W ST PUAT S oA VAR

A2 R2AARAA Heid B8 S

N

ZI M A | 2o
A= syem
O A Al | Meohsta

=)

MAHOIM SEXISQ| M UEof Cchet RBAS QA2 M E(|ssue voting)
LIOP7} chelRixzo| &iEo] E4XOl 7|R0ICH J2{Lt 0[2i8 ZERM0= =76t
St= RBEXIEC SEXSS| M AT cthet Al s XIZ7HX] 7 7
7} O|ROIX[X| AULCE. O] A= L2t FEXS0| MHUIM FEXSS| HAH &
E(issue stance)S O{EAH TSt Sh=X| ZEXHE EMSIC) THEHeE &
o S1Hprojection effects), F2 F1Hinference—making), S17& UxX|M FHfalse
consensus effect) & XIZ7HX| MAIE cHEXQ! MHE0| $t=2 |FEUXESNHE RE
st M%'%‘é ZEXIE 20124 280 HAIE HE XA XIRE 0|85t BBeih 8

RUAES FEXL MS, FEXES AR A U, J2|1 HHo| A ¢
7IEQ| XAl 50| PRS2 Tt = —|0|.T'_ 25t kg 7Ikick=
ZLC} OF22 0[218t Z1HS0| Re|LiztolAle] M Exet the| PiFsol
Chal ZH= &reloll Chal EE2SHC.

H Ho
[e]
E

ol
Il

iy
i)
rI

SN0 1x
2 o 2
Il
on _tg |'=_5=,E

Rl

FHI0f: ChSZMA, HHMMAH, SEX} Y2, R} 4]

*o] L= 20109 % HEAYD(L-STE7)eE AEAS| A Gt siAlgu) o 2 skt d A
FHALS] 7] HE L (SSK) 0] 2| Y-S Hho} o] 0] £ U THNRF-2010-330-B00035). 0] =50 1}.9
A & A RE ANYE, 53] o] RS UAIEAL e AR A ST FAe
2 ZAEYYT o] =5o] gt guE BE Folut el Auo] 23 A 147elA s
7| vk themail: syouinkim@gmail.com).
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I S°7i

2

A5l T 44| (partisanship)oh A2te] chat A5 ©NEe 7HF ko] A
XA ko] 2% Q15 2 9)(Campbell etal. 1960) 5¢) THA 4752 4
AZH(party identification)o] £-A-E] FxA HeoA] F4140l A& ek 2

FHrt. ghHof th--2(Downs 1957) 5 &4 A g o] 2of 7|WhS &=
ol4r9} o g FHA AES AATH: 8 29OR BT o F UL A5
A5o] glglow, o] BAeA AT QAT A |47 A1A Zbol] m] A% o] chat
X|4jo] %2 golghet.

by
N

(]
r2
-
g
rlo
o

B3 olgpol thigt o7t FAUAEY FHA AdE o
< SRt FAA R, dladH]of 9
(Ansolabehere et al. 2008)2] A= vl= thEg AAL F= 93] AANA FHA=E
of Ao it Aor} FHAF deof] Zy#o]al Fa3t S nHthe HoF=qlt.
E3E Avbo|E] Q) 8(Snyder and Ting 2002; 2003) 12]3l 23} 3£-2-3Z(Woon and Pope
2008)0]l w=r 23] AL} o] S HASof| tigt HEIF FEshal g A7 (low
information elections)ol| A= A A 7o] FQ3F IS 5= HHH, tj5 A A9} Zo)
S H o] tgt AR 7T E53E A7 (high information elections)of| 4]+ &
2 QAo gt A5 7} 583 QS 3t} sho]E(Highton 2010)2 A =4] W 5219
)= 5T AANA B olfrEo] AP TS nFom, o] oA BH o of
S ATE 1 A Aol Ht S HAS 71 ) Afo|7t H Fast AT ke A
A Sl HAE
B2z, 5] =T A= ASIAINE, T152te] AtE2 A olgrof et
7 AT A Ee] A Aol Fagt A4 adlolehs AE HojEth A=
FAAEY FEAL Ado] tigh M A5 AT YA A2 ool tigh A5 o]
B2 3 7d x5k Alo] dubAolch(Miller and Shanks 1996; Adams et al. 2005; Lewis-
Beck et al. 2008).
Qh=r20] 7, 2000 o) of] A AN F 11119} Al b A A qd=
k= 2 o] oAA7F itk ey 2o A5 FF ARG Ao e Qo=
TFHAES] o g A Ao, AA| Aol diet B7 A ﬁ”o, it AR ofA EAX o

