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oh, 28y AEP A Juke JFol A4lde W
Aol b T T Wl AP xAdAnk Fua o9
A3 =ein, e 2AdAE @G5 AdaAst
Alag o foui ol E Belx eskcl
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Yol] o8] Ak Ak wn, Iy A9 A4l

Ao & HASA AuRcke A& fv sk
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Aglxket Aleld BAHY e 3G AFoR 7
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Mg AddE AFE Zdolzte AdA w=gld.
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5= A ojv}(Coren, Porac & Ward, 1979).

He T2 Ale]G2EY e A ALEdF3L A
Al (whole)®] =} zbo] wbgdt FH(part)E F3hvt
o1 7 (concatenation)o] o}zl A o|v}. Pomerantz,
Sager W Stoever (1977)%& =5o] A gl Xof
(whole figure) 2. & AAE dl} 7 ZFe] vE &
213 (configuration) el F = o} < o, a2#lam
2 43 Refe] gk wie TUT AFelzlz A
7 s 2A RAR g etz geh =g $EH AF
o] B g 984 == (Configural Context)e]A & -
HalAl sl Rk 29 ohE H¥ A e Lo 25
=Hel o-& Wl 4A =8 vdx @& F U Bolrh
a2 ug olg ¥y W f.4:(element) &
Hedew XFgsle b SA5E ¥ FE Ydovt
A old AAE 5 doid $2Eel o
EF XA v 999 a3t i $ zvkn g
44 84 (ocal element)s)r FA14 93 (globa
configuration) 7t# =124 A& 26| 8 Palmer
(1980)8] o Fo] w2, ulbsko] = F3(ambiguous)
Aadnge] B U fleyls Aen A4 4
FAAg e ARl whake de ot AAH FAA
(reference)el| ¢jsi4 APt ZH F4AEe &
33 Wag stEv e deg A4E g2 2 A4
ol sz 9l oE Wl AFe] A4tste @
& B4 W FuxpFe] mofd #HSLFcel, oEla =§
o] A A5 ek ddbd x4 (general percep-
tual field) 9 23§ FAsew F4 84 (local elem-
ent) 9} &2 2] (global configuration)al] A F5=
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E olH T X AA AL gIRAE olg A= A
Azt A A e ol FER gz et

Coren, Porac ¥ Ward(1978, p.403)% ALg%e| &
4T AFE AT dets 23AF Aeld Hel EH
Rz & b Qekm gt A E B, A (sex)elvk o
Hol weld FAZ AFE oLE2A £ 2 Jdeor A



49 A Aol S YAAE e A2R
+ ek =Y AAFEII AAAE wRsE &
Fol vt ARTFe] 3 4y WHE FPRE okn
Al s 5(decode) st =8 & 4+ gvh. 2EmAYY A4
A3t BAA FuE FHHE FSH4AY Aol A
Zrelj A 8] AAE fFEEE Hejr),

Palmer(1980)= =124 FEAFA R~ Lgo) &
A AL dAT e AAsEE gy waln
Z Yo, w2 A wel SHEAS} hB2A Je)
debad ol o] ofwlqt Aleld B4 Aw=ex 79
¥ "est gt

A7 A A AE, B4 2 AN 545
4 fewl gt FAE '?F“ﬂ e e A o FEo

A= 2F FFAA A4y 47 A 424 Rorsc
hach# 4} 7H& F44 7] ¥ (projective technique)o|
44l ol o} (Anastasi, 1982, p.592).

dabgmd el A #dlatAl Agsl 2 9li= Rorschach
AAdel AEHQ A AR QYR Fae 49
7b ek a =143 Garfield(1974)= 2 o]$2 Fax
ZL& (normative data)s} BFsjols s g}
TEEHE AL AR HAYE o AAAY Fad
g AUAA ety WFolelm sl 28
EZsta v FE2AQ AT Y =2 FHa A
QAke gEAe]l dFAvtd AT BHo] Falgt Ror,
schach 7 4te] wh-g- £ 9 #4848 Aadgss
o Fo] A ol Hukslel ® 4 9¢ Aot

