HINTA AR E BRI AP LEN” -
WY AR @ A S PO T R AR A

=32 (Yoshitaka Miike) *
CIEN T Y Em D)

J.Z. %I/ %
CHIN L R 2AAL FEWEST AT

AR ASO B O AL FB SR EE AN UBTRE, 5t ML MAL T ST P g e & B . S
B R N S SO R MR B A A 5T S A SO LT B R s 20 B 0 5 1838 1 IR o
LEENBRIBASR “ESL”  (totalization) 1 “4404L”  (trivialization) ; 25 =#70x) “ L
Hn R GBI I LA T, AR IL AR A B . A SO R P I O P AR R S R BEAT K
VO AR, el (D RS WIS BRI, (2) SR T LRk 2
KA ZREMEME 26N (3) A LAt A e WAL R 18 (4) X “ g £E SV Sy
SEMEHR RN AN NE RS AL AT EIR AT (5D XSEARHT IR KRR OBl I AL YE . JF
LA B I 58 50 R AR

SCE: ARAOS, MO, WO, RIS, SCHASERE, £ITM, BRERE, RO
DX, A, B

VL AN AR D%, BB SN R T SO T SUREE b, SRR A A
IRF L, HHAEFRATG IS, AER R Rl M B (BHE) . MHEE G L B 2R
SRR ETRAIME R N7 BIEARMA Gy . B URERAT A CRUE, JF H oD FA 14t o 2t
MR EFRAT A B CIERERCH AL 7. e BRIE T AR — AN AT .

—FL4ER (1992, p. 338)

515 XHBEERAIEZR

N AN s s gy, NI HE AR R E . IEAXRAE
A AR FR AT M — TG ). SEXEI NS, DRk, AT BB “FRiL Cexpression) [FISRIE” Fl
“Jiil Coppression) [RRUE” X AN A BEXT HAEAT SROBFIEBS . IX IE &R 4R (2007) —HAHEAEY
XA RERAA T AEAIAE I FEARR R R . b B Craskud,  “ A4 IFA R
FETH M R FRATT, AN EATT, ANRBIENTFN e D EER, AT NSNS 5 a8kt
Rai, FOARERGEAILE DR A L IR 7 (P 143) o FRATA N Z & 70X Fh s da gy, 1.
R ZAE ST P T N LA AL . FRATT v is nT RE S 2 B e AT, (R0 “ TRATTAAT X LA R Ek
SEH A ER LGB, RATEAE AR (Tu, 1997, p. 179) o A, 78 H TSI T X,
SRR S EA R R R, IR R SOk e T FURBER TR AT A
ONERNAERAG B (1) R

ARICNA, I RAEVE T AL R AT 20 T AL 4E W v, ANEEMAETE J5 (1) SCA Ry e v Rt
FERE I AL TR N LR g5, IS AAEPE T AR BRI R 25 TARAE I o R AL R A7 I

eI i (Yoshitaka Miike) , 2004 4FE3KSE 35 88 U B AR IR R 2407, BN B 9 K2 A
DO F R B ERZELERIE EREFIR I, HRERmE (SERE SCAERREA)  (The
Global Intercultural Communication Reader) . 2004 fE3RS 2RSS UK. AU 12211/
(J.Z.Edmondson) , & H K. EEZEAERM KL, China Media Research 4w . WL KZFAERETF AT
Bz, AL R KT R proofreading, 47 NG i



IR TS S 9N B PR R AE R & s AN AT (), R PN — B 3E T W SCARAS R AT A i v
o AHIX— B 2T o ARSI e “ AR 7 RS R O AR SR . R
OVPEFERHE R FCEAT < Zviotk” s RE I E, MOMUESERL B8 sl ARSCHIEE —EB X APk 3
A T M RN AR 9 1R A T e LA 4 I DL B B R s AR o P RR O D = A “ B gk
(totalization) / “#244k” (trivialization) JEART M S AT T € S, RIERE T “ A2 BRI
LI IR A [ 3 SO AL R 2 AR R R I RERG 7 5 55 =300 Mg Ok B oo BV E S n LA
WY, UEWIHPES AT . AR E A O RO MBI T HEAT “ VUL (R T AR AR

Ntk SCAbiR e e RIAE 1%

Lee Thayer (1997) Uiffhf, fEHF2 “FATFA NS RE—AFANERE S 4 BKEA
FE”  (p. 207) o {fEAWER, UEuEAELE 7 ——R1 A% M 7. F55Z, Chen Al
Miike (2008) i, (L% 5 IAVMNIRZ B BAT] oy o ALFERIEE T FRATENBR KR 10 3 A
& WAEA S PR FVE T . FRATE AT B I TRk 25 02 . BB TR I TRk
MR, TS bR, BT XSl T4k . Bk, BRAIASAEERE 2 o2 B CRAE 4R 5 sCR
FEREAT N . WERIRATAN G RFIXA ME UG, WIF, WA A ARG EER T XA T .

