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Framing Analysis of a New Crisis Communication
Strategy: Three Mile Island Nuclear Energy and
Odwalla, Inc. Crises Revisited

E E CHANG

Abstract

This paper revisits two cases in the United States to demonstrate that
framing, in theory and in practice, is a very effective strategy during crisis
communication.

The occurrence of crisis situations has increased drastically in the past few
years; with this increase also come serious disasters and various ways of
managing them. This paper discusses different perspectives on crisis and crisis
communication across different academic fields and from different angles. It
also illustrates that framing theory, which originated from the discipline of
sociology, can be surprisingly effective when it is properly applied to crisis
communication.

Keywords: crisis communication, image restoration theory, differentiation,

framing theory, transcendence
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fE i > Bt G B R R o BAE AN A A S R B BR > W
RIGHIE BT E > ol REA0 & A B o (B2 BT 2R et > KA E
FEANRHAIR o A N 28 SR8 A 00 [ R ) > B TR Rk
HUE AT R H > A NS a2 R A EER IR E M ] > R &
RAGMBka h msi i > g EE - AR —ME 22/ NF 1t
B Ah s RN E > 4 55 A fE ¥ (Bland, 1998: 5; Pauchant & Mitroff,
1992) o HA I > #8487 TR LA (BAE ) AR AL 2 - #SH
R~ B > HERBHARE > AEER - i TROR AR &
AN AR R (H SRR E S RAGE R AL R R ER
(Lerbinger, 1997: 4; Bland, 1998) -

Lerbinger (1997) 45 & & Kk > B M ILF 456 » B - &
B ORHEE MR 28 o a2 At g EY > Az > (HiR
4t £ o Mitroff (1988; Shrivastava & Mitroff, 1987) &4 {83 — {# W 75 >
BEH 1900 4E LIS > i 4b A7 2058 T8 T3 &40 (Frag [ 122 4558
T NB7E50 23,000 A 2 [H]) > Horbr2R 3Rl b 38 A % 1980 21 1988 /L 4F
Wo EHBF RN ETHZ - BREREES > R EEA
ir > e AR B i RS B A HERIRIAE A > E SR A Ak 00 i IR
(Bland, 1998: 5; Lerbinger, 1997: 4) -

N foE A S ST RNE KGE > DS R #R
H38 > fEE SRS e i 2y =X 3 — R 2 0 B4 st
U B AL B (ARG H 2 S0 THEZE 3G | 0 A B > 2R IR ) etk
BRI R AT 35 S MR > B SR R B R R AR I A
TR A o A AR B 0 — B R S — I THEZE ) - (215
AL AR B AR N > ZE A TR R A ZE BT AEZR S > A — D5~ K
FAEBMKE - AEREFHR -

KRR ER - WA ESRR M A N THESR | A& etk
Rk > 20T/ E] BRA - MR - BERHAEGE £
WA H B L AlE AT E B BOE AV S - RE S TR SR
AR BOR A s A4 o A SR RIRDLT > DA [ HESE ]
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B [ |y SRR R E MR /R OB ETER
DA RS HLEE o (HiE 20 HE QBRI > R T IE M » B
ABUAZBING > AT > A AR B e A B 5 [HEZE | SRm > (o) By
) ZR S RAF L & ? PLULAR R AS SCIR AR 5 A ] -

Wz mREE R

AR SCHEBORTE [ fEME B > I 7E fE M BRIRF 00 08 —— [ fa e i
1> DL RHE ZE 3R W Y TR ToR B LA i (4% 0 JE L BELRIUR » AR SCER I IR
FISCR > R AR R R BREE - fE R B e 28 > RRELBHAELE
72 SLAY BRUER 0 - SR A5 1 oL 4R 1Y) T 18] 2 B A HE B 1Y) A BE AT A A0 A > A% 2
BELSC kI A LR > AR B AN EE B > S0 AE M TAE R | £ e {0305 0 SR
MR- PE & o

