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Hiromi Fukada

The purpose of this paper was to introduce W. J. McGuire’s(1985)
“ communication/persuasion matrix ” model and his review on
persuasion studies from the viewpoint of the model. The paper consists
of the following four parts. (1) Message variables’ effects on persuasive
impact: (a)types of arguments and appeals, (b)message style,
(c)inclusions and omissions from the message, (d)ordering of the
message contents, (e)Jamount of message material, (Dextremity of the
position urged. (2) Channel variables’ effects on persuasive impact:
(a)levels and correlates of mass media consumption, (b)so much
watching, so little effect, (c)post factum salvaging of belief in
appreciable mass media effects, (d)comparative effects of various media
and modalities, (e)persuasiveness of nonverbal communication, (Deffects
of communication context variables. (3) Receiver variables’ effects on
persuasive impact: (a)transsituational generality of influenceability,
(b)general principles in influenceability, (c)influenceability relationships
of illustrative dispositional characteristics, (d)effects of receiver’s active
participation. (4) Taeget variables’ effects on persuasive impact:
(a)postcommunication time trends, (b)procedures for conferring

resistance to persuasion.
Key words: W. J. McGire, communication/persuasion matrix,
input/output, message variables, channel variables, receiver variables,

target variables.
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ARCIX, AR (ZH,2001) (25 SkiE, 1985 FICFITE hiz GLindzey & E.Aronson fRf
o “Handbook of social psychology (35 3 iR)” D 2 HIZiBIM X /> W.JMcGuire FODH 19 &
“Attitudes and attitude change” OHLBA %2 5D 2E 5 i “Directive theorizing : The
communication/persuasion matrix” (Pp.258-294) 28BN T2 DTH 5, cOFaia=r—¥
ay - -BMETMY v IRy ERNTBICHE->TIE, FHETHS McGuire (1985) DX THI
IR TVWAMHELZOXERED 1000 UL IKHRELD, BRTR—EOFINERRE, —YISIAX
RiICOWTfith ol RETENTIARIC DV CTHLE D LRI, FETHAZRER
LTWEEEREWD, LEN-ST, FRIEEFRXLVWI LD, DRHDIVIKIFE —MIHET
L LEHOTBERWL,

3. BEARLRIETAvE—UEBOME (Message variables’ effects on persuasive impact)

3.1.8Mpy 4 7L 7E—)NDH 147 (Types of arguments and appeals)
3.1.1.%#t0 % 4 7 (Types of arguments)
1B#% (rhetoric) ICDWTOEEDHT, 7V R MF L RTFwILEENR - RERLTDH D
R (logos), BsH - f5:ZMHRILTH /3 X (pathos), HEREH - KEMRRTH DL — R
(ethos) IZAHHL. ¥ 5icnTR 24 D EMEH - FFRE BT, 5 —HEH - TEIE 2 8  FiN
7 E— & —iRE - WERRED S BN - FBRA R I LR T IWENTE-VEARLT
W,

WETI. T4 R—PNTOEKDE A 7, EETORMDY 4 7, & AKHEREEERE T ORI
DY 47, BIECRHKUDY A TREDMIEhTWS, 5 UzRIoMTiRREBIC RO RS
AN~ BELT S,

3.1.2 RV 54 7 - PE—NVERHF 4 7 - PE¥—)V (Positive versus negative appeals)

GREE{RHITEY L B 3 2 3B T, # 7 ¥ —)U (promise appeal) & #Ei 7 £ — )l (threat
appeal) OEADPMERTE 2, RYF 4T« PE=INVELRHT 47 - TE—-IE, ThEhHIB
Bc RIFTHENRERDED, EHE5D7E—VRLDHMRNTHI0EFRTHILRELL,
I, 2AHF 4 7 - 7E—)Vid. OHBFERE, @BHL LS 205 BNEE, QBREE2
EDBELEEBLG LRRWD, HUF 4T - PU—VIE, —ERIMEBREI A v b — VWS
DAL EEIBERELDEZAELIEIDPH LARN,

RYF 47 - PE—NVIRBERICH T 2LERET 20 2 AT 4 7 - PE—VIZEHIINT 2
HUEEET S, L L, BEOTEBWER (RHF 4 7« PENVIC X ZBEML) X 20
FOBUDPESRAETH 2. HIVIXLEROERERAEID 2, LRT I EIZL>TMHE N,
fERRA L RET N D,

FHF 47« PE=NVICIR, FEBRSEMHETZEF TR, 23a=2)—v 3 VHEZEGE
TRE3BESIT LI BHBREH . 2O LR T 2HRIZ IE O BB TRADRE
BT ERER,. TRbL. EHARBROLEZIELT,

— 170 —



BREBROHRPRO LS RIBEICHDLTE, LW BRERLMMOERLOPHENIREE
RABFERENTV D, Thbb, OHUTHORANLIZ WL E, QZITFOBMMTLIEN
L& ORFFONURY A VO BBEEN TR THRMEBTENTHILE, Y,

Lo L. BREBEA v -V OBMS LOREEARASNRWDT, ZE7 E—IVZFK
RIERLEZH E D HELRVDLPE LR,

BEFB7 E— VORI, REEA LI, BEETE-NVOMREE L RIHANDH S,

BE7C—)V D BHREMBREEZE U TERT 2 2 Lk EMBREEEIE U0 2R
ME#ERLUERRCL > CGEHIhTE R,

32.AvE—Y « 27 4 )V (Message style)
3.2.1.EL. b 0HBHE (Clarity of delivery)

FHLURDOTHIRSIX, 7T DOENEROZhZNEB LT, SHESE2EETIAHEMET
2HHDELLIINLTHRET S,

TEBRE LRI, ORROEM (HWABK 4) 2872280k > T, OFROREHICHT
DRMEEDT, MUORE (WHEBHE 7) 2HHETILL>T. @A vE—VIIHT R

(HABbE 2) PIFR& (HHABRE3) 2EBI B LICL - T, HEBHEZHOTES 3,

ZFheiFHic, FHBRELEYIZ. OZTFoRBNLRERLEZLIEL T30, §R~D
ZITFORL (WAHBHE 3) 2B 5 &icLk>T. OMHMERE (AR 5) OftEET
2 EIZ&oT, BHBHREMMUS %,

5 LA R ORI, BBED, ORROEHICNTIREINICHET 2 v —UHEDE
LADHBSICE > TRIEI N TV DD, HEVIEOIRR & IXMER LM EIC & > TBES
NTWEH, KEAITKEL TV S, PIZIE AvE—COBE—EM LW A v —Vll
PHHAOTBR S I L > THBHERIBET 2B, Avt—CoBReMMc LT, Fs
DEBMOEBICERTIA v -V ORBEEHEAIC LT, FIBERREGIRICEE TS, Thic
UT, BHEFICK o THIMIICHBE 28T 28481, Ave—C0EREEMc LT, BB
XERBIRICEE T 2,
3.22F LAY DHHE (Forcefulness of delivery)

BEHEORE (F0®HY). SFOE YT (AR : 0BE) 0%k, SEHEOE(, #HE2H
RPN RTEBRAPKBO R OERIEX, VBV F—Ya L 0REEREOI2ERTH 2,
TVEYTF—=Va OBEPRENVE ST, RPFOEFELEEIKILICL2T, HHVEAVE
—VOYBMEZED S I LICLoT, FEEHHRITMML S 2D, BIZS5 23 <HFATEZLSTF
KRLEED &L o T HEHRITEDLT %,

ZIC, BRUEORWHERD 2WIMEEEOZITFOBAICE. ¥4 FIvITHRNZAY AN
DREBHEREL, BREQEVWRRS 2VWIIERSOZIFOBAICIR, BrTHRIERRYA
WHBRGHERET S, LW ZEERBREIESN S,

£2 LS DBREINRS EFATV S, £, EANRHFORTIE. MRNRHEHIRROR

— 171 —



TEDBHNL SDPHRITH %,
3.2.3.F L& b DEEE (Speed of delivery)

BWEEOFELRDICHART, EVWFHEOFLEDIE, FEMLVHNT, XVFEDIH - T,
EOHETHZLVIAGEZELS Y, HFHEED D, FIZE. LEORTEEZ 40%% THEMK
RICERED T2 Lid, B0 (HABE 3) LI (HAEM4) 2T ¥ 2. UL LG Tk,
AHTF 4 TR EE CSETE S B (BERMOMR) 2HET 0 LAV,
3.2.4. D WESE (Figurative language)

Hor EfZ B ERWIHEOXE) OME L RN, R, HICRR (K32 0k
ZORRITR>TWRWEK : (Fl) SO IKL>TEDLN S, BRIE. FROMESIhIz6E
EED, AvE—UAOFEEEHMMTILICL> T, HEDIRERET 2,
3.2.5.1—F7O%R (Effects of humor)

