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eIX|ntst, M30H 4=

A

r

AA = 2PtEEY 22 FEH| YOS &8st AART g1 WEHA thFdt HRef A4
< 853k Adlelth. v ol23 3 HKoAE A T AF FoEX
(Baron, 2017; Levine, Waite, & Bowman, 2013; Loh & Kanai, 2014). $ju}3lH, AR E +%
Sl A% ARE Agsta, Auslsly, ARES 28l M2 RS 1o
L A g2 xY9 Aol7] wjEo|thHartanto & Yang, 2016). & ©]
g Aol golsfidl FR3} AtjolA|, JIAeHS A= SAE sHA oL 71
ol% Fx7} WSl al(Uncapher & Wagner, 2018), 7| &3} Fog 3} 22 Qx5 o] FFH =
Ath7} oflel= Ao thFortoft, Gettig, & Verdone, 2018).

B4 HEL ¢zto] 7 1fe 58 F SR (Wise, Seveil, Morris, Lovett, & Wolf, 2007) T

i

£ of J
JE

<3 £AE ¢l sidsY ordeR A= Ao] otk ZAT F e AL TATE
B 71EE A7 AR B HEoAE FAHoE HES F e vHol dve Ao
I(Wolf, 1984), 71 ¥3ol sfdsh= dolzt o] AAl e AL F TS A= AJA ¢
O AO|tHWolf & Gow, 1986). HZF ZHzto] A A ke A5l o]ojAA wEolAles £4E
T 4 Jth= Aol H(Katzir, Kim, Wolf, O’Brien, Kennedy, Lovett, & Morris, 2006), 1 =74Fo] T+
So] A EYZ T2E old it AolthWise et al, 2010). & SAE Aale] AL uigo
2 25 Y8t gty FES Jo

3 ddsle FAA AL FPL AAoE s )
24 g A 5492 O A 1AV AWkE BoF= Zlo|THMuter, Hulme, Snowling, &
Stevenson, 2004).

SAE T8 oI 28Y, 7] el STk AL 239 Fo| ofFY, ®dY, ¢
A WS o =3} (Vaessen & Blomert, 2010; Verhoeven, van Leeuwe, & Vermeer, 2011) ZA]
E3) Aukz 0l ¢1A]7)50] o= AL EAo g olFgy =2 Hd wdS o =3t}
(Muter & Diethelm, 2001). 27k olUg} =NE E3] o|sjdn 22 o] Bsle AL 293
EAA 583 37 587K 95T 5 UThde Jonge & de Jong, 1996; Schutte, Malouff, Hall,

7]
=
=

Haggerty, Cooper, Golden, & Dornheim, 1998; Stanovich, Cunningham, & Feeman, 1984).

A7 A7 @A Lo 2Rl ZM7F 53] 83 AVl 2SN H ALssH
A7) ZiCarver, 1990) LA ATk o] A7lol BAE o] F A Adlo] HUE W o
ojt 917 &S YA = I(Scarborough, Dobrich, & Hager, 1991) 182] ¢Fe Apghe A o
4 92 A s8e AYA Hed, ofd Al BAANE A 58 AAEG 2u) oY F
7Vt AxFE B QITKStanovich, 2009). AFA O o] Al7|o] ZAS wWo| 3 Algho] 1™ ko
AbET 41719 A} AH = ARSI AIA A917F ETHRitchie & Bates, 2013).

aRYY, @ ARe SAGS B 1 Awe) 9K A% A% A, 1 Agel A7) 7]
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i(Readmg)O] 1’4—(Tressold1 Stella, & Faggella, 2001).

