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The Study on Comsumer’s Comformity Behavior Combined with
the Locus-of-Control

Illustrated by the Vehicle Electronic Safety Protection Devices

Student : Yu- Chieh Liao Advisor : Chia-Chi Chang

Department (Institute) of Management

National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT
The Study of consumer’s comformity is combined with
the Rotter’s Locus of Control . Scales. Moreover, we had
announced the terms of “neutral”™ personality which is
utilized to the study of comfoermity behavior for buying high
technology product, had creating newly domain for the
consumer research.

Due to the finding terms of “neutral” personality. We
suggest the “neutral” personality supplement to the study of
consumer conformity behavior.

This 1s a 3X2 experimental design, the independent
variable is manipurated scenarios, the moderating variable is
Locus-of-Control, the dependent variable is comformity
behavior. The study is expected constructing the comformity
behaviors between personality and the conformity conditions.
The results of study may use as marketing decision making

for high technology products.
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2. Social desirability of effects X X X X
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ﬁ(optimal replacement theory) ° iﬁ\ﬂfbﬁifﬁﬁ[lﬂiﬁfﬂﬁﬁﬂ’iik HI FIIIE\'{EIIE&
* l%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ Ry 4 Eﬁ IH’?‘Y[IUT iV ZEHETE Y (out-of-pocket)
AT AR

¢ﬁ£¥lﬁ3‘?ﬁjirﬁ GRS Il A o P FE’%I’E"JQ ERE 6
1 0% T RS R S AL - FREALE
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Y EEER o R PURE QBB TR TR g )
VBB DT i R S IR E R TR - e
SPHTE R (P ) S YA - B[P R G TR P
T

B S TS TR

o U Rotter(1942) 1 VIR gt~ (Level of Aspiration, LOA) »
Rotter(l954)§EL[’TJﬁﬁ ?ﬂﬁﬂm(Social Learning Theory, SLA) >
Odell(1959)P2 i S T ARSI Hj g, BV o o B8 Rl -

Douglas P. Crowne=¥ Shephard Liverant(1963)¥ Blifrlh - %
R ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁif‘@%“ JHE PR, EJFJL By ifﬁﬁﬂ FARIL
Marlowe » Crowne(1961)fE ;F&F@[FIJEJ%T‘J‘ G n&?&yﬁﬂ&?%ﬁ'@@
E}'?FE'FTd(Strlckland and Crowne, 1962) ° Conn(1963)?r4u§fFIHEE ' fﬁ";ﬁ‘}
FIET-< [Rpy Lqr{FL phk & FERL SRS o

LT Fﬂ% S YT E[“(,FIEHJT/\T‘[‘T? F”%’W(Social Learning
Theory, SLA) ° f' Rotter,Seeman » Liverant #14 "[*']-9H#F, * F‘,’ﬁj
T - Douglas P. Crowne * Shephard Liverant(1963)¥ gl il -
Odell(1959)py TRt 4 2%, Bl A T [-9HE @?F&% Ttk o 9
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FIEF FIRFEE
$- 8 PR ER

