fUBRRY Do) ol 3k 3k H%E

FOE R

Al g LE

BgEEE 2539 F 35340
+ EfR & BIEd %’ﬁﬂ’?ﬁiﬁ;ﬁ FEFRR S Hratr)

A md e B3 8199

B ke A3 ?5} nd
ﬁfﬂﬂ?ﬁx o] Mo FEHEEm A o WRBH:IL
FiokdEd AA glel BF H‘-‘AUEQ%% B
WRES F71% vaeH,

AR MENREAERA oY KHE KR 5o

| Aol A itk S
BRAERREEEZ A olv] A" ERAT
ob-2] A £3gl et
g A PR el
WRPIEEE R o) A AT BRI ok FeAd Aoz

s BB

BIBF

A d
setel wiariBREESL SoEELE % 259

A 59 HHEERAREY] R 48 K
TESE FBAA B AT
oA AUREEE S R o AE

Bolon, EERAL] EHI5E
vhebst

ch. w2k BHBRESL LA ENTES WA E Bandura 9 Walters ¢ 248 2 A whe il 1%

WpB s B3 BB LY s ldsl W Eel Feshbach 52 1

VHERATEYS & Foll vhebul el A&l 7]
F7hA 9 AKE BEificl o] gob. s Fesh-
bach, S. ¢} Berkowitz, L. FLl,C 8 & 1BIEH
Wz o & sy Bandura, A8} Walters,
RH.Z FAo= & itgh HEEml

A TR (CathdeI“)Jﬂ AR ThEkE &3l
w2 EEEA1E o vdhs Aleza Froud &
Breuer 1948), o] & BTl A -&sba 3T
Be Sk 2 Bogel o ot EEhE S SR Wit
£ Al ket (Feshbach, 1964). ofw [
g el BNS MFEMsto g S8 gy =4
(Feshbach, 1955; Singer & Rowe, 1962)3} #
ol Al gk violrh flbAolAl ofwl (HEES 9
S SN - PIFRR IR R o) oput fEIH7E <
ol v}k Fa(Berkowitz, Green & Maceouley,
1962; Hokanson & Burgess, 1962;)0] 2] &
o5 gleh. 59 Berkowitz & BATE SeREMR
9] ool =] o] (idea of
Azkstel el dlel Aselia
2o o A B ge Zeigamik FUG He
Osviankina #{HRE2 d2 9. & “S2s
ofo} @ {1l AT oo Gegme] 2y
shal RS FE2 FrhH e’ Scheffidd (19

<]
AR

sl

completion tendency) o}

olo] tEREE A

EHA A

- 169

3B (Thibaut s} Coules, 1952),
anson & Burgess 1962) &

o Adgom

Jression-anxicly) @

HEREER S A Rl
6D fR#te 485 dsltels, dgt &
BT B g FEwod I HRA B
EE FA Eohc ¥ S e air’]"‘ 2
o]t} (Berkowitz 1962). o] &3l Ko MHE=

ﬁé‘ﬁ’ﬂl’j{-‘i‘# (Hokansonz} Shelter,

# (Rosenbaum 2!

1961), FH‘?%EI’JIA(

19600, 75 8B
REAVINE (Hok-
ool ol Felx]

Vs Yo THCMEE g
Aeolebe  Skinner(1953)9 R
%1 5] 9] o} {Stone & Hokanson,

de Charms,

x,.

j\}./] o

& EH LA

1969).
'57}%’1, BOEITE)S] JCRe) B3 k&) BB
& T4 Bandura o Walters(1963) & 4t ik

N 19?1

7} 11«.!@—1 Re WEdGE A=A Fur
shgi o], }\‘Iapper(l%()), Lovaas(1961), %
B dAEN 948 AFASLE AP 2
B o4 JJ% PEeE o2 MBS Y By

