FEmE

ve T EBHBUES | BESTS \L/

ik e LA T
@ - Rﬁ’(g‘id\*“ z% !

(%) /@Q{‘ﬁ SN

G S VRS AT ERR AR IR RR— s
By 2 i A s RS T S T B S Bt S AT R SR
R/, RS T R SR £ AR IR R A BT E R ) - BT
fﬁTﬂ#?i’@E%E%ﬁ@ﬁ*ﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁ’ﬂiﬁ%ﬁ%‘?ﬁﬁz%ﬁﬁm’ZFKH%TJ{E
LR AR 5 TR A @ R R ST i RE T EL B ) - a] LA a]
RSP B R ET) (1) Wht A ERR G
(g TSRS 2 RIS AMRE IS I 5 GHiRHLEE
AT A R LA 2 2 @) A TR £ SR SEEEIYY
BEE e e 15?&%%‘?3&%%%1&]7&%%3%@@&{? RES T
o) Z (G RERZE ?

Mot A AR BER ARV - CISEX Ll

H 87 ok % o 2EAE 4% 4 A &) 3048 - E-mail: Imhuang @cc.shu.edu.tw

il 4
- Vs AL,

|




58 b BAEEEF) (BIFHD 20026

HRIE R — B E B S RBIIRII TR (S5 > 2001) - ¢
1951 FEUAFBERHTERAGILIR » I25BAERA ik t+
(B (S THRR R AT - B4l S - DMEHE T A EE R MIRNE
Hoehfi T R S LEBIS AR 7~ PRAE B AR ~ RORUERE A LR B & 7
It » SR L ENRINERE AT ~ LIGE SR  EIERBAT - SHREER R -
HABERAT - EREEHRAT - FEECHRAT - EA G - LWARFT - 8
ISR - FRBME RN - FRBER - AH EEAEHLAT - @EE
eF\FIT ~ 25 IR Eh AR Py LUR ME PSR B T By - B BB AR AN 2 el
ME » RS HEAEHRER S UREEE ) - g 158 -
ST » TERRIR AR £ 1 - SR A T Sl R 1 15 » Mt
B IRREEEFERRIGRI R ES » ERBAZE BHITE 1995 F
et S EPVEIZHA - MIRAITE 2000 FELH G AFLE20 - BhE
MERER2HEBE GREN TRERTE) (BETHED > 2001 : 44) -
BE » (E2% (S ABARRR R M ST A5 2R [ BRI ) 3 » ER ML
T HE AR T R B E — (AR AR IR (SRS SR A0 AT A S — (BB 2 A2
(discipline) ? A CAEARAT NS ERIMERRAIE (140 - HFHBL
1997 5 JA3CRT & [REHERE > 1996 5 BfEmisk - 2000) » $2 H[E] % 2 (4RI RE

e L AL RN A IO )

T R A AR e
Wi
& TEB— BT B AT ﬁ'ﬁ%ﬁ@m A
R © (TB DL R A S R A 5t i
% Deetz fEEEMEF . (modes of explanation) « Deetz $&H » H T
A TER U AT AN FRIRERR I A AT AR i I R g
A AT » th{E AN RaE4E s B B AR —FE A SHAMA (RN 4 i
HIFH#BIE 772X (a relatively organized way of attending to the world)
(Deetz, 1994b: 567) » H R » fp—HEREIER, LB ABHEIB LR (05




4 AT 7 MMM%H A |
mf;i{}%ﬁ L, KA FER R R, T |

@i R TR BN ) E0 ZE BE SR (B & AORR AR SRR U B 7T 'i
& SEAROEEIR T BB PRGN - thE B BT i
ge , BEAY > LFREFSEELL OB TTH L~ TERHN FSWFEsERs L |
B (&) MazReta2r k) ezt AEERT (Powers, |
1995) = SR{f » FEHHS IS LLBHREAIMIER, R » (EIBERFTREINA KR —
(EXEL B AR & (Zarefsky, 1993 5 $758L » 1997 5 ZF(FT & PRIt
B0 1996 ) » (1R FT £ AR AT S — (B WERaR T2, (Wartella, 1994;
Zarefsky, 1993 ) °
B T (SR EAPT E Asp MEjRSE (1] » Deetz (1994b) thEB5% *H%ﬁ"\ﬁ

