FHgy - gely

74214 (hardiness) o] i3k T a2

Ig_l-

I.M &
L7 Hed o 2

A g zellsle 2Ed 2ol G AR o FA
89122702 4oz FES = o shie A3 £4
2 (social cohesion), % aL3 o (religious participation
)E3 2L A8 A 2 olw B E vt A I A4 A
EA7 e A zde gqle|ch(Kobasa, Maddi,
Puccetti & Zola, 1985).

Folkman$} Lazarus(1980) ol o sh&d o A ubate &
A % A} (problem—focused) # & 4 54l (emotion — fo-
cused) o2 F&5 o) (Parks, 1984) 554 <A 4
574 3]9)e] Azk(Pearlin & Schooler, 1978 ; Folk-
man & Lazarus, 1980 ; Billings & Moos, 1981) 2.2
5ty ejAch

AR FANAS AR AFTAHA I A A 2L
hAubel e A& A2l {AE 2olni(Billing &
Moos, 1981) Pearlin® Schooler(1978)-& =}o}&t4l 3}
248, =45 <(controlled reflectiveness) 5-&
Aga AARE FY9 4+ Udn dFEiged
Vaillant (1977) = A A 3] o o} Al 2] = o &z 7 &
A BAE walchn el

Billings 2} Moos(1981) of) 23} ~E & ~of T3} 3

08

5|+

< FAFA N AAFA, B9 o) i,
A d nldse X 7ldez dadsla gloh

FAFAL Aako g deld Y5, Az, o, A
o} § 5ol =™ HAMFAE FAA Ala, 9
£, Ad5e Azo] sAddctxr Pt (McCrae,
1984).

Aele Aol H XA 2M 583 A H 5L 2o}
&4 (self —efficacy), =bob2tAl 2ja A H FA
A =3} 3t o] 9)cH(Holahan & Moos, 1985).

Bandura(1982) & A& Aolf-aAJojgt ol 7] 2] &
£ Bes FE Agd olA Ay g dedsle A
olo] M 7| A A HHE Z3slE HGYPA kA&
Wl E ol&89lo] Helxn dgict(Holahan &Moos,
1985). = Holahan® Moos(1985) & 2 = @ Ao 3 3}at
o] 5] AAM4E =F3(easy—going)olzt TN
2w} Rosenman# Chesney(1982) & B3 &) 54 (T-
ype Bs) & 2F31=l ¢+ %9 (unhurried behavior)
2} A 3o} Kobasa(1979, 1982a, 1982b) = A E &)~ 9
QA A Eoll ot} 2B AE Bho] AP st A3l A
2E#H 2S¢ e] gle =4 g9l (mediating
factor) 9} shvlz oA A 5AJal 79l 4 (hardiness) &
2 etk

Bl Adolet oimdd AEHAABAXNE 272}
Ag BAStL AF3Ho2 APl el WS $A
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o] A7lz Az A e Foln] 7lAde] &
ANgd4E AEH 24N E AREHA AP} o)

Pl AE L AN agl 25 AFg4le] s}
3 3}k (Kobasa, 1982b).

Kobasa $-(Kobasa, 1979 ; Kobasa, Maddi & Ka-
hn, 1982 : Kobasa, Maddi, Puccetti & Zola, 1985)&
- A% AR, HuAl, 2 A #AE e g
£Ed A AGAA, A deie A4 BAE A
T8t Pollock(1989) 2 =4 8t=te] AlAl 4 o A9
A AE# 2438 Kobasa(1979) 7} A A& 7alAd A
Yoz ~Ed A HZRYE AGst JoiKzd 1),

G HEelde SHER

| 2448 | AAE R [ 4857

A3 A

GEEEE]

(49535 |——{ szdaq ]
L{ A8 A g8 1——]

(2 1ollA AAIE o] glKo] B4 gt AZe
2 Qg AEd 2o tdl Ale =2, A ubale] A
ae]m A3 A ALY BEFoll g viF oz A atyd
gale] A e e AP e =8 4 Yrt