Mo N AL R BEAT HAS 6 45 it 2 5 AR DA IR R B AR 1)y 2 LA 82 A PEASAE SOk R e T ——
T AN A 30 () S A BR DI R s o DRI mT DA, AR5 2 ANPEI — R Scfe e ek . bhnid, K
ZHIEARE R (L EIX B DEE DL “love” D & DUREE M5 5 730, 7E4% 2 Ak 2 SOtk i3 rh ot
ITRIEN, FEBEE R & LK 28, Goonasekera F1 Kuo (2000) 2H!, WALIEL FKATN % “488
G 7 SR 3 1 ol R o] 76 SV P S AR IR B R4 T 7 o AT

P NS A€ (AT 5 T8 SO SRR AT A 4 . DT NISAt UL — € (1 5 AT k. AR
AR BT RSO R R B o R SR B REAT Bl i A2 il A AE T AR 1, )
I 0 NSRAE RS B HAT Ok - o B SCAERORCRE S 152 21 SCAG 10 2 SCHRER g - SR I 2611
DIk, SEARPEMRAL BRI, WFISUE AT EE LR A A I SCAA B DL R SR e MEI 35, (pp

Xi-Xii)

ESOHAEATERRAT R ARG 2, oA “ H I EARAAAE” A5 DL M AN o Rk H 3 (10 A
WAFAE S NRACHANE, HRHAIEFRCAZ R SCAT A ACAE—ild . AR4EN] (2007) $5H TR IR
i 58 PEAS 5

BXGEGEEHEAT I X A ARE S IR R X “ R MIRREZIRGAE
e EOFAESR B —— 8 A i 2R A i SRS I SV R R AU
B R A st e “ HHE R EAMAAAE” o R RRE OB, — R R BB Mk
T R R RSO R, RS AR S AN . S G AR e
PTG NARIB RS WSO DL — P D22 1y, RIMIEE K e 1R A A58 73
R 5RO BDREATRERE I« RpAPE” (e SO et AR E E . A, Rl “ &
SAENA L HR Rl 2RI ISR A VE s 50 R . A B, WAER E BT R X
I RS AR Rk, (p.80)

FESRW] (2007 T ILMBAA), W SR AT LA SCACRS S, L SUTBL S i A 5, Ao ¥t
P g AR T B 0. BT SEAOSE, PRV SE PSR, T IEEA0. Ngtgi wa
Thiong'o (1993) WUEM, * Whii s T4552 tlr, 4F AN FIHE L 17 (p. 26) o DRUL, HeAhoys

Y PEH IEHES (thick description) SR SCAL AN, X M& & B Clifford Geertz $2H 1 (I
Geertz HJZ1E The Interpretation of Cultures: Selected Essays, New York: Basic Books, 1973) VR 5 JE 452
PL—ANSCACAS B 1 53 (PR A R SR XA Stk . B2 A, 3RIERS (thin description) f2f%48 B AR
FHUHCD GRAD RAET—A 3.



ATTBE 8 PR g B RN R 3 Y 1 [0 SCAE s 2 PE (Miike, 2006) o ARATINIZ 20 B FAgRE, AR
SETRIRF A2 e 75 SO P91 SO AR IR S A v 5 SCARR S PEAR AT ZA )

FeFLLEXAE. SCHRFE PERVERR I8, ATLOXAESE, O TR L i SRR AL, (R4
FA A S R R P AR T (B USSR L AN LSRR SR AT L
B 238 T BRVE I A BB SO ARSI IXFERIRRE T3 U, AR T KA1 A0%5 &5 “ i
PE-REEtE” o “R-RART DLE O NSEIEE-Z R Z IR IR . SRS R LRIV RE
A PUEATEREER) “H5” I HAeN, AR ARAEERZ R BUE S PR 5 5 “ A
PR SO LR S U9, AmEt—22 4% A SR PE (UL Starosta, 2006) . 1E/EIX—$ R E ]
WdR S HAT,  DAURHAFAE T ARG T AT ST B IUAT W 0 2 SCRITR G R I AP AT 252

1Bk “%44”  (totalization) / “B4L”  (trivialization) FIRFEA MERA 03X

Everett M. Rogers (1982, 1999) A\ N WAKINAAAER) “ o0 WL TR AR K E: (D
NBRREFERBEA I 730 (20 SEE 3 SCEAIRFIREDE 32 SCEEIR I 43 o IX Le 22 Ry bl 48 A5 3R 3 Ji
fAE. EX—J7f, S¥EEBA KT 2008 45 12 /] 13-14 HZ7p 7 E80h “ALRRIEIUI 20907
s ATELAHER? 7 BEBR 2, B RE . G HA TS L T AP #kie 2 AR 8%, JoiR LTk
WA R AR T SOE VT 5], AR Z 854 (W1 Asante, 1998, 2006, 2007a: Chen,
2002, 2006, 2008; Chu, 1988; Gunaratne, 2008, 2009; Lee, 2008; Kim, 2002; Shi-xu, 2008,
2009; Wang F1 Shen, 2000) #Sxf BRI H 0 = BT JEHEA5, SLIRHE T “ anferso) BE i Ft
U CEVGTAT T . NS BECRRRRT BUE Y, GRS I R Tk I e, VG 7 RS T )
S AT A 43 D AL R 2 SRS N SCREE IR 0 32 O] (I Allatas, 2006; Asante, 1999;
Wallerstein, 1997) .

