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« {8 4= 3% (Doctor Forum) *

BRSBTS R SARNG
ST AL s O

Gl E AL RIS L. BUA S ASE S B R, M 510275)
C o E R B OIS, 65T 100101)

M O OBAREFAEARIBERE BRI RBEELEA YT REFR. 25 FTRE LA 6 ERAT
H AR B F X R BT A B WA AT R & QAEBRRAR T F) B BRI R B (TR S A BRAR 2RY; A
ERBAITHMBAR AR L2 QIR AN . BT FREMRME, b, BRTTS B RSB 5 T 30 i AU,
BB X EALAE T RFER ., XA EZEAFTi—F &S, BTN ERE AL B REEH4
80 B & BAT AR AR AT,

KB BT, BT, B R, AL8NH

325 B849:C91

CHRNEAGERARE T, BFE2GREEL R —ARME Z 0, BRGENERAE—T
TR N, L ERES R ER, RMABHAR, TATHFLE—ANBRGTA, 7

Gustave Le Bon (1895)
1 3518 KRR R E ZE AWK, e s A

I, AT IR Z P X o, B
PERT B AR AL S T S RAE . Ak T B2 % 7Y
DR I R i ZU AL 2 AT N R, R R
i A
SETAT N — B LUR R AL &5 2 L AL &0 B2
BUR% T R LT S, B e &4
2 AR I AZ D HLH Z — (Van Zomeren & lyer,
2009). BEARYE SR N R g R R T A
R4, WG, 07, 2009; AR, Xy, G
e, MIRFD, 2011)0 FTIB<SEREAT A, BRI
2 5 3 o 35 A A IR (94T 3)) (Wright, Taylor, &
Moghaddam, 1990; Wright, 2009), & —Fh It 615
52 R AN AAT M9 (Park & Burgess, 1921). L
BWIE, R, BT, Pk, mEAE(Walker & Smith,
2002). e OCTEARBEAT M LR I0 VR A 4 0 B
KR E M 2011-09-22 25 Le Bon (1895/1995), ME%{’ELPﬁka T“Ej
o K ERFEIE G AT H (10731004), ik 0 (crowds) il PSRHFI ARIRARAT y kAT
“985 TRE = MIH BT H ¥ ). ASCIRAS ¥ R TIFRITERINFST; 6 H AL 222 5K Park U T4 46 W #f

FHEE UL f Bk IR 2 P T EREAT NI S (Park & Burgess, 1921).
WIRE#: 7k T4k, E-mail: zhshuw2@mail.sysu.edu.cn

AR AL 2T I G SR B 2 5 T ™ 08 Bk
o TR RINAESBRER G F AR TEITF AR U
FENLTINER], BARKF WATH I 2 K L& E
W H T 25 KBRS EANEZR . ZE2
[ R4 23 B AR 2 F) 2 JE e 510 [ 2595 (Van. Vugt,
2000). XH:Hh, £EMEAT A (collective action/behavior)
TEZ B OL T B AL 2 P SR 4E 5 . 5P =N
o, MUETF 30 SRR RS SR A
GDP M 1978 (1) 381 JLEK A 2007 4F 1) 18934 It
(HZK g1t )5, 2008); 152 B R B0 i i, &
fE — A FE 2 i N AT 25 1 25 JE (Gind) & £ B A
1978 4E 7 0.212 (World Bank, 2003) T+ % 2007 4E 1)
0.469 (UNDP, 2008), #Eil T 0.4 1) bR 4 .
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FEoS IR, XTPUE ISR REAT 0 A e 1S
B BAAR, A AT RE R - AT S H bR R WA
M T = 04L& 12 Bl (social movements) 4L &
Hifir (Tajfel, 1982) IX = ZEBEARAT Ay #0244 0 1)
BUBAT A, ABALE B AR 0B i M FIAT S A ATy
T 27 S GBS, 2006). AL, PRETEEREAT
H 3 GIALEI R LA, AACE B) T AR B R
PEFAEZN ) S REAE, T LUK A0 A 3 A P R 1)
T LR R SCHE, Kb R 5 AL B A 2
.

