FR4d : JAXIHOL 2EH A, HS

AR Ao} 7} F 9] AEd A9} 3 -S-7o] HAAF

ol

I.M 2
1.7 Hel

1970145} FulA=R] Aol of5-o] 74E 7] 5ol N o
7o AFEL 71Fo] Aol obEoz qls] e
2 € 2Eq 20 Fo ot AA G o 7150l
T 7bEe] T4 Foll 77} Aol ofFol 8] 7H3 3
4 HHE& Jel el & FH Aoz Ay g
o}, olst= iz 0 g FtFo] AEHAE A= AL
ol ob5 wlf-olztr| Bl 7}Fo] olF 2] wkA Hal
ool A& oz dAstd e 24 =24
AAQl FAHE FFA71A £apedlA v E2H o= 34
o]l FAF 3 et 22 AT AP oz fyPeo
7tZo] At 2B 8 o) Y EZ A5 433
the A& AzEa olo) d FAIAq o= BAE
WA stz 8= whgke 2 vpelrtam gict

Aol A 71E ~edlA o2 g o] &8 AL 2HE
FAdel B4 =& ot S U4S o WA s A1 F
W shE A4 st 4 A skeh Hille] 19580l ABCX
712 87 A & 1FA Al oldl FMEo] oA 2E
#lzolf ub-§-3ley =3 o & Wotol B AT R
AA o g AzEA =lglor 1960d o] F Ao o
27\ 7A o] oko] AT AL I o] FolA &

* Aroiga gpEde

§I#

i gltH(McCubbin, Nevin, Cauble, Larsen & Pat-
terson, 1982).

AT ol 2L T AF FHFE e,
$-2] v2te] Al A A9 Aol obEoll sl el A
dAz A 71Ee] 2B A QESE 7HF AA FoAA
ME AL R AIE & e Aol ob5 22t 34
ANAE FAez Fg A5l HAAE Gt E
Ro|e},

2947 25

2 A7 EHo 2y obFe] Fefl EAE 7MS0l &
W 717t obEg ERH Bole 2B A S 282 S}
£} 715 HFo] 2B A 432 oFA Wl
A A7} 7HE A BA AL ARHRA M F
AEH A, 7HE AYE, 2EHA A3 QA o 712

$ 5ol Al YA A PAL FobhnA gt

o] & A8l 7HdA dlEry g AMASn HFEe
AE AFAoz FA8 Boie ol £ 479 53]
23

o] Aol e FAA A& b5 2o}

1) 71 ol & o #al g zbe] AddAlol At A7
9 AL 58 JlEHog A2A G A YL
T4 jhet,



2) Aolotgol 7HZolA wl A& 7F 2B 25} 7}
% 7 53he] AAE 24 Y

3) A&7l 252 4 AA o) vl E JF
R L

4) Aofjobgol 7tFollA vl A SHFLEH A}t 2E
dl A% AP ol o] FAE 24 G

5) 74&71%, Aelobgel 7l vl € HF2E
Hle W 2Ed2 48 A7} 71EH Gl ulA & o
Racl Rt

3. AT EH|

EA L 7HE 2B A A0 5545 71 A IAR
< 2 Aelck(ra).

FA 2 7t 2B A AR EE4E AEH A A
AR Ax = Eg AolcHra),

A 3 7t 2Ed A AE0t 2245 VM SV AR
+ w2 Aelek(rn).

A4 SN AR €4S S ARAEE S
£ Zelet(ga).

EA 5 7 715 AR 2845 2B A AR A
9 J =7t && Aolch(p2).

A 6. AEH A AR AY A7 EEFEF A
AL =8 HolHAn).

