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Abstract
This study investigates political communication in the Lower Northern
Region of Thailand with four main objectives: 1) to examine levels of media

exposure, media literacy, and political communication behaviors; 2) to analyze
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the relationships between personal factors and political communication
behaviors; 3) to assess the influence of media exposure and media literacy on
political communication behaviors; and 4) to propose approaches for promoting
constructive political communication within communities. A mixed-methods
approach was employed. Quantitative data were collected from 400 individuals
aged 18 and above in Mueang Tak and Mueang Sukhothai districts using
multistage sampling, with a questionnaire demonstrating high reliability
(Cronbach’s Alpha = 0.84). Qualitative data were obtained through in-depth
interviews with 12 purposively selected participants, including community
leaders, local activists, local media, and youth, and analyzed using thematic
analysis.

Finding:

1. Respondents demonstrated high levels of media exposure and media
literacy overall (Mean = 3.89, SD = 0.54), particularly in terms of accessing news
from multiple platforms (Mean = 3.94, SD = 0.64) and distinguishing between
real and fake news (Mean = 3.86, SD = 0.57).

2. Education level was positively correlated with news exposure and
political expression (r = .362, p < .01; r = .341, p < .01), whereas age was
negatively correlated with digital political engagement (r = -.288, p < .01).
Regression results indicate that media literacy ([3 =.318, p < .01) and political
affective involvement (B =.301, p < .01) significantly influenced political
communication behaviors.

3. Furthermore, individuals using multiple platforms showed greater
interpretative ability than those relying on a single platform (Mean = 4.02 vs.
3.41,t=4.382, p < .01).

4. Qualitative findings suggest four approaches to enhance constructive
political communication: strengthening reliable local media, integrating media

literacy into education and youth activities, utilizing local culture and language
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to address political issues, and encouraging youth participation in content
creation. Overall, the study confirms that diverse media exposure, media
literacy, and affective involvement are key to fostering constructive political
communication in regional communities.

Keywords: Media Literacy, Political Participation, Northern Thai Citizens, Media
Society

unin

'
= =)

quﬂaﬁﬁaﬁLwﬂIuIaamﬁaamiﬁwmaéwiam%aLLﬁsl%Wimmu AsFeEINI
nsidleslananeidunalndidayiidmanoaudaiu nsdndula uasnginssuves
USE99URE19NIN9IIN %aﬁlﬂﬂmaaula‘ljmgﬂmﬁEN“UIQWHQLNEJLLWiIGZTE]yJa“UI’I’Jﬁ’]’i uala
waundy “dodenunianisiilies” (Political Social Media) & sviuwuidiidudiui
ansrsaunslrfidalonalwussvvuannsowanddsunnudndiu nsedeusiung
%5 warllaausalunszuiunsussdulagesnsiinadn (Vaccar & Valeriani, 2021;
Tucker et al., 2018) LU INaNEDAARBITUNTBULLNARAIUNNS A DaN I

LY

wesndenIvaliulassassdrgyueslsyrtulneluanissun 21

4 o ¢ ! & A a ' = ' &

wudedianeoulauazyisveneunnslaiusunienisdes unnsaeaislu
gaRdvianauRByAudymddey 1wy v1lasn Mstalauveya 1MNITULYNAINY
nagade uagn1sAnnsauiianilagdaneifiy TAINanon1ITUTHAYNITAAIINYIENT
w99UTEv19U (Napoli, 2019; van Dijck et al., 2023) 91UITYINUIUNINGIN DandI7I
YOIUNaANEIUANITIAT NN NN ayauazidesarnoulunguaues sudu

dl ' = ! ! A ' ! LY a

ANUFINENSTAINTININSLlBIR g Tukas AN T NYRIUsEYSULMe (Freelon
et al., 2020; Thorson & Wells, 2020) $1u3d851uaisd11n15ledeRdvianaynis
wonlyvansuwannosulAudunus AuTEAUNITTaIUTINLATNITAAMUVIIAT

=} ¢ dl U yQJ ¥ d’l
mansilesaUszvu Insunannosudodsnulaimundulassaseiiugiueesnig
deansansnsasdelidnSnananisuesiurayawasngAnssuyly (Boulianne et al,,

2020; Hasebrink et al., 2020; Helmond et al., 2021; Livingstone, 2018)



500 | Journal of Interdisciplinary Social Development (JISDIADP) Vol.4 No.1 (January-February 2026).25

