A (6] R 2 L A TREATS 40 58 W L 5
—MUCAR & O R e 2D 1Y

ahkYy EIHAR

8 OE ARG SR A AN [ 2 A R I 2 S WA B0 S [ e IO AL 2
A7 A0 W A P BB A 2 ) TP B 4 1 D iR R AR S Beebe 58 N (19900 42 i i fH. 4
RS T R BEAT I . BT R B vp S N A 1) T (] 2 4R 2 L i 56 7 A\ L
NSRS ALTE S R L NG o {0 S DA €Y T A= RS 1D N S o N o LI
o P [ ™ SR W 1 5 T N B 1) 5 B D0 S o 2 S U AT A 25 O . Ry
RO B 458 B (PDID B 56 [ g 5 e A o 03T SC Ak 58 3 JHLARL Ay ek 25 B 03 T 56 [ SC Ak 56 97 2
RN A T Mo SR 3 SO 5 v B AT AR 22 A [ B9 N T A L AT Al B 22 4 T
5 BN v B SRR A N F2 S A B R SRR R L N AR R

KSR IR - 1 4 SR 5 X FUBIE ST 5 Ak 2 M 5 A S T 5 A AE B

A Comparative Study of Refusal Strategies Used by
People from Different Social Status Between China and America:
Illustrated by the Corpora from In the Name of the People and House of Cards
BAI Chunmiao WANG Boran

Abstract: In order to explore the similarities and differences in the use of refusal
strategies when refusing people from different social status between China and America,
this study selects the refusals from two political TV series with obvious social status as
the corpus, and classifies the collected refusals according to the refusal strategy
scheme proposed by Beebe, et al (1990). The research founds that both Chinese and
Americans tend to use indirect refusal strategies, while the Americans are more indirect
than the Chinese. However, the Chinese are more sensitive to social status than the
Americans. The Chinese are inclined to use the “avoidance” strategy, while the Americans

prefer the “statement of principle” strategy. The differences could be explained as

O ERARIESTE “FT 3075 R GBI A SME IS LR TF UM R 2 > 2k % BUR 287 K 5 i
ZRR R (T H 42 19BYY230) (1 B Bt R .
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follows: China’s PDI is higher than that of America; in addition, Chinese culture
emphasizes “ideal social identity” while American culture stresses “ideal individual
autonomy”; and as a collectivist country, China has many different “in-groups” with
diverse members, while Americans attach great importance to individualism, and “in-
groups” only include their immediate family members.

Keywords: refusal strategy; comparative study; social status; relative face orientation

construct

Wi 3 EL B I L2 R B 4 R A R 5 SC A B2 B AN W A 5 s A TR 2 AT LR
b3 Jey BR 55 2 A [ SC A 53 0l e N HE AT 1 G 2SR . #R T A [ SR Y AR TR 1 3 R 4%
A —E UL R AT L B LU 2 0005 TR R B 7 3 52 B KUK S A (0L ) 22
S 3 BT A5 0 SC A S WALt BRI o B 28 0 AR AS BT b — O T A T R U Y
TEAT O S Bl 5 PHAG 21 0045 2 5 W 7T LLAT 250 5% fifk 4 4 T X 22 B X5 T 5 A9 46495 A %
2GR ST o F N IMARZ ST Bt B 28 A TR T B SCA 58 b M T2 2] 3% — i
AR F A SEXHE ARG HEAT T TS . AT LAAE 2 MO AR O AR i 5 ARl i X A
PAHR S A 04 o R LS S R A S A7 T X S [ 4 23 3 3 % 3% %) G2 1 A9
o 5 AT R R A 7 T O 20 SRS 8 T B9 S ) B A A A

