354-06
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BHEINDMN S 2—4 2 LS5 2
D ZEAR B HEE ST BE 3 5 BF9E

Eil 33

I ™ i

BERCMBERBCEE LA 2L, #ELWCRIGATES AL BECKHES AL
DEEL, Vol ED LS InhERNREDERIZ LI 5D THS 5 0%

ZDFLOD BINE, BEEEAD v 5 v A (Ambiguity Tolerance) DEEITIZ
BRIV o0 ERY LY REWLEE»r bEEST s L E, BHEO LD
WIS TG L BB B FMeT 2 BH0 1 2L LCIBRI~D V5 v A%
MESTHZ EORBEXEFNTHZ L TH D,

BHREA~D V5 v A—1 v b V5 v A (Ambiguity Tolerance—Intolerance)
KRET2INnETCOMRDEELWBET L E, HEL- L BRI NER
BELT, BREADI I VARED L 57 DEEEY LD, FO L5 eEs
Lo TRLT 2D E WS MBENREShS, Zo&15EE I TLE 354
HEDSEBLICC ST, 5 Lieh b lIENES2Bbhs 57—~
AR T IE R Bl WEFBRIZ 2 20 EN S B,

12orE, BREIAD VI v AREEED TEHRIIbT Lk, &e
AEDPIGRE A v P v v ARFLIC LI MEN B ThofcZ E03BITF bs,
Crandall, J. E. (1969) i34 v} V5 v ARENVRA LT EC X HE0BE
CRERRL, 2EDX5CHENTWE, [BEE~NDIVS VAL, 4V IV
SURELDNST, BEAEHEAELRTIRb 2D, AV Vv v AERLL
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BELRTERTH S, BIREAD ' VI VARODWTIIEA S L WELERTH D,
FEHIND AV Lo TRELERSh, HESRLI LT VAD BEAR
i, SETEMALDE ST IFIERESENRBRIhTWEnd LAY, £
MER S EEATRIARD L\ 5 AR LIBIR L7\, ]

AV PVIVARRCHENT, BEMNVS VARERLEHRIE B Re0RE
2 25 LICHERIEE o B DWW T TR T E b,

BIREA~DA v b v T v AL 5 &T, Frenkel-Brunswik, E. (1948) 23
BEBRPRRZHE SOALOREE RE L THRICER L O THY, FE
RO A v PV 7 v ARBRES WS, BHEDA VPV T VARDLTDORILE
iz TEEHBOECBELT, BAPrErZE-E) 385 L5 BRFEICHE
D, BEolimicEL, &ICIHEEZERL, €L ThEOENHTH
TE7e EHARR E Ik £mIERE R X 5 L35 Em ] (1949) Lalh~bh, 19
SBAFRIIEDED L S IeBEN R bR S, [Yv 2 ) —, HEX, S, #HA
MR 2 BEORE, BHHARHOMER, MECBELIhZoE, Hhr
NS A0 ME, HmoBRTELZHLEY, BEE, AT vA 24 TO
T |

Frenkel-Brunswik O, BRI ~D VI v AMEILS OPFRECLEK
TL, ZBBERAT IR, EOHMILTD 4 ODRGETE %,

EPE L OFEL, OMEOREEECHD AEHIRRSBEERIAR,
BB B ESECRFER R ECBEL TR Y, HEBE L ORRY BRELHE
HieRBTAWHETHD, (Block & Block, 1951; O’Conner, 1952; Allport,
1953 ; Eysenck, 1954 ; Davids, 1955 ; Zacker, 1973 ; Chabassol & Thomas, 1975 ;
Eysenck & Wilson, 1978)

B2 OHEE, VWhPAERGEEYS 2y, BERCREERELT th
KNI HRIGEBRE - WETHLDOTHD, BHILA VP VT VADRIED EH
HHNZEL LS ETAEHATHED, (Martin, 1954 ; Smock, 1954 ; Brim & Hoff,
1957 ; Millon, 1957 ; Soueif, 1958 ; Rydell, 1966; Domangue, 1978)
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EIDHENL, BHRIEAD VS VA—A VYT VAEMO DIBSEEEN L
DEAGRE TR T B HETH Do To& 2iF Crandall (1969) 1%, BHI~DA v b
VI vALEES PRV Blcote A=V F U T, JlETH B HAHEBOEAD
FES, RAELTERIWSDBEADOEEELOBELXHELTV5, (Bog-
en, 1961 ; Pawlicki & Alquist, 1973; Shavit, 1975; Foxman, 1976; Keenan,
1978)

BRBECE 4DF ML, BREAOA v IVSvRO AIEFRETAHETH
%o Frenkel-Brunswik HEIX, —HEORNRA 2bRra~tBrrBbT54
R—%a o FAFOFERCDOWCTRAIH, B (rigidity) 4L OBRELL IR
TBHT LT o7, Levitt, E. E. (1953) < Siegel, S. (1954) iz thFh-—7
¥ WY R PR IERBRELD, FHBR Ui T, £ORILEMEED M
LR ETEED LA 5D TW5, (Rydell & Rosen, 1966; Budner, 1962;
MacDonald, 1970 ; Norton, 1975 ; Kirton, 1981)

BEADSDHIWTHRIEE NTH, BEREIAD MV I VARDWTELLR
NTWisle DE DE L OBHMLERNCERERNABORELEEL, (v
PV G VARDEZEILNERL OB, E2OHFETIE, Z¥EAVIVIVA
DRIE% BT % LV OBERI A 595, H3DHEADEMTE, vy
AERBC T » Ieflni—H AR bhd, Thik Foxman, P. (1976) X254 D
T, X TBHREAD SV ADE R, LEFEHEEOEED GV 1y
BT BRMAZ AN THD EVOIER] e, THDERHEABVE FHESh
ik, BB, BHRIND VI VALK THERBCEVKELRL
Tl EVOSBRERE L, LaLliadb, B30HFALBENCIZIVYI VA
ZTDHDTEIRL, ThPBEBRLL 5 nEUlE L OBELZMR L, BIRNRZER
ELTHAIIREEE ST 5B,

