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Research Article

The Effects of Crisis-Communication Strategy
and Forms of Crisis Response:
Crisis Type as a Contingent Factor

Yi-Hui Christine HUANG

Abstract

From the perspective of crisis communication, this paper aims to determine
how the type of crisis influences the relationship between crisis communicative
strategies (CCS) and forms of crisis responses and how that relationship affects
organization-public relationships (OPR). Three types of crisis on a continuum
of perceived crisis responsibility are examined: external-unintentional crises (e.g.
natural crises), external-intentional crises (e.g. malevolence), and internal
management-related crises. Public affairs and public relations managers were
solicited from Taiwan’s top 500 companies to participate in a survey. The
results indicated that the more that perceived responsibility is involved in
crises, the less explanatory power of crisis communicative strategies. In
contrast, the more perceived crisis responsibility, the more predictive power of
the form of crisis response. The theoretical and practical implications of the
findings for crisis communication and crisis relationship management are
discussed.
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A 2 b — % B AT 88 2E 4 = (low-probability) {H 1% % #% & (high-
consequence) H4RFE - %o f AR B o 5 B AH Ak ) 7 8 AR > SIE PELBRE B IR -
4 B B\ 3L B AR % T 5] 2 %% B (Lerbinger, 2012; Seeger, Sellnow, &
Ulmer, 1998) o i /8 BT T 58 2y - fa b 2R BT H - ALAR 0 2
R W I 25 B TP B f 1 1 5% 6 % (Coombs, 2014; Hearit, 2006; Ulmer,
Sellnow, & Seeger, 2014) 5 #£ I » K& B 0F 75 48 h A R 5l fa i 1 4l 2
AllUE 2 (9] 4 1% 3046 R - ¥ 52 Coombs, 2014; Falkheimer, 2014;
Huang, 2006; Lyu, 2012 %8 iff 5% ) LA K& f& #% 0] BEJEZ . (response form) (5,
Huang, 2008) %) 52 28 o fi 1% 1 48 SR g (RN G ARSI I N 2%) W% 70 B W
KIH B 5 Pt ¥ (defensive) B 2 44 35 {F (accommodation) (Coombs,
1998; Lyu, 2012; Servaes, 2012) o IHAh > fa 1% [ul BETE =X Il 45 & 5H B 1Y
5= el ER FE - — B - RREAESE (141 Huang, 2008; Liu, Jin,
& Austin, 2013; Mazzei & Ravazzani, 2011) (£ R & —) - MR AHE 2
WF 7T R B (AR R A R et ml e 2 WA B X > I BLH BT i 2
Wh 3% (context) #E 17 B ¥ % ¥ 51 (Claeys & Cauberghe, 2004; Fraustino,
2014) # ¥ J&§ B -

A SCAESE BRI S - 5 A R A A B Y T S B £
AL 3 3 A5 A SR s B ) R TR X SN R A SR s B ] R T X 2 2
AR AT 52 B B A B [ AH 4K 2 A BH AR | (organization-public
relationships, OPR) 1) H & #FHE -

AWEFEAE LT = A8 77 10 AR A H AT E TR AR - B
RfEAE B E LA > et B 3 BB fa I S BR BB B 1 > B A
7L H AR A & A A R A I S B R ROR O A TR A o B
R A T IR R AE Y > AE B A > B IRp R B A BRI o D AH AR
AR RLERER - F P SR A R ACHEAT IR R MR > BARE R
AR e 6 7 3 o il T 1) B O SO A T A MR T R o DRI R
B RSB A H s E Y (Sheaffer & Mano-Negrin, 2003) o A #% A
A SCE B & S 2 0k A (Bradford & Garrett, 1995; Coombs &
Holladay, 1996; Dawar & Pillutla, 2000, Study 2 & 3; Terwel, 2015) > A
5T w] ASR LR A5 A o




B R A EARE YR ARBERAEEHFZRRAR

HK > ASCE R — A PEHE AR A e fE R - HRifatk
Sk 37 fe B KR AR R BOHE DA T [ HE AT TR J IRy > A4 - AR -
HhR - BN-FERT - ERB-FREE - HlokE - gt - B/ 88
N K /4L €5 25 (Coombs, 1995; Jiang, et al., 2015; Marcus & Goodman,
1991; Pearson & Mitroff, 1993) = ' {if 45 B i £ W i 8 i B 52 € 1 4
WE 5 SR > & A AFTE — (8 v DA 4 45 Tl f M U 1 R & RUAE 28 2
J& A5 AT LA T 48 6 5% | (continuum) A9 45 A ~ 17 JE 40K [ 486 A 1 4 |
(categorization) 2 i f 2 B il fE HEETRY ° BefR > ARWFIT R AR fa ik
I E A G T b 1 A B AR A - A A BR ) R B e B~ R
A~ BRI R T RGE RS Y U7 TE) B 3K FE AL Y B Bt PE (Gruning &
Huang, 2000) » 7 ifij 3 B 43 7 350 B o b B AR 8 L 2 AH BRI 2 Al — e 7
EZER -

il —  ASTESE A JE 5 S B SE AR

fia RN
W B SN - R e
W OB AN - BRI
[ ] ﬁ%:i%ﬁf£@W%@%

| |

HE 5 - FsEE

A ARG SR DU [ 0 Sk — A R BARMEAS
B 5 W E
B N [ IREEER
I —> | B RENEE
u Y W R
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X et E B
JE A R R

