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hﬁﬁﬁﬁ“&Ui*@m%%%ﬁ’@%&ﬁﬁ?@&%ﬁ’ﬁgag

AL BRI LT 10 MTERRT ) B s A O RS
3

Bl

[En

pUA B P T 319 fgERY dbﬁﬁf,ﬁkqguwg[ﬁ{ BT
APV E ) ? A BiA F,?ﬁ 2004 = FEAEE IR £ PO g F A
R HE A 1709 & E SRR ngégm[[ /A %fﬁif«l}?l%fﬂﬁfrf S TR
BT R AR o H TR RS 7 R ) S 63,106 H AT
"L AFTERR L PURYFE N L OVRL TR EORE: | pUTiIE (28.79%6) > 51
FL F#ﬁ?@]@ BRI % (26.9% ) o SYPURL Fﬁﬁlﬂl%mpféﬁt‘ﬁ %, (19.8
AR P EORL TR R (HIRE (1896) o T W 2004 F SEEE
%HI BRI S|P PR TS0 IR R
) 34.996 » 12T U EEA FRYFFOE N T 66.1% o 12T ’erv@@(
o R T SRS FEE 9 2004 F AEE R f:fvgmrﬁ%;@ R L
" S19AFERR ) SRR N PUR VTR o G (GRS R S AT AT RAT
(EV R FU R [ RL DR Ry 2R N 2 RLos A SR sk 1 L H ]
P 3B 7 PURLIE AR BAE JURCRHCE DR RIFVZE N e
VR 2 A - B IRRIBE T pVRRET 3 AT

13. 2= d > 2004 -
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=z

A {iH 2004

S043/2006/57 - 1

el

S SRR (REI R

WEES (n)

R (n)

FIH 8 (n)

GO BT R 26.9% (72) 44.4% (119) 28.7% (77)
S O % 18.09% (36) 45.5% (91) 36.5% (73)

U ok

19.8% (54)

43.96% (120)

36.3% (99)

) S

28.7% (83)

38.1% (110)

33.2% (96)

319 AEEAT (F 63.1% (351) 23.6% (131) 13.3% (74)
£t 34.9% (596)
N=1709
PR A © 7% LR (LA g (2004P)
g T MR P LR F RS 28 ORIt R R AR (1)

7J’[FITAT§2'

EJ%%?FIUE%&&T(O)N e 2 gA. ’F?FIIEIF' =

5% 53 53 # (principal

components analysis ) ==& *Agh £ (varimax) Elfjﬁl % 87 ( orthogonal rotation )

= %

P B P R ST Y T P B
M = B B 1 P B YT
PR EARERR S R YR o SRR T WS R,
PR B r[-?&‘f*l HRE ) BRI Y

ES % £ & AR

S OHREEE S o Y

ot "
ARy o

RPN SR Y
HoWRES TR SRR - g

R 629 puigh gl El

< 3T VR BN RS L PUPN ST ORI R T %EF?VFHJ (Gl
GAESIICHENY 1] S F%J

= i S

=
i
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* ﬁﬁ?mm4ﬂf@ﬁ%§§ﬁﬁw EEH IR AT (2R o AT

- =
@ b S e
(P Rp i) GRS E P i)
FWSRITRRIRL B YR L 2 .788 -.076
@“%ﬂ%%f%ipfw TR ? 737 116
319 MEA FERL Y E YRR ? .699 -.047
££W&EJET§J$in;F FRRIERE? .005 .835
s N R TR L F R RITE ? -.014 .849
Initial Eigenvalues 1.653 1.439
9 of Variance 33.04 28.80
KMO and Bartlett's Test .559
( P-value) (<=0.001)
Analysis N 1709