IHLe =45 Sl Zlo|tKKirby, Destochers, Roth, & Lai, 2008). 1?4 o] Altje] HAad
g ol dEAor Tl SARG 2ntEE 22 HER|HY 717

F52 AHIEo]| L3 HQTKBaron, 2017; Moisala et al., 2016; Wilmer, Sherman, &

Chein, 2017). ol21@ B4WEOA off /IS a7 AR5 wae] FasiA, A 29l

£2 s Adab) ol SAE a7 BE 5 ALk B ATE of Axel] BjF B A 7

O;
O:s
i
T S D =

A, 54 BE 94 e ARATES BEZS U A2UEL YOR USZY
A B Aol FHst] Fohs, AT, A3, AR, 2018 4R, 20155 7413,
wFR%, 2003 O FA, A1, WI1E, 1998). e} olZe QIzte] A Ewle] FEaw,
FAHA ZEL AAS] S8 == & A A7) BAHUHNegacive bias) F Y 7}
5730] ETHBaumeister, Bratslavsky, Finkenauer, & Vohs, 2001).

AAZ ARARL ALY A Foll e FadsSeld siHgs AL A4S & o
94, x8Y, 484, AHEwY, o4 8 S Aol Hasith & d7E Fel A
A9 WA Fo A AaUEe B4 95 S0Pe TAsE AL AV I 30
Ststehe SAAETE olde FA Eokz dFse Ao 71T ¢ de o thGable &

Haidt, 2005; Seligman, Steen, Park, & Peterson, 2005).
S, SAE AT F, AA A2 54 SHE D48

roli ] ol T 1E%e] EARE A7S0] SAE B vleuA
= 4

Wt A7 2

e Ze WAL NS B8 S9o] YTk dE Sol, AL 25t 43hdo] B4
o gojojd A BEe AASAY, Fot 15hdo] BrHoR gojobd W B2 AN
5 5 ol AZlol WMEA FAsoF e BER EAE AAtL UAtd, 1996 T2,
2004, BT WAHEA AAR BARS0] glof, 1 wAE AEE Whe U P 54

gJolof she A% ATk, 2019, AAo] ABFHOE AgFH=
AL, 2015). olFA BANAE FHE 5 Alol 2k S B3
BPota, SAee BEe e BHe A PHel e ATt RIS Aol
=4 A7} Basi

B ATE o3 HYATY

Hel wre sgel gl 25

it
R
I
S
b
rh
2
o
&
b=

=1
frtl
i)
ru
_O|L
=
o
dlo
=2

=

FAM @ Ae 20 doblua Bk WA 33
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QIX|nfet, FB0™ 4=

J0||

3l 25 A Y-S A3t F AsAd I AMEe AFstaat ok 254
F 7HA SHolA FR37E Al7]ol dEeTHChomsky, 1972). HA ©] AlZ7]= o] AlZ|7HA o
AR 4 71# He, £AE QXskeT e iy /1A 5, A 2e v|2d o
& wdo] o] R & Z & (Johnson, Fabian, & Pascual-Leone, 1989), 70l Tfd AHEL] A A
Agto] 71 Al doju= Al7]o]tiMcCardle, Cooper, Houle, Karp, & Paul-Brown, 2001). “L&]
o] A7lel 8 FRES dojHom dupt go] HEAA FASA Y ofFol me} Had
717 g5 o, 19k 7} o]4e o3 ¥ xjo]7b Ubm(Hart & Risley, 2003; Smith, Constantino, &
Krashen, 1997; Wolf & Stoodley, 2008), A3 <¢lo] =W 3] o]4e] IA5Y Afo]7} WAV THCain &

Oakhill, 2011; Cunningham & Stanovich, 1998; Hirsch & Moats, 2001; Pfost, Dorfler, & Artelt, 2012).
o2 54 ER AF 7T & e WS R REA AA s dAold 7ol
N ATE AL Bk FAAOR B AToIAE BEAFl 0@ e
A © AEA AL AolE AWshe 84 0] E(Construal-level theory)©]]
FEEH T FdH (abstract) AT A Z(concrete) 3] A (Trope & Liberman, 201008 2PE A 3=
BASTA Bk B QAT S0 tid ARl B SASE Do) o) DA
A DAY 5 AT, SAE A BZEE AL, AT AR2A SA Tohe AR, 54
3 o] 714 olfr&E Tl T8k AFREOlAl SAAIEES ofEA A9k &t

