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U 2R ARl s ¢ el e Ageza Aty 27| gl Ad dAdw
2] 9| AlARE e B&/FEE FHCE AW tige] 22 & oM T3
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SEA2REA Mg Y A3

=

Fromm(1989)9] =& Uejxd, ofFz] FHalg
Au7u7t n FFT Ao &g 3t
I dvtn ¥R|EE, ofE #XE SEed A
o] gle Atetd 19 £yL e JduE
Hojupa] £ Zolt}. A1 Ay, 7Y, ¢ £
go| A7leelfe} HHE BA| R, w2 Y
o2 9448 7 gtk Ul 2, 2 7E9 A
Aolv AZ9o] B{7t wiEA]l 5& 579 £
£ HH38HA] ZerkBandura, 1982). 2HAE ¥
- Pt fEle e PRI AT ne/E
d 59 2e 3 Y T2 adoM ey
249 Ao F2 F4E 7M. oA B
2 =383 Bl E7etn dF W3 € 3
g =2 ool Zldd & nlAe AHE e
g o]f Fol| shto|t}t o] 7L AME QA
3 Bandura(1982, 1997)= 2719} BAE 4d &
7IHE A7]H- AlDself-referent thougho @ 3
3, o|& A2/xhn g5y e BAE
jAste F8 Weez ZHEsld dAFEyd
a9 dFe FEL 34 d7E WAL &
Y A|AsHoleke olgog de dFsE1
9)thBandura, 1997; Stajkovic & Luthans, 1988).

Bandura(1977, 1982, 1997)8] 3o WawH, 2
Aoy A zzr g2 4 78, L& 53
2oy AAute g e JHAA PFE FE3
ARE & glck Zle do digk FEF A4
oy} 27& M nk, HHS dF/rYstA| X
e A8 fee 44 ' F ded, ol A
718 AT ZE A|HE Aot AA 3 gFe
FAE vilshe AFAA AR 7158kA] Z3t
7] wjgojch.

Bt} FAHeR B =FdMe w=od 2l
o #E FE F 29 A4, 58, ¢ 2AE
AHEEhE A3 BRE 241 7iGself-confidence) o]

%‘
Eslaat ok &, z2klo] 7iAa e A4, F

g, 3 270E A3 43t 23 Y
e HFpiyd] HE Ao Alde] wiz
A7) B A self-efficacy)o|th. o]2{ A9 FF
o e Ade BEA dF 5o Ad, x¥o
7] 2 A& A4E A 5719 5
8-S u] A cHBandura, 1977, 1982, 1997).

A& B0, ofd A7t Hie] m&7|TAN
N2 oed WAL, 2xE F5EA dnt
52| oA AHlF- Hate] Aol zRiZe] gtk
A, 2 HAY PHE ARt AsstAY, F
&0 B FoM AEE &g A L5l A
£% Zlojtt. BE, o] Aol HEF FYE
71di8t7] olfh AR, A2 ool sl
Z ¥ e Aol U g HdE
el Z17e] =¥{E Zojn 1 FY uf$ &Y
& Zojrt. ARIZde] wif E3, M2 e
oln] oj&sirtH AbEstE QI Ao $eivt
UE & UAR, M ol2d EAI7F LAYstr g
T g8sA g1 a2 BAE 2 838 ¢ UE
Holth. o|2{g AdFo] wrEEY, 2 Ale A
oAA & 4& Aridas #4dE 2n =¥$
3 A & 4 dvke dukstd ZRlzhd kg
A7NEHE M & UE Aola, He e
gt d9 d9AME ¢ A UA & F
A& Zojrt

553 /9%4 A7) 857 A

EsH

ANEse] A9 R ¥y 54
19777F AE AL WG] A EeEVL 4

Bandura

D AIEFHE oA 712 AR olFez BYGh
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2015/

34 oo 4o g W5, AAH, XA 2
& HdHoz FHsl] “ojdl FHo FYPA
e d8d P& Adstn 2= A}
A9 Hgoll dig Bedp. 21" AHejHrt,

o2} 4 TUE "= 71Ae] g AY
A7 FAlstele BEe] A7lEFH] &2 A
ol EAJo|tkBandurs, 1986). Salomon(1984) 4l
3 A5 BN & AV|ETHE /M A}
@& dol oddn Azshe FAele Be
Ad =¥ FAYD e YgPe 453
T ogol ot AZste dAde x=¥HE 9
AP ¥ Guds Hive 2E ¥
ol A= FHA| grd Ui BHAY LS AP
B5e ZFol &EA(preparatory benefiy &
o oAl e, o FAlY] =Hde 1 oA ¢
BEE AN H 2 5o =Fo] 2 F U
(Bandura, 1982).

old HolA AVETHE ERE AU B
2 #AS Zeth AETH] ¥ A ¥
2 Al vlgiA BY =AM ERE HyE
Rolw, 1 B BAE HiA o B2 =¥E
FAst, ofd Aozt UYehdrigte 1 2H
t% eaFet ¥7] slA HAE AejtkBandurs,
1982; Latham & Locke, 1991),

ZId2M A7 Eeg: AIESES o=@
AN Ao g e e, i ¥
Aloll 7)the]tt. Olson, Roese, ¥ Zanna(1996)2
“Zli@ ofd Abefe] wief el g g

Bandura(1977, 1982, 1915 A2t A7 B3, #
N8, A EeRIY 59 o2 8o
E&stn ok mebA olelg folE Aeld] ¥
e EFol g71E wiedh 4oz A EF
e B Alasad vt dag, Yy
(general) HH57H& AwtElE(generalized) & 573
49

2 A|Esd: JiE, SELA Olwet AMXIEE] B0 AJAE

(beliefs about a future state of affairs)”o|™, 7|th&h
HAY Y Al EL e Jug B
& v g <Fsty] AAM AMEse ZlAlEn
atitt. ol2ig Zlde Ao AY HAHo R
FLEZle AT, RE FojiHo|AY B4
Hog WAy Zilsle etk e &
Aoz A9 7de REs s R $43)
3, AEs PRe dg3oz ongomy
Aol g AT &3 T Aol ol
o weby Jldie fele Eol APHez #F
B2 A, $2le) BFo] gk 23 FaA 7]
& she Folth

