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=~ hREmEEn

B EFE 24K W, Philips Davison (1983 ) f1157= * ¥l (the third-person
effect ) fHH ¢ IF‘EJ[FWﬂ 'FL‘ fi AUSHELT Fkgﬂﬂj BB o SR I VRS
[ k2 N la1%fFJu“J?F|L" (Gunther, 1991 ; Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Lee & Yang,
1996 )+ L7 [T ALK 5t BB AL 05 A IR ]
TR S 1T R RLAVSSET = 35 (unrealistic optimism ) (=N (Weinstein, 1980) >
L E}"{IF'[H R N IQ*F'FU%%% iR l”ﬂ*F“ﬁLTFLELvW
B (L OREP LTRSS - PR R ) ﬂJEJ FIREL IS
4=~ 2E (ego enhancement) [UEYZF™ » 57 * ?ﬁﬂfi@)éﬁﬂﬁf}; ( Gunther &
Mundy, 1993) - fl = T Epust= ~ Ffl | (a reverse third-person effect )

(Cohen & Davis, 1991) : FHEI7 E}' IR R AT e TRSRYR - [0S f
ES NNl 72 f%éﬁ@?ré[“?ﬁ'ﬁ“’:’ﬂﬁuﬁfj ARG e M ISR = e R
( Gunther & Thorson, 1992; Atwood, 1994 )

7t Davison ffi1a7= N B HSIR ’FE‘FTJTM/[“ BRI AN
ﬁ;ﬁig&g%f@h?{ (EFR WJ”F'A’{"' LTS ORI RIPYTE Y (%@T el
F) o A 1 fi [pV = (Lyf | ] g%?"ﬁ E’J'%f[ . "T%% > Eﬁ'l'[ﬁ%@
o RIS fﬁ_"’fﬁﬁf kﬁ%’ﬁ”w & PR
%ﬁrj\ ”Fk[;;“f <P ﬁﬁﬁ;l A% (social undesirable ) @%ﬁ?{ﬁl\m?}’éﬁ‘hﬂﬁ MY AT S e ]
FYEYZ¥ (Cohen, Price, & Gunther, 1988; Perloff, 1989, 1999; Paul, Salwen, & Dupagne,
2000) - = IFH?J;LI "ﬁrﬁ%~ HRYZREER - | ’IUBE*LfFUZI%FE' Y75 £% (Sun, Shen, & Pan,
2008) : YE S EPRABEIA - P IO SR S
( Gunther, 1995; Gunther & Hwa, 1996; Wu & Koo, 2001; Lo & Wei, 2002; Chia, Lu, &
McLeod, 2004 ; FF= 75 [F[J [ﬁjl%’i ~ BEJETEL, 2005) -~ Jﬁj‘\i‘J@ﬁE[ (Rojas, Shah, &
Faber, 1996 © §it §2 » 2000a » 2000b © §i2 ¥ ~ - [E4 » 2003) - Fﬁ ( Shah,
Faber, & Youn, 1999) - ®igf “TE[FTFH £l (F“[F “hiE > 1997 5 Salwen, 1998 ; 1 F&EF »
2007 )

X SEEFETS R ISR A (O A2 Eﬁ CEE o H AT S ﬁﬁ:ﬁfﬁ?“l@
(social desirability ) ElfJ%,El\[‘J?j’_‘kﬁﬁJr)r h g5l ?ii[llélﬁ’ﬁﬁ?hﬁﬂj\ %oy S P
#yy- * }WF,‘JF?J;DJQL_F, ﬁ?%%,ﬁl\@f}"f’? R RIRL I V BfI0 (Golan & Day,
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2008 ) - B%‘J"Fiﬁzlh’pfﬁg%j\ % }E-[;‘}E'ﬂﬁ%%@'[\é&pU% EL PJ?" » TR Y- M IS UAT
TJTJIZP i ® EJTF (Y % o S 1 TR0 %@«#;ﬂﬂj Y ”#'ﬁ' ( Gunther &
Thorson, 1992; Hoorens & Ruiter, 1996; Henriksen & Flora, 1999; White & Dillon,
2000) % Eﬁ | ST S\ EJ ol F‘ {F[ Lo 42 ( Gunther & Thorson, 1992;
Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Duck & Mulhn, 1995) - @ {5hieT= * ?'VE)JF%H%E‘E
(Innes & Zeitz, 1988; Gunther & Thorson, 1992) -

