BRUETHE D 7 — ¥ fRFTIc b & oK
NEtTEoEFER D ERAL

—1L. Guttman @ Facet Theory ®EH—

pli

woo—  *

I [FCBHIC

RIRBDRE—

HEHBRSTSTORBEICL-> T IS FOBBICHEShE, T
3. OBZEORE, QMR EBLIEHRZOEH, L5 2 >OREELEY Lif 5,

O HLAHR. 2OBEOREICL-> T, " HABEEMZD FICHAELT
WBETADEEREMT B HE L THABRAEEBRT 5% 02
SOOI T o B, BIEICIERE. . X&F. BE, &, #Ehss
JEoBERO THEKST (BERISTTD . & TRESTT @K, B %E
Wi Tz 7 27 v VORI BAREEC X 2EHEHEE), & 17y
JIEEE (HHEE. 72 b, S50, 537,

@ HEFER. TN LT IELOBHIC K -> T, "RENEE BT
2HEE, & TFEWEMRICEYT 2T HT SN B, BiEREAEEEOBA
HIBHE CH KRB R, M, PR BEE. A, B{Eus, A5
BEE, REREABEEOER. . RO, FHl. A%, EE., BELLS%
FH>bDEINTEI, FIEId "EERAE "FERE, —EAMcR TER
FE THERMIALL BEBLI—LLbh, BER TER (R #Ei
TEEEAE ) (bA2VWIRIMELZSH T TEHAR) LrdhTxk, "BERAE,

DM Fav=ny=, FlE— BOB—R MEBE0ELE] YEER. 1968
o
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& THEEAA ) oXBlicow T, MR, EESEREEOHEN. HE
F, oK. KPNEERTH DI LT, BERHAEEOBE RN, —
i, EREN, BRMRES T LV @It EovT, TERFAE, )
HMERFE O R — VBRI R S W B & 5 BBE 2 55 4 7OERIFEAS
fFbohsoicxt LT, TRBERAE, T THREEOEEAHAEE (B o
EHOERICHT BRIED/ s —vick-TE S 2 BEEERE & THRAEED
REFE A GEHEE (TAT), BREE (PFT), SiEdHE (WA), ETRE
(SCT) #BEDTuY 7747« FAMIBHEICE > TE S Z BRI
BEHVON G, EEREEOMEEIC LTI, HICREMSAD UM
RIEDERLORENE 72 EREAIH DI b2 WA BRI OWLWTRZ DA
DIEBULIC & 78> THT TIHYOEIHAFTOERE D H 5, &  ITHEEDOH
BHOTT O IEFI I TEERIERE, LrdhTeh, REMNL DI L.
Guttman @ "Scalogram Analysis (RE4#77%) J TPartial Order Scalogram
Analysis (E5RESHrEE) , TSmallest Space Analysis (RDZERIDHT) 4
"Multidimensional Scalogram Analysis (ZBRTTRESTE) ) K EDBH 5,
ST, kD S Guttman OEFEICBIL Tid, PlbED X S S8 b 04
MBS DBRS LN TEL, LA IDOK) BEHIE N E THEHEEL M
ZEDIHIICHELTETEBD., TOXHUHREDHICH - T Guttman OF
ENEIMBEOT SN RS EVIFHLBVTERAL DL LDETH
510, L LBEoSEOAEBS (inventory) 7213 Tk LET BT &
bTERV, LEETSVSFTHEL, HEMNFOFHICEVTH, BIEOK
HRIECEFTHEETHD, TNIEEREEOHDOFEE L TMNEST SN
TIED TREBEEREF O LIKEEDTH S, hF T Guttman DERKIC
2DVTR. ZOEFEOAIEICERNYU TSNS ARMSE, T I LPIIKTT
12k~ 7: Scalogram Analysis. MSA, POSA. SSA #i & OfiiEsstt&0HEY
OFEIKIc B 2REEREEORBICEL L TELEEHIREL, LMALL2IE
Guttman O¥#EIdVWHW 5 TREFRIEL OHANICEEE 56D TREL,
Thalz Ta oL AiTEhoEEROERLE R Licdic B0 TEY
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KFHBS NS ME R SRV DTH B,

b - & b Guttman DEEDOFHEICBIT 2 D&k H LHKDOHEF IR, Lo L,
M LSHARLZFTOBKES L BVA LA LAKY, TOEIKDVLTIEE
TOFABKETH A 5,

1978 &I, Jossey-Bass ftic & 3 Social and Behavioral Science Series @
1flf& LT S. Shye #&®D Theory Coustruction and Data Analysis in the Beh-
avioral Sciences DRI Nz, TOEY)Z Guttman & Z D 7 v — 7 HEERE L
TEIEREFECODVTOERKEBHELLODESVZZDTHY, 20
&BHIC 13 Guttman /MBS N TV B30 TH 30, 2OHTI D/IMED
EHRZOEDI D IBRTWV B, '

"Facet Theory OMEIT & b7 > T, HEICTE > TR UH T, Louis Gutt-
man (3 B I3HEFEPCLEEE [>T ). ABITEOZHZER OS>
EDTVBLEVIEREE >IN - TEL, POSHVZHFREENE
WOLDBOEDTHEED b, CLAF—IRFTDLDDODTH B, KFH
H5EELPZHL2MFEOREL VWS> oRZhEBVICHVTRVWEWVS T
E72& Guttman $EZ 7o, phid THEOEZE] © BEELF]. 503
MHEHOEE] 2 HETHERF) LV bDEEFERLTVRL?,

#@& D S. Shey (&, Guttman DOFFRE% 3 S DFEKICXAIL TV 5, O
B (0% 0 ENERED) 0rd oS or— TEROERR) —EHK L.
RT3 DEE (techniques) DEA%: Mapping Sentence DFHEE &S %
7z Facet Design, @7 — # fi##t (Facet Analysis) D 7-%D$iE: Scalogram
Analysis, SSA, MSA, POSA. Median Regression Analysis 7i &'& #4 5
DaAvEa—4 7056, QAMITEOEEOERL: F 1 ORI B
2 ORI OEFEROFEA. FhTHB, L T, Shye i2. 5K Guttman
DR EHFEOWREEMN, (NI s 3 >DFFEEOENDHEZF A EiFs &0
SEREBH 7o, QTSI ODFEEE 1 DDFEELE -2 2kE LTERLYE

2) S. Shye, ed., Theory Construction and Data Analysis in the Behavioral Sciences,
Jossey-Bass Publishers, 1978, xix.
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WEWS R B -2y EWVWSHY, T T Guttman DR & HEIOVWTHER
FHCEBIET 2 EOMPIRE SICCDAICH B EVZIEDTH B,

Guttman O & HFEICDVTIE, & SIIRERD THERIARE, ~OF#KE L
SEMO GBRETEBHTEIENTEEITHAH, TbZ dbitRFAROBED
BRIz DIE 1930 FEAKIEDT 4 ) HITBVWTTH » 7o 1930 FEALIRTO

R TEDX DI THRIEHMO AR ZERICHDES TEMBTEBH,
FED &S IcT AT, SBETEE VAR EHMER 2 BEHICE Y &
ST EMTESD) LI 2 >ORELEEE DL TV, BRI GHED)
EROICEAIERERCL ZHEAER. —HIcB0 TR THEA) 2K L
o THRAROKREW & VO REERR L, AtV Tid "HEHE, b
Lo THEE, LI HECK > THERBERONEMEE W 5 REERR L 12
HRAEABEEOSHAMRIC B 2RIEELBNELRE LS LIEVWDOED
BZDHTH B, UIBEREGHGRHAET — 7 PHRIBFOT X TOMHBICE
FAEBHMES LTEBENSE LI ->TEL, KED I VY H Vv KRED
ICPSR (Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research),
FEEROT v 7 ARKFESSRC FH&E 7T —=Hh 1 ¥ (Social Science Research
Council Survey Archive). FA4 YD vy K¥FEHLAEFRT—HA4 Y
(Zentralarchiv fiir Empirische Sozialforschung). 7 5 » 2 ® SOFRES 7
L3, BAGHEET -5 2E - B - REFEL TV 2HMBBE L TLCADS
hTws, HABBEO DL > NHEIE LOREIC LD LT, HAETIED
SFICBVTIHAERKSER (R. K. Merton DFHZETVWAIE "HEOEKEE
¥ OB DI IS RIAEATHE S AR DIEFRY ) VA B DM ERDI N, fo &
213 B. Berelson (3 1930 £E4» 5 1313 20 FERIC b 12 2 HERIFFE D RaL A RRET L

3) [E&. pp. 5~7.

