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Predicting Independently or Impacting Fundamentally:

The Influence of Value on Collective Action

Xue Ting' Chen Hao’ Yue Guoan® Yao Qi’

(1. College of Humanities and Management Tianjin University of Traditional Chinese Medicine Tianjin 300073;

2. Department of Social Psychology NanKai University Tianjin 300071)

Abstract: To explicit the role and impacting mechanism of value in collective action this study asked 967 undergraduates to participate

in a questionnaire research which was based on the Libyan Event and involved two kinds of online collective action and two kinds of off—

line collective action. The results showed: Chinese people showed a collectivism and rational feature when they made decision relating to

collective action; collective actions of different fields and different degrees had their own law; value only significantly increased the low

cost collective action’ s variance and moderated the impact of emotions instrumental motivations and social identities on behavioral

tendency. Conclusion: value in the collective action was a basic variable like social identity.

Key words: collective action; value; moderating effect