By R OETE PSRRI PESRE T TS YRR
E?ﬁo*ﬂ%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁkmﬁw%ﬁﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁ%yuHiﬁwﬂﬁ(wa
ﬁ@}ﬁp%ﬂﬁ%@ﬁ)%’ﬁﬁ%@m@@ﬁ@wﬂﬁ%¢ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁm@%
fﬁﬁ@ﬁ@k¢ﬁrﬁwﬁﬁbﬁ%ﬁﬂ#" Y] * A B (R 5

k% UpM |Ff,ﬁ ELET kYR R Em@ (Duck, Terry, & Hogg, 1995; Chock,
Fox, Angelini, Lee & Lang, 2008 ) -

AP R VG BT S R T IR AL
glg}-l *Isﬁé‘j'[\ﬂ: (fﬁﬂ@ﬁ‘{%ﬂ?l [??JI/E‘F[ EHEI T lim[ jﬁ@&j\%ﬁﬁ ) bg{F lqﬁ‘j [if: (Ef%" FLI I_E"{

A ST EVRR IR ) (9 RIS * 2SRRI B (O
LS WF#EUE%% ) o %&ﬁ‘]‘ﬁ“ﬁﬁ'?iﬂa ﬁﬂ‘aff’:’f" ﬁ‘Fde[fiﬁiH[ B R SRR
SR BN I oy

&l ~ XEADRREAtFIRER

— ~ B NBLE— ANSREEA
>

TSR Rl S G S BV
(Davison, 1983 ) - q\a&'ﬂf%ﬁiﬁaj\ W. Phillips Davison [fil#] 1950 & {47 Flﬁ‘ T
S~ PRI ORI P BRI T 5T R BN S T B
gt '%¢w“%$w%?w*ﬂ¢§¢f&F*ﬁﬁﬁif% P 1 AR RO S
HE@’WWP* RIS i Wﬁwﬁﬁw*iWﬂ’*
V2t P EﬁaW#‘L4HFT'ﬂEv35P BRI - SR R
el E, Fm[ ? Davison FLIET" > (9 FYREFIES T E] G RO R -

B R0 Ml ~ AR Davison ST BRY ELIP 7 5 ff BRSO
By Jgﬂﬁ TR R BB N SRR o — RLIG P S S PR - S
ggﬁﬂr:ﬁugw e PR ﬁyﬂr:cl?{ﬁff FIJLHIFT){_ Wﬁﬁrﬂw Y 5
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SRR YR o (R RV %F, (A (Davison, 1983: 2) o [fij— %2
R e Davison Eu { JLE[]J ;E,“EIHZ = Elf}‘j’ar“rﬁf‘ﬂﬁl ?"’[’?ﬁrﬁp UkES Y
P PSR i A © P 5 Lo I B S -
% > Davison FlERURELF oL 3 207 PLEHR8 - (H 0 VPR 7 b
Hﬁ%ﬁﬂ?fgh~ﬁﬁﬁﬂguﬂwﬂww4% [FH P PO
s 7 LSS R T L rﬁfﬁf}; [yFETe [ﬁ %[iﬁJgibéﬁﬁ@foj’ H?

xSl BRIV Davison fENSTZ S ISHEL AR
*E\JWEATQ@E RS S AR VA A [E'ﬁri P o SRR T AT &
) - (Davison, 1983:3) -

