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(1)

1972 # > McCombs £7 Shaw 7 "RAEX T, - #HEcT g5 = L 4F
(1972-2005 ) e85 § i /2« A5 5 12 TRATR 20 7 B A8 AT % (intermedia
agenda setting) & A 15 %t % > )ﬁ—’f—' FREBRL KT BEELETAERA T D
BB R S TR T R R R IR E LY A

— TSR AT 2 B>t McCombs £2 Shaw (1972) “i#% 1 ek ALK
B FBRRE L EMAE G 2t TR R SR TR ARG R
Fen THAl > B FFEARS BT BT RASZAHESER - 0 4
kAt B 0 FRSRAML RIE HZ o SRS P o

S BRI RATK TS A N E AR 5 R 8 0 = McCombs £
Shaw(1993)7nd4p i Mo RS- A7 4 K 4 R BT B0 MR KRG P 2
AT ®E McManus (1994) #r3 i en T3 F-Ew 37# & | (Market-driven
journalism ) %’%’J‘l R LR AT TR B 0 T4 2 TR 2 PR A 9751 1 iR 4L

¥

= ~T3RAEE T - @0 2 McCombs £ Shaw #7jb g -+ 2473 A #rjh3 » ¢
Flz - ApE ke }I?%ﬁ? B ik o 6 7 T RAEX %, & 5 McCombs 2 Shaw
A B TR RATI W RRRAL S A 0 B AR T AL R
Sty R EEA R URE L RE Pk o

AR B MR R AT D S AR AR

TR ARt TP EEEE 2000 € (S SACEREEERY w2006 77
14p~16p) 23 1T a0 BEE TR AT ERD T ondp § o 002 3556 4 9 2 R
dpl o (BRHBEEEFFT) A EF LFFHAIMREDTTALIEBE D FtFcdt e
TR SR S s < FATRAT L o7 LFF 3 2 0 e-mail: renny915@ms38. hinet. net
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1972 # > McCombs™= Shaw#f % 1968 # [ ik~ ' > 1)~ [

a
2

& [JIWF e LTQ“EI‘E{L[H |A9E N A [ﬁ | Trenaman=*McQuail ( 1961:
IH>WF%?%’%HWW%$&% ~‘ﬁ%mju¢,ﬁ¢ﬂ@
ﬁ%ﬁ“\ﬂhglﬁ‘ ? D P HEHETE R =5 S IS G E »«
F;“T‘jﬁ"ggf/’ﬁ‘)%“lﬁ;'/ g ?

g B W PR > McCombs = Shaw qq:—\tjm'%%gr%t@;gz
(agenda-setting ) - <[5 B8 55 3% J 45 80 B ) .55 9y Xk
A RMBEMOL R R W TR ~J—ﬁ%31 5

= B F (1972-2005) fUPTHIE T

i
T
(i

LERogers ~ Dearing® Bregman ( 1993: 74) UGk FE » &= 1992
S | éJ: F'ﬂ = %L@[ ﬁlfégﬁfﬁlj“ - I = F‘DLH pu
EEAE G ® o [y Tsfati (2003:158) et AHE]
VO~ A DR R A PR A T B
SRR AT D AT BB R R AR
Fdal g | (paradigm ) #&0 (Dearing & Rogers, 1996) °

[H[ %g YR Fﬁl’if_@ » Rogers = Dearing ( 1988: 555-557) fF',
S R RO R T O
SR Eﬂ[ﬁ”@%“} rﬁggﬁ%éq;?g%fég | (who sets the media’s
agenda? ) - A[[5 . Bl £L F AT AY T IR AT e Y B (AR

T F AU rﬁ%’ﬁﬁ‘—%ﬁg—» C N ) (media agenda—public agenda )

' 1968 ﬁmiﬁzﬁ] ML E > H Gz BigiE A S2E 0 A w i & fod dRichard
Nixon ~ % i & ¢ Hubert Humphrey™ % b = % #George Wallace CE B R EA

Richard leona, I : G S R1chard Nixon¥ Hubert Humphrey# i® & Av\ H A
43.36% ~43.01% »E W gz 7 L - (¢ Ly rp 28T > 1968) - McCombs
2 Shaw (1972) g T £ 0y 3 "*’ }_W&ﬁ—*ﬁ BAITE R RS FHZ B R
FEANREFE W BFElRTE- H

2y e %flﬁiDearing—%i’Rogers(lQ%) gkt £ 3 1995 & o > ¢ 3 REZF

T hEARMEFEERER DT EFSTT
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R OB 0 - I B AN
(agenda-setting process ) > = 5" i’ [ 1=k 5 (1A T [Fl A B %@%
PR (JLE ) -
E\r, oo ﬁﬁﬁﬂl McCombs == Shaw (1972) ¥ i §e 2 ¥ A Ll
P = i Cobject) Afa » JEU{™ £ pI - g P W% Cattribute) »
"SR Y2 (intermediainfluence ) » ™ = Jffi = EE&’F
(agenda-building ) ~ #2345 (framing) I'] » 3= ¥ (priming) - Eﬁr
¥ (spill-over effect) = pifﬂ C H = SR AL TEEET
(agenda-taking) P15 EA&EE%{ ( Maurer, 2004 ) > '] & T%Fff:f;‘ g
JI?E‘EJ i If[@ P H]:%@%_L ( Tsfati, 2003 ) » & =" 7’ pI {8 72 1~ [ {2
et ETLPI_F%K?T%EE?@ ( Roessler, 1999 ) «
ol %ﬁ%?ﬁ%@%%( intermedia agenda-setting)ﬁ[ﬁ 75> F1 1993
#F McCombs = Shaw }EJ[' fﬁ v ﬂfliﬁfa’liﬂ?% ( the integration of research

areas ) N%d

75



”’sﬁ%?g%fgﬁ_%t&%ﬁ %Z RSP VERY
% - RAE TE AR

3% < Vi

2 5% — - =
A B4 2y M
5 I 2 3
TN EE 4 5 6
){3;\ [,\ IJ—;&‘EE 7 8 9

T kR ¢ 7 Who sets the agenda?: Agenda-setting as a two-step

flow,”by H. B. Brosius & G. Weimann, 1996, Communication Research,

23(5),563 » & P HcF 4 7L A nEET 0 X2 g L R 2B

s F@iﬂ_ﬁ%"?ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁéfy] ( Roberts & McCombs, 1994; Breen,
1997; Lopez-Escobar, Llamas, McCombs, & Lennon, 1998; Shaver &
Lacy, 1999; Boyle, 2001; Ku, Kaid, & Pfau, 2003; Wanta, Golan, &
Lee, 2004 ) o [F=— ’FFEZ[‘L’E'I[F[] RIHY 2 5 FT“ = [l Y] *ﬁ&fﬁ%: FligAT
R [F=fE] EJFTJ i+ ( White, 1950; Snider, 1967; McCombs & Shaw, 1976;
Hirsch, 1977 ) 4 % E| 733:4‘“ ﬁrh AT F-I_T*ﬁl EJ@Q%FT;J f# ( Danielian &
Reese, 1989; Shaver & Lacy, 1999)> b} Jfftil%?g&. Y AE YT 3V [HJEF‘? =
i # (Noelle-Neumann & Mathes, 1987; Mathes & Pfetsch, 1991 ) -
AT F g Sk LR PIDRL PR AT A w1 IR T = B EE o B
FriH] 3 R Y A R E"J “; (Jamieson & Campbell, 1992; Roberts &
McCombs, 1994; McCombs, Llamas, Lopez-Escobar, & Rey, 1997;
Boyle, 2001 ) »

