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s} Esho] B ARSI RobgAY B
|23 Holsh I3 AT

E10jME IAE AFUACIAS] oot FHIE Al Fe AFH i) ARy
Alo}d et ofall, Adsk= olFH 24 B7iQ1st Sxto] st AISIE Kot
AR 2 (Social Identity model of Deindividuation Effects: SIDE)<]
O|ER 7He B ¥ AF AFEE TiEk] AVfSith AR SR SIDE 2E
9] sl FEe O B7iQsk= RRoJAl] Abalo] ofd, ZHQ1A RtobERIHHTH
AR RtobERIEo FEH B AEIE Quisitt, @ olzigt onjojA] &
7RQIsh= ¥R BES Idele 40] ohlet HuEAEde SRe 71
=0 o] 26l FHe el =83 E2 A SHAQ Atilet WS
SN 4= Ath, @ g7iQ1ste] Sik= 7)Q150] FAFOE FHohe JYt
Aol ool mi7fEthe AR QoFst 4= QlT}. o]zt SIDE ZH9| 7]&2
7VeES Hilshe J7te) AFEE avletal, 71E A9 AigkEt ke
29| kel tiet ® 7IK] R AlkS =CloRIrt.

FIHE: ROk, Ay, HFE i AFLA Y, 2IHelst, EHels
Sato et AEH AjobgAY 2

* AuE FHEkE vl =S £ R A SHelAl A=Y
* eunju0204@snu. ac. kr

Shjolst Snjoll st AW KofEAA @ 02X Blojol 35 oinnE 7
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1. M|

229] gAE A2 (digital convergence) 2 tE =& vlt|o] 317 2]
sk o] Holl= EAHA] e A= FEle] ZruAlel e 7Fset
Al 3 FAt A TPVl e Setru Ad Tl W

) IEFe Agee 5 olE () vTio] kel AA} S%olA. =
g o), B, AR 2L Tk Aol e wil AUl

(Computer-Mediated Communication: CMC)2 Iz} AFUYA 0|2 7}
A 9x32 el HA(face-to-face) J32Hg-2] SHAIE FHolHo] AlF
Ao FefE Y 2 Hd ] %S A= TFHow
Arejelzigk Sl

eMC7}F o] 3] AruAleld ZFellx] AkAlsk= HIFel ok
o W} o]F Kok AAIH SR olsfjstar AEE = o2 Sl tigh
A1, S a7 o BEaa o A2l o) A7) +eAE
el 2EY3E A= EA gt Ak B olirE Eun
S 53l FAE QIEM o] dA ALSlo) rlX=
IS st o] 22 e Tes] AHe] TiRlEe] oA ¢
2 oZAE SRk A A gAtA| AAREe R dgd 4 Q)
= QMEe] 7IeH ST 7iR|aE Asty] ofHet webA ofudk =
Zstolr ot 2E 714 IHUl ool FAdE=7tol thgk AAIAQ
ofal7} AlFait.

o[k ALEZ gol= R, o2 S CMCE ZruAlol
A el Sr R 3 AlFdEth E2 IEY o]dddl= 3,
Ao} -2 w7 E(mediated) W1 Aol Fei7F ANk, 2
2}, o] il AFuUAlelA o] &2 miZiEA] &2 oA (face-to-
fce) HEAEE PHHOR WAL gdcke P UAE F4
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CMC &g sk dl AgehA] &2 5 ot oIdd ame B 34
E = sl ARsld A7 (social presence)(Short, Williams, & Christie,
1976)2 ArUAleld Fofrlgo] ApA|eh= a3kl o3 Holwe= &¢
Z 2 A (physical presence)?} 15| =7+ A2]& Al (psychological
presence) Atelell 27t Ql& wl ojn]7} Q171 wiEol At Ay o]
A 3elle atkA] 2 H8EA] etk T UE o2 ARUAolAd e
7k} oA, e A oE Wil AruAleldyt i E= wl
AruAold afre] £4o= olsfEo] ik, ey veFEk FAIE W
AR Yl B2, 2R ZrUE 52 ARl vl edat 1he
FEAES I BAER ok Aol dijl AwuAlel A v ARUA
ol Atole] AAE 7t2A|Ert.

AF7HA CMC7F T AU Aol g Bl Atel] ojugk JRFS
HA=7HE Asl] Qs B A7 AP AT 7] ATES OMC
ob At AUl S BlashHA $2E o3 ZruAleld ¥
B2 B dzke] EARE 7Isshes ol T3 A sHARE HZell=
A/ 3F e BlaE oA amce] off £/do] 54 a3E T
7Ie7be ek WaFew ATol FAlo] $AARAL Urklee, 2004).
EaloM= CMC @l Bek 3hE2 Al 9 ofsllE SXIAIFI7] el
CMC ¥ ti514] o]& 5 Rl G7iRIs}t Aol #sh ARS]A] Aol A
43 2 dl(Social Identity model of Deindividuation Effects: SIDE)-& 47}
st e, aepshe s wale Aelel SAG el & =l
She WISt e g Hetolt A1SIH W] wfek FeApe A
59 gAge] W S Al % W5 2PUR oz e
cMce] A £42) ool Hek ) AR 35 B Azt
W3 kg Ak ) 48slo] Stk Thaelif WA SE 2]
ol WS TR 5, B AF APANEL AelgonA, AR

