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£ =Eolde 1985 olF HE 10d 7k} Blx B sl=dd) A7) SAL (DAAA d7ekel AL, (2)zlokdted
e Fa4 A4, 3)5714 W 715H Foed ¥, (Dd=25E9] P odY P4E A ¥, 54 d4E
el elxel wisol G A Y &4, al=tidel ojXE AHH s9le] Eahol i B4 F7h zeln (6)s=dst
ATe S8 Yol 9 ¥4 wie) heidtehes o4 HFE o] Audisict, A2 elndd) ATEY s 2 5HL Fol
uobs QA A2 §71H - A A 2e] YL ol F Bk ok} of FHAFel M2 WA HH Yrke Aolth. H=
o eleuistel Bais] A2 o]BEE UEAA ol A5l AR, AAske el Fu £EAF A A
2 M ge 2z £8319] 7| Aot 2pAe EpAA] s vk Aud o) Be] wHshw S A4t

Hze AgAdd mAAst A Bop  oln UEAE o] A Ao B L Yo
(McDougall, 1908)9t Ak3}st H-of(Ross, 1908)oll4 < Wkg 7ledled £80| s2jal Lo},
7 sfoll 23ke ol Alsl4leldte] Al olA 90 £ oA Adlaat she s 7 717e o

< ulgl 33 gk, Al3jAlelEhe) ohokgl A FAE gk 19855 199447119 10d7ke 2 g4 7o}
7Hedl elE 9 gzl #et o] Eolvt °i:r'~—“ = ghelets., o5 ¥a3 Wgo] b S sled A
2 A5E AUz glowids A F2 A B g HAE ol=AE $HAZ P} Uz,
TFAEY BAS T Qe FAE =% Zi ot Eaelde A2 wl=e] Fo sl AAE B Y
Elms(1975)7} XA & AslAeistel 97 717 sesist A58 FAes sjuses,? g 75
(1965-1975) Foll& Bix A7 A9 Al £ W Folde = F2 9 H=-57k DA A3
olipr] o3¢ Aoz M3 AEIE e o, %—E—%% F2 ohea, dewst 7% FolAe (AR
2 9kE7)7F Ak 1980 ehell SolomiA BlE AT z3}9} 2 YEFE'T 59 Bews) by, =i
Hopx iy ZulAAT wolshd Hoch(Eagly & %E&. $%, B 5E0 2 AnkgiE S 3 sy
Chaiken, 1993). 1950-60:d=Hell Yale whatme] #% 3} #po] ohd) A5 wlA)zlol o7 elsws} A4S
Y#Ale]4l o178 (Yale Communication Research ©& =%Eo| FHE¢ F1x g}, Zule] =25 =

23 =

. rlo

Group)¢ 402 A471E w3 =g A7t olde Aol Aleist seehs) d3lxlof 1d3g
25 (53], AT 10d7b)ele o el ol&F

2 wd=ln glexl, 22l 1980-90dFHe]  2) 2 Aguiea m4uel) ol F@wal =20 (PsycLit:
Bewlst dFE 7o) TS ojw AolHEL 1987.1.-1993.3 )oll41 %2 “el=:d3}(attitude change)™ol
A8 A% 54533 “AS (persuasion) ™ol A AFE 272
H FolgAog Fosicn Akl =18, 283 o] 7%t

1) o] dfe FFnSmeaArie] 199435 od-7s| 2Yg o} Zoll 2% 28 whlRES FAoz s, Uy A
olFoiAl A% S 2ol AFEE AFT Aolnh,



TE 7kl £ =19 355 A=) Unkn Az
g 73] AFE Aol

McGuire(1986)< 20471 Al3jAle|ghoilA wlx <
TF7F AR A71E Al Z12e 2 vedlet. Al 17]le
1920-30:924, =9 A= 3 (attitude scaling)
2 dlEst P50 DAl W AT FHE olFUd
Al7olet. o] A7lell s HEAQ] HEEY 2AE
(e.g., Bogardus, 1925. Thurstone & Chave,
1929; Likert, 1932)2 2&d7HAx d2] &eolx gl
. 1920-30dHe] M =3} 2ol 717} (sensation) &
=432t 5] Fechners} A% (intelligence) & &
Astazl YY) Spearman ojHE Al2jgelA 71F &
% 5%} (quantification) #3012i=kx McGuire
(1986)& ksl gk, =@d A17] B A7
Suin 20| =} HFk] PAl] [ AT
ANAE HE=-B% 7k ARBAZ} 1T A e
A (e.g., LaPierre, 1934), #%5& oldsiA= &3}
£ dEd a4 A8 33 Lest et e
o Fo] A, HE-F 2ol & AWM
1920-309] elE A7) B1E HES U U
£ 39 st Holew, 2 oo ET ARiAle
o] Aol & AAER @A A (McGuire,
1986, p.92). &elloll 244 Fishbein®} Ajzen(1975)
o] ge)d 9 o]& (theory of reasoned action),
a2z o] o2& o WAHAIA Ajzen(1985, 1991)9
A¥A 8% o]Z (theory of planned behavior)ell
o8 Hx25E9 5 oo FA7t oJAH=r A
H =3t

McGuire (1986) 7} ¥3le el= dF w79 A2
71 1950-60d7He] el=mist dF7lolet. A 1719k
A 27] Atole] 7] (1935-1955) % && Hl= AT
7t A e A& ohA|ul, McGuiree o] 347
7+ Ak} (group dynamics) A7 w472 B
okeh. 2+ 1950-60dtHe) el=wist AF7)E o AlE
33, 1950ddlellE Hovland® FAle 2 3 Yale
AFAeld 9789 #4234 (phenomenon-ori-
ented)?l ‘4% 3 (convergent)’ A77} Ry i
(e.g., Hovland, & Kelley, 1953.
Hovland & Rosenberg, 1960), 1960\d=Hol+=
Festinger® ®]%% Minnesota/Stanford 7% 2
o] &%] 84 (theory-oriented)?] ‘413 (divergent)’

Janis,

a7t 38tz F3gc(e.g., Festinger,
1957; Festinger, 1964). oH&# 2% WL AREol
Yale d7%8 golE =gl dFeez 713l
Aak AML o] ATl 437 FqAEY o]lBH AF
chorgle-g ZEsha lch.® 19604 thel Festinger
(1957) 9] Qx| #-z3} o2& Erha ¥ dA7Eol 4¥
&chr}, elx| Bz} (cognitive dissonance)ol| it
4ol AA3F Al (attribution) Fo2 ol pHA
1965-1985132] Ak8))~l (social cognition) -7 HA
712 o)A A =%t (McGuire, 1986) .

B R4 F2 opFaa g wde 23 o]
ARB|QlA] AT W47 o] ol thA] Hol B AT
#4l7), & 19854 o|¥el iz Y wlxustel] A3 o
55 dFEo|tt. McGuire(1986) = 1980-90:d+H
9 "= odF HAPIH3)edE HEY T=
(structure)oll A3} A77 APE Aeletzn dlAFA
t}, 9 dgle] ¥EH oz stk AMJ-E Tesser
9} Shaffer(1990)9] | =F& S8 o= A= A
=lgiet, 22 19859 olF A F7A & HlE AT
5-¢ W Axs 29 dwe] Fzol A/ AT
Z7} olslollx. F F1A] Fol =& EAEol W,
B od7AHE 19800 FubEE HAAR] EobA v
HE B el=ds} 75 54E ot 2L A4
HzEg o] AEsl wdek (1)AR181A (social
cognition) d-72ke] HE, (2)=}otute] (ego-involve-
ment) ¥Wl9] F8A 214, (3)F713 (motivational)
3 7154 (functional) A9 ¥, (4259
5 ddy P AY =9, (6)4EFUD J9E
(o eNze] Wzl g g B &4, dlzuil
alde ZH4A g9le] Aol Hj BA Fof, 2z
(6) el =3} 2] §-8 Fof o FA uhye] cioks},
o] A4 WFEE Aol gl d-TEE oleedA &
Ad A v, S i dTEe] FARS do
29 Aupg s Haxt g,

3) Hovland® #rol€ =|8kHql wio] 7Zyiz|al, ol Sof
Janist LT, Kelleyr Lewind2l#t, Luchins®
ez}t (Gestalter), 8l Sherife IR gEox}
(reference-grouper)®l A%& vz Uitk do}
(McGuire, 1986, p.99).
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1. ABQA A7ete) HE

alxjAlejate] ofsko 2 1970\t 2HMHE =|FolA
Fraatr] AR A13]QlA| (social cognition) T
= 19803 Fukoll SolMwdA AlslAlg3t Foie] H
2 Eer] Alsidch. AlslelAlels Azt Aps)Ael
(social) Zlo] Felelsl sk 37t Sl Holtt.
Atz 2 A FEelA I71E o W Tajfelst
Turner (1979, 1986)¢] Aksla  Aa| o] & (social
identity theory) = Turner(1987)¢} =7|#F3} o]
£ (self-categcrization theory) S| =% =7|7} 4
g Ag)H Anhe] wat oA 2] AdE Ao g
iyl A1 7E AAE 7] s, AREIRIA] ATl &
o A A4l EREe] HR ASE g vHe
Ax ok, o]s} ZE FH7lelA ARE|QAA] Aol
& A7 AA FoEx Ae FAoARL 1970-804
) ALslRlA] A7E FA o1 AmaRl AAH A
ol AtgjAleldte] of] fof, §3] Bix A Eolel
YA AL=lo] g 72 o ei=Hs HgE Y
el Ackat 7] E stz Aok, of HellME =i
£ F2& (structure)oll B AdEo] A3jelz] AT
ofe] HEo 2 sl oA Wiy YeAE A &
o2, = H3E A8 A2 (information processing)
NAHo g 2k 2 F2 e o 2es A
E3 & Aolrt.

(1) Bizel Fxof &3t 7o &3

o] FRol|l H3led g AFHo|HA L P s}
A wrolzodx gty AeolE Hxe 329l4olthe.g.,
Katz & Stotland, 1959; Rosenberg & Hovland,
1960) . &, H=v QAAH, AHH, o P54 FdE
2 FA"ke Aolrh. zelu Aol o|FA M=
whal e =8 73 me] 223} (operationalization)
Al E A oleh e oA T2
(multidimensional structure)& 71434 i el=
iAol @ wid Aol 9] 97l (evaluation) i
Z2x¢ct, ol2ig o]F2 AT ez 32914 W
slse]  4elrb gobd  fok(e.g.,  Cacioppo,
Petty, & Geen, 1989. Fazio, 1989. Greenwald,

1989a; Zanna & Rampel, 1988). elx2] 38914l
A3k b Aoz 2ol gl oA e H
So| Fzof A% AEEL A A FH7E e £
F ook (DAxAR e ok} F2 AMdg 3831
Heg 71 &9 dfez Fde dd(as
sociative network) =2%%(e.g., Fazio, 1989.
Greenwald, 1987, 1989b. Judd & Krosnick,
1989; Pratkanis, 1989), (Q)Hi=% AFo| 1%
279t (schema)Z 2+ ) #FA(dimensional
representation) 2% % (e.g., Kerlinger, 1984 .
McGuire, 1986, 1989), 22z (3)AEF=Hal Aol
Bo} sk Aoz A A - E-E5E 42 Hl A
A Lol oldiEtax sk YAl ==E(Ajzen,
1989. Homer & Kahle, 1988. Tetlock, 1986,
1989) .
a) Yty 29

Fazio(1989)+ =% ®l= di4dst 2 il gt
Malel 37} 7k A4 (associations) &2 A& ghc}. o
w el WA shstE w2 oAbl SiE bt 21y
Zoll A #A 3} (activation) = HEv o] A %3
E (strength) 7} ojx= Ax 7grlel w2} el
719 ol #AstE sHgo] 2 elms} vlE 27}
wsbe A27b5A (accessibility) o] &2
H27beAde] & HEsL v dErg o g2 7%
2 7}2] (functional value)& xdc}(Fazio, 1989).
%, d=o} g Ao MeAHE ol¥: JPF&
sk ®l QlolM AEZ7beAdol ¥ et e o
suct o] £ A4EE dohe Aolvk(Fazio, 1989,

Eol9,

p.154). Bl=9 HIvheAel A AYH Ave F

2 ole{dt 715 BAlA olFo{A 1 3lor], Ao
AE AR BPASA elx el g e o
IR B R EARCRCR i g o RS P R
zakg)ch, o|FA| zatet AZssAe] L HEE 9
AL o 44, 2z o A & 5 UxE
#)3v] (Fazio, Blascovich, & Driscoll, 1992), =
g BlE HAtol cs] Al7bd 3] (visual attention)
& ] ge] #=8 =957|% gt (Roskos-Ewold-
sen & Fazio, 1992b). ¥=t ole} HZ7bsAle] &
L dHx, & o we] $435E BEE Y58 ddE
£ de= o &zHe|c}(Fazio, 1986. Fazio,



Chen, McDonel, & Sherman, 1982). eixe] A
7HsA AL el eiE-35 7k A (correspon-
dence) A=E diAse =dez TR

(Fazio & Zanna, 1981). Regan®} Fazio(1977)+&
ey Ao sleciazlel FeA AA AY,
Z AHAo]l 7Y (direct experience)ol UNL ==
7} 9%5-% o Q34 A odddE e FHed, o]
HE-§5 U4 R sisfuglez gz FHI}
54 Wols A W) Aole sl A A
o o3 FAH Bert o 23 AR Aol uiet
€ 7] AlEelekn s (cf. Abelson, 1988
Eagly, 1992).

