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Abstract

This study was conducted to construct the Desirability of Control Scale for Japanese based
on the scale made by Burger & Cooper(1979). 221 female college students filled out a
Japanese version of the Desirability of Control Scale as a part of large test battery. The
present Japanese version of the scale was found to have substantial internal consistency
(a=0.732), as well as discriminant validity from measures of locus of control(Rotter,
1966). Factor analysis of responses to the scale was performed by a principal-factor analysis
with Varimax rotation. Three factors were extracted and could be labelled as follows : (1)
a Leadership factor ; (2)a Decisiveness factor ; (3)an Avoidance of Dependence factor. These
three factors were similar to the factors which were found by Burger et al. (1979). The
results of the item analysis and factor analysis provided reliability and validity of the
Desirability of Control Scale for Japanese and thus this scale was revealed to fulfill the
essentially desirable characteristics of a psychological scale.
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DEFCRT 55 0BHIL, BFCHELCHRELHIBE 2V v —ATELLWIEED, TOAD
OIS BRI & > THEEABERE S > TV 5, LW RECESVTWS. FLT—RICAZ, BS
PREZ 2V e - A LTwBEWSHBRERLERY LT, 2V br A TERWVEMETALE
i, AbVR, {152, EIHRKE - I NRILOER - HFEPSRLER L, THICHERY b 757 (Leary
& Miller, 1986!2) .

Burger & Cooper (1979)9 3, COHASWHEE L HEELY 2 v br -1 LL 5 ETHHRCITBEAZENL
bhazehb, BRELIABRED—KTL LT= v b v —A%kR (desire for control) & H2 L5 &L
k. ELT, BAD VI r - A HRROBIOBEXRETHREL LTV b e —AKRRE (The -
Desirability of Control Scale) Z{ERL L7c.
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Yy TERETD, LV oFEEEEYRLO TV ERBbLMR s, BRI 2 v b r — A BROBF AT
i3, SO EEEAES ORBT L, ENLDOALBSDIDRBEEY TTowFt, LW TE8H#ERRESR
7z (Burger, 1985%). ¥l d =2 v b e —AgkROMIOBRE L, FEMENK(Burger & Arkin, 1980%),
Fpv7 Y7 (Burger et al., 19799 ; Burger & Schnerring, 19829), JRIC#BRTDZEIR (Smith, Wallston,
Wallston, Forsberg, & King, 1984!9) , RBEEZA (Burger & Vartabedian, 19807), #15 > (Burger, 1984Y) ,
E#0M% (Burger, Oakman, & Bullard, 19839), #E3FED %1 7 (Henry & Solano, 1983%), &\ o
REEXELRSH T, BAZORBERCKRY 55 EXHLAC IR TV, '

TDE5E eV e —ABROESL, SEXELSHCAMONTBYHBETAEREL Y, EELARER
DO EDE LTHBHEEL BV D EELBbRS. &2 AMNBEFE, Burger et al. (19799 BMER L= v b
B AR RED ARERIL o, £ TAPRTIE, 2 v b e — A RREDBAERYIER LT, FORE
ELTofEEY, MR ERHNT IO RENETS.

5 &

REXRE

TFRFIFERIAERBLE LT, LEFOBEPCHEYER L. BEIELLATTY, BEZBOMEA
EABETERCISREM LAY, BMKCHon UHRHRAZIhLIDEBC LY, BohifRE, #rg
PEFFE B LA
ERK

FAECAGCIEREY, BROMBRE S ICBERZRET AT A My 7 ) — 2B L T

AYSHAEEDC RE  Burger et al. (1979)9 @ ¥ - ARK” The Desirability of Control Scale” ( LIF,
DCRELBPIL, UTOX5 LTERIR, £OREEI/HEIDLRISDTHS.

P, 2V e ABORKET B L Bbh s EY S3EAED, FhR IS T H— b 24 7OREXHER
Lic. #REORIGE, T2&<HTRELRVI(1RDNLIV2bHREDL (TR ETOTRRETRDLA,
TOEHBEEz v e —VEREBRE LR

ZOS3HEALLEBDCREYAVT, 453 BOKRFEEXHBEFHAELERL, REONP—ER*B
BDERDECHBOWEIT -7, 9, Nunnally (1967)1% 0 JEic 54T Kruder-Richardson 20 SEMERK
(ry) ZBEHL, HBEOEGEB LY > TV &, REMC20HBEZRAL. ZO20FHHA2 B3 RED Kruder
~Richardson 20 E#EMERH (1) 120.80 Th - 1.

CD20FEANLED DCREORERXR/B DR, FHAERT > EBREOTLL 31 L%RY, 68
HECE LREXYER L. ToBE, BE-FREEREGARIL0.75 A8 bhtk.

