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FAE SR T KA RBAANH » BT H—H R EEM o
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BN BKRSIHZRARFERAG ZAERE o =X
FkAges A D (1) XL ER&G > o BAeME, (2) 4
o Bis s RERRRGZFE MG MEOARE . (3) &
IR TARBREEMBEANK o ZAURY =L > 4
R (1) BEXGWKAR, (2) MBelkRA (3) TEHEOK
3 o

AXFORGELARSH F ik Loy — B » iR 248
YRR S EA R R A~ MAIG PRI MBE B TEE o

R AERTIRBEASHOARERFG ! (1) RES S #E
FE AR T B Sl s 0 BERMBAYWKRITA 55 EM
FERe (2) REEHANGILEHAK  (3) BEAHEZRGE
& o

= - BB ANRERNRENER

FHRI R B R R 18 4 R BRI AR (Jensen and Rosengren,1990) 8 7E " BX
MEREST] ) R A RAERASHERBE M HEEEA RGN EZHRER - EL
BEEHSBIE ¢ 1 BRI (effects research) 9 {6 FH B % 2 B %2 (uses and
gratification research) ; 3 32 #t FF (literature criticism) ; 4 AL HF 5% (cultural
studies) ; 5 WEASHfr(reception analyéis) o (F—)

A FIRRARTE 53 AR E T BEA BB Bt G R R A SCELE » H PR SR sefnf
FAEL i R 5T Bt S R 2R B » SCEHEFFAISU LI FE B A S S » TGRS ITHIRR
—RHRE o

ORI @S LSRG O ERSRER o EEELIE - MEAR
e EERAEATEIREENEEEG » WS ER P EEERE » WGl
BRSO R ETRH AR o TASCEEERILUSOR, Rl ~ Bl -~ FEE=8RE
A EBRENEEHES » B2 » BB EREFEE > B/ i
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121)

TR ERIER A SCHERTRINGI T » IVERE KR o ItERIBERIFRE
EEBE—ERRRER » TRREEFER » BRHREKER - B -BE -2
I~ BB WG EIRATRRER o BIFREE " & BT o ASUHEERIIARRIE " H |, 95
i > BIFREER SRS » RITEIE (acton) WIS T HERSA02 5 » JRENE(ERT
SHHY TBRf# ) (verstehen) » (Rt o BB LERIHVTEEE ~ AT LA N RIR R4 1LRIED
oo (FERIE > H121-122 )

BT i 4 REREHEBEARRAXNEROS LS » ZBIEEMER(TR.
Lindlof, 1991) HI7E " EHFHEEFERET LBRN—FAE "HTEBEEANER
W5 FINER » KEEAENHERS RS -

MRERIEH » BEABNMRERR VN AZIEE » BRI —N/\OFFFR
BEE o AR SRS (RS T Ze R I 58 PR T B8 & PR (David Morley) R ERE %
fIE(James Lull) » BTA{E T —IEHERI%EB B C@%%ﬁ‘ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ "2, ("Nation-
wide")Efi B #IBIEE A B Z5(D. Morley, 1980) » & BRIRET —BHE " BROTLE
/A J BICEJ. Lull, 1980) ° (#5|HLindlof, 1991, p.23)

FEFGRER » BT R AR RITE » (BIREEA T &S FE Mt HE A S FR
BEZ ) - MABHAR - BERE B FRENEE » WAESRFTERR
PMBEUAT » FTRE-EHBEATREE - MANHEBERBEEAMTEHEKT T
/MR o BT —FALNOFKRE » " IKEASHT 5 (reception analysis) " BEE ARYA
REHIIE ; (audience ethnography) & — 6 EIER AR R RIS ESEE —K » IRELT
—IHE AR R —R R N ERIZEEA o

MEE X SRR NE W FERE S A AR Z (Lindlof, 1991, pp.25-30) -

( 1) 7€ ¥ 5 2R (Social-phenomenological style) ~ ( 2 ) IR AR
(communication rules) ~ ( 3 ) SC{LHFZE(Cultural Studies) ~ ( 4 ) W57 F0
( 5) ZHEFEHF(Feminist Research) © '

