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1—1. AL AHEDEH

2 bV AMREFICLEESN T Ta—F 015 %
OB MIE  (Selye, 1956) 4320 T AL DO HIUHIZ A
e Eh, FDBRDT A4 74 XY % (Holmes &
Rahe, 1967) DEPOH T, KE§F54 XY FORLEY
OBE»EWMbITES, HIZZTOHOTHTERED
e & BRIy 20T, BUED 2 b L AT A &
BREAHEICBRT 2 7k 2L LTI hTE T
1% (Folkman & Lazarus, 1988; Lazarus, 1966; Lazarus,
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1991), Lazarus & Folkman (1984) (Z/0FE 2 b L 2 %
[& 2EADEBIZEMEEDYES, BV LEAREEIEA
3 LEHE I NABER] LERL, DEYNZ L AET
JLER L7z (Figure 1),

1—2. DEZHXMLIAETIV

DEPER Z b L 2| TG, BIZBRBEOZELRBREIC
T ERIBDAEDIS A ML ZAEEAIZDTIE AL, HA
EBRETE OREIN L HABR» S A ML ZAERADZ T &
ICHMAZBEWTWS, FOBHEN 2 L o3 —1d, D
FR)Z b L2 LD S D550 6 OfilEAEkL, 2
FEEOMEFET A b L A TIL LM X7z R DAVLERR X
FL 2L, B L ANIBEGI BRI TE ShD,
I-EV IO b L AKIBR I WG X L
Tl A LR B3R & X, RRA AATEDN - BRI
WP EENS, Z0T—E V78R CIZREREY L
Hxhzrt Wiy HilER L Sh, S <A IhzE
Al X 5 & HRLEFIZFE T L, 2 95 T LE
Tk x5, 182 b L 2AKIBIE, 20k %58
HIGEE S & MALEFEO H G &\ 5 —H O 4 2 Ltk
WHE U 224550, A U 22k & oD EER, BRI, 47
B LB EERB®KT L S5,

ZOEFLERHL, BUEETICA ML 2 &l
DOBIRERIET 2R ER SN TE L (M2, 1999 5
Cohen & Wills, 1985) . FFIZOFIEZ P L ZETLOFE
BWEEThba -y rE, AL AEEFEEDLES
SO —D L L TRET SN T&E 2z, DITISLEER 2
FLAETFMIZET 22—V ZIZOWTH LN’
T ZL kT3,

1—3. DEFMAMLAETIVICEFEI-ECYT
&

DB Z b L 2R FILTIE, IR S 5 B
ELTIREE L 2WEHEAE I N TV S, LKFE
T RG] [ - Hem] (2 v 270 o3fi
JHIZM s, RG] 3 & - Ao
BRD S 2R VWGRICE SN ETH 5, [IE -
W] BB & OB D ORI RAF R IRREA MER 4 5
BHIChENE, [ZA ML 270] 3l k->TAC
OfifE=e, BEE E&a G5 < koTund & X
NTOBHEAITEEhBFET, ZhidE sl [F - |
e [k THek] o3Iz Xplxh s,

205 B [# -] A Oflifl, HEE ekl
N TILED < B> TWBILAIL, [HEk] dx72 [H-
K] > TORORESHRZOWEENL & 5 561
X NS, [P I3 S 2R E NI E 5 TD

RO RENE A 5 2 2 Ll X h =R/ a & h
3, QXEFETIEZ b L Z 7L R & HIl & 7=y
12, ZORNAQEL =080 372032854, 0
LT B REPERFITHBETH S, 2O
TiE, 23—V E#RHLZBECED &S BERR
BAHDH, TOMPEZL 2012, S L BT TESH
LWV RN TRV THIRERIRT 25ER L& h b, D
LB A P L ZEFLICE TRV DA N
ZALTHD,

