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Webel A £ sl B BEel Pt glgheh ) ARREY] MLl T Bt of
J A0e m olz] FelAl IHEE L] M A BT BEE wel gleh ATEUHel
ABEAS HEETel oS 2 AL AR st 22 BRI oldh 5 AHe ik
el A0 (TSR] Bl A [=ldel ], Ehif(motivation), RIGHR. BEE, 1917

Ao TR PURREES BENTES PeehlA MAERE MUBEBE Bolst B
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Bl ARZS] BEe]lBHE Wl olvht SEEd HAEel A AmEHEE LFle=
Baes dmvked BLE e HEERE St
AR ABES Fem ke MOE 2 A5EA o A% KA LEEI K

) F13 Aozt @i B BESELHAY ety WE, TR, A HTHR1966)
o4 —266. AhEE, [#EAEAHAY MER—HSE PLLR nu“é.‘ﬂ ;JE{E%"GJ%«L%J
pp 136—145.
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AR e HELERE 918 Fie sz
of WENye: AT Rolvkl R 3,
vholzh whgh el MRk MRS Bl R Euk obviE IR SelA fEAC] HE®I
AeE Wi gloh ® Mg %
o A owl fIAS MRS HEERS 9 BBl Aqh, AL el B o= ke M
Al HOHILE] Fgro] s oo et 2o
ol e gk Wi ol A HESFREA MBI AA Zobwl A Mgkl MmN L oW olu

fréot g Ash B BEd mAJA o

A BT EE RS REA 7% & A 01@‘1’& Mol 12kl ATHBL THezA FY

{self-actualiz: tion)7}#] = & <= ol H1&HS

i

Al A 1Al HUEBLE %?‘i}% Z8 e AR vEbd g glalov adid A e
T

ikt #occupational achievement) 7} HEEE 714 F2.8 el et ¢ 4 oloh

AFEIIY) ol glel Az o] BRERGEE = oot AW EA MG Wy (status) B} T F
gl ek
Selviete] glolME oE BT ENGLE S v M E GLEdy Mz (social status) = B

FLEl b (acdeved status)—fEES MG A FAE fE itbfi(ascribcd

Bk o AR el R & Jf(merits) o] {3
35l ol whEorA e He wE Ain gl

HEEPIEE, AiHE, T2 2] Bl 0% Saa ige) 5

(2) T L# R
2 Ron Id R. Mattews, The Social Background eof Pulitical Decision-Makers (Garden City,
N.Y : Doubleday, 1954)
(3) kel deiel AR 858 Bis) A - 5

-, xkﬁ&&ﬂj, 1IBMWA§, 48 FIBR(1972), pp. 59—T0. BRI,
(4) ikt ¢S 455 BEER JEh(occupational mobility) o] vb Gl €8 - §17E0 = B350 o83
gl - | dﬁﬁf}z et
Otis Dt ley Duncan, David L. Featherman & Beverly Duncan, Sociceconomic Background and
Achieve ment (New York: Seminar Press, 1672), pp. 3~4.
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o] 7b7 RiIYH Al Zx 9l e (exogenous) FH %-4 K 55][% ‘ﬂ”f‘;}l f% T 3
Z8d o] ey BEEC] v Aw gL @Al & AT B
A vz F AFAeE Folor] i BEHEiclv Bfgoled o SRlAE
B Aol BBl E{Td lelAe MEEdA v 2 REe ASE FF F F

= 2 BE oAl sk Bakel K3 Mk el E o] Yo R BEIKITY # el
WA T wEE s AL ohdrh o2 A{EMS] EH] BEERTTY B o) ol & H
oA B ERMRED dE v F U Aolvh ol #8 S7ERI ERo] fhfire] FHkolr}

ks AAREERS A1 F 9 WD

ulel | ERERGEE (occupational achievement) == dhfire] i (status achievement)d]
dehe] PiAEE AIH A A BEIELEC FH = v BHE = HREL o493 A
Q7L A BEE 449 BENY BEE o430 st AEo] W KBl ¥ A

sl

o
2,
° (a3
O

AW el Al KBRS BORY BakEl S vIAE BEE FAA/ME Fobd s, G4
e 399 mET vl e fééi%ﬂi% TS TR Al L@l MEH R
CHES BWRE oo o3l BEsH Hs Aol

ol AL RFLMMMNA MAS BIREULEE @A shel= ZAFAS mobility o]
ol A r. 2 EEE sl Aol
Tl Bl LEsA el BOREM ote] BUGRE PAARE A Sitatae 2

BEABROE BRT & 9o Jez AHAM B we =g

s
4
frf:l
5 m%
7]]
E X

i@ s ol A RE@REE ol RIS HShE (occupational mobility el Biiyg AR &R
2o WHEER B ODHEN BEES BRERLES Bl 23 Pigtd Mo A
$k=v) : %3] Otis Duly Duncans} = BN a9 42
of BE, RRo] EEEE, A9 BE, LE
B, RERESEC] BAMRE A2

AR R EES LT

o5&

Y dTEA FaF e

Ihid. .

Peter M. Blau & O. D. Duncan, The American Occupational Structure (New York: Wiley,
19673

0.D. Duncan, “The Trend of Occupational Mobility in the United States,” American Journal
of Sociology, Vol. 72, No. 1 (1966), pp. 1—16.

