View metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk brought to you by fCORE

provided by Xiamen University Institutional Repository

114 » .
*
N
“
» . [13
3 7 ( Jiang &
Huang 2013, N 2014) ,
L@
13 »

* “ " ( 14CSHO005)
[©) “ 7 2017 70%

. (
Y http: //www. sohu. com/a/222675497_260616)

Y
=
=]


https://core.ac.uk/display/343509367?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1

“« »

( 2010) .
(
L 2014) .
2017 6 N (
>>O “ [3 + )
N Web 2.0
o ( user
generated content) . N
(0" Reilly 2007) .
( N 2009; 2010; 2014;
2015) .
( N 2009;
2011, 2011, 2014) .
”( 2014) .
“ » ?
? ?



2019.3

)

( community networking) o +
( Kavanaugh
et al. 2005; Shah et al. 2001) ,

( Carroll & Rosson 2003) .

91% ( Twitter)
( William et al. 2014) .
( Facebook)
( Hargitta & Shaw 2013) ,

o

( Finn 2011; Johnson & Halegoua 2014) ;

( Takhteyev et al. 2012;
2015) .

o A A

( Matei & Ball-Rokeach 2003) .

( Dutta-Bergman 2006) .

( Bingham-Hall & Law 2015) .
( communication infrastructure theory)

o



( storytelling resource network)

N

( Ball Rokeach et al. 2001) . -
( Kim & Ball-
Rokeach 2006; Katz 2010; Lin et al. 2010; Kang 2013; Jung et al.
2013) . . .

( Mesch & Talmud 2010) .

)

( Bertot et al. 2010) o “ i

o Web 2.0

( Golbeck et al. 2010) ,



2019.3

( Kim et al. 2015; Choi et al. 2011) ,

o

( Bonsén et

al. 2012) .

( Yates & Paquette 2011; Kim & Liu 2012; Graham et al. 2015) .

1
[3 ” (
2005; N 2009)
( 2013) .

791

( Oliveira & Welch 2013) .

( 2014; 2015) .

(. 2014) . «
e 7 2009: 3) 1



y BAMHE  BHEH

fp > i e e |
|

spiikl ek | B P4 I |.=>| X i |—| Y ELE R

A

w || itanm e ER |
7

1

¥75



)
)
50) .

2016

()

1.
105) .
(@)

)

/ /

2019.3

“© ”»

+
( . 2017:
A 22
50 . 971
88.3% .
2016 .
. 16536
1176 . .
RO
( 2011; 2013:
( »
/ ( / /
/ ) (



[ ” “ » “ »
D (2)
o “ » é“ » 1 _4 o (3)
2015) .
[13
» 13 » 1 _4 R 2
2
0.745 | 0.555 0.634 | 0.404
0.790 | 0.624 0.784 | 0.614
0.773 | 0.597 0.780 | 0.608
0.711 | 0.506 0.818 | 0.669
0.738 | 0.545
0.823 | 0.678
0.798 | 0.637
0.801 | 0.647 0.852 | 0.726
0.804 | 0.647 0.607 | 0.369
0.691 | 0.478
0.540 | 0.292
0.585 | 0.343
5.571 4.359
(%) 55.71 54.49
2.
1)

V73



2019.3

LCSN = LC xINS + /OC x INS + /OC x LC

LCSN LC
INS (0]0

A

( Kim & Ball-Rokeach 2006) .

= vV CNC x INS + /CNP x INS + /CNC x CNP

( CNC) N
; ( CNP)
( . ~QQ )
; ( INS)
N 3
° @
(2)
o Web 2.0
o CA




/ ; C.
; D. /
2016 o
3
0.810 | 0.657 0.7378 | 0.600
. 0.813 | 0.661 0.8719 | 0.760
0.773 | 0.599 0.6537 | 0.427
. 0.846 | 0.716 0.8542 | 0.730
0.866 | 0.750
0.823 | 0.680
4.061 2.206
(%) 67. 68 55.16
3 DA /
: B. /
; C.
RO
3.
\ ( )
( . 2008;




2019.3

2016) o 4
4
577 | 2.12 4.72 2.66
0.51 0.53 =0) 0. 81 0. 40
0.11 | 0.14 =0) 0.22 0.41
0.70 | 0.74 14.77 | 12.21
0.26 | 0.24 2.90 0. 70
53.45 |104.23 2.62 0.74
0.98 1.49 2.78 0.73
19.73 | 29.24 3.10 0.59
) 0.73 0.27
( =0) 0.46 | 0.50 0)
44.23 | 14.61 0.41 50
13.23 | 3.25 0.10 0.29
971 22,
A}
5
6 @
1 6
1. 2. 3)
(1) 2