SCRK VLA R R PR T AR i > R E AT DA B A A B
f]RE Qn o pE X > LRE T B s %~ AN (T BRI 75 1Y
EAMEZ BRI - B2 MR —EHER > —BREHKFE
b W E AT > AN e AR o DL SR T B AT ] 0] BE A G
(Patton, 1990) o 4B » ASWF7E — MIHE REFEE - 70 b7 B0 A1 JEE A £ 1 (B 4%
FIVHE 28 B9 G SRR > — T B8 R I A A2 5 A R 3 P HE 2 5 17T B ) g B
fEMER ) - It HZ Patton (1990: 99) F & iy [ 455k M Eh =49 | » W2
FFAIRESE > DAEANSCIRR S PR 5m IR 225 o AR 4% Patton » 2615 BT /6 L5
ERERE E o EARE AR EE A T E R DB ERIRE > EA2E
fE1H -

AT H B > E4E th DAKE 42 58 w e ) 7E i B 10 ml AT M Bk
3 o AERBURER RIS AR EE S8 > AMEAT DI L E G
fEME 2 R > B IR — IR I A SRR o (02 5 & — IR DL AR
W AAE SR AR AL i et > A PIER S IE > REGEAESRE -
I — R B &S o BTBUE - A DL ERE &S > #A

RURTEFE -
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SMRRER Y

JEAR A0 KRR

Ry Ak > A HM A BEEAKNERHE 2 T IS0 2 R
Lerbinger (1997) » K ER 58 i el s 2 e TR ISR o A 28 i 19 A i )]
s s > BT RHRCR AR By R IR > BURN L H i > BlE H 2 > B
B BRI . A REMIE BRI SEMSE H R
HEEEHK > By 1108 A ANTE » DA oAt 45 kL 2 ) 1Y
WEE - #RA B S A B B H AR > U BB H AR o

A LR BRI R o Bl —IROK B A R I T >
TEACEE RS 5 ~ B R EREE N AR - M—HACREE TR nyHER | >
S H B EREA TR - i L EE B 70 AR L6 6 6 4545 ) B 10 T 2
B > DA% 1982 FF 88 A i I A= /A ] Tylenol 11 22 fE i 44 > BR(H S
PRSI Z T o AT B ECHEE) - AR - B EE -
TEOUE ot B IR ~ A A AR ) M AT R AR AT > DLRETRT R A - BIFEAIR
WATHI [ SEBEFRFA | (class action » B52 & A&k — B GEHEATE) H
B R AE B B OB BT B A5 fE B 3 2 3 22 {5 4 (Bland,
1998) -

Stocker (1997) #8 £ H Wi H& & AR HE (AnPEBCERYE) » H WrREARAY
B FREE - H WS RIE &3 > H a3 g 7 X (g es) > H s
TATHY S A BB N R AL > DRI /I 038 hn (A |l i A&
PR A RGN R IE B AN 2RI > #RZEFEHIIERK > 1
PR o HPREEE A IR > WRTRE R TR A 3L S >
JEDLSEE N GE 5 TR B Rt 5 G0 o] 275 I L B R o DA AE
BESMEAT IS > HEMTERE N ZSHE o i iE —Y) > #5220 fa v g
BN = AT R SRS > Ty Re R S

bk SCRR R - R BRI AN fE % D AH B > BRI [ 9K BB A BUR B
K SfEtrsgm > & — IR ZH M E R > (BN ER » RS
P A AR IR I K BRI AR THE B 3 - I BB AT 8587 TRk » b A i 2 e
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# o Johansson (2007) ¥ BH (435 it - [HEZE | BLER Y% B B AHEA © A RFEIR
BiR B > A R B B TR B LA o

e 5 5 1Y

Pearson & Clair (1998) 537 fa & i S0 - ERZES 2 MWFE - A
RS OME - M EBURRARE G > & RO A EE
TR HE R > s RRE > AR DR A AR A A o A RAE [ A
15 L OSBRI A ERE - iR EE O AT RE e T > R A
HiB R4 B R AN SRR T > 58 e #gfaiks
PR i B > DA 3K 8 1 ) B (B A B o I 3 D S A AL Ak s b~
FE > ST A > BT ARA AR SE

