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Abstract

Technological mediation of organizational communication as a discipline grew
tremendously over the latter part of the 20™ century. But accompanying that growth was
the strident debate over various theoretical commitments. Scholars consider most of the
theoretical conflicts are the incommensurability among philosophical foundations.
Therefore, this essay is to frame the discipline’s research paradigms and meta theories as
its philosophical foundation, and to assess the well-known theories of the discipline based
on this philosophical ground. The authors believe this approach bridges the competitive
theories via research paradigms and metatheoretical perspectives, and provides a common

basis for further studies.
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* o
=IO T

T FREEARTEESER A AR ML BEAAAREARETEEF -
A8 FSMBURE B AT TEMARERL - AR MSN FriFifsh » KA BWBRA
R EHGYF FRAITE R - GRAA AL A BEAT X A= "THH& T
4~ | (technological mediation) s /& @ 7 X, > R KA T2 MR LB H @Y R KA

X AR K AR R R R R A A TARE S e AT E
CESS

MEBRERBRSE S A RAS  BRPEERAGE O RIS AR E
BTRFLEBIMIANAGBERNRAE > RITZABNTTRARBEY A K BAFHF
SR Eh e 5B REE 0 A A H AR E R BRI 095 K R (Gergen, 1991) 0 {&
FZMABAF S E T 1E %P (meta theory) | F Bl dA o 2453 2 (Corman, 2000)
TRABROCHESGA - THF > THERZAR " MRS E (“more and more
fragmented”) ; #9 & & (Rosengren 1989 ; Scherer 1998 ; Corman 2000) o

FELERUMABERCSMENA MM EEGEF TR B RLH > TIA
BEKKF LA RTE VR ER LT > B FIH LY FH (Corman
2000) - Miller (2002)¥ 42| » R M ZEEH > BRBATR ISR » £ &
HHBREHZIATZR AR REZE XL HITIRFE S RIE - Deetz (2001)
LER  ZRHEABRBAARSHRAGHARRR  TEI - AHABRRERIAK
W I BT AR A RIS A Stk ey BF #8 - Corman (2000) £ it —F 185 » ZH R AEE
WER IR MRAEZXRZIHMAIERGFSE (common ground) » F H T 7L -F
R BRI R AT R ML AR R IR R R BT 5 B ey B e B, o

Waww KB (2001)F7 s8R0y R H A EMIEH  RITFRIFRFZIFRBLLE T
AR Mg R R Ay IS 0 BPAR R T AR R MR A T H TR o TR T AL
M GLEZEARTERZaN 2 REAIFN - EITH LML H T R EBITHE > L8
KZAREE - B A PARGEHFLEREFHRRZAN > BAH AHESETFRILE > A
BHAFRHRIGEAE R R R BRXIERHA EHNRE T TRAABLOFHRRRA
AR RO ILRE » IR HAE L KRR R KA -

fEEZ R R EE @RI IR e R A P A 4 R 8 AR R AT R
FIRFZEABZES > EmFELAFRBRORRBREAT Ly 2R AR EH A
F=2 88
(1) #Z# "HEdHrzaiFa s RAaRHF TR -

() RETRGH FRIK - HERERG EREH -
(3) E I ARRFFRIFHEZ LA

W 7 R ) 0 B 5e L 46 75 TR A S B B9 A B S (ontology) s @Rk (epistemology)Fe {F

{3 (axiology) » B st A#F 22 & A 4t ¥ i2 = (B M d 69 B im A Mk B M 0y Al » 33 o
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3% 3] Habermas (1971)#2 th #4 " 2242 § 48 (cognitive interests) | » 2 #A ﬂii A2 a8 4%
WAAMRE KHTRILGE  BHREA 2B EIR A ifmi’ii\ang v R uék N K
ER - K A RF] A Krone £ A (1987)# 4 8B @A %A 05 HiRH

2t (mechanistic perspectives) » o 32 # 2 (psychological perspectlves) TR AR AR irzf&,%’é
(interpretive-symbolic perspectives)¥i Z 4t Z $y #.8 (system-interaction perspectives)
R CWAERZERITE AREZH RIS EHELRA R TN A E A5 R4
M o A REM > FIRA KR TN a8 B @R - A Ll w AR g b5 AT E %
09T AT R B0 R RR SR IR o

N> TR ¥ & At

Miller % 35 #(2002) A& (ontology) - 23k (epistemology) - 1§ 18 3 (axiology)

PEREZMARN  GAAATHBHIER  SHEIHELFRAFLAFTRER
é’ﬂ— BT TAR  GHTAR > EMRE - ERBYURG T L RFEEEEFY
WA A c FE L TFRIMHTRMEE > L EIALEARNES  RBRPEMAH LY E
EMES -

PT+8 A RS o R HA T KB 4 & M0 F 69 35 K3 - Burrell 2 Morgan (1979)# %
% 5 R E £ (realism)Fe”i % 3% (nominalism)ffE 48 ¥ S 6918 % - B AR AL MR A
WA ERZ M A AL AR &%%Tuﬁﬁfﬁw&%f
Uhmﬂ&MManWhMMQ%% ELHAIBIFAR c RAEYRE LA E

AHCHE BFARBTRE -—FHRALNFERLLEAE > ARRECERTA &
é‘J EH R A % (Burrell & Morgan 1979 ; Miller 2002 ; %56 B 2001) - Miller (2002) 7 3%
AEEERERARSE  RT T AR RERZI  BAARLES T NARE MY
A (social constructionist position) » A E AV LE MR EIFEREHRYE
o mARAEEXF  FRTAEFARAALENEET 2L -4 R R LR
gy X T L3k 7 ¥ E 38 (Berger & Luckmann 1967; Leeds-Hurwitz 1992 ; Miller 2002) »