Tuusunvesusemelng Tnaanizfiuiniawtonauand UseunvukaseIvudl

'
a

nslvdedinuoaulausensunvulunisinniue1ians LLﬁ@ﬂF"l’]’mﬁﬂLﬁu wagimaeulm

'
a a

Tudssifumasdsmuaznisidles wu avSeyumy Avwanaeu wagmswaveshu oendls
fna nquussrnsfinandundyaiudsnnisiuteyailulaondouaznisng
ﬁﬂmmsgmwﬁu?ia ?z'fqma]ﬁwlﬂajmmL%ﬂﬁ]‘ﬁ'ﬂm@Lﬂ?iaw,l,azmsﬁﬁau%’mmqmuﬁaq
ﬁmm%ﬁl’limig’lm (Office of the National Digital Economy and Society Commission,
2023) anmnsaidagnousrusidulunishanuailanginssunisdearsnng

N156899989Us L TULUUS UNN UL

'
aa v A

mﬁ%’aﬁé’fﬂaguumauLLmﬁmmi?iamimﬂmiLﬁaﬂuqﬂmwammdﬂmi%’ug
LLas‘wqﬁﬂsimmamnﬁawawimwuL{Tuwamﬂﬂﬁé’mﬁ’uéﬁawai’msmﬁqsﬁ%
uanesy uazlasiEs1esane3fiu InefiulsoaseasauUNUMYDINNIANNLANTOY
amasluadoredenuoaulan (Networked Framing) msmﬂéamaamﬁ’ﬁmﬂugmg
Lseupdnunisiiarusiumnisdes (Affective Publics) LLazmsﬁ’@mmﬁwﬂm
wnanlasupdTianislalasiasunanwesuiivy (Algorithmic Gatekeeping) Fagruiiy
AMUATEULALAEAIMNE VeI AN TINTsEisTiussrneula s U sasfidauUsan
ﬂiaUﬂquﬂgﬂﬁﬁwqﬁﬂﬁmLLazmi'i?"U'g laun madafurnans nmslsunanlesa nns
WERIDDN ms%’u% LAENSAAINYIENS s?fqﬁswﬂgmmﬂmwﬁmiﬁamiﬁu’aLauLLazlc;%’U
AMseSuB IR uLWIARS AT B usanes il unannlosy uazensuallum ui
A1515042ANa (Entman, 1993; Meraz & Papacharissi, 2021; Papacharissi, 2020;
Napoli, 2019; van Dijck et al., 2023)

Mnuiundanan n133ded T sdnyingdnssunisdeasmisniaiioses
Uszrvulunamionsuans Inglunseuuwafnsauaioniu Networked Framing,
Affective Publics kag Algorithmic Gatekeeping a3 UIBAUFNRUS TENI 1S

1A59a59NTE0ATAIV AN UNGANTINLALAITTUFVIATNNITLETRY HAN1TITEAIAI

wwLiufNeInaugAunsdearsnisllesluuiunine w@Suasisanuwilaids

'
=

wlaugaun1smvivde uwazadvayunisiawinadessnansalvdefdviadu

A oA a ! P ! ¥ s o A
Lﬂi@ﬂm@IUﬂqﬁﬂJﬁ’Ju5memqqﬂ’]ﬁl’ll@\ﬁ@ﬁqflaﬁ'waiiﬂLLangQEJu



NIasanenansnsiaudeay 99 4 atuil 1 @nsaw - nuAus 2569) | 501

I9QUIAIAYDINTIY

1. Lﬁaﬁﬂw’]izé’umiLﬂm'%’u?faLLamigwhﬁu?faLLamzé’uwqaﬂiimmiﬁams
nenmadlesesUssrvulunamiensuasvesszimalne

2. Wiemanuduiusvestadsaruyanaf usEAUNG AnTTUN5E 0a1 9119
madlesesUszanmilunamionouais

3. Lﬁ"a?Lﬂswﬁszﬁumnﬁm%’uﬁaLLamﬂsgywhﬁu?{'aﬁﬁ@w%waﬁ{awqaﬂssm13
doansmanisilos

4. WolaueuuaIINsauasun1sd oansnenisifiesiiasnsassaluguey

MAmlenauaiy

FUNAFIUNNTINY
auugu 1 Jadealuymnaiianudunusegnideddynieadfnnuseay
woANIIUNTFRAININSlBesUsEsulunAmilenaua
A o

auuAgIun 2 szaumsidasuiiewaznsginiiudedaninananginssunis

A9@15719N1561949

A5aHUN153Y

Uszng

Usprmuiifony 18 Fulvlmannamilonsuansvessanelne laun Smin
fidns fwajlan uAsanssA Muwanes gluvie 9in uazensAng