A sl Agds 44¢ A go
ATE F e F . 9 EAH 54 (field depende-
nce-independence)d Felw & 4 ¢lv}. Asche} Wi
tkin(1948)-& AghEe] FellA A4 Aelg o 9
F-8 #(external field)ol] o 3F-¢ wix gty EQPdon
Hrbibe A Ao}, Babgk FxE s o
Hdol A TAHALS¢ B8 HE 244 54 (analytic
ability) & F59 golz} stm olel 244 g o
€ Sk Aol sl Witkingd 78] 58
ol F AEY-SY 4o U J Lo ATE A
g oldl B dFaEe] sk A=A B4 9
NP5 FAE T s+g = (Goodenough, 1978,
p.172).

A4 AgAgel vt FAH FFeAe AMUNE
A A AEA-FHGL A4 FJPAHelv) 3
AFdo]l AT 43 AEA P 4+ Y =
IR AATYE] e ANE Ay JYEAAY =
Byt AR E 249 (A 4o g Aoz
F33 .

€ 9Tl A+ Rorschachd ALY AFAY o8 71x)
B AFEA S 4 9Rak sl T 24gel ) x4 e
A=t d¥dor EAY 4 Y& Palmer(1980)¢)
AFATE 4484 29 7 AAE AYYEE g
H, A4H 2ANAZ gz dYaolH Uete
MAA7t - 2 —B delele Al S43 3
dol Hex g FUstust geh, 290w YYyo
244 FE4 2 THA g LAY .
HE-5H 44 98T + & A Gelum dops}
A€ AFHAe] #4 Rorschach A4}e] whgol o
THAA 2 Aol M2 AT A54L 28
b i

ol 43t A AYATEY 9§ ZAZ 4 g
2L st A stgel

7Hd 1.

A& Antel A5YA Pudel we B4 Y
H g A A FAH GYo) Qs W
22 AER kge] o w& Aold,

7Hd 1.

A A4AYs Fd 4495 F49 4 gy =
AL 2544d ARG WFSEF e Aolnk
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HAE A8y A4 AgdstazdaA e
NEE 48+ 28hd 489 5095 5o g el 4
FERETE ATNE 18hd S 419, AN 121
BelA - A EY-5Y4 ¢ 398 GEFT (The
Group Embedded Figure Test)2 HFT (The Hidden
Figure Test)3 A A 34 o).

AALY 12196 g Frbx) 24y AN AHE
¥ 15 o},

E 1. Sthl Te|Ey dHags

. , GEFT HFT
Z, =2
FE(BEEHA) AT (EEHA)
e R 10. 00(3. 28) 9.00(4. 15)
(n=20)
%%-?d( ] % W 17.65(. 49) 23.70(3.18)
"=
A 14.25(4.11) 16.20(6.77)
(n=121)




ARAL o1 S aE Folx a4 a4

AH 30%) S5l 285, 519 30%0] S ug S
A 72094, FaAe s qurg g 40 o] Y e},
+ Tl A% GEFTS: HFTo|4 4rg 1 30%¢l <3}

T ARE FEYA A, 9 30%0 <o = Aug
A Auteleln stgnh FEm g A wte] GEFT

HFL %o 10,00, Z A= 3.28019 31, HFT
A= HFo) 9.0, EFH I 4, 150 9) o),
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+ A Fgz2s, gE 1925 Aurels]

A A Witkinsh 28 $251971)0] %7 A -8
4 =9 A4(GEFT) & TRE(1978)0] i qkgt
3 Frenchel =18 £8%(1963)0] # 2+ e g
371 AAHHFT)E 7 A9 (1980)9) Hakstel A8 ®
T ATT AA4E A48
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E 2. o YUY N YEHN pBuUsSE