5 S S HRTRE IR T R AL
FIfIfg S AT o j‘”ﬁirﬁwm\?%\'ﬁﬁ“ ARG AP TE T“'A:j*%' % 57
= PSR ?ﬁ?@@'ﬁ ( Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Duck & Mullin, 1995; Gunther & Hwa,
1996; Hoorens & Ruiter, 1996 ) F’Ijﬁf? Fl‘ggLéplp\/F’gg TJrrf'A 3*%,! [fEEI[JrfA =AY Y-
My M EERIRIR J?J{l % R */iﬁ (Innes & Zeitz, 1988, Gunther & Thorson,
1992; Gunther & Mundy, 1993; Brosious & Engel, 1996; Chock et al., 2008 ) - & E\ﬂj‘ H

F U fEp BT A sl r?:;[l (reversed third-person effect ) ﬁ& HIEL ST M EF
B (Cohen & Davis, 1991; Duck et al., 1995; Hoorens & Ruiter, 1996; Gunther & Hwa,
1996; Price, Tewksbury, & Huang, 1998) - (E! ZJ“?JQ_H T S 2 S IF‘EJF,L~ JF’IPIFK/T
I TJFF%E'[ et £ Fka:\j‘il [ BT 1T VR S DY S T**:j*%' (3
AT /77 kajg e | YA P © gl /%'ZEIU""? d&ﬁﬁ (Perloff 1999 ; Paul et al.,
2000) - [FI[FI i Tﬁﬁrj’m“ » Perloff (1999) * Paul = * (2000) WL"— ﬁlﬁm
PP Y PR AR R

— kLT B s R R Y F,/nq\ (actor-observer attributional error) TFIEIUJQL_

Pl s Jfl'ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬁfl”j VR o I'F‘EJ“% ISTF R E SRR 1
HTF* 2% Sl *qﬂjfﬁ—‘f By M pUE L jf/\iﬁ 'FL‘ CFVELY Fl»%ﬂﬂﬂj * F’?IHE&EJ
R 5 IR RURRYARE e 1 RV PRSI AT e IV I SR e TR
Rl lﬁlﬁﬁﬁg*ﬁ[ VYRYE% )0 (Heider, 1958; Gunther, 1991) - El%?‘]ﬁ%ﬂ?fﬁdi‘?ﬁﬁ‘”
'?Jzﬁw; S SN (A ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%fﬁ,“l"&?jI'ﬁ[I*E'I?*,E'\E?j . Tﬁ'ﬂ?&f@[lﬁﬁ%i‘ﬁﬁjﬁﬁ

T B SRR

B G2 ?’[ il T 7} po T EIZS 2SR | (self-enhancement ) » [IF]] lﬁ];é ( self-
serving bias ) U%H LT [J|’r‘ ] = 3% (biased optimism ) H */T < RS
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= & (unrealistic optimism ) fL#i= | FJ'Jt b gﬁ?{ |1_i§i tﬂﬁﬁ[ | e R Y
PR 5T A A EJ’?‘/W%TU ( Perloff, 1999; Paul et al., 2000; Wei, Lo, & Lu,

[
2007) o ePESFIZSRAR Y FUF] (A P2 S PR RS e TR~ 4~ (better

than average ) - H %F,&\’ ﬁsfjﬂtj 2R I F\; ﬂT‘l‘lF%giF;lll‘fkg-L Rl 5y, 2%
(Gunther, 1991)  {E/[FilF ] /Fqﬁrﬁkﬁigﬁuiaj}fl’“T*fEﬁQF%“aﬁ

%~[ﬁ?“ﬂ*$%ﬁwaifﬁ%%*1ﬁ% RISEFE e TRy e S5
] *E@%‘ZEJTJIZJ thl Innes & Zeitz (1988) ijﬂIﬂ?F,Wp %ﬁl* ] ?7§§45||E15J§I:
kjrg\lmh [15EZFfY © Innes %‘“*pﬁmbﬁ:gj@@ EW\T fi IR FLF)?@“FEEEJ
ﬁfﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ@@fggg’y NS E F'fﬂ 'FL‘ ﬁ%“;ﬁlc ARy 2 A B (9 M Y,
B RO AR o B S5 R

