SHIEEPN SN
JOURNAL OF RENMIN UNIVERSITY OF CHINA

2016 455 3 1Y
No. 3 2016

A4
A+

52 9 ET SN

ISR & R

EEXNFREBEERTNNE
FEaK RN
[(H%] ;
ES3::350 ; | ; ;
[E&EE ] ;
( 210009)

ERZENENR, LK IF (experimental
research) SRS {2 B —2kny “f
R SRR WA 5T O k. I W AT 36 B BUR
Fha EWHIFRN o A« WK EUR (Lowell A
Lawrence) T 1910 4F X} [A] 17 45 ik A AR FE . 3R AT
GX—%Fb) B g il A7 P Fr i gl Bt LLBUAR 2
Je— TSR 2R, AR SRR AR B
T 1997 4R, BT 36 E Bk A U 4 3 0 8RR
P (E. Ostrom) AEFR: i i 8 50 50 4 581
NHETT . BIACHE R iz s B i 58 7
(field method®) Z ., 21 it 22 (9 BUIE 2 B 5%

[(E&TH]

“ ” (15HZKTO041);

7 (BRA2015256)

e A BROR BA A2 [ B R Al i N RAT M BE . K
AN TR i) JE 22 HE X5 A7 D 5 W) 4 B8 7 T . AR BE A
AR 7

AT 2k 80 Z4F . 3¢ BUA A U2 9 P
A 2T 23 %) 52 BT 5 7 B 2 40 084 10 P 55 A
AR R e BEANEOIR 22 50 S5 iF 50 2
JEE 1) B A2 RE G T SR ATF 5 A8 TP [ BOR 223 B N Y
SRR AUEREAY R R AR S R A A 8 A
A SR 9T AR T ¥R 18 5 S8 PR I 5T T TR A
ST AR S I I S AR AT A FOCTE R I R, SR XX
L6 [ {4 [

7 (15BKS105);
0333 ”»

O a2 SR, “leld” —IAAAEP RN “HEF”, (HAEF AN R L 20 5 IR 3 2 X 0 52 k47 5 B 9 R, JF Bl

B —ii T EUR TR SR WA A%, Bk, EZJRREk

. ¥ “lield” #% “HLE”,

147



—. RANHEELRARNER

(—) BiAFEXBARNAERIE

(null hypothesis) ,

“ ” (Mill Five , ,
Methods) S ,
. S, 1843 { »
o @ b
(method of difference)
. ; (statistical difference),
{ ABCD} {BCD}, ( ) s
X , A X o
“ ”
o b
Y b
“ ”
b ’ o
b ’
b b
( (random ex-
), periment) ,
( )@ (Z) BMBEEIRARNERDE
, 1.
9, . 7 (Harold F. GosnelD® 1924
. (nonpartisan)
[4]
c A (Ronald A. Fisher) (random assignment)
20 30~50 @ .
, (control group) (treatment groups)
b b
o o @ ’
© - 7, N . ,
@) (Lederman) s Leon Lederman, Dick Teresi, and Alexander Firestone
“The God Practice; If the Universe is the Answer, What is the Question ”. American Journal of Physics, 1994, 62 (2),
s D. T. Campbell, and J. C. Stanley. Experimental and Quasi-Experimental Designs for
Research. Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1963,
©) ) ) . (
) . ( ),
@ , Ronald A. Fisher. The Design of Experiments. New York: Macmillan Pub. Co. , 1971,
® s “ ” (Charles E. Merriam) .
® , ‘ »

148



)ow’ ’

, “ »[10] .
( 20 70 s
{ > ( o
) )
o ; @ 1971
. . : Y (The Experimental
. Study of Politics, ESP, 1975 )6
(controlled intervention) ,
(controlled field experi- . 70
ment) , o, 96 L ,
o , . (Richard
s Brody) « N - (Charles N.
. Brownstein) 1975 { »
2. “ ? (Handbook of Political Science)
’ 0’712—‘
(Samuel J. Eldersveld) 1956 {
» ( “ 7
e ; 20 90
3. 20 90
o s . 20 90 s
(Shanto lyengar) .
, (APSR) . (AJPS).
o ; (JOP) 19902007
(
(group 1)l s
conformity) | (opinion formation)
(jury behavior) ./ , , 20 90
20 50~60 s o
, 70 (common pool resources)
13 ( .
@ , J. N. Druckman, D. P. Green, J. H. Kuklinski, and

A. Lupia. Handbook of Experimental Political Science. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2011; Donald P. Green, and Alan
S. Gerber. “The Underprovision of Experiments in Political Science”. ANNALS, AAPSS. 2003 (589),

® . (James Dyson) . (Frank Scioli) .« » .
(Marilyn Dantico) [ (National Science Foundation, NSF) 1. .
(Richard Brody) . . (Gerald Wright) | . (Heinz Eulaw) | . (James Stimson) . .
(Steven Brown) , . (Norman Luttbeg) .