AEol g <lAukR ©]& (cognitive response
theory)9] A7kl Greenwald(1968, 1989b) =
Fazio%} wla7lAl2 d=d dFo] dfez ¥gle
v, 2& HEE ‘FAA izt g 3 (affect)’
olztn Aolgto 2 ghdxUoA e dAFE =33
o} (Greenwald, 1989b). =7} &3} . o] Ao+
A9 Aoz A3 5Eot Ao, @ Age} 2l
gl 23 FH3 Sl kA 299 459
A9 (e.g., Kerlinger, 1984)ol u]3}d = He&E A
38 F3 Aolch. 53] o] Ao AJA| &7|vt 79
Ml =] 38904-E 4t (Greenwald, 1989
b, p.432). Greenwald(1987)= X4} (representa-
tion)o] 4Fg oM ©A—EA (feature), A
(object), W3 (category), =A|(proposition), %
£7|9} (schema) —2 i, ASjAlE g4 253}

A ARz de FH AGEC =, 7k, o]
¥, §) 2 BAE o] AT vlFe] HAddA A
o) slodof Feh= FAMZF (levels of representation)
o] ¢ AldEidct. 2ol g3l £3 st HEE
Ao o 2 g5 S g A4 (object)
(o 1 2 AF, 2 2AEak, §)olst AHA7IE Rl of
Uzt W 7 (¢ daslr, W, F), 34 5F
(o : ¥1g7) 5 FAEhe dlegAEE, 4£54F He
Aalg, 5), 9 &79 55 (d D FARA o], of
T 747, el o2 7] | £F& BT LA
£ Al dokn AHseiA, HE AdE G4 &

4) Thurstone(1931)2 ©i=E “Al2]d diyel oigk 3e]ql
(for) = HlHal (against) 2 olekx Belgict.

FollA Bt Gt Aojsiolt Bl A F34
o] o & zeld Helgpn 4N}, 2v & 7)5F
Yale(e.g., Katz, 1960; Smith, Bruner, &
White, 1956)°] s
37} 7)%5 (object appraisal function) 22 THE3}A]
7 ol#fisliof ghokn T3}

Judd®} Krosnick (1989)+& A4 gl= oAk (of :
e FEAE) Y Hrlol g B4 2allg Ak}
ek, olEx <AxAte] A¥Y BdE(e.g.,
Anderson & Bower, 1973 Collins & Quillian,
1969) 014 FEE dof, AEE A Ee] 7 "= gt
ol 4] (within) =+ el=F% 7ol (between) Aj}t=lo]
Arti FA3Ich. ol g = QR4 B3t #4J3)
% (spreading activation) WY¥YE AL, ojx 3§
847 4= o 849 A e dE 2
T A= E A5E deda 2o Judd,
Drake, Dowing, % Krosnick (1989, =¥, A+

e dl=F 2k Faof o] A3} &3 sHde] A&
2 AF3 et (Tesser & Shaffer, 1990014 73
AL). F, AYAEL o] Bl FA (o | H57)
FA)ol uh3E F 2o} el g A (o D4
A7 ) 2ok FaE FA (o D QA IRl o
v e uhgA|7HS B}, Juddet Krosnick (1989)
£ 23 A4l 2dEae 2] d3=te 7} o}
o] (node)oll Eel& v mlojuA ¥3F ¥do2H
Bxo] od#4] (consistency)& Hol3ct. o]Fel o
b, 5 diAol ¥t 37} (evaluation)] ¥E5L
FE ol o F oA e FHH  PA (im-
plicational relation)$] #3% F3& « Feix7}
Had F elE=7F dB@e] Sl Aol mlovart =g
dAo] g AHolth(Judd & Krosnick, 1989, p.
111). oj¢} ze $-4L Heider(1958)¢] F¥o|&
(balance theory)® $Al3lc}, =2&uzt  Juddet
Krosnick (1989) 2] %=1 Heiders] 3xgaAlolA p7}h
Hlehg of 2] SjAbEol SNk pro-x TAEe] 71y Lol
A G Qe gAbelztn & 4 ot

", Judd®} Kulik(1980)& ©Elx9)
(extremity)oll Hg oA Elxg oFF A7|v}
(bipolar schema) Zw-g A|A}3lAct. o] o2 A7)
vtat ol & FAlol| wfs] Foldhe U FosiA
% Ay 7Y = BAEER o]FolA g 270t

a4
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o}, o] melo o3, ofd g FAlol 593}
Algtolu} Fojatx] ke Algtoly 25 2 FAlldl
g & ¥k Bl® F2E5 7R3 Y shte
A8k A AlF-Z (knowledge structure)+
Skl % (position) & AR F3E

T E
2
i1

=
=

Al
5, 2 7IHE ¥ ohdel 2 i ebisie A
= 4 o] Wbl AL ubilele FHE7R| 25
Ueke Aolt}. o] }F A7)ot mellg (ool =2)3}
A €) olzxlH £7]=} = (Kerlinger, 1984)2 =
Hlgle] YaAdH A7)0t 22 Ege s A
Rele] opd a4l 4 melg Zigske ARMEE Ut
(e.g., Eagly & Chaiken, 1993). z2{\} Judd =t
Al ol =F5(e.g., Judd & Krosnick, 1989)}
AL ol 298 FAL AEH £ o, o] Rl
Adet mulle] AP 2 LHdhe Hol £& Hes 34l

th(zd 19 a A=), G5 70 2ol gE RS
A2, Hymes(1986)= =efol e 243k o

S5 delste FYAE(F, of FAlol B ¥

27lut7t PAdslo] Qlcka A= E AR o] FHA
ol HEE AU e AYRAE(F, o] Al A3t
= A7ebrt PAdslo] QA gokw FHYElE ARNE)
2o Gejol] s Jre} vl ARE 25 o
2 Ae2|ghe v Fio. 53] o] A o HAgx
Fol &7l Blze}t dX =l Fol Hu fal o} =}
7] hEo}b vl s = £ AU A HedE FHE
o 24, JubA]l As]lA] A7 A (e} AR s
HuE o & Ak Ao o AAE 2o
FriA FAlol FF 70k medolehs 53 RdS
A A8}, 22l Eagly$t Chaiken(1993)of w2
M, FF alet 2ol elEE o el 9
Hal A% (favorability) 2 Ae}3lx] 9z ofwd Zao]
F9 8= A5 (agreement)® A o|§]7] wjFoll, o] w
2 AYAEe] Aol o AsAl FosAY o s
A FEAE8r-E YA E o A T AARE Ho)
2t et

Pratkanis(1989)& <5 A7Iv} =z du)ss=

sho] ehgEh

(a) B e
AgFolrt, R sl Agak
A3 %Hlﬁ}*lvﬂﬁ\M xzo] 2o}
S T
%3 e e
Mk 24 At kel
7/ ~
4 g9l Aoz DR st
Sxch fgo] o] @k gre =AY
bl el shaich
(b)
A
- otk 5%F
N /
o] & ul Al A—Fo
L al
=] hal
Ak PP
Bl 1] 745 4 ‘Love me tender’
s
ey’ o) A L&z

a3 .

anstod ch=stAlg).

(¥ 2 iy SHo 23 el AR AYFE 2 (Pratkanis,
chestag). (b)) 2@ Fotsts ARl Jhd el o3 XA FZ 28 (Pratkanis,

1989, p.852] &lE Amnstof
1989, p.862| 1B



t}-Z 2] 4]F& (unipolar knowledge structure) 2.
€ A, a2v BEe FHd mel AATFEE
Zebd 4 ok st &, ko] ¥43] et
e TAE ) & 79 AL A HE d=e F
T F2F AR, 23] gL A (o 222,
<o, 5ol dF BEE %F F2E Adee Aoln
(@@ 19 b =), ofd At (o S-eh)ell =Ha T4
Hql HEE AYa e A 2 il s g
AAE 7ML R, FAH] dEF AV Qle A
2o o didel disl 43 gl Hel ¥z gA o4&
Ao}, Eagly®} Chaiken(1993)% =9 =5 +2
Rl wlgshgA, ©jE Aol HES FHY
dolle ¥F H=E go] ALt 2 ctx A o
E A7} oS F2E Y48 Qo e Y
Atz Bo}, ARz ARl Ap7|7) diEke %
of BalMe 2 YA EIAY TR A7 W
wlfolth. 2= g FAll s 277t A
Zo| x|4lo] uifdle £ At o A T2
3t=jo] & Aol mrt.

Pratkanis (1989) & ‘Bl=7} #d 719} S|y oy
Al ZA3t=lo] 9lert?’ she EAlOl WY dzhes
= Fzo] AH3]RlA]H (sociocognitive) =l A<t
slgict. o] mulol w2 Hlx 729 Fd, HE, o
ZA& alel Alsl4 37 (social environment) 7]
A% 2pgol ofs] AA=, A3 Udd =9 °]7‘]
o FAL Al ¥E-F, Ao W5 (category),
Aol &t H7k4 9ok (evaluative summary), "91
o]% AAFe AATFE-Z o|FoAr}(Pratkanis,
1989, p.89). o] 2l wl=7} Hriet AT T
A=o} glrka £ Schlegel®t DiTecco(1982)2} A<t
I fAlsle, Alghe AT o 2 Alghe] &3 HF
o =3, A 7}, 2 A7et (AR S-S o
& Aol o8 FAo] ubEoiAlckn £ Fiskest
Pavelchak (1986)¢] =ql#] 7t (person perception)
nosle §AFskc} (Pratkanis, 1989, pp.91-92). Al
F7A @ " F29 APy 2lEo] A4
T gl AR3l]lA|e] A
dgolzgtx & 4 Qlc.

b) Xt B 29

Ayt mdEae oE A=A, Kerlinger
(1984)& 53 ®l=e dxH FF F= =28
(Judd & Kulik, 1980)-% #hsh= Aok =& Al

aa

A8, 2+ ¢lE Bl A3 (liberalism) o
B39 (conservatism) 9t 22 HE J9EL F /)
9] ¥4 E§#<l (independent) AUEE o] Foix]
Adcka FARc}. ARFelet ¥4 e Foojx F} &
9] 7EXEE AR B AHREEe] dhEA] o Fe] J1H
2 sk Aol o gut g Fe s Eelle
TR a8 AEL T8 Yokn ATE Fol
7] dgoll, ATt veFoaprl gzpdhe w4
ZA7F A F) chzche et arjEg a9 v
olaldA %5 = (bidimensional unipolar struc-
ture) 2ozl & 4 i} ¥

oleidt o|a A w5 = d$ AA e ATE
% Alwjeel, #H Tourangeau, Rasinski, & D’
Andrade(1991) & =i&EoilA e (abortion) 2} &
7] (welfare)oll A3 AEFEE A 24351 &
+ (sorting) 3t=% & ¥, o] A&& HAA TAEA
4 (hierarchical cluster analysis)o 2 ®A%o g4
Kerlingere] & F93l9ict. o] 979 Axnes
o} B-xlo ] (53], FAlo #all) iz o7&
AV e dAEe] o] THAEE AHE HE JHE
5 AAEH AR 2R Ho|dA ohE WAeR
S o Foo, FAE R, FAAZE A3
+ AL 7hdd ARl 222 7S FRElok
gobn W-g Bk opdel, FAAME @ Fol olFe] Z
o] FEA dg dE A Y gl AAE A
Hon Q71, delE BAAEE A e
7hE Tt Al ARe g ¥R dn AR A
A AAe AFeln B7sie, weby AlEsF spdl

ARFEE A Feo) glene Aage] Y4Eq)
b (safety)& 2] F& HAA=sl Hosjcin
u].‘_—.;}

Kerlinger (1984)¢] o]x4 o5 72 2de =
g, Az Aubeise £ Ao hlg 9 A
3 994 e AR, &3 Wql, B9 74K
Sol e EA () Fd, 44UF 2y AH =),
ol dla] 2L Aol A Auklz Pzshs zle] of
vz} olell Azshe 2k A7} dh2cka v Qs

5) ole} asled sl Zk(between) FFol obd s W

(within) FlA  dlxe] <34 (bipolarity) 2t o4
(duality) & =gt dF2¢ ol4Uz AelF (1988), o4
7} ]9 £(1989), ¥ Katzsh Hass(1988) 59| x#%5el 9l

.
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% A%} (e.g., van der Pligt & Eiser, 1984 ;
Kluegel & Smith, 1986). oz 4L %2 viele]
o -3¢ 3 A BA (2, 35 FL FA)e
AL 2o, JudelEal sdalge] A A ¢
A Ao A8 A2 Ye HE(EE, G AREH
S AREEe] $EEYel di# Az e HE)E
2 o]dg) FIEE FAH vd A AU i =
el A2 58Hq F A Hd4e) H=s
wsd slsAe]l ik, a2y Eaglyst Chaiken
(1993)2 A13]d 5oz Q8 A3 A=l AAE
<+ 747 A3 1 A Aele ol=idt o)A
A 5 F2uc 9AYA S 7201 o F Eelw
< 4% Ui 23tc} (Eagly & Chaiken, 1993, p.
100). %4 -3¢ 79 A9 o FEEUA w=id
HEEL Fd IR kT T2 oaH T T
Z F o= B sk AAE WY 4 e A
A QATE goz § B A= FuE2E A A9, o
&9 Fzo ge} 2 H=F W3 4 de AUE
& kg Aol7] wWield.

