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nloleld o) Akl ol gt 2

ok
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I. 4 = 1. The Linguistic-Kinesic Analogy
. wlede] 4 o b ol et 7] 2w 2. Emblems
1. ¥lole] ] A4z &4 3. Ilustrators.
wlole]d oAkl ukel Wik BF 4. Regulators
3. el A QAT Wi da4H 2A 5. Adaptors
. KINESIC BEHAVIOR V.’ #
I. M g

S 29 &4 71k (vocal organs) o2 FE Ak 929 L£EE AL ofoks]
gk, olalofrt ety Ag wWes] AdlEe 29 2L Lol FAEn Xn 23
EE3] g4 m@ach, oA wals  $e 17ke] ALE 48 oral-aural communic-
atoniofjul st H e ¢lx] @E@ L9} HE 2 wEE welil vlgdold A2 (nonve-
rbal communication)-& A o] Foixlc}.

AAE ARSE dlol golA g A44Q Qo] FEHH gertd A9 FHol
2440z nely gpEH ol £3EAA BF2Y qAEEE sHsEA A W4
A (viewing)d] ¥ L & Rolsk. ¥ + R ArEEs GAE AYEA
2 ohizh 999 A AQE AL A 3 %de ALLE H4aA s v
e HAHES E4Ev. AL =8 AT AR xR 43¢ Asa
AEeh. AR yow H4 o
2 A A5 A4S G ARk, 284 o
9 AT F FL Aol Edsit. TG S

7 AAAEE e FE AE 70%
g AR 29 235 REE vk
L ALE(nonverbal signal)] =4 glol& @°tA Y 2= ¥ 71 =

Qe Aoz AY Sa she A, 43, AL Lt Fdda

L AR A5 4% 9] gk Aojvh. = ofw Aol olwd
¢ EEYE $UE B A B0 A l—tﬂﬁ?ﬂ BEE A
9Al FHelle €hge e ey 2 wrdelehn AR 2 4
Aol T A &3k FFol Lo ool FEL Fol Wl EFHT YL
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2 e REBMRB RCE(EH)

Fon w4 wnhd $UE obvk 28 2o Wgrsh N4 FQ Sl H AW E F
A 4 Aoleh. 2z wQeld Aol FFIE AT + 5. TAAEY ol F
AN AT FAA A= Ad2A 24 Do s FA ATHE A
& deblAl 2 Releh, A2k ddelda Bael deidq AR 2ANAY 29 4
s ARk, U] F EAR N2 oA e AR B Ak A el @
Vs etn gaa A Fasl 4 28 84 Akt HEE dehiol G5 1 A%
o Ashae HEA B o4 S dosA REF e nFdm nA Ak, o
W AT o]obAR AGsEA TR £¢ EF AU 3¢ v 2AL 2 AT
shoolokrlot o Eykehe A% 0 Aotk o ¥ MdA A Fe] 4xase
£l AR 58¢ 28 HE Aol
HollA odFE ARAE ET5n $olE Aol A4 Fus A, A4, Az, 4
B¢ bl XUeh RE AT P4 valeld W5 AL 95 2
A4 + gt AT BA Q44 el W5k vldAA B 2YE2A FF
7 A% Helok et
AAE A4, A2 w3 9FRR, £, AAIEH 2L A¢ AR 4404
BAERA T AR 433 AT A4 delhe e ge Fhae
Ak Age £33 € 4 U3, 2ASG AEE 448 B, £ dedE
-

o

bk SEE A5 A4 FUE 2 Aolxt
E e olE B, A% AEARA AETREE H2 A slask e B &
QAL AT FFA8 AdadA maAAY A28 288ty A2 As AL w



slalelq gagge] g 23 3

LEEEY DR

2 Bl AE A vl A7 84, F ARgERY AN Lol o
29 AASE S A o9 d¥L F2A Ak, =3
3¢t st Axs Eof

II. BIIIE oApdEol 2t 7)=uz

sabdel obgsh o] uE B2 ol U deldel Azt vdelda AZE EBHA
Az Q4% A grh. del(language)s 1A FRSE dololAt Bozai o
ool Azl $ul7t Bhe AEF A4F 255 A2, deli: ohE ATEF 4B

Agshed wxa 24 bz $2) z}xlo] A7ste %

AL A2 422 Wele] Aot
AA& A-§(the use of symbols)sh AL Qzte] A8 Adstivlo] 1 sLxql
Aol sk, ddefell A F& EAl, A4, AP A AEEE LS mz AR A
T e Bk ohuel £ F(38EEE), Morse code, 1Em S8} e 4
o] G4 AHAoz GA4E ATAt. 2on TAATES 4Bl AL bl
o] ER o}y graphic symbolsE& A}-£3kc}.
A7 A vgdold gardge] s EAHq AMde] @ 4sjLe},  Communicatione] sk F-
Aol wleld AR HHL Folold =g Adod BAL A FHHT 94k
A2 AANA vy gL

r{:’

:‘L

deb Fog 4L dd o6 A 94
WA AR AL Sobdeh. ReEe vddeldd Rl AT ARE rhaisty) A8 A
2 B Aot $oF AAshE Aol chix vladod 7ol AT A AT

aAR ] Y5t

1. vjH{&ol elAtHetel EM(The nature of Nonverbal communication)

@45 o2 communicationo|zh F- ch&st Ze] B «x Zh3) A AR5 ) Sk
of g AE Az 45749 AA”, oL ¢FA 22 u)e) Foe|Aut o] A
B?"{l‘ﬂ-i A ax9 A 964 st e LexAL A9

@D ¥l$g JAAEe] $HE Z5 4l (sender) st 3] 4l (receiver)

@ 4 1 Agslz=t st 93k (intent)

el g Rest aTE stn dobe wdale] YA 7+ (assumption)
@ wElo] AAstldl oleig Lok 4F) &% Aolehw ukF(content)
® gapAe] Yojrh= F92) A (env1ronment)
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® BEalat A Lol -2 8 o A= £ 4 A <l -A) Al (symbolic- system) -

o] b3}t g FYrt A% AR Y 2E AAEETE AL ohjrh. -4»«}&_%,4
7L verbal systemst= E-E Apgto] A "‘4 = g YL tE AR A ELE
3+ 2e 2g 954 & 2¢e.