REHAAEE R R BAARZ T EREIER > AR LELTRAE >R EBRH
(objectivist stance)fn £ #1345 (subjectivist stance) vk 8 (Mlller 2002) c BiBHAIZHA LA
HARAEMFERMG  TALH A2 EREH A 1R LA M e G R ey B
BB ERLE AR LAREERET 41\)\?&%%7(%‘@’3 EE o EWMHARIE SRR
AL BAXLTROEME  EARLABARTERABBRE LN EY > AF
ARREEFTERIEETR -

PregB{ish > Bl EHEHRBR T BAFLFOEARE > kit ey FE
#, (epistemic values)#fn JE v 214 04918 /4 . (nonepistemic value) (Howard 1985) » e 3kt
BRI HD T HF TR ) XA T THLIFER ) AL FFadik ey BMa
WA A K E g 1'"i3‘51 CER LR o L ﬂ’g‘ﬁﬁmé’m PR EMIERT T
Fa AR ALY E » A2 &AM TR IE S AR AN 5 Rdn » AR L35 B3R
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B AR IR B B R R TR > RAFRFAEE K12 HRLEY
BT H b B R PTEF O RAE - ARBITH R T X -

CORBE A/ EA/MB SR L RET L H ey (world view) L X K12 4 & %%
KRATRE ARG  REBH - BUERB R FR ORI LM E B - EHE
W F R RTMERAAHWARTHZLE > BB R AFGFRILE - AT > K
KPP ARG H - BWH - BARZEHD MEHAR PN a@BEAF RO =ZKHAR
g, o

RPN AKER | AR R

FRAGHPEABRZFRMLE > TR FTHEE L (positivism) - 28 £ £
(interpretivism) ~ it #] £ % (critical postmodernism) (Gephart 1999 ; 3z % # 2001) - Chua
(1986) B vA b = X #F 78 ML $¢, I ik € 3t £ 48 3% = #F 7% 4 2 - Orlikowski $2 Baroudi (1991)
AL 4% Chua #9424 @ B RAKM A AT R - JEA = KROF R I 865 KAl 347
g&,% C S RAE A 2 09 BT 3§ o Miller (2002) 2 #R 5HiB 3@ B34 05 0 TR BR A oY A B

CEFARA L RFF RIS o AN AT RITMHABZREE S T HE YT AZ
?ﬂ-gﬁk«% W AR g A o

F A (2001)% 5] A Habermas (1971)4% i #9 " 3240 § A (cognitive interests) ;» sk
?‘W§::j;ET§8¥@§Eéﬁﬁ‘ﬂ?°ﬁHabennasﬁ%/\iﬁétﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬂ§&ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ§éﬁ#ﬂﬁ%é$ 0 3B AN

AF A TREIAHAERGMERS » §RLEHE T 2HHRGMIEZR
I%J ) ﬁ’ﬁ BAER R ARG AE FTERG SR B R E A 2% - Habermas #5224 " 4 §
# o Habermas A A A A CHA T H=ZREARAZEZ S ADE  F@ K L -
EEARAE  AERN T AR FAESS  MABFAERTOER £ T LRE
HBAZ d o APT R E 8 T BN BB AL EAE 0 FARDA R e b 0 B A A
89 4e § A (technical cognitive interest) » BH L £ LT XA KW A T BER D
RRoo EERAYARRAR 0 AR BB LR AR MENZHEATHE Ty T
Mo AR FEAMNAARBEGRERRSE LR HLE A FTBRGA S 54 (practical
cognitive interest) * 3 #F £ R A& AT R A RS B AR KRR o RS LR b 5
B BBAPTATAEARR c AR FNSEHMERITETY 0 ARG RAETOHE N EHEME
oo R A AR R RAE AR E SR G e R E Ik & oY R A HABALOHE S
FEARRFE TR BT AR ER AEFAHTLHPE B E 4 R[5 G R
(emancipatory cognitive interest) + 3t #| £ & Bp & JR A AR AL 0930 5 B AR R f R o (LK
1)
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?% Eﬁnﬁ%ﬂﬁ,\mbfﬂaﬂ;z%fﬁ”

R FTHIA EX X AL R
Rde g AR P by FE AR B B0y AR PR 0 AR

(R A5 EaFEAN R IRE R ([ HALEBURNGE | RE Lt H

AERFE % 8 i i EY

RR BB IR ABL (2001) 0 p. 6

# Habermas (1971) %75 A #84& 7& K R AR L o 3R ) 2 75 By 0y 12 & 5T AR - A3k
PAZMBFEB=RFRBE  SRAFRANATRE L ARHENERBEA TR
FHELEATENRI R ERER B TRNFRLRE  RTZNAERE w2
R GBI RBIEGER  AH Lmimm*mﬁ wAe B LW Lo 25 0 ATAH

