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On the Trend of the Study of Public Opinion
—Toward an integrated model of mass media and

interpersonal communication

Kim, Cheol Yong

Public opinion is not a static, immobile object that holds a con-
stant shape and mass over time. Rather, it is a highly dynamic,
fluid process in which people interact and communicate with
each other. As a communication process, public opinion is in-
fluenced by two main sources—mass media and interpersonal
communication. In general, those two main sources are as-
sumed to have influence on public opinion process constantly.

However, until recently the studies of public opinion has under-
estimated the interplay of mass media and interpersonal commu-
nication in the process of public opinion.formatiorn. The history
of communication study shows that most, if not all, communica-
tion theories have focused only on the relative stfength of the
effect of mass media and interpersonal communication, rather

~ than the interplay of the two. This study posits that the study
of public opinion should focus on the interplay of mass media
and interpersonal communication.

In this study Lenart (1994)s ‘total information flow model’
was viewed as an excellent example of an integrated model of

T
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mass media and interpersonal communication. The model was
originally served to explain the information flow in a presiden-
tial election campaign but it is argued that the model could
apply to the broader process of politics, not to mention the
public opinion process. Also argued is that the total informa-
tion flow model is most relevant for the study of the process of
public opinion formation and political participation on internet,
which is not only mass media, but also interpersonal communica-
tion channel.

1. T C ®IC

HEMENF VW IRLERETH Y, HRMHEbhTxfisoh
D—o> DI/ TH B (Price, 1992, p. 1). L L, &% citig2HEICE
FZ L&D ET IS RIEWEBITHK D - 72 (Price, 1992), Kim (1997),
Noelle-Neumann (1993), % L T Price (1992) 53, HHEEEREL &5
ET AR A BHIAFZOENEBN L TVBEY, ZD L5 B8R
ME RS EVIEVISH L CHEREARBRTE b . AR
i, Glynn, Herbst, O’'Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) i3, [1H3& IZERE ORE
EBIRD IS WEHNTE LR OIIE TR, BLAZHRALPEDLS
WEL, COLSIHEFAL, EOLSICBUEHRE DR S OHRTH
BibLTW o, LW, ERICF1F 3 v 7T, REBNBETH S
(p. 381) LEIRL 2. WO, [HHRFAEZR, HmETERT BN
RERTIC D W T K BEEERS & —HICE S L] (p30) &HEHEL, L
L, TEREEECERTERVLEVS C &2, HERHEL Z OBFFLR
AR > TORVEVNS T EEEKRT 2D TN (p. 30) ZiER LI
Mol MBELAEA S ODF -« U—FELTHIE 7324y —
vav, HAMERE VWS SoRBR UL

I &7z, Price (1992) & [HiRIcBEdT 2 —RIIERL T T OHBARARETH 5 & W
AT EEBDBHIEN, BHLIHBREKOBLVWEDTHEEWVW) T ELEKR
TEDTIEE] (p. 4) EHEREL .
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9, BRIl T, BROBSRIHERMEE bEbhTBY, %D
ﬁ%%&ﬁi@%ﬁ:k%m%%éﬁzrméz&%%zé& tHam
HIGEOBIREBWD THLL2ETHRVTH A S &/, MBI -
AFATEAVT ==V F e A anh—Vag vOBEBLAZTE L
STEEFBEIRMOITOIET, MIGEIIa=r—va Y EHBLTE

ZB5ZERBHVZINBVEVZIXS. 51, TOXIICHBLEHIEE 2
1a=y—vavioBRevd s, 20Xk BEIEVEREEI 2=
T—Va YBENMROILT OIS v T X FsiERicEEr B A
HEVNSTEE, BOETHRL, Ld-7T, MiEE VS b ohttam
BECENTH A LW MEIIERLELOTH A S,
 AEwXIE, COLSHHHOF— T FOH, HIK2Iazs—vg
y&@%&%¢mu,jif®ﬁ RIFROFEE RN ABEL, Ihhod

OHMHAELER T REAMEERT I LE2ZOEN LT 5. BIEKN
I, Kigxid, ORISR EEL I a=r—va vERELTEAL
Price & Roberts (1987) g x= AL, @L» L, EROHBUIED
BHIEZZOAIazlr—va viBEOHZ2—20fHE (R AF 47
B, BEVEA VY ==Y F N eaIazh—vard) EFRALTS

2 #2p—fij& LT, Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) 37&F#iFH D i,
TXUﬁ@7//1ﬁﬁﬁ#ﬁ$ T A HERAEERER T OBEICHES
Yot tiHFTVES.

3 IR LR S OBARIBIERKE DT, i, HGHEORERIEEFETH S &
ZZWETH AN, EBITIEZ S TRV, FlAIE, Berelson (1952) i3, [
B, MHAE, -4 T4 VIR, BITERESHERHFRCRECERLTE
fo s, BURFEERR D hOHENS TS ﬂn®ﬁﬁ FOREEET NELEE
RL7c. ik, BEOM, BURFEMIREE RO & BUGHIBRICEB T 5

WORENCBEIL T LU TELD, MEKBVT, BRAVPHEHRETFATHE D
OBBIEHARNAEEZE L CTWa 2 &, BEFRBGEROF TilizoRE 2K -
A EEOMMEGA BB E NS CE, LT, C0E S ERHE R
DL E ETO D OBFRBEMEAERBEL T NBEEVS T EEBERT 5
MRS 5 &I L7, Lich-T, Ik, BENERRLHRMAEELOX
D BEEEIL HEI{EZE (collaboration) A%, T&EIC, HL WEDCH 7 T —DRE
L BENIEES LS 2G0T THA D LIEREL .
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elEERL, @a3a=y—va viBREELTOWRE LD X HHES
BT, TR ATFT4TOHEELA VY —/N—)F)pe T3 2=k —
Va vOEEELSIEL, BROBSHIRN (total information flow,
Lenart, 1994) #ZE L S0 NIE B 5B, EFRTE26D0TH 5.

T, 232 —va VERE L THEBEIEA TW3 Price & Rob-
erts (1987) DT RTA L 5.

2. AZ1=H—Y3viBiELELTOHS

Price & Roberts (1987) (& [ 1w D #IHAMEE o3¢k & DRAB I Z 58
FALcicbprb od, EERIMERTIFIEE O X 5 SR O MR & IR
LTWwiawn] (p. 781) Lift¥lT 5. 77405, A LIE LITHRTE
ZHREEOMBEE LTEAT] (p. 781) B, [REMMHGHEEE I
mx, H5HREOKEDREICE L TRERSEH (the public) N/ 4
AD & DH5E (opinions) DEE L L THh-> T3] (p. 781) HFEIN S 3
EWVWSDTHB, UL, S IIHSHEEE (social process) & L TOH
M, FCaa=slr—va viBBE L TOWERIIERTRELLEIRLT
W5,

Price & Roberts (1987) iz, ZREBRMIMELIRIOWIE I, HEE AL
INROBFEE L TRA2OTIRELL, 74 23— AW (discursive) 3
la=h—vYa vEBRBEREAIHESRHERO 51 - Yy 7B S LTIER
foltefil, oflE L CHEFERFEESE (interactionist) D FikAE81F
TW3, 2% 9, H5IMADOBK (individual self) & E#k, BAOH
HEBERGI Iazr—va YEHANEREBEL ORI NE DL L
THEZ, Licdd-THig%: &2 HEEs (public discussion) D THAD
BHREWEE L ORI UAH, ThERLTEAORRI BB M
W [ & O R EEM (the larger mind)] ORI TIES 1 3 EHIRES]
DEMELTEALEVWIDOTH S, UL, WHiRICEIT 2 ERCTRENY
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BERRZBEL LERIOER MEFE# S W5 EE (daemon of
the group mind)| %%, (exorcize) 72BN, #OEREL ADE
RO TRZRD (public)] BREF—HENBLSIcis -7/, Price
& Roberts (1987) d¥5fd 24 L L, Price & Roberts (1987) i1 [+

UL, ThEEBRERHICHTAELRFMTREVES ICEBbN 5,
PlZIE, Allport (1937) &, [BERRBEAOKIETH2: BRELARDODT
HBERNTTOR, HEEHVFOTHELGDIIT S| (p.9) EEVWHELD,
SEHTRELSBEAEZSIFELM ETE T EAFEL A, AR L CEFNER
EZEMHELICDI TRV, 2% 0, [Fi4 ZEFHEEIEHAOBBAIEY (superi-
or product of group interaction) MFET B RJFEMZBEL TV B b IT Tl
W, eI ZD X S ILFRBEIEY) (emergent product) & 2 & LTHh,
Frwd, TAMNECRKHEDOD, ThiELOLIICHRRL, BEL, ®RIFL,
BEVWREDLIBEBILESOTZNOMEEZFTFMET NXLO»IMHbLL S
W, EWAH T EEE->TWVWAKETTH S, 12+ ATREIHERAIET (possible ab-
stract truth) OFEIRTIE 2D & 5 3G REWLER) b2 ELTH, 20
& O (RIBAY SRS &, FREICH T ARSERLE ICBROEE SRR Y, T
EFEEVOLIICRAS] (p. 1], FHEAREEICLLEHD) EVWS5DTH 3.
% 7z, Lazarsfeld (1957) I 19 g oM IcSd 2 #EERN 7 7 1u — F (specu-
lative approach) IO EEBRK 7 7 o —F & OB ZWILAI (antithetical)
Tl <, W52 (supplementary) 3D ERT, RO L 3 icugb~i,

HROBRBRERE L HHOEHEE & OMOBmERIFL RSETEI » TV
505, THNIEICEENTHE, F—ir, BRFB|VRBIFICHHE
2L WBE,PSR A EEAREICT B, XSRS ATEEARMEL
TN LHIRE ICLAHBEINTOIEL - 25004513 X b BHREIC
KAash, BRUICHOLWEHFLVA V7Y r—va YICEIASNM TSN
5. BT, HHMEEHR T AITABERY, TS Er 75, £D
MEEOEZICHT AHED DI, H5WVITERNIMEEZIIMNERES
4 2a—THdpL0REABEAER LT VOMICEL > TE,N LML
HBHIHIT, RESNAAFEHEDH B7A4 F1+ 7IKEBT 5D LTK
N3, &kic, THAOGHRIERL TRD >3O TEHRO-FR AL, B
gEEN, TOXSBEEICEET 37— ¥ H 5 W IR O FELF| H A RE
ThHihESHICEL LT, LVEVERE TZOMELZEZ S E2H-
TW5a. (pp. 40-41).

