A4 9 AR

Korean Journal of Clinical and Counseling Psychology

1983, vol. 4, No. 1, 95—108.

BEAR BEES ERRGA S B wms

®

i

&

(23k%)

o

A =R AE #a H®E % (cognitive complexity)
o Fag QIEHEES o] Fokd AYEAL AFES
A s s}, Bieri(1955)8] &9 o TFolel o
£ uhulel maksEle] gtend, o] Wy EL AE A
o] gl AEo] wstvl. =g, o] #AHE s
E U QTaE weld A2 dieh. 2419 ol
ATE(ER, 1977, 1982)4¥ SEWEnkE ohfgd A
HAMEDSE chFol A o EokE T3l dl= Hik
AL gASE gl WA= gl

Kelley(1955)8] fB AR MRS B (personal con-
struct theory) Rell A &{bst #HEE FA e d +
g Y AR A 1109 #edk(corollary)ell &
AstE HERSY mole] Wastel. weld  Leitnerst
Barr(1975)¢] A4 3 (ordination) &3 vy 39
A2g Alxel=, Landfield(1971)¢] FICZA 3 o
Agste] BWan B okl wakg AlAsg .

R HEEE Lokl #{b(differentiation) s} &
(integration) & &7 2 std 53 478 FAE Z
T3 B HEESY F¢ A¢ Aeojrh. Alvkshd Ban
nister(1963)¢] “o]Stxl WMWL& Hao) g Fik
o] wj-Felc}.

2

I. ¥ &

“8an BWEEM: (cognitive complexity)”-& HEFe %
KTt BT FEoE EHA o] MEL George
A, Kelley(1955)1 AR #EHE4 L3 8 (Personal
Construct Psychology).e. 2-8¥] v}-& #&olct, Al
A BREAE o) B wWEw, 2k Add HBRES
AAE st A48 AAE FEHer olddin
dizistz, EAE doke Aolvh &, A MK
#E:2 (personal construct)-& 91 zko] &7 kI
wolEol & & FHiko] vk (Kelley, 1955).

R EEEE NEe® AT AFE-2 Bieri(1955)
qul, 28 AgEe] Ayl FulE Adold HMEMSE

(construct) & WA 4 9otz 2k}, ola B
Rtz A 222 4439 @amwes 44), o
4 BREL AAe vnd S el (@ae
E wre). F, Bieri(1955)& 4r{ke] AdiAel A xel
g2 ¢ BAY “Fi¢ A48 Baktd 1
A'FEE Y AEE QA ERES o -Bd
Agor B4z, 25 o] AuAq 454k A
EF ‘Ba gkt 3. o velAd, 2k
fBACl AE3te BEEARANAS ol AdAq =
ol &= 1Bl el Y] EAZS AA Yol A F
Asrget. 53 “HEBES (construct)E e 4ke]
Ax7lad 55 BHAY ddde Hs F A
(Bieri, 1955, p.263). & SI#4 AL e Al
A RS O E A d4onde way Helxut
ol Mg 2F 5HHE o TEEZ 4A3¢ct(Bann-
isters} Mair, 1968; Lanfield, 1971). o] oke]| gt
Bieri®] &7 dT& 74 HEEE o2 dg¢
ukgkA|uk, Rhn S 2t TR WY EEY
agkse] for, we AlE#AEe] A= i ge
ERE HEch d2E o] £oFe] Iuides o
AHEEA R vt a4 Aled BRIES ERs
FA 9 e i ES] SIAE . B
=2 B4 HE Y FAEEL SFstn
A vt Eele o (3R, 1977, 1982)el 4], B
g 34 E Wlol AMdzAY YuE oldstE
bl SAEA] Esbobe AL 22d Ea w9l
g ool B3k W B ATHEE $e Justy AFE
o] slelgtul, ¢ AaF ATEL Bieri(1955)9 &
7l Aol 4a¢ T ANLH BEES o BeoE HE
olrbe A mst gl

Bieri(1955)9] #4n ##d: o Tolel Wan g4
Aol B QdTE A2 L o, o dTEAA
2gEE HAEE A slzm, dTFEA e 5
45 FAe gelA mulstA =Hdwk zul4d, Ea
BEE LobE AAd R BT, M2 #HRUES
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ol EANA 325 Y4z FhME& gt o]
ok AT REoE Bdg AAYE & e wile] g
A3 Aelet,

Bieri(1955)& B4 M##4 “4¢E ¢ woe
BEAZ = BRELAAE Btz $9sita ¢
WAk AEE oo WY HkE A Fse W
MEAAE T4 Bamwo s gdsigy o A ) o}~
2 Z#HsA = 11d Hel Bierix o A& “BKE
B P42 Aoy YEg Sy Aoz ok
4 glen, Bames v A QL Eaye
2 ® 33g A ey gEg mMEE o o
TEYAE BRE K854 gy mansd
ch(Bierl, 1966, p.14). Bieri®] & %o] gl o] &
A8l 2A%E Kelley(1955)7) Bty R HE:4; (proposi”
tional comstruct)s} Moy HBLHE 2 (constellatory
construct)-€ PR oA fo e}, Kelleys EL§ i
ML S T MRMLY 243 9 el MRS
of AYA A= WRES, = EAo HEE AYd A
B0l v abdql HRANE T H=e WEE A" 0]
2 EHS ok (Kelley, 1955, p.155), wheba] BR
d BFE f5Aq BEele ¢ 4 ek Kelleyst 8
Y MRESE Sty He9 A “olwd B3
Helele FRARE Fog 73y Ao =+ 4 o} (Kel.
€y,1955). EH o2, MAN WRKLL “WRES
47 o E A E FAlo] 245 499 W
e, 1 847 Uk oy FAH wyon <l
A2 496 F3tE AAe nHASE" WRELS
2 ZHArH(Kelley, 1955, p.155). HAH WREL S
2R == AYAL Sayrde) o fiv) ok
“det 2ol FY A Fem 94 Hel  gelok
A3 4L A golth(Kelley, 1955),

olBHor Eotd, BMY MRAMSE J80= A
A EhE dddoz FHE 4 317 W Bl KA
B WSS A8 Aquc o 339 wEs
Fad A Age) ok ¥ ¢ o BEUY
MM 483 AL FUYol 2L AYo
Mgss] glm A2 THAIES Y Fdo] ¢
€ Aoleh. 28}, Kelley(1955) = 1M % W (organiz-
ation corollary)ell 4, Hals MAWEWRE FAA
9 7+ A4 (ordinal relationship) & = g§ch
2 ggeh F, ‘07 e HEE QA AR89
TAAEE 44 A94ANE 2¥as NG S
E3Hor UAAAA A" (Kelley, 1955, p.56). o)
ERERS A7 Pt 4928 Bols] 6 2
4 AAL WRESE 2A8A vk 444 A