gE4 7lde #EA Jd: o @ g
g fole Y oA dAzes oo
74l HAo 2 ARgslo] gt dhte ZE3 7]
U (probabilistic expectancy)2A] 2R wlajo] thEh
A, £ A4 /3 7154)/E Econtingency
likelihood)& WERATE. Th& sl A 7o
(normative expectancy) 24 7HQlo] AA8 EE )
& AN =7le Rl A3 E ofn|
. 2y Hejdte YR d7EL $83
7l 2& 3ol Zdso] %3(Olson,
Roese, & Zanna, 1996), 7| E¥ A= A7 23
3 Agel AR A Aol i B
B A FAle, a2 Bas Agels fid
¥ = 08 UM #EF FHE /Rt o
714 &E3 7> 2 7ol odlA 19 g
e g gulojt}. olejdt #EH Jde
Vroom(1964)2] 7]l 91 7 Kexpecrany xvalence) ©] &
£ B3 AAH Frlolgog Agtsden, o
F Porterst Lawler(1968)9] A3t AAA QAR
A FwolA QI F71E dYdte A8 E
24 AR oA FHeM F8 FAR AT
g3 ]k
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A7\ Beda §3 AUAE: AR, AasH
€ Vroom(1964)2] 7|th o] 8¢] -3 7| th(E-P
expectancy; Vroom®| e AFolMe “7ld"g &
dehst ALt} A, AR 2R
A7F o229 x¥-FYrIdEcke o HE 9n
o Jidolck AA, F EE PG A
Z3& sh= o oMY Aejrt Ut =5
717t shte] e Y ERel tig 7o
€ OFve v 2R o 8
Foll th 7|E ek ®3 FeEe &
A9 s et g FHX AR, w753
ZIde 2] =3 i 4F HE/5H R 0]
ot t&o] 2P| EFHE FF £ s
ZRog HrHA, w¥.-Pride FF &
ol gt Yrkx] A AlTte] HYKGis,
1987).

EAZ, WE oA & w, =F-537udd
“wEo] ofd AR Z & Ao it Y3/
o2 olojd Zojge A UE F7H &
B0tk ¥ -F7Ido e siRle] ©A] &Rl
o =¥ FEHE FAE F Utk A, 2]
E5HE JiQle] ol 3 A S & 3§
7] &) FYde X8 84 - d & Bof, 3HeA
(adaptability), R} (resourcefulness), B-2§F %
£ME ZHste FY, 4A AME 847K
(Bandura, 1997) - & ¥dhe ZTHAH side]s] o
o] tKLatham & Locke, 1991).

AT, 2p7] ARAle] bR, FeAdel Wi A
REAQL A H(affective) H7E2A THQ1LR2A A
Aol N B A =rexld] A Mgl
ApotEF Hself-esteem)®}  Ap7|AFHE thad
(Brockner, 1988; Gardner & Pierce, 1998 #1).
AHO 2, Chen, Gully, ¥ Eden(2001)2 Yukx =z}
7187l AotEFAT w& AHr=71~75)
§ Holz|Rh AolEFETt Uvty 2| AFH

=
-
P

ol $712 8ABEAIYH Y, A&/ 4
ol o & BT 4wty ] #Hile &
Holl disfre AolEFzde] duty A7Ae
Hoh o & ARE B aoksiabd, by
A7V B57HE A9 FEel g duty Holz
M E71A(motivational) 7W'delx, AelEFHE
A Fhajel thet dubE HrteA FAFH )
dolghe FAM F d o)zt drl(udge,
Bono, & Locke, 2000; Judge, Locke, Durham, &
Kluger, 1998).

oiAgte 2, vk 27| Aee vl 3l
3] vleh= 4S(desired level of future performance)
< vl ¥R 9] FF(level of aspiration)} T
dslojol gt} Yntdog ¥RLZo vhh ¥
AHolA] Y& ¥ EFE A3 Olson, Roese,
& Zanna) WM ERFELS A9 Aoz
AT AASAT, derd ArjasHe ol%
Aofigt gFol FAs veld el FEo
e duky Aldolal 7l 2A Bt A Heln
ik £8& & o 3% Rojth

oMz AFd FEolAR, duty 27|
Es#e dud 5784 BE48ey #
d4o]l w4 B3 Ha Yz, H2de 444
(conscientiousness)Z} A% F7|(Chen, Gully, Eden,
2000), 855 HA| B4 (learning goal orientation) &
o MdHE & BEAYol Y5HUrKChen,
Gully, Whiteman, & Kilcullen, 2000). ©]2igt &
vEY L Ha guky zrEFHe] AFHe
7PhE B4 HAYE AlAEE Ut} Eden(1988,
23 ol HYsld A AlaSUE
F7188 23 Ael(proximal stae)o] 3, YWHA 2}
718F5HE V18 97 deldisal stae) TE
E(rainol2tn Aol & =3t

A718%3 %9, R A o)¥R, A
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2e A7 EFdel HEFY dEgE viAe
g Wdo)rle AT, /YT WAL ohy
o} ghof ulhRG o] Yo FH e Y
8% =7zt REI, Jldle ARl
Hite Aol AANE & 42 v ¢
U Aok e A7oN FEL AT
3 Fel disiy EYAA dEHE g
(Locke et al, 1984). HEgh AJFe] vt glow
AT FSle YER 183 & ¢ 2R &
A7Kincentive)7t 9171 WEoll, AUl &z ¥
7347} ©thBandura, 1977). 7]X old de] &
A7HE Bandura(1977, 199708 A 7| HEFE =A|
3 =elghz gt webd A 2Uxn
A QAT o Ar|aside o
| FF #5E & AYA, 2% P5L 3§
71 913 ol F=el x¥E EXAFE AUA, 2
23 drht A&H oz a1y =3¥E E ZUA
o] 8.3 2 AN ANdeterminant)7} E T}
AF7HA e =9 g s, AR
o2l gEo] e DA Hinery FHR|To] op
2}, 21%3 58 (operative capabilities)ol] HEF 27
H72AM AREY %, 189 Alnd|, 44
o] AAA g7t 4L n|Fot. o]FX =}
7RSS A7 d9 A9 BE FRoAM &
gloA FaL niR|7] R, A7 EFHA ol
g ARE NNA #de Y%, AAMAE, dAF
o] 2 AFNE Y@} olF A
B /IR1Y AHA 4374E, Bl 4%
of e Y, Felot 2L Adojy 4
5 ¢ model 839 # Al3A HS(Gis,
1997), 2 Aeld Mz 2L AAAE oF
T 71 93 oM F2 B4, o]F 1
dxel 7iQlA Zadys =¥ F4 9 o
& G R 17] QA wigele 244/
£7lo] 98- v tkBandura, 1977, 1986; Locke

2N AP |BEsd: NE, BYLE 0wt ANXRLE] &M AJAY

& Latham, 1991).

ANAFHd A A A FAHoR
Bandura(1977, 1997y AZ1ESZ 7id+ theg
Al 7ER| 2R - (1) 271ERIS Hlag daE
A FF R 32l 9% magnitude or level), (2) 7
Rl RHHE Atls 2EHA: suength),
(3) A=A B Ade WAHEA:
generality) - oA B3-S UHE & goin B
At o] Al 7B A 1 ol wet o] F £
go| d2A Y%L wAh e dFEe
dTE0 FE2 A 7ide 279 A=
o F 7K et FEEKTipron &
Worthington, 1984). &2, A%9] <H7XBandura,
Adams, Hardy, & Rogers, 1980)%t0] 7] &% 7+
o PRI E AFARAch o dPdMe 2|
g WsA77] A8iM, JDX] S(prepararory
group  session)® AL Y(field  mastery
experiences)?] F 7FA] WP{o] ALEEHUCH AR
T YR AASEAEE A A
23 fARE FEA A8 SoMe Arial
€9 UA #Fe Bl HFrh o|& Bl
3 FuoMel 24P o2RE ¥5HE A&
FHol ArudA o] 2 KA FRelx Yut
Beacke 282 dE & UG a2y o] &
T BEAdo] % A8l o A EFH
ditErbed & AFE Aol WMol w2
fFAle M AFHde ARyl Aot
(Tipton & Worthington, 1984).

