Bl R ohFd ERfTHC vIXe I

4 of*

OF

I. % & N. 7 &
I. %ATHE BE V.& &
. PR V. @ &

1. # W

Qe A4 Sl d A2 R AAsn T Y5 5 Y+ =FR
ol9t WzA 02 =79 ol utd FTiE Y5 £l E F Urk. oW AHEL B
8 olo]g me kA Fa ALY o]dE FTeE ALE Ro|H thE 44 ARrE2 A4l
8] o]e] s} o-gel AkslA o] st EFQlY HA o] AAE . Pt TE ALY ARE
2 909 F Ik Aol ojrqlstedl $XF Aolrt.

A ] 8ol A A3 A )5 (Prosocial Behavior) o] 33t T 7 ZUEeHA| o] Fol=] 7] A 23t
A7l 60 ol gk 70MEl o]}, o] A7 2 AR dle L o]FE Ao|qt ] AA A Fo]
dE AFA TS| wol Rausx Yo,

el A w3l 2 AkE A B Fold “SlEol & owl oA nAE sl Qo] ERele] o]e]
< 93] Fsle 2Pt ql Y5 olelm A &= #f (Mussen & Eisenberg-Berg, 1977 ; Bar-Tal,
1976), RAAL3| A §5¢] W Fols 2435 (helping), =F413 5 (charity), 3]A}3)-5 (sharing)
ol E3hslt},

ol&l gt X443 A W Fol] B ATE A Aoz AAA el Erk okt FEFQL
B YdoJAE A st BA Y efae] = ek, AlEe} FokdlAe 53 w4l A
AN D A3 AT SollA A4 P55 A7 Sewl, 2 olfrRe wE Al A
AE E F 4& Aoleh

A, webd o2 A3 A P59 AdFE 27 A3 Fo Fx e dHe 5l
Ha A RE ATk F7] @ Folvl(Eisenberg, 1982),

4, 04134 Y5 o e AAFH e RFHI| wFel ol AAFA] W
g7t 34 9@ 2 AAE el ul 5835171 W Folvk(Mussen & Eisenberg-Berg, 1977).

s
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2 SEXBE A3 E R 144, 1984)

AA 2, AL o] o= LS| RA A o] Fo|x = oJu§ Ml A FAH
AR e7+e oM o EPBE%-'Q‘-'““Q 3}—1-31- A _-.‘6]":- o o|BEE AFE YUV WE
o] e} (Krebs, 1970), | | |

Sl e A £ (1984) o] T3] A g5 FA 8.0lell F3t 2F1E F3ale], AARs]A
P59 FHaORA AFaq, 970 ¥ FAL 5& EXL o] L9l50] AA3]A 3
ol vlAle 9FE 74 2qd dT7-5%¢s A review g up Qi)

28 AF7AA Y AFATES 2w, A4S A FFo 9FE FE a9 2 2 8.9l
oW & 34 -& B3l AAIA BFol J3FE #A Al F2 el sEdA Avt.
o2} vl Eo] A Aks]A Y5 kel W3 ATEL F2 o] AY(EE LA/ AA A
A48 A 3 -Fo] vehtrHZahn-Waxler & Radke-Yarrow, 1979 ; Eisenberg, 1982), A1}3| 4]
P Fo] ojw 3t whke W3S ¥ AQlsH(Staub, 1970 ; Green & Schneider, 1974), =X
AH St BB AAAbs A P5e ubeky wEle] Ay xAL Foels(Bar-Tal, Raviv &
Shavit, 1981) 5ol FA1-& Fi v}, 2o oF5EY AAS A PFo] 4L F= a4
T oA AdBFole ol 849 4dFFHo] 23, TAHFdE olwl 8919 JFHo| &
RA7tel AT A7 2 U, 2H2g & dTdAs A3 4 P55 shial A8
FY FYoll YolA 27] okFAldl dFE F F dv L33 T okErld 9FE Fel
Az ol = 29 At o]F A¥AH o AFa wux 3,

. e H%

Bt e 780 JFE vl aqlEel A3 3 o Tl A Pruitt(1968) &=, AFH A v 4]
AP} AP AE 2959 o)& YA A & oo 4P A9} AYARY AYEES F9
224 APAsL 225 Yo' & o SEAR FHF AEAE F= 5L fisA A

I Baslg e}, ol2ls ASA 8919 38kS 88 o FE 2L Berkowitz ¢ Friedman(1967),
Horowitz(1968), Isen, Clark ¢} Schwartz(1976) 52] <7} 9dtt.

