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¥4, Einstellung, 37bs, set OAh =X Az, BEENLEDSh, BERIESEE
BRIZKMERALDLENDEEF > T3,

ik Rigidity 259 term 2 80X SEX ik —IE, T ZRELTEZ I,

TEAMICE, Rigidity (&, BERITbhr O LOoMREVW2 EREZIOTH Y, BRIIC
2, S Bhol LOoHERVRER, BELRGTSLE ) TEEEELE - T3, (1943)

fRix, Rigidity #RMABERZHCE, 0L CEXDESL I, 220F @ Rigidity X,
HAHITIE, isolation ILEB3DTHY, YAT A0 LMEEFIIC, BEAERIC B X bR
BRO—IEHBFERIZ X 5 XhB4iT, Rigidity B55bR30DTHZEE - T3,

Goldstein (&, BIBHEIZ & - T, HAEBRL isolation PR b, BEOMWALIZ X - T, isolation
KEBHREEED Shh, Bk, &4 70 Rigidity 3, fTEBBEBORICALNE LEXT,
#1C, subcortical MiB#Iz L 5 Rigidity % primary Rigidity, cortex DiE#, XX, BWE
iz & % Rigidity % secondary Rigidity * &5i77, # LT, Z® 220 %4 7@ Rigidity &
HioywhdorExi, Fhikic, 150 activity b5, F0 activity 2RO R W fio
activity BT T3 tolR#E, Thbb, set 2FHTIEESDKMEE, primary Rigidity
X330, Thbd, KNEEOMBEIZLZ230Th- T, REOBENR, FEFRRRH
LHET 30TV, FLT, Secondary Rigidity 1%, #HBERZEOBRENSL B30 TH-
T, BREPLIVIZIHLWLEIEIDOTHD L LI,

T, BERUZALhZTHORE, KT Db 3R E~OHEFL, Goldstein X,
EDOLIIETENEES &, F0 LSRRG, Rigidity 0 2R BEKTH-> T T Hk
Z\u] Lu9 frustration situation S5 ORBETH B EE X, ThEH 5, Rigid RIEIZHE
> T, PELTLY, BB L0 BRECHRET 5D TRER, frustration OEHO
FELLT, NoBEORBRESLLbhZZEdbb, FlAE, EiLEd, FOMEICE > TR
EYRETIEIREETHD EERI,

(6) Luchins ®3#,

Luchins, A. S. (&, &8, Einstellung, 3k b %, set OFEDOIFEH HIX U ¥ » 72, Luchins
B, BEMBD 2 H = X ADEPBEOMHIZ, Einstellung O%HE O measure & L TEEL 7o KH
»OMER, Rigidity oBREZICEH L $h, Luchins 0B EZBX AL AVWLRDI LI IKR»

=2 &b 5, Luchins % L, Rigidity OFRPWRFZBICMAZ I LZBEORZ LR,

Luchins(1942) 23, Z U CTHW KD OMEII%KD L 5 %23 DTh S, Luchins (X, Prob-
lems 2, 3,4, 5,6 % Einstellung Problems, Problems 7, 8, 10, 11 % Critical Problems, Problems
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9 % Extinction Test L HrL 7z, #EFEIL, Problems 1-6 F CHWTE/- &%, HFEMIZED
BhEh sl Ld, FoREDOFHAER, B—A-2C iz—%T %, & A< Problem 7 LJ#
REENE D L, FRA Y OBBEX, A—C, XiZ, A+C TEIZ bbb 57, 6E® Einstellung
Problems %f#< Z &2 X T, Problem 7 LI o#REIC B2 RIEB w2\, Einstellung
Solution » B—A—2C pf#t:% iv%, 1, Problem 9 TA—C 2453 % DICERHH %
LR IR AN R 3 e I

