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LA Z
71 Qe s HIZE AR ALS] 9} ol RlFFele] W o] 54 710 jithaL
B8] 9k} (Althaus & Tewksbury, 2000; Eveland & Scheufele, 2000; Kaufhold, Valenzuela
& Gil de Zufiiga, 2010; Robinson & Levy, 1996). w25 53] A|lUEL F9 714 o]
Froll tigk olalE Eolar vheFe Fofel 713l tigk HJrE %513}‘11 (Eveland 2001;
Eveland, 2002; Eveland, Shah, & Kwak, 2003), ©] JEE vl&to 2 FH Az} EES)
3 AR el < 7132 7H S 24 (Jung, Kim, Gil de Zdfiiga, 2011: Shah, Cho,
Eveland, & Kwak, 2005 Sotirovic & McLeod, 2001) 2] 9902 P4l Hd|aL B
&rs] FofopA Foke Aolvh AT 72 nitjo] 2] Wske} $A| s aml o)
%ﬂilﬂoﬂ-‘ﬂ Al th3t =2l v% Husted dart oty FOEnE ARIEe] 72
S adlstE o] Wsteka S17] wiEolvh. I 2] ol thet == v o]
7} A o 7 Hdsle JHE AREC] 85k H uhE Aol ghFolA] Ak 5t
ks OJEJLAPJ S A FEAES AT TS vFelaL A=A W o s A
gtk dlE =9 ARl B Al wet 54 7 xS Ay 2 At
R PPéOﬂC Fojshe Aolvh(Hev - Fgel - dd=, 20125 BB, 20025 Aok,
2013; el 2012).
RS} gr2 n|ake] 34, HAA Ao ofd JiFe nAEA] dohi]
el B ATE ¢4 @ s vitlo] @0 B AR s A E Held

l

N

O

d

o]7E‘-

=

rlo

2> A (participatory news use) ©|2FaL A o|8kaL FA|Z 02 o ¥ 0 2 ANl E0]
258 o] Gor] YoHE AolT), T o] R s Abgo] ol A B ARE

=
ol Al oJn] & e nIX=X] AHE 7] 918l % e (need for orientation) o] 24 S

]
9t= Aotk

1 %, 2012). ©] ATE o] B2 71E AT e v
FEF= olall el YA HEFETe] V5= AxHE otk FFETE F= glxﬂ/g
A Ee A2 5ol A= GaF AdolA] AFEHATHCamaj & Weaver, 2013; Lee &
Oh, 2013; Matthes, 2008). SFA|%F A ak&-3t7} & B4 2] (information processing) ZFZ |
FUEE AANA iAo = A dthe Aol o] &7 oA 72 ARS- of 7



& 293k Yot ZAA PEAAA 1 9L ) Aoleka 5Pk
R vw e @smw el thah A A2 B Fold 72

5151 S W o] 2 Abgol AEA oA GHE A1) Do
A @ o] e BA A7 B AR 2 Sl 2HAE Wsleh 1 A8, FAA
geloll el T4 AR AL ANGE AL HF BEE ) ol 98] S

2. o] 24 =9
) HOIH A AE

eI 5783 3 B2 SRS AWIEC] F54Q] 7229 ‘T8R4 Hlojut
oA Fr22 AHEAF & ®glslr] ARt Aol R (AR, 2008). W] A
259 7% AU A 1A WA o] eds] v 2 &], Uolrk A d el Ee] Aot
A| Z2o] o] Fo] Ao k= BA| A7) 7F AT Hirst, 20115 Nossek, 2009). A ol A

T2 AREE ThEE 72 o] & WA Wetehe dolet & ¢ ok AR AR A A
el A 71AkE 2Hd el vl Eote ARIZIALRA O] A (AA R - Ay, 2013) T 224917
oA F8 Fr2= olgrel Wi o2 JHRSEAV (Fgel, 20120 el - Bem] - AD 3,
2012) e Ao 55 B3l 71E A& 72E AuEsh=(Ren - o] Fd, 2011;

Hhegl - A7 - o]Aal, 20123 olElvk- 1 - A5, 2012) S| WL BT o)A &

S~

ol /il thek v & R AS 98l -4 o] & Fof WAlo] A FEA | F5T
ek 7 FEHAlE FeHore A TH ol & (top-down) ©]FHAIE=
2n|tjo]o] A% HFAS HloJu (Chaffee & Metzger, 2001) ©]&AlellAl o &
A (interactivity) @] 713]7F Foldvhe e & ok web dazgolgtes
of FEIHA A 722 AR-S TS AAF OR olsfs] & & Blelth