EVlolst Sujol| et AlslA XjofgAlY 2H: O|EN Bolet eE pituH| 9
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Alold 8732 Wabrt sbatel] thih 14, ek T4e] AlaL, A52 miAA|

o %8 ol MAe RIS A 2

2. SIDE ZHIo| 0|2X HiA

2 o]gelli & 3% SIDE EEl2 G713}t & K(deindividuation
effects) S AF8]Z Ao} A A (social identity) o] #& Srol|A Avgsh=
o 2388 w53 9k, AFH s rllslE there] w5 SollA] il
o] AAAE A3l al(identity loss), AFe] X (self-awareness)o] FHAglol]
w2} 27| SAIEo] oFslEl= el E 71eIHTHDiener, 1980; Festinger,
Pepitone, & Newcomb, 1952; Zimbardo, 1969), <, 7213}t 7lelo]
oge] thg <ol B3] Wulshel A P 9 ARSI Aloko 2
WiHo AfE7 B S ol 271 Ve BFAEE A9
2l CMC &H7go] 7HAl= 54, oldth Al Adre] A, efals 3F
of B e, oA sol D7iRIskE ARkl Bkt Ul aMmC
Fgel wEE o A, dgF Adof PeE(flaming) viE &
7Relstol 7113k Aolgkar s JcH(Kiesler, Siegel, & McGuire, 1984;
Sproull & Kiesler, 1986),

olol] wksfi SIDE A2 @7HQISF wAKS1A, wilE] a2 o]
S1A] 945 ¥ ol (Postmes & Spears, 1998) 2.3]2] et 1] I3k
< A3 4= ok F3cH(Postmes, Spears, & Lea, 1998; Postmes,
Spears, Sakhel, & de Groot, 2001; Spears, Postmes, Lea, & Watt, 2001).
A o2 RISHE AR BARE EEtE S53Hidiosyncratic) 7R
lojebr|Brl= Fehe] AU (group memben) 22 Q123R= JEH 2 A

o] gt} SIDE o] o]2% 7|2E AlFgt ASIHAY o]&(Social

10 FHFLAOIM 0J2 4-13(2008H 0{=)
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Identity Theory)(Tajfel, 1978)% #}7] M3} o]2(Self-Categorization
Theory)(Turner, 1987)°] k2 A}3]2 A 7H210] AdrEo] Q)
ol ARs] A (el A, 21, gL, Aol o3l A EE b,
7R AAd(personal identity) T2 AR} = 153 &4
(el FHm], 7FA], 2@l whet e}, o] F 7RRl= BF & %19
AASE Tshs HAH 94, o= ko] ¢ 32 | Fasital
iz o 2 7gslr] ofHrt, vtk 54 Adstellx] ofH HAdo] o] AA
g7 K(salient) o] whe}, AlgE2 ok T o =A HgAldeol 71 &
FEA 2 FES Holy, ol tE AltEdhs T EE ARt
o] SEEFE) o FEH Hrh= Zeldt. oFA| & wj SIDE 2do] ofn
sh= 7RISk Akej2le] YdAl(loss) o] ol 7H1A FA|dETH= AL
3|4 BAS FAAABhRE Akl o] FdeH(shift)S 7heiRIch D

o]x 1§ 7ilo] A7) ARl A 553 /1S 7H SR R
AR QXA ¢ ElIshE Aol HEgA S a7 A, 2
FI= 7RISk S et dshErh= Ao SIDE dle] ) iloft
, A grlelst o]@dh= Ao wixE=, eUlRIst ko] o

rr

(<3

N

Aol Adgelxds Zol B4 @oke oru WE, 2|, 23H 52
Bal| z+ 7)ele] EAdo] ulw Brgal =edtt shAut ©7 EX
S3lA e rAkEe] ARl ds RS weksh= CMC SHolM=
A= Zke] polE QIAEhr] ot oful thE TiAlEo] ARl 22
ekl 2550tk AS G =4, ofg} 7iQ1A HEE0] &3] 4
g ol vja)] Het S Ala 2 F-S Hol7] gItkReicher, Spears,

i

1) SIDE o]&7}50] Az el oJn]oA erljelskdeindividuation)gl= 7ide] 71A1&= 4
A9l o= 5l] 213l @7l 38K depersonalization)gh= 8015 ARk = koLt
(e.g., Spears, et al., 2001), IT}A] da] 2%0]x] ¢k Q)

E7HClEt 2otol 2EE AN RoFgAlY Y 012X Bfolot e iobd 11
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& Postmes, 1995; Spears, et al,, 2001). ThA] wal] Het AL 7H71¢19]
EX0] dAsiAl et A, At Hell EAlsk= 7H1xHwithin-group
interpersonal differences)& Q1218HAl Ho] YAltHs &/dsk= dl #Wsli7t
AR HokE 4] AR gls e o] Aol oEstA B
2 ol APt B 47l dojdt= Aotk

il

7o) A% AT TGS ol =0J SIDE wale] S
& glH oz Ssks Ao welt), olgfel SIDE Zdle) ¢
el 024 /ES Heistn zke] BAfge] TAHOR o)A A

