F2E0 -

A 1. e P By
At ki Qa7 ]Sl BE AT
e m.2 e 1
I.M £ Hohe 7k 2By~ AAFT} HE F8%E ¢
F 9t} ol 7ty x5l oy AL Au)
|, o7t 2oy g+ v F8T AFdTriaverill, 1973: Burger,

olo] WA AYEL ol 2
B AlzFE e A9 gon,
3 AAE EAZ PEin A4
b A2 NAE r|Eoe vEE AN AEAR
AetAG e dztgs A ARG 8§ ARe
o AL Zol7] H8 25 - 39 € EAGEE g
59 g5 stz NBAZIE FAe A4t Fdaic
ay 98 7hA 28 FA4E SdMR gl delde
2 2 Fg3te AgEL GEAQd d4BE MHn 2
Aol AZE Hdzt A FREA Add F A g7
o|BE e ABME 2EH2E A zbelD tiA 3}
= o] 7z g2

2o AFEAM o] Za AYFZIL Hl=E o
Azlete AR Ad, o2 AgGERY A, £ &
Ae] gite] g3fites A ert vdstal Agekae] wst
U FaR 289 Axst d2A EaHn JokEN &
Haywood, 1984: Felton, Revenson & Hinrichsen,

5oz AzhEin
o8 7 7HE - A
eFoz ol &

Q!

L&,

1984: Fontana, Kerns, Rosenberg & Colonese,
1989: Lorish, Abraham, Austin, Bradley, &
Alarcon, 1991). o]8 & zlole A{AN 2EY L ¢

CAFggn o ud) i LEES, 2
. AZugn oFget ety
d 2000 99 259

ZIe
3 2
-rﬁ’.‘l“
23

1989. Thompson. 1981).

ol2{g x5 ez WAz (causal attribution)
3 a1E%E T8 £ ded, 49474 2] &
Aoy} thE AlgEol of 9 2e FE st B
3 g g s B Alde] dejuerd B8 4wl
Y 88 ZEc\Weary, Edwards & Riley,
1994). z1glm AN EFL AAFELT B8 A9 @
53 5712 oifske Adeln Jligle] ofw AnEg A
Z87) fd) 87HE YFE HFHE AT T 3
the Ald(Bandura. 1977, 1981, 1988)elt},
A8 Aelr] el el Ze JdAF A4,
3 FUY £ sivke A
Al 3t Algke 7] AL

A
-

=9
2=

%
g= ]

ofit

wiZol(Kim, 1998) 4% ¥
G0z o|FAAES AN
2 A g WAL wHo] Bas)
277 YRS e ¥ 9AA% @

A4 20009 118 79 4lAgEY 200149 49 3%
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g 5% 9949 W& (Kim, 1993)=
AZEENE HTARE AUz A AYd EAAF
{Lowery & Jacobsen. 1985) % thAE3pdol g3k
& oA ¥HeE A7 =8 (Ryu, 1999) 528 9
dxzty vlgje) Fesdz BAY APlAF AFE A
o] Fgx|x] et
ugh B dpolde golels Audniel g}
59 AT A1 AT F dAUFEe] AR ME
o AT d=AE BTz LREY H2-
oo A & 43 A7) njgARHQ Y5UE
A A A FAAE 3o Fag AERAEE AAE
27 P

2. Aol =4

B d3e d8ixle] A AAE 2EYAE BR
gell Wt YLAADTF A EFol ME vAE ARE
golgro 24 AxHeel AUxZG Ay A Wsle}
2% olg9] HE HHol A B Jg A7 7|2A
87} @ Zolg. ofol wE ¥ dA7e] 7AH 27
o 2t
1. eh¥xte] odubxl BAY U9lxZhe] zlo] & #QIFH,
2. 4B Asle 4Ax14Y A Ahy A RS

