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L EAA17]

o] o]H]<x(Davison, 1983)2] A3R} & chird-person effect) 7Hdoll W=
AFEL vjan]tjo)rl Ul G8Ap Bie ERIAIZGHEAY A o & B
g ATk AZshs Aol Qo 1edt WP Ao] FFHeEE
7018 Bl 8Tl FES vlA S gk wlofulE oFe] B FAFUA ]
A L AP B3} 7PEE T 7R 84 o] Gl o3 ks
z}, 1999; Perloff, 2002). A A3} A7 7Hde] X231 8hol thg
AoE oo wEE AFEL vitiel} Ui} Rl of & JFE PRI%:
I KA AL B3} 2|2} chird-person perceptions). A= o] % Al3A}
&3} A|do] 83t AN Bl 3l FFE PIXAl Frke FelthABAL
B3 )< 3% third-person behavior).

At 209 Az A3} B 7S BAPHOE FL o|EFHo R AT
BA} Bhs 8 Aler} Slolsitt oleidt Alx 3 53] ABAL 534 X|Zio)
23S 23 ATES IA F ERE U B 5 ok AHE ABA &
A2+ ¥t Be o} A7l 2AMUE Aj Aol EAE ABA
&3t A7ke] 2R Al d B underlying process)oll U A=t F
%32}, 1999; Perloff, 2002). 2t} o3 5 7FsAol T I 249
AHEAEIS Slelshs e ohith 28lg o] F wRel ATEE AZ
o] dBH o] Aok wlo} stk fuishd, Axt &l HH P
AY ATE B3 wEA AR &7 Azte] 23 WASe] Ui FEH
Mg 27he 2 87) fhFoltiPerof, 2002). WhebA oj2idt 23 WSS
B} Aol YUsA BMIE AA B A4S dodle <
#AL olafisl=d] Ego] Fokal, Reid & Hogg, 2005).

o] EEL A3A} A A7) 2HE BF A AT TS A=
Hglo 2Ae] Aol theh Todsgt 8xie Azt date] BAIE AR
olF B3 AR E} Azt & AL ofsfEhe AL FHOE o
Al Aol AnE ww e Aol felwe AR B3 22}

(..
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3 S ARTAS e A0 BT, T3 S8xI9) XzthiRte] WA
(@, A11H Az) B A A ABA B2 2o} & G vl
Aoz Husje] %ok T8l of wWelsel AU AE Wold Wels
e} EAgETO) e BTE YAk of SToldE AZhAle) A4
o that Bodme} -8719)e] A1EA Azlel met 453 AR B A2
o] Zwr} 4-47e) BAwol We} olgA ZATEIIE PFH B 0|8
58 AR B Az 2RAQ AH BRee ArE 5713 dus
JAH Mol HeW & e 2AL RTA ok

2 AR w3 AZo] G AL 2

A3t T2 H2ke ARl i Blclo] k) THeh7koveresi-
mations; |, McLeod, Eveland & Nathanson, 1997; Price, Tewksbury & Huang,
1998), 82} Ao digt v|tjo] Fate] 4 7Hunderestimations; o,
Cohen, Mutz, Price & Gunther, 1988; Duck, Hogg & Terry, 1995), £ &
25 23] J3Kell, Glynn, 1989y & Aztolct. ol vltio| A
o ZL Foylol BHAE g WS Y -ATE B RaHu
ok AR E3k A FFE A ol 2ANIE AAF o WE
Baix A e Y53H1999) ZutEle} FH(Tsfati & Cohen, 2004)9]
Aol By o] HASL, 84}, MAR|, 2 AUl §H0=
¥7E o At

hERY] 27| A3AL &3} A2 Ape -Exte} xRSl S gEHA
th o]AL 7] 7N ARk Luk ARFE(, <A FRAAT,
Davison, 1983; ‘TH& AJHA}E", Rucinski & Salmon, 1990)0]2}1 dke @
A%, 2 Y5z AFSA] Gtk webd Al &3t Azte) AEE
42 A fAIx ] B4l oM AREE Aoz AT A
ATAME o] F 7] BAT FAY WISRto] AFWIIUH: <FE 1>



o YEh} Q= ANY £8x1e] S40) DR WASL S8R AR,
Yol m8GZE, AAFE, A7) vitiold] st eiw, A3 i Bl
o} BAE Folirh A, HlA|Ae] S47 Ad WlogE ABY 52
7AQ1A Z:olae] mAIA|] H]F S| (undesirability), HIAIR|S] 2] 72
o) 3330, HAR AL, AR o) DE), AR 22, AR
kel Yx|9l, thstuss B), 181 WIAIA 9] Etframe; o, AHS] 25 o
A8 Ax) Bo| Az ATl ol WASE U T4
o pAxoz A aAn Az dudvy U

<E 1> RpX 50} XZoll Fae 7ixls vl mE MY Hrel BF

o L}o](Rucinski & Salmon, 1990

o 9}&(Matera & Salwen, Salwen & Dupagne, 1999004 14y
o AW(Lo & Wei, 2002)

o M- 8-24=ZBrosius & Engel, 1996; Rucinski & Salmon, 1990)
o 247} Br1A A28 A%(Price & Tewksbury, 1996)

A

48X

EQM} o Zpo}EZ7HBanning, 2001)
=3

o T (&3] 049, 1998; Y5, 1997; Rojas et al, 1995; Tsfati &
Cohen, 2003, 2004)

o ult]ole] WA et YubHSl B E(Brosius & Engel, 1996; Cohen et
al., 1988; Cohen & Davis, 1991; Gunther, 1991; Meirick, 2004; Rucinski
& Salmon, 1990; Vallone et al., 1985)

oA A2 H]Z o AEhrE] - AHEY, 2003; 1Y HE2, 2004; Banning,
2001; Chapin, 2000; Duck et al., 1995, 2000; Eveland & McLeod, 1999;
Hoffner et al., 1999; McLeod et al., 1997; Rojas et al, 1996)

HiAIX] o T|A) %) 2] AE(Brosius & Engel, 1996; Rucinski & Salmon, 1990)

EM | o t]AA9) E(Joslyn, 2003)

o wjA|R] G4 hDuck & Mullin, 1995) ,

o WA|R] A AAL, 2004; Cohen et al, 1988; Gunther, 1991;
Meirick, 2004)

xjzt | o ARNE - ALEA A7) E71(Cohen ec al, 1988; Cohen & Davis, 1991
[HAEX} | Gibbon & Durkin, 1995; Gunther, 1991; Meirick, 2004; Tewksbury,
=M