RS A A @5 DA IRGR S H A IR R
mnﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘r%%ﬁ%’ﬁﬁf%fﬁlﬁli‘%%ﬁﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁ)f@?@%ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁi\ﬁfﬁ—‘
(B B B i A SO SR F9e TEEMRRRR ) - B THISEREMN
B8 > Deetz BREBLE VAR RIS - THUEGN LHE - 18
S5 QA 1 E AR AR IR SR TR TWRZTCHAY - 1 @ DU
BT S A E A EREE TS PR - SREIARIEE B - B - Bk
8 98 e 4 L R o S I R A (A AL b RS B I R
(Deetz, 1994b: 568, 577) : S 2 + BHEL LA LER MEE) 65

—{& THZEE£RE] (subject mattei i —{E F#i%5 ) (perspective) »
BRI IS A AR B BT B BRI E R R T B — B
B—1EEIg ) B TR EE ) & M ETREH ) THAENEE
B peyim ot R TEEERE ) g TIREEEA ] (Lidejohn,
1999:177) - MR EWIVE A

750,z » Deetz KRR ME K% #18 » REHERMNR ALK

—EFE AR FERR AR L W B A TE TLEh + 2 & HUE (interactionist
approaches ) ( Littlejohn, 1999 ) 3k #f & HU{& ( social approaches )

(Leeds-Hurwitz, 1995b, 1992a, 1992b) #7434 1 » i & 52 3 iy EGR £
Bl sk B 4 @ 3 HE £ 28 (social constructionism) (Berger & Luckmann,
1966) « $RTT » (BAGEIER TS B+ o2 £ HBER e 2R E ({5

..
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41+ Deetz & Stevenson, 1986; Haslett, 1987; Leeds-Hurwitz, 1989; Pearce,

1994a; Pearce & Cronen, 1980; Powers, 1994; Sigman, 1987 ) » 4l 14 355
th& &l (40 » Atkinson & Heritage, 1984; Deetz, 1994a:
Leeds-Hurwitz, 1992a, 1992b, 1995b; Pearce, 1989; Shotter, 1990; Sigman,
1992b, 1995; Stewart, 1995, 1996 ) + {H'EAllV2 AE R B o ek A 8 3 i =
% BCEEEEE BRI H R ERFRETEEM S NEBR
V8 (Baxter, 1992; Deetz, 1994b)  #&1fii » A RELZE » BASELERE
RS — L8R 2 G T R FE A ENERTERSF
BRI GB /) SR EIETT SR S (R S AU AR R e
HUE » 1% S0 BT (BB M R R DL IR A2 PR e s 1 -

DRIBE » 5 i - SR i — (T RIA BT Fe 8RR - 55 T3
—i5 TR SR S T — (ST B R 2 B E R A g
(€ LAT W 77 T 2R 5 4 @ 7 = 0T A i sRey T ELShagiehy » AT LLan
IR A ERERMERE LR EG TR ) - (OB @B EERT
PRt — (ST RNy TERERRREE = 2 JrENEI A8 A S 1 R R TR
EIRBRIBE A 2 EIE T 20 2 QBN & 3 1% = R — (e
iy TR ) EIRER EMFIE R T (PR A TEHT
B ZIBER?

Al B ERER AR

et E s T R RN B R T HE LAVEIG 4 s
AN B 1 B R BT T 2 ST A0 (M R —(E R R E
H (reality) BUREHEAR —(EEEIEBIEY ? BN EBEETNS
EH LA A 2R T RE AL R - (86 S 1 R (ERE b (ELE S TE T Ay —FE T B
IO E I R B B E B AT E 2 R9IREH H @B R EBIRE
# (Pearce, 1995)  {BANTEERATHE - L PG T H4(E Plao B
Gorgias Z " (Pearce, 1994b) 5 [t ridvtd 4 25 E 4 LB HLABHY S




