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Under the research framework of Pragma-
Dialectics, this paper analyses and evaluates the
former United State trade representative Ron
Kirk’s remarks on the trade conflict of poultry.
Through this case study, | intend to develop a
pragma-dialectical approach to the political
discourse. Based on the argumentative
reconstruction, strategic maneuvering analysis
and critical evaluation of the remarks, this
paper finds that even if Ron Kirk’s remarks look
reasonable apparently, there are still some
fallacies hidden in them. In order to make the
US government benefit most from the trade
conflict, after considering comprehensively of
the potential topics, audience demands, and
presentational devices, Ron Kirk maneuvers
strategically by choosing beneficial starting
points and arranging argumentative schemes
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SO M T VE RS T VEA b, MTI NS technically. By doing so, he can transmit Anti-

L 25 FEL - S China ideology to the international society

WA TR - imperceptibly. In addition, by taking into
consideration the background information of

[oefia)] BUATEIE,; iEHLAY:; EEA SIS the poultry case and the Ten Commandments of

X, SENEIRE a critical discussion, this paper reveals that, the
accepted starting points and the argument
schemes are abused in Ron Kirk’s remarks.
Through the case study, this paper tries to study
political discourse from Pragma-Dialectical
approach and provide feasible analytical
methods and reasonable evaluative standards
for the political discourse analysis, so that a
new perspective will be offered for researches
on political discourse.

Key words: political discourse analysis; Pragma-
Dialectics; United State Trade Representative;
strategic maneuvering.

1. BURIEIERF I KR F i 1

BT TR A AT B S nT DUE AR A S B . — ), o VB B
WEFER R — B R BUR 1 1E « B N M FAR T BUA 15 1E I R SR 5T KRBT 6 T
A NI, A ST RET LAy =R BB R T E 2 B
SHCAEIR P, FEBUATE R S BTS2 ERIR R, BN ZERBUA1TE
B SRR RAMBIEA Z RN E 2 HE)% & (Wodak, 2009; Wodak, 2010;
Fairclough & Fairclough, 2013) , DA F b4 75 iE M o BUA 1 15 20 B v
LA i 50 PR 78 AR R DA RS R [ B RS I 9 I 2 SCCTG PR B T
2008; BhPEE, 2014) o B RHEA E BT E N MBUATEE B R FA SR, R
NIRRT BUATEE B 2 A< R (Andreas, 2004; SFF5E. B4k, 2011)
PARBUA TH 15 A R B HEBE S W) @ (Hart, 1984; Stuckey, 1989; Campbell
& Jamieson, 1990) . 5 =R MNEIEFAE B R, WABIATIE S 5 H1E
HIRIEE R, LA R e 456 5 v B 32 S i BUB1E TR, Wer R BUE 2 il b
F A AR REE (Kellas, 1994; #RES, 20105 HUKUK, 2013; 3%
B, 2012) .

