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Abstract

“Hostile media” describes a perceptual fallacy in which objective, balanced
news reports are perceived to be biased towards partisan interests. This topic
has garnered considerable research efforts in recent decades. The current
synthesis traces the history and development of the theory, including recent
thinking in “relative hostile media” as well as other multi-faceted research into
its cognitive, emotional, and behavioral effects. The factors that contribute to
hostile media perception are summarized, including involvement and its
categorization, perceived media bias, sources of information, and media reach.
Attempts to explain the causes of hostile media are also discussed, including
selective memory, selective categorization, discrepancy in judgment standards,
priming theory, and social identification. The article further suggests research
to tease out, broaden, and expand hostile media research in order to advance

understanding and theorization of this perceived effect.
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Epstein, 2000) - & #8 15 1% (1) P 2 1 & (Parenti, 1992) > 7 ] A4 11 % 14
FEPE (Black, 1982) %555 » #2 % Bilwm BB BT AE 75— > 2
3T I S A R T A7 A BRI B o A SRR B I R
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AR AR S0 S A R Ty T AR T R R PR B — R U I
S PR A S )~ PRARFOBRENL - N S RO S B T A R A R
AR BT AL > R T B R 4 BB A 2o A A DA R 2 X A ) AL
RO A W LR DB B S o 5% B BTV R B 0 =R A% O B
R B E GBUBARZ AAL & K AR) > BRSO (34 B8 o) A
IROR (M7 YR8 B IR C 7 A 1) o W ZHEESR A2 - [
HE A4 R | > B8 (RO I B 520 | (Hostile Media Perception) Mff /A~ J& — 7
A ROR - T — LA 32 R R A R R A 20O > Hse
Ll IE S N AR > T 2 AT 3 B A 2R 1Y AT (Gunther & Storey,
2003) o F SR BEA SOR  G o WER R B E PHE (Agenda Setting) ~ i 4
R HEE (Priming Theory) ~ BEEh IR (Media Persuasive Effect) 5% >
IR 75 S AR HE Y B0 A 2 A B T U A2 AR R ~ IR AT 2 AR T
TE 1) 4 B o TS, O 6 i U)o 7 25 2 S S A P R RN D R s — 3R
HH— RINRCR -

(7] Al 3 — K - AR T P ) R R DA P 1 A
Tl Ay o O [R) AR BREERL B BIF 5 5 ik B D s AN ] 8 S AN AN ] 4R - DA
7is 0 Py 1) 8 R P LB o %P AR R S AR > Gunther ~ Christen » Schmitt
K Choi§s M ZEFEUMEMETRAR T ER T RAFAEERT
Vallone % A (1985) ) &% #i (Choi & Chang, 2007; Choi, Yang, & Chang,
2009; Christen, Kanouvakun, & Gunther, 2002; Gunther, 1998; Gunther &
Chia, 2001; Gunther & Christen, 1999; Schmitt, Gunther, & Liebhart,
2004) o FLIIRT T A e B IR SRR IR M IR B ARG
OB > S Sr 35 i BLE i ZUAE 28 B RS TBLE A A B BT o WE
R BT L 22 B0 AR P 3 A AR 3O FEE RS IR - S A
T8 R e Uy T AR OR AR 2 A A F o BETT B R A 2 O B Ty -
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Matheson Al Dursun (2001) £ %} 1994 4F i $i7 2478 4L T B VE FH A RO 90 328
BT ZE M AE RS N RN ARAE 25 BB 5 5 Arpan #l Raney (2003) &4
B R AT T B I T AR T BREK A 7E R ER Y £ 5 Hoffner #1 Toohey
(2007) B 1A 2004 4F- 3 [ 48 %t 428 S WF JT B B T LR A R B
& o RS R IT A B GBS MG F B 7% © Hansen 1 Kim (2011) ¥}
34 TE RS I B BT 10 45 G /0 A 26 B R I HE A B A e — MRS B A7
FER ~ HSE R (r=.296) M B AR > 6 B 76 B 46 BUR S0 - S Al
2€ ~ ALE I - RBCENT - BE BRES 2 MU B TS -

70 T ) TR 18 T R AR R P A I AR R -
2000 AFACHE > BT A 7T HILBE 22 1 BRI VE A A S 5 0 IR A AN 2 KR - [
B HEAE P EEEERRE 2 > R BHEE L2 g -
TSI B B H BB o 10 > Fox News 16 £l 37. 2 4] B ER 72 1L
SEMR) LY o N R A 95 B R RN I R Y Z1 Bl B &2 (stereotype) ©
W > ¥ A A ) B R AL T B R RAE o R RE R 2 R T A A B o
B BT DB s RS - BN - MR A
KREBEMSF MELEEES - EANAMGR - RREBLEHS > K
Z BN RORERE SE R 00 5BE o M SRFFRE A — e 0 BB K
W B — W SL B R R A o BB AN BEA R T AL SRR
B o Bl 2 T A A R B > SRS A T 35 1 IO R SN A A 3 3 ST K R T
T o R R O AR R AR AN ?

MR E MR E - MEN R ZE S E M - Gunther
Christen ~ Liebhart 1 Chia (2001) &8 £ > /i BE#3 N 2 Sr BL A > ¥ 57
By A S B T 2 AR SR S I A SN o p LR R S e I
Ao AR T 197 T I R 1 T 7 6 ) 9 K 1) T A S 35 114 R R A R
A ELEU ) P R 3 o Gunther A1 Chia (2001) S-S 75 S5 ) R0
B 2 B B B A T R B A o T B IR B — e i
WAL > HREE 5 IS RO R SR B IE A E B o (H SRR R A i
M REE R amE . REE GRS ER a5
B S5 R) Bk ) TR T R ORS IR] RN ¢ SRR O R A IR R 2
B BO T HGE A 5 RO RIEE B I U B o B
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C 77 0 IR B0 o T 0 R A AR A 10 JB R 4t S8 1) 7 ) 1) 4 BB (G
ﬁ%ﬁ@xﬁiﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ LR IR R AN A C 07 1Y) A 3 A 1) 1Y
o3 1B (B8 J7 8 58 27 L 68 i 1) — 7 - (H 3598 A 1) 9 SRR A B RS
[A]) o AFLLAY &5 S 1R B H BLFE Choi 1 Chang (2007) — A £ /2 15 % PR
B [ R & VR TR A o SR T R R R
RO > AR SRR R A R WO R B O AR A R Oy
ST 35 WU () SRR A R ST AR A T L o R B U 5 A 56 4 O it
R U O — 1180 R 200 SR A e Y 3 A 5 — 1080 R A A SR B 1 3
A I > Hwang %6223 (2008) 12 H > FlCE: 88 8% A0 1) BRI IF 1 e
WATERB ERw AR EE - T A 8 Bz By TR B B e
77 55 ) W 25 B ] (Hwang, Pan, & Sun, 2008) ° (€ FiE 6 48 34 5 21 4H 3
AR, U0 P i 1% B R MK T % 2L B FH #0 [# (Guinther & Chia, 2001) » iff
S IO AL R R 8 BB S R R RS — Ay — RBRE R -