ARG R B BT R 4L - B A 2 R B

— | =TS
=1

il

R

BEERGEARO RGBT ER > METARIERTHEARAE T LR
ey - F R T A EHgB ﬁﬁi%%ﬁﬂu&ﬁx%%ﬁ REHEE RN
BAR A R X fki & - KRB BT A (realism) - RAR R W = BRA
fo ARRBEFLEBER LY > FEARHE R ESHELBRGHMG - 2B AR LA
HARAT HANAEATIE SR 0GB - BHEERER T RATHR L LARS A K
AR R Tk AER AR E S LRAFALREBIAAR TR EHRZING
FREL R FER— B g REA — AR ARETR SRR - it (2001)F 42 3|
BEHEEIRAROFR  (DEHXREZARLATHER A RBRE R BIFHLHAANE
EWATHZ G FMBA > EAFERHZRGER AR RIEH (24T AR
R EBRGBE > RFRELEAMAL T REME R - EETH > B i g
RAFZHEALY Q) RGBREFTLERERE  FARFE LB K20 R —
fx 0 SLHt R H R MR AR ARG R ERERTRGTEMN  (HEHEHR
B AL SR R — B 6 AR 0 R B ] AR T oY 1 B T

3% Orlikowski #2 Baroudi (1991)89#F 52 > H Ml A BRI A A KA R AT HE L &
ZHRBBELERTE  RARE > ZREHEIRA - HEAACHPEEARZIESL  TEER
HAEMT A AT AR AR R R ERAMATRZARFDE (X
Ak 2001) - FHERGHAR T A ABFAH R > FEMRFERESE AN
BZ MR RO TREAR - FRGMGEREN > RAEBRYALBERTERLEL  $5
AR THEROGHR - FEAF A RITI/F OB EZRIBKRE - RARR
1R b 0y BIE MBI TR - ARG AN RS RAL 0 dLFE R ASR R S R TE K SR AT
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ey H R LSHAARBLEANCRITAAGBERL LMY L TEBERTY
ST ERABMEYGFR  RILTBEHEEZRO D4 -

—oBRExER

AHIRALAATBRNR L EBITERM R MEROR I GBLH L ABELR
i%ﬁiﬁ%%%%i I ROBRLEHRLEFRANGERE > REEHEE
4% 3% (nominalism) > BAAH i HERLACFNRS > HARBBH LA IR A
ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬂ%%%%i~ AR H LR E E IE S BMAR AL A ANFF R 69 7T
B REIRAPETEIRNB R ORRNEL 2BIRANLHECRA L MARRL
ERMEE ARATREDARBARMLHHAR T F > AR FLECHEHHE - AR
AL AEEHY  REETELETE  RTRFENEST BLETAH4HARALF
RABA B ROAETREAANGELE AR EELATE S RIRGF LG
EEZF o AT FRALORERERLRME > HEZEEHFOES > MALE
HoEL -

ﬁﬁ%fﬁi&’%%i%ﬁ%%%%%(%%ﬁzwn FEAE T A AR
WHFRAL  ARBERLARBEIARFHA R - SR RETWEARLREE
ol B2 M o HABREY KN RPTEFE B T 69 F & (shared meaning) @ vA B A% 1%
%#&&%&%Lkﬁﬁ%%@%@(mmmmg o BEARRBELETF A
BIR&Z T AR THERKRARACHETRZILAR > AREGASHABRERL
Rk 5a5 X - #HER %%M@%i%ﬁ@o

=HAER

) £ K LKA RIe 8 ABPTER T R  ARR R B AR R A ASN A
A 0 A E AR IR IR E BU R et Ay Bl 44 0 R4 L%ﬁiaié’aié R et H) £ & 89
ARRAAHFERAATOREARI  RERZBACERD DAY RLEFLRE
%ﬁﬁ’%%ﬁk Al AR 2 — QA B R A AR ey X T 5 it %
# RHAHAXAEEBRREEAN T E BERRERBWALE EiH L HEBFHGE

:‘fxu%éﬁl"‘ o B AR A B3 R4 R R R IR S SR 0 AR (A o a‘tb%liézT
M@Lkﬂﬁ?%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ’% LH TR R RN LB R &
— AR AR AT —ERA AR ERAREI R EEHE AL T B
JEBF T AL B R AT — PR L0 P o A R ET RS K AR sk AL ARTRER EX T
ik o T QO0DYR > MAZTRKAHFTXEEIAMD2HEIRLTRNRAARIFLA
FrEg #MALTRRLEEGCEBPECRLGFAZFEONG  ALEZARBEHATY
WP AL > MAAZBOR LI CRBREREELBE - Bk $HAFLEFF
BEHREIRTETRANETERT AL RO EAGTREN TN » LR RS
RPEARFEROEE - HARAA TR RN EHOBHEDBERET  FTARZ
RBAMINFRELITRGERE T REHFRH T BERGRE BREEYEL N E
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A
onn

ETEEEEE Kb A TRELLAFR ER2HEEIRRXTREATF R Loy 25 R
MBBLENELS  BAMRFHXHEF R4 50 %R THELAHIR L
MERBE WX THHE  FHAFTERBEYTEL > FRARLKEER LMD
BLRRE > ARERERFEETHENX B RL AL FMH -

EAE TN AEHEEAARE > FRAMH EROTF R EALBIRL BB B L
MEZAZTEROZEHERY - SHAARDE » A THMEEH - 3 E - LER
FREZT CAAMPRYBERS:  LHAR  ABRLERTHEARLORERF
KBt BBERLRLGTRLAEAEFHOMI IR EZHEE > EMBER AN
MBIk c IAMAAERIARTREABRETHE RIS RTH IR ERERL
89T REME 0 A2 AL R HE PR 4 R 0 AL BRI 45 0 A 3 AT R K ah T i AR B T 4 LAY 9 3R 6Y
N