1—4, BEOI—-EL THREORERH

kDT -V rigE, FRERN AR L T a2
s G &b Z &AL (Lazarus, 1993) .
MR A, 2 -y 2 2 RERERIZED 5
LE LIMADRHEE LTHA, MARHOI—-Y 2
ZAA4NELTIREEINSEEZ AN TdH 5, Lazarus & &
% < OWFZEE 231960412 Z DR Al ca —
YR RATERD, MR — vy 7050
DWTOWNRPEMENZHT, 2L yH—DERH
SWEB LTIV rRAMICE TS L0 Tut 2
A i A BT A MER L BEINDEXIITh-T
%72 (Dew, Cox, & Ferguson, 1993), ZD 7' 1t 2l
a-Er s [AANOERIZEHES5 2720, ZO®IK
A B EGEE & N 0 USRS 4 LB 5 7=
WIZAT D a8FIN - TTEINSEIITH D, T OBINIHIZE
{t45EDTH5] (Lazarus, 1999) L EFK S h, BIE
%< O THRETEhTw 3,

1—4—1. O—E>JOEEICHAYT 2R

IV SIIEBEE TICRA SEE SN TR
0, ZORFEFERHTEOFAIZ DN T BT bH >
TW3, ZhETOA-E Y IfRICEWTEL S
NTOBIHES IS < M TH A 5. Folkman &
Lazarus (1980) &, k4 7 5 W4 % [E01H 3 % R 8 oD fig o
I A T AR D -y s, BEIZE ST
U GO B L 3 2 EEEENa -y s
D2 L T b, i & Lattack & Havlovic (1992)
XA -V TORBEICE > THRET S Z & 28EL, 2
HM—1T8), 2 bu— -3k, HE—ILD3D>D
TIY)—=TA—EVIEHL TS, HRIZEWTY
AT - WS - R - P g - IR (1992) Ao —-Y Y
R (TAC24) ZAEK L Ca—¥ 705 %RA,
BEETIIELLDa— Y Vv rREFBEKIhZIhZTHh
DRUETa -V PRI TS,
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1—4—=2. A—ECTDOFERSLCHNRICET 2
£

- U ORI L CofE TR, HADE
heRick>TiflEhsa—-Erraiiss en
IWMEN L B XT3 (Bolger, 1990 ; Forsythe,
Compas, & Wagner, 1987 ; Folkman & Lazarus, 1980 ;
Colins, Baum, Singer, 1983 JIi#%, 2001) , 15 % i3 Folkman
& Lazarus (1980) X Collins, Baum, & Singer (1983) (&
KA BE & GEE L 72 RPUC B ik o - v v
sy Eh, EENAI - rromRiiEEn, 2
P LRI EKHKR & 2 55, HURTHE & FEE S h b 8
AlTBEELMa -y Rk HnER, A ML R
RIGEKKREE2 22l s, 2ok Lk
BT 22 - Y7L RE OEEMEIZ K > TE DR
BN DL EBRBEL TS,

DEOEFEE I — Y 7 ORI 57 H 75 &
NTETVS, MDD (IMZ, 2000, Bt - /M2,
1998) T, [Fehai Zz EfEd | [R>S HEn S ] [l
HENOOENERD S| KEDFODMEE 2 L AKX
JIRE OB ABEIL, 2 MLy S —ORARNERIZD &
DL IND [Tk 2 BERR] 13, ORI - BRI
2 bV ARBEKIR S S0, BHtLzZ2 L vy —
R, AV I LREEEE Z Ly =2 L TIE A
FLAKRIED EAEBGEST 2 Z AR LTS, &
7o [l A 6 DR 2K 5 | Jugis, HACT IR 2
BRI RS R S g 0o, [ R 2 FEm ] &
MABHLEINS Z & TRESIRSH 5 Z L& RiGLT»
5, ZOEII2a-E UV rOMAEDLEIZONWTE LT
fthowrge (B - B - dH, 1991; =3l - Yie - BH
1998) T¥, ®iMfyn -y r a2z, Zofok
W4 A MAA DY TS B Z LM 2 b L 2 RIBOERIZ
RN THBZ EERL TS,

