AR B KB 6RO

— BN B - WEAE o2 —

# = p2
(15E %)
................................. E ;ﬂ
g% F = :
BoE RFN NG BREZ
®=% RO HEDN Bm
EmE SEBENRFS BEMESE
BIE B B
w3 EE LEBEY BRSGE BN it
¥ -5 F &

IR

19604F kol & A& Buh, &%, itd, X
b2 #HEdA &¥e wtdri@Eh(social change)
o] o]Fc Az vt :

53] pkErgEe AWM Gndividual), BH&
Al Ao eyl 2ot FEA (collective), B
B & Bhel 2 HEQ AtEd L5t 2ol
TEeEE A AT WS BEERESE dE g @

ool £ 'FE= BMBEMNIBIE Rl Lol HE
EEE iRz @ ol¥d BEEEC ANF
ol Wi-o ojw RES BARE Pz den, =
HEE « AT AE BESH = BRime HE
ol & Wmxd A HHgeld.

=

2 &l

B Pkl ERste BEMY fHoks T
A o T pEOEER (sociopsycholog-
ical) ZHTHfIA o dle] BEBNHRRFIFS 93
f55% 89 HRERER (hypothetical causal relat-
ionships) & F#Estz, =& BHEY BRBIE
43 BRE BB BoesA, BEBENMNIS —
BITEAEER L TR BEYd =58 Fax ¢
o] & #Hzrel FHA Byl
28 WES Ry 8 HE
1. Hgee] #E
—kieZ Agg 4z v HEGES
Eg Ave Rk Bed AEHEEY BEH
fpo 2 EE (purposive sampling)dtx, “REE
FHEeEe FEY W-BE 2 BERES AT
2 HHow, HEK LIPS Hl (proportional

(1) C. Zaltman(ed.), Processes and Phenomena of Social Change(New York: John Wiley & Sons,

1373). p. 1.

(2) 7 BREHE, BHEGE A-HERRK, 1974 4. p. 3
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random samp ing) el 2] 1508 B« R\
< 2. - e Egd BRI 9. RARe 2
F 6918 B - iiel gt

2. WRHe

Ekr GEERY MHS AT $Efel 2 vt
2ol BH wird 3+, Bk RiE
o F¥E B i HEs FEMd HEL 4
st BF RS RlFe 9% BEE Wb
, ol R olsled {HEM MBS wirstd ¥
De FozHA Az BHREwd =& FiA
o
ol B ¥ W% T kA S SV HEE HRE
G HiF ek (Pith Analysis)o]l 22, o] Fikg #3}
Zomd R Y BRERS mESY] Se
o —Ege] st} EAESHT(Factor Analysis)
4 A&

3. FAESE

& HEE S T AARHES MRS EEd B
EEEEY SEE A FERFEHES T2
st ot

o] JFEksbel WHE - BAER - BRIEHEE A
BT Bt gEARER 2 AeEBEE, 2

B oM

&

dx FH-3EE Bad WED BHE EK
@ B RRe

et
FZE RBIFO BMS Er #B%

Bl MET#

1. Kl (Innovation) ® : & Pigeel A= Rl
3ot Zol EHSI A ek BiFTol T AEAR
EE THHERZ BRERY BEERK = e
BEhl o] HiFr - BES A8, = BRI B
Fob t® TEEERA BBl O R, EERED
< 225 BRI s mES F, FE
o st AR MR Be TEBER &R
! BT ou Fe.

2. ik#r#Eh(Social Change) @ : Fh-Er 8 Ehol & ik
SRS &, el TRV HEERY R 2
o] Al e BAT B{LE ArldE F oz ol A
#i(norm), BHHHE, 0LH B 2 S8 (symbol)
9 by T gL, ®

o] &} & gphgsgie FElE  EEh(planned
change) ¥ =t obve}, BB (change agents)
o F#E nbEny BEES BERelel BAET A
$RFE ) By (unplanned change)® Z =}, @

3. BEE (Attitude) ™ : 7| A &= HEEEE B -7

Wl T

[
e

2 [gelo] |2 Innovatio® TV 5 =d] = 2oz (Y28 Ak BEEESS 48

71 |2 2 Wibster Dictionary Fefliel Folxlo] glov, $2latz &= if, EFges H= o,
i) Bl 7Y EFEol HAstd o7 BEIY Zlo) wovt, I AT oA FUT ERES

A =7 Z&h.

iii) E. 1. Rogers, “Social Structure and Social Change,” in G. Zaltman(eds.), Processes and
P. enomena of Social Change (New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1973), pp. 75-87.
iv) La vrence B. Mohr, “Determinants of Innovation in Organization,” American Political Science

Re view, Vol. 63, (1969.) pp. 111-120.

(4) EM. Yogers® RHEr#tEe “MERRS HiE R BEEIAM BAESE F Bk BE(process

of alte ation)”2. 2 ¥ wulw, F. Allen® o] & “REER =+ 2 THMRY B,

s =

= Af o] —EHke BEHE RA”ez Ttz Y.
i) E. 1. Rogers, Modernization Among Peasant: The Impact of Communication(New York:
Hc t, Rinehart and Winston, 1969), p. 3 =
i) Fr ncis Allen, Socio-Cultural Dynamics, (New York: MzcMillian, 1971) pp. 39-40 # =
(5) Wilber E. Moore, International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences, (New York: MacMillian

and Fr:e Press, 1968). p. 46.

(6) Philip {other, “The Elements of Social Action,” G. Zaltman (eds.), Processes and Phenomena
of Soci il Change (New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1973), p. 171.

(7) BEIE(a titude)oll ¥ AEHRET HHIBM

i) Geie F. Summer(ed.), Attitude Measurement, (Chicago: Rand McNally & Company, Inc.,

19:0), p. 299

i) Tt :o0dore M. Newcomb, Social Psychology, (New York: Henry Holt and Company, Inc.,

19:0), pp. 118-119.

iii) Daiel Katz and Ezra Stotland, “A Preliminary Statement to a Theory of Attitudem Structure
anl Change,” in S. Koch(ed.), Psychology: A Study of a Science, Vol. 3: For Mulation.
of the Person and Social Context. (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1959), pp. 423-427.
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HRY ph&EEel o BEiF(preference), ARl

o & f£ & (faith in people) @ HK3kol of & FiFE
o BIEH AFe] FolAd A, el WE ER
KEE:] thHeoz2 EHRT .