TR LI E S R PR R VR R R
ﬁmﬁﬁ%%% LR BT S B R O b (Rogers

76



BEETRFR T 5T

& Dearing, 1988; Reese, 1991; Shaw & Martin, 1992; McCombs,
JGI > 1999) ﬁﬁﬁlj%‘%%[ﬁ»‘“[ﬂﬁ‘?ﬁﬁlﬂv BGERdid k) SV 1) v B
P ET PIAVEEE S R R Y I”?r%_\ij I s FEERS
ISt PR OPER IR - RSB L’ﬁm'tri’mﬁraf%ﬁ%i H
RT3 o T B e R e
(1997) ¢ uﬁ*4 ?1/’71% °
FIH o PO R ERRZ G S 1 BRE o PR 2 R

BT - [ T PIR AR Y 4

Lopez-Escobar, & Llamas, 2000 ; £33 > 19955 &A% H - 1998 5 4=

p=4

puunid]

Pk
©E BPBLS g

Fﬁ

yW%WW%W%
BOINE > PREBUE L R R R P s ] e R
3 IHIG o RS R R B T R R

( Kosicki, 1993; McCombs & Shaw, 1993; Rogers et al., 1993;
Dearing & Rogers, 1996; Lopez-Escobar et al., 1998; Kiousis &
McCombs, 2004 ) -

t2 Sk ¢’FPI?J‘:L7F§L]%§ Rogers =~ (1993) %%%T%@%@ﬁ?fﬂmp@ e
IV V- R R PR L R R
AR T@F%{L_ ( How is the media agenda set ? ) > m;@}jﬁf%@?%éﬁ
L [ S R A T E’%ﬁiﬁg%@?% (intermedia agenda-setting ) £}
SAEG o B

(=) BELHREFEE 1 Tk %%@?Eé Bl O AR

p=4

’ PRt ERAPE ORER T N TRERT, AR EERESFE A
L S éﬁ:riﬁlﬁﬁﬁiéfaéiﬁiﬁ?,&aﬁJ
(http://datas.ncl. edu. tw/theabs/00/index. html )>» % E & L+ - K ip M A L &
w2 H oy (1] 981)@3:&‘_7};3’#?'1% hem BHAHme A o
?Iﬂ’ﬁéérﬁiltz\@]ﬁ)’"]”?

a0 B WWW B V8. 3

4
2]
1.
g
- I (- A i %
A%~ ’FF 2;"\51,
&

=

EY % 3l
(http://140.119.115.32/ncl3web/)> £ 7 E# = L - & 4p il
S Y RN
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ﬁﬂz?ﬁl:ﬁzﬁ%{ /3 %Z”#Ag[‘@‘cflfjlu ug{gﬁ
(Z ) #3I McCombs = Shaw ( 1993 ) Hrif. ,pjagf A

@%F :#Qg\lt“ rmﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬂﬁﬁg% J [ S A - S ETERLY
A PR B

- - BEA GRG0 TRER T, ?

L SR ML FEEAHE A AP E A (whatto
think ) > ® ¢ P& 11 2 %3 '*Ff 3% @ A ( what to think about) °

——Cohen » 1963:13

Il FIH%J » £L McCombs = Shaw (1972: 177) * [ J# (G
PR PR AL R o $E2 T[T Cohen (1963) FriEl (4% =
b N >> ( The press and foreign policy ) — 5“ TR S » PEE TR
%@%%ﬁ@%%ﬁ?} Fm%\%ﬁﬂ *W%FE%HEJ% VR BT S
B T TTRYRE S R R O R

[l el % '7%£5§ Wil G 0 T BREF AR @TUI' s W
FER R AR A
(agenda-setting process) [I¥ Rogers = Dearing ( 1988) - #][5¥ f- ' f#
J4 T = (power balance ) @ﬂ&ﬁ*ﬂ%%&%ﬁg%fggﬁ%@m ?{EU Reese
(1991)» S HHL T F:F%J%?ﬁ} #+ , (argumentation analysis ) F;Jlj‘%ﬁ?%a%
KE %ﬁ%%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁ Weiss( 1992 ) I'| BRIV~ [ @5 ¢t (individual
agenda-designing ) *ﬁk?{s@ic'g IH%'EIU Roessler (1999) = » ZI I

E%iﬂJW%%W&W’ﬁ%%$ﬁ%3FﬁﬁWF%ﬁ%@

T féiﬁfpﬁ%@(fﬁ lﬁ?r » g [0 W A S F‘fj'[‘ﬁ W™ fH THE
W?Lﬁ ] bg(’ﬁd“i?{;ﬁﬂ £h McCombs % Shaw (1972) &7 ' g
lﬁ » AP kL McCombs % & > 4 rjﬁlrﬁ%}ﬁjrélu Ilij[H' TENE 1972 &
McCombs == Shaw (&Et Chapel Hill 27 [ EISJTQ%JFZEJ‘J e ’ﬁ‘[/ﬁ(coined)
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EEE L e ¢

o0 TR~ S L 1 (Lopez-Escobar et al., 1998:225 » # £l &
URSur Lo DE

Ei?:,ﬂ/ AL = 1 BRTF PSSR B If’:‘ TR IS I EE &
-IR5Y i McCombs™ Shawfiy ¢ ¢ 7 (Merritt & McCombs, 2004 ) %
Bt How B i Al AT 1972 5 o il BIRY B REAE S AR Cohen
T 1963 & FHELLIAY Tt Phey e 8 g LI e o iy ) g et

# > JkLLippmann ( 1922:29) #% ( X #i ) (Public opinion) — 34' | P i

gg

VARG R SRR T 9t Al P (the world outside ) W;E;LEJF‘} flat
r FJ,?'Q Hlﬁ%ﬂ%} , (the pictures in our heads) 9= EIdyf * -
IR W?;\%J - E:EJF"JF;, 0 1970 F = A T & 537 By <<f1f?f|
W1H) (The journal of politics ) » | F| Fox =* Clapp (1970) I'|] <%
b Tk 4 5 E %'7 IJ@EE%ﬂ‘—*J (1961-1968) > ( The House Rules
Committee’s agenda-setting function,1961-1968 ) i > J%krﬂ‘ﬂ\ Bl 55
B 15 AP LR OB H R T RER - F
Eﬁ F'Eﬂ%ﬁ’ it McCombs = Shaw f! 7" = & o =9 » Hoppe ( 1969) I'] (&
E‘E']J “H N TR AT —FLT>> ( Agenda-setting strategies: Pollution policy )
LR B IS T R B R L Y PR R R R