HAOK L, BHEICHLEOBE AV IVvS Vv ITHErRHIETSIE
DEELENTHD»D L 3CBbhs, L UEMEEROBR T, Z4%k
BEEDO R RA R isfcdd, TBERICOWTOBEMIMT bhitve ERLFIOB
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FEE LY, ThUBOWELLSKIPEL 5 2% Budner (1962) LU TOE
BERL, ZLONMCBIHIhDZ L disote, [BEI~AD LS VAL,
B ORIABROBE L LTMET S, Thbb@RTsERTH), BIES
AND VT VAL, BEREREAEE LV LTaETSERTHS ] VS
VA=AV VTV AWADESENL LRSS, Budner OB TBEEE X ~D 1
VIV VAR EOBRATCELTERT Ao L] © [BHRE~D 1V L3
VARBRCER LIS L5 RRID W0 FRT A E] Thotco HF
BT D o 7Dy, BEEA VY v I VARBEEIh T, 07 Bu-
dner BWEZELIERIAD b VS VARK LT, [A&TTRAE IR T
Vo [EE LV (desirable)) &5 HEERFE- 7o LI TH D, BT
COVWCILIRMEZENECT I 5Bbhs,] Lo#¥% Kirton (1981)
OB TN DS, ZEUFIEDOBEEICRNTH Fv S v AREEIhB LR 3
EAREToTeDTH B,

BT, BREAD IS VAL Vol Wil 1Y VI VREOHIRITE
5 LTEUDDN LS HER bh il hidie bisw 2 000 B, Lo
REEAFEEML DB EC IR ERTELHFRCRD LA S, XWiciAbh?
MREREEEZD NETO BRELYELETELDE, BIREND VSV A—
AVALZ VA LS R JEER AR DEFERIC ST Shh T
B, ZOZ LD, THIEABONT Y AN LOEBECE S LICEER T
B Th D Z LR N B, Budner DEZHLML T, BHRLRACR VTR
Feied, X o—BECRTCR TS BRETaREL LT, ElWkeLTo
BEZET TR, IVAVCETHEELERT2HEE LTEEREE~D VIV
ACERTHEAPBDETH D,

BEERRIBL G 2 bh, AEHERL, ThERRLTLITEIBEIRDS
BHEAVIVI VALY, £ CVWEAEE VT VALESLETHI DI, #
PERES & LT — IR b D TH A 5o LA LI TREEDEDARYD
FORLPIAOBREMC LARRE LTV WL 3 Ebhb, 2%, SR E
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Hic kb (BERAHE) — (v sV FRRE) LVt BR0ERET, 5
Hisd LTRERATHDE Ly, S—0—R BEROBALD, BEMEEE
LTCOBFEEOD BELHLMNE LsThE, FPVYIVYALEAVIVIVADE
BRIeELE LD DBIHTELNL biev, & OBERLHEBESET 2 &%,
T B 5 RGN 7o VBTN bR, £ 5 LIcHlBE RIS Dv»WTo
ERITFEL T B, T2T, BRIADIV S VALV IVFTVALREDT)
EROMARTUBOR, E0 X 5RDBREE - BiEion, 0T LRk
BORMELTREIhZDOTHS,

DEHFEEBO B Y % BAHCHIFTAR L 5, Kirton (1981) 2% [4FT
DERIAD PV T VARDWTOIHE S VB> THD E, TOREL AFT
FCREEL, BHLAT—228H0h T, ZT0ERIFEIRLWE K
S TCW5B ] EFNTWB X5, BIRIIEREVS X0 LA IEEBOEEEL
IRDTET B,

Carment, D. W., Alcock, J. E. (1976) ¥, 4 v F& 7 FDORZFLES HiE
L, 1Y FARIFLAID SN H T T —%ilFd, TRBERE~D V5 v
ARUFEN T Ll ER T,

Blake, B. F. b (1973) X HFRBEECTEIH TR WELGED BH L X2l <
¥, ThEFATEIDE I EIRL, BHEOBHL I, FVI v ik
STRIFATHI CLL #2074 7REEL, 1Y L5y M ERECTER YT
4 7TIBEE LT,

MacDonald, A. P. (1974) 1%, K& X # -0 LCREZCOWTORE
ExHh, RAEZECOWTIIEENS BEL L OAL ORED 1 DICBR S~
DAV IFVFVAEBFCON D,

Galbreath, J., Feinberg, L. B. (1973) %, BHAEELZOERACE LT, B
SRAVIVI VMBI L VAN RRBEL IO L 2RO TS,

Naditch, M. P.,, Fenwick, S. (1977) %, [LSD 75y > a « Yy 7 LHE
BERE | LFELICHIOAT, LSD FAZTY v v a « Ay 7ORBOHBE
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DD 1 2L LT, BRSAD U T v ADENT &2 HRE L

Harrington, D. M. & (1978) I, ﬁ#ﬁﬁ@%f%@ﬂﬁ%%“\@/f virvsv
AuFERINCHN, REOPBELHERL, T B0 L OBIRICOL
THi#EE LI,

Foote, M. b (1975) 1%, 7 54 =¥ MIBEHREAD IV 5 VADEWH ¥ vVt
F—LDh, LDVBECIVSVADAY VT —Dh EANFBORSTEHhAE &
BENC EEBNTD, T EAMRAY V2T —DEEL LTERIA~AD b
VIV ARR S TBIESEESRBRD X 55T\ 5B, (Tucker & Sayder,
1974 ; Chasnoff, 1976 ; Lakovics, 1976 ; Cook & Kunce, 1978)

