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Negative Presidential Election News and the
Third-person Effect

LIN Sue-Jen

Abstract

Using the third-person effect hypothesis, this study investigates voters’
perceptions of the effect of negative 2008 presidential election news in Taiwan
and the perceptions’ relationship to censorship and voting behaviors. Message
desirability was determined by voters’ party affiliations and the candidate under
attack. An analysis on the responses from 829 randomly-sampled participants
revealed that when participants saw their own candidates attacked, they
reported they were not very influenced, but they said others would be. This
third-person differential disappeared when they saw an attack on the candidate
they disliked. Although the third-person effect did not have influence on the
intentions to discuss negative presidential election news with others, a signifi-
cant relationship existed between banning negative presidential election news
and third-person perception level. In addition, the third-person differential was
positively associated with the likelihood to vote and negatively associated with
the likelihood to change voting decisions, which expands third-person behav-
ioral domains beyond censorship issues.

Keywords: first-person effect, negative presidential election news, presidential
election, third-person effect, voting behaviors
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L £ THI B ] 09288 EJE 15 T BE A B TR A 238 B R T B R AR (i
i LT R o A e B N SRR > B3 A g R
SR K (B B O B PR B L S0 R JE 2 78 - B TR [ 00 5 2B el T
Az 2) o UANIR] B 1) SRR QAT R O8RS R 8RN Y B TR R
R A N 228 7 2 T LR A 2 5 el B3 IR R A0 AR AV & T
[ R BN RE T > T B BT Ay ?

3 B {3 4% 223 W. Philips Davison (1983) #2155 = AR (the third-
person effect) {B & = AP [5] 5 A 16 A A9 5HUEL TR 28 360 At A ) 2 288 EL
Ko HHOREELED o RAVFFTEE I (Gunther, 1991; Gunther &
Mundy, 1993; Lee & Yang, 1996) > TEA sl B N2 2 & 25 B = 5
A8 5 2 ROR R A TS > FERYIE RS - B AR EB E R
(unrealistic optimism) F 52~ (Weinstein, 1980) > &l 5 52 A% & i 7] 58 &
B O WA 5 2 5 A H U A2 28 i HAth N HiRE 5 2 e 2
WA = ARCR R E T A 3E - LR RS2 AR5 A LERIAT A
B ) o AR B T A GRS T A AR TR AR = N RR 2 AT £ s
(Golan, Banning, & Lundy, 2008) o {H 4 1A~ (1) 5HUEL 4 25 02 B 32 J2 37 35
— a2 A R IEE AU > 7E B RIZMRO P (ego enhancement) Y
BN 5 B = NUR & 355 B 25 (Gunther & Mundy, 1993) » B £
BT i) 26 = N8R (reversed third-person effect) (Gunther &
Thorson, 1992) : S 52 A& ) & Ak L S ¥ B Q2 mRfs
HE N2 > RV H BRI RO 28 = ARURBLE A5 — ARL
REBHERF (Atwood, 1994) °

2R = ANRCR M - ERA B R B O SR 2 A E Z0
] 0 B R > RO 8 O SRR R A5 8 N B AE ORI >
EE IR A B OB SRR 5 52 3 3 5L 4 T s > HoAh
ANA G WA G 2208 HEANSORERERgEH - hE52 > 2
S5 R R B BUHR I e U B T T ] B Ak R R B R R B Y
BUTHT ] e A B 18R = AR 2

A AR 55 = NSCRBLR AR ME » BUEBIR 55 B C I SCReRY i 38
N2 B 4 TH R R 0% > DR B O T SRR A 0 8N B B A R
IRF o {08 ) v iy TR P B R s TR S A Y
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2 I S MR G e LI TR T B AR I R e R LS = ARICR AR
W TR B E A B R — AR R 2

SR [ AR e |48 R B s S W BUA L [ o R - 48
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THIEROEAGE N > SR 15 L AR LA i S e 88 B3 B S iR O 2

SHEEE — NBUR B = AR IHEM BB R R R e > (| L
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N7 B A o T 22 W 2 7 RN S A RIUEL Y G T B T SRR Y )
(Perloff, 1999; ¥ 3CIE > 2007)  AHF %5k LA stlUE 2 R0 A BE T A > A
ik 428 S5 T T 10 B = NSOR LSS — AR 5 & R 32l o 1 B A
Ir] K 4 T e O MR 3 S R [R5 2 - B TR R AT A RS = A
ROR B > S0 PR ) 238 5 4 TR T2 5 R R R R R AT 2y M L
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55 = NBSCRARR w0 B i s — o7 JAE i BB R B — {7 b e B G B BT S 1Y
&1 5 (Davison, 1983) o MR PEHE H 50 = AR MG 1Y X B4 & B R W,
Phillips Davison [F] 3] 1950 4% fth 7£ 5 Ak 8t UL 2y » — 44 WF 7 Bk 35 52 1)
(7] = i) Al () — BB AR AR 58 R R KBS AR B S - H HAE
FEFHALER RPN EaEREET M T B E A E TR S
R ) RN IR WARE R A AL AR > B A
TN > TS NESE A - HEEVELERNE > ERA
BB EENRA T R 5 EF M BN EN T > AREAANE
BE FAR/NG LR ? Davison 9 B8] T > fth— K2 L3R A2 &3
1) i o

FE T A1 T A1 N 56 B 4 A 53 Dawvison B 4 HH A1 R /2 T E T4
AR SIS 0 5 28 et BN FR 28 B 5 = AR - — A
E VU AEAEAT I S IR > w0 P A e 3 A S S o O By AR R
A E R TR AR S R TR 0 T BB L 2 > (R — i
W2 AR K ] (Davison, 1983: 2) o [ — ¥k Bl 758 &8 B6 3% Davison A &
TR SENE - BEEHTM R - B 2 O B T BB RS 5 50E > iR
FME G CEREES > SR BRI SCE > IR
% o #E1% > Davison IR R AP ERA L EARGZHE . (AR NHE
BRSBTS ? 5 AR E SRR S — GE A RA S Z B I
MElE MEBERAK 52358 e B H R AR e RA > mftB
O AR T B 8 R 880K S i) SO, 2

