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theories— — 5 CALAERE L) , FERETH ISR R EFR (theories of cultural
variability in communication) DLAMITERSIEAA/ B SCAAT AL A I LG
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Uk, R R, B TR BRI e S, R |
G e (accommodation) . IAZNEFEFEIE (identity management) . f&3EM 8% 5
(communication networks) FIUXH SCALHFIBEN/E NS (acculturation/adjustment to !
new cultures) 5. IJo, FHHT AR CWALTRBIL KRR W PRE, JfAE iR e
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(OB ] SO ARIR L, A T B,
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ANFIRIRLAT, AR AR SO, RS SRS SRR EE (S WA Gudykunstf]
Ar4A11983], GudykunstFINishidaffBE&[1979, 19891 . UM, Toxl 3 H LIAMIA |
JEE B AS L AL B — — U, Kim, 199038 HFRIR T R AR STAL I BB 25 — — MR HL 3R (Al |
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RREHITE WA, FAEI983FRAHRIN K4 (B BSCIMARaES) h, BRI, T353R |
ok A AN RS ST B B R AT DT 9E e MU B (Gudykunst, 1983) o AR FIMIEE |
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KEK (Wiseman, 1995). IMAEFGw#E I EE AL R B0 M &L —F (Gudykunst, 2005¢) LI&;
SRIHR R E M ariE T — K. AR, EEZHROARE TR RE, I HiL5HE K&
BRI SR :
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i AT B SR P I RO AR . TRAFESREAR . B S BRI 7 N Bt |
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assumptions [P VE: metatheory Pl SO IS, IR IRTESSC il FGHEATRIT AT |
[FEYE, AR I — RIS A S SR — S R R . 1) 7 . R CBEIE
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RIS Ik (R WSRO EEHATHLE (WFiske RiShweder([1986] #2&kh: |
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I, 2O SCBBGE s 1 2 AAT RN, 0 0 3 SO st (ﬁﬂ¥§%§iﬁﬂﬁ%§%§£§ﬁﬁﬁﬂEﬂé
IFREAT A Langer, 1997; WLR30) o BEBL, AN A SRR Z0IE 200 1 SR (43
RN, A7 S F 303 OB CHFRATA I o AR 2 HOTIRHF R HE At |
MAFGIEZ ), Haii it BRI T 200 32 B R 3 SR B = 2 5

BRGEA
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FEIEED), A RSSO MR, Y2 NSO MR 1] “Stiks |
FH7 o B, Craig (1989) BLEI “ALARIAAMLIL WL difty i i — P L4 “Bir e
AR T LA I 2 00 A SURIRA AL RS S I LV FE . UV S e A" (p. 97; A
e S T BB TS G R AR FAE A S RRE BTG o A X EL
%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ,*ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%@%ﬁiﬁ¢%ﬂ&,ﬁ“ﬁ@%E%WZ%@%ﬁﬁEWME
(2] AT S PPN T BB AR A (p. 108) o FEREVPIERLIE T, SEESKRIR TSR 45

o, ORI SE DS Zoia I X (p. 110) o AR, A A OGSk, B |
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R M PR 2 BRSO 08 50 RO B D5 AP TS5, (AT S L2 B2 S A
PR N ¥R T, i, Kurt Lewiniil, “#FERUESLEN” (W Marrow, 1969). LA :
Lewi nff)#{E FiDevey U SEHE 1 SOBRERIR NG “ATo0RI%” (i, Avgyris 4., 1985) , %
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W7 B “ B EM” (M.Sjoberg FI Nett [1968] XHZIM @A) « MIXsmiKE, H
%E?Eﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬂm%ﬁ%mmﬁ%%%ﬁ%$ﬁ§(ﬂmenU%MXﬁ%§§
BEAM DR ERE TR o 108, IMEB LS RREE IR RRAT 2 R T IR 0% A (A :
Weber, 1949) o {EUMEDUL 5 A 1 T d5e/NRSER I, R JE B 1) J7 v A AE 3 I) f th gy
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FEPE . SR DL BT (e %A%%%ﬁﬁ$5$@%%(pzm)”,“ﬁ&%ﬁﬁ;
KITFaG, AC3 ) S B AL R B A SE B %07 (p. 2025 A7 28500 3 38 AT BRI N IXid
e R mANIE H TR A SRR AR o :
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LS BRI, HETEAT A WA (18 BRI A HE P e A R S Bk 5

