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ABSTRACT

Agenda-setting theory has accumulated lots of research literature and has always
been used to empirically test the causal relationship between media news coverage
(media agenda) and people’s perceptions of a variety of issues (public agenda) during
an election. The past research findings revealed that the trends of public opinion can
be detected by examining how and what media covers different issues.

Based on the traditional agenda-setting theory along with issue-attention cycle
model, one goal of this study is to content analyze issues coverage in Taiwan’s
newspapers during the presidential election campaigns in 1996, 2000, 2004,
respectively, and then to examine the mutual relationship between media and public
agenda. Another goal is to understand how long and by what prominent issues in the
media, perceptions of voters would be affected. “”Who’ sets agenda” during the
election campaigns is also an essential question to answer.

Findings indicate that in 1996 and 2000, the positive relationships between
amount of newspaper coverage on issues and public’s cognition about issues
importance were higher than that in 2004, thanks to the referendum issue, which was
not regarded as one of the most important issues by the public during the 2004
presidential campaign. Also, the results proved that political parties, candidates and
their camps were still powerful and effective political agenda-setters across three
campaigns.

Keywords: agenda-setting, issue-attention cycle, public opinion, presidential
election
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