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MFEESR ReNFEE S FERTHR
FIBKTHIRA w2 & PB =R

| = -
ZEARE LEE

HoAHe fAC o E waEMNES oMl BEEC 2T
EHQl Fwolab: FHolA &Fe %ITHE (19748,1976,1
9794 ,b,¢) MY HERTHRI 21  MEFES ABHEE
of g E@el FHebe Fol4 ARRTARA s AolA
Zurzld FERTHRS Ae FESHS 1ol MARTHRS
Gt@e FEEKS Famge st ol FoA I Helse B
e AEY Holok [EW HES AN EHAA zm iy FHE
asus) itEd FESHS madste ERBEERRATRES ot of
sHRe) MEKRA A 24w AEE ke o olge 42
AR EERS W FERTHERI KO RE &
# sl MBS 2 (F . A EFARE) x2 &4 &, it&m
SFEATT) x 2 (FE , MBHETEE o4 8.k el F
ER Tl HEREs BHEKE L A5 o

0 &8 Ee BEEEMCAdE G FESEESY FEAER
bt e SRESEESY A Bd £, MEFEMEE TEr
A So] @i FESE BAaxch ok =3 AK HHERME
AA4E olet: w2 FEFEME A FESHES) TEH
S R BT, MEFEHE ftan ESEAsC] a F
B e yoke, ol dAste FERY B AT
Holglom, ol FRY BEMERCE AW BEIFMEeN4 dF
Fre s

Osgord, Suci Tannenbaum BEHEHORKE AlLdld RE HHY B

R FE, B, HEES Alvkx KBS B%E A s USE Wil
ol el BB RS A9l gt A AFE ol g BEERA A
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742 L Foll A AEXTY REE 54 22 A8 = o] 3o} (Freedman,
Sears, & Carlsmith, 1978 ). ol & fLA9 #H#KS 7IEstes %
AR A = FERTA F3ks 37 A OE gotd H
R @B & T70%7F FEXTA sl 295 =22 Osgo-
od, 1962), °] ZKiwel HAMEN AAs= 7t Fo3 Kol
5 7] o Fo] i}, ( Rosenberg & Olshan, 1970).}

oleldt FMEKTY HBHER Sl A5AHoE HIFUK FLoF
of AFEolA AgE i v RES “Foldld - godd” R
B ( like - dislike scale )&} “<Fch~ ymch” RE ( good -
bad scale )olch ojzigt dFEode o] F RER FH3t 2
N Aol MR A REM[ Aboldl. 802 & MRS o
i 943 ( Kaplan, 1972 ), =&t o2 EERFEERARE a3t
TFASH HE AW I F AERY HF HRAFWEE Aolol =
8829 =& FMEES Holx dr}( Jaccard & Fishbein,1975)
= A g 7\7‘°¥°4 T #ERoZ g Zh MR A Y
REMEY #HEH o2 gAs]= %3‘%2/&%011 gk “ Fopdtet -~ o
et 7ok “Fok - vm” REY HIgo] FUdtchs A A skl A
&5k lel oh Al sl oleidt A2 HHEAMl HFE #F
HRTLY HRE +Astes FuBIILS sk 3, il Ad
gt #AEFKLY HRe H—Koroez HAEEH + oddes ‘Vﬂ dol
A AgEel gkebm & & ek

2, HBEAY I FEKTY HR-E E—Kjoo] ozt
I FR#BRILER FAsls= BEeRTYel B3z k. Bruner ¢}
Tagiuri (1953 ) o] %, fllAe] EIHE EHKste 7 7iclol 7kA
AE dubd HAGDEHE AEERERA dd dTEAAAE %
RIS HEC 2 NEERERERY] EHES F4std (6, Peabo-
dy, 1967,1970 ; Rosenberg, Nelson, & Vivekananthan, 1968 ;
Rosenberg& Olshan,1970; Rosenberg & Sedlak, 1972; Felipe,
1970 5 ) fAol 93 FEKT) MHy FME( intellectual -

=)

good - bad)selr it @ity 8 ( social good -bad )9 FJjLoE® ¥
st Alalo]l a3 2lth Rosenberg, Nelsondt Vivekanan-

than (1968) | oI5k, HLEAY ATl S3t: mrse A%
shoh, AAsoh, obEle, AbmAclth, fo2] asheh(HEA) A
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soc}, AdAetth, Sobdsit, 43ud, Ardg D S HAN
Fol o TRMHES AEEHE SO HbESo) 3, MM HE K
Tl &3 RS gl s, AEel, £4 0. A5,
2ol Al ch, ol Aste}, ofeHc}, £BFETe e}, WS Aolgdh, &
Aokt 5 omeg EH L BERGH BAHS mESoth  o#a
ATE A Figel da AEATS 2o HEH KLY AE
HIE #Ee) BED o] Folx = WAKTAL bl E= oo
olel st AKX WEHE FUATES fihd oa 4= o
2 HIRE BHete F8 %7 dol. Hamilton® Fallot (1974)
= BRESA MM AEKT Fi: BHESD  ARHSAY
& FAS T ® A FEK £os BHST MRN8 AmS 7
Aeted A ASha, BHHEAL s FSEE ( likability ) o} S
( respect )9 F7izx] Mz B HIRHFES 5% et 2 A
o, HEH FE BECE FAY ABY Al MEES g%
BERoh %okT, M) A BHo 2 TAs Ao A9d i i
b HEER T Eeh 258 olelg AnE i@y FEIl 7
SHT HHESe HARK A WE GRS sdss ASad,
ol HE A 93 LEHR) ABENS M Bz e
s7] W Sol 2ol hd FBEIRS AE o AWe uA4 o1,
My FERC A S S BESRT ddn M e
S Fdo ASRA o= HEAWS KB RSES Lgcs
ERZ ALY ool Lol oSt GEESH 2o EIKe] Aol
AFe oA HE Aolaty wdddde Z, o|5o AR HE
Kol ALEE MASHY FRRTES fiid wat 42 o2
M7e HIRS WReH: M & Hede wala o= Aol
Zol He Aol da AR oh2 NEe FEKLY Mg ¥