1. fE4E SRS AH G B 5

FRLHH TR X 45 248 SR w5 b BCdE S i R b 2 I (DCT) [R) 25 3R A5, SR 1t
T RO W 48 7 B2 1 Ry BRAE F 257 . — 5 T DCT Ui 48 Y 46 418 2 1 8 5 . 46 4015
S 13k A ) (Morkus, 2014) , t A DCT w3 1 A7 B 1 B[] %) B o) L 38 5 45 7 38
H AR 5 b B 2 AR 4a i, BT LUOR BB R H 8 A 0 o AT BB S AT A Y Sk
1 5t (Beebe,2006) . 55— J5 1l - DCT AN se i 8 A — i F2 8 AR RO ng 3 5 AT T
e R M H 2 R 1 B S0 R A4S (Olshtain et al. ,1985), B DCT Z 4, thf5 — BB 5%
T S 0 30 1 T T WA B L G b 3t A S i S S LT DCT i 1 Sk A 3 AT
X — PR A — Uk 1 S IR . E R A 40 v v bk SR 5 g B il b
KBS 5 REMO, TR D E RS 0B S L — R T B S T
Wi 3 7 2GE Ak Sk AR L AH B E P S R DCT B A . B2 A AR
F ARWFSE A AT B3 5 WA AR 4 T 5] A O B (Gass et al. ,1999) . RARSCIRAE N
— 0 RE % 2 B S A B 2 — T AT LU IR AT A BHIR B 14 B F (Robert et al. ,2002),
PR R B DA R /DN 100 A5 R B 4 A2 B T 2 0 DA Bk S T Y L AR R A SR TE 2L
T E B A KA S B B e B X — B — o 44 B AR A B R 3 S
A TG B FIAT G RN % F AR IR T W IEAT R e TR Rl R
IS0 BCH 38 2o A T E R R A R Y 23 0 e AR BOHE B A 5 T 1k ) 3 T ke R IS e
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2010; I ,2016),

AT R S 2 32 B 2 Bl N B B R L A0 A2 M 8 L S BROBUT 56 AR B O T 2K B
PR AR HAE RS . b A R E 2 5 I T oA R B R — X
23 Mo AL B2 W A 260 5w A A T 98 2 LR AR R WF S 1 5 X 2 e e (R AR TR
1E S AL 2 n] RE 2 X Ak 2 M A7 A O BE AN A2 L T ARAG O BT JE 4 R Bk = R 1. A
HBE XA RIS 1 S A " B AR R S A pE R 2 2 B3, EBOAET .
FTBCBONAE — e B E P AR — A AN 23 A7 . i DAL T BO3A 4 3 4 H b T A 450358 %)
Ak Ao AR R 5 B RE R B A 2 M 57 X 260 SRS (T B R . TR DA TS AR
AL 2 M 6 BUR T AR N B3P 268 S T A2 e (it B 45,2011, HL F AT B A X rp 58
HORF AR N 5% 268 3 W A7 P #9255 S AR T LU BIE S o DRI & A BIF 5 K8 1 T30 2 9 3 o S B4R
HOIA 2 o DL RSO TR X v S U5 7 4 4 S [a] A 2 M (57 AR R I R 1 A6 A 446 55 g 2
T8

2. WFstixit

T DL X 0 266 5w (1 BIF 5% oy 0F 90 3 22 2R ] Beebe 45 N (1990) 4 H3 1 45 468 5 W& 43
28 A UL B T X — 43 2 vk 1 i M RS R R . AR Tt SR R G R 40 2 O R i 2
W FE LI AT 4028, X 38 UM T AE N 51 46 R w0 B X e A AR TE R B
FEBRFR VLT A ) .

— Ak 2 M AR 52 4 28 SR e ) {2 S A S 7 BT Y R T R A AN TR 2

N e S N o 2E SR N R A L VAN = SN G G - 3R S RS R A I L e
b HF 47

AR S 3 B R AR N B PR 48 SO0 I 6 R FR) 4R i s ) 3K TR 48 TR 3 PR A Yy e, O ) A
TRk, L Mao(1994) A AR X 1 44 A8 B8 RN 5 1547 4 BEIE b BRI AE 28, R Ak At 1k
HAZE A BB ST 07 35 X B A B s kA5 e v e o . e b B T e E
AT 422 4 ot %) S A PRI A0 %6, JFC v A 8 492 i ) 422 4 46 1 DA S CHE 4t 5w ) ol ) A 38 0
. BEA BT DUR R BhAT R Gl R L8 I T AR AR ) Nk i 4 5 A A 2 7 (IS A
G ) TR T AR 2 TR AR N — R TR BT A R . T S A X L 98 X
5% 4 45 SR W ) 1 S RD T OAL T R 4 R T B A3 Bl O R R e G R SR
LT A FH 5 s 1) 850, I SR R0 ST R AR ¢ G 56 ok Aff i v S8 ) 4 R B2 4B A 1 DL R AR 4
W 22 R RS AR . WEPEKF alpha (A4 0. 05, R H] SPSS25. 0 Xf
AR B AT ¢ K . e EPEASHT T . 3 T Hofstede (2010) A4 W6 4~ 3C 4k 4 52 (R A7 B
BAS N FE SO LA B Mao B T F A8 ARERE » S0 BT 17 k2 i 437 X6 v 5 15 45 5 sl T A
SR DL KA SEHE 46 R[] 4k 23 A7 A9 R B A L S BB X 46 O (5 e A R Y
JE A
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3. N AR RN LB R Ee 23 B

