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=~ hREmEEn

B EFE 24K W, Philips Davison (1983 ) #1157~ * ¥l (the third-person
effect) fHH ¢ |F‘Ej[gl[ﬂ 'FL‘ I E AN F‘\ﬂi\j‘[’uj MR P 5 S e TRy A
[ k2 N |&1%fﬁJrJu“J?FIH1 ( Gunther, 1991 ; Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Lee & Yang,
1996+ 1A EAT 8 LIS S ST RLEFO 5 AR PP EL e 2 ]
SRR ~ I ERRLPYSEHE] 2 35 (unrealistic optimism ) [EE ™ (Weinstein, 1980) >
LD E}'{]Fwﬂ RELE e TP Y B PR EJ%%@ [H P S PR BO Y,
- IR IR A LTS B - LS St P S
4=~ 2E (ego enhancement) fURYZF™ » 57— * T’Y%JFWF&JJFME 4. ( Gunther &
Mundy, 1993) - Fl Z i T fElpust= ~¥%fl | (a reverse third-person effect)

(Cohen & Davis, 1991) T K75 FRIAI ff - @ RUEE 1 TIOR3 - 1) [’%fﬁ[iﬁ‘
ﬁﬁkwwg,&ﬁmwﬁVW@@wm~kW%ﬁ%E%—kW% e
( Gunther & Thorson, 1992; Atwood, 1994 ) -

7 Davison f11a7= *FRIHZE - W%;E{JIZ[EZ/D?: | g A R - "\FEIT [ﬁ
ﬁﬁwm%ﬂ(ﬁﬁ%‘ﬂf ‘U%*)@“mem%%#(%ﬁﬁkﬂﬁ
*) ﬁﬁjﬁ PV g (g ] Fr J”?ﬁf[‘ FT& “1F Y
H %F F’*blarﬁ‘fiﬁu FE) %ﬁq’ﬁrﬁ# “ﬁf%\']im; it IFEJ]FL&IJF;J%F Ty
%"T Fﬁn—r T %ﬁlﬁi (social undesirable) [EFEFEL’] F*;mf[*’ﬁ M VRYEE TS e ]
YRy (Cohen, Price, & Gunther, 1988; Perloff, 1989, 1999; Paul, Salwen, & Dupagne,
2000) - = ﬁ?&ﬁl%ﬁ Eﬁﬁi% YA B OIELIE B S 1 (Sun, Shen, & Pan,
2008) ¢ HUE A FSRAE IR - P AR A R
( Gunther, 1995; Gunther & Hwa, 1996; Wu & Koo, 2001; Lo & Wei, 2002; Chia, Lu, &
McLeod, 2004 ; FF3_FE - [ﬁj ['ﬁj' v BEZETE S 2005) ﬁ]‘J‘JJ éﬁﬁ‘ (Rojas, Shah, &
Faber, 1996 ; k¥ ¥ > 2000a > 2000b ; 5&d g ~ - [£54 > 2003) - ’?’] f[ ( Shah,
Faber, & Youn, 1999 ) 7&/*‘““‘5’7}?'%\%54@ (FL[F “hiE > 1997 5 Salwen, 1998 ; i 7EZE
2007 )

W SIEHIYS SRR AP S - ST S R R
('social desirability ) PR L] ?qu;ﬁ%ﬁﬂaf * }f'srgJF?;'%ppr’jI%ﬁ T Ui
Hoy— ~FFp ]?T{i'%[l}}ﬂ\ TRE RS S IRV RRL ] VYD (Golan & Day,
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2008 ) - B%‘J"Fiﬁzlh’pfﬁg%j\ % }E-[;‘}E'ﬂﬁ%%@'[\i@@ EL PJ?" » TR Y- M ISR
szzlu i ® Eﬁf [ % o S 1 A9 éé@«#;ﬂﬂj YR IJ*IF‘[ ( Gunther &
Thorson, 1992; Hoorens & Ruiter, 1996; Henriksen & Flora, 1999; White & Dillon,
2000) > % Eij‘ | ST S\ EJ sl F[ (F‘ 2 ¢ ( Gunther & Thorson, 1992;
Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Duck & Mullm, 1995) » ®y{hidsr= * }R'T%Jr%i‘[[%?ﬁ
(Innes & Zeitz, 1988; Gunther & Thorson, 1992) -