=
<
Aol g Fe ANG = & Aol

il

AHES TR Aely Alfed tigk AlRFA(temporal), 3XF(spatial), AH)Z(social), 742
(experiential) 712] 7ol whh EL3 Aolvt Al tig AR He stAY F4A @l
A& & 4 UTKTrope & Liberman, 2010). &, & W sfoF sh= A, 2 HoAA doju=
A, W 7oAl B o, Wi7E AR AFD GAA Lol dsiAds A, oHA, TS,
ol A & AA FAHOE sfAsiH, HA hsetA wHEr] $le =¥ FTHFujita, Henderson,
Eng, Trope, & Liberman, 2006; Liberman, Sagristano, & Trope, 2002; Wakslak & Trope, 2009). 121}
2 9 FHoll sfjoF sk HA|, 100km Ho| Aol dojub= o, AREo] ZEoAA TAT
g, W7t A APEA &S TheAol AU Ao ET EAske doll taiMe o sk
&, A RS ke Aol uiEA @A el F3A 0= o4 thLiberman & Trope, 1998;
Liberman, Trope, McCrea, & Sherman, 2007).

Q8 A Held Azido] BH sl B HAE AL oD H4 SEL o9
sh=rlel etk Alels Aezho] ekl 4% 9ltLiberman, Trope, & Wakskk, 2007). 1
AT Aoy F3ol disl, 1 AdRolu F37F o doiwteAl, o sioF sh=A, FaA,
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o] 7] A1(Fujita, Trope, Liberman, & Levin-Sagi, 2006), A
A&l E tHDhar & Kim, 2007; Todorov, Goren, & Trope, 2007). HFH, &
QA TP ZAA, 01“* A2 S ZAA, "M I AA,
AR AEA T wEEEA FAH £
O dS A HE Q%?‘SHOF = dE 971, Wk SAE 5 e Ad
AL Fal= AL ZolatAl AthTrope, Liberman, & Wakslak, 2007).
A5 of dfoF A=ATMA AA2HA /EA B THEyjita, 2008).
(Construal-level theory)©] 4A18]A Ag|Zbol A= FEFe] #AHof|A] o] Fof
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2 A

AH 520 4L A SA0 BE A
FAH 2o AN Bhe

H7el Y= ofy|v], AnH O HAF HUT Aol Ak

o).

FHH0R Bao] BAE Folsh PR FolsA Wt A L Ba SAF] BE A
93 A AV TER ¥, SAS Tolshs v SAFo] ge Avol SAd fa F
HHoZ HNT Wet FAHOE ANT W BA BE Do Aok BYFEAS) S
FolahA gt Wwst SAFe] AL Feko] FAol thal FYHOE HUT wg FAHO
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eIX|ntst, M30H 4=

g Zlog 7Yt

.

e
(R
1
rlr
ft
X
2
=
ok
20{:."
>~
HN

A3} 237 ATE TAE v 247) x BEA AEE 2373
] 3

R w B Be 7Y ;w%k AL AL v, B0l BA BE DHE@T 712
gje A Aol MAE ol e BAATE LA A berween-subjects design)Z. O] T HT:
ATE 915 A7 A 258 4 20090 106, ©f 940] FlSIATE o F 38R L 53

492 FIHUAG. BB S HEE £FE 2} olFold F, HESI} B

o AL HEw} ¥o PuoE HEEs} BRuc Be Aue HE} e Yuo

FoA EG FY BAF £ 4N 2A} oo F EAF] FRAT B PUL
o ge o BRHY

Hebe FAF] 22 A

==
5
2
ué])
SSPA e 667, 631 e s1gelglth WAES TAH L 248 ANFE A F bl 7
=
3T
g
=
bl

AR 2 HBAE iG] WAL, SASE WO olFolAT, A 257
AWHG oM, A ¢ HRlE Ba B4 HEEE 74 AR x;aq soleln) okt 7 ol
FoRithe, UFUel AL 3 A YEAGET SADe] SUHE Aol FEAT, o] 27
3t AAEL = e YT B2 FA7] AAE 35 THHansen & Trope, 2013).
A FA gk FAA M A3 246 8E WHAES ) FAE A @ AAA
e U= 52 2 B2 AY A F FAE & Aolth 2) SAE oA & AYA(:
U st =A8ey FlolA e e Aolthell thell 2+t 407k olWe] Fe =< 23k
o 3 SA O F4A sdeE Js 2464 98 e ) SAE 9 sk sk
A e HEzh FoAa Ade A7) A SAE dh, 2) SAE WEA of e ol
ERd