T Beebe 45 A (1990) 15 4 oW 3% X 4 39 36 107 DUIEL BT T 40K
o ECK R B 4 SO F SIS ) 67 S5 2 3% . 108 /196 440 S8 76 4 IR ) o 6 i 4
B 40 T 43 54 A4 WG Ll B 4 5 R 2 M 3 e 9 4 98 W 0 9 L
BFGE 40 S0 EL T 25 71 S 1040 5 11 A L b T 8 1 AT 25 L 5 6 2 0 0 R
P 24 9 W 1 PR

3.1 PEATHREAQHSMUABRERELRBHNBEZL

S A 45 5 A AT O B TG A R Ak TR A A R 0 A S A, v 36 L
DR ER S T e G N1 B2 B - S 0 N e Rl S NG o ER R = R A R S NS DS
[F1) 422 10 440 5 s ) P R A ik . W3R 1 RN 2 o s X 4k 2 b (5 B AR B B o
N A 24 5 W 2% R 80, 6 % () 5) =>19. 4 % CEL432) ., 35 [ A J 415 48 3% W 551 % K
84. 800 (a1 H2) > 15. 206 CEHH2) s 240 46 b T AH 45 4k 23 A () B, o [0 A8 P 4 466 55 s
AR R 255, 6 %0 () H2) =44, 406 CEL3E) » 55 [\ 45 48 SR W AR R Oy . 72. 706 () 32) >
27. 3% CHIE) s 44 4 4k 23 Mo 45 55 i A9 B, b [N 2 86. 506 (1 48) =>13. 520 (B #%) »
A 80 %6 (i) $8) >20 % (H#5) .

F1 PAATEERRMS B AFHIEARBERER

EE PR I H Az N FE/ 26 AH A b7 N BE/ %% R Az AT/ V6
HE 19.4 44. 4 13.5
Jiti A T 0 22.2 0
Ak it Ay B 34 < No” 6.5 22.2 8.1
NEEH =R 12.9 0 5.4
[f) 4% 80. 6 55.6 86. 5
K B 0 0 0
FikEH 0 0 0
PP T B R R 21.0 22.2 32.4
P AL AT A e A I 1 11.3 1.1 8.1
B K o B 2 0 S A 0 0 0
IR AR 2 0 0 0
B B L 8.1 0 5.4
HT BT 3.2 0 0
12 P 30y B 7 24.2 22.2 24.3
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5 4 5w 1% s 57 NBE/ %% RS XN YA A ARE/ %
SRR 42 2 2 ) 5 448 0 0 5.4
[m] 12.9 0 10. 8

T = V0 32 g — 4 45 5% W B4 0 A0 2% Gl s o4 250 o 0k B8R LA T D SR s 1 S BIR AR A B . (R
BE T 7R A 2t 5 B 2 b T A A e 2 b 67 B 4 408 5 A T 0, A A b L AR SRR B 26
55 4 35 Kb T () A Ak 2 3 (5 4 03] e (or A THE R R BT 28 3 A 4 A T A 2 0 R 4B
Y FW g, T,