=S 2002).
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AT R Ee JGUTT MR AAE- 2 A, 2003;
Brosius & Engel, 1996; David et al., 2004; Duck et al., 1995; Gibbon
& Durkin, 1995; Neuwirth et al., 2002; Reid & Hogg, 2005).

o jA1A] xZ 7}%5Ad(Eveland et al., 1999; Hoffner et al., 1999; McLeod
et al.,, 1997; Neuwirth et al., 2002).

o Ao e FAE@Lo & Wei, 2002; Scharrer, 2002).

o DA E(Meirick, 2004; Pack ec al.,, 2005; Tsfati & Cohen, 2003, 2004).
o ] F7|(Tewksbury, 2002)

%7] AN A2 HFEYE A4 283 5855(Cohen ec al,
1988)9] AolA 202 Ul /je] Fo g Uitk o] AN, AlbE
& Hegle 2o Adyt UollAl 7P A, o o 2 8 e
(other Stanford students)@} & x|Hol] AR= AF&E(other Californians)] 0]
glon dut oAl &} 7MY Fckxn gk & Hla aldel wet
A3A &3 Azbe} Aot @k Rolck o)FA Wi ti/de] w7l
wet -g750] ndel HoE el et Zdel Uil ATAES Uit
Asolgle X2 Y] vt MESH e Aol F8AE0
71 FoA DR ERIES AT} FARRE EAR AL OE BIES
ok oldt Eaz ¢1AlEy) wjFtoleta Astal JtkDuck er al, 1995).
Wl el AR Q4 TP BEE ATl AAtiAe o ol
Az AFDA g ABA AGH A, aen A BB
t dupADel wet FREE LR FHAFHATKe, Duck er al, 1995,
2000; Price et al., 1998; Scharrer, 2002). 3-8} A|ZHtJA7 ] AlS)A - A]
213 Ay} B42 AR &7} Azto| ZskE Rolehs ARSlA Azl EH
(social distance corollary)’-2 THJGE HA|R] Z70| A R A= {THCohen et al,,
1988; Cohen & Davis, 1991; Gibbon & Durkin, 1995; Gunther, 1991; Meirick,
2004; Tewksbury, 2002). ¢l& Eo], 7|23} E£7(Gibbon & Durkin, 1995)¢]
A=A vAlRe] &} Aztol] #BFF GO SFAREES Al AIE-A]
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BHOZ ke ARESAE AL ridel £ a3 A ARSIl
& vtjo} a8 A

39, A Azl AE A F7R6E AR AL AgA860x 9
271A xlole oln|six|ut z}7|HSEAIA o] Eself-categorization theory)ol| 4]
E A2d AEE Moo QRS o)t Duck et al, 1995, 2000;
Meirick, 2004; Reid & Hogg, 2005). ©|31% oJvl¢] Al8|H Azle &3] ARA
A 7Msocial identification)®] FrolH] F At o] ofd 7)ol 3|
YA Y W 2ok B8 AckMeinck, 2004). F Jdo] AP A
ANEL AANSL EF A8 M3 social category)ol] Bt ThE AFEE]
2 HFol| SR, in-group) -2 £3HA] F7KEIRH, out-group)
£ WA BciTumer, 1982). Z ARELS 71QS ABH R QAEHA] &al
I AN AvrE Ao B8 (protorypes) & osi ol AL T3l
ez g d ue sy o 28] BAR AJHDuck et al,
2000; Tumner, 1982). THE-E-¢] A7PAFATY 0|8 2AE & ABA H3jjol
£ d75e A &7 Ak AR} 9 £ d7} Hdel
&8 yirc AR ade AL RAFTeAg- AL, 2004; FEjU- AR
3. 29 <51, 2003; Brosius & Engel, 1996; David, Liu, & Myser, 2004;
Duck et al,, 1995; Gibbon & Durkin, 1995; Neuwirth, Frederick, & Mayo,
2002; Reid & Hogg, 2005).

Aol mE AR B3 A)2h Beo] Aolg AAWIAS} S8Rt
o] IAE B3 AsnA § Ao ABA BF A7) AN HRS
olsished] 20 FYW 2 Apdelt ey Hao] HE Al Azt
dpAel e AR 57 A7 Awe] Welr} A9 BAE Wd 27
gpgRre] 88 B4 osiA 4HE 4 gltke Hol AFHAG At
Wy A5 Ul glolnie] flel o) G%e HoFE A= A
2 2o M3 a7e] At AQPIAe) 54340 tig £831] AXAAH
AzLe] Xl gt ol2he ol Ao = Asaslolof grta FFRHCKPack,
Pan, Sun, Abisaid & Houden, 2005; Tsfaci & Cohen, 2004). ©] F34-& FHERIS}
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7] gj8le] o5& $A -gale} AzithiRte] BAR AHE 5 gle WS
o] gleg NFsh itk & F AR Fao] ARH- A2 Azl
T Atke] MZEgke ZRdME Jo|7t VA FRthEL 11 Xyt 254
AT F8A1Bo] o] £ AZhhdAL Jwol i mlTio] Ek XA
z}o]E HolE ATt Y= Ao tkDavid et al., 2004; Eveland, Nathanson,
Detenber & McLeod, 1999; McLeod et al., 1997; Neuwirth et al., 2002). =g
s=gA19} AR} BA T ATEL AR Z} Azo] A13H- A
Hog A} ke A A ydes dAse ERlANE
7#8E 7F5AS ARk XA Sckd9)e] 73, Eveland et al, 1999;
Mcleod et al, 1997; Neuwirth et al, 2002). AAZ HloJH| = &|(David et
AL, 2004)8] TR Ale] ol AT Hlke AT, B,
aol 245 Mol me] NS $E A9, FARThs e BAE
A 3 ASF A2t A7 M ol o  FRE B Aol
sl ok olAe A3 Al 7N o gdahe ARidie] Aot
ololl &l HloBl= e} EFEDavid et al, 2004} FEAFE] Az A}
231y 26 Qe ol3d LAl #F Ee w7 wFelzt
At ol2jsk AFEol Fejshe vks mtolEHRE V3 W, 78AE
o] Azibgiste) A A AR olgle] T HRE o}8skn UL
RAZETE Holok

