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S RAIZ|EHE|R|: BHD
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A #] & & (achievement goals)= =27} J/}
AE HEsAY FEe o}b olfr E&
A8 P2 Fall Fote HHS vt
(Elliot, 2006). °]&|& °]f 9} Aol &3 Al
WEo] 2o AFEF X 8 (achievement goal
olgrhel#3, Ao,

Ames, 1992; Pintrich, 2000b). o] o® A3
SRS bt Adksterled wet g
5oolsh wEE PAA, AAA, P FE
o] 27, o]FS, 2005; FET, 2003;
d3 A HElS, 2006; Elliot & McGregor,
2001), AFEIEMA 7wt FA <Y A
He vk, F9E, 2011
Strobel, & Quihuis, 2002; Tuominen, Salmela-Aro,
& Niemivirta, 2008, 2012). W4 AHEEE
gtg7te] fredd s B ATl
A AR FHID UTHElor &
Murayama, 2008).

2719 EFEE R Y(the
mode)IAE AHRES &9
FTAGT 43 5 F(performance  goals) T3

% = WF3letthAmes & Archer,
1988). SEEREE A I A4S F

A
A1 HAE SPeele BHolw, S92

_4

£

. . (e}
orientations) =

Roeser,

normative  goal

=3 (mastery  goals)

e BRI H
Aletele ZEoltt Xﬂ‘%@% &g 748
S e FAEEE 73

5 ¥ (performance approach goals)$} 53] 3] ]
—E,—JJ_(perforrnance avoidance goals)= TFEL
(Elliot & Church, 1997; Elliot & Harackiewicz,
1996), °|F°ll SLEERE HIER} 395
x= —_rL—v‘E] I CHElliot & McGregor, 2001).
§M 3E(mastery avoidance goals)-q 7N
L= O] S8t A% A THPintrich,

2000a), B 7], 0] F2005)2 23] 927 9}

vs. %ELM 7M9‘r 1}717}%1 Ho 29
FgH AFE = AAEgel gt A54
Heare A v 2FF griie 3
S 71FeR 2x2 AHEHA Tzl At
HAk AREHA Fx oA AFHAEEE &
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2005). WHEFA

%,
JAZE A ¢

o
-

4

2dEe] AZsEEA, A
T e
1o g Z23atte FUEE R (the
model of multiple goals)®] 3% AUTHBarron &

o,
N
2
u:°1’ o,

=3
i
e

Harackiewicz, 2001; Harackiewicz, Baron, Pintrich,
Elliot, & Thrash, 2002; Pintrich, 2000b). ©] =3
AN PABEE BARAYY FTe 9
1R TE NEdeln SYHE Mdos Ik

Aol w3 Alg Ao HZ, person-centered
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approachy2 891" HFEo] x3HE FH
(configurations)& &A= YA =T
(Bergman, 2000). oo AFAEL FUEEH
A Abghgale] A2 Adste] AlREC]
oy JFHFE 8Q1ES oW Aol Fy=
Z3st=AE welaat aflvke, Agn], <]
29, AR, 2011; Ao, &4, 2012; 4l
s %@51, g2, 2010, 5, 2014; T

S}H‘Jr(@ﬂ,
2011; Aoy, 9% 2012, 4Ald€% 5, 2010;
T4, 2014; Meece & Holt, 1993), A Z =2 3}
S A &3k,
=]

agvl 5,

Tuominen-Soini et al.,

2012). B 7], o] F5(2005) LA E°]
Agste YR TEE, 939 5E, 94

= 7€

23] wgERom, UelA 72597
A EE 3 olge] HABEE AFHE Ao

2 uehdth E=3 8% 5

B
So| APt PABE 48900 FYL
3]

B Uz 768%c o8 Zx7} 49 A
T 29U HATh o] APgME F
ERIET Ak Aol wEd Ft

= gt

25 e sE5xe FYER
Zyze] A ek gripe] el mE Aol & Kol
A AT Meece & Holt, 1993), % - L5}
A oA e Folgh Azt A=A
AHoz, Az FIAEC] FEERE AT
st Av A S ERT E3(Ablad &
Lipschultz, 1998), Iz} 1&g E0] @4

282 A PEE 4 15HYEu

wor] $YHdRES $YIANBEE AF

7k ¥l dd e °ﬂ7ﬂ R
YEPEA] 2t = (Anderman & Midgley, 1997), ©1%}
e SBERE AFdte Jee S
Bt} =thus3, 2010; Ablard & Lipschultz,
1998). FYPLEES AFEFE A YME
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S=elelstRlx]: &

THMeece & Holt, 1993). £91¥H AHEX +F
o] Azt o T HAdelM e w23
29 FYHIERL B OE =4 A
= 53Ex3Y ' 0E 9 Aske AE
HYol= FEA(37.59% 30.08%°] ATAY
(29.63%, 28.15%ETF BIAIT SEHIER
U FPHSERE F oz skt SR =