1) o|%& 774 helpful , sincere, tolerant, sociable, humogy
ous, unhappy , vain, irritable, boring, unpopularZ W3 A

of e}
2) o|E& 77 scientific, determined, skillful, intelligent, per-
sistet, foolish, {frivolous, wavering, unreliable, clumsy &

g el
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KE & dcke AHA e #H o EE (BN 1974 a, 1976,1979a
1979b, 1979¢c ) o] AFEHE WA Uk EES A H
ol N3t BB FEME ( favorableness judgment ;
HH Aol KEmoz dvht §& Akl =e # AR
s HEHDCoR ¢ el fuESE ( likableness judgment ; HHEA
e t#fez drht Folw AdA e dHoAd A e
Fig) o2 3 oo FHRKAHEY £=RE AT vk ek o]t
AP Fo M= FH Al THERMRLESR REMEE FAIEA
(#H, 1974a) HHREERERZ HEMERE F45EA (4,
1976, 1979 a ) cfA 2 HFEAES 2 FMBPAES A2
A HEAY e o EmmmMeE A3 MRS BRI 2
Foch BREH (1978 D= MY oleizt AAE F EBAEMEEHA
5 HEES AFES Aol MEE AL AR e HFEREME
o} FMBREME Festx S FERE@ES 7] 23l i EHE
I MBAES L5 BBEENA QFsls Rt A o] Folz Lo F
3o, 3 AIESES Ze HEREMES MEREHES dxz &4
gt ol &8 77t AW FEAE ANER A& AH
A Fdst s o ek &, GFEREES RIBEEL ghe RmIEEE
2 A" HEEBEHEAGANAY 18] o E REER 4% HEAS
ol v 25 FEFETRICS Higel MBEAERICY HZRco i
ez EMC(IER HEEEEGY 4%) == #M (AN HEEMLSY
A0 HIRAFES st 4345 ddeh #1979 )& MY
AREH o Aol dojal Aol A FREAE] FBAET R o
g4 Fd HEA dd mmASE XA HIRS He e
IFESETe HIREBAAY HHRESEES HHsly] Hd RE F
RIS AAsn A AFEAA ASs v HBREERS
“Eot - Ymgd” REE AHEsta z, A FHERMS
A A st e AEEA HBAER.Z AH&sln Ade REQ
“Folattt - o3}’ REES FBHHREY WERSE AH:
3 o o shxAdo]l Uk ¥y, BRINEEI FgERlel TEAql
Hyge Holw Q& FAQ HHEFHALEY A7 R (set size effect)
5 FEAE FEAE A BAstgch 2 A HEAR JAdA=
HHRE A =277 AASE HRKEY FEE7T Eiwb stgov
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FE A = HHEEY 27 ekes Araglo]l YA HIRRE
S Rolm2N FEANS RIMBR web zox MEARe F
BRG] whel FgEE#e) #aol o FolAchi= ARAE Vgl
ol Zol HHAH ol FES felel: #FEY AR o9&
ol A Higo]l HRE F AL Wub obdel el ASof
7 HAE s B = A2 g2 AdE vehle AFEeln ¥
4 9drh

2 o)zl A#AE HEKTY HHe HREAHA Al FEN
ol #Eie sl ozl Aolim, MEKITY HRES HE AW
g3l E#re HES st QelAe Aoz F e & oo
AA s P Febe de 2 7hgEe] Adrka =Hsksich
Z, g Ao ol KRl Ko HEANES & Aol T
fro] a2 ol i sk ph@H#E ( social norm)o] w2} F1g Aol o] F-o
2z, £Ergel FoLs TEAEES 3 sl BBlvel i AU fE
Afy ## ( personal norm )eoll whab Hizm#igo] o FoixAl 7]
o ol , ZBlfe) L el st sEhto] o)t AFESIETS el EHERY
o) . FAfgel Fedko] o8t MUEHAIETS ¥ o Hcoh o Huwmfyel AR
RS BolAl =rhks Aolrh

ol al A HFEESET FIBIMEC KB 2ot £8r FlEel e
R ERE #y ukes A BECH, 1979c )Y ® )
ol Algo) A sz ek 2 HEse] fAd wel fkEE
o] HMIFKEE] bR 7] wifol ( sherif & sherif,
1969 ), EgAdel et FHA FHE AFEAR-S ATMEK
#io) o Aulo) e, E#EIAR TEEmS #AEL MBIAE
o kel i Ffelgte vlel A FEAE RS HIEEEE o
mo| = FEHm TAsEAch ol¥A HFEAE-S B IBHEUKE o
o pEgo) 31, FEAIMe ATMEKE] o HFolztr 2ot
o, Mg ARMBEKES x9S H HEARE S EA
o] o 2 g3 we Aolatz AAd &+ drk  ZLelshe
ax g AR KL Hu Aol HERDZ  zA st
ZHEAQ) FEAES A s HeAHY FEES %A HskE
A EIGAE o 3 dbx) S oAb, F@lRgel FHAE
Aol = HE AW BEE =} HIfHEC ==l Aole

