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Abstract

Healthcare security negotiation refers to a negotiable meeting of representatives of the National
Healthcare Security Administration and the pharmaceutical enterprises on drug prices. The health-
care security negotiations have been given serious attention since their implementation. Both the
healthcare security side and the enterprise side stand their own perspectives and positions for
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business talks. At present, Chinese scholars have rarely studied the discourse of healthcare security
negotiation in China from the perspective of pragmatics, and the way the institutional context re-
stricts the speech acts in a negotiation. In view of the above research situation, this paper discusses
and analyzes the characteristics of healthcare security negotiation discourse and institutional con-
text factors that influence and restrict the speech acts between healthcare security side and the en-
terprise side based on institutional discourse theory and speech acts theory. The study found that
the healthcare security side and the enterprise side mainly implement the direct speech acts, and
the type of the speech acts used of both sides is directly related to the institutional context. This
paper hopes to link the institutional context with the research of speech acts of healthcare security
negotiation discourse, and improve the research method of healthcare security negotiation.
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“ERH2ZNARBE" o RAFRZXZRFA N EGANAEE. ERFKERFRARKS LM
oy« REBRAT” s BRORTT 2 AN R R SR A bl 5 R B K55 T 25 Bt 5 K B R A A
SRR, AITREABE DR, XX 3 X BRORAT MY« i) 24 eolb R U AR A AT . o, X7 % H I
1T ORTEBEZ 18] (O EE RS AT e 2 HUE VR AU RCR 1], Frbh, AMEAERERIE, BEORTT 57 A 2L
(5 AT N LB AR A A AR R 3 B o

A ST CABE PR FIRUTT B 5 AT OB TR R, B b S EE R R EN U TE SR T Ll & 1547 9 %R
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Hh R DR 245 i H SRR SR, 25 88 5 T8 AT N I A RFAE LR TE S0 He e M, DUIE &R
A AT AU T .

2. kb
2.1. BHERFNEEMR

“R S IR TR NANFE R S5 s ou Se i 8 B TARTOT R i) 1 S A A2 B, ML 7 5 TR B v A
SATNI2]. 7 AR TERIE F 4R S5 B UL ih . IR S 1R AT VBRSO RE S
5 95 B IR 23 W 22 MRAI L SR R E BRANSCAL S8 M EE VN, BINT 5 15 SRS 2 7 553 30 P IR e S5 4
P Tl S5 PR U T 35 1R R S B AR 0y 27 55 R I 3 oW 1Y 1 Sk L3l - 20 40 80 4EARH
WA, SN T E DAL, S SRR M NI S Y. B, R SR
JUFAL T2 FPIRES . 1986 48, Lampi IAHSCH] S5 UM L & 3 i, B BRRs S5 IR FUE £ 1 BB SR
TR PHPERIE DR EERK . 21 Y], EREE S A AWREI AR, SH AT 7T LW 1 &

ik

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.12111069 717 ARG 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.12111069
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ik

N

PR NI TR RR AR TAR, RUA] e 4 i S48 1 55 WA IO RE 3 ST M i 7 55 YOI TR
2010 £¢, Handford i — %8 (RSSIGIRIESWIIL) AUSCE, &8 &I R SL R 55 Halihif =R &
Fo HEN 21 WHZBLUE, FESCEIFEORBIERA, ek CIRZ AL, R E RS TR B,
BT ARZ KR, (HR S P E TR 5 PRMBAE . PET7 A O b [ B SE PR g AN WA e, 0
PESE . FAT SO PE SR AR URAEN , IX LIl W AR B A SO RN 3552 . REAF LR B — 5L,
TR LLE BT S O (0 7 55 1A TN IE T A

Li LT, AR S URAEE 2 s A RHERTTT, B TO G B S s SO 55 A2 bR 8. T H.,
E S (0 7 55 T TE I 7T LR — € MR, BOMHUA TR TR FE R BB R R o) o IR, [ Ah 2 X 7 55 1
TEREAT Z UL IOERTY, SO AIERLE , R SR ST B AT EAL . FEE DY, 7S5 I E I T R Ay
K, ARZ AU T S5 RS BONURAE B S T T (O 7T, (R S5 iE M A . 52
HALLAEL, VERE B AR B B S5 15 O 7O AL 3R E AW i 5 i HLBIS IR 2 R [3]. F I A B RN R L
RSO TR, M REAR N SR AL OQTE R B K R R R S 25 b A BAERRIE T, BR AR
I EE MBI T M 2T b KBRS AT TIE 20t Fe b b, BRI, ASCRBURIR, BEFTR
FRFI P IR RRANETE, Ay SR RE AN — e R ORI T2