Brehm 3} Cole(1966), Lerner ¢} Lichtman(1968), Schopler ¢} Thompson(1968) 5 ] ¢}
A5A aqld A JSE Budgic F AAT 235 £ AdwE AdsA Bk
o] Ef& e Aoty =5 s 5 dgod, HAAR ¢ F Adae A
YA FARAE GR B 255 A Egkebe A4S Rusgic,

“o]2] 8k ¥ Aol w3t A 0. 24 Isen, Shalker, Clark ¢} Karp(1978) = A= 714 Abe] 7} e}
AEY &7 dlsf o5 Mol uk3-A o] 2 e & FE %59 AL Z5A9]
= S lolzl A S5l e,
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- gk, Weiner(1980), Meyer 9} Mulherin(1980) ol ¢]3lel E-§o] Wadt Abslo] glg
2 Age] ofwd fdolel Y dolERE FEsed wel Fv dEo] Zekxlck, Weiner
L o] 7 ¢l(causal attribution) ol = A 7=l o] Y-8 Al stdel, As 7 kA A (stabi-
lity) A 1w, ofwl o] XEA o dojumd kA olel b FFA I <537 o
#2 ol vk Aolz} &l A& &A (locus) A=A Qle], Ego] Had Aol FPFx|
Aol os) dojytomd WA (internal) olel sl 2 AH}e] 944 (e ﬂ’“—i)ﬂ el &3
dojyt o 94 (external) o2} gte}, AlA 2 FA| A (controllability) Xkl o] lewl, 3 iz]'
2ZFAle] Tgo] Wedk AsS FATE 4 gow FA| 75 (controllable) O]a} 33 EA T

$lem 5 A 85 (uncontrollable) o]z} 3te},

Weiner (1980) = =-8o] H a3k A3} flgle] Aol FANSE wlE F&
Al vEbgen], 2 Agke] fqlo] A oln FAETY ASede Fr FFY U= A
%%41ﬁﬂﬂﬁ4

2] 9} 7o oﬂ v} 5le], Hoffman(1975)-& ¢& Fx2} st §71 T T % (empathy)
o] kel W3t °4:|L S review A FEH L AW 53] €859 (role-taking
ability) 3} ¥ 3 5} %%T‘{b‘/]—j’_ 2.9tr}, Hoffman
2 4 Abae] w3 QIRA QA ”olgta FAshEA oled uldlAe FaeH-L TA
A Z27)(F T~84 o] F)ell o|Zel Aok AAH 7] AAgrin wyrk, 2 obsEdl o
A EFE =8 519 27 FARe 7 A (affective) Q) Fwio] Zsle] Aol Hdelo]vt
EFle] o =oll g Almrchs 2 Akl & obF =AY A AL o ok F& ¥
FE At FAsg ek, e E3 olB gt AL obFo] TAA 2 SolAwA
FE85]7] Azl o] A7 Frv Fo(eF 9~104] o] F)el| o] =wml Asle] dslolv} Rl
o oo W3 Abaell JaHA FE PFol ARt FAE .

o] Aol A9 AP TES Tl e, oFFE A A PFoll JFE vAE 99dE
FllA ARAQ &AL 2
A Aol A FHE HEsE Flagle o] o7l okFERuE volE (TAlA £

o

&l

2

0~

. #H%EEH

+ dTE oFEEY «l/‘}ﬁﬁ%—"oﬂ 7] l% A5Adlst AQHe &35 dotumA of

1) 3ag ol A4S A Y5 & AF2A, ellAA e AL E30] AT AelA FrlFE 5L
wghe} (Bar-Tal, 1976). ,
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b B oz o9 2 dEhbEAE el @), G4 AYATFES s
A9 dge Bhgst 2o,
olgl 1 13hd 5B A549 Axel wek A Yold Aol® 2 A E A%4el ¥
ol ATl Be Adld, A5Ael word HAwe] A& Aoleh), AL W HAe 2
ok 2olA e Aol
oled 2. 45hd oFEEL Akl et sl oA Aol e 24 Aol (F AAukake] WAQ
A 4] A Ao, Akl AL AE NAz] ®e Aol A%4 = we
A3 Aolk moll & Aolnk,

—_—

AR Ao Fapd AE QS AR Aole FBAEe] dg Aolw, hada
sk A QR Aol 8] AEAGo] & Aoleh,

o] AW FEA AL Aol AxH A Aol ALLBAA ARANA & A2 37
F S QAsk Al 2 AR AelA B A A EAY A5