-82 -~



EHRe AZstach T A3 FEAEAAE HEAHY EHEE
whe} SIEHE R A Ao|7} Lol vistel, FE Sl A& HBAM
EEREO s dA AEEERES EMQ 1% ol && wAsgst
oleldt AN: HEXTHHRS READ s FHEEL  ANKS
sted qolxlE Aolxm, MBARTHISRES TUT HEAMYl o
Byl SIS ot ddojxE AL vep Fa st sk

oboll 4] Hamilton 5 ( 1974) o} AgelA FHEY Tk it
@/l BEAT ASHE BES HAMGIAY W KBS
Basle AS2A HEAg 9T EENY MREAFFESN FS
e Agaln, My HEIT ASHNE KHEe RERTH
Aads A B Tdsls ASEA #HEAmA AT FE
BRE BEe F9 Mz FgsdE Aol wHASE vt
Ak o714 RERTH AEE AR e U e %
EEHC BES HHo) H3, BAMGAA W At R
o] o3 EBlAI FE HMeo] HE Aoz FEH ¥ &
ek, zuhd, o] S Azt HWHEAMH A FEN FE HFE
s Y FEQ MBIMEC Fo M 2 Adolztny 4
s 2 4 9e Aol R AL o RS oA pLe &

=, mip #EY S item FEY #MSzZ 47 EAR
‘a4 (B HEre =t A HEsd BEEeL 743D
& FAsEe W, FRREEAY A+ FEHAEAAE An R
o7 FAH Afgol, MBAMIN = e oz TA4Y AW
o] © iFfel HIZAEEE 2y oot z v, AM FAEMA 7
oo 7 dl T FELEALE A ko2 FAE Aol 2
B3 SN @R BtEe 2 T4 Aol o HRl HIR
wEES B Aotk ozl BEE IE.HAe EFMES, HEM
&o) my D e BE B, FES MR Szt ==
e 492 AZd & 9g Zolsh

Vel &

wx THEABgE OEBH 2BE Y 369 oled
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LEBBES Fystn e R 4% 3 40uo] B Ag
BgwEs Aegd oo LEEEES Td F, AdAd g
ol oot 3 T LABEMY Yo X Kkl B
o,

WEME. £ (1978) 9 AolA o2 HFEEES MEEE
e WHREERERS o 7 REA 644 BEag o)
MEEEG REE 5% 2 2 5= o4 (E1 )3 2ok

(E1) BEeRy REERTSE 2 266

r B OE Mmoo E
T ¥ HEEE £ 5 BHEE
FRY B gy &FE (1) 151 1.96~.68 1,43 1 .94~ .47

(P) ThErAy ZTES)  1.67 2.04~.93 165 1.96~.78
B8 M gy #E (1) -1.05 - 91~1.27-1.12 -75~-135

(N) e FES) -1 .18 -.69~1 .69 -1.20 -62~-1.76
* +3~-39 TERENA oo REEY. '

olF 4 HFESE A4S fHEilz #@ad vt 49 i
MEE 37kA4 whEglch ole 4 67 F 4HE FAHCE
Fol shubel HBJMAGE e, ofF oA ¥4 470 T 2A
o AdA HEolA ¥olA & 2A4E P = e HEMESE
& S, p R FH fHad ZEEHA ¥ AA 23S

# 3) 4 REBle A" HE#e cohga Aok

PI: ®gsleh &7 §+ S5sich Edgieh widsch U Eglch
PS @ vagch estsieh g absteh gubsteh Fsheh g siel
NI @ %¥sich oS3t 3 galoh olgAeh njalstet, gAshek
NS : W &sieh, #hEebel, £xabeh. FAsboh o vkacoh 9bA spel
o] & wkol%E Ni ol olSsioh nlsicole FEREE) MBREME
o o]z e Aolglin, Uue B o7t gv wdlE
ofeh, NI Astell F Hzzlel zhol7t Sl weld 2§
o el AL R’y EMAY AMFEE ¢ HEFT AN
EXIG &t HiES of ool @sls] H-FolsdEh
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oz 2 Al 2ol B A Fgd 2A4E e E st
o) ETmMAL T4 g F, 7 HEEM Sk 649 H
mEo 3rix9 4HF @G ToF 244 2" Alejch olF
A st 7h E%%MCPI.PS.NI,NS)EUE. 37k BE 12
Mo 4EEHAS T3

ol &% 7%4 H:a b2 Folo] Fo My L Yol HRF
EFRE 28 9ok z & o] 5L £FNOE Fo 12FH4oE
ol FolA /IMEFE ubEol FEMHERZ ARSI EL

#ik., WRESS 2044 HFEASEN- FMAFEmoz ¢

Ho] % 4 BiiEmkdA £ KR Arisldch #BRES
S EEHoz F LMoz vy F, ol EolA EBEMEE it
71§l HERTH FERS AHT ZEEE o] Fol iw
2 ol RS FEAGEEES NHAHREEAS Foix ol
dEd, = Fxe RN Y M Feles HEREKERAA AHE-H
= el fBRsE 2EsoA slgled, AAsE pMF Ay
o] bzt 3ol A#pe BAMSE A Oiﬂ ol E WAEFs 7+ AWl
A HBREES AAS HRAA w3 Sl o it
o ot

olelst —pyel B ol HEAFEES dAlde HFEXRTY
Fi%e 2iErstAl stz 18 femsgel AEslo dd=h FEAEE
W o3 By #Ew ot Rk

(A 377 ofsl atdto] dlaf] stE 718 € 2o AT A4
o JAY o S FF T A “EEmos 2 4 dvht ¥
o Aaelx] miE Jm ajzelx] TEE HelE HE FIE 7ol