4. 3 HEJj(Leadership) : 17} 4 & E.A. Fleish-
man®} . Tannenbaume] EFE®ZT @itsld, {
R BE B ERES zeid 3 B - [ 3
BAE =c #Fd AT #fE - BES 93 5
== (ERAEMS ZENes BaA Fid. o
714 fEER EREAA &K Ao
MER) ] BEAA 73 BENE o] BHEse
fERe: . HEdd F H-{AES 23,

5. I 58 (Policy Supports) : B (policies) o]
# 3 st Brks FRAE 2 9o Mk &
#& e B5E gk e BuRel et Mgy &%
F1E& (pc itical collectivities) 7+ W& s#EhS- A,
EE, 1l = b7 8 fiRee =
E FE |(instrumentalities) ® o] 2tz ¥ <= ol ).
olol wat K ol e BRTIES BUEM HHE
£ 45 TEUR 7 BN e e B, 51E, In
L = = kA7 SEtd] BRERCA R’
ste AN BiTW &80 9 TR EFReR
HEd .

6. 7t FRESERY ik (Sociostructural Characteris-
tics) ¢ Jo@REE T AR AR, £ £E9
HERRG Sl A A zkel AA whEs= By
w B H W),

zE - R REAERY Mol Xk REEIS Bk

24, , . H AEEY BHESIM dedE BRE 8
ok oobu f HiEN friEx @Ed o

A R E B BAN £ e ild
T gl B iR § EEd o9 ptegEs
IR H#EE mIEst] MEEEN Stz T
. JdF 59 FKERG, BEREE And
FEhM: 3 HARMA HES5e] L¢E onjold.

(8) i) Edwin A. Fleishman,
Associates, Inc., 1960), pp. 306-417.

Leadership Opinion Questionaire (Chicago: Ill.,

28 RIFOl BRE U (SNEMD

of Kol =3 fEifgkoz A= 1) LEBY i
dEE, 2) RhEEE B 2 o) gy £ELe &

ekl FE 3 MELEBN EREg 9
A7) = AW SRR AELIBEEY BT

igel WAt A iy mrlE2 g,
PEBA #3] B o LEBY . eEn
R TS PIRERe] H—58ik#(a single
level of analysis)ql 7 $ol=t HHEI Pge-T rlEE
Al "ok Oz v BT Bk A mhdEigl
Mgt MIRe B—GikEd A RBEAA Pixy
T ol WHES Aot dAvad ARMY fTRES
TLEEIES FES HEMERA A8t HiLgEs
| Xz 9] A Fel SEEST AT &) ol
nhd B—gikiEd BIEAA Rigel 2% BT
KE o FPdE o Axe Sk =¥
s fEE Sl ofE Kl gl oY #
o] [FlRpol LEEA Aot vhie] whabw, OE
BEEol Bl BT HiRkdAd EEEIE EA
9] QEF': EEE, da 2 7B e
EHESA BEEESLY) Sl e, o9 g

éz*»%’iz%ik W MBS 23 9 RherEe &
BEE IE‘]&EOH s sl obrl qek Aotk
BAS) R, GEE, fim 2 FBIE_o Hik

of g EHE‘C o] e byl BT e i
e {be] JR# (sociocultural context)Zfoll 4 AjfE
gk,

vt A 2 ph@ggEe] RiET =v BETTTA
RelA EmESHE itEHY HER BER ae 2l
T LEEL EFe phesm BRY et HI
{£ /i (social-interaction) @#E<S ol A=k ajgestA =l
ot.

o2 Y 53 Rl B a’%‘a e
Bis AdAe 25T M2 s H G

Science Research

ii) Robert Tannenbaum, Irving R. Weschler, and Fred Massarik, Leadership and Organization:

A Behavioral Approach, (New York: Mc Graw-Hill Book Co.,
(9) Jenry Teune, “Public Policy: Macro Perspectives,
: ek, (1974), pp. 23-30.

10) 2HE, e i wEHA L
(11) Zaltman, op. cit., p. 14.

(1963), p. 24. 2R
p. 239.

»

in Zaltman(eds.). op. cit.,
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< EEAA Fr BTkl we LB B
758 (Socio-psych logical Analysis or Approach)
o] o},

e OERY B LS AR fTRE(behavior) gt
e R e functions)o] ZER e kel A
e SRS GE Srete @

o] HETES FEAE BHE 2,

A pted © Gl HES o % #Es
9= EBERAMY £48% == EHERZHEY M
%Re @V & rF A=,

4 @A BE(needs) £ FHn(percep-
tions) ot it €ri®: 1o ik (properties) il BARE
7R & Fe,

A5 ey §Z(influence)s] BEL BRT
F 9A &l o A7 A pheny EEe ARt
e, ptEiERiie oW HEIY gl w3
HE (norms)o] A wl g U TFFdAel4d ] @
2o ould U9 HECAE S Btd 2 BKA
oA {EEs s [ HEE v A BRRS e Ae
o} u] e, 02

ol ¥ 3 Figvel a e LB BEr ke
73 A AR g ThEelE & ¢ g Aol A
T7HA ke 08 Bagel Tk e Ay
1) JBEre) 3% processes), 20 FlEil HMZ(con-
tents) % 3) Kl #rel RE (phase)Sol) BE3H B%7t
Zaltman& 7z ez 9l @

Blbol 4 diks 88 == Bl A 37hA
ST sete gbgbEbAl A Hookch

Fk= BRI Bl S BN BRS
ekl FrKE i(Level of Analysis)o] £4& o&
FRES AR BESI] Asd, ptE OB
ol R EA dstd MEE o, HEINE &

o},

k=4 P 1O
ol FoA SHgd-

3 2 hT R

Ao Ak g8 Eh-S [RLE#% R (social system)

(13) Ibid.,
14) Ibid.,

p. 15
2. 76.

o Haikel M-l BESE
BET vhoh et

Rogersi= el dt Buke] ME®EHL M
Bzl b, MBS BT F v Egn
WRez HEdoF Iz Letz . @ ofal
SHREE R v %Y #EE B3 ness
o] MEM BES Jdds BEST 4 QA @ %
olt}, =& T. Parsonst HEEEES 1) miko)
HEER= BRAEE A= BESY HERF
el % BRREEE 9 2) BN BAw
TFHe Wi ded BREBE BHY d2a
AMZE RER BFEA7E PRz BHdd #
Ed gl oo

¥ Cancian #ES 1) BAKNRHN EHS
2) BREe @BEHoz BEits Yt

Canciano] 25t= $#RAHME EHholst F& 88
ol Al WS SELBEY ER7 BREE
EABE L S (needs)o] 74X B FA L=
BEZ ouleie, BREEY BEol o] ML
ol B8% B#te ®mEol 3 o SH{LiBiEel %
o AEFBW DHE BELS 2R ¢« o] BHES
I‘f;%‘;}. {18}

BEe BRlez

S50 MERHY WMEEHRT
A st e, 99 Rogers, Parsons,
Cancian % Barnett, Hagen, Aikin%e] ®He &
43t el A3 Paradigm® S0 xw
&7 2.

o phEEE st BEe odd Hfkd 9=
7+ ?
ofel T HHIS g (B o] F roF
ek (B Dol et #gEAR == TH
2R AW e M BRE BHANE:
#i# ) (internal or external impetus)e] FEA: 5o
BRANT =T BRElY By SERd B
(disturbance) & d oA =}, o EAZARZ
me BRAE Bi=EE Bk BRY LEd

kt

(15) David Easton, A Framework for Political Analysis(New York: Prentice-Hall, 1965) Chapter. I.