2—ETFIR, OAvE—UADOER, QA vE—S~DIFR, @R vt —IYHNEOEMBLRR,
@AV E—Y~DORKE. ORROMKI. 2HMTIILICLoT. HBPHRERET D L —HKIGIC
BEULOATWT, FLELEPRBNHERRETEHIATNS, LIL, 2—E7R, OAvt
—UhoEEEZESLED, ORREBETHELEDEZILICL T, HEMREZHDOSE D,

BEZGICRIETI-E7OERRENRIO LIZBESh TRV L, HlCHEEh I ER
REZOAMESN—BLTVRN, 5T, 2—E7ERLthOMVE (FROEBME. Avt
—VDMNBERITFONMPBELOT—BRY) LOMOFPHENEREFABRBIZLAEHS
hizn L, SEXFRENER (RAvE—YU~DBL, XA vEe—YHNAORR, RRFMRE) &
RETFRINEHRIAONRN,

3.3.Awtk—Y a5 L4 (Inclusions and omissions from the message)
3.3.1.FEROEH NI M 2853 (Implicit versus explicit conclusions)

—BICEETHRTIE, EEIERMPATH-TH, TOBBEBZTFICLoTEIEHEN
hiZ o2& S ICBRICEINW TV ARER., REFHEFELTEIEHREINTVD. BHRH
R ZICHAT, BEHEBICEINEALK, BROMSRESISHTRNEEZIT S SR OE 2D
XnoryLhRV, F, BREZBRCETI L. FROEMIBEVW LD, RRICKEEIR
WESTFILAESIT 2008 LR, BHEOEMICEAL T, RROBEEPA vE—YOH
MEARYOREERMRZ. PRINZENBETRETIILICI > TRIETETDH %0
3.3.2. oMz (Ignoring versus dealing with opposition arguments)

BUAHIF v o R_R— U TRURMBICRB T2 LD HIMET I LI Lo THBEZRE S LT
B S DFRMITIRIL. BABBOY S FORRERTT IMPEPICIIDLS T, KANGHIE
Bbh EFC. ZhaRBTIEPHENTHILETRT 2, Fh, BEOHGRBIIENTDED
ik, RARBUCHBICKB L TB L CLIIRICEETH D,
3.3.3.HAHEOBWROERNES (Omittiné versus including one’s own week arguments)

EHETFNICLE L, SENE2RDIEDICKHAESORBEDORBROAZES RETH S
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MAEEFNMCLD L, BOURREEHIILIFPBHEEDZ LIRS, REDHENP S, NE
FEHETNHBIFBFIh TN,

3.4. A vE—YHADKER (Ordering of the message contents)
3.4.1.2y - Y OEANLEERIBRZ P, BREICP~<ZH» (Stating the message’s basic
position at the outset or the end)

BN A v —Y OERNRIE (FROMIE) 2ik~3 ki, OMEZHRMLE ., BRZ
REXEZLICL>T, QFRMLDBEBIITC, ERTET, LLEHLTHT, EMNTHD
LRI 22T, BROBRMEFIEED. EVEELILICL T O OBHGERICHT
ZREDMBINUTAELZELZ B OZTFOXNLABRBRAOHZ2ALOERESICZLICL ST,
FEHNEED S,

L UL REDBEMNCEHSDMBE2RRE LI OHWENWRBKREHDSEZILICL ST,
QRROREIRM LM EBAT I LI L>T. QELRNOUBE L I2ZTFES5LATE
CiZEoT, AN EEKD S,
84.2.5A2BHDOY A FEIFRT ZRICKNRRERRT 2 P, 7 LERICKE T %5 (Refuting
opposition arguments before or after presenting one’s own side)

ROXS 256, 2YFRESEHONGERRD LD ECENHRERD LFT. 2hzRE
UTHLAVRGHREEE 5, ORFE[IHEMHRDIH 20, RIFOAEIENED, H
DVLFEEANOZTFORENENWED, RARRDPBHELLPT VL E, QRRORRKIZONT
BRIEVLERE &, QZTFFNTTCRRMNARICAINTNE L &, ORMAHRICMNDZ LI
EoT. ZUFENZORMOMBIZTI v M 2uEEELRNVE &,
343.HABEFORPOWHEICE T 3EF (Ordering of own arguments with respect to their
strength)

ORI E FO RO S 2T 288, BOERILD S HFE L TROVWRRANEA TIT
{2754~ v 7 REF (climax order) &, BWaHl» S BT 2 K2 T 4 ¥ v & XJEF (anticlimax
order) DEHELDHMENTH B, LWIBBICHET 2 HITHEOHRITEILLTWS, WThD
IERFd. HHENMHABREIC L > CHBEEEL. FNOENMIH BRI X > CEHSGE2MEIT3
"o TH D,

3448 F LXICBT AR ON (Ordering of confirming arguments with respect to
desirability)

Ave—YD—"HOBMEZMD LiFhiZhseRnEE BIICRNW=Z 12—, RICBH=21—2
EVWSIEFIR. ORI FONMRORERRIGLBERISERETEILICL>T, QRROBHEH
MBI EIEoT, ORTIFEEATRATIREBICHIZLIZL T, BEELEZED D,
3.4.5. 915 — FE M %R (Primacy-recency ordering effects)

1 DOHFFFUCELT, RRIFRPOSMHRTIUBOA v E—IDBRREND L E BYD
A=Y BPHBICANTDH 2D (FIHEHR), REOA v t—YREHTH 2D (FEHE) &0
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SHEENRELET 2o

Ayt—YDHBEPA Y -V ABRDEE W o RN RLEBE TR, RIIOAvE—Y
OEVERIERT 2, L0 0lik, EFERIIEGEEREIRLIh B 2ED LITFTLES »
5THH. MIFHRIHIFFEND,

FIFAY -V L EREA Y-V ERTTIREMEREE T2 LHEMRPELPTVD, &
FeA vt —Y ORFEFGHROAUE L ORMPBEE §2 EHEHRDPELPT R D,

3.5.Avt—HEo0E (Amount of message material)
3.5.1. R#E%hER (The effects of repetition)

BHIORE, A vEe—YERERTTIE. RGFPRORES LiHEtEmms 2. Lkl &
Mo IARELBI FRERTIE. BROREBFLACHMMIYET, GLARBYREFDLIED
PHELORWV, 25 LEAvE—VOREIRRFICE. AvEe—UA0ER (HABR2) L (B
SBEE 3) HibhboTHh, LAV E—IDEMIESARTIAE, BEORERRIERL
BILEHDIH D, i, AFRRINZY DA v —Y2RERTTI L. BANHAKLREZ L
TEHRBORERVEDLT S,

3.5.2. R 2RMOBOIE (Effects of number of different arguments)

HORIZRET A LICHART, FLLRREGTMA I LR OA v Ee—YIInT 5%
FOHEBERHIFT I L0, ORRTIEREEZHMMT I LICHELTENTH D, RENEHED
%, LU, HLOGRREMMITIMNAZ I LI BHES. BRARIGOTEH. RELE V> EHEFITT
FIRHERELLES THMDH 2. REUOMDHMIL, W DD DOBAFHABFEIR L THTT
CERT 20T, REEAMREENEOWUELER L EMAOEBBLETH D,
3.5.38% : £ TX32Li3VRTESZ LY (Information overload : More is less?)

BRIZNI LR, RUFERIEIRIILERZON, ThEHRESEDILICRDZON,
EVWIHREDEL B,

A OWERBHEEACBARLH 50T, REEHDENVZIFLROBY P TVRTIFR, %
SOERPEDLBOERULIEZIEDBTERNVLE VWS AIHEMEDD 2.

HHAZICHET 2BMRIENAEOL Ea—dMEIN TV, HHBZ L EZTRHHNIET
BEIRE ORI OBIRIESH F D BB TIZR W,

3.6. 88X N3 Bl X (Extremity of the position urged)
3.6.1.8IRMEEM (Selective exposure)

SZPFRESDBTTIFEFELTVWBBE BT A v -V 2RO, AVE-EAvE—T%
FERLES ETE, LWSBROEBMREI. K{ZIARShTWEY, RBRNARICL->TH
FhEFIh TR, ’ .

