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I. BRENER

HERE (attitude) 13, R LEFEIXBWLT, H»H
FULHI ST H 5 72, Allport (1935) i3, [HERE D
BIETAVARSLEZORLFRICL TLHERS
NS ELMETHS] LT3, LrL, BE
EVWI SR E o —BNICER T S I LIRS
Thol, TN, BEIEENLHMIETH 272012,
FOEBEPROHIDBHEEC LT, PRVELHST
B, LicdoT, ZOEEUEDVEFOLEEHFEL
TERDTH b,

ZDEIRBEND»ODVITVREEOEEORK
AIBEI 7 EZ % Allport (1935) 1338 & 72, Allport
X, THERE X 13, BB ZMEU T, Rt & /- FEmy.
R L BRI TH - T, HEARDLDYHVED
DH 5 W BIRVRIICN T 5 ZF DEADKIEICTER
BRWLNENREEERIZTHIDTH S| LT
w3, LT, Allport itk b, £ DEEDEEL L
ENTERDTHEY, TRSBVLELPIEEENTD
%,

EEOEEVIVEIVLOEHENTHLILELE
%2 T, Shaw & Wright (1967), H - BE (1970),
R (1977) 13, UTD6 DDAREEDERICE b
BOBHICOVLWTERHL TV,

1. BERRICO: HOEEER (EfFEES) TH

%, Lichso THEE IR & Kb L OENMTH

I1—2, BE#EOWRE
@A) REENRSO—EHIC OV TOWE
B HEENRSOEEICOWLTOHE
© B -EBE - THOBRIZ OV TOME

D, EFCIBETRLEBEESTH S,
Green (1954), Newcomb (1960)

2. BERECNRELD, ZITONRER, A
Y- &0 - fifE-BE-FELL-2bDTHDY,
IhoOXREFEEHE—FHEFRE L D,

Sherif & Sherif (1969)

3. FE—FEBEFRIE, BE0-BENTEE 2RO,
Thbbt, BEIHE2—EOHRINLT, “Bn
—HW, “GFE-FV Lo FHEET T, %
DF 1 positive »» & negative N & D HAE &
BEEEEZ D,

Anderson & Fishbein (1965), Doob (1947),
Osgood, Suci, Tannenbaum (1957)

4, BEET—FELEMEORETIIRL, wol
AR SIS EHBIREL TBY, RN TH
%,

Newcomb, Turner, & Converce (1965), Sherif
& Sherif (1969)

5. BERAERNZIDOLEVWSI LD L AEFX
nzdbnThs,

Sherif & Sherif (1969), McGrath (1964)

6. Az OXRICH T HEBINIEE X, BAEWICH
HEEbH, BEIN, BEH, BEAELEAT
%,

Krech, Crutchfield, & Ballachey (1962)

UEDEEEOEETH 25, ThoREEDERIC

BLTELDON T30 THS, Zhs 6 DDE
Hho, BELLOBMES2IZIZERTLIILENTES
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LBbhs 5 2 DOREDOTNEM > OBETH U DT 2 2 &

II. REEOMENHR

H - # (1965), #aF (1965), &A (1968
a) pickBE, BEOEE DL TOWEIZIZKT
LT22o0HIHnH3E LTS, FhiE, BENE
EE (B aR) L RIS (EE#ER
ThHb,

REEARERR
(Intra-attitude organization research)
ZDIBBITILOWRIE, BEEZNEERT 504
DHDRSG BRER) LHEICST, ZhsORS
DFEEZSL, ZhoDHEOMERMEHEL £ &
T25HDTHD, T48bb, HEIMRIINT ZREE I
BOWT, ZOEERERT 20 2LDORIEREL,
I SO ERRCEREEE 2 S 2 EHT 5
L, BENEBEMROFLZELTH S,
Smith (1947), Campbell & Fisko (1959), Rosenberg
(1956, 1960 a, b, c, 1965, 1968), Krech, Crutchfield,
& Ballachey (1962), Carlson (1956), & (1968 b),
Ostrom (1969), Kothandapani (1971), Kernan &
Trebbi (1973), Norman (1975), &4 (1978) etc.