McGuire(1986)& El59 F2& Al 528 JF
o] Agsta glck. 7B 1Al 439 HEx AN
#q] el% (individual attitudes)’®4], ol =% o
4 shpshdol gk o= 3 2o M e BlEE 71

. 714 ez B d4-E Bxk A (dimen-

sions of judgment)4e] $xo] Yrlsh= WR'o=
o)} (McGuire, 1986, pp.112-113). 7HEHql
gedde 3 oA ¥ F2 459 dE24 e
= U A Qe F2F AF3kL Yedl, oA
o]l Juid oz dxetn Y7 Ee¢te FFold. o
7t 479 dE W F2E oA Al FRE AlEss
o (Dedz] o] i & AYlA Y Bl=g,
(2)% Aol HEk 2] ARAlX 9] HEE, I (3)o
2] HAEoll ij 2] A9 B=E. ol F Al
WA 2L 233 o33 A4 (ideological system)E
42|}, Feg McGuire(1986)7F ke 713 ¥
< #F9 HE T2 HE AAE A2 ke Al
# 549 M S (personal subsystems)—Al'd#A|, 3
FAA, T—F AR TR oIt AHuel A
A4, A 5o 44 Fol| o] Tl AP}
Z, 25 e % od FAE o] 52| HE T
ZF v AF Fdeile] sckn #ob. ey
McGuire (1986, 1989)¢] €= T2 o|]&2 7]&9]

E A7EE Fshe AME BY Roln, ofF of
F e AYHq A7 U= S35 A gt
¢) #Al =25

ABHA =23 Hx T2 ¢ =dEd) Ay
34 velse v% ‘¥AH (representational) 2w
E'oleke Aolld F5AHE Adct. 28y o] F WF
o] melgde e vy AEH A= ool st
¥ dx 72 2Ee] ¥l  SJATE(vertical
structure) E8Eelct. o] A =wlEL o/l S1A
—HE-gF02 oldxE /MdH HATAL] Uy
xg A4-E oo, dl34e] o2 Homer?} Kahle
(1988)2 Tx=wg+4] =l (structural equation
modeling)€ 183 st} R4 (natural
foods)ell i@t el= (B #F)e] AP=AYL FH3}
Ach. Sidanius(1988)% 4] HA¢ FzLAA =
g o] &3l BE (1A wid), ATz &
A4 (FXAH A;4d), W A=) T (FAA o)
7kl AL TRt oA A4 AzzA QA
TZ7 SR F4%% Tesser 52 A+ (e.g.,
Millar & Tesser, 1986, A7 4)¢} 44458 =
e|c}t(Tesser & Shaffer, 1990 =) .

742 715 (value conflict)e] 2ol A AFEL
A9] B (Tesser & Shaffer, 1990), =4 Tetlock
(1986, 1989)- o FA|7} 7kx] ol QlojA AbEx
= 5L A Qe Al A T=71 o 548
Atz #3312 ch. Katzel Haas(1988) & ®£3F 34k
F9] 7}x)9t AAFe 74A] 7he] ZHgoz qls] QAFH
Bl (racial attitudes)”} 238 A 4 3lon] =z
33} (polarization) 7} oF7|®¥ 4% ok =gkl
o},

A &= g% o]& (theory of plam'xed behavior)-&
AF Ajzen(1989)2 VHx—el=’e} AN ‘B
=850 AE o Az}, F o FAFHes
e, av d§ Hut ol Qxe AR P
39 Adez ugprh. old Aol Ajzen(1989)9
el AEAHQl by 38914l st & 4 3l
ot 2y ae A, A, 9 @5 Hes Fe
5 T4 SLFolepline o] Al 84F°] HE
e A9 Holl vaksl Fole slsihdEolzln
Ao, 2E dE FA ALEEE o]y SRS
of wzl e AuE HEe 324 (QlA, 74, o
P& 82 554) AR A5 HYY = Y3 =Y
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2914 (%7} 29l $44) A AEZ HAE 4E 3l
iz Pgbc}d(cf. Bagozzi & Burnkrant, 1979,
1985 ; Dillon & Kumar, 1985). w4 =Ml 4
A zlo] o] El¥ olf2, NE7AS HE AT F
Heol Ly A5EE 24 diM2 (1) 2
E ciAlell g AMAQ Bl o] Hix kg WF F
e FEE AvEm, FAd A s4F == o
Aol A A, 24, ¥ #5)9 FHXNE T 4w
A7t Fe o]lfF E£ob. Ajzen(1989)9] A ==)
€ Fishbein® Ajzen(1975)9) ¥=2l3 #4o]&
(theory of reasoned action)olAl FA3h= ‘Ald—
-2 s »5'2] Qlab4 <34 (causal chain) =2
3 kg Aol giA g4 ol&olMe H=dde &
of§ oz AiHal 714 43 (overall evaluative
response) ¥ A A3E dlofjat HAIA AHg3ln, <
A, A4, 9 $5& M2 AdHdez =4 "=
AYzAEF =2 A4E2 753304 (Ajzen, 1989,
p.247) . Fishbein® Ajzeng] |8l Hsle ¥ &=
T FbyolA dlzsl 5o JAE =2l o o
A3 oHE Aol

a7, 19854 olF< sz dATelMe Feiol =
59 389l4dllal 2 &3] AYolA wlol} BlE
9] Fzeoll B 7FAEC] B} oot YaiAE
& 4 olek. 2By AFAE R¥-Eo] o]#dl HEe
T2 Mol B3 Fellnt d& L3 v Ao] o}
Uzt slze] 2o Y JAH =E A 1Y
viglo 2 3l el5e] Wi} m=E §3x FAol B B
Ax oAl B2 gl Ful2d Ae "EYy
Fzol Jg AdE B oidel sz wibl B
o] ZEolE ALEQAIH AdEe] Ad SEH I gl
& AHels,

(2) MEX2| Hyo2AMe BT M3

At 1047 74 F38 & B o]EF F 3
U oluls glzE o]F9] H¥ A (dual informa-
tion processing) #3o2 X Petty2} Cacioppo
(1981, 1986)¢] w3t ¥ =ul(elaboration
likelihood model)@ Zeltt. Chaiken (1980, 1987)
E A9 g Aol ol9} w|sqt WA -AAH Az
(heuristic-systematic processing) ==& #<kélsd
£, °] o]&urhe U o]&ol ¥ g &= gl
£ Aoz ¥qlth,

Bz HA4E AuAyE HFYPos He FHol
1980Kdcho] A 53 AL opich, 2 #FYe
1950-60 0 7kA] A< &gk, AFAHQ] Bl
o] & FollAlE 19504th Yale AfiAleld d7E
8] o)A)x] #4r o]& (message-learning approach)
o] 713 REA] FEAE o|&oletx ¥ 4+ Uck(e.
g., Hovland, Janis, & Kelley, 1953).% siu}3}
d, o] o]BollA Wik A5 viAlAle & FJLE oy
3o, eyl dojur] AsHE wARY Lol
Fo|§ 7]€ol(attend) = 8L ol#3x (com-
prehend) 7193# (remember) Ae| HWodjcixm
23k7] WEolct, a2y o] o] &2 Agrol ol uivtE
FI Aoz, oA Ml F FPERcE 4
59 AY2AEd 20 o8 AFAEE o] FLA8A
. &, o] o]EoiE F7l(source) FTolA
(recipient) 1" l-8-& (message) o1 732 (chan-
nel) & §# oloprldh=rloll wlel Ane A5 Ay}
T 4 g FWA dF2 ledAME, e
482} (recipient) & 94-9} YRl 4542 w33}
€ EA2 sl Aol ANt

28 9ujollA o, e Yaleyol 48 Sidd
McGuire(1968)&] Zwlo] =ljA)z] 4~8-x}F M} HF
Hol EAZ 7H¥cke Aol Ao A =
4 o FAEGL ¥ 471 U, & oAy 45
0 o4 whAle] AuAe ARE el o
o4 =tAlg (1)AA] (presentation), (2)59] (atten-
tion),  (3)°]# (comprehension), (4) %Y (yield-
ing), (5)%}A (retention), 3 (6) 8% (behavior) &
gk, o] A wiA 2ol o] £ wlA] =)
(two-step model)2 <335 Adevlle.g.,
McGuire, 1969, 1972), &) moluch wlsig
Eodo] 2% of ol d=A Uct, whedks F v
2ol e 39 A ol#f HY-g 48 (reception)
HHo e Zitsld, Zzt3<l (immediate) H=wsts}t
W A]z| 9] 4-§ (reception)® o]l Wi <k (yield-
ing) 9 F2o2 yehdctn Agsigict, o) FAlolA &
4 9l He McGuire’t A5 wiAle] AR A 3

6) Hovlandst 18] $8§0] £28 HI§9 o) & o3 o
S48 AL ofch 28 YAl ‘o] (theory) & WAL
Aol olz} ¥A(phenomenon) 419 7§ % Y9
‘4] 7} ¥ (working assumptions)'® EE 3%,
¥ =Pl Yale dF W& wilAAl g o] dFEolzta
- A& Petty?} Cacioppo(1981)¢] ¥-#-§ whg 7olc},



Aol 482 (recipient) Hele] &alo] F4E F4l
the Foloh. A A3AR] AF7] o|Fe] =g}
AFSolMe 4827 AUE AaRA e Ao o
g} el=widte] o3 Ho] HefAlch: HE F=dln 3
€, oA McGuire7} =lAA 425 HFH
AaAee £ A3 dYAEhe Aol ek, =
McGuire?] 2ol vlgte F 45 d+52 5849
WA x| Hast oFo] whE A5 Axpich 48319 s
AA Wl (el : A5, 44, AL F)oll & A5 &
ol o] PAE Tk HellA 229 o)FAz =d
£} 2ol7t Yot (e.g., McGuire, 1968 ; Nisbett
& Gordon, 1967).

19704 Zuhee] oF 100 ol AH S A
3]QlA A7) AHAEE EciE sled 1950-60dcH ok
F o And FeAy =24, F ArAY AH FA
sl o]Fe] FASA I AL Greenwald
(1968) 7} A2 A<ekdkx Petty, Ostrom, % Brock
(1981)°] #AA)7l 2lA4ke-(cognitive response) ©]
E¥eztn & 4 Aot RS o] &9 & MY
< A5 AFJAA AdF ARFEE 2 =AA s
21 gl ARE Al 7€ A4 FAATE L @
ol Ao|c}h(Petty & Cacioppo, 1981, p.225). @}
g A5 o folld Foxl e ulA]x]e] W-g Aol
28l o] Fezl= Zo] opigl 1 s Ao A7 Algtol
o W8-g dogdd 222 AAs de dARE
(self-generated cognitive responses)ol] 23 o]%
ojActn Erf. A2 A48 He AAR-El o
AEo] o]FojArhs 7L Tesserd) 7] A5 (self
ol&3 HAlsht(e.g., Sadler &
Tesser, 1973, Tesser, 1978), QAHFE o] &oi4]
FAsH AL YRoA] Foixle wlAlRol] A7 A5
ZAE aRE Howdd Ay 7€ A3 AZHA]A
222 AAH W Aol gled A5e] o]foix|A]
ks Aolth. AAMEE o] && AAZh= HEHQ
7AYA ZAZE Petty®} Cacioppo(1977)¢] AgE
5 4 glch, o] AgelE HYAElA T ojd A4
EA 9 Aojzkn wats], 73 (warned) I ¥
AEolAE F4(F, N 1, 28hd FPEL 2F
S 7)Gatell AFd ol obe Ugo g, A ZAl
g3l E3 iz 13hdAgEo] old HiiEE o2
5 38)E vlg] 48 Fx v]73 3 (unwarned) A
ot AP RSl Al FAE dAFA] ¥t 282