Luchins (%, %&TRFTIESHA set B3, KROBEMPEE Y HE T % mechanization ¥ HR
L7z,

Luchins ¥, #oRORNABEXE XY, set ORFHOREZLEXL, KBDOBEEELID,
T % @ variation X 7-—BORROKE, OEBMRISLEVERET = &, ARo—#&Y
AERERE TRV, HHIE, mind %5 mechanize ¥hizi®»ThB L, @Einstellung 12,
mechanization 25 37 5b X353 0T, intelligence assumption X%, Resonable be-
havior (fx(F, SEARMEAUMETIVESLSI WS X)) b, 46X h50THS
St @F Y. Z A LEERDOA 2L, Whole Situation OSSR ENTEE 2RI L 7ob5, Test
Problem ® &t % 1 BRI E LM Einstellung O, MiELA Y, 108F250h 50
TREBDThHd, 1EE1EXNDE oEE X 5, Einstellung 2RI B TREV, @& 4
Lh-fifE%, 3 <, Whole Situation KE\WTE 52X 50D, @RE LY, BETI-EENE
HTa»6Ths (1942) W5 ER2E -, Fhiic, Einstellung OzhEIX, BEO#HE,
RERUCKET 20 THIHEADZOTH S,

XU I, Luchins (¥, Rigidity &\ 4, —i&iz, Personality o &% A TWB E
W3 & &b, Pervasive trait X 5, %%, Einstellung %R LS5 FHEL BT, Rigidity
EEIESRA G 5 2o, #iz, Einstellung 0B TcRiSR7-d DX, problem solving
rigidity Th 3 = & #38¥, E5iZ, problem solving rigidity (%, personality %1 H & DOHEEE
TR, BORUCELSINZIOTHL Z L2 FUOEMAL, (1949

Rigidity O REQERD, BEEOHICHZ 02, Xk, BE kI, BEoMZbsonk
S 9 Rigidity BrgesE #Fh LB AL T, Luchins (&, BEOMICAE IR B2, i,
RERALORZMIZBEAERH D L 2B, TOEAELED ZEEMOERE LT, Hull o
FEERPLOTREY T, KEOERYAD Tz, (19495 DAxRERL T3,

Luchins o K5 ORE, ZhiFUHEOLMANBOME » < LXFOMBESE, £ o
%e&D Rigidity @ measure & LTFATHWADThH B, Luchins - ofEXRERE L
19424 LI B4 5, Prejudice ©BZE% LT\ 7z Rokeach (X, #&iiEROER & L T, Rigidity
Y HIF, APDOREEE, HE&PFERD score oo+ oMHE%HE data 3 LT LT,
MR AL, mental rigidity ¥ BEOBX 0¥ 1 v Th b & L1z, (1948a, 1948b) #HLMR
RiZ, hb2BEEEENLLDOTHS, Rokeach @ BfRiX, Luchins @ Rigidity (%, HERE
KIWEETELD0THSL EWIHIIBLRLLBERDZEDThHS, Luchins ¥, Rigidity &
Ethnocentrism @340 AT, (1949) Rigidity © measure O - - {H\ - Fio X LT, Rokeach
B SIEEEL -, “hiz LT, Rokeach (X, Ethnocentrism ©FF & LT, generalized
rigidity BHFET 22 L ERE LA (1949 2w #FEx LLREBY D - 72,
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L L, 19534, Levitt, E.E. i, KB DREOZYHE 2 BEICHE LT, 4, Luchins 3
RO BIEBLTWEERE W HIF T, APHOMBEIEZYESR L EEERL S

HORAE, ROBIZERFIRLTNE, Oset OHETRVELZEL LY, hEVEL OHER
EZH Loss Shd,

FORER, #E8ED random sample ShTuwhRwE WS Zkizk b, @Water Jar O,
THEAamER ST, UBLSHEEB oL, 1Rk, Water Jar 37 A F LTEbLLWZ &2/ L
Jzo  (1953)

(6) Fisher o3t,

Fisher, S. @, Rigidity 2B 28523, 19494 J. Personality #{Eiz w57z [Per-
sonality Rigidity IZBi3 2RO RE ] OFF T, ZUDTHLRIShi, ZORILOFT, #
i3, BB 2RO L 5 ITHHCRXTWw5, Tbb, Freud's A general Introduction to
Psychoanalysis was the first to treat systematically certain phases of the rigidity-flexibility
question, (XD %)