AZihRte] Bado] AL &3} Aol vld dgHEe TRHoE 84
ol AR o4 JPsAn M| AR AvPry. FA A wds AT
RS A7} 4197 H24E sl 1 AHd TASK S W2lA
B 7F54L ARXTKPerty & Cacioppo, 1986). E}IZ ApAldl i3t K
olg 7154 o]zt mtje] Aol tiF Rk Aol2 ololAle AAH
= AZuda Aetel dis o8 7Fsd ARl Yt Ao Alole BF F
Actel] tigt uitlo] &3 Rzte] Jol2 AZE F YTk Meirick, 2004; Pack
et al., 2005; Tsfati & Cohen, 2004). A ZfAA7} 2tds] ‘U5 &2 <gut
AREQ) 9o} wA|Rel e J7 WA Qv ke ARV AEE
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Ae gatel glole] tgt nltie] &3 ae ekl Futel ok,
2001). AlsiATolM Bl Thokst Z5e) AzhgRle] 450 MAh A3t
Azye) 7¥eol YRS PjAIL P & 4 SUTh AFed(Scharrer, 2002)E AR
so gutdog ZF vitle] HAAe] tia) Frdse] A4S Hisl
o E0)2 71 Rolr) WFel] Hadel 3 A3t Zxt 2] FeHEE
Bo8E Ytk ¥ OE d7sdNE AR dig WAAd) e =2
7P A(Eveland et al., 1999; Hoffner et al., 1999), #A%(Lo & Wei, 2002),
T8} 3 Awe] 37| (Tewksbury, 2002) S0] A3 &3 A2} FAHCE
ARSACE B Aol ATelN Byl gAte] Belxr) a9 A
HT} 8 A receptivity)o)] BRE vIXE AHH, $EA7F Adeke A7
Rt Bdx 9A] mtiolad} dite] FFE iRITKMeirick, 2004;
Tasfati & Cohen, 2003, 2004). & S0}, AlFEL wAA7} 54 ekt
AT o 7 A 11 ARGl ST e ARt @ 4 wetal
dpyaitt ke, AHAe R and ARRES off] AEY HEY FF
& 222 ZAF Aejo]] Wil 9% Ao FF& g AA7H A7
wjFo}ltkTsfati & Cohen, 2004).

5. A3 B3 AZb] gEt F bR A

Be ATASE ApA B AAE dosle 2B 4L AsA Bt
A3t Aol e Ao HEA WSS 54L BAToRH s
23 Uk ol FRE 5879 FI1F FAoE B WA 58
A Helshe oAd BEE FHoE ¥ Yo TEE & Utk

D Be AFASel 719 AAE A% stel iy e ks e
4Ae plold $7loh ANE A B F AAH WU AT F A
dAUESS olsislolor ek %, AR} Esh WAL ek ATH Bl dof
U olfrE 719 Az dsta lckn sob Bk
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5714 A3} QXA el 71 & Aol 3 shie BRI A4S vinst
£ FA §Foltt $7138 Ao ol#dh uime] o] HAE T A3
2} &3} A2k o] vlmaieie] AEEoltt wh, QXA Aere Al
g vltle] At A7 ElQlo] tidt 1RE Hxe Yo Eot.

E713 Aol wp2d, AES A4l on|NE FRALE F3
SRR she 475 7T W] dEel ARG vlart He diEne
o $-gaiA Brlslat she A7) 293 Hakself-serving bias)S BRITH
(Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Rucinski & Salmon, 1990). o]&|& A}7] E4|&
HEke v|tjo] WA FFHE gl o) A eljlg 2pEsA
3l A= Ai3Ap 27 A7 Yo e glo] FrkBanning, 2001; Gunther,
1991; Peiser & Peter, 2001). 5713 Aol e AlFSo] vjtieie] JaFd
thaix 2R B2 Ello] ish oS SPA 1 o UriA] thER] B
el digh wtjole] FEE dashs FA%Cl BrkGunther, 1991;
David et al, 2004). X0l T plcjo] AXE ot Fepd AlFEL B9l
o tigt mtjo} &E Auiwylste ga, 2ln eRRle] tigh rjvo] &3
GPIAE A& FaE Ao tigt vicje] ENE AP RN e
71xE Y5 self-enhancement; Gunther, 1991; Perloff, 2002). ]2 F7]
2 Ao gloiate A A Elglel tid 7ExS vl #Ae] AAETt:

5714 Aol w2 a9 elel vlne] Auke wAlAY] Uigol wet
gt gusbd 5713 diole A3al &9 Ak dEFez AU
Eo] vitjole} viofl thel G3FS Axuct 2 32 ekl tigk Ja=EE
AN Go] Friet Az BA] g, 7iRISe] Ao S3H R Bt
g mAAel disiME Yol digk 9gE o 2A ARslauA 23 Az
o dawAlsat A3 AZh BAH oz HrhE wAIRd disiMde Bl
ek JYES o) ZA sl 53 X|2h Aol she 8] 719
Axz ®y| gFoltk 54 WAAZL ABFoR offA BrHE AW
TA3E AL 2 ARE dolEd o aNEL T IS =i
ZH) GEo] AN 0B 71 AJMNE EFl Tohe A& onigtt
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Z AgEL AR FAHHoE WE F e HES HYUSEA,
o AEHoR ¥R T WiHe HES ARToEN 34HN Y
oA E TEFn A UE 4 Atk WETHPeiser & Peter, 2001).

I vdle] WaRle] i A W 3AAY AN, 59 ==
AA3 g B3 F4Bael thgh 2R a7 duke 5714 Aud
& woA] AAEAE gtk ol wAR|e 3¢ B3 AdMAd

0|4 71%-8 2004; Duck & Mullin, 1995; Eveland & McLeod, 1999). L&
AFolAle ZAF i uitle] WiAjRle] Ulgo] AlslA o2 ZAAIA 5
H2lA| Pk UE 5 gheoll® Brahae], FrodE B8 g A
FZ37F VeI - 2341, 2004; Brosius & Engel, 1996; Cohen & Davis,
1991; Duck et al., 1995; Eveland & McLeod, 1999; Gunther, 1991; Gibbon
& Durkin, 1995; Price et al., 1998; Rucinski & Salmon, 1990; Shah, Faber,
& Youn, 1999). o]l tfakd, ATAEL virjo] Axje] oikE Tl Aot
Ejole Mmd of $-gAF5o] WAlxle] Ulbol that ARSlE B7ReEet ozt
nldojo] &L e A Al gt AlslA Bl ATl T Ana
ZA51H 4|, Eveland & McLeod, 1999; Meirick, 2004; Perloff, 2002).
QuFOo T AVTE ofd A WL v TR Yo ohih vl B
T2 g9l 9ge v AL B¥AHCF ulghETKSchoenbach & Becker,
199%), 7] 2o theb 23 Jaele] AR 2 A7 IFAslcontrl) 59
o] a2 ||| gFolthPeroff, 2002). ¥FAs| AFEE o A<
U o che AR Sja] 295K gk 22 AR AL Hols o]
Aye] 347 olmAE fAshed £20l B Role FIThTHMeirick,
2004). Z, ARFSL HIAA] Ul gAlglo] mltiole] ol tid FadS
2R Aol A7) nYl =80 Frky Wedh wEtA ASHeR -
02 Wrhks dARAE gptos § ARATENM 2 Bt 38l wet
e A Aoz oFs ARl B} Azto] ekt 2 AlEEe] HiA
A Wg3t njciole] oEe] thg F ABA HrtE SAle) aefe Aviet
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e
uld

