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2 AN e ARE 7hH A €
gare] BE APe A2 F2 AYEAES FHoE @ KRN A2geiyt B9
o} 437 MY 5 HEm WEW. ¥atel EATE] og 42 §% FHe= ¥
o Q7B o] 2oj® goi} AT S Ao HHa Bt 349 o3& H&lM 1 ¥
ot otE Azt(black box) 2 ofA &9 HE R ke A7 ool NFETA {HH#
& Aadod ARUAeld Ay A% E77t Bl ol 2o 1 it 12 A
AsA. 7zA AN 4 2 ARUAeld AW £ BX &SRS e AY
FArzte) P melsta $Roz O 4A ¥ PFo Ao FE o SAZ A
ol wha) BB ALY FZHe FAH FEH ALA A 2 FARYA A 2 7]
2 oo] o]5 BoWe AgHozy B WP AR FHAY Azt A ZH &
t}Carroll & Payne, 19911.
oleld YA B AFE P B o) 7bA ol & HITHEE AES FEA
2 AowA Ay FANEAS E(frames)o] U AR owE d&g vlA
71E golR At gt
Aol A Al HAye ok o,
A wAl AU ERES] So] PAAT oqud ALS R E7tE AW EanA @

g, po FAxos MRg du Yol dawA =i FAUEAS] ARy 2
B S el EER) B NEMY BY AR AE . a7le] YA o
g A EstE YESIA Fo

s Adrige]l wA YAUEA el S #EER wret YAAHI A%A @
AR E7te Folrmz gk = AA AEIGAM x4 A Ee] el U &
o] = wE 2AXA ALs} BF FFHA A, 38R e I e I =

2 Nz g8 3$ 7z @Al of| Aol7t AeAE doti A A

1. 2i&E BES B

1. H@olM el & WRel WM FiiE

1) BkZ 935 (Prospect theory) & E (frame)
g aro] glojd Eol B¢ @7 Kahneman¥ Tversky(1979) 2] Bt #E3 (prospect
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theory)o] o|84 7127} Sl 9ok, Zwolge oar@gats A@st @A ook
52 &dolifel wet o} o2 AF L S dodsn 9o
Tverskyst Kahneman(1981)2 EE#7EES %8 o8 92sdsny Al T2 e
2 AHEW ogn 2.
PiEE 6000 AMYE Aoz oAFE AdW HAAYL Fulsin gy oo
7

T Z2aWe neetzm Qo). o

1. 2239 AS 2398 A% 20090 & + A&,
2. L2 BE AU 45 BE Algol 4 #8e| 1/30]n, BT o 4z za

B8] 2/39.

1589 g&tat 7}l 76%7) Tz=awW Ag Melglon w3z 24%vto] =2 g
g H93 Aoz debdnt oy givel AgsSe ze oy
Ho 20090 4 4 ol HAP KES O ANYE Aoz Auta
W oBel o web oyRel AgEe] pREHYC T GEL

% 2e 4%elA e HYPUA e 2 % s4x MY ALy st gstm
2 g4,

1. 2233 C/} Qg A

o
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o
=
of.
2
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oo

2. T2 D/} Hd® AS okRE FA %8 $§0l 1/301 600l 22

gEo] 2/39.

AQAT AN A dgor Aatd B o2 Aoke RYMHS LAY 2o
Aom AlREe] ool B dds £40 B Ado] A2 2 e AL

e F3 Qo




372

o] s} o] Tversky$r Kahneman(1981)2 o Ao HAME A2 F2A Fol ¥
HEm o aAd EAel W@ et A % 8go e Hoist LA ERA R
wWae sAY Fon FRAT. olEE ol peo FEpe) E(decision frames) el ¥
st wel AEs MAHeg uiAA ot zagqed, 9444 B¢ "5Y A=
Hag #3523 2 A g AP A 014" (p.453)°l gtz FestAnt. ol
el Aele FAH FlEe HBY 72 -(gain framing)olE AP L HAste WFE
Selm AAE kel AW 75 (loss framing) o & ge peshe wFes B
ga =gk, @ deid 9EH A dgold AZW BN FesE AT wI
o AA7EA PEold vl AN GRE Rt AL THT

rir

AN o 2A AUcke Az, olg WMHE 600mel AEE BLoEA Ay &t
a00me] MHe #eozM Fe Lule MVNFE 57 gevts A B3 AT