HAEAE thEAS] A7 AHES S8 HEsHI

o mx

1) g7ielsh= (S8l HTIMY0| Exsts 3?) RT il S

SCHAIZICE,

SIDE wele] Sl4le ek Yel wolseld kel el A o
EHE At b ok FAReE EXEMA9L Avjoj~(Postmes &
Spears, 1998)= B7]213}7} v & (antinormative) 35S oF7]g) =
AT Azt o5 A7ISHITE. 252 of| Fo] 1A oY
W TRl TR st WA el ARSI s 5
3 52 Adbo]l 878h= S TSSOk Shtkar eI el
29} T (Johnson & Downing, 1979)-& E7l¢13}1= f4sl7] 9]3)
B ke 752} B2, The B AT KKKE QA7) Ale o)

Stk A9 Ay, ks dES A2 ARl S40] 2AH

12 RO 0J2 41320084 0{=)
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5 B8 2 =) 54 bl vis) @ F42e 35S Hjou $4)
L Aoz o 2470 AgS Heltl o] e Azl= eyfelslr}

S

Aoz =T 54 Fekel: 7EAl KKK 1S F4A17]1aL 1
JFE S AR, T 82 AR gilel Rsks Y e S
= AR Yoyt olE2 v < &3 RISt ARl Edell o
ke e i(ldd) =5Aold BRlelIAl 17] 45 7Fhe 52
A= I mnlsh, Q352 2UHRIstE dstellr w3akEo] s

A5 5k el B Al ARkl AstEs BTt
(Postmes & Spears, 1998), T2 ¢Irol|x] EAEM29l 55 -E(Postmes,
et al., 20012 AL Eaf efolsyt Bl Aok oY £8-8 =
sh=rke ASetdlrh. e EEde T Ao s 3l
Z17] o2 ERe 9F@EEA o X T4 HHE dolEd =249
%, CMCE o|-83te] 71 Aol et s A4S =23t} o] #gol
A, Ards AR Ak J7EAE 7RIS Alzle] g Ftel] Bls]
AY el =2d 42 dAshs 2Es vele Al T3t
HA A oM Fet oMo o] Shihs Auiry] fls 5 33
AIANE “TEA FAT TS =FAITIAL o|Flo] THA Tojd =EH
tE ALEdAZIAl QS vA=A] AEES T 53 =2 vE
Qo] A FES xshe dolEd =2 HA edEls, thE
TAE] B84 o =2E Ae T ol Yaet 2Es Wil
o, olggt Avk= oA FetolMrt vt oA el ARRlE S3)
E22 7NN S2do] F24d 7%, v Aol ofal I Hes A
2H At el a3t AR ] okstE Sl

g 7HA o7 1M FEE AL RIS Aa AEHo R, 32t
glol et 7o) 53-5 oP7Isk= A ofueh= Holt}, &3] 11s
7] 4% SIDE Edlo] HAl= “FegAl o] @A 79 (Spears, Postmes,

o

ol 2
E
o

d

,

e
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Lea, & Wolbert, 2002, p. 96) @71%1eP7} Fet S4le] Al 8l Fg& <3
AlZIHE Blolo}, AR Febol] ofgt o d =3Kgroup polarization) ]|
#t Aol A (Spears, Lea, & Lee, 1990) 7H1A A=A o] ZFz=w 74
RIS @3]e] Wil B3E AL & = glo] SRl Bl Qi
TARZ, Aejst stolek= FAAdo] AzE A ola 2] ok
£ el ujx| o] M2E 1A ZSHENRISHE) RS 22 oA
AFEE S8l oS wsstUNRIstE) HFAEC vlsf o] Al
szt Y AET S9HQ oAS AFskelet ofof o= 7)
14 Aol Azd 9ol euiRIstd rialEe] v Hafel=
vt ko 2 Ve oS 4, Bk THARI oS FHshke Aos

epsie,

2) EHRIstet xtelal dil/Has FEaHOF BICL

UM =i deHor wlIshe HAd Kol Ao (self-
awareness)©] oFstE|o] 2p7] SAHE sk AJHEA WA, Fetel
o £9], thre] ElRle] EAle} 22 A8 21l ofsf FiEE AoR
oaf =t (Postmes & Spears, 1998; Zimbardo, 1969). F-AFSE ZEtellx]
Z7] CMC 97 4 F4l9] CMC 38| A HEES wiAIS
O 2 Fofaks 7he| ArAde Zdskal, wlebA zkejae] ofsls ejet
o}l Bt HKiesler, et al,, 1984; Sproull & Kiesler, 1986), 3}AwF 4]
5 Aol 19 WA AgHoR PE T4 ATES YA o e

dAE FAsIAL St g EY Hlol=<£3 Auk(Matheson & Zanna,

o5

1988)= AFola)e A2 #}e]2(private self-awareness)@} &2 &Fo]2]
(public self-awareness) 0 & J-E3}3L CMC ZJ8}o] 3o th ARFYA 9|
el mjal] zpejrls eksial7 e A Rgit ofuf Wl A, Ak,