B FRINNBIEE - 2B KRR 4 R 5 Davison £2 1 55 = ARUR (R
R R RSO A T EAEIR IS RIS > HEeE b ]
Wt 58 = A |/ & I (Davison, 1983: 3) - Davison 5 #E—# @&l &
()5 288 ) AN AE s FL S B e BB B AT 2% i BB IR SR, > Tk
Al T8 = N & Z BB A S 20 T 56— A ) T BRI AT B A 2 (8 4%
A FLIER R 2] T AE © Davison R B sk a8 4 [ 55 = N | T 52 3| {8 4%
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& Davison 4 th 25 = ARCR R B04% - A0 BE B I% 40 1 42 5 A A
Bl o ARG ARIEBA BT E (RS - e gt - O BE) (AR B iF
Foor i (S LB - MalURRRWE 2 (BOG Ko - JFesal
Qo B/ RFE /A d /O RS - A BN - BOEERK
7 LR - BEEH - RESIMTV ~ KA ETEE) » 532
RO = NBORIAEAE © NV 1) 58 2% o 4 S R 25 384t A R 52 2B R
¥ B C W5 2 (Duck, Hogg, & Terry, 1995; Perloff, 1989; Salwen &
Dupagne, 1999; Cohen, Mutz, Price, & Gunther, 1988; Gunther, 1991;
Gunther, 1995; Eveland, Nathanson, Detenber, & McLeod, 1999; McLeod,
Eveland, & Nathanson, 1997; David & Johnson, 1998; Innes & Zeitz, 1988;
Henriksen & Flora, 1999; White & Dillon, 2000; Wu & Koo, 2001; Chia,
Lu, & McLeod, 2004; Huh, DeLorme, & Reid, 2004; Wei, Lo, & Lu, 2007;
Huh & Langteau, 2007; Cho & Boster, 2008; Sun, Shen, & Pan, 2008;
B )8 > 1997 5 B SCKE ~ A B > 2003 5 R SCHE > 2000a 5 % SCKE
2000b ; MRIEFE - 15 RR - BEAEVE > 2005 ; BRARE - BIEHE > 2007 5 it
HERE > 2007) > AL - AR — R R TEN

R — = BIORZr BEYR - Pl AT B 52 a8 B (08 1] e A0t A0 A DR 98 8 T OB
i 3 HLAt 238 RS2 B LR > 3T A SRR BEELIU) o

TERZ B = N BRI B R p > fUE A28 19 1E & T Bk
TR i DB IE o FF 2 ARBADT IS A5 AL > B AR A
T B AN HoAt 75 B (social undesirability) > 55 = AZCR LR (Duck
& Mullin, 1995; Gunther & Hwa, 1996; Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Hoorens
& Ruiter, 1996) ; 1 4 &l B 8 IE w5 8 B A+ & % 5K % (social
desirability) ﬂ@'?&ﬁkgﬁ_‘kﬁﬁg:}\ﬁi%ﬁmnm%ﬂ%ﬂﬁ%’]‘ﬁ/ﬁ%
(Brosius & Engel, 1996; Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Gunther & Thorson,
1992; Innes & Zeitz, 1988, Chock, Fox, Angelini, Lee, & Lang, 2008) > H
Ry B 25 o B A 1 28 = AR BB AT (reversed third-person effect) > I§,
NFB 55— ABUR (Duck, Terry, & Hogg, 1995; Hoorens & Ruiter, 1996;
Gunther & Hwa, 1996; Cohen & Davis, 1991; Price, Tewksbury, & Huang,
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1998) o {HFT 5B 8 K 2 5 A8 4 B T s AS BAk & 75 SR PER I A
A NGE BRI B O R 1k T B R AL ORI B A
8 A C R B B = A Y 52 2RI i I E S (Perloff, 1999; Paul,
Salwen, & Dupagne, 2000) o [u] Jifi % 2 AH B WF 5% > Perloff (1999) J Paul
S5\ (2000) % 2 L Aol A o B 7 3 BRI A R i ]

— & A7 B & B A [H] ) B IR R §R (actor-observer attributional
error) > & 142 AL 09 B 03 A7 S A6 360 A A ) s 2800 > AP & IR A
(eSS R UUNGDE -2 ENIID R &8 kSN PNV U2 ] - R EUNY)
T8 el TilE NS M AT 2 BERREZEAD
TR E RS EESEMENE RN RS A S8 R RAh gt
B B2 ) (Heider, 1958; Gunther, 1991) o BfESR i D5 iy n] DA fiF
FEEE = NOR > (EAR B R o] DUAE BEAS (E m RfURRE > 55 = AR R0
= BE AR /N ~ THAE o B R S — NRCR BRI 22 -

AT RBAAERNT AR (self-enhancement) & B F i 2
(self-serving bias) /L3 %5 Ji& th 1% s 22 44881 T 2% (biased optimism) A
YI'EF B A0 44781 32 2% (unrealistic optimism) &% £ H 7 4 11 > 3% 3% iR 57
By i A AR RS — AR BB = N RCR 1 B K #E5 (Perloft, 1999;
Paul et al., 2000) < Hi % B FEZM 2 G A 22 0908 > AR A
CLE A — M A (better than average) - BE#E 5 #E X > BURA )52 2 & H
AN E AL & TR MRS ) 52 22 (Gunther, 1991) - {H [A] 7 Al 3 H A A B
7 5y 32 B H BAL G F oREEIE -

i SR S 9 1F B T B R MR AR = NURAFAE B 1) E P E
2o AR R Z BN = ABORE U SUE B9 IE & 1 s TR SR
W WEE EBIRE - 2 T 2554 B E BT (Paul et al., 2000; ¥
SCIE > 2007) o [Al—RIEE N A BRI 932 A% - HOIE A XAk e /% Rk
RE ] BEASIR] » 10 AN [A) 04 1F B T B At & 55 SRR A0 ) B = 5255 58 = A3k
BB 2R A E e - M/~ IHREU I -

