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Locus of control is a determinant of contorl-preeption in stressful I o ZAx= SPMel AAR5F59t 2AAES7E EPQ2 51:‘?‘]"(415%3"}
situation. Also, Desire for control is drive to control stressful Aol QY. =3 o-uUdAAATe ASHSols vl A i:]
situation actively. In addition, efficacy of social problem-solving is a w7t 2olrt YTk ol ZAile Aed HZAL Ado] gt
determinant of adaptation. This study was aimed to examine the Eysenck?] 7}4-S AR|s|F= RAelth

relationships between locus of control, desire for control, and social

problem-solving. There Were negative correlation between external
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problem onentation, and problem-solving  skills, These results 71e5EF o] AAMNINHE RA=3H
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Progressive Matrices(RPM)e]th(Moran, 1986).
RPM& Spearman®] A5 olaglddd] 71zt AZHAEH, Spearman(1927)& A
2=l Aug(general factor g2 MF S4A AFeldt 71AH AR 22 F
29)(special factor: sQNCZ FAH YJrhe oj2dde FAIHNL wE 1= gQ
ALY ANGe W 2 EALE} A AR FEE 1 FAE
= FAMEL g 252 (eductive ability)# oldel AAF I
s =T Aol ARE APAeR= A5 (reproductive ability) 2=
t}. ©]33 Spearman®] 9732 WM RPM2 F4H120, gasl
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AT @y olFojRed, o7 AT (Burke, 1935 O'leary 5, 1981 RPMAS7}
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B d7e AFASL 6139 AN 389, ojEtay BR)C2A, GA} 34EM =

294, SD = D 3=k 278(M = 274, SD = N2 A=Y
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Eysenck, H.J.¢} Eysenck, S.B.G.(1975)¢] Eysenck Personality Questionnaire=
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2) Standard Progressive Matrices(SPM)

Raven Progressive Matricess Standard Progressive Matrices(SPM), Colored
Progressive Matrices(CPM)$} Advanced Progressive Matrices(APM) 5 4] 7WA FR=E
TEH0 g, 2 FANE SPMe 7F3 28 AMgEw glom =3 g 2 e
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X
Ao T AsPse] WP, EFAR L @FAH

® 2. /%
JFAAIN=15  WFHIDN=18) t 3(df=29)
AAATHF 47933 (7.842) 49778 (7.659) ns
2 72 A A 11.000 (1.134) 11.111  (1.079) n.s
2 A A B 10.400 (1.682) 10444 (1.580) n.s
A2 7 A& C 9.733 (2.017) 10.056 (1.955) n.s
2 A A D 9.267 (2.520) 10.000 (1.847) n.s
2 A A E 7.533 (2.875) 8.167 (2.995) n.s

£ 1 A%AS, AAFAAZL, 4279 2BBAN=61
SPM S_time S_a S_b Swe S_d S_e E P
SPM
S_time| 248
Sa 41(108 0987
S_b ’259 1791 1981
9431 4061 2844 6545
S_C *k *% * *%
. 8482 5687 3300 4750 7938
S—d *% *% ** =% *%
- 8624 3720 1448 5067 7978 6077
S_e % *% *x *x xx
E -1319 -2049 0501 -.0916 -.1206 -.1194 -.1532
P -1164 -.0560 1524 -.1748 -.1215 -.0863 -.1253 -.0572
N -2053 -.3071 -.1104 -.1570 -.2076 -.2439 -0979 -.1144  .4469
*% * *%k
L -.1387 .1621 -.0780 -.0284 -.1632 -.1140 -.1150 .0365 -.0610 -.3077
* %

SPM : AA AFHF E: 9-ygg 24
S_time : AA FAZL P: AAWHY AP A4
S.a 1 AZBAA N : A3FH ZgA 234
Sb A2ZAAB L: 394 2

S_c 1 aAAC

S_d : 2ZAD =x p< 01

S_e AZPAE * p<05
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Anthony(1973)E A&l o}F5e] Uo7t Boldol wat ygog se Fgo] rtn
AUk &, AFSHol £ o}EEL Bk @Hoz HE Aol e wsA
AF5Yo] ol olFEL B} AFH oz s Adke] gtk Rl
Asd 47e FAE AFE W YolN te nANETE SAHRASY JPL
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