Qs xp|as2t
Qe AAEEAS Ho L AN 54

Bandura®} 19 FEE°] 483 - HBandura,
Adams, Hardy, & Rogers, 1980)] wi2® 27| &%
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SR MRIR A MY YW A

el gutst shede ax] AzAdyel e
Hl2E T4 ZS g dolMnt shseith
Ay ol2fd A7 ABE oM, ArlEFHY
ditsrbs g e oS gsled, A |asde o
RHd wlo g sidslgt Al= b vhEtTE Sherer
(1982 S3E sido] ohd Uutatg A
o2M A E%HE Mdslshe Ro] 7bssitt
1 B3, dRky A7 EEE Hxe A 4 g
B3 ATE YAt 289 dpd way,
Y 21718 %5 Wgeneral self-efficacy) “4te] o
8 dHellxe] et Aea Ao BYeS B
3 MZE AlM A s duiste 7y
(general sense of expectations)Sherer, et al, p. 664)"
2A Hold £ 9lth. Hoh HFe| AHEden,
1988, in press; Gardner & Pierce, 1998)l] 23},
by A7 BT TR A3 gl 4
Hog #4% £ glvke zlle A¥kHel Y
of th¥ F7]E(motivational) AlF o 22X, Alo]dt
Ao FE 2Ysld Grh ERAH ez S8
& deAd dais gehd FAstn e
o Y& F4E Fxol}.

Uty A AsHe] ¥ ARES oWy
A EL FRANE 217 A gEE, 2}
Aol A€ ztm B 2 A el
TEE A%E ¥ # dvkn et gy 9
oA ¥ W1 2L APoME B} A
FHLE AL I =§ g g
d= 7ol Hon By FHHez AFE
AYst we] EAFe g3 dgE @
(Eden, 1988; Chen, Gully, & Eden, 2001 & 3).

A7\ 8%3e] AdH HEgs L PR &
Rt Sherer 519829 YukH 7| A%l Mds
€ YA TepAid, w&H e 5 g9
FPE Ao 082 AH 27 % AY fF

43 e ¥4E 37 dutd Aplasde
&4slein stdck 2o Be A, o059 o
TE ANEFHE &9 Aol AAAM 2 H
€ 44des dsgcks e8E 2o 3l
ot olst BAste] Woodruffel Cashman(1993)&
A7\ B3 Ndel BEEE Assich 289
a2y A7 Eee A H ek efficacy), o
o A5 %domain efficacy), ¥ LA & %5 7Hgeneral
efficacy)®] A 7HA 2 FRE 5 Slok
AL old 54 Ao g vy
g «9 Zgol 2 Ao dF A EST
71l Zledgickn Eoh 2y Bandura(1977)%
olZigt AA-BFH Ffiel 1 A A me
ozl 1 At dzFbAe] e thE
% dutshA4d F dctm Bk} o) ¢
8, 2& “o"d HEPEL vx ¥ &9
(mastery) 7|THE fEAIFIAT, & T8 HAYEL
E5Y AR FUE doldA Bl gwkatd &
e BEYYded £ uthn HkrKBandura,
1977, p. 84-85). H}2 o]zlo] A F7tel 7|
< IRE & @AMzt it FHHes
Woodruff®} Cashman(1993, pd3E “JdH i e
43 gaiAgdo] 2 HAEd de x¥Y &%
% % B(combining efficacy information about related
types of tasks)”2tT. BSkth HF 15 o]y o
AAFHE ol ARl A Atspiricual) F,
EF BB @hleric) 742 T3Fshe Yuka %70
‘AR oJnje] UukA F s 7Zherue general efficacy)”
olgtn H3trh o]Ee] Ay ulg o9 7t
4 &R WHECElF =oE)E AT, a5
71432 Sherer §(1982)2] Uwka Fs7tol oheh
Hx 77 &R 2§ 9 A Fwoleke ¥R
ST FAdomain)2] e ohFn ke
ARE BoM AR SUY Yulsd R e
Mdel BFE Hgog ANegcke Hojrt

A
NE
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20I% / YA AT|asd: Hd. ZFLA 0fFret UXX MR

554 2 43 Arlaeste] #4¥y: o
el =98 EUR fElv 544 Arlasya
UREY 27| 857 vlmeld AHelg gart 9l
o 4, SR ARl 43 HA-EF
opA|wt, iAo e Fsudgol
AAE 99 Alelold Zgdke AN o

°1| th gt A}4l7bo]thBandura et al, 1982; Tipton

Worthington, 1984). 3}x|%t, dukd 27| H%%
—?: FEBHAgol FaAU A9 fle FAE A

]

011‘ e
fo r
ol

oM E FAHE Yutstd 2l FFel dig
Apalzhol thiSherer et al., 1982).
ERME, Bandura(1997)2] E43 A7]|E %7 0]

EAHQA FAAoA ELAE et YA
A7 EF7E 453A %2 M2E FAM &
B4 (preparatory benefiyd Zberh wEbd Yk

5ol g Ag

Qe He 544
Alasg | " Az
x i
2E 473} 5% T4 29
Aol i 473} Alsjel
A1 e #7171

BHo| AlAE

A7\ B53e] CFElRTE Wel7] A% A7)
ghef m@Atol A et HAEE, 1 dre ¢
BhA 27|83 E4d AvdE EEW AT
g & 4 Atk £F 554 B o
FEE Wil7l fY A7 HPAA A A
2% FAE AN AR EH EEo
(Lacham & Locke, 1991). Y¥HA A7) E%7HE o]
A Ade] e FUEhe AL oA Agel 8l
© MEE 48 57 o f43H 7HAlT B
o}z 4 gl 2l A T g dutstd
Adelztn @ & Ut A2 2% AFAFE
1984; Shelton, 1990;
Gardner & Pierce, 1998 %) YnbA ZP?]EF
ol N2E ZL ofuldt oM FY&

Bgabed ARAHQ Wi ¥ldFn il‘:}.

(Tipton & Worthington,

Bae 9%
Aol et
a3
--------------- NERERERR: }
Qe wge | '
2% 9t 2154

e} o] gFAo|x, 2Rl
AeA AJSE Uty N

| EEgel F4

nhe} n-2jo] Alsjatm, 10|
Aol A ks .