Bn13duAleLng

n93deily mMsguuuuraietunau (Multistage Sampling) Liladmidonna
fres1sanUszrrrueny 18 J3ululuun suneiliesvesiminan waz suneilles
vosdingluity Fuduiuiidmunevemisine Wnefiduneudsd 1) madendiud
350 lown vimsdaden sunedlewin uay suneawlesalue Tae33 nsidenuuy
191299 (Purposive Selection) LﬁaqmﬂLﬁuﬁuﬁﬂuéﬂawﬁﬁmmwmm/imaﬁy’q"lu@%u
Uspvns TAseaseumy uazniainniivde 2) matmuaruianguiaesns fvuanay

F981957 97U 400 AU LUBNLTY F1LNBLIIRMIN 91WIU 200 AULAZEILNDLIDY



502 | Journal of Interdisciplinary Social Development (JISDIADP) Vol.4 No.1 (January-February 2026).25

alasts $1uru 200 Au Taslygnsves Taro Yamane (1973) lunsAuanauinng y
fhogndluiiufiads (nsdifinsuussrnsiomn) vieledwnuiivmngausunsinsem
Beadid 3) nIgunquiieYng I%ﬂ’l'i?iNLLUU’iQ]JUQa’m TABUUIALLNA B1E UAYTEAU
nsfnwogmngan Welvladaaiuiiaznoulasiassszeingads dmdunqy
Frog10B9ann: S 12 AU Ussnauﬁwéﬁwmu tinAanssunesiu devesiu
LLaszwupﬁ%ﬁa Tnglansidonuutianziazas (Purposive Sampling)

in3sileililunside

LuuaaUAN (Questionnaire) #3193 umNNTEULLIAANYBFN1HDAT laun
Agenda-Setting, Framing, Media Literacy 8¢ Affective Publics Us¥naunae 5 aau
Gk %auuaﬁ"alﬂsuaﬁﬁgmuquaaumm ngfnssunsledeifiefurnasmenisies n1s
%’Uguasmiammﬂnmi ssﬁummimﬁuﬁaLLasmsmﬂ%mmamiLﬁaq WAzl
auslufanssumenmadies anduiiminsaseuanunssveaion I@Séﬂiﬂﬂmq@
$1uru 3 1w mrwadrianuesadaiden (10C > 0.67) uagainud eduras
WUURBUDTY A59902835 Cronbach’s Alpha lap1 O = 0.84 WAz 2. WUUFUATBAINS
TA33a319 (Semi-structured Interview) Uizﬂamyaaﬂizaumiajmi%'ugﬁdnmi
maidios n1slodedsnslurumy wasvolausuurLaIMIeNsAoansil anaufunesiy

AsiusIusIutoya

1. mmﬁu%@yjm%nﬂ%mm miLﬁU{JJa;Jua@ﬁLﬁumm"mquaaumuﬁﬂ’wuﬁu
MNNTEULIIARKAE IAUsEAIANTIdY Belinnsnsanaeunussadadon (00) uax

o a

AN UYBLATBEle (Cronbach’s Alpha) nauinldlyase lney3deandunisiu
1w

wuvasunueoulauruLNanNaTL Google Forms 1AUENAINUUUEDUDUNIUYDINIT

v ¢

yoyaty 2 sUkuu lawn 1) Msuanuuuaesuaunigaules 2) nsinuveyassulay

Bidnnsofingd 1o Biwa naulau vieunanwosuludeaiife

2. mnﬁu%@yja@mmmw Fuilunsduntenidsdn (in-depth Interview) fiu
Wi oyaddey (Key Informants) Inglywuadiaiuf slaseasig (Semi-structured
Interview) fik1un13AsI9a0UTAey IR AE 910 LT N0y ALIE NTEUIUNNG

AATIEmTLLON (Thematic Analysis)