AUk

A3 &3 Azt FABAE B FEA] BASL T AU
shbsle 229 FAZ B 5 Ik dlE 5o, Aot EFUH 2§ 7
£ Alghe e ARETH ERIY] 3 $-978 =3uad gk A%
7817] Mg s} elklel thg rjio] &3} XjZe] o7}t kil & 5
Utk E 5819} Azubate] AlslA Agleh AHElH Az Aojrt A3
2} 53} A7l GEE niXe I 2T 571F AHE AR SAR
2 5 ol skl 7R R0 R olld He B Ust BRI wlamshe
A, 2 ot eI fAY 3 pEAdel tigt Qo] ApAt &3} Azl
g ke YFE FHsa 7] WEot:

A3A &7 Azke] FAgo U F WA AL QA F, o3 Al
AL JAF AL AlREEo] wite] AR ol glof ARlel dis
g gl elQlel sl e We] QX o] 2 s afEd M=
e 28< YA H2 ol 2yt APBA &3 Az Y2 Jehdtiar
A S (Mutz, 1998; Paek et al., 2005). oA & ox& HAL AA
e R AR Bkl gl wel AR olgsteE FRU tED 22
R g AE7] dFolt) Yntdoz U AltEe] ol¥A BEE
Agsrertol Bt olsie AMle] FuAz Yot R AE o HKitrs,
2003). AR g Pl EAE e o AlREEL A IAH TS
TeiEle] HE W) ol=xgt Elgle] Uit vitlolaRE 3 we 1=
o olx] ¥l g AEI} BEs] WBol JiHez ded IHS
Z5] HE 484 oj2A] BriMcLeod, Detenber, & Eveland, 2001).

B8 4418} T (Heuristic Systematic Model)ol] w2, A2 AR
2 98 82k B Ao oisf FAFoly FRAHA A E F7
8loF FHckChen & Chaiken, 1999, p.74). Tt} oJ2|gh AL Al o] 0]
2 Aol sl A dgd 5 e AR SaEbiliey) 3k AR S
ExE GA(motivation)S& TR F K24, 2001; Petty & Cacioppo,
1986). & 7= SEolt €0] §1& wlo] AIFEL Fold AR A&

0
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TIEAY T2 deahAl AelstAl Btk Chen & Chaiken, 1999). AlHE©]
AAH o2 WARNE M o Poe she Fu e 2L dAAE
eabAlheuristio) 2T wofl vlsiA B Bk weby AT ¢ HRI}
R e ASoE dhF oz AAH AR M7t Erbsditt Bkl
thal AL sof & AL ARFEL AAE AE Ag SR G BRE
SRk QA Eak A9} ok g Gulkzo g B3] AAA A B
s3solAA] Fe F AlREL thedt WAl M EdciKrosnick, 1991).
ol o2 AFEL ERIET} A7) ARlE} BAE A A} Y
W) B} AARCE ARE M)l A HQItHChen & Chaiken, 1999).
ol2, ¥ 4% AREL ElQl Hole &) A1) FEl gk 7t
o 2} o]% 71sd AE o AR Ao FAshe @Al Aolrt
g AL 1 AREL el 4ol ok ApAL &3t Azho] dojue AL
olgfgh 91x|& el xpo|7} AAHZ HIH Aolct.

AAA B3RS 7]12-7 A1) Q Fthe fundamental attribution erron)2 A
HE 4 SIckPerloff, 2002). 712F g9 270 W ARFES A9
PES ASHA Q91 Bl ad]w ekl HFS ANA AP sew Ee
7Agko] Uk wixm|tio] HAR 9] JFS e Avfeln oilse FEL2
o] Yt s BAA] 9je) TiE o ARA aIES 1R’k Fol AR
kA Mede] Anz wosia ol sF AR FulgE R Holsol
= B3Adoletn she /1A Al W AnE ofFishe Aol thKites,
2003; Rojas, Shah & Faber, 1996). 0] ZAel| thsrs= w2 vjTo] HAJA]
2 A% A9L 7T oy, ekl disie 18e] F8-& ARE
AL A AP g 2358 v vijele] JFgE we Ao F5%
% Qle ASS AF BAY7| wEo]thPerloff, 2002). o] o]FE ERRlel
ulgt njtje] EAE sl o AL Al digt Htle] RS 3
wjohs g HUE 18 glo] AL & Qe FHlE HH F AR e
3} 282 2 Elol ZANTHDuck et al., 2000; Duck & Mullin, 1995; Eveland
et al, 1999; McLeod et al., 1997; Perloff, 1999; Scharrer, 2002).
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AAH He AXste 384 FAE 58X AAA 3 Hrieh
AztpgAte] WalAe] i Brll tid el A w3t A2l FR=
njRckn g A7 Aol g 5 Atk 8L AAAE F8
5o AN WANZ Friske R BAHog A Psolr] vl v
< e A gtk BF 28F JA 8% 2€ =89 Axe P
Uig A=Y Bolxd] oja) g 4 ok ol @ UAH Bele
Ao} Koz Foi wAlA) FaFo] BF Bae) T WA & Sl
Zoltt.

HIE 5714 Ada) dAH Aol A5 wierdd el sl st
AL w3k AZbe o= @ Agelt AEsA olsislEln dhe e wiw
IR YrhPerloff, 2002). st wtjo} AAE Al Yot ARl
o go] gFshe £EAE Y Bl o Bo] SEshe F8A% 8
wjFolck. thal, ke Wby F A2 F st SR wAAe g
At EAE olsisher] B AR S ok Wb AAH dgol 27t
5714 4o} 715 A7) Roke ARs 7] F shivh vite] a3
Azl B & FTE W He thdnt A% olFfEie Fol Fasit
o] AFelM=E A3At 3} Azto] FFL vIXlE WAE e FRWAS
Bagto =M oW Aol 5718 A F& XA 9ol O HEhE
dopr ua} k.