(imitative learning)=} 2% 1% 52 (disinhibit-
ek Auk ey

RIS B ST 8 Bl A 2kt

wy effect) =

= T
T

74 % Ea

I =] 52 ﬁ(%@iﬁiﬁﬂl d et imibot WAL (ag-

Wzl deojvtan WS



A B WEATY AE W el i Ag
AaA dobs Aelvh, & s e K
FE-E DA Az skE A =0 (Bandura,
1965; Bandura & Walters, 1963) = u3¥ =}
(1D BCESY 178570 v A2 K
J#& (topographical novel response)g ¢1A] =
(2 LR wmES Ui 7lzay BEst
gEol St BAE AP e (3) Kl
o]} B (modeling cuc) o} 5] HEES &
oho] olAe] 53 b A 2o FEE S0}
Al et fEAY fTEhE o] Zizﬂ *Hic’- R o
AL A5 st 2 wkgol AMElH 0w HER
ot (Bandura et al., 1961)% gg, o}ioﬂ Al A
X7l BE EEp e %%B}J WS B,
olE ol AT B N2 BURITEe] el
wohys AL olv] wh Qo] A Fw E gl
(Schramm, Lyle & Parker, 1961; Hicks, 1965),
2zie AFAQl MEAEERS, SR =
B A BAE 20 A daE dodln,
Yggie =23 34 @E?ﬁ%q MR &
ubs] o] glof oful KW A 7L dous HuUE A
e sl AT 08y ks BEs e
(Buss, 1961; Feshbach, 1961; 1964) o] w] ®w

al

1.

Tom

=3
u’i

7.

Ao WM HES BEES WER MR
ol wheh WA S olEE olv] RENH Aol

.

Z# v Bandura % (196103 Hartmann(196%)
o AAfuae o] A BRkEE L AYAE
ol g7y ofviEl MEEMHINE el Ad A A
AR ey BEENE -SEslY . o
W Aol s) o HUgel A giRe] F
Hog FA=oH, A4 R
B sl £y A (target person) .-
R e (modeling cue) 7} 24 Al g ¢ 3
A gk, v o] B2 R U skl ds
Ao Sobe BEstA g

Berkowitz(1964)+= B2 o HRE WKk
o RRERKES ERNERE WE (@S A

e 4

ebe HUl#SH v %90, o wide weldrhe
seeh & uradel Gow F¥ MUEE 4

Fod HihEe o = M
o] o} ol MMEY A=k i

g3ta frgdeel

£ deofdt 4 gl

RERAY BURBE N A o Bl # S Fa3)

v} (Berkowitz, 1965).

2 R Rk Sohel whel KUy

#hol F71%e Dollard £(1939)9 #HAE%
ofF w2 AAE welgtt, m HEY P30

e HWRS Py KR dud 4R K
BERREMC 58 sk, 2o KEHBRH
MR AL B SR ES) — w 1§ =}l
R o 3ol uhel KEE) WinE
ol et

2E Rl 32 SI9A
of g%l o¥YAnc BEREGEY EI%E
i E% KB of zglw Feshbach(1961)9]
SlF7h BRG] REQ AEA 4 Q45
ek o) HERS WHFEHAoF sz, Fd =t
ARG H R EESE 2]Ag Hisrggel ob A
cuel BOBHEHEEAE =3 e A Zx
SlE b ohvle} G A !Td:“?'}(% 1B K (s0-
cial desirability)o] whe} ul-9-8 ¢8o] =z

vl glo] 9] o} (Bandura & VValtcts, 1963).

= BEEME =539 3o BgEdE 49
FFaat ol A A #gEel Asterlach KEgYr
e EBRI 2700 T GER T BIEBAW
LEilATR O]l AH8gk Aol bzt o4l %l v (Berk-
owitz, 1962; Berkowitz & Rawlings, 1963).

o 71Al & s A7) E 3 e BORMEEIE R
i (index) o}, B ERMAEHEE (Feshbach, 1964), 18
bt ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ:ﬂ%ﬂi(l uss & Durkec, 1957), TAT &
el (Weatherley, 1962), 18 E Nowlis, 19
600, 4] e o) (Eron et al, 1963) - JE %

ARy 8L (Hokanson & Shelter, 19613
of FAAL Az ARgrolp ole], FHi-
CAHP/}, Jﬂmﬁ N 1)1—;}_5}] Lx]_'%_ —j
HiB &=L )

Berkowiltz,

A4

{1 ol

[«)
187 A
Lrel 3 4
(Handura 1965;

o) X-.

e g kol Avig e

XP 1%

1962; Hartmann,

1969). z#d Ar Ao FEE A A
Tk, AVIASe] FR . SeEe) 1R
He A o 3lA gert g

Sheba] R B 9T KRMEE 2
Gog Abgsha, WETEFERS LAEHES) 5
QR B HEfEH: (readiness to aggreesion. Ber-
e S HAL

ko

kowitz, 1962)8 zH&7]