BERERERNTEER

N R, S 3 4 R S T S Ry - S A AR N S
PR 1] (B3 AR SE A TR SRS ORI ) S A B R o
HOTEZ R R AL AR MR 5 1 B AR E— 2
Fy ST 35~ A5 B TR 8 21| 2 i (the media reach) ZF =K & o

B 2R AFE R (involvement) J2 HIUE IS BA
MEERERR - RV 2 B0 2 R RIR R B YR A AR |
AR ARE o W —SRERFA WIS - 3H > IRRJFIEEEE
(partisan) £ £F 58 25 B B 8 1] 5 S 3 0 81 26 52 5 3 7 B2 (Giner-
Sorolla & Chaiken 1994; Gunther & Schmitt, 2004; Perloff, 1989) -
i > Giner-Sorolla #l Chaiken (1994) 3} ji» I DA 187 %€ 9 #7 [ #c485 Jn DL #FF
JT o BBV T SR L B TEBUE T ARIR] B T AT R AR B AR Sy % s
O TEA R o ST Vallone % A 1985 MW FE 45 R - IR R B 1E
U A E B R SRR AR > BARE AR IR S - 5%
B0~ WESD - HES 0 AT HE - BEEBTRPRIRE
JE 1 2 P 1 AR AE R AT BGRAE E RRAR R BB Y — U7 > L]
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12 & 4] (Gunther & Schmitt 2004) ~ & % # 4l I BF 5¢ (Hwang, et. al.,
2008) ~ 4= EREARE [ (Kim, 2011) 5541 & 35 {F 802 A e LA (] BRBLUEG Y
N AR RR BORE RS o 28 R N B UR AR B B o TN ) 1 I
AR o

1% W 7T R [0 AR B8 e — 20 4 20 20 8 (B AH B 1 98 A (value-
relevant involvement) Fl %5 5% #H B# 74 ¥ A (outcome-relevant involvement)
(Choi, et. al., 2009) o {EEAHB A - T84 AP A (ego-involvement) >
J2 B\ A A A (BN A8 B (BB U0 B A4 8]\ 52 R] 252 (Johnson
& Eagly, 1989) > 2 A DA E FELA) B AL erf7 2 BlAt e iR 7
FIREHER 2 HHESE (Sheriff & Cantril, 1947) o &5 RAHBAME A RE 8 H—
HHS S B 0 1% R S B R N 1) B3R 4 (Johnson & Egaly,
1989) o ‘BA"Z BUEA (0 N SR IM AL & B 58 > WRFEFRm IF P e
REEF - REWPI R T W AL HUE BRSO Y5228 o Cho A1
Boster (2005) %% 3 iy AH 5 A 1 B i e SIS AN DI AR BR - (HLAI 2 ) s 28
TEEKIRAEE o Choi % A (2009) AIEEEL - EA B EAMBE AR T
N B SR S RN o (AR BRI 0 A\ TR B R i S 1) s 2
R o [ Ayia b A BR B AR A 1) 18 (8 58 R A B 358 R] 5 FE(EAH B
PR B - A A RICEE IR B R BT B o] A A S 3~ AR AT
FHIESEL 5 4 FORH B P A B I R B R B o RSB A
S H 7 A LS B S | B R - iR B O R B R R A P I R B
> DRI A A AA™ B 400 Y ] B P A 25 6 S o 0 P
P~ SBHE ~ RS 7 U IR LAR 2R (Choi, et. al., 2009) ©

B ZARE IR SEA Z B (prior belief) /2 5 28 Rl 15 A
R B R o %8 B [ e A Z T R4 A MBS N 2 2 S i H A
IR E R R RN > A 28 - A5 SRR A B A o R Sy TE B
HAE S - MR DM AE B AL > M2 AT ) T8 %2 f g
HAEFEEEANE - RERA - HUERE - MEEERS2NELERN
A o WU E IR — A5 B UK A SR AR - 7 AR AR AR
AEBRE IR BRI nO SME T A O B AU H A AR -

TG RS S35 0 2 M B0 SR B A S I O R Y R
fdi o B4 > Arpan Fl Raney (2003) i K £ A= B 5 T — 16 B i L T A R 22
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AR IR K A0 07 P PBCRE o AN () ) B B SR A A i RUR [ A B A
BT PR W R Ty R > EP A B - BEIEEE B ASIEH
AR IR (A AL 8 ZI AR S35 ) 7 AR T AN [R] A% IR e 280 - ok 3 3t
T T T S8 B ) R A R S R BN R A O Y o RO R AL IR o R
Hiu s R A RO A b o G R T IR BE AT S8 B g | RSB A 2 AR
RN T R E AR o Arpan 55 (2011) Y 5y —JEBFSC 85 B - #E
— R F R 1 78 i AV BUAR B L > ABC ~ CBS ~ NBC * CNN4§ U 5
B [H] 155 6 7 S R B N MR ) R R R KA IR E BN 5 VA8 Fox
News A 2 > 4 3 F 3 A F 2% 52 21 19 i80S /D it B 3 3 A (Arpan, Bae,
Chen, & Greene, 2011) o A 5, » #8575 0 2 AR B0 5 8 T AP A8
TR 25 ) B ) PR AR 4 o L i B b AR R L B 1 S A S I Al B R K
#2 M1 (heuristic perception) ©

