ESRZ

FToREBE R (98/11) » pp.71-99

2008 T IOER RS e i

BB e

B

&L Y

AR RAGEH LB ARRGBEMER > ERREHAE
RERF R ERNEEARL - TEBEZERARETRUERIMLAGTAL
HBE ZEHAEGTRATAELELBERATE G LB - B TR
BA M R IR - AR H 2008 FEH LA RETAREETALE
AN BEESE A MR AR BT - ARG I REAOIE=
@ FH— EH 2008 FRECRELENIRAKEAZ NI A%
(E@a ) 29X —4% (A@AE) #iEFHE (kD E)
%mﬁo%%%ﬂm%$k§%ﬁ%i’é£% AR Y BB E
o MAB R IEEAMET 0 RFAALEHRANGAZALAE SN %
BAHRKRE - F=> 682008 FREETRRENHERKZA WY H
R~ N ARE ] o bfE THOR Y ~ A% ) 69 KA Uik F &
2000 F REREQER (Z0BR -~ Eo9A%) @it £E 2008 F
KEETHIELESNH;ER ~ O ARG LB BTt o B = #HIILE A E
%ﬁ&%%ﬁ%é’m%#k“*ﬁﬁihﬁi@ BlmEAM @I
FTHR: AR EARARTARLEAR > L ASAKS GG
B8 o

WlsEs] : A KE - ERK

ﬁ
&
e
Y
=

COERT K2 03B {E 462 A 82548 © E-mail: johnwen@cc.shu.edu.tw ©
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5% BIREAT AR T AR AE 1939 RV E K BEAUHEN - DU E BB R 1940 55 K
LK BB K g o A E RBOEE RS E A BRI (Barnouw 1968) © K BIBUE {##%
ELH Kraus(2000, 9-10) 5HT » EABBOREARR TEFHTVEEE ) (unique perspective)——
BHENMELEARABOGHFRRA > WS 7 ERE BRI FIIAE -
BT AR RS A DR EE > SR B R R E B AU AR (T B T E R
EAlE 2008 ) o T A2 b B AR A () 2% 1 588 SO e R o M A B S e R P S HE B
HERM R BRSNS ik R E AFUZE (Benoit 1999; 2007; Kaid 2004; Kaid and
Holtz-Bacha 1995) « H[ 5 » S & (312 BIZR (52 2 AR KHER 53 - (1140 & (2 i
N3 2 H R 50% £ 75% IEE S B AR E & (Kaid and Tedesco 1999) « JE{LI -
FEALE & (£ 5 18 2008 GBS IR & 07 (REGE 2008 ¢ {EF]  2008a : 2008b :
2008c) © FEPER FHIEEN - BINIMEE AN BB A E R BER S ST EER -
MrELETGR o EEAIZEOR EREEEE Kaid(2004, 155) KM A E AR S 178 2 BUR E#EH
WA TERE R —HE S .

ESRER AR & B B LA L B e E BN HIOJReth i 22 R FRHME - 2R R
DIZRENES TS ) ATRERT SRAURS SR am K o 1 BN A & 7 & 2R IR 2
B 2 HIERICNRISL 85 o a0 > SRR 5 dm E EA IR A1 TR 1 S it 22 2 0 5
LSRN T IR 37 25 BN B 5% FI T 3t 08 A 2 R ~ 385 B B AR
il (Kaid 2004) o FHES B2 BRI o 4G HI B AR G E 2R B AURER T LA > %[5 2 R ] 2 22
ERESFHERR - BRI E B BB E S IUERE AR 2R EZ IR
1) T EES EmY)EePHEm 1 (functional theory of political campaign discourse)(Benoit 1999;
2001; 2007; 2009) » Hf 5 1 2008 F-HEM A E B AUE S EITRA T  BFFEE I ELAHRR T
52 » JEHET AR 2008 A AGEEME S TIER -

Bl » XRREREY

— - BLEN B A B PG A R R I e IR R

TEMt @b ~ R IR E 5 A8 A FPE R Y » BRI iR a5 A Ry
M o BN - FORERRYEAG HALEM: > G A ER 85 R A B Ak A T A
HFHIZEIFE (Benoit 2007) 32 B ik A EME IR EH#Z Benoit(2007, 32-52) ELHEAFFE



2008 FHHKEERELEZHRIN T3

[~ > AES3HT 2 1952 F 2004 4 (145 FUE IS £ - $& HI 7S IE B 2 B am i) a8 Hi 40
T

1. R T E AT -

2. 1738 N H B F IR o

3. OS5 A 15 LUBE R RS o

4. 16 3E N\ EE HES (acclaiming) ~ B (attacking) BE[/2 (defending) 2KV FH¥ 2 &
{FFE (preferability)

5. BB EMEUR (policy) B2 A (character) M MEARAHEST

6. 7% N AERG 2 BOEE (A REmifS 258 ) -

HHEMS ° Benoit I MEUABLERLIIREM R ) £k - S — TR E NH LS T
B ME B A E EBLEFUE © Benoit 385 » (REAEBA =MHEAEE : BiEH
CREEE (@ EmAUE B IRAGAR ) - B FAUHEE (il & mil e sl Al
AR ) > DURBFENE F# 5 CFE TSR © Benoit FTaitdy TBAE > J&BH H [0l fE 5 T ST A
H O - Benoit fEH > TP BLHFE (IERFE) BB (AL ) FEMEAL
ANF] - RIS ELA IR Sl 2 B T Je R B OB MIRPE AT TR E - (Rt
ANBRIERBE » @ N EEH R PR (Benoit 1999; Benoit and Wells 1996) © 1
RSB 2SI R A > @ E DTSR LB—#im S N H 37 B AERSE AT —
TERRRIN LA > M B -

BOGHE R DIREMERER 7 oM —HIRE > A EEEREE wmE (BOR / AR - 1F
Benoit A BRI H H - BORGRE SGE—H 3R EERS (past deeds) ~ REKEHE (future
plans) ~ BEHEHE H 12 (general goals) % — X 7@ ¢ 11 AN & &H S — 8 B A FRE
(personal qualities) ~ FE*EHE /] (leadership abilities) ~ ELFRAEFH S (ideals) 5 —TH T/ °

H AR BES S ST 9E - BURBLE R DI RER R R SRR B HE TThgE ) B

MEmRE | S RORIHIA o AN i RE B ROk LB AR s BAZ AR - R BGA R dlYIRE
Mim 2B E D VUIEE SRR, o &% EAETIRENI M L SERTifsE 2 RA TRl / &
) WAEE : TheedEm TR THEE (Em) /X% (&) /Pie ([EESE) ) =%
H o S THe) JHEER 2R E4d8 20 > thXmeEyREEE BEesE - HX > 72
BEmER B o EER TR (AR /3R (BGR) 1 BET » JiseHamaamiE—
1 A B R B I ) % 2% —TH TR+ {am I o3 My BE SRS a8 B A SRS IR - 26
= JReHEm Ll TR (theme > BGGE TEEET ) ARISELAL - HUAD(EAELIBE Al & A B



{7 » EREREE [WUBEA S DhRE Etam B R B L - 280Y » DIERERARIS AL - BEISII6E
BHEmME ] T RSBEERE SR - WA B Rt ~ O ~  H P AR
TR BOES S - MIA BRI RRE ' BoEFUE H L (Benoit 2007) ©