4w 9 &4 3 % 5843 =2 A
E ! 5 A% 2% ¥ o4 = iy =5
30° .85 .80 .80 .58 .88 .78 75 .70 .76
60° .88 .83 43 .38 .70 .63 .28 .30 .55
90° .00 .93 .83 .85 .78 .63 .60 .65 .78
120° .55 .23 .23 .15 .35 .08 .25 .23 .26
150° .83 .50 .50 .38 .50 .45 .33 .25 A7
180° .00 .78 .90 .95 .85 .88 .90 .88 .89
210° .65 .40 .40 .20 .55 .20 .25 .25 .36
240° .30 .20 .15 .10 13 .08 .05 .13 .14
270° .88 .85 .80 .58 .75 .65 .58 .53 .70
300° .73 .33 .38 .25 45 .23 .28 .15 .35
330° .78 .60 43 .50 .78 .60 45 .58 .59
0° L.00 .95 .93 .93 .85 .85 .85 .88 .91
A A .79 .61 .56 .49 .63 .50 .46 .46 .56
AZFPER TARL AL 460218 W4 el A WRY d7A] AFEE & ¢ AR, FYA=F

2o] 42mmq] kel zH A F AbGHE & el
gmmol 7 1A At4¥Y e Tmme] A L2 iR Fcl
st A EAE G4 g4 FAder ¥7
A}k elAdstest A Gk FUT ¥
2 A gF AAsgdch =g 4z T4
AFAeE 2 sleitold FTHAE Yol g shE
g dhade] ohg stz Hxld] FEE FA EE
ot

| b

GEFT#} HFTH o8] &« &4 -S4 oz
AR AYAEL AAdst Addgden MY 4
HAZE Fstn, Adddadde A=Sd asd
FANA, dFdGudAde AHd T4 AY
Aoz Agel gstgvt. AYAgdA 4 sA=g A
Aske] 2 FAlo YA F4A4He sEF F dE
A AR BgE E Btz syl

APAEL W] FF74 g xA] 1247 UFger
2o} TAHR 4818 AFA=E Fo e %
datg.ow, Sfgago] ANAE Y2 AA =g B
BaE dlE ok 1020 £asgsh. A¥AE YA
o ybg-¢ 7 Sdbm, ek Sl@AS qbgo] AAE A
A8 e A 4 & A FA wdarF sk Q8
= ko, 7bul stabge] wakg AAste o AR
2094 JA4AA F9vh AHAEL 28] Yikd

ERT AAAZE BE AT FAS Y A4
77t dbge] Eiy st=E YT,

HE A

£ A AL x4 2(F4 &4, F5HAY)xY
Y 4%, S99, Udd, AY) X - (8,
44)9 split-plot 4AE 889}

Q1A k4] walg sgatzl, Unlx] 983 qhEde)
£ AgA Helelgiet. F4¥ede B4 ZA44Y
£ A o AAgYo] AAste wike s Axkdte
HE qb-gFolt.

I #

£ 74 AN A Yol Al ik
L2 "EsHe kst AHEHs, A Jekd G
3 g¥EAy HFEEEE B 29 ok

¥ AT AE ke Aol Belste Rl $4
Faolnwg wikdce 24 244 FA%n 3¢
o}, b 9 ¥ EAYE 15 e X 35 2,

o] Azt e wWENEY zbolst FAlYow Hov]
A& fobrsl Hd wF EAE Aste ¥ 49
ki

¥ 4% 2 & 5 dFe] Aty HF PSLF
(38,1)=7.67, p<. 01414 f9u] & o] & heldr}.



