T4 28, 5 TBRE, 2/

TASRL B TER, 2E—
BRSNS - R AR SRR Bt

%E%**

#H £

ABRAERERGARREBEE > 50 RBEA T A8 5% AE TR

HAZRFH REBREEA - RRRLEZ RSB LOABEEARLEH -
Yo fT RS RIGE T RITEMRE RS > RERARYE a2 5% -
R AR B 5 AR AR R A ﬁ%%%%&%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%%
o M FBREHREE CRRIE RS IE - ARERER BEA
REBPERETHTARER AT O LMRBEDY - HTHBHRHIEL S
AAETE o 5Tk E a2 A EERET@NET 0 ERRERE DS
o

et ARG SHRE S BZ R EEMT AAEE

* R B RN FRBER 2000 FEE (BB T/37/5) MBI F AR
ABAREAR (i) mEELFFIERE
RESE S E SR Y Tt LI ET S R

E-mail : debbiewn@mails.fju.edu.tw
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HESE

e

S El

ik

[l

“A B 549 S M AFHE SRR AR A2 WA
HF 2B (openness) K RIFA A RMERS
--Tyler, 1997, p.66

Tyler 58455 » SREH—5EH THER LK, WESREHER > 21
—EEHEBH A | HE L EHEREFERREFE KB — S FEEL
ﬁ’u%@%ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@%ﬁ%¥ﬁﬁ%&§ﬁﬁﬁ%
(wrongdoing) —RYBIG A WIS AR AT FE SRR EE R RIVATIRZ T >
B E TR o |

FrER S LAY R TT I > 00T E R R AR R A KT R AR S
FESENS o HpTHEMERE - AR AR S ERE - BREEHRAE
EEMSRER - REASE > BTLIRERL & R R AR R - B
BT DU e rh 2 B R o N REERRRIE S (Coombs & Holladay,
1996) |

SEMEWRIIR R » A EEE USSR (apologia strategies) B
W {EE3KME (image restoration strategies) {FERIFZERVENGRERE o FawEFt
REMEIE SEIEIRNE » Z B a8 ESRNE (crisis response strategies )
HIHIKE (Coombs, 1995; 1999) o f#k [ FE SRS EAHRRAE RS R A IRF > 2R
BfEHGE - BERERABE S - BBl RANRRREEREN

! Letbinger (1997, p.44) it h AMEZBANRI > PERERRTREE L AHR
BEENM WE C EAEMRE - RREHAFY [ARTH] —F 0 BT THRETL R
T2t | RA (FALH 42-44) - LieF@meegaMAE > T 4% Marra,1998;

~ Burnett, 1998; Booth, 1993 % - -

2 J9 B #% % 3% A Benoit & Brinson, 1999, p.154-155
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A28, B EEE, 2R

FEFETTENE (Allen & Caillouet, 1994; Coombs, 1995) o *

Ik JE R E e ) FE B B YR A — L/ AR FE 2283 Benson #%7E Central
State Speech Journal f{—E5SCE » T R R R BT o5 FE RO R 358 E
PR IR IR HYTESR (range) » I %8 B 1 P 26 SR S It 388 P R fT R 2 8% (Benson,
1988) o f | |

Benson FYI- @k 1S 2 (1 2 F W 5T 2 o HI40 Allen & Caillouet
(1994), Benoit (1992, 1997), Hearit (1994, 1997), Hobbs (1995), A Ice (1991)
FEBWWTFE 2 BRI R [E A A Rk I FESR IS o4 3T 64 > Coombs (1995,
1996, 1999, 2000) 3 LI—RFIMEZEWISCEFE Benson HYES —BHIRES » Bk
6 H 2 R [z TR It B A B R B R S B A R B o

& - MR BRI EARRE

RS2 RN 75 S DA BE SRR 20 1 M I A Y » S0 R B\ /SR A
TR U » BB M ~ FEIRIR L B AR A
%%ﬁ,mm&%ﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%%,um@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁa%%%
Bt o |

