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Narrative communication:
A theoretical proposal to the study of communication
by
Kuo-Jen Tsang, Ph.D.
(Dept. of Journalism, National Chengchi University)
&
Yean Tsai, Ph.D.

(Dept. of R-TV, National Chengchi University)

Abstract

It has been more than a half of a century since the study of communication was born in
the late 1950s, but the whole area has recently been criticized for being boredom without
creative ideas; obviously new perspectives are urgently needed for its future development.

In this paper we propose to introduce the narrative theory/research/paradigm, which has
been welcomed in many disciplines of the social sciences since the 1990s, and suggest to
employ “life stories,” one of its new emergent subareas, as the main theme for future
communication research.

Because of its strong background in humanity, we believe concepts involved with life
stories should encourage researchers to study communication more as a human element,
emphasizing its functions in encouraging imagination, improving the willingness of listening
to each other, and building up the sense of community.

In this way, communication, rather than being considered as “effects” fulfilling the

message sender’s goals, should be used to promote the beauty of life.

Key words: communication theory, life stories, narrative, narrative communication, paradigm
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Bird & Dardenne, 2010: 214 ; /,] AR )e
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TRE G 0 B K PR i ﬁ'/ ... St 2 er7B— 2R (¥ 1 p Steyaert & Hjorth,
2009’519% g > 2010: 118yﬂl"‘v Pl Rv)

2010 2 2% > $ W TATE e < Rid4EF ¢ 3= (Newspaper Division, AEIMC) % & +
Bill Cassidy #3287 S @ ¢ A M HMEBT o { LRELL (7 42
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LR TR SRR S A AR Y (FAMREREFTL ) ol

FEF ML AR B R 2 7T AR BRET AL R LFF o
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R BT B PIRT AR ] 02 L2 F e
FES BT T L 2P ATl 4P 0 R -4 7 FEN BR
Berelson (1959) ¥ W. Schramm 2. 5 7 ¢ 4557 '—f*fd@yﬁlﬂfﬁ z o 2 #F P | (withering
away)* @ % [ Stanford + & J.D. Peters (1986) ™ # £~ i fL @A 5 © AR 4B 2 2 &
SR T RFBAR LT S AR HEABEd o LR A E PR TARE b AT AR 2

" § & (intellectual impoverishment) ® f7 > 4% £ 3835 i A& Peters fLut % 5 [ 247

| TIRRST) ST A R RIS %ﬁ il 2 mﬁﬂ [ (1996) ~ it a7
(2000) #=752H (2001) ~ ek FSJZE‘ o (2003 é—ﬁ' (2004 $* (2006) = -
riﬁ Ff:ﬁ iE |~ FalE@EEet i F 1 K. E. Rosengren (1993 ) F”Tfﬁjldf g0 frog ponds °
SBPINERE 1551 48 5 7545 Glen Bleske i F’?F AN g = T Y2 e o HI ?5&
Vibey: i”ﬁ“[“"/%fn@i/?[//ﬁf/ s f/ WEEF I Y T YA S
I S BRI R T 5 1 G £ 1 (YRR
‘[*/f/?[///%?? 5t () Bleske gﬁnHFFrEJn'\” Ejﬁffﬁéﬁfé{ %)
*E S B T Journal of Communication £7H% 1983 = {Vol. 33 > summer issue ) HLI! rﬁ%}
Wl PR (ferment in the field ) FHREYE & &% - o & £ (1993 & > Vol. 43, autumn issue )

F |- vEtsEh=- %@ﬁﬁ'ﬁlﬁ}]ﬁ% o fE BT, ["E‘ifﬁ_':]“‘m 5%@'*%38?{ Nordestreng 1/ I?F‘TT (2004 ) -

W



8/6/2010 5
I — BF ) G AT 2 B (p.544) -
AF3 4 d- f,]&r-ﬂ W. Schramm B>+ 337 5 T 4] | (institutionalized ) 2. & & |+
@ 4p # % Illinois, Stanford, Hawaii % < &= > T @3y ¢ o ) FFAMLE S 4 o0 TPV R
B % | (intellectual underdevelopment; Peters, 1986: 537) Jc ik c H= > S H =3 ﬁ B T Fam
# | (information theory) & JREE T 51 » 4o T 32 IL—"Z (sender)~TJz2 IL—"’ (receiver )~ &l & #45 |
(encoding)~" 5 3 ;(message) % 22 T + i AP B 0% § 473 (169 ’?12;¥€' MpHEL1966)
Evg o BRGE Ty S R et L B E BT F & T (Peters, 1986: 540) >
Peters » ¥ S = 2 MBFHFEM L 1’%—}5‘ (founding fathers » 4= W. Schramm, P. Lazarsfeld, H.
Lasswell, C. Hovland) 2. # 3 # § 3527 - x * W 2 R 5 # a0 T s a7 7 (policy science ) ~ T -
3% % & (intelligence needs ) § B » 4= Schramm < §f JR733+ % Frc /i’ W4 3 4 & (Office of War
Information ) » # 1% 5 § & f2/-F i3 R AL (4osg i Lon% ) @ 2b4PP oo (Ao e A 1R 0
) T p F AR (BRI ) EM FY 12\{'— i iwien® & | (priestly class of social
researchers, p. 546) p = — Fo WA EAT 3 F I TR T e 5 T A2 7 (grand
theorist) 7 B ®4& > £ A T kB AE B 4354 > A3 pumal @3 LR i rEHTE -
Peters 2. > 404 = L apx (s kv w3 NHnp 5 8 0 2154 § 714 ¥ (Gonzalez, 1988) »
4e# fF S, Chaffee® (Chaffee & Metzger, 2001 ) T 35 A % 4= 3% 4115 FLEE T & F 4% 4 5| % B
77 7, (the end of mass communication? ) » 5 3% & AL § B ~ F IR & AF AT S L2
P digdy, Y7 E T2 L2 %2 3 Mm% (apurely 20-century phenomenon; p. 365) °
SEFATHE YA > L - BT BT S G TR e AR B BRI R TRy
o5t 4ok 4Tk % (agenda setting ) ~ i i* 323 (cultivation ) ~ $+ 2|3235 22 < i = 3 (critical theory
& cultural studies ) fﬁﬁf;’?m’?% A ZEITER > BRI EAS T RBIEIES G kR o]

4rsx @ L 4 > Chaffee it &7 ¢ ﬁ@_ﬁ_? A GS SET P § e

> Peters }‘FLlr (p. 545) 1‘}5’;{4 EHIEJI‘ﬁF {2/ Plato, Aristotle rugr\ BISSER S £4TE% J. Locke, D.
Hume > F|Z[ZH {43 ~ l’ﬁéifji M. Foucault J. Habermas ¥ 721 communication » ([ {1
Eﬁﬁﬁg‘jt[ ﬁl_{j;‘\ I/df\E% EKJPJ i—‘,ﬁ? ' FHPJ[E'H"CEEU' Fl fEEH[i[q-g—EI .

