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TP F) Az 7 2gury

1.4 B &

3l =9 agle #FA A T,
ﬁ/ﬂi“zi Fu2uk ohvel Ml A4 (LFH
A BE - l%f T e IR ) = T
3} gﬁa%% LA da vhge 24l &
R e “Lz—"_‘f.ii FA R olg A
AL =Sl TR AR ERE - FERESH obZel AMUdA A
Aol A e EP 5ol 3t zZA FEH3 glet (o : Evans 2}
Howard,1973 ; Pedersen s} Shears, 1973 ; Altman, 1975 ), 7
ool veluie oleg I Fe 1 ol EH A, SAWH,TE
1%, €% 2en wdaygE FEAsHAl mabslejok upabsie}
e vl Ze AeleA dE S =oskrldl ¥4, £ =T
A ZgEe Ao 9 olEH A o FAHYHT = osy
Aeo] gelokd Tx, /%, 9% W U A o BH AT
o gy or ataar gheh

. Sz Sof zHst o2 ™ o4 at

_

Aze Fru A EE B4 (98 1§ z2n (449 <A
S g8l 71 JdEE A7yl FEHANA £ LolE ol
AAl A S sigele #E-: Beetxs Az A4l I
g a2 olgarh ojedt FAFL 2 MY o= (EE)

Lafobuyel, oA (FfF ) 2 (BE), 44 (#R ) TF(HE
R)., 349 (KH) = Tﬂa(;ﬁ&%ﬁ) el Al =el o= 3
B -x4A79 UAMg gBAE e LE dql dAEak ohgz, 4

*o| I FYdTa —rf‘/IDH‘TJfﬁ‘- 1980 5o 4HR AL M7 55
of 4] A HSHHE YU

A A4
&
k
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o] dlolEuwix], R AAA Md, AT ofstETFo AA],
2AAY 2 FYPTE AdFo A 7A Fag ouE Fedk
= HAFAL AL B [ E9 ool ( body langusge ) 1E& ]
el A, k& HHY HAF A4S mEsof slxe], ¢4
Yuag Fzre] HHlF= FATY F3d F43k [Rodddd 24}
4% ( nonverbal communication )} ok2} | & o]&] 8]}k 3lci,

(Aald Ezk(EAR 23 : personal space ) Jo|g ol
Katz ( 1937 )7} & & selslgn, $2 9 ER Y5 ( territor-
iality )3 #ol FEFFH ( ethology )dTolA =2A F Eubs
A 2tgl v} ( Hediger, 1955 ). =% o #7%, 41313 9 A4 s
A 3ol A3 HE Foldted A A AR ol o 23] ¥ 5ol Bt
7|€3 7|4 ( mechanism ) & o= &, TAAY, 3 A5 &

Fokell 74x] HAlE EjA & Zo]rt.

Tk g E5ed AT H e d8 FdHA AxEHe $oh a2 b
A BsdFol AHelel s}z Sommer ( 1969 Yo &2, [Aql
A L ‘ANl AAME AL v d9 o2y, Elolo] 2
2oz AYH B4 5 gt 99 "De wao) Hapy o] dde,
Abgkol A 2 7kol] f8lsla orela S FxA @A 2zl H8 shA g
A g FA sk dwd, A2 LD AY wEs 52 FE 5T o
Az o Aelg FAsks Aeleh = o] [ E7H ]9 Bk diz=y
F(EH)AY T2AL ohA, 2 woyrstes 57 5& 8ol
T 2L A% opm 1 2ok usprokd %, uFabg o wH(E)
2E F5, 52 AL 41Uy ‘FE 74 5 Urh

g, MelA FzHE AE A F L Ay #HANA aTEHE o+
£ & ( demand characteristics )3} F|A|xe] By gAE g}
%, Leibman ( 1970 )& HqAH T8 “d¥x"d A3 3q o
FEsE APA Y Fold] AAEE AH " "D oz F
Agclh F, oul ARtH o3 & b ATV okiel g3 3¢

