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Ethogenics &-2 ethogenic approach = 19721 Rom Harré £} Paul
Secord 7} ‘The explanation of social behaviour’o Al A}s]l4lg} e o
¢ AAEL] F5T RS T3] HEd AR Aol o xRtk MR
&2 (microsociology )3 #iE A¥ B (structural anthropology) ¥ HEE
&4 #7 (ordinary language analysis)] o8] BK EHL 1342
EAA 78 = = (Harre, 19772 84 9] ethogenics+ A-E 2]l Ak3] 4 el &
of et FE A E HelERtEed o3t HHY REL A ety
W EE AFst e ler FEY FH-E UA =93 Harre o] FH
otef W3t (Harre, 1979, 1983 ; Harre et al., 1985) 2-+&'¢d Europeol
4 Moscovici (1984) 2] it &% H(social representation) Ao Evx# o
o] Ayl A7 2R &S R

Ethogenics (ethos+genesis)+ Harre o] wt2H 21313 9] (social action)
o] BEMHE At AT yolrh* ol AEsto] wesHA APA R
ATl A wojrt JAYRe A AfEd £H-E 45+ ethology”’t 54 A
I 2L mol| A qlzte] Azl gje] FE AP Aol ol HAAANA $
FEojof Trte A 33t virh, ethology 7t B8] dFoiAd wHat
o ethogenics = UZte] 2 @FUAelmz QI FE3He HW olE
Agtriri (o] Uz FE2o] F59] ethogenic approach ¢ $44de] 3y
AE) 2 ATUPEel thE 4 ol glvia Harreé & FA3ch

Ethogenics ¢ 54 ¥z og HEQl A3 423 g ubdo] A v
ZE gtk Harre = A53 Asldelee] paradigm o] 1zke] A4slgg<]e] of

#E T ethogenics © METHRELE Bt e 22 4 + 9
4o}

bl

plo 2
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ol 22 F2 Zgon welA AsA el s A paradigme &F32
ot @ik oAl Harré & Fol A3 42 HE3 paradigme] F#as}
I EAAHE 4¥ 3 27} A ASE Al paradigm-& RES 2=

AtElpME|stel MEXH paradigm

Harréo| ojstd HSH < el delshd ob Al7bx Ada 71k ¢o) 4
deta vtz ek ol&R A Axke] MMERH #E, Humeo REMAY
mEN BREIR HHEwmolth

(1) Azte] #WHRH EA(The Mechanistic Model of Man)
Aristotle 3 48| FHFAAEY AF-E wel FeAY-E st 4 g

aEL JAEA AR HArh o] AL vhg HJA] EAER TYEE
7 ded (1) A3 Y5 oF AF(FA)o oA 283 A¥E 49
25 (S-R &2 S-0-R 2¥) (i) wetsd Flaad NESI: 99859 F
de FAHAY BMEEZ (i) B9 HR FER(cause)o] Ex5d 2
HER (effect) = L3Ik

Btk Az -S4 4550 d& S5d dbgS BArkE Aot
delete] ststo v HR3II] gl Ute ]7*1]%5‘-1 zteto] Wz ol
Azt Aelstabgo]l oF9 4t FHE o &l

(2) Hume o] REHS

AeletatEe] [FR (cause)ol W& 7id-& David Hume (1777)& 358 A
°ltt. Humeol &3l (i) AEHA L F R AT HAML Tdss
Zoli (i) delst A3zt dBgAe Ay ogdo] ofct Ag
oA AlEEe 4UNg BAEL JAEH Qztasl Humed REEAEQ
Aol U oz (1) g5FYAEL gi¥aTFo] wapdql a9
AHE e AoR ZAFan (i) G 998 FAFAY To(gu
Ao X dHFE FE) RFHQ :‘éﬁgi KRdeed Ul 7ﬂ3477r =
AR okale] F4e A ALt -5 Hume & REMZKE T Sy =
229 A4 HA = iﬁﬁﬁ}ﬂi(Hume‘)ﬂ | oA KWE HA= 3 HKIA
olof Bifiste RS KAIM HEL oE) ol W& Aeaxtse] dF
At dd—d3 AV dofube HHEE A (KB HHEe BB,
AR e FAEZ(AZe 29l wrE9 Xela w3, oy e
ZA(AF -4 2k A HEAHQ 2318 TAstEs Aol 22AHY 2F
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7t Hle 4293 AAEol AWEA