fE5¢ = B (conformity behavior)fl = *%Wuﬁ?ﬁéjpj S (D). ]:L«;D#\
?&J‘%Frm( cognitive dissonance theory ) » (2). 'im[ﬂi'larm( attribution
theory ) » I'| ®(3). TJNF“{ ] I%Hm( social role theory ) °
RUAIR B 5 o 0 R IR
’9 Hy ik & SRR gy e SR PNEL IR e Rs o PN R
RESER - 1] S B P
IPFH;I' » B I[*?ﬁ' IR IR > IR
lﬁrEzFfDﬁuF?‘?f °
Fritz Heider (19589 Vﬁ?[“%'ﬁm R R AL T RUNPUE T b
?ﬁ(’? ER 85PN » Jones and Davis (1965) 35 4! EJ?%FFU@FFU » ATES 7
E@%Wu’:ﬁj V% o Kelley (1967 > 1971 > 1972)# NV =5 ?'ﬁ'imﬁdrﬂﬁu
(ko3 1E ~ = EffE = FfE) o
K€11€Y(1973)%§§5ﬂ%[4"@'ﬁ15 b PSR TR O i [H'FAT" N
e ] R BB TN B o~ 7 %ﬂw Kelley gﬁiﬁﬁw*@q’“ﬂ'ﬁj
?r?““ﬁ*faﬁ?ﬁ
Settle, Raricy, Mizerski(1972) » Landon(1974) » Settle,
Golden(1974)9]1'] Locus of control v & [<ZH TUE-U?'?"m e R
F SR PN Y R -
T*Tf jE ] I%Ffm( social role theory ) g« IEJ%E'EI!" 'ﬁﬁ—j@[’[ﬁ' =
Bl [y 20 ) et~ 75 K- ZEDISRE 2 58 s YE o Darren W Dahl =57 *
(2001)7FIFJU§FILII ) TJrT;‘f Ju TR l‘pFIJEJJ: s T ,IAJ N PQI%JTT%»EU'[‘??%?LT )
PR BRI F B PVERSE o TS B = YR I
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Dana-Nicoleta Lascu; George Zinkhan (1999) %8~ ¥
B YT O TR R -

Deutsch and Gerard (1955) » Burbkrant and Cousineau (1975) »
Kassarjian and Robertson (1981)]?5fﬁJ?ﬁ?*‘[ﬁ?El@E“&%ifﬂ?ﬁ (EREE RN
R IR OFEL o [RRRE - T PR O R I
MELTEAT B RS EI S L

Kelman (1961)% McGuire(1969)F 1187 = ﬁ%ﬁﬁ'lfi?&%éfiﬁﬁﬁ ’
iV ER* % [*(internalization) > ?F'L N ERE= B = o %’rﬁfi{ﬁ?ﬁ ey
o [ R SR PRI e Ve

Dana-Nicoleta Lascu; George Zinkhan (1999)%@@] MY
RO ORI SRR AV A SRR AL A 1R PS8 (Normative
influence) )| & w¥FE 2% @nformative influence)~ % » R %]
Lascu =7 J @Y e Rl e

’%’F", Py gt s YI:fF'JI?J'rE%'E:ﬁ Kelman (1961) % McGuire(1969)$E-
NN (1nternahzation)§ﬁﬁ%ﬁl" I}J% Dana-Nicoleta Lascu;
George Zinkhan (1999) (MG~ Vgt - Y ESBLE]
S fmdzi——nﬁr i B’B%{fﬁ{ sl U )

o Y AT 2 WA R X2 PR -
ﬁﬁ”%ﬂ'@?ﬁ%t b [ (et s éﬁl FRET T e e ﬂ’i TR 1
i o kTﬁ‘f“FL[FIJP‘”EH%E'JEFJ R A T [ {0 35 e HAgcEn Al

AP - (SRR I -

PR 7 B RE R ERE H BRI > #5061 "T*‘IFI[fI (B
I D (R RETRER I - SRR T T o (ERL - [
AR I3 PR R VR
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AP VR EL R o SR/ F‘IFI[H xl-
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FIEL R APy BRI
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WA O

P <0.05
TR I B e
F(A,B)
P <0.05 SRR
A7+ B1,B2
B Al,A2
TR I E g
? PEONYPEIE P>0.05 | F(A,B)
LL % !\
Ea=a ﬁ%ju F(A,B)
P<005 | - LT [EEE
F(A,B)
P> 0.05 = R A

F(A), F(B)

TR I ER
P>0.05 | F(AB)

A RS B SRR

F o (g5 b (e B AV A B35 F i

FE o SRR T MR (LR P [T 10% ¢
(It 3-2] Akt B
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Asch (195S)I9 B BRTHR BT (E5 W BRAOTERT “ BT 3% 4 ¢
Fepl s i+ Deutsch (1955)fFH4dpelt > 7 [RIF) 10 Wi = 9t & eyt
YSRGS [ (internalization) 3 A - [NEREE{R  FEfl - B
RN R

Ross et al. (1976)%|H - i * F—’*—;’iiﬂiﬂ i~ F]‘ & A (= P
& 2S5 T - Kelman(196 1) g8 3L - (@il * fj = 2 2]
(T I I R (GRS Eroh O