HEE ISR

(Inter-attitude organization research)

Z DB OFRIE, H AR T HEEE HME
ORI T LEEL LD LD 2BEERFO» L v
STERBHALLIIETELDTHE.Tbb, EL
DX RN BEREERIC ED L 5 R EBRITEE
T20Hh, i, IOUHOEEERMHERECLYDL S 2
BEHSH 2 D BT 5 2 L3, RBEMEEHED
FRELTH S,

Thurstone (1934), Carlson (1934), Ferguson (1940),

Eysenk (1951), A (1954), BE%F - fAR% - f2E (1953),

IR - M7 (1960) etc.

IN6 2 DDEEREOHEIIDVLTOSEE, &
RPHBRIEE E RS> TV EEBLHE2, AADL-T
WREEE R, HARRIAH RIS HEE EEL OXf
R T BHEE L1231 T, BEEO#E I DV THE
TRHEIEREMRIETHHLERDNS, L, H
he Al - R « BEROHBERLTVB LI, Zh

BLETHLEBbh 3,

II—1. BEBEDNRE

HEE D& IC DWW T, HEEIZIEERHI (cognition) -
4% (affect) « 778 (behavior) &> 5 3 DO ER
DbBEFRT LIS, BERIRE GHE) 0AT
BRENTVWBEFRTINB LD D,

AZRTHBE L L TORERE

Rosenberg & Hovland (1960) 13, HERE %, “HFED
B L C—EDHATRGT 246 ER (predis-
position) ThH %" L EHL, EBEOEEICOWLTII,
R R L TEA DR DRIE D & 2 2 BIERIRLS
(affective component), BEEEXTRIZ DO W TEA DO
520 5 7 3 EHIFIRL S (cognitive component), X &
12, MRIZX T BITEMER D S % 21T S (beha-
vioral component) M 3 DD M SR E LTV 3
& L7z, %72, Krech, Crutchfield, & Ballachey (1962)
1X, BB %, “SHRIZNT T % positive & 3 i3 negative
Ml (EE]) AIRK4Y (cognitive component), B &/
k4> (feeling component), {TEj{tEE I B 43 (action
tendency component) #» & 7 2 GEHE R TH 2" &
EELTND, Thbb, EEE2HINRIIHL T—
EDRH - BiE - TE R TTERNTHL L EEL, B
BEOBEEZREL LTINS I ODEFEEDTHED
Thb,

PR, S 3B ONTELEDTHAIVLERS,

RERI S

(cognitive component)

DT, ARSI RICOVTH > TWBETE
W HH-BR- B - B2k THERINT
W5, AARDEIRRIZOVTOEREZERED 5L
R 22 ik S Z ITEL D, ZDOMRIZDOWTDOFEA
PR T 5, I ORFBIRKS DR DREIC DV T,
A (1966, 1969) ZFEL WA, HAK (1968a) 133E
MRS O ThER E LT, OFHDOEE KQFEHD
HMEQ@FEHI D HBEH@RA O A OB DO RIFM,
EVD 5 DDRTEHEL TV b,
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MRS

(affective component)

ZDRBIE, HEMNRIZDOVTOREE (feelings)-1E
&) (emotion) B L ' % DFfli (evaluation) ThH %, %
niz, “BR-RN", “GE-FFE LrOFEB &
VBB TRENB.BA L HINREDEFRIIBNT,
BADERDBHE SN, ROBHEE/BLLVLIBEE
FoTwaRIFL TR “GFE” o “BFL W
LWL REESER SN, £ZORMOBEITIE,

“BRVT ED “EHELSRW o REESTR S
b,

TEHRIR S

(behavioral component)