Z¥1) the area surrounding a person's body into which intruders may
not come ’
2)psychological variable which intervenes between antecedent
conditions and consequent interpersonal behavior
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S AANFL AEY S G (A" 22), (2FEH = dga
Ao WEal) Aue Hold Fxre Tz sl da Aol 2
o B3k ="k = 343 Y4474 ( emotional mental health)
o] &l FH-& T3, Horcwitz ,Duff ¢ Stratton ( 1964 ) <&
7H He AAA A HE e B 4L wEEy
© ‘AR C (SR E A : body buffer zone : BBZ )zl
4 ek

HAell dAR HE Sl 272 9u7t WExHe Ak AH,
Madd FzkE A4 3 efal Abole] EaAjste ofwl “molx)] gL
AAA H= FelH (@) S oelstAl "Hek B, o8 HE
Mol Al hAds] 427 (attached ) Heo} gle], Male] &AL

Fold oAe &2 Folrpdrel weld FHeHow LAA4 glo] “m
A (EE )" " 9o & (#HL : territory ) ol 2 A do] 28
Hog gz A, o] FE A% we)l Hile 5N ( N F
) Sl 2o, Aol =z} elal-g o srbe] AH2IEE 3§ Ls)
Avt & o de o EUEF sty Hild 1 AE &4 54
Heh vis, akd elale] Mald bl AAA S dolAm Ao
Hg3ted Bty LEHEZE LAY, £ ZAYEF EE w9

2 shAl sl

1. SEYSs0Me AP

5529 FNYFATE ol F (RE) Y 85 Fuxzy
e [ Eubxjed= A ( flight distance ) | & @A ozA £
shesbe ZFehiold s gleh (Hediger, 1934 ). o opst,
Euxl e Al oo, FF ()Y FE2d FFHox H#
A Et= [ 4133 Az| ( social distance ) |9} SE£5dA Ean
ol AW, doduka] Yy A2 P YT Y [P A
( individual distance ) | & TFHaycl ojgfdt EE5Y o 9
IR EL Ao TA (BFE : crowding )d7E F93% Calhoun
(1961,1962 )o 4@ Fd % felb gleh
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2, clBstoAe AR
A7 IR EL FHazw H A 31A]7) A& Edward T, Hall
963b ) o] ¥ oz & £ ut AANFo G A Eo 4%
A FA S0l FE4A AME FH4H sges ALgh & o]
AZ vlxdt 45 A2E 4 9on], AEREY £ e T4
q FIAPFL A4 AAL ST Y= g9 [EAY(F
L : concentric circle ) 5ol & Axlviy Hall-2 715ai o}, wefd] A 27}
oA J=AHE AYGsetE R e L EHar F ke (H)
& Ad™stn, 2 Faebo] HAgke|4 gkt el 7k A&
A eA He Aotk zernz a1 Fawiule arzles 4w ags)
< ERalo] FFalzbel weld 2l a2 sqle] 3t -3t o}
g4 delAAl "ol ( Hall, 1955,1959,1960,1962,1964 ), o]& g+
dade AT FYstel Hallg =4 [$A42 29 ) ( The Hid-
den Dimension, 1966 )& %71¢qcl & ZA4 Y ( proxemics)
& "AA E3te Rder By bg Hsx amHow REE A%
F=n}, 7Y ok4l ( fixed features ), HF 2.2 okl ( semi-fixed fea-
ture ), Zzelx ¥ F4A FzH( informal space )o| 17 och

1) 24 (B ) $49 Fdolsh 2oz debgadd £& s
Moz FoAUdAY zel sbS, UH, AFAA, 7% 2en ®
AAl g5 Mol FRPES %—Zﬂﬁll_z\é ket ol 2 A
b T8y 5 ot g zel st sl &, Aalo] upe
HE o] FALT g3 2 Ao Hujubolop sl okl ojc)

(2) WhmA (EE) AL o5AdF dv TS wgc}
7 X], gheke] ast AlA, A4 wde Yxle) ozt ApE
of 3kl AT argeol depzich Fokels wEE e w4 s}
T ATAE delstHEA 44, HA, TEE d s E
st Aol e o’ BEFEE ] B golu T4 s
ol A ukmAokA-g G5 ol + glck