DA i S ml et T BV Al P R L, RO ﬁﬂﬁéﬁ%%*?%E%‘i%ﬁé%fii@%?i}ﬂ?%é
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I AHF RIS IR RIR) « (1) SCHERFEIE CROCTIM AR RE T ) ;
(2) RSO PR B, (3) MIESHER/ B STAT R AL R I AL M)Miﬁﬂﬁé
TEEIES R B SCALIRE PR (5) DN SO0 A8 B el blh v AOBS A AR . 185 SCAL A%k ’
(6) MIFEALREMILE KIS HEAR . B SCALRE: (T DEXH ST IR /38 Y (15 SO
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=A B (1D #WER (Applegate & Sypher, 1983, 1988) ; (2) {5 AIMIMIIRINL |
LTS (Cronen %%, 1988: Pearce, 2005) ; (3) =iEfUfEH {4 (e.g., Philipsen, '
1992; Philipsen et al., 2005)
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Applegate and Sypher (1983, 1988) 8 CAbMbZgI A& £ HeH (Wl Kelly' s, 1955,




MNNERHEI; Z0Delia, 1977) o AATIFEH T MR ATRE,  “HHRN BATMR 7
O H R AR BT R VEANIOMRRE” B DR SCRME R C R, “ B RN |
FIMT”,  CBLRRISEEREIR 4557 (p. 44, italics does apply in translated quotel: !
flbf 5 1A |

Applegate Al Sypher (1988) figtifL4KEIR N “Ir. A B L YU KA FE
(p. 45) o RSB HAsIIKE0, A ASATHUON A BY T 5280 B AR A 2l o

Applegate FISypher W R ZMERATH (HRPEEFEZ HbsRRER ) S8 DAL
(R CXERAN AR FR RIBENFLD o L AR, AR AR H A |
WAANA, XM ARSI E S, R PRI SRISPERAT . (p. 48) 5

Applegate FiSypher (1988) W& “ ALY EALIRIEHL” (p. 59) 7, ARFSCALMER H s
IS H BRI 7 Ao SRR “ SCHARRR BIS PRARARRE T e /5 SE R AR5 S A
RREE N EMALS S (p. 59) . HongZE A (2003) MSA M 4589754 (construct :
activation) JEAEZSIAHIM I SO 2 R BRI 2 (AR BB T 28 45 3 XOriErR
E>Q%E,MM%meﬁ&mw%m%%:%i%%%%%“@%%i%%ﬁﬁ\%é%%é
BEFB, LA HAR”  (p. 59) o :

(= BN AL 18 (Coordinated Management of Meaning, | 34T F#RCMM)

Cronen %% N (1988) % %< T SCALAEAE EL IR I [RI A7 %% (CMM; Pearce & Cronen, 1980; j
Pearce, 2005) P . ABATHANH TOMBI =A Hbr: (1D “CMFRELF B @ feee: & |
IS, NSS4, XSG AR (p.67) « (20 “FEANALF RN |
FELT, OSSR SCAGR Al EEPE” (p.67) o (3)  “CMMS-SKRAHaFEIFoT & B 5 RILE N I
ARG B R R PEVFE T (p.68) :

Cronen %\ (1988) 4115 T-OMMA Ay BUHEATIIAN . AATHE— S ARRER] “ FHATHOMLARARRE AN A
[F, SORFERI” (po 72) 5 “AFMERRARAEMEATELI” (b 74);  “IEEMR LR

ALRHS " (. 76)s UMD 75 T Z R RGBT A5 B RE S Ak BE
27 (p. 78) . CronenFE A (1988) ibfe i =A3Cibifit:  “SCARHIR HAT A I 47