A= KR8 A L AR/ RB/MB AR HBFERLL2 -

K2 MEHECTEER

L5 ) FEIA 2 EA A E R
il e o k@ A
S BB ER & B/ EBMRE

Fo S 0 AR LR/

% pk 2h Ju SR 09 4B 18 B S kM 018 1E B
15 4 34 PR RER IR TR L e

BTHER S msEE | AR
1% 1A R ISR S

Krone % A (1987)% 4 # Fisher (1978)# M Afa & @ ayoF 2 » At 8RR @ oy 14 3%
P EF A R W AE R s ¢ (1) M AR 3 ¥ 25 (mechanistic perspectives) » (2) . 3 ¥ 25
(psychological perspectives) ~ (3) 4 5% A% #3125 (interpretive-symbolic perspectives)#i (4)
% % 7 $yi 2L (system-interaction perspectives) o F o %A% 3 #2545 #F 70 & 2L AL 72 38

TSN WY BR G 0 LA G A MR e TR AR 0 o BB A E B AL
ERE TRAE ) WEBRAELE LHRRAYCHERIELRIEEZREERGER 53K
MR AR EWAAAT R ASIKAZ THALOBREREERL  TAKRLZHR
EEAR L M BRI R E T REN AR > ERBENBRLFEI G LR RA WY
Mk -

FAAHZEN G FARERGT RAMAE BAET SO F R REHEA
WA G > LR RERTRHAF A AR BER RO ETRE  EER L4
BREBAABR TR ER - ERhERA T AR P AL QBBEEHT R AL AR
HHey g 0 B AFT RABIF A Krone 5 A X 14 %325 L+ 5 sl R4 5
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HRZABM LR o R 0 Krone AL ZH SHE 4R LH O A » R E aFe
MERZ AT AP R GRR - Ao RAEHFH LA RIFBRIAE £REM - KM
Rl CWRBERESRBERAATENFREE > AANE R L EIFE AR
B/ EHFRER LI WAL B RIERBREZILAR  mAREHREELATED
W FPRFTARNYZLEHARDGAA  AAHARFERIRRT TR GHFRIRG -
F o RFFRIRTH A Krone FAZ RS AR F A 0B E @ RPTHRA
BRI FAHE - P PSR BRI RMIE A R > EHHEW
HEZEEH PRFRAAL AR ERZ RO AR BER - HEE® "THRRLE
BRI HOEHERE  OBARE LR T B EEFREERE THET N
MEREWE | FTRAAR T TR 0 A E L Z AR S A h e A o

— ~ FR R B B

AR IRBE AT E B AR E > REREBREZRBR BB EGTHRERE
Krone % A (1987)% 45 th M AA B A Lo TAF AL 0 (D) F EAMR B IR AR E B EBK
BZHIBREGERER  HREZ LS HTAERAFALEY TR  RAWBEMTIH
REZLEHELAGRE > EFF BALHBERRBM B TREAG IR0 K2
B 0 IR BRI ) TR AT AR AR A SR ey s ()M @AM R A B A2 by
%‘Jﬁid\ﬁh C & ARG FAL GG AT 0 AR EREE ] BALF e S E R F 0 bR
B EMES Q)RABN B SN AR ERAMEERARB A OEX LErT
#— éﬂ%?ﬁ TTARE BB ARE CJ A RBRRA  ATRZAB A LY -
W Krone ¥ AW R 7T 4m > BMMAH ML L BAR R LA FROFLE > THEP
A iﬁ%ﬁﬁ“?ﬁﬁﬁfu%%’@%%&%%%%m%ﬁ%%%T%ﬁiiﬁ
Bl o
Information Richness Theory

EAF PN M FER R > Daft feth ey Bl FEARR AN T AALE R
(Information Richness Theory) ; (Daft&Lengel 1986 ; Daft et al. 1987) - Bp & & nH <
BRI I - i?:ﬂ% TR ATHEAWFYARY FHE A5 T R8N ATIRSET
PR a3 B & (“the ability of information to change understanding within a time
interval”) ;- Jﬁi’vﬁ@. MR NPT R T AR AR A F 0 X 2R L4 eyikE (immediate
feedback) * #3530 6. & (the number of cues) » 1B AL Y42 & (personalization) - & & 5

¥tk (language variety)Ff 35 & o dush & B AF ik AR B © PR AR IR 04 4 ‘3}’% MEEMS
A AR A S~ VLA 7)‘% THABE > LRk A A Y T EAG - Daft %’9
A BB ETRE  HaRFERAYTARETALETEE S 2K \ﬁi (1) ¥ (2)

T Q)ETFTHH  (DHEA X GelE 4 Xt S8k) O)IEEA (G5 K12 B
(6)E F Mgk - 3 kG PLH B T AE 2 M A B M L AR 3 0 B A BF *ﬁé‘*frﬁr@m‘é
ﬁmﬁgﬁﬁ%%%Lﬁio

ML THhVLEHABAEFHBEREL S E - RN FBLEAN A BALFH NPT
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BREGAZARELEE - ARMELBE T BATBBERL S FOMEE - M ALEA RN
BRI R A G 0 — LIRE T WA B8 09 2R AR A 09 45 M BT
BE A RYETHELREBEANZER A G A > RN Bp i R4 7R Rl 6918
A BERE S sk AR MR FE - XALZ T 0 ARG R — Ak ey 4F 14 o Daft
# Lengel (1986)3t H 32 2% » & 2 4 fe oy 3 R A T M ST R A & 0y B RY > M F &
O BARFREZOAN > Ao fk A YT ARSI OENREE - Bt
O BETATEEARMBRE T BAEFTFEERYRFAEL » FIFA
AEAEBMIMABMEEMRE R ABIRLHTE -