* mm?i’ IS fat P e ke o 1S Ay 4 o3 SR D TG -
(DB A 20k > (2) Gl 120 > (3) * ﬁ‘lﬁfﬂjf | 9% PR RS
20 ) > (O HIHF A e o BN

W5 E) = A4 ) B Al (S5 AR I - O
HE -t B - 72 R I o TS 58 W F R B i b > o
?ﬁ’ﬁ%r%ﬁﬂﬂ [ EER pl1 > WU & (R EEss pUo B 4 Bl = D 15 &
Py PIRE R T A 0 5008 1 4%
3.2. 1 AXFHE EFR P B

F}ﬁ Ca L S N ‘[‘?ji?'ﬁﬂﬁi SN VELR R = ?ﬁfﬁw%
) B e A B e E BN T Sl A ) e (TR N R A i’fh FEE
e e NN R S G (e My X

—ffﬁéﬂ [?Hﬁ NENEIEE igmr;;l IR~ HIH
HORA G p | 5B St it fﬁElﬂﬁﬁ“ﬁplﬁ‘” = FEER AT
Maserati 2& 5 i o <3 1Al il P R l[ﬂl % fiikd
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Foo DRTIARA I F R e S TR o I

3.2.2 B ¥ ik B8k 17

EVFE 53 ARl o AL S RERGE ra - 16 5Y - by = 7
IRk 2 A 2 S I (= 15 P 1) i
AT R A R PRI B R R M F
HIF AT o DR o A

FEREE R e 120 BT 2 1) BT S LI ISR o
WAV VS EECPRGLE CT f EQI’F > (ERLY 3 RERYRLET 6 =
97 8 IR LR L R %ﬁ R B
g }Hu‘ﬁ FIFTRE

BT 12> © 10 B AR A PR B
Fﬁ% [ o it S ANOVA R BT 7 <

9% 11~ 12 B i3 Ay o BV Ao o R e o Ay
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F}ﬁ 173 = flata BE - PRI LA T AR~ P Rl E R T
= I RATRIE -~ [l ;’Eﬁj I AE - BRI REEL 15T E T 53 0 0)
W8 A BRI P Vo8l A B -

SIS ) > SR T 3 E 15T 0 B IR A B
M VSRS I F B Rl

& 27 i) P s gwﬁplparﬁj@fg s Y L

(FHEREELE) * SR L T
FE@IEF F4F1¢4 h'*fﬁi%ﬂéﬁi Ef

1 @rﬂﬂiﬁw%J%M

el rﬁl;lﬂ*’”lFl(*%@ulfﬁ'ﬂﬁ)J e

3.
5.
0.
7.
8. FIpA ™~ 48Ry - FRUERE il “W%ﬁ%ﬁp

3.2.3 Rotter £ %

mgfﬂuﬂfkifwwmé ST R o 1ﬁﬁ¢¢?ﬂ
Rotter(1966)i—_%& "1 9t & [FpfCocus of-control) * ﬁﬁﬂj V£l 3
Rotter 5 it ~ 355+ ?ﬁfﬁiﬁﬁlfjﬂ'ﬁjﬂ?f:iﬂ@ 3 B[R] G AR e
PUETRH - REITTUE S SS E
RPN e VRS TR ]?i??w PR SIS R
R S
Rotter [*|JH#E & A F) 29 f& » YR {F - Frae o - A ab
CEE S E a AR MR T > b AR AT o BAE
S 0 fE S [IREC2 3,7, 8,9, 10, 15, 18, 19) » R (55 -
B[P 55 L, LIRS 1975 5 o PIIZ. Rotter I i
@6%@ N laﬁﬁ%lFlD'I%cTEJ‘i‘%?‘? VIR o FIMIRR S
V3RS, 10, 21) 0 FEEI 20 [ o 0w BTG B35 s
2E IR é?ﬂﬂfﬁ@j‘ Yl EL 0.84 o
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Rotter(1966) VP ¢ R = £ [ i~ =1 fi%%0.65 = 0.75
H o E ?{E[J]’%@G EJZZ E]) fiH50.48 = 0.84 - Joe(1971)?FIH'r » Rotter
Bl ApY I%TST@ YRR SR G R 0T R o IR Ay I’%@ﬁ‘ﬁ'}’
A R %@ RS SN I N R AT R