McCombs = Shaw .} r%&?tJ — @ o PIRLEI = & gk o

¢_7

Toahat A WTAL 2 A 7 r 8 31 ehCohenz 3 0 % 4 McCombs¥? ShawAk AR 5 R AL X T
T hy 2y d o3l 322 % 17T FBF 0 Te FHAEH - g HPRE
AN L BEE T Coheni«fi‘ﬁ il T Az e, ML RS
PRAFAPREAR S LT URARFEFTREA (may not be successful
much of the time in telling people what to think, but it is stunningly
successful in telling its readers what to think about) ;, - # Lippmann#h
te A o R E 1977 # > Shawgt McCombs & % ch ( % Rscip kAL ns 4 1 4F £ ehik 4L
% @ # it ) (The emergence of American political issues: The agenda-setting
function of the press) - 3¢ » & 5 F 8 % . "wjfaWalter Lippmann 1922
ErE (W) - F 0 < bR ?L”L’*\'F”faz‘*" R %> 0 Hdgd < RO
FAG e 2B 8 kiR, > - W20 E 3 2004 & > 4 McCombs & 4
FR B ALK ERE A 4 (Chyi & McCombs, 2004;Kuetal., 2003; Merritt
& McCombs, 2004 ; Wanta et al., 2004)
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S R BT ¢ P SR
j;%a  HEFL TR EF%J\L_J S ZEMcCombs®® Shaw i EU«FLJ y
?EMcCombs== Shaw™r " &) | [ (74 o f4 11 » %&L[ﬁﬁlﬁrffi ~ ERE -
s Tf{ St ﬁf}ﬁl}f{?] P~ #5450 1> McCombs=® Shawsi FL\' AR CER
%%g)@ﬁ?’ (AN EE) S e bptd H i ,JFIJLEVFPI
Jo 11972 # 37 1977 # {07 [ o U B R B AR R P €
Pﬂ}ﬁﬁw, VR ECE A IR B 5’%%@%@%§p
f%ZElfJ%ﬁﬁr}l?’%l F‘\[ » P A éirrf@i% TP IR R -
O RA R T L B G A

PUEFAL S BRI ORI PR o USRI 4 PO

%T E”%ﬁzzﬁlz U""JFHEW]—‘? K £ i"ﬂ:d‘*FE‘l}h FUE&P[/'i rm’s%‘;ﬁa
ﬂ:—%ﬁ T K E FJLIFFU:L_—L;‘\‘%’ F“f JJEJLFII@%‘)FE*&@’FH—; ;R

I'J Rogers = Dearing ( 1988 ) Hrf.tlify I %@%{taﬁ}%ﬁ (i R
B P A P FE (media agenda) ~ Y B FfH (public agenda) [
b f’f # i (policy agenda) = ¥ = phARA E\JEJJ%EETF%@’FPI%EU

BCAUIRTE 487 kT MeCombs (1992) + McCombs % Shaw (1993)
TN TR R P DR ) e R s R ) BT
QR Tt d%WWW@ﬁﬁﬂ?“@L°

(- ) Rogers & Dearing ( 1988) J?ﬁng ;f_ﬁ]% ( Agenda-setting
process )

1988 & » Rogers 2% Dearing ( 1988:557) 7 < %@?%’ﬁm% Lp o
['ﬁ (£ ? > ( Agenda-setting research: Where has it been, Where is it
going?) — T {1 » A= [ENEETIN E}?&eg%{ * 5 Tﬁ%@%iﬁﬁ&

Fuéﬂe ﬁcq@ﬂu ’ /”%i 17— F[*rﬂ ‘4:'—4“”:‘-@% [‘1: (‘[__1922 } <<,E_‘J%L>>

My ? A § % % R McCombs & Shaw (1977: 200-208) & % e ( ¥ Bl s
BRI L ﬁim?&ﬁiﬂﬁ>*%’é%T%mr%iﬂbmh%mmw
dAELp ARY B I REIRAMME S P ARF L TR T - P
( general)
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- %}? i pY Lippmann » 32 1987 & ?E{".%EE% . F 0 (priming
effect) ¥ Iyengar = Kinder > ; ﬁ“”*?{ i FTM B EFF lEgFF&f r-A
SO (T B 2 RO Lo [ T B RN PO YR
[ IFEJ/EH EE Ry e ﬂﬁmf 2 [K lﬁ_' El G e [F[J :

<
(=) @?‘L (agenda-setting ) @ 7% i }‘FI B BT & S

”!&

Rk
=2 FIFf IEEJ%FT%F I%,U I@I}E:J °
(Z) —;ﬁéﬁﬁ?}% ( agenda-building ) : il [ f’i‘j%ﬁ@ 5 Rl - [[“’F&F
PR YO TR A SRR 2 R R

FIJ/ » Rogers & Dearing ( 1988: 557) %%%ﬂﬁﬁjﬁ%%@ NS

ok S 2 L Y R B [ D A o ] B AR R MeCombs =2

Shaw I/ 72 ¢ | £ (R OB E B L R PR

T ) 98 B R E P RREPTR Y T A B R U
E[tvfn BEER T <E'$ﬂ[“ ) e

T ﬁ{;ﬂ— Hi > | F]3E 2% 111 Rogers ¥ Dearing ( 1988)}[1 = HIHl
TR (- ) &%F%@%i ( media agenda-setting ) : = ol A [T 1) - 5
R ?kiﬁ@’i&x@ﬂ%?ﬂr Eﬁg‘iﬁt[?ﬁmﬁll‘iwi )FE}“%E@%
& (public agenda-setting ) © = fol fLAZ IR 7 ?}’E‘?’"ﬁ e (=5 (=)
i 57{ E%—L ( policy agenda-setting ) : > fIAE(l1[¥ ﬂ‘i EPpYsE [ B
W R 2 R -

Rogers = Dearing ( 1988) *FEZFA‘ . %%%@ ’F}Iré[‘mjf Uk&gﬂ 5
ks s I A BRIV [~ mieod AT - R BRI S
P B 2 SR OB % K R (McCombs & Shaw, 1993) » [
I HE AL I?i E’&EL‘ JE‘E%@%%EIUEETE% ( Kosicki, 1993;
Severin & Tankard, 1988 ) fii {y# 15 1~ » o R ECREPA R L f

FRE L[ FH MeCombs » T H 1992 5 [0 il > 5 @ Py fji] 5 7] 3%
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SLS LS MRS S i ﬁ*ﬁa@mmquA
freh TR R P L A Cexpanding) 1 i) TSR
T LA P [ P SR AR D
(Z ) McCombs == Shaw ( 1993 ) fi9 %%@F% L U (Four phases
of research )

1992 & > = % 5y (Fri] S % F[) (Journalism Quarterly ) &5 3
G s T A W R L e
e PR B

Bl- HAx Bz B S & 3 0 MR 2 ke R

RS

wAE R R S VR S AGEE R

" ] ] ]

'
=1 . - , . - .
Z; > ﬁ%?EE%E% — f?Eﬁﬁiﬁﬁ S r ﬁq%%%@

pa

.
L

il

i I 1 1
? F1 Tl 4 9 0 R P o H AR

Hi

&3

7 kR : ”Agenda-setting research: Where has it been, where is it
g0?”’by E. M. Rogers & J. M. Dearing, 1988, Communication Yearbook,
11, 557.