Communicatione] 8} i} zFe] nonverbale|gls. T )7z 8 u]E 714 4 ik
ark. 4 vocals} verbalolZhiz & Abolo] ol Tu-& Aok & Bort A&A 2},

vocald @bd o2 AR EE S Aol obUA Zhe] 849 Abgel] A Lol Hrh. W
St 458 W AT A ek LlE vocale]rk.

verbalg WF ngiel FES AAxg Eok A 4&vk.  verbalojzghi: =3} vocalelzhe
&g EFA %7 18] Danced] RA#E bw .

r{

=

The confusion of “verbal” and “vocal” in reference to communication- exist
in a great deal of our literature and dialogue. A verbal symbol can be
either vocal or nonvocal, A vocal sound need not always be symbolic. A
scream, for . instance, may be vocal and nonverbal on the refleécx discharge
level. On the other hand, a scream, when interpreted by a passerby in
terms of circumstances, may be vocal and also may have meaning for the
passerby beyond the meaning to the screamer. Thus, the passerby’s meaning,
being the result of his past actual or vicarious experience, is interpreted
by him in terms of words and becomes both vocal and verbal. A traffic
signal, then, is nonvocal and verbal. The essencial attribute of verbal is
not the existance of sound in “acoustic :space, but-the repr .esentation of
many specific instance by one sign that then becomes a sign of ‘sings-or a
symbol,?

o]4z Z¢] Dancet EE symbolssl verbalolgbs 4742 HstAInbL verbalz of 2o
AA G FHAE AAYL = Yvhe ALE $AHAE F3krt. o= PHAst wordsE o
£ A olHFE a7 1R verbald Abo] =i},

M.L. Knapp% el Al vocals} nonvocal, verbals} Nonverbals}olel] = &gt 7w
=9 FL& dE e Ee.e

o
0
i)

(1) Not all acoustic phenomena are vocal—for example, knuckle cracking;
a gurgling stomach; farting; slpping one’s thigh, another’s back, or a desk
top; snapping one’s fingers; and clapping.

' F.E.X. Dance, “Toward a Theory of Human Communication,” in. F.E.X. Dance, eds.
Human Communication Theory. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, p.290. 1967,

? M.L. Knapp, Nonverbal Communication in Human Interaction, New York: Holt.
Rinehart and Winston, p.4. 1978,
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(2 Not all nonacoustic phenomena are nomverbal—for example, some of
the gestures used in American Sign Language used by many deaf people.

(3 Not all vocal phenomena are the same—some are respiratory and some
are not. A sigh or prespeaking inspiration of breath may be considered
vocal and respiratory; a click or. “tch, tch”might be clas51f1ed as vocal but
nonrespiratory. ) o

@ Not all words or “apparent” word strings are clearly or singularly
verbal—for example, onomatopoetic weords like “buzz” er “murmur” and
nonpropositional speech used by audtioneers and some .aphasics.

vl oapdwe) AL W Aug oA Fu dAT wol l2A7A B
o{&=lgl keyt th&3l o] Fogel. “Human Communication is a body movement.
Movement of the vocal apparatus results in “speech”, the verbal act, or paralanguage
result in a “nonvérbal” a?:t”-" dlol o] A ) AFAdEke] of B8] %ql—gii‘ﬂ- Knapp: @3}7]%

Traditionally, educators, researchers, and laymen have used the follow-
ing definition when discussing nonverbal communication: Nonverbal comm-
unication designates -all those responses ‘which -are not described as overtly
manifested words either spoken or written.*

Harrisonk ©h-g&-3 zko] w-airt.

The term nonverbal communication has been applied to a broad range of
phenomena; everything from- facial expression..“and gesture to fashion and
status symbol, from dace and drama to musicand mime, from flow of
affect to flow of traffic, from the territoriality of animals to the protocol
of diplomats, from extrasensory perception to -analog computers, from the
rhetoric of violence to the rhetoric of topless dancers.®

oAbzt AL olF .o oulo] Aol ulal Wieners) Davoe, Rubinow 78 3 Geller:
o} Bealz ue BAE TRt gEd 2 28 ATE AR g4
o} &4} (decoder)ell 2la]  ol&lE = P (code)E At
gk, wjadeld P ATV JARAEER o] Fo] A, 2F

N,
e
2
o,
_%
mln
2
[y,
of,
e
K9
Y

= X}-E&(encoder)O] 2k

1:1

3 M.R. Key, - “The Relationship of Verbal and -Nonverbal Communication,” in R.G.
Harper. A.N. Wiens, J.D. Matarazzo. Nowverbdl- Communicvtion: The State of the Art,
New York: John Wiley & Sons. p.2. 1978. ) :

¢+ M.L. Knapp, On speech communication: An Anthology of Contemporary Writings and
Messages. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, p.2. 1972

5 R.P.  Harrison, “Nonverbal Communication,” in R.G. Harper, eds. Nonverbal
Communication: The State of the Art New York: John Wiley & Soms, p.2. 1978.
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2 t}&3} 7+ nonverbal communicationo] 2k % FF g6

(1) A socially shared signal system that is, a code:
(2 An encoder who makes something public via that code;
(3) A decoder who responds systematically to that code.

2Ee] vgleld SaAwg AYste A& code usageo|Th.

ol| A", F3l waold gAAEE FE3 oldshyl Al fele A A
g g E9} wolEolE Aol gl A =g A & Dast ek, dEER, U
7t 24 & gob nolop & Aol ofF Fo Ao A =k, St AZAEE
e Fak ol FAE Wed 2 A5k A4A0lA FA4H0A i e E ded 5
Ak, Hze 2 FEF otk vk, Knappe old AHE A®ehedl ohEdt 2
A& e’

“Did you know you were pounding your fist into the chair during our
argument last night?” “No. If I was, it didn’t mean anything” or “I wasn’t
aware of it, but I must have been unconsSciously trying to show you agres-
sive you made me feel.”

Knapp% AEs) A E5ls|E spoken wordsE Lvlw AMEEL vhESF] ofd FAHE 7
2 A9E A% 29A Ba: AL AveA g AW B AFAQ Aol §, HPY
“How are you” “Fine” “How about you?” “Fine”3} 7+& o] msld] o3

28 B9 T A QRdoE 58 P IudAE gkt wddA
3 A5 gEAq] AL THs AA Mackayd] 49 F47 9u]E Zer).s

_,d
.
i
_c‘vldl
[:[ N
¥o
i

Situations of these four types may“be expected to differ radically both
in their dynamics and in the categories of scientific explanation that they
will demand in order to be fully understood. It seems  important that
experiments on nonverbal “communication” should be designed as far as
possible to distiuguish between them.,

8 M.Wiener, S. Devoe, S.Rubinow, and J. Geller, “Nonverbal Behavior and Nonverbal
Communication,” Psychological Review 79, p.185. 1972. .

? M.L. Knapp, Nowverbal Communication in Human Interaction. New York: Holt,
Rinehart and Winston, pp.6~7. 1978. '

8 D.M. Mcakay, “Fomal Analysis of Commumcatwe Processes,” in R.A. Hine. ed,
Nonverbal Communication New York: Cambridge Umversxty Press, p.24. 1972.
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__ﬁgoal-directedVinterpreted as goal-directed
nonverbal

signals

nongoal / \ s :
_ diregcte d £ >not interpreted as goal-directed

olutx ok 2 goal-directede} non-goal directedZel] 3dhitol]l 7 L EAE ZA )
AL 95 FEE nEges A b & A¥E F de FAEgE Ut ¥

Supel glE AolH
AAA 7t YA A HeldeldE 4 Fad Il vk, 5, nonverbal
codes$} nonverbal codinge|t}. Mehrabian® verbalz} nonverbal

=
s} implicit®. BFgch. 29 QFE AEo] GAHelm wadelHel Yo FAshe

gule] FAEL FHo. L AP ZAE g3 e AAA 9 AME gAS

EH3x] ¢ka explicit
J

(1) Immediacy. Sometimes we react to things,by evaluating them—posit-
ive/negative, good/bad, like/dislike.

