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#5BR OIEAHHLFTE & Hid OB (Locus of Control) DESE

MR Xt

=E 8

TSR ORFIIALATE) L MBI OFTE (locus of control) & OBARIZ D THREME 2172 ol R
TIHEH R120% 305 & LT Nowicki & Strickland @/NBEA L.O.C. 2 7 — VO E#EK 2175\, GP
Sl E T 2EESTOBR, 1888, 5% 5 L.O.C.RAr— B0l FRITR’, ikl °8
5172 L.O.C. A7 — ) L R ATEIREE A 7 — L 2R3 R88 L 2 d R L L TEM L /2, 2 OFER, 9
R L.O.Czfas R & e THRIEI DR A58 2 &, %33R0 L.O.CIZF 8, M3, e EEL
TW3 7S, FICERRCE W T O H#TEH ] MIRHERSERICHE U 2 eBHoh e 2o
720 i BERIMATEI D¢ > & L.O.C. ORI i e B3R 2 BRI R HE & e o o fe o R RHLATE I
AL TL.O.C.RT+aaTFRINESTH S LR, FEERO inward behavior O FHl & v 3 &0

brTREELEMETHL LR B,

F—7—F I LTE REIOMNE  HEBHRE

M &

ERCEEL URHRE () L 20178

(coping behavior) OFEBA IR THY, FD
HEBEBBCEEZLOERMIEEL TWw 3,
Lipowski (1970) it < OBROWRE I FE % KT
THOELT, Fhy, HH, =V FVT1FD
BARER, BEDY 1 7, Tk ¥ OERK L H
HULER, 2L TRENER2ZET w5, /)
& (1983b) ik = @ Lipowski iz & 2 uf4L{TE) %
ERATENE L, ZOFEREZERLS 2
T, EARNER(EH, WA, BReEELLE
(P4, FERRAEEA, WA, ABTHIR) 1%
WATEIOFIREL & OBEIZ D W THRETL T 5,
Z DR, 1R L RARERBAATEIOR b
BELTWA ZEeMHENER o, L LAaH
S5HEBIRIREIT & > T, WRATEIDRKIRE H—2
WIZRET L LREZONT, INOSDERETT
BIORMIZ ] & 0 DENEH, Bz =Y F ) T4
EEERETIHEBNE L, £ 2 THREIOHRE
T, ZOENEHE LT, TBHFHORA»S
locus of control (&0 fE, UUTFL.O.C.) %
BEL .

L.O.C.o# 41 Rotter 28—y + VY F 41

B HHESNEFEROLBEERL L, BRS
niz&Th %, Rotter (1966) &, H2WRHED
bET—EDTEMNELEZ»E S LS AfE
2 OITEEZRTTNERECEZECRHE UL T
BB LI HFOREL, HEPERECE»N
LIEOBRECEET 2L LTWw5, Hikao
Ty [/ 2EHEL, — B3 hi iR
(generalized expectancy) & L < internal-
external locus of control ® & % $#ME L 7=,
ZOWER T OWE 2 WA S B (internal
control) ¥ #E#fEHIE (external control) & 3
ROV F VT A ERTH D, WIYFHHIE
&, HOOTE L ZO/MRICDHT, BCORESN,
B, BREOBRICL > TRIT 3 LRBAIT 25,
HERHIZLS, BEOTEORES, SHET,
&, Fr R, BNRBACE > THEI AT
LT AETHD L ZNFNECERI NS,
Rotter 0fEIELI#, L.O.C.icBEL TlaigKR%
BOWESTROR TS, ZORAOVED
& LT, #EETE) (health related behavior) @
FHIZET 2 b0»EIF o5, Zhid Seeman
& Evans (1962) OfE%BEEWR L L%
IiEFEL, ZOROEOEENPSER LV IN
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EHDHH/ON T2, Strickland (1978) 13 2
5>DIMEEWBHL, —MTHFTEILERELE LI
L CTHRIRERIBL O 2358 <, PIRIERIZL DRSS
HRAHEIREOF LT 3 LRTEHLTLD
BB ML T 2 EASH 2 BTV D, Ly
Lade, LEOMEDIZEAEIRBEARNRE
LTEsnzbDTHY, RBRETRELT,
BAMERE L.O.C.oME, RUL.O.C.txt
WATENORE 2RI L7z b DI, Bz
X SR, R L v e EANER L TE
OEERHELLTHEZDT, LOC.ENESY
T, NS OBEEERINT 2 2 i, WHRO
SAVTEI O RBTBEROBEBICE R Z 126
THOERbNS,