BRIz A, B Ab 2 S RS BOA TS R 50 BT R R B AT R 1)
Z T A X — ), —J7 2R iR i (argumentation theory) 4>
T 52 0% S AR N SCHERN AU T2 B s 3 — D7 TR A AT TE SR E],
YENBUA TR (political deliberation) )= ZE#ifk, BUATEIEA G it —Fb
VRGP A8 PR B AR T T , R 7 SRS AR BUA TR 5 R G e e
RIX — ¥ Ir) il B L DT R I A R B IS S AT R BRI AR K AT,
AT TR AR A BT 22 57 o FEREANE IR 20 AT 43k, Fairclough (2013) KL
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T VAR PEIEIE 72 N B2 HB1IE (practical argumentation) , iX—fiig:sE
br b RIER A R “SCRFBUR R E AT N A R T sk LA B
Wodak (2009) iz F &k — 7 se i, XTBUE TEE VN FIR A 456 N
MBI 7 R MR B A S G5 2 (R OC R o [RIR, [ P 2 3 R
0 MEVE 43 AT A B A AL A R IR 1B B 5 A I R R TR A5 3h R (R
P 220k, 2014; BHSEEE. AR, 2014) , HEARE IR E K AR
BURE A fe] 25 B S35 AR 33 R, 5 R — 4 S B A T AN R (R vE B AL, AT
7~ A — FAF 2 BOA TR 2 M A S B RS Z M BE 4 (iEF .
#ARTR, 2010; JEFEA, 2011) o fERHHFTICAUIE, Ball (1995) #2H 7 5LH
TRIEHEZE (pragmatic framework) IS, i8N T 44— DGR L,
FIT AT 7 PR Ve U0 I 5 S Sl BRI (R W W 2 o B S e R 2= A TN
BB TS AN 7] £ B0 @ I 20 M ik 92, G 0 B RISl 1 1 A8 B i B
B R H A AT AR I g 4% (van Eemeren, 2010; Garssen, 2016) ;
12 P FH VR 722 0 AT O V2 R PP T BBk IR LY V8 T b 28 [ 97 ) 5 s i 3 5%
(Lewinski, 2010) ; Fa, Z3Hrm7 == K BRI 2 e H N B Boed S ms 1 48
(Plug, 2010) %,

NMARE K, YATE A A T RBUA TEENT 5T EARAE A 0 R B R
VS FE AR A 7 55, L R I K 2 BRI A0 k) T A R B e i o ik
PEHO Y — Lo S B o 7 v, AR T I e B o A T VR IS R T RE SR AR
H R R A . LR, RS A DG FEER A ) TR B 1S e
FEER R N AR BT ULIRAT y, 2B 1 AR B By 2 (1) & BRI AR . BT,
AW SR EE FE A (Pragma-Dialectic) iX—AHX A6 7t
THIE SR R P A T B ) A 0 AT B TS A SC T S/ B8 AR i i H e
HESL, SR JG 8 Bl o8 IR 52 BUA TRAE 15 F S B 7 4%, FELLSEE AT
R 5483 Ron Kirk X} 135K &E R 5 BEERITEL RE], BRTIX —HF 5 B AR AR
T TE SR FCH B IS N AR 7

2. EHWEE. WHEBICHER B RRE R

& AR S (pragma-dialectics) &R T B2 -E-HEAK, B A
fif Z R E van Eemeren H4 1t L0 BERAIE FH 26 2 BB %O,
FRLE A ATeE . B BREE 2 RN, B HR RO Y S T R EG
BT — N E B SC B RHEEUON, WETIRA B RN T R
D53 B¢, 6 2 1R ROV IR L5 S35 B A T SE 3 R T IR 5K 5 18 L3
(van Eemeren, 2004) . MIX/NMAHERE, WHFE LR TR E BRI 515
17 HR, EREIETAXMN TS IEELS), © B EMIRE LY. &
D5y BRI AR e b A B — B A B P VP AIRR i . 25 L, MBS AR E
5 R AR B RE R R — M D AR U IR R WU N T L o L
MR S 1847 A WS A ERE, & wieh i s B2 S8 —&ihe

Sinologia Hispanica, 3, 2 (2016), pp. 53-66

55



56

BUBTEIE 15 R At 7t —— DASE [E AT 2 518 A Pragma-Dialectical Approach to Political
# Ron Kirk X 135K & B 5 BEHE W IT8 9151 Discourse Analysis: The case study of the...

