XENGEE B AR FELRFER R E RS F N2 F M

KEIA L5 AR IR 275008
AGEIPBE S5 GEIRRE 2 A Mk 2R o B

A 4 FAR T W @#FTF

NERE: FEANRARARFFHY ELZARRE., B L RRFEFNA L, X THRTREGAL
FRARAEEBSUABARK AL THRR—FRRASFFARTRAEST ., RRABAFRTA
REAMN BT HRARFRALG R E o — 3 £ BIRRAL T A RTRAELSFERLENNB ZA AT
YA ERARTRARFAAGAATENRE, KX ERLREALF AR TRARSFRITT &
WSRO IRIE GBS T EF RS EEA S LFAE X RO SRR F N S EAEALRE—F
W RN FRXTRE—AL@e #A e F BT L RS FHIRT,

R FIA LT A RTRAL T R A S il 2 5 R 5 TTRAL & 5 0h ik

T E BRI AL S e Ol LA B R R g, B2 T — D BRI A 227 0y SCE R, AT
FIRTE 0T 56 [ L BRI R A 25 [ 58 A BRBE AL 2x A WF S8 A0 1 i 19 SCHR 23k (HE R, 19995 #R0%, 2007 5 Bk
P#,20115 K, 2017 R SN, 2017)  HESE T b EBREEA 2222 (A HARBFSE . i TG EDR B
PRI AE 2o B T2 BRI M, iy DL A B PR 2 (4 R A B AN SRS L AR B A 56 (R PR AL
SRR AR o DD AR TR N R, 56T A AR A4 22 BT e SR I oAk 1 A RECH AT
K & T U —— BT AL A B F AR BT 2 or o BRI N 22 R A — B0 56 [ BR At 22 2 M SR B TR
ot AR UL 1 (Z2 18 BHRRJE - BB ARER , 2009 Z6 46 RHRRJE - I ARRE, 2012) , (AT s/ 0k SE 1 3 9K
FRAL AW TR R GEMEE o AR SOX 56 [ BRI AE 2 2 M (A AR DAL 2o i g S i o BE TS L 2 SR
FE KRR AT T BPEPRA , IF RS TG T X P~ 35 A S &R I AT AL 2222 e i, i L% [
NERSE 5 B IR e R BT 2 S R 5L

TEBE N TR, SR B HCFERHE LU RN A ) o 2 A B L] D B , 2 BERT 5 ol o BAsE 5 B At 2 b Bl
SEWPIETT 5 R DA A e BB T v N RO A e R RS A 5 Wi 7, LRI S I B N A
BEVFIT .

SR 22 I B A48 W AR RIS S D0 SCRE IR B 1 B S BB OR DL , SR TIT ST A B

=

D A 0 PR 22 R B ARG IRA L 2 i 0 B R SR L , STk A0 SR S R PR LB 2 LR A B JE -
IBARRE(2009) 0 FHFREIRITER, AT SCH QAR T FZS5 30 5 R S
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% E PR A 2 BT OC T2 5 AR B O R VAL 2 2 WS B — o FEE R IR , AR AR KRR
JEBOGE T IR S VR g — TV ST L 227 03 SO B BT, IO M52 Wi 3 325 R [ Bt 2 ) 4
JUHUE R . 6 EEREE AL 2 E R IR T 20 T2 60 AR AR 2 70 R DGR I Bz B, HIE AL B E 4R
T 412272 (American Sociological Association ) fE 1976 4F 1E 35 37 ) PR 41 2327432 (Section on En-
vironmental Sociology)" o FEE4E 24004 A AL Z W51 T #E S 2A 9 3 )12 560, B Bt & 58
FE kL 22 b RO IR BRI 73 S 2 — o TEd £+ ZAERERR R JEI R , L EHE 22220 T
20 22 70 AR AR R G , 1) 80 AR AR 4 B IR , 7 3 A 80 4R AR Sz 90 4E AR A T 46 19 52 2% A i Jg iod
o BUTE Y 92 EIR B A 2 2% IE AL T 5 2 R 1) R I 3, oA At 22 Bl v () i 37 Mo A 238 A5 15 B A
HERER T — T RGE R0 307 R 5 R E R 2P A G T2 2L MR T 45 (41 21
I4:13%>>(Organizalion & Environment) (1997-2012 4] )*  { A KA B2 1F1E8 ) (Human Ecology Review) .
(AR E L - HIR '?ji/{:\ﬂ‘iS(MCapitalism Nature Socialism ) {54t 224 ) (Environmental Sociology) o ¥
Bkt oepr g B W 8Lk A 22 BOSCRR2  HABAR SC &R T o

S A ARG AL 22 R BR R E MR A 22280 5] — AT AR IS AR S B O R L2543 3
PR B FE RS LA RS A AR BRI A CR A i N ZRZERE (R, SRR A T, AR TE
P2 2 YA R A A AR IR R D e o 98 AR A 2o X Ak 2 R B AR 1) 1) G J A A B B BIF 5 2%
B, H AR B IR AT S 2 W HLAE U R T 98 B AR A 41 2 2 2 (Rural Sociological Society ) B H 4% 9% IR 5% 2
(Natural Resources Research Group ). 33X &—1> B — X AR A At IXORT 5% 5L 7] 0 JR M 0 1 AR AN A 2322 52
BEIRAE BEER T AL 2B 58 P ANE B4 EAE 1965 AR TSR R TR AL 22 R & bl . AR
FEIEAL S AR W B S R 2 T B BR 52 PF44 P25 (International Association for Impact Assessment)
Je— BN VB IR B A ) 2o s, AN 38 FE MOl T AR 323 (Society of American Foresters ) FI{R 74 42
1} 25 (Society of Conservation Biology) o LA JH 44 ff - 3F /K f# (Donald R. Field) 14 Ul /K - 1A 4F (Rabel J.
Burdge ) AR T B IR B I AL 232208 & 17E 20 T 22 80 4RSI QNI 1 Bkl 25 5 B U548 BRAM 1+ 2% (In-
ternational Symposium on Society and Resource Management ) f1 {4t 4> 5 [ SR % U ) (Society & Natural Re-
sources) W, I & AE 2001 4F 37 T [E Prst 25 A SR % I Pr 2 (International Association for Society and
Natural Resources ), XSEHRbREE FARTT IR S22 BT O R B — BN 5881 28 UM 3248 i
BR T30k — U Y 27 R AR T BUR B IR BT T B0 ARl BRI BN T AR BT SC Y R BT (191
bkl EF A= s el R R RS