Y L SR o (apology) > m A& —# " B K5 #ieh T, (discourse of self-defense)
(Hearit, 1994, 1996) » By A ERE T A B BEFRELEDABEARAHGLE &
BRABNBLFE  AREL T REHMAHLERAMUIHERE RFEFELE
H MG A o (Hearit, 1994, p.115) - B HE MR FELE "B, & T H4a2, g
TEF S ABBEBEICGTFREEY TS RAS T RAREN L ALENRIFR

AR %42 (Benoit, 1997) -

b R R R B 60 B R R A MK 0 B % Benoit, Hearit 4» Coombs =41 #3% -
ARZANHERAQBALEZR - Benoit 3 FRBABR "H EEHELH ) TR—KZ
T ;Hearit A1 8 EH B £ % A5 45w Coombs B 2 h & #8 S BB Z T RBRES -
FERHZLRENARAS LB/ B THREERS TERES T A
MR RBEE 0 £ Coombs (1995) EERBFTHAFE > ARARHET T EHRRA
Rog ) B SLBZEHREBRARIBBRRELR -
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BREXL

AHFE FHINEER

1. oIt i S N R B 4 > MR B SR KRR B R o

2. BRI EE > BTSRRI R o

3. SIS RIS R RO BRI (LU TR ) bR
W R o

4. (EHFFRIE R - BTN S I R R S 2 IR > B I — e
AW 2 AT o | |

| ARRgE R R R A

1. {EBEERARRRE » SR IO T UL A b S HESHEN 2

2. EEBHEIIER » SEEE AR A IS S E R
t? :

3. EETEENGER o 2 2BV RBE: 2

4. SRAAITF AR 1 fe A S FE SR 2

2~ MHEASIRK

— ~ G FERRS -

fe 1 I FE SRS R Y Bl S e > B4R EL S Burke (1970) B2 Ware and
Linkugel (1973) & ABHAMEA BERPGEHVGR o MMR2R AL E S R s
IR » 8 SR A PO B BRAEHIE I SRNS | 558 (denial) ~ FORBLR (bolstering)
B B{L (differentiation) BZ#E#8E (transcendence) o Fif i Fll 5 s = —FE 5B IF
( reformative ) SR » NEESCBEESE T HREE > AHEBIESEHA

H; ?ﬁﬁﬂiﬁmﬁﬁﬂ%—ﬁ%ﬂ: ( transformative ) IRMG » HAVEEBBEE B E
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TA £, H TERE, 2

HEHER S o |

BERBERIEIL B Bt SRS AR B - I U 5 B B
FRFIREHIE — B4 IS - LB AEES 2 (message options) (Benoit, 1997)
_ETEi-Benoit }& i H EPi il iR E F B RSP S E BN R F EHEH o
S MR BHLERROEENRER | | AR R R
BITRAR | 2. tgRKREEERIBIL (perceptions) LEEFHA G KRG EE o
ERBER  REXRERARKAT  WENEEE BN > KRR
SROKZEL R - DFRREETR SEME1TE) (Benoit, 1997) o

ERERRE L RIEE LR I S FE RN » B3R — © Benoit (1997)
oS HRRIE R e E T E A ViR > BRI EHERNEREE > IR &
BEIEZ BRI » BB aEE B R B EGET » IEMSE E R e
B TETETE

Benoit (Benoit, Gullifor & Panici, 1991; Benoit & Brinson; 1994; Benoit &
Dorries, 1996; Benoit, 1995; 1997) J13 & % i7 523 Fi#2 /5 R K M I DL B8
G RO EEM P REERE | 3% (denial ) ~ #iFZ2F{E (evasion of

D Bua e R e A
a. F3% (denial) - ERRXWFINIRABUET - FERAYRATHM -

b. KB (bolstering) - BRBERZ MR IE - TRABFME > RiEAR

ERTEREKACHEIAFHATYARETHIE LA -

. B 314t (differentiation)--—- 3§ sF F o358 TR E P ek » A A HFERE
BACE K F Koy EE RS (context) RAHAMFH -

d. #& M (transcendence)--- st ik J B SIAL R Bl 2 £ A4 B AL R & 2 KA R H T4k
FAREHER > ARBRAHAFELRSEFZRGH LEE -

