NSRS EFFETIAS 2015.06

NI RIEA TS UL BRI

ASGEI R NKGELTEX, ZAARBLGHEEIL: L4 B3 Flze
AREE, ARBRAARE, AEFOAHFE; L AL TFRIIAG o4
BE, AMEFALEY, FBRBESRA S AL S, KA TR L A X Lk
B, AR EBARX AW BRBRGBIK, “FAERERRET TARAN~KE X
BRI 35 FA “e 8 B TAXRRTHE LA EHFE IR T,
L EARGEE FAREA T RA AT B — LI L, ALk mitd i d” %
BT AR THRAEER, A X0 LS T RAZ P B AL AT 09 F BAT*F A X 4Rk 09 &
M, HRLHARFAERF AR R, IRREBIEI AT . XM 554 TR
5o
KA

KALGHT . hRe. 5E, A IEG . FIEM R
{E&E &

FR, ENRFHMAEBFR, EFL2HEHIR., PEARKFHEF R
+. ERRAFMRFEEHN IR EIAEHBAFRABARSEFFML, B,
gonghe1223@163.com, "% : 361005,

The Paradigm Struggle in Public Relations:
A Proposal for a “Cultural Analysis” Approach

GONCG He

Abstract

This article attempts to present two facets of public relations: One is the “functional
paradigm” that has for decades been regarded as the dominant logic of PR theories; the
other one is the “non-functional paradigm” that concentrates on humanities, meanings and
power analysis. The author proposes that “symbolic expression” can bridge Cultural Studies

12g and Public Relations according to literature. Based on the hypothesis, PR can be defined as
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a cultural phenomenon that produces and transforms meanings through symbolic systems
under socio-cultural situations. Then the author puts forward a cultural analysis approach
reflecting three most significant cultural characters of PR (namely identity construction,
emotional interaction, and symbolic expression). Corresponded to the three characters, the
cultural analysis approach consists of three dimensions: situational analysis, ritual analysis and
rhetorical analysis.
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AFFER I (Public Relations Review ) fE19934E & % T T A XRER
(paradigm ) ITHE LR, LRSI R/R - AR H X ea &0y AR
TR 354”  (The paradigm struggle in public relations 1) (Botan,1993), f¥ER SE 415
FfREN “N AR (practice oriented branch ) 5 “PEEJK”  ( theory oriented branch )
FITRF AT A ANMEIAR], HorRse o e L RIFE R, /& Ak, A
BB 2 R A v, AR SR A I 5835 (Botan, 1993)

BEE, SRR, PO sEE” WERCLT AR, g - ZrEse
2200, RIS S ARG RE R, MR, ZFFhsisd B ; ot
FH—RIRSFE Ay, HANREA SO I T AR 1 (Edwards,2012) o ZFEAEZE
AR N 5 NS IMMEIN I ER T “DIAR” (functiona') 5 “ET)
fit”  (non—functional ) PIFIZHIVIRAAR] (Edwards, 2012:8) o “ZhAE” juzk
ARG WEAGE R, USR-S eSSBS L (Grunig,
1992) , I AUFE L PRI G (Dozier & Broom,1995) A MBS C AR N0E T
DU (Ledingham & Bruning,1998;2000);  “JETIRE” oz 2 EHAR. 8
FEL oM, fEAERE DU A2 SO ERG s, b “Thae” YEok
HA O BAR R, T “Dhae” Jos RS A 0 B G S DA R 48 57
DOk “HEDiaR” YN MRS EE # T0 ( Edwards & Hodges,
2011) ,  FREATE DGR XYY 575 (Dutta, Zhuo & Pal,2012)
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PER—TIN R, AHOCRBIE L RIS —E R bSO 7 92 I
Bio WHFONGOAE SR, SRS B LA R84 DL B30T, 1999 ATRRF) o
P AUARRE, AV EIA R R AR 2 Mo ERR 2 2 M SRR A C
FAERSCER BRI, ASE SRR 2R (B My ) 2
Wo AR MR, AT AR AIICR, DIBIAHR AT EFY
BIGETENE, AR SR B RE R e FRECRERDIR DL, BEfI3R
Ay SE R RIR R A" (Leichty,2003)7 1X—H 2 2 7543 BTy 52 36010
JTEACHEZR Y S BAT R TIME AT B TP AR S AL I A DSy AR 16
SCHIMOX = IFH UL, Sl A HOC A BT AT F AT H % B R IR,
RS HINIE . M AR ST IRESE.