Sy NS S SR RAOREE S PESRE T T R
E%@okﬂﬁ%@%éﬁﬁwmﬁw%ﬁw%’%ﬁ%gnHiwwﬂﬁ<w%
BT 2 e ) 51 J5 IR KARSTRITTT ~ 8 0 ) B R
F TR 0 if’}ﬁ[ffﬁ‘[‘ibﬁlfég{% £T, 5 g?ﬁﬁv Y] - fyaa E=S agé_r hifAfii - 2

M= UPM Ifﬁﬁ BRAE Unéu&f i EGdsig (Duck, Terry, & Hogg, 1995; Chock,
Fox, Angelini, Lee & Lang, 2008 ) -

F PR ;EL, BB S AR S R OB R
W5 I (PR [?EJI/LJEI@FI@ HRGER AR ) R R T (2 3 Y
H ARSI ) (9] TS * PRI R (I A
mfkﬁ%wéé)’j%ﬁ#ﬁ%§%c&%@%W%W?%‘%@“S%”%
BT B S OB -

&l ~ XEADRREAtFIRER

— ~ B NBLE— ANSREEA
>

ST A Rl @jﬁﬂg[@r DO @a[ BT b r+%'75f3¢ SEFHIG 47 gl F[J-’]‘—P”
(Davison, 1983) - q\a&'ﬂf%ﬁiggaj\ W. Phillips Davison [fiN#] 1950 & {47 Flﬁ‘ By ety
P o - B EUF[GJWQWFIJI'*?@FHJ‘ AL 5 a7 FYI{E—%’A AR
X ';Ermws;;rrrﬁﬁﬁfw LR P
SO PR A PRI o [ :'*?El‘%?‘»ﬁ“ﬂ’ B3
A sy BRI S
fe] B -1 ? Davison ’F‘LFHJ[#J o P Ef JfH “J#/'TVUFI@F”EF@J

B P il N TR Davison BT[RBT (7 ri |ﬁ[|ﬁl§§§4<ﬁj]iu
3% Eﬁﬁ'”':ﬁ' RIS ENERUETS N SRR *fcﬁﬂ%ri?lfi' ,—:’Jﬁuﬁ il
%T—F:cligj“+ R (O RY S ﬁyﬂrql:ﬁﬁr t EJ[p' rT*ﬁ‘ﬁtTl%“L’ PPN
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fl"" 2T o EE- EEHRY, /%”FI (LA, (Davison, 1983: 2) o [fij— ¥

RSk Davison |RI { J”fl]J E‘F%I 'J: = Efﬁzérﬂﬁfﬂﬁl ?Fl'?ﬁifﬁﬂ BIESS
E{ ’ L”J‘”* [E&HIJJW k=il ‘twaf%[ PR HEE 2 F”E’ﬁfﬂd’ B BF RIS
S DaV1son 1] FIFJEI'J Iﬁ] TR LA Lrj FLE TR (I kﬁ[ﬂ[ BT 2 £
8 ﬁ‘%T‘l‘ﬁ:lﬂF%th— Jﬂ&“’f?ﬁf{#{ IR TUT—F—F”F[J @%@f f' l%{b%@?{ﬂj FL[ v
R 7L isE R L fﬁfﬁffﬁ i P9 AN S ™ il 2

;ﬁ— FIpVEE ~ 2R EEERUGE I Davison ST M IR EE - HiGE
*FWT’YE\'TQEEE‘ TRy T pusp b lﬁ'ﬁ o TP, o ERERL AT A
) b (Davison, 1983:3) -

