BRBHARFR (AEEFIFHR) /Mar. 2013/No. 2

P8 DAL BF 7 it ok oo 1) 1 23 S i B2
I & 1B B

(@ B] HAFERLAFTREMITFYHBEE, TR T MARE BTG L&, R IERH
PR B BBk R R R B AHAMRE B L, AN EIESEATRL ) fe bt ST P ELAT
i, X BdE & TTRURANS st R, AR EME L FO0RbFf= 555 AR H R
FALAF AR T A Z ANk FEBEA X AV AN ERARARAXALRBET 7%
Wik ah, A FAEIE T VAR K RIEH R 6 — AN 6945 52248,

[REBT] R A2 A e s

—. S REP R KPR /Y ER M

FEESRAE IR Hh ¥ 0 342 5K Serge Moscovici $2 1 Moscoviei TADN , #H2s RAEZ “ 7 A W E D) HE
HIAE AL UL TS B R G5 55— DT RB R S, — KT, X RBP4 2 (AN IR BB A8 35 1 Tt AT T 78
140 SR 25 T SR 4 1 5 5 58 A Ty Rl a2 A w4k 25 S 48 1) B R A AT Y T S DL % Al A7)
AN A 1) [T Sk 618 4% 5 T 18 I it 1) iy 24 7R 20 288 160 2 ) 1 e 52 It RE 88 7E AL B A B 5 2 rp R 2R
(1973) o —J7 10, 4L 22 RAE B A N DI REFIAS M 68 0 — 7 I, 4L S RAL A5 & AT IR Gk,
SRR SR E SRS, B E TR S — B P SR A B

S RAETE SO 1T T X H AR, HRIKE 5 R AT H F AR i A 8o fn 4 3
Mo #E S RAE B IE R AT B 5 S5 I N2 3 R S 35 ek AT & AR A P
AW RENE 17 RS AR B i EL Ak A S Mo IXUBS A B, b 28 AT B0 B ) RN EL e S BRI, 1
BT AR S B 308, AATTCTE F A B 1R 28 Ge K A e RUBE X, AT P A AN 2 o Ry 1 8 fidf ik i
AN BRI — R 1 R B A A RS AR VR T IR 28 B i ok . MR B YR IETE
LIRS HJEAESENUR B AR A RAE MRS A S B, TR_ AN SR, BRI 3Rk
SENG R, BRI R AT BRI T B B R RIBEOR T NIRRT g @i ba A= X

* THE, EMREEEHSZREIHRLE OB, VEFE L, SMAFEZHSZRHAR ELE S, 130012, KX
AREMEHNES" KB PO ESENSTIZR" (2012B157) BIERMHRR R

116



B NAZHEF AR (Moscovici, 1984 ) o 4L
S FRAE A BFOIL A KU AF 58 2 B 2R, B G,
B PIR A A A JR N e SR 1) DR U, AR 1 X
B AT ST 1] TR 28 A AR B Y, Atk 2
FAEAR T AR 23 AR A XU, S 0 D5, A By 1 2
AN < B AR TR S BN AR A B R 2 AT AR
A XU V) 36 o 55—, 3 AR KU BF 5 1 2 S %)
G, AR5 1 de 26 H RO 2 35 Bl 2 AR B8 4 14 3
XA o A 2 R ik Xk DY S 57 A s AT A
R, LA AH L B 38 07 95 1 K i, S BIFFE 28 Ak
R XU R AT Sy B2 AL 1 B0 i, A XU )
WFFEAL Y FLAE A B 28 A B Bk, AN 2 4
TR RSB 2 AR IR R B S5 D T . 2R
= AR RAE XS T A R N S AL A AL
o #EosRAERY H AR 257 5 Y KA, 1
HARE T A MR RS, TR XL FY)
AR AR RS, SR B T A RO S 3 o A ]
FHVHIRRGE, G — TP R AR