(3) WmEW ERIS

4Aelgte] HEAQ WHEE FASL v AT MY =2lE AFFe
+ 1920 &~7|o Carnap, Schlick & &% Vienna Circle ol &3l 4
g5 Baolrh =y AFTFAXELR (i) THY ooz BEEHE (oper
tionism)&}t (i) BKY ooz A HHE T & (verificationism)E HX3a
(iii) BB (theory)el d¥-g Fo{3 BE =23 22& AFs= d F¢
A1z1e), olo] wad oM L3l A= 2 Bkt AF5Uda Y
(& FHHAE = U s oo guist AFEH) o] AL A
7l MEEL] AAR AL T Aotk wetA Aol HEH
ek E&(ogical atomism)® BHE W, ZE A3 e =283 it
< ERpBEER o= A7 H o =23y iXE2VE U2 K
KBS AH83ted Bt B4% #8y Aleg 743 HAE gerth(z 7}
A AYAH] Fi7t AFAT2A ool H4% Y50 dod B mEk
grete BEe] A4 %Urh, §F S4% Hd(EL Ae)F deidsy o
=2 J|FER U st (oldl= FAHAH 23} EFE weth #EgL
=42l 27t glv BEEY Sy 7 Ao AL 4 ke Aok
Al gl A AP Fol g Hxea ojBolv MEEE £F3 3t BEEGE2 H
)& idea BTt Lfrel v HA-E =23 AFFY JF ok

1ol Al AR 7L AlsldeleE TR AFA AelEe] YHEY #AeE o
Frh oHd o]} kg uwiAg offo A B Apsl 4] dte] Wy B tlEle] o
W PIE vslok @742 Harréew W2 A3l sxbgo] v e A8
of olsta Qlrka FAFTh

(1) ASFod YHEL HENOE 7Hx3x A3g-g¢ s =4-& 4
314 =Tt

(ii1) S-R % S-0O-R paradigm-2 G2 34 3Aa-g AHE3rh

(i) 8 9 4¥d+< b9 A% dutst & 4 gich

(iv) Arzl4lel e 5 A &bk(meanings)E WAStz 2 8 35
AbEoFE]Ql Qlzte] fTREITH: (action agency)® 2B §o] glo] dATEof st
28

9l wA-L olefell A AslYe e A+ A = AddT
TAHEE FARAA Azsind 53] & sojrh
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(1) A4 2 AA2A4 BREEH 24 303 A #8 (person pa-
rameter) 7} FEe HF2 LHE A AAE E4AHIA AAY L X
L AREA HEC; A A FAHAETER FHAZE HAY AAE 5 +9
Rk 22y o] e Ao sAo] F AldE A otH HvstE A A
Azie] 2ol Z A &3 2E HHPAEA BAHA VEVA g dF-
Y 2HEo] sl zlo) o)y dAFolv AEHEAAAM A5t HAH A Y
ong oy HYPAEo] TAA Aol A PR (F A5 AgH
AT zEE) o 5 glth wEbd AIRPESE A AT 2EL o
A% ool A RERCR Y] Bk BAIA (S MR olRt TE 4 v
glor FHfols AiLstn EGAYE ATF Wod U1 gk

(i) A¥adTF9 KFEE o) F+ parametric study G#EHAT; S3HU S
Suolow HAEE Helsle BREL] HAE HYs= AT HRE
Sshes 27050 o2 E#E fAHA AE Sxlyee HEE 4 U 2

452 FEE 4 Yrte |RE Ao 4t F 2 HASE A s
I gk ghe] HRl(SHED R @A sto] o] S le] WMt mEt %

Alez wskshe WHeA(FS$HD & s 2o e8] 23y YyEe
2A Ao 3t 2 ¥ dA7HeR A3 v Aotk zBu
Harreé « #1771 Asl4eldAde] At A gtz F38ch v
©Ek Ee{ oy stE| A kR B4 (B Boyles o A 2 e of FE-¢
Azl gl 2AEL AR dud T2E 43 g4 o] FREYH '
94E FE2HoBH o] 247 BB QA E0) ity ZE HBANA  He4
71 o] 249 A4 (nature)o] Wit e AAE 7tHLrhe Aotk HlE &
Hoehgo] o) HER(F FR) met debHA WA ALY o2} 3
e AHol AL dge AR FdE F o okt

(i) AgdFolAe At F-7vd A7 Az HA24E FoAA
At EHBEE AR gerl. 2=y Aslyor FAYE AL A
A ZAEHN AT aAE3lE PRt HAAA Y AEEA AW S 23ty
guome oz A A AR PEukE FAAded P9 FAHHL A
Ao ¥4 ek 2 $2 fl= Milgrame E5A4%H(1963)-8 Mixon
(1971) 0] A=A ez FHuBY 2ot =¥ HEMS (construct)S Ha
T £ = e 2 HIE I (operational definition) ©]& 4 ste &
AT-zte] H£EZ A HEF ARENY Aoz (Gergen, 1982) AdAIAE=
REN BEEE&ANA T TEMN 849 S Py HE AT A
A& AFskA gk

(iv), 4L dF9 MtegsFRee 7 & JrhFAIFo] gz 34
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7 285D Foilrt oAz dolAe= 5). whek Aol HAAANA
Yo U= t@BER e MRojebd A AFe AAAANML Jxa-8o oAHd
oulg ®WA & Aotk ey thd AHIZIX oA AsldeAdE-e A¥ A
MtgER] ohvich