(2) Status. Sometimes we enact or perceive behaviors which indicate
various aspects of status to us—strong/weak, superior/subordinate.

(3) Responsiveness. This third category referes to our perceptions of act-
ivity—slow/fast, active/passive. o |

2. H|HHE QJAMEY| CHE 2B (Classification of Nonverbal Communication)

Nonverbal communicatione] 2k =g F8ste A94HY AL 7t vld= =
A7k 9 A 7rl. Rueschsl Keest waleld apggel4 sif2s] 2uA4l o F

o]
2294 QAP 15 vl FuE sfshd o

X (o]
L b =4
AAAS FRE FHE FEIAGT TR

Sign language includes all those forms of codification in which words,
numbers, and punctuation signs have been supplanted by gestures; these
vary from the “monosyllabic gestur® of the - hitchhiker to such complete
systems as the language of the deaf.

Action Language embraces all movements that are not used exclusively
as signals. Such acts as walking and drinking, for example, have a dual
function, on one hand they serve personal needs, and on the other they

9 A.Mehrabian, Nonverbal Communication. Chicago: Aldine-Atherton, p.2. 1972.
10 T Ruesch and W.Kees, Nonverbal Communication: Notes on the Visual Perception of
Human Relations, Berkley and Los Angeless: University of California Press, p.199. 1956.
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constitute: statements to these who:may perceive the,

Object Language comprises all intentional display of material things,
such as implements, machines, art objects, archtectual structures, and—
last but not least—the human body and whatever clothes or covers it. The

~ embodyment of letters as they occur in books and on signs bas a material
substance, and this aspect of wordsalso has to be considered as object

language.

Barker} Collinos7} =] &gkt & $2]: &3] nonverbal communications} nonverbal be-
haviorg& E-&38kvis] ZFo]t}. !t 28y} nonverbal communications] nonverbal behavior®.
o 4 Fgstet. CdEE™, SHAL vF 20 B3] gk EXEUE EHE A
2l F T g, A dEed MYl 4849 A4S A F 4 9 Aok

Barkersl Collinsell &3twl wlqlo}a] gaigdgte] mat £5FE A9 ZE Q79 453
€3 23+8] LokE £ ). @ animal and insect; (B culture; © environmental surr-
oundings; @ gestures, facial expression, bodily movement, and kinesics; @ human
behavior; (P interaction patterns; @ learning; ® machine; @ media; @ mental proc-
esses; ® music; (D paralinguistics; @ personal grooming and apparel; I physiologi-
cal; @ pictures; <P -Space; @ tactile and cutaneous; @ time.

2o b 9% wsel 9t Koappel s} Algkgl walold oqnwe] L2
2.

Knapp= D}—%ﬂ} Z& vgdeld FHE HF o= ubEgle}: body motion or kinesic beh-

avior, facial expression, physical characteristics, eye behavior, touching behavior,

st

Fok

paralanguage proxemics, artifacts, and environmental factorsiz,

@ Body Motion or Kinesic Behavior

Body Motion or kinesic behdviori= AFgH o e &, &, v, tte], 9%, &, 281
B9 A B4 Fol TRAch. ofmte] 2E, el A, 2w o= e =
E& Zlo] kinesics®] J9)%o] Folzteh. = dold FHY 2P sladold B
7h et old vladeld S8 ofwge] WA s o} =Sa. = AL
EA0] AU E vl R 3 JakE AgstEl dEAo|rt. awn = o
AEe] AL £g o] NG JuE AT v FA) G FRE DAL A
oIoh. Bkmanst Frieseng: wdeld 4919 58 2Rsht vlo] o} Y537 42 A

1 1.L. Barker and N.B: Collins, “Nonverbel and Kinesic Research,” in R.G. Harper,
eds. Nownverbal Communication: The State of -the Art, New York: John Wiley & Sons
p.3. 1978. ’ S ’

2 M.L. Knapp, Eonverbal . Communication in Human Interaction. New York: Holt
Rinehart and Winston, pp.12~20. 1978,
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AL AAPHC o]d EFolE o3t 2L ATe] z2gA.

Emblems o) ¥ AT % e gdolv sy F= o] &zl = =4l verbal tra-
nslationo] v} dictionary definitiong 7}3 wlale]d a1 $o)r}. o] AE-L verbal translation
s o 22 culture-specific A4 mAHY JAE Yo b, HEEI gl
emblem?] o] r}&3 Zr}: A-OK sign,eating and sleeping gestures, greeting gestures;
départing signs, directing motion, nose-wrinkle, shoulder-shrugging gestures, signs for
shicide, signals used by stage managing personal, signals made by underwater swimmers
and so on.

1llustrators. Illustrators= speech$} A == 51 verbalizeddl A& 4
gtz A, dEEH, T HolE vebir]l s &g HA "
ol#g & Az or mubg FHA MY EIH o visle A 4 = givt.

Affect Displays. 2ES AL 4 A2 AE debllet. zeh} 920 2 E
A8 AR 247t 53_“—}%"13}5 F(hody)E =3 Al g ARE AFA. dEEH
o] FrHER + vebd 57 et

Affect dlSpla.VS% :1%12—1‘) AR g wbEsta, FHAT L, e, Ev o]

§g 4% dvk. U= AHEAL delbd 1F 2AAe 4] HA% 1A o4 Q
Ao gol Yol +E Qut. Ea FIEAEL A4E ATt G2 Aol bz

Regulators. o]# wloleld 97k W2l g myelAY 5] AHAlE 2t gL 34
+ Az 2. 23e wake Apgho] whg AlFetaL, N
Sz, AF23, ToE ETARL B AwelA 2T AHAE FAGE
oh. QAbdsl e gl RuA ol P TS FRE JA4AR
-2 JEh & regulators® = gvh. Regulatorse o]
2 AZ4Hn = Qg e A7k o, 22 FHRAY A, A4 Al
%, %, zelx 7 F3el PAsA FAHS] Ut

Adaptors. ¥leld FHE Al HLsHE 22 oHAL i
A4 BFAA L F5¢ FI5tn AL 24 431]2—&& ZAE TAATE T B
O0E S5 2= Aoz A4 o E adaptorsgbi ©]E B¢Jxlr}. Ekmany} Friesen
o] dskd AZbA el o] adaptorsst Qieb. &, self-adaptors, alter-adaptors, object-
adaptors., o] ASL 3Fd|4 =o] AAS FHFE &,

v
et
o

3
©

I,
e
2L
>,
3
)
b
o

(@ Physical characteristics
physical characteristicsi= B8] $jok, AR A =Y, AH, A#, B34, A1, 3

13 P, Ekman and W.V. Friesen. The Repertoire of Nonverbal Behavior: Categotegories,
Origins, Usage and Coding. Semiotica I pp.49~98. 1969.
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U B3 e Al % 2Rl 43FEE SFEEE AHA g2 Yo TAUE I
+ x A FAF aart 24
& Aol @Ekd AAH F4L Hdeld G4AR WFAA FAHAIAE 48 3

B e~ Ll
xR o %EH°ﬂ DH'& Egoll A4 dFE ZErh. AL HA= gl 2

z}
£ A4 E F vk 2uEo, dAEs, 204, 3EAE A, HE A FHe
_ﬁ.

