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1. AW By

B gk HiET Heider (1944, 1958 )7} '¢él+= “Naive Psycholo-
gy"oll A 7t gkt 2@y ARolA WmEhA 2 BWEBOEBY =3 AEe 2
EH Y ARFERS molA Heider o 'ﬁ%lbﬁ&iq o %A= Bl “Bey-
ond Heiderian Naive Psychology” & ##st0], RElEl Ao HML %
As ke BROEES BRmes mﬁo}] B3 ol & #R/st=d et
Heider + W& OFERo| 3t W& 29 33X “Social Perception and Pheno-
menal Causality (1944 )" ol 4] 22 FHEIN o, }A] 29 EHE “The
Psychology of Interpersonal Relations”ol 4l W& OHRE #iro 4% 2
2 ARl dHE RS #Wsha Aok zeEv 714 dokRl 3RS —‘?—01
of & A2, 27t WHLOEEBo| A 24g @R 3 B WEoEss
o) Bud prEsteld o2 AT AY HECEES BN ﬂé‘Eﬂmﬂ
AR 7] Bk AR UolH —AY BHBE HEY LEHS FE
& WA §2A 7= oA HiERo 2 4 S AR W ot Bol o
% Heider v WHOESRM Y 4EHS REEBEY MiFEdsl  RRA
Aotk ot HIR-E BAFS] Welzxles &= Yok

vl B EELER 2 BIES HHSHR ¥gelr EAY IR ARHRES
U= 22 R oF ¥ SKEHE WA BBYH George Kelly (1955)9
By FEkiES B2 (Psychology of Personal Construct)% = AHEH
BEn AR E A = BEOEBY MRS 727'] st 9len, Kelly: HH
o] EiREBENA BEY SBEHFRS T2 K WHERd BEAI 2 Yok
Bl Kellyt ARE #AFstE /A 5 — Al 7HAx e AN 8
o RS st F W2 EAUES Wl oh ze v BEBE 29 A B
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LS LES L HKRY R 2 MEd RRs ] $%tvh Heider 8 ®Wi#HOE
Bx EXAVE UodAs BABRS doid —BAY 280 HeTHhy
ool BA= ofoF S+ %Ga 7!‘0}-1:— Aoy 29 PEE#RE Ad7AY
BR#R RR= o st} MR BRAA- BRY EREEES v
2 EFA R F g ZJJ—l’“ Aovt, EEES MRARGEERC Y HiREH
o A= FmABEC Y e B BRI T FELE EHoES
H#EES Bus HIAGAR 2 HRARE #fsy Bfftssd Bfc 259
PO EERGC] LA @okor KRERMOoRE HHLEB HRAMKRES MRS =
o) BEBE S KHES] MEREREAY A = Aotz B F ok X o] Eo| HWHL
HEo|g HES FHY BT ozt HEOEEN Bh WkY BERol
v BER AR oFF PR BERREC Adte & 4 ok

wteb4 Heider o H#EOEBR2 PIRMHEES ol dodAdE HWATEA o
ol 4o BRI, #hAHEkel dodAe fTEher ¢ #keS BHEIE &
o 9 f%"lx"ﬂ a3 o 2y E#el oA e 27t WEOES S BHEE
Mt IR#gol vt 2 ERE Hol BEOEBo g BES s F He oz
fiﬁﬁﬁh"l Ao, g 7 W FRA HBR RRE K o] EEL
HEo AHE R#MNo = E#bshr @M, #fliksiedls 2538 24
< g Aot v BEHLOESES KES “Phenomenology of Average Pe-
rson”°| g o}F hﬁ%ﬂ’]” HEEZ &Biste Ao o714 =27t Lél= “Ph-
enomenology 7t FRE oAGA skl bl M e AlEe R sl
3 Aok 2y E@i 28 HENF S 2, 19 Efol A w3l “Ph-
enomenology” + —# A T8l g FEEADHT( The cause - effect an-
alyses of behavior made by man in the street)ell RfR=o] Uct

Heider & BXNEEGH S Jones 9} Davis (1965)5 A& Kelley( 1967 Yol |
2] BIRENRESEHEA JolA vlbA giRo| o Fof A x, HHo ME:E
BtFol EHEERE @AY & J% B#afksodch o1y Heider 2F= 22] Ke-
ey —i#%el #E-e BHEY JZ%*— AR RIRAIZ 2 RN LS
ojgt o] F W2 HAKEA A HEE ol FoIxA ¥ AUrh Kelley —&+
HHE2 #hf#e] Heider 7t Wl WilH LEHE stz ke e
g kel zA 2 U ot (Jones, et al., 1972, px &2). @i RBHA
B HM#<T Heider o/ 3 Al5A 3o °|—r°124 Sko vt WiELEHEY @A
BN P OERN BE e &R0 Kigd A BEol dof o AR Ikﬁ
ol A9 BREV-> Heider ol ¥ ¥ o+ BRo| glddz £ 4 Utk & 0
HEBMRA A shte] Bausl sefoked o249 #afk, e $H vin
SHAl o] Folx Skotx ¥ £ QU
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22} Heider 7} @3t Bi#iHy LEEB 271 ## — F [)—@A
of &t HRE DA AMSI=IIE F —MAol S ol BRE AT
stx, 2)o] MEEEES FWilBM BEER sl A — 3 —FKstAY Hi
T UBE Bote e HFoW MRFES BRAT o/ 99 oE S84
ol B 4 Qloh o7, BESF o4 Bem o BHIEMEEH(Self -
Perception theory, 1967), ##73¥ol4 George Kelly 2 A9 BRi#Ea
B3 ( Psychology of Personal Construct 1955, 1963), iit& BB —i
s+ MiBtsted Stotland 9k Canon o BME R (Schema theory, 1972),
HIg kel 2ol Bruner 9+ Tagiuri (1954), Cronbach(1955) £29|
WA MRS (implicit theories of personality) %2 Heider 7} =5}
© WELDEB miYv HkRol FAs s BHoR BMY 4+ U 2ot
5 99 Bl MEHEY BEEEL 5%;4 BHimel vk HE:S WHEW
LERBRo| 2t FRetAl = ¥z Urh

o ARl A = WROESC Y FEE 2 A 4Rz WEOHEBC
kol BRFES olv] B A BHAA BEMCE Rastn YE
ol & Himol WA A WELHEB EM LA 4 JE7HE Heider
5 99 BELHSE W HES A3 walaa dd o gd =HA
°| = BEERS MHEEMY ARl obge of WAL EEBC HiMdl A ol & MiH

ol wmEkE T Ul NS REE RSt ik F oo 9te @ES
HEOER BRER g %ﬁ mH Bl z‘ﬁﬁibﬂ*i W OB HiE
RES BEEA R REAS) v, ol & Kpe shute Brsl LB g
78 L BB 249 ) Heider B9 HELOEEE S SRR &g 1)
B et

2 HECOEBO ERH AR

Af-e TEBREA Nl ZHoe R NESAIRIE Sl Filold dojy
 BRT BEcty, Babetn, ®Eots, HElsty sioh — ulA] HEag
7t 2 Ro] — . ol gt HAFERA U3 AR, BE, #mas TEH B
B vAx, 2 T8 R M BEY AR 2 B3 HAES HERs
ol HEA(feed- back) ¥ &= HERERE-T YW Kelly @ Personal Con-
struct Psychology o] EABRES ZH3E A).

Heider v+ BRAFEGRT BBl A B0y LEEBO Arlx RS S3 9
AR, —fAol T HAE DA MBs=IIE ifistey g8t sz
BREAS H&H 78S BERs Zloleks MR, EMEE, AFES BHo
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B RiEe MEdte st KBS 7z dokeE A4, A2, By
& ARsh #@ES S mRss B BANC R Hlsid:  RE
st ik uhebs] BaERo| QoiA EE#H( Constancy) S st 25
& A#4(invariance )9 H1Eo| WAMEA Yol A% Fgstcty D g
ot. Heider 7t BE9 #h$ WM LERo| 2l #ol: EES Mt 3
Y4+ Heider & #irel FHA—HA)S BHRKEB(Phenomenology of the
average person)ol ©ldti 3l7] #Folch, whebal Heider o Hih(FE o
—H A BB GRS ERS HE#Ac A ol B F USE EBEH K
geoll A gafR ksl Aol ek BRE 4 Ut

A9 ey Mg BRI :@ﬁ% BBt 1 4l 7k EHS & FHEel o
ot A&, RAEEANA AK BRE 24 AR a2 ﬁﬁ( register )
d Fo Aol AR ¥xm EE RBANEAY GBS A $e B FRY Hikol
A BRe| W 4w “n]Fo] A 2st=", A HAS ?&u 3 e d At
A% ERgel & Wrbs gleks Aol b (bl Jones, et al., 1972, PX3 ).
ol ophe HEEZH fTEhel v 1B MEE Ha 2 ERS 9s ks @R
& ‘}]“3 BBRol A MEBEVE M-S BRE vobs HBSE REE . ¥

AR ACl fTEIS RIKE ofral virhs B ZEY, &Ek, sE, F

ﬁﬁﬁi% ol A MEBEE w2 X¥ch(Stotland and Canon, 1972, p.33 ;
Kelly, 1963, p.4 ; Hastorf, et al., 1970, p.63).