@ 0.D. Duncan, D.L.Featherman, “Psychological and Cultural Factors in the Process of
Occupational Achievement,” in Arthur S. Goldberger & 0.D. Duncan (eds.), Structural
Eguation Models in the Social Sciences (New York: Seminar Press, 1973), pp. 229—454.
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o 2] Ek Ay BEMMEN A% WEE 2FHA A BRESREC S WEsteH
Zog it WA Fx g,
APFEAA = HERE, WS, A, BE, I=lades] %o ABAY BRERRE
of WAL o F& Hicte]l BeEed HME T gk
Lt AR Y 7k
1 BHA £ Hik
AFEAA = deskA e s BEMABAS H¥etA Xtz =T TRAEA
2 HEez Mo
AgEe] 3w 4809 EHEo R WHEXS oA FRAFAHER T AEHABAE
el Al &3S it e RREEY —RTER SBAENA RUFAEY HEoE HNE
shgdeh o) R4 Mfrst Ao Nk MERS ¥ 105FR 3RS 6T 4R 298, 4l
28Hc, SE B O30H%, S Z 11Belflth olst 2 ik MEREAE mMET o] of
w7 wsgell RFEhe] glelA <kade] dleh v BAH, BREE Ad=sA Hffezr F5
o] 34
(2) FH 2] ik
kel i re BERY RRMHES 24rstr1 96 A& Path Analysis™ & A &
WEE S FREREEL oA = ggke) BEES SHrets] ddAs EESHT (multiple-
regression ar alysis) & {#HI3}9

%)

BEo BE H gD

7t #yel EE H BEE2 MF
% Bl 41‘5} SmEAs BRI BT A HEREE, BB, BORTES BRI A 44

(6) —Afy 1 ﬁﬁc%ﬁ??i i% o wbet GLERY il (prestige) 7t ¥ E‘é&%% z
drd ABAdAE IR L Ikt B2 BHRE ERIY ‘/}:"' B o
A o A drbdt ‘*‘éfﬁ] T B AR =¥k BRE A 5}%"4'

(7) Path Aaalysise] Fsi A&

@ Otis Duly Duncan, “Path Analysis: Sociological Examples,” American Journal of Sociology,
Vol 72, No. 1 (Jul. 1966), pp. 1~36.

2 Hersert M. Blalock, “Four Variable Causal Medels and Partial Correlations,” American
Jou nal of Sociology, Vol. 68, No. 2 (Sept. 1962) pp. 182—194.

@ Herrert M. Blalock. Jr., “Making Causal Inference for Unmeasured Variables from
Cor elations among Indicators,” American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 69, No. 1, (Jul.1963),
pp. 53—62. HRIR

(8) EEE el Hal = )

@ Fre . N. Kerlinger & Elazar J. Pedhazur, Multiple Regresszon in Behevioral Research {New
Yor <; Holt, Rinehart & Winston Inc., 1973)

® Tar> Yamane, Statisics; An Introductory Analysis (2nd ed.) (New York: Harper & Row,.
196 ), pp. 752—835.
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fEetel 5% g Fodts Hikoz HHS EHY
(I WERE, 2B

B 102N HAS BERRMES kESe 4 $28 BES grd f2F = sEo

T oAtk et AFHS A Bl B9 % Bl T 1966w 4 3
RRELHA PR K3l 3T A BRLT 43.7%, A%k 14.9%, 3
PR A9 BT IE 38.9%, KZELLE 46.2% 8 Fisted 2ze) Ao ERELF
25.4%, KAELLL 48.3%, 28119 A% EALT 1L 0%, KELIE 61.4%% Bkl oot
BREo] molx e ¥ol F3 glgh @

oE] BEES WESY T M 329 Bl HE%E(family background) o] 2} &
1

P e

o

F Q9. A7 s HERE] BiEd S THRE st AezA oA ke g%
RE, (GRS FME, KRS BAEY ER KA nEdd. & RREREREY 22 -

R Hel A #E S 8 #E ) g Folxe E2Z #HEH(educatiomal aspiration)
of k& o7 wEolw. U uheta] BEE HEREE Y BERIRIERS A% Gnterven-
ing var able)o] &g dohz & 4 gl

e o] BEBRMEA v A5 e HEKEC G BAREDS 54 o R
MidzETel ZERol 9ol EER Skl S b dvh Bl 2 Ao ol =
BREEL Hio] KB Al ekE Bl wWa #iF(preferenced o] o 8kg vjal <=z ol i
BRpic Hifre] il % & wA £ ols] =) Fol}

whehs HEREC] SRS BERRES vlAs B28e ZAdq4 g23 £ g,
5 shvh e BlEEel sty HABEE Bt o3E mlAE Aoz wmaJ: Mo ok
w2 = Aol
(2) H Erituls;
Mgt ins] BHEA = $28 Jlozs HEMS 448 + 9o os4 g
e ZEMEC] Fiiddrt BAASE sz Aol

A CRHHEY F5 A0S BFEN Mo B9 slolgls Aol e A4S Mk
M=t Bl S-S A0 RS Duncan® o] E¥ERRLERSh Y Ase 5

(9 & . W&, pp. 252-3.
(10) <1 O.D. Duncan and R.W. Hodge,“ Education and Occupational Mobility,” American Journal
of Sociology, Vol. 67, No. 5 (1963), pp. 629—644.
2 William H. Swell and Vimal P. Shah,“ Social Class, Parental Encouragement, and
Educational Aspirations,” American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 73, No. 5. (1963), pp.536—72.
3 W.H. Swell, Archie 0. Haller and Murray S. Sirauss, “Social Status and Educational and
Occupational Aspiration,” American Sociological Review, Vol. 22, No. 1 (1957), pp. 67—73.
Denise B. Kandel and Gerald S. Lesser, “Parental and Peer Influences on Educational Plans
of Adolescents,” Armerican Sociological Review, Vol. 34, No. 2 (April 1969), pp. 213—23.
(11) Dincan, Featherman & Duncan, op. cit., pp. 70—74.
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Bel 26.2:40.19) HAAZY ERE Rolx gk 1