4?/'51*{\2?%2%21&2) E(Zfrl . 'ﬁjai")%
M% Eﬁ%’fﬁi DR ARMESAR 6l

5 » [ 7 A O\ Heidgger ~ Mead ~ Wittgenstein Ll Dewey &2
%H’UE@.E’?ﬁ%ﬁﬁé?‘?OEﬁﬂﬂ3@[221Eﬁﬁiﬁigfﬁiﬂﬁmﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁ@@mﬂ%
#Z{€ (g4 Bakhtin, Bourdieu, Derrida, Foucault, Habermas, Kristeva,
Lumann, and Lyotard) ( Deetz, 1994b) « (&It » HMT LS G EE
E’Jﬁ%?‘ﬁﬁe}?‘ﬁ—‘iﬁ%ﬁ"?ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?mﬁiz%mm s thRIES ANt » MEPRIK
(A e 7 G R T A RE B PR B —pin ko (HR U It &
i E AR E -

E"T%%fgﬁﬁfgﬁﬂﬁﬂi@ﬁﬁi%?ﬂiﬁﬁ%ﬁ (#5140, Cronen, 1995;
Leeds-Hurwitz, 1992b, 1995a; Shotter & Gergen, 1994) » Feusth A0 m 25
SRR R » L — AR R E (PR AR FTE T B BET
@ DI T e iRE A B R (SRR vt AL PR L PR R A A B 2K
B3 I - A0 ARG (D15 F B 1
gt~ (TEHEIEN ~ BT ~ HURGEEIE) B — —fE AT MLgER
TRt AMEEETE (LR s (KBS A BB BIFSE (symbols) {ERIAT
BRANEE SR ,H@ s EEEPEY T d TEHHRR
B A R AR B E SRR A IEIEIRA (R - M2
AREIEAR T B\ S A A PR Al e EY AT NBAZEE
BB - TiIER R A 2R R R e L o 02 L RRIR
g tﬁﬁ?%ﬁ:@@ﬁ%ﬂi%%l«jﬂ:|ﬁ]ﬁ’>‘:¢1ﬂ%ﬁﬁ"7ﬁﬂ%ﬁ-ﬁﬁ?‘§ &
711 » (AR A R S — R T B AR B T i Ll R LR TSR LR

(Carey, 1975: 17) K& R—HEE & fn A LA Bt 54 15 7 B9
(collaborative ) ~ S48 (collective) s s EHEiRHERE (Shotter,
1987) -

=2 » AMEIRHEE) (interaction) ﬂﬂ%‘&ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂl&%xﬁ%%
B 2% » [RIFRAIE 4 REAR AR ~ [HE < REEFIEHIE A (R A
By AL Eh R T ENE 8 HN A KEIS B (6 FA 25 S s AR RAA
W 8T SR ALEEE T 28 = sk L M R A U E M AR AE
P e 47 B i < A LHERRY B A R S (HENTE) LK
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AT SRS 28 (875 BL&EHEM Xt - AMAREE
FE A AF 2R A R R UL - thBLSE SRR AHAR (Pacanowsky &
O’Donnell-Trujillo, 1982; Putnam & Pacanowsky, 1983; Smith &
Eisenberg, 1987) ; & » [MHER TRE) ? ) RAREENESE
3 T ) WEERRRZARER BEr) A8 77 2 AL RIERE i F
L E KB EEOR —ERBEE L PaEL FRIRIILH A
B~ 7B AT B CRX BRI ER TBAXEZE ) H)5tmE E
TR Z4EHE (Littlejohn, 1999: 14) o At » Deetz (1994b: 572-573 )
TE L #E AEREL (information perspective ) Bl{E{EEHEL (communication
perspective) {17 FIRHIEH! » (B F 1 SOV EATER FI SR A
(messages) AYREMEEFE (constitutive processes) LA HEF81THEHAY Hik
(BU13E) HE (codetermination and coordination) ' o
ok - BERET A SBAA S E R R EREE N IIEERS
BIITE (B0ERAERE - (EHAEHE) MBI IS > e
1B EFBEE LIRTERA(TA] AL 81T B LH R PR HE B 8 8 449
Mgk LA AE E s RO A o (AL - G+ i 1+ #a i AR B
BENEHTEH PRt HEBER LWEAFE L 81THRERIR
& o [KIT # S 2008 - MR — TR R SRR B (T B Bh TR T LA
IHTFT RE H PR s ARAG AT SCALARAS R » 1780 B8 G R H P 1R ARAE 2
e » FRAHTENE R EIBE » ITEBER AR (when) (28
HEFE R B IRASI 528 ~ a3 (where) (ZREHFF & SLIRFSHIREE) -
B BRSNS (Burr, 1995:4) -
ERS batiamds » BAA] LFE & BB &R E HIEER (Theory of
the Coordinated Management of Meaning, f&§i#i CMM ; Pearce, 1976,
1989) » {32 ARy 7 #E o LUERREE P &3S - FRERNAY [ Eim
B ERGAETEREE PR AR — (@ (Griffin, 2000;
Littlejohn, 1999) - CMM %3k » ABLA ZHRNEBITE (1G9 L8 A
it G B fith g B 82— A B E E T E &I AERE - RS