4. 80{ Y2

7 A g R A £F Y A1EF Holl obEa)
o] [A FFEA FFA ol FAHE Ao 215 Ag
7HE A% A4 23 AFAF sk s He
{Generalized Contentment Scale ; GCS) & ] &34
2359 A7t 2845 A Tl #2 Aelrh

7% AR ARl A% AT E Wkl g of
ZNE e 8 TS SEANL s UEIEYd Y 2 5
olet, 7} & & 2487 Y 1= 7159 Al oA
Olson(1986) 5o At A 422 552 28149
7}+E 71% 3 Moos(1974) ol &l &fl Qs 715 87 e
8 ARA AT Ao A YL E A3 &4
sl ch

A47l 2245 AEI 5 A 52 A £30h

AEf A Aol ik Ao Al Aol Foll e
A8 2Edl 2ol el SHEo] 3o} e Fo)she A
£ 2 McCubbin, Olsonz} Larsen(1981) &) 4333 =

N5 83 A A24A A5

L ol nAP5Fo e AL BYG 710} A
oitn dNse HEE 2FYded F40t 245
343 Aojt, ,

ooty Q@ 7t F AEH A L HAIAA o} A
74E Aol AFEHEA A 5& hdAel AP S
58 A= 270 7H5e] oA AAAA g H =
7o A me 2EH AF B

o] 9] £3-2 Holroyd7} Al&3t #ellobz Q¥ 715
Stress A x4l Questionnaire on Resources and
Stress(QRS) & 52% &2 & Az =75
A A= (1989) 7t #l ekt A-g o] &3t Hof o}Fe] 7}
Foll vlA = 9IS 2AFAt AF 5SS
2B A7) gobe S 903

AAAA e} : B5-stamol] ATGFoldy HAAME
F2 viebdie] s, HAdej], 4 FFEZE5 8
ol BgH oz el 184] olFe] HololEE
gt

I.ol18% uiZ

FAA AN 52 Aol otgolu W Ey 2} e vk A
€+ {2 e SolEe sHEo] AT dTE A3 #H3,
§5 H3e dF HopollA F2 @ vl E AVgedl
E3 A Al 2 $RA A 25 33D Aol
gta g ch(Fewell, 1986). ol FAIA Alobg2) 22
7} AAsHe ~EH A A x 9} 5b4 Adole] 227} Q1A
e 2E8A AEE v d AFEA FAIR A o5
F2rhop At A ftobe)] Hreduct 2B AV 2
th= o A 25} o] & = 23k cH( Cummings, 1976).

Hill(1949) clef 2 2~ E Ao g} 71 52] & §o) =
AR A% B e A7 FAL 1S 4B A
A 2Ed 2o AF 71F o2 YEhE A elh
7hE A2 AL A H-Z o Ftol A Jeld
£ d% deetn @ 4 oH(McCubbin and Pat-
terson, 1983).

ol o}F 71Fe A L& 88 715 S ez 24
Az FFH o 71E dhgolld FeF AL B2 8
A AAZ £38] olA Y A F 4FL ZEIE FH L)
% &A%k YoH(Trute, 1990).

McCubbin®} Patterson(1983)-2 Double ABCX 2
Folq bB a4t 7hEe § =k $Ho 24 7159
A A7 w3l o) obrlsl e 8 T 5 3542 4 A
£ golatz A 95 AcH(McCubbin, 1987).



7tE AE 8 A o] Eoll 4 71259 & -§(Adaptation) el
Qg F= 8493 71 AYUE 71E TA YL ARl A
2 (family member’s personal resources), 7}& ¢
W& 29 (family system’s internal resources), 12
2 7}E w9 o)X x4 (family system’s external
resources) 9] A 712 2 & 4 9t (M.McCubbin., &
H.McCubbin, 1987).

Aol AUE FARE 4712 72 gaE AAA
o, 44 4L Edz A4 #4A e 2AA =
& &9, =2 AMA A7 2| A4 2l
(McCubbin, H.1. et al,, 1980) o1 A&l Zwo] 7}
A AFAEANA FE=H4-Fol

Pearlins} Schooler(1978, 1982) & 7h<el =1-§ 37}
A2 F33le =lo} &ZF(self-esteem), A7) v)é}
(self-denigration), ¥ << (mastery)® B53l%ic}h
o] F Aot F ol £ AEHA FAHNA WS F3g
g g4 o]l AEdA FAHAAN HAPs)s 9T E
+ Al 73 aapAels S5 g4 Tl
o} & o] eH(Pearlin, et al., 1981).