NIasanenansnsiaudeay 99 4 atuil 1 @nsaw - nuAus 2569) | 503

nsAATIEVtaYa

1. szjyaaﬂal,%w%mm loun 1) lyadfdanssnun: anud sesas Aalde dwu
Desuumsgu 2) adfdeeyuy loun Pearson’s Correlation AAs1zMANELS
Regression Analysis 31A51¢ V18 N3 naveefuts8asznangfingss t-test / ANOVA
W3BUiBUANLLANATTENININANYSEIINTAG 9 EWMTUNNTATINABUAMAINYDS
sz]uaaga GZT@MU@L%QU%MWQJ: ATIEDUANLLTIEINSY (Validity) wavenandesiu (Reliability)
AURANADH

a

2. voyatanmn1n laun JiAs1eniBailonn (Content Analysis) 98735
Thematic Analysis%’mﬂ@mﬁa (Coding) anvaAudun 1w 1nelalinn1eues Braun
& Clarke (2021) ﬁﬂLﬁuaNaIUEULLUULLNuﬂWW wuAlUY LayvoLauDIUY dmTUT0YaLT

AN T¥N159TIIFBULUY Triangulation wazn130539a8ULT (Member Check)

HAN1539Y

MNnTRUsEaAYeInIsITed 1 nuan naudiee1adIudL 400 Ay fiadu
nszaemAusEsimiamnuazaluie Fwinay 500%) Taoidumandannniiine
Pednuoy (MG 56% 118 44%) nauogarulugeylurag 18-20 T (45%) se3a%n
Ao 21-23 1 (36.3%) uay 24-25 7 (18.7%) Feazvourinauiaessaulugyidu

LWIYURBUUAEATIBITUYINNUY AUSEAUNSANYINUIT gRUNSANYISEAUUI YN

'
[y

pafldnaIuaatia 60.5% vaeiiydinsfnedinanuSyaasesil 39.5% wandliiiu

NQNFI0819EAUNTBUNIAUANNT HUTURE e vzilaIus I lunITH oA TN

'
A aa v

ASEDINIUEDRAA

dmiumsiiesenszaunsidaiudeuaznsginiiude Kan1sIesIEn WU

! o ! = 2 % d‘ ¥ ! % d‘ ' > ! dl

nauieesliszrumsilaiudeuwaznissimniiudelaesinegluseiugs (Aade = 3.89,
g dsuuunnggIu = 0.54). lnglansiAnNudkasAINNAINNaI8TDUNAIYT7 &
ALY = 3.94, SD = 0.60 LA IUTEV T UEIUINYTUIMEITINNNAIBUNAL LY
Insvimu Aulamen wagladoaliivie. lunu Media Literacy (M3gwnviude) daade
= 3.86, SD = 0.57 §9U9¥21U580vud T nwelun15henkerw17359-117Ua0y AAINY

a & ' Y a & o ¢! P .
LL@%‘U%LNUW@MW’]’JI@@ UDNANNU FTAUDITUUTIUNIINTLUBY (Affective



504 | Journal of Interdisciplinary Social Development (JISDIADP) Vol.4 No.1 (January-February 2026).25

Involvement) §ailaade = 3.72, SD = 0.63 LLamﬁﬂmmgﬁﬂ%amLLasmﬁﬂﬁiﬂu
Uszifunenaileaiifieglunquinesnsdiuauun
MsieTensEdunginssunisdeaismanisdies wuan sedunginssunis
ﬁamamqﬂmﬁawmﬂ&jmé’haéwqaaﬂmwﬁ’wmﬂawﬁqqa (ALadBsIu = 3.78, SD =
0.59). T,mEJWqaﬂimé{mmsLﬂm%’mmmiﬁmLa?ﬂ'aqﬂqm = 3.94, SD = 0.64 599894178
NM5AAINNYE1NeNTSLETee = 3.92, SD = 0.62 Feazneuisrruaunsalunissi

ﬂ’l’mL“U’ﬂ,ﬂLﬁ@‘ﬁ"l‘ﬂ’]Qﬂ’ﬁLﬁ@\‘iaﬁJ’Nﬁaﬂ’ﬁmQJﬂm. Tupunsuansoany1en1siiles W

'
=]

MsuansARiuvIauYsIIIINELETes Sinade = 3.81, SD = 0.67, uansfend
fudnarfiarusinvesszrvsuniudofdva. uonainddanuan nquiilavane
uwanlasudanadsnisfinnuenas Sanads = 4.02 vusfinguilufisunanesy
Fendiaadeiiios 3.41