A EEH A

J7 1. ey XpasH 54 X0 EEde] ol8H A ZA|(Shelton, 1990)
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a8l

gl ZX|

iy

e SEA] MY

ol9} Fste] JerusalemT} Schwarzer(1992)& “H|
E 3% wislel gAY g4 X AN e
F2 A7 8% 55 A daHAT,
e A7 dYolMe 27| BeHe] ¥uE 33
27} ¥ {E £= YchSchwarzer, 1992, p.84)”
I =8sla Yok

ol dat BAs] wixizte g, 7jQle] of| A}
28 8l A5HEATE, AWy A AT
AiEe giAn, S48 Ar|AsHe] En
o & 44ge /A 8o Bo FAFeR
Shelron(1990)2 29l =23td AWy 1 #
2% 53 vty A ARy 543 AE
e BAEE 2 A%dFn Ao a2 o4
FY& Fol Slo] Y A EFHE T
Y37 FA¥ E53 A a5 43S A
o, 2 g A e oy A JF
& vtk 8¢ HF A% ATHe oA F 7L
A A EER BF 9%E A &R
(feedback)?} ®T}. ThA] T3l ol Algto] o}
g} & Zod o UF AAE Foiigdrt
W, 223 A Y Ade FEHE 73
Ho|E F&7]9 BAY 99 T2 S+3 A
Z54E 53 o8 A%H Az g§ £F
9 Ad, x¥o| F Hel %S A, 1A/
oAl Uk 27| B Pt 3T A
o] 7]1Z(poohel] HAAT,

7| EsHD 27|

A7\ 85343 49719 Ad# v Bandura
(1977, 1986, 19H% &EF 7|7} A F71
g %o Fasithe AE AY-AAH 2¥E
B8 AMAAE. 19 o] el AL T}
sl ol2iF FEF slde “AIEFHCI
o “A @7 Houtcome expectancy)”®] F ©]&

ﬂﬂ};w+%% ----- -------- CEE!
o L aan
L meuy
x5 EE!
710y 7o)

J8 2. A|ESY 7t Mool 2A| T4

o8 Jepdtt 27| B%H Zide oW 4#E
Agsled 2% %S JTHE £ &
dtke Ald/ZIdnz, daidie tod #Fo|
old AFE F=¥ Holzke AL FH/7IH”
2 3] geld # sk 24Aad 2 3B
o2 HtE o, A|ESHE dF ojdd HA
stz Aprlde #F olFd ATt iy
A7 B AZ(forethoughy), 271l ¥4
(afterthoughn)ol et 28 =+ Ut

FAHo g, Arlde “old xH9 4 7t
5 (possibility of improvement of a condition)” 2%
ol Fo] ofH uEAF AL op|¥ Ao
g #este F8A 715 dGubjective possibility)
£ vehdch Adairidie] & FH A7E ¥
(perceived dangen 2 olW YFo] Held XL B
214 slgte A7 oplE Foleke Adelt
(Beck, 1976). Beck(1976)& I YHzIEAA 2E0]
ojW IAE e B HNE # e HEL
Ane] 7 & A dozn ol 4%
pit=g

ANEsAH AAride] A4 A7
g A7l asd7Ide B8 dd4E A 7
Felojziol & sigolct. eivksld 7iIEL of
W BT Jde #BEo 5T H4HE /A
ethn BE § U, wef 280 1% 3
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2015/

L Y £ dertd dEAd g48ga
F, ZAo] ok @ A3rido] i 3
e g% 988 E vAx Rar] ol
(Bandura, 1977). ©]& Hol| n|3o] & o, Au}r)
e A71EFZE 71Uz A58 99 g5 9
FE uA £ Qe 21H Wdejth

AT, 22 AFEL Yzl A ES
Z1de =¥Hez A5 4 Uckn RBSdh
Maddux, Sherer ¥ Rodgers(1982)%- A7) E%7 7)
et A7zt SHAEQ Aolr] Wi, o] ¥
7k Z1di7t Edze vlAle d¥E EHHY
Aolghe 7Md& 4¥E 53 FHdd 1 o
AB/AE ZAAAFE “broken-record” 71l T
0 e B L B B S R-To o - od g | 2 R
a 7o BRI 23hel oA 2]
A 71 {9 £Ha, A, A A4FnE
£ B8 A¥AY AR 7k E A2
FE& 238k 28 o, 1 7PHe AHge
ZEFAE Sl el 143 A2 FAEA
ATt AAH R o4y A5 B AWK
72 71d 9 Aapidie 232 25 {3k
FHHoE, AIride PExol FsA 3
A %L nAAY, AlEFE Jde 8%
oo FAQ W] d%E F= AP B

E 1. Uy X@o] ME X2 EsH 4y

2 A |EEE N, FEBA 0l%et UMXIAHLR| BHS| AIAY

WA FrelF AHE Holx] Yutt EF F
Z1izke] AEarg-e fofsRl gk = A
H71h7b 22 SEAE $e Ao vlg) o
718l Abgel dig AprlEsAel o Utk A
H7idhe] A7 Eeel dig Bape ArlEsE
o] ¥& RURT P& zAHNM EUTh o] &
T& %3 Maddux 519822 85259 of X0
Aol A7 EF3 ZINET izt o 28
d ¢ Uths 2E8E AH2HA UFn dxg,
a2E9 ARAY A7 HFH] PEel S vl
Azldle AztE Aol w9 Wty HEY
T Utk oA D), A7lEFHE oS- A
ARgE o = HAHY FAAN 5o
YL A B 714 Y Roltt. B &o|, F&
Hle] A 3Fo] ohd yFojmolqithe AT
HE g5 Folof @it ‘

43719l At - AT AT E5Hol
durgE Fo|, Aaridz dutzld £ Sled,
3R] & A IFA Ade HuFeoict
SR (optimismye “FAHHOZ Yutzld A3
7Vh" 2. Scheier®} Carver(1985; Scheier, Matthews,
Owens, Magovern, Lefebvre, Abbott, & Carver, 1989)
of fgiA MdsEUt GRFele FFH A

A7 B3

cEdl

&FA) A\ ass

A7

9 3% oW 4hE VFshed BAE ¥ oln WFol o YAE AEY A
4 ERAN BT 4%AcE £U¥ & Ak ol A A¥ED
o ATCED

QA A7) a7 GeFel
H e A%e 298 ol ARINE I ol Yg SE YwHoz
U Qud g "ad 958 ¥3¥ez 9% FE 2uE AU olze A

% gicke 419
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gtmalelstax): Ay 3 24

Ipositive thinking) 2, 2F4le] gtol|A] oW A&
e Yditdoz & ZAE AYY AHolzgke
Adeltt B8 outy 2 gs3ta daFde
Mz #dd JhdolAe, F g e di g
HollA FEEojof FhE 1 FE). ol digiA
SHAQ NS A AAE fdstr] AsiA
TEHY ¥t dda BA] gett ik, o
B3 A7 EF3e] e AlEe Al g%5E
A 2HA ZAnE #LE + Utz B
HuFely dukd 2| Esdelv Uddegs
TAA AIAE A7l W&o, F A Aol
My drpztel @Yol EAPC v 3
A At HEEHARE ol tEr] w i,
F e BREAgL A ¥E AolthSpeier &
Frese, 1997).