=4, S REEr KBRS BALE P4, o7k Her B
BRGREE BASH RIS ol Feol & g [ & Yol doE Aol 4
5 54, 717 A Abe ##ko| fasiriwl vt /}//}T of ol AH M} v}
d7h, oAk dRpel vls oA st deidul st s 5 o skx el FR
o W3k 5o e BRFEE BEN it Aol 8 o9} ’Lol fEE =
ﬁ‘ﬂ%'ﬁ:‘l} ROl o gt Aol AR HEr @RS L2 4R Un o KY

2 gE E 2 Adrh zeid ghobx BAEsE RS A ‘H 3t RAt
o AL frEhel BN 28-S s Aok Boloh

A, o ehakg HRRGS ?ﬁﬁ”‘@r% of Folul = gl A Bl (K3}
Heohe old Fifev AR £ Bl sty ke Beoloh kR AR
AiEY H= —E# AR CEE JR@)(Consxstency prmmple or assumpti-
on)HE 4 4 Utk oW Aol 2 MES HEo & H 5 BRUE
BRYEe] —HEHol 8w, o] IR JasE ajfgio] @k o], o
“] "P%"’l 7 7F & *P%"‘ & o vicg FoF E AlEe oAy AAe 48

st AS BAY o, 2 Ase 717 £ A AAS seoke] PR

Oﬂ o gt EE’J—‘ fiEsmsl d AIgEdel ach = shvie MR BRE—-RER

-26 —



(consensus principle) 7} et “w a7} & Aghe BE7 F97n o 4t
do| Wi YokE AL oW Abgto] oA = =, 2 AR ezt F2 A
Fe Hert A MREENS BEY WMl ad 8 ol Zo|
ME S AN FEEV AR ohlest & o WES ErEY ARl HR:
ol + drh

Aol A ERE AvkA e BAEEL vz BEKEN A BZAH
k3 BEE AU BEHoE dojuEs AL ofdh o3]d AEWARFEAA o
ol ob7te WEL WAL, MEEMCZ doutr] 4o WK LERL HE
ol o7t EK, MERN DUBES AeMoT BRI TEH MEBAY
A vrbe e IEoh B WSR2 HesERNeR BRI
T8, e, BB, F4, BES BMiY A BE8Re U W=

Bl W BAEN RS 3 gllejgl ¥ F ok A4 ‘e z2dE
MEs Ao s kB oL e WRMOHES kA HEGRM &S
BoRsta ok A, WL EB AN AMTE(ES, BE, 58 FT %
sHat wlo EwEhkeD S AEy LHEEHG -olAd B8R, B, ek, &
B, SEHE So MK & OEBEN HERe Y T o A} st #
#3( Sophisticated ), EFM( Professional Jf:&ol vt BEim#ER S BA o
E ARz —@AS T8-S Yol H9 (impose upon) #REASIE vH Hoo,
2388 —AL AABE HBE Ut 2HE KE HESN do HEE
A et w shobs Bolch ol o BB A X 2T, RS BEEY R
gol A x HFAE HiE=) 2o HEAC st HEY BASlfkE 7o
shet 2l 2 Abgdto R WF adE —AS LB HLE st U
S st Mol ot

o

rol

3 B#HOER RS AL AMTH ARFE2ZM
AIAEME U fhEGA SISl MR

oA A g wie} zro] HELLEES) gk w2 WIRERCIV BN HRER
o e LBERN &EER v RS EEMA7 S @A F
2 AT fseR Uk “PEM WL EBR o] i HESHH,

Folol =, i%ﬁ‘f[J:QI Kol gfre e CHEBY SRk o9 o
7HE BAMRShaL, BEGRAUQ) KoM WHLOESE S shue BiuE #AHRo
2 %EEA”b. %rAE’JOE Rftsle oA HEK 538 kvt & 5 Aok
o| 2} 7ko| ’%’%m@m H#S EvUshe d& 4289 3 HRFTY e ®HE
LIRS0 2 RS A sl ERFV ERY X Mlic]l BELES 58

Fﬂ x°
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£ st Bmiud HRESL detddl o2 TEsted Agichr] B Al Eol
RS AEERC Y BRE EEMAAZE o2 HHMOEEY #AS &
Asta gl7] o Fol 2t BRtE o ey ZFﬁEOIW‘C olEFH<T R KE
Hmo EE FERoEA FWERLERE R Yol F Hoo] 7 EHogs
R OGEE S shve Bud MRAEeR ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬂ:oh_ TEshedl X BAE
o ek RELER REREE WA #Rete, e WRALES
o HiMol g & A+ HHES BEI HUE 9o s FRLEES
o S ¥ HhAHX L R Heider 89 o) A Hfks] 272 3t

BRSO LB LEEZETEe] B8 J . RES okth HFEW
MazEol Al 8 B ) o 7] 7z HER H#({k( Sophisticated)
= 3 EFbE oA —MAe] LERES Emsiyl gt 538 JEA HA o9
e Holl FHols]l “Psychology Today” &l ity HFAM LHEES  HEH
A9 FHEE RN LEEBO ARME 7lotEs Jrrt dEdY LB
A 2o A= BHEY SRV BR A A B#Este d4ast Ble 2/ H
B Bl A o2 A2 9w B S “iREAY s o 7 Aotk F
HHESH ARfTEIY ﬁ%"ﬂ'ﬂ st EfEH v MAlol v RS ol Fo
Wol sk BERMEY] i T A Aolch RBo| AfEmelst we F :RER
o] M-S BUksh , @HEMO]l 2 #FEHIQ REAe] Hr dfME #HEHIEE
ol v ERMAR7 BES MR (abstraction) W= Effgko| Erla] A
8749 shsAel Fokalel oldl B4l E e LBl —fgAdAE A
43 BRIMERE HAtE e BRLS B i« EBEd 5 ok

iyt o] Shzto BRGMIAS KL ffle] LR #F NFdlA  nl4|
g e obd g ol BEo|v ABLEHEY APdMAy  ARY
DEBER S ERE T3 RS KBS BEAE 518 vrte 29 BHAR
By ghhtko] &R0 L = [l Erl Ry v Bk gy el
EEo| Sloj A= HEsE 5 UE 4 ok e OESse A3 fjel MHEER
of BOE 7hAl 2 ok ol Al BWA M LEA( Symbolic interaction ) ©|
TEkE BES ERow Fzhsld oebd 9 Al AR HERS olw A
B L WA Barsltol whel o EAY KEEERe] Zebd B oldel KER
o] ZES B3 doA iEn EHRel g @A FEEAL ‘AR 7o
2 AL fTEe] EEE vk Aolvh @AH, Azt Algto] Bt Ab
#o & FEACE 8L o] 9zho] T& Frel: miEe Eke A9 Be)
o] BAfR, B7F @ESH MhPlel e} BBiol v IFRS BHKY X Yz, Ado)
v E g oujg 4 ginh o W AVl s FrelE flEe ek B K
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1 TES 2 RS Bt ol 9A st kol wet Zebxioh, b oby
A WS Fl —BAL BOHESHEY “GtELBEN fR S 7K
ok, e, “dolAl 2] 2AFe JF Folstd o& Aol FE7] 4
" E7F, ‘oA vhgel Zhabstd” 5 Felel Be vEdHEY meLHEE
M MRS JHA 2 o, ol MBEMET 1 HEAS FER T
AN 2 KB PES v A Aok debs i@ OB lojA EA
< AR RER) Hel ZEpvo R NSt Aol AR @3, RIKE Aviv
202 #Esty, AR A RS st o Yolrt R M = i@
B BR MY WA BRAA R ojFYq Wz gt o LJ%P oA W
DB A = EAY TEh RABEE HEMoZ HKste HAHR 2
Ho| vt EBLEB A wmlishs BAREN 8I3 tEe 5/‘] of WAl
By REL shE 2 8o =k & 5 9ok
¥oul ob 2} WELOEEL —MAc]l BR: RAERE € BRAARS Ao
a2 CRER Fﬁma f5E ﬁE:ﬁﬂﬂﬁPE% VS w#Este doke el A
Aeldre] —fgft 5, dukslel 4A ol & ™ 4 ‘i)x‘\’ LS Fsta 9ol
o] 2} zko| %Fﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ HEAC BRI 4 J=F HEANA #EN Y7k
B B HikHdl A —&2 Copernicus ) #dpol e} & 43Ut o] 9} B
Bial A Hiki bel oA HHe BAMEN S—Rodde] g s
fer giel d ‘21‘4—* + 5 7 Utk S—Rtetclel ghA RBAM
geilol Bl ZES A or dFHn Jdov wEky KEAS BfRE R
857l 93t BaRK RIS Ko A REME oHF & Mo wecEE S
ol A EESc fH6 FAHeERC Y BAAHEERAA Y RO ke
= RN MK HFE F, REGRES RAK KA HIE B‘il{:
Hffho 2 131 0} AREES] RAMEES BH( print out)d] Wels HFHLE
E°17‘];‘l g . ol &zt @ﬂv AA whe BN SEAES "Q‘*”H
¥ ﬁlﬁ%‘% %kﬁ?“ ??ZE = MR 1"4!&. HREBY vEAA BRAW
= ﬁFE mol o714 we é&lb\ﬁ@m ol v #h g Bt — fi
7v] Kelly®] REP test, Kelley4 E?lﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ@(()ausal Schemata) e
zhol W7 ek Bl Ax Avtelvts gk welbd BELEEL BN
U BE S BRMe R {Esty dlves Mel4 S—R OLEEL FE
fefhol Ay gl S M5EN B htke] € 4 Udx ¥ 4 3
o WSty R0 Bt EROEES VX sl o
o & &8 TES RSk o] WELEEN gEitke) el FigEsta
’E’:ﬁla AE F Yok o BRI Shy #Rigs] A st of EERfel o
HEL o2 FrhA filfmel A wm#EH F 7 A 2o AAME, £
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sl UE WML AFEF sk BR e MK eE HEE X#H
., MEe AZ Vra, BEY Aol 3 25 A 473 HES)
7be mgEtel vhzich wela] A F-sHed e AR ele, = AR
sh7to| HE& 7bo] Aoprbe AlgE Mdw BBV RS A o=
BEEo REE ¥ @S ek dob sl s 2ot Fslde A
= A5 Y #sery ME/EA( functional interaction)e] &% E 4 Ut
B £ Ak o7 A @A Se] AT MFeol MBMoE REI RE
| rke A, dHFE @il 1E HAMS M¥TEN J3 BB
£ HEERA 3 e REKR EEYN HEe Blksted 4
o2 71935t "k Asch o H#E slAshd

The paramount fact about social interaction is that the participants
stand on common ground, that they turn toward one another, that their
acts interpenetrate and regulate each other.( Asch, 1952, p.163).

