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771 d&EF o)
(HANDEDNESS) =7} *

g d 5

F2o st A s

B E7e &xdeld B4 w TR AT ) $avale) gatle
B Vg A oA HAY SFeis ¥FRAAG FEL AT BPoz £
Hetd st 5027 9] vj= et ol Al Oldfield &£3tel A8 HAstch  3¥d oy 2+ 9 BF3
BIARAY D TSN BT bzt e gEgtel”, YR A&, Y VA AEFo|" 2
F v 3dtte] ¢AHY o BEEME Bl WEA 7 Hoe] AR
el Bl @ A&olES
EHAAE A e dahg Lyov #3usdgae o e

THHAS.

HHE dEo R AX TP 020w

QR dEPolFe £ BAAY Bolu HAE A8 B 952 AR TRE 2} 19
w3 §AE U8 A 2BEE AR wDA BEelel A9 Aeol 2EEPolF FHHh: 1)

g5 &io)

W2 E el vl getds
858 2} &=

BEde Mz ugd "I#Lﬂﬁ}ﬁgﬂ
22 1711 Peters & Servos(1989)2) ILH - CLH
Aol AEA gt S uEA A
28 o,
o] 5=

A AT AF e debgold 2 71508 ALEH 0 iz B4 25 Eoluh e 9 Eo] ofleh 2L WAE &
S golu} 7heE AHB A ol Aol o oM WAtk  dyel Ashis AlBlA R 84 o &1
o} 2¥o] Wahd 5 2lon, gunh B & By Gl vietel HAg Eatol] BHAAL NEL AFRE koA
ghEattte QA AE i b AE wodFm gl
AR Qo 2 AxE Ad FRE o] Bokel ATl FAbsha U ARAARAEF
3 ?i%L-Er— Fe tsstrel ZlsA WA ol @ AlgEol 7ol (handedness)E Fa 7
A} O & [ 1%}
* 33_ ﬁ:rz__cq Q] B L }1]23;(], _‘_‘l’“X“A 73;}a]§r§](1995 o - 0.2 }f}ih{b}" 7‘::}-01 °‘Zl°ﬂ?“ /\101}‘1 /},20
Seattle)ol] A] “‘}EJ]R;I o THEHA Hoew =d H XA oy
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AgEe B 2717t Be(EE Y FAE) T
£ AT Yot B8 S 2E8)E e
% o wlel WA o Wol AHgstu, 1 £o2
HAE £9G o e Loz »MI-;— =k
Moo 84 O # P o LdHRE A

o] £olo 7] A3h= 7| Al(mechanism)7t ## 7
o SEEA © ANl A7 A vl @3
Fag AbdEo] fEel WA Ao JdHol
gkt (Hellige, 1994).

AA) QT g o e gdgtololal vt
B2 Aaq9] AbgERtol 94*4‘}0]014 H&to]
9 9 2Egtolrt Ao FFE S e 2459
ofAto|l A2 o}& 31 (Hecaen & Sauguet, 1971), o
g Azt AAFAEANA dE FHFEE Lolv
(Kimura, 1983; Levy, 1976; Lewis & Harris, 1990),
gkt atoll (Bishop, 1990, Homzie & Lindsay, 1984),

274 A8HOrsini & Satz, 1986), WA A2} o]4
(Geschwind & Galaburda, 1985, Searlemam &
Fugagli, 1987), A41A#(Dvirskii, 1976; Gur,
1977) 5 AW GHHDIA A&l ca "}ow
ARG ATRDES Sl A7 44
gate 2R T AAH, 2244, v
b o s Al A weld Fa
Ga7t B AAE AN Ak AW P

Zolo} BAR FWE Aol A L A
o

5o QxlFol) $E71ne USRS &
Folefe] wAZ} olAlZAA Asslo] & Anch
Bge A9 walen, @ Hyelis wi

A7 e sha) Hrpeh ool glel A re}.?'.*l ¥ 35}
1= Faeh g wele] v gl

A Aol whehA] AR A A2 gy
ghi o] Foell FAlshil gy Al AEol
PR FE A & FAl- sbEelv I @Ak

o &0l T ofgA WIhE zel sk BAolth

1ol pely AT &L of kR WAES Woli}

g o] @elMiz apAE vhFA g2 skl ol
o #3 ARL $aAE Harris(1992)F 3H:23}7)
ulhr}

ol Hrtshe W o 2227 A& of
A1 A28 B SIEAAA Boluold 7
Yo o, A BN A o £8 o Bl
A} 231X HAaHEL = ¥ (Warren, Abplanalp, &