2 BSR4

TEMAE AR JRAA G — A TR R 2,
WAIE R — A “BUAARE " ILTEE 77 5 1A S
o, AFERAESHBENE X, RiEBAGE—,
GG R S BT AR R R A <R
PR ¥ 2 AR F (T A0, 2009) 0 5 LI THEAA
PR, AR I AN T T AR B H BURF ALK,
U 55 T 4245 (0 Brien, 2002). F - F(2009)%¢
TEARVE A SO 050 B A 55 2 b 38 B0 T R
PRGSO X B o . X BT UL SR A
SR, T4 EA S RE .. HEAT
HHE G, BREE B Y H B B S R
e OSBRSS IR B, S AL g A
LR SR R) 4 2F SR AR 25 1 e, 55—k
) R o BOR B 5%, 58 BEANSON A A H
RO TP i SR 0 JE BV X 05 B0 1 ) e 5€ B
e — 16 [ 5 )tk s TR AL S5 B A IX 4 ok, i B
HERMREAT . 7NN, BAEE 2K
RAEIAT A 1 1) — T ) 25 1 3k T7 2o

LEFEARE TR, XS 7 B 42 0 B ——
TR BN BE 5 2 B0 1) B Ak & SR RERT
I, MERBHAT AN S 5 H HEEL B — &
WiFERHERZTE B 5 F & MK, HEmL
By N# LA AT A R IE S 5 RS RE, A BE I
e L T AR B AR ) 59 A A SO R R T, (A 4R
FEAT N R MR MR ZY . A rhar LU 23
AH X 3 25 (relative deprivation) ¥ 4 A [F] (group/
collective identity). HERR{E 24 (intergroup emotions)-
T 4K 24 6 (group/collective efficacy) . 4 #i 7
(emergent norm). ¥E 75 (rumor) & 2 /™K 1K (de-
individuation) %541 2% /0 B FR o SR, X EEAE 230
P PR AE A Rk S R AT A I B0 A an 4] R ¥

ERT? SRBEAT I 4k — B i, SO ER4
UK ? AL ELIR 3 50 DL 38

3 ERITAHRIB LG

3.0 B RIT— ERHTAHRENE

Stoffer, Suchman, DeVinney, Starr 1 Williams
(1949) 85 LA B, B S op A4 0 A2 % A0 AR Wl
ST AR RO XS 1 2 WL IR b M ke A o, T i A
FIHENAE A Z AT IR . B S R 2 A
CAE T RACH AT, 257 AR AH N <5 AR 31 <5
A% O At 25 O B 7R A2 4L 4 TR (Zhang, Wang, &
Chen, 2011), FRE SUEITIK 30 244K, ANRBEAR
(AR AR DU 3t KN 5, (AR B3 e
RINGEH, A ARG 25 H AR kD o i b i >k
WA, BN BT B AR R AR IR, A A R R <
(5K 455, 2009).

DIt BUAR S SERIN RS,
AN IR A S 2 AR R SF S o AL B2 B
2 Hi I\ TIOUE A 2o AN AARIURE A7 1) T2 R B AR A 3 381
LF, RVEAN R FRE AR AL 10 725 U 34 <5 I 1) 3200 gk
Z AT AR I, Walker FI Smith (2002)% AH Xt
FR NN 55 WBE K (reference group)tf Lk, 4~
PRXT B S AR AT RSN . 2 BB AR AT B2 A1,
Wrr DL REAR o M 2 OB AR AN [R) K1, A X
F ZF 0T 4> A AR M X F 3 (egoistic/personal/
individual relative deprivation; IRD)FTHEARH X F
ZF (fraternal/collective/group relative deprivation;
GRD) (Runciman, 1966). B # FT1E [f152& A b b8
(interpersonal comparisons); Ji & FT1E H& #E b
% (intergroup comparisons; Taylor & Lind, 2002).
— BN SR B F2F, e itk sl k — &4
5 45 Je AT R ] ¥ (Mark & Folger, 1984), fniH. 3%,
Hs g, I 0T A8 3 B0m) S L 2 A R AR 1) i 2l 4
AT (Mummerdey, Kessler, Klink, & Mielke,
1999; Smith & Ortiz, 2002; Pettigrew, 2002; Taylor
& Lind, 2002), 1 AEEEREAT A .