14 FHFLZ0|M 0|2 4A-15(2008HA 01E)
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=7 50 22 iR o)a AZR] Alotel] thgh T o R, SAk= ARle]
o} FNE FaolM FEoA F= el digh Fe (Prentice-Dunn
& Rogers, 1982, p. 5042 Aojert. AA87} He2] D713} o|&d+=
YR, CMC ekl o AguAlol4d Fekel] Hlsl B} &2 57
AR Zpel s B AL, sAo A o= oFste 4 ApefAs st
Ao 2 Yepdtt nzR|2 ARn e}l F 85 (Sassenberg, Boos,
& Rabung, 2005)-2 thel& &k (interpersonal influence)ol] 2|8t Bl &=
W37 eMCel| HIsl il Ay AlolA ol O sl yebds
At o= HeA RIS} ol2e] FTh= 2, AMCTF A Aol
= Ao s, AlEe] AES E ul A7) ARile iH Ald
7IE SR tHE Abde] of el ¢A] 2e-=1A] e7] whselit. &
ARk 0] 21(2004) 2] ATelM= org o] 4 ARl AR AfelA]
FE ATIAL, ol vl A I, 3 S Sdlold 84l
Blol 3RS mA Ao Atold EYoIdE SIS ZloR
et A ZRef Aol w3t 7| AFtATelE AfolE KT

Hr} o] AFtollxf= SIDE ®ele] Grils} Jidel Fakste] A
YAleld stEU ] gk 7HQ1A Fro] & 2E, I Zpolrt Ape]A e
HXe JEFs A% 3ttt o7l 2l(Lee, 2007a)= HFAER
stofa 2Rl ER Al dF, vol, Folshe st &, A2 5 et
AV EE HE FofaEat weksH| siitt. SIDE o] oS3t th=
HQIA ARE wekelA] 2 Heto] JHQIA AHE e FJdHT T
7k A dAREE =AaL, ofs ] ek Wf v of el w19
A& SesK(polarization)sk= A3E 7EASkEE. SRR A=) AR 2}l
2ol M= F Fk ghol] foJgk xpol7} It Wk oz} &vielst
s B 23lE] 4 A4eJ, S e AFEo] ARl o] 9A rtst
=71l digk Aert o =7 Vel ol 7189 Aol e At

rr

(<3
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2, A= ol &uRlIEtR Qlsl v B Foraate] sditol 571

Sholl w2} AbtEe] Hate] ofdE ¥ Tarlsl | dxetar s)4sel

o ohA e, ARl e gk ERele) of 2 4 FAIR = glent,

22 3ol o] ARrlE oA AzeR=AlE Tasiths Zlotth o]

23k a4 Ko} Al e g HAFEolof sPAAM, et vl dde] A

S FHag 7] CMC dd7AkEe] 7P 2™ ARl g@rlslst
»

Zrol HxH9) ASBAVE EASHE AL ohde molFth

3) M xiotZH|dnt At2|H xtoFIHIY2S d=FY

i

Hlol ULt

SIDE Rdle] & th2 Fa3t 712 Q1A AlelgAl 7t A1s] A zlo}
A, 7HQ1A re} AkSH HEIY s BAH dAl vk Alele
=, NIAE AE7F wow Hek o] o] & (heterogeneity) o] F-2hx]of
HzgAzte] ks ar, wheba] AFAle) g ek 3 9o] obd i
sk EAE QXA Hrh= Ttk RiTHE o R <lsf 72l

Aozl Az Feke] HAwt Ldeizl Aeols Jd =3t
2o e FAle] ARt dofubr] ek, 2000). AAIRE By~
F2Em2(Tanis & Postmes, 2003)2] ¢I7olds HegAdS 2%
S g v/ o AT, JAAAde] a9 dE AR
e e %] AR Fo] 3 ATEHAS B B8] ZolEU
TAHCE, tro] BER EY FHASS Hriet o] 7He1H HE
7} Qe B 22 T 2% S Bl SMET U] X 02 rtet
I AR BEE BEUR AEshs Aeke] veRdth e 7HQ1A AR}
Al AFEHRES vs Euddt el FEU ] gk Q1o Hoke
ZFo]7h ARt El(Lee, 20070)2] A= TS| WA (ol 21

2 3h, FA B AR, B ) e o Rl Y B9, A

16 FHFLAOIM 0J2 4--13(2008H 0{=)
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A &
ZF T A H(social category cue)7} 2JHZ E}elof thgk ¢lAo] n|x]=
Bt FAT] ofsbES HolEt o9k AR dlR clEeet A7
(Epley & Kruger, 2005, Study 2)&= “3th olide] E4R1QI7E FR1Q171
gk ARE nle] Fa AP A3t S2 oY= JEFE A
sHA| shalth. FARE HEEE W8olnt dHo= o&Est o ek
ANFH ZHH QEF] o whet FFede] FRlodET o A=53, WAdH
olgfar it AN &4, W= &, A% 5 JEH FARY
ZN1Z] S/l Bk RS B} Bol J& 4 U Hs} Qe Ak
& Gt Sl el gk bl frefgh AfolE HolA] eisit. o
AAl 2 S AruAleld Ado] I YA AR el 7He1H