Wt Syed Farid Alatas (2002) F3k, EklH.0o3 X (Eurocentrism) sefi 2 W —PERIAR ek
AR RN E . SR AUEA T W7 (p. 761) o Alatas (2002) &4, BRI 003
ALFE U B WO 22 50 AR L I AR 2 H A SR B IR U L AR 1 Dy s A 2 i — R 7 Cp.
761) . Maulana Karenga (2002) Wil o 3= Xow O “—Fh S RCATHE S i B ARRIAT by FLOE AT
WA T AT R A SR B A LAY STAG R R B A vy, LAt A7 SO R T AT R b 2 R AL il St
fr, HERZEZAMTM” (pp. 46-47) o “BRINP0FE X" (Eurocentrism) AR L “ R etk ”
(Eurocentricity) MVEW . “R#F0E X7 (Eurocentrism) 1E 4 —Fh B A ¥ = X (0% 1) EARE
A, R HEVE A% Ge b i U7 ORI R AT RSO . T < B0 (Eurocentricity)
YRR — Tl AR e PR, @R RN SR BRI N AT & BRI SCA 58 . ANk, SHbsgkaly b
W3 1 TR L, ARV T AR T B RG CRRI AR T W 7 (Asante,
2006; Miike, 2008a) .

Shi-xu (2009) #5tH, WO FESOEAR TR, SIRZEH T REMZHEMBAETR (W
Alatas, 2006; Banerjee, 2009; Chen, 2002; Chen FI Starosta, 2003; Chesebro, 1996; Gordon,
2007b; Gunaratne, 2008, 2009; Edmondosn, 2009; Ishii, 2008a; Jackson, 2002; Miike, 2006,
2010; Miyahara, 2004; Lee, 2008; Starosta, 2006; Tanno, 1992; Yin, 2006, 2009) & %|J L)
T, REZAIFEAEFAR EAEE UG P . R A BRSE O B R R AT ST G4 . AP si ik
T, ARPE T 2538 0 R a2 R B I B AO SI B b B 55 S e B D7 TR R T AR T E A K.
Ui, Chesebro, Kim fil Lee (2007) f§H, 7E Chung, Jeong, #E Chung 1 Park (2005) Fror#THILE
5 [ [ 8 LR R ) G TP IR IR R T 9T 1) 782 A5y, b EMURFIRIE 5. SCA o s A R R T
BAT A AL RO E RIS A3 DAARI . A, S [R5 ] 0 Tl A% 9% 7 1T 40 AH [ A 5T 3 8
FIELRHES . Wang I Shen (2000 ¥ EH|:  “AEkfb@HaM ANIANEER A, mHEHE
A TATEUE? BAEREEE T2 g 2 FTdilmfrab%? 7 (p. 26) « RECHIMESS
BRAGH B T, Al Tk 2 PRSE YA R 7 A T AT REAS — 8 R ST T (0 27 2 5 AR G a2 08 R 211
W, TR A, EAZU LRI TR AT (p.26) .

BRI L 2E ARG A E RS (Miike, 2007b) o H—, BRI OyeR B2 FR A O AR
W, 2R T AERRM O AR AAAE o 3K — I RO AN T B A &, AR T e TRy



[ e e B — g . XA R X BB, B0 X “AFitk 77 (essentialize) A%
S0, WHEITA NEE RN R« HULRRINE T, WG A S TR S FAN 2 RN SR - 22 AL 1 3
Wi, S5 BT N HR S A A AE WM b7 S Bhazs (b . Fe BRI AR R R R SO AR YA ST Ak
SRTERRE SR B s, gE R, BRI VE UL KA BE R SE T ARV U7 D s
A BT AL 5 R S A R U R R e py 2, RO POy BE S R AR T Ot S = Sy, JRF < gii
(totalization) / “#44k”  (trivialization) X Py AR 0 JBAR DT 200 ANE B PG oL, BRI 0
2 RIBARE N AETE 7 1 SCA S 2 SR 3B R i RO BT U7 0 NP s R PER A7 i DA EE 8 &

h T AR AL R B B 5 45—, Robert T. Craig (1999) 4 H— i 47 L A k) ROk A 55 1K) e A
Ko MR, P AR EIS R AT 0 S M A rs AR oG, JLh i ca 2 — 1 HEA
FEEXBMS” (p. 120) . M Craig FIM A (1999) &, LHMILE “—DE LR ICIEUER AT
5, B2 M AME RS A AR 7 (p. 120) o IR EE R AL, ALRR RS L O T H H A E L
P& 1) R AT IR oc iR iR . ik, ARREES S SN — E AR IRAT A IO e e /s, fEVE. e, &
2,

AT Ay A ) S B FCAth = 7 5 SR e sORA AR s AR 5 52, AT 1A R oA R 2 1 Bk
AR R M S W 9 K JLAR AR PG 7t S AL SR ISR, AN RE A TR Hb I LA RIS o 56 AN FH 35006 M 9 N
LA IEVE 7 AR RSO AT A M E @ R e AR X MTR T T SRR, A R A A
BRI BN IEEHLVEIER . FsE b, RSSERIRE . TR s R, B LA &
SCAARVY 7 SO i H o BARAE TG ) RIS FERI AL R B IR AR I . X RAEX R =R 5T, Wy
L (Asiacentricity) [F7GEEE & AR PNAE BRI U A4 I T Hik.