O Mkt 222453 2 1E 1987 458 44 Jg IREE FIRHE /323 (Section on Environment and Technology) ABAE 2017 4F OB SE ek B R R A
@ (HLUS DI TILE 1997 - 2012 4[] ph S& PRI 2222 R 291 - 5015 (John B. Foster) FIH AL - £ 5 (Richard York) F:45 ,
H AT IZ T 0% F80 0 g 1] 78 R

@ HIRGHIRHI I M 2 PRI TR R T H AR IRAT 5845 24884 (Natural Resource Research and Interests Group) .
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= HERHR

R EHEAL e S AR S E i B A SR Ak AR & 4 T AR At B AE 58 . FRBiAt o
ISHNA FE IR F S IR 5178 A Sis 8 BUAR LB, 1T A AR B A 2 I SR T
KB FRLAAE X R A, 5B L2, ARG 27 i BS AL R FE AR XA 55 , (R B 1 T o
FRY IS P 5 A6 1]

(—) ZEEREHSFEIEHAR

MR E— R R EREA S B 2 —, 5EER SRR, 6 E R B AL 2
SFOFGER LT W] SR , 5 BRI PR AL 23 E AR LG, B Y 5 S YA 56 SO I . AR - XR R
(Riley E. Dunlap) FlJg 3 - <45 (William R. Catton, Jr.) 7EFREE 4t 222 & AL H T 7507 (new
environmental paradigm ) (5 MUK A 8 4E 7B (new ecological paradigm) ) (Catton & Dunlap, 1978) . 1t
146 th F et 22 P A —Fh Z AR Tk A 23 1 1 AR PR R AR 2SO M 9 < AR B 7h 18 X7 (hu-
man exceptionalism paradigm) , JFIFHF PRI #E 2327 N AL H AR FRBE 0 Nt s A TR ) SCEE R IR T . B
IR NRBIIMEFE A A B A B A B IF R N — D RG22 208 B eI TR T 52
SRR OCT A AR FREE 0y A A T B B AS B, AT A QT PR R B A 23 BB 0 42 11 2958 T HEAL . 5 R
Bt i Ao HHEANOC I FEE I 2 1 R 2 - e B (Paul C. Stern) FIHE 37 - i 2% (Thomas Dietz) 55 A
38 0 “ I — 15 I — LA (value—belief—norm theory ) , o4 [fi B¢ 1 FR 4 S5 SUI IR EESC.0 AT R
FAH (Dietz, Fitzgerald & Shwom, 2005)

X7 8 R ot 32 B ) A o BRI T A SR IREE 0 20 AH LE 22 90 B 1R - LR IR (Fred -
erick H. Buttel) W& %5 ) % 4 28 a2 27 B8 (5 40 5 50 8 5 1R Rn i ZR BILAR A9 4k 22 R ) X6 T IRk 2%
SEFFE H AR SRS A . b5 70 B 4% - LB 3 (Craig R. Humphrey ) $ H R BE 41 23 BB AC T L W 4
I —FpXFE P E 1L (double determination ) I « B H 37 7F — At 2 F PG Y 3L AT b, N BT F A
FeAt ST A SR AL B A A ELAE 09 BRI R A28 55 42 (Buttel & Humphrey, 2002) . 32 E
WEiAL o7 FEAE T TR, O A7 B A 78 7 1 i BUR A IR B Be k2 5 . 1R LR
HEEAt 22 AR 22—, EVR AR AL — B G TR RO BB At 25 2 T B 113 9 0 W o (= A 2 IRAR AL 2
W) IF BRI B AT 58 FER— Bt R a2 B TR RO AR 20 5 X

5 [ PR BT AL 22 22 0 5 0 O R 44 1 B8 TR S0AE - b 23 1A 4% (Allan Schnaiberg) Y 25 7 20 AL
(treadmill of production) B it , iX — MR J& A F I 42 1“1 25— RS HFUE IR ” (societal—environmental dia-
lectic ) [ 4 A1 58 35 (Schnaiberg, 1980) o A 7= B 20 LB S i 0 A 98 A 3 WAt S R 5 oA F 55 8 )
189G Z K M R A 1 R R IR o R N BEASTE I R A [ 7 AR ) T S e AN R A P ke B IR o ¢
LA TG BN T e+ 30T (RIS A L 57 3 1 B RN EAS ) [] ih 58 K i ML AR, P i B 1 2
b 8 A o ) A RO A, P AR P2 9 5k 5 PR B AT 2 S A5 38 2 i A 7 O A X —
AW BT 8 AR I P R AR R B 22 1) F AR B, DA T 3 ™ R ) BRSE [ REL

BRI ZAFTAR A1, — LA 1Y) 56 (5 PR B AL 23 2 N IBUR 28 T 5 BB A0 A 20 BT 1 BRI [ 807 £ 10 4
SRR, Horp B RS M 2 A W - B4 (James R. O Connor) A1 JE - 96 & 7 B A #% (William R.
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Freudenburg) o B FEANIK & ) B — A O F A 32 A 72 (1 AR 28 i B 32 U7 (ecological Marxism ) B8, A
NN IR LU B 32 SCBR AR 7 0 5 A2 77 S AR AP JE A 25 — AN AE P JE (O Connor, 1988) . %4 5 H
PRI AR A 3 SCHE R A 1 — P SIS A5 15 2 R 2 1 S A AR R Tl i 19 E SRR 25 2R R ey o 7 A
SRPVR Ty T, B8 AR 32 AR 77 i ) RS RO B T B AR B IR B BN, 3 — T IR 5 | R A 7 R R 1
Blo Az 28 38 3 0 A 77 A5 R I — 2D R R X 28 % 1) 3B | TN A0 25 R B QR B 1 A 7 R e, AT
WL T — AN R BB HL” (treadmill of underproduction ) o

35 2 B AETAR D A B0 SO PR ANt 2 i 5 1 e ) il D42t 1 WE 18 (double diversion) i
FEMEE 6% (Freudenburg, 2006) o X — 3¢ T HEE 5 SR 141 2 4510 (L BB HE 4860 &5 PN GRS - — 2 Ll
K97 (disproportionality ) , Bl 4 JCER 73 B PR BE 15 G S i — /NER AR 77 0 3 il 3 ¥l 70 A 7 3 AT R 3R 85
FVGEIR A RRAL , (H I B S HEAR 2 m (B B i F CAERL 2 . XA IR BEAL R I e R e — e IR B R T
T AR ——TEE 1700 (distraction) YA Z |, 3X — 56 RS S A0 IS F AL 21 9K BB —— PRSI
JE 0 T AL A 25 10 3 s ——R AT TR T BN —/NER o> R RS 9% 5 oy HOT T