(a) A¥e T3 AdAUolel Bels 5HIL ALdA o|Fofxint. &4
AA A ALl Batetzm AA 2 BYER S8 SANA= A% sHo] 7
S5lm webd oW & -2 A A (role -rule system)E FoloF ¥A] &
4 otk 23U AL FEE et A A o Rojxur ouf EL
Ue 352 dAAANA A ol g ASd A dojus dibdoln FA4¢]
= 8ol =7

(b) AN A AZ2EL ougls WA obel BASZY —[EHEY
Q whdd whEolch mhebA ojmie] xpr]F A (self- disclosure)w A A
o] 7] #1-¢v 1 A3} A4 e|AHEANA UAE e AL 458 L HE
rrbe zprlyold &Rl A7 Wk

(c) AgAHd M= AEHRRA, HSRIREER Fo fFaclse] A&
gct o] 52 A Asl3 2 Rosenthal (1966) - A A& 74l (machine) &
RESIE HES BES AR A 71 A Aol Al 27 @8] a-g-3drke A
€ e geid AR Al A Aw 2358 A& mMEAZL HFojrtk

(v) "ilgte e APzl sk AFAEL £33 TEA AHFA &2

EAES A eE AAY 3Fee A4 2 /FE LYt ol SHYF
S HQ FE YR FAYES EUlE F¥ £ TAY] siF PdEE =
o FEL FEIE Aotk #HIE % Milgrame A A 60%S A=
7} A Apel A Alel] wel g3l HolEaE FHUrkE " Al AA T
ANA 2 HHQY H7E52E F BEo] 60%eln FE3= /7 o)l &3k
FE7 AFA %S Mol A Gt ARES F4sA gaAe A
o] sAo] ofui 4 ubol| gli=dl A AFATFANAE o] AdHEF 2
27t A3 FAETh

Al paradigm 2| MR
A E7HR] ApE Al st M54 paradigm olol] AT YHE, 53 4

HATst AP e Qo HFA E3irhe Harre o] A& L8300k
Harré = 21314889 A paradigm e ohd A7 & #EFHTTL

—203 —



(1) Azte] MAEH A (The Anthropomorphic Model of Man)
AR MABN BEAL Harre ol w2 ‘M2 24¢ gsiA dFd
A AgE AMi(human beings)e 2 -3¢l (Harrée & Secord, 1972

p. 8 Adez ENErh o RyoME UL o 523 ttay 21
52 AFR g TR Az AR dFEY] 9% BEty 2 gE

of 238ltts Aotk F Ak 2 EAA 9lojA EAeE tlE nE #
R(ERS Aol ALY Aot £50] tlang Qztrch Yo iy
< AW By L Az AT 2¥o A BEE0E Yok ol d
A2 (i) Kant o] # 8o &£ sl+ Strawson, Hampshire 5 &t &gt
Aol Qlztel i E&ol Ustsn (i) oo WEd Uze EEBMQA B
&% (conscious self - monitoring) &-& K% (reflexivity)® EiEM A2
742 58 (power) & Zx grtE HollA thE SEF FTEHEC o X
H2 Azl A AR 5H-& Bl & QAze BEHMNCE 9 (roles)S
TYsn FA4& B2n AY(plans) & ¢ 7B #iTE (agent of

action) 249 58-& Zrtrh o FYE YA Az el So
Hate] A3 4 Ui (commentaries) AH-g ALY 4 9 th(accounts).
o1 R S AR AH B FAER Ao e o &
= AR d-FE ook gtrh= 2o Harre o dabo]ch

(2) HEF (Structural Study)®] ;&iF

ol A #Rel) 23 A3 (parametric explanation)o} A&, A& ¢ q
o WRHA L HErl ohvel FA4 AupAe] o s S5, we
Az el AEe] AMSRE AU T2E Zu o] WUSEE s 24%
W 2 EME AASE H § i AslyeldTFel Ay B2ie X459
ot A paradigmol| A& B AMB (structural anthropology)®l & &
o} gl ©l& 4 (structural explanation)o] ®IFETh o] &AL
ATdEAE BRetd ohea 2ok (1) Feas 5w BRo A A A
(non-random) pattern< AF3sen =2l (i) o #& 3 pattern
A4 o] #4IEY Ft (critical description)elth (i) stz Awe w3y
7l dANA ZU® F3 A pattern-& AHEs=d Wdo] Qe KEMEC
scatioll o3t A ®ch (v) e winzy Jad 22 gu  F33
pattern & AME 3= KA #EIE model ZT-L HRE A&3lY #HEsizn
= Rhoh (v) olef ZL Auy Hete] AFHAY-S sl A5l 4 e)ste
dTyyge s A=c)