71 FAYY IR AY LS F5S AUEw F
83 ¥ goln ol 713 A A AU AME A5 )}
Z 423 9l 2|4} 4 %-o|c}(Anderson, 1986).

Burr(1973)9 7R oA+ 15744 7}& A Al Fo
4 712 483 (Family Adaptability)® 7}& A48
(Family Cohesiveness)¢] 1@ 5lglowi o] F7}z &
= o} Circumplex Model®} F 9. & o] 51¢] Olson %
o] F8E4) o8l A F5 Ak (Olsonet al, 1979).

o] R¥oll A A8 7t ASH AFL sHE A AW
oAl FH3te 715 FALTL AHA fo3 9 A
o] 7 sl Ag3e] FoiA 945 23ete Y3
et

A ¢-2] (Adaptability) & =3} 7}& A7 AY ==
el 9 7lol ub-gdted 3ol Fau 4 WAL A
71 58 ol cH(Park, 1991).

74Eol A7 45 ZAEH HZAA JAL RS 7S
€ A A" AL Bl 4 fAH A E FAE
Aolgls MAte e 72 75 FEdl Ao 9
AL 250 28 W4 va gl A £5E JE
o] 243 9 AP Yoz o|YFE s A3
ol AR g4 2 24 grfx 8¢ =H(Olson, Russel
& Sprenkel, 1983).

B 7ol 4 A4 (Cohsion) # A -8 (Adapta-
bility)-& 19853 Olson, Portner %! Lavee ol ¢4

AE AEH S5} H4Y ¥ =7 FACES—1I
(Family Adaptability Cohesion Evaluation Scale) ol
o3 &4 skt _

Eq AAH A} 4250 7HE Al Fad acle
2 A5 ong Moossh 58 Eo| A2 Family
Environmental Scale & 7}&2] 333 A4 1074
VEERELEETUL L

7tE 2B A o Bl AR HEA RHE 4
3ol A5 A"zt 7ldelvh(Hansen & Johnson,
1979).

7}E 2B A dTollM 1 Ee] 2ElAY B
o] vehi}E ub-Sol 2ol o o] 2 s Fof et 5
g Argtol] il zlol 7t YErHE A st AL (gL
= Yoith

A= AERE] ofd AbA % Alele] Xz} H
7tel £8lso] shte] 1Al EAYE 4 Yok F
Aslg Kol (A 3, 1987) A FALA o wiE7}t ot
v A rE Agkste AL oW E A s 7ol
2 ARE 7l F3H gl of# AWM 2 4+
9l e+ (McCubbin & Patterscn, 1983).

%3 McCubbins}+ Patterson(1983) ol 23+ A3
< Aozt k¥olat H71A AAE Fhte] ‘=R
2 YolEol Ay B o WA HE A Be Al K
olegtn glozy x&-g e o]} A& 715
A § £ol3lA sl F-8¢ 98 detx sk

Shatyel A ek 2s) oF o] Zol BN & P
< 24 AT EL 71So] HEHo g & AEHA
ol ¥4 lctz w2 7tE2F $4H0 2 o A
o2 ~EHAE S5 olw Aol ok5o] S E
oz st EiA o]84H AEHA 2 =7
Holroyd(1974) ol 93] #A#® Questionnaire on
Resources and Stress(QRS) o] =},

AT ZHE £ o Aol o5 71EE o] A4 ok IS
ko] g AEHAE YAt g et 2E
Ao A 7e a4 B ~EHAE D2
70| 94 g ghell McCubbin(1988)-& 7} FAE 8 ~, A
g, $uo A3E o]l AF Fol 58 71FHEE AL
2 2439

Hofjol5o] 71 ol vl & F AL AR AT A=
209l YA AelEo] o} FHolz qlite] AEHA
£z glos AL AE AR A0 L3 A &
(A=, 1989 : #4113, 1990). AR AetF-o] 7HE
of v1A J3g 2 A9 AFEL A JIAZ
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2Feed AA, AAM R AH FH5F 4+ e &
Edxof 717 #Hoddt M Ee BEAE =W A, 7}
Zo] Ayt EHA Y AAAH FAE A2 A
7bEe] 53 Azsa dA AR AL A3
A9 e A& HByrne & Cunningham, 1985).

£ AFeAe HEA) =Y F5E 4l Double
ABCX Model & o} &3lng o] 235 F4]og 714

2

AR Eats) A A24E A4Z

4 24¢ =29n7 Bk

ol 2EdlAqel HE AR A%} HES A0l
Washe A2 B Y 2 AEdA 43l el 7HEo]
Wel e Cob 45§56 97120 XE A2 3Ed 97)
AR 23 HH e AR A2E +2 Ago] o]
Fol2lcht Hill(1958) 8 28l A12te) AYE £
Aolst.