F2 EFATHEBARARMS A ABFMIEERBERBR

E 2 SR W% i A HE/ %o A A b A A HE/ %% (SRR i Y
HEE 15.2 27.3 20
it Ay 0 0 0
Ak it A 1 R34 < No” 9.1 9.1 10
AEESERZHE 6.1 18.2 10
IF] 42 84.8 72.7 80
Fk i 3 0 0
KB 0 0 0
SRS O B S R 33.3 18.2 20
FRAE T S B I vk 3 0 10
B H ok Bt 2 4 2 1 S AT 0 0 0
R R SR 0 9.1 0
Ui 1 ) 18.2 9.1 0
H 7 B 0 0 0
12 &1 30y BELX 7 21.2 36. 4 20
S5 A 4% 32 5 U 46 45 0 0 0
7] i 6.1 0 0

Hh S X7 AN fel 3 18 B B A 41 K o w4 52 I A 1R X T R T 20 B
G X5 FE 26 Ak T v A A DL B AR A 2 M A7 TR IR R Al 4 ] A A R
O AR T A R A B BRI T I e R A k7 AR L AL o A BRI A A
IR v 5 AN AP it oA P L A 2 SR L D 52 S TR A R R R A2
[F1] ¢ 1 2 5 W A0 A /0 1l T 8 2k gt bk L R IUT T () A 4 R . Y AE 4 b T A SE AL
2 M B9 NI o rp SEHR AN (8 P 3 1K g5 4 L A AL 4 32 S UL e | ] L A D il R R
P A AN L R U R SR S RN DN NI RS S N S R IR EE 2
FH 2 M LA K Sk s 4 L At BT B LR U R Ok 23 F A2 A D T e T R L AR B
SR
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5 AR AR A SRS A L o P SE0UTT 78 SR 26 38 P O B B I B b . RGN R
24 SOV R AR R = )70 30l AT 1 30 4 4 4 T A0 5 B i e A iR AE 4 1 vp o T
SR 1.5 0 M 10 %0 . AL X LI 4 1 1 AR R AR CT Rl 2 R B

OFGWH(LEZ) % T, X B E, RN TERERT . A RE L, XK
AN AR 3 ARAT P AR AR

T (TR %, X377 ML, B AT

ClE) BB 26, W 3%, o) 38, 3

@Cathy (subordinate): Sir, if I may?

President Francis (superior): Yeah, we’ve discussed this, Cathy.

(A4 3B 4, W e id AR A v 22 by AR, 3 )

®Douglas (subordinate): The President can make the announcement.
In Canton when he appears.

Claire Chere as the acting President, superior): Oh, no, I'll be announcing
myself. Since I did the deal.

(ABABL W niE, dE 56 4 M4 £ “No”, L3 & 0 , 30

@Will (peer): Mr. President ....I would have never condoned bringing
Ahmadi into this.

President Francis (peer): Well, lucky for me, I'm not making decisions
based on what you would or would not condone.

Cla) 43 3B 26, T} Am 3% o BLA R W 23X B %) FAL Y 77 & 5350

®President Francis (peer): Have some lunch. We've got ham, and I
think some turkey.

Will (peer): I'm good, but thanks.

(I 336 26, R ARAE O (2 oy KA, T e B L 42 80)

R Beebe 45 A (1990) Y 5 46 5 W 43 26 757 58 + T DU XUAE 446 315 v 5% B o0 3 40 Ay * it
BUEE” W) . yeah,oh Al well, 7555 TR 45 18 b BARBURIEYA T B G096 22 10
LAY £ W) o A8 Aok BRI s SR I e 1 T 2 S AT D A XU T 3 SR 54

Hh 36 SV 1 B M SR 28 B4 3 S AT O D ORI, I 1 TR b R OE 4 S S AT
B o R U R 00 > B it 56 RN 4 00 3 AT O B9 FE R R O - I
> BOR> P> B0 . ARS8 BRI v 6 AR AT ) T A 18] 2 1 26 3w U7 R A
171 2 5 SR F) B ) L7 AR ] 5 4 248 22 80 48 43 IRF o vy S #0058 1 ) A4 415 24 SR 5
2 5T I v [N 22 ol A 1 4 SR T 56 [ A 25 (1 1 1] 4 240 S s L 1R 20 285 2R 14
2 PR
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20 HESNEPN
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Bl hEAHEREHTH S
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20 I SE=UN
0

