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o #AE 71&ola givh 2y el A HIF & PR TEL vnd o
HH ANZF T By, 44802 AdEslE o AuEFS T 15 Fug(d
=5t u 9} aﬂ% AFTW)N A o] FojA I glom, T2 AS - F3HO0E A9H A
a°ﬂ7ﬂ &S Astes 7185 A3 F ALAA d& IARLSE Aste A
oA OdzH AE dezd ARFoT FHAAT7] &) =(Subotnik & Jarvin, 2005;

Subotnik, Jarvin, Moga, & Sternberg, 2003) ¥Rt} o &7l2 A2 AANAHE FAIEE
EeS ATy, o F Y3 dedd &5 2 IA2E FvEty Z2AHsE VIFE v
Ha| Fojof ok B So] dA AFI v o] & Rofo] Hlg e FAHS
AEE S, i SART A Ag A2 HA HRE HYNE 2] o
ol (Berger, 1989; Kelly & Cobb, 1991; Silverman, 1994; Willings, 1986), d&7}24 R
£ FHlsta AR 7185 27)9 whdEsfjop it

gt o= d& BFoE JNRE FHlste ARE AA9 AAF JAd e #d,
2, 281 YR ERYH ve AdH AR we JA2E ARAT0]7E, 1997, AL,
2004; Herr, Cramer, & Niles, 2004; Jarvin & Subotnik, 2010; Subotnik, 2002). ©] ol o<
A GA ded AEHOE NEZE AFSHA sted, AN Fgel s FdHoly =2
Ao g westa, 1 ke AYE e FEH gAY S F2T Tt iy
2k, 1992; ¥ of, 2010; 7H4d, 1996; 17138k, 1997; Harren, 1984; Krumboltz, 1994; Lewis
& Gilhousen, 1981; Nevo, 1987). 53] &o7t29] & AR &< VA= &l ¥
ATE BAEFRE, A, 2009), FE 9 G rdo] AT, 2010; Gillespie &
Harmann, 1999; Ploumis-Devick, 1983), dl&€@d A F& 53 A2l AXF A gk
Q_]é}, a8 AFE - AR A 891 So] AE W AF Mo IS njA= AoE HuH

Sl

fu

dot

vl ATHE A ZE, A 8T, 2009; Holloway, 1984; Land, 1979). 1822 d&Adx 44 A2
Ae] gk 212, 181 YEHAT] 45 ALAY D AL dedA +9 g%
2 88 4

zgs}—t— o= 553 4FE vd Ao= Asd
h=

dedAe g ded, T % 7es MEste s Hour] Wi, deH
d ZFo ois] ojelgol HHIA FE AR AZAEAN, ARE T A e TR
(Buescher, 1991; Silverman, 1994), z-al9] o]t 2 Ao v x] Z3A & Aol o3
2~ E ¢ 2 (Delisle, 1982; Kerr, 1990), X1}

o sty =8 uf TPZHEE P H o 7H(Clinkenbeard, 1991; Ford, 1989)

Adel AHFE AL F Utk ol Zo] dedAe FEdA EL Ve 4

(Buescher, 1991; Ford, 1989; Karnes & Oehler-Stinnet, 1986) AFA19] o &# 43 L 3

o thal kA X w(Siegle & Schuler, 2000) =3 Z45& AgsA Ao
geFoes £ 52 A dg A 22 7E FL JIdE FoAdte /\}—’9}

59 @?ﬂ]iﬁ(Burns 1980), 882 Al 7I5< A stHA™ A ANk sk

3] St th(Adderholdt-Elliott, 1991; Burns, 1980; Pacht, 1984). 13‘11/} %

.l o=
=R R _t,ng 9¢] Askul Q)= Ao ofl, AAdAo L FAAQ AFE 9o R

.‘%_
o

Z Z1del o3k BEh(Kerr, 1991), 2813l 7]
So=
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otd x| o| et