—. X “TNEE” JEXRmIE

“IhEE” YU A AR H TR “4141”  (organizational ) 3 3HF1S
R HCR S FIZE S . 202000, B35 50 T E R A KB i I
R, RIS T BURA S . WHEAES IR, A SE EA DA E 2T KN
BB TERL i, Bz “RiF” R0 “Bhge” ,  “BE” F1 “dEshae” J5
AT DG ARG SR TR KRR, . K TR e ASEIIE LI
SEMAAERT a0 N = AN 5T -

(—) DBEEXFNAZHCHBH L T “ TR SHNAIAMAE

WREE N BT, AXENTHRGH K, AH5 K2 HEIN
(mediator ) WAL ; 2 BRSO RS 21406 N SN geR . AREERER
I ATL9S0FARAGEHeAs K H R (B - e, 2008:1-23)F2 ) “ B
(excellence ) FFERFET, HOEA I EIFRALE Jdnc KAV GRIE 412347 20k 5 B L
SRS A IR R o 1998=20004E 1], T T IUBFIAE T HE HH 10 5C R AR TR o A b
FHAEAT T AL TGRS, IEWEFHIEH, XA IR
HAZCHEEMES, ORI, CHERTEOBIESZ S L, ISR
%, BEAISZ AR BRARAK,2007) o

() ThigE XA T “AJeH” AH

VL2 M A RBM AT HEAEE 2 “PUFEE5h)”  (muck—racking )
o WNPEMPTRERE B, ER CPUEEET I T AR AL R A (Coombs &
Holladay,2007:66) 23258 IAEAL S BRAE BB AR W ar” W4 T IhaEmZ
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o MFRESEN CHIET MR, AREEH RS FA S5 SIS R
L T, MR - AW ar &y A& M” (public relations counsel )
(Bernays,1928:4 1) IV A - AR B Bh Al 5 “FIZsAHoCE " Aditkad 2 fne’
DAmif3 B “TEEE” FROMER] . SEERIFRIFRIBL T B E AR FHIIW . =i
BERr LA RA T P 5 R A SR RN AR IR T aads & H— X i AR
A I E” FAKER,

(=) ThREEXMZ 5 A e & RIS

1 ANTEERHOAEME (legitimacy ) 2] ik

“ohfg” A S RERNE - TS, TTiefh BO B, AXREE
WA AER A 2 R PIRE . R TR, REEHIEN TR, mMEHER
MAHF G SR LRI, HTARNMAEMEERIE, ERGRE “BRE ‘4
IR M XARRARA N Bwinrs’ 7 BemRpse. HE a5 e /KR
A BRI BIEOE “akTRE, AR IR R P B B ), i
SR AT w5 R R E R B A OBOR I T AT TSR BL R E R X7 5
B, XA R ARk T CRIUYTIE A A B R Z P S
o 7 (Neilson & Leitch,1997)

2. SRR H A (autonomy ) 12 ikt

AN RPRCHE S AP I RO W CDhRRUL” HIE . R RECAIE Ay
PN, DHRE A XA N AR DIRRE DSR2 B, A HOC R WA A 7k
MARAS AR5 5 T B2z 22 B A o Wil ML - B /kagH, R
( communication management) S AR A RN Tttt : —J
I, e PRI SR T DO B E RS N A
ZHi, 7 (Wehmeier,2009)

3. AT S-S EME (socio—cultural attributes ) #2240

Dyae e A R B A A A — Bt 2 ah i Ry R A o B A 2
A EAE A, DA RS R a5 S ik e b e 2 T HA R 25 2 B — i
(Edwards,2012) -3 EMEMERIGE “DhRR” JuEARMGE ARG s
FEHA

N 4 4 I 1) S
2R — N AE DR T AR 42 — SUEHE” (socio—cultural
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turn ) (Edwards & Hodges,2011:1) iX—FE ARG A ARSI IS H “IhAE”
Yo A PAROSCEA N A =30 BRI . WA RN R E T
THIEM, MmitiaoaE e 53R SUEF IR AR (a locus of transactions
that produce emergent social and cultural meanings ) (Edwards & Hodges,2011:4), %3
BBV AN A RERE X — e 1] 4R SRR AE 20 N LA AT T :

(—) BRI ASGE 2R SB[l

HOe R, AN AR DR EE AN A SR uE N DR B v 32 X
JE S SO, RO B AU S 1230 (The Culture Turn )
(Jameson,1999), 7E—EFREE 52N T AXEISHIL B, A3 TRE 221 “witl”
PG, P2 SE T BT OB TS PR T SOUE T AA], DA
MR “fthEt” 5 “ZR7 PR R A “HeFEne” h, $EREEe
SRS S (R 548K ) ATRRR A IR B A AR ik B A 5
Flga, (SR RSO Al a1, AEPEEE - BHRE(2007:3) F 404 ARG
FHE Gl . AR ERT) h, AR E AL MR AR E . B
A0t 2B R LU R 25 10 B A BE A ORI B, Flk e S SR e St
HL O B EEEE

() ARSI I AR AR Tt 5L [l

SUERERT, T4, AFRATIE AR SR B SN BrE N A “DhaR” Yua
IR A L AR DA SRR F THIE X, AR UL R AT
B B, i SRR MATENE (uncertainty ) 17 K1 S 5 1H G
A= 77, ARMBERFRESIRE; $=, DU R F BN
kT ANBAZAREIER ST, AR | R S MBS
WFREEN SIS T R