SFOVMMBEAVESE A v —Yik, FHNTREERA vE—-VIChRT, ROLD
REHTZITFELHEIADIP LhRL, TRDE, ORVESEAYE—VE, BHLAWIE
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HHBH L. BB E>TEATHI LD 2. QRFIHBEELVEEGOEVEEPEHOLHED
ShiWRAIIR, HELZTFE, BA0HEHSRV L SPARVESHFRA V-V 2E
RIEWH b

3.6.2.ZMnEM (Perceptual distortion)

SFUFHASEHIONMBALY BT ZHAT, AVE-EAvE—Y2HHEL, BFEL, BE
TRLWSEMHPELZ LI, 704 MROBBOBZPHNREER»S PRS2,

HERFPRDPOSDAvE—V 2R ENELOBICLVEV UK T 2EA(FLOER) L.
BORERDPSAvE—UELDBNWEHNTI2EA (HELOEAR) IINT 2 -BUEREISDX
Fibid 2,
3.6.3.754 AV VLY —LBEE({L (Discrepancy and attitude change)

tEREREF IV (propotional-change model) i, XA vt —Y DB ERIFTFONIBEDT 4 X
LRy y— (B, BVEBW) PRELRZIZFY, BUFILEUIBEREMEEZ LD &N
ET D, COEFNTR BEELI, 4RIV —DERMBFAMMHEREKTHIEE X
0 LWL, BRWIAIEDL S, TARAILULNVY—DBRELBRZIFILBELLIRELEIN D, BB
BEELOREINIFNGIIWRBINE IR edmEhk. Thbb, BEELIE T4 X2V
N —OFEHRRFHEGMBEAKTH 5.

FLAIUNV Y —DRESIHRELRDIIONT, AvE—YREXBETEE2HLS LERS
NaHMMH 5 LS EIEINRE LEREOREBMAD» S, T4 X7 VY Yy —DHBIRICKEWN
Avl—IiF, BEELZEEMMT20TIERL. BPLIETLEI> LFRITE, T2bL. 7
AR VU= EREELE ORI URROERRREREZ FHT 5, SRR, S, B
BRTFAZRIVNRVO—mTAvE—YiE ROLIBRPEIZTFIEFELL 5L, BEEL
EMHT 2L HTIREND QA v E—IYDBENRERETZLE, QZTFHNFEEEICOI
v hLTWaWE &, QIRRODIIE EZITFOYNLHEHPLHREZZSATRMOY A Fichd L
Eo Ty WIRART 4 2T LY U —OBHMEZRIE. OA v —UPHRREE. QFROE
BEMEWBRICECR T,

BB, —AHTIR BHRFBCNTI2ZTFOEEBEEL L, T4 A7 VIV Y —DREKYE (B
RKOBEELEELIEZTA AT LAV Y —DOREZ)DIIMT 2 L0 D FHIHH b M Tl
IIv Ay (BEEENTIBR) BT ATLNC Y —DRBEKEZBDOIRIL VI FE
TE5FRBH 2. TORIIT, TARIULNR O—BEHINVE Iy b A Y POREEMICH
LTk, EBRAIREL LB ORELDFEET B,

4, BEACRIETF ¥ L ZNVEROME (Channel variables’ effects on persuasive impact)

FY RNVEBBAvE—UPSZTFICRETA2EBICBEBRLTVWD, Fy 2Nk, OAY
—UDEIRELS P HE2VEEICELI > (REHE). QA vE—UREENEREEZLI» $D
WIHIESENEELRZ L 520 (B85). QEEIEAICHRNICELET 20, BROLENMSATWS
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D (K), REDOREMH B F+ LV ANEEBHEBIIRIZTHRICONTE, FEALEHEH
Tz,

4.1.92 « A5 4 7B OAELIHE (Levels and correlates of mass media consumption)

FHERK AL, (RICEDTREON 2HICH-% 3~4RlE LHICYR - AF4 7L
THBLTWS, PAVHOEANERT 1H6 KU EFLVEERELTWSLZE, 7AVAD
FHNEREITPRTRITREL D Z N 2 HREFVERZHBELTWS I EXHEIRTED,
VR ATAPHECETVEOHRICEHRELTIHONE N,

7 A Y AT, 1960 FRHEPSF L ERBESHML (1980 ERHPEICIHKERIT LTV D),
FRBmIMO LT E o 7 L UL, OBML Y DAY, QAAL D BADHE . OHH.
A, BE~OHE., FEATCOLERBZAZHDBRVDADHEN, T, T LETFLESEEL
AOEREEOMERRIE. BIRIMAOEME AOZREOMBBR TR LT HL 2D,

TR AF 4 TEHYUBHRZOIT, SUAMKERICHET UL FRALHRE) OBE®R 1970
FERICHEE LTz,

4.2 8D L X ITHE~RE=ERDDIZX (So much watching , so little effect)

FLEBHERHBROICEI SR TWD LD H/NEIRHRLLIERNI LHRD 6 DDFURICH
FAMEISTRBRIN D, TROL, HENTH D LS KHENICHRI WA vyE—-YTH 20
LS, QBUAHF v o _—Y, QARY—EREH, @L&EERNBUL. O 45HEL., HEX
Dy LAEEDEDICHEEhZORABMLORTVZ Y 1 TORE, O 2FRICHEIT 53R
NEFRENTE R, ZUT, BEVBEFNINVWI L EZHEELENS, 6 DOFIRTOT L EHEE
DMRERET D,

4121 B\ RIFTHRELEOME (Impact of commercial ads on purchases)

7 A ) ACiE. 1980 EREHTHER 500 f§ FVORGERMEDN, FHNRTFEHIXER 2 T
PEOFVEESICEMUTHWS. LIAL, EEPHLEERNOTISESERE OBIRIZFIR TR
. BRILE~OMEADEME L 2 DEADLEHIFHOBAKE & ORI EBNENHDTH -
foo BIZIE. EROKE~OHEMIZ, ZOEROFHADOEVENEY% ULHBALRWT L e
hTwd, BLT, YR« AF A PEEOHRIMBIN 2D, XHTZER (BA) CHLTE
DRI IFEDE o
422 BT RIFTTR « A7 4 7OBHERNF ¥ o R— Y O%R (Impact of mass media
political campaigning on voting)

FANADOFT L TR, BICARFBEOEIIIEHOBRANF v o = DIENIC, EHOBK
B2 —R, A VP Ca— RBREABROBEMSBREND, TR - AT 4 THRDREFHR
2HOLELLATVWEED, 3322/ —YarOEMENBIENF v U R—V E2EE L, HH
LT, UL, 92+ AF 1 PHARROBEPHRITHICRIZIHREIBF LM e
FHINTNWD, COEBE LTIk, OMEEFHECHRETHEHLEI e LhRn, QKK
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FEERORHREERIE. QUFOARNEMIEIDRL, @F5 LEAFRETIABIEL
AEFIRBRD, @FLEDHED= 12— 22X RHARTTICIIV PLTVEIARDT, ¥
Bahiz{w, ¥EZLbhd,

HHOBALSRIBETHICEZCDIVHRLPOERVL, EECRBEHMRELEGTEMED
H5.

4.2 3. ARY—V XLEHOSE (Impact of public service announcements)

FREOBRPALOMBEEET 21010, WAV —EREREFLEDIY—Y YL EL
THAEND, 25 LEARY—EREHOMRICET 2FHEARZIRDOL S BRRRAZHDHDH
S, TRbE, OEMADKIEDL D READKRERER ULREL THRN. QEBICHE
URWADRISERE L T (HIRESREShTORD). QLBOMREZMPHTE D HE
BN SR, EERREEMONEREMARATLE ST, '

EYELAIE, ¥ — bV NER. FMEHAL, FFRNEBRY - EXORMAREICET I A%Y —
ERERIZ, P FORESTHEZIILALEMITZI PR, ZOHRIIMETEZITL /D
SN ENRWEThTWD,

4244 7FDF¥—L 54 725 L VORITTTLKEHF ¥ > <—> DR (Impact of monolithic
campaigns on ideology and lifestyle)

BRERII2a=r—vary VA7 L23224ERERCBI 24 740X -2k

(indoctrination) IZM YT 2 & 5 REEMBII N F v o =V OHRITHIEDEE L 1o Thid,
OAEEBDRETERD, ORBIBENRAOLTH S, ORMBEICDOEZRRFANT -5 MBET
HBH. EWSHEICLS. ' '

EMUERZEE LT, KO ERRT 1 7251 )VORAZZEKHNICED 2 HEF v —>
DOEDH D KEDT Y b —)VPBEOH/DPLEGHOETREZE L TMED Y 27 2EHT
BILERADF Y UR—UHPRERCOE>TREZII 2 =7 ¢ LRTFT R, BRPE
EPTEHOLTOMEICBNTY) A VEBHRELLE L, BRELECROBDMELE, Ly
Uy T UEFPUR—VEIRMERN - HSOINEREIQOTH 20 ESPREELEHLHN TN
A3
425 B EEDOHBEICRIFTF UV ERMOBRHDOMR (Impact of TV program violence on
viewer aggressiveness)