FE G AL AR T K HAL R BSOS ROCR . 2y - TR (John B. Foster) RETHLFIMT 1
I SR AR T L (metabolic rift) S X TIREE AL 2222 AT Fp2e K R IHE S B Lo 734, L E B2
oA ks AL T At SRS BIe 2 07 I PRI 1 BREE SAE SR SC AR A 91 0 LS R i ] - B
B #% (Denton E. Morrison) WAt 23K 5 & JE 0 A BE AT 1 AR A8 IR 5 B2 P e iy i DT 5 TR R B OG T
FIEGAF 22 BIE AT 1T BB R B2 s BHARE - i £ 3 (Robert J. Brulle) FLE >4 - i {144 (Adam S. Wein-
berg) K H G AR T ORI B2 sh A ZH 2L b iy PR 51 DL G 58 - A 2K (J. Timmons Roberts ) FI1%
153 4% 2= 4T (Peter E. Grimes ) “tH FAR R BHIE” (World Systems Theory ) 51 A T I EEHE S22 5%

(D) XEBARBHLSFERHAR

AR ARG 2 R 23 T Tz IR AL Gen e, e E R T 7E AR R AR AT AL X
WF5E RIS Bl 2 b, X — SN 1 S A58 CCH 2 P2 308 )t 2 B2 05 48 X P 7 1) 1) 42 22 1
Ji& o 5 R AR T IH G e A P, FE R A - 1A 75 (William R. Burch, Jr) MESE 7 A AH 2%
S SRt ) = AR (D B (1900—19504F) B9 A SZBLAE R A AR1E 5 (2) 81 (1950—19754F)
IR A AR SUEY 185 (3) JF (1975 4 Jm) 1Y H AR L5 N 2RIk A5G R 18 (Field & Burch, 1988) 5 iHiX—
OB Be i) A= S AR S — A B AT S R N RN BT IR R G HE SR B E T AkA . TERX DR G,
FEo SO S AR Y BRI 8] AR B R E TN S AR BRI A A SE R

H AR BE A S AR 2 B PR B 5 1 0 3 3 Dk S 22 3 A % - 5022 J@ 52 (Richard S. Krannich) |
BT 7« y 3 K (ALE. Luloff) FIHE R FEAE R85 2o A AR 152 ey e 52 B 05K 2% 9 RH G SCRIR ) S| 2 57 1)
— AN NI H#J5 FES UL T HE 42 (Krannich, Luloff & Field, 2011) . X AMHEAR E— 4 5¢ 38 T b1 5 30) %
[ — A PR A Y IR EE Ah 2 N0 A2 22 U5 A 23 SCIR RSP 1 3 B 43 BT AL (Luloff, Field, Krannich
& Flint, 2007) . #i AUHESR 3 8 D\ 22 H 25 [H] 2 R (1 20 DI Ak DRI GERE ) RN (1] 722 30400 £ R L4k 23 VA
LA FOUL A DX | B A b ] ) AR AR M LA S N S BRI = 18] N5 N Z B R R o X —FE2x
A SFMERE , NRAT N AL A RIIRE | A AR PR R P AV (b ] 4 A AR T B e 1 AR B IR
Lo A TR 2 UL R GE P PR 4R

ANFEAE X — B TE AR B2 0 b A T A% O s, JERFERUA S 7RISR SRS I R G HE
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BRI 3 SR FH B 407 - X (Otis D. Duncan) 19 “POET” ( A H —ZH 21— —H R ) BERIER DS T4 DORINX 8]
PR PAESRGEMPAMHE R . 76 MG 4L X B 58 S0, 15 % 7 - 2% 522 (Harold F. Kaufman) fi
BT “H M4k X7 (interactional community ) IJHE &, fib it 24 A= Je B - UK 45 7% (Kenneth P. Wilkin-
son) FE ML IEAE bR 2B T — ISR R o 41 IXCE B IA Rk X i AR T 7R R — IR AT TEAR
[F) = 55 EAHE AR AR IE MR LR A B, B AE b AL 2 A 2 Gl 35 GV E T o LS PEAE X
FEAH ARG (1) H 5 (locality) —— — 2 b Ji R ILZE) H T 2 H 8 rs i 77 5 (2) Hi 74t
2= (local society)—\i/lﬂﬁg E T 23R 038 2R e [/ H) 35 AU 25 & A 20 R N 45 5 (3) 41 X 438 (communi-
ty field ) ——H 5 19 34 [ 47 30 i 4 B 1) — 4> sh A 2R (Wilkinson, 1991) o £ 2340138 (social field) & H 24
MO AT B AT R A i A B9 B Bl 7 A A 2 AT Bl AR 5 A DA S — A R 9 3 ok Al A e
S, B A A 2 TN B B S AR R — A LI

A B S ) & SR K A2 B T NSRS KWFFE A 52 . 3 AR BHERJE - 31 MR (Courtney G.
Flint) SR XU L& 3] 1 XY 73 A J2 0K, Ik DI B3l DR & T B 19 7 P g A IX
G, A DCH SIS [ N A AR IR e B Tz s T R RS T BRI S ) B S HE SR . il
90 - A LR (Jeffrey C. Bridger) FS ¥ R A 8 1 — D4k XA RRSEPE 0 T3, B 7Rl o B A5 28 5% 4t
S FEREE 2% J7 T AN ) A 2 AUk A2 Ok DX 2L [R) A7 3l , T S Bl S22 At IX R e o o b, Bl pboRe 55
BT XCE BN AE BT 20 B A ORGSRz 9 i 2 B A FE i E SR b 4k DX D B A SR O [R] £ 7
B2k I Xof XU S e T AL X R BB RE ) A2 28 T A 0 BN 55 1k DA B KXW I, E R 254 R 3R
W 1] AH B 520 (Flint & Luloff, 2005; Qin & Flint, 2010a) .

