HEBLERFR R
Studies in Sodial Psychology
1987, Vol. 3, No. 2, 281~295

N 2EH 1 " MA - er
ko R o] FHEY A<t

E & =
tho R EBF LR

RRERS Mol =4l 9 ebgle] F 9ol s TA s QA Aol
Falg A AbslAleld " 4be] Trlelw iy BMH == TSN 2E4
olgbw T8 TAE xS 23 Flel® ¥ dF= darael 413
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o+ )M W Foleh #lal T2 Awab g-Ee Ae Fsle] Al
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Wi €8sk Fo§ Halx gtk old £FoR Q] Fglo|BAEL
AR 10 54E A EAAAL EFPE Fab ol A4 Al &e
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Aol A ANAol A FA4Hol A T34 sl e HE e S4¢ AR

A AAESR dAA - AESE 42Ul & Aoltk = Fqlo]
o HEt AEA AdWHo R s sjof & TEAQ A T s @
WE 42 Aol Foste FHold FFH02 273k A5y @4

F4o] olwi gt Aol g Balsh: g Holuk
WA —BBR (expectancy disconfirmation hypothesis)el] w2 H&
e 7ot A o HEpol} 2T %ﬁ_ﬂ_&(atyplcahty)" 741&
FEA7E T8 Aol F 7 Z]Z]'T: 712 e AT, LAY AF,
AZIZE AT ol g o 7 g Agko] FollrkE Aotk (el Pittman & D’
Agostino, 1985). 2 chd =, FQlste AbslA &l 92k Ao 2 2|9} o]
ob A FASA shpimakitel st ouwgr 4o HARE A
£ F7e =R d% F93HA GRS Soslsior & Aojop = o] &
°f #T3he ARt Fahdolny a5l A E A Ao A Halzh ok
"ARE REBMC, RItGM S = Axxe d4S HiE— SR
L BN BOERES TR st AR wao & Ziol ), mhek
Aol ZRE F2e] guuch FasiA 2T a3 A o =b 2] 74l
< FAA QA E Ao]F dehd Ao, 2 widle) AL = F-=}1e]
BEE AARo SA%ehd 41814 a19)xe) Aell watd 4o, Malw i
‘%,91 42 o ¢ 01 g o)k
FTHO FQlo] 2AHEL A48 WAt Fa s A3 H 3 49

‘é% T8 A @ A dUHo R AR HAL Qs 23
ol o=t elA ™ Heider (1958)% 1919 %75 dusis 14 ol A 7] Q) 2=
Al A AL YA AHE o o] R - EEHIS TR
ERERS stolsled Fdstdy A4 sid w3 Kelley (1967 )& ¥ 9le)
o TAAAAA W Y stolabs choral 79l 2719 N AE 54
St w4} dRA4e wE FRENETE slolstn o4 ssted Falal
= T AR § R *““‘4 AR o= FAH J4ES AYPHdoz 72
stedl o] 2 BAE Rolx Ydvkn W + b o]B siwkysil o2
Kelley = ##R o)A =] 74=}7} 7‘45&;‘31"1 AEE SAMA FFse 1A
Al el w24 A5 A YRE EF8 by Eapsioct

Kelley = 944l latx| Aol 4] a§9)e] —Episs 2nl ofz} 3 2 =2} 7¢
o TRAEKMS B HEHR F27 442 slorstn 9o I g
ohd HEmEE 55%:— BRET 48N v SANGYNY) BHE—FH =
Aol A vl nd 488 23 gol o 3 NA T AAEAH 4A
T W FAH AQRoke Fitxte Qs gle] Sl AN AFA =Ry S

U
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23 S4n & 4 ek o dobst Kelley+ 7198 ARACKMIMEL, b
n# BRMES S oe sorskdA Aol peEsRd o 2 WTe F
3 gthe Held $44 Q4 & we FHsge @ + g0k 99 £
A4 felE Fle]Eofl4 B ?ﬁlol Heider &} Kelley 9] A4 % 33o] 2
AH, $44, S, 494 £egd Az 23S Johugrch