HEo® EREY HiiHGd 55 #EKEE] 28 Aol Reold ENEchE i
o g z gk gl T Zlelr] wFoleh WY AAREe] Foro] e HEH Y BH
o HES e B 2 Zelste Ax 44% 4 givh Feathermane] Bzge] <&
Wl EEel AR RNl BERBELE ] sl ml A= deke #HE S @St HEiEM
o R Y & Aoz veElva glidg

2R RE Mol WM v A= i Gk WET F vk misd] o
B AFel ¢ 3k B, kTl ERVF A% F o9 BKE A9 FEEEY IRol

Hehw @ & glo] WEel

_14

ru

of ol A Epspliio] W b‘fc%ﬁ“] v A e REE HENQ ket BES H08NE 3
fkenel ol gz & = 9

(3) gl telhgoncL)

WEPFEES BEHLE Y RG] MW ol dol BRFEBuLEe) dshE w| A= s

2= mEs S <= 9k Lipsetd} Bendix® fib@riel RN =X & @2 Gte

FRERY HEE O ol olel Zb F ok BMEEA MES BulEE =5 ded 59 fiest

e o 2o PGS Holxm glvhs ARG ukd| 2 gl 8

witee] 2 RS RCERAEGl Qe 2l Ae AR B 4 ged 2AE s
e WAE RO FRelch I MYl ¥% £% e HKES BRT 4 i,
MEC B2 WEE o o] RESMEE B4 et H W. Swells VP,

Shahe] Bfgge 4ksbal debrb HEHE e ILERERmY SR M
BEol A % mEmEA (FRd s ek 09

Toh. & AEe] =8 % &EE F
9ol Al HfEe] Eowl EEge] 2o
Lo gl o] AN (TR WEEMke]l = THE 3l glelAm EufE i)
A (R ZolY] sEel =

wheba] gk o) BOERGLECO] TIA L QS B S BIES BABNE T R

r
[

ol

(12) David L Featherman, “Residental Background and Socioeconomic Achievement in Metropolitan
Stratific: tion Systems,” Rural Sociology, Vol. 36, No. 2 (June 1971), p. 108.

(13) W.H. S rell, “Inequallty of Opportunity for Higher Education,”
Vol. 36, No. 3 (1971). pp. 793—809.

(14) Featheriian, op. cit., pp. 107—124. =] pp. 112—123.

(15 S. M. L p~et and R. Bendix, Secial Mobility in Industrial Socicty (Berkeley; Univ. of Cali-
fornia F-ess, 1959), pp. 234—259. %53l pp. 234—

{16) S.H. Sw .11 & V.P. Shah, “Socioeconomic Status, Intelligence, and the Attainment of Higher
Educatic 1,” Sociology of Education, Vol 40, No. 1 (1967) pp. 1—23.

American Journal of Scciology
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MEES =3ete 2AE BRE] dd A Mt meREre Faste HME B
o Hofe: g} fEol JERAI AAr mE B KA REEiE Adste o
o DPUREE BO-E FolSteh Mol EKavelshe WS Hmel wdlA o] Aol
Bl Qs By g dhe e ol B Eo] wela vk Y v Kigge]l B
o gkt wET e A 2o BEl v HE Sl KAl HEs e AL ok 4
FKigel Bie] KA AR o] Foixw Aoleh = A Sl HEEEC] wxd
o glo}s = FIfEC] ATEIRUSl BTENY BBl JLHEe] ¥ 4= gle Aelnh v®

o] 917 s) 4IfEC] SEFRAySl NI REREIC Fobalel KAl A ol Felxlvnl SR
Yl 2] FIRESF EE S ohke & 5 REND DSl mgEel SokdE o4 &
ok, e g mAEel ERES 15EE g Al ol dmrt SekElz o LEfye] ®lebe Aol —
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ofF
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o
o

#rige) Flfigo] o, 99 B.S. Bloome] PFRAERCT @Skl 125kETHRe] Mt BELS MR
ol & A IGRE7E 0.98 4 o] HIME L MEES YR ZEMS 2ol gieh. %0 oful £
S iz HEbEel v k& Wt ERE ool L85 oEd
o] 11E EREOE o] Whtel vl IQulmx ol ] kel ol s glr] =l o
= pngm yg] o ) (systematic error)®l ZHapels FAbshe Moo o) D o DuncanZ

e

Bhges b5el] Kk REEAIQ) BORRELE Sl A 120001
o) MEE-- HES BT EWI mole mER =
13} kel ¥R ¢kEvha g 4

wpelx o) 7)ol A= FIREE ByrEEEA Rekshd vh

(1) B ks (Achicvement Motivation)

J. W. Atkinsone] fk3l=l o SumEiE oh&sh 2L FE tech @

B me Bohel A28 E 4@ Gendency to approach success)e] HE(TOE H

(17) @ A.R. Jensen, “How Much Can We Boost IQ and Scholatic Achievement?” Harverd Educa-
tional Review, Vol. 23 (19533), pp. 186—203.