%1%, defense mechanism 73, rigidity #3753 3D ThH D & E LT, RMOEHE LD
Briind T, ego 1T & o TAFIREE stimulus M, 2k, £ X5 7% stimulus #FE®H T
FRT 5 L5 mechanism (¥, 1-0i2lE, ego ® defense mechanism Th b, 102,
Rigidity % 2B E % £+ 20 Th 5% & L7, maladjustment person &, normal L 7o & &
Iz, normal (%, ego involving emotional situation IZHB L& ¥, b T b rigid BT %
REREVEWS Z EEBHI, X 51T, threat D/PNXVLEFOTEI TR LA S rigidity &, threat
DRERBFIZALN S rigidity &%, KHXh 330 Ths 2 & (1950) 23w, fHiE, BRT
% Rigidity % 2 IR BIL 7, #h 5%, ego level rigidity &, peripheral level rigidity T
b5,

ego level rigidity (%, FREOMII KRB EEE ego IZBIRT 5 L 5 RRAEDOTIZE VT, ego
Dbz defense mechanism 75 4 7= 5 ¥ h % Rigidity Th b, peripheral level rigidity
EiE, BREORIIRUD ego L3 H T VEIFRORWIERFRERIIC I W THRAET S Rigidity T
b5, Fhifiz, ego level rigidity @, peripheral rigidity 12X)3 % k¥, maladjustment
person BAEWEDOTH 5,

%X, Rigidity %35, personality @ general factor Th 5%, Xi, field condition D ET
HEPJ/PEEIMFL, ROLIHH LT3,

TAZE, FhZPHBECOEBEO VA SHE L B0 aRN L 50 ThHhL L EET S
ik, Allrd, BHMCEBRTSTHS 5.1 (1950b, 1955)

Fisher (¥, (1950b) ¥k® 4 o® Variables 73, {7B)® Rigidity @ Profiles *#RET 23 O

EE 2T,
@ ego rigidity %3 % Peripheral rigidity oo, BEML “FEH L O0@BoRE,
® EEORIEH, general rigidity # Kt L TW3 LS5 IZB X 5ES, (fio#* % TlX, general
rigidity &{%, RIGOEEERD T30 TH5,)
"© threatening X%, ego significant ZRWICHEBL - L Fizh bbh b Rigidity OoRRE,
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@ BEE, ego involving & LTRFBIAhLhR VLI RRRCHEBL L &I, FizkS

K&k, B, TUNER Flexibility # w2 k5 ichx 5RE,

Fisher ®\+3 Rigidity &, B2 RE2 L TEEHROI BT 5 bh 3, flx, internal
personality rigidity (X, Rigidity * QG ERFICAXZ2EL2 L ThbLbh, L, HBEIZ flex-
ibility 2 A TWB X510 dh x5 &BNTWB, (1950b) 73k, »h2ERTo Rigidity Th
55, intelligence & OBAMRIZ, HE VED TR,

%1%, threating task T/R¥Hh B rigidity &, non threating task T/RE¥h % ego level
rigidity &, peripheral rigidity & 0%, EEMICHS = &P %KD % LI, Rigidity 05
FHELTHA D EEL TV, 196565FIL, 120RLERE LK, (1955)

Fisher OB, HEIZ ZEOHEIC S oo TR wi3, defense mechanism %3 Rigidity
RETEIOTHDEWIE XL, %12, anxiety X, security &7, stress 2 Rigidity
LOBROMELE > TRELTRLDOTH S,

(7) Rokeachoii,

ethnocentrism & tolerant individual & OBIR%HERFAITHIEL TV 72 Rokeach (3,
Luchins 73 Einstellung OZE OB (1942) #RFL TU¥E, set DR HOOFEHRIZL
ZATHRT, X OFf, Rokeach (X, RIE% X WEERWIZHE LD OOELRT I 5 REHE
OBEAEHZTS o L HER VS 0%, Rigidity L EH L7, (1948) X HIEkD & S iib
A YAN

