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(Foxley,1979). HR# Rt@ft BRolD ikt
o e E% AR RE BR, BE sl
HE Se @ A LoE AT FHA dojud
(Romer,1981), whebd tefdl f78-e A8 A
oA BB He Fz9 ATojr, FAd 77
qeo] 2 Aeolet ¢ 4 Uek |
Wy o] 250 MEel HEHEe U 43Esn
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Hdon F3%ch a2Hd, Be wERAEE itd
B RES HFol oA #ES E-BULS
ARsed F8%¢ Aeolztn  FAch(Shaffer,
1988). Aoz oG "REM o] E s 7
Z oo} glv AL Freudd Mwatr =9, &t
@%E Ei, Kohlberg o - §E Ei, 222
Martin?} Halverson®] #4loH( =+ it@fy Hf—
RE)ER 5o Uk 28 o3 £HBM o
E iEBE olE, B —#F & gz A4
ol A2 ol 59 =¥ Ao 4F¥sd A
o diekE 7HF A A3t
duiAA Rt AE KioAE A4 1YY
34 BES, 28n BidAs d4dd 284 F
3} dEd v 2o wEAddn 445 e,
Ho oA e FAE L e MkH R
R MR Kol A
U etgolA £iE] A &E T AAY S
fictn FEAch mtkiel] A WES BiEM ¥
el ZE 4SS Had AR BENS
d7aled §E3A4 FENE 22 oS of 18
o2 259 FHAAE &F & JA=F d=d B
Fagled (el ,1992), MktEst =14
A7EL dubdoz R Aol £
A AReEd o §54] dxz AF
A4E e FEYS
ol HAol ZHude LEM H(=x BRE
Efa) e 159 3% o B2 J¥%e vldk 2
2y A Zx v LB RS 3 o2F
9 PFEAE oldsnz = AT oldol=
&1 REelA YL §5¢ 3] 43 434 2
Aol Z3o] HEE BEIAY Hildc 4l
QoA vehte BAZEE B3 3544 488 E
ol#gnzt s AE7t ol gt

B o5 H
2 o n
ki

Snyder(1974) = o]# & £REd AL 22 4
Z~R2yYe g (Self—Monitoring;SM)o] 2= HEE
2 A3 ek AdHez A=z Uegelet
€ A& A PFol i HEAY 35 AGI
71 98 & Al FHA HEEE BEs A
438 Aok o] SML Snyders} Z7s}o]
AAHcs et FAMGo|cH(ckes &
Barens,1977).

A = — g5 8 (self ~monitoring) o] 4]  “E 1 H
Yol REH EoRku REM HEdl HAPsed
A9 g5¢ J@e AE LB Told
(Lippa,1990). 28y o]zfq AZ-2 g2 o
B g S3Y d5 2459 FHE Are A
o]7] wlEel, Snyderv AZ—-EEHFo] ¥ A
o] e AztEd TEs: Y59 437 uby
< Aoz, Az-2UHy AdE Fad 4
g

Snyder(1979)ol] o3t SMe] ¥ AHEE4 4
7 AL A 5d 59 Ry 2n
ool @A 2 FYIHk (appropriateness)o] 3] ol
3lef, ABH AdolA FAS] e HE ARE
o) HT—#R (self —expresstion)o]l ohdl 53
maloh o=l s SMo| ¥& At BEEM
9 EEFEN A-AANE EAFAYL A He B
&7 Aok oA A=z -R2UEFe] F& ARl
A QoA AzA F&2 “a A¥o] voA &7
g A vl 2un a2 AllAl Wt of
P24 & 4+ AL el

ojg} wija Az—wEo] ¥ AFdEY
#2 S4¢ 4 24, o] AEY FFo A
A4 HE-8F 71 A8 2 A3y, A4
o My MBS EEE Y Z¥A H50 44
R} &, o] =7 ek 2y A=
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EUEYe] we ARFAA Yol ARG B8
< W7k FFol, o AgolA v delA ofg
A & 4 9dEr120

oj9}zto] FHigl: Az-nm el FEA A
Fe A Aok F Y a4 75
(social behaivor) 2 AAstn FAste] QlolA 4
Z-RuUHo| ¥ A vlad R o
e, Az -2l v A vlad KA

o2 o] EgA Ht Aolt} (Snyder & Cantor,
1980).