&g e 3ol g AER AT} 2[H FZAY o|x= JE

HA g s d&AAH #HES AVIste AR FASL Uth(Adler, 1973;
Bransky, Jenkins-Friedman, & Murphy, 1978; Dabrowski, 1964; Frost, Marten, Lahart, &
Rosenblate, 1990; Hamachek, 1978; Maslow, 1970; Parker & Stumpf, 1995; Roedell, 1984;
Schuler, 2000; Silverman, 1990). &, $¥Fol& FHHY Fsgo = ojnngs 7Es 3ol
H71% kARt gk FoA AEES olFo] U Yol H7| wEdl(Blatt, 1995;
Dixon, Lapsley, & Hanchon, 2004; Hewitt & Flett, 1991; LoCicero & Ashby, 2000; Rice
& Lapsley, 2001; Schuler, 2000, 2002), A Zt3} Y Fo] S8 Fo A&A F ot A3t
L7l F 83 th(Green & ©|W|<E, 2010).
BAez Zo yygd g9¥Fo ASS /MR IS

A Eete A7 AR B5ER AFE BoFe JoE AAH, B, HAF
S w7y, dESA A4E 18 Bty 2EdAE Ay, FAHE AtS
AAstH, A YL gidtE T AAZe] oA AR S =eWth(Addholdt,
1984; Ford, 1989; Hewitt & Dyck, 1986; Hewitt & Flett, 1993; Hollingworth, 1926;
Lovecky, 1994; Mendaglio, 1994; Webb, Meckstroth, & Tolan, 1982; Whitmore, 1980). ¥t
Hol &4 52 A gHF] 4FS BY A HE 2As v 71EH 43l
A2 Xdte AFE FeA Boha dlE, ol i Fgo] AA R A A glom,
AA ALY sEe dsta slof, A B Ao RHS 943tstr] 98 o E4d¢]
NZstr =83 2ES HolAl FthAdderholdt-Elliott, 1987; Dixon et al., 2004;
Maddi, 1976; Schuler, 2000, 2002)
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Fo)7h A DAL Garol RAHAA E& FAAUAA olAA Ere o
17} A%H AT 42 9 GAS GEOE BUBH Vel P& D AL Fo

FAAA AAste] #AE Hug Aol ot D, 2008; 1w, 2009; ©1 A H,
2005; S, 1992; 3| Y, 1995; Brown, 1993; Hewitt & Dyck, 1986; Lynn, Bieling, &
Wallace, 1994), &+ F0)¢} Bl ¢-& g1 2EH 2 Ztole AF A #A dgol U
Bton, Zotaszt, mej A, S9AEF B vEE, I8 JE AYIds R B
7} = A2 BuFHI QTH(Schuler, 2000, 2002; Siegle & Schuler, 2000; Webb et al.,
1982; Whitmore, 1980). HFH o] ¥ o] Aol & FALTE FPAATI) ==
ATFAAY, 1998)9F e Fo] FFo] HEFE A FYAAd e Y& F&3)
H1 ¥ =¥3de 234= BUEHI Jth(Bransky, 1989; Schuler, 2000). I EZ d<&
WAANTE AR Fo, deBA7F B & il g 2Ef 2o QAHI}EF
& o, 48] eI FHF AFS FHH R BHe Ao A oy
% i

S Apsl - sz e B ol
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253 #o] Xigwl(%idl , 1995), %L%j
Bt 2aE uh olukeledd, 1999). SA A3 shdel ut
AAG o dgo] =A et
2008), d=dAe At shd Tela gHFe] o] AFshs Wl
A4 Aol vEA debd Aew ®al
ol & d7e ¢4 dEIA F FU4IA I
& 2EdL, 93 A2AA §39 5S4 A¥RL, 4949 &
27F el A2A4Ae vAE 9 A ofd &
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ATFEA 1) dFEd wet F4FA ST AT Aot AeTh

ATFEA 2) dFE "t F4FA 2EHE FHA= Aolrt deTh

ATFEA 3) SdFEd wet S4FA I2ZA FHA= Aot deTh

ATFEA 4) FAFAY FEFo] JFH 2Eg 2 FFL Y A2EAH #H
A=

I i dh

1. g7 CHA

ShadLFe e gAY ST 2EYA 9 I2AH {39 HolE 2AE)
Aate], & T A $A FAYN=88)S FoZ HEL AAFHT B Ao
FAd o FEA FHIAE o2 FEIFHES ], A7} 98(10.2%) T2 A7}
798(89.8%) 22 YEHY, & Fdu FAFAY 4RV B AR gyt g

g H(25.0%), T 28hdo] 339H(37.5%), 181

S 38do] 3HETSOIA. SotaEEeE Anud, slok Aol 403
(455%) 02 7% B9x, 1 g
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Z 1 32 %3 .
T L L L L L
7]} 3 19 2 16 0 0 40
zZ= 0 0 1 9 0 0 10
3t 0 0 1 4 1 30 36