off
%
—"r‘

2



A 17k AA Aol et

AT 59 FUAFE] o]t SR A

o]} F10) 7] Selo] A 71012 shgirhol A 20 08)
e 5 e el 3 o} °~‘ﬂx}~4@.

8

FA02 B B8 /10l gk A2, 33 Risue vt 7} 4
A UAFER] A olre] that A4S MBS AT 9Lor] Ea FHAE] 4A| 1
e YRS YT AT ROl Tof oLE AL + R BA ohdck %

o) AN A5 43 el el A o sl 2, 2.5
o, T3 A0 2 G5} of ek AACIA FHASL B ARk et A1) £

Ao £% S A7 52 913 ol Wuls] WA gpom, A4l
oA ele HEWS FHHOR F2pA7IckShepsle 1976; Page 1978). Bk ofuje} of
FARIHAY AA MEL FRASO FARTHe 2 A BEet SRS A
2 B4 o] 27-& % thPatterson 1980). AT/}, uEA.0 2 hRio] §ARE
BAFEY] ekt A QAR o7191a) ofH w2 whE AAe] e S A
oFch. A%, hREe] MAA fHAE] FHAS] A Qo] tha] Lt g
A53] shp o 11, 13 3o, BHAY Sk glrk.

S} olefat BN B AE BT511, Hof HAde] 2&o AL Be
FAA50] FRAFE 0] 42 QAo s 2B Bk Y2oi(Conover and Feldman
1989), o]2fat Tehe $UASe] FuA Aelo] gt SFE ol W4} Hrk(Aldrich
and McKelvy 1977). ZLEThel o] ejgt §-a4-5 0] Fehe o} @7 AW 4= 9L} 2, 4)
shel Aol BEAA Solq FUNEL o8 wx}—% 2 o)l e ARS B
TSR ol RS M B o} the] WRFS] A4 Qb BAHE Fad BAlo]
cf, Fao, Bel ko] FUASY 4 Y-S S8 FBA0E 3o 24
9] (randomly) FHEFsH= Zlo]eel o] 2L 417} 247} obd 4 gt

ol2fgt T84 &3t = T oI =7tlA = ofoll tig AFdt A7t o] Fo

O

5
I_T
QA

A

Ay

flo

ruzv



102 BHEEER|IT X21E H35(2012)

AL thoFst A Eo] AA|EdcH(Miller et al. 1976; Kinder 1978; Conover and Feldman
1989; Krosnick 1988). 12]1} H20] Aol i= A7) ole] cfat 97} 7] oloix]
A 3k o] A0 BAL G $AA S| ol @A FRASE) B WS Bkt
QAsHTHE HH 02 HAshT Agshe Zlelth TAMOR, M2 AAE AR
AR E o]85to] B4 &K (projection effects), == & I}(inference-making), 12|13l &
2 A2/ aiK(false consensus effect) & AF7HA] AAE 2Rl 7Hd50] o= 74
A50) 87 Q1A Agehs lolE §Ea 2] A 2 ol
O] Tttt ol FAE: A WA Folld= AF7HA AXE olgEe 47
™, T "“’ﬂ/ﬂb o] Aol AHE-E dlolE| e} - WS ATtk Al WA oAM= A
wRAARES EAsHL T AE Astl, 2EollM= o] At At 2= 8 o
o] tsi %EJE}.