7§E° )= en zﬂs].fs ) E,;q o] , )\éui xj' E.oﬂ 7]13_]. 3} 7&1:]— =Alo

Ol

o)

== R o
S zARRE TS SR

4) SIDE £1t= ZCHx(ZHofl 2fsH oH7HEICE,

aoks}rl SIDE 2EE (D AR S 7ol FhH 1
Ardo] e Ao, @ WARle) SEAo] ARIACN Ade] Eel
4 gl 5oz 18] ZehiA o A, Aekse] wel 2 AeaA
(group identification) & =717 =31, @) o= thA] Hgk A|gk=le] Fmel
4 9 o 2 Uehdths Zelth ol @rlslalh ARAARS S5

E7HClEt 2ol 2EH AN XIoFgAlY Y OI2X alolet gk oitnte| 17
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7)a1, o|Ao] A= et 417 AlaE o]ojRAt= m7 R & (mediation
I

N
mode) 2 EHE 4 9t} o

2o wdo kS He g =43
dde] A ATENA Eeld vl ). dlE EH TREWX} FRE

(Postmes, et al,, 2001, Study 2)& I& W2 F3s|jof 3= A=
Fgho 24 JAAAES Fofgk #, oAl Jdt ARls 8 4
Aol =it HehS v|wsleirt. SIDE 2dle] 72 oAl ek
oM HHAS O Al =L o= vl A il 2=
olojAtt. El(Lee, 2004, Study 2)&= F3AEo] ThE &l SMET} EE
< sh= 2 WA g H, A= A3A; Bl HIRe BE Fd g
o] £U: obvfelz EEES B, W 7} ek Helo] A thE
ohelErE WARER Sk, A 73, BUsk oplelE A TlEAE
o] HEBAZEE V) 2] S 11 Ak ehee] elio] FaAe A
= B3tk Ho #HZe] Aol 2(lee, 20000 Bl 4 7i]
AR E wekshA] oF2 Feho] 7HQl ARE e gdkel HIg)| =2
HARAS =20, 3975 v s 78k B3 B} et
Al BlZ SRIgT). o]FH% thgt Atellx] &ulIst M= ok i
o7 ZASIEHAZNE Bkl FUg 23S 7HASths AMYS SIDE

wdle] Y5 ol Frh

4, M SIDE Aol etret g 1ix|

I

oPgellA] SIDE mele] o2 w7 ul w4 71w Bas gke] A
A QAPANES 27155, Theelat SIDE elo] Tkt ave §
of Te FLHoRNE AFH2 o8 B A 7] Sl of

FEEo gk o] aghx] Azl HA

(¢}

o

g

18 FHRLAOIM 0J2 4-13(2008H 0{=)
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AR, AF7HA] SIDE A7E5L FrofalEe] ool Hujg BAE=
CMC “J3ollM = kel 1784 d&F=(normative influence)o] AF2FA|A|
o= Holr ol 385 FRIth o= SIDE Edlo] CMC7} ARSaH S
2HE ] des ZAdchs 7] A7l gk vhatellA] delvks Hs
a2 uf, oH A FAgk AR F gk AN o]2e] HEHE
Ed s Algechs Aol vhekA] edrkar shlth, o] 22 #A
A2Jellx gl(Lee, 20000 B7HRIS; Aol fridahe Q1A% (cognitive)
W3l 5, GINRIst @A) Fekel] tigk A Al RIS Askst
= Ao] ofue} ek grell tigk Q1A AHA1E SHslehs Adel e
LAY &, A A 1] NI EiubA] G gHellA thre]

3

3ol & 7HA] oS T w) o] of7lo] F Y SEH<l Ao= s

&

ul

a1 o] thA] B2 ¢H(conformity pressure) S F7FAI7E Ao R

ERtt}. #HZo] AtelM= TiQ1A o] TR <18 7l 3he] 2pEAd
o] Bzl FetollM o] Abgo] vgk e B e, AbEe]
Zzre] & Fo] A WA fethe A3 HauEldokLee,
2008). o] 7 HIXA F8Ak= fFARRE s Eshs v BRI
(multiple sources)5-& SHZ <l AR Q57| Ruf= vl=] 3k Al
(single source)o] 2 F7-& HFolsh= ZAAMH AzstaL, 7] W&
o} 22 2EEHAl AEsHA| @Al Bk(Harkins & Petty, 1981), Wt
A Fo] drh ofgret B Al =l OuA] SR8
27 Hohk= Zlold o] 22 A= g3 aMC 3 vt FYgh
EaglE d ul, 2 7] ol A7 Al 7R edaL sht
2 geaeA delEdAAY 2 viFE 5 S AR oER
hRIske] B} AR el =g Flo] ofdzbd QIAIA Aol
At B HS2Q1 A Bash 2o R HRlh, ol B 71E el