V. 75 &

X

SER, ALAN FEE QAT FSTATL 1503 obF 529 3 483 obF 529
B2 s,

7 AYETRE 22 £31275% AFH A2AAA D vhex gk A% g
Agaigich, A8Ad vle) 22il L2002 SR BYS AEe] $& F, AR 7
o) EY 3 FUF BFL VEET arh o RFolE dAFEF A F2o] olFE
A5 o] g, dulddalA 184 ob5e A% o] BYE St ol 3
o, 4%hd oFFL T o 4% 302 AEs} £as e

A% AdAdE 54, F94 % e Bdow T WEL Tedel WA=
spoF AgAlol AAlo] e 4B Aol AFH Aelxol 2R Y+ 4 A3} 2
B A4 dEd ¢ 4 UEF A0

Hi AYAE 29024 A 1AL A AD348 S FANET A 2 /“fﬂZP% A%4

Welal 7euele 233l 482 AFAEY ndae B2 dox g A4

Aoz 44530,
sl@At 4846l 2 Al L4B A gk 2 AAEE Fieh
“$elE deald & FAEU, oJeelEe] (A 244 ol Y& ¥F 2Y S A7)
AR AN 25 e 2kg dvh) B BE + YA Fohudm b
24 7] e Al AACEY, FRA, =R E sk o] Yol AN FoAA wicn

o
W
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Bt G0 oFsd] ERABH e 9% 5

FEAUZA A ARAE S, 2k 28 A7 QE Ao A4 RS A wpEe] noleh”
A9 ANE £ F A 12 AE ARAE A 24871 de 99 Yoz AxE 3}
A},

278 A%, A228AE SFA 2YE st A oy AR
2w 2A0] oA AAHEAE ABH FA dPAE 2oFgie. s%% A
A% A22FAE SPAY Y-S e Qg 9 SIFA gl 335 S
Fxpole FasA el 98 AlSssli

o] Al A 158 o] A4S £ 435l E EFE ukEA] Zele S 489S THARE.
AR APAGFE 18hd obF 39 o gl 43hd obF-E lgivl. Al 1A A 44 93
zpe] #elo] Bty AL AT obg, Al 24k} S| gv oz sb Al 2 47 Al

A BrA7bA vl £ed AFE ARAAE FHA ohgs 2 AFSE sglE ol
AQm g =2sl] A A3kl

(1) TQukgko] Al 24 A4 ohgsh 2L H3HE sl

ALARA: “OA] 47 o] BF Aol BFo o} A& FH8.7

A 2887 “oJE@A 2 obilel WAE Ela 2rlsl XS GolvlHA Lo 4E
e Ao ZFels, o] EE F v sisbok HE Ada?”

ALAGA: “EXFE golmelA o F glo] X ARk Folx? (Al 24%A Yol F
o g ABNEL A7 d4) 2 AEAELS YA G Ade?”

(A 24 A= A4 A BolwA)

A 2287 “o|A-L ok AR

A 1A=} “o] T 2% v} slsbokuk sk’

(2) FQudke] WAl A A4 & WSS wSE sgleh

A 1ARA: “olA3R o] “%oﬂ 3ol o} gAE FAL”

A 2ARAL: egA shte obilel & s w Wag ehn eobsk 2%l Ae dles
7t RAelA Log AEANES ok Algteja.”

ALARA: “mFd ARzl A AL F dedlE ok Afwt dolx 27 (A 248 =}
ol o JdE AENES s HA) 2 &AL oA g Ade?”

(M 228 A= 2AA 4 RolwA)

A 2=} ‘ol gk AHL”

Al 1A=} ‘o] B 5 v} slsbokuk shd]ee.”

olel gt vi3te Tl F A 1 AL P Ake} ol Al LAY} dd ez k4 A2
A =Le] A (F ool Bod AaD) o] ofm fAlel s doltesHE T Audke] o4
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QA WA QA E Fe Frh, 2R e AFAE sl 4ol Bolgw FoE vsks
A, A7k B 2483t Y8 He ARARA) A AdE £94F Aow sk ot

A AL F T AE aFu Jole & el T dE 5 Sl ¥ AR 529 Fa
AR FAE g¥ 3 s, 2 2¥ IR EolstAR”

2 A8 shidwa(1hd, 43hd 9 2 +F) xASAH (T, A 2 FF) x7 14 (HF
ek, dAueke 2 £5) 9 3 24Ag . A4 247 SR 13824 =3 1047 of
gon, Jdx MY JFER vle] FaFE £Ad wek A ss FAMA ol glel. 5
Held 4 A zAd A S As) AR ALl A4,