B XU BF 5% 1 32— 28 TR Ak, XU 7 2 AR
1] ( Starr, 1969 ) 2 28 G, AR B XURS: HR e T 5
— SR A A MR R e LA SR 10 5 R
R A C LB PR Z IR E R FE, BN iX
Tl W 552 AR AR P S L B HL BT TE A SD R
IEEHEBRTESS Iy A RS 1k Se 3R, KUK
HIPFAR A RE R AT % WL 3 36 P - Fischoff, SI-
ovic, Liechtenstein 2 1978 4F Jx J& 4 .0 FEIN 230
2, 12K P A A A o AN T XU £18) B v ) 22 S LA
BN AR R AW A A 22 5 o 0 BRI 5 = 2
T A BT A P 1 XU S R IR 7 %
IR 1) S Ak D7 T 22 ) A 5% 28 o B G 13 Tl ik
ANTR] RUBSE B A 57, B A — o DX A
TR AR 5, TRE T A AR 8 S ] £ DXL S R
3o XU PR JERIN 08 2 X6 g A B ] ) — o
Bt 1E 7 - L A ) d i p A PN |
2, ORI SRy AT Ve o A 4 N2 SR 4 Y
o3 AL Y R TS SR AFAE . T2, 5 R Slovie 4%
IR PR AR I PR 28 4 ARV SN A BF 52 o, A
A A A TS T 2 R S R ] I XU
RIAPAR 8 Sk R v A7 ™ X i AT SRAE AR )
TR/ FEAR AR TSR AT IR MR 5

Slovic 45 N HY%% 1 0 0 — & R 158 3%
AR A BRI R 9 X H R X R Bt R 55
AT AR, XU S R BIF 9 114 B s AR SR A7 AE o
55, KU B R B B S FE AR Bt AR AR 7 T A
RNERE BN T, BARA W53 R3] T
%75 TEAT 23 SO R 308 JRUIRG: a1 1 52 e, (HL
SR I UL A DR A L D FE A0 BB A R A )2 T
ELIFREIERN A B DR o X i 2
W B AR PR TE g LT A7 R A {08 14 [
R B ANE MO G B R T, R
BB 51 250 TAF S, A 2 HAT 15 &
ALY NAEAL 2230001 Berh sl i il &
o B0 BRI 0 2 2 A A 22 e A 2
SCAERFZ IR o LAV /) A AR Ry ], 6 I
IR T AEAE Ry — A A, 2508 B Ry 19 KUK
A H TRIAF: 9 S, AR T A DRI 4 o Joit A ke
FE ATV B BE B B 2%, 200 1 A4 4 1) 22 S5
RS2 R 5 =, O B U AR
Bl ] 225 () R — 220 %) 20 S ) 7 2 1 KL
SN o SRS B b, AT 5 e RIS 1) J 2
Je 5 I AL i 25 SO BRI vh 15 22 3K A L
YERIRY I B FE AN R ik 23 R B vh B o5 AR T
SRR SR AE Ak, 5 D, AR TR TR Y 2 AR Y
PRVEGRBE AL o XU IR 5 1) U ST 3% 1
SRR T XU B AR PR SR B AR N T A R
IIHTRA BREA 0 AR FRE Y. RIS LE RS
Jo R AN T AR IR e 2 e AR XU 43 AT Y
YER AATE RN g LU 3 e O ARER I & 5
ARG R TE AT 4R A S5 B L 1
DLt T8 %% BT DN K Y- T 125 o % B T 4
A ACELZ T, B R R e P AR B2
J5ih BRI A TR Y, HBE X B Y 2 A AR
Gk e B LA, X1 B AE A R &R 5
PR ERLIE T2 AR5 B A BE B A R BT
TR N Z b 55, O B 3 =X A 5
TIEMGEH AR M B, S 80T B
FRSRESSS R O I 4 9 =X 0 SCR R rh e U7 v
WRISCIESS S 1, EE IS HE 22 1) £ B A R F 5
FISHI L5518 o (Karen,2004)