4) BV v, BRHEER tRmiEo%RidE, T[KYOWA AD-REVIEW] No. 51,
WAL, 1970 £, 52 Ho

5) L de Sola Pool, Pablic Opinion, Handbook of Communication, Rand McNally
College Publishing Company, 1973 4, p. 817.

6) RK=—t v, ZFEEEI»R MMHAERLHELHE] »99ERE. 19614, TH,
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T "B OF— I DBBAERONTELICODLLDLOLT, HBVRENPZIC
EVIHIRENS LNV, HROREBI LB TRV, EBRTVE, &
7- W. Albig & 1936 ZE» 5 1956 F£ £ TD POQ (Public Opinion Quarterly)
BRbLN I MRIAFROME 25387 L T TREIICE S Wi BRHIMR 1T,
LELEITR 1o RENEREEIERE IO, L0 O EERE
CELTVWSE, E5IFDEOMHRBIFEDAHRIC>WT B. C. Hennessy (2
EDLHITEVTVS,

bbb B ELFHROMELZE S ICW > TVIEW, D% D RERIICHEEF
SN ARITEO—MLIC D EDKHERAIE VD bDERF> TV, oo ha
AR IBERRED B F THRONHOMKIE E 3 F FH¥MERIT TV
%%
B¥EOREIEFNET— 5 LOMBIERICL > THIb3h 3, EH56H
£ EXTHOBTETORFRFBELLTV, BEOHRBHEIZ T — s 8% <.
ZFHITL SRTEFUBDIB VDI TRBGEBRTER"Y) OBRBIcEEE -
TV EVSHIEIRCDTH B, Z I dV > T HHERHEORFEL DAL A
BhrofcbiF TRIEV, VI FTHHEL, TORBTRES RTINS E
WD 3, Paul Lazersfeld i & » TRERD Tt zmaAEE ) 25 TREBROHRE
ERIEXIHOLNT, WbW3B Survey Research D Fik ) IcE T ot
EWVWH T ETHB, D Lazersfeld DFER & ISR TFEORF /DS S 1
SDRAE LT Guttman DEFEEHFEILEBTEIDTH %,
CO/PNRITB VTR, Guttman DR & HEICO VO TERRI S BB AT
L EbIT, TOHRDAAITOVTHERRTVL DTH 3,

7) BXuvwwy v, ilg#axX. 54 Bo

8) W.7iky 7 TRHED 204F, (74 ) Hh—7+] Vol. 4, No 1, 1958 &, 18 H,

9) B. C. Hennessy, Public Opinion and Opinion Change, Political Science Annual,
1966, p. 252.

10) BAE/E TERGRROER) RRAFEHRE. 19694, 353H,

11) B. Xv vy v, RitBiwX. 51 Ho

12) EARIERR TRLEDHEFE]) ki, 19795, 92-122H,
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II. Guttman @ Facet Theory

HEFOMERICB T 3REOEF B VTIE TERL £ b THR, MNER
INBLIICHE-oTVB, ETAH THER, LV HEOERIINLT L UM
TR ARHTENCRES 2 HAIORR L ER DBV, 2 TARMITHO
FEUOERLETRRICT 2EROERGMEL 125,

Guttman OEHDES:

HHE IR THEDLDD 1 DOEHEDONRTE, & THEOKREBIIEEED |
Al EO—BIBET 2 1 2ORHTHO, M BICZD & D EKED

5vaF—)

Ui} ﬁ%%ﬁﬁé@f&éo

COEHED» ORBEDOHERIR "HEO 7Y v Ol & THEOEROS
rao EVWI2DODRBBIEMNSITET ENG, T TN LT, #HEH
FOFRICB VTR, ABITEHOBEDO-HDOEEIFDFEMERIN TS
1o WO ETHEL Guttman BERA L2013 "ERIKTERE) THB, D
PERMAR L L ABIE L 1. BANIcL A3, AENRELEBOBD 1D
LM (HERIEE) © 1 >0kt GRIRE) 1T 52 EThs, £ T,
OEENSE. ONEOREL 1 3HEH. OBOBODEK O BoL >~
V. EERTAIEDBHMEEN D, INSTnZENMBLUT O 3FEEHD Facet i<
ST 5 &3,

(1) Respondent (AEXIRE)

CCTRIBIC SN TV BITHOEARD I & TH O @H I3 TERS TR T
FE, THRE, TINAL REOHEMBEEE— "EREH, "T7-2 e v—+

(face-sheet) IHH '€ 7' 5 7 + v 7 (demographic) IfH, & & kidh
B—it&-TESZAONB, THODEHAR., 7F— yBICET VWL T,
OAERREOREF T 2REMERFT T 2 v 0ER, QHRZEHEE
(BHER) 25T 5.0 0ER GUAZE). L LTHVWSh B,

—638—



HREHEED 7 — ¥ T b &5 < ARIITE R OER(L

(2) Domain (BEAZR)

IR DAV vF—va vOXR (object) &, (A VT vyF—vavD
B (modality), 43 5h 5,

9, (Bl TR, BRfEARTEINETL OIS T T OMNRHED
FiFohnTE ., THid B Berelson ® "KL & XA dhiIEDL D BEHOE
ROTghicBid 27— Tb (&2, B, M. Efstr S, BRE
TEIEE), FEMOTE, T, KRG, S SICIEERR. EERET
BRHEFAE L VO FREFAOVTERRINCED 5 T EDAIERICE - 712%) 0D
EEICRICRBREN TV S, ZITRHIBRINSD X X OHREHRE
KRBT Bt E D& D BHERIHHZERT 20 L 05T ETH B, O
Bl Guttman @ Facet Approach iIZBWVT 4T L STHRICHESED SN
TVWBERVALBY, TTTR OV v 5 —va YONRELIHRER
— HAMEHE— BT 5. QHARFI B s ER— AR Y ER
—AEERT R, £V 3 2o DIERERELTBELL,

- ¥z, (i) B L Tid. Guttmanid. Dcognitive, @affective, @in-
strumental, ® 3 >R, (modality) ZBIEHICXBILTW5B, TD 353k
1. M. B. Smith o "Z&fIE ) TEEHIRIE TBEREMAIRIE & OB
kS D% T. Parsons & A. Shils @ TSRS TH & 7 ¥ AWIERSY
TEEMEAIERSY ) &0 ERO—BRIERVICEEHE L TVWEEVWRL B, 220
3MEREATES S Lo TEL T, ) TE) L0 AHOEEBE
DHFEIC XL L TV 5,

(3 Range (REEOKMIAE KT ZEE O )

Guttman (¥, HAEZOHEMEHICHTZ2AVEDEZEDOL ¥ VitbEoW

13) B. XLy v, B, 52 Ho

14) M. B. Smith, The Personal Setting of Public Opinions: A Study of Attitudes
Toward Russia, D. katz et al. eds., Public Opinion and Propaganda, The Dryden
Press, 1954, pp. 295-305.

