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Az W

— Elaboration Model & #.0:22—

gl}ll

% B %
B X
1.¥% % V., #®% (Explanation)
1. B Hozde a@E VI, #2## (Interpretation)
I, ARl %7l Elaboration Model Vil. ¥eE{b (Specification)
IV, i (Replication; VA, B o BR
I. & W

iterol 23 BWS s By HigeE HHE F UL AT Hike ofE U
=3 olalzxl2 g Aozl dxat Hmd gMHiES §E spebd Aedste 2 A of
%9 S. A Stouffer & “The American Soldier” 7} zaislo gy ol Rty ¥ & AT
ojth, olelgt wlE Polsted WEMEL FaAAA F& 2A Abolvd FEEXET (survey desngn)
ofl 4] Wlojut FE S (survey analysis)oll #Faha s olch, 22ishd AW FEH iE
FEel 24 olojr} sglon A Adg FAdsted vl AA 2 FAA7]E A9
w212 A UA =D ol d FaESM RBIE THE olFL 2Fo HaB®ESI P
F. Larzarsfeld, H. Hyman, T. Hirschi®t H. C. Selvin, J. Galtuny, C. Y. Glock,M
Rosenberg, E. Babbie Sol2} & 4 gl& Zelch?

Frgo] izl A AlA A YolrtEe HER(events)oll it A4S Aupskste Hkolad
HAFEE B ododoz Hx ANA + AUk EFE A A AANAM e HRs BERE
o BB 7EsE 5 Aoz Ao AHA WAL AZsn Qupdeie dole B4
ato] Golg FHikolabm ¥ 4 ¢ Aol W. Wallace ol w2 FHRHE) F 8k (scientific
mode) 2lol| 5. HEBHY 75 iE (authoritarian mode), W?EB‘J % i (mystical mode), W®E — &HEH)
% i (logico-rational mode) 5°l A& 4+ Ao™ ol& Ll o x4 o ABAbz} (producer), A&

(o]

2 ol 5| A z(procedure), 2 AEFo| oW FF= F ko] Ao (effect) o Al 7] F ol 4

(<]
2
)

ol

¥ GLE R AR R
1) Paul F. Larzarsfeld, (1968’ “Foreword~, in Morris Rosenberg, The Logic of Survey Analysis, New York :
Basic Books, Inc., Publishers, p. vii.

9) FEWES 7158 Eeo| dis) 4 Charles Y. Glock, (19%64) ) Survey Research in the Social Sciences, New
York : Russell Sage Foundation, pp. xiv-xviii; Paul F. Larzarsfeld, op. cit.. pp. vii-x & #2% 7,
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q2 solg welth ¥ & otk oled @ WHE F oiw@ WHE vt AU 19 AR
S A Fon AW & gAY Aelol G Selel AL Hrwe] ¥ A Wol B

o|=& st it@fbd Fxbol Folo|upol wbe} webd 4 lg Heolrh®

. BBE o AAlvE of" A Ale] HEAAZE olel 2 XAlE v whelsl ¥ & Arh, ol
A YL 7122 3o AR B HEozAe nea@A] RES HBsid L dof
A Azt Am g ATREEI AN HAESolol & AR wElma gk, APAAAA Yol
v dAYY A, F SmEke BAlvE oskg ddnl g Aus ofuld R/F wbe} oY F
A+=7t% Elaboration Model ol A& Fol =& A 47122 }% 7o) Ffgel Hayel
ot AF o] Alsv HEAEES FEHKoE Hde A5 Nzt@’&ﬂ’] W7t £83] shod
$d He A Holv] AgAAANY dojrtr BRI e A&o] ofS AN
of Aok ek g A Ad zsiolet & Aold

II. BHEE hixe 249 gk

oh’.

e Bl YA S e ofd Babol iy W4lo] YASY Wgol T F4s
AL Aoz QAstd fout HolE M koA HAWAY REM ¥ o W%
o Moz A A3 Ak AR ot BRMAS Ui B 4348 S0
she slol7] w¥ol BMHS 7 A4A dd - AYA $FS THH (end result) B} B 4
Sich, weld 9@ Higola e 4 gior FAH LE BRETL A4He 442 2E B
ol ol ek

g FEHOZAY BEE 2 dAH AYE AAUA 45A8Ac BRE Bl
Wt AFE A ALH £TAHY FAEE ANATE R N5 sdsie 1

&% w3 FAste #\aezkel a 2
clarification) ¢] 7| 5& &g}, w3l zabg Aol thate] UdedA Qe FAl oAty
Y S-7he] AarEl A e ﬁ-*’fi(umformmes of relationship) & 2 otslF+= LERH —#&1L
71eE Y &3 AEH AR BB A5 53l HHRS ASshe 434 7o
al oz} o &z Ef@nl wiAA . Heakzieo]  FWH(the unanticipated, anomalous, strategic
datum) 9} +dH WA, F Serendipity—g; Foted EEgel 71zt ®la AEH AAE T35
HHE AT4Agd, 2=z = *Hi—% WA vlagg oldFgeR oA A MEF
ZAEEL AFAF Nd "3332} oz HES AdsA sl Fc

ol Xz Hmy AT 43 H 0’%‘3 %T"ruoﬂi T3k itgge] A5 BHgL HRHzA
?ﬂﬁﬂ +e]d &5 ASded Yo & 4 ook, F FAEY LA v ddA ol E 4
o 537y iErge] dabHel BAY FAleh Ao HAel v e RHEEEH

4 g o 8 3 (conceptud

. ook
R
rlo

3) Walter Wallace, (1971) The Logic of Science in Sociology, Chicago : Aldine - Atherton, Inc., pp. 11-16,

4) Earl Babbie, (1973) Survey Research Methods, Belmont, California: Wardworth Publishing Co. Inc. p. 9.