-persuasion)

o o

A Aol 947l A 3% Bk (DAG ¥ £ ogsid]
AZLE (AA BE A, e (2)94 FA9) Aaid
AZLE (FA) BE A ¢ =F =8 3igig. 21 %
5% 7loll AA FA) A4do] gle F APAE H=F
243, 2 A Axn Aol vAn Akuc d
= d3lo] did AMEe o A g, 3] A
ukg- ol &3 Al Frl2g AL viAn Az A
o= FA FA AL I=F UL Atole HE
Wl gt Ago] doiytehe Aojct, 22{B2 €
& H3lo)] g Aol doint AL AR A wfol
ohJel (A &t & AAIZ 3q) 247 ghEo]
B FA) P2l A7 afFelele Aol

o9} g olxukg o]&L AE & U7E T
9l Petty$t Cacioppo (1981, 1986)¢] Ax3t 28
2l (elaboration likelihood model), & ELM9
Az7) st o] Rulof = Byt deojui: d
5 A9 71 A2} Yekn AR e F
4] 7] 2 (central route) 24 #A|zg] W&, & FA
(issue)oll 3t 47 wifol A5o] =l H4]H<l 3
Ag w0, o e FH 72 (peripheral
route) 24 =lA])x)¢] FA|9} HaAsix] g FHAHQ
TAIE (ol : Ak e F71, oAR ALz ofy, =
Ale] AL3lH Ag F)ol &) d5o] doju HA4H
ol }A4E it o voprl, kg wo] A FA
B QXY (FA AR)E B AEE H=st AR
£ o 2 BxHs} o] AdFeln, FH H2E FH
Jojid Blzishe 2 eEHshs doxl FHAQ 1
A (cue) 7} ¥ (salient) 344 FololE ElolAul Hx
W3yl A4Ech, £ H2E 53 dedse 2 F
WA ghir) AlgAled F ejEdsis e Fopt
e Ho|oh, aeleg, LA "W FA
(issue) ®x F% (arguments)o] Fudse(F, 2
o] Aztsle) BEol we} FefAct, Pro WES A
LI (F, el AAR) FH (ability) 2 7
(motivation) 7} 3o F4 Z2E B8, 23A %
om 2 AH2E Za AEo] M}, o] 2rle ZEA
o2 o]&F Ha]3A (dual processes)2 7HAsHe 2wl
olv], oi714 7} F83A ZEsh= wle A7)
o (self-involvement) 9] 4Folct. &, 27| A 4
Fo] xor] FA AHRE B3 A5 ARE A,
7] o] Fo] vom F HRE i A5 AR
£ AHzljtche Aot}

0
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o] Aas} 3E 2z F Ao sle AFH AT
9] o] £ (Shrigley & Koballa, 1992 #=x), =
A Lewin(1943)9 d4+& ¥ 4 Ut 2€ T4l
4 AHREA e 2] 519 seldl ¥ ulF F4
9 "HE=E Wzl bl 7 (lecture) Bt EE
(discussion)o] o E2H el AAE A}, o
A 7o) 2 2] g FAlo] i oj|Ae 3
o] Az & & Y& 7131F o] Bol F7] wgel F
A7A2E 53 A} dolv Bl=ddE o &5
Hoz dezgidgz HHY 4 U}, Janis?t King
(1954)9) #33 9% 439 (role playing) ATE=
o34 Aw3} ¥E vz Ago] sbsdlct. &, FEd
4 (improvisation) & &= A & J¥&E 9%
og2x FA A= Aas}(issue-relevant elabora-
tion) & o Wo| 3 o Bl=HSE o] ge] Yo
o £ 4 YU

A3t 45 2elo i AYA AF AT 1980
dd) Zut ol 7R FE3 FH=e] gich. iR
39l o] % 59, Petty®} Cacioppo(1984)+ (1)74g]
A o] (personal involvement) #Fo] Fow FAl
2 f@# (issue-relevant thinking) & Z7H]7l=2
ol A=) Ulgol FeJE ] golAl Hol wlA|x A
(quality)oll @& A5 &AF7} doid RHoldd, (2)A
A B FF0] Bod wlARY Wgrchs 3 F
o & FHA Aol F9F EejA =o] sijA]A]g)
Axche % (quantity)dl =g A5 E3rt vepd A
olgh= 7HdE AFdIgich FAIH e, o)L YA
oA ‘o Alghe] & F& Hn 2 At Hidt A%
2 YAshe o] o] AYolA ¥ Ydojetn ) £ o
<, et gAY s Al § msvt & 2ol
2 A oMol dEE Fict. clMloleiMe 2
gt 43hd dAEe]  FPAIY (comprehensive
exam)ol ookt ¢ ¥ 4+ Y=F e A=
§ ubsojof dckn A3, |2 oHele] W
Z o] AxE AARE ANYE ARl A ol
A Y59 e (involvement) ] +F-& 23313
o &, Ho] 5Fo] ¥ Ak IAYPAEL FYAY
Axrt AFE A cHs W8-S S dgier,
o $Fo] g Avte HYPAEL FPAY A =7}
109 375 Aok WEE 9= 3. o F
PAY AEE Ao} sl B3 SARA 3
#d FAEE AN 271 (3 F3) 3 SA7)

FAEE AR 22 (Y FH) o2 FEFeH F
Ao AE =AY, FAe] G2 FHY 47} o}
¥ M 2713 A Aldl 2Aoz F¥go2H 233
gict. cl4lolg ¢l& ¥ "l &4 Axl, W49 7}
AiE F4e 4L (ko] 272 g 2764
o & A7E vow, FA9 ok Wi 28
B =44 o 2 23 244, &, wid =
Ao Me o FALG F3 Fo] o] g e
F IR B 220 FAe] Aol viE &
71 9ch. 2T BRA 2ANNE RS FRE
o} g7le] Fo] o] B = wdE deogov HH
o 27w FA49 ol HE &7} Yl

# 2ol Pettys} Cacioppo?] 2tlo] thtHeoz
A2z 9. <& &%, Smithe} Shaffer(1991)
& iz wehe A (rapid speech)©] =lA1x]e] A3t
Gzl wpet 5ol FAAQ 1AE F 4= YL ¥
AHq AT F 45 UsE AT, TAH
2, 3% EAE olAA W8 Hast $Fo] ¥7]
W Eoll F4 AZE E8 Asle, webd A=A
(pro-attitudinal) =A|x& we] 4¥4E A=A
Wee A Hzg) ASd Eim, =
(anti-attitudinal) =1A|xl& We] DP4-E (A
WE-g e slmg) A5l frejset. b, o
Z8% A9 Afole PlAA W] Hm3}t HEol
w7 wjiol F A2E B A=A, =ebd FF
o] uhloll WAIglo] W] sk Ajle] o] f-2idfct.
o] 7% W] YYFE Wi AR, F FEAZA
(source)®] Al2}4d (credibility)o] © ¥4 A7Zs]7]
o)Eql Aoz ML,

%3, Hutton® Baumeister (1992)+ 271314
(self-awareness)®] 4F3 sl=wi3} 7k #AE A
ke ol Am} %E 2uld 83 AFAAS.
Z, A7 FF0] BE4F T4 F2E W A
EE AT sFe4el B wiEel, AAleAl T
HEr} Wl olA)z)o) o8 FAE e o o 2
g Ho|A ke Heolth. 71N Fo¥ He F
Al A2E B8 Mol 3 AaE 3 Agjuc g
=4 o] AR olebe 23 givke Zeltt. Hutton
3} Baumeister (1992)2] A#elxe P59 Hb
7t $5tske A2 ol A& Fol o244 274
9] 53¢ e, o A% Ay Wi o F4E
710171 dAut 2 WE-& AAle 7€ A% A
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A7l HAANA A o "ot Foz st
(bias)7} You} Hz=}Hl wre]H Xz (biased defen-
sive processing)7t doiteti £ 4 Qlth. AHue
ol FeE 7121 AdH Aok A9 7€ =
of Aatshs wold Mg F3E FAAZE T A
getn & 4 deA og¥e ez I AFES
23 & o] galsA siAslolof & TAHZ ol AUrt.

Petty®} Cacioppo(1981, 1986)¢] Am3d &5 =
A (ELM)2 °]F AadE ek AHelA
Chaiken (1980, 1987)¢] #3734 -alAA (heuristic
-systematic) 34 23 131k, Chaikend 11
2] FEEo] B3 AAA (systematic) HAHolZ A
Ztabgo) FetaAlel sl gl oke] HRrE dd3
HEshe Zd, P43 HEAe Ags: uidd
(Eagly & Chaiken, 1993. Chaiken, Liber-
man, & Eagly, 1989). 2]z 79 (heuristic)
#Hgolzk AAH FAHuct QA &z} Aol A =
+ 4= Ay FAoltt(Chaiken, 1980,
1987 ; Chaiken, Liberman, & Eagly, 1989). Z,
getol} AAE WE o gked AA Tralely ARA
Arkg Al T8 4 Qe HHe d¥utoz 7k
A AAE Hele FAelch. ez AAH e
ELMe| F4 7Aze} fAlsle] w73d AAe F4 7
2o} AR "ol k. ey o|FA B4 A
dx ke AL ohch. sk 3, =z ELMefA
£ FA 7Ee 39 A2 54 343 sbsAE
(£ FAHozE) /HY3A g YA, HAA
-AAA AL FA AEE + e FEAE
3ta ek, &, Eagly®t Chaiken(1993)el o3,
ELMollA &= AbEsielrdal (mutually exclusive) F
H3H (FA 7z F AR)E 7P A, A4
Eol] Fashe AAH Az WA YL gl F
Aoz z83led (1) 53 (independent) - A
(additive)q] &35 43Y 4= Un ()45 EH
(interdependent) - 43284 (interactive) 3] &35
g F5 Qlokn FR8c}

Pettys} Cacioppo (1981, 1986)¢] A3} & =
tlo] A2} okAl (processing mode)el ZAAgeloR
=2 (ability) & £7] (motivation)Z Mg AAHY,
Chaiken % (1989)%. 1z13 8153 5714 2%
o] Azl kg AAIRGm shAdd. 2y
Chaikens 22 5852 AHws}t &§ =lo] B

H3lol &t 4 (explanatory) 2Ho|g}7| ke 7]
% (descriptive) 2ol E3}slcka v|galed (e.g.,
Eagly & Chaiken, 1993), & Aa3} 35 2o
© 2714 A4 215 (el 1 AlA FaA, AT,
F)ol o (why) g A& FAAFIeE AH3A
Féohe Aol o diqke g AAIE] A - AH
He] o|gelME ‘FEA A (sufficiency thresh-
old)’s} Mg =Yslsict. ol ol stwt Aol
A A3z} = A3 (confidence)2) Ax= Ao
t}. 28]=2 8 Chaiken % (1989)9] F=hg Aqld
Aol Qlxl oo}t e F7] 4F0] FiEdE o &
A7} gl kg dla Aol A =] wifoll 4
Aelrche AR Mg, FH7ELE 27 Aoy
£ FAAZE 58 AHalE s "Hobe Held.

a3t g 27 (ELM)o| sz} #4& Aldo]
‘Aedsle’ melolelrliche ghA] AlFe] V|Ede’ =
dlof go}slcta § Eaglyst Chaiken(1993)¢) =3t
o E73x, ELMe A5Hq] szs] o|855
EPEME gL ATEE AE AFde o Adst
FHE o e Aoz melth £ =§Y bt
A & o E Ak, ELME =3 33 ool o]
&5 7= dieh. AL olvtE 27t T.V. Y
AE 3 2L WF olale] FuE AE = (543
o] $Fo] 4 %< ) A Fi HZE F8 A
g shsAol @) dliell, AREESY Al ol T4
A2E FHl AHHIREE e Y adsAY FH
2% 53 =izl 5o ool 4 UEF 3
£ Uk ATshs dl of o] B8 38% 4 ) e
ol Zlez xwalg,

AEAA E=old AL Al ANz dojrhe
Bl stol] A3 Ae|rt. = bl wiake] Hx), F
71& gzl w2t AR Ao o] weix|e o A
ATEE A%, HEAQ] olEEF skl Sherifs
Hovland (1961)9] A}8]3gt(social judgment) ©|&
o] o] WlFol| Erxtm & 4 glr}. AFjAxt o] BollA=
7129} el=7} T4 (anchor) &g 3o 7|& =ix
ste] zlel7} & efx=9] x|zl o= (contrast) EF}
7} dojubn 71E Blxole] ijo]r} 2e BlE e |7
+ &3} (assimilation) &7} Uojdrlz FAFH
o}

#oll Sarup, Suchner, % Gaylord(1991)+
LISRELE o|-&3le] o|2igl axt 2pAo] el=mwisis
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iAdchs g FHEc. o5 Aslalgl o] o)
oji EAloll o] A} Qe AUAEE 53 o] &
Aggche Ae s, F52 WY et
Z7] (pro-life organization) T+AYEE HYHAZ o}
Z3et. o5 = XE/A e AFsol It
A3 B2t Alolo] AgaAlghe w1 FAUL # of
5 A4 Aleld] QA 93] AFIHA Btk
e AFs, AAE dTolAe H=(contrast)
BAE Sdklez zAgch. ARz, AYF
tho]dul vl Zb4 (contrast-reduction) &A=
Aoz oojus djzado] A ARE u|g] F
o] A9 73 (warning)E ¥eo2H dlzase 7
4aAFem, FAAeldd AAA  oHE(regular
-contrast) ZZIAE oleidt H¥E Fa| Ystrl.
2 A, & 7L 2739 AYgAEe] A4 = =
Ao AYAER A AL FAA Fog o] @
o] Wizt z oy, 4899 (latitude of acceptance)
2 o] Hojxlz A¥4 (latitude of rejection)- ¢
FolA+t.

