structure, KK POS) ARALEE #1218 Btk 1 (1) 32HL
M2 eV E R AR, AN R BUA P2 458 2 A LR R I R A%
TN 225 52 [y I (R BUA ML S G5 A AR IT 25 N AR T2, A AR I 4 AR T
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K AR R B AR B R I B R A

TEIXSEP b, AR E R AR BT 0 20 ) S ZEH LA .
FW M Teth: “—ANE R BUA IS RGO BRI AT PSS .
R TTT A2 T 8 /D FIORE A T 1 P AR A B AT T e B IE P X BE L 2%
BEATPLGr e N TP SIS, O HE R AT AR DA 0B AT R R B0 45
A AR STRAT N . XA T AR 2R
&7 (McAdam, 1999: 43-44). BEUifl FEAALG 7 I 5h SRR 55 K 1)
KIEWIE A T 3IANNA4H2L Cindigenous organization), X754 P/
FERSAE) FEN RABUE B (ke AR E

H Etad 30 AR, BEAE S 1E B 7 Midb & G it 8B AL 7 1) T
WAk, KEBAGFEN ERA LT, IR T4 02— 22k R
TRIRSN D1 BB SN A, IR LB ORI AT 6T BUR RS S8 T
BNMBURAEE, KENIHF51FEANRBUSE), LukB|4ERet St n
EN RN R A=A Y N i E A I ELYNE SN YNy = 4D 3
2 EA AR S (NAACP) S555 AR U4 & R N IRBUE 3l 1) 32
BEHLHES) 7, MAETT A SR H IR BUR RS 5%

WA s s S ok A T AR 4Tt (The New
York Times Index) o 38k 4 73 A R I, BUR & B 1A S W BUCRE
WA T RIS B IR AT R AR . IK AN B IR I i) 2238 B EURT
R 56 BB B)) 1) S 4 A2 o0 33 Bl T Al th 10w I S A B B AJE 32
IR WALE UL, BUMRTSE— B ELRSY (abiding conservatism)
(113 K54 10 A1 (. (McAdam, 1999: 38). B AIZ3 [ FIE R E) J1 ok
T2 AAEX A N AL U 4% o BRI, 48 IR ey AR 2 2L 4
G, 22920t bagE ANl 8, RN A2 29050 2 afer ke Ak
M.

W MINA, E5E, WAL R R T s B IR
ARAET AR SERE . R, WAEA SRR G i BRI AL S U i
[f)45 44 Cestablished structures of solidary incentives) ——2 5 4 42 i
K RETF BN BR X RN AT AATR TSN AER LS. itz i
Ik A G AR 2 SR S A I, “ 123 2 505 5 L2 R B TR
X7 (McAdam, 1999: 46D, AIfASTIH i P A= 109 2% (R 48 S5 A 1A 280
Ko Befa, WEMZ SIS EMIREY skt TR L. “Ha
18 B AL R 2 1Y L T B R R R ARG T N A IR 4 e R R T R
(McAdam, 1999: 46).
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TR RBUANL S AT, R NAENR ), U ERE 2
BEN PR “ g5 RERE” (McAdam, 1999: 48). # 7l 4 I 3AT {5
FELE R 2T b, T RS N T S0 3 A Af . BLAR A AR 1528
TR E T B AT e g i, FRATTEN T DR BUA R R A
BT S HE RIS ) X — B R R E 45 1) < SRR
(collective attribution). AhiAk “AEALLFNAT A [alE TH /A H 2 A
A% BT A S BE BT (1) E R L7 (McAdam, 1999: 48), M AAEX
IR R, RIBETRRIY “ ARk, BRSNS BUA
TSR T R,

WE 1 PR, RAEEEREM A& — 2 RINBUAHL
S MTEH TES, ARSI T Rett; B AL
X CAAEAE I N AR R N PR &%, (4R T K& [F B A~ A
(homogeneous individuals) FbATTZ AR X B 5y, {FIX L84~ A4
HILFEPNEAR R “EBURZHL. ALRAT ) (A e 2
FEDX LS SO B SCRIA KR, BLAE SRR Ccollective identity)”
(McAdam, 1999).