— BT S T 5 — R R XL

117



B SCAL RS o IR BRI Ay, XU e+ 2 it Ay
(7100, A A A TR (EUL | T 5 0L A A R A AL
ES AN N2 S1=E 2 S 1Pl AR 1B 1 A N R
ARBEAMIEE L LR FIAFTE . KU I 2
AT A S B — R S, AR IR
THEFUL, B SCAR Bl UL , phe 7 3 A A 00 KU ) JR
o N2 AR AN (] 14 Th 500 328 496 56 T AN [ 9
WU o AMARBCR iU E3h B 20 b ATk %
T2 T SCRAABATAY A% T7 2 R
B s i Ak o SCAR RIS AR A A2 SCHE
R PE R R 22 5 AR 22 53, A X T 0 B
SV A Lk AR A L T R — R A
HR S B WA R —2E R, 5 — , BRIk
RN o Bl i = T i EEZ TN U SO U SR IN
Sy RS ORI R R TR 382 e 9 A 2 g s S0 Ak
SR TS, A2 R B R R, LT A
SeRR AR IE . A T i AL S B, AN RE
T 2 AR HE R B SE PR TS A0 G A [ 26
) 1 1 O 5 AN ) ) A 2 SO AS FE 00 1Y o
1E4N Stoberg JIT 55, IX M5 14 SR WA B DA ] g 2
P A 2 BT LA — R H R 1Y A2 9 it 2
(77 SR R, At S 1 B A B AN i XU e R Y
ME— R E N R, R A R A AT
(2000) . 55 =, KUBS 9 3C Ak BHLIE X AL 23 15 52 19
BRSSP AT 1k TR A =2 8] B 22 Bk — A0 S U
BB IEA AR, S SCR AN R B9 3R . SCfe Bt
T Z 0 R 23 1 58 DN R A AR AR A, ]
EA I R S2E Y O R g SO B
fEZ:  AAT T HUORAE A PR K P BT i 13
PSR A 45 28, 2200 T SCAR e P 5t 34 9
s e R AT RSN R .

RS IR RE 2 ORHE S (SARF) Ay, XU 2
RS DH A2 SO B LT U 5 s K
W8 P9 2 A% S R RIAR S RV A oA 1) 7 XA AR
A FEOARE HOR” B AR TR0V . SARF fy
BEL ZARAE T — X T DR fr) LA 2 Ak 3 9
BRI XUSE B 2 LS8 6, SR 25 SCAE Y
o AR HEZR, i P e S R e
9 R GUA A B I B 5 DA 1 22 i XU 0L A, 42
BT st e AR SO — A HESL, R — 1

118

W28 A g THUE R SIS R R — Ha g T
BT LU U5 R ERIEAE B o (Machlis &
Rosa,1990) {H &, SARF W AE7E & — & W R IR .
— X IXUBSE B ROR” B  SCAS HR—1A] . SARF Y
J G AE SN H TR I 48 24 ARG KU 541 1) 1%
T D XU B 17K T B 28 T v o A A
A, KU 1) R R At 4 & R VM WL A =2 ) 1Y)
A—3%, (Breakwell & Barnett, 2003 ) Masuda FI
Garvin TA Sy, UK ) TBCR BAR /)N 2 AR T 98¢ s T
B I ASAEAE B S R] ) ¥ 2 R At A S ) B 7
(2006) o PUBSICK A [R) 3R T 48 = 1 B 58 45
R A A XU A Ak 2 i R 401 3R ) A 9
SAHH B, A REIE B [F] S8 TSI RE SR Y
SEUEFERE . T SARF H R XURG: SRR ik A Bl —
PR B FE 23 ST HEGE h 4 2315 58 % T KUK
TR FET F H o — R 1 5, B
WETEATHER V& AE T AU J8% N A 5% 1) &5 3k P, AT ke
THMER AW A KRS BRI B . =, B8k SARF
[ Ef S 13 17 KU A% 6 AR A ol 5 o 8 44K
AL 2K P BV AT, (2 B X P A KPR 37
R L FE sl BRI IS AR — 3y,
R GE Ry — B R A=A ASAEAE AR []
22 S FUE Bl 5 A 1A DU 2 A0 70 R 7 =X
RIETEM NI FE . U, SARF Bt 7% K,
Wz 38 T RV R B4R B A i
{HR = XTI R B

(2) AR A2 BLERE X IRURS: (4 i B I 3

EE N SR e o S BN B NS B u i
N AT =N S T RS ShE s NS RN
RV AR FOE B, JLF AN W K AT ol U T,
W, AR EAA BEAS A ] 1) B3l A K XU 47 Sy 5
KAAT A WAL 2 A, KRS AT A
SRV S ) e B B A S AR B R I B R R
I 3 FE AR G BTN RN T XU B A i R
AN 32 ST B Al Y 0 — Ty ” R 4EAN fig
355 o RAR T 23 SO B 08 XURS: A 5, il
BRI L . AR RAE y — Mt S H
FIE s 1T AL, BER &S AE SR
G, AL SS T ANAT Sy 7 1w LA, 33X PR TR
PRI T R AL S Iy s . Rk, 4R 3RAE