KEWFRY], SRR FIFALL, BEAA
X R F ST B4R B AT N (Abeles, 1976;
Crawford & Naditch, 1970; Dion, 1986; Dubé-Simard
& Guimond, 1986; Guimond & Dubé-Simard, 1983;
Hafer & Olson, 1993; Mclnnis & Grant, 1991;
Miller, Bolce, & Halligan, 1977; Walker & Mann,
1987; Smith & Ortiz, 2002; Smith, Cronin, &
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Kessler, 2008; Taylor & Lind, 2002; Wright &
Tropp, 2002; Vanneman & Pettigrew, 1972). /X Ul
Uk, AR R F R BT Z M WA G R 2 A
A4 F5 7F o B K S (Walker & Smith, 2002; Van
Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008). 1A #4441 Xt
FIFIAEAE, MR BLLZ) SR T Z M ik 4
Yk, F o, BT, 2010). AL, HEARATR <E R
S MR S S 5 AR REAT A i) BEAC R AR 78 0
ZAT o DA RS2 B XS RIS I, MR A 2 ik
FULR SR B ORI A i %5 ) ok
AN NI S8R 2 ORE AR LU R AR S8 < 8 I8
oAl ot A7 v I BEAR A A . T4, WIRLE TR 3R 2%
W REARA S RF HAEBAT N R R? 52
A7 IR A TR R A AT R R <F S AT N R R
A% ?
3.2 BHRIAE. BEIRISERR. BEORRLEE

HEIFN N

MR AL, AT 59 A7 10 T Ak 5 Al 2
GBI Z BT N, 45K 2 HULE FEBE A 15
B AN RO S G 4, (R ik FEDTER
F1 2452 (Wright & Tropp, 2002). Kk, & FH#iEH
SRHEARAR NS ) <5 55 SR AT A G AR 1K 9 slrh A AR
o RN A BN O 2 — A R0 S i R (Van
Zomeren et al., 2008),

HERA R A AL . Tajfel (1978) #5414
A [ (social identity) 5t 52 b« B FoME & 1) — 4,
U T AR L T R A B AR AR
(7 I DA TR A i A A% 1l 520 T 8 3R AT (0 55 BRI A
fE R A2 N R BT 2 A A R Ak 2 2K Ak
(social-categorization) : I I f% & #f & ¥ 3

ST

(minimal group paradigm, MGP; Tajfel, Billig, &
Bundy, 1971), Wi H QB & KB AR (R BEK), JF
K T NHRSF AR IR AR o AT P RE ™ 2 A
[A] 2 J% ) IA [F] & (Turner, Hogg, Oakes, Reicher, &
Wetherell, 1987), BIEEARIN[R], $i5 A4 L5 BE AR I
TR B 0 RSO0 BB R, ot U, B
MR 3 5 3 5 EAS AR B TR IR T (Tropp &
Wright, 2001). BN B R, BIRMESHRIHTS
P (sociality) B & ™ 32, AR ML, FEAK M) H bRt
WAL T A NPT SR i) H A

#1 25 A [R] B8 (Social Identity Theory; SIT)A
O, BRGSO I 1) AR A TR LA
2 M BN R 2 A TE 2 [ (illegitimate); 2) 44 [A]

Hh A R DX 4 A0k A AN B E [ (unstable); 3) RfEAA
1 5t & AN W] 38 3% 11 (impermeable, B[ GG M A7 Ff 44
J5 53 TEVE NN e AT A A (R 05 B 0, Rl 3 2% i
o ASFEAR BN TR, AT 5 | R SR S0 AR HE A A )
b A7 1 5 BE AT 4 (Brown, 2000; Ellemers, 2002;
Tajfel, 1982; Turner & Brown, 1978; Van Zomeren,
Postmes, & Spears, 2008). FEAAIA [ X EEREAT 1
THO AR F CUFE Ak 25 AR 35 19 1 22 A 0l P 49 BIE S .
BE Jo 0 B g R B, X R BN R B E b
(politicization of collective identification) &4 17
JFEA ST TSR . P i AR A R 0 BOE
AR —H 45 42 3l 5E ) 41281 A [R) (Stiirmer
& Simon, 2004). #i41, 7 Nelson 5 (2008)I1) 45
K4y 7 A A o e A 2 X8 B # 1IN R SR BEAT A
) 4 45 2 B0L F) 0.52 (p<0.001). Van Zomeren %
(2008)3l 1o 76 43 A7 WL UE 5, BOA A A L AR BUA
AR SR AT 9 A SRR T o 53 4b, Brewer
FI Pierce (2005)A& I, BTk b3 A & iy vl F 48
(interchangeable), A [m] IR W Sy — i Fif 44 9% U,
TEAETEAT (W30 23 A48 55 N B BUR #2561k
o AT 4 B R 38 0 T AR AT N W H e 8l I
fEH JLHH & (Van Zomeren et al., 2008; Giguére
& Lalonde, 2010). X BF AN ] 5 4L BFAT 0 X R 11
HE— W50 e SOn BB R B, R RIS B DA
JER AT L AEAT A