AL R R Y R I 2R S T A TS R
120 JEE T HIRECHIRR 6 JEaplie gl e 3 A T iy R e
W= 9 | o

e S A FRURIRRR P R OS> BT RIS - La 0 2.0
3b>4a>5a>6.a>7b>8b>9b>10b>1l.a>12.a>13.a’ 14.a>
15b > 16.a>17.a> 18.b > 19.b 20.a °

%ﬁ%ﬁ%’é~ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ’@@ﬁxlﬁoﬁ&@
Mo Pt Tﬁf“ﬁ[ﬁj@@ﬁfﬁ g BEEE S 2 & P - 3 20
JE = EIJ'TI"EFAT BT 020 93 oAl 5710 o7 VIS ST RIS

&Z4§W%g$§%
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B IEH U S H 9

A [SPUFEI 7

SIS R 2
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&%ﬁﬁﬂﬁifgéJ~>Tiﬁéﬁfﬁhéiﬁpﬂﬁ?
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B i R (A 1.V 1 7 2 358 R LS 1
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PR IR P AT (8 ) 5T ORI RVED FT - R BT
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EPFCIE - HETRER > S RIS T e

3.3.2 %Rz it B A

PRI G (R DR Y A5
WITE RS 5 AT S HAZREl W 4 (2 Ay i & At
fike 29 = 45 A VIIEVE B (R A W fiTRel s
(1) 3T 145 : f1 F??yﬁﬂ HHE 22 1 - B i‘%‘ﬁ [él
B TR praRe il (Ma R
8 =R #2720 RiRT T 5 2P e Eﬁ
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il Ea e I B P Rl i
o5 AR 2 A ﬁaﬁ‘fﬁ"?ﬁ TR =781
BRI S £ ] Vﬁ%ﬁ'i P R R -
A ’J?F‘UIFE@ B3 0.21 0 ARG INE ST
(3) BV 345 1 f ?ﬁff}ﬂfﬁa;"?‘? TEOM - =AY
AT - 5 ARR RS = A RIS
SR SRR > PR S AR JiE O
PE PR T PR 2R R 57 EES
I?*?‘TLF’?T”' VIR s S BRI R R S I fer
CWET D@ VO R = FATHRS VR
T g
Ah N HEO RS AR B [ Er | e R e I
B EPTRUCEL A N (R " (852 0.27 -
(4) T5 A4y - TRt A 10 = 78 s R A
[FITHIER + P e o D e op B 1B gy e
[ SR ™ [ THFE 5 =t - A 5 = 78
R ZCERIEEE A ol
A IR O e 0.71
(5) 5T 545 : f;clf%ﬁﬁﬂ EHF 12/ ﬂf BT R A

5 BTSRRI R g (R
A -
R SRR R SRR f
#0.76 % 0.86
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3.3.3 & 3\ % B

(175 3R gy I " AR e~ BRI 2O - B Rh LT 235 3
Hla s 749 07 - FpHIE F 186 Bi([f779.1%) « A4 5L 4 #rH
Pps FE

% VRS G - BB A S - g
T B VR RS BRI MR w b Sl
b S ERE N AL T § TR E v Y IR

BT SR [ R D I IRLEE N S

[ 3-2) FFsifigbag]