- 170 -~



Tk PESto 24 ARREE RBABHRS
Rl d) b A7hA W e A Eebasl s

A, RERECEY el B3 o4 HEK
i BRe(gEsmesinet men S8Emn e
F gk

A, oAb (B AR K o]
RS ML ERE Abeh,

A }Tfi &"’?’f&il{ﬂﬁfﬁﬁﬁ‘ii"] ROTE
H A7 AR TeRiE st TS e
RN e i‘ﬂ it B TR R R ' 2
PR A o REME sholr] @),

HE A

o] n]

b;] *

’é@’”‘l X DX
TGS TS AAA SRk
(#’fﬁﬂ%ﬁ%‘ﬁ, oReh MRS, R RSB
whab -4 shed o}, A Ak Al Fel o

Fokal kil

iR

[r—O—

LPEA gleellond, EAuEe 19704 109
10258 114 ’»‘”ol dx Alls gl
HEXE., 453 3 25 16mm By 9

M)
ke el e] A 2 e

g o LTy w»&‘%al BT 8}
A A& A2 20 ¥ 7
gl on o et AYFEA - ] ¢ A
Mol el gl

A7V 4ol A TR (080

19707 1o A

Ayl

by '.[uﬂ "j)

e 01-?: 'ﬁjb\‘rt#”r{ 6 "H i wun.“ (| 7H

A el shgh = I
o

)7;1 g] ti ) 0 ﬂ h

)@l

11

o] ?;% -S’; ﬂ:%

Klag o)

REREEATY WRg
28 Ztactel [8a Sl |
A G~8E A 7 o]l f:mf

b
oozl el ke labebs e

HYATE FIRFE L] e (ks ke

= FA%r] S8 QIRBEEMES e
of AEAE BHEM965) ATl A BENE

[l “aheleh—obahel” Ao Raber g
A2 “Gud -39 “gopoae
38 5AA AGEe vt THAEE T4

Aol W e MR
2699 el Fel 4 AF8-3F Crutchfield oF4lel g
%%%ff %s Sl gk Aoz

] 1’4 T AT A
& 1 ];!_ .
s 2z /Lu}\;} 57h o] -
shE7E et ‘LT“'?’{-‘E»
243051 of AT FE A2 o
Gol Sl HAERS Hfl R& MfEAqA 9
Ao olit 547 Aelel AMQAL oo,
R i A5 E B bbo) e 4
g ol Rt w o,

HAIEHS BRI Aol o8 s
g r ‘31*‘ fEEF R ER 9] naﬁ%fb&}% ]J
A7k ghob 1t 5] sk e AEe g
A7k A slel Aok ol 2912 = 59 & -wm}

AR dedel AW F A ok e 4

Fod

,.;y '

o e

FL’_ s 7—

0] L

«xuwwwm%ﬂvuﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂﬁn-%1%
] 3 o

FAQHe el 48T e
Buss(19647 9] W) #) (aggression machine) &
Sfim wih A o] FAE 2} e

SR o A P
@ e sdlS nlE sl o

IR (B E R ) 57 7o)

L el s % 471

R I i ot ‘:_
POt S | [

A 4Ase A |
A (A e

e dhed FrolEl o] )

[ = 413 =2}

o e ol o L}N /1yl o @(.LA S ¥y oo
AR - /\0 11] ()u] ;,v:} g,}. ]V, B w{\mgo] I‘H H
HIW“WW]W4LW€“]ﬂ4"1@? st

(J \_:}—
E03 I\\movmph 7}

A
I NTBJ L

o] Ritel ol Akl (SRR TS
lf’l #H Yo mhE s of
HEoF FREEE o)

L _0]

._r- ]oﬂ }
A7ATe] R e e
10 = 5

A7 = 1)
9 4l & 700V, 54 s



L AE 30V 9 AAATE B FAR
HE7b Bold+E Are FAstdn A £
o (ze v Bt A Kol
Az & dafie g

Xt 4% 9 :lﬁéﬂv} S R o ]
AL e A s rhEHE oA Y el
A w S 4 0}94#“5} AB,A Bz ¢
x4 HE A4 st fFE B
BT oz UnlA 399 WEze oA e
H3 A EEAS C B HEAE Dz
A& Fv C,DE A4 gl

AALEE A7 el FRqedl, A1 Fel A

= 598 A%k Brh dstebd Col DA 2%
iz, A 2¥o] A= 687 dSE 2 A3
Hol e wb = Cs} DrF FA4e] Hshd A
o} B7l 9 difo]l weAE 534 Ho
Z AA g (o] MO Do ke 5 BB
By E7L BE D).