T 4ol EAE Fchel hal 22t 4% olle Fe 3¢
# A7} sasdsreh
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B AT Fa3 WA F SRl A 54 A5 39 SAF Jd FES Jd Ha F
M AEE B FEM = 466, SD = 1.69F T3 SMIHY) B HFM = 495, SD = 5.67)
S EEF 3 g 2h 528 JGe 5 Ase T SAT] B2 Hdog HF B} u
S e 54 Az} G SAF] W Fdoz BRI ARHor B Aot =&
A 1057, 2 Jqehd o5yo|al, F7F FAFo] B Joe 131, A2 HeE 12790]
Ak

AT VIR T FAF g v F de M T sl A shde) aatE gl
At A 204 vs. o) x Shd 333hd vs. 58K vs. 63HA)7F FA R PR ol i o
A ZFEH(two-way ANOVA)S AT EA47 A8 FAINFU, 198) = 367, p = 545)
51 A} Shde] FEARRR, 195) = 230, p = 7942 QIR W, shde] FaIr} vEh
THEQ, 197) = 14.066, p < 001, 1, = .127).

TAHOZ 3T AL A7 F H 85ASD = 5292 oA M B EAFS B
HHE, sShAS Wit 4.0296D = 4.03)S ¢omA TP e BMFS BEon, 6shde B
6.16UGSD = 449)& oA =7 729 SAHES Btk o) wg} BAZQ B shd
< FHFoE FAY Aot ok&e] Aoy dhdo] sjMeE WA FeApgste] FA g
AE a7t A #RIsk] fske] AW 20d v o) x Shd 368 v 53 vs. 6?‘%“3.) x
NHFE 207 AHH v FEE7E FAF A Gl o AR

ANttt Az ow AEI IMFHE1, 196) = 1377, p = 242), SPd} sfaFEe °l d

AR, 195) = 511, p = c0n B A, s, T2|3 s eEe] A EAEER, 193)
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eIX|ntst, M30H 4=

SAZ

A FF A0FAA vs. ) x A B4 AISGEE v E9)7F AFIRE T 5AF 1]
= 395 g f5te ShdS FHFORE BAG o] Y FHFEA (two-way ANCOVA)S 53}
stk AA Mz FEHE BEY 5 YATHEA, 198) = 6386, p = 012, 1, = 032).
Z FAZA a4 2o HstE AWM = 677, SD = 4.56)°] F47 4 £ HaE Fok
(M = 541, SD = 5.00ET} AF7|7F F S gFo] BITHA198) = 1.990, p = .048). TF& o2 ¥

T x

bl
MEze FEAE AT 5 AAUKFQ, 198) = 7362, p = 007, zfp = 036). TAAHC
TE 7R AWM = 7.05, SD = 4.76)°] F& HMIEE R
Ex o] BATH(198) = 3.054, p = .003).
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< AT 5 AUTHEQ, 196) = 4.269, p
AsErt & Jde FAF 34 FEs 1SS v =
97, SD = 4.77) A& 2Fel7} AR

7.15, SD = 4.79)9} 3= = 6.
A AZErF e 92 A Y S st ue
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401 - 0lzd / SMoil ot siM=0] RSstdel S SAM2f Mool 0jX= =it

=

EMEM = 642, SD = 435°] 34 SllA FES HIT wjo] SHFEM = 340, SD = 4.79)
B} E94he93) = 3.222, p = 002). 18 1S 4523 B 54 A3 Aaargo] S
of mAl= &3 =433 Aot