] 1993 & 9,{‘. TPy EFE ) (Journal of Communication ) > # H1 5

e
R ﬁ*%%f mf% Egéfﬁﬁiﬁ§§?{46’ﬁfh’NkCombil99Z

POR(MBEEA) G S RAAMH Y L R ARG L E
RUR LPERL G, RARTNL R RUR DA A E e B G2 FH R
8
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815-816) » McCombsZ*Shaw ( 1993: 59-60) %f%ﬁ%@r%%glk ofF
EJeo™ (AL > S E AT R P R

(=) 1972~1977 & : JL4 (URFEFLFH (basic
agenda-setting ) °

(Z) 1978 ~1981 &+ : i I?fﬁﬁ” {L_ ( contingent
condition )

(=) 1982~1991 =+ %ﬁﬁi@a (new domains ) » & — JL3E X g0

7 1685 (R T 8 LR R (o D) O - R

(P4 1991 & ~37 5 PR B EUE (media agenda) =
BT Cagenda attributes) » = 1% 17 T REE L FTHIE o S
%@%ﬁymﬁﬂwiéﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁ$w

SR SE M 5L B H 2] 0 McCombs =2 Shaw (1993) @1 - [1 1972

P 4R Chapel Hill 29 pOfS Bl S > 5Z 1977 & > (hips i
[y~ AL Charlotte 2 Btk w5 1 > BT 2~ IR pU B & &
SRR TR LT IR AR ] EATE] ?ﬁdWE‘@f&
£ PR R 2 R B R R
ECERNTER TR IRl S iR 2

M7 1981 F [l McCombs 2=y, (=4I > Weaver- Graber~ McCombs
= Byal (1981) &F$F 1976 & [19 3Bk - SE M1 AT
@TWW@%%@’ﬁﬁ§WTmﬁ%W%@?%’HB@L$ﬁﬁ
JRRLE R 2 BT kR b AT 5L T ] EE, (a sketeh of reality )
SSRGS ARE Pl WRTRER G o R ARV = PO s Ry R
M@ RE & )T F I U BRI R4 - MR a4y

R e (BHP) 26 > xFrhipMmy - =223 F > d NcCombs#
Shaw( 1993 )t i K 4T3k 2% E -7 ¢ = K%~ A 8 ® % 5 = 5 » (Rogers
et al., 1993) -~ B 3gH 8 (Edelstein, 1993) ™ % % 4E+» & (Kosicki, 1993)
‘i"ﬂ“'?é‘nﬁ?i TAHENB L SN G
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1995 & > McCombs =% Evatt ( 1995 5[ FI McCombs et al, 2000 ) »
WO D A R ﬂﬁpfjﬁ%gg%@@wﬁ%% R R t%‘wum
= E‘I[ﬁj ( second-level agenda-setting ) » ™ El[JﬁFqﬁﬁ;—;—g%szﬁm[\gkp\JF%#& >
fol ot A A fe i A T 22 2V B R R g R S
e BRI RS R AT R R A I Y R
fE 5 5T E“H*E‘Jiﬁrh = R e 5 ﬁ”Féle* ( McCombs et al.,
1997; McCombs et al., 2000; Hester & Gibson, 2003; Chyi &
McCombs, 2004; Craft & Wanta, 2004 )

& F3% > McCombs = Shaw (1993: 60) - B i A F= R
% (exploring) == &l (surveying ) I}[[HFFT«HE&« * gé%ﬁgﬁa oo (— )
Fﬂ"‘[’?jf’[ (Roberts & McCombs, 1994; Lopez-Escobar et al., 1998;
Boyle, 2001) » £ == Fiffy F’?FT;.JW oo MRS L (2 ) &
EEI%_\L‘ AN B s TRV E (McCombs &  Zhu, 1995; McCombs,
1997; Kiousis & McCombs, 2004 ) -

F;,LV VA %EEI%% FIRU A 70 FF gﬁllﬁ‘%@?%’ﬁi L
(75 ) R R PO TSI R P > T v EXFEJ?I fﬁ[%,ﬁ\?%ﬁéié RFEE
ST PR R R 'T?%é I A= B R NEAEEE T
rjﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘lﬁfﬁ'iﬂ 9 IJT B [PJ_'\ ( McManus, 1992a, 1992b, 1994,
1995 ) » J5t 8 1 0 B %2 ARG ED) £ 0 4B B > 4 RLE5 5 0 LT
ROC I PR Ao T 1T Reese ¥ Danielian (1989) f9 RS i

—
) |

i
SRR ) T B A R S A R R
( = ) Reese ¥ Danielian ( 1989) fu¥5 %?EE%%E% ( Intermedia
agenda-setting )

7 McCombs = Shaw ( 1993) #'_LH'.?AEE TPy TP (A S R T

4 Tﬂ_ fi P R LR i sk S E R I R
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R w2 fol OB Pripg v i T B R R o R R ) £
FURRIETRY TR o e IR R R (AT S LR TS R R
F%JLJ (intermedia agenda-setting) > <~ # £ " B5 B I FY | (intermedia
influence ) -
fE TES BRI L — F10Y Reese ™ Danielian (1989: 30-34) > f{-
SRR, @ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ#*ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁmr%ﬁﬁ%’%ﬁ
@4 1 (many media, few voice ) A ISR 21~ > SRy Al 5
FUPTRIER F T~ KRR M RUR R S T B R 2 T K
fi-H 5 5 Cconvergence) » fERLII - [= ~ 4232 [~ > I 20 BIRRL
Fior o Ry 2 REC IR o AP - PO - BRI
Danielian = Reese ([1989: 64-65) #¢l} » 5 it i B & Lt i 40
R 0 PSR RS IREY =20 IR TR A R A
f+ (prominent events) =¥ S G B2 > 1= f~‘,‘§fl§l HEMEED G
I BER T OB LR - T Mathes 22 Pfetsch (1991) 5Ll - 5543
Fwﬁ%iﬁ[%fl I}JL IR = ﬁt}ﬁ”fp?ﬁ"r IR o (O A R =
IR R P 3 7 (dynamic process)
fhf7 % o727 1] Danielian ¥ Reese (1989) il 19 55 45 1Y
o ?f‘”’%ﬁ%%ﬁ%@%t@t% > SR White (1950) FuS R~ 37
8 BRI R A - IR PO (Snider, 1967; McCombs &
Shaw, 1976; Hirsch, 1977) » [y [l Z] F R 7 L BT 95 oo i)
McCombs == Shaw ( 1972: 183-184) Rkt 7o [l 5 it o %
TR FEEEER VL A Y (composite) Fi i E& Foi8 Ptk » AE
e f P T RE R N S i B R e St 1 - TG EH AR VT
RS~ SE
Pl o U A B T O RO R e
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M Fa EE?* N3 fgzﬂﬁﬁgﬁr@‘fﬁ;{hug@f
RLIPAS fl S 0 IR PURAES ) 55 R B R 2
BT SRR A S5 B Rl T B R 5

PR TR R+ R B R R T 1 R o
Gy Rl T F R R R TR O AR

RIRUE Ve > BRI oy R EIBGI SV IR SR R Sy T
CRERE o BRI S A B F P G AT
GEY LI REPE > SREBE AR B B PO Y
fx V%}:/\A WA AL Y I R R A r%ﬁﬂa?ﬂﬁﬁ% IR
e oS