o T T AR [F) FAH R 3 2R 1R ¢ &R, A ST R A,
— ELFE RN RN 2, 59 S0 1Al 3 K T A ) T A
FEBR LU B, AE 45 80 03 1A 1A 0 3 35 R B, B
R AT <5 i T (Ellemers, 2002; Kawakami &
Dion, 1993; Smith, Spears, & Oyen, 1994). #E4AIA
[F) DT 0k SR A T 59 AT A4 Bl D R TR A R T ] < SRk
(Abrams, 1990; Ellemers, 2002; Mummerdey et al.,
1999; Petta & Walker, 1992; De La Sablonniére &
Tougas, 2008; Tropp & Wright, 1999), {3 # A&+
of 3 2 7K AR T A A A TR s I A At 2 5 31 4R
BAT 2. sz, BEACATR A] Re R T B R4
R SEBAT MG R: RN AN B4
PET, BEAARN HF HERBAT IR R R 5
TC v T PR AF 0 20 R R 8 I, B AT 48 B T g
Z5EBAT N, RN R R ILE N B0
R AR IR, F A4 Xof 3 5 6k SR AREAT D 1 T 4 FH

S8,

¥ B 1 45 2L iE (Intergroup Emotions Theory;
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IET)A&ZE T A A R Bg ol B Rtk s phix —
LA (Smith, 1993, 1999), HEME &5 AN B F A1
&, BB T BN A 0 FR B2 (Smith, Seger, &
Mackie, 2007) . Yzerbyt, Dumont, Gordijn F
Wigboldus (2002)%) A 2% 2 A& 1 70 R, BEAA
WA P70 N 28 D0 5 — <A1 I 155 24 5 B 5% i) 5]
TG AR 5L o SRR R B, SRR
RS 3 J R AR B RS ) 4 . IR
S U R B AMREAR), RO 2 X8 T 1 Il £ 45 1k
T8, SN, R R E
AN BE I SN PR (Miller, 2006). 4P &5 5
AN B 5 O SR AS B WA AT, ST
SRR, TR D R AR AN AT Oy 2 R M I
e B R 2% (group-based anger)(& ¢4, Bl JE i FE
TREAR B 53 5 0 T A TR AR RS, 3 BOR AN AR
I 12 % 4T M (offensive behavior; Lodewijkx,
Kersten, & Van Zomeren, 2008; Mackie, Devos, &
Smith, 2000; Yzerbyt, Dumont, Wigboldus, &
Gordijn, 2003’ 151#&15 2 23 8 A2 AT A (1) H &
PR, AERE R R S R B Sk 1) AT O 7 U (Rydell et
al., 2008). B2 %) F il (hostile protest) FS 4
BEAT A3 2 AE H U H W & (Iyer, Schmader, &
Lickel, 2007; Leach, Iyer, & Pedersen, 2007; Smith,
Cronin, & Kessler, 2008; Stiirmer & Simon, 2009;
Van Zomeren, Spears, Fischer, & Leach, 2004, Van
Zomeren, Spears, & Leach, 2008). Leonard, Moons,
Mackie F1 Smith (2011) BT A5 o, BEARLD
RERERZIMEN S AT K, I T I A4 S8 A 1
B ML VT (discrimination appraisals)>k 5| & 2 H#E4T
Ao A TE P B Y BE ARG A AR 1K) ) 4 SO0 R T
178 )5 KRB, IR 31 & 24 H (fear) I 47,
HE 1 %F 4 B 44 9] 8 (Devos, Silver, Mackie, &
Smith, 2002).

