Rigidity OEBRIBIFLORE
— 1950 RO KERBIF % s & L T—

B 4 B 2

A Review of Rigidites in Experimentation

MomMoONA Moriyuki

F L » &

1940 R DBFFRICIT, BT — % 20 LB, B, Z Uh o1z, SR LT, 1950
FROWMAEICLD L, BENFENHARCED, EEMLEOPL 2L - THRL, IROKRE
P, WIBTHET A0, WETHZ,d Lvady, 1950ERORBERTHL, 0ERDL
NI 6RT, W3fFITHEmML T3, 50/ - T, Rigidity ORI EIERIC/LDIIZD
n, FREIKREREBCE DO, B LIC B, 2002, Rigidity 7 38 %, X2, mechanism 7%,
WP U THRIFRICERT 200 ) 2 Licdh B,

404£4kz12, Kounin, Werner, ------ Goldstein & o Rigidity ofE£iL, BENEHRTH Y,
HDEORIUNHNEBTH 5 &I FEESH s Ioh, S0ERICAZ E, £ DWFEBOERIC
SUT, HEPRELLLL D%, 2L T, Rigidity LFEATI V00, LS BBOEN4EL
Tk,

BEEROEE S L, Rigidity oS0 %ME LT, BEHICRE L TET, BUEBRITHE
DL LICBONTHERY, HRTIRBHRE2ABLTL EVIRBIC - THRI,

FRICEOT, LHROL I AHRBBOZEZ, 77— 22BILLT, BBLTAHL, HE
ABHEED, L OREMFEOHEFEZ S LT, Rigidity ot o nite Table 1 (2R L
2o CORBERILENVEDPLERERLEOTLEFDNAZOHBCHET 2 Rigidity 71
LRHEOBEROEEPHOLPICL TOELL,

B, EFCEHTEPLOHRINTEDY, L%, LCEFOHLWIHMOME LKL T
W3, £CC, £ Rigidity 2HEOHP» SBREET LD 3,

TEITELRMETO Ridgity OREBRBPAR

(1) MROEHEMALDLYDITFH, I (BT = Mic L 2B%)
HROMEOT AL, KEL DI TRDADIZEEDOEN S,
OFEBT A Mz X 3B OHE,

OB X W,

O ESRIRBE L OB T OB,



TSRS RERRH R
Cattell (1946) Werner (1946) / \ If B RAEIC L
. / (RIZCAEIIZH BT 3) Luchms(';;)%}iﬁgn6) Ro,eac
( Perseveration Dt Lewin &1949#[:4&‘] %
ROBZ & ofﬁﬂﬁ‘é) RO R BN RIS ;

\ Kounin (R(iC Ar French

Rigidity O RO E LR

e ba

Flenkel Brunswik

¥ 19495t

o

¥ (Ethnocentrism)
{IRD 1D Dsign

Goodstein === Grace &

Armstrong

(RIzCE iz —7 Ak L_;tgj;gj— 3) Goodstemglgggg *n/ urphy Eriksen i
¥t :‘: L% Cowén & Pitcher Brounic & 245 (1953)
ALHT) Levitt (1953) | . "/ (Luchms tgokeach )
Plenderlith McAndrew (1 948) | Zellen ,u' - DEFEIIEEEMZ B
bleldnormal & ) b (FHLEA KL i .
gf’cef t:\)nOI‘ma ERlii@Z}ﬂ)‘ Flenkel- Brunsw1k' "'lAdorno ( YADEFrigidityls
':- "ll/ HT2RBIXIZMAEIILDT
Stevenson Ainsworth 1 & B & i Lz,
Meresko | o
" A=B
7 ADTERHYBIZR 2N L 2RT,
WA FH ST | ,;ﬁ' THbbLBIARERT NP LT LD
B Mal Good stein (1949) Freud ARBEXFHT B LERL% W,
I e 74 \ Femckel (1945)
FERE, KH Nathonson  Feg Fisher (1950)==== zzzR, Stress anxiety C-D

<reactive inhibition)
AEWERICE B

uf
Cowen & Thompson

CHDIZRmLIZE2RT,
E:=>F A=>BrRIELHEET
» 3 G
C—D LERSBERET
b 2 HREHIBIR

R. Rigidity #n%

G-»

1 °1qel

BREO¥HO AHpBY : ZE



HEBXRXFHE FH LB XXX

@OBFREY Ry 5 DR,

MmZ T, ATV ™M) LSRR, 240= .7 YAOHEPEET D,
Rigidity & 4% & OBAROBIARIL, Rigidity oK E47 - < TH 275, KLV IBRIC,
T, HESH B DT, Rigidity LHKEOBRE, LEOHRO4DOFBTEELTH

X9,

INGEDHL, QL@EiE, FNTNFHOEHTL I BT THZDT, ST TRET, ROBK
TORBOWFEDO—2>Tnbt, BMKECLI2HRERFL TH 3,

Y, F-22Hh0, SETCCHENTDREATHRD,

Rigidity »%, #:# BEIH 200, Ll od, Vv S5BEL, Rigidity offRok#r S
KERTF—=TH o712,

Fisher, S. (1950) i, IF# A, & v A5 v —, paranoid schizophrenia Z#h Zn204% iz,
£ Rigidity 7 A + 2HfT LR, Mo Rigidity 7 2 +Tid, 3207a— 725
LBah -, %L o Rigidity FArDRAa270MPEDE, ROCHNTE I EHFHEL,
—f%ic, E#e x5 v — &, paranoid schizophrenics *iX, E#AL D B, rigid THB
EWIRENT, X, Guilford » STDCR & DBFE L A LD 6N T,

Schmidt, H. O., Fonda, C.P. & Wesley, E.L. (1954) (2, Wesley Rigidity Schale (1950)
o5, rigid behavior # LT AL SN B2EHB2X L, COHBEHORA=7 &, Luch-
insOKBDDED A 2 7 & DEJI, BIEA S 3 », o 2D B < {, Lushins* problem
solving rigidity i3 personality #n @& @ function Tix7’r ¢, field condition ¢ function
TH2” 1942) LF R Z TR LI, BRI, 1%v~1T, 220227 0/HIL, AR
EZhAH LD LN, problem solving Rlgidity i3, personality trait iz, ISP CBRT 5 &
BRENI,

Jones, M. B. (1954) (X, Wesley o Manifest rigidity scale &, Colifornia F Scale ¢ o
iz, 77 20HEErL LD,

Pitcher, B. & Stacey, C.L. (1954) (3, Rigidity %&£ { oE&#2HEEL T, £ 2i, 220
#4 7o Rigidity 3% 3 & L7z, 121, %2 situation OoFT, { VEBLHOHLNTL B L
77 Rigidity TH b, o120k, HoW3EEDTHOEMIC /2 > TV 2ERNLELETH
5EEx 60 % Rigidity TH» 3, Li» L, Pitcher 23, # 3% situation C, rigid A
Na3G8HDs1 7, BigOER%2E4ET 2 general rigidity factor it 123D ThHBLER
rigidity O—f¥EOEB % 22T T, Rigidity oRENELT 21200 T, I EDL ) KL
T2vhAHLSE L, HESRAV Rigidity o2 —i3, HEREOLDTHB, Tib®
LI RIBFBLEDEENEORIB TV 222 Ebe, TORILONEE, HEN, WMRH, o
2ODERONTFT T Y R, 126 T ETRERERNIRIED set2Eh, 8, 9 FiL,
MMM LME U k20, 10~13F, BN, MEMARIEPTTETHD, 1EFE»L
TEETCOMBETESNT set %, BOMBICO U {BE%, Rigid ® measnre & LT, Rig-
idity oBE® 7B ICHT 7z, 373 80K%E > 68611 Guilford—Zimmerman Temper-
ament Survey 0% 71— FEDOFEEEIL, Table o 20Nl TH 3,

100> personality @ Scale @ 5 %, HEicH7 b iz, A CGiiett) &M (BFH) oA TH

— 66 —



H4 : Rigidity OFFEEH

%, 1. Dress ——Shoes ——Coat
Pitcher %1, COEBIZHLT, MT, 5% L~ 2. Carrot ——Apple ——Tomzto
. _ 3. Coal ——Paper —Woo
- - ? ¥ N -4 \
f.ﬁak&t@@,%tf@%kﬁ%ﬁkﬁbnru 4 Sow  —Scissors —Knife
B shoTHAHLLT, DT, AILkWTHE 5. Newspaper—Poem  ——Novel
ZAH -0, Rigidity 45, A&7 need (A4 % 6. Plano —Flute —Violin
NTV3 L ERTHTH S & LT, Rigidity ogeneral 7 ﬁorse “?lephone —I‘Eﬂ“‘i
. - 8. Mars ——Jupiter ——Eart]
=5 bad ) ~
trait Q@D -7, 9. Hydrogen—Ammonia——Oxygen
Wolpert, E. A. (1955) ¢z, Adorno, J.W. & autho- 9. pencit ——Chalk ——Pen
ritarian personality o prejudice DOBFFRI/RBEN 11, Wine ——Water ——Cocacola
T, general rigidity syndrome 27T 5 & & B{rse 12 Sofa  ——Bed = —Couch
L 13. Microscope—Eyeglasses—Telescope
Table 2. Guilformmerd-Ziman Temperament Survey ¢ Score &
Rigidity 7 2@ Group & OBk
Group
Trait 3
I I m v v Vi VI F Ratio df=%
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Table 5. Water Jar (X 3 F.R. 71— 7o Rorschach Score.
A. Raw Score #EIZLUHEZE