TR A+ A

&
F*c
\E
pail
Ht
_
[y
&
s
Y
o
o
IS
E

I F,LTIEII}U;H ﬁflégz1?%}f‘yfg

ﬁgﬁ%wgﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁwﬁWWE YR T B2 R A R
FIEGE R SR R P YRR R Do NP T S RS T R 18
F% P EIES ]E%P% ( the demobilization hypothesis ) é?i%ﬁgﬂﬁ;ﬁ% ( the stimulation
hypothesis) - ﬁq?ﬁf’iﬁ I E I YR fll 352 NEIJW?F‘,W?’?%& 2B [ R
yw&mﬁ@?%%:%ﬁwmpwwpﬁaqmlv%wﬁﬁ’ﬁmﬁﬁ
SR EUETSE 5 1 ( Freedman and Goldstein, 1999 ) - ,plﬁyﬂuéﬁ'ﬁ%?% )
Ansolabehere AT lyengar 5 7l 1 13575 |y 2 B %y a%}{ﬁjf (RS N TR SR
(NS 5%§F‘ ) o El ;%ﬁ;ﬁ;y: F?aﬂjﬂfﬁ’?’g%%l p»J%&fFif ( Ansolabehere et
al., 1994; 1999; Ansolabehere and lyengar, 1995) ; 4"~ 3 » Finekl #{I Geer [y
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ST R AL R p P 8 DR TR R AT R R
T @pj%ﬁi’rg,#“f NpUERIEVE=E < £ (Finkel and Geer, 1998: 577-8)
SR &F’ﬁrﬂﬂp TrFVE PN B agﬂﬂj BIE iﬁ(*]’ﬁ‘bgul‘ﬁ“ ( Freedman
etal., 2004) - “Martin 5L & 4 FCR O [ PR PRI S %gq*;s;
ﬁ’UE% 4 W; TRV (ER] 5T~ RL2 S (republican duty) - ’5, e
T R PR D ORI R T RO o P PR
Bl FIPIBnE o Syl e 2 S B o bR BT LR A
:Ljfl]‘l'%f_e RS il Jﬁé?{ﬂﬂfr&ﬂréy(candldate threat) » lﬁ}{j?ﬂ?’ﬁ 2 N B RE
IY = RLERPTET T PVAE S (perceived closeness of the election) - FIFEHE
;_H@ﬁ ERF P TEE A o R NE R (Martin, 2004)
HR EY BT B NSRRI Y~ @ EY RS RLBTEIO [RR] FUER - £
IrK}Fu{,ii Kahn 1 Kenneth J (7 150 oy @O0 SRRy A > 57 HLRLETHTH
FRLLT 2 2 ?ii'_ﬁi'ﬁ\iﬁ*fﬂ (legitimate criticism) - 3R £ 2 iy
AU RS ST ALY K AL S AVER. (mudslinging) o R é%’?rj?
G (1152 SR B 2T Cunfair s LY B (52 46 9 U Kahn
and Kenneth, 1999: 878) - Clinton #! Lapinski 5 ":EF'F'[E[ B[R @?Er%r%ﬁ
(panel) EHRmp T B APpnE T T %" (o N EEPVA R S 0 B
# 5 (lindependents ) 4 T kLfs U E] f1 R IEE pURY 2 I'E'?;E"y'ﬁ%ﬁﬁflfﬁ;%“] plE=r
" O A P BT~ > [R5 2 R 0RO i
AT e kﬁ@?p - (Clinton and Lapinski, 2004 ) - Sigelman f[l Kugler
™ *?&E@F%?{rﬁlpl““ﬂﬂ?ﬂ o T RNV T T - e Y
¢M~W%a%$z:ﬂwﬁ~ﬁafﬁ%w@ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁsmﬁ$@§%
AR IR RS LR F R R Y AR U SR RE
SRR T FJ - 1% (information-processing blases) [ %P(Slgelman and

MEoHmELTERFREALF R ek > 6 itk 0 ¥ %4 de Vreese and Semetko, 2002;
Finkel and Geer, 1998; Freedman and Goldstein, 1999; Goldstein and Freedman, 2002; Hillygus, 2005; Lau
et al., 1999; Sellers, 1998; Wattenberg and Brains, 1999 -
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Kugler, 2003) -