=] A

A 52 2AFAA w. FAE) « B BN HEEE w F 97 ATIREF 549 Aol
A EBE Hes) gste] ShAe FUFOR FAT ol UFAFEH(ewoway ANCOVAIS

FdAT WA fHrEEe FaAE JUJATHEL, 198) = 919, p = 339), A A4 HEE
o] FaAES AT 4 YUTHR, 198) = 43.259, p < 001, 7, = .182). & B EAo] T
o MEZEE JMA HEM = 5.63, SD = 148)0] & AEEE 71 HAkM = 3.97, SD
1.83)Et A7} o Ajw|Qltka %J}Eﬂﬂ(l%) = 7.077, p < .001).

DR S mAA Aot

p=.097

o
o
o
B

ul

97 7124 B S A0 20| A2t
w ELN

N

(ag 2) sz

X|Zfof| ojx|= =2

o PFEAEE AT = ANATHEQ, 196) = 8.181, p
= 005, 1, = 040). &, HA B4 HaEr}t 2o AT TAA 4 2 M3 g =
536, SD = 1759 F47 A FEE A Wi = 5.84, SD = 1.20) FA ol zol7} Gl
AUHK103) = 1.675, p = .097), & A AE5r) Ge Age A4 4 £22 H3l3 o
of ZAEM = 438, SD = 1.74°] 347 4 FF& A3 wjo] FAMHEM = 351, D =
1.84)H T} =9thr93) = 2366, p = .020). 19 2= A 5ZT P B4 A5 5ol =

f
4
N
A
o,
[
dfrt
>
rx
fot
bt
o
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QIX|nfet, FB0™ 4=
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o
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=4

4 FF 2ATAH w FE) « Bh SAFES w B AT F SAG vNE
a9E Felay] gale] S FUFOL EAT o ATV woway ANCOVAIS a3
Gk mA HEEe] FEAE QUATEL 199) = 2152, p = 144, B SAYS| FEAE
FAG 4 AATKAQ, 198) = 10581, p = 001, p, = 051). TAHOE HFa EMF g Pt
M = 784, SD = 5.72)°0] L& JHM = 5.06, SD = 3.99) Rt} ATV F FAFo] ©] gokth

(#(198) = 4.028, p < .001).

DAMHSNES WA s}

p=.509

8.?6
l

A ()

o = N W A U OO N 0 WO O

Hr
Kfo

N

3

71

ANTHA, 196) = 6.687, p =
& A W = 737, SD =
Mol B = 826, SD = 5.20) SAF] o] 7k YAAT(71) =

= H3td W MM = 644,
A3 wo] ZMTEM = 3.75, SD = 422)H0F ETHH(125)

£
o
gL_v‘
1%
B
N
N &
o
B~
St
X
o
o
o
e
o

=
62Nt 2 AN ¢

S
= 4018, p < .001). 19 3
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401 - 0lzd / SMoil ot siM=0] RSstdel S SAM2f Mool 0jX= =it

4515 Zlelt.

49 Aw

A 2 2ATAE v T x Ha FAHES v B
AE B ZIs] Y8t shds AZHFEH(two-way ANCOVA)S F
dstaltt. WA sideEe] Fad= SIAATHEL, 198) = 250, p = 617), Ba FAFY T8
B2 FAF 4= JIAUTHAL, 198) = 14366, p < 001, 1, = .069). TAHOZ Hiol| Ereo]

o

| A7t 3 FA49) Ao vl

e M = 5.63, SD = 157)°] A& M = 439, SD = 1.89ET} A7} ¢ At
S THH(198) = 4.830, p < .001).
DA SIMAS m2AA sHAHs
7 p=.010
6.08
o ® !
X p=.
E'R: 5
o 4.09
5 4 1
Ko
R o3
™
iy
C)
N=45
1
3!
HA SME
(38 4) siMsZFnt WA SMERe| ASAZ0| SA Aol X[Ztof
O|xl& ZoH(AehE 7o ZFE2R)
w3 M rE Pa SAFY o]dNTAES E0lT = AUTKE, 196) = 8764, p =
003, 1, = 043). &, Wi BAFo] Be A FAA 54 F2 M W = 5.14, SD