7 B9 | 90 )
150
L __,_______::;,.____ |
I’ l
-100 = |
_____ %G |
.~ i l ol
&4 - 50 /,’ : = 19
o i
/ |I | s
{ ) _J_ -3
1 2 3
200 400 600

AYFYH
AR 73

ag 1y 2ol i BREM R il gt 4%
#) Kahneman and Tversky(1979) Wwee £33 Ad.
212%] . Neale & Bazerman(1985, p-a3)ell M AL

B —
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S ¥Rt ol g3te Ao 223 oue Y3 9 . =1t E 3 (framing effect)
T AT RYE FHA PES g98s] el WAt dio g slodg A A
22 BibE F e BHE wEoo o9 Juwe) gaa ol FollA el A3
HAA T A P2 Bihe) ke @iEgx Fag 9n s
= 7 oAn 2o deke] BHe T #e2 waa o Aokl 2Fae g4 o
AR TAHT B F ARE wFso} B o= 2} F FARE 7z}
2w A daelA g nAdel o ge Aa 2

2
r_C')l_‘
0
fir
Y,
nle

[s}

]

Az g #

UN

12 AAg

A eld o] 4@ A7E We uiolq Yaate @aold e Ba @i
AFN ZFAA, ol 28 A3} o) Fol2l A AT Yol WA o] o)
BFATE A LAY E WR A, oA g2y S 90 Nz ge ga
el el ol Foixm girHPutnam & Holmer, 1992). <% Dojd Uehd whs) go]

FHINE 89 49 2 4F. 59 24 9%, =3 gag vl AEfke Ad. ¥
B gle] Bof J8 Zo] Mz ey,

DA & Md Z9elA 37x oy mr =3 HEEFol MdsEE Mo 2
T RHEOE YoM ST 28 A" w giale) =8 R
HE AAdeol wky HE AodoA e RIS B (interpretive scheme) .2 2271
Y AT FAY)l MakEE WS duats Aol 28& REGE Hoi N
Ael7k ek 2y F88 Aol: B mepge S84 vz @ ¢ o}
S97A 2Pl B hFHEA 5L Aun Y e F 7 FEeA =
°18 B Ao tRE 5 ¥WE dagds ool Tl vebd Eo Hey g,

M H2HANE So] =47

i
&y

e

i

= Ay
oL
B
ol
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o
o
fin
fr
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)
Jm
ok
o
2
L
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L
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T, QA AAYE Fol Wdate] A4 Wode] AP we v = o
E

Tl A A4 =4 (schemes)o] So) Za) st} EE o]l
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&E 1 E BEES MR

F ¥ | ax4 g ys Aoy | olaNe 4 2w gy
CEES SR EE

g e A9 A Bgel Ug A

CIE I I 4 (acheme) SEE L Harel o 94

g n | 2HE AAz oz £34 F52E ¢HY A ZE
#7] CEERCES 373 2 £7)0}
A2 SRR W ol

9 A _ _ 217
CEN A4A =4 R EAEL

PR S Wel a4
o ml | A@uel ®x EAe ol
! H a5 57 12l ele A A4
5 Wae
E3 D o] =%} olale] W=z ol Al 3
AgH | B9 3 S wa EERE! EERCE!

aold | geldel oig gy gaasel 2o
A Bo) A | BT BANEE A%
ogay | sas guszs | oo FEANLA AT 24 20

229 : Putnam and Holmer(1992. p.143)% +4¢ RY.

2 Aol Ae e B dehd 28 did Zae s Eo] EAFUL En

a3 Ax A FAdANE Fo vz} g EAgdn Be b Sk ¥ A
e gazie HAsEod 2 olaAE YA EAE AW Fe
2 2 9ouly} Az Bn ik

HE{k(reframing)ell B & AR F HTWe] UNE £ A Fo|= Holetn
HE w B W3 H29e Ate] 586 wE e Wtz aga oaAd H2
We 2o s Ao g galshe Aozt Ba U

e 24 dzny 2y @ 2% &Y ddA7 e ded dAH Hoe &

S mAdAY A3e) pEERLEZ Be WY g
AP E AL olsfste ®WAY 7] A (devices) ki 1 ATH

gt 0§ & A7 F2ye ERE 9443 4Z e Aol oz} 4E Het
Hel oz B 4 Utk B3 FuAel HIYed g 2] A7 B UAAH HIR
BE QA 2P 28 F2 A77t o] Foid got A AT WHvE FEHIN
E 9z H3Wd 9 o] 5L x4l (schemas)s] 7idez ttFxn Ut Carroll &
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Payne, 1991].