FIFIPTE S f{l%fi M EFUE N | P Y 2% 2 Johnson-Cartee % Copeland
BE =S 3y Rl 4 TpiugE , (boomerang ) U [EH ] ] E1 I HR
"JV"J?E&?%F”TIPF‘/EJ]%,F[ o Sy TS B B A [ B il ST AL EpnE
Eiéf%%?ﬁi[;gﬁ)f (victim syndrome) - 7 J[| g1 g ey bl E NFTLE b
S M) e B T N Y ] K 97 RLEEnE R S| TEJ?JF"WF»'
(double impairment effect) - [ g1 135 E [ﬂ Enﬁlﬂﬁ&*’vgﬁﬂ@?&”va&ﬂﬂufl
%’ ( Johnson-Cartee and Copeland, 1991 ; Ji=/E & » 2001 : 228) %‘Fu

B FI IR RIS B LRSS R (SRS UL R o SRy 0 ,wgﬂﬂ

g'\ I/»ﬁea O s E‘ytﬁﬁ?ﬁpﬁf[ﬁﬂflygglﬁ o = JErPean[ﬂtvblﬂyq’sr
e Fﬁ?hﬂH@?WQ@ 1 S S T S R
T:zuj' per o = I/Ellgu °

—.—jf"[g&[l’] B YR Y ) }zkrﬁﬂ pape R ST 72 Rl AN I e AR
BIAITEA =P (2001) PR B OB VR e o B A BT F R VTR - gl
%(mm>%W%ﬁﬂwﬁﬁ?%iwﬁﬂﬁﬁ%@mﬁﬂ’@ﬁﬁm¢
R 20 P OB SRR RIS e S
B IS I e pJ T (B e 2 S (2004) i 2002 &
ﬁgjifguj%“ SR o Ry R N LR e g Feéf,fﬁi RO R
?J%% - RUE ED PF’ll_}'lﬁfaﬁ”%E NI %’A@IEE Tﬁlﬁqf}‘?ﬁﬂp)i’ﬁk
e e L e e AU
]?J{ﬂugl[ﬂ put > Rl FL b AT E F’lflﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬁuﬁﬁgﬂ
SN GEERE P S 2004 & F,ﬁ“?:hﬁf%f“ilp@&%lﬁ{ S E R [??5%%
R f;m T X AT iﬁpwﬁflﬁﬁﬁﬂé?*ﬁ&i » B9 2004
OB E &Jpq;“g[ = E ?ﬂé;”%ﬁ% IE[J&TJ;-J o FI H'%@f”@ E&fﬂ ﬂjpu
Flpl““g’q*l* TR L 2% R AR PO TRIRE © AR B R R A
BIPUS Y - ¢ 83.79% 09 F i i‘[’wﬂa%l}i)‘—lﬂlg_% IEEIEGEZ
[UE] 38.9% 1 * i MUK BRI o H K FHIJBFI&HI%P‘P? e Sapikis
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FIPUSE RS H > ) 65.60010 * it i "’ﬁ%'%ﬁﬁ* i e BT E R
“EJ 42,0069 * 4 EORE BHERTRN - 2245, 7319 ﬁ*éﬁk:ﬁa | OEPH SR

TR o E) 58.8%6 1Y * R HK “Ef}?wﬂzﬁ;% [T R F) 39.9
AFM S ﬁ,&,‘.{ﬁ’g%@%\ﬂﬁjh S A APV F R E“ﬁiqufr ) iﬁi?&ﬂ[ﬁ&'
SRR PR ?JF[ES«'AJE&E&@E‘JFHEE%T*‘T&%IE{ BTRYEH T 84.2%
S ¥4 ﬁj’-;f%l}ﬁqﬁﬂﬁ’f[ , 5”513? SEH o PUT) 46.9%0pY N R E R
FAGIEY o »i]:muﬁ,mﬁ"f&ﬂ’ﬁf} RE B R YA H 0 ) 87.6%
fio - B R BRI o R YR o FUE 49.096[10 B E R
ARG -

o APBREE R FEE NRR P (VIR

g -2 log
i =S i R RN R Likelihood  Significance
(n (n) Ratio
[0) )
GRS 2 e ?%612@ ?igz/‘; 148.91 000

16.3%  83.7%
R 34y (174)
AMSOR S 12 ‘(‘95;;/3 ?%fg/‘; 95.00 1000
87.6%  12.4%
W (1a1) (20)
D 58.00¢  42.00
F%E“%uﬂfl%%f’i A EJ;J&% (618/(; (447/(; 42.41 .000
34.4%  65.6%
R (78)  (149)
BHHE N 2R (G0 i, 12032 000
. 84.29%  15.8%
RE (Jo3)  (38)
310 M Ty ‘(5%'21(% E’%fg 41.14 1000