4 A7

AGAA AW B QAT AR EQR o] A7eMe ofligh 2
ot 7 ETobEe 75 Ba gk 94 -8Rt ARt e
T ApA Z3) A2tz AwEtiy Baugn YA o S e
et ol2g WAV 2gA g ANHEAE ol F A 7HdE
B3 A% & Aol
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7L 1 AR thE Admr} e AT e 78R His| %
A3 B3 AkE Ad Folnt.

Sl 2: ARREL P U AAETE F& AR AR R
Azt dAtel] thal Boh e AzA an AZ4E Ad Roltk

$A, A8 A2} S7M0] mant S8 Azdpie] AsA Al
Ael} 948 A} &3} Aze FaHE o] APl ARl
Ao B DAY} BED ANE AR A FAM0) A8R &
e s offsh B AMES ol W3 HuA Bk

o7ty 3. 58RIt At gAte] AlslA Azt B Bl AR £
AZ+E FAE AR 2A ek At

re

7M1, 2, 3 A8 dve] et o] ATANE ARseNE 35
Q1 W, /M 49k s A BEEA g Bl B Feldk
ool BB ABAL T3} A2t A 2] E e a7t
zsiote o ue ZskE 4 gleAE A3 d TANeE 1,
T4 19} 2 T2 @AM 13} 3 Alole] AEARe) EHE ATIE
olck. olg slatel clalel Be % A ATAHES ISl

el
S

i
r)~

o J
N

3}

o

ot 4: AZPrte] o] tigk Asol We Az &3 Azt
o] ol Aol that Bowrt whe FEARIE & S8R
A o ZA Jerg Aotk

oIk 5: S8Rk AZTiAl Alele] ARSI Azlel] the AL EF
2|z} 7459 ol Aol et Bowr} R FEARTE £ F84
A o ZA Jebd Holch
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5. 4 Y
D AEZA

o] Aol AR REE vjF FAY] 93T AFshe 4 BUE
gAto 2 3 AFNEZALE T3 ot AP 2003 29129U%
B 39 21970K0l0 & 2,13970¢) AT E TR e 1 F
ApeA) Bgshe 1,507 /el AHEE ol8sidch olF HFHos
AL 012 4= YUY A= F 5243 Pk SR XS 1Y, o7}
(53%)7} ‘gART} Boron thrkessys WAAKT SEAE F 871%<
TE oPolglen, 3197} diEeldolltt. 71 del FXHEkE 40,0008
Zrdollnk. olAe TFRTo] YU 230l F1 A E4E A
2o A2 tiEsAT AJEst 8e] 2udA tht RIS <7
st} vixeto 2 2hg-o Au|odE8FA}L ¥ S(the American Association for
Public Opinion Research)ollA] AA1S+ o8] W] & 7P B43AQ WS
A48 %e o, 348%Ak

I
(I+P)+(R+NC+0)+(UH+UO)

=93 <ER

p=5E &4 SR

R=5% A¥

NC=HZ ¥}

0=71g} o= R E7b

UH=As57} 718907 e A81x] B&Y
U0=7]g} o|f& ATEAH| Fga=A 2 Brbs

2) RRI=
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2) 2949l

(1) HM3xt &2t X2t

A3 & Azke FolA HAIRZE AAcdate] ol vl Gl
vo ojzid) vlF g e wom ANHANCH Ay 1=9F 8
7=Ad 3. &7l A dRle] it vt} FFHE WARE,
Fol7 A3 ABAE AW ARMEEES A, Fold A
o] gl AREAB AZigahe] Al 7HR) ZpelM FAHIA: vid
o] JaEe T 2 F 7HA vite] HAAE es SARAG.

AFRIAG g2w, Qsht DYulA =2 ] ST oF 95%2 oS,
92%9) AR1AL 1213 87%9) BIPEAA FAART: G FHNE BE
Ao Grpd [, & AlEE, FAA), HiEdae] Foatel dig Bzl F%2
PAFUR1=9F s, 7=HH ID.

E O QTEIA a2, 3T e A0l WFL A o) YRR AR
3t ool 1ES sty Yyt ol $ rAREst duht [, e Al
g, AFaAR, nAFuAAY) BFw AR P B=d 9FE VIFsY
7R(1=9%F A, 7=49 .

(2) Aol st oz

o] @i BT Feke] A 7FsAdol B F 7K ARIAE st
of 71 Fol] thst SRAES) AL Bk SRR BowE HHYo®
ZAEA 33 ATEATH Blole Sggo 2N FHHAC R, FHo]
o FAAY) g 344 BAM) Ui Aldo)agE ST de A71A
Zo oz FAGIT 3 SHRK166, 28%)7} LA -8R JHOR
By 2 UsAE ulEdxGssd, 12%) & AR 81 Jde R
EEEAT H, dFa ARe] AFE FARES nto]adE ST
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e A=wololaky & LEAE(1119, 21%)°] 1@ 84 Jdo g,
21 e EnT TEwAAE13E, 78%)S AT 484} Jdoz BHE

(3) AtEIN e

o] AFME F8RIe} AZTgRE Atol9] AL Aele ARSI AR
€ 71Fo s AaEdn Bk Ao o FasE AEREEFl wet
&ALt A AR 2 Aol =Y 25 Atelo] AR AHzle
7 Ao 2 FAHAT N2yt O Hdd] TPHW F Aee wdE
k. dg 5o vlrjole] FAR dig FAF AR e vlHolads
248 v 819} AR} BF FaAelAY 25 vlEaAd B¢
5L $UF ARA WF X Rolx wEA AL3F Azle A
o2 77k Ao Wt of A¢ AztipdAe $8AlA A2 A
o] gt} Whl, 2L wiAAe] s o= 3 W FHAlolL GE T UL
BlEHAY A 258 A2 o2 [l T3 ey AR Azle
Addes | Aoz wagict of 3¢ ARudAe FEAIA 93
o] Aot

6. A7 2%

<X 2> 419 77] gE AZRIAE] dis FEREC] vdeid
FEL o)FA dIFRERE BT Qltk vtole] FAA ) g F
A2 gAS} HER AR AFE wAHE ZFA SHAELS A3
i A AR HAegdel ot viFas 2L wEFa A<D
s Hujo] vito] &S A 11 theo] BE ARYE 11 13
Azb At gl et Fixt T AF AR, vpHEheZ ARle]
i3t njtiol il AT YukA At &3 A7} e 4R A
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£ A8 2, 3EREL videle] FAR that F737 BAbl tisiA
Ao| 2 ARFERG rltiolo] @ FE ¥ Aole} ol FU[494P
=17.13, p<.001)) HF AR HEF Fruwol taiME 123 4%
& HAh[499]1=14.96, p<.001).