Warren. 1967), o]} o3 2K & »1po| ole}
H3sle dhd (McManus, 1985), &30 AF-A &
ApE-8He whH(e.g, Annett, 1970; Oldfield, 1971;
Provins, Milner, & Kerr, 1982), o] & <=0} ¢ 1
A Az AAS FoiA
(Annett, 1976; Benton, Meyers, & Polder, 1962) 5
o} gtk o] Fol A A el At 71 e
AMEESL 9hE A HEAE Ageke FHAshe
Bholn], o FH9 AX-A A4 &5o| A
ALtk («l: Edinburgh

Inventory, Annett Questionnaire, Crovitz-Zener

e Py

Handedness

Questionnaire, Waterloo Handedness
Questionnaire) o]% HAVE L 7}y) thekdl B4
S AYa diEd, F3FE 2 108% ol
B Ao 5027 el 1 AEAE A,
2T R QojAi= AF Yok BFE(): 24
#7), o157, ¥ AR A9 HAE gle
o AR A delA &3] A A g
BEEC: A, AR, el gof 2 &
AR7NE sk wme disfe) AR TEH

S = AP 7_1%0] "‘?’}' &
A

T
2

w7 "awine]zy))
o Pap- YPFavhs TS ofH A
o] Badt AFe(d: A, Ok?ﬂo“}}ohs_
dobeir F& Avh FFgsta v a2 o
#o] Q4¥ EEe] 1¥A 4 AFEERYG
4 "ashEe] Qs Ao BrE ol whetA
(Harris & Carlson, 1992; Steenhuis & Bryden,
1989) o 30) £atoldALE L V%ol @ Had
BB S () AR & BE], BE AY] AAA
~9A 27, o] 2JAF FRI)EU:E V%
o] 8T FEE(EN: FARY), vh=T7], 719
Aal7))e o Ho) E3sha gtk

ofml 3tol HEZIAEE NEo] 2T HE BE
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B0l il £80|(HANDEDNESS) B2}

rulo

7 BYoz ¥ PN Uk, B4
e BAETE TA Boe A&H REF
tHAnnett, 1970; Kang, 1992). d47h} Q34
FHAE E shtel ZAE 012 d43q)
A Y& FAH (cut-off point)2.i2 3}od
oo AeqolE FEY AANeHE Hol
EH"?-T—J dAbEe JA Bxe g% B
| “eeagol s Qo) o 28u
A Al Slobe Bola, 1 5t
o YAl glv BHEA ¢ &FolE Roli=
Aol A ATasic 2] e RRAAS
Agshn . W2 5 0 Fudve) AREe
nlokgHweak) DEAolst mlete @ &dtol’o
2oz Ay 813 A (inconsistent) Y&
Folsh MYBHel 9 Bagol o) 2HBOR L
7% 8}iL, AAE “Fgh&ghe] (mixed-hander) 2}31
FHEIE s of® AP 1 FAe A
Holde LFE B4 "o eeqelsl ohd AlgE
(non-right-handers) o] &} 1 B 278 3hc} w3
FAGE du 2 "Ll (ambidexters) 2Fa1 &
27k dh=d] AAE AR 3 ke (preference) }
Holl 3lojA] 5 &3kl AH Aolr} gl WA &
Epol= H4aY Aolnw FHAG MR 4&
Frotet HEi= AL Bpshxl o5 Ao s AR
Stk L A3 ol A TS 83
= Aol }:}c}dz]"‘ 71 EHe e AlAAlel sy
} ol grel gle Aoli.