FUVETHBRE DB NBEIIREE ORI BITHONELHMT 20 ES D L0
ENHZ. TITHE BT LETHBMEhIRNOEEZ, RICHEZOR B RIZTRA
OPHROFPHUERZE. RIBICZ D LEHRICET 2RO REREDRRS,

FUVEHBHICBII 28 LT, EERFEH TR 1ERIC b BIORANTHD, £, TELR
FO7ZAHMTIE 1 KA 18 RORATADIEREIN D, BRATHICEERNREETEOR
EITHNEEND BNHORPKEDHEAEIE LV HIXIE. BRATHOBN 2 L5 ED 5,
BR2THHHPHEN 2 —E7RELESRMNTHO0, LW BENELET 2. LHL,
EOHERBHOEEL UTR, DO EOELH 5,
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FLUTHBINZ RBANEBEEORBMIRIETHEICHETS 4 207V ERKEER
(television-as-cause theories) M5 5 3 DO {EHEZNRE, 1 DHWHIFNRE FHRIT 2,

DiteryE M (social learning theory) $ 2 WXEF Y > 7/ Hik (modeling theory) : 7L
VCRANBREFNVEBR T L, SHEEOTHL A~ M) —HORBERIEE LTZORADIND
Bo EFVVIDHETHDIFY, RAVHMBERSVWE S DL, RABEBHPRIEOLEHE
EBILTNW3IFE, LRROBAIZEEE RS,

@BiH1EME (disinhibiting theory) : 7L U TORHOHERX., BHOYURLHPERT I L
koT, BAEEYLTEL. BEBAMBANREFNVICL > TRITEN2BER LIS, HEE
HEERNINUTHRICT 2,

@BUEHH (arousal theory) : 7 L U TORNIHHEH 2 RBI L 20T, HITEB LT HH
B OREITH O SUSER (BRTRRY) 23S,

@ tHaR (catharsis theory) : LY TRAEHA2 I ik, SHEFORBRRERERS E IR
R REOZERT20T, HHEEOS >R LEHBUEZ KRS ¥ 5,

X510, FLETHBMEh 2R N L HEEORBEM L OMRICEET 2 3 D07 L EZHR
ABWEYES (television-as-effect artifactual theories) I&, fEEHDHBMENT L EORNIE
HOBIEICHET 2L WS WA MOEREFRZERT .

ORBNRITEE L DAL, HENCHFREINDZOT, RTFLVEEZHFTRMEZRDPTI LS
{ BABHEHRDZENE D,

@REN KRR D DAL, BRICBABHEZHFO LIRS,

AFRIETTLVER LI AIEBOAIRNBHEEAIBENE L RANT, EP2AAHTS
k31, ARERMRY 4 TOANE, RONOEHFTHRATHFEEIERIL, FLEDORNBMZ
ADBERDDIRN,

RROMROBRIZ. o503 20HH (B~Q) »50FHE L HEET 2,

BERBERET TR, ERICRANRT L EBEAOEMIZ, HRELWBITHICEMILTEIIL
HEWV, L L. HREBEFICWZBEIC, BHBMHE2HCERUTRS I EAREE ORRITE
CEREEEZIIPESIPENETE LIRS TH D, TEOMIT/NIRIEOHBBERZRE UL
MEDHEET I, ROREIRMLEZIBOTH Y, BRABHOGHEI L BRITHEMMT ST
H23 LW HEANTH (D~O) EHFE bXFEIhin, 2B, BHBHOBEIKETHZE
LEBTHAS LVIBHNTFH (@) TR BRI SIS,

426 ANBEEOBRICKRIFTF UV ESHOBEBEDORR (Impact of TV program portrayals on
the construction of social reality)

FLEOZ2—ZBM, HEEM, FryaFfEicBuT, EBAKEIRK #HBshd I LH
EHRLRN L, BEIWABRAICRAF LAY TRICAHAT + TICHBEINhD DB,

BERICOWTIR, 7LV EOEERMHOBBANME LT, RIBERXY A VADOADLD 5530
1UHBBLEN L EMRE 3D 1 LABB LRV BAPAIRS Y ADBIRRIFI X SITNE 0,

2FVAY 4 THEEL LT, BREL. MBETIOBNTHET, kLbEd b, HERICHE
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BT TREFET, BENICKENTHI L, EBED R T7 1« 7ILHBEh3, &I, 7
LER TEROEFD ) AT VLAY 7TEBHL. BRENENOREEIERI LT VWEHET
%

¥k, FUERBANREIFRNEZSIERITLEERT 2,

HANC L 2ERNE LR DDH BN, kX, ZTFHNT, KT, IPRWe R HF 47
H#HBXh 3,
ERBANDEMICET2DRWVHELFE LS RWHER, ESHERICNT2NEIARBEEB L
UHEMN B ORMPE2{ED 20 Lhkn,
FLETOBEBREDOHEOD DRI, HRICBIT 2 EBHEOALEBNIEEE, LRHBEOL
JiE, LREHEDAB L ZOPTHOAE. LRORBER, HBOBKREZAZNVAKITHE 2,
THOULEBSERAE. FLERBLL AAHEECHEETCH S, LI L, T35 LEEHcLTH
ERRERHRHEINA TN S,

43BATEER TR « AT 4 PHRICBIT 2BZEBEH T 2 HEMR (Post factum salvaging of
belief in appreciable mass media effects)

RR+ ATA TOMRIZIR b ERFITHEARTEIZE NIV PEDLT, TR« AF4 7
DHRIIREVEVWSEEHELELTNIDHHEETH D, YR AFA PHRERHREZD DL
WOEREXERT 2 14 OBHEMIRMIRHI N TV B M, BEEEFShTORL, .

OEBRUEOATE : 7L U, FHGGREEE. KEREEE, B hi- R DkEER
EOMMEY, BIUKBITHOR, RVMERAOR, RRICK>THEIPINZIBEORR Y ORE
ERORENAF RO, BIEREREREROBICHEET 2T O b KERBEGNE VR
hTUlLES,

OMAFE LORMN : BREBHETERT2ERIIMMOER L K LT WD =0, BfdiERIE
EIXBB TR, ABNICREEINS, £k S Y —X - EFNVE. 2hBEEMEFEM ORI
Z, HINVTHEFBEL WS ABNEN LS. ZO0. AF 4 7HEM L R ER O OGS
BVWRENTUES EMINT 5. LU, EIX, BICHEEOBRIERINS LIEHT 20 %D
o

Q=HMHHEIZ K 22RO : HiF LOMBEICRE T2 BEWHE D, S OHLEIE. MREMZLT
LESDT, YR - AF L TOMBRINE L 23B,

@R OFERIESA : A5 4 7 OERAEIL, REIDH 2 DI TIRBVOCEIRAEALEE LU,
RATROEBMEI D 20 o S WRIRMIEMZBHR T 20T, A5 7OMEIHEEL
<o UL, HEEICIE, BIRERIEIAT 4 7HIR2H 0T LED I EATREN S,

OR/DHIRDER : AT 1 PHRIZ. ZUFCHFLVWEBREZEES LED, SHFORMEEL
SELEDTHILRABVS, TTIAIYPLTVRESEFRIEED, BDED TS,

ORI RNDIENREFANROBAYR : AF 47 - Fro_—Uid, BALERSICHT
223 FORBENEEDTHICHIZLAENRED RN, AFA4T7 - FroR—Uid, HrLWEH
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FORG, BETCORMNOBRBELBNTIILIHELTUL. HIVIRBVEVRERFIINT S
SZHFEORESLHFHICELTIR., 2RIH I Lhknd, BROF LWESCREORA, HiR
DF UV - R3S - BE - HHEMEOERE Vo EHFNREE - THORAR, YAATF4
Pealazh-varvihyliznaiazlh—ra ilkET 3.