5) Robert K. Merton, (1968)“The Bearing of Sociological Theory on Empirical Research”, in Social Theory
and Social Structure, New York % The Free Press, pp. 141-150,

6) Robert K. Merton, “The Bearing of Empirical Research on Sociological Theory”, ibid., pp. 156-171.
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(esoteric scientism) ol w2 o 2 47 Mgzt Fzotel 1AL i BoiAA o

a2 B FEoz Ao He@ts HiAe AL oolsx] &g 2tk oiet AHA
Aok #els Kl (reality) & 2735 ek Hikme 2AIAAY oulAEol HE &HF
2 273t AAAl g A egt W (scrutiny) & Fsled 2 olulAEE AFse HEM
EEe) A7 I3, el AEH AAH FAF FTH3ln HERe FEA et
Ro| ofodm w3 wals]s] 9l5tedE 2bedFel A (naturalistic) ®77F Hodch olAE K
Ho 2 ¥ (exploration) ¥} W (inspection) 7t AR 5o] A 4 glck FiHol ofsted o
FAE o2 okedA oA 9 Ft@ttFol g WAstm T AL LT 4+ UX #
#ol| olsled AYPAAS ¥4z 945 (analytical elements) S HHd HEZL 4 QUA SHE
Zojct,®

BH FEY A3AL&S FAstn APAdAY HEmd dHALE F=Rde dFE E
Babbie &} W. Wallace o] &|3alod ®t} Bu3lA] 7z 5o

E. Babbie & it@ftgel FHikwmd bd fdd AHe aﬂ FE AR (survey research) &
1 A%A DA HFaixe AP AFE T AFAR X (routine activity) o] =of-2
ezl #ge] 4dol Nl E £Fd sted grim wimgcoh, Hejx 4 A HdH(science in
practice) 2 Aol A % af zabel A - A" g9 £ - Mde =25 Fo] ity
A Zoll4] ool o] ohel 4¢lel W wiMH AAL eFsw Rl HEo Y of
e dez g Ao ®

W. Wallace & 8¢ B2 (scientific process) & 2 42 fH&@fy Hiks AlA g3t
28] oA B elel o] R 5@?%" gl zAo] ofyel A%l wetse “}E Al

2
2o
+

J
e
ngg F“

o|ETY : o|l2NME
o] « &

EEE: : ™~/ 7 =

of Al & A ¥ .

o A i o = A 4

o|2s&t
S-S SO I I S R TR RICTY ST RS IS
=
AYH
ZA WA 578
=y }
0¥ 22

O wyeEs X

1 ®Hp#Y 3BIF (scientific process)
g W. Wallace, The Logic of Science in Sociology. p. 23, 28.

75 Richard J. Hill, (1970) “*On the Relevance of Methodology”, in N. K. Denzin, (ed.), Sociological Methods ,
Chicago ¢ Aldine Publishing Co., p. 14,

8) Herbert Blumer, “Methodological Principles of Empirical Science”, in N. K. Denzin, (ed.),
Sociological Methods, pp. 21-39.

9) Earl Babbie, op. cit, pp. 9-10, Babbie & ##ZE# RS #H Btz O MENE, Q@ RERYE Q@ M
%, @ wivt, ©® BEHS T2 ot ibid, pp. 45-49F HE2E A,
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e A Ags o, “H-‘v’— °é74?3'}7ﬂ FAMo 2 YElYZE sln A . Lol . ou| g A
Ho2 vehrls doh =@ Hebzie] Abadbdolnt YehtEst shd o]d wo = A BR
Foll A Yelr = 3&‘4. 10

Aol EFRelA 2 Xol By BRES S50 Fe3d  {E#iey EE (informational
components) 2t 6 78 2] ¥ EawA) HiHll (methodological control) o] EXES2 TAslo] Uck B
# (observation) & =3 . E’Li°°-}= cEFAFA o fubs = KRE —BLY duez 23
sHoiAle ¢ 53 F53 ARETZoln KEA Mbs AEEA - wlARA - A
T 3 HFoz ZiEE oi FEolch, HRHE =eld ododwle R NI e BRI WY

T s ARl b AdubAg Fejold, & BE|L M4 =7 A A Do 9

4 ALE B Ay Heln e golch 424 WAL ohi PP M2 WHH

—#(b2 Aesolch 22lskol BHol AYH Uil LY AT AZY & ook e

¢ ATe 42 YA An, 3 439 Rl A8 A4S 4 w2k ARY Axe 2
_';:

e SEch cshAwtez o Axol wEAy Hmel o) B %z £
ARk aeln mRel AR ok WA ssol wWyEd EaAl: 9494 (marginal
position) ol Fol Qlch ot shebd BFol Ma{kel Bty WA A Sl (o] Z7A)
AdAdA Fel(ol 2 g)ol ARetE “E FES SAT USL HolZE oz ¥ 4 9l
.
22l
o}, Hj
ot Betslold deg uA HE Helh