HAMEER ol ulE o] 72 Y 5 -BAE Ml H£HH A
BERL Jdo A, ol MBMERC HAMERS B BX, gE, Bt
solsbz ke A, w3 ol oo A E @dicl MAERY Ul HE
et KRR 3t o2 FHSI ke ®eol viE —#AY Hil
M AE Y RMaERel I MR & FEOES SRS S8 sk 7
g gk sl gAY BAIRZAC Y AR Abghel web 25 ohEAG
Ten @l WAMEER MES 2 Sechd WEOHBRN SR 59
2 stx = BEMoR KRSt st

SR 23, WEOESBN B hke] REMNC R HelLHE MR 53 e
H Aol S BfFel A dd T L st Aok Boldh FlEEH  Kelley
—Rv RAERN SIS RER 2 HADRSHF T £ OEEE( Valins
& Nisbett, 1972), FFELHB (Kanouse, 1972 )0 o 7] 7% #HHA 7] 57
9l.o.m, Stotland ¢4 Canon -& i OLEHEM HY —Hsle ZMERBER
o2 jite O EE 284S FH#ER(Stotland & Canon, 1972)3h & HHULE
B o] #Eirol B MR A mES fIEE AR Hdde A&
5 4 At

AA3] wha EEOESI HEOEZ obdil & Ef HEPLIER (Profes-
sional Psychology)ol Eiel Kol 2R oy Bos 238 &
BEO ER Uty B ol o BEE A o HEMoE HELHE
HEfoll A BWiEs] o] 2 BHol Y B v M8 7Hd BEAY RAM AR
ol vt RAS WM FHER Holskl ifistes B Ax A= gt AA
b ARl Aol EEBLME & (attitudinal similarity —attract-

i

Wi

e
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ion ) @ifo| et =7, M/t affiliation)el L olA Tt — EM/L(fear- affil-
iation ) fBifo|etErt, MR 2ol H#EEHR(balance theory) F2
WIS mAMME el A4S BLES Az ALY ohiel, WERLER
o gREes 44 HREBE & dE etk o3 AR Yga Hopdl
o}, Bdste BEK#EAA BRY £ dv HecESN Bk, kR, &R,

GES BROERN BAERA EREY £ Ads 42XV wrt. BRES
o] Kelley —#&kE-< “Attribution(1972) ’°IEP 259 EE B4 WRE
@b HP3 #5F (orientation) & EHsIY = WKER E@7t = BHE
ol BIFEE Festinger (1954 )ol it @H#HER (Social comparison theory),
Schachter (1959 )] X — #EM{LEAFE, Gerade 9} Rabbie (1961)°] 1§
W — EE o) 23 B, Bem (1965, 1967 )9 MR Yol BC
1% ( self- perception)®it 2 3 Ut ol& T WHLERE ¥ 5
o] BHEEDY 229 ME e ER ERao Alojd & EHAQ ER A
=] ol-..Q.Q_ ol /‘] 1 o! L 74 o g Efﬁf{ﬂ 2= o}p]_

4 BHLOEP PR BRER

A fehEsh niol ol HEmS BEER HEEo WIHLHEERIS #ash
Fuel AL BRER Folzix Hoplth zEu K BRdAE HHLHES
() B s ek A Bplsich BRE v #th EiRe oA,
Kelly (1955 )2 ¥#f R4S B, Stotland 9 Canon (1972)9] RA
B3R HHR, Abelson Rosenberg(lQoS)«] EE%E’ P B, Bruner (1954)
to] MIER) M B 58 WELEE mMol v %‘/‘]Oﬂ BB,
Rl A of el B ‘f’.‘ol zk 7k o ol A ﬁ%‘&ft\ﬂ%&"] e Hx A+v
b we ol 2 g

ol 9} zte Egmgol FEHMLS 1) BARA WHOHEEY HFeE Hsha,
2) 7 BEBRES BHAAY WA, HRe HAEE Y EaRe A
A AMFElaL, 3) Sto R KEY B LM a #RE sk dd EH/0)
glool, Hog AE WHLHEEN #F9 3 fRE Axd Yax s
o ot

1) Abelson I} Rosenberg 2| /EB#) P8RS (Symbolic Psycho -
Logic) Ei&
e —Ei#: B3 (cognitive consistency theory ) Al%&-zel  Abelson#
Rosenberg = REEH R sl Ruu@Ee] —HEE katshe A
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fERshs RE 2 RS BRSH Y8 7H #Rdde 55 #Ed 4
&5l

250 HEm BREH A afs AT BEENN BANEX(attitudi-
nal cogmnons) HEM —BEHS MRt RebAl7 &= #hsst ARl A
Fadde RES stz dohe Mol v #the) WA—E# (cognitive con-
sistency) Eimol Yt BAAEHN (cognitive dissonance) B3 —% st}

221y, Festinger o RBAIREHN Biwol v Heider o ##® ( Balance
theory ol A BRI HEE sk dlol LK £3589 stz Yo B
st A, mEEEsh HAY RAERS MESS BEMOT Rishe Hikw
ob-g2 RAMEL AAHdA —EH-E #EFsIZ RKeiA 7= dlel EHSHE L
By FE 9 RS #E e REE o

28| o) of ZhE o] WEMLEE oFA BHs el 29 HX “Sy-
mbolic Psychologic: A Model of Attitudinal Cognition(1958)”9] &
o4 A #BH 2z gt

When Euler taught logic to the process by drawing the overlapping

circles and circles within circles, he was also illustrating the well-known

fact that human beings have to learn the principles of formal logic.

They do not, it is generally agreed, alway or even often think logically.

So, if behavioral scientists are to study and understand the process of

ordinary, everyday thinking, they must develop new approaches, including
the recognition that thinking is colored by emotional attitudes ......

Aol Al W2 f)7F e Kol 2B “BBo B9 HE7 —Ao|
st “iL\ﬁB'J WE"E TEska 'B_"# TEMNBER S —MBAY BE
€ AFstels —Ael LEN REE dolll: HERES MBS o
= EXS st Aot

T 259 AL REES Au sl HERES OEMN HEY 84 #HA
o Z2A iagjrt#- et ol A=, ApB—--‘-“—BpC ApC & %39, ApB=
BnCt AnC%E, AnB=BnC+ ApCH £dt: 53 7ro| A2
BBRE A& WK Kol A R 715 et 258 o9 e #
B mEVE ol WEN REES EES Aun EEERE vt E’!Fﬁ*l'}’lﬁ—:
2AAUE UBE Asta Aok vl 252 o) 9 e 87HY AL
BERBEHAES A Eoto] BAR -H¥:(cognitive inconsistency)® $taES
MBSk, o yolrt #EBOl A ARG A gate] —fAC] BAA—R HES
CBOKIE R A7) ¢ RAERES vind 73 sEe A sl o2 ERs
A oh;],

Abelson ©/“} Rosenberg #HlE-¢ HEEQ LEM HES ¥HL0EEY
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ol sbe A2 ZAxstAY BiA3E sta AT @ERink, 94 =205 upe} 7
o 159 EAVEl —MAY LEMN REY EAS BSRMoE @i
ABSt & Fab obder, A o2 Jehd R BRe BAIT BEXN
#A (attitudinal cognitions)o] HEE AN R i3 9 HEBW T
HE ALY BEEBES vad 4UgA BEMN KA fiislz Jd=
Aol A WHOEBO Mol A Folof d Ao o ZF a1%e BEE
oF #E s RAMER MO £4, 28, HEY BERe B BRS RESR

— P
0z F 5 9

2) EDREAG UH M| H7Edy 48R ( implicit personality theory)

fis Aol 3t HIERE RS 7Hxz BEY RS Bl 7t RRE REA
st = ® o] Asch & vl 3 HIRUERS BIFEE S o8 L3l 59t oFs
Ak o9} e %*H;E-‘?l BHE 5, AE3 BER(missing data)s 71Ax
BRUT HRE Ekse A2 93]%37} HIRERR @4 KET HHRY
+(gap) < #&(inference)oll #&al oo Y7tz QchE dlo B HFEE
5ol A& Koz o Adl, Bruner & Tagiuri, 1954 ; Wishner,
1960 ).

webA, of 2] BESO ML Fd RS ofw i R BREe 8 o
o] 3t fEdmol ATRESRE FH Atk 2 Fol© Bruner 9 Tagiuri = 0|9} 7
+ R ARE 29 il B8RS BRI EE JEJE Bawm
& B3 o ﬁkéﬂ 7besteka Bokoh o], MBEEAA ofm Aleo] ko
“upEstel” = FEYHS AS S W, mEEE wEsio’ = MksesS s
I s *ffgobﬁ Y Zloldt 53 ol o HfEstE o A MkkeEH S
ZHA 5L g Aol ek B4R <F, MY MR v EY A (matrix) & o
2] Eoll 7k 51 glef Al of Flo) o] ) 7‘1] T FolA HEE A ”5“0} YA
o &S Bl rkhe AHelvh &, MfEE AR R HRERS

v ESEAl L FRlub - AAzlar glew] o Aol s #Eo| vlEsis

ol ol of, wheba BAER) HMREERS MIFR: —MRACl 7hAla Y= #aEN
wERS BEES deuE o Moo £RS T

elahe] HEARASHEMBES] HEMIREFRTTS & (correlation matrix) ( Wishner,
1960 ), &l ozt HBEBAMRITIIK 7] 23 BRIV EERITRIEE
( multidimensional scaling)oll 2Jsi ikt HHEEMMEY BEYN &Ko
S wold = &hE0) Hued dojunidlAd, EBERTRES] WREE Ja-
ckson, Messick and Solley, 1957 ; Jackson, 1962 ; Lay and Jackson,
1969 ; Rosenberg, et al., 1968 ; EE S BFFEE:= Passini and Norm-
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an, 1966 o] A}P).

WA ERREERC NS RFH AR HE 2 BRe F2 o33 7o)
E2E Aot BAREREF Sl oGE Kood A4 HRS ERy 29
ot 2t(Cronbach, 1955), BEHELNA g5 MEFHS o9 AW+
fraternity group® & Zrollv ®lwd BMET KT LISt H
< FEstH (Norman, 1963), ARE - HIRERY HRESS 2 4 g
7 EE2x Q2 Zrel vlzA F—-3 &kicel 7]l 28k HIRS ERetE = Ew
#ol =& WA (Hakel, 1969 ).

t#, Koltuv (1962)= %A +=2/5] Norman 9 Bl &, B 4t
B BN HRESGA S e EEAY BAN HEER “Hf’?l RS &
 EEAS TRE e £K ohE HREGHE B MEE e (Pattern)
& Zrol Mok EI Hikssi MO RYE 5, B HRERS 2 ok
A o A REE ARRE JoHE o o & seshA fERScs A RS
At Koltuv ol = #kagHS & £ #HEMEAY: (implicative rela-
tionships among traits)o] Al wel obF = o= PIFERERE o
( Walters and Jackson, 1966 ; Messick and Kagan, 1966 ; Shapiro and
Tagiuri, 1959). o|4oll & 7R HMEERS ofo|dol & MM R
e BT b4l Tt vhel o] HIREERoN A dhd &t ( Central tr-
aits )2 71t G FH & RS e Lk HHS 83 o8 RS
o] HHBARAMRS BAZE, ol &F 222 MMM 71 23 BROF ¢ BX KRR
EHoll o3 HEkRAetE HEBARKESY FEXRITE 71Edr] A3 BE Sl Utk