AR > WFFUERE R B BRI A UE E B St e ok
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N > {HIGER R 22 BE B 470N ~ T8 2K sl 2 5 — NSO BB A 1Y
FerE BB o BUESHR E 1Y A TR B B R R R S LA
TR BT ] I e R 5 - R B SRR 2 e A R BLAT & =R A
T oKk o AH & T A AL & 55 oK PE 1K (Ansolabehere & Iyengar, 1995;
Patterson, 2002) » H % EH0#E KRB BURE LRI ~ B~ Mt~ &
BUIA 1 tH % 18 (Cappella & Jamieson, 1996; B 1% 2 > 2002 ; T & 45 »
2005) - PR IHG At ol — e 3 738 B TR T T A AL e BURANEE - A BRI
iR B 18 R Al 25 0 B RHUR 32 AT 5 B IBUB O £E 1Y A TR B FER
o B = ANRCR BB AR B > (H DR T & T ] L O g O
T A 188 N 109 B2 THT B P R A 5 L IBUIA 7 8 OSSNSO R 2=
e/ o A > AHIFFE R A Y R AL R R

T - SR A Y T T ] 3 B Y SRR T A AR =R
R 2 R /N7 F S U B T 3 BE B SRR TR A Y B =Nk
REBHZERE o

Bk T+ FG 0 LAY B T B ) 3 ek ) SRR B A A AR = ANRCR
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N 238 B T OB B S S 2 AE TGRSR B BT AR P g A AR SR = A
R BRI ANRCR ? AR RS AT R R

RQI : # iSRRI F A A B RS B R ] > &k
FBENHOR - BRI — ABCR ?

- éﬂu?; é{] -"T/f—é—)g;

AHUE Y AT A5 R BEEE = AR RN A v 5 AR BB AH B o AR
A5 B i aUE A7 SR M > (45 RHUE. 32 A48 ST Al RS S B
BT > R R] e LA = ANROCR SR S I > BUE B A 5 =
% B (Meirick, 2002; Neuwirth & Frederick, 2002) o & 22 » & A1 8
BB AEAE I LIy - GIUE 2 AR e BB T A5 B > e (o) 58 5 oA AN S
HO—Heel A E BT ENERE W > FEIE = ARCRAE S LT &
%5 14598 (Banning & Sweetser, 2007)  Gunther (1991) AT 5% 45 S 85 81 %
Bl B 3 0] 5 AR Y 5 B <8 250 R k) (National Enquirer) ¥ i85 5%
By > SUE R R A AT E EE AR AR B A AR B A C
)52 - Banning B Sweetser (2007) FI #5045 R MLIE > BEE BEAFHE
AT FERRAR > 55 = ARCR RN R » B F SR REAE A IR L
MEEEST > AMMER A B C L HAR ABEH (Mutz, 1989) 5 A5
EARTE AT N AR B > B A N AR 2 5B B A AN

AEBE > MO 5 52 B 32 B e s 28 -

73R B 1 T ) B 2 TR Y — S R 2 AT A B o TR M eI AE B
B = ANRCRBRAN R > ARPE Ll 55 = AR B RS mT {5 B 0 AH B
WFIT R - ME B A TS A2 % 438 S £ T ) m] 15 B S IR A0 A T
AR o AW AR C AR T
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P SR R G B A W BOIA 23 T L R o 288 S T R
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RQ2 : H ST R F AN [R] B o388 N\ 238 B 1 ) 25RO W]
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= B AR AT B AU RO AT A 0 B

B = NRICR AR 0 00 25 0 08 g T < A o R 2% T TR 2 S At
5% B g K> S B U RN I R BRME ¥ 09 47 £ (Davison,
1983) o AgIIER = NSO BYAT 25 50008 2 WF 9T 22 21 1 B BE AR AE SRR A AR
SRR - DFTTEE B > 55 = NSOCRRRAN 22 BE B > AP B fiE 1) S 4
AN R XA %A N2 (Gunther, 1995; Gunther & Hwa, 1996; Wu
& Koo, 2001) ~ % 71 fii H (Rojas, Shah, & Faber, 1996) ~ J& % (Shah,
Faber, & Youn, 1999) > K@ MH B NS (Salwen, 1998) o ARFF5EHEH T
HIEGER

Bk /\ ¢ B = N AR BRI 22 B BOR A B AHE [) SRR R R AR AR AR
BB TR -
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RN T ol o B Ml T R A 3 7 [ K B S SR o SR DA FR AR
S B 7 35 98 10 A A0 2 3088 R T S 28 o AR BB I 58 = AROR RN W] e
FE AE AT 1oy S5O RE T AF 9 1) 22 21 5197 B 6 007 A e A o) A0 P 2 10 T A
75 ARDHE NWF7E HAh 117 55 %% (Gunther & Storey, 2003; Perloff,
1999) o b BUHF 7% HAWAT 2 R B 75 45 Rk - 50 = ARCREB A
Benl G IR AT S -

£ Gunther (1991) &3 128 i K5 A= Fr i p BIF 75 45 R BHUR > SR sk
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B 58 = NROCR SRR g s BB /NE TR R HOE SR - 585 R e 32 3
1 6 8 B SIS R s 2 Y B RO L A5 3 AR 2 E 1 B R R (David &
Johnson, 1998) % i 52 58 98 1) JBE ) B K (Milkie, 1999; Park, 2005) °
55 = N RN 22 BB g AN RUE, 32 AR 1 T BB (Chia, 2007) ~ F- 844
S s R B A B 42 A7 UL JERE T U S Y BB (Wed, Lo, & Lu, 2008) e
Davison 7E 1983 4F T 85 & (15 3CH - 088 DUEL B B35 = AROCRER N 26
P G e R R 1) 50 2R U B 1Y) R R A B e AR A R AT 4 o