FHERS HAL A AT HIIE - BUa B L) reBlam MEEA LY IE e, - e
AR P R RS HE P PREE (Benoit 1999; 2000; 2001; 2007; 2009; Benoit and
Airne 2005; W. Benoit and P. Benoit 2008; Benoit, Blaney, and Pier 1998; Benoit and Brazeal
2002; Benoit and Harthcock 1999; Benoit and Hemmer 2008; Benoit and Klyukovski 2006;
Benoit and Sheafer 2006; Benoit and Stein 2005; Benoit, Wen, and Yu 2007; Lee and Benoit
2004; 2005; Wen 1999; 2002; Wen, Benoit, and Yu 2004) ° {& 1997 FEFA4E » Benoit BLAFFE[H]
CEDEMRIERILEREE O 7 HEBEEA S RIIRERE - WIS - Eolm - R
M~ o328 A GEEaR ~ e A RO B ~ Bk -E g B A B USSR E
R A ~ O S DU 3 BB RLAKET © =5 B Em A R (B DUS B 2 B PR ER Al b 2
IR » ABHFERR SCHR I BGEE am dL DREFE G F= 70 BT 2% - SRR [H] B T SR AR R LA
HEmTIHE IR -

—  BHESHITDEE

(—) FASIORERIER
M3 L B 2 3R LRI 2 ) WO EIR T T R A LI — I B BT R A -
o A BUAEREEE Ansolabehere ¥ Tyengar(1995) {# LL I & [H 3£k | (Going Negative)
BRE > SERPUARE SRS o ARISLEIUEIHEER TS » B REARC Y S H B R
AIREHURIOCR » BEARBE R & — (A 2 2IBOR IR S IR - 312 228 LI G & f R h
T RIAFSERFFE (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007; 2009; W. Benoit and P. Benoit 2008; Jamieson,
Waldman, and Sherr 2000; Joslyn 1986; Kaid and Johnston 2001; West 1997) > B SR —
KEHEA T RIS AR S A NS REBHEE /T (Benoit 2000; Benoit, Blaney, and Pier
1998; Benoit et al. 2003) ° &/ E8E MET TS5 BT Hi 2 i &5 AT (Chang 2000; Holtz-Bacha,
Kaid, and Johnston 1994; Kaid and Holtz-Bacha 1995; Tak, Kaid, and Lee 1997; Wen, Benoit,
and Yu 2004) » HIfP KR S HEERA L TRECERETH - IR m RREHE - hERRE
REEREBOEHME - B S AEIIIE S E—ERE 2 BN MR B ORI R
( Ansolabehere and Iyengar 1995; Pre  1992) o RHAE GIBOERE S IITeS DU E S 5

I A£ % (modality) —3 3] B BUE 452 & Pfau ¥ A (1995) # 3 T ° Pfau 5 A (1995, 122) # B4 1%
#HPagnh THE ] —FFRAE THA ] (medium) » #l=EREE - TRHH ~ ERFH R
YT M) R R R EA AL R AR R B o
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SITERGT »* 2 BT SE B R B AU & S 1 IE AR A= i B TR -
(Z) Benoit EIRXET AR IDEERY DT

WA > 25 (752 Bl B e DU I i 7 7 0 M B R 0 36 B T 1 Bk 2 1 3 2 U B 2
Pakes (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007; Benoit, Blaney, and Pier 1998; Benoit, Pier, and Blaney 1997;
Jamieson 2000; Jamieson, Waldman, and Sherr 2000) > H 1> 3£ B8] 25 N K B2 R B B Bt
Jamieson FTrE S AT 72 B TR & AT Y (idea unit) ROTHTRE & A  Fiiel TR
i) ferde TEE—EEREN—E 5 » 74 8Tl (a phrase, clause, or sentence that
carries a claim)(Jamieson, Waldman, and Sherr 2000, 51) & ¥ & &AL T » Jamieson
Bt 1 B o 15 3t 18 5 o s R (advocacy ° Wt IEm ) » WAL (attack > tELE &
[fii) > BLETIAAY (contrast » IEMAIBL B HANE S ) & o MR Jamieson 5 AMIAFSE » K[
1952 £ 1996 AR FUBHER & > EIRAIKHIG 53% » BERAILE KA 16% - T LA
EARKT 32%

Ak FLOR B (A% R B8Z Benoit FI1HL HY 52 B BX (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007; Benoit,
Blaney, and Pier 1998; Benoit, Pier, and Blaney 1997) HfE 7R DL R 5 55 B 1Y 40 M 7
o RS 2 B AR o (R IRF AL 1 IR B S U AROK o fMBEA TR (theme) (£
SMTERAT o FTRE EREE R T3 —E5C B E S5/ N7 (the smallest unit of a coherent
idea)(Benoit 1999, 20) © ##5 2 » Benoit SFEEF FTHLHY [ 81 FI Jamieson FE2E A

MECGHAL @ —BRAYITEAL » B 1 7087 BEALAUTEE - Benoit tAE {EFAHY 1L T B & 1
WS Z I TR ) FUE (defense) HUMES:  BIABOGE &2 M EHRE (1992, 99)
hFs PR SR E B - TR ERA PRI S - BRI AR TS S & > DURE & 5
DU - F RO BT SRR R E RE A RCR B © (7840 4 B Benoit S A1) 53 722

(Seitl) BIBEATME - WA EEV EEBGEE & R EEE -

Benoit(2009) 7347 7 1952 £ 2004 -1 5E BIREH AR & - MhFLE i 7Y
TIRERE HEE (59%) ~ HIG LU (40%) » TP EEAS 1% - 8 e LBl BUEA H
PREGE B R BRI B 35 ¢ Sz PR 3w LB O P e EE B %8 - R -
£ L 3athfF 52 Benoit tFEHi » 2008 38 BIFE#E R R P11 » Obama B McCain FifH
W & HEE G 34.4% » BORAIGEE 65.4% » FAAE] 0.3% HIEAE R D)
&% o Wen ~ Benoit 8 Yu(2004) L 1 5 LSS 2000 FASHEIBEHE & - 5 R
WE SRS HiE L IR E > [ ES] EthoR REIEEE A -

2 AR FEB S BN A MBS UK 0 T 4% Kaid $2 Holtz-Bacha(1995) » Kaid $2
Johnston(1991; 2001) » Tak ~ Kaid $Z Lee(1997) ¥A & West(1997) > % %} » Chang(2000) $2 it 1& 1+
(2006) BI9H T 6B ERERAES -



BAE S 29 BUG BOE R A D RE E i & I S AR RE IS AR © Benoit ~ Wen
B Yu(2007) ¥8H » FFEISEE 1960 52 LI 1976 2 2004 £E [ HEM 7 2 A AGE (1964 4
1968 £ ~ 1972 F AR B RE R R ) > EAEERIVHAETE 57% B EHE ~ B85 35% 0 1
GERE 8% o FtifFZeti /i T 2004 FE @AM ERERE RS > BB ETRES
HF (49%) 25 I8 (46%) BLFHEL (8%) o JRMLIM » IR {EHFELIFEM (2008) #$HL 2008 4
B EEE ARG 2 35 (58%) 2 I8 (33%) B (9%) - 4} > Benoit BLif 5%
[FA 531 7 2002 B2 2005 {2 [ K EE R ~ 1984 £ 1999 4 LIEHIKE R ~ 1988 £
1995 FEIEBIAGER R ~ 1997 2 2002 F 5 B E F R LU 2004 55 5 B RE R © BR 1
ST A% BRI R E R R G B R RS ~ BUREX ~ M2 E Rl D
(Benoit 2007; Benoit and Hemmer 2008; Benoit and Klyukovski 2006) ° 5% 1 {5 SE[H FE 7R
U & BRI DRE LU - Y BRE A BEAUE & BRI DIRE S Aras 2R < °