RIRHFNHE 25 SCA R — 14, IFAEAS 1A AR
Z Bl AR A AN R AN SR A ACK A 2
SCARAE RN —Fh o Ah A RAE AR BENS T 1Y
T8 R LS A RS, S o

5 DRI BF 5% 40 3l ket XU S 6 1 S S F)
AR — 3, BRI R — BRI, KUBS
P4 5 S T ) IRz JR8 0 1) L fee A 2 B, 9]
0, 75O 3 7 e XU SRR e A AT R TR
FELL 1) 515 X8 JRURSE 7 ) D A£G ] 2
TN T 7 SCAREC ) v, JRURS: 8% A 5 4 J A4S
TRFTFE I AL 2 SCAR I — s e, ) 26 F 3 R gt
14 ; SARF X XUBS I o0 ) LR 6 1T B 275 TR
HLA H S B e JRURSE SRR A A N T AR
Ay FIAE SR LA & T IC A S, A R AR
FE SRR AE (G —, — E LA Moscovici (1973)
FE LA R AL, JUAS B X A S RAE MY
PR IER P B A AR — 3, FUR A I Y R T
FE2 RAE Y 24 17 M B sl il 5 S, B TR AR A
MRS LE S, ek
fER I e AR M ME S A S il A3 3 T
RS RS UEZS A B AR 78, TR B T 3858
LIMTFTRIAER

5=, 200 Fl At 2 SO DR 23 e A A 22
S0 DRV BB 1] TR S N AU SRR Y
AN AR 25 AT R AR B IR A AL 2 AN H 2
REAIE o PRURSE R 17 3K 00 0 B 4 S 380 10
53 AR A A LA B IR £ Ak 23 il K HE
TR R 3 R R A AR R R il 1 4y S A
TEBEFIRUSE AR 7 8. #E & RIEEISREAE 5
TFHOR A AL 2 B 45 A O, 6 N Rl A
FEL I R, AR RE PR 1 22

=. RS RAEMHIEL

A2 ZRAE A5 B (Abric,199352001) 34
N AL FRAE dy RO TSN BT R A —
A RALH P A0 A A FEAS I RE « A2 BN BE,
T~ A 1) HoAth BE AR S0 3R 38 SO (B 218100
AE , PR AL A 7T 3R AN 1K 15 O 3R 495 1) 1 o

A B LA R AE  BRUE PRI 2, rh sk
B B RAE R 5 — B MR AR 2 R TR, o R
LA O AL A — B R AR 1 58 R AL, P
FIEAR, %5 2 B RFENE S E A ARG
HRAZ L 5 B SRVFR ALY FC BT S, R AR A
(AR AR P8y RS R AE A7 A 22 55 10 fff e ik o D o
P LS RAE A R S A0 IR T 1 S B R 2 Y
MEPUE SISO, 58 AICAZ AR BLTE &
GERHIC A , N TIAR B 98 s 4t 2 SCAL IR R R A
TIREERAEZ IR — 1R RS, o AL
L T A R L g 2 SRAE B A, B 9 D) RE
SR, — SR e RS TR
SNECR FISEE h IR OB S, ENTA Y
AR TIRE  BARA, R A5 E o BLSE, b B
SRAZ O AR 35 22 [0) B AH EL AR T, (o R A8 mT 2
fifp AT 1K o 3 N, P L DT R L L G BOINR
%, A LAE 2o T i o B 1 0 AR el R Y
R T A FCR A B RAE B S0 B, {2 E 58 17 1 5%
AL B, AR A A1 BT R 0d i 2k B Bk
TRIPZ L B — 5 I A RS E A, 824 1 Gk b
RO, R, SN R I RIEME VA
AR T T 52 0 A N ARSI B F) 228 56 R 41 %
FAE IO Bl S84 — DL R A e R
AR AT 2 R AL, PRI, ST R e v KBS
AL MAZE T AT AR, IR T H B S HHIE
WHFEE BRI T4 22 R AL TTR K- 956 —
ANYERE B AR T RE 4L . (Guimelli,
1998, pp. 209 — 224 ) HLIEVELEJE , 15 1F 1A o JEE
BFEAN I LA 2R EDR A G, A R
TS AN D S B RRAE , 515 Xk AL 2 1A i i )
Wro DHREVELEIL, 9 KA AL 1R AL 1 24K
MTRMRR, B S EWOR R TR RpHt
CLBRAN G, 51 T X RALE AR AR AT o ML
TEPETCER TR R AL A A BE P A S0 SR Al B L 2k
FEVE RV T 5 DBE R 0 2R AR 155 552 1 o T A
[ BT , 7T BE FT VR AR 30 19 52 R DA% b A [ 14
Sy, SR IR R EIN R PR
14 S RE PR ZE KL A X R AFAE S 0 T A1 L T R 19 )
AE AR AR, A LIeR, i R
R S RETE Y , HR 2e AN ROE, B 24 v SR TR