% K. Marjoribanks, “Environment, Social Class, and Mental Abilities,” Journal of Educational
Psychology, Vol. 63, No. 2 (1972), pp. 103—109.

@ Roger Brown, Social Psychology (New York: Macmillan Co., 1965), pp. 184—189.

(18) I.id., p. 186.

(19) F A. Geldard, «Fyundamentals of Psychology (New York: John Wiley & Sons Inc., 1963}, pp.
3 4—5.

(20) B S. Bloom, Stability and Change in Human Characteristics (New York: John Wiley & Sons
Tic., 1964

(21) G:ldard, op. cit., pp. 316-—322.

(22 ) T incan, Featherman & Duncan, op. cit., pp. 93— 102.

(23) 1 hn W. Atkinson, An Introduction to Motivation (Princeton, N.J.: D. Van Nostrand Co. 1964,

po. 242—268.
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fEel el T Behe EREH s AR E#i(motive to achieve success) (M) ot B
Thel A& i §ltiexpectancy) = FEA(probability) (P 225 #%ES iHEel 3lelA &
shel o] ol (09 #EHeE velnde, & T=MXPxXLE E1% F k. o7 A4
M= wlad ZEmds et Pt Ly A5 4xsts de @ S J3049
#BES Ade A rEdeh

olA o] R v Azt Bl A £ FAL 7o Ho) oty YL FE o

AES Bgte N 2% TAE | F Aol F Mgl olde BEY L: 2um ¥ 4
Gk zEd el @ 9w P g3 el 400 A4HR P S0 & B
oF¢ B 1-P.2 % & ok @A L=1-F.x ¥% 4 9t ol Bl A

To=Mx P> L] R& ohA HEY 24

A Toe BEY o8 BEZ 2 459 9 7k 24 g+

A g HEY AstEd 9lA Porb Ao —Esiad T M7 F £5 ARk

BB SlEeld 26T AoHE BEE A% % 4 Ao A0E AuEe 49
(tendency to aveid failure) (To)el A%, =R Aaje] 7] (expectancy) =+ FEZ (proba-
bility to fail ve) (P Pt w4 4% Foh melal PoaPr=1.000]5 & % gich o

lof Al Al A o= FEHEUNE —Pok & 4 sleh BR¥e] ofF 4194 Pt 0.900]
gl e —).9002 ARk AAe A T,=M,XPrxI;2 3T & Uk o] FE:Kel
A el A Tre #B%EY dolmrst AR 49 A =0, BA & fEEe] Aok
A g g e dolmrt A —md A telle Myt T 55 Tre 7AA

A7 e A . 4,5 n-Achievement® = JIESF Mor% Test Anxiety Scalez s iz gt chsl
Anxicty®.t} n-Achievementr} &2 Abgho]l 438 Age] i & 4 9ok L=1-Pj
A EREE o8 EEely BirLY S5 Prestigert Eoa % ¢ 9lr] w Eol o}, @@

H.J. Croc ett, Jr. & n-Achievement$} WERy FEMES BRE WRIAG &N 2+ B
Fhgmiaol 2 n-Achievements} ¥-& At 4% n-Achievementrt the Azt L)
FEEe) B obohe ERS WHiste o A% Wi ch oA e REMENEIT A7) of
wx] o) W A o HMifroh e difrE Sebvled BER B Sde AL #HEdth =

o(

(24) D Mc :lellandS’Jr 2 E8 Lo TAT(thematic apperception test)— JFiES # A A B
.43}01 @!n:jiéi" Auratz o] Bh#gsl ¥ (performance)d] BlEE A7 ddrh. 25L& oy
SR ¢ PSRl A BELE K (need to Achievement) & 3B 3= 12 & n-achievements} &

T:‘:)r-
D.C. 11cClelland, J.W. Atkinson, R.A. Clark & E. L. Lowell, The Achievement Motive (New
York: Appleton-Century Crofts, 1953}, pp. 97—106.

(25) Charles H. Mahone, “Fear of Failure and Unrealistic Vocational Aspiration,” In J.W. Atkinson
and MN.T. Feather (eds.), A Theory of Achievement Motivation (New York: John Willey &
Sons | nc., 1966), pp. 169—183.
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Ll R O-FiRBEdA 2 5Bt o 2 AsE Wid 5 A% #iagst T
Abghel olol A BELBMEST & Abge] Lamygl Bkl Z k= Heldh ¢©

= o BRtB#ot ¥ (performance)o] w] A& gk fRifel webA] whebald. Atkine
son, ( ’Connor’ge] FH7cel ofstal SE:52 FMEIEet BEREEC] Mk MRl el
Anxie yol [hél A BEtEIECT 2 AYEL BAEY ol £ FEd 4L£5d de
ASn T fEde] B8 Hle 458 v F ol oA BEmES] EES o whEgs
ok 070 o) AL 3 FE FrEE ol o AE FERMQ Mkl ddAd Az Hsd
el A7l w el el Al EERE R B A8 HIFHEP) S Byhel W& #51 o
7} ghe PRREEC 97 W Eelvh. ZE v REMQ REAA T BMBEIT Fols g
o a2kl Porb #a gEe] HE At Lrp A7) wifol gkl ¥ 4 glth