mEI. MNERALOCREMNER

B ® ’

BEER NFERFFELVV) EHLTHES
WEETE2 LOCRERERT 2 I L25HN
Th s, BERIIE Nowicki & (1973) 12 Xk 3
“Children’s Nowicki-Strickland Internal
-External Control Scale (CNS-IE)” OEHEE %
T2,

PERR D FH%

HAEEE OIERD

CNS-IE 0405 H 2R L 7z, Z OFFROMER
THNRBOEB L L TREEsh{ wEEbh
2H0OBWBLDOBHoTDT, INEREH 3/
HEORBZ DV TORNEEKEL . %k, B
RTLELEROLDHDIZSWH D, HDWIZHEE
BREDEIR, HRMIC—D0EEZERT S
L REiRE LT, moEEHE, BRIEFALT,
I hEBEShEWEBR2 ANIID, ZORET
HE#IX42EE L2 o,

EEOHAIRAER 2EET 5D LFEA
F—VOEERERCET 270 iZwITvwnz ]
D 2L Lz,

U EoFf & cHBLEE B NER3EEOLT
SR EREEIE LTS, AERVEED
BROBESBNTEETH 5 LHHT S izl w,
FHRO42EE 2 EEREDOHEE & L THRA L,

GRE D FE

DEDFERE L DIER SN EERE R, &
SUNER A E, 64, AMTER2 EOM/ERE
WHEE LU THITU R, ZRZNOEREEITET20

&, TTNLTERS N, BETIIBT04E, &
TF60BD120% & 73 o7z,

CHEB S

L.O.C. RE i3 EAIC I3 —IRTO AR %
HET230THO®, EEREHOBRELS2E
LT, MADZDRECEERIBETZHDT
BB, o TREBRL-RTERETSH0T
B TRES T, FARORERE» > —RITEOED
LWEE 2B L, Bo-EBEREO—RTHEEE
W52 ENEESTOERLLEWER S, 20
e DERELT, 22 TGP A L Kuder
-Richardson M/ZAF20% Fv 7z,

® GP&#

EE MBI 2R LB CNE SN S X
SIEHL, REEZLOBESAREELT, K
OLO.CRBEAEZEM LT, ZOROKBRESY:
ERECESIL, E(125% & TR25%DZnZFh
& DEE EARE, TRELL, PRECLIVE
HHBOBRESOBMZEORE 21TE 72, ML
DIER, LA TRBEFOMICERE 22 (P <.05)
D& S NZ o LBEHEE I —RITESED L
bDELTREDSHIRE W, B Table 1
WRT1I8EEN—RITEE R o7z, B2 WidHEl
Db bDrLTHEINE,

@ EEMEORET

GP i e oh 718 B B U TEEMEREK
RO, AEENFETAEETHZ L, K
VCEEHOBED (1, 0) TERSNLZZh
& Kuder-Richardson 0 /2Ax20% w72, R
ax=0.68T, 1A (1976) pEMIZ LY, KRE
AR EEEE DI EBHES MR 5T, &
7z GP AT O BRI ayyi30.40TH o7 D
Tax>ay kD, GPAHOBEHEIERE N
720