(16) F. Ca cian,
pp- 813826

“Functional Analysis of Change,” American Sociological Review, Vol. 25, (1960),
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D dESHHEY 5848 Paradigmn

KT 48 2]
5 #*

RiFe 9 850972 $~Z§?§f@f
S B 2| | EEBAS
E@B@J B —{LBE

Prar %iﬁﬂﬁﬁ{ﬁ]
EEER J

FEEWES N
ik =% @t
aEty

NERS) SRR BEECl A ﬂf:ff T’f‘ﬂ A of the unit of adoption)f39 FHZLfEHCl #4:

R BOREE (wants) & 2A A 3 gret.

o] B REEE B o] 27 E]“i @fz"?&% #®% it FREREA o8 Rl Bk REEBA
o #Ef o FEd S RS FREmfMeR TR o] B SR HIEAY BEd o A
sto] Gf M(incentives) & & Zqlzh, obulsl IKHL <l Wigre Afel #gEn oh3 #EEE K
T A5 pragEA =l 72l %2 (process of innovation) 2 & &2 XA 5

A7 A HEEES BEd BEY gladRe Sl o B Rifrel KRR B B
ek ol (B o] B Fe oukek 2ol A (empathy) s &= @#2c]9 [A—4k{identification)
W il GEENAEY %O (core)o] B Hol A "k o WIFS @fEel A Rigrel A%
Al A perSEiase fMd 2 Rige AA RED s obvw LS wke HAdsst
A3 4 48 Aol FolAd 92 Bz AlIE HEE e Bl ok wabA HLEEERES RiET
# E3 B8 (creative cognitive process)o] o] 2 o Afe] RL&EEIY NERY LS A Ex
Al ", o] BlEN RWEREH A= FlEr B Artin & g 9g zlold
B (at ributes of the innovation), F A =zZ-& AEEE A HReA Sd BEFESE
o, n&, HEn ¥ TEREREY BiS B 79 st BT RIEEE 1 B B B
Be eote B =& B%RY Bilattributes o HiTiEEe AT WER A,  Red Rig A E

(17) Nan Lin & G. Zaltman, “Dimension of Innovations,” in Zaltman, (eds.), op. cit., p. 93.

(18) ).H. Grambois, “The Role of Communication in the Family Decision Making Process,”
‘Proceedings of the American Marketing Association Educators Conference, 1964), p. 4 as
juoted by Zaltman, (eds.), op. cit., p. 77.
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EHE® s . JKES el Wey £4
o] Hx gt

=& BlHe  RERE-E HR8 (persuation) 7 FF
g (evaluation)® @Eolsl 5 &b}, o vhalm vtz
o] Eiffol A N\ =& REHNE 222 RHS
RIEY Adste RIEES peEdtA =57 A Eeloh

ol el g Klgrel REEMEe HESL Fr EHEoz
A BA =t BRABRSY AXREER, BlED =

& personality € ol = WA Hfre] REF= BHR
Ao #EEEE & Ad BEERCESE AL}
o). 0 o 7o) fREJE RIRTe] EEE BAG
7b B o

EEER =1 BEHEMY
Fiol R, o by BRE= Rilgiol #BRAR
b Al A sl Bl vAA Sed o] BES
Rigre HEGRT = fERRel = o4, Mg
W = EE RO e T RERM e A
I BEHy H4E 87 (potential adopter)etel o
Wyl FEERe whel fFe oata Rl HE
o] a:Er A 3l BBE T Bikd ot @V ueby
o] BES REMES Wzl MEAY BHI A
(summation) & 9 #3E A& o .

ol RIHY 4 fAiE < mh@ERRe HES
fEol BE S 2 A5tA He, o] BEL ERFAI
WL SAY 5k AlSAQ B 34 2o
24 Figrel B2 2vA g, o AY FEx3

fEAel < stel R

BAARA AL QAT ALaA pge 2
AHE BIFe A BREEHd Ry ol
Hol Az RiFe BEm REEKe T
Al & &k

o] Aol A FLEWE FEERS RS BIFD
RlgrBgel FEEES 43 29

el Al SR vl Fol, HEEEY BOW
BEL 2 AL Flfel Y Y BER issuesi
GO 1) BlER BZ AR 2) REER
o R 3) RS Wl =x HiEBRe 3
7t

1. miEre] Mg

HEHEREY BloaAe RlFe Mg 3
Stol = BE BELo Hgd HWHol ¥o Ut

Rigrel YR E Sl A il A EA BER 4
K S EES MH WobA R pERg A B 2
ch& 3 Zoh

(1) #HHcost) : HAS FlFe FES BRI
9 vz A RFEHIQ FEESF E4 (financial) o] &
Ao, o] EHe =& KM (initial) 7
(continuing) B2 EHE $ Aot @@ jlegy
% M (social cost) = #FIY & JghEo] . @

(2) BEA A3 B ol R HES Y
3 HEE ¥ A4S, o e g, Be, 27
% B RS Mo zAd A=z BAY H
B, S, BREEE 2 ptemy mifrss

(19) 1) Gooc win Watson 28] ZsL “Resistance to Change”o] 4 £i#oll A A0S 1) HA
By A& 295 2) ihElRRE AFgeed F2 vyo HAN ERo 24 2

'D Homeostasis, &

Habit, +) Primacy, @ Selective Perception and Retention, & Illusion of Impotence, 6 Supergo,

D Self- distrust,

® Insecurity and Regression,
Persona ity Factors® o 2 VT p&ERe EiEEozx

(@ Deprived and/or Anxious % d0 Other

@ Conformity to Norms, .2

=2

Systemi : and Cultural Coherence, (3 The Sacrosanct, @ Rejection of “Outsiders,” & Hierarchy,
® Affiv:nce and Leeway ¥ @ Restricted Communication®2 2 v}l #2838 3 Rige B

£ HEt A EEEETES Btz o

ii) °ls = James S. Colemane] “Conflicting Theories of Social Change”=}& zh=rel A K EH

& gEee o,

i) A BERE oo #FH g Hugsh BEld 4 BEHERe = U KHS o9 2 &

33

(20) Grambc s, op. cit., p. 4.