[ 1% (0 495 5 W 1 i AL A e W o A IF - ) DA BRLEL ) 45 AR N
W2 E RO F R I A N A (AR SCRA T R T A SR e )
%% 4 Benoit (2014) ~ Bradford fl Garrett (1995) ~ Coombs Fll Holladay
(2014) U&GrapplﬁnRomani 2015) SR FNTETT - fa s sRm K BT
[ o A R - (1) AR (demal AR M EF A R B A BT > B AR
%A%Iﬁ.Tnﬁ%fﬁF 2) EFS L (diversion) : GAEF-E 354 > siE @A
ﬁztﬁﬁ’]$1¢i§ﬂ¢3ﬁg/\f (T FEAHE ) A3 B A B Y T 5
(3) #5110 (excuse) : ‘E B 5 200088 AN HE & HARM B A B RAE
PR 20 e DR R PR ) T w2 {18 S = A 2 ) 5 (4) R (jusstification)
ERE R Ty E’Jﬁlﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ’éuiﬁgﬁﬁﬁ {ERAE T — 7 Inss A it
HHE G LR RIS E 1 5 (5) 545 (concession) : 7K F8 W L 111
FETEECE AR T %J@&ﬁ‘%ﬁﬁﬁf (Huang, 2006, pp. 191-192) o

Coombs (2014 ) HIJ 5 3 15 1 (485 = B A WA H 1958 88 i R mg ——
Oz A A AR 5 [ -k RIS A BIAR 2 H i -
[ 40 SR | I 40 k) 52 2 2 W (R A BELRSE T B 7 e e SR s ) 2
BT B A AL AR R 4 o BRI ) SRR 2 E MW oK > oA B AR
Bt Z [F] 1% L» (Coombs, 1999) © f& #i Coombs (1998, 1999) 4 HE & EE 4
Huang - Lin 1 Su (2005) 4 i B 76 WF 5% > #% b %t 5K #% (Benoit, 1995, 1997;
Bradford & Garrett, 1995) % [ 4% 43 — Bt ¥ | B [ B 7l — BRI J 7 K T 1) o
T J o A i MR U ie B 2 4 2 1 1) AT PR Y > KRBOPEIY & A5 58 - i
FofERE ~ FE0 ~ HRWIBLGEID o SR > AL AR B BLEE 01 7 MG T () b LA
e HEDAIR Y o 25 B B S A5 B 5 B0 30 G B RKAE A [ A — AR
1] ] 2 b o AR FAF 5] E (ambiguity) > 177 IF [ 4240 —PURE | W] > BOA
WFIC A BRI T SRS > B SRR ~ 5 10 - eI B DU KSR m - DAfE
ARy [0 — Bt | ) 2 RORZER -

JEAK ] E 49T X, (form)
[ 4% ] JRE T 2 | 48 AHL A 40 7] 36 47 B 04T /i W 13 9% SR W o SRR 95
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tE o T SR — {8 A A A B B A ) A AR R AR - — B0 REMR )Y
o] B > R 5% AH 4 2 B 1 VB AE A5 F I R K B IK (Coombs, 2014; Huang,
2008; Liu, Jin, & Austin, 2013; Mazzei & Ravazzani, 2011) °

[ K% I o] JE AR Fi5 40 4 i <7 BB AL S LY 7 =Xk 40 Mgt 1 e 3 2 4
# )& % o Strong > Ringer Fll Taylor (2001) A BF 5% % 7w > F) %5 AH B A HE
(stakeholder groups > H: & & #F W Augustine, 1995; Coombs, 1999, 2014;
Huang, 2008; Maynard, 1993) 3+ 4H 4% i) i 7 L5 HCpe A 7 40 19 SRR o
F Al HME BT 0 SR R o T IR Y B R AR o 7E (B 6 IR R
A KR SR 2 5 > [ 404 - A BRR ] Bl e 2 3 A s 2 -

[— S0Pk ] e 246 Pr g i iTH S 2 Mg — 3 H@AMETE -
—HEREE E AR > H— R A e R — B > A E R
A LB B A i B e A A IR > AHAR A e B -
ot MR AT 5T 56 W — SSCME o] R ) EE M > [R] 2 E RE A R T A Ak Y T B L
& (Barton, 1993; Carney & Jorden, 1993; Garvin, 1996) - H —HI {8 &
SN R — 30 > A7 A ARAE fE s B e ! B — B0 (an s | EE AR B 55
SCE PR 20 W ) > T A B B o ) IR 0 R AT 440 (Sillinee,
2002; Swann, 1987) °

[ ik, = ) (] R | ) P 2 2 A AR AE b 0 ] R s AR A A Y
FRBE o 5 A0 AR AE S A% (B0 05 v i Mk R 3~ 4 ) [ R s Al A R >
Wik~ ANEO A RIS I A (Grunig, 1992) ©

48K — T A 14

[ BRI ) © R 0 S AR 5% BB B vp 1) — I B 22 5 2 (Heath,
2000; Ledingham & Brunning, 2000) - Bi & J& — fi [ 3= 1 £ B | 1) 47 7€
(Greenhalgh, 1987, p. 237) » AR [ BEAR | (9 BORE 47 4 2 BT 4 4K - A R
BAAR | B9 AR 5 AR SC A S8 Hon A1 Grunig (1999) A K Huang (2001a) B /7
Ak - P BRI SR > Rt e 2 5 T AHAR LA R B AR ARAS
ARERHERT DA B — B E ) - BAWE - DL CE AR R
JE 1 (p. 65) o " 3CfE T 18 VU A [ 204K — > A BAAR | AP0 I ik -