Wb, B A IE B B A AR U
LIRS AE “INANRTIC (cognitive liberation)” fFERL . iX /M-S 2
F& B BOE AL AT AT B A AT A ATk ik A BR 7 AT
h R R RE

HERAL NG 5l SR TR H MO BRSO AN )
1EF, A — PRI P RS, 15 38 A B 2 TR A AR A
AR AR O BDIRES B RN . BRI NSRRI XA
(R4 HH IF AN A R O B R AET ASE 2 rh A NGO B AS AR BUR AT 4 2 1A]
TR — PR AN AR B MO BRAS — >R O BDR & — >TEARAT
h7, MR T MR R AE AL

(Z) HEBFIHIREMEET

te a8z A JE IR R ? 2 W GIAN T HABOR 4 Z”
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BRLRYE: McAdam, 1999: 52, Figure3.2
2: EMAR/RETHEBLEIZEE

M 2 AT 0L, FEMRREAL SIS SN R R RIZE TR, 78 JRAT I BUA L
ST LR SRR SR AN, I T ‘A e
FIFERE” X —Ar s, BRI, Ao isfldan e a1 23 W Iv
FCAb AL 4L 218 ) R RO IR RN o SX A 27 A L I8 A
GIREREE T BRI R iR il h, @305~ (movement
emergence) A5 it RIS 3 KR —A AR, JLAA S s b A e
TRIB A G R T AL T

FINHABALRIER G, S ERNERTE? B EER R4
ZUGPER o PRSI At . AT B4R PR IRORE DA A AT
Bifeds, FEEAAIE RN =801 22 500 9 SRR AE T
A ERE GO A s g = SRS P, 2R TR SERLE B
HABHRAM 5. 5N, 22 W e al w3 pros,
R BUHATIIME N R AL &, BT BN EEEH, A AR L
T X F# (white supremacist) AT A IR BN RAGZ Z T BURAT A
— AR (mediating factor), BV AIZ 3l Frifole 1) (TN RPiG 22 1
F= SCE R AT BUN RT3 I R . BUR RS JEAT7E RS
) LN (5 B Ry 1 R A O S UL N ELY S B e e I L= N
b S I E TG M I R ST (tactical neutrality ) (McAdam, 1999: 180) 7,
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BRLRYH: McAdam, 1999: 176: Figure 7.6
3 &3, BAZE L E XEMBKIBBATITAIE X RATIRIZEE

BEE +ESIB BN R, WA IR AE— AR o 22 Y 0,
1E RAUE LR I R 2 B RVE R B ABSSEN AR, xR
TN RAGE B 1 A J =2 T A HEAE . BEE sl ke, MR T %
NAERX AR B G RS S AR AR CEARENATIZ BT T,
BB Ak B, H AT RN A AL E kb
(oligarchization). ##4%% (co-optation) B FCA#/%Y (dissolution) %%
W, B RS RE, SHEUGEIEE 2 uth, WA S A
T oA, ANIBURTRE S0 2 AR S AR AAOME AP A A7k — ) RN R
BENNG—FL, ITHIGS T AMBSCRER IR .

. Baa R AR AR R X

FR M BUA T R SN T WA, AR I8, R
PEELMEEREAL SIS IR R B e A R 3, SES DI iR T 52 24
gh. NI AR EGA R . BRI A e R E R X

W22 0 e 0, OB AT R R 5 5 AR e p L 4x s
B LR R AR A — R A — S B (McAdam,  1999:
60). MARBIERZ T A4 4h R AT (KR T AR O B AR A, T REAT
B4 SO 07 TR PRI —3 i, M ek bk, X
— R AR s T SR AL S F U AR R OC R, ZE T s
WAL AR 1B 4

RMZZ GE Y, h T i 4 R 7 55 [ B8 NGB B B0 Tk i v i 5
BUH A2 AT 8 7 st rb R AR AR IR, A 2 SO U (1 i JE ) 21
T 1876 4F. F TGN M 1876 £E I Ty HEAI T AN 4B 2 S,
FESEN )L i) B 7 Z D HARCE R AR, 2] 1954 4F my i Bk
MR E Z 014 % (Brown V. Topeka Board of Education) 45 #2#4%
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(PP 25, AR PTG M el H6 I8 80 T mT ek 1 U A 22 N2 )
ARV AP AN SR

