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Abstract

The objective of this paper is to contemplate a
possible alternative to the examination, published as

a research article in nformation Systems Research

(Sia et al. 2002), of the effects of communication
cues, anonymity, and social presence on group
polarization in computer-mediated communication
(CMC) settings.

presence to

Sia et al. introduced the concept of

social explain the effects of

communication cues and anonymily on group
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polarization, but we believe that anonymity alone
provides a clearer explanation of the results. This
paper classifies levels of anonymity to provide
possible explanations for Sia et al. (2002)’s results
and presents the results of a new experiment to
confirm our explanation. We also want to
emphasize that our comments are not intended to
disparage the usefulness of social presence as a
mediating variable to explain group polarization; our
intention instead is to encourage further
investigation to better understand group polarization

in CMC settings.
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1. A&

Sia, Tan, and Wei(2002)& F ¥ 4¥& B3t #
e Aol FHcues)st EAE AT ATFAEE A
A Zopdo e w3 group polarization) ¥oF
of digt %29 AAE WA A WA Hdge AR
t  Agel e WdlW(face-to-face) B7
(unsupported setting), Woi® ZH3FE oo AR A
o] M(computer-mediated communication(°]d} CMC))
34, 28] ¥AHdispersed) CMC SHEL ums}
of HAet=gte] glol AfrdAleld F(cues)7t FE
AEaE HASUT. 7 ouA d¥ge A v A9
W ugo s HoW CMC 8743 #4F CMC 3&73
gt oo 2o o] A 23 ade
-tk ot

Sia §(2002)2 AfrAld 9 9

of wiA FFE AR =7

<

!

‘O N,

ol AurI

(social presence)?]

computer-mediated communication;

}d dgE T3 Agsidd. Sia $(2002)& CMC

o Ae=gol g 71E AFE v e® (1) AfY
Aol 17t EoEFE AHAH EAFo] WolAH,
(2) A =g A 2GS 3E Aola, (3) A
53 EAFY FEL T8 s A2 4
& vjd Aolgta An. Ty ALY EAel vl
H A2 9o F JHA 49 ARE HEFd Ao
A &dd. 2 479 Fa¥ FHE CMC #3
oA He=stel 9FE vAE AFUALAL ek o
Ao d¥e AT 5 e ULy BHE AAG
T Aot

2. AH313 43 #3

Short, Williams, and Christie(1976)% Ay #AolA
Ao ol A EAZY F£ES A dd W
Aol 99 dFg& Foa B o AF AFE 3
gSskol ALE A EA4zo] 9o @A) ALFE AR
o #8 AFUAA 1Y Tl wet AEFH E4
#e] Fo] detA=d(Sproull and Kiesler 1986),
d& Fof, vt Hdid 84 CMC 87l u}3)
A+sl A EA7o] ErhHRice 1993, Chidambaram 1996,
Straub and Karahanna 1998). €& & vl B9 ug
e wdld $4e AdojF stel Az 57t BY A
FH71 W Absd EAQZo] A Foh ¥ CMC
BAAAME oA 7t H2E 2 niHa AZH
= A7) dEd] AEld EAge] doldd
(Poole and Jackson 1993, Straub and Karahanna
1998). olgjgk M3 AFEo] gt AHE vigoR
Sia 5(2002)= AFUAA & Eold AlFH &
Azro]l sropAn], ol AlEAH Exjoz s
=3 @Al AstAl dold Aoletis FAA

gt Ayl Al A EALE WA s dF=
AATHNunamaker et al. 1991, Short et al. 1976). A}
gEo] CMCE 538 9geoz 9448 Ys o, dde
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g =77 giEd AEY dFo Bo AFHoR
HaloH(Nunamaker et al, 1991), 9B A L oi} 4%
of g AHALE WFF7] g ASAH EAPL
ywFcHLatane 1981, Nunamaker et al. 1991). o]& gt
A AFES vEoZ Sia 5(2002)2 AHAY A
T AR EAGE W3] gEd FE53E U
ZatA dohn Fsn, 2 49 M dge <
E 1o acofso] Qlvk AHoz g A A A
A& FFH(verbal) & AASLE wojs Fa332
7b AgEA Fged, AAA e AASNUE wol
= AGI87t FUHEAY. AAEL oldl s 7%
A Gt AARE AEA EAFol F83] #FAHEA
&gtz "Eolga stk F oA AdAMe
A zddM AjztE JE AANRE o, 2ga A
il CMC &4dA B e AFReE o Ju53
7} ZeAe AE #gAdsiT. ady, o 24
AAH e AASAY, (NZAH F#7 AAE) B
CMC #7dA g4 & AFsrate JI53
7babAl gstet. ool s AAEE AjzHE 7o AA
ot gAY AFol AEFH EAPE @Fo JdFs
£ ZsAw, F 7HA Y 537t FHAA o A
Yehgr] Bos M2 adg X@sle F7HAEQ &
T gle ol obd7t 583