2w SR 609 (G s 209, Ly 209, A
g 20%) L ez ~Ed A A4 28l AANH
ol A3lAleA A Lahe) PAE AR AT 7F
AL AgAlelH A gol HAAq Jgg Frlnche
A3 A Az E & Gt g A& A8 7] 5 (intraps-
ychic function) ] A2 A& &-&3}8le o) 7)Ao
24 AHez AHLE FAAZGR g (Pol-
lock, 1989).

aeleg AAAAE L A AL A A REA
o] A3 oldl st ol AA A 7HAE A dc}shzlch

7ol did AFol A AP AFE thi o) Folx
2 o Flloll M =% 323 Holrm G el

A

oL

Ar=gd AGHE AHed, 2A4A oﬂ o g
23 Aole] Azl ﬁ%ﬂﬂ“«l H (A7

, 4, A, 537 FL 2R T lilislr
= 5o BALAVElng ojo X dFAlE 2
7bE 7} a4 & At 74—3—44%—3: %Al drgleng
2P EAE w193 AdAANEY THS
45 Az ol 3 Agd 9} k53t A
Sollrel ool g uAsliozd GF b A HAL ~
Edrz qld 2EFAY Azg TS AR VIER
A {88 Aoz Alac

ofL

O
L
e
L

o

lo o0 r_°_
r-[n

o £

N
-

2.80{2) F2

1) 7+l A (hardiness)

A Aol eigt A A Fo| 5 Asind, webster A
Aol e 27l ool gtais]o} gl Al 23
Holvt efolat Asli 9 hardgh F& 7Fdtct
(strong) e A& A= FLALZ hardydd ‘7
&, 7190+ A FHE g8’ o7 Sof glel,

& B-f-3 ol 4 harden®] 2 v|& A Zhol v} 7 g ol u}
2t A2z AEAR L olghe Fog A g7 Fooz
AH8-El 3 gl

3 5ol A+ hardiness& W&ol A= Al E2
HE B3 Fold 7 Fe] Adn Y2P-g =@
2 A (A £ 1988).

@1 A2 gl 4+ hardiness® ol A|H e RmF
Sel ol & Ml 4AEHe| 23 Aoz AA
& AnAelet srix dct,

oj ol A ol FH AAA MG Nt Fol & T
d, Aelgolgt vl-¢ AndtA ghald, e E g4A
HA4dd EAdoz g 4 9

I.ol2% si&

1. Zrel Mol cHst Mo

e 2Ed 22— A AA S At 2ol
chokit Ao wWizht $17)elA AR5 FAlol B
He 44" SAozd AEA Az d(existential
psychology)-$ utete 2 %3 gle},

AZA Aelste] o3l QA9 33 FHL 7}—
Ao Fdle F70 oM x5 58
Neld own| & BZ 3= A (Bigbee, 1985) ]2t 3}91‘4
(Lambert & Lambert, 1987).
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Kobasa(1979) ol 2]l ~Es ot Auiuta e 2
Aske g9lez oA A, A18]4 A4y 22ln
AA g 55 &2

a2 ue sxdad AYPSHAE Ao gl A}
e s adtolMde Aol ol Abgtal Fwis=
AAFzE 71 Fgem o]l AA KA L FalA o]
g} &1 ich

Kobasa 2} Puccetti(1983) € AE 3 A & A7 of of
g QA A anE (2d 2)9 2Fe] A 9l

(3l 2y ZolMe| 2tEF uh:Kobase & Puccetti( 1983)

EETEY TR

> 2137 |->[ 2 9 |

[794 44— 434 o3|

LAMZ—? g8 —]

A4 ATHQ A et ol GEAGe D
A 2zd A8 348 2D 4 Y2 Bade
dE e ARAe Jucke 442 sletaiohn o
%A

“

A

i

o] Kobasa(1982 2) & ’él“*ﬂr A8 AgA 7
AL ALAAE AYAL G ol LA G
250} 924 e E & 2 2alg AL SR

2 3> (Hull, Van Treuren & Virnelli, 1987).