WA [ & BUA |00 A EEACR > et SO A5 9% Al s Y RE 1Y
i o HLIRF fE MR A4 - RBLAE S > & 4L = & 3 (shared meaning) 119 /i3
i > A5 dan e M R S R S A A e AR A I BE ) 5 5R © Turner
(1976) 58 & fa st 2 — i [ SUAL IR | > JRAS R F LG 2 - EF)
WP R —IEU N > BRI ZME T o IR SE T B rHE 22 5 22 A
ZIRTER > i NBEAFIEETE > R T 5 ) OB DA% B ST A AR AS o B
BR3P A e B R Y SR 4 IR SE A -

14 (1 /5 3 (Habermas, 1975; O’Connor, 1987) ¥ 484 4t & BiA Y 4
JE > AR R AR AR R fE R OB AR RO A TR
ST E I B8 Y R R PR MG (rationality crisis) SE354E T o ERIT
RS 8T IEE et > JURFIRE & A P P 3 24 M > i
22 DA BUAR L Sk B o) B ) & 1T BT B8 > B RCE SN fE > A
T AL 2 - 17 [ A4 A8 R R A B A AR5 I il 2k T - i By
BLRE W RE T IR IE A B4 e RUT - B EEMG M et - LoiE
KA ZIBUMIRAE > AR i DAY ) sl it S i 28 > AR IR % o

bt B B R BURZ - A s AR — A g
M BELELE O A > R R AR - il S R el R > AR — TR R
5 /9 A3 (Turner, 1976) o TMi7ER— M F R > AR 0] e 34
LG TR fatk - B 2 e giiER (Hurst, 1995) > A% 8 1] 588 5
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AL BLAFAD > AR U % 2 23 (Bartunek, 1984; 1988) » I IKF
HakmE B R [ | REM  DUEEREH -

Pearson & Clair 1) 818 » B AW 55 BT 5 DA AHE B2 5% W 20 5 2 £ 4% 12
%> BARMEER - M A= e 0 i > 5O T STb /Y 3
B AR A THEZE ) B R A% » (i LG IRF BB 285 I fe R [ AEZE
T IRF Y SRR 22 R > R B R AMAY.OBRTR > A SRR A SUR IR
% o

[ | [ 4E 2R ]

wh BVELE T 80 AF AU K R T fE A A% - (A5 MR RE O A
Boo FraE (e > HE 2 #8285 (perspective) B R g ik > R 20E 3%
Robert L. Heath 58 2% 24K 5 @ 00 H B > ANINESL[AILZEHER | (public
frames of reference) > Fr B 52 il (dominant) ¥ %% > SR B L AR A0 A
Mo ATH) > SO R A S BUR o 45 05 ] DUF) a5 8B 5 - RERE - 8K
I~ B - BB - 1R R SRR REAELE - DUE R ECH
B o faEEE U BRI ?

[HEZE | (framing or frame) % HE &R 72 70 4 X > Goffman (1974) 7%
At e E Y B R o R A A o WA R > M H S I R
SRR > A REA A R FE - A BELNERA o HESLE [ M A AR
1) == 181 f R B B 454 | (Giitlin, 1980; Gamson, 1988 > ##5] [ i B 1=
1999: 32) - Gamson (1992) FRAHELE R e BEAL e BLS RO 424 > A4 EY)
D B R R Y BE R 5 MR A ZE AR A A A o (U AN TR Y
HEZE MRS o ol [HEZE | > i 10 2 2% B 8 A MTE B A L
SI7 4 At 2 FE AR £ 32 4% (Tuchman, 1978) ©