FIIU) S 340 W 1 S XU VAR R A B o Ak 2 UE, 18 B e B 2 X ) T 4% Se 1) 18
RS EEE, NS BERTE S Fse, iEEE S L, BRI E T
FIERGES T A EE i 5 M4 5 81 (van Eemeren, 2004)

2.1 FHAEIS AR

HADIRAS S, Rk, PG, WRERE RN B R (1) R
B Bt ——1E s WU B R AT BB A7 7E 1 3 DL 23 08¢ DA B i L 23 B A 2R B (B — VR 3
FdREAT., ZEREAMNEZERRSE) o (2) PN B—IE W7
R T T W 7T, AR R RO SE i it te R Sk i — 3 (3) BB
Bl——1E7 N E QI s B, RTER R T i EsE 2. S5IFEr, =77
RO REET ST IE 7 RS SRR i (4) 5B Bl——1E U5 i 5
DLy BRI RR, B2 KA HH PR (van Eemeren, 2002) . {H{ESZFR
W R, X PO BN S 4 58 A AN o TR PR AR Y () I H B ARV
BRE L B R A, BT R ) S AN BT RS IR EECE AL, BER A
LUR BE AN AR BT, PRUAFE SEBR Rt I ME H ThR AT RE e Qe 5 8 . [R5
SRR RHEAT N, XA — S EE LR, WE L X LI ECE R
AR AT BEPE Y o DR b R AR 7R B ) U e At AR U O B, XA T DAV B
S S RS FE TR S BRI« W7 L. R A WIESE R . i R A4
WEECBEE R, WY BEAS BRAT 55 AT T LA FE - 00 EE A b P v i) R
HIRHE R SAE S RS AH, R &3 (van Eemeren,
2010) »

2.2 WHHEWEF SIS (strategic maneuvering)

FESEBRiZ A, MBS FHERS A R R I A A2, L7 ZEAAT
BIZ I EA RS R B SRS T, 25 1 BRI O J7 A R 7 9 K F . BRI
FERCAIVESHR MR B, IERWTT # 2R AT Re4Ed B OS2y, £ FPEA
A S ) A8 AR T A ) A P AN WA & PSR S RWRIE R A A
(R, AR KRR EE B RS T, IXPAE & BRI RO 2 TR RF 2 AN Wi i 12 5
e W 2 T FH AR Bk 0T 98 37 O R v gl 2 © SR #54% 7 (strategic maneuvering) .
TE VG 77 SAB EE 2% = KA VB ——15 & (topoi) « WAk (audience) FIEE
it (presentation) {50 K, van Eemeren 1 Houtlosser i\ N, SRB&#E4E ]
SIS EARE T IRIEH AL “VEAELES” (topical potential) . “FZARTER”
(audience demands) 1 “RiAFEB” (presentational devices) — /% I
(RiE B MENE . “I AR A 48 12 IE IOWTT EAS [FI B BOG B BSOS DI A FE BR
H VTR I s 52 AR 75 3R 7H B2 1R B U R 2 I 0L 52 A% 8 3l A TR A
fbF B E R R, 73 5 TRz, “FRIETFB” BRI ER R
Fows AFESEACEEREEMESIHK.  (van Eemeren, 2010) .
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3. BUREERIERSHABE

S IEIE FE BEE T T B AR R M BOATETE, AT LA A ANER 2 W BUATE
VBV 7 AT A BUA VRS IS BELEAN - BUR TEE R 7 0 S 4 R AHE R
TS M RS EE A S e R AR AR D I SN e M A I TR A A
BUAE R IR TEESS, & 2 WA MTEGA B 25 007 I 0 I 8, DA e R AR
YA 2 17 98 ) TE SR AEAT T# 3 [R) HH  , AR e B 1 IE I B BV I e
gk BB HEEE B, WRNE W B R k. 7E ULt FE i 75 2 20 S v L
TR RFTIL, WINkEERL, BHREWERIS, 35215 U7 5
THIEP AL . Bk AL RIESEH . IE RIS MG N N H R E R . g
T 43 M ) AR 31 2504 i () E AR A TR ) W ) B0 B BT Aok PR 1) SRS 45828, M
CURELERRT . CORAGMET M “RIEFB =AMEVIN, SPTEEAN G
BT A5 10 SR DA R 32 1 25 5 85 Ve s SR RIS o o IV U5 R V8 BV U 2
S+ TSR 52 B, PN BUAEFHETE GRS & 58 F & B M A
AW T T AT . 2B TS N HE B AU . 25E SRR 5737
TS AR R B AT A L H & s 0 v iE B SO A R A
SESHIN . RN (van Eemeren, 2002) , 33X S 43 A 2E 4N HA B
AL R E RGP A A A FE MR . ARl SCHTR BN, SIS s 2 e
HAE A HE RN R 22 )33 AT H A AURLA F 32 5 MR , DR B0 RS P B
WHHE B R AT R 22 A A ROR . (1) 1ZBUATETE T LA A& B A
ARk, B EERIE AR EN, SEBUESIS, BRISE BRI IE K5
WS  (2) ZBUARTEE I 08RG B L% A SR &b, & RArE
PR ROSRERSEREE, WEDENRE. I EASERE R T HERIMEHA IO, A
T AR B 2R . R AR 1 TR