DER, TORENENC2 Ve —ARREHBL TGS E 5 2 2R TR, HPNEYEOR
FHeffofe. Zofedic, 2oz v b e —AFREBEMBELIL TV % Locus of Control & DBEfRIc\ T
e, FRAEYT - HBREON, 268 Kt LT" Rotter Internal-External Locus of Control Scale”
(Rotter, 1966!9) £ L, 20HEDO DC RE L Rotter IE REL OB AN LA, ZD2ODORE
HEVCEOHBEERRLE =-0.19) . ORI D, DCREL Rotter 1E REZ, Ris-BE&xELT
WBIZ EAEBR LS.

LR DCRER, #EMCE T LVWESY L LS LW 5 EREOBBEEMOEEN S B 0EIEEHTH
DI, FHFREOHEBREON 360 Kz T, #48T “Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale” (Crowne &
Marlowe, 1960%) #EW L7z. D2 20REORIKIZ, BVWIECHE(r=0.11) La@Edbhicholk. =
DRI Y, DCRER, BRECHESMNE T LIDBELZLALZ TV EER IR,

AAZERDC RE Burger et al. (19799 23R L7 20 BE LA REX BABLHR L. 05 %
FIVOFARD2OOEBE, BREVHBGEAYEE LW EELORRVEEThH 7. L LEBEIOERE
FRABERHTYELEVEOR S BPERNCE VDT, TOBEBIAAERCITET LS EEL, TS
ROPBRYELRCI S L THBERFOFRECHPHLLTEL LR SNEORARETE L.

FHEACKHTA@MER, AV OFAERLTHRETKRD. BUBRAEREA T I~ -7 b TixE
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ST EAERTEESLWIHEDI TR ESRCNEBLL LSV 2V BTRESL T Y
BTRELNHEECILIATREALITHD, TALRIIT 125 7 OREEREARE ) B THh T 7. £5ERB
CHRTAEERL, 2V e —ARRABEEEBARKL ISR 1L AND TATEALL, 20EBOAEHE
A% DCREBSE L. Lich - CTE S EEHEEIL 20~140 S CTH 5.

ZFOMORE HBREEZERL, 48O DC REOEZUMORFTTH - ZOMOREX, Locus of con-
trol (kR -BE D - 757K, 19820), FEHEskk (A, 19859), ARE=%Y v 7 (&M EP-HH, 19829),
YG, CMI, Th5.

BREER

HEHBRLBRBRALOHER

DCRE20FEHDOZHE OB S BHMINE LcBE AL 4 S b 118 SoBSM LT\ e, BEBA0FY
(1 88.8(SD=11.9) THhot. ZOBRBRLEHEBBRDOHEBERERAL Table 1WRIhTV5. Zhihsk,
EHAG6, 7, 9%K THEZTHCECEREYRLTE ) (WTFhi 1% KETEE), coz sk, &0
17 BB EBREOBINNVE - LHRTTE S,
2 il R vivs ¢

BHEEEOFH»D DC REOBB SO _LAIEE 25% (N=53) & TAIEF 25% (N=54) &l Lic. EABOBE
HOFHNT 99.9(SD=6.06) , TREEDFHIL 69.0(SD=6.49) TH-7Tc. =D LB, THEEFhFHIZOW
T, FEAOFHEYEHL, TO0FESY tREC X VRF L. Table 1 ik, FHBKEDWTEMEBELT
MEEOFHENZE D) PIRENTWS. Thickb e, HEG6 7, 19 AITRT 1% KETHEEENZD S
hic. BEEIRDOLRIL > 3HAR, LOEE LOSEMEHFEL LV LW S5,

A —E

ER X1 DC REABASHOEEM 2B T DI, 7r v A, 700REYEETS L, 0.732 285
hic, Coafffud, — Bz 0.8l ETHD L, TORBIAN—BEEI G, SEE SV LHIhS. L
te2io T, DCREBAZEROHN—EMIIHRE TE 5 KEITEL T\ . Table 1 &5 %, HH 6,
7, 195 DC REOBBA L OHEEMEL, P —BHL2ETI® T2 Ll CcEs. It b—TF
MBI T, TO3ZEHIIMOER EOFBEMIRLIICOT, ZO3ZHAYRVALITHEYRGELT, B
EofBx BT 5L 0.787 03850, FA—BRIALLL. LrL 0.8 DXERIIbTMCEN -1
D REE & DRFE
CDODCREAASROELUE Y THERTHL-DIIL, TORENE M2 Y b r—AHREBELTCNT, %
RUADERELZBIEL TS D TRV EXEBRTHILERDS. 2F ) ZOREOAJHFE LM (dis-
criminant validity) %0553 2 BEI B B. FDidic, MOUR BERERE & OBECSWTHRA L T4
5.