A7t RRE BRSH, A, BAN ERERY BiIXE HRERS
HH o] BRslY] AW on, EAE, BAN WRERC HRERAAY R

B3 BEE BRAI < ERE s A2, BAEN ﬁ*&ﬂ mol HH# ¥
ZEHS BRENC R S sl MRS DPC’kOb— ot ey, BE
) HERERS HBEEE gfEMeE, FastE 12 oisty Y WE
7t ek A3 ol 2l EHiRS MM BRILI ofF ol FojAx ¥ UE
Hoz Hopa, ofA of HEF B FHM Y ZEHS HIsty Y& o
Aol W F2x Aotz FME & AL A 2ok

3) B¥RERie (Attribution Theory)

BRIRE /L Heider o Wil LEBY RG-S ol stz Uk HWHLHEB
o3 e FrhA e el A HiEEch, AR, WEBAEE —BA)L Y
F BBEL ohAT vl RBEF BRBR| L—} A mte&ry BBRe o
3 RS affrsts, 8, RS @b sk A3 vhsix 2 BEBA Y

<
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S E 7, BT, R, &3k sludae Aol %, BEAY 39
HBEEY fE¥AY FH@ste BEme AL E=d, = WHEAY 270 2
EahAl 988 BERo) HrlyE sHRgk 2EL 2§ UHEHEY BEER ¥ #R
°ﬂ “-1"4 st TRHSHA = ﬁzﬁ‘f’! acke AHelA oo gt RS HE
’—}51“ Aoltt, EHM 2, — BAY HEH 7B BRH ol e

Zé°|‘:} - GLE& Z\Zﬁdl"i ‘E§+H'J BRMRE 56 ARAY THE =
fEstel Eﬁﬁi':h_ HE Aol A#st, BHste, BB 1HZ2E 5 KR
I HE#E A4s BEsh filtsts 9 BHRS £ob WELOER) HAY
WikEY] AR 2 BB BIE sto o FZtke HolA BHBBEH(Ph-
enomenological ) FiEiwy —IRMEES ot 2 ¢ sl

Heider ( 1944, 1958 ol {k3) 298 WRER weo& vdebd AR A
o 78 ¢ 'ﬁ'iﬁ«? RS B Aol 2F YEYNE 2 A#HY BERS o
el ke BES il e dol BHE 532 b Heider + #4719 i
o| fTEHY] E?llﬁﬂr ,‘%%S HE 7L opd M ACl sty BaE i E 93
He odlel HMS T Aok 3 -BAY SRE 2 AEE HEHR
K#gol A HHAIQl RFEE Iufiviots Aol A “—f A2l LB (naive psy-
chology ) " etz &3t

Heider & 1T8)9] HA —#E ool BREB S BEystd o533 2o
MEES BEAM BR dok vehd HEO o ZHole %nﬁ(Structu
re) & st Uolv], W AMME (Person- Perceiver )= W% WK 17#H
S Pubd o fEFEHS FER(invariants ) S Rt 28 sk= Aol of
213t R AAoNA @mEE- BEY HEH KFSHE 5 Yl gled, =
o dehvh EESH HESE ol BAY A 2 B i o defRige
70|},

gh, 2 1189 RERS T#hste Ao e KRG AN, HE, &

B 53 @A A HER S5 BN BRCR Kaska, oo &y BRES
ﬂﬁ%%% WERZ RS EﬂOﬂ ZR=l= F7HA ﬁ’lﬁo A, TRES L
(can)EE St 5=, TR&S &H(trying ) HEE S5 Yot «webx 7H
04 ERo| ?‘]ﬁ{ﬁ | Ak s Aol J=vE i’f‘éanﬂi—ﬂlOﬂ Aol —fA

o A 3, EAY ‘é‘Eij} %h 5o HEH hBHe adds Aol
Helder@ Gol Lao|Th elM) Hoidor o) e MBS T AN
B FRAT A Jddlde & 5 dov R - RN KA #
A b7t o] Folx x| Go} BMEK) FhEo A FTEIS HEst7]ol AESH(Ha-
storf, et al., 1970).

Jones & Davis © Heider o HE & BIEsI2 f5ste] AL F7HS &2
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o RS RS Wohe A & REASE 29 %, From- Acts-to- Disposi-
tions (1965) 22 ZBE3 WAt of BelloxE —fpAe] Hoz el
TES BES 5 TRAY THEREY S HEs: do d-ds:  Frx
flme 5 AUck A= TREFY #H(Can) BEY SHAE A8E 78
FEgtell o3t BEIRE mFolch &, weo 2 Jehy il Y Y AxE
BRI AEBE ol obd MAY MBI 2 BRAIY dalAE 4 T
RE7L 29 72 fTEel Y 1B KRS TE%*]?' T Ue J‘Eonl d= A

o2 qEs "]"IL St oo gy 2 fidhe| 71X e MEE qaEEs %E
Atz AdE 7 ol ut sbssiebE Aol o) v?loﬂ*]«l TRES TRAERY
gt Bl {If’%«l %{@T&“‘ Bshe dol o)Al s shtrt 54
ol = ka3 k. $2lv old FERE ﬁlﬁ]ﬂ’:‘l...‘?.i b Sl el gl
I fTEpe WEER ) 0*“’7” ﬂﬂlﬂ};' 7l gkel, o whe F ooju #5E AR
o] FiRel W& FTRF/F Ca UX B AL 2 TT% TR#ZF7L EER o
2 it 871 offA gice ?ﬁ?m?? A 14(%%9’]" TK#Eol A ). ufe)
A ITENRER L NS B TS &S HHR S, BsH: 9 shve
Ffg ol s}

3 Jones ©F Davisoll ©|sbul, $ AMBE O HEGEMC HEAH o
3 TREY BEM BES slobshis Aol iz %on, o} HAGBR
= TREY BEY v of KAI#o] MAfS TREY Mo U [EEE
T ITRFY BBl 7 Zsho] #HES W (HB AL A9 7EEY o)
vogERge] BiEdE Yook oS 2 HAS] fEF K %4 Cinvariant characteri -
stics )& &St Heoleta MEID. A, Agbi Aeke 1787 e
1) BB vhAla she TR A dhekEl s A 9ot sow, WAMBES oo
AL RHEG T vobrl Asky A S W BK Mg ) HIEES EEE B
shAl Sleh S, WAREE = 9t o 2 Jehd 178 ol A 1B K5l ol st B
g FH AAstel, o 7B MBS #esmel, o dolsb s abeke)
¥, EMEBS #HRstA oty 2o o) °|7A4°I BLE Jones 9} Davis & “Fr-
om- Acts- to-Dispositions” 51l o] F 0] zo|ch -yeju} Heider, Jones
9t Davis, Hastorf, Schneider, Polefka 5& R o]} 2+ Ko B
i (actual process)o| BEIRFEN o8] BAE3] @r@s] Ay, &3 HIE
kol A o) Fofx] iz o] oby & fEsha )

g, Jones 9 Davis v “fTRBE NE Mg ol ehi Byl oA HH
of FEfEHES] FEE el ol MBERE(correspondence) Bb: HEEE
Atk &, 1) #Rd Bt Jebd 78S miHsks B, 2) #Bnd #
R (MR = EEBDol BB S RSt BE, 3) & o Jolrt #

,

e
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W e TRE RSt BES HEE o RFstz Aok EpE
B %, AR BHE(internal attribution)® BE+ 1) Tl 789 &&
7t e RES BRSHH HEZ 55, 2) TR R i3 aREd ®
*ﬁ(‘@é%ﬁq"} BEYES AP A ok Ao e £5, 3) #AY

1T8ho| MEED FIERG Ao o S F5, 4) A THOl A
BE BB A4S vlAHx st EEY BE hebd %Y 5 R
7} @mstelar Jones &+ Davis v+ #4&sta 9ot

Al g7tAl s 2 Heider o] 2w 9 FE&ol Y Jones ¢+ Davis 9] BEREY
3 BEEgENCR s s Uk ol HAREL A o8 daAxz
K538 4+ 9t (See Hastorf, et al., p.70) : 1) AWM == AR B
#A3F BFE( Perceptions of internal and external causality), <l#Ad,
Thibaut and Riecken, 1955 ; Thibaut and Kelley, 1959 ; Hastorf, et
al., 1965 ; Strickland, 1958 ; Johnson, et al., 1964 ; Streufert and
Streufert, 1969 ; Kite, 1964 ; Polefka, 1965 ; (}ross 1966 ; etc., 2)
ERrhol v kB(E RN 0ol gEH(ability) # B H(trying), Aol 3 o
-+, d#AW, Kite, 1964 ; Rothba art, 1968 ; Jones, et al., 1968, 3) fT
o EAEATE B (attribution of Responsibility ol 38t o1, oA,
Shaw and Sulzer, 1964 ; Shaw, 1967, Sulzer and Burglass, 1968, 4)
HEEF O] BN (attribution of attitude)ol &3t o1+, o7, Jones and
Harris, 1967 ; Steiner and Field, 1960 ; Eisinger and Mills, 1968 ; Di-
ckoff, 1961 ; Landy and Aronson, 1968 ; Schneider, 1965 5% £ <
et

Heider % Jones and Davis ol 9ali 4o] & RBRNERZ Fo Kelley
2o FE ol YAl o EHREG B BSR4 °‘°]/‘1 A4 4
A s Aok B ¢ Aok Kelley —ik59 RBREGA 7] 23 #HIEY
¥ 2 AHe Heider + Jones and Davis o 273} huﬂﬁﬂ t}g-3}
7t