WS O S R LB N B

B TR, AR IR A E T P O BEEE, AR WA RERE AT« L 0E” LA
E I SR 72 RO RS o 5 R T AP E I & ¥ — 4k i& 12 (ML Miike, 2006, 2007c, 2008b,
2008c, 2010) . &M “ W ¥ k7 CAsiacentricity ) M A —— A WP oL X
(Asiacentrism) ——7525 T Molefi Kete Asante (1998, 1999, 2007a, 2007b, 2008) #Hif) “ AR
L7 (Afrocentricity) o WERARERZ: Asante RSO TR (UL Jackson, 2003; Karenga,
2008; Miike, 2008a) , JIS4 T LY Otk AEAT i 1R #V AT 5 Lo Asante 7EECAEIN ] P42 ) T HF
PP PER 2 RiE o B, AR AR otE” s SO “— Rl Ko B A sz B s SO REAEVE 5T )3
A, AR ACEIR G AR 7 B, XIS R R AR B CILSE. ST E SR AP
MR 7 (Asante, 2007a, p. 59) . ' Asante (2007a) [, AR LR TS
HEAR S (D) SPOBE BN,  (2) Jund e B4 g  (3) DA b E;
(4) BN TETHHE: (5 BkS TXHEMBH T B % .

TEAFAIEI T Asante [RIANZ A2 5 (Miike, 2008a) , Fe M ERE A& 1 A BE VA 40 HY T S ey
PERIZNN T o PP (1D XRHEIHAAE R B4R A 38 SO E; (2 EXF i iy
SARE AR e, B PR A 3 [R] SR A DEEAE TP B (3D AR I AR RIE
PNAT I, B SO (R SCAERARAE TR i B s (4D DL D SR & ifE N5 5 (5) LA
MRS S (60 XN FI L P I G 14 T8 LN 2k A7 147 M7 g T B b AE (W L VR AN AL I (Miike,
TR -a) o PPN OES SR (D) FERR TR NN SCARYE R B4R 3 4 (2) 1
AR N K ILZE R R AR 35« (R BARE i e e %, (3) EH A S L
ML 2 B TRE 5PN WP SCAR . WIS .

TR ML, “FEA4R” C(subject) Al “HEM” (agency) XN AMMESEXHEA “HFT
X7 “ARBE” . “AREI Z2E. K (subject) FIEAK (object) MIZERL “TATUHTEFF
AN R XA —FEAET B G AN SCAR L FAE B BT AL DE )&
PR, ARG XABATTIN DA 4125 525 2 A% SL AT TR A B O S 3k, AT 1) AT TR O

YRR ARME S AU DG T AR P BURURCER e . U B Asante 1R A A4 AR EARA
5, M T iE AR RS A 1) S AR



THS AR HE. “AEr” Cagency) X —ME& ik FeA 17 2 5 35 Cactiveness) Fl#k 5))
(passiveness) 200, $EETATR I — D NEL— DN NLECARIZEAE T LB (activeness) Fl = fAPE
(actor-ness) , TMAE#EZNTE (passiveness) F55 M PE (spectator-ness) o Ak, &MV O
TAEF, S0 ey IS AN RAZ A AR A AR —FhER 2 R SO 2l AT o BLAR TN
S RISl o 72 DN AR = SB[ P 7 (SN2 S RS YOG WP A (o N S R e A i Bk s E N SR
C AN iy, AT SO A S # . Asante (2007) FlI Karenga (2002) % i H AR W AL 1 1) )
A, PO R VR R AR R 1 AN A AR G —— P O PR T BT T
FEBSWTGTH “ a7 AR “NR” o WU CAsianness) i a) JZE V. o0 T 9T B B ob i T o
PEE, ARAT AR T “MEMYE” S AT DAk SR EHA I