. 41.29  58.8%
IWE (176)  (251)

FERHACH 5 9 e LR ALl g (2004P)
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e bt i SR IORIAR - 10 ) F W SR A B R oK B 9 2004 SRR

R MR PR PR AR B - BETR o MR RLERE N TR 0 R Y

U SR o (ST SR P o s P E e

PR SCRL R T 5 ST B o U IERL - R SLATERR B TR T Y

EAGE N gﬁ&ygjf[ﬂwfl 1 b;&mﬁabgm A SE - R R N
PRI T P > U B4 AL ) Y -

T %JHH HABLERY 3 T

BT RREPTEEYT O AL YRR 0 2004 I RGHETEGE N ORI
B leE- E%ﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬂ*@fﬁﬁ”l K W5 42 TR 7] Heckman » Achen,
Dubin == Rivers <" * Fral i el iy [ o2 A fpj 5L R ( selection bias model )
g =53 AT RN LR ER T 1709 B3 Ip A AE Rl BUE] 1300
(5 F]F[J Ny [HI FEJEEIEf G E}i—jw’T 400 {75 -y sﬁaf[ﬂl r!;_r‘\Ftl v Fﬁ,
FTE“ J Tﬂ%kxm gu’?m FH [pl*‘“ =N r:,cl s T f' 3l i RL R
T R SRR i
MRy R4 (subsample) o EEIMEAYSOEA o AU RLRgEETD - RV S o
EUSSE. {1 RO - SR E R T S SRR ORI ]
YRR PR - e AL PR PGV - S AR
WA R PR o B = 7R S @R I R I 5 g e
2000 : # 3k %+ » 2004 ; Huang and Liao, 2004) -

Y EAEAR N AR O MRRE o R T 0T KRRy (1=R 8
FOABTHEY 0= A FEF AR ) - U0 7 probit FLE] & 75347 7 STATA
AFHCER T ] T Heckprob g s 4 o S EAL A1 TR T (OB
B i)~ F s S ([ SR () (IR

15, $3E % M0 0 g B B eidh 0 AR E 205 0 2005 -
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P P CPAEERAE) - PRSI I8 (TSN - %
RN RS T ”:@’¢ﬁ@%‘¢ﬁﬁi§*@Hﬁ1)
ﬂi’ﬁhiﬁj«(:{*ﬁ Hl?‘[%ﬂ ?‘[ L%"éﬁ;?"l'ﬂ (V7 e~ TR N B9 2 Pl [
[ BRI i B SR L) O R R
RS EREF L) - P BB (1E] 10 53) SR - L
R ALY W TR R BRI < SRR i (e
ﬂﬁ”“@ o EUALR S TR P O YR ATER (AL Ey
{19 2004 i 3 NAE R OO (GERFINS YA PORE © e it )
H MG YR 2004 B AHHGEIOE NSRS QLA AR R
RIS R IR BRFL P A By o PIRTA TR PRI H o O 3
RSB I RIARE 5 PRI AR T Eﬁé’:{[ﬁﬁ;{ C RS T B R 4
R o BHH VR FHPER - ?”f?ﬁﬁﬁ@g’”ﬁfif.ﬂi%ﬁ’ % probit
[ORLEIT AT J E R B 2 B2

16, Foisirsid £ 2 X w $ T T BRI AL X2 @A BT e A 1) B EARFOR LT hE
R - ARz 2L FenEd) ~ AFM- GRMT ERTE: > 12 ARREZARELR -

17 M f o6 5 R B F 2w 1k (coding) = 5 0 #00 h 2 5 G S Bl kS B FE A 45 B A
rER BRI Y .
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A YIS FUH _'?III[N?F ( Probit L] fﬁ[ﬁ‘)