SRR YT R IS R ISR R ?‘F[LJI*FLJIEIFWQZTIii_ﬁQ
Bty <A o j”?ﬁlré%wm\ﬁ\‘ﬁﬁ“ RARUG PP E TS THAQ:%IHE 57
= MR ?}*@%{ ( Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Duck & Mullin, 1995; Gunther & Hwa,
1996; Hoorens & Ruiter, 1996 ) ; [fijf /7 74 LA L 1HY 7] 5 ﬁiﬁﬁfﬁl‘l‘iﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁ’?} 2)—
MR BTSN I lJ?Jf‘[l Rkl AR (Innes & Zeitz, 1988; Gunther & Thorson,
1992; Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Brosious & Engel, 1996; Chock et al., 2008 ) - ¢ JE\JJ‘? H
—r%’*{ RS YT A S r?iv“ﬂ (reversed third-person effect) - <L~ * 3%
P! (Cohen & Davis, 1991; Duck et al., 1995; Hoorens & Ruiter, 1996; Gunther & Hwa,
1996; Price, Tewksbury, & Huang, 1998) - {f! Jﬁ@il‘f e[ RIS 2 A [FEJI?JHF TR
S TR0 S B Y R T S R T
TG 7 7 F’wrﬂ e | Ry2 AR B9 4 J%é%i'%[]] ] = EF:% (Perloff, 1999 ; Paul et al.,
2000) - m@@iﬁﬁﬁﬂz » Perloff (1999) * Paul = * (2000) E@Hﬁ: %ﬁﬁlj
B R P AR LA

— RLi EE R R ﬂ?g,ﬁ\ (actor-observer attributional error) > }F,Elﬁﬂ
IR LT LIS ORI SO R OB

EIFL PLUBE (i MRS A S o ii”iﬁ |FrI CHELP Fkamﬂﬂj kF’?lr_ﬁ‘pr

7% REIIEINES72 SN VNl EH]:F[ %Eﬁiﬂ?ﬁ%‘”?‘ﬁw% SEF e TAURYZY »
PRl ]%lﬁf&*ﬁatﬂ[ EYpUEYE% ] (Heider, 1958; Gunther, 1991) - E’E,’Zﬁflmﬁdfﬂwu il
]Zi‘ gy= NI (SRR T 7i§jl'ﬁ|f*f3‘l§*,ﬁ[\5\1j By = Li’rf,'\l?’;i[lflﬁyﬁ;ﬁgﬁ[ﬁh

R 0 =L AT kﬁ%?;ﬁ'ﬁlﬁ‘“{

B S F[LH TPV T FIF R (self-enhancement ) o F1F[{ 7% Cself-
serving bias) - ZRI [ 58 HTAY I’FP‘} Gel~ 5 (biased optimism) FY T PRV LEH]
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= % (unrealistic optimism ) kL& = FIFiEh (- 55 ?{ Il_igiﬂﬁﬁ}’\ F s R BT
PR 5T~ A EJE‘/[*J%'H;U ( Perloff, 1999; Paul et al., 2000; Wei, Lo, & Lu,
2007) o MU FIZVERIRE R F [%Ulzj AT I I'FE”“_FT[HJ?’E" BE e HRHS— 48~ (better
than average ) ° H %f'j‘ Frrg’f{j RS J[]?' E'W+F#§i§/[‘[‘ﬂ:§4 RLEY B 2%
(Gunther, 1991) -~ {H[if ] /FJHrﬁkﬁﬁgﬁwisu:pl’t”+{F¥ﬁHiﬂﬁ¥£

53— (AR S 'T“AQ*%I TERVEHEL %TIEIEJ?-% 8 HTIF‘[ RISEFE e TRy e S5
7 St fQ_Innes & Zeitz (1988) 7t F“ﬂ,ftp‘dﬂwp ﬁfl_ J3K l?ﬁ?ﬁ—ﬁ]ém%:
k;t“yfﬂfﬁl@lh FITSEZR Y o Innes 357 % AOPaiadi fl gt > Pt T i IR #w”?@;iﬁu
ﬁfﬁﬁgl%@fpag RN p[ﬂ 'ﬁ‘ ﬁ?ﬁ = S T TR S AL SRR 4 S 1URY,
B PR TSS *fOU S B