ZDRFE, HERRICOVWTD, BE—ER, #
E—E#EE Lo BN EN» SBR I TV 3,
Z DITENIE S 12, REEOERERIAIE, T 4bb, 1T
BICERIERT 2K TH S, JhicL T, 3BH
B8 & URMBHIRS IITEHOARE2RE T 2D TH
3, TTENIRS 1L, HBXREDERND 5 I
B2 Bl ST E NIZH RN DS L VTEIOE
XTh 3,

ED XS 23RO TOESEE & ORRAHE

HEHIRBE DORERIRFFE

DRIz O W T, Krech, Crutchfield & Ballachey
(1962) 13K D & S ITBXRTW 5,

(a)ZFEFM: (valence) : Z#ix positive »H3\id
negative L »W\ o HAMKTH D, BESRIIN
T5FEDH 5 VIIFFEOEE2EIKT 5,

()% HRM - £&E M (multiplexity) : ZhiZEKS 2
BT 2BERDEENRBLUZOBRORTRDE
nas,

(c)—3%B (consistency) Z#hix valence ®
multiplexity & 1} 2 &R OBEEY Bk T
2,3 bb, BEARD valence ® multiplexity
DEBCBOTEDRBE-BLTwENEWNI Z
EThH 5,

(A H#SE (interconnectedness) : Zhidd 25
EHXhOBEL LD kS 2HEORKEE L OEE
LTwah, Thbb, BEOLENEEOH T
® interconnectedness 25 Z & TH 3,

(e)FIFNRE (consonance) : Z NIFREE R O—HDE
Brw>ZEeThs,

UEDE> 7%, ZRTHEZRE L TOREORES
Rosenbery & Hovland (1960) 131t L T \» 2 (Fig.
1o

Measurable Measurable
independent Intervening dependent
variables variables variables
- / Sympathctic ncrvous
:- = f responscs
y AFFECT Verbal statcments of

social groups, and other
“attitude objccts”)

- '\ affect
STIMULI (inbividuals, fo-c—-- / m—--- /

situations, social issucs, _,:ATTITUDES}—» COGNITION!}

Pcrecptual responscs

Verbal statemcnts of
belicfs

L-_---J\\\
- -/ Ovecrt actions

! BEHAVIOR } Verbal statcments

[ S \ concerning behavior

Fig. 1 Schematic Conception of Attitudes (from Rosenberg & Hovland. 1960)

INSDIXAVEENED L LT—RICED S
TLAHSHESTHDH, el T, EBE
EVIBEDFIIBOTHELE R D THEDICDONVT
13, Campbell, & Fiske (1959), Ostrom (1969),
Kothandapani (1971) & #3HF% L T W %, £
Kothandapani |3, Campbell & Fiske Q218 L /- HE

BENRST OIURZ 4 (convergent validity) & |73
324 ¢: (discriminant validity) % Ostrom OFFZEEHE
WCH->TEIET 2 2 L 2RAA, BEARS LT,
affective (feeling) component, cognitive (belief)
component, behavioral (intention to act) component
DEET S EERHEL TV,
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%7, ThoD3IRAEIRZERZTNEERE»DH
B2 EHNTH STV 3, HZ21F, McGuire (1969) 1%,
IRBRENSDOEDOXBI%2DIF 5 ENLETEL
BEEEECEOANMEESH L EERL TS, &
51z, Krech, & Crutchfield, & Ballachey (1962) i3 3
RO “BECEY BER8HE I L2RLE

#+. 5OHBEREDSHZ L LTS,

X512, BERRSCII—&ICE < Z L T positive
RN —BHZR LS LT 2EAEH S I EBLLRE
HeHN T3, (Rosenberg 1956 ; Fishbein, 1963. 1965
; Ostrom 1969)