Ay 3) Zoldel XY . 29X F 3} : Kobasa( 198
2a)

[zEa2 *3%4@];——'1__*

EIECCIMNEES liLa 3 |

AN B A |— ]

W&tz 33l A] 2224 A25

N

A
5] 5
213

s

)
o %
ol

2 S s A 1715
o2 71ARL A&

otel $82 AaATe A

Aql o3 vt sl et

2L EAA(control), 27| =4 A (commit-
ment), =44 (challenge) 59| 371A +AH 242 o
Fo} =] e (Kobasa, 1979) 74418t Al gk ol o] & 5
wlel oA A A7 skt oA AL %Al (control)
3ol QAd ol Fo] Foidtn HFH R Yile A
7154 (commitment) 3} oJm 3 W8 & TIFHog
Aol Ao 75a wolgelw EXA(chal-
lenge) 59 37kx Q44 E5A4E& Ardrt(Kobasa,
Maddi & Kahn, 1982).

ol g EAdul Lol AEH 2ol N AAA - A2 A

AA2NE S8 55H o2 A 33L& SA4 5
I Ao A #-gsf7heia & 4 9k,
VA2 2B~ 43S )75 el A7, Pt
I AHANAE A o2 A 2453 A H-32)
F21® G749 53H3-L H9x3l 2 (Kobasa & Pucc-
etti, 1983) 28 #5 259 #7 & o} Aoz
dhobgol = 7 8Fo] 9leka 3t g eh(Kobasa, 1982b).

Kobasa % (Kobasa, Maddi & Kahn, 1982 : Kob-
asa & Puccetti, 1983)-& 724 = c) x o}o] 4 %) B
AE At A AEH AR oA AHlel AAbol it AL
A ol5¢ A% |z HYaAse =T HYH
o) A (transformational coping)2tz A2l 7l
Aol ¥ 45 ¥ AV S Yol ALZdx 3}
%3 =HGentry & Kobasa, 1987).

z=. Holahn# Moos(1985) & 7l 4 E4& ol atA)
olgt W stgion ddbA o2 7hqladL ol4]o] AR
e} et n shoieh & o Qoll o] el shel ~E
HlathA golo g A dohs g A4

AEAHOR, 7Qld AR A7 Al 0] of gk o] gl
© g2 AAstn FEstel e AREA) L S
LA ol A ApAl# FeiAy|eE A= (=7 5YA)
5 3ol AL 1 A7) st Wtz of7)n] W3}
77l gl EAE AR E(EAA) S 371A Y al
Ax AL A Ao gobd 4 gl

AR
A7l 7}
224

RO
ity

ok
rlo
o g2
of

A {8

LA
Moo o
L

U
L
o
ol

A
¥

H
o ol

AL EAA(control) A7) 53] 4 (commitm:

—229—



ent), Ed A (challenge) 59 3717 Hge g FAxg
of glenl Ztzhel T2 48 A8 2 ohg3} o},

1) EA4 (control)
°|& Rotter(1954) 7} AA1 g SAAMNI-E 448
o2 chokat Ao Aol AHAle) Az, A4, )
< B A3 95 sl AL onag
(Kobasa, Maddi & Kahn, 1982).

Kobasa(1979) ol &J3ted Falz]o| Q& AL nte
AEH 2ol E AREA 4w BAAGL A EAA (de-

ciston control), ¢l=x] %44 (cognitive control) &
I o A 714 (coping skill) 50| Z &g}z 3hod o},

o] = Averill(1973) o] 53} 3712 FAl4q A5
A4, AAFAAY W GAAHEANAH FATE 2o
2 Jet F ol Bl j FAA L T A= AubE = Ay
22 chFd Ao s A HYPALE 2R 3)A
v oers mA 5 glabe Al ez Axz A 7bste]
A YA §AE FA g

w2 AF(Denney & Frisch, 1981 ; Husaini &
Neff, 1981 : Johnson & Sarason, 1978 ; Lefcourt,
Miller, Ware & Sherk, 1981) ol 4] A A& ~E g~
Ao Falldt akg Ao 2 H 2E AN GAA
FAAA, FAAH Aol shte Faaledg o
%3l ok (Parkes, 1984).

Ducette2} Wolk(1973) & <l 7ke] Wl & A 82l o] 4 4
gol ol 2| AR o)) W A 5ke) AlgLE 8o} 54
& o B2 QA 238 A3olA FHETFI) wpa
2o Eddeoz Aws F44ctn 5% H(Kobasa,
1979).