L. =
L G

Aoz @_aﬂr: MY ATES Qv B ohyet,

A Stsh maol AuIsel N G
2A%e A Jge & 49
REEREZ LT

A Ao
of QlojA] Aps A
ot 22y HI1AS HIBY AAE

WY 2= Ayl HA) §ou, H4A, H4B, HEA,

H6B Ao dig dy =3
3=

Sia 5(2002)2 ZHFE o Aol
Aol 7o) vd AA CMCe

ojgHoz HE3A X

T Hdd ARY
73 & Ax

A Za(text) 73 A3t AF A EZARPL BFa1,
sobxl Atg EAqGez s FdFgs} gobd A
olgbx 7HA(HIA, H1B)E AAstdch e,

A HA ABoM 7 e A JdSsddd &
A% e WAA ZaAedl, ol i FFH
o} AAZF ABH EAZE FEI EFA ZY7) W
o] obd7t st 5 & B ojmg Y Ay
= A A &

E3 Sia F(2002)2 AfrdAlM dfel A9} oy
del Agol AEH EAFE FFo AeFgE A
SHARE, F A9 anrt A2z FrhHes ol
U 2o olle diAfes dojdna FRsY
(H4A, H4B, H6A, H6B).

ase

"SR FHe) adls
wEol Pusel Jge

o] A5 EAE

WAE A% 59

E FAsel dojux @7l wReltp.
79).”
2eu of # 2dle) dFol 9 vAY £ fEA, 9

Azel &Bhe YASEA ABHoz o] ofe
20, AAEE d%a olgd AT AN A
28,

3. 934 #A

B @A e oleid AFsd dg gt s
Aste] 99 Md(anonymity)d] AEE =45HA ) Siad
AN E ZaA2 AdWAS U§ AW F ug
Aol 24& DHEAEH, o F) 01“* q1g

HEA (old 7o) F32RE Uger) 4 & s

45 Fd’. 2 dFAAE Sia 5(2002)9 AHE
wo AAshA Mustr] fste] WE A Adel xS

v

o ﬂ il

i

w, mEas ogye
Wi X @8R & 4 9E 3

R

o

A,
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Grolh Mg ABAe AFSeA 15 BYL

Foahe uoh 99 A4 2 A4 o we 9n
& ANFES o Frh Ee A9 Aol wEHA
: b ek

7] wiel fde d =7A Ha,
taolal Bzt otoltjoj & Wl A Hel Hd=3
‘«] 7&kA & Ao]lth(Nunamaker et al. 1991, Sia et
. 2002), whebA olEA @2 WAdo] A1EFH &
H??‘i 8 g 4%E vAE o] ofye}
AR FFgE nHvta B Aol
olvtA o2 ALFEL AdiHo] AVlE FHAA EE
wf Apalel oAE Boh AGEFA AXE & A <
Bldel Al Aoz odg Mg Aedx Aol
A4 RIA R maE s Ay R ©
Aol B npyo]l ofy|std o] E& FEoldlol
A F A7) wFel, s AdEA(identification)
g7ol 4 4 Qe Aot dE £}, Tresca
(1998)+= Qe YAl olF, T4, HM3H3
AgaE EE FEY Ay ARRAE RS,
oli= Aol AFATt 6?‘1145 FHAE ol Ag7
+ 71 Badoa Bty
uff o] T}, 91“’3"394 lasl 7H“§% 2191 (identity) ¢l ©l,
o

e P A
PR 5 Qe AU %

ol ojulgt HEHGTS ouvdcH(Pfitzmann and

(partial identity)5& +AH+=H, 2zt
S9ak Aol oAy A S
?l olFx HE AH9 H4¥E Y + ‘Rlxl"}, 5
olglol U7l wiiel] ¢hd Alde] d 4 gldt. ofw
lo] 54 1§ WA o5& AExz Algdgd
& 1 a9 uE AFEEFH FEHE PEE
e AL, 284 &L AgdeE A5HA g
oA dqag ste A9 A9 o
(Wright and stepney 2005, Wright et al. 2005). =&t
Al ARHES Adive] ddo]l Foliva stttk
AFEE Sl AlZ4H F77 AAE BFoA dd =

p2as
‘o
.

e

T ARNE, 1AM ojddl #AIZE A 9l A
3 dstE @ gols o AR YA E =749
(Tresca 1998). ¥ #=¥2 Sia 5(2002)9 AEAA]
olg] gt o] wAg Aoz FHg