H bonadaptation

xX
° maladaptation
pre crisis post crisis
—time time

Fig 1. Double ABCX Model(McCubbin & Patterson, 1983).

A EAA AN AFEA o] A S dr) 9
8 4 Double ABCX Model-g o} &-38tof oh-&ab k-2 7]
A 23 A K27 2).

ZHo)H SHEAE AT AN WAHSEQ)
NEALR 2EHNA AS AA L g 7FE2A Lo o]2

A2 FARNAR AR5 AZALol WA
A 2Edls 43 AYS W AEA ol ol A2
74 shsh ek,

£ RS 224 4% AP AR 4
AEA ol o2 A2 TS

oo 4 dr

Family
o) Resources{n) %,
Family Stress (=) Familly
(&) +) Adaptation(3)
~ ) Situational \X\
Definition{72)

Fig 2. Hypothetical Model

o7 9y
1.7 A
B AFE AEA A Yl Aol o}Fo] REE FAHL

2% 2Edls e AAE Yud TR egoz 4
A s sich.

2. A7 O ERL

&3 2L 1F AR H4 o] AgFA
oo 2mE digos slgn HelFdyol s
19921 59 15¢ ¥ 849 109474 A4 71 E¢ A3t
At

(1) T4 2§ 7|1l & Asflo}, JA AAoL &
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o] 1841 ol shol w4l 43 A o] A o] 445] & ol o}
O

(2) AF Aol & g FAA Aole] F% 32

A8 43¢ A%, T, AR ANV B4 ag
@3} 1A A4 Z1el A A4 e, ol A9
A 543} A8 AAA £30) ShpsA LEHEF o
71 18l Aol k.

AL 4740 B B4 71EE B 194 AHFolg et of
F S%o] $AR 412 AT £ 190 71E0) AR
24 0] o] g5 31 ck.

aAT T

1) AR A gellopz Q@ 71F AEHA HE

Aol ob5-0] 71F FAI el vl G Y Aol o}
€+ Fred B2 3o g8 233 At

Holroyd7} #1123 QRS A = (The Questionnaire on
Resources and Stress ; 1974) 285 -F-3-& Friedrich %
(1983)¢] 52 £ oz ezt ol A A=H1989)
7} glekdle] Algstgdon 2F F(1990) 5 o) & ol &
3o Aol obg ol 7HEol Bl A S A Yk

AFA Y W& 4709 8952 vroixla glod
8 ¥4 AR A GEEL g9 [ -Fuy /e T
Al, s I-2=2 ez, g9l M-ob5e 54, 24l
NV —olgo AAA 54 o2 gt

‘BE Y SHE FA 89l e o159 Fojdde] FHA
ZrAl 9 g 754l A At A7 35
T2 TAEY ‘Bre dx gl aid Aol A
F2o 24A dx, v|dH] Ao #3 gF, 22
‘o}Eo] 57’ 8.9l slg obFo] ol £A H 5ol
ol g 35, ‘AAA 5% 991L Aofote] Al
A 58, A7 A5 A Y FEEolct. 24 HEz2
ZAg o Aol obF o] F15olAl 5t 3 R =l o
ko] Q= A2 &, 1A 4L AS-1Hez 24
et A A 57t 2855 Aol obg-o] 71l A v]X]
€ 28827 Fobe A oejdch & Aol o]l =F
9} A8} %+ Alpha 3ol 0.8884.8 Jelstci(Table 1).

2 A& AF AR

7}Eo] 2EH 2 A o]} W Sto)] A H gl o FA
H5E AA7E dxded 48 4L sty HE
H% P 5 Jehicl

743 (Cohsion) %} #-§-3 (Adaptability)-& 1985
Olson, Portner % Lavee %ol 2] A)'dx 712 A3
H3 A48 37} =79 FACES— I (Family Adap-
tability Cohesion Evaluation Scale) o &l&l =3 351
o}, 2 APl 21 581(1989) ol o8 T AL 4
A3t AHE- et

o] 7€ A4H 103(E4 W), 3894 10945
(B wE) 2520 &2 54 Axg 77 A4 %
4% 712 ALY A S o] 3-8 9o gt