HR > A5 B AR IR 3 IHUR I O 1 s B B R AN IR T AN
Il JBLE - Reid (2012) /#[F] — i ] e n e AL B SR 5 > — it o0
5201 A B AR AT o — A R Bl 0 AR B A ARSI o I T O
RRERT R - ANMERE AR B ALAR SR 07 3 2 07 40w BE > AR B
AN RS S RIE O Tr 00 B84 o o B R SRS U B AR Y
TG R R A A 2y I B TR] AL SURE (bias assimilation) > BPAAMAS Jinse 45
M Z AR LLH O O A AR S » T 2R SORILAIRLEE 5 & A F 1 1E 5
(Lord, Ross, & Lepper, 1979) o BB %5 £ B » %R & M s - SNER815
ST 5| A O SRR R RS BT | 8 Y A S TR] AL AR
PN SN A ERE R ERRS SRR AT VT

AR o I A B 2 B R RO O B AR 19 52 2 [F] &£ (Gunther &
Schmitt, 2004; Gunther & Liebhart, 2006) o 1 # | 2 J& & il (Media
Reach Hypothesis) 78 /% > A" 355 5 8 2000 0 Ja R B o 1L 48 e 8 201722 A
S S AR DI AR B - I R B s - AR SRS S Iy
Y U #3E © Gunther A1 Schmitt (2004) 5 9 41 B B 3t 52 BY 5 7] — 16
M > Horb— Bl o B A B R RAIR o 5 — 2 R Rk 2 R
ELLEAE ST o &5 R ART B i 5 1 8 00 TR i R 2 e R B A S O - AR E
AR S o RS EE BT BT NN B S O R R o TEAILRREE T - AR
JIt R i 2122 0 25 0 AT (S 7 H 50 288 T 7 R B AR VR S o (R > —
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T LRG0 G el RS O HRACE h STOHE RN AL € 20 ARG BT R R T
R 5 AH R A NEEBE T Y B A VR S R PR /)N B R >
BB RGN R 5 I8 - B R OIS 0 4R RO INS T R SE A 1 T
b (Gunther & Liebhart, 2006) ° Schmitt % A (2004) 7£ 5 1 48 {21 1) B 53 0F
FRFE B EEE > ARSI B T BUE RO BB AOR > KB MR SCHIEE L
T S RIAL - BB % 3 S g R 1) A R AR AR SO S R A R B O
A5 B - I HLARER A A VR SR M ] H 2 1Y (Schmitt, et. al., 2004) °

RS IR B2 PR RO T2 AOHE 1 A 32 S A R

TR T A ) A A 7 NP 2 A N ST 85 T S A 1 781
i 5, > 100 i ] A 25 A B R 5 B M L o T R A S R T AT 1 T
AR il 6 TN 52 RS B o 1 TR 6 P A AR DA > B R B R
U B 2 ) AR R R — R A R - REUEWEREE - BET > BEE
FEI 5 (Theory of Information Processing) ~ & A0 #H i Al A & B {7 21
7 (the Social Identification Theory) /15 2| 5 2 58 ] 1) — Rl A R MLy o L
s {5 B P 2 PO I O P ) A AR A BRI S o Bl A
RSO 3 PG 0 P R T B 2B B A U R S R A S AL
B S {53 B i F) 5% R 18] SRR S B SR PR 0 T — A 2B R AE 2 o

5 R PP i ) R R U 2 RS BN A R R o U R
IR A R 7T 22 S BT 5 X 5 B L ) — M A5 5 I Rl L R i 2 - 3T
R BN B HMETE X o 40 3 72 S50 A BB > S22 5 B
A P A AR S B O R A R R R o B AEREERRA
A, TG 11 o R ] DR 938 PSR BE I (selective recall) B A9 M DL R - 5
T Fife A )45 BN IRE - B JIR o B 0 ) 7 S 4R PR ORI S B O BTN R
f4 5T T T 2 45 R 2 BLIR L R T AT B B9 B B (Arinyato,
Hornsey, & Gallouis, 2007) ° 5 2 > B JK 5 B 8 m) i st (5 B B A
R PENE o fE — Bt E B BT A5 BRC iR B Em A HEZE o il fn 3
A PR PG T E RR A o SRR A AE 1 B S Y B T AR AR R AN
HEAFIARE - DR > BT - BCER - Z5RME BT MR i =
FERE ~ iz i 45 T R 0 UL PR 5 B8l A R A 7 v P A TR 1Y~ M BER ~ ORR
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SRS (Lang, 1990; Lang, Newhagen, & Reeves, 1996) o & [ it T w2
H5 (Theory of Negative Memory Bias) #—25 R B » 45 B HE 4 1A
2 T S A [ R RN RO AR ) e AR R TS A N B E S R
i [8] 18 1 5T 1% B8 /1 (Beck, Rush, Shaw, & Emery, 1979; Ramel, Goldin,
Eyler, Brown, Gotlib, & McQuaid, 2007) > #& Al Bk I T 15 58 14 B A
J M B RO R B o SR > 424 Fh 1k o 7E O G5B S0ME 19 AR R O O
W SRR E RE IR AR B R RRE 2 SR AR MR RO AR ) 5 EE 1Y (Giner-Sorolla
& Chaiken, 1994; Schmitt, et. al., 2004) ° %& AJ RE¥S M Bk 5 1% ~ BB
R~ R BT WU - AN > 22 SO AT I BB A R LR e
—BOCF SRR H > PR A RS B IR PG| A 4E Y e
77 18I 19 22 7l (Schmitt, et. al., 2004) » WHERINKRAS Bl A & » H 5 SH
A BE H A RO IR A R g RN A G R o s B
i 2% 1E B B AR A R B B R By I o At Bt R e R ) B L e
A AR A5 R, o T IR LR AT A5 SN DA 2 o 4 E KB R AR
B 15 B A [ BRORS B > (R S AR e mT 9 {5 2 A0 T AR E 2 UK B
PERT S| BEROIR B BT TE - BB SRR - Bk '
B 3t 5 45 Z2 A8 0 T I AR R > T e Y i I s R A e [ R T R I
BEARE AR -