¢ Chaflee % SHOH Schramm L) 1151 1S IOPEAS » % ] e S EY Public
Opinion Quarterly ) .V {{rFJ[]f [lf'1 Chaffee &7 ( fl Chaffee, 1988) > WF[J % FLES * £ Chaffee
i s (Hochheimer, 2001 ) o

" Chaffee 1 H1-4 [[WSMIEAT 2SS (- o - VR 5 €314 Rt R - gy
PR BB+ 01 Chaffee 4 32 1.5/ T, Cprophesies )
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S URESE LSRR - ] = E’a‘“ﬁﬁ@:}%éﬁiﬁ‘iﬁwé%‘ Schramm § ]2 # fl#% ~ ¥ B 5 =
(University of Illinois — Champaign) @ ** 2008 & § # % Mg s e > ® v 7 % 51 Chaffee
(Chaffee & Metzger, 2001 ) #r4L T = ¥ @3 | - 3712 5 T80 2 W% (£ F Lopez, 2008
#7412 mediacology — %) o °

e Peters (1986) & {7 @{HFF hpIL B 8ris > © X (&x g ) Rz w L2k ©F
Pl 2R RS S RR Rorty 22 30305 s BN ATE R 2 5V ek € 424 (neo-Deweyan
vision of social science, p. 552 )% it &~ & (literature ) ¥ & 7 12 & pFid 3z > T % B (sense
of community ) » 3§ 4 3§ 4c Mirasis 4 o

*2 g B Peters 2 H & BIFFAY *"z#p Msdr henp 4 (selfreflection) ¥4 » it — &
PHEBELe e kEe HRARALE A LD AT BF4oFTR @ﬁ%} ,( communication as transmission )
F O hem it Brd 2 AR (2 i A T4 2 T4 Ee R (life-world; Schultz &
Luckmann, 1980) & ¥ kit > A KT BIEL F R~ G F i Carey (1992)
S @B T2 v gel (communicationasculture) s AR @F L T4 % M4 T Tk
ey A TEZEAZER > & 7 Tx R (commonness) " % F ; (communion) ~"A4£3 |~
T Eo eI Rt GRELOp G R > 2004:12)

Iz oA RFELD 51¢§%LE$’€&§ BIEF AR PRS- YT LB
PHFBETRBA > X EY HEFE P N T LT 2 K N e Peters 4y 2 A
BRASRE P RFLEERE P EE ARG TR {FIEDPMA T A e

A2k g B2 WATH B ik o

FEONY S A B iigs L& kuf T e 2@ 4 (the interpretive turn; Rabinow &
Sullivan, 1979) & stm # 2z [ % 42 % £ 8 | (the narrative turn, Czarniawska, 2004; Riessman, 1993:
FH) O ERABER (K H A RBBEE) fR TFRLE o AR T
TG AT R M P B (el 2010) NHERERER -

M) TAE o RlmAEE TR M AAT L H kg

8 22 (MR 5K (U] Rogers, 1994 ) £567 "’ Schramm 7 {H1#[]3 {Eﬁ%ﬂ ]E”ljf;ﬁW“ ¢ (Institute of
Comrnumcaflon Studies ) i %5 g [ ;T‘EVJI%J/ BYEL “J? ,f ’?IQ??JFE Iglﬁ? [ -

? Chaffee & Metzger, 2001 F'EJ%L REESEl F*E} G2 AN '—{E}' TEER T VAR S Flp. 365 -

° D. Herman (ZOIO)I?,'LJJ?T'r ClnA g 2ol | = M8 F 1 Kreiswirth, 2005



8/6/2010 7

KAtdzz T4 ST | L0 P BRHF TP TEAT L il piﬁ'“ﬁ Fraaz T4 2 Tp
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M4c% & | (narratology) kR R i > - & % -4 AR RS B B3R (0 G
Gennette, M. Bal, G. Prince, R. Barthe ) 7 1970 & i % {5 e7% 4 (Onega & Landa, 1996) » £ &
7 AR g 5N e L& s hofE & (plot)s % 2 (fabula, sjuzhet )~ © & (text)~ ¢z ¥ (story )~

£ 2 (focalization ) ~ P% B (time, temporality ) ~ 4z ¥ ﬁ (narrator ) ~ #c3 ¥+ % (narratee) f’rsﬁ e
B —‘F'f (author & reader, implied spectator & implied reader) ~ # 1+ (voice) E v rd 7 Ay - &
o B TR %P PR REER (APMIEA 551 A Onega & Landa, 1996) - 2
ATt ) - @kd Bl 302 M §I123% 7 Tzvetan Todorov ( Bfg % % <) 3t 1969

4 (31 Riessman, 1993: 1+ # p K33 &1 f Godzich, 1989: ix) » #7563 B35 5~ & 1

\mL

Bz - BFA- kAT R VML Tw&d ) (storytelling) 47 o P 3 iE 0 R

Fi

Hibo d BEE LA b HEA T JRACE L& @ AT S RIS T RS L B R e i E T B 4

2

fTRERE LR RRY - 4 2 R RREAGEF V.Propp (R L 1922) 2

&

FEIRFALE o R Gni o ma&FE YT AR (genre) i A “HEAIx

.
St

wA A (7
frz s Dot formula) 8318 2582w SR F A K A F B L RS K (FF
£52000) AR F RALE TR s () ¥ R 3] (archetypes; % = 3% 1997 /Cohan
& Shires, 1988; Cawelti, 1976 )

@ ARE B% Ay E G BP9 5 £ (Chatman, 1980; Coste, 1989 ) /%

R VAR A lﬁ‘?gﬁ%&{ ORI~ 555 2 2009) g - o TS E
ﬁ‘ﬁﬂﬁ#fﬁwé%w¢ﬂﬁwﬁ%ﬂﬁféﬁwi ﬁ'ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%W@%W’
;B G O T R T

Iy HERIE -

12 45 &%‘jﬁ (narrative theory ) ~ %15 (narratology ) ~ "4 (narrative research) = FHH-

B N PR PR B 1 g A
- RS B e -

" Onega & Landa, 1996: 1 E,;*::‘BF TRE TR (R SR R st ;ﬂ%t% ;