71 EF(A 3 A} 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
A A 3 19 4 29 2 31 88

(4 do
i)
dlo
o
fr

AP &L ngE 3R o] 347(38.6%) 2 UERSTH
o] SeFE v ulgolr)E AT, Fof

EL 1&0] EobAlE o] YEtTh<E 2>). 2y & dFolAE

Fol ol o, 2~ 8 M2dA FF3 #do] YeAE TAHCE 4

T WA a4 94 a4 wA _am o
AF7} 1 9 1 16 1 8 36
AAYI S 1 10 2 11 0 10 34
=+ A7 0 0 0 2 0 6 8
7)€ 1 0 1 0 1 7 10
A 3 19 4 29 2 31 55
2. A EF

£ AFe 94 (musicality)o] Wk Ml WA
AAAE SAIA FEAG WS BFol, )
2 d7E 9T PFol st 1 o4 FUoE T
o} (Bransky et al., 1978; Frost et al, 1990; Hamachek, 1978; Maslow, 1970; Parker &
Stumpf, 1995; Schuler, 1994, 2000), ¥ Fo17} dh= ol wet I &S A
28, gLy 8 F9] A Z(Multidimentional Perfectionism Scale, MPS, Hewitt & Flett,
1989, 1991)E AHEatTH Akl 2 S Fo] A =e= 37] Ad(A7AE, BAAF, AL
Hog R7tE)S AT 458 F R FAH Jouh, B dFodAE A tidel F
ga QNS Ak, B3 5 21 U ARE $£A3Y, HE 1¥8A gy
AMEH uf-g IHTb O 5 ArE SHAEE ST E AT £4 ¢ 243 O
43 g A , 89EAS AN, A7 AFEEY), BRIAZFCED,

i
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a3 A Ho R RBIlHAES) $¥FdE F4%ta AT
B 7Y gd&8AA =23 157) &3 34
82~879 NFYEE RAFT fonE F5 F4IA
g M § A

=4GR 2EH s A EI] A, o] H(1988)<] =
AT B AT 54 2 HAE 44F ol A leJ
(Arobdd, FEAVRA, = #A, Syl tis 20% JOI ZE2FHAT 2 AFelA

&% 899 21F = (Cronbach )& .79~.85Z UEMTE
535 2 A7 4949 AL AFE ofvzt tidBA o o7k hFofe} ~E 20|
2L 250l AFE Y HPOBRE, npR AR A2 A YoM E Ml & tiABA

7F X 4 AHR 1A SFHT oo IZZHA T (Assesment of Career Decision
Making, ACDM, Harren, 1984)3 4 9 B slo] A&yt 2y 1a2d4 Aee fga
4, o9& g APH AZAH 34 g8 305z ?’“Q‘ﬂ M]E’-Ur B 04?01]*1

AEA Az F4 A48 £4 A SPSS 18.0 Window & ZEZIHE AHgaith &
F AR AFEe 2AY AR AT dFAL F -9 et Bdestd, S ¥

= 3

4 m, S oF T RS,

gorAel St el mE ST 4Y, 2EHA 9 WA 499 A8 24

A8, g EAHEA (Multivariate Analysis of Variance, MANOVA)% A A& H T

= H AWz Mg 2B a8 I2FEA FEl g gd

E7h e A9, FAHOE ol WA el @ Aok e A2

o 23} Turkey LSD ARE AFS A A8 T vpx| et 2 59 A

o FeA JEAA MAE gHFo ~EH 2 F3 JFe 2AstLA FOHIA

A4S AA3Y Y. 53] B Ao A= Type I Error® 238317] A38l, a=.05 FFolA
Bonferroni 3% &

g 2487 o, A 7k SEFe B9 (R
shg gzl e chie BAEAS 44

o



<H 3> 20| = AT ¥yl BRI HEMK}

sl 9 1 2 =3 A A
M SD N M SD N M SD N M SD N
A7) A 3 270 30 22 304 67 33 333 35 33 306 .42 88

EFQI 7] & 314 39 3.17 49 370 .50 336 .53
As|HoZ 361 35 3.81 .48 4.02 34 3.84 43
535

