%ot 45 #HEFER Vol. 6 No.5, Sep. 2018
201849 J Sociological Review of China http://src.ruc.edu.cn

AL g )G L A 47
— E T S E I o SR A E SR B SRR R

LA AHRE

AFRE HFRA RS Z 8 F Bdakoit 258 S H 3 , AL ZE R A AN E @, 3“5 "R B AR
FIBAFERA T AT EREEEGILERITT A, AR AR ET A, AT 45— F
R BEGEL, B —JeF RSB, SR ENILRE LD ER T s AANAANET A, 3 FThW2iFH
s, A —deF R Ak u , WAA S BT E PR RE L ITOEAF R —de F R F R E,
RBEILRF TIAA XA T S A BB R E, SRR Pk RS o) S mBERET 28 %
A IR R A T Rk ik

IR G s — e T A AL

— AT

AR, Z2 IR BUN 23 23 5 BOR , RIURHE4E w5 o M8 P R N2 5 38 (O, AR 43T 1 1o
G R A AL B AR SR I I R T e [ AE 1995 AR IR 2 2 BRI 30% 19 A AR, X Tk LE AR BOR = 7
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PEETHRE R AL, T H WG R TR Lotk 3 G gl B SRR A Y “ SH AR5 15 (sisterhood ) BE AR FE AU Bl 4%
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SR A T 9 AL Y 2 PR L T SR PR RT  I R E Oh CIE JR 255 1E” (queen bee syndrome ) (Staines,
Tavris & Jayaratne, 1974). 2 J5 X & H i b SR GRS, 58 PR SE e 4 E S5 AR T A e TR 2L X i
— B T T, TS B R T RO B AR AR A R A BRIk F T IR R v AL PR
J5T, 53— 07 L, W T LA AR 285 B8 7 15 O A5 [ 1R R s, X b AT B DAy ™ I 45 28 55 B A T (Judy Kle-
mensrud, 1981 ; Ellemers, Van Den Heuvel, De Gilder, Maass & Bonvini, 2004) ., 7EEEARIRE H7, B )5 I 9%
JGE hy “AEBEAG A L WO & B 7 T, R 3 ) 2 P 18] ) X Be A sk -5 PR 1) 5 — A ™ (Roger Dobson & Will
Iredale, 2006 ) o

Peggy Drexler(2013) i — i SCEE % 0 42 AT AR Y2 1 W47 2o M 4 X TRl M 09 e 472 o Mavin (2008)
RIS "I T R EE  BER MR B A SR AR M g, A N 20 T 0 AR B e (B 1 1 ]
X 20 P BE 23N Ry R IR ) | i P A i R O A 2 B 4 L 0 LT R I AR B e
FEHFIEOR A . RN R R IR R AV ERIRHIELA (best enemies) (Mavin, S.,2008:575-S84)

T fe] e e U R HH W 7 — R AL R R R L M 2 T A B 0 L SE 4 (Virginia WL Cooper,
1997: 483) , BIETIE B9 “ 4443 (93 2 (Venus envy) (Mavin, S.,2006:264-276) . Zf# BN N, Lot Ae HR
it B TP O A AR d A TR B (7 TORFR R RS A W51 g o — B fTE A, 5.0 B S RE4E
% R ERAT A 3E A B M AR o B R DB X APE AR (Robi Ludwig, 2013) o 2 5 TXF 203
Al ) AN 25 ERTIG P BE 0 2 J5 7 AN A5 A SR B gl ™ 8 37 U — A A