15) T. Parsons and E. A. Shils, Toward a General Theory of Action, Harvard
University Press, 1954.
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T AFEITEE O 2 ORERICRIERIC S ET %, attitude, intensity, clo-
sure, involvement, norm, intelligence & EMBFNTh 3, Th 5 I ARTE
@ principal components ("FEHR, 23 VWRHE¥ENERLZHAVT "FEX
) LXINBILbH B, HeDY 1 7DITE—3 53 principal com-
KoWTOLV Y Y (AEDHRE) E>XDEBYTH S,

Mattitude i3 1 > DF5OXIF (object) X 5 TIMITH I 7 4 7, b5
I AN T 4 V) COEEOERE, Qintensity i3 1 > OFF S ORFIH
5 IR, p 5 TRRBC KLV, $ TOEE O, Gclosure HFTE
DHR (objects) Dy F DEAT TFEHICHRH, » 5 TFERIHIKI, ¥
TOEZEOE, @involvement i3 1 >DOFF5OHEICE LT TIEEIchbhb
3,05 M2Rhhrb o5V, £ TORZOEE, ®norm it Msollen (should
be)s KDL TOEEDHE T, £DL Y Vidb SHEMIBLT T2 TH5,
75 TRETH & TOEEOHRS, Gintelligence 133 3 KB TR 1B
LT FEEIKEL L, 5 EERE>TV S, E TOEEOHM. TH 5,
DI &5 Guttman O X 5 T3, BRIKIEE I BT 3'ER (statement)
~NORIZER, "5 5 BN ZY73 MRIEICRE S hicdiiik) o bic, z0H
NS TS (LIt folE) TIEFSY A2 LnTE BRAS
TRIGDE] 12d &5V, EWVWZEDTH B,

ponent

ST, Db &5 uEANHE (Facet Design) %F&% 2725 — 98T
(Facet Analysis) <& &2WT, ARIfTENCBIJ 5#E:A] (Facet Theory)
BEMMEEINTELD, ZHo5ROXFDOIBHICEEHONBETH A,

(1) BiFHBILR (monotone) (R8T BHEEERAI

—% 1 OE—

RERE O3 | ORI S 13, RERE ORETAE RIORIR I3 BAERAR AT Ly MR
B752hEa sl =4 FRXBS5BVEVSIEDTHS ("Matrix of
Correlation (FHBHTF, ik > THHENB), TDX I RERITBE 40 F
b1 NV EDEEICET 33 8T 0EINAEICBOTERE LRIES h
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TETBD, FHHERELHMET 2 b0 80 EL Lich iz DR T LD
BHEOSHRINTETVS, BRI AR, BERAECHEERETCHV O H
HZHEHHBICIEE 7 7 20 ¥ o OMBBIRSRONE L VWS T ETH B, &
IAMINETHRELRES N 0L Y BERAFEAICE TEHEDL 3RS
Guttman DER[LEF 12 L FNITESEMH 57D TH 5, Guttman [FRHE
WERMHABTO 7 — s AV T, —HIKBOV TR I OEAIBE D & 5 15 ARHT
FcBOTERO ISP, MACBOTIRIOEANED LI BEHEDS &
THRO MDD, KOV TREIFEED TE /1, BIFICOVTIR, TOEANE THE
By Wb il TiTE, —RReTEN. BUBHITE. EENITE
WTh, 7o TRERE DFEBRT — 2A—HIRE. il BEIL. FEE. ALEE—
KOV THYTRES MRS, THIEEDSE 1 Dl TBI5 D% | ok
A, BmEBERILENTE L, BEHIKOVTIZ T8 1 OEERL 20 S5
LLTOEDLIBHDOBPEOhITENTE L, ONra N 3FEHE BHER
Gge, A L) oIHATR IR SRV, @ OEE (FfE. 5k E)
OFEH FE—GRIcHT SHZEE TR IR S0, OWFEEE TEE
Al I NI AV ETRTNER SRV, OREE (FIEE, A5 E) DFEIH
HoBKRABPHEICHTH GREMTAL) TRIFEE SN,

(2) % (polytone) BAGRICBIY BFEEA!

DEREEROERR—

CHIRER EHEO ARITEOHEORBRICDWTOERITSH 5, BRI
W2z iE. intensity, closure, involvement (3 attitude X L TE N EFNEL TR
BRERD, MU B2V V) FR NFH, MFHOEREZRT LV
DTH 3 ("TMedian Regression Analysis (FFRERIFESHT) L Ik > THITE
n3),

(3) AM{TENCRIT B AEEMORFOEEICEIT 5L

—8 2 OEA—

C OFFEAGEHEMICEFABRATRI NGB8, Tho#EAE (BRE

HE) o T, oV TOERI S ESVTERMLEN S, ZOLBI

e
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FacetD®F DR
— elements & regions & DiFGME —

Facet M %% —Z M 0 4%

HBOFESL S OX 3 BHFHEVL D v
Polar
DL SV (VER) IZ5EIT 5, a

HBOFEENDE DN IZWL DADREL
Modular
M & T2=M & 2EIT 5,

EEECLOrDNESLERIZZ T4
Axial a, a, as

AFBEIIIHEIT 5,

Mapping Sentence W51 5, it Facet Design DEAM L ETH
%, FFEEEMROBESR (BB oE%#ET 57/ Smallest Space
Analysis DEMIFHRTEBH W S, regional & &fH1) & h & EAIBRE
L&, HEEOEMERIBT 5 Facet 0% "8 %, . TheiEMo
regions I E|E 13 SSA DZERJITKIL L TW 5, Facet (DEBEXR) HZERE
DRENCB VTR THENCIE 3 >OEEAH 5, Facet S rank order ¥
12V b D TH B5E 13 polar, Facet 5 rank order 28> b DTh 2 IE
modular > axial LW DBZTNTDH %, BIE IG5 R 3 circumplex,
BFIHIGT 2R simplex & kidN B, D 3 >DOEHEOKREBHEAED
INT, RET 554805 cylinders (HfEH) . cones (AH#ERS). spheres (k
F2)\ cubes GIAH) D& 5 BERMFHIBEER T Liciid, ZhZhoX
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Ficxtind 2 ik i3 Cylindex, Conex. Spherex, Multiplex & kidh 3
(Guttman, 1980),

. Guttman DBEEH
Guttman 75, BREHEEOERE MY 2 AU L OREZOHBEICH &S0

T. ANB1TE)#% attitude, intensity. closure, involvement, intelligence 73
EofEE (varieties & 5 W3 classes) ICHIERNICOHEL LI EIDVWTRYT
TlebR7z, LUFiesLTiE, hoothh SEERIC intelligence,  atti-
tude, involvement @ 3 D %HY FiFf, Guttman & ZDHE S V—7D T
2 b & TEAUE) oA OVWTHENM LTV TEITT B,

(1) ARFTEHC DWW TOHEEIE
— R ENERE —

Guttman & 7 O3 7 )L — 7Ic & 5 intelligence, attitude. involvement
IZ 2> W T O formal definition iZ > XD EBY Th %, s formal def-
initionTH 5L TH5H 5, FFHBEOKCOE L ZLHMI 5L L bz, TDOH
AENOFRBOARGEEL TH 5, HAGERICOWTIE, Z D formaliza-
tion & DELET, S SICKRFAVMETH S LVH T EEMELTEE L,

Intelligence:

An item belongs to the universe of intelligence items if and only if its

logical
domain asks about a| scientific=factual |objective rule, and its range
semantic

very right
is ordered from| to with respect to that rule.
very wrong
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HIRE:
ErEL i RAN
& ZIEH OMRED | Bl =FFENL |RENEAICE L ThThkboT
BRI
FEEICELL
b, ZOEHDO L v IBFORAlIC>VT| 5 T

FEEICEE-TVS

WKIEFE S oNTVWBER SR, FLTEFOLEDIcBVT, Z0IERIZA
HEDIHE ORBRICB T 2 D TH 5,

Attiude:

An item belongs to the universe of attitude items if and only if its

cognitive
domain asks about behavior in a| affective modality toward an
instrumental

very positive
object, and its range is ordered from| to towards that
very negative

object.
RERE
Eoy 31 [:RAN
b HIEHOMGEEA S 2RI 5| BiERS | ERoTENIcBELT
PEA=Ri TRAN
feFhi-bDTHD, ZDOIEHD L v IYBZORRITH LT
FEEICEENTH S
»no FTRIEFES I SN TVWBRE ST, #LTEDH
FEHEICEENTH S

EFDItBWT, ZOIEHREEOIFHORHRICET 2 6D Th 5,
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Involvement

An item belongs to the universe of involvement items if and only if its

domain asks about the amount of contact in a[ affective

cognitive
instrumental

very high
very low

modality with an object, and its range is ordered from[ to

amount of contact with that object.