ALFAAE 72 oM ANAE #o i
6 A, é%ﬂ:”ﬁ((l-ﬁ'—xﬂ) REE (104 5 20
EAE 7 524 ALDEAZ AP ol
G B -E—ZH: zhzk 20 BEE EE
oo REEREY el sy v HRe R
ﬂ‘i%ﬂéﬁﬂr

A 137} s

e 2o

Al Eolx, 1

ot 2
4t o no g

q

LT EvhE MEEAS MRe #E
2§74 5.5 dhwd Eo]l & BH
£ B#HA7 fele &
%%7} ARxlel] FE #EFIRQ) BEZE X 8
O ol 4 AAY Fu a)YatEelA I
o} Zr}. oluﬂ F HIRHECS RRENE 109
‘w2 BRE2E dex ofE Hile AT dis)
dlshak #ERE 23 Arel HHEES s RS
Vre] Folel g S ozl Aol bz
ey A= OPEID} s &9 wbeks sfkE) 5wl
E Abgbll Al AR STl ul g dih
%, ‘YE 7 AAR slof gt ol LA

A 38g FE AuelAE “UF Ao}

"?’]ch%%}""} = “H‘g“ ] rﬂ*fgﬁ(;- Tgiﬂ' -»13]5_7
FEEEB BB A = A Aoz A %o $4

b FIgo] Eeb": Y .
el AAEE 1 gk A2EAA 2
3 mol Frd o=

s 9ol A A

4% BEE Aolmng A& molol 3w Evw
2 ghias AEsAar AR FIF
271414 o
TGS e Eohg B [V s Al A
FEE2E, FA93 e AR S5
A § 7€ 2ol T
dart Td FA Arladg SPAEY

&S] Batay)z 24)o] A & B4 =
NYE, 25 3FJAE A dolufEA
1870 & ARg-8hed Aol o g 3
A E upskste] 11702 A A4A 9
A el Al A ASE FES
187H FA A mlan 674 olofwuldr 2740
F& Foe ol whae] WEst Fol AFF

X%7]7¥£7} At AWk (A48 E3)
A7) Aol Mﬂ; o] o A& AHA
o) 3%k 2 EuE A AdEAE A
A7) = %} 4 g-of M AAL A stz of
107kl A2 4% =25 Eudh

A R e I = - B B R R
3 AAE 2bake] Ar ek, st Ay
Wl EoA BWoEe AAA AdRs 2Haya A
ol &= A ”2&6}7%} HA
7

el
1 ohzie & 3 g A

==

O

B

g
»

= 2 B 3ok E oy 4

RS HR. WREERY A3 G
vhe A okl S| AE G fHEGE d FEHLR

PRESH ke ek, fEMER BE e
£ 1. °|éH§7l‘ Q-.—R
i R
’ Total N M
ik ‘71 k i o
WA A S R A 630 27 | 23.33
ala] ; L
A EEE g 26 19.61
24 vk o
AT AN AT g 28 17.82

9 -



5 A7 E G A IR E A
Zh ARz AAfdd s (& Qo
g 509 HEN BAES BN
TE a2 AL 2R
7 o2 AE 3 kgl 4

Rela dri(F=12.44,

2. WRBAEEIX= 22). A7 At
mEE AHS A3 Tl 18EA A MY
Jiol MEE P9 W TE g ?&%’Hoqi)
O BEE o 9 ¥t 1‘1 (0 ® 2R
Yl o9 Py (& 279 4

HE2 MINSZEo Foky HFE3

» FAA N M
¥ | AR 13 12,57
D g g 16 13.07
LR IR A R 18 13.72
ol
S SRE EEL S 14 1127
A 2] |
= | a4 e A 10 1191
E ‘ s A% AR 10 13.10

) N E R R IR A T
R R 26 12.62
¥ | AR AAteawa ECRnte:
k' YRy & 7 3h ~ G 0
;1 T od gh Al st 4] 47 13.12
R R R R R 134 12,14

GEY Vox e A kel ol d s st

2 AYAS, ARl I glel, nE
AORp iR ol R R R o) 45(%%&;0] 2
ohed. 2R v HEE ERI gy o« e,
By Bl Qlo] Bl /B0 5588 A
s ghb BrEd s §lody, ImEfe e LB
Ky #fe] Aok HEabe S8 gl
B(%EHJ\.@Q\@“ o b Al bR A G A u T
e L R} lﬂé‘””l MibE HolA oler
(iR F=2.71, 2>

AR wd 3yl a
SERE o] 5
R 1 = g
s /e

273 st

Qv (F = 3.93. p</ 05, ¥4
1

RECES

TR SRR o) M2 fE o

BEGiv ERE 2.