ATEL o] 58 AA 7}l §- Tkl A1 /i )2 wrleh 59 28l &

A5t A2 A oA A S EHE- (medium interaction) ZF Q1 A& 2HE- (human
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ofe] 7] ak9] djo] e v hA Y & 7] wiielth
A mj A e Aol STEgE el A 2 ARE-
F et wA FaAtgold ARAE v

%Xﬂ SkaL Apale] Etol] uhe} Fel =
& Nah, 2009; Chung & Yoo, 2008). 5
g S WolEAY, B4 e w2rk 9

Goo|A & A3 AL, RSSEHE o] &3h= 59 WA o] “Hiﬂﬂ?% FaAgol %L—r
et viA S LS HH O R sk 2k o] 2 T B e 53] Tl
3T} (Chung & Nah, 2009; Thurman, 2011). ©] &
2 Wokgol i U Mot ol 847} 434
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3} (news personalization) 22l ™
WAL A7 A eke w8 T EA
B3 A& Sl s AoH| S
d=2 &5 AUth
22 7§13} gk w=ol= JIE U] T33 3| A= AT dA o] YFeks v

=8| (Negroponte, 1995) = 7H7H1€] §iutel] sl= 7RISk 419 <147F Haistdt
Aolgta Ads ‘WLz 1] (Daily me) 2Fe 1S 2Fh vl= F 2 AXAE 9
ZAbel] 2 Qe Yl o] &71e] 28% 7} 53] #4lo] e i Aanel BEY
FAE dolH 11 9188 HodF (Purcell et al., 2010) 79137} =83 7
24 e g T %‘x‘jr. 53] 5“4—3011% 717 A& 0} a}xg AR, FF7IH, &
HYXE 5 oz 34 =
A A7NH R 57

kA, gl "Ji@%"] Tt He FoH FARARORE FAE %%;H ﬁ\—‘ﬂ] 3}
A& E F Uk gl FaAtgold v %311 —'1:- g o]
AFA 1A
A& Y o) Ent 1‘?& 3 (news sharing) & %1} i}l FaAt-go] F7kshA] o

Al ol A s A} <=

2013; Lee & Ma, 2012; Weeks & Holbert, 2013). AFEAFES 7]& A 2o] ikt 7
& FH AREANA Ml ZFA Y (Im, Kim, Kim, & Kim, 2011), 729} #ds)] ZRIE,
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wute) 71719 228wl clele] St A BS Bk 3 Geh(en - )54, 20115 vt
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a2 7ot Moo Het A7 - 11
AR - o2&, 20125 Axlol, 20115 oWk - v, 2013). A2} 8-
A% 2 vHo] Altidle s Ahtel Al A& Aol etk ofAl= w=E
BT A AR AIR 1 fEo] AT AFsE gtk =
ZZAN (2014) o AEF-EA; ]2 ZAtel] w2 QTEJUl A2 o] 8249 14. 8% ¢} &
o] A1Z# QIFUl A2 FAldl o]-&3h= 0|59 27. 9% 7} w25 Tttt S H3l,
o] & W] 2 LMl = 53] QIS 722 &R AT o] &k AFEE Alo]dllA]
08 gty o] H & HolEth
oA d & AMASet 2 Fhe LB ET &% W F5AEo] et
Aol A Fed A 722 AHE2 A ohe EAQ WA o & ¢ vk SpA|Hk o] F 2
< 8 A2E Al e AR ApHEE S AT B 5 Stk AAR
o] T 7} WAL Fr22 4o ME R WA o] & Hol™ (Chung& Nah,
2009), 1 ARE &7] 9A] Z17] ©-2H (Chung & Yoo, 2008), 2+ ¥AS A3l w28
S5, 2Rl Freol g AlE s, e A FRA do
Z1 8} 21t} (Chung, 2008). TS Zds2k-g-o] 22 Q1 HoA]
Ith A S0 ~2EZH 28] (Stromer-Galley, 2000) = thel A4
3 o Holglthe HolA miA] FJos-g-r}t dA o
28]
Zro g uj
= +8