(B CRoglpusy = S B - SRS ERERLE Cohen & Davis (1991) fH -
Cohen "~ &}#fE l]}IﬂYF[“ﬁﬁ 4FIEJF Sadi A 32 TR F’IE'“ e 8P » v
L&YF,FPES ! F, &ﬁsﬁ&ﬁ IHE p[ﬂjr?%ﬁ VETE [?F{E[ RN FL Bh ;;Ugﬁﬁﬁ 4FIF[J
BYZF > Cohen I~ HAIF=f l?i%z Uﬁﬁﬁg%ﬁl?‘é%i{—kﬁu%ﬁlt F@ﬁlﬁua‘j: kg
f' ) o Gunther & Thorson (1992) FJRL7HIEE T~ fdlpusy= ~ 3540 ]ElfJ’F?lZI“'HI » ')
Ty M EEpl *Ff f/i” SE rp[[ﬁﬁ«ﬂ?jﬁu’?ﬁ Bk ki& I BRI e
AU PR FEI%J (yielding) FER PR RLEYAT ”F)J_‘ * ff%*lﬁlfmﬁu o |
A El*ﬁi%“—'gz%ﬁ [ESCAN ARG NN *‘x'”f%\'?fﬂﬂﬂiéﬁzf' e IRV ]
TE@F%?’E?EU :

1L o TR ) Y %ﬁf}“ﬁfﬁ[ﬁj? fﬁlﬁg‘ﬁ?‘ﬂ[ﬂ?ﬁ"%ﬂ’& IRy

B * o

=~ GRERFEEEES — AR = NRCREEA

AEIRFRL EIU}F"[E'I*}%EI‘[%E,%L_%‘F O 2= = SR 2 T‘;c?‘i‘ﬁﬂ\ 92 B
%o A 2R ST= *W%J"fﬁ‘:) — ISP 3“&]]&”1’4{[?[55’*&[[5&
ﬁfjﬁ[‘rﬂm’[ﬁ:ﬁ: Bl FELE SRR (,«ﬁrﬁfl Vs. F:?i?q,) ek ]“J”’lEIX 1
’Ié—“mﬁgmra 2% (Paul et al, 2000 : §J% [~ 2007) T [ * Rl WFAELS

G Eh%%”;? > [l PIRYEL Fﬁiﬂﬁfﬁ Uit > H L’IE'l“ﬁi”F’?%‘.Tﬁﬂ‘l‘iﬁi‘fJFl‘ FFT
[Fil > 1y T[ HLJI FIEImt @RI o 2 7= ey~ PR AL
i '{ﬁt (i} #‘\ﬁ/!ﬁ‘
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Z[J 55 » Gunther & Thorson (1992 ) ElfJ’pJI”J SN 3T hﬁg?* Eji_r IF
5’%?F‘g'[ﬁ’ﬁg‘\@’ﬁ%\?ﬂar MREYE *T?ﬁx‘?ii{@iﬁuﬁtﬁ‘li il J%E’%‘P[H
#1 (observable ) ]ElfJg*El‘[‘fk o Gunther = * 337l » EJIEU}E'I‘I‘?E T T %EIUF?? i"[‘fﬁfﬁf IF\:
RN *isrg\lr?ﬁ:p RO R ]l[fkpjrppi% STl k;srﬁlé”ip ) " t'T‘l‘rﬁ
Q*FE,[ E3:S ‘ﬁ% ERIERLE e T R R A s R J§Jip*|ﬁ[ Day (2008) e
?%@F’#%fﬂmmmﬁiﬁ% LA P O Duck
Fh(1995) FIHE TR Pﬁm“ﬁF}@WWIIW a%,w%— g
WA TR % Y SRR (ST s
Fﬁ IJF“@H Y= *fffﬂ?;p Chock 3% (2008) &t~ gEPaffii-] p@ﬁ@rlpfm
%%%%%3’ﬁé&””wﬂﬁ?@%w%%%ﬁﬁmmm—kﬁ%w*@
Cho & Boster (2008) I'] ?‘ pF R FJ“%LJ%J , }%vf]";’%‘ ’?ﬁrlﬂir)r LN 5\