FEOWRC L -Th, DTERTEFECHIBERNMELR T 5,

PR X AD b5 v ADEME AL

1. 7 vevR e I 7T 2HEBRGIEETHY, RENEEC EBhs
EELZbhS, (1978)

2. PAS (Preconcious Activity Scale. Holland & Baird, 1968) 1= X b il &
NAREBOEHNERTH D, (1978)
3. FERECKTsWRLKIGOE 2 & LTOZpba X b dic,  (1979)
4. MAS 1T X CTHIE I % BEERLIE -,  (19802)
5. BORIER BT 2 HEMNACT L BENWET.EDORY 2/ E v, (19802)
6. MPEMLDIRET S &E 2 bh B AEMLERZ 5. ZDZ LWL P-F AXT 4
DEXBDEIHIELE IS, (1980Db)
7. BRCERMCST 5 BEORIGCE CEEE YR T, PREO R VMY
FUREZA VIV I Y b AL D 550 (1981)
8. R— ¥y e TAMCKTDHEENHEBRIGDOLE (F+%) hEl, &
B XVIEHETHD, (1981)
9., BEEOBVIRIRCE T, 7 Vv) vBREDFHEEENSL, HmiFE
FRENMERLT D EE L2 DD, (1982)

0
)
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10. CAS REZWREC KT, Q, L, 0 OEF T D EVRERRL, £
BELUTREEEN I DIt bhd, (1984)

11, W7 co BT (Seli-Disclosure) 13, A0, eE% S5 Ui
B, AVIVI VR RARKRRDIRD o 7h’, TR ER I Uiz &
SRITBE LI h o Tco MEREFO-LHE~D EED 5\ LEFEDE
%, FEBEORBRGCBRAEOLRINERE LTEL b, (1984)

12. HO®ZA (Self-acceptance) IKEIL T, BERIKIC L 2H/ETIZ L D BB
ZRL, Fzy 2 VAPRIBZHETIE BOHHR X DD & 5 IEER
Bohic, (1985)

18, X D EVEZBREE (Achievement Motive) & DOBIHE A FET Ihiz, (1985)

ST, DEBNTEAMBRECE s 2 20ERLREWCRN T2 L, B
BREND IS VvATHEART 7r—735310%, PS5 vARRLETDLS
CAYIVTVAD BE - W E LTOLMERET, FLTirkh SHEECHRk
5T LILEACTE D EELBbRD, © 5 LIcins [BRE~D b1 5y
ALy, BBEME (Ego Strength) WBIE L BiF/c BBEHEDISETH S &
WS R BADEBAERARIN Y PYSVREAVIVI VAR F ot B
BRMEE UCHMET D L, 1 ROEGE LB ST, Wiz akEds -
MBS HE TS LEL DR 3 BROBEEL W 5 BE2 D, BRI L E5EE
ERND LR LT, WEDHED D VEDEL AR LT ELT VB 0EE
BLISETHLIDTHS,

ORI T, DEBEECKT S EEE, EEOMMEEFRTCSITS
BHOWE? ST 7 e —F%2RL 5,
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oI BEEX~D 5 v ARET 2 3 20EER

Study 1 EAFry A

(BE) BBREAD PV TV A—A v} VT vV AQBERRNS 2BETHN, F0
FHCESHTHED BREEOBELHENL, Thi Bt &> TorER
L, WHhRGEL R0 EEFT 5, BEIAD M VI v A1 D0 AL
HIEENTEY, ThrWhbIERCHMLTELD LW RZE, BFRIED
PRIEENT L Iehole, PV S vAEHBIOM 3L VS v ADBRE
REWEL, ThoERo#AsHLECHEERR I T v v ADBEELERE
THo TP VIVADOBE WAL, FRED XS IEHAEZEEMNC SO0, D
F BB IR TH - Th P TV AL AV P LT VR AR
Wb EREEREC B EO DAV RRH IR TTH Y, oM EE
Nhichd,

Uhik) BHRE~D b v 5 v ADREE LTIE, Norton, R. W. (1975) © X 5E
ik MAT-50 (Measurement of Ambiguity Tolerance-50) & IR L7izA»r —
v (AT Ay = 35) AV, 20 AT A7 — L OBIREREEMEL, 62
HOMEZ BT, ©=.734, P<.0l, N=51LLoRENEZRCLIVEDLRT
WhH, HEEP6LDERA VL« Ar—AThHD, BENEE BEOWThn
W80% L LR B HEIXIATH o 1o, B—DBERE~DZD X 5 7nEFLR
Dbl olz, YOI REO R CERE Ih b, IJCB~EE
DISDIERIZT T AT A7 — A %R BE LR TRy, BHnbEI LD L
5 v A& & D—EDHEEI LTV 5,

MR OJE L Y-G HERENF DRk,

gL, KEHAOBREEMZED 1, 2FEELTIE HEALTS) WX
ORERO— Bk a TR T 5 BT, BWEFREAETHBOESRYER TS 244
474 (M : 184, F :2948) (R&B &L T%) izl WA - BOWHLhT
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i AT Ry —ad Y-G BEIEFMCHRIT I,

SR L#22) Table 1| REBHRIA~AD MV 5 v REEL, V-G BEDI2EME, 6
RFHE OMHBEREEZ T T, NRALWNEB LOBKRI~D F V5 v ARHARIE
DL DRRY R biizs HRADEY L ELERFZEN155.3, 22.00 TH DD
L, REBTIX167.1, 19.08TH 5B, Ko bT Y-G E L OMEBEEAL
AL GEU LI BERRL, BEEZOZLhICEES IO RTFHIEEALE—
L7,