3. HIIXI=RBES {SMBSRAZES! MM, o
7ol KRR ) B fEs 8 4
A&AE REdE Hartmann(1969)9) fuol
ate}, Kymograph o vl HegREAGS) 2o &
mm 5h4] & 1‘5” St & A le] MBEEC 2 &
AEEYE (2 3039 3o,

4

(B 3 RANINSA BAE

] N M

13 239
|16 216
L8 219
} 4 213
10 219
L10 z4

|
f

V, 17 ‘/ p {1 H] L] ol o] BH E@Rq} “’]fo e

of WEME 722 sto] 47259 wye ghel
HlBfRe (2 Q6 JeYd de & 6 @k
ZkzF Spearman &) p 7} — 318 o] 4] .59 e o] 2
ZIA Sk, whebal shol FhHERERT o) M
o BRI B A8 ol TsEpEo) g
\}-Al e /lt a} 0] L]-z%o} 9\}\.:]

4. wssf II*APPM gl

1 Spearman o p

0.59
| 0.14
ot 0.11
A z‘z‘]— | 0.236
A 44 -f{ g3 o 3} j 0.383
SR R |

3% ©-0.318

wo

e A Aol Azhe] § %L ojwA WA

Al W EHe gk o
b ze v EE A4
DER IS o, r"ﬁ%a%%é%ﬂ«é“]
WP;MZ K{éé% o] molAth, Ba| b
AERHER] < Wb Rkl ITMERE Rnoke
uj ¥ T} Iﬂc%ﬂﬁu 2ehs w ok A B8 Q] B

:r; ] T
m‘n



e B9

w2t Dollard 9} 29] S859 o(1939)
o] & A XA fEygMiyo] v} Buss v Feshbach 9]
BIEER A3 e 2452 A 2F
o] Mol vwaw WEErdd xEEd HMERE
H ¥ KRR @A d o rigabd, iy

hEE E odxbrl BRMEE £ Auiad W
Bgol wogd MEY 5 At

a2y KHFEE ol g Emd ii?iﬂ"”] e
+ Bk opvE) vl E ERAE FE &= o}

L}ﬂ shelele AE K¥=E+= fﬂof‘ "}‘E}w

ALY SRR R RO A B BUBRME ]

s gzbst FHSREE L AbgkRct -W%ﬁ‘ﬂ
“}'(}ID]- B 39 A+ (modeling stimuli)
o] WBHS AN dE Ao AEile g
o2 3 H9E(Hartmann, 1969) 8} [F# A5 ¥R
& oy Wkt E(Bandura e al., 1961
1964; Walters & Thomas, 1963) %
F—g AL 2 HRA T A,

g Hartmann € JEEEEFES 7] chol A Bk

S E®

Berkowitz,

HE RS TR ok dola 2l Sk
ol - BlEHFe W o] gﬁé‘a%* ol Al &
AR 2% J oAy wfoletas T4 e
) %fxlﬂ?nﬁ%%éw TFEA TR O] S A op e e el 4]
BORMGEE wod oodle] M) o
BIE 3??}3%’%?‘%‘{}% of Al = el Gz R

ol A = ikl fEHS E /ut T B R )

At Aee 2

LD EE BWRe 7 3 Hartmann(]969)-L 14
BNERIE dubx o BN KE linstr-
umental aggressive response) s} prEEE L el
= WY R (pain cued® FREg ek, o thabed
ERSY MG o) BEM WES Ed vaE
| AR e Al 8 el o)
8l 52 (Bandura et al.. 1961, FEFLY VR (ex-
pressive pain reaction)&| ¥R FrlA 2 MR
H MRS Relx lr) W ol ”%E%@aol
A Te BEE Briebd 2ole AN Bk
o HEEE A 5 g (Sears et al., 1957 [L52]
RRA R TR Mol @iHel ® 4 Ui 3
Bk THE A A ek Ao uheb KR
o WEEE A HEEALE R KE (conditioned

% &4 o F 3 e,

=

T

104

Al A 0.8 o Bk

emotional response)-&
T REgs

o] fEHE oA

o] Hartmann & =x}7]¢] dF7 #9Eo ks
F H#E A ¢ W WBES H AL 94

HERS BRES TR WILES BYe
A Aoz FA o
1ﬂHﬁ@%%AM§%Hlﬁﬁgzﬁ

WA fEE S ot Fe)

o3h4

75l

BiLa A ot

vy .