Qv Aoz Jehygoh, wlBwqey =3
sheh 4 Al E B ol UATAE, mE ARYEH

E 3 MG HEFAH 3 AFTAHE HEUS(E)
. 48 &2 43 9 e T ;
T 3 q 3 A T ¥ o 3 A
2w A" 189(.79) 188(.79)  377(.79) 150(. 63) 152(.63)  302(.63) 679(.71)
% A4 & 141059  154(.64)  295(.61)  111(.46)  130(.54)  241(.50) 536(. 56)
A & 134(.56)  136(.56)  270(.56)  104(.43)  118(.49)  222(.46) 492(.51)
=k B 122(.51)  111(.46)  233(.49)  110(.46)  110(.46)  220(.46) 453(.47)
A 586(.61)  589(.61) 1,175(.61)  475(.49)  510(.53)  985(.51) 2, 160(.56)
T 4. HBUISS0| HUyBMET Autzre) S8 208 e Aol g dolis
= 474 B4 A8 29 29} b 29 28 ud, B
Souwee S 4 MS F GEd YudAt 4 Az 425 Fdo
s YA 675 39 HEWG ol Holxuh, FEYH Hrbo A 1
AR =) 11281 1 112,81 7.67** HAEEAL AYE vdulx 2 248 = 5
Sub, W. G. 558.04 98 14.71 54 Apelzb wla gy A4 & 5 gk 2 Axhy
2 AW 1,154.25 280 4.12 dA AdExAEL FTAHY WEULG] ol
B(d #) 36513 3 121,71 27.85%** TAd o #Helaly] 484 Newman-Keul 342
AB 24.86 3 829  1.90 AFF-F=hv) @ (post-hoc multiple comparison)& &+ A
BXSub. W.G. 498.26 114 4.37 e 28 33k ek a9 3614 b "WeyAzg,
Ca % 450 1 4.51 2.95 b 5RE 2, b AYEA, bE BEEAL ¢
AC 520 1 3.20 200 Aaeh FAEd Al AL FAAEAL AYEA
CXSub.W.G. 58.04 38  1.53 AARL Aelsl = Ao webges, AgzAst
BC 12. 61 3 490 2.56 GEZANAE 5% FFaA, Je 205 gel= |
ABC 1.07 3 36 .22 %9 A FAAor Hou g Ao} g Ao
BCxSub. W.G.186.57 114 1.64 £ e
A Al 1,826 319 .
g K
BP0 ***p<. 001 ] o
7 982 el F(114,3)=27.85% 0.1% 4% .8 | <
AjA] zo] s J AN
|
]

¢ EsE Jehix gt
A AT As ARy FEAA e @
fore Y23} dYEZAE 29T P2 4 9y

274 A3EEL & 591 el
E 5 HCHY AY¥THY mHSHIRg
g 8 =2 A
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) &4k .79 .61 .56 .49
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Al .71 .56 .51 .47

| ~. ~.
\_\ \x ’
5. Te T
\“——_—.
A-
j
1
(nh2-f)
Tl’! IE2] T /'{c“]

Ll

(eldd 2. 4)

D 2 FE QEEHY MEue

M



)} P3N
Al A Ak

b, b, b, b,
L 1 L L
b, - STAB A TP b
by 25 107**
b, - 82*
b, -
* P05

b‘ bs bz bx
1 1 1 1
b, 2 21 78%*
b; - 19 30**
b, 61*
b, |
P 01

agl 3. ACHE 2t XAH7t %ol & (Newman-Keul ZLHd]m)

4594 AudAe QAAAzAS FHYEA
AAE 5% +2AA Holsk 9+ Aoz ehidw,
izt 292 zdu BERARAE
# 1% +2A g =dugdeh. 28 A 2
AE AL BAALE HAEG Ao & melA g
ket

N. = ¢

£ A4 ol FaAAE e s o8y
g3 el

Ad 2 A Y EAE vz & o, Y
49 A%e A5YAQ Adud a4 g 9
A WEHE el FUvEA o Be Aoz
ebitel, ol whike] m3 &t A AAY L g 4, 3
fEAQ ke Yol FHATEe] FA s 9
Yol WzsA F gL b YFeA A E gtony
7] HWEe Ao d4E 4 ek o] A S
[€ AAsE Aoz & 4 3l

Ad, waEdd H343 Age 4dxud A
A4l }Fd3-fal A Aolst vUx|ul E 2444
ol o Rvk FH vhE whakd wlmalA 124 (AD),
641 (31), 34 (%), 94 () Wakell WFAsA W 4k
& 24l o8 § =14l 243 (Rosch, 1975),
= g4 £Augk(Palmer, 1980)6] 5 EuL-Lo]
AeHrhes AL AF4FAY Qubdql =2z

EstE A 4EA-SH A0 vk FHelrk veldx
gt A4 grgs.