HTEHEL FEEFER AeHEMEIRALAEAE O3

6 ch {3 RAR DR (B A N9 #6/@H% (hierarchy of meaning) LURAT
1% {8HE(TES (the serpentine model) AIMAFFFEITIAHIE R (Pearce & 1
Pearce, 2000: 410) - 15 2 » B HIMRINEE THIEERN HBE TR -
HEES (&(F - ®2%) LRESHEME (EE - S5 - METE
4t g T B 5  previous acts B AEIT S (subsequent acts) |
IR S — R AR AAR - ﬁ
S @RIBERSETS - (A8 RASEEFRETNH |
@ RV R — T A 8hi8AE > RE R FEER A - BN > Baxter !
(1992) {fif %35 (dialogue) #%:& » Bochner &1 Ellis (1992) ##
3[448 | (narrative ) §§2  Deetz (1994b) 53 I #J& | (codetermination) I‘ill
5% T34 (coordination) H%Z: » Stewart (1995, 1996) £k MEMENE
BBl IHE | (constitutive articulate contact) HES: : {(H2EiEE &L
ARk » AN A AR T I T2 i 2 EL T A R A
5 (S S O RITAE R0 » AT » AEFRFRE AO IR SR BEER A 1 & £ E
W g R - EEA)] > A MR AR LU SRR RERY TR ] (message)
(Peters, 1995) 5 7488 (symbols) §%=: (Cronkhite, 1986) {FR{H |
BRI S - (BRIRBA S LRiE]a 22 EERTR Z BTN 1
BHE BHE 2 » TE A RS — R ARR B -

2 - it @R RS IRk

(e S5 Wy (L S 0 T TR T EL RS ) (R S — R LR A

6 (B2 e (TIRZeRS » S0 PIANS R R RIS Bt S8 ch TR RET 0 B A
ITRMRTESE (antecedents) T H [HIBITEIIMER - MIEEFMIEER
EERILHA S - FI8 A RS » Z AT LEr 584 IAERT 1S S L R R

t IR —50tt » B2 7 L2 B e ISt » E BRI RS TR (FIERD 1
} BhE SRS - mS2 56 THBEY. . NEEEEHRIOpEE ﬂ
I BRI B ] 52 (7 25 » TSR P 5 S ] g T B S b o T 2RV 2 |

R
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Yy AMEESEHESHALRZE  LEREAR TR - A
I o PR SRR 7R B AR Y TR B %FHE ) (monologic quality) (Baxter,
1992: 331) : #Ein R —{HE BB A AT - B S TRIAIRHS T R
BE PR AR LUBHSES W BEAL - B AW THTRE A  Pearce &
Pearce (2000: 411) 7ELL8{EER (transmission model) B F i
B (CMM model) FYA[REIREtHFEH » $AEZRE AT F e
{EREF R THE (whatis said) 7 (FFEHEEZS] B (what is meant) ?
ZHBE A T (whatis understood) ? fif2 : M5 HRKITE » B
B 75 G e T (what do we make together by what is said or
done) ?