(21) P.M. B au, Ezchange and Power in Social Life(New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1964), p. 139.
(22) F.C. Flgel and J.E. Kivlin, “Attributes of Innovations as Factors in Diffusion,” American
Journal of Sociclogy, "72. (November), pp. 235~248.

(23) Ibid., 1p. 253~248.
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e 1w Qe BHOITE, —EMez A£E  EM. RogersHe ol % “shel Rl MEd i
e piFd AT BES TS Ads 27 2R ElA HBY F dE BECE w9
Booh kore B dekd A4, ARRYL o TAL KES AR W) it
S5 e, o BEEE RIF RIS AMEmm (=R B9 B8
(3) § ol RS MM eficiency)l BT MBS ol Aol o FURMo s pIE 2 B
B ) EEEE D D AN R gee  BEE B SR MEE W@t sr A
BARFE Bkl o oo BeESL Phisolth o T 2whel Rstfedhw ofg
() AT FRRE e Bl A= e 2
s MRS BNT S ole THEES

o&

(B 2> BFA RFTRR

o,
(5) Communicability : o] = Flgel A& FEiel
F mobed oA ol T FHIA FAY R B
A Wt RIFARY s HRES 96 @ ¥ ‘
(6) 3 i¢rik (Compatability) : Fli#e) A& oz Internal )
o) %ol Aew, BFEMI kol BB My, O Dimensom
f7e = ' /rtﬁ’*tiL & E HHEe AVl dohe External
ol wleo]t-, @8 Ry Late,
(7) 1% (Complexity) : ] = RlFTE#8 RE Fime
sol & ) Bdlidea)d #HEMESY i) HifT Lol o] A mEI T 42 E = RIHY Mk v G
S fol sl dkd 2ok
(®) AIgtEy FiEt : olw B WEC BRI aoy wox EET 2o S 948 M
BEY flFact o BB critica) 2 B F o) Goo mEme mady 9= AL ol
9, ¥ 34 READE BHE 2R Aold,
(9) [ UEM(Terminality) = ol & —Ed Bl 283 WER RIEKS TALRES RS

cEy oo §FA, RlFezA thfeel WESE w, pem S D EEN REE B Am,
Hie A4 s Aoz FN WE S GRégy, QEN, =B SULH Kkl wetd =)
A4 fo] g Rl v pEEARAD AF EH 0 94 Q4.
o =27 A A REHS RaERE ﬁiﬁ"’f‘é‘%ﬁﬂ
(10) a]4#:(Divisibility) « Blgrdol = &9 £ meHis 2 B8 Hea B8 #He oz 9
75 BEHHE Eve 3%= dev, H9 Rl o}, Barnett®} Hageng RiFTel ﬁﬁﬁwﬂ ol A EX
o ERRES A AFAALE whEi iR e sl BES BECwz AHI = jite
Setel MAoW LR R, MBWHET RS0l @ LEBK EEAA G837 e EXS whEd

(24) Rogers. op. cit., p. 224.

(25) Barnett, Innovation: The Basis of Cultural Change (New York: McGraw-Hill,1953). p. 132.

(26) Rogers, op. cit., p. 238.

(27) K. Knight, “A Descriptive Model of the Intrar-Firm Innovation Process,” Journal of Business,
Vol. 40 (Octoter, 1962), pp. 478~496.

(28) J.L. Walker. “The Diffusion of Innovation Among the American States,” American Political
Science Review, Vol. 62 (1969), pp. 880~899.

(29) E.M. Rogers, Diffusion of Innovation (New York: The Free Press of Glencoe, 1962), pp. 367.
as quoted Ronald G. Havelock, Planning for Innovation: Through Disseminationand Utilization
of Knowledge {Ann Arbor: Michigan, The Univ. of Michigan, 1973), p. 8~40.
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\;}._ 30)
(H 3 RBEBESEAS Em
Wi e

@ G‘%

&

N,
HAER RS M__\‘ (encoding) -
(deccoding) n‘g’p R T

CHE 3-3>2 FF S sourcest WL HITERM
BEBLO L 9 Bael fHE 2 F2 9

2o wA RPSE AD
I3t AN REL Hig

5 RIETS] sowr el & Fl BB Eo| Rl o
—Ee] mgor (signs)vt = (cues) & F2 HE
B REEE o9 BEEE oo HRE Ma
kst Rilgrel #$ —mA HBe EasA s
B 4 RiFHe EERS
u T8 R
ko
———{ HEY Xt
1
| RS
. VT,,,,
l o
\
; — WM kT |
!

RIFES g LEN R

Q

2 m\z Nerh? #53) oHAE thE Aol
Mol BEfEe) FiAel A stz e,
% AA B RESE AR fEE

B WS SAES W6 difusion) & Eﬁfm
o, mES Agelth =¥ REKY HRS 8

LEE

(30) E.E. Eagen, On the Theory of Social Change (Homewood IlI.,
(31) C.E. Cigood, G.J. Suci, and H. Tannenbaum, Measurement of Meaning,

Illinois Press, 1957. p. 248.
(32) Lin & Zaltman, op. cit., p. 114.

FEol =9 MBARSE Bt RF Foke &
Bg 5 old 03 REZ Bol7l thEsA 53_"4'
BEREAAN BNz Jdehv:s Bk
(meaning) F#FE & BHEH R B x4
3 —HY FE 92 g2 Jed S o9
Osgood - Rilfrel BWEREEK-S 9ot 371R %
Ay oLl LEe A FHen 2 A AR Ko
oz, 1) 78N &IT(activity), 2) FEl =*7:
(evaluation) 3 3) #EIHY ZIC(potency) &g I
SOgE B S gled vt RS RES Bk g
& A% RIHA & kel Fets foFEme %
< Efes el G35 2o
2. HREgE(vY] fhx
Rl = =g &,

o]

o
=
=

-

e, EEVEDS
Tt gEe od

ol

5

iF

(IS
e
| mze

[t Fig
| B

| ey o

/it Gy BRRCl =
HRe B
T Btk

Rl 2 i

B BRMBE A S RIS Mol ML (el
Sstel RlHTS PR ool ARE (F RO
9 R EE, a7,
T Mgz A= g

o sted lET

WSS 234

e Z oo
T e

3. RigTst ni@’rﬁiﬁﬂ’) St

Dorsey Press. 1962), p. 219.