=g AXA AL £50] 1S XY FoF ade
2 AAsglenz Moosst §EEo] A& Family
Environmental Scale & 7159 383 a9oA 1070
E-2 Agste] welsigleh o] & 2] 4okAH1983) 7
Holgl AT o1 8](1987) 7 3YG =75 wial, A&
T A& vl msle] A shglet

£ A7olM 54 Axg FAYew A47t 2254 F
7}E 715l Eoe AE Yvidch =79 A=
Alpha 3t-2 0.88472 vie} el Table 1),

3) 2B AR A A

2EHA ARE TR o2 Ho5E Aoz 7hFo)
A 7 o] v} W Blofl A g3l el =& el ch

McCubbin, Larsen 3! Olson(1982) of] 2} #ff 2+-E-o] 3
1353 $5& Aaste w5380 2 gl

ol Nx & AEd L Adtel digt & 58, ojd £
A A Aol @A) Al Y AltAle m st oA
el e 54 Axz ATslagled A4t &
245 3 A B2 vebie

2 dPlMesd ez 23Pos A5t 524
£ 2edlx A3 AA ) At Frie A o]
=79 A8 = 2 Alpha 32 0.7332 o] gl ci{Table 1.

) EAE A

7}E ASe 2 iE A 24 el o] & 4
8 ALg] Akl ZHE S1F A4 24 Sl A (FAA, AA
A, 1988) F duizstsgl utZF A = (General Content-
ment Scale : GCS) & o] &%t

dubsheEl 9k A e 25392 54 Hx 2 £33
A5t 245 k3 230 A= S 3AT A
3} Alphagtel 0.8566.2. = vhebxkel(Table 1).
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Table 1. Cronbach’s Alpha of the Tools

A&7 5 a3 2 A24d A48

Variables Scale No.of Items developed  No.of Items modified ALPHA

Family Stress

Shortform of QRS by Friedrich, et al.(1983) 52 52 0.8884
Family Functioning 30 30 0.8990

FACES — I by Olson, Porter & Lavee(1985) 20 20

Family Environment Scale by Moos, et al. (1974) 10 10
Situational Definition 10 9 0.7332

Family-Coping Coherence by McCubbin, Larsen & Olson(1982) 4 4

Situational Definition by Author 6 5
Family Adaptation

General Contentment Scale by Nam & Choi(1988) 25 25 0.8566

¢ FACES Il : Family Adaptability Cohesion Evaluation Scale Il

.2 Uy

4A9 A28 A2 LA M4 28-S AR sy
Aa4A Al At Fu g FH2e] 4G A7) WAy
22 Qi 2=~ 9315 ool Qg /= A
e Ao olE L F2 Euk EU(F2 olni])o] &
Heli o & ETEE $3U @A SR LS
Eoiz 23 Ao 4o 2o A5E Pl JF
7t& AGE ol A4 Am FA 6 o] &3

1) SPSSPCt z 2 a2 g o] &3led A =te] 54
Y A7 Wgol sl A& SAE Aastast

2) AF HW47ke] WAL AR DA 2AHE Sk
3) 7 28] x A RAL 5T 0| & F2E Y
7] 9 &) PC—Lisrel 7.13(J6reskog & Sérbom, 1989)
& o] &3] LA Yo},

olwl A 2 A9 A4 e Hof 7h5 4 (Maxi-
mum Likelihood)-% o] &34},

Nz
1. CHAKKLQ| Qlbiy =

1) P4 A A 22

7 258 54

2% 32 & (Table 2ol 4l 2.+ v} 2o ol of
Feol ooyl 33 o] 484% 2 A 7P BE XE
£ ngler opulAs A ee dEel 0.5%2 3 B
skeh F2¢ $TE F2E 743 ouly 7} 1459 (76.
3%) 2.2 ohui) o] 106 (55.8%) 2o of e Aoz
debsteh oY $LE olviul 8] 2§ 1749 (91.6%)

ol Adg 7HAZ YA g i okA Y A4 19
773(98.4%) °) A€ 7HA X Y€ A2 2 vetyton
28 FF F AF-A o FAsE 4971897 (46,
8%) o2 7h gskeh. A4 AH L2 oue] AP
10.5%(20% ) 7} 7 7}e] FA] gt dtglom opuA| 9]
$2.1%(4%) 7} 2A7}ol FA] edrkx 3 5icKTable 2).