HYP Rigid group N=17 Flexible group N=17 |Diff. Diff. ¢ Pvalue| Fratio [P value
NO Between . of 16 of
. m a Range m c Range Mean ratio |t ratio df—16 F ratio
1. 27.6 | 16.0 10-73 48.2 | 24.9 17-10 20.6 | 2.869 .01 2.44 | >.05
2. 15.6 | 12.4 .0-35.5 23.31 9.6 | 18.5-35 7.7 | 2.037 .05 1.63 | >.05
3. 1.1 1.5 .0-5 2.1 2.1 0-8 1.0 | 1.629 .12 1.83 | >.05
4. 1.5 2.0 .0-8 3.2| 2.8 0-11 1.7 | 2.049 .05 1.91 | >.05
5. 61 2.6 0-9 5.4 3.7 0-13 2.8 | 2.569 .02 2.08 | >.05
7. 8.5 3.5 1-14 12.6 | 4.2 6-20 4.1 | 3.060 .01 1.42 | >.05
8. 83.3110.3 59-100 78.4 | 11.4 50-100 4.6 | 0.390 .70 1.22 | >.05
11. 4.6 2.5 0-8 6.4 3.4 2-12 1.8 [ 1.698 .10 1.88 { >.05
14. 52.4126.3| 15.9-88.6 34.8 | 15.1 19.1-82.1 17.6 | 2.388 .03 3.03 | <.05
15. 37.8)25.5 7.8-121.8 | 19.9 | 11.6 6.9-58.0 17.9 | 2.632 .02 4.82 | <0.1
16. 4.0 3.3 0-10 4.1 2.2 0-9 0.1 |0.103 .90 2.22 ) >.05
17a 24| 2.1 0-8 5.2| 5.6 0-21 2.8 11.931 .09 7.46 | <.01
17b 1.6 2.6 0-10 1.9 2.1 0-6 0.3 10.370 .92 1.44 | >.05
17¢ 1.7 2.7 -1.3-+12.0| 3.4| 5.4} —33-+20.0 | +1.7 11.269| 2.2 4.05 ) <.01
B. Deviation Score %%z U758
9. 12.3113.9} —65-+15 6.0 5.3 —~15-+2 6.3 | 1.703 .10 7.43 | <.01
10, | 17.0]10.2 | —50-+30 11.1) 8.3; —18-+29 5.9 |1.827| .08 1.46 | >.05
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Table 6. Rigidity @ test [oo#B§  N=33 (K¥4)

@ © @ ® ®
® Rorschach — ATHFF | 42%* L40%* .19 —-.19
@ Hypthesis AT | — 15 — .40** .15
® Problem Solving — . 29% —.06 .03
@ Perceptual expectacy —.16 .10
® Attitude Scale .05

* 1 BVSATHE * 5%VATHEE
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sdereotype —.329 .238 .016 214
Spontaneity .262 .521 —.353 .238
approach .072 .536 .452% . 498%*
sequence .358 .328 .521% L4T4*

* 1 %BVv_ATEERE * 5%U_ALTEE
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h 3, neurotic 4% rigid -<T#H v, neurotic L b 3 schizophrenic o F»¥ & & iz rigid ¢
HBTrERLI,

Mandl, B.S. T. (1954)%, paranoid schizophrenic iz2o\T, 4nEfy Rigidity o#isE#
LIEDOBFRZERH L,

Fisher, S. (2, B®o ok % { AT, ego level rigidity & peripheral rigidity o x
BPRHOMCLIS, S EL, BHREENAGEZL LI ANTV S,

Fisher, S. (1955) i3, EHE AL 7 A a—athBEEF IR LT, 5 2o Rigidity Test #17\>,
ZDILD3I DT, SDBPUTOVRATERIL, 7TrArz—LEZOFI rigid THEIBRZHT
\~3%, Fisher oL, BHSWROMEOL B TRERE DL HTH29 b, LI &I
AN TIEENTEL,

(2 HBHEEEo Rigidity ol%E

K rEs EAY rigid T 2 hE», SN Rigidity o R T—2DEEKH BT — < TH - 1%
HWHEELE, COEICONBI IR, BEBTORVEIICERD, LTS5 D3, BEHEHEEN
rigid CHBI3PEP L SIHRIE, L LT, Lewin (2iZU ¥ ), Lewin OBERTOAREE
DEPGEDLNIZLDTH - T, BHREENRB» STONILLOTEIar 706 TH B,
L»L, FRXT, BHEBROHZ—Ms )T 3B0I Lk, T, BHRESE, Go-
ldstein #%, ¥Em#35 R0 L 5 iz Cortex D#HEIH secondary rigidity 272 6FT LD~z D
T, PHRAGRY, EELEORIIEENZDOT, COFHTLEY SOOI T Lzl

B4 (1979) i3 Lewin—Kounin OH#EBROMELBEALLOT, J2TRENEITD
CHREDREZR~ S,

Lewin—Kounin i3, ¥##EFEIEFRRICL 5T rigid TH 3 F 27, HBHEFEOH
72izi, Lewin—Kounin (716 - T, satiation & #» switching o x4 7OREV B SNT
WEH, BHEEEE BEBCECREEZETAIL, XU, F2RINCETIELRFIOF
BoggEopbinoc Lid, ¥BEiETEIEo personalty structure o rigidity k% L ER
L7z,

Plenderlith (1956)i2, EHR EHEFRICHHNEB L s B, PEBTOMRFEETZ
LYl aa, BHEREEL, FHFEHICSOTH, 0HE% T - L¥ERTEECSY
Th, ERRBRERRODVET S ERERLE, Stevenson, HLW. (1957) ¢, oh LK
R %87, (Switching Task DB4&, HHREER, 120RE2BELLKI, CORIGEER
—CH 30, HULORGC switching L sian,)

Stevenson 3, H1PLE2D2 A7 ICEBTAENEHEHREIC L L EES LR, B
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MR Rigidity WK THBEFHI T E2RTODEMUN, Pid, FESEAESY rigid T
BDE—ET BT, HEVCLRBOBEN YR TER L L, #2C, Lewin—Kounin
DEFORIEEE ) S L2 HMICEEAN S, FERICAVCONDZ X2 A2 2EXTHL, 120K
EEEBLLIOL, RIBEEAT, $ERNEATT 2HRNE, EHELHEHHHRCOVTH
BLTH,

BHREOFIS, AP N3 ODKETDORFEA TR, 32OKBO 1D, #7 v Ao
Td, BBRENL, FVvFACHINEABOLOR2HTT, Fryt2EDRINE LS
Vo BLIRIIOARFEFICET, 1AOEBREZICL ST, WO2RALAESOEDOFRICF 7
y FPEANTEHEL, EEFSEO DS, H1IRFORJEZEEHRTLILIOLLT /A=
225U, 12074 —7i3, T80T, E2RIOHNEF I, horr—7i3, 1
KIND¥EF 2 B0RATHET Tr 6, FLRINOFEFIB B, H2RMETE, #7ry b
A>TV, HOBEEERL2, H2RILE1IRI LA RA—o@BREE, VoLHE
CAZED/ICTF 7 » bHIASTV B, H2RFITOEE#E2E, ko Table 90k Sick

Table 9. 62D 71— 7OE 1 RFIET CELULRATE, 3 X082 /%A COELH GORTH)

Group | N B1RFIAGTH | 82 RFIEEH NC.C : normal children control.
Mean | S.D. | Mean | S.D. NC.O: » overtrial.
N. C FC. C : Feebleminded children control.
N. .C.| 10| 20.0 11.1 15.5 6.8 FC.O : " overtrial.
-C. 0. 10} 210 9.4 21.0 7.2 FA.C : Feebleminded adult control.
F.C.C. |10 22.7 11.3 18.4 8.1 FA.O " overtrial.
F. C.0.| 10| 23.7 9.0 22.1 6.1
F.A . C.|10{ 24.0 10.4 18.6 6.6
F.A.0.|10] 21.3 8.0 16.6 6.9
%, Table. 10. 62D 71— 7D 2 FF|T
% 1RFITORTRE, 62071 —Fichizo PEPE L RIH
T, BRERLL, &, #H2RIBOATHOEEK Gr FF2 % & | EBEYZRIGH
oup
b, BEERLD» -1, BIRIIT, 2FHOHE 72 Ss DB | Mean | S.D.
1005 TH 3, N. C. O. 9 6.5 6.5
CORRLRRY, 60— FizonThEE (GG 6 7.3 60
ERAP o1, ThOOKENL, BERERSE | L 0| O I
2o = » v F. A. C. 7 8.2 | 3.9
HREY D rigid THBLESRFJIFD SO, F. A. O. 9 8.8 3.7

-7
Stevenson (I, <\ CE3E%—HFi s 2T, Rigidity &, —BHLF8I0 25 =X ATH
5, Ll cockid, Rigdity #»5bn25ER, MECRESOERTHS WV IE
PEWRT 2, Lch» T, rigid response (1, MBS L L3 oW THMT3I Lok 3,
Wiz, COERPRET 2201, B2ERICPHVT, KESORH»S, MEORINCHEES
BAZ, (BBREZHEIERLELHDI7 -1 TH D), T, H1LBRLAKETH 2, #£2
RINT, F7r 9y POASTOVBEIR, FOKEFSICXET, FOBPNIEMBEGFELE PP EN)IC
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Lo TH¥ 3, Table 11, 12, DFERICOWT, 320D 71— FoEliciz, BEXII A
7o L L, Table 9 £11, Table 10:12% ¥ ¥ 2 L HFEBEVALNI,

Table 11. 32D 7N —FDE 1 RFISET CEL Table 12. 3207/ —7DE 2%
RS LU, #2FAICOEEH FUC 3507 B BRI
AN EREY) - ,
g | N (B OB ED | (0BT IE 28D Group R
Mean | S. D. | Mean | S. D. Mean S. D.
N.C. 10| 23.4 9.2 13.0 0.1 N. C. 16.9 6.2
F. C. 10} 19.8 10.9 12.2 6.4 F. C 19.2 6.9
F. A, (10| 17.9 9.6 13.2 8.9 F. A 16.9 5.4