(Urbana: Univ. of
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s @ HeBEs HE FET HHS o
= Ak o] BfE RIHY HEECEE, HEH E
BukEsd 2, BFBEHE 2 iesEsEds
el B EHE o

v R R A= Rl BECBES mte
WismEe MG ez Aduriz #d. ftd
BikRy Fkolat ol v XRE 1A HWED ket
2ok e RES B == HE(diffusion of
innovatin) sk “Rlgrel herigHRel WEAEANA
HAA vt BRE"® o b wEka Rl
#r2 A 28 messagesst 3 EE communication?]
& JERE I et o] Al 2§ messagesrh wFE RillfTol
ok, Rlf S #Er(over time) 2 2 —ET AKE
(channe s) & @ste] P-&BHR BRASAA #
;%5‘1 1;},' 34)

zee Rlgre) (EiEiE o EiEs = B
GREEn el @R el Ao memEs
itErH8S (social system)e} BErEMel <. A =
A A Rl e EEre RtEiERAe BERAC
of o] EAAA "ol FL@rRst LEAEYS M
2 MRS 98d S BEES a8
(collect vity of units)E o0 3o, HRJe B
fie o= A= bl WEY #HEE Az 9
k. o] HMbE FREN wfr, D o #EE
o &te] o] Fo] A, o9 FEE o3
ol Fol: = —EI M =t e/ B
d & i ARESE skl R rewEs,
Kol JEARHEE (informal group)L oJw Ax
2 td BHEBEE A "5y A0 B2
2y d " FEAREF 2 TS BH
B, HRESEY HE Y3t o= A= HE
g A%e BEad & oA " @

28 L2, FIES FBRE e BCRE PR
ool zalz FhEEny Hitkh MBS B, I
& 2 FEIBEESE RIFe BES MFT S
Z Rl o FRIBEE e BHN MEs 452
& o]9) FL fEfFel detd PrEEch o

o] Katziz “Rigrol W3 @R REHs HEL
wastn Qe MeBENEEd R mdslels
Rige fEel MY Wee 448 4= i 97
ojgtm AA AL FHz ek O

4. Rlg BEEIR

olu] A FIE MAEEANA BORLEA T
Bae HES vheh ol BURelw “EHEHT
HHE, 58, Mt =E A1 7] S stel FEGE
By LB RS e FRE IS ol ¥ B
e MBI =x HBAR(gels)E M
= 9k B a4 BRE e g o
ooh4 BEERS % FHTS REse T8
o] .

olgb R& ek BRLIES HBARAEAN T
olA = W HEHE LB F= oA, 2
ZEm e 98 HEmd BEL -
= 9ok zEd el 2 Mg LA 2R
wEEe BREE = IREE AT BFd &

Hiy frle] W o=, BHE Yo RN
d& EELEe BRABE tH BRde 2
e Fo @R fLlEeR HEE s
Aosk Wy Aolth oAl el 2
Mgtk L@ A LEBRE HEAN A o
o oo gol 97 Aok

voz BEEE BB R A A4t
gedl, ol Bial K4 WEAA A S
MEmR wr THER Az mE, ki @
& oeE FEHAS BES Adsd 2 BR
ol% EE HEGA HW, BELE B 2 0
giol . 2HZz RIES BORLES Bl
Agad A e A B

B4 B 2 ERE ERME B

Kl A E G4 mED BREHA Wil v
ol WHEAHIRS RS 98 R WS
7 Ased ok BRE g T el
mREre A5 TES WL, AN LT

(33) E.M. Rogers, “Social Structure and Social Change,” Zaltman, (eds,), op. cit., p. 76.
(34) Rogers and Shoemaker, Communication of Innovation: A Cross-Culiural Approach (New York:

The Free Press, 1971), p. 211.
(35) Ibid., p. 77.

(36) Ronald G. Havelock, Planning for Innovation: Through Dissemination and Utili zation of
Knowledge (Ann Arbor: Michigan, The Univ. of Michigan, 1973), pp. 8~43
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#iAsA R - R BREERRY BiEn
mhEry, RER Ll BN FEEE #AeAE F
%3ty g

EHE R BT RN HRs BEW R
& zH3d BHEELE A FEEH (variables)
24 GA4A 5 G ol g5} Ao

(1) BH B ERS 28l A3 BE (attitude
toward ch nge)

Bf B
ship)
i B A9 hEREEs ik (chamcter-
istics of s w«ial structures)

(4) BuFe B £3038 (policy supports)

(5) Bigre] # £ (degree of innovations)
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ERERET S ARG

of A #hiLE chAANY EEEHS Az B
FEarsha v ol E o] @ird EHRES M

2 #EY AREMFELS 5] 48
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ek WRstE g 3ot

2) TEEEBER Bk BRI

o7 A RIGEE e BRS RLERER S &
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= #1& A9 9,

—iEf e 2 FESS BEEA o9 FEUF

Iy ERIEEHF S #5E ) (leader-

BRYES 2 BRY BHHES BibEEEd
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of vt HA A 2 Pl EEXEe] F
ofAlE AL ot

2 B2 Bfe BES ek FEH
ol & BERMAT Ru=A 48 Aolete BES
T A A, a2 BB Bfe BER
wheh Byl 2RE Yo EEE  HERGA
A& Ao Hdet,

3) FhEEREY Bt - ER ) BBEE - fREES §
B9 Bl BRI

mhEEEsr ok - 1 2R AT S R

ET #BiERMcl e, ERE ez FHET
T A fEEge] HBEHE BKE Zol¢ =T
Rlgel BEE Eobd FHeoldh

o] B BHA B

& 9% BR

faRGaTh:ok o2 t fr
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S mime e | mA A
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i 1 T4 d58&e) 4580, HRe gEy
flE ] BREfAE s o339 22 &
e BEL T AL Aol

fiam I

e §o] fREJI0l AR BAkE 55 HRY

REE = BEREEC] = Rl BEE ZoA A
ol .
B\ 1v
fER- ] BE7 #Efsamelz Rl #EEs
Eobd Aol
W7 EREx I
I e fEE [ (MBI
y
E 1) ﬁ-‘gﬂﬂ»\ Bigiel ke | xR
Sk )

(W 8> mBK IV

e pee || mge me e R
(B el |)