A159991 1 ARy (Mean) wazaiudaauuinsgiu (SD)

fiauus Mean SD

mMadnsunans 3.94 0.64
m'ﬁgl,vhﬁu% 3.86 0.57
MsRAILIIES 3.92 0.62
NISLANI9NNIINITIIDS 3.81 0.67
asuaITINNINIniles 3.72 0.63
nslavaneunanvesy 4.02 0.61
nslyunanesuiien 3.41 0.58

NTAUITTAIANITITLN 2 WU TEAUNITANYY uae 81g dAuduiusids

vInAunginssunisdearsnienisdieslunatedia asil szaunsfinen daanduiusiu

A
WOANTINNITTATUVIIEITNINITLE DY (r = 362, p < .01) hAZNITULANIDDNNIY

n19iiles (r = 341, p < .01) eenafidudAggveadaluseaudiunais ngundnisdny

[y

szaulIgansTuluuansnginssunisiiausiunianisileddugluuunisianiainy

A7}

ARLiL N1SUTIVTY UAZNISAAINYIENIAIBANTZINTEINNNNINAUNTNSAN YN



NIasanenansnsiaudeay 99 4 atuil 1 @nsaw - nuAus 2569) | 505

o A

N1 @nsu a1y danuduiusluiienieseudunislyunanlesuidviaiionsides
(r = -.288, p < .01) NaUL&12¥U (33018 18-29 0) Tuwilunlydoooulau wu
Facebook Uag TikTok Tun135UIuAzMAAIRNYTININTTLEBINNNNIINALREIRY

A19199 2 AaEnduNus (Pearson’s r) Lag Regression

AaLkUs Pearson’s r Regression (B)
(Haduiiduiug)

nsidn3urnaans r=.362* (Msfinw) B =278 p<.01

msgwhﬁuﬁa r=.341%* (Wqﬁﬂsmﬁams) B = 318" p < .01

MsAAINYENS r = 301% (913MAI5W) -

NISHAAIDBNNNNTIERY 1 = —.288* (918) B = .301** p < .01

p1suAITIITINaLEies r = 295" (ngfinssudedns) B = 301%% p < .01

1NTRUITAIANITITEN 3 HAN1TIATIENNUIT Usevuluiuiiaiamile
nauaviszaumaiadurnaisuagnisgmrivdesylusedugs lnenan1siiasien

ANOVA WU’J’]iT‘GﬂQJEJﬁ’JUQﬂﬂa bYU EJ’]EJ{LLﬁ%iBG‘TUﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂU'] HNaNDAINULANAIIVDS

'
1Y

neANTIUANTARAITNIINTIleseelided Ay naIfe NauNinSANYIILaTNAY
wnvuilkludlydefdviaiiien1sillewaslaiusiuuinniINgudy g Han15IATIEN

L4

ArEnduiusvouiysdu (Pearson’s 1) 2132AUNIIANYILALNNTINTUE ol

AudNusauIniungAnssun1sdeans aunsiiasiznannes (Regression) WU
Yoo oA <! A

nsgwnvivde (B = 318, p < .01) wagensuasIuvensdies (B = 301, p < .01) 1l

Jadedrdgyiasdninanonginssunisdearsnianisides lnganznauilynaiy

wiaavlasudiauaunsalunisianuuasiafanimalywnannesufieiegned

Y Y

AP EUN9EDR

o



506 | Journal of Interdisciplinary Social Development (JISDIADP) Vol.4 No.1 (January-February 2026).25

M15199 3 NAN1SATIEN ANOVA

fauus ANOVA (Sig.)

asdadurnans F=6.214,p < .01
maﬁwﬁﬁuﬁa F =5.843,p<.01
MSAAYTIENS F =4.890, p < .01
NIILARIDNNINNITILDS F=5121,p < .01
psuaTImInsdes F = 4.655, p < .01
nslavaneunanmesy t =4.382, p < .01
nslyunanesuiien t=4.382,p < .01

fnguszasnn1sited 4 maidednunmladinisdudunisiunquiness
$1uau 12 918 loun gy dnAanssumesiu evesiu wazenivuylvde ngly
NNSLEBNLULLANIZLANZ9 (Purposive Sampling) LaEdYAILUUASLASIEI NS (Semi-
structured Interview) Uszifundnaseuagqun1sfu3u12a1s UnuImMvesde uas
volauonuznseasluiud voyafilagnisieviaglauuamis Thematic Analysis
999 Braun & Clarke (2021) #sUsgnaunae mawnsiaveyaLl ey n1sdangusa
MsdansEEy warmsasUNalugULUUT BB iaTIzn