=
x 3

A 5 22 v

<t
of
kol
_\:._(,
el
o
)

(e}
N

USR] FRAE] A Gl thef Yot Fr Qo

u)
s
Ehs
1o
120d

71l

s

2 A38) S| 7, Bebustul, 135 AFEe] Qe 2 skt 12 o] A4
T ARG BEAY SolH S HAEL oA FHAT Fa A offrol vt U
S B AF7H AN EHC) HBEL 7RO T FAREo] Flo] ol
7P Gl A4oIut Aol 7)25t0] 2 (guess) S §) FHAFS) 93 AL wek
Feha e,

TFAHL R, 7|E0 A5 F drkre T Aol 2385 W33tk (Brody and Page
1972; Miller et al. 1976; Kinder 1978; Markus 1982; Bartels 1988). o] =4 a1} 7|4

2 o]2Z o2 Haste] 1A Q1x|A F 23 (cognitive dissonance) 22 Q1X]%] +§
(cognitive balance) o £] 7125+ 11 9l o] o £-5of THE M ARFE-S AukE 0 2 A
of tfgt 23}2-e T2 U (consistent) A2 AE|E A5, AR F Q] Fx23} A

s of

“]
o A rolle 2udelu 2tde =77] W2l o1& sfashil =

oX Lot m ~1II
flo

U 3]u)ale]al ghch(Festinger 1957; Heider 1958). Lefut 2FA19] 414 3.2 20 A
(centrality of self) t<Zoll, 2k7] ZH419] QJFolu} BT & vl = 212 QIA] thAfo] cheth
e oML AR dRbd o s F H oyt A= AFRES HE A9 ol B
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EE 7] Boks Qx| tiAko] Ttk Thehe ulE O 24 oafdt K23} Alejo]A] HlofLt
o1 e,

OJAE AANA fEA S| FHAZ] A oldro] Yt Y-S WA v FHAE
ﬂmﬂ@'}%@%ﬂ@ﬁqa%ﬁ%QMQw%ﬁm%%ﬂﬂﬂnna:6
g3|2lo] AT 1|3 A%
£ 8ls)5te]ar st ujebA]

FHIAS S F05] 31 930 it 2 AT SIA, A7 Folole T2

)
ok

o
o

o
[U)J;

= A W AR S 7HAIAL QlAL W= A7) 7F Aefshe FEANE T R E
© W= 2 QoA WA E Aotk thE UE RHSHH, A7|7} Folshs FEARA
= ARl A Qe Fgskal(project), Hofshe FEALAE 1 Nie] AAE £
& Aotk

ojet &e], A2 Y(Krosnick 1985)2 Aol AHA1S] e o Aoz o
Hhelete S 7HAAL Yk Hlol FE3 vl et 2of a2 ARl
drbA| o 2 Zprlef ool thE AlgEel YA FEaL Althal W AEel Ae=
K oJZrh(Sherman et al. 1984). 1)1 0|3} AL Folsl= AFGSmul ofLa} 4lo]
ste AFSOlAZIA SdiEnh. £, AFtE2 A717F Folkshe AFEEt ohyzt 4
She AFEE AT iRt Az 2 lvtal et Jlot o EAES &
HApo| tigh 24l o) Aok Afglo] FEARF ] URbA S 2 A o|grof| s A4l ]

44202 ofnjgict. oleld 51714 AN &

T}H(false consensus effect)= T 1 2}of| T3t A 5.9} TA|glo] LojLt7] W&o, S-HAE|

FH, Z FORIAE Holsh = Ot FRAE] 32 Qo] a4 Bere o] 73

ZF = udtial o A tH(Krosnick 1988).