PR BT B
yﬂ lel uﬁly/%é“—kﬁ"zﬁ[ 4~ uﬁy/izg“

G ST T RS PO R R - P
%%waﬁ%ﬁ*ﬂ%b%@ &rVﬂ%wmﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁm@%m%%
( Gunther & Thorson, 1992 ; #¥ 1~ 2007) - J{%ﬁ’*l#’ iﬁmﬁ"?‘iﬁ B E|
A L T 9L 5 4 o &Wﬁ@”ﬁi
AT B R ¢mWU%:%@%@H-

s 2 o 50l R O S SR B OB

FiFpBy- H IR

'@ @Eﬁﬁ BT TRy o 5t f Fl[ |F‘[S} P Fkhﬂ e TRy
RS - Uy -
@%% B RV TRIRE B ugﬁlﬁmgl[”*[ﬁ[;} Fkaﬂﬂ% N7 RS
B TR -
= ~ S SZ R RF R B — A B = AR RE8H

AOIEIR I ELOR I  ORE QUE E sppas
LIRS o 7 ORI T o R PR T )
7 EVARL ju‘t[i_J[;iiﬁ‘fﬁjbﬁ%FE']ﬂJ[E]“ |5 £ o f[ ?lm (1999) F[ﬁﬁmj ST éggs
[ A R B E oI POl s B PR RLIE RS ~ 2 - D ~ R
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SRR e SRR M AR TR (R RURETHIEOET ) IRV SRR e
Y~ B D %“; ¢ BT RPERY RRRE A~ SAIE] - A
R = B S AT Rk BRSO F%HC i [FIR TS 2R
A%ﬁﬁ@%whﬁ%a’ P P OB (9
PR PR LSRR 5 ISR U IRAELTS 4 BIPAEE Ay L — et s

RAPTIE > PHIPe bl - ARV R FHIHIEI*E-IEJ];T[FFI ( Donohew, Palmgreen,
& Duncan, 1980; Donohew, 1988, 1990; Newcomb & McGee, 1989; Donohew,
Palmgreen, & Lorch, 1994; Palmgreen, Donohew, Lorch, Hoyle, & Stephenson,
2001) « I > 5! LR IELT * AR TR LS 2 s
USSR 1y 57 LRSS * TR e o 55
BUHF R A TRE o5y TS SRR BHOR ff - 0 RS

= (WS

PR3 ¢ (SREPTIDGET HOEH By I O % 2 pomposy- s -
@?321 B m[ﬁy&gjwﬂ[p[ﬂ Iﬁ[’;'ir;ﬁ Y EE e VAR A Sy -

p%%%'—f
o 3b ¢y B ELR & PR = 2 By B ORI s
R -

B 5 R AR 5 2 A S B LR I T
By ET—- MR- A T’T%Jr,é?if?[lfflflé EY S S~ PrETERE ] (substance abuse ) EJ
BRI O SRR RSB ALY
IV kf’sﬁf;\lr%ﬁliﬁ ,'Fr[ FUEIRIS © Cho 374 (2008) VAR - %13 il
| ;*:ﬁlpﬁ?‘ piF fhg[ AT 1?14 S p&’:a‘,pfj—ﬁ D PRy B AT e TRURYE
fij 4 %) @@“iﬁfwﬁbﬁwiﬂ@ﬁﬁltﬁﬁﬁﬁwg%ﬁ*’%ﬁWﬁﬂﬁ
B [IBYFR ] - Chock 37+ (2008) [P HLTRL » B E T i A PR R
7}Lﬂ§#FV O I o R FL PO A R (I R,
FL‘ (FIBLRLAZ ) ﬁ';rl F'Ng% @%‘ %ﬁ’?ﬁ Fﬁ:ﬂ Ve TAURYEE | st Py~ pusy » ZHE
GEANENES ’Frl JpﬁéﬁIELJ}F’II?leH“—g’:EAlfklt’LUﬁT [“IF“‘FA Fl[ﬂ Iﬁl’z’ﬁ
?&5?{[“ SFE e PURYE8 Sy~ AURYSE - %ﬁ"[“ﬁ FFAGE ﬁlﬁi”@
SEPIRTERS 7 » $i0 E