ﬁ'n FEI&:]@{&IH Firl F’l‘* NI JF[FJ (medlated enunciation ) ; [ ALES - [ £
Df'f'” #44 | (linguistic narrative ) » | ’?EU A= if}myﬁih . F%J Y= ‘Fi
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REHAEZPE (4L Bal,2004 &3 ) M- (R 7 0 1987) 250 (B3t 20005 ¢ 45

REFY AcR R 2000) E R B IEEdoi pIERAEE o BRE L 4o FIEH K
(AFERY) «1@ (3&>F 5 1997, Cohen & Shires, 1988) »

Higsdmgr TN A ) (875 L3 2002/Herman, 1999: 177) & @ $78L7 i 2
EFens R o2 RABATETE TN A tdhen 2w 2 (Herman, 2009) ~ A ¢
(MA R~ 5 § 48 2003, White, 19735 % % 4%>2001 )~ & v ( &8¢~ £88 7T %> 2003 Clandinin
& Connelly, 2000 ) ~ 4 #g4 ( Clifford & Marcus, 1986, Bird, 2003 ) ~ =32 ;5% (Angus & McLeod,
2004) %3 AT f AR R -

N E R A‘ci;é‘n—*ﬁ X aEER (X4 AL gipi # social constructionism) 2z ¥*
W n £ALE S ~353F (discourse )~ B8~ = g ¥ M d | & Tkt | 08 % (Chatman, 1980;
Gennett, 1980; Gergen & Gergen, 2003; Greimas, 1990) > 322 T > &~ (A%H v F ~ 2 F -~ &
18 HreEe B Hhamay 7 Ed ik § R 2 A3 % L Brockmeier & Carbaugh,
2001) 328 Te¥ ) A58 2 5487 3 st (i) -

sy - A G 5 AT NG 2 B gd (%0 Bal, 2004 2w AE ¥ ) &t
TARITEE B F v AR ARAF 2 AT TG RE Lid o AARAT A E T ERE A& ifiA s

A #3188 Ha Raniix (Josselson, 2007) « 5412 » 8§42 1‘%‘ LREFEa AL LE

Sy

=% (Randall, 2001: 33 gt 5 “it transformation” > f 4 1T)» & 3 2= £ ip 5 fiett B gLeish
(Fisher, 1984 & % #% 1 r"ﬂtij’—'?"‘u FOHAPMAFATE ) Fa ¥ ARIHRIGFEEE[F
#] L, hE & 76 (Brokmeier & Carbaugh, 2001:9) -

EeA% B (FTH ) B AT 2 1Fi5 4 A 5 0 i B A dgsr it (A Fisher, 1987 ; Coste,
1989 ) ATR AR & R 3 @ 54520065 3 & 4 >2005: 3% ~ 95 K = > 1999 ; Johnson-Cartee, 2005; Jacobs,
1996; Gurevitch & Kavoori, 1994; Liebes, 1994; Roeh, 1989 % #p B i 5.0 J % F| 7 i 1980 & A [
KEEE LB B gk §UPH (49 0 2002 Berger, 1996) o i 4 S8 F

Bird & Dardenne (1988 ) # 3 & — 4 ~ Q& i~ R # 23 I T 37@F T & F | (news as story ) # 2-

4 Fisher, 1985: 348 g Phom S F L fo2 hAzee ) 4 2 $24 (human sciences ) § P E5A% B 5 4748 (4
FHE B ~FT R 3\’6\3»53 ez —ﬂ‘]wé‘r?i’ﬁﬁ‘kﬁ]frgﬁ [;\:'—ﬁu?gr‘
<) E & ; (Cartesian Anxiety ; ! i Bernstein, 1983) » &t fﬁiﬁfﬂ TRERFETHEEFAY
HIRA2L W o
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dpmidga IF’}“&P% B e 7—5‘1 EiATE B rié&i—‘ﬁ | (storytellers) » # #7r2 H 3 5 3 X
e AR RER AR DL R T e AT ) BEA LTS p R (F
A Bird & Dardenne, 2010 ; #2t ~ @ E (= » 1999) »

gV AT L L RIS RADE RS LI AR B L B2 2R Carey,
1992) > L #2 7 T& A, (&2 B RAA) 2 FokRAL (Fisher, 1985) 5 127 ki & £ 4%
BBAEE B A LI BN B (bod BATFRR, a5 TR ) &a Ly @
HPF2LARAERAER G o 4ol TE L2 AN BhEe ( F A PEEREER
Bt p ¥ A ET T EAF A2 2 F R (R Rz~ EETE 20055 #4445 3% 2002, Berger, 1996 )

o[ Bl- Yo7 BIEPN F (odTHRHFE) B 2bdod He T T et e R
AREEE (WATR T ) BEF R GRg R RpErfe e PR TER,
(representation) 2% (2 [B-] "2 ) 2 BHnwla (s 5sh) 7855853
el 2 & ([M-] ¢ & ; %% Herman, 2009: Chap. 6 #7343 2 narrative and mind 4 %
experiencing minds 24 ) A B o F MG T&E V&L B FEA A AR 7 [#A<F
f—#] w5 g5 2 i ag ef7 X #5 17 | (Jacobs, 1996: 387-388 ; BreiE pdtg A2 ) w flhH e 2

e AN EIRZ HEF ESL =0 RTINS E S ?m Z2ERL REF 2 HAREP o

EF+ & (social context)

i E£H ilﬁ&% i
FREE PR [ERAT GRROME)
WAL (GER)
i E 2
AR
BHF R # d AR (LR B2 E)

4% (2 &) 8 (narrative context)

Bl- - /Ii if}‘i'é‘% LGN BN NE
=1t (2009)
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PRI RAEEE R AT TG PATFE (el R DR R RE T 2 kT

8 (deaTHAEE) 75 A ([B -1 ) @ Fisher (1987) e Bk & B4 ¥ § A*EL +
o BB R AT B gerrfi g AFRTE Y 2 CDRETR O A GEPLLE T
#ed AR (T ® ) 0 493 R R 3G R rid S F 45 4 4 (poetic life; L Scholes, Phelan,
Kellogg, 2006/1966) » téc¥ s e 7 » A mEid 22> 2 TR AE S | A# (& ¢ & 9535
Carey 2. %) e WML &> a i) THak®: (&%) 24 §RW2 T4 E
Sl T R A Fla AT EANERE 2 CELROI B kG

e Ty AR (T E RN F)FAETE T oA B0 E 2 (facticity -
BB EAREEGEE ) 2 TP (&) 1 (possibility » & 21 5 % 233> 2002, Herman,
1999 - dpizimec o) ST R DA RFEFLE 2E ) A g@wGs (L[H-1 =)
B thit (discourse/discursive method) @ #-H (W@f¥) BEIPH &2 F A HH LR

fp () i (BgsHaitez 79 4 FP ) mediated enunciation) » F]@ 25 3t E » &

W73 2 T4cE H 8 ) (narrative context ; [B- ] =p ) -

d gt BB 3 & (logic positivism) JZ{H L e i) RAT RERF 2 L] 0 W F B
EXLEN (4ed5® 1 FH) TEEA ARR LS TR (FA T 94 & reductivism £
&/ 2 % , minimalism > % B 343 ~ £88F % > 2003,/ Clandinin & Connelly, 2000) #% &
BRI FERFT T EE A IHY (REY) Pk & TRR FERL 0 ALE
EAp (AR E ) P S RRBTTRRLETEY c KT B FIGRL TR A (TRATEE
ARHEAETL) R TR, & T B E (B 2R e THREF LR A
Hyom sk (SR NAKF T B SFI RPN ZL LA T ERELABRT F o