AR TN EANERNSERERT » HERBRASITEHE AR E

HIFTRES o WEAMTEE BT R R E R G o
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& © 2% (interpretive)Fnflt¥(critical) IR :&

R PC S hE T LHERRAN SRR - (BB ERKG AR o
ﬁ@ﬁ’l’iﬂ"]g%ﬁ%iﬁé&gﬁﬁigﬁg{%iﬁiﬁﬁkg‘ﬁiﬁZFﬁB"Jﬁﬁﬁ: o Rt » {FTETS
AU R BRSO E B GRASBRAER - BREREHEBEALSFIERE
kg o
FRE S R EAE .18 BR(Horkheimer ) B2 [ % 35 (A dorno i il SR A S LR B == il B
FIREE, » ST RNFEBMER AT EFAREATRENALE M (creativity) S FEE 4
(playfulness) (Murdock, 1989, p.228) ° SRR F LIRS ERETEA B AR R
REREA » AR T ERMBE A S KRR » N RAREHRTHE ? BEREL - &
RN RARRA TEEESE S LREFBETHURBASRE » MARMERRSE
BRAESL © (Murdock,1989, p.229)
PRI E BB RR B B ST T L » #E R (RE AN 4 4 E (reproduce)
7y o MR £ R BRER At & PRUFSBEL E MM T EEE ZBIFXAN S
7 » REBBRRESORFREITEN » BT AR SR — T o
BETRIE » ERARE T EERITE A 2 R R o BRMILAREAR IR
Ay B —— R E R o AR AEAR HEME T ERERE » RS ENME
BEEERN AR o BERERBAEHARE —VINRETELTE » HItitpH
FoH2 T MBS TF (Mudock, 1989, p.229-230) | |
— ~ RBRFRRTE T kh » (B A REMRE o Jith » ERPIRHFED » R ERD
FREBLEA AT A A BER ©
T TRER RS —EREIFES > MIET TR - THERN ~ $EAINEa@
predicted, prefigured, and controlled content) ° ([E1EE » p.230)
HPBEFLEE ZSRBER T LIRERE AR
1AW ABESE AR TS E —EAEEERRPHAE » EEREEE
BT M EERAIA/N o —HEEPEREERITRRE » S 7 AL
TR EBBEAMASULEINEE - BHH » HEZSRENKEZHNEE
11 TS RN BRI E R AN ZE o 58 » R 155 2EE0R
AFIREE > TN EFEREREETSRIIZS > RSN\ EB I
(AAEER) NZEAE (BHBEMS ) WEEHMER o
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2 THRBUE—— RSB TR - EERERBAIBDRZAEEF5
MO TIESAT » KBRS T eI MR TR o BIt0 » it
FHEEH VLT REMBENEREE - — T EEAE B LAEE B ET
PEER AEERBIMRNRE » BT EUERER LEMEELRBOHEE
17 0 BAh > HEAERERFRINRAO At B8 T MM ET B AOLFE o I - 4t
{MEfmsr G B R -h A B TR B BRAETE ~ ABRBAGRIITERZHERTETE » TE
% T ARy SR P e R o

ER > FTEEAPRMERL AU 2 LR B S AT B AR (ideal types) © HE

L FFEHHERR BB IEAS PRI EET o TEBENI TR ZE B R SRR ER
Bh o TSRS ARIRR T 2R T AR (R SR o

2~ WA DRI =KFRIRFIERRI = TR BYRE

Lﬁ’éﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%)\ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁ%EP@X@'IE%D?&?U'I&B’J%@?%%&E#% °
BN R BT A AR R B — R i — P HUETER ©
BRI RE R A FGEEREMTE  Z KR ¢ BISEHA R E ~ it e OE

SAEHANEEEL O B{EHL o (Hoijer, 1990)

1 3L Z{EA (Morley, 1980; Ang,1985)