AZ -2 $Fo oA ojT =k HEW
) EA-o] YelhdEe o]fol HdA  Snyders}
Campbell(1982)-& SMeo] ¥ Azt e AE
o] At3]A WA A2 g FAo 93 e
o FFegch o|E FAd] wad, d=z-7
Yeigo] & AFEY 4uzde A 433
aRgol deosle AHH ke nFEF F
KAMez MR BE  (pragmatic organizing
structure)ol] 9& 4} <l E5|w], uiwo] AT—my
EEo| 2 AREY A4uzde A By A
A% olze FEEAMe=z =Ad #E(princ
pled organizing structure)el] 2)3} Q=3+ Ao
F3stz gl

olgjgt AZ—-RUHY s&(ki)y AdR &
RS dotir] & snyder(1974) = AZ-2E
9 7lge §3 ke ARES WA AL 3
el =75 gHEeld e s gk o] = 4
-2 5741 $45F @Ase 2549
HC-#4%& FRY EEF(rue—false) FE2
TFAs ek 28y o] RE H ¥4 Al
A o] RE7 543 LEM MRS 3% Ao
ohel o8 EHoz F¥Ho| @At (Briges,
Cheek & DBuss,1980; Riggio & Fﬁedﬁam1982;

Penner & Wymer,1983; Sparacino et al.1983;
& Cheek,1088). ol=jq vuigto] wet
Snyder 9} Gangestad(1986)+= 252302 3 43z
9 dz-2usy RES AL 714 294

Briggs

gejo] & 188902 I A2E Az-EHg
RES ¢ S5t
Az-eeel W@ 27 234 (Snyder,

1974)9} A2 B34 (Snyder, 1983b)olj o] 7hek
T ER Yol AZ-2Jeg FFel dg o
AL THH=2 o Ad Aefo|ch Az
B EAZ B AR el g A7
of EAgted, 2y FEL 2 FX=E 4
Al & ek AdAE £HBH REH T2
ofek. o] HAL My FAAY et o
of HEsle] ol £ Fe] vdebdoke 3
ojek. FulA+ HAEA A, of AAd 93
o, oj2g THEse 7 FYo] FEHT 2l
U4 8 4E, gAske B[4, =+ ol AEY
434 o #43F A g dhgelA ol
So] BRI v s 452 Al 99
vebdelE 7 o] oh(Gangestad & Snyder,1985). =
@ Az—mued B AFlA A dBH
= (sex differences)”} ¥ s ¢led], dutdo
TRcte B A4t w3 (Frazer &
Fatis,1980; Rosenthal & Depaulo,1979; Snyder,
1987; Musser & Browne,1991). Musser$} Brown
(1991) & 289 A% EdE ofg 4A7t o}
FF7104 dEhte 2vE AFH ATHA
E4 % wel4 (exclusiveness) £91-¢ Eol 493}
%tk Rubin(1980)9] ol o8, £2dEL B
o FAAG Rolv® AFge] v i, & :
FAgael AU BAE Folde, £9F 2o
295 oI ATHAE AR A4 3,
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BR 2. ERdE e Fiiol 5y == &
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-3 Ue 3y Ble o 199 AD(F44, A44,
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I. /i 4 @R

1. #B%E

AEMRL =4 R FoEAd AR 232
ge) S4E2, B 23803 k8K 18] @
4oz olfolzct FeA4e 4y Hdx 13~15
A few, detgel A7 dadE 194~214%
stagt #d T}E AN A8 FHa A
¢ k@E# & YD Fast AF4 &4 JH F
% @ 5 g4 Al d4E F F 17
g FARAsgon, g A KEMH &4

DSHEel4 Aeie ALE 4733z gt ¥ o
#43el4 9598 FAE A3

2. HFHE

200 9084 A/ABE AD X 2
(Add/vd) X 4398 A7 §9:3494/9
AR/ FA /P88 o BRREE A

3. ME HR

1) SMS(Self —Monitoring Scale)