AR SRR thaTam 7 oAU DIRERIERARR » E R EEEREAN A (B
fRELAT ) ~ GEIRAS SR B R T Ja s e BVt 1 - #8 K2 BT Fe B R B B Es R EL gl
PEBREE & > TPk f SR L B LB & 5 B EEE B EE 2 M B0EF D U6
WiV A REE 72 5 (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007) © SR » 1568 AL ERGRHP s Je 8% S ARIEA S 2
e 2 G EERIIE L » Benoit(1999) 234 1952 £ 1996 1 £ BIFEM ERFHER S » #IR
{528 ATEAHE TR A BVE B IR G 32% - 1 HE G 67% 5 578 A —FEHARHME S
HFEIABMZ HEE (61%) » (B2 LA (38%) 15 = B MG HET HUMRE A 5 TIHEAEHA
SEVR R 1M AR FRiEE— P R BB (51%) o flfE L HITHEZS » Benoit $5H » FHIPIX
WS e I B B B Y R (Meerritt 1984; Stewart 1975) » [RIHE {7388 A & [l
FEAGNRE - {528 KBTS BUR S R AIRENE o MIAFRET - —B&(E B3 IR vA sy 2 AR
TR B 1 5 Hh R R g s R R -

&1 EEFASHIIAEE

s WE Vape:
EHBEHES (1952-2004) 3454 (59%) 2339 (40%) 71 (1%)
SR BE R (1960 ~ 1976-2004) 4050 (57%) 2501 (35%) 604 (8%)
HIEENE S (2000) 195 (62.5%) 109 (35%) 8 (2.5%)
GEHERE (2004) 320 (49%) 303 (46%) 35 (5%)
HIEE SRR (2008) 449 (58%) 259 (33%) 70 (9%)

R  Benoit(2007; 2008) * Benoit > Wen B2 Yu(2007)* Wen* Benoit B Yu(2004) » {E{EEEELIFEA (2008) °

3 RPN BBEGAREDROMER  EREHUHRE TH S HEHR LA REH B R
ZHRARG S HAESNEL AR BLAAME Z b 8 o A2 L&ARLHEAIHER
TRIRAR B XA RAZT ~ $A B MM EAL o
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FT ST AR N B T A R B ~ BUR B S R R AT B =25 1 B HE (Benoit,
Blaney, and Pier 1998; Bibby 2000; Levine 1995) ° [fi{E =% Z H » Bibby(2000) f& 1} » {33
NIBCE B MR i N A O IR EER TR RN BOR B T RANE B 3
i % o Benoit ~ Blaney # Pier(1998) 15 - {73 A H I BUR WA AL R K
BPATECRRERER » M8 LErp T BRI E E B B ok RARSE - #1352 - 58
@ A EERRE (BOR / AR ) FSRIS 2 MR SR E & H o (9141 > Patterson B
McClure(1976) iff 5% 1972 15 BIREHE A GE B & M5 A B UUoE & A AEZE RO
HRETE SR - AlVEEE o R A BRI o (R EGR BE AR 8 R G mRE 15
R ERAHR A EENEE -

DRI » 18 M2 S BUR B A S W T i A E 352 LS P RS A8 T 3 B Y A {1
B2 © Benoit B Wells(1996) fE i » {532 A\ FUBGRIIE R ARIESR » MiEEAL

NI GRA L IR G R FLBUR I BIES © Hacker 55 A (2000) th 38 12 ROEH 2 A BUR
B RSHURTE AR - 8 BORE A ME 8w E 2 B S - #F 2 Esin

PR o TS R L e A A RS 1 i R 2 LR R [E AURR o 514 > Johnson-Cartee B Copeland(1989)
FFFSE 1986 )56 B [ e 538 FR 5 T X S AR 3 AR U BV 2 B BORHYU O © Kaid B
Sanders(1978) Y B BRI 7€ # B 7R A BURHY I & 5 AE e B 323l B & ARUFFE - 15R
Al NS T SR o5 Al RE B e 32 3 3T o PO AT RCIE © Garramone(1986) HUEF BRI 283
A TRAR NS TR 5 H SRR BRI & S Ae 5 B 523 & (8 ARSTERI A L LT E
N o REHIHER > oy A BLBORGR A RN S AT s F B - T 25 B R
HIEmAEETT 7 2 IHE R ~ ISR ~ B SUEHU T < 3@ SemTE ORER R - & BB 58
AR 5 U BORGR R L R i A A& am > s thof D BB 502 A& d i HE 1 S BURGR
i o
(Z) Benoit BIBX¥I A S ERERVEASS

B SREA S ER BB TR LU IR 5 R A B » SEBIRI A BOA EIE R E Kaid T H A
it B SRR ZE R ARR S » T R I o o SRR S LE T e B T R o o - A HEZ I I T
& A TEE ) (Kaid and Johnston 1991, 62) o [FfRH » RIS ERAER TEORE S
/ NKgEE ) B TRERERE S / TERES | (RS /7% - tHRIERATREZMS T FTaB Bk i &

4 4~ B Joslyn(1986) * Kaid $ Holtz-Bacha(1995) > Kaid $Z Johnston(2001) » Tak ~ Kaid $Z Lee(1997) *A &
West(1997) °



ARG E B EE A B S FR A BORFVE, > IITEGE SRR D Redim FaR DIEH T+
RE 1 (theme > BIVf—f i A\ —F e dMERIR NEAL) (RS 3 B LUSE ¥ /3 A afUE Hp
(PBCREL A% ELAF] (Benoit 1999, 20)

EREENE AEERILTEE ) 8 MNE BN (idea unit) 5 7 i B A7 >
Jamieson ~ Waldman B2 Sherr(2000) 5 F5 BUR 3 R € 84 & - AEAMRUERES - LA R
B BIVAEA W BERGRRE o BRHIAE » — X Clinton 1Y/E &5 B % Dole [FJRfET
B & a2 G 3 — 5 3 AMIET » Jamieson 55 AT ZE 5512 (850 40 Hm i 3 FEBUR
g o fHEMHE > Benoit FIBLABLEHATIREHIREBOR A MGG T > MBS HE T
A SE A A R R BOREUE BE AR EAE o A S8R SCERAY Benoit HYHAE o [t
Clinton ")/ & H AT AR BGRFUS (E FTRESR AR 80 TR B A RS TR2KEHE Y 1Y
B o

Benoit(2007) $1 ¥} 1952 £ 2004 4 3 [FIAE# &E BR B L& S -1 T N A 07 o M LIERE
(theme) 55 73 17 BT o LR 52 88~ o 3 BOR G RE ) - REH 58% > T 5 3 A & i £
REE 42% o FRLIH - Benoit(2009) %% B 2008 4 1) 32 13 #8 £ K 2 B 01 & 75 ' > Obama 8
McCain Wi APEHE 2 BBERGRE (59%) > A& (41%) © Benoit(1999) thiE—
BUORmRE > R VR Ry ~ ARAKE BB HS BARSE = & » 0 A 3 RE A o3 8 A i
1% ~ FHERE ) B PR 5 5 — R o B SR B B IBORGR R E 58% SOBIEIER ~ 27%
AR E R~ RAGTERNE 16% o /£ A& ImET » 49% A8 A ig ~ 38% sk wHERETT
HHAEJRE 5 HIAS 17% © Wen ~ Benoit B2 Yu(2004) FLEE T 2000 £F [ 15 18 Bl 52 50 8 47 5t 538 %
& BWHA RN KB E S BEBORE S AR - GRS S B S SR BOR - &L iEE T
BT > BESRZ BB S A B0E & S iR FAEOR 2 S A » A BLBCR R (R B8 & A
& BTG AN