<E 2> D[Coje] Soixjol T3t A pAlel HER AO| HE2 FA wEl
sl xj2io] WRT} BEEK

alciojel EoIAtol ChEt A QAN MFEQ Ao HER wA HE
A4 S84} 84 )
AR | mmel | And | ma | nme | A
0=524) | (a=166) | (1=358) | (a=524) | (a=111) | (n=413)

Al 2.53(2.00) | 2.16(1.86) | 2.71(2.05) |4.17(2.13) | 3.68(2.08) | 4.30(2.12)
AHAIEE | 4.07(1.86) | 3.76(1.97) | 4.21(1.80) | 5.48(1.53) | 5.56(1.32) | 5.46(1.58)
THAHD | 3.552.05) | 3.192.05) | 3.71(2.04) |4.34(1.94) | 4.43(1.76) | 4.32(1.98)
BT | 4.112.04) | 4.262.19) | 4.041.96) | 5.66(1.55) | 6.04(1.12) | 5.55(1.64)
Z %3 9o T, ¥93F 9o RFUXNE ouidh

AR 1: ROl T HOITIt £2 $8AK: R +EXI0) HIsH Lot HM3AL
&0t xi2ig Xid Zoick, FT7HE 18 2T HAste] A4l gt BA=
7h e 582 Adat e FEA Ade] Ak AR Aeld Ay
Ao g AR mx Aze} XfolE HFE Tl LokEsith

5 % B2 471 s2umen U} Bl we) P8 4ol Aol7) ol o
Folth A5k thedl tehdn
o o] £Re| RE AZe YBAFeIL:
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<E 3> T8A0| Toizol e Mckd XAt ot X242 Xo| AS

A SEXFG | BE | ESHEX n 2t
njojole] ARk EFIA 1.50 1.94 166 "
W A B mgan 1.50 1.95 358

AzEg Ame | AFmAZ 1.88 1.79 111
AFE TEEE nazaas 116 1.99 413 3.49%xx

*2x n< 001

<X 3>& BH ujrjole] BYH FAx} HAY] Y, @ 83
AKEFARD] A E3} AZte] F=rt AR -84 D] 233 23k
o}k Je} HEE AR AFE T2 B B¢ nde £8x FEFa
ohe AT g7 JAEIAFHRT F7 ABA A AE BHG
(t[499]=3.49, p<.001). o} A= A77H 10] FEH 2T AR} &
Aol wet $831e] AATI} AP A3 x|zt PlXE FFR-e 2l

Rol7k & 4 Uee AT

H7H 2: ARIES HEol hSH Boizr} 2 XRItINXIRCEE 22 XiZith
Alxjoll CHsH SOt 248t MBKt &3t X2k XId Zolch <E 4>& BR wido]
o] FAAN i 282 BAN g, 3RS FRkaas A4
Aapel OE Fzlel v BiERcks wEAz AT Az b
HES 38 o B} e Azl A2k ellitkl491]=539, p<.00D).
A Q7oA et A3AL E Azbo] I A dAtol et
AMch A Avhs A5 AR HFE 2 Hee 2ol eI,
AT AR AT AZudabel i At B3 A4 FFa AR
(g AZdPgahel dig Az &9 AREG Y AUH
(t[487]=15.14, p<.001). 8] W, F WA ZFAAN A77Hd
2& AR
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<E 4> X2rhyxiel Blojzof w2 KTk MpAt But 2ol Ao S

P ZyxEe | 82 (BEER » &t
vtole] Fodae | FEA S I DG PO
e §43 BAL H] Bz} 158 2.09 493 ‘

Az Ao HAFE AR 0.17 2.36 489
AFE WERE | mnzgas 1.49 2.04 489 | 15-14%*
253 < 001

AT 3: 2BXIQ} KUTHAIKIC] MBI 2|7t Y APl MBXt F1t X242
Jite AECH 3A LErd Zolct, <E 5>F HW wtole] FAAL
theh 29291 BAle] 7%, 8Ateh Azdpdate] Alsld Azt 2 B¢
o] ABA} &3} Ak 717 7ol vis] A3k e o Rolke FA1H
o2 Fou|3l 50 ol2Xe £k IW AFw AF AFE
BEo] 739 89} AzdRte] AlBA Aelrt H 739 A &5
AzZte 71748 Wel Az &n AdEch e35le APrhl480]=648,
p<.001). o] Avh= A77H 30 FHAE A} Atk 5 viA|
9] A$E 5 & o, d7vM 38 AR HA AR ol AR
Ag] #71o] o] AFoME 7|A=HAS vt

<HE 5> £EBX9} XA AR Halof M2 Rtk MpAL F2 X219 Ao| HE

G NE™ el | HWF | BEEX n A
n|tiole] FAz}) A9 1.31 2.38 490 | /
= n/s
W #BH B o 1.18 201 490
Az A 4A9 0.46 2.64 482
AFE TARE A9 L15 1.86 482 6.Agxx*

*¥% 5 001
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TR 4: XIZihAxtel Mol ChEt Boj=ol WE MAXL Et X2 2=
ROl B0l TS BOIETE HS $BAICH: £ 2BRIIANM o 3A| Lt
2 zjoict. BT7H 29) A% AvtelM AR ARl U BA=TE
Fo Az A Hoke B vl 1ot 4 Apat 5% Ae
Be & 4 Ak A77M 4ol ME ofefdt Aol S8 A=t
olugt A} S okugith AT7H 43 FFH] Hlsk A4
dgxte] Bl xpolol] We At A3 A7t A=) WS ot
e 4% B8 7

X|ZIThAlXtol BOIE Xfolofl W2 M3XF Eat X2 Zzo] Hst
= Xzo] RTtol| tHBt MBXt &at X|2t — D] RTtol| S &M3Xt &at X2}