B T IXCE B BT AE S HTRE SR AL, [ SR BE IR AL S 2 2 BAA 7 AR T VR 22 5 4 KR O 0 At 358 F
FERAL , N - 35 2 L (Jan L. Flora) 78 4123 AR BRLe BLal [ @7 (09 F] T 40 Ak X A [W] 47 20 g A1) ol 7Y
A2 IR R AY (entrepreneurial social infrastructure model ) .37 + U1 52 F] (Thomas M. Beckley ) 2 i Y
AL+ X2 R AE N B 22 B i A S SR 05 IR AR 14 HE S (nestedness of natural resource dependence) , LA K
e e v g - R PR (Matthew S. Carroll) B 4 8 - i 57 8 & (Richard C. Stedman) FLH A% TF Ji 1Y
— Z ) T AL X gl 5 K 7R (community/place attachment ) f1: X ol M 75 1% 45 (sense of community/place) |
77 7 X (place meaning) Fllt X 58 i fiE 7 (community adaptive capacity ) %5 [0 @819 BIS I 5Y o fe T 30 4 -
Fo 3% B 35 — R 04 (David Matarrita—Cascante ) 5 A% #E X )P (community resilience ) & — %84 ¢ 32
BIME & BIAE X BB Bl P (community agency ) (#1 IX i 55 74 (community vulnerability ) DX W %4 (community
adaptability) Fl#t X GE JJ (community capacity ) 2Z [0 B AHARURT 22 S5 64T T RGEAER , IF 45 4 X470 7 oy 3
i At DR AR A B AL T — DT A PE R HEZE (Matarrita—Cascante et al., 2017) .

= ZRHR
EL R /R 45 1 5C [ PR A 2 22 R S o) T 80— Ml TR ST e A AR IS, IRl I8 LAFR T O oY A2
T B A P RO Bt BT R B P55 e RS T 4 ARV VR 225 9o BFS-JE irFnc b
S F1 48 VE VR P BB T AR 27l (Buttel, 2002). 61 S 4F 9% B, R RERBERE £22% 15 1
el ba wass 2 S S RVAN AU NSO e e S0 VAR h R L (18
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(—) XEREHSZLRARANET

FFEBREA S ERZ O R NSRS SRR ECR . BARLE S PR EH2r S N
Sz BT iR A [ I AF 5T SR RN IE PR (H AR B R SRk A vh 2 T R B2 T A AR BREE o XBHL
RN Ry AL 222 (A TS NS BEFE T IR R G = A AR T BE - IR B4 R WA Al RN 2B A7 23 ] i 4
£ (Dunlap & Catton, 2002) . WM& BRI 24, 6 E IR GE4T 222 0000 1 5 B 1R A1 21— R 41 1) B S 7]
B, F AT R IR G R RIS B A RIS B R NS BRI G Tl A2 ER
B 0] R BG 2 BE AR IR IR AR i PRI ) P58 UG A 4 R ER B A2 A 2555 . X LR TAR b4 1
L EREEAE 2 AR R 32 RIS Bl PR AN B2 AN O P [R] R0 ) MR 5L | B 55 [ i 1 4k 25 52 i L S A 5% [
L) fipp 2 S5 ST ) 22 B T 9 TR

L AR RGZF) . T2 E R AT 2327 2 20 tHE 40 60 1 70 4R 36 [ 5] N 248 1 I 85 32 20 1 4 3
TR A B AR O 32— B SR R MR A A i — A BRI, Xy A R RS R AR
Tor BT ERBE A ZUR 0 Ak 23 R PR AL, Bl 18 M 1) A58 20 2R AILA R | e SR AR T A8 P e, LA
LR TR E AR AL KRR O IR [P /R o 00 58 R PR BT A 22 2 3 T AR S T A BRI LAY 2R
BEARAP 32 3, WH9E [m) il 4% S Ji v ) R S5 O 4 i s T 52 3] 1) 6] o Js T A i, DA R i85 ] B B8 2H 24T gl o
TS R R o AR 6 [ B T —Fh S A BE 3 3l 0 PRSP , R 1] DR 1 28 i 8 S AT E — e R BE B AR
s T BUN PR BT BOR Y E X Wo i 128 BB A 2 A B, S E TR B 38 3R R 32 X
(8 R S BRI Ay el A A2 BT LA 4R 1 AP sk RR SR

2. RS EAICL o RFEPEA 222 BAIIE R 55— B R OC T A A BREE [alEHA AR B A 2 e
WIS, 3% FEAR T AT A AR S 17K FIAZ A R 3, LUK 52 i R T R A 2 28 5% PR R (i 4t |
PES AR ) o ARNIHL , PR OGO It — B 6 ER B A S R R B M — ATt T
— RSV AR R, b i BT AR A 2 X7 A 52 A B AR S R . T AR R R PR A 2
S OCT PR TR AN BE (1 IF 5 T U2 ¥ DA 5 [ [ P R HC A ik [ 6 e 3 1 O Tz I L PRty . — A R
AR ST o M 2 RO T PR I3 a5 1) S O I AN AE TR 8 M 9 1 5K, 3 o X IRk g A 5 7E AT
(LA Jo i SR AT BR G 2 )5 A BE A SR 1Y J5 W ot 32 UL (postmaterialist thesis) #2H T8¢, BR
W2 A, 56 FE PR AT 2 2 A PR 50 25 AU BIF 5 [ P . 1 P 5 O RPN AT [ B8 AH B O ZR R

3. WS HR IR o XS 7% AR AR 4 - KK (Brent K. Marshall) 1Ak 38 B BB 2 25 78 & A1 32
BT — T LARE 227 W LA R T ST PR B2 02 2y RG22 B4 1 BRI ) JL 9 41 25727 (sociology of enciron-
mental) , )\ 20 1122 80 AEAUTF 4R A B AL K JE oy — 1T R G006 T4k 2 5 BB A B OC R i BB At 22 2 B
(Dunlap & Marshall, 2007) . X FhECHT IS B IR AT 41 S22 WF 58 00— 35 5 400 a2 A 358 (1) R 174) kb2 AR JRUFT R
o T A LR R W, (AR MERL N H T SE PR A 2R e R 4, PRI H TR 22 R
R 5 2R Wy I WO A PR B 2 2 DL i R R . AEE KRR L, SE EREE A 22 8 i Tis FH T A
FIE A 7 ARSI RAE A 3 SO R Ve L, I8 i a1 [ BRI o8 ke 20 [ G2 et BUR & e i 7
S HIABER (B A AR AR | — AR S A S JE TR AE ) Z ] I O FR o I BB ST AR AR K M 17 A%
TR W EZ GBI ERR 2 TR BN, 56 E PREE A 25 AR 0 T BR 5 [V 507 T 19 SIS TEAIF I 1Y