5, BERTEA A AYHE w5 MAES Hkste 2 BAS AT
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oAl e 28 EEE g d7AE v 3E Jled oste LA
& 2 & pattern, & EM(product)] #HIAo = WFEX| o, EVE 4
sl #%l, 5 RUR(template)& ZohiBx =& &rh(product ¢ templa-
te o] fle BT A FH] 5%y FX(product )¢ DNAS] FX(tem- -
plate), 2 Ela o] A BFfF(product)H FMiEE (template) & <
A% $ b, o] s L template o WAL Harre o] 25t Hifl® 8
% (disciplined imagination), & 2% 9] A}-8-& &3l kHel #EEEL tem-
plate)E §4 s WL AdALY o] EAH AToAE B Ho (2
HHPHA Fle, A A RAMIK(domestic selection) & HIE =9 (sour-
ce model) 2 &t =}dx el (natural selection)®] #&|E glsiy 2, Harvey
7 HAHA R KHAA vt AR QAL AU A, virus b Ba
=7] o]#Ao] bacteria & HifE 2d & 3 2 HElE HAT A TR E 5
drh, 28y A (F3F PsF)oAMe =eldy 455 9 wio
E3] vHA Jla FAYNA AE-E HEa H o4 T8 Y] vk A
€ ZEUCL 2 of-F AFFAAH AdAgte] YyYES ©ary] wWdeolz
I FAEA g o] flol A Bxo] Ay xod 3 A= Ll-E AE-8l K
el REAGE S8 PHEE #sla Y+ Aorh

(3) HEHRo 2 A2 fTH(action)?] HX

A paradigm®] AR H-S BFKsH olefief

(i) 35 behavior, action, act &| Al $&Fo2 FHEH o] F&o] A
3l el Fo]l H4g3olch

(i1) A& W5 AFol| o3 H F U= 4= 48 (response) 0] oy 2F EBK(me-
anings)ol A FAE £ TR (action) & A ZE] o of Fhrk

(i) Aelsh-e B9 o]l 4elshyd 3] el ojof jhr)

(iv) BESE 3818 495 824 714 g AAE AFr

Ethogenic approachdl A= BE #-FE behavior 2 BiFst= HE3 4
g]&t3} &8 behavior, action, act ZH& FEIrh BEMN F5EHHE A
v F-EEMOE EEENE) 2 TR(action 24 AslideldT9 #4
%8l 7F =9 action & AA 3 (£8]3) &L behavior 8 T E X action
o A43ld olml= actol] A AAEch whEbA (Ee] BfolgE action
o] AR A F3e behavior o|™, AL Mo gEolegl= ofuF Z+ A
2 act o o Aojrt AHFAQ A3z Helde] AF7F behaviord] FHL F
3, physiological mechanism- behavior £-& 7]z 8o} behavior- action
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e HAE A & oA 2o AslYeiega 23S
& ¥|¥3}HA ethogenic approach dlA+ action € QTR sl 2 A
q (& Y& actll A F8=(F action-act 8] HAE G4 Y
| FEIT ASY 5 ABRREY AN ASxAdes dYste BT
#(reductionist) &€& 55 =le] qlgolel H#EE A5la, £33 o|%
(reasons) & A3l Asl#atzte] |¥oIch FFF2 2k} AzEate] Q)
A€ fle S0 vlmwa 2oid, Ao gl e AL HiEE X, 1EY
H, AZ4H 9 8AER AWss sta KB 2 LM Yo &
Aol Zhok Gk o] derte] AR (F Y Ml Q- 33 HA)
B AN ¥ Aot A4MA A o] e = W ol %= X{kih 4
WEolAl o] L3 AT (o F ARG Aolo] Ao ooyl
kol 7h Aot dHEtr) F3] AL J&E v|d wEolrh ANYHE AA
e 8 olfot ALy olfo] £Eo] Ful A4 to] Mkl AL
ol Ao 7 o] gt

A 2-¢ paradigmol A+ TR (action ; product)®] o7} EH+ acte &
Bk(template) & 2w ko] Az Aejdte] P4 on o= LMMEI =
F2AANAE okvet Yoo YA FFREL AL/ FHAA (role/rule
_system)$} Al Y (plan), $HF(goal) F& 7o 24 AAFcE Pl A
Bl A= I 4 8ol & &Y AHES jargonism& WAUYA BER BE
&% (ordinary language)®] A8 4%t BHESE $H4d9 At
MES B3 AERA M Aud Eddoln HAMAYGY zAyo|m
AFE A ge A8 23 gk