=T AFE 7
k3

[
)

w3 rlr
rlo
&‘g‘
it
Lo
L5
wl
o
ok
ad)
r.'&

o nlo
ﬁ
30
[o]
iha
S
N
¥
8
rlo
o
@~
£
&
qm
iﬁ
o
g
e

B{%<] FRPES} Elaboration Model

By Hiko 2 e pt@gfigel ol A5 B @amite FasAol chala] A
< AFA7 UeiA &K (data analysis) £ FESrol dlaidy o) 454 o
d A o 2wy Aae 54 KB FASWAA HESojo 67 wEe] T£EE 2aL
AGA drrkshs FAC XA gA A5 EHE dnid] Fasich ) Tl WSS =
7beshAl st zela A BRE AEsHAS 20 BESe 5 sYe 2 desn 3
fslol 9l Aleley] by FAHoz m kejHo g HTs ool & Ao Aol =
Fre) #Ec ddol tid olal g FHo g sl vlol7] wlfo] 243 Ao LAHL x4

-2

Hozg As e wWondi 7 & 5] o] o} 3 A A Rl 7ol o} 12
ARSI REBE HERRS olalF olFe Bl vheldE: MEY ov|g v 84
SHAl shodoh, 27ke] At 4o FAMECL olBHog LRy} gl JEdor $2 R

10) Walter Wallace, op. cit., p. 19.
) Morris Rosenberg, op. cit., p. xi.

12) @sest MEHTel A5 3A 5 Larzarsfeld o “#5# e A5 2.3H41" (the interchangeability of index) =
slell 4 A ol4]=lz glet, olel ofsl 4= Faul F. Larzarsfeld, (1959) “Problems in Methodology™, in
Robert K. Merton, (ed.), Sociology Today, New York ; Basic Books, Inc., Publishers, pp. 39-787 Earl
Babbie, op. cit., chap. 12, % #z% 7
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= e Ao vishne FEESTY) RS A oldisial I & Helet F &
olck, Agioll A= &l %l Elaboration Model & HE 37| oAl T #gfHiel AR
#el ool e Asiuvle gk 5 gl BAY oulF olsislr] s s, "o
oA A" gt AT dojupeAE o Fsled & Hart Ut Elaboration Mode
A HFS AFE h5A sl FAlel LAY 272 o] & oA 4 Urh,

HETe A chAlE 5 Mg BAE AEsE ddldl, 2 A gele Helx A7}
22 FHsld B 4 AL Aok, @ 3 WHl b2 @el %S el e HAH B
(symmetrical relationship), @ F #®#1 A= 9d3%g vlxe A3H #A (reciprocal
relationship), @ ##S 3o 3 ®grrt of 2 el J%E elAE ¢dHAH A
(asymmetrical relationship) 7} zL7ie]ch ¥ ol2j g 371x =Ae {85 it@PHy Sl 7t
A E29d AL vdAH BAt & 5 o o7 E o Ko 2HE Fof WAES WA
71712 g,

ulch Al A Aol A shibe) gris ol ol ofsiA “al-S At} (responsible for) 2 7}
Hato g4 EES 70 (concept of causation)S A&Fch, aEldl o7 EERMFEE ox
AghEl olo)Z A ok, elubstw el ofwl whe] (unit) Aol A Ahag d ol ®LE ¥ S
o Eolet: e 2 4 9l7] wjFolct '™ H. Hymaneol ¢jstwd “Ar} Bl fdglelri™eln
Déz% ES alg_g%n\i @ A B_l; 574]7401 _?4.2:10] 01—1 @ A= o]_.,};dog_ Bo“ %ﬁ—-g],aq @
Ast BY AL oleldt Farspol %i7stE o} #Ee EAE AANGAE W 2SR &
ofo} Zhc} 1®

A5 Aol MRSl By Fikd 7122 Iy og QA sojd e 1
< Bgol g M ol s FrsE ol WHE T shielA frdd Hiknte]l oid&
zola wet ook, EUREY REEL Al o Auolx] FBel o@ 4w ohirl WE
olct, uweld HEMFLESF Mertel LEREE (necessary connection) £
(determination) 2] & el #olc} jrES] WIS oldldte FL& VFL dTPol Avht vl
7halsh she A E 2 A SErs ol A7k &4 (time order) 9F ;A A 3£ w3t 7hE A (fixity or
_alterability) o] Aol st} olzj gt 7|Fol Z7stel EEEtol] FEAHQl Wiko] FHHOR
G5 g 2 B el A 5L AAHTele # & °“’+.”’

A " AL & 2ol 6700 FHoz FHI] E 4 AUS Holsh®

A= 223 ukS-7tel BRfR (association between a stlmulus and a response) ol c}, &3
Hol A AZoll w28 Acky 232 e A vimFTo 4 iG] o] F AT F U
] o] MIEZ #AlF stiul: Aol B (principle of selectivity) wl-Eoll ozl Fe] %

e ¢
¥
)
e

]
s
=}

13

14) Morris Rosenberg, op. cit., chap. 1 5 2% 7,

15) o47]4  FH(cause)& #i— (uniqueness), JRi7t% (isolability), 4 #4% (productiveness), T ¥
(invariability), % —7% B (unidirectionality)®) &4 & z+:=cl ibid., p. 10,

Charles Y. Glock, op. cit., p. x.