=of faloh 5178 AN E7h fBAEO] FHA FAAFES BesHe Aol

SR Aol thek Aok Aol tek 4K 2H419) gJAo] 2z of
g

[z
=
£ R3S GRS /A3 Gl Holt o WEre] HAE gl Yhat 4
cu

2 314 T (stereotype) 2] &Eof| 2L W) F 1=K 9} Hl =k (Conover and Feldman
1989)2- 5 HA-50] 43 ] Uit A7} AGHEo]7] thEo] §AAE & HHAlo] o]
ZHAIAL Qs A Aoy I e o] 8-5to] 2S5 Fol SEASS AH YA ddwt

FHA 4k ol 2 ol HT(UR B2 1A A
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A8 F RG] vla) golt ol Weel B AT HrhHOR o ey
QL A&7 thizel, GRS W 2 eelA Qlek. Byt ohje} Ao
AR AL QAT 1) A 0 27} okjet ol Ee] 4A 1 gl a

l

F2Hcategorization)3ho] ALSH= o] Stk 3 AEA il fek A0l At
ohet 15o0] 43 5] TFol e Akl YL WEHORN ANE BaotsA 4
1 A2l 93k 14 RehE Zlek Aol olejdt 1 Ete] 7|23 An A of
Apo] EAS 22 o= Uhehdth. 3, ofdl thifo] ST TFo] 43 rka Wit
¥, 7194 SFeks Zlo] Bhelulx) gf @ 11 thie] 11 18] FEA BAE Rt
9leha @i=he Aotk

webA] RUAES FHASE FH olgrol that YL Ve ), 5] 257 3
Foluk ol 15 FHA A Aol AN FET Aol ek 3, 1 4
relgol 37 Wanch A4 S B FARTH A2, Ao d Ak FEAS
£ Q9o R HlZg AR 7PN e Aolekal W Flolch W maAel g
ApgrEo] thA 2 th §8H Hek o 747 AS A SRtk Wi, Baolel o

A FEASE HZT S 7T 9 Aoleha shard Aol
A7) Ase dmEat 9o deo] ATEL Al YRt FuAEe) 42 o

=
Ayl ehat Q14je] wlx| Fare

o,

EtHMiller and MacKuen 1979; Drew and Weaver

1991; Alvarez 1998; Holbrook 1999; Brady, Johnston, and Slides 2006). ©] $1-&of u}=H,

57 417 A2l olof et A MEL WS Alghe] YA FF o] Y AW E

A5}, ax}c o olggt ARE B TRAET 159 A At thaf wjLch

(Alvarez 1998). Ao 2= TR A QAo tfst S22 Hohs ZH= f

RSOl B8 4] £5 71052 225 Boiojok, S8 FAL TV ER Ao] o
b= s

tHDrew and Weaver 1991; Holbrook 1999).

_&
b2l

0] campaign effects)o] tjgt 2] -‘T’-’&EOI‘;&J— ot
gta o] 71A] HAlE Adtt ol £, o] AT-E2 ATl FEIF FAAEL <Al
U]Z] = ARAR GFol ofet S| FEARE TV EEY 22 A7 o[l ES0] {8
= 59 e A= FF Tl FERh

0112 £ a3}, 8|74 YA a3t 53 vEo] Fs|el ARt
P vl=ol A AAE AR A3E o83l 24

el
%E} 101] rh2r, Al Ee Sl AletaofAwh S EARS 0] A H o] it

T
_ct_
by

rd
2
OE
2



AR PR S AP oleld Au FUAES) Bio] I nlAtk FAHOE,
SAAEo] Aol 3RS WS o) 1 AA o
tion learning, Anderson et al. 2004)2 F-3| 719 Z&of] A=W, o]FA| HA}E = o]
= Aot ans Fof A weke] JEFs niRith &, FEAE] Fohe AH FR
o ?LXV* 21 8-S Akl Aol ket ola X2k 1 sl AR ol
o )Rtk Zoleh. B Q1aLe] A1 dloje] B4 AT £ m9} 57