Eoh Kelley(1955) = MREEAA4Y] 248 s}
vl Fa2E AdAYAS] & Bl ol TR 2
Re S F35e A 44Y #5E a3
¥4 += etz Bgkeh BE ¢ FAMNEL 2 4

el AR fe BHE FAAGERE FYAo|u

Kelley & “A-4-743 7 4 (superordinate construst) &1
#3747 4§ & (subordinate construct)-& #FH A 24
4 AMY AF ¢ 2 2k o (Kelley, 1955), 437
ARdE & FANEEE F-2 oz B¢as, st
FFAAEE o E AL TAMN G =gk Adams-
Webber(1970a) ¢}, Maklouf-Norris$(1970) & & &
ASl FAAGAANREY AAd 239 M T
A AETANLLE Z £& 3244 A 34 3]
T Aol A ES qA S FEE FgEA
HFg Az BRE TG A9 H & A
Fatn gdoim ALt oA wHA, o oz
A4 +Ed4 5o Fkse] gt 3 1%
& AETAANE AgRAA ‘LA om AE Pl
A& Al o] d 2o FEL ¢+ dekE Aol
28 ez, ‘g e FHTANIEE 443z
A& A #3aA He Aol vl Y A mExq,
Al 2Elz gA | TN & Rk s=st
of R4 A shokwt rbl G4 AZHERY #EA (hier-
archical integration)e] R gd#lel, %9 FHHS
(higher order integration)o] $l¥= & Mk (high
complexity) & L& Edol 4Rtz € 4 9o
(Leitners, 1976).

ZE¥}, Bannister(1963)& FANGAAlY Fulygel
olg& Y4 HBEEB(thought disorder)zta &
B, ol AAY IniAAAY AN H3el
A4 FH¢ 44 ALTFAAIRS Ase] A
A=z stgdel. F, SHHo2E o 4] 2ela o
454 A4 Qe TANIAAE 7127 o £
gt Aolvk. Makhlouf-Norris$(1970) 2 “Acksl
(segmented)” A dT2E Z4AAF $AEY ¥A
o}l % delm St &9, Kelly(1955, p. 8D “oldl
B4 TYAEAAE S48 v Faddgelnt, 2
A2 AYatd £299 6187 T4 (pigaoahole) o]
Yas"z #deh. F, sy HF5 Fade ¥
AL ohE FHAM = AR,

Laadields} Barr(1973) & S{bst #ao] st o
A wakek, F, olg SYPAE o] LYo E Bl
WIS 22t e, od HHe4= o 44
e +E WRAESE 43¢ olAL s g
ol ZAg el & + dvh. F, AA4Y Ay =& K@



# A4E 44 & WS A40E Ay 9T 9
WE 7 4 e Aolwh & A A A B
T MRS VT T MRS o MM o9%
HE 29 $4E SHolA ok 1 AgE EBA
t Astelsl § A 2E

%, Zimring(1971)€ 48 $¢e deld sy
ol x5} Hxke] Wadt syeletn FUe5ch; Langl-
ey(1971)& Afbe #7149 s34 S 5
qehe bdel, $He A S8 96 A
thx F34sig el

LEEL Ba HERS WEse A3 FEdon
A4SE HEEE BB SFee, Aold MR
% oldl AL M2e HEH(Licterners, 1976)&
BES A o =9 W R WS K] 4L
A AEHQ WELorE e S una} Trh. 22 ah
ol EMQ) WRMEA MEEL St HEY AR oA
¥+ e AES G813 Aol

I. 25 @@ MEHze

B BREtel] A W T Eol Kelley(1955)9
Rep Grid (Role Construct Repertory Grid; <% -
474 5% 29 =) SR 44549k Rep Grid
= M4 BRIESE =5 W& 71 $¢) e}k, Rep Grid
o g v AT AEs PHEL Kelley(1955),
Bannister$} Mair(1968), Landfield(1971), =83
Fransellasl Bannister(1977)¢] A A1x¢] ¢l =},

Gride “MRBSE 2 A4 AESA & 3+,
ol % dAHql 2T PHYe (matrix) 2 Vel S
= 534 (sorting  task)”o] e} (Bannistere} Mair,
1968, p.136). ddbd o g, Ra HEHE QTAA 3
e A58 BAA ofx d%E stn = E
AEY FEE A4sA s, o] HASS LA
(similarity) 3} %R (difference) 2 L Bajof wul =|
A HEEE MEste e de Aol = 2}
A K FR Aok dE B, AdAE sgAe s
A5 FHAEEE FFA st AMdd WRESS
FEHNWAE stz (o, Bieri, 1955; Landfield, 197
D, Ad=rt 4325 Mis s AFaFs s 9
(o], Tripodi®l Bieri, 1963). &4 =zssis
H w2 oolE & slolAo] Tl Hi: dFTEL ule]
F71 5 gt (Cromwells Caldwell, 1962). whe}4],
B LS WiEste A U E 4B SFY
W, Flgdsier & FAg AL, ¥E gRLY g7
Fo| fAkak whalo 2 Wan WL BES = st ut
2zl o] #A&E N ch2A z2ZEgcle Ao

(Leitner 1976).

1. Bieri(1955)2| %{%&o| A%

Bieri(1955)% 12X12 Rep Grid (129§ & X124
FIEA A2z B WELES AEsdsd, Aaz
Al (check) sl ¥ ] E(void) Hel2H Wi Mg 24
£ A2sdsh Kelley (1955)¢] wh2nl R4 A
2% doE 2 BREST QB AL A
< U WREEC) A =3)x g o o] & (voided)
HeEE F(o BREST dugs #RES))
e HEAdn Y. 29 v Y E(void
sjele] ¥ & (matrix)oll 4 H¥sed —28¢ Fob. #
R A zsige] ZAshdnk Alsjxn 2o P
2SS —188 Soh MRS Al asEd A o
= BE Aol 048 SR B4 HEE AEl o %
Are Aol F qgaAs) BesZ(WAs)
FFR) Basye s o e Aolv}. Bieri(1955)
€ o] Kk BE-BRE BEE A+ . 8oleln 2
oASS A2
o] Jjikel A Bieri(1955)% Wan Hi:S gL E
& @abshe] gl Fiko = A dststgc). o
<+ Landfield(1971)¢ 434 $-4ps}c), Bieri(1955)
Mele] MRELS TEoE AL 7 BREAY
g 230w Pl Aol FPsigon,
B old HACl T MRIESE $45HA Aagic)

o] MEREAEL F5doz $5scty sk
2#5], Bieri(1955)7} o /W4 st m= =
Aol glek % B, o WAdE ow sy}
7h 3 MREEEY T Gridd RE 9gUBEq
FEevtn AP a8y, D@27k Gridelj A
U9 F(void) o, o]AL MRS vluTL g}
AR R 9kt Zol), FAol o] MRS o 5 o}
€ 5 9B A wEA g A=
qelg 71 vk Ao MRS TE AEdon
Tiitrhe AL /P 4 90 S, o9 g 99
7b A4S MREAY FRAAAN G s
BERS SEALNANE LY 45 glom, o
A€ dd 58 AL EAAE A Bgsix e
FE Yok Aolvh, B YAl Ee] “8 o5l g
ANAE Aalof Fgrie 4UL o] HEY 2dolalm
T 4 gl