(=) 285 S IR

1. “DhAe” YuR “SCeferm” JeRfmes “THR” Fm

QR R KT SRR, B B R T o A A ELN Qe i
T YNGR Sl R NN IRIRINEE ST, IHIZE S R “SCRDR” (cultural
shock ) , IRZIREALE AR, W, WimZ SRR, i &E.
Z5 | BRI SRR AUl v, HEUE S 5B (Sriramesh
& White,1992), A2 A ODPP AT CHE S, PSR - BRI TE  ( Geere
Hofstede ) [0 RBE RS PRAZIRIG IR R RAOAE SR, 3 AT — A b
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RPN, BISCHRLEE R ANF SO (ISR ) W, 70 SR Tilll
Moy 2ee B, SCZEm 5 Al A TSR Z R OG22 B O BIFFE I EE A5 (Huang, 2001 5
Rhee,2002; Tian,2008).,

2. “JEThae” YR SO ELRT AT iR R

5 e R EE N PRS2 A, “AEThae” Jus (HRA
HEAEE” BRI WA, SUBHRRATMRIA TINF G, PFOIERLY
WEAIE (B BRI ) ki, Bildn,  “HeAEhe” 08, ek
FAGERIRI GRS . TSN A, AR TS BRI e, fe
A TET R AR, mR AR 5 “MhE” S IR B, EBoa .
ZUF A S TSI RO . BRI, ZRRES AT R S ihss,  OBUm A ik
U EcE R o BB, BR AL CIEDiae” SR A
ARG E AR EA L, EasEessblsal, o (HAEe ) B T
PP INSARIIFAH ATEIT e ™ (Grunig,2001:11-30)  FLEA 2 —SURER RIS
Pz maezghaih,  “HEDhae” Ju MBS TR A0 N — AR
7E X (Edwards,2012)

H 2020 DAZEE] - BRI R PY 5 A 0 B S B S S I A ST &
S, BHEAEAEX SR SO SR ] — M AR R A I 7T, TR
ZFFFE ARk AT ENE . BHIN, WA RIS S 4
IR FLAZRE, R PRSI A Sy, DA B I TR0 - 77 s e A
S EYE s IR R, SESUEF T ST 2 AU s (X
N2 BE I BRI ), DS, — R 2B iR &

=0 AX KRR BRERE

ST (cultural analysis ) #5425 7E MAAGE RTINS FARIATE R H
DRIIAVENE (cultural ateributes ) o HE 125 RIS M7 S5 28 22 (1) STk
B, EHWD, ARWSU BN 4% = A FE T AR ER S SR
(identity—power ) JEM; AFRAT NG G E) (emotional interactions ) 5 “4F
S-EX RAMEER L (symbolic—expressive ) 1k F o A RIS K= 2500
ORISR ER . ATHMBOR, ST T IEHEZRT R = AR AR, B
EROERICE . HEHT . SE T SR, =T ER T BIRR. R =2
A EME RN G, A0 ST IR FEEDSTENE. G, By, Wik, it
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DRA VKRR BER, BF, RIS SR RAEA AT AR,

(—) S MRSE: B “ESUNAER BT RIS HTIRZ L

THDN Pe 2 SCARRIFFERER e, ZHARE - (RIS 0, SR e AR
T, BRI RIS 5, D 1A T RS AR, e BN
IEMERIN (AR - TS 19945 7)o FE TRk, i SSAE 40 1% 5
Hr + Bl /RIEZE (Louis Althusser ) . 272% « I24F (Roland Barthes ) . HhpN « 1EAKHL
Hr ( Mary Douglas ) . £ ( Michel Foucault ) | #/K7% ( Clifford Geertz ) . H5 Dl
b (Jorgen Habermas) . FI4E—JiEf557 Wi ( Claude Levi—Strauss) . Fi-RK#T ( Georg
Lukacs ) FAMHBIC 2 G, AN T—DEX: “AFITHNRIE-KE
('symbolic—expressive ) " (PR « I, 1994:14) . ASCRLE X —E X, 3
T FTiR R PINASCHE Ny, Rt s UeiBEit, BhF iy AR5 R
G S — SIS . ST AT R AR SR A ST BB RE . ACF DA KA
SERTT, NEHENSINE S5 EEh 5 AR50 o

() A0 SeJstt” - Sy WAL RS SR

AT TR R — DR . AT ER . SRS R (L - ISR
H1,2008:18-23) s MBI ML, AR BB 2Bt il &0 5
W8 T1. Al N2 SRR RS BT, KBS HIE, Edhile B 515
B AR EARDC, BEME . TEAKME Z AR R TF Hhay . AR
AR E B A (B R - AR S 2004) . SUIEEGIAY, TEBGEHREA T
MESINTLE R . ML AT, A TBENARE .. SKemn—1
OB X o IR E RS TBNAEIR R B RIE S AR e W
Z RN . A, BE AR DDA =IO B HRE . S5, 1HIE S i
IO TS —BX" RAEER R . ARG, 5 -23 INRAE
RAE MR B EED R, HR R SN WEET . Ui
NIRRT SRR X S NSO L I “FF 55—
B MR AR RR X — S B A =R E e A T O B