A A2 At opy et AuQl AHE FEAES] wto] = 3 =
S MEEL 2 RN 20 4 U A AN DA et 22 2

| R o]

sl gk MBSk 4419 A QA 5 FHA 891 5 F )

J_

(implications)7} €134 &+<5(associa-

ol
ol
(2

1L, glojg 3 &7 34

o qltoll ARE-E dlofEl= Fh=r Aol 2l=fste] 201219 24 ol AAjE AE 242
ot} o] 2ARE Aol A FAR FEH 100079] Y HHE gz wy 24
2 5o o|Fol 5 om, upetA] A Fol &S HakrAle] ula) o9 e oF 80%o] T

AR SERE F IRbe) ozt 747} 49.9%2) 50.6% % 3L, A= 200 18.3%, 30
tf 20.4%, 40t} 21.6%, 50Tl 19.2%, 60t oA 20.5% %t AAZ AR A, F&, T3l H
LAolgtal AyzEets SuRtEo] ZHzE 30%, 42.4%, 71831 28.6%% 11, A A|5h= A
M et 31.6%, TS5 27.9%, AR 3.8%, 7|EF A 1.2%,
gt 27%3A )

24 GOl SHAEY ol A, A5, % 42 5 ARZAZ WS 4 4
o, AT YA, olAH AT 5 BEH MASL BE, % Sol upt,
5

o
e
=
o
" o
=
o
N
b

So) AEEe} o5 HaH Qo] gt 214 Ho|
AT FAR R, At & AR, 8, 15 Alg 5 Ul 7HA] AR ARelo] T8
SRS AAle] U, v, BAL, 1213 oA #o) Qao] i SRS 914,
2|3 AR B RS g e] el tiek 8RS Ql4o] ARSI o]t 4
AN ALors 2 Axje] ARt 5k AL u)= A A ¢ THNES: National Election Study) =
ol 4] 441 W 53k 7o) o) 4B 2} bt EEEole qEoln, that Aalz} Al



o geiueke] A% 4ahe efste] ZaEgich

o] 4B ZAH= £9 Ak 8114 QAN 3k, 19 FE EBE APHOR BA)
o Bag golHE ATTE 7 71K BAlL of wlojezi A Axe] Al
UL BAF) ofFThs oItk /LA O R, o] F AL SHAZ] AL HAbe] &
371 ol 3 ARl FAZR Wgol ZAHolof k. et ol AR 2AE B
S ofel 9 n, 4TS AT /s steh. uteba] Aslel Hue] A ael GFL o] A

QUA), =B+ B, G A D+ B, SHA U, b, FuA A

i

+B, (S B, x FHA D) + B FY AX] + B o A

+ B 2] 4]+ By Lpo] + By WG+ By A5+ A 5 7EPHES + g A1(1)

AL ()2 FEAEY A ol tigt A SHAES drto] A 4 ool
A ol et SHAEY 4], SHARE A4 AA o, FEAR| ek SEHARS
Kz ol ofa) WA AR E=A] Holwth Fd W4l /4], Fw At 7L A o] of
3l 7HA 2L gl Aol thiet SHAES] Q1A (perception)O] 1L, H5 W=l i ¢1gh S
SHA7E A5E Aol A i of taf 7HAAL e Al Higt SHAE S dAolH, &
A 9% A io] ek SHAE A4l Yo, FEA T = TEAL jofl thEE S
A=Y Aol o X/A= suAE Al thet A, ofF YT e AR

_]

e}
R4 o A3, A9 SHRES 4 A4S dehdt). 9/4), 8 ¢/, ]
o TASH - THRAE - B4) HEE o] &3 SAEgon, FH
A5 = HFEHA0-100 H J=F o] 84 SAE N Y 5 -5 Abo|o] GFS 2t e &
XA A A A= SHAE] 19t FA A XA A7} Q)= Aol wha Al
A A7), 283 Fgutz elon o)y Agke 0- 10