<@ 1> et gl 20, F WA 25N 18] -8AS0]
Afo] 582150 S| A7 gALe] Bejwel NAEA AT 4
nltiole] Feixlel ek BAH BARS] 79, A AzZidhdAel diF A3
A &3} Azjo] o] AzirAe] ohgh Zuck et ARk ww 78A
(FEARE M=1.07, SD=249, n=166)1Ax AH#a] FEAHWIFHAL
M=033, SD=2.25, n=358) Bt} 2asHA =2yt Addidzte] #o=
Aol mhE ABAL &} Azt el wslae) i st 2 T -8R}
s} A 482 Alole] ole FAHoR frofuRrk[465]=3.32,
p<.001). MF AR AFE ji2 BEo) B9oE fARE 23t Uit
Z Azl B sjold] We ARl Ha A7 BEe Walge] 1
o] 2879 HM=F AR} 4-82(M=1.61, SD=1.80, n=111)°]AlA] &
2@ 7H)AFE ARl M=131, SD=2.04, n=380)R0} Zlc} 12iy A5
AR QEE o HEe] A did mRe) 8 AHe #8A
Alole] o] ZolE FAH o2 Foluldt FFol ol2AE Rk A=
2psian T AR e 25E P8 2E, Ao AT 4=
AAEQrkn AEALE 4 itk F, ARl delwd] we AR Zt
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Az} Awe] Hole BATI} e FEAETEE ¥ FEAeAN o a5t

<72 1> XiciARie) Ziojzoll W2 A3t BT} X[ HelE 6t

Iz £8X Aot xzof $8% Aol Bl
18 J 161
16 +
14 +
2+ Ty

08 T e altiole] R St 2A
06 t e MR AR N ANURE |
04 + N

02 + 0.33

LTI 5: S8XIQF KIZHHAIKL Atole] ALlH H2lof w2 RM3At &t X2
20| ol MEol it HBoOEI R $ERHSHE 52 £EX0IHM T
3 Ueld ol 977HE 39 3% ARE B3 F8A= ARA
A7t e 2ARE AZiaAEckE B 4R AUl dREdA v
=4 § 2% ApAl &9 A2 Bole AL ofde & ¢ Utk
Azke A Azl 27hde ¢4 ARE = e Aol oket 54T
2T XD § 98-S ARREIE A7 HE se HIE A7k
30] 228 Al A7 IERAT, AT7M 30] ARHA %2 Aol
AR A FMdo] ARE 4 Ye AL FeH B8 F 5 W
w50l 3] foju|d Fdolet A=) ol F sl X AT IR
skol ALs)a Arle] W Apat &3t A7t Awe) wslE oflst e
45 B8
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2819 X[ZHHMRL Aol AFEX riZiol mE MBX & X2t Fxol
Bist= @22 Zohol it M3Xt &3 Xzt - 22| Fdol g mM3xt
=t X2t

<a% 2>E 4838 AZEAL Alolg] ABIA Aol we ABA B3t
Az}t A5 o) Wyl 4840 Bz wely o¥A 2ASE7HE B
Z1 gJck ool a2k 5 wAlA] BSolM mae] =gAt5e] Au] 84
o Hlg AZodRistel AslA Agdl wzEA HEReE & & ok
<A vjtjole] FAx] e 1A ALY 3¢, wde 8 FdY
AztpdRleke] AKEA Agle] wWE A3z E¥ Azt HSKM=1.07,
SD=2.49, n=1660 AT & e A-HM=-033,9 SD=2.25,
0=358)1.0} Z{tht[471]=6.10, p<.001). T, FFw 4§ AFE 7w BE
o] 739, mAe 42} Fcke] YA ARl tidt ABA 7 AL
2A8] AztpaAe)] tid ARt 33ckM=1.61, SD=1.80, n=111). 1|
U Ao 584 Aol Agolle ntiole] FAx thdt ¥33 A
799l upAriRE ¢3)8 BlEYTM=-131, SD=2.04, n=413). LA
sgatel ATA 4584 Alole] o] Aole FAHeE HewPAt
(1481]=14.19, p<.001). F AR ThZt ciFe] AFHS S HY, I
71 s J1dERits 2848 4 Qo £F o] Anks A Al M

5) o] ATANE oA Biel AR BAEE F 2 WPoz £
stogM T el 749 confounding®] BAZL AZch o A% B 483 7
< Azt Bds Aolo] BE A &t Az Aol s AR
At A8)E Aelol BE A3At Z3 Az Ao Wt & 2 FAE T
A 9k ol AL WHEH Yo eH 4840 BAEE FEHTI} ofd T3
e ooz ZAFolok Frk a2t AL of BE AL e ofvf dolE
Z30] B Aol $4E + dNee Wik

6 UIAEIR ARl ATe] 849 A¢ A ARG A Az
AN R} AF AR B ke BRSE APtk oA ARH A &
7Pdo] AAHA ke JrlFck
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o] T FEAAE A8 5 Yot AR FgAAE H857]
Yethe Ae ARk ok

<33 2> FgAie} X[ZIHAAL Aol AlsE Hajol e M3 &0t X2t
HE2te S5 Do 8 YT} Xzl 841 Al Hlw

2 P
15 + ;:\1.61
1 =
05 r
0 - e B{CIO}Q] SEE FUXE A
e IR MBS MBH NZiEE
-05 T
..1 4 !
A -3
~15
oMo $EX XMoo £8xt
et ot

7. 42 2 &9

thRse] APt Z3 AFlMgt PRI o] Ao} Adhe AB3A} A
A7t 7P AN SRS vitjo]e] Faxtel] e 44 BASE
AFR AR HRE 2 BEo] F A 5Rd glof vjrjele] vt
ANERTE ERIAN B ZA Jeid RAolet s ddich v ANE
s7ie] AT 7P 2571 AR "Rl itk 94 -8Rk Befee d
ARl QFE A Heo A A3l &3 Ady 3AH T dus
QAT FAe] it vlriole] BAH HAL] AolE AvaAsE YA
(@T7HE1 B AR, o] Azke P W3 Bt AHow A
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&7} Azl Agsle Ao) ohie) viNAY) WS v iR TRl da
BAES AR dajaTelA B vialA| xgle] Aoyt EetAr] HsiM
E 7 WA R0l 3t Bl 52 Aundesirability)el] ThEF B7lol 2po]7} Yook
3+k(Banning, 2001; Chapin, 2000; Eveland & McLeod, 1999; Hoffner et al.,
1999; Salwen & Dupagne, 1999). We}A] 5-8Ate] Bl we} AB3AL 3t
Aztel Aok Aol o) slsike el gee] Ade Fuol Ha)
I WAAE Bt BAEe 2 grlslol ke o] 7Fssith o] A7l
nlciole] FAAtel tigh 2L BALY] A% el FAE 2@
A AL wltiole] ojdh B4 RZRAA Hrho] ohiel B A4
HlEA Te U4 Frholatm WS 7FsAel itk olst 2 A+,
T [k Ao ko] Fol WA g Hrhks Rfol7t ZA
LS Aolck webA o] Aol FAAELS BlR AR vk 2 AR
1o WAL FARY Aolet Az w2bd 1 AAAE 8 AF glol

lo]l 59L& 7FsAdol Atk 8, AFw AR JFE T e At
F8Ae] Aoz} A3 & A7k ALY ’z}%-‘&ﬂl HS’SP}. ol
Bodzol] wet Foixl HA Ko tig B717t
Z 3w ARRE 1 8 BeE FE0E gyl 1 “ﬂ’\lZH o3-S
2ol AP b ulAFT AR FoIR| MRS AddiHoz d 34
o2 sty Wby AlS|H ol oig AT AUGa osE +