AEE Belgi},

3. LA} A el 4Ax1Ze A AdH PlES

o} ARBAE Ut

flo

3. 09| ¥e

1) ¥9A 2 (causal attribution)
a7} Aol T AlgEe] o o9 2 y5E
3teA] Tu 9 a9k 22 ARo] dojuteR|d e A
o} 80|t Weary, Edwards & Riley, 1994).
£ dFoMe 4922 332 A3t dare] 994
Zho) g 7122 EHADEA(Kim, 1993)7 28315e]
AzHahe ol A1E A WEd O IIY F 7t
ZF Zadittn A=l g9 499 o dig Aze
27 948 4Rz Adg Addte A4, A, §
AYe2 F McAuley, Duncan % Russell
(1989)¢] CDS-IE HlFo 8717 e H=g 7
L=
(1) Adzpe} &) d-lo] FHate] 5o Exste
U Ee ofd &iddluuiel] B Ao
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W E e A31F M2E

U -2l e v

(2) ¢34 Aol vl HFo] gle AHE A
oif FE AR Hite BUFTE Holul
ek zhglolch,

(3) FA4: Aol Azt £ gl M F
A7Fsd ol B7bsd Zoludl #©E A4
o2 -9 Sz U

2) A7) &F(self-efficacy)

7Qlel ojul AntE Argshy] A3l 27HE d5E
ez 8% + slde Ad(Bandura, 1977,
1931) 284 Fojal 2A3g Aoisty] Hs 7ol =
T 9AA Agely vl F& udd #d5HHES
& # glvhs Ale) FEHo g g 2 AGE T
gt

2 drdide ggizte] ArlEse dydry 29
& 7122 g Oh(1994)7F A48 =72 33¢ 3
folth, et BEFLE AV|ET] grie A& 9
gt

4. #79) mEH

A deale BEo2 AFY o Andd, AH
A & A FU(d, F44 B Aol AEdF
)M o]dHol7] Wil ATHE ALY £ Qe
of @A77} et

.

o

Mo

1. HYxZ

olmg BFolut Abzdel UAR Bt st ol
stz ata of voprl 22|d @ FofA ojwF@ {3
AE Bojule] o2 dojd ¢ e AFelu FEd
et 2ot 2 dFctna sk AL AT 712%F7)
gt & & UrhLee, 1987). olFA AlgEo] ow @
YEE e A B £ Ado] A3 sle Al

SlofA o ggoly d¥el JdE 4ol odd sle

g F23e= B4 AA(attribution) otz &4,

iR WA g, dUAEH 22 ofnlz AgdErt
(Lee et al., 1987). 1Azt ApEziz, 47122
2 Adejgrd i ge FES dHroksle @ dHeE
(Frieze & Bar-Tal. 1979: Kelly. 1973), Kelly



20014 4%

(1973)€ AFEEel “d'etar Alztste AR ofgA
dsteAds Adshe Ao 4AAY o8¢ s)&st
At

AREL d9e) 7EE ke ARE olafsln )
HE o E3tad olo] wiF uiviyS Mg e
(Kelley, 1971), #3€ ~1d9 98 27t ge g
ofd #FE YA ¥ e ZHe 2 29
o] A}, ZEh Ze ARYAEE g dol 4
o] Folo|ifell thgd Azt Alguld ofE £ gy M2
o feRe Fe /A dAnch: 2] sz
B 94 = 74" YA (perceived cause)ol @3t
o et a2E2 2 o gt tiv)ge] Algu}
o o £ Ao g QAR olgrtee 9o
MR sogd 7247t g YA siA s
AL od FEe AAAE stert? aea YA
7e BAE AFE gol ouig FAE Zest=r)?
£ gpgt

A=zt Ng B2 o] 25 FollM Weineral 43
A A °]%% AFGEAA ALY F719 Aget
= AAM7E giRE Al 9std AT 9lLL 9la
g AR AFE AFT Ao diF "y ¢
Uz} ¥hg-o| A RE] €A 2z} Al FAlef i &
T ol27174R] 1 £ AT ©EA o] o2&
E7) -3 FIJolE(attributional  theory  of
motivation and emotion)¢lg}2  FTH Weiner,
1985). Weiner(1979)e 7]832o2 AHdadl A
3 Asjo] Qi 4 R gdoz 5wy
T} dolx, 123 Folehe Heider(1944)2) #4
< wolEgrh gt ax 533 F9E 4ug &
e Ul ol E 9x F4siA B7] Wi ol sR