EE{EHME » K(Ang, 1985)FIEEF(Morley, 1980)F IR TR B #EE K ©

LZIERE— iR H RS viva E I T —RIE S » EDallastYBEBR EEHat » 3
AT BB 5 o RHRBIE T I+ S EE R ZHNRIE » TIFEMI+ 525k
EEP » REZHRRE B » HEF2HRE Mk - “
| RWEABTEREN » ASKETERERERTR » M e R
IR BRI Z IR E RRIRE A o AR {HIEMAIH IR HBIEEA " FEREAIRIR , (
escapist pleasure)Jf#HEIES o (Schroder, 1987, pp.24-25)Z R EEHR » W, —
BAGHE —(ERREENES - KBTS BT HOE S HNBIEESD  this

H

| TRk, Bl —{EE Bt AL EEREZRET AN » CHEEEERARE
HYLEE o B—FEA 7B S E AN S TR ENRRE(fluid) o 71 BIEE ATEEARRT:HEER
th s BB TG BB RS R » AT USSR R (pleasurable) © ; (Ang,
1985, p.49)
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HRRISTALIAFEE R (Morley, 1980)8 " 2B, R B ED MREEHETT ©
=P R SIEIRENIE » BIBB C "2H & ENIEXSHT » S8 7SR
fHHTIE(C. Bronsdon) & 1E » B—NE/\EBRHEEER "SAER: "2EH,

" (Everyday Television: "Nationwide")HZE A BB M4 ET B 2 iR iEam AT 245
A B SR E R o EAENERRER  ERASEF —Esit EEENE
R (BEEDEEREE (BEEHR) B ERMArERINRE " EERERS
‘(false consciousness) * & LAZRERIEE A o (Streeter, 1984, pp.84-85; Moores, 1990,
p A7) EEF AT A P B - BB A P ZERRE M » S A T &
B, ETEMMEEA  BREFEP—HI/NOFENE " "25, SR, F - EAREBER
BB » S B RR LRI EE S “F% ) (dominante) > i
& 4 (negotiated)F " ¥f1T | (oppositional) =& » Wi BIF TR E L FETRENEA
% > FEEISIH R A\ AR B H R AT I SR BRRRAR o FTRE T BE T
IREENEREREE TR EMIEE > TE ) EEA > R R
KEGNEHUERES » "HIL, FRLY > BRI HRNERIEE

2 e

TEERE R TR » & E R IR KRR B RIS ERIF T (Liebes &
Katz, 1986) » FAMTRFEHEEFFFEREENHE o BRI ERE (BB S LR Fe et i
DIEFIFIERN T EERERT - ZRINAEARAER | LUSFAAEA » 2. 5%
FEAAN » 3R RIIUEIIRAHEHEBAAN > 4 HEBEKibbutz) (K8 » BKE
HEE ARLUEIIA > 5 BEREZEIE —REBA » BaRER MRy FEaFIE
BIREMEEMLIER] » DAIFILLER o (EEIEH > M FIA F 8 2 SR s Y S T 2 RK B
B> FEREIEANR AN ESATEDallas:E{EETH °

BB FOH LA 2E A I ER PRI EE AT o TR T A +HE/NE
B BEEBTFE-HEEESEA > RUMYBARIEEERERFE —LEHE
Dallas ° SERFEZE—MOEEET - BTEHERLIE » HRBEITHESH » A
R —EREREAINRE | B EREMBESE L8 ARYHER > FEphED
S FER R S TR o Hi o WRMHEEGEZAELHCHERERETEHNAS | &

R HEMMAPER S =M EANFENEE | RREFRE —LREROHEE > §)
a0 TSRS HGEEEER 2, TEIEREENE Y, TEEESRRANE
trE? , "EiE 2RERERZEES ? 5 (FERTEE » p.153)

AT EBOTEEEE S T 2FE ) 1T HAE, B (referential” vs.
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"critical” or "meta-linguistic")FEE " Z2F R | (R SIEG ENAHEE T4 EEREE
—ig » IBFAEREFEPEEENGITF > B—EBMENEE o "H#PE ) EIRAEL
EEMFAIRERETE - WA EEEEY » BEENEEIRE