16) Hebert Hyman, (ju55 Survey Design and Analysis, New York ; The Free Press, chap. 5-7; Travis
Hirchi and M. C. Selvin, (1973; Principles of Survey Analysis, New York: The Free Press, chap. 3,
17) Morris Rosenberg, op. cit., pp. 10-12,

18) Ibid., pp. 14-20,



of, 2 F ez Agie] A F5d AAS AU Qvkn @gatdt Frs A =H"H 2
RitR s A5t wbszke JAE wdsle Aoz si4sle Aol 7t5dhch,

A= ma Rl BELE (association between a disposition and response) 4] #:m-2
54 AgoA S wtaer wi3sly AT e - 53 . oA - Hade]y 58 233
o}, o) 8-> FESHolA WA velvE Aoz BuEHI Y R REREE A
o] 1TEy7kel AAE 2@l Aol

Az B Mmzkel B4R (association between a property and a disposition) = # - ol
deFa 5o A S e Emzle AAE 2ojdel, oA BHEL ¢z
A d&Agl AAL geve oA grst FE

A= B ggot dojel Aol ofsl LEBEAE] sle Aol odAd & Rk 7l

Ao £Fat MR A7k AAAAM i HES 7SS & Beolx 2 ERHL oY
ol wel A FiEE REY Bl il LEMEMAY Hola TS old ol
oAl A = 5 #erte] AFERY B4R (immanent relationship) & £33l ¥ oz, Qg B
B4 el FAFoode IAA FiiEw #E dglel ohel ES RiEol RS o]
2t
alzjato 2 Hayst FE7bel 214 (association between ends and means) o]t} o] A= 9

5 % (purposive) ol2ta )43 4 Qledl FE2 Higel 7% 74013}“ Aol 712 & Fa
ek, 2&ldl of 714 o] A7 oz Hoeletd 1 osvt THRE =v SHEY oS o= X
o Qo bzt {7 — MBI 2epAch gt ohgFol gletsd Biyel S 2 A
sto2 Hagel MILWBUF st SMEe vbeSel ok FRrol BuBEL slof BeE A
Eak-{a=

HBESH Aol F B AL FED o A JASY 7S bl o= Ae] &
A REREBEI LS A Aol ek olelgh A Aol o] FoiAW 2 AAE et A olsiEkr]

& T WERRGRA] Al 3¢ WMaE = dle 5L (elaboration) HH o2 A 7A ®lr},
Elaboration Model & & €37 $ald& 4 34 ¥ ol B ER (test factor) o] o}E& w4
of thah 41 5E1THY (antecedent) Q] ZiQ1x], ofuwl 5 #ggAlelo] # /8 (intervening) Q! 7 gl A
£ oz 7AEsfo} dhc},
BEERC HAH J8E dobud @EETY =l dAT G - BRER - RS
e vt slo] BarEEs WAHC HBEERAN d%T ol ol ofA] EEEE) o3

& vldeh 2ol REBEC MY - ELHEl Kol raEng B I of gog
wolA Hep®

ol wFERES % (KATRY v HM9) A T #E7lel KRB (original relationship) ol
o 3k ER4rRAf% (partial relationship) & %92 3}o] Elaboration Model & #|#4& AHzlslw o
-3 g Adelr,

19) Earl Babbie, op. cit., pp. 286-287,
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Elaboration Model &|A|

% & B B ( test factor)

R % B % ol

AT B MWK % {789 ( antecedent ) % 4+ &9 ( intervening )
F 4 M * # icati
(Same relationships) & @ (replication)

A A 4 ¢ 5 #® B ( explanation) 2 £ ( interpretation)

( Less or None)
= ety % = b (Specification)
«} & Earl Babbie, Survey Research Methods, pp. 288,

V. X % (Replication)

BEBEEHS HHEUS o 2ol B — {EMEECl detol KATHICIE £ HEamyelE
Alglo] M%7 EMMES Sdsiatd o 34l S R (replication) ol et et & RAIMR

s} BpEEfE (test condition) shol 4 = W atgle] FolatAl vehs Adkel Zleleh ™ atebd R

G A 3 o °J BEFES 98 ITox BEMME T HomMfdds =l Eold wol
el B — ﬁﬁﬁfl = bl = SRS Uohe =3 £ gk, v ol HARM
Aoz alsl Aol ohE teig Al 3o #ert s H7H (spurious)?]l 7

% o
oz Zolsle o MRS REMoletn wd £ gtk o2 439 #Hrl FUMES ST
ol 7oz Zud 5L dAER Fol v Helch
22 AXZBI0NIM cot EZte] BAV RE=AXE BT
BRI 5 ANE
C _ A A
C C — -
E C C C C
E 65 % 50 % 70 % 55 % 60 % 45 %
E 35 50 30 45 40 55
H 100 % 100 100 % 100 % 100 100
(N)  (s00)" (S50 PEETCI 1 1 S L

A} # : Charles Y. Glock, Survey Research in the Social Science, p. 21
£ 2> ol 4 Cot EZFe BHMEE AS HHld BaoMFlds o443 fAH2 des
£ otk webd A7h =9sIgle welw Cob E7re] E#MEE sFHelA domz Cof
7re] BAlE FRRmelatn AyHow AEHY & A "o
(E3> & 7BE9 A i BAE RolFn ek, $AARY AFo] v el oA =
J=d, 9tk $-2)le Hresel 7S (supervision) - 1R
F7F det,