7 AY 276 we}t P aFEe] S|AT AL A4 FFF EEARE Fed Aol B
Lol AlA= o] ek,
(E 1) 2t ZHY TIBATL SAbs YEHO| BRUSD
A % A4 ol A 5 4 |
g4 A Q4 | WwAAa | 9 | WA
1 3 9 2.31(1.11) 2.00( .82) .92(.76) .85( . 80)
4 I 2.54(.97) 1.38( . 65) 2.08( .86) 1.08( . 95):

7 2q9 £31% Totusl sl 919 A3E AFRAW A5k g w9} Lo},

(& 2) shd, RmM, Felacolo] slArsSe nlEl ool cist HEHEAMY

Source | SS | df Ms I F

3y (A) 1.63 1 1.63 2.13
A at b .48 1 .48
A at b, 6.23 1 6.23 8. 09**4
A at ¢ 6.23 1 6.23 8. 09**
A at ¢ .48 1 .48

254 (B) 17.78 1 17.78 23, 21%*
B at a, 20. 94 1 20.94 27. 19**
B at a; 1.93 1 1.93 2.51

A a © 10. 47 1 10. 47 13. 67**
C at a; .48 1 .48 .
C at a; 15. 08 1 15. 08 19. 58**

3) a,¢ 13hd, & 43hd, b e A4 2, bk 444 A, ¢ AANARY, ot RANLIFE debd.



BRdEs BEel ok ERfTHY mXE 9% 7

AB i 5. 08 1 5. 08 6. 63*
AC 5. 09 1 5. 09 6. 64*
BC .24 1 .24

ABC .01 1 .01

W. cell 73.54 96 .77

Totel \ 113. 84 103 ‘

2|4 Be, F #ele Fasst fulstA vebygtes] (54 Ql f F(1, 96) =23.21,
p<.01; F alulel : F(1,96) =13.67, p<.01), shawlalzsl A5AHq 7o Azagast
(F(1,96) =6.63, p<.05) 3 shdwelsl IFqlwiql zke] Az=LFx (F(1,96) =6.64,
p<.05) 7} -2l sAl vebykek, 7 AzAge ' E8s okel (2R 1) R (ZF 2)d
A e ek,

1R L : g
9 3+ i BN
NN 42hd NN
2r _1§ 2 Q
o Al \
A5 A A o CERR! 4 el
a2 1. shdsl LA Afole] ATAL a2 2. sl 74l Aol ¢ AEzg-
3 3k
Ig k|
T 2.15) I+
f‘{ 2 4] o
-:;1: it
1t L
(0.88) !
1 1 1 1
1ehd 4 133 43hd
a7l 8. 13hdsl 43 obFEdl UolA 2l 4. 13hAs) 43hd b5 Sl YelAl
A5A9 A= =& 3 Q1 ukekel] w2 3] AbeF
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shidalst A5Am el 7k A5 2855 ¥ shdwl ezt FAQdq 29 A5=Eas47t
ool sl vetygonz, 7 AsA4asist Foe ZlQlEgl X E okrnA g FEIH
THE sl on, ol 49 (& 2) % (a2¥ 33}k (TF Hell AAIF et

A (2™ e me, 18hd obsE A5AY A el el 3] Ak glol A Zrol b vk
v=d (F(1,96) =27.19, p<.01), 48hd o552 3holE Rola YA 4eh(F(1, 96) =2.51,
p>.05), ol dlal 19 A =}e} ellal 29] FA}F XA k= A sfolr}.

o2 (2d 4% 2, 13 kg5 7 a9 wakd Wi 344 7ke] Aol E HelH
B3 el (F(1,96) =.62, p>.10), 43hd o5& 718 Wk #HE o]E vehllz
ATH(F(1,96) =19.58, p<.01), o] Azbe clel 18] Fx2} Y dlo] 29 AAE AL Y
ot olelgt Aol 3l AsAe]l e 2 A, 13 okEE4 s 430l ok E
o] 3k bl 2ok vEREI §lo e (F(1,96) =8.09, p<.01), 7 alulgko] 4ol =4
Al A% 18hd 3} 43hd obF zhell 3] AFaFel] gloj A8 Aolsk vebda AHH(F(1, 96) =8.09,
p<.01).