Heed 2oz T0REAT ) Zhdfpng BRI E > 2 Fla $#F kiopZ el

(Intemet) S "’ﬁ‘j}i;}i% ‘)‘\f ﬁ’h’? ('QL"FI ;%’?L—E 4 - ¥ f;ﬁi)’ %‘fﬁij@f“g‘u: Ly Ed 03 X

FAF AL EAFRE2 TER o TP 2 SRR TEAR L BREY (FHEF) &
KE LN L o AR B i Peters, Chaffee % 4“4 MM L9 | P ¥ 2 82 £8 7 %

BEAFED S @R B PER TR (Aodt i A% BAPRCT QB A B L6 4 1
2005) 3 $AfE (B A FAAREOTE S FA R Lftee 0 2006)  (FER AR (4o R e

A p T Bk EATR FE 0 LF BF02005) 1480 AKTEHL M BABHEH 2 FLETR
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R R TR T AT HL PR AL PR A B PR PG (4

Gl

Craig (1999) % 4F 7§ (2010,2006) 77 ) 4 AR5 258 N 5 eeeifid » ¥ F 6> 5 £ o

2T, TR 2V - e AR F LB

ho b Eorit > BT EATRERES BRI T gl B4 # G Lk o K
M% 5 T RATFT (o iz 2380 1999) B B4 (do3E5 2000) + B4 (dov 3 -
2006 ; Coste, 1989) % » e gt pjd4piT (R THP )> BEFE2E FE 2 3 S P o M ESRIE5]
z A% FHP > ik 5 H_! Fisher (1987) - Cragan & Shields ( 1995 ) ~ Berger ( 1996, #¢4£ » 2002 ) >
P 0 2008) 0 T ERHGBHELEEL frF P Al e
W AETEREFLBNEN -4 AR ERAEHI-ALFERCH YT R LT ER
(1985-1995) @4~ 3 ‘ﬁi%‘uf’%?@ gFEer g i o 4o Fisher (1987) % 4 g 4 E 2 F e
#2 % I » Cragan & Shields (1995) £ 4 # 24 2 Bormann £ Burke 2 4 508 523 - (2Bl
A T* @354 | (applied communication theories ) % # X IR % ; Berger P ¥ Biiis » & ¥ 3
Wk E e @R Tp 43 @B FoE2 > M2 AEX L FHKBELEBRRP AT RS
PR R R e F g ARI e B P R E (2008) RIG R AR A2 e (FEFR

FH) PATRERE LY F O AMAHII T U BEZ AF S L FIRET HHh -

B & o Fisher 2 5% § M T 3§38 | (thetoric) > F]a K A #g7 & L 5 TP 5 2 g g
fhofe p oA AL R A2 LML e R FREFGHERL (WHEATE R ) R
FEF oG AR 0 REEWLHE S AR 0 P A i (431 poetic) B Flak £ B R

8L (expert opinion) @ & At (T% > HR- BFTy 24 EE Ko

N

Fisher 314 1. 5 < b = 3h 8k 0 505 1 302 Rt iR Aol 2 301 0 B8 1 3 30
S DR o e tp s R D250 A F LA BHER B AL TV AR
FooBLETE ERPREIAEPTED T A AR A v TR RSERE
(communicative anarchy) i #5001 i B K THETARAP | (TETTEF LG
TTRABEY) ok Hage  BEET o

v

ti%d % - %4 o Fisher @€ 4 T1242 | (logos) — 32 v & Rk > xdh T4c¥ | 5 4 4F
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o

FU 2 BT S Bl 3 Ry T AR E e BN E o L RER PG
RHBFE e A B R jlm B A [ A ] e #4 ) (1987: 193; i%x,l =
&< )oFisherins » A2 & 973 B> 7 F|A P X 4 W E 4T 2 (narrative rationality ) » 2 » £
Forde () b2 FR B BA -

Fisher £ ¥ # 41 2 {7 v gk ! %{@1]“ fode ok 0 B 4 #5 4 (homo narrans) > A H &%

G RZAWEYE 2 fHewmae F L5 7 4857 T4 [#R] =4 | (good reasons) » @ 47 ih

B e S AR M2£it | (recounting and accounting » 4ok jp] ~ 3 1% ~ | 3% ) &
FoHrRfiELA -

f Fisher 2 & 7 » B2 #F®&E 2 4% ¥ &t {4 (narrative probability » #f 2% &% %
2 Tvg (#8) # ) & TiE @ B | (narrative fidelity » & B 4§ TR e TinE
M) Fir B fdn T B EA DL G F Y AP REFBAER A A FEP AT [
FILz7 i  a Pl LRH 7] 7 mr B, (p.47)° 23 THE ple T [
FR]Zd HBE | F M I T LT R AR 0 Al A Lk B r B i
ERASE D ¥ A EAp P iR o Fisherins T T A prr prilfBI b f B3> 7 &
BERPOETHT AL PSP ER A PR - LES FHRAAPFRCEER

5% & L2 > Fisher e % @ LY kH5 5 4™ 1 2 (p. xiii s P Zokadp A2 )

-~ Aﬁﬁ\fgf]&{u@iﬁ%#y SR - A

=~ ‘ﬁ‘ﬁm@%éﬁxm‘\ff{{#i s 31;1 ri{?ﬁ/ﬁ'{ IR N ORI & XA N -y ek d=ai

i
::"’”l’)i m“f’—lli églft’f#’ak‘ M43 32 o J’;}’;j ie # A 4B E T8 77 /},@L&’KE)EJ,

o~ A FIEM D AERM o d ZE T B BE Ml

=4

AP R fy I - i P ¥ 0 2 B8 # 4¢84 4% (continual re-creation) #f
g A FEa ko
Fisher 7§ £ 2 # T4 £ #RL FIH 6 77 7 4 5 4 E.G Bormann £ K. Burke
BHE (p.63): . deBUtke AL » 4 57 4T » JARF TS LI AN E A