B—RITHBLEE L TORE

Fishbein & Ajzen (1975) i3, HEE D 3 IOV
TRZ-IRBEH-oTWw3, Tihbb, BERRE
HIR S « SREIRIRR S « ITEIER A 2 &L L VLo e B IR
TR ESRERB I obY, BEIZFHED 2 &
BTH3 LI —RTENEBMERELB IR >72DT
b5,

Fishbein & Ajzen i3, EE% “52 shizdRO
HAHAEICOVT—E L ZFEN D 5 L ITFEEFER
BATRIET 2B E&hAEBEA THhoEERT
%, FLTHEEOEANFEL LT, OFZsh:b

No. 37

@ (learned) @178 % FHI¥ % b O (predisposition)
@D k> RITFAINRIHLT—ELFEEDS
WIidIEFER R b > T3 (comsistescy favorable
or unfavorable) ¥ \»3 Z L 2IERHL T2, X5 I
BOBRESICOVTRRDEICEL TS, BE
i3, stgcnT 2N D 5 L IFEEEEA TR
BRTEDHTH B LT %, =L TRAKKITIE, MR
PBHEERBUOUSAEBEMNEERLLTORER
(belief) TH v, TEIRGRTT I, BBE L1TE) & ORI OB
NEBETZDLLITHORER L L TOTHEKN
(behavioral intention) TH 5% & L T\ 3,

ZZTR, BT L TOBE TIRMEECHE
HEHRHLELENTVLIEED I DOBRERIE, Th
FhRIDOLDOTHL L LTV EbIE, ZLTIH
SR - 52 - TTHEROMRIE L Z 0 EL D
DOBFRTIZ % L, 28 2T DR (set) DBER & L
TLtHz26hsd,

ZDXIRHEE - Fa - THERLOBFREL, EiF
By« EIFRICHTZE T OB i & L T, affect
(feelings, evaluation), cognition (opinions, beliefs),
conation (behavioral intention), behavior (observed
overtacts) D4 DDA 7 IV —IZ4HEL, MARLL T
w3 (Fig. 2),

Beliefs about
object X
1.
2. Attitude toward
3. - - object X
N.
L}
L
Influence
Feedback

Intentions witn Behaviors with
respect to object X respect to object X
1 1.

2. 2.
3. 3.

Fig. 2 Schematic presentation of conceptual framework relating beliefs, attitudes, intentions, and behaviors with

respect to a given object. (from Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975)

COGNITIVE
COMPONENT

~ r'd
~ r'd

Y
ATTITUDE
|

AFFECTIVE | BEHAVIORAL
COMPONENT § COMPONENT

o

Krech, Crutchfield, &
Ballackey(1962)view

BELIEFS
(COGNITIVE)

ATTITUDES { emmmusp JBEHAVIORAL
(AFFECTIVE) INTENTIONS

Fishbein & Ajzen
(1972) view

Fig. 3 Two viewpoints on components of attitudes (from OsKamp, 1977)
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DED, BEOHEE®SRITHB L U—RITHIZ &
SZBEEHETH B, ZD2O20DEZHDEER
SOREDOHES L USSR OHEERMEFRIC OV T
Oskamp (1977) #3MR1LL T 3 (Fig. 3),

II—2. REMEOHR

EEBEDRED L 22 TR LI, BEOH
B2 OOHENT 258 H B, Licddo> TEED
BEOMRICOVTIE, ZRENDIFEH SHHFES
Tw3, T%bb, SRTHESL L TEEO#E S
&5 2 B8R, 3B MO—EM% (consistency) %
REEHHEYE (hierarchical structure) % Y ICES %&b
RTHET LI L%, Zhiex LT, —RTAIE
B LTHEEOBEL LS 2 5581013, Fa0TE
BB L T8 L EE L OBRICESA2E DY THE
T35 EDB%BN,