((E=1) (T%E=0) Coef. S.E.
TERT (P 0.05 (0.09)
T ( %%1-1963?‘:[ J =)
1942 = I'] i -0.02 (0.14)
1943 &+ -1962 =+ -0.19 (0.10)
SUHY CEI @R
L 0.10 (0.13)
157 -0.02 (0.11)
P’TE&F%W ("EJ) 1.00 (0.08) **=
Ffﬁf}ﬂ'%& 0.07 (0.04)
e 0.28 (0.15)
n 1547
Log likelihood -588.05
Pseudo R-square 0.12

Nmm*“<%lﬁﬂ%%iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁik%$(mmmo

(e Zop[ VP T B 20> S A OB AR R SLE] - F S FIRET R
TSR T i B ST L] BB PRRGRA - R
W TR A N o SR ERE Y F A I éﬂéﬁ%ikﬁ PP
- 1%[ TS S S a1 T i :T T~ S A #'F
G5 LRI ES AR ﬂ%&ﬁ@%ﬁ, TN - T ERE
A BRI S SLEE Y [ LR S -
#2004 SR B VR 2 T H > e i J?FE'EIQEIV?I?J‘:;:?@EHQ %
Tl CFi e 85i > 2005 5 G853 257> 2005) = [fij tho ( p ) 7% . FI T

HRCEAFAO I Ry IR PR R o PR RIORL - 2 m[r] fr%i B
SV B PYRUE BV TR PO A B fol RLEL 2T 424 [ IELE -

18. $#fer 2 - ZRA ¥ BiamETE & M3OBF X | Ak ’ﬂﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁgzﬁ{@
HENOLLLE G BP - SHL A FELFRe Bf o RET 2 #2004 £ LAERG
PRDPES o A2 T-oRKas i e Bl RETE 8 T3ORFE, R XIE D

Fof ik s EERE & R RIAE TR
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=045/2006/57- 4 Z 1A

ESSONN 7 E TR
FRYBROR[L =D Gk —0) AT Probiy
Coef. S.E. Coef. S.E.
Wl B - 4
Bl 0.04 (0.16) 0.03 (0.16)
T (B 1963 F M)
1942 & I'| 0.18  (0.31) 0.15 (0.31)
1943 ¥ -1962 # -0.13  (0.20) -0.13 (0.20)
i (amﬂ% PN D
B S 0.50  (0.40) 0.49 (0.40)
+ I 0.27  (0.34) 0.27 (0.34)
P EE CHH SR
(S AL 0.48 (0.23) * 0.47 (0.23)
s 0.30  (0.20) 0.29 (0.20)
BOEIG d CEPRE i)
=00 Ty -0.29  (0.19) -0.31 (0.19)
il ,WE.& -0.46  (0.21) * -0.46 (0.21)
rrHE I CHI TR
m& 3.29  (0.32)*** 3.25 ( 0.32
Hist 2.04  (0.26)*** 1.99 ( 0.28
RE*EF CEFf B~ )
[?ﬁ f 0.65 (0.39) 0.55 (0.40)
n?{ﬁ]@i_ 0.26  (0.38) 0.16 (0.39)
R B CEPIR  TRp - )
(LI B 0.32  (0.27) 0.32 (0.27)
AEFE U -0.12  (0.23) -0.10 (0.23)
Pt~ IR E (R 0.44  (0.05)*** 0.44 *(**0.05
PR - L F Gl ) 0.23  (0.04)***  -023  ( 0.05
FIEiE (R 0.01  (0.08) 0.00 (0.08)
£l pIZJHiF (S ) -0.07  (0.09) -0.05 (0.09)
His -3.78  (0.65)***  -3.69 *&*0.65
ERYHE (RE=1D(TRE=0)
P‘“—éle < [fil 1.13 (0.07)
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* k%
i -0.09 (0.06)
rho 0.14 (0.27)
n 1146 1570
log likelihood -170.54 -966.20

Note :* <.05, ** <.01,*** <.001  F BRI + s B (L9 4 (2004P)
fi
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f i b PSRRI R R > B R
PO H B o R IZIIH NP ﬂal’ﬂn—*\frf;iw]ﬁ' s AT fRE NPV E > R
P R A OS] B R R T A R S RV B SR e