G > [AHE ¥ B | (control mutuality) $& [ — 75 [7] & 53 4k — )7 %t
H O EA 2R IE &R | (Huang, 2001a, p. 66) > b4 EU B AL
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S B 77 R TR) AN A A B RE g SR Al o LU > TR AT ] (trust) HIJE 26 4%
[—J7 S8 1) o5 — 77 B O B 4 o0 B SR 7K ¥E | (Huang, 2001a, p.
66) ° 5 = > [ BRI & & | (relational satisfaction) 7& 5% /3 [ H1 7% 1E Th] A9
BREMG R EAe » — A 5 A — T B A S AR FE | (Huang,
2001a, p. 67) ° #f% > [ K& TE ] (commitment) R 58 5 [ — 5 A5 17 &
158 BUAES R ANE SIS | (Huang, 2001a, p. 67) °

BT h [ EERTERE R

P B R 2 A 6 7 T T AL AR A R A SR IR 6 RS R D 1 7
IR o BLA SRk 5 BEARTE A W2 5 10 5 | 35 A5 #8103 4T: B 428 A AL 4
Vi By e g 8 %) Y 12 ¥E (Bradford & Garrett, 1995; Claeys, Cauberghe, &
Vyncke, 2010; Coombs, 1995, 1998) o Bradford I Garrett (1995) fifi /] fif
DK #15 (attribution theory) 43 H VO ff fE #1555 > # 5AT tH K 2 = PES
£y JBATIESE (commission) —— K ERAHARACT TREDE 5 #EHE ST (control) ——
A ALERADATREYE > (B AR L E B R 2 34 5 K HFE
HE 1% 5% (standard) —— AL 1T A ME B 3 F 342 HEH T > SAim
fe¥eE 2 RPAIBE AR TE F 3k 5 [ 2 1% BE (agreement) &% AL AT A
e H ¥ F A BTy > WA > fefe s 2 e AR B3tk - 59—
77 T > Coombs (2004) j# [ f& 1 AT | 2 38 F [ A 4 B AR A 3 40 4 /5 4
ETETRFE AR (p. 268) ° Coombs (2004) 5L Coombs Fl Holladay
(2011; 2014) $FHLT A RSN EB BT 25 B i — JE &5 B0y ) e 1) - 9
B[S #1G B% 1 48 2 %W | (situational crisis communication theory,
SCCT) » # It > TE[fa b AT JAEE B &l o0 i = fa b i - 2 FH
(victim) ~ 7 4 (accident) ~ [ [ & # (international crisis) ° ° I ¥ 3
A i B 25T 7Y BEL s 1% B AT e IR ] 149 B B 1% (Claeys, Cauberhe, & Vyncke,
2010; Coombs, 1999; Coombs & Schmidt, 2000)

AR -5 B BT - IR & B W e B e A s T R fa b
FEREFE - R g AR ARSI A A '
> REfE— L TR AR E BEUEE E o AUF7E 58 J9 i b = A1 09 )
TEEPET ML | (strategic constituency ) AR £ (R3S SHLARAR /4)
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B8 (K BA &1 @ 7] 2 % Huang, 2006; Huang, Li, Wu, Choy, & Lin,
2014) o FREME L AR FH 50 R o AL A E T 2 L R M P ) R R i AR
N )75 2K 8% 78 8 (Grunig, 1992; Stone & Cutcher-Gershenfeld, 2002) °
Seeger (1986) i fa b /5 A0 300 [HL & G EME | B - & LR IR
R PR ALAK 0 AT J A (R B AL B2 S — 2 o Coombs (1998,
2004) HIFE Y« SRISIE A RAEEA G - WA 7T AT A 2R &
BRI EIEE B o AR > 2 AR A B - FoRA A AR M
BRI -

L > AR TSR M AN T e B R R A 5 > DA T fE b o
PRSI ] BB ERESE » S fa BRI O3 B AR SRR ~ o~ e =

R — : AhER-JE BRI AEHE o 5 BUER AN - FASEER
RIER TR - a8 9K 5 F B bl i SR 9] 1 - R e i AT
(4 1 BE AR > 7 o i i 3 A 3 T AT 10 B 18] T2 e AR 1 (Egelhoff & Sen,
1992; Gupta, 2009; Maddux, Kim, Okumura, & Brett, 2011; Newsom et
al., 1992; Pearson & Mitroff, 1993) o B F 2 » /A FAAA(E AHAER S AT
B Y 122 A BRI L AR (B ) SEBGL A REIRE > 20 SR aP 88 ) R 1E
1] (Gupta, 2009) °

BRI AhER- B R o sz fE I R RN A LE BT
M FEHE o Ja AT W COAE 2 M 200l - MBSO - LIRS
7% J1% %% > Bl Lerbinger T 5 1 & B2 (1997, 2012) #1 Coombs it 5 1Y
R 5 (1995) B UM B o 73 SO & AT B i A A T 4 sl T e A5
=oAL (G EWNEGE B TERF - WG E W) 8 & s R
) o B E BN E BB R o WO TR AR AN SRR e
J1 > A REHFAL R R G B (Coombs, 1998)  HZ - BRIFAHARAE
YsR A DR o R B SR B AR - SR B b M
B G 1A A BAR A A - BOREUAE ST 24001 -

BRI = ER - PR B A b o TSR A A AT
BOE B Sy R LA AR BRI R o Hor A I e B
Coombs (1) 41 %% 1% 25 47 /5 F1 Lerbinger 1 4 1 19 45 (8 #1 (1997, 2012) #H
B > T g AT AR KR RABVIR 9 o 55— 5| - NE-E E/
f& # Bl Coombs Y 40 #1 (transgressions) (1995, 1998) £l Lerbinger /1% i 7
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(deception) FI K 7 4 (misconduct) (1997) % fix # AT » 414k 10
TEFE R P REL RISRE = 10 > ACHLREFE [ W60 6 B0 RO 5% ) 19 25 R AT
%y (Coombs, 1995, p. 457)