149



1T Al A% HE 2k S 3 B YR A P £ (1996
1997 @, UKW T BLIR 2 FXEBUR 2 52 5 0F 5T
1 7E .

1 1950—2007 (APSR) .

(AJPS),
(Jop)

)RR OC T 0 0, 7R 35X — I 3 52 56 BF 50
s TF i 1B R 8k 22 b o 56 1 DL AR 1 BUIA 2 F R
Firk . B, A BOG ST — kR 22
D BE 1 37 5 s AR A S BRI Y BOIR 24 B 9T 4
BT RESLB AR BE, JEARF - H - JERK %
(Julie H. Nielsen) #F%%, 2000 4F L) Jig Kk B3 46 56
g, X S8 O vk Ry L B T W Y a
KT ER AR REN A EE KR (SB
Hobolt) Figes% 56 (J. Wittrock) 41 X156 — ¢
%25 B i)t (second-order election hypothesis)®
AT LR ST s &F 5 (A RO T. Schuck) #3f;
TR (C. H. D. Vreese) %I XTfaf 22 2005 4 R %8
P A BB R I i SR = MR, DL
%K (N. Doerr) {8 Bh ¥R ¥ W 4538 35 N 28 %F B R
PR P PR T B O A AL R RE 20 4l
90 AEAR IR A5 = R E IR MW T R £
FEOHERCERIZE (HIX) RILSERIBITEIGE, HrbAy ¢
B T e 280 Bl 10 45 S T TG B 2 S 0 Ty vk e o

T S, B, % Se] « 3 (Gian-
marco Leon) ., ARV « B AL €4 (Elisabeth
Sadoulet) & A ik B AL 9 A 5% 1 8 2 AH OC 1
AT H X RS RAREREES S
FE L ms s £ HHB K% (Koe Uni-
versity) [ FHBI/K « A 50 p5 (Al Carkoglual)
M S e B « A (S Erdem Aytag) iz
B FSE (list experiment) FET T ASE 2011 4
KRR AER IR BL L G2 H R
O ) 3 ek PR A S 0 VA RS T P I T M X
1998 A dbmh K k26 b, 388 ) & 58 IR fw fay T
FEAE I R

BIE “# A58 LUAE BTty 0 104 4% Fh 00F 50 0 vt s
PRARAETT S A0 LA S Sy W EEEDRSE ", BT
FATEA WS SR © & A4 SRR A7 H iy
BORTE SN, SR, B FE S 4T R R BUG F
FE K BIAW R T, 2 AL B 5T TF 4 AR S 1 53
B2 ey of PR SC R AGIRR . I iy B DR it R 1) 22 A
ITIRAL . LB B ST Y [ AT B B T IR 8 i
#. B4, 4 f% (D R Kinder) Ml 35 Hi
(T. R Palfrey) 7Eiz IS5 B 0 5 Ha 00 X6 56 [
O AR LIRS e (8 IO I A B . R A DT i AR RE 8
BR— LR R GERE MR, HREXLELRA
—E BB RN R O AR, B Al b PR IS Ok
R R AT AR A T 1k T W 25 A DXL 3R 55 48 2R () 1) R SR L
# (causal mechanism) P 3f H, 7EXTEIEM 4%
s S B, HRER D SH T E
AR 11T 7 A= A 98 D A+ T A% 8 1 00 558 P BF 58 A AL
WA fa 0 B e, T Ho s = # RIS AN kR

O 7EHAEN, WIS R sh LW R BUAF R Th s . Ak, RN REZE X BEMS R, 5
OB RN AR HE L . 2 W E Ostrom, M. A Janssen, and J. M. Anderies. “Going Beyond Panaceas Special Feature:
Going beyond Panaceas”. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 2007, 104 (39). 15176-15178,

@ BN ERm S, BRI S w2 wm BT E N E2 . 20 K Reif, and H. Schmitt. “Nueve Elecciones Nacionales de
Rango Secundario: un Marco Conceptual Para el Andlisis de los Resultados de las Elecciones al Parlamento Europeo”. Revista De Estu-
dios Politicos, 1980 (16): 7-58, Al £ L S B. Hobolt, and J. Wittrock. “The Second-order Election Model Revisited: An Experi-

mental Test of Vote Choices in European Parliament Elections”.