AR S BOR PO s dl VI RE B i T S — RS R RE o BEIREIER SEE 1960
B 1976 £ 2004 FHFEM A EE SRR > BORFUE 5 75% ~ AF&EFUELE &5 25% - FALL
- BT 2004 B2 2008 HFAGEE M RRERT  WAERSHBBERAE ~ ARFEHIRK
fPUEY (Benoit 2007; Benoit, Wen, and Yu 2007; B EFEELEEE  2008) o FEDUM » 2 IH
5 B R B A T BORGR RE E S ARG EmRE o 18 SRR > 2002 B2 2005 AE{E
B R AR ~ 2004 4 S5 va il OEE LR ~ 1984 F 1999 1 LIS R GEE SRR -
1988 F| 1995 FF (£ B A B G Em ~ LUK 1997 £ 2002 411 e 78 K8 B L%k R (Benoit
2007; Benoit and Hemmer 2008; Benoit and Klyukovski 2006) o % 2 %128 " 3% B B 5 78 K55
BOEA S ERE L o
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2 BuESSHmE

R A&
EFBEHE S (1952-2004) 3,581 (62%) 2,212 (38%)
£ BB (1960 ~ 1976-2004) 4,885 (75%) 1,666 (25%)
BEEAES (2000) 97 (32%) 207 (68%)
GBI E SRR (2004) 372 (60%) 251 (40%)
GEE SRR (2008) 449 (63%) 259 (37%)

FERIARIE : Benoit(2007; 2009) > Benoit ~ Wen ¥ Yu(2007) > Wen~ Benoit ¥ Yu(2004) > JE{EFEELFRE (2008) ©

Benoit(2007) HIlZ2 % FL % T 3218 2004 £ 2 R BB S ~ Eiikam ~ BUEIR 4 -
BB ERRES > BHE P EAEENBCRAAE ML B H A YRS o WRERIRERE
AR AT R 77 2B AT - PR R A R H R EBOR AR -

CES SRR R S - LdsOEkETER 7 = Ham I HRR R = - E A A
o (BUEE / BhEEE ) ~ IS IR B « 232 A A (o BER REA iR AR A BB — R
%  Benoit(2001) fi5Hi » £ 1952 £ 2000 F-1) & BIAAHEE B ALE & BUEE B SR
SR A (60%) BLYRER 2 & &5 3R BURIM EL B (62%) 1EAfET LM A REE AR o EERAE 5L

it RELF B GRS HP 3T A — I B2 5 © Benoit(2001) FEHLAE 1952 £ 2000 £F 35 B #E A7 5%
EEGRE ST REERIABCRITELN] (66%) Bl EE MmAABERIN LN (56%) » ik
FoRan NG HILL] (44%) =0 & TRa AL (34%) o fhfiEREiE AT RE 2 IR 55 2 B3
(B35 AR S BOR P A 2 A AR B2 > IR SR AR B 2 (Mg 28 A ELARER A A 2 A5
HHEEERNEE o BRI (% L > Benoit(2001) 73735 B R A E B A AL
EETEH > WREAE S EE KK 60% NZARTRIABOR » TH 40% & B o Hit2#

P R EABCRE S A > ANEEPR AR ([ W R B A0S EHEOR S A -

O~ XRAEE

S SORRAT DU EE S DUT 228, » 25— > ARABUESSMITIRE - BS54 ~ B5 B BLpstrgny
ProEEsiEs - B35 (1EM) SHXE (S1H) SRR S i EN mELYIRE o 1712 72
BT 0 BHEFUE TR 1 HES B - PSS —EERHIIRE o ST S RN R T
SJERIES H S - [FIRARAIDT S e A BREEE T ARG S A STE5 - R AE R
AEBHEAREMGEAR - B ZHEBENMEANSEERAEASL - {HET EEE)
e P Al B R REEE B S IR S S5 = - MNIAIDIRE » Gl (AREELEL
REWET ) o2 ATt S B —(E SR o SORREETS - %E&%E@%ﬁ%aﬂ%\—ﬁ&%éﬁ



BURZ S AK% - (RS E S BB - A B RSB A 2RSS - [N - 55
IEHBHORT T thiU - (R AAERRIRRRE 2 [l th & A S ECRGR A R A 3a - 414 -
KRRERHUERE D - BRI ERERE S AR LEAIBORAE « MEBEEBB TS E
RtEmAUR e LR BB AR R T BORGE EL BT S AR » 550 - A[RIFERE » N[AIE
8> BEERFBERNGHESE - M B ETEE EHE LEE G E I BEEE
T HREE a8 LB A B R EL BRI BB E. » S » AR B rh R RE S B P R AR RT3
S MIIRERRY - 2B yeses - R E I EFEHEERIER & RS - mEkEmN
WEEA S L=t e -

% « FIRRImEEIER

— ~ WizRERE

AHFFEIE A R E RSO P BOZ R T TBORBE R T eE A ) (LU SR Thse
BHE® 1) (Benoit 1999; 2000; 2001; 2007; 2009) » 43751 2008 FASHAE =& & o 415k
AEtHA > DiRe R RSB EEAS Taestamd (BE) WM MaTemiBRmE (1
RIFAPHE BTG ~ PUEEEREE A ) DURTRERER - AT RIE B S IEE -
e DK B 5T AT SCRRIAC (R s

Bt MRS TIRETT I - et e B 2 BOEBEA B R HHE 2 P ~ BB % i
& (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007; W. Benoit and P. Benoit 2008) : {HI& WRER IR H Al T REIK
PG L MARE - B0 > B 2008 A EBER S HEL BB L P EHE - MEB L PYE
(Benoit 2009) ° T 7E I RE—PRET B AU & 1UDhEE - WHGTBHEFE I YIRE R & Z B HE A
F (RIS /%%~ P/ EB A 1S

RQla : B 2008 FRHEKER  IRBAZERESHIARINE (BE/ RE /B
) RERD?

RQ1b : 2008 FBHEAEP > BIREAE (RFESL / BE - HE/ £ HFHE) &
ERESATIVESRUTREDR ?

B —ESCHT SCBREHE 2000 A R AORB AR ST BT - G E S
& 5 BA SR 5B A K% 30 8 (Wen, Benoit, and Yu 2004) > i % e 8 B 058 » i~
BT A& R % R B S R R — (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007; 2009; Kaid 2004; Kaid and
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Holtz-Bacha 1995) ° 52 RIRE —HRaT BEALE 5 HUam B IR B - LUK BOR B AR i) T LL
1 -

RQ2a : 2008 FEEBHAEZHESHERE (BR/ AR RERD?

RQ2b : 2008 FHERMANEERESHERARHTE (BIEFR / RRETE/
REEER) BARARNTE (ABKFE /RS / BIERR) F2RU
{aIRYLER 2

RQ2c : 2008 FBIAXEF » BIREAF (KRMAAIAE /8L ~ \/ £HNE) HE
RESHESRNTER ?

