2001

2001

2003 7
69-100

mei feng chou@yahoo.com.tw
dustin@mail .nhu.edu.tw

69



70

1996 1996
2001
3,610,252
?
1970 Noelle-Neumann
1993
1
2 63.51%
38.67%
5.02%
40.26%
36.73%

70

2000

16.11%
2001 11

2001

Spiral of Silence Theory

40.67%
11% 2.3% 2.34%
83.77%
22.37%
http://www.cec.gov.tw/



2001

71

2000
1995
Spiral of Silence Theory
Effect
Davison 1983
Mutz 1989
1984

quasi-statistical sense

McQuail 1987

1985 Glynn & McLeod, 1985

71

2000

2001

social cognition

Third-person

climate of opinion

Salmon & Kline,



72

Glynn
Perception
Hardcore

2001

2001

1995
Pluralistic Ignorance

1972

72

Glynn

Looking-Glass
False Consensus

1977



2001 73
1977 pressure to conform
quasi-statistical sense
climate of opinion
1973
The Spiral of

Silence

73

Donsbach 1987



74

(

(

(

(

)

)

)

)

Fields & Schuman, 1976 O’ Gorman, 1976 Taylor, 1982
1991
O’ Gorman 1976
Fields & Schuman 1976
Fields & Schuman 1976

certainty
uncertainty

Taylor 1982
Taylor

Taylor

Glynn et a. (1995)

Looking Gl ass Perception

Looking Glass Perception
Fal se Consensus

Falees€&€nsus

Pl uralistic I gnorance

Pl uralistic I gnorance
Hardcor e

74



2001

75

Tay 1098 2

1983Davi son

Davi 48683

75

Tayl109r8 2



76

Per | 109f9f3

3.
4 .
Mut 2989
Willbha9oe6
1977

Kennamé®gO0

Hy-ey e o nl 9L8e7e 1991

76

Kennaln®e90



2001 77

Osha@anaeo6

Jef frels9%%x al . O. J. Simpson
Si mpson 1995allup 70 % Si mpson
12% Si mpson o. J. Si mpson
Jeffres et al. Si mpson

Si mpson

Si mpson
Lin & 39&®€I19Wen

Mi a mi Carbondal e
Mc Donal @ao0oeéed al . 1948
Dewey Tr uman
Dewey Tr uman 1948
1940 azar sferlide County
Mc Donal d 1948

77



78

Gl yHay e&h an alh%on

ScheufebkP8O@t al

Sal mon & MWN®EUWi rt h

19971993

78

metaamal ysi s

Gl ynn et

a l

358



2001 79

1991
Looking Glass Perception
1992 spbatl ot
4
1992

Noelle-Neumann 1984

79



80

1974

1
1980 1986
1987/ 15
1990
90
2000
90 1991
1994
3. 6%
52. 9% 17.15%

80



2001

81

2-2

Mut 2989

31

32

4-1

4-2

4-3

Gl ynn et al

(1995)

81



82

200112
5
8
7 20011 23
1060 3%
()
?
2
?
?/ ?
?
()
Glynn et al . (1995)
2001 6
5 2001
2,561,034 1,277,067
1,283,967 11
6 -- 11/12 11/14

82

11 30



2001 83

Gl ynn 1995

2001 7 874,495
2 820, 808
? 2
2
2
?
?
()
1997
SpBiatl | ot
7 1,723,524
68.07% 874,495 51.31% ? 820,808
48.16% 3,972 0.23% 4913

0.29%

83



84

1984

Davi 468 3

84



2001 85

Split Ballot
Split
Ballot

85



86

452

42.6

608

57.4

1060

100

20- 29

226

21.3

30- 39

289

27.3

40 - 49

265

25

50- 59

162

15.3

118

11.1

1060

100

268

25.3%

285

26.9%

226

21.3%

232

21.9%

49

4.6%

1060

100

27

2.5%

166

15.7%

148

14%

246

23.2%

10

0.9

597

100

13

1.2%

112

10.6%

541

51.0%

137

12.9%

18

1.7%

239

22.5%

1060

100

86




2001

87

() 160 452
42.6% 608 57. 4%
() 20209 226 21. 3% 39
289 27.3B409 265 25%50509 162 15.3%
60 118 11.1%
() 268 25.3%
285 26.9% 226 21.3%
232 21.9% 49 4. 6%
() 27 2. 5% 166
15. 7% 148 14% 246 23.2% 10
0. 9% 175 16.5% 288
27.2% 463 43.7%
() 13 1.2%
112 106% 541 51.0%
137 12.9% 18 1.7%
239 22.5% 541 51.0%
Glynn ©395| 524
290 55. 3%
158 30.2% 19 3.6%
57 10. 9%
138 13.0% 532 50.2%
297 28. 0% 41 3.9% 52