HRE G AR R PT B AT SR > TR HF B SR B B AT
KB o Markus (1990, 1994)3f 5 4&3%3% » AAY TR LBAZEMBAR RKIE B A £EME
HHTFTF TR ELZRETHEARTRTSEE  FFARI it MEH £
B BREAAERREAFANT AL REAARE T AT ERRGMAERELS
e BREFTEEZNBAZTTFRRABRLEF A F o bsh» BRY T H L AR
ATAE PO R FAERKIY AR RITAE T E4BE - eEF T ey
A iEE "ERE (critical mass) ;0 RAREFETFEHAWARY §TELEM > £EHEA
By ETEHEAFHETEARANBES X LAREMRAZFHFEAS KX -

Fulk % A (1990)4n &t 3 F Y F 3 2wk AP AR T AL B 09 30 32 h 3730 - 18
388 0 ATRTHRTDEMN @ BB feiT X MG H T £ > LB
WR— AR IEMITSE - ALTTRE LA FAZIN » BBEENVEHRLSELE
#Hy (socially constructed) » % 2] 4 BRIk & 04 & > B8 RAE T M R A E B IE
IR N0k — B £ o Contractor ¥ Eisenberg (1990)k T »f f& Fulk % A #4487k »
RPE—SRIELFAGABKS TR T RARANTRNEL L OPEI B AL 0 &
B R EGAN R ARIRA M L ABSRALT S TRA AR - A
BN REFER ARG A RROBEENETRGAEKKE T ERA
TR AL e HAMBIRG E A R YR E -

— D IREREL

SHBMEE I MEGEER L AAANCEEARGREEZ S LRAR  BACHE
LRI T AR BT E AL S FE - S HEAE o Krone A (1987)% g
TR EE Fe G TR SR AMMGA B F EAM R TR | R A TR A
ST REE A EE A TR | AN N AR o K e 3T B o M 2 2 A
L ARE AR RRE AL AR B R BRI R R DB & dHE
Bl BAZ Y AT » ARBRFEE R BAL M a2 E REAZ - RaoA M FE@E ) s
R % 3 EAME R BAL M RERE B MM R RMAGOEELE LHRTAZT EEMA
BEB B AP C, REER - W Tl ifde o SR E o AR I AR R 0 AR
AR TEERIANDGE  LAAERRL LA RO GAE S THEBF L BAY
M FRR L T ABRE
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Social Presence Theory

AR¥E Krone % A (1987)64#F AL 3, » VA SR H S ot i IFE B AT % » 947 B 4%
4% K 3y £ 18 AR & (intraindividual) @ o35 % 2 F £ A8 A 6945 H Jo {7 R O J& 48 4838 35
By R BB AR KNG E R R - WS A BE c ZARK YA A
WEBH R Eof A eFolRBaREdans LCEETAMBAARRGRNA T4
4 Z 3,7 3% (Social Presence Theory) ; (Short et al. 1976)Bp 2 b ag X %k - & 23,

WHRsL o —REABZTXFREGAL  lm k- HBHE - RE - FF o ER

Biuktn APEINALEXEARAFNELTN > ARFEFNDRFTX - £E2R
HALNEHAFOERR K - Bk ZRXABAFEB T IEFR  HEBEIR
B Rk R R e

Sproull ¥z Kiesler (1986)# 4] 4L & 2 LI/ 0L A > AL B A E T o4 0 5
% ot E T E AR T ARE R YV IEE T X F AL A2 B AT Rk b ey IE
BEXFORE > EWKFEATAEGERLT » AMTHA Eﬁif"ﬁﬂ"\iﬁﬁfﬁﬁf@ ° 15'1
o BT EBRAETEMf L3 FEE > LILRFHEHA @%éﬁf*ﬁ‘\ﬂ'—?} PWHEH B
B&ETEHM BRIV OFR  AEEEXRTARS A FBBR L ﬁﬂwﬁﬁ
FEME R A AL T & T RE

ERAR HCIRAERALFBRNLRBELT SHFBTTXFARL  HEH
F) A3 B %%%té%%f 'ﬂéﬁ%lua<>§&7kz£é?aaﬂiﬂﬂ IR T A SR #ﬂ%i%%#iéﬂ NEED

i 78 YL P BT M &L@ﬂ%*¢ ARARMEEO A E - LRAR  HAHE
% A2 %%%% A AR R0 JEE S X FMEM S - A%b&&%\ﬂmﬁ

RO S CREDES & %méﬁ FrME R RE - i 0 A ZHHIE R F BB a Bk
é&é@ A RN FBRARLEFTAARRREEY M EHIELHELE  F R &L F
A#H % RAEFRG@OBEMRE - #1E > XALRBERRTEG4FE -

RT LA EXERBEERENEBE LR MEROERBR > A EREHER
A ARAFNFE HEERTRARER T THAGEYIFEETXFTAELAS B
BhARER B FIGR ) BN - FH L FRA LA RER > AALEAEGFERTHE
#%fi?%%9§%%méﬂ%&%ﬁiﬁ§% R HN ke R R H

R BB A HH M EE S (Yoo & Alavi 2001) » rbde3u #AR H B R ey T4E
%%’*%ﬂ#%iuﬁgmﬁ’ﬁk%mééd“ﬁﬁT%léﬁ¢*h FER
ity Fe FREE AR BETHARFGELS