A4, Heider % Jones and Davis © T ol H#k =+ ZKo| ojH
RR(RK == A0, B8 = B0, BF =< 8&FT )& 94 sert
of F BLE FUch oA, A BB FFEM(Compliant )3 FTH9Y
Rl oAl fTREY HEJ1(power )HEZF A —HA R (internal vs. ex-
ternal attribution)el oj® < g o] ‘]‘/P"(Thibaut and Riecken,
1955 ), =+ REPE wh@H R —Kshs T#t —BEHA @ 17
2 J—4 BRA o3l Aol & A OPLJr?(Jones and Davis, 1965 )
53 b2 Mol HRFERe| dug o) F4lth
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Mmim Kelley —ike HIEAAE BH &S niA e F ¥ ERY #
2 MEEE HASE ol ol BRER o AAE U sl EEn
B, o2 42 335t BHRBES FEKE(epistemology of attribution
process)3 #3dE AEFS A8 4 gk AF 4, 7HY KR4 FE
2 =25 EHRo| KL FEspyo =z w38 = (Covariation Principle ) =
+ EHEo 24 $1H(Candidate )7} A& oA a4 78 HRE £THA
010-}‘5} o, 2 $H2Ao ERe BESN FRoZ BRYE ¢ vk} 22
5& gl e R @AY, Kelley, 1972) BHEERY E@E 99l
E’]—* wREA EHME & A& A ek ol #Hs AR Kelley v —#
Aol ERA @A A ﬁfﬁ st v oY £8 87k Folzl BREE
oF #H A9 RS2
R B Rl A 9 i‘:iﬁﬂfwl AT WAL BE8Ee 2 HHos —uF
sty BEEAY @R A& ¥xut— T8 BERS ardds A
ojch, eyt 1 Y Akl ool Ewlol s} BERS) ERT BRET
gt 28y, Kelleyy: —# AL TEERE 47 Edllo] EERlAS #
\/or e 293 BElstohE miEstol —Acl R MBS EH S
EoRstE o, Kelley & 2.9 #@oHh 292 RASH £(Causal Schem-
ata)olg} xAgorf o] Schemata - 7B BRIl A whx| Eikol v B
oA AR e BRES skE #ES JEds % A o AAT
A2 Kelley ¢ Causal Schemata and the Attribution Process, 1972
5 #Hz2% ). Kelleyd BEHA 52 od onmjol4 George Kelley
(1955, 1963)9] FL.HY HEEK A (Personal construct ) £+ Stotland and
Canon( 1972)9] HRA HMRAA(Schema )t A KA F7F HRE
ol &, #EE= Qe Y REIARE cognitive content Dol %S T 9l
= H&"d “]%‘, @R fEashe BE == AR o sizkg- @&l o
57, Heider % Jones and Davis 5% ##° BRERE < BRE
#H Aol ot HAE Fi oy, Kelley & &2 3 ##1Y REERK
Lo mEY eLERY \E, B v e BB 4 ERIE e
HEo g oFol2 (A, BSR4 PR § #EXR &
BRERS T #l Al ﬁﬁ@ﬂ?owﬁ/]’ e A 28 e B2 BRS REHsts
o] BRERS #EHHE T SEE OFL arh o7, Jones 2t Goethals
(1972) 52 o8 % X%i&% BR S, Kanous 9 Hanson Jr.(1972) %
2 BRI A9 EEMRE (negativity blas)—— REEH k3 REFsl
i AP ot =3, Nisbett @b Valins (1972) 52 REEV BHERAA Ao
Ao AW B (TEIR = FREM) Y FBM A (Self perception)s
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#st= Schachter ¢ Singer (1962) % Bem (1967)9 Hi#H< HBRER2
igol A EMATSI 9lom, Weiner (1974)E ERELEMER 2 BIMER —
Be BEREHRS VoA BHEkstz gith 2@z Kanous(1972) B
fy Zditol v kel g EiEM EAL(labeling) ol BH vIA< TS 4
et st o, Valins 9 Nisbett (1972 )& H#EH EHE2 HBERd B
Ry ghe wlgedS st gloh

o] uto] & Kelley dulao] BRRER A+ %3 8N FA A TRE
BEsly 75 FRS ®RiFshs $3 %0 BEBRE 29 okdet  MAS
HEMER BEENCE NMAT Rl HE A THRRA = BLE F
3 gokE A, MAY TEER Euk okdzt BH TBHRES Mod Fx
A ZAo] o FERIS BRER LY oS Zxstn dds A, BR
B WARRE olvet( Heider Y& Jones ' Davisol A+ FE WARR
o R A BREHRS R YL HELEEY FEE fEifd RAER
S ALty v REsty Yok A 5& Kelley —iRS BAA%E LS &#o

2 5 & QA

4) George Kelly 2| it & (Personal Construct) B2
Kelly = R0 #5#ke] (28 ( Psychology of Personal Construct)
olgbm AAE = 5o AA (1955, 1963 )oll A fi Aol 3t MBES RRA
g BEme BEsty ok zel oshd AMS B et AR ZEHH
©° % KiHEnt 5= Zlol ok ARE MA T & AL EHE sz 8
ohi= ojch webA, Alake 27| FHE AN A doivte FR E RS
#Zolglol A7l HEUNE A bsta, s, B Rkt A
fRR AL ek, = olol Wt fTEdcke Aok
wheba], 2.9 Eigel A& ¥ RIC) AR KR BT &% & ¥
nh ool 2}, F#Mol i H¥AIl BEY fivhe H& AHRE st gtk 2
Al 293 A AR BE(phenomena) S o] WA Al &ML st
vhol] itk H7te BR (T KEW BE) S Tk o F #adksle HE
o Ao miRs EAY 4 deorw, oIt M BRE #MA( st
2= ohul HEE @EEY sEife uhel debd F o Mo
ub= mERe AT o gdohe ook oledl EelA Kelly v BHEH
gEel A BEy Ao AelE o/ Fol W& de A& Zol ozt #&
o 2 WS AEREERE ERE Jrle BB R X o
— AT REEe vkl 2 ) JEHE AR BRS HER, BE,
Fast7] gl ARAA dolvbe BRE BESz FBE BB (Subjecti-

i
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ve thinking)E 5 4% £(construct )< HEs 2% olzh, —i
Aol RRKEES] HEE =T EHRS KRNI RE\I i o dd &
Mol KEH XHFE o ol & HES JEeR ZoAln o9 e A
2 A% 5 Fo| s Ao

ol Aol A L Kelly o BAHH:S 83 BF & b ol BRE +
Atk AR EBK BRY AEs A BirEA g 2 B o &
—R AL AR RKL B HEUE B @ity #3qt & vt
AR BEY BAES] KBS &3 ool @S el Hel kKE BE %
wlsh vzbel, I S b B A oA el BR-e BRY  BRBS
At o9 7he ZHo WL HH HEBEY —A3 vlazbxo|m g
— AL BHBF BEY 7 Uk £33 BRBEC Y #at BEdA F
Bry BB Ao o, wbebd N8\ FBK BBl 34 7dsta o

< A& @Ed oF gtet= Aol

olel 2 loF 2 AilfRel] I LEE HA T HEERS 2 8
A9l FEM BEERE Jd+v 292 gu=( picture out ) Hlo] EBS F
ofok ghehx wg#st Uk o 9of 22 Bho| nulE Kelly 9 LFEE0] ARl
A GRS T WER LEBO #imd] Sl = REE BitstA "o &
HEAY HWiEBM EBE s a2 ZAale Mo M o EEAY  LERE
F EEY 4 Ao Aotk wdebd, 2 —# WiliAol ARMB 2 B
of RS ES88HI( template )E Yook, HEBES —f A2 THZ
PERgsl7| ofe MFARY Lol A BESIH MS#EHls FoskA 28 #ub o}
el ksl ol ficha Zrxzdbeh whebd Kelly o LEERo) 4= 88 ( learn-
ing ), B#(motivation), ®K(need), B&E( drive), Wit reinforceme-
nt ), MEH (unconsciousness), FfF(ego) &3 72 4o o} B 4=
gich(Kelly, 1955, pp x—xi 33).

Kelly ol 214 #&fb( construct)el dlal 5o fFfistH BEH o=z
ot BEES BBolA BLE BRS Iilisty sty 98 #AaS &
Agtet, PRI R AN A BB HRS Moty ittty 98 &
2 EAS o714 #E(construct )o) B it ES #RHTSE HEE( a way
of constructing, or interpreting, the world)& %8tct &, 4R =
RE HHE e THS HE-E vhebd = dlel @R o] ulE #do) ok A}
2o WS o e Faksta, o9 e WA L) kKS BSs
ot BAaJEEkel A2 BRAES 2E % (contrasts )7 HLIBE( Similarities)
o A3t Al vl #EAEZE gloli= o) ke mbE jRyiolw uiw Ak
7F Holz & W& o] HELS BFES A Hla BAMS 24 5ds Ao}
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Eg 2= EE Sl M ( dichotomous )€ 24 s+ #f, 3 2
O #holv = 3 F2 HRYE #Wolztx stgch #&e mMR{t(abstrac-
tion)7} ® Heojol, AfFE# 2 o HHEEA A2 #®E&E Ml 2R
S 4 ot Kelly+ ol & #EY #M(range of convenience)2t I3k
otk ol & #aC HAEES Uit Aot 2 9o o= & #&el 7t
A #HEs Foldys BRe| o 2& ol F HHY #¥(foci of conve-
nience )2 FIHE Ul 2 yolx AMS Hgkdl KEMNY RS PR
4. (core construct), PSS H3A 7| drx 44 BLE T+ U
A S KM S (peripheral construct)e| 2tz 3ttt ¥, #@EELS
HEN el el Ros A2 BEGHS #REstdA 28549 R #e
o}, ol el #4%I7t AIREMI( hierarchical )JEREE ol & =, oW A2 fh #&
49 kA4 (superordinate)e| =i, 7 U2 &2 TH#ES(subordi-
nate)o| Hcoh AlEEL HSY et MMl Rl otdz ol & AR B
Bl e A2 d2ces BRE s8dc 43402 BEAY EKS
@gatvks A2 F 2 g Mz A #HEE #aS Yokl Aol

w2bi, Kellyoll doj4 ojwl AL ##kS dohieded, 2 AL #KRES
BN o2 HEStE Aol okl = Ae]l ok Abshel MRS #FYE 9
FEHSHE BaS dobd o2 MiEMe® JiEd 4+ Avkes Heolth  Kelly
= ol9 e BMAREKET RESI FRoE #EMSBE#ME(Role const-
ruct Repertory Test, 7Ft3] REP test2lsr 38 BRA A EHEKH BE
oA FAHH o2 FHHIYE REP test+ ol® EANA ARBFKRAA F&
3 MBS 2E AHRE 7l ARE #AE FES U, o vt B B
DERR AR S 2t kel ok

A@7kA Kelly ©f K BASHR ERS A, A% 2 old 7123 #
BRIEHE: % #EBe o HmIACH K MASHER ERS BHEMN BE(no-
rmative science)?th Bi5E ( phenomenology ) 9 &ol Ao g,
Kellyoll Al 2lojA+= L& BAA #£EMNo 2 FHE &+ Ao &IV 17
o RS BRA e AL o] doldes BEG 2t gl
A ol Belx o] Higel tidl HTREE ARMTE B3 —Mm Aoy
B, = ARk FEe W2 gle A #coh. REP test & MM HiiR
o] K ¥ ihel A F:HE-S Uk =3 Kellyd BEHm2 BHAE FEH
oAl #skA o T v MRl slolAe @ary #5h(Klein, Ban,
and Wolitzky, 1967 p.508 32)°] KEE&EN &EIS o) Yot £ F Ut

t}-So) #H#= Stotland & Canon (1972)9] 27w} o] 2( Schema The-
ory )& ojul 9ujolA, Kelly 9 A Sl ERo BEI EEY sy
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2 Holx F& A 7ot 28y Stotland @F Canon AAEL A5 B
iwol Kelly o 29| B 52{—: ﬁﬁﬁgﬂqﬂ"} Kelly 9 43& Wity 2
R 2 AT 22 g AE d71A4 w57z 4.