1% Fgle]l 22 FAl E4d oz IR
ERE e HAN IARARRKRS 2251 s g2 ‘% T A= A& A
Aol Zell A& #49] g shotsle #AA7L dApd o Adwo T2u
v, fll\fﬂ*ﬁ’% e FHAEA T3 e 4 73,&?1-—8_—. stobsle] dhchsr = A
shaL glvk & H A W-Akitel 4 Am e obe RE ke, e -
?F%‘Eﬁiﬁ(imﬂ/ﬂ ALERILR e BEHEE $AH o2 273} Ao o)
TE ARl TATL ol Fgle] BASY W F A Yoy Faly A
4ol HUE 7] A8E Aol 7ldaEo] AEH o oHq FL Hopy
3 2hde Ayl FEgoa AL 9l o) ol e AR A=Y Hu
7t ZE el Hebe R Huo %lﬂ}ﬂﬁ}i’ b sk et

Ol L /e F9 mE Asle] A JEgHS WA v FH oA A
FHe A dalS YA a4 sl “ZT W el Felat Aq
A F53 Hola AF FHNA olekxl ol sMole] AHFA AMa R
olwl, o]k W2 o d UL MeloA] 552 2o Aolm FHE wbad
ol AuA o AMle] Ag o) xpe} %—“&ﬁ"] R B L B A o R
ok H<le] A eler® 13| AlR]EHe] EA (genotype)olw A}E] A wjER
£+ &BE (phenotype) ol E3+bcty- Aol o} (Tajfel, 1981, p.31). o]} 2
o] HEZl Fglo] &L °—1."oL°xl°l 2l Ualg shobghel] gle] g & o
d dlect AW Helg A4 sk gl

Bl A FEH TR

o] Z8l™ Jones ¢} Davis (1965)+ E}¢l9 1 EQ =A== 79 2L 22
she 270e] 8l wstd A A sk SHQ1Y 9o A3 H FHAgA ol
bl D45, apsldon ulEbe] slx) rom eE WAt QA o5
e AoR AT s stg e = Al o 5B o st fFo
% A= YAt A= uA EA3-0 dbed ghelsle] o o) T 7Hel & Aozl

AR A F 2 7z} A "]?ﬂ* Halel 7148 N4 (idiosyncrasy)el &
7‘]3}“‘1 ol whdl AbElA ditale HWiFRo T 2 Aolth Jones 9 Da-

vis = ARS[AFel A 9] o ghelofR R Y art AfFA AWG EE el E
I FAEA e $402 Fsrh 2ed AQAQ dE8e wEa ole
52 BAAE 7HeSha o GAAE fhEA AHY F42 ol E AQ
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A F4ol A5]4 SR A% T ALE AT dd ¥ 2 ¢
et (Deschamps, 1983, p 225). Steiner & Field (1960)¢] o Tl A8 Mql
o A3l H $4 A4 AdHe] £4H 5] YRIAE A + = Aot}

AdAA Fdze AEH atatsh obd dArA #Etaie] Bylslm g o3&
€ vebd = dbel] ¢l ch(Hansen, 1980, 1985). =&} 7]
& Aol & A FAE, LA AFHR FeExiels ge] ] QA

o w4 AL+ el GEUlE $Ton THA ANAeAA 7
At Yt AHY YA AQAE Y A4 A Rehe Foln o
Aale A4 EAR AN AzskA AUR Bl Yo n 250l
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Gl ell 4] 7]18le 2bE] A g Ag shergiel dap
ARpAolm 72| —F R Hol7 el o3l EA g kS 2|9k
2 Flalske Adko] ok
RAER) BRI, EEBSH BNol shx-FyA Felug o o
A SlEh webA Flgle]e] miabo) A FE|7E ohd ke 9
HAAbeld ic{l"c}g] ofo o F F ANFEAY B B2 e JFEE A
sejol R 1 Ax). Al G2 Mgk A ®BHY F
Azal ddlel FaHols AdAQ BRBE $FT A AAs AT
g A8 — =& — 9 (science -~ serving - bias) & W gttha & 4 gl
Helad Tk olohze] dArqlel A4 A )l da A A AzHQ LR
= a8 gow ololwel AlelAel AV g - 4le]A gHAL ¥
WAl 7= g A Al dAE H5E 3 Bzl s Aol L AFAlAle] Etel
Fld A et e wsts Adoleby #ehx| gk “6:"‘ d =
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o] & A 2] A4Ae] MelHolet ¢l(an individual qua individual)®] A=s}=