2.2. SIBITHHR

208« WENTRIN W F IR, 2a, AZA N HBERIHT AR AR IR, 28R4 B
HrT AR LAY AT TR, MR FIRAT VIR E IR S, &xififl. {4 Speech acts —Z: iUt
BB T AFNA], RO S IEIT R RGN BT S 1A VB vtk B 2 X N 2
WA EEIRE 5 A OLA, i William P. Alston [4]%F ZE /R i) & TEAT BB MRS . AT 5 AT N BB
FEOLRE TARK ML, ASFKFAH WA F A ERATIETT, LR iX — B3 AT PR A [5] . AT —
BSREAT BT L[6]s 70 S P AURAIXTE (7] AR EAIS WO SR . [ A 50 ST VR
WETEABIERN, O ITIZEAF Lk, SRR LA AR T 300 fe i B P 2aag A 20 4 )\
THEAUE 91 BEZ AR, WHT S AT VB L E BN J LA — 2 B0 F i AT v B A BB PR [8] [9],
E AR EF T AR, ZRBI0[FEH, SET VRS BN EEE e, HN
IRZAE B RGP T3, R FHAT NER RN BT . 3 EACTE N 7 1 T 4R R
RSB TR N 1305 BT % HEY k7 e, OB, RILZAh, FiRToAEiR
PR EA R S EAG IR A1 S0l R, ASCA N F B BB Pt 7T D, SR A A
HURTESER T 5 84T )y, sRIRLETRSE T SRS BT AR L.

3. TRIBHESE
3.1. SiBITHER

F AT BB AETE A T S P — 2, ESRAE 20 A 50 AR T g FE R X A - B
TR, PR T VIR E kR A AR, EER CEERET o B, BT X CREEET 5
UTFAEIET , AVONIRIE NEMETE F RO R, W —eahE, As o URRRR S, X
FAEBRER T E R AL BE S R TRRE . SR, TG T B E IRAT OV ELIS AETE “RUdE
WHUT SRR, m T SEI I, JH RS AR R NAE DR RN AT R AT = A8 E, B
BWAT A BIMTN. BTN, TEIMTNEONTE S F RN E R FIMT AR AR 17108
o RIER REFRUEBRRTARSE, IR0t TIX TR 70 KL F AR, P ASE B 38 22 5K 4
e FERF IR @Y I AR A A LSO BRZS DY AN E X F AMT kAT T EET Y, sk
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BT ST 9 8178 AREITN. KRBT NUKEEAT N X FIMT AT St 2 2R I Herp—
MNIPNIPUE

BRib 2 Ab, FEREFE TR E AT N, KRR T BT IR . 1975 4, ZE/RKAE Indirect
speech acts —3CHR I [ AL FIHTOVHIR. SEHESIETNARNE, ZAHEREMFIHT VEIRK
fPEREIR) 3% 5 1 o AR TRSE/RIVARYE, Ui N 32 5180, PR S 1A N RIS AR RS VR, s AR
B E AT NRATHE R E I F AT N, RIERERZRRER. MHEIER bR BB, R
RTUrE NMEE. FTCL, (S AT R DO A R R B G 5 P A RE L. ZEIRAE A s A
TSR o 5 P T L ) 42 3t A SR 2 Wi i N T e A\ S o 3 i e R i B 5 S
Ja, M T CHLNEERE FIEAT N AN AL R FEAT N o FIZ PR F AT e fE R
TR AT — MR i B AT 45 2 S B S PRI (B0 5 T8 AT e AR IR 55 18 AT o W 5 ARt 15 XU 4%
RNEAE SR FIT AR R A S HE W 5 15 N B — R )45 S8 AT v BRI, A A RIS B0 A2 b JF o
L, R RE B S BUC PR R