R R RUE R R T

e py 54.6% 52.1% 51.1% 50.1%
DS 45.49% 47.9% 48.99% 49.9%
T B +45 £2.0 +1.0

FORHACHR © 15 s BUIT £ LS (2004P)

o SR BT I Ul

?Eﬁf’? [Py T SR (bivariate ) fU ST il U S NAERIPUS T BY
BRI EgnEEg f o R R ¥ F»Ta RS N A kL flet fifi
B PRI - SRS PR = DL S E 0 B s e
e g T (4 [fi) 2 Bl o pIohT 2004 5 S 2 BRI SR RLE BT Bl LR o
Hirﬁm&lhﬂ[ﬂ' fRpv 7 Tl Cinaccuracy of recall) ﬁ‘}f@_%”éﬁ?ﬂ T
[ﬂiﬁﬁljﬁ:é ]’ﬂ%& ( Ansolabehere et al., 1999: 901-902) - “} £ L& 37 firfili 7
FIFIUTREE I N T PP T319 MR Ui dlE > 2 NI L
EEEL T PERBINE g e A aqr}glsr_pjrq o E R RLFI
RATFIY RS H £ (random measurement error) o HURiRL F AR IS (ARSI
[Fil B BT > e P I*Wifi%%iﬁ*ﬁfllﬁw BER] o BT Y
Z TATIRE > AL B FIRL 2 R T 8 BR[O Y
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EJWFAFTMF' FHCOT- (IR > SR A Y ) R R Y AR

= HrpA B Gy Arpl R PSR o PR - PRI IR N gt
E’*ﬂ%#ﬁ”@‘?ﬂ"’ o I e S A DR ~ PRRE I B 0
EﬂégﬁifdyfﬁﬁflﬂtEeﬁﬁqnﬁ#ﬁJITf %d° Frocs ENRUE S L S
RSB %ﬁj\ﬁv:ﬁuﬁlplw BUEEE TRV T NPV E SR - B
Gy PRGCH P PEREE PR - B SRR R R
FHEAF S P GO EIRCT R p P RRYRE [N ST
FRE P YR o ST ML RN AR P
O E A R Fr A PR n,q&lrvEijaer ’ Eu@§7\g>§,;uggﬁ&gjﬁ[3&
FERVRYR = 0D - T BRIl ROl 0 O PR o T
PP PR TRl B S P2 R < S e P O RGAY -
DY i BRI YRR P A Fﬂj\gw*u[@ T E VR,
7w \aﬁ— U A T @ S f e Ry -

19 2+ Ffhr2- 2RI MG RERGSEFIFLHFBHEYPFAELRL SO 40 L 2R
ERERAPPS  CFFRTBFA LRI 2 EP R B R R EAE IR E
FRAERFT P B £ 2004 £ R RER  F panel AP LR 0 B P AE F L A E
FEep g2 uxs Bl s i LIHERR Y R P Qe P THFASERD
A2 B4R 2004P TR N F A 0 L AT A R chikdg 0 2004P AR B WP 0 AR F v A
c #2004 FRRERP AHREEBF] AL - LEAERTEAPE -
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F= FEANEF

S93/2006/57 - 4 ©

IR e pVAR B BT AT (One-Way ANOVA)

et e S )
mean n df F. Sig. mean n df F. Sig.
1E3 £ -001 873 1 023 .635 | -002 873 1 0.88  .349
e 001 836 002 836
5 1942F[] |-030 232 2 2565 .000 | -0.19 @ 232 2 6.60  .001
1943-1962 || -0.11 587 002 587
*o1963= i | 045 890 0.07 890
# +d&% || -004 195 2 13.67 .000 0.03 195 2 1082 .000
7+ iy || -0.04 1234 0.05 1234
*__'\—;
s 035 216 029 216
7 {&%f) | -025 600 2 3673 .000 | -013 600 2 755  .001
fﬁj HiE) 0.02 485 0.05 485
% T 0.23 619 0.09 619
¥ 15w | 003 858 2 111 330 0.02 858 2 0.60  .547
|
E [lifesss | -001 399 -0.05 399
e || 0.05 452 000 452
NG 023 509 2 79.04 .000 055 509 2 12460  .000
e
S e -012 586 013 586
FﬁJ 1TEs 0.47 503 -0.34 503
R fi 021 774 2 3637 .000 019 774 2 2425 000
E% PEHRL | 0.20 800 -0.14 800
FﬁJ FliE 0.15 105 -020 105
A FEpPEC | 022 434 2 27.92 000 038 434 2 4114 000
o
4 ARG | 0.04 904 -009 904
B e 035 286 020 286
TR A I i H e B L LA g (2004P)
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- ‘,%% Fj%