AREFEARR S D—REIZOVTOHR

Insko & Schopler (1967) i, EERN 3K D—&
HIZOWTOWELEEED TS, I TR, &8RS
Ix positive (H2» negative () & W\ S BfEH» & ZD—
e A—BIOLTEBEN TS, &5 Triandis
(1971) 4 —FHIZT OV T F EH TV B, S DL
253270, BERNRSO—BHIZOVTEEDTAH
VAR

(1)BEEH—R 4

(cognitive consistency)

i, BHADL ALV TO—H « A—B 2RO K>S
—EHOWETH 5, faF (1965) X, I DFFHI—
EMOME L EENSEMRICBIT 2—EHIIOWVT
OHFTLBDDTHBEEZTWEY, FHRCE
WTiE, BEOHERERD 1 > Th3BHNESTD—
B Rf—HIESRXHTTVBEEVLI AN, EBERN
B O—BHIC OV TOMEDOFIZED TE T2\,
% 7z, Triandis (1971) i3 Z D v~ TO—EHOHFFE
FHEEAEEOD—EMHOMFRL L THE-> TS, 20
SR — M DRFZE I D W T i, Fishbein (1967), H e
(1971) &8 F DT3B, ZLT IS DFFELS—M
i3 “—EHER GIEER)” LRI TWwEHOT
b5,

Z D921z Heider (1946) DR ICIHE R D TH
%, Heider (1946) 0“,x5 > ABEz&", Newcomb (1953,
1961) ®“A — B — X € 71", 0sgood & Tannenbaum

HERIREE ORISR

(19%5) o “@WE&MEDHEH”, Cartwright & Harary
(1956) » “Ix5 > A#E”, Festinger (1957) @ “S240
A FI#EER", Abelson & Rosenberg (1958) @ “/x
A< MY v 2R, McGuire (1960 a, b, c) @ “&
H—RBiED—EHEE", Rokeach & Rothman (1965)
D “BREEHOER" 2 EBEOMESD S,
noDOEBOBH L HP - BEF (1970) 13 “BEHER
OFN” ELTHAELTWwBDT, 20H TGO
b3 EIHr—kkT 5 (Fig. 4),

| Consistency approach ]

_,Newcomb
(1953,1961)
. . Cartwright&Harry—> Abelson &
Lewin— Heider——
(1935,1951) (1946) | (1956) figg%?befg
| ,Osgood & Tannenbaum_, Rokeach &
(1955) Rothman
Festi (1965)
estinger
(1957
Mcguire
(1960)

Fig. 4 cognitive consistency theory ®#h
(H - BEIR, 1970, P 287 “H 3 EEEHERZOFTN
BQUE7 3 )

I DORAN—EHOERNLE 2 HEEHF (1971)
IRD & 5 CBEHL T3, [ AR, st ABRKRE, B4
DR B 2V IIRHE - 58 - THMcB LT, R
HRE—EMERVICT 2 L5 RS TITET 5, L
TedSo TR—5 « FE—EHBE U, Fhid—
BOLBENZERRETH D, 25 LERERIZ, AR
WZES> TARERRETHBDT, BREMCED®-
TERMEE Z 2, ZOBERIZBHIELTHY, FD
SETRRLILSEEEE TH S,

(A8 — R E—RBR

(affective-cognitive consistency)

Ihid, BREILBEOLV AV TO—B - F—HER
DR —BEDHETH b, ZOLV~LICBWTEE
4~ %3, Rosenberg (1956, 1960 a, b, c, 1965, 1968),
Rosenberg & Abelson (1960) & D—EDIFRTH 5,

Rosenberg 13REEEA D RBAFRIRL 53 D 221k I3 FRAIHY
DBk ELIOL, RZOHLREKTHEZEL
TWw3, 7L THRENICE, BEFEZAVT TG
FIRAOEL 2B v 2 2EELTR,