S5F 0, i TRROBRRBRIHRELLIFLOEFITODVTEATVLEDR
WRTH DD, —HTHOLVEHIEHEL L2 DEDEEBEAILENTEED
bEAEEA TV (p. 53) LIERE L ah o, HEAIIFF O RIEIRE % EERIIH S
O EBRHEAT Z2 LE2FELLY, TNRTHIHE ERBRIHTED
Wit W kb, L LAHHENHARORBHIMAZIRLTVWEDTH S,
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S v 2 — T A3EADOREZE R AN HROAR EERIc L - THEL
it (p.783), L1zi-7T [EAOERICTH L TOADIFOESAEMT
500, LU CHERCBEET 2\ AEENIZ W] (p. 783) & FET 3.

2-1. O3 a=h—Ya VERELTOASE

&mwummu%mmﬁ-%rﬁ%éhfméﬁA@ﬁoeﬁwiﬁ
BEATREL, 33a=r—va v EEERENHE O B4 EY
(Price & Roberts, 1987, p. 783) L #5%& L 7. Price & Roberts (1987)
3 A2 3 2 =4 — ¥ 3 ¥ (public communication) %238 U 5 #4894
ﬁk@@ﬁi#ﬂ%%?ﬁmmmﬁ%®ﬁ%&iB%énéé@J(
783) T, [/AREIFR L 11:E - THEBCHEER (cooperative organiza-
tion) ThBEE, D254 Ya—RKBETA AFTREVIEBEZORFMET
5] (p. 783) LiEHET 5. T EBEE L T, Blumer (1951) (AR &R
DX 4% 12 (Price & Roberts, 1987, p. 784). fKic &k 3 &, ARz
CHfiShTH Y, b ncTHocssvVELZOERTtHL, BE
A& OBSESETH Y, KARIKBLTVL S AL ZEFAMBELELY
HoKA DBRRICH > TITEIT 2. Th&iHBEHIT, NRIEZOH 34
Ya—WKHEALTBY, @FDA ¥a—IZxLTEDL D ITTHLT R E D
WDOWTDELZEZILL >THEINTEY, @201 va— T3
MR 2 A% OBEETH B,

FE4 3T, ARIZBHER (contiguity) %, R IZEY (contagion) %,
INRIZEEE (conversation) 2 Z N ENDESHEM E 9 5 (Price & Rob-
erts, 1987, p. 784).

Price & Roberts (1987) 3D kS I a=sr—va YORTHRE
9" 5 /32K (developing public) DR %R L, ZOEEZRO L S IcE
B3 T, ARREAONAEA va—%BRT2bIcT 2=
r—vavddETicid, BEEShAECHBIAGL. B, Mgl
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DNRAIBOLZRE S BER OB M TIZNL, —EHOTEICET 3E481
REETTDIMERINLE T A F7HERHEEh, FHRIH, ZHshzB
BOEMEREHTH S, WHolE [4va—PAREERTIICb02DD
T, —RIEIEBITRARNA Va2 —2FHT A EKELTVS] (p. 785)
EHHIL, T4 a2 —DRFERIHOENTIICONTARSZOKRE
SEBRICBWTENT 5] (p. 785) LigF L, HREAGETRE ZERD
R EHIT A v a -2l #EITE NS | (p. 785) LEkFET 5.

22, AZ2=h—YaViERELLTOBRRER

Price & Roberts (1987) @EREBEANL DO TRE L HEELENERE
BoTWwadDTHs LIEHT 5. TbbL, [BERIAKGEROXXRD
FTHRAELRET L0, BREIZOWEROECTVWIHSNEREL Y v
J7ENTVWA](P.787). Lich-T, S RERDOFEEE 7 (adevelop-
mental model of opinion) #i&Rd 3.

BRIBMOBBELXCERBT I LRIINEINETHS. BER
12, 31ERHSNMITE (intrapersonal) D TH 11, AW (social, public)
boThi, FFENTHEERANSHERITACENTHS. kKEAZ
OFHRBBARLTITHN S b D (intrapersonal) Tdh »Td, fth¥E
CEPENDPBEERREEZRIL LTV R L VS EKT, T ORI
RELTHSHITH B (p. 789).

L=, Boid MERIFI Y 2 =4 — ¥ a vyEE (communicative
expressions) & L TR SN EZXRETH S (p. 792) LT 5. Ho i
(BEREIEEMONK (45 (dialogue)] PHASHRIICX T 2 BEHHHIX
i, ZHEORMEBbLN S OIHT IEHLLEHNSHEE &5V I3H
ICHEAEA 1L fTE) (simply random behavior) 7 &% KL | (p. 792) LTH
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D, [Z0X 5 BERENERNEER (valid opinion)? & LTZF AN LN
A, H5WVIEEMUER (pseudo-opinion) & L TZiF AN S5 ML,
ZORHBELY, ThEBRT2EECZhEZID BTV ABIRHX
MREBIFRLTWB | (p. 792) £EIRL, BRZ L DIEVWHAHXIRO FIC
fIERM T TS,

2-3. #&p@EREE L TOiER

Price & Roberts (1987) 13 [tiRTEHRERENSHELNITHE L0 DiF
HEiE L %E@%@%ﬁ%ﬁ“ﬁ’\]ﬁ (collective undertaking) Z#-> T\ 57
ST, WERDEHER T E U TR LABRREEZEA TV 52
bf%%%l@ﬂ%ﬂ&h%?%.

B oid %< ORRIDIED, EAOEROHL 388K CEFOR
E%@ﬁ%%ﬁ%#é:&if%mm&ﬁzfméjm7%»&F%L6
[AAZ Btz E 0 CORES v — BT 2o BHONERNERE S
%%%ﬁb,§t®@®%.ﬁﬁﬁ@%i&@%Kﬁﬁéﬂﬁéﬁﬁbf
W] (p. 794) &N,

HBA Y2 —ITBT SANEERIIOAREEIKT 284 DERED
Lohich 5EREBEEEZHBLT 220k, QEFADKLRIC
— T B LI ITAREMBILT ABEEAESATVWS., TD LD MG

5 7@?}]@5% (valid opinion) i, EARMNERICESWALERT, —RMIIEE
A va— L TEZLNFRAEZRTT LAY & L TR Sh 3 KE,
#UE R, (pseudo-opinion) 131ERE U HIR & 2 DI THIRRCT U 72l 5
Rk & 1% (Price & Roberts, 1987, p. 790).

6 %5 IERERREARICBET AR EZOME LTHIFTO S, FIAE, ©
HW 3 [EMRITERHEE (risky shift) ] BFFR LRI N A FPOHEIC L 5 &, EEw
PETT AN, MHOBAERROSE, S TRIsNBERLD, MiFETH
HMIERAREIC BN E LD 5L, FEHERREBE COIEEEER
THOMEEERABRENZHOFENICHETHI 2 LICESEHTTE
{Price & Roberts, 1987, p. 793).
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b= - DIRE, T RHLLHEFNBEDOLEA FAoF - b D
d, HE2EERTEEICSDOTH S, 1 va—ICBALTHRAKD, £X
720, LI035 ET, AROBKB RS B2 SMEEROE
B R y b7 — 2 ORICAIEBMY, Z20L 5 BREBROHRTS v a—%
ERTDLEMTES, oo i, AxEIEE s hi-EFoE
BTGS2 & 05 T EEENKT 20TIREL, ERFlOBERICET 3
WSO DORED, HONA/H2 I 2 =4 —¥a v (public communica-
tion) 2L, HROREZ FTERICFEHILE LV T LER
kg B, - M]3 3 2 =4 — ¥ a2 v (public communication) 1%

FEREER L EHESWBIROTICEFR 3 % (translate) (p. 797)

% 7z, Price & Roberts (1987) 13 AR IE—H TR <, £HRNT,
H B VIGHAREA THED A ¥ 2 — MR T 2 1 DI B ERNFEEZ A
LEMBOFHEL TOSHEBEIN TV ALY DESK] (p. 803) TH 5 L1
ML, [HEORFTHRLEVITER, 51 va—ItBTBHAKD
[ DIREE (state of mind)] DB THW SN S | (p. 804) 45, L L
T4 /N BROBES v 2 — ICBId 2 1 2RIE ks DO IREE (public's issue-
specific “state of social organization”)] (p. 804) L EFET 5 I &L 2 EE
T 5.

513 D& 5 BEARDEMBBED T THIEHIITAZE (political ac-
tors) EBALD B B /5% (interested public) & X9 2 NEhH 5 L5
T 305 RiERBIEKESEZERL, IhERET IHREEZXTT IR
H, BERDZ2BUEANTROESICT -TRONIZZDALTHS. [H
HBUOHRBIRO WS { ORRO D O BIGHITTAE LBLDH 5 5RIE
a3 a=H—Yva YR HEERERE (communicative public opinion

process) [Z&4 5 | (Price & Roberts, 1987, p. 804).
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A%, BURKIEMS L Z 0T L TEEARORIENED & 5 it E
fEL TV DODERESL <R « X574 TOERMBRBESVT, &
fo, HoEBATY AEBRNSHSKEENCE>T7 457 ) v
SNIARRFOHT [SEIFEI > TWB D] (BT SEIHR & F
BLTWL., TR« 257« 7TIZBUARIITAS SBALDH /0 E DRF
T, HRERIcRE D 3 o0 EELBREERTLTVE, BT, <
Ao AT 4 TIIHEBEEEZRITT . Thid, =2 —RPHFOET
E%%#&&/ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ?éﬁﬁ%&Jf%é BiT, <R e A
7 4 TIIHEBRAEEE (poll-takers) OMEFELZBLU T, 4 ¥ a2 — L
TR L T JIBEENT 5 (p. 806).