& WE: Snyder(1979)9] 27] Ax-EE3F
A=E A4 Mz o] FAH Snyder &
Gangestad(1986)9] A= —welg] RE(Self—
Monitoring Scale) & Erjz £ 737t dtdteo
AH3td el SMSe % 18419 HC- #E 349
EEW T3 (true—false items) E2 T4 =] 9ok

2) KSRI(Korean Sex Role Inventory)

KSRI& A #173(1990) o] BSRI(Bem Sex Role In-
ventory)2] A4 & 2ule o F wyjos
A 438 448 AeAz, dA4, 444, o
+44¢ Jehilt 6009 AARA TFER o F
oA 3, AAE e A o] 747 EEE
dvh} AAE & FHI=AE A 2, 7
A Axo] $2 34 ol gAY 23 Yo

(AN "4 23" (A7),

STHASE A, 24 FEAelA 44 A
& A4 A, FH 4 A5 A A5E
A Hed 44 Aast 44 e HE R
wigeld, AL4AGAANE SHo2 42
a5 =4 BFE Spence, Helmreich ¢ Stapp
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(1975) 7} =etgt F4x 2z (Median Split Pro-
cedure) 2 & FF3Ack FAA Ly A4
W3 Al 244, 944 A4E FHIE 2
Az dol 7 AU B4, A44 A4 o] 2

% ¥t Wk A SERAEE M Ade

24 gl & AFAE TNH FAE]
A BEE AEAg 4 =-2UHy REAE
Baged, 45e 7 AEA} 274 Aol
@} Sk

2 BF3s wgeldk m. & LN
4. ® X Az —gue o i3} wFEA A5, AQ(FE
(B 1-1) 343 kB0 150 UHE = RUE B FHI SRS
G- 2 px- %3
¥y T &9 ¥y EY3
BF(N=114) 8.10 2.27 9.67 2.10
ZF(N=118) 8.32 2.14 9.40 3.40
(B 1-2) hB4d AB4 % 14500 oE dx-DUE{Yo] BEMT
L3 ;) HBE THR%E F3
AH(A) 1 96.4791 13.54"
4 (B) 1 0.9746 0.14
AxB 1 2.4817 0.35
* % P<.001
(E 2~1) %t SEAY #&E KB MEHIF
kA4 G434 o] 4 4 o] &3 Total
chig * 15 7 17 26 65  55.08
*x 1271 5.93 1441 22.03
xx%x 2308 10.77 26.15 40.00
*kkk 4412 4118 54.84 72.22
yN- L3 19. 10 14 10 53
16.10 8.47 11.86 8.47 44.92
35.85 18.87 26.42 18.87
55.88 58.82 45.16 27.78
Total 34 17 31 36 118
28.81 14.41 26.27 30.51 100.00
% Frequency % % Percent % % % Row Pct % % % % Col Pct
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(E 2-2) it SEXQ H5N AV NEHF

44 F44 o 44 o] 33 Total
g * 10 32 8 22 72
x% 878 28.07 7.02 19.30 63.17
xk% 1389 44.44 1111 30.56
%%k % 3125 78.05 50.00 88.00
KB 22 9 8 3 42
19.30 7.89 7.02 2.63 36.84
52.38 21.43 19.05 7.14
68.75 21.96 50.00 12.00
Total 32 41 16 25 114
28.07 35.96 14.04 21.93 100.00

* Frequency % % Percent * %% Row Pct % % * % Col Pct

£, KB4&)o| oebd £ foulft Aol vgony
(P<.001), 5o dHAAE F9aldt 3ol7t et
] GUtH<E1-1>). &, 459 Hdz—-x%
Ueg A4E dgdEs A2-2yg8] A4 8
o §ojnldA Pokew(<F1-2>), o|7 Az
7} AH1E A (F 2-1)F (¥2-2)9
Aol A L uhe} o] KL Fike] F71Y
w2} JA44o] Zasta, FHAF FAAA F7}

§ 29ch ud, HEE Ao Frig] ot @
A& et FAAol Fretde o8 g A
£ o4 28 AR W) $39 22 A
A HUE 2 Yohis) A NerAE A
¥ A3}, 4L P=064( 2=7.256)2 9o &3
e Eojiou, AL P<OI( 2=13.332)2 &
Se] #e.