IXFPAS L AR P L= AT T F 1, &5l K
AP KEER R i “IARRBGEZ 32 5 H 7 L1 53 7Kg,
AU A I T AR 7o XIS LR NN AN ARG 2y
PR R A RARGE RIS CEARF RS, 1993 H 45 g AU R 1 - A
20 40 70 AR KA ST X BURF (regional government) i JF443E
ERRFST, R B R R KA B f b T fE A RAE4e (civicness) [
KZES, SR REXANZERMAMIEEI AT 1100 F4b 7 & E
IR ox RAL SR 7 7 T o o 1R PR Al A RAB G 2 i) 1 22 80

B T A s g I BUA I R — AN S A I B R, A
TR TR AT 2B 5T LHIEBUAELRE R, N
M5 EWMBOA AW IEAT T 8.

BT A== P S ES ) AN SN G N B SRR NS 1 I W LT PR 2 W
16 (pluralist political power) HUF5 3B Celite political power). ¥{4n
F e i de I RE, “A S is s B TS g AT — N FE T S
BUAKIR” (McAdam, 1999: 36). fiha AR i, FIAMR
FEASIZ B R0 BE R AT RS 1 K 56 1R R A A4 A 22 TG B (1740
Z JGBUA N R EBUA FBUARU) RS, BRI e )il
b T BEAG I T BOA N 5 S BUE ST . AR I EA IR RIA I BUE
AT AW SHE BN 5, B PT SRR A AR BV EAT A, I B A B 25
il FE o

52 A, SIRS) GRS 5 H1 K 95 [ I 2 BRI A R D
B KRR IEU IR SR P E R SR T 1, HAr i
MIAH RS At E8), HEBHEaAR N,

22 5 V1 B R LB I RS S5 00T i B B0 R TR WE IR Y
A2 JCBUA W AR TE A PR O BUE, AT Tk 35 U & R
JEEE, RG34 L A A ) 1) 22 B R A S S ke N . Ah B AR A
IR AR ST A U S 2 S, B S AE s gt gs & T I i gk
SRR “4ERy0) ))& Cstructural power)” (McAdam, 1999: 37). fF
flEk, thexizzhie “HeHRREAS) 2% I Bra #A )i HEHI A
ARIE KA 2 I PEPEAT 7 (McAdam, 1999: 37).

MIRAB A IR Gy H, 22 e 24 AR IEAAHAE 325 1)
Pr G AL G oe S8 XCE T AR rT i Sy s i, AR
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PR HR B PR IR (R TSRO TR 92280 0, Wiy SRR, AR
N AR H) AR A A A A n] 2B TR Bl A

22 5 VYW AL 2332 B 1 5 IR RS BOA BT AR 1R R S
G, NAESSIE BN RE T ST R AT 5. A X — A A e K,
I HLIZ RIS i) o [ #2508 sh i 78 HAT IR KI5 45 s

BARAPIRTETESE, $EH MBS A @i, (HEE NN
SV 24 R T8 Bt A AT v B 1) AT B H A

TG, AT O3 S A AR PR VT A U B AR RE AN N B SR AT o] 2
A EEARAT Sy, SR H I BUA I R B e 58 1 IR AR peaxX AN
], RV S e 4 (P BN S R AL i B R AR IR T,
FCWFFC IR AT IR S5 2, BFRBUA L MARIT . P ARl glanfa]
PEHE TONEAR IR 42 X — R, MR B Z5H i 221
7, SR T IR RE R MERAT N, R AR, 2
BANHBSMBIERNKRFR S S 5515 XAPLEI PR 552
AR WL = W Efaf =

AR N G R R RIX A, AEA ARSI 2E
fAEITRE 17 EJS 58 U7 & T E S A AN, R BUR I AR
R RET B R, )5k kT, SRR “ 25t G
& (structural/constructionist account) ” & J& 48 i T “ 45 ¥y v o2 8
(structurally determinist)” (McAdam, 1999: xi). A% 0tk E LT
WEFTTE .« N AR A 2 R 45 Bk B 1 FT4E 5 (mobilization and
recruitment) [IHTHE &2 W 2 W2 8) 2 58 0304 B A TIFIX
ANESURTEAT” (McAdam, 1999: xiiido Athth iR 21 i S B vE 3= X
RS, AT EARR AN A BUAHL S ST 2% 181k, (AE]
BRATE,