%#jzgﬁﬁ#fziif“/}‘ﬁ%ﬁf’* MO bbiTp ¥ 25 BRABELRZRRAZEBEL R £ 0 F

o

% Schultz & Luckmann (1980) 2. T4 5+ & | pLELB S
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fe Fisher % 2 ;it 4c¥ & foor # # dp M 32352 B 5> "0 @8 {5 & 5 Cragan & Shields(1995)

2P e o F oA F 0 1981 £ 0 g b dk Bormann 2 B335 i * #7303 {2 %] Bormann

2384 5T PR L 2% (symbolic convergence theory ) ® Burke 2. " % |32 3% | ( darmatism
theory ) ¥ Fisher # i 4c ¥ 322 =x % = 3 » Cragan & Shields i&m & # = —%" RRIRES S MR+ Bigs
72 [f63% ] #5.23% , (symbolic theories in applied communication research ; # #z ACR
Metatheory ) ;ﬁtt R TR BRTY 2 EH R BT R D E LR BN .

B iTY hi%d Fw F I Fisher MH X AL H 5 T AT L $323% ) (narrative paradigm
theory) » ¥ fFip 5 Tt T BIER (FIH fFihp Fisher 3 fomv a 2ok § £8 )

1. Lag i f (LM% ) 7 F] Fisher 333 Cerg gt fACE ) (p.95)

2. PR RN AR L EE T T A F A BRI AR TR Y
AFE et A4 (i) Cragan & Shields f#f# (p.95) - L @ * &F L § - P&
HEENGRERRTTIARIETNN 0 TR EH ) 2848

3. A T ® (g BESF R ELFE) ZHG WA FHER (FHH) D
i w’v‘”‘:}ﬂ 3} > Fisher 3u. % 32+ 4272 | (rational reasoning) &/ 2 A oM 2 X B 78 ~ o3k
B Rt TR o 0t AT 2 AN S

4. ACE R A G AAE IR E TR A AT (A% )0 2 7] Fisher 4p 3R E B R

A Mg B TR TE

5. LEFHRERY A PERIRLIEPENRST R A HE0 [2 2] 4
FOGR#wm) o A IEH RN - 3 A2 Ak g CEE RS AT O FE S RERAAoL

iEma g mp AP T A mF  (grandstory) 2 pimip B o 4oif T ERF 1#:17‘7.%
FEZ TR (WL FRFE)ETFFAis (AFEFE527%) EFEL D
PORSATL RS TR By 2 [163%] #5LZ% > Cragan & Shields 5§ 15 4% )
LAk AT PR (A ) AHZBACRAE S (G ) dofh2d v e 51 T&E T BiEH
N TEed EPE o BHEe el T AS A TS EME TR TREY

Mg vt ~T&TBEP | 5 (pp. 255-261)-

15 % Fisher (1987) 81— [n‘ T g Al A R jIJJ B %Ej ) %E}L%#ﬁ‘jjfh E ?5\?*%* N
%IIJ“ =z %‘ﬂw N #‘*ﬂ —rnuﬂF’T SR T’T%'—Fw —FIJJ/FJ%JJ@ ’ Iﬁlrﬁ‘tﬁﬁﬁj #m@%ﬁ'n °
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Cragan & Shields % 3 » 1973-1992 # FF L ¥ 40F | 31 fapMeh ¥ (#4651 % I h e o #
I & 2 R )0 A ren B~ 2 @4 ARk (argumentation/debate) ~ 4 %] BIAY @
TN A N E i’ét;v[]?w ¥ u2® Fisher iz 35 4 > 4o T 3 A3 D dTenioas a2t
2> % #3123 | (general theory) ~ Tl f ikl ~TiEAEM £R2NE 5o

1344 Cragan & Shields (1995: 263) » Fisher w P g i&— # R olAF L & 5 ¢ &% > 4p-

Wi

A2 BFHE AR B ThiEFE (ﬁrﬁ&%‘liﬁéﬁa) S ACTE o AR TR AT A A
ZEH o d PRATHP ¥ v Fisher cn@ i an 2 Wi % o0 - i (dpikc® =) S u
Lmitp F (Gps® o) (» B REFE 7 uiEEr R (&%)

b - F 0 Berger B 2B A LT A FE, 0 WA Z Rk TAF AT T

TG AE I K Lk | % o i Berger AR RS Sk AE LA P K 2 A 2

BRFLF 2 PR AT (RF) ol ApLFrdeFL o F L AEY (F44 2002, Herman,
1999:10) % p R * MK BHEV S P A I H A H I B dE 2 LB TIEF V3%
HoBGBPEE-AEATFH AP LY R s LR AR -

A Berger { % MM AR ALY T 7Y 0 2F Lo BRERT A BERA KL

BPEi Mo s Tiw TRRAE CTIRFEAL S (RARAFT ) THE B P TR

A’Iij r}%:}%’&{ij(l% r“’.&.] <}1)~) iviﬁthb\rE#.4;é ﬁ'!;i’r—'x“(\f;il;}*éj_
EAPIT o B BB H L AT R KA AT R B ] B RGP F 5 A AT

dOEH R R R SRR R LI B R

Berger 35 > BN Fad BAAD BRAITT 2 GAHBRRITIAEITELEFHEN G
e FTRERAE (AEEB) TS (2R FIR (AT ) 4~ AL g RN
(F 17T FApT M~ A2 2 pes R 58I APURG AT DEH TS (I

TR T S TL ik s KRR ) PP E AT RS o 5 B E BR T kAR 7 SR

o

MR T I k2 pF A EAM e 2 LA E pEEpNE

RIS

=

i Berger » BiEMAFX 2EER P VAR > 2 AR Y T LEF o PramdApsFgd o
R » SRR R BRI o ST p AR R )R frACE B G
Ligfrai i PEAEF L - wF (F 179) - Berger 53 3 ’%ii{r/iﬁﬁu\rggé‘ﬁu\r? 24

o RE CTHERMEARER [F) EF0 24 (F 180) s v p 25 Tge >



8/6/2010 15
PhdHme AR R R PEARFT o R p A AT AT TR mERF LD
A RERAER R AEEF (SR 2T AR ) AT o mEL A T p

BiE KRR A e AR S K 2uE AR K2 L P B

Al LR e - HRP A A EZEM PR A AT o
W milE B ¥ BBy ARE R AMr A E R 8w 5 (2008) B A G i
(RTATERARNIE - a8 THE | - 5 T8 ERAT 2P (1994-2002) 4R