IRV AR R TR I T e Z R R EI AT — RO 8 S 0 7 A U R Sl B R Y 2H 2R
fto Theodore 48 i , 7 2 S F B 3D UAE L T A4S B FE 0GR A BEA B L W AT )Z | X SN AR
AR (token) 1Y “ S5 " 1 A O SE 47 Rl A ] — 2000 1 55 ) = 24 vy, AT REAE 9 B AT 0 A S L 1 1 B B 114
A AT B 7, e 2 5 & 194k 2255 (Athena Theodore, 1986) . Ellemers (2001)IA K, “# J5 " 17 M J&
Xof k2 B 0 U 8 SR o e PR — A W AR it T 3] ) 2 R A Sk A B R 19 A 6 2 o At Tk 2 B 3k
() A8 S ot DA A 5 Bl A A i R X - — S “ SRS 017, VSR B AN AR A b oL, 3 ) R A5 S L)
XFPCTHA I 2B EN G s — 2 A 57, BILG 3B s X Aok A C B 03 Ik [l 5 S UK AR 2 LU
EN NBYZR I, 2 P28 R IG5 HoA Lo MR TRl DL A S il R B . HF5E 3 DR FESR i 5
PEE RS, — 2L A A OB AT RE S BRI 4 U, AN AR AS TR0 AT e A U, %5 7
FTHHAB N CRe il 2 PR ) sl R B 2877 Tk A & — 551 b, AT & A © RIAC AL, Derks
SENINA R B AR Bl 535 0 S AR Bl A 205 AR B 3 A TR 1% AR 5, 5 B 3 I [ 5 (high identifi-
ers ) fiil[n] T 5 B O PR 7ERFAR A 25— 30, 80U T0GE B SRR A5 2, iR S 4y A [F 2 (low identifiers ) BEZY
Sy SR A S REAAR R LR L AR 2Z LIS AR 37 203 (Derks, Van Laar & Ellemers, 2009) . Derks %5 A [
e 2P WF SR B IS B e 22 0 I R AR Y A2 IR S 1 A U7 e 1 ) 0 A ] R A PO & g vh 42
DV B Z Wb . BRI, )5 " RGO AER A TN R B MERR 5, i Aa fa e AR T P B R
(71 o TE R 2H 2 i A7 7E 1P S0l 220 Bl B G BELAS: T e P AR SO ), FF AR AR A [R] B2 14 2o M4 o7 Sk X
HE B &)@ BB (Belle Derks, Naomi Ellemers, Colette van Laar & Kim de Groot,2011) ., X} T M E 4L
PP, “ 15 BIAFAE R T A2 — 5 A (Gonda De Groot,2010) . B4, “We )5 "I (i #5 Lot e b1 Bk
Z WO & R BERE . PR R BUAEAE L2 b A R SRl R R ATEAL B 2 345 I AL 22 (Buunk & van
der Laan, 2002; Lockwood, 2006; Ragins & McFarlin, 1990; Scandura & Williams, 2001 ) . & T fifi 4 P4 55 #

- 40 -



%ot 45 #HEFER Vol. 6 No.5, Sep. 2018
201849 J Sociological Review of China http://src.ruc.edu.cn

FRAENE B PE I MR B RE R VE T, Wb (T A Lo ME R B 75 ZE RIS I R b AT ] (Ensher & Murphy, 1997; Lock-
wood, 2006) o {H 4 2z 45 35 35 R b 5 LAt 2 M7 T BE 25 9 2 3 e T8 PR A0, sk s R R /b T R ol At
18 RIS A9 1T e (Ziegler & Stoeger, 2008) . Hk, P AT AT B 40 S, AN AUAS 5 il A 2L B .0 3
B L R EUCE S T A9 ST S ] T AT R TR B S BRI AT R R LSy . SR R
B, T TR Y SR I AR BN TR Aot A ORI R Y, B AT RE R A S M S i
UL, AN Dy Wk (Baron, Burgess & Kao, 1991) o ot [ © A7 7B, ZH 4L ke = o402 19 2
T30 KRN AR LT TAES I Y 25 St A S AL T 5 Ty iy Bk k™, RORRR I T 42U HoAb ot 1
WO % JBHL 2 (Dobson & Iredale, 2006; Belle Derks et all, 2011)

ik, AT AT T 7 X A T B BE AN SO, S R A BE IR Y R T IR R
WARFEAE . BIan, SRR R B, A AR/ N — B o AR A 1 8 W J5 55 iR 1 L K 58 (Zogerah John-
son,2010) o XA RN R #5860 A 7R TAR I 235 1 X oM AR R 1 00 T A 2 A Tl
(Belle Derks et al.,2011:50, 519-535) o RIVE Ay 8 SE 777235 ™, A7 FCOfigk A1 B /0P8 3l AS okt 2 S A% )
W, I Ry P X A 2o M A T A RS R BT AT S T BB T e M 2 IR B S A T B ) RS e B (6] Sy
THER A SRR AE R A C AR T T 1 38 P (R AU SR pemaE v ml 3L 4 ) o 12000 A b SR 2H 2L
(0 At 2 P B S AT TS A WO AR BERE T, ROR IR 22 2o PR AN 23 R IR B it 5 Bl X 26 A RE Y Lo
PR o Wb AT 22 S Bl A AR RS N AN HE 931 (Zogerah Johnson. 2010) .