(F 3-1) #£60 S8 O J=-2UHY Kol FHL HERE

*44 a4 o 44 o} §-3}
3 A 9,07(3.15) 8.32(2.74) 9.07(3.15) 8.38(2.39)
o A 9.85(3.17) 9.17(2.72) 9,18(2.77) 8.58(2.21)
( ) 3F449
(8 3-2) efem WA M2 d=Z-DUEE RMe HBEY
Hakg AfE BEAE F3t
+ F(A) 3 21.14 2.90*
4 ¥(B) 1 0.97 0.13
AxB 3 8.62 0.32
% p{.05

BEH S35 Adol oot Az-2H3 A4
0 2 A3, 4 9 WaE $ouges(P<

05), geE felulaA gskth 7 f¥E2e
FHA $39 Ax-2JHY A7 MY Bl
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2 EUsE A dAzY o 1144 2147
2ol A7l FEME A 2y AR
Be AzFse] HERK FEo2 Fo| Ve AW
27 dAs 184 o3 RE 349 7ol dAse
37 A9 o8 FolA G 54¢ Az
ok webA, & FFReldE Adzr)g AdEs)
o slgsle PBE PdH KBE Ad: BRRE
2 BEstd Fdrle A=z-2Jed ERE K
g ool ¥ u7 3ok

Az—-2 ey A3A Aol Adle R
T8 (expressive behavior)e] A13]4 HA4Y o1 F
selsls] 93 43A o] %3] AC BE, H
T #i#, BC ¥ES e A% 92x A
2, ol3jg A Z-m s #HE RAMS 4
g A Yoz i@y &EE 49 e
Jlz7t S Aolnz F23 Aol ¥ 4+ gl

R 1o PBE Add KB4 A 4Z-=
e 3 Agke] Aol d Asnnx ¢ Jleg, 22
Fe <F1-1>3 <F1-2>0] Ao Uk
<¥E 1-1>3 <¥Fl1-2>¢ AAZE 4dund,
x84 Fcid FBE Ade dz- 2JHy A
ol A FEHRY HAo]E nged, XBE A9
Az-rUed A4: fBE AT 2o ¥4 4
gt FEAEF AT 2ol vEbd ol A4
-2 g3 A Aol FEM S4E 4
YozH o & Aok & FdzJe EHFH
Z5L e G 9% ¥ 87 He A
7lz, olg 485 275 HfFdn HEE o

4t
n

-]
B
we e Ju

371 A whEEL el 27049
2743 g BEAF ¢, HHY
T Slofok otk BRM B DL °
& ST7E FF AglH, o AJle] FhESLE F
71 AAs A3A A4S 28E + Qe $EHE
227 5o, o] I3 vk FEFA A =7
ojv BE, 2 EES FE3) A3, Baw
FEol w2t B 474 B A 4L L
o o & ZREY 4 A Aok 28d, iz
¢ AL obFd RBAM BRE 49 I2d
9 H# PLHE( adolescent egocentrism) off 2]
uha) g A sl a2y oled A4 BR
O chokdh Asld Aol o8] Z4 2 4 9l
oo, ohokgk A% 439 YL Fi ALdE
< & R|A AT 78] & RN+
ZEsA 48 45 Ydoke S BRI o
24 NG BEE 47 5 Sl

Az -3Ue Agol gl fBE4Te] KB
Hgel w3 v olft FEAT M= BF
Al BH(decentrism) 7} o] Fo{x A F3n e Ao
2 AZRd. oy 84S 2 vlad oA
Aol FAAEN ot 4F oA 3 7B HE
< 53 AAle G5 o FAE AYeA sle
A5 HRPOMEIA Helt van AH