mln

M. & &

2 AT obEEY AT dFE T a9 T A54 0 Fqeqe TaE W
gl A A Brs 2ozt ?f}ﬁ“/} L A A4 E o, 13hd okFEd ASAY
B ol we} 2Eo] FAtete el oA Aol E -‘9—015’— T 918] ekl W& Aol Mol
g Aclehe ool 19 XS vk, Eak 43hd OFFEL A ekl Heb 15 4
ol A ol 2 hehilz A4 A wel e 34 Hole weld @ Aclshe dal
2% AA e}, oledt A3 Fa & W, 13hd olFEL Al A4l g A
A (affective) o1 FwollA el E7 (E50] Bad APl W 21Aql 2959 (per-
spective-taking ability) - £ 5-3}¢] (Hoffman, 1975 ; Moore, Underwood, & Rosenhan, 1973),
dFo] FTrslA AR 2ol Wadt Aol oWt Aqldl JMA vetgertE wxtet
£ x4 Z=%59 (cognitive perspective-taking ability) & 2530 24 (Waxler & Yarrow,
1977) =0l e Abzhel] Wik A¥AQ AAEA FF& s Aok 44T + U
ol T Am ¢ e T 4 e FHAQ %71—‘5:: zﬂxlfs}ra, FAL Astel A 2w, A
sS4l ¥ 24 A% 13hd okFE9 3] Abwke] 4 oLEE9 AR f-4nlstAl A
AHE £ F ek F v TElA o2 ek, 139 obEE Al ASEA ¥

J Efo] B’k Aslo] ofw A glel &l Vel ol A=klo] 3]Alko]
ol ik, 49 SHEEE 5 A 4540 FABHE 2 A% Aol

.l A
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e Fo2AE od 4 gl Aol 2ok e AR o A wel sgive 4F
Zo] B w] 99k 7o Ao s5slrta A A=Elcl, =3, Bar-Tal 5(1981) & "T—%"

FollA ¥ £ A A PEe ERele] &7 H 49 g5 Ta4dE AT 4
=

W aTehe, Ao ¥ £5 A3 P 22T FHE o 4T

o
AA, Ashd £E4 oHeEolAe =4 Adgste] A5 wolsl AT A4 =% 4%
S ZAE Aol AT Ao|vh, TAALZE obFER T BE o]Ffe] FFEoleT

A7 ol SAE F okEEe]l YEa L HAE AAHES FEF

:.((_L
frt
J
e
K
A
F
ki

thekatAl 246t kg A4kl FF

] 4 ¥ ERalY
< FFTLoE o]Fo]
2 a7
24 B dTE FEEY HAYFA dFE T 23TdA A5 T0e8S
235t 2 e APYE 2auzl e, o] F 29l e E obFe AAksA Y
FS T 29 BE Aolrl, ol HellA AetaEe WA ZgAE Wil Aol
24 28F Aeolr}, dlE EH, 2UTEEE 3 A4S A BF Abol9 alsby A
(Buckley, Siegel, & Ness, 1979) 2}&7F E=H3iul5™ o Uzl 4434 P59 U 7h9
A (Rubin' & Schneider, 1973 ; Bar-Tal, Raviv, & Leiser, 1980) 525 & 4 At}
ggogs B 7Y gushiAelrt, € 47w 13hd s 43hd obsES AR A
e A=A e Qs 7Ag8gl Aeld Wk AP we Baxt oy o] AFule R
13hd o]} A obEolul 48hd o] AHe] olFEY AASA FF uAE S F o2
FE 22 A4 5 gg Aok olHFT FHE A APATE AHuA, dE
o] 3o 4 (generosity) o] : Green 5(1974) & A TellA nwl AeA ] o] vy
AR A AFAL ol Ao® Jebytel, 22} bystander intervention ¢| & 3l
3k Staub(1971) &) ATl AL, Hx4 AsldlE L Estst ok wlElEkAlal SHlsa F
dol] sbe Hnze 2dEivisl vl FElda A77k B FRdle dadde Ak v
ehytel, Wl A548q 2 A0.899 dkd AFd A E S deA Xt
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A Developmental Study on the Effects of
Familiarity and Attribution on Children’s
Sharing Behavior

Song, Kil-Yun

This study was designed to developmentaly assess the effects of familiarity and attribu-
tion variables which contribute to sharing behavior of children.

The following predictions were tested:

(1) The children from grade 1 will share more in [familiarity-high-condition | than in
[familiarity-low-condition |, but they do not show any differences in two levels of lat-
tribution-condition .

(2) The children from grade 4 will share more in [external-uncontrollable-attribution
condition | than in [internal-controllable-attribution condition |, but they do not show
any differences in two levels of [familiarity-condition ].

Subjects were 52 children from grade 1 and 52 children from grade 4.

From the results of this study, prediction 1 and 2 were all supported. Thus it was con-
cluded that children from grade 1 were more affected by familiarity variable than by
attribution variable, and that children from grade 4 were more affected by attribution
variable than by familiarity variable. The developmental trend between familiarity and
attribution variable was also discussed.
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