A o, “Urt Fadoz 2 ARE dvbt FotdeA F2 4
o gxa " std web QS FAstE Fob wEdch 2t L
Lo “urt 1 AbeRg dubg FolgexA] £ HlgeA”
= AEokE “ abgo] AR oE dvht F AbEA F&
U apekel x| " ake o] ol % F83Y

ols} e ax ool FEMQ HEXRTY HHE 49 FEsHd
a2z A AsEE Afpel FEMoR F& ¥ EBE e Abk
olgtz WA E BES +20~-209 41BREAA BAENEE
sAc ol® FERoIE +200]  “obF F& AT, - 200}
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“olbF utm alzk” olatE mARHE SHz e AE 5EA S
2 A AT

M2l Aol v HEHAR fBrdlAd “AAH oz o mhy
£ AbElA] = V2 oAldkelA] e FAER “FRAoE Y
b 2 Absg ety Fobdt siglR Fe fojd Aelx VEe T
Aals wbiol Y3, £HARl XLy MKs #FEL AL 4
HoabEste] fERSHE e el Al AElE Aol disl EEECE
Folslsr 4oldtes ARE A +20~-209 41 FHREANAH +20
off “o}F Foldtrh”, -200] “o}F HoFc} " 2h= MAUE
R oA 58 7HA o2 sAul LASHCh

BE HBREASS HBANE 43 4T AEBRMHSE HE obF
FRye) BHE 2/ (FEEFRS = 2 .62 MBEFE=2 .61 ), FiIRy
ME 20 (IFBESE = - 04 IBESRY = -, 11), o5 A/l
ME 2/ (FEETH=-2 43; IBEES = -2.52)428 o
Zolal 389 Adpol dla] HEFES Stk o #HEFEY H
e HBESAA A7 7 #Fed HAFRTE dsshA st =3t
FER H#eBL (anchoring point )& HKAIZIH = 7zl .

wETE) B T #EEEe vl MMEFE Y 97l
A fgrRub-e ST wel HARFES shch ol REREIEIR
o 3z okedl, MA EREM HAAE oF 205 ATt 48
= 9 e

Wi, HHRe 2 (AEXon) x2 (E.&9 HEEE) X2
(#tEe) FERTIANA #EE/ E . AY HEREN Y F
ExRmel A KE" EREZiTZ AP=HA

# R

2 ude EmEe HREL E . A HHgEe A K
HEAT B2 AAD AEBEEA sl KES FES Mg @
gBEEo At Y Av: HEE 92 45%9 MBEKE 47
of AEE 34 4 EEEAC] 4 MRAEES FHE &
FERE st EES Y HEMANEES MRMANEE] (3%
o HmEECl Wl N HBRFEE TG <2 > A
Agel gleh.
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(F2) 7 HEEEY FENR ARPEBEFHT

E M B & P B B E N
HMPEE D tErERES) AEFED TEHEFES)

B A B 10 .70 12.72 -9 .05 -12 .28

OB A E 9 .85 14 .50 -6 .88 -13 .92

¥ dhBLe] BEEL 0o] u, BME@ME - 20~2090 41 B REA

- FHEMY.

o] <FE2 >ollA ¥ul, B HELETS AN HEHEEAAY
HEHRT o FEAE NRANSY MRKEM 7t duEe 2
& golx vk &, PlEEY 7 $ole FEFAM FMBAE
EFEHERcE Fx9h, NI £E9] 73Sl FMBAEY HRFE
fE7F FEMAHY HRFEELT Fot. 28, PSHEE] Aol
= MBS KA EE FEARY 2 Ed =Xk, NSHEE
o] A Sl = FELAAE HgFEEEt Eokh

ol2dt MA Ml AL A7 A Yo FAG Zo] <2y
1 > o] v}

(a1 pollA BA, ERY HHEEE E A v By HES
Eol AV RE FEMAE ML BM4FEE 445 #FEE
Mol whel AR e 9o, A& FEEMA =E ol g AN

Hiel A2 oES o 4 qch

olelgt AAHel AL 2x2x2 BERREMERI AT
WESHOZ o 2 AdE g <K3> 3 ge

(%3 ) oA 2=, F.A¥EEE 719 EaRet REdF @RI

s A4 1% (F=121 6,df =1,38)% 5% (F=26.78,
i =1/38) Saold EokgE %BEEZ moly itk E .HHEE
wm 7o EgEBE T BEEz 743 A%e] HRFEHES
Efoz (M7FH = 11.94), A HEEZ 743 A AR
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20 4
18 A
16 4 F0 3B 4 by
14 4 1. EWHEBESRE ://»
12 | ///‘
B — -7 st
8
%
6 4
4 A
7
2
_—_— A REEE Hae FRRE
_2 +
_4 L 1. Am BESRME
& .
..b -4
- _8 1 \\\\\\
o T BEhm
_12 4 \\\
# 1o~
-14 1 F03 H BT~
-16 j
-18 s
-20

vsiigba - L2 e A E A
e FEHEH
(a1 4 BEEED FE NS MR Feurs
FEME BMOE (MFH=-1053)Ugd  Ade RHdF:=
Aoleh, wa HHFEFXTY EHRCE HuH o2 ¥ol 4
# FERITY BHoR T4H AwY  HRAEE (RES
=1.16 )7 i@y FEKoLY Koz T4" Al R
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(£3) 2HEN WMESF R

E & B BRI ARE  PHER F
BRRE M 994 .07 39
HWTHEAR (A) 525 1 5,25 —
RERERE @REa) 988 82 38 26,02
BEEN 22974 62 120
IE -5 BEE B 20205 02 1 20205.02 721 60**
AxB 41 1 41—

B x#HPHeBpE (38EDd) 1064 07 38 28 .00

HHFERT O 32 .40 1 32 .40 6.78 *
AxC 3,60 1 360 —

C xsEEm#RE @Ec) 181.75 38 478

BxC 718 .26 1 718,26 40 19%*
AxBxC 90 .09 1 90,09 5.04%
BC x#£FNEBE (|2 be) 679 02 38 17 87