Lewis(1982)& 574 o ott7] a5 dhate s g1 o
FollA Aole] daggo) et EAHPe 4ol A
(quality of life) 9] 7}3 YFAYE F28 oll=o] o
©hi 8920 Padillag} Grant(1985) ¢} 1354 o} 7 =
FEAE fato g o) Asle] Aalwlst 23 A
el A2 BAYR A2y dAAE 4T 34
£ vrebll etz 39 ek(Pollock, 1987).

E FAA G B THY TN E AJEAYE
A At AADAE e oz 4 w2y AR
ALdA F o4z Bt ghalx 9loh(H 93],
1984 ; el d <, 1985 ; <l 1987).

228z Al FAYL AEH A9} iy 24
TIFE LA T kA G A pol ol T2 o
S 8le Aoz vedAe)

R
=
G

I}

2) A71 %81 4 (commitment )

A7 5904 £t ate AukslE Adez Kob
asa(1982 a)oll 3t 47| £ql4doj 2t o]l gt Abgjol)
Astviets 231 3198t 7] et 7 o] Fed s o 3}
€ Aoz A7EUA o] Y& A Uulstyl 279
A& 7HAZ QA At AR, l7dell th gt ol u] & A 3}
2 dtoz mE BAYYAAPNA AL 2538 A9
Al7le 5A & 7t A st

Ganellen#} Blaney (1984) = =71 £3] A ojat o, A}
33 A=, AQIBA, 71F 22 a AobFo sl oln
Aol Adslvlals v} $5Ho 2 sl =
A7 ¢ ] (meaningfulness) & ol 3lof 247|249l 3} 7
< 22 AHle] ol gk kg 2] Ao} s
<}

% Folkman®} Lazarus(1984) ol ¢] &} =}7] %94
< AR AA 9 254Fo 2 F99 274 on)
£ 7HA& Zelal syl (Lambert & Lambert, 1987)
Stryker(1977) & oi@ §$joll & v A& FA4 9
& A7l 74 elal AAslod Kobasad] AN a} gt
H AsE Holx gl

obg# A7 FQ o] 2B AchA g3)o] HE A}
e THES 493, Antonovsky(1979) & =7 &
A4 547 992 4= (sense of coherence) L
EHA o)A 2EA A Ao 2 A Flg 298}
Yd8<]le] fctn & 9c}(Kobasa, Maddi & Kahn,
1982).

Kobasa(1982a)& A E8lachAulalE 13 S A%
Reg 7Fslgx Hull# Van Treuren, Virnelli
(1987) = A 7o) 25 veb & 7 Qa4 gle Ao
5|} Cherniss9} Krantz(1983)+& qlzka$]e) #5-2
A7 2 el Al g g o) EAE A Fshe 2o}
EFM LN =& Fohx kG oH(Torf, 1989).

= ool 839 At n4] AgE AR AEH
2 A, AL A 2R, Al 22)n $g e T
£ A8 2 Ganellen?} Blaney(1984) 2] & o4& =}
7154 AL A8 A=) 9} 77 A A Aok A
£ el

3) = A A (challenge)

EAAolk olu g HEE Ao} LAY uctE
shite) 7132 whobEol Ao} WA el Az Ab:
A€ ahe] Kobasa(1982 b) & #stxt47F Qo] F
W ofalo] slmd £ A o] At AL, WA AP
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Zol AL off ~EH AN = Ro] & uiqld
Totn agH oz Hotsle AAE FHE 4 YE
A §EAE AR et
McCrae(1984) =842 @213 8%, AH, F3H
Aba, 21 Aol B4 (intellectual denial), AAlvt =44,
ot g, ez el Y zn {eo5E
23t chopsla A A AA g Feidebn 3
Heml 3HA Alas EAHA FH’?} q-go e spa £
3 ALg-Elch 2 sk ok o
et 2 RA L Al Y T e AT Ap e
ZARd&alezs vepytcl(Hull, Van Treuren &
Virnelli, 1987)