(s
m ol

1"' FEL

;0

odspol wi$ olu] g BoiFm

werel TR MRS KTl 7 Mkt RRMFEE Redn 532

0) Ibid., p. 288.
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(E3> #E3 oY (x> Bl HYWSE EXMH $o| A= Uy
2% \410.3 EENER: LR
4 4 wAa . "
o] N I EEEEET
9] 3 30 % 83 % Ul 3 31% 85% 20% 77% 33% 89%
N 607 382 N 442 149 80 110 85 116

« 3 - T. Hirschi and H. C. Selvin, Principles of Survey Analysis, pp. 42~43.

it o] A eb e Fabe] olv] galxE A 39 PSS BEERHOZ w9 std
SRR oA5ts] FRMRel A-SatA FAEEE AR ot 5\}‘:} (H4> = 879 #HloAR
= #HAlshls W s WA G TR BAS AEG Adolrh, o AL @M HPojH:
wEel AR e Al B oA o BAMEE RRMESE Ao A

vhEbLb R Qe

B £l REEAY 24 F Sgte] MFE BRAEOZ Jebdw o o4
ol e A BE U BRS 3 =t AYsle Aol oo dAd HeMES £F
—EBEREY REES S <l - FTa -t 27 5o A3 #HS BREERoD =95
of BEHRBAR7T BaRfFol S of 03] 2452 e %ol FEMAEZL WAt Luidal BY
fretr A2AE + AL Aeleh, £ o) 4% A39 ST £sl7] ol Aol A 3o wggel
BB Y BB BAS dtelop ol mhek Al3e) @yl BHuesel KBe £
Ade s dedsia @echd 2 A3 #HE: csto] FAE FEg D) giAl ">
AYE AT AEEMS AL & £ v A RS FHEME s FHUL Zeg A
oleti A7slE vE BRES =9lstt odoldh, #F $53 #Earel =7 daiie 35
& FEHZIE Tl Reislojop sla o] T oA R Kk =l BEEY BRI 54|

Hoz 2gst Aelzl ¢ 4 olch

—
r)-

V. & B (Explanation)

&P (explanation) & 373 47 (spurious relationship) & v}e}d o Al sojx= sl o
24 A 3ol #Hs HEERCE S06hdS o Buegrel tBeee EWRMES Alet A
se)Al sl Aslolch, o wl WMEEMRC B - (EBEE REo hslo] %iTHYolool FS 7]

dabch, & mee e wod #dAs ?ﬁ’“%[ﬁ"ﬁ%iﬁ o] defz vleldcl

AlZieh o] grot FAE bl AHA A AL o, o] AL s ol 24
FE wl A2 AEE wAFEcoh el %7 Al 3o 8] HmS BREEROD 9
B — ERMBEe BAE 7AYo e, FEAEL = dR ge e}
< F4EE AdE Aok EE HHISIAS W SEolu m4xd =R Ao ghet
=AE el A gloh B — mEEtel A A sugolehe A 39 Sl of
[E}EeEY BRER (coincidental relationship) 2] 747t %olz HEM R ohoh

oo

o e J £

7 "

21) Morris Rosenberg, op. cit., p. 40,
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o mehetel FifEs S EYAA Sl e BEels AgA BAS Y Aoz zad
& Areles), EE ESMEAE o Aoistel 2AA4EE 8% dE¥AA s el B
S shob Ep olsbhele) 2A18lAES 59%ate] BAS Gobw, olt o ArHstel FiiEm
Fele ofabel olmehuol ke oAz &g WAHFTH T (25> of 4 ME vhe
Pol slAbe] mEMEolE A3 H4E HHSHUS o FIMMIESL et ook M
(Fi el daAdoleb BAEES A &3} (coincidental effect)?d ol AT A

CE5> MEXHZS EME o X AXX|HD 22T U BT
444 3 5 ¢ 5
4 = < B ¢ % 5 % ¢ %
s 4 84 % 80 % 50 % 47 %
ks o 16 20 50 53
| 100 % 100 100 % 100 %

2 it . Earl Babbie, Survey Research Methods, p. 290, Table 15-6% tt4 4%

ARl o]l 4 Al 3o g b #Eextraneous variable) ol sictgtcl, SEME= KL
srgrol ARl KiTen 7ol Hile wl B — (e Ee] BAIZE AlebAe o] Wl |
7o R A A BMES shA e ol oluel shhgrel F5A Azl Aol

HE HEVE (spuriousness) 7 B2l sto] Aol wolslol A of RATEEIL BMIBHE obvlsln K
TEgs oA e obvldtcyl RS e i 2Eal A o} Aok F RITEES
o8t g st Al 39 gl BEFEoZ =95US o Beet REEHt W T
Holzl okg 4 AU7| wW-Fo|ch,

M. Rosenberg & | 3 o @15 SiT@E2 21 ol: Hregel EMEgtel 345 A
ghal A skl 9kon} of Ao HfTel el s ¥usl AFEctn o s HEREL
Fuahy mael Yelog weolzohd HEEEe Ao Foldlzt sle A AERI}E Aol &k
iTgrel srtrol Folals EAIQl olth, o] wi Y AFH A7t A mEsFol JE
S ulAchel wgEtel w2 fAlE Lo AF > 2% - XA o] © Hojgf,