* P .05 *xx P01
Sl (BFH= 26) 3ot o Age A4S de T 2
o] ot
(HE3 YoAE wat F L AEFEEE (B O R #FE RIL
(CHS MEMME 1%k ExhIe HAoZ  depuet
( F=40.19, df =1/38) oj2ld Aze [ER HFEEE A2
iy FEKRTCEEY HMEFEE (FH5=10.28) 9 it@w #
BT AAY HSATME (FH=13.61) 2ol o #£ER(3.33)
o fy SEEE A @y #FEXT Ae HRAFEE (F
H=-7.96) ¢ FEN FERT HE NEAEME (FH=-13.10
Aole] ZR(5 14)7F o && vehy FE ezt &+ AUtk
olelgt AFEL ME b E HE ’&ﬁ%'wﬂ AlA dolAl  HFEK
TEERTEES NERTNRFEES FoA st HRAFEMEE
gl e W o SHeRA, £ Agy A BAdA 22 T8
AL oprel,
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Ao (R3O AzelA 7bg Fo8 AL FE. MBS 2
BRE (A, E-AS HEEE (B), B Am. ten FExUC)
o ZEMEEMCl BB AR AZHArh: Aotk (F=
5.04, df°1/38 PL 05D ol#dt A= (&2 D9 (2d 1)

AM vrebuba glfel, IEN) HEEEES A Sl My FEILY K
tEto 2 BEEMLAC] o] Fold 9% v HFEAMS MEFEEs}
RS ARFEERS 52, iteh FfERne Helos ¥
sl fel o] Folx A A MBS HRFEHE/ FEAE
FISAEMER Y} 50 b3, #iY BEEEY 72 o= 2 w2 4
My FFEAOTS kbR HIEM fol o] Fof 4 Ae ol = FuB A
o HISFEEL FEHEe BREEELY o, iten FERoT
of Fetnbo 2 WEEM Aol o] Fol4 g “Ht bR PIE S ENREE
7 FURAMS HREFEERS} Fobs AL el S Ae) )
oleldh At 2 Adeld AAAY HES AAH Fi o= A
olch Wl olegt HIZHMe 7 ske JEB’J MRS 4] Borhe
By HERGEE A o e Aoz velgc ol Ha BHE
f) HEEES Ar EEEEos o MBS (K4
off 4 vheht i olwh

(& 4> kA HEEED BEHTHE
IERE AR B A% A

g B ﬁﬁé&%ﬂ HHE FHEF F AR BHE £5A% F
# B 708,13 39 1268,55 39

HNEREE (A 4,28 ] 4,28 — 1,38 1 1,38 —
gk 703,86 3% 18 52 1267,17 38 33,35
@R a)
HRBRERN 715,62 40 1071,12 40
T EST (8)2—2—2—}5 | 22278 18.46% 52788 | 527.88 4,67%*
AXB 34,45 1 34,45 2385 73,15 1 73,15 5.91*
B XEEMAS#E 458 64 38 12,07 470,12 38 12,37
(FED)

w2 p 01 * 1 p< . 0b
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(F4 YA ne, BiEY FEKREY EHRE ERy 3
w41t BAY BEEE A 55 1 %KE A (2, F =18.
A6, F = 4267, df =1,/38; df =1,/38) EWIE A=
Gehdeh  zalv #E, M AEER (A DS bS] ARy -
Hany  FE=XT(BOY  HEEAE AR BMEEEIN A=
5o Kol A AR Aoz Vel (F=5091,4df = 1,/38)
\ERy HEEE ﬁ%@ow% EAmog Fks e AoE veEbds
( F=2285,df =1/38, p{.10). ol2ldl At HEEy HEE
ol A = %na@ fﬁ@tﬁﬂé Mo MBPMAES er FREMEM

&9) fFEEsIEO] Zzkel” A$9) i EBHIEel Fgialgec 84 5
Aul, Efy HEEE NS AR FEEE Ba e ool e Tt%‘
4 T Sae FEslEel A4 A g sl v HE
slginch s1e Ex 2e¢ vehl Fe Aol 2% At B R
o] ASolx L MEFEHC) ¥l E 5 %K#el = @ 1217 st
Amp, 10 %ARES] ER: BolFmzA ol AR AR
9apgh ASE Hola 9lvh ol IRy HFEEES T A #FE
etk A0 Ao IF B ATES BN wEme ERe S
ks QgdRak( t= .63, df =38, p).06) , i@ FEHEMKE
ool A0 GFESN FEEe MBAE FEEY ERe A% R
o (t=1.69,df =38, p<.05 )& AdAAR dSHT 3 1
2], o)) AFEAE B AYA HAT BRI 2 2] = 5 9L
= solet & 4 9% Zlojch

L L

v oagd A fhdl d3 EEIR AES 2AZ QoA FE
RS L BRE A dolAE MBFTAIge) il
BRI 78 MEE A8 A ERE K e 2
Do Be Seg Az st 48 2% eldd Feal o

= T
3 sige @Ml Feldrh
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A EA T %1’*&%9— ftEA«l Eﬁﬂ‘]"d T e #FE

i)
AT RS SIS Fo REE ARET, SARG A2 Hit
BT RHIE HAD AR HETE 0D AT EBi
Foboha qelae) MRl MAATARS MM o MEL 3
i)

ol gt Ae B Aol W e e Avaiy Fgw

Fooleh 2 ARAE B HEAMS) A4S <Ay 2729
W £x3 3 Edo] gl Al 7ol “Ego] glw SEahel ulw
st wEol gl A#” mE “wlBo] glx wWele £7En A