INLOBERE E LD T, Stevenson I, ¥ RIIEFIE LY L perseverative respon-
se BEVCEHFITH DD, COBRLLEFREBEHERLEERANT L LEHELEBRRT
W3, 20 ki, Lewin—Kounin OEHRE L IIRNOBERTH S, ComEOHEEICHL T,
Stevenson (3, ZFEICX T 5% E D motivation % HF T 3, Kounin (1941) &, HED
2o0EBRRE 218 LT, Kounin RBS% 5172 L 5ic, #%EC motivation 201 3¢
3 L) h#uREE 225, Stevenson DERTIX, RNMBOFR LIS X T, HRELEREL
DEMIBDThad - 0H» 6, HEREIERIHIIOTRAVHEEIEMZREL TV 2,
M. A, 2RIA18BE, BoEBE2EEEO Rigidity o, —8ihg rigid 2fkcX?
L0 LA, FURICIE U 85E D motivation DERIZLALDTHS S EE X,

X 51z % 7>, Brond, H. (1953) i3 Kounin o CRigidity i3, C.A. &3tizimL, -, feeble
THZIIEEMT 50 LI RBFEORIER T > THEEM AR 2B, i, ¢ L Kounin o
HAE LV ETIE, BHERRICR -T2 LDESHPETNEECE, rigid THa2? L0
SRR -7, £ IT, AFEES, BHESLS IV, BERCZ - TrooF o, rigidity
score ([CXTAEBURMRHEAHELLL A, FEARBREIBON A 57,

23 C, Lewin—Kounin 0R#E L TOREEDOEZH Y, FRELT, HEOUBELY
MEZ DL DL Lz McAndrew 0OE®RE2H X 5, £hid, deaf r blind % T, Isolation
¢ Rigidity OBRE LV HO0 -2 DTH D,

Lewin—Kounin (3, 4{to@Nh T3 2 &% Rigidity oFERTHB L7z, £2C, H#HF
it, SfbotEs M A, ¢, control L7:T# 345, McAndrew i3, 4rikiz M. A, C.A,
Riz L Q oHict - TkEB LD TH, Isolation § 2, S{LOERTH 3 LE X1, deaf
13, Kirppuit&agic Isolate &L T/ b, blind i3, 4B isolate EN TV B LiIcH%ED
T, MA, CA, LQ ETXTR—icES4s5, Isolation pRL2Z2 74 -7 ELT,
deaf & blind #F A7, i, L, Rigidity #%, isolation oD positive function T
H5ETB7261T, Mof&rELIND, isolate N TORITVB3RE, ®1 >fE¥c sati-
ate TABRENIE(, 1 oofp¥kicx$ 3 satiation &, FH BRI DfEE 0 satiation
RITTEEIE, Lo B THBH, @situation D/hx aZEfbizxt LT, flexible (=3
ETAI 8, LoELLRBTHA S5, OLoEMAEHIIE, ITETHILLAZTHSAH), @
Rorschach Test o Rigidity @ score 3LV EL X3 THB5, LS EMELT,
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iz, MLA, C.A,LQ. #B%iz Control L7 deaf &blind » normal %, #h#Fh25%
SomBERRAE L, Pz F & M, Satiation, Aspiration @ level, ¥zt % Rest-
ruction—Test. Rorschach Test 4§ H CH %, T DR, ©deaf 71— 7 Total Satia-
tion Time IEHFHZBI/ A -7 L0 3 2450 L&, 572, blind 72V~ FREEZOTE2ETH
572, LD L, BELTWAE, &I, deaf & blind & CidR7% -7, blind 2, o7 n
~Z7IV AR E— A 2EE, FBEHREICI TS, Total Satiation Time T4, —F%&»
21 blind 71— 7, horr—-7Lh 5L EENC X ) %L DR L, Total Satia
tion Time ## L7, deaf i blind (2[R T, F—1%, S UEEICHCIEEEER I
Th ol g, o s — A~ T, whole modeling Task iz4 ¢ OB # & L7z, UL
DI L b, deaf D4, 1 o0EE O satiation (3, cosatiation 2H Z b fEb 2 L3
»oiz, @Aspiration level (zowTid, blind L IEEHADERIE, ISR TVi, LiL,
blind (ZEEFHAL D LEKICH LT, BRIHFED» 572, deaf i3, fhorr—-7L b ¢, allor
nothing ORIE & 572, < OERIL, deaf #5, blind RIEFE LY § rigid TH3 2 & %R
3T, @FHic L B Restructuring coWT&h B E, deaf i, Bosr/r—7X HVREETH B,
blind * normal o4& B L fEP, deaf T3, @r4ZLIRT I, LIL,
blind ¢, normal L h &L DRTENEEL Lz, 2D &, deaf ¥ blind by ¢, blind
(2 normal X9 % rigid C#H 3 L %57 T, @Rorschach Test {c2\ T, (deaf & normal o
#)deaf {2 normal X b %, R#4 <, rejection »%2 -7, deaf (3% 7z, WKIGAS normal
LY d&P o7, —J, differentiation 254k h 572, deaf ORIGED%E L, BYRIETH -
2o ERERITF iz FM T# - 7z, magic repetition X, perseveration % ;RIET 3 LD
BEP o, &L LT, deaf X, #h &b 3 %5/ & > normal 7 Fft Rorschach K&
LT3 ez, CnNH6DOFEREDS, McAndrew (3 MRigidity i, isolation o
positive function TH 2, LEIHHPEUHEEA LD LD TH B,

aV] BRIWRBROLY BT A,

Fisher, S. o> Rigidity @ 2 # = X2 izxt 3 2 BiRizi3, Freud oBEH»E L\, # (1949) i3,
Rigidity—Flexibility o# 2%, 2L THERWICE ) HF -0z Freud o General
Introduction to psychoanalysis T#H 3 LR < T\ 53,

Fueud i3, #8004 L LT, defense mechanism # XL T\ 3, ego DIEE »5F
B0, ego XA TS L DMK ZFMOBEZ RO, B, ego KRD T2/ L5
BREIcELENILEE, PRPEDTEET 3,

Fenickel (1945)(+, defense mechanism #% Rigidity # 372563 ¢ D& LT, defensive
rigidity L &30 7,

Fisher (x, 19494, Fenickel & 3fhyriz, rigidity o x # = X 4%, defense mechanism
{=3Rk®, ego level rigidity » peripheral rigidity ¢ oXB% Lz &L, BiRO LB bHTH
%, ego level rigidity & i, FEHEOMTHEEN ego oA Z CBGHT 2 X5 AFERR RV
THIB T % rigidity % », peripheral rigidity i3, BEICERHLTLEKLTH, ego &
GG LV LSRR TH b 3 rigidity TH 3,
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Fisher i3, ego rigidity & peripheral rigidity o}, & 2\ MZB&%A, &AL, person-
ality oA TRERE ) (1949) L3 BICED 3 & L% 5 72 642, personalty & rigidi-
ty BRSO ISR BIES S ERBELIY, Th o b FFHOIWOEIZ, 1 DDRAKRELT
o7z, (1955) @iERE X, E#ESIL, 712 —LhEEE324, rigidity task i1, ego involve-
ment DMFBICIEUL=ZBEICST T, TNTRAEBUE DI LHCTERINT S,

rigidity level o#ix ofiE TiZ, higher ego involvement &# % 67 % emotional as-
sociation ##T L{REINT: task 25 %7, TOBOEAIIIKRDOBE Y TH5, Tarmen
Masculinity—Feminity Ink Blot # i icRa 2T, KioEE#® Rigidity o measure
T3, level () iz, @10tk T.A.T. #x2 5, T.A.T. 1#%&H72b, 6 >0 situation
HHREBEENTH Y, sensible represent #/RTH D% TRTE O HT, BBRENE VHLULRIE
DEEK # rigidity @ measure & 35, ®Terman Masculinity—Feminity Ink Blot 2 fiv>, 1
2? Blot $7ch, SOoDMROBFENAB SN TH Y, sensible L BEHLNZEH2HIRT 5,
BIRPH rigidity o measure L ¥ 2, level (§9)CTid, @ “KpAx ASVRIILD ", &V
X 57z item 2856720, annoying L BbHNR B I DETTHEBT 5, COKP VR, rigi-
dity 35 13, @3O3\ A/ interest—activity #H 1T T xIE, Kk, £ v A%),
BRENLIZLIEEATRR L% F 2 » 7 X2 5, interest DR DL L D, rigidity »4
1V, ME3 oo level, 5207 & (2o, rigidity #7R & & o7 74— 7L, Table 13
DL TH B,

Table 13.
Test Least Rigidity #R" L7V —7 | 2OBHEM

level 1 Normal .01

a Normal .01
Level 11

b Normal NS

a Normal .05
Level III

b Alcoholic NS

level I, O, M, oscore DHEFHEPATHRAILEIR, EHRALTA—APEBEREE IV —
7z, 1% level THEEZEVSAOLNL, ThAbYL, ERAL 72— hEBEE L% central
& peripheral rigidity DlTH1F 3 L BEEEZNP A LD LN 7z, stressful ZRBFCiE, 7o
2 —AhBEEFOHrigid THo7z, E6iICEk, EEAZ stable naHFHE L TELEL,
unstable /rHEZ L CEE I, Tra—ah@EE%, dilirium tremens 2B LD
DEZITRVEFLIGTIIL &I, ARTERFAONIIY, Ihid, HEtWEFEERREH
L o7,