dadrt 4 BRE ¥BA e Zvhe AL AF
gtz e} ole] Weinere <3 9UAZ 7250
=93 s 9499 EFAAE 2 U o] Rl o]
A YR dFES ugo g MNP D AAZ
AN e 998482 1 49 FEAY ¢
2 A AYoz BRSO olF A AU 1] ¥
AR R &gty &2 27 Aotz &
& =l &A=& WA (ocus of causality or
internality) &¢l, €ie] vlwma Wgo] gl MHE
Roluf & A2 gigte BAT 74°]‘¢°1| Ratidils
A (stability) 29, Ao} A Z& Rl 93]
A BAZFs® Rt BrPe T slelvkel o FA4Y
{controllability) x-glojct,

=

AAA el Bt o] ArATs AARZL {9
Ay ol $3¢ F9HBulman & Wortman,
1977: Elder, 1973. Lowery & Jacobsen. 1985:
Mumma & McCorkle, 1983: Peterson, Bettes &
Seligman, 1985). & 7HQlellA] & o]z Bty
Aoz dME 4 slev e AudAE Waleln
AFE £z #ME R ot 2 dolgte A
A g BE2E Azl golgke A AAE $48
A #olow AHolgtm dMshe Algc A% sl A}
NE P BEP A0S ROET U4 $2E 0
2 #Mstes AT Ak o133 flizlze) slgle 4}
dotct Adgtel wel o 4 ok D gle) &4
of W& 4L Attolv} g ule B B7sl
I ARlelAl dFE deld 2nlE 2o Fch(Weiner,
1985). 22lz thgAte £5§ {x&S 458 + 3
I(Weiner, 1983), Aatdoln & FAHEL Al
A A2E ¢ glon, AAx 7 2P Py e Lol
49 oldlE ¥d & sitke Aol doh

2. AUAX|ZtE} X7\ ES | BA|

) o2A AlgQiaio] Bl A BAe] =
o] A7l A%t o]: sH<lo} 01‘1 7; -

3 eFEEe Y5 HLHOZE 5 Athe 4Alg
(Bandura, 1977, 1981, 1986)S.29 ozl A4#-&
Agstr] gl sligle] 2 XA 2oy By B2
kgt FEAPES YL F o 1ily FEd

F e @ Agg g
A7\ 8%% Mdel AZadel FHEE FuU B A
Agr] Al AL 1992902 E€2EdA o] sy
£ Al e eEel A Rols {o]F 52l
A2 RuER ot Gu(1992)9 T=% &2 did
o2 3 AZEN FAE ¥ ArlEze] &7l 7Ed
7 & %% Feon, 2] E%& AZ4E i
A8 ool ola) FHH dakg Eotm, FHEAA
o 27] 289 g g 8T T A
t}. Oh(1994)= ALERY ARE7EH -ﬂ"ﬂ i 42
e z1z£]x40] ogs}:_g_?_]g_ii,q
fﬂ 53] A5 dEe vz EJ-%‘ A7 E
RolE2gt A ZE Folyd Fod A} FaF o
*E.8.°1°i A5, zelzm Strecher, Devellis,
Becker 2 Rosenstock(1986)-2 Zz7ithel 279
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cte] BAIE A 210 98 nEd £ A5idivt
24, AEzd, o, 25 £FUNE 43HeE ¢
gkt £23F 2042 #EAaid

uks A7IEEL e FalsHn AL Mde
2 A # slonz da was 5o il 5"«3‘7L’1
A AJAAZLE A of F At AL o} F
o4& g T U ’“““%:—z"ﬂﬂ %J VR 2k 3} 1]'713“
el FAE B FFY AIETE R AEES 4
HAE 22 FHH A ﬁﬂﬁﬂ Uad Ze Ay o
5 Aoz vehtz lck(Alden,
1986 Bandura, 1986: McAuley, Duncan &
McElroy, 1989).