R

PHENY 7S
@%m@}ﬁﬁ@%MK%Lft

EEK
FThdbDTHhD, ZTOHADO L ¥ IYBZOHRITD VT ORI D
rtsﬁn:%}m

b HHEDHEESH ZHRICOVTD

»o
FERITEL

WT, ZOIEHIESOIEHORBRICET 26D TH %,

FTCRIEFSFONTVEHELIE, ZLTEDOMEDICE

CITRODED2HITHDVTHENTEE /2, 1 DIF intelligence, atti-
tude. involvement IZ > W\ T D Guttman DEZBNIRIEHI TH BDIE. Fh7F
h2BRGAEOHEHEB ICHT 2 HEOHA, »5ESXE5ELEnET
HBEVSTLETHD, TOLDRIENERPEAHINSE I LILL->T, —
HICBOTREROBENERICS ED THEE, 2B < 3H%FIC 1 >OfmE
DHOTIRSBMBBRENRENB I LI B EEbIT, BV TIIARNT
BoBEEL "Rty DEVE LTI ZHRPRENS LI >72DT
H5b, BEICOVTIR, IhET THARFEZOMTIR, K5 ~EKTiR
FTTICHELTLE > TVE DMV, HEHFICBL TR, K>~
XIRTCOMEEN, HRDOFE 1Bt 39, L) I EMERHIhTETVWED

16) RH=HS, FMiE MHaFE v r 77 GE3R] BEM. 19824, 18H,
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T, ELDHTEHERAEE VWHLRTIRERSEV, FCTHEEOBETEL
T 3153, attitude & involvement & & &1CdH 2RI >VLTOARED
TH—» 2 HEZOS 2EREE~NOEE L WO TO—TH %, LT3
5 attitude 235 2ETS5OMRICH LT, Z 0FBEMNRE (AIEH) BEENT
HBED. TNEDBENTH B0 EVD ZDITEIOHEM (directionality) %
AL TWVWBDIIXE LT, involvement 1217810 A alt & (3 MERARICHE R E
(EEE) HZDOREOHRICEDEEDOI LDV EVERE>TVEHENS
b/ (the amount of contact) DA EELTVWBEDTH 3, £ L Tfi&
DHLLED &S BEMEHIERIC S L OV TIR U TARITHOZEERIDER(L
ENBZ LB > EMEHI M RTNER S R0DTH B,

(2) B 1MiERA ——The First Law——

C T THUY ki 7z intelligence, attitude, involvement @ M 1 ®&:A, 12
DWW T D formal definition 3 Z NZFNLLTDEBO TH 3,

The First Law of Intelligence:

If any two items are selected from the universe of intelligence items,
and if the population observed is not selected artificially, then the

population regressions between those two items will be monotone and

with positive or zero sign.

KIBEDEE 1 ORI

& BEED 2 >OERHBESHEEDIHE ORHEA S X h e bDTH D,
FEWNRESEATEINL D THRVESIF, COBFBERIEHFICO>L
TOIhS 2 ->DOFEEMBOEYRIRE, b—v &), 75 2h€oDFK
EIBTHA D,

HIEEDE 1 DEAIIEE { @ Intelligence Tests # & B L CHEESNTX 7
M, TTTEHTAVHIEREEAZRSIABIZ6FH516FETORES
WRET S TT =7 25— REHMBERE (Wechsler Intelligence Scale for
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Children) ic & % Intelligence Tests DfEEAHIFTHB IS (F1) (Gutt-
man and Levy, 1980),

&1 Average Pearson correlation coefficients (decimal points omitted) between 12
subtests of WISC, over all age groups, Coefficients for 1097 Israel children are above
the main diagonal; for 2200 U.S. children below the main diagonal.

Form of Expression of Testee

Manual Paper-and-

Form of Expression Name of Oral Manipulations ~ Pencil

of Testee Subtest 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Oral information 1 — 51 52 58 46 36 40 38 42 34 31 30
similarities 2 62 — 42 58 49 31 36 41 41 35 29 25
arithmetic 3 54 47 — 44 36 43 34 33 44 33 33 32
vocabulary 4 69 67 52 — 60 35 41 44 41 37 31 27
comprehension 5 55 59 44 66 — 24 38 40 38 36 30 30
digit span 6 36 34 45 38 26 — 28 28 32 23 29 26
picture completion 7 40 46 34 43 41 21 — 45 47 45 25 31
Manual picture arrangement 8 42 41 30 44 40 22 40 — 45 48 28 35
Manipulations block design 9 48 50 46 48 44 31 52 46 — 57 32 39
object assembly 10 40 41 29 39 37 21 48 42 60 — 27 40
Paper-and- coding 11 28 28 32 32 26 29 19 25 33 24 — 23
Pencil mazes 12 27 28 27 27 29 22 34 32 44 37 21 —

HIFEDH | OO & L Tlid, Guilford (1967), Guttman (1965,
1967, 1970), Schlesinger and Guttman (1969), Spearman (1927). Thu-
rstone (1938, 1941), Sas (1978) K EBHIF S5 5,

The First Law of Attitude:

If any two items are selected from the universe of attiude items
towards a given object, and if the population observed is not selected
artificially, then the population regressions between these two item

will be monotone and with positive or zero sign.
REFE D 1 DRI

b BEED 2 >DIEHD S 2AT5 OMRITH 2 EEE DIFH O BHEA 5%
BhicdbDTHY, FAEAREVBELAGEINIZ DT VR SIE, &
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DHEEMFEICOVTDOINS 2 >OIFHBOEYRIEE , b — v &R0,
752 EODFRELETHS I,

attitude 3BV SESFEOTHLZEVHETHE L VA BH, TDRE
AHRAB L LTIR, IhETORAEMNEL LS L TEMEEHR (Levy and
Guttman, 1976b). e (Levy, 1976, Levy and Guttman, 1975b). &I T
& (Levy and Guttman, 1978). (it (Levy and Guttman, 1975a), X b L' X
(Levy and Guttman, 1976a) K EMBESENB T bbb - TE I, T TRHE
ITEORE=HIFTE TS (%2) (Levy and Guttman, 1978),

The First Law of Involvement:

If any two items are selected from the universe of involvement items
towards a given object, and if the population observed is not selected

artificially, then the population regressions between these two items

will be monotone and with positive or zero signs.