(=) A% “UEDHT” FOREZE: 1585, (DA KBRS

— AN e P RMA RABEEIT T e N . SR RF S IR AR Y,
AT 1 BRSNS A AT ARSI GAE MR R AT IR A . &
JEWT - fA5e (Kenneth Burke ) 1) “fTHRZRAEME"  ( Symbolism of Action ) FHE[H)
RO SRR 5t (scene ) . ik (act) . HY (purpose) . 4K (agent) |
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i (agency ) “Z T KE R (dramatistic pentad ) FRAI ARIIGAEMEA Ty, —2b2
FREHBIPE R REE (dramatism ), HIUATCSUEATED “XRR" ROmARRETA
R H M T NI GAENE Burke, 1963) 0 EF NN, IX—RRMRE T ARSI
TNE, KA TAHRANTOE— MRS R HEER . 5ot Gt als
FHERKR) , A0 OGEREISESEMER) , URBRSHT (5GEX
AERAS) 3B R T AR =SB . B A TS T TS T A
FEE T, N SCRA Rk =N A R A N B BRI e

S 4

P

m: i

HRES)

E1: AR HED

. X “XEH R ERFEFH

(—) 155987 (situational analysis )

BEALT RS AT” AT EPEAAIRE ST o B HE RS E
— TN A ARIBRIE SR R, DA R A0 BRI “I5 3587 (Cobb &
Elder,1972:102), ZHUIRBEIE & AR AR H f F R AR A “ A
e ZAH A GRAF B 2 F25 (Grunig & Repper,1992:129), B HTER R RH 153
ST AR R IRART A RUIOCR” AT AR, AR,
XM 2 S AL TE R REA AL 1A S FIARF R . X 4405 HARIFR S R I IA
(Mackey:2005).,

L SCRST M ISR ATIAZ L B s

SRS T PSSR AT O R R B IS B AR S it X2 SRk
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S5 2 S BRI AT o AJE B L AENISH R EAAMEEG, 1SR
HIXAATARZHIRRAEZR . 25Ny, BRAE AT BuG St U RN
—ANJ7 ST R 2 BRI . I, SEAHOC RS AT S, AW
SRETRAHE AP O A3 BARIN S HEA (status groups ) HITE R ST
HISC, (EAUIAREEER Z8F, Rk A T4, BUaIXE, thalaedkH T4
TS . A2 R (Gerth & Mills, 1958).

2. M TINEE R FUR . s 5 ALR

S N ARG E I E AR 2 AT R —BU8IE 5L (issue situation ) 2
W, ANRITFEARIBIBGERUT) . 205 M i . 412 2E05 T 2L S E I 22 0 K Rtk
AERINENIREE, BRR PSS B R, 3R 1 & A A R ) ek sl R IR 25 1Al
e, ASABTE AT B RARIA T =T . Sl AR IR AR KDL
SAGR SRR TR o

(1) SOyRHARI FPR

SAECIA, BB A AR BB . Ul - BRSNStk
WA ETEH T REX: N0, AR ESE AR 67 BT, PO
SN 2 AR R J et s AeAt 20, BHARFERR 2 ahE = E & Al
AR AMEAR R, AN (Mol,1976:65) . A il X Fade 20k . IXBRth,
Wk T T H R NER. MOUENE, AN R SUE S 5t
10 A T 11 5D S Rab i3 7/ N & B U Sl AN NN | < PRI s e B e (SR
B9 F"  (boundary spanners ) (Daft,1989), E TIN5 F St 285 e Tt
e PAARA SR E R ZE A, KR A S AR T X R A
X7 WHFIRR AR A USSR I AR, S TRl
FALE VA MARE S A I, B S e R BRI R, 6T [ S A &
— TR 5 AR, AN IR E B e AR, BN T E A
R AE = A, B RA ANTEMPEE 2 WL . 3 Bd E R U B A A
. 7 (Cutlip,1985:430)

(2) MRIRAEMER R

AMEGTTEBGEBRACINARIN (in—group ) SAMIEAA (out—group ) FIFFR? M
WOMRME S, DAt A" SRS TR NEWMETN S,
FEBUA . BTN S BIEELHE T T AT 5UE B A AE & 1S re
SAT IR EFN,2004) . SEURFIE BT (2008:160)F5H, B 2 [RIIASF- AL
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RS, WRCH . WEREE S, A S X N AR AT B S R T
TR E SR . AR IEN TS -BXWGAE AR, W2, sk
Fer g 2 oG XA Em S RS — RO AR R R 990 B M Al 2 R 7
IR A BT T HR I AZ LA AT

(3) Ry AR ]