PEEEM TS 8 TG ) ek A AR (F 1)+ A2 85 b 4
PREGAER s F o ZTHIEME (TR ERRL ) & FEH AR FA LR L T2

ZARpE, (TR ATLFE) FEAAEIEE (T 1)

o KR BER AT L TV 0T DAES T AL R T 0 AL ek
*/%}Tz%dfv/fzéﬁ’fl Y (F2) e TAEER R TAEER 23024 T @

FEB g i TEF (reality), (F 2048500 p ) 230 TR EG > #
CEARARE LRI B SEL L F R AR P R AR L TR gk

- EBRE é’«’%?‘“i&rﬁiiyréfh 2Tk 2 FRE RIS TR
II}*EE\F‘\;Pﬁmi’aﬁxkﬁ‘_ﬁ‘{r?’br{imﬁﬁJ v F i £4 T AR ) F ol
oA KR REFEOEPEERET o iR EERF A F LR T AT S
% J.S. Bruner (1990) gk ui f M T2 & T adhd - TF2Fi%,
(anti-essentialism) 53 A § B @5 2 F A M > & L3873 ¥ 2t 2R hFEd (TEE)
S (FO) AP atBf@ie orostimd 3BT -

dpt e Rgp TpA 2 TR E gz rig  (F 10) » LT Fdg (Firk
Fi) SGEREFF 7 ALFEF S (T 9) B8 T5nk | 2 Mg ¢ B8 A Fad k&
L@ ZE L AR BIERIIPART BT G A 7 PR (ks SR AR

JEH) MR R AT BET BAKTEL FLHRDST o

‘UH—

WRE P AL RATEFL Y TR G AT LB A LR AR 22

-lﬂh

2
£

AR AR s THRETE g TRp e hmE 2 R R FOAEFEE I Rp L &
FH(HERT )G FPABLERSF LI Hp 2 FRR L Fanvasata L2 &

SEkTHRR ANE W A hR > A F RE AR o FR e RGnh 0T AP F IR A A
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EH R R R R IS E R TR T R R ¥ g A - BT

7Y F .. (F 277)«

b F IR R Bk P A A AN B e W A BTG g s R

R BigeLs > & f"ﬁui?’éﬁ Lz T @iy A A% d ”"1"#53%?]1@@‘»5‘1?&3

B A P~ Aigm ot X ORGEAY T A T e
1. AR LBGEb P (LME) ¢ gaori Ghd) 23R P A (¥R 3) 34
2. ARAARBHF (o TEEF 2 THHE ) TP p (L%

3 wE kp TRAd Selh, R PR (narrative self) » + % 4 Fze o i (&

£ 3 ; cultural self) » ﬁﬁfgmﬁ/\gfﬂg , g;%);ﬁg%A‘%F&gﬁ (o)
4. EBAREALENF IR NS HIRELE (5B B AR ) LB p e T
Fo TR TR T RAT R M (%)
5. BAEEHETH (B T E o B 4developmental ) j€#E % F| X &2 p @t 4Pk o

S _ﬁ_ ggk\ﬂtggk\yrigfl Qg;\.(;&;—ﬂkm ;

6. BAhmFHSEY 22 PRk 0 2 SEHEES S BHEY PR G )
7. TR AL R BARERFD TN TATER BT HER IR PR

EEES S LR LEFREEER LI NG L )
8. KELER TG AR NER B SEFNE YL S HERAS EHF LT &

(reality ; % &3 ) s

9. AR B P REE B B A 2 AE P AT B BRI N AR RGEe HE RS A
F(AeATRPA FTT e 2 BYLRRIFET ) SHO A P H LB Ep K LB B

oA AP FSRET AU TR T AT Rl (O

L NCEN S S S R Y

.,..
N
>

o
=

RN

-
=

it g T4cE #@3% | (narrative communication) P jdfpiTzw A9 b &2 5 J 2 H

AR 2 A AT R R e e ) 4% ? Coates (1996:72) 3u 5 0 ¥ &3 p it & 5 it (anecdotes )
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ER
v

da THAs P BBk 2 R AH LY @ Labov (1972:359-360) ¥ ¢ 2 &I T
E T FHE Sk odE it (recapitulating) ¥ s & R4s ¥ 24 B S B e 58 & it o Labov
Frr T4 & ;~F = % (orientation) ~T 78+ ;~ 325 ~ T &4 (resolution) ~ "% & ; (coda) #
EREPAEPN L RIFUI A BF ORI ZENTHRDFELA -

FHTEGFHF AL R FEY 0 TR S PR M ehdp R P (4e Labor i 2 A B
G S e E R TR Y TR 2 EF B ) A 4o Herman (2009) frfL o AR AT T k2 H E
Bre dgdx s bd Bl K F E w2 v AP (textual features) > *iE @ ML r;fu:{iiﬁ ]
(storytellers) 4rfr v A3 [ p 24 | (narrative and identity; Brockmeier & Carbaugh, 2001 ) ~ 4=
[ e Al SLIGRE SN L A T R # (Quasthoff & Becker, 2005 ) ~ 4 fr &% 1%

v iE A S L ¥ (McAdams & Janis, 2004 ) i 4rfe il AW L E > B %
(Reissman, 2002: 696 )> = 2 £ ildrim F BT R E A HE T 4 (F;.,r.zzj PEELE-% -8 A
BFLH )2 E A &R & (Wallace, 1994 ) > j&m B fx 4 F 22 T4 &&F 377 B3 -

% Atkinson(2002: 123)-" # & ¥ § &7 v g ¢ (oral history )~" # & 2 (life history )~
M= 5% | (ethnomethodology) ~" 31 % ;% f @ | (guided autobiography) %= 3 B~jT g » %
LB E E 224 pik (life accounts) kK 2 BB mHE L4 B P ~ P ~ HRe s F
B - A R B R T 2 AFRREOBTEAT (27 B RET -8 F 535 2006)
S8 %% S, Freud (1957) feaF » ihp BJUp 4 p it ¥ 9722 2 2 w32 4 47 (psychoanalytic
interpretation ) o H 5« 32 & F4e Allport, Sarbin, Bruner, H. Murray % 7 p #3436 B A #rif 2 £ 4

ST E R A LGSk A A TR R EA AR BRI REF] A R LD

0»

1L P A REEAT IV (R AT CTE) AR R H B AL S AR R

=% % o dofc® £ 4 & (narrative gerontology ) ¥ 33 M4 &%  FTiRil  AEHREFY

o

¥ g Ei&a BEAT M - R (FHEEF ) wimng 2 bRF 2 p R aFaer
FRAEFEE e T2ETHE ) 2 L% (Randall & Kenyon, 2001 ) »