AR ZAREBR

fE BB IE R NE - AR (i [ AR ) » BT ALK - 20 B
FIMBABE: - FEHE - E A REHMSN TR R AT R
B 322 40 o g DA SR B 18 HE % (Bradford & Garrett, 1995; Huang, 2006) o
FAh > WER R [ A B A (B RS LT R ) B e b (B
N &) e A 35 B 1R A 4% 7 (Marcus & Goodman, 1991) ; B —J71H »
TE UKL I B fa i > ARARE R R BRI O ~ R B > AR fa i B4 R
W S HHE 52 I IE 11 5% 28 (Coombs & Holiday, 1996) o #4455 2 » fatk
SRR AR e 6 (R TR 5 B G 4 — R B R S > SRR R LR - B R
R bEE AR EAT R B R b o SR ABFE IR DL RER

Bk — : (el B ] e [ ek | B 418k - 25
PR ] B AR AR - FAE B PR > 2 A BT SRR Y RIOR Bk R o B
Pk SR Y ROk g o

Bk = : (e s R | B T4 8% - A BRI N BE [ fa i
BB | B S ¢ BB R Z At A R SR < ROR
2%

fe b g - falEiR ([ BEER R E) » 'A% A5 H
%1 Z BHPE o Sandman (1993) 481 > fEMEHREM - — 3~ RRFAY A
A Do Al A A B R 1 BAR N 2 T RAYEBRR o 2 3 e fa p nl e TR =X
LN BEAR 2w v %) T8 ) 69 45 0 | T DAE B - BRI - — 3% - IR
1 [ TR T X B 0 o 3 55 o P R SRR — B > W P AE - B
A EAKAE ~ B BEF- 4 - BHCR - DA A 22 % 45 (Grunig & White,
1992) o HLAb - b B w6 AT FT 45 R 1M 5 > Huang (2001b) ) 0F 7% HE B
FFAE T AR A B [ 414K — A A BR | HA9{E AT o AHMEHL > Huang (2004)
A A R R ST SR 28 SRR A AL > R T [ B AR | B A AR
Z HRBE RN AR ~ iy 28 M DR B e AR B =0 THT S T AL A
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ROAETT > RTHG A4 ] T X (L4 B R ~ — Bk B k) mT LA
il R AL AR R BRAR © P EAERIE SR P IR E 2 2 fa R
A7 PR - ALK AR F) ZE SR SRR L 1) A 86 (] R X DA SR A 1 A Ak B
NRARIBAR o MR Bttt o B2 DU Rk

Bt = + e bt I 2 5K 1 S A A — 2 R B 4% ] Ay FELB O - 5 B
F [ G W S B R ] 0 i 4 o A B DR v 2 A R - A Il
KRR AT

W35 E

— R AW I (B 75 5 TH BT ST AR 5% o B AW 5T £ 5 ¥ 500
kA%m%ﬁﬁ@ NIRRT BN LR SR M 2 B N B AT Y R
LA o HFFTHRIECR N AERE) 2001 4E A 9 4 18 7R 1= 500 KA 264 Bk
A 2002 FFHEAT A o ARWFST LA E AR BT A A2 o o i L 2 4533
KA FEFEHE - (1) MESERERCEEMAR S (2) 5
A3 R A EZ AL BARF b B R B B A B S ik S A B AR
o HARBAK B T 2 467 KA > B A4 £ 1604y > [l
R 34% o

TE160 0 Z 7 & > 47% B4tk > LA EAREL A 31-50 5% 2 ]
(77.6%) o 3 1. B2 w7 % £ 7 B SR ) 5 (46%) > HEA 145 2
(18%) BIEEE (16%) B2 A7 15 5 & A B L SAR o iR R BN F >
75 A B R [ A BB PR BERE RS (538 500 K A 26) 7 FEHEAT -
ZEAEE - B T AR BB 55y I M 5 B o EAT B L
FRMSA BERERS > BRATE B RATE G im 2 o » ST 2E H R -
IS > BARABR S RN -

B & 77 ik

TEOREE B FIHR T > AW FTBR 2 95 Il L B R A TR 21 5 e e
BRI 1) — (R SR o 33 > 2R RIE DL LR A ST fE
1% 5% 81 (Lerbinger, 2012) © (1) FE 2 W% > (2) AMEA RN 55 B
Ah o (3) BT RGR A/ BHE R > (4) AR AEIT S > (5) HANGE
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SERIE R - (6) BARSEE » (7) MEEE - AUFRANERCER o fE AT

B > AOPTUE BRI Rk 2 e R AU — (SN - R
B ek S 1 BB T OMR-FRE) s k30 4 5 (-

EIARRH) - AR = o A 198 [ A Sk B BT R B0 A IS IR
P82 50 AR o A% 8 G2 AN A KB — > 3B AN AR — 5 SR
AN = 5 5 A0 3R S BT S 00 R e S SRS HE © B T T NI
FERBTRIY RG22 > AP S AR AL R OPETT 08 - 7 1238 F
B 2 R s 54N S T A ol T AT BT AR A — 1 (MR- R
B) BT UM -FR) SRS A 291 > 55 =8 (RE - HAHE)
fa R RIA 4018 o

UeAh > 207 B SR B 8 ] bR B A OE AT REAE o W2 AR
MEARER [l ERE R 2% > BH Huang ~ Lin £ Su (2005) 1Y
1940 TH » A iR (16 ~ 2180 ~ 3T - 458% - 5|
) HEAT R o T T E A ] e TR X R el 7 B SRR Hh i = L =
2 AN BATEM GERMER—) -