((F Troddpu sy = M3l — PV BRELET Cohen & Davis (1991) # e
Cwméﬁ“*ﬁpwﬂm““?lﬁﬁmii%ﬁ%’ﬁﬁcmﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ%gkbﬂ

.}ﬁ&a% il Jﬂ“srg,&ﬁﬂj e F‘fﬂ]?ﬁ bElc I;F%I—‘LEI [~ EIFFL ELA;?U?}%‘%E%?I fi
fuﬁg, » Cohen §*VLPEI§A IR YR jrtipjﬁt‘upt CREAY TS~ I
fd ;o Gunther & Thorson (1992) PIRL T SRR "Efﬁlﬂ@?* o U ]EIfJ’FiJZZ[“’HI » I
rafA*?ﬂ%J4ﬁq?$“LrTﬂﬁwgﬁf”%“rﬁii*Iﬁyﬂﬁql’ﬁﬁﬁgaﬁ
AR PR TRV (yielding) EAZI%FE RS BT & ;Y%J_TI’EF[T}[L |
TP ) 3 RO L Y SRR AR
TR

PR 1 PRS2 B o B MRS (AL B o

AR S

=~ GRERFEEEES — AR = NRCREEA

BEIRF RV PP R ERLT= S Uiy P E S 0 R
o [HTEAS SHPYETS *jr;,\l&“ﬁ'p) - kjrg\lg,ﬂp Epn @EIEJ}F’]E[F\/%Q&&
HRH P > W REE SRR (i vs R IE MWWJQ
w@$@mww@ﬂ%w?wlaalzmm'ywrﬂ2MW>§¥Wﬁ*Wi*ﬁ¥P1
LY 2 R« Tl = IR RLP TR Vs ﬁL‘ﬁWbﬁfgﬁﬂiWH =T
RN F“f**’T*F‘EiEJE?EJ;ﬂ' RS LR IR S U
Rl ERE RIS T
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I %F - Gunther & Thorson (1992) FUPHARH{U A » FHEF E'f:_r e
CEHOPSET AL ~ WIS SRR S R :’l%”%'?tw
#1 (observable ) ]ElfJg*El‘l‘fk > Gunther = * 317 > EJI%II*E'I‘I‘?& B YR i"[‘fﬁ?ﬁ e
AN *isrg\lﬁéw;p R R ]l[fkpjrppif% =T kjsr;,\lé”ip i t'T—[-T?f
Q*El [ESIN ‘ﬁ% ELHIENSRL e e Py & R S O J%J:npﬂﬁl Day (2008) [
’Et%\'«{ﬁ? B TSR I R ““f& CHIY SIS PV o Duck
Eh(1995) JJEE SORE - R “T*FE*E' [ 11 o Sl I S
LR TS £ e BT SRR (SR,
f[ I'"J'F%E;% a7 b ?yﬁ)\'?;ﬂ > Chock = * (2008) ?Jra"éf’f'%ff”lfﬁﬁ' Elfﬂﬁﬁ?f%f [
GARERE - AR R e I?E“f@i%ﬁ”?&?‘?{ SRS~ S
Cho & Boster (2008) I'J# Fl P VPR {ﬁ'*ﬂ”{’f’t ?ﬁ,ﬁ”f)f Kgy= MR
l;zjl’ﬁ[ggwmg:%[ ujggq , gﬂﬁ% £ 5%‘ % F“'[ Pﬁp@_f@;ﬁﬁgﬁ DIF Fjj}] F'fﬂ IF‘[Ez%‘ ?4
%—jg[z uﬁl/@*ﬁ”’fyﬁ fy * IJ;?@%B
PRSI B 45;7?%@*[ Rl FJIE'I”ﬁ‘FA’{%TE"EEE?ﬁ Y
ﬁgﬂgéﬁﬁ T [ P R T PR L 1 o Ry
( Gunther & Thorson, 1992 ; #4¥ [~ 2007 ) - J%‘J‘"IP i’pﬁ”}“?t'l’ff%‘ F‘,x,