EHEMS  HBELNAMER T HEEHas ) 25 E1TIFZEN
WEHE LT %3 - 55k - T L8RS ) ZWF7en) i s BB s A0 M
=y A ) (persons-in-conversation) (Harre, 1984) » i H VV/EIG E 5
—{ERE B T A R IRWERK — 1B A~ 5B~ B LUR [T 2 #9135 ( Cronen,
1995) » (B2 THEEFRIA L HFEEEE (co-construct) {thifE CHIH
BEF - MBS EEITEERRALERY D iRy Rl
MERRER - B0 > SFKCHE (speech genre ; Bakhtin, 1986) (& & Kt
BIVE L PR 5 AKX B EERE S (speech event or communication
event ; Hymes, 1972) #f& » &2 enesyH e g [ L EHEEL ) UESE
FIoI AT BB B (i - DA R (B SR HUE P S R B M SN E R B ISR
5 » BRI T E R A B AR ~ th @ LU e - (KT E R AR
A5 — ([ L R IR 25 PTG A BHER K Hymes (1972) $2(H(1) SPEAKING
JNEE o DERMHENEBENRE —E2E R REE T3

(setting) ~ 28 (participants ) ~ B#Y (ends) ~ {7} (acts) ~ FAME (key ) ~
T E (instrumentality) ~ $#3 (norms) ~ X% (genre)

HX o geEr At RArEeE  thriBR25EE (spectator)
M22EE (participant) (Pearce, 1995) - 5 2 » HFEE MIFSHRAD
FrEaTRE B SR e E A5 thE —([ER2EE  RER MHTE Ml
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SR RATILE] L - HE E A E R EH R RESR S (reflexivity ) »
TRENGEE T FCE A EM 7EH SELR Wy —aR 77 - IR MR 72 & A Y
T Fehs AR TTH Rl FE—4% - CFr EfETE AL AR TSR - AT
fAE RS B 2 TR » TS H AT 2003 ~ e R aiE - 18
R SRl RE AR b S S p9E 5 A F R 2 A g B A 3E U
fi2 P PR (A8 T — Rl AR T (TS E B B T HYUAR 4 ) (Leeds-Hurwitz,
1995a: 10) © ffi 5. » HHEPHEMHRIUSH R S EGR R — R iR
FREE ({140 > Berger & Chaffee, 1987) » # @B L RIFREMERE —
BB 25 (5140 - Bochner & Eisenberg, 1987) - {H{SEEMIE
fe T EBhEREL ) ARFE N\ MEARE AR » A AR S — (B LA 7S (F R A5 5
PR EIE MY SR R ERE (F BB R TR BEecR > med
HRAS B RSt EAES) (dynamics) RUAE » NS AL 8hAHE -
—hN—4G R E — (Pearce & Pearce, 2000: 410) : #1 5 2 » (HiF2E
WEEERT EIERTE A B RIE 2L (consequentiality ) | ( Sigman, 1992a:
352) -

IRIM » 2 L RAG AR AMAI 5% EAERH 2SN S (E /g tfg e ? A nl LA
1 A B2 B e A AR DA B S (B B PR AIRF 72 iﬁﬂ?ﬁk%x.ﬂﬁ}?'ﬁ%ﬂ BANER
BB IEEH) - EHEERE Baxter (1992) #5H SOIEEGE THMBRARME
{aim st IE—FE (A AR R TEEREIREE - T ﬂ—fifﬁﬁ%aﬁtﬁﬂcollective
remembering) (97 (Middleton & Edwards, 1990) » 7RENE it [ B
PUEIR A B U EEE F M E R ) B & EE R H 8 SRR
SHGFRED © K > [HAES (identity) HyEHEtHWR 18 THEF 7 RAY
BB {a jointly enacted communication event) (Baxter, 1992: 334 ) »
B KRB 2 2R R (B2 B B UIAYMIRE  [ul 2 &5 B Sc Rt LLUB 2
TRt A E R E TR (Katriel & Philipsen, 1981) » (Kl B HH 2
BN S48 838 (self-disclosure) #E2FTHE A% » B
BB S - S EEHUT » DL IRSCEER A0 R SR A & SR
(RRR > A B (SRR 7ER8N » G » THEAACIE) BEa DA AR —