180



o ( 4. 5.
6) 6
0 4 5
( 1 3) .
2014) . ?
5 (HLM)
1 2 3 4 5 6
a 0.043 0.191™ | -0.201* | -0.044 0.077 | -0.150™
0. 003 0. 003 0.007" 0. 002 0. 003 0. 001
0. 003 0.049™* | 0.054™*| -0.010 0. 005 0.016
-0.023 0.000 |-0.001 -0.025° |-0.003 0. 006
b -0.208" |-0.181" |-0.088 -0.101 |-0.050 [-0.066
¢ 0. 056 0. 106 0. 009 0. 068 0.080 |-0.024
-0.002 |-0.001 0.013 ™| —0.004 0. 001 0.012**
0.310™*| 0.111 0.472%% | 0.238 % 0.139™| 0.388 ™
0. 158 |-0.022 0.363™*| 0.174™-0.039 0. 305 **
0.024 0. 043 0.156™ | 0.100 0.022 0. 238
0.227" 0.159" 0.157* | 0.072 0.106" 0.191*




2019.3

5
1 2 3 4 5 6
0.055™ | 0.168™*| 0.085™%| 0.083™ 0.183* 0.082**
-0.208™ | 0.186 -0.213*
0. 188 0.271°| 0.336™
-0.001 0. 081 0. 084
0. 625 | -0.295 0.259
0. 000 0. 000 —-0.000
0. 054 -0.001 0.073*
0. 001 0. 004 -0.002
() 0.315™ | -0.010 0.500* 0.019 -0. 066 0.343 %
d
0. 005 0.043 0.291° | -0.165™ | 0.031 0. 148
0. 023 -0.354™% 0.160 -0.262%* -0.073 0. 005
=2.7047%| =2.819™%| -5.403 | —1. 870 | —1.916 | —4. 380 ™"
0. 039 0. 107 0. 068 0.032 0. 053 0. 034
423 423 423 773 773 773
22 22 22 22 22 22

(1) 2 b

e

(3) " p<0.1 ™p<0.05 ™ p<0.01.

)

.

13

”»



43 »

. X .Y
"(T-13 ) @
22
@
®
16536 .
2 Y
. 80%
(1.1%) . “ "(6.2%) .
30%
(
. 2014) . “
” . 9206
69. 4% .
@
A~Z A-11 2011
@ 2013
2011 4 2012 7 2013
®



2019.3

2.8% 12.2%

28.8
253

25F 221

20

15

10 8.6 62 -

5 2.0

0 1 1 1 1 T e 1 L1 1 1

—

TAEA  BEERE AEEERR RRRE SRS RESERRBUEE  Hih
FECH 2R (N=16536)

0 1 1 1 1 ]
B9 IES ﬂﬁmmﬁ@ﬁ@%ﬁtz%@@I&%ﬁﬁﬁﬂmm
FESCA R AT RITE R (N=16536) Bl R SCHIA AL (N=9206 )

2

43

7 ( . 2012) .

"(C-11 ).
S-13

184



. "(H-12 ) o
~g0. —OBURHM  —e— ARSI Bt X
& - REME x-Syl gl B
50
a0}
30
20
10k
B i e et R
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 ( H#4y)
3 (2011 -2016 )
o 3
2011 -2016 0
2013
2013 . (2011
) 60%
2014 50% . 2014



2019.

()

113 ”» 13 ”»

"(N-13 ) . «“

R-13 o



L6

1.2
0.8
0.4

08r

0.4

« ”»

OFHFEH  OFHfRER  BTPHEERE
I'_|_hl|_hll_l_.ll_|_hl|_|_ll lﬂ_.lm
R Rk | T ME O ER BUR A% R ERRE Hi
o oo | sE B BOR MR A B e

L3 es L3 dEE
—— T —e— TR e TR

ERFHLE EESRE HIERRX FEIE ey R



2019.3

“« ” 113 ”

—— PR RS —e— PRI —— PRFRE  —e— VR

1.2 —a— 35 s 16 —A— FHETE
il 1.4+
12+
0.8} .
0.6F 0.8}
oal 0.6}
04}
02} -
1 T 1 1 1 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 X il X8 TR Hg &E 2R
(47 )
5
[ ”»
[13 »

”»

188



113

13

[13 ”»

1987:91)

" ( 1987

”»

S)

.87 -88) .