ﬁﬁa TBER | BARNHTHIEEERIER T =@ EE » RERERDBIOE 1.
1TENRVENRS | 2 BBRAIR M | 3. EEEE > BEHNTEHFE ) 4. mEMFR
FeRERFIR » FRABBAALLSL » BMEE HAPURE A KGR i R £/ o FIAL{A A SRR
BRI ~ AGFHE - HBRENBRETEERE - FEARTETENG

ERAEAEHE BARLEIRNRELRN | 1B AR TRER, » BB
—{BAFH RN A O EE /MBI EREIFRNITE | 2 ERFANBREBERE
FiieE " B E[RA| ) (the "Mafia’ principle) BIFTEBZE AR &R B! 5 3. fahi {8 A R5E
FAREMAALERRE  ARF—(EATLBECHITREARE o (FHEE  p.155)

MABRZE " 258, 1 " #]AR , WEFOS=t— - Rt » s 2
FH, AOEMS W T EWE ) (Keying) (RE /B ~ ZE2E5E (88,
M,/ ) FORREEERE (FRREA IR, A ERIBGRERY ) o #5RFBIHRMAHHE
ABHAREN—TEA > (FIS4B T 2R | WEELE  DIRE TR B
H > XAEHE LA Ok & PR MIFERR S EE E P EANTRE o 5—{EEmRIE
B ARIEBR A > tMBEREELET B < BRI E & rIIERE » Pt aB DLt HIRIRR 2Rt
TFETEAERIAIBYE o BRBAN S B - tf— A mELL T, KR AETE
A BEE—AENEREEHREEERN - &iasy -

3 FRALIRE

18 77 T RI AR 98 T DUER B AY (AT 58 £3 {U 3R (Findahl and Hoijer, 1985; Hoijer, 1986,
1989) © :E —AIUAIERIRAVE " FRANKSRE ) (eI A RIE ARIGER » FIRFEERA
FERRRRATRIE T » B e EEAEN - BRERRMEZRM o

{a[ %% (Hoijer and Findahl,1980) B @15 » BRI - RBATMETFAE
REBHBEIZHTERS o SE{EBEERITHRR TS FIR R4 » WMEWAHA R o

SE—IRATEE IO R RS ~ BIE0 BRI KIB E AR - FIRHR
DRIESY ~ FEERMERY - ERMFZEEENIME - Jit » B —(EE 28 (holistic)FR
ENEIRRZEENA o (Hoijer, 1992, p.534) ‘

(AR » TR () AUsit?] (R ) RIERL - BRI T
o RANARERE - EESEMAE > HIRE TR "t EgRaER
(sociocognitive structures of reception) © (Hoijer, 1992)TE:E Y —{EIE= T » 5T

7 .
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B ARTEAIME L EVEE) (AERR SRR R GRS - iR - (1R
(gender) ~ AL E Ecultural capitalF ) » FIRE LB FEREES) (206
TEERR AR - 8BS ~ FRAI2MES ) MUARRYIER » e T RKEWIES - F
R PR S S B I A ORI R IR 2 5 (EAEREE T T 1 » SRR S EET
BEEE A RO &S LA A 8 o |

‘: ~ W =FEAUEE(Dahlgren, 1986, pp.244-246)

B SRS B2 FEEW (P, Dahlgren) TR SR B LA MGV KGRI RERF Z HE L - BAEE
NEfRBRERF RS =K ERE

1. B E XA (the archival mode reception) : HFEMEAA & FRELETE » 20
BRI EEFEAMD °

2. BABERT IR (association reception) - HLARUGEHARIREE & T BITE A SeRTHY AIFEAN
S0 o '

3. FE AU F (the subliminal mode of reception) : MK FE —EAIEMEAIM
Ao BIRFHEIES —FLIRSG » NMEW KEHTEAEER T OEEY - ERIRFERIR
BETHREARN T BHRIN o FILIERFHE HrVE - 2RUEARN T EHAME
AT REBL G o |

EBRAEREY » EEEIG IR AT BRIV EEAER (ideal types) » HE
TER S ERFTRKE RS » ZIERRRAUT IR TEES 4 o

B~ WA 5 7E LRIRIRE.