D—EHDALZIIHNT BB RAAT A PH—BARIH L TUTLAEHREZ S =RV E LT,
HIBNCBRE—HDOALZIIHLTRPRDOFRERZED DD LW, FIZIE. BREKZHEH
BESOEVHRICHN LT, BERFEHICHLT, RANRERIIEERNR NI UT, B2
F 4 PIRASFEFIMAZOBEOARLH LT, FLERZAMSREE R LEZEHOALZIZN LT, $R
BREVDHRD LR,

@ BOHNRE : TAAT 4 PIE—MARICHEENICREEZEARVT, BLADREROA
HEIVWETU—MCEBESZ D, DREB/OADPT) — M YRAT 1 7OREBERENICK
RIZIEA Do

OBELBEMR  TAAT 4 PIREHBEICNT ZALOBEELELIERVE LT, HEPK
REFELIE, FALLTL T3, flZIE, SETXIRRAORTICET 5 AL DHEEIX, KFE
DFTHEEL LD IATFTA T TCORMVBVREDAHTIHIELLHET 2,

@Y k- DdUHR HAMBECHETITIRERYAAT + PH#ER, TOMECHELTAS
DPOEENHIPOL S REMERRIZDESTH L TV ETKREICKEBRE W2 RHBEIE,
KRB UTHABIEDhTWA &, HHEEZFELI®TLE S, UL, Uk - Dd
VEHIROBRIZEETH D, RAVE - DT VBIEESNRERET 2K LH S,

DRERTAOHE : 7L EONENEHEICH T2 8HEEONE (BEPER) CHR2H R
{TH, FLEOERAMNEHEEDERORE P, BEREALEERERAIHREZDOPH LhR
(A

OEENEE . TZAAT 4 Pk, ESHEOHEPHECEEL, ThEN U TRROBERPT
BICRIEMICRET %,

BEEHIER . AAT 4 PIRZNVBEKRTRIZLALHREL ERVWE LTS, BENOI2Z
F—yavHr0WidBREFEETIILICL>THREEZIOLH LW,

OTERREHEENR : 7L A LIGBEBREHTH I H0Y, BFE, EWELA. K
B rELZESICRWZITHIREACE > TRBEBRNREHTHE0OT, TLUEDNTEERAE
EHLANVETEE ETFEELTH, TLEDHRIBZBEILERN,

LAXFTXEIRATA P LENY) 7 4 OISR (Comparative effects of various media and
modalities)
YOF v VR NVERDEEBHRICEOLICEETIONIIDNWTE. 120 NBREOZhZN
KEIETF v U ANEROEHRERA L, REMEADREMZA 3 LICE>THESN D,
WIBEOII2=r—Yar~A0EMcELTE, FLENHHE LRS, & IhE TITHY
LT&R,
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HOBMLEIBRMEOII 2 —Ya AR EIFRICEL TR FTHORRERHRRS S Y
ZOBEHMRTE D 7L EORBEENRROAPBR TN S, ‘

A2iE, FLEDPLE DS OERERTNT, FLERXDEATEZLRELTVS, L
L. EEBICIK, FLEXD SERIPO A HE 4 BB OEMR, 55 BBORE, B 1RMORE (&
BEZEL) ZERILLTV,

HORICHEET3HRIE. FLEDRI VALV 2R AT A PENMLTORRLD b, FrhBH
N5 5. BLOLMHOEELELR. BRI, FLE, SYTOBRCBERTN S, BIREhE=H
HICMZ ShERDPERIZ, 2EE2RETIEDBELAFETILS Lhkl,

RRZATF 4+ 7OHEMUEN XL, BEAR (HABRMK) JLitElT 3. LENoT, HAHBRK
BICBII AT POEMBEOEEZMFATE20TCRRL. AT+ 7OREHENERICL >TEH)
IRBEIREREAT 4 POREEAERMTRETH B, FILE, BHBRMHOBEE, R
EBEDOFBZLICBNTVWAT LSRN THZH. ELLMHOBAIR, BROLPTET
ENTWBHERMOA DR TH D,

45 EBENTI =y —>aryDiB /1 (Persuasiveness of nonverbal communication)

BREBEBOBMICHZ>T. 2=+ FPRY—P=a2—X - LR—=F—=biX, BHBEAARN
X T2BAEVEAMICRD LD ICESENEID DV ERBTIILHBMEN TN D,

4. 6. 1. FROHEBEMNIESERL P D OFR (Effects of visual nonverbal source cues)

RENFEP VI, FEERE. B8, SKIMELY 2 XFvy— (FAR PV X), ZHER (70
DEIVR) BHDH, SHEMBEPEHLCNICEDDIELNTE D,

HOHWHBEBRTHIEOHE, FICP A - 2247 MCETHHENEZ V. FRICEZTFHRAUT
DIWEHIIEE L E  THATEWREREZEZ. Z UTHUV VORI RO IFREREEET %0
ROEHIZ. ARLDJ LB ULAABEF ERI T SELTWHHERMTA - 2057 M EHEET S
TEREoT, Fh HWTWRRERDBFA - VPV eRTTILIZE>T. REWEADE
#Ihd,

FiXhEP, B2TIEDED, BEPAREITZO0E S, MMOFENPIZRE. HELS
RYSIFRERD DM, HENRMEIIMERTT %, HTRETVWED, BTHICMNED
TREIRHGILKANDOY 2 AF v — BN ERETT %,

FRORD L S BRI, RROBNEFERERD D, OBBOFEXR : —HOHCH hbh
5, BOHOMNEDNEATRR S, QMM LRES eI U THTFOBIIL NS, BLER
By (HElHEwo &b, GLA—HOREEMADOKRIZERZ). B M. F2REPSBEL.
ZhZhzitd (BEHAED, FEE-ED. FEROLIELEWI LDEELA),

FHONEBEZ L 2RRIFBNEEET S, HI2RETOERTIIITREED 2, 2hil Lokir
BN—=V N AR—ZADBERELE LI 2, BMEREEISEEEhZL &, i TR
RErSHEEINZLE THRRERLDP TV, HEHEENETEILER, 74 -2V 0 %
HOIHDZILILL 2T, ZEHHOBRES ORBEKEIRIEND,
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4.5 2. FROBBERNIESER LD D DR (Effects of auditory nonverbal source cues)

SHEICMHET2EEENNEEZ/NZEELV S, FROGEMIE, HMERDEIROEIRE
FREEFSLD (S8R KLLoTEDSRS B, OBEVEYF, QEEZTORVER, O
BN EMOFEFRGE, DRELZEIRVWIL (BHEZLLABRVWLILEVWKRITTZ L), OF
THEDDAE, @SVHBEVWOL > RHERRFIROY A Vo

Fh. XEKTOMNGER (Bl. ~TTh), AE—F LY 2 XAF+—DHOFE. FEHICARML
XEOERARED, WROGBEMEZETIES,

HROBAHZ, OHE~NDREVSMEREVE, @FWVWE v F O, (FNEHOEE, 255
WOREREICE - T, EESh B,
4.5.3.FBENNEOEROMMX (Complexities in interpreting nonverbal findings)

FELETESRFEICHAINIESENTEIP OB LELERR D, HIREORMEERLETS
DIZFHEINZFEEENFESPODBEATLICRRZ LT A, ESENFH LD 2HINT 20
HMINEET S,

MA T, ESENFELD D OBEREOBMIIE. £ OESENERI TGN LIERFICHEERT
BEIAIHEET D, I, ERICBNHIVIERIDRNTA - oV b2, FEFHICK
EVHINVRIERITDI VAR, WIhdRthEMHEEIN D, i EHICRVH I WVIHE
BILHWAE—FBRPHEIZ. WTh M ERTRT %,

LI, EEFENER LT BT NOBROAMUNY = 0 F—REDERIC L > THiERT 5, &0
SRHEROBEENIESE TN LD ORREHMEICT 2. AIZIE, 74 -2V 7 FORKERHEL
BMGH LI, DEOHEX AT« TICHFR U PROBERY T4 TICBRT 2. £, 74 -2
VEDFEFRROBOOMBE L, BREDICIRY T 4 TIZBFB L, HEERICIERH T ¢ TICER
T3

FESEHIF O 0 ZEBNICHN T 2RED, FEENFELVOEEICL>TRRZI LY,
ZOMPRICHES MO, FIZIE. BEOENPDIZ, SEOENPOLD D, HHILIZ W,
Ezy BENBSEDY 2 XFv—id, HEREL D BHHEILIZ W,

R, PR, BENCRESNEHEREFID ) OBRNTIEIBNR TV S D, RN
KRHEEINEBHDEERELDP D ORRTIEL > T\ D,

COFBORDELREEIE, BHROEKS, TROBEMULUEHE,I S RRZERVBREZH
TERILTHD. TUT, FEBENERELSFT HHMAEREE L. FEBENEREZEERT
BEHRETRL, SIROEMERELZHSMIITES L5, BHRANEBELETH S,

46.33a=—vay - AVFFRX PEROMRE (Effects of communication context variables)
46.1—ADLENMDALZE DL ZDHEHNE (Persuadability alone versus with other
people)

AN 22— a v OHRE. ZTFEF—ATWBLEDOAN, ZTFEHMOANL E—E
KWL ELDDH, REWV. KARRLIRMETI X, 25 LEMBEOEEDSTGFIIN U TR
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THILEXFTHRUEZTIFLELIEED, Avbe—JINUTEREZRIT20E20E L
D4 %,