5) Stotland 2} Canon 2| ~7|0} 0|2 ( Schema Theory)

Stotland & Canond £7|7} ol 22 o 72| Bl A Kelly & FLH9
BRftSER £EBRS 2ok 5, BEZRY qEEL ARt —BAY 273
= Blsigz M obdzh, —BALS AR Who ZEMoR KE
3 v7iohr] Heoe RE@EE S ARE Emsty @aqksla avlezy
A4 World) & RS vtz U= BIE, o9 22 BREHN ABERS
53 ®ECl e RAKES AT RM AR REE ddste HEIT
A st = HE S %%'—L’r—— BiE, o714 BA@AEL A KT KE
5 faste MBS thobe A, =9 @S Mk BFOER 584
AHgete HET RS AY E:r ARES Aoz B dF 52 Ke-
1y o w]seshet,

o] yoprt 27wk o] 2ol MY 27| vt #EE Kellyd HK Mkt
Ao B 449 ez mEd & Ug A Aok WEH BEER &Hs
271vket el vk k3 AR A zw e B 2 M BEXE oA
b F9 2700 A Ao 2R EREL BRUEY WALk delAY
HET MR e Al A o HAIZ mBILE Zoly] o #Ed
HR RBRADr] Lode —mkd 5 A+ Aolvh. Stotland 9t Canon
=& BHE slEskd e 3o

.D... Abstract and generalizable rules, called schemas, regarding certain
regularities in the relationships among events.” (Stotland and Canon,
1972, p.67)

Kelly = LK #SMRks REMN BRoZ Y8 MBRIL(abstraction )=
Ao 2 AAtste Uk Aol4 Stotland 9 Canon® Schema o #454
HEMS ek o] Y /AL B MACl M e AR #ER B
ol 3t FEWE BN ¥ BERoE HERd & AUtk

o] 9} 7+ Schema &2 ‘é°l ’*7] ul o] 2] MY LEEE A o}
A 7 doke BEE RBtE) Eoh 5, 270t o) & Al Az e
27| vHE gopgto 24 ARG9 lrri@B’J ﬁ@]% Frl 4 HBRY 7 Ao+ fiE
of A Futg ot webd, A7u} o] 29 ?%Ew: A e LEE d49 HWHR
°| Hu Q& 5] BiE, BE, TH 5 —H A 7Kz e ®HEM K

#o) ~7|vio] {ES 3 —F, Schema o &9 Wil — HERFS L,
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o yolrt o] F M EF fER KA HE AR vevta e 2 9o
T &6 712% 9 HWEEZA RABE AA g Mo, BN Ao st
2 EE{to]l 3 #4-E& Schema ol &9 AFH}AZ Stotland$} Canon
< #Rs e

27)v} o] o] REEXEL o] BWMino KPS AEW(perception), FEEH
(attention), it&(memory)el 3+ Eifol A #Estz, £7]|vt ol 2 #&
el Ha3t %ﬁﬂ&ﬁ oAl A, ,kit(dimension), ¥ &kIC(conceptual di-
mension ), &itk AIE( position), FIAMERK( probabilism), kfr 277}
(higher order schema), THL £7]"}(lower order schema), TH¥#: 27)
vl (aroused schema), —E#H#: ~77}(consistency schema) 59 AlES
&3 Schema °|&9 &K & Bkt Ack(o| Mol A3 & {8
3 H#ES %A= Stotland and Canon, 1972, pp.72 — 161 =T A).

=3 BRI N4 Kelly o #H BRES BRds 29 71$9 A
Ul MEr EFGESR 289 HiR, BR 55 AdstA AdAgeoRH sy
o HBRBHZAMY A48 b(justification) T ol FWA s gt St-
otland ®} Canon®] A7|v} o|#o| 4] A A5t Wi EHE HE #t EHR
WoAA obE A, 259 oo o i fERelst B fx, A4l
9 BEimol Hal AS7A A HEbs #E e EEn #BRd 27vt
o] 29 Wigol A HE#etr(alternative explanation)sts i Aol o},

Stotland ¢ Canon-& ~7|°ket @& 27t 7kx 5 = AME £
3 BRABRC HI #FHR AFBAR S d2E AR o @fEme oh oA,
AR Eoh, uitbe 24, F5o] god wisb 2oty dEvhd, 270 &
27 utels Aol o, webA A7|vhE obF R &w HH AlSH oz ol
Al Hk mEe) #%et € 4 Aok Stotland ®F Canonol Z59 A% (1972)
ol A A7v} #Sol BAS 93 #EN RHS 51HSHY oS 3o

From birth we depend on other to communicate to us accurate infor-
mation about our environment, and we very rapidly begin to  organize
this information into a system of rules and beliefs, which in this  will
be termed schemas, about the nature of the world, about the appropri-
ateness or unappropriateness of certain behaviors in a given situations,
about the most effective way of attaining goals, and so forth(p.38).

Fol Wad wREC BREY MAMEC oA &ES KA B
R HEA(rule)ol gk Aol wipa 27)vh KES Bl RIRS
HRES ol — ksl Aol 2t & 4 ek

=G 282 2k A AdEe] BB A4, tAS BEIEA,
=T A olol7lE EoRA BBE o Hx gdrh a8 29
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e EEKEE W E Uy A OP"WP BIE3] BH#E=R ¥ (uncon—
scious ) A71vtE AvtER S 4 AUkE Aojoh, 2EL EHEA ¢o ~
Flete] Aa) 2 i°P<‘TF7](attrzalction) ‘3}?}“1]*1 A St wmEEol e “rER
Bl — Folabr]” BRe 53 AUk o BRY EEE $e& BE s9
O BES 7F2 As Folshl ®ohe Aoloh =z ezt mEREo
B = ol lIAS Folshdl = Z9lx ele BE o] EES BRI
Bkl A BRISE L AR+ Yokt Ao) o

A A A5 UE Stotland & Canono] A5 HzS BT Qo] 4
B# Schema FHHxl H#EH @SS 43 2o 25} 7tch. Schema &t
MRS o —R(bE KHEES] BR MR A3 lel ok Y ms1L
U —#ft+ #EARKIT(conceptual dimension)glo)E Brb5stch uwhels,
A71A ol HRE BEES T #HaAXIT A BMEKRS Eas, 22
3 %M 2 Ao ERelol+ Schema: #E€ 4 3ok w2l Sto-
tland ¢t Canon-& #&#&KIT(conceptual dimension)$ 279} o] Eoj 4]
FEY AAN EEHSOR BRI Qlon, oo} 7o mMAmITe TR
of MU (Similarities) & MBI B =o) = HREY MHEKS
spebdh wlof of 2l HERYS] dRlo] YA hE Zlojrh oA FEH B
& EiolAlo ) F, #A> FRM MUY ERE ARS S8 B
E oh 78 oF —%gi}

3 A& A Schema o] itol A S EMEAS o $= Ml frE
(position) et #&e| sirt dlAd, “27)” (swell )2t 7H‘§2} Aol A} “z
o Ee Aol 2 He olwl BRY ‘s AdAY Al A fEE
weteh, 5, fTE= ofd 988 (object) 7t AR Lol A A= sl S 9t
gtct. Schema & thAl BARITTH Bzt B WES ALsld  wH#ot
o “BESoT bl Ao ATES MY BMRME o 2 EgEch oA, “r}LSo
o el Aok eps a)vlel A bgr 2 ]/H’Oldrf B K TT bl A1 9
ReEsH frEC) Y, ‘T 2 PP ‘}}—4 T 2be MRS ROT el A 2
gk ATES! vl b A)vhE ALEY MY MIEHES Jela 98e o £
ek whAAAAI R “FERHE e AR J&%‘l% frES #lE 59 AR,
EER, ‘Eold, ‘BEM TS & Utk a¥x A S wely B
- HHY BERZ £H8=7 . V‘?}L]r.

a schema consists of positions on conceptualized dimensions, and the
relationships among them(p.99)...... By experencing repeated combinat-
ions of correlated positions on the conceptual dimensions, he develops

schemas, or associations between various positions on a mumber of co-
nceptual dimensions (p.104).

SEp}
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3, M BRES HRAA BRftacl AR AH o] MEMbE el
e BEER ATRERRRO) A LAT BRAES T TAL Biael st AFEE &
e A vhazkAl 2, Schema BiRol A x H72L R#&ol 4] kL Schema
S} FfI Schemad A3 & Ab&star, o] &7+ MRE ch&3t 7ol RMAS
arok F, A9 A7 vk 59 ~7)wkREct o fREo) = o] -kl 270t
2 HE e Avivke Lol F ol 49 &9 &d|ehrt 2SS A B
a Ae £7vbe 2 el EdE 5H9 A7) vbEelA e LEM BR Es
BIGR ERl 7] 238k ol Eolll E(abstraction)olet & F Ut A7,
Bl A AlES Azsioh, “@8elAs e Adxdd”,  ‘EEHC A
B AME Az el A 8@t es REE AebE dxdd
o s BHE QS 9, oo A @8E ThL Schemazt Hx H
e st 8T LA Schema 7t ¥+ Aolch aildl o714 kAL Sc-
MMﬁfTiS®mmiqﬁhrdﬂﬁ5] 2 R =07 W el At
A48 Flo= War|ot gt &, dit ¥4" kAL Schema 7t REEK &
BARC Y A 2 s T Schema & R—HI 4 -%oll+ LfL Schema X
t} Fhr Schema £+ E#H KBNS FAHE 7tesdeol 2o =8 ki
Schema 7} FAL Schemacol A #MAMHEARNE Aol Thd@c Liud
o ds=7] 4o

oo} 27vkE Zhel —HKstv = Ko -E RS vl MAS
= ~7)vbE “—E#: £7)7H consistency schema”ets ahe, o9} 2 K
e vE B A7)vP o B drelvh d#kyd Adlvbe AR vla
B o27vHE e RESE EBSHA 2710k iRl A BT fERT e 2 Y
4 92 (consisteney principle)’ol2tik £3xlct. &, —HEE RE:
27| o 7ke] —FHhE v 2 EE Yol A e ot Hol Al kI Schema &
—fo 7, ol A AEE ~y|vi7ke) vlami ohve} A 2L ~Fvke 55
(Schema acquisition) Aol % F 8604 A=t oA, E-—3 HfEd
Aol ke AYE FA s "} | 27k FAHE A, oy AYE 7
K B @ oke slol o —EE BB ~7vhe £710he BB okd
g} 27 b AT 7k —FY kel Agatohs Hol A kAl 75 %"l"ﬂ
Fasttse 8 4 gk o] ghelin 47w} o] 29 FA s EEMEL o b
ot of 7] A= ot 2o e Wﬁ“ﬂ’] WAL B 72 b (H S S 7)\
Stotland and Canon, 1972 & #x3 7).