% - SBERER G W’F‘*“”F%WF
P R %%?ﬁ%

(1993) Frt [ BRI R L 1 W BV RS (1991 5 ~325 ) [y

'Tr% JEPHT McCombs % Shaw

Robets = McCombs ( 1994 ) ?F[ o ?%ﬁﬁ%%@%%ﬁﬁ t g %,ﬁ[aﬁ[f‘]j‘%& §F}
%‘T [Fil P [ A A P P B Y 3 0 (E P M o ln B =
irl’?[ = BPAT Er Y] Hy A Ay Y8 ¢ (Jamieson & Campbell, 1992;
Breen, 1997; Lopez-Escobar et al., 1998; Boyle, 2001 ) » =" 555 # i &
FIJFJ“fﬁiE Y= A eI =835 (Kuetal, 2003; Chyi &
McCombs, 2004; ﬁ?ﬁ[i » 2001 ) -

BB ERE R C SRR R R SR

EX

[F=— W EF_ » McCombs = Shaw ( 1993: 60) &1} " ' ;LE:_IT:[':T‘LBA SRS
F S ] AP e 1 i”ﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬂaﬁg%ipwﬁrdu lﬁgfﬁ'ﬁgi@
Gl ?ﬁ Shoemaker = Reese ( 1991) pvA= it Tff = (‘organizational

sociology )~ Breed ( 1955 ) p* #rH] e ﬁ(% i ( theory of news diffusion ) ~
[k A~ 7 (gatekeeping) I') & Noelle-Neumann ( 1984 ) fyyi

E@E@ﬁﬁﬁ ( spiral-of —silence theory ) = o
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WEENEFE 055 5 4

jiaLLy

PP 15T S5 e R SR I B B BT R
AR BIR F e R T W G R B R
SR ?ﬂaﬁﬁ%il‘p— BT Y 2o i [ 5

I

pe=g

- CBHMREXTOEFR
(=) I 55 i f e
i’pﬁ%mu%f?ﬁb CE LU E ) TR A R R R
AR R AR B R U FRE (media agenda) © |
RAEGHFEG > IR TH | (issue) P #55 T 3 (agenda)
e 2 o R R [ PV B T RL A
Rogers % Dearing ( 1988: 565-566) j¥ "/ | w45 M~ {iF 5[0
TRVETFEEE AN > o TR SR RRITE R AR A o S0 S R s
CAVEF L PIRLAR TR - WUEIEMV LS AL B R Sk
- U EUA (Lang & Lang, 1981: 450 ) [N F=> Rogers &® Dearing
ARG EA D TS E SRR AT A e ] e R
il i i BEEEELFREY f RE Ctopic) s (F1 557) -
fiE T RS ?E%EEF%%J ]
SR EU RS T [l e T AL ] oo MR E AT S R % 0[] Danielian
= Reese (1989: 64-65) [[4 ¢ E’%%%ﬁ‘afe’ﬁ EJFTJI frﬁg[?g“ H
R R A - B P AT RE I VAL ES B PR A

t;’\

I

; » Roberts = McCombs ( 1994: 250)

=

i TR A G (convergence) » A Hj (A4 #) (The New York
Times ) 4% 71 A % ) ) B SRV 120 B o L P T A 2 T
B ELER  Th - FS T AR SN U B 4 (feeding frenzy) o
- AR E 0 SRR U T R ISR ) (intermedia
influence ) > fi WO P % 4 S AC AT U7 (7820 0 ] o 57
~ PR IALF T White (1950) 5 3 B8 11710 o Foe 4 7 4] 5028t 0
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SRR L BT PR
G P o P Fﬁ#ﬁﬂip 2 E S E R g PR
<~ BEATEL AR S RS (M. Gtaes) e » Hirsch (1977) £ Hit
White fOPE% » F| 7R ST S 0 SR I AL TN
EIVE AT o [ Snider (1967) - = o 4 T HiF White
BRIV AR AR o GRS %F%E%£r¢£%°

=9t > Reese ™ Danielian (1989: 65) FlII) (a5 ) L4 %
G IS E (2 G Z 4 ) (Washington Post) ') ¥ <<i§‘,ffé/f}é¥ﬁﬂjiﬁ>>
(Los Angeles Times ) & & 1§ Il R F9 P9 3 ¢ = I’[E‘E%J%‘[‘ik il
F : P RO (leaders @ AT ﬁ] e L R B AR
[l G = el ARl SICRL IR S AR o (R R R Rl
e E M EIJ?ﬁffn TR ?Wl'ﬁiwufg& > Ty = B LA 9 Gans
(1979: 116) RUWIpOREs 58 A AT 0 T BEJRAL SR ~ B0y @] 1E
FORPIE AL 2 A, o (R SR PR WORLI U IR 2 U

B R RIS - HUR RIS U B R VRO o R RN N RV
PR o B IS BB P s AR R S A 1
PRl R B SR B e R R LA S R

) P
(1) Lang = Lang ( 1981) ﬁuﬂﬁgﬁfﬁ ( Agenda-building )

7 McCombs = Shaw (1972) LR LW FPEL & > o]
SRR S s o @ TR~ B AR IR B R R
L I 17 S > SR S5 RO P b B L s A A 1 RO < [
Lang == Lang ( 1981) pJ’FlDJ° L T ﬁﬁ@é&ﬁgﬁﬁ , (agenda-building
process) &4 o % & Y Rogers ¥ Dearing ( 1988 ) ArE i1y © 3
?glﬁﬁﬁj EpEANE T R ﬁﬂﬂ}lﬁj’% ? [ AR A (N e Sy ]
A IRV - AR PR R T S SR -
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WIS 9

JR7h Lang % Lang ( 1981: 450-459) PI £ £ L T i {F (issue) I
(fr ey 1% FAE (agenda) |+ BR 07 PRI 8 Tl BV B
UL EUR VBT R D R ﬁlj?ﬁ O ) Elrr?fé‘i“ﬁf@]i
(concerns ) : (= ) FH,VES«IA; B R Y 2 el !L [H ( perception of key
problems ) ( = ) [ & (policy alternative )t (1) 2% 5 41 5 (public
controversy ) : ( 71 ) @%ﬁip ApL T H AU ERI 2% (determinants of
political cleavage ) °

=9t > Lang == Lang (1981 )y jl & Hy (F B 53 8 = SHIE (- )
2T I (nearly everybody ) @ =2l * [l ﬁlfﬁﬁ“q*ﬁf (D) EH
T [ (selectively experienced ) : % [ * ¥ 3 AHRHA S 1 (=) &
HIEHNF (generally remote ) @ =2 {fd ~ A% B x&me (U 1 [F -

FUF o Lang 2 Lang (1981) SRRHEE 9 F1 RS 50 T 3R, 4 <) 0p
P LTS5~ 2 ) B R VS (o f 2 R S A A
S A B rfﬁ'ﬁ%?r’[’ﬁa o AR 1972 5 g
( Watergate ) » Lang % Lang (1981) ff¢li<[[ % rirﬁ [ e ek 1 A
o = gt Eifiﬁ[%%‘[‘ikﬁii sy TEEPRE [T (sleeper issue) » {E 7
70 3 22 B W B BTV I S > RO D B RS -
T% =R B R *”Jaﬁifg[ﬁf*ﬁiqﬁ Richard Nixon f¥ ™+ fF"[ o