L%’QJBW'—".P-E’- ejmgls Extole] HHAAE
B2sle w8 A2 A Peters9} Servos(lgsu)-- 5]

rlr

[o}

—

A
l'}')' o)"

e £ ojo m: M ol rz it

B

La
;
.1,.
N

<

i

lo

b
o

1

°

i
2,

£o -
X

o

YASNA 2228 2BEPo|} QLT of
= &of H¥htha Azksh=A 2 vl § &, 87)
A AEENR, B, BAA), B
A7), e A=) M BALE, o)W, HdA,
L2 )E @ ) ol % £8 Algalro] o
B nsmg dEgoldn WS AHE o)
Hee oAl 29802 el =, 919 87 o
FFNM 7714 ol o] BES Ae0E s U

u

Aol i f&Fo)(consistent left-hander, ©]3}
CLHZ A3 2, YA "daAde) e 9%
o}(inconsistent left-hander, 0|3} LHZ A3 = B
F8tdt o] W CLHe S &sge|das) whapvt
B B 2 EEFOEAY BE FF) disiy o
BAUA AEE AHE3IH oy ILHE wlAg F2t
3 71eo] 8+Ey 3YFE(distal behaviors)Hg
CLHAMg d&oz s, 38 982 sy
TS A= A o] Fof AA FHel &4 =
35S (proximal behaviorsys 8% “H"ﬂ"i LE
&8 AREFIThE Aol wAHAY. 2y 2
E&goletn Azshe AlREY A °°ﬂ'§
Peters9} Servose] 7|58 X 8351& o d&7ol9)
g2 FEol yEhA gt olol ol
Grimshaw 2} Bryden(1994)2 037 4 xHdichotic
listening procedure)& AL-8-8te] QlojFFr} o1 &
ol Qli=RE ZASE A3 CLHE $-ub7to)
AojFF7t At LHE 0%3‘:’&"]9} ol #
ghtofl Ao F3-8 AW S-& LAsY}. s
Snyder2} Harrns(l993)f— & 7k 3} A (Stafford
Identical Blocks Test)& 4A|3l9& o ILH: 2.8
EFolot 22 YL S Boy CLHE &8¢
Folrth fFronistAl Aty FA4EL BYSS
5’_3?3‘}9\1‘4 olef 22 ‘11/3 HEL AAH S 2
AAEFol Yo e Pr
= wr/ﬂ]/il]/} "/”é] 1‘1}31 o ou7} e Fa3h

My o

Oh

"‘,173" ﬁ] —Vi & /‘11447 5ol Y 5}4’\1
o]fo] &3folo **31]"1 o]z 742 BB A A gk
SRS AMIES WS Ao rdYa Yk
B dE &3bo] ERAAE dAsEE ® GgE A
L2 P (duster analysis)S AME-3le] B}
QA AN &Folg HHshe JEg 2o
A Aol ol #aEAY. Grimshaws}
Bryden(1994)7} Peters2} Murphy(1992)i= Z}z} s
st Ed A] Waterloo Handedness
Questionnaire & A A5} 11 ZHEAE =), 1
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A% % A7 BFolN 1 544 47 eedy
o “HUBHA A&l ‘YBHY A& 2

Bad F e 3dez AMFdo] Wprojzichs
A& #ASAG. B 2 ApolM WdAAH A
Efol' 2 58 A FHYEL M= e
2 24 FRA)E LEE0R shs 548 AY
I A E, ABAHS] Eel He] A= 1
d Eld@gol A . olk— Peters<}

Servos(1989)7} “159) 7)x o2 dago|EL BE
& of As ILH} CLHe| 543 YAt 4
#2A e E&F o] ILH - CLHe| ##7F 4144
Aoz onde &7l ERAAYE oA &
¥ QlFshe Ao sk A

&E3ole] Hriel fAste R ER] Golof sk

8% & 712 AL o] FollA] IRE IFELR
Egoli &ojd B¢ QR AFEo] oJd

T TN W o= && AMREAE Hla A A
FA AR F Ae 0=, G5, g 5o HE
Z-§(liberaly” F7toll A s Aojeh= Fort. 1
2 AAAH R & o oW gFg M A&
& AHEEhs A S gAY Alokg spshe BgA
9)(conservative)’ =7}Eo] gol g,[l;}, 2 ) EAQ)
o7} olgtejolSalmaso & Longoni, 1985), %%
(Peters, 1986), 2 22 (Brito, Brito, Paumagartten, &
Lins, 1989), <¢l¥(Hatta & Nakatsuka, 1976;
Shimizu & Endo, 1983), thyHTeng, Lee, Yang &
Chang, 1979), F&uloHArdila, Ardila, Bryden,
Ostrovsky, Rosselli, & Steenhuis, 1989), 1}olx|2]o}
(Payne, 1987) -o]t}.

ol AL AN 2AR 201 £
A3 o] the Aol olaiM 4A B
LA 9 63%—(pubhc actsys & Wiy o2 &}
~E S Bl ERE F
B&0Hg AR Sk AMEE ¢hE o
= gtk b ALSI Q) sl Bl 5 a
FAA7IE AHBY, AF2E It A=
2 SHE A A HlEo] 10-12%9] o]

)

a2

Al
{i
ol rir
Ly
,..