A FAA] Yol A HBAI 0 2 AR ule} Fo| &7|wf o] ol o EAKH £
FHEE, BE, 2710k o2 e Sl AW EEugse = o EEst 4

et fhimhol o, Emol ML ¥ FREARE EAELY R A

fo &2
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of B MK HERE o o] Renelsts HIRE Foh ¥k ol A7)
ol o] 22 AL MREES HRo FE MLT T e HERSBE o
THEN BB 2] o BRS ASAA Adgd Ede 9%rt 270t o £
o gho] 233 Aoz By}
=3 Stotland®} Canon-& o] 29 #iRellut 247 &3 A5 HiR

of Hal Ad7x HH BEHS 59 S35 #FR & lLESN B ¥
BiRE 2=7)vt o] 29| wigelA WARMEE HEH, BRrstz ok d4d,
RBARGE BERl 7123 BEo| £7\nt o] Bl AR sbssicte  HEM, &
B REAS v st , WA (person perception), REE®L, [l 2 £
W, BEL 5 M A HEEE 3 BB ~7|vf o] 2L A&
3l BT (alternative explanation)S REHUA 29 HFE “Social Ps-
ychology : a cognitive approach, 1972”¢] 4 #/xR3stx 9

Aw7tA el A BaOEBN g HE T Moz MBS AU wEo
BB o] FHSy U+ HRES HAMKAY M BRs 2ot
BEReE e HEL oA Evsl 2 o33 ot

(WHRCES MM BRERSY BH)

1) Abelson I} Rosenberg 2| [ ERAY DIRWTE IR
BEEBREA A RS B0 Ric BRANEBA #£HstE ZBRH
et ZR7E AUcts AR TIA HEA ot oot EEEM BAOEX M
Aol —BE#-S %R WA pBEiste @A fEMstE LEN REXEAS
BRa=d Mool Ak 22y Abelson #} Rosenbergel s iR
DERY R Bl et RAHHER =+ AHUEERY BB S o
3l AEH o2 RS A A 3l Mo 2 BRES A 2.

2) ERERKO UM BEr HHREBH

g AEo] HIRFEEC 2ol H¥Efel 3 o $ HIfRE BEHE xlae &
Bt BRU= HRERRe] WS 712 ARES FEM KBRS Bl 4ot
< HEERC 7] WHEd Aoletx RN weEbd HEY Mo —#A
o] ZFxlx Qi HEkEERS ME Y e & Wele o FRARE | uA stEd)
S LS Tk 1960 R0 HIRERe Y ft&# QM (Social perc-
eption) BFFES] A kol A o B shbe] FHMM #8S Aot zed
1970 Rl A = RBAERS 7183 HBEC R g o BIREERERA o3
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Bl TFH3 2He Foth

3) BERER

fbAS fT8S vz, 2 rr?;b 2 fEAe] BN A derh, obdw 4R
ol ksl FEBEJACIHE QS le HARERSESS %’w‘ii Hehd 78
oj vt FTEHERE BEI S = ﬁ@)«l FHRE dobis s BHE ARASS
7FA 51 Yok BHE Toll, ol 2te BR-S Afrshad SAEsE HE 2 ol
fERsts B%e & RS WMEERS F BOS 73 3

Heider & ﬁ‘amﬂio} RN i Jones 9 Davis& 713 Bifiol+
Kelley —#ikell 43l E:mEH#Y BMOHERA QoA #En BES o 2}
Heider & ®| %38t #138 AARZES B2 T8 ERFo| A U}, of
Ul AR Rl d F N — AR ler, 2 ¥ Jones 9 Davis
A= A —ARRBREANA EHE = AREYS RAN ERAR A3 #
bt #R Lol Ao BRI U on, MOMHEE AL HkEBHRoZ F3
H ERHN PR F o LolshA STk

Heider, Jones, Davis &} B0 fHfgo] T2 ﬁAﬁ]ﬁ(Persom perception)
of FERAC K&l Kelley & v %3 % WRKEL BRERY BRAGES
W3 pRetE, SEOES, EE, SEoE %Oﬂ wmRERS BHEA 2 3
oh, =3 dhrdl HEkEE ¢ Hd RRER HHE BRo 2N BEAY
7] s B AR #R/L7 Kelley —ikol o o] Foiz A BHKERE B
Bis v BRAIRERS] R 9 R fEMShs #Ban £ ostal i o
3t pAEEo] o Fo Al

4) George Kelly 2| .89 Mk 2 BB

AR fifEe| vt REALBIES @l o) Folx ARl o &t WK e
#E B ozM ‘WF& ohvj 2} z HAS B Zlolels BIE T B
we BBAAIZ o WO FEMOS TEM BBREAS BWAA  iEEs
v FR Y OHRE »%%oh’., o odobrh fifRE BRESS HRAE Y
Kigmel BEBiA o vl A #shs HEe BESI=Y Aok o HEg 2
ol BEmol B3 MEERT FE MRMECIY BK2H FHEH 25 9l
o, Kelly o BEimE# JdAe Wbs BEE ol Fshal Hata gles A

oo,

)

§5) Stotland 2} Canon 2] A 7|0}k
KESH BBl A KES BAY 78S 7 #ES MAe 233 e
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o} BBisl A BEIT B o8 pE= ot “HEOP%"/} of Himel A, &
HY BET FRE2 EEUB’] Bl I3 M =T F&E Uik, o F
“~7u} et B F, 27 gk —ACl @R Eﬁ% B BEIL BE®
3 @R =+ £4°lo. Stotland ¢ Canon-g %3] 7™z &S 7HA
2 ARGS &g REASHY Aok wob) 2582 270 A ERONA
HE iEsted 271019 HEIN &, 270 BBE S 88, 279Y B
B 5 HEY OEEN B, BR FE BREN I A BB RHA
Fo 2 A7 Ao REH HES FME 22z BRMNoE sty
et
Kelly o #igaiEms BOAM-S B iAo MAMY =&

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ AR MmN A f#EEsl=d Aok, 28} Stotland 2 Canon® ~7|9

Hholl A= 8] B A7 AR dojA BAZEE RBEsHAq, B EEHH
-?: Atgeich M 2 B A7 e e A S {EEstE o Kok —# Aol JL@ryo
2 st v 27195 fEshed 2 2o o ok webq 27 B
ol M MEMo R BRI £ ER] AT KBMoR FiFsta U+
Schema & #1235}, o] & ft&M &S] MM BFRML =& FHE{Lsio
o & HES T UeA e B Fo. FHd, Stotland ¢ Canon+-
L wEY teLEBH H%FdAM S95o iter THY FE =v &R
& A7) v ERe Lol A HMEss 'R T Aok S5 Kellyd B
BEREASERS T2 MRS ak EHS 2 2l et Stotland® Canon9
27 B tEH fTE) Skl @St Sl

oo el A £ BERES S Hol Bl HA George Kelly o FLHY
AR Y Stotland $F Canon® 7|1 H#imS 25 fEACl ARy it
RE ojdA stz A=k F FBNC BRtAS HRo2 stu o+
Bholl A SRR 1% W9 shoh Kimel RRKEERC| Y GER EREE
Fm, BIrH HRER 52 MEY HEHnvde 4o Bl K =5 R
ol e dEEER REst] MR Ael R s B, 1TEBIRRAS TR,
w Ko R S RN 2 ofFa olrlh vl fiEE EEM OER
OEEo| 2} b HES WEMHAR WaGESc o SA 5 4 Ut

ol & H S Mol A RS M= m o shtel HRE Al Az U+
NS %Eﬁctﬁ?ﬁ iy 27 v B#7E Folold, ol E& Qi adE HEEleHe
d BGS T vk, obdd B BERHAR v AveE EBEshed
RIERE = OEM RE, EBAM, = B8R0 oy st BLE T B
ojc}, Aol BALS H£RS FF+ HRS M HABERER, v ER
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9 B WsERCl 2 Boh, TR Aol Al golx BMHS LEN R
HEEHZY BRERS S 5 YA AR AT BHEAY RBRAR OE
Bo gt dobw, ¥ HTL ARAS BHBEEE LEBolzt ¥ & Ui
. 2Eu Bk ASAR S HEMOEBS BEBRAA EET W BR
o MBAALESLS @02 WM BEBES Ui uel, REES
EROEBRL 7 EHY EEtolu KEH#S TRstde  REMOl Yo
NEEN A RS ASHe BRS HeA Rotz ik Aot ol
BbES] BRS KM A oldlol N: LEBO B fEC A WHMLES
o MRE wEY 23, ARAA £5F HolL AR BES BN 2R
et

5 BELEPO KRAM MRL X MER HIRR

WaLESe NELES T Mk BRHOERYN HBSH - f3eE A
Avt BEEol ot whebd MR LB st o Bl MR LE
Bol pA 3 QE KB £t MERS S o o WHOHEB ke
#pdkol FiE 4 ok MEEEMN LERLE AE B R R A
Wigkel o3l ZEN KERE YT fEEe] Rord, webd BRAMBY ER
1 KRS AR fTEBIE ol 2 EAste = kel alch o3l
HERH ol Ay —MAe] RIE v Bl & of9A mEst, s
o, @k FAs A uheh BEH A AgA Fuk - LS, EA]
A3 FEER AZel BA =i £E @, F, BH R o9A BE
o), f@E EE BAEY AW T8 B Kol MAS BA B T8 o
WA HEA S EE BifEel v 4 BLE Holxl Eshan glvh weh o)
3 ARel i3t FE)S RN, BERREAT, BEBH B2 dobd Al Adsks A
@ pReted S5% dd e 2l "o