Aol &L AT R ¢ A3lA 44 3 Y= few nRe A
]E}U}“Eﬂ*ﬂ THAGE HolA #Hlol 29 niebe AgAo|glrnotE 43
Aol AL wolok & FHoloh 2o T 73l 700l U o Fulye o)
T3 e A el A 53] g ie] o (Hewstone & Jaspars, 1982 b,
2-3). AAME ol A9 o] AMaldolel F|glo] e Al gt A A
sl(an individual qua individual)®] AWl 43¢ st4se] ok = Ml
= dold Arkzk Wl m= AelolAl Walso] gl

e Ald wQe Halole

of ghed o} 9lA @eh EM 2 Aol AFshs ol ANFA Ao )

g A TFelA ehals ekt e s S YA B4
Aol ek Y4 g Astm ek el Y4

glo] A& A 7|l o
= e AREA gl & o)) o) vhal s 1-&: AFoA4E 58 53 FoA
uld ‘(Lonsensual validation)2 #8}A] mledolr} 98 Z st dlsfe 4}

5|4 ghot e F2AQ AlAF SRl Al w2 o) HysE AL
7} & “/}5}"/}. *ﬂ“ﬂi A A olA Abgshs 2AHgst A gAA ABKele:
Aol A JErtarel st osl TA Mol o] 24te] HAlo] el dli 44 &
ek = gl 7&%"’3} g7t F&EA w2 kel Kelley ¢] £o] 9l 3F Me-
Arthur ®] H5) ol& A3 71414 HF270] ohrh 3z 5e] #9)0)
E7Hee o)y ?& TN EAHE FARgs A 7] Qo] EE ne}  4}3)A) g
el d9og g (o the model, the self. presentation model, the lin-
guistic ~competence model, the group-identity model ) 4] 7|8 = 4] £}
%2353 3lh(Antaki, 1985).

ﬁofxgﬁné

I 4% MENE
Deschamps (1983 )& it&# %K= fer HEES o223 24z sl 4}
4 AQEH L AdstdA 71909 FA 4 2 79 A us} WE
she Al b3l S4do] whE 71919 w4 44 2eln E24L 79 s
2} A £33}k o}
HEH xR

A8lA 24 BAE EERSAA Adsgdod 2 Hde nARdug
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t# (the consensual universe, Moscovici, 1981)8F o] 7Agels & 4 ¢
EJr #R (re-presentation) 7|1&9 2] A4¢ == S| A4S was
€ FA #F BT uEEA g oer 24%}6}}* Trro 2 ZE3l7 2 g
*‘rﬂ"‘ A= 52 G 289 e A5 W2 Aoz gag
228 AR R Aol zeiste Alel A ff‘i%} 2 Fx A8y A
g 9k Al B s A A 3 4E TEss iiL A A4 LR
olv} BIkE MREHANT A AAE Szl ol E o] F T4 5
= Zolek Moscovici & 71918 4131 " ®4le] AEabgole} Hejsisint
A B4R A2g Absd d4AS A FA g glo] Y3 dat

& she el SRolSh A A48A WA Lol i qye 2
F A48ld 2494 A9A delaas 199 A4z % 449
F gom A8A Al AT AsH AR FHAAE Bad 5 9u

(Berger & Luckman, 1967). Doise (1978)% A ulzk 34| & olslsli=n] 9
o 4513 ZArel Aol 7HH = T4 A5l @] ST o] ol Fahy
BhoabEl A B4R Awizt 45 geld S8 Fasith o) usid Ak w@
Ale] £l wel b3l F430] &3l F4o] HASH T HEhs L 3

= FEAMY A a} /wﬂoﬂ w‘.g} 1tz 324 9 A A o] TAHZ 72 8k kAL
BfAstL EEALsh SREBT o 28 kgt Al o) AT £40] A j
oleh =3t AbElH EALL BEMS 7%, EEshe: J%, BEH Jse
zZrett AU Ale F A9 oS P A4S deldel sk (o

ne, Jaspars & Lalljee, 1982)¢1d] o]& A ztal7t A Uw 9= B3 13
A EAe whel #4919 fal @ kAL d¥EAY 1AES AR E A58
AR g} olelql 75 F]glol &g Aol A Melx|gFAqlu A ) 28] Ho)
Avk At el wako 2 Al 4 glvhs o4 B3 Fg3c) A} 3]
AR Aubz A e A& BRI QIS Ao B Tag) -
ARE TUste Ao & Y55 e 542 U435} 39 ok B w3}
o EARS] W& kel gl o 7eln] o] AL FA o)At Al
HES WHEIeL ol 9} o] TALL 9o T Hoto ek AAE Wal of
Heh atde] AEEe A%e Balstn WE AAE A Tgek z4e 3y
<+ FE H5o g
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Jones 2} McGillis (1976) &= Fal A o} A A48 d wWFo) Fge 43
Hole FA7F 7161y HAatel el A 4 Y& AAdE 5 71”‘1 ﬁﬁ&fiﬁ‘
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0 OB, ENEEN Bif-2 TR F 2R gl FeA 58l WF7
A 7d+ #dxst AdstHE e At A A3 A ARE e g3 3
< o fEEsle 413 A WFel fAR M5 deh R 3FU|HH dd =
F2 M7 A5 AE4A] ZFEste Kelley o —BHERY 4T 7158
F 24723 e A A ST PR gt RN AE
A 3ol