B, Bzl 3 N S e EEER
o Bioee BmARE TERR BRI MEsER
wlgte o SHon mEs TEdtd KE
Aok & Zolrk. EE AWEANE A oA

+ BeEl7] $d HobA RS #iEctd EEs
Slot EmERIES AR HEEce 2 o WEKE
THste] RS dud LMY o A
%S Aubeled otow w o E HEE dta
7 ghrt,

DU R HRIR O BEE 2R, o= RS A
HEgtel ke R AlEs ot
B Aviz gl

Gellerman(1956) ¢ & iEBAE#Z V Buss(1961)
2] 'Qif\%ﬁﬂ‘ilﬁﬁ‘éitv Hr BB

UC_L 1

‘—-Ll

o} #. gh#lolc}, Gellerman £ 5709 - 11 A ol
A g REECGYA - B s 5 sy
GEE i sl Alslal, 7k WEECl dl&) BidEs &

ghe] 10 704 2
Aol o

F 2 wda) sted o] 579
°H QL]‘LI‘ lﬁ(@ﬂ‘) ‘ﬁuu o HarE

o] Brgmim e Fhobch, Ze BE o fafie “H
TR BT o v “HOREENE" S 248 Aol ek
T

ol gk [ FANER HIEERE AT 7
=4 TAT, Rorschach A4 2 ZadzpdA s
fRosemwcig P-F Test) £-5 “Wfrm digm"o

Aol olella EAls) ok
Jee

EOCHMA ] B AS B AY HEe
féi (mood) & 3637 4] 7] o] (Nowlis, 1965) tEER
BREZ Y A2 #EsbE 44 09 8 (socio-
metry) 7} ¢l o),

ZEV ol % sbid SbR EEMYE A
Al BBFMEE B3 Y BE 43 o
HlzZol o}, #fi#% = Hokansons} Shelter (1965) &

o
1



o ATAE]l MU - P - RS 52 iR
Lol HilE= 48 9 Qa, EEaz HEe
Bl Buss #0024 Bandura, Borkowitz, Ha-
rtmann go] ABeha gluh o] JUET 9 A
A Deht Be WAsEAE el @
HE = 37 A& A FBOE R K
ufmann(1965)-& # & sz 9t}

A PWgeel A = Hartmann(1969) 2] 15730l

u

e R obvleb  FREIERRNIS Mol HRiE
ARg-atE g ot o Hﬂéé of HHBH o] CARAHRE 1 A
vpehom | A HA)7he aldxpok o] H1n 5w
TREAE B ~%"~f-<ﬂ & gyl ol Eel
o ool g FREE] ‘;1: o,

2y
A v j"lﬁ%ﬁ’?%fﬁ‘i-‘&?‘ ofr L}. >§'_7] AR o
\1

chul Al A SRR B i K (pressing
strength) & $REEE ALE3 5 olA rdotE vl
e e, shbshel [RAE BTG o A
GE g Alelehn BEY 4 Q] Wi,
Hth ol2ist Iﬁoﬂfk OUIEI MEE. Ak
Flas of=dd Sl 5o 2ol dli
o & AW /}i‘d/} b AcA v e diHeE

o N P
a«} Cg (él

e A AE TR
of, HiHEA el AR Mg A
£ A HEE ok dhr)

SERVATS IS el o Al 5] +=4d] Feshbach
(196D 7F ARS8 TRl Al IREWFE T A A+
i |- elvie] Al 11Vifo] ok 8l
AR S e AR B DR B

0}' I l-l_%.

