NSC94-2412-H-343-007-
94 08 01 95

95

07

31

10

30




71 P

poe0E ks Tygnipid ) A2M- AT A RGTnAib g it B L (3
Seh- B 54 4 (Miller, 1974) >t BEN AL F AFUAG ER 2 5ok & i

v A Rk s ¢ g ¥ E# (Levi & Stoker, 2000) o 3 T I|F iR e
o <MD a gl R AREE VAL BR IR Ger Lk &
Apcip A oy pine ApgEa 5 0 F MR ) 5 3 P 2 pol & AR E L
P A RRS T PR 0 IR A f A SR R ER 0 S WU R Ak
AR AR R E e F o < R S F SN A Y A Rs R IRl &

19582 oy Q}I?(,b FEIFTENE R ES IR RS ER e
¥ fF“i’fﬁ 2 [ e r,,xa:f;,:;q‘—*ﬁ CHETT S S RBERG AN Ak
o F AR vf“?’??i VLB 3@ & 2 [ enhd 7 (Moy & Scheufele, 2000; Pinkleton,
Austin, & Fortman, 1998 ) - "w AR St A REL A AT K P o R
T A i E A drie ) NF R B o 2N EPN SET ] R A e R 2 $
BB A S BRI REE TSR FUL AR JS R IR R 4 (R
#,2002; %, 2002; %] & ji, 2004) -

B

AL AR P A PE T HRR T AAERYT R ERRL
%“-%’ﬂfﬁw#%“ PR AK L HY NE K e IR ER R B
W h s R B RRA s ER B 2 d gz %gﬂm

o ATEIRE S AR ‘”“%E#'J;‘,éir/"@_’;ﬁ:ié&%%QPA\%J?F/»\:%K; A&

FOp m ATHE o g0t o d R B R o e DAL VSR 0 2 ¢ iskﬁl';;{&“?

A4 7 R AR s G iR (Leshner & McKean, 1997) » 247§ 4 2k cra 2 37

(treatments) 731t 0% M aER BB o RE Y HEF T P e AT KB

fEZ 0 R R AR Ao o

1 A8 o ATRREY s P R AR R4 LM RERA ptie i AR
AL2ARREDPEE 2k ot L3 ¢RFEARKE L Za®
Hyparor gl aiae ?

2. ﬁﬂﬁ*ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ’@ﬁ%@ﬁ¢%%4mﬁ,;

3. kP HE P ARAHEFHRFERNTI RN G L

P

e
A

m 7k

° pRIES

AR LEHP A
FALK Uﬁ"—?ﬁif@*“ % 4 & (Lippman) #7# 4! e §32 % (Image Theory ) -
#1922 f PEAR ML AL E A e Y il A S L RS &



TfRAgseeh A R oo F]7 70 & % > McCombs & Shaw(1972) &t 3% 3% & T ERAE R
TR AR LS BfoRe izl o o Rk £ R B
RS G AR F AP ML

RAEX IRHOF - k=

rﬁ&&iqﬂ%*Pf*ﬁ:%ijiﬂ¥i*r#%ﬁ@%mﬁﬁ
(framing) RALT & MIZRAL 7 kB &0 B8 X T3 iﬁ\mﬁ’ %
(McCombs, 1997) - & »>+ & — 73 ;@5\*&? nFARERE B s F]pLoAr
B el e | W B R85 B R A - & s :‘Ffﬂ‘ A mmgiﬁv L R AL C
M) AR BERATER B ER AN I 2o - X R e dt
ARRALG I T EATRE RAL ] h&%‘»%@%x 3R f&"’ I FHEME RO
¥ & B % (Tversky & Kahneman, 1982 ) -

McCombs % 4 (1998) mMa 17 EE 2 0] B FFE A% AF A w? i
MERFT - B PHFRENHFZEA D& I LFREPw (EAHEFE A &P
) 2R EEe (LA CREZF - BFEAFTR SR AR CBFT)
FEE XD E AR AR GEA A R o ERY £ e
I 4R TR o eniEiE A A % o

Golan & Wanta (2001) #7 5 #7/%  § A~ EpF= (33 3 R WA £ o
BAGBEA DL FRAFE HHEY MY FFr PEEN LAY
B R AL F B AR G FRALE R M B A ERE N R