3.2. Hl#ETREER

UK “Z 38 TAENLORERAL” [11]. 1S 60 “P” X—HES, BRI E R EN UGS
NHEETENLE] . TEEAEA W7 R 2 —, AU SR A B 3 (1) £ 22 F B Mumby [12[TAA “4H
AR B R H R B IEIECNE THR” o 5B, R RIEEEES . PEEERT
Goffman [13]tt & HBHE, HA BN STEENMIZITHI/ER . Levinson [14]F8 H MU TEE 2 —
Bl H BRI AT A 245 o 4% B8R 33 AVANR A BRI, HUEE 258 AR5 . Drew
1 Heritage INANUATEEREAEIE, FEMKES HREFIAEES. FMIRMERT. WA 200
1% BRUR DA AT BR E AR, MU 2 1% e AR PRI Thornborrow [15]7E i A fFERE 4TI FIH 44 7 HLK
TR R RIRHE: 1) 2GR hRE B AESRN MG, 2) 2O H &SRR, 3) ZhR#FAF
55 A AT S o 4) HURA iy C e 28 B 2 R 0E DR NS 513 M1 59 -« Habermas [16 K HLATEEFR A “ 5
WEIEIE ", AR R T R L RS, XA H o — e RS PR S, AT EA
L FIR A — E AT o NS T UM TGS O FOR RSP B B, BRI — e i i, BIA
B FIBEAL, amERE . BEP. RS BTl ¥ S BN TR S 0 At 51 R T WS
BRI AN B [17]. HUH S RAE R B BT AR 551 AR 2R RN )32 e . 7T 00, MR 4
— R IAE FIR SRR I . SRR T o BT TEE R R R S, T DAL T4
R I AE b AU B K T BRI A b

MU B0 AR 7038 DB 5 507 M RAR 2 A s R . BRGSO U 1S 5 X —
R A BRI P AR R PR — AN BT R, R A K BEARAT ML AR

4. MRFGZE
4.1. )R

RN T N URITESE T B2 ORVCA T (K 58 AT 09, ASCHEH DL PN AL, A5 B AE Jm ST T vh B e e
1) HURIEEE N B2 LR 5 A lb 75 XU et A F 15478, A A%ERi?
2) BURTE S ey il 2 B2 PR 55 15 D 1R S 2

4.2. IBERIRBESIE
TENRZ RASIE A, AFREFEFERFINTE, HOETERSERERERES AR EFRAT
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RS NRE . B, ARFEIE UG 7 A E S R DL R SRR B 23 T 1) 3 S ) SR R AR 245 it ik
FIBIA A%, e R EE S NS SN T E R AR . BT ERRA SRR, SR AT
WA AR, FrUAECE ARG P RENLER . 2R ROFIEE T 2019 4F % 2023 4FHH 5
WRAIFAGAERIERL, TEMBRA LB J5, BAFESREL N 40 08, H38 5070 (e iS55
BrAMERL, FRCR CAE S R Sh e s AT 5%, BN TR SRS HFahbaid: fKEF
H “~” FoR, WHIREUTERH o7 bR, BEITHA “-7 Fos.

4.3. ARIERMIITLR

MG, ASCRIUAR AT ATEIL, 6 HEAE A U & T, R g
U7 HO B4 5 AT S R AT R 2, T B I R ARl 5 A0 b7 e o LG
9 DL S PRSI L
5. RS
5.1 BEREFAINANSIBITASH

AT, AT 5707 7 R I A 25T R T A0 R LK VB . AR S G
R RN 70 BB 28T 0 50 VAT O30 A7 AR, AL B TP B 3 VT 002 . 15
R BTN A A F DA

YR 5 (AT PRI, PO 24 8 25 05 SR 0 5 15 LSS L RO e 2
[18]. B GRYCHRBE (R RN I 48 25 V8 7 AR 5 AT £ AT i BB A e, LA AR
BRI, YA SRR R S BRI T DL, RN T, 1
9 T LA RO AR IO)FT I, PR NS . BRI, K R
HOOBAIT LR L HRERT L CROET . R L AT L CRRET L BT . iR
SN A