Fisher o ego level rigidity & peripheral rigidity o®B# & 2Flic, BB FEOHRK %
Hikic, anxiety OgEL L To rigidity 2% 2 TV 3H%E% L %, Wesley, E. (1550,
1953) 4 FD 1 ATH B, fikid, rigidity L EDLNIZBKRFROIIICEHRLI, Thbb,
rigidity & i3, “tendency to persist in responses that may previously have been suitable
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in some situation or other, but that no longer appear adequate to achieve current goal or
to solve current problems.” CT#% & L7z,

Hkld, COEBELBELIOTHEEE -T2, 120HBLHAHEERLIZOTH
3, Tbb, —Hizk Tl Rokeach %5 rigidity & social behavior : ofizFE 1M
Bi% & L @, Goldstein % Scheier %434 & AR D rigidity o#f%e, fif5, Luchins
{3 rigidity (<27 temporary factor ¥R U7c, i, rigidity 237178)> general
trait T& %4, Xix, temporary factor TH 3 » &\ S KR OMICH - T, Taylor @ Anxie-
ty Scale CTEWBAD L i, eyelid conditioning (2B ERT LS IR A955) 5 { B
flfiL7z, #4ciz, anxiety 2% drive #&%, i s¥ behavior (- rigidity # 4 7263 0 Tid s
W EESR#BEITLOTH 2, %L T, concept—formation task » & 7 2 ERIHKE X D
rigidity o= =7 &, Taylor o anxiety scale D2 27 & DMBE% & 5 THEDTH 345, B
L BERITA SN LD 5T,

L#» L, Maltzman, 1., Fox, J. & Morrisett, L. (3, Bi#HKE A D anxiety &, water jar
Test & Dfic, hEVEDP S LFEELHEBERD T3

Z Dffy, anxiety « rigidity L OBGRER O F 2L D <‘: LT, Beier, E.G. (1949), Blan-
ton, R.L. 1952) > 4 opidp 3,

(V) BEBERTOLYHTFA,

Rigidity o#f%i%, Lewin—Kounin O AR DOEEOERE TS, H 3. i3, Werner oRED
BEERNZHE? S, BHSHELoBE»S, $3 02 F7, Rokeach ok 3t &fER LD
BErL LD BTSN TR, XEOEE, 6 b, FHEOEROEEZ AT rigidity o f#sd
PLED ETHRBYEMBT 6N 5, Futd oy, Rigidity oF 252 onss
NHDT, —D2DEELIFBI LTI,

HEBOFETHIRLILLDD—AL LT, Buss, A, #¥HF o3, iz, Rigidity #T8o
CEODEBLEZERT2EEL LTHY, KDL KEHEL I,

TRIBOO oo set (FlziL, BRERRO—DOHELED, »— FFEHEO—DOEE) 2 N
DITPHHMEINEL oI &, Lo Ly set ~DBITICEKT 5 2 L% Rigidity L& T
%01 (1952)

¥ (1952, 1953) iz, rigid ZABIFEL-OTEEEBOPICT B0, RAZHBREL L
T, —BORNEBHOGERERZT -2, TLT, 2200RFickI 2AFOFH ) OB E
DI TN itk > T, Rigidity ofREIBELTRB I LERLE, £D—2I2, F
HNERYPHET IR, BELACEEZEBELZLDOPH 2, BiEd, M, BOREY
positive g, AV A negative JLRERTH - mRFIN, BHT B L, FHY OKRTE
FMUC, Zxiiic, AVCEBHSET positive ZrfilEkic, BRI negative (/b &S
BITTH2, A, ARMNOFHD OKTHE - T, BBKIZ, BECHKRLL, K& LRPH
positive ZzffEl, /& RIEA negative LHEICHBEVIBITTHE, CD20DHOH
TTHRORNORPIER OEH 2B T 5 L, MEBTCX3%8E, FHEBTCL2FFHLD
LESETH -1, TOEHP, Buss kX 5 cHB L, IEWERIT T, %&Tauﬁuk
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2F L7 oset, G, TRORMEERT S LTS set 25, BB LU THLOCETERBICIIV -
mEEFICL, BRAEBHININESEILH DI, 20, HREVPFLOFEFBICA-TE, KA
LLT, Lo set TRIGLD ST o 2B, RIGH, il set 23 > TRIBLEEE
LRBICEBEINARL DB, S0 LS LD set TORIEYBBMEN 3FTHEME, YR
TOBEITIZEL iV, C0E, 2EVEBLABOEFICENT, Laioset i b &3 KIG
PERGBEENZPEDPY, BEOEBFOHGEPWRETH0TH 3,

Table 14.
RFN 2 oMoy
In— % 7l 1. % 71 2. TR B
1 AEFORBEERS | MECRBEERES 0%
(K>H>1)N) UN>H>K)
i " ORI EEL 25%
(M>AA>mf)
g " " 50%
v " " 75%

*EETER LRI IRV T, Rl offEEHVCTOIERE LR
SEEERE - KEBOBIE (1943) i3, Buss oW FERA L, HEL OERBOKEES Table
15, 16 iz7R 3,

Table 15. ZEERICELRATH Table 16. XRF|1 THEFL-set %
12 U0 THRE LR
y N 71 7 2
- N
mean | S. D. | mean { S. D. yn—7 mean S. D.
1 J10] 130 | 62| 120 | 4.2 I 8.3 i:
o |10 143 | 7.5 | 21.6 | 9.2 I 3.7 '
m |10] 177 | 106 | 26.2 | 8.4 ul 4.6 4.0
v 10| 145 | 6.7 | 4.5 | 17.9 v 1.1 11.9

* S )V— S5 Hiz Table 14 @ Buss 058 LFL.

B2, Table 16 ORF 2 DEAESY, 72 —71, O, I, VORICAZ L 232 b,
Rigidity %, EAOUBHEDD LOL LTEXZ KN HB LT -T\ 3, X, FEPERIT
OARFNL, MEIBEOFELY L, BEBTOHAIC, SBOLFHOVISERIERATSI LI
X 3 £ 25 Kendler, H, D’Amato, M. 03 (1955) #Z| B LE&E L T\ 5%, —#%ic, Feeblemin-
ded X normal kb %, rigid TH 3 L EHN T3, Feebleminded o ofFopfseiziz,
3@, satiation &, EBROEA FTOBEFHCLN T 349, feebleminded #5SER I B\ B

R2ETA2L, X, E2R5ickI 238 1R/ FOEEog &M ok, feebleminded
o personality—structure o rigidity A KE 3 D LBBRIN TV 3,

Plenderlith (1956) i3, BEHZ LBEAHEFRCAFEZE+ZHBs oL, FBEBTOR
Refmblicbc?, BFAESHFER, FHEECRECTY, 0HBICTOU CHERTICE
T, EHRERZOZVECIBERZA, 2ok 2R, Plenderlith o&75673, X,
Stevenson, HHW. (1957 iz T3 A6NB3 2 L THH, =i, Lewin—Kounin iz 1
DRGERTTHDOTH B,
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Stevenson i, FEHEIL LEAEFORA, LU, EERNI>0s/v~-70 MA. #
FH—icL2Cd bbb, BUBIC, KESORP2EFELTEVT, K, LEToREd
—HMAT, VAR RRESORFIESRILELEIS, 30D —F iR, F—RATIKET
b, BTV TIFEZEIAGN A o1z, TRbD, HEOBREALN AP o1, D
i, MEORNEEFECLLEIS, REY, 32071 -FICERZHRLNZ - 2, FR,
M.A. 22227254, BAoEEE, EERLL S rigid TH3 L0 REITREL LI -
o Jox, rigid RRIGOBEER, FEOHRBICEAINDZILOABRDLNI,

Plenderlith & Stevenson O#ERiZ, ¥FBOMBELY 44r L3, Lewin—Kounin D3ficx¥
PHMHTH IS, AH TR IOBRERLEDTEI I,

EFOWBECTHT 6N B D 3 —2oDRMIL, Malmo, R.B. o TH 3,

Rigidity (x, # % situation 2%\ C, IEHEIRTH 3HEEL LIc, RIG pattern 45§
ENBILBFRT 5, REMLZRIEYERIHEOT, MoK, I ) T LA HERT,
BORISHCEE -T2, L, REMLRKESIHENZ263DRTH 545, OB
RIGPEN 2612, REMRIGEA Y, non—rigid 725 THB 5, & LT, MEIHEE-
L Tt interference & reactive inhivition 25 x 6h 3, D LS a2 XIfR» S, Malmo (19
55)i3, T{TBhic:ir % rigid persistence 2, E£FOEEN, WULRIEHEZ I L2TH T2
TEPGET B,y EE 57 Ferguson (1951) ofse #281F L—- A, Rigidity & reactive inhi-
vition OREFRNL E5Z2 LD E LI,

Malmo 344 v LOEZick\ " TH 6N 2 reactive inhivition (X, FESKEIED
LTS EPLREREZ L, 150MBT3IHH, BORBREOXE, FITRLT, #
BEL, BoLECHsvEERT, (F2v2BLTLEBRHEAZ RV LRERERM > T
5)—J5, HEKIESEIN T3, rigid group & LT, neurotis 58T 75,

COBRENPG, EBAOKGIIREICTL o 70h, MEEREE, 0L ) aHAERS 2
-, LBA%,

Ih o oA, Rigidity 2, 4 ¢ &%, §3v reactive inhivition D REICHET 24D T
H3 L) Malmo D7 #FEET 2L 0 TH 3,