BISDF 1 oEEA:

»HEED 2 >OIEBMNH 35 OXMFIC > VW T OS5 OIEE ORHE, &
BINK DOTHY ., ABRNREVIEANNREINIC DD TRV S,
COFBRBEIC O VWTOINS 2-o0IEBEOERIZE, b—v &R
D, 75 AP EaDFHEBETHA S,

BASICBAL CH X X T OTHAEFDOEZERE N H 5 (Lazarsfeld et al., 1944,
Campbell et al., 1954, Verba and Nie, 1972, Ben-Sira and Guttman, 1971)
M, TTTR "M R5 VB ZBUAHIRES ) ozt S (£3)
(Levy, 1979),

ST, LB 1 DEAIc>WTEEDTHEBLTEELL,

(NENEFNDE 1 OFERIBRY 2O DREICH>VTTH B, TDHITD
WTIE. Guttman O ARBITENCBEY 23EFERIOERLIc>LTOFHBEDO X L
K4 DDOERBEBETHENLTBV, LED->T, TITRRTEELZLOD
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# 3 Intercorrelation between nine* involvement items (werk monotonicity
coefficients, decimal points omitted)

Instrumental Cognitive

Involvement Item 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 5

1. Discuss social problems — 8 77 53 33 80 57 64 50 33

2. Discuss economy problems 82 — 86 48 43 63 79 68 45 43

3. Discuss security and foreign 77 86 — 60 54 54 65 82 58 54
relations

4 . Participate in home circles 53 48 60 — 79 36 36 28 56 79

5. Attend party meetings 33 43 54 79 — 28 44 3B 78 —

6 . Interest in social problems 80 63 54 36 28 — 69 60 49 28

7 . Interest in economic problems 57 79 65 36 44 69 — 81 62 44

8 . Interest in security and foreign 64 68 82 28 35 60 8 — 63 35
relations

9. Go to lectures on political issues 50 45 58 56 78 49 62 63 — T8

5. Attend party meetings 33 43 54 79 — 28 44 3B 78 —

*The matrix is 10X10 because item 5 appears twice: once as instrumental and once cognitive,
since it is at the juncture of these two strata.

2. ABUTEIOREEEIC L > T——> % 1 intelligence, attitude, involvement
TERL—ZNORHEDENDBUETH D FL RS TELEVS T
&ETdh 5, intelligence BT 2FBEEF| A & B L TEHEODQ. attitude i
B9 2 /WAFEI % & B L TEEOOQR@DNRH S, #4574 involvement
BT AABRERICB VT OYTRELZODTHEILDbh>TELEND
Z&EThH B,

(255 1 ORI RFAE (550 IIKRE) ARELEE VD TRAEHL L, O
FEAITHO, L2 OMFEEVS TEARIL NV, OFERITRIEV, 2D T
OFEAITHAE RE) WREFELARELBLTRONS 1 DBl >V T~
tbDTHBEVWHTETH B,

() LD 4 S DR RIS NIFERICBVTE 2, —fic, HERERKOHE
BRI+ LIRSV, Zhid, ZOITE8OZERERIC "FE 0b 25
BUREBVENLLTHB, EEZ SN B,

WABFFIC L > TRITKCETOYA F 2OMMERMHBRON BB LS
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5, THU3, HEtFERICER. O v 7Y v oEE, OBREE, BEIKLB b
DEEZ LN,

GLLEDFER. & 128 1 OERIHHKRILT 272 D&HFIBIL TR, 2hid
FHH 2 WRAMRE LTTIREC, ULAS TS Z0EKMMHEE LB LT,
EDEIBERITED L S BFERAOERIATREL 5 > T 3O EHSHhIC
LT DD 1 2DEESZVRIFESADELTEHIRZHDEVE &
Jo

() DIEEBOER

—ZAERNY ——

Z i attitude, intensity, closure, involvement, intelligence 7% & dD A
FHTEIDHEROMABDEICL 5 350 TR, Th 5, attitude DJIE
[ % ##hiT intensity, closure, involvement ® 1% ZhZhtihicd: - T
Median Regression Analysis 27745 &>ED3>D LR (poly-
tone); HRHIN B,

intensity
closure
involvement

attitude attitude attitude
1 attitude & intensity 2 attitude & closure 3 attitude & involvement
EDEIME soEpR EDEBE

T, #hZho 0B % Guttman O 4 2 5 VB 3 HESHF IR
STHEAL TV I 9,

K 1id MESICNY 8 N\CLOBEEREDRER, 2/RLLbDTHS, 7
BEICHT 2 EEN GHFEND » SHEEN GFER) £ TO attitude DIFERL
RN L B, DEICZT DL D THEEL L OREEMRO A & W intensity DJF
frZfthic s 5, ZORKR, BEHICHLT MEEN. BLU TEEN, 1HEE
DIFHTEDOLH BEEDORK LA, Tz, SEE (B Es
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5EBVRIBL, EVHIFERB) DIZSTZDOX S BRLAMTFTOE WS UF
EloRIER A HE» NI,

24 25 VM EFERD Tt ORKEOBLICRET 2HE, 2 &
BLTRHEENKLBDTH 3, M IREESERICES LIt 3E6E
HIRERE > S B EMIREE & TONRRL., W IIBRRRE ST 500 TRE->TWL
By Mo MRES>TVE ) ETOIERNE L > T3, [EYFHIRA U FRIE S
SPTICNFRLEL - DiE, BB OERICKS CLIROEENLTEE S
FroTWaEN, SHROFLICO>VTEHT 2 LIIEHEETRDT, Zh
BTEY, BERICERS CLICBENTIRS 305, BEKEZRLE I T 3020 TR
KERE > TVWRWEEZ B35 TH 5,

33 TThe Voice of Israel (£ 25 T LD 5 I+ HuE) 1oXtd 2EEEEDHF
F,THVSNK 2 >OERIEE, T34 25 2 ViRV EBnE T
7 (attitude) y & THE/BA X5 T VBEEEDL SVEVWTVE T A (in-
volvement) | % ZhZ il & tilicE -7 dDTH B, T TRERKIZ.
UFB NFROWFH TR, MFREL > TWE, TERIEFICL W,
Eh TIEREICDO BV, EhOMIGHREREZRIFT 2 A5 U0 BHuXZHEL
TWIEWALBETHELEVI T ENDIP>DTH B, THiFO>XEDL D ICHE
Ranzd, BELZEOTOLIRVALDBZ—RICBEDOFHEIC>WT TEB L &
BVARV, EWSHHEEIEERT S, & IADBBEEEEOLTVWIELALD
D3> %2 LIEANBTOREET 5ETHIE. TORSBIESENL DL
ROXBEZT, Thid THE, 50V TEE) OVWTFhoAEICE K, &
WIEHDITIE>TLEHEVD T ETH B, Guttman 32 D& 5 A %= TR
HoEHE (The Principle of Prejudice) ; & XA TW3 (Gratch, 1973),