Z 2T, Rosenberg iZfRIAEZRD & 5 KEDz, T
bbb, BENRIHTIRMEOR LA, £0
WRIZFEUV DOV TLERREHAMEBRELTWRIETTH
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3, 12, MRICKT 2 positive 7 BRMF I3 EE L flifE
DB LML L VIFEREFBUDLL, ZhIZHLT,
R IzxtT 3 negative R BREIZZ DEBO S /121
kb L7,

wiz, BEEACEL TIUTO L ) REXNGR
2RLY, Thbb, BEORBENSG L RS
DPHHEIC—HL TV ABEICRZFOEERTEL K
Bizhsd, Lrl, BIENRS L BHHIRS L BBE
WIZFA—BThHNIE, FO L5 ELR—BuIxXT 2@EA
DFHEFRS (tolerance limit) 28 2 2 £ TZ DHEEIZ
REERREICH B, 2D LI ERRLEEDORES
TR BICIRRD 3 DDOHEDD L, @F—B x5 &
B LEERPILERLDELLISa=r—Yay
DT, OF—K L k- 1-BERRS & RHBIRS &
AT AL TREDSHEEI»S, OF—
BEPEUCSEREMCERT S, ThbbRBRER
BEBIT,

P E® & 3 1z Rosenberg 1%, BAERIRL T DEALHF
HIWES OB 25| 28 2 LEERETE L IREIC R
3 &S BIERR SRR S O— B EEIEL T
w3z, izl T, Carlson (1956) IZ32HIFIE S —
BRI LS —BHICOWTHEIE L, X5,
Rorier & Lott (1967) ¥ GSR (Galvanic Skin
Response) Kt 2 BIFHRIG & L, REIRIEICIZRE
B RPEE (self-report attitude scale) ZF W T—EBM%IiZ
DLTHIZEL, PHIRIRSRENRS &> —BiE
BHEIEL T35,

PED &> nRME -BRN—8M I, RM—E%
LRI A AL RS T 4 v 7 (homeostatic) L {RFE I
bETSWTHRSNTW S, 72, BATIE, Milne &
Meier (1976) »% Rosenberg (1956, 1968) & Rosenberg
& Abelson (1960) DOEE—-BAMO—EMHHERII OV
T, 757 4w 7 RIMBEMSHIEL T,

QEEE-RM—THH—RM
(affectivecognitive-behavioral consistency)
Zhi3, EEERNKS DR « B - T80 3 DO

REREMO— « T2k —BHOWHETH 3,
HED IR, FhEhdguEe—a88sRe
3 LT AERAMSHD E NS T ERAETRL 2 & DA<
FHLNTWBEDED, O ERFEIFLLIELT
WRIEI—BLEBEREZRLTOLRY, Thbb, EE
OTE L OBRICBVT, ZhsDORAEO—EME%:
T HHZEH L B LR L T 55,
Insko & Schopler (1967) i3, Z» 3 O—&
HIZOWTOWE L, TBHELOER L L TORE