e ABANE B3 FAIAE FAAZo, DRl 3 o] 2

]
=S|
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= Q191 A=A glole mAA el WAE ek B R tigk 2pQl
ZFo](spontaneous attention)Z o |=A], 7]¢17 B Ago] 3ol A
& Aos 27= g, AFH (biased) HAA] S fFEsk=A], o] Y&
7 AT BhASh= 7117 BRI} Folxlks vl of9A olE S,
el gk s FAdskeAl o dEol gk ol a7-Eck
A, 712A 0% SIDE 2Hll2: 75ru7olAd W2l (context) o] 77U
o] ¥ Bl Axtol| mX|= Aol thgk o]2olgkar & 5 U=, ol
22 ZIt Nl Ade] Apolet oG] dsAkgsh=T el gk A|lAIZS
o] dasity, AR on] RE AF-Eelld SR A olun} 57 7119
/g%l w2} SIDE B3 2] Ve ¢ s Bl vk ok ol
AR 19} S E E(Sassenberg, et al,, 2005)2 ARYA o)A E (A H
AfruAel A th CMC) o] wistol] whet AbgEo] Qs dakeel whgst
= i2o] g EEtR= e i) olul AR zpej2lo] Ak Al
£ CMCol| Bl HlE AU Aol Adstelld g AlEEe] ol
Ho} g7 sxski ot AR zpef2fo] ofgk AltE2 Al whE Afe]

£ mold gt =8 APH O SIDE RAS AFF AL oA

2(Lee, 2007b, Study 1)¢] o= A=A Alal(experiential thinking)
£ AR AFRES AR wj A =o] opF on| gl oputelre] A
Hol| 273t CMC TFEUE ddsh= 202 yepyith A4 - A¥
2 =Jo} o] 2(Cognitive-Experiential Self-Theory)ol] wh=2H, 732 AlaL
= =83, 844 Alae}l dzEHe /NP2 (Epstein & Pacini, 1999),
A wm=s IohA] QabA| ok, S, A1, P89 A Q1A

Avdr}, oA D) el FEETE A3 (intitive) dHol] o]E3}

[

AMEEUTFE, oplEl} A7t ofsf ez AAEeS durE

A olulElR VERd FfEYY) AAZ ] YAdFolgt . ksl 19
AL oA olulele B dEU e oARY ¢ & wolSo|= Ak

lo
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= Btk olEgt A= 2% FHeholu ARA RS 2784 v
AFS @1 A|8R=(categorical person perception) 38kl glo] om] gl=
NI F A0S AAFE HIS o, ojudt 2SSl ARH AlaLE
FABR= AbEo] ofnfete] Al oa) T AA| JIFE W=Ael g
gelgh Aro] AAIEARE QESkARE, o] 22 Ad= Ao|x SIDE R
A 238k ZHQ1A At ARS)A ARG 7he] A 271 st
uepxet Ddeizl= Aol ozl Al Wt E thE 5 -5 A7IA
A T dE B0l XY 7] &7 F sl Afelle] £H(need to
belong)(Baumeister & Leary, 1995)% th& Aol 2folds F4lo=
AolE= TNA Aotrr= v ARFETS] fAMS viEe R F4

= AR AlotE T Ak RS vhdehs Zlo = oldt

A}, PR R A olEA 2lo} 7d(interdependent self-construal)

s}

(Markus & Kitayama, 1991)0] 733k ARFES AJple] o8t o= g ot
of BrlolM Aol Hefshe Aol wrhe AdllM, I¥A &2 Al
ofl Bl Wilehingroup) JLE9] AlaL B BFoll F&FS TS 7ol
AL e = ok webA S Aok, oleigk ZiR1e] AR
o] 7= &t @ idIstE ARyl el e Hdid gt
YA VEh=Al 'ellor & Aol