87



88

49 %

2-2

112
18

449 85. 2%
78 14. 8% T
t 527=3. 09p%. 005

13
541 137
239

ANOV A 21 21
F2 818 10.p&1000
M=2. 32
21

88



2001 89

ANOVA
(N=821)
(n=125, 11.8%) 2.45(2)* 1.02
(n=541, 51%) 2.09(1,3)** 0.85
(n= 155, 14.6%) 2.32(2)* 0.81
F-ratio (2, 818) 10.41*** (p<.000)
31
32
234
54. 8%
193 45 . 2 %T
t 427~2.215
p<. 05
31
37
49. 3%
38 50. 7%
T
32
31 32

4-1

89



90

388 67.0%

191 33.0%
T t 579
=2.054 p<.05 41
4-2
4-3
311 66. 3%
97 20. 7%
17 3.6%
4 4 9.4% ANOVA
F 3 4654. 9&800B8cheffe
4-2 43
VS.
n=469 2.35 0.87
n=311 1 245 , 0.87
n=97 2 2.28 0.83
n=17 3 2.00 1.00
n=44 4 2.00 1 0.75
F-ratio 4.958** p<.005

90



2001 91

5
Glynn 2395al . 5214
6 290
55. 3% 158 30. 2% 19 3.6%
57 10. 9%
N= 524

290 55.3%

158 30.2%

19 3.6%

57 10.9%

ANOVA
F 3 520 2.p98305 7
Scheffe
M= 1. 95
n=524 2.33 0.85
n=290 1 2.37 0.84
n=158 2 2.39 0.88
n=19 3 1.95 0.81
n=57 4 2.12 0.78
F-ratio 2.903** p<.005

91



92

1973

92

21 22



2001 93

Mut z,
1989

31 32

Mut 2989

93



94

4-1 1

42 43

NoeNé@mann

Gl ynn(1995)

F 3 520

=208p< 05 Scheffe
M=2.12 M=1.95

? M=2.26 M=2.29
M=1. 83 ?

94



2001 95

1948
10
42.6%/7. 4% 2001
49. 8b®. 13 %
4049 265 2% 17%
2 5
11 23 11 30 8
10 2001 ? 51.31%:48.16%

34.9%:29.2%
? 5%

95



96

NoelNdédemdm®m® 9 1997

1988
1992

1991

1996 -
1 540

1991

1992

1996
1994

1 137
1997

96

18828



2001 97

5516D8 2
1996

Noelle-Neumann, E.. 1994
1990

1995

Davison, W. P. (1983). The third-person effect in communication. Public Opinion
Quarterly, 47, 1-55.

Donsbach, W. (1987). Die Theorie der Schweiogespirde. In M. Schenk,
Medienwirkungsforshung Tubingen pp.324-343 .J.C.B. Mohr.

Field, J. M. & Schuman H. 1976 . Public beliefs about the beliefs of the public. Public
Opinion Quarterly, 40, 427-448.

Glynn, C. J.,, Hayes, A. F., & Shanahan, J. 1997 . Perceived Support for One' s Opinions
and Willingness to Speak Out. Public Opinion Quarterly, 61, 452-463.

Glynn, C. J, & McLeod, JM. 1985 . Implications of the Spiral of Silence Theory for
communication and public opinion research, In K. Sanders, L. Kaid, & D. Nimmo
(Eds.), Palitical communication yearbook 1984, pp.43-65 . Carbondale: Southern
[llinois University Press.

Glynn, C. J, Ostman, R. E., & McDonald, D. G. (1995). Opinions, perception, and social
redlity. In T. L. Glasser & C. T. Samon (Eds.), Public opinion and the
communication of consent (pp. 249-277). New Y ork City, NY: The Guilford Press.