& IE[\JQ-lEIlEFﬁE'ﬂy:’:iF;I‘[fEﬁ PSR EL A Eg;f@%_jf,ﬁ; U R RV T [JF,J Ej
IFW CEaNGR ﬁlﬁ/\ FJ\_JNP? P RFHRpST f[ﬁ'f@%ﬁﬂﬁﬂ :
T2 = Wl ey R T P S i 4 (SR TSR sy om0
F‘y [pusy— ISR o

I 20« W4y AT A OB PRI R BT A S 1 opy
WS * Ry o
P2 2b © BT SR FY DGR OB S PRI T BT TS ™ PR
FESERE e TRy o
=~ G SRR EE S — A B = NREREEAN

R A TR E B AR e A N A el 'F%EJ//?"EUW e
R o B SO T R &FHHHLTE‘JﬁjTT*ﬁfT Il
=17 E,LIEI » F LRI SRR RO R 7 8T TR (1999) UPTEIEE R

U S P R RO S T BRI LIS R 2~ S - e
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R e SE I AT (R IOETR B RIS Ee - #
Y~ HREE R %E ¢ B RPERY PR A~ SAI=] - A

E‘%%é’%ﬁ*ﬁ ﬁ'* ORE %’[?@ GRS “ﬁ R~ E*%HC i [FIR TS 2
@%ﬁﬁ@%whﬁ T T IS T IR - [N

RE R R R “IEI lp‘; [N SRR IR T 8 PTG pb gy e R

APV > P EJ@:‘F btk Jﬁ%?%}?*,ul[ Fﬁl‘%‘ﬂ?ﬁl IJIQTIFFI ( Donohew, Palmgreen,
& Duncan, 1980; Donohew, 1988, 1990; Newcomb & McGee, 1989; Donohew,
Palmgreen, & Lorch, 1994; Palmgreen, Donohew, Lorch, Hoyle, & Stephenson,

2001) o pHFE S SR R THIDGRELT AR TR R S S 2 Ry
RIS o € e (53 RURR P HIBOEDT R ERpoR L e Py
BRI RC 0BT N WS S SR B - 50 A PURAOEY
= [ RS -

P73 ¢ (RIS B IR | Ry st -
% 3a + R INELT A PRI (> 2 Fr iy 2 B e PR

5 J%{é%ﬁ
52 3b < R By TR 8 U™ (2 By S~ sy e sy e
FIRYAY ©

b 15 1 P TR 7 o g R KL P TRE T
Y- MR BT *?YF/J]?JHLF puz g9t A > PoTTET | (substance abuse ) EJ
B O S OEAG R LS T Ay

KHT= A ;ﬁ’rguﬁfipé_“ ,’ﬁ,gmg. folZ o Cho =7~ (2008) FWW”O‘?%\'@? k= Pﬁ[[,fg[
E'J%'é%guﬂ J/?':]FI[F[?”E =T ?4 ) (Faﬁpk%_ﬁ,p;ﬁ D AR 1 IARYEE
O P E 2 P AR b R R r%g FIEFE e PR B P D
Ew%%PﬁJ Chock 7" (2008) ORI FEH » [ 72 75 2 BB
B SRAYE O B o G FLOIg A SR (O TS EELE,
F[ |AEEEANEEAD) Prl F'[ﬁ §th§z§ f?ﬁﬁ% F[a:ﬁ o TBYZE | S~ gy 2
}gﬂpﬂ;\\[kﬂg, ,ﬁ“’srl"'jﬁ&éﬁIﬁ[JlLFﬁ]fxﬂyTJrﬁ%%[[fklﬁ:J—“mr ]:—HII—“IFA F'fﬂ IFL[E’%’L
'?[ﬁf’?[ = ’az-jg I& lla J%}/}?‘kif‘;—hﬂj K p Jﬁ{ﬁgs {%:Xf"[l—— 7[:?17 S FL' ﬁ;gykf il
RSP I - N I