BT ESCRR TR+ [R] F FH RE LA T B A o BLBE L - AC T IS DI RE SR
%%%ﬁ°%i@$ﬂ @ﬁm%EA@ﬁLE$? S TIREELER R 3 > BFZEMR

RQ3 : 2008 FE &R ERERESRARNARIEEFESE 2R EE

I ?
 RIER

WS AN S 53 Wi (1% DR RIRE o TS ai 2 e WU BROEAT - /A2 SURRY S B
A ~ SURIEAHAE ~ SCRIHRNS ~ DURBeiRisE B -
(—) NARVESHEES

2008 FEIRIAM > Fif i A eERUE S - BUE - S EIER - &7 IRE AL
INEUEZ S Fr o AR SRR B R AUE 2 E (LR % NS (candidate message) » Kl {#
S A B R B SR AL B T 2 EARE S o FREAR > DUBOERE AN E /7 /duh E HIE R R
#HilE R ERENE T MEuE L ERMEIY IR MR B & E R AL Al gk o I
%’E%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁTﬂmmZWK W 7EE R SCF A A ~ {H3% 3R S ANA
(MBIEEELGEE) 2 FatRFE—RT A FAENFRREFEARFEA] o _fult 4 iR Y
15 2008 -7 ﬁﬁﬁhm%mlﬁﬁ%%%ﬁmﬁb%Em%ﬁﬁﬁwsﬂ%%ﬁ%ﬂu

S o8 BIEE X AXF R TI3ERBES (24 /5%) RPHRIEE LU BEL (AF
265 BAs ~ KB 69 FAx -~ & ] B4L) ﬁ@“wa%mmﬁlwlzw$u\ﬁ§wm¥
fi~ B8 1 $45) o 2B BN 489 AT A (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007) 89 #F RAZF » 7 R & (W
Mgk 12 BAS) FROIAKR / ARG RG> HAAARHGEELEE 701 -



R R T R - WSCR B S - #5 AREPEROHRERE 2% -
(Z) XAEHIEAIE

QORI - AHHFFEHE I DRe s A BEamE AT A 0 - RSB 2 £/ (theme) © TRIBT)
REHHER (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007) » &—{E £/ HEH B —(E %% A B —(HBEE M —H5cH
BN o BOIME - HabEny My S SO - SO bR =8

~

FHRABEZHRIH) (63F):TBNFR GBEREGHERT » B RET
(2A41): REESHAAF T BRARY (2H2): HHEHRAERR T
B BEFRABREHHY—FFTH (2M3) )

(
F

DL ESCARR) FRE 1 R BER BE BB E R 18 2 BB R EE N EE T
F /8 3 AZHARERIE (B58) B FHRENIER - F—IH A s — (5 A kA
BB — TSR R S AL o IR DA SO 047 B = (AR BELAT

(=) XEHIHRS

WL IE AT B S & S — A RS R — TR TIRe (BE5 / B0/ B2 ~ —JHmRE (I
T/ AR ~ MiE—FEER—HBOR S E - (BORFUE MRS Rt R ~ RAET
HECEEEE  ASFERISEMEARE - HERe IS ERE S ) - AR EREE -
Benoit(1999, 20) £ LI N AERHA

B 35 (acclaims) 5 R HAREA A LRI B R E > mEERAREAZ L E@F
18 5 SC¥ (attacks) MR A H F B FABEE > mERRAHTF AL A BOFE
B % (defenses) 16 B &1 36 = J& # F & AT HAMMEE A B TR AR E AP B BUE 89 3%
oo BOR (policy) 3R &4 # LA M BUF B & ~ RAEXARRYHEE > AF T
3 BUS B 8 B #8 © A4S (character) 8 Bl 48 H i A% 32 AR AT B B E 69 oh 1E
HH B ST .

BHEEORE ARG T > AHFFEREE Benoit(2007, 52-54) i N YIRS ES THRAS -

W AEAE B (past deeds) A5 R B AATE OB R R AR » @ F AT EHHEERN
BRA M o - RAGHE (future plans) A4 € BAZ6) F 8 » FAERITH O T 7
o A RNAREZFE » 28 A 4% (general goals) 16 &) B 69 JEF 5 o --oooe 18
A4 H (personal qualities) A& 45 1% E AAM 4 Z > Bl R E ~ AE~HH - F
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ALK EF o AERES (leadership ability) 3 % 2 3, 89 & 3 4E 2 5K 89 48 B 3 2 A
PATRIEATRM LS o Btk » TABF (ideals) HMA AL+ 2 FFA (M
b9 ) B AL SRR B JF BRI o

FUARISTEIC A 2 Rl AR I ekrp et B DRE - SmiE sl ARSI A B HIER
i -
(M) EERSEEE

RN TR B RIS ERE > SRS T A MR G2 EETT IR AR S > PR
20% &1 B Cohen(1960) "] kappa i 13 52 i i & 2 [ HY [F] & o #ET 22 ¥ Fleiss(1981) 15
o 53 0.75 BY kappa [HEE R THR{EJ HI{EE (excellent agreement beyond chance) * 0.40
£ 0.75 #YJ kappa [EEE = T &4 BIEE (fair to good agreement beyond chance) » 0.40 LI
(1) kappa {HAIE R T REHME ) BB (poor agreement) o AR{ELL_FAEHE » ARFFER IR AL R
BA Mol fER - BREMS - (£06e (B8 /P2 / 53 ) /8 kappa {Ef% 0.98
{Eimd (A& / BOR) A kappa (65 0.88 3 AM&T/E (HAFRE / #E6ET] / HAERE
5t) Y kappa fEHIEE 0.90 « AIMEBGRF# CEEIER / RAKEHE / BHEERE) > B
I AE 20% BRI SCAR 2BL5¢ 2 RIBUHRS » kappa {HE 1.0 ©

2 - BSUEsIREEET R

AWFER =M FETRE > BRSNS IRE ~ VSRR (5 7)) ~ DURFHBRRFSER
FEMFELERSE = J7 18 » DU MR F A RTREE B BT w7222 -

—  ERESHARIIEE

2008 fF- 5 AR AOE BRI E G E S o MR ] 2 A SR EIEISEm S > I E
BHBIE ~ WL ATE - 113K 3 BIREE SIS TIRELLERZ 77% 1 E
55~ 20% WM ~ 3% HIFGE s RS R )RR 57% I EES ~ 43% HIBEEEL 0%
(81 2%) QPR - fEHE RSB A NS DR B A B2 R (x°[2, N=7131=49.2,
p<0.001)  FEFIFIMHE I & > 2008 FF-HE A EBEHFHEESIIIIEET > Hi5 5 66% » B
B 309%  EAES 2% © 2008 -8 2000 458 E U E S IR LG ( HE 62.5% ~
K 35% ~ [/i%2.5%) (Wen, Benoit, and Yu 2004) fH{0L > Wi & #E 31 L A~ B BE & 722 B 1%
(x7[2, N=1,025]=2.03, n.s.) ° A9} » # B EEHE SFE 257 > £ B 2008 4K EEM
[& 45 DI 5 65% ~ H#E 34% ~ B2{% 2 2% (0%)(Benoit 2009) > 5 2008 F K #E



& R 2 B () ?[2, N=1,458]=166, p<0.001) ° A1%f Fb 5 2008 FBLEH 1952 &
2004 FEGES (59% HFE ~ 40% B ~ 1% %) (Benoit 2007) > WM L6 BEE 22 52
(x’[2,N=6,577]=17.8, p<0.001) °