(. 78); “CHRZMAEER” (b 79); “WDIFURALDSEK 2”7 (. 80). MLAh, |
b AT TUA S T BARR S R SO T R A s S ZBHR SCARTER BT, b 20 T AN AR B E B 1
B i
CMMAE R Ry LS (] 5 3 SCA BRI “H)” B (Wl Cushman & Sanders, 1982) , ‘&Hk
%Wﬁ%“ﬁ?’@me)*ﬁ%%ﬂ%(@%%i%iﬁ;&mm%A,M%),E%E
Ak sy RN SRR AL R AR T . MIEZ, OMBTE RIS, JEHNAE |
THZLHE TR GRS 5P 2R B Zfieett4 (Pearce, 2005)

EiE SIS S (Speech Code Theory)

Philipsen (1981) 7ESCAALREHIBIF hH tH T 5 WA BEIR (OB AKERE . ftnih s STALAL R
AR (1 2h REML S DR FF I A SORERAR T SOI R (A P, SR Fh S 3L, i Aol
ORFFN AR A AENE S . FEAEICE SR SRR, RS IR R R '
(D @i (2) #IA——Pr] EZIh R LASE B, (. 5) .

UL, SO AL BB e M SR D R A DS R AT O AT 3%
A AR |

%ﬂmwnO%m%ﬁE%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ,%“%%ﬁﬁi%%ﬁimﬁﬁﬁ@”(p5®o&ﬁé
T AL DR PR AR AT N IO AR . At dR S AR R D s Ry, s |
CER I SARRRAT AN & . X R (p. 56) . :




Philipsen (2001) Ay “H&F— YA BRUTARAEAZ WA T A Hh BEATANIR] 1 SCAE 7 3 S0 P R
57 (p. 53) . AR S BAERRITR ARG EINS, ek - MESRIEHRaHE R |
OISO e AR AL A R AEAN AR D 2 375 P A0SO AR A D A5 LB EL AT R R A
iﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ”(p5%OHE%%@%“¢Amﬁﬁﬁﬁ8&ﬁﬁiﬁ”(p5%o%%%§
ELAT R SRR A DI 2B ) L5 R A0 B i e 40 8l ok 2 2 A DA (K S0 75 5
53CAEA R SRR St RDUVERRE S R VF N NS 5 B g h & . 5

Philipsen® A (2005) & 45th TS WEACIIEIE, JRUHAT T SEUEREST, MUTEFHom A1 B 105 |
IR . 3 225N by Bl 138 T SOHRN 35 B AR A 1 R PG R 250 BRATTA S A |
I AR R E U7 BATE ARG MR I NRk TIRA TR
M BRI ERTEREE A .

SO SR

e D2 N STZ T, AN N2 T YE B R AR AL Rk B v 5 SO 22 o TR IR B L35
1 — PG Bie (FNT; Ting-Toomey, 1988, 2005b; Ting-Toomey & Kurogi, 1998). i&i%Hi
ZUBEE (CCT; Kim, 1993, 1995) FIEBHFHIEFIE (EVT; Burgoon, 1992, 1995; Burgoon & |
Ebesu Hubbard, 2005). Ak, EVIANGIEILIEMES ORI, 1M 28 Serk B otk
R T . BT A THotstede (1980, 1991, 2001) SCHLZPEPERILERE. |
i, X HLPRAR S B 2 — NIRRT

HofstedefI SCALAE e 4E & (Hofstede’ s Dimensions of Cultural Variability)

mmw@(m%,wm,mm)%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂ%T@ﬁ%E:4A£X—%%£X;N$%E
E VLIS —S9 B R R . UK —/NZERE: AR B PEAL — b, AT SO S e (i my
9%, ARER R U U BIY, BeAh, SCRUIR N PR SR SCR I S T AR A |
o I, EMPREES SCHALRRIO S AN, A2 BER SOOI APIASZ T R R 5 Bk 25,

MNNEXCSAEFEAMMEE S (Hofstede, 1980); A, SpAF AN TSR IFAEA Hbr. A
NS, “AMIN YA CEBE O RZRE” 5 mfEEAR T e, “)\mﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂé
111 P REAA SR AR BRI, A kX Rl RIS e 4 1, ABATTA A BRI 2 il
(Hofstede & Bond, 1984, p. 419).