T AR YN AN B S BT AR Y RO O A9, AFAE =P s R . LI
KM TG T2 SO i e o A SR R Ao — 4, DR A A0 I 9 U7 2
L= N IX PP TR S BN RO B T VAR 2 o QAT AT, N PR ks P A ST AR 1) 22 R PEAS JE AN 37
(1, TMiAEIESr. Bk, WA SO PRI T nT DA SO PR S AT 4 78, AT X2 SCAGEE S
RIEMH DTER (Chen A1 Miike, 2008) o AEYHN ORI I A Lok AN 2 85 18 1A RICH HH o0 32 SR e T AR
A (Asante, 1999; Miike, 2008b, 2008c) , JFfAulifE¥im = X iy b, BEALK A 5K 5t
WA Ay W — LA 3 P 114 S8 25 HE A 5 0 N o AU A ORI 9 Ao P I AN TS s At ST A A XS
TAEMATOTE R o SEAR SR AW U P RS 0 o oo it 06 250K KT B R S 0 £ S Ak A% 38
SE R o RPN O PRI P O PR R A B e SR O MRS R s AR RT S B B ERAS AR
VPRI A O PEAS S 22 5 S0 A S A O EHEEAR G (Asante, 19995 Miike, 2007b, 2009b) . A,
AU P A A O PEAS R RO P T . AR SO E S L A S 2

BT PO B S IE T EEr AR L TR R A DR A N SO R AL BRI, e
NG IR BNV W SCACTE 18 100 2 ER TR I 7R AN FE00 10019 74 B A
PFREHED 2 H o $A)TG UL, NEI O SRR, 200 I 12 0 00 31 R [ PE i e
Wy TTAGETE W0 KT ERAEFI T R ZE o HAR DARIT Y — L8250 A7 A [F) 25 AL M rh 0 2R S8
% (U, Miike, 2009a; Miike F! Chen, 2006) , fH & “fENICARRISCA” T “AERELRI AL (X
FE U W5 S T PRIE” D B A N B A G2 AR S IN T B B ALY o S 9 sk
BAESBENE, DU EATERAR s H 2 R HEVE N i N SRR 384T R, BRI A T 20
SO EE T HB RN YN SRR RS HAR H AR T

“ERIAL” SREP MO ERER

S IR, A BRI S B S PP R AN B OB O T B B R T T “ &
FEAL” RUERT, e (L JERS WHEREHE AN I ES A (2) KiE T WIS DI
ZREMERIE ZoPE; (3) A gL it Kb I sl WAL AR I8 (4D X “hn ] £6 U SC ARy s vk
FEIEFNEL R NN B R AL 7 X — ) AT EES R (5) XFER ST P A WU rh M ) HEATHEDE,
I HLF BT vl 2 AR A

Y9G, WML TE LT KA AEFE I DI PEE A N, TS TP A= TR i i85 WA S
B 1% 75 14 FE 1T A o NN TR O Lk FRATT AT AR VBT I AR R 30, AT 5 38 sk M7 SRR A
MR T ZRIEFNAZ G AL TR VRIS AT N, o P A0 PR 75 o T DAY SR A 22 BRAR TV, I Sy fE SE ik b
HA B RS I vE, T LRI N HAR AR 2 Py = A2 L0 . X BESRAS - AL R T 9% & HEA T PE L
SEIFEARE]: WM “UWWHIE S o RS- A R 7 . 8% ISR N T
LT S

West Fil Turner (2010) KHESE oA “— MG HIMES R, X L& 2 (R0 5C R T Bh AT TR
M%” (p. 46) o Kk, ATATELR R A0 # S — 4UA B BRI ME & A — R 5w ) il 1
Dissanayake (2007) Frili, “LASCAHA T S5 7 XM EM . SCTNIRE . U2,
5 FHRIGE VR 3 H SRR RR G (p. 225) . Miike (2008c, 2010) 455l SCALRITE S . EH-T
2 R I3 58 5 TR A R R S YN A A% e &/ A AR AS . BRIEL I (2004a) 7E 4w+ (=L Chen,
2004b) F )y Tt — R AR B P EAL S SO MRS n DU BRI 6, A s o A R RS Ik R . TR



B2, A RILARNE I S R SN BER I FOR: 71 J i O R FER J7 T R A AR A fi. bt
FEEETE () H % %1k, 45 nunchi ga bbarda #1 nunchi ga eupda®ffiiiidi; %F 2 mLAAT- 4 43 423 IR
nunchi Sz 56 B A AT SCAL REERAR 7« R0 RS DA RS o FRATT R LA L ()RR A s e — e
JEHE [ nunchi A&7 11 J5L B HLiE

S WML TETE T W XA FR L 1 A [ I EE L 19 22 FO 7 2o AE LY 02 R
PRI SCACR s FOE AL TR 5, SRR AL REIL SUBCE T SO Dy e R TR i A 9. BRIk, Mg b
o PR ] DS Ay 3% 45) (1 HE 48 R0 3RO W N N AE A [ PR B rh AT A RR g S v . AR et (L
Holmes, 2008) o &b Z:XF 0y SCAL R AL SF A . FEARFIPEM AR R Loy FoRs o, LS MR
Hl s DR =S e i HA A RO% X% (Chen A1 Miike, 2008; Goonasekera,
1995; Yin, 2006, 2009) . {EMEYHALIREFUTTIH, IEAEDXGE . AR A 2 5 2 1ok 1 — B =
DB ot MR DURARE R . DA X —— 1 A [ K ——4 TR A A 4 4l e o
(PSRBT o DA ST N A% 5 28 R N AL R TG S BT AR B R s o8 2 A b e R [E . BN H AR,
E ) ScAk b (L Chen FII Miike, 2003; Dissanayake, 1988; Kincaid, 1987; Miike, 2009a, 2009c;
Miike #1 Chen, 2006, 2007) o {EIUAEART, RFH 2R WATPG VX () REoRIB I AN, 7 2
BATHEA — BEi [A] LT K E M FFE 08 (Miike, 2006)