O AN EHHA FEHELT Dunlap & Marshall (2007 )% -5 [ FRES 4 224 BF 5T B4 (ML
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T —A FEGTE R 25 A JE 4 - B 95 (Eugene A. Rosa) 75 “TPAT” (AEE 2= N I X2 B < AR ) 28 3 Y JE At
ST A USTIRPAT” GE i A H 2855 R AR AR 5 [0 9 (Y B AL R PR BE S e ) PPAG A AY , 3 —SGe it ik ek iz
iz F TR 3 N 1 R 28 5 45 IR R FE PR B A2 A vh i Y AR R T o

4. BE []RRA A2 ) (BREE ) o BRI [0 R0 1) e 2 5 w0, it 56 B a2 55 P A L OC R T 9 1 T 22
JI T Z—  MPPREE A BRI S PR )8 38 705 00 F2 0 O R IR H At SR DR BT =
ot 2 M I 8 VAT, 25 B MG 7% B 28 B WO R G A6 A 2 28 U TR 3R TR P 58 3 S el A1 vh B A
L AR R B AN [R) e AR 114 [ SR A BR P [ R H A5 2 I 10 DRk 1 ) 8 ) R 5 = B 5 A AR
BRI e LA K 3k I G ) Rk B R R A R AN T e Tl A5 [ BR A Ia) 8, A I SE A — A S
R AL T BARKE 2 B 3K B9 N DR AN E ZORH 1 3w e 9 BB s2 m AR . 5 oh, SR IR A AL
S22 T AR N BRI FOUE A DX 5 0 14 28 50 B e A i — 2D ARSI T PR3 [0 R 25 52 el 1) Z2 P R
ZE 5.

5. FREE I gk o LAk 36 B BR B AL 23 2 AR PR 0] i e R A 0 T B F S AR B TR .
2 [ PR BT AL 25 2 38 I SE B SRR I 50 TT U3 73 A 4% Tl A 455 [ 2 ik e SR s 1) A A8k, BRAS 1 AT WL F) A 5
Ao B 20128 90 4R LIS, 56 E M AL 2 2% BB OCHE DS T WO 19 B8 255 MR R B N 2 5% & e 11
SIS .l T 26 E AR FE AL 23 & e A BT BOR b 1 22 7, 56 3 2 8 0 TAE S AL Bl e 2 2
Ff— P BES B AN SCRRZ IR I SEBR ZZ OIFE I e EAFTEAR R o 85 IR Jm R, I 6 T8
A PRI (4 85 18] SEUE 73 A7t 32 202 h 38 AL S 2 R AT FLOF R 25 SR LU BOIR A, SRR S R 28
WY R BUARAT o 3 B PR A 23 2 A0 PR 58 S0 RN P 058 3 BT BT 182 P 18 573 — A 20 A HE 6 DU i 3 1A JRT 1) L
125 [ AR UG 2 SUR B 2 24 25 02 38 1 BRI 22 BN, I3 A2 A 00 5 Sk 23 W7 D ik e R PR 58 O/ 4P 7 T 7Y
AR AR A 4 RV B A5 3% -

(D) EZEEBRARFEHESFLUARAR

XS BREE AN W Y B A e X, S B AR B S oY U R [ TR S IR A s
A, RN B AR GE AL 2 B b TR ST R Dy SR B SR BE IR PR R (0T S AR iR ) X TR
Tt RS20 B IR A TR SR A C R BEIRHOE 5 Y bt 2 A A, DLW AR DG A 7 A
ARAEAY I i At 2 520 B PEAL o AR AR A A B AR B IR A e ARG iR PR BT 0 B IR 25 D RE T
AW KRS 0 R D) A7t AR A2 A7 25 [ 9 DI B (Dunlap & Catton, 2002) o T [ SR GE TR AL 222 AR 58470 A2
il Ze 8 N4 DRI IR AR LG AR, H R I Ho S 281 1 50 o0 A NI ERS 5 FAR R BRI B vh e 5
GAE A B AR AR AL SRR DGR, R, AT AR PR R NI AR T
IR X R E SIS N TR 1 A SRPREE A T T AT FELEGE 1R N OC T PR B A
X FRMAts2E BRI R prt2sRg e L A AR E R AL R DL SR TR A A XA S 5 A R RE BT R

L BEIRMRRIAE D 36 [ [ AR B I 2 0 S R T 58 45 vh T 0 A b D7 BT DR DL -5 B8 TR 14 4 X 21
UL Z [ IR &R o 0 H T 1938 AR Y L & - 223 7 (Paul H. Landis) 19 AN 45 ) (Three
Iron Mining Towns)$iiR T B JE J5 28 PH A% b 11 ik s DX 4 4 DX ol B8 65 40 T 1% L & J S5 8k 4 1 % B AT
RZEIKFR, BE 2RSS % K& (Louise C. Kaufman ) X IATE 1946 4F & 38 A9 52 K E M F
Fo T ] AR AR AL DX B B S8 AL R s 1 AR 2 7P R A BRI XA AL X 2 B 454 152 o 5 41, [F]
I AR AN 4k 222 B AR A= PR |l 98 5 A RN A X J [) A DG M A 0 9 e 1 2 % T
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FIAR BT PR T B IR AN 1 Z )G ZR IR 5 0T A9 B2 DEARO B A DR SE ™ e 3] 1 e il 25 oAb
BRI, (EATY A G TE P BT IR M A A 2 28 0% BOAFN A SR PREE R 3R LR B AR A 3 Ty 2255 &
Ji& ALy A DX R A DA AL Dy T A Y 2

2. BRMRAE 2 o RO PE— R A AR BT 22 2 ) — IOV SRR, T ARk A E AT T P b TR
A ARAR BT IR R A BT SORUARE TR B0 Aol T FIZR AR AL AT DX AL 25 M o BRARAE 224 1
93— MW FEH AR RA AR H I A 35 B4 DR SR I A S 28 AR T 28 R bR | b M P Bl P e ) A R R 28
BE o BRIZ AN, ST HE DXCHUARAR BT 5T 00 3 B DR, PR IS AR T 52 SIS | AR PR BRI B B5 3 A
Mgk, VA S ARMR B ORI B N SCHEBE o O AT RO B0 T 5T S IE 1 3l 7 A 2 22 55 R A ) ) BRRR AiE (et DX
S ) AU A LBl A XA Bl sl IV RE ) A G AR R T A A i e O IO
ST ARAR USSR 0] 1324 T Ay 78 b DX ] P 2 (1) 1 22 S AR i) 1 A2 A