B) WMF4d (EAKRM )l F7-e Mol g4st=x g s}
o, dFo2 YelWrol: T7E wgkel o)zl My Ty
By Eoln Fag YuE e

v a4 Hel F7AFel FHokg Hall @ o] & usbxe  sRA
713]333%"&43-‘2.1 +7skAl Heleh &, A9, AdA, AJad 2
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gz FFHA A2 vz Az Arst add4 A2 Ad
o mARE A ® ol® Ass 2 ZRA A = o4
Fux wn AAAH -y, A, dA, A, FAFo] Ay £
RAs T A Ao 4aAAE oustAl ek

tH A wa Azl ( intimate distance ) : g}<] o] de U=
AE L7938 drde Ak o] Azl AlF, A1, 4
Bl 22 T4 E dolaEg k. ajAE HEo iy
3 (A2le 0 )dlA {(bjsiAzlE 150m ~ 45 omo]c},

(b sHeld Ael (personal distance ) : g Az 7k A o}
< Mol Aol HAF 3 Eu( protective sphere / bubble )
o A™E % (@a)2AE 50m~80cmo|® (b) ® AL
80 om~ 130 cmo| o},

Eh k2l A A el ( social distance ) : 4l A Aok s}
2 Ade A3 d AeF ALY AALL [Awe] A
( limit of domination ) ] & uJelul& ook 7}74-E¢  ZzelA
ehlellAl WA + el AwMPL Asd Aoz "HelAwA
2 Yol oHYdAct HEzke] dF AAg BEE  go}
& 7 9x 593 xd™slA Y 3, Az "oz HE @
T ek @RAgls 1L.3m~2.3moln p) wAgE 2.3m~
4 mA ¥ ofch,

) FF2 A= ( Public distance ) : T zlgto] Az A3}
= W5 w Aelg #@dch 535 o] AL QFY 42
= e dotrr] YEL BAA s FIFoRgE GAs xolm
Alsk7b oAl Fhrto]l bRl EsbRo] FEAQ Arl: sl A
<% T de A9 d49E AW E @k (a)EARE 4m
~8m, oln blRIAZ = 8mojito]rl

ol#lgt uWl7bA o F¥FHYL Hall zk4le] u Fql o Azl
(53 433 9 F34A2)S B33 A5, diQdzre] Az
4 8F5E JFex EFEA 5 Ao,

3. 47 U AlEIMEIBt0IMHS AT
Malel FZAEFS Aleley Z2ade4 w7 Az g
( interpersonal distance )& 4lol| A< = L£% 4L Robert
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‘Sommer ( 1959 Yok 2+ A7 IRFEFL TEY FEFA
Fyol zra oz vEva FAP) F, ALY IAEFL F
Eoj Aole el dAT Ay 7/E£3 ( geographic reference p-
oints ) o] gle™ AtHE oz 9 J2 FAI I, 43
ael $AEA Y F45HE Foe Aelsh i oA WA
otel, Sommer ( 1959, 1961, 1962 )+ wH3IE A2d + U+
AR EHRe Ael, AEH LYol AFE v AR HE
Ael, 28n JLdBAED 4T AEE FAE AMEE F
el 27 ¢ Fag #EFY shues, Hall (1963 b ) ©f
a5 (A4 (ACE) J& <z A/ T34 55 F&s) 4
Ehile]l ohdeh:  Aolch Little (1965 ) % /a9 F4E &
Az Y+ Tz7-e g9 [aFAdddels #F48le F

( non - concentric fluctuating globes ) Joletm FAH = FHE
o = Duke 9} Nowicki( 1972 )= $ o & Ao FX35kw, A
o] ZAE oue §AHAR F& [F5Hq kx| ( oscillati-
ng ring ) |2 B3 2E wikoy woluzt + gz FAch
webd 2 oubAE =4 9439 Ha+ gor HY¥Y O TE
i, Helel AA, AYA, el Wy HEY FE ddFed 9
gt gl dge Helrh eolsk Kuethe (1962 a,b )& <
742 [ A8 4v} ( social schemas ) | & Afdstn 7Pk
HegAz| st AEES A4 & HF (category)E TEIHRol,
SelEe 298 Wy ow Agr oo WFzE B &4 Ak =@
2} 4} Alvke Aps] A 2o [ =193 4 g el ( Unit -forming principles))
dn FHs A AuztiAcles FEstz d¥FJAs AR
gba FAgeh