A7E FAA7I L AE LY & R E
B oA o] Rofol gt AFH °4-?-
7h o] Foj x| 2 Qlet,

Kobasa(Kobasa, 1979 ; Kobasa, 1982 a ; Koba-
sa, 1982 b ; Kobasa, Maddi & Couringtobn, 1981 ;
Kobasa, Maddi & Kahn, 1982)-& 7}qlAde] A 8]~
Aoz g AlAA, FAAFAzEAL Halol
A& M adgn ol& F 7= McCraine9} Lambert
& Lambert(1987) 5-0] 25 & uhol 2o ol &4-&
2EH AR08 243 g AAH o2 FY 4 Uk
= 7H g A A s 28] "ok

Rhodewalt 2} Agustsdottir(1984)oil 2}st=d 712l

Atghe A g el FH A A=} woba 3
Q2 (Hull, Van Treuren & Virnelli, 1987) Kobasa
(1982 b) & A o] %2 S RpolEF A3 Al
< EL FETH A LTS Hez wadgich

=34 Holahan® Moos(1985)+ %+ A =H(dis-
tress group—high stress, high distress)® A~ Ea| A
A &A el (stress resistant group—high stress, low
distress) o] v]md Foll A LB Autuct 2B~
A g chol] oA, FAAEL Aol o B2
o 5L ) 2 ASAAE W g

E 5L 2B 20 s 25EE e 4As
Q1§ 74 Al =po}2bAl(self —confidence) 3 =3
#(easy—going) o2 F@3T F] ZFofA] zjo}at
Al =23k AAW 4w A ADRAE el 3]
KAt

Kobasa(1979) & % - 4% #ejas 4oz 74l
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A7k s A A2 Al2g

AT E AL Axstgdes 2 $ Kobasa, Maddi =2
2] 2 Kahnm(1982) & 719} A7 ARE F 4 5le] &
Ed s, AYFSFA Y 24T BAE e A3 A
TollA Bl de A UL zeldte 2B 2884}
A2l Fg Al chE A& A F 3

= Kobasa, Maddi, Puccetti 28] 1 Zola(1985) ol
gt Zigddg sAee AEdaQBAASL 7l
A, &5 28| A3 A x| 2] 9o BAE zletslr] 48
1980\ -8 21 d Zboll ZA FxbA dFollA Al ¢
Folu AS A A ek 72 BT 2EA LA FAY
£ ok skoict.

28+t Schmied9} Lawler(1986) ¢l 82 |4 &
aez Adnaireas AY F9 2eln A
zho] AZAA LS shetslr] A AFolAE AL
Ao 2. I3t AEH A0 el AFHEL A Yo
o] dfo] i FHo] yom 7|EAQ] A Fell Al
Aol o] Fohw sl

g Aol 2 Fdd rlsrcke oE AHEAl
o A e 299 71594 Urke ZHolA Ganellen
# Blaney(1984) & 7l ol ¥& 5 A3 4 A=) 9
24857} &o0f Kobasasl Puccetti(1983)+= 7l4
o] o2 ejAtel Yol &R A & 2B AL AL
7ol A3 A gAlE e & 3] Holahans}
Moos(1985) &) ATl & 2|zt 7FER] 2] 7} 7ol 4
o] st Hfolle Aol A QL vl Fo
24 Kobasa®} Puccetti(1983) ¢} °4:1"€3’)r9+ ol A} 8}
——Eﬂ F A A A A& el 22 ATl T2

kel & A AbelE ot
i A A gate) Aol AU v|FE
W, Fe A A PA5e HEate] BAS A= A
TE& gohE 4 9l

Call#} Davis(1989) &= Al A A g, dxd, Fopard
DAGE o Aty 7olAlo] & 2249 3=te} 7ral
Aol A 229 FAE Aoz 25e] Aol Y
2R A Y-S AL A Aol ¥ & £E o
HAutobs 8 JuFTo FLo| 2 AP2A o
galdE o] FA=HA Aoz Jelytel

asjog st A S5 A AL (assessment) §HA)
oA ZZALE 7 A & mlefsla RS =9
T e WAE RSl A2 sl F Aoz QY
2B xo] AEH22 dAY 4 UL E EoFoio}
ghet,