Table 1. Direct speech acts from Healthcare Security Administration
*= 1. ERFEESETA

HEFEATN Bk HEE it = 5y s
bibSIN S SIS

Wr sk 49 42% T
&I 8 7% Bt WS
ek 32 28% P, W, ER
ik 2w T
HER 5 4% =4

Mt 116 100%

Table 2. Indirect speech acts from Healthcare Security Administration
=2 ERGENESEITA

B S AT N IR Bkt B
W2k 0 0%
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RS 32 46% CIEE N ))
a4k 37 54% Mt (L
RILK 0 0%
"R 0 0%
Mt 69 100%

EE PN FAGRE R IT AR AL AR T P SE M F AT . Wk 1 PR, fERTE IR S AMT T, i
HRF AT T & LB 5 (42%) , 452 R F AT NALIE IRAL, (5 EE 28%. Bl )5 & RILKF 1HITH(19%),
AR FIET %), BEERFIETAEG). RERTICERNZEEXERR, HRTUESHEANGZ M
BEATRIMLBHA), 9 EH S IMEIM R RARILF 25, BRI RE SRR IR E G, AR s
Fe, TUMINERFIRA BV E N EIZ R AR MG EZR—T7, NS RF BT A EHRSET
NFEBE RIS IR B i I B 1B AT 0, XA S 15T I YR 5 B OR 5 FENUAE B T BTG TE AU R 1S
LB R . (D) R RPITTIRIT BL,  BRORTT B ILAT (3 W 5 4T RS- AT R N, (AL 1 HAGE AL
71

Bl(1): EARFIEREMRA SR FTF R, KA HHRELIGN, REFAGAHEZI0OMg — k. K,
AXNER, HTAMEMERALFTRSHFR, #4477 HEEIE, RAERLE, ENETAFE, KREHRNTAR
F— RN, RBIRMNGIRNEIL, BNELT—LRT. MHAFHRK, 2 RBHREREENCEMEL, RH(RT)
ER IATAR A 15% 0946, RFLAEL B 8. BMABFNEH G EM, 45X ANS R, RANT AT HE—K
o

M ERAERTLVE 1, BRORTAERANSRE P St 1V 2 RIERIFIMT N, B REEZ, BERIT
FIDAEILH H O AR IS BN 3, I R] LG 1A 25 4l S e . SRR B 1 22 IR
KEWET N, HUL RIEAGE ., R DB, ST, BRI AR, X IRIAKF BT R TE
T Alb 5 B AR B 5 E SRS R S AT, SRR ARG AN R S

WQ): ATHRMNES, FLLLAETRSEEZ AME F KL
B(3): A BRAVGLE A FIFH, HERMETHRER, Fe.

RS AR ERTT M FIEAT N LB S BT N, W9 2 PR, LRt F IETONR
B b, X BER ARG 5 S X AT R BEORVAIK — A EE A5 ER H AR AE SRR EE A
B G I R R AR RS, X H P SC R B (A A R DU R R B R TARREAT, P DAR R R
SRR, WHE XA BT EEEAR LS. DR ENERBIAET R, &
BUZPRMI RN PRI, KA BR A, HEE S B Teai L7 [20]. RIMELE 3% 515479,
W2 DAELE 5 AT AR F 1HAT 8T, PR S AT AR B bR A A BE L R OR 7 9 R I
ik, BRORTT & MRR R E ATE ST, RPN, SR JE RICYB I 7 A b ™ KR 2 1)

#(4): B AT RF 09 E L EFARK, BKR, GFEIAY, ML RZE, EF6 fKF, X
ARELREMEFTEEHEN ZMNFLZLLEE —RRANKZEHFTXHRE BR, XAER—EF IR,
F— ANPBERB T B IZBAT, QEIANRHE S Rk, eHENRATEIFA DAY, PEBUFAEER
Sty HRAPOERKRIZHE T .