Glynn, C. J,, & Park, E. 1997 . Reference groups, opinion intensity, and public opinion
expression. International Journal of Public Opinion Research, 9(3), 213-232.

Jeffres, L. W., Neuendorf, K. A., & Atkin, D. 1999 . Spiras of silence: expressing
opinions when the climate of opinion is unambiguous. Political Communication,

97



98

16(2), 115-131.

Kennamer, J. D. 1990 . Sdf-serving biases in perceiving the opinion of others:
Implications for the spiral of silence. Communication Research, 17, 393-404.

Lazarsfeld, D., Berelson, B. & Goudet ,H. 1948 . The people’s choice. New York:
Columbia University Press.

Lin, C. A., & Salwen, M. B. 1997 . Predicting the spiral of silence on a controversia
public issue. The Howard Journal of Communication, 8, 129-141.

McDonad, D. G., Glynn, C. J, Kim S. H., and Ostman, R. E. 2001 . The spiral of
silence in the 1948 presidential election. Communication Research, 28(2),139-155.

McLeod, J. M., & Moy, P. 1999 . Community, communication, and participation The
role of mass media and interpersona discussion in local political participation.
Palitical Communication,16, 315-336.

McQuail, D. (1987). Mass communication theory An introduction. Caifornia SAGE.

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

Noelle-Neumann, E. (1989). Advancesin spiral of silence research. Keio Communication
Review, 10, 3-34.

Nodle-Neumann, E. 1984 . The spiral of silence. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Noelle-Neumann E. 1983 . The effect of mediaon media effects research. Journal of
Communication, 33, 157-165.

Nodle-Neumann, E. 1977 . Turbulences in the climate of opinion  Methodological
applications of the Spiral of Silence Theory, Public Opinion Quarterly, 41, 143-158.

Nodle-Neumann, E. 1974 . The spira of silence: A theory of public opinion. Journal of
Communication, 24, 43-51.

O Gorman, H. J. and Garry, S. L. (1976). Pluralistic ignorance: A replication and
extension. Public Opinion Quarterly, 40, 449-458.

Oshagan, H. 1996 . Reference group influence on opinion expression. International
Journal of Public Opinion Research, 8(4), 335-354.

Perloff, R. M. 1993 . The third-person effect: A critical review and synthesis. Media
Psychology, 1, 353-378.

98



2001 99

Samon, C, & Kling, F.G. 1985 . Thespira of silencetenyears later An examination
and evauation. In K. Sanders, L. Kaid, & D. Nimmo (Eds), Political
communication yearbook 1984, (pp.3-30). Carbondale, Ill.: Southern Illinois
University Press.

Salmon, C.T. and Neuwirth, K. 1990 . Perceptions of opinion climates and willingness
to discuss the issue of abortion. Journalism Quarterly, 67(3), 567-577.

Scheufele, D. A., & Shanahan J., & LeeE. 2001 . Real talk Manipulating the dependent
variable in spira of silence research. Communication Research, 28(3), 304-324.
Taylor, D. G. 1982 . Pluralistic ignorance and the spiral of silence A formal analysis.

Public Opinion Quarterly, 46, 311-325.

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), 187-211.

99



100

AnAppl i cd3piommalofof S" tenc

Under standgi'Wgl Mohgness t

Opinions about Candgdi dat

Future 1 n Tail pei'sEQoewntiyo
I n 0240

M ei-feng Chou* & Tzong-horng (Dustin) Dzwo* *

ABSTRACT

This study applied “Spiral of Silence Theory’ to examining voters willingness to
express opinions about candidates and Taiwaris future, one of most controversial issues
in Taiwan, during the Tapei County Magistrate’'s Election in 2001. The findings
supported the hypothesis of “Spiral of Silence Theory’. Voters were more willing to
express opinions publicly about Taiwan's future when their perception of the distribution
of public opinion were the same as their own. Taking “third-person effect’ as the
mediating factor, one who believed others would be more influenced by mass media than
him/herself was more likely to express his’her own opinion when individual opinion was
consistent with perceived public opinion.

Keywords: political election, reference groups, spiral of silence, third-person effect,
willingness to express
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