150

Electoral Studies, 2011, 30 (1). 29-40,



. R 2000 “ ” (Mr. Perestroika®)
) { »
b b b
(2]
hY b o b
(treatment) (quantitative study)
“
o b
99[23]
b o b
b
(en— “ ”
dogenously embedded variable),
R (external validity) )
(construct validity) .M .
(endogenous) s
o (internal validity) s
Do
o b .
b b o b
(endogenous embedded question) ,
b .
(expectancy effects) @, ,
. (demand characteristics)® o
b ’ b
(@) s (Donald P. Green) (Alan S. Gerber) B
Y=a+t0,X1+b:X,++0,X,+UL
s X . U Y (unobserved cause) , X
Y. by B . . o
, (disturbance term) s X Y [ “ ” (endo-
geneity) ] U L * ” (unobserved heterogeneity) ] s .
Donald P. Green, and Alan S Gerber. “The Underprovision of Experiments in Political Science” . ANNALS. AAPSS, 2003
(589) .,
@ .
©) s .

@ “Perestroika” “nepectpoiika” .

. (evaluation apprehension)

151



o b
Y b b
b
A Y
()
b
o b
b
’ b
;
. (formal model)
0® b
b
b
b .
“ ”
o ’
’
( N
N ),
b
“ ” (fish scale model of om—
niscience)®, , “
@) { B
Y, 4 Vs 2014-06-27; .«
D 4 Ys 2013 (2),
@) ,
(®) .

152

§

HON ” (selection bias)

’ ’
o
’
N
’
o
’
o ’
[24]
’
o ’
“ ”»
° ’
’
’
o ’
o
)

[25](P432-434)
o

Y, 2015 (2); : (
— 2012

1921



)

’
)
’
’
’
’
o
N
’
o
’
o
’
o ’
’
[27]
o
”»
’
’
’
’

“whispers in the ears of princes”,

1)

(naturally occurring political contexts)

29[ 28]
°

153

A.



. — (laboratory experi-

, ment) . N (survey experi-
[33]
RO ment) , o
b b b b
“
’
”»
o
“
b o
” “ ”»
A} b b b
“
b
99[30]
o b b b
b b o
“ ”
’ b

( ) , ,

A} N v o
o ’
’ b
( o )
[31] “ 99
b
32
Lz ) ° ’ ’
’
b A} A o
b b
o b
N ’
b
b b ’
b o o b
’
’ 3 ’ ’
. b
H .
(psychological mechanism) , .
©) : Elisabeth R. Gerber. Rebecca B. Morton, and Thomas A. Rietz. “ Minority Representation in

Multimember Districts”. American Political Science Review, 1998, 92 (1). 127-144; A. Casella, T. R Palfrey, and R. G. Riezman.
“Minorities and Storable Votes”. SSRN (Social Science Research Network) Electronic Journal . 2005, 3 (2). 165-200,

154



[1]  Lowell A Lawrence. “The Physiology of Politics”. American Political Science Review, 1910 (4); 1-15.

[2] E. Ostrom. “A Behavioral Approach to the Rational Choice Theory of Collective Action: Presidential
Address”. American Political Science Review ., 1997, 92 (1). 1-22.

[3] [25] D. T. Campbell, and J. C. Stanley. Experimental and Quasi-Experimental Designs for Research. Boston:
Houghton Mifflin Company. 1963.

[4]  Harold F. Gosnell. Getting out the Vote: An Experiment in the Stimulation of Voting. New York: Green-
wood Press, 1977, c1927.

[5] C L Hovland, A. Lumsdaine, and F. D Sheffield. “Experiments on Mass Communication”. Studies in
Social Psychology in World War II. Vol 3. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1949,

[6] Samuel J. Eldersveld. “Experimental Propaganda Techniques and Voting Behavior”. The American Political
Science Review ., 1956, 50 (1). 154-165.