BB W] ol g Bieri(1955)¢] Fik9) = ok B
Al &/ A (negative loadings)$) 7154 o] cF(Lei-
tner, 1976). &A1 AME F MR FuiHd=
A AR W delide} s S, 8 MREAY A Fo)

R e X



HE MEEAY o EF Sa fabaAl A48 do]
o, 4= ols} wpAstAolt), oF W, oW HY=
7t F MRS, “ART—AAL" S e FA g
=S FE7 ol A4YE 5 dute Aow =
g, o] A¥Ast ALY MRESA a4, “miRg”
AgE ‘FES T g d gty A€ AYHEA
aElx 2 95 4=t velsh, “are” Age
“UFEE FH gEAdeltts 1 95 e nt,
o]9] FHMHE Aok, auv], FUA BRESE
o] “T& F3 dE—-IgE& FE"H4d “Ed
TFe—I3¢ F3 g4E"eE e, BREL
ool A FEEHE AW F08 Aotk oA
& o8 FLE WRESE o] FEdA o8& U
el Fhslels AL dnldte Aolst,

Crockett(1965)-& Bieri®] 41 HEEEL 33 v
g5 Skl At EFolgicta A sk}, Smith
3l Leach(1972)= 2&¢ $HAA 33 (hierarchical
measure) 3t Bieri8] %3y A7 g4 wAdsg
v}, Metcalfe(1974)= “--FBagy 24k (cognitive diff-
erentiation) & sgalE2] TAMGE] vkl gho
84F o d¥EY dertibg FHE Aolm, o
o ulall Fén B4 (cognitive complexity)L 714
LE MEREAEY $1A44 < (hierarchical arran_
gement)-& g el y AERN 1 9} (Adams-Webb-
er, 1979).

2. Bieri2} Blacker(1956)2| BRE MWW HiE

Bieri} Blacker(1956)+ 6X20 Rep Grid (69 ¢4l
EX20ER)E LA 20008 MRS ¥
24 fEHoHc. Ba g A4 dYxy
ERQlell A3 M Wt v, A 208 Rl
A F R WM (the number of different percep-
tiom}ebE foj2 ZASYch aMs 2R =k B
o FR3eln € o, AYAAY ojxld EFYUR
Azt FIT Eit & 2R EH3d, oA 4
57 Moz Ao old WREE olAd A4
Helwd vhe} Fe Ry EU S 2RE Jgs
A F2E whel vt sl €& A8 ERGTSE Ao
v, el e g, SYAE Hx 2089 WEHE A4E
g 4 gen, A4 138 i 4 Ak AR 4
A Aee 2de, BAERSE Adx A4
.822 RIE g},

Bieri(1955)% #& Kiksl was) £ «, o] =3
e B #HEE FHo2y Al FEE Fa gl
o} Al 41 wEvkE Aol xq MREL @

Hgoie-& $481x ¢n=, Bieris} Blacker(1956)%&
BE AN e EAAE satdch. a8, MK
& € 4N gdad MRS E] ANE
AR E2A AREgeR Mg AL 471
= Aolel WMRESS Hulg 2o n EHRHA
X% old AslE 5 es FYY ML ES o
A ARgo e AEm FAE(d, FYJE)d] <
7ke] AelutelelE & s B3 FadA g A
ol =t

o] Kk i EAlAL AL wolst Ao W
A4 g BRE 448 ¢ ke Aol =g, 5
FTHLE AR o MRMEEY BAUYL Aoz AA
o] & +E givhE Aolch o¥ FAAEL sz
e v e AL dEIEEE wAsld o8
MEEEAES Ui 2RE dede Holoh

3. Bierio| ®|#9| ik (Bieri, Atkins, Briar,
Leamons} Tripodi, 1966; Tripodi®} Bieri,
1963; B, 1977)

dbd o2 o] Fikdl Ay, 1008 MRELo g
ol AFs @, o] MEMA A A4 109
8 YV EES FESE v 423, AEL 64
E (43414 —37k=lo]H 0] Gel)z s, Ba
HEEe Y E 2 FELE A4 & d8q
Fell A 5 MRES TEol Sgow +1iE 23
HE FEES 04 £0 1000y ¥ BE vm
3 4599 slazk S, & sladd HAAeE 10
Holn H4A4E ofolvt. aslzz, & Suxs
g e AdASE 450tk o] AL ¢4
7t B wEE A0t Ao A4 2445, 2 A
d¢ d 2R AR S, Bawe= W Hagk 4
olet, Azt veow BWames B4g Agels)h A
F7t Bk T HEAP AT BEE HZEe ¢
A &, SRTMHOT MRt Aolr).

of Hike YA dYAEEE BFEE XES
+ AFH el AAA Sl A AEg Hikd oz
o}, Tripodi®} Bieri(1963)% thgsl 2.& AT 24 #
B2 SR A AFs T+ HEE A Fsidn
R eksich 1699 APAelA 570¢] ERESS &
EH Wz, 5704 BRELL AT Tt Ba W
#iE A+t E MY <, Tripodis} Bieri(1963)
= B HEE ATEEd WK%Y olsl go&d
wAsge 27, 2ES 453 #RESS AT
MRS Mo FR%T o4t gd-¢ wAsg
cH(rho=,50, P<.05). AlF5 o1 WAL E 5=



o B HEE e BREFRSE AME A4z 2
o Egeh(rho=.86, P<.001). HE5 HREAI
Ax A A4+ gk (rho=.76, P<,001). Tr.
ipodi¢} Bieri= “Rep Gridel|4 X3 HRiELSE A
fohe Aol BRAR $4% wimel, o] AdE g
THHLR ATE = BREEE By HEEs: =
At o iy MRESES vizd & Jd&E B
el z A B g eb(Tripodisl Bieri, 1963, p.26).
o] JiikelA ARy Affel % Whn gk Ao
24 gtave BRESEY ‘T & ki 2

o8 Fm, ¥ BRELNA ‘Emes HFEstzn
Re AFA} txatE AgEA Goesd o Hx

Aol HgguAE 2a& 28, oldd SIgxE
Ae FAEA RS RITF| H4EkA gL A
L2 Age] e, 3 BWRE AN A “Eme”FE]
HgE HRESYANAE ‘AR TES sl Ae
bEskrl = sk Aelv

ER, 03 AH4g ReA 5o S¥as kiSE ¥
FotA kg 9§ RshE Aelvh, o] EAl: Tripod
ot Bieri(1963)9] AFd 574 WMEMEES = #
S Ed = el T8k ggond, A
Fde A3 g Ao,

6MREE A8std Aag HE IHFgo
Bieris (1966) ¢ »| (meaning) # & v] Al 2 (meani-
ngfulness)oi ol gt ] B4 2 F& AAsdch 42
=d, 7 e ERES] L3 ddas vlasixa
s Al QA EE AT 2715 da2A Bed
e AL, o] F HRES JEdes: o g
(meaning) & A3k AEIFEe] W T84
(meaningfulness)oll A& }2chs Aolr}, o] A &
B3 s A T SRESS YA aa) syen—
-4 &% (adjusted-maladjusted)” =+ ‘it g
t}it (decisive-indecisive)”, slg=}: “dox”g 3
F& el 2R LIRS LY Fglon, wnxe
27 AT Foll “RE L ALY 4 gl o
= E(meaning) R4 8 #@AZE Jelch, i,
“AeI AL (29 302 o FE)IL “UIy
SR (15 22 W ge] FE e o Suide
2 AEETE deh ola Suldq FEAAY 2R