G@Foe 2E# A A (coping), FA A%
Y AAE A7 dig A7e] F8 olfoltt
(Scheier & Carver, 1985). @AI7IA|e] BE ATFE
& F2 A543 Ad 9 AlEsH
Al iy ZFxsgot s, 2o Yk}
® dQl A& (dispositional) Tl 37
Uery A7) A% 2 vl ek it
F718  d77F #"esin  shalckSchwarzer,
1992). &, 9ollA =2¥ Maddux 5(1982)°] o
A-574 B 4377t g xd
nAle 9%E DAY, & dutslE
A7\ Be dRFrt od A% £ FHA|
TREH T vAe FE A7E et
At

.
w

EFHANA A7 B 489 ol%

548 AZnsae 1e7Y 2 39 ¥
e AE5AT AAINE ol9A HY 5

derk 9A AZ|EEHe] FF sd =3
712 Pt} Bandura(1982)F PIAEAMA HI2E
MRSl APET Qe B oM dolE,
Bie, 282 {84 Ao ookt e
e HAES Ik AV ETH H=E 0¥
gl A AAEAE APREL AHle] Bt
7ol & & e HAAET 1 A FY=E B
Ak SRl &, A REA7Ide of| A
& 7] % 9l 2AE £ HAE A4
ol ol A= # FYY « Udn AHse &
E A%, & AAZNHconfidence) HEE A A
deg 24dEc FAHos W, &3stna
she Y490lA 7hed Be 3%E £33 o
A Y5 dolx, ERT 5o aeoM FF
3 gt oY oS HEAR S F 2] &
F e YT AHFE 27)hE sta A
¥ %59 FYrheAd ug #HNEEE B
Al&HAl ek Bandura(1977, 1982)¢ E3] “E34 3}
B 2717 (particularized  self-concep) 224 %
e Foz Al Ze %A #7(ituational
circumstances)ol] Wi} W= Aoz FHAQ
Alomnibus tes) 2 SR EE EBZAQ Ajgo] o}
V(Bandura, 1982, p.124)"2tm B.Sith olgjgk =}
Z18FRY uAld Hae AHe Arase
PRt X5 2 £5, o8 B
Zre] E HAM2 ukgo dis] Bo o] Awd
d&& & 4 slvke 3ot

Schwarzer(1992, 19932 APZ|1ESZ7Id ¢t A3t
7IHE FE3 =& FS(help intentions)
o] BAE AFetHM, F oAdY &4 24
ot 19 =elo] wWad, A EFH
¥ e JEHeE U E ~ A, U
~& FYY & ddtn FAgcold, A
Zide H¥Hoz “xief~, a8H ~olt}
(if-then mannen”e]t}. 7 9o welr] a7 the

2

fr do o
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20l / LU AP sZ HE. ZYRE 0l7ret QXXIRIRR| HHO| AlAIY

“EA” o]d BREuE Fa A7) wj o] “of
® zo] FAE st dvht 8 R B
7P(How likely is it that the condition will
improve?)”$} o] FAE £ thp. 72).

ANZ Bz FYsir] dade 58 &
e FEge opet Azt AplaTHY F
Tlevel), 7FE(strength), R U ¥Hd(generality)2] 2}
A F4o] 7€ =& FH9 B4 &
g Jab7] f3A, #AA 3 62 FHMe] opd
F&8] o|Hel FA = ojof Firt TG FHAlol ¢
&37] Aol YR o2 A|AFRE 2T
A& 9v] gl ZAo|thlatham & Locke, 1991). 4
A2 Earlay®} Lituchy(1991)2] Yo 4 4+ 2
F At AIEEHe] 32 YAKfise order)
FEE BAAT, R o8 AFd SES 9
oA 3ol thal Rl MYH FRE #A 2
gk e 22 Wete] Wood9 Locke(1987)9
AFAM e A7 B3 o FEL EHe 9
g FE2 dolA e gich Earay$} Lituchy(1991)
o AFoA A EeHe] FEo] FeldA] ZH
d 7Fsd olfre AHEE A7 BgE B
Patn, @A 5 Wel A4 Alg F AVIEF
7ol &3S Ao|thLatham & Locke, 1991).
Bandura(1982)= APZ| &7 F3o] wtzAl
TEHAA D e dgel 2A A= HAG
ARl EAslojof drtn FgsAh ukehd
Bandura(1977, 1982, 1986. 1997) ©]&|gt p|AlH
HEE B¢ AWETE SHol P R 2 &
ol i £ <32 AFE 4 Udkn E3HY)
wj Folch

Uty A7 B3 W8T Nk A
Esde &2 1 3xe A4S Fu AR
o ALY Hajrt Uk 4dwd ApAFHE
A& Ndststn Aol dHM B

g %

B}t Sherer §11982, 1983)2] AT ¥ TR Eo
A7 A Tipton & Worthington, 1984; Schwarzer,
1992, 1993; Chen, Gully, & Eden, 200D)E-& Yut
A A7\ B2 49 B8 9490 F4d 5 3
v ditsld RYe g FAdof stk 3%
1L, Shelon(1990)%] AT Bandura(1977, 1982)2]
544 153 Mdel Jzsid ge] 74
2ol Ao A EEEe £ /M & Bol X
gAAk gokn Ha %A Aale] 3z E 3
g8ttt

aEAI%E, 100709 B-& Bl bkt se A
Hol Mo 7| H5HE EFFoeN duky 2]
Z1EEHE =g 7YY Shelon(1990)9] W
42 & 7HH A(pasimony)¥} &) W3}
49 AL AZA7In Uk vt Atw
A Aol dept tiefslny, we] wWslsia gl
on, & duht o] M2 AJ3Eo] wrEolA|
2 Slevk £% a3E o 2P £ §
gogtr REEA RET HAZ, $2lE o
W e, £ F/Y 594 AIESH Ax

£ 7K1 Sl

U A7) Kg3e] EH/ebdst: Sherer 5
(1982, 19832 AW 27| ez #ds e o
g FUNAEAAR, AL FA, A A v
A, Aot Bk, A RFA, AEADTY] 4
ATE BN 2 PHETEE Rl g4
gh ol #dAel i dFL vt FEYc
EAHBEE 787] A8 AHRE EAER 1§
T, Hads, 83 oF, FdMY HF AF
TolUA, ol e AZEPFUEAR AMREHE
A&7} olu] Az HAQ B4 L dEEHTY
(concurrent validity)e] 22, Bo} AA)A v & 7}
2 7 e vy FHE dSdhe FHAY

o ZEVF E(predictive  validity)t> 283 8H38}A
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BRY2IBBA: MY W AN