1—4-3. BAZRUBJIRELHGLERICET 3
i

Fza-Yr s Lz OMRITHEE RITTEHERO—
DL LU THIE RN ER I N T TS, W E L,
[3— VY 28T U OGO E, LSS T O
£, RATTuE DO RHRIC B E KIETERK] (Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984) & EFK I N3 L DT, FHEMERLHEEK
LWV ZZHNCNET 2B IRE, Vv —Y v L4 K —
b EDOHET B HETRIC r &b (Schwarzer &
Taubert, 2002) . RAE P& Po - 7-WFFETIlE, B
aEMANEE, MREER, iR 22—y 7 & ER
LR <, ZOMRE LT BRI AHEREISREOD
L ZENERMEh T35 (Pierce, Sarason, & Sarason,

=
1996) .

Pl R7=k S i1ca -y 2o Tid, Ek»56 %
DO5E, HiH, SIS 2 IRAWIE A RS h, Z0
HTa—Yr it gmkaflieRErs528, E0
FIUERHEREIZE > TROWE DO, % —FKINIROH L Z L1
L, FEEBECEFICHWE N Z &, AZID %
SBEERHAOHMIZE > THWohba -y 7 0%)
FUIZKERMERRONE Z LR EPIZEhTE 2,

2. FILWa—~E> JEHADIRE
Proactive Coping

BEETICHONTELAMADOELIE, /T4 9%
2 ML ARERER Z b L AR LT, EO K S ITxH
FTHZETAHT 4 THRN»SPFIL, EH RN
2 22 &S BUIc B W CIERICH B R aRE &
L CE 2, Lo L, MFOIGEIZRICE T, 20
FEALEFATT 4 7 EFE S NZHIRIU & - TE
L e ANMEFRIRE A W2 IR LY, 2T 1o Hh 6
JVAHT A T RIREANLPEF 720128 D K5 T —
Y g EY) LS BE L 2o Tnane 5
2&9,

2—1. #F-BOBEERN/INTHE A LELTO Positive
Psychology

Seligman & Csikszentmihalyi (2000) (%320 /0B
e N OB IS 3B U, % OWBHRN 2 nis
5% < DHIRSSICE TICER I N TE 724, A
RYF 4 TEMEIIZONTORRIZWE A IcaXh
TETWAEWZ EETIEL, ABORFORY T 1 7k
AEICBI4 5 1f%% % [Positive Psychology| & IFFFRL 7z,
ZOFREZT CABPHOERY 7 1 T aRMEIZ DWW T
AN T, RS &% & Well-being % it &
BB HADRRE, HEE, TAICODWTHIRLE S &5
B AL U T3, Z O Positive Psychology (2B %
EOh RO -y yOE ks h>o5 %
(Lopez & Snyder, 2003) .
RENZLEDOL LT, EROHIZIAAERY 2 X 4
T4 TBALL Y —OEEER A L ALK
EONEIE % HE & 2 R & ORIE OG22 4 Tk
<, AT 4 T RHRIIT LTS 2 720 IZfAD
FAVETRAZPISHL & 5 &3 %50 (Hobfoll, 1998) %,
TERZ b Loy 3 — &S 5 DT 2 5 A2 EMAL L 72
BX o> )AL % Hefii 3 5 TR 2 i (Aspinwall & Taylor,
1997) BETHS., ZOXI BFHLVBEADOESIZL >
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T, 2 MLy ¥ =IOV TORMFEEDORIC [ %]
[#k] LaHli e 3 BA0ATEERL, LA [k
& UCEHIi &, EADKERHIRSE & 7 2 R IEHER 2
{8l D FE 133 H 9 % Positive Coping D AfF %% 43 il h &
ho25H % (Lopez & Snyder, 2003) .