Ak Aol Qe AL A §F flo] olFW Fd
ol F¥ Add gt od& o, Wk ojdd
B Aol g I WuEel Moz #ed MR g

2 WA CMCE
(2002)8] A9 24t

8 qdE& JUEH¥(Sia T
CMC &%), ol ¥& *J%—lﬁi
ggoz NBEL Ao 2429 o]8o] BretE of
L Az qEAE w74 ®gd. whde HE ®HE
AtolEt drjelts dEe HWA d9os CMCE 9
A& wgstd HH o]y 7 oW gH§ AAlste
A g4 ¢ 4 germz 4d  AY(complete
identity) 3ol "o, AIFEL oA
oL Ax AWAE e 8 Y9 =xd o,
2o A5Hols #gg ofolf
95357 o gobd Aol
Sia 5(2002)9 w&AA Yebd 649 HAHE oEA
FHA AsddlEmd <F 1>9 W WA 2y 2.
7} H1A9 HIBY ZA#fs 21814 Za17 B
By #Ao] QFAw, AwA #AHAME HFsHA
HEG AFE AYo] AU HUH AFYA A
g0l wWold CMC 874 =5 @9stA 2Ho] 7}
T AFolng JuFs Arvt FYY AR oF
5], Sia $(2002)9 ZA}x oA AHE A=A s
R
7 H2A, H2B, H3A3} H3BY 7o Alsld =47
FHAM = FFA, ALE F9 AAZ 4k CMC &
3ol A5 A &Aool g, WA HOW CMC
#ARY JdFs A=st o AgE Aoz 455
b @H AuA #HFAAME JAD FHo] gl Jud
A AR g A A FE AY Aol Hof
AHEA AdiEo] Aol iz REE dEA4E =
7e 4%ol H7| wio] B4l CMC #79 a3

off et F‘J.L.

M
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Y AsY Aoz d=un. § BHY 2EE 2
on, ¥ @y EF Sia 5200202 2zl o5 AR
9915,

7+ H4A9¥ H4Be] 7 gl 213814 &A47 #-dME
ojgoln] ¥4 CMC @AolNE w4n AZH #
B Ag, R4 o
al AR fe &B#7t RARez o YEURE 2
g Aoz dEstn Utk W gBAel BHAN B

W oolny Bal CMC &7olu owoln wud
CMC #4 —‘=r o] o] ’z}%olﬂﬁ Aas3s 80
2g
el 7
B35 A 4898 ARF 4 - } FAEO Yol
WA e Aol dig Aol BF3si. o] d8L Sia
5(2002)9] Aol o3 AAHA

7Hd H5A% H5BY Z$o F &3 25 o] 3
g35ts FMAE AR dFsta 9o, Sia
(2002)9] Axtol) o8] AA=HAct.

7t H6AS H6BS 7ol Als]3 &7 &R oA
' AW #4F CMC #74e AqHAd Azrd 9
AAZ A A EA ol FoEAT, dWAe o3
AR Gt &t FM¥oz o JguAe 97
ool AlZhA et AAG A9 4 CMC 8733
Av=s FFo] Zg Ao g8 v} dH
HA BAAA e Ja Aol e AwdAM Az
A} Gt AAG Ao 84 CMC 84L& FE 4d
Aol ol Al o] &alo] A EEE
o] o] H7| oo e £ CMC #7474
Avrslo] £30] g Aoz dEdHt. F #HY
AEL Zov, AquA #el B gyt o] AE
< Sia $(2002)2] AF ofs) A=Y}

AeH oz, quAe] #HL AMFFH EAZ @G
Blws] BetE wo Sia §(2002)9 F 71X 49 A
o] dis] Bod A@Holn YWEIFG HYSE ANG F
Aok <E 1> wpA 9 e iAol #HH AleH

s >.}1.
= o
ro

EANZ BRE AP vlws) ol
4. A 9Y(modified) AH

Sia §(2002)2 &9 43 dAdA Ao &eix
T 843 99AdY 848 29 u7}7<} o 9zl
olFo] UetdeA Afz At F, AtAE
Ao 289 Hddgo] Zo] BoAAH *J g2e ol &
dolx, 4% Qo A7bAEe At Hoxw Iy
o] g7 es ARsgch Wb, A A B
W oME g ARJE A8 e aFol AFRA §t7t
flo} Rolx B4 CMC #74dlA, &3] 259 olF