> Lang 2 Lang (1981) ftv — ff %EE@#%FN =g 0
R 7 WA S H @ﬁw%?tﬁ%mﬂi$ﬁ’
Lang = Lang ( 1981) F’?FTM* Fui’iﬁ#ﬁ%‘ﬁﬂ TSR 2B o ik kL
= (EE I e B LAY L o [ R T ﬁ’ﬁg‘%*f}iﬁ%ﬁﬁ o B P
B« Y RRRELY AR 5 R0 S S R

Noelle-Neumann = Mathes( 1987 )?IZ‘Z’ ﬁ%?ﬁ fei] s g 354N ( consonance

i

W

effect) °
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SRR BT | A R
(2)Noelle-Neumann =* Mathes( 1987 )fv H 35 ( Consonance effect )

Noelle-Neumann % Mathes ( 1987: 403-405) ¥ 1984 & » Sl fl *
A Sy etk M P pre A B RS R EL B g AT
%?’e"i??ﬁfﬂ g R R T p () I W 2D
P = PSR ? (2 BEGEEIap gL - F PR
. %% ﬁ%‘%" E;PLFI]E;[I | Rk = jglgl‘?

i ?%éﬁ"*%%JU¥ﬁ5¢¥*Eﬁﬁ% S0y = B AT
[y DG 2 for P Al #1ORL ] 425 ] - Noelle-Neumann =
Mathes (1987: 401) [N F=fLATGE T pLHIE I ) (opinion-leader
media ) {YEEEE - L BRI R SRR o BRI P
é’%wgﬁmW%gﬁﬁ’%WﬁﬁﬁWW%%Hﬁ’
Noelle-Neumann ( 1973 ) j £ 7 £} T F P ) (consonance effect ) °

GEEFI ARG A IR BB Y HU B3 > Noelle-Neumann % Mathes
(1987:409) il = o P [t (PLRZ D

(=) %%@?%Fﬁﬁ'( the level of agenda-setting ): 1} - ¥ el
/T%ﬁﬁ@?@?%ﬁ?

(=) EEg% (the level of focusing ) * HUEIE 1R TV [ 78 ¥
L/

=) F 'Ff gt (the level of evaluation) : L%Ii‘ﬁ/p (i 2 i
%’ﬁﬁ&%@?%ﬁ%ﬁ%@uﬁ»w’ﬂﬁ
BIPF A AG = F S Y

(3) Mathes == Pfetsch ( 1991) f¥ iﬁﬁﬁri’rg\l ( Spill-over effect)

ﬂbf“{/ﬁfﬁ

_—’?&

Noelle-Neumann = Mathes ( 1987 ) f.tIt T H R F 0 | pu s 1 &% -
Mathes == Pfetsch (1991 ) 3 ETH % > 3& - H‘}%ﬁ]‘ﬂ rﬁﬁ'%i’ﬁuﬁ%‘ﬁﬂ@

RO 0T B 0 P P T BT A PR o R T o
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=R s T

Ko TR sy = ) (counter-culture ) [UR i o PP FER IV P BRI
~ B (counter-issue) (B85 #7[IE ﬁlj?ﬁ (=) ?ﬁﬁjﬂ?l@ﬁﬁ
#1983 & SIS Lli"'ig\l (= )’Z/ﬁ:j’TleDpTr(]‘ﬁ’\ 1983 F = Plglilﬁ?“}ﬁiﬁ%t

FIEp SR 2 (=2 ) 4| [rﬁﬁﬁ ] 1986 =F hi %ﬂ%ﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬁﬁ} Y 1 221
EINEE

] - E*vﬁgf%’ufg%;?—.ﬁigﬁﬁ
Fri AT e = i
) ™ - . o

N ( Agenda-setting ) ( Focusing) ( Evaluating )
Lo | |
e o 2 i i 2= i 5L 5 e

f —g ol % R Z T

T4 kR . ”The ‘Event as Event’ and the ‘Event as News’: The
significance of ‘Consonance’ for media effects research,”by E.,
Noelle-Neumann & R. Mathes, 1987, European Journal of

Communication, 2 (4), 409.

PR RS RT3 S  BE OB T 1) 55 5 ( Mathes
& Pfetsch, 1991: 42-45):
(=) }ﬂ?ﬁﬂ’iﬁﬂ (latent phase ) =25 fjf| ] ( preparatory ) = PI&I#x ¥
(alternative media ) = A FHE » &0 75 5y — %Eﬂgi fF O FEE
FIJEJJ‘ % BEREF H%JZ%IKZ%FE‘ (alternative media ) i;u : i;uﬁ%FE‘
(established media » ~ 7 ! ﬁ‘]ﬂﬁ?ﬂ ) Ml Bﬁj‘ﬁﬂﬁ’?ﬁéj po iﬁﬁ@‘?’?%‘\[ 1
( spill-over effect ) ;

(Z ) FH# (upswing phase) : = ji ﬁjdﬁﬂ ]34 RIS -
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”“ﬁ%?ﬁ'%ﬁﬁ%éi/ EE Y L fEZ R ugﬁl&p
(=) ﬁm%ﬁﬂ<rmmhthepam) R IR
» SRR e I e ey B ﬁj@@ ;
(P1) F] (downswing phase) @ %55 [% R E & o I I SPHT
R Y Jfl{ﬁﬂ?‘d@z}ﬁ
B Mathes % Pfetsch (19911 55-58) HL1— ffi o b 4 it i =
P TR W R P2 e BT CRLIE = D e ag RS W A R o ! B
Tl DU R R R R R [y R O B S
@ﬁ@wiJmeemmmmwm>’w@%@wigaﬁwmﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ@
B o SR W R LRI > 2 sy S PR
SRS TS 2N R EF AR S a e

=)
i PR E S R B LY R WP AT 0 T
Bl i {5 Reese = Danielian ( 1989 ) Ht11 " ”’Sﬁﬁaﬁﬁ’@gﬁ% — ) g

JQLéxﬁFI‘Pfﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂaﬁg %% . 1] Lang = Lang (1981) EUFH
Waﬁhﬁa%%imW%’%EF$#wm%®%%’W%$#

Eﬁ:ﬂ@ fpE R AV B =40 Noelle-Neumann

92



=

MR s 5T

FlZ Ao : @8R LR S ra - B e h 8 2 Ao

Fee oo 2 o

, R
(- AR S R

T o Pl St i
SO g WHBE “-
Vi g
o B e ol
H e n iﬁ‘sﬁ@ﬂﬁg?ﬂ R
GER i SR
[gl . i i 2 7 :
=1 &ﬁ”g;?g :

T4 kR : ”The role of the alternative press in the agenda-building
process: Spill-over effects and media opinion leadership,”by R. Mathes