Evans ¢ Howard ( 1973 )+ M d Fzd FAHIAE L=
% [ #%3% A2 ( information overload ) |2 SwldAutz
Hal A esictn FRAYPch 2 Boe FIRFEY e FHe
Axgord, d s TYY 2E FTELS s 3
HEL Y8 dd A (BE)E ste .

weld Qe THEE &8, Aded ¥ F e AA
( stress level )uloll4 A#stn FFzkel FA g
4= EAYPEL F4&AA T ek 54 #Hid RE §F
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HAdg FE Ty 4T sstn AT EsH
A FEE F Aok A5 gAMLl A43E A8, <Az A
sy S T AN wdel wiE Iz Felta 2EX FAS
1 glchk
m. 27859 s8¢y
AT 209dt FY AT AAg =el AUl FHakd
£ aA FrxE dd T ek A, 243, A7k, AT §
zped Aol Afefoll A obFA AP A A ( treatment ) F sHEkR] &
Ad F& iy AAE stgerd AARAE gaste {dF S
zped ghaatyf o] F ool mhol o] B glek 2} o] 2 Atz 9
A A g FAL oEel ohis FaHelar  wlahdhA o]
e 34wz Z ok ole FYE wsksls] d, AEA
JAAR Aol swElm gleor, o Y T 484
A zaubd, A Eelold (simulation )4y, A" (HFE) 44
2 sebe] Zyyorw 42"+ gEh
1., 3 /XA 2r a2y
ol W e o] wAAMA ¢ EH FIRAFE FHIe
[ u] 3hod ubyl ( FEBHSL 5EE : unobstrusive measures ) Jo] L HF &
o]t oAl EEHW sz, T4, oA RHA, HelelEely, A
A, AAdH 5 old AdAEA ARSI EFE 3 gt
rEe sbed [ AdseE A% ldlA Baste stolch
Sommer (1959 )& #HYAdgeld BAEo| A Fioz oy
A Al AeleAE EFUch o gt pad AAE 7
& %, Adadd Ay FHATE @oh Leibman ( 1970 ) 2 &
Qeld DAzkol goldE 1.8mael Wi @Azl gholgle 90
omste] W& 24, 2Eln @90cmsel WA 2AHF shis WY
T oE shue Aol gebdle A AUl i WA o
o#st 2 & magicl, Barefoot,Hoople 3 McClay ( 1972 )+
Aa®l Fd FFEF(FEEA) gl AL okl
g A H= dk=s] A@gAe AQdd IzE
.30_
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AHA oz ddo FRYFFLT ALY} HZ ALY LRI
e 298 52t 3FAA Y oL g wEn ( Brandies,
1975 ), &% T4 dabEo] od 4475 ALster}
( Reid 2} Novak,1975 ) & szsrx &k Hatol gt T AW
of W& Ao 4Ale]d 71344 ( stress arousal ) & A F3}7)
Hat, stgds o) gt FHYEE Asle o L9 A7
¥ E 2 AdE Bl LeHE 7S 2y ALE g
tt ( Middlemist,Knowles 9| Matter 1976 )

2. MEN, MAH oTuy

44, Ad2d By drAAstd ey AE F43 4
4 A4S Frshe 484, AA4 dTede (10284, 47
2Auy RWEACl AN BRHIAAY (4blde 3 yyos

A

T 7 ek
(1) Ag4 Agdxzay
woh sEde EFRUEEYS dd Addwde 93 w
ol o] &=z ged, ol F2 9d AAx AL Zm gk
(1}F78 5ol wAwstz 3l AL sl@gal Aol WA=
daglen R4 A s Pas vd wrLe oa Ag =
7

L r
>

=
7t AR z2Aste A "d3 3R 59 &2y S 7H 17 V’ u}
&, 5% o8 Zdo] ofdzl oF Az wt
A %7} @l Horwitz, Duff ¢} Stratton ( 1964
Zhah, HALAF oo o HAYEA, 28lm HAara 7he
A Fe] 2AelE AgHrk olwl HYaAE o F£E A (H
1% : decoy ) olAl® e, H, 2& dAddor N Hzslw
o 3 2 Hel|4g LLE Az gke}, 2 A5 2 A 3 oA }ol &
o] Agl b Az MHdd  FE debde AHeolsh  dhs
A A A A A ( body -boundary ) ®}¥-S 2}-8% Frankel 3+ Barrett
(1971 ) &, FAstx U+ s gatodl eladol 2249 chrlr}A
st sl gxtzh ol 2ol 4 £ 7 ( uncomfortabieness ) &
LrA Hd, elele) H2E FAAAch AHAE Y 8 7} =]
Wil A A2 slmz HE FAAN 8HAY LT oddsbyg =}
oddl 2 Ml A" HAY 1S sttgd A=),
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&, Garfinkel ( 1964 ) &
o dFgor q

u]. __

ol &

U QUi e+

(ah—/!‘ﬂ‘ﬁ

Space Measure )

