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5 Theoretical Genealogy and Local Exploration: A 70-year Study of Communication Theory in China
(1949 -2019)

*Liu Tao

An effective approach to examining the development of communication theory studies in China since the
founding of People’s Republic of China is taking the theoretical formation as “longitude” and the timeline
as “latitude”. Specifically we have four dimensions: theoretical translation theoretical development

theoretical criticism and theoretical innovation. Firstly theoretical translation mainly focuses on the
translation and introduction of western communication theories in China and the influences brought about
by them to the communication studies in China; secondly theoretical development pays attention to the
seven academic traditions of communication studies and discusses separately the evolvement and
development of communication theories in the seven traditions; thirdly theoretical criticism probes into
Chinese local studies” criticism of and reflection on western communication theories including theoretical
discourse criticism and research paradigm criticism; fourthly theoretical innovation bases on the
communication thoughts issues or practices originated in China and summarizes Chinese communication
theories in views of development and criticism. It has to be admitted that there is a long way to go for the
indigenous innovation of Chinese communication theories especially for them breaking through the issue

context and interpretative frame of western communication theories.

21 Normalization under Discipline System: A 70-year Study on the Methodology of Journalism and
Communication in China ( 1949 -2019)

*Zhu Hongjun Miao Weishan Sun Ping

The standardization of research methods is the basic requirement of modern discipline construction.
Compared with the old humanities and social sciences as a new discipline journalism and
communication has been working hard for the legitimacy of its own discipline for most of the 70 years
in the historical process of New China. Promoting the gradual standardization of research methods is a
major driving force for such efforts. Although in different historical stages the field of specific times
will affect the understanding and judgment of research methods in the development of Journalism and
communication in New China in 1970"s research methods have not been neglected especially since the
late 1970s  with the introduction of social science methods brought about by the “import” of
communication science and with the independence of Journalism and communication discipline in the
mid4990s. The emphasis on research methods by the modern discipline system has promoted the
research methods of Journalism and communication in China to become more standardized and
institutionalized. In the past 70 years the study of Journalism and communication methodology has
formed some core issues and reached a consensus that methods are weak and methods restrict the
development of disciplines. However there are still disputes between qualitative and quantitative
methods the value of methods to knowledge contribution is small methods will restrict researchers

and quantitative research is too simplified. From the perspective of the future under the background of

126



the trend of prominence of Journalism and communication and the establishment of the “three systems”
of Journalism and communication the research methods of Journalism and communication in China will
also take on the new mission of supporting the localization of mechanics.

36  Journalism Accelerated: The Changing Temporality of News Work in the Digital Era and
the Consequences

*Wang Haiyan

The shifting temporality has been one of the most fundamental changes in journalism in the digital era.
Based on field observations in the convergent newsrooms in the newspaper groups in five Chinese cities
and 92 in-depth interviews with their journalists this study explored how new kinds of temporality are
practiced in contemporary journalism. Four types of temporality are analyzed 1i.e. accelerated time

advanced time stretched time and conflicted time which reflect changes in five temporal dimensions

i. e. duration sequence frequency rhythm and timing. As a result new routines which encourage
24 — hours non-stop news operation have emerged imposing professional and personal anxiety and
widespread burnouts among the journalists. The study concludes that the fast development of digital
technology has necessarily led to changes in temporality of journalism yet journalism itself is slow to
realize and respond to the changes and this may threaten the professional authority and legitimacy of
journalism in the long run.

55 Correction of the Defects of Privacy Subject Grading Theory—Comment with Wang Min

*Yao Yao Gu Liping

This paper puts forward a discussion on the privacy classification theory of Wang Min’s article “How to
effectively protect personal privacy in the era of big data-a hierarchical path based on communication
ethics”. This paper argues that the theory of privacy grading is based on the fallacy of “personal rights
can be treated differently ”. Secondly the division of old women children and public figure is not fit
on the reality which is need to strengthen protection in the era of big data. Finally privacy grading
theory does not consider the reality of the connection with the privacy protection system. Based on those
problem this paper attempts to propose three reference suggestions for future legislative practice:
Distinguish information and data; Integrate information and data into market mechanism to consider the
possibility of propertyization; Extend the concept of “protecting the weak ” in grading theory
compensation for the digital vulnerable groups through afterwards relief measures. Last one the original
pyramid-type privacy research framework was revised to adjust the order of research questions and
become an olive-shaped research framework.

67 “Ethnic Conflicts” and “Terrorist Attack”: Digital Discourse Frameworks in Wikipedia: Taking
Kunming “3.1” Event and London “6.3” Event as Examples

*Gan Lihao Guan Yonglu Fer Jin

Wikipedia is not only a knowledge storage platform information dissemination platform but also a
social media platform. Compared with the paper encyclopedia that represents the elite ideology it is
generally believed that Wikipedia universal collaborative editing model is neutral which can effectively
resist the control of power and capital. However choosing the English Wikipedia entries of “6.37”
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