INEE TAAET 20N R PG I E ML b T2 EATFT

' Herman (2009: xvi) 2 #37% % 5427 7|2 38 : T 48 | (situatedness - piEed REF TR
Z#wE )T £ 285 | (event sequencing » a‘ﬂ ERRIRIBE 2 ERR )T R
# 2 & A | (worldmaking or world disruption - I E R T E e 2 & P T it A
2 g <t (whatit’s like or qualia » 45 £ I35 % éL 4RSS
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(life narrative research, H. Murray, 1938, 1955) %% #j w2 & —‘ﬁ BiEEEApEFER TR, 2

T2 @8 | (psychobiography 5 7 4% ~ ¥ 25 » 2001 ) 12w I B 38 25 2 Soak -

é*i

AA Gk G N R F b E T 2 BT (life course/life span approach; Giele & Elder, Jr.,
1998) % * fgF B 12 F A4k ¢ 8 T 4cddF 1 | (narrative inquiry; 3% ~ 4887 3§ > 2003/
Clandinin & Connelly, 2000) it * 3% (do% %) AFE > § LR ARETRL T R2Z=ZBEL K
oS (BAAE )R (B RE AR 2B (28 ) T# 7 3V 4E | (testimonial
narrative or testimonio; Beverly, 2003 ) ix 73047 20 2 F > B H 3 A BRI HFRR R EARCRH]
i A A EES A T A B A% E | (autoethnography, Elligson & Ellis, 2008 ) » 45 #- T 24 |
EwABRELI R R o

SR S R R R L AR Rl DR NER LS L R

Z'm\df

Moo @ PPEA S FEacF PR RARE B L2 5k 8 gt ¥ 1 12 Cohler & Cole (1996) 2 %32
BEEIAIR o B iPRE: AT RS FR LIRS BAEREGE H (4o life stories, life histories,

biographies ¥ ) TAZAXH & 5gor' 0 Mook F RS A Fhrm S P 242 G5F > ERA0H

"t ARG EAR A H Rdeied U SR AEL L Gl 7w T R G

A (p.67) BE 2 b BiFE T o

dpt AR Tk (Bl )€ T4 b pPe Akt BRI LA L TRy
FRAFF (Self) 2 gL THEH G Bl TRE T2 TRy 2 BABFE - 34
HBRFHREGE A2 2 A S RIFFZTE o (EE R B4 5 (FiFZFFHEHR)
B[ (2 ) an (RX) HBp A 22 EF 5% WHREFZFFaTxE P

A AP AT HACERA L BN E Rk p i (IRl ) L e
Brockmeier ¥ Carbaugh (2001) #7#f > 2 & FF TR XL ERE2 el gnid TokF @ | 2
TAREBER L Ao TR REU - PETRYHF LT EL B 2GR AL T @
;% [ 2] # | (the autobiographical turn; 7= & Gorra, 1995 ; 7 el p A ) 2 ¥ BEFL
PR AEgr & Uiz « 5 4% (the subject) g 3 [Bp] # 7 4. 5 385 A LHLFE 77
B 4B ARG S S GE F R P S ] A E B ] Aol SRR
SRR A EE P el G 4F (identity themes ) - 77 e TR Lo Rt E A g

P AR H T Y 7 OB A s34 (Lapadat, 2004: 115 5 oo dip b K
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j BAER (iLg 2 it &E2 f5it) \
PR Rt (TREE )

gﬁ«wﬁiwﬁ<wéﬁﬁ>

PR Z
N A

Bl cn T fbad | iPe2l AT BHELHLBEIE 3

e f

F.

oo ARG R Y E R AR BRI RS G AR E RN

RACKREF ESHET A A G4 (being foritself) | £ » %y 7@ LEF2 H& i L apt
LumEEg 36 (307 T 45 & being for the others) 12 % H FLRE § PFis A 2§ fL 2 AL € ¥

BE O EATPHMNFFES A F(oRA R B3 4 %)2 %% b %(Randall & McKim,
2004:245 5 3 AWM= 2 %=k )

¥o2 o GEpd (fp@) 2 B2 hmE2po 4t (confessions)  fe H #rif § -0
EAA (Ep)~i A (AERBE)AAE (P F ) #22 TRwjpd | (interior monologue )
@ @ 3 K. Gergen (1999) Fli fiptspris A 4phf 2 4<% & "B % p 2 (relational self) -

B g7 WAL (1999) HAEE R R AR R T A A A2 RARE > w0 T AR
(%) &4 (narrative construction ) BLEL3 3 p A2 2 £ PHEH 2 GEL FBL 2 T 1
(reification) k#3512 T4p 35 i gLt | (intersubjectivity ) » i&m 3u i (/74 A, £44 ¢ 7 #5077
R HT AR L BAGR G FRTE Y REPFI K B T A, 7T -
&y P BRLALE T TR L G R e e T A A,

ER Lo PLE AR R P PR XTI EF AR Y oS AR

Agepiy, LaitgEgET gy (F 212-214) -
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BRI E 0 BAEATeE A chp A p A Ak g B H W é;gw 7 arT 1L e 4e Josselson,
Lieblich 2 McAdams (2007) ¥ & F3dshac® p % 1o 2 2 T B % | (relationship ) » 45 &) @ 52
FHRLPAEHTRALLDE T2 TR T L2 8pie do Lok s Tip
B3 T Fmgrt s Hae-#HA30 Te TR # ) (the relational turn) £
B R o

Johnstone (1991) ¥ Basso (1996) %7 5 » & L df$ - R o @mF 4ol g B A (viH)

SALE B AN o A F B AL P EALE N G T R ARG SNk T 2 E

AR f*‘gfrff AEp [ g ] ap  (GaeF o g Av )edkg 2 ERETIOFEE
R AT P L dea R 2R 0 2 Plummer (1995) #ifL & ¥4 § & (asociology of stories )
2_ % (51 p Brockmeier & Carbaugh, 2001: 12-13) -

Josselson, etal. (2007) %@ :x)2 "&£ 5 ; & T2 % | (communion) % A& f347p M 4% (%
A &3] Carey, 1992 2 B 2. @i~ VEL ) i dcm A 4 E 2 pugd e B (A
R)BAGRERF AN RAT AN TS B2 AT - 4 WA AL SRS B