(4) #2MikB —Regional Law——

%1 oFERIMERIZEEB R OBR (Pearson @ TERAERREL © Guttman
O TESEAENREL L ORIESHVSNB) © TRS (sign) 1<BE9 2R
THHDICK LT, B2 0FEAIEZ OBRD "RKE &S (size) s B 2EAIT
b5, ZDiERID Regional Law &MEEN 2 D3, EIEEMOBROEE EH/
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B4 30Iic Smallest Space Analysis OD#p[FEHXEAHVONEZ NS TH
%, L L Z oA, RF9HEE (Factor Analysis) iZb & Fhn kD
Wb s TERREFL MICEZSh S boTirE<, FEBMOMERS
Mapping Sentence iZ & » TEHFITREMIICTRE N, Fh A3 Smallest Space
Analysis 2 & B L TRIFSh, HEBEESNBHDEDTHB, Mapping Sen-
tence (¥, Faset Design DNEMNTX B2 FHEDOHICHOHO ML B X DI,
ZOMBHIBRBKEEREHENIE L SEONETHU 2T TEREAT 25
THbEWVWZ XD, 7 Smallest Space Analysis 12/ ¥ x + I v 7 1SS
ol HETHY. HEBTFITRE e n HOZEHEOBFRE m kKt (m<
n) OFEMICES 5 n HORDERMOKK/ N L > TR HETH 5, HENGE
7233 LB/ I8 HICHEBEIMMEL 785 13 LEEBEII K& {125, @
BB OBRERENICHE T 50 200t CFE) & 503 31T
QriE) DZERfAEMSEV SN 3B, SSA I Guttman IT & -» TERIICHRKR X
nich, 203y Ea—% « 7055 413 ]C. Lingoes I & » TR E h 7z,
SSADT Y b7y b OEEHE DO ZEGOBERKIZI L, T OEMSRF
SMERBDBEIHATH B, SRLOZEMME DI E 7V SRR T2
X "iENy o 3 EEOBREREARK L TIERT 5 Z LM TE 5, SSA Dt
BOBERBIRLLA » —VFEHICH LD SDTH Y, 2RLBL T 3KILOZE
A& 13V ¢ &K (centroid) R BEEE (coordinate) iI2& 5bh b T &75¢
HHICEZEHOSEOREERHICESEZADbE TRET I ENTELZDTH
%,

XT, UTFicBWTld, T 2 THY EIFT =7 intelligence, attitude. in-
volvement 2R84 2 HEFFIc SV T, 20 THEDLDDEREDOKTR, &L
T ®d Mapping Sentence @ format & TR DRERNIEHEE & LTD Small-
est Space Analysis D7 ¥ + 7°w b DB EIRR LKA S, HTOREEINZ
TV T Eicd B,
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A mapping sentence for the Wechsler intelligence tests for children:

A
1. oral
2. manual manipulations
3. paper and pencil

The performance of testee (X) through

expression on an item presented orally by the tester with aid of
B C

1. verbal .. 1. inference
2. numerical language, and requiring 2. application of an
3. geometrical 3. learning

R

very right
to

objective rule — performance according to that rule.

very wrong

Mapping Sentence (3—#%ic 3 T D Facet THEK SN 5, 3 Tloah~X7- &
91T, (1)Respondents (X). (2)Domain (A, B, C). (3)Range (R). @ 3 f&EfEHs
ENTH%, COHEFITR, VIV =7 25— HERMEREIC X 2 HkERE
DEREETH 5, QRIREREDOHNE T, (VHIREEIC X 2HREO RH 0K
X— OO, QF0#RfE. OE z v EY— WRBEELEREE LD
Ja=h—vavorryFr—C0OFE OBF. ONFE—., (fkEEC
5X on a8 —ORAIOHE, OBAIDIGH. @FAlo¥E—, 03
$AD Facet THIEE N TV 5, 3)3Z D& 5 REEBIEANICH > TRES hi:
ZOWBRBEEDORHEDS TFEFICL VL 2S5 THEEICLEV, $TOLY YD E
BTSN BEhEVSITETH B,

S EIZ, T® Mapping Sentence IZ/RE 1172 Domain B4 3 TEHEDIK
FolcbEonT, REHERED THEATH 45 Smallest Space Analysis 2>
FoNBTLITE-T, 2EDL S U IRTOEMAER BB S0 (K4),

CDSSA =y 7o, iREEDXRHOHKKICBI T % Facet A I rank
order BSbBHDTaxial role &, Fhaia=r—va vy ryEUcfEds
Facet B i3 rank order 2372\ @ T polarizing role . X S IC#iREH IS5 2
5N 5 REICBIY B Facet C I3BAIOHEE (=—#) — BAIO¥E (=)

—654—



BRHEFAE D 7 — 5 BT b &5 ABITH0FEER OERL

Verbal

Geometrical

Numerical

?oral

manual
manipulation

\

-———

-
-
~eZ - J

: 1
————— Y paper & pencil
-~ ~

- ———

[ 4 Schematic representation of the cylindrical structure of
the Wechsler intelligence tests for children (replicated
for each age group in the United States and in Israel
(Hebrew and Arabic)); from Guttman & Levy, 1980.

&S rank order IZHE > TV 5 D T modulating role #, THhEZNRLTH
D, ZN 5 3EHDRIL 5 Facet DREIHHAEH I N T 3RILD Cylinder
RoOEEBHHN I EBbhr B, TDXH 1 SSA OEBHEIKITHIRT 3
Facet Theory %5 Cylindrex & XN 3 D Th 5,

A mapping sentence for observations on adjustive behavior:

A
. satisfied
uneasy
. motivated
. able to try
. likely

The extent to which respondent (X) is to

O W N
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B
1. be
2. continue . C ) o
3. attack with respect to some| 1. problerpgtlc condition
4. accommodate 2. unspecified
5. defend

D
of his 1. primary
2. secondary
3. unspecified

E
1. health
work R
. economy
social -
leisure
. residence
. education
| 8. unspecified |
situation.

environment in life area

very high
to
very low

adjustive behavior to his

0O U WM

C @ Mapping Sentence l&. (1) Respondents (X): I DFHEBEDOXWRE.
(2) Domain (A~E), (3) Range (R): FAEWNRED "B, HEVH, Fh e
BEVHAEVSIEE, D3 D0 Facet ick > THERShTW3E, 2T
Domain ® Facet iZ DO TIRETOMRBHBETH 5 5,

Facet A----- BIMTENDORER, (modality)

Facet B------ @I TE DA A (directive)

Facet C-++-- B TEI DM (condition)

Facet D-----BREED 1 (RME— 2 kY (primacy), & ZEr <4 v v+ 7 b

EFENY YT b, T34 4 o TN=TLEhVFTY) 4
F—7 B 1REFEE 2 REM. ERER S REERT L
EuSGEAChICHET 26D E VR B,

Facet E------HEiE AR

%9 Facet D A & BUHAGHLINTHIMTEHZ D bO—rF & A1 wel-
WEEIND, EBROEMAE L OWIEERIEERETIC

Ibeing % coping
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BoEDLSIci 5,

Facet B
b,: be b,: continue bs:attack | b,:accomodate | bs:defend

a, : satisfied ©)
F
a a, : uneasy @
c
e a; : motivated ®
t

a,: able to try @
A

as ¢ likely ®

@ abye-ee- satisfied to be (wellbeing)

®@ abyee---- uneasiness to accomodate

® asb,-----motivation to continue

@ abs--+- ability to try to attack

® a;b,----likelihood to continue

Smallest Space Analysis DFEEN S, BIOFIEE U & 5 i 3 IRITTDZERS
glerasgons (®5),

CDSSA =y 7KV Tid, FIHEEHEMAKICEIY % Facet E i rank
order 4375\ D T polarizing role %, 2 FITEAXBHEHCEED 1 IkiE— 21k
HicBid % Facet D 2B Hh 5 DILENB L UL SIERICSHIEL TE0,
Z D & 5 1 EWT rank order 5% % @ T modulating role 287 LTV 53,
AIE DOBA . EEFEHERIC > VLT O circular order GRIRIERBIR) 27 7Y &
VICERET 2 LRTERVA, 20D ORI TOERIIRR TR,
Mot

B%ic, BIGORERICBId 3 Facet A &BILOARICET % Facet B Z h
Zh o elements DA S HE LS axial role 287 L TWwWB—— 1A Cylin-
der K OO BN ENHHEL TV B E VWS T ETH B, 11O
Cylinder W5 k0 &, &L ACone EFESDOHHIGLYV, 2 F D ZOIES
satisfied to be DA EHLHEHD E T A THRBILL . ability to try to attack
HAGbEDE I ATR O . motivation to continue DA S bEDE T
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secondary environment
! primary environment

continue

be

in general
’/

country >v————-\>,
~ '~
as a whole _ ="~ health
city- AN 72N / .
i s % S “  economic
neighborhood \v\,\&/_ - ___>\/’
/’§,/ social-
~ leisure