ZHiE R N HR AR EEN A & BERA - I HEEE R & B R
AN fa] 1 BLAH 45 A B4R o & 7 15 B Huang (2001a) 246 Y
16 TH M & 3R > DI wdr i R R IE ORRIEE R E]
SRERIEEFREZL) - i B & N E T - B
Cronbach’s alpha 1R > 555F Mk — o

16 #% {8 4% 7R W& 1Y) Cronbach’s alpha @11 1 : [5E | 5 .88 » [HEH | &
T7 5 THETN ] B .67 (B A T 7558 ) 5w | BEA8 %8 B I » [ Cronbach’s
alpha {3 1) o £t 8] BEFE 21 Cronbach’s alpha HIj £ .85 o DU 4
1 Cronbach’s alpha B4~ « [AHEHEHIEE 17y .78 » [{54E 17y .84 » [ B

RImE R | B 78 » [HRGENE] £ .83 -
HRER

S TR 0 f b > A BT LA B A4 — 24 R B
OPUREASB L7V BEAGJE - AHIFE b T 0 2 = o MU B —
SRR A DU A SR 2 ) B o = B B 10 AL 40 17
T



FE A% 8 1B SR LA 1E R X

e TR ) e B 43 A A 2R

MBI BEREE R KRR

o
g —

b Ei I B
S — BRI — RN

WESEH - R E {2

F 8416 p

fa R SRS (55—

27 195
e -.283%
I -.390%*
i 2204
Step 1 R? 362
e (55 )

— M [l e 225
ol ik [ fE -.076
B IR [n] g 170
R? change .083
Total R? 445

B p
315 -.140
-.119 -.201
.082 -.147
-.025 .080
.080 .096
.089 535
-.165 327
450% -.158
185 373
.265 469

B #p<.10; % p<.05; ¥4p < .01; ¥*¥¥p < 001 ; B = standardized Beta °

R (R PR I A 2R

A —
AR - Ik B A

BRI BRI
AR - % B e PR3 748 — 5 B R A

SR« {54

H 8416 B
FEREABE SRS (S —FE ) -

E.27 208
HEH] -.209
O -.289%
i 021
Step 1 R? 246

MHETE 5K (5 PR TE)

— R o] 368*
Tl [ f -312
Lz IR ] g 343
R? change 174
Total R? 419

p p
261 .039
-.134 -.147
-.024 .077
-.034 270
.066 .030
386# .630%**
=272 .077
A4T7* .069
269 412
334 442

FE #p<.10; % p<.05; #¥p < .01; #¥p < 001 ; B = standardized Beta °
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= TRARINGE ] RS R R o BT 4 R

BiHl— BRI e
R —EEEER B —EEER

BR= .
P — 4 BEAH R fE

JESETE - BRI

S S| p B p
FERMEEIR R () -
E.2g 269% 157 -.119
B -215 -.200 -.141
FE -.280# 087 -.026
i 087 046 222
Step 1 R? 242 031 035
Bl RETE 2 (55 FEE) -
— B ] 218 171 490
bk ] JRE -.164 -137 -243
T [ 295 628 586#
R? change 107 364 .389
Total R? 349 395 423
5 #p<.10; % p<.05; #¥p < .01; #%p < 001 ; B = standardized Beta °
FW [ BRG] P Sl o3 A 4 2R

B — - BRI . BR= .

S —RE R AN — AR

PR — A LR A

JRESEIE - BRRRE

Fl A6 i 8
FEMEBRE RIS (55 —FEIE) -

(.23 182 194
B -.061 .008
#0 -301% -.066
o 075 019
Step 1 R? 157 023
Il e (55 [ Je)

— B [l .309# 272
ol ik [ fE -.046 -253
S IR [m] g .191 148
R? change 162 .074
Total R? 319 097

192
-.067
-.018

.146

.072

527
S529#
-476
375
446

FE o #p<.10; % p < .05; ¥p < .01; #*¥%p < 001 ; B =standardized Beta ©
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AR 73l 3 o = i 2 LA | T T R e < R 3R B o

B ZAE 5 A R R 04 B AR5,

KESLBEUR o [fE MR RE SRS | vl LTRSS — BUa i (- B =)
Hh R [ 4H Ak — 2 AR BR AR 1 0% D R AR 5 R —— S A 1R SR W 4y I T
DL i F8 AH H 22 il B (control mutuality) ~ 1 4T (trust) ~ i &% & (relational
satisfaction) ~ 7K ¥ P (relational commitment) 1 36% ~ 25% ~ 24% Hi 16%
EEELE - S —PEBCRATE DU B SR TE | - BR7RGE M 2y Bl RS AL - B
R B S A B K ME (LR — U)o 55 BB RIARES [ fE i [n] e
TR HsE 2 FEdefil 7 [ AEA G % | 4% - et Iml BETE X mT LAG R0
T T 4R 4% — 2 R AR J B 43 I v (945 A BELZR G M - 1 S8 AR B 4 o R By
B TEI IR B i B o b 5 BB R AR DU [ AHLAK - R
R B BRAE T R PR ~ (54T ~ TR BE ARG ) 10 TE BIOR _Eh
R K - BRI Sy I BE R AR BRI R  BAT - TR - KGE
PER)45% ~ 42% ~ 35% H132% (158 B i o

FAE R EH OMNB-FEB) K RRSEHETR 1 fEHEE
TR S A AR — 7 R BEAR DU ALY SR 1) B 2 B TR R AR R A B K E o R
T2 o S SR N i R A & (malevolent crises) ok B2 B3 7H
Wy o FEfR > AERE] T T fEME A SR mE | > [t [l e TR =X B ml A5 80
0 V) e R AR 245 SR v A R BRAR AR R S L R - R AR R Y AR AR
sl T AH B o R R G I R AT -