B oL E

No. 37

—BHIBIZE (L (affective-cognitive change as a
consequence of behavion change) * Z241—RXEHNE
{ED#ER £ LTDITEIE{L (behavior change as a
consequence of cognitive-affective change) & (2431}
TWw3, ZL TITHELIC D & DL BE - FTHNELL
DFBIBEAE LV EO—BRERT LBRTW 5,
Insko & Schopler DIFE*MHEICE L DB LELUTOD
LIk B,
OIFFELIC b & D BE —RAWE L
ZHIIEBERC REACZDOEAD L > TV 54
B+ RXTDEEE (counterattitude) % EFIAIIC & &
®, FREH LI ERABORL AL L5 &
T25DTHB, TROLEARZESD L >R
DITHBEE T2 L5 CEFORHAPRE LR
BREWVWIHRELZH ETVLTWVE, 20D ZITE
DOELHRE « BHOE LRGSR I T EVLI 2 &
PEIF L H DIk, Bostrom, Valandis, &
Rosenbaum (1961), Culbertson (1957), Harvey &
Bevely (1961), Janis & King (1954), King & Janis
(1956), Stanley & Klausmeier (1957), Zimbardo
(1965) 7= ¥ OHFEFISH 5,
QFTHI—BIBENELIC b L DL ITHEL
IHRIEBRENCIBEACHBN LRI I2=7—
varkBz, Fhicb EOLEEBHLL D &
T25DTHB, Tbb, BACREA—RENZ
TMNBINRIEFRICE b 2> TITHOERELB Z
BTHA2IEVIRERZOEDNT S, 2D L
BEIF LT H DL, Greenwald (1965), Duncker
(1938), Lewin (1958), Coch, & French (1958) 7 ¥ %3
bb, LoL, ZOBLIZH L TIL—BEHIZZOE
EREwI»HIVE—ERHEIRVELIFHR
(Fleishman, Harris, & Burtt 1955 ; Festinger 1964,
etc) 2 RLTW3,
Insko & Schopler (%, BEEWN 3 K5 O—EMHITDOW
TOWELZZFEDTVBRITEIEL THWEVLDTD
%%3, Norman (1975) 2 Zh & 3RS D—EMHIC DOV

TEEFL T %, Norman iZRosenberg (1960 a, 1968)

O % b Lz L, BiE—RHMo—EHRsELE, £
BOTEOFEICIENTHE L HIFERERLTY
%,

BREEAMS NIBE >V TOMR
PLED &> nreENERSO—BMIcEEL T, BE
AR5 OB ERIMEE (hierarchical stracture) % #2018
L7zdDH Kernan & Trebbi (1973) T& 3,
Kernan & Trebbi i3REE NS & L T, RE—=ZE
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—>{TEIE W HEEREE 2R L7, T4 b5, Kernan
& Trebbi i3 Rosenberg (1956, 1965) iz & 2—BMH D
HREEL, —BEMERLEIETEIRALTRY
T4 RIRED SHEBEEIC DWW TEIEL T,

TROL,“UBNII 2=y —ya i3I THEED
AR CIERT 2, L7208 TRARS CIZE
LEEALT—BBET S, ZLTH L+2REHE
tH2VRFHOFEBSII 22— 3> (T
EONEA) Lo TET IR, T—BuIH¥
LREMMEIEZ Sh b Z itk D, BEOBRENRK
PSRBT B EICR3,"DF D, FAWES T T
AEMEFGALRT—BEREL, BERNBED—EM
EROOIBIEHIK D 2L EDTH D, 272
FRIC, BUBHIRS O EEA TR —BUIXN T 217
B (BX) BoomtEssz s nik, 78 (BEX)
B IR 52 Licik s,

Z LT, ZOREBIRE * RAE-RIBEEL & &

(Cognition— Affect)

Cognition change, Affect change,

given Affetive change
(Affect — Behavionr)

Affect change, >
given Behavior change

(Cognition— Affect— Behavior)

Cognitioe chahge,

Cognitive change,
given Affective and >
Behavioral change

given Behavioral change

SHIEE OGRS

given Cognition change

Behavier change,
given Affect change

given Affective change

Affective change,

BE-TEELE W 2 DONDOBEFRICERLT,
RIEL T3, Txbb, BRIFELLSH BFIZZNIC
HATT BEAEABLTH D, [THELLEBI 255
WRZNCRITTIRERBLTHE L LTV,
ZZT, BAEMSBBEELEL WIBRICDAR> T
Fzhud, bL, BB 2 FRAECBERL
TWT, ARG Z TRERLCERLTVLS L
BHEsnniE, BAECIRELCOLERET
» Y RBBEERCRBAECOLEFREZETH DL, TD
Z EFEIEShhE, RE-BE L v FEEEEL
MRENDZ LD, FIEDZ L1208, BE L1TENC
BLTHETF L, BE-TE & v O BENEE
BRENBZ LT D, Lizh>T, UE2DO0D%ME
R S i, BHE-RBETE & v S BEREE
MEFINDI LD, TS DREITRENCIT
ROED & 527’z 3 (Fig. 5),