ALEE 7+ JY2ARY A AFT A5 39
EAHel Ak 5 A4Y2A slag dP2AE
A ddyd¥zAd, FHd=2A, 2¢2zAd EF4 %
Ader Hugle ol B 2¥AR F5HA
d A= &% AAg s vadnd dugdan
AAE 2 Al =elAdl FHA2ANY AF2
AA AL 2ol BolAl AR, &, FIEA Ik
AF A AFe 4A GFE Ul dEe g3
WA Aol FAY YA d 2 Eab ohiel W
Aol RER FAREAS AGEAANAE 3
Ha4 g U Ao H4¢ 4 Yo, WA, F
E9A4 A J¥o] Asbste Pikdo] FHAR® ¥
H AR EAAAG F Y2 Aolg =0
o FAREASN AgEAdAE g9l dYaste
=R gk ol 2M AR Fole AR A5
A Adx Yol AAshe wike] FAE WA
BN Ay 94 T4 A4 ekacd
of g weda ¥ + gk 28y Yy p
Aol 23 & olel 44 F3¢ dAgn &
EAASe] akg washe Aol ¢ € 5 Utk

AP zAZLS Aol Hay A3 FaFs Vb
o o Fwtelld T W2, FHYEA,
AgEA $22 2% &S veblsh Y50
B4 A44Y Fdl &, g, 2 Udd $o=



Agstel Ady FAAY Bo) FHstE: sJyL ®
BAAE S uhgkx 2ol 9ol A S#o) A Abste
L2 A% HEE T E dgg o)) o A
o2 Beleh o] AstE A4 |5 AE Roz
£ + o Palmer(1980)8] o FAsksl < a3hch,
a2V A APz W Fdlge ol A 2g
A3}, Palmer(1980)¢] o T zbs} sle]3 way =
AR 28 dFAE YRz &
€ ny W gwgdzAd4 o g o
2o EAHog gulgE AL °M%it’r
2 ATFlAE o Ak =¥ WwgAdzAds Ed
A7 FHE sol g Tl "AEE o] £ QT
A Aelzk 9 Jehdex BY 4 gomz &%
ATl Arsojok & RAolc},

2 4T A A F & Auo] FEAA Al
AEA v E AP AAE vebdebs Ae Guilford
(1980) 9} Widigerg-(1980)e] 3 - o 24 — 58] 48 ol
AFHor AT 4 gokm & FaAae 2 gz
FALE A49% + dE 2AS AL ol & 4
ek shvele B o Feola A48 AT 54 YA
Ago] steld + g AAA BFE FUE gy
2.2 AHEHEE & Aols] wEo FH (ability) st
Aoz FedH g w Roleh. a¥x B3
2ok Akl g Eate] el vElgdtiE AL
A EL—EF Aol Ao n HY8 + g
Witkin(1974) 3} Satterly (1976) 59 S22 == 3l=
Aoz & 4 g,

HA AAEH T Y A EBA-E94 A 4%—% F
2 FhAA FH4E Aelete Tl Eg x
L2 AAEE 4R FelA 34 298 Belyx

FASEE FYs Aol A 2H—FA 4y
o QAP oz ATk oA, dAFHoz AT
Hok sted Ad ATAEA N4 =gl AT
o ex gt & dFel 44R AYAFEL A4
A AT % Al A GEFTsh frababxint whge] Hul
$3k ewbger $FAR e AoHg Axu
ek 2% AT L85 % drs dEges

N
)

A T Ay RAglel AMelae] BE A2
FEE N E e AAE LS $5 UL A
ot

= ATl AhSd APATLe FrARY ) g
EZF b ohel AQlel deAE $gY 4 9
the Foll A Rorschach A Abat s wj & $ababcho
T gl

Rorschach ~]4l.& 2 3slm o) Fzxq o] Zubd &

Hale]l VBl AAstd ) At A AQlY =
3 A d S4e] fed Aol AR AGHAA %
Aol gtor, FA7A JAAHANE Aol Y F
Foll =1$ F996A A45 3 gokn Klopfer
2} Davidson(1962, p.23)& 7=tz b, 28
Garfield (1974, p.157)¢l w=Ed, FF34 =& (norm-
ative data)s} ¥-FslebA v TFF5 EEEeta, A