Pollock(1989)-2 6073 o =™, &g}, Fabal 24

ol



(B 1) ZelyoiFe eof
A + A o A Ay d * 4 A a4 F W £
Kobasa(1979) F - AzeA A ok A7 bl ~EH £ g Azl
FA N 2z o
Kobasa, Maddi & 71edal F4 53k o7 T3 E4, A4 gl el
Courington(1981) A E 3£ 0te) A A
Kobasa(1982 a) ¥ 3 AL A F3Ad o3 24314 21, &5, 2lA 3
2EAARY Y AAF A} BA
Kobasa(1982 b) 2l ) o el &=} o34 Fakd o7 7ol A2 A A 4=k o) 3A)
Kobasa, Maddi & Z . Az at 44 Agkd o A rEH A Y
Kahn(1982) Al Z A 20 BA
Kobasa & Puccetti F Az ¢4 FeA o7 A3 AR, A 7 AL A A =],
(1383) ZNEEPS CPE FEDEY)
Ganellen & Blanney st o4 i &, A3l A A A, 7Hel Al
(1984) 2Ed A01e A
Holahan & Moos Z . Az zt A 38 oA AL3)H 24, 2| 25 AbE A R 7],
(1985) EEPSE PEBEE
Kobasa, Maddi, Puccetti 71412l 34 AP A7 2314 2], &8, 7l
& Zola(1985) HejubAl o] )
Schmicd & 1) 2] o} 4 Z3d A7 AY Y9, Bl 2L
Lawler(1986) A zhe] 4A
Treiber(1986) A &g 34 o7 FA A ol-g A2k
McCranie, Lambert 7L A} o4 3 A 7ol F o F e A,
SLambert £z BA AT
Rich & Rich(1987) 234 o} 4] A 1 74 A JF 2B,
aA7e| A dF
Torf(1989) 7YE A} o4 3 o 2l JRraEd L,
2458 A A7
Call & Davis(1989) ARG, £ A T 72143 Ayl g =24
FotR s B ¥ 9 oAz
Pollock (1989) 23k, gy % F3kA o7 7+l A 3k 2 -5}e] el
FoiA 2 B 2
Pollock (1989) A7 g A7k 3 3k o7 7ol A3 22k ARA, ARFAR

5 Fod, A8A A4 B4

AR FAAHEE F H0FH(EAAD 1458 =
715944 1353, =44 1388 ) oo 64 Likert 3%
2 A4 & 403 o4 240 ol o] Fokx) o) 3l 74l
Aol 2& Hdln Foba] oj AL Al A A

A4 A7l i@ FHleF oz 4(1988) o Ha}
ol gate] Hd o Aot Falacldd A3 2AA
AFollA dupu)@abe] A AAA, Al A&
7 BHAe] gle Ao velntn AR5 i 7
A= AbslAl el A A &3] BAlE =ALE ©](1991) &
AT ATl s 275l =342 Algl4lelH A
STl S oA+ Aoz velt £41(1988) 9]
TRzt FAEE Boln Yok
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=4 2H(1901) 9 U 3ol FAYFH Ao Pt

FADTFINE UGS 4AZTE ) P3E 343
£ ABBAE e, F UM ¥ S 45 4
£ g olgen Yo 4+ ek

(E 2) Z10) LBt SHM Y, X7 £l d, % &M M| 3t

P2tz hal A A224 A2%

21 €4l Kobasagt Maddi(1982) & =342 A A, &
715944 2eln FlAd ] A gaAq nF Y
ABAE 2o dtglen s AL ZA73AAE o
Z3te o A3 AWae e Adez(Hull, Van
Treuren & Virnelli, 1987) Kobasa$} Puccetti(1983}
= Az AHA 2AAE HEEL FaT TAE of
712 gk i o F 5 oK E 2).

p-E
oA+2 At 544 A7) 544 EA4
Kabasa(1980) AW B A S B2 LS 34
Kobasa(1982b) A el A dzg EESS Hh)
Ganellen & Blaney(1984) o}ghy 84 &3 o33
Rich & Rich(1985) 37k 8 A} o &3 S 3 234
Schlosser & Sheeley(1985) of gha) Az ol &3 34