= Atkinsons} O’Connor: oh-& §H3Eel A M.(motive to success) 7} M, (motive to avoid
failure ®.o} 5 55 F¥9 $5E7 FREY FH¥e BIFdtc F ko] Az o] FEol A
oo #7Y Fo8 Regelsa A48 dloe Mot My Bk 2 $F 2 RS B 579
Z9z FEBEpeR gEEI T zelv el o oiivx A7=E e MEd EHEIHE @
B [1EE Wkes ol ol e Mob Mo deh & Arghe]l Maszb Mour 2 Al
Feal Al A ek @

ulzh | ABE BERMEADE RikEgsr 28 vliddy B ¢ 4 ok

olA RENMEE maele mwl o WSty SdAl T BREEEe ihgRIERNY  HEER
s} B o] BRRE HEvel XAk

McCl Jland Zof) #3}m 25 BigE 8% K3

o waEdA TR Aeleh @k 4
Gebs. B4 9 I o ool g

Ao RA FET AR A7 FEd
3 BB 7 ik i o] W E A

his qi
e

I B o) g-i;@(standard of excellence)o]
|3 o] 1o]9] fTEho] o] HiEe] A THA Shzdl HIhelw RILEIEE ol zEx E
P LB E SAS e gbeh ohAl Bebel st AL ofwl HiHE o) ) Aiikffo]
= —old BEE BHoE FsA— I3 oizlotelEol w& HilEE
A ", REE BHeE RES T F A Fod ofglelEo] Mkl s
Ak & RESE g1l A KRS T E i b Bk BT delxl e Ao @
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("6) Herry J. Crocketr, Jr., “The Achievement Motive and Differential Occupational Mobility in
the United States,” American Sociological Review, Vol. 27, No. 2 (April 1962), pp. 191-204.

(27) Pa ricia O’Connor, J.W. Atkinson & Matina Horner, “Motivational Inplications of Ability
Grouping in Schools,” in Atkinson & Feather (eds.), op. cit., pp. 231-—248.

(28) J.V/. Atkinson and P. O’Connor, “Negected Factors in Studies of Achievement-Orientation and
Pe formance: Social Approval as Incentive and Performance Decrement,” in ibid., pp. 299—325.

726y McClelland, et al, op. cit., pp. 275—6.

— 155 —



(

o]

]

il
o
B

7iE ste Ao EZE McClellande} Friedmang] Qv gl S HFilkks S5 3=.
Hatel Mg RS RkEhgel 2R 33 WEST shoh o] Bl Kehwl qlE gk

iR A BALLE AESFE AR e BERY $5 BBigEs Sgs Aol oo
o] utol Ff Mol E2, T, s 9GS v A=y Ed RES REES 5
of Al efglelcfefiAl okoz MU T2 BES AN 5, 23 g 4%, #EEs
gyol obd % BUlEIT Eoh oldel  EEiBhECl RERYY 9L tlX e Bl E:
AAAQA Zch, FREE (BIEE BEREL 49, HEFE LAEY 4% &
7F bz o}, Y = Kohnst Schoolerel Bigee] #Ke)s
(exrinsic oricntation)o] sl Al RBiel glof A #|E, #EINEHY BHSS BiFste TR
S99 5 HW, Bk, EREEESA Mos 2teda g, @

ko] AR PUEREDEES] BIRE MEUshe 2 AR JomEe) HUEENEY EEMe D oo g
33FL v A3 Tte] deA A B2 BeEsE gloh. =g v Charles H. Mahone9) #3%e] 453}
® A M, (motive to avoid failure}r} -Z Abshe Hrle] fEJjol [bal A K5 TS
3 gl BES B s Akl Ao el O¥ ulebA] Mgkl vt BEJIC]l BNk
S B BEREE MENLE vlAw k] gldha & 4 g

Foz BEjizh gukhgkel MRE dES B 4 B Ful#ife] ks v e

oh. fi gk Kohn=} Schoolero] §gte] {Eabnd fh&FE#An9sl IBSHIE ST vkt

2 B v A E Bl ERIL gldhm gtk & Bl % % HME, Ul
BE, 9 I BESE WEes Bl Wy £% IpACl Y {EEMNHSS WA
Zoleh BV v Fol BB B v A e 44T 5 Atk & RREBE w2 A
Fd 5 # G (cducational aspiration)e] =& slolz m BEREEE S Aol W Fo
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fSO) DC M Clelland and G.A. Friedmen, “A Cross-cultural Study of the Relationship betweer.
Child-tr iining Practices and Achievement: Appearing in Folk Tales,” in G.E. Swanson, T.M.
Newcon b and E.L. Hartley (eds.), Readings in Social Psychology (New York: Holt, 1932),
pp. 242 9.

(31) @ D.C. McClelland, “Sources of Achievement,” in D. C.McClelland and R.S. Steele (eds.),
Hun an Motivation: A Book of Readings (Morristown, N.J.: General Learning Press, 1973]
pp. 19—377.

2 B gt a3 A #:38] James E. Morgan, “The Achievement Motive anc.

Ecor ymic Behavior,” in Atkinson & Feather (eds.) op. cit., pp. 213—216

(32) M.L. K hn and C. Schooler, “Class, Occupation and Orientation,” American Sociological Review,
Vol. 34 No. 5 (1969)., p. 666.

(33) Mahone op. cit.

(34) Kohn & Schooler, op. cit., p. 669.

(35) @ Kerl nger & Pedhazur, op. cit., p. 309.
% 0.D. Duncan, “Path Analysis...” op. cit., pp. 3—4.