A 32 wgl SiTRRAA, 0} A% AZe] el ohen 2E WAAE 2 de
bl 2 @ A W4 Av] 4s sel slojof dnh, @ HATHECUL HiHlE o RIIBY
ok eBegabel A ZE Aleb A —E rloh, @ B A2 o Rirenet RReKT
o] A7} AtetA ol ghok ®

22) Earl Babbie, op. cit., pp. 289-290,

23) ¥4 ®¥ (extraneous variable) 9] +3% = AsFE 72+ Morris Rosenberg, op. cit., pp. 27-40
< #zg A,

24) Herbert Hyman, op. cit., pp. 256-257 ; Travis Hirschi and H. C. Selvin, op. cit., pp. 82-84,

25) Morris Rosenberg. op. cit., pp. 66-72% =% 7,

26) Ibid., pp. 68-69, aroF of 7|4 Marsugrst REMBMIS MR AtA A ez vehdE A 39
g oA 4 SEspr ® el



Aol &5l shvtel ol E HE3Se] Bl olkololrl Hig#y RF — EH T

o] felog =&3rtul ofiv|ole] Yolg HEdol sdl, o o} &L HAr (SES)
33wl Aokl 4 ggr7iel =elA AT e AL - ok uelol - E

) R — EBEREEL 2 Ao|ch 2 o3 AV Hals] HelMe AME A wHest
A2 FHelo] ool bl HERER tfirel olicv]ol, oliulolel KiAHy RF —ES T
REE, it &8By e} Bub B’JﬁH EE TR EEZLY AAlE (16> <FT> <F 8 oA

Ao 25 e aseln ek © o 7 33 soixn Ak Aolth
(H6> S E S ofrojof (27> of-ojote} BuAK R LS ETHEE
E o} x-u]o
SES E .3 beslet % %
D W _
] 26.5 % 54.8 % B 67.3 % 30.6 %
E> 73.5 45.2 3 32.7 69.4 %
e 0 100.0 A 100.0 100-0 %
&y {996 % (s08) % (Nl) (245) % (356)

=486, df =1, p<0.001, C =0.28 X =775 df =1, p <0001, C =034

(38> SES BUAH) RTF - ESTREE

SES
E T
8] =
& 35.2%  55.8%
g5 64.8 44 2
A 100-0%  100-0 %
(N) (298) ©  (303)

=207 df =1, p<0.001, C =020

R R, CBESbeE R — GBS ERE el MRl MY WE HeSEY moeKst BUER3Hed, "pp
109-114% ot 474,

=2 HESBe MAI7E HHIE S ol oliclolol EUAM (RSF — M EMMERE L A
7h AbebA A= okl o] wf RS A EITEHUL BY — RRSEe DAE REES o
2l (account for) 2ol oy} 1 fHAl®ch o4 olri(precede) = Molth <E 9> & wel #
EREE WS HHSIAS ol olivlolel Frighy {£F — # B EHRMEE LS BAL o3
5 sz gleh wbek of A 1 BRI Abeld wizichyl HESBEY Mirs LITRE of
Heb fhasigrel 388 sl Aol & 4 oo

A2 obrolol s HAISHA-S o HELER M Bidhy RF — &S5 FHEEL 3
= Atk ok sledl <F 10> oM R e o] 27ol 22 sojAn nh MEKHEN
st Bttty (RSF — #SER/EELS FUME7L 3 72 BAYL ¥dFam gle Aot}

SRR, (1980)  BSRoR (RF — B ERE WS MFCl M B A RS MTRR BB,
WHR R HMARK A
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<F 9> SESE ##%3 #£2| ol-n|olQ} HAN RTF — ELTHRER
ES + T
o _
I Ln)gp % p & P
R 58.2 % 26.9 % N.7% 36.5%
7] 41.8 73.1 28.3 63.5
A 100, 100.0 % IOO 0% 100.0 %
(N) <199% (2i9) §6) (137)
x*=23.6 df =1, p<0,0001, x2=36, 26, df =1, p <0, 001,
c=0,28 =033

kg . Ibid., p. 78, (&3>

CE 10 OhrOlobE B Fo| SE SO BAK BT — ESIREE
ofi-u] o} ) 7
I SES & # % %
] 58.2 % 71.7% 26.9 % 36.5%
% 41.8 28.3 73.1 63.5
(?\Iﬂ) 1?99?% m o)% ‘?glg)% l??sn

x* =382 df =1, p>0.05 ¢ =013 x*=319, df =1, p>0.05, ¢=10.10
2 & o lbid, p. 83, <& 4D

Ax EEEE s ohkvlotel BuAH) RTF — P EREETY AAE dME WYL &
TRl 2 4 e Aol

a2t AR A olst B2 FETRY VIFe] FHEHGAE REMA oot ¥HskA] @od (o]
A w2d 2L By eiAel =Eslejaleh) Al 3o #Eal HEASHEH it KT
gt 2 o gich 2REE B 252 WAl A4S AT LEGEMOIR okt ofY
ot

VI. # ¥ (Interpretation)

AR (interpretation) 2 WRBERS B TA9 2 2ol E Fulsts T4 E Adslaes R
Bt frabelch REANME WmEERC B — HREH mE A KiTHolY BB L
ey e o