¥ DC RE LOBE B STl b REL, Locus of Control RETH%. Burger et
al. (1979)9i%, ZD2O00RENEHEICIHELLTVWB L5 B 250, FEWEHY Ltk TxR-R
BEThHbHERNT S, Tihi>b, Locus of Control REL, BERA 2 vt r—ATELLEEFEULTVHEEY
BELTWBORI LT, DCRE®R, EHrav e —A352 o Ll ORERICR L THS1RHIE L
TBEZTwA. FLTHI TR X 51, Locus of Control & =2 v + v —AZKKRORIIC, WP =2 v b r—
AEROFZ R 2 Y b e = ARREE &5 FHCHEBIBIR A R h, MR > RTERAEL TS
EEFELTVS.

%z CSEfER L DC REBAZERICOVTCTY, FUL 5 Locus of Control RE & DAEBI# FA~ 7 &
Z 5, Table 2IL7RINTV5 X5, Burger et al. (19799 LEEE, W= v b r—AEREOBEHIZ =2 v
bR SR BB L5 B BB S h i (1=0.19,p < 0.01) . LaL, DCRE, Locus of .
Control REZHZHiC2OWT, ThUADORE L OMHBERZENTAD L, 2 00RERNL B Ry
RLTHEY, COBRIV2ODRERRL >THKTABET AW LARETHL Z L HRITES. Tib
t, DCREZ, HWAES, ANEESR BOT=%) v /v ACKBEELCRE L BB HEBYR
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Table 1. Summary of item means, standard deviations, and item analysis
"B oW K M sp  HE_ PR GoPAH
1. Al Z 2T 50 DWTHS THROLND L 57 4.73 1.61 AL 2. 04%*
HE A iy,
2. MIBEOCKBFC CE AT EEEYE DI, B 2.66 1.43 L 43%% 1.65%*
BEmT 5.
3. FAIFENO ADFC TN EBYIERTAHHE LT 3.40 1.46 L3gx* 1.40%*
IoEtn.
4. L7 w7 — (BRE) ThBHLILIE, LAY~ 3.57 1.63 . 62%* 2.50%*
E—=ThHbHIZEDFEFL.
5. I ADOTTENCEERY 52 52 LN TEDZERE  4.50 1.58 . 56%* 2.17%*
CHBELA.
6. FATHRITCHAT BN, Bbr A amT 5. 5.37 1.54 .08 0.45
7. FAC & o TRIDNA DAl AT El - T 3.28 1.32 —.02 0.15
5.
8. MIBES CHOOREX T LRBEVRRELS. 4.27 1.52 . 60%* 2.36%*
9. MIHSDESG Y 2 v I v —ATHZLBORRKL 3.9 1.50 AL 2. 00%*
5.
10. FAXEHEESCSML V5K, Bo0) —&F—Th  4.60 1.58 — .49 —1.95%+
LI LAENMIDOACY —F—>, THEST
LB,
1. FAXBSHMAL D, —BIC-A0AICREY S 3.61 1.44 . 46%* 1.41%*
BBz EMNTEDERS.
12, FATMADOBACHKS I ik, EELTHIVUNnBE 4.50 1.51 L67** 2.65%*
GORS L5 by,
13, FALEERBDBHTC, TOEFORFCOVTTR 544 1.28 L 47%* 1.45%*
TH TR EiL.
4. 7o RBCEE Lic & i, fId¥F L& 4.93 1.32 L 43%x 1.41%*
LT D@ EICELRD L0, TR LT L
THDHH .
15, 5L v5 2 B LTERE, RRThEZ053L 3.96 1.53 L61¥* 2. 40%x
BLY, 5258 bhicu.
16. I EBHT I bieVIER A EE S 3.46 1.35 — . 37*x —1.11%*
ZEMTELBLLDIEERS
17. BAMn32 L&, AADOKRBDLE>H O EZTIC 4.43 1.37 L 22 0. 90%**
Re b psin % 5 7eBH% TE HICTHHT 5.
18. FAREHENMBD ADTFAD TN E & LA IRT 5 BEA 3,55 1.35 L31%% 1. 11
T5.
19. REXFInFhEL b Ev5 L i, Eeaxg 3.51 1.39 .08 0.35
FIREED Lo i WA 7K RAD 5.
20. A fIENHHEE, FIFOT ETMEIRELT  3.24 1.47 — . 20%* —1.04%*

L3k s, #ENLO ARTORBEERIEL TR
HORETRTBDHEFT.

1) KEEHE, 7, 10, 16, 19, 20055EH.
2) EBG6, 1734V T bRNERYEELTHS.

3) DX, DCIEA EMEF25% DONFHE0 B FAE25% DFH %5\ o fl.