Rk =g, o]Eo] AMRE MYPAEL ¥2E
5 Zdde aAEEA dYPAEAM YA
7 gutsirleAdel A7 ddn Btk &
o] 0|59 ERde d¥Hd 2EFH H=Y
WEEIZ TS #Ed A7 gtk ol Fo ApA
3] =S AR T, WREIFET T8 FEEA
2% AdeelMe] 74 EL2 EAstFEC di
e A% ARHE Zeth Az Ae
£ AIRHA Aol Befle] AF s} opd,
WA d@ AFtE Ad3z2 AN s
Aol Ak

Tipon®} Worthington(1984)2] d++ AWty z}
7|E% el T2 Atgol & Al vlE] A
o] o)&dhx] gL o uiety WA A &
3 U718 e A7)-Z A (self-determination) A of]
A o eHESt A&IHYD, Aol £ E
date 127 o ), =J Fo7), AF 7
291709 85 FEE FHske AI-Ad
(self-controh) FAME o 2 BEEA 3xE
BlogHd oty Ar|EFHY dEEY:E
pieasiing

T3 Eden?} Kinna(191)e Y¥HA A7 He3
o] & Aol & gl A FolM o & A
HEE BAtE A& En3Ar}. Eden¥} Aviram
(19932 FAEFH AHPN g Ity 2
A E& FAAI7] f8lA 25 el 71t F

2) o] AFolA ALgE Uuky AV EFHE Sherer F
(1982)8] A7oM ALGE YA 2P A% A
o] Wicto 2, m& 9 HYAY FolMn I
slo] e Zo|t}h. olF EoolM Sherer F
(1982)0] A Uwkd a7 HEd 7Hdo] o8
Zwol|A vl BED], Schwarzer B Chen, Gully
Eden 52 M2 4vty 2prl&e3 Az s
% b3 A7 ek web gukd 2prlA
S0 253w Axo FE 77HE B8 SR04
A o AlE AR YWAE AR
Adae d3dcke AE vy 4HESG g

ok FHE AAFs T, ¥ A Unty 2]
Begol =AU, Iy 27| Egzto] FA
ARES 737 BEE =S o g8 8t
Ak BA|RE ool & duvry AFPE R
APEET B Alghe] o] FHE BAA O 2
AHYEE RACh ©]+ Brocknen(1988)2] ©& A
(plasticity) 7Hd 3} x| gtct ohA] waf, @e Ayt
A A7 EsE 7P ARG & 9ty z
718sE 71 Al B A A 9
Ho| o8kl ¥ dF%E weth e YUy
ANEFHE ALY Ao FHE Udle
At sl tisiA EHEQ WA FH A
o2 g g g2 4ukd AplEF
& M Algtel B3 aplaede 3 F
o] A& B F ¥AHA dethe HHE 3
o & e 9v A BedE R ARG
E R oy A EFRE VR AR oY
o8 E4A A ETHE AT 2 sk A
$ol F¥9 A3/t o ERT, Edend 29| F
B¥ o7 W A AH(Eden & Aviram, 1993;
Eden & Kinnar, 1991; Eden & Zuk, 1995)0A] ©]&
FRsac

ol¢} tjEo] e BE APMFerrari & Parker,
1992; Mueller, 1992; Chen, Gully, & Eden, 2001 %t
e 9utA Ar|aEide] e Ay 9%
#7180k 543 RS A e 48
€ ke Shelon] o]YEH /M-S HAFHo2
AZ8F 3 3ok Chen 5200109 AFE HEHY
& LR Aol F3E ANy 2 EF7e]
olFel & 10714 A #A H54 AR
35 7HLucas, Wanberg, & Zytowski, 1997 220l o
A feT dFgH(P=15~43)°] ULL FH3}
Aok ole YWk AprlEFHo] #3o e #

259 A ois zdsle A AAYEH
A ZA=gUth



201/

€ AHEAREY E44 Arlasde 5o ¢
o dis) e FHEHR} o FL AAbEE
Rolt}.

Sherer 5(1982, 1983) ¥ tl& A|ASH =
(Shelton, 1990)8 7HE & o] A7AE E-2 Sherer
(19829 HEg FNF OhE ATAS(Woodruff
& Cashman, 1993)2 P71 H%F3L A7|A57e
Al &<, FAle =AA4, 3o 9 A4S
ke /ideg st a8d AE%
el 872 E EIH 8¥A S BN A%
A& A= L HE A THBosscher & Smit, 1998).

dety 27| gy FAF T AFeE =2
8] mlulsied, Zotdw} Y2199 thetA 3
©e ez 9y ArlEs Ax g o
T7F 7HEE ol 159 dwry Aprlas
Az T2 Sherer 5(1982)9] AT PAHC} &
BE ZgE Bolm Utk AW, 289 dF:
71E B3 A AeEY A A i A
F M3 Y7 ©E A8l gad
Y2 kol o AWM A, F71, A
2 A9y A g A AHE sFe 1 AT
) A71Z2AEFZ 3) BAGel: Mok 3
4878 3ol A 712 A8l Haslgt 4
Hx 4 4 wAEdsE 5 MFE #3F 3
N Bz FAY 289 Fx9 Z 7489
< 800)%el Ee A dAYE Rt x3
WAEFGEE o] M9 487) Fate] FAE S9EA
A3E B3, A £ WES AvEd, 3
Aol M, =3e] o A& A 2 A}
ol U3 Awd MEdYE ¢ + Utk =7
Az gQlez /9 1374 #9110 £
HE 3l 289 AxdMe AN 1070 F 9
N F&ho] GahH(reversecoding) FHUE B F
Aed, ol ANz 83 P HaA Fito
BAA 47t AAHCE U9 7HsAES B

S A7 aEd 0, ZALEH oot UMXIBRE| BHO| AIAH

g T e FEoitk

N2E A7 &% A% AWerds): o
& 7189 A7 BHo] dheiM Chen, Gully, ¥
Eden200D€ H|BAH Az sHAlm pEeie
ATE FYsiAct. 21859 Ao upzw gu
A AZ|AFHE Bandura(1997)8] B4 7&K
e AlEe dol29 HA/EE AE, w9
9 FY, A& digd AE #Mpost hoc
interpretation) 2.2 g3} HA:, ol E g
& Ed2 F% gl 7AH Hoh weld
duty ZA7|As7Y ElREE d7E dATE9
Bl PAHERE 3 8Rl7xE Arlasite A
ztelel digh AME Sl B8 AE3tE 9%
SEIFEY] 24 0o Uutals)r] YETE A
FHolt}. ol &9 W4 TAol AEH el
W 8QlENel 1 ARE TANEE adz
Ar&dl= “Garbage in, Garbage out”®] @89}
7R otk

ol2}g o|KZ Chen F(200) YRHA 2R
R A2 A=Y AL AR HA
Chen?} Gullye M2E 8L 71€8] 98,
UNHH A7 HF7T @AY o] B(Eden, 1988, &
& WYs| HEsgn 28 F He 7
Hog Mdste YA xr|EFHe Heno]