PR3l 73 i (Resource Mobilization Theory;
RMT) A 4 B4 T e 3l 53 1) W8 U5 (Cn B A4 B O3 T b
A EH S R B R R4 B ) R SR REAT A B R
A If) % B (McCarthy & Zald, 1977; Gamson, 1975;
Oberschall, 1973; Tilly, 1978). 1 FEAA R fig S L
A2 B SR A RE A T A A B U A T A R
(Klandermans, 1984). Jrig“FfAsae”, £¥aff4k
Ji G 6] 3 3 () %5 g R A% S B AR H AR A5 &
(Bandura, 1995, 1997). WFFTUERHE, BRI RS 8
& % B IE M % (Kelly & Breinlinger, 1995;

Mummendey et al., 1999; Van Zomeren et al., 2008),
B = Z VAR SR W TG 1. S 0T 5T )
TN AN [R] BE 0 18 5tk il 03 IO REA LB (S
Klandermans, 1997; Van Zomeren et al., 2008 [1]%%
W), B 56 I AL, AR RCRE T LA 1 £ v
B AR RE AT O B ) ok BY SR B 4K A [F] (Van
Zomeren, Leach, & Spears, 2010). 24 %, 51 7 % =5 it
RERRCREIS, M AARAS B A R ) R A AR 1
#rig AL 5% (Drury & Reicher, 2000, 2005; Reicher,
1996, 2001), Z 5 4 BEAT 4 (1 AT A 1 Bl 2 56 K
(Hornsey et al., 2006; Kelly & Breinlinger, 1996;
Mummendey et al., 1999). [Klith, BI{E#EARN R AR
md, HUEE R BN O SEREAT O A RO R,
L A1 5 2% A5 7] it = 5 I 1 (Doosje, Spears, &
Ellemers, 2002; Ellemers, Spears, & Doosje, 1999;
Kelly & Breinlinger, 1995; Van Zomeren et al.,
2008). Van Zomeren % (2008)iE 5% T AR M
TREAR B MAERAT N B I Z R & R T RE
(S NGIE| R AR 47 O S W e S s A IR D
BZHERT N

4 SRITHRYBALRE

41 EEHEN

VE 75 o NE P AL BRI AT & sl e Ay g K
2 40 1) 1% [5] (Rosnow, 1980; Allport & Postman,
1947; Shubutani, 1966). 1535 I ANl & P4 42 17 5 ™
A I 36 19 35 321 $2 (Shubutani, 1966; Schachter
& Burdick, 1955; Allport & Postman, 1947;
Festinger et al., 1948). AR EZME. AMAMH
FIPE . NBEP I £E B A OVE RS 9IRS SE, 2%
AR E B4 1 (Kimmel & Keefer, 1991;
Chorus, 1953). T 5 A& — PR ARV (1 il i ff 6 A1
il Ry =X, BPRREAA R B2 3 3 4 v A AT S [ 1) Wt U
SN AN s B AR AR . BEAE R S AL R,
NHE TP T G IR R 2, A8 1 T A A F I B
ARG S, MITRILIH B ETAT N .
TE A B[R] ST B T DAAE O 8 55 A R AR 4, ST
DIE Sy Hogh A&, P2 A0 B2 3 (Rosnow, 1980;
Knopf, 1975; Turner & Killian, 1972; Shubutani,
1966). ¥ 7 & AT ASH @ (-1 858,
AR AR AN 391 52 )5 2R B £ 8 7K1 9 T H (Bordia &
Rosnow, 1998; DiFonzo, Bordia, & Rosnow, 1994;
Rosnow, 1988; Athony, 1973). DiFonzo #/ Bodia
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(1997, 2000)7E B 0L 11 5% 717 3% 19 52 5 S 0F 90 b
B, B 2 5 AATDO R R B TR AIAT . S
T8 I A AR A O T S AR DR 2R UH K] (stable-cause
attribution) A I 5% Wil N4 IR i SEBEBEAT 4 o ABATTY
ORI, AARAERE 5 AR N A8 e
R VA PRIR AR AN AT SC A I, 3K 48 oA o ol
AR G, AT R e AN A RE AR K R I A AT R
(DiFonzo & Bordia, 2002),