2—2. Proactive Coping Theory
Positive Coping DH Tl & IRy L D& 5 M
Al Schwarzer (Schwarzer, 1999, 2000; Schwazer & Tau-

bert, 2002) @ Proactive Coping Theory 73 5

Table 1

Proactive Coping Theory Tid, #ERDZIZIHNT R
FL o — EEE L TAhH S ORIEH (reactive) 7T —
Yy 7 iiflhibn OISk L, EEMZ Ly =120
THRANIHAATEETH 22 5 [N AL | %
B B, WM EL TRz sir 322 Ly 3 —
x5 PRI E G a - v I hlbh s,

ZO [ ZaRMEL | 288E$5 2 LT, BENZ
MLy =1 B RRAIREE OB [2 b Loy Y — it
O] Ziind 52 &tk %, D0, &
AR B THEFZIZ AR 5 & a8k & h 5 [ I

Proactive Coping Theory ic$(7 3 3—FE > T DFEHE 458

a—ev s it

o— BV T DR

[H9FTIELE A LR TR

@ Reactive coping : TR UTHILLL 5 & 4557 )

G058 U7 B0 MR ICHESR 1T AE T
25\ AN TEN T RS Y VNN aRD e i e
511

@ Anticipatory coping :

[ R 72 AN SE 70 R STkt LTl 2

@ Preventive coping :
ping B4

[k 72 B A SO RORR R 2 it &4
51 OO EIROMEIBIT 55575 )

@ Proactive coping :

FTTIZA B LA TR FENELTTND & LSS 1T HE
IR A MO G2 | BEARRSE L2 L EmR LR
%o WERODIA—E L THRICB W THIE SN TN D a—Er
FZAUCETIEE S,

FIRAEL 2 HRFENECHLEZFIZEIL YD LN DV RIR
bn., ZUTHANIZ O ENDY AT EYIRIA L M5
TERME LD, ZOa—Er S ORE L LT, FlZE,

BHOREEOT | B EWET D, b2 WIIMOEIR 2 B
T %72 & ORI OB - Rt 2Rk LT 2ok
by ZDOaA—E U TET D W idstressor &9 72 O DGR
AT D 2L Gl S,

AN L ADFER O EKR S 4 B8 S8 5 GIRAEL T 5850150,
AN VATV IR R EOBMG O ROA A2 D ST L5 L LT
EZHNTWS, @DAnticipatory CopingZins7a ) M (24
U % Hik ST 2 Ml 72295 Tdh 5 —75 . Preventive
coping TIEEANIIIERAC RO H HAKICIHNT) I D
I BARVDS LIARWERIZOWTHR I DO TH D, €D
JIZEB W TPreventive copinglZfFERARBUE NS DU A
I IV A N,

Proactive CopingZHAMHANIL, BRIZBITAH U AT BREE)
O, L THREROHD T, Thba® - ik, Bl e
W Tz X SZR AT 4 TINS5 O T < e L ABEED
5@ demanding situation (BFEZ2ZR T 54R0L) Zpersonal
challenge (fELARUZRBEIROFES) & L CHRZRT, ZOMT
TA—EUSFY AT R AL PTERL, A=A R YA
el D,

Certain
(M Reactive Coping A
@ Anticipatory Coping
@ Proactive Coping
>
Past harm/losses Future threats & Challenges
@ Preventive Coping
v
Uncertain

Figure 2 Proactive Coping Theory (CH (12 a1—E T O E
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270D NEE, FHUEEMHRTIIRE VL DDA
DWRENEEFZRE SN BZWIEN LA P Ly =1 LTk
ENBHAUIBEMIC R AL S8 & LTXITREE &h 5,
% Z CProactive Coping Theory T3 _L AL Ol # % i &
LT, I—V¥t s %DReactive Coping, @ Anticipatory
Coping, (3 Preventive Coping, @ Proactive Coping
4 FRSFICS3H L T3 (Table 1, Figure 2).