B 73 45 PR SO AR 25 D) AH B 19 I 428 452 M B 08 (selective categorization)
B AAP fil 200 E RERCARAS B RS - AVARYE B C 057354 T A Y R
FEFSE o (K% Turner 55 A (1987) 4L & S Bl 5w > MM % A% B 3R B
ARTE R RERE > 7 Bt A\ 338 SRS B AR S I B i
1M LA B & £ 55 E fin DA 3 B (Turner, 1999; Turner, Hogg, Oaks, Reicher, &
Wetherell, 1987) o %& Fi#1 €L B K 22 0] DA A R A XA b 170 28 45 1 iR I
JIT AR SBO HOE ERE URE o TE — TH B & SRR IE R R 2 Y 1 B R
1> Schmitt 55 (2004) 22 5 1) SR F RO 38 TR T IR — B SCF  wifh
Ml B SR IR TLIE N 25 - I S e N A MR (B 3 A B
1) MUASTRE o G5RF > B0 8 B A R B BRI T
T S 22 ] > L 3 R €0 R TR 14 ok 2, AR R B B 4 £ G B A 2
Fi— 1 H F| o & — &% - 7F Gunther Fl Liebhart (2006) * Reid (2012) %5 £
HWWEFE A5 3] T E R R o
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55 = REAE B R B PP K K B 1Y) A [] AR YE (different standard of
judgment) o % B RE G > 37 By wlF R O B B R R ORI
MEER R > (F 3 B R B R ORI Y A 8 T A MR £ 23 57 (Schmitt, et. al.,
2004) ° — AL - AME B O E R EEB AT AR E RN IR -
B R R LR Y 32 A BT B HOR Y o A Bl R A R
TR AL R Ay - RESHE R - sE R A R A A - MR M
2B A AT B R B o R ) AR R B B I L3 (Arinyato, et. al.,
2007) o BLiE i B — 2 > Giner-Sorolla 1 Chaiken (1994) H9 B 5% % B %2
AR AR PR R S (LA 51 T i i 2E ) 1Y) 58 [ Je i i g J e L R
LI HE I LR o [ 5K R I R S SR vy > A AT BB RR A B A
A i 5L o Schmitt 55 A 2004 4F B 48019 BT FE w8 B 1 9E — B o At 3%
B ANl S R A DA SR R R R AR SO T A B A R
SELVE R 1) J R A7 B A A IR B Y R R o MR (AR MR Y
N o A A] e BE R Y E R o

B R B G SR AR S i ——— T A R R R 1 2 Al
EN S 76 S I S e R VR D - a2 PR 5 AMTEHE B BT R
BOZ TR AR AT Y o AH R » K2 R > M AR 48 fe i B A5 5
(information frequency) 1 / 5 5 #7 & 1 {5 . (information recency) fF £
G B R IR - 75 2 B A A5 B R LA B0 T8 SR A R R R
w7 B A ) B A o B — R AR RO IR > BEL RN 2 ) T B A
i B A S e B ST A o EORT RS B AR R I E B
1 3 VE (salience) ~ Fe 4T i P9 A5 S LA H 42297 M (accessibility) # A% 5 16
FROVENES > AR e e e o (AR B M I AE G S A A G
Hifs BRI E 2% HESE (Anderson, 1983) ©

L 3 S R ORI Y 20 AR D SRR i B A A
A1 BE A JE PR ST A JE TR0 25 T o o B > 8 T S B 2 1R LA R
PR RN > E b [l | T MR A R 5 5 1Y JI B (Weisbach,
2005) ° AN > Fox News J& 3 B 22 AR A BLRL (19 R <57 T 28 WAL IEHE -
B2 PR — 15K B Fox News 58T ] IFF > 58 [ AR U5 516 17 7 [ TR 2 A
ZRABIE BRI RS o MR L FTRE 2 00 B 200 D SRR - A% 1E
BB RSFIR Sy )~ TR F2 8 | 55 A5 BB B AR - I i e A ™) B

197



198

EFEAEET) - (48) £ 228 (2012)

AP AR 22 ) RN T R ﬁkﬁ%ﬁ%j%%ﬁ%@ﬂiﬁkﬁﬂﬁ A
S O RREN o A AMAR 8 75 L8 T8 SE T B RS R A5 BT Rl AL 1Y R
BRSO IE SHEME B N AT 2 T 45 A 1 HI BT (Giner-Sorolla & Chaiken,
1994; Schmitt, et. al., 2004) °

Ariyanto %8 A (2007) —JH & 5 JE AL M B BAE DT S8R B > R
AP I I AR A 3R A ) A e — 2 B R AR (Republika) B8 B2 i bk # 4K
(Sara Pembaruan) > & /3 58[7] 58 Z1 E’J%E‘%ﬁzﬁ@%ﬁ?%ﬁﬂﬁm&ﬁ&%a
TR R - &0 sl IR 5 BT MM EAZ [ -
—B TR EL > EHE N AR R T M B O RS R 5 (A
WESE A Z IE R s BN . o 2 R BEOR B A Sat B
P o IERIISE A Z RERE T M BB R B R R B A s - R
ARG A AR EE T o 1F U Giner-Sorolla A1 Chaiken (1994) T
ARE RS 55 K 55— O Y B IR L B & I AR E N A TE IR R -

H A i R A B 7 IR A5 B B 42 M (information recency) 3 it & 15
HE IR Y R 2B o G Rl AR B G — R B A TE L A B HE SR Y
Rl AR SR R S IR R R RN U IO G IR S R I R R
HIR 2 o