Hehd B AT E a1 yayn = HME HIUE 43 A4 22 wun
@AY, 2z Y P o BEA N HEkEEe) wio) 2 Helatnz g
= ol AlA ~A7n 2o 2 277} 4 (pre-or meta-schematic) 545 AYzm 9u}.
L 22 dAZ dFA 4ALe qyn 9= Ao Fgsinl, gaARE AR
8% 89°2 ®Ba gu},

2. ST BEARO WS KITHE

1) ik BT fEe m _

Bazerman, Magliozzi 27 1 Neale(]1985) & ToiRbeh Bofxte)l Bo) PEo] HAHo
2 9FE vAdE AL 2Hgy. o se AHAG Agdold 48S N w3
17629 s oz wammRrs AAlsuo ol AN BMAEL Tojae)
Hohatel H@z ks o) @9 24 9 29 24 F0M YR AL BEES A
NRoRH PPN 2 Ble o v Ul A FIERS AANGoEN 237
SE SIS 2230, on v gme oo g A & e A%g g gay
Aol &g Hdolth oj2e o A7z may THNOR EbH Abgo] B Ao m
ohdet R¥Aoe Live Algug o we EHRE e A9 oo ulel Mume) g
miel o Evbes Ae waAge

¢ Neale?} Huber 18] 3 Northeraft(]1987) % 9 3R A 543 B9 BAo B
 AFAA AQEY o) FPPoz Bia AlEE dgEtd P 9= gls 719
BAgel o He HRIFBE ol AL W T EddE P gl Ao
LA o) 2R P2 Bipa Alato] o we AN E she Aoz Yehgo

Levin?l 210 £835(1985)& f&4ge) Fol Hgste Aatslo)y Sl A A A o) vl x
T 9%l d3 478 aAdg. olse 24 sfte =9 2¥x A9 gty By w

A glel old g Fuad og wg = M 24 Roaln, 2yga Zfe a

§ %
AL ARAN R Pzt A YUt FoiA) e HRlAE TEA0z Bipa
T

THALR B AERY o be gEkEs dhe Ag ey

Schurr(1987) & 3 %o Amto] oo BIELA BA s dnetedn. qx= o]

s}




376

o wAES AL BAR oldL Felt ANE GET FE(FEA L ALA
& wAEE ANGTL FAH £4E FIET FE(

_\_?_
27 o] ME Aol 98 FE HHAITRE 2 W

2) Himxe B3 W& RA

Neale?} Bazerman(1985)-& [#aipel A3te) it S0 Qade] B ArolH FH
Hom BpE YAASS @ FuAHeH YR E{pa s H& FelE o A
A o]® Aoz eyt oo wH dEHR S ZARE 2RAA 55 A
anc gaAsd ds AEE mREE O 2 noz et olEe EAES
= Avoz o zZd FALRE —’?’r’é’ﬂ?_ N2 FAA] AE b AR
gAAe zeed 5 Ady 88 24 O}MC}

e §l Pinkley®} NOI’thcraft(1994)" Pinkley(1990)°] 37FA #f Kt Z. BwA/F
o pA/AA. gd/58 45 Bol BANE 9 Aol olxE Gl #a) A7
. o) 9T AM B FAAEY 4% 82 A2 dare vldozs PATAPAM FF
g Aoz yehgsd 53 RATAAL 2% so] aolrt AW F5F FAHAFAA
o Mgy AEE o AAE Aoz e wak BAGARsE BA BB AY 2