WAMES] 2E#AA Abzlel] gk fdAzte] upE
AP TE AN AFoMe A At AlEE
T folg el wAZE e AeR Waden FME
SR § A2 fd 2HAE gAY de A
o2 el (Chwalisz, Altmaier & Russell,
1992).

AR 2hE B Abde] ot 7iQle) whE £3
Eo| 28 JE€E 3l7] wEol(Kim, 1998) ¥4 &
28 & v 2HAQ Wgko g o) R E YsiAzta}
A7 B 22 QR g HEATs wHo] Has)
o AAs FAZ2aRE FE I, AF2E, o
d. BF, 2% B39 5 H3HcE £98  UdD
ZA(Strecher et al., 1986)3} o] YUzt FA] A
Td Z209¢e B BAF Aol oz £33 49
A7+E Aoz ZAAQ A HuHE 24E F I
th Weiner(1986)% €902z AEH Z2a8L 5
6“ FRE AA FdE 2Asta /RS 8 Al

< HEATIA Zotek vt Albsta Y, aEjug
:r"*ﬂx—*‘ ARoM el Azl A7 E%H dAA Tt
#Ae g Fosich ey A gAxzn
A7\ Eee] WA 77t o] FRA get Ko o ¥
< AFEY AYE Bl 1 HAAE AeH & et

o]
3
e,

[t

o)

V. o7 w
1. AA-AA
2 d3e 43xlr}l AZsls 49Xzt 27 g5

BAE WA Aed JuATlL ABFHE A
27 & FYHAIN APA% ATREA 190] §

o

et aatsia A3y A23

A Arrig d%iu} AR 2F aasc olgs
Fabeh Ay zele] MuE s,
4 735 ol ol %ol HEF AE
o
|28

T
g,
£
s
Jl).

o

ot
T
2
\!
B
oai

1223
LO

H*OUH olehE 7] flal w3k A
2 Ulel R AEA & 28T U9IY
0~30%elsie.

2o “‘)

I8 of
po Mo to 2

ool 12 24
wo mn W Ry,
W )

jad
L o

=
R
4
i
f
&
Jrr‘
‘QL
Xl
[
haad
A,
o
o,
1)-! =
oo
ot
oli oln
L
eted
2N
(e

T8 Aot weky o) Jg :‘1 E'?'lﬁl 2oty
27 67hel FELM
o 2HE AzE syPsidot B
g 19499 AEE HF et

fr o
x %
m[o

B
[wwd
OO

3. AT F

1) 99121 ZMcausal attribution)

AA zel st MALQ AT o, A,
E474 & the Causal Dimension Scale(MaAuley,
Duncan & Russell, 1989)& ulgoz &t ¢lzte]
2WE oAl WA dakdael ofF AzpihAR 7} 1%
24 kA 23 aelm 24 dA Ui EAe
43 A 7t 2954 & 8RR FHEAs 27
st A BlAEEE 2 d5e U - 94 d4d
A, 3F 9 FArbed dde dehdd, dF o
TFEojM the Causal Dimension Scaled] Z|%s}
Bl ert  AXENoM (Abraham, 1985: Mark,
Mutrie, Brooks & Harris, 1984:. Russell.
MaAuley & Tarico. 1987 Kim. 1996), ¥ 7
Me A7t &4 ¢=.67, 4HH =81, BAA
= 68o] e},

2) A7 &% (self-efficacy)

otgitel FAA 27| Few duky ArlERS BF
sl E48gd. A aplEee 282H1994)
7F ALdEAE Aoz AL 9l B3] =TFE AN
gt 2t &4 4EAE dgoz FEEH
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SIA BR7) gl 3t mEst o s F4E
A gn ad2 ARSIt UvtE A7) E%S Shere
9} Maddux(1982)7F duwra Fgold A a5 &4
#uztk AP =TE Oh(1994)71 WYl 143 &
TE B3 mfet Aelsld adiE AMgsidnh wel
AR AP A A7 ET 2T FE & 1970
2 HF7t #E4E ArESe) 5 st B o