AR, “INFIRRIR” XA B A T I Lo TEARFR
T NFIREI (N, T A SN B A 1
MG ER3C, flidRrE “Buagith Olthaizsh) AR ST
AR R B UV R ” (McAdam, 1999: 48). filk “IA
SR MR (process) MARIRAS . XA E CFRFEBUANL
SRR 22 o NP4 20 A P AR RN A M AR (B B A5 5 BBl . HoAA
KUt, MAEFTIHERAMBEANLS KA, AR S AR R H A T
SRS IV (symbolic responsiveness ). 1Ml 3 AN 8 i (1 455l 4 4 1
RGN B smAAT D BEAF AL 2 g mT B ik itk Al oo P9 2R 1]
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FVA 26 25 0y W55 0 gy ok PR3 RS Ut W9 4%, DT TR RN A% 7 5
(McAdam, 1999: 51).

Lol “INEnfgis” fEBUA SRR I EEEN, B NAERT
KT SN Mg B LeHEgg. oo, BAREFT UMM T
CNFN” IERE, SLRRIAI O AL 2 g mT BRAERTE A 77 (McAdam,
1999: 49) HUZHIVEM, M T 0 ANEEEA R IS vl . 225
WA 5 H A — N R IR RS, (55 1o A% T AR A
TR, A5 SRR R P IR 2L, 10 2 TR R R AL T
EMER . R Z w8 SO “AF5 Bahe” M5, KT
PS5 HAR AT EIR B, ZOUL ] SR S5 48 il o IR A5 5 B3l i
FEARFAT K7, ANE AN 72 W5 AL AE AW . ) 7 1415 ( Stryker & Vryan,
2003). IR BUR RS 9258 AT Lol Rk 3 #0A . SRS AN
M A9kl R A0 155 PR 52

SO, A OB AR M A S R N, i S BT R A R
(neo-institutionalism) {35 KM RE, KA R HEBEIX & —Fi A 7RI
EVETEABCR BB (Meyer & Rowan, 1977), (i dERBLE
IERBUANLES T . BARRL, 0B NIZE), BURFMH S0
RS T LR T AR B A AL 2 B AR BT T Pk T A 2

B, BURE W MR AL I8 B R FE IR R T AR
31, FEE BN FIAR U T Bl R b E B I — . HLSERF S
I AEUOR AEE DU AR R AME B 2 18], R AL A IMERE
PRAHE 2 18] Z8BRE, 222Nk 1954 4S5 [E kB sk v A
IR E T RS RS NI FI GRS B, 2 RBUS 8K g &K
fFo IEA AR T BUN RS 95 VR RG] RErE a5 5, M
MfI28) 2 5#HIa s s B R, R8T N Afg . misFse b,
T e E IAUS sh 7 s NS, ZE e TR AR
FEXER L, ANARZE RS (White Citizen Council) gtk T
X4, IR S B R . XN AN A (BURRTAANE -
FEXH) 2 RAET T HE), MEPFFEARZ BN e LBUANLS
UFFIRWE 2 XAt s G5 R nT Bk PR A TF 7 SO AR HE AT R .
We?

JUEH IR LGE T, X AR BRI LRI, A, HEBUA
T FRRE IR B A A 2538 BT Ak 11 B BERLIR B8 T Al . 2 e M1
IXFBEAERILTAL A8 30, AT B2l 70 4EAR B AR 2E 2% 2 4
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S, RIS RE X RBUE BT B AT S I EA RHZ B A
SRR AL AR S T 34— WA T D7 S EAH IR R, il N5
UROG JHR ARSI s MBER R LB AR A AN BE 550 B
BRI AR G R B, A ASVEILT S, ZHEKNEMAH
FCp7 2 PN SR N AR o SR ATIF ST AR LB AT AL 2 22 A T
HA D LRSS
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