48] 4 W F(social categorization)+ 4}3]% 3748 F¥star st
HAEToEH A AR dlgw At A3A AR E 43E 5 AEF 3he 9
A TFolclh A3l A W F = gbEs] ozl A3 A A4S AAstels A E
ohuiel BT —ZM (self ~reference)®] AA % A A8 Fcl(Tajfel & Turner,
1979, p. 40). 21 e T HEREE IAY o ARsl A 5 wel A
7re] BAE AASAY Bl P s & F ek HFEEse A A A
A B 9 ‘§‘§§}% $A He A7 dEAuE 23S T8, A AddeE A
st BEEsls X ok HRE TERISI mo goldiAl BEY -
ek,

A1) gz Al el At E-2 Eel A gl WEel A3 Al HF7e] o] E Al &4

S A™slnzt =&t 2 A AslA dae Jukz FF, AslA s,
ﬁﬁ =R, mEr E#e ¥4, el BEE®RSS] A2 2 o (Ar-
curi, 1982). A zZAe Ab3lA AL 2A4Y o YFE A HEEY A
AL FE5t9 AMI7Y AAl o] FHA ofuldt A3 AL T2IsId A 3H
o7 dHF F vk HFo A=A Fagd AT A= BHEAKR
(the accentuation effect)qlv] &3 F et = zejato] FAH W Fo
Eobs Aol 2 BOUME, o)A HF o Fite Avdle 2 HEMS
= A o] AALAdncet o ZFshe Aol @A Zke AR} 54
g HFE Fad o g FeAstAY stedslsE & Al 5T o oS AAF
E£5 ¥+ A gl ich(Malpass & Kravitz, 1969). ¥ 54 3} (category
differentiation) &= NEM 3} A EM 448 cfe2A x4t 1o vle} 5
shedl el 7127 He, s gt AR b e et kAl adjbse o
o} A ARt AkElY HEE T A AEEE o FYoR FHEgs 2
AL =g SA g FH o St ke

e

AAHQ FEH BBE ol 4ot AFat Jodd et B=F A3
A3 RIS EIM, WRR IR BEN LK, BB TEd oA
she Agrel slvh webd A"l AslH AnE sk AHSlA AR 5
4ele JA Akl Aol 29 AW £46) A} o] EHA olv] 2
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Hekdte 5 FET AARG 45k Al @ AkElA z4bs b
€ 4AAA AE A Ala g A43A "o J2E F Az

WA Eo Bested o} 4% Fow Adoldh oleid AHH &
A ASA B Feh As A )00 BAE A2 ol g 7] shiote] u
o AEA B0l A Aol 2HHT BAA Aol el A A9 Ael 9

HeA At A=t A HwEm B wac)
II. MRS skie b oMol ME

Melst 27h g Ahs " Asiare] Alzage 3919 A HLzAa T e
grh Qlzke FoiA T o] IHESE 24 (rule ~following animals, Harre)
ol 7| %= & ub A Aol 2t FIES Mdolw] el )t Aele 4 12 =}

ALS] A2l A b ohuzl 2t Sk w79} alals Ao T B Ahx

of ¥Fol AAs]7] wiiolc}h(Tajfel, 1981, p, 36 ). 7Hal =} Aol A7ke] A 4L3
A Bee MAE Sx1Hal o abe] A% B ohe) A 7] 44 At
75”@ Ao wel 249 4 gom o] 4AL A4sd 2 JPdow 3 £y

T ARbEAL A o] 9 AZ L o) Eulw ohE Aele) Lt Aol 7k e
% AHREC 25 FUFT FRE Alo] 448 ey o A 4
A o] A Ao wel AolsA] EE sl EAst= 7l qlg el (Horai, 1977 ).