119



R FEE, &5 KB T2 M R S
Aot o At 23 FAE 1 HLYE M R0 2 e M 4 R Y Rl
43 AT LA 58 AT S il XU 19 4 5 A A K
ST R ) 7 B LIRS A T Ay 6 )

Joffe [ By FEIBARSE T Kleinian [ JLHORG #H
OIS A, , e — b R 4k £ AR BR IS (0.0 B 5
YR MRy, FAEE B R P T X
FAREE A S BRG] A A AR B 1y
ST A S BRI RIFRIE, s
A — b B, #: £ FEAE 1 1 BUA TR e X SR 1A
Gy B FE IS 1 S, BRI, FAE A s H A 1R
Wb At T Jl FBh 52 17 ) AR JERAR IR, 4 AT T T
FERIfER R, — R B RS ST RIS il
AT 7 R AR SRS . (Joffe,2003,p. 62)
XAPRAEMIERR B T B KL 0 F1 B SRR 1)
L, TEXFISIHLAIRAEE T, AAT2 % —Fh
ZEROBILR , o IR AL BT R AR A B SN
TR FR AR IR 1) 2R 36 RN ) SN, G )
SR FHRE [ AT, DT DR 3 — A B 1 P
JLET N A B vy Lo B LW NN (St 2 YN
A o

FEARAEM = #7550 SR Y Bauer Fl Gas-
kell T 1999 4F42 o MATTIN A, 425 RAE 2 — 4>
G AR BRI oo g, iR
S FRAE =1(S.0.P) . o, Sy FIRERAEAHE
HE 0 APFRMEM B, — BRI E s 4
B , P o — LR B 4R B S PR 85, 7
H R B XL FIEEAEN RN RS —1
ZICHL PN N (ST S2) , A AR 5 — A& AR
(O)H K. BABI=FAIL(S -0 -S) & LR
HIFEABTC, A — B [V 4 B (2 2R R ) Jin
AFIXA A = I o FOR B (P) , BT
(project) BN T3 [F] fiy iz (Y £ 56, F& WA T &[] 1)
FlzE  HARFNE 8, o] LABE e T 1
By, —Fh AR R AR U, — A AT AR,
BP AT TR BN AN T R At o) 4 B A PRER . $5
FOTITRE A - 8 3k 2L [ 9 1) 25 L E F5 FIE Sl ST A
S2 BRFR K R ER - BRI A, B
B -2 DN (2 s VN B % N ESTe 3.
FE(S-0-P=S) iR A =M 17,

120

MR AGERTE " A S i E L R
T AR 2 FIEAR O R R Y. (R R AS
HYBLI P FTIE 7R A B FIARR o TEATAIRR e i
) 2E ik =55 58 ) — MR — RN TiR%
PRAEZI ] H R S (FRIE) MR, AL
WIE AR I, Bl I A HERS , A 1 45 Fh =
S B A E B T — R 2 R4,
AR B (] DAAH B e A AVERI T S7 O REAE
XFECT =M S AR AL: O 2R R R AR
AR e LR R R R S,
AR s =5 5 ) AR — R, 3R
IR T AR AL S AT EAH R AR IR )B4 7 A AN [
MIFRAE . = FTE R BE RN RAETEA R R (A
B34 A O AT I =4 < TR0 AP 5 i 8
ARSI e ) NZ S Y, A R TR RN =
A5 )T ARAER S Al i , O HA] BRAE A [H]
I TE] EAE AN FEECH B =M ).