LLEERBIASIRERIHET BE 2 BERE - 55 MG LB REATE 2008 FHEH
KELNRIUEE (HRENRIULAM M HBULREN ) » KIS ETIRE L BT
T+ BRI 3 P RE R B T T S BV 1 o BRI S SE I R AR S SRR o R
R R EE L AF A BRI £ - % RIER (B2 (RS
(Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007; W. Benoit and P. Benoit 2008) ° 2008 5 » 58 & i
[ RAFTER R 38 S B ST R AT - TR &l ~ TR ~ 3 RAHES ~ TVBS ~ FU&E
LSRR H R SR P n 3R - SRR EAE R 2 B B v e 2 B P 22 0@ —
HorE (BREHERE  2007) o FEEHE H 75 2% [0 Hi b a2 KU 2 1 RS IR T -
{15 ST T S (B 2 B A S D RE B R Z IR =UAE 2008 4F- 15 1 & S HIE I -

HR > 2008 FRMEMRBLER S EW THFE ) 20 TEE )~ TP SR
Pt = o LR B B A1 2 Bt 2 A S A = AH 7 (Benoit 2007) Q[R5 AT SRR 534 A A adt

FEOEE R RER N ) UBIEL - R ABUEFUS I H R M E C L F 2 BEE Y
EH-—HduEE THE ) (ERHUE) KBECS ~ Z8 TEE ) (ARFUE) K
For8 - BCEE TR (WIHERIFES T80 ) SRS B SR 3 E0 A Bt B -
SR MY ) WIRES (38 ACos - i TRAEE ) BEASRERS~FEY > R 2 Bl AME A T2 5
HTDB8 S TREEATE ] (Benoit 1999; 2001; 2007) © A1[H 3 3 #-~ » B T 2008
RGO 2B B2 B ER B TR E S (1952-2004) thEHHF RS ~ BHRH
R~ B D HIEA] (Benoit 2007; 2009) : FELIHI » Kaid B2 Holtz-Bacha(1995) ik ~ 72
7 % DIERBIREE SR S T DURGEAf (2006) HEH 1996 2 2004 F AE
BEARESH M W RHERALE (BIEZE) ZRamis (AINtE) rofi= (L =hF
FERIIMIHE) o BAEE 2008 F-E8L 2000 5 (1 = IHIRE LB MEREE 72 1E » SR IR JE K
ERBEMER =2 A ~ =2 SR> 8RR -

3 B A3 R 8 B D18 1952 28 2004 RSEEE OB B S (U RE o BCE L SEE 2008
TR S DR BRG] BE R SRR SRR S S ~ i &
B o IEEIREE G R MR A A &S K2 MET - EEMHEERE > GEIEHE
J& E IR R T RE b - IR AR I H 3 - HE - £ T IRESEH
SHTRTRE RS - WAt — PR T S ER o BIAD > RIS R E G R
SREREN 7026 MU E, » (Bt idd [ By |yt g ) (BfRE  2008) 5 (i RAAE
IS U Rl TERRR AN T ST ER ) (PR3 2008) o [EREHI - TVBS R+
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O (2008) HUFRE R - BEPRAE 2008 FEGEHEHAGE T RE 61% HIZ3i& R IR E
H o (HEFER 2004 FHRGEH 74% KL © 5 Z > 2008 4F 5 8RR {1 Rl 2 B 28 0
AN EmAE - (BB S A A EEBI A Fr Al o

&3 BIRESIDEELLR

s Jurg Vaj2:
FE [ (2008) 265 (77%) 69 (20%) 11 3%)
B (2008) 209 (57%) 158 (43%) 1 (0%)
£ (2008) 474 (66%) 227 (32%) 12 (2%)
1 (2000) 195 (62.5%) 109 (35%) 8 (2.5%)
B (2008) 256 (34%) 487 (65%) 2 (0%)
FEH (1952-2004) 3,454 (59%) 2,339 (40%) 71 (1%)
ZRIAIE ¢ Benoit(2007; 2009) » Wen ~ Benoit £ Yu(2004) » AHHF5¢ °

— - ERESHASRE

4 BRSPS GR LG - 72 5 B3R 6 HIl 25 H oh BOR G E B m iy
TRALLH o WIF R 4 > 2008 FFAEAF > JEFHE B ARE S 43% BBORAE ~ 57% £ A
SIS ¢ B R EUR S BUR 5 39% ~ KM 61% o W& 5 A& HUE ELilE i BUR
FUE o #EE MBS 75 B (X [1, N=701]=1.42, n.s.) © FLEE 2000 4F £ 8 K 81 88 6 & &
(32% BUK ~ 68% AH&) » 2008 R E B A& & 8 [F] 5 MG S REOR (41% BUR ~ 59%
NK&) > {HIZ 2008 FEEURAUE A ELFIE B2 2000 5 (x °[1, N=1,005]=7.11, p<0.01)

DL b EEREE AR & S E R BORIIR L » BRI 2 BB - 2R3 4 Fryl#
oo EE 2008 HFAGEBHES (59% BUOR ~ 41% MM ) BLEBISLAT 1952 2 2004 A3
BHES (62% BUR ~ 38% Af%) %%ﬂ%%%k%mmmmwrmmoﬁ%%m’ﬁ
EEE L & I Am RE R BB S T B RAGEEIR E o ISR B WO R BURE
ARG E T B B HIE A AT ER (Benoit 1999; 2007; Wen, Benoit, and Yu
2004) ° A Gt HEAT IREEE Garrett(1993) 511 » 7E#E ARISUALIEE F - —YIEE S 178019
DANRIRAGR S EERE - & @ RN SCILER » S B AU & R B A& R S S P
TRNE S o FIEE DL ERIAETE » Wen ~ Benoit 52 Yu(2004, 140) if 5251 2000 K€ E L&
o BUERELCRREARGmE 20 T ARG (character-centered) FJEUA
EHEERIE - TVBS BAH0 (1999) tHAEHE » 2000 A8 A /S ak LL_E 8 R H 20
ENMTBHETLR > 10 LA R BB AGE SR BT 5R - BRIIZRET » 2008 HF-15 18 K% o it



L 2000 HFEEHR R EH RS LLHIHUBCRAE. - (BN ER AT G EERE S TE AR EE
R AR

x4 BEESHELR

R A&
JERHEZS (2008) 144 (43%) 190 (57%)
B (2008) 142 (39%) 225 (61%)
=18 (2008) 286 (41%) 415 (59%)
H1 (2000) 97 (32%) 207 (68%)
£E (2008) 435 (59%) 308 (41%)
L (1952-2004) 3,581 (62%) 2,212 (38%)

FRIFIR © Benoit(2007; 2009) » Wen ~ Benoit B Yu(2004) » AFfF5E »