®

— 156 —



= KBS ol AT Bl BeEMQ] Rl =, ik fifies #ES FRT A%Bos
Al TR & Fell WES shr] WEel HES 2] 77 BB #Ed vAs 4%
S e e Tddhvh. = EEe) A Feathermano) 19571d ] wh&rbgfg, 24, TELEIES
1967457k 1 0] L] HEES WIS fiRd Kelxl BB #EkEEd mlAe I
£ BB oA Zehglch CO oheba] ARl A & AR O] KRl A BeER I B
ol w2 & dgke FEpetA ket

(5) #ETEFR MH2d e

ubR EE 0 2 LRI o] flol AEAY BERMEC J¢E vAe Hade ] BRE
S A4T 7 e

SO EAS TS Biltele] T =d 2 o BslA e Be 8250 Hste
2ol y 2] FAS HARSHg b KRSl BeRTUREE S BIEREA A 2 o BOE e FHeEs
T.W. Alornedl = F2-Eo] B M ERR [s)2deel], ® Presthuse [RFA (up-
ward-mol ile), 4ERE.C27 (indifference), <f=ifil(ambivalente) o] = 28 2] B} [§HH, 9 Whyte
o] 5 (upward-mobile) ¥ o] 9l 3w A. Downst Bh#k ol B A self-interested official
} mixec -motive official 2 v}4-o] self-interested offical& climberel conserver®, mixed-
motive o ficial$- zealots, advocates, statesmanllo & U7 & o}, @0

7)ol 1& MEEHTS EHIIIE APy AL HEIEH o9 o e]
of dalx &= B RES BIEH 9l oA #Mel Eaka ol slx = HFIER]

919 M=) = el e JEA Wae N BUkEiget #REsk 27hx Bk RitRoT glelr] ol
27kA o A ol BEE FHAY oz Bl wFelrl

T.W. Adorno o] {K3tel R T & NEI K (conventionalism), HELEFA ML (au-
thoritaria1 submission), #£8Z ¥ 3% 27 (authoritarian agression), Z-$--§3 % (anti-intracep-
tion), v] A=} <1 (superstition and streotypy), # )5 B {power and toughness), A [l
e R S 2 ‘L(dlstluctnencss and cynicism), $r&(projectivity), ##:(sex)] 9749 E@¥:
wE @ (syndroms)E MR o] sleh. W

WRE ©h 1219 S AR w olo W el RN [HaueE s AN A

(36) D.]. Featherman, “Achievement Orientation and Socioeconenic Career Attainments,” American
Sociological Review, Vol. 27, No. 1 (1972), pp. 132-142.

(37) T.V. Adorno, Else Frenkel-Brunswik, D.J. Levinson & R.N. Sanford, The Authoritarin
Pe sonality (New York; Harpers and Brothers, 1959

(38) R."". Presthus, The Organizational Society (New York Vintage Books, 1965) Chap. 6,7,8)
fé %f’ﬁ ik (A% ik 1973) pp. 157—163. o = {7403 A =] ot

(39) W.1. Whyte, Jr., The Organization Man (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1956) pp.

(40) An hony Downs, Inside Bureaucracy (Boston: Little, Brown and Co. 1967), pp. 88-111.

(41) T. V. Adorno et al, op. cit., pp. 224-257. authoritarianism¢] 971 syndroms® RNEE R
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4 5 #HNE FTeke Sl ®mees & 4 gl
Lasswellq {K3ls #NSFT #EL 7H3 Ade § 4] e & opdAw B
BEeE Jimsle AElSs BEY F vz @0 AL BEN RetRE 15T +
= ALiel B NS AT ke @ F g7l AEeld & kRS Hila) A
27k 8l F ez o 9lev A9l ML K (isolated psychopath)i: = £ ] A ]
BRRGEE R ASdez BRI 2] #Eel KA AR (political man)el et & &
glrh. KHE He s HIF0HA ASdE A HalA g 8 e 3 sl A
AR ez e A HEfel & 4 9oy A4le] distructive compulsed E sk 33t
7] @ Fel A e BRE FHfESA R g, @
2E = EACl AN MHAEMFHAS Zx BES A EHE HA S HiER
Al N (power), B (wealth), &4 (respect), %%E(well-being), %% (enlighenment), 3
(rectitude} B (affection), FBU(skilD§-¢ S5 o] (HIESE H{L31 BB (institution)
L2 BE, B, BHEESS Ex gk @Y aebd EUfRC B AEY 5 H3E
B E BUEY B, BOSBEBS Eo ke & el
FEME o] PiEel Kobwl -2l vebel glel e AMAL HERERN 3 d 2Bt iR
Ba e o KAl A A4 BE ez vebda b ¥
v B R ER (o 2del e )7 B BoERmE $2 938 nadze & et ¥
ol H ER&E whet ol Rl A AAE FASA Fahyl = Eel 23)H ERES

i

b

o A IR E &xd T Ao

a. Co wentiorialism: A rigid adherence to conventional, middle class values.

b. Az thoritarian Submission: A Submissive, uncritical attitude toward idealized moral authrities
of he ingroup.

¢. Auhoritarian agression: A tendency to be on the lookout for, and to condemn, reject and
pur ish people who violate conventional values.

d. Az ‘i-intraception: An opposition to the subjective, the imaginative, the tender-minded.

e. Su erstition and sterotypy: The beliel in mystical determinants of the indvidual’s fate, the
dis osition to think in regid categories.

f. Pover and “Toughness”: A preccupation with the dominance-submission, strong-weak,
leac er-follower dimension, identification with powes figures, overemphasis upon the conven-
tior alized attributes of the ego; exaggerated assertion of strength and toughness.

g. De structiveness and Cynicism: A generalized hostility, vilification of the human.

h. Pisjectivity: The disposition to believe that wild and dangerous things go on in the world;
the srojection outwards of unconscious emotional impulses.

i. Sea: Exaggerated concern with sexual “goings-on.”