— ~ WG R ER

BAEE—B B SITHERSCP e T WEASITIE 771k RSB BR
(Jensen,1991, pp.139-140)

1 BGRE R EE

TRHEEN IR | B (EAMSERY) | B (FRERRER
) | CHPBER DN SEMERNERN ) SRR (textual criticism) © L8RS
EEEIEEE(Ang, 1985) ~ 32 A &(Masterman, 1985) LUK 75 B B4 R B BhaU4C 8%
(Jensen, 1990) °

A R S AN BT A 353K ARSI GO A S A S = A 5 1
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2. B ER N BRI A

FEHAGE S SRR METHIRT o B R T BRI R IR A i ©

3. W RETE NG By 22 R

WERG I 2 E FIER R B TS A BUERIR R B am B B AU & (F R R R Y
EACEBRE—HER > THESE

SR\ AT R (P S B PR O 9E J5 T (S PR A Rt e L B
(Hoijer, 1990)
=~ (EEERIRERE

E BRI R SRS HIRE » MERIHRB TN REEALMR
HE— (AW FCHIE © (Hoijer, 1990, p.41,44)ERSAT LA ZH [R5 BT B N A BLEHAFR
BRYERL > MEST > BRIFUEERBTEMEEASRESTE » Rl > FERES
Hr{E R LAIRIRE o

B BRSO IR BRI S 8% & R #9(E B (intercoder reliability) KRB (S Y
fEiRA o (Hoijer, 1990, p.44)
=~ BERRRE

WEREAICAREST  FRMEAIETR > UREGERIFESE o KETeIRE
MR FERER B SR FTRERLA R M R#E E A » ERESXARD T
AR ERIAN TR ER TR EFME -

ERFRFERDHIMER » S MERETHEYIS B ATIRVACER ? B s BRI IR
TESTMTRIETT o

TESCAE 534 o BE & LASI 3 RE (sub-themes) B HTHIEETT o 15 £e 5 £ RE 5 it
FEVTASRHA - FECAERE HRIEARNFHLLE » DHEEEEMrHEER
MeERRZEN BRI BAEMS o

At » — S AERRRBA ~ RS SRR AR RN B
> BT RIESTE > thETEHISSEB SRS

9 ~ BERIRYRIRE

ERDVBRAFER EE T FEFHITR AR AR - eI 74 A
JREERS © %58 V{8 (Schroder, 1987, p.27) st it B LAY LB BEER B IS
ARTESR AR T EEROEE |, BB AR o
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SHEIEASITEE(RRRES » BRI iE T BIE » DAREHHRRY /7 2R EREZ
25485 ( Miles and Huberman, 1984)(Ti R S A LSRR BRI A KIBEBRZFHE R A
g (EOE—0O0O%) ° (Hoijer, 1990, p.51)

i (ERAEE

WA /R E R E RS — (AR ARG SRR - (RERRRSE
BIEFIEESARAZER - TRERREROMEUTR » EREE

-~ 55 - RRBBRSH

WEAOAT B EEW R ER R CARBHET 2 EP B ENREME (BEER
HIRCER LA AU R BB RERR ) %D%iﬁ%%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬂ@ﬁﬁ?
SRR R — RS R - T EAREHEER —ABREREE -
I RimefdEny (B2BM) SitHny (REsm ) HEE R EE T —4aIRE

EEBRASEEEN — (RS T HIEERAEENEEIZ A - BfIRHEERRE
2! (hermaneutics) (5" ) FISCEHEFZ (literary criticism) (=) AITEIE » FREGEE
BRERRBBERNGR - LWECSCE (1FR) RAREE (HE) » RERERHARES
RS /AS TN - EEEENE » MEAFECRBETHSRFIT R B ERE
Tz » BB E N EEMRNERZ —