T 27 s B=e) A3EE o =0.92010ch
4. MEEA

SPSS WIN 9.0 Z2au8e ol&ad gaxe =
A4 9 A7 digh &R B EMEn, By
21e) B dxzte] Alole t-testdt ANOVA H=
L2 BAMilgen zb Wi ABBAE Pearson’s

correlation ¥#43& AME3IT),
V. o7 2
1. thadxlel A

date] AR 464 o4l 49.5%% 7MY BR
254 oldt7t 4.6%= At e Pzt 969
9852 Ao FdatA AU AEHHE 71E
o] 83.0%% 712 wyted, ¢MEF YL 2UE
el BATE makes] g Ae H4e HeE
Agstne At FEAT 28¥PEe  2E)
41.2%, HE ol%do] 33.0%Z g}eH, Foe 715
wsh Bazb 34.0%% 30.9%2 @itk Eele ds
e WAt £2 SAEF AP aVE At &

(Table 1) Demographic Characteristics (n=194)
Variables Item Frequency Percentile
y=25 9 4.6
Age 26 - 45 89 459
(= 46 96 495
male 96 49.5
Gender ferale 98 50.5
not married 26 13.4
Marital status married 161 83.0
others 7 3.6
( 7 years 25 12.9
Education { 10 years 25 12.9
{ 13 years 80 41.2
{17 years 64 33.0
protestant 66 34.0
Religion catholic 27 13.9
buddism 60 30.9
others 41 21.1
£ subj none 101 52.1
I(rvbi)oryfngnt;l; Jects (= 1,000,000 29 14.9
1.010.000 ~ 2.000.000 41 . 21.3
»= 2,010,000 23 11.9
none 98 50.5
Income of spouse {= 1,000,000 31 16.0
{won/month) 1,010,000 - 2,000,000 39 20.1
>= 2,010,000 26 13.4
Duration of illness 13.16+20.0*
(year)
Frequency of . N
chemotherapy 5.86=9.8
Frequency of radiation 6.06+10.54"
therapy

*

mean T standard deviation
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oF 4ol gk A

ez e 2

A8E we I&

o8 Ha7} K Table 1).

7} 652, 1%°19.2H,
271 50.5%°1},
9713t i’éi‘ 13.16(+20.0)71€gol3leH, et &
FEoWE e il#‘- B (5.86£9.8)4,
£ 6.06(x10.54)He|d o} 7

AgE o
A

v §-2he

=4

HPAMY
Z_‘

4 2o
¥4

o &4

hdate] 5o upe
t-teste} ANOVA A

Z Al ot Wi

g ags A 31N 2%

sloix|zte] kol

A e 7 A Aol g
2 ALY oEuln Aie=
LSD Z%& A3 A= (Table 2)¢ 2ok izt
Aeh(t=-2.85, p=.005).