L=k
[e]
HRE - Hap) H=E o] FaiA SR o] w2of A 12 Y] 7] FRARRLe]| o

S GAA Au o] et A2 BRstgon, ReA
ol o A4 Aelsick. Tet o] Ae] Fa A3 ol



AT B AR Y8 HES Hojar 24 X|dL W us (categoncal vanable)i
A AL 7o) Ao ow thirglon, Urx] MSESE B REHe AL o] gsiol
Zxs19ct?

A (el A A% B FRAZ A48 e 33 Aol o
Aol et Bl WAL GF 5 FE L3S T 1Y 3

ZANA TR P QS BEYchel A5 8,2 oo g2 7
2, SR} 2k o] 32 A et Q43 FRAe] A8 Qg
S

A<l *J?_?ﬂrﬁl% 7%:_‘ ﬁolﬁk

=
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oX,
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N
fn

o,
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= ot
v 1o
S e
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ro
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flo
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k1
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ox
iy
©
~
k1
o
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[0l
ot
=
1A
Sl rlr
olo
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>
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g o] w1 S ek, H74 904 makl e §

B to] gt A sl Akglo] Untakstn wheki] SR A S| gt

LHUAE] oF o] =AY o 11 Zybrt 7HEF & velhd Aozkar 7F = ch(Krosnick

1985; Conover and Feldman 1989; Kenny 1993). W& o]2jst 3|14 XA a7} Fg
S vl R0 B, oF] 7S 71 Aotk (B, > 0)

o

AR A x FEA AB)O A4 B £ ANE BAh £ wk
A% SRS A71E0] Fobshe FEARE AT ML 4 AT g v
Holdhs FrARE A4 e QS 23 ek AZeks Agolck. thl 2
A GEAE AL A Qo] T A Aol that 14l A Gao] T

SREELEE

of tfgt Al 3ol old4E ZelA Uehdths AL 941:1@ e
SISohA, B ool 9 7H ZolTHB, > 0). o, o] mEe
$] H4>(ordered variable)o|7] W&ol AE 2ZAAE 3|7 B H(orderedl ogistic regression

analysis)& ©|-8-o1o] oS5 3l

094,
lo
o
1
rE
I
S
o

2) 718t WpRe SHA Y 9 AY S0l £IHA. T2 o] d79] A3k ol 7]E |
T59 E3 of ol AFkglol Ayttt

3) &2 ofloll A st vhet Zo] FEAle| gigt A e 7t FHe] ofd U11°ﬂE &4 dA &
e vt o olon, B3t FAH 02 A5E = i(aE 2 Fx
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(B 1) 926, 221 o M| MR Chst MERIX SEE(%)
A=}e 2+ 53t Al
uk13) 82.3 80.8 82.6 822
=411 79.5 774 80.0 77.1
ek 75.7 742 76.3 76.0

(& 2) 8], 2111, b M2 Ul Z1X| 2 0l7r0fl CHet SEASC| 214
Azt =74 Al s
B |EEUA| WY | EeUx) w9 EeWd| We | EEed
Elesd] 4.11 1.91 491 1.75 4.17 1.93 492 1.73
A2l 4.13 2 4.66 1.94 3.54 2.16 391 2.1
St 4.02 1.99 4.65 1.96 345 2.11 434 2.07

FSHAE AN |7 HE(UH - 4 E S,

G 12 h29], b4, BAQL W7 vl 744 3 ARelel sl 4413 Sl gl of
3 ek B AR SHAEC] T MO9S et N B 4 9l AHE

i

o
B

AN HE rlo
X
Lo
o
xL
)