Yo7t SIDE B35 3514 zfo|9} QHA|A AuE vleitt, &2 54
B = A%l w2 iR o9 SIDE B3t AAE=TE He
212 SIDE Edo] H&=+ o]&4 7| (boundary condition)& B3Itk
= Aol oni7t Sl A ofoh= mHAH o= AR E3514 g
uje} SIDE &3} #e, dukshd Aoyt EAsk=rke AuEe A
S RE ATFAlelt), ol @ISkt oW Z23dstell A ekl
o] 585 7E =Tl #eh SRl El(lee, 2000 34 APEsE S
(need for public individuation)] == w2} @7l¢ls} a3p) &2 y
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Ehd AT S, 371 A8elM vE AFET Har Ao sh=
& FolAA| esks ull, b
7 FolE wlell vjs] Bop g w2 %S Btk A 34
2pst 8771 vhe ARRHES iR ARVl flate] whE AfelE
HolA] ik, B2 7] Aol B4 st ST el welow
cRollon, o] Re 877} ARSI o] £31e) Wk thes
ER % QIR ol SIDE Eahe] F512] Aol ARISR Ao S
o 4 9lh, PR, AT FAE FASR ARl 3l
Aol A S, APEAS Gehli Ao S9H0R Wharks
HolAl, AFS] ko] B4 st S77} ok oy 4 glek.
Hekrel ) Apl elshe Al R ARkESe] 25, 1 5
o] F9 BEo R ks Yo, AU Akl Apst &
P} AR vkoeleh AZHEIT), eliee, 2006)8] STl M,
SIDE E37h e 7o) AEal 87 71 ARESIAM A4 o
Epdthd, T Aol it o' Alel el APEst 897 w2
1Tl ARglellA] SIDE Rdlo] ©f Agtsteletal F28 4 Al
FHo] 3t AFelre Hulw gt o] E8l Al
MAFol4 E3hd kel vis) A Gl o] 88k A4S B
°]aL, CMC Zdellx= 7 Het ghell fofm|gk 2tol7} glao] W=t
(Cinnirella & Green, 2007). ©] #2 A¥= Ad 7+ <= vl 7)gk
gk Zl0]7] whzoll, FAIZ SR CMCe] ofH &rdo] HFA] At s
280l veh= &3} 1 Abol& Adfsk=Alol ek ot o8]
of i}, spARE gk AFuAlel Ade] mA= Bt i ARE¢]
A5Z - A 7o) wet t2A yepd ¢ JeS & 5 ok
R REAR] SN B ull, AE7kA] @7iRIshe 2 SHHRIS

2 o] 71wl ofwet AruAleld 87, WAl 54, 22

>
ot
il
lo,
oM.
o
=
r (3
Y
o,
g
2
A
&
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X
f
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iAo SRR o] B7IRISE frdeh=Alell tigk e iAo 1|
E3ct 22 A2 Al9J3PH(Lee, 2004, 2008; Postmes & Spears, 2002),
2] AFtollA Evliqlsl= HFA W l(categorical variable) © 2
FEIT FAHRE V& AFEL MY A RETE Tzl et
FolA|A] 2+& Fek(Lee, 2007; Tanis & Postmes, 2003), TF2 Zrofz}o
ARRlo] - 7390 23A] & A--(Postmes, et al., 2001), 2 337t
of wix|d Hetat Z47] o2 ol vpro] v E FH(Spears, et al.,
1990) To=& 7RISt off '7lQlshe ks 223kt 2w ol2gh
AFAA7E oJm=gh vl A qApEe] AefF Waks 7Rl ek He
o] A=kd A, Fet 7+ HluE T WRIst 2t fF = ot vt
A ko R= lRIsE FEHIC R sho, vkt TiRIA AR, AL
w31 54, AuAleld g wiA B4 714 211 Fol ARyl
A GAREEe] FHA o R ARshs BiRIste] Fre ojwdt 3k
A=A ol avt AT o& fslire Aleld deiEA e @7y
ke AT F e FFstd Ho o] agrdHh

wpAEte & SIDE &3] theh $A1% d7H(longitudinal study)7} 44
3l Yrje} T ~(Walther & Parks, 2002)7} A &s}950] AHUA o]
A e el AR wgho] 3 HAAIde] el viEE s
Aoleh= 7P vdAdott, B2 AT FAEE 2714k i
Arol HEow Qlel YgA gl ofEste el tigk 7thE 244
Slal WAAE sAehs Aol Ardaele o vk ETAT - A&t 2002).
SRR BAP} A&, A ghel] whet Bk ARl ARE WA H7] vk
e, o] 7-¢ JgAl o] 7 Eah= ofEA E ZAA| tigt =2
7h A= o] FARIA] 3tk g 7HA] 7he g Q1A HrIE S4 ol
ufe} Z7]¢] g Al do] PARIE FFHo] kst elehs Aok
2 SIDE Edlo] Fah= vl 7112 AA 3T JHPAA kel FA

ot X
-
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A, 54 AN o] F 714 % ol st Jidow @A
Folt 492 7P A B, ol5e] W} ARke] 380 Wl 7]
o2 el 4] ta A oheks Mol Wie] 1% B
25 RRolch AP AR Bl APAS |, 20055 Tidwell &

Walther, 2002) E8H2Ad 744 0]%(uncettainty reduction theory)(Berger

e

JN _lf
oll

& Calabrese, 1975)& CMCel| A&, AlEo] o# H-)(interaction strategy)
o= AgtE A HollM o] el thek AHE SAskal M=ol
gk ofallE =ol=rkE A ub ot 2 A3} ARS]E] W2} hA(social
context cues)’} AHE CMC JFLFH AFES Hut 443, 5522
Wiow Pug FPgonA Adol A FusRe Ao ek
=3k ALsA %bﬁﬁ]oli(soaal information processing theory)2] #7
oAl CMCe} HIH S vlwgls o, ¥ 27l Aol g
V] TFd(variety)o] CMC F7EAFE Atelelld] o A Vbt ot
F AREo] Sl whel el thek HRe feo] S7IehEA ofgh
A 7+ Zpo|7h ARMTH AT - A8, 2002; Hancock & Dunham,
2001). SpARE TS0 U3 & FEIL doAHE e ofH T
o] 17} o FA R FolRl=Ttel| wat Al gk Q12lo] debd
T lvh= AollA SIDE 2ol gk A4 5ol a-Hr). ol £,
At g Aol whet el thek Qs B35k Flolle oF wst
H= JE ARV A S EeldlS=(expectancy confirmation) B
Fo g Ao o A8, siad 4= 7] wiEolt}, o] 22 7Hd2 CMC
gl A Aol de] Bt 1de] Aie(inensity)= 23]
Y =11, 73 T ol AR ofm|E FslA] H<2l(overattribution) 3}
ko] Aetths 71 A7 ARE e wi(HEht - 93t 2002;