o]4e] EHAQ Hde] EAS FARCE AFsh] A, oA F
a1 Wilks®] 71&S A83tAS v, ST 3o Z=FH ¥ (combined independent

i
variables, B E)E 6% Fokaol At Fol Ao ShASET fo)F WA} ekt
=

R

tlo

4

HE

o
71 f8), g 24 AASATH<E 4>). I 2, hdgFol ue &
A7) A& &8 F 9] (Univariate F (o, 35=22.38, p<.001),” ‘E}QI A & Z9](Univariate F ,
$5=13.68, p<.001),” 2122 ‘AtZ] o2 H3l= 28 39 (Univariate F (o, §5=6.72, p=.002) ]l
Al Zpol7} tERRETH

e
1=

<H 4> HHFQ ¥Lol OiX|= =9 gt

a3 F&H Univariate F df p
A7) A & 2238 2/85 <.001

ghd E}QIA| & 13.68° 2/85 <.001
AzH oz By 6.72" 2/85 002

Note. ‘Bonferroni adjusted p<.017

9 Aol Ao|7} YetueA AHE7] $F
Turkey?] LSD ALE AZ v, d& F3u FAEL Tdo] FUtetHA, &
W3] kol Zax 2 Yetgth(2¥ 1]). F 3%d SYM=3.33) F 28d
A (M=3.04)3 F 18d A M=2.70)°] Hl&l, A7 A& T o] 3l 3=
EE YFH, 4F 9)A ddsiAg =83, HAH&

ool 37 shdszE oA ¢
%

o 1%

( F d
W, o
lo
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(p=.001, p<.001). T 38d FAWM=3.70) F 28d FAWM=3.11F F 1349 FA (M=
314yl s, BAAY ST FFE Fotd, F9 AR F)EC] I

o
N ==
A1E Fao)E vk, 2 AT AF F& AYAIA Agdte A4S FE F 9

al, & 35k St (M=4.02) AZ A Fabd @EFo) AFE wof, AgtEo] Al
A ¥ 7IE sha w2 Ae syt et

o
>
ol
o
3
iy}

5l
o

[

&

S
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[

(=)

&

45 q

35
5 |
25 A
——ap7|AlE
- roln|
137 MNElEes 2oE

0.5 o

2. AEY A0 CHSt SHHQ| St

QA AR, R BA BA, EABA, 22 SRAE) o
AT57] G T BARHS AASAT ANHoR shde] L2
13 5

AEL 7} 319 29oA Bt 2EH 2 ATV S71s
3

[~
5 (m
&,
b
o
ok
Ho
ko

3¢l 89 &, F38d Y A, FEAY JAAA = 2EFx £ il
A Vet =3 F 18hd A9 Ao EF BANA e 2EH X FEFS Wt
w, shdo] &7t A T IAA 9 FuXGolM Be 2EHE FEE S0 A A=
eI <& 5S> A7 dide gdo 2 ~Ef s JF3 EFHAoIG
<H 5> oHio) M2 AEFAQ| BT HEHKL
el Qe 1 52 3 A A
M SD N M SD N M SO N M SD N
Aok 246 56 22 270 .51 33 317 .64 33 282 .64 88
FEAY #A 343 36 370 .37 426 .39 3.84 .50
EY A 1.98 .69 233 51 347 56 229 .60
A 291 .68 3.09 .50 345 57 3.18 .61
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ojge] AR B} 54E FAHLE AT A, Wilkse 7|ES A &3}
of g ZAEAS AASAT 1 A3, 2EH 29 29E e FdFES £
g BATE Qo(Wilks' A=.46, F . 164=9.71, p<.001, B3I} Z7]=32), SFdFZ & FYEo]
AAFE 2EH 29 MFS 32%7HF AHsych

d& F3u i“ﬂgl ShdpFol 2E A 3h9 Wle) mAE YIFS AT 93,
g BAS AASYTH<E 6>). A& T FAY ShdsFo weh 2Ef 2~ 59

Wel, oA AEF A(Univariate F o, 35=11.32, p<.001)y, ‘BRAFHAA 2Ef=
(Univariate F (o, §5=36.41, p<.001)’, ‘=& IA 2EZ 2(Univariate F o, 35=4.76, p=.011)",
a8 g uAE éEEﬂé(Univariate F (2, §5=6.33, p:.003)°ﬂ/‘1 ztol 7F VYEFR T