COBBOHT [BILDH 5 LNROEFOBIEHI/ ¥ 7 — 135 & INERRIT{q]
ZTBEPICHBDTIEEL, KOOI TEBZ0ICHET 2BURITAED
HI®ITH 5| (Price & Roberts, 1987, p. 805).

Z D & 5T Price & Roberts (1987) i [1HiGHAERE ZEE ORE&E%:
S, BerRBRRTOMOBBREEG Il a=r—va VERE]| (p. 811) T
Ho, Lich-T, [HHHARERAEOMEORKILEEAL, 2 3a=
F—va vREFEELTITONENZTH S ] (p.811) LadFHL TV 3,

3. EWMICBITETX - 2AF47, ZELTA VI —
IN—YFIve 3Za=l—2a VORE
COXSHmEII 2= —va VBEBELTIEAS L, TOEREE
MR, BAR I a=h—va vOREEZITE, ZLT, £Da3a=
F—a VOREERI(DITEE, RR AT 4 TOOORELA v
==Y F NI 2= —VaVvhoDEETHE, DFED, TR
RF4TEAVY ==V FNeaIamhr—vavh AEZBEREE
95 ETOBERO_>DY —ATdH 5 (Lenart, 1994). L2 L, Price
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& Roberts (1987) S EmBEREIC B T 2535 ORE| E <2 « 274 7D
FlomAicER L, £ OEEWAEIAL 7208, EEREOMERROREIZZ
DZHDOH, ELEo5h—o AWML Tx .

PIFTiR, 2082 OMAOHNEBIE L TABLILICT 3

3-1. HERICHEIB TR« A7 4 7OHE

HRETR AT TELOBRERLULROFLETOHOEER
Walter Lippmann (1922 /1997) T & A 5. McCombs, Einsiedel, &
Weaver (1991) i, Lippmann 25 [ A5 (the world outside)] & [EED
OB (the pictures in our heads)| & DBA%, # LT, BFTF&E4AH#E
B REISELLTDOY+—F ) XLDEORREER L LBIOEET
FE0Ds, OIS EDO T —<IBALCTREIAT, FAHENICERL
72 &5H U7z, Lippmann (1922/1997) 3 &% BSBUEKIZIk b S h
ERLEWVHRFRR, BETEIENTES, REILENTET, BASC
E T E LW (the world we have to deal with politically is out of
reach, out of sight, out of mind)] (p. 18) & WH RN S5 ZF b, X
747 (oA TRIFH JARCET S [FisDBEHOFOBE] (p
3) ZiRMtd 3 L LW IHOMEE AR L .

Noelle-Neumann (1993) ic & 5 &, Lippmann Ol 0ER T
OB EN T AR & AR OHEEICH 2 EEFES. Lippmann Gifrﬁé
{, ANADEENICEBIHEL, MOFE, BIKvR - AF4+T72BLT
BAHMREEDEEZRTVALVSDTHS. T LT, COKIBEEAL
BEHEL VBV ELS T EEERHLTVWSEWVS, Lippmann D& X
T, A% BHENRBRESFDICLTER OO L LTRIAN, HHO
Hazzhichbbd 2EANH D, o OEEIREER & MEIRERLE 3K
DTERLT>TLEY, 2ORR, <X+ A7+ TOBEBLEHTEI
{15 ->T L% -7 (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, pp. 145-146),
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Lippmann ®Z A T3, HEOMEZFH OIIEWELIEETH 5. [
Wi o, ERORFIE, HEMCEIE T I, dF0IcdKREL, &%

K%@%T%D,%i@ﬂ%ﬁ(ﬁ%ftia@bfﬁé.ﬁb@%®
&5 BERTRENIE S OOMEEEZR/ ST EFH > TRV, Fer ikt
DOERBORTITHTZ Lwd, Zhorifk)ievicdtzhot kol
i EFTVE L TCEBEBRLSTNIER S V] (Lippmann in Noelle-
Neumann, 1993, p. 146). £ L C, T DX 5 KB = F L OEKICH]
HXNBbDBRA T 4% 47 (stereotype) TH 5, HHERIIRF L
AIATICE->THREINS. [RF VLA 94 7IMELEEL; RF LA
54 TIRED (BREBEEHL) BRICGEET L1 L, ERWIE
%29 5L HITEL | (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, p. 44).

Lippmann ®E 5 #LIERE (pseudo-environment) 32 DL H R F
LA 74 7k 2B RHBREEZEL CENE D TH B, 2FD, A7+
TISHROHTER L THAICRBE L TN B D0, Fac DRELHK
TH5LEVSDTHD. BVRAS L, TEROMAN, FRebEIFITL,
FaPRONISWUBICH BB, » 7+ 7HRTHAR, HRICET S
Bx OME— DB IS 5 | (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, p. 150) £ H DT
b5,

D& S Lippmann DREAESZTRE, v R « 2 74 7OHEHE~D
TEBELDEMRLLIOD, BEREHEEA T+ T o7 -3 v
(media framing) A ThH 5. FiEIL, ALADBH 2[4 V2 —NEETHS
CHIET BT LICBOVT, =a—R « A7 THEESEELRITT LV
52ETHY (FIAE, McCombs & Shaw, 1972), BEDHE L, <
NEY#ES, ¥ —OEBWLT TR, A1 va—RkK20TEDLIK
EZBDPIET=a—R e AT 4 TOEEEZ2L050THE FIZ
&, Pan & Kosicki, 2001). PLFTHE, =a—R + AF 4 7DID_>D
DOREREICEAL TL D BT R B3 Z Licd 3
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3-1-1. FRERTEHFE

Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) i3 ({51 + I X A1t B
WTEEZ, LALLRUEENHMEsNs0iE, E0kd>iczLThE
A2 FMD A v 2 —TlEL, 31 Va—ICHEERET S L5 IERT
507, MORETEL HAMECELTEAIBHLE N2 ST
CEIIHEIRT 2DH, THAB] (p.388) LIERMLTW3B, 513, A
Va— T AMEEA va T AERIR, Thicdd 2EROVE
(opinion position) ZFEKT 2 Z L IckiTL, RAxOFEHOEFE, LT
52 o0 BERORTERABRA B4 ¥ 2 —OHBREREI TV 3 &
MLTVW3, 513, AxRBI{~RERE BEERNE HEBRER L,
BREIEA V2 — KL ERT > TWVWADY, TOXI54 va—2Eicxd LT
HERBLER - TVBARBEAEVWBLEIERL, LLAALZRES
DOBEINE T3E{L L (agendize)!l, FNIEBENER A5 T 5 EiadL,
Za—R* AF 4 TEHBAVBZNIOR L TERER M ¥ 2 —OBREICH
wic, = LR BEEATw B LML/

McCombs, Einsiedel, & Weaver (1991) ic &k 3 &, HEHTOHEAR
[Tk A2 DFEOFOWE | W3 Lippmann D74 F7 & [Eimid A4 ]
REZBNENDIKEALTEZICBOVTRZENEZIERIIL TWIZWD, i
BALTEZAREDIELTEIICBVWTIEIERICKIILTWS | (Mc-
Combs, Einsiedel, & Weaver, 1991, p. 12) &9 Bernard Cohen DO#
RILZOEEZ S ->TVE, BVBRIANE, 27471, EABLEDL
HBBREFOREDPERLZCEET I ICBVTE, ThEEHRNTRE

i

T UL, T (2002) i3, BREREREEROT, FIHIN TV AEEILBWT
Lippmann ZFEBIENICE WA, EBRICEERTEICHET 5% { O EIEHRIREE
L C&7:Did, Lippmann MBI L 72 BUIRE L D, Lazarsfeld & Merton 2%
B U 7o [HiRrfT 58488 (status-conferral function)] T 3 S L TV 3.
% 72, Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) & X 5 4 7 OERER THERE
& [HIRI T 5H8EE ] & ORBHPELEAERL TV 3,
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WD, BABMIIBAL CTEREZHORENER LT EET HIIBNWT
3, EBRBENTHELENVSTETH B,

Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, Shapiro (1999) L Ea—ic kb &, 2D
RSB =2 =R « X 74 7T OFBERERAEZIAL 2. FEH B0 T L
Beza—XPRBEOERELHZVREM va—REALTLDELWMEL, &
TR TEEE, COEIRAT4TOA—F 4 TV RIZTOHEH/EA
¥ a—% L DU (salient) T, XDEENL&DE L TEZ 2A[EHND
HEVWSHSTETHB.

McCombs & Shaw OHFFEIF, =2 — X « X F s 7 ThbrlicA
Va—ODIEEARICE > TIDE I A va—ifTEESNEERDIE
fir: OEFENEEAEFE L/ (McCombs & Shaw, 1972). THESE D &
SWAV2a—DBROGEETHLLES>OD», TOEERDIEMIZ, Z0X
SUA YV 2a—B=a—A0FEHERUIEELPBVEV—EELRL
. 2F0D, A Va—ICHLTALADBEZREERE L, O va—2E
DL SVELSRBEI WD L > TPFREN TOLIUHET,
= o — AEGE BN, BE 2L TTLE .« =2 - XONESGT
ko THIEE N, HADME Yy 2206, HRIA 7+ 7DES
ZE, »2VIERE= 2 — 2D0BEEEEOfAET, Lo 5VE L HhE
ShiohriMisnt. £, by 25X SN0 (salience) b
ERIn, FIAE, FHOEAIR Lo svlHKREINLD
P HBEVRTULEDES, =a2a—XDEEH EEDL SWVEVWDMIC
X T, #OFEEMWIRIE X N7 (Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, & Shapiro,
1999).