zﬁ
o
o,
5
(5}
o
£
=
Q
-
i
)4
o,
fot
AL
o
T _—d
m[m
@
it
_O‘il‘
e
=
"
e,
-

@ Paralanguage

Paralanguaget ojw Ao] o]@
A7t gk 2AL A4 §4
=4k

o] Heoj kel HAGY T o] Hojxl= Ao
£ t}Eoh. Trager: th&al 28 FH 9 4E

lo g
uE
oA

a. Voice Qualities: Pitch range, pich control, rhythm control, tempo,
articularion control, resonance, glottis control and vocal lip control.

b. Vocalizations: (1) Vocal characterizer laughing, crying, sighing, yaw-
ning, belching, swallowing, heavily marked inhaling and exhaling, coughing,
clearing of the throat, hiccupiping, morning, groaning, whining, yelling,
whispering, sneezing, snoring, stretching. (2) Vocal qualifier intensity
(overloud to oversoft), pich height (overhigh to overlow). extent (extreme
drawl to extreme clipping). (3) Vocal segregates “uhhub”, “um”, “uh”, “ah”.

® Proxemics

Proxemics= kg o2 Mlst A3 FA AL Agstn d45E Ao Aek o
T A4ES. SEE e T Y9 FEGGL FASdT fAsE Qe
LA A= ¢z Yok, S 599 9 454 4548 252 TEE
Z4%=d #49F 4 vk, dutd o = proxemics: £}g3 ZLo A& v}-Eu}: territorial

invasion and defence, density and crowding, conversational distance.
® Artifacts v
Artifacts® vleld AFo2s F4% + gt AEL BEE AL 2k perfume, |
<lothes, lipstick, eyeglasses wigs, false eyelashes, eyeliners, “beauty” aids.

@ Environmental Factors

AATE e 4o go] ol AFE, ASE F, 284, A, A, )

* G.L. Trager, “Paralanguage: A First Approximation.” Studies Linguistics 13,
pp.1~12, 1958. .
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<, 2% 5% YAk, oA e AnAA B2 dE WA + ok JAE
e

=g vhedt e AE zdash: o8 N FE, 48, F4 5.

3. BIGIA 2AbHEre) CHEF HAHAEQl AX|(Historical perspectives on Nonverbal

Communication)

dle) ol A mpeA gl
977 gtz & ¢ 4

T F2 AANA ol Foh. oJRL FE 2 o)A Y

349 %

Ao AREe AL A
[«]

o
A=l A48, QAR a2z
o]

HEdA glold €3k 9EL BAEL vl AgstE b Adaw Rgolein Tyt

A9 mE AgEe] obF ol geARH AAFTeR JaE 28 AFA. 44
2% A4AE Fehn E2e QelAd o) odolE A et wakabE, ool
oA 28 $uel B& 2d BAL A 2E AFEA A8 oJHAHE <ol PP E gn)
FE 2fgE AT Ao,

194171 Fukel] Delsartet “voice culture”} AlF]F2bg obFgivt. F83 $EFA4L

e
e

Charles Darwin& 18721 ¢l] “The Expression of the Emotion in Man and Animals”g}&
Ag ged AL TR AT W) AT FAPT 29 WA A4e AF o
2 dF7bEd g8l glAwz vt

2047 Zukol e ALA S Amsh £ QFol wEap 4T Ak oA Aoz F
A 4E3 47Ut Y e Kretschmer®] “Physique and Character(1925)2} Sheldons)
«The Variation of Human Physique (1940)e]et. =z#lx Efrong] 27 “Gesture and Env-
ironment”= body languaged] #AA el wwS £ s,

1950 v ol &= B2 4 Hlaled A7k gied ohgsh 2L Aol Ut

(D Birdwhistell®] “Introduction to Kihesics(lQSZ)”T‘:— J}i}'/ﬂ W o 8 body languageE-
Q5. Kinesicssh 22E 28] 4F& A2EE 2P 189 F9E AGstel
AEste ARE vk, T Ael: AdA w9 A 7 REARC] £H4Hn
2zgcl. 25 speechrt Apgte] AA= 17z Yujshe Ao A+ B%E ViRl & ul
AgRchn 243

@ Tragert 449 98¢ 2% 97 Y= “paralanguage”?] BEg AEstde.

® AAW g} Jurgen Rueshs} A-A14F Weldon Kees: -3l “Nonverbal Communic-

ation: Notes on the Visual Perception of Human Relations(1956)"gt= A
$4 = Nonverbal Communicationo]2hE & AbshE A4 Holgiet. ol
Q B9 e ZYsh A48 ez Y5 A o] &4 Ea4ge AT £+

@ Edward Halle Q7bAr57HY] distancesel]l o8] &%= AEA e 7l EE prox-
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emic behavioMI/H Zg & B8l Aol AL éblrl. : - distancesE intimate,
personal, social, publice 2 T3}, Intimate distancet ZFSellA X7 o} 5 YA 3d}
t}. Personal distancet o1® mJelA 2F AFolo] AA T AFgd Aelrh. Social distance
£ AR o)z o #Aolvk. Pulic distance: B-g Fwe AFE oA Wt FANE
ol 28 o] 48 Aolvh.

1960 Al olb= o B-20] Sx}Eo] Al HFwa Hokel AL g, CGIEEH
Exline®] eye behaviord] =s} o F, DaVitsz»] vocal expressions of emotionel] 3+ o,
Hess®] Pupil dialatione] 333} o] 7-,- Sommer$] continued . exploration of personal space
and design, Goldman-Eisler®] pauses and hesitation in spontaneous speechi-o] e} 3}7)
E0l obshE 1960 9] AT o] B FEL welel HNY At S Lt
A3 Ekmans} Friesens] #bgo]gieh. o] 2EL sldold o) oh LobE FRAY: 5
emblems, illustrators, affect displays, regulators, adaptors.

1970 = g oF3t 9] A gdeb. Ekman®] human faces)] = §F &7, Mehrabiane]
the meaning of nonverbal cues of immediacy, status, and responsivenessoi] = s e e
Scheflen®} Kinesic research in the frame work of general systems theory, - Argyled]
body movement2} eye behaviore] ol 7, Montague?] touching behavior, 28] 3. Birdwhi-
stell?] Kinesics and contextgo] 9le}., o]dAEL we ATAYL = Fdo] B35
A7l Aoz FHeojglet.