SbAb, AL R B S AT S D A S DI R AR, 5 — A el e R R W R i B CER
Wiy Y LR FI TR 2 LA, BB AR R B 25 R AR A 2 beAs) o Lkt Palencia-
Roth (2006) #7571 FEHE AN “kapwa” ME&FIHEZRI “4=7 , fif 2 AR SEAL = S A B sc e
) “ A" &, I, Storz (1999) X Hhskif 1l “budi” MESFIFHERM “4=7 AT THIEH
TR o AT I AR P O EEAEOR T 22 (RS M P W A 0 JESE R . S O I U8 AT]
PLEL B i 5 % 22 7 3EH 52 (1 pahiwatig-pakikiramdam 1% #% (. Mataragnon, 1988; Mendoza,
2004) , HA[¥) enryo-sasshi &4% (WL Miike, ffEIH-b) , ZREMILL kreng jai A T ) (AL 4R A [ DL
CERAT ONFIIERE, EAOSE. FE, FR4ERE (2008) R AR R UK ED AR 2 b A
2, W UAER R R HE . EERE R E A G A B AES (SR #ORIE ZUEARD i, X RS ] LA
W R Hb A 55 [ 255 %57 (symbolic resources p. 332) o MV AL G SR T] LTV AL 38 2 AT
ANFEE H HAHR I B, AN T2 R O ST RERE LT, DRI AN T A 7 G 7 i A
A FERARFEIN LA T, SO R 5 SCAAL B 5T 35 A 1R RS 6 P A 338 1) 52 2% I b 2 b Ay
HONIRA I ERf# . Chen 1 Starosta (2003) FIf &5 i &, “—ANFr Bl LAkt A% 5 hie B DG e
R Z AR AR PE” (p.2)

B MY L P AR 5% A F A A T S AR R 1 o BRI O R SCAHE VT AT TS A UCRE
AV 5 A% 8 A s i 05 S 1 n BAJBE i) R8T B, DA A S ] SR g s DX ke = A N H AR 2 A
o NI R T AATT D AR U 2R B S ) A AR, DR A AT AU S 3 P 0 v R e R 7 AR
FESARHE) “IEY 7 R BRSSO T o BRI BRI G T AR IS AL IRAT A W] 4y
2. Craig Al Muller (2007) RSBt ISR,  “HIAG R gE 20 H ARV o AR s SOR v i 81 5 5K
ICLIE R 7 Cp. i), A2 XA, 76 Craig F1 Muller &K, 1 gk oitie
(metadiscourse) *, RIS S TRATET H WAL TG . AL IRES AL T IT IR I — A 7F
TP . ALHE R R ST AT H 38 2 8] B EL B RS AN B

Dissanayake (2009) f5ili, FATLARESCAE K MEEAHRR . WK AR, = XA
XHEAF UM AR 4R, ST AR, &30 AT RTEM 2 I A —1.
WP BRI A A s A L TR AFAE P S AN ) 7 SCAS Al ik A G i 1 il ok SO s s
PR TS DA RS R W SR REAE F A SO R e PR TE S, AT BeHEE SO i . g

VREFVE: FEERET, nunchi 2 PR, AN BIEUED, ga & U927 MEML, bbarda S IR HEIL,
eupda J& “WAH” WEE. Kk, “nunchi ga bbarda” [ BT T “IRPLLAM<4” 1 “nunchi ga
eupda” T T “W AL o H92IEH “nunchi ga idda” £k, Hrb “idda” & “H” FEE,
“eupda” (AAT) AHXF. P,  “nunchigaidda” 4200 T “REfGOATMRSY, DA AR ZE.

2P JGIHe (metadiscourse) , B IV N IHE, BIHE, FREGENSCT IR IHEIITE .



PR D) SR BRI 97 RS B AT IAE L A% 1 A g S v 55 v AN TR A S S AR 2 il n BA s A, TR B
IWE AR B At A7 A B 1, DARE A4 i 77 C8tE QA AGE 734D Wi scAk, iy LA BT
BT Wik DLl H A 75, 300 3o N 9 S 1) A% e A (1 0 R A% 0 AL B 1 Hpoco L AT 2% ) LN
WAL o PP R SR S0 7 ANAE X W S AT H 2, i FO R T I S50 R R Wi S fb st
PR IR T EE, O3 P O M — e B i ), g T — AT (Miike, 20105 Yin,
2009) o AUk, FRATTE O] LUK PN AL R AT VYN O 1R AL 2P 5T o