Fig. 1 2%, SHAD AT Ay — B ED F30%, TMHIOBET HEED

Table 1. BEBRI~OD v F v RABAE Y-GI12 i, 6 HFFEEEOHE

X & A st & B
D #@l 5 o # —.164 —.108
C Ko o%E — .223% —.328%
I 4 % & —.182% — AT4**
N M & H — . 428%k —.353*
o x ® ® —.218*% —.030
Co 3 B #A B —.214% — AT
Ag L BB — . 473%* — . 403%*
G & B B —.206* —.348%
R ® A & — 249 —.178
T BEMWINE —.099 —.159
A % OB O#% —.002 —.110
S W& witm —.131 —.182
5 #E R %EE —.221% — 3747
HEHTABEIS — . 368%* —.334%
G/ B — .336%* — .38
wmoo® — .281%* —.323%
FOHN OB —.096 .018
x B O —.068 —.145

Tp<.10 *p<.05 *p<.01
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Fig. 1 MRAIKK BBEHRIND P v F v AEBED E730% (HAT) & Fh30%
(LAT) WEENBHED Y-G Fr 7 4 — DT
Y-G BlEOFHEERZ T e 7 4 VBRI, BREAD S v ADEGWE (H
AT: High Ambiguity Tolerance) 1%, F VL F v ADMKWE (LAT: Low Am-
biguity Tolerance) &HEELTC, EfHS ot v 7 4 —AR R bA, WE
DB ST B,

ETREOIEN DRF R0 5, AENTCEEL D, HAT & LAT L HN
T, SHERINMEL, BHKE Co EmwC LiHHREbRS, I, Co DEERN
BEBRNTLE, BHRIC VIV b Alld, HCKASEMEL DD, i
b, 2HLRMEPHENORHELRMEN D78, MHABRCHTL -0
D LBERE O LRI, oz bix, THORME - &~ EEW
ISEHIRRE] L LCEETEx XS5, —HBERICA v VIS v M A, HEO
Hir e D a2 Y IR L, HOHIIEL, MEFCH U OLERNT L 5 TH
bo Zhik [HORME - & ~DOBENRFHERE | L Lobhb, BRE
D PV VAR, ABHRROWACHZREL TSI &b, &\ B CHHE
& CORER ME ~OEEE A /s E RRCBET 5 ChA 5 & LB TFHER
s,


kyowa
長方形
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DX EREHER C FANEENIZOWT, HAT 13 LAT &N, ThZho
BN L DBV LS EEARER T B, HEXAEENCAS L, CTIE X
SR LELEEET D | [BA S0 8o TELDE LT bl [T CTRERIC
5] HETHY, NTE [Pz e KBl TArLRLATYS X5 TH
ZThB ] [T OREE BobheT ] mEThsb, ThbD ZehbEx
T, BHEE~D VI VADBAL, HAODOWENSEAIEHCLI->T, 5%
WIREBEE D BORIBIC & » CLEIMTPEAEL S h 5 o LN IR, BROR
FENBVEL D, &2 A2 LAT Tk, BEOREEIBHARLHBHEL
Obf%,it@k@ﬂﬁm%bf%%Lmﬁﬁgﬁtb%fw,:nbmca
2 HAT % [MEEOREURER], LAT % [BEOTLEEE] &L LTHED
ThZENTES,

—BIEEIE GRS B L, HAT 13 LAT X0 ARNERTHD LWV IRBRIRE
nTwd, L, BEHOEL ESENMNEIERLT, BB Ag LOAE
ZRDO2ODEMELHHLETRATRETHA 5, DED PV TV P AIT—
BEEAYE & AT, BEHEERPDOA X ILECEAVNEREShS, Ag DE
MER &, [w2h ALK 7% v [EHW chs] K88
] TEL I b % Shd EREoTwigw ] InERnRbh, BHEED FHHIK
MEN e ERNEECEEN%, HERIDAZIOREY hbbTLINT
VB, EEOHEEIIE, [FERLRTS I EEFALECITLokkiinl
CLTWBDONEFETHS] Noob Az Rkos ] [I<EXTETHLT
LES L] [BREADEAY S5 mEnd Y, EHExECTEICEN
THERATTTHEETL DD LD b, Z0O X HICFED NAERZMIRLZ)
2 TR MRERL D, £oTHEFERIC v v Mo ALk, BEORI
LEE G X 5 EEHLS FHHD S IIME S h B, RENKTEHELA v
FUS Y RRALD QAR AT, BRELUTRNERELALRSR DT
ThhHo L LHEM Ag, —BIEEHNEG, DA X XIROEHNLMESTET =
7 4 —ADFREHECA - TEY, »2BERNET, XZREA, E215ES
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EOWTHEBACELTWEZ b, BRI v S v e AD - LTH]
SRHBEPHEHITH S LT VLT, FRRHCA Y vs v e AD ERTH
DAED, WRBIROBRELTTLTHY, WEH, EHROKEEL I EEL
TES DHEITHS 5, D EDX S5z &b, BWHRE~AD VI VRES VT
V7 v AR,  [EEO BB AL —EE O EEATEIML] & LT
o bhs,

BEAR (1982) 1%, AWRTHERASIIILIDERL AT Ay —AxlvbEED
i, BEROREREATELNICERNR SABMICR 25 80 5 KIba K
Exwsl LTRkdl, FLTHERD 12Kk LAT 1k HAT k8K
FM 2BEBCEVWC ExHEL TV, EAMESREMICEEEERA LR
Tepolcl LT\wb, FM OEFPWLBEFRIT2ED L5 TH B, [FM 1%, M
HLT, XORAT, XVEERNYT LERIL, TOADERNEHHOD L HEE
LA DS ERLT WD, Fhik, ChLOEEN FOREZEINRT B0
BRTZEIELBAA, TOBFEFHOMIEZLFML TS, Zhbik, Bl
WHREERTHEHFHTHY, Lichos>THEZLELTSZLDTHS | Klopfer,
B., Davidson, H. H. 1962) 2D Z &hbd, 4 v PV IV Pl AL X W EBERIT
By, ThETEcEH 3T WHEAY b2 EXEHERI WS,