(EEHEORED

MERD L.O.C.zBT 2 50T O 3 = 4
B Y U IROHFERZ LU 2 RE Lz, B
B, #ifiestL, L.O.C.of&k 2w T+4
nHEEE Lk, NRED L.O.CRENSHES
NizdH 73V — GHUFEIE, PRREIZZh

#1) L.O.C.o—ktHicon ik @
BT EANTHY, ZRTRELER IR
T B HAEHZE Tt Nowicki & 0 4+#
—EIEEI D RITTIZ IR - 2o
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Table 1. HESHOKER

H B x® fE

1 fAZRoThH, 2FL0REVDT, WS HBAF Ty Lk ene, HESHDTLED 6.79 **

ZEBELSBHD ETH )
2 BWEHROF—283BO0R, BELDIBIZAORDELECETH 5.96 *
3 BREAR, BESAR, PRLEPEHATERDZIEEZLVTWRELTINETH 7.18 *
4 PRIEDBHNIEERLTLESHRS, TNR2RBTILIEITERERE T2 14.40 **
5 REZBOIELAYR, HRIIVIVEATLLI» .64 **
6 ZEoNIEDHolLER, FOIEEDLITNTLEIOR—FBIVERVETH 6.69 **
7T REBMRORIE, BINE25BBIELILEE, bl ThEwb I3 TES0nERE  21.62 **

WEFTH

8 HhihOHIE, BREA, BESAR, WOTOUHREEHITLRE LBEVETH 5.45 *
9 Er3MARNE, BLBIZEBHIZE0DOHRNETH 11.38 **
10 BouZrid, WHrdII3LLTH, BI->TLEIHBDOTLEI» 11.28 **
11 BREAR, BEIARKRMLUTHSDRD WIS TE2DRLIEERS ZENELHD 8.89 **

b
12 BRaleREBBTADELZIRLE, BRIEVINE2LEDZH LI, TEBZEEVETH 17.55 **
13 =022l bhroTNI2EEBIE, TSRRAODPZLEBEVETH» 9.64 **
U FTIRBITRADIET, BREARHBALEZVSTHLER LB T, 4.17 *
15 PR ESCOTVEIRIIEBEE, I THILETERVERVLE T, 15.15 **
16 EXEBIRIAABRENEIVOT, #ETHAE T, LALAZVEVDERVETH, 4.57 *
17 BREA, BEIAQEDIZZ LICRERSZERLE, WOLELETH 12.80 **
18 HRlEENETHREZBRENETH 15.02 **

% P <05 % %P <.01

Ph2A73Y =) ODLREZBET305¥HET 2
X OKIEL 2, L.O.C.HE1 GP MO KRR
Shi:18EBELUTHEHL, Fhfks hEE
BmE R ANREERE, E0E 2 NRHEIER
Be Lk, MEOFH S THENEIAOHE &
LOCREL2HESR " RELIER, 2°=
5.18 (P<.05) %D, HEDO—BELTE% &
REIFZEREL T,

CHESMBOBA L 205
HESROSFEER, BdloL.0.C.EK
DR O EEFZEE Table 212, 2728505
i Fig. 1izET, chvddbbhsidicl
O0.C.RADGMIZ, BERENKRE LIEE, &
ETERMEE T,

MRI. wBRNEFEFLITE  L.O.C,
] S5E
=l ]
WERIOENIZUTOED ThHs, ORB/RD
BERATE  L.O.C.OBEE 2B T3 2 &,

@FEBED L.O.C. L4, £, Rl & OBEE
FHROMITBE L,

A

g RS

ke, HDHWIEHRIC6 7 AU EAR, ARTL
TWAKFEESsE (BF574, LT314, Fh9
W~ 145%) o SHRIBDHER DM Table 3. %22
Table 2. HEMHEOLO.CEBADFY, EisfRzE

oo IEHRRE

INEEAR 4 9.76 2.95
6 4 7.94 3.32
FREERR 2 6.97 3.02
5 T 8.67 3.15
T F 8.02 3.45
S 3 8.36 3.31
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Fig.1. RE#ERBOLOCARDOITM