AT 7% el I 5 = N URAT 2 RORE R K BN KR AT 23 S T 1) > Sl
TEL I A 470 R 288 T BT TR 9 38 = A SCR RN T g i 2 4 S T S ] o
B2 RN BRI R > B R R B R AR R PE o Neuwirth
% N (Neuwirth, Frederick, & Mayo, 2002) [ B 57 45 SR B R > 26 = A 5L
e 2 R (civil participation) M 1% B 515  Mutz (1989) #F5¢
FEANMREREG SR EEAE NGB RE A B HE R
Bl B ANRCRRAZE R » MM A BREARE S8R AC
()72 5L o Davison (1983) W/NRUVE Be 4 R EUR > R AW 45 R E ) H
NSRS B O R B R SRR S s A R s R AR
B Te) 1) 52 R 3 ) O AR SR ) () 52 28 o Rucinski B Salmon (1990) ()
WF 7T 45 BN > B8 RMH ) 58 2 2 B0 B ~ ek ~ BROOR ~ B THI A TH Y
Wt 238 B 4 S A 3R R BOR R E S B RO > B A ORI E R
FL#Z/N o Griswold (1994) BB 72 58 B8 = AR & 7 B R 8 R AT
%y o GolanZ% A (Golan, Banning, & Lundy, 2008) DA ‘B B 1 B 78 BUI6 &
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Eﬁﬂ%% fint b A BEE VR 6(430)=-4.12 > p>0.05 o it B T 35 ) B 0 ¥ %
S v 37 738 R AR IR B = NBCR RN 22 BRI S 2 > ISR 2 PR o
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ZHk=1> P =0 -
4. #p<0.05; *#*p<0.01; ***p<0.001

6 S NORRN 26 BE BLJR B £ TR [ PO AT A

BABHLE | B | SE | wadfi | Exp®) g 3
< NOSTE >
4 Al -.52% 25 437 .60
A 07 .06 1.16 1.07
AR -23 16 2.13 79
BT 1 .00 32 .00 1.00
B _2 -.20 33 35 .82
<BiAPAJE >
B S R -.04 13 A1 96 Cox-Snell R’=.17
A S HE .39 .16 6.01 1.47 Nagelkerke R’=.23
By LR 1.02%%% .16 43.12 278
<A ST 5 BE >
A T ) fE -.10 .16 41 90
5 T AT A 13 15 75 1.14
<FENBERREEDE > -.07 14 22 94
T -3.95 1.58 6.27 02
Lyt Sl X*=86.48 %+
92 Hosmer-Lemeshow 4§ & {H =13.36 n.s.
*p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001; n.s. p>.05




REAZATHMAESL = AKR

EORM AT B A5 RS > O = N RN 2 BE K (B=41, Wald i
5E f =4.94, p<.05) {92 B 3% [ (B=1.35, Wald M & {H =11.27, p<.001)
FEABE > FHWRTIR -

7 A= NBOR TR 2 B B R S

BNFIHATE [ B [ SE [ Waldff | Exp®) T
< NIS5TE >
[z -41 32 1.65 67
AEHR .16 13 1.61 1.17
AEER 25 24 1.11 1.28
B E T _1 1.35%%% 40 11.27 3.85
HEEN 2 44 39 133 1.56
<BOGW AJE >
B S R 16% 18 79 1.17 Cox-Snell R’=.10
Hin 2 SUE 14 22 38 1.15 | Nagelkerke R’=.17
A FLER .10 .19 28 1.11
<A AT >
AT R A R 04 22 03 1.04
5 T R AT A 15 20 .54 1.16
< NBORR R 2B > A1 19 4.93 1.51
(e -4.73 2.62 3.27 01
X?=45.62%%*
5 Hosmer-Lemeshow i 5& {f =11.45 n.s.
#p<0.05 ; **p<0.01 ; **#%p<0.001 ; n.s. p>.05

R AT IO A5 R R > BRER R AR AT R A 8 B TE T B YRR
2B ECRY R B B N R B K (B=-1.00, Wald i /& H =8.62,
p<.01) » Bl ] i3 HAR SE e > REANR 8 PR o

TS = NBOR GBI 25 BE 2 15 B FE AR AT £ o AR Tl B A AT
4 BN > B EUA AN LR (B=-.64, Wald #i & {6 =12.04, p<.001) H.
RV RSN 3 PN =N LU IBS VA ESE RPN -2 Jat i IaNil)-2
BARF (B=.79, Wald b & {H =19.38, p<.001) » A ) 2 ik 7 B A6 A A 2
I AR SRR e s N B TR - REINR 9 IR o

93



(EHHEAEL2T) - (#) % 115 (2010)

8 SRS NBOR R  24 B S R R Ve

BABHLH | B | SE. | wadft | Exp®) B
< NI >
P 40 48 69 1.49
AEHS -13 21 40 .88
AR -.13 37 12 88
B E 1 -46 61 58 63
BB IE_2 -38 63 37 68
<BURIAJE >
U R -23 28 68 80 | Cox-Snell R’=.04
R & B -.06 34 03 94 | Nagelkerke R’=.13
I LR -.04 31 02 96
<FRE A5 >
A BT (R .09 34 07 1.09
55 T T ) A -.02 32 .00 98
< = NBOR RN ZE PR > -1.00%* 33 8.62 38
I 1.57 430 30 4.82
X’=18.71*
L L Hosmer-Lemeshow 4 € (£ =8.41 n.s.
*p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001; n.s. p>.05

9 = AROR TR 2 B SR AT Ry

LSl

AT 4 | B | SE | waldfi | Exp T
< NI 55TE >
PRI -.05 33 02 95
SR -01 .06 01 99
R -23 20 1.27 .80
B L 35 42 68 1.42
R 2 21 46 20 1.23
<IN > Cox-Snell R’=.09
BE SR 01 17 .00 1.01 )
FG 2 B _04 20 04 o | Nagelkerke R'=16
By LR - G4k 18 12.04 53
<FRB A5 >
A R AT -24 20 1.37 79
5 A AT -01 .19 .00 99
<HBENBERREER > | 7950 18 19.38 2.20
HH 1.06 1.76 36 2.88