Y Affective change

Affect change,
given no change in Cognition

» Behavioral change
Behavion change,
given no change in Affect

Cognitive change,
given no change in Affect

> Affective chahge,
given no change in Behavior

Fig. 5 Condition for Cognitive—Affective—Behavioral Hierarchical Structure

Z DKernan & Trebbi O EEHIHEE 2 5% (1978)
WIRREE L 7223, 3 A4 P D B IERIAEE DRI RE &
NAERABALNETNI LRV EVLIBOERL »
Brrescanhol,

Ldl, 2OLdRBE»SEEOHEE2ET 5
ZrRFEHCETIEEbNhS, DD, HBADHE
BEESII 22—y a v AORIGEENELTWL
Z20THhNIE, a2 —varDRIFOT
BHRZEDII 2= —Ya Y ORBEINTBE3ZFFD
BECL->THEINLIOTHNIE, TOLD BHE
DOREIEEDOEHLCEEDER L EDOSFIZENR

BREE5Z2ZL08TE3EEbNS,

CHES - BEFE - THORIFRIC OV TOHRE
DUED LS hEEANRSHEICBITIMELRE LS
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VHERE LTI D F N F L DOBERIZ D W TEBRZE L Bf#
RLTWw3,
bbb, Fishbein BH{AL 72 & 512, EBE R
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ZL L FHMAO A R REOBRLELTES 26N 5,
L 72585 T, Fishbein DE#Hi3, TRL - —EHER
(consistency theory) ¢ L CT#F1HE % (summation
theory) LIFIFh TV 5,
21T, #BMEHICB T Fishbein (1967 a, b) i3
E4 LR L OBOBRIC OV TRD & 5 kKA %
RIET %,
mprmi
Ao=the attitude toward some object “0”
Bi=belief i about o, that is the probability
that o is related to some other object x:
ai= the*evaluative aspect of B that is,
the responder’s attitude toward xz
N =the number of beliefs

ZORE, HEIMRICHNT ZEFEIIZONRICET
BZDADERE Z 0o OELOFMEFIEIE & DR
THBIELRRNLTWVE, 22T, FRLEELOHN
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ZD &S E» 5, Fishbein (1963, 1965, 1967 a,
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(1971), Smith & Clark (1973) & »SEERE & {E 2 & D%
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Z Z T, Fishbein (1967 a) i%, HEEEHE:E % {Hi{EFEAlE
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WA EITEBKREY, LT Fishbein 13{FHI
Rosenberg DR ERD L HITRL T3,

Ao= 3 1i Vi
p]

Ao=the attitude toward the object

I; -the belief or probability that the object
will lead to or block the attainmment
of a given valued state 7”

Vi=the “value jmportance” or the amount

of affect expected from valued stafe ‘%
N =the number of beliefs

Ric, EELFBCOVLTRZEICTHERZED
TEZTVD, Thbb, [THERLEE LTEHEO
AT O £ VITHORERE L TERSND, TL

B K E

T, ZODHEE L1788 L OBRIZKRD & 5 2BHA TR
%t 3 (Fishbein 1967 b),

No. 37

B~ BI=[Aactlu, + [ NBiMCi .

B=behavior
Bl=behavioral intenfion
Aact = attitude toward performing a given behavior
in a given situafion (attitude toward act)
NB =normative beliefs
MC =motivation to comply with the norm
wo, w=empirically determined weights
N =the number

ZoRiE, 178 (THER) LTI 28EE &
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(consistency approach) »{7EIRIZHZE (behavioral
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bDTH2, ZDIMSFHEO—EMER (consistency
theory) i1 Insko & Schopler (1967) iz L H ST W
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(behavioral theory) 1t Fishbein (1967) iz £ & h
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