S SR A (TR — A5 BEAF BE A9 fe i) (9 AIF 90 S 35 HI) o A B 1 o
e T fE AR W | DR T A AR — N R BAR | A BEAR 45 R A deE v
TR - Siah 4 REER o P 2 R AR o BLITE s fE W% H
(O > At [l IR TR =X ) 36 D0 {18 I8 R 45 7% R 203 4 v B 5 /K 3 2 T
Wy o TFERE R ETE 20 ) 43 I AR T A B B3 ~ (54T ~ IR B FRGE
YER)37% ~ 41% ~ 39% F138% 5 I BL R2 1Y) 14 1= 7 U 1 B AR 5 B # 7
W KHE oAb > BT 2 S5 HAR E 2 0 2 B K ME > 4 il fig
P TAHEFERIEE ~ (54T ~ TR ERRGEER 47% ~ 44% ~ 42% F145% -

=N

ASSY
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18 3 A1 52 1828 64 #IF 52 25 3

R — 585y > N AL AR Y AT B DR RE B 6 0 22 s A (0 95% O mis 3
A T A% — 2 R BRAR | B TEIOR < Ao b v A0 A B DR sy > A AT
TEWE AT K > DR PR RS AR o WA RBUR > B — R
BT > BB R Y SR M B SE — S fa e i BRAR 45 R BB M B - 7ESR
JEBRLEE = b > B D0 R SRS T i B R o MR AT R
W& BRES—Efa > BB RN BRIRINE A B RN (B =269, p
<.05) » HERWMEE LR -

AR ARE > Bt HURE R B A A — B fa ik QMR- FE &) T
() BEAR &5 R LU TS — (UM -8 ) FEE =B (N - 2AR )
HRARL o

TEss—RHERE T > [#E 1T ] (excuse) B 8 4% — 2\ 77 BEAR 1 DO F BEAR
FREW B AR R (B =-390,p<.01) ~ G (B =
-289,p < .05) WA= E (B =-280, p<.10) FIEFEM (B =-.301,p <
05) o [HFIA ] (justification) W[RIEREAH B HEHIE (B =-.283, p <.05) /&
AEHEE - [ 558 ] (denial) RIS B HEHIEE (B =.220, p <.10) £ 4
By 1E T 5 288 > 1 [ 34 | (concession) ¥ i & & (B =269, p < .05) HI|
FHE EHE-

TESE ZJEAERET > TR fa MR S w34 S e ) -

TESS =B fa b o A R4 SR M IS 0 2 T T 35 = B A e A AT —
T [ 44— N A RRAR | R o

AT S > et R R A28 —Blfarh 2 > mH — -~ =
Jefa i R A B BSCR. - 8RR AT B804 3K -

MR 5 > fa ik e Y B T 8605 R A0 — B AE M LA A > nT DL
R SR U T A AR AR — A ABIAR B W RE A5 SR AN A = AR R A
TSRS o A5 o B Y SR 100 T 5 B A1 I (3G SR M B
fi i 1] FEE TR XA T4 4 — 28 AR BRAR | IO RICR o A% 78— fe e J 700 4 R
O R AR A T AT B R R B R A HEA T HE S o TS AT A a4
AR B AT R > fE A R SR W % SR ) )N (B fE e R 5K
[ FEI B - 75 RV =M RIS -
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HmAERER
RSO LT DU > A O 9% S R L B R R o

JEARFA R AR IS Rk L BT XL AR A A B

P =RUE Y A B 3 B e T DUE Y RSB A BT R W] DB R Y
22 s % (IR A% TR e B e A ] T S A T 44K - A AR BRAR T e ) - f
4% TR G (R 905 2 R A A ) PR A B AR > o AR A A AT B R
= SEREERE RN 1A A RIRRAIR » BRI > 5 0 fE AR (4 SR S AL VR 1B
&t (rhetoric) 2 B8 » A A fa i ir & AR BK > 1B #F (rhetoric) 1Y
JrE RIS AR F o R T 20 () A SRR R IRy~ — 30~ b
F By [l ) B R B M o AW BB B B A E I BT g
YER M AR EL S IR > 95 R T B BT smE 58 i Bk > o 2 fE % R
W 2 5 I H T A S R AR AL R B O -

EAAE R B AL B s

B — BB S AN - JF B B S > DA T B (RS A I
B -

85— BT AW > fEME B BT 2 A ik ms > HE

REBHHA - AR RR G A LA TEE - AFREN > EREBAARKE
(natural disasters) 8¢ b &1 55 it (external accidents) B > [#5 [ | (excuse)
B[ 98 | (justification) & 5 3020 S 3 40 4% 2 26 N5 AT (distrust) BLURTH
= (dissatisfaction) FJ1ETE o M H Z ATATBF 9T > B BB % BR 55 T 19 & Al
U5 (message-recipients) fff 3¢ (#4] U1 : Bradford & Garrett, 1995 %) F1 %}
T BT 2 ) SCAR A BT T (Huang, 2006) » ARFFFTHE > G EEE
PR SRR R R B R 2 > HE R R R A BB o A F >
fE % B R 5 [ 5825 | (concession) & ME— R LAAE A& IE [n] BRAZR 45 SR 1
M o