7 4 ¢ ZEPRTES | RPN [ B F RTIoaT- SR
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9 da © PURTE PRI () 3 oty St~ polyge - i sty e 1oy
Z5 o

e 4b & ZPPHTE 1 H 7 PR 17 o BBy 24 ST OB et o
W -

Y~ 55— AT Ry e R S AR B T Tk

ST /T SRS T R PR A O
NRRYEE A ﬁlﬁ"l'—‘é”ﬂf[lﬁ PRI FRAVIEESE Y S B (Davison, 1983) o A £
E-I%,Ql’:’[’%ﬁi& Ema‘j: kjrﬁlgum £ 35 Iffrpr,[hﬂ % ;‘ SN % E\,Z?F“ﬁgl » BT M
PRI PR ot IR RR Y B R 2AEE 1A (Gunther, 1995,
Gunther & Hwa, 1996; Wu & Koo, 2001 ) - JE]; )JﬁE[ (Rojas et al., 1996) -~ ?’4
(Shah et al., 1999) EWW_TEIF%EJ« kL (Salwen, 1998) » (FIiSVpE JTFJI%?FE%JEJF#II
% E}'?JHEIEIA‘ TR S T+nA3=F;[[fk§4 ELB/B LA o [~ 0 [@E[F[Jggﬁgﬁ

RELR R

Day [PrackLii= FI) Eb S b 57 S5 RS - o i g
fo % o {7 LR O (Golan & Day, 2008 ) - Day (2008) P S -
T fJ ( Exxon Mobil ) TE[,E B IJ?IH l—:%ﬁ[‘&ﬁ@l IJ’?[ BRI AT 5
W@iW%—kﬁ% CHIE ﬁEFw YA - Day PR LSRR A
O RS R F RS SR - R
?[5 ARk 4 AT ki&%?gﬁlﬁﬂﬁfnﬁwgb T B AT R o (EHP=E R RO E -
Fﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁ%NWﬁ#w“ﬁmewiﬁif%%%E“%@ Exxon
Mobil RV ffiid dVE -

Day fi J’F"EJ o DTS kj?srf,\l§’éﬂp~ B SHELAD E}' L RVEN B kj;;r%\@u;;p*r
i Y 2 ) W~W°@4%‘kﬁ%www%#a’ﬂ#@@gﬂ
(paternalism ) fRFEE 5 ~ 7 yﬁ%ﬁ%}n ‘“{EW@%‘%UUF“T By kjf"f%\[ C 15
HES S I'F'EJ??““E[’[J_S" }Tﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁ"(ﬁlﬁ’l@ﬁ%ﬁ% E FL ( Golan, Banning, & Lundy,
2008 ) [ﬂj%’ T k}f”svg\l?;pﬁ E‘g%}—'\ b BCR H“yp[ﬂjg e jEo gL
v M7 DEE/%&#N q’ﬁf“’ﬁi Ol tlr+f§=%‘,[l;[ﬂ)‘1%?§n§%ﬁj[ FLJ*EDA AN
BRI RS

RS 9 SRS T B OB 1
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2 STETS SRR S ORISR R Y SRR
ARG A = ZE A R gy 2 A ALY (Mutz, 1989,
Willnat, 1996 ) - EEJ%’U?ETEEEJH{T{ (Golan et al., 2008 ; ff=xd' > 2009) - ﬂ:«‘f 2
Frilpuses| (Gunther, 1991) - Rlﬂ Jﬂ%ﬁ%@’?g ( Tsfati & Cohen, 2003 ) fq_*‘#
= S (Tsfati & Cohen, 2005) ) é%%iﬁ;l (David & Johnson, 1998; Ch01
& Leshner, 2003) ~ SEIE = 7 3\%_4 7 £ (Wan, 2002) o I gl 17 fael 87—
f’r{;‘\l?ii@pﬁ G IAVERLP qu/jﬂju;g, RS 0 (ST S B iﬂf_p quﬁ[

< s Iﬁ““fq'ﬁﬁ“'*k" YRR RS B P B Y P LR
- w%?@hd[m@“° S AR R YR
A SRR
RQI : #5957 kj’f{;\lgiﬂp lJﬂFJJﬁE@f_FIF iz sl y;jﬁ@%‘ 25 Y
[ JFLE VHVE ?