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.12111069 721 HARIE = 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.12111069

‘-Nmﬂk
N

Table 3. Direct speech acts from the enterprises
=3 el FEESIEITA

HEFIEATN SR Hr it = 3 ]
LS 40 53% . WiE. &Y
RVES 4 5% A
ek 18 24% R, B
Feikk 14 18% R A
"R 0 0%

Mt 76 100%

Table 4. Indirect speech acts from the enterprises
=4 WS ENESEITA

R BTN TN B it = 2y s
e 0 0%
A 0 0%
EROE S 25 100% R
LIk 0 0%
IER=ES 0 0%
Mt 15 100%

42 3 MR PR DR A R Ak 5 I B S AT A AR A A Bl . W03k 3 P, AEPTA o
FAMT A, WiE K E AT NG i (53%), TS BMEBIRKFIEATNALEIRAL, HHAHNY. BE)E
RIKR T BT AENR), LEERSEITH BRI ZREIZ A, IR 5P 73T R A
Saf, FEBEIRZ S RFR M LA A S BCR 2d B KK . FEBEORIRFI D, b7 R AR M, 5k
MEABBULIRHE, BT LA 22 O TR 5 2RAT RIA H CRRAY, BL“SB—8dRktireon” o “fr—
ARG oo CNHEIE e T0 o BRILZAN, FEMRFIRERIIA Y, BRORTT AT 220 i KA HARMER)
WHEGE R, BT ERDT — BAE RN, DURHUATESEIR 7 B R T5 BOBUR, - inlk 75 3 AR 32 LA
THEFRERTT A THEN RS9 R, HAEWIEIE,  dk75 s DURE B R J7 1 DB U
A, PrelaEd e A g SRR A R, bR I KRR FE, KL AT B B
Z U R AT AT IRGE M. B YRR AT E R [21].

BI(B): EAK—EZATA BFT AD?

B1(6): RAVALE ZHE—TFD?

B(7): EAVIALe B2 4500 EAH, & RATIU?
#1(8): HANFEIEA 50 4k, 3800, AL R IA?

Al 7 A8 I RIE 2 F 1R AT I B o AR AR A, Al 7 (R i A5 2B AR TT IRV, LA
Lol T 2 AR RIS ORTT OB, RIK FIRAT NI AR T . A5 R “ e X
P S ERBEE RARTT o WA — By, BRART7 AN 05 #2385, BT AR AL O B S IR ) 1) 15 1)
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42 4 IR AL 7 T35 5 AR AT NI Y R UK N B . ik 4 B, B8R, Ak RAER] T 4
AR F AT ISRAEERIATER, EIRR P I T 25 . EBRANERE D, (A48 R TE I 5od T4l
TiMECA RS RARTT AT A, DLETAMA X ERFIHT N, WRE. BFFEFIHTHN, KEEE
SR AZ s i B — SRR D7 3 2 T BT AR A

$1(9): KA T A MEI 69 RAIRAE T 8.

#1(10): &KMAA AKEMG, PELZE—ALTHEH.