T RBLRE A 2Z 8] (%) B ZJ), Bauer 1 Gaskell
11 2008 AFRE = £ 17 5 S RE BRI i Shy IR B A
B X AR SRRy /A = (R, K&
A ] A AL SR ) o XA,
FARE A IR B A — RS,
AT TR Sy — A S ] 8 25 1ol 1 P 5 5 T A S AE —
Ao BXEETE—ANRRE 2SI A Gl i B T okt
FARRIRAE) R B k. A = MBS
SR RN LH AL . SRAEAE S HAAL AR OC &R
WOl TSGR . B, =My
BRI e Ji oAy XU w) BOBR IR o XU T) BB 1 AL R
JEALSIREE B RGN TP A =R E RN
SEAFEN . AR RAEA B T —Fh AT fE Bk 2 8k,
A PRI BT . =5 e SRR L) BT
G0 7 AR 2 FRAE A S50 R AR AR B ok, e
WL RAE T R A S RAENT R 4 B b & S A
b AREET LDy s s = MBS R T &
W EAR B Z B B30, AR T A, X
BEBTE T KR 5



=, EARERRHFHES
HigM S REEDIRAMRE

FE2FRAE B ORI R E BB 552
SRR SO MRA AL B L Lk 14 3 A BIE 5 S A
A AR AR R4 25T T B
JER, IR 4  X Ah EHL8h, E AL TR
T A 23 2 T S A, A R0 BT R
el A 2 IV R o — A5 72 N5 N2 18] 14 . 3l
e, BEA Dk, R — S R 58 A
RAFRZHREE , n] AR DRFF I A% 0 B AT T
FEVFANE R B AE AL AL , TRV 22 SR ATAE
IXLEHR A AL 22 AL S AL AL, AT A BLSE AR
AAAEARZS , DT B FE I 77 o

FIAL 2 AE FEE SR M52 XU, g KU BT 5%
AE H LA DXUBS: TR Sy B 5 B i 5 B0 R 85 4 5
TR, —J7 A, AR 2 RAE R F W W A el sd
o FARBGE BT Y, R R R AR S
TR ML X — ARAS S E AT A S
DBEIFFE A B o A2 Bk ST P 18 XU AF 52
R I ANTE TR 2 B Y7 #A BE LA —Fh
ARFRL PR 228 285 254 40 2 A i o XL 7 = AR BRLPE™ |
PLRE “ IER ™ (9 S VBRI, B ASTE TR AN
AN [P XS A 7 3 78 R 11 S A X, T R AE T
M ARE SE 5 A B A 20 B 28 ARSI 1
S BB A BRI A 2 IR 3 Bl 28 AR LAABAT]
AN N (1 T7 2R A R B KR o 55— T5
T, FE 2 AL PHE sE iz 1 XURS: S B AR LA

SE 3k :

R S BT IR, DA A XURS: A9 S B A T
UnTT A A < T DR I AT AN Rl A 2 SO DR
B A PRI (AT 3o . 2l RS B T A [ B XL
o SN S N T LD A RS K B E e
Tof RIS 2 A i 2 il 2 s ] 1147 358 19 722 Ak i 7
o MEAM AL 2 RAE A = A BLIE LA KA I 1Y
WFFET7 6 B 48 4 SR AT LB, RS S IRV 3
AERY T 7 42 At B 92 i B8 A7 B Skl . B
I, A2 B A B A B el B KU T 5 B BT Y
e HIE

DRSS PR 2 A 14 R SR 1) BT 5 1T 3 5 2
FRANIUATr T — R XU A9 FE 2 R AL BLE AR
g — R AL Y L6 S Ak Rl A XURS: 9+ 22
RHERL R, $R THZAE S B B o XU AL 2
TCRAE 2R AL 35 IS R ) 135 S A% 3k A 23 S
I RE A 220 B 2 IR R, R il 3R AU BE 4R
R — MR RESR . H2, BEX T AR &
TR 9V AL ) ) 48 2R RE 1 %k S B2 ML i £
FRRERE T MIANGE o Ah 2 AL PR I 2 T PR OC
R MRR R B, 7] LI T4 e
BRI, % 8 A YA S UL 5T
JrIR e BRI ) R, A R 2 AR 1) IR J
FIREXS AT R Z B AN — 8. DA% T AL
B, 2 ARTE N RN B E E 432 PR, 20
HORBOBUAR A B XS 4737 =, — S8 XU R ALY
FEAS R ) U 2 WA o XU S R 7 A 2
JEE A KU R AR 9 — e, 2 AU R AR Y
R Z —, BB T AU 2
fIE7 W 3 L8 [R] R AT Bl T 5 4 3t T 8 XU

%
o

Abric, J. C., 1993, “Central system, peripheral system: Their functions and roles in the dynamics of social rep-

resentations” , Papers on Social Representations, vol.2, pp.75 —78.