3. Ry ARBAGER

el 1 EHE 409 Rl 2] SEEES
Eaey HRHGAER (hypothetical causal relation-
ships) & path diagram$ {FKste] 24 (B 9

o] Dagramel 4] w4l pherfEm k(203
BERTE (Zp e FE o #HEdAdE
A REy G bk ¥B 17 5% ¥ (exogene-
iables)ol v}, 8l {ERS  BEpl| A&
REEE(Z) 18 &S BEH(Z)L HEMG o s
o BE L IR s [ F¥EE dA=
7B {(endogenous variables)ol =, RiIE (Zs)&
553 B E BEE did AAdE = TR #®

(37

or
hE .

ous va

(B 9 RARey BEMF Diagram

(27 L (w7 1L
Z,(8) : THerEEn i —  BREFRIT
Zy(P) « BRI £ HRRRE SR

Zi(A) - RS fEE

Zy(L) : fgiige) BN

Zs(I) - g =

Ui Er 3
B % 2 (endogenous variable) el ct.

2ol T BIWEES s e 5823 #Re
o] BEHe] 95l (outside variable) =
ke Wy 7R, olF RIBY
A ARG Baratd g o0

o] Path Diagramel wizl Path Model-g Eirsl
we &3 ek, WA Path Modelol &t #85% N
SRS EEn BARRG 2 FFERHFK (o
causa) 9] BEGRS FTH F= HEHN 7Rd £

o]}, (3

o=

7ol

pe SR

HEMF2Y

Z,=P,. (U, =1) reereneeeeraer v ansaen avesnnnes (1)

Kenneth C. Land, “Principles of Path Analysis,” in E.F. Borgatta & G.W. Bohrnstedt(eds.),

Sociological Methology (San Francisco: Jossey-Bass Inc. 1969), p.6.

(38) Ibid., p. 7.

(39) $1¢]

=2 Purni FRdd. 74 i e
Ad = HEEHe] 5 Gindex)o] ok

z el & Multistage, Multivariate Path Modele]l =2 = —fwy A&

A& A oz Paths7t 4

f"é@(% z]icliﬂ':’— k“‘:‘ Zz°“ o —
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Zy==Pay (U m=1) wrreeevvseeservmsonseasessvene s (2)
Zy=PyZi+ PyZy+ PasZy+ PayuUs - oeeeeee- (3)
Zy=PuZ1+ PuuZat Py Uy woreveeoroveemsverin (4)
Zs=PuZi+ PyZy+ PssZa+ PsuZy

FPg U serevrcsiiiiisccinn v (5)
o] melel vibvk Py, Pa, Pu% 9 fli:s BHE

# HEBEGY HEg(Path Coefficients)o] t}.

o] HEFES - MM RERE PR A

A7 A = B EEE jE BuSHES e

284 ¢ Patr Modeldl M Pij & 5 @89

HRAGEE T3] deds 5 Sy HAH

g A & F31- H A BER (partial correlation)

F AREste ok -7,

ol —BHY 4R riy= 2 Pu ripol b

o] —i#th AR ol FERES Afnel ofu et
7k,
ra1==Pai+P; ) rigtPagriy e eereeeore oo (1)

r33= Pagk Py rig— Pagrog v voseve s ernsensnenne (2)
PP b P, 1y wereee v sen e e sm e (3)
Fa2=Pya+ P, rig verermerer i, ()
rs1= P14 Pe rig+ Psarig+ Pygrag o vee oo (5)
rea= Poy+Pr 715+ Poarogt+ Poarag eeveeree e
Ty O N )
Fas = Pag ovoee srren i 9

ri3=1=Pur 1+ Pagrap+ Parae+ Pau® oo (10)

,-“:1:P41, 1+P42r42+P4.,2 (11)
rss=1=Ps1F 51+ Psorse+ Psarss

+ Psaras+ 5’ ~(12)

oA Ar= i F F fFly HAMEEE

[RE sl A -rz} T enE FaBE Piold

ol MUk 1270l 2, 12719 FfEkol FAH

P8 3 T A "
B=E EHQ AL g

AR A= Rt B 2EE, 69EERNA ¥
#5 BHRY BE 2 RE(scaling)dl =3 23
(40) Rogers & Shoemaker, op. cit.,

Knopf, 1¢36) pp. 346-357.
(42) Fleishmai, op. cit., p. 289.

F=
#z

pp. 134-168.
(41) F. Kluckl ohn, Personality in Nature, Society and Culture,

HE MK (questionnaires) {ERe glelA] & #E
{5 (indicators) o EHEH%EE 2d F& & &
e REEHA AT BRHY TRE YHEINE
Eid=

Eif By U EE

ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁt gl gk KM BES B
i} olv] FTEGA RAT ot ¥ SEER
BE 5“‘4 & RlEr o pterEEhe & Bl
deiNE Bk BEI HHEo]l dov K Hmud
A= Rlg, B Rigrel BEe EEfe =z REEE
= FEEyn BES Fold. A& £,
Shoemaker% & FiFTe] WECREEA A= =g
obe] HEE 53 FoA Fz o Pl A= IE
K-S BRI E (opinion leader) 8 ¥ 8] g o}, w0

1. BBERIE $RE

EE«] gl of 3 BERE ol 23} 548 (indicators)

£ F. Kluckhohn? 2] Personality S #lE st ¢
ki3 57}]-4 15} Summers®] EES rr) s dtod
N9 REE FE9h

o] & EEIH ohE3 2.

m]m 2

o,

Rogers,

K 1) RS2 BREAE EE

i# | smeasm
il A% ;ir | 3
Kol G B | 4
AB AT A | 3

2. RE) Hw {EE

B Rlgrel 5Bk, B &2 - HES f5EH @
#9 5=, Edwin A. Fleishman®] 03 =B
< FIAs g . W

FEEE old BB IRET WEES 34 Egn
el #d ez 8EEAS, s Hw E
BRSOl A% Ao 24 6EEB S Wred

ol & EiFxiLeHA o33 2t

3. MEERER B, BERE 2 RFREisE

X BRI 44 713 EEIFTRo

2nd ed., (New York: Alfred A
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R Tannenbaumwl i‘au
fﬁ%"l ﬁ’f%

i1 ="