N2 Agrt 2ela g ERT ¥ g% Ad A W 2 sEm tAE e A

=
=

2 UEhgth ol wtal #A B2 AddAL A% 2 AAT BA de Aoz de
gob #d. 2A/A4 AdNe 2% 52 Fd4 Anste A7 e e UH

o outyl @A W #el e ez JERT

. \WEWRS &

1. HRE\RL HRERR

B oAz AE gk o)gd WA dAdTe AT Edg og 2L A5
2 sigsl) 2ma &

A, HaA BAREAS = (frames)o] FFA 7ol geola dae X er}? okl A
ANE AN ABAA ol ¥ AFE Kahneman® Tversky®l Zao] 2ol dzhaa]
B xe 2AX 53 gA4AF) BAS zg A¥ATE 8 BHa g A2 £
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U NealeZ} Bazerman(1985)2 &Ew7r S B rEHeR S YAe 9 gna
ol 3@@°§-Ewﬂ“4aﬂﬂhﬂﬂ42 g olRA Rale we 2HHoz Ea
AR "AERd a2y A=z o % EE S B B d3dME o
AT Fat d9AFIt o mEsmy HRANE debdexg dee nazx s

=4, 459 = ALY we Y4ETS) oY G =717 gde gy
4%@ﬂ%”%ﬂ“€@l$héﬂﬂhﬁﬁit¥ HEE /M3 e & A 2Eo
2 JMEFete #g olehs de ;o 2 WoBEAR gt B AR 98 e y
FAR 2ebd $ ) maay & ATANE YAl & 2% BAZ 22t o g
vrol #)59) AR Rl ne YA Aolg BAs T} s}

°l& #alo B Arolde eo 2o dzsae g gagleny oo Eamrs o
W I 2o 2L mEEe dAsgo

o

VH Hy wAggddEse Se gasngde dus 0 g
R H A0 SR 4803 YAUEA: $R02 Bl A8 g
AHEA Bl Be4ol ke B4ARS @

T Hw 93802 S8 w23 YLUEAE P40z S wia b

dyntzg
FEE AL
Fugel s

AT

{frames)

8 2 HEmR
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W Hy =AEAREA 5 2878 oot AR Aol 7t & Aot

2. wEel Wi BE

¥ d7e 2ReTe A/Rns] BEESAM AR e BUAT dd= o A
o HAUR L TaE U DA L w=zUEAES] REEH ARE Fusgct, @
alo] wah A ARAE =YL AR e FFEcE T 14 Aen #@4
| 2A" To] Fsior ¥ 2% AR vprel 23t A A 5 A=E 74
=g

13 AZoHE FANEAse) 5 W, Hi4 3 =25 87 AFEAEH Wy
moz aMsgor 23 4R g4dAm Afsz FASEG =4 A Ee E
o Ole 2R tiie A7t AR RN o] Fo|H REA HEl ofa] 7uts] of
oA o7 MR Bge 2 Azt 3% st AgsAn(lHE HAEAYdE &
9yo)l \bEF} 91.8). chut Nealed}t Bazerman(1985)cl 259 487N F Ag o
Ravrom sl 3 7tz 2HH Fe ¥yAer BIAES 24 A8 A 47}
%) % A Aba}(instructions)# Pinkley(1990)¢} 37kA 2% E (conflict frames) 7H-&Hl
3/5e 2% 5 23 Wee FusAc add IEA B4 #3A 22 Z39 442
A e 7t 4B Bl ne 7hEA 248 SAE] A 64 35 AANE 47 5
92 23 2gd 22 2Bt $9As ol FAWG FH BHEA ol 7hgd 2714
A A3 747he A M9 (forced choice) SHEE b WL HAHGE 2 FE).

o MM Ao g el Fe HeRe A7 By kR A5 BHY KR

-

5]

R BEM Y gEM B2 ME BB AT TR

TR L 23H £(A) 34 2B
\ 94 dzte eyold 44 2e ool
R
( o 9wy &z gdn zpolosl A8 AL
guge | FEE o8 E4E MG Baln Fug FAMET 0)NE ¢ 5 At
A r ppgel Fge AR el FAE &oh
wydes AxF Aol FrAez AP FHeln
CEEE
Qe 4713 ARY 33 Relvk | AURE $AF JPE 24T Aed
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M2 FEED. A3 yy dss awEe RERWERE, AT MEE. HEE AN s
of dE RAHA #F F¥o2 o]RelMHY. o Thed gelx, ARwEw zhA R
7t Nealew} Bazerman(1985)0] 7utgl 4o desgon, g4 Aot g
A== Osgood, Suci, 18] 3 Tannenbaum(1957)¢] g A w2 9 g3 2% 3l
o A dal Mg sled ®eEllbEe 3= BHEER, 293 wHBe 244
£

TE N EHE 25 249 A0 ne a4 &e°] 0.73-0.93¢ ¥
A2 22 #48 RYI(<x 3 F2).