HFFCOWTOELET, RICBRIHFEOBR LR Ridicve i
bhERIC VIV AL, AV VIV IRALRKELT, EBELIvE
EHITH D, HEMHEIRTL O RIFTHD, T L TEBHEREND, EHTE
OMHENEREE 2 bRB, —HA VY PV TV FRARIE, BESEEIETE
&, EEIRTEMER &\ - I R B b,

BRSO bV S VAV b U T VR, BRLHES 5L bhicd ¥,
LD THMEDERNIFALL TL OIS & T 5 Budner © REIE—ICEMRCE
Do LAxLZ® Study 1 DGR D, BRSO BECH»H LT, FkED
BEVWABENC EEL T DD bhichld T, ZhESEoWRcFfE
IhBsERERET 227 Th 5,
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Study 2 089 - BHEZEHREOZRT

(BM) 2o Study 2 KFR\WTIE, 2EIERAMA7 » —~ Vv AHEEE 5%,
TORBEIMTHI LRIy, BRIAD VS v AOEAD LB AT
BB EEO B Y ERT 5,

7] SRISAB D MREL S TREL LT, HEERO —BHEEERE
DERELFEA S e, ZHTIED TABREN LK S, TXT—ED0
HHERRT ATV S, BRE~AD VT v 20 HIERIL Study 107 — &%
FIHF L7z W& Study 1 LA UL REEMERELTFITRTHY, EHMBTL
o

(R EEZ) Fig.2 KIERBRE~D b V7 v AEE L BEHERESSE O
FRIEOVT, ¥ REREPRIR B, B0 EAERE (A) 1%, vy
FREOBEEERESEN A VLS VMBIV LE OV ERRL, THEEE
Wi, 1V VIV I HOBEDRID BV EERRT S, 20 3ARK
DEBIERKEORELFRDL T, MEGHLIEK XTI, TABREZ—ED
HRTMALAS DT, #EEREFEND, AT 25 —AD8DDV T « AT =
V=3t AEN BREEEDCHERZ LD, T/ LbADHEEL b2
BRI T2,

ETHEEROLCKICH T, BRIC VSV AR, 1Y v I v
ANZEANT, 5 BARETHR (FRE) 0w E v OBRAREBE IS, Ak
s RIEK ORENRL, fHREAC (HFEEEEO ok 5
LT, TEHRFEL0 HOBEZYS X 51 B0 #1520 L), FTEEEF
GERE LIcRITBOBOHT, S$HETHRE 32T OTEHIEL #12), L5
AT (ESROBROPic o X 57 ek CTELRPELSEEAND) O IKE
Thbd, ThbC, F, JD3HEEE, MOTFMEELITGSARENR -
TWd, 2 VHRERTIEEZERBONANZEA L EE L DR, Ehd
THlIs BHAERRED X TR G D, SBEIRICHE S RID 7o\ & & 2V
Thbo
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Fig. 2 BRI ND b v F v R LBEBERE OB SOBEOREE & 5

5 LIEREOBET T, BRI VSV FeAD &5 IMEERTERICL
BDThD, ZORFIL, FECHTHHLR BK FhioEHRIkES
COERMBEFRT S EBbIB2, Study 1 OFERERERC LT, HHEOTEH
EDECIRAI VLI ERFLUTHS S ThbHMETEALAREITHET
B Ew S PR OBflT:, £LT—#STh->Th FHEIER LM S RECK L
T, EEMEE DD LSO =2 A F -2 TEICR T LK E SBERT
BEELBND, TOIRODEEHEIMELS THHFIS i b v F v i ADTEERIT
FSHIC D 7o Inolc b E L BRBEDTH S,

ABEG, BEV, BENEL Vo7, Wb 2By < BT 2 REC R
WTClE, FUI VA=AV VT VARBOBEEREZEFRD bt ols, L
BRIGAHPEED (1H4EIDTEUONS BEDEEYE 2, RAUEKTL
VR D BBRD 2 BBRECHT) ©OWTIE, PU IV RRAD E 5 3RREE
RERTERARSL DRI, FMEOEE N EH T, MEE CiMxETSHET
X, PUIVERADLIDCL SABFITHDE LD %%,

FETED T TCOEMIOEIWNRLBEC L - C, TiE®A~K (C, F,


kyowa
長方形
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JRkl) oEMBEEEL, C, F, JoMMEEREED 2@ HELHAA,
BABREBE2IG LI FLTADDHF Y —Z LD AT Ay —ABREZHERL
7207 Table 2 THBo HEHWORERL, F=4.301, (3,949 p<.01 tix
oty XDEHT Y —HOEXFCLC S, BEREEREO/BIAVEL, 2
DOHEMBIEREDOBEIMEN I T T BT AAR, D3 20HTIY -
BiaALHELT, bXBKECERBLCE VI Y ARRLE, 2% hRESY
B R NE LT RECEN, LobEFEREERECSSALE, X DB
KR IVIVITHBHEELZTLLEZESTHD, LRBCTITORERL DL
CTHERADBLTLS PV SV P ThD LIV 2R EbRRI NG,