LRI AT (2008:144) 48, 437 (antagonism ) SUBAT, ABEEE R4
—EHARHARE XN S Z N, AE S — BFR F AR GRS . MR Z AR S A7

“HIfAR" IRER? S A S ES RIS 5PLA A FE & k)
52T, PR AT AR LIRS [ 7 X BRI A S S M R AN (A R )
W7 S AAFNZIE A AT AT A BUE I B — R G R, TR “THE
KR 5 MEFERE e T, Maisll MRS TSRS ER <52
I, AN SR E SO AR N =28 a AHE MO R TE
A5 bMHESTERNCRIES; cFHERCRIES. 2 “$h&amE” 5 “RaEmiE”
P T BAT 5 AR POttt i e ST ERIAE . RIS EIRRE, P
TERRETENS BRZ i oh, BONIE BAZARD, UGS, ML TAE G har
POCRIEAS; MM R A TR AR T 2S5, e S B 2N E—E R
JERASME Ea, WPRE AL TR RAIAR LS EC RIEAS MM E et mE
PYEEAANME I BRATAEAT], AR T b = h—, WL T — 58 —J5
W AE RO (assimilation ) JEAS(Gieber & Johnson,1961), {HASHENE,
2R MR AR U, T CTHESRIR” AEON e A il AN TR AL, ]
WCEBAS IR T HEYE T K (Mcequail & Windahl, 1981) .

(=) X5 HT (ritual analysis )

AW R — D RIS , BRI 2 AT 2 45 3 BT S5 o
MIBRESHT: AEMTAILERE, (GRS T RIS EEAERIG S fEasagER, Y
&R TSR S5 TS . ST EETERE NG A A 19t 40 RN P T
AR RAT, AKFMI SR E S0 — B T RR e . SR P F K
N, P B R OGRS (IR - RTAR
7,2009:13) o IR HPY TS ARSI T DRI, FATRT AL,
i s, HERSCRENS R TEZAUIN DR R, SRS 5 & it ol
i iRty . SIS RS T TIRE, NGRS LA/ A R

CENT s DAREAT . ELRE . FORA - EASHDARAE R Z - RO TR
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ARSI AR, S OGRS SRR AR “7 o SGRZ A
BRMEAE N — BB RGBT B A A PR sk SO S, TR S
o BE . PRI AEAT o

Lo SR TR0 TR E 2

EHINN, RRTEREIN R G MR HTHEZL N Z DA S 2 R 35 ik Rk 2%
R - F#kHE (Randall Collins ) 1) “H Y% (interaction ritual chams, IR )
BOE R . X BRI AE y—FAE B FE 1 EANSSE L. 1 AR A
(‘emotional energy ) BAALMUR ML LI R:  “I5 & i%muﬁﬁmﬁﬁm
Mz, g e IS HEIEER”  CEER - MM 2009:35-36),  “H BN
BE” IO B T A AR R 424 %Nt“ﬁﬁﬂ PR AR AR R R A
IR BPE AR S X B SIAE, B <47 ) AR g R (U R ah
NBERRIRAS, BI A" ) AT T&4E M. SGRAEA R ™ A 1 —Flilge [R] i .
[FIHA ST, R TERE AR A SRR A 53 S AT 5 —— X S S AU &
PR ATHBAESRBNGAEER A, EA IR IS EAE S SAEEEk, (GRE
WRGAEP RS RAMiz T, MRS SO BRI 5L TR Ry
Py CETEIR - FIRRIT,2009:86-87) 0 ATARHTINIRBIAATTE 1 Hpu s (GBS IRS
#, T RTAFFEARTE D OGRS E 5 S NS R A I Eh 2

2. SGRAHTIOER : &, SmSHS

ET R B a (R rBENe Y (E 2R, LR B A
TEEHS0) , FRATTDHRIA AT = AR HEAERIEIASE. A
PR SN AR A BT S T4 B

RRAHEAREE BRW LR
OBHRE ] -
SRS
. OH RS I BB @QMERBAER
it cin OURKREGS
WA (BFF - > _OHE LA oo
SR 0%
0 OB
5 0 18 DICEMBR ig
R
AR —
1t R ] e
PN PO

138 E2: EaXiER. JENER(ZER - [UHHEr7,2009:87)
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(1) THkpERmA

NFANR T TFEIES S HNIG AR LA R2BAIAR, N
PGB “FHE ML FE@m “HLEZHEBARE" 2 REE, e
HEREESINARSG IR . JEE SRR fe “Imid A1 = s
S5tk Ak (2)  CMRISEEER” AL, Phanm A — BRI T B
5. 2%EeREL. 778 TIEIAL S RS I, AR TR AR,
SRR H B A f . RIS E R b,

(2) BB B

AFWNAS WIS 5B B e BRI AT, e AR EZ 5,
SN EN NS SRR E TN, kA T it (1) 19 A
457 o TR A AR e AR SR A s, dEifi 2R T S SR s qaeke
SRV S ORI R 4 A T, U R BRI IR T2

(3) XHFFS A= 558

A FAR T TG BRSO R S A G H] . A MRS, 5 lEss
THETRIE R, SRR T AR, — KA AT RES P AR IR SR Sy R
JEILNY | FE X PE AR R Z A7 TR X B TSGR TS REIE AT 2K
FREE I PR ML T (A A 25 el R A IS 102 X — WS S5i/R T, BEET - 0
1 BUf ( Maurice Halbwachs ) DA FLZK ( Barry Schwartz ) FUSLRURHER, S0
LN “TERICIC” (collective memory ) MIFCHHERFS o W LA, &
ERH—REEAFIE A LW, k2 u/ DA F T LR R AAhI S - bk
57, HE, WETERIEMEZ RGN, X—fSirENRIEE O EEN
FE A T R (Schwartz,1990:81-107) . R, A H AR A
BRI, REBOA AT — S E S (se oot o8GR ) 58K R
AP B X — RS b, 7B S sa vk B B s At & R b, Ak
HESIRAE A NS IR