3. REFZE U R

2 AT AU Y Fed B3 mpe E&o we % (longitudinal
study) & dAgrE o Y. & 2 ATE gRRg 790 e ARy dal 94
4 49 1dHE 49 159 Apolo) wAl YA EAS el d@ 52 24817 g4
134 A28 dAsigon, w3 23 422 s 14 ZAAM A}l kZozng B
Aol S%ol 2 1ATE Fe} 14 LAY TUa wa HENEAGE Yoz oday
el Bd AHQ 89 16UHH 269 Alolol AAGHAT 27k 2AbellM e JFP e A
HAFEA @ ZA} o) Rol MY
AR AT siTe MED 3004 7Y heH wAl = EF7E 12kel 23F 24}
A SAl SHF M) 719 S dom AxGun, 4y B2 42y 4959 gy

o

® D BHES Ty EEEE U ESHEK

H It o HFH=
e TET (Cronbach’s a)
aAH B 6 4.24 0.75 .731
elx 3 4.87 1.35 913
AxgurEe 3 4.70 1.20 .835
A o B A 3 4.75 1.10 760
gy 4w 4 4.52 1.12 .933
) 5% dHe 6 g

ArE 67 g2 g 47 Aoy ggdtden da & 3
Z3el AP 2AH Aoz sige.

o o
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v 2Ag gd AHe 247 AR E AAsder. ¥l gaadd vlxe 99
B owAlZt B HEAMAE BaARe] AelE EAst7 3 T-Testsh ANOVAZ 4*|st
arth

V. WES
1. T Hp o 8

wal @A Eae Sol @4 &l 4@ nA Al ge 744 H & T-TESTE 4
ANgozs dnBsic.

1) EEEN BEtEsse 53 IRl B
A earE AU RS B3 Yl Hiy mRel e ok ool X pERG whsE B
o] Tytel =2 FaA AnE & Ao
(£ pg AREH AfHez B o AHEAS PAREAS e AA Al o
2 gegon m@ Agas gadEssel s
ME wge 41 A vy IAEE 4AHA Al E 2eln Aok 5 232e &
2 A7 A EAE PAYEAES FHAU EF 7K ez adEAsd v §
o wAAT W nEE, 4 2R QAR @A T gl W DAL
Zo] Ao o ¥ Aoz veuvh wekA 23=9 5% 712 AMEAE FAW

Ee 2EHe 5 7l AHAS FAdEA v Hae) A4 477 goE AR

& AATE AE oL BE AL

il

Y

ob

i

& & ERER ST HEel K AR BE

34 8 L
—_— T & e 2 (P)
A (EZHD)
9= 5.10(1.25) 4.20(1.38) -3.13 .002
A HEE 4.94(1.10) 4.32(1.08) —2.53 .013
R4 ANE 4.90(1.08) 4.45¢ .94] -1.95 .054
Fuy A4 = 4.74(1.10) 3.94(1.20) -3.17 | .002

2y R PEE 7Y AER &3 AY
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A Gk D AHEAE FAUEASY B @) B KEY BAS Jeh) B
TIAT A R A AR U HEMNS AHER AEAE gANEAS
= = = @477t 46,598 e B g o (g 29631
gnd Aoz Jewrip < 01). 28 E45 Fxe

TEAA £5 7h A2(9.92%)7F REAA BE b H9(8.88%) W Fa B

wetd 2Aez S8 AHEatE gAUNERE 2w B3 AexE @iy

Fapel vla] EEYe] B& FAAAE 4 Aolghs UM Hpe A9sdc,

) MU mraEA S B rareEne Mg

EEE =2 YAAEAS] B3 49 MM KRS BAS JE BodF3 g

T FEHeE BEY =25 AUNEASS Fons 2R Aznd 9o 2y
Her S =25 YYNAASEG 949 22 222 Jedo(p < 05). 58 =
T35 JYUEAE EAY 58 T dE ASele HAT4 649 BHAY A7
(45008 =A A4sta e wE, R £ b Afel: Fw(3.87)9% 2
B8 ANA=E.95)7F B we slew Jew oldd AnE AEXE YANEIS
°f °lF AT Wed dal 53 #AAglel dAZ FHAY A4(4.0 o) S B2