[I. KINESIC BEHAVIOR

Kinesic behavior® q17t9] ®lele] o 79 #Alojr}., =xe
AR EFE o] Rl B3 BEFY Aok, old] Be AT Apte AT, 25
o PHE sFslw, 259 PYFL 753
9 A6l o) 27 mERS] BAHw LRAG. od BERE 459 Adzd =
Hes €5 A%, x99, 93, 249 o ebd 4 geb. e a kinesics
= A4 ‘% EE AHES HEd A4 AR, BERE Al oA 4Fsn
27k FAE AheAE 2 F Aok, A4 kinesicistsE BE Fue] oAAYRL o F
gk, :’—F/“M- 28 Aoz ol molk Aol RAlo] AFHek, 2L apaim
oA £ F4st YHNE B $& gdokn AA4ach. = %?4?’] 31+ kinesicistdl Ray
Birdwhistell-e- H44 ¢ FA¢9 ey 22 sf=Ae A5e AnAe e

5%7F ZHA A= 65%0] o] wodeldel $5= AgHcty Fycl. v

2]

q

0:

_,
e
5
flo
X,
o
o ¢
fa
o,
)
X
2 e
lo
o~
¥
uo,
2,
2
e

kv
N

iy

o,
o
5

* R.L. Birdwhistell, Kinesics and Context, Philadelphia: University of Pernsylvania
press. 1970.
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Elton Abernathyef] o}3}wi =} 3-29) 2402 Abujol 4 Abghe] 98] A= p2d
& 5% A 90%7F A2 (sight)e] AL EHA Bojow “listeners”e}= T2 “viewers”
e ER w4 gnh. AushE gele A¢ UE AYE Agel TE AL
70 AEelvh. Eol Qg Qu]g e ofF Fg ).

AAA ] 5, 2AL AU A3 Fad 240, o] Ba Astusts AF
A3 AAE FURT FRAV 2 FRack. QT A 24E Az AAT FAE of
okrlste Abgg Adhe Tg st n Yu, 29 $A¢ WAt Az & Abge w

s Adl FAT drbe AAA d4Ad2E o, 93 FaeE 94 BS shE 4

g2 Eg AP, )AL T JAAZE g Aol

Gestures, body postures, body positionst $%gj9] z-3 2]

F7F gk, B A e Abge T2 ez P& Aol Fukdel ASE 9ok, o

7ol Foll 3 ALz Fate] folAtzlwrl HAnt ofw AL £¥st gt g9

o Agg olslsty] Hal 2 A HA-E & Hart ek, GEEW, §FAA olm A

‘%‘i‘ﬂﬁ]"ﬂ/ﬂ d5& T Aol £3] 1B FEE FEE AL Bk w0 A 24
iac]

revh, d2E £E

..E
ol
_1_.
Si?-'

WA FE FHelok gk, £E, 29, 24Y, AMGEY 2 A
di4 2L HEFE gk, 28 R ok A 35 2F F49 A A
g Aok onrt 9= Aolrk. KinesicsE o) aats AL RE APTo] 25 =4I

1. The Linguistic-Kinesic Analogy

Birdwhistello] 1950»,#_@1011 GAAT Be B FH ARE 2o A9 2l

A APz AAA AFE AGYek. 27k o] FobE Kinesicszhw

Quk ke 9Ae soundsb 9219 speech actel 4 443 E ANY 29 YFARAA
E EEPe 39tn . U 54k A% wrae Fud o

B 989 Tol mol: $a4e odsitA SR A Aguct g, old 44

-2 linguistica kinesica}o]ef] o] parallellsmsv} analogs® JEhwicl.

3

R~

il

=

€4 & intonations, pitch, stress¢} rhythm&- zHld] o] & paralinguistic & Aojr},
=3 parakinesic AArolehi Aol gleb. SIAEL FHYHE ol FruldA FiEE &
9 AAE, THAA FEE A7 Ae], T2 FFo] I,

%= 2 kinesicz}t linguistic®] @Al 7F3d-L 919 Edel 4 B 4 grl. vocal
behaviorel} 4] o} Z1-& allophoneso]}. kinesic behaviore]] A+ allokmesa}.l_ Egr}. allo-

18 Elton Abernathy, Fundamentals of Speech Communication, Dubuque, Iowa: W.M.C.
Brown Company. Publisher, pp.111~118. 1970.
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kines¥ Alalqlel] 72 28 F29] building blocksgl Re)t}. “P” A3 = peak, speak,
topel] 4 AEjdel. EuAHoR o% £ Ew B Wl e, a2 250 A
2 ozre ctEel. od oSzt fEle B2 £0F Ty AFeA @ £ v
Wkl webA s PP 4 g HerdlA d& + g+ 143 W3lE allophones

R
T bl R
olc. allophone # allokine& T2 $43: thzA F4% 4+ & $49 3w 7
! i

=t

zZ+ A allophoneo]+} allokineg- linguistico]i} kinesic & B45t71 Y5 €49
= Nz e S Ed Ha4g 2AY allophonest} allokinesE =}elgl &t
= F5E AHEEkE Ae) k. o'
T3l £2]9 =E allophones®] H3-§ T3 Ll HRolek. dEED  “peak”,
“speak”, “top”el] Al “P” Auliz LA S YA wlelA AR G dtaek, 2y 279
WAL WA s A& F2-2 phonemeo] obF] dobglet. 714 “P” &l pho-
neme “P”¢] phoneso]t}. allophoned] #W3l7t 9l ¢ia =& phonest 7] phonemeo]
Hrt.

kineme-& E5}x| ¢h-e ¥ Fke] $FoE o] Fox7] w0l phonemes} ¥ er, 2
B 2L 48R 99 WBAAR F3 TR 4 3 488 4 e

phonemes¥ &% dojubx] ¢=r). kinemessj A& wlRsbx k. 3] 0]
Y EAE Qe S854 F4E24 Jebdeh. phonemes?] &g gtz ol
AAz oatsge] Sulsb 9l phonemes] 343 E9] d%o] morphemeo] . Eelct, w
214 kinemes+ kinemorphemes® 74 8+:v] 235 x| vk kinemorphemes?] gt 4 A L
b4 dFFolet. '

o] Aol 4 groliube}l o] Birdwhistelld kinesics7} spoken languagesk 7o 2 AS o]

fau

¥ & X5} phoness} kineszlz E3lx}. phoned

,4

'
2k
i)
i
B
AU
2
2
e

Hu
<l

ola 24k, % Dittmane verbal communication systemsl: nonverbal communic-

ation systemabo] o] ZEAQ Aol o] etz FAgt.

i

2 GAALAAE TRV FAY AEE AYAsh. F ofw T2 <alphaber”

E o1Red THHT 298 o Rk Ak WHlsh oA AL W 2Fe] 2 udE

293k g@olrl. American sign languages} Indian language® 2484 2= signere}
viewer SFtghe] Folo EE AL Wyel A gokE 3 FHHe] UEhll: Qo) 4l

=
=
T FATL AN APl Fool e E ¢ S grkw 2o ax
Z

" A.T. Dittman, “The Role of Body Movement in Communication,” in A.W. Siegman

eds, Nonverbal Behavior and Communication. Potomac, Md.: Lawrence ErlbaunAssociates, |
pp.334~342, 1977.
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©|#], Ekmans} Friesens] £]s] %3 emblems, illustrators, regulators, adaptors]