Bl 1 BUAIEEHE AR A M2
1. B R L5 I S T N3
) 2. WIBH IE A H7 K FE LR Hh 42 o
- WA 3. P& HEHEL (WIHISIELs
B A UL

( enesrpr 4. M RS S T AR D
1. SPHTRRRE AE “iE ML |
B E “EZARE T M RILTFRLT

FLERAT

BURIETE T

WA

1:

2. Sy M AR R FEE A R A
VLS 21 20 %o fie e Rk 45 R 1T

AL

PR VE A E 20 2 I AT S 3 PR 12 I )
Wb A A= B R s 28 T s A Y
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4. ANEBF: EEBTHE H 1K Ron Kirk X iR K &R 5 EERITR

4.1 MEHEF

W ZE 2 AT RIS T Ak el i =2 R A i TR R 7 iy
KETEPIG A=, H 2006 4k A it 52 21 J5 7= 158 B A B P3G K &k
P 2010 FERI&ERIERAM A S, TAE ™ 138 [ 13k H H 2R X A7
FEANWSFIBUES AT A, A r [ [ AR G 72 b 52 B S B e 3, dlf ont SE 1 = B
PIRS A S RS A o 7 4F S8 [ 8 g boxst v [ 0 H 8RS, 2 E SR 5
RREIPAZINTg, 1T B v [ xof 58 ] 15000 R R SIZ it e A8 S5 4 U i Tt T 0
AR, & rp [ o B 5 Rl P 38 11 7 30 PRI 7= ot S A4 AR s kM U 38 e,
W RALR (WTO) Frumfit bl . N SAHP AR H, EERHRES
/A% (Office of the United States Trade Representative, USTR) fEH13E %
Gy BT A 28 R R, AR ] A R S [ [ B BR 5 B BR 5 A DR AR R
HR AR BUR I £ ZAA, b R IERREEBUF S HhE Rt IT7 4%
WH PV 28, 2007) o SR SR IA ARy b B AE [ b 7 55 1%
P LTI ) BT T2 —, LA R A 0 57 2 R A i 15k v [ SEORT G e 4k 3
55 Ty BERE, A0 T I 57 S iR A AR, DA RREAZ ) R T PR T SR B X
] 2 1] R A o 87 5 o) R AT — xR BE IS . AR SO B TE R 2 2011 438
] e i B 1 IR R S 6128 T WTO Pz b, 35 BElHT 3R 2 A3 Ron Kirk i
FFEH 5 B R PRL .