Al paradigm TFToAS FHEk

gl A HEH Az 4e| e paradigme =05 WA 2 F44HEY A
HATE v usgh =23 4S5 HrKkm AR AddTeid =g
A AFFole] FHolA goge T AFdFoe AYe &9ty vep =
fr2ol A AFHHdE HHE ¢ US€ AU} wWetd  ethogenic
approach dl M= &EHER S $EL LBsta deshe T Aslge
o Y Ydee 54U+t 4% AAUE 22 ethogenic approa-
ch7t A paradigm o2 A HEH) AAelatat ¢ AsYY e
#E(F template) A& AFFEZ 43, ANE Y HKTHB=AISE F
A, AYe vte} YFsie 249 YHE AP o] FE HYE 4 Y= 5
g 71a 2A2 S o A2f AT deks YHEe] #HhPe] dvich
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Harré-= A8 3¢9 template 7t B9 2ke] A5 AAA%Y UHE AE
& 2d E+ 859 A A H4" ¢ USE FAs ol &
< W Ed %t

(1) A4%4(Account Analysis)

AEA o w3 &4 3+ EHAIL Harre 2] £¢ ‘The Open Souls Do-
ctrine’ 0|t} o} weH ‘ AME Aoz HFE & A7 ¢35t =49 3
ol ¥ FKk(commentaries) &, B & FHA 6o MES +HE 4+
7= s, WA AAjt(authentic) B2 WHolEol Zio] 7s3le oF
gl (Harre & Scord, 1972; p. 101), o] 3o 2jsle] Arg-F-AHoljAe] 7]
EAgE PY A £ Agol Hrh Au-tAdL YU Asge A
zZtal g7t B (resources;, § 27t Bfdla e AY, 43,9%,
olu], MY 5o ME)-E =yu $rh A¥E4-L £33 AP A BR
BIQl B%E 5 oA AdolA B xrt AFde AP (EFLS P ol &
+Age 24 o] RoiArt, ML= EXM(ormal) dFis=l HEW
(causal ) dlFLze FF= =4 FiFc JHE AF UAA BHRM F
A& AFshe Adola R¥EE e, 3YY =+ Eo)d #HE FHI=
Zolrh. AEAHA A M A2 s B0 Hily REN 4F9(E &£
Hls AE 20 % 49) & 73 strh e v Ae ¥
o] A=z stepdle ethogenic approach ol A= 3¢ x7F 1 3 (norma-
tive) F-& A3HA 7= Yol 4 AF3t= o|f(reason) 7t Ul (cause) B
ot g ¢lo] Adue HAsvim Fegct ASYRY e oFi=E F
A ZE(script)ol U Aol =t A -2 KB R (enigmatic) ol ¥
Ac 2A Asi4 e e X oldidse] el oA o REEEEES o 33}
= =3-& 7| gooF vk Harre & $43tch

ol o] 4L ¥]F ethogenist B9 UJA ¥4 7|EAE7 Hx|qt &
3 2 2B FEA ZIAY A=Y & 4 Ak om AdEe] AN
(authenticity)2 @5 (negotiation)ol] &3t AR APFHoA AF
o] TFH] Yol ZARB T Foxtet Al 39 #ARE F4)0lth etho-
genics ol M+ HHES Mgo] £A32 gon, nE AP HUAHozw &
o] 7hs3lth. ethogenics © YA #29 A FE FA U= HoA HR
2 (phenomenology)# Y28t AN A M AP WRHoeg FWH
ol fhAe] Hol E715% 248 Q4shed Wt ethogenics ol A+
2qlo] 4¥-e e fihAze] AF st +HEH 5 o= (HF BRLE
4 o) #EA F4o] e FAR It

-207 -



(2) A= (analytical model)2l EH

Ethogenic approachdl A+ #HEF Hdsla /3l Mdy =+& A
F3tL R Lol MEE Fo8l7] Hsted EARdE A48T 2l 48
o] AXEE AN AE BRELS At 503 WHEs dxE X2
U2 o|v] ol A odF3Hsirtl ethogenics ol A= B = ] 8ol 7}
T3hv 53] gy 4 R ¥ rde] Axxch

(i) B2 (The dramaturgical model) : B+ HEHREL F
™% (stage performance) 22 &3t & (role), d¥(script), FH
A x| (setting), ¢4 (costume), AEY, ®H(team) 5 MFE5L A&l E
Agtek AP HE ATl vf3t dEEieic AEE A7 AV,
Erasmus®] The Praise of Folly, 1549) @) A3lasto) Ao ERHT =
2A WAHAI AL Erving Goffman (1959)2] zh#o|ch. Goffmano] wWEe
H Mol Asl S+ i (dramatic performance) 24 AlgHE-& =HAS] #F

5 43¢ FEBE(dramatic principle)d] W} B% (monitor) ¥t  weta]
A3 8] F4-L o] dF2 deld] EA%lY +¥H 5 e AHg(ac-
counts) k. PHX] wi-9-9] HEE Iilidthe e sl EAE £ ks
Z o]t

(i1) X2 (The liturgical model ) : R 2 M+ HEERES &
Kol 8] f3ld EA4 31 2 274 (rule- condition), ¥ #2& 7 (role - condi-
tion), &3 %% (conventional upshot) 2| HgEo| o]&Fr}