5 BRANIR - IR E A o A B AR fe i E B AT AT
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A&k > PTLL > ALARAE 7 {8 A 25 0 sl I (Bradford & Garett, 1995) 2 {2
FEARWE o SR » A SCHF TR BE BTG > 50 m] T X B s A (9% S s A
IR fe e b I 2 B AR E AR RS - B0 > R R P EY TR
F B fa b RETE 2 T2E 11 (excuse) ¥4 [ 4 4% — A BRI 0 & |
VEFASRAFAE o #2552 > R 44 1= B FLAS M 0% o] B f i = 0 > 2t
AR PRI #5101 SRS > AR B A T Y [ AR - A A BRAR ] - B2 TE K
SEERAB LY > 2 98] | (justification) 35 4 4k — A B 2 T T3 4T | BAMR 5%
2 T RS R e EAT ) A AT (B =-316,p<.05) > $&
M EIMAIE MM fa i e X% > A mMEEeE S A HE (B =
-209, p > .05) o 3 5 (15 5wk B 1 i 1] IR T 2 AR 10 Mt v o A
A R E M LA T A B o BRI AARE B 5
fi 4% 1] E TR 20T DL 0 [ 9B ) (justification) FIT 415 3 () £ T 52 28 - 5
AN [HgEA | SRS LRI (B = .265, p < .05) BA{E/E (B = .296,
p<.05) ZIETH A2 > JREEE i [l ETE 2B AT T 2%« R B 48 ol 8
(B =.195,p> .05 ~f54FE (B = .208, p > .05) o PLHH S i —H EN %
Huang (2008) 2 W75 85 51 - B fe bl ol TR X [ 520 ) 2RO E A T
A (mediating) 1EH - B 5 2 » & B[ FEL RIS 2 e KRR > &
B~ B — B [ I R AR AT A

M E ETS XA [ M3 — 224 M | e b 09 Z2AE R

EASE SRR o B ER — AR BE i B et > a1
T 0 R T LR SR RS 2 - W B0 > M EHaEE > B
REBERIFFE ARG T RPIEEM AL (Coombs & Holladay,
1996) o DRI > 38 1E B AF 52— S0 7S 7 38 25 SR (concession) 3 J&
[@] 1% (compassion) 3 #% (Bradford & Garrett, 1995; Huang, 2006; Marcus
& Goodman, 1991; Siomkos & Shrivastave, 1993) o 2K » AW 7% BT i &5
(A BRAE 65 AR 2 > AT A0] i B (049 SRS 2 sy - B ol 20 SR
FOAGISN 5 AHBE > AR 5 o CRAFREME - 5~ B AY [m] TR XA
SR RS- R BHR B EZ A R - 417 Dutton and Dukerich
(2004) fir gt ok - [ B R RO HERS > 72 R b PRI AT B & (115 A0 4k AE
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HIRE RG] - SEERT S > fE B A - B BB et > Bl
[ o] BE AT J# | (what to respond) ({E{4% 5 W) FH L > A ML T &
[ 4nfe][2]#E | (how to respond) ([a]fEJE) o

TAE e F A AR

AT S 58 R e R ) R D B A PR o AR N Z IR F S R B
(Huang, 2006) 5 i » 7E& & ~ s A B EERI W e FH 4+ > IREHH
7552 (denial) ~ #5 [0 (excuse) FHEH (justification) B BE 1 A 1F T 14 ¥ i
#*E (Huang, 2006) © SR1 - AR B R > RAEKE L NBIERE
A A AL A8l Y ) i M AR SR (o A BRL U 1) 2 A b [l R T e 65 8 )
9 L TR A 1) ) BER 45 51 o AR AHE 2006 43 174 & 2 fE# (malevolence
crises) M 75 (Huang, 2006) » ) i 55 B 58 5 7Y A B 10 e A7 E S5 K
(1) 40 ik B A 45 BRAR N [H] 2 BRNTVE 22 o BB fa B P A7 75 1) [ 9 58 v 2= |
(expectation gap) A1 T AR AHE— L BT LR RS ©

o]

s

AR E &

R TE L AR T E R 2 #iRE - DL Z W5
F BT — M F AT > 0 & & F FF (Benoit, 2013;
Dawar & Pillutla, 2000, Study 1, 2, and 3) ~ i & 2= % 1 (Seeger, Sellnow,
& Ulmer 2012; Siomkos, 1999) » =l HAMF A A 2 i A B 1 F4145 (Coombs,
2014; Hearit, 1994, 1996, 1997) o AHIF 7t )7 it U — T AN [R] S 80 2 f
AN IR FAF e B AT R ~ i B A B AR A - 0 A BRAR 2 BRI P o AR AR
W AHFFTIEME T Sillince (2002) [HERES > Aths? A ASIH] 1 5E 5% (context) #P
A HIE R B BE (thetorical) B3R » HFFERLAFFE N - GEMERIE X
(thetorical form) o

A SO A S B (contingency theory) (Coombs & Holladay, 2011;
Faircolough, 2000; Jarman & Kouzmin, 1990; Sillince, 2002) %) & J&k HI 7£
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B G E R - fEMERE RN - DL R AHAK - A R BRR Z B -
WEAh > AT 5% 37 i M A8 4 3 BN B S5 38 AR - L mT DAY Bl A 7
AELAK Y 1 RE g > DR = A Y v > SRR SR B[] R KA
fEt R P E STk -

55 ARWFFTAE LA ST (9140 Coombs, 2014; Druckenmiller, 1993;
Kempner, 1995; Liu, Austin, & Jin, 2011) 7 5§ #) f& 1% 0] e 7 X 2 55
PERYERE F > AAREMABMEBAEERME T RN EE . —7
THT > FE AR [l TR X TE DA 08 — 7 BRI %) e A v A g B AR Ak B S ) R
&5 S— 7 > fat bl Y U AE B 2R 5% (natural disasters) B Ak
(accidents) Y fEHAE AL | > JIL AT B A8 092 28 ) i —— s el [ 9
B ] (justification) 3 W& &7 s ASE AT (distrust) » {HE A —2 - FEh
H Wy [l ETE 2 Bl i b A R A 4k 2 AME AR

R R BR R AR T[]