[13

»

(

2016

”»

”»

2009) .

”»

7677

o]
O



(

2011; 2014) .

“

2013 : vs.

2015 ¢
Y £ ) 5

2016 (

2010 :
Y « »
2009 {
» 5
— 2014 ¢

2011

>«
2014 ¢~

190

2011

2019.3

2012)
) «
?
Y ) 6
— )«
) «
?2)
y 2
) )

»



2009 ) 4

b

*W. . L. 2017 {
2015
» « Y 9
2008 (
2015
2009 {

R.E. 1987 ( )
e )
2005 {
2
2013

» « Yy 3
PEKS Yy o1
R E..E. N.

)« )

2014 ¢
2014 (
( ) ) 11
2014 ¢
>« y 12 .
2012 ¢ ) :

PIKS ) 8
“ 7 Y «

— 2014
2010
12 .
2009 {

)« )y 4

2015

2012 {
4
2011 ¢

2014 (
§ »
2009 (
2015
)«
2011 ¢
Ball-Rokeach S. J.

Y. C. Kim & S. Matei 2001

>«

)«

b

)«
)« (

y 5
) )

)« ) 8

)

( )

in Diverse Urban Environments. ” Communication Research 28.

)« )

bi

3
“Storytelling Neighborhood: Paths to Belonging

191



2019.3

Bertot J. C. P. T.Jaeger & J. M. Grimes 2010 “Using ICTs to Create a Culture of
Transparency: E-government and Social Media as Openness and Anti-corruption Tools for
Societies. ” Government Information Quarterly 27.

Bingham-Hall J. & S. Law 2015  “Connected or Informed?: Local Twitter Networking in a London
Neighborhood. ” Big Data & Society 2.

Bonson E. L. Torres S. Royo & F. Flores 2012 “Local E-government 2. 0: Social Media and
Corporate Transparency in Municipalities. ” Government Information Quarterly 29.

Carroll J. M. & M. B. Rosson 2003 “A Trajectory for Community Networks Special Issue: 1CTS and
Community Networking. ” Information Society 19.

Choi S. M. Y. Kim Y. Sung & D. Sohn 2011 “Bridging or Bonding? A Cross-eultural Study
of Social Relationships in Social Networking Sites. ” Information Communication & Society 14.

Dutta-Bergman M. J. 2006  “Community Participation and Internet Use After September 11:
Complementarity in Channel Consumption. ” Journal of Computer-mediated Communication 11.

Finn J. 2011  “Collaborative Knowledge Construction in Digital Environments: Politics Policy
and Communities. ” Government Information Quarterly 28.

Golbeck J. J. M. Grimes & A. Rogers 2010  “Twitter Use by the U. S. Congress. ” Journal of
the Association for Information Science & Technology 61.

Graham M. W. E. J. Avery & S. Park 2015 “The Role of Social Media in Local Government
Crisis Communications. ” Public Relations Review 41.

Hague B. N. & B. Loader 2001 Digital Democracy. Discourse and Decision Making in the
Information Age. London: Routledge.

Hargittai E. & A. Shaw 2013  “Digitally Savvy Citizenship: The Role of Internet Skills and
Engagement in Young Adults” Political Participation Around the 2008 Presidential Election. ”
Journal of Broadcasting & Electronic Media 57.

Jiang F. & K. Huang. 2013 “Community Media in China: Communication Digitalization and
Relocation. ” The Journal of International Communication 19.

Johnson B.J. & G.R. Halegoua 2014 “Potential and Challenges for Social Media in the
Neighborhood Context. ” Journal of Urban Techndogy 21.

Jung J. Y. K Toriumi & S. Mizukoshi 2013  “Neighborhood Storytelling Networks —Internet
Connectedness and Civic Participation After the Great East Japan Earthquake. ” Asian Journal
of Communication 23.

Kang S. 2013  “The Elderly Population and Community Engagement in the Republic of Korea:
The Role of Community Storytelling Network. ” Asian Journal of Communication 23.

Katz V.S. 2010 “How Children of Immigrants Use Media to Connect Their Families to the
Community. ” Journal of Children & Media 4.