tERe EE

Higes #©H

fHHVALL (B

2 BELE - RiE R eEsl e Eda
o] 59 f&EZE webd 653 LIBAE T45F 74

f 51%15 7}7{!3] ﬁ}]ﬁﬂio}' Tﬁﬁ e B EFhﬂ'
AAYT K FHEFE - EFHES R4,

HEMN 2 AXY 5 BERLSH (Factor Analysis)
o 9olald % #EEme) HEE TY

et ERHI

Fol e mERED A by BB
D RS BEE, © EHEN D e
&) Rplgrel = 51’°4 Bt

w2 BURTEES

EEE
& BEmEA,
BN ik, @ BORE 9

@ b doh o] B4 fERe] BEMES {EED
?Fllﬁé" mEso W S& HMEB ool
ZE ) W Tl REMoz M ZEEE

2 mEFHEel ¥ & dermz HEESHANA
= BAYG. A4 olsl BT uist
gigpe] Bl EMES WES 98 MEST Ttem
Analysis)% @ o,

zv BiRZige WA,

zZol ol ¥

e AR

il 7 21 Wﬁﬁfﬂ = RE $Iu BHER =
FIgTe o8 gl A Fele]l BoE F e
ALo] gormz o & A& B e

HHE S P55 (Common Factor Analysis) 4%

o Agald. 458 o] BESE Bael 3l o
a4 BlE=t BEREse B4 sl 8§

At

= SPRES ElEe] Z¥E(EYE = iz Eigen
valuee] o3txl @z olvl A4d 34 #E
e HBERS 37 99, 44 Ags HAA4
A x=d, o] 4{HZ T (dimensions;} e EFEE (total
variance)®] B4 ME 32% = vehva dth

(E 3-3p0] Mol F ubgl o] Awisolx H
lﬁ{fﬁiﬂ A 2A devde EESE 2. &K

FEEH(72), SREF(67) AERHEH( 6D

e EHRE(58), ZEHE(LS), BROTEER
(E 3> 4% RITTF 42RIEES EERE
No | # " 1 & | W Communal-
1 BERprEEY (.26) .11
2 K OE A EEmE .33 .40 .30
3 Wl L4k .49 —.42 .44
4 #Hrierel BEgE: .39 .15
5 B4 - BERE .61 .42
6 | HERGLRE \ —.51 32
7 HEmAD EERAA .55 —.42 .51
8 BE/ 2BRERFH .79 I 69
9 HARBHREE —31 | .35 | 26
(43) R.J. Rummel, Applied Factor Analysis (Evanton: Northwestern, 1970), pp. 101-112. #z=
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No | = I I I v | Communal-

S B ities _
10 | ER .50 .33
11 ®KAE Ao (.28) .15
12 PR £(70~74) 1 .44 .3
13 | EEZEERE .58 , .42
4 ' wmaEe v .37 .16
15 EEET .67 ‘ 46
16 = BfFEH: v .53 .32
17 B e .49 .27
18 SE NI 8- 2 24/ R .45 (.29) .33
19 o} &8 R (.28) .54 .44
20 | _RoKIE 9% —.44 .27
21 SLIREE R (.28) .31 .24
22 A4k .43 .32 .40 .44
23 29 9 wades .42 .27 .29
24 PR VE .53 ‘ .29
25 | HEME ¥ (.26) .19
26 BGR): bE A .33 .21
27 | ABegt 41 .32 .33
28 B¥EM Uk .42 .32
29 BEEI Mt .32 .39 .28
30 s g 49 .27
31 KN T .42 .27
32 E&FTi .59 .37
33 RaE ik .45 .42
34 BAET .64 .43
35 BRN: (EE .48 o7
36 =ubzh EE .45 .25
37 | FurzEH .40 (—.29) .25
38 v 4l g} } .51 .33
39 FixEH EE .72 .58
40 | Rkl SERAIET) .32 .20
41 | mEHEE .40 | .37 .31
42 | EBRII .61 ‘ .40

% ot Total variance 13.08 6.77 5.94 5.16 31.95

i) Common iictor analysis with orthogonal rotation
ii) Loadings> .30 o] A=t #AE
i) WEA g4& 7 xEAA HE w2 FAL.
iv) HE £
DL
LR i
LR
: AP EE | (unnamed factor)

= e =
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(.48), =2 LE(45), 3AA  HE=(43),
By 9 ok 42), FUgaeE40), &4
TEEE B1(.40) M EE(37), BEERBL(32)
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olct, o 5 o H-EL G0FEIUESE HEMo
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B, WEN #EEY BEEHEIS. oEE IGE
Eol A 1w S vhel ERHgE RiEA A A 9
3 Y, BHED, BEFNe= &Fffﬂ Bk 2
2 HEN L EwEEolE Rl #
o ot fTEANY XE Bz%iéﬁr gl ol
=wiA = EEESL 24 JdEd kg 24
By ey EEGTY, FE L - FREREE
(.61), WHEmAD  ZEERARCE), HPL
s 4), P 49), KEMRBREE(—.
44), ‘rTS’M it (. 39),
BERRHEEC26)Zo2 BEEAd 2
masiAl ERmRe] EEE
etk ol Zolth, o] FolA BKR R
B, TEA - R HsmAD S REE .
HARE %9 ?H%c iRt el HesdEsr kel 23
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Hol 7tz B\ Utz & F AL Helvh. S
GEbs Bie] SEERENC Bohe A2 kg
Moz o el £AH ke AL sjeid
ok ols- T FL@fEE S RIS o1E@
W Lt ds MEE OGS ZEAA Sirea
Zch.

o i EHEEY Foogs 249, (54,
E&FTH(.59), BEHERE (.35, W TAREE
W23, WEEE4A4), BERAKHER(42),
SR TERE (42), A BR41), BEFEEEIL
(.39), GHEESELIN), FOEATERE3D,
B cRAR33), BAAmE(32), B R
B —. 31) ooz EEERES8)Ees
bz ook SRS o] MREHREL BE
2vhel AREEA A EREC] BhoR FBEX
w4 EAEL BEEES 9949 kFez A
sz 9 Rl Mg =e BRER .

] AT AL, 9 Fol 2w A,
pEss b, &, HIENE S F R HHE

T L¥7&'i"‘ ) <_

o] i

HEE O
rRE<
%EJ 7A

! B%‘roﬂ 300142 etz Yk Aol
sle BEMeE HEXEY B
e MRl RIFS T Mgl
A 7t
u}z} Kce MRERET 29 ohSHBEE
(.50, PlAaEE(51) MEMLE(—.50),
LEAE(50), WHEHEE(49), HIMAN, 2
AR (-, 42), WL (- 42), %N
& ATBRTR(40), SRR 40), B - WRB
SRR (.35), SERIBEBBIRRIE( 3D, ALUE
(3%oz nel Yuh. zejt o E#Ee 9
< gusEx T & F ge Koreld. BRRE
o i WES VA BRY BRERI
Edglodt 2 RS 3 Rtz RUE
%ot

SI

- el rlr _,4

2

B (unnamed factor)® =23 B FHZE] A=
g,

4 9 R A EeEsziE(13.08)3 ptEEE
B 6770 MR = i EEEY 2/304&
AA stz lemg B Feivet BERNEEHS B
=g wHea o ¥ EES HEME 7 A& A

.