3L 7}<$(1ntergroup level, (27 1) #2)2 Ml jitegm Fies a
Fohs TAlol Fclel 28 wc) 4bsl Aol wabo v atE 4 9 - e it
GOHBA A A = gl 7 RAl fFolel A A= 2Alo]y el
VAT 27k 3 Akel s AAEE fHegw B2, Gen g 2 iem

JF

i HR
¢ i e 24
/*NN\
Feiit g iy T E Ao
migel g AR AT
T A 1A A8 A wF
/\
s e

AL Ao £
H AR BAM  EEA EEE few

(O8 1) EREMC gusx (Jaspars, Hewstone & Fincham, 1983, p.28)
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IE#8el w2} 3] 9l5b7] & gte)l(Hewstone, Jaspars, & Lalljee, 1982). A&
b AAE AW A HgLded iy AgPow Tgs
A1 A Al fFB e R AR S Qlom 3 REBIIRS A3 sse
AR # REREHS] 4330 FHY F ek ol E YL A
Sl 483 188 e A Sg o R B L Arc) A9 443" A%
o ZEste Aolth HARAE AxkEFold AET T2 dKsid o
3z}

- FP e e

o o o

Steiner 2} Field (1960)% 4@ ¥z =] A48 § 71x —48 w22} 2
+AH, Ayt Jogdt- 2 A4 sn 77 z}i GldZ AH Bz =3
9T =t 54 P95 T olfel HE AN EE syt AZ 23 s A= 7
1Al Ay R E A} 242 9 2pe} Abalglo] °u‘91‘§l‘4 4o AYS Y o
Ax 2 PAE AP vz Moy dolow a}olﬂ-% kel Slgiel & ?l
ke BelA ARl A% A @Al A7t st A5 A Qee =
A8k vt Thibaut 2} Riecken (1955)L o] &a] % LH: b & 2 Eel 4 i‘}k
OF Az A4 FR Ao 2k Ed RS e @
A=l Absl A x Sel wlel A 47 e Aol V‘JFfPJ Ao g, #8972
Aol ARl AeR cf2Al 7 ey st o] 8 dZ3tdel Stei-
ner ¢ Field Z¥li Thibaut ¢} Riecken & AZ¢] Asbeld b @K -
Ris 227t A AE Az b2 A wke] giEolelm A zsbd 7] elg)
S gzAstgel ol F weh BAAM o w #Q1nl g uhulA e w4 ual
Ha dToF o] 1% o

Taylor 2t Jaggi (1974)+& #<l3t Ta k7o) Bed g e o Fshoie) 9]
Az @l ofe] AFRAlAfolr A FE T HBow o]Relx ATk A

PR L 453 AN 2T

% shedeh WA A5k AT e A4

o BHE mEAa B n} o FEHOR
Bpel At eApol A Yol T A

Q.
A
AshE S asgsh TAW FUF Fas g

CE 2> MEQ MES &9 @ #X S A
(Hewstone & Jaspars, 1982 a, p. 117)

¥ ele] £ MNEY K5 AEE RE
A REBA AR B A
A A RiRHH RHERA
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st ek @AY shsisk A5t
. Bl A3 FUR T AR
ol 9802 Adske Agl qR

EEE LR EEE SRR SR
At 5o whgAT 299 U4
Asole AdWdoe 1yl A
(& 2> 42,

U

Duncan (1976 )-2 W gl st4 oAl 2l wiglo] A& FASE wir]oHo] =
E BT FiRkY FF& vtesl 7lEshke T4 FAT ol E FESIE
% a3t 2 d3 s@ e F90] 4l A el o g uldskA g

- #e] ¢

=l A 71 selehe

1 2 45 eAsA Agsia A 4
% S RY A9 5o VAT 94 89 solek FEsie ARG vt
Ak

Deaux ¢} Emswiller (1974 )+= o] =12 KEHR/ LS 2ol AFs
At Hewstone 3} Jaspars (1983)+ McArthur ¢ 438 & #1359 &
o A dHE-A ST o BH HBERI A HEBEHS HETAE TS F
AR = A At F9AE A AR B TUT T Eiela 4
2t & dedl o5 Frbste Adkel dglclk Hewstone 3 Jaspars(1982b) +=
79l sixebel] & AF3] A ofkH-& AEs el Hewstone, Jaspars L1
Lalljee (1982)+= 54 A ctel 2434 g Aol wle} 2 A=A el a8k ol x|
zZto] welxle F|ele Al FEFEAH JF 8 ohlel #lqlAst 3 A