™ ]U

s

g

5L

Bilx BEALEEel o RIS 'z%’

Al el
Fol-do g sy K hﬂmfm JEER I

St gzt e

=, BEEESl AR &l-" -’}9 Gl R IR 3
e W el A {%’r“i? R R
A, [H0RE tEIM [ ’?k Lattii 2 Hnletol 44

4)10]: Ql 7}0' }
FA S el g o

Ho Y Bk
ﬁ%%M@JJ

SEbe] Hwlg &) 23} [ltrlrnmn‘] '§li;
= RV dof b g BT B0 E i

A g W Ee ek A ik G-

”g*Wﬂ°%*“%aﬁkﬁawyz¢g%
hbhbadl(l9bl)‘” 10 - ’;wrkowit;«“lgh e i
Aol WEERE ARG hye) Ry

(f '7"“0;} .C!"‘

-

j 3

PN

RS SORMERCR S & Rl 2 4 glrl

HHBR HEINE 87127 Qg 2ge 2
oA g S A zide s daE A HOL
W=} 1,000 oA 000 1A 34 Ae] AT we)
Aol M E abs A Al A7kl YR o)
e dAbash BeA =Hglds w sk
(Feshbach 19510, MBI Y R IBHES 4

/‘]8}-0’4 L )] ']' 5“ m‘tilz’]'ni’y 1}'7"1] ]{A
”(}‘HL, oleh(Hartmann 1969). sk zbs] -

ENLE G PRI R ET
s 1%3‘4m4~“w~ﬁ*4,wﬂM%N
P S A st o] RS

e ez AR A Gohed “Hifge] v

U gaehe A0 ERLEE st b

S ES RIS 2 RA710] S8 A

,li){_;j ’} «)'O% j.] 6J}(]~Q] Li]ﬁol OJrq_fl 7.}}”:‘11‘

25 A R MR R R g u,
% 18

BN LA PRIE. oddx o

a9 A g
SRR, e

1969
BT Mol =g 9.

Aotk da =1, A 9, 1965
AR BY. RN o) _>f-:I%ﬂi?§UJ. g4 2] k3]
A.1669. 21w 23, p.42-33

Bandura. AL Influence of model’s reinforcement
contingencivs on the acquisition of imitative
responses. o/, per. soc. Psyehol., 1965, 1, 589-
& Walters,
and personality  development.
1963
a social  psychological
1962

aggressive

R Social learning
New York: Holt

Bandura, .\.,

Rinehait and Wimton,
Aggression:
York: MeGraw-Hill,

Aggressive

Berkowitz, 1.
analysis. Ncvw,

Berkowitz, 1.
behavior and hostility catharsis. Psychol. Rev.,
1964, 71. 104122

Berkowitz, L. Some aspects of observed aggres-

J. per. soc. Psychol., 1965, 2,3, 359-369.

J.A. & Maccauley, ].R.

reduction of emotj-

cues  in

sion.,
Berkowitz, I... Green,

Heostility cathariis as the



onal tension, Psychiatry 1962, 25, 23-31
Berkowitz, L., & Rawlings, E. Effects of film
violence on inhibitions against subsequent ag-
gression. J. ab. soc. Psychol., 1963, 66, 405
412.
Buss, A. The psychology
York: Wiley, 1961.

Buss, A., & Durkee, A. An inventory {or asses-

of aggression. New

sing different kinds of hostility. J. consult.
Psychol., 1957,21,1, 343-349,
Dollard, J., Doob, L.W., Miller, N.E., Now

ner., OH. & Sears, R.P.
gression. New Haven: Yale Univ. Press, 1939
Eron, L.I)., Walder. 1..0., Toigo, R., & Lefk-

owitz, M.M. Social class, parcntal punishment

Frustration and Ag-

for aggression, and child aggression. Child
Development, 1963, 31,819-867

Feshbach, S. The drive-reducing  function  of

fantasy behavior. J. ab. soc. Psychol., 1955,
50, 3-11
Feshbach, S. The stimulating versus cathartic

cffect of a vicarions aggressive activity, .J. ab,
soc, Psychol., 1961. 63. 381-385.

Feshbach, S. The
the regulation of aggressive drive. Psychol.
Rev., 1964, 71,

Freud, S. & Breuer J., On physical mechanisms

function of aggression and

237277
of hysterical phenomena. In S. Freud, Colle-
cted Papers. V. ] London: Hogarth Press. 194
8, p.24-41
Gellerman, S. The

induced aggression and inhibition on

cffects of experimentally
word-
association response sequences  Unpublished
doctoral dissertation.
6:

Hartmmann,

Univ. Pennsylvania. 19

o1

D.P.

modelled instrumental

Influences of symbolically

aggression and pain
cues on aggressive behavior. J. per. soc. Psy-
chol., 1969, 11.3, 280-288

Hicks, D.H. Imitation and refention of film-
mediated aggressive peer and adults model. J.

per, soc, Psychol., 1965, 2, 47-100.

