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The Coexistence of “Small Self — Obey — Big Self” and “Individual
Autonomy ”: Research on the Relationship between the Individual
and Collective among Rural Residents Based on a Community
Survey after Wenchuan Earthquake

Shuai Man' Luo Jiade® & Liu Jifan’
(1. Xi‘an Jiaotong University Xi‘an; 2. Tsinghua University Beijing)

Abstract : After the “small self — obey — big self” pattern during the traditional and collective period the relationship between the
individual and collective in the transition era remains to be studied. On the basis of three analysis paradigms of individualization
right protection and classification research this study takes collective consciousness and individual autonomy as the analysis
framework and divides it into three dimensions which are national consciousness community awareness and individual autono—
my. Using exploratory factor analysis of the survey data after the Wenchuan earthquake the study obtains four factors which are
“national consciousness’”  “community awareness’  “subordinate to the collective” and “collective indifference”. Applying
clustering analysis this study distinguishes four groups with different collective consciousness and autonomy which are elites
the middle isolators and underclass showing the coexistence of “small self — obey — big self” and “individual autonomy” in the
transition era. This study has potential to dialogue with individual and collective relationship studies such as the individualization
theory and the subject formation studies and also shows potential to provide theoretical understanding and practical guidance for
community governance.
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