87, AglAdgite] eiF ol Bix A URz
A F QAAHR] glo] wix]x] ¢km ZhzE|o] i}, o8
ng #Zo o]EFoletn #iH HEHQ ojEEH &
A3 o AL ohdnt. o, =AAQl AdAAEdt =
T ARBIRIA AT Eoke] AdEe] HEgoz N o] A
Bt o Fmsickn & 4 e FEAE Aoz
Bt} o] E5o] wksAl ® Holth, t{% Felz g
AL 1980-9017H9] ®i= AF RF7|7} ARslelA] o
Tol| thgk 3lool A Fwkeiad 7] wioll, ARslQlAl AT
St AE-E o] FHAE AF7A] Aol 7l W 4
d E7] 3 Aol B AFEe] FuAE Ao o
AlAq]l W42 FAgichs ARolth. A 2ol Shrigley
9} Koballa(1992) % #}&m-& Hoke] st &
<+ #4384, Hovlandd gs5ol& A%o] elxlA4le
%le] o gkg ulo}l Fishbein®t Ajzen(1975)¢] ¥l
P9lo]27 Ajzen(1985)e] AYH Y5 o F, o
Petty¢} Cacioppo (1981, 1986)¢] Aw3} 35 wul
2 olojzivtn <dFsidich. ole{dt w3E Kuhn
(1962) 0] wsh= iyl (paradigm)o} #iskg ¥o}
of x|, ojm elxedtele A4 (normal
science) ¥ W9 g w3lz ¥olof A& & v
S Hojol & ol

2. Aoko] Walel 84 4

Fpelited (ego-involvement) #<2le]l HEET H=
A shgelvt 2@l dAE AW m gith. Sherife}
Cantril (1947)ell &3l Aolatedr} & BlxE 2|
A4 (self-concept) =+ Aol (ego)e] FAjL47} 3
t}. o] A 2% Sherifet Hovland (1961)9] A}3]
Hel o] & (social judgment theory) 2 & olojx 24
Ho g tpfolxchr} AERlA] AT F A4 FE3
Ak, AHERIR] ATrlelle Rolde] #WlE m2EA|
%2 YA (cold) Q1A Aol A5 xAo] 2o}
HAel, z2idrl 1980 doh &4} Pettye} Cacioppo
(1981, 1986)7} Bl A7F ciA] AlzlAlE]dhe] Fof
A2 FAAFHA FAlo] =oldled Walg WAA A
oz ofA =of, A2 Bz dF-SolAE Alotat
o] ¥olg 12{d 27k ql (warm-hearted) 1=]2A
of A 2l =AUt ohA] dap, AlslQlA] o
2 sl vt Hwsdhd QA Bl mulo] Ajolile]
el 2 E714 side] g the olofr| s} S,
AgAle] gl Ale) B -qlA] 7z Foe vkxl §A A
3] E-R-& g a4zl o] felAdE =A
Aotge] Mg Eeid A2 =L LA ok,
Zpopzted HlH BlE 7 7k FAl WE} ATFES
A Hna gk,

fo i

(1) Xjolzof 748 E{W =

< Purdue ©i8re] Johnsons} Eagly (1989)+ 3+
o (involvement) 2] F¥-& Al 71x2 ez, A5
ol AE Helo] Aol W ATEES FHEA (meta
-analysis) 3ttt 5ol &b, (1)7ka] el 3ol
(value-relevant involvement)3® ‘F8% 7}xE3
A=l gl dlEFo] B o zH ArlE AllH
Aeolek(p. 290). aElm (2)FF el Y
{outcome-relevant involvement)&  Petty o
Cacioppo (1979) 7} %3h= “FAl 2o (issue involve-
ment)'24, w4 BE FA7L SQlHes F93 A
=& wiic}(Petty & Cacioppo, 1979, p.1915;
Johnson & Eagly, 1989, p.292). o3& (3)qlAt
#a ol (impression-relevant  involvement) 2k
Zimbardo(1960) 7} =él= g 3o} (response
involvement)'24], ‘z}7] ®kg-o] Zzol wig A
EE A7 7Y =7H oulo) i HAE 2o}



(Zimbardo,
1989, p.292).

Johnson®} Eagly(1989)2} §3H+4 (meta-analy-
sis) Aol maw, 7}x Hode FFo| FE5E A
Fo] | ddofde}. whd, AR Fodo FFo] ¥od
A3 FAe 7Sl ASe] o & =Hr ofd F3e
7ol AdSol o] A okl z|w QA Hode 4
T 450 x| & 48E FA X3, Johnson
3} Eagly (1989, 1990)« ol=i3d A5 EUE 3}
] (involvement) o] #¥& Al A2 FE3h= A
o] Ebdalcia FgslA, Ao 4Fol 445 (F
3 Fae]) AdSo] o & Achke Ade 75 Ohio
State thate] Az}t o] AF-Eol Azt BAM T 3
o},

Ohio State ch&e] Petty2} Cacioppo(1990)+
Johnson#}t Eaglys] ol2idt ulahg ohA] abitaln gl
o}, ol 52 7hA Todel AT o] AL FEL A
27} gvtz FAR, o] £ AV 2F YolA F
88 A, F velA F23 7k 22 A4S 90
3tk AHol|A 7Hql® F 8.4 (personal importance)
4 aldgichs Aolrh.” o]52 = Johnsonst Eagly
SHEA ol FAZE 8BS AAEA, JHA
Ho} odFEol A} o] ATEF v AARE 3l
AL ofel wiolgo] EQIEY] wFolstn Fadot.
ol & Bul, 7hy o] dF-Eolde HAE A" A
off thd 71x) 2] gFo] T ARgte] o Al et
A4} (knowledge) & o @ol 7A2 g 7H5AdS %
Atz & #ub ohel, ¥nFg 2] == (initial
attitudes) 7} SE¥3+5 Ax|3ke F414 (anchor) o
e e AUl Beke-S AHsL ot = 7HA
Ho] AFTolA AT A AL A2 o F
A5 (weak arguments)olichn do}. zEla o
o] o] F4E (BT FA4) A5l o & Hohe
Bodol BIK 453} o)A 1855 7 43AE Edte
Ohio State 7% 7% ¥t °hizt Johnson
(1988) =pAle) whajsts) = A5 298¢ ge AT
Eoll4 A" tn FAghct

Apolite] wlel g wl o] wijle] A5l ulA&
Aol B3 ol9h e wAL 7zt FAES A

1960, p.87. Johnson & Eagly,

o

fac

)
o

7) o]al olmjoll A2 xI§(1993)9] =ollA cHE AAA Y
£ a4 HllE Holio]’ dole) dFo2 FY 4 A
(cf. Ajzen, 1985, 1991).

SRAE & e AYH AT F o 34U %
oo} eh2lY ez waleh zeht olsh e w4
& Aohe] Wdle] THH SlEuish A7 8o Be o
FAES DAL Bolzow ot

(2) Xtottod HQlm ef T ZT 2ol TA

Aoled wole x| 7hx (strength)st UAZ
BAE A et A7t Beiye] e
43 e g PAEH, o3 Hxv wsl] o3 AR
Z ¥t ohe} AlRke] AuvtE z|&Hojrt. Hx9
455 velde gAELe d7AEvit 234 o=
t}. Krosnick (1986)= #=9 FA4l4 (centrality)-&
217) (self) st = W4 7kl 972 Axda Hodt.
Fazio(1989) 7} sz el=.o] AL7ks4 (accessibil-
ity) £ slx oiast 2 o 3] AHAlH A A=
2 AHelxic), Abelson(1988)-2 o|9} u|%gl 2ln|E
AUHA T d4HAQl fofol xct b7k &4l (convic-
tion) o8k whol & AR}, F, 7} WEhe Ao}
#a3kA AW += (firmly-held) slE% =g},

2|2e] Aol o3, Bz A=E el &
5ol A ARlo| ohele 97io] wlHo|ct, A&
£, Abelson(1988)% 2cl¥4S %3 &4l 4)
245 wedch. gAle] A 248, (DA} 2%
(ego-preoccupation), (2) ZA3 714 (emotional

N

L=
oy

commitment), 2|z (3)=xH A3} (cognitive
elaboration)elct. ‘vz 2 FAE A5 AAgHA
o2 FAle vl Fosiebe e FIEL Ao}
59 A=g vehle, W AdE virce e A4
A% & 5 ek A AGE AAIE] HEl 7] 0]
AZHE BAfsle] AE 4 Ao A A S]]
A= vepdt, 2eln v 2 FAE 285t A
zHel $kebAY e o FAlel A8 ok Al o
ool obx glrbe WEd XA AHmsel =&
i), B4l 324 F g9 F 240t FU1H me
HAA 29lql vk Ee 3} 24utbe] qlx]H gqleo]zt
Holl 5% Hast ek, A7lelA F23 gzt Al
W, 4A A e By A oldele F713
i JAZ] g9le] x|l 89l oj4og & ¥F
£ AR E 7hgAe] oks Aol

Bxe) Aeg el 2ile dgshe Aol vEtA
dlche AM2 Krosnick % (1993)9] d-tolM=E w3
Ak, olE& ®lEe Ixi4 (extremity), HAA



(certainty), =84 (importance), #4] (knowledge),
7+%. (intensity), Al (interest), A 7 ¥ (direct
experience), AZ7Fs4 (accessibility), A% ¥ ¥l
7He <4 (latitudes of rejection and noncommit-
ment), 12]Z AH4]-qlx] YA (affective-cognitive
consistency) 5% LISREL Z2a3jo2 of54
Hx &3 8984 (multitrait-multimethod confir-
matory factor analysis) 3gct. = #A3, o] 89l
£ F 992 & AUuAE Bol7lx AR o F
7 AmgAE Addgsr] e oheddl =24
(multifactor model)o] He3dche ZEE AU,
Z, o] ARYE 7 T (covariation) o] KHrRel B
= (simple-factor model) & A%ge| <= Aol
o},

Krosnick®} Petty(1994)& 73 "l=Fo] A
e ol A S Bl ZAs BlE F=E Foddok
otz b, 2] 7l SA4Eelsh, (1)A17ke] At
= 244 (persistent)o|c}, (2)H3}ell A% (resis-
tant)ghh, () ARAeo] e d¥gHEg Adcot, =2
2l (4)F%ol 23 dgHE Adoke Rolth. 2
o] BAHEL bl 252 Yo (definition)'2}7] X
o= 73 8lx9] ‘22 (consequences)’ZE M A
o] & ¥ dlc}. ¥ 7ixl Ed AMe AEAH =
=83} A7 EolxE A3 =g ot} =] el
WE BAE A g o vsl, 2xgels 3
ol g Flo] ¥4 Fojrkn Qlrke AMolt.
olf Fo dhle ol AR HEE IHA4H
(superficial) Bl=7} opbd A (core) B=E a}n
w2ty A3 59 dldels o 8% Helzke UE
Wil A 2t

3. $714 - 7158 A2 Ry

ol g 75 AL 1950-60duHol el-E-31d
t}(e.g., Katz, 1960 Smith, Bruner, & White,
1956). 7153 A2 AFEL wiyHelglon, =
MJEe] z# 3} (operationalization)oll oj#|-g°] &
of AYH ATEE T4k dl IR HE 43S
A5 Zgct(Shavitt, 1989 F=). =7 Alz]Alee
o4 FL3Hl SANY F71H AGEE ol9} L o

8 AT TS993 227 (1990)8) £FNHE ol EAE
ohE v} g8

2 And 237} SolPw AAA AGE] U
e ddgict. 2 2] Folsh A FFL A
Hale dl Al fdEe] Ade IAE A4 H
w4 718 4 715H ATEel =4 FEIA =HA
o}, 53 ejE Fofs} Iade] eixe] F=(struc-
ture) ¢t 715 (function)ol| wid FAle] wkx & A
o] 5wl AAME ghs] 29 el o|23id.
et 23ske Sl oA S AYElejof ¥ o
|7} B¥o] o} Qlet.

(1) 2REERAMY AY o|E”

A58 249 Al (beliefs-as-possessions) !? o] &
2 AFE3} Aol = 7|5 (functions) HellA A=
A ZHdE EAE sk U] el (e.g.,
Abelson, 1986 Abelson & Prentice, 1989;
Prentice, 1987), &¥4°.2 7]53 (functional) A
Zolgtn & 4 glk. &, fE7) ol 4fEe] A
A (symbolic) =+ =74 (instrumental) 7Fx7} )
om w2z gz a8 74x7} eled HEe As 9
AR 2, 29 Aol HEE A BE =7F
Zkx7h gled uiolgeln 23X growd wiHgohe
Holet.

o] o]&ol HE 7F ATEel W2 wBAlE ¥,
¥l o 24 Prentice(1987)8 A% € 4
o}, 24yE kil A =3} (multi-dimensional sca-
ling) W& ol &3l £7-E3 A& 7HXY FAM
(similarity) ZdolA TR, 45 &4, FRH
A7 e A AAH HE Adoes Helld &«
Alsped, AAAY Tt AL AL 2 =73
7IE Adehke AolA ARSI EE, Al wetd
= AAAY b 7|75 2o 2 HE ERpgkdAG
sl AAA skt Q7] wlEel AfEl g S5
Ach) . Prentice(1987)9] 475 % sl=wiste} e
Aoz, A 2758 Fo4] e AREER 4
5 olAA7} 24 slx i AR shAE 7z
o 394Q) Uh3-& HgPon =74 £FE8 $84

9) vh&d (1992b) o] Fuoll £ME v} Y&

10) Abelson(1986)& Al'd-¢ ‘Al4te} ofmd ciidoll G 327l
w44} (conjectural proposition) gtz Aelsied, el W7}
H AlY (evaluative belief)'224 ‘1 tito] ojm Zuioj4
FeA vzl i Aldrolzla ek (p.244). 2ejmg
Abelson (1986)2] AelAE Alde] slxrct v ZHH 7)
olzkz ¢ 4 9ot
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she AFREES oA AolE RelA| gtk A7) 9l
o}, =73 L5250 #Pde Ade olols =74
(instrumentality) <Al 44, Z 7{l W gAY
o} Agkel &) wo] 73t Hell 7Ilske Aoz 47
(i AE =9+ Abelson & Prentice,
1989 ; Prentice, 1987 . -2, 1992b #=).