AHITFE A Jey BRAE AT DAGE = AR 7 T At df o 56— > ALARE B A U
Ve AT BE R 32 A BORIBUE SR BT A ROARE - PR A) BE & 5 B
RO &E SR o flhn > JUf D Bz 5 & 1 55 ek e S 5 A O (deception)
2 A A7 2 (misconduct) Y[ fEH o BEAN o B A —SLF I BRI
TR RS R - R R A A RS R A AR B S o T RE R R R
LMELR o W ABFITLA 500 K AR ZE L B R E P B R P e b
EOILEHBR - ZRRBUE > HABC HAE KRG - 2 5 =i
TR A B R IR AR R E AP — B FE 2 N B o AR SCE T #E
Fh BT % 58 7] o 5 T[] 2 ] M 7 R BT BB O BR R (patterns) > B4 46
Ve AR > AHBTE o A AR RE AR R R AL ERH -
SR > S BRAS LAY BR ] > ASSCRE R B AR W IARDE ST S 8L 0 & > AT
BORBRA Z RG> DUEERB AL - 28 = B BT Y 70 SRR 2 1
A = DAGEAEAT Sy 2 TR B ol | S0 A > (ELR B RS L i
F o BEEA HAb L ] DA Y TE 2 2 FERSE Y o

AL > ABFFRER [ ] Z ThAE - S RARTRART I L2t e

i
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W] 2 BEARTT ™ BEARE o 238 R AR WF 78 Y el 0 & DL R 28 1) - 56
— > AR A ERR A RER > fEr R Y R AN - IR E
B S M I [ o L TR S B AT T AR ) R B AR R HOER
A8 — A8 BN A 1 0 0 S 8 — 0 R BRAR B B S K T ) o SRAR B
FUR] LABGEE B S L0 > TRATR S et [l B TR X s 11 B A 24 B A B i
) o

HWR o RABYWFTT AT LLER A 2 18 ) 9 T2y ) 51 00OR | A v o
ARA AT A] AR R[] 1 & R UCE (message recipient) (Bradford &
Garett,1996; Dawar & Pillutla, 2000, Study 2 & 3; Jiang et al., 2015) ~ K
IS (mass media) (Huang, 2006) ~ X &l #8{fi % (message sender) %
TR AR E P TR B E Z R o R AT a8 2=
S QTR AT [ 24 AT R - R & B R R S A R O SRR R
RROVEBEAT B 2 AR o A HE 2 A B L A o A A R R
W 1) L A ] 2 R A IR A R AL A R R 0
Ao 3R IR AT 2 A &S REAL R ik A B0 T S R S Y
R SURAT I 2 A% > AT E R L — 2 TR AR S pe 3 R g
A5 4 ] T X B 22 BAE T -

AR T[] SO R A > A I BUR fE SR TE A B AL
AHEZENFAEER (moderator) > JEI » EHIE A FFH#E— P 1 ta
DA R 7 1 B 5 B AR (Coombs, 2007, 2013) o {5l 41 » 48 [ 399 75 9% 2% |
(expectation gap) [ f i » S1¥55 " BUEMMEIT IR A M AR - 1
F oo FEER R[N - AR B B fE A ) B A AR S 2 ] A A
1) FE AR > ANfE (A R 2 et - WEIK - N84T 4% 5F (Lerbinger, 2012) »
AT T DAAE— 20 B WO S A AT 0 B0 > DAGH 3% ELJE <7 b o3 %
fEEAARERNED -

-

1 {540 > Pearson i Mitroff (1993) [ 43 1 [ 3l / #8375 ) B [ A\ /4L @& | W Al
fE B RETY > 95 WA 454 B TR B — i 2 43 » Kovoor-Misra (1995) fi¢ fa % vJ
RS2 2R 1 1) 11 3 > IR ST ALAR S | L 78 0 fa AR ) R B TR 1) > SIP DA L 5 BE i I
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4y fE#E 25 A o Kovoor-Misra ~ Clair £l Bettenhausen (2001) 8 $ 1 #% 1Y) filg 45
BAE R Ay th T = HR A fa i - B iR A fa i ~ 2R (decline) fE At BLEE
J& (developmental) f&#% o Lerbinger (1997) » £ 45 & 75 J& & # 1Y fl) 5% B iy
]2 4% > WERR T = 32 B fa MU B G R OB A M - LI AR fE R (L
15 B ORBALAT) ~ ABUE R fE b (A5 ST B S 0E) - DR A
M fe ik (F gl RO EEBL - IFEBUR ST 4) 55 o

2 [ AHR—A ) T ) BT X BE 5 (Hardin, 1982; Weiner et al., 1988) H A 44 il
THG [ B Ay 3544 / A SR (introvert/extrovert) [ 43 (Coombs, 1995) #H B 5 -
[HNEB | T Y 2 f i i A0 4% DA A i) N SR AR A% 5 1 RE Y« L i i SCORK . 2 35 B
i M2 75 T FE (RN #8361 ﬁﬁ%fﬁﬁ%.ﬁﬁﬁfbﬁ B W 1 (Coombs,
1999; Coombs & Schmidt, 2000) © %3 —J5 i > EWE A E— —
878 BRIAT 2 B IR 3 R P%EJJDT?”“ Hardin, 1982)

3 %Eﬁ’»&ﬁﬁﬂﬁ"”ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ”ﬁ () ZEHR AR R . HiEE
ﬁ%ﬁﬁT%ﬂ%ﬁiE@ﬂ%%ﬁ@ ; (2) AN lE e R AR G RE
B3I JF 2 B R B St BB AHARTE S HgE A AT 5 (3) &R
AR AR IR A > B IR A R AU LR AT 5 o

2Z Rk
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