" HMEEEEARAAARELSEMBRY 2ER AN LMAGRL A HR %S LKA
R BE AL ARAERL AR 2L ATEE - Rybacki (1979) 24 » FEZBARLSA
B ETHASAOHMA B LAEN  TEFLENFRIMOMITFTEINLA
K 528 (Rybacki, 1979) - Kruse (1986) #4322 - # 4 ¥ 3t (corporate discourse) fi
Wi AR LA CIEHE > A true examples of the apologetic genre (p.15)Bp 4 & #7 B 4% F
IR T 547 o Hearit (1994) $ A5 > AWM AR 5 S #EATY (genre)ty A KEF A -

[e]
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BEXAE

responsibility ) ~ (K & B B8 ( reducing offensiveness of event ) ~ %1
( mortification ) ~ fEIERERK ( corrective action ) © {ﬁ{jtj/,{m_ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ}giﬁﬁﬂﬁ%‘
B SrITBUE AYILLR A SE R R B S HE TR ©
SRPI3EE > Benoit & Brinson (1999) Ll%@lﬁ%i@fﬁ?&ﬁt?@?ﬁ@@i
ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬁ » | BB A RBERIEG > (ERELENAFH
FEER AR AT o E = S B 1 SRS o MM B H R 118 SR SR — T AR
B TSERE PAB R i8] R B -~ T ETTIRZ 1 (defeasibility) B2 T3 | o

D ati— BTN SRES 5 ST L7 o

IR AT R— 0 LR A SE R B RE 1575 » Q0%

, - HEEFEF o

HET53.2— S8V SRHL T F BT BN EIE » BRI B B RE AR 157
HITERE ~ 1B~ 1R (EFIZE)  TH. FE 5 B
JEZLTLRIE I RN o

B — A B2 IR 7 | B D — BT » IR T T A 7

TEIF » JEIH IR B R B R BN LB ES [ 7 B0k

Benoit & Brinson 53 fuiRIGHS T IEMIETHE - SRRBI S ALFERHE T
BEER > LEBTEFFRENHREOCRER - BHRRIERTEERE—
&4 JIMIREEATE) (rhetorical enactment) o FEBERMEG A Bk i/ A MR
NIEIG— (R - HAERE | RSN L FERG TEESE o

BT B AR S A o HoAEE B R R Rl SE R AR 78 © Hearit
EU%E’E\FH%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%fi%?#%ﬁi%ﬁ o fhEN 12 E A fE
SRS IS = 7T (Hearit, 1994) |

1. P BT E - A E A S - RS SRR R

= o

T % R Benoit, W. L., & Brinson, S. L. (1999).
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T4 g8, 8 B, 2

2. B HIEIE IR {ELER AT RER(EAE AR LR AT
3. ERPRIENG (dissociation) --WEFEEEMFEAH (reality) BiZsg: (appearance)
- HOZEER o BUANE ARG - BIHESMSRAHE TSR WS EBIR R
MIFHRE | EFERARITAAHERR - FHANEDR "B RATT
R BLNFIERE ) BRI TITR / AE ) MEE > RRILEES
B8P IED AR EER > @5 AR —@8E %k B2 a5 A 5
HIBEHERI o
Hearit (1994) RILUE =& E RIS BEAE » O arghys s ~ S #
1~ DURCE BEIREAE = S P T PRI SRS © 7E4R AERF2R > Hearit 1,
PR T CBREEEE ) DR TSNS | (transcendence) (BIIGFHfEEEIS LIRS
WIEEREEE ) S LRHER (Hearit, 1996, 1997)° o T I REAERE S
PREVEEIE > Hearit (1999) thLURHESRES 53T Intel 23 BT LUFE S B et B rh
BRERICHL o |

— ~» Coombs RIfE# R FESRASIREY «

AR I AL G - EEFUFSLL Coombs (1995) FrRtbiiyFifdss
BRI RSB AR E THI K ERE o i

Coombs ( 1995 ) ¥EFIfI$E Benoit Bl Hearit FEANFENR GRS » 137
AT HLAESIE © HES L T XAE—S 5 s A RN -

1. EEEATFAERIE (Nonexistence istrategies) — $5 H & B8 S5 (4 B 4H 45 == 4

8 — AW F ey HF 5 > Hearit 2238 Fl 5, % (General Motors) 32 NBC %8 4 Dateline B H &y
FERFRAEY O RNRIBEG - FLTRAGRGREREIESL  FBLELFTEH
2 B & - Coombs (1999b) R EH/ILE X RFEH S AT BT P RAME T
TAFERABRBREYGF A - .

