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The Comparison of The Socio Psychological Characteristics
of the People between Beijing and Chongging When SARS Happened

1 . 2
SHI Kan ,ZHANG Jirr fu
(1. Graduate School of Chinese Section College Mental State, Bejjing 100101, China
2. School of Psychology, Southwest China Normd University, Chongqing 400715, China)

Abstract: To investigate Chinese peoples risk perception of SARS and t he socio- psychological predictive indication, the research
workers surveyed 556 people in Beijing and Chongqing by the method of stratified sampling. The results indicated that: (1)
When SARS happened in China, the general distribution of the peoples’ socio psychological is consistent between Beijing and
Chongqing, and the Peoples’ risk perception, influence factor and socio psychological presentiment indication was normal and
moderate in overall. T he prevent and control demarche of the government play ed a significant role for peoples psychological sta
bilizat ion. (2) There w ere some significant differences betw een two cities because different plague state and environment . these
differences was not attribution but degree. ( 3) Our research results could be used by future leaders as the basis of burst sanitarian
disaster prevent and socio psychological direction efficiently, as well as they offered important information for socio psychological
presentiment indication system .

Key words: SARS; socio psychology; risk perception; socio psychological predictive
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