BB > AL e B O PG AC 75 B b MR T R I Ak AR Y TR
JE#] o Reid (2012) 78 £ » (A5 . 0 33 o 10 Gl AL S R R 17 A
5 BAE BB R 2 R A TE SOB AR - (8 A 38w 523 A= i U5 50 DA
R o J LU MR AL B BT B AR RO - R SR AL AU AR 10 R
FIA C 77 B 75 11T FEAH B 2 L 8 10 8 22 B B0 5 110 5 SRR B A
2~ AR TRANBISE B 0 AR R] T 4% 52 2 Reid (2012) H1 G851 A 70 F 3
#fif (Self-categorization Theory) 48 i1 » AMHE A4 & 019 B TR B It
8 O b J R 2 R B

37 U R AL & B 3 B ER TR 15 TN & 0 R BURN ) BE T T HY SE
fil (Tajfel & Tuner, 1979) o &% 3 & 19 AT F& B 58 2 - [ B 1 J2 — MR 2F 1
SERIAEAS > WA ZEARE A oA R M AFAE o B 35 3 i JH H 22 10 A
WAL By > PR~ A EE - BRI ESESF o % I Matheson Al
Durson (2001) &85 » O3 0 B 3R E B2 N EART R - MM B
SR ) JA BE M R G B F AN B 3BT B 1) R ) R IR M B R o PR
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HBIHCER R  2A m R TR AR A A R A
bl T SR B B A 5 B N 1 N A I L Ath B 8 Y (Ariyanto, et.
al., 2007; Vallone, et. al., 1985) o % /&% 45 Ml BEAS AU AR IR © A%
B FHE i e EBUA R A Sl 2 B AT o B > AR ] ¥
HOEERER B 2 A FA C I (Reid > 2012) ©

ONAF P9 58 260 At A L T 7 T B 1 6 6 R R T A M B DT AR R
Turner S5 825 58 2% > N\ 4 it BRI o 76 B 8 1) R A0 465 M O 5 — B 2 Al
& 500 BT BN AL € 5B 0 8 5E AL (Tuner, et. al.,1987) o & fl [ Fo & 1Al i
IR NMRREN B R SRR - ARE R o FEM A S
FErp s NP SE AR 0L B R o M A RRERR [ T | > A S AH L 1) B A g
AR T | o AAMAKSE I fe BE S 1 58 0 KB F I 7o 36 - o
A& > NP3 A A S R R ) R R A S — ) i K PR b i (s L L
ELASHE T 1 (A BB AT ME 1)) GRAN &S SR AL A AR - 5 e (PR B (A
DL B 0 ST IR > AP {8 6 1] A 6 % AR R B A AH Y 45 1 (Reid,
2012) > BlcK R EERCE AL -

TEfE—HEZE R > A/ A 3R 1 Bk i > ALK B 00 1 s8R JEE A
A o T P R LA 10 R R AR A S A o DA TR R ) 6 [ B © Sherif
EN(1965) 58 4 > N AW ~ SRR HADE B0 REEEE LS T
= A A R R R T Ah o B R R — B 2 A2 2R AR (latitude of
acceptance) > — ffil 4 [ - 1€ (latitude of nonecommitment) Al — {ff 4 % 2
£ (1atitude of rejection) ° {7 ETEREJE A8 Hr (1 BT BE A B P8 T HonT RE B
SEIRFNEREN A 7 o AN A F s F A AR S 6k
AT RS > it > — oA 7 NG A 4 AL 1 15 BB AR 2R 5 kA ST
il 185 148 J% 2 £% (Sherif, Sherif, & Nebergall, 1965) o H. 8 FI| i 1
BRI S > B BEIRE AR > (5 B R T REME s > A
ﬁ%éﬁﬁﬁ;ﬂ%ﬁﬁ&fﬂﬂﬁ 72 AR b VIR JEB M L R I R
Az R BRI TR - A BRIy ORI S A 2 LB
TR R 2 [T A M R 0 T LR ) S AE 2 o

SR » 1 3R B 1032 i J A 45 A 45 B AS [ i U A [ 4 32 ) R )
WA ~ AFHS - FRR ~ S8 BREE - IS - ARIMBEEEMHAAET A
FMES P LB ASARIR] o A5 A REHE R AR A R S AR
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JE o~ RBC Rk B0y AR IR TR > R Y T
W BE AR B B RYSORR /RO o BRI R B A B RE AR A B
{E(ELRE BV DD AR BE > 2 BEBURAY ~ AT Z Y ~ AR FERY o
i Bt > S8 S0 AT P B A 5 e B RS T 8 AR - S A 7 o 4R fh
77 ~ REUE I SA7 By 0y SO LAFRE 5 BAR 5 RH B 04 e e R3S 1 A 45
RABYEW A > RYRH) ~ AT 2 - T = A EER o FIL > A A]
DA 288 e 1 7o 25 A A 22 B N g PR Pl L > SIS 0 T R A B B B L
Feag R o

MEREBMENIER - AL - AOREMEFR{L

TE RO SR B e A 22 4 1 30 4R [H] > DFFE 3 I AddE — B AT T
FEZ TR > REOT LIS 2 B i A0 AL - AETRAL A0 A Ak = {8 75 T -
AL A5 75 B P {F<§Eﬁ;i b A A AP B A R DL A
e o3 P AR ATR G > 3 — 20 DA B 2 T RO B AR %kaﬁﬁﬁﬁ
m%ﬁ%xﬁl%ﬂ’]k{ﬁ?%ﬂ?ﬁﬁc? 55 3R % AU Y M TR o B AR A
R0~ A RANAT R RICR 5 SR AL R 4 52 OB TE AN R RR B T 8 ﬁﬁkt
Ao oV JEE B D[R D A

P L S L i 1) 400 AL 2 AEAE T ST B K o B e TR L L
1] ) 35 S, O L ) B 2 > 0 SR 1) T 8] I 4R (B s —— 2
G Rl O AR+ B 1) R A 9 M 0 R T - 9P AR AT Y 52 R
(R AEAERW A L) B3 545 5 A RS VR (SCFF ~ Wz~ OB 1Y
AR o ZYWT TR BUR - AN A ATR L @R > B8 8 508
BELTY o R 36 TR I B ASOE IS 5 B AFAE 1Y > o [ I P A28 23 ORI T
B o HUCOEBHOR SR AUE WO B R R —— R AR AR %)
WRER S 8 o AT LA 32 0 AURY (B (A BRI 90 AR &5 SR A B
PEWA) TP ARREERIANAL § 485 RIS 525 (e BLARRY SRy —— 3t
ST R B BHE B (RFRACIR vs AMERAC TR ) ~ BEREF 72 B (AR ELR
ERAAESC) 55 05 TR AT TR > Sl e b BRI R
EIE CRZACIE @I R i el