HE 22 A8 2 AR % AN W] 43 o Entman (1993) 32 4 [ FTREHE 22 » 52
T 3% B o — ) L 60 3 A R e 1 > D6 52 BRI O 1 P RE Y B
75~ PR BHAR - B 5K B > 5UME L J7 % o Hallahan (2001: 224; 1999)
RETABEZAYE P BAERER - G EES » AN
B B B RN | > G SRR R AR AL W AR ) 2 B HE S - R
s ST BAR o Fortunato (2008) 58 2% & 2 [ HEZE | B — Gk > i [ 5E 1
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P B | (proactive PR) #RZASJZ[A] #€ o Tl Phau & Wan (2006: 107) HIEE
PR > AR T RS EE N TR RS > WA 7
W e

Z G Af FIHESE > Levin, Schneider, & Gaeth (1998) %§ B i1 L %
75 3 1F T 5 2 ml R R o MR E TAE 2T B 5 SR R e B T AR
o R R AN E R A mATE) > AR A mES o — i
5 BMAESE I HHE R ARG 25 2 Wi I N o HUA A KRR 2 R JE R

s A A IETAES s WEEEME > APE S A mESE - THA
Eﬁ ol B EHESE > RORA T AT IE TAHESE © Cho & Gower (2006)
B Tﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm@kafﬁ £ Z¢ | (human interest
frame) » RN 7E 35 ¥ 5 7% s RIS 5 AR R 1E  Abolafia (2004)
BEE LB W EUN E A i;ﬂ‘ BT B wE R B A IR BOR IR - iR A
NEZE SR » HAP BRI W2 - P2 IR AE - ARERE R - T KB > #2210
HBEUR o

BESR 2 5 Wi oR A N B S —F > 48 1 THEZL 5 | A6 fat 8% 2
D AR — WA E O A — ﬁbj{aﬂ%‘ﬁ‘[ EIBL[fat A B —
Bk FURIE D B SCERIEME R 5 & [ frame ) 2R AMHT > TR A% 2 B 5
— RS > R VEB) ] [ framing J 2 ] 41 Fortunato (2008) & At
5., (Duke) KR M HEEREX (lacrosse) MEH— % > /524 Benoit YT SAETR
TRy BB - HUR I ER A 2 SRR EE > Ay B ISR A g R
I — 2Bk > HE ) By BRI E - 45 MR T frames | o 3L A0
Gallagher, Fontenot, & Boyle (2007) 754 Benoit 1 Coombs A% ¥ i 1 4% >
Fam 2 B Katrina 7 Rita i JBUE 1% 2 SEONG P88 2 WM AR b o fﬁﬁ?
B~ 85 RS R A 2 T frames | o W & Y411 K BE B8 [ HE 22
frame) 7E fE M G T 2 /EFHBRASCR o 9K > B A BE R ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ
PSRRI B, -

[ £ Z A | $L[ AR

H 9% Hearit (2001) > AR SEAEEEERAN ~ BUE - 2 E L 2 HE K
ANE A EALE > G5 [ 5% | (apologia) o AT RS [REfAE | AS &2 K



FMEER A —UERERER LR EMYON BT R & A E 6

7T A2 TET S At T s MRS R B FR B - B ITER TS B IRIE R - RREEK N
Benoit (1995, 1997, 1999, 2006; Brinson & Benoit, 1996) % 3 T [ % fif |
T8 ] (facework) FIAHBASCIRK » @5 T —E MG ROE 200 F 5
DR BVA Z 1148 TE S8 18 9K B | (image restoration strategies) ©
Benoitﬂ%ﬁhﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ@%ﬁ NS - ndZE -~ B
BN FER - BE HRWBEA - ST EaRER A
i A%?%B‘%LL%?ﬁi#%{P‘ﬁ}b% BB R IR R > R4
> HEMWRRBERS  #6AC - HEA R mE R DS
[HE 22 ) B bk s 8 > S il fE B > JU TR B 1R SR M ) A i W TH 1 3R
W ——[ 2= B4k | (differentiation) K [ #i /B | (transcendence) > B 4% C iy
AH A HE 22 SR 2 A S AH B o