Hmmm(M%)M%Wﬁ%%éﬁﬁ%?%B%ﬁkili%ﬁ%%iiiwﬁigﬁ%oE
WREARTES LA T AR 2 0 A AR IO A . A AT SOOI e A VR 22 B
[IPREM, BT R MBI R AL SR EE R AT A BEAR W BFASOR S 2, A28 LRI |
T A6 AN AT 8 0 P A D B T o TR 1 SO R U DR B2 (A BE
A, BT SE W AT TAE & RS T AT

SCHA A 2 S — S SIS R TSRS G 1 SR S SOk b R e it 8y (Ll
U, S SO T AN A3 SO, T SEH ST 1) T4 SO o SO A |
S — SRR SCHRAE A AE S Abit Rat e p ST AR A T et S WA R . X P S AR IO A S AT =
AN ABRPERS . B IRMEIAN 5 REBE (WGudykunst & Lee, 2002) 5

AN SC— S0 S FAR 1 B P EARAT J F 58 [ A0 T ARRRHESE . Hall (1976) % i |
B A% B 1K) 23 W] AR AR AL 4 T RIS 2 5. R BEAR AR L “ 4 K15 R Ay

THEMEST, sSAREN NG E, DA TR IR A TR j
(Hall, 1976, p. 79). {RIESTIALRRRIGAAIS, K “ KEME BATSAEm i gmid - (o
70) . %—ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁi%,%ﬁ,&ﬁﬂﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%oﬁkikiwﬁé




W ) TRTE ARG, BRI 52k, SO I R e e R RAR R I‘EU%E
W, R dERE N AR A —80E 2 N (Gudykunst & Ting-Toomey, 1988) . :

DO AN 0 2k 14D [P A PR 26t ) SCA AR AT AT BH A R AL S Y R S SR FE 5 LT I s o R R A1)
1709 (Hofstede, 1980): ifif [ IEANAS iz P A 38 450 59 1A ST 4 2 RS A I ULk AN 308 1 WA R
%o SRZUEEEAA E PR SO, AT ARIOIEAT s AELE0 T PR v s LAGE G e AN 55 4 |
(Hofstede, 1980). 34, SmAM[RIREA P 1) SCAA B o 0 SR B IA Rl L, %é’éﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁé
NI o 5 BRGNP R AN o 1k s 18 R [ 3 S A AN o PR T A 8 PR 52 i 1) S 25 T ) TR
% (I Gudykunst & Lee, 2002). :

W) ZE B “HUR R 2B 5380 R B G NAS T 43 B AN 85 X — s R e 2 R :
(Hofstede & Bond, 1984, p. 419). U ZERLK IR SR A S4B 2y (BT
%,Lﬁm%Tﬁ%ﬁEaﬁﬁ%*%A,&Z%%)oﬁﬁ%ﬁkmi%&ﬁm&ﬁ%ﬁéé
BRI ZE, SRR AR R PERU ) AU ZE BN SCA O M A B s IR 2
Uk, LR EATEPENIRU) o P45 T ORI 23 S0 1 2 VA 28 SCARAS )y 2 B A AR S K Y
A NZTIRZE (W, Gudykunst & Lee, 2002) . 5

S EAL — Lo PGSO I T XA T SCAR R R A e 23 P

Sttt b ORI (S NN AZAT IR SR K e L%E%%Diﬁ_ﬁi%)ﬁtﬁﬁﬁié
Dy, T PRI N 2 TR AR s il SRR S AR ) ’

A At T ES Cn SR L A O] DU R 1 ?ﬂiﬂ‘ﬁﬂ?@ﬁiﬁ)ﬁ;
H) . (Hofstede, 1991, pp. 82-83)
AR 1 SO R A B e W, BURIGRTE (Hofstede, 1980): ifidtkit
5T 1) B SCA 8 0 Ui R AR v ) . RS RO NFIR E e AR DB Bt G2 Uﬁi
A A — LM AR RS I AN NE TP 2 (L Gudykunst & Lee, 2002) .
[ — Wi #Eie (Face-Negotiation Theory, MEZEfiiFRAFNT)