AAAE A4T B A4 FRA slge A A

A

G EFTHE Aol4 B A TFAEY ud-g wx
et

Z¥} 4 RorschachZ 4te] k& EHAAANAE g
AEE EFT o FEolt s Jzukd g o] At
ARG A A A gA ATAgE = E st gsieh
28y £ o7 A= Rorschachd A8 uk-3-4- =3
3 Zoiw, FEAe] of aukile] AdAudew =y

W Ao 2ol QA FaATel nAE Lssk Lk
A+ ¢ Roleh

2%l Rorschach 7 afefj 4 of zmubde] & o o
o] Aoz xz4d o & Fgoit Aa JH Y
A H8E Hegord FEHE WEdT F S

Holek

- EA-FHAL A4 44% st o
E f&skxnk Age fdate 233 st ek
Witkin(1965)-& <1 °& 1iﬂr BAge e JAE T
HE A dTES ol Fo] FriH e
2 A EH AU FriAe SR Al AFEE A
A ‘E%Ol 45}‘% ] Wi Eoll QiAo g5 &
O = oEtgel 2Eu FAql
0] /"c} %*é -8 Aol whel Agkel WY AHZ
Ao} geix] o] qlA] k4l FAwE Y5 ¥
AT FAS debn FAegde. 5 B EAa 4
BAZE A5 e =3¢ Bolx] gon F
ol st o EHQ) ko] oA LEFE,
kg, HA g Y F4L FE B F
de #454E RAFIE goh ole 4k
T EAANEE FE JehiA
Aol s 241 HE FAAAE a4
# af 4 =87l %}l Donovan, Hague #
O'Leary (1975l ¢l &bed, go) &4 AdEe 27
HEYEA 2 A ey AR Fa AREE s ‘f’&
o A5 A AFgEL F4, F 3 (intellectualiza-
tion), ¥ F e BHA wWolsAE AJLgdetn g
o}

ol st AL o AFEE TAR Boiwl g
ol A B L)slAl Ab&3lxw gl Rorschach 7l 4}7+ <)
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A4 Edyoe Wgs d 4 ol A E
olsfigt: o 2o} o ZEAU =F2 o]gd + ¢
Aelth.

LR, L A7 AQd 4 oz T g
AAAL g3t ek A, LAY FA Y Ay
AF ALY W A3 AGAEE WA E S5 9
Fell ATFRIE 3k Yot YuklolA Aok
e e Ao A%y ¢ k. 2% Ty
t AEAHE ALY A $3 degeld dukal g
Ao ¥ Wask Y& Aot

B, £ AFY A dEA-FYAY AAE 4LE
GEFT4} HFT7 $3¢ 2808 AAHEe Axde
FeA AUt THHEE F Aols] W £¥
22 AAEE AdAq 2AFoleke P4 AYAT
3 fAsths EAg] o asez EFpdd <
A eey-g ksl e E 5= RET, RRT, =& BAT 7+
< AA4E A4 FPAE dviEEs B T
At BUPEX ARE Yast s

AAYE. 4« Aol vt FgEAY £
HHE AgRds gy gy A3
=1, 1980.

Ak, Adgatel] dig W=ty Zzi=, wug
ALl m 44 ATEE, 1978,

Anastasi, A. Psychological Testing(3rd. ed.).
New York: Macmillan, 1968,

Asch, S.E., & Witkin, H, A. Studies in space
orientation: I. Perception of the upright
with displaced visual fields. Jowrnal of Ex-
perimental Psychology, 1948, 38, 325-337.

Asch, S.E., & Witkin, H, A. Studies in space
orientation: II. Preceptin of the upright
with displaced visual field and with body
tilted. Journal of Experimental Psychology,
1948, 38, 455-477.

Attneave, F. Triangles as ambiguous figures.
American Journal of Psychology, 1968, 81,
447453,

Broadbent, D.E. The hidden preattentive proc-
esses. American Psychologist, 1977, 32,
109-118.

Coren, 8., Porac, C. & Ward, L. M. Sensation

and Perception, New York: Academic

Press, 1978.