Agkels FHE AA020.74%, 21.469%)°]
e (17.29%, 15.04%%TF  EUTHER|A,
2007). APFAF7E HoFo] oy HFHER
29159 Z2F wet FEE Z29d {3
H gt g2vk ofum JHEFAFY Z

239 Pk 4ol me vesk dd g
Suz YAREAFY T2 3 A
@ NYATH YomR, $M olF BN

da7} °1D}

=
P4 Zead 98 454 £43) 3Ag
4 g0l W UEE omuAE BN
daw Jrt dF AN, Pintrich, 2000b)=

Aolz EAAQ FHE, AR A4
Fol 0l Folsh A ], ol FS,

Archer, 1988; Elliot 2001;
Harackiewicz, Barron, & Elliot, 1998; Wolters, Yu,
& Pintrich, 1996), % - LY FAHAE
Tt dSeIAth@ T 5, 2000. THHT
A Ze, eIl dE A%

G5l gk AAA Ho, F -

dA A Fog B BA
FAhEF 5, 2006; Ellior & McGregor,

1999; Roeser, Midgley, & Urdan, 1996). < 23] 3]
BEg= A7 gagizo} akld gx7bnt
A s B, 24, 2000, T
z‘sgﬁ_q%ﬁ}_ X15_61 6104;(4 Eﬂﬂ-, g,\_:l-zq

SFHE, FAlFdo] gk grje] FAjeh &
AL AThEAF 5, 2006; Elliot & Harackiewicz,

&  McGregor,
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34, 2006; Elliot & McGregor, 1999), &<53}A]|

25 29T Aol @rT, olAN% 2012
3 5, 2006; McGregor & Elliot, 2002), <7
Ak GR 5, 2011 HEH], 2003), A7

(Tuominen-Soini et al, 2012), SFAAZ A<

tl.T
T, 201009 Qlof AFEFEAGY 29

s FYPIRE
R R CIEREPEEE R
Fahe Avud d e g0 =26
9 A7ZA SeAee o wol Agad
ol SRIFAE $5AAT@ET, 2003
Barron & Harackiewicz, 2001; Pintrich, 2000b). ©]
2 T 2, 3%de AAEA A &

- 274 -



g ol

[e]

=

oA 2EH 2 AR A

7174 w57] 7 =Kself-handicapping  strategies)

o
)

"o
T0°

i
2!

sus

(Dykman, 1998).
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S=elelstRlx]: &

=

AL, 01)elME HIEE AFH w2
T SE AP AFEd FEol HH F
= SRAFIY FPH - =R AFY
Heh frelatl vk

AgdFellie 2l FAEE AT FF
o] gl we} vl EFeta 4 T8
glol AFER 89Ee] Aold 2Fs TE
stglet. o] Aol A WA 5A2 IHEA
< AAstel 9y AwdE AHERAFY
zead §9& BAc=d sivh F oA
ATEAL HY Jd AHASHAGPY Z2
I Fgol wE FgH ASEYA T,

A

=
FNOH e hU
LT
ar nS g ne
é’ :lo
o ofh -
rlo
2
=
ok
N

=¥ [H

=

Hel, Az Abe) SF se A
Hag eq FEehe Addsel & 630
o Arsl Aroigel TFEAQDG. ® 1604
& gdsol, shaw Awl Hsaar, ¢

df=2, N=0680)=2655 p=.265.

e

i
0

E7

AHEEAYEY F =

BAEFAFE S S5 Hste] o
Hotgoos)el & - 2sE FdA A
FAFY HAEE AAEGTE o] AHEe
A, £839, FRH2, FI39 519
H o sEPH F 20 BFeR A
W& ofrh ~ q -+ o] 2 ThA 63
AE HEoA SRR M7t 22TH
Zyzre] AHAEE AT FEol mas vl
ot s A EE WA L I A 4(Cronbach
apha)’t <982 72, %939 80, TRHZ
81, F83]9] goo|rhel 3l Aok, 2005).
o] AFtollA FtA Hee] Cronbach alphai
AR 77, 78, .82, .81, AA| HE 89o]aL,
oA oA = U= 80, 76, 84, 83,
AA HE 900|UTh

A X
b

oo e

V)Y

o
(]
=

b
N

o

i %7
SR

< 3 3
0079 FFAE7NHAL T FPAH a5 A=

®1.OMY Y AN dIE
1 2 %3 A
= 135 (19.9%) 105 (15.4%) 109 (16.0%) 349 ( 51.3%)
o 123 (18.1%) 118 (17.4%) 90 (13.2%) 331 ( 48.7%)
A 258 (37.9%) 223 (32.8%) 199 (29.3%) 680 (100.0%)
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81~.900]11, o] AFx= FeY 93,
A 949