AFE2A9 Ay o|EL dHxo WY 7%H AL
o viglg & Folode olgeld, B4 (&f8) 3 AE
(AY)E B o] Bolz 4ujzle] Fujile]e} 2
< B $8€ 4 v FHE Ad (e,
1992b) . 2} o] o] vlfA olEozAY A
£ Az ) dldoll, Aol 7l%she WA uiEe
Z\AE Jas weFe 98 $83) s A &
shct, b ohlz), £5-E3 Al 2o v Aoz
g A EolzA g Aol U 2 F A E
AL L4 (consistency) FAlelct. &, 3§ 7fale]
AUz gle Aldolv sese Add 74 dude
w1 e dl vlsl, & AAslel AF3n v AFEE
£ gAde] Frrt axch F4 o ¥ AHelr] WE
ojct.

=%, F%4 (sharedness) % =54 (uniqueness)
7}ale] ZedollA wlas] Bole Al £7-F ol
o)z} =eicl. ol F9, Y23 (1993, =L =
B)o Aol digdgel Fadichn B £7ES
# AES 2004 AT ohE, oIAEY 34 7t
Ao 254 JHAE 1A (5E5E4E AAUAHFE 10
A (FFEEE HAUh) ARl 104 HE2 ZAs
Aok, 2 As, £%E5S 554 7B B2 AE
(o 471%, i E%, FK, FEFAH, R
A3 T4 77 & AS A, 473,
e, &, T.V., £ 44 “Hsldey, A4
Folle 54 7H7} £ Ao) ol F =5k (el 1 ¥
25 ¢e okggth) . AlXlo] ohE SgAEe] A
-3t allu|zAlell 4] F57 Aldolela A7e) W
AEZAE R4 77 22 ez HAsASG
(of 1 ol AAE o]AY 4 Qirh, AL F7I Ao}
of o). o] olviE  S# A (pluralistic
ignorance) @AMl A¥7k opdsb AZEcH(cf.
Miller & McFarland, 1991 ; Prentice & Miller,
1993 ; Schanck, 1932). &, 7] A4l #7984l
ol EE&sicia AAsia|at AME B AlgHEe] 2

sk e AdE AT dleke el

mn QY

25557 A9y S54-F74 (103 A
=) B $2EE viad wu, £4289 Ay
A 554 747t A 22 A (W71, M=1.45)
I FHA 7HA7E P e R (A7, M=8.05) %
o 6.60% abold BolHA FEA Fog A4zl X-$-H
gert, AdEe Aole F5A 2kt M w2
A (e E2 obgwel, M=4.353 /A 71H7}
7 2 A (S A Aok gct, M=9.80) 2l 5.45
A Aol HolhdH FH4A Foz weol LA 3l
o}, add, A58 AW S54-F54 7 2l
ofj4le}1V 7|4 A (baseline)e] t}2ciz & 4 glc}.
%, AREL Adel vid S54 7tAs 4uiHez
o g2, A 4580 vidl TRA 77 AE
o2 o] ®rhe Zelt. o7 kA oz vt 3
o 553 24 e A 2 AL o A
g7y, o] Aol Be AlRtEel T o 2 AS
o] ZRAQUA AZlche A A A sle A ze]t).

(2) eizel J|so 2% Jidel HE3)
Al
Greenwald (1989b) & = Azt 715 A&
ke Aok gojn FARch 2 AAH FASEFE
€ 714 AIEH ATl EAGET (levels of
representation, & LOR) A% Atsinct. 34

FFEL  A¥EA (feature), 4 (object), WHF
(category), = #| (proposition), =& 7=}

(schema)$] o4l FF-Folct, ol o3, AR3jAle)
ol 4] F kol F7]H FANWEE (motivational
constructs) 7H-d| ‘el = (attitude)'ehe Bol& A4
£ ol9jef vl £ (A, WF, A, B AF|6h)
AR FATTolA 25 soja 9l7] w-Foll el I
F QA7rt HEHRY] PEche At (Mo,
Greenwald®] LOR #lAlol &3} ‘A3 o)} ‘o) %2}
& fol ‘WA £FoMul, ‘ohFelale folve ‘A
7|vp ol Mut AHEs odcka &), 2 2
Bzl e dAbol siwshe IA-Folut 34
11) 9714 5543 3-F4 708 A Aele weiZ Sxies

By Aol F& A (of. YA FF Ax), ohyd FEA 7}

sk T4 AH1E BAE SYA Am o2 uojo} ¢

A (cf. olAHUA W A)el B BAE B9 7 3l

o}, vh2od (1993, oWE 2b7)el Aol AuA AEsA4

Vet SEA-FHAY PHIE YA 3T HEE Yo
A% 77} aopsle 2ol




A1A wlestA e sof foka Algigich. ¥4 dEH
%ol 2+ =HxE ‘FA# 4 (mental object)® <
g5 71A (affect)’o] st A2 30l (Greenwald,
1989b, p.432), Greenwald A}Alo] 2| HgFo] o] A
o FA9 Aoz Aes =5Eolzt Aol ¥ 4
e}, shvksimd, U7 Thurstone(1931)°] #HE=E
A12)" )4} (psychological object)oll =k 5.2=9)
(for) =& HcHA< (against) Z7’0)2kx 2837
ofj-Z-olc}. Rat ol o] Hol= Il FAH K =
A mx 27t 459 diAel HE B Aol #g
W 2 HYE 433 FY Aold. 53 o] v &
7lu} 422} Adal Blxe] 32144 WA gL

Greenwald (1989b)+= =3 =HE9 7l55x ‘HAl
A diiEel g §713 9k (motivational
orientation)’2.2 ¥9AlA vkl Fdsof ek
ZA%cl, 2o 93, Smith, Bruner, ¥ White
(1956)7} =& =44+ =7} (object appraisal) 7]%°l
7bg 2Rl £ 7152, AV Foljt o
=9 7% el s sPdekn £}, Katz(1960) 7}
a4} A2 (adjustive) 7153 =4 (knowledge) 7]
FE 2% g4 %7 Jlsel 2R & gz
Greenwalde F3shedl, 2 olf< £ &4 %9
%L 4ol $-g9 Hgol =73 (instrumental) 2.
2 Jlddickn B 4 7l wWiEeleke Aels. =,
Smith 5(1956)°] %sh= A3 A (social
adjustment) 753 9|¥3}(externalization), =]
3 Katz(1960) 7 2sh= 2ol (ego-defensive)
7153 7} E8H (value-expressive) 71 EE
Greenwalde 14 %7} 71522 48 4+ Uskn
Bed, il o] 715EE 4] (single) BAlH
daez 2FE £ SlE Al(self)’d)  Hrt
(appraisal) ¢} Zaie] s{7] wiFoltt. Greenwald
(1989b) &= o9} Zto] (Del=E oh& F71H F4Hd
Eve] B LollA] A sk (2)E H 75E
< 8% ol 75 FPYo A, AAEE FS
oz L7l F88kx 2L AN do 2= A
W e MY FeAs FaE seHaA 33
o},

# ol Fazio®t 19 ¥8E% AH7HsA (accessi-

bility) “d= Baisld Bz 7% A4S v 3l
o}, e 54, FA2bsAel ¥ "HEre (DYAE
Ae o 43 A & & =g 3 F (Fazio,

Blascovich, & Driscoll, 1992), (2)si% iAol o
# A4d Fo8 o] ol T soFsle e
d+ A7t YUt} (Roskos-Ewoldsen & Fazio,
1992b) . =2} o]&jqt "= 75Ex 24 B =
5 o4 37} (object appraisal) & £o|slA oz 4
=7 7MAE AUEE ko] Fe o & 5 9
;‘,.12)

4. HEEZREY BT A
$4E A =9

LaPierre(1934) 8] -7 °laz el=-3%5 719
< ARTAE B 7ol FAL T e Akl
HrE AVIE £ U uhEo] gk A o
5 g7 $3718 o] geldEA dlxz iy JF
< 20} & A + U e Roblee A=st
el stoh. AM o]zl Al =249 52l % (behavioral
intention) 2=& ApFllAl AF71E EFSe 1970
del FuiRy  SAlslgovt(e.g., Fishbein &
Ajzen, 1975), o] =dlo| FwiE FEEA Y] U
3} o g 7o 3l 53] 4nAt YF Fobol| de] &
=7dA 1980-90dH] Blx AT FEF7I7A] ofolA
A4 FE-g wa gc}, o] AHolAe #A PFolE =
dol Yzql FejH Y o] AFE F o] o8]
o8] 7l 4" JeEd e fEe g5 oo
2} Beisled Asf & Aol

(1) g2 #e ol % o] o|2e HEE

‘t2]# 89| o]& (theory of reasoned action)’o|
g B3¢ 3 d Foll EoqFoy, 71 olojdolx
Fishbein® Ajzen(1975)o] =5 vie} glch. o] ol
o] B4 BlradE §5-8 oddshe o A= A
25 PAEA ga FF e WlE slopugle
2 719 ¥ Holch, ofge] o] o|RollMx 7l ©)
59 g7 4 (norm) 291& = 3] F2g <A
wolo g 7iFdc}. aev} o] Fo] Wike elEal oful
il g e wahe Aol olvzt owl #5-g
e Aol A% BEE Al o)g} ol "HE 2
A& P53 Bely HolA Asta U7| dfoll &

12) 44 (1994) = Roskos-Ewoldsen® Fazio (1992b)7} 43}
+ Bzl 2% (orienting) 715-& ALH 759 W 2§
Al7l3 9},
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1@ 2. Fishbein & Ajzen(1975)2] YSolx SAE S

HA st chestAlg).

A3 Bl=sHFE] 5 ddo] 4 = fdfel gl
ok, Azl ‘GEE szt she 3] UeAE A
Et Y59 = wWal7r] Folgo, Fishbein®} Ajzen
(1975) 2lollA ez g ele] §F oA AF3) +
HHel wtA cideletz ¥ & Ak ol E Fof,
A ekg Al ol gt clde #y)x]tolele
‘Aol Hgt el soll 23] ol @ R} 27|
< Ak ol e elEol 28t T o o
3] ool o] A= Floloh. BE 2 Abolol| Holxlet
+ A =7t gleRlel A FEos HAAA Fof
Eolw % clde of% AHasld Aolck, 2o 7
o olefqt A ollodo] FAEA kL Sl ofdd o4t
of g el=2HeE o cidol i F5E ddshs
AA dd#zz SAsddn & 4+ deRe dF
oltt. #F clidel HAR Uniz| ehes} Fle 1k
g £ odulE o AYx AMIFE 7)ol

eid 9] o) BellA Wile AL w3 FAA
ol F34 T4 (subjective norm)& A Aot F,
AN A F28 T AlRkEo] A4l 5 oA
AZE AQlAlol B 7IHE E3hch. of7lol] =HAle]
ZFu AR 97 oJx AR wE Al Wi
£alol E7] 2917 HrlElo) @F AL S &
A=},

13) o] FAloll VY =olof] £ FAl Mgulttme] s a4
o} o|Z Yalesdhie] Robert P. Abelson o4 7ta}
=},

o =

Faol HF0 SH 2 (Lee, 1990, p.382 EE

el 9 o] 29 vl Fel aolA HE 293
899 AiH F34E o =TS AR lek(e.
g., °14%, 1993 Lee, 1988 5). £3] Lee(1988)
E2zasy 7oy F de s AAsed Yol A
vl5Qle] 7Sl Y 29l (FRAS 06) 2} e
23l (42 A4 .84)0] W o) T JeL Az 9|
Aovt g=qle] AgolE ulE dls 89l (FeA
4 392 Y 8]l (= Alg 52)e] o} & 3%
He AU UsE WA, olad AnE TA=
3t Lee(1990) ehe] #Fojs g Fafst
Holl gto] £A48lch(2d] 2 A=), o] FA= =)
oAlXe 4 89l Al MR-l (face saving) &7}
AuHE-= (group conformity) H#-& Z7}54%ich, o)
7FxE 25 A 94 (social pressure)ol <3}
Aoz, A oul H5-5 ke A (2e A @
Aol AAlL] AL3)E 9ol v]Fo] AH LA o}
of A& 5F 7R @ert sk ez ) =
e 4H-E b= (cf. AR - R, 1992), ¥
A2 Ak 2 gl Alle] Axtel §9 (consensus)
of Mze o Yol ks e A3A gy
< vebdch. Lee(1990) & e AgHee] Foll 4 =)
E EAC D AA) Y FeulgEells ARRAl FE o,
28] ohg ALY Foll A g e A (d A
Aol Fol P Folle ArtER dH ol A" oz o
A #Hg&gchn Mokt o2F = AAFA} Az
& Fishbein®} Ajzen(1975)9] F33 9’ clol] 3}

fr e 4

ol

N



0 = Ad _HE w4 AR 45
g4 A % z74 A7 3 9
A3l
T EE

a8 3. Bx7t $ER oluc HFol M 2 (Fazio, 1986, p.212).