TS, O AL i ) A0 R AL B0 3 i ) 9 98 ) B =5 T 8 D7
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T o FiI 2B HTE sUB AN R g B ) IR R o 15 B B - 5l
AR P G A0 AL B B2 H AT 2 Bz BT B R R o T Ui R
TG AR T > — 2 5% B ASORE AR A BRI RORE - R H ] e
G RE > = RZAE TR AT BRI o 1 ARERERIE
TR A5 E 1 R B RN AR o AN TR > PR IO P R — {1 32 AR R
PG 10 JF G0 A Ak SR P o A% P B R Y R R B A el S A AR T
TR LIRS I B & o B T DA AR S D IR R U
W ST A o B g 285 U] A 2 ) v IR AL Y B i 0 A 8 5 = NSO B
(Third Person Effect) F17/T Bk i 82 i& # # (Spiral of Silence) ° Hij # 1) &y
Bk By > N 1] 7 B8 5 KA B G 3 At B At 2 G A B Y B T B
KIAEH OB O e RIS BB 1) BT R 2 o 5% M BRI 1Y) 2 52 AR BT
FOL I B O B NS 2 - 12— B RR A > AR B AL
B ) RN T B R L 5 D BOR g E M AR B R R - (8T A
P 7 AR R AT S R R R S AR AR 5 EUBL B Y 5 2 SR AT
HE DR EURE B 1) B AR HEA T B0 A W B ) BB 30 o o JHL i BRI U 1Y 02 32 AR BT
RS A SR B R e B 5 O RE AT BB o T v I 3 G 4 B
I P G 1) 9 A DI AH B o

BRI BB B RPN =82 - ()Z AR - 2) B
B Q) ¥ A AU R 2 o Gunther ~ Christen ~ Schmitt %5 51 2 £ 34 1) W 5%
R > MK A R T T A I 3 A A A A R B0 T R
(Choi & Chang, 2007; Choi, Yang, & Chang, 2009; Christen, Kanouvakun,
& Gunther, 2002; Gunther,1998; Gunther & Chia, 2001; Gunther &
Christen, 1999; Schmitt, Gunther, & Liebhart, 2004) © %5 — & i 515 =
RO B B A S 2 R o ARRIAY 2 > 55 = AROCR BRI 52 8 ) IR B E
A BIEES o = M BT R Y R SSCR R RE A R S R
B B T R R A0 5 B ) TR BRI SR 8 S AR - 2 A B TR R B
HE R ORI wd i o ) S22 o

wE— [ R B A e AR - BRI EEAL 5 () ZRET
NEIE - () RS - ) B KRR o [0 3k B I {1 e B
B 2N 5 [R]BE > 52 R i IR B 0 23 SR B G 8T R BT R B Y RN
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LG 0 BN - AR 3 2 R I A AR 2 a R BEWE S H Y
(Christen, et. al. ,2002; Gunther & Chia, 2001) ° %& /& E A &% L K H A B
BBEATHHE Y — > WATMEA S EEE > X R A2
FRGARGEE » E B AL TS 48 IR ¥ 22 (Persuasive Press Inference) Al H & %
I 385 (Self-projection Theory ) Wi i 8 S8 H S AR o ATE R84 - A
B R E KO AL e B LA B KRB () AR A A dL
iy B 5 HE 25 ] A0 — 2 (Gunther, 1998; Gunther & Christen, 1999) ; % & H|
A8 2 NAMFE A B 3 AL R (egocentric bias) 2 Bl &l o A ) i 140 R
BRI R A BB AT RS A C TR BB R R EE R - EE
(A~ A2 HE Y 5 SR N S B E A 1Y E 3 BB (Fields & Schumann, 1976;
Ross, Green, & House, 1977) o ‘& %2 Wi {ii B w45 P 7 FilC2E 16 8 S00RE 1Y) 5
SR P B AR M — T R A IR O O A O Y o
P IR IR 4 > B A S R B A A (A B A RR C
(Vallone, et. al., 1985; Perloff, 1989) 5 75— J5 i » 4% B B J& £ 5 B 5y
s e B R B O R BUEE A — 3> RS2 R R 10 19 £ 45 (Gunther &
Chia, 2001) °
R A AV B S S — R BN AW - 5 B R S s AR AR 2 T
SCRE > H M ARHSE 2 A% - T T R R S R A R AR B i L
Christen 2§ A (2002) 7£ B 2 1997 4F Teamsters Union (< H & # i 25 £
¥ UPS (& MBS AR BB LRWFTT > A§FRIERE — R ¥ i g 2
BLJA Teamsters Union Al UPS £ H BT > DL K BRI 22 S AR B 19 K 22 4R
BEE - B RY LM E T B A EEEAFRAC
) > Al IR RE 8 s 3 B Gy 2 B O BB — 30 o SEIG AR R R
B I 2B fm AR O > GRS SR T A S B > (AR R RR
Joy s e B Gy B ST 35 A — 2 (Christen, et. al., 2002) © %& —WF3 %M >
TEN IL B G BN P R > A > JCHR IR BB 1Y B 3R A SO AR
A T 2 I ORI F T B A 0 B AR B o A 1B 5] Marks AN
Miller (1987) BHiA B ST BURE R BT TE 48t AP T ZEH G ) — {9 ok ity B
iy SCRE DA O 3 [ O B RRBUET A5 O o 25— B B s By AR AR o T
Taﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁi/\éi:/\umz M DASE S T B ) G RO A L
B AT BE 3 AL AR S22 o Huge A1 Glynn (2010) £F3f 2006 4F 1 2 & I
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MR BB TR A > S T B FRAIR0RE A 3 A I B O AR AE A 3
L i JR R L ) (RS