Eaepel =2 e adel Husyel Az aen EReRe Ay 8<lel Hd,
R M = EITRES ATE she SRt T K] Y REMGRAA Ao}
£+ 3th £ o 7HE FAAC w7 BEe = - o] &l Falol Hadsd Aol
o, R = B BK KEEKALold s oH AR T& 273 A7 dE Aol o
ot o] 3AlE SEEE A 3o BEet S A Holn ubebd B WKL EMBHS 2A
Soth & MURECE ERBKE SMERKS TEH ZA el ATl ® wwid HR
28) ®% (explanation)®] ¥ 4 (variation) 2. 24 FITRN — HIBK —~ ERBK =23 Feldle o]

g Aol HAA Eade AL FAY Yo} sk
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ool EAME AT bt A 3o ME: BMUSHel EEES Aolol i 2e 2
o o welBAL BMUEH - A3 SHREER - £ReRe Fest Do X339 B
S EABEE A0 PadE 3o vdAd AAe 24E aFshed O By — R
g R BIGE, © MIEEe) 439 BE(VIAE HBEE), O A3 (e
AE BB o EWBHLS DA} LAl e},

BiEe] @ oz T AMT A Aol st ArtE PWEsto] ¥,

<E 12> ZAEXYe H2 <#13 RERS HHIS $o| BEXYHZ

249 e % a
EXE RN E L \ﬁ',g?/a -

EET Y[ A% e |[AdE we
A = 6.4 % 2.3% 2 = 1.0% 5.7% 2.2% 1.9%
z 2 93.6 077 $ & B0 943 97.8 9.1

A 00.0 % 100.0 % A 100 100.0 100, .0
&) LT ) Ny (0% 1088 1ma% 10 0%

# % Hans Zeisel, Say It with Figure, p. 186, 17| 4+ M. Rosenberg, The Logic of Survey Analvsis, pp,
57-580l 4 2ol &,

CEID ol M ¥l EEELfo]l Rt AT gol o xoh ey
status) o ket Aol AA el 4] glsl xFEe BS BATES
Aot efelzh vot s Ach of 714 RE S BBEEEOED =il
o uE KBS 9T Ao FEslo{x) wielth, <312 of 4 ehdE uie} o] kE
o BE FAAS ol AEAHA} AT g DAL Alebxn 9y, % e KBRS Fe
AT hols AT Aelg Aol Holx) obn glch, webs FE & b%fr%&iﬁ 2E
Ao Azteln Ao AAgaclolet @ 4 vk #gEe weld AL ALY - KE

o]
Ao

Wi

#7429 g2 Hag

Wigel = ohel oz m% FE Loi§7e DA ¥yl (¥ 1D old Hel e KES
e Akl 2 e AebEun £330 Hofd Aol o A vEhdn gloh 2
o ipolt 23 Fa Aol ohixlal TAg Prz obspx i eg .ol AE @meEss] el
bR ERHQ AES Avlsed 2 4 ook T @plel: o) ol d @A e}
FOMHE M2 dAAE AS Rl ol2d YTl web HiAly MALS BEEEe:
setoch, HEREL B¢4% BUAG 42 Ao HUL A Aolw oleldt HA
4 RS 5 SRS $UY Aoz 2EslolA ] w ol wob o) dl Hiol A 2ah
chel x4 d % of g A7 wE FANAS W HHEF FE Yol gl DA} A7
o} oksts]

sa AAH B4 2E AYE Rl E RF Y LYol A7 4
i o Ao et gt Aeldh,
ShE WY F EASHO 39S oo

29) Morris Rosenberg, op. cit., p. 57,
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W 3 o 8 % 14 % al & o 1% 2% 7% 10% 44% 41
B o 92 86 4 4 99 98 93 56 59
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& 0% 19%%, Ny 18 1988 1B qusf

st 3 P, F. Larzarsfeld et. al., The People's Choice, o1 71 4} = M. Rosenberg. The Logic of Survey Analysis
p. 590} <1 ol &

of 714 L frskgrel ol E A zhed 4 (theoretical relevance) -3 9 3tA| olsid L g 7t ol
]

£ oggriel A AL F9Y REEME Y Je shde) MRl a;mu% ) 2}
ol Hel AR Fol shibolch ufebs oleiqt d@Eol HE olshrh AW F&E a1 UF

eSS of A oldlslAl =+ ZHeolch, WMEEZ HAEHE mEEKCLE « °u?3‘P°4 5 #glo]
A S EEEsl Al B ool e FA3 S ot s o] ohlzt vt HARKE cobF
A slck, kb “}17}1“‘41-i stAsld el sl 17le]l EHIRES A AddE 45 glxlgt
BE R oz A BERE Boh Xg3A dFEct @
¥ ML (Specification)

Elaboration Model & ®£3138 o 412 Folmgt Axrt Aold WMoMEES 5 27
slid], dube HoaREs BEMRGES S fast(RAY £ 749) o E Bomke 2A
BRI A9 olE Al A 4 Aok op2ol ol oleid AStE HESl] ®¥ab

Zasl SE g7 A ZrElAelE: SR Fiigtol] T3 oAy 4 w2
o2 vehvdz k<& 15, 2y oS HEERCR soddle A3 FEMEe] He2
L5 EarRfRel A f=I sl &gk 1 Al EEE (strength) <= °di’é“éi ®¥ElL stk F ol
L 82 Actd4E Zay 530k ol rf Axn Ur, 554 ofAbe] FA YRR
Mgy BEURERc o 2 zlo]lF Holx 9z 354 olste] AdolA v iz FHMIRGR
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<15 =mel EFed (g 16> HYES #FHIE Fof FUN FHOY
T2 | mzue | Lo \gv@ 554014 | 35~54 | 3541013
e I i s $2|TEY Hea | 25T e 25D Hey
333 8 % 35 % F 5 3 8% 18% 82%41% 66% 38%

W37 22 65 Wl F 3 12 82 34 62
(N) (4357 3931‘7)5 N O ({’% 075’2?347) '(%?