R ELN

2. Emblems

2.
2
3o,
his
o
i)
2
r_.&
e
2,
2
r-‘rl‘
e,

Emblems= 25 549 wtejy F2 o= =]
o1 A%E sh Plaleld gl PHolrt, ola A5k wol g AYeld A= chEEa
FANE & dAA] b, zEd F£39¢ 24 540 gk, o
emblem& “elol vl 247 g2, g2 ez 23
AlS ARE 2 F32 954 2H4E dEbiH New Guineaol] A
48] emblemsojt}. zEWV §E5-E BAEE oul  u]ele]A emblems:
tt. Ekmans} Friesene RR 9 34 d& A3 Fate E29 F712 9 emblems
€ 7HAZER S E3b WA e e ETen vissitte A€ okl 2k = 23S B
Apshedl A-gE e BACE E7etn Ade wol Hd a%d TR emblemsE 7
Aoz el e RS <elyel. S5, insults, directions, greetings, departures,
responses, physical state, emotionE-o

o 252 emblems: £ 2 Jebd

s
2 Faksl 8 & T2 otk 7 F44 9
o

MU
O
,
N
ﬂ_l .
4o
Y
G
e,
K
32,
i

FEellA AFAY doA AL =FE
ol o] #dlAl A& + Ur. ZE

d
howobd €7, FALEUES ol B2, UF wel BelAdE TAL 4ol
ZxF, ¢]8 A=o] emblem productions] wldF F=ol-& Aeijolt.

i AH A emblemd ol si& Aol 2l g4 WAL ARt vk, WAL
A58 WEe g2t WAL & 5o ARl Aol 3
4 20] o Bk, el SATE F SISE AL ohich, vﬂa;% CES 1S
w1 hed HEE 4 AE A Teha e 4= gl

Efrong 1941131013 olehg|ole} Rejgl o] ulEel]l % emblems?] o{FE A,
Saitz$} Cervenkal =] %3 ZEujole emblemsd EE-L ukEgict. o] F9 =&
Spel 4] emblem Abgo] 210148 HAAL FATA =
Aol EHA A, ANZEH 3HE, FHAA EES

ic)
oL
o
A
.,VL
ok,
SL
Z
T
ft
e

18 P,Ekman and W.V. Friesen, "The Repertoire of Nonverbal Behavior: Categories,
Origins, Usage, and Coding.” Semiofical, pp.49~98. 1969,
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eht Qe

3. Illustrators

illustratorsi= el 9§k YA mekst F3 A gz = vebilA Ad Agshe
delMel FHem AoRct. JBEW, Ewsld Aol AdsEm & A5 2ok
emblems3{7 Qubd o2 o] AL AEAclx Judolm AmagH ol w2 Apel
oJAEE AFHAHoR wube FHA ‘%_}0}%]5'— 23t 3 walkaket.  Efrond €7
illustrators& BAFEF A ALY Lo F &g} 0

(a) batons: movemens that are in synchrony with the pace and tempo of speech; (b)
deictic or pointing movements; (c) spatial movements descriptive of spatial relations-
hips; (d) idegraphic or movements tracing a path of thought; (e) kienetographic mov-
ements depicting a bodily action; (f) pictographs, which outline the picture of the ver-
bal referent.

Qubdez FHE o] ASHE B TG AA%E AL o, A ¥
2] AAFHo] Jeizkal FeY lelsh ¢ Leldwh. olsl WA speech-body mov-
ement synchronyglz H&rk. Q& Es] #¢ Assl A dak FFE FA AHE-
b, Qe B F79 body languaged A& o224 o wES AFetAY ngart.
o7 Aol A4 ERL Aol A TRAL AAsE Aol AEER, olEcl
JAANE LA “olstd AR 27 4 2 2L ofAhelAl el o] RS mAA
T 5 drk. wo] A AgRd T2 THAAY $AFA HellA BE FR 2+
et

Condonz} Ogstone AlAl%2 zela 2o A-gsle 9 gy 2Folg FAAE 2490}

I"

¢

, -+
A2g FAE d4stAY
A A i d 2 gkek. Heldel e Apbe E
3 B5as B gHn =884 b, zelm 4L self-synchronye} interactional
= £ =23 AAFRI Aot FALE "l 47

2 od ke M = ke A& AR
Dittman®] o & E& Al $43 Heuzdgd, 2Ea €34 9 34 T 4
%

29 TAAL 2N bRl 5% Qeldthe A& 2AFE. 1AL 24 A

. D.Efron, Cesture anp Environment. New York: King’s Crown Press 1941.
2 W.S. Condon and W.D. . Ogston,...*Soundfilm Analysis of Normal and Pathological
Behavior Patterns,” Journal of Nervous and Mental Disease 143, 1966.
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2

13l= FRANA4 °r-l°’]"}‘T‘:—‘;] T2 ol Aa dY AAAA doldrl= AL Boj=u}.2t
oE £d Q% BATAN AT AT Adew wHFue B4 YA
& illustratorsE WAL, $ElE Y wbEE AP EA4 QA A58 gl

o] 28x < AdEnr) vige illustrators® VEbithE RS dugsh. o

ey
Z FEA Bohe olHE A EE st Fkel ¢ g illustratorsE B 4 o)
dEEA4, Yot AL deblldl A3 g Fobix EdAY 2 B34S
T2 EAY Tf sEH I &R gL FAE el
Birdwhistell& ¢l o] & FHE Fuksl vlgdold 5L E49. o] A4 1= L
7} kinesic markerselsr &= A& FASA ®rvh.22 o] 8 kinesic markers: E-A 3 F5

AAANE TaE A 2. ABER, WL g3 B4 R, £5H v

_\é_
vl B HeE E2EA St

pud

4. Regulators

Regulators= FAlgh B V@& AZAE2E Aloldl4 wale Abga & A9 A
ERAE HASL 2A5HE oA GSlolvh. JJATL NSE Afstw FAAALE 6
o 2% GUE V. TR, T ALZAA dw LHAA D, o A ARE
E 3, AFEAS I, ¥ EuE JdogA sz, obE Akl A o]okr] & A13E FA
3t 59 715% FRIek. o] B ulsi4] F= greeting behaviors, turn-taking beha-
viors in cOnversatoins, -Z®] 3 nonverbal feedback of audience® t}Zo] w2 3Flo}.

@ Greeting and Goodbyes

22w d Qe AsAge AR AgpEe. A4 Ad ATE uhd A 2E
RbE R e golv vladeld A woldrh. AA4E e B4 A= Az
FA S} ALY AEE e AR b, ZA[oE Bilo] B QAtE AR FATS-
gAY S5 AEe §99ee Je/IE e, Kendonsl Ferbert distancee®.
2 A2s] = ofAlclA (Sighting, th Distance Salution, the Head Dip, Approach, Final
Approach, Close Salution)2 T rc}.28

FgAd BEL £ F59) FoAE 245 Fedl 230 HAE I T
zshe At AMQA slas e 2A¢ Aus. dQeldd Bedgd e A

rir

2t A T. Dittman and L.G. Llewllyn, “The Phonemic Clause as a Unit of Speech
Decoding,” Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 6. 1967.

22 R.L. Birdwhistell, “Some Relations Between American Kinesics and Spoken English,”
in A.G. Smith. ed, Communication and Culture. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston.
1966.

23 A, Kendon and A. Feber, *A Descrition of some Human Greetings.” in R.P. Michael
and J.H. Crook. Comparative Ecology and Behavior of Primates, Loneon. Academic
Press. 1973.