Ff, D& REARORREIFINER AR 1B U /e IFE & & - 7225,
INRF=a2—APRA—F+ 2V ADBEEEZFEHNTH LT 5 (ZDRN
T <) 0&2RT LT, FEEICEELRIEXTH 5 &, Glynn, Herbst,
O'Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) i2#5# L 7c. REHOEHE, 1 ¥ 2 — 3
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=a—ROBEOPTHRANICETFE SN, THUHARODTEETH 5 4]
Bixhtz, ZLDOME Y 2Itbizd, FLE « =2~ 25SUEREHE
D3 NZEFEAA L 72 & Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) (33545
LTWa3.

McCombs, Einsiedel, & Weaver (1991) I3, I @k 9 5 HETEHEL
B, THLRIE CEMINTE A F 4 TOMRAFUEHET 2, —FEo
AT TOMIIRERE LCHENT SN D 20, LiL, 204, B
LT, 5593 A%IE—D%R%E b >EEBHIE (universal) D TIRK
WEWSEEEFLTWA., 2%, AREE (public agenda) 23
AEMDIDXSIETIHFICZORALFEFL>EVSIDTH 5. Glynn,
Herbst, O'Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) DLV E a2 —ick 3 &, HELTFEOEL
BRSAEEZAE L A LEEOMR L LT, Lok BEHFOTTE
DL BEENRKELBLEZOD, HEVIINSLKEZONET 3, HEE
BRI, BBAWREIA v a— BT B A vy —re— FILisE
MSEEREOREL/NECTALERH LTV ED, Fh, MMoOHFERITRE
EDA Va— kKT 2HROMESKRESTNITN213E, BELEDOR)
BRRECBIEVHIERZIBRT 2. A2E, =a— R AF 4 TOE
EENH S OB, B2V AR EwILT A, ZDX DA T 4 T OEE
ZROZIAIENDHBENIDTH S,

ok, REOHEEREMRARE, A1 vy —¥—vFeaia=
r—vavEOBREEBIZIANLY, Bt va—0EERLITE
{, A va—0x B GRECHE i o8 TOREICAN
8L T, FOWESEELTI TS, T (2002) iF, HEZTHEIE

il

wm

8 Zhiz, TEBHERIEENTE (attribute agenda setting)] b LR E v~
DEEREFTE (second-level agenda setting)] LFEENB DT, TOT7 S o —
FO, 7Vv—3 v IRELOENED DI, BEREAREEL 7LV v
WEZ & OB T4 HESTThbhTWS (flA 1, Maher, 2001; McCombs
& Ghanem, 2001; 77T, 2002).
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o d, TOMSHEREEZ L BRBILLEUNIERSEVWL, i,
HFLWAF 4 TBREBICS G35GB L cobRiEE S v e
L.

3-1-2. XF4 T« TUL—IVIHR

TR AT 4 TDANANDOEEAE XD HENNTBR L IO, £ 74
Te7v—3VITHETH 3.

Entman (1993) 7 L — 42RO L HRKER L. [7 V=3 v 7 a2iT
52 &, HRSINABEEOHHSHAREHEZERL, 2hEFFZ O
FCTHRMET 3 2 & TH B, TD LD BER LR L RIIEEDORIEDE
%, FEORRERR, HEOEENE, £L T 5250V IEEFEDH
REATERhT 2T 5 (To frame is to select some aspects of a
perceived reality and make them more salient in a communicating
text, in such a way as to promote a particular problem definition,
causal interpretation, moral evaluation and/or treatment recommen-
dation) . (p.52). Entman (1993) ®ERLICS 7 L — & icBd 2 ER
FRkA MR EFIC L - TITH N T E72HS, Reese (2001) 32D & 5 5E
TAWEZ - BT, WIZDICRD X S EEESE (working definition)
ERET 5.

TV—nid, HEWCHEEFSIATEY, —BHZRED, iR
EHBWRICHEENLT S 1D IREHTICHREE T DHBILRETSH %
(Frames are organizing principles that are socially shared ad per-
sistent over time, that work symbolically to meaningfully struc-

ture the social world) (p. 11, ®HEIZFCic k3 D)

Tankard, Jr Q001 i, *F 4 7 7L =373, Fhhhwn [&®

(240)



i) ¥ 1108

B L N1 7 R (objectivity and bias)| /¥35 4 slcxdd B34 L5 F
54 TERBELTCNBL, 4, R a3azh—va VEIELER
5 ETCFHFICEBL, 517, 23 2=k — ¥ a YETE (communi-
cation practitioner) IZfifED ZIREZBEL T< N3O TEETH B &
LT3, |

DX TV —3I VIRV OhOEBELREICBVWT N4 TR L TR
725 (Tankar, Jr, 2001, pp. 96-97). H—iz, ThR3 L ERELHAETH
5. 20, Blkd VIR, HEN® 2 VIEIEFEN, SENH 0
FEENE VIS EBA2b0ThS. 71— 3 V73L& 0 EHTRIE
MRS O RIREN: &, & 7-B850HIRon (REREZZ U T8 RRICHd 2 8&
EAEATVWS, BT, 7v—3 v/ @3 FF A b =—2FDAF 4T « I
Bvi—vavy—PRHEERL, 1 v2—%2EHL, wPFOHOMHESE
FRTAIEDBTEEZ LW T EETALTV A,

TU—=3IVTR, F2, AT4T T4 RAA-RDBEX L, BRI
Py I BEBEZHFTIRRENS LHENEI MW EREEARMT S, C
OXHRHWEERIZ, BRDZVEGEVHIEMEE NI TR T
o—F TR LIELIERODNE SDTH 3.

COEIBAF 4 TIcEB 7 L— 3 v E, Entman (1993) ik - T
BEI o LS, BB EORIEZHHAL, CnEE0LH1
MBIt L ¢, BEDBIENI N1 7 X, &5 WITEERHENICEVT W3
JRREZRRT A L2055, Bid, 7A VALV EEDHOIGED
FlERR LTV A, Zhid 1950 50 5 1980 R E TOHF O HH:
BT 3 =2 —RMEOREAZEZXEL 2. RES FEORER, #lZ
i, ZOEKICHET A va— LRIV I3 [HREEREL 503V
HEEEL TV IV —TBNAALTOEDN, T LUTEZONAIREDL
SITTONDOHEVWIROFT, TAVADZa—R « X574 TITH
BINAEBBH -1 EVIDTH B,
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F 7z, Iyengar (1991) K X 2 —EDOEER I 7 v — 3 v /1B o aEEH:
7R L 72 &, Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) 3#sf5 L Tw
B R, FLrE e =a-2@3 LIELE, EYESUR b5 VIR 2R
it 9, [=Ev — FAY (episodic)), 2% 0, BHHIKE S W/ (event-
based) 2 F =Y —IlHEDICHEL OB/FAREB VT WS KT 5.

UL, 1 Va—, $20VEEHE, BEREOEEEZRLTINDG, £
[ 7 —<H (thematic) 2] X + =V =i, KOIRLY, BRGEREZREGL
LT dE, izt 2, CcoLd58 >R =) —DEEHR

LB, A—F I VABENSREDLDRRIEL, ThoEEDL S IR
e 20pIHEEBEEEZTVWE LWV T &%, Iyengar (1991) ORFFEIZ
RLTWES,

Bid, £ —F 42 VRIIAND2DA va— (LS EEFo) X4, B
(R, %% ABEAYE 20T 1980FR015y—av b5«
Frvin) KT =2 -2 EERE/. BREA—-F 4z v R
W=7 3BLA2DA Y2 —cHT B REZMESTNICE LK. 2D, b3
AL EEDA va— Ittty — FIRNN—Ya VA H, fiOA%
BF—<HENN=Va vER, A—F 4T VR A VUN—F, ZTODIE,

—Z + A b= ) —OhTHE S N EERET 2 EEORREIEL T
Biisni, EVBRANE AxRB=a—2 2 =) —2RKLERI,
I D& D BHEEOFKICE] L TSI Z LT 5 L S I BRI Lk
DA TR VWD, KOS, =a—R XA b=) -0tV —

FIN—Ya vaERktr—F1+ v R13, ZOMEODTEET AEAI
B2 REI RS d 2KE, 7— < N—Ya vERILI VT
HEREEt, &5 WREEEILF0FREZRB S8, Iyengar (1991) i3
COEIBIEROEER, T =a2—20f, F—<HRELIY LY
V—Fmﬁhwﬁmgm&mO:&%%ﬁﬁéé,%ve-zn—xm%
TEE, HoPRAMBEI LT, eI, 5 VREEREZMHT 2
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&0, BAOERREMHIT 2EHEMICIID S 5, LigRLi.

DL, 7L —I VIR, AXICHTETR « 4574 7TOERE
DREBERZEVHIFEFER 288 LT 505, Tankard, Jr (2001) i3, #
DEIUT 7o —FORKOMEEE LT, #OREBNIEESKZ I
EWS CERERHLTVWA, 2FD, LT7Vv—3 Vv IHFEOERELT
ERELL, Py PRSI oMY nEEXBITESE WS A
B, Efo, 7Vv—3 vIHROBERI DB IDTT, 20L& HEWE
BIV=—IVIAERTAIEEZH LTEEVIDOTH S, K3, BE
HREZ L CERMMAERAICBWT, 7V— 3 v 7 E VWS AHERLIEL
E, FitAY 77— LTE-THVONTWVWAEIEH L. 7L—3 v
BT BHTEOBIRDIZEA LR, BIE TR MORT 7o —F ik
FELIW, 20, HEEFEAY, FAKE L T—ATEEEL, * 74
THEDZ7L—s%2[ETEIETH-I. TOXIBTFo—Fid7
V—LEEZFEHARICLTLE 2 BZNMDEHEEVWSD0TH B, 0%
D, TOXSREAMEEICEZ0HITIE—EDAFER 7 L — A DEED

Z &. WWBWTHERIITH O (unsystematic) 7 7o —F i3, Bl 7 L —
LDES (set) DIFEBH (exhaustive) THEWI &, B3V 7L —4D
# 5 ) — SFEEEHMBA] (mutually exclusive) T WZ & A ERd 5 1]
REMEDS D D, i, FHRERL 7 L — AETERT B T LITBV TR (sys-
tematic) 7 7o — F BV E, HEEESERNICH 5V ITEEELIC
BLHZS L Lic7 v— a2 RHIHERBH D 5 6 LIERL, 7v -1V
TR B W TREBNEEOH I NERETH 5 LIEH L 7.