Table 2. ML EHGED 2BHEOEEDCEELE
eI ~D v T v ADEER

BB FRE

H. L.
n =28 n =25

H 150.2 166.0
B 16.02 20.91

BE

ﬂﬂ:g n =20 n=24

I 148.9 150.9

15.27 22.44

Z2f]S, BEPROWTE, 1Y VIV ERADBENLTNTHLEE:
BRI R b, WP CREEKE LIRCEBZHDILZVDOT, fV VIV
Te APV DFEHEEICEN D BT 5 = LR TE e\, Z2H S ORI 2Ty,
BAED & = AT e@Rux T 5 Bz is v, SHARECEERRE L0 MRy
IDEDTHEANLZEBUETHS 5,
AT AZ—AD8DODH T « Ay —n EEFERE L OBBECERETS &,

¥ 57 G iERIZE S, 2% b Interpersonal Communication & Social
D2OD HT o« Al —N TlE, EbEVIVARELOTMEED KERLE BEE
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L, T Habit TiX, Bb VIV ARBEALBEEL TS, AT A7y —1ADV
T Ay —NORfEE WET S LLBETHB, L LEAD D OBEHRI~O

FPUS VAL, TFEJFERFEHTO VI VALLER IR, hAHERCKTS
PV F Y ALMOERIC RIS PSS v A LRk B R RET A ONE LK
BNECHSEAND BREED D Z ENTENE, FionBEE BT 5D Tkl
W, KA - MRS TCBER SR8 5 RS, L2 EMBETTHoTH, DS
NIEAE LTHREANTD AL L0 FRERES®ICES B2 bbb, LL
OB SERP IR B NERMELTEIRS,

DEREEHIC O TIE, HAT 3 LAT X BEC Aot (=
3.925, df=1, P <.05) Fig.2 OBEENEHOERL, THRED LIcBERN
Richicd, THRELWZhOBBZHEEEE2H L, BEENSWEINIT
MR EDEHBAZ LITEEH Lic, %2 LC, F, JE oW TikFhik, BE0H
ENEEE DA Lico Lo T2 2 THNBHEH L%, BiRoBEHERE
FBEICDOWTDOHRTH 5,

Fig.2 CR»bhzEED, TCFAE (V) OB LE->THY, BEV
S VANRBERO IS L EBEETS LA THD, BENELLRER
i, BONAEREOEBENAEREAEZ DD, L LIEEREFECILE
Mo bRt (32=0.151, df=1, n. s) Z &b, EEIMRERTERZ
W, DEEENTCERNER IS, BRI A v v I v PR ARBEENS SR
TAHBREIOED I OREMETESD, 1V VTV AL, BENREZHIR
5 FE TOERREOREC TR 252 ENTET, KEFTEE L TOMBELA
B REThESERAETEL HEY, BEREATHD TELALTLESDOTH
Do THEMDEHRTILVZ Y FEADEERBEX I VAENE V25,

EH DS AOPENEH Table 3 A LN A, LAT OFEHUL, HAT OB L
N, WA, EENSEITIED DA, YR &R & O FRECR MR C IR
F2E, LAT D@52 BE XD EBIC EFLTHHT L LRI,
(x2=4.376, di=1, p <.05)
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Table 3. HAT, LAT PEBIBHEILEDZ -V

HAT LAT
BB 4 (0~1) 13 ( 6) 21 (11)
o (2~4) 58 (26) 37 (19)
% (5~ ) 29 (13) 42 (22)
) ISR

Dz, AV IFVIVFRATRNTHOEENEMIC L o T DBBEY L
TndEVSDTEEL, BolBrEULDZ E~NDOBHEILAE, DFDIEEI
T kA I OAS = EE R b LW E 2 RET 5,

Study 3 #iRfEMERM & BB EER

(Bf) RIFBEBRBECIED 1 0L LT, MREERO Aivz &2y k
7, BRIAND NS VALOBIBEYRIET S, XLCEOEEEL LT, MRE
B & BIE O TR B B EAERIC DWW T LN B,

(7)) & — R v 1 HEHRE MPL 2RO REEMZEE MACERTERL,
SHAEDORBER TR TERES, MWREEANZFTNRES BEEOERMELAN
HLRESXEH L,

Ibic CMI EEREER (LM 295BIHT Lic. = DBERIFCIL Sk
ARIEE LTI20% 7 « A7 3Y) — &, BHHEEELLTEDD %7 75
V=3B, WEOBERLEREEC & THRIEER % 1 ~IVoBRc H5$
LB TED,

BHRIAD PV S VADFT -2, &0 AT Ar —AOEEYFIFA L,

BREEE) ¥7 MPL RBVT, BWHREIAD S v ARIMRERSD L OF
BsAOMB (r =—.336, P<.05) ®RLi, —F, SE—NAMEKTEDHE
BIINEL, BEEXA DRI o, (r=.093, n.s) ZhbfERE, Study 1
TO Y-G BREIBT 5 WRENCHEMNAS CBTIMEE KL T3,
e LREBREOHEBCEREZIRD bhich 7z, (r=.011, n. s)



BEERI D F VT VA=A v b LT v ADRAEESICEIT 555 111

TR B WHIEEME AL, BEMREROEE) & BECEIE T 5 A
Wadobdhad, [TAEVIZORTBC LB L, WRERE, I bHI—BHI
Vo THEEE R AL, BEMERVAZET, HELISTV, BENRE
ROTREE: & BEED HAZC X >, WEENEROBAZNETS LS
DTHB, (1967, i)] (ZILUEH, 1969) LB BhTky, 3% TE R
AU TERCHCBRIIEERT EEL DR TS, TOZEhD, 1V IV
7V PN, BBDEEND D CITEBER VSV TORE R MERFT 5 T0ditil,
EETHHBE - @IFOHBRS BEL LB TTHY, SETELHEOLV VY
XV EDE 2 EHERIRSE, —F VT v P A, BEMEE
ROREENY VEL, BROCBHLRIGEE CIL\Wied, X hR#ky v
CORBICK L TCRE R fElch i\ —B i e LT BT E Bbhsd. &
DEERT, BREMRRDREE—FRLZEELT, PVISVAEAY VI VAHD
EEYEHLUCRETS LEL DR,