Proactive Coping Theory (&, Hobfoll (1988) ® & &
BERCET AMRICEEIALELS [N, L%
KOBFEAG &S LHANRKYD, £ OESE RKRZA
EDIZL &S LA, FFRI &l %k d 5 720D
resistance factor (PHI%A]) #MET 5, 503 H
BO-SORREMERIIL, REXIES] WHEL N
123N T W3 (Schwarzer & Taubert, 2002) , /0B
WAL AETILERBNBE» SR L2207 7
u—FiF, MFOI-E U e EWA T, Biza AR
DERRARY 7 4 THRMIEND T — ¥ v 7 &L £ 5 HEl
A %9 5 (Schwarzer, 2000) . Proactive Coping (&
Table.1(Z/R 7= 0, Bibiih & Ol % Pk & 3¢
fliL, ACKENEESE L TRETINT, 2a-Ey sy
WBHERDY 22232V X v bTIRAL, HEGERP X
T3V AV FELTIAONS, ZLTZDED
A, % ORENE D5 H 52 % R I Al
LT &) fUS B W THEEIN (Proactive) & &5,
AWBCENTED FVRER LD ST -7 2%
MiSEL &5 &3 2 55513, AEim A2 AR
SHBLEZLS5N5, Proactive Coping ik 5 X I L
213, APLZADOEORY T o alliichi I ND
[eustress : ZEPEM) AR E AL T XL ¥ — ] (Selye,
1956) & LR &N 5 (Schwarzer & Taubert, 2002)

ADPBERNA P Ly =2 TPHT 2702202 h
5 % P Hid % {783 Proactive = {78 & ¥4, T D Pro-
active [TEINE 2 b L 2 7 L EHSRENEL BHIIZEZ LD
L OATE RS 5L M5B, 2N 5 i planning (7
F v =7, goalsetting (HI%3%7E), organization (i

A1L), mental simulation (f A —Y + Y2 3IL—¥ 3

E

V) EWnd KD ATENC K > TRk E D (Aspinwall
& Taylor, 1999) . E7=EAEIA ML o ¥ =T L THE
7 % Preventive Coping & Proactive Coping 13 M # & &
R 2 W@ L OhT, FERIICAER L 5 2% HkE i
Z TCORPFEREE L WS JLATE A 8 SN B T LW
fRTH B EMIEM IS (Aspinwall & Taylor, 1999) .
L2 L, Preventive Coping TI3fF A 3 2 ik i3
FRE LTCEHiEh> 22826, ZOMEIZIEAR )
AR L T 5 Z & AMRE &, Wl Proactive Coping T
BALZDOL XL, HoRFOFHIIHIK & L ThiiE
DFehbEHELLNTWS (Schwarzer, 2000) .

2—3. Proactive Coping Inventory (PCl) MDBi% &
BE

Proactive Coping Theory DJEFIZf¥: > T, Greenglass,
Schwarzer, & Taubert (1999) i Proactive Coping ® %
& LDIT (Table 2) X 5I2% &%, Proactive Coping
%l 4 % JUE & L T Proactive Coping Inventory (PCI)
ERFEL TS,

PCI & Proactive Coping Theory (Scwarzer,1999) %
BEI, P A ORFEEFZICHEHE % PUE LIERK S
NTkH, 62O MIREIZKZ2HEHDA XV b
) —=Tdh b, T Zh [Proactive Coping] [Reflective
Coping] [Preventive Coping| [Strategic Planning |

[Instrumental Support Seeking] [Emotional Support
Seeking| @ {7 RJ¥ 73 Proactive Coping % f§/% 3 % %
1) 7 RE B8 & B9 LTy B, Table 31245 FALRE D
FERT,