‘>N\

% 31 4p B - Goidel & Langley(1995)7 41 * 47 § (g AR ALATR $20 % 3= Ad ¢
SRR O FHEY - TR R I % o b A 7 1981 7] 1992 £ &
MR R AT > TR R EaE A R B F IR G S RRTR AR E
FRER T AR A o TGN R S AT o R IR o Hester &

Gibson (2003 (e 3 » B> o - B 42 PGS AITEARG | o FFHF

g g '*“if*“#\ % e Ak IR AR 2
fop B AL 2 %0 (2000) 2P F AT A 4T 54 1996 & i
FRYPend FEE -MLFE) I FHRERP Z A FF HAREFR DI 3
R~ RE S PR AR A2 B e 4
ROk EEET WA RENTEB RN B FREFS 3 éﬂ’;
PR AP B gA < > T ‘\*fffff TR KH ek e b~ R R A
FHE G R Ok - 2T (1997) hHHF T 1994 & L {Higgm
RGRAK LY o FRAF AN 20 K GEAL ORE Rk ERTEAHIF
F A A oA R B Y R e R
BEATEEE A 0 RS (2002) ME BRIEHET

L f 5 ATE R T
N SR AR AR N B R R

| Ty

¢

ARG o RIS i
KRR G A 2R
7

P R R

bR A RARE o A AFATH N A R L A AR
;igg’v‘/{ ifﬁt{v: %] —kﬁﬂl‘}q )y e ’Fl }?Iﬂ,lﬁ [n_,&F;—» g ﬁ'—%ﬁ‘fg

T FTH



g AAApE BARDREE-

ﬁﬁ?zﬁuﬁfﬁﬁa B3R kA TAGERIER LA ARG 2 T mla
IF A GRRAE R Tk P EE B A E %/ oo (Shaw & McCombs, 1977) -

e G

"Fie R iE A njﬂﬂzmk«&*&ﬂ FaME &R - i den
At T B (RARA) 22l @aik o 3% W'%""“fiiéfﬁfé‘ﬁ
FARFARR DG TR WA FRE b BT L2 LA AR
z o TymargEp | 2B HHERF R~ PR~ Fip A PR Frin i'?:

‘fr"‘l"]‘#mlp FRE - ANHEAJF AE LK EE E o g A 3\“&{'"&5

w4 Fep et $F 42k (Citrin, 1974, Levi & Stoker, 2000 ) -

doar R Bohpes B R B R P WK B A B R TRy
AREFSIRL PGS - wEE R LR FIENR SR E IR D
(Ulbig, 2002; phpE%E, 2002) o R34 (1985) A 47 B 55:E AR L cnE 38 713
FREAVHT Aol ER A3 REH AR L FHsTE - & BRI
RN IR AR 33"%9»"’3 ko x FlE o B p AR E e

FpEHE (2002) 77 7 1992 ~ 1995 ~ 1998 2 2001 w =« =1:E {8 X &, 34 EL v IR
FRRE o P RN EOE R UG ER §RF O APHE LR AER D
FR o FUSTE ERRM o 7 iE Al #HE 62001 F 5 R R iR Tﬁ—*ﬁ’mﬁim 5
FREFRSY > RERP RN R OE NI ER PG P ST
— G F R A PGAE R AR R A F IR A R I H Y =B
BreH el FAER s EETIMEFAR A RSFULSE ERF MO SHHARE A
FECEE Rl T U

d kgt g Q/I%'? TOHFUA AP A AP s IR € X Tk
e Ra o d ’v-“%tf‘*rv?ﬁ'aﬂ SEARFE oA S PR A BHE TP RT
WkIF o R A THMERR Y SREN FEFUSE ER 2B I MG
PR
Fe R B A EER

Pinkleton etal. (1998) m T 3@k en™ 3% > FF 7 M @ * & 5ois i ~ 5p

FPI R PG E2 Wil o B PF IR 6 o RE L LB TAR 5 0 R Roahp s

1;&;}@5{\1'& vim A A MEFGAAA R o A B 0 FUis SRR B S B
H G- L & F hR2 8 o Pinkleton £ Austin (2001) 45 ) oo » B .3
T fapsipi- 2 - BRAEDRIT > KR EE N st R EFGS R E o M
o R eng Ky §AEw FRAEFLCHERLSPERETE Fséiﬂ’éf > Pinkleton
2 Austin (2002) ¥ - AT RIF R WETHHEAROBIAR > ER € B EH
FUplE E R HEA ) R o 2 TR YRS, & ra@ :a‘_zm% 9 =
W REGFEERFR RRRENGPULE IR o