SR > 3 ABY I TR T AR © Gunther 1 Chia (2001) 76 B
TR 75 I (B R S B W A A B ) A B S A R g ORI
IS 980 7 ] N 45 S T S B A 3 A A A B Y 2R (B
HESIKH TERENER > BB B EmATPEMCR - /EE R
¥ o 7 7 B T Sk MR R S L N L B e - fE— E&fi
HEE) T OB B A A B R B R 1 DT ER IR HE o Gunther A1 Christen
(2002) PR SR T AL SCHE T BRI &5 5 o 78 — &5 RUTE— e FEE I fe
TR B R B A I R R ¢ A 2 R R T R AR -
TETE 1Y) 78 25 0 [ I B A T BB A A A S B o 7 Rl BRI AR SR B R IK
TONAP S L S A ) SR 5 TR A R R KB AR AR SCIRE > R )
— e BT > FAMA AR H A AL - R R
SR MEE R I LAREA]

S B R RN 1) 56 BTN WA T R A A R 5T o M AR
A B SR AN LS S B AN R RR N - R RE S
5 B IE B HE o BRFNFIG AR RE I SEAT B R - (H B R B IR
AFREE > HAFF A IRe ] ~ FRBE - 5 5 S 00 S DL YR e ) i o PRI
15 AR M = — BUIRE T A NI FE At & BB 5T I 5 MR 3 &2 - R
IR SR 1 I 4 15 SR T LR A D B R ) > (L A R B
Ifii % 5.1 o Hwang * Pan fll Sun (2008) ZF 51 > A/ % 1 44 5L A B f2
FE R > B IR 0 R T 1 48 (media indignation) % 58 2 » #LAE 1S HA
B G SR O R S E TR AT RB R A BREE R C O
REMR = 40505 = 5 CHF ~ S BN ILEEAET A i DA A IE AT o Arpan Fl
Nabi (2011) #5B1 > #1574 = B fm A0 IR B 1 5 > AP gk 0 2] 1 I
HE A LB > T 51 B0 1 A1 46 (anger) TR o TEEE R L — MBI N €&
AR e AP BR B0 R 15 e - 4 R A G A B C i R AT T (5 R
T SRR o SR > — FL AR i Bl B A I 4 A - i T Bl el
MNP BRBUAE B2 () SR m > AR A AP AR C B R s I — i >
A FP VR Y I ORI > RIS B — o R B AR - AMAREE %h
TR B R R S i o S R R T RO R AR R
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T A I 8 R SR VRN AR 4801 T 2 S B 22 T R IR AR R A PE A o BB S 3t
1 ROE — R E R0 B R R B T B H A O IR
JRE v 17 R 2R 11 s 2 BRLAR SR R — (RN R A 1 S

NA 5 72 AR, A JES R 7T 36 Sk L A L ) B R T —
RIVAT B8 SR > F ol o T A0 1 58 = U R R T - 2
Feak AN > T By S R o AP AR AR R MR 1 S BB
HE B I R B A R B2 - Choi % A (2007, 2009, 2011) £} 8%
B I B R % LR R > AR AR AR R W
R 1y i o N R R 2 s A L By o R RR A TR DA R U T B
YU T F o SR E RS M YL o 8 — RS SR A R
Bl A S I R Y B > I R I S AT
FSAR > AR 1 7 S LA ) R A R A T B o SR o R Ry
Ty R ZEREIRIRE > 98 Ay AR FUBZ B BSOS, > SUE RR A
B3 O 7 WA HGS (Ariyanto, et. al., 2007) 5 55507 Rl 61 BE A Y 18 B2
U A R R RO o ST A0 T R S 1 2 R Y B
FRIA] > HEEH IS B AH AR A B 1 A T2 o Ariyanto 55 A (2007) $15f JEHE
BB HAER DT ITEE B > B 55 b 07 10 3 T S Ty o A 28
FELIY B e S 2 R S o 7 O R SRR T A R S A7 1) R T MR R
it IR AT JER A 21 W A B0 IR © Tsfati (2007) 81365 DA€ 51 (8 A% Bl iz 4
NS AT SR A o < 3 P /e BE B 00 55 S5 b (o7 2 R R B0 IS > [
RAR 5k 5 B BT RN ) 1 I O R RRRR E R NEE (DL A)
S ) ED SRR T - fh U AR O D B A 5 BERX (minority group
alienation) ° 1E# r & EAR HIE » WiiE —FR M S > BRI AMMEB LM
LB > R IR M TN 2 A b 2 B o i A T R A A IR
O R R PE T B Oy B R BT B - R R
TR I O AE T R R %O R

TR T A0 R 1% R ] S L, 308 25 1) 30 4 1 45 281 B2 28171 1 K g
B o HAT > BRI TR RIS I SO R A T W SR > LR AR AR
(Atkinson, 2007; Oh, Park, & Wanta, 2011) 1 B 5 &5 {4 - U1 8§ 3 (Choi,
et.al., 2006) ~ H B 5 2 iy 2€ F5 44 (U1 Matheson & Dursun, 2001; Tsfati,
2007) %% o TR VR R ELA SR 0 O I B B R O 6 LR R B
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ST A BTy > MR L 7 28 A0 S 1R RN A AR B R T b ST 35 38 0 B e
(Atkinson, 2007; Hoffner & Toohey, 2007; Hwang, et. al. , 2008) > A L]
M A 2 NS T 55 IR 38 S PR AF 5 QB > 2 5 B 1
R Y E A E 55 (Gunther & Chia, 2001) > J2& 75 FE 5 {8 F 183 R 12
(Gunther & Schmitt 2004) > /& 75 & & 1% M Jifi & 71k (Kim & Pasadeos,
2007) > & 15 MEH S B4 BE 5 A0 I BT 78 (Hwang, et. al., 2008) ~ 2= K 5 1%
[T 5 02 B AR R 2 A 2 U] (Kim, 2011) 454 « i@ B2 S5 AR
B R 5 R TR R BB S B R
Al RFFER AL N o 55 SIS B ST IR — DR AT A BIF ST AR - 28
SRR (3550 B AWFFE) ISR (LA B A FTHA JE R~ SEFE AL
BHAE - Wl e 5 n FE WA RE AFIRRITAR) SRR BB I - B R
IRy~ R B RE Y 2R ED SR 2 B BN B A 1 Y 1
B > BRI P 2 B B 2 Y 5 o N A o ] AR o