FoHd g
I
o o

dez A4

= [ "oy
SRR
AYAHE
of 7 Al
apolel A&
(b)o] A1y 23
ce Measure )
o x|
R 5ol Al
o]
3 otA el &
o
7l
upFe A 3
H4 9

O}-O

2

gkl o] Faht

TR g y4s
A1 B8l o]4 ( Simulation )
Kuethe ( 1962 a,b ) =
FHE T

()

mata ) ol

ZFqoz 7,504
FE 3ol
F oogag

55
47

13 AR
A Aol A Hof
&3 3
]l 7kell
F3 skt 7
s #{2F o g
2| A o]
2| A] =
Elaz B
ol ‘ALl
FAsbek, 22l 2 A E

A3 FlAl 2] TRl A

2ol bzl AZEAl dows o YAyl B
el 53 #H T+ Pedersen ( 1973 )&
7 5 Ay o

2

o] whlE A g
nawareness Behavioral Personal
Agddd AL gl whalge
o gleh up el A4
el 41 &
old FTHUE F
A gk F Azt
dubo 2 apelAlch
U A
‘1] sk 2}

4EF F

[elt

84 (U
t54s] A=
=

DL ERE
2= o
=

B

gAY wdgleny, g

wog FAe Ee Eolrh
Tyjgm wrgdHE o
=7 13 /K8 ee T4E
RS A Aow

shelebs ol of S E s
Ageel g A4 24
._.‘_24 zs}pl.

73 5 =34 ( Awareness Behavioral Personal Spa-
GEH TR Yl A 15om
| Zldlel A sk, zla T oslE A
AAE  Wadet g AT A e
Zhz| gl 7k7te] Aex 1
A 14l & g At HYe
HAelzket, zeld F AR L
2wl & T ALt HE=
berh FA 3w e T By 4
tFH s FAldl AAs] HT
AHgt Aedeln ga4 Yo
FA sk aElstey b

FAd clFake AzEs TR

LAY q«] /ZE]

A
zi 3|
At A
st
el 7 Aozt
st AHR

el &

Aeleh FApghel
Al =k
i

[ 424
Apgol gl zke]
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A xS Rl “FIHerw FHste A ( cultura-
11y - shared perceptions ) "o gictw A ek ol ol gt
A58 4 etebE sl Y8 ("HE}E FH Y ( feltboard te-
chnique ) |-& Hugich A (22) o2 g 2§ Fe¢ 45
S 7x 1093 ) el AR lEeld AEY =Y E(HA A
Aelelzp, ofo], &, A4y, dxn L JEEH =23 )& Fx,
2 g9 A=E sted 2 2AYsted WASIEE Ak old 3
g JAY 2RSS A2 4% wiyew Aeks Aee 4}
AL A &, V)Y ELE 8 FAYgFoz wdsz (244
Qe z} - otol o] A ( pair )& Azt -otole] #ue o iz
WA E T (3R 279 oA = sy e AdddA
¥} Aol datel sirkd Fel wdsw zela B)d - o T2kl 4
ZYge 58 = 9ol AY ok

o} e wye AfFwi|y] ( free placement ) C24 EHE
ol®A AgtsA sz 2ERY AAFH Azle oAddE FHY
it skx| |l k7ol & 85 w0 ws z{F4 ( reconstruction )
£ Ay Ay ( replacement ) o] gk 7zl Y- W EkY o
st A4 2ol Fu AYwaich 2o PR stdF A Y
mekl 2 o wWAESERE A%k sl PAe A Ao &
Ast71 8 s AYE ol HIEEE AW a2z el Al
et