Hancock & Dunham, 2001), U A5%g zh=t}

rlr
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fo)

5 w3

9A AHE AAH, 27] CMC #H 0|24 =952 cMCe} HUH
AfuAle)de] 71A1A atolof FEste], Ade] W3t AfuAleld
A 9 Aol oujgt zfolE THAEVE FHHcE tEM ¥
SIDE el 524 AFUA A 43S 7ol FaL A Flo] o7
uRzoll, iRl A Ao 2 HE] vlaA AR Yellr] QMO
W= AEREE S 72 g7tk =, SIDE 24 2HlE 59
d 7RA7E obd ko] Ao 2] Filo] ALS|A AS(R1E, AR, olr
ol thelf ofwgh IAH, A, P54 W5 Hol=rke F+ At
2 gt} oh CMGE 99| 7R £73% SIS F AR gAl Lo
g e, A 2de 58 AT 5 e 783 e
| S-Sz ek, SIDE Bdlo] 8 A7 wijAe] ok & 4 Qlrh
2008\ BA] =mAks] ol 7P mAR ALS|A oA Fof sl 22t
1 AFUEE B8 o280 FAAES B, 579 AR gk fAb
AsE 7421 vhre] oA Aile] 7] FXtellA vh &2 o,
TE wegit}, ofuf FrofxlEo) ek 7HQ1A AR} FAgk Btell, 27
3 olFrell thal wlsgt Az THAthE Avte] AdxEo] 1o 7]9t
gk FbA A /do] A=) Hrk AR ARSA olgrel] gk QIEIUle]
AHFRE =07t AR Pl Thedhe Fag ARE, vet SR W
Fogo] oEo] s Feshs TYOR A F2 Aw, 22 AR
UAle|de] axfel 7 A 2 9 A9l 55 AsHes ?rfgz%l{— A
AEA=elA U] Al 7aAlet & 4 Qlrt. SIDE 2E2 71319
ol o] olBA JhA - Als)d AGAYE 75, Aslshe bl 7]ofd
U7 WrelErhe Aollx, ol2fgh Aol tigh §-& 78l vl 44
ol ER-5 = F & AR E, of= “Aw Algl Al B

[‘E

|
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et ko] ojrfagsi dozgshs Hg9 olslizt Aadwofopt
Aeflolel= wiA| telld AAEAL = IZke] ZFu7loldat QIkk
ABIE ol & QT (L9, 2006, 118%)= T8 A d-s3it,
Rt & =22 SIDE 2| e 7S Aefstal, $4 7idEe] A
7AruAeld B elx ofd FejE BHEETHE T HH o 29
7] wizell, 2 thEA]] dAAtelE SR el webd o
G CMC & TS ofdlishs ol&4 E24] SIDE o] B, &
A AvgE, A8 77 Sl tht Hoh A3 Frks, 7184 SIDE 7=
o= vt BAE E3l ol Folxor & Zojth

ot

o
H:l
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abstract

Social Identity Model of Deindividuation Effects:
Theoretical Implications and Future Directions

Eun-Ju Lee
Associate Professor
Dept. of Communication, Seoul National University

The present paper introduces the Social Identity model of Deindividua-
tion Effects (SIDE), focusing on its theoretical background as well as
empirical research evidence supporting its key propositions, Specifically,
SIDE model postulates that (D deindividuation refers to the shift of atten-
tion from one’s personal to social self-identity, rather than a loss of
self-awareness as traditional deindividuation theory posits, 2 dein-
dividuation does not necessarily lead to anti-normative behavior, but
instead fosters group-oriented perceptions and behavior, such as con-
formity to group norms, when coupled with a shared group identity,
and @ deindividuation effects are mediated by group identification,
Limitations of the previous SIDE research and some suggestions for fu-

ture research are discussed,

key words: Computer-Mediated Communication(CMC), deindividuation, self-awareness,
self-identity, Social Identity model of Deindividuation Effects(SIDE)

Elolst Sujol et Als|A XlofgAY 2E: O|FN Holet Sk itntH| 31

OFC3ti | IP: 202.30.23.141 | Accessed 2016/04/19 10:02(KST)



	탈개인화 효과에 관한 사회적 자아정체성 모델
	1. 머리말
	2. SIDE 모델의 이론적 배경
	3. SIDE 모델의 기본 주장들에 대한 실증적 연구결과
	4. 선행 SIDE 연구의 한계와 향후 과제
	5. 맺음말
	참고문헌
	abstract