_‘:i
ria ‘j>‘ 0|

SRR

o b ow o
2 2
3“'%0

‘r» ¥

il

ot
rE e ko orlr
2 n %

22 ¥ug Wi, o] RSO F)So
A= 1%28 Bol® 5-6%0] Exg Ao

X
N

E

T Qich Azke] Eo)7) ofm AR
2910 sy AFATH: AL AT AA7) @

2

EyAQ) =7t A{EE 5719 o)™ A}
ol &3holel H #H(phenotype)o| B9 HgS
op skl = glo= A& 9438 FHstm -
Egfololl vl A= o] ¥t st Ay
SOl Al BAel tgdel Ho g & @R FAls
739 datol Al A A P E B e s
(FN27], =7t 271, orale Y
ol it 2 2&g AR ‘*i}*ﬁ] =7}, o™
24290 qH2 A G = FEEdl o
ME QEEE AMSHEE L%goi A A 7] 327
GafjAolc}. ol @iz BL AT WA
o} o= ¢i-#2HE7He.g, Fleminger, Dalton, &
Standage, 1977; Tan, 1983; Teng et al., 1979)c)] 4 ]
¥ Aol ol2A R3tu vt E3ole] Briet #
date] FrjeflA A7) FAE R S0
AN el FFoR ofAHY FEHIRA] Ak
oA &3tole] EEHo| MEts G B2
=7l A9 Egtol oWl BRAMASL 71ES A
ste] grpstedof 3l=7f she Aolth. ol&elA A
frafl 7bsolA BE S3tele] BEAAE -
2 A8k Aol 49 B AR
= ?1—'%’.3— Adaleleha] doter At Algd 5
Uiz, FEAE oA Adg £34ole] BRAMAL 1
Egﬂﬂgre;%-- WA BHoR YU B3to|
Egole] et hS MFAQI Uehe) e Kangd
Harris(1993)2} - dAoflA  #QIH%itd.  Kangs)
Harrisi> 55%-8} 0.2 o] %0}zl &3to|7ALE $haryy
v F S Sl A AAste] WG ulas 2
3} SRS ARl AEOR FHE A ALY
o] &3] 0.4%°] Bdsly, FH 27 E7HE 37}
GaLg 3} o] AHEH Q] oF Y gl K W
U2z YEE B ohia A9} BE g 455
AME &g ARz AHge] Hlgo] vxoh3ay
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= ol@wel £%0|(HANDEDNESS) H7}

2o} ot Gol A FonslA wgg 2A
3ot mdetd B dFele Avcie) mjza g
& AREL FTMEAAM EEE Aoz Agn
dE 28830l ILH CLHS] 373do @ o]&ojz
BRAAZ =2 g2 "B UdeAx 1
W2 AHEE 5 e G55 gelgtoz iy 3=
QEA HAG &Fole) ERAAE 2As 1, o
H FF(E)e] FFAEY £F0lE Hrisied &
g8 H et A 5 A E dotr ) ek

g 9

%—klt ol A3 A B WHol gla, &3to)
of d%& “]’é:‘ T A A2 251%e Aol
A A e 8587 (d A 4507, o=} 4087)2]
tﬂé}*g‘—wl ATl Aoty @xuiERg
of theh Hluyge X # A4art o de 3
8t 3 (Kang & Harris, 1992)0]| 4] =5 1e) n|
=l EH4Y 5027 (3 Ah 2527, oA} 250%)9] Apg st
s Fede I e R ke g B L R
HEAHL 2zt 2094(FF A2 2.1)9) 2084 (%
T 2.8)2 F gt Aol glojA 9] Apo]=
191 }H(£(1358)=.75, ns).