Bahlzn,

RV 72 BRI
L.O.C.icBIL Tizffge I ¢/ o h7: L.O.C.
REZR, BHESATEOFMEEL Tl
(1983b) 12 & % B IHTEIRFERE 2 B Wiz,
COFERBEREETA DO TURE (K
8 - FEMTEY, FIREMOEMETE, FMEEOERK
S, TR »olElEh, ThZhOHE
Hizdl [k pallesrEps] (2wl o
SHETTEIRILBDTH S,
rEo2o0BERMEON, L.O.CRERHEE,
HHVRIEER B TEFATHRECETHAZE,
R T B E R R I TGk IR IR (T T,
BREAEKEL 2,

L.OC.RERWEI LRU AR
Hanb koA L, FRATEIREERER
(X< hBIIT3 M, [esrsbalic2s [
W] 1Az EhERAEAL, ETMREBCET
EEHE (UT, THREM 2HHLk,
%36, L.0.C.EHRIME Ty b ORR, K5
BEBERE LEEOEREREDL LWL DT
HolDT,UT IV DEIIEFREL L TH I

<L.O.C.1BH L, &R, Lo

Table 3. XMRIEOHEA

v A B

k5 B 9Ll RIS R 23
11 BA_E 1358 R i 30

138 LAk 15 R 35

{3 Al B 7 57
% T 31

) % ¥ A A 48
BE, A7a—+¥ 12

Z Dt AR B 15

BRI BIIRE 13

Ehp, MR, REEOEERE TR EORE
BfTlrolz, ZORR, EReERTIE x2(2) =
1.01, n.s., HE L ERITE x*(2)=1.88, n.
s., A CEHTIE x2(4)=6.08, n.s.&% D,
SERMEOMIESTER S, SEEBIO S
e Loz,

FERncBL TR R ELIEERR] UKL E
13k | T13m LA R15/Rm |0 =5, /i
LTz [BA] (B84 .- 27u—¥] [BEARKN
RE|DZEHcb), #hzho L.O.C.EH M
L T Kruskal-Wallis i X 3 282 T2 o7,

bR, E&micBEL TdH(2)=19.59

(P<.0D) &2y, REETHEELRENAON,
EBOBWEO AP L.O.CEENEL S (4
HIHIER < 2 5) ERAPRD s iz,
rL.O.C.OBRIZDVWTIXEHND D LiTWv 2z
e, %el oREIRENRE Ui REBER
DT —F L3 & e WIREER 2B RL T
WBIEoEZLDLE, RFRONRL R 51K
RO L.O.C.OFERNEMPHENZDTH
BZEMTREANL I, 20L& BEROFERE L
RBHHDELTI, MMl Tw <
HEREEZ 3 LENH D, ITNEEREE, A
REHR EnETen 5, BFEEML L.O.C.o
BB I DWW TIRERIZE L DR DD, Z20RT
TEHY, BUEEBOBFERZZI ThwEELL
LTHBREOERSBLEEINTWY S
(Sproles, 1977, Brown, 1980, Kellerman

H2) x ERMMGE] [BR-A7u—¥] [#
MARERI O3 AT TV —@ELTT

oz,
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5, 1980, Wallston &, 1981), ABFEIZ B W Tk
FRPOERBI T+ TH 2 Ll 2w, B
ARERERRW T, EROMEEL, 9RM
FERL T 2ENZVEEZ N, RABREEX
RELFHRNIITYHTIRELLIREDR
%, 727L, TOHRIEDOWTHET 57201213,
BEPOEES, FryoBENitEORELrd
BE S TR T 2 LERDH A5,