AR s | L my BEa|, [H=x|@aen
Wi e | :ﬁ Fr ma TR i a@.ﬁ p

42k 5 | 186 186 186| 186| 186 186| 186| 186 186] 79.1%

wock 5| 49] 49 49 49 49 49| 49 49| 49| 20.9%

g2+| 2350 235] 235] 235] 235] 235] 235| 235] 235| 100.0%
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Sr & mE A ERP
7[2?1_@['& Eb 3X2 [ﬂ;‘r%lf% » FRH| 2-way ANOVA R EHroT #r - RE]
94T S SPSS PRS- BIS P [IREFS TR ) 0 27 GLM
LB ] B A BH(LSD) I I A il oy g 41 2 Bk > 1)
Bonferroni ZE1 Ffg 3% o & SR A B R fﬁ‘sﬁ@*’f“‘ﬁé?v 95% 5
FLI %= 90% -
¢ﬁr¢u—\” VI A A H Y
L prescp g - ﬁ‘,l’“ﬁ[ﬁj(i ) ﬁi{?@fﬁ[ﬁiﬁﬁé%{ (= [
P)w (R 5 S B - D —H’:?ﬁ B - 7[:?’%?1/ v
ﬁlr%@?v[m :
a. JHE A PRI HAEP R A R F - Y B I
b. % Ty RN 2 PR (R T RS
ol % PRI arat> EJ* FH L
c. FITHE LT # 5 S PIE
d. ¢ ‘I@ﬁffl‘[‘i&?}' ph i -
2. I%?f 2-way ANOVA f@ ! gesi #7 » #R5] GLM LB & | B
Z §(LSD) 1 ¥ % Bonferroni #F1 Pk » Agkde a0 = 3550 1)
B I ERIRL AR L I R E\'U%ﬁ%&ﬁf@{?@@féj ¥ o
3. = I tmRRRE I f?""%'ﬁ‘i‘fﬁ%{ Bt o deon) T Rl R > ff
T S R
4. ko E P PRl = IR ﬁéﬁ“’?l’fﬁl AR F A EREE
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A5 L 2 e 4L
). _q_ F 7L “2‘5“2?
R R

PO~ WHETREC 6 Bk 3L SRR B TR
SRS SRV B TR S A
[ 411 F OB YRGB PR

| IR 78 RO | BEABE | 1o E(%)
= Ry 76 40.9
o Gl & PO 49 26.3
B I ;i%!ﬁ% 61 32.8
k Total 186 100. 0
WEEEH 117 62.9

il SIELEN 69 37.1
Totall. 186 100. 0
& .80 43.0
TR B 106 57.0
Total 186 100. 0

R ‘ 82 4.1
= =l 104 55. 9
Total 186 100. 0
i3 45 24.2

Rl 69 37.1

= 2 1.1
Sk %k 36 19.4
IR 34 18.3
Total 186 100. 0

i1 2 1.1
FE1CS) 13 7.0
. o 87 46. 8
ik iE 78 41.9
fei 6 3.2
’ Total 186 100. 0
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[+ 4-2]) F l@%@?ﬁi{?@g‘? WA TR GE

| IR £ REOEI] | AR | [ (%)

ENR 37 19.9

| =35 25 13.4

ot 3% 55 19 10. 2
ey e 15 8.1
75 1] - 90 48.4

Total 186 100.0

20751 2 1.1

21Z257% 30 16. 1

26%307% 31 16. 7

31 355% 41 22.0

g 36 4075% 35 18.8
41Z457% 20 10.8

462 5075 12 6.5

STmgk 15 8.1

& el 186 100.0

el £ 105 56. 5

FrovEEE RIN= 81 43.5
P Total | 186 100. 0
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A8~ AK ‘oz =
¥ - o BEEE
4.2.1 A% 2 2 3 8% 3%t

B T ERRL AR

PRERFRH ] GLM LBV 8 | B % B (LSD) 3% ¥ Bonferroni %
Fi L AR ) FTRE R B Y RS IR RS A

FLF) o LA TR A s
(A 4-3Y ffip * AR IR 53

€

BRSSP ISR B Y 2 e

| A ¢ 7 (TR BRREE
0 = A 76
(g 1| i f@’, PE 49
2| HiFEFE 61
1o TP 47
A l :r
IR s 69
[F 4-4]) = 3502 T e A
Source Type I Sum |- | Mean F Sig.
of Squares Square
Corrected Model 1.695(a) 5 339 4941 780
Intercept 4460.816 1| 4460.816 | 6500.338 | 000,
‘Manipulate-Scenario | 495 2 247 360 |1 .698
Personality-Tendency 2470 1 247 360 | .549
. _ . |