2 ko3 o o2

28

Ho

4 w] Al A (meaningfulness) sl 4 &) £ RE Jely
Z o]t} (Bonarius, 1970; Cromwells} Caldwell, 19
625 Kelly, 1955; Landfeld, 1965; Mitsos, 1961). o]
AL 9] (meaning)$} ¢ w) 4] 23 (meaningfulness) &
Foll A #RIF dehtbE AS Bek st dow mm
7b vhe A zke] Belvh, =z, Tripodis: Bieri(196

e FEY Figk AHEAS AEd o] F Ay &
ol W B HME W4E Uz, A4 o K
oz & B 2t 39 e g @A sigol

4. Crockett(1965)2] Hi%

of HdAdAE, sgateA 83 dgYFL
FrEs WA sta, 72 QFd este] 387 et
E FE3 &4 st ZitstAl gek HeE e o &
71 gl A AHER AR oL HARE BRELSY K
olet. Crockett(1965)8 o] Hi:e) MA-FHE AH
E Agst 958t Bmsigcoh,

2, o] FkdlA g §EalEe] Az ohE w
AR ALsgEAE AXYsA] Lo r A4 o &
e A #FA 5 Bieris} Blacker(1956)¢ BT @i
B el Aol 22 MRS AENE L Sl @
< Z#hgo] vk Crockett(1965)-2 th-g&3k zre} 7+
Agteny of FTANEL adm gl &, 4
TRl B RS TS B dEAS YUY MK
e 2t Aze xR Ae] glrt 28z o
g o] Hikel #¥AY Ha HLES P Ioin
ZFFE = e (p.51). e o] e egER
4 o1 FAH Y EitFA A s 5] =
4t

5 E#@7 IR (Average Match between Rows)

Adams-Webber(1969)+ 22X22 Rep Gridg <}-23}
of, 4 444 2E JE Yl vy, YA 9
e Addsle @i #EH A4E Tido, o
e sldAst vz “Bhpmes ey AL o)
g7led, ol JEAs} Griddl 4 QESE W
e vl A9 e B4 s BEEATS BEs
A€ Auet. ¢ FAR ATH Wee Y=ot
slaA ‘Baime e AR AL slesl e, ok g
Azt SEYEES £FEE W BEELES Ty
ghed #gsle A& 9w e},

Adams-Webber(1969) 7t =1 J & ulo} zbo], o] FHy:
< BA HEES 2Fste LY HuhEs vz
= Alabe] Eolg AL SR ek zE W, HY
Aol 7l Aol AFUER o WRELSY L
32 o4 AAUPG FH 27 A Fe) FAYL Ax
o vk, = AE AR BAA o Fd seHe
2 TEY BMREBAEY TEon AY "9 x &
gz gdut Y@, F2 AR Y HF A g

e BRE BattAEds A9E 4 ke

he
ok AsHere, vmd YL F oA HEE

wh



ATY (oY Bayes Be)d 23aE sjgsn
2 = g3, 2k e SREETIE 24 4+
= e, e ANy BRESEE =t 0
AE €+ JdE AelckClay Bages 33,

6. Landfieldo| 7jgXoz &Y NRMKE
(FIC) ##%(Landfield, Denforth 3 Baugh,
1968; Landfield, 1971)

o] Hkel A& 15X15 Rep Gridg 41435,
SYAz 4 HREEE 29 Wtk dEQEEE
FEYE A, sldE 12 FEMRELY 4F F4
24%E 0, 28 HA(WREKLY 2E8F S
L% ulEh), N2 BF (2 49QEd o9
BEESE 457 4&% A9e), aeln o=
AE (2 98 E deAe Fdan ¢x Zge
&=} ) 8k ok

FIC (Functionally Independent Construction)? 4~
€ UYL EEE axsle] 98¢ MEEEEY EU
ot ZRE oaslted Al o= 5 49§ v
I & BEES e 29 Egy RAE F KAk
Al B Lol 22 FeRl ARUEY £E 404 A
Ach WRES iy e Af RAE T KT
At Tl vt 22 FES v o kTN E 24 12
AES = TAEY FE Ao A AAP). T #HR
B4 2isie] e FEoR AYHE = F XE
AdlA ZF Noju 72 #ER d¢UEY 4% 4
A4 APgcl, FEANASFE . EW A4 =2x
o A ATd Hdxzn, A det 2A3H
o AdssA A4r 1249 20 Aol (FH5E 153 ol
A), T RRESL M FHeE FEE A(FHEH)LE
fiyet Ao

aela ¢ obf Gride 34N 4 gz, FA4Mde
2A G EAER AEHA 2 obg FICH S Al 443H4
o, ®3§}, F54)9 A9 (the mutual exclusion score)
7F 7614 97hx) WSl A dewd FAAEE 12014
13743] ESok sta, 2 Helx Efy A A<}
GHRAA T Alolst 2118 vEE HA e $EA
HES gokiteln Jaldct Ayaos SPAQ
BR#EAFIC)& “§ #W#sT B3 Rep Gridel4 &
T 27 el REEA Y Al Kas E#d
t}(Landfield, 1971, p.58). A& ¥4, 15M¢ FA4A
d FRA, 57 A7 B TANEGES RAC @
z(Z 134), 547 42gds 2z JEANYESE I
A7t gz (1), = e 4Eddden o A E
s FA 7 e (&), zelz vezA Eeol Az A

el o 2E REFE gue] ¢iok 1)z ARE
shel, o] T dFEe W FIC A4E= 84(5+1+1
+1)o] Heh YN EEA A FICHS(FIC)E &
AgtA AgE e, AdASF (FIC)E % 49
WA F, FIC,=FICA+FIC,o|v}. 4Zgux &
A4, 4 BRELL RE 98 BRKSS =4 g
Weciol b AL ohich AR BH, WHRES 10
MRS 29 A7 3 WRES 271 WRES 33
AL glekwd, ol E A4 RET& MREE 19 33 I
Aol Agige] & ke ARl

Landfield(1971)€ E¥3 ¢ #E(?7)3 Al @
2 AMNE FYsA AFT F AR ol /g BT
(D 34 2edaFn, (2) o' #Ee] “Eu
WEIREE E3A 2498 AL obd” A A v
d Fol et s ch(p.62~63), 28}, ¢l & BHE
o] “Az BB KA 9% Ax geksE A Q
Halok geb"n 814l = (p. 63).