4) *%:p<0.01 *:p<0.05
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2y b a— L BRRE (The Desirability of Control Scale) A A&ZEMR DFERL

LCWwB50RFLT, LOCRERIDISOECKEMTARE L GHEELYFE L. 2% b, avie—Aik
FKOBNLORBERBEYATRE D, BERLAL 0 TAEANRG- SV SBEEATES SRS, LOC REREL
T, 0 k5 eBEEREA LR,

Table 2. Correlations between DC and LOC and other scales

DCRE LOCRE
2w b e — AR . 193**
Locus of control ) L 193**
T E R L 433%* . 169*
EEER . 200%* —.077
AMBER . 166% .031
HOE=%Y) v/ L3164+ —.005
HEWR 1 . 395%* .316%*
BED L 238%* L 418%*
HEMsE .175% . 444%*
Ei )= —.107 — . 542%*
D (YGF A 1) —.058 —.352%*
I (YGF A 1) — . 251% 325w
N(YGF A }) .017 —.230%*
CMI (™ B BAE) .053 — . 345%x

*x:p<0.01 *:p<0.05

%72, DCRERZYGTFA O N EERRTFLRT, ThHMotE&AECEE L RE (B,
D, N, CMI) & iBI% RV LT, LOCREZFhOHLSHTAEEYAEL TS5 OOREL
HELRAOHBEYRL TS, 2% hH, LOCHBAOE A2 v b v~ HEROEV-EX, HEHREROR
ENMEVCEWCIEENARDLRD. —F, DCREOWTIIELMBINRG & OBEEIIES bR,

DlEoEBrn, DCRELLOCRER, 2avie—L0REAEYHETAMT LAERETHL S &4
BB ie -t
EFiEs

20EE 575 DCREDETFEEXYHL T, HEBMOHEBTFI*d xR T L YETF
SHiEfTote. CORKR, BEENLODETCHLZEIETECERALL, SLCBTFRROBEREYEE
LT, CoERFERGIIC Y <y 7 RAEEET-%. - O&EEN Table 3 RIh T3, F, #EF-:
CHBPRFAREOEVIELES L 51, FHOIEEX AhELTHS.

FIRTE, BANLERERLOTIRNRL, BOTY — 48—y 72 Lo THEYRELI, &\W53H
BABRVATRYRLCHE0T, 1) - -, 7RFIERLLL. B2EFR, ASTRASOREL T
EBBLERET 2V b r—ATHILRBEORRLAS, LVIOIHBKBVCAREYRLTVADT, [HER
TERFIEGH L. FIFRFR, AR LY, BRINCHTHHELHETE, LV HBLEV-AT
BARLT50T, EBE#ET 4% L. BTSSRI, $I1IETM12.5%, $2ETH12.0% CTh .
h, ZO22o0EFOHRBPILZERALTHL Z L s, EIRTFOEFERZ.3% €, FOHBILHD
2ODRF LV ELS. FIRTECORBRTEHFRLI.8% TH Y, MBEXhitzD 3 20BF Tk, DC
RECHTAHERIEDESED I HD 1 NHBATEL T E L
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Table 3. Summary of factor analysis on the desirability of
control scale for Japanese .

HEES HFIRTF F2RF HIRTF
4 794 171 080
is 543 .201 314
1 453 272 —.246
12 450 437 151
10 —.791 —.008 081
8 127 775 —.023
9 099 136 005
13 017 456 288
1 267 428 090
5 306 .42 127
18 11 —.002 710
17 —.072 .032 646
3 083 212 498
2 258 264 —.090
6 —.236 107 154
7 105 127 —.163
14 284 301 —122
16 —.267 — 244 245
19 121 — 045 .332
20 182 — .24 .369

ﬂ%ﬁfg 12.5 12.0 9.3

LIE32DRTFI2 Burger et al. (19799 kW EHFCRAVWEERAERFTHS. Lrrl, FI TRV
RINERY 2200RTF(—#iic2 v b v —ABKRETINERB-FH =2 + v —ABF NI, AHETI,
o X bk LW TRBR IR -,

A b A—LESRRE A ATERR O

DLEDEEERS TOZYEOBRFIC L b, SEFFR L= v b v — AR RE AR, ODEFHRESL L
TOBHEXIZITWHL LTV 5 EFFHETES. Larl, BEEALOMBEMEL, FbM-THSHTLEEEH
RO ST 3HAKRDOWTUL, TOFFTRAFUTHS LM TES. TORDIDIFHERXHR T
VTEA»LARELTSE, AN—BHELEEVIZEHE CELKECELL. LhL, #YCFL0¥EEE
RTELRCKERLOHE L5 SEEEC VRS &, BRERIZA Y o r L OXER EEXAHCR UERRD
Z3HEE L. 22T, ZO3HEBIXAKRER,LBRATHOTILEL, SEHRABRET LN
H—BHA2ED5ZLed ST BETLVEELBRS.

F S AR YU DRNITLI D 57D T, SBEFDEYBSRT LR LT, 2Dz ba—
LERRRE B ARBROBBILE KD DERH 5.
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