(42) Harol D. Lasswell, “The Selective Effects of Personality on Political Particpation,” in
Richa d Christie and Marie Jahoda (eds.), Studies in the Scope and Method of “The Authori-
tarian Personality” (Glencoe, 1ll.: The Free Press, 1954), p.205.

(43) Ieid., pp. 211-216.

(44) FEL , TEEEES TERGSV], BERTEER, $-Li80973), pp. 149-150.
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ol 4 & 9lE Aolvh 3] THAHA A= BOT o] e Aeo| ot
A -Fo FE@E Bkt o F2% Fx 7] dFol sk

oAl HEEIXFIH e g 3B BHEESS MRS dEd v sj2deEs RN
Q) HRF o2 PEHE Mol AH v AL oAzt ARG BRERB KA wEdas
Aol EAULEEAA FEdgyolel & 4 9ok el Freude] LibidoRigmel A AMAHE{EHR]
iy AL o2 Al s e} ghxuE ARGS] el FRELIY &l A pEEce dT &l 9
;}- (45)

#5238 = H.Hymano]} R. Christiedo] ool o sbnl Rb&iSmify HEE Il Eift
JBL 5, = BEv HifEe] H& $% Fscaleo] K3 M ERS BEor daz &
1=l

WERCC 3Rt BRI L] BIRE 21, BHigva IRECA TES 29 RBRER
-‘?f%&ﬁ EfRls =g mE e Barpyelst & 4 AdX gk 7o HEMGRE echl #
F#wot LBl S vl ge BUEd = 9 vk 2L e ARSI A MEE
2ok B D BT YT AL o7 © gl Forel glelAl RAIGHE #E A
Foms WELE 4 uvhy 4Asn EHE BRYDe E £ Qo WEel o W

Lb. ahEd

oAl 1= 7bAl HYIE BEE AR A SR et 2 4 sl

oAl of Al BEETF] WRHHEE 27 984+ path analysis ze] 2 ZHgggEe) HEE
2t Bll- - 98 A s EEEES T (multiple regression analysis) & {#f 89 o, 49

Path ¢nalysist= th&3 e AESS FRE 3z g}, B

(1) ZaolA BERIS Btk —AVe) s, fpikiEdle] Harshe PRRIRE ek

(2) % B (residuals) & A2 HIBHRHRS 24 oz = 29k of - Sl s HHEEMGRE

Zv=) gr=rh, shERRYQl BT (exogenous variables) SE&E Folxl RoE Lt

A

to

4
A
[

(45) @ R.W. White, “Competence and the Psychosexual Stages of Development,” in R.S. Lazarus &
E.M. Option, Jr., (eds), Personality (Penguin Books, 1967), pp. 142-166.
@ U. Bronfenbrenner, “The Changing Amerian Child—a speculative analysis,” Journal of
Social Issues, Vol. 17(1961), pp. 6-18.
(46) @ Richard Christie, “Authorianism Re-Examined,” in Christie & Jahoda, (eds.), op. cit., pp.
132-134 pp. 168-182.
@ 3rown, op. cit., pp. 518~523,
(47) Els: Frenkel-Brunswik, “Further Explorations by A Contributor to “The Authoritarian Person-
alit 7, Chritie and Jahoda (eds.), op. cit., pp. 259-60.
(48) Lasswell, op. cit. p. 207.
(49) Hzi9 BRL 27X 2 BSesi oy 971 4% unmeasured variablee) gle =22 path analysis
1} egression analysistt #EE 7).
Oti: Duly Duncan, “Path Analysis«: - ¥ op. cit., p.6.
(50) Ker inger & Pedhazur, op. cit. p. 309,
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2 ol & Rl MMM Sle AFAE FolA Acw BEsty ERMGE 5473
(3 2l —J50 FERMGRY SEqhe BEste REHTmY 258 A9
(4) S & BN (interval scale) mi LR (ratio scale) 2 Mg o of &t
o] 4ol Hii Rl A FEMGRE) & Rty A ool A RIS BWHAS MRE &

oFate] mel ohgat ZEEh
A B REE, HEHE, MBS SMEN o R (exogenous) WES = HEE BT T ¢

o]

S

S B EEEHiEsoddE ), RRBREe WSRE, MEE, MmES KA
= 8 (endogenous or intervening variable) 2 B d o}
AR FERME S Blffl A 2
A7 e BEES EEs HERE 5 5 BERRET =& Ao
4 o2 BEES BEE Hee] #d FF BERRMEY 3
A ohE BEE EEI ko] & 5% BERMES =& Fol
YA OB BEE EEs B ¥ 5% BERHMES =& Ao
A A o SME Eactd Had e e st BEERNY ¢ F BERMES ¥ Zold
dAA o= #HE FEshd BERRBET 25 5 BERRES o
QA BES MHKRE FL £F5, HEe] HHid £5, Ml F& 5% =¥
ol
duA [ 2~¥ee = BREe ¥4 45, HERE] $% £5, HEiige] Bihid +
fBiRyy ERME Diagram
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Xy B EKEE