N
A

Q ExE dz 45T 4 oA A, oY KR
5 %o, Az-zdsye Al w4 5AUE
% 4 gk

BR2e A4drle] gRE BRE U9 23k
& Aoz 1 A (F2-1)F (F2-2) et
et =A, A} e ez J9¢ 73
o] $2& Avun, ] hBE BT olE3s B
gtod], ofstge 44 fYo2, G4 ¥4
A4 $¥oz ol FFISL F PBRE AL
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ol 23teh A FAH HEH FYoz Po] FHI
k. o|s}7ol FHA AN ulE3}r} go] Y&

< ol Ee] oHq AdY FALE Y58 X3
2 Ae Ae ucld ofed Ade Yukdez
13-154) A3 #H9lo e FAE of $¥o] Efe
% A4 A8 glx Aoz vay AT7ES
(Meilman,1979;Pomerantz,1979) 9} x| 8= 70|
o 2% F84 AdolA 4L 44, ¢4
< g4z 44E F9¢ Z2n e AL oE
o] EMe HEEHE 22 v oz 4=
BOEMe 9% Bhel 2 dAsE A7
o, A3zt 2 thol AYY THI &E &
43 Aol gty o] A7l FAdEL
A8zt e EREC 2ol slad A
AE5H EREE A s Ao 3qd =3
HRE 4 B A8 £ A3, 4L 440
Zasn G4 FHAAA 40 F4E 2y
o, F4L FAe] Fadn FA4e] FHsA
. o8l @ A3t Aol FoHol st Y =5
A5 A9E FYolA slolut AFFA Alad
1 A &7 JAsE 49EE A 9}
2 AAEE Aoz 2]l

gR3e 49E 49 w3 Az-x ey #
me olg g zolrt YerkE Yolrnz § e
2, &% e} o] Az—-w ey A3 )4
A F90] 71 FUTHP<.05). MtEE R A
BS99 EAoz Bem(1974)3} Bem & Lenney
(1976)& ol E°] AR32AR A e} 43l o
g o 2 HdAd¢ ke F3HG =8 4
Ql Alge o= AY A ke EERE
of 9 A9 FFE AYHA oo, SUY 4
ol 713 EAQ Aol whebd AA{A FF3
£ Aoz g8zd o=t KA BES KA

B il W7 B4 Nole AL Ax-rY
o] ¥ A #59 FFSAAE AAdE A
olch. mehi K HEANNE 44 Alghe] A=
2y FReld & F4E e Aojgdn
Zfon, o]gg AL <F3-1>3 <F3-2>0
vt A Aol 2y AF o] A s
old Ade A, Mk Aol AFA 43
ol 2 483 HE A ¥A=F A9 29
Y5 Atz 2Ase v & FYol
3 4FEE 2AFE Aoz, oy FH4A AR
o] £4 ol delo] v A4 FY34 AYE B
o ot Aol dH4E Zeve Bem &
Lenney(1976) 8] d7+Azel A&E Folste 2o
2 39ich v te 2, k WRY AFHE 45n
o, & d7c A2 g g dn gde A=~
U o] cid Ago] Fdrle E4F B e
ofejg ez veld Aolrld
Erikson®] i Ao =gk Ad Azjek F7)of
ddsle §F AdHE BEsdoh a2y, 3o
olda A7) olFd glv AUE ez 3o
Az -2 Jey @R A BE BEe AT
3 o] Mo ¥ Aoz Hild

e Zn

¥k
3
e
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ABSTRACT

The Developmental Tendencies of Self —Monitoring
Level and Sex—Role Type by Age

Jung— Suk Cho - Ok—Lyon Sung
Chung — Ang University

This study examined the developmental tendencies of self —monitoring level and sex—role type by age. The sub-
jects consisted of 232 students, who were composed of middle school students(195) in early adolescence and college
students(95) in late adolescence. The subjects completed SMS(Seif —Monitoring Scale) and KSRI(Korean Sex Role
Inventory). Based on median splits, subjects were classified as androgynous, masculine, feminine, and
undifferentiated.

The results were as follows:There was a significant difference in self —monitoring scores of middle school stu-
dents and college students(p<.001).In the sex—role types, chi—square test yielded a significant difference(p<.05).
And there was a significant difference in self —monitoring scores of four sex role types(P<.05). The self —~monitor-

ing scores of androgyny were higher than those of three groups(masculine, feminine, undifferentiated).

— 109 —