& BoFE AL 941 g9 #Holgta & 5 gl
Agg #HAA B A A A @38 Ade #F
o] <E 2> fekso] Yt

Sia §(2002)¢] AH33 EA47 #do wEd Aol
U AFgAXE AAH 7 AAEE dg58 "F
Fol ol &, ¥4 CMC A A= A3
b AABoEA ASH EAP] EojE, KL}EW
HefH CMC #7432 dAdssrt o Zdsid Ao
g5, 48 23 )& AAHAS. 2y 4+
Ao BHoA HE o] Axe 4 CMC 849 74
T gd A9 zdo FrHA 7] "I HAd
A Lowrek obd Alel o] wWAdEud
itE ARG sttjete Ao FFEol U8t
, B CMC @43 || CMC 8749 3

Aolghiz Aol g &

L)
+

o N oo 2 S
Hi
N
>
il
2
b
N

o

8t71 98l Sia $(2002)9 A WA L
FAIE AEE FE AY %ol EAsHA ¢

Aot AAjsidd. 49 ’%1”’4 Adqw CM
7 Ao B4 CMC 873 F ddew -?”El 1,

BEF T
73
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7zt 8748 10709 a§e® 7+ g3 599 #AutA
FAHAL. 2E dA9 gd3sE 5487 9
gk FEW 4ol Meawdl(choice shift)?b A Zw¥sl

(preference change) @2l A4S Sia $(2002)9 <€
:g‘on Fato] AAHAN. Sia 5(2002)2) A ol

o 599 AgAst Ao FPg Fder] Ao A
G ‘“"“«} oF 537 ZHa ApAlE AstE AIEE MR

O A A CMC &3 E R Al Aol &
AotA G z2AA0. 49 A <& 3> Sia
5(2002)9 F A9 Ao vluste] 71EstAd. Sia

5(2002)9 Azse @2 4" AgodAMe wodr
+ 0.0590A41 A9 Adid CMC Fetst Aol 4t
CMC A& 29 Jd=53 +#9 A7k gt ox
S Aldel shsAds wiAlskd A4 §te] AR
o] Fge vAA Wee

pd

+it uojFeh, weha
ojgAel Baol Ay EAgel At o Fuw
o 5EE HAE

5. A& ¥F AT ¥

Sia §(2002)9 =EAXAXNH 215 A EAzhe] wjAF
Q1 ogto] 7ZlwbsiA] AfFUAlA et ool He
crglof] R e BE A By 71X U= A
Be AmolAur Fasge Addyste o sloA B
stAgt ol 2 7A Avk 7HAH H1A9 HIBAAI%
ol Qlold 419 AAZ A8 H EATE
=oAeEs £58 AshA & Aojgtar AW, A
woHukeekE SO 7IAE gt Sia $(2002)9] AL
93 EA7 #HLE 150l AL 7 H1A9 HIB7H

1489 olfE s dystA xach & GE o

&olal o

AR wdstel Ay Ao dewsiel dawst
grel A2 u : : & Choon-Ling
Sia ol Al AL =R

2, H4A, H4B, H6A, H6Bo A9} o] A9 A&
7 AfrdAlA Fto AAZ JESse] TS WA
gk, of AW AjztH §te] At FAHFHO dol
Uz geAd dEiAE o]&HQ 4ol REai.
A3l d A7 B39 dige® AN qEde #
HolA Sia §(2002)9] A& siMs] 2H Bt 39
g AYgg AT F ok B dAFdAaes 4Ed @
AE 958t gt Ad @rkREe] A& Axst
Aol NE A7fY A TS 2e

7] o] = gd Ay =4
g wEo] A" AdE AP AP Ay
Hold CMC &7 3 Age] 4 CMC &3¢ vlas)
i, 1 Ax a8 FFEA o] Aol AU
of Ad ¥ dFoA rE AW Nzm g
=3

ol Fasdd e AQHA ads FHs)
7} 98t} E7bHel AY, B3 Sia 5(2002)9 F W
A ARS TA Ads 2 gast ok Sia 5(2002)
o] dAFoA A3 EARE AH FAHSHA FAn

w7l EAE FASA Ggoked, FF AFdME
18 Ao <2y 1>A 2ol AfrdAld it
ol Mol AE A ZAZE FalAM FaFsd v =
Fa, dyAel AR ALSE nXe 4FE ¥
Al oW JdS3e] dFE vAE Hd3 g9l
s 2o Z oldfd 4 A& AHolvh, zeEa 23
e AHe AH8T A% F79UA WEs goige
2 2A9 aF oA AdARo Aol BE ALY HFge
Aol BAsHA Gk wepd dHAdS ddd AT
& T8 wole a8t AJddS ol s dH
Ao AEE via A7stE ol B 9v e A

g 98 F 4g Aot Ao 1§ Aoz,

O

EE& FA, 259 4¥ 734 22L& d& 2dE° F
g5stel] Jas A 4 ers, oy 29 ®
g 5 AFolA zolEojof @& RAEolh
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