2. dAtet Hi

Edinburgh Handedness Inventory(®&
Oldfield Testgl 1% 23, Oldfield, 1971), Annett
Questionnaire(Annett, 1970)2} Crovitz-Zener
Questionnaire(Crovitz & Zener, 1962}2] ¥-3I& &
o] Folzl "&7to] A F-x](Handedness Inventory)
(4% )% FEojet sl AN Zhzte)
HAA S-S Y= 1089, 1289, 4830 2 o] F
o]A glout HAIEZl] M FHF= 53150
glojAl MFA = F 208Foe FANIT. At

%) ol AR BE T A A W E 9l ehel
2t BEEo] digh &0} AL M3 Li(preference)i

(3 A4%)5E 534 LEZWA FGabsel
o3fA 5 A g HAHUG EFo] HEX A
BAdM sl 2228 AL e @8], d¢
o], F&Fo|FolA oo &¥thn YzhaleA|
7F AEHUT. HEAE AR Y AHeY o
2 Aeist AR g £ AR =45
AL, dFE AAHE Hr e e B8 o
T Rz g2 NG YAre T %}vﬂ
AAAAE HA o] 3=t

3. AEEY
T A (cluster analysis)Z TgEA
(discrminant analysis)3 7)€} 429 BAlL 2
34 SPSS-PC =2 138 ALg3tot
RTE
1. 8=ty go &3o|e 2%
g St B &Fole] digkae) REE wle}

st AR RS =7te] B9} uliws)r] Y A

Folzt AE ehiz A)7)e Bl s oA o
o} ALt obFo] Hristnel Qletsle] FHE 2
= W 67AIA A = E3elr A dydnheddl
9] &atgol %‘46}1 UArHHarris, 1992). 1
o]l o) AAE &ol7t HAY Walr gun FAYE
7yl At ShRpETe] Folo) ojzx] Fali gl
t}. Poraci} Coren(1982)&- o A]7|of| Lt $23}o)
7} Sdrlel o]Z7) 7] kA S A fX9E g v
¥, Fleminger§-(1977)#} Poraci} ~1 % 8% -&(Porac,
Coren, & Duncan, 1980)2 v}o]r} & FAvro @ 4
% QEEVY A 6 Yol Wddun Bashyn
,9_ 2ot F4Q0 A3l (right-sided world)e] 417)
oo @Ael datow aAlebn e o)yt SuA e
eEEgolsl 5 ol dvkn dRaa. e
o0 @l iz FRA At ok} PuHsl
dolold g&ol At olE zluzie) ol
“ol'el  Aolo A wlEE Aol olgt “aiu
(generation, cohort)" zojed 4= gloki= Aol A o] H-x)
2ol oix R3bw Yk ol MAATFES w
A A LR
& oju) QbR 39 £3tolE AU Y Hwtol
nri 27 B8 Aok HeHB s EeT
5 glou B AT ANE =Tl Unks
*Hf 2l AFE Vdol & Ao Algdd.

)

o
r-{x:

TR = R rh
e i

[
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gas

140
120 A
AN
= 80 .
&
i 60 ,
[y U
> ALY
" AV Vel
0 e Ol N . .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Handedness 3=
I Oldfield At Annett #@AL  ———— Crovitz—Zener@At
8 1. Oldfield, Annett, Crovitz-ZenerZdAl2l &Xjo| HSTEIZ

A4 elara] P d-rRokl A AA AN e
@o] AMR-E 11 gli=(Bishop, 1990) 37}7] &go] 7]
AHOIdfield Test, Annett Questionnaire, Crovitz-
Zener Questionnaire}s A A8tgtt. 58 w4 4
o] Qli, 2p7] 10§38, 12%3, s w ofFozl
Oldfield, Annett9} Crovitz-ZenerZ]A} 494%¢] B
¥ a9 1 2o @ 0] R FRo] ol
AEFES TA Ry FxE ojfni M4 3
ARES] ARE 7HH A AP AES ghe lEe
FejHY = Bt glrk ofof chajA] cfite] e
A-tE(eg, Bryden, 1977, Healey, Liederman, &
Geschwind, 1986; Steenhuis & Bryden, 1989)-2 i
Ao FAAE 1 FAR R MUY &, 54