% Benoit (1999: 297) » [ Z5AL | B JEE L WA > it [ HiE
KB FHIF £ T ) o Ware & Linkugel (1973 > # 5| [ Hearit, 1997: 218)
HFg [ 22 540 J B [ Ef e 26 ) SF kil -

ZEATEML > Tee (1991: 344) 5 58 Ky [ 8 B AR wi B0 EC B RE A 4ih Gk
HIIJ > Benoit (1999: 297) & 6 /4 [ 12 A 5 EH ZA{E(H ] » Ware & Linkugel
HIEE 5 [ )2 52 A8 b iy — i s x%?ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂ%‘l‘iﬁéﬁl/\m
B REBR M BRIE T A% & o Schultz & Seeger (1990) 78 2% ¥ 112
FORFETAF R - BUF LR - "5 BURE A > Uﬁf@%%ﬁﬁﬁ%%%%
o RRIEE ISR T - B RE RS AREE . B
> ARMASEERLES R - B HAR BB BOR RE [ A7

ﬁerLJ_%ﬁ?E’Jﬂi%JE# > BRAE T ] T (Hearit, 1997: 218) e

Hearit (1997: 219) &8 /% [ 8 I ) a0 & B0 A2 56 >t gl o2 e e [ 70 e
%] e Tfﬂﬁﬁjﬁ*@ﬁj\%ﬁ% B« 2% R/ %03k (opinion / knowledge) Y —
ik~ ALAR B N B 5 /41 € ¥ #8 F 25 (business interests / societal
interests) 1Y 435 ~ BLAE /KA (current / future) ) 73 3% o il U A
AR > HESE S 9510~ AR ~ BARLE AL - M4 — 18 Ay
AFIRAW) ~ S B ar o REARZE R E SliE AR TR B A
PR B B G IR AR S AT MR RHTE S > ]ME 2 > EERE
HIR > EREEE - B ARIER R REEN—F -

B & [ R | B A & RN 7 kT AR A RE W AR A A K M (the
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ultimate) > | T FEMESCEEN K - #IEHEAME > - BREE
A~ BB L T B o AN MEE R A NLEA S HHEE
N - &~ FP > Za - Al RES > BB THESE] -

[ 68 B | & Benoit 14 JH 3 W& S B i) > 2 e 0 AN sTam i (Ice,
1991; Hearit, 1997) » #F7E st B D AH B0 00 J5U R » (HLT R ) BT AE
] ORI AXEEREEREMBIECRN S > [HE4
(framing) =[ 2= B AL |+ (B W] IRBPT 22 B Ak IR0 [ A8 Bt 2 T HE 2R ] /Y
SrRENAE  FE fE B QN SR RE LG UL S [ 2= BAL ) AR AT R > FAT I
Wi ) 2 B FE R R e B ARG VR > 4 AR AL AL B R > Bk
Bk o BB EEL— ANl > BALEZA -

HY bS] 5 s THEZR |3 A B AR SR 4L T M s i AR BB 15 [l AR
(1 > VB 58 5 HE 2R3 FE MR 3 LR » DA 20 BT a1 LA T AE 22 )
TRMEAL i fE A I SR ) o BESR BRI 3 R — B FEAE R BLE > H M
I THEZR ] > AT [ 22 BAb | 59 Sl > SRARHEAT [ R0 J iR AH 3 > Ji
TERE B m i B - P DL R HEE T R -

EESaRin

=2 B4 E £ )