ARRA HORE % ofehR(BE o 80%)7 A %ol $YHOm, S5
H o

A o] digh AE2S0lA EA ol o] digt AZ2SE e

G2 A T ] 714 B3 o] dhet 854 14le] B T UAE Hof
Foh SUAES uha e A% ] 7h) ) Aok o] ofa) th MRl 43S
ZHAIAL ekl Aegiar, o] AR A= AAkE] A9 2 Al A= v
B9 olal Al w AL th& A&l diall A= thar B A1 S 2kl Qlekal
Hokeh b A= Ala ARl disliAle ZEAQ] S TLe]al yA] A ARl
ol A= tha Bl S 2har ohar QlAfskeitt

]— | A2 W2 0] 2 2] AE(ordered logit estimation)S

t}
=:]
- =
S itk B ok 20w o QA4 A v
S S N
=

% A2
2, 9129 K9 A Me) 3% 22 EE WSt FuA 24 3] 33 Ao
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1) ¥F23
U} 2 Al Ll
A t A4 t A4 t A t
Ak A | 1,03 | 1649 | 132 | 1775 | 120 | 1713 | 125 | 19.79
TRA AT -0.36 -5.70 -0.39 -4.38 -0.45 -5.62 -0.26 4.64
A7) A=A | 0.10 2.05 0.15 3.09 0.13 2.55 0.14 2.26

THAHS x| 008 | 450 | 008 | 450 | 0.08 | 449 | 0.06 | 248
A1 A0
AjFElg 212 | 008 | 042 | -031 | -165 | 019 | 108 | 022 | LI9

Q2 2] 4] -0.29 -1.62 -0.23 -1.26 -0.12 -0.69 0.15 0.85
AEAG 2] A 0.45 1.26 0.05 0.14 0.12 0.35 -0.13 -0.38
ol Algk 0.05 1.39 0.06 1.60 0.01 0.36 -0.09 -2.42
- PAPES] -0.05 -0.55 -0.02 -0.15 0.01 0.13 0.00 0.01
L}o] -0.17 -2.66 -0.04 -0.58 0.07 1.22 -0.08 -1.40
e -0.08 -1.61 0.01 0.23 0.04 0.86 0.00 0.02
=9 0.04 0.42 -0.21 -2.20 0.05 0.58 0.03 0.32
7|ef SA
N 810 798 820 838

oJn| &t Al4x(two-tailed p-value < 0.05)= #-& A= FA|E 0w, 7|E} ZA4|
19, A Fol ZIE U
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(& 3) 7%

rio

6 Al Rl

A
A | o AR 0 [ Aas | 0 | A ]

Jaelz | 1.12 1533 1.25 1538 1.27 17.28 1.26 17.41

ESked -0.30 -4.04 -0.40 -3.95 -0.27 275 -0.21 -2.81

A7) AABAZ | 0.15 3.29 0.27 5.49 0.12 238 0.23 3.82
Al

SHA AT x| 0.06 2.81 0.10 453 0.06 2.97 0.06 2.14
A7) B AU

MR 2R 0.21 1.12 0.25 1.29 -0.10 -0.51 0.12 0.62
RS AN 0.02 0.11 0.34 1.75 0.22 1.18 0.10 0.52
AE AT 2] A -0.47 -1.36 0.06 0.17 -0.18 -0.52 -0.50 -1.50
ol Ak 0.08 2.01 0.04 0.95 0.02 0.40 0.02 0.43
2] A A -0.14 -1.27 0.16 1.45 -0.26 -2.48 -0.25 -2.33
o] -0.12 -1.81 -0.11 -1.69 -0.11 -1.68 -0.04 -0.64
s 0.03 0.62 0.04 0.68 0.01 0.26 0.00 -0.09
=4 0.00 -0.01 -0.04 -0.40 0.04 0.45 -0.08 -0.81
76t B A

N 750 731 760 766

T AR O R §oJulgh Alg(two-tailed p-value < 0.05)= F-& SAHR FA|EQLo0, 7|EF B4
A AH Zo] Z3}FE I}