& B. Pfetsch, 1991, European Journal of Communication, 6 (1), 56

=2 Mathes ( 1987 ) ~ Mathes == Pfetsch ( 1991) ElfJ’fiJIZ[t’ . E![J%EH} HeEpL
ARG O 2 R - R IR R D T BT R P SR AT S i
S N e A [ R N RS R L T L
B

Mo RIS T B A LR A AL TR
B B BRE L > UK Reese 22 Danielian (1989) fU € » SR fBH R+

0% 5 Noelle-Neumann =* Mathes (1987) ZREIf][v T H IR o
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SRR LY BT - i e R
I'J % Mathes %* Pfetsch (1991 ) Frf.tlipy & ﬁrirﬁ' 39 BRI EE
R VY RIS R SIS RL R RS o @ B R T
ROASPNME I SETIN G (B B R BB R U B R TR Ry
T McQuail (1992) ATSEEAIT R VRS RETE = o0 80 @45+ 30T
Ti1% (partisanship) ~ # @ g% (propaganda) - T # FIfi (ideology) -
G MOE o BT RS RO TR 0 1) 2003 505 ]2 B g B
Sy (il P ) V] fl o3 PR SR N B A 2
EHk (9= ﬁ » 2004 ; E’lﬁﬂmj » 2005 ) > [ ~E,ﬁi’ﬁ3’£4‘rj (ot g Py ) Sp4°
H P ER r%ﬂ%%%@%%y PIVEEYT Tt e % 5 1 o ek ok g 2
[N T A B0 Uﬁ[ﬂ ’ %%OL'FTT{]‘E@?—, Ao ?I%% ~ES
S H R E IH?H e L R o PR 3 AT (BEN ) 90t
FE I I R YR CEL e GHE PV ) AL I Ip) Fr RS - 09t
BB B R RIS RL IR B0y T &~ (3 % — BRI  F 5 - D Em v o
ﬁ,“ﬁr%ﬁiiﬁ'w?’f’? (At T3 ) PUAS PN (F (Y )~ (P4 (T HE
SARE AR A 1 R G A A L
[ iy BT ] et TR PO RO B RE R
o R R 5y R R R R
[’F > #UE Lang % Lang (1981) [ > el o) i (F =R pv =
SRR P B L AR S Ty o R Y HE I R B
E@%ﬁ@*ﬂ’ o 0 ORI S B o ) R A
SUEF R D E R - e Al I S P s GO TR
%5 AL BT -
= R R~ RE o AUB Noelle-Neumann 2 Mathes( 1987)
'} % Mathes =* Pfetsch ( 1991) fiu 3 » S+ =) pu f T%r?ﬁ [EAEE

ety 05 % FuRL T LA WA TR I B 7 WS P
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BEETRFR T 5T

M?EEZZ%FE'EJ H.2 > Mathes % Pfetsch 9] % Lazarsfeld> Berelson = Gaudet

(1994) 9 > 3500 T LA RIS B (7 150 2 IR BT o R B
i j fI7 P f
%ﬁﬁ%&y&ﬁé%ﬁ%ﬁn@, SRR F ﬁqu—ggmaﬂ@%Jp,

;::\

o

B B E'ﬁ%?ﬂﬁwww\ FIIRBLTH F) 303
B RO ﬁ'JBFAf Iﬁgﬁuq”*ﬁ??& Ay A5 i

émm—@w@%’%wmm37ﬂ l<@ #*FHWW
b 3 % URFFA AR LY RO T AR ) B
PJ R I0E R R BRI L T

URENCIE A N BRI iﬁifﬁﬁvﬁﬁi}ﬁ' R AR
Bl s (J¢ 2> 2003 7 5] 18 1) -
i) PSR AL PR Y E A > Mathes™ Pfetsch (1991) 51 H (7 ¥ f1
Pf RN Y SRR B BRI R VY [RRC S ] A
FpH MRS T BRI Csingle-issue group) T
WO PR R g R PURTIROR S B - Mathes™
Pfetscha By pIIF B &3 » TS EFol R (== Fpad > 115
WS FT S (R ¥ ) Ry (PRI ) (TR ) LR H AR
IR N = SN N T FJ@% > 2004 F 11 5[ 21 f1) - FE&
FOREERINEE S S0 ST RIS AT (D) Y
?’%ﬁiﬁg%@%gﬁg\l > 2R F?ﬁz??gljﬁ?$pl?aﬁ=a$j~tf (R
A LB

}&rl & » Mathes Z* Pfetsch (1991 ) 7 I AUFL IT?EIII%EE‘ | & bl
Brppv s b o RS - R EFTR R SE TR P B9
g5 L S SRR O PR LT R R B 2y
SR A S G RL AR 0 AR i B R DL B gl [

[l = H9 kL - Mathes = Pfetsch J[[4E-14 T ik B {4 i) E#I‘J ( dynamic
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IR RIS SV AT - e RO R
views ) ?FIJ,HEIZ‘!%?E‘* [ -‘“wﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ I 5 s o )
SER S RN UER S TSR 34 TR B e
[N E‘F' Yoo 2 B DU Y LS Tl { T R - TR
AEPREIR (PSS R W IR E T RREVINE o ) B A R
PEFF T By gl > GEID (R ETR ) & o~ 4 o (REREIPIE— - B
TR (PN T 0 20025 B 0 2004) 0 iy 5 B PR 0 - L
EV B P EI P i (% e 2005 2 12 Ff 20 f1) -
kPR RPN S IR PR Y S AR Y el Sk ST B ¢
RUR VRS ~ i (PR O R R S R R S R B
LT E PR 7 RLE U B Ry RO A T B B
el i By 2% ”‘“*:WE”%Z&FE@EE%&W T T M A ) B A
SB[ Danielian % Reese (1989: 64-65) J¥] %5 J5t fl 3 J 2 L
VOB LR - B PR R T S R L
CRERE BB Lo R R R SRR TR T R

Bl BT (AR > iR RLF A~ Brosius ¥ Weimann (1996 ) FrHl

pat

e R s B D Y- B e

o 0 0 B R 0 IR P [P O
?@%”EWK%ﬁ%%@ ém%ﬁ‘@?%£@@%WW%W%
B o RS S I PUAA B A (9 F B % R AL 5 ( McCombs
= Shaw, 1993 ) & {[i » McCombs (1992 )~ Shaw = Martin ( 1992) ’FT

SRR PR TR ) L ] T T S 7S AL TP R B

%ggimmﬁﬂmfH%Wﬁﬁ%%W%ﬁ’@H$%ﬁ%%%W
R Eﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ HF - WP D 4 PR A MeCombs
'%smw(w%ﬁowﬁmbwﬁﬁw%m%W%*‘ fu@%#ﬁ~h>‘

f
R ] ST GRS R o RV g F AP R A Flp%?g
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sy 1 EI |