..
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(& s B EADRN PR » HIE E Al RIS ~ 20 E LI AR
ERHE =B HFEBOHGETMAEZHEE (Johnson, 1995) -
bR 7 AR SRR TR AR Lt RV B THE)
HEE ) STRCHERETE 0 B BRI LIELIGERIER (compliance
seeking ) B 3 & A S ¥ RAY B — SRIK 55 EAVRF S > Sanders B2 Fitch
(2001) s}l B SR8 £ HER S NE(E IS BhaC sk % R03R » BIEAVE R
EEE R — MW 3R (incremental ) LR —7R —1£/ViBF (a
give-and-take process) » MEMELM (LS MER (FH) £dE]ME
HIEETR 7 —(EEE & thal AR R LR B 3R 3% 75 B ) 3
ai K (solicitation) LA faZB[aIfE (response) WFRE : 852 » bR 712
W TESK (GBRD) ) 3K TEIFE) (7RBIATABA NS ) » Sanders £ Fitch %5
B TERIMAZER ) (additional talk) B EAEE » RSB RIEFLE
(progressive form) BX[EIUEFAC (regressive form) » {HEE &LV BRI
REEITRIBY S KRB — (@Y MFEREIER ) < a8H  mA
BB TR ERB LY FFHREIFR ) St aEsEm it -
HR » ¥ DI —F aRAITE)EE 4 (i (the speech act as a unit of
analysis) HY[H L GF5E » Goldsmith (2000) [y /SHE AR
RITEBIFPI BEE & PN ERR TG B & B 5 i Ay B ahit
FEANE SR (politeness theory) FRTEHIREIET % » TR GZE M4
Tt AL ITELZAT T AITEY) MDA - 8 Eyiding
—[HAGRANA RIS ~ TR HBEANE R - BBHERE A 05
AT R R ITEM BT G R B E AE F - 3 b
UL RS MR S (Pearce & Pearce, 2000) » A8 A 2 RS0 EL &)
(TR EEHE T ERIGIAAI (E IR chE E (& R FURE
B A ERERCHER LB TENER MBI L5881 11RE
TRERKITH IS — AP B E R ENRE -
Best > MR B AT A @B (Fln - BhE2 2 ~ AR i
8) B0 A 3R] (A S ) A e ABSRRRAER - (2 Goldsmith
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61 Baxter (1996) BURFZREEAE + BT LURIF G S B
(speech events) (ELFEE ARG ~ HMI - BHSES ~ RAOERRR - B '
B~ SR FIEENETER) WL ﬁﬂGﬂIHMAWWﬁﬁMN-
B & ~ R  BUERAR OB - BT - LIRS - B0
%ﬁx@ﬁﬁ$&ﬁﬁﬁ£mﬁkﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ13£xﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ
s Yl - (A ARASEE AT LT AHRRT (HEk) A RaRARTRE - /A
B (R TG 7 EMEIBERIAREICE THR B
5 T A7 P (RS R R A TR HOTF TR | (LRI
SRR ST S - TR R EE)BRE PRI » E
i B 5 5 1A (R A FL RS RAYEER) (Taylor, Cooren.
Giroux, & Robichaud, 1996 =

Bit ¢ HERE T ALEHBLES ) Z IR

WS A A P AR - EREE S TR
SUEHEL | BT {E AR BB BRI - SUEEES Sigman
(1992a) FiE » A iEHRPEROEEEGR  BETRALHSE
g L 1 GUERLR A ER S S - A AR
H%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%%%ﬂo%%Z;mﬂ$R%M%Fﬁ%Jﬁ@ﬁ |
%, T BB EE RS —AE LSRR A  (E TEEEE |
(FRED T ESHEER, ) BRI AIGR R - THER TR
022 AhE R A R B LB o 2 G 5 T 2 N IR 20
157 T RS A B S LB ~ M@ A LA B R AT A KR |
B 175 e L — LR P SERE SRR T IR - |
YRS RS % T 2 AT B A LA E R R L - ENES

k. SOR » THEGE R (B0 - PRI T AR (A /NE RS '
3 SRS © AT R U LR ) W KRR {47 IR }L
B 2 0 B — R L ORI R aE < TERF R 22ARAE T HABE

-4
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BYIT LR SERR T 1 ?