F S YR ATR BRI F/E - Hrp SRS E S 51% BIBCRAE BEmE e
40% FEARIKETE ~ 10% ARHE BT SR Rl E VR RS 5 30% ~ AR2KET = 5 60% ~ #7
B E AR S 10% o AR B A L - FEMUE LU A0SR (I R EE %
JNEHJRAEL) ~ e QI SRR FE S AR ARET (AN FE R (e 5 B A a1 28 ) -
WA ) 7 B BB #ET FAIRBEETE (X 12, N=286]=13.3, p<0.01)  JHLEE I T B [ 1
R R A B B o R E i B T TEIBAMER 22 (retrospective
voting) : FHEMM > 7 SEHEMT BOE BB E AR RIS - Al SRS E B e G R AR
1) TR EE | (prospective voting)(Fiorina 1981; Levine 1995) o E[138 RGBT - Ml
PIRIRRAIF &3 - TVBS BRFF0 (2007) TEEERTTE H AR > 57% BI523E AN
PR R 2 BIBERS SR > T 47% B93230F 8 R RUK R BE& MRS St R 2R #1E - 28
DU » B o i BB TP DA SRR HURR LR 49% W2 E A8 Ry TIRUK R R R 3 gt
BEEER) (BiEH - 2008 -3 H 24 H » fRAS) o © BUEHF MEBHS RAMEREBE T - 178
Ry B R 2 - B A S RS B AT S PR -

3ot HER S AT RE 52 5 2000 4R K B A& 7 (19 73 1T (Wen, Benoit, and Yu 2004) °
2008 - K% FE AL 15 i B HE Y T RE R 2R E G 50% ~ BCHT SRR HE B R (E 10% : 2000
FERGEE S N BRI E B 1E 13% ~ TR EE G 38% > HHAZ R B GREMT
(x’[2, N=383]=58.9, p<0.001) ° ILELEET: 2008 - ASEE 1R & &5 A BOR B LLEE 2000 F 5
ZIRTCOAMERIBORET E o KIFE 2008 -2 HCEME B 2% BOE R W BUTE MEBIEE (e

6 BEAMERAT S 22008 0 (MEHRA FWRIER) (BEER) 3 A 24 B> AAS -
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#2008 3 H 24 H > iRAS) > WP SEHR I D ARG S - ERTRIE -
BEE  EPRERES (2008) FRIARTHRFALMIECK - BHEHES AFRERER
0 AU S RIS IR R B 2 — (RS ~ B3 TS B E0R  MHtEE%E
MNERBEAFEH > BERESRA iz —E0 TBERFN1 — TR RN 7%
51 RN R AP - HEfthECEESR ] -

F 6 YT ARSI FRALLA] o FHl & AU P i s E AR E - b
49% ~ FHAEREST 1% ~ PRAERE 555 40% 5 3R J&E & th LUE AR | AR 25 > o
64% ~ THERET] 6% ~ PRAE S 30% o BRGNS > 2008 F A E B AL &5 1Y AASFUE HHE A
FPES T 57% ~ HERETIE (S 8% ~ BAERE SRS 34%  FADI - 2000 HAGEE & S
HRE AR L 55% ~ fEIERE ST 27% ~ PRAEREFHIRS 18%(Wen, Benoit, and Yu 2004) ©
Wen ~ Benoit B Yu(2004) 55 A H#EHI 5 8 % R 2 2 B0a 3k (RREE) 2 WmE
B e i A AR ESR - 2008 FEAEA RN RIS RS - HIEEGES
FUEHEAUE PRI A o fERTR L EREES (2008) HUFERH » ERE RS AGRR
HFETR o R EEMBOR 2 > S EGRES RIS —FEHE e T EPUEMR A
EARBIIER )« #ildE %5 ABREBRIFRR - £ECRF A2t SifE B R Er 5
—FREAE M A s hele L -

&5 BRESHRITE

BEES RIRETE RS EE
FEHAS (2008) 73 (51%) 57 (40%) 14 (10%)
SR (2008) 43 (30%) 85 (60%) 14 (10%)
G (2008) 116 (41%) 142 (50%) 28 (10%)
£ (2000) 47 (49%) 13 (13%) 37 (38%)
ZRIFIR © Wen ~ Benoit B Yu(2004) » AHFE o
&*6 BEHEESARBTE
BABE PEEREN] HERER
FE %S (2008) 93 (49%) 21 (11%) 76 (40%)
AR (2008) 144 (64%) 14 (6%) 67 (30%)
51 (2008) 237 (57%) 35 (8%) 143 (34%)
£ (2000) 114 (55%) 55 (27%) 38 (18%)

BERIZRIE © Wen ~ Benoit B Yu(2004) » AHF5E o



= ~ MHEAR SRR R ECER

By T A AR A HIF 72 1 B G 8 FF 925 HRF 2008 A R B AR I 1) 43 A B SRR R
2008 fFEE LR M AU TE (IRIEREELIERERN  2008) HEATHEILL o 227 F15 T 2008 K
B EALE & B GEERAC I DIREEL B o & OF R BUFUS EETT#T EE > 2008 4F K
B S A A SR B E (B 66% ~ Frim 58% ) ~ BB LLGIfHT (&
2 32% ~ B 33%) ~ DIV Eam (B S 2% ~ Bamo%) » HHEER B HREE
(x°[2, N=1,4911=41.1, p<0.001) o {[ B[ 15 32 A 5347 s S RRCUS B g i 2 - E S -
e RS R 5 (1 S L & S R (RS 77% ~ B 65%) ~ B/ R (S 20% ~
FEam 25% ) ~ BB R DR REam (& 5 3% ~ FEam 10% ) 0 ILTE ZE R EH BEE (X2,
N=741]=18.2, p<0.001) : HFEH & &1 HEE LBt &R Eim (B2 57% ~ Eiam 50% ) ~
BABEEE T (B 43% ~ Blam 42% ) ~ 2RV EER (ES 0% ~ B 8% ) » 1A
FERUREABEE (12, N=750]=27.7, p<0.001) ° [3i#iw 2R - HEimE e mki% %
PfE N ERESNEE (EEAE) O ERERR S - mERRERERTIYE (AR
FE) i - NEPEAR R ST (82 77) & N B % H 8 77 250
B BERESEREEASEZEENAL  BEAEEAESPRARELAEEE (E
FUE ) PSS EBETTRNS o ANIRASCYerTiR T [VIREH R /34 - HEs Ve IR R L Al s s
BN S R P S B A S ) el B R A T R R BT RCR, o DRI L fi
(FIEE— 2552 HES (Benoit 1999; 2007) © £S5 2008 A& EMEERIIN &% » Al
B B IR Z0hE RAERT 5 FS AR i 28 A 2070 B T 1 7 T AT T ) BTy AL
IR E PR FH i s EE IR 237U, (Benoit 2007) ©

7 8 HIIFIER T 2008 4 K 2 EE A& 25 BL AR Wk am A\ S HGmAE LT o 3 R i mlc fise 28
E AR EISE » EEUE S ASHUS LI & ¢ EdiERR H & A8 s LI BOREE -
WS - B SR 43% IBGR ~ 57% BIAFE + BIEIUNERERAE R 71% 1Y
BUR ~ 29% [T AKE o SB[ &5 FUEUE 39% IBUR ~ 61% HIAKS « B RENE AL
7T 56% [MBUER ~ 44% PR o EOFRFEE T > 2008 FEAEF » ERESER 41% 1
BUORAE ~ B AE &2 63% HIBERAE + BHRESHE 59% HAKHE - EGEER