f Ry 7H
o FAAY Fd& AF, A, At Ao AATHE S A5s
At

ol 48] AT AFMNAKY 7]l A= 4L o epgle] 43| A AR E AR o)
NEHS Ae A4S B&sIE = Wb 2 =& 288 (group-serv-
ing attribution, Taylor & Doria, 1979). ol&3t N&EE - ALE FHim-S A
AFFolA detvle TRE-BEE HE3 f4stel 2 ol F s gnate
2 Aol Al A3 AH £460) wel Hstele F|ANE FEE] 4y 5 ¢
of itge BARRY A AvtkSAd gt AkslH A HEE4 2E 4
£Ee] Flol Hal dBH R | qlstx] We ol FE FERA At AL
He oy F49 es EMke]l A4 FAskdA A 99
dale Ml FA40] ohd A AbslH &4 27T REMKRES L of
Vd ALBEREBIZE F0A ¥ A &4 gte] A3ldA Afdle 9
2= AAHAA A Ew FHEAE, FHA Bl FdA gl E3le
7t obw ol A chel] &al=rt, 4£FAwY A EAQ A, 72 ¥ £A4L

owl b, FdAbe] A wbsh A Akl WA= A 2e BRRAQL



obd Fx A Dol vl o & AxdA #Held shed =
of ol Bl AF3| A A Ze AT HQL HAET 9Ale]
gl Abel o] Xl A& WV e AEMEKAC] S48k 31g o (Doise,

1978), SZA o] AHF o] F 2 S5 Frelxd 2d o] (McGuire &

Padawer - Singer, 1976), Ashfi o] FdA4 & 2Ax2T o (Wilder, 1978), 5%
T T 2474 9 5 v "l - fA, 24 2 5 e &
3% = (Campbell, 1958), 7Helo]l Aol R 2 &5 = (White 1977),
AMele] X Ak 2o YFHF st Fad FHs) A" « (Boyan-
owsky & Allen, 1973)¢] Zulsls A ko] gt}

=

o]

Ny 5 ¥

HE Y e &M B A(social primitive) 2] BEM Hxxe o
A tol vt A ZAxbe W) Abel o} E2EKEEN A hkpg] E= E
. 9]

Ao AR A s BRst Adslne 94 AATAL e E
e Al H &4 do} oJeke] FAHY 448 B¥e weeln guE A

22 AEAdE TE el gl A At ofwl gt gl A o F 9
T shevte FastAa ot e shsob, roh Addskerl E e EA
BA Tosteh uska Al Add o gE YT FHE FAT A
A Aslshe A-fole Fexbt L] lA S4del whe} zlo] YA A Ao
AR AAQE sbeAel Wikl wlel sl F sl A Al F)
&y 85 el HEste 7] lska P45k Aoleh #AdAE FAelY
A7 He ARE e AEH B4 ARA ol Tl A ALY AE
TEE ARk ez FAd sl qheh FQle RN - SN - B
ME) 3hA b ok ok REEEY - SRR - AR FgovE slok Flole RE
el QL FAlel Akl M Z Aol s WEHKAY Aol a3 A
HAE AL FAsAY 220l HESH S & AFYstu Agshe it
&1 SE (social devices, Semin & Manstead, 1983)’0] 7] =5lcl uwi2 o]
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ABSTRACT

A Critical Examination of Attribution Theories and a Proposal
of an Expanded Model of Individuo—Social Leve! Theories

Choi, Sun-—Young
Department of Psychology, Chung-Ang University

Attibution theory has been concerned with the causal explanations which
individuals construct for their own behavior and that of others. As a theory
concerned with individuals’ caus explanations of events, attribution theory lies at
the heart of many social psychological phenomena. Attribution theory bears on
the central issue of naive epistemology or subjective validity.

However, attribution theory and research have been criticized for being too
individualistic, asocial, in their treatment of social behavior. Then it must be
extended to areas other than that of interpersonal and objective level. For human
knows the social world, not simply in terms of interpersonal interaction, but also
in terms of intergroup of social relations.

Studies at this intergroup level have demonstrated that attribution activities are
made not simply as a function of ones’ unique individuality, but also in relation
to their respective social group memberships. Social groupings are fundamental
to our social identity and to the social reality that we actively cognize. They
must therefore be related to the process of social understanding—the very
backbone of attribution theory. Thus the attribution activity is based on social
representations and social categorizations in relation to social group. All three of
theses additions—social representations, social categorizations and intergroup
interaction—to attribution theory make it more adequate theory of causal

attribution in the social world.
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