Abric, J. C., 2001, “A structural approach to social representations”, in K. Deaux & G. Philogene (eds. ),

Representations of the Social: Bridging Theoretical Traditions, Oxford: Blackwell Publishers, pp.42 —47.

Bauer, M. and G. Gaskell, 2008, “Social representations theory: A progressive research programme for social

psychology” , Journal for the Theory of Social Behaviour, vol.38, pp.335 —353.

Breakwell, G. M. and J. Barnett, 2003, “Social amplification of risk and the layering method” , in N. Pidgeon, R. E.

Kasperson & P. Slovic (eds. ) ,The Social Amplification of Risk, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,pp. 80 — 101.

121



Brondi, S., M. Sarrica, R. Cibin, F. Neresini and A. Contarello, 2011, “The Chiampo River 30 years later:
Long-term effects of environmental regulations on social representations” , Journal of Community & Applied Social Psy-
chology,vol. 22 | pp.283 —299.

Fischhoff, B., P. Slovic, S. Lichtenstein, S. Read and B. Combs, 1978, “How safe is safe enough? A psycho-
metric study of attitudes towards technological risks and benefits” , Policy Sciences, vol.8, pp. 127 —152.

Karen, B., 2004, “Risk perception research; Socio-cultural perspectives on the public experience of air pollu-
tion” , Environment International, vol. 30, pp. 827 —840.

Wilkinson, I. 2001, “Social theories of risk perception: At once indispensable and insufficient” , Current Sociolo-
gy, vol.49, pp. 1 —22.

Machlis, G. E. and E. A. Rosa, 1990, “Desired risk broadening the social amplification of risk framework” ,
Risk Analysis ,vol. 10, pp. 161 —168.

Masuda, J. R. and T. Garvin, 2006, “Place, Culture, and the Social Amplication of Risk”, Risk Analysis ,vol.
26, pp.437 —454.

Moscovici, S., 1973, “Introduction” , in C. Herzlich (ed. ), Health and Illness; A Social Psychological Analy-
sis, London and New York: Academic Press, pp.9 —16.

Moscovici, S., 1984, “The phenomenon of social representations” , in R. M. Farr & S. Moscovici (eds. ), So-
cial Representations, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 3 —69.

Starr, C. ,1969, “Social benefit versus technological risk” , Science, vol. 165 ,pp. 1232 —1238.

Wagner,W. , J. Valencia and F. Elejabarrieta, 1996, “Relevance, discourse and the ‘hot’ stable core of social

representations ; A structural analysis of word associations” , British Journal of Social Psychology,vol.35,pp.331 —351.

(REHE: FAE)

Social Representation Theory in Risk Studies
WANG Lei, WU Lin

Abstract; The current risk studies are conducted by employing such theories as are characterized
mainly by the technique orientation, culture orientation and the notion of social amplification of risks.
Though having deepened our understanding of risks, these theories have some limitations. The funda-
mental one is that they all focus on the individual, static and cognitive aspects of risk perception. The
social representations theory, however, uses common sense to understand the new things and regard
social representations as the interface between individual and social levels. Social representations theo-
ry emphasizes the interactions among group members to reach a consensus while allowing individual
differences. It argues that representations will change with interpersonal interactions and the passage of
time. These features can make up for the limitations of the risk perception theory. The sub-theories of
social representations, i. e. the structural theory, identity theory and toblerone model, lay a solid the-
oretical basis for the studies of risk representations. Different research methods like triangulation, word
associations, serial reproduction, and basic cognitive schemes, constitute their methodological basis.
Thus, social representations theory can become a new guiding theory for risk studies.

Key words: risk; social representations; risk perception
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