2017 2 No. 2,2017

( 162 ) Journal of Fujian Administration Institute (General No. 162)

— (1986 — 2015 )

(1. s 100088;2. , 276826)

CNKI , , 1986 — 2015
2 685 . , “ 7

: D60 :A :1674-3199(2017)02-0080-13
DOI:10.19357/j.cnki.35-1295/d.2017.02.010

“ »[1]16
’
N ’
“
o b
’ ’
b Y
91734
’ ° ’
’ ’ ’
’ ’ °
s , 1986 — 2015
’ ’
’ ’ °

:2016-09-10
(1992—), , 3
1972—), ,



2017 2
N H
b
@
) ’
[2]513-517
’
. ’
b
“ ‘ M
) ~
93] @
b A}
N s ’
o®
1956 . { )] , “
” [4]
. ’
b
( ) , “ ’
I s e
99[5]
b b o
L6]
’ ’
“
’
»[7]85
° ’
b
[8]
b Y
20 80 s .
® , s s
® .
7, . [M]. ,
: ,2004:210.
® s , ’
50 s ”

1. ,

,2012(4) :158-159.



2017 2

o s . aron Wildavs
1987 (Aaron Wildavsky)
L9l
b o b
(Ronald Inglehart) , ,
[10]
b o b
“ 99[11]
b Y Y )
b Y ~ o
’ b
“
b
[12]
Y b b
. , . (Harry Eckstein) “ ? o, .
“ ” (@)
. (Michael Brint) )
b hY
[13]
o ’
b b
o b
20 70 , 80
o[ 14]
’ H
Al ’ N ’ ’
’ b ’
° ’ ° ’
“
’ ’ Y b
9[15]
A} o b
’ v ’
b o
. (Dwight Waldo) :
¢ )
b o b
»[16]
o b b
b b b
b ’ A}
o b A} Y A}
b ’ o
© ” .
, . :ECKSTEIN H. Division and Cohesion in Democracy: A Study of Norway[ M.
Princeton; Princeton University Press,2015:3-10,177-202; . : [M].
,2002:9-10; . [M]. s s . ,2007:51-62.
® * ” . s o
[M]. : -2012:47-55.

. 82 .



2017 2

A} b
o b A b
b
o b
N H
’
@
b ’ o b
b .
b b
. b
b o
¢ )
, CNKI s
1986 — 2015 @, « ” @,
b o
“ ”
b .
’ ’ )
b b b
.
’ ? . 30
. b
. 1 .
¢ )
“ ”»
b b
o ’ .
@ . : . [J. ,1989(4);10-13;
: LJ]. ,1997(2) :59-64; ,
(1. ,2000(12) :8-12; .50 [J]. ,2002(6):25-30;
. (. ,2003(9) :23-27; .1990
[rl. ,2010(4) : 95-98; . , . L2012 0.
2013(2):76-89; , .30 : LJ]. ,2015(4) :52-61.
@ 1986 . ” . 2015 30,
. , 20 80 ,
,1982 , .
®



2017

2

“ 9 9 & 9
@
1
1.« ”» ,
’
«“ ”
’
’
9« ”
’ ’
’ H
®
3. “ ” ,
’
’
O} ,
@ :A1.A2,.A3.B1.B2,B3.B4.B5.B6.C,
®
84

”@(

D1.D2.D3,

D,



2017 2
4 “ ”
b o
“ ”»
“ ” “ ”
Q)
CNKI ,
b b
b 9 b
o b
b
9 A
’
‘“ ” “ ”»
2826 ) 2685 ,
, L,
1 ” (1986 — 2015 )

Al A2 A3 Bl B3 B4 B5 B6 C D1 D2z D3
1986 1 1
1987 4 1 5 1 1 1 4 17
1988 4 3 5 1 1 1 3 4 22
1989 12 2 6 10 1 2 4 1 39
1990 6 3 1 3 2 1 16
1991 6 2 5 1 4 1 1 2 22
1992 1 1 1 2 3 2 2 2 14
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Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 C D1 D2 D3
1993 6 1 2 4 1 1 3 2
1994 5 1 6 3 1 1 2
1995 5 2 3 1 1 1 2
1996 9 4 2 7 1 2 5 1
1997 10 4 7 2 2 1 4
1998 10 5 1 7 2 1 2 3 1
1999 11 3 4 4 1 16 4 5 1 9 1 2
2000 17 2 1 4 19 2 1 1 1 1 1
2001 19 7 2 2 1 24 3 6 1 2
2002 18 5 18 11 10 10 3 1 1
2003 21 2 8 1 17 25 14 17 3 7
2004 35 2 1 13 1 33 18 7 1 5 3 2
2005 33 2 2 8 1 35 22 11 3 15 7 2
2006 35 2 2 14 3 59 15 15 1 18 4
2007 30 6 3 28 3 69 22 17 3 26 2 1
2008 34 3 4 18 1 63 12 17 3 23 4 2
2009 36 1 6 17 1 76 29 18 6 32 2 3
2010 39 5 2 8 1 72 21 9 2 16 4 4 1
2011 39 3 2 8 4 59 12 11 3 14 1 2
2012 42 5 3 16 1 58 14 17 5 17 1 3
2013 34 2 3 13 6 42 17 13 3 26 3 2
2014 22 8 2 8 5 41 15 10 4 26 1
2015 32 8 9 4 43 10 8 3 18 2 2 1

575 65 40 222 41 797 265 206 40 299 32 64 39 2
21.4 2.4 1.5 8.3 1.5 29.7 9.9 7.7 1.5 11.1 1.2 2.4 1.5
)
1 L ” 1/5 .
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2 1986 — 2015
%) 73] %)
1986 4 0.1 1996 31 1.2 2006 168 6.3
1987 17 0.6 1997 30 1.1 2007 210 7.8
1988 22 0.8 1998 32 1.2 2008 184 6.9
1989 39 1.5 1999 61 2.3 2009 227 8.5
1990 16 0.6 2000 57 2.1 2010 184 6.9
1991 22 0.8 2001 67 2.5 2011 158 5.9
1992 14 0.5 2002 77 2.9 2012 188 7.0
1993 20 0.7 2003 115 4.3 2013 164 6.1
1994 19 0.7 2004 121 4.5 2014 142 5.3
1995 15 0.6 2005 141 5.3 2015 140 5.2
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China’s Contemporary Research of Political Culture:
Overall Status and Scientific Tropism:
Literature Statistical Analysis Based on CJFD (1986—2015)

XU Xin-shun',ZHANG Ying-kui’

(1. School of Political Science and Public Administration,
China University of Political Science and LLaw, Beijing 100088, China;
2. School of Political Science and Public Administration,

Qufu Normal University, Rizhao 276826, Shandong, China)

Abstract: Nowadays it is necessary to focus on the field of contemporary Chinese research of
political culture, covering present status, existing problems and causes. Based on CJFD (Chinese
Journal Full-text Database) by the standard of scientific research of political culture, a literature
statistical analysis on political culture, ranging from 1986 to 2015, was conducted. Results indi-
cate that Chinese research of political culture has started to fall in quantity after a period of “vig-
orous development”. The major problems are ambiguous and generalized understanding of the
concept and topic drift of the research. It can be attributed to several main causes, such as far-
reached influence of ideology, insufficient study during the period of discipline resumption and
construction of Chinese politics, constraints by traditional and professional thinking and methods,
etc. Chinese political scholars need to rethink the present status of Chinese research of political
culture, basing upon Chinese realities, breaking up the shackles of thinking and strengthening the
research in the meaning of modern political science in a slowly-accumulated way.
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