2—4. Proactive Coping (CB8§ 2%

Proactive Coping 129 2 i 2z VW Z&F F 3 h /-
/7D Tdh %M, Greenglass, Marques, Ridder, & Behl
(2005) FUNEY T =Y a VEZTTOBIRNREICE
T Proactive Coping & Il A0 AE DRI 2 4848 & D
Btk & BT U, & D Proactive Zflfl AT & HEE% M) 2 17 8)
LR 5 Z & AL T B, Schwarzer & Taubert
(2002) 13 % fifi © Proactive Coping &/¥— ¥ 7 7 b OB
fRIZDWT, XD Proactive ZHAME ELFH» 6560

Table 2 Proactive Coping D45

1)  Proactive % HELERK % £F: 5 planning & TFAN & /i % AT 5.
2)  Social resource A& & i H & 1S HERR A MAETHEDTH S,

(MhDEH A GG T 55 ThH 5, THUIMEH S SN B RED, BN, *-WHH0gEE &)
3) HEGEKRDZ®IZEEZ G L 72 proactive A5 EI 2 — ¥ Y 7 2 W4 5

- Greenglass (2002) #ZF /B L 72
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Table 3 PCHIHT B TURENER

Proactive Coping:

Preventive Coping:

e TS5 )
Reflective Coping:

Strategic Planning:

B ERI72 BAROBREIILSE | ZOEELDT=D OITBY LR AR OO DXHALES 7)
IEAERIZR AL =S54 2 T & ZOWTERZR AN v =BT L2 £ TIT TR

AA=THRHET 2L ES T ATHORRICH T o0 a3 — a2 T 55085 7)
RELIIRZE LT VB~ EIL T, BARERAZ2 T EHE O RiBL

AR =T DB, EDDDT R ALAAEFRST = =R\ 72 BIFL IS LT 588

Instrumental Support Seeking: By 75K 12 B A R LSS S

Emotional Support Seeking:

— IR TRE R R AN e S | SR 2 (CBIZR L7 S PERRE LI Fa Al R § 2 2 & Tl
T2 RICB o655

BUERAEL, N=V Ty P OREMENT EEAS
M2 L7z, Greenglass, Fiksenbaum, & Eaton (2006) (&
LAEMOBERETAL S DITHLTY =¥ vy L H K —
I, Proactive Coping ' & O K& 5 %84 5.2 % 7
L, Proactive Coping®®Y — ¥ v LYK= I MW EHE 5 Z
ETC, MADEHEKRNEEZITRELTECZIS D%
Bk & & % W[ REME A /RIE L T\ %, Uskal & Greenglass
(2005) T3P Well-being D JEHE & Proactive Coping
BEONE ARG T D 2 BN E D L 5 ICE
T3 2 MaEF L, D PR Well-being 1= %t 9~ % Proactive
Coping DIED M A JEf L T\ 5, BLERE T, vw<
DHDT 4 =)L FIZEWTHLEE & OBE L, Well-
being & DEHHEIZ DWW TOMENER I TE T\ 5,

3. ik a—-ECTHEEL TD Pro-
active Coping —41#ENEEE ER—

a-E VIR ARNE ) PR h B R4
BRI L TIrb g, IEROMIFRIC & > TAHBREL
EHHEAEMT 5T, g, o 0BRELTY ba—)L
FAHMESN S IZ > TER, LrL, I—E V70
FRIZRWER 2B A6 8, SHRENLAD D ZOH
UWHIHSE A S TR & LT3,

PER DFFELRL AW IR RE D [ & > 722 25 2 b
LADX AT 4 TaflliiTidial, ABZAbL 2T
ERHli 2 BB L OB Voh Ty [Hik] 8t x
ENBMEAFFIEL, & 6I12F Th HMENOHEM %
R LU THERT S5, 2 ML 2&4IE LEARO
BLWHOHFDO—DOThbEEbIhS, ART#HML
7z Proactive Coping Theory & Z dD Z b L X # K EAND
W UTHA 20T, AZWLT 2 7 ot 212460
EMTCHEDOTH S, fEkoa—-vry g cida—
Y ZiE—20) 2233 YAV FEWS TR X H
TR, APV ZEREANOEELELTRAETIO
Proactive Coping Df A& &, Z DM A 0H 5