LIE BB RSB RIT = » 714 b T B e s iR 2l s
NRATPABES TVBERE ) - TIE T IRIAZCEIAE - IIBELE —BiFTen
T (MABEE - 2001) » BINHHEHESE (MRAE > 1996 ; TS »
1996) EHCHHAHE BV E £ WA —EH THBMRIER - 220 5
WATLAE R MEMEATIE ) BB 3 LIA AL Mg ls fe i A2 1%
BRARE (O 2 BAZ S AT SR ZR AT SR AT | R T B R
TN (R RCR S (8 BE L RRREME RS - 1
BRI FRIGE SR (EAE > 2001) o fb4f » thg— bR+ 2 Ci# A Ernest
G. Bormann F{5FHR &3 (symbolic convergence theory ) Ay
LIREERA T AR TR AR AR B AN T Eh ok B R T ) A58 5 (chain
out) HyH BETLAGR BB ARSI (B4 » BROCEL 5 1996 ; [
01999 BIEME 2 1994) - |MEZ - HA [ EHEEY | s n
FE 2 W FERRE P — flel/ NS BEMEEE £ 5 )| T 5 (B R Ly Py 25
3 iﬁﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ"‘]ﬂﬁﬁiﬁ 3

AIERM - TR | (AR REN S E—ERBSR
H’*‘Jfﬁg'i feilbmzRE DR | RTINS — AR
FS Y e S E M T RIS E S s E R G eSS 1 TR BT e (L AFRARY
sl LI o TR e | WP IR HEN 0 S — Y Ees
IR > RAPIFR EROTRET R T— A—10%F » SIRZME » TiY
ERBFIBRETT NI TERSLEAE WS - HIB2E Sigman

(1992a) RIEHERTEFM » ACERIEBEFINEN IS 2 — %
B HER A A B R e A B - A B -
WEWE | B o AN R TR « B - 75 & B{E IS RS 5
REHERE [ (1991-2000) % (HFHL > 2001 : 47) » A FaAR
PORFIERIER BB C R EFEE (HRIE — KA LRt A
a8 T 5| HESEEEEN T -



ak

(1

2)

3)

gm\@m 2%
@%L%Lz{%’f’%%&ffﬁ%‘?ﬁﬁ%m%m &
i Ml A5 kfw}ﬂ\ff\‘g

Gorgias 3 7 AW HERI ¢ (sophist) » A oy AR AR
£ » Gorgias 225 » HEEH)EHRAFER - B —{E ARIFREI S
IR EE AR E EI% - FH¥SE - Plato AN 458 ML RTF AR 2R B
1+ T AFLESSIFE S (Neuliep, 1996) -
IR {E %A E Mumby (1997) HYZAE - EREAEEEBEUTN
WARTER 2 FEMRAER (positvist modernism) ~ F2FEIE
B EFE (interpretive modemism ) ~ #t 2GR EFE (critical
modernism) LU &R ES (postmodemnism) * ST A
-%’ﬁ‘n AR AnE AR R (R A R kK o — (A A& 1
2 Ea IR L 7 IR B R R F TN 1R 1R Rk
Eﬂ_ﬁiﬁ (T E - 2ASVEHR A B AR EREA DGR
MTFE Al A a B R — A A A - JRRMEEE
EBL e EEEREL tMECHER (52 AR EER
H il 7 PR B IR ~ B S R FR AN el Z by - {7
SEFD o 1B R AT 2 HEBH AT AR ELIE AT RSB EKRPFEE
£44 88 (sovereign, knowing subjects) + {§#% (MIRHWAERHLZ
BE&#E) ) RS RS R IR A TS ) -
FrarEsE xZ2T8)> K152 {73 A A SRR £ 3R TEL
By | ) HE o H S @R EREE TR ({541 » Gergen,
1985: Pearce, 1995) s JRtE+ % (constructivism) ) AFEF e+
% (social constructionism) » [ ES Al # AR5 H1A5 - FHE2 IR
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Studying the social world from an interactional perspective :
Social constructionism and communication studies

Lin-Mei Huang"

Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to address the issues surrounding the
disciplinary identity of communication and furthermore to propose social
constructionism, characterized by its emphasis on the importance of
interaction in understanding the social world, as the most appropriate
perspective, in which communication scholars may find it possible to create
a disciplinary mode of explanation. This paper starts with a specification

of commonalities among various social constructionism approaches in
terms of both their conceptual and research agenda.  After this, this paper
proposes to consider interaction as the core concept of communication
studies, which, it s argued, can mOSt clearly differentiate

communication-centered disciplines from other disciplines. The future

development of communication studies in Taiwan is then examined from an

interactional standpoint.
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