197943 H28 H » o jid 3 B B JN = W IG5 7ok Jog i K & %% il 2F
(Metropolitan Edison) & J] 28 B A% % M1 B8 1 73 o SRRV E i
BiEOTT A BB AR B G NE B 5 T T R 0 1 &R
WEERIEF A > SR — MRS o R R 2 48 A n] /R38R 1
HoBET - 3H30H > #FH 4 EA RS Walter Cronkite 78 i H A 51 5 58
A AL B T AE 5 IS GO IRER o i R 2 A RURE B A% SR G —
B RS ENE R > KA F Z2NRHL > HFERYFH
i BRBBR AR 2 AL NS R G IEL AR - —4& 2 i
BT REANEE BT AR S ERANE O o KL 78 =53
BAEET > KIRE SRR ANN - HEME R % > — A
—BE T BRERIRES - BT DA 5 I — R o T A% T OR
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R RE € A VA 2 B COREE R 2 IR ES S K o e sk A R
e R > A& (Dionisopoulos & Crable, 1988)

MR BERRAER - REEM T 40 ZRREMA » 45 R ER
RS AZ B SRR BT > B i B A [ B R SR [ 4% %R ] AR A
B R A | e > T A% 3R 1) i gl AN O J2 2 3 o 78 R S BRI A% 4
M8 > GRAEMIEINIRE] T — M & 0 —— R re s ez ae gt == » fE
FAAFHR — 3 RIS E ST A e IR o CARAYRER) o8 > ZReE
BREAGREIGELRAR > Al — M FEIRFENIRE - FRF > K
FIBA RS S~ B~ HoE B > WA LG B (Burnham, 1979) °

SRR AR EEES HREEIRERR BAL
5] > S IR R Y R RS A A > 1T LS A B P P B B (R AT B
1% AR BIERTIFE K2 B > BEEE AR ENE T > Je(E Ak
BT G AR R R o R AR R R TR
AR JFEEE B ULR o RTINS > R R R E PR e R D
BN LA HE (Smith, 1979: 14) > FATEEMAREZ] » L REE U L 4
M WA BAWMGPER PR A RHZRMEIN 22 HIE
TRELARRE - NEAHBEZRENEEIZ2 | #RE > mEEREINE
DL A L iR sk B > BERA N2 > A NS » H 2 e HoE
Ktk > AN RAWIE T > &7 SHEAZH ER fE# T 7E (Dionisopoulos
& Crable, 1988) o

HEREENE > ABEFREIERIMGEE > MERHRFEN
SKIMEZRAE — 8 > 3F H MBS o &5 R X Re ok Ia AT HESE » 1)
AR T THZRE L 2 i (B HE S > SRR 1Y i8> T anfer ARy L
VEFI RS2 AL 2 S A REVR AN FE ) | 2% T atsm il « AMMEMA LT
1 > 1 TAEREREIR - AeisY 22 —{M A (Hilgartner, Bell, & O’Connor,
1982: 80) -

BT S RCEE AT - A ZHE T METE IR AE R 1979 4F > KB A
7 R T ) R A 1 T RO T AR RN B R 5 T 3 B L TR A
TR BAAE O A > BRI AE S S22 ek - DASOSE BN DO ZE 7 in i ol /i K
PERBESE R » IR E e | e - e R R e ik
BET .
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H B P AL IR ) R o o BT S5 B vk A AR A B 1 58
B, 27 b ZEA N S (B, o MG IRF BREHE ) O > TR SRR T A o A
17 B3 S5 aR A > DL SRR ANRT REAE — 47 2 [H] > 448 5% 5 I3 v V0 L 1) il
GO NZHEMFEE - W ECKRERANRBIEZN I BDEZE] > H A
WMARBAE > R ZAS BB RaARUE > e = /9w 2R
PLR RS AR B DL o fE7a H B TR AL T > X RE w0 4 LR
AN RZ A~ SRR A AR RS o R MR TREIR T Kk 1Y
ETH Z — o MORFEUAL T AH BN L #0 R A = L A5 B ] SXRERE - (H A
KT s BB A B B B AR AE 1979 4F 12 H /2 # SE (Dionisopoulos &
Crable, 1988) !