Meisels 3+ Guardo ( 1969 )+ [ 4 %o ( sillouette ) 5~] ut
3 & Agstd o AA4EE AFold dME 2 AAEF H
Ag Ae]E fASHA A7 A4S dehde 4FdE A I
E A geh e 2 Aol Ee ARE FHIH  IFFY
Ag2 Aech oleg WS <Y1 >l el Ppedersen( 197
3)9 FRYFEAY ol ©os EHs] Adgsta gleb Algte] =2
¢ Hd, #2&, $F Teln Y4 HEgRE 2¥E A4
209 Folrzt Ab#slEd & ( 8,5 x 112 &7 apc})ell 2 A,
% gxe), 1Y WA QHE Yk HPAE AMH e
zeyS i X ole T 2l EMZE LA He T sl
AT AA zek. ol = 2m s e s HAE, oE shue B
+ vebdE
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>

<Z®1 > Pederson Z73§-5324 4 ( Pederson
Personal Space Measure ) Pederson
(1973 )

ZEAE 28 20009 £ A 10wE [ o a4l ], BB 10
= [Ebl Jolet qlside] Yz 29 5% Zog =2
°f 7 AEecl A" Zedo ¢4 983 2ol -z, A -
2, #-3, $-Add, Ao -, F-Aul, -9,
- 2R Yol B oRG- Yol E REE |
e Fre F ZEIslely A s AR E mz by
A3 3T 20a09 48 HFstd ok
3] A LA A (LR EY: Paper-and-pencil technique )
AdH Ay S 483l AU (KE)nle g Ars 2
Aetels A xsh A2 gol FH 3 gl
Kuethe ( 1962 )< ®Ex &3 4YL %3 Tolor, Branning 2}
Murphy ( 1970 )+ Ale2]d AHeld % ( Psychological Distance Sc-
ale )& AUk ole A HAEDY AL s AHF sy 5
HHE ol FAsA e Hog A3 (elal ) e 4™, o7,
TE 29¥ 7 Udv HAdE Pol mystA Frls Gy 9ok
o dobrt 3 Mibsl Rawls o} 29 £38 (1972 ) 53 Duke 9}
Nowicki (1972 )¢ &4 sy So} s ZmS wy g
Rawls, Trego, Mcgaffey ¢} Rawls ( 1972 )&= <292 >ollA ¥
<= v ol e F2 Y% & ( Rawls Personal Space Measure )<
ARk Agte]l Agde wEE Hd, 9F, H2x oE2E g3
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(2% 2) Rawls 37t &% (Rawls Per-
sonal space measure). Rawls,
Trego, McGaffey2t Rawls(1972).

HEgA2 sl F 2 dol vie} WAl sl 4 o &3 gL 2 4AE
Frot “dabHal HolFdA A ERele] LA E A S Fu 4
ez glel F715 vlebox] dole i ek Z sfol o A
Qg Fuo SaebulE 18 2 A YEE FAstel” o4
o gHelA¥y o (H) 72X 2elx d89 A4 €79
Aels F7H 37t deA =Hebh oozl e g4 ( Rewls front)
o A3 ( Rawls back ) 5 w2 w2 oA sleh

Duke ¢} Nowicki ( 1972 )7} 4wt [ 13398 Kol A=HE (Co-
mf ortable Interpersonal Distance Scale =CID ) | &= [AdA4A
A& ( Franke!l 3} Barrett, 1971 ) J o4 5£38 ulyolc)
K2R3 >ollA Bentet o], TAY ove 87A wWyfow
2} Eo] 80mm# wolziel ol AA4H<d FZH(E) olH, ¥
7k Fdd e EE 4 8y & YTE itk
wheba] Elglo] #ub (/A ) el & YTE T Wl Fole} Fofol
A e dEAAAE s AZdetr ARg F s gas o
2y ()9 Fodol Adxn e A& (AT )ol o 3 W
2 He AZH 2oz A4stAl "Aeb olsl A4 AdE(AF) o]
Azl S ol s#¥x= £z ( uncomfortableress )2 L7 7]
Al ZpEbe , of ol A EE 83k 4% AFed XZE sHA
Heb zelsley ST H3 el 2oz dHZ A o] AxAY
A g Aelgmz FA|shd Al I kg b ek
ol Ax& g7, £7F 25T T3 AT ¥l Hagy 53,
olelo] ol Al &Fu]E Frwl ¥l R2E AHFd A ALY + 9
ok,
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6

@

8

<agl 3> mere ool AHal & =(Comfor-
table Interpersonal Distance
Scale=CID) Duke®} Nowicki,
(1972).