FmE HERNRFN RS BEERSHT

$18 HRMBER S

®E AREO A Ed BR RREMEER
wel FEE, BB ZEEX 6oE B e H
oz 3td e A &3 el ez
o}

A 'R &6 (aggregate)ﬂl 9% S{EEE
rel MEREREME FHEsteldh. dvieie, BRBE
oMY A EAREA %*ﬁ;ﬂ%@ﬂ Eile] AR
RARS kot RERHCl] # ol

R, SEEHS KAz de THEHEL
o= Ax F—3 HT £ Bl 94 E£H
2 4 ddz A, HnEfH (weighting) ¢10]
W e 2 i (summation) 3Hgi ok, el olv]
SHEA] A RIRA T uhet Rl SHE{rE L
M B EEES, RS BE) iE2i
ol ITEL (Rt ErEny it BRI T SR
(aggregate) 3t<] RE&.LEBRI SHELA o3t
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{F& 4 SEBBRI HEMEREE

pEmE * I RS ‘ O N ' Bl 2R
i OBl 1
B R ¥ 8 —.49 1
# R 9 ' B —.48 .39 1
35 o 7 .37 ~.51 ~.22 1
1 T £ F —.42 . 68 .29 —.32 1

o i el . £ Fol, HHEY HEMGE BTHES 93
HERMEEE 1.1, ¥ SEiel HHEGRS B o FrEstg e,

B R o EirE Ve, ol ARG A B EE B RRMEHREK
D RETEs - FlEre (. 68) T HEfEE (Path Coefficients) & 2= o3}
@ BoR%iRs - 1585 (—.50) ’M-

@ B S BB (-.49) Py=—35 - (1)
@ ﬁi%%ﬁﬂ! %ﬁf'}‘ GEEQJ E.?E(—AB) P41:.16 (2)
® FHErED T RIS B (—.42) Por=.04 reevmrrvniicniiniinnin (3)
® BEZE HRY BE(39) Pap==. 11 seeerermmmnmiii e (4)
D whERER fRE $RETI(3T) Pio=—.43 sererereeoesserimesnsanineans (5)
® fEh g 232 Pso=— .46 crcerevmemmriniiiiiciicncen s (6)
@ {ER B g R BE(29 Ps3=.29 - e (D)
@ Eht ERe R (—.22) Psim=— .26 soererrerrmroniiici e, (8)

9 Jgez vie +x Sleh Pay=—,22 srorenene )
017],(_] 44 5-&@} 7@,‘9__’ Psu:.86 (10)
A AL B RBES RS 5, %% Pru=. 85 v reree e D)

AR, EEAL &Eﬁﬂ BOH U S5 29z, Py=.73 - (1)

Thebe B 1z, Aol @Rlst e, ﬁ%ﬁﬁ”’“‘)] ol & HARILHA (Causal Model) ol e o

A =el Y& § '(ﬁa 5% BEE A ot <5 2,

24 fRESE EEhEc B - RERY R B 0ol vhebd & el Fragss g

i BRE 24 A8 Fr EEEd F% 5L Buz e Iz EEvez: ByEme #
AEE FAS. A 2EE, @BETe) B F5 BEBRS JId9 REEE HET = g

Rz R (e A& WAHAA F 55 2 L=

Bhg s 3o

AR AERS BBl R MET BEMEEEY
% Re BN 9
W, BREES 2% % WA BEE 79
o,

o BESF 5 5 2 AF

Eo 2 FliFe

(44) D.R. He se, “Problems in Path Analsyis and Causal Inference,”

(eds.), - p. cit., p- 36.

oA ZEl A 9 Byl 2 Baeiie e
RS hetkol MBI (Endogenous Vaviable)<l
gl FHEfREot c0detz S A, wiEsE K
A v s o] d%AE drtw BE $ gld=
Zolch, ohst HEEM gtel o S By g
BHE FET 7 dA 2@ 2ol

in Bogatta & Bohrnstedt
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<@ 10> BRe RRMMREESITE

Fu=1 Pu=.86
REE A ) Pu=-.35
Lt C 1 ZON_ p, . 2

Pu=,73

RlE Y
B &

Pyy=—.26

aeli o) HAG deld ¥AX o ERT
BIEEE 99 HEGECT ol - RS eloF F 8K
el BT BOMEZ ®UM F 4 Quk oo
£ o DR
o]r,}_' (45

@0, 9 BE 2R U, U 59 e
o <A e FEmEN BHES ECRRRe
BRI S USR] gleld: iz (Exog-

o~
-

HES HiEE wE s oA

enous \ariables)7} H& zlolmz, o BHEEL
2o SEMEEA ¢ ste] FHyE ez o
zkel 10 & Aelch, iz, Uy, Uy, Us 94 9
WRR 2RSS ARG G AEREY &

(46}

Biprojc -,

1 B H A & Pl dE SR o 5o
Ry BES GIES 24 98 2o

AA ERS #Eel N3 EES dde o g
RS o AHERA odtd RMEHE EEE
(Pau)?x 10002 FRdeE, § 4%4 57 =
oA = A o] MEERAS BECL R #
of =HE FEEel Hatel RN F 4 v AEE
oF 24% A&7 Ao,

24 & Jjtkez fgEJjel Aste], BRY
of S ZHA 2l3te] RPHE BES (Pw)

&

=5

2 A

X

(43) 'bid., pp. 39-41.
(46) Land, ¢p. cit., pp. 12-16.
(47) Heise, op. cit., pp. 38-73.

100) <k 72%A o]},

AR @Ry BEUF Bl st R 2
T A BEE F47% Fxst Aok sy

BRYY AMERC 98 gmuE F
7F °F 53%7t 571 W ol

oi714 @7kAl QEe, WY MEE HERAG
¥l A8 FIEEIEE A, Residual Variablesgl
Ui, Uy, Us, Us, UsE kel BAGRSl &8 RiEe] o,
o] BES 2d

de 4=

(F 5 B WS ABER REE

B W 100+

BOE i ’ 100%*

HERY EHA A EE | 4%
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i) B : 539%
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