~,

B 5 A schematic representation of the partitionings of .the
SSA space corresponding to the three facets of adjustive

behavior (from Levy & Guttman, 1978).
I D& 513 SSA DZERIS

ATHHEDIELIE >TVWB I EBbhBDTH 3,
FIXic g 5 Facet Theory 48 Conex & LiZh 2D TH 3,

A mapping sentence for observations on political involvement:

The extent to which respondent (X) is involved in a

A
modality with respect to political issue

1. cognitive
2. instrumental
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B
1. social R .
very high |.
2. economy |t involvement.
3. security, foreign relations very low
4. in general y

C @ Mapping Sentence IZ2>WTlE, &< IZ%Z D Domain @ Facet iZh X
> THMEMATHL T EICT B, T Tld Domain @ Facet i3 A & Bd 2
DITHF STV B, Facet A ZBUERES OFA—ORBHE., QEEH—,
Facet B 3BAREG OME— O 0F A, ORFHIEFA, O - 4
REFROFH. @FR——Th 5,

Smallest Space Analysis 2 & 2 ZERI5E[E U & 9 i Cylinder D%

security
4 economics
—_

politics in general 1
social o
~B
&
> 72
——— T T o — € g

— H -~
/// \ security \\\ ag
s \3 / 2 N g
7 5 \

politics in general
social

Y
(paqsexa;ug)
aA13tugod

- - \ security /: < ~
- politics in general \ 8 7/ economics \\
/ \ Y_/ 7\

9 \

6 The cylindrex of interrelations among involvement items
(from Levy, 1979).
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ALTWE (X6),

TDSSA =y 7h 5, BiARES OXRIcBid % Facet B 13 rank order 4375
WD T polarizing role 2. % L CEERES MR ICBd 3 Facet A 122 2T
D5 M cognitive=passive < instrumental=active &\ & 5 7 dicho-
tomy (243E:) W75 rank order IZX L TV 3 D T axial role 287 LT
5T EDb B,

ST ULDRABESFIEREEA T, TRABROMEREEL L TMS I on
BhEVSE, TNRVLEFTOXD2/IELEDONBETHA D,

(D& D & 5 75 Domain @ Facet 45 SSA DZERIBENTB VT ED & 5 1575%E|
ERICTPITOVTO Guttman OFEFFIDBHA L, & < ITHERFOERE

cognitive

instrumental

—~————public medicine ————»——e— private m.—»

B 7 The cylinder of interrelations among contributions of
medical treatment (as assessed separately by doctors
and nurses)(from Levy & Guttman, 1980).
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affective
- cognitive

instrumental

C

omputer

- —cognitive

instru-
mental

affective
8 The structure of attitudes toward the computer
(from Elizur & Guttman, 1976).

BicBOWTARBITEIOHAD - D IR S N T X 722451 >V T D Facet
Design It d E DK REFTDHEAE VS T ETH B, bbb AA Guttman & Z D
FINV—TEBREOAEICB VTS S EFIFOABIIAF LTI > TV 5,

(i) ARIfTEIOHI (modality) — TEBAIRIRER, TEAERIRERL TER (7
) WAL — BiEHBS IS TORFEFEFIcE VTR TE LS,
BEE3NETLESZASNBITHHRAD B r 5, & i TRENIHER, & T8
B (78) AL &0 220K 0A0EY S haB&IiE, o2
DSOERDBVDIEITEID TR & (strength) ; %759 dichotomy & L T &
EDBDLMP>TWE, LrLZoOBABZEORKD 3N EOK T EFoh s
BARCZTNZThOBREDBEDL S REDERZDMITOVTIE, ThETDE
TALTLGHEE LEMIEREBE LTV, Guttman & % ORI 7 v —
7’13 %Z 1143 modulating role 28 7-9%H#| (X[ 7) & polarizing role #87:4
=Yl (X8) PHAEMEL TVWEDTH 5,
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(i) “EHLEER] (reference group)

—HRICEAZICE & £ & OEHEFIZ, ZOBAICE > TOHEL LD
DEE) « HRMRHEEE WO R SIS ED, 25 THEUELIE, Dk
S1i Facet I NFEFTORBFH|% LB L Caxial role 2R 4-T D EEZ
bNb, BE, &0 Navva—s ke 2BEO#E, OFEEFIcEL
T & employee (=self), colleagues, supervisors, management, computer
staff #3C OJI§F T simple order Z/R L TEHE Y. D axial role ZF7- LTV
2lEbD B, COMRBIMMOBEEFICL-THXFIhTETLS
(Levy and Guttman, 1975b, 1976b, Nathan, 1977),

595 1 >OFAHEPT "TAHBEHSOBEL L THFMREERT 218 0L T
DEEPE ORI 5%, T, €0 THBITHL o EF0LkSkbnlil
-7z (&4) (Levy and Guttman, 1974b),

% 4 Monotonicity coefficients (decimal points omitted) among the influences of
seven referents on choosing one’s profession.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Mother 1 — 97 73 61 55 48 44
Father 2 97 — 74 61 58 53 47
Brother or sister 3 73 74 — 58 62 56 52
Teacher 4 61 61 58 — 64 64 63
Good friend 5 55 58 62 64 - 84 83
Youth movement comrades 6 48 53 56 64 84 - 92
Classmates 7 44 47 52 63 83 92 -

(from Levy & Guttman, 1974b)

2O THEBHTIL iwB 0T, AR EOMBRKOMES 112/ TWA T
LRV ETHRVA, Ihp ST LFlomARTRLICENTIT 20T
BRI/ NE K B> T3, TD& D BEEHBOHME ORBIRO#EE IR
simple rank order DA TH O, TS DFEIEHIF SSA DZEREINEIX
IZBW T3 axial role & L THHNZDTH Y., Scalogram Analysis IZH W
TR IKTCREEERT 20 THEIEBbh->T03 (EHE—5H, 1983),
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Israel
Israel communities abroad
abroad
for strengthening
. Israel 14 for strengthening
5 communities
] for establishing
o > 15
S 3 settlements for
c 8 . improving
for encouraging 41 relations for Jewish education
immigration 12 10
2 16 succeeds in
succeeds in . tasks abroad
5 ks in I important for
e E tasks in Israel Prol\?oting 19 important for strengthening
gL immigration student Jewishness
SR 18
0 &g . .
2EQ succeeds in important for
absorption centers child education
21
e important for
=3 "E’ developing 24 23
5 5 = settlements important for| 22
o :_;_ _ promoting 1mpo.rtant )
°TsS88 immigration |for improving
e ’ga‘”, b relations
§ E ’g :é' 25 succee.ded .in .
absorbing immigrants
3 important for important for
*é' = promoting strengthening
E-“E’ immigration communities 26
— =
12
8= was important for 28
] developing settlements
53
~ 2 succeeded in 29 X
5% absorbing immigrants 31 succeeded in
S o~ . tasks abroad
o5 & succeeded in
53 5 tasks in
oo 2
Israel

9 The interrelationships among assessments of the

activities of the Jewish Agency
(from Levy & Guttman, 1970a).