VU, LA L] A2 I AT AE VE R B 571 FEh FIPEREA N ZFFIE 38— ] 1T P i
ST, W OAFEFG AL FF R ERIN E 2 P Z . Tanno (2008) UEAHRXT,  “BATIHIWFoTIE
T VA% S 2 A R S 0 1 2 (D ) DG e BT A SC AR 2 52 27 22 JUAEL A IR 0 28 2 33 DA B3 i
BER N ZAEGAGAEm Y (p. 34) o NP R EE VI8 SR BN A BRI A 56 o 4 1 b BE A PG £
FE, TR B BRATTLEAS N T SRR B 2 Ji5 223 11t B8 kg e SR 4 T 19 N 2R AL #% 1€ 5t (Miiike, 2007b)
Y O I B AT T BB 4> — D e X — WO TS (1) FuSEAN TR YN SCAk A A% 36 1
(2) FEAT I 0o R85 ST A BT AN P 38 2 e [ USSR s (3D 0k 1 Mo SCAk 1)
FERRAR S AR H HAbAE TG 7 /75 7 SO (AL B & AT LRI LE

T O RS SR R T A o YN L BAE 4niH, XS mR DI A o T 5, TR g B
M4 BRE Yo AR EAE SR, SO AIAEAE « IATRAEAN 5 3] LU R 9 S Ae
PAt—mEi T (Miike, 2007a, 2009b) o XfFMEPACMBFFEEATRYL, HAES N IEMW Immanuel
Wallerstein (2006) FIr s (K AR -

BRH A ARG BT BUEWRAT B O AT E R A (e
e ph” A2 A EANFIARAS, 1k AR HEE I 3t P ) SR A A 2 FRA TS A PR BE A
Gt MMER” ZIRIRFEAE L TG o A REXT B CIRE SO AR A4 SO0 15 £ 108 3 i
INELREE A, IX P 5 T 23 LA — Bl oRF S A BIE AT U (K 5 3055 Sk IF itk o IXmT Bk AT 28T ) 8245
BRI ST RPRI . XA AR S . (pp. 48-49)

5y WL X 15 FELE i8I T TR O ] AT R H-H ZE )W I8 2 7R “F A
7 (Alatas[2006]35) o MV PO P AT AL 38257 AT n] DR IR T4 2 PR PR R v Cofit g, ()
N A VN A IR S R SR BRI 5K, T AN A2 R AE KRN Th R R IR 5 TR IR AP IR o 22 AR e Ak
BB N KA AE TR = A R R FE P, Alatas (2006) i HUX Fh 22 ARG TERI SAS T (D)
XPER MRS (20 XPEEERA MO (3D XEE AWM (4 XTI 2 E B W ARt s
(5) XHHEHBIMAM: (6D B =t FAL SR MM T, RAMAIEAR . IR
TR X2 — AN R S 2 ) B, A, HAA S AR AT ESA T o r) A
B B A BSOS AR B BT I R, X Rh AR A BE R

Chen (2009) . Chung A1 Ho (2009) . Edmondson (2008) . Gunaratne (2008, 2009) . Kosaka
(2008) . Ishii (2008b, 2009) . Xiao F1 Chen (2009) %234 He il HRHIFIE AUt AR TE B
TP O AL R ST 0] LOS AN R AR R BRAR AT VR 2 0 S, IS5 — N A B BB R Z AN T DT
k. Gordon (2006) \K, PHTTAERFEIEH A —— U H & SE U FIR—id T “am i N RAERR IS
Bori: /R, GRS, BFEAZ, [FEMLE, FEEN DIAEAENGE RSN (p. 17) ,
RAEXT NFAEE R AT 7R 0 0 0G0 . W PO F R EATT, X “YENSFCRZ oM AR
(Tu, 2001) . X8 EARFNH SR S 75 5 00 R ORI A% JR I 7T 1) A B I S 4 22 Lh 3 (R i 5 1)
. 41 Gordon (2007a) Aiit:

YREEVE: 4053 (Orientalism) & Edward W. Said $2H S, 4R —Fh AT RRNGE RS BAR, @
HF R IR R AR DR A P 7 RO ST, R AR, BRI, (A, B A, =cERMER S (WL Edward
W. Said f#] Orientalism: Western Conceptions of the Orient, New York: Vintage Books, 1978) X B AH— B a4k
B, (EBRERIFE S R AR T KRBT .