[y~ FEAESR SR 0 A S SRR T R
AL SAR I & R PR o R R R R B
P BRI 0 IR AT ) = ] AR A - D R AL
TR AR T B - B AR R TROR] SRR I S v
- %L"JLIJ‘}%ZF%E PEFAS G > I ERL McCombs (11992: 816) F’?r[ T EY
PP P B R kL~ Ml e S R e R R PR
S - BAAFERSY P DRI DRE
RRSRAT R A W R o BB R R Y R
RURTRBE ~ F= 3@ v Bl > SRR 7= H o =S H R
TP PO 53 AR O T B B R IR R e
SRV SRR [T A o P R R R R
TRL ] > ]S fol S 8 e RIS R S A el o T SR B T 8 e 9
il T RS & e B P A R PR RS N o Sl
E Ry % I A PR R McManus (1994) FRELLLEY T E
[ #ri] 5 , (market-driven journalism ) > e [l B i i Bl 1o [ 38 BLIGE -
=9t BRI S Y T TSRy 2R A 2 PR s Y SBURL
(90 I P R B 1 - yp FH/ IF‘L];,%ﬁL— %J‘Erﬁkﬁzﬂpéj PR =
AP ] Goffman (1974) AL PUAE T A7 Q. ML IR
R L (=5 22l Chyi 2 McCombs (2004) i = 2 ] fiw
ﬁ TR IR PR
C= ) Iy 38y ] 22 M R RE 2
HLLL T R PSR - RIPY McManus (1994) i B AR (]
B PP 0 2 NP1 ) 2 ) (Market-driven journalism: Let the
citizen beware ? ) — ? AN ,é L TE SR AR NEE 4
T = (MBAs) & GUFCHIRIGL AT B R0 Ak 0w - [ i
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BRI PR A
SR R L RL - £ TR g Ccustomer) > [ FTHLR] B! £~ 2F TR ik g
(product) » % 4% 5% /7 Bl F5 o) B FILKY b L~ [ ) 3
( market)

BBV T A PR - B AR PTRTEE 55 EF (eirculation
Nrating) 5 [ PRIV FS G0 S T E TR A EH Byl
WA W RS [y A IO A 2V - (Bagdikian,1992; Barnhurst
& Mutz, 1997; Curtin, 1996, 1999; Iggers, 1998; McManus, 1992a,
1992b, 1994, 1995 ; ER4GHS > 1997 5 8 & > 1998 5 ## HL > 1998 ;
IRHE (T > 2001 5 B 0 2003 1 P 0 2004) -

AR o R T SRR P R 2R RORE R - pr T R
S I IR AR 2 AR =] B [ EERLAY > Entman (1989:
18) e yW%EWﬁWTEiHWW%’JEﬁ%@”?@ﬁ
[l b 53 RS (o Tl [ sk g e (T SR S SLE T [™ (free press
ideals) =]y -

kATl A ) B S A o & R I S R 0 R McManus
(1994: 1) drely > — At po ] f30 ~ B o) 7] 3 8 [p) KL il 2 Y
oo R RL AT E R BT S EL T RR] TR e
EEE T E L Ccommodity ) o P (MR ER] TR R RL -
7 24U (public service ) ©

(L' 9t McManus ( 1994: 86) 55 > Y el — JpEl 5 puff 65
BT [ i ST SRS > 7] A AT 482 ( Market model of news
productlon)}{jip Pl ¥R o po o o Sl @Egﬂ iﬁ,% i ( Market theory
of news production ) == ¥r[f & HI ¥y ?:'i%i i ( Journalistic theory of
news production) 93 Bl » McManus $.H1" fy H f01=0 - H— 7

DRER R SN R T Y2 R
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WEEEER 0T

AR i ] g B et o G R T R E
@%ﬁ%%y1w3w¢ﬁm?wmb NIRRTl
SRR F Y VG SR @ AL T Charm) O FRRT
A TR
fAFLES = McManus (1994: 23 ) & S5 7] 5 28 ) 7 (4] & 505 A
~ i r‘ﬁpi%‘? 1% = | ( A model of commercial news production)
SR R E'ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬂ') T P McManus (1994: 26-27) $5t0 - #r
% 24 771 {7 260 59 20 M 4 gl ORI —— R Y -
&ﬂfﬁj,ﬁ;aw CREE DRI o ERLEE o IISE
HIFTR PR P 88 e AR RS S B 2 TS RV I P
TAAT R TR (T ey @ g B B8 P O ey H e ey & AT
TG FIEE YA -
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%ﬁ;%?@?éﬂ/gﬁﬁ : ?Zﬁ[ﬁ’ﬁgﬁhj‘i’ﬁmﬁﬁ‘[fjg%ﬁ
Ble @EMELE AL
FrilE SR

News Production Environment e e |
(Culture, laws/regulations, technology)

== ——————

EW‘?{/?*FE‘FEE @ ~

Investor/Owners
AR Fl 2% \BY, 2
capital/direction Profits/influence
AJ \ FIJ
Parent Cornoration
AESVE I VB
capital/policy revenues/influence
SREAEC)
public attention ? 5
5 o ; | 1 FI=
—_
| ﬁﬂ‘?ﬂ f Advertisers

Med1a Firm
/

/s@’rréf 10 \

N e (W
pubhc dttentlon News Department
Sl 7 ] 4§ i 1) 48 2 i
/. o 7/ el
News Sources Journalism Mark[ét (Business)
s > Norms Norms
=
information \ /
PEE

Organizational Culture

.

FHZ Y

Newsworkers

Friy] 7§ News Decisions
(Discovering, selecting,
reporting issues/events)

P& l T = HU\E
content attention\$
I
X Consumers X

— B2 5 General
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T kR : 4 p Market-driven Journalism: Let the citizen beware? (p.

23), by J. H. McManus, 1994, Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

gt e BB IS MeManus (1994: 32) 540

)2 B R RS e ORI T o R G DA B 08
M F o FPHIILSE ~ hF 2 BN ECR R R B R
ARt e U LR U T S N IR TE
B B BRI N i BB R wﬂ&mﬁﬁﬁ

it

—

%ﬁﬁ%wﬁﬁﬁ%%%w. S T B R [y P SR OE RO A e SR
BRI #H%%%FW%wﬁﬁ %Wi%?ﬁ*ﬁ%%%%p
}ﬁ’““ﬁkﬁﬁ PR B A s i

WA B
UWWPWW%@ﬁ%m%%m’ﬁ?%@%ﬁ%‘WW%%‘
FIETF 8 0 = 5 2 JRBAE > S W IR e WTW’@Eif*W¢
%"%ﬁmEl200131SEJEIF%&%HEﬁ%?é’éﬂ P CREFD) 75 =
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Intermedia agenda-setting research: The

integration of journalism subfields

Yao-Jen Chang”

{( Abstract)

Examination of the agenda-setting function of the mass media has
taken a series of evolutionary routes the initial efforts of McCombs &
Shaw ( 1972) , routes that can be divided into four broad phases of
development. The fourth and currently evolving phase of agenda-setting
research looks inward and focuses on the question, “Who sets the
media’s agenda?

The focus in this study is intermedia agenda-setting. Commonly
defined in terms of the influence that the news agendas of different news
organizations have one each other. The article examines intermedia
agenda-setting by linking a number of social science, communication,
and journalism subfields.

This study showed that intermedia agenda-setting has three
components: sources, distinction of issue and agenda, and media
characters. Besides, this research linked journalism subfields, counted
Market-driven journalism since it was formulated by McManus(1994),
and Chyi & McCombs(2004) use time and space on the process of

framing.

Keywords : intermeda agenda-setting, market-driven journalism,

subfield, news framing
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