(i) PR
Bk &\ D Facet 13, Z IDZDOFBEWREDVBEFH,»S THEV, o
&\, ¥ T rank order 275 L TV AEAICI3, @HE . axial role #8713 %
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DTHBEVH T EDbh->TWwW3 (Levy and Guttman, 1970),

() B

Kefil & 5 Facet icoWT b, BEBE->FKKEVSHIEIEZ 1 DO rank
order 22 bDEEZ SN B, 1z Lric g THRICEIT 3 Facet ©
elements A5 axial role 2 87/: 3 & W5 T LRI N TETWS (Elizur and
Elizur, 1975, Peled, 1976, Shye, 1978, E#i—5, 1983), £ L C. [6] L Domain
IKEEN 35 1 DD Facet D3HETEEFIR D £ 5 I polarizing role 287-4
bDTH BIHARIMEOEEIC L > TZ O Cylinder DFEER D,
BT TIABRNRIEFRD & 5 i axial role #8773 D ThH 3B EMED
EHEIC K - TZE DG Duplex (K9) £ BZ &b >TW5S,
QFIDt 27 ¥ a3 v Tld, EDL S Domain @ Facet 5% N Zh SSA DZE
MIREIcBVWTED K S BFEIZRIcTHITOVTO TGuttman & Z DR
TN=TIc L ZHRBEEFOER, & B ORAEFHIC X KB D Facet
Role DRER, LW HEBEE Do L LAEIORZ v a3 YOREKEDOEIATSH
BA L& Sz, £® Domain Facet 251 27213 E W) FBEEFIZ X HDTH
THO . BHIIEHKD Domain Facet 2 DFENFTICZTENS D TH 5,
FIT, TOLHBIBBITE DED Facet DA DLEMBAKRDZENE LD
Facet DB ORENEZLES B Z LB ZDHh, Thé bZOEEOREZ
fhd Facet D Zh & (2MER%E (unrelated) L&D E L THVOEX%2T 50D
Py EVITENS 1 DORFFEL - T BDTH S, TORITDOVT
B, CNETOREFFAOLTLOTHTHELRBVAT, 4ROTEIED
HAERROEBPIFSNEDTH 5,

IV BhYICL—SROBELRE—

Facet Approach ORI 1940 ERE TEIHDIEE I ENTEEDTH S
M. DT A F 4 7 Descartes DREF & Fisher ODEERGTHEEICZE DL —
VEFHOODTHAILRHESHTHS, COTLEDLLBHLHLIEL DI,
Facet Theory (. Jt3®. Formal Theory 7S 2 HF->TWW A D&V

—664—



HRHEREE D 7 — S I & & 5 < ARITE ORI OERL

Z5DTH5B, £ TI3, Facet Approach DEEDOTEEMICBIL TIRED &
INBERPVEBEAINETHAI D bbAATNPHALIEFEORLNRESE
SNTE "EEHER) CRESTERELTELL, 5RO LKET ST
HAHIEVI T ERBEEVL LV, ZTLTIDHAROVWTRITICSEIFDH
WMOBINTE, EIABUTTHERELILVEEZZ TS S S 1 DDHJE
IOV TRINETREALE—EKKBRDFERICB LV TE—HRIN ST
TIthot, Fhid. BERICW 2, Facet Theory 3t &flF 0EFIRIC
B3 TR, TR CER TREEER) KEDED XD SHFE D Substan-
tive Theory & X » FIET 5 bDTREL, CLAZNIEZ D& ) SHE
@ Substantive Theory D AHS Facet Design I & - THHE(L X . (KRAL
Sh, BELIh 3 L0 &5 BREERFEOHLRFOERTICH L TEL
BIEMTEDRSDTHDLEVHITETHD, UbLSHOMIE LI T,
Facet Theory (3F8&/E®) (research activity) 2D & DICBHT 2R TH D |
HEZRA WIS S T (specified), WA ICKREE X N (tested) BHICDWVWT
DHRTHBDT, I "2 y1HiE (meta theory); EXkidh i R&EdbDE
WA BDTHb, THOTHAMEHIE, TTiib&H &L TWB Facet App-
roach D5 1 DDAFEHEE VS T E BB RPHS M THA 5, Thid. e
BFEOFRBRICB T BEOEIMN T — 5 &5 WIMBOEIIN T — 7ic>W»
T\ * 7{ée (meta hypothesis) 1T & & O < #ztf#tr (Facet Analysis & W
3) EITROV, A ERABETBEVS LT, FhiTL > T cross-dis-
ciplinary S ARIfTEIOFERMOERLARES N B I LicBE 0T ET
5%, Thix Facet Approach DARBHHRFEETHVLINZXEDTH B, &
hicxt LT Facet Approach OREHLFEE T LIRZ DB IF SN
50TH0, TORIHEICHVTS Facet Approach i3, 5%, KEXHNE#ET
ZHHEHER - TV B LEVWAEDTH B, THIRLITO3ficEEHonsT
HH9,
(DBFE, HRDOEDECIL—ELILT A ) A ERE. 2 — 0 v FEE,

HARLE—ICBVT, SEIF0 "HMEAE, & £ & ORBE—ITELL
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¥, <R3, A, KFELLE—IE->TEBEINELHIINEST

X7EWVWH T ELRET B, DF D Facet Design 3. —HIKBOWTIIEEFED
HEfEFAECH Y o T3 2T 0RAENE BRFEEB) KRS
- B 52—KAIC, Facet pEMSRIEREDO N S0 s « v 27 L DERE
L LRI a T &7 (Athan, 1967) #, 5%, "#4 - HRHFAEOF— 5 »
FAT IV =, KBTI BT DM BEHOLHDORAEL LTHRIHINS
EIBBLEEIONDE—LEbIT, MAICBVTRIDL S BRIEXERE
ZATASROFEENEOEEL L TERSh TV AHEANS (BRIZEEE) 2HeR
BUCRE - BT 5 Wb 3 TEZHEFMEE (heuristic value) ; Wb T
WBEDHBINTHE—EWVHITETH 5,

QFEEDOF— sTICBAL TR, L IKT VY Ea—FITLBKREF— 5O
FHEFT D DS EFXF DYy or — I——72 & 213 SPSS, SSA 75 E—hBd
RINTELEEEET B0, RIS 5 W IZFEERII relevance
IZh E DI VEIE AT KR T — 5 ORIFEELED OB T &It -
CTE, £IT, —HIKBOTIIHEHRITHICER D b 2 FEBR OBR D5
FraEmgeicd 3 & & bic, BV TRARTHO—BER OERILIZD S
D57 — SR ETREIC T AMBNEL D5, Z LTI DX BHREICHR
X d 287k < #43 Facet Design Th A E VbR IFNITHESKEVLDT
b5,

BtEMFEoERIcB VTR, THEABERBZD LIREERLTWEEIA
DFEER SHRXBRREMEICEBIE T 54k, b5V id THRBREEEN
KHET 2Hk owgFhae s sicLTd, TENAE) & TBIAE, Ol
EVIOREIC S OD B, ThS 2 ODHEDRHEED S > TRIERP SEL D
FRAVBRENTETVWS, LELLEETRINS 2 20FENZATOEBHEL
D THLK, AL LEBOSHEAINIRETHSEEVIHIAIRODVTREAEN
EREINTVE, LIANZOIIBEBICEIPDOLT, ZTOABEEEETT
1D DBEENRFEDOREORS IRIEIBLALBINTVERL, Thid,
IhE TEICHARIRBO TRERIARDORAS BIEB DS - 1o DTH 555
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Il LAH BT -2l THRIARDOF — s HiENE L VI K H I
BEICBVTH, ZDXH7T T5—< (HP), 2HC-TEELEDRE 3
hd 2RBLTIMEEVPELI L VI EDBEDLH TR TH-LEWVD
TEiL&kB, LoRID&LSI TRAERN, Drevoi@oLE ) &
LT Facet Design D74 ¥4 7RELODTEMEL DL VbR IFhIZTH S
WDTH b, EEFIZKERS v 7+ — FREASFEH D Harumi Befu #i% &
O THARANROKEE, &ETAEERFICBVT. ZORHEOHEKRDOBRHET
Facet Design DM %R %4, T OFMMEERIE L /- (B#—5£. Harumi Befu,
1989, 1990),
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