(4) Zlebel = by
Patterson 3} Sechrest ( 1970 ) 4 Porter, Argyle 3}

Salter (1970 )& MQH Tz-2 A Fshe APl 2Lz of
GA Ly+=71E o v]ujdy ( Semantic Differential ) Abel| A 3}
& §§D]- = Birdwhistell( 1952 ) & 9| @ =e] 5o} £
o] W2g T8 oA oy WSS 2ok gm, MeBride,
King 3} James (1965 ) = = 7|9] 2412 ( Galvanie Skin Respon-
se )& T Fo digh dbEAER ol &rh F, g 9l Al
A 4 (FAME) & o4 (i)Y 487 24 o9& A4
A2 A ol gabe] Ars|Fubde] HsE FAH U

V. Sdyeol s =2

Malel F2%F, A4E8RT, T FAEY 9 d2E YFd

A5 HT FTHS BF Ay Irwin Altman ( 1975 ) & 29 A

A3} 213]# &% ( The Environment and Social Behavior)|

AN T7AE AT g AR E e A el oldyy (%Z}
7t B =4 Adyeg 53 UWHE A7 2EHAL),

T3 Agudy, 2eln #A Ao Fael a2 eleh t 4°}7¥

1962w 46 1973 W72 wlFelq W3 s oF 2008 FYsod
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FEEES $A% B3 1 489 BYY WEFE 2P4OY
Zol vebget &, el £AQl Aole 3o AlEdolduy
Ay dad Tyl 458 mol ol8Hm glod VF Aduz Wy
£ o} 2e o|§UEE rolm Yok S3 AFdold 3 4

g),
80— ‘//
70"
= 60F
_'Er]_ fa
o] %or
T 40+
7 b
H] 30[
5 o,
i e e i
100 - _\/]—/K}H—]

1962 '63 *64 *65 *65 "67 *68 '69 70 71 7_’ 73
A5
T

(a3 £ FUYE A7 AIBE Yeel ¥y
Altman(1975)

Augel ALAEs o we FoEA ek ole edwal (B
FME )5 A lHE WA BHol e Wy B4 wAY
FAE 2o TAH, FTRWEL uok FAL 4843 Az
A2 ETE Fobod AANAYT FA Yoz ATFHolok &
Bhe AFAES 2Fe 2de W a Aelz ¥A o=,

£ A IAAFL dAdFA HE YA, T A FEH
£ 2Y5E 495 gdoe A8Y £ Ak A Epol
A= ed daRAdAe B (FE), A4, FYFl %A
485 ElE nRol IAYEL SYHdew AFT 2ol AMAT
o o 20%YERch doix 80 BATA AL HE SYH (4
4%, 444 $A, Y442 FE, THY Aol¥ ) Bz F&
494 2R9FY WE 2R

asd 2w ALd AT BHEE Ao 2ole s B
of AAD IRAEEAYEES & oA FolA ¥RE WA 2
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geb A, wige) AT st 4ol kel w ( face - validity )
o b 2AE FHE P A2SAUA  ( psychometry ) 17} 4] oka}
vz Aol ol zkel AMalA A l% FAGE= AL [T} o9y
& HAg ol s Fel odg 23 T gayy-s aoelr 44
AFY F dobm WD) W]—r/]—ﬁ t o]l xmpErAg] A gubyo] &
¥ s¥ATo Y, FVAF A TEAE 4B e ol 2H 2 A
A dRdE o oA AdEU Heoldh Ss &, Afod Ay

A e e g ¥ oJym, v E Fe Wy 483
AT AT A2 Aks 2ol e a5 9ok ( Kleck, 965 ; So-
mmer, 1965, 1966,1967 ; Little, 1965 ). o w¥& 9 2
dal, Al 3 A4, 2] 4 iﬂ*—i %EL relar 11@4"] 4745
A B lE (W) e HAEE Hds) EAsiz fgozy
bl AT Ao Aol 2rugme