234, ¢ FICHEE MRS SIies 4 3
ATt WEESEY A4S FEEF L Rt
Baugh(1968)& £3-& =& 4 HH S
etielz stgitt

7. Harvey(1963)2| Xx}7|%|H (self-systems) %

A A gt AdTEY AEGEA4 2 o)
2 sielo] Tzl 4 —3 44 (concreteness-abstractness)
& A# Ml Barlsol FF39w. Barvey
(1963) o1& AA 14 AA 4742 gofstgdet.
A A 1(System 1)& 7} F& 344 508 B
AAA =, BFAgl A7 ole] AFHA  fest A
9 =x gleh. MA 2(System 2)& k7 o] 2abae)
o 2k d4bd qElAe aer W YA,
&, Qs BES Aqle] YA EAF e A
L2 FRl, A 3 (System 3)& F440] A ¥
27 el Edl wF FH5As EAE P Al
v}, 2¥a, slAl 4(System 4)E AR Ao,
ARE st EANAE s ee, Aolst el
AdEE Yvigda %= AAE FANAE AoE
ARt

ol % AlAlE FAHA A YA H34 &
Hold, o] AYES 2AHeE 4 7HH A @zt
434 5lo] Fvh(Harvey, 1963). o] HiEE 7lde] %k
TEE FUE ¢ U7 Ao ol A= S AAE
uk gtebe o] glelok dhe, BgEE AlAl A4
ot Z2E" 483 el € Aol (Leitner
%, 1976).



8. Smithel Leach(1972)2] fIH =Wy (hierarchi-
cal method)

ol FikelAde 13XI13(I3MRIES X 139 €41E)
Rep Grid® A183lglon, #E#LL g aiy
FE Wgleh SEAE (08 T 2014 —27}
A2 BREEE 139 T EE BgaiA] 519 B
AlZet R 13X13 AR (s T, 35
e dEUEA 28 PRE)e] AusYEd, 2 =

L Gridde] BE S5 d 9945 (FAMNY B
A R)Abel, B FRRE (GLIEEY b A)
Abotell AlALE A E4Re] o FEol ek, A =
e HEHEY & 9o

Smiths} Leach(1972)%& “Za #HEHL wies -
A5 FFA 4E3HAY 55} ohe) FANY
AAE 544 T2E ns okt ¥t stk
ol &A1& Kelley(1955)¢] wheld A< d MEK#ES A
A fAdez 2456 ot 714 god A
2 4 2o} (Smiths} Leach, 1972). =#4], Johnson
(1967) 2] #4547 (cluster analysis)& A}&sted g
L A En, TAMGE] A Fexe] Qu
Ao g AY BAE AFe F3 9wk Smith
#t Leach(1972)& 2 thgol T4 M daA2 Az
A BAamez e AdAldA4 1o Raw
2.2 53 SPAAAA v S o€ Aoletx A4
£ ARk 204 HA4 298 % A B #E
-2 Harvey(1963)¢] “This I Believe(TIB)” ¥l 2 &
48] 24 (abstractness).e. & 2 FHFE4 3, ""E%JB*J"
2 2<% J8A= T4 4 (concreteness) 0. & I
et o] HEe HAld EH¢e Fxsm Rep Grid
TEHE AbEsted dgd AHE god Tuge
7HedE AYstn g wuel, 9w (meaning)¥ &
] 4144 (meaningfulness) ] 742 qdolx] S
A FEAE Fa&ANT Qo (LeitnerE, 1976).
Smith¢} Leach(1972)% 2%9¢ %% 3} Bierig) 23 &
HA7F A=z shgeh o] HEEY Av4de olg FY
A AFE 77 o W esie)

9. M®W 2 (ordination) =% gid (Landfields)
Barr, 1975)

o] FEell A MERMEAEL Rep Grid (FICW4] )o)
A delZa, BRERY 2 KTe 13WYE G2 T
of Ak (—6alAHE 0c] Yz +677). Leitners
(1976)2 & 4bgte] dvbut om)glAl 29 WRELS
& ohE AgtellAl FgstER, Fol MREA I

ol AgEg ol9A AFstxm Ad (orders)g w7
A F357] ANA AYapBAAl It 4 (extre-
mity dimensions)l X WREEAEE 4-4s1A 29t

HEAELE vz FE=ola] 154 WRES 2]
998 YT 244 FEslgdeh 0FHB)FEL
“o] MRS ALEA g 2L U oL A
HEg A48 H4AE 4 Qo el 14
Al 67R 8 FEL Folal TAAE 2E Fo] Bgs
of BELD 4% = E Jebl o], 62 2 Frnieln),

Ao &} (ordination) 4 &3l zbo] Qo) : &
AHghe] Feolxl TAA IS HEHE £ BE 33
2] $8, 7Y ST FFe] 44" 4 Yz A
o {f (absolute values)r} 13%# ol Zolzlth(o,1,
2,3,4,5,6). webA, ¥ Alghe] g} BEE 1o]u
3o.2xk WERT F fEuk 4453 g& Aol
HYzzt FANGEE GE AARoA grbt % e
B AE FA5h0] YA, Leitners (1976)-& 5% =}
o TN 4ol Advhd gex, AgELE vy
T o2 FEIE NE Gotrdzm s

olAE& FAslr] e o1 EL B (Difference) 4
€ AH83tgel. &, Folal 2z A (The highest
rating) # 7] F¢1x] 24 A (The lowest rating).
& £, Johne] o} A4 12 #Estn, $4g
T 1B, o}FE 32® FESNH g, A4gE 48
#AESY et sbgd Johne] “F m—2 A (Hi—Lo)” &
FE 4-12 5] 3ol

43 +F B Hi—Lofl4& AXslzn o Hel,
O AEL A4 WM ¢ Aal A3 A< (total
ordination score)& T3lr] Hsf FalAcl, 22 3
I A7 7olm Hi—Lodl 2z A7) 6o)s, Taly
2 g 044 4274A ol vk, ol E 1570 A ReRcE
& A493l H<E(Ordination score)L . thgd] %O,
Ordination for construct)” A 4% 2183l 2s) =
TOo B vy o],

FE Kk 154 BEELES 23std TEs
€ 4 9EUE(ER) A Ads A48 5] 9
# gk 10 848 A o) A AL
A& “O, (Ordination for people)” M4 A&
B 8 BFes v 0.8 0,% a4
A Adg A, “0,"5 FoiA ®t 0,
0,9 7Hd 171 0ol A 427hR10)5] Wl Bell, O, 7t
THHE vl A 04 847b%) o] e},

A8 A&HA AL 4l IFEq =& 38 B
A BEL 2 H8 ZH el =gt o
L B RESFT) BEHARE 1048 2 791 o]+
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AA HEHAGAY, AR 150 WEESE F 1A
MBS ol Aol o] Hd O, 2k 04 Hho
2 ¥ Ale o ; Johne § BF MR#EA 20t
FEstn & A4gdA 1,5 % 68 #Eg stqd
R o gAY BRe] 34 HAg slgch, 29 0,
+ 4X5=2031v¥ A LQer @A 100k ¥
a7t vl S e s PEIdPE 132 o % gust
getE Ag P & BREae] o Idq A
+E A&TE, 2 BRELL 0% 4T delz
I 34 ek Leitner¥ (1976)& oleldt Ad3 4]
Ay AYEY Y5 ddsk] 38 oJgA FICH
+(Lanfield, 1971)$} %9 4 &8 =Ystgd .