DEREHREAD b U F v AL BEHEBEDHLOBLRLCE %2, B
(1969) DLTFD RENSE Lies, [EBRERERLEEE L T—RC@rinT,
BEMERO B DML, MBOWS I LI LEHRELRIGTHDTH D, L
HAR X o THEEG RIEZRTHMONEI D TH D, ZOREETEET %,
B A RO @ & 2 EE, ERNEECHS 5 L, RETHDLNT 5.
BAHLEHA P VATREIRS E, FRERTALIUE BOZ2AbVS
L, SHEHDANBOREERLDL &L, 0O X5 AEMEROBEAZD
BbhThsrLE2 Db,

HWEILLE & bICS L RS h B EFTH - o, CMI BEHEROLY
7 h 7T Y — OB AR ESERCR s TEF LA, £2T ¢ REKX
BMBOESE, Table 4 RSN X 51, HAT RHEMEREDO GFHERAN
LAT LH~RFECEVC ENRBDbRI, (F=5.948, df=1, P <.05) ¥
WEEEDAEEELOWTIE, HAT it LAT XoEWEAERLE, &=
2.962, df=1, P <.10) CMI £fkD & « Ef B BEDKRE AT I TH BRI
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Table 4. CMI %7 « #7 2Y — LEBHES~D
FUF VR EDER OF E)

F kB EE 5.948%*
BaMH e R E 2.962t
FEBERE EE 8.902%*
A B & H 1.601
B W B R 2.9621
cC D K Ik F R 0.331
D H i B X 2.293
E & &A & B R 4.288%
F & I 0.198
G ™ & B 0.000
H WRAHEHE R 0.174
I B bt 3 0.998
J B ®w OB OE 0.127
X BE * i 0.497
L 3 B 0.034
.C 1 ] % 0.766
M R i G 3.403F
N 5 2 1.162
o F % 0.203
P B % 0.766
Q % b 4.572%
R ¥ i 1.893

tp<l.10 *p<.05 **p<.01

735, HAT 5% LAT L) BREEBEEDEC L2RTTRRERERRD bR
2o (3*=8.902, df=1, P <.01)

VT AT I) OV, HABKRE, BHQRRWTSZKET, %
TR EERB, REIGMIC RS\ CIRI0ZKET, Thth HAT O BHEERS X
DhlseZ ERRD b, S LIRWMREERREZRL MO F<XTD CMI ¥ 7
c AT TY —IBWT, HAT 13 LAT X0 EHEERATEH-TEY, Shbi
Ry, BRI VI v P R AREBERRERNIDVRELTCT, Z0OkDEk
WEBEERYFLD ZEXID D WHRERBRNCHTHEL TS, MRRE
FRBRYGREHRARE L b v 5 v AL ORI, HEMERORIGD Bty FER
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ELTELDUINCIER I TE L 517,

B EREORHEEMICIE, [TRMSDAREIAL TR 3]
[ R 2Tc AD T\ &, BERELETH] 7k, BEASHTOA Vb
VI VAOKEERTEMER NG EhE, BhQriL, [fArLIsE Boic
PLThTcoThEhia i) ET0] THADES Xo5RAbRwE, TIhb
2 Lo TR ET D] ek, Study 1 Tl S MICE B O EIKETENMLICIT L
LERBSRABROHEELZL, ThThEELBEECES LW BT Thb,
ISR O D ? fEI%0.203& 7o\ 5/ <, DIEIC MAS, CAS #{EH LT
BONBRETEL T D, CORMIEMKIEEGBREOEEER 7 v £ A
SAREHED, MAS OBEL CMI OBELTREZELL RRoTVBIDTH
D, CMIRBIFAREZOE VS 77 =) —ZUIIBECTBET R EBbhs,
AT Rr—nADH 7 « Al — NI THHNE &, Interpersonal Communica-
tion ICKITS PV I vAL, DlcwEHREREOEN L VLI, RO
BH Habit = Job-Related I E bhic, FHAEFIC L v EE LR To b
VI VA—A VPV T VAD, HEEORBEIRASS EEL WAL IS5 THD,
BRADHEEFBLIIFSE RV, H72) —OFEkICESErh, FOX
SR L, ThbEDMBERBERS IR TwD, BRI v I v bigA
i, €5 LICBEBRICIRIE L BRI F C & 2 REEDOR VCHBEMEREZ S - T
WA, AV VIV FEARENRT, BRIALENA L AOFRRERS
CERBEMTHD, TROAEEICE Bk - BHNEREERO D EELT
RS hic LRI 5B,

WRANC CMI o #EEH PR EER I ~IVIcoE S s HAT, LAT WEOA
RN, SIRI (5 ZAKEDERECER LHEL > 28 LT~V
(—JBIEF & HE L TE Loz e\ FHIli~ 5 ZKEED sk CHRIE & HE L
5 BHEE) LA E L THRE LckEE, HAT 11 LAT X b dEEERO L7
W ENI0BKETRE N, (3*=3.261, df=1, P <.10) Z DEERCILEE
DOPFERB LR E L TC0 T, MREELOBMRTEZENCH LS & Lk
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TEIWE, J —<AkkABNERD TS %,