P2

INNITIATIENVBYATIAUNIN WUk NEAglunITanasunIsdoaIsmie
4 o ¥ K aa o v 9 4 Y oA A4 oA i

nsilesiaseassaly 4 d@van laun (1) msimundenesiuiiedola lnsiang
“WNRVNIYUTU” MauDaYanIEN1YIMBIDULAT Aoy NNasvaIauluun ey 9 Tu

PP R A R « a o X oY ¥
12 auiundsuiviglnailavssinunsdiesssduiuitla eeednds (2) n1sysan
N3NNI MIUARlUTEUUNSANYILAEAINTTUELIVUUENVIBUTEU 1HB9a1n 10 AU
sryInevULasygionedunquidsmavivasy (3) n1slydaUimusssunaznw
VoI LU iR domson1suansiuuIy Wedeasussnunisid eglviundeyeu
1y Tegamgluiuiivuun wag (@) nsidaiunlmenyuliaiusitassassaden

M1971568099H U vlog, podcast niefanssuseulay WansznuN1iaIuTINOYN9



NIasanenansnsiaudeay 99 4 atuil 1 @nsaw - nuAus 2569) | 507

Tnadaiuguoy daenoufuIn1eiiyouleaseni 1 TmUsITUNod uAuNSWAILINIS
= = a da
foansnumaidleslussusulssysulnvesnsdsdy
NMFAATITNAMUFDAAABITEVINNATIILLTIUTUAUALLTIAUNIN - WU
VadauINIInatuayuveaunuvantuiamafediy laglanzluaiu unuinues
A B | . . a s
nsidasudenvainuaie nsginiiude (Media Literacy) agn13idonsumsiunig
=] . =% aa a ! a v o w ' a d‘
nsiileg (Affective Involvement) BeildninasesiitedAnnengfinssunisdedaisnig
N15409 LAZIINHANTITFUNTYULAUBUUININITAUATUAITA A1IN1N1 T 097
aonnaItuNgANTTUNNUTUTIUTUNAL 1YY NMSRAIUNEINDIAY kA NANTINATNETIA
VDAY TIVUHIU viog Uar podcast FaaonaassiuNIsuansaann1en1silodlunganiva
Ao = A Y] ¥ ! g Y ° o a ¥
nilaadeas uenani MeaeswuIndiagneuinauilyinannesfiedinul
Y1IN19L819998199710 vausTinquilidasunatsresnduwiluufinuynanslafing,
(ARfY = 4.02 Wiguiu 3.41, t = 4.382, p < .01) Bd0AARBINUVBLAUBIINVBYALTS
ANANIUNTAUETUAIUVAINVAIEVDIUNAIVOLA IASTILLAT NAITUNIABILUING

Featuanudaniulaziueg 1 naulua uUNUIMYesEe MWL LavkuINIaNISl

ANUTIULTIATETIAVDIUTETUIUNUA N AT aR B UANS

anusYNa

v @ =1 [y

NaINNTINTROUITAIATET 1 WaN1TIFuNUIN UnAnwdseaunisidasy

q

YNIATUAENTIINYNF008 luseAuas (Mean = 3.94; 3.86) lagidnsnaidauinne

a

woAnssunsdeansnenisilesesnsiitudifny (B = 318, p < .01) Fseradunsen
ﬁfﬂﬁﬂwﬂuqﬂa%ﬁaﬁmsﬁﬁﬁagamﬂwm&JLLwam‘Wagu warlasunmsiamTinugnng
AnLddinnnurunsiieunmsaouLa Aans i umdngns namsifeiiaonnassivay
294 Livingstone (2018) ag UNESCO (2021) ﬁlﬁz?‘ydm“ﬂwzﬂﬁj:l,wlww”uﬁla (Media
Literacy) Lﬂmﬁugmﬁﬁmﬂumiagﬁ “waiflosRiva” Aannsndinsenuazionuss
%ayjalﬁu Fafy msﬂ’wmﬂ’ﬂwmﬁimﬁuﬁaiﬁLﬁwmLﬁuqmmwms?{'amwaa
tnfinw wn dadunalnddlunsatuansssrddlnedmunwlussiudaa.
HaNN1IdEIngUszasATedl 2 namsidedn mafinnurmans uazensual