<H 6> AEH 20| OX|= 22 2t

a3 FEH Univariate F df P
Apolut A 1132 2/85 <.001

s HRAY #A 36.41° 2/85 <.001

R = A 476" 2/85 011
&t Ay & 6.33" 2/85 003

Note. ‘Bonferroni adjusted p<.013

olo] 37] SdEY ~EH 29 AolE HWaty] 93, TurkeyS] LSD AE A
A&t O A, d& F3n FASL thdo] 2715t HA, 2AEHAE o] ub
2 Yyegt g% FdFFER o& F8n Y50 Use
o] HlxatA YErY, FEA|H EY2E /M Bo| Heta S

A W 2EH2E 7 WA SEFATH(IE 2)).

=90
o=
[

= 7

/\E]

Z e

2EHY 2~ 2
o

=17
om =

3 /
25 | / B

2 4 B Coxid 34

15 4 waf A
~—uaug

[d8 2] od=F0 ME AEHA
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FH FAHeE AuEN, T 35 FAM=3.17)& F 2%0d A
Y (M=2.46)°1 Bl&}, Aopdd ~EHE T ol BHsH=

17] AF)o 2 1WE 3H, Y3 s 7| At oA gol
SR ATHP<.001, p<.001). T 333 Y (M=426) T 28
d A (M=3.43)° W3, ‘FREAGHA NN 2EH 25 @o] Wretha SR F
HAA A7lE do] B, AYUAA HdsAY ZIdEtE 8t UF aga ST
(p<.001, p<.001). & 13 A (M=1.98)°] Hl=l, F 38 A (M=3.47) ‘E&f @A
A Adste 2Ed 2 A&7 94T &, F 3%d JAEL JAFEH oorvt & F3t
A FAYG # oA RIthy 2EH2E E—t— 102 YERGTH(p<.001). 23 F 3
hd st 5 28hd A (M=2.33)Y ‘T JAANA A H3= AEﬂﬂ* AEe A4
2 FostA Bhth(p=.253). 2E#H 2 3 b&d T AL R

3 a2 2ol S AH W, F 33 FYM=345C F
shd S (M=2.91)0 Hl&l, FugZdA 2EH2E H T=Er
<.001). = 38d AL g& gd gA = vls] A& F

t3, A-g3tr] oj¥ota 3T

(M=2.70)3} & 138}
o2 e, 3
AE

Y25 de=g

rL

=

oo K

‘W@% 2Eg 20
FY(M=3.09)3 Z
T3 ATH(p=.001,

R ayA A

= 2 |o _IO(‘

0

o

3. ZZZHA 7O Cfs sdel st

<H 7> o 22y 9% BRl HEMAL

a9l 9y

ged AZAAH 293 36 22 3.07 36 33 343 50 33 317 47 88

FAH AZAH 3.65 .63 3.56 .54 3.53 .58 357 57
Iz A2A44 176 .36 1.55 .56 135 .46 1.53 .50

ol wH o 42 4
I Wikkse] 71EE FE39S v, 122 89 238 Fo2 ddF-ES Fod A
7} ARATH(Wilks' A=.70 F . 166=5.45, p<.001, &3} F7]=165). A LA, d& F
A e X 5

< el =
TAHOE de F3gu Y gdsEe] JA2ZA Y 39 WA vA = I

ro
o
ey
ox
o
it
o
s o
of
B
)
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Aol eriFel o AsdA} gals MEAF olHE F

=

& MR 3, BT B AANFATH<E 8). 1 A3, SdSzd me, g
{]EQ@’(Univariate F(Z, 35)=10.85, p<.001)4_4' = EZ—'], Z‘Ji@"é’(Univariate F(z, 35)=4.95,
p=.009)°ll A =to]7} RS T

<H 8> ZZ® %0 OiXl= =9 Zit

a3} ER il Univariate F df P
el 1244 10.85° 2/85 <.001

g #AH 2AA 28 2/85 757
B=d A2AA 4.95" 2/85 .009

Note. ‘Bonferroni adjusted p<.017

o] 37 SPAFEFRE FelA A AP FEH AZAR FFNA o} At
A W3] 919, Turkeyl LSD ALE A5 S AAF 23, A% 2 AL g0l
A, YA ARAR Age FSE W, A A2EY AT ol