Table 2. Characteristics of Parents

Mothers Fathers
n % n %

Education :

Under High School 53 219 33 174

High School 92 484 58 30.5

Junior College 10 5.3 7 3.7

College Graduate 31 163 77 40.5

Graduate School 4 21 15 7.9
Religion :

Non-Believer 45 23.7 84 442

Believer 145 763 106 55.8
Occupation :

Unskilled 1 0.5 6 3.2

Semi-skilled 3 1.6 5 2.6

Skilled 1 0.5 20 105

Sales 6 3.2 49 258

Clerical 2 1.0 89 46.8

Management 3 1.6 10 53

Professional 0 0.0 8 4.2

Housewife 174 91.6 0 0.0

Missing 0 0.0 3 1.6
Health Status :

Good 170 895 186  97.9

Poor 20 10.5 4 2.1

Total 190 100.0 190 100.0
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v}, Aol o} E )l Bmo] ol F A w4

Table 30l A& Aollo} R 2 Y Aoff ofFo il AT
EAGA] H4s A7, £4 2 AE 7123 Aol o}
Fol HA7A e A8 E T o) FoA F a %
717k 2] A 35 A A5k,

Table 3. Demographic Data of Parents and Handi-
capped Children

Variables Mean SDh Range Age
Mother 38.33 571 2%~ 59
Father 41.36 6.03 29~ 61
Child 11.49 3.9 5~ 18

Income :
Mother 10.82 36.37 0~250
Father 132.63 70.10 50~500
Total 147.90 86.82 50~600

Duration of Marital Life(year) :

13.89 5.90 6~ 37
Duration Therapy Applied(month) :

63.65 42.81 6~197

( #=%10000 /month)

HF A8 77 o] oj 17} 384, ol R =414, B
off o} -] 114 olgich. U HF 452 oF 1484l 2
2419929 % Aukr] 24 222 7HA 259 HFol
1207 3d e AAR Ao viwgn] ohs e Y
He 2 velgtow ol Azt o 72%014 FH3
olAtelal . §5hdt A dBA ol e AR nejA
o AE Y4 B Fl4dez Ao HE
o &S e 717k ok 64l Y 2 A A= QA

2 A7 | MEH 8

({1

T w49 A4 EA -+ Table 404 A A5}
W 4] A Z (skewness) & 2.08.cF Hol AT X
A& tEA At

Table 5& £ d-FollA Wz 72 24 Lo &

A W55 A3 BAlel

Ll
4'_
<

L o
b

Table 4. Descriptive Statistics of Measured Variables

Range Variables Mean SD Skewness

Family Stress 81.58 8.73 —0.201 57~ 99
Situational Definition 26.87 571 0.24513~ 42
Family Functioning 102.921 16.80 0.015 59~144
Family Adaptation :

Generalized Contentment 62.83 12.07 0.053 37~ 97

Fro dupdq] Bt F 2 ME 7 FH LR &
Eda Aol A AA e 2el3 AF A=A 7
7} $-9 % A2 Vel oH(r=.461, p<.001 ; r=.450,
p<.001 ; r=~ 363, p<.001).

2 $ 2o 2B A Aol i AR £ S
153 22 43 BAE Febil = (r=.385, p<.001)
2E8s AY ARl AE AvH AL FA AT
BAE e oH(r=—.180, p<.01).

Table 5. Correlation Matrix of Measured Variabies

(Def) (FS) {GCS) (FF)

Def - 1.000

FS - .180* 1.000

GCS 450" - 363" 1.000

FF 385" — .080 .461** 1.000

Def : Situational Definition

FS : The Effect of Handicapped Children on the Family
GCS : Generalized Contentment Scale

FF : Family Functioning

3. FHEMo| o8t 7HM REef HEY

£ AT o) 24 F4 =yl wa} A Ao} F
o 2Ed st A A7) ARNBAE =H 24
Yoz AFR AR Az A4E 2Y3L F634 2
.