—AREFYHR > Hearit REBMARROIEA RS E —REFRELALAK > =
RFEPEHBM - BB ERG (dissociation) #9tA > BREBE—F SR ZHEEEBGE
B/ od - EME /MG -/ AR -
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BEXE
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B MR B LA o

(1) 7530 — M ELB R e B AR A AR o

Q) i — SRR TR | SRR IERE o

(3) TeHE — BRI 7 — ( F MO T TE RS B Bl R T B
] o ,

(4) B3E — B ARG T R A BB (4 © FREERAE
B P R TT ) » B e S P EL R Y o

. RIEPABESENS ( The distance strategies ) — ZEEHE—{EGHEIAR /I (55

1) SRAMERIS (B ) HOER5> » ARG R » (AR HEE -
Bl e LA BRI B » IR A BRI IS 5 > LB Rk
BEE o |

(1) $E0 — FUEHTGR I B A o

@) GEML — BIRA SAE R AR G R B R o

. AR (the ingratiation strategies ) — jRFEH IE T FF{H Y EE BLAH A

SRS » DU A SRS o
(1) k- ﬁ&kmﬁ%ﬁf@ﬁ@MEEEﬁ(w I ~
KIEHR TR RS ) o

() B -EARER RS EERE R EE - WAL

HARERPRREES - REARAIRER o
(3) MBFEMA — RIGHEBAT RGN EEAYRER o

. ERHIBSENE (the mortification strateg1es) ERERRBERRFE K

BRI R o

(1) FEHR— LR DU A A o
(2) RS —SEW ~ ARTRIEE o

3) (TR — BRI BB UER R o



TA 28, 5 TR, 2R

5. SR (the suffering strategy) — RS A RIYE o KIGMZEE
BALNTPREBIZEE o EREMEREIE BAELH » MG
BRI IE - BfeRrnAaR o |

=~ EHRIEIR B R RE SR RS -

1. FEIEE

i 175 150 L A SRR 1) 8 ] BB ABE FELRERE © 2B (2000) LU ES
ARRIW @I > R S BRI R » B 1 L B IR
A B B AR I > A B RS B B BB R R B R o
HITSE R T fRSIOAE ~ REGIEE ~ BRI ST ~ DUR e B
RS > B B R SRS N S S B R 3 o

Coombs (1995) HIfEERIRIFIVEIES » SRES MBS EERE 2 AT R ber i
FRIB LI E -1 5 AT S R AN O AR ~ MU BRI ~ T H B ek
& » BIELFTERATOARE (LR B @ AR o R ZIRR o A PIBHERR T
FOBESRAETS » HIl ot S SHE R TE B TE S5 St A © Coombs B[
Weiner, Amirkan, Folkes & Verette (1987) RUERELEIE » MABEBGER SR > /
EET > —REEBARN I SERR AR > TR EREREZ A D
P I R I E o

Coombs i S SE M e f BB A PU M » 2B © fEHRE - BBWE
BN ~ B EARE ~ DURMIBOR AT ( Coombs, 1995 ) o 35 PU{HE & I 4F
A B R B TR A SR R o

P OsMAER
EMAEEES TRASME XA TEE-FEE REGAOMRT RAMABREL
# Bk (FEEERIIEERVAR) T (AR BELENELSTAR) - BHE
£ (SFARFOEEHRAE) PR ETE (RBRNFEENTLE)-