FAINNNTLDY FAMUFURNUSAUNITUENIDDANIINTTEBY 1AUIRNIZDITUMIINTEING



508 | Journal of Interdisciplinary Social Development (JISDIADP) Vol.4 No.1 (January-February 2026).25

pewngAnssun1sdeansmensdiosesnsdivdfy (B = 301, p < .01) GRINEETER asual
i aalngs aunts ieanudna wWudinsequlmianisfaiusiuuaznis
wndeulmludedsaueeulay dwaennaosiungul] Affective Publics ¥e1 Papacharissi
(2020) o3 U SN T uussdndulunsiiaausaumeanisdes uwazds
aamﬂayam‘”u Civic Voluntarism Model (Verba et al., 1995) ﬁ'Luyummw;amaa
n$nennsuarlassansdsnlunmsanasumsiisunuremaides fuf msauasums
L‘%ngé/ﬂuﬂ’ls?%aa’]smigimwmiﬁaﬁuaq “gISUATIN Lﬁaﬂ’wmﬁ'ﬂﬁwﬂﬁﬁuﬁﬁéau
uBeassassnbueny.

naNMIdeTnquszasatedt 3 nmawieudisumslyunaniesnieaty
nanpunanresy wan1sAnvkansluiiugg ﬂﬁjum%ﬁmwwammguﬁmLa?fam'i
ammLLasttTﬂaszmmsqaﬂiwﬂﬁuﬁT%LLwamWagmLﬁaa (t = 4.382, p < .01) @989
11970 mi"l,@iu%'usﬂjagaﬁuaﬂﬂwawaﬁaaiﬁ;ﬁ%mmmmwaau WiBUBU wagRnu
ﬂwamaaéwﬁ‘immmmmmﬁu Fedonnanety Agenda-Setting Theory (McCombs
& Shaw, 1972) wag Framing Theory (Entman, 1993) ﬁa%maﬁﬁahﬂﬁmﬁmuﬂéaﬁ

UszanaualsAn wndslununlun1sdnnsaunsinnume felu nsasasulneisu

'
o

lynansunanesueseiiiansag e iunagnsiiddgmanisiauniugmiviuie

LALNISERANTLTINALLDY

GRILTRIGIRIRIE

mﬁ%’aﬂ%ﬂﬁaqﬂlgﬁ wamﬁ{]’aﬂ%L%QU%mmLLasL%qammwﬁmmaamgaaﬁ’u
TufirmafeniilaefidadeddyitnanengfinssunisdeasnunisideswesUss vy
Tuniawilonouans laun migwﬁﬁuﬁa nsidafurnaisanuansunanilosy Lag

nsilersuasiunianisidies lneideuSunanuin Media Literacy (B = 318, p < .01)

a a

ey Affective Involvement (B =.301, p < .01) ﬁ%mﬁwammﬂéamiammLLazmi
wanspanyansidios vagiigdiafurnasrnvaisunanrlesudauneilarans
fnnauilladfissesmadien = 4382, p < .01) dAmsuidoidanmuamausuuinma
duaTnmsdoanaifaniasen Wy mataudenssiufifediols nsysanians

Yol oA = Ya o A A & g ¥ =
EL‘VI’W]UHBiUiSUUﬂ'ﬁﬂﬂUW nsluAauTausssuiedeans uagnisidanuinluienivudl



NIasanenansnsiaudeay 99 4 atuil 1 @nsaw - nuAus 2569) | 509

ausINandeninisiiles Fatsnunaznouninusuduvenisawasunisd oans
mMsiesfivainrans Wil wardennaefuuSUNMDIAUBE9 Y @ruvolaUBLUY
Y9aNan1515 Uszneume 1. veausuuzlunisiineddeluleusylovy Jszneune
1.1 vorauatdulouns 1auelunuigeun1unsAneuarn1alsyendinunlsTn
ﬁaﬂﬁuausmﬁaymwmwé’ﬂqmﬁLﬁumﬁmwﬁ LENLYZY1ID3 -V 1ITID HAZATT
Usetiuanunvead 991917 it oufi uanuanuisalunisd eansnienisiiieses el
150U 1.2 %aLauaL%aUgjﬁ'a Lauaiﬁﬁmiaﬁ'uauumiL%’]ﬁmaﬂ%ﬁwmmma
uwanwesy auasuliuszeney Tneanivenay WIAIUIE159INUABLAaY Ly
Sulseunn Insveu wazludeaiiie Lﬁmﬁumwwmﬂwmmammm anonn Lay
ﬂ’@ummmL%ﬂiaiuﬂizLﬁumiLﬁaﬂgﬂiamquéﬁu 1.3 YolauaLdivInig AIsTuue
TnuansmnuAndiululssifiunsidemesdiueynsasassa ﬁaamsw}umsﬁéau%aﬂu
svuevUszrsUlneuuuiinduaranusuiinveu Tnemvuilausmensdlosinude