— 206 —
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AARE, Hendy, B¢ ¢o2 FHER T guh. wHAR, ¥
SR y_aoa T4 Shessh AR Aol g A8
(@ Turn-taking in Conversations
39 Alzts Zoleby FIEAA Abeld] walE Ak £ gy 9¥ F zAH s
L Ao gass. $HE £ wahe Aol ogA vdddy WHE FH4 T =
AR+ JEA 2en T AT oJgA T a3 2T
=

i
o
fol
fe
&
it
rO
N,
T

Zhsk w4y aElz ol Esbdel ofw odolgE AR, dubd o speakers= Fb
| *skAl =}, =, turn-yieldig® turn-maintsining X%k listener®} 3

ANAE Fo4A Fule) med e A Hk. =, turn-requestings} turn-denyinge]th.
Turn-Yielding. Schefleng kol o] o] o= Al &4 @dte AFehe] &8 Wolo] &
AL F Je=xE g EY.2 ELV o, FEF e, vk LA B F

F EFanete A 2R 28 B¢ vebd S dek. e wdlew ofeE Y EF
ol E3 Tol A £E vk, F, 49 EA AAsa, AAS gl FAA
ek =g Aag S Aol Fe & vEhslE & Aelet.

=
Turn-Maintaining. $-87F weld 4-xdtn+ & #Hds 2% H4=E 4 AU

A A FAE ASA grh. =R FALLE FIHT =HAH. dze 25

Tum—Requestz'ng. AAEgE THAY £& EoEee A& YT turn-requesting
o
=

Folmtdz B9 AAE dhEA e
G, e BAEE BE Ae nEANE AF BT 9

oJet.
Turn-Denying. %27} w2 Az o8 B turn-yieldingg yolEe]x|np= T35tz 4

= fo
.z1 eg; Aol & obtE $elE RS £ AR AAE AAT Aolx AFL AfAY

A% TE vhRE AF % 2E A€ 24 TAFD & 290 Hefqe ¥AoE 9
)9 FAE zesh L A UEhi ma. |

® Nonverbai Audience Feedback

Agel T4 At FHAE nEged A Pyez SRS, U =

N EE n} e she AL ohth. YRAoE FYAdA A% weE mHdn
A5 AR T2 QelER 4NE LAGE AL TP, Gardiners] Rid] 9

24, A.E. Scheflen. “The Significance of posture in Communication Systems.* Psyechiatry
27. p.321 1964. 8
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shd BaE A $4E, TIEE, T Heol, £ =27, AL, T F25, A
A, a2z F3e] FHA oAV 2AAql nonverbal audience feedbackel] o] o3gkg ub
Al =},

5. Adaptors

Adaptors= ke fE7t ofw A& @ASE AHdl dee gtz PEel g
BRI, IREE A AVE $HAA T, TAE oWk, B AL 4D
d ASE LA E 5 B J15S ohshol S8 Age xdom oA wEAsE A
o2 7z cl. Ekmans} Friesend th-g&3} 2+ A7} §8 9 adaptorsE olyc).2

Self-adaptors., o]ARA-& 2 o] ujstei & Ar/1=}AlY AAE 2R3 ol &
L3t o E8EW, AL EAdn, EXEw, Ay, Fx, afn, gx, s A
o]t}. Ekmans} Friesenol] 2]s}el self-adaptorsi 399 &0 Z715tel we} S7bsic.

ot 449 fEo] vF 2w, 237 FAdEE ZA 0] T Fife]  +E
qeh.?” 2719 & Fule AL self-adaptor & 4 Avk. £t Tk Y ‘ii"] vkz]
EL o] 257 A AE £bE gl AL X7 £FoE 559 4EE ¢F
it 4ee dehleAE ned.

Alter-adaptors. o] R-& A}ghsl Apghate] ) spAleL of Aaj o
Z, o2 Atgs Faode A, FAFAY A4lE 255 A, Adxn E
ojcf. Ekmang A4 Q9 XAEFE FAHL &3 49 Fdge F4& 45
Lol 4 o] Fslen Hadt adaptors®] vuiRelm g},

Cbject-adaptors. o]R-& EAF LE3 HFe A& F¢ste od E7F &+ 49
"’?’330{]"1 v EEcty & 4 Yk, HQEEEH, 2E DS
olck. $-e]st o]l adaptor 3}
ct-adaptorsE Gagltt. o/ AEL £3] 4olrt: E JFd] &bz self-adaptorssk
alter-adaptors¢t= gel4] A}3] w}e}A  adaptivedd 9= x]-%O]
2 g&d HAv 25 vebd F gleh. ExQl A Solle T gol %29 ZE F
WA= B2 o Agtas vk 929 25 A 2484 FRAE Al

—[}« o, o
4
4
o
3o,
e
po
mo
5

v. 2 =2

B2 eS¢ Communicationd wale A & AL ust: Aoletx AZgel.

25 J.C. QGardiner. ©“A Synthesis of Experimental Studies of Speech Communication
Feedbac.” Journal of Comwmunication 21,pp.17~35. 1971.

26 P, Ekman and W.V. Friesen. “The repertoire of Nonverbal Behavior: Categories,
Origins, Usage, and Coding” Semiotical I, pp.49~98. 1969.

27 P, Ekman and W.V. Friesen. “Hand Movements”/ournal of Communication 22 pp.353
~374 1972.
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*-XVéar-Speeehwlranguage-‘e"—?—i}»“?}-'uﬂ%nﬂ”%‘f‘l-}i AR e 54 gvk. 28 Birdwistell
ol w2 FAFS HelA ARk Al HEAF 0%FEA Aol 70%
o] Aol wlqlel gl whol 2 AsiArt, %7t dolAl ARSE wlaleldel AL ol A
Qg 4 ALA Frh. AuvksiE, ¥wddeddql AFs deAel Ancl FolAHolx, T
A FolA7k o 77 dEelt.

BE F59 uqeld male] dayy 2E AREAA FTEAetn gL AEE]

Az, 2ws] FeA, AESAH 2 A el FFE EE AR §lx

: o olF, A5 B3 2 usAq gAY FHFE e
Z3 gor. 2y $EE 45 3490 40 JAAGHGAA ol FHA &
E3 Be o Ugle] B HFolh.
T A TFolzt obd aleld) chekar FR-E 2AHA vidde Al AR GAE
Aetea e AAs A4, zew 2F 5 dAstz, ek, Fastu, afsa
zZHgozH 49 4L 88 S ke ARl ER3A Aok

B qdejgratEo] dlole &golm, AAAlm, Ko| Yz, dFAolx, FEH o,
EE3 1w = $AFskela Bl o]t olo]e] 54-& norverbal language®
7 gk, o] nonverbal language® 4&2E sFAth. Ay 249 AA(FE, ¥3H
&9 Ba)olt Faels A2, Fol Fol A AT A4de & *’1’" = Zole}t. no-
nverbal language: 2ju]7} glch. ojelchellAl F-mrt TS WeElw “o] g E guj T Ao
oh. Nonverbal language 99 doleh. AES A4& A9 B2 B 4 FEE =
&7k, nonverbal language® FFAolch. wFale] =719 =g & AL AL
2] AR o 2 u|FA3 A FFHe s QAR). nonverbal languages Ao}, w3
o4 qdx&7tdg A9 A2 hitch—hikingg vtz FFelA e FHolv FoUEE
tebdel. nonverbal languaget: f-4bsteh. A olvt sHE7FRE vEb = B4 L ¥ldd
A ]l A G A gl AHA FAkEet.

