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Dual connectednes®f social media:
Connecting networks of users and connecting egystemsof
techniques
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ABSTRACT
This article argued for the dual comtedness of social medi@n one

side, social media connect a lot of people to make a bagial networkopn

the other side, numerous social media platforms are connected through
technologies to become a connecting ecosystem. The emergence of social
media today is the result of esvolution of human agency and information
infrastructure.

Thus, there are two approaches to investigate the dual connectedness of
social mediaOne istheoretical, which provides critiques to the ideologies of
algorithms and structures of social media platforms, and another one is
empirical, which acquires big daba the social media platform to analyze

human digital footprints by combining compuscience and social science.

Keywords: algorithm, big data, connectedness, sharing, platforms,
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Never-ending fluidity and fragment: Exploring a Potential

ResearchApproach to Materiality of Instant News Production
ShuLin Chiang,

ABSTRACT
This article tries to integrate two research fields of Communication Studies, Science
and Technology Studies (STS), drawing upon the idea of materllitly. investigating
the roles offitechnology and finew communication technologieembeded in the
Communication Studies and Actor Network Theory (ANT), it reminds us of technology
being visible, instead of being taken as background of newsstade This research
adopts the ideas from ANT, social shaping as well agraduction in STS tormlyze the
preliminary enpirical data collected from personal-depth interviews.t provides a

further thinking of a possible approach to materiality of instant meaduction.
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ABSTRACT

This article begins with Andreas Hepp's defining mediatization as a
metaprocess and as panorafanorama is introduced by adopting Latour's
Actor-NetworkTheory andas the alternative to the traditional totality,
panorama is compared and costeal with oligoptica and together they help
to paint a different picture of wholenes&ediatization theory is questioned in
how its wholeness can be empirically analyZgesices this, the gestionable
discriminatory power and the dubious pmausal implication of the concept
mediatization are also debated.Actor-NetworkTheory is then again
proposed as to enlighten the possible synchronous mediatization research.
Middle-ranged or not, ANT does funain as the workbench on which
mediatization researchers can build the conceptual tools needed to conduct
research that nesting magrmese, and micrelevel into one another.

Keywords: actornetworktheory,medialization, middieange theory,
panorama
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ShuHui Lin*

ABSTRACT

The Masses magazine (March 1883 r i | 1994) and the radio
of t he Ma s s & Bedember] 1998k were 9h@ dawave of dissident
left-wing media in Taiwan in the twentieth centurffhis study conducted an
in-depth interview with the founding members, including Chang Chisg to
discuss the origin of the political narationalist political movement in the 1970s
and its subsequent developme@hang eperienced judicial persecution when he
served as the mayor of Jiaoxi Township, Yilan CouAfier fleeing to the United
States in 1977, Chang was exposed to thenlgfty ideology of oversea students and
compatrios, leading to sociopolitical moweents with a strong class consciousness.
Through protests held by antinuclear, environmental, and labour movements, the
left-wing group established a path for the peasants and working class in Taiwan.
Consequently, The Masses and Voice of the Masses sasvadnedia platform for
the quaspolitical party against th&uomintang.A fierce political divide conflict
between the pranification and preindependence people identified with China and
those with Taiwan occurred during the Taiwanese municipal aodingial
elections of 1994, and the strong class consciousness exhibited by Voice of the
Masses peaked the assembly of protestdre.we v e r , T eevendrettd s f i r st
presidential election in 1996 symbolised and highlighted the identification of
geographyand the state apparatus similar to the political development in countries
with established democraci€Sonsequently, the class consciousness of the working
class in Taiwan was remarkably faded as the democratic and natimsaiousness
of the bourgeoig emerged as the new cultural hegemdgiyen the fact thathte
left-wing movement led by Chang and his comrades began to dealiimesuledin
the demise of The Masses and Voice of the Madsenetheless, theven had
brought a significantmpact beeron the development of the lefting movement in
Taiwan ever since.

Keywords: Non-nationalist political magazine, underground radio, left wing,
class consciousness , cultural hegemony.

Lin ShuHui is The secretary of Department of Labor, Taipei GBgvernment
e-mail: ahui0928@gmail.com
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