. RRIBELTIRE(2)=6.80 (P<.05 T, #
£k LOCREABELRDZLbhrol,
SENZER S LT MEEI< [#BARRE
Bl [BE-270—¥] OIETHHFHEIER
Wb, RARRSRE LLIFECR, BRVE
Bk 2@, LO.C.ANKEEMNIZLES L3
NnTws (Seeman & Evans, 1962, Kellerman
5, 1980) 2%, WHRTCREES L WwH LD, &£
EREIPEEOHES L.O.C.EEHELTWVS &
SWRBbh b,

HANCBEL T, BRFLLTFOBTURESR
ThokfER, 2=2.10(P<.05) %0, BF
B F U THMIRRIER S Y 2 L 2383 5 5
kot IR I TH N7 —2 $ELCERR
RLTWBZ s, ZOFEIZLO.C.otE
WS 2 —EM 2 KL T3 XS Bbh
%,

SERHLTEIO TR E@ E L.O.C.HED

BEE>

E i, L RRW X > THBR S T Vv—
Ty VLT, ERHLTEIOL T
RE{EE L.O.C.& S DE T Spearman D JIE{iL
BRI E RO 72, ZORER, FT [13%UE
ISR 7 V— 712 8T, [FIEMEO BT
Bl OTHREM:LOCELHOMT %=
0.60 (P <.01) OFEEFED b, &V T
BLTHRAUBRMT %=0.22 (P <.05) Q&
HENED SNz, 2D, EER TIELITE
£ LO.CoMuERELBRIEA W, &£
Rizk 2 &, SEIOEREEIZ CERN,
FRBEL & o 7o HREM: 2 [T 5178 R & B 1ER
DY, FRED Z &, BOHEERZSS S,
SREEEOER L LTy RAD SN,

IAATE D SERIIERZ I & > THER ThH B 95,
ZDHHBBLTWZE 2L, s 0FEE
PEHOWNT2 7Y 2 b (inward behavior) L &
Broar7) 7 biZ&k3 b @ (outward

behavior) IZHFTWwWAZETHB (RENL D
® r LT, Murphy, 1962, Achenbach, 1966),
&5, WL DpORFE T, 2O inward behavior
ENHFFB 0OFBRLBERNIREI LTV D

(Letcourt, 1976, Cohen &, 1976, Rothbaum
5, 1980) 4%, AR THHRAEZERICRS L
FREOHMAENE SN LI 5, LLENS,
FI U ¢ inward behavior iz /3483 v 2 [RIE®D
WAFHE] WL TR, COFRIV—Ticisw
THEEREEIRHa e olz, D/ 5—
VIV T AEEENLSBORFBBELE 2
Do

CEFEIHLITEI D/ > & L.0.C.E S OB

BTFMREME: L.O.C.ESAOMELRT 2
e, MAOTEOH 5@ e L.O.C.ORRK
BLOZBILIRAEETH DY, BAORELL
TOTEREE: L.O.C.2BE S 2 2 & i3 R
Thb, %I THEBEATEIO T REME % H¥E
tL, 208 vt RfTRw, Bohl 7
74 —nN4ER L LOCEEDEERHRN T2 2
el

29, ETHNREE»S, BEADTO7 4 —
VoM IEE L L T Cronbuck @ D*D < b )
7 ARPERLEY, KEF (1980) Ak iE-> TS
07 4= TN—Er I 2{Thok, ZORRE,
85K/ M T 4 =S 4 DO IS sz,
BODIZRILrOBEBICYBER LoD T, LA
D DD B I3RS L T,

Fig. 2 3ERFOZLZ LD THREMOTF
BiEE7ay bL, REMO ST 7 4 —VERL
TebDTH5, FHUI B TOTHREMBBES,
FIEE S WHWTEI R RS LWy 4 7 THY, 8
HINELTOTHNREIZEWT, b 2RBEDML
EREAE2H DD, FHIEM L HUERIZR S
n2nbDTH3, LR LMO T a7 4+ — N HEE
LB e TR OERRBHVLS 4 7T
bbb, g, BRI [HKEW - §BTE ©
EH»ELZ Y 4 7 THY, BRIV [HER -
EETE) ] [RIEMED BBTE ] [FEEOEAR
il OEASEELZY A S TH2,

HE3) r—R i L kOHEEEZRDS & &, KA
o THEHLL,

D %kZZ(xu — %) *
)
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PlETHE e IR TEI O R £ 2 L.