3 AT 2 53 bR

BB & AR E BRI S B 5 o (G AT 75 O BRI 1%
58, W RIS, PE N B, R 22 4 1) ER B T 223 D)
WIFRAE AT . 20084 <5 - 127 PUJIIMBE > G, 2T & e &Y
ARZ, MRS, AR OB RIS EIMZ &, 25500
AR RSB o IS T P bR AL, IIZR SR B B AT 26 4528
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&

AR e (DR 5IHBIRSE E20084E7 H4H ) « (B 5 %
(MBRAE BT RIS 5 ABOOE T B L, A " eia LR & Bk E)
1440522 ) . Wi sE 2 ) (W Eal S tEikB5493)8 Il )14l &k 512981
JE, T B AR — e AT T RS2 OB AR T R ) . I BE RO R B
Az Z (lkge . =, sk, FPRSIER) , wls, BRI “BUET Fohhety
RIS (Ebanmst “Hra” eds, AR At 45 458510 75 Aakik
SEXEE AR, WA PUR R O, B, et A S ) o A
HEBINICIZE SR DLER],  “Fl” o ChWISRMER” . “KE” XA S AR
ZUSEI TS I . AR A R G AR IR S o BRI 4) BT
AW 2 5N BRAFIS GRS T H AR SR A R T — 5.

(=) fB&53Hr (rhetorical analysis )

ANFMEEEDHT, ZHNFFSZAERZHWET, MESFHBEEL L, ]
B RSORIMIE o AR R, ST 22 5 ki) Sy A . T SRR 23 5C
WA ORI . DA - 7T (Robert Health ) SRR S A B RS
TR E R IR E T ARNEZL, F5KiE BRI T FARBIKE (rhetorical
dialogue ) (Heath,1992;2011), iU, IEQUIFENTS, IR 5 A
B LR A O SR TSR I E S TR Ik TR G i, RAEEN T
18 N IR AR AR AR A S 1T (Vickers, 1988:474)

L BRI R HESE ., W RnRa

AFBFESHTVMELR . MeRA MRS REE R, DOER . 1. AR
TCo BRESHT G IEIESATE AL, A O SORRTEERESE ; BEE oA U 3E
SRV T e 22 T R T BT iz o

(1) HEZE (framing)

HERCE B — MM 2 7Rk L, OB . SR (R
SEIRES AT RRR B ST )« AR AP (BEEEIE . BHART T A R BOATE
& M5 - WERIDCRAEZNE 50 0N FIFFeARS &, MR 7R A OC “REZRAS
0”7 (models of framing ) : 1535 (situations ) HEZR . HFF (attributes ) HEZE . e
HESL . ATEDRESL . SOBHESRL | STARMEAURIHT HIAE AL (Hallahan, 1999) . MEHII £ 3,
JEAE “DIRR” JEIN AR IAE L T A SCIRIIEN, ST T RS A
WIS SR, AR A I “HE A TE B I Bt U ARk
K, AT T RN ZE I (Bntman,1993) [AIL, SCHERRAR I A2 SEHE L4 5
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S IR AT s 5 Mde BT SR R O AL B s ORI 23 SO, dE T
SN ISE . B EEAT N,

(2) #d Cstorytelling )

HEZUE — AR AR AR R R A . B A AT MR, R AR
A, eI REERE - DIEFINEN. BeREds s, M. MERR.
PR OC AR I A kA O S . AHOCR A AL s — DO T 4 L AR
MORFZME . i, E—SASCHBM v, IRFH A SRR N A A G IR 5 |
NI, THOEI RN EE R — D EEE L R (confliet) | EMAYE
(impact ) | BFME (prominence ) . B2 (proximity ) . BFZEME (timeliness )
SCEE (unusual nature ) %(Applegate,ZOOS) o

(3) [ (metaphor )

Fehgr 2 A\ . AN T O 0 3k 75 AR AN RMEAH DS s ) O e 6 A
By 7 A U SAE RSO R A XM R ES |« B4 RIS 2 b (5K, 2004:2-7) o )
TR S, RS A 22, SR MR, EfFH
TR XA B A RB HOR IO AR R BT botn, A0y, St
‘9117 B2, AHBUNRCABETHRI T, SRR R
R BATO LR Akt k. ARt 1 “JURRL”  (Axis of
Hatred ) [0S, AitFBUF B IEHREARM T “MEHL" B Fhre . ]
FIRAEE—H 4R, IR E RS N 2002 EIE & KLU IR BBl 5l X B
FAAEPIO BRI A . 5%, SO ERORE L E ARS8 ki O REE . &
FEPEIR AL R (Axis of Powers) 5 [FIRF,  “APE" WIS H] T HAREHY
FLED 7506 “ABEATIE” (Evil Empire ) R, DAHAGE ANBARE A, 7510
BTN 17 FHROCT R RS AR I ARSNIEEEN S HE,2009:179-180),