'
LY U a I

I INNTSUMDALoNATMENTUNERAD  d1NSU 2 VBLAUDLUSLNDNISTIVUAT

)

nold Usznoumas 2.1 mafnwadamelumisvenenauiiesduaseunauusiouas
fuiifivannvaneetu wasvhnisfneiussudiounginssunisdeansmanisiledy
nquUszEINIANeYeTe U nquygeey wieTeuswuludminduveaniamievie
ailnndu q Wi 831ASIZVAMULANAIA TS UNLAZUSEAUNSAIIINTSI 030819
pseunau 2.2 il nnsdnwiaseddsludnnsiinseneundenlesseminmssu
9712815 nsasedanueeulay wardadnvaimanisdes n1sdnwiasmeld Als
YNSANYIS AN DIk UA 8R 3V 1wU Facebook, TikTok vi'%aﬂa;:ulaﬁ

lngianzlunquienvuinlydeliioasanunluniswantoaniiiuau

LONE1TD19D4

Boulianne, S., Koc-Michalska, K., & Bimber, B. (2020). Digital media and political
participation: A meta-analysis. Political Communication, 37(2), 163-185.

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2021). Thematic analysis: A practical guide. London: SAGE

Publications.



510 | Journal of Interdisciplinary Social Development (JISDIADP) Vol.4 No.1 (January-February 2026).25

Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm.
Journal of Communication, 43(4), 51-58.

Freelon, D., Mcllwain, C. D., & Clark, M. D. (2020). Quantifying the power and
consequences of social media protest. New Media & Society, 22(1), 77-
99.

Hasebrink, U., Domeyer, H., & Hagen, L. M. (2020). Media repertoires as patterns
of behaviour and as meaningful practices: A multimodal perspective.
Convergence, 26(2), 247-264.

Helmond, A., Nieborg, D. B., & van der Vlist, F. N. (2021). Facebook’s evolution:
Development of a platform-as-infrastructure. Internet Histories, 5(2),
123-146.

Livingstone, S. (2018). Audiences in an age of datafication: Critical questions for
media research. Television & New Media, 20(2), 170-183.

McCombs, M. E., & Shaw, D. L. (1972). The agenda-setting function of mass media.
Public Opinion Quarterly, 36(2), 176-187.

Meraz, S., & Papacharissi, Z. (2021). Networked framing and gatekeeping. In S.
Coleman & D. Freelon (Eds.), Handbook of digital politics (pp. 155-170).
Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing.

Napoli, P. M. (2019). Social media and the public interest: Media regulation in
the disinformation age. New York: Columbia University Press.

Office of the National Digital Economy and Society Commission. (2023). Thailand
digital society and media safety report 2023. Bangkok: Ministry of Digital
Economy and Society.

Papacharissi, Z. (2015). Affective publics: Sentiment, technology, and politics.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

. (2020). After democracy: Imagining our political future. New Haven: Yale
University Press.

Thorson, K., & Wells, C. (2020). Curated flows: A framework for mapping media
exposure in the digital age. Communication Theory, 30(3), 309-328.



NIasanenansnsiaudeay 99 4 atuil 1 @nsaw - nuAus 2569) | 511

Tucker, J. A., Theocharis, Y., Roberts, M. E., & Barbera, P. (2018). From liberation
to turmoil: Social media and democracy. Journal of Democracy, 29(4),
46-59.

UNESCO. (2021). Media and information literacy: Policy and strategy guidelines.
Paris: UNESCO Publishing.

Vaccari, C., & Valeriani, A. (2021). Outside the bubble: Social media and political
participation in Western democracies. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

van Dijck, J., Poell, T., & de Waal, M. (2023). The platform society: Public values
in a connective world (Updated ed.). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Verba, S., Schlozman, K. L., & Brady, H. E. (1995). Voice and equality: Civic
voluntarism in American politics. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Yamane, T. (1973). Statistics: An introductory analysis (3rd ed.). New York: Harper
& Row.