10 |:| D |:|I DI o

A ) I ) ) ) ) A

K\
< < 3 3 g g X NG
§ ¢ & & &Y

2 PEATEERHITANER . ARELERBERSE

3.2 PEELAFHSIMMUABFNERELREBNERZL

SHEPN S PN SR VAR 095 A I ) TR R A= R e o DL LS NS
BN OGRS XU7 At 2 i 22 10 A1 3 RIIET 4 BT o 24 4 46 A [a] 4 25 3 6 19 N
(P DO = AN TR S ER2uly < P LB A N O < B R VAN S SPGB R A G D
NI o e P42 SR W A9 L 091 e A0 L 22 ) e A 7 M) 2 5 s ) L ) e A O 22 2 B
BT TS R AR 2 Ak TR A A mE R 2 M 8L A9 N I A L A ] 2 4 4
R F) LU A5 AR S L P A SR T o A B4 1 R S P 2

50
40
30
20
10

0

iz S5 FE8 A
B3 hEEAaTEEL A ABNEZESRKERER
JRAE T S XU T 5 AT A 1) T P T 4 248 SR W, A/ (i ) T e 4 44 SR Wt HL R A St 4R
YT IEAT R, Oy KRR A A BERSE OT T AR, B, Wk 3 R, h oy (M=
33.24,SD=32. 02) 27 (M=14. 79,SD=20. 79) 52 jifi B £ (19 L B 4E 40 1 i 26 77 (M
=51.88,SD=42. 19) [ )7 (M=41. 76, SD=35. 46 ) 52 jiti B7 £ I [i] 42 # 46 15 . Mk 4
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B S 0

100
80

60
40 —m—rE A\

20 -m- EEA
10
0

iz iR LAA e AL

4 HEEHARA S NBEREHIRELERBERBR

7 (M=6. 44,SD=9. 47) % 3£ )7 (M=5. 20, SD="7. 66 5 §51 S {di J] 15 432 5. 42 5 W% . 4H
. (M=19.81.SD=18. 24) ¥ 5 (M=18. 54.,SD=18. 39) {ifi F ¥ £ 1% |f1] 432 5 4
WM, SR L GEi AT 45 R R . 7E alpha KOF1% R 0,05 B, 3% 86 25 B35 A 481t 2

x3 RMEATEE IEELBERIELARBEAER
R W 231 o *
N % N %
0 41 15
B H R A 21 31.3 10 25
[ 4 265 i 46 68.7 30 75
Bt 67 100 40 100
15 2 HE g
A A SR 21 19. 4 10 18.5
V1] 22 415 448 5% 87 80. 6 44 81.5
St 108 100 54 100

A =R A SR s U B TP O B 4 1 R 20 S O i R R R R A SR L
B LR SR 52 S SR 4 (1 [ 42 0 200 SR o T 2 3 B 4 R IR R R 2 52 7 X
PP T 2 4 2 SRl L bR IR E 56y R B i b o AR v SE RO B AR A 3
F i T L % 1 T )y BEL XS 77 3k T A 4 s 5 W L {EL i A 22 4 [l sl 0 46 46 5K
W T 5 Jf DU 2 {106 B DT 0 (0 5 445 5 s . b 9 SR A T R A T 4 48 O W 43 A

mWE S5 frw,

] eS|
JRpfef | M
B, ik
&l 3y BEL Y6} 7

BEHH 0

5 HERMEERANEREARBIHER

2 A [ 2 i (52 AR IR v 5 0 56 4 o T 446 SR ) i A AR 25 . N R
o b T AR A R 2 AT B AR L S8 07 (0 P A P 4 S e v O SE 2 R AL BN SR DTl T 6 A
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TR SR L M 7 SR T 5 AR o E 24 e 0 v A AR R T (0 R A 4 R
W bE 5607 B2 ML BRG] T 9 Al A 4 SR L T SG J7 R T 6 RO S . EAh. Y
B4t 2o b AL BAR A I o [ 2260 T I R BEL X 77 (24 2 00) (B AR 11 B il
FRRE” (21000 LA B 03k ” (12,9 90 3 = b ] 45 4E 2 S w26 [ A0 64 T 4R 4k 11