2. BRI B A AL

A SUERE TR R SRR AR, MO R R T SOR (R - 5
IRVHIR,2003:79) 0 BRIES ARSI T, 5 REMBAMNNBIKKIOE . =R
(morpheme ) | 1], Flifr. )4 BOEFIREE (AN 2009:135)0 ) THRIERITIZ
Ve, BB, R ER . RN, BRI N R EREE, A

BN TAERE TR R Dy - RS . AR Wi o B Ry« AE
2, IR . AR, X =FRR G H R R Z RIS RO AR, Bl

[FIAEFT DA AT IR OO Bt A o, AR, BEANERRLE — SRR .
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(1) BREXR

BB ISR — AN SO I AN SRR UEZ AT DL 25 )
WHIMEZ . EE A BF gt 2008485 12 H 26 H30H (AAZNHR) F1 ¢ AR HAR)
X5 - 127 PR T A BT EARE AT TAER . SRR IR
TR “EIEE AR CAIZNHR ) MEAE AR A2 “diE
NIGRMCER” &, BRI R AR, (LR R ) i g
FRORTL AT 23 2 SCP IR AR . BOR I “FREEmmE” 5 (AR BAR) M 21
56 BURFANHPE A RAE I ER I, MRS, (ARBIR) LAERERS]
SREI RO, CAZEHR) MPABTEE. BN WTRAS, PIRIRITT A i
& BB REZ ) (5 87,2011),

(2) WFIER

WA ERISHTA T RRTT, AR ENM1, st 512
AR, EENTOfEE — SRR 2. 8550 AR S
MM A “HIERE"  (press release ) [ HAREE AR GHFICE, HE1IH
(PR RACR AN I 5Em HARA A BTbA, AT HATERA AT H B — A5
A HTRINESE, AR —ih50(2003:57) T ] “BE54” AT T E T 4 4
NSRS BEHE T . AR, A AT A BBy
(S, FEHEA. TR B0, . BES) 5 WA CEIEE.
FISRRON , £558 . Bl ) o MeESUAIFEaS . B3 . JRcR R TREM
R USRS T 2 i AE CREER -l Re R T kR
W BRI, XA TSRV FEAFSRPACN “5157 B “UEE” - 2
KRR, ARCARhEFESHIY B AR ZBIa A\ . ERyEit
RRFIEE, I 2R BUBUIREE i A SR B

(3) WLER

TR M EEH R H BN B AR . TESIRAGALEE | Bawdr 5 B SR
o — B AR EEANE RS EER R RN FRE,
AR SRR, T Ham s FOEA 25k . B R T
Wz MR, B, FRATATPAEEEES T (predicate analysis ) [R5 50 SCAR
B THOETEI T o B HTE RSO 8  BRE Bk &, shin, JTER
T AN AASCHREREGHSR, BE AT RAM R O F XA T e vt (— i s, 1
ICAE AR sy, W SRR s SO A T RR R ) 5 o rT USRS Al
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M. ELSCHIBE LR AT RIFFEE 0 2000~ 20094F 56 S B0 P SU8UA & Y
SRR T TR A, —SIEEARERNAE LS ESEN],
g “IERIT Cragic ) o “HRPER” Csacrificed)  “BEES” (escape) &5
A s R “9E8 )7 (nonviolence ) . “4if”  ( guidance. lead ) .
“FIE” (peace ) SEIBMHR MM ; AL FPIEBORFIN, W20 “sh”
(crackdown . repression) . “HTJE"  (torture ) FEiilif; MAEPERISEERS, M
RHIFL IR ESZHS” (a bedrock of support, (EPRSHTEIRMEHLIISR ) o P
FIFR”  (freedom=loving) . “WfEAE" (moral authority ) S5 1 (Y, &
2¢,2009)

h. Bie5itie

ARAHEAGIAN . B, THA—, AXEAREN ., 2ER . RAE
VER)—T, 1 AR A 5 S HA A PR BRI BT R AU S IR AT
AR RIGA TR SRR B Tk s TR AR 18
R, AATUH A FRIE R IR, PR WA A A DGR e, RS
FRMN L DN 0BT, E2mEE 7 “2IaE” 5 “Eohag” 8
B KRR I TAER “Hha -3 RERBAR W, IR Z
MOGHHAIRIAE T, ARSI — MR T 55 IR Ta R, SOt ie
PR RIBL T IR AT A R S S EgR 7%, A B AE INRIE ERHIA G — BRER
I “RAEMERR” —I, 7S BRI ISR . A6l
W2 e BARIAE AT F =AJ5 18 «

(—) & “BhRe” Ml E LA

WERATULRE AR “FF -3 FAHLE], B2, ASCIERNAEE SCIERE
X ISR (R, WX — “fei i ik, ASCEMptn] LA
BT S5 RGN, BT ARAT I AR 5 — B A %
A SR R s 2 R SORM AT DA I e e R T 5 1B 25 1 5 S5 IO 3%
o