X’=44 31w

Hosmer-Lemeshow £ & {H =8.43 n.s.
#p<0.05 5 *p<0.01 5 *¥5p<0.001 : n.s. p>.05




REAZATHMAESL = AKR

MR REER

AW SRR R R A A = NRCRR AR AE - RIUR 7 BOUR & A T
T P TS SR AR - TR ) 32 AR 1] R A A DR 2R TR SHT T )
PO A2 RS BEORE B RS EE - AP — SR H AW
ST T 1 A PR 8 ) I TR B S T B A 52 ) SR AR ) e TR
[ TS 3 SR ) N [R] T A 22 5 - 5 D L% T 0 1 RS TR R B BE T
SHEE S DLRGEHR E R A TR R AR MR AR S R
THUEE IS = NBCRRR TR A 1Y B TR I Y SRR P A
19 58 = N BCR R8N 22 B /N RS S U 8 T B ) 3602 B 1) SCfp P 2
M5 = NAHCREERIZEHE » HLRG & JURY BT B ) 3802 Sk ) SCRp 8 B 2 2R
(19 58 = N8R 0 A0 2 B 3 /N iR S ) 2 TR D S 2ok 18 SRR T I
PR SR = NRICREBRIZERE o BCOF LA RN AT FE RIAAAE - B B
J§ PR Y8 R S - B = N RCR R RN 22 L TR TR B T B SR R
(] UB AR P 2 A Bl 3 T 2

3 S R JB 1R Y P SRR R > T BT P R B R Y A (] 3 P
FE AR 88 = N RCR GR N 22 BE NI S W B2 B o AT T 468 SR P T R o 25
WFFEE ek - AAMAE B B OGBS A A S B 2 2
JITIEE A Y RSB B LA A5 AR RO R NG 5235 BLR A UB R A
E%JJTE’JZ*% HA BRIz R R RIS - B W EE

5 i e FC iy S AR 2 A28 N T i3 L RRUEL 9 1 R T R SRR TH”TE
ﬂ%%@EﬁEPLLEWﬁm - B T T B T AN B e R
TR 3 SUER o AW I A SR R A RIS R T £ BB ””—A
RORFE A Z2 BEBOR > (HILSOR & 1R B OB SORp 2 2388 A\ 51T ]
M BCES SR A G R o B2 BRI S - JOB IS S JUR) & T B 2
AR B 55 = ARCRBBAM AR ; Bz RS > WWEHER
T 114 64 THT R P 2 AT 5 B L AR TR BR A BOCR

AR - B RSB RIN F - R AT A TR A R R
= NROR GBI M 1515@9‘%9&%90% T ) 2 AT
JEE v R ATy 3 v S 288 R vt R R R B ¢ R R U TR B 1 £ A
{14 v 57788 1R LR ﬁ%ﬂ&ﬂﬁE%ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ_ﬁ*f“mﬁﬁ*4}%&%1@?%1&?

95



96

CEFEAELT) > (8) % 11H (2010)

F5 B LR BT AT ) A S R B B SR - MR R
W] (S JUR M s Y 8 S 45 SR 48 188) » H B 5% W A IR W] BR A% 22 1
MEHS > R EA R P BR e CHR T E#E 2
B h 37 3 BTz BE 88 BB 2y BT > P DAAE J S LB DT AT 45 B s AR
TEP LR b RIS B 58 55 = ARCRERFNI ZE 10 ° 12 48 A B
LA = ARURBIDETE > METE 8 B R R A IR P R 2 R IR
FE RS > DAARAL I A 1Y 55 = ARCRFHAG 45 R & & I ar 2 R EGAR
735 (A LS I I AR AL o

B WHUEL B T BT SRR S A AS BT BN R TR 2 A B O 2 g
B> BUE B REGAWAE (IAEER > 2007) 527855 = AR A
ZEFERR SR R - {H B £ 0% (Gunther, 1991) BEHLA—E 1 #7 & >
AW A BN > GUE 0 RTE G AS S A — ARG R ZEHE - I
WFFC &5 R R & R 2B EGA B > CHRE 4
WE O 5 #EAE » AMEEEAMGE I WBOAE WG 2 BBEE ? 76K
A S BUA AR R - GIUE RIS BE 88 = AN RURGR AN 22 R R B A
FEARARBIEFTHE— 25 AL o

5 = N RR N AR T At 25 AT A BB o i S R 25 B
AR )& AR A R BRI B R HL R AR N
=N EUHIDSARSE SR PNEE-A ek Sl as-% 5 el A R g
R R 8 R TR 2 HOE > HE R AT TR R E s B &
£y R0 R A € o B L O S 2 I BB > TE SR = ARIUR
MBI 7% 3 02 5 e ] 22 [ 3 A N 28 1 R T3 B S e 28 ) 2 [ LB AT
1] > IR TR A2 R Al SR A I P A A N S B S I A 5
SANHRM R EAR R Z B -

FEAEM 2 SCRR M BEBL > B = SRR BRI 5 2B ) N AN L E A A
TR ARSEARL P 258 2 45 110 () 2 OB o B = AU RN 22 BE 4 A T Y B
RO B > U H R B W O 4R A B B 1902 B SR T
T R B 2 A T HT ] A A N R R B DR
B HAE BRI E o R [k | (1% A £ FH Davison 25 8
JHISCE AT B BEA B R L2 & o 535 B ANBORRMEE g &
n] B SR T R R R S R B T N A B iR



REARZRATHEAESL = AKR

TP A AR SR R e I TR E o

SRIMATE TR Z i & B R HBEA 24 HEREENR MR
A RRE 2RISR o 825 BHBHEE = A RUR SURB AV B PR 75 25 B (Paul et
al., 2000) » W5 S B Sy KB GERMEA R > 55 = ASCR R A £ IR
2 e — R AT T AR K o AR5 LS I8 Bl 1 O X L
TR WOZHAE N R R DR R B KB A B A MR A (AR
TF 5% A BE A P A A 2 M B > o gl 2 B AR 9 ) 11 K S e i 2 A6 1Y)
BEREGEDARR - BBERNWBZANREREZK o KRBT
AR KM AME 2 — M RR R 45 s T B AR AR = A
R AR B I AR 23 B E (artifact) 955K o