TRy e B (33. 3 %6) IR R BT 57 (21, 2 96) A B “ a5 B B0 7 (18, 2 %0 ) ) 1] 43 4 45
R 5 25 TR A A A A 2 7 8 N IS v RN 5 A0 8 e 1% 1 4 91 4 55 s A < 3K 1 0l KL
X757 (22, 2 06) FN PEALAE 1 B R U R (22, 2040) . 35 B3R B 8 B 7 (36. 4 24)
DA Rz P (A 10 2L phy s A (18, 206) B0l 0] i o 5 244 4 208 4 2 3t 37 50 85 9 I
] N B A B0 AR O A R (32, 4 00) IR B R B X O 7 (24, 300) B K
“ [l k(10,8 20) Y FE 25 S W, 56 15 N 2 fd JH] 1 1] 32 4 208 SR s oAy * B (AL i 10 L 380 oy sl e
(2020 P R BE XS 757 (20 700 LA Rz S ik ] I £ 1 90 7 (10 26

4. RN ARG AN 1AL 23 i r N BE IR R 46 SR 1 1 S 19l D PR 5 B

4.1 MBEZLDH

645 A 0 b S — UM TR T 00 5 AT R X AT B2 D o St A 4 TR AT O I 46 4
5 W AT DA X AL S5 Hb 4 2 At A 5F B % 5 R8T . BOb R E AT O B
B 14 24 3 1% (prophylactic flexibility) ™, & ] LA 2317 X7 Bl B I 2 RS DL 38 B 32 B
(19 & % o DT 8 70 B3 st B 52 s 2ok i v o 300 A9 S e 6 A0 L AR R B8 v 2% Ry T A R XU T F
N2 M S (Held, 1992) o RV AL 3 J5 0 AT g B SC Ak A 1A B30 85 04 AR T i AS ]
RAL AR LA 3 3l 1 o R N 5 A A ol e D07 i L At A8 X AL ) A5 AR sl AR
(Brown et al. ,1987) ,“J&—Fh G2 Fi& 15 wh 22 (19 7 X7 (Lakoff,1989) . K1k, 2 T fR 47 ML
7 DA S SR U N BR 56 F L TE i 2 v NG 56 A i 40 il A #4051
TF1] 2 41 44 S W

Felix-Brasdefer(2006) A b 45 H4 45 45 (1 3 i 2 1) XoF 35 % 26 7 45 4 S R5 1 — Fh
270 e AR A b N B 2 A T A O T e e R A A A B b 98 XU e
2 A A 10 B R K 2 RO R AN S R A s RN i AR I 2R . R4 R 1
HF B 2 B il it o 3 S ) G e R DR AR P X T TR 0 S BT
A XS T A ) B R AT AR 43 O DR R 38 BT B 3 R 4 2 T U A
PR B BT AR B L N T AR5 1 1T LA KR g e Lt N 2R R T T

4.2 MHERZLDMHW

H1 T SCA BAT fiF B Y REEE L I8 B SCARAS P A [a] 89 ST A i 9K 25 52 3 O[] % S 4k
BB CE#HIR.2001) . BIRH 2 M AL AE Hh A AR KRS 52 0 1B 284 o (EL 7 5% [ (LT OF A
HE, XM ER T R RAL S AL AR AR . AR YE Hofstede 25 A (2010) B 5T,
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rh [ B AL 7 R B 4R A (PDD 7543 85 ey« 10 56 [ AT BB 25 45 805 40 ARSI . B kg v [
FE2x S G BE s 26 1R B 2% v B N3 A2 O IA RS S S B BT 40 T . SR BT B B 2 7EAE
22 R G 0 E AL RN HB AL L I HL R T A2 310k 2 A7 FUBLE 1 52 e Atb AT ) T RO )
X ETFRRFRFFRMATE . 36 E S 1S A TR TE— A PDIKFAH K 0 41 2%
o, SE NI AR NS N RIS A 17 AT A Z A 3 A P35 Il BN 2
T RS IR HE TAER T2, Bt i T BN AR TS AR S AU BE S ks v, i DT
3 E A b 32 BRI 5200, 6 A 23 A7 i SURRE T