HRERECRAS LB E S ER R & ~ ERE S A S B SR ) IR -
> 5 R AR R SR Y P O o B BE AL ARt /U BT EE (Benoit 2007) © Benoit(2007) %%
H 2 B et A —E BRI S ] R RTREE LT - 12 B il AR X ABOR S £ » (AT
W fetam ELAC LA R RE R BOE A S & A R ELBTHIBORGRE © FEEUH - Benoit(2007) B HH 5t
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R SCIBRET LLE A1) (1984-1999) ~ 1[5 (1988-1995) ~ §&[HH (1997-2002) ~ 51 (2004) ~ BT il
(2004) 55 T B EEARRRERTIDIRE AT > BB B & SR BB AR R T &2 BUR R R 1%
A& ERE o FHETS EAE & & BERER =R —MEE (G 2000 B2 2008 K#EE A
%) EEEER SR (H68) HHEBCRRE S SR $IREERE S HEH)
s E R SO IR BN E SR EENSF -

&7 BRESEGFRIDELR

SES Wee [Vape2:
B ] == Him ES Him
JeSli 265 (77%) 258 (65%)  69(20%) 98 (25%) 11 (3%) 40 (10%)
e 209 (57%) 191 (50%) 158 (43%) 161 (42%) 1 (0%) 30 (8%)
G (2008) 474 (66%) 449 (58%) 227 (32%) 259 33%) 12 (2%) 70 (9%)

RIS < b {EFFEEEEA (2008) » ARHSE

xR STRESHGRmELR
R AR
EE S ES L
FE 144 (43%) 251 (71%) 190 (57%) 109 (29%)
i = 142 (39%) 198 (56%) 225 (61%) 154 (44%)
F1 (2008) 286 (41%) 449 (63%) 415 (59%) 259 (37%)

BRIAIE « IR AR (2008 ) » ASHFSE ©
1ﬁ > I\Egﬁ

S5 2008 AT AGEEEME & » ASHFFEHR T 05 Mt (3 Sl v B2 I P A B
Ta i D) BB AR T T A AT o BE A AT ZER AT B S A I P S RH BR B T2 B
R T e] Dlge i 2 TH B RAUESE o E ot o ANIRI hee oA B A e i — R RE U
B> 518 2008 FAGEBEGE SHUS HREEE B ISR 28 THES 2 PRI ~ B
2B FFAD - MERGHEE HFE % - RIERE RS 1AL 25558 2008
ERAEE T o 5 ANESTATE PR 2B ER - 2008 FE AR 2B A R LR & E A
K& G R e P BURER R B 2 o 15 @Yy Re B aR R RE AR 518 2008 F A E
LA D RAESCRTGRAHIE - REGE A NFPER 2R - EBOGRE PSS



HINTESINR () P8 &EFOREEERERAGHE © &% - HHFRREAE
BLAAS IR 5 B R - 2008 £ AGE B SURE & LR Rtam L1 - (He2 B & ilE 8
& M B ALK T T e\ S R B B SUBOR T+ FESUREm (L FE LR 5 22 DG
GEAE - B EE AR TR AR P (e R A R I e ot [ JE S TR B (R AR B AL
& o DL SBNMER IS EE B ES S A G SRR R - e (R REA LA B2 2
SLEHBERVEERE o BHEINE - ASCH 2008 F o IGER /T - EIEE T BEIIHERTE
(I E — BE LR LE B o B R (R O AR I R LRI BORGAE » MR (ERE N
[AIXEE IS IR AC 58 © LI - 2 SR N B P SRR i T R R R G R R BUGm R A
P4 ©

* * *

A5 B 2 98.03.30 : 52 B AN 2 98.05.21 ¢ ¥ B : 98.07.30
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BifER : 2008 FIRH K EEHRESHIRIGE B

— ~BER

EESUERIEEE
<?%zé§¢§: 2007 4 12 AHALEH) (63) : REEHIBAE » MEHEEF
exTfo BREARTANRE - (RERELE TXRAERF2])

B EEERS

LFERFHEFREFOIHERE—L o (BRESLS TR Y )

HES ARG

(FR: &8 190 HRAKE FFAFEFLL 1001 45— % > £F—
Ko (BHHEEE THAFTEARN])

WERAR NG -

(FHh:AEET REFZedE) (BARKZHE: ERARKBTHRERE) R
BLERLFRTEL» BB S50 HALFEM - (RGEE > THRLE])

et LR

RMARGER > 2B ENERREOEEEE T AETREFE - (REE
EHoTE¥ERYE))

IR EA -

AREHHAEAR LG~ (REKE  TRBRHEALFASH )



PAEEOR (MR 1) -

(FHh: kAt 2F) KEGEE AEH R RATRREHER » &
TRARMBARZHRER? (HHEE ﬁé%ﬁ

— A1
HEEEANFE -

(58 AS ASA) HEARSTRKEMH T REWE) (535) - (5
B T F RSN )

PR8N E -
(5% BARARSFE > A2R) (FRHHRILH) KMNREAAHG
B RRARGEE TR T 0K R v b8 B A - (K 8K
A T#%F=3)

Enﬁﬂﬁﬁ

BMEEBKSBHEERALBRTOA > HiEh—T AL BAEE  EHEBHEKX
MBAR - (RGESE T FAER])

B REERES] -

REBFITH > 158 BRAFTHRI KR SR —H > KK BRI M4
1 Azl e (RakE THED D)

HES B

(FH+Fa) SHEHBSHL - HRA- FEE (63 (BRRE T8
PR
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WP AR o

(FR+FR) #ELRAFE > AR E—EAE - (KRIESL  THEFHRAP
® 4 = &J>

BAZEARE (MR T -

(F3 0L #6) BARKMENARAARAG? (BHEEE TR
M A BE R )



S5k

. (XA D

TVBS EFHL > 1999 - (REffifRE AGE ) » TVBS REFEF L ¢ http://www.tvbs.com.
tw/code/tvbsnews/poll/199911/.president.asp ° f%& HHH : 2000 & 10 H 9 H

------ 22007 > PR 7K R BB A R B 2008 SRR A R 0 TVBS REFAE L ¢
http://www.tvbs.com.tw/FILE_DB/yijung/200705/yijung-20070523201441.pdf * #5538 HH :
2009 6 H8 H °

______ » 2008 » (2008 FEHIHAGE 228 2 RFH) » TVBS REFEH L ¢ http://www.tvbs.com.
tw/FILE_DB/DL_DB/even/200803/even-2008301194639.pdf > fZZHHH : 2009 & 6 H 8 H°

R EREE S 0 2008 0 (EAESRIEMNSEMK LIZER) » FREBES ¢ hup:/www.
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A Functional Analysis of Television Ads in 2008
Taiwanese Presidential Election

Wei-chun Wen' - Tzu-hsiang Yu™

Abstract

Based on the expenditure of candidates and the media use of voters, TV
ads are the most important candidate message in the contemporary elections.
Considering possible negative impacts of television ads on democratic
society, major democratic countries take different positions on the issue of
restricting campaign ads. To provide data for related discussion, this study
content-analyzed the 2008 Taiwanese presidential ads. The primary findings
can be summarized in three aspects. First, the functions of the TV ads in
2008 Taiwanese election included 66% of acclaims, 32% of attacks, and
2% of defenses. Compared with the U.S. counterparts in 2008, Taiwanese
ads were more positive. Regarding the individual candidates, the leading
candidate Ma had more acclaims than the trailing candidate Hsieh. Second,
the topics of 2008 Taiwanese presidential ads contained approximately 40%
of policy messages, and 60% of character messages. This pattern is similar
to the ads used in the 2000 Taiwanese election, while contrary to the U.S.
counterparts. Third, compared to the 2008 Taiwanese presidential debates,
TV ads stressed character more than televised debates. In addition, televised

debates contained more defenses than TV ads.
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