Argte gyt 2el ol BRAEA T obdth AR HEN HAS &
Aft, B tsh] HHI BHERS B HAE BERUc #HZ  FERsH
o, BB TWol, S HRE Elske, SR sl RENCE HE
3 ke REEREY Bhagel ok whebal ol gt ARES MEES MMRI HERN B
e A HE - KEM fES Lovle ZRN 4+ dovt Rl o
o A HMEE P R EERER, Bk B e T AR ¥ R
R WLEES ERsls, o 23 BiRel H@std veue TEe B
shodl & MK EROBEETLe 21 Q3 Ao gt BWELERL ojezt
L gL BES sty LS Toh 5 FROHEBAAE AR
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S AR 2 Rl S BN BRE ¥ BENRER 29 2t AMY A
Y R MOS T2 HEERE 859 ETRN BBy BRHR == B
RS BRMWoZ EiEsty ERsl- #BaHAE IRt Heider 7l #i#
GBS B A HRE(phenomenology of the average person)elziz
HE2E dfx v o7)o AT

iEny BRI O A K2 St AAT AAH Eﬁi?ﬂﬂ*ﬁ—%
At BrFEE iﬁ%ﬁkzﬁ‘ﬁﬂ'ﬂ ALetS gRFESHEdl v+ Bl 7 o
2‘7]' BOE & BUMKS @R s MLA7 5 glon, [EkKs %ﬂﬁlﬂ

& BB HEY %l"%l‘* E%S 7M. o] @ERdA ERY HBHHRe
“L7] A&l HEEF BOS ZAF-2 s JdAc AT HEE )
gteh, o] & BMLAZ BEES A TERARE X3t 2y AA A
fle] Abolrte B BMEBENRHNA Y BHM B ohvd, BHEBAA #
HAZ AR EANA BERBNOE ERS T+ HESMHT Bio| o
LR ‘3Pi ol 2|3l e RO HMS M HE BEE X ot
2 E T Ut §F “HEBER ALY Aol obd ‘WSl A fTEstE A
#"g U+ l‘Hi prFEsted BGe| At oleist EhidA  HWEROEERS
“71 A2l )L\ﬂ@(psychology of the man on the street)”o|2} 2E
1% gt & BHELER A= BBRE| ofd ARAR BREN A THs=
7 7 2] ¢ *P"%a" HWHROoF ojFo| ofdl TEIE off, oW AHE &3 =
= FE ol fE 2¥8A 85t HertE Z A=Y iy BEEE g =
7“4-‘4 o| 3 s}zl = dloll ML & Fch

Al 2, BN GERL BHHS EERIG b o Enm: EES
B o Ao HAIZ 7ol HIFES HRo| =H= KM/ AWM A Xt B
k=5 Eikibe BEiolch F LESE 7 ubsoll Eige) ot @ﬁﬂ%ﬁ‘]
LEEB A= utE LEBE S FHEH BRS ve oz 4 KR B
e MR~ ALl TS "o “IHH RS S Hgeh
Freud & W8 EHiwel 2% 5., Skinner o fTEFH:EHo 28
of, ol & Aol ofd 1&\@%%%91 HHme AMY fTH#He EEM
HAnRErE E®ly R¥fsted 28§ T 2y ZAeRle)A F
Al —MAES RHIBER Mol A2 He w"oixd HoAd 4
5 ole]d LEEBY EBRS —BAY LEERN MR o3-S Ay, o
vtobr} aEEERo] ARIARFES (L EE(Psychology without person) o2
%3] 4ot BARESN AMBEE HEsE] B =, GARSdAE  #HEY
HWRol A5t BRI BEBS ARMTTEY oA ®RY + ke HHe
Adeh, s BHRES AR, AR mAdel Y #wet $o BBl BRI B
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%o} el wel FTHTe 2 MRENEED AN oM #RE BEREIds
AL A5Ao|th EAZE, ARAMEY BHL HREHRC) e \EYO|Y
BYel FIAS /AT F5 o 2o HREU AMdA =8¢ FEd BNS
o}, oeld KM BRS BRY £ god BRY 98x gt 2
B HREHE 2 F# 25 AN OEEI e AMHMEY BARME
B TH 2 K AfMlA =& Fed dod, aAx HREH
ik 2 Rags ¢4 g B o4 ook wheby GHEBEH Gl O E BE
o] [—sictyl BIEEZHMI 5 —fAcl BREY 4 e AdsE Foo &
a drh BRBOLERL o3 oy LEEo I LHEEBE RES OH
B = AMAH LEBY TS MEsies BEA 24t —8AY
A7 dE 22 WUl #RbEe Aol FHS s RAEV BB 5
55 A gishe B 2 HES #Rikste w8 5, AHRY LEE
( Psychology within person)-& 1% &tvdl A4 & vof HEOEES &
#Ab e EEE (Naive Psychology)olel HE2& olfE of7|of et &
4 et

Ag7A el 4l e MHEBMAN OES FHOESEY ERR2 v
2 ORHLEES ERoled BRM RBES Zeoh 5 WROHEBR 48
Abebgol EERZol obd HEABBE A KRS B BEsSHEHE A8
M, wherell cH3 MAERI| AV EEMQ TR, R 2 EEERS 2 AR ¥
RESS HEAS HES A AEAY LEE 22 g o5 7
Z2 LR RIES #Rftsla o] oyt Bimitstod BLOS & AEA
e BREH LEEo| ety TR ¥ 4 Aok

WO LEHS EE A7 B Ao EiK NELERS
o] Mol A YEhd MER RELEBC RHES Mdds B oEe
BAMe nx HES = shvbe B AR B9 dAS FHEe B
Bie|l 5 gEEIMIQ) REEE-S BB, ol st RANEE S @ AR &
#ma BB uwiel BEAMQ T8-S EBSce Bolch & ol #d —BAY
M Y B REM BEY A ¥ S dod, mE#H ZE
M B Fx ook zeiv EES A2 zeig mEel @ el KA
o fTEpol ol HEEZE B v, =3 HE KEHK BRAC E3
S fEMNCE AT o 1o ARl BN AEEMES M T+ dd
= Bho|oh ARfol 4tolrb:s A KB BAEHRAE dolA & 7lo] b0
o] 4] ek 9 HH HR, B WY MRS AMY Tl &S vl A
v %3 ol S W Aok sllch ofwl wel A WA MY MEEA
2 HEI A TEl e MR Y &Y AT BBEY  HEY
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fE 2o FBRE #BEe flime] oS T8 € 4 Ak 2 B
ot Ry ZRLER A= — A FERM BRIEHR S ERI A #Ey
R N3 AR THBHRELE FAH R A48 oy o3 K5
M fmdried A BEOESY LEHS EEEHGD vidz A zdee
AME pFFs et A A 7g w8 el AbEE BFEshEd KK MR
OB Rkl Aot HEAE BHEE2 IEM HAY KERW HAE 1
T A REIS] Eoe XEBM HAES FEN A2 FEse KRB E
Aol HFolr, =3 Byt 2o FEMAE FHER = FBAS KHEitR
T BV BEWRERE REY & Uvts Aok BB, BEEY RES %
B & oo AMS 1S Mtm BRULESB A FHESHA SudsE He
Tt o3t 8 HELERo LESlvhy s A EHER RER—-RERS
B OBEES TESHE A2 opch AMY 118l KB BES THY
Rl A WA g S 7okt Mikm BRLGESS KEM R, Bk
DERL FEM R RO T GEEEN Bl B 4

WA e FWEILER BRo|A x| AHx| whep zlo] WELLEEB L T2 Heider
5 71d o2 3 BRSF A BB R W OES Folov, o KEI
Ve FEACR wmEd stoh b KRl A A N3 BEOEEBL ERe
wen LEES BLORKC H 4 e e R Y REe 2 F U -
e A aiEE Y ECEEEL BT WEOEEE w T ¥ g KfEY
BER A BHNERS 5 GEN DR, BN RS, LA B
iR, 27 -8R & 5 HEBOMHEY @M Yo Hhix ntE o7
Ark. F AR WRLOES A3 wHolA vebt ulkeb o] —fEAS
B BRBd BERE ol 5 WMLES BIERSdA #ad 4 -
sz Heh HE MR BRLGESS 3 Bl fteLEEN mEke M
BEWae LHEBS REs AL I Fom 44 EBEsly ¥ uE BHE
st == W7ol ok A “rbrtol Abd el Ao el - E ol
ol b7k, “REEEVF MLlshd A Folsh Hob & REEMOM:  RRE
W OHEE BAY FEA A A%KS] w ol ol23 BRS Bv o7
A+ v HEIH Fv o)y HelA gES] MeLEBN M MY
oo WEOEEY RAECE E347 4 9

WL ERB e BEHE fmAd s = sy o e Wil LEES FEd O
HEo] QAo okt ERES /M F Qcke AT HEMNR LEHES
of &g BERE Yo & A KRN HolAx 3ol B & Qlh &
e BE b} itgvh EA 2 H£EY TH JIFS vAgE B v
obFol . ek zE|u HEERIE ODEEBO A xfhel Lo B#fo g
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oju gt BIRE ZE7tol dis Mo o) HERE e 3o Freud
9] ERe walt Axe 23z Utk 2 HITo AT b LEER
SEol A XAkt ARDLESHY MFRE #xme s EES) 45 stae U
o} olA A QdojA A of % vwlgk FHojoh g HELEBAAL
& EEM Hal RBES tut ot BEMNC® gExbol wet #
A 2 EEO THpo| ofEA FefAivkel dig M HE A5 Aol gl
o}, Z1A S o ELEBE HFd AT ERAS HRoE 3 EH peLER
Aol , 2AS FEEHS B Ao Do) opd FEEH ABAE Ao T it
LEEN Qe F5% o F1 Yo e LEBEY MBARS AYT) ite
SALE) BS BEigol vt BRZES] Ko 7tx] Hof Felx Xela Uv Aol
Aok zey WEOEBES mheLBEE 3 HBE BAT & ket it
g9 B LEE KR Tojueod A3 Held s s g Ak
BEES] ML ER A= A A AS vhe} Zlo] B HRo| He
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