3-2. HBCHIFTRAV/F—NR~VYFI X227 —23 VDR
BT BA VY=Y F N eI ar—va YOREILIEL
EEFEB SN T E D (Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, & Shapiro, 1999), R}
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DR & EE

] a3a=br—va VIFEOBER T, X« AF 4 7TOEEBIDA v
G ==y FIe a3l a=r—va YOEEOENRECEBENTED,
TR X T TOREIT AEHE, TN, G LAFTLWEN
b5

—HRENT, TR e AT 4 T ORMEOEEL Z=>DRHIcHIEHI N5
(FTF, 2002, p. DI H—0BEAZ, 20 HICHEE o s—kE R
%) 5 1930 ERIZHTTT, 74 U A%HIlNS, *F 4 TO/EFRE
e 3 Bk WAL (magic bullet theory)] ® [ TFESM EF v
(the hypodermic needle model)] &\ 7 BABILE - 12 I TH 5.
FEOREIE, 1940 £R» 5 60 FREATFELCHPITTTHS. * 747
RICBET 5 FAEIRA AL L, AR S 2EEERINIER,
HW 5 [PREZNEE (the limited effects theory)] BEE T 2. <X
274 TREZIFORGFORBELAE 5L bW 2 HHICE C
EBE W, LW Joseph Klapper (1960) o—i{tid, % OEjOREEIA
C—8r LT, AT 4 TOENIETFPL 2 &0 & YIRS

T LT 1960 R iz TOFRD LiBricis s &, REXRmZ I
HIL, 55VIEEDOHRHEADHEICEBTAILT, #7414 7TOREN%
HFMd 2 X2 BFHLVWERE WL -0BIET 5. HBEREHR, BEE

S ZhICbBL ST, KRXOFHE/ADA v F ==V F e T a=F—
Y 3 /@?j X, A )‘T%T@E}%ﬁ%%&-uﬂﬁbf_ 3, 23Ia2=4—
/E/Mh ﬁ?éfﬂ%%l?7m—%bﬁbhé%m%,ﬁ%ﬁéﬁ%%

, BEHIRTEIEMUCE S WicHERG (speculation) Tl 205, =X e A5 47
@ﬁ% %T%ﬂnﬂkﬁbfmﬁﬁ LT, BugtIEHomhIcB VT,
AV ==Y F e T2l —Va kDR R e AF 4, TH1LRETH B
(Lenart, 1994) S WoH i, 2% 0, KREFHDA Va2 —ilBVTEDA ¥ a—iZ
BAd 24 vy ==y FINeala=hr—ravhiThbhididiclld, T
FTFRR AT 4 TIRE>THEINKLINIERE S BV EWS FICHEKT 5.

10 717F (2002) 1, TOEH#E IBHOXDITH LT, £ DOAEDOEIRS 25
Ledss, X BERMTHESKSBITONERETHAEIRBEL TV B,
CDEH>D IFHOXgH—EIITH D EIFEDTWS,
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i, LRI E, Whw 3 [BRIshRRY | s n 3 EER
TH 5,

CO&H BicKbanicay a =y —v s VHIEORER T,
Al 2=l —va VEIRIINS BRFENT 7o —F BERINCBE Lo}
B _ORIT, OB, Carl Hovland, Paul Lazarsfeld 73 & OfFFEE
B, TR AT 4 TOBEBHEEEENRERELS L, TLAALD
FHEMERL EOLHFEENER (Hovland DES) LA b=3%> Y —
¥ — D& (Lazarsfeld DIFE) SEMARREE A v 5 ——v 40
BBARDIFHEDS, <R« X F 4 TORBLOMANTHEIEEFRKRALK
(Lenart, 1994), WHEZ L, B o= — v g VIFENSSIEL
TLER, HZOEBICEZLIORBRENR T 51 L, DED, TR« %
FATORREOIEIA vy ==Y F eI azh—va vORIBIEL
DREDEVHIEZFLTH 5.

Lenart (1994) i, 3%, »2VEEAOBERICEELRIT T v 5 —
= F e UV A 3 >— A D EEE (person-to-person in-
fluence), L ~ VDB (group level influence), & BJE+ o B8

(opinion climate influences)'®—iz43iF 7245, LIF Tz FEOXS I L

1 LhLl, CHCBELTARICE - TR, BRAEHBELNTHWEL, FIAE,
Windahl & Signitzer with Olson (1992) i, 77 F (2002) & [E#E, [T/ EwA
(the powerful mass media)| & 5 ZFEZEfH - TV 2 %3, Baran & Davis (1995)
DAL, [H%1EH (the moderate effects)] &WHZHREE - TV 5.

12 Noelle-Neumann (1993) (3, BERELOHMEEZEICR + A F 4 TOFEEL L
TIEZTEBY, Thit Lenart (1994) 62 TW3, L L, Noelle-Neumann
(1993) ERETOHREILBITEA v I~ N—Y F e 21 a=r—Ya /D
BELASCERLEZDIFTEREOVL, XRICk->TiE (BHIAIE, Lenart (1994)
DEERD LD ICHERERLTONR) 1 vy — =V F N Ia=hr—Va
v, ZOBOERBELIAHET A L TOM—DERY — A THIBERGH 5.
L7438 T, Lenart (1994) i3, &L A, BERELOEEL, <X A7+ 7,
A vy ==Y FIeala=zh—Va VilTHICL>THEABEINEZbDEL
TIRATEY, FIKTRA A F 1 TOEBEZFIBRELI 2 HSICBISE
HET (societal opinion climate), # LT, FIZA V¥ =¥~V F)e T3 o
—h =g vORELSZTABERBRL ZHEICE T 5ERET (local opinion
climate) E 3 TWVW3, &2, HADBERCHEELNET=2D( V& —
=y FogEBor, BERELT OB T AEE (influences) THRIZ L7 DI,
COXICERALOEEIT SO LRALTITHONENLTH S,

il
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fed-> T, MAOERICEELRIFIZEENA v F ==Y F b LNV
OREBICBEL TR TABI&ICT 3B,

3-2-1. BEARIDEE (person-to-person influence)

Lenart (1994) id, T OKEDITIE, T I a=F—¥ 3 vV OBRIEHR
NETFNVDOERICENT 260 TH S EEFHELTWA, Katz & Lazars-
feld (1956) DEAREEOHEICESWT, ZEREHRAEF VI, BEA
AL DHDOEELBIENIA 74 THRPSAREFRETLHDTH 5
E R, & Lenart (1994) (345%5 L 7-.

Lazarsfeld, Berelson, & Gaudet (1948) & [#i= LI LIE, 5 V4
PHIRW I oA =AY « ) —F—H/NT, ZLTAE=F VY« 1~
T =5 & DREEMEDIEWEICHN 5 (ideas often flow radio and print
to the opinion leaders and from them to the less active sections of
the population)] (p. 151) &#&%5 L 7. Lenart (1994) I%, T DIREFEDK
orid, A% BBUGICBRALAL, LEdBoTAT 4 TOHDEREF » v
NR=VIZFEHL TRV EL S BEIZE STV S EEERLTWS, ZL
T, BUSHNICHEBILIE AL E, ©LARSOEEOHDF + v = — v IEH
CBALD B B AL ITKEL TS EWVWSDTH S, Lenart (1994) 1F, &
DEIBXIRT, A V5 ==V F VA E=F Y« V=¥ —2RH LI
AF4 TPOEDALZNDOEROZEMERNIEG, A =4V ) -5 -
BB OBEN IS EWMAETH B I LERL TS LB L .

i, 1940 FERLE, A F 4T 727 /0 V-4 A7 TRERIAS
(EDY, ZBBERNEF VL DBEIEA52) /1 (Lenart, 1994). 0
KO BRBOPTEHZT| S Robinson (1973) i &k » TERE N
fo. i3, FEBR—ARNEIOTEBVEERHLENS, 2747, &
E=%ve)=%—, ZLTHOHREOHEOHEEERIZ, LoEEETL
INETHZLEFRL, ZOEFVDOELELRALOTHE, Hid, 5
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ADBDONERHBELERT 2L Lich, BEBR—ARTLEL, Dl &t
ZDRHBEINETHAS LIERHL, 20 MEN] id, D Lz
TR TH 2 EEE, TEEMN] Ttbb b EFERL #iZ, FE=%
VeFN—LA=A e Ly—N—iF, FEFIEL-TEY, Lid-
TAE=A Vs =5 —¢ET7 709 -0 YYD ZBERNE FVTD
Xpioid, A=4v 27V v 70O EEEBL B THBE EE
BEL7z, FLT, A5+ Th oAk ~DEBEEE Yo~ RGN E 5
WED BB THL I EERA L

Z0 kS e S AOEER bihb 5F, (EEHIE T BN
DA vy == F e 1)+ 3IXL0FERE, HAMOI I 2=y —
YavDRTOEES S+ I XLAICEERLFAEAELE5Z T3 E Lenart
(1994) 3fEM L TV A, Lenart (1994) k3 &, COHTHRLERR
DiF, A=AV« ) =F—LWOBEELEZ 5 N4 PIEEICEET,
FicFKK EA, 2L THELVS —RPERACBLTVWEE WS I ET
H5. HEINKME 25 ZLUTEU KD BEEKECHSHHIT S
FIcESWIEBNR I 2=y —Yavid, 4175 ==V F e
Jazh—va vOEL O EHFEMNT 2 AN S 5. [{EAROHLE
M, HoE2ala=br—vavEiTok5iEE, £, TOIIa=
—va YEBEKRIZLDIZT 5NN DH 5] (Rogers, 1973, p. 300, in
Lenart, 1994, p. 19) EWH 2 & TH 5. Lich-T, MEARMOBIRH
Alaz—vavid, oL BHEERORBEREO DT, FEICE
kb 5 LG I 5] (Lenart, 1994, pp. 19-20).