et > AP RGRIEXER > EEEHRE AR EEEGE
EAETEZ AT > — MR (R 78 T oM A €52 2 SRS SHUE N2 19 52
ZERE > HLPT BRI A B EATE) > P [ RS SR | 2 Bk o (HErREIE
BEREZE R AT e R KR — R AR - BUA B b (mediatization of politics)
WIS = AHORRAE BT B HE N EY 2 — » BURTELIZ 51K
16 W IR B R 1 G0 S A 8 A R 0 B R T 5% ) T BCE B A Rl R 5 L
TR R A B AR S IR UL T 2% T A E AR 1Y i IR T ) 8 S BUR 19 il 7
(Cohen, Tsfati, & Sheafer, 2008) o [ A EREHAELEE | | 384 5EAEUT AR5
BT BN A A B EGE AN B R R EE o 7 DA R A - B
AU TR R > DU B0 2 A0 B 20 B ORI i 48 R @42
IEHS ER BT T AR B 5 = NSO R 5 e R AR AL | A T B
S A SR R BUAE A MR BB RMEAT R BUA I 1E ik
802 o5 — (BB AR 55 & BRI TR 1R o

2Z 3Rk

FRF R R0 (2008 4F2 H 25 H) o RS KB E RN ARBH R o (F
B RF ) 5 ALRKR ©

F Ah 5 (2005) o (T B8 3 2002 4 R A TR Y B IR R o OR RBUA S
o 45208 > EH83-114 -

MR - I E R - BEAEDS (2005) o B R 25 IO ER = NRIUR) o (o {1 % 22

97



98

CEFEAELT) > (8) % 11H(2010)

Tl) - SHT7H] > H228-253 ¢

HEHERE (2007) o CRHBR B T2 55 = ARCR JBLIE — AR | —LRL R
[BI9MBEEE | % T B HUE A B o CHrEEITT) - 5908 > H 142 -

BAS A (1997 426 J1) o CEESLHT B SE =& R o [1997 45 3 4 52 &y 5L
WhRrE - 4R - B A E 15 > B ALRRTRIT -

PR B~ BRATE (2007) o CTEALBREE RS = ARCR B E g B - LIRS
b 5 R PR S S ) o GRTRIERWITE) > 5591 » H35-83 -

BRAGEE (2001) o CHBAT M8 N\ T e 07 P 0 8 BELFC SR FE RO BRI - LA ST T
G ARIE LD - CHRHEPITT) » 569 » H 113-140 -

BRI B (2002) o (fe 88 A £ T BT R AE 22 380 BOIA A WA BELSE AT B R A S 28D«
CrREE AR T]) - AITI9E - H 215-247 o

¥ 3CIE (2007) o (BB = ANRCR A0 B BLEE ) o (R @E 2 T)) - 551200 > |
3-52 -

HEAHE (20084F4 H8 H) o BIEILIRSE SR HEHIE) o (BB > 28
1A R

#ii 3% (2008 4F3 H 23 H) o (BB IS AR 221 850 - (B & ) > 26
1A B

£ SCHE (2000a) o CPESRMEBRRR ~ PRI ~ 25 = ARCRBUSCRRBR$ @1 84 « Gir
FHELWFTT) » 55 63 » H201-222

AR SCHE (2000b) o CETHT A 28 B B BB 25 = ARCRERRI R  ChrH ST
Fo) o H65H > H95-129 ¢

B SCHE ~ B0 (2003) o CH B ~ 55 = AR B PR BE A S35 B 14 BRI P F
FT) o GHrHIEERFIT) » 5575 > | 141-167 o

Ansolabehere, S., & Iyengar, S. (1995). Going negative: How attack ads shrink and
polarize the electorate. New York: Free Press.

Atwood, L. E. (1994). Illusions of media power: The third-person effect.
Journalism Quarterly, 71 (2), 269-281.

Banning, S. A., & Sweetser, K. D. (2007). How much do they think it affects them
and whom do they believe? Comparing the third-person effect and credibility of
blogs and traditional media. Communication Quarterly, 55 (4), 451-466.

Brosius, H-B., & Engel, D. (1996). The causes of third-person effects: Unrealistic
optimism, impersonal impact, or generalized negative attitudes towards media
influence? International Journal of Public Opinion Research, 8, 142—162.

Bucy, E. P. (2003). Media credibility reconsidered: Synergy effects between on
air and online news. Journalism and Mass Communication Quarterly, 80 (2),

247-264.
Cappella, J. N., & Jamieson, K. H. (1996). News frames, political cynicism, and



REAZATHMAESL = AKR

media cynicism. Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social
Science, 546, 71-84.

Chia, S. C. (2007). Third-person perceptions about idealized body image and
weight-loss behavior. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 84 (4),
677-694.

Chia, S. C., Lu, K. H., & McLeod, D. M. (2004). Sex, lies, and video compact disc:
A case study on third-person perception and motivations for media censorship.
Communication Research, 31, 109-130.

Cho, H., & Boster, F. J. (2008). First and third person perceptions on anti-drug ads
among adolescents. Communication Research, 35 (2), 169-189.

Choi, Y., & Leshner, G. (2003). Who Are the “Other”? Third-person Effects
of Idealized Body Image in Magazine Advertising. Paper presented at the
Annual Meeting of the Association for Education in Journalism and Mass
Communication-Advertising Division, Kansas City, Missouri.

Chock, T. M., Fox, J. R., Angelini, J. R., Lee, S., & Lang, A. (2008). Telling
me quickly: How arousing fast-paced PSAs decrease self-other differences.
Communication Research, 34 (6), 618—636.

Cohen, J., & Davis, R. (1991). Third-person effects and the differential impact in
negative political advertising. Journalism Quarterly, 68, 680—686.

Cohen, J., Mutz, D., Price, V., & Gunther, A. C. (1988). Perceived impact of
defamation: An experiment on third-person effects. Public Opinion Quarterly,
52, 161-173.

Cohen, J., Tsfati, Y., & Sheafer, T. (2008). The influence of presumed media
influence in politics: Do politicians’ perceptions of media power matter? Public
Opinion Quarterly, 72 (2), 331-344.

David, P. & Johnson, M. (1998). The role of self in third-person effects about body
image. Journal of Communication, 48, 37-58.