=9 5ol T v
= T8RS
th o] =2 72 AR Bl Agakabd viA st
il

2
&
RSkl Fof g w ok el G Atgo] Tt He s E ol
A
o} izl o

o) 7} Ik
Ao exeRlof|A ] et
Z )30

2 ¥ $5atha 249
27k He s
o Aol Aol e AL dddrh
wf ol s AQlEkel s FHE AL
Aol E Az Free HEe) £4€ 4
T e 2e MS Algk
QA7 M 11 BAA s AL s Adlske) s Bh 5 T e ERE T
‘842 Zlo|th,
2) HHSTO HOM FA AR
ARUA I AFA FEo} & Fa3 AE] - A2lA Mol 2 St AgEaTS
£ 4 9k Y72 vlrol 2 Fal 54 olgiol tlg YR RnA ok ADE Eale 4
T2 A% 598 dWete 78 A5 (predictor) T SPHE ATEHAT
W2~ 2007; Matthes, 2006, 2008: McCombs, 2005; Weaver, 1980). &
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FET e S FE F5 D5 ST AU o] = o tigk B8-S Fola &
AL ] Sair et A stet ol T35l FEE T8k o] ot of o' Als
Eo] nltjolo] JEE o Bol/AA we=AE AHalETh

LT H e Attt et i = 54 olgroll thet A8 (relevance) 7t
B4 (uncertainty) of] 2ko]7} 171 Wil Tk (Weaver, 1977; 1980). ZA/do] wtow
Ao A mo dagle] e HFETE ‘/}F/}”ﬁ’% e Fge), WA, Aol
1 B E oW HAE T B et (EL A7) . dE 50l =9 2
oW o]re] Aol Fa1 11 o]rol] thaiA Eﬁ"””‘ﬂ sow A G A m
tlo]o] FEFS WA w11, whEbA] 72 o] o] ogh A of] B WAl wh-g-she
Aol th(Weaver, 1977, 1980). THA B3l 7HQ19] 871 25 viA| ] oAE%

g3, S wiAzE ARl oA @Al A= FFol AXTE mERA FeE = ol 4
AA oz Adeln BEA o] ¥ ARATE, FA0] § Bile] 9 A PE o
Folsl Aokar = = St (Luskin, 1987).

BT 2 vio] Aol thA] BAIS 3
A2 ATE of FFETEAY G5 Puo] YolH 2AMA 0= 4BL Fo 2
T G VNS Wtk Lee & O, 2013, Z, FFETE] B3} 712 4B
2 1A o] ol gt Z3kE Flo] o} AAdn|t]o] AFE-S B3l g3l 2K 5] UE
U= oleh,

71E AP AFETE GB F5 2 He] BHOR v|tol o] ok AYE
oﬂ7ﬂ A gAY EE FASE 29108 delA Gk AT B ATE PTG

2 Ao A 2 e} A4 olaleh Al Sk, el A AR AR js] A

1

oy

Z 0 2 T2 (monitoring) 3F = &-791 A ek817} 713l AFRFE S BEoglo] AEE +
317 Ha ntjole] Hizo] FEETH (Matthes, 2008). webA o)A H = Heaals
I o] E2 s ARl TS B2 QIAA U5 Flal] o WAoo FAE A
H[g Aolth &, Fold wAA4gE 22 JRFT AL, S H IS4 Vgt
g = ok wEhd 2 AT o 2 AT /S AR
AT 7 20 IS TS AIRL S O S AT Fd A 2 Algo] # g Aelnh
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ST, HOH HA AIg 2213 Hx/Ho]

HollA Ao vt = ol F] 72 ARgo] A gETellA Z]Qld
4 o7} EQEE o BE AL WAo] ASe] A4 ] ol
o el duE et v 7€ d7E0] wAE 55
wie ARIEe] ol Besl Bk shs el el Al Wl 3,
0] B Folel Il g FLL IAE Rl ORI, el el o
(attention) 2 72 A w3} 2224
A P5& FXgthe Flolt). ol & 5 AE R8P WE2}9-E (Sotirovic & McLeod,
2001) © ANELS 728 B3l M2 S5 FJHE 7180 Ad FHet AZAA T3
© 2H (elaboration, F3)), B]|EA A4 Fod =S 93t =23k Qx4 7]4F (cognitive
base) & AETHL BTk o] AAF 7Rk A2 A ARetel] thEk o]sf o] =} AAA]
A W2 STk %, AR e S So] el Ae PN el i AN