Cronbach. Essemtials of Psychological Testing
(3rd. ed.). New York: Harper & Row,
Publishers, 1970.

de Groot, ].C. Emotional climate of an exper-
imental situation, interactien patterns, and
feld style of subject (Doctoral Dissertation,
University of Cincinnati, 1068). Dissertation
Abstracts International, 1969, 30, 843B-844
B (university microfilms No, 69-6333).

Donovan, D.M., Hague, W.H., & O'Leary,
M.R. Perceptual differentiation and defense
mechanisms in alcoholics. Jewrmal of Clin-
‘cal Psychology, 1975, 31, 356-859.

Exner, J.E. The Rorschack: A comprehensive
sysiem, vol, 1. New York: John Wiley &
Sons, 1974,

French, J.W., Ekstrom, R.B., & Price, L.A.
Kit of referemce tests of cognitive factors.
Princeton, N.]J.: Educational Testing Serv-
ice, 1963,

Garfield, S.L. Clinscal Psychology: The study
of personality and behavior. London: Edw-
ard Arnold, 1974.

Gates, D. W, Verbal conditioning, transfer and
operant level “speech style” as functions
of cognitive style(Doctoral Dissertation,
City University of New York, 1971) Disse-
rtation Abstracts International, 1971, 32,
3634B (university microfilms No, 71-30,
719).

Goodenough, D.R. The Role of individual diff-
erences in field dependence as a factor in
learning and memory. Psychologéical Bslle-
iin, 1976, 83,3, 675-694.

Goodenough, D.R. Field Dependence. In Lon-
don, J. & Exner, Jr., J.E.(Ed.) Dtfmens-
ions of Personality. New Yok: John Wiley
& Sons, 1978.

Greene, M. A, Client perception of the relation-
ship as a function of worketr—client cogi-
tive styles (Doctoral Dissertation, Colum-
bia University, 1972). Dissertation Abstracts
Internaational, 1972, 33, 3030A-3031A.

Guilford, J.P. Cognitive styles: what are they?



Educational and Psychological Measurement,
1980, 40, 715-735.

Johnson, C.P. Oral dependence and its relatio-
nship to field dependence and dependent
behavior in same and mixed sex pairs
(Doctoral Dissertation, State University of
N.Y. at Buffalo, 1973). Dissertation Absira
cts International, 1974, 34, 4046B.

Kagan, J., Rosman, B,L., Day, D. Albert,
J. & Phillips, W. Information processing
in the child: significance of analytic and
reflective attitudes, Psychological Moenog-
raphs: General and Appited, Whole No.
578, 1964.

Keppel, G, Design and Analysis: A Research-
er's Handbook. New Jersey: Prentice-H-
all, Inc., 1973.

Kirk, R.E. Experimental Design: Procedures
for the behavioral sciences. Belmont, Calif-
ornia: Brooks/Cole Publishing Company, a
Division of Wadsworth Publishing Compa
ny, Inc., 1968.

Koff, J.H.W. Field dependence and psychothe-
rapy expectancies, presenting symptoms,
defensive style, and length of stay in
psychotherapy (Coctoral Dissertation, The
George Washizgton University, 1972) Dfss-
ertation Abstracts International, 1972, 32,
7312B.

Konstadt, N., & Forman, E. Field dependence
and external directedness, Journal of Pers-
onality and Social Psychology, 1965, 1, 490
-493.

Linton, H.B. Dependence on external influence:
correlates in perception, attitudes, and
judgment, Journal of Abnormal and Social
Psychology. 1955, 51, 502-507.

Mausner, B., & Graham, J. Field dependence
and prior reinforcement as determinants of
social interaction in judgment. Jowrnal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 1970,
16, 486-493.

Navon, D. Forest before trees: The precedence
of global features in visual perception,
Cognitive Psychology, 1977, 9, 353-383.

Oltman, P.K., Goodenough, :D,R., Witkin,
H.A., Freedman, N., & Friedman F,
Psychological differentiation as a factor in
conflict resolution. Jowrmal of Personality
and Social Psychology, 1975, 32, 730-736.