VDD #HECOBEOFRTO LY HiFH,

(1) Ethnocentrism, Authoritarianism, &, Rigidity & ®B§%,

HESUB2ofER To Rigidity opfgeiz, 194840, Rokeack, M. (1948) oifszeiziz U ¥
%,

Rokeach (1, 19454t 6, ethnocentric & tolerant 7pf@E: % xtk L7z personality o
YEICfEE LT\ /4%, Luchins 79, Enistellung o%hR oBrge (1942) 2 3% L TLHE, set o%)
B%, BACOHEBICL B AT, social prejudice (3, mental rigidity &, E#% o concretene-
ss 1o sign TH3 & Lz, (1948)

i3, CONRBRERIET B0z, k¥44iziz California Ethnocentrism Test iz k - T,
F4tiziz California Attitude Scale = J - T, prejudice DEWEEOLDOE, EVELHD
bbbz, £L T, Rigidity ofilEid, Luchins ok»oRIEZH . &R, eth-
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nocentric OFE\ETE, HHELMECEBT 2EEEZR L, 1T 5z, prejudice DF
FHE, B¥OMEE L L&, rigid THDH, concrete THR L VIEFELT, AiE LA
BOMR e/, (1948)

Luchins (1949) i3, < o#EFE 1%L T, Rokeach o {EZiiz, 26T LI AEY LV I biT
TiX D, HERMARBEET2H0THH, iz, s 35 2 45 Rigidity ¢ measure
CHAOCORZCEEMT A E BB LML,

WX DZERPRDLEHIICE>T B,

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

¥oa g OFHICTo Luchins 0203, THREOEEEII2L0TH-T, BD
RFEEL T, Kit%, ethnocentric T4 % & #*, nonethnocentric T# 3 & », HiT X,
rigid T»H 3 &7, non rigid CH2EPHT B L, FONLRIGICRHIGLT, BBEIZT~
AEIZBIE, BADTHOBRE LT, BRWE7 L 2AVLERF}LIIDOTHS, <
icxt LT, Rokeack (1949)iX, ethnocentrism ¢ factor & U T Generalized rigidity #
measure 37 7 = — 7 DEEHE L ZME7 LT, Luchins o K#H L1,

Rokeach L [@#/rsE5E 12, Solomon, M.D., (1952) iz X - T3 B LN TES, ethnocentric
DEC I A= 7L, KPDMEE, FH 2.2 rigid 25ETEE, B0 o, 1.4F rigid &
FETEW, ToEFVLOY, HFETH-, UL»L, Eriksen, C. W. Einsenstein, D.
(1953) 4%, 33BDAZEAIZOWT, ke ethic prejudice attitude scale & water jar DAHES
Plolibld, r=—06TH-7, UL, 2D sample DAL, =&Y AP T,
ethic prejudice scale DF» s, = £+ ACBTAHEHBRKNTH -7,

Rokeach o##ix, Luchins, Eriksen Zo#tf|ic 3 220 b 6 TRk, NS ZFT AR OGN T
W57z, Adorno(1950) 7z & i, Rokeach o#t8 (X, E# o Rigidity si2, concreteness i1,
authoritarian, antidemocratic personality D#iG &N b D TH 2 L DHTDERZ, HHT
DERIFRLLTALEDT B,

Murphy (Gallagher, O.R. 1953 Looseness and rigidity in family structure. Soc. Forces.
31, 332—339X » 8[A)iz, Rigidity i3, attitude formation & 7>, ethnocentrism D% it
PRFTHZEDHCEEFTEHTA3D L LT, Rokeach oW 2 A LD TN D,

Rokeach o7 #1838 L T&B L7 Rrown, RW. (1952)i2, #Z CHb-FHEPELR
% L, problem solving rigidity &, ethnocentrism & DBAEAY, BIHL72h, LKL T3
DX, GETERALNIY - LEBRRR D1 20 aspect ITEFEL T 2D Tid s h EERI,
Rokeach @i, KT AHB T, water jar OF AP I RBEFHFLT, FEITALESL
Lize (KPHDT A FDfFEOHICIZ, HREFERDRGEBO LSS, ERE I,
HEXECIHh OB LI ATHRY, LRLETOR T 3,) chicK LT, Brown OERIRE
X, HFOHEEAETH Y, HEZOFHEKY, FEFICKIFH T, easy—going td D THoo72 &
T, MEOEBRRT O, 5, Brown (I, ethnocentrism ), problem solving rigidity
& OBfRIZ, threatening & s, ego—involving testing atmosphere i) - T, EE&EN3
Rigidity ## L7z L Ebh 32D T, Fhit general trait TiZ/r\ 0 E S5, HITZ T, KOK



REXZ2EHEEF ¥ LEIXXI
BT, @F A PEFFRERAS, relaxing LT3 k) 8L A3, ego—involving 2 EKHEE
PUED LS ICEZ NIRRT L, Rigidity score & authoritarianism score ¥ OB K F ¢
1232 TH3 5, ORigidity score &, authoritarianism score * OBAEZEHEE THNIL, b
@ measure OFMESIIL, T A T. Ok EED SIS/ achievement anxiety &,
KOICBEFRLTOBTHS 5,

CORBEPHRIET oD, kD327 A MEABLE, T2bb, Rigidity test (K2¥®
@7 A +), California F Scale, achievement =%} 3 % need %#HET % 728z projective test,
(T.A.T. » McCle-lland, D.C., Atkinson, J. W. et al. (1953) DFEECHELIZ) =2V v —
N7 —FiL, ego involving R & 2\ X O CIERNICHIAR L ORE TRV, b, ERI V-
7iZtX, ego—involving %7 & BH 3 instruction HWEx &N,

#Rix, Table 17, 18 TH 3, ZOREIL, BORHEZETE20TH 5172,

Table 17. 2>d» 7nr— 70 F scale, Achievement Score,
3 L ¢f, Rigidity Score o}

non ego .
. ego involved group
involvd group
N 80 82
F Scale m 3.67 3.69
° .79 .67
Achievement score m 7.2 8.7
[ 4.67 4.78
Rigidity score m 8.41 8.79
r between rigidity score and F scale .00 .40
stondard error of the correlation 1 L1
Table 18.
F scores
achievement level N
mean g
Non ego involved group

High 26 3.25 .85

moderate 28 3.92* .75

Low 26 3.51 .61

Ego involved group

High 29 3.38 .61

moderate 26 3.89* .61

Low 27 3.55 .72

C OFEHIEF— o instruction @ 74—~ F O TO, high
&low DFEHIH 1B VA TEEICE .

Rokeach #%, BERD I BIcRE L TV AERHBEICF 2 2 {NEDOFRHIL, ethnocentrism
& Rigidity * o4&, Rigidity &, social attitude X, ideological belief ¥, personality
EDBARAEIS, WAWARHERLIERRI L LD TH B, Brown itk T, £01
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DRWRLENZDTH B, )i, 200MENESH T3, £hiz, Rigidity &, F. Scale
fiho attitude scale oreliability & varidity T# 3,

#3832 X 54z, Luchins @ Einstellung test o validity + generality i3, French (1955),
Goodstein (1952), Levitt (1953), Pitcher (1954), Z»RiE & L7,

Levitt (1953) & Zellen (X, Einstellung problem (c3si} 3 set solution o—& UM
conformity &, overgeneralization L Z# R T2 4D TH B LFRLI, & biZ, Pitcher &
Stacy (1954) £ (X, conformity %, overgeneralization OffFiT, item DONE & LML,
positively—stated item (- X/53 3 conformity ~DfER &, BEESH 2 & 2R L1,

DL S ABRE S EIC LT, Jackson it, Authoritarian ¥, Rigidity & oBfRic, 12
DFEM PR L .

HOBEM L Lz L 2312, Scale ORI TH -7z, F. Scale &2, fbd positively—stated
item A%, BEHEAr—LD]1D0BAERTIERPHELRNS L, FA— item 3%, fLow% Hn
TIEEHET D scale o varidity (CEECEFLOTH B, Hhix, T THB) LED
item iz, O T3 LE, 2o item OHEEMIZLT, Moo TV & L7 item X EHI %
DIFBTLEIZRRZDOPENIEXNS, scale DRROBREEL LD,

Jackson, D. N. ct al. (1957) iz, Einstellung arithmetic problem, California F. Scale. & &5
iz, California F. Scale oo f @ %itic L7 reversed F. Scale » A% L7z, Test orientation
{2, achievement condition %{F 2 7-®iz, McClelland oF#FH2H\ 7,

EBREMORENIZZ LI, F Scale oS %, Einstellung Solution (4, set solu-
tion #HVAEASH B, UL, R—o@EE C, reversed F. Scale item (z& % =%,
Einstellung iz, Long Solution # A 3@V A LD LN,

IDE3ELT, item ORNADHAFEX D I LIk - T, authoritarian iz, non-autho-
ritarian OV 6 ¢, rigid performance #83 & LASHK B, (23, F.scale &, rever-
sal F. scale * oz, +.35CHh, Pdick - THE SN reversal F. scale 0fE18
Meix, T7CH-70,)

(2) Social attitude & Rigidity & oBER,

Atorno, Brandy Hartley %3, 7 » v 2 F PREXIHENEIL, wHSick T inner
consistency #mRTHIC kX { 6N % ideological 7z, BliZ ¥ 7z, personal tendency D£{FHY
7z pattern &y —FT AL phLdiz, (Fisher at al 1955 J » 8[f) X, Flenkel, Bruns-
wik (1949) (3, NABIRSL, BEMOBE, AR L CHETAAL v& -Ea—oFRT, Levinson

Ethnocentrism Scale (E. Scale) T, REEZHM 2B EOE VL DL, B DHERT,
rigid L BEERTC LEHEBCRD,

Rokeach (1948)i%, social problem (E. scale -C measure 7:,)iz, rigid 7 antidemo-
cratic approach #73 3%, i b, non social problem % ¢, rigid iz c :%ZmU 7,

LRomReEET 5L, Rigidity OS5 H{-T, REFPBELTREY, BY2HEY
Oz s b 67, Rigidity, iz, intellectual 3%, problem solving Rigidity i,
social attitude (-B§{% L 7z general factor T#H2 Z r 45, KL EZX LN TV 3,