(Table 2) Differences between causal attribution and characteristics (n=194)
s freau Internal External or ahiTire Internal External
Variable ftem ency locus locus Stability controllability controllability
male 96 2.17%1.36 272150 2.80%1.15 3.23+£1.26 3.21%1.44
Gender female 98 2.77%£1.55 2.73%1.56 3.46*%1.26 3.46%1.26 3.34+t1.45
t ~-2.85 -.02 -.69 -1.24 -.62
p .005 98 49 21 .53
»=25 9 1.56%.73 2.56*1.67 289%1.27 2.89+1.17 3.78x1.64
26 - 45 89 2.66x1.57 2.62%1.53 2.72=1.25 3.36%1.16 3.40+1.42
Age (= 46 96 2.37142 2.84%=151 298+1.18 3.37+t1.36 3.11%1.44
F 21 .56 1.06 .62 1.50
P .06 57 1.35 .54 .23
not married 26 2.19%1.27 292%1.74 265%£1.32 3.19%1.27 3.81%£1.20
Marital married 161 2.53%1.52 2.73%1.21 ‘2.91t1.2—1 3.3811‘22% 3.20%1.47
status others 7T 220164 220*.164 2 80 45 2.80%£2.05 3.20+1.30
F 74 T 1.17 .66 1.51
p .53 51 32 .58 21
{ 7 years 25 2.20%1.29 2.88%1.59 2.84%1.18 3.56%1.29 3.28%1.21
( 10 years 25 264%*1.68 252143 3.04*1.49 3.60%1.47 2.68*t1.44
Education { 13 years 80 248160 2.55=1.63 2.89%1.25 3.36%1.22 3.41%1.60
{ 17 years 64 250%£1.33 297139 2.75%£1.08 3.14x1.19 3.34%1.30
F .39 1.14 37 1.16 1.72
p .76 .34 718 .33 .16
protestant 66 2.33%1.46 2.83=1.62 298%1.22 3.27%1.23 3.35%1.44
catholic 27 277f161 2.73=1.48 2.69%1.16 3.12£1.24 2.96+£1.40
Relig.ion buddism 60 2.37£1.39 2.78*1.58 2.78%1.25 3.42*1.28 3.42+1.48
others 41 268%1.57 251*+1.36 2.90%+1.20 3.51%x1.31 3.22+1.42
F .93 62 .95 51 1.13
p .45 .65 44 .73 .34
none 101 2.51%£1.61 2.84*160 291%1.25 3.48%1.29* 3.38%1.45
(= 1,000,000 20 262%1 50 234+1.32 290*+1.26 3.59+1 .32 366+1.32
Income of 1.010.000 -
subjects 2:000:000 41 2.49+1.34 256+1.48 2.76%1.18 3.24#1.14 2.95%1.48
(won/mon) y2"0'110:000 23 2.00£1.00 3.231.54 2.69+149 277£1.01° 2.62+1.45
F .58 1.08 .19 2.48 1.87
p .68 37 .94 .04 12
none 98 2.14*1.34* 2.69%1.52* 288*+1.15 3.12+x1.27* 3.29%1.43
{= 1,000,000 31 2.45%t148 281x1.56T 2.68%1.22 3.97t1.25"F 3.06x1.48
1,010.000 - ] . -
Income of 2.000.000 39 2.95%£1.59 2.59%1.58 2.79%1.25 3.41%£1.19 3.28%£1.57
spouse . *
(won/mon) )= 2,010,000 26 2.82%1.55° 3'6";1'32 294%100 3.12%1.17% 3.53%1.12
F 3.38 2.85 .56 3.24 .32
p .01 02 .69 .01 86

*. ¥ Qutput after LSD rest(p<.05)
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(Table 3) Correlations between causal attribution and self efficacy (n=194)
Causal attribution meanzts.d. mode > self efficacy "
Total 2.69£1.08 3 -.013 .863
Locus of causality internal 2.47%1.48 1 -.065 375
external 2.713x1.52 5 -.011 .908
Stability 2.86+1.22 2 -.016 827
Total 2.90+1.03 3 .166 0.02
Controllability internal 3.35£1.26 3 -.047 .054
external 3.28%1.44 5 -.189 .008
Self efficacy 71.03%£14.39 1.000

Eaggde wel WEFA(F=2.48, p=.04), W5
o we YR YgAikA(F=3.38, p=.01), 934

(F=2.85 p=.02), ¥ Wad BA(F=3.24,
p= .01)o] EAHoE feF Abol7l ULt zelm
AR AlgER £9 €592 WE AN ST
20.T¢ ol o] Aelr} sller, wifat Yl &
Uz i glem 2019 o o], o8
Stadedde ¢S 2019, 10094 olste} 201%
2 ol o). z22lm WF EAM 33 10094
olg-F#} 1003k oldteA 201 ol gelA fofEt
2ei7h Qe Ao UedtKTable 2).