< A%E BIH(2F 3)).
‘A N2AA S FAHoE EE HwE oW, 5 38hd Sty (M=3.43)S F 28
sSHAAM=3.07)F Z 183 s W=2.93)] Hlsf, I = A4S @
2 3, $23 2SS & u FEI ALS 2y AL ASes A= YElyt(p<
= 3

(M=1.76)° vl&), ‘A =2 A2AA Ao] o
Sael duE 33d S ALNA AL ATt Aol FAJAA maAY AA S}
= AE7E 08 Sde R U2 How

4
3.5
3
25
2 iy
15 =
1] MEXIZZEH
05
a T T |
1 B2 3
[O3 3] &H+F0| 2 MNZEY 89
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4. g2y ZZ2HH0 O/X= 2HFYQ AEY A HE

d& Ftue A FA SA4FA ] SEF|, 2EHx 9 A2ZZAA {F¥ o
Pearson F#4EA S AN H S W(<E 9>), $B8F9 &9 82AE ol =2 o] Y

WO A4rAe 454=.466, 1 475 gaxns=408). 18I 2EH 2 319 QRAEGAHE

ol et on, 53] Aopddr 2E# A 8112 VE 2EH 2 2113 4ol w
YERATHr sopura stnnge=540, r qonn =qe4=338). ‘Fed I22A §E AVAL
S T (r=417), APRF 2EH 2(r=360), ‘FEAE HAA ZEH 2(r=330) 1
TS uAE 2EHA(r=307)9 o] e AR UEET. 5 ATAF dHFe
EETE, 283 Aohdd, FRAY #A, 22 fuld 2EY2Tt 555 I
Fetae] A F FhAle FYAYL AZZA AFS Bole AoE YEhETh
3, 7 Ao s duF oot 2EHAT) de Fou GA9 FelHdd 1=EA

[e]

FA2 d3sA unaA FHIARLL ANt
Eal

o

Hel 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

g4 LAY
:i 2. ERIAFF 408"
o 3 AgHoE Bad 46 44T
L4 A 91 24w
E 5 REA #A 4197 37 233 e
Eﬂ 6. EeEA 14410 141 3387 267

7. St 157 I» 093 5407 2130 3607
A8 FeElA A=44 477 0m 165 3607 3307 121 307"
% 9. WA A=A 148 -8 061 -25 003 w204 22300 217
A 10 A=A A2AF .87 210 190 -1 w264 -138 0 018 -0 -031

Note. p<.05, ~p<.01

A% Fow PAY FeH A2 AN BT duFe % 2=dz 39 23
o dlxae 4vie A3, dE FHL FA AT PUF(F-40)9) Aok
2EG 2 (B=217F FE1d JAE2 AAYE FosA dZstes A2 YENKF o 5=
14.55, p<.001), &4 AZEAGEE 26% AE A=A

O
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<H 10> 2HF2 & AE A O1Q210] EE|H XZZYO OIXE BT

sl o xz3}
=5 AT A t p F P R
B SE ) g}
(&) 1.34 35 3.85 <.001
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= Abstract =

The Effect of Perfectionism and Stress of Musically
Gifted on Rational Career Decision-Making

Lee, Mi-Soon
Daegu University

The purpose of this study was to explore differences in styles of perfectionism, stress,
and career decision-making of gifted musicians by their grade level and examine the
effect of perfectionism and stress of gifted musicians on their rational career
decision-making. The participants of this study were 88 gifted musicians attending in
the middle school of arts. The results indicated that there were significant differences
in dimensions of perfectionism by the grade level of gifted musicians. The tendency of
self-oriented, other-oriented, and socially prescribed perfectionism was higher with
grade level. There were significant differences by grade level in stresses that gifted
musicians experienced. The higher a grade level was, the more gifted musicians got
stresses in self-development, parent-child relationship, peer relationship, and school
life. The effect of grade level on career decision-making was significant in the rational
and the transitional career decision-making. The higher a grade level was, the more
rational decision-making was but the less transitional decision-making was.
Meanwhile, when the effect of perfectionism and stress of gifted musicians on the
rational career decision-making was examined, the rational career decision-making was

predicted by self oriented perfectionism and self-development stress.

Key Words: Musically gifted, Perfectionism, Stress, Rational career decision-making
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