YIRS B \OFERZSEEN-TFER » O FWBREABE A S — (@5

B (BEAEFLUT B 7557 © Jensen, 1991, pp.146-148)

B » WEADITFESS & S TEAR RRURRZE A R 2 i E R R BEa T BB AR IGERAT
B> 57 BREBER o | '

HR > YR GHTIE S VRS ST HLBR S » SRR B AEE T O TA SR8
E"J*E%(Lilebes and Katz, 1990; Lull, 1988) ©

& WER T FEE TSRS R o R — (BT LU ES S (EIR) ~ O
i~ TR )~ BH8U (genres) IR RE R (IR RV MG & ST iR FERL 2 B RIFTERI L
FE AR EREE L F R ORIERE o
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(55— AMBELAMHATNG » HEHAFH (R/\—) AMERHEES

!

&it i =B H122-137 ©

(fEZ) 7ERRRBEERmRIRE » BMIFBRE R LALLM B #f (Schleiermacher)

AETHRLIVEEBREBROSE S » S—BREEN » HBRELE
H9 > IR T RAERER T RMOA o S Y » RSN TERELTRE
OFE THEEE o B FR(Dilthey )F B F R RMFHARME » BEH ~HE
BT #% , (empathetic understanding) it —#t&: » 5830 THEA.LEEE - BB
IR SHE R T AR TT DUB AR EE M RIRIRRTTE AL © D= A
AMBRHRIBMEBRBEE (XF) Zko

2 IREAE — T SR TR VS (Heiderggen) FIAO 24 2238
(Gadamer) © JBE(AE T AMEHNBIEE » SBF—4) T MOEEEDE
BE{FE(being-in-the- world)RY T % o ¥HBIEARTI S » RBAEEN.LRIHERY
(Vorhabe)2. 7HTHIZE E(Vorsicht )%u3.%ﬁﬁéﬁtﬂ%ﬁ(Vorgriff) ° (Holub,1991,
p.STYEIL » MHEMER > SR NENEENEEERRREEISES A
SEHEST T BRI o |
BEBAMEREONG » RANESERR(Vorurteil) - SEBERBRE
HREZATOMS - FBREERESINIRE > LR ERBERERBF
%8 o EEEERRRRABTT  AHE—BRA R GREFEE
HI—EK5 > TMETRR T RRIIERE » SUMPERES T #RIEERE o
AR RS R I (FE T R E T RIBEF T o Tk
B AR K255 B (Ricoeun B EIRM S RIRAIED: - MEREXR » 1§
S AL P 2 B B e O AR L T 5 — SRS RS o T 38
BRI 1k o

(=) HESCRMFFAURRISHE » BFISEBRESURRREEN " HHlteT ) R RITEEH

AR RIEE » TFEE X EHE R (reader-response-theory) R T H EHIREE F
REREENF L » BlUPoetics FSpie FHEFEIRFNY » B B UANAEH
ZXACERNEE » B ARSI RO RBENBREEE S
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en e
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New Trends in Audience Research -
Theories and Methods

SHIEU - CHI WENG

ABSTRACT

This article tries to illhstréte the recent development in ’reception
analysis’ -- a new research épproach in the perspective of audience
~research.

The first part makes a profile about the quantitative and
qualitative traditions in search of the audience.

The second part argues that neither the ’interpretive’ nor the
‘critical’ point of view can alone solve the problem about the text -
audience relationship.

The third part illustrates the three traditons in reception analysis:
(1) the cultural studies’ tradition, (2) the sdcial-psychological
tradition, and (3) the cognitive-psychological tradition as well as the
three modes of reception: (1) the archival mode reception, (2) the
association reception, and (3) the subliminal mode of reception.

The fourth part of the article deals with methodological problems
in reception analysis such as reliability, validity and research
situation. :

In summarizing reception analysis; the author tries to map out

. several ways, which reception analysis in the future could take.
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