Goodstein, L. (1952, 1953)iz, Rigidity o L social attitude & DBifE%E LY HIF TH



Table 19. Test Scores R N=150*
No. Test Name Rigidity Tests Attitude Tests
1 Wwater jar 1 2A 2V 2CQ 3 4A 4B 5A 5B 6A 6B 7A 7B Sex
. abstraction
2A y Shihley- scale —.08
Hartford | vocabulary 15 13
Retreat scale ’ )
cal Conceptualiation
2CQ scale Quotient .01 + +
3 anagrams 17 08 —.04 .08
4A Bible (x5 5EE A -.01 -—-.11 -—.08 —.03 —.08
4B " X B .00 —.22% —.21* —.08 29k L21%
5A Censorship (Z3$ ¢ 288E A | —.12 .01 —0.3 .02 .03 02 .14
5B " B|—-.13 —-.02 -0.6 .01 —.03 —.12 .16 L48%*
6A Patriotism (ZxT3RBE A 03 —.04 .09 .01 .06 07 .23 23* 10
6B " B .03 —.01 —.20% .11 .08 .02 .20% .07 .12 L04%*
7TA Law (Zxt3 2 BE A .00 -—-.13 —.17 —.03 .15 .15 .28** 11 .00 .38%*% 3%k
7B " B|-.07 -.03 -.13 -—.06 .05 .05 13 —.16 .02 9% 15 L33%*
Sex .03 11 .04 .08 —.01 —.04 —.05 —.02 11 —.16 —.06 .05 —.16
Age .02 -.17 \22%  — 26%* — 16 .12 .02 .09 .01 L27¥% 20 .00 01 — . 30%*

+ KE4E, BF1204, xTF30HK, PHEF23.7

*EHRIBVSATER

*HE5 %LV THE.

IXXX & B EE B LY @Y
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e, MBICEBEGYREDON S, o, LML, HZE 6, CoBEBREEKLT, 19534,
KOS IERERERLUL,

rigid 7rggi, HEES/r social attitude # 45T &, non—rigid #3%(%, stable 73 social
attitude 2> &, ZHRIEL THI,

rigidity test & L Ti2, Luchins ¢ water jar, Shipley—Hartford Retreat Scale, Rees &
Israel iz % anagram. ®» 33§ », 4 - attitude scale & L Tix, Bible, Censorship, Patriot-
ism, Low (cxf 7 2888, 7oo scale #AZELZOMMUENESZMMA, N6 test (DM
BIZ & o7z, ¥R, Table 1901 TH 3, T2bb, test HOMHBIIHE v & 2\ FRIC,
Rigidity score & attitude scole & DHEIX, FEICRBDON LI T2, UL, TA=7
OFEE L5 L, HBEREL, FRCADLN, Tabb, Goodstein DREIL, FEIZIIE
oA o7z, Grace, H.Q. & Armstrong, E. A. (1955)1%, Goodstein DfER 245 L T,
Goodstein 7 H /- Rigidity @ 520 measure i3, B\ B 202 &, Rigidity score
L social attitude score & officiz, HELHEEIIAV > 572 L, $ic, anagrams R
PPE T 5 Rigidity (3, anagrams OFTHO LN CENHEREE, XU, anagrams O
BOBEBESICL->TE-TLREVS T EEIEHLT, Goodstein o Rigidity ¢ measure i3
RETHDd L L,

Goodstein (1956) ;3, Grace & Armstrong OHEICX LT, HOOF— & ZEHMICHRI L
T, HRE b T &, LT Rigidity & social attitude oficEEZBEFEZ VLV
HEZBET 2T BRI,

Adorno, Brandy, Hartley, Frenkel—Brunswik, Rokeach Zo%#f# 0 { Meresko, R.
(1954) 12, Rigidity %, personal habit, 3 X ¢f, antidemocratic ideology & DBIRETE & %
Xyl oz, OREDHERREDOTIZE T, MATOFEEEZEDO 7 # ) 2 K¥ELER,
BEDFBHTIDERSTEETHE L, @Dk 5 /¢ Rigidity 2, antidemocratic ide-
ology LBAfRMH B &,

i, Meresko I, Rigidity 2L DX 5 cEBEA T30,

#%ix, psychological Rigidity & S#AERATV2, COBKERNOEL5IATE L,
“ person’s resistance or lack of readiness, to be influenced by motivationally relevant sti-
mulation in such a way as to adjust to his environment as effectivelly as his behavior—
repartory permits.” (1954) &\ 5 EZTH 5,

CDEHORIZIE, BFEUTH) &, readiness ORE, OWFOEKE, X, HEIREICXKT
B &, inner process (Zx4T ARIGORFFOER %, & 6z %7z, rigid cognitive function
&, rigid action OWNHFOEWREZSUIEFIIECRED L D TH 5 ,Meresko DEHEEE X 5 &,
#%¢2, Lewin—Kounin 0373 L, Rokeach 0 B2 —L L5 L EIBHKPALN D, T/hib
%,, behavioral rigidity (3, @ e »EENH % { & D7 behavior—repartory D3 {Er4 7z
LicHFELTWVWBR Lo Kounin XIS INTH Y, »oFEk, HHAROUEBEER-T
W3, %7 Rigidity 2 AAROBROTBENICHEL T3 L\ 5 72 Lewin—Kounin o
inner rigidity oA %®, LR LAL 6 TH B,

Meresko i3, TOBAZPEKDL ISV 2Tl 3,
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@®Lewin—Kounin {2, psychological process #, fHBOHEZDF T, static gl X
5EL7DT, Fadb Eiz, process term TERLL L 5 & Uiz, @Llewin—Kounin D4
4%, BRIKICx LT, Local determination Z{K%ET 3 X 5 KR FRWaERZ L > TV 3DT,
T x oAbz TH, Rigidity 3, BE~OHIGICX230THDBE L,

o> Rigidity oFEHic, HEVABER DT, HRIIHHEICL LS, RAPH scale (&
iz, 32item 6 B A v~ v b U —C, personality habit (z2\>T® verbal ideoology
PHIEL IS ELdDTH-T, overtaction #PEL LS & L2 DTIIA,) oy
5, 32item %E(, Ch# attitude scale & U7z, iz, Zkici ¥ 21 &, ambiguity
izx3 % intolerance Z#|3 item (24322 LK B, fit), California F. scale ##
12 L7220 item o Rigidity scale g9, Rigidity scale TEEBEDLDE, EVEBEDDL
D2DDIA—F 0T, attitude scale DR E L L, THIE T3, 20item o attitude
DIRTIEb > TERREN A LNz, Meresko @ 2 DD{EHIL, ZTHINZ LD LBRS
ns,

(VII) {REOFZR&EDRE,

(1) Aspiration & DBEE{R,

Goal setting behavior o 1 2oifiz, Rigidity 24 60 3, Goal setting behavior & Rigi-
dity oBIfRZHRULHEE, W22 LI HTTHI I,

McAndrew. (1948)i%, Rigidity 12, BEREOTREEYS D 2ODL, BEDTHDI L LI,

Luchins (1949)iz, Einstellung o%h5i3, Aspiration level iz 3 EESN B30 THBEL
72 %7z, Goldstein (1943) oE %1 Tit, 23 I L OHRAMBizoAEH L& iz, beha-
vioral rigidity #» 5 bh 2 X THB L L1,

behavioral rigidity &\>3 B, VA WVWAEbN, i, BRINLH, CNITETLE
Ee )R TRENLR 125D TH B, A—o condition TR—DRE# 52 6N iz 2 ADH
% o Einstellung Ry 8- 2285 T 232 12, AN E- TR ZELHORBIEESN2 L0
THHEIBEND, BEICHIDTA I LICHE need 2H -T2 0Eh, i, &
R LT, fear KRFRHE - T2 40, HARIBEICH LT, BYLRERRE- TV E X0,
fad, X ORI LFEEEZRDIILIZLEVDTH S, BESRED IO THBLELTL
2% Aspiration level ToOFENZIZ, FARLDOPAOLNZKE35», 123, BSEEY
situation it A B L2 H S, T/bb, Aspiration level 2—Biz LT, FE0BAPE
RLUT, TREZPFE LTS, 1o 1o, FEOBRICHIGL T, HZ4® Aspiration level
PEXBILTHD,

Harway, N.1. (1952)i3, T'rigid group &, non—rigid group i%, Aspiration level ®{78)
T, Rizo 078 #mnR L, rigid group ik BEFEOTEMES A TH h, Aspiration level »3{E
WOTHS 5.0 EEIEFELTI,

B 7-F Az, Luchins o water jar test », Hidden Word Test &, Rotter Aspiration
Board @3 oT#%3, ch# 6, Rigidity Score &, [z, Aspiration level oscore %3t
FUi, (FRELBRIL, ERTELIOTHEBLTHL,)
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iz, HCOLTHERZHRES L I/ERZB T 5, 4 £To, Aspiration level &, rigi-
dity o#fge-¢, 57 2 »B§ElsS, Aspiration level tHEBFRITTTHZ I LiL, bbb S
T ol

Zelen, S.Y. (1955)ix, 7 = bBRAS, Aspiration behavior (2, ¥ DX 3 {fERT 32,2
FLI,

#5132, Wechsler—Bellevue Test I LT Dp s, BEPIOLAT, INPHREIC, HRE
KHEX, TN DOTF A+ I UD BRI EE SR, 7 X MERORLS A, B, C o
3om group I, BREEZGL, A —FIUDIC, 27 A+ 2AELT, KEERZLEV
5CLBHBTT 5, B ANTNOREE L RIS, 7 A FRNE, BRECHLEEN, 72
FREREIL, REBICRS LTV o7, C i #BREl, 72 MEEIZ@S &Y, 7 & FRERNE, 7
VEACEZ LN, ¥561L, TTO#%ED S, California E. Scale, & F. Scale, Wesley
o Rigidity Scale @ score #187:, Aspiration dshift o% &, E. scale. F. scale, Rigidity
score & DEA{Rix, Table 2001 TH 3,