MIENBZ LT, a—¥ D7 at 213K
A2 A YA PELTTREL, HAOHCERAD
BRICKT 2 —DDAT v TELTOIT— LTI AY
LTSN AREEE 55 ThAS, TDLHIC
B EDOMEVIIB T ARV T 4 TARMAEERAHS »
T Zeid, MAOBECEREREL, A
EIZ B % Well-being DIEHEIZ DA 2 /T Al & EHE /o
WNeEHZ>bLeELOEND,

L L, Proactive Coping \ZBH9 27813472 2 4 —
FTA VIS SE2PDTHD, WSsAIZENRTHAN
HRIZ DWW TOR AL IGLNMGE S NI TH 5, LITIC
Proactive Coping (= B4 2%t % B4 % L TD5#%D
A BT HET L TARZZ0,

(1) BERICHT 5 PCIOLEREE L TOIEREK:
ZLHMOIRET

e B4 % LTl RE LA D 5 2 0EREOHFE
DOERIZEETH 5, PCLIDEHENE - 24 MECB L T3,
JIE (2007) 123V THES L, Greenglass et al. (1999)
DF V) D F N EWT BEHNE - YRR D SN, O
HRE L L TEHOMZEIZB W COMICA > 261
PEAVRIE SNz, LA L, B TORENETHSZ
L EEA, SHROBENZOTTHRDEL, EHEM - 7
BHIZOWTHGT ATRS ZENTEETHLLEELION
%,

(2) *4&EE & Proactive Coping & DESE CEIT
35
Proactive Coping |3 ¥ 5 % WG L 7 28 5 A A DR IZ
OO BRAE I TH 5 Z &» b & RAETR (Lazarus
& Folkman, 1984) & ORI AR5 22425 Z & HA%E
ThdeELOND, MU EFRLE L TDOY —Y v
ILHR— ME, EROMFROHTE a -y 7ICipE %
52 2BHATHBE XN T3 (Cohen & Wills, 1985)
FNNAGEE U QIR HE &R &S —
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VIV T4 AR -V I BES A5 2 80
62 E N TS (Sewarzer, 1992), Zh 6 DFEE K
73 Proactive Coping & £ D K& 5 % BEIZ & % D7 % MGt
T5ZENMETH A, Proactive Coping IFH Iz &
IR T 4 TERMENCERASTHIH LI -V 7B
MTH DA, TORIIFHEREX L Vo 7250k0 T —
EV O ENRL TO A BE AT oh s,
Proactive Coping & ft kD 2 — & v & @ Ffn] & BRI
FHT 2720108 T - v ZIZBD 2L KR O ILEER
ERGEDBAAIRTH B EELEND,

(3) Proactive Coping DAEBFZICEAT 2 EM &
REh 5 DKET

I-Y VIS5 H, BEEBEAOHEEHE WS 7'a
Y AN AR TR S N5, 7 e v 2 &R BB,
Schwarzer & Knoll (2003) 2@ R% kK Hica - v
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ABSTRACT

A Theoretical Examination of Coping Focusing on Growth through Stress:
“Proactive Coping Theory” A new View Point of the Positive Aspect
of Stress and Coping

Kazuaki KAWASHIMA

This article introduced the Proactive Coping Theory which focuses on the positive aspect of stress
and coping contributing for the growth of people.

Many studies had been conducted on stress and coping in the field of psychology. Most of these
studies focused on the negative aspects of stress and coping, addressed the coping could be the fac-
tor which reducing impacts of stressors. In this context, stress had been assumed the negative stimuli
for people. However people sometimes use the stress as the chance for the own growth. This article
briefly reviewed the past studies and discusses about the Proactive Coping Theory as a new view point
for the future studies of stress and coping.

Key words: Proactive Coping Theory, positive psychology, stress and coping
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