R o
>
u
rlr
it
[
>
TS
O_L4

R

VL 7T Qi HH Aofels TR A A4} ] QRS 7]
3ol oAt olela F8 WA 2ol STAHE ] o2 A, Ul
4 2|3l (3 3)ofl HALE A= GFHARE 41 A9 5 71E SA ¥
Ao ejulshA Lepdet
G H+= A (DS FEAY ZH ARl BAgle] &= HloleE =
El(ordered logit estimation), 114 & Y}(fixed effect estimation), 12]1! W5 a3} 1§
(random effect estimation)S Z-85}0] EA35F Axjo|c) 4] (1) EASE S E AL A2
ARQroll =3t Ao] ofy7] ol B Hlo]EE ARgsto] EA 8= o] YA Ao = ok
oh. T3, B HoE(pooled data) S o 7-F-, o] Ho[El= 4] H|o|Ef(clustered data)7}

4) B0 9710 WE Eaksiu, BehE 98] At 1 o] ksl ek,
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Ac | oo [ Al o0 A o | As |
TR AS -0.22 -3.59 -0.10 -1.23 -0.22 -2.69 -0.14 -2.27
A7) A4 0.32 7.32 0.49 10.13 0.28 547 0.65 10.30
SHA AT X | 0.04 2.49 0.03 1.73 0.06 3.14 0.02 0.90
A7) A
M2 A A -0.19 -1.04 -0.02 -0.10 -0.05 -0.29 0.20 1.16

rlo

W 2] K] -0.26 -1.51 -0.19 -1.07 0.02 0.10 0.07 0.38
AEAG Z]A] | -0.33 -1.05 -0.18 -0.57 -0.39 -1.15 -0.26 -0.81
old Ak 0.10 2.67 0.02 0.54 0.04 1.10 -0.04 -0.97
=] A A -0.15 -1.50 0.04 0.44 -0.18 -1.72 -0.18 -1.77
L}o] -0.17 -2.78 -0.11 -1.78 -0.03 -0.43 -0.03 -0.51
s -0.11 -2.19 -0.09 -1.79 0.03 0.60 -0.06 -1.13
=< -0.03 -0.36 0.07 0.77 0.04 0.48 -0.04 -0.42

N 814 788 783 817
F:EAH o7 §oJu|gt Agx(two-tailed p-value < 0.05)= F& =22 FA|EQlow, 7|e} £4|
A |, A8 Eo] T3k 9Tk

5) 4] dlolBl(clustered data)= S 24 T9]e] 0|t whgo] ofe} Ahelo] 24 B2 Y
olE}Z Witk s wlojel: ofefat 17 Hlolelo] UFolch. 1 Aueh WE Ak B4 &
a2 7V el 27 Yoleel s Hlo]ele] £4 mo]chWooldridge 2008).
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ABSTRACT

How Do Korean Voters Judge Candidates’ Issue

Stances?:
Evidence From a Recent Survey

Sung-youn Kim | Seoul National University
Hyung Kook Kim | Chung-Ang University
Sang Sin Lee | Seoul National University

Voters perceptions about candidates issue stances form a necessary baiss for issue voting
and thus the working of democratic politics. However, little systematic effort has been de-
voted to investigate how Korean voters judge where candidates stand on policy issues. This
paper examines how Korean voters form judgments of candidates issue stances using recent
survey data. Specifically, it is examined here whether major extant explanations of percep-
tion — namely, projection, false consensus, and inference-making — can also account for
Korean voters perceptions. The data analysis shows that Korean voters perceptions are
strongly and independently influenced by voters preferences about candidates, their own is-
sue positions, and their beliefs or stereotypes about the issue positions of candidate parties.
The major implications of these findings on issue voting and democratic politics in Korea

are discussed as well.

Keywords: Presidential Election, Issue Voting, Candidates’ Issue Stances, Voter

Perception