Vreese £2 Semetko (2002) #£34 2000 & = & > 3 DB F > FTRFLELLTE
€A AT X IG R Z (Cynicism) % iF X FH O FF AT o b PO IR 2

3



FRTRH o K ARE 0 R “L%&{ PHSORERE AL f G T X HER o I
PR a2 3 R AR X Rt enpT s 427 0 0t B T Pinkleton & £ (1998)
e T o Leshner 22 McKean (1997) A Z B p enm SR T S X R A7
FHTAREFADEREITERELT §HEANRBBEANZ ERapin L
BRAL L BRET I HAVI- ap e TARATRE VR 2B RE
ARARER PAREETREL LED DAY R A F AL AL
RIS 52 B ARM S enH - R AAA R R FT AR L
aﬁﬁpéw%’ﬁﬂm Rt Mmoo LM T & - AR RARE
o PR RHN I R X R hwiﬂ(Plnkleton etal., 1998) - Moy &
Scheufele(2000)%F FL4R A 22 T ARLE 4% FeRLA RN TAERE ) AT

g p g
ARATHE € '8 MALE i@ w g ‘#iﬁh DASER e i N S acl i SRS S

/;—ﬁ f{'?%/f‘SKJ °

E XD
& ik B e3f
% 2R E’J:‘r‘

BIPBERG 3F 5 B EP T EATa R E sk e R 5L 2 M 7
%wur%Wkaz TR B R A BIERIRIE > IFH R R
f—;‘; ER2Z TR S o K/f T i R (2002)R1F L R ATH B A R EE L B
e *?%%P’@:QmaﬂWujﬂ SRR P B A e e
l"g [E3% NG l; E2ZRBEFEIRG LRI F oA L EE KT ﬁL@f‘-’”*
B %ﬁﬂ%mmﬂwgﬁoz@,gaQWQ&ﬁwﬁimﬁﬁ
B B TR T P IR rﬂ'{?} TALPER | e rﬁ?} ¥
wnw@gmpJ%ﬁgzkﬂawwz@mﬁqu%’@%ﬁ?ﬁﬁiﬁu%mﬁ%*°
FREBAETHERT v 82 a5 2R 4 ¢ X P RAEHOp R L el
%,%wakmﬁwwﬁﬂﬂwiaﬂw’—*{&§4&#&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ&%
oo F1EH(2004) 9] % (2003 £ S ER LA A E 2 - L TR FREH
gm;aga%ﬁﬁmqaa’ﬁﬁ%@~?m@%uiaiﬁﬁﬁ%E@%
4 > gt 2L¥7 Pinkleton & 4 % 2002 & #75 £ Gy BE LA - K o

T E:

RBIT vs. P BIE—

AL IR 2X2 FEFF FohE 0 RRE LTS ER A Bp R
- BEFRN S A VSRR T - BRG A ATEPN F g A AL
oz T BIREL G ATREPN R 0 A E - P ITR AR AR R F AN S
4 e pgne FE R G AT ERT ARG B A 0 g R 4] i)
AP PREAREEEES LT 2R o d RIS TAREE R
I f o R EH A KB P4 5 1L R o(Leshner & McKean, 1997)> @ R p
ARBEFT T R B e SR AT N F (MR 2002) 2 S48 5 (355, 2002 &
2004) 5 FERIFIa T TR A p B 0 B L TARIE PP BN 0 AP LEE
FIROP F AR BTAREFEITEN TR B R -



F7H {1 o aJ2( stimuli treatments)—
REEL T LK R R AL B P R IR K DALATR 5 X
ot RS N ‘fﬂ’h}(/p AP BEFEIAF G FAETRSDRAT - T

%E—”ﬁ$+o AT LEBQT NE LGRS PRTR LY RS =
Py R +@Lmﬁ ga%@aﬁm@’éﬁ—%%%wﬁaﬁﬁﬁ
Ao B EPA NG R R R L G MATHRARE TN F A8 H 5 TR