3. BRIT R R 20 . BEIRIT AT H ARG PFAG G2 A AR B IR e S R i 2 202 — o ML 20
AL 70 4FACTTAG , A AR GE IR AT 22 2 B TT I 1 R B X R MUASE RE R B U SR A A ANl DX 8 e 2 52 Wil F)
Feo A5 — SE BT AR B AL DX A AL, T 988 4 SR = 2 5G T PR B T A A 322 T 5 S 119 4 4 X
S  REIR AP B A A 2 AR R A D TR AZ AL, Herp He B2 M A I A0 455 e 22 2 o A5 N7 5 [ P A 7 Ak 1L
DX — SO P TA A F8 AN i DX T T 8 (AU A DRI, AR 3 28 (P88 A ks R [ S A8 2 37 22 JH 690280 X4 BE TR
AN — R BSC T B AR AT 50 A 22 OB IR AT 0 IS o X L8 Sk 3 B 0 B IR A
oK BRI3HIT R BRI J [ TRIFE AL 22 28 PR AE L A4 2 5 LA ey 13t B F) SC AR i 9 A IX O e e . B 3T
AR [ DA TR BRI, 27 AT T B4 5 AR L ) XU I FIAL DX 520 o Ak, A SR BT I 222 A
X— USRI ST T A7 R KSR 2 A BRI B 5 B IR TT AT S B AS BBt s e (A i
O B2

4. AARELSEAL IS o 5 [ [y S S A M X9 N F1 3l A 20 T2 70 AFARTF 4 5 hn, Mii ek 22 1
—H RN TR FE AT S X — AN D Rsha S s 2 2] 7 207 it 225 W R (A5 L
P B A BT A ) A2, JHG Py — A T i DR B0 A A AR/ NI s DX BRI R B DT 25 38 (451 2 56 Tl )
W BRI B T AME S LS ) o HARELE RS B R A8 N 1 PR Xk T Al AR A A X
Tz A BT RIPREE R R A BOIE ST 0 EE A A A S 11 B2 7 (reverse migration ) Y J IR 2 25
B B BN T IR 24 i A 2 A0 A 2 A Ak B0 R ) e O R L o A R R B R OSCHR A TR RS
RO MRS RO s R 2 IR AR Ak 2 28 DF R AIE b B0 28 S S P BB RO AR 2 20 o 78 PRI R 0 J T
W5 S B3 A [a] ) N 1R PR A PR 05 AR BRI AT 5 A A8 RIS [ AR BT RS BRI S Bt 2
AP BIRER, AATEMADEIRRRERKRERA—D LRGP TARR T
AR T i 5 1 15 T A 1) F) 2 A 400 R O 008 B0 5 I ) 11 SRR RS A% RO 9 . (LA — 4R B, AR BT RAE 2
A R SRR A O T T P MR PR RIAR 3058 Ml F) Ak DXCRE I LS 4 R 3 — B 0 AIF ST KR I — A R
S AR BT IR A SRl 4

5. IR RFEIXRIA RS 5 o[RBT 227 5 BRI AT S A LU AT BB I ) A DR S s ) R Y
gt , AL By 5 iz AL SRR AT SR SR IR MBS B . A AR BT BRI A RS 5 — R R
[ R BTIRAE oe f E RO Z — o SAEAN =I5 R R A ARS 5 W RIS AT, R i 24 7 ik (Hean
(I RIS BORIE S ) A ML) B A R BEAT AL o B AR S R R e 1) 1 AR BRI A BRI RE R A 1 A
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XA FE At Y R BT R A B (community—based natural resource management ) X — B A& 4, (EP Yk
AFE [ ARG IRAE B e S A 8, 5 [ A AR BT IR 2 2 e Ak X5 AR s [ 48 B A AN [R5 LA A
DXy Bt ) A8 BRASE A BT IEAE B AP 3G o Ak DR DU Xy BE il ) B 54 FRATE 2R A A% O &, ARG T
T2 [10) 8L ) 6] o T A A R BB AT 0 2 — A X ek DX 1 — B S, — 62 3 T A A P A A X R
1w (N FA R X CE B8 ) MG A SE B B3R THX — B B g4 #5500 N EShHE X A Bk, LIFE X
BERIAY B ARG IS AT LAl S IR A OC B 300 5 1 A X N A (] 0 i A OG5 118 B Sl AR 3 ke ik iUE ) T
P vy AR S AR S AR AL R 2L R AT 5

(Z)EEREHSFEBRRBEHSFRARTELR

9 E BT 2 2 B AR SR 1) SEUE RS ), 4/ Az 31 <4 25 #3044 32 7 (social constructivism) 52
Wi , 3 55 WU PR A 2527 B T B I AT LG o R4 BRI )R i) EAR IR R SE A Y it b, 36 [ IR R A 2
22 B B g B R — P CHE A B PR SE 3 Y7 (eritical realism ) 8% 38 BE A MY £ X (moderate constructivism)
AT UL A, BRI 19 AR FRBE AR DU T 10 0 SR B B AFAE , SORIN S A 23T 3l 38 il 32 s e 36
il B P e . XA 2 e AR AR AR BAR RO RS 7 ik b o B RIFSE 7 — I T Hr A
JETE Bl 3 A R A A DA S R 1) R (AN 3 R R ) B4 25 e S 45U, T OC T AT BR R B 11 UL B
fifk S PR 5832 Bl (R4 23 S AR PR R S IR T 58 W) 22 020 T VERY 5 ¥ o S8 B BRBE AL 25 2 SOk v X P AP 52
TIEEAL T — R - RS, Ok B 22 1) 2 8 B TT U R P45 6 28 B FIE PR i — IR IR G 5 58