= 1.80) BT} 44 a4 £S5 A Wi = 6.08, SD = 1.17) =47t © Aoty $Est
AT = 2,653, p = 010), B FAFo] AL A2 74 Y s AL =
469, SD = 1797} F34 4 F2& Hed WM = 409, SD = 1.80)HTE FA oA A7
Au|7b AATHe(125) = 1.846, p = 067). 18 4& NAFEH P& FA4 A5 FuAgo] &
A Am) Azke| mlRE Zd4E =484 ol
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eIX|ntst, M30H 4=

= 9

W 2EA % s %
e
AAA AESAA ZAd tid TAH A45EL A WL W, AT 712 F oln Hne)

—:a o] SAE Arlglel SAE WS 1 A A
%ﬂ FE} ega v 7 4EAES HAF 5 Uitk
RS FEAE SIS, F FAZ A, oA W ALA B

o

T fMe T HADGERG FA T FTEIATE ol B ?i?/l 7}”Q lel’o‘}: Ad}o|t}.

Agdel w2, FA% F59 As drs 5319 294 7Hs 38 A AZFeFil(Fujita et

al, 2006), =3} HHE P52 sfjof FA Pojof DAl e ZA5E AA AP McCrea et
3k A5 57} Z7FHDhar & Kim, 2007; Todorov et al., 2007). ©]of H]F=0]

< o, FAl tisl FAHH FEY WS F4E FAESE 2N Fs8S w4 AGsta, =

BAolA ghon, A g A3yt SUkeaL, Ao s EA ol

Eg B AFE A9 giste] A 59 M-S e Zo] 54 ARV W2 Fde
SAFEE FTFAE B okl 544 diE SHE FXNTE Aol 53] A3 dFEs
AT F UoS BAFUATE ole Fx et FAH FEOE HHTFF g Fxko] it
A Agzto] 717X thE A3 AT (Trope & Liberman, 201008} Y x8k= Aijo|t) & Hi
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(Abstract)

The Effect of a Construal Level of Reading on
Elementary School Students’ Volume

of Reading and Pleasure of Reading

Yi-young Kim Yun-kyung Au

Kongju National University

The objective of the current study is to explore psychological factors that can encourage elementary school
students to read. Specifically, the current study verified the effect of manipulating the construal level, which is
known to influence goal achievement, on the reading volume of the students. Two hundred elementary school
students were separated into groups with high and low preferences for reading, as well as those with high and
low reading volumes in general. Then, the study proceeded to categorize the students into the abstract
construal-level group who were directed to think about why they have to read and the concrete construal-level
group who were directed to think about how they should read. The participants were asked to read for two
weeks, and their reading volume and reported pleasure of reading were measured. As a result, the study
confirmed the main effect of the construal level, in that the group of students who were directed to have a
concrete perspective about their reading objective by thinking about how to read had a higher reading volume
than the group directed to have an abstract perspective about their reading objective. In addition, the group that
generally had a lower-level preference for reading both read more and enjoyed reading more after it was directed
to construe the reading activity concretely. However, the group that generally had a higher level of preference
for reading maintained high reading volumes and high pleasure of reading regardless of the construal level.
Furthermore, the group that generally read less both read more and enjoyed reading more after it was directed
to construe reading concretely. However the group that generally read more also enjoyed reading more after it
was directed to construe reading abstractly. The current study is significant in that it expands the discussion
about the effect of construal level, which had been mainly a subject of behavioral economic research, into the
field of educational instruction. The study also provides a practical implication for the types of perspective that
are effective in motivating people with a higher or lower preference for certain tasks, as well as those with

higher or lower levels of achievement for certain tasks.

Key words : Reading, Construal Level, Reading Volume, Reading Preference, Reading Pleasure
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