=0
T8 A - AR A olgrell gt A4 G55t o5 olgrell A S A= Al <
o &

=

tlo wi
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S
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elaborative processing) & 72 wj A]

2

A

1% Sl 783 ALS dE T 9
Kwak, 2005), W7} o] & vl o2 XA 02 v & A524<] *l glo] & 7hsAdo]
ofxlth= otk

B AFELS A WA S B8 wf AREEo] ol U 7ol & 78S B Th
53] 2ol HEu A4ale] A7k FlEHE A9l sl FAlCl tisl] oS 2A] A
2yl 7132 A8eh= o2 VERITH(Cho et al., 2009 Jung, Kim, Gil de Zuiiga,
2010; Shah et al., 2007). o] & AT A= UH°1 Az 2o, 2R1gANA 7
A} 32 2ol U ARl o] A7 el U i - 3ol el u) ALgAE
< oS sl AR S AR ALS & ? At

T2 7RIS A AREALEC] Fr2moll el TS A Aaskes 7132 8 5 3
th 7HQlte] BA L Aalo] BAS A 3 A AV Fesltha A7kl A RE FehA
AHlehe AP ehe] B S A H| Jlth wEel] o] B2 AR 2 slE
Hol| )3t #J =S o] 11 (Kalyanaraman & Sundar, 2006; Windham & Orton, 2000),
O ARE Y Y ushe JEAEE 7FeA gk

919 =018 FG 2 1) e HFETo /)N Rl A WAL o) 7 aS 2
23S OIS YW 2 ARG AR 7 A2 A E] U G A
P02 ololA|t QAN E e B 5 Uk WEA HolH Fim Abgo] V1]
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2012; Iyengar & Hahn, 2009). 194 o3} 18] 11 654 o] 9] SHA= ZAb Atol A A
ALAG((E 1) Fa).
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2] A (Lee & Oh, 2013: Matthes, 2006, 2008) & #x3sto], D U=

T3 AL o]gpel] Fsle] FAR ARdoluy AAIGE A7EA = EA R P EE A 4
o @ e $87 AR olgrell tialiA o 71A] v AldEE olaliskd ddtth ©
e T8 ARRlE, PR olgroll tefiA] 2 A9 PEE 2 A}, @ v 7
FH olspt oM E S5 wel 1 43, © 5 AREe] $2.3 o]5rel] tisiA v
AbEe] o9 FHE sh=A]d tiaid 7 H= AL Fvlath ©® 98-S olne
AmAEE A-dsitha 2] ARgle] $8.3 olgell tisi A IRIES sfof dtt 52 &
o2 ST EH2 A Gurt ~ v A5 54 e SYEH. 2
1ol gt oM A2 ©), @, O AA=HAT

3) 5% 28l M2T U BET 2

0l

AR 7MAE AEslddl A S w3 19 2lEE 2 RS dolr ] S5
A g =2 g3oa] H-$EH (Maximum Likelihood Estimation) = ©]-8-3+ &
Q1A 2 QIE-A (Confimatory Factor Analysis, CFA) & A O]'oﬂ‘:]r golA goliAM g
o] ARw ML FHARE Faste] ASHAE A A= o= AAst +

2 FhE Qe AF e WA 8 5—.”"]3}% W o TP wel &

= £

=
Cronbach’s ¢ AlFS ]%3 Ak EE3F EelA

7r9] X]Zﬂ—‘jﬂéo] gdHg 9\;12. (Anderson 1987) Toﬂ%ﬁ—%%‘%

FEeldA o] B = 4= T (Hair, Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998).
g1 9JEA Ay (GE 2 Fu), FFEF T I, w2 A F3 3,
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F

3} (Cronbach’s a
(Cronbach’s a
X204 (Cronbach’s a

(0]
[

CRA
- Al
b

H2l)

179.63, df

W

04

97, CF/=98, RMSEA

96, 7L/

000, GFI=

89, x*/di=2.02. p

2

X

R

Klo
LUl

%0

525)

.97
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.97

AT
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Zro] 13} 371, AR

37H, 2Rl A

= HolFE= Cronbach’s a7} 0. 8 o] &S

A0 2 Uit
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=
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A+ 7Hd 1ol At
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29 (one-fator model) & ©] 21 29 (two-factor model)

35 A A]
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5549 A4 =
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& Hold 3722 Abgo] w72 Aielatet
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RSS #H]