?ﬁ?iwﬁ$$$%$&£mm$%¥(ﬂﬁ%$°4) wﬂ’ng»r
GHEREB S PIRTE L S 5 AE (fillers) » KRR RE N ITH BB Y o
SRR KRR F B e RTARAY R PRI f G ATR AR E S R R AILAT
Mo FRFRAEFAN e 70 ¢ FFER-BER > fd P2 P
ﬂ{%}ff*;ﬁ,\,pjﬁﬁ R

Apé_:ka%}i S -

d AT H2X2 T F KT FM A A BT E R o LR
HH3F 149 - \:ﬁ.?&—\§i B A ol W G SR MR R 35 -
FAANLAAB9 s TR ABETRALAL39 - FH - o F
AA BIRY 5 2 PFEE A gk ek LR PR ¥ R Sk 0P ch
WARRAF DTSRG 2 FRBAT2ITZRIF DT RFRZHE -

R FARHROFL A FRYFAPTIR G~ BIFEF AN E
w%ﬂwiﬂﬁm’®¢§11ﬁ$%ﬁﬁZaﬁm(ﬁé)wﬁ*”@ﬁﬁm
HER S4M* VI 4stinsod 5.4 0 S %A dolku s 28 gl M
FIEH B E o 4 dee;,';@%\‘m,ﬁmq;ﬁ*ﬁ#)w? HEE REXPET
BpE o

B g2t

AELLARP DD D R R RAERPTRGERKE Y E PR
TR LG hE - K d e sIEGERFL RSN EL e =
RO BB A s @%g,UTP”%m%uxﬂ AT
hi b RERFMELIEAITEE .

ijt»)s/PI HA3a Pl o 3TE OB E R RI 149 =X P J—‘ﬁ g E R A 1.97
BT822 o d pbv By ipt A B4 Fapluf{mﬁ‘rﬁmﬁ}iv%r‘s’iviéﬁa?

PO TR R DL B B 0 SRS AR F

4V AR R iE'J—*Ff S S ‘FK;.QB GE P A DV A AF
(M=3.83) -
FRHIFFRAMEALRAABITREE » XRIF 7w ABEF TR

(M=2.62) # LR 475 (M=LT5) 0 8§ #2037 LA R s
LEESIFS NG S T SR ONE RS FRIP s by E RN S T
B L AL AR RRIE A RRE SRR L F R w2 ’?Jﬁm
Tia3 A B 217> d 07 Lo oG ATHE A FEHNARGFELALG IR



RO L GRMIREARTRE R BB A A PR LS
/lfg)ﬁ”"

) _ﬂV . .

D °1§J<
R LA

Atwater, T., Salwen, M. B., & Anderson, R. B. (1985). Interpersonal discussion as a
potential barrier to agenda-setting. Newspaper Research Journal, 6, 37-43.

Bennett, W. L. (1988). News: The politics of illusion.New York: Longman.

Beyle, T., Ostdiek D.,& Lynch G. P. (1996). Is the state press corp biased? The view
from political and media elites. Spectrum, 69(4), 6-15.

Boyle, T. P. (2001). Intermedia agenda setting in the 1996 presidential election.
Journalism and Mass Communication Quarterly, 78(1), 26-44.

Citrin, J. (1974). Comment: The political relevance of trust in government. American
Political Science Review, 68, 973-988.

Entman, R. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm. Journal of
Communication, 43(4), 51-58.

Ghanem, S. (1997). Filling in the tapestry: The second level of agenda setting. In M.
McCombs, D. L. Shaw & D. Weaver (Eds.), Communication and democracy:
Exploring the intellectual frontiers in agenda-setting theory (pp. 3-14).
Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Inc.

Goidel, R. K., & Langley, R. E. (1995). Media coverage of the economy and
aggregate economic evaluations: Uncovering evidence of indirect media
effects. Political Research Quarterly, 48(3), 313-328.

Golan, G., & Wanta, W. (2001). Second-level agenda setting in the new hampshire
primary: A comparison of coverage in three newspapers and public
perceptions of candidates. Journalism and Mass Communication Quarterly,
78(2), 247-259.

Hester, J. B., & Gibson, R. (2003). The economy and second-level agenda setting: A
time-series analysis of economic news and public opinion about the economy.
Journalism and Mass Communication Quarterly, 80(1), 73-90.

