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What’s “Counter” in “Counterpublic” .
Rethinking the Public Sphere from a Pluralistic Perspective
Zhou Xiang (Wuhan University)

Cheng Xiaoxuan (Wuhan University)

Abstract ; “ Counterpublic” and “counterpublicity” proposed by neo-Harbermasian theorists criticize the exclusion in a
hegemonic Habermasian public sphere and reveal the power relation in public discourse from a perspective of pluralism. The

“counter” in “counterpublic”

needs to be interpreted from the three aspects; 1) the oppositionality, which means the
awareness of an excluded status on which marginalized identities are built and autonomous discourses are framed; 2) the
binary functions of withdrawing from and reentering into the communication flow of mainstream public sphere; 3) reaching
out to a wider publicity. “Counterpublicity” reveals how the “counterpublic” speaks out,and represents communication acts
to challenge mainstream discourses. It is pointed out that the implications of “counterpublic” and “counterpublicity” for the
China-based research exist in their helping to reveal the current state of discourse competition in the field of Chinese public
opinion,and thus attention is paid to the mariginalized discourse entities in the Chinese public discourse space ignored by
mainstream media from a pluralistic perspective.

Key words: counterpublic; counterpublicity; public sphere; public discourse
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