Manipulate-Scenario 61 2 330 4811 619
Personality-Tendency ¢+~
Error 123.524 | 180 686
Total 5094.520 186
Corrected Total 125.219| 185
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[ % 4-5) LSD * Bonferroni 75 Fradif

95% Confidence

.Mean Std. . Interval
D lﬁiﬁi ) Iﬁi?‘i D1ferrJence Brror Sig. Lower | Upper
&) Bound | Bound
[ é’ﬁi"#[ﬁ‘? -1621 | 15177 287 -.4616 .1373
\\\\\ " RS - 11971 14241 402  -.4007 .1613
”"E“rg* 16211 15177 287 -1373 4616

LSD g [0
PRI ma | o4 ass2 790 -2712 3560

Sy, f@* 1197 | 14241 402 -.1613 .4007
FPR e e 04241 158920 790 -35600 2712
gy PREPET | <1621 15177 860 -.5289 .2046
““““ ) ERESpE 21197 | 14241 1.000  -.4638 2244
N T = = 16211 15177 860 -.2046 .5289

f 2= E P2~ "

onterroni 7! SEErEn . - . _ .

5 A B Ly =3 0424 | 15892 1.000 -.3416 .4265
o Q1974 142410 1.000  -2244) 4638

—T F;—r aﬂ N B H
e i ERET <0424 1= 15892 1.000  -.4265 .3416

4.2.2 E @A %
RRRAN B i AR Ll WA B T o T A S i e

WIHIG > O] FIRESERS A2V (7% > SR % 5 B PRk
bR e P~ ATEREH TR AR RO (R
FHLE B W A PR R

(4.6 TFRAVES .0 (Fre Lyt

CroAril;izh ® | N of Items R ﬁ
192 5 3,5,6,7,8
818 4 5,6,7,8
.866 3 6,7,8
828 2 6,7
841 2 7,8
164 2 6,8

45



SFSEITFIRESAA ( ATERE ARSI S I T
R TR E A ) AN BB 6 TRED RS A E AT B

o PEL 6~ 7 RETHICE G 4 R0 R A 2
i BT NSRS 6~ TR .0 T 9 SRRl
FI0T F IR SRR B U [ 4-7) R

R BV L AR 2 IR B TR, o H
CEEAF R VEAF R Bt T (RRpVER upfﬁ . TF?TLFUF'J"'IEE
Il TR O - - R T

PR SRR W IR S A AT BRI RUBRLD

[#4-71 Tl %ﬁﬁ”ﬁgfﬁ%‘ip F5p g g
T IFRESERS 7 7 S B

REEEFI 3, 96| 5,6,

] 78 78 6,7,8 1 6,7 | 7,8
Manipulate-Scenario 07820985 0.918| 0.601 | 0.993
Personality-Tendency 0.773 10.767 | 0.637 | 0.840 | 0.641
Gender 0.017 4 0.038 | 0.004 | 0.007 | 0.002
Marriage 0.884 | 0939 0.771 | 0.644 | 0.990
First_Car 0.308 | 0.383 | 0.650| 0.446| 0.919
Manipulate_Scenario * Gender 0.573] 0.501 1 0.366| 0.231| 0.630

Personality_Tendency * Gender 0.121  0.186| 0.309| 0.465 0.320

Manipulate_Scenario * First_Car 0.145 0.141 ] 0.115] 0.097  0.086

Marriage * First_Car 0.174| 0.158 0.103| 0.175 0.129
" S 1 %k

Personality_Tendency * Marriage * | ) <10/ 600 0529 0.625 0811

First_Car

Gender * Marriage * First_Car 0.040 | 0.023| 0.015| 0.006 0.036
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SIS S S = R

SEB S g B

[# 4-8] E PP iAgdcEi = 350 0 2 (B8 S
Type 1T
Sum of Mean
Source Squares df | Square F Sig.
Corrected Model 43.749(a) | 45 972 1.024 | 444
Intercept 2786.527 1| 2786.52 | 2935.480  .000
Gender 7.127 1 7.127 7.508 | .007
Manipulate_Scenario * Gender 2.809 2 1.404 1.480 | .231
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