4.2 W% 0]

SR TAE ISR 8 B EOE 18 BEE R I B AR, AN SCEN R E E TR 4R
2% Ron Kirk *f & K & 5 5 BEE TR @ v 0 R e @. - (1) Ron Kirk /2 7E
FEAE L AES TP iIEE E L E 4R 2 (2) Ron Kirk PEigdiaH 7H 48
FESRWE 2 X e S R 1A B ] 2

4.3 WA R 5T

4. 3.1 Ron Kirk PFi (18 #1515 FE AL

(1) PPoERpYEL

=AY B E B B S BB TG W ENE £ 5, 4 e 5 AE R IR
HIWr. 555 FENR, FATAHME R 2010 45 [EEUR Bt A P38 22 AU
N 5 FELIK 50, 3%E 105, 4% A FLX AR, EEFIFAHOLZT, 5
L TR s 90 5 [V S g it TR 4 32 [ gl ot v [ 7 DB R . Rk, SRR
SRR FE IR N O R R o B AR USOU S B B 2 88, I HAZ IR A &
B, FI21E 2011 4F 9 AILHEFEHAAL (WTO) Frumf@ L. g b
7F Ron Kirk M¥FigH, fhtrfscfE Rt R T8 E “REXEBFE
TSR HHE it b A BOURF S B AT TN AT S R R 3, I ot A B BOR R SE &

Sinologia Hispanica, 3, 2 (2016), pp. 53-66



it % Shi Wen

KSR AN IR e B, AR S DR R IR T Sont v [ R
Ak TSR B O FCPIRS IXURBE, R D i 28 22 i F WTO R . 2
M5 W AR M3 SO 56 R 75 M AZ R B Tt o) o B AR W i 7= - 26 [
) PRI AIRS 7 S AU AT SR A o XF e, SRDT BSL IR H RE I

(2) JFURk B

Ron Kirk ZEPFIFREIAERIAE C A XN T H ML, XM EES
i Ron Kirk 1EMIET7 &K FEE T 5 MRE A EAKEBUFA, HXTEE
5 S R s St T DL PR 5 2 BT A A I RS BUB TR BN T IR T E I 0, IO K
FOOYWZE: (D TR IIEIR RIS 2 FRA S LR R B BURF s (20 XHiER E
IR = S S AR A A M B A7 7E PR O 1R 2% . L GURT R AR 7E S5 [HE TRtk
HFEH R AL (WTO) Frumf@ AL 2 br, Ron Kirk HIiF18 B 4RSS B 37 7
[ BURF A AT LT 22 TS AT A, DR 1 Al 5% 75 8 00 IR S AR 2 I e e v ST 5 FE 1)
N, HERWMEREAN T S EFR 2 EAT,

T BUA Ve BEAE T W LR AT, 7 I8 M2 R e LR R
I AE AN SR IR AR BT 3R R, Ron Kirk $2 4 7 =AMt R S IR Bx L
RSB RN (1) AN 2 55 [ 340 2 r ] R #B 75 220 <t SR 5
(2) EEBUFHEA B R EBUT, AR EBUG. 552 b, b
— T AR AEIE L B R 10 AN A YRV T BOR A DR G i 1 o AW AT R B4 T Bt R AR
S R R . (3) HEERTSE ER FE Tk E I AGE RS AR, AME TR E TR
TSy SO, e 38 LN R R BRI 28, A W B B InN T 54 2

(3) iEHHHEL
49 7 A S [ BURF S 2RI B A o 108 7 F 5% 5 1351 P8 7
AR B AR, PRI SR T BT IE, 4B
VE L S ELBUR SRLRAREA 0o FELBIURE 4 5 8 55 7 0 2
1. Ta o 3 SRS 65 B S T WTO U
L ta. 1 R EAEBCAN SR T RS RATE S, L
o [E35 7 T WTO AL
TIPS SR N P S
L. 1. 1 AT E 2 U o ALY, AR
o ] LB AL 205 7 LA (192 5 BB
Ci

