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Study of Political Symbols in the United States

Zheng Yihui
(Department of Journalism, Beijing Language and Culture University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract; In the early 20" century, researchers discovered symbolic side in the political world.
Political symbols hence became a subject of political study. In the mid 20" century, study was divided
into behaviorist and interpretive approaches, with emphases on either functions or meanings of
symbols. Murray Edelman tried to combine these approaches and provided critical analysis of symbolic
politics in the late 20" century. The recent study has fully inosculated these two approaches, but
failed to provide new understanding of political symbols. Suggestions for Chinese political symbolism
study are provided.
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