(iii) Al 2" (The game model) : AY R A= fHEERE-S F3d ot
2t FAslY BAEE Jele Aoz zFste] st Asld Y 9 g,
21814 g 9 A 5] AdEe] ¥4 Fevh sH 9al ow B4ey
2 HFEe AYER-E "o oj28 Garfinkel (1967) % Berne (1970) 5
o] BT A3y o] AL £ gl HFHI TAHAETE 4HAZ

(iv) fE¥% 2% (The work model) : Ao A= HEBRES A3 A E
Yi(social products)®] ZEES| w]-f3le] F-Agc o] mulo A FAHo 2§
He A& fi& 59 MeERY Y4k B, 423 BA(symbolic
capital ) o|t}

oz gt g9 L B3z ol i (reality)d HEY MEL MEATTH
Bdlof FATY FAZAA: AYLAe Ao} Hxsle A% F/EE o #of &
ot Bfio =, AT ofFte] ey FAnde Hxsl Ay HEF
KL AHEIEL =T A HFde By S Aol olee AFA
o Az geixte] Aol ¥ TA 7L AWEHA @98 M ethogenist
=2 YA Agol oA Y Aol Urtm AF3] AEE el H4A
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2E0 thRI Yt BE Y FHIY d7& AYsH AT

(3) 71Ete] WHE

Agas o ¥Audle A8 xl&oA ethogenic approachel A<+ Kelly
9] repertory grid, E % (autobiography), ethnography &°| A para-
digmol w& AsldeldFo M2o] FRE Aold, =T A 4HeloA
ALET Y PHE & HA I /NEH 75 el de HEE e
= FHES(4$ intensive designdl &3t HEE) U §543Uv BHEEQ-
Sort, X#-AEA Y, Adud g FARUA F)L A4 HFRY e AW
gt} ethogenic approach + #3232 JE##(non - numerical ) A7 H&
24 EAd g e gAsaHarre v A Wyo] EEH AAS
2 Ao Ao Wi AY fole A AFel & FA XHE A
Agoh) WAl e BBH ¥4 (ethogenics & "3 9o BEN £4
& EFF) —#]& £ lattice theory 1} topology ol FAo] #HAH Zolth

Ethogenic Approach?| M2 BRZ

Ethogenic paradigm-& A}3142]gte] A-E4 paradigmel g REo=
A $REEE Aolch ofEle " x| HE-L A paradigmol I Hrie} AdE
2l B gstA stdE Aolrh

(1) A3 4 elge A paradigm-g& 82 =712

(ii) 453 paradigm® &E-2 A2t} A 9] EM (identity) TES 27
Bl Zlo] okt ?

(iii) ethogenic paradigm-2 #& o 2 A2 paradigm 177

(iv) A53 paradigm¥ ethogenic paradigm-& 43 Hthaadl7}t?

(v) ethogenics 2] BE 9 A3l |7 FA& BEQHH?

ol ttAAS] AEL S o) Zzt ] =i 4T
2 FaA] Aotk Al AE Hs] FEe A4S Lilidoz4 HHe
A o] ohu]el mES tAfES] L BEKRE £k

A8l A el et AE 7ol 7]&£2] paradigmol S’ ¥)Ea Eake ® B3 3ol
tHMoscovici, 1972 ; Gergen, 1982). oW paradigm A3 71 Y+ RE
W EHER WRo olvek(paradigm-2 2 A4 FPste] FrEEC] ob et
Fraazo] osiA AYEE BRYS FEHE 31) 2 paradigm TFolA dA
o ik Ewiol A Eudlch A4 gl AT 7€ 2] paradigme] I
B e Ak 304 | re] Apsl A el st SFo] WUFHAYA] X W s
Zth(E 4 paradigm-g 23 3= 7242l A+ paradigmo] T =
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o7 Zx] g vu¥ ). & AHEA paradigm TFTol Mo dF7 213
g ol N 3 FHE oA XYt BEO) paradigmel gt
g2 o) F Al Aok

A8l 4 218te] F paradigmel| W BKEEE Wl Aol HmBmE ol T
AL AE&H paradigm® FEo] ¥ A2l identity HHe] TEe ol 05
= 0] obdZt e EAlolrl ol& A9 identity B oBA EHSI Lt
of &aiglth &L A=Y identityE FAsE T %S BAY LB
L BERBR £ 942 Hegrl fiEe AdFAY HeEEL os:
e AtEAstEde] TS sl %EE U U HANSES 7Yz
o e E#v AW EREAY ole o]k MdolEx] KEEME Atgol Al
RS ctobHeld o038 el shgal wHite o= & YAEx @] mE
oltt(Kaplan, 1964)., 2% oA He|3% E4 paradigmo s 28 &
3 Held RRshe Aoz e wHe A4 AR PA T Heln &
A Az e el WA apsl4eldte) Hal Ut FEe Al
identity & 7]€2] paradigm o 2 2|8k L paradigm ol Wolu o FE
MY se o2l Ag wffolc}