U2 F4 4 dde A2 o0& f39 A3A gHdE
sl

MFE3H AdelA e U9 PFol= veds 543}
e A= Qe HEAHQ 24, Ajzen(1985,
1991) & #Fo ol JFL F& JAdd = iz}

F4 olslel Y% FAIHe 27+ (perceived be-

havioral control)’ Wel& F7}3l%ich. Eaglys}
Chaiken(1993)°] =zA#Xe], o] F7} wle
Bandura(1977)¢] =71 &%7 (self-efficacy), &
ol #BFe AFHez £YE 4 SUte YA
(Bandura, 1977, p.193)’z fAR3F  Apdelc),
Ajzen(1985)9] FAol wzd, A BE AlgHge]
47 Y F e P55 dldols dHl &
H g9 o]&'0] & FoluAut, T A, 7lg,
Ex 718 Fol W2 FEE9 cldol 27 4%
‘AYH 8% o] (theory of planned behavior)’o]
o Expdelet gvh. ey wigle] Foisd Rl
45, 283 HE 7] H2E o] geo] Apgskd ¥
T5 45 oAdE AR A2 2de 3wl o s}
7tohA el o AHueA 2| max)ul, zul2
7¥3 4 (parsimony)-& 1aHg HolAthe AMUE 9%
ol & a7}t Aek(cf. olEF, 1990).

a2 (science education) 2ol ez} o]
2% $83la U+ Shrigley®}t Koballa(1992)+ 3
g3 9 ol&3 AlH #HF o]&c] Pettyd}
Cacioppo (1986)9] Am3} &5 =z ¥4 Hov-
land 5 (1953)¢] rol 4 ejewis) melg ole ¥
BAQ =iz} o] ol £}, H I HE o] &
€ FolMe dH =d9d olFHe = lEs g%
= 2elgo] 7ha cHEAHQ Auke AMel A 2o, 2
2lv} 1950-603H o]Fo] AT HE o]2F9 HH3E
Hed setee T seice] Wtz B 4 9
< A9 ¥ A7ko] F v] & Holo} FY Wk
<+ ¥ 4 YT Holg. xAFo=AME Tessers)

Shaffer (1990) 7} x| &gl %ol sfeiciqle] Welrjvct
+ A443(normal science) ollAle AW
(advance) & 78l 2] &8 K3l

(2) =7} HSE oln=(guide) IOl
cHet 24

Fazio(1986) v el=2] A H54 (accessibility) &
=3 HErt P52 olue IS A B
Art(28] 3 H=2). o] EAE & W ¥
Fishbein®} Ajzen(1975)9] #=2 =233 FAlsickn
@ 4 it oat o] EAclM: g5 Es) opd A}
79 A% FFol AR AA== WAhHlez ugh
ok Ao YFdx mels) dan, 5 ol Al
3t SR 7)ol H27H5d Blert o =
AE B3 PEol7R olojAA R o E BAE
T vk HE ohao,

Roskos-Ewoldsen® Fazio(1992a)+ eix2} cHAl
of g Hosbs4d AdE FAsled, ARAFA
(source)oll W& &7t (likability) o] 71} 4] odu}
v ARl wel A5 Axl deAg AFs
ek, F, ASAR] AlgAtel A 37be] 7] Lo
A YA dAA4E 2 oA g Fog of g
=gt} dejytct. oleidh AT+ Fazioo} 29| ¥
BEo] A4 AdE AAAH EBolut FAHAA A}
432 e He| ohleke AHE W Fo. 7
A 847 % QIR B2 A= gl & +
Ark. A 8919 Adol UGt ATE oL HiolA
EAM ez ofF Ao,

5. £FHUH ol N B 27

A5H "zt dTEolMe otz =R
Wbl HAlo] molAgt, 28l Fheu ofuwl FFe
22 (manipulation) o= F38lx] ¢ Ao gx
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ol 433 slcke #A2HE Abelson(1988)9]
‘@4l (conviction)’ 7Hdo] 4%ich. & WA e &
28 el zol g Aol 2ot} Bz Hel of
g A3 (resistance)ovt A" wlze =44
(persistence)oll g TS o] Ffoll &3hct. ¥t
oidzl, Bl=wsts oyl Aghd]le] Zzjelqt 3
A€ 7129 A9 AF-5ol v, dEsE o
7l (Et dEHsbl] AP gtee) YA 29
o fzlol g WA= 2o 571 - A A
Nz uhge AsAlE Bl ot o] #olAe elet
o] HAol £&3 HFYUA 9de ATEEL i3
U At 0 jiet,

(1) efzel Halo e XNEg F XHd
|+

el wislol] o3 23} (resistance)oll 3 F
€ HdEs ookt «F §49, Na(1992)« A
oAl 88 A=kAAl (group identity) 2} H=id Al
Fol A ActeozHe Y (threat) S ¥ =
a2 Alde] & Wdlx] ghos ok TS gAAeR
AZsg ok (%, 1992a, 1992c A=), £3) old
e dAdez B Al FA ' &
(minority) Agke] 7ol o ZA vebstoh(e @ g
o) AA4E FAEN BB 449 A dAE).
=% Hutton®} Baumeister(1992)«= 27]2)4] (self
-awareness) ] FFo] ¥ o (ol | A& ollA T
% o) ‘wspe F4A7 2 A2 (biased central route
processing) 7} doju} silH oz Fagt diefxH
(counterattitudinal) ol4]=lol] 3sA HE FH3}
dc}. ¥ Fukada(1986)c FE& A7) (fear
-arousing) AS5Fel W@ AL A Axn
(forewarning) & g 7-$ol Jebds 2o Fict,
gzuiste] gl B AT-E] FFHL A9 u,
oleidt AdFEL 5 HAIA e HEHoz (sfed
she] Me Ao Aoz AT FAHAH HAER
QA7Evict chexuh) Halsl FAZAE Ao Az
A Ago] dojrdrtm 7} e Holck, F, w429
Wioll Fo5 71gole FAZE AE A= 2
Alol|A] f2)ahAl AHAlE woldhe oz A5 wAA
£ Helgiche Aot} Yol Ams} 2E e =
% w) A7 AFHR), F4 H2E 53 Az A
Aql Aol HebAl (e Yol HQ)) Mz +#T

P} ole A Ao

el=wldte] )44 (persistence)ol] HE AT+ ©
sasle] Al B3 d7ERHE g4 =g HE
wste] Aol B AFEL HEstz AN A2
FAE "les} dvhd 28 ASs]erlol FAE 57
w)-Eoll, ool Bl=fE dos|R] 9o 3= AA
o AL F+= el=rdo] g ‘M3 (resistance)’
AFEre THEg. o4F §9, Haugtvedts)
Petty (1992) + 1% 27 (need for cognition) 7} &<
Aol g AlgHERc Bledo] ojdt Adle] o
2 A% AHelAat Ut P49 HeEe o A4HY
£ 2o Fc}, =3 Boninger $(1992)2 #l|A]#]9]
WE-¢ o AgelA A (transfer) 3zt 3¢ =
ws "xs) o ALHYE FYsldct. ols}h 2
Bledizte] 244 dte ZE HH¥AEY] HEE o
= A59 7)7ke] Axt Fol ofA] SAsof = +
2go| wejof dloz, W AAHo g F23 FAIY
A= T3 ATAEe] WE Aishe YYL opd
S3lc}.

A5 vl AR wWAEY Ade gzl
A&A ks 2 g oA o] ohFx et dE
4, Sorrentino?} Short(1986)+« 7H3le] “BiAA4
2}8F4] (uncertainty orientation)’ Fxol we} 45
of i3l =3o] wta] vepd Aolzta Al]talgict.®
ojAL MEE Aol xFEolx IR ¢kn HAF}
B A% Wik Aoz, ANF9H 44 (authori-
tarian personality) = dFHEl Adolth. wel4,
FHAA g o] werE A2 AL FHH 8]
wgol A1 733 g o7AE wolEol71E A
A5l g Agte] o] F Zeltt. 2 follx el
o] Agta} A)&AHol] kg Fe AUAa}; wiloze ¢

14) sl=digtel =&4¢ off de ohAkl, AME F
(1987)& A& AlJAle) o]3ol ot Bl=r} Mkelld RE
Zog Asizzle AL dTE = e TEA HEE
ofe W Fgshe WS AR b 4003 ] AR3ie) Al
£ 10074 4xclell FAwABld 39, 49, 54, % 6%l 7
7+ & Ak ZAshe g AREsigch, A]le] obd ow
2wk g (e Blxdlsh 7t dvkd ASAARE 4] 9
A ols} 7 whyg A 5 Ut

15) Hofstede(1991)7} dahe -E3te] 244 319 (uncer-
tainty avoidance)’ 7%-& £3H44 x3yolehz izl ¥
Qlo] 3}t wiqleg ged Adeleln ¥ 4 AU A Aot
Z, 2344 AdRo] B ARMER o)FolA E3e= B3
4 3]9) 73] g Aolc},
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A AdFPED AALTF o] Udk(e.g.,
Haugtvede & Petty, 1992). ¥zl ohJzl, 2%z}
A elzwislol] cidt AgE Agshs Alda Hle
2 1950-60deHH-E Alg FAE To] & AolEF
(self-esteem) 3lo] HIZo= A3 FadA o5
ojzlx 9lc}(e.g., Rhodes & Wood, 1992).

%3 Kruglanski, Webster, % Klem (1993)-&
ol A" A ¥ (prior information) 2] & =& %)
ool whe} A5l idt Aol wlAE UAF =F
2] 87 (need for cognitive closure)’®] &7} e}
AE FHAA. o]59 A7 Ao odd, AR
Wlo zAef vhie] 847t ¥ HYPAEo] W ¥
YRR} A5 iZ Ago] o o). $ab ohs,
vhre] 277t ol ez Jdisle And
(noisy) #7 oM 283 FrolMuct dE
gk Ago] of Flou, o A= g ol A
A 37t g wollrt Yepgom Al Ju) glg
wfoll = JERRA] sttt 229 A]AlE s d7Eell
A olet e AR ohf-7 27 (Kruglanski %,
1993), <lA & (Haugtvedt & Petty, 1992), o
287 (need for structure : Neuberg & Newsom,
1993) &3 22 AAAHL ALA Mgl AF BA
o] Zrtslm Yuul (cf. =7, 1994), ol=id qlx|
Al AR} Wl Eo] 45 W alxust FAof sigls
] wAAE Aestas she 5719 AAxE JAL
A "k, wpebd el=id(Ee AY) HHL QA
717t §AF HAo2 Adye] =a 9 Holdt.

(2) 23X 29 a0t AF
A5 vlXe A 8<le] Ede T Fof ¥4

244 (path analysis) 23 Hadl $Fo0| & =24
AN F& 7ol FAH AZe Yol AR
24 el 44 538 uo di, Aas 4
Fol @ 2AdME FL& JEo] (W7 AR @
3) eizistel A 5945 ¥dg FYsUt (2
4 d=z),

3, Mackie®} Worth(1989)2] A3+ Axj=
Petty &(1993)8] 9% Az} 2F g2}, o9
Aol dled, F& 718 =4 dolle AAA A
£ 3 g3 F9AQ (neutral) 7188 =72 = A
A A g sld FA Fotol e A5 T (F, F
T Faols A5HT ofd Faole 45EA g A
)& 3ol o]st §-A}EAl Kuykendall®} Keating
(1990)2 FHA 712 AAH AH2E L4724
F34 7182 AAA el ZaA7A e A
&5 dgict.

F27(fear) o] A5l alixje Azl Ag ATE
E ek, & o, Sutton(1992)& HYPA}EolA
Fd3 kg Ee] HE vitleHo]|TE ¥ FE
o], 29 dFelMe FE7} F4E Y5 A
< A4 WAL et o] A Fxo} ejEuid 7
o 4-% U¥ (inverted U-shape) A& 2w A
3 A7 Asske o2k, ¥ Faithe} Petty
(1992)2] Aol 73t FAbo] ojt FAR} AE
o o Aozt Aurt FE FFo] g wolnt &
WAUA U3k, FE £ w5 dolle 3 A
Fof| g 717} BAFE T4 Aol FHEA A5
E3zt vem, FAH ARl o Z)dsb 4lsiA|
somd 744k Faubo] 5o ExbH o)},

2730, A5 vlXe AAH 2919 Aol Y
AT ARgolle oba 34 (consistency)o] & s

ol A7 9. 2 2N Petty 5(1993)L 7
fE o]
.18 %
.02 .23 %%
ANt |——| 4% |—— u=
*p<.10.

B e
A1
.34 4k L34 ok
2NE || 4A |/ ==
*x% p<.05.