T2 - T

= M=

AT

=

Hughd 34 & 1 FAMCE st Ao A3
wHF 3T AW @ B&pelg, 38 eu
&y, 3ol FER0|2 ERAT. ol J)E
& AHEE 79 o] Z) M FEFelg FHH
AR A e 2Etoly A
o7t obd

p=) L
w5

%
9

LA A
= ’h—r‘°

ANHE oeegolst dagoly of
HEgkel] A een g N
st {3 whdsbA) B3tk AR ] AriEL
LHPeters & Murphy, 1992) A 8id 35 32] Bl &
Sfete] o 7)& & ¥ Aol 2hz Agsch 1
A odo]x Oldfield, Annett, Crovitz-Zener?] A}
Zbzoll iRk ghar EtEe] Eitole) BAES X
13} b}

132,

H 1. Oldfield, Annett, Crovitz-ZenerZdAte stZtHstMio] £%to| B2
7 A} fEgol F&3to] S 8440 A
Oldfield 7 A} 41(4.8%) 8(0.9%) 804(94.3%) 853
Annettz] AF 56(6.6%) 1(0.1%) 794(93.3%) 851
Crovitz-Zenerd A} 54(6.3%) 0(0.0%) 799(93.7%) 853

[e)

*ReYWE o2 el 4 AAIATe] 33 HAbFi AN EAR(658%)% ozbel Abol 7t 2l
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B¢l 89| £80|(HANDEDNESS) ®7}

¥ 2. IOiEYEctn o|SoigARIcte] AaX0|9 HIB(%)
®F 7 O£ = o 81 Y (N=858) o] = o} 8 R (N=502)
FH 2= & 0.6% 11.6%
G2 Al B3 3.7% 12.4%
&30l AHOldfield Test) 3 4+ 4.8% 10.4%

*REYULOE Qo]

9] 3712 AAFEL fuE) disty A<l "}L%
2} 93-94%71 © B&oloa1 57%7 A&ztol
w5 v ARES Hola gk of= g2 7?::
€ 83U & 4 10-12%2) Ao v &g v
o334 Ape} FollAe] 77 3He.g, Harris, 1992;
Peters & Murphy, 1992; Steenhuis & Bryden, 1989)
o= AR Aol 9o, FEo| Exfolo] B
& ¢ Bl Yt g Hojeo)

- o= tHEME R 0|5 oiEtlE el &80 Bl

Ao ARl s "’ 27)ol gk
AL G ARFE2E =7kl nFe) diEaE
@) &gole] REE F o 2bA|3] vluwsts] ¢8)
M A A E] 2ol ExtolH st Wyl
"aAB2IE NS ojHA Az}
A Y AREE 82 a1} ®a” Eggol 7t
(Oldfield Test) " 9] 37}%] 7|58 A} 86} 2t
o] aEo] v g 2AE A THE 2).

BE 7EAA ﬂi}'tﬂﬁ“ﬁﬂﬂol R B
ool vjg) mj- e 19Jog
A Kang#} Ham5(1993)-4 _—a‘OM 3}61}135-0] gt
o] vi§- Bl Striqle] tha] M el Eg]
U 53], 9d&om G i Aleke] vl go] b
Wt Sl AN dAEA A Yebhtisd, o)y
kA og AES ALgsH-d diste] A Hol
SNE 2AY Ertgely AstehE AR of9)
22 3 UM SARYEE Uil 55 928
THE AMEIIE S 3l 43 AL E gEe] EA s}
E Rew 4z diiHTeng et al, 1979), WX

Lo

Yooy 2 LS

of ¥l 2gtel Az S Yy

8539 o] 3 u]Fof sty 5009 4.

(Hatta & Nakatsuka, 1976), ©|&2]o}(Salmaso &
Longoni, 1983) 59 U8 "B43" Falpo) A
AR U FRUYE o) 9 e W) golt). ZH Ry
E£& 71F0R E3F0lE Hrbste AL A
A Eo)E PHE wo gurH oz wolsax| g
U= o), 99 BaE(e.g, McManus, 1985;
White & Ashton, 1976)c]] o]} xi= o}&| % 713 &
& £3tole] A2 s gloy, Y] Ax
| s SgolE Brbshe
gl Ao} F8&3F 2ot 9 5 98-S AJAbE