22 #4 ethogenic paradigm-& 42189 identity &olA £4d® 2
<= paradigm 17?94 ethogenics = A¥ A AZxsx= gzt
B8 AY At B Fel o 438l paradigmo|th ethogenics ¢ para-
digm=e °]F& Al 7tA] F&4 F QAzte] S ABN 23 EE A7 BiFH
Hd FEAete] £48 Az R ke 9FL By Yo 4 Q) 29
Y HarréZb gHgl%o] Mg 9 2wl A48 o]o] aizste] A o) A
FH O EBEd d7des g8 @ Yot Mol ke HAAYPAm
23 ATARE YA 4] Mol ot BABRM o] JdAY AY
g abgo] uite] F4olvh 3l AMo] EAste tHE BE systemAH
Mo 2 th2rh: Harre o 42 elutgt AU? g oxdozt = 3
He FTFHeR HPH FA o5 dojA AolAYY 2 WES 4rsl4
BlEte] A7FdEe] A9-g ZAsts 2L oleta Bl Az 203 B
B Aol ATHAY W dFAE A3 5 Ud species & AFF= Ao
e, metA dFaret AT AR A4S EERZ#(communicate) ¥ 4 ¢
e dolth FEE tiAoR gFstE Ao Aztuch fris 2L HEe
S At dTdAE shobgt 2 F ol AHUA e doE AR = 9
cB® FERUSE U4 A3 FHsa AT HRE A £oh oiwk S
AEd AMB 2 2 BEY 484 A0S H4eos e me A ¢
% et B gt Ay WAtz EAH Y AR Wi u ojRsin
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2 a7 4l=4g9 FHokgto] =y uA = Zorh
Ethogenics 7} &BgMEo g FVd+ ARt o qFx 9|83 ¥AE (]
= B2 ASl4egAEe] Bf#@st U+ A UH) ethogenic paradigm il
A8 Atsl4] 2l3to] AEl ol AR & IE AslHeEd HEHA ge
identity o] A olth. Al 3 Aol A= o] HERE ArAl 7l WEKSA BY £ 3l
o} A4zl He|arxpEo Al AE Yo tE A2z AL Eyae)y 2y
U BEE A Fsteof et o] vk ethogenics & 2 paradigm$
of Ap3leEQl 840 AFETHA 847 FHdlch 24 AYHE A3 A
of W Z|AA]L KKl ohvizl 4zt EH?—E’J"E T = BHBRA A
A 598 HHe A (symbol ; 2 HEAQ Ao FiE) e K#oletn zheot
3= BiE-2 G H Mead (1934) & ¥]£ ¢ symbolic interactionist 52 <3
o] 29 action®] act Bk Itx A8z #9715 21k ole ©E
of SR AHAAL] AY FA] AL st BwHY P fEAHSHE el
= del FEXLY] S40 HAE 2t AR ] A4 Frh 28y A3
3t Aelehe] T2 MEHiEe} BAY ok & FR e ko] EAlOHR
Zol AEad ARES 2ol Mead ¢} Watsonﬂ ARE-& ALslarxtel 4
BletatEo] A% da o dFa & AAd £ AR AR Eldem
ALs| st ol Ay A elAl AL ohyul melA A& AES AYF
Zlo] Azl g FEHO BRE ou|3ixl«+ geor o AyFe WyEe
ARt Hta A3l sto] 1 identity B foiMElRlE @ A vpitsbxjol vt A
Az ojd HAEL AMBAAM= A3 dd B eBdAdS, FikHd 39
= Ao +UE FAII)E ¥rh(Stryker, 1983). E3 ethogenics 7}
EYgHA AL G/ Fa Ao WAL 2= AL 7 @B Ao W
Tolth EEMB AL JHA /A9 Hq W @El ethogenics + 5323},
53 Aol A e H, o] wAEd J&xde wnr
BRA] FR2EE $48 Yoles LEM STHEE A AH /99 A 4
el delgtol] fAstAY Aelete] fU7 WHEo] ohd tholloF A
Ab&o| Aelge] identity ol Yol ® 4+ glvh ethogenics 7} A}3l3}ato]
e EoFEde| EE =49 tAe] e AL A FHEs IR
= 39T A7 Aotk thE Azl astate] 5| ule] H-&4E(o] Ao
AFAA Al g A A doEo] gl 84Q8) ASPALE AP
B 1Y A9] communication % FF=o| -fostm §& 3 o] 7] mFo)r},
Ethogenic paradigm€ % 7}3l=H YA A4 F88 KF= 5 para-
digmte] A& o] Asl4elgtel] loj A R slrfolr}t, o] #d F pa-
radigm ©] A% HERI1 A 2AM dfio] Erlsdrte] A2 Al —
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R¥ ™ ethogenic paradigm-& H-E3 paradigm ] R¥UBE #F3tz o
2E WEEs A2 245 Harre ¢ Secord & A-E3 paradigm® REe
2 A ethogenics B A2l Aolrh z8u Totman (1980 2j3ld R#E=
AT G HAFHANA L= (A1318-5-E A FAY 2AE
Atz 2 EAlY 38 dF9d9es 48 As tE KE@EENA 4
£ Axdtog #£EHA g dA=2 E8E 4 vk 5 ethogenics 7t sys-
tem&] 43l Mol FAolztd HEA L A3 A2 e-L meta-systeme] FF
o o] zhetg A= drh(system I meta-system-& ¥ fle AEEH 2
+3 =52 AL systemo]lT ‘2+3=5+& EMHKX ot AL meta-sys-
temo]t} : Nagel & Newman, 1959). A& /33 A 4§ ethogenics ol 23}
of grohyl g, & I F3-E wtr o] Al system $Ho| FA (5 2o}
W A /FE A zAE AHE 5 ¢l meta-system®] FA)RA o=
AEA Asldelste] P& Uy £ gl glrh ethogenics 7t A3 UAZ, A
ALle| A Aol EuEvid AEH A4l MR Az, wRAE A
3 o] tatEY-Ele] FMolch ZAIEAH AMEB-L dAAHSE A3 AhHe dA
o A HTetme PR Elgte] AITE F dv A KL FEE E7%
A Hz e HABRKN 2 st o] 4o ojEster LA
Bl v M 9ol Z(F system ¥l 2D A-FAte] JARA HId 74
4 oubell givh olgA B AFH AslYR|BE ethogenics = 2B A $19] T
24 AgE M E REZEE WEST glon o E4AE-L 4% ugt
Elojof & Zo|x| 5 paradigm zte| HEfify Al o] EAlw obyl Aerh