3-2-2. FEMUARILDOEE (group level influence)

BUESFIC BT BA v 7 ——y FVIEEELR R - L BRE ORI, —B
BHRENAOHFWREL D, BIERE VWS w4 7 o BB (microenviron-
ment) D TDHFEETEHE (main discussant) OZEICEH L TV 3,
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HIRPILOBIR & BE

& Lenart (1994) B38W L7 T2y b =25, ds0id [H&H)
Xk (social context) TZE) EMEEN B DX S BHEIR, FEARDORE
X0, X EuwdeIxXikicEE L TR Y, HlAE, Huckfeldt & Spr-
ague (1995) 12Kk D & 5 icah~</k,

HRMEOREANT AT it BicEAROEEORN ZHE
TARIETRREY, BLB, Fhid, EArHSoThoEREEU-S
F 5554 (linkage), = LT, AZEDEIE (politics of individuals)
BEOEVHSORE SREENNCBET 5 BT 5, KDBMEL
R TH B (p. 160)

Lenart (1994) i3, COX I BEHRBERINIC I V=T « A N =vy
TOHSNEIKEL TVWA LIERT 4. o0, CoLHBELAR, M
A, e RIERSEROhoME EAHEKGE L THW 5B EHIRZ 50,
BRIO 2 vn—vy 7REFOTA Fv 5 4 7 4 ZHEHE L, EFlOHES
BT B 1D I MBI EAEBERMET A ic@EfFsERT 5. /2, £H
D& Sl L KBS SN A EENY v 7 ¥ a YIZMA T, £
DFER (cohesiveness) 1, AN T 2 HHSH Y R — b EHEEIFIROD
R - TE I NS. CokHiL, 1 vy —"—v FIVIESER
FEA

l. J3az=h—YaVekybho—2

2. MADER, BE, FE MEDEHS (anchorage point)

3. EHFANMEICES W, IH X N-F]] (attraction) BFE %

BE4 %, {HEREMY (value homophily) DAliE
Zeftd 5.

AVH—=XmyF e T a=l—Va VBT ARAOHMFEIII DL

S HEERAT 5. FRMEBR OB (anchorage) 2B 251 ¥
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57—/\“—-‘/%}1/' a i ;:L-"—'-b"—?\/‘:'l S *‘y ]‘17‘_7@%%‘]%‘.&:%[/(3
REDI Y 2=l —va VIFRZRZIRD X 5 IcXiET 3,

Ta OEARI S HABICHEL TV ABRRAFAET 27201, HE
TERIIMRETH S, Zhid, H 53— DBEANE > TEINTRERXEN
BN T 32— D AETH B, H5—>DHEGRIEA B 11—
SOELWEE, &3W\iddhs—2OBICHd 2528 s 1375
WE LTS, HEFEHR, ALZBEDLSBHEDN, MoHELdE
HThuwhEFEHE T 5 ET&ICIL> (Jones, Barnlund, & Haiman,
1980, p. 22, in Lenart, 1994, p. 21).

Lenart (1994) D v E 2 —ick 5% &, EBHDFEW (cohesiveness) 1,
[EE OEM: (inertia) 2KH, #HSHIRE (social influence) & i@V BEHR A
Fo, 2F0, J0EOEERIE, MADA V=YY FIC LD RELFHE
252, TORBEPHE G 2541700, 28 G X0
BUERIT, X OBEROBMVWEFIZEREVENSI I LTH D, TS,
LRI %7 SARKU B ED, —ik#yic (2 D&MD) fiokED
FICEKEAREG @RS, ZOBEREZXOVZFIANZERDIH 50
5TH 5.

% 7c, Lenart (1994) i3, BEHEMOXEIHSHEEIEHOHTHS
SEEN, %L THENRR (reinforcement) Ik » THR b L BHHxH
LR L. oF b, BIGHERRO®R, BARES ORRESMOAL D
ZNERALTH 70, HBVREE 70T BT LIKI 0, RUE
Bz ofACERESEENHMOHSWARLEZ 545, RIL3EER
HAMIERR L VS HOBTENRBRESAZ LV T LTSS, T L
T, BULZEELRE--TVWAEE, ThiEH0ERIIFGsE214 v+
v5 4 71, TOEFOHERPEEROBEIL L - THENM SN2,
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PSRN O R B PR P BISHITENC R E B E 5.4 5 L V5 TR
3, BEEL L& bIEE T 3 (variable of interest) T 2 E4 13
MMIISRER A EEBE T 5 &, Lenart (1994) 31EHd 2. T CihEsh
TVWARRE, T, BERMTREBEMEBTH IHEPZVHNST
H5B, THIIX LT, Lenart (1994) 13, HEEZS(LIZ, MEHLEM O REH:
EBIRLTWALHAT S, oD, KED LD HIFFITHROMNEEHL
EHTIE, TOEBOHAMBLEIORBE LMY 5 LItk - TRER T
LNAXME, HHROFOEWPER TR, bLEE, BEOEELHALL
D, DR EBZNEREFE LD, O TEEELRMT L LN
HBEVWHIETHAB.

3-2-3. BRELTZZ (opinion climate influences)

i, ®5VIREACBIEHERICHT 2ERETORE BT 55mER
i, Noelle-Neumann OILBROIREHGRICE SO VWTWE, 2L T, ER
BT OREICBEd 5E X H 13, Noelle-Neumann DO LS & IEE
CEBRICBEELTVWS, Lieh-T, 7, BRoMmowAA» SR 3
Z&icd B,

Noelle-Neumann (1993) 1%, —@#HE D ZBEPILAZE LT, DEEDIHE
(vocal support) 2B T WSS (viewpoint) SERICZE 5 TH 3L BB
i RA, AOBAEHCRAZ L s LEBE L. Hiu,
» BRI BT B 2D & 5 2 EEIZRIORIIC o208y, BASEN%E
XFTAALZRBEZH LD, HFOBREXFT A A EELZHST
KRR Lo 3 EFERL, 2hid, BULELPSANISEEZREL,
77 OBRB RGP GIHATVE, AROMEDOHH» L EL TV &
T, FREREEREZERENOHE EERL, TDLIHE, bABSMERIC
b, HoZ=@BAIcRY, 0RO FRELZIEA S 2 BEE [TLEA
DYENE (spiral of silence)] EFEATZ,
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Bizid, FEADEF-> TV BIALIcxtd 324 (fear of isolation) 43, 7k
ROBRAEZ RS2 E LCERAT 2 EFET 3, [HarLiswT
—HE MR- TEIORTHELVV LD AS, B, BLEEBREZARESE
HHLTZo—HoRicmbniinwochnid, F_oBIRE LT, HicH
BLTHL7DICDBLLbUEBREFIEVIELH 3. | (Noelle-
Neumann, 1984 (ftHZk— GR), 1988), p.8)

Noelle-Neumann i3, [A 4 3185 (error) & b f7 (isolation) % i
MoTWB ] EWS de Tocqueville DR & EFOYIBTICEGT 32 A%
DILERMEAR %278 U7z Asch OFEERZFIH L7535, A T UK
UCARMBHEY 0L EBHL, Thiz ABOoE&HE (social
nature) ICERT 23 D2 EFRT 5. [FHrxr OSHHEIR, FK2 %2[E
E 5O (isolation) & 4y8f (separation) 2R 5 L H I L, WS
Biixh, ThhsZ EA2EL L5129 3] (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, p.
41) EWHDTH A,

Noelle-Neumann (1993) i public & opinion W5 EEZNETNDE
hEEET 5 LT, HROH LVERERS 5.

9, W&ick 3 &, opinion o DEK ZEKEAFE >, —0 B,
FNRAFHEXBIESN2¥ME VWO BEKRTH S, 2%, opinion & i3,
HE%, (2R, BEIRXASNS, EETETVEEDSSVERiEVIE
KT, TOXIBVBORENLZLDELT, il [opinion 3, K
BRI oA 5 FEBIIC & RT5 70 ¥ ] (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, p.
60) &\ 5 Kant ©EXEAF|H L T35, opinion 25FF> > HOEBIL,
TvsaedsyET 5 RAEETO opinion EWHEEDHE WG LEE
Wb b, 2%, £hi3 [opinion EEDH 3 & DL DL MEL IV
bOROMEVHIHWIIBRLLEE, TELADOEE, d50iEE
AOO—EOEEF L L TA7 ] (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, p. 60) &\ 5
DT, TOLSREVIBEORENH & LT David Hume 2 [ common
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opinion (FEEDOER) | WS HE L opinion 2F UEKRTHE - T\ 12
TEBBIFOLNTVWS, $4bE, COLHREKTE, BREIHEY
ICZ T AN S5 B (acceptable) WA BENAERE D, izl g
[HaficZRd AN ohns] EVWHIEREROBRE DTS HHERFEICE
WTE L ORBEZRMEL TV EIERHL TV 3.

public &, opinion EFE U<, BHOEBKER > TWVWAM, ZHIEK
D=->T& % (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, pp. 61-62)15,

public D—2>HDEKIE, % OAMAIEZ®RF T 5, public DER
BHETH 2. zhE#HIEL T HP N TBO—FIAIR, ALIEIT
(public place), Z~iE (public path), ZABEEH| (public trial) @ & 5 78—,
BADFHEEEEET I2HNL DL ERAINEEDTH 3.

public ® - H®DEMIZ, public right (/A#) & public force (BZE
7D EVSEEROTTHET LN TE S, T ITO public id, EROMN
AZBERT A okH5HB_>HODEWE (usage) Itk 3 &, public &

FAHRTRIE LEEL TV 5.