Palmer, S.E. What makes triangles points:
Local and global effects in configurations
of ambiguous triangles, Cognitive Psyck-
ology, 1980, 12, 285-305,

Pomerantz, J.R., Sager, L.C., & Stoever,
R.J. Perception of whole and their compo-
nent parts: some configural superiority
effects. Journal of Experimental Psychology:
Human Perception and Performance, 1977,
3, 422-435.

Randolph, L.C. A study of the effects of pra-
ise, criticism and failure on the problem
solving performance of field dependent and
field independent individuals (Doctoral Dis-
sertation, New York University, 1970).
Dissertation Abstracts Internalional, 1971,
32, 3014B-3015B.

Satterly, D. Cognitive styles, spatial ability,
and school achievement. Jowrnal of Educa-
tional Psychology, 1976, 68, 36-42.

Vernon, P.E. The distinctiveness of feld inde-
pendence. Jourmal of Personality, 1972, 40,
366-391.

Weisstein, N., & Harris, C.S. Visual detection
of line segments; An object superiority
effect, Science, 1974, 186, 752-755.

Weisz, J.R., O'Neill, P. TField dependence-
independence on the children’s embedded
figures test. cognitive style or cognitive
level? Developmental Psychology, 1974, 11,
539-540.

Widiger, T.A., Knudson, R.M. & Rorer, L.
G. Convergent and discriminant validity of
measures of cognitive style and ability.
Journal of Persomality and Secial Psycholo-
gy, 1980, 39,1, 116-129.

Witkin, H. A, Perception of body rosition and
of the position of the visual field. Psyckol
ogical Monographs, 1949, 63, 7(Whole
No. 302).

— 6 3 —



- Witkin, H A Further studies of perception of
upright when the direction of the force
acting the body is changed. Jowrnal of
Experimental Psychelogy, 1952, 43, 9-20.

- Witkin, H. A. Individual differences in case of
perception of embedded figures. Jowrnal of
Persomality, 1950, 19, 1-15.

Witkin, H.A,, Oltman, P.K,, Raskin, E, &
Karp, S.A..A manual for the embedded
figures tests. Palo Alto, Cal.; Consulting
Psychologists Press, 1977.

Witkin, H.A. Psychological differentiation and
forms of pathology. Journal of Abnormal
Psychology, 1965, 70,5, 317-336.

Witkin, H.A., Dyk, R.B., Faterson, H.F,,
Goodenough, D.R., & Karp, S.A. Psycholo
gical differentiation; studies of develop-

ment, New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1974.

Witkin, H,A., Goodenough, D.R., & Oltman,
P.K. Psychological differentiation: Curren-
t status, Journal of Persomality and Social
Psychology, 1979, 37,7, 1127-1145,

Wohl Will, J.F. Developmental studies of per-
-ception., Psychological Bulletin, 1960, 57,
249-228.

Cognitive Style and Global . Configuration
Effects on Perception of Local Element

Min~Kyou Lee, Ho-Taek Won

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate

individual difference of configuration effects on
perceived pointing of ambiguous triangles, and
relation between individual difference of confi-
guration effects and cognitive style,

Subjects for the study were 40 female under-
graduates who were selected from a group of
121 who had received the Group Embedded Fig-
ure Test and the Hidden Figure Test.

Subjects were divided into two 20 subjects
groups as field dependent and field independent
groups.

Palmer’ s paradigm was used 1o identify the
configuration effects on percepton of local elem
ent. The GEFT and HFT were used to identify
the field dependent-independent cognitive style.

Based on the previous studies, research hyp-
othesis in the study is formulated as follows:
The field dependent subjects will demonstrate a
greater configuration effects in perceived poin
ting of triangle than the field independent sub-
jects.

Statistical methods applied for the . present
study were a 3-way analysis of variance. The
results of the present study showed that the
research hypothesis is generally accepted at
statistically significant level. As predicted,
there is a individual difference of configuration
effects by the cognitive style.

Implications of this result suggested that ind-
ividual difference’ of configuration effects on
ambiguous visual stimuli may be applied to
Rorschach test,