L A SR B PR 2 2 A0 1] T A DR DI S A 2 O, T R A BRI R A . AR
BEIRAE 2 WG — MR TR 75 J2 T b Lt B DAy Bl 5 R IR AL, R e DX DXl Ay A A
AN INMEAS B SR B 2 2l 1) 55 A0 G T 2 WL DR 280 PR RN B PR ) 5 0 () 8 . S R A 2 A
L, HAR TRt o2 I MR T & CEMERIR Gk . BT AR IR &2 5 B ARAREE AR
IRAR B, T AR AR X S i 1) 2 2 R R SE SCF RS o T3 0h, A ARG IEAE 2 2l A HAZ O AT 5 A6
FZ DRI X R BE Al b A T — R BARAT 7 104 DX 5 (community context) 22 J7 70T
] #1 X 38 £ (longitudinal community survey ) (14 5% i FIECHE 4347 | b 17138 28/ B0l A J7 125 (drop—off/pick—
up Survey)))7(Ujf@%ﬁﬂﬂ?${jﬂ@§gﬁ*ﬁ(meta—analysis of community case studies) o

w9 R A

I (R PRBE At 2 2 0 i S ) 0 B i A A Gk 22X 1 SRR 4 2 oK 2 S g 57 f9  BH sz, I
e FAEAT 22 U P AL TR A AL BRPIRAS o BER IR EEAE 22 A SE AL 22 B RE MR i 98 56 G
oy A2t R AL B ST, B E R M BB DA BRI o A2 A [ S X (3 22 RO RN 52 %)
HETAE 2 R, R EFA AT S e iR B i B, R A R T A RM RS T AT TS .
TP TAARMEDISY , KRB AL 2 0N — BN R AR, F AT EC E AR B 5 ) R At 23 1
PRI M RV B i) 3 4R PR ) R P g DR R = 28 A D8 20 D 43 S T B0 I3 1) e Rt vy i A8 T AN AU 3
SEREIR MR, 4 J5 56 [E PRt 22 2 5 b S PR A RO 199 S PR AT 1o R PR e A 3mSR,
I [E PRI AT 23 2 A — BT () HUATRRE 7 T SR PR 22 A B R e v b 1 32 S A3, 11 B 52 1) LA
JI AR PR RS PR R A 232 1 A R AR T 52 S 22 e I RPALE .
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AR HARBEIEAE 22 IR T R [ HIAE e C 40 e 3 1 E bRt SR ke E R . oy AR
BV 22 FA 1 B 1 32 U R BT U2 B SUE BOAR X b T RO B RS B e AL £ 2 U
(890 SR WA AN PR SR AL 2 A ISR B . AR B A 22— LRI 1 e PR A 2 2 B o 1) e ke 52
Priol L Gt . FARK 22 AL, H AR B AL 25 2% 7 AR T il D R A [0 AU 4 AR AR 3 B A AL s
RS, B N — I IR S8 A 1 07 T 203 B R0 BRI 2 Sk SR DA B 2 B 355 52 Wi 14 17 P A )
F B RZ G AT 2 M H SRR T 8 2 B, — 28 36 [ A 0 v 22 JE s AL I SR TT IR K B PR R
A SR 7 I A 2 2% (natural resource social science ) , HoBIF5T P2 FIN FH 4 7E 45 5 8K E— 2540 98 .

5 [F PRt 25 A A AR B IR AL e A AEAR 22 07 TR 2R R (H A7 A W S i 22 001) o 4 Tt 3Lt X 7
ANIFFE -SR] (18R AL A [7) Z AR X B AT T A R 1) 2 Je AT W R ) £ S {1 [ BN UL B Dy 4 ) 7l BE Y 27
il LA A [ SR S AR i)~ Bk i S i At — 28 HAR Y 7 1) ARG 57 o BRE A A AR B PR 222 STk 1)
— 2R B IS T RAT S22 B4 22227 (sociology of environmental and resource sociology ) , BI X} -1 40
S AR A G A o I SRR SR 1] OC R AL 22 Ao X7 T A ST AE 2000 4 LA HEAS B2 BT X B
A ERBE A 22 5 A AR BT IR 22 AT, (B2 ROC T EAT 1 2 A0 2R 1 58 2SR A2 B T 2000 4F [ PRt 25 5
PR M 2 AN BREE S R S BRI s , S BT FRIR IR SRS R RAECGHE 2 5 HARBEIR)
A 2002 4 1) — R T B CEER 15 855 3 ) . BAR A E NI T AL 2370 5 A AR BT I 2 ) 2 7 A7
A ST DX A AN R L (R S e X A 5 4 S 5 SR R AR 2R K A R R L,
FSCEUR SR BFFEAL A 1 HORHRL T S8 U A b [ 3085 5 B A 22 A R R JE R 78 (Qin & Flint, 2010b;
Rudel, 2002; Z&4# BHEJE - 9 ARAEF, 2012)

(e 5 B ARBEI) Z R I — A 3¢ A AR B A AL 222 0 A R 1) b (2013 4R 505 26 4545 2
BOEPINE T AR 2 B N2 —FERTER AR UK A Tk . o 22 JE se ARl R H] T 2 809
PRt 22227 (sociology of knowledge ) I A , 38 12 73 BT JE R FE Y R R 35 (HAg T2 A= 42) F1& 7R M 2%
S BB 1 AR08 DAL 2 2 1 1K B (Krannich et al., 2013) £ 2000 4F [ bt 2 5 96 A FRBF IS 232447 5
154 8 3 MR A2 2 A SR BEIRAIETE 20 ST 50 JA4E Z B, Z8 A 45 AN ELAR /R 32t O PR A 222 5 AL AR
BEURAL 2 A 1) T2 S AT T SRS AT, AT A R AR IR T X WA 3 SRR R FREE 1 S A HTE IR
PR o) R SR A S5 D7 T AN AE AT B, Ui 2200 (Qin et al., 2018) o I T AE L ITTIT T HE Al 2
S U — IRE A 30 A% T 8,027 F 18 SO SCHR T 4 BT UL B Ol AT b 5 3 OC R AN LM
25 S XX A TR 43 LRSS T A2 (Qin et al., 2018) , 45 FL 3 b b e /R 1 W6 4~ FH X6 2k 7 A B85
SRS (ST IE 1),

F I A ARG IR A 2 2 MRS AL 2 2 AR J LA AF P AR AL TP AT R I 23 B RS XIS T2 R
AR FEA A A BR A 8, 17 ELARBE AR SR A E M o F AR GRS PR (o) AUAR L[R]30 R AR R, e
ARWFFE AR ATBE (WA RZ) TEEA TR o — 25 i M i St 2k . G, 36 B A SR BT IR AL 23275 I 1Y
K A T R PR AL 2 2 B LR TS S 5 R BRI P> 73 SOk B i 22 531l o 7 & A T dis
AT LA Jeb — S AF DG A 5 ST (] Bl # k252 il d k252 BEUET SRANRY it | AT SRS sl T 2 i )
KHEDEIREE AT 2520 [ R BRI AT 224 1Al A (Buttel & Field, 2004;Qin et al., 2018)