Table 20. Hit5{E o shift oL, E.F.R. Scale & 0B

condition E. Scale F. Scale R. Scale
A : No time limit —.23 —.12 ~.11
B, Increasing time —.10 —.19 -.17
C. Random time —.30* —.29*% — . 44**
Multiple R. E. R. For random time +.48**
Multiple R. E. R. for random time + .46**

*H O 5%VvALTEE
*H O 1%Vv_LTER

(2) stress r DBAR,

fEfE75, stress Wiz & 63Nz & ¥, Rigidity oS A BT 200 ENLESF —~
MWEZ LNB, stressor & LTIE, W, 4B stressor iTAV LN T, BA IR, R
W& 2% X T, psychological stress #5273 D TH 3,

Cowen, E.L. (1952)1, 504 ok24: iz, Rorschach test #fvy, #0b L, HBHREZ24H
LT, 1o group (stress group) i, "MEOKER, BRIMRBRWICERL 23809552
L oizes LR, fliop group (praise group) (2if, TEEIX, MEBEOER, JFERIC
BHENLLIOERTHIZ b ol b, TOHT, T, water jar test 217 5
jz & & A, stress group (I, graise Proup X o 4, rigid TH - L#RD7,

French, E.G. (1955) i1, ego involved condition iz % #7504 &, relaxed condition
i H 517504 2, California F. Scale &, Luchins o> water jar test, & X ¥, Moorey &
Ferguson iz x % Closure test I 2HifFL 7z 2%, @©Ego—involved condition %, rigid
behavior %, @b/ &, @Ego—involved condition (%, Rigidity ¢ Test EoHE % &
Hiz L2 &, @Achievement motivation (I, ego—involved condition & FC, #md 3
TE, FRALD,
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¥ 7z, Applezweig, D.G. (1952, 1954) 3,, stressful condition -THi{T & N 728> » o Rigidi-
ty @ measure OfniEEEE, relaxed condition O FCHT SN F LT, LT, &
(o E2HREDTID,

Pally, S. (1955)i, Tthreat oifes L T cognitive rigidity  (1955) 7z 2%/ DT,
Rigidity 1, "#ure, EREZEOMAFEP HESNIERREIC, AENCHESN 2 RBFERED
function CTH%; LEHELI, KX, SOEHP, T AT B8z, stress OREDRMILS
4 DOEBIKTDOTFC, Luchins o Water jar o7 2 + 2 L7z,

#Ex, Table 2lom tH 3,

Table 21.
F1EHOBITIC | set oL AV | set DfEE# A | Critical Problem %
stress DOREE*

B CEEHE EBREOLE KRB OFEE O | L OICE LB
A, 168.4" 17.5% 6.55 221.30”
B. 112.8" 10.0% 5.5 203.88"
C. 48.65" 6.25% 4.45 77.40"
D. 24 .45" 3.7%% 2.25 51.67"

* A>B>C>D ol[gic stress if, §8 /-T2,

(3) Anxiety & DBk,

C DTk, Anxiety & Rigidity OBfRE L Y HFTHB, UL, ZOHE, Anxiety
EVS S, BUSMFENAEES TaL, EROLAETH - T, HRONAEL, Fia stress
& Rigidity L oBIROMFELIE AL LOTH 3,

Maher, B.A. (1957)i3, ®@antiscientic, (%, non—dynamic 7@ %R T b DiL, prob-
lem solving (=31} 2 Einstellung effect 3 AX\ 2 &, ® OBfRIZ, Anxiety ## 1 situ-
ation (CkhrhizE i, LVELL(HLEDNBTE, CO20DRFEEHRT T, Anxiety &
Rigidity & DBifRZEER LI,

iz, R.C.R.T. (Role Construct Repertory Test oW, =5 = iz, Kelly 25fF o729
DTH-T, BHREL, FANCLILH-TOBAPRZAHY, NGO A® TRICL{BAA
TH?21 &d, ROLIBBUOANL &b, TKEHBOL S AR #iZ, "TB@EIL6LL
AP Bllo categories T4 B,) B RIVT, #EB#E %, dynamic group &,
dynamic group iz4+¥7:, ¥7:, Water Jar test », Verbal maze problem %4 x T,
Einstellung 02 &H72:, 2L T, HBEL2HLT, 1200 group i, AROERIE
NoloDT, REDHEE L LT, mental test 2475 &\ - T, Rigidity test #2HfTL, i
group (Zid, rigidity test DER(LDLDITI DL, S, HMAOBAIMEL LAVE, #
~®5 2T, Rigidity test %4772,

WRIZ, ko Table 220 TH 3,

Table 220#5 82, dynamic group (I, anxiety %1 L Ebh iz situation TRV ToD
#, Water Jar ¢, Rigidity #R UL LoD NI,

chnBiAicd, Mofitt, J.W. (1952) ®, TAnxiety OBEE: L TOMEBEDES LEASM, LU

non
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Table 22.
Einstellung Test mean
Group N
Water Jar* Maze**
anxiety group
dynamic group 17 2.13 2.20
non dynamic group 14 2.25 2.07
control group
dynamic group 14 1.55 1.80
non dynamic group 17 1.44 1.63

* 1, dynamic group ®¥i#&. anxiety X control group DOHEiT t=2.29 P<.05
2. non dynamic group D4, t=1.99 (N.S)
* I EEERL.

SHAPHBH, INIT, MECEHTEIDTEDCT, ILTRHEBLTEL,

R LTEL L, Tthreat &, FE I Anxiety &, MEBEZ, FULIEEN
b ok L, threating instruction %525 &, LICHEML ARG, X VESMICRD. &
ERE

¥ 7z, Wesley, E. (1950, 1953) (2, Anxiety 2”7 #58E 3, EEAPRIcKTH, rigid T
Hh, set PEXBEN, RETHEILEZRLI,

(VIII) Rigidity QEFF TR,

RFEFHL, FHO—2DFETH - T, HRELTHLEDON RN EALNZH ANV
2, LyL, Bi®, RFFHEOZLCREL, WAV ARBEBRTRLTO2REA» LAT,
RFSIMEZLBAUEOMMAO—FERE B LT IV o TRAVIER S, £k 5 BED
#hicd, Rigidity offR o, HFSTEEACIHER, BEoREZR LU TERLL, X
Bk, RRZPHHESNIWRETHBOT, TOHZRIT I,

Rigidity #BEL LS L LT, WAWVBAT A MHfERE N, £ LT, Rigidity 25, ##
O—BEEETH B D, i, FEOHETHErENLEE S < ELEDT, Rigidity »E&
BEDLDTHZON, TNLd I, BEOBIPNIREICIELTRET 2 L O0EI»EDHR
HPLZICLT, RTOWMoREEACLHEY, 1HB0ERICL - THLbNT, TN5OWA
DBMIE, 20 BT B EPHES, 1 2B EROLODHEFITHLT, 120RDTELEZ
PEEDETHOTHY, §5—2i% L, Rigidity &5 —BELTEREZ, (o
DEEDOR -1 Rigidity 53 2 P HRZPBENPERD LI ETEILDOTH 2,

Oliver, J. A. + Ferguson, G.A. i, (1951) Rigidity #, 3t{byicSic o0 =178 <& —
vir e b7z interfering effect &#3x 7,

iz, cNSDBEDPS, SOoDT A BHA, BHOKFELEIZETLL, 5207 A MHEHD
MBEEIT — B ICED - 7o, KA DRI L, number series test & o#HB8IX, r=.354, figure
analysis test &I, r=,262, Gottschalds figures test &, r=.262, TH -7,

HTSHOBER, F1ETE, BECEI»L) LI MBEFPBERLLT A MCKELRTARN
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BV AEND, i, Low—level o rigidity, 3 74> %, perseveration LRI I, 754 C
#1113 Luchins ok#» %> problem solving Rigidity 2 &+ 3 o Tit /oL,

Katz, A. (1952) %, California E. Scale 2, Wissonsin—card Sorting Test, Rerschach
Test # 5, 5> Rigidity measure # & 972 L T, AFFH2 LTV 355, BROZYT 3
RFixH oz -7z,

Scheicr, I. H. (1954) /%, Rigidity # negative transfer effects D AZE - EH L, 78
over—learned pattern # & { % interfering effect #HIET 2 EEXLNBTF AL, T Y —
A, 608 DOHREICHIT LI,

HTF3 8 OfEE, reasoning, & motor speed, cognitive, 3 D DHFHF 1t factor #iHT 3
T EMHIRT,

ik, ChP2FHER L LT, cognitive Rigidity &, mental ability &, motor speed test
PHIBT AL T Y — A, 10050 KFEEICHKETLT, 729 centroid factor # i
L, BE#1T - 70, fEE (X, cognitive rigidity test (3fH# 1 #EES L TE Y, cognitive rigi-
dity £ Db D2FHHIT5 Z LAHES LIE X 72\, cognitive rigidity test (X, BI6 »ic,
reasoning & 7> recognizable menta! @ abilities %o test T#H -7z,

WnERME, XL, FROPHYFLEHOPL Y FTHETZCLOMKRZENIZ, EFOPLYH
TTAEREDEN L HF IR L TR 2atbr 57,

Oliver, katz, Scheier, % DR FHITHIPRE DR Tit, Rigidity o factor L Ebn 3 Diz,
FXHMT S L HE L -7,

Schaie, K. W. iz, (1955)4 % Co Rigidity cxtd2 2 034 HfE® Ah, functional,
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test. (@®scale of rigidity. (R scale)