A 3] A 2] & 2HE2] ethogenics ol B3t BlE+ 7|# paradigmo| £4& Z
I Y= 4P &AE(Moscovici, Gergen, Argyle, Mcguire %)-& A 9stx
Lt arkx] FA3o] otk (Schlenker, 1977; Totman, 1980). °l+& o &
742 o]f wiEoz ¥tk A, ethogenist T2 AT+ £33 HEH A3l
A AEe] ol EsrhE QAE FE gt SO A wAR 98/
3 AAE 2 AHe Hupd o2 AA B ol ity oeE 2Ux Eg
ot AE Y E-E A uishe BHAY gAY o] Aslydelge] AT A
3 A zPEE o] EollAl SR A FaE = EEY WAL A% =¥ KE
pow B wEolrt o Bd AL 4A4 HdAal ethogenics el A-TF7t
A 39 HE & Tojd ghE FRE A XY wfolnk B FHE o
F& AYdtnE= UM 9 A7 da obFd FTAT HAtH &
& ethogenic approach 2 A43¥ Marsh %2 1978¥ 7o th) ethogenist
Eo] A7+ del ¢3A A grh ethogenics ol Wl HFA Aside]g
ZpEo] Wwrgh w8 ¥olE FuA o]+ ethogenist £¢| H-E5A para-
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digm& 159 paradigme 2 REFHIL A Z3l= vl4 2 KBE A4
< gl=}(Jones, 1985).

ofoll A =9 % up8} o] F paradigme A3 Heffigge] ohlzl 4F WREM
o bty 4 givh 9%/ FA MAl(structure) St HE, FA, 7, 44
S (parameter)-& AISIYHE AFst=d A 2 utere FE3] X
stk 22749 A3l A ed ot parameter & HAY FE3le  ghrid
ethogenics @] SA-& structure & BA4o] a7l 2 £ 23S YAH Frh
A3l Ael e Z33 o8& structure ¢ parameter BHS] ATE EE&T
24 A8y 25 A9 MY £ od JAEH AMBEA BAERN
ol & BAM(deological) HlE2] Yo A7t ohv]et thzte] A& 4T3
= G FEHe ATt BRAA ZEE o # Aotk Az AT
ol 3 9x} 2pAle] Az wHAL] AHo] BF HHIA 43X #RXE 5+ 3
7] wig-o]th
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ABSTRACT

The Study of Social Action: The Ethogenic Approach

Min, Kyung-Hwan
Department of Psychology, Seoul National University

Ethogenics, proposed by an Oxford philosopher Rom Harre and his colleagues, rejects
the traditional paradigm of social psychology; the mechanistic model of man, the Humean
conception of causality, and logical positivism.

Instead they argue for a new paradigm. It includes the anthropomorphic model of
man, structural explanation, and the emphasis on action rather tham behavior. Ethogenics
recommends the flexible use of a variety of methodology opposing rigid experimental
method strongly advocated by traditional social psychology. Account analysis, analytical
models, and repertory grids are typical of ethogenic methodology.

It seems that ethogenics and traditional soial psychology tap different aspects of
social psychology, and can and should supplment each other in order to give a more
complete understanding of human social behavior.
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