@?4 FRPITTEH R P T [ & 2 Rl er- S s

Il
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5 da = PURTE @ RIS () 3 sty S~ polyge sty oy
Z o

e 4b & EPPHTE 1 H 7 PR 17 o By 24 ST OB et i
-

Y~ 55— AT Ry e R S AR B T Tk

ST N /HNE S IR R * PIRRE R [ B e

M VRYATE A ﬁlﬁhﬂggﬁ['ﬁ PR FR VIS £ (Davison, 1983) o g £
pl?*,\l\’:”?ﬁai pusy= jr;,\lgum R FEe VTF—JT:}LA' %2 RN % g@"ﬁgﬁi » TS A g
P B o PRI R ARG A TR (Gunther, 19953
Gunther & Hwa, 1996; Wu & Koo, 2001 ) - JE]} )JﬁE[ (Rojas et al., 1996) -~ %
(Shahetal., 1999) > g “TE[FTF” EL (Salwen, 1998) - (EIiVpE JT}Lﬁ%ﬁJ’Sﬁ
d E}@Jt"ﬁ“ S E T Fﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@[f&é& LU IR 2 EEfRE A F lﬂj ~ a;,[l%ﬁlﬁug{g%

i E N '{#?VH”’HD*E*J °

Day [k LB = | R LG [ by 55 SR Ep ~ o5 1

Ak VS Ry PP (Golan & Day, 2008) - Day (2008) e rEY RN
EI?EI fJ ( Exxon Mobil ) jfﬁl [;I*J IJ’?’[F[ I Iiy’f#[ﬁal IJ’?{[FIJF%IEI\;,E}'
Brrid 2 sy I F/Lj{[ﬁgj IFLI N /tffp; Y © Day [Vl Elﬁﬁi?ﬂ—flﬂfﬁiﬁﬁw
O IS R BT SR (0 R 2
%5 g & pusy- b i&ﬁj?ﬁlﬁ%}éﬁ;ﬁ?—kﬁ THAVEAR T L o [FIPT R AR -
ﬁbw%‘q’ﬁhfﬁ ?ﬁ FIAFR, Ilﬂﬁ” A PSS F[ T YR T LT SHEET Exxon
Mobil % VT (i1l HRE -

Day [uitsihees > A13T= * T'ﬁ'ﬁ'?&fﬂF it ?*Ef&%’ﬁi?ﬂgr k ?'SFE'A?L{#[I—E'_“

AasAdl Wﬁw°ﬁ?ﬁ3*%%w%w%@%,gmo e
(paternalism ) fFEE {5 ~ 7 yﬁ%f}g W IR Y-S > BT kjsrg\lrl 213
B o N PR RpY F A A ”ﬁ%f}%’a RLTY Fk ( Golan, Banning, & Lundy,
2008) : [FIETAE 0 5T }Wﬁ'giﬂ;‘} SRy o FUPSRE P P UpREIE e o
9 T R ,—mtp[ SR SR A
BT RS

B s © 55~ SRR MRS B ORI 0
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i ST R ISR ?L{J:[IF[J —FJ:‘@"F By R ESE pr:}[wgz%#_& 5T }k&%\'?if
ARG A = JR A R gy 2 O A ALY (Mutz, 1989,
Willnat, 1996) %E‘lféﬁ’?!ﬁbngﬁgi (Golan et al., 2008 ; FfZd' > 2009) ﬁf =2
Frlfioris] (Gunther, 1991) ~ A Jﬂg,&iw? (Tsfati & Cohen, 2003 ) ;@wg
Y gl (Tsfati & Cohen, 2005) » L= RERE (David & Johnson, 1998; Cho1
& Leshner, 2003 ) -~ iﬁig‘lﬁbﬁﬁég‘\?gs £ (Wan, 2002) I gyl i #6157
TSFE)J%»‘EDP iﬂfﬁﬁ'ﬁuaﬂ@[ F"q’ﬁk’fl (i £ > (H 5T x;y%ngipi_m (Rl