Kavanaugh A. J. M. Carroll M. B. Rosson T. T. Zin & D. D. Reese 2005 “Community
Networks: Where Offline Communities Meet Online. ” Journal of Computer-mediated
Communication 10.

Kim Y. C. & S. J. Ball-Rokeach 2006 “Community Storytelling Network Neighborhood

.Y
=
9



Context and Civic Engagement: A Multilevel Approach. ” Human Communication
Research 32.

Kim S. B. F. Liu 2012 “Are All Crises Opportunities? A Comparison of How Corporate and
Government Organizations Responded to the 2009 Flu Pandemic. ” Journal of Public Relations
Research 24.

Kim S. K. M. J. Park & J. J. Rho2015 “Effect of the Government’s Use of Social Media on the
Reliability of the Government: Focus on Twitter. ” Public Management Review 17.

Lin W. Y. P. H Cheong Y. C. Kim & J. Y. Jung2010 “Becoming Citizens: Youths” Civic
Uses of New Media in Five Digital Cities in East Asia. ” Journal of Adolescent Research 25.

Matei S. & S. Ball-Rokeach 2003  “The Internet in the Communication Infrastructure of Urban
Residential Communities: Macro or Meso Linkage?” Journal of Communication 53.

Mesch G. S. & Ilan Talmud 2010  “Internet Connectivity Community Participation and Place
Attachment: A Longitudinal Study. ” American Behavioral Scientist 53.

Oliveira G. H. M. & E. W. Welch 2013  “Social Media Use in Local Government: Linkage of
Technology Task and Organizational Context. ” Government Information Quarterly 30.

OWReilly T. 2007 “What is Web 2.0: Design Patterns and Business Models for the Next
Generation Of Software. ” Communications & Strategies 65.

Shah D. V. J. M. Mcleod & S. H. Yoon 2001  “Communication Context and Community:
An Exploration of Print Broadcast and Internet Influences. ” Communication Research 28.

Takhteyev Y. A. Gruzd & B. Wellman 2012 “Geography of Twitter Networks. ” Social
Networks 34.

Williams A. D. Harte & J. Turner 2014 “The Value of UK Hyper Local Community News:
Findings From a Content Analysis an Online Survey and Interviews with Producers. ” Digital
Journalism 5.

Yates D. & S. Paquette 2011  “Emergency Knowledge Management and Social Media Technology:
A Case Study of the 2010 Haitian Earthquake. ” [International Journal of Information

Management 31.



Logic of Identity Differentiation for the Agricultural Transfer Population
cvrveneeeeeeeens L Bin & Zhang Guisheng 146

Abstract: Based on the perspectives of “action-structure” and “agency-construction”

this paper studies the influences of structural exclusion and subjective initiative in
differentiating the identification of agricultural transfer population ( ATP) . Tt finds that:
(1) The identification of ATP showed a tendency of “tiered development”; (2) The
structural factors that affect the identification of ATP are discrete as some factors have
incentive effect such as the reform on household registration system the transformation
of rural villages to urban communities and land acquisition policy etc. Some factors
have hindered the identification process including housing services administration
services and public health services in urban areas whereas other elements have been
ignored such as the provision of the basic education service. (3) At the level of
individual’s activities the logic for identity differentiation has moved from “process” to

“ »
outcome .

“A Straw Shows which Way the Wind Blows”: New Media in the Context
of Community Governance -+++=++-++-=++- Chen Fuping & Li Rongyu 170

Abstract: This research employs a mixed research design that combines online and
offline data to explore the relationship between community governance and the new
media  the latter demonstrating characteristics of media social network and
governmental platform. The result shows that the resource network of new media
available to the residents improves the level of community governance whereas the
official platform has little impact. Through further analysis it is found that the
hierarchical community governance structure causes the bifurcation of the content
production of the official platform and community-based information and interactive
needs of the residents. This leads to the narrowing of technological functions.
Therefore  coordinated development of information technology and community

governance structure is critical to community development.

Differentiation of the Elite: Xiahai and canzheng Entrepreneurs in Dispute
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Abstract: In the debate of China’s market transition xiahai entrepreneurs and canzheng
entrepreneurs represent business elites with different political connections and
experiences in politics. This article uses data from the 2006 Chinese Private
Entrepreneurs Survey to construct dispute resolution models for entrepreneurs. We

introduce three types of entrepreneurs who have shown different characteristics as
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