Noelle-Neumann %, public ®E>=-> B OEK IS LERENL S
DFEEFERET A, Hwid, AR, #EPEE LEAT 2 ANZER OO A
EATEVWROVL, FOEFEREACETSNTY S RN, & 5%
EOFRMEOTTEHINABAR, FZE, LEOFHEZE L TEENL
HERPEHEICL >TFonsN, Lrl, XHAKRETZIIONT,
B2 ANid & 0 AN EHESOBERDRITERLEINSE LD ITL 5 LigMHT
5. LT, HAAGE>, AL d 22WHPEE (disrespect), 2RH|%

13 public DEHE=2IZHF5DE, LhL, —BHKsDOTREY. FlZiE,
Vincent Price {2, public B DD EWKREZE > TW5A EARXTWVW B, ZD—
S HOBEBEE, AREIERT (public place) DEKRD L S iz, HELBT I X T
% % (public access), EWVWHEGREES DT, “oHOEKIE, HORELAE
5K, B, BR BEFSESOMEEEELTWEEVWHEKTHS
(Price, 1992, pp. 7-8). T f1uld, £ 1 ¥ N, Noelle-Neumann 2543 % L 7z,
public D—2H, “oBOEWKICEYT 3,

(252)



# 2 BI04

% & 3 & (unpopularity) 12X ABMEIC L - T, BAGHEE BT
OBREBICERL, Lidr-7T, [ADH (public eye)| ZHIET 3 LS i
BB EERT S, kI, BABBIELECERT 3, FRHE R,
B - BRBAR 0T Z3BLDERED public D=->HO Bk & il
ERL TV,

Noelle-Neumann 13, KEBEOWIERE - BT LA L WS I
T, BECEREINWAMACEELREE LHHL, Lk
D3 T, HimicBid 3 20 AL D4 15 EZE D T public DELLTEY
MEERER SN TE 2 LERHLTVWE, LbL, LR, ok
public D#£LEENERE, ALk ->T, |5 OREN, HESHK
& (sensitive social skin) DT, Z# L T, 5 OHESHIME (social
nature) DB TR SN T X EW L FET 3.

PIE®D & 575, opinion & publicOEWK%ZE% L /21&, Noelle-Neumann
i3, HERICEET 3, HrL WIRERNERICEIO AL, Z0id, HimE THE
ADS, Irictd 28 AR, ABEMIERHETE 3, mEHA
Va—itBd AaERTH 5] (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, pp. 62-63) L9 5
bOTHB. UL, B, HRcBdT 20k mERRE, kA
BRERPHEFT 2EAKOAERATE S, LWOHREBAL VS,
% b, Tonnies 75, HHAMHESEROK L LRE— % b, BEHEIR
(solid), IR (Auid), # IR (gaseous) DIREE—DHUTFEAET 5 &~
CEABIHT B E, IREROWBHE R HAWKRIRTH ADHEET 5 &
W9 ZETH B (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, p. 63).

Noelle-Neumann (3, BROSH XL L TV AR OHEIHITT & W
HEZI, M) EWHIREXY [BERDET (climate of opinion) |
EVWHIFEROPICEISEN TV A LIERL, (HROEIER, 3IClD&
HBBROELICHTIRIETH S LIEHLTVWSE. £L T, TOLHE
BISIcHT 3B R, Zo0v —REBLUTITONSY, Thid, BEAD
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REBICHT 2 EBNEIERL, <R« AF 4 TEBUCEIRECET 5%
HTh B EBRXTWVWESB, Noelle-Neumann (1973) 73, [FRFIIL < R «
7 4 TSN D[EFE (return to the concept of powerful mass media) ]
LFERTHDIE, £, TOLHIBAVYFIRIORTHS., DFD,
(274713, APERBELZREG K MHET L2 >0V —20H
D—D2THbB BHEHDH B AT 4+ 7IIEE L FELE (words and argu-
ments) 2D Y ¢ —F V) A+ EZDOUIBEZHRET EALIEL, L
BT, HRBARBICEELEZ, &4k, BT 50, VO HERICEE
5% 3] (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, p. 200) D T&H 0, [AAXEHSOE
BBAF 4 TR TEBFSINTVEILEMBET 520, BMACHETE
BA2kn 3BOoEELERTH 5] (Noelle-Neumann, 1993, p. 201) @
Th 5.

2% D, FHEICE S &, Noelle-Neumann (1993) ic Lk if, Fx DE
HEATOMBEIRFICTR « X F 4 TOFEBEZIT A, Z0LH BERE
TOREY, EFISFLESOERZE T, H50iE, EBRT B, &
WOIKADS v & ==Y F e T3 a=l—va YOBIERET S L
WHZ&ETHAE LblL, BREELOHRIAHINEES> —DDY —X
ELTA VI ==Y F e TIazh—Va YDEEL, £04 v —
N F e DY azh—vavitk-THESNALBRELE, H9°L
b, PR AFUTREI>THRINWABERAELE—BHT 50TREL
(Lenart, 1994). Noelle-Neumann (1993) & [Z“Eo0EHREE T (dual cli-
mate of opinion)] & WA RET, D ORI Z0FEH A2 BRXTWH
5. LT, #OX51EES, EROEREOETIZRIEXN 5 (Lenart,
1994). %0, BRELOARRZ, BOTR « A 74 T o DORBICK
55DTREVENSTETHY, A vy ==V FNeTla=h—
Va v iOBRIIBVWTOIERA B ENTE S,
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D& IR OB ER T LT < offHnsfThoh, /., 20
HIERRAE L £ 9 & 2% OFTEMITONLDY, £ (2001) DL Ea—
KEdE, COXSBHEOIRTHENER (dominant opinion) % H1E,
TE5EPERDOERICEESEZ 5 L5 Noelle-Neumann D EiE 3
WEES N 7chs, = OHHBABAMRIZESH - 118,

L>L, 2oL BERELTOMR TS 28812, £CHEH (plura-
listic ignorance), #5142 %1% (looking-glass perception), =& %8
(third person effect), &S E (false consensus) 75 & QIR H & 4L

i, MERERGER IS %5&5%%%@%&LTA%EEéMTM5
(Glynn, Herbst, O'’Keefe, & Shapiro, 1999).

4. FHERIKH > T IEROBRERNESTIVOKIR

Plto@m#nroRa s, BRI 20ooBEHREc3EED
V—RAELTDIRA«AF 4 TEL VT ==Y F VeI ah—¥g
VRELDTEETHYD, Price & Roberts (1987) 2Mf5HL T0Wa X 5
12, 20500 ESL L bHRARICBVTRROPERLWEETH 5.
L»L, SEETCOWRBHETR, 0503 azr~Yay e/ —
R &I EEE I, FERIRNIICHRE X N T = /o (Katz, 1995; Kim, 1996;
Lenart, 1994).

HHROKGERLHHE, Z0oBMUEHIETSHS S (Glynn, Herbst,
O’Keefe, & Shapiro, 1999). Hﬂ‘ ERE OB E & RO 15 WEERR T E) )
BWHEATIREV., BLAENRAADBEDI I IKEZ, LOLSITHE
fERL, YOX3KBIEMNAB DA S OFTHEMLL T Dk, &u
5, IEEICSAF 3 v 7T, REFEETH 5] (Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe,

4 O EEHHNCBIL T, PR (1987, 1992) 2RI iz w,
15%~,m%®ﬁﬁﬁ ARG EHFEORTY — <4 FEEABVWAETFED L
— % Glynn, Hayes, & Shanahan (1997) 2R a iz,
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& Shapiro, 1999, p. 381). Price (1992) X 2 @ & 9 KRR OBEES o
Ya=l—vavBREELTHE(EL, MROT + X3 -2 « 7L (dis-
cursive model of public opinion) 2#2/r9 5. [HFEOFT + X3 — X -
TFVE, HmE, EAOCEBKFIETEIny, FmLwFEEL
HIHWIEEY) (public opinion is an emergent product of debate and dis-
cussion, which cannot be simply reduced to an individual’s thoug-
hts) & L CEfiEd 52D TH 5] (Kim, 1997, p. 49). :@&5&&%2
EEEZIEA 5 &, T3z A% ORIOHEEH, 2% 0EtH
DEELTBO, LkdsT, ﬁm/ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁhf4yy—N—yf
WedIa=h—va vBERLSEKRERE L IS, Lal, TER
DIRY, & ZA DB & —iEHT 72 B (the most common grounding for opin-
ion development and change)| (Glynn, Herbst, O’'Keefe, & Shapiro,
1999, p. 409) TH B HEAMDO=EE Lt OKE, &% THRERE
BlcBWThE hEHSINEH - 7218 (Glynn, Herbst, O’Keefe, & Sha-
piro, 1999; Kim, 1997). Katz \FHERFIE, <X+ 332 =4 —¥ 3 VB
W, WMEMSEIEL THY, Licdi- TRESOSED RO T
LEEMBBE XN TV S (conversation is missing)| & 5#§ L 72 (Kim,
1%ﬂ.L@xvm@miﬁ RAROERICOER L TWVSE DT, Price
(1992) R EOELEEZ v .-, TCOXI HIEELZBLUTHAL
ROBE LT —~ 3, MRdEitiw #F RENERREERE L OFHEQ
BEE | (p.91) TH A e L, ok BEERIBREN—ETFHHG
OREFEEAORER I T2 LR L.