" SRR A, EEESREHIAET 2011 £ 9 H 20 HRAM “Remarks by United
States Trade Representative Ron Kirk Announcing Action against China with Regard to Poultry”.
https://ustr.gov/about-us/policy-offices/press-office/speeches/transcripts/2011/september/re
marks-united-states-trade-representative,
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S MNRUEDY 1 Ul B A X S5 5 7 i AU S AU AN 5 8 BT A i 3R
(1, SEFSEZRUER AN E Al (1) A EXSESE ™ dhlidi
SR AGUEA A ZE e i s 17 WTO BRI s (2) o [ A 25 ST i A\ A B ZH 20
I AT AR LI E . N TS TR UESE AR 77, Ron Kirk #t—301i%
ks (1D AR EAEAS AR T AR B AGE BN, fr DA
HE 7 WTO BN (2) H4ERISREZ BT ASCHRrh BT SR, 2
DRUOMARAE B AT DU S I SR 205, T CArp BRI AUSE B E S S

WIE 2: FREANRESE S A [ B SR A ok i) AL, 6 B BURP A & AN IR 13t o B
NREARFWITAEN =, CREATH S FUON, FF8 ORARATT AT LR
FE T LA AT S LS
2.1a REMKRR. TAL P B/ NANY FRZ 1 02 e E,
ANBE AR SZ IR T SR (R 8] T AR
2.1b XX THAZHE, S&F 30 HHRXTAEZRRN, 25
EPN

S5 ANBAR IR T AR 5 [ AS R 42 52 N v R 1 e R R R 3 A 10 i ) S
o XFIXARIE, Ron Kirk Z5 HEIPIAMESE: (1D RERR. TN 4K
Sy AN/ T ARl R 32 Y 11 52 BHLIK SG 35 5 AN RE 7K 52 11 1 el R (R0 A 09 45 (2)
KR FH A, Saq 30 IR IAERZ IR, 2 RyEEE K,

g b, ZRBUA TR A 1 BB UEIE [F) S04 56 [ BUT RLZR B I
SR e S VR S AEORUR AR ” 3K AL, B SR AT [, BIIE
1 ABIE 2 A5 AR IRIESCEE, TR 7 B2e s, Wi 2 fos:

B 2 Ron Kirk BUATFR K ER

y 27, |

2.1b

(4) ZERM B

FHRRW CIr 3, REEALS B E R AGE, WS E 2 E IS
LA (R R (HR R B AR SORUS B AN G B, I HLA R S5 [ 5 T A
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D9 H 132 BH 3 B 1) R 2 3E AR B B R0 JCIE BRI IB 0L, £ R RESLZIR
I ot 5 ont m | BURFALEAOR 7 5 B (1 11 1) PRI XSS 7 i Jse AT A s AU 3 » R
AL R AL (WTO) Frim Rl .

4. 3.2 Ron Kirk i 1 i SR & 4%

SRS, Ron Kirk Birfs F i) Skms #5228 r R BILAE H R s B OO mfir
BO ARt GRAFHIBO M7 .

(1) WA R “PPNE” BiEaHER

FEHYR RGBT T, AR FERUT TRt K sak il — @ HR, B4R
e MRTT, Tute 2 A R U 2 LR M BIE A 1G VE 1) & BRVE ATl 3252
Yo EIZBURTER T, A mZEITA NEGATT B AURINE, A XU 4
LR 5T AR E A0 SR AR BE 20 2y o ST TR R B ANKES Y, O AP ki
JEU T 5% B 3 BT ARG 7 s SBT3, SRTTEIANIIR T E R
ZBURTEIR I H B IA AR WA - I8 Tt b U7 i SR 2607 5
By AT AR EEE. UL Ron Kirk #5€ 7 = EEM M A s DM
R PITAT IR A B2 AL 43 1) P K 0 a6 0 ST 1 SRR o 3K i el HE 57, R A7 4
IR, P o E SR A B RO, RN X2 R OR SE i 1 S 4L
41 (WTO) Srimfilt R FZ A iz — o 5 AN A R EASRA O,
SR 2 U B 7 B 7 S R EURT I AR AN REURT e ] e A 34 i, AN AE R S 5
{EE 52PN 1 32 BHL 56 BN R L0 R 5K, T DA 24 Ja o6 0 7 20 SR B H i A
PR AL, Ty TR T K 2 B B A2 AR K RS AT AT, MRS YR [ 7 Sk
Fehn s SE FE UM 1 — 00 “ mhE AN RiE 7, ARt — B Oy s
FpCEAEY, UIRAAR” BIER. FEAHRAERARATNER, BElE
Hh 2 A, S IRIBUR 2 R DA AR m AT RS 5 RN BRGSO A5 b [ 2
SF WTO RN, pr A 8 B b [N . R 3 X A R sk e, i
(R AR B ) 45T St e e . — T, AP BRSO e 3 it B 2B
AT F3— I, R AR S PR R R A o, (EELE RNy
AU AR RE T RS 20K, RAEME. Bt — 2%
ilE, {H Ron Kirk IEHBOX I A s, R ERINEE, BURE 53X 7 #E 218
TEAXS LT, TR BIANIE H B BRCR .

