Abstract

A Study on the Attribution Trait to Success or
Failure in Performance by Modern Dancer

Kim, Seung-keun (Daejin University)

The purpose of this study is to identify factors contributive to successful dance
performance by dancers with an aim to discovering which contributive factors are to be
utilized by which modern dancers. In this connection specifically difference in the level of
relationship of such contributive factors with dancers dependent, success or failure in the
past performance of the dancers were studied.

Subjects of this study were randomly selected 448 dancers who belonged to colleges
and dancing troupes in Seoul area who are college junior students or above, with a
dancing career of 5 years or longer.

For the purpose of measuring level of consciousness of respondents on such
contributive factors questionnaires to be filled in by themselves were prepared. Two types
of questionnaires were prepared. One had 12 questions in 4 fields related to success or
failure in performance and another one had 29 questions in 6 fields related to measuring
level of consciousness on the factors of success or failures of performance.

After measurement collected data were tested by applying t-test which is
Subprogram of SPSS, ANOVA and Regression for the purpose of passing judgement on
the validity of hypothesis for research. And the following conclusions are drawn.

First, there was no difference mean the attribution trait to success or failure in
performance between modern dancer and comparative dancer group.

Second, respondents who considered their past performances as successful regarded
factors such as efforts to make performance successful, level of difficulties of performance
and support acting etc. possess higher level of relationship with success or failure of
performance.

Third, factors having most significant relationship with success or failure in a
performance appeared to be luck, ability, efforts, level of difficulties, colleagues and
supporting acts ete.
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