42 BEMEREH

Tunner # Killian (1972)%& H T 2 HEAT 4 193E
VM S . FEABATE R, REAT A — Bl
UL RAT Ay o PRV ISR 1) — S8 4 2 MG AR SR A
AN NAREN, Z25F ST A
R BTN M TS B H BLE . Tierney (1980)1A
AT A — P EAEAT R, AR R
A7 HAR B ALY o T B S — FLE A ) A
AT Ry R LR, O o SRR IR T 3 24T 4 1Y
brEfE, o bk 5 B B AT AT )
—BEON R R 1) B R 2 R AR 2 B s
il A LA 5 17 SO R AR . fildn, T
ST B S W P A K e i
SRR E, VARBTG5 1R KR 1 e B 1 I
Gl w) A DA XA B SR AT S ) S
T 1 DA AE AN AR BT 58 #A S ot 0 W o [
BEE 5 AF A — AR SR e I 1 R AR A 2 %
AEAE 2 ST I PR35 358 5 S HL 1l 03 D RIAT B I
1Al BUSEEV SRR i BURRA=SE VAN & S D N
EIXAT I T R e TR AR KRN, IR A A
P& AR, ATy 5L A B 21 g <<
AERINE”, R Aok, B ZARKEOK; MR
WA NER —ANEAE, IXAMT R g e Ay < AR R0
07, REFEFERBA, FroeRnm ik,

A R B B R AR SRR S
(BRI F AL e i) S8 R AR SRR AT
Jy, U Aguirre, Wenger 1 Vigo (1998)%} 1993 =41
LY B L R R o e AR RO X — SR
LR SIRRHT DA ST, A, AR RIS T
BB R R EREAT H IR AE M, Ackerman
(2003)4& tH T Bk 22 42 5 5 AE 4121 (the Organization
for Security and Cooperation in Europe; OSCE)F1 1
B A 7 1 e b 5% e A S R A D B = A
BB SR ORI B B, e s M B2 AL B B
AR [ BrAL B B o SRBEAT I R A 2 — A i

RN 20 R ) IE Wt 78, HANAE & A s i e
Rio
43 ENMFUWMFE

SRR A AT N TE D SEEANE R A, 2
HT B Nk 2 . Fromm (1941)42 %M1k
oMt S, feMETEER T BIRERE R, MG
B f AR 0 B R TR 25 58 0 8 B 1 B4 (Prentice-Dunn
& Rogers, 1980). 52 AHIT FIMEE E<BA AL
(depersonalization), Fi >4 76 B & Bl 48 By 155
o AR BRI AL A SR T B RN R I %
(Lee, 2006).

1{E Festinger, Pepitone Fl Newcomb (1952)#% #
Z 5 — & A5, 90558 ZER AR TE N R
PR BRI ¢ T AT B AL BRI &2, &5
ORI R D B AR B ANR B, AR AT TR
BRI A2 K A HE . Festinger 25(1952)1A 4, Jil it
REREHT RGN, SRR RAT I B
o — S8 BE DI AT A b 2 BRI k. 78
BE G 10— R AT T, B A AL 1 S AT B B A
[ EE 4 T I T i e B — LA FR IR BEAE Y I R 3R,
WM R . Ml . BCE S TS
5o WA B R B0 IR I 45 (Ross,
Rodin, & Zimbardo, 1969; Zimbardo, Snyder,
Thomas, & Gold, 1970). Silke (2003)%} 500 441t %
RENMRAE BR, Al PEgal S %
Bt 3 3 21O 2% I St % 7347 4 - Diener (1969) 75 44
W RN S EFAT H Z PRI R, B
it 8% (self-awareness) /& — MR LM HF N B &, F
AR 1) S50 A BT R B 1 FnE S AN VR 1)
MU AR, A EBREN UK, SEEEL
% i3 152 211847 4 - Prentice-Dunn F1 Rogers (1982)
¥ B o gk — 2 X 4 O A L 3R %2 (public
self-awareness) fl A T H & % % (private
self-awareness), i # g XJ 57 1T 1 (accountability) [
B, RS S BUN R A S B R Rk
25400 R SR IEAT s TR U A B 4 T
(anonymity)~ 4} 75 K ) 5¢ V¥ (external demands on
attention) « #f /& — 2 (group unity) 1 1] H¥ i
(identifiability); X P45 AT Ao — J5 (1 Bk = #2551
AT ARREENEAR, dAmFBMMERI T
B TS RN I ENAT g RO AR BESRE ) ISR 4
AFERIFAT B 35X 5 B BRI A & REAT 1
MEW Sk R 1H R 4k &K (attentional cues)¥i A~ A K
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HEODNBRER KR, TFELR
(accountability cues) I3 I T AN 44 X6} Ak 25 Fr oE Al
—FPEM S . Postmes Fl1 Spears (1998)7E Xt 2:
MEAT A — T iR, RERE 4
P B IR ET RS R I AE A, BT R AK
SR S 25 BT Y 1 35 MV (situational norm), I AL
ARG S35, BB EA RN i,
Englehar (2006)HF 531 S HE 4% BB 2 27 2 2 AN 4k
HEAR S 547 4 (1) R B