HEAEEL AR EEARAESE TS, XUFS5 P EE - EKE
SCEZE W PSS A N 32 R0 35 [ BB SRR s — 3, 58 HR I, Al e v 56
] N A (in-group) ™ 1) P9 I8 S HE Rl D3 A7 7E 25 57 . BTIAREE AR 3 X (in-group collectivism) [
W7 A AR HEZH B AR R A 5E Rk I DL S R R BE R T AR FE” (House et al.
2004) o AR —>fm BEAE AR LR B EA AR Z AR R A AR 5T B AR R 5 26
R BE Y G EE B DY A DX Y R L R A e Y 2 A S O DA R T AR A A o Y [ R
NATTXF A AT A PR O LA A (R U g J% DR A S ik, O L AT A4 i 53 B R X6 8t 71
Bto SR S ARSI N E AL S RN EL AMTEZ HGEAC M ER
FIE . BEAMHNBAF A BRI H XA E T REFEMII AW ERER. bR
SRIEE NA IR Z A 8] 1 R sl 20 B ABAT HOZ2 AT B C 89 %k R A 54 A 70 22
LI ERIT R . B, ECN R SO T MR (IR TR IE DL A ATT Y 2%
5 EB I T — > N A T A 52 TRl CAR LR ) b, B8R R R 495 3 490 17 R ) 55 U S S5 A S
Xof S48 9t B3V 3 6 B AR AT R [ T AR o R R B . R BE R R R R AT A AL
SRR =44 2 — (Brown et al. ,1987) , i1 TEE AR T H R ZEN RS, A
DL DS AR 53 0 B 4 X6 R X 7 s i DA T AR AR 2 fif B O 3R 345 BB A3 AL 3 - 49 1m) T [R] #2246
dafb N, Y E NS B 5 BB B B R A AT I 22 TR AR A L A S BE S AR DN
PR DABAT I8 B A H R A B S A O RIAGAL . M, A R RIA A
AR

ESEPUNCOENE R Uik ST U5 Ui 3 TS SN ES NG 5 N (P ol 1 B e 54 S
S P 248 5 WA T Y 22 S S T e At S T P ROR R N TR . AR AR Mao(1994) B AR X TH
FA AR BR[O T UL ] T BEAR 1 41 25 B 0y 7 (ideal social identity) , 1[5 A A
AN T AT A B TR B 5 2 A . A L2 L 56 T O
H A | FE 30 DA RS SR A2 A T R 8 H s B 56 N T U8 B e T
A N B E M7 ((deal individual autonomy) , Mao(1994) 1k K, B B 5 M 4F4E )
TH] WL 35 FH 98 77 SC Ak o B 7 3 AN N U i Jak A A IR o0 B vk i o B SCAR TR B
I )G 150 B D D ) i G B e AT R SR R O Rz AR DL AT s A . TR
] N ] e S % F) g 40 s et e N TG 5 ) B O o Ak 2 M . e b [ Sk b T
A HE s ANTE T O i =5 DR Dy v [ AR A 5245 31 1 O 76 RE IR 19 42 94 A mT AL
B MR ARE SR A N A .
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5. 451

7S SO T A S 44 SR s B X CON BB 44 S0 R S TR € 4t = ) b e 4 B B 38 R T
PSR JEFF AT oAl i At F 23 A7 » B SE AR FR 268 At N IR rp T N o B SE T B DR T L
D7 A2 ML 25 1 s A o T 8N 7 1 208 S [) 4 2 Ml A7 R R L X 15 268 SR s B B A
FIR Z Ak L AFFEAN TR Z Ak o A TR] 2 R Sy v 56 00T 0 8~ AL 3 IS0 A 4 46 ol A i, R
T PR AP XUy T DA K Al T 5 AN (] 22 A R T e 56 Y A PR A B 2 AN TR
Hh AR IR B 48 AN [ LA B v S5 T {8 1) 1 A 7 25 5

2% K :

HE B BREZ 0, 2011, o 65T ) & N 48 S Mg XS LU BF R [T ). AN #0E ST 58, 43 (2)
209-219,319-320.

RIGEAHE, 2010, LI L 52 R 4E 26 5 1647 A n Mo 22 52 (D . iR Hh g RO R 7.

EFIR IHEFY 2001 SCAL 22 5 B/ LS TR 5 22 7 L ] R R4l GE SR 2 /O
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