£ voju 4
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39

FERE
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1ol 72 Abge]

o

Caizds

dJolepH o] F ZAFAS (latent variables)

o

o] 72~ 7H]1stet

W EZ 3| (nested relation) ©l] A=
}31 (Hair et al., 2006) P84

B
s

N

A=
Gl

nH

=
T

]

kX

o] % 34 mHRke] Flol Aol Fo] %

(Parsimony Fit Index) €1 AIC A

P (Adf(Avs. B) =1, Ay (Avs. B)=38.86, p <.01),

3

EFgr} 2



H 4, HOE LA A0 TA: SN QO0EM mHo| H
cyeolmal (A) 0/ 2 (B)
% 5419 15.33
ar 9 8
CFl 0.977 0.996
RMSEA 0.098 0.042
AlC 78.191 41.333
FtolAF o ®0|ZHS Adf(A vs. B)=1, A x°(A vs. B)=38.86, p < .01
B 5 Do mMiz zn
X 2 ar p AlC GFI L/ CFl RMSEA
AL 23 179.63 89 .000 305.63 96 97 98 .04

s}, Frx T 2a Al 7HA] thE 2] AAA s (2l AR, AR, F
#) TOE oloA e AR RIS AATFoEA HFS Alesiith 4 M A5
A3 AT 23] A (F 59 2k WA, FtolAlF EAFY Fo5Ee 0.05
BT} gre Ao 2 ek o JlolAlF A ES H2o) S gy oz Pol o
B2 g A3 A 55 A HESISH ol FlelAly A (A FAS) < A
& & e ZARRE A9 RMSEAA| -9 At A 9A]49] GFI, w4 3A1579] TLI,
CFI AFE 7 AE It HE 23, 2 A5 Afde T4 = A% A FF0]
0. 9520} =4 Yelskon, RMSEA A5 0. 0520 $HA Jeht 28 A7) 953
Ao =2 et

AT 7Hd 2004 FEle ST} AR 722 AREo] A1 AAl S AolgkaL
o3t (E 6l AXNE 54 AHE Bl AFETE w2 AMRAsk(p=.28, p <
.001) & 722 BT (p=.19, p <.001) BT HA G2 A e A ew Vet o
2 AT 71 2% AR AT

TS A, oA 2 AR | PR3 o] BAIE Ak Hl Qo] AaEt
A Fra Algolghe vl S Bl 2F A o2 x| el 4 S
RoH@T 7 3). IPHEHE S sP] flal A FEE ] (hootstrapping) & A}

r

ol
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1% (Type Lerror) & Y = Ath= A4 o] Ut (Hayes, 2013). FEAE
g WPHS RHE 3 Sla) SRS A AYE =2 ke S aelsko]
d 35 n=1, 00022 A% T (MacKinnon, Lockwood, & Williams, 2004).
FEXEfd WS ol A EanE PG AR (@& ), 4 ZgE0t
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Az B 8 SE ! 0
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2 A7 71 20] g AN AT HLE fFelmlgiort(p= <001, A

(p=.73) T BEF TAHL

=23
W‘L 7P“ = FEACR A

(" D ).

*p <05, **p <.01, ***p <001
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A Study on the Need for

Orientation and Political Participation:
Focusing on the Mediating Role of Participatory News Use

Associate Professor, University of Incheon
Jihyang Choi

Assistant Professor, Ewha Womans University

Citizens increasingly consume news in interactive ways such that they create their own
news environment by selecting news sources that they prefer, disseminate news, and
exchange opinions about it, all of which are different from the passive ways of news
consumption that they previously experienced. The present study explored how these
novel ways of news consumption affect citizen’s public and political life by defining them
as participatory news use. In particular, this study sheds light on the role of the need for
orientation in investigating the effects of participatory news use. By conducting Confirm-
atory Factor Analysis, the study revealed that participatory news use is comprised of two
distinctive behaviors: news personalizing and news sharing. Furthermore, findings also
showed that the need for orientation and participatory news use are positively associated
and that the need for orientation may entail higher chances of engaging in civic and
online political activities, but the influence is only indirectly exerted through its effects on
the sharing type of news use. The present study calls for the necessity of more detailed
discussion of the social and political consequences that the changing news environment
will bring about.

Keywords: participatory news use, news personalizing,
news sharing, need for orientation, political participation
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