“ There is a generalized rigidity which will manifest itself in the solution of any problem,
be it social or non social in nature.” (1948)

ik, UFo Rigidity oA %, problem solving O& % 59, ¥ 7z, social adjustment i
FCIELEDOTH B, LT, social prejudice (¥, mental rigidity 3 Xt, B & O con-
creteness 12D sign THELWIRBRELZTCADOTHL, CORBYT A V35701,
K4 %, California Ethnocentrism Scale ¢ prejudice score DF\W /L — S EE N2 —F
12431} 72, mental rigidity (%, Luchins @ Water Jar % H\ 72,

5813, Ethnocentrism @ score OEWEITEHEHBELBECES T A YR L7, Water
Jar LT &5 2D map problem T3, EEEHEALALNAY, hIFEILIELR
W otie XX 51T, prejudice score DEWTFED, BEFEOMEY & iz Rigid th b,
B2 concrete ThHB LW EHEATT, FELAELERLEL, (1948

Luchins (¥, Rokeach @ = m#EE(1948a, 1948b) izt L CRH L1z F DAL, (ORokeach
DEHE, DELFLITHYLE VI b TEEWY, HERURRMEETZ 2L, @&,
Roueach @ Water Jar o score ®F#:%, mental rigidity #BIEL TV B Eixvxltno
PHLMIT LI,

Luchins {% Rokeach %35 L T, kD LS ITE -7

“ They were a function of Aristoterian or class approach as opposed to the field properties
of the problem of thought.”

Gestalt IRIZE9 3% Luchins oF X (%, set (F, Bohizgy v« 24 v HPHELE BICRE
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TE50THY, BORAEDWIHAIZI 5T ethnocentric Th % & %> non ethnocentric Th
3&h, BIEN, rigid THD L non rigid THBE T2 &, ELMAERIBIRAELT
BEIZT <23, AEOTHOMRE LTCERNEF A EAVEZ LR LAEDT
Hb, izt L T Rokeach (%, (1949) ethnocentrism ¢ factor & LT general rigidity
BRENPBET 7=y 7 OEEE L Z4MY data THRLUTC, Luchins WL 72,

Rokeach o#5EI%, Solomon, M. D. (1952) izt - T3 BRXh, FELERY L7, LHhL,
Eriksen, C. W. & Eisenstein, D, (1953) (X, E#HLRAA B WTEK LA, L L, Luchins &
%, Eriksen OILHEIZ 3 23 53, Rokeach D19484E, 49 0F#/rlE, Adorno, Brandy, R
U8, Hartley I235# % H, ethnocentrism, authoritarianism, social attitude OFFFREIZ K E
%5 X, Rigidity OPI%ET, L Rigidity & oAU EICESCHE#ESEHZLLZOTH B,

H & N F

EENEERWIC Rigidity #E#H L T “Rigidity (X Personality o—BERTH 2" &,
7- “Rigidity & FEBELLZZEX (set)” THD L WIEIHK 5,

L LEiRo oL, BUXR, b20-ETEIIER L TEARIE» SRV ToHh, FLT
THCHT 2 EPRBRRORTW3S, L dEESE, KENERAORLLHIH IR TW3H
KEmmpick T, B Rigidity 0TBEL W LESREIHERR -, SHICEGT TS
ERELTCHCHEKR, SHOoLIETRELVWE LB XS, RIEKENM 2L —D0THY
BLAVWEZATHEY, ThiHLBRVORERTHELEES, cova—-TREEEL
ool BEOEE OFERRL DL TICHRET D2 LIt X - T Rigidity 2 WH ST
FIZTBIEBHERETHS 9, ROBELTOFERT - TALVWLEES, ABHOHLWEH
I WCHTER Rigid ZAEPEEBT 203801 Th 5%, BED L - 51X, FTEHOTRLEITIC
T Rigidity iKW 284, #EOERIC LS Rigidity »%ZRBIZANTCHREED ZONE
MTHH9,

X HIT fixation, mental inertia, » 5\ XIERA @ flexibility plasticity 7¢ 25 % 3RFR»-3°
ZOEEAVEY, ThboMED Rigidity LA, RECX-TFOEKRTELISORAE
BRRBEDOT, REOBEDTFCELOXIROFHSEE LR VL X THRE LE D 7,
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