J]E“Fh I‘H“ﬁfzf/#]ﬁu.wtn  YIrEEIA ;jﬁag Hlﬁ”f I FL RN ”{EUF" ﬂ?[f{
,lgpr]}l ’ L}FEH:\ = IEJ@H ;r ¥, fm ﬁifﬁfﬁ,{;;@yg”[%,ﬂjﬁt “ F{Jy
¢?@¢ﬂw*7ufm%%ﬁ:

RQI : WISHuET- SR RAIETE L LY Ry i~ A
[ JF*E VEURE ?

RQ2 : WISfUET- * jyg\l?;p |J§F{JJ%@£_ FE%%E:’EI B 3 Y puiEg 9
RQ3 : @5 AuT- kﬁrg\lr%;ppﬁﬁg}g}ig@i:ﬁF‘ﬁrg{é%éf;s[ K% _J#[fﬁ]amgj,j%?

2\ WMRLE

\

I

\

HERZ e MG T

T FEAaR F[?ﬁ*' = F’?*?f»@fﬁﬁ[%%%ﬁ? s 18-28 Rfu At
F TP IR SR PR PRSP IR E T (IS 5
ES) ﬁ“’ﬁ’ﬁ*%% SIS  HEPEE] 250 HERRETH - RS R
PRI A A (125 € SRS EY A A2 (125 ©)

o BAWEHE

Wu?ﬁﬁ 5 (i HEEE R 5 F SRS o [MEKEverett & Palmgreen (1995)
FRgd [V IRE RV IER R &« (perceived message sensational value scale) » 5* fﬁ[
" PR S SR 45 T FraBeps #:ﬁmﬁ mmﬂﬂ
ﬁﬂgmyv,Hsﬁoﬁw*ﬁ*@w?%’ﬁﬁm3ﬁ RS IR
R EM2 AT - “%%.u7yrwti_JvJ)'b3f[3
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Pimisesy A CGTRIES - TSEITAg o~ Tipy S s e, 2 T i ) =
BV H RV -

=~ HEwE TR

B 25 A= FEpUTHE S T |ﬁ1}i§ﬁlrjﬁ;;ﬂﬁu /%%F@t R YR Er 5 el
:iuﬁfjféajr@“sﬁq’rﬁﬂi%'r%*ﬁ Y SRR S - WRRELE o F ot RS
F'“ ’ FJE??TP’IZ’E’%???T*’ 20 & ﬁf[E‘UEﬁF' W [H MEUE R PR I?E

PRV RN R e e ?;U‘L??:% W’FE‘FTJ EEF“ﬁE o SE R U ﬁi
o BT (R ST flfﬂguﬁ«%l#iﬁu T EHY S ) Sfff{ YA s AR O R R

P RAINE R S M S5 ) pY B TE‘FTJF '*5 VBN o HHIHY 3 Sfff{ U ST 3
ﬁ‘%%éi%ﬁﬁ;@ 40 538 > BTN BRI R A 60 S -

= - R

jP?ﬁEZJEF[g;Pjr}[ a@fglqj}? r [ g s T [?EJI/ ~ DA s TPy
IS T @%E@J © TRRPTER A R R
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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

" Sue (Sue-Jen) Lin is an associate professor at I-Shou University, Kaohsiung, Taiwan. e-mail:

suelin@isu.edu.tw.

«53.



'}%—E’?’:& . AA
HETAR $=-Lt-4# =98&127

<54 .