(2) WIEWT: “REF T mlEE RS HF

B, Ron Kirk MISIER T T ) . RN B, s — Mo imid
—NECEANBUERYEY H RIS 37, T i) FH SR 4 SRk 214G 2S00 AR R 2L
R, Ron Kirk X} 3£ K& R 5 BEEN RS2k, =30+ Ron Kirk #8141
P EZRUE, EATEIIER 2B I 1 RO E L BT K
Vs IR 2 R IT AT N EA BB 7528 B e B PSR EAE T W

Sinologia Hispanica, 3, 2 (2016), pp. 53-66

61



62

BUBTEIE 15 R At 7t —— DASE [E AT 2 518 A Pragma-Dialectical Approach to Political
# Ron Kirk X 135K & B 5 BEHE W IT8 9151 Discourse Analysis: The case study of the...

TO Pz by, WRUE 1 H SRR ALHE [ R N I I 98 7 S 7 SRR, IZARIEE
s T 5 I RIS Jt s ot v ] g JE AT, B e R 566 H TR 1 RN 7 b A
e S 2B W R B R A, RO AR S 1 WTO U A ) R S AR T U 2413
BR ) 5 4 J U], A R E N THE 57 4 S R U 2 43 S RN o iR IE B R HY
g R 2 Ak, AT 5 P S5 L R A it oxe m L At 1 PIXE 7 b AL HSOWU B A A
EEEEN. EWRUE 2 NI — 25 R UEAE o E AR IR A RT3 H G
N AARES S TR AR TR o A5 B BRSO Aol AN 5 B0 Y AR R, Vi
WTO I A ME— B i Az, LB DR AR R 5T 2 Sriim, ) WTO 4 H ik
PRZ D2 BARFRTT AN, PrUfERIE 2 4 Ron Kirk ke 15 2
AR T E RS s A S BEAERL, SEE CA 218 30 HNEE
ML B3 32 25200, AR — N H A BUF, 5B BURF L A0LZIR BT 30 N
A 2 R B A L T 3 b P S84 (ML 2 o 3 I A L T A0 T Y T AR
Ron Kirk B 54 o [ U & T B A ANE R S, B sl “ R RIS
SRS S 5| K SR} 5 [ 32 PR B A ) R AT ik )k — 25 IR 07 4% 1 R R
IRAT A BN B K, RIS AR T S T 2 P [ BUR SO, (24
W Sy 3RAT B PR 2 ARBIATT, N JE BRI WTO ke E Br B g 1 SCHr

(3> Ron Kirk PFit it vPAf

] Ron Kirk X ERE R 5 BEHEIV R E-GFEGH, AHEH,
{HR X HRTE IR B2 B+ SR BRI U, 455 SEPr s SRR, JATm e &I
HIUX PR AN ERmAE L LB AEGH, A NE RS GRIUZS) FgiE
B0 GIN-ED e #R L 7R

BRI AN R SR o - S ER S B A B S AR AR H s 18
FEX T HEAS BE B 1R A AT ER A E A AR H R A, B B ARER T AT K )
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