Xyt MEE

X, BEE

Xo EREER
Xo @ BRERGEL

Xo: WRBSHE
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&, mtie] ¥ 75 o #EERNY Aol
o7 | BERBRBIE T B % 75, #MIRN) obd %, HEFEC]
5, Hiiphhe) &M F5, M ¥ &% % Ao+
o] g3 L METNA FBEMe BAN HARRMAZY (ull recursive model) & #
ekl 2= (E D3 2
d7le A HBHE FHERE(Z-score) 2 BE I G 2L Kol Bardch
Z =PyZy+ PpZy+ PyZ, 4+ C,
Z =Pyt Pegizs+ PoyZo+ Py Z -+ e }

o
wio

P
T

Z, =PgsZs+ PoyZy-+ PssZy+ PgoZo -+ Po 2, e W
Z =PyZs+ PisZs+ PryZst PryZiy - PoiZy +e;

2.2 H|
r: :quiq,-,.q ............................................................ @)

9] Kol BaArdEZE p;E KT F ek =2E X, X, Xe Xpol H3te] A7 fRESGRE
(partial egression coefficient, §-coefficient) & K} o] BRBEI7} vl= path coefficient o] o},

e oy A KnA e AL BEBRREDE WBBNESy HEREXD), H
Bl (2 .), ME(Xy, BREX), #EERC), B XS Bursya3dt sEEsE
F;(multi le regression equation)g& FKo} A o)tk

ol AL IRE el Kot

X; =by+ 8, X+, Xo -+ by Xg+ 0, X3+ b Xy + 06 Kot eevverneees (3)
ol A& ERAEEEEC (K3
Zy: 2 BiZy+ BaZo+ BaZs+ BsZst fuZs+ BsZist Bolg € veeinnes )
2 Fordh

o] R(elA *ele HBUBHES] dTHE & F 3
3. #Eel AxE L Al MF

ot 81el WE |

(1) 1250  HspsiEe] REEAE R0 BERE, o a&%@# REE FE B

%, R AFAYEOE Serh 2 3 B HEREL 88, 09, B B 5%

HPY, K8 ) M2z 104 7719 BEE o X =L KBS BREE $2 ey

Bmel LA Son2 HPTEE 10, HER 3 ABA¥RER 2 850,

AR, AR T, BAH 6, ARG 5, B 4, L 3, Ansg 2, HeE 3
BYwF o BEE Pyl
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13—18, 19--25, 26i% ol 49 d@ A fEksAE 3% 2474 1-8dA 584728 A4E 5=
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ol g} o] B M % {EE A3 BBE Z-HHE HBES AL #NE HERES A B
#E syt

(2) SR M e gk, & 2 BT, o, EEREm i, A& &)
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(3) HRE : MR 1Q-test} BRJ)EMMG AL S0l RIS 222 fiel 108|222 7ol
gloml =z 7 3% 1350 4, 125135, 115125, 105—115, 105 o] 32 dhe] 5351 mhiKE-
Fooh 1Q z=s9 AFo] flv AHhe B AA4E ldANE 97t e REd A=
- Al FFe] w a3 Abgell ot HiEee SR EAA

@ BE . BEe RRAMY #ES 2 R sy

(6) FRERE # . FRutBhie] BE-L survey®] ks BEASHG Y] el TATS Hike 4
M 4 e e JA Kahle) Ribdeel B3 RIES oA o0 @tetel fmes s
RESAAC) 14709 MES #Eals 2 ME o3t 14 53747 H4E 2= Likert
REZ #E 19 o F3+F B@ge] d+2 33

(5) HEEET M Wi o] A9 REEAE Adornod] F-scale Cluster™® 2] 457 Higgel
A 157 % 2 ol A A Bl dete] lelA] 571 A% i Likert REE fkst
o] o] 2d 4 & MH TR BEE 3

(7 BER 6L AR BERRESA 719 223 AL Bigold & 4 9k o]
of Tl olx FTEHAC ML BEIAGA HBES £ 5 Ao

Aiprel £ = EHY Hifzel b WiRkel EIE S BRbelE BT S BiEEd

ol & 1969480 AT AFH Az #RE Az fEL ﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ}"q R
3% VB ZHES FTHRAEMEERE & 2

5Z—% Bl 1.3, 474
S5Hl— 2, 1 4, 2542
42— B T 401647

(51) Joseph A. Kahl, “Some Measurement of Achievement Orientation,” American Journal of

Sociolo 'y, Vol. 70, No. 3 (1965), pp. 669~681.
John ¢ :anzoni, “Socialization, n-Achievement and Achievement Values,” American Sociological

Review . Vol. 32, No. 3 (1997), pp. 449-456.
(52) D.C. Miller, Handbook of Research Design and Social Measurement (New York: David McKay,

1970), pp. 370-371.
(53) T FRAEHERN, [§BEAHAY BEEETE M ¥kl TBGHE F1=% £—RK)
p. 143 )
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—— . ERME

¥ g:0.0010 4 HHEH

TR AN
¢ 0.0500 M A EHY ei= VResi= J1—R?

A7 A 4 s €6 €2 AT X X5, Xe Xo G WHBEE 3 FHEEIMC] K3 REEHR
Ao BW(rsiduaD ] Aoz Fiwe et
ei= v/ Res;= TR 2rweererees G

G 2 2 < DollA a=0.0501 4 HER path coefficient(se = [FFAEEE = P,
Py, Pgi, Py, Pry, Prs® T{HOIEE. 5 o] 919 path coefficento} RifRe MEERIS BHIHT
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(F 3> BEABEN ol SBHe RESFEBeta)R A

N

my e | w0 B[R chane BEREES | Bt | R
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