King, P.-t. (1997). The press, candidate images, and voter perceptions. In M.
McCombs, D. L. Shaw & D. Weaver (Eds.), Communication and democracy:
Exploring the intellectual frontiers in agenda-setting theory (pp. 29-40).
Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Inc.

Leshner, G., & McKean, M. L. (1997). Using TV news for political information
during an off-year election effects on political knowledge and cynicism.
Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 74(1), 69-83.



Levi, M., & Stoker, L. (2000). Political trust and trustworthiness. Annual Review of
Political Science, 3(1), 475-507

McCombs, M. (1997). New frontiers in agenda setting: Agendas of attributes and
frames. Paper presented at the Association for Education in Journalism and
Mass Communication, Chicago, IL.

McCombs, M., Llamas, J. P., Lopez-Escobar, E., & Rey, F. (1998). Candidate images
in spanish elections: Second-level agenda-setting effects. Journalism & Mass
Communication Quarterly, 74(4), 703-717.

McCombs, M., & Shaw, D. (1972). The agenda-setting function of mass media.
Public Opinion Quarterly, 36, 176-187.

Miller, A. (1974). Political issues and trust in government: 1964 - 1970. American
Political Science Review, 68(4), 951-972.

Moy, P., & Scheufele, D. A. (2000). Media effects on political and social trust.
Journalism and Mass Communication Quarterly, 77(4), 744-759.

Pinkleton, B., & Austin, E. (2001). Individual motivations, perceived media
importance, and political disaffection. Political Communication, 18(3),
321-334.

Pinkleton, B. E., & Austin, E. W. (2002). Exploring relationships among media use
frequency, perceived media importance, and media satisfaction in political
disaffection and efficacy. Mass Communication & Society, 5(2), 141-163.

Pinkleton, B. E., Austin, E. W., & Fortman, K. J. (1998). Relationships of media use
and political disaffection to political efficacy and voting behavior. Journal of
Broadcasting & Electronic Media, 42(1), 34-49.

Shaw, D. L., & McCombs, M. E. (1977). The emergence of american political issues:
The agenda-setting function of the press.St. Paul, MN: West Publishing.

Ulbig, S. G. (2002). Policies, procedures, and people: Sources of support for
government. Social Science Quarterly, 83(3), 789-809.

B oo A —

3 % . (2000). A A EFEFAFTEL TG FFH L2ek--00 1996 £ JFAL < E L.
DRAFSEEE S

£208. (X 86). AT AR ITIEFFAY I NARANLZEL LD D RFERL
bl A7 EF 5, 55,203-223.

564, (2002). FRAE LA HHE A\ SRE R R ki B AR - 0
+ERARAE L b FEF (L), 1-39.

MU, (2002). Foinfs ER & S REARR L. FEF7,9(2),65-84.

M. (2002). FiE X f G ATRAEEHIOAE R B E 2 T BRI A



#3557, 215-247.

B2, (2004). ARAE A AULA R AREFTAEFUSE TR R MR BE T
ATHEF# 5,79, 91-133.

2] £ 7ic. (2004, September 25). 75 FiEE 7 15 E P 4EREEF R RS S T 7?6’;77
fZ77. Paper presented atthe " S g F & 2 i A 4 WEFFFE, 5

AP AR,

NN

TE A K P

-\1»
%

=N
‘-\\1—
[_

AL IR i R ROT (Sl LE) RERA (Feinh
By

11}&\{135\&@@‘ %) 2

S

SRR E SRS SR E S R LRI
ER el G PR AERER >4 - HERRER LY - 6 » 2l

PO FATR R B R £

=

EH D ris A e pE o LRIFEATR Y chd 4
i ERS GEFE S AE TR EEREN T I SRR N

2 ATRARE - BRI s G BRAFERD I s Ak R T

N

kP2 ATRELFTPL P E 2L BALR -

IS L WA 2 s gkéﬁ% BT o p 0 RodR o g B R s i
FROEF TR ES PR - M E30D fFHS 'fqzé’ﬁ!’sg%ﬁ']é‘_o
AR R WA AT WP O P AR [ oo ATR O L E A
e ERRF L BRA T AT BR AR RGR P R T - BREE

i
iﬂq -P‘vﬁ:;: ‘3?%} F’iEJ mJTI/:»;.II ]L ,{%r‘]% &E?'E_—E\;‘EC/

ol 73[4\-

B REAFT SR

\\\?{r

G U
B e