FUS VADBENTEED D

U AREIERY & M S h B BRIBICBIRT B Z AR I RO TH B,

Study 1 ~Study 3 OEBRTELIIERE, ThiRESWICERZDOHKY,

waEmBE

Table 5. BBEI~AD LS VvA-A vV L5 VARRET 3 3 DDOEBRDRE

REBREO—E
Ambiguity Tolerance Intolerance
Stidy 1
% & K1 & =
W R M Co = &
EEHER - FEsR HEME - e
{1 - HENOHER | (1% - e~ OTER
SRS FHE S
| & #E C & &
Mo HE N & =]
BB DR B O TNE B
—EEE G E -
B BB Ag 1K &
DAIE R 1= ]
ERHOREIHIHIL | EEOEEITEIL
Study 2
B B FRIERE ~ B B %
B BERRE PRRF PRTE
BOE R ‘s %
BRI EERIAERS
Study 3
RREEE N 7N X
B A REREE B BPHERTNERE
ARSI Y v PR gy v
Sk < FEFEY B SR DFR A & %
DIREIA b v AR DEA b AR
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ST HRBEEICBET 5 R, Freud,S. LK, £ ORI CBERLEZOTE
WAL DHFEEIT & o THIE IR TELY, BLh—FrLZThin, BEREE O
BEBCHEOMBERH LA ik, B TRVLOT, o TikEH (198D KX
> TR ER T % Bellak, L., Sheehy, M. (1976) & X % B HIEEEDO B ER
ZRFTHRLELEDTEL, THIABRDEIZWWET H>REVLHE Shicho
T, 1208 ThThOBRERYRL 5, 120881, 1. BEHEH,
IT. gy, W0 BERE, IV. @EHFH, V. S%BEG, VI BEEE VI &
IRHRLT, VL BrdmEgee, DORIEEEE, X. HEMER, X Be—amkeE,
. ZR—FEETH 5,

SEELIICEREOMIGEE 2D L, [HEOBENHAL] © BUBRL
R, VEF—@Wh=xrF—Davie—niEdsbo<c, V. &
Wikl (a. EEFEHOBEEME, b, BEREOZIERE) CE2bOTIVWEZELD
ha, [HOHERE - BER) CECH&BERLTEY, I (c. ACA—#E
HEER) X (b, EEOETK KT S BNV TOIFEI & - TRIES
NABRR) Ink L OFBEILRERHZOND, I [ZARREARELY v K]
[5G 0 ZeE iR ) [ B AR RLE] TLEPA b VAN ©2owvTil, Mz
SETHUOLEHCEEL TRy, KFIBEE (a. FBCHET 2, b, #HE
K%VWﬁ®Aﬁ®ﬁﬂ@%$ﬁ>&@%mﬁﬁbghéoiﬁ%mm?&fb
AR EBECE S X 5 RABNR T4 v Tliews, Hamce X, BER
EAD VS VAQEREE B B4 OLERENEEY, HEORIFIcEEICEEH
TRLIhIeblTThb, 2Fh, BHAROHECEDZHHEL, Thb@gE
TRTNRBEYSEL, HHVEBENCAEL, 25 LIBRNEELSR
THHDER LT £ F4 ThHCH&E2 b 2L WS L LAk, BIRE~D LY
SVABAIOERNR S B LEZ DD,

FIREDHEIC L > TEZOUHMOMARRELBFTTH L, [r-A vy yneT
APTOHCF+%Z] 1%, 1T (b. MIBZOMEDOIERES) THEUTHTHA
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5. [HIEMEBIOEIE 1k, VI (a. RANSHHEMLRTHCPZD 5877
LT %,

BEEVCOBEAY, FBMERGEEENTIHEMERLE LTHILETE S, T
bbb, F—f@»bE—RKEBETS EBELY, AR L-T, WKLo
T, RNEEFRCET S, TR TRBERIC VS v P ALAI v PV Z VT
e NiE, BEBRHBEERBCHE L s 2T, Wik bBRETERERAL, BRE
LTCORBIE BB WAE UTL 5D THAD 5Dy, _

9, BRIC VIV IRAELIDIR, TFIENHIBCHT 5 ERYLTE
ERIhE, HERINEL, fiFE - S OWTHENIHEEEZ b b,
HREREDRIIL L D IEHETH Y, H@EMREREREZ G, 2% ), B
NMURBEO R b LT, ANRLEREL, BEOREE, —kiEDN, &
=L OB, BEERRE, RENTEDET3EECEST LR TR, BLD
IHERCTEELILLDTHS L) BENFBLHS EELZTI v, LDDE
BRISHBFRBCER LICBEL D, HBOHMOREREIL BEYZT 5 Lixd
7, BHRICH L TCHOOBEIIEND =% A ¥ — BT NEILE Uikl
—RDORWT LIZ L A ELEDL Y Dig\ LEIREXREFT5  LATE, BEOK
RICE GG TR L 750 ARG EE) e K1C X - CHEOFHICEIFEL 4
CIcBard, ThorERICHEEL X 5 &5 BIlcE-S TEO R
HWh, BEBHRLEL ETREDLR VG, M EOBEALbTIUE, BRs~0
PUZvARLR, BIRSEFT L, BRI LET Ea0BHRILRL, Bk
ST D=2 - IARDEBREBORELERT S LIS,

-, BRILAVIvIv oA, —BICSE SR LCEs
BRI KEEERC L, AL OWTLHEESMBERI 2T BEARML,
HENBRR L E, Tibhb, BDFHEMEL, BERL LICHBOARERT
DERCH D, LIch - TRERREZ RO, BRI AR B ESHE R
SRR B O KILI 23 2 L3 RD b D, BRLIEERE S X DRI E
i, THEERTREESRHOCORBREZET 5D B4 ORKIHGHbhs,
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BRI A~D b V5 v AR, EROMHLIEMINLRNLL, HRIFILE
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DEBEMER L TR E L TER Tl S hics,
CHBORBRIIIHECEEE L DR, DEO XS IBEE I, BRI
PSSV REAR, AVEIVSVERAERELT HD - % HEAOFE
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