O AT M :
BRALTHPEARTABNGEERE - ATEBRAAMFAG AR
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XA

Sturges (1994) HIEH BB RN =EE W @ RV EEN%
( importance ) > fLED‘I‘EVE‘ (immediacy) DU AFEEME (uncertainty) » 3 H 238
R TER RS ERML ) REENE B SR ER RS ~ T - HE
£k (instructing, adjusting & internalizing infonriatgon) °
2. B SRS E I AORR (R
Coombs (1995) ﬁ’fﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬁ‘fﬁ%ﬂ’ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁ RN N fE s R R OR
B :
(1) BRI | (BRMRER ) _
1. AEEEERNH - AR AR AR RN B ENZ
AR B AR |
2. MIRHBREEER  RFHRIET R EA AR AN FERB N " &
% BN > SRR R AR RS8N REHER TS E
£t - | |
3. WEECRBHEBGRRIE - EEREEIMERRR » ] LAER L
1 PR SR I A AR R 3 -
4. SRR R KRB RASF - RIRTLUE A& RN o
5. ANRFEMFE HITEIA BRI » QREMT DURIRRE - (EH " P AR
TR SR AR N SR Bt

BHERTHREATRDOFRA « ETARERFTREALBEE  AEERTY
BRI EAABREMERTY - KRB TARESHGBEAN  REHALREY
MR  REERAE BT -

OB ERAE :

GBEORRG MEABRAARBEGTEF ARABPROGEETRRA MR AERIE -
- RET ARG EHERR  REAFRHABRFTLWERRES -

OB BIEMERR : _
MBBENH RERRBEG 5 WHEAGYARE T X R 3 Coombs
R BHEEAABERAREEFARASX - BEXAGE > AHIEARER
FRIEBEZ B mBREAKRTRERAERERAM -
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TA 28, 8 TR, 21

(2) A (BRI
I MRBBREL %ﬁz@m;@fﬁmmi%ﬁm@ﬁo&ﬂ%ﬁ@ki,
ELALSRORE s R ARG > SRR R (AN o
Zm%ﬁ%ﬂfﬁﬁﬁiﬁ’%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%ﬂ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ%
%o | |
3. IS LR o RIS TR LE TR - KB Eh R 2E
WIREE - AR BB RRE o
(3) MM (BIERESG)
L. AR TR SRS » 7 LA LI » MR
B > {5 PR BRI R SRNG LLR APAE SRh S B B SREWE AT o T AR AR B
BERLOE S » BT BARASHITRI & N30 ) » AR BBt
TR
2 AR AR - B EE 1 2 2 7 S HE R PR R
W > BZEH TR SN o |
(4) TR T B
A TR TR > SRR A 1 AMETT R TR > P DR
RN o AR EABE » MR PSR R o A
BAR © ;
Coombs & Holladay (1996) HYBCBRHIZE R » B2 oMM B0 L 1
S A M F B AE AT K BB (attributions) 1% - BIATE(ERR
RS AR AT > LB ELIES (accidents) » I I I FESK I 30304
SN 23 (unintentionality) » DUREARBRAY EECEIE ST © %5 ELBALIRIISE
SUER (transgressions) » HIME—AIMGEENZIERING (remedia) » BIFEHKIL
SHEREGNTESRIEEE « SFBHNEE QU5 R R
ZEEWRG > DTSR | ERA R IBEAIRIEZ% (faux pas) HI
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BaEXA

IR > BLir i SRIR R (530 A a7 #E (denial) ©

Coombs i DUHE Bz i B s B R AE B RH R 31 (R IR AT RO B B 1 > (B2 AR At
—NNAFATRER et far o o o JPEESR S DUEE TR T 2k
T R B L B A AR SRR O AR » BE DU S RN P TR T o

" EbFEmA s - T AR ) TREEFRTANEE (s
R LEREE. F ) AR ERBEREEN LB (AR
ERE -~ TE WAL ) - KA SR FUE » HEEERIR R BN HES
—EEBEY - LHEZEMES @ AEEEBNBEEEETE (B5HE
BLE R IRTE 0 ) 58 HR A LB M HU IR 38 482 ) JEL P 80 A S B v A o 0
BEREREDREEFEGN | HSRERIARRE R A RS %S
HFRE o AMRERRBREEEHINILE > EERENAE L (ELHERS
ARFIM AR ~ SRR T SRR RHR LR L B B ) o