MAEARINBEART X P T#BHG 6 FEAR A L i BAT BRI AR, — 28 20 36 [FE R A A AR BT IR
FE2e 22 (CHORRLG R R FEIRAE 8 AN 5 22 JE o ) #5575 36 R AR A 4k 2327 23 5l A SR BRI 5T 20
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K - Qin, Prasetyo, Sanders, Prentice & Nguyen (2018) %7 A48t ASE T 2000-2017 4E 0] (kL2 45 H AR TR ) ((H LU 5058 )
A 30 5,483 5 SCRE 0 A B VOSviewer CPFAR B, B A 45 T HAT B85 G AR IR 19 181 1. 20002017 H 7] 7 3% 2L 1] F1]
FRFRT 3R MU BRI FEE . RARRB AR R IR T 5 R S 2 5l 1 AR BEIRUN DG AR I B2 BUR B8 IR A8 AR 1T (0 4 2325 5k
BRI O T FLRVEIE22%) R G BB A T ASCRRA ST IA B 225 A SR G o2 A
R 25 2 3 1 SCE B INAUA: B, IR T2 B M A R SR T & 35 R MRS . BIRR SOk i & 1
1985-2017 4 [AI7EX 30 /AR I T b & 3R 14 8,027 F i 3¢, ALY 2 #4535 R AG I 28 53 17 s 15 P AR BL A R A X
PP RS . Bl SR E PR AT 2R B AR BEURA T S AR O L AR B RO R, 3 E AR R A
HIAEXT AL F T W AR 3, R At S22 2 S RIS LURT AR FE R IR 4R /. X B2 T EFE S (BRI
VI BB AR R AL B B TR (O — e R LAz B T MR AT S B A 2 H AR
fhos2g Al 58 i a2 4 AR 43 i 2 I (Krannich, 2008) . AR IE E A A 2 B ot 7 H sk
RIEH B AR A F ARG AR5 B it 2 o 248 2 — BT TG BRI e LAY 4 5t g fin i 5 36 [
FrostEtE At oy s MR bRt 2 5 HAR IR P 0 AR , DLSEIR JLAS AR A B R 4 e o

A LR RBE S FRAL A A

RSO 56 [ FREE RN A SR BT IR 2o A AR DM 7E — 8 B IO T R SCSCHRE T A AR A e R
G Az R E N A R SE EFR S S B M SRR TS 2R HEAT T AT . 22T T M X S [ BR
Bt o 0 A AR GEIE AL S 2 TR AT XT BRI 18 3% [ o 8 608 55 B A1) O e by B gk 3 A -2 Bk 2 [ 8 AR B
FIANIR Z Ak o R A BRI 2 2 ) — U5 M A0 (UK B Pt 2o b 2o B JlkE 2 ) (R B T B
ARG 2 B KU OSSN A CO T T BRI S O G . X ERBE AL 2 R SR B IR A
S ) e [a) B kg 4 TR A4 BHLARE T8 B AT DA Sk 119 4 Jr R AT R 1 il 5 B2 (A (0 8099 )3 7o T L X vl [ B 5 5 ¢
DAL S AR DG T (AN 222 BRI AT S B A TR IS H i
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[ A A 23 22 1 2 B AT DA 45 58 AR R [ AR BE R AL 32 R S R BT ST N IR &R AT 42
J7 T SRR 2 SRR BRI A TOC R . At s R e Ll 2 B St n] DL IR TE M3 fin 5 A O
Tl 2= ARG (AN #2322 Bl 22 1 25 b B2 25 N SCHBEE &l 22 51 2 L [ AR T R 2 25 ) 19 3¢ T IR
FRo JIAN  EAL S 2 E E A AR B AE RN SCER G | TP 01 [ e it | 32 20 M B B ] AR GE AR .
T E NI A S R O G T — e 5T HARMIGY 58U STk T2 40 B (A0 E R, 2019) , 7EK5 R W58 vh
AT DA — 204 RS 53 B B ISR 4 T Jie s R [ PR B Ak 23 A F 9 B ik o 283 A AR A G S0 rp (B R 58
Fho A R R AR A 22 T A AR BRI AL e Y S R G (FR A RHERRJE - IR AREE, 20095 Qin & Flint,
2009, 2010b) . A BEAS SCHg i — 038 I N B0 T IRt S 2 2 B i i DG , T RE A T 2 14—
HERAR VT —ASH AL B R 0 P8R 5 0 i 232

S 3Lk -
Wit , 2011, (& RIFREEAT 2 e B0k ) | (T 222 4 ) (B 24 A h e B2 RO 55 4 381
I, 1999, (P47 BREAT 222450 ), CHE 22240 ) 485 2. 30
I, 2007, (P45 RS AE 2 1) PG R BOHAR 4, (MO At B2 24RO 85 3 001
FIRR, 2017, (SRR AR 2227 BE LT S5 TR E) , (3 ) SHRER)DHE 7101,
FIRR N, 2017, (b RSS2 B Sk R H LA , (R At Tl K2 24400 (RE b2 b0 57 3 8.
ZAE BRI - IR AR, 2009, (P97 SR AR 202 5 A AR BT IR 2B L) (RSN B2 ) 58 2401
—, 2012, CRABS R P E PR S BT E o) CRHRARH) 45 6 01
EIEAR, 2019, (FRIEFRBEAT A ST 20 4F: i FE5 J B ——JE T CNKI 1TSSk i il AR A6 43007 ), (T 5 IR U S5 R ) 35 2.3
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A Comparative Review of American Environmental and Natural Resource So-

ciologies: Also on the Sociology of Environmental and Resource Sociology
QIN Hua LU Chun-tian JIANG Pei GAO Xin-yu

Abstract: Contemporary environmental sociology mainly originated in the United States. However,
due to historical roots and institutional factors, American sociological research on the natural environment
has evolved into two parallel but related subdisciplines: environmental sociology and the sociology of natu-
ral resources. Although existing Chinese environmental sociology literature includes a large number of re-
views of western environmental sociological studies and some general comparisons of American environmen-
tal and natural resource sociologies, there still lacks a systematic and complete introduction of American
natural resource sociology. This article provides a comparative review of the historical evolution, theoreti-
cal research, empirical studies (and research methods), and development trends of both subfields, and sum-
marizes recent sociological analyses of their relationships. The authors hope this review can further ad-
vance the exploration of a holistic, innovative Chinese environmental and resource sociology.

Key Words: Environmental Sociology; Natural Resource Sociology; Rural Sociology; Sociology of
Knowledge; An Invitation to Environmental and Resource Sociology
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