Bt 5 AN N R TIG (R RAT R Y &% T R R, AN Ak
A0 R 18t R ARRE K 0L TR ) AR BEAT S, g
REBRMWERG S, DT IR B i A 45 9
2 L H WL KOYEAT b (disinhibited behavior;
Kiesler & Sproull, 19927,

5 BEMRE

FEARPE S SR AEAT O 1 0 A R AR BL I 25
o7 B[R] 9 ) 25 1T AH LA R], ABAA E <F AT Al
AT R XA ZXAEF NS B HAR SR
T N BE (mass), T8 = 420 1A 1 2L,
FATTIIAT AT b BTG SRR IR AR 2 AMRSREL T
FEALIRT RO AT Sy SR HEAT 4 L5 /NEF 4 (small group)
AT AIRA DR s /N AR PR AR 15 B A e B3 TR (19 5

2 H BRIKCER, O R R 782> LB, AT N SRR AR R
HEEA TS 95 AN N 2 9 S R R S E S o
Z, BERAT N RGBT, B AR AR 2B
MR KM Flzdfh. WEEETE. phRPESFRFIL.

SN, A R R AN AT 3 B R
KAt AT A, EANBAT 51 R AR AR S A
Jo BEARMIR RF A0 B REAT N B w3, SR
AT AR B TR Al . R A DA IR BE 0% 1 1Y
J % TR R A AR X R < IR, R AR IEAT U 1 Bh B R
R o AETE A DA A T FROARE AR (5285 ) 5 4 AN 428K
AE U B A S AT 4R LS g, TR SO AT
F S A K A 5 B —— S A KAk 5 S
To BB ISR AEAT g o o, 1RSI 6 o
ANTFE IR AT, 38 A R (K78 R AT B 3
JR B R RE R . o5 I, B R A A Sk
15 28 Dy A S, R (X R AR R R A R T A
R B o X PR A 3R T 1R B2 2% R R /G AE 4 I 1)
WETCHIRAR T o 0V 5 5 T R AR A 7 AE AT L5
Wi x5 75 DA A RV A AR (I R, AR
VTS R AN Z . Ta, AR
AT 0 RS R R BRI T Od L BEAR, S EBUH 2>
J B PR IAT D B SR R s . AT N
W Bl R S USRI SRR LA 1.

AT

R R )

ReAoE

|
|
I I
|
| |
| meRa R |
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

B AL |

K1 AEREAT A s b5 4L 2NN

b O B AR AR AT N B BE S %R . (1
A T AW FURE R AR AR R L AR
REARITRS . REBRNG &, %5 . WA TE K Ak
AR RGAHIE. X4, HA AR XU

1287 (Van Zomeren et al., 2004, 2008) e
PRARRS F 25 2 AF R, AR AT g 450 BE A2 0K
SERAT N I e SRE AR R, A
BRI A GUREREAT N, X — e RAEN
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The Motivational and Organizational Mechanism of Collective Action
in Mass Incidents
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Abstract: Mass incidents, which refer to the conflicts between certain civilians and local administrations,
are typical collective action (CA) in China. In social psychological field, the motivational mechanism of CA
includes research on group relative deprivation, group identity, group-based anger, and group efficacy.
Meanwhile, the organizational mechanism of CA includes research on emergent norm, rumor and
de-individuation. group-based anger and group efficacy belong to both motivational and organizational
mechanism. These psychological factors are expected to be further integrated to discuss and explain mass
incidents in China.
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