WEk Abg 75 RERTH s e EEll A S Abgel ‘Y
a3 3z 2steb o sty ubgl Abg Yo AV “gubsly ] gbe)
o Fpstal Hylgh abgh” e “Hulsty sty Lslsla
ae]g AP T ARG A Y R TE0] SE3F Abeuo KED
ez £ o of FL Al (HFERTAIR ot #HES 2 Yuth

a2 B AMRE A S R 78] SESE AlS BT B
= Ar o] 3t AR FEe R £ &l u Folslr

(HIBRICEHISR ) 3 #FE= 2 rvh olzigr A8y #FERTY s
ol vt itEHy FFERKICY FHEEY FEEHAAMY REES-S FEEE
of FIEEME ZF SYAG (1B )= AE 3okl B2y, 22
REBE 2t HHsSod o £+3tz ERel M #HE ##Hs=2
TAE Afe HFEXRTHRACHF FRAXTCHEFEELT T3
ERyel mt&Ry FERMECZ +4" A MBEXRTHRFEM7T
HREXTHRBECELY Sobe Zobs ol #id kSl 22 &
B FFEEM-S FERICEIRY MEel , 28l gtesy  FESES
%nﬁ%ﬁ:ﬂlﬁu Kl o 583 fEWmEs A8tk Ao #Ed

S wlfgstAl sk Zlolrh

tﬂq} B Ade e BEY HHERALS A4S “HEId, v S,
#AFstet, e At , vl stet , S A5 " %— FREHRT B M
B i&Eell Al 53 FES MR ARRES WSSt AEdlt,

X3k, A5, dlvtact, HU‘HD} "B AR A Q) T

Bpoll A HA Aol S P AbdRco FENCE £ e oS o

_92_



oAb (HFBRCHR ) ol et #HES 2 X ut, 8MWe sz #H
MRELN A o] 1HRY T8l A BA Aol S 713 AlhEol #ER
T2 BBt Mf EBl A A 5T AR oS doldket (iR
TR )+ #FEE Bz e Ao F ey
ol e1qt FEMeEol BUEMl MY FEEES MBEE) 5 AR
She (F1 B EBTstar, A A FENEEEZ T4
Ao IR T RAEME 7 %D%i%ﬁﬁﬂ%&?ﬁiﬁﬁfﬁ“ﬂr wisr, Efel
itEr) FESEEE A AWELS NBRCHSHFE[E i ExX
TLEIGFEER S Yohes Zon ,_o]— B FEENES  fFEROTE
%o Wl , el it @) FEEEME-S FBIRITHIRY B o$
SO HHEA HAL&3che AME YulstE AolEt HRT 4+ 9
23
aEH B Ade

L=
4 1
’1

holl ol shH My FEEES HEXRTHR
HHEY T2 wm% St ibER FESENEe MBXTHR &
Ho 72 WMz Zgsks ol#3) ML ER HURAHS  FF(E
olol Al Mok H) HEAYS FH{EdA A Asieh oAl <:§3
voll Al wed E - AEGEEE o] FEXoe MEERY 1%
Ko A B = AR HEs o ek o]y [Efy  HEL M A
o] Ry BEEME Al MBSl MAFEMS TLeR TR
Aol REEERIQl FIREFEM Atolo ERHchE B HEIEEREC A
o z EE7L 94 FE BUWshE slolth ma (&4 yolA B,
IER) BEEE ol A= 5P - IBAEEES M HEZorY HE
fEfo) MRt o 2 B+ 7J<ﬁ€oﬂ 122 Kstz 9ovh, A B
FEAE ol M = %7](19:011 ARERRSl e ERE Mol . o]ElE
Ry BN HEERAAME & ﬁh%ﬂ%« Wy FEHENS B
e FEENS o mREE St FESIRw, Ef HEEEE
A= olulgt fHEe] AskA R8-S vehll F= Zlelzt & & 9rh
o] 1 gk ApAdol Al mud H%‘é?@ﬂ/ﬂ 27t Al HIRS HRE
o A2 mpge 2 e Alshe KEpye R £ w £ Aleleld
ol FAldl FBMCZL %OM': Abeko 2 FFEE| 3 T
ol T3 Alds Koz & o £ Algtols FAldl LEBIW
o7 Folsi A}%}gi FEsHE fEe]l AskRlet, Ao s A5

=l

2

19
o

-93_



{ﬂ’ Algte @Ry o B B oo v (Eu? ) algolxul 284 g
A obm w3t HFay TBhe] FA A<l
shx)ut 28 A dojste uhE KB oR
‘+““"} S *”7‘11 S A ek ohA welel Bl AR AR
ol & E#ioR £ *P%}i’r F#immez Folste Ao H1brt
24 vrebubz] ¢hotb oFxke] HRRol AAwb, Hfel Abe Hgele K
WO e bl EEEC R golsii Aldel SMrl ¥ @A
A vl s A 2k
olela Bigel W3 KRS FIGMKIA Yidd oz dede i
MRS ( positivity bias )3} o] o #HE s Jetvts AR
(G EAB S ( negativity saliency phenomena )2 P ( K-
anouse & Hanson , 1972 Yo Aug 4 918 zolrl, HE4S
Bl A fib Aol o3 Hige o2 Effje] 7| ok EMCE e
o= o] HRF KA dehbe [EFEES W &oleh olefgt 4}
Ao mo AldZo] ol waa gleh & AFRTARC 45
Fyuoh TR GRS o gol Hiffsict=7t ( De Soto & Krethe
1959 ) , ik AS 7l&=3ted 6R BEZ B BEYCG 94 9 F
o] AgHhES( Zajone , 1968 ), AS] Aol A o+
o} Fggo 2 YelpEsE (Cantril,1965: Bradburn & Caplov-
itz,1965 ), fiiAol o AR #FE ( Personal evaluation) &
27b FetE A9 KB o3t #FE(Object, evalnation ) Hrt
iEfgo g Jehdel ( Sears, 1976)F AxEe 25 HAMREAA
Jehtis FrRe EA S0k zeiu olelet [EFMERA T £
U NG R LEJ’J el HAR Wt A A AT 2o o
3 g Ao s 2 $3 A #coh (Anderson,1965; Feldman,
1966; Rokeach,1968; Birnbaum, 1972; Richey & Dwyer,1970;
Rchey , Koenigs, Richey & Fortan,1975; Richey, Mcclelland, &
Shimkunas,1967; Richey, Richey, & Thieman,1972; Cusumano
& Richey,1970; Gray - Little, 1973,8, 1974b = ). ol5 AW
HHERERe 2 shedl, olE HRERKAAM HF HH/E EXN
e ol fERET ¥4 i“/}*\? A & Vel Frl, Kanouse 9F
Hanson (1972)0] 9l sl# o|2ist HK HHREBHAZS AHcted
o2} 7}=] B#ol lydl, 15 WiR - HWHREH ( figure - ground