OCHBEDERMWRE T % /2o iz, Kruskal
-Wallis D 284 &2 T2 o7: R, H(3)=
2.7, ns. LR VERREEFAONE I oIz, &
SICEFENHTO L.O.C.EFADEIZEL TUKR
ExRITR ot 2% Table 4D X 51k v, i
MNFFERN R ERIVE L CEBK L.O.C.1&
ARV (WRFEEIERSEG) 2 enf@vsh
7o

AT & 5 WEBINS [ - EE T
&3 outward behavior BB L EETH B,
Rothbaum & (1980) H/NE%RXH L L CL.O.
C.extifTB OB E % ®E L, outward
behavior 23 F £ % it inward behavior 238
ik FErd LU TARRHERS L L 2R
HLTwa, #idZoFERcBEL CHEREH
DT ERTEo TRV, ARRHEETEROFRRE

T 3 o—e U
% f\\‘\-\o// A Ak FERIL
Fﬁ 2 A N N |
A A N\ T SN

1

TR AT /\ O--—0 FHM IV
.—?\_\\A/Q

T
BHEOTRENE
FUABOTES |

aspmes L

Fig.2 . DY a7 1 =

Table 4 . 3LITEIHERIFIOLO.CEBEDEDHRE (U

FA M)

A O FEAID BEAN HFAHIV

I
II -0.552
m 1.563 2.06 *

I 0.000 1.22 U=42.5*

A X VLS 13 CRIE * P <.05 (FKE)

¥H4) BEEO L.O.C.AENERSMH R RS
BWIERRED, 2 TRIROFHEE L
72o

PHCRERT2DTHL 00, FRiZ [HEH -
EETE] OBV o2 3BERCE L HERTIR
HrH,LpLuss, UL L.O.C.EANE
Bi{EwEr% <, SEHHIZ LB RIRE %
BHod»wo kLA, WBEICNNREIE D
BOEOLD S b RFENE b DITkb 2k
BRI NG, 1272, BOMEBEMTIcB L TR
Bi-EETH) L L.O.C.AESOBeEE2/EH
DR PoIZENE, ZOMA2 BT
5 LRBIRFATHESETHILEELL D,

BEMEE

FHEEDO L.O.Cocls 5 R R 1 OEE
BELERZ EANKEHBEOZE S Z
(Strickland, 1978, Kellerman &, 1980), @
ROREE, BEELT 33 OO RS OEm?E <
7% (Seeman & Evans, 1962, Kellerman &,
1980) £35HDTH 5B,

AP BT, 20O RIRSIERIWATEID
FHIE I BHRRER B PN T VB DI,
FlEEL L ToBERIFEEOHREZL TR,
G- CRESHBRAHETH S 2, A—0EE
Bo¥Hrnwd Ac, REBRBOEE RO L.
O0.C.HEADFHELFEHRENRE L L.O.C.

RBRORDFEME L LBL TH 2 &, BERD

8.361zxf L, WIHIRIE9.01TH Y, kBl —
HWHAIREESITW2HDTHE LWL LS, 18
MRBRIZ, ZOFKICBEL TR, BAOKEATR
WREAFERTH Y, Z N HREEIIER R
RieBWTB Bs 23+ FHicEs 2k
Thd,

Bryant & Trockel (1976) 1340 RHID BB IAER
BEAZ % 5 Th o OAFEIER L8 <UD
QELTWV2, RHFEOMRRITLRTIEE VI
Bryant & O 48§§ik, SR EIER SRR I & 2 —
B|HESDTRVWI L ERBLTEYD, ZORK
25 HRFROLEIET 2RI, Wb 3HE
FTR L BoBOLENTFRICELTHER
THLEND B,