= b

e L o

e
A
R
3. &Fole &7

Grimshaw ¢} Bryden(1994)3} Peters2} Murphy
(1992)9] <A-Folid WAE A7 o] MAPere] &
Fol& Vﬂq(oei’é}olﬂ‘&ﬂ} 2FFO Y&
Aoz Biehs o) BEade o43e e
&17) 1161]1«1 SPSSe] QUICK CLUSTER X2 13
& Abgstel st vl o)stAlg Oldfield
SRl A A BATS 3dee et
4 Ao &3 F499] 4, Oldfield HAME <]
FYdt(median)sz} ¥ A, 2 A9 FAY9
Oldfield 23 A 4=2] W 9)1= 3 337 o)

T Hre] HAE v E W g2ty
e 2b gade] Group 12 9 B&gelsg
TAH 23 Group 3 f&golE5g A ¥ o
drin Tt Ego] 9l A 2o ey
Group 134 3 Ato]o]l &A1= Group 28 & %
kel Fdgd wwsly B o d&gex
(Group 3)ell t] 7}7hek Ho)7)i= &hx|gt 919 A}

HA
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¥ 3.zt Fchd TAMAS(H|E)2 Oldfield HAFE S| FLL(EFZHAN Y HH

1| = off 8 A4 (N=500)

n(%) TEH(ETHEA) 9

2% o 8 4(N=853)

A n(%) FY/ETHA e
Group 1 797(934) 4600 313)  3.000 - 5.000
Group 2 24(29)  3000( .314)  2.500 - 3.800
Group 3  32(38)  2250( 415)  1.000 - 3.000

441(88.2) 4.600( .341) 3.200 - 5.000
17(3.4) 2.800( .473) 2.200 - 4.000
42(8.4) 1.550( .464) 1.000 - 3.000
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Pct(%) of Cumulative Canonical After Wilks'

Fen  Eigenvalue Variance Percent Corr Fen Lambda  Chisquare DF Sig.
0 .0871 2063.813 20 .0000
1 8.2919 97.23 97.23 9447 1 .8091 179.068 9 .0000
2 .2359 277 100.00 4369
BESE BATEATE AT B AR A
HEwel Alge A2 s Tl Al A2 FF
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Pct(%) of Cumulative Canonical After Wilks

Fen  Eigenvalue Variance Percent Corr Fen  Lambda  Chisquare DF Sig.
0 0378 1613.002 20 .0000
1 14.4384 95.29 95.29 9671 1 5838 265.099 9 .0000
2 7130 471 100.00 6452
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Who is left-handed?: Measurement of handedness in Koreans

Yeonwook Kang

Chungbuk National University

The present study was conducted to find an appropriate classification system of handedness in
Koreans. The 10-item Edinburgh Inventory was administered to 858 Korean college students and
502 American college students. According to three criteria(writing hand, self-classification, hand
preference score), there were significantly lower percentages of left-handers among Koreans than
Americans. Especially, the virtual absence of left-hand writers in the Korean sample suggests that,
in Korea even more than in other conservative cultures, writing hand would be a poor indicator of
overall handedness. Cluster analyses revealed three distinct subgroups of handedness for each
sample: Right-handers, inconsistent left-handers, consistent lefi-handers.  For Americans, the
dissociation between writing hand and throwing hand was found in the inconsistent left-hander
group as Peters & Servos(1989) found in their ILH group. The same dissociation, however, was
not found in the Korean sample. For Koreans, the inconsistent left-handers used their right-hand for
writing and eating, and lefi-hand for throwing and other skilled behaviors, while the consistent left-
handers consistently used their lefi-hand not only for throwing and other skilled behaviors but also
for eating and writing. The difference hetween the inconsistent and the consistent left-handers found
in the Korean sample reflects the dextral pressure on handedness in Korea. If we call this
inconsistent left-handers “compliant’ left-handers whose preferred hand was partly modified by
dextral pressure, we can call the consistent left-handers “stubborn’ left-handers who did not or
could not change, regardless of the strong social pressure. Discriminant analysis also showed that,
for Koreans, "knife”, “throw”, and “scissors” were the best items for distinguishing the left-handers
from the right-handers, whereas “write”, “draw”, and “spoon” were the best items for the Americans.
This tesults provide another substantial evidence that the expression of handedness can be modified

by social-cultural influences.
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