[T ] BAFER AT F T AAFEAER G L P (pp.3-5) e

IR - N S S 2 @’f%ﬂpéﬁ“fﬁi TRt TR s hem i
## ¢ 4k (intermediate system ) #-H a‘F,fp-Lf'%*"E REREEHD 2 AL ) 5 Y
HF#mH 5 (48 Berger & Luckmann, 1966; Shultz & Luckmann, 1980; Hall, 1997 ) - = ﬁ—’ﬁ van
Dijck i7 1% (2004) P32 i A 237 g AT E %Y Ed o » FXFAAE2 L RE B B4
B i RISV SRR P EARHPETTHL TP Al o BN -

Fla M2 bE 2 pmbaaTpy & T 22 BA34 60288 2 G 3

SfRE - B AR Ao FTREFE I RE N AR B el 2 0 X RAEY 4B

™
—~
A
-
p=3
’

FRi=2007:19) A gt p it § Labma® Ty 8 T4 & 2 bgfaehe
HorREZETRER RFEEF LGRS 22 Tl S0 (Wolrf) i Mede 0 2
fEE L R FA Rl g M (RE - 2 ) st n Tk g TR 2% | (social

presence theory) = % 3 f§ 2 (2 Short, Williams, & Christie, 1976 ) - 17

17 ?J F?Mfﬁﬁ% & T‘IJJ N }%l}’y jfﬁl H I/%&Fuﬁ"“* Ak ‘rU ri][[ﬁ't”ﬁu ,[LJ%EW , ,FLFET
i 'TFIHI;, [EIERS (computer medlated commumca‘uon) ;[F;[il SO 4V SO
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Bois o AR E AT AP 0 &% 31 Berger (1996, %4 4£3F > 2002) ¢ ¢ F vk if o 2 FH
FARRG A B (BRI AR TRy EERT oA LA Rk p Y LF A ERL
RE (AedTREE S RL TGP ) S8 A2 S o T Berger AT 2 AT i
RARR F A ELFFE LAV FREGAATPN oA P 2 - 22 b
HE oA A R F MBS AT AR FRTEARR o

prh o A b 2 sib g RS WA PR F1E (7 Herman, 2010 2 TiFR 0 LB 0 AR

FoR ) e Ry TatpEs s TR R TR R B 2k $E S~ BTk (2005b) A

T4

PEZHAAE AT AT S FERP A RFRLEFERT R F RS LY (7R

31 Fisher 2 4c% |~ 4 5 0% 5)o a Bt 54 § B4 SEF2 3 BEARTL > bo2l @
£35S e d BpiAd B L I0E - Plurk ~ Twitter ~ Facebook » 123 % 82558 7 j{3F 3 2 &
Bgd &5 5 4ARE 0 X a0 T fae (2003) srff Thek o W T e (depiFpia)
AR - RHREEF A FS T ARPE LN FR TGS T W < A E S T F L

RN SRS ey Y RNl RN Y VN ERE F N AR L

(F 1935 4 a il d% ) Bt d bt enfig 504 RSB R 0 B 48

PR E A A SR Y P R AR B T Ao sl T b T i
M, & CTRAZIPEL bR T BN T AE 0 F BB A e RARFEL 2B
BB AL TR FIFT TR g2 LiRE Y febreox FlEPERZT LHE B A4 G
HHEBEY 3§ T RFw4E (Jorgensen & Phillips, 2002) » @ H #7iF 5 FUl-8 843k & F 0 2

doin g 0 F1R R K R LA G (R RS S s® 0 2001) 0

T~ iEhe s - KB T P- M, PN bEE Loz TEETR

PRS- QA R PR PR A P ke S R

—\

RH 0 2ALGHR S PR P E R RT S (PR e LT L) BHF Y

oL p g e LR G o E LW AN LRASCT o A v AT

U B R ’ﬁLPJP?;T"
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BleciiQT& kR LALEPE AR EMRL TATL$ ) » 5 ita @Rk ities T2 bud

PR E AT A B *ﬁ WEBITHT BN R E S R R BSRA]

S

R AR T (ANER) BHETRAAE - L T FERRD (o A ARE
R FEL TEB, w0 - PP G BAE P AR P FEL PR BT
%?ﬂ%ﬁfﬁﬂyﬁﬁ@E%%ﬁaiﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ&_@ﬁ@ﬁ
LE 0 RFfok i Fdd [HFEH2] P a0 it - uLhEEmLaar 8
A2 E R HE AL IR R T LF R FRL LA (BRI R 2000) I
SR NEFT L RN ARMERY AT F 2SS AR A RRE REE R R YT R
PR S FREFA R P L RE P p F A ERE (HHBEM G p - R
23 TR R LR G A (32452010 167) -

SRR FZER P ASRE B RA U EATEABIEF T L 4 2 B (40w Carey, 1992
2EE) TR G Ah B HF A (RN T e (TR e

A omB o BRI B 2005a) 0 SR FIRHL BEE A Y AP ERETE & F B
AP TEE el R EE  iATE e Bl Bt seE 2 B (voice dp i 0 A Ao g B
Mk (heRamil s~ - Afs B2 R ) RE S FR (kR R FEE Bioin g i)
A (motif) & R3] (archetype) ~ it p % (discourse » 4oic¥ SHE ~ PR L R ~ % 02
¥51f s > 20060 FF ARE A F 0 2004) 0 HAFSeARREAIMG @] T B fritid
WELARERE] 2 E -

B2 o To kT HEE | Con R 2T ERES AR ERTR P BEFE LA4R

=

-
o
o
==
-
e

I e BRAFERFARPFLE 2T B RTHES R BT O
PR BREPERE Fla B AT P EF AN EFREELI P2 A2 L o

—HA T ARFFLI2 RN TERY LRI HERELL TR A PHF %ol
LHSP AP B BRI RRFRAE LS 0 F)A AR FALE PEARIFE R S Btk
42 TEfe  (empathy > RS T4 » D)o A BT At (&%) ATAPGRAE Fa =
B 5+ % (communities of action» 4p B p il # 3 7 B § 22 (78 4p B e 3iE § 0 L Faber, 2002)
B BT ARk RO HHRE S AT IRBLPIT S - LB -

McAdams, Josselson & Lieblich (2001: xi) & 358 T2 & E k7043 | 2313 g 4opt
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PoTTacd ) - A2 T R e FE L o ARFE Frahasd < 47 FLp (427
GA) @ F T BFEAF - F @7V (autobiographical approach )~ w2 i @ [ 5 )] 4 4 -
JHLEAE R TP FAPT G T A GEF TR BRI B R A FT
REE F ARG EE J B (idiographic )i 7/ 7Y (nomothetic ) 5 # ‘/;;’%..éx;t'(inductive)
# g 7 # 74 (hypothetico-deductive ) &7 3° Kot 5 7 -

R~ R (2005:12-13) B2 7 et o
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