HEFREER > HEAA LA TEED > HRFEBREMZENEE
o MRS EAT > A A TR B M TSE o I HAET70
A EEME AT RIEAKR > HRFEEFENMHERER > 2R
KA 32% LA &> k2 5 Tl 2 B &5 - A T 1R 2 i R
(Dionisopoulos & Crable, 1988) °

Dionisopoulos & Crable (1988) 8 /4 b7t i #1757 =X, » ARFF & 5h 27
FERY T EFRHHME | (definitional hegemony) > Wt AHEE | > EH[ &
7| ETHEIGER R » DUE S BAR A ST ww B EE o (HAE % AY L85
KE > il RG] — MBS > EAEHE Y HESR] -
SR EEERBEUR  ERRRE WA EL e | HRE LA
ZeBLAL » — THFIT [ A% 7B 2 4 ] Ry RT3 ) 2% 5% B AV 5L 0 A it it ) T
KA T G5 RAELRRIEZ25L -

Odwalla % 7 % 715 3 £ 4

55 A 612 Odwalla R 7 W 55 15 G 0 fa k> MR HIRA
& BEA Neta o (HAA R THESE | S, o bt —fa IR A\ Shsg Ak
N2 > FrUEZ B E > (B AR 58 5 W H Rl R 15 1 45
H_i‘ o

1996 4 10 H JiE » DLBrfif ~ R H5RBE 4% 19 Odwalla 0B &) B4
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BE R WA R & B E. coli 0157:H7 IG5 2 > A A B G i 28 9
Odwalla 57 Z|'E i 2 3£ 3 1] (recall) #8571 -

11 A% > Odwalla i 7 PUIEE M < 1) e [m] i F A 28 4 7 st
T s 2) IRALE B F IR FURTS 5 3) MRIEZ EENBEEER  4) 8oL
A 0 o B B AR TR AE o Bl IRFER AL SR R o ML IR I R R A A B
Odwalla £ F B2 307 5 3% 75 - 48 J& Odwalla J5 56 Fir AS B BR B9 7 3% »
FHIE SRR R Ik o

1A S H > S8 00 55wk 58 R B 309 - 748 & A E. coli 5 9% & >
Odwalla 37 ZI| 5 {fi % g 7 F D TR Bk - S E M H > — R
[ /INZ R B E. coli s 75 1 5 30 B Th B KO » 7% B2 B > Odwalla 357
R i A2 32 A TR B W PR B D IR T - ASAS T R BRI -

11 A8 H » —fl /Ml KA 2 5 5 K Odwalla 2 i i SE TS > 53 A
—Z/NGRM AN - WEERSE - 1113 H > RS CEEL o R
J& Odwalla 23 BH PR A A 7] 025 4 kA R A s Rt > IR
PR > BT RE ] SRR A o

11 5 FA) - Odwalla 5 i £ i BE4) & 38 R M7 10 A 78 H A= 78 SR 4k BT
o] ] B (5 25 - (H £ fh 3648 1R B B & A Odwalla S 7 45 48 HR %A 11
FRIP R o IR E R AR EHME - 1205 H Odwalla B H ik >
TERAR BRIV B2 - B M PR A I [ I ] 0 R A A R A
(R ] T Bk A R AR R TT JRBR » Y H Odwalla 28 8587 F 28 > B
W) > BHLG TR [ BRI

Martinelli & Briggs (1998) 2 5 Odwalla [ i 2l 2 R oh s s A 1
PREUAY & — F [ #8582 R W% | (diversionary strategy) o {HARE [HEZE | /Y M4
KA > Odwalla fi& — B 45wl PRI T 42 > SR AR [ 1508 A1 J HE 2R 3] [ 8
A 1E] ] (R T NI R = S R B B k) - B B S R RN g R R Rk
0 T 1k THT T 705 ) (T B8 A o L > 19 3 v 3 R DR A M R 1 O 1 i
) - &5 LT b 2 A b B G o B IR] R A MR IR DR AR 40 T A R
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