ol Aol A olFgd 2 Hxle chokd Sojo o e EFY g g4y WAL &
Aste] rladeld Jakafol] WG AAE HEL 2 hgollE vl YgAAZY F B
&l ‘%‘n% vk Hladeld ,‘«]4_{:’;—?"] Ak A g A A s AT
T G 94 ATAE-L ¥l ‘5’447\‘1"’%% %‘_9.1 o AR A - 7kekgE linguis-
tic-kinesic analogy$} emblems illustrafors regulators .2} 1. adaptors 24 kinesic beha-
viorsE sigs] mzm i},

of a7k uigle} Q) oAbk EHA FA & AgEAlAl FEE 2AEE AZHA X
FEA s o] Aol HxE Akt abgh Alo] Ezfel F3 2bo]o wiAA ulgleld 9
AR Fo4e d4sE AT 2 4 YoE et

i
o
£,
[T

li‘ m&

— 208 —



doleld el o nA& 21

2 E X R
. Abernathy, E. Fundamentals of Speech Communication. Dubuque, Iwa: W. M. C.
Brown Company Publisher. 1970.

2. Barker, L.L. and Collins, N.B. Nonverbal and Kinesic Research in R.G. Harper, A.N.
Wiens, and J.D. Matarzzo. eds. Nonverbal Communication: The State of the Art.
New York: John Wiley & Sons. 1978.

3. Birdwhistell, R. L. Kinesics and Context. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania
Press. 1970.

4. Condon, W.S. and Ogston, W. D. Soundfilm Analysis of Normal and Parthological
Behavior Pattern. Journal of Nervous and Mental Disease 143. 1976.

d

5. Dance, F. E. X. Toward a Theory of Human Communication in F. E. X. Dance. ed.
Human Communication Theory. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston. 1967.

6. Dittmann, A.T. The Role of Boby Movement in Communication. In A. W. Sie-
gman and S. Feldstein. eds. Nonverbal Behavior and Communication. Potomac, Md.:

" Lawrence Erlbaun Association. 1977. '

7. Dittman, A. T. and Llewellyn, L. G. The Phonemic Clause asa Unit of Speech
Decoding. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 6. 1967.

8. Ekman, P. and Friesen, W. W. The Repertorie of Nonverbal Behavior: Categ-
ories, Origins, Usage, and Coding. Semiotica 1. 1969.
9. Ekman, P. and Friesen, W. V. Hand Movement. Journal of Communication 22. 1972.

10. Cardiner, J. C. A Synthesis of Experimental Studies of Speech Communication
Feedback. Journal of Communicatiorn 21. 1971.

11. Gardiner, J. C. A Synthesis of Experimental Studies of Speech Communication
Feedback. Jowurnal of Communication 21. 1971.

12. Harrison, R. P. Nonverbal Communijcation. in R. G. Harper. eds. Nownverbal
Communecation: The The State of the Art. New York.: John Wiley & Sons. 1978.

13. Kendon, A. and Ferber. A. A Discription of Some Human Greetings. in R. P.
Michael and J.H. Crook. eds. Comparative Ecology arnd Behavior of -Primates. Lond-
on: Academic Press. 1973.

14. Key, M. R. The Relationship of Verbal and Nonverbal Communication. in R.
G. Harper. eds. Nonverbal Communication: The State of the Art. New York: John
Wiley & Sons. 1978. '

15. Knapp, M. L. Nonverbal Communication in Human Interaction. New York: Holt,
Rinehart and Winston. 1978.

16. Knapp,. M.L. The Field of Nonverbal Communication: An Overview, in C.].
Stewart and B. Kendal. eds. Oz Speech Communication: An Anthology of Contempo-
rary Writings and Messages. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston., 1872, s

17. Mackay, D.M. Formal Analysis of Comunicative Processes. in R.A. Hinde. ed.
Nonverbal Communication. New York: Cambridge University Press. 1972.

18. Ruesch, J. and Kees, W. Nonverbal Communication: Noles on the Visual Perceptior
of Human Relation. Berkley and Los Angeles: University of California Press. 1956.

19. Scheflen, ‘A.E. The Significance of Position in Communication System. Psych-
iatry 27. 1964.

20, Trager, G.L. Paralanguage: A First Approximation. Studies in Linguistics 13. 1958.

21. Wiener, M, Devoe, S. and Geller, J. Nonverbal Behavior and Nonverbal Com-
munication Psychological Review 79. 1972.

— 209 —



22 M RBEPIAE DR

Observation on Nonverbal Communication

Hyeong-seong Seon
Gwang Ju Health Junior College

> Abstract<

We speak with our vocal organs,. but we converse With whole body. Before an
infant can talk, he expresses his emotion by crying, bitting, or smiling, and by
other bodily movements.

The whole of viewing in the communication situation is so great that, we may
say, linguistic componence in and by itself is not sufficient to make successful
<communication possible, unless accompanied by additional visual information. There
is no doubt that language not only enables us to communicate with other people but
also helps us to drganize our pesent experiences, recall our past, and imagine the
future. It also makes problem solving and creative thinking possible., As a system
of communication, language is used to share established conceps and ideas, as well
as to convey the meaning of new experience and perceptions, However, language,
‘whether spoken or written, relie too much on the verbal band, which covers only
more ;of less thirty percent of social meanihg dui‘ing the communication.

Many linguists have believed that language is sound, systematic, meaningful,
arbitrary,. conventional, creative, uniqu, and similar. These characteristics of
‘language ‘are shared with nonverbal language. Nonverbal language also includes
sounds: A person can identify his family by the Vbcal qualities such as pitch range,
tempo, articultion control and the like, or by vocal qualifiers such as voice inten-
sty, pich height, and so on. Nonverbal language is meaningful: To a toddler,
parents’ open-arm gesture means “come here.” Nonverbal language is arbitrary: In
India a woman uncovers the upper part of‘ her body in deference, While in most
parts of the world men usually put their coats to show respect to ladies. Nonverbal
language is also conventional: The American gestufe of éhooting of one’s head is
interpreted as the suicide emblem. This decodir{g rule is conventioally acknowledged
by the American society. Nonverbal language is unique: The thumb-up gesture in

America means hitch-hiking, but in Korea it indicates a boss, father, or a very
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important person, Nonverbal language is similar: The mode of expression of emotion
and attitude is similar across cultures in nonverbal communication.

In this respect, the auther primarily dealt with the basic perspectives on
nonverbal communication by introducing the variety of terms, definitions, classifi-
cation, and summarized historical background. In the next glace, from the viewpo-
int that nonverbal communication cannot be studied in isolation from total commur.-
ication process, and that human verbal interaction needs the support of nonverbal
coﬁlmunication, the author attemped to explicate the kinesic behaviors as emblems,
illustrators, regulators, and adaptors in addition to the brief linguistic-kinesic
analogy.

This study might not provide the readers concerned with nonverbal communica-
tion with enough information, but the writer hopes it can at least give a stimulus
for a reader to be aware of the importance of nonverbal language in the various

interpersonal or intercultural settings.
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