HEYL Bo #g#tE $49¢ sasts +5e 977}
el gtesd, dupg o= of AFEL W Eel WA
b g8 2xndta vk o] HAAAE B HEH
+ Ay g g AQetex, Ade O
#akx B4 o slQstex] ¢eA A gk, Vannoy
(1965)4] Q¥+ b4 wol Q&= By Bk
g HAY FAEE vask: o Felcl. Vannoy
(1965)& B4 BN YL SR TMol Aojgr W
HE Aolg 34 Ao ddn A4HFEe FAE W
Foich 5, Ba WESL vz $e 44 594
QA AEILE TAST & Aclzln 24 BE #
B 2A S g BHSHA S o) o] AEsgct
Vannoy+ B4 #Etke dibH el %% (general trait)
o] etielm AExglel. 23k Vannoys] AEAE
FAAL A dol ot By @ik By 3
Wy BFE obEx ggtthe Aelvl. Vannoy: #a
B oo RAHR 2000 FAHREE HAAA a
Q243td . Aelvk. Adams-Webber(1970)= 4
HHES =g 24 Gridd sl AdE 2gted,
A5 el EiiEE Tl B MM =g
e &4 Fe] $4=x g3 dpdd F4¢) ohde
2 ¥ Fe g9 Ao =4, FEH #o g
ERE Fepdvke AL Vannoy(1965)7F AR o]
F3Fol b4 Ba #HEE BE=A o] = E
o5 o8¢ +5 & Aolvh. 28 3 Vannoy(1965)
t B s 293y L85y EESH
gk Eas) el Eelw Aozt o] EAF 4
ol HARASE B Wi As: WEEe
FoAA € 4= Yot Leitnery(1976)¢ Slanest
Barrow (1974)¢] @40 #EEM 33 Ed Y 474
Fol A g £33 das £eE FPojety 53
sHgleh, Aol ® F 71A 4A Qs & &ue] g
vt &, BRESEC] o 9A "AHA HAdA st

df f¢ A% AFdFE A BRELE o9
EEEHY REVLE VledFE Y F M0 dd
(Fransella$} Bannister, 1977,p. 62).

P W€ 48t + &2 YyYEe sloH,
o] FYER dvlE A3l E AR JAs g
Aolel, 2 HolH =4 EAREE ¥
ol AL olald + gdv Aol RBam MMHE Hdg
A5 248w o] BHew R{HE o] B F
EEol aTs . =g, B S AEE 27
#HshE ol A4 uyl Bl A E B WEHNS 3
A 4 ook dE Aolvh. a2 olEF [
HEES gRdE 2T5ta B EMEL TgE o
B4 A ES vase] sted we U AYPAHQ
77t el gtet.

. 25 WMt 2ofe| 23y 378

B W) BT WEE WA, BAME,
A4¥A, A, #E, A8, F4Ade § A 59
€ T TS AfT e olH T ARA
ATEE Lol B2 HEN 2= o

1. ol F#A (Predictive Accuracy)

Ba HEKE #ae ALY AU AT A, Bieri
(1955) & dnbdQl 448y 434 doig F¢ obF
= A A Ba @RS QYA AJoldlE HE
R B8 A7 fleod, Ban wEERS FI54
(assimilative projection)Alolel= H#SkT A/ I
A7 At vl ddABAY 7Y 4 A
+ Bawes 4% JYAs Bunes ded #
Bgol #sh, A=k el E 7o ZRE ddisie
£ o A, A4S bz Eilkg  delste
He o A gon, aelz o E It o4
AE dladdtzlzt o ofel g Abgholzla Vel Qe

Bieri(1955)%} Leventhal(1957)& 25 Bamge s
E3g HehAbE (complex judges) AgHEzH R
o] AAAA dbgstbe Aol glx, Aol Tamwe
E gt¢gt BedatE (simple judges)& LS A=
ol A Hkbgshe Aol d-&& WA Adams-
Webber (1969) & Zmive 2 B33 Hxl=lEol B
e 2 =t dAxbgrc el 59 EARN BRI
S 38 o o Aggsics A4 LA

a8}, Leventhal(1957)& “AJ B¢ oo A4
(the total number of correct predictions)el]A 4
fyo 2 wlsgt dukxlel Bawe s {43 HctAzt
o 2871 A ¢§-8"¢ wAsgcl. Adams-Webber
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(1969 = 94 Ty WK oA A Aojdl HE
RE FA S getn 2askgct.
Crockett(1965)-& Wa.e B l""‘J‘i‘l‘ 9] ’ﬂﬂ"ﬁ"l S

e ¥ AHAE v, (a) 2Eel FAY
A4 BE AT el E Bi g3 ddsd,

® BelEg 2F A4 d Fsiee AL A
T glehe Aol FushA gaActn AEA G kg
o i HEHL el B YF& FHeA dlodsle
83 A7 gdole Bierid] M43 A4l A
E A9 ukA] e Agd. Kelleyd] 2dst =23
o2 FHe] g& g Bierid] sh4ol il =Ast
1 354 g A ok dhe Aelrh

B HEHES AATY-EL oHF T4, Bierig
(1966)-2 F4n Wzl *l-i A dd A g =] A&
£+ 3] ‘%n‘ﬂ T dsivh ol & “Ramyer 53g
AL Eo] Al3]d B34 5’4"’4?5}1: H ohekA & g4 e
W, dtd o] Bae R T BoiAEL A5y 3

A TFHHe AL mBslH sz, 83 2FL He
e d AR FdA-g Fxetd g w sl

%, Honess(1976)% “Rsnives v B3¢ <
(Bieri®] &, 1966)°) At31d AN FEA F
A4 W g ete stde] Ay FekAl 2 A =g

Ha gk ae x Aeld WA MM 3359
A EREE v o4 AETRee AL oA 7
|71F RES 9 Ao Edgn stged,
A BADENA Aol Ahdse ¢ " ‘Ba
HEE 3 E 152 Uyl BAOMRE S48 F
Holets &4+ gvtx stdch.