(=) MRS RO A = e A e S s

VPR ELAAR R SO 53 A 70 3 R AT RE 4 I 11 XA RA G S A S T S 7
EFMCEICN Tty TR B TE S BRI TRk A RERENXE
B EEARY — i “EIHA” 5 ERHA” 50y, PRI RIL SR A
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R RIARIIN T ARSE, 2 ARGEABIER T, ASATH R EE Y
R EE R 2 — R, ARSIl NS SR HIRE R, Kk, Bt
W ARSORH R AR IR R SCRBIE R BB E 2, WA SO
By T BT 1l SO & A A B

(=) SAUSTHTHEZR B HH B FL R IS

EH ITHNGAENE” BHNeERE I, ARSI THE R = A2 T
A SR SRR RN REREE R SRS 5 SEX
A BRI

1. ZWETRT B BT AR R S TIERCh 3232 H bR

ANFRIBGE . 5% . Ahs I sSc g, S AEARRIAES R, AR AL
SRAMETHEAN AN AT . S AARFI SN XFZoc. siEm. 22
T SR NN S5 A G B AR RN EE R o Ehaninfal AR AT 3 5 A A B
MOBE XS ST A RIS R T SR AT N I 35800 AT SRR E 2515 5 42 45 MK 2210 2 At
b, AR R E IR

2. BT AT A I B 2 32 2 H b

AW IR R A FAT NI R A o BH WM« B 2h {3
B IO IEH T RT AR T SRS AR . BB S R S IA R B4R
o, BEATPUE R A SBGAHTI A BERA, RN ARSI, H—Am gkt
FEHE) . AN (AT ) PURITAG . e and ] —4
U, PR —RR AR, BPL W s L, 2B A
TEHb SN, TN AT, B TR . S0 SR X
Rl SR BN B BRI SAE R 7 SR HIBRAAT B T A TR A 56
AT R BREE A DR BB IORF S o0 R (Lh Qi & A & 5 WA I 7E - T 1) 3 ELER
) o

3. SOZ T B R T AR 2R S B 2 2 F bR

SAKBEFHREAR, A FIASBFESHrIELE AR 5 5E
M7 ARG NSRRI U —AMERE AR, MAERE . SRR T ROk
S TRIAAT, S-S EAT o EE A OO A QAT o 25 Fde BRI € HH R AL B
F AR AP EEA, BRI T AL, ARAN M1 AR E 2 A ek,
FHm T B R A AR RIS

AT HTERAR T S Z AN — MG, Hiz S e
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BOS A RIS ENERTEITIE . HAEO DR R BT 5 5 RO B A ERER
15, KAELERE- . AU B T s -3 ISAEE Rk ik
AR OHNL . TEe TR S AL e ARSI EL B, MSCHEAT RS
& TS -EX NS R

(SIESfE: PRI )

18 [Notes]
1. “struggle” MBIBETFELE N, =%, B, EBEEEN, TEABZEFAL “=
$7 .
2. “YEER)” . X—PRETEERGARZ-THIE, MEEEI00FEZ/E10ZEFH
MAPBLETHTREMERENXAEICERA “IFEE”  (muckrakers) . “FHEHX
PNFIREFTERXH, MHITXLEEFHEOERILIE (REHE) PRI AMLBERENE
&, MAMINESYHN HELOA . B2, HEIRGERIEXFPIRSIA BRI
EMRAES. T2, FEEALSLINXNNEERMTES BEBANR . 7 (Bx
IROIREREE IRTEIRREE,2001)0
. T HERHIA KM S MFRA “spin” o
4. XREERBEFRHNAXNIMER TERE, 5%, WafSf, WEivE $65%
maFp I g R = A O K.
5. “Xb” E—NERAMESAER, HAEESIRE “JEthee” STRX ik s
FEEETE. TBEENEXUHNNARE, WARERSHS XSS ZTERE~EH
2, MEENENEXMAHHET, MEXRE=FEERE IR SN A,
SHsm.
6. MWTF “EIER” ETRERNEE, RBHETZMNER, “act” BIEEALRN “what” , M
“agency” SRIAMEAITIZEBEZM “how” F0 “by what means” , Hitt, EZFINABEE D5
BIER “FRIA” A0 CERE” TFEEREXR,
7. EEFRIBEIE2009F1 8208 128, Bis-REDFiRT AT HESFEENAN
(X2) BEZEREEELSG, HEEMNSI863FE R RERINT P M IEIE “ B B
A7 EAEMEM, RERIRGHNE—MFRIRENE RO IKEERENRNER . B
WM EFHRE: (REDRBREIVFERRBERIE) . #5[8IWRPRIR, 20095018
158, EEHRE.

. SRIRMILE:  http://view.news.qq.com/zt/2008/512/index.shtml, retrieved on 2008-07-04.

9. EEURERFENRXIULNREZEZERITHT S HH(Toth & Heath,1992)7E1992F 59
Rhetorical and Critical Approach to Public Relations ( {({&FSHUAIBUQMAIFEXER) ) —H,
Bk, BERE5ALXRE0TLRHERERT —i2.
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