ﬂ(Q r‘%

..94_



explanations ) & o] ¥A HAY HE/t o e WHE == B
71 (modifying capacities ; Feldman,1962 )& ZAIx: AL
HAMBAA dubH o2 2Edle EARRS #HtEsh) 984 v
et ddsiel, &, 81 Ffe dd oz JevE FAKR
o] #H ( Contrast) o} #£I#is%#e ( judgmental anchor ) o 2 %
EstAY , AY %S FEI1E oS F43 BREE} =7
ol ( Jones & Davis,1965) [EfY fF@ect o ge fHEE 4
A "Hrobs Aol e}

ol 23t ArAeolA MW, HHY HHRs EAY HlRel Hiso Hfp
B @R A o e FEE d =3, k4 JE w8 ot
Z OB BN R M 2R o & 548 sl dd
A He Aolch He7l E Aol #HBEEL N HHRE T4
o HEMS 6/ Af HEge A= EWELS 645 v E JE
Fe SRC 2 stHExas & #FEshcholeld @A A
B BHE6S FEd 4= B HRESS AT HEo o g
EEE 71€9¢ 7tedol s, dety BfHEe] e & B
+ o & estd #FESAE b4 44 & F A Aol

T o2 A Be, A st F#Ey FEA HFEXT
B4 A #FEXTY HHES F2 MR st ol Fodxx,
*THA FAEQ] FMEXTCHIZe itel FEXCY FHESS T2
g2 dled o] FoiAAl ="cdw & F Q& Aok

# £ X 3

BREEEE.  FIBMRCI A S RS M —EE, AL KB HE
+ B{rimac, 1978,

MpE. ftAS] HIfl A FREAE MBEASS =R, BEL
HBEEHAER k. 1974,(a)

M. HREERAAY 8/ Fae] ERHK. MERW, 1974,
1, 51-60., (b)

M.  ARe mEtE BRMEKRE HIFHER vAe &
= aEc28e, 1976, 2, 51-59,

M. REe] mimtko] fb Ao HIfkol o3t fFRES FFHAE

-0h =



= ., WRRE - ASCREFRE -, 1979, 9, 269
~282.(a)
M., A2 NS HfHERY Ut HEAS B o
s HE =R, AR LCHRNE, 1979, 2,132-148.(b)
BEE. BRAYS HEE o2 g0 FEAE  mBaE
R, B4 AFWHE, 1979, 11, 89-102. (¢

Anderson, M.H. Averaging versus adding as a stimulus combination rule
in impression formation. Journal of Experimental Psychology, 1965,
70, 394-400.

Birnbaum, M. Morality judgment: Tests of an averaging model. Journal of

_ Experimental Psychology, 1972, 93, 35-42,

Bradburn, N.M., & Caplovitz, D. Reports on happiness, Aldine, 1965,

Bruner, J.S., & Tagiuri, R. The perception of people, In G, Lindzey
(Ed.), Handbook of Social Psychology (Vol. 2), Reading, Mass.:
Addison-Wesley, 1953.

Cantril, H. The pattern of human concerns, Rutgers University Press, 1965,

Cusumaneo, D.R., & Richey, M.H. Negative salience in impressions of

ﬁ ch‘amg'le'f: Effects of extremeness of stimulus imformation. Psyciono-

. mic Syience, 1970, 20, 81-83.

_ DeSoto, Cﬁ;.& Kuethe, J.L. Subjective probabilities of interpersonal
relations. Journal of Abnotmal and Social Psychology, 1959, 59,
290-294.

Feldman, S. Motivational aspects of attitudinal elements and their place

.

in cognitive interaction. In 8. Feldman (Ed.), Cognitive consistency.
New York: Academic Press, 1966,

Fetipe, ALl Evaluative versus descriptive consistency in trait inferences,
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1970, 16, 627-638,

Freedman, J.L., Sears, D.O., & Carlsmith, }.M. Social psy chology €31d ed.},
New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1978,

Cray-Little, B. The salience of negative information in impression formation

' among Danish Samples. Jourmal of' Cress-Cultural Psychology,

1973, 4, 193-206.

_96_



Hamilton, D.L., & Fallot, R.D, Information salience as a weighting factor
in impression formation. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
1974, 30, 444-448,

Jaccard, J.J., & Fishbein, M. Inferential beliefs and order effects in
personality impression formation, Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 1975, 31, 1031-1040.