BRERT L EILEPHENT L VIEEIX, REPEAL—HIcH2LELDY, —ATHBLE
KHRDBKRELS RS, PIZIE, BHEIVTFRAMNOHTFEDNTFLVERAD L ST, 2OFM
PFEDICRIFTHRVEDT 2. KADBHONEERHL 2L TH, BRBIRADEEDLZS
Uiz REE L H 5,

462 A v —VEMBDHRI T+ X P OFR (Effects of hedonic context during message
reception)

ZUFPERTCEHENRLKADEETHBA v —JIE T L, HENRIIKREL LD LEL
S5Nhd. FIZIE, BOARBEZLTWRLE, RERNYIISIIVE - I2a—-Y v I EBNTVS
L& BOORWEKEDFMBEL—HEITNWILE, VIV IRAUERBTWDLE, B8 AY
Y OMRIEMTLTHS D,

AHF4 TRAVFXR P DIBREHRERDOTIEED b, RYF 4 7RIV FF R FHBEL
ReWMT2EOFDHEETCH 2, ZLT. Z2ORTF 4 7RV FFRMBABOHRICRERS
h3oid, HBPRIZZISIEEEZ, C5LEIVFFRMOMRE, BENAD=ILLD Y
GUABHHA D =X LADERICEEG L TN eI hE, ROFEEZEDTEEZIVFFX b
BEBTA4RIS0vay (RDHREZ L. EROME) TH 5.

b, BN RIZTRIIFERDOIE (Receiver variables’ effects on persuasive impact)

HB/ADPAvE—VEZUTRIADOKBICLI>TWHICEEIN D, LIS BB
(influenceability) ORBIFENH 2., HEEEL/—Y F ) 57 1 OBFRIZ 1950 ERICELE D 20
=75, 1960 £ 5 1970 ERICRAEER BRI Z L, £S5 LEEMLDIEh TS 2,

5.1 RFEMA =B B O —BE (Transsituational generality of influenceability)

BEETHERERICIEWEOHBENRBER I TV, #ERMIE 8 DOETF GESMIEITRIE,
RSB T, FRRERRE) POMZLTWE M, Thesohd 1 DOERF L/ I—YFY
T4 LDREGEE, HORTEOBRII—BETZIERTEETH B,

HEFAMRERICIE., FRORT2EX T BVWEOHENRREINTWS, AALKARAIZL.
—RITHEEA EOFBICMIBET 2L E22L0d. BULABERTAMILEMECH2hd LI
A

RBLRVA V-V OBELHRICIT. FOMESH 2, Thbb, SiBEEHEEBITC, —
AR BIGEVEET 5 LD B,

BB BEME L BFEPHEDORIC S K UHEFGE & SBEtoRIc, EOBBERELEREL
MHEERE REI P o RN EET 5,
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5.2. 8% —EM (General principles in influenceability)

BYEMICEINEEELO L HHEMHOBRICETIERNP S, 8=V F VT 1 BREHKHG
HOBROBEM S HREIN S, 1950 FRICIE, HEDHEBMEIDVENTH > RYF 1 TR
BEmPR AT ¢+ TREHGO Y E 6 THH L WS BiE HdH oz, L L, 1960 FERIZK, /31—
FUF 4 R HBREMEORICEREARBGBIBERE A, LrOHFHOBRIBREIND REH
HMABH L. 25 LESEERADPITEHD McGuire (1968) DM (persuadability
theory) . UWTDTOOHEELEL T 5o
5.2. 1N E (The mediational postulate)

£TOZIFFEROHREHRIL. 12 OHNBFEOZhZRIIN T 2 20T FERBOBRIC L
THAEIh B, FILE. ARSI RIMHENDAREVEDERLICSWOT (B 7 &), X
MEIBEHEEEFHT L BB T L RESMAD B TH D LD L, S22 Fik, BN (68
4 BEpE) DRESH (B 8B MERTWIED, HBICLIEEERITIPT.

5.2.2. 85802 (The compensatory postulate)

B (A ERRE) OMBRER (LOFITIX. S, 5 7 BRERREOBREEN U THEZME L,
$ 4 BBEOEEEN UTHEREET 2) k. ARSI THI, COREICLD L, Fin A
M. BEO. RE MEZ Vo ESFFERICE. £ THENESSAOh S, 5 LI#EN
HEMEMN, FMZT2 2 00BRICL > TRERPHEKEZELI DI LERW,
5.2.3.JE8ig72{KE (The nonmonotonic corollary)

MEOEARKCET 3 EOREN S, N—VFUF 1 I IHFEGHEICH U CGEREREUFROM
BELDOTHAD. LRENICHIND, £ HEOL, FEL Vo =2 L OXBFRALKOHHE
KETBRRDEFIEGMEMNEL D LN STERMIRESIh TN S,

5.2.4. a4 — 80X HEERMDOHEE (Acute-chronic interaction corollary)

SHFOHZN—VF )T BEERELTCEBHEEIE, Thbb, Z2O/—VF)FT140
SAMERKEII A R E D D, EDED T 5. BESRES—Y F U T 1 ORERIKHEE DB
EMOMBEESOAMICERT DI, BUFEINTLLSTVWREEHME LTOZD/—V T
U7 1 OEBMEKEICKET 2. FIZIE. TREEDZ I —varid, SRR RkEN
EWZIT R LIRSS RN € 20, REARTEKEN EOROBENTRKEZ DD
SR LTIIESEMEROIE 5, BRI, BRI - ABEERIC X > TR FORMEN B L
ERETDZEHSUFORFMEED ZED D0, ZITFORMEN A BLOKED REK
#ECOBETE> TSR, LE>THW2DIKET %,

5.2.5. RMMEASIFOHE (The situational-weighting postulate)

A5 ORICHBITBENE (AR OHMNNETHIZ OV TOSTIE, RRERE EARMA
EHOREERZ PRI, FIZIE. SR, BREVOIENMRIC >R Et 25, HR
PWSEARIC L > THESMERD S, LED>T, BRLVWIEMEMZLALERLZWVE
Yt A v —Y 2SO RBENRERBFETIE. IERARRIRTITHE b, HHERAY
-V ESUHRBRETIE, AMMRERBERETITHS I,
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5.2.6. R AZMODHEE (The confounded-variable postulate)

SAEBAERICET 2B, EEMAEREMRIC-Rar oI L5LT%. LrL, B
RICK. REBMICET2H 23— 2ORBMIEREZMEBLTLUE S L5 ReEEMRNLE RZITFI
BUIEZE0D. ROBHIIHT, FIZE, BERb, EREONIEROMINZ N L THFHR
EMME ¥ 2, UL, BECE, BOUEHLEI DAL, AvE—VDEEEZHDIESL
LIZE-> T BAHEEAROEEDPSHET I LE2REBELTVWS, LD > T EKEHLER,
BB EBORAIC L > TREINIIL L, HARFERAEAC X > TREIh LT R %,

5.2. 7 RRMNZHEEH DK E (The situational interactions postulate)

ZRIBOBNEZRET 2 ik, ZUFOEEHRANFNREII 2= —Ya Y REDOREER
PEBETIIEEERT 2, FIZIE. AvE—CHHETHIPEMTHIPITEELT, HDN
AV E—-YPRMABERBRTIHLERTIDIKEL T, IMEIHEBEE L ED 2 WIXAIKCER
T2

BIEEHMNFEM L HEEHORIEMNEELE (Influenceability relationships of illustrative
dispositional characteristics)
5.3.1.EM L BB (Age and influenceability)

ZTFOERLHREMOMICITIERFE LY UFHOBERYEH 5. BROFEHFRIER 95 &K
OEFAMIE 12 RTH LN, BROHEHGHERRIBROEHFTHEERI VBN LB T
%,

R L EMEROMHBIKIZLAYATH H EHRGE L IEHREROMEBIZIELALYETH S,
BMGRETIZ, LB ERBA LHRENDHRBE LN ¥ 2HEIE. HPREH I HHSG
HEH DI EIMICN U THRZHEL LRI EAZRT,

5.3.2. 8 BMICBI} 3 Y = ¥ —2 (Gender differences in influenceability)

WEBMICBITI DY = V¥ —2ORIF, HEHNDBRARZEL U 1970 EREM#ES hz. Z
LT, BEL i fidngBahPdna LdEHIhiz, fIZE, gBMicilsaycy
F—ZZWMOE-ok 18MADD b, b4MRTHBRY = U F—ENTREN, ZD5H0D 4R
TRUEDEBEDINDTINRBRINEEREL L2 —RXHEH D, £ HOLE21—HX
. Y2V -ENERTH o HRED 154 F5KEH 68 R T, 2D D> b 61 FFRTRMDOREES h
PTEINAHELNDEHMELTND, 5T, 148 HOMFBLEREZ AT LR, REOR%Z
RHULUEREDBH 5,