EA KT 95" B SR I 8 S AR A BR G CRAB TS BOREA AU LA LA A, 8Os A8 i
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ARG, LA SO T 2o PRI, 1 1JE%sz 3 00 RO e Jre BEL A A5 2 DR B — 48 T Lo e i ) o
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AREA A B PE N 1796 A, 15 65.5%, Lt 945 N, 15 34.5%. FEiX B, @2 AA R R I UL EIRFR &
NE5% NGV 2 3 A DS o G i N RE L BT i i N e A DS o = $2 DN B
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WA 2 A H L TAE SRR
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(3) Ml X 28 3% & SRR B« L 2009 4F 1 v [ T 2 4k 48 £ (Neri Index) il it o SVATE 43 19 BBl K05 i
1E0~10 2 8], (B M SR 4E BE T AN 6], ASFR T 0~10 22 [a] (B4 | F/NVE RS S RIEME , 2003) .

(4 B80T 2 PEHE ) A R A e RN 30% 7 L “30%~50%" F R I 509% 7 IS, DLW L
PE" NS R WFoE R, Lo P38 B 30% B2 LA 125 77 A5 e R RASERL N , a2 4 280 A 1 2 ) o5 A B 42 1)
KA (DAY JHRE,2014)

(5) B B3 T AL LA - 1) 3 43 R A Pl AN JE 30% . 30%~50% F1iB 1t 50% 002, T3 L k”
REAR BRI D B S5 30%7 &9 WA AL 30%”, A2 B82S, ki Tl e, —
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5 75
FAf— U] 2354
5 90.8
k'S 9.2
ZUIE R 2373
e 65.7
S 34.3
LITAE R 2369
2% 28.7
BF5E 41.0
BUA 30.3
MK 220 Sz R 2335 7.6595 2.11578
Pt LB 2334
B otk 26.6
AHE30% 50.8
30%~50% 15.6
T 50% 7.1
N7 T A ML) 2330
WA EUN R 30% 313
30%~50% 37.0
L 50% 318

T :a. %00 2L B LOA/ N AR A5 T 100% , 3 I it /NI R U5 HLAITEL

2 —HEBFHEIARMBEMCAEINEARESEREEZERE
b k'S [RioZion

I=RINTEZE

TR 0.18 0.12 *
W THE L 0.38 0.23 ok
B (LR 0.52 0.27 ok
BIEY/NEZ 0.76 0.70 *
AT AL 0.68 0.36 o
ARSI AR A 2.52 1.68 o

E b4 R p<0.001, #F7R p<0.05. o BRI M (L RAEZ B R K L1 Ll

XTI A BB LA, 25 B — T T AP O e PRI, AN B e A R 2 TR B, R R IR i o
B, XEEFEGEITRERE . DOE TS 6], B Gl 3 48 B e 060 W 45 4500 B S & vk
PR (I L1 A, B — 3T B B A B 38% , T AE — T Lo PR v, & A il Ry 23% o
XF TARISE 2, AEAS BRI Ry 2o, AR 1 B9 D7 R LAl AR T 2 1 28 B ((EAN R4 52 D5 5 PR ) -
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(1) N FIBEA - 0o el FHAT 8 AE AL AR AR R

(2)BOR IS - X3 A REAR L AT 51 3758 SURT R 38 YRS, th 3L 1 B3 A IR 3290 UIR A 524X 32
0, F Z SREARE I REART, IR N S M o TR 412U, B0 TSR AT RE R e O A

(3)%F F SRR AR - X BB UL o8 B TARAE 5 SR B AT & H O AYTE B0 Y 10125 3 DU A~ e 35T (1=
WATE 2= AT, 3=A R G 4=IRATTE ), T ARATE 7 M 5 E 24, I 82 “ARAAT
B ZH S BT E I, LA IR BT R A B IR

(4)FEBAAL R B EL DX N TN/ R A BB R A BN B BR8N BRI A T /R %, )
EmE R TR OS8R E RN, HHR & 25 (8] T REAA7E 22 57

(5)XF A OB A AT WA AL - 60 08 11 A9 & R AT TR R0 R AR A5 5 1 ORI 007 A PO A [ 25 - 1=
FEHATE 2= WG 3=A KRG 4= A, T IRAR ST IS H 24, 80 Z 5 A RS
FIF, A IFE AT GRS IR

3 KR B 2 B HREAS RO BEA TR O

®3 KRBRIZ2AMARERHERER

HAFEAKL 1Lf1(%) ¥fH PRI
I FHZ BH 910
A 68.4
sy 31.6
B —E A 937
5 82.2
S 17.8
HLRFITAE AT 941
2% 24.4
W5 55.9
BR 19.7
HuIX 285 R AR 924 7.6245 2.13893
GURPET L L) 923
BeAT 153
A 30% 49.5
30%~50% 20.8
it 50% 14.4
AN B T A L] 927
A A2 30% 18.6
30%~50% 31.0
it 50% 50.5
EE 945 43.39 9.432
IEMA R AR 945 12.68 2.453
ORI 943
REAR 50.7
thtsE bt 49.3
TEBLAL P B 924
TN NG 115
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HAFEAKL (%) Byt i
U= Fl N 30.2
FEZE A 13.0
5 BH T /R 5 453
XA A 932
AT & 432
RS 56.8
X 2k AT WA AL 922
FERAE 25.5
[ rgiiey 56.9
N iy 17.6