RQ2 : WSOST- % SRR L (WA 5P 2 M T 2
RQ3 : WIRIOTT - * SRITAOREEG ALY RS S P 55 2

2\ WMRLE

\

I

HERZ e MG T

W“?ﬁ(ﬁ#ifl F[ﬁ*' = F’?‘*%@fﬁﬁf%%ﬁ? ~ Y1828 myfuAEed /P
%[RRI PR AR AR E o CBIREPS A BYA
) MRS S ST PR  HRLRE] 250 HIREEH - 2L B IR
ARG R (125 £) ASBPHRYAE (125 £)

o BAWEHE

Wu?ﬁﬁ 5 (i HEEE R 5 f RS o [MBCEverett & Palmgreen (1995)
FRgd [V IRE RV P IER R &« (perceived message sensational value scale) » 5* |'Ff |
r== _;H’FJ;,&K Ffﬁ?]ﬁ"J ,-“,xl’ﬁ?’:l‘ FFIU 45 jﬁ}:’% FLI z}iﬁ,\f}H ) #TTTLI'ﬁ I‘-H”HEJ/H Y
F[ mmﬂﬁ/ ; f[ 3 ‘Ff[ o ;:Elrrﬁﬁrlﬁ[pr?g\l s PUEL 3 ‘Ff[ THUW‘UH CTHI
B0 TR IR —FM2 58 PRy ’?I% o TPER fQ_ ) 73’3?7[55’:3‘

\
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Pimissy A CGTRIEs - PRIy~ Tipy S ERsE e, R TP i ) =
BV A BRIV L FLI o

=~ HEwE TR

BRI 25 A~ FEAUH ﬁ%’rﬁfﬁ?r’?ﬁu ZELLIE R S eI
Emﬁwmﬁ%mmwuww% - WERAI PP R
i F %TJIZI“%@:@{T“& 20 ST ORI SERC P B SR P I?E

ARV PETR E R W R F:SU;:[]’EF"F]:H& *‘*ﬁlrjﬁ;r EEEJF} L;;,dmmﬂrf
.&zﬁ“@wiﬂ PTUEJ?/&*I?&@’ WV R - AR R TR IR
ISR A S5 3 R I RASTAT RO 1 2 = 780 3 J0R)4 2 ST IR 3
ﬁlrﬁgjﬁiﬁﬁﬁ 40 5358 - B B R A 60 3 8 -

= Bigesm

TR S TN LR TR A, TH AT, - TP
PERRVPEER AR Tt W
B~ TRERE, - TR - TR, - TRV

—m

III =
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The First-Person Perception of
Anti-drug films

Sue-Jen Lin"

ABSTRACT

Using the first- and third-person effect hypotheses, this study
investigated viewers’ perceptions of the effects of anti-drug films on self and
others and the perceptions’ relationship to the support for the production of
the films and anti-drug attitudes and behaviors. Message desirability was
determined by viewers’ drug use status, their message sensational seeking
personality, and sensational values of the films. 250 participants were
randomly assigned to watch films with either high or low sensational values.

The results indicated that those who watched films with high
sensational values were more likely to make first-person judgments, while
viewers of low sensational values films made third-person judgments.
Viewers with low-sensational seeking personality reported greater effects of
anti-drug films on themselves than did viewers with high-sensational seeking
personality. In addition to message features and audience’s personality,
viewers’ drug-using behavior also influenced perceived message effects. The
first-person perception level of drug non-users was significantly higher than
that of drug-users. A significant relationship existed between supporting the
production of anti-drug films and first-person perception level. The first-
person effect was also positively associated with the likelihood to generate
favorable attitudes toward anti-drug films and oppose drug use, which

expands first-person behavioral domains beyond the issue of support.

Keywords: anti-drug films, perceived message sensational value, sensational-

seeking value, first-person effect, third-person effect
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