&'O

nIr &2

b

ek
A7 2 F WAIR 2N AAHRE ol 58E Hde] Fof
A AR ax,;}q ABAL ¢ @ A%l w~%-7<¥— eSS

T oNA] 83 SBE ek} BAS TS nldle) B3t APEe
AR 2, Foll siAA) A a o ¥RHOT TAE AL 8
AEe 1 AzkpgRiEe] 1 iAo el AThEOE ol A o]
2 Sl Aoley o) Ak Sy SISk A pSke 2
4 9] et 5834
(£ 997 49] Aol 2 4 Qo] oleld AZHNIAS] BelEo)
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e Asat £3t Azke] Folrt Aol 874 UK Bl -84
Aol ok sk o) FoiAl viAAsl 54 W) WAl e
o143 JBE olgahn glo] 58] Belsrt ZARNE AL AR}
Pt 5, Bl £24S ATkl e vitle] AnE oAl
Rlo] ol B T F54e] AR T ik 3Bl $8A4) B
oz 1 AR ARl A Bl i ARE Ao 87
st o gol A3 gick wtebq el Pdo] el Fedl i) YRE
olgstedl T =L FAY FHL AAeE o ¥ Holvky ¥
& Qo 25, oleid A 2o Aolz sl e} 847t FolR
Buol S 2L AFsAel Ao o A ¥ £ Yok

G771 32 A AR Qghed), F3) BT AR YRE 2
B0 A9l ARIE A2l F71Hske Auel At usick o duke
AT 5 %0 ANE P DRFoRA ol + Utk F ASA
el F7he] el 484 HelANE AT Aue] 8} e
Mt 71k o 2HE Fafl & W, Ao} ¥E A FEAES
Ak gAish AAe] BAGKIA A Fe ABlE AADHE FAlstelkE
$710) G WA 23A G A AT oY 220 e} B
JRe & 4 Stk =, Pelsr) zow £8A5e 54 v et wiclo]
EAE QAR Zol AN ofulAe] ofWet JFS v1AAE sy
el ABA &7 A2ke S et A9E 4 otk TeaRA) 8
Beele AZhRsl o) BAE BRlak ek WAIAIS Az
A DB QXA adw Pske Ao o Bt w3 HEL
AR HER RS g £ BA] deliE WAl Aeskes
Ao] Higeld Wlol Uit $32 WA Pl Ui e/ ARt At
Aol G FA S5 gIck

o BT PIRAS e 200310) ST lofEle] BAE wEkew

7 olAY FES AN & 4B AAidA TAE BET:
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S Qi Tl Ase) 347} oSl Heke die YA WAE AR
el e A8 WA o] A ThAke ol el FE wE
2t o geet. of AT ol2d gele $4 S3E NzubdAsh
WA BAZE BRE A Ale] pltle) Eo e $718 82uch
= ANH a0 ofa ARD P54l Ak FE HAF HolH 2E
2= oI} ols} Z-& Aol -8} ultie] oS alAFEel o] ARSIA
Aee BAST Aol tfet Belms} Be AzhAl TR B4l 8
A Bk 5 W) o2 ol 480 Bolxst AXA ade] g A}
E3} 7zke] Asiske] FRACl AawAelN 2 4 itk 5 7K oled
Fole 2qe HY, S8t AAIE AR AR AR
A AS, AR I Aze Tl Awdo] olms Ao Ee ofw
Q47 A4 Bl we 29 4 goka 280 3, AR 5%
A|zpo] ajold E7ist B A7) Azish pE” K54l Ak & Rolck
wepd 3 AT TAFCE b A9l ojuE WAoE At
#3} X7to] witje] Eetoluwt B Aol JaS wirle) T A7
Q79T 12T ol AT AR Ekel tiol she WA of
agol ] FORERS B 1 HAIR} ol@A salsle] ARl
2x3o 2R sEsT Rolth | -

&0z

ra

vhedd 2001). AgAte] HEA & WA $¢} Fo] A-F- T B FELS
AYe Bize] Wakgst Ax] kgl vl 9% raEdessAl A8
2 A7, AisA 13, 17~37.

bR 2R 2004). BEAIR] T Bigto] SAle] Az Qe wlAls 93
Az AHE FAog TAIARSH,, A48H 5%, 295~318.

$73) 0159 (1998). TV 29} AA} Az TvEHo| et T2FAYG FRE
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The purpose of this manuscript was to investigate the effects of issue in-
volvement and relation of perceivers to comparison targets on the magnitude
of third person perceptions. The investigation was expected to help us to
understand the underlying process of third person effect hypothesis. Data
was collected from adult residents in Ohio, United States by telephone survey
in 2003(n=524). Like most other third person effect studies, this study sup-
ported the hypothesis: Respondents perceived more media effects on others
than themselves for both ‘Negative media portrayals of smokers’ and ‘News
coverage of Roman Catholic priest’s sexual scandals’. Results of five hypothesis
tests suggest that when relationship between a perceiver and a particular
comparison target is present third person perception is explained more by
cognitive components than motivational components. In this case, third per-
son perception varies with comparison target’s issue involvement while it
is independent of social distance between the perceivers and the comparison
target. Also, perceivers’ issue involvement positively correlates with the mag-
nitude of third person effect. Based on the results, it is concluded that when
perceives or a comparison target is involved in a message cognitive processes
accounting for the relationship can impact the magnitude of third person
effect. An important theoretical implication of the study is that third person
effect is, to some extent, related with framing effect and priming effect.

Key words: third-person effect, media effect, involvement, social distance
corollary