53.8.Vx ¥ —EDA N =X (Mechanisms of the gender difference)

WMEBMOY 2 V¥ —2R, SHOMRIBUHMRECL>TCEBINZILICRERTZ7—F
1777 FTHIPBLORN, ThITBLTE, BHOZITFRMNLREERET, 20T+
BEMNGEETCLIORERESNDI I LBHESh TV S, AT, BMEMEEC L > THE
EhEMATE. ZEOZTFOREEMIEBNC LRI TNV S,

BBV = V-2, HROBWCHRT 20 Lk, RFANOELZLZMEIHL
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TEDHELIY AT DT, ZRMEOBEREBERSBONIWETEHD Sh, BHEORRENLIX
SEHHPEL BEBREIRDITHA D,
5.3.4. AL 8% (Self-esteem and influenceability)

HRERAEICN T 2 BB OOBRIIERRTE S, L L. FFERICH T2 8HL0OBRIE, haw
PEOBRETRY,

BHEM I T 2 BB LOBRIIIERT T, REFABRKHEBT 28I H 5. FIZIE. A v
-V OIS HHMT BIZ O T, HEBMEIRARERIZABLOKEIIDEIELT 2.

BHNENLE AMNERLOERFT20END D, FILE. HANRIE, EEBHN - E2ME0
HELOZTFETR/NTH . BEHN - ERMNEBLORTFTCRRTH D, LHELULHRR
bPH Do

5.4.2 FORENSINO%E (Effects of receiver’s active participation)
5.4.1. BHENS MO /h X WEiR (Low effects of active participation)
BERSIMERBICL > THEHRTH Do FIZIE. BUHFEBA v - SEREZRBAICE &
W linkoTHMTEDLIIC, HEREZBLIELTBL I EIE, AvEe—UPHRALCHERE
BleT b, MEVEBERLLIECIRRN, £, 2-30F5 BRI L AL K42
HRIChPDSTHEICEHATAY—F 2EZ2BADAD, RRINERE—F 2 IBNICHTE
ALY PIWEERLEZELZE D, '
EEROMBZREELED, BEREEZS5XEVTEILIIL- T, ANEE ST 2EDIE,
FUBRISIMDHBIC L > TTHIIRSBRVWE ST TE S, FIZIE. BEEDBHPADERICEITS
MG ZREMICREEE T & &k, RAUEAHEMENHL20EZFNICHETLIEELD B,
BUFICR T AIEE DTN L D REREEERT 5,
5.4.2. M 2BEDAZX (Effects of size of incentive for participation)
FEHSMICN T 2803 (FRHZVIRELYL) OREOHRICEALTL. Zo0EHA (—
BMER L FHER) POOFBTIPUNELET . Thbb, THMERIL. SMCNT D54
BWRERMBLTRICONT, BREELLTILENREE DO T, WELUERBERLSHMY
3. EPRT B, ShICHLT, FEERIZ. ST 240BEBRMNT 2ICDO0 T, BRD
ST oh, WEBHKKELREOT, RELUEZBEREIHEMYT 2, LFPHT 5.
SRR THAI N EREENFHIZ. B20MB IRy 2#B L WEEDLI L,
WORBERYZRARDIE UBRTITHERTTEII L HHOREEHELSDHELIETHo I,
e, RTHERTCHEAINEANEYSL (FHE) X SB0EM. TROKS, REE2ENTEZ
L. BhERKELDZE, TAR MY avRRICBPENEE N, BRTHIHZERT D
&, THotze
THMERIC BT 2FRLEELLORONHENRAOBRIE. ROLD L AL RN
BREV, ODBREVITIHEROKEIREAHEZD > TR ERHMLTNE L&, QBIRT 21TH
MPRTEC, HAKBENH2FXRBREOZHTLEBMLTND &,
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6. WHMCRITTI—H v FEBOIR (Target variables’ effects on persuasive impact)

6.1.a3 2=l —Y a3 EOREMER (Postcommunication time trends)
6.L1.FBIN-BEE(LORBIMNEM (Temporal decay of induced attitude change)
FHIWEEBEZ DB ARICOE> TR T 22 L 2HET 2R HNE, FHIhEE
BEZALD 1~2 HRE TR T D& WS N RREREME THHEDH 5 U, BRI KIE R
HOBLRHHERETIMELDH 2. BERLOKGEIMBEOREE, B, MERE., $<0EHR
Lo THET 2
6.12.HE N
communication)
FHINEEEZREIHEBOEEL D - ERBEKABBICHNT 2L 22— —HE
(sleeper effect) &5, BIFIFENDP DRFICL DL, EETERVWEROL S REBIFENL DM
HEA V-V OBERHEEHES S, HEBAL LI ZOEBIFELD b BERUEOHTA v £ —
COmBLAMEIELNDI L, AvE—VRBOFKDOYENERT 20T, BUAH~NOEELE
{EDEINT 2 H (BEREYR D —/3—ZR), $HDWVIZEIBIFEND b DRVIBEICHARTERESILOR
ROBEEIEL 2D (AR Y ——81R),
2N =N—HROFEEELTERP o728, AV =1 —#RIF 1970 FRIC—EZOEES
TDES NI, 1980 FRICEIHMEI N DI L &R oo AV —NS—HREFEILEZIAN=XLE
LTid. EIBIFEFDP O AAZZILADEPICHUTO 11 HORFUA DX LDBEZ SND, T8O
D 2 DDREIIN ARBIEZ, HE DI DDRFUIMBANBEEE S,
Oa3azfr—varvBEHIZFLACEES Wb > EEFREIR, BERICASEEIhES
HIRBICE > T, HeTRBINhD L E, BITHREMSELZDS LAy (BERRES).
QRANZEHD) =¥ —HEFEh, HOTEARANY ¥ -t > THEIhD L &, BF
BIRDPEL DD Lhkn (ZERERER).
QFRUICET 2B OII 22— a YRS FEBMIC L, BHEORMICH LTRTE
ZHBICT 20T, BITHEMSECZ 5 Lhvky CABESS 3 W XEBELERS).
@322y a L s THEYINEDVETVRBLE R, FRERFLWESEHIETS
SERIZMPERLRDLS £T20T, BITHEMNEL DD Lhirny GHFRBURRIRSE).
OHEMMKICL > THABERZHE LI hOAR, BENECHEIEEL 2R EE (T4b
BRELL) 2RTILELHS IS Lhvknh, —ERRISEE OBENE CiE— BT
BLBRVDTRLUTEEERLETRT»d Lhiy GE—BRIS—IFRIMEIRES).
@2z —2a OBEEDLS ICIEELIEADENMH 2L Eicit. MNIEHRT 20, EH
PROBRPIEHETHNTRBERLZRITIANZDPE LARY (VP2 2 2{EDH).
@RI FEDTTLZED LN ERB > TWIBENIBONRNSARRNBERDIHET 2 & &, K
AL EHITRAEMPEML L THIDTZOBENIIBAORE (BEL(L) BHET 2, Lhky

J °

2= —>arDBITEH R (Delayed-action effects of persuasive
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(SeBEHRERR).

@HBEWII 2=/ —2a ORKT 2 I BRI FERET LI, +2REHSLET
HBHDT, —EORMRERIGETHRENEL I, Uik (RKREERER).

QER BN E BT 5 BMEEROHNICBR L, I 22— 3 v OREERNRL
BOSRIFET Z2OICRKEEET 22 LhRry (EBARNERRE).

OHBAvE—YDHRTETHRIBICERT L E ZOHMMHEETZICOhTRESE
AwE—-YHBEIRIWBIHEL L, BITHRESELDZDS L (FIBRHEK - BERD).