$I(11): R EEMERZ— £, 22 ENLAA S —ARBE ST &, RAEKT R 77 AR
5.2. NBIEENEREATIEITANER

BRORZ o H SRR 2 — RHUMEE . MU B R NIRRT SR gt — N ARG, tORTER I
FEAEEFE. 55k, MRS SR HK, HUTETEFEIEHUA KR ITE, AU
2. BRORPCHIED R Qt,  FURF RO AR B R OROUR AT g, 2RI OR R 10 H B PR ). B e, BRORIR
Mz 52 —REFERRARNS 0. £, ZhmpaRERRALHSI. =, X7
e, —TRERTT, N RATT . H, R T BRI B R AT A . ST, R
FIFIE BTG R ORI ARE R o AR B2 ORI, B8 5 el Aslb Ay, Ak A i i Ay
Pl IFIA . A Alk B8 — IR B S IR B e N B R T IR PR M A 115%, RFIRIOF BEh2 1L Rz
W HE AN RER AT, XU e 25— S ks HANRE M= TR WA e . AR, BRORTT LT
ERAETES, MERT AERASE B RARMY, REIREE MR, ERAERET, &
WA ARG R L BRI R, BT BiniE 9T . B EE. BERIRAIRINLTES R
[ B2 PR Ry, B P [ BUR I LS5, AR T AU RS, RE R SR A, R
TRT7 5 Mk 77 AT BEAH AN R B A2 B/ (R 245 S W N BE DR A SR DR PR 2, B XU HIAEFRAT N
MERF N RLT, P tE W BRI 2] — 2 R R LR RITHSE S0 T4l Ty, 515
TR ORI N BT BB R 1, 5 1R AT & L2 2 Ui il N b IUE 25 St — 4T RO 2RI
B, ER - ANPUR N E R T BTN, AR AH AT BLEER AN, RIS A7 e
i ISR — AT . BRI, ENUTESTT, BUD SRR SRR E S PR XUT IR Hk, 28RN
ULTE AT i A B L AR R BB I 22 . S BT NENR P I E S R F T S b
SOOI R R BEWSEHE S AT N NEE AL FEA N IR BRI St S 5 AT N E
BORWE— B0 5 AN O NAN AL L), I HLAE KA S ) rh Ui 3 A5 W 3 A6 201 o8 45 4 K 1) 3
B, IERIRII B Gr[22]. Blan, FEEREAT, RAEMNTTFFEERTT IR, A BRI LSt
AN E AT, IG5 ol B N BIBE G AR Zh, I AEIX 5 KA D (1 S5 vh &
AT NI T 5 IR ERX IR, EORTSE S AT N R E K ER R T . BN 7B s
W2 i R e U A%, AT B PR T AR 2 RO R B3 i A 9 R PRACTER A R U AT AL S S s IS
BERFHRES S MAE, AR RAER AN RSG5 4 s . 2RI, BARELEARI T,
WA B U7 AN WAL AL SR, FENLRTEIERR oK R S T84T e Bk A, = — M T AL
TEBIHIRIL .

FE IR FARAT N P 4 F B AT Sy A TE M AR LIV e, ELAE (8] 35 35 8 AT 9 R SRS A D7 T
AL R TT T BEAFAEA 2t P SR IR, 2 [23] . R B35 5 AT oo faxt P miE 7 A — R4 S A5
AL ST, X T AR EHES, aURARIE AT R AREIR I, $ IR DAL RIS
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IR “REFE 17, TUARRZIPE A5 5 AT 9 W R SR IR SN U1 X7 AOFE 015 B oRHE T [24]. B4
CHSEEATEARR AL A AR BB IR F sk L &, HSn 3, XERARR LA AR R
AUMER . 7 Ak 5 R B H R DU 5 15 AT AW SR R 5 35240 A . AR PEIRIE R AT N2
Ak I R LI PR AR SR SR 2 AP — 2830, RPER IR D5 & B RIA R —Fhis R . BARIXFR “Fhhz
S AEWr IR N KRGS A, X7 AR Al EA LA RS SRR UGTESS, BB IR PR B)iX
R FPEEIIE R, B A ORJT AR A 5 e H B b 2 BOF S R AR Bl R . 2 R DL AT A4, A
USRI A AR, 5B BINUAE ST E G KB R BUBITE B, by AN E B B R, ik
EBRORTT AR B OO T A BT R IE (15 ) 5 oA BEAORT B 18 N PR TR A R . X SR AR 7 TR 130
TR, AR AL 4% 5 1R AT IR

6. &

KBTS E T BT A ZE R F AT NG UL R b 23 LR TG TE B8, DA KB AR 2t SRR
F 5 UABRAG IR, 5T E X EREAIN S 1T R R LSRR FIIN LR ST . B T4 SRR, R
HRF AT AL, I B ORI fll 5 A0 R OR T3 U5 #8030 A e i 1 10 50
AT RS . BRARTT K 2 STt 5 RANHR K F1HAT 08, AERRA T SR L BUNETERL, b5 2 i
P 5 SRR R AR RIE R FIEAT N, HT BRI R FER A DL RIR I A T RHGIE R
WEAR, FIHRT A IER . ERFRRFIXFYTETEF, ZERXUT 8 F AT EE 2 2E SR
i, T TR BRI AR IR R s e 8L 5 1R AT B B PRAR ) 1 SO FIEAT NI T, — 7
T 5 B SE A M PR 5 1 AT D BEARAE R S5 RPN R IR s 55— 5 TR R LA TE B T o [ = PRk oH) 5 1
B ARy R BT A AR R
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