38 4. 2o (involvement) o] &0l mat 2 (712)D eiT2ie] LAIE M2o| ofistE HTol X0l (Petty S,

1993, p.16).



o 94 WAz ¥ 4 Uk, WAL ojgA 2Fsh
3, F& ol vige) slAAE Agse il e} A
7} RebAlz] dgolnh. 2 Yalg 7HA wHale &
QA ez Er) Aol F4 ATEL F o 37
sjo} ¥ Bas} 3ok,

6. =N AT $§ o
9 4 gl ches

A2 104 ol 24 BE dT7ES) EAE F oA
o2 qdFsior ¢ AL HEus dve $8 o}
3 $4 9ol chobsiaichs Abdolch, ol &o] WA
@ U 1 ol2EY $8 Pobe W Walslm Yk
Atpoleh, ot ohlzl A2 ¥4 WHIE olHch Y
A chepsiAln ARAsks)el e s WAE 7o) $3
@ 727 WA 9Y 4 A =k ol F A
o SAEE Az 2%k AFoaA et

(1) 88 &2ok9 ctas

T =l o] &Y FHE olFL v Hud ¥
& =1 (ELM)eo] 4nzl Alz|ste] 3 Fokle.g.,
Andrews & Shimp, 1990), Astilzldt(e.g.,
Heesacker, 1991, Neimeyer 5, 1991), Az o}
(e.g., Chebat, Filiatrault, & Perrien, 1990),
% 773428 (e.g., Neimeyer, Guy, & Metzler,
1989) 5ol cttx oz S&=a ek, F o] FAH
£, Andrews® Shrimp(1990)€ %F 4F°] 22
R AlAF] e Hes Pudt &5 243 A5
glem, Neimeyer, Guy, % Metzler(1989)+ 414l
#boll (eating disorder)2] A Bol QAAZH AT=3} &
¥ (cognitive restructuring therapy)< |83 3
Aol X Jas &5 =elo delE S8t

Amst g mrlo] thofdh Fololl $-85 1 gl vl
vlal, gejH 4 o|&3} AYH YF o]EL FE &
Bzl 5o dlelel] #FE3] o] &= o rt. 2
wool2{d PFdE 2elg Fagshdel 448 4 3
55 +A43% Lee(1990)9 2l &3] A|wf-2 (face
saving) 87 AtHsZ (group conformity) &3]
g ARS)EsbA gl WalS elEs} A Fedt 5o
= AA 89lo g shAsn Q7] wiiel], 4vlx
ol9]e] cokdl Felll7kx] HEH 4 gl AHE A
i glek. 2 & 71R] |24, Lee(1990)7}F 3713t

ARFA g Az ghEE g4AY (P5d
3} lshe dlE o A3 W ol Aefr) sl &
3d 2982 & 4= A2, 1994). o€ E°l,
Al of-Foll 2Ae] AEA @ ofd 4 glo] B3} E4
£ AubeiAY gA & g AEE Fauke
o, =t et T2 ol (&, ol o 37 o
A 4 glol zAY mAlf| Al EAE Avle 4 T2 A
Hele) Aldelt o4 aifo] ohe} E3lHal #417]
wE ABEHAl 4 ool FdAe FEY AL B
£ Aolch. zelnz FFoz oolF 4 Qv AR
JAAHe HME Asllel AdHsE Y
Fat ohje} st Alde] Adol Aolr} sl F3h
2E5E HAA 5 e A Rl 4 3l
ofof & Zo[c}. oje} Fo| YFolx Rulx o2 4
vz}l Y5 0|99 ohE Fokilntr] §&H shsAlel B
alet.

g, felvelole ofx ol dFEHL A ¥
yAlele} Folol s efsust A7} chekshAl 3853
ole}. o& Ew, Kassin, Reddy, % Tulloch
(1990) & 1A27 Hd-& wiAldel ofoidt FA 4
AN AEsct. o]EY AtolHE YRSl
Aol &Rl g AE AHE 2o Foieul, #4
Az dAaF7t 2 AL FAAA A9 F3
(argument)2] %43E ©] go] Wgkowm <Qixg s}
S Al FAAA Fo| FAbY akg o Hol W
okch. of AT oldolE Y AA 4 =2l
vl &= HRAFA AlBAl (source credibility) 9] &3}
o &g oA+ (Mondak, 1990), 747kl g ez 2
FAE o] &% HAAY o+ (Harrison, Downes,
& Williams, 1991), % 7% A3]8} (police
socialization)oll vlA& Faie] Hzlo Ag A+
(Fielding, 1986) 5ol Uck. 7&e] Ab3|gel] gt
AT E o) FEe F ZF 72| 45 A
A@pEo] t A4 (pragmatic) &2 Hal7he A4S
WA, AgHes Witk olople AR
ALS W7 2 dgE =FHoE oldsh
Zo2 W iohe Folr}, ol2f¥ A UkshAA
zo)d A}3) 8} (occupational socialization)2}3 =
37 % gt

olutol = Zefol whibied AxA AAQl sz A]o}ak
A (Gulf War)eoll g ez wislol] d3& Fe o
I (ol 1 T3 AlA B4, ARFe/ieF
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A=, AT P24 AR WL F ATE o
] (Greene &, 1991), #73U35 Tl 42 F&
HlE (ol D HF-5A, AUz, oldH, FAA ¥=)
o #4¢ £ 7% Uct(Newhouse, 1990). 24
i, A9 BlE dF-5o] HA o zAWI Y33
of AF A Fa FA 5ol F2 gol &=UA
ol vis, 229 ATEL 2 $-§ Foht 8 WAe]
Al sl Rz e & 4 U

(2) 24 Yyo Mg

S R Alejd d4ke £42 93 A
ol WakgAely slARA F2 &}, 28
v Zelel FHE F2EAS 2L ol T2 EAY
Sl 4] o] &= Bl A7 24 uhyEs ook
A2 MeiztElo] AA Aol &oEn e A
o] <ol =},

sA, AF =FEolve F31E4 (meta-analysis) &
o]-&3t At} sapEl 25 AR e A B
o}zitl(e.g., Johnson & Eagly, 1989 ; Johnson,
1991 ; v+, 1993 3t=). ¥at ohjsl, LISREL
(Linear Structural Relations) Z2zae] Ja] u
FHHA 7284 (path analysis) =+ Z¥g 72
4 Fol sizHge] =i AAE yWile o 2A F
3z  ck(e.g., Petty &, 1993 . Sarup,
Suchner, & Gaylord, 1991). o}g-23] o5& 7+4
Hoz o]fsle] ox ofald A= 3 (multidimen-
sional scaling) ¥ 9 o &4 oA x (multitrait
-multimethod) 8<2I¥4 WHEE FEHAsA =
AH8-=] 2 9lch(e.g., Prentice, 1987 Krosnick &,
1993) .

AAlR) e W]lE, 53 slxs} ald wclEe
TF&24 J3A4E A @, o9} e ool 7= B
Aol H4d HlE dF Foplde o A
3] 2353t & NNE v Ao uald,

7.4 &%

jo

2+ =EollAe 19859 olF HZ 109 7} EiE
=3t 759 542 (AU dFsbe A
5, (2)Aolte wicle F84 4], 3)F7H W
7154 A3 ¥, WeH=2¥E9 §F oY 8
A A% k8, 5)4FUD GG (o e W3

o gt g o A&A, dewizo] e HAH 8
el &)l g F4A F7l 2z (6)A=w o
T 38 Fob ol ¥4 w9 okl o4 WF
2 o] ABsigich. BE o) MFEL M2 =93
A Ao] ohzl 43 Aol e AEoln).

AT =g d759 13 2 EAL Folugs
AR A2 5714, HAA, W 7154 Ay 7Y
< °o]F b ok} o] FAAEe] Mz UAHIA ¢4d
Yrhe Holdth. Hix 3 elEsiel gl A2g o
EEE AEAA olEEH d&AdAel UdAuE, A9
€ 28 A3 5824EF 554 SAZ ez
&3] 71E Aol e AR T B
o} Aad o] o] WAS L Qo EF, HTell& 217
At Al WldEE =95l A3 % dldell
& Hx Y-S B 3aA} shs mo] ol
7] gzt Beide] w45 A3 =g P
o, ol& HE& Wl ¥ MFE F $ub ohjg}
Al7ke] Az A&Holct, wel o) HEs} PE-g
o & dld¥ Aeletn 33% 4 g},

el 429 leet Ak 39 =g Fo] FE3
L 3R] g AYE H2 B dFEe] EAolgn
T 4 Wl 2 olft olvkE A7) A Lol 44
Ak TY¥A)7]= Tajfels Turner(1986)2] 2134
A o] 9 Turner(1987)9] 2}7] #33 o] &9 o
2 Wekr) wiEd Aol

HER3 A7-5e] 5 zall 5o HTolx wlew
3 AT A5 olAE F2 AR Ue FAES
et ol 9, A okt o 817
TA, Ee dAYAEe] e dga Qo] asyA
TAH A AE FAZ e 45 oAR7} ez
Atell Bol ol &5l gict. Rab ohiz} Bleuis) of
T &8 Fokot £4 wE ook Sz, oi)
4% (communication) FA41§ ohi& AlFw4d, =
€ 42 453 F3 FAE FEHoe it Y
B ok 39 FAZ A7 (interdisciplinary
research) & 53 2r} A4He] dTEx |uisic)

AR o] Fof FolXE AlFAlRI, 22l A}
A2 e dF dHE FolME 53 " o
HEdd dFE )2 ATl ek giFoA d
2 Ego] & oA dAdY 4 Qe As4e
23] AU Qlok. BE oo REI)E uwbolsled
o] &3l WA §-§ Hoko sl g d 7ol o
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A4 AAAE G 4 A, go= Ao
HE 3 Bleds AF Fol e ATRES WS
2g Aoz 7 Aot "x ATE e A F
27} A oF & AL AAed Blx AT HA7]elA
ANZIZ Belrke Aol F8E A4S Hon
McGuire (1986) 7} A A& v} Qe (1) AYA 533},
@)AA AGA Aast, 7 @A 484 %
Solch. %3}, iy gms), L A8 83 2
< AdEx AvA o] slo] AAHo= § Fof
o A7E AN F e Yo} s7] Aol

S

TA%(1994) . = F A5 3 715H AT, !
ROEeRs - W, 8(1), 3-21.

ZA%(1993) . X2E #WSSR40| EBz-¥E A0
o|xl= 98, AdAdsta A 3T =8

294 (1992a) . W/ Axte 2 Hele] APHA (differ-
ential) Al A|x|&o] Aol A 2] Al
Jeo] Hslel] Ngt ol vl 7. WECIR
B@Ls : AW, 6(2), 43-61.

vhe-od (1992b) . “4FE249 Ay (Beliefs-as-Pos-
sessions)” °]&cl A3le]. Bl=T4l2|Ed 92
xicsl U =2%, pp.307-312.

vh2ed (1992¢) . Are 2 el $ide] At =i
Age] z&Ael vlale &9 - 3 YA
9 FAIAA ] AY AT, SIelsts
92cdxicHs| stFUHE =2%l, pp.277-287.

vheod (1993) . %3 £4 (meta-analysis) 4] 4
A 9 & Al siFAleigs] C93ixichy
SUE 2%, pp.303-317.

vhod (1993, vleE =kg). 4753 Alde] 554
o ZFA kol B3 sulz:AL

vheod (1994) . AMHe Bolr} = £33 89l
. ttEAe|sts] '94 FA| MEXE WUE =F
.

o] 437 (1993) . Xi7|ejAo] o eizRolnt R
of AX FRE . nm A AT =

o
.

o]4-¢l - 7] (1988) . ==} El% : efxo] WP A
23y MECRS®EE, 7(2), 75-95.
0]4=9) . o]od ¥ (1989) . ElE9] =Wr|A| : FFAelA

oAz, MALERWNIE:—MN,
67-87.
o|4-E-(1990) . 23 = B4 . A& YA

8(1)'

2874 (1994) . AHslAlelshe) A2 % 5719k AA

o] B3, si=plelats] (94 B cies YE =
2%, pp.39-82.

A E - TG - e - AL (1987) . A Al
Aol EMepEe] jtert. TUHT(Aetta
FAAgAT4), 22(1), 22-37.

HAA - 459 (1992) . 3219l Aol HE A4
34 3 4. MECESRIE dW, 6(2),
137-157.
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A Review of Current Fhsearch‘bn Attitudes and Atﬂtude} Change: 1985-1994
Eun-Yeong Na

Department of Psychology, Seoul National University

Current research on attitudes and attitude change during the last decade (1985-1994) was reviewed.
Prominant characteristics of the recent resurgence of attitude research were classified into six
categories . (1)the interface with social cognition research, (2)recognition of the importance of ego
-involvement concept, (3)the revival of motivational and functional approaches, (4)efforts for the
improvement of behavior predictions based on attitudes, (5)increase of interests in the neglected area
of research(e.g., resistance to attitude change, persistence of changed attitudes, effects of affective
factors on attitude change), and (6)extended practical applications and refined methods of analyses.
The most salient characteristic of current attitude research seems to be the balance between cognitive
and motivational/affective approaches as well as their intertwinement with each other in attitude
theories and research. New theories on attitudes and persuasion are basically in line with traditional
theories but assume a more active message recipient than before, so that more elaborated theories
are recently developed which can cover the effects of recipients’ prior knowledge and affects.
Strongly-held attitudes have been more and more important in current attitude research with relation
to the concept of ego-involvement, because highly-involved attitudes are less likely to change and
more useful to predict behavior.
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