Davison, W. P. (1983). The third-person effect in communication. Public Opinion
Quarterly, 40, 1-15.

Duck, J. M., Hogg, M. A., & Terry, D. J. (1995). Me, us and them: Political
identification and the third-person effect in the 1993 Australian federal election.
European Journal of Social Psychology, 25, 195-215.

Duck, J. M., & Mullin, B. (1995). The perceived impact of the mass media:
Reconsidering the third-person effect. European Journal of Social Psychology,
25, 77-95.

Duck, J. M., Terry, D. J., & Hogg, M. A. (1995). The perceived influence of AIDS
advertising: Third-person effects in the context of positive media content. Basic
and Applied Social Psychology, 17, 305-325.

Eveland, W. P., Jr., Nathanson, A. 1., Detenber, B. H., & McLeod, D. M. (1999).
Rethinking the social distance corollary: Perceived likelihood of exposure and
the third-person perception. Communication Research, 26, 275-302.

Finberg, H., & Stone, M. (2002). Digital Journalism Credibility Study. Washington,

99



100

(EHEAELT]) > (8) %118 (2010)

DC: Online News Association.

Golan, G. J., Banning, S. A., & Lundy, L. (2008). Likelihood to vote, candidate
choice, and the third-person effect: Behavioral implications of political
advertising in the 2004 presidential election. American Behavioral Scientists, 52
(2), 278-290.

Griswold, W. F. (1994, August). Third-person effect and voting intentions in
a presidential primary election. Paper presented at the conference of the
Association for Education in Journalism and Mass Communication, Atlanta,
GA.

Gunther, A. C. (1991). What we think others think: Cause and consequences in
third-person effect. Communication Research, 18, 355-372.

Gunther, A. C. (1995). Overrating the X-rating: The third-person perception and
support for censorship of pornography. Journal of Communication, 45 (1),
27-38.

Gunther, A. C., & Hwa, A. P. (1996). Public perceptions of television influence
and opinions about censorship in Singapore. International Journal of Public
Opinion Research, 8 (3), 248-265.

Gunther, A. C., & Mundy, P. (1993). Biased optimism and the third-person effect.
Journalism Quarterly, 70, 58—67.

Gunther, A. C., & Storey, D. (2003). The influence of presumed influence. Journal
of Communication, 53 (2), 199-215.

Gunther, A. C., & Thorson, E. (1992). Perceived persuasive effects of product
commercials and public service announcements: Third-person effects in new
domains. Communication Research, 19, 574-596.

Heider, F. (1958). The psychology of interpersonal relations. New York: Wiley.

Henriksen, L., & Flora, J. A. (1999). Third-person perception and children:
Perceived impact of pro- and anti-smoking ads. Communication Research, 26,
643-665.

Hong Y. H. (1996). Affect, perceptual bias and public support for regulation
of negative political advertising in the 1996 Taiwan presidential election.
Unpublished doctoral dissertation, University of Wisconsin-Madison, USA.

Hoorens, V., & Ruiter, S. (1996). The optimal impact phenomenon: Beyond the
third-person effect. European Journal of Social Psychology, 26, 599—-610.

Huh, J., DeLorme, D., & Reid, L. N. (2004). The third-person effect and its
influence on behavioral outcomes in a product advertising context: The case of
direct-to-consumer prescription drug advertising. Communication Research, 31,
568-599.

Huh, J., & Langteau, R. (2007). Presumed influence of DTC prescription drug
advertising: Do experts and novices think differently? Communication Research,
34 (1), 25-52.

Innes, J. M. & Zeitz, H. (1988). The public’s view of the impact of the mass media:
A test of the “third person” effect. European Journal of Social Psychology, 18,



REAZATHMAESL = AKR

457-463.

Lee, C., & Yang, S. (1996). Third-person perception and support for censorship
of sexually explicit visual content: A Korean case. Paper presented at the
Association for Education in Journalism and Mass Communication, Anaheim,
CA.

Lo, V., & Wei, R. (2002). Third-person effect, gender, pornography on the Internet.
Journal of Broadcasting & Electronic Media, 46 (1), 13-33.

McLeod, D. M., Eveland, W. P., & Nathanson, A. I. (1997). Support for censorship
of violent and misogynic rap lyrics: An analysis of the third-person effect.
Communication Research, 24 (2), 153—174.

Meirick, P. C. (2002). Self-enhancement, self-affirmation and threats to self worth:
Three tests of a motivational explanation for first- and third-person effects.
Dissertation Abstract International, 63 (6), 2037.

Milkie, M. (1999). Social comparisons, reflected appraisals, and mass media: The
impact of pervasive beauty images on Black and White girls’ self-concepts.
Social Psychology Quarterly, 62 (2), 190-210.

Mutz, D. C. (1989). The influence of perceptions of media influence: Third person
effects and the public expression of opinions. International Journal of Public
Opinion Research, 1 (1), 3-23.

Neuwirth, K., & Frederick, E. (2002). Extending the framework of third-person and
second-person effects. Mass Communication & Society, 5, 113-140.

Neuwirth, K., Frederick, E., & Mayo, C. (2002). Person-effects and heuristic-
systematic processing. Communication Research, 29, 320-359.

Park, S. (2005). The influence of presumed media influence on women’s desire to
be thin. Communication Research, 32, 594—614.

Patterson, T. E. (2002). The vanishing voter:Public involvement in an age of
uncertainty. New York: Knopf.

Paul, B., Salwen, M. B., & Dupagne, M. (2000). The third-person effect: a meta-
analysis of the perceptual hypothesis. Mass Communication & Society, 3 (1),
57-85.

Perloff, R. M. (1989). Ego-involvement and the third-person effect of televised
news coverage. Communication Research, 16, 236-267.

Perloff, R. M. (1999). The third-person effect: A critical review and synthesis.
Media Psychology, 1, 353-378.

Price, V., Tewksbury, D., & Huang, L. N. (1998). Third-person effects on
publication of a Holocaust-denial advertisement. Journal of Communication, 48
(2), 3-26.