0~ st R R

fE GRS FESRISARZE S » SRS N A R 5T 5 BRI R LT FE » BIRIR
WHE 2 P HRUR. > 44T SR I ~ o E—RARKAREHEREBRENT
H > HRUFBIEER IS c 41 S > Benoit & Brinson Bl Hearit
FAFTI—RT T SEIE RIS TISE » UL AT&T, Dow Corning WIBES. T
B REEEP SRR ~ TR - 12 - B3R (Volvo) ~ Intel [ F
fabk. . FREE » B S RIS B ET B A B R e B R 8R - F
PeLISOMREERY (SRTEERESEERER IR ) MR ERa o 10

WE R FALG » Coombs (1998, 1999) DI—RFIMEEERET » RERERG
PRI HE TR I RS > M 38 U A B E il o BN B8R » SR8 B aofuk L

' % % Benoit' & Brinson (1994 ; 1999) » Benoit & Brinson ( 1996) Hearit ( 1994 ; 1999)
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TA 28, 82 TIBRE, 21

BATRER IS A RAOSERE - BHRA SRS AIERICR (Coombs, 1999) ; FFéy
i S 1 5 B SRS o LB 17 € IE T A8 350E. (Coombs & Holladay,
1996 ) o | ., |
EBPIFRSTE » E% (1999) HERDL M BERAE | (GRS msEm
RIFELERS AR ) B A s BB AT BB A B I B I FE A o TS
i T P 3 A S8
b R 1 I AR
2. PEBUSEEAS T Ao R TR AR 00 TE P S T M
3. BERMADE (A A B B R R M TP o
B S £ B SR SR KBTS AR A B S8 1
% ' |
1. TEREEHLIN RS R e RN ST P AT M T
R EEHE S SO R >t FTREAR BB R g 0 B2 o
2. DUBEBR IS T SR BRI RB FR R, o |
3. DUBRASHRETTJE R RS R SR A (RS i SRR Bl
B B o |

HEHELF > BLRS G EE > TRE RTINS METINE - &
RS - ERiEE N e BAH LSRIS IR o RFSCEI &R
1~ 3 FatlE 52 - B EE BB A fe M S FE SRS J K

£ BR5E

AWFFELAR B ITE RN o DABIEEZ A FIE] » 1€ 1999 12 H 10
HZE 2000 £ 1 F 4 ARMEERES ASAEM " A HEGHEERMARMME
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BREXIE

Bk - SR B DUR A RS RN e - | ST
623 RIBMEEZEH IS - AERRH © FHE  EMLURIETT o W LUREH
Fi AR S R EE R T E G 2SR ERATTA « Hh=XREEGHWRX
figk > HEIREBEETIS  RRRE - REFIRTHGRENIES
BB SR TP JE - DE G AMARIS 884 12 H 1SH 18 AR
29 H=XK ° '

EFR AR REA T o ARSI B — R B — L R > MEEF AR
FRERIK 717 5 Horh > SRR IG S RESENG 2E B 252 K o

AT TR R RS B TR B8R T1F © Sall5E 15 EoMBe 2 LU B
BRI TS — ORI o 7EVE KSR i S SR 17T - A
BN RSB 06 B 88 » RSBMIE F RIBIIRTE (S AN
5 990

ATFIRR 75 B VU B 5 ST ZOR T » 23 RIS ISR ~ [THESRNS -
SREH ORI EEE Sy o SR B AR R B SR T R > S —
A4 HF LG B T HB » ROUERE S WA e » flla5e [ ] (318erhst
B HO0OMEROONRETH ) K& o B4t - FHRETIB—
HUSTRE o ELADAT T ST~ T fE R TSR |~ CSRTE | DR TR
% | EBHIFRLIZER (theme ) BBIRULAT » LT R IR M
BEHE I DSOS PSR RS SR 2 o o B IR A
fto ) HPEE T o | |

HEPHEER S B A R

(—) TEEE % B

AT SRR R SR A AR SR RS - (EB5
AT B ST R R R B 2 (k1S R SRR S R 5 B B e

M2 /15 ek 288 5 12/ 18 ek 2 85 ~ B4 3085 12/29 P55 3 3R ~ B4 3 K
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TA 28, 2 TERE, 2