ATl Al AE FHEFLR 0|19 & AR
FEFAE HAe 2 Pollock®] AZ4e oA ¥ =5
#1(1988) 7 W kst Ae AH&3k3w vk Cronbach’s
.81 AfxE vgo) BAUY =2 FE AL 9
(1991) & I 4-of 7l A= AtA 7 S ol g ohof FAATF
o} 4= Cronbach’'s et EA4 .6695, =71FUA .
4736, = A4 56042 et 5E(EAHAL ANFY
43, =AADE AYF 39 AfsE 47 6049, .
6124, .6407 2 el A4 2 o) YA AR5}
A gt

ol2lgt 22 HAtA7l sz 2 Eo] ALSIE3HA v
7ol @& ztol 2 o}r)¥ A} Azse] $2)E 5o
At T8k wicle g AlZzo el A5 e 59
2F8E AR =T Aol HAF g FHo)

AFAA Aol g AP A+E 2is] Hgtor
Kobasa5 (Kobasa, Maddi & Courington, 1981 ;
Kobasa, Maddi & Kahn, 1982 ; Kobasa & Puccetti,
1983 ; Kobasa, Maddi, Puccetti & Zola, 1985)&
gz, Haat g 719el e F2 dA4S ddes 254
288, A9 22a A4 He) BAE A7
=

Kobasa(1982 b) & o4 o] 7043 2 E sl Ach Aol
o & o ub3H(generalization) & %312 McCranie
9} Lambert & Lambert(1987) 223 Rich®} Rich
(1987) & 23 AE Ao 2t A9 Aol gt
TAElG =5 235l

% Schmied 9} Lawler(1986) & 829 ofu] 2 oj4lo
2 3 AFolA 98, A84F, AEAHT L Q
FaH w49} Al Rl 4o) sle Aes Vel
o gA4S daez ¥ Kobasast Maddi & Kahn
(1982) o Aol A& 2l o) 783 W49 F3
sheba ® wstgdch

2322 Maddi(1986) & 44 &4 58 dH ¢
hate 2 B 2L o F3lg.ow(Lambert & Lambert,
1987) Schmied s} Lawler(1986) = 7l 7<) 4
2 W), BF%, 257 2 ol 4B}, G
Aol Rl M E AA = ofof etz stk

upetA Al 2 F8 Ao uiFe] B off, AlAF,
AARAYPo g 9l e Axuctoz i g
Fotn dFE 4 e A BG4 dE FAY)
FE23te 2 GF QA AT E choksn 252 g4y

A2 AEA B A7} A £5 ol of 3z ch,

4. 2140 2B B = Boll M2 oo

AQAdTF v 2288 A5 A el o
A 7 AFa S doliE A (Kobasa, 1979 ;
Kobasa, 1982 a . Kobasa & Puccetti, 1983 ; Koba-
sa, Maddi, Puccetti & Zola, 1985) 2.8 2 34L&
o2 vzl d A4S v oz gt

o}l o8 73 %Ak Pollock(1984)-2 Kobasa$] 7+ql
A AR A4 e HMEse Roye) 4goj &5
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—Abstract—

The Concept of Hardiness :
A Review of the Literature
for Nursing

Park, Myung Hee*

The purposes of this literature review were to
identify the theoretical basis and components of the
concept hardiness, trends in the study of hardiness
it’s application in nursing and issues in measure-
ment,

The concept of hardiness has been derived
deductively from existential psychology and is
composed of three components, control, commit-
ment and challenge,

In research, the characteristic of hardiness has
been demonstrated as a motivating factor in resolv-
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ing stressful situations and in adapting to actual
health problems.

With regard to the measurement of hardiness, be-
cause of it’s low level of predictability related to
health outcomes, it is recommanded that the comp-
onent of be omited from the concept of hardiness.

On the basis of this literature review, the follow-
ing suggetstions are proposed,

1. Considering the lack of empirical suport, the
theory of hardiness needs to be evaluated,

2. There is a need for further study of hardiness in
a broad variety of populations,

3. A valid, reliable and culturally appropriate in-
strument needs to be developed for health related
research,

4. Analysis is needed of the relationship between
hardiness and stress-resistance, and of the factors
related to both,