J.E. & Burgess, M. The effect of
three types of aggression on vasculax proces-
ses. J. ab. soc. Psychol., 1962, 64, 446-449.

Hokanson, J. E., & Shelter, S. The effect of
overt aggression on physiological arousal. J.
ab. soc. Psychol., 1961, 63, 44-448

Kaufmann. H. Definitions and methodology in

Hokanson,

the study of aggression. Psychol. Bull., 1965,
G, 351304

Klapper, J.T. The effect of mass communication,
New York: Free Press, 1960,

Lovaas, O.1. Effect of exposure to symbolic ag-
gression on aggerssive behavior. Child develo-
pment. 1961,32, 37-14

Nowlis, V. Research witg the mood adjective
check list. In Tompkins, s.S. & lzaed, C.(ed.)
Affect, cogniton. and personality, New York:
Springer, 1955

MUE. R.C. Direct
and vicarious reduction of hostility. J.ab. soc.
Psychol., 1960, 60, 105-111

Scheffiejd, F.ID. & Maccoby, N. Summary and

interpretation  on research on organizational

Rosenbaum, & deCharms,

principles constructing filmed demonstrations.
In Lumsdaine A.A.(Ed.;
Programmed instruction: A Symposium. Washin-
gton D.C.: Natl, Acad, Sci,-Natl, Res. council
p.117-131. 1961.

Schramm, W., Lyle, 1., & Parker, E.B. Telev-
ision in the lives of owr children. Standard:
Stanford Uinv. Press, 1961

Scars R.R. Maccoby, .1 & Levin, H. Patterns

Student response in

uf child rearing NewYork: Harper, 1937,

Singer, J.I.. & Rowe. R. An experimental study
of some relationships between daydreaming
and anxiety. J. consult. Psychol., 1962, 26, 41
G-454

Skinner, B.F. Science and human behavior, New
York: Macmillan, 1953

Stone, L. Hokanson J.E. arousal reduction via
self-punitive behavior, J. pers, soc, Psychol.,

1969, 12,

7279



Thibaut, J. & Coules, I. The role of commun-
ication in the reaction of interpersonal host-
ility. J. ab. soc. Psychol., 1952, 47, 770-777

Walters, R.H. & Thomas, E.L. Enhancement

of punitiveness bv visual and audiovisual dis-

plays. Canadian J.
256b.

Weatherley, D. Marternal permissiveness toward

Psychol., 1963, 17, 244-

aggression and subsequent fantasy aggression.
J. ab. soc. Psychol., 1962, 65, 1, 1-5

AN EXPERIMENT ON THE EFFECT OF VICARIOUS AGGRESSION

YOON HO YOON and YANG EUN CHUNG

Department of Psychology. Seoul National University

This cxperiment aimed al investigating the
effects of vicarious aggression through aggressive
film, and also at finding that the relationship
hetween the effects and the level of ¢motional
arousal. It was designed by 2x 3 factorial design.
Eighty-one SNU students were initially subjected
to non-arousing(control»,  mild-arousing and
severearousing experiences, Then they viewed a
nonaggressive film a farmland  sceneryete. 6
min.jand an aggrassive film(boxing, 2 min. and
fighting film, 4 min.). The dependent measures
were the intensity andduration of electric shocks
that the subjects ostensibly administered to their
provacateurs(partnersy  whenever their partners
made errors on an assigned answering task.

The results reveuled as follows: (17 Regar-

dless of arousal level, Ss who observed the

modeled aggression behaved more punitively
than did Ss who had witnessed the non aggres-
sive film, (2} The more aroused the Ss the
more punitively they hehaved. So we can say
the level of aggression is dependent of the level
of emotional arousal. (3) Generally, aroused Ss
responded more punitively than ded non-aroused
viewers. (1) The correlations between the inte-
nsity and duration of electric shocks are different
from one group to another. Because they are
very inconsistent, we have some doubt on the
duration measure as an aggression index whilc
the overall findings contradict the catharsis hyp-
othesis  both classicalDollard, J. et al.) and
revised (Feshbah, S. ot al), they suggest the
social learning theory of aggression by Bandrua,
A. can be supported,
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