FAXEY X AE

dﬁ/\e—ﬂ])\ Lz O %

r
u

0001 stwA

=
ol HrllER HqUt 5845 gjliE
Ha FFol BeS 9uldth A5:Fo0)d

=
Ao A Cronbach alphas 72931, ©] Al
M FegA oA 247t 290t

ANEFTH A=

ANEFE SH7] dstd oA,
<74, olnl7, olAg], o dwlo09)9 A&
4 ARE AMSITE o] Hxe 2Rl
3k F7HA HEE EE 107 Egor 74
sof ity S W(FHF 2gX Frh)~ s
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Ames & Archer, 1988; Elliot & Church, 1997;
Elliot & McGregor, 2001), 5 - 158t X q‘ﬂ
Exx|ekA] Zauld g 4~6E BEFIH
AR, %%‘ﬂ 2009; A& 5, 2010;
QAL 5 2011; Harackiewicz et al, 2002;
Pintrich, 2000b; Tuominen-Soini et al., 2008)&
EdE 2H5E 3~/ FH 60

oS, Ward W K- W 93] 4t
29 zasjd guel $A43 2 2300
A ARG S48 nRadd. 2
3, 4, 12 ERIE vrg sz 2R
W, Ward W K-Hd W] o) +
248 Aelse zase gu) o
S m¢ 24 249 g F o
A ANE 5 e ol 2R A4
= 2gast

A Aol BABEADY Zeudd 2
28 Aee o 19 o 2E9 A
g FtolAls AF7E Felatsith, X @ =4,
N=680)=13.714, p=.008. =13 TF29|

0.5

> o HY

s o =

= Aol FEAETG B, #3235
de @eAo] Y ET} weltt
efst Zicte| MESEXISN Zzaid 7Y

Gt A= AAl Fde] H4d
AT T AAE wE FHENS Sln
Y ZAZ i THE BFHste Aol
gty ddeith & 3 K-H Wl
ofgf FEHE @A Joe 239 RlE, A
HAEE FFAF AAERE 2EE7Y A
7+ vl Axjoltt

Gt e AHEEAGY Z2ude
a9 29 2tk 219 SRS EE, I3
TEE, FYPIIER} WG =& FEoln
SR e vl§ B2 S AT
o5 T M, I A Fid d
St o], ERRle Q1T s HA], Az
FPOZ Qg A|7HA| &4 39 T RE
TR AAERE FToRRE 2RS4

R 48.0%, 0{52.0%)

T2(E46.6%, 0453.4%)
Fai'E54.7%, 0{a5.3%)
Tla('g50.7%, 0{49.3%)
L¥
=]

72.1%, (§27.9%)

=25

RS
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Aels - @5y / 9 Sshe| SR SEASN T202 g o2 sids 3l Az|d X3
T 3. I Foko| FEY Mi=xE 2EET don 723 7 Ao
- T2 #F3 24 s F 2y Scheffé
HAARL =72 (=103 =58 =72 (=44 (@4 344 I A} 1
S2HZE 080 0.19 0.38 071 L1l 6468 43 1>23> 45
%23y 0.74 0.61 044 -0.49 -1.25 87.61"" 51 L2 >3,4>5
FPHZ 1.26 0.11 046 -0.06 162 200577 70 1>24>3>5
48 3] 3] 113 0.16 0.94 0.28 145 205.017" 70 1>24>3>5
™ p <001
15
1
05 -
(4]
H
i‘f; 05
“)F
5l
-15
-2

sEH2 szEm 2332 2o
g32=
T3 2. = Eote| MFSEXY Z2uid

B9t = 72, approach oriented) 2 HH 3 T = 58, 16.6%).

g
20.6%). %@291 %%@EL%E, FPHTEE, T4 STERY S9N SRV v
=
T

TR G BT H FEdd &olal & FIFIHRES AT FEolAR FY39 =
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Middle School Students’ Academic and Psychological

Adjustment Among Achievement Goal Orientation Profiles

Hyeonsook Shin Sukyeong Yun

Chonnam National University

This study examined whether middle school boys and girls display different achievement goal orientation
profiles and whether the levels of academic and psychological adjustment differ by the profile type.
Six-hundred eighty students in Gr. 7 to Gr. 9 completed self-report questionnaires assessing achievement
goal orientations (i.e., mastery approach, mastery avoidance, performance approach, performance avoidance),
academic adjustment (i.e., academic efficacy, engagement during learning activities, academic stress), and
psychological adjustment (i.e., self-esteem, depressive-anxious symptoms). First, cluster analyses yielded five
achievement goal orientation clusters in each gender: among boys, mastery avoidance oriented (29.5%),
success oriented (20.6%), performance avoidance oriented (20.6%), mastery approach oriented (16.6%), and
disengaged (12.6%); among girls, avoidance oriented (35.7%), success oriented (23.6%), indifferent (21.2%),
mastery approach oriented (14.5%), and disengaged (5.1%). Second, analyses of variance indicated
differences in the levels of academic and psychological adjustment among achievement goal orientation
profile types in each gender. These findings signify that some of middle school students’ achievement goal
orientation profiles are common to both genders but others are gender-specific and that the levels of
academic and psychological adjustment vary by the profile type. Practical implications for developing
instructional and psychological interventions, limitations of this study, and suggestions for future research

were discussed.

Key words : achievement goal ovientation, profile type, duster analysis, person-centered approach
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