# (RERBELULEES ) ZRBL (A EE - IR IESORRES ) « DR
ARSI 2 T ) (ORI Z 514 SR - FERELINIZ ) » i
W EMERAPTHAI D © WA=KETEG (12/14~12/1712/28)
REISTE S5 RIERE > RIS P12/ 10-12 / 14 ~ 5 R
12 /15-12 /17 ~ FEPEE---12 / 18-12 / 28 ~ EEPURSEY---12 / 29-1 / 4 o 7E i
PO B 9 A o 3 B 2 R SR RS T 2585 o

() FEbRHE NS —

EESRWHL  — BRSO BE REN » 3F 1999
FEHZAHR A SR HFRN SR E G T B (RO
“PEIFF) © 53— RREEERE G IR e B AR O I
L EARRE B RN ST IS o SEMEEL Coombs (1995)H2 I BRI E
SRR R AT EE0E » A ST RA TR
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EEXE

F— ! R ERIEITENE « ERNES

218

% nNoE | E % i &
5 3| BEEREEIRAT | SRR E S E ARG
A POE LT KBRS R
SRR  EIEEE
o B W | SRR | HEE I ERRPUER E AT
| REE | BVRET | EANESHEMNE » RER%
" TREo R B EEE RN R
EEOES > BREREERS
- | Bl BT DA IR B RS,
Y B | BURER R IERERY | BE R Ry
BRI TE B o |
ﬁ & u | BB TRERY | DB TR RIETE
Hi— S AR RIS o
& IR ~ B
BT o Rk
RAFAE SRS T LK
YR o
OO | WREEENE T A | RERRT AR RSB R
H s o HABKFE » 222 KBS
& BT ©
i SH | RBABHEGER | RETMBCEFESY REREK
Bt AMRGETRIRBE o | REMBEAL > B ABEZ
- IS IR FEKETE o
il ¥ | REARMSEEE | RBRRTERSE L FES
MERWTEESE - | RESESENEE > BEEN
P Rt — e B R ST B




TA £, 8 TEEE 2R

BERRER IR HE M

O RBBFRBEARA REE -
TR EE IR | A RF &MU » St
EE > WL EE | g o
2 A K A
N A
o |EHERPTRBIE | RERELEY LRR > WAL
AR o BISe4E - WHERE > R EHA
o A SRIRRH o
R | REEELEE AT | &
E A o
1 WO RIS . | RO RRSMER -
o W S B B B e B o
5 T B |EEUTHENET | &
& F Bl '
% REARNERY & | REHEREET > BRESE
REEZIESRL | B » MEHERE » s
TREBNREY - | ARIENGE B8 EER

N

(=) BRASERT - A5 B Sk IR S B
L o IBESE EFEEREE > 4502 0 () ETEEEKE; ) &
BRI I A TR © RIS SH T BB A SR 7R o e E SRBLRE
FER AR AR T » WRME G R HOAR TR o ST R S s
kA~ W FRRRRERT o JEEHHER 126 HUFFERSRIE o TR0 A e
PREHRT AT > IRIE PSR EER S R E 5 ~ AR R ER

AZBR =% -
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BIELIE

f~ ARHER -

SR P {5 PR PO e B D B SR
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EEX

The Relationships of Crisis Situations, Crisis-Response

Strategies, and Media Effectiveness : An Analysis of the
- Chung Hsing Finance case involving James Soong*

Y1-Chen Wu**

Abstract

This study explored the relationships of crisis situations , crisis response
strategies , and media effectiveness. The case of the Chung Hsing Bills Finance
case involving the Chairman of the People First Party James Soong was selected
as the case for studying.

Using the research method of generic criticism , the news coverage of the

crisis was analyzed. To discover the crisis response strategies used by the accused

candidate.

Thev results of the study showed that different responses strategies were
applied on the basis of crisis situations. The strategy of “denial” and
“clarification” were mostly used during the crisis. Moreover, Soong also used the
strategy of ambiguous apology ( the strategic ambiguity ) to decrease the extent of
responsibility. ,

On the basis of the research findings, eight suggestions were presented for

~empirical practices in crisis situations.
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