2004 R E Vi 1 U YRR R 20D A
OS2 T 375 B JCRNA b BJbSFF[;J NG NI O R PUSE
BT L S IEL%\T«%{;%? R P iU e WRJF?E&
o0 A S o S B R S AR U
319 MTERR (ErEESEE o IRy R SRR RLGRE RS S N ﬂéﬁ z:u.’ o IR
ﬁ'J LR N SRR BRSO S AR Y (TR A P b 1% f = 5P Ry
 E AT LR -

F A2 Ry 2004 F SRR EHE A L AV P T EEnE e
B H SR NCR U O - PN R AR - ok i
ﬁ‘ﬂﬂ RPN o I E S A B > pUREEEE N TR U HGE rjﬁhgi_
DR RIRARE S A o TP TIRER A RRE L A PRI AR

R R 2 TR | VR T N O TR el
;Uzﬂ_%ﬁiiﬁ} o PEE| RS FLRL 0 S Tﬁtﬁ PR T319 fERL, EH

(‘r“
ll,’f
iy

7o

FHFHH J%]Jpj o 1§?J§Erﬁ H*‘ﬁ%‘g‘[ E’H{S[ﬂji*ﬁlj rﬂ‘ﬁﬂ&i SPE
Rt g E/Pﬁd/}sjfﬁ%[[: ﬁg’ilﬁtﬂd‘ﬁfgﬁiﬁ{ B2 E

WRH > REV R IR - WA w%%ﬁﬁé' £ Y BB o
i = PR RS T Tt T R oY AL 7 AR R
S ER A E Al e R B E R 0T TV R
i?l’u WO B R T AR BTV 3 47 20t PRl B

o o GRS gt YRS AT R o LS AR R U é«is‘é“ﬁj%ﬁ%
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The Effect of Campaigning Events on Vote

Choice: A Study of the 2004 Presidential
Election in Taiwan

Yu-Tzung Chang”~

This article analyzes how the incidents surrounding the 2004 Taiwanese
presidential campaign affected the choices of voters. Not controlling for other
factors, campaign incidents have a significant relationship with voter choices.
Among these incidents, those involving First Lady Wu Shu-jen allegedly buying
and selling votes and ChenYu-hao’s political donations both had a marked
influence on President Chen’s base of support. In addition, the issues of Lian
Chan’s family wealth and the KMT’s financial and real estate assets both
influenced the level of support for Lian Chan. One interesting finding was that
although the public has seen the March 19" 2004 assassination attempt on
President Chen as beneficial to his electoral chances, the results of this survey do
not support this view. Our data shows that those influenced by the assassination
attempt were mostly supporters of the Lian-Soong ticket, while those not
influenced were mostly supporters of the Chen-Lu ticket. Of course, it is
possible that since the survey was initiated two months after the election there
were voter-memory problems, and the survey could also have been affected by
voters’ reluctance to provide accurate answers, or their having already changed
their views of the election since its conclusion.

Basing analysis on the selection bias model, this article finds that negative
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campaign incidents did not actually have a significant relationship with voter
choices when controlling for other factors. In fact, voters’ understanding and
evaluation of negative campaign incidents were influenced by many other
intervening factors, especially party-identification, ethnic-identification, and
national-identification. Those who identify themselves as Pan-Blues, Chinese,
and supporters of unification saw themselves as influenced by negative incidents
involving President Chen. At the same time, those who identify themselves as
Pan-Greens, Taiwanese, and supporters of Taiwan independence saw themselves
as influenced by negative incidents involving Lian Chan. This study confirms
the traditional view in election studies that when candidates have equal access to
the media, the original positions of opposite sides of the electorate are
strengthened by the campaign process, rather than being influenced in such a way

that they switch to the other side.

Key words: negative campaigning, shocking event, voter choice, the 2004

presidential election in Taiwan