=, Ad4 B A Edolduryolel sduE A%, g
% Hbger4 ( response set ) 5o W est Ao gqrh
Kuethe ( 1962 )7} Al =gk gd#fo] HE Dosey (1971 )¢9 =

Ay sl AE o8l :‘%HI—%OI ZBA HSFHA L &8 22 g
H, d¥, dFs 2@4dq Yy Exst 2eds) s 9x gk
Al Halzkel Fke AlM 8 449 weHHHe ol L=
717k =epalel ( Meisels 3 Guardo,1969 ). &, of52 4 xs) 2
TE5 Huge FE Hag v, folry THYY A AAE F
ol &t deld  IREHuwy =g wduA o A 89 2 zHalsle
Aelo]2Xe ool ol2rzlx FFow ALI4+ gL HEs}
T Ao} okst A ojr},

vl I’-/PE§5~— 25 F3o we 1 327E delgel &)
H4Hal (5“24_ I;%) g owl=al o el Al dlstd G
3ol (eolwg] - £) 3 £sq AFY Fdulae w3 Ae
7t Aga iﬂﬂ Jvl. a2y g(f)Fddog, vE 3}
o dHHor AR g dE HEs AHuselol o]l
A, ZE Ty stdes assE, A AN " 199
X 4F3 ( subculture ) o wolel] wlel Ty Fo] wely &
FASol shFAIFR} Be daAE §xghc ( Sherer, 1974),
2¥gd Ml FEol ZA eEA oy HA WY £ g

o

N
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HEFE THT 24 AAAH ASd =8 FY 59 FAolg o
FAANA FHE + A" Aold.

g 2 74 U’“P?& H el A2l H 5 ( Duke 9} Nowicki,
1972 ) J7b vlay de] AgEz U ol¢ "‘ﬂl*g%ﬂ}‘ﬂ—‘ zl
UAAE HAystn obF4e Addrx AAALE Fihd ¥
HES AAfz AN G Ze A FdsRAs wmstd of 2?45
o etFdE FEUh =T deld Zde Yagwn, AHAYg =
& Agstes 3 Aol @ Aeldx gFstn e
AHEE 7 dvbe AP R YUl

V. % = &

ofdel A matgk Mo FRWF ATl A 7FA A EEAL S}
239 ek

As, IAPF AgE €A 4L Al st Holoh F
TP TN F& [FEREYPE |o 2HET =wFAa A
gdeddAs [4AAAd 3 12 FHYsy gk =8 I35 %
Mg Feida e [dady F4d o 7Fster s, v
FAYHlH [F53ed F(FK) Jez 3¢ &5 gk =
+ g I EE A¥d o8 FR(F5H)E sz
AR (R )75 st 7S dEr &g ( Duke 9 No-
wicki, 1972 ) etz »mgch

4, WY QY Fhel $FpS LA Folm ¥ +EL
HAdstA 23E + Adve AAFH T4 (B B : cognitive
construct ) olzld <l 73t €L HdENEHP Solel EZ2ga4 T
FHE A 2 o deprl FELE RgsiAl da A
(innate)q] Zo=2x 7y 4£%stz A 53 Ay =
2z T dAAE F e L T34 Aoy A E FR
A=l Fol obx A s WA wm g

A, SduE obx] wWAs kg oF st wel @A, Ao
ol e AstA FHolEAY FAAHET B U4sr] Y3l 3
+ A4 Ay, AEdelduy o ekg P upy x|
Aubslx b EAa W FY ohad (£hon ) dd 54

i)
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ABSTRACT

A REVIEW ON THE THEORETICAL BACKGROUND AND
MEASUREMENT OF PERSONAL SPACE BEHAVIOR

Yoon, Gene H. Y.
Department of Psychology Yeungnam University

The theoretical background on personal space behavior is reviewed
from the viewpoints of ethology, anthropology, and personality/
social psychology. The body-boundary system, territoriality, conc-
entric circle, nonconcentric fluctuating globes, and situationally-
evoked oscillating ring are considered as the concept of personal
space. In the second part, the current methoedology of personal space
measurement is discussed. The specific methods are classified as
follows : field/ real life/ natural observation, laboratory/ experime-
ntal manipulation, simulation, and paper-and-pencil techniques.
In addition, the necessity of new methods for more objective and

scientific measurement is proposed.
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