3) Eden(1988, Z3t5)ll waW Awky 2| EFys
B3 A Esd 2% od vk 4HE 43
ataat she AR FEel Ui Ald(beliefs abour
one's ability to achieve desired ourcome) 2. 2A, F 73
< AF doe ZFYEe F8 wgdd o, &
T3 A7 AFHE HHT BF d96M FHE
A3 Ao AYd oM AgHer HLE,
deta A |EFERe &9 RE 99qdM &3E
AE3 Ao B oaix HeEcth A o
W A7 BEge Aoz Bx|qh B3 ¢4

B3 AIESHE 28 ¢ den, 2 vy A

F& 7bssit mebd, § oge @ile] sHe F

8) dHe] WY (generality B specificity)?] ZH oA
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=1}
ES

BRNEIEER]: MY Y A

FHEE EYPHoF 7oA sole] Fag
Eck 2 ¥ 53g3oe vE B2¥E A F
ol o] RojA G FEE £HE T, 9|
7b BEA e BE, 9t A aste )
galel A gy ¥E2 AASAG A WA
Q] Edeno] Aj2o] frEojzl FahEo| ity
A7 B57te] o] uuisle 1 YAA, B9
&, FEE o M FEsAG ol
AE AMA 109 N2E E¥o] TECAL,
o]l Chend} Gully(1997)7} 7W'st 7883} &
HA & 1488 FAE ol2E 4wty =
718 Axe 31699 oty EEE dide
2 A zAE7] AR A A =1A4, $T3A
ot A ZFe]=2A14, wix2 7Fel=3A1%)e] A
HA 5A Likerr =2 Y[ 282 AF
Ao g g SAEI g HYE slold 3
ol7} 91&2 MANOVAR FH3itt M=2o] %
AE 9t 2R 4EYTY B Byt
F5, 8QK8lAPfactor loading)E AlA¥e}1, o]
g EUE AY Moz FEso A5
2% 490 Ay d%E FA 4L EYE &

t2tt E43 A7 BEe B4 994 aple
el dig ddog AFsin, Yy 2| H%H
& AWEo R RE JHNN FFP AT, F
MNEe& AEAQ ez M n M gddoMe
e AZlasEe A8 4 glenz oy
A7 EFzol 25, 1 49l d&HALE §
A 27|l o s AFE "ok v
Ho g F g 2T AFH Tl 9%E njAA
ok B4 2P |asde 2o 44 v 5 sln
7RAAQ 2 5714 Ael(proximal motivational state)
olm, AWty 7| AFE A WA o= 93
%713 E2J(distal motivational traityo]Th Wy ofwl
Afole dutd ap|Asde] B3 Aplasy
9] &4E oA ole) Y4E dAPIE &
t} oleidt Adalel A, doidt A} 4B
£ Y3k AFHoR YT 4 e s
Al dupt gista SleRl, o AdEe A=s) 9y
A A7) &F7el

QAT HFHon Foho <M g, 89
RaAg, FYF AHE nedle HEFHoF 8
TRt A9t F482084 ZHa, olxg
sEae] i dUegl e HAw A A
o A A€ o] 3z WA dBY AFe
Z 83 ¥34rho=87, 88 and 85 respectively). 8%
ate] HARANAAL AT row 20=65, rost 34
=066, raz ww=62°1A}. F, A2o] Ed
AutA 27| A HEvw oo F438] 7vkE
F v A Yuni-dimensional)o} ¥, WA o2 B4
A3, Azt ez kAot o] AEE HF
gto] ohzt o]AetdelME o]He] Sherer
(1982°] EQl A3 AR Azxu 744 ¢
FHEZ RS o2 WM FARIAY 8Atd 2
#g Bo FU

=

<]

4 HAIdde 2ddz Exe o §7) st
of 4EH AGE A AR

1.1 will be able to achieve most of the goals that | bave set
Jor myelf. (e W7F 222 AE A58 EEE
24¥ + drh

2. When facing difficult tasks, | am ceriain that | will
aomplish them. (121 E ol FHHPE W, Y= 2
A& AHY & Ada FUeh

3. In general, | think that 1 can obtain outcome that are
important 1o me. (AR SR e W7} F24] 3t
AE d& F9 sivkn AZ4Pch

4. 1 believe | can suceed ar most any endeavor to which 1 set
in my mind. (Vb PHEELE T =F{F VL0
H, 5 YolE 438 # Adan Meth

5. 1 will be able to successfully overcome many challenges. ()
23o] o ¥ HAHYE, ve 23e 4FHe
E S5Y 5 Ug Aorh

6. [ am cnfident bat 1 can perfrm effectively on  many
different tasks. (= TR FH A8 sk dE
€ 2 %+ dvtan 43

7. Compared tw other people, 1 can do must tasks very well.
(CHE AlET v difEe de o 2 & 5 At

8. Even when things are tough, | can perform quite well (73
ol ¥z o Folk, Ye F& YolE AT
2 %+ 9lch
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2014 / UUA X7 EET: HE, FYRY OlFet QMR HHL| AANY

E 2 oy xpiast 3 Fo g7l Bgs ¥ 2T

a7 A7 TR E FAERE ES L
R A=
] THEIGE HAHELG 2818 &/ = o 2ElEE
FEBAE) | 3B o5 ¥ 9| wAsate 144 (Cronbach®] alpha)
Vocational Success
Locus of Control Employed r=.28
r=-20% Used Number of Jobs quit
Personal Control r=-.36* > 40 factor r=-24
Sherer et al. | 1788 | Social Desirability r=.43 .l oadin Number of Jobs fired 86
(1982  |(148AS)|  Ego Strength r=.29 & r=-23 '
Interpersonal Competence 3801 Educational Success
r=43 e r=27
Self-estcem r=-51* Military Success
r=22
Femininity r=-.19
D* r=.32
863
Sherer & | ool £ | Masculinity r=.54 Pe* r=-35 6-40
Adams | T8 oo man A9 59
198 - ’ ex
498D snas) (MMPLS] 33 $B =
A1 B
A self-determination
. | task Significant |
JIP:_{] & 278% ! i r=positive )% 3
o(rlrgsr;[,ron AT A behavioral -+
) self-control task
Significant r=.37
Self-esteemn r=-.54% management-SSE
>,
Woodruff & j:;‘;;’z); Master Control fa:::dlmz] r=39
Cashan | £y r=54 S o oy =R 84
(1993) () E:) management-SSE 380 o}
- r=39 - 133 felp<on
r Used }
i >40 f
Bosscher & | 128% L %di:c,ror ©
Smit (1998) | (91830 gy '
3891
Used
sch 1084 | Self-esteem r=moderate | Depression r=negative | >.56 factor
(1997 br) GHY ) negative* Physical Symptoms loading 75-91
& Optimism r=positive r=negative
1<l
& 10 Occupational SSE 86-.90
Chen, Gully, sy Self-estecem r=.53-75 ~pauon
i Eden | OB | Grer er al(1982's GSE 189 r=15-34
2001 28 &4 — 74,78 - Exam SSE (T13} T2)
200D (T1, T2) = A r=35-43 67