2} i . B. R. Berelson et. al., Voting : A. Study of Opim'on Formation in a Presidential Campaign, pp
64-69, C. Y. Glocks, Survey Research in the Social Sciences, pp. 31-3201 4 =l &

30) Ibid., pp. 63-65.
31) Earl Babiie, op. cit., p. 291,
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A3el BHE RBEERCE £UHUS o HIMES FUMKS A2 dold Bgoz &
ELsl e A7 Uk eldo EAAZAE ¥EAZA 2o} of 52 obkolol F4E Aol
2 b wa aey o o AME BREEECE SR A3 AASY ALE £AAZA
hEEAFAS 2otk obuolold: o A¥an e BASY ASE FAMESE Bz
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Q3 3 el " al
oo p—T Ty [ x 2 £ 4 ¥ = £ 4
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A s (8367 (897" (3865

<& L. M. Killian and C. M. Grigg. (May, 1962) “Urbanism, Race and Anomia”, AJS, p.662. Tablel,
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2ot shte] BoafEmeld o Fasize 4% 0 B (conditional relationship) & 7
Eshe Aolzk & 4 ek, & BUMFE Z23EAY dstsle 2A4L FA s o] Bo
ol sk AE walmAl de Adoloh fftey MES 2ok 2ud oo B Fag =
3739 shdal o Fel T2 74 E & 4 oo} oA EAE BMES FUME od A
= 94 -7 - BFIAEE HFT KRR A4S ddel HFch w BMMES 22olx
duide AAES W & ST ERA Aol dald deie #E 4 ok o)
o slde) %3¢ Filo] BRe elgA4 S 5851 4 BES Fote 2 gL
AP S EAES =3 FUMGRY 344 RES S WMol 42¢ waoz srE oy
T Zhebn EAHRRMAGRS) Sl TFAS wdoss 288 AZS Y £ g a8y HES B
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32) Charles Y. Glock, op. cit., p. 33.
33) Morris Rosenberg, op. cit., pp. 106-128,
34) Ibid., p. 128,
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Middleton ] AR} Bybzhel ol Foll A 3xibfy BEH (cultural estrangement)oll A+ AR #

01 1=

&7t

Aoz velda o < F 18,

(219 HBEE

MmHE Fof AMED HH

‘718 AT B
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% 49l
4 9
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2NF | 2q w3z 94
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21 2 . R. Middleton, (Dec. 1963) “Alienation, Race, Education”,
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ejFn ggez
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< o LRl

AT A EdhRK

o o448 #u e Holeh

CE20 AT AIRIHON ThE EHE < B 21 AJES HEHIS T ARSI B AIQIHoll CHE Bl
2“ - ql = .‘g_' o‘l a_q o‘l

T grAw wsAF \;

B = B EN\AT 2785 2 5A4 3 EAE 547
& 37 % 45 % % 0% 50% 30% 20%
5 73 55 % 30 50 70 80
7 100 % 100 % A 100% 100% 100% 100
) (120) (120) (N) 0y 05 (3807 19

« 5 . M. Rosenberg, The Logic of Survey Analvsis, pp. 94-95. Table 4-7 =} 4-8,

5) #pH| ¥ 8% (suppresor variable)oll th3ll 4= ibid., pp. 84-94% ¥ =

=35+
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Vil. E=# 9 RiEm

S8 I e@Eze By BRe Adrn FESNY wRA 71224
Elaborabtion Model & 7 &3}o $tch,

AEA DA MAAES Bk Ya2x Aoz v Aol 3o gtov] HEgHAES
Ay A A B Y27 A WA sted b, o] BHES HEH B8R AEE s
Aoz AyA zaste] §713 S Aste] ok, a2y ERd #AEe shiel BHERH
BEZA oS s Beisiol U abebA] HHS HAE - KBE EF AbEoTh

=g AER BHAME FEH +(research design)ollat #H4¢ AFT volzA FHESH
(survey analysis)oll diai A& 2ol ASste Z2HE F2 wot feh, 223k o 2522 3
EWEANANE APA 2AA 5 BE T&\_ do] glom 7ol AAZ FAIRIYF A A5t
Skt

AR ol2id e 94$ 71x2 3to] Elaboration Model & A e st9c}l, Elaboration
Model & Aaisl FESHS 71534 sixE Axe =8d 24 (logical device) 24 + #
#7te] MESE A A BAQA ohd FEHQ BAAAE =HdEA HHFEC F #BKAS
B o) zel@rlt, tolw mAStl A delupEstTete EAlel W FE ATHEC
Elaboration Model & 712 #4le fpaERES #HFol wal F3st F BKLS FAZ
2ol 9id HBEEMEC KiTHCZF mt Al wel RE, RO, BB el BE
bz +E=o]d 4 Ark

o]z} Elaboration Model 2 ##Z ool &g =2iH
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