TR, T O A5 R T ) O O TR R o LMY B IR S R - R
PREGE T SCF R X 0 6k DAHT SR AR 1Y) 42 25 35 32 AR 00 IR S5 B R
DAFR A o BT 9T 55 JI 9 ) 2] 5 45 (Arpan, et. al., 2011; Hoffner, 2007)
70 H Bk 48 158 (Atkinson, 2007; Choi, Watt, & Lynch, 2006) » 3 #7E 8k
FEJE bSO T RV 2 R AR RO BT o Coe 5 A (2008) #E— 25
WHIE T AR EM B ERLET B 38 B 78 52 5 W ] 1 48Pk ot 01 55
E B — i i) e 907 T B L TR o A A Bl i D A S8 AT 1Y) P S T
o — B R A T T B > {EL B REAE AL EN B A B U BUR o A B
R BN IE R I — e B LA IE T S0 I SR B 5 E 3 R
i H 5 A 2 5 RITOR S I A IO - A A R A 5 S R T i E
SR Z R 2 HB - T BRI A0 o i H 2 L B Y
735 0 20 ) ORI AR 2 BB R DR SR BT AR o i BRI IR A L
S0 o B PR A ) T A B S A TR A R 5 o e — &5 R AE
Arpan 55 A (2011) IEERIF T R RIERAS 2] T 30 8F o

BT IO T ) TN R T R RO T KRB E
ST A AT (B 27 S i T O e ) R R AN R o IR B Sk ME T 5 [ K T
Fifh 2% 2550 TR A 0T R 1% 908 P 0 IO 6 T 100 BL B P R o TR LR
TS R R T[S | DS Ty o AR I I T R TR A
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HER AR RO IS S - IR URBEAN B E B A R AR 3
S I A (S A b K A M o UL o A% ST T I B O R
LG+ ASTRIAETHRY ) G5 S R O S ) S A (T R TR) 2 R A b B
MERI ST ~ A5 VR - P58 3 A5 ) O 5 N 1 B B o] > B A
LG > HRUE SO B U sl P I R S R g
IR ) (R A Ak )RR 2 R S A R 0 B
5198 5 o ] AR R (0] R R TR ) R IR > SR - AlE R -
BT T A SE 2 %E AR G R R R B T 9 R 1) S R e bl £
B I8 1 ] L o

B o 5 A TS 5 B P G VR A S R R P R R s RO R
B AR b B 1 S A R ARk AR 3 TR R B8 o AH LM
ANFEZBEATHVE S AL S - S8 A TEF 5 b — 1 bag A
S0 o AR A B O AN AL SRR IR o LA S R ARG o BRI RUR R
FE SR 5 SCAb Al E B A B M o — L B3 5 4l Ariyanto 25 A (2007)
R SE A A B HAERBTE > Choi 5 (2007, 2009) £2 3 &3 75 85
W B % TSR WA s SRR T B - 1l
AN o T T B S A A B R ) 9 M T 9T AR 48 18 B b > 0 Tsfati
(2007) #1354 251 5] 19 BT 717 & B () W 5% > Matheson A1 Dursun (2001)
DA 397 J8 BRI 1Y ZE T A R AT R AR BIFE S8 55 > B 2y sZ AR AEAS
[] SC AL R % 2 Se Al 2 [0 e AR o T SR B R o

H A2 1E > #EE R 2 R S O B U B AL MARE
TEAE S AL 5% 2 G 2 WF ST BLE R o 9 4 > 2008 4F Hh B A b 2 CNIN B
S DA A ] T b R AR AR R 4 T O IR AR B AL R B EN RS — T
T AN 2 7P 5 I B8 0 B Al 5 > 55— O T S R P o TS B S e T
ALY B L o P O BRI OK R Y R R L BN > T O A
2 DLHRCE & M 4 T B SR UM - B - AR A T
B o LB RGN BN 1 R RT F o B R TS S R O ST B T AL R
WEZ o DR > BN APy B R — S SR R L e —
P BE b 2 RO R BN ) &5 R o AT R R I ) F 55 2 ] R S R S R
M > A5 AR SCHE L e 2 AL~ AR AL AN AE fh b SF O T 45
gt A SR A BT o AR > W A5 b O I R Y B
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1140 2012 4F 8 Az 1 e 0 2 A 7 s SO B A A [ B
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S ML 5E o LA ER FLE TE RE 27 BT S O A R A R A
RO AR B BLATE 20 00 L9l DR o

RE R

S SO A (0] TR S SO Y A AN B o R IO R R F
R 36 TR B A SO B T R A 19 30 AF ] - LB i {1 e 4 2 A O A
PO PN R E FE LB TN — e 0 o NPk H WA (W
AFEEER AR LR A3 BERE ) e A 2 W (LR SZ 35 ~ R~ 2
L) R HUS BRSO R E A BRI R o AU T2 A AR E 1
5 SRR CREBVERCIR - BRVE I FIBTI AT AR AR > 4R
5 B P S 2 A B SR i A A S SRR o L TR R i R R B A A
S0y Bl G o B 5 A B BRI - RS AR DL g ST A AR A AR ) 2
Z ERE B RAGR AL TARER o MBS A R A
b B SRR TR 1 S B R DL R S L R s A A
(9 77 1) B e o Jy L > B3 T OE I R R > 1 B IRE A 1 R
B o WUR RO 2 SR AR B W 2 S o R R AN 2 S AL
Y o FAT > MOS BRSO AT T B R R R - ERRER RS
WS B T LA RBUR R o AR SURRRI RO B0 B o 30 4R 5 2 BLIR -
2 70 TSR S50 2 i ) 0 9 P (AR S PR RO MEZR > DM AR A 5 A 2 T
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