16 Glynn, Herbst, O’Keefe, & Shapiro (1999) 3T ROH DO HEHLEROLE
WENMTLEAEMEENLE L -2 EBRE, A V5 —N—VF e T a=h—
¥ a v OB (ubiquity) 5RO THE D, Kim (1997) 3, WEEES, ¥
IWHREENTW A ER (predetermined opinion) XL TE Y, HEEDE
Biicok s BBEREZREIC [5]|&HT (drawout)] KW THELREL TV
MmO THDEFERL .
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LaL, RIEIKE-T, CoLs n@mmRicsszibhni) v
(missing links, Katz, 1995) 2D R % 5 L&A 5 HELTOOL TV S
(B 2 1E, Kim, 1997; Lenart, 1994; McLeod, Daily, Guo, Eveland, Jr,
Bayer, Yang, & Wang, 1996; McLeod, Scheufele, Moy, 1999; McLeod,
Scheufele, Moy, Horowitz, Holbert, Zhang, Zubric, & Zubric, 1999 7%
E). 22T}, ZORENZSDE LT Lenart (1994) 2387R L 715
DIREHIFRILE 5V (total information flow model) ICBd 2 HES B
UC, HRBRICBIETR « X F 4 TOHREA V5 —¥—y F e
1a=ir—va VOREHKETEIHLVETFTVOEREFELTALD
(Lenart, 1994, pp. 110-112).

Lenart (1994) &, 3%, »2VEHEN I a=Fr—Y 3 vitEW
T, (274 7 ORI E S BRI R IRE i s T & 2] (p.
110) EEIL, T4 v ==y F e T a =k —¥a VOFE I
W, ZLTAF4 THRO7 4 vy —ELTH, WobAENKLTN
ISRV (p. 110) L LB 5, BistIEROKBSHT 7TV ERNR
4%, coEFv (@1 F, KEGRESICE T 2 HEROBENHNAE T
FYYTLEbDT, TNEA VT ==y FVIEEETLE AT 4 TE
EHRET AT LICHEL TV AEREERL TV,

9, ROLERNLLVEBLT, BROBANMRNE TV, EE
OHRDERHSRIE (A F4TEA VI ==V F T Ia=l—
Cav) BERLT, BAREESNSELS TEERLTVE, 0K
ST 4y ) v IR ERE, ks, EEDEHRLER
BEETBEACK > TUEE N, FREIC, EEROEAOREE, &
4184 (cognition coalesce) ICHEA B Z BHIc, BB _D>D7 4V

7 zhld, BERa=->0rai, %0, EARBOREE (person-to-person in-
fluence), EH L~V DEE (group level influence), BERA T DZE (opin-
ion climate influences) iZ & » THERI N 5.,
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REEOURD A LB v N
R
RA* AT 7
' ' MBS
BR7 1V — B EREL
v v ¥
NG PR HEHHEEEA
I
¥ ¥
MR B 3
BRBL
h 4 ¢ v ry
EHR T A VI — i ABHEE DR
yalFr HI%
FoHIN%h R
¥ ¥
BEERT)R

X 1. KEFAEZRICB T 2 ERMOBEHEN (Lenart, 1994, p. 111 £ 1)

F— (B —REBHLE 74 vy =) ZRALKEINIEL STV, &

DX D IEHFIE E HIZRIOH T 28N S8 IL, BEEROEEZREtT
3. |

COEFNVRE, BERMBLROVBBMTA2F+ v R—vid, BEALD
PRITE - T, BEMIERINE VI EERICESVT W3] (Lenart,
1994, p. 110). i, (TR « *F 47, TOLIRAHEICBVT,
ZD &S BIFEROREMICEER Y — X TH 5] (Lenart, 1994, p. 10)
LietEd a0, LaLl, TRESDOMOHEE IZE-T, TDEFIVI,
A vy ==y F iz (IFERD) IBICEIKFELTVWS, BRI 4
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V) VT ENTHEEBENRISHT 5 2 71 T OREEHSILT AR
BAEML T 5] (Lenart, 1994, p. 110, FEWMAIZERIC X 3 B
D). FLT, HETAF 4 TEBEOA vy ==V F T 4 VY — I,
=DODRIEBUNVTEET 0, ThoRlRBEVWELEKXSGEh3b0
T3] (Lenart, 1994, p. 110) £3589 5. o0, HARIOHRIZ,
EH 51 F I X s imBsncEHTHY, EEMWEERR, HSicsid
5 E R T (societal opinion climate) ¥4 + I RLDO—DTH 3. T
T, A*T4TRE->TIEHBRELE, 1 vy—"—VvIFne-aia
=r—vavZBUTHEHRL, hBROBELIEE & 5. R, REMN
I EEBE L (alternative opinion climate), 2% b #iKic B iF 3= HET
(local opinion climate) i%, A, Z L CTEEMHEEFRICL » CTEHELE
h3 LT B20BERLTRZOHESIIBVWT, 25747, 550
A VI ==Y F eI anhr—va VITKELTWVWED, ZOWE
BELZDHRTEES v vV R—VICBT AEED Y — I 5,

% 2, Lenart (1994) &, MEMOMBEHITNETFNVE, —BAF 47
DHRTF v vR—UPIhE 2L, 2RI Ia=r~v 3 VilliEE,
F4T, A vy——vFVHAEH, %Ll TERRLTOESOHEEIER
ELT, mbI{HS(bTE 5] (pp. 110-112) &Fikd 3. £ LT, &
D& HIEFE Y — 2%, F v v~— VHRED EAGEE LT, HE
W & 7o (RIS ER 9 5. | |

Lenart (1994) i&, HoOWMFEOHT, BROBEHIFRN & WD XARDOH
TREMTONTWIRWAF 4 TEAL v F ==V F e T azl—
Vg VOBGEHIREICERT AR, 7Y a=r—v s vOREELER(L
THEIEMTERVWERIEMCERATS. 2 LT KL, HOWERRBIA
HIZBEIIC T AR R« AF 4 TEA VY ==Y F e L a=h—Vg
VORECBT A LD TH BH, T, MOFEHICEBWTAERIL Y —
AMEMERAZRRY 5 EFET S, oy, [HEKR, 1 vF—N—vF
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WISIERRIE, CDXDEEBONTENLHEICL T, #7414 7TOREEE
MR LIRS, HbH0iE, B LichBDILIDTBHIEMBT
&5 (p112) WS TETHB, Fi, B, [ v F—r"—vFIig
BMDRTE LV, HERELTBY, £LT, #5747 LRI
Big 5] (p.112) EWH T EEBPALEMNS, [BHELRA vy —¥—vF
v — 2 h 5 DEIRIEED, EROMRICE T B2 71 7 OEEDA
VY ==Y F e I ash =Yg VILKATLERLICIELASNS
EWVWHT &R, BB a=r—va VIBBOBMTS 1+ 3y v 5l
BAEAYT 3] (p. 112) EERL, T4 74 7 OFEAFBROBENVRN
DXROFTIA LD ETBEOE, A vy —3—V FNILHEORL S
LAV SRR, FLTEROH A F a0 TS LRI, HokE
BEED/NY — BT AN NE RS0 (p. 112) EnwH T &
EZRU®HET 5.
£/, RLOWHRMEORNOFTEHT %I &Id, Lenart (1994)
DEDE DI, AV HF ==Y F e aIazh—g VOREELY
R e AT 4 TOEEN, LT LEBEETIOTIINL, BREIEA (inter-
play) ¥4 & W5 Z LIERLT, FOWMEROHEEH T FLVOBELR
AL EDLILIKFEESYE, HZAIE, Berelson (1952) MR L TW 35
£ 573, HENBIEFOREIREEREZIO ANT, BiHEESRICH
e AHEHEEDEFNVOEEARAASA TSI ETH B, £OHFT Lazars-
feld (1957) 28¥645 L 7o & 5 iz, R TR 12 e & KEAEPT SR O Fhic
WMo ANn&LS T aRABBENTVSY, FlE, BEREFFHEONL
{## (publicity) &HiRM: (civility) OBBRZBH L, Fhicxd 2 #81ET
BB TR 2 1R/ L /2 Park (2000) ORF%E, #EEREEZR, ~IHLHE,
—R AT T, AVI——YFNeala=F—-var, BRE
B LT, SIOBIMRERRIICIER X5 & L Kim (1997) DI,
BERDE (opinion quality) &\ ) EEHZEEICT L TERL S ) —
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(argument repertoire) & WIS TEIFILE 7T 7 o — F 28 A /- Price
5 DS (Cappella, Price, & Nir, 2002; Price & Neijens, 1997; Price &
Neijens, 1998; Price, Cappella, Nir, 2002), ZL T, I a =75 1+ O
EhS, A vy ==V F e TIach—Yavdoa—Re X747
MAOHEEH, £ L TENPBIESINIIRETEELBL AR LL
McLeod 5 @ BF%% (McLeod, Daily, Guo, Eveland, Jr, Bayer, Yang, &
Wang, 1996; McLeod, Scheufele, Moy, 1999; McLeod, Scheufele,
Moy, Horowitz, Holbert, Zhang, Zubric, & Zubric, 1999) i3, <o
DOHBAROFRAERLTVE E VS M TERICET 3.

DIz —Va VEIIEORRR I 2= — Vg YIFENHT L WA
Fa 7 OHBEE LT, EELALIEERLTVWA ENVS Baran &
Davis (1995) 0fsfiz v 2 cd <, HREEEBILL>2H51 ¥
y—% vy M, O3 2= —va VIR EFERRICHBERTEASEIC BV
Th, Y551 LDEHAAZRD T3S, Glynn, Herbst, O'keefe, & Sha-
piro (1999) Mg L TVWAR LS, 41 v ¥ —% v POERIE, w2«
Yo —VaviA VI ==V F e alazh—Va VERUON
i, TOZoOBEDOMOE DEREFES LTS, ZOXKHE, 1V
G —N— Y F e DI a = a YOIKTH B ERFRFICTR « X F 4
TTHHBA VI —Fy NEFET L1DiICE, FTLOVIARFE S 54 o408
NETHD, FTCHRRIcA vy ==V F Ve 2 ah—va VORE
ETR e X7 4 TORBERRICER L TV A RROBEGHRNE TV
i, A v7—%y VREDKDHIFERBINTE . EOTIEEVS, Ik
504 v —% v b TOWRERBEREMET S LT, FEEICEESHS
RS BRI 5 LR Tx 5, EBIC, Kim (2001) &, 1 ¥%—% v b
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