[7]  Shanto Iyengar. “Laboratory Experiments in Political Science”. In J. N. Druckman, D, P. Green, J. H. Kuk-
linski, and A. Lupia (eds. ) . Handbook of Experimental Political Science. New York: Cambridge University Press,
2011,

[8]  David A. Bositis, and Douglas Steinel. “A Synoptic History and Typology of Experimental Research in Politi-
cal Science”. Political Behavior, 1987, 9 (3): 263-284.

[9] Rose McDermott. “Experimental Methods in Political Science”. Annual Review of Political Science, 2002
(5): 31-61.

[10] . . - . : Vs ) . . , 2006,

[11] D. A. Bositis, and D. Steinel. “A Synoptic History and Typology of Experimental Research in Political Sci-
ence”. Political Behavior, 1987, 9 (3): 263-284.

[12] Richard Brody, and Charles N. Brownstein. Handbook of Political Science. New York: Oxford University
Press, 1975.

[13] [21] J. N. Druckman, D. P. Green, J. H. Kuklinski, and A. Lupia (eds. ) . Handbook of Experimental
Political Science. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2011,

[14]  Julie H. Nielsen. “Why Use Experiments in EU Studies ”. Comparative European Politics, 2014 (10); 1-19.

[15] A. R T. Schuck, and C. H. D. Vreese. “Public Support for Feferendums: The Role of the Media” . West
European Politics , 2011, 34 (2).: 181-207.

[16] N. Doerr. “Translation Democracy: How Activists in the European Social Forum Practice Multilingual De-
liberation”. European Political Science Review, 2012, 4 (3). 361-384.

[17]  Gianmarco Leon, Elisabeth Sadoulet, Alberto Chong, Alain de Janvry, Ernesto Dal BO, and Fred Fi-
nan, Incentives to Vote. Political Preferences and Information: FEvidence from a Randomized Experiment in

Peri. Barkaley: Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics University of Califomia, 2011.

[18] Al Carkoglual, and S Erdem Aytac. “Who Gets Targeted for Vote-buying Evidence from an Augmented
List Experiment in Turkey”. European Political Science Review, 2015, 7 (4): 547-566.

[19]  Chingching Chang. “Party Bias in Political-Advertising Processing Results from an Experiment Involving
the 1998 Taipei Mayoral Election”. Journal of Advertising, 2003, 32 (2).
[20] D R Kinder, and T. R Palfrey. Experimental Foundations of Political Science. Ann Arbor: University of

Michigan Press, 1993.

[22] Sharla A Stewart: (21 Vs << Y, 2009 (2),

[23] . . : 4 — (2001—
2012)),  « s 2015 (2),

[24] : e« ). 2015 (2),

[26] : e« Y, 2013 (D),

155



[27] - . . : DR ¢ ). 2014
(D,

(28] . . : : oo« ),
2013 (),

[297] [33] Morton Williams. From Nature to the Lab: The Methodology of Experimental Political Science and
the Study of Causality. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2010.

[30] « Y, http: //news cnr cn/native/gd/201311/t20131112
514111965, shtml,

[31] N : : Vs § »s 2009 (11);
§ Vs § Y, 2012 (10),

[32] . : : Vs , , 2012,

The Development of Overseas Political Experiment Research and

a Value Analysis of Its Benefits for China’s Political Science Research
WANG Jin-shui, HU Hua-jie

(Party School of Jiangsu Province, Jiangsu Administration Institute, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210009)

Abstract: As a reply to the shift from correlation analysis to causal study in political science, Political
Experiment Research has remedied the flaws of Observational Research on causal study. However, ex-
periment research has long lurked on the embarrassing fringe of academic research. The improvement
of the academic status of the Political Experiment Research benefits not only from the progress in the
methods and techniques of political research, but also from the core elements which experiment re-
search itself manifests strong internal validity in inferring causal relationships in political
phenomenon. Moreover, experiment research can balance internal and external validity through rea-
sonable experiment design. The benefits expected for Chinese politic science research include improving
research level and quality of the field, enhancing the relations between political studies and political af-
fairs, amplifying the global voice of Chinese political research and so on. With regard to the current de-
velopment of Chinese politic science and its response to the new demand from political reform, the ac-
ademic benefits brought by the experiment research in the above-mentioned aspects will be of reference
value,

Key words: experiment research in political science; the logic of development; value analysis; political re-

form
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