1. Capitals-NR. .72 —.06 | —.11
2. Alphabet-NR. | .76 | —.05 | —.02 BERER, 1740 6T9X ETORK216 £,
3. Opposites-NR. .68 12 .14 38T, BRI 4 0 6204, Fi5
4. Water jar .13 31| —.05 14.24,
5. P scale -29 -3 07 o7 v—Fizx T 3 multiple—Group fa-
6. R scale .33 .57 —.01
7. Opposites I 40 15| 55| ctor i, Table 230 TH 2,
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8. Opposites I .151 104
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Tests I I il Table 25.
1. .14 02| —.05 sample I sample 1T
2. 68| —.08) —.05 Factor I i Factor I m
3. .50 .01 .10
4, .02 .29 .03 1 427 .508 1 —~.049 .075
5. | —.05 .58 | —.03 I 422 I -148
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7. 09 13 68 iz, CoOEEREP Y - T, Rigidity oB—MicRH L
8. .08 .12 .63 2o
9. | —.07 07 .24 h b oSz, Kleemeier, R.W. (1950) »3
Ol 2] T B fexibility oRTFHHTET - T B, HABIEIC LR
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(1) WBELEFEOFEHTOLY HTH,

MEOPRIZ, BT, WS OBEM L #5kE o Psychohysical #RBE» 6, MEABOHEM
DT > TE,
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RBAEHTF ¥ B RLEXXXI

BIRZHOPICL TR, FTHE—IL, drive OBE DAMERRICRIITTHRDOTHZ, KED
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BR» 6% 570 £id, anxiety group o 5 5o, threatening group (2(F, MEBBICEL
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KT, intelligent iz %7z, UL# L, perceptual rigid group tflexible group iz, A.C.
E. (American Couneil on Education College entrance scores oE%) &, Wechsler—Bellevue
DRI D 2 ODHEET A b 2HEATUICKER, Table 260&R 211,
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7%, Verbal ability &2, /~&Viaas, HE | A C.E 132.8 35.8
REENSHB T LEAEDTV B, Pechsler. . 4.7 2.4
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r DA% 450 Category 237 &8 T, MBDOLVATEBE® DI} 5,) @Card Sorting
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Table 27. Coefficient of correlatlon N=65
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Vigotsky .06 —.05
Card sorting —.04 .02 1
Match Box .03 —.05 —.08 .20
Cork .18 —.07 —.14 .05 .31
X ray .34 .05 .08 210 —.08| —.17
13 —.01 .23 .21 —.02 .08 .23 .07

8 Table 270 t$H 3, A.C.E. Lfip 75 = + Dpficiz, A.C.E. & “X#BHE" &
DRI DH, BREEENALDLNINET TH o7, ALCE ZHEET A+ &5 S LidHRER
WA, BYPETOZE, EFCOHAYT 0T, META L EOHBEBRPAYVEVIOL TR
ah 3, A.C.E. L Enistellung, X, Vigotsky test, Card Sorting test & dRlicFA £
B erb, MM, GiEL OBtV LEMmd I LA k3, (b, Forster
240, OB, 6, Rigidity o general factor 3740 CEFELS L LI OTH B4H5--)

Norman, R.D. (1950){t, Hanfman—Kasanin Concept—Formation Test »LH{ESLN 7
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Rigidity offseiz Lewin OBH#EFREOABOWRICIHE >0 LS > TRE Ttz Le-
win PSAREEORDLEFAREOBEOEE 2 - THAEH RO ARESEEHB L, Rigi-
dity #fHEEocBOoREs LE&H LY, <o Rigidity o&i3BD TEBEHLEESTH
> TXDEDPMRBICVAVALBRENIERE 24 o TO7,

Lewin o Rigidity 0% 57 2 72 oiz Kounin T3 - 724%, Kounin #5F L { Lewin
DRI LBERE 5OV LR E ARV, HOoBKMITAE Rigidity L HLEOBRZER
Lice &ThHbd, cofid Werner 2 oiitflanicd, BERAHAIIIEDL ST EN B,
19404 DAY, SILEZERENICERT LN, ULREETH - o3 FEENZ LT
Hb, LPLIDFEADL, 1948% Mc Andrew o0E, H7# gk cH 7 isolation & Rigid-
ity oBtEIck O THbN I,

1940472 & hoe Rigidity o424 L LTEA1984) 5 232 C Cattel, Werner, Gold-
stein, Luchins, Rokeach, Fisher ZDRMEPHHA L, N6 OESIRFNEHICEB - TH
BRLUDZIENEELL,, TORDHLORMBICE > THEERBR LD LD A, o2, L
L, $H4 Rigidity o mechanism %738 T 230354, TOHDE L DHET, HicEE
DFIMALNTELZDLDTH - 72,

6 o Ridity OE&EDHRT, BIFHEHRCH LEBLL D30 L b Luchins OB&ETH - 12,
set Z# DR X % % - T probilem solving rigidity o%E# & L7 Luchins o B3, water
jar test LIZRA 2, EITHRET set 2Ry, KOBEWT set POBITTI I LOBEHX
%% - T Rigidity 2HIER A & Lz% < o Rigidity test 2{Ee L7z, HEHEER O
H2oPtdes» &, Lewin—Kounin 4548 - BESHEOEIR CETIRHROE 1 5% 2HH
U Thi 3D T ATdH 345, $TL 3§ Stevens %z L b Operationism ZENEN, &£ 5ici
19504¢, Boring %ic k 2#EEXZHICE T2 v v R o v AR, rigidity o measure (Zf§7 3
MESEAIC L > TER, 0k S A E Werner, Cattell, Fisher Goldstein &0 B#E» 6
BN T, BEMEROTRAHR~NLE - T o1,

194048, Rigidity o F4 o mechanism (Z2W TiE, HEDEEITNBNB I INTH,
Rigidity 0 0%, Y X i RBE&2SLTELNZO» V) JLEIBBE CERBESL L
P oll, TN E TSN/ perseveration & 7>, stereo type & fixation &2, & 3\ i,
¥ 7z lack of variability *E5#& LR -0 Dk LT Rigidity ¢S 58 &2AV3
D, EEILEBKOELBRENT O, L L set BROBHE # 3 - T Rigidity oE
FLTAEAM»EL - T, & i- perseveration LiIE /3 Rigidity oW REEATTE
72 Luchins {2753, Einstellung (2{E&ICHET AL DTREDITE 2 L - T2, 2D
&5 EHENZ1948EN S, 1950 ERDITUDIT BAICL - TE2, 1%L DHERFBRHS-DT
Luchens o#4 T Rigidity & ##H 2\ 3HEAWBE L OBBREL Y HFTELOTH B,
Rokeach i, #&MBEETHAH L35 L, TRTORBICH T Rigidity 3B T3
SDTH 3B LDITEH, S, Luchins o water jar i ) % Rigidity & Ethnocentrism & o
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positive ZBIRZER L, CORMIIHLOLEYD group iTidkE nEE2RiZL, Luch-
ins ORI H 25T, Rigidity omeasure & LT, Einstellung problem & Ethnocen-
trism ¥ 72¢2 authoritanism ideology ZDBIR% & Y HIT BRI/ K% ¢ F &z, Rigidity
@ measure PEHLFENB LI - T, »ii2U Rigidity PE—BEEDLOTH 3D,
W o o@ED Rigidity #5200 L EIMENS L Y BT oz, HBVikEL, Rigidity
EE DI R LT Luchins 5 5 X5 mREMN RO TH 2 0», EECHETSILDONL

E5MENYTTE L, 2631940 %4 Rigidity ofific functional &2 structual &
disposition & primary X (I secondary £oH&RiEE 2} % o» @ Rigidity #WRELTH

200 EESRMPAREENT, TORMABRIERBHE=TR LI TH D,

% ¢ o Rigidity test ¢ score DRizit, BELEEISBOLNLHRLDY, HIIRLT
¥ A EHY non significant MBI L» B oN Ly - 0B T,

SN EREOTRIIER L Rigidity L OBRE L) BT R TH -0, Ko Rigidity
test & personality test L OEDOMHEZERD THE OMICFI S DBERE; H 2, BN EE D
CLEBBERUL—BOMENH 7285, INIBREALEDILE LR LEDRD > IE L DRILIC
o,

Rokeach i2i3 U ¥ 3 Rigidity & social attitude i3 preudice & O®72i3 Fenickel o
Rz L v Atviz Brown (cX - THEFEH, Adorno 250283 THEBL TV o7,

CDEIRRRDOENEZT T, SHBOMEOHME L LD THDB LETNIT stress OWR D
LEBLILDOTHB, W F FC Rigidity »% personality ¢ general factor ¢#H 34, i
BRMBRTHI 0 EVIEICFBET2ES % insecurity O &#BEATEZ LiCk - TH—
L3> 8584 TH 3, Ainswosth, L. H. (1953) 34> X352, H2RROTTERT S
insecurity o3z, REOPICEEN T\ B stress i2d L 345, FLABOBELETICEV
TSN 3 insecurity BRI H B < &, Rigidity i stress icBIfRL T\ 5 I &, stress
(ZBC Rigidity 242 L3230 Ta, BEABETEBRIN T3 insecurity OREIZID
U TheA 2fE75C Rigidity 2422 LY 2EAPH B3 LEX LN L I,

i, TOVEL—TEEBLP - 1960~1980FERDERAME 2 POBE BRIV ER
Yo X THARENXRBLRNLY, TOBKRT 2 L2 Rigity L ABREICL > TRZD
DT, REDEZEHT TEOXRDOHD 6, B LALVEE, HATHRFRI>UAr 270, 2, 19
SOERICERD LY o HAEIIRLDENR LU, ROBLCEFHERZH(DT, i—Li
WEEXL TV B,
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