=~ FTSRARREEE

O RAER B R % 0 AR BT L E 09 A &4 % (role taking)Fw £ 5T A5 AR,
4y & 4 (shared meaning) » A LML IF R F K FEBRB AR BETHIH X
HEER MALMOLERBEEREYTHBRUERINDEASHAE LB ALZY -
VA B v A 64 RE ‘4’5\‘*” A% A G g BN - B - FIRMEREE T AR
RAEBTEOREREBR  HAFEZLERY R ERNEE > HhEkwiEa
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REMRZGER > LREZRAFROERE T > E MR MHE
(Putnam&Pacanowsky 1983) - dy 2o TIA A » FIRBHERBER L FE B LT FALR
BEMAT  EAEBA FRFRAFTRANOGRE  TRIFBERNIREZ TATAEAL
AR L SEFHRHATRBRTREEIRN LS - wRAFRATRE > » H
LR R TR EE GO AT R 38 R AR 0 AL BT 0 B aE S B R g B MR A RO B
ARG ER] > WIFRAERE R R RAR BT REEREENR L - &
MM B THERLYESRZIA @ KRBT HERBEE KRBT RMHEE -
Symbolic Interactionist Perspective

Daft feth oy Rl FALS ETRE THEI T A TMH B R T HIREZHH (Symbolic
Interactionist Perspective) R AR FE % 38 % A Z 12 E @ 7 R Moy F BT L & (Trevino et al.
1990) - f 35ty 14 8k 04 #F %2 F > Daft 5 A48 B 8 09 M & (message equivocality) + 3§
¥ 691454 (contextual determinants) ~ 4 445 3% (media symbolism) » & 35 %8 5 7 F 4%
BB LA =ZMEEE  SRABM LS TR ABRMBRIGIF R » REMTHET R A
AR BB Z A AL G AMZ O RAFT X - RIToyEHIRe T 2 M ey
BERIOY R~ MEERE > Plle ¥ K % BARAE T E 483 T4F > ARJE B g2
FA R AE M G ST A P LR ERAE T EAF R EE  Markus(1990,
1999)s g it @S EMDS BN R T EREAT AN EMEMARES "BERE
(critical mass) | B » £ EFM Y > CABEFTA L ERL L ANFARE LI RE
MR A LR BBERL - MENFIRAA AT RRRFRI AR R A0 EF - F
BN A A MR T AL RBMOER > oo aBd Ao FREERR
AMw AETFTHESFAA L LKA R TAZE > RTRF EFRGKE - £F
HRFHRAG AR T FERARGHE R L AEEE—ARE G
KA A AEF BT RBCOGTE  PARAL R 3% A8 8 7 K Ao e R ik 33 R & i BT AR R Y
G
Social Influence Model

7 Fulk A (1990)p742 th ey "€ & £ A (Social Influence Model) | 42 » {8
A F A A 0934 (media evaluations) ~ #5ME 7 693045 (task evaluation)fr 3% 3%
B % (situational factors) » Z H B A ERFBEHEN O =B R F - MEAHDFEEA
B3P IR T RN RS E - L B EAS LY ol AR 0
AR AL H A TIEANPTR T R B R AL - ARR  BAHMERFGFTE > IR T
ZTEMEH ARG ORE T BE L2 IEAABLEIUTZES &R > R AIITZE
HETAFEIOE % > KA MR HAAZEFG LR FEALAL - MERRA XN EE T
M ey ER £ R > AR MEBEM - FL - XALFEAMF -

R OB ENEA IR Z SRR IEIEF AR o AR E T B
AR BATAE RS 2 B Loy AE R @ BB eE R - 2 2B A
Bk B M &bk RA Lo likss » LACH B BB ER - &
ARG R BN B L AF Ik 2 B Bk R AL SR R A R B A A kA A AR BT AL R
T RMMER EATHENRAE  BAHABEAENRLEHFOP L R A
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BAE K& MAABXGER HFHRMLEROGMBAB L EERSHE BB
A PATHAEFS B - BERY HAMEAPT B EF 0930 8 o Fulk % A (1990)# % &k & » A&
BHEHNEARBBENARPATEF L 5 TG EM (socially constructed) |
0 AR EREFBRA AN B —RFEMARE KA LR ZRR T o4
Mo B 0Bk Z T o FRRE T AR € IR T A48 B ah B A AL A T B 09 455k
BR - ARAPITBHBHENOFRRBEFOFE  RA LR E B MIER T -

Lee (199 YA HF k2o MBHMAR T A HA T AL ARIERBETIRAGE
% o Lee 232 X W 5] it Boland (1991)e9#F 22 » IR BAEAT — R XM > LI EHM K » &R
A AT e458: ¢ (1)# dg M (distanciation) » W3t £ & —FE X B AR E G e Bk
FHZH o REEFPRAOXAT FTRARAGTEREZIM oA EFER: Q)8 2K
(autonomization) * — B X ik RAEF TR Z B kA ACHE L T A G 0 THEKRMER
e % M 4 3 (3)#@ 1+ (appropriation) » SEH IR A & 69 H TR H XA R EME
WA ARZE 5 (4)iE MM (social construction) » 3 HF REIR B & 04 F FAEAF R ARE T
BRE BTAKRIHORNEPHALTERYLY  EHAH  BEERFX > L
TP T o9& % (5B M (enactment) » 3{HH X Aoy ML E R BT g4
% mARLEINTH ey ARMEE IR T Mta R ez o K58 EeysF
M Lee (1994)38 % — iy XAy Bk » £ AMMEFRE TARZAE M8 AR H R
XMzt B E &k FERTXHENENER  RATHRRZEL R LTS
Wy E R o Lee (1994) A 32 4 BB BN PTREYTALSTHYE 2 ADHFTETHA
R EAE T T AR > FARME » THRHFLEAZTEAEL  HFHILRA
TEFZ -