SARtEe) folR|z 7 A9 A ET A 4
2rAE (Table 3)3 2ok, 8 A79 didxgL ¥
onztel 7+ e FellA] Q7] A WIS 3
(FF 269008 HEory, FAMe FNgL 287
2852 a8x gk, BAde #ANgE (BT
2.8 HEo|ttE Ve

2NE% BeE 710322 2 Holfit, f9dx
ztel 7+ 98T A Eere) Auddle B4 &
ol%- oko] ARrBA(y =.166, p=.002)7} AT &
3 237 BA7b ATIETH &9 e BBTA(r
=-189, p=.008)% Jehdct t& AdsFe #o
@ FAE Bolx ettt

V. = 9

2 A7 dolehe AWARAA 9dA4AF A&
¢l

%o B dxusse] AAE AZ @ WAV Uk
& feldte 2 LdAAEQ HE YA TXA B
Qe A7sh oA YEAHE AT AAH FA)

A& A7 F8F 71E2AEE AAstaat gt

AL haAte 26-45412 dAo] 45.9%°]13 46
A ool 49.5%% 95% oliel AL /M F e
Adolct, ey B9l Y4n we-zk €490l gle
A7t 22k 52.1%9 50.5%2 4EA O 7MEE
BAAAA S o) BEE & F AT

AFddAte 54 AU e Ad AAZE st
o7k e Ao yehygrl 53 48e vy fda
A g aelzt dded ole 2X2 779 £
of @il fQRZe] Aozt itk AFATHKIm,
S.. Chung. 1997)¢} Hulej~ #d4g Fxale] 1914
ZtollAq e zlelzh g Aolrt SIAW AFETH
(Eun, 1996)¢} dx]3ict,

Ao PAND BA-& a9 Iy Foll gl U
ees o Ay &4 49 HF(Eun, 1994)2
2H A AEAA Wz AEAEE S8eke AAE
o oz B 4 3UckEun, 1996). whde] Azt
ool At HQl Ao Aol AHEAESY HE B
A} dgze] ofge] Fidel vlslA =2lA Ay F
A} AgZ g I8 WA} o|RAv|Roke 239
A EQ gextE Ygle] A Hel 2T #a 9%
& EF ol YS5(F4, AAH oo FEde
Hog dF dH gdo]l © & ZAgel #HH
(Conner, 1985).

Aol 99 Az s AAZHA Gt
Z9% 4%L nXE Ao el £ 444
Brle 53] wi$Atel 9493 Aozt e ALE W
ehdth ol Ao PAR|Ze| AFT Aolrt FEI
ZAFch= Elder(1973)8l 79} dxeh Fojel2
BEE FRAAAME AAZ Ae7 FastA 4%E ol
Atte Eun(1996)9 Axtelx: U gt

olgigt A AATHE AAAZY Aole AHEE
2zEg 29 7oz olg¥ = vtz ¥ F= UeH

e %
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ARE A 2Ed2 BEdMe AFA] EFoR AR
ZA74E 1237 A Ee] ZEstn e ot F9
A7ke H9sima e 8FE A slnz
(Mechanic. 1972). a4zt ¥& ZAA AZdM &
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~ Abstract -

A Study on Causal Attribution and
Self-Efficacy in the Patients with
Cancer

Ryvu, Eun-Jung® - Yeun, Eun-Ja™”

When people undergo stressful situations
such as a cancer diagnosis. they ask, “why
me?” The causal attributions people make about
cancer influence what kind of coping strategies
are chosen. Weiner (1979) suggested three
dimensions of causal attributions: focus of
causality. stability. and controllability. The
purpose of the present study was to test the
relation between causal attributions and
self-efficacy in patients with cancer.

The subjects were 194 patients who had been
diagnosed cancer one year ago and attended an
outpatient clinic.

st A318 2%

1. Each mean score of causal attribution
dimensions (focus of control, stability.
controllability) that each patient made
about cancer was 2.47. 2.73, 2.86. 3.35,
and 3.28. The mean score of self-efficacy
was 71.03.

. There was a significant negative correlation

o

between self efficacy and controilability.

Particularly, there was a significant negative

relationship between self efficacy and

external controllability.

Based upon these results, it is recommended
that the developing nursing interventions to
change causal attribution and self-efficacy is
necessary. A number of theoretical relationships
and empirical finding are confirmed by this
data. and ' future proposals in research |is
suggested.
Key words Cancer. Causal attribution,
Self-efficacy
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