Family ()
o Resources ; <,
&/ | Family Functioning { \\
\/// 3 e,
Ay I
. 3 .
Family Stress « Family
(&) yn=-.288*| Adaptation
)— (d
?/\ ‘{‘\Q
N N 7°
% Situational () |/
Definition

Fig 3. Path Analysis of Hypothetical Model
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Table 6. Path Coefficients of Hypothetical Model

To / From Gamma /Beta T-Value

Family Functioning

Family Stress —.079 -1.088
Situational Definition

Family Functioning 373 5.560

Family Stress -.150 —~2.251
Family Adaptation

Family Functioning 334 5.375

Family Stress —.288* —4.494

Situational Definition .270* 4.285
*: T-Value>2.0

7} &7 58 WA o vlA e & EFdE HF AE
# 4~ —0,0792 25 A A fzfo|ch

2Ed 2 48 AR WA Waol vl X F A7
£ 715 71%°] 0.373, 7}& 2 E 8| A —0.150°1 315

744 &AdE 71 E 228 A7 —0.0290] KAk

7+& Ao WA Wgd vl A& F Zde 5 7%
0.334, 7} & ~E8l~ —0.2882 Velgtes A &z
= 7FE 715010101 283 7HE 2 E#H A7 —0.075
ojck, 2Ed 2~ A3 A sslF A Gol vA & F
7 247 0.270°1 ok

7728 WA 4ol gt o)A 4ol F a7
37} ol ofl A A E o] gleiKTable 7).

Table 7. Direct, Indirect and Total Effect Coefficient of
Hypothetical Model

To /From Direct  Indirect Total

Family Functioning

Family Stress —.079 - -.079
Situational Definition

Family Functioning 373 - 373

Family Stress -.151 -.029 -.180
Family Adaptation

Family Functioning .334* 101 435

Family Stress —.288* —.075 -.363

Situatonal Definition .270* - .270

*: T-Value>2.0

7h n3 ol 7 2ol A E viel o) AF-FAHE A
AT AFde o3 2ot
ZA L 7S AENARNES} ES4E 7}
A5 2E Aol ya).
FEAEd A7 FFSA ol vlAlE A A AIA(Y
31=—0.288% S5 om 2 Sh4 e A5 giek

N

=i

A3E2EE 3] A] A24H A4z

FA2 &Y 2EdaAES 245 AEHA
A3 Ao AEE & Aolth(ra).
AEAEH 27l 2E# 2 A3 A A oo u| )&= A A
e folshA ggenz AL A s A ket
A3 HE 2B AR FE4F5 MRS A
EE wE Aol ().
HNEFLEH 27 FHEA) 5ol Pl A AR EFAE Fo
2 @okenz SHA L A E A gghet.
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-— Abstract—

An Analysis on the Pathway between
Family Stress and Adaptation in Families
with Mentally Handicapped Children

Lee, Kyung Hee*

In comparison with the long and continuous his-
tory of research in the general area of stress and
coping, theoretical and clinical interest in family
stress and adaptation is a recent phenomenon.

To understand the phenomena of family behavior,
a comprehensive theoretical framework is needed to
us provide an adequate background to for research.

This study was designed to develop and test a hy-
pothetical model for family stress and adaptation in
families with handicapped children.

A hypothetical model was constructed on the
basis of the family stress theory developed by
McCubbin etc. The model included six paths.

For the purpose of model testing, empirical data
was collected from May to August, 1992. The
subjects of the study were 190 parents of chidren in
five special schools and one private institute in

* Dept. of Nursing, Keimyung University.
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A3 83 A A24A A4S

$eoul and Choong Nam, (4) Situational Definition(g32=.270, T=4.285)
An SPSS PC™ and PC~LISREL 7.13 computer had a direct effect on Family Adaptation.
programs were used for descriptive and covariance The model was supported by the empirical data.
structure analysis., Thus it is suggested that the model could be ad-
The results of the study are as follows, equately applied to family nursing care of families
(1) Family Stress(¥s1=—.288, T=—4.942) had a with a mentally handicapped child.
direct effect on Family Adaptation. In particular, the nursing interventions that en-
(2) Family Functioning(821=—.373, T=5.595) hance family functioning and the situational defi-
had a direct effect on Situational Definition. nition would improve family adaptation in families
(3) Family Functioning(831=.334, T=5.375) had with mentally handicapped children,

a direct effect on Family Adaptation,
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