Shrauger(1967) & B4 HEAS ZES o @B
ERe A QEAE AFes] 8 QAFAAH
% T84t E3g A< (complex individual)g)
S 4ed d4e 29 Fo8 gl A @A
AE 5 Ak, BAKLE BT AHQLE =4 g
B FAE Fl g0l dne FEH A 2 B
< FE¢ ¥z ¥ 4 v} Shrauger (1967)= %
Aol o g ghHd F9E sgdvkE A4
£ AAATFE LA AL A2 wAR) Eshgcl.
a8, 2% e FE YT FEEY ) FEsk
& A dvbe AL wASAE. 294, Shrauger
(1967) = Rayez B Age] 4% o 4=l
QAL Y 9 BAEANA o Be FE2L sl T
Higye 2 Ealgk ¢l (complex individual)sl ]l 8}
= Aoleta A B¢l

B adTEe] ey AUz & g g
D%—r%i“']- Ry e 2 skt slgaEe] Fuge] &

7hgel web dld g Hge] AL o wol 4w, =
o2 B4 AYAEL J4e ¥ AFANGE o
T (Mayog} Crockett, 1964)7} glom, ola] ujal &
TR 27 =299 o Bames THg s@atgo)
R R bt SHAER 9 4be o wo] Wi
AldEE WA dTE Yet(Crockett, 19659 Scott,
1962 Aelg). A 4WsE i 78 1-e Fely
e 4AL 2o Aol HE QAHIE W
R B3t EAEN degt SRS Aold %
£7} glo}= T Eo| e (Crockett, 19658 Leventhalsh
Singer A4 §: z=)3 Supnick, 1964). m& o] o}
T THA7 £, AL Honess(1976)7F wgu 2, ol &
ATlA AHgE A2 BE HERES nAsts Ao
ATAAEE BB e 6 280 Hx giche
Atdeleh. ek e BaBR SR ¥
#Al 914 &g (hierarchical integration)o}4 & A=
e o TF7t W gslel

2. HEUIE®W2| M(Valance of Figures)

s+ AEIEEY H(valance)ol 3 Bén W
Mk WREL (a) 3974 (avoidance hypothesis) 3}t
(b) 73 A 7}4 (vigilance hypothesis) 2 o] FolHch, 3
#1744 (Crockett, 19652) Supnick, 1964 @el&)2, I
8 L2 5ol ulgt Wi HEEe) A JESd He
HOEEERC o U (EM AEEL W SA7),
Hokatd EWEEL A dA g fm QBe
398ty W Eolvta Fagkeh. BR(1977, 1982)¢ W
A Bt 2=k AstE dglen, She
epherd(1972) % Sappenfields} Fisher(1977)5 zhe

AE Bushgleh ol& EMSl 1 Ee] deldE o
FIA MBSk, el Al AEeA AL A
ASA sty Rl Ao slde] meh T,

A
ol & Hkdl A= WRES:
F35= gx Yot
& Millers} Bieri(1965)% 7 Al 7}4 (vigilance) &
AA g A3E APQEH, o5& H LAY FAAAA
Ak 29 43 d A4 fmeln dYe T
JEES H F‘émﬁl-ﬂl GAEA Ak Aobz FAeY o},
debd G AEES ol “AA (vigilant) s Do
st k. M111er-ﬂ~ Bieri(1965)+= =g =-E¢] AW QF
oA ol FamstAl 5eA B4 WAk et Irwin,
Tripodi ¥ Bieri(1967) & A A 744 =8l A8
%i{tﬂ LA A EEe] T84 = ARG T
RV FEWEA | SeEgdes dasd
:L?d_rﬂ, Shepherd(1972) & “=} %=¢l a7t 714

KBS A 5AL ERE

— 103 —



(pollyanna hypothesis)'di4|, M AFL Hrixee
FHA4 ol E Wrides XPAq et o @
o] Aghie el slvtm #glch. 2@l A, Shepard
(1972} ERy Q&% it Bl WM A4 B
JLEEA o Ba e A9 Aoy §r44 F
Aoz JdEEd BRE Aul Jebiel, 84 &
Aoz sy EMAEEs ARNdEEDRA S
+4n g Aol 7t gty RwsHct. Millers): Bie-
ri(1965)= LAl BH6A Fmw 9 ANUEE
ol W& Bt R ¢ Aol dvkm #He & Ed,
AAAANE EAE doF 9 Aolsl, Baldwin(197
2) % Shepherd(1972)$} #4l4t Asg WA

3. #E, U3, =& G YY1 (conflict, stress,
adjustment, and psychopathology)

Tripodi®t Bieri(1966)+ By e 2 ol B34 MR
+ Bagye s vl 23 #REs AdT2E v o)
AR, FEPEE 9% Jreg T2E o gol
A4 Holela YAstgel. el A o] BL& Basyos
34 M)A B Udd s¥xiEro
AL E gt ol ksl (TAT) A #A ZEF4S
ol vebdvla vanstgsl, =4, Wames Bxq
AEH5E e oPAEe] v ELEYRE U
B A el FFARE AdelE o vz o g4l
Aolzte ZAE WA, Bamwes Barst Aelo)
HALRBAA vhekdl & @4 3v(Bieri, 1961)& 74
€ drd, 2333 Mol FFFAE o wol gAg
e 49E sHeEhAl e 2Ed S Ske
A Al el ¢ 347} Fck: Pannister(1963,1970)¢] 4t
A4 zdgvd, 44 FgE 4 medsier € A
o]},

Ba H3EHs 74 (stress) & o1& A2 2%, Miller
(1968)7} % A4 el Sl MYAEe B AF
el gl BMEERC FR%SA o Egsdd
= A& dAsgde. ool 9 AYH WHEe] o
£TF7 et

B gkl A3y 8¢ oLE AonE, ®A9
0] Baer EA¢ sYAE BaMes deg
@zt wid o E AgEAA o & fLo] HH A
o] & el A% BH gk a8y o] Hike
AE A BEY € HEFcE fled, F9 A
2 A 477 Radtel, BRO182)L =Y B
ks AEBEEE oE d T4, Baves ¥
¢ AdE HEMHEE Wol 3 AHAAZ o F
+ Aojele & AEAA e, Bases $3eg

YA Barmes Je¢ ARy 484 anx
& (social desirability level)o] & & o] o #)4ln}
HEREE wel Ut A4 Hddsgd. o Ba
ez 3¢ AY4E Bade s e gala
v} wbebEel e A XE FastA oEe o] gled
(Brysons} Driver, 1972), e}sl-g o & H & Hxt
Bl A dFe]l glel(Leventhal, 1957)& Fale] ¥l 3o
+ 4, Bamer g¢dt, zola A4 44
A #RE MolA g€ SgEAS b FHQlEd
o8 ATEEH-E DA stg& Aozl Ado] A5
At o] WEE BT St HEeE zoidle Hikel
Hase, 2247082 A FAT HEBHE +5&
ALgSA A ARE 24X Hikel Hasd
=,
$e WREe] Ba WS MEAEesy I
% vk5¢lcl, Bannisters} Fransella(1967)& E#M
B KR 232} (thought-disordered schizophrenic-
Bt A E o|R, Yol g MRES B
FE Az 2ustgel. &, Rep Gridel4] F#fE
B R SEAe S on, £, ¢ BE
(intensity) g <=8} ¢& < x14 (consistency) 5§ ¥
shg& wHs 9}, Mopherson® (1973)% & A
E wAslg sl Radley(1974) = 4 HBEHED B
g 2% =} (non-thought disordered schizophrenics)
v EE MBS E] 152 AR AEYelsd e
MREAAAE AX o, vl BEED W
94 &3 =} (thought disordered schizophrenics)® v} -§
8HAl ol =L M (intensity) E 992y FEEA
2ot K5 o de BEAUNE Bold] oE
oletm Fastglel, ulA, FEEHE HWEdSR
g2 Makhlouf-Norris§(1970)8] -8olql  “sied Al
A (monolithic)” (#3514 $L)ERE ZE ALE
2 = stz #g . Makholouf-NorrisE (1970)-&
=Y EEAYTEE oA T4 (linkage cluster)2
AEEE Folvk 2 o4 vay SYPAQ T
(cluster) 2.8 T4 sl¢] *2a = o (articulated) g 0.5,
ZFutaql A TEE FAse] A o (non-arti-
culated) ¥ H o8 ‘w}<dalA (monolithic)’elz 8¢
b 2 A, o] EL FUAASRAY EMAKN R
A ANA =Y A A (monolithic)'e) Y T=7} &
A5t n 2astgdel. Kelley(1961): o] A8 o
€3 o]l Agdfed; F, £4%5%=(schizoid
persons) = 834 55 (complex repertory)-§ 7}x v}t
2%9 MREAS AZ PAE A HFEE Ay
¥ F(range of convenience)§ A4 %3 9lri(Adams.