Z £t B o E B r=posicive(F2l§ A AW, renegarive R § 3 A, 7t HAE FABAOE AT 4P
3 £ W3 Eo AAE ZE F£AE p=05 78 oM A%
Woodruff$} Cashman(1993)& management SSEE FAHEIRER BRI, ol 7ol 239 GsEel FAll 33E 8% BlB=E ¥
4 018, FAEEES 22 Avk A%y 71U Wes! BT GSE BHED=6.7), BEA 7] Yve] AT GSE 653 ED=7.2)
Chen $(2001)9] AFol|M GSE = LUHMA 2}7) B 5 7Hgeneral sclf-efficacy), SSE = B3 7] B 5 Wispecific self-efficacy)
Chen F2001)2 GSEE 2B[(T1=Time 1, T2=Time 2o HAH &3, whetA] Ti T2Atolel] HALaAZHAL V% 43
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Chen 520019 ME2E U¥HY 27| EFH Hx
o] 72 ElFst AT oMol Schwarzer (1997a,
b)7} Sherer B(1982)¢] #Hx9} ThE 1083 o
BHE A7 B g HEE st A vlw
814 A7t ATk AT, o] AFE HEE
ZHRtE Ogt Faelre 4Nty 2| E%
7 Az A3z FWel JdWFH dvrd A7)
e &3zt A#E 4uA Zvld #iel
ALk AT, FEE B3] FAAo] &Ry
A 24 dxow 2t A vlwel] A
dom, AMARE F FPUYLR AStSdE
B7eta 239 AR iAol ofd Wy 4
Hg AeTe EFs] Bagk EAde] ok
ol F Yutd A7 |&F7e] BFES A=z oy
3 M A7 FYsEdn, 1 ARE HED
Schwarzer(1997a, b) & Schwarzer®} Scholz (2000)2]
ATe Yy AR WA 484 At
7590 908 ¥ £EYE Bk =P T
AR FAe EusA] FRAT TR EolA
£ AolEF Uelfesteem) T HFHFTIS} £-2l8}
A FHA e} len, Bk & 3 A
FFToE Rl FAHQ dde] L€ 1
o} T3 AU QRIEANE Bl Aol M2
o] Mu YutA zprlEFo] 71E AT E
e gl Yy adds Wi =3
oA 237kl AIZME F3 AlExe) Al <
BE 2T W w2 B USE B
18tHet B3] Ozt #3le] 23] He 499
2 HAxE W9 9lo], < Y(back-translation)
o A& F43] AAM A7E FPT L &
Btel A wA JeRd UH 4By Al el
gt ZA-& faf Fohm sk o]Aa ol
Uuty A Ree] FH Y o|nE HEH B
UTKE 2 F2). Schwarzer(1997a, bye] o] A
2§ HE FAY AXE Sherer $1982)9] HE

A Hzo J4Eld: &9 FAAES A%
A2 AZ2A Chen F(001)S] AT #E
F& AF7E UM A £ & U

a2 W83 FAel AolA Sherer 5198209 ¥
9HA 27 Eg7el Uit 2o sidEe 94
A7 EE7e] Al Aol diF ALE Moz F
gaislo] FAdride] eldeE vl Wi, W
BYE 2 FHEEEAM FARE e Ao
B3k ofd wiall Aty AZ|EFHY AEE
Hgssln, ol EUE MEA E%3 € 74
g ElEd3LE AT Schwarzer (19973, b)2} Chen
009 A7t Bk BHRetn A2 23
E zhet) oo s B o, dnkd xprlawie
chekgt Fatoll AMA ARE FBelAM ] S
g A d29 WM FE3] A4S
e idelgtn skt

AXA YA S AAH

998 AlEsgelt §48 AlaEy
25 od vk A#E AHsnA de A4
ol =&o] )t 4l'd(beliefs about one's ability to
achieve desired outcome)o]B, PHAME FU s}t
w9 9w Aplasdel #Adl add 43
o dsle} AR AR ofsiM otF HatA 25
gde ZA: fAksit oy, 2 84l He
29 gelg ¥el ZRolN thE Rojth 24
el AN 9wty A A TN
(construct)?] FLRAL &3 Ze B A &H
of 3ot AA, Gty AP AFHL 4R B
g 2984 S48 AEERE 30T 3
dwry 2 Ese A A¥old A2
o|Uispill-oven ETE Bl H4F A7 Es il
A vk EHE, EFH Aol #



2014 /

P I JAG gAY FHE 4 Fshe
WHde]], dnty 27| Hee Yutyeln TEA
QA FEE &gt viA oz, duky Al
AL I A2 73 Hladverse experience)e] o} F
54 A7|E54E 48Al17]= B 3debilitating
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1982). o213t 4L A4 A AAAR HF
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General Self-efficacy: The Concept, Measurement
Issues, and Implications for HRM

In-Sue Oh
Human Resources Development Team LG-Caltex Oil Corporation

We have accumulated varied past experiences of success in a variety of domains, which can develop as "a
general sense of positive expectations” that we have in unfamiliar and ambiguous domains. This study
investigates general self-efficacy: its concept, measurement issues, and its implications for human resources
management(HRM). First, the distinction and relationship among specific self-efficacy(SSE), general self-
efficacy(GSE), and other related variables such as efforr-performance expectancy, self-esteem, and level of
aspiration are examined. GSE is a motivational trait-like variable, which functions regardless of domains as a
belief and expectation of one’s own capability. Second, the measurement issues of GSE are discussed. Many
studies have regarded GSE as a construct with three factors, which are the level of activities, degree of efforts,
and persistence. However, this conceptualization is an ad hoc interpretation of SE, and thus the content validity
of GSE has come under criticism. Recent studies have developed a new GSE(NGSE) scale and shown that the
NGSE is a uni-dimensional construct with a higher criterion and construct validity than previous studies have
suggested. With regards to the above, this study reviews many issues related to the phrasing, scaling, validity,
and reliability of GSE. Lastly, the practical implications of general self-efficacy for human resources management
are suggested. If GSE is well measured, GSE measures are to be used as an effective predictor of
selection/placement. In addition, GSE is to be a targer variable of improvement and evaluation in education/training
programs, especially in problem-based learning programs demanding overall coping competencies rather than
job-specific competencies. The practical use of GSE as a generalized competency should be expanded further and

more empirical studies need to be conducted in various HRM fields.

key words : Efficacy, Self-efficacy, General Self-efficacy, Human Resources Management

72 .