SIS TR (Ting-Toomey, 1985) Hy “Ifi F— ¥ ” ¥it (IND CZ@H 35, 40
SCAR S RIS N JZ T AR HE RARRE T ) f P S AN 4E 4P 7 1947 (AITing-Toomey, |
1988, 2005b; Ting-Toomey & Kurogi, 1998) . Ting-Toomey (1985) Biihsft ™ NG G4
WA BT 52 30 b sl T e B (TR — B i Ik B (Ting-Toomey, 1988) . [HIF-/2& “/MANTEAA

AT UL A A S EA R 0 —Fh F k& (Ting-Toomey & Kurogi, 1998, p. 187). ]

Ting-Toomey A1 Kurogi (1998) A AHEAA T Ak it B2 A I fth AT 17 (other—oriented)
(PR A T O SR, TR IA MR, AN 32 ST R M 248 3% S i (self-oriented) |
AR B THT T KSR o BT 22 B /N (K SCA R 5 5 22 (R e RS ) LA ARCRD, TR 220
ORI SCAR B0 U B 22 (1) 52 87 D M AR FH R — 5 1) 55 o AT 22 0 /N R ST s b 46T ) 33 0 5 I AT
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A, 20054ERFI B A 19984 (K A [A] . £F 20054 BRAB R AS ) 455, Ting-Toomeyii: %
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A
R 1EHIZ)B1E (Conversational Constraints Theory)

RAE S H B, SRS Z A H % (M. S, Kim, 1993,1995, 2005) . M. S. Kim
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M. S. Kim (1995) AA: HARERIEREL T, MBI E 3R A A LA 2 B Fe BRI
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TIPS (Expectancy Violation Theory, M J&4EMiFRAEVT)

RSO — E BOAT IS, L AATTAT BUAE LLTU it A 94T (Burgoon, 1978) . ISR |
HS (EVT) SETE I AT AT b R 0000 R I S T e e 15 ik AT B CEVT AN, |
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ARG 4B (Cultural Convergence)

CAER A4S EE” PRE (Barnett & Kincaid, 1983; Kincaid, 1988) #37.7rKincaid
(1979; W, Rogers & Kincaid, 1981) #EHM) “AL4FE S Faliz F. Kincaid
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Table 1. Assumptions about Theory

Sub jectivist Approach

(Human Action/Interpretive)

Objectivist Approach

(Causal Process)

ONTOLOGY

Nominalism: There is no “real”
world external to individual;
v ” ” ”

names, concepts, ” and
“labels” are artificial and used

to construct reality.

EPISTEMOLOGY

Antipositivism: Communication
can only be understood from the
perspective of the individuals
communicating; no search for

underlying regularities

HUMAN NATURE

Voluntarism: Communicators are
completely “autonomous” and have

"free will.”

METHODOLOGY

Ideographic: To understand
communication, “firsthand
knowledge” must be obtained;

analysis of subjective accounts.

Realism: There is a “real”
world external to individual;
things exist, even if they are

not perceived and labeled.

Positivism: Attempts to explain

and predict patterns of
communication by looking for

regularities and/or causal

relationships.

Determinism: Communication is
“determined” by the situation,
environment in which it occurs

or by individuals’ traits

Nomothetic: Research should be
based on systematic protocols

and “scientific” rigor.




*These are “extreme” statements of the assumptions drawn from Burrell and
Morgan (1979, pp. 3-7) by Gudykunst and Nishida (1989).
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Translated by Zhao Jingjing, Sun Nannan

Communication School, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou, China, 310028

Abstract: This is the first of two articles on theories of intercultural
communication in the United States. In this article, I begin by discussing the
development of theories of intercultural communication in the United States and
examining issues in theorizing about intercultural communication. Following this
I review theories which integrate culture into communication theories, theories
of cultural variability in communication, and intergroup/intercultural theories
focusing on effective communication. In the second article, I examine
intergroup/ intercultural theories that focus on accommodation, identity
management, communication networks, and acculturation/adjustment to new
cultures. I conclude the second article by examining issues in the future
theorizing about intercultural communication with an emphasis on developing
indigenous theories in China.
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