DEBOFZFEICBI 2REWNILTFZAMCR, HE2—DOFETCEML LR o LB, K&
B UERBAOFEDIIBOHANKEBICELT 2L 5IkD, BITHRMELSZ DB LR
W (BEEALEERA~DRIRE) .
6.13.RBET(IOFRGEHL2HEG T I2XHERALYRE (Interaction effects that moderate attitude
change persistence)

RIECHN =85 R0 0 id, BEELOREE L RROEBREOREFMZIENT 5. $4b
B, AvkE—UPERUEOBVEE,S LD L LAEREOENWTRREPSRTENDILE, FH
Shi-BEELIZLIVO- D ERET %,

EERLORFFEM L A v —VEROREEMAE LTI, OHARA v =Y XD bR v
Lt—UOHADVHROBREITEN., @2 20HMTHAVE—C TR, B2HEOAvE-V XD
H1BFEOA v E—YOHDRHROMREILEN, QRBM 7 E—IV & b BFEM T -V DT H%)
ROWRILEBWV, EREIN TV,

EEAEORREM L F v U XVER. T FER. BI (destination) ZH & OREIEAICET
B2 TRV,
6.14EEMMOKHEMLELBANNASTOHE L DBF (Relationships between persistence of
attitude change and recall of cognitive contents)

FUINEERERLOREME A vE—VABROBEE L OMICH SN AR, +60 E0WS5E
WHHE D S EETE /NI RHMED ZWIZAD NS RHABET, XEXETHY. £ LU THREEA
& e BHITHBIRED T %o

WU, Avt—-YHEORE FHIh=BEELORICN UTHBIU R EZ D1
MMH B, Thd 2 DORBEKOTHE S MEBIRIERIChE L 2 20FDEMDR I
HWIZERSTWBOT, HBOFRLEEF)IVOBMN— a VIZRHDEL D,

BEE ORI, Ave—YHhOREONEICKHT2LRLBRT D, ROERRSOIXKHR
OHETH B, 2LT. Ave—YORTRRINHROFEL, A vEe—YU DR FTERS
BERUOFBEC I >TEDhIEROBENERTH 5,

6.2. BN EH =5 TFHX (Procedures for conferring resistance to persuasion)
6.2.1.1EHR R B S IH R D&Y (Inducing resistant motivational state)
URTIEREPEITROES, APVAZNVAEHRBZRBIYTTTRICT D, KREHRRS
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BTHHLOZED S, ELVHASE2IBRLTIS>ONEIERAB D EELIE S, MuzERIE
THMZEESHIT. REDIHT 1+ TREMSIHRELFEIND 3, 25 LEALEECE
PRI 8=V U T 4 Rt (B, FR. BEO. 15D, IR RY) BRI T 5, Thoo
FetEIL, SEME L IERARBRE D, F LT, SMRREBMER. NET 2RE0BMHE L ~)V
IR LD, #SEtERYED, BDED T2,

6.2.2. 1t 1D FIsHC & 23EH ORI (Enhancing resistance by training in critical ability)

HHEE2S L. HEOEED, A28 T2, REO—ROBEFRIHGAOERZMMT
2EVWIEINH DN, AT, —BUEFIRUAOFELERET DL LICL > THHGE
RETZEVIIRELH . LRy, MMOF A 7E2ZHEL. WL, HRTZIE>%, £L
THRIEHUTRVWELS I EZ L 52, FEREHERZIMTNIE, W SsrIEHDEELTHh
b0

READEFZ2ED2BENFHEE LTRRODLSRBONTRRIND T Db A—EEH,
R, E4fh, BEAOENICFLHMBIRNT 02BN T 2MBIC L BIEFifkE. A L ZXAD
EREFRE, AT RENHTCERI N FHOM, REDHENTRENS,
6.2.3.JEMRITBIOET Y > VI &k 2Dl (Conferring resistance by modeling unyielding
behavior)

HEMEERENIH S >TVWREFNVERTT R0, 25 LEERIEH LTHEMYESZI 60
Z32LERT IR ASMEEBIINT RN EEIIHINFER 7 70 —F TH 2. H I
HLFELDEIM LTV I RAPREROMNEZERT L2056 ZOFLBHIIMALTHRBFEP
BRIIHLUTL DIEKT 2,
62433V MAVFEALTOLE (Immunization through commitment)

HEIERIHLThrrbh DL, ZOEHRIINTI2ZNETCOBRELTHEZEZIIL VDD
THdo. AIVIMAVMIREEEZSZDLVWIEESD D, —HOWLEZLIEWMOHELED,
ZELEDLICSW, LWHIMEERAT2HERH 2. TRbb, HIREDERENNBICOE
EAIV A PIEBILICE T, HOBRENNIBOHAANER T IHBNIIa=r—v 3
T RIEIEROD DI LN TH D, II Vv PAV FNOFEREITIT 4205 THEH D,

O w AV P FEHE (private-commitment procedure)

B2y P AV PFERER, REENRFESNII 2= —>a Y ICEMT 201, TR
HAaBSORERNYE (PIRE) 2HELED, EXEDTHLI, BICRDEIFHRETH 5,
I Iw P AV MI ARRIIY MAVMTH D, MBIECHLTERHEINEIIVFIVIT
BV XX ERAOSMEZBRNICEAR LZEL, ZORBIEODWTEZIZLIRDZ &,
SMEHNHEMT 2. i REFOMBRABACHRIBHHIIOVWTET I LIX. BEREZED D,

@AMI2Iw AV FEEE (public:commitment procedure)

PRIy P AV MFERER, ZUFCESOVRE 2B OERCTART 2 L 5RO 2Tt
ETH2, AN I v AL ML, BR, RHIIVv AV PEDYG, KEWENZELIES,
BIZE, TANF—HBZRERTEAIHNT ZEGUT, RV F—HRICHTIH9IIV AL
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ZHORIFFLIDVHANII Y P AL FRFOZITFOHBREN,

@FEMII v P Ay FMEFHE (behavioral-commitment procedure)

TEMI Y AV MRS U FICHEBNICES (VIARE) 2#T 2178 L 5 €2,
HENIES (HIEBE) CESWTENMRTEELOEIFRETH 2. THNIIY P b
3. I AV MPANII Y PAY MIHART, REENRBIBHNII 22— a2
LT, EHICKREVETBELI® D,

@Iy P AY M FHE (external-commitment procedure)

AW2Iw P AV P EHEER. RTFIHLRHEDES (WHIEE) 2doTnaZEIIXTV
T3 &, EBZORIFFEFTENWIFRETH M, ZOANIIY P AL M HBREOTTH
X LUTIEREELZ B S,

6.2.5 AT X Ic L 2L O (Increasing resistance by anchoring procedures)

ZTFOUMIESR (HIVIIMHIREE) 2WANER5 4 TORMANRET L LiX, —FHOR
BHETH D, BREALEZNEZEMI B LRERTIENOEDBERT Z2EMRHERHITH
BT, AE. BAELTWTHOESERMI AT LARMELELS EEHL, BRLEESR (52
WIZIBE) 225 LIENT 2. LIET D, REFREICE. UTO3 2D THH %,

OVIES (VIkE) 2MEICRE T 2.

BROVFRITITOhARERGE SR B& (BE. N 78) BRY T« TRERERET 2.
HEIVEZHTF 4 TREREZNHTZ LBRZZLICL>T. ZOEIELMAIHRET 2 FHhi &
THbdo PIZIE. HIESHIDPIEEDTHICERLTWED, HIVIRMHELETONTND
MU DV T DREEI 2 B & ZEIN G HIEM O A DB BREOTHFICN T 2IEMEZE LI 2,

OWiEe (k) 2toEE (BE) ~LEHEMT 5.

BRORBHRBIIESEINDBESE. MOBRLHEUTOFTBLILICL 2T, HBOBEHICE
SINBESHEMLLICIRS,

QUHES (ML) 2 HERMMEFIHRET 5,

S FOESHUB TS, . HIVITERERIC L THETA TV L EFVH
IHBILICELT, HAVWREFBIZZES LUREBERMEOEFEELRTILICL ST, RIFR
EHROBRGICHN UTERZHEMEIE 5,
6.2.6.2%EBh THEHAOBE M- X 2IEHOKEH (Producing resistance by preexposure to
belief-threatening material)

LAHBEINTVWBESIRBICL > THBIADPT V. ZUT, PRS2 38408
MTH BN PiE2ERTZIEEHRIERN. BOHOSKEHSHBMRICH SH UHEMLTES
ik, BEOABOREERBICH UTERZE LIRS, 25 LEEEEE (inoculation
analogy) 75T N2 EHIL. BRUARCL>TIREIA TS,

XEMIEED 2WiIERS LOEZICET 2 RERBIC A T 2 IENIEX, ZhIZEL > TR
HEISNBEELDY, BOONERBUHRRSEXBhIBEOHBREN, Zhid, Fhik
fil U 7= BRI OB VS B HBORULINBNICR R LECHADHND, FHLIT:
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WRERAO BRI, REORVRGRBEEMATERNERDESLILIIL>T, &,
ZOFOMESEINGT2RMRIEES L ERIEDILICL>T, fEAT2. L L, XK
PitiE. BEAIBGEICEEART, ROHBRBORICRIT FOEIZEENICHD DD, BEOHL
HEHBIINTHENEDH LTI LITEKT B,

BRI >R

EHEE 2001 W.J. McGuire DI Ia=br—yar - -HBIPUv I (1) EBEBEREHHE
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