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The Changes of Social Mobilzation and Interior Mechan sm
— Analysis on The Mobilization of Public Blood Donation
XueY ali

Abstract The progress of public blood donation was attributed to soc hlmobilization. D ifferent fran
prevbus nterpretaton din ensions of "socal system", "governm entalmanagement" and " human qualr
ty", this paper highlights on he dimensbns of socialmobilizaton there are wo aspects about the rea
son on one hand three different type of socialmobilizaton nclud ng political m ob ilization and m aterial
mobilizatbn and subjective mob ilization on blood donatbn succeeded one another and fomed cohesion
which constituted the specialmechanisn; on the other hand the given meaning n the course of social
mobilizatbn was sub ject to change and was transformn ed. Through the discussbn on public blood dona
tbn we can not only undemstand the changes of socialmobilizatbn, but also take a canparatve view on
social transition.

Keywords Publc Blood Donatbn; PolitcalM ob ilization M aterialM obilizationn Sub jective M ob it
zation M ean ng of B bod Donation
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