AT — AN LRI, ANRELRSALLCK “ A7 LEAE R ER) . 2 HIIKsh . §75k
3 R AR R BT b XML S B LG R KR R, Witk e s
AL R . AR S EREIRAT o BATTFEN “AL4%” SR “HAmMAN”
(agentic) . £ —4& “F-#EME”  (communal) ', Zb—88 “p7 sl CT bt “p
W 7 RO L g B OCREE” bt CHPiEaET o 20 O iEAsii. 7
(p. 100)

BrE: AN, AR E

Hwa Yol Jung (1995, 2004, 2006, 2009) W40 B “Ridtt”  (transversality) X—#iita,
W2 AR RS FE B — 4Bk 777 Calvin O. Schrag %X G HEHL & HEAT T 0 %, AT BAR
e AR SR . ‘G527 . “BIREEIAR” FonlEl. SCa8MU)T AR
“YPE” Cuniversality) BRI, “BEEiPE” (transversality) BRI “BSHL” R “HIZS” A%
I R AR — AN U2, B — R EHL S A LML B EEAMHAS, 8 —41 B AH
Ao VERNEESCAALRR I —Fogr BB, “REARTE”  (transversality) JEdi “FSMEAN 7] SCALIL 0 BLFR AR AT
HuAy: XA e B BB M5 ung, 1995, p. 15) o L, ScEiREdkg— 2t “1k
W — Moot e ARG T 2R S WM. SR RAE N EZ P4 R” Qung,
2009, p. 29) . “REERTE” B SLEE Chen (2006) FTiE “iE” WPRAS,  “XELEUEHT RGO X
W PR L B A5 1k, AT ATEA R SCAR R SR AR AR T B AT AL (p. 306)

TEXRTNE S ZREE AL R AT B DT U, B A WA B R L. H—, Nz kel
F U0 T A ek 4 SK R BRI 2 BLEC . (European cannon of truth. Jung, 2004, p. 16) . MW
DR, Asante (2006) JUpf g Yy “ABE =« Py SR UE T BRI, 03 A AT R (1) Fidl A4
HEPE, #HENANRFERRA . 2 ReE JAhy dant , FATA T Gk e T s X
FIRAS” (p. 146) o HARVG 7 HIH W PAEERAG “AuetrE” R Stk , B sk %244
RVIEFE AT AT 40 25 827G J7 30 B () SCARe PR, JF HLE B AT G 35 3 B0 2 (9 3k B Rk oo @ik . H
Wallerstein (2006) [FIIEARBE, Wiz “ RN = X7 e fm) M 30 (1) 3= L7 o

B, S TEANE,  CRRAE” ORISR AR Z REME G T nT g . Palencia-Roth
(2006) JIT i b, 5 0l 1 T e e AR A 1) B e A B I AN DR A LR i SR s . “ IR (L 6 oK
Wi, B (0L 5 1 P Bl T 2 R SR D, AN [ SOk U B A A G, (U OO
AN 25 AN R 3 PR TR B o — b SC AR I AR R LR R A, At UOR R HL e 2 b (p.
38) o [k, FERMCSCAGHIESERE B 8 ) AR G R AT AR R, XAEAN R P2 5 AR S AR RS
1o ALTEWEFE AT B NRILME 5 2 R X RSV AR R 22, AN A - BE R RN A R A &
AL RS ORI LIRS o RO AU SR AT TR0 SR o P b I N3k L B NIk
[ E e (Miike, 2007b, 2008c)

ZIHEN, AVE. ZREVERBRE IR S AR A BRI ARG AR R . A& R AF T AT A SR e V40
g NRILVER SCA Z e, #5505 B AL TIX 3 2 18] o ST L IE 5T 7 328 A rpoes J
flyr O R T VL, R AR A R R AT AR, BRI AR 2 RE AL IR SR A T Al
BRI o PP o P oo i 0 e L3 @ R S 7 TR A R s A SR A6 g P T
R IEAE HBURNE AR A R b i A I LA E FRORIURE B2 o A SCREVE IR T AME L SOy e M KA 4 2 18
VYBR[ ST O R T B A & S S A B, [N A T S AR A 1 S PO PR
FONIAT BB AT “ RV M HA&EE.

A TR IR FET [China Media Research. 2010; 6(1):1-11]

YREE T 0T “agentic” Al “communal” X —ZIMES, EWIIBIREIEALG . MAESRANEN G E (ThAE
AR R AE T AR R0 R R AR PR i = ) 2 S A ot R 2 S R RS A DY — SR R AN R 1 R i . L
CRETFEFEVPS) 2007 4F 10 £%, oF 3 %R 4-12 71,
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An Anatomy of Eurocentrism in Communication Scholarship:
The Role of Asiacentricity in De-Westernizing Theory and Research
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Abstract: This article problematizes the Eurocentric structure of communicative knowledge and advocates the
legitimacy of Asiacentricity in Asian communication studies. The first section of the article re-articulates the nature
and intersection of humanity, cultural particularities, and communication. The second section then addresses
Eurocentrism as ideologies of totalization and trivialization. The third section clarifies the metatheoretical notion of
Asiacentricity and argues for its intellectual necessity. The present article finally envisions five ways in which
Asiacentricity de-Westernizes communication scholarship. Asiacentricity (1) generates theoretical knowledge that
corresponds to Asian communication discourse, (2) focuses on the multiplicity and complexity of Asian
communicative experience, (3) reflexively constitutes and critically transforms Asian communication discourse, (4)
theorizes how universal aspects of humanity are expressed and understood in Asian cultural particularities, and (5)
critiques Eurocentric biases in theory and research and helps Asian researchers overcome academic dependency.
[China Media Report Overseas. 2010; 6(2): 1-13]
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