- 104 —



Webber, 1979).

Reker(1974)¢ AMAd ez Ealg 4 €0 Ba &
o] vl ¥g¢ Rmdgicl. Hayden® (19772 3
74 A4 E TAAYY 238 Ay §34 o
e dodAgAL WAL fAs) Qv vasiy
v}, Hayden¥ (1977)¢] = A& wupe} o] “fFRe &
7Zo] MRE 2 sl A W45 fAs vt 3t
W, Al AdTEY AL AN dejue
FEAE EZ Gl FAA U& Aelwt.”

4. ZCH{Group)

Avkel T Whn BH#EE HEEL JEHoE AHuT
AY9E £t ¥ (leader)] T Ml KW 7k
& A g Ao gk,

Mitchell(1972) Scott®] B4 HEHZA L A&
3o, Baper Ba¢ Hvs}t d& 4K Baw
o2 e Uust g £BEY FA P4 §Y
A o 2 el As wAsRgd. =29, 2L B8
HM A8 71R EvlEel vl BAlAelm el
Aget. zElz, =& WA HEE A4 sl =d
€Y ¥FL W B HESS A Y ERg A
gk Al A v WHSdA g Ao mEs gt
¥ Aol we Aol Stager(1967)9 Kenndy(1971)E
E5 B s A9 ART A4 e
WA s g e}

Baldwin(1972)-&- Bieri(1955)9] 41 #H#: =8
Abgste] BRAn BN Kol AAAE (414, et
ol it A, S Hegsle ARg Az
T W zRoU)E AYea, oY AEY 4=

A WstE A b F4¢ fEE vwaSse g
+& A

5. fE¥% B2l (Personality Variaktles)

A #HENe =¥ & AaBEdES RAYA
v}, Brysonz} Driver(1972)& Bawe s Exdlz i
FIEQL Abge] ol wled HME STsln, Rame
E gedta RRKel Aol o AT WEe %—‘T"
Toln Badgch, =%, Ramer Eislw
B9l A=l skl AEssel sk 7y 54 ﬁ'l
B EHEE T astgdo. Agdes v,
Bapo 2 Z34 Abge] o E3g wRe F7¢
A e o] AEE ol WY KAEE Vvl Fz
1=}t Brysonsl Driver(1972)& 2 & o] 424 i
ez B Ahghg dlelEol: ARE HmslAl o
FE Aol 87l W Feleln #glc), Starbirde} Bils

ler(1976) 222 S94dqQ Ag =x
Rames o Jase, | Exidon
o] Ao R HAsgL¢ wAsig).

Wilkips, Epting % Van de Riet(1972)% Zinfoo.
2 %3 MNQEL Byrne(1964)¢] Repression-Sensi-
tizationRE A mlzg Aoz AA5E Hye) g
& was gt Bernadin, Cardy ® Carlyle(1982)
© BH SRS FEES Aold 44ng wAE
AR ZagE, ol WRESS AL 9
A7 G Aela g 8L, Fag AL BT
A OBRES A B4 (trait)o] Tl B 3
LYAE B2 4ol B4 BHEES £4) (schema)
FFgelztn shgivh. BE #EHS RN As Ba
%’q‘% ol 1 ke Fge ¥4 s 1
Hile Aol Fag Aolel,

6. BB MMy 72| QUHIB (Generality of
Cognitive Complexity)

Crockett(1965)2 7Hglo] B Folel] Ado] B& 4
= B #EE ATE 37144 Acldly FAsg
oo Zx EBRlEd ¥ WYt Za HEs Qg
o FRAx, BBHEEC] EllEL FlEdE ¥ AL
'fil MEBEE Y84 E 2olE 345 vz slge

HYA7L AF A58A AHE AFES g o

1 TAMEL B384 Ha, 2¥x 9L 424 o
AL ¥R gfE Ao g}, oo whal
A, Miller(1669)E @it & A% AYAEL g}
A gt v v Be WEE Agdxu, sun
o Aol R AW Fue g% Ay g g
€ WAA etz 8o o] iy QuneE 48
“Rl"’]--

o MBS dUHE FA5E ATFERE Fieri
8} Elacker(1956), Epting(1972), Trijccis} Eieri(19
63)% ] ek o we ATVt WasAu, wa s
el duigg Bolm glot shuie gwiEA
(general trait)e] ehuje} “BA B4 HWEH o= 3
3ok qeb(Epting, 1972) A7 g5 ¢ o).

4= gl
g g

Koo

Ban WEES 4 gL dolT HEES 4o
g o] BA ZAL o] Fob¥ oldss oA =iy
o 2BER o] o} TS BAL MRS
B3 (rersonal construct theory) Kol Agxq #
%ot FA45 vrln AT HEHE nool ¥
Aok,
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BRIEW. RamRH s iteasEests) W
. Adgdgda A3 4489 FF=F. 1977

RIE®E. AXT4a FF4del A7 =2 v AE
F3 HEsn ARE=S 109, 1982, 39-61.

Adams-Webber, J. Cognitive complexity and
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Adams-Webber, J. Actual structure and poten-
tial chaos. In D. Bannister(Ed.), Persepec-
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Cognitive Complexity within the personaal
Construct Theory

Chong-nak Son

Abstract

This study is primarily concerned with ana-
lyzing the most commonly used measures and
its empirical findings of cognitive complexity,
The first of these measures was used by Bieri
(1955), in which he called “cognitive complex-
ity.” Bieri’s measure was obtained from resgo-
nses to the Role Construct Repertory Test (RC-
RT) or Rep Grid devised by G.A. Kelley(1955).
Unfortunately, due to both methodological lim-

itations and the current lack of an underlying
theoretical framework in which to place the
data, research in this field is filled with contr-
adictions,

With respect to my own research (Son, 1977,
1982), I felt that the method was not tapping
completely to understand the meaning of con-
ceptual organization., It is necessary to measu-
re both cognitive differentiation and cognitive
integration.

By considering the Personal Construct Theory
of G.A. Kelley(1955), the most commonly used
measures and the empirical findings of cognitive
complexity was analyzed,

A dual use of measures of both Differentiati-
on and Integration is required,
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