* RIGEENERRS

ABRAGBMIEMEAMBIRL P BEAR LML EEROIZIHERY - 24 L
BB L AT MBS HE XNLEFHEREXI T @A A MBRER
R AR ABRETRATEBRLEHERATX 22 BERLLER L4
BRAR BB RR ERBEE  ERMKRETRANMGKKS - L Th AHZ
MBI AR THATRFRELENESE S FEAMLTHY  AZERTHITHE
BB R T RN B RHER AT R BRIk A g A R T Xy B@ R THAL
BHBMOEET - B RRZHBMEBGARTEFTEAAT B E/LARLERN » ALK E
RNILBRFFHZ I AR Gl AT R TR MR F R A FHERY
TR AB AR TR AREBRIARE  RARBROAERARBEARLSE - BT
HABBOREGALENTE  SBINMELRR  HALOBES R HER
R 5B -

HirhoHmBza®Ea@as® o F 350 M Giddens (1984)uy & H 17 B 32 3%
(Structuration Theories)k PR AR FH MBI % - EEBITEHER TP THHIRMBEF Y
FERBRA ARRBER > LR AR ik HRBRBA R AT RS R T
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A
onn

KRR ERAGHEXAAGERS BT X ERMEN BN B[E0TEHH
FHBAFIEAE AR > B dfo L3 578 AR $ M - ABUE N EEY T
AHBIHHER - AW KRG RN TR BT X e
Genre Repertoire

Yates #2 Orlikowski (1992, 1994 )% & f& | Giddens 89 & AT S B H AT R A+ A~
ZMEREE o T SR EHA SR L A FEAN s RS KRB R AFEE AL
T B 44 E(purpose) | 2 T 535 b (situation) | 6948 B M R E 2 > #lde T S48 X
(memo) ;" 2 FHE X (proposal) ;" &AL X (meeting) ;- R F 8975 XA F F o4 2 H
(substance)Fn 5 KX (form) + KB 1445 A7 B 4% iZ 6y By M An £ 78 - w32 15 % 09 £ 78 1 ]
MW A M H O FE D AXGRFEATRRY T KX B3 & F dakfo BZ2E
MEWMEE  RAESI F ey FH A E - Yates f Orlikowski 32 % # @40 B H K M Ik &
HoBk $2RARMRETHEMHRLZCHRAAFHERT XA BEA G MR
BREEHEF A AEREBRTRET —AHGBEL X > LFE2IHWFAREY -
R A ERIRAAR T A EEAN 2% AEREA O RME - FIE - LFESES
HATRYGEAR T ERASHBEEAL X AMAZ  BXETHLA®KG A G E
ARG ERBEFORT  E-FBE ik BRRA AR o B B4R
RAAF I TN AR ABRIKREZ TR THELTEGEA T X BHEAR
Fagmek  FEBAgHEFTITAFTRRKERGELRR KT FEA S K
(Orlikowski& Yates 1994 ; Yates&Orlikowski 1992) -
Recursive Model of Communication Networks and Media

Contractor ¥ Eisenberg (1990) 44 © # i@ 49 3% A& 4 4/~ & =@ # & (Recursive
Communication Networks and Media) | » * 3 7 »f JE 42 € % 2 5 42 A (Fulk et al. 1990)44
ik ERBEENGOHFEERN LI —RAEN » MASEATEN L5 ARFF
W TR I BE - A FRHARKE TR T REAZAIAFRAGEL &
FHEIEAGNGESE > AP EINFEBENGERA TR - Rio 0 BB HER A
MR RS IRE > BEENARARKA R L ABSRILP RS TR
B MBIk o RARBHEMOFHEEER - ARG LE  FABEERENETR
MBIRE T ERATE AR LOHMBREELTRNBE - S LHh o H
ATt Yates ¥ Orlikowski #423548 5] » AR AR AMRMBBLA a9 H L XA KRR ARE
LB AR ik RSB MR E R R Beey X

Ngwenyama 2 Lee (1997)% vA Habermas (1984,1987)f7 4% h oy T F i@ /T8y 22 34
(Theory of Communicative Action) | & JE & > AR F) T %89 A & RIEFT T F 84 Pk 1%
B F MY ST E o £ Habermas ¢4 & 7 ZEITHA R —LZHEHR > =
BRI  ZATHANERI > AR FARAA AR R A AL
A E LR AR BRBRENTL  THFTARAEINAT=ZMEAY : F— - 47
BERAF AL B AT T TA MK AR R4% B 8B FTREFENE
B TTAEBER IO ER LAY XA LG ERIBRERL - F = THAH
AR RT EEARF  EBIEE 0 T AWML R R R AR F AR A
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FOABFATHRET - 5= THHF AL ARZEAPARTRGOR AT R Fi8HE
B AT E T AR AT F YT  ERA TN o PEE 0 AED A RIFE R
£ AR EI6y B8 o Ngwenyama 52 Lee (1994) A sbiti A & Jh s » 305 F AL g E 0430
B RRRMMHEFREYEA TAEERRGERN - LR REFIRAER LA
T RDAEAMNEEKRENRERER AT F RN BEEEIOBEN Y
KA ReyFad s ARXETRATKREE  WREHERBZ LT ARETESWNE
WX