Jones, E.E., & Davis, K.E. From acts to disposition: The attribution process
in person perception. In L. Berkowitz (Ed.), Advances in experimental
Social Psychology (Vol. 1), New York: Academic Press, 1965.

Kanouse, D.E., & Hanson, L.R., Jr. Negativity in evaluations. In E.E. Jones,
D.E.Kanouse, H.H. Kelley, R.E. Nisbett, S, Valins, & B. Weiner (Eds.),
Attribution: Perceiving the causes of behavior, New Jersey: General
Learning Press, 1972,

Kaplan, K.J. On the ambivalence-indifference probiem in attitude theory
and measurement: A suggested modification of the semantic
differential technique. Psychological Bulletin, 1972, 77, 361-372,

Osgood, C.E. Studies on the generality of the affective meaning system,
American Psychologist, 1962, 17, 10-28,

Osgood, C.E., Suci, G.J., & Tannenbaum, P.H. The meqgsurement of
meaning, Urbana: University of Illinvis Press, 1957.

Peabody, D. Trait inferences: Evaluative and descriptive aspects. Journal
of Personality and Social Psy chology Monograph, 1967, 7, (4, pt. 2).

Peabody, D. Evaluative and descriptive aspects in personality perception:
A reappraisal, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1970,
16, 639-647.

Richey, M.H., & Duyer, J.D. Negative salience in impressions of character:
Sex differences. Psychonomic Science, 1970, 20, 77-79.

Richey, M,H., Koenigs, R.J., Richey, H.W,, & Fortan, R. Negative salience
in impressions of character: Effects of unequal proportions of positive
and negative information, Journal of Social Psychology, 1975, 97, 233-
241,

Richey, M.H., McClelland, L., & Shimkunas, A.H., Relative influence

of positive and negative information in impression formation and

_97_



persistence. Journal of Pérsonality aend Social Psychology, 1967,
6, 322-327.

Richey, M.H., Richey, HW., & Thieman, G. Negative salience in impressions
of character: Effects of new information on established relationships,
Psychonomic Science, 1972, 28, 65-67.

Rokeach, M. Beliefs, artitudes and values, Jossey-Bass, 1968,

Rosenberg, S, Nelson, C., & Vivekananthan, P.S. A multidimensional
approach to the structure of personality impressions. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 1968, 9, 283-294,

Rosenberg, S., & Olshan, K. Evaluative and descriptive aspects in personality
perception, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1970,
16, 619-626.

Rosenberg, S., & Sedlak, A. Structural representations of implicit
personality theory. In L. Berkowitz (Ed.), Advances in experimental
social psychology (Vol. 1V), New York: Academic Press, 1972,

Sears, D.O. Positivity biases in evaluations of public figures. Paper
presented at annual meeting of American Psychological Association,
Washington, D.C., 1976,

Sherif, M., & Sherif, C.W. Socia! Psychology (rev. ed.). New York:
Academic Press, 1969.

Zajonc, R.B. Attitudinal effects of mere exposure. Journal of Personality

and Social Psychology, 1968, 7:Monograph, 1-29.

ABSTRACT

THE DIFFERENTIAL EFFECTS OF THE INTELLECTUAL AND THE
SOCIAL TRAITS ON THE FAVORABLENESS AND THE LIKABLENESS

IMPRESSION FORMATION

Cho, (Geung-Ho
Department of Psychology, Chonnam National University

In the studies of implicit personality theory, it was found that people

evaluated others in terms of their social and their intellectual qualities,

_98-



In a later study, Hamilton and Fallot (1974) found that presenting
subjects with social attributes tended to affect judgements of a stimulus
person’s likability, whereas presenting them with intellectual attributes
affected respect for the stimulus person. The respect judgement of the
Hamilton and Fallot study was achieved through objective evaluation for
the stimulus person, whereas the likability judgement was achieved
through subjective evaluation for the stimulus person, In this respect,
the respect judgement and the likability judgement of their study were
identical with the author’s (1974, 1976, 1979a, 1979b, 1979¢) favorableness
and likableness impression of the person respectively.

From this inference, this study was designed to that the hypothesis
that the intellectual evaluation attributes would affect subject’s favorable-
ness impression for the stimulus person, while the social evaluation
attributes would affect their likableness impression for him. To test this
hypothesis, 12 sets of personality trait adjectives (all sets were consisted
of 4 adjectives) were constructed as the stimulus person in the 4 categories:
3 positive-intellectual attributes sets, 3 positive-social attributes sets, 3
negative-intellectual attributes sets, and 3 negative-social attributes sets.
Subjects were 40 sophormores of CNU and they were divided into 2
groups consisted of 20 persons each {(favorableness impression group and
likableness impression group). The subjects of the faborableness impression
group were asked to rate each of the stimulus person in terms of
objective goodness or badness, and the subjects of the likableness
impression group evaluated how much they would like or dislike each
of the stimulus person subjectively. In both cases, the 41 point scale
with 0 midpoint was used.

The results were as follows: 1) In the positive words sets, the stimulus
person characterized by intellectual qualities was rated higher than the
stimulus person characterized by social qualities in the favorableness
impression, but in the likableness impression, the latter was rated higher
than the former: 2) In the negative words sets, the stimulus person
characterized by intellectual qualities was evaluated lower than the stimulus

person characterized by social qualities in the favorableness impression,
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whereas in the likableness impression, the latter was evaluated lower than
the former. These results were discussed as supporting the hypothesis
of this study., Therefore, in this study, it was concluded that the
intellectual qualities of the stimulus person acted as the cue information
of the objective favorableness impression (god-bad dimension) for him,
while the soical qualities of the stimulus person acted as the cue information

of the subjective likableness impression (like-dislike dimension) for him.
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