VE - d. 45 A5 B HBIN T T 100% , 36 /MBS P 4 T AP
BRI AE— RPN R R B, V208 BN TAE PR AR E ST T A R
(—EF R L VEms, e R 33% , b —JEF- 0 PRI 5 2%, p=0.564 ) , 1X SR 2 22 A0 2 .

v | E R

DAL or A 2 W1, B — 38 T A M 0 0] T 4L GRS 2 T S SR AN — B ™ 3 A 2 A e A ]
oAy Al BE ™ AR TR 2V T A8 4, O e 70 9l A 7 3 3 /) — 3 M1 JC Logistic [0 5 UK 36 2% T AR 32

(—)B—BFRLHNERT, EAEMEN R ER T AL —BFEEHMNER, BRIZ 1AL,

R AGRULY] FE P HAB S R A O T, 5 — A8 T o I3 PR SROLAR FE , — 8T 2o 4 o
o, HBAE RO 5 AR . XU B — B T o PR REAS 0 2 s D . X — R BRIE O T BB 1.

(2N TFLMEZHEMS , BA—IEFE2L N, #NERNTESAIEANEELR TRMA—BF
BB MREER, RIZ2 R,

FSHURULI FE P A AZ B I 00T, 5 B — 8 TR 500 F VR B, B — 50 o Lo 1k 9
ZUIEAE A B TARRARIE T L8 25 ikt TR 2.

£ itk

EEXT S R L N OMEL N7, A S SRR NAHGUZ TR, AT B — T2 B 5 i, 76 P
TSR R, B MBI 52 25 i 2 s M N2 R E X T &, S — TR e, dt
AR A O FE TAER AR R TG SR Ly — S8R R P2 i, X R BT T 852 0 i
Ja 7 AT, SR R In Lo 85T ) A R T 00 SRR, o e MO B R R TR M

TR A5 AL 20 o i v A R ) LR A A R AT R 1 e S5 7 AR &S I AN 25 e b ] Fr e A 1 2
LI LUE LT, o] RE S 06 151 J2 Lo PEAS Y SR (14 301 3R RN R (%) Wz 303 A , s ot 2 S L 4 4 Ak S5t
S 3k — L E T 4 0] A AR 38 55 A7 7% (Sharon Mavin, 2008 :75-84) , “U 5 " I G645 Ak Lo ol = gk |
P HEF 2 it 00 HE R 1 20 i B 5, BELRS 2 M =2 IR0 JS A I 195 3 21 20 Sk IR BT 2o RN TE I Ak 2 254

BRI W S AT O, T BRSO T T A A R ) 1) AP S5 A L SO R FR A Bk RN i AR
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R4 B IBF AR X R B LS B H 200

RS BU—EBFENNARIESAIEAREE
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Wit 50% —0.748#% (0.263)
(0.135) AR 0.983
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30%-50% 0283 IERAE A AR 0.981
(0.035)
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TAERE Ay el AR |, SR B it A1 1A )1 25 92 ) RJZEIAS 1.104
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XA T HRY e Jre R 08 Lo PRk, I 5 L, - (0.130)
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SRAC PR B LI 88 B — 75 R B s o
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Queen Bees in Organization: Truth or Myth?
—An Empirical Research Based on the Third Wave Survey

on the Social Status of Women in China
MA Dong-ling; ZHOU Lv-jun

Abstract: Queen Bee Syndrome, which hypothesizes that compared to male top leaders, female top
leaders are bigger obstacles to their female subordinates’ career development, and also much more severe.
The Third Wave Survey on the Social Status of Women in China provides us a chance to prove or disprove
this hypothesis from both organizational and individual levels. At the organizational level, we find that
there are less gender discriminations in organizations with female top leaders than those with male top
leaders. At the individual level, compared with those who are under male top leaders, female subordinates
under female top leaders do not feel more pessimistic about their chances of promotion. These findings dis-
prove the prevalent idea that female top leaders are necessarily Queen Bees, and provide empirical evi-
dence to support policies aiming to increase the number of female top leaders.

Key words:Queen Bees; Top Leader; Gender Discrimination
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