L.O.C. LT BEEWC BT 9 2 — iR 2 50
B, SE95EI B 0 1 inward behavior »MEfL
Wib T 5H0DTHS (Lefcourt, 1976, Cohen
%, 1976, Rothbaum &, 1980), AIFEOHER Y
IR O—HR ERAROARERT HDOTH
D, NRHmEEOFEIZY, 8K, BRELEVL-
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REECRRsNZ [MERORMETE] 22

@D H 5 & L HBRE S iz, Butterfield(1964)

i3, SEREEIE R EES TR TE RV LD

LR, NHERIIZEEZ 850 Tl

BLEDHETHIPOZTNERRTES LAk

TELTWS, ZREARFROMRE %25 R

R, BIZERRIZBVT, ANHMERELbE LD,

WL DS TATENEEL TV B I LOREDR

SERL DB LS, D%, AMNEEHEORER

1, NHFEEIBEORBR LT, BR»64£0

5—RHy, ZRERERESFMEL, 2070

R 2 IR TR R b O L LTERAL, £0M

FErEET T8 R L5 2 L3RS, Ly

LMo, BRI >TEIERIENIBROFT

MrEFECROHL S 2 BBEREAFEEE T,

DO —LICZ LV U ELOBESNETH S,

¥ 7z, PLED#HIZ, L.O.C. L x4L4TEI : ORI

EENE oo EPRCEL TEdTiEE

By, ZNOEADFEDRBWTE, HER

EEOEMTHSL.0.C.LY, ZOFLEHDE

BRSNS RRHLTENICES L Twa L5 Il

bhs,

L.O.C.13/RBROER, ERl, RL L BB

U2onTBH, INHEANERCEL TIRHER

W vivid BB THB LV T ENTE B, KE

INROBIRIHUATEI D85 D TFHE &S ikl

LTiR+aniaciahrolk, 20 L.O.C.

FERMLTEOFRCEL TA -V A T4 %

EETH D LiFvnEing, FRIEO [REED

EETE] OFHE VI FMED D & T, HBE

FELGBRTHE LR 5,

BB, RETHohIECMRPELDE L

WMDEI>WC% B,

1. BHEO L.O.COxEER LU THASH
DOIERLSRD o Tz, T HITIER & V> D B HIRE:
BERODLIZHARBR/ICEL>TRERDOZ
EEwz 3, EIFZ, RIHESLENIZIEAR
MRz p 5 Z EHRBL T3,

2. ®IRD L.O.C.IxEm, B, mHIc k> T
HERPZIL, ZOW, FHRIZEERMERL
Thnds i & 0 AMREIER 28 < B> TH Y,
ZOZERBREHeBEER DL DL ST,
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Summary

liness Coping Behavior and Locus of Control
in Chronically Il Children

Fumiya Obata Gi-ichi Misawa

An exploratory study was carried out to examine the relationships between illness coping
_behavior and lucus of control in chronically ill children. In research I, “Children’s Nowicki
-Strickland Internal-External Scale” was re-scaled with the data of 120 normal children.
Through the Good-Poor analysis and the examination of internal consistency, 18 items
children’s locus of control scale was developed. In research II, 88 chronically ill children were
investigated with the illness coping behavior rating scale and the locus of control scale
developped in research I . Chronically ill children were more external control than normal
children. Lucus of control in chronically ill children have significant relation with their age,
sex and illness. And in elder children, external control have significant relation to “withdrawal
from problem”. But the patterns of illness coping behavior were not influenced by locus of
control. it was suggested that locus of control have probability to be useful predictive variables
of inward type coping behavior, especially in elder children.

Key word: coping behavior, locus of control, chronically ill children
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