I Ue A HZE o7 9ir),

$ob gel wazze) Aol FAY P ¥ B
oz vehguh(4.0 ol
it BRel BAER e Raj3

b
Aot w25 HAREASC] FPAA B UMD A Sols Aol 45 842 1}

&b EAEM SN Heael BEY ARl B

TBH B 33 & | |
el j T 3t ' H9ol=(P)
B (FEH D Hi(EFHah
FANE (%) 9.92(3.10) 8.880 2.61) —1.55 .125
Yy 71zH) 46.45(22.66) 63.10(23.51) | 3.76 .002
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k& ERAEM ST HEmel W mRel ME

284 5 238 &
w 21 T & 8 =(P)
P (FFHAD d#(EEHAD
39 = 4.64(1,.19} 3.87(1.46) —-2.80 .006
Az UEE 4.57(1.23) 4.25(1.30) -1.23 .222
2RY AR 4.50(1.26) 3.95(1.03) —2.25 027
Ade QA& 3.95(1.43) 3.51(1.34) —1.49 .139

B Are 7Y Hew AT AY.

¥

& D EAEM BN HEe B KR BE

2338 = 2yx &
w 2= T 4 Fo=(P)
HF(ETHA Y (wEHA
AdgAEE(%) 9.75(3.17) 9.39(2.71) —0.57 572
#4717 45 8(24.0) 60.1(21.9 2.93 .004

=74 352 23§ A4,

»
oft
=1
st:2
4

Hu 2AHe 58 747 45060.12)0] el BTl WA HRL Ao Uehurh
%

(p < .01). 28 YIFATEA AoAMe T3A S 712
4

ebseh,

gey b Hp 2240z A" Aoz 2 4 ded. IHH0R B =2
2 yauE E $EAos B RANEARG g, B4 A4E F 44 4
ssh @A Edeld FEAC o B Ao dehdd

2. Itd Hpy 2| 188

stas = P-Pg4, P-N¥Z. N-PRA N-N¥ 4 £ mrmugos g4 &
a2 =712 olr 7] s ONEWAY ANOVAES HA A= 8

2wt
45,
i

(1) sk el ma

o
e 'HERY o

#8e A% w4 FEe YRAEZ Uehdche W4 g
§ BU18Eg o

A

HU !
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‘E B EEEBI % HEARESY ERE DR

Mean of Squares F ratio

) ARZ(DF): Yan = 3 Jeh = 9o

RO BEHLI BE BEASESO ERE ERHH

AgAE gole

S

AN

4.132
(1.69)b

4.22
(1.29)

p < 0.1 p < 0.1

a) T4 #z &7 '
b) EFE#

1) BEREMIRNE P60 B S

K & mARN 5o 49 ¥y 2 grugywe HEE7F 2olst Y By
Uedl AbgzEs w22 pe gopayg WA RolH stol7} g
ot

B K 9% FA PARe2 Ynw 4 MERYY AHeNAY golu ppys
(5.18)°] 714 = Helwten o ggoz P-N¥4(4.886). N-N¥+(4.22). N-PY
Y198 w02 vrdnh K3l o) Sed PPRAY N-NGL. 29w PPygn
N-PEYLAE o7} Roln wHol7b Y= oz yepge)

FE A HEAVER w22 Goig o)z HmuY 4gA4EH sasixe pp

_>—




<R 10> RERCHATLRN WhAEMARY SrECr AT

g T Sum of Squares Mean of Squares F ratio P
ezt 8537.13 2845.71 5.65 0014
LRl s
Ak 45353.69 503.93

=) AH4=(DF): Aad = 3, F=d =

& 1D BTREY Y4717 Xol2H

g 71z
¥ e &
2R H(N) 23 2(P)
« 2R A 65888 42.48
= (P) (21.88)b (22.81)
oo wEA 62.05 57.65
= (N) (124.53) (18.56)
P-P3® > N-P¥ N-N¥ PN
Aol B FoEE
p < 0.1

4

a) 74 3= #H
b) EFEWUA}

HAH(4.72)0) 7V E=A Jdegen, 1 BEeR N-P¥4(4.13), P-N¥EZ(4.12),
N-N&@4H3.67)el #o2 Jett. 53 °] en P-PYAT N-NIZdede A%
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