Rojas, H., Shah, D. V., & Faber, R. J. (1996). For the good of others: Censorship
and the third-person effect. International Journal of Public Opinion Research, 8,
163-186.

Rucinski, D., & Salmon, C. T. (1990). The “other” as vulnerable voter: A study
of the third-person effect in the 1988 U.S. presidential campaign. International

101



102

(EHEAELT]) > (8) %118 (2010)

Journal of Public Opinion Research, 2, 43-368.

Salwen, M. B. (1998). Perceptions of media influence and support for censorship:
The third-person effect in the 1996 presidential election. Communication
Research, 25, 259-285.

Salwen, M. B., & Dupagne, M. (1999). The third-person effect. Communication
Research, 26, 523-549.

Shah, D. V., Faber, R. J., & Youn, S. E. (1999). Susceptibility and severity.
Communication Research, 26, 240-267.

Sun, Y., Shen, L., & Pan, Z. (2008). On the behavioral component of the third-
person effect. Communication Research, 35 (2), 257-278.

Sundar, S. (1999). Exploring receivers’ criteria for perception of print and online
news. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 76 (2), 373-386.

Tsfati, Y., & Cohen, J. (2003). On the effect of the “third-person effect”: Perceived
influence of media coverage and residential mobility intentions. Journal of
Communication, 53, 711-727

Tsfati, Y., & Cohen, J. (2005). The influence of presumed media influence on
democratic legitimacy: The case of Gaza settlers. Communication Research, 32,
794-821.

Wan, F. (2002). Motivations to regulate online gambling and violent game sites:
An account of the third-person effect. Journal of Interactive Advertising, 5,
122-134.

Wei, R., Lo, V., & Lu, H. (2007). Reconsidering the relationship between the
third-person perception and optimistic bias. Communication Research, 34 (6),
665—-684.

Wei, R., Lo, V., & Lu, H. (2008). Third-person effects of health news: Exploring
the relationships among media exposure, presumed media influence, and
behavioral intentions. American Behavioral Scientists, 52 (2), 261-277.

Weinstein, N. (1980). Unrealistic optimism about future life events. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 39, 806—820.

White, H. A., & Dillon, J. F. (2000). Knowledge about other’s reaction to a
public service announcement: The impact on self persuasion and third-person
perception. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 77, 788—803.

Willnat, L. (1996). Mass media and political outspokenness in Hong Kong: Linking
the third-person effect and the spiral of silence. International Journal of Public
Opinion Research, 8 (2), 187-212.

Wu, W., & Koo, H. S. (2001). Perceived effects of sexually explicit internet
content: The third-person effect in Singapore. Journalism & Mass
Communication Quarterly, 78, 260-274.



REAZATHMAESL = AKR

it B

TEWRE[E ~ AN ARSI T > DF7e 8 el = Pr s iR & - 7k
BRI &SR N > WIAFAEAL (77 87) ~ o (B557) ~ m (43 ) #&54li ik — &
B B (1RT) ~ 5 (1) KA (587) B (2 f) RISRgih ) -
FAETHIAY 25 2R > B AR ~ e A S A R A s A ) 1A
B A 3 0k - R TR T Y A A AR AR > TN | Paul % A (2000)
BB B AT 4 R A (medium) A58 = ASCR B AW T8 T8
(moderating variable) > HUF 7 & P DAGE 32wl 2 (4] R+ I P ) 2 B 42
7~ (FE B A 30) B 07 SRIATULAF 5T > DA G0 2 5l 3 I PRk B i sBLE B
SR ) T HT P BT 8 0 9 B T B AT A R I PR IRET B 2 L Y 2 LR
JFE o

I #8 0] {5 B (media credibility) & % 4» B = fF 08 5 UE A % (message
content) [ 7] {5 & ~ JH E 2 VK (source or organization) [ A] {5 & J (i 94
s B (channel) (9 0] {5 ¥ (Sundar, 1999) o B8 S AR EERE=A
BORFEWBEIE > SURDFFAS BB U RS B PIE BE - RI{E ARG
T AR BT ) o {H 88 515 (Bucy, 2003; Finberg & Stone, 2002) %
i > A (believability) M v #h Ik (persuasiveness) F2 & 5538 & FH 3 7 Fi
— i RS 52 RSB R AE R B 5 i A T ) 40 c IE A (accuracy) -
281 (fairness) ~ A fiw B8 (lack of bias) ~ 5€ 2 14 (completeness) ~ ¥ J&
(depth) K (HASM5AFFEIE (trustworthiness) 25 HIJ ¥ 78 & FH 2l 5474 97 2 o
PTG AR R TAE FEME R o WOAHF T i LA AT ARAE K mT 8 MR FEAE 2 AR F 52
AIE R IRAE R 55 -

H 7 15 {18 BB A A o B BEAR B o A R 2 Lo MR R A AR (B - A CER
g~ AERHERE - BEAERT A - ALIREE) A6 TR BERR o MRZ 55 A B s Y SE
(BHEE - THE - 3% - B R ER) (G WP > SUBAS By M Al L L B 5 5
b [ 14 R B o A B A M I B S LU A9 (B R4 42.25% 5 L EAK 57.75%) 1
A o BLEfERE RRACFRMEM GRS - (B3 155 = AFCRIFE > BB &
KT H N 508 B DI R = NSCR G A 28 » HALDF 7S 45 1
B B R I A A 0 R HUR R 2 56 = NSRRI S 2 o ORI 4%
SR B RS B = N SR R A 25 B S LA T 25 355 B Sl e B s 2 o

M 512 5 ) o g B V) SR G R AT AEARSETE S M R B TE SR R
AW FERAT TR R A -

103



CEFEAELT) > (8) % 11H (2010)
15 &t

ASCHYSEIR > M2 B I B B ) A A 22 B T4 HH AR
B SRR - AR SCRE RO B IR ROR

104



	insidefront
	vol.11_prelims
	vol.11_foreward-Law
	vol.11_1-學術對談
	vol.11_2-Cheung
	vol.11_3-Lam
	vol.11_4-So
	vol.11_5-DZOW
	vol.11_6-Law
	vol.11_7-Ma
	endmatters