Ngwenyama ¥ Lee (1994)4F 7| 5 S8 47 8y % R 4 SLpbF oy a1 - Lk 2478 H £ 3%
ZIMEKR  FORREFEAACHREE G X FE AL RRELZEH THEL &g
FlER ey TR AR  EEM > bk A T EABKI BB TR B
FEHAR LR B R FI 00 AL » AR RMEE O FT R R B - BRBATT A
GEHRE AR AN LAY BEEE - FLE (2001)4£ 44 Habermas #) %78 B3t
Wik c T oA A IE AT (Habermas)idd » —EMA RS A A FHRFABRAEALKLZ
B RBEHFGRBPTERAE - ERARE LA EHAR LASTENLEART L
ATEE  RE Y REHE RENBEGEE B TezheE
g ARG A AT R EIFARFTOA BARBEERNAEAESFK > £ H
Ty 9 RRME Y AWML TE o

AEEPTE > R 3 AFTRIE  FTRALE  FRB  HEESF WA R L
AR LI TR SRR IR MERE AR A EHEE o

&x= 3 BRARN ZEEB BRIV LR

B R de Bt R ALEF R B MlEE 2
BRAHBRE  (TEik i F R 1E 9 4 8 |15 9% 4 8 R R
R 4k ik oY HL AR SR (3R 0Y B A2
i A
INGE D) 43 FHREIR 28 ) FRANCRE|EACE DR
TP AY HL A SR |3 R SRy R AR
i A
HRBBRE 2L R i3 ) B AR A% IR 4 F | BF R B R B
A EBERLIEBAEN XY E
b A AREAAE
R B AR
oy i A2
AHRESHME MHER b4} B AR 4L G IK 45 o |4 SR 4 Ao iR
HE R LM E(R IR
UEE R )
3 F RKPF A
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MEBTAMRKRLZREANSBOARERTE  FBOR R TR Ml
FREAAL T g 0 A AE AT AR B AR R Ly £ B A 64 24 3 BARAR S AL
W ERFROTFEBAFZALE - FRINIARFEBEABRIEHHE S RER
BB RAERARERELEARAE MAL - R RE R XERBIEIRAE R E ey FF K5
EMABERLEERGRAZIER  EAREE LALLM LB XITRZIAL > M
AR B RE LR ERE T ARG ZBHRB4 5% LUKRRT RE&QH
B o Bib AL BN ANEREBEAR PN QG BEERA R IAEZIER
URHBBEBIERMAZIT RG> HAESEZABEREBZIFT ZAR > THEUAHRE
BRAMHR P Nz adEans -

ARG THEREE OB RIEHRERES ) HBAESE > TAEHBATHE
PAZ@ABBEANRONZRARELE  FHEITR REIRAMRHNER £3A
Habermas (1971)32 ey T3040 54 0 RNAL = EE X RA > FIEFARES ~ %%
BB EED B AT L2 2R AR KR KA R A Kt
MTREIHEPNZ AR BERAE XA RIEH BB - SR - MR
BRERAKTIHRL G AHY T WAL XEROARAT AR B LR
S EARBEORF > LHEAPBAZT LR RERMARIARG R - A hF AL
B EEHM AR AR EEEEERR PN AGEBARARGFT TR
B B F AR EABRNG EZERETON  BALETRAEBR -

WA RZWH T oo > MBRHBRBRE T HBEN AT L AEZTHE > ERLA
BPEARRIEENGEF G ERN OB FRABRLERALNOBRERTE
B ARz BRESNEARAKRLHOEE > 24 HBRBEEREAMAE
HEBEN AR EBRRL T EZRARRAGHENE  TEELEBSRIEFTAERA S
MBIk - BWBEAXERBEA LB MEINR S i kESLH 2y -

#B% Krone % A(1987)89#F % 3t R4+ 344 %W H A KR - K B 0o BilE
BE o oA A RMEORFE > RUEH RAEF DI RBERXIE RO AT > PR AE
AL RHERI AT ZE BT - ARRAAFT R ~ KRR > UARAAERA
WEZEGME EM T EE RO RARAZXEROEY > BFZEARERE
HZHFRR - SRS TUHRELHNERASGPERTROBRRILGHA
TEGER  BHIREBHEROHAR PN FE8A RS EHHERER B
TP A EAENRERAE > BHRLHMERARZIHAR -
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Z - RRARRERARTR

A RFEE G RIVEABEZEAMNGEES B EEEANE P A0
WA RARIRGYF ALK 0 A HE FTARS A HABN L ERERAHKE - K
o KRR BRI AR A B EAESE  BE L —RAARBABTRE LT
Ry A RA EMACABRBEHRR - AR RERHAHERMEE—F RS
dot BEATLOEFE(S SR T RIERFRR)  REBRG T (5 EEF  BEX
SR ER) AR ERRREARAR) AR EAY B G5 FEERRLILRE
HA)VENR T ARE > SRHEEREI RN T EZHE -

Hoh o HF R IR R PT RN E TR LR T E LR AR R
FiERE O BART EABRUIR T EIHELABHOBENGE > ERRRAYEF
ABRFEAEEZ SRR FPRLRAMRAGFE T E  HATHKENER - &
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