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<l $8% &8s € Zolth

wEi B AeMe v HEE 459
-S-ddS Aetatris), F7HA S8 o)
A EAE YSPIAE) FAMSFE vy
stnA @k A, 4ol dedidel s
(raw scores) — 53 -34S vYehlle &4 &
Go) B} Y-8 o8] B3, B4, ¥
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Zto] -3 3T HE —§ ol83td £4
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#Ho] Je7kE 73 A3 dSddE: FEY
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g B gig ARAE AU FEANTIE
E A0 53U X &S =F e
A Bt o 83k ok,
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B A E 3L dHEXE ez ik
BEAHE 7]&0) 3y oz FEATS 83%

o0, Fie 715wt P Be Ao e
KE .
CE 1) thARle] AU A (N=113)
£ 4 T B A (%)
| gz 13 (1L.5)
o # 100 (88.5)
18 20~ 3941 29 (25.7)
40~494) 28 (24.8)
50—5941 34 (30.1)
604 o1 22 (19.5)
AE 3 71 & 93 (83.0)
n & 12 (10.7)
7] e 7 (6.2)
% m =N 40 (35.4)
] 18 (15.9)
B2 23 (20.4)
7] & 32 (28.3)

2. E8712L 838k

FE717e Ha oLl A 37270€019
o, B 102.9671¥ (EFHx} 84.507¢) o2
85205734

TEAEE 233 4n, 74949 54
A7k 4mm, Fo) gk 198mm, B3k 124.89mm
Z AAEL BEAYEE ofxriEli Fon,
Aoyl Bzt Axe A4 g 16mm, Hohk
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23 JEIGtKE 2.

(R 2) 58717H S8 (N==113)
W (a9) W9 Bz FEFHA
FE1ONY) 9-372  102.96 84.51
53554 4-198 124.89 47.87
(mm) 347 16—200 113.51 53.02
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3. CHSULt

1) 89154

NE&F TS Fetar|fist ped HAEA
2471 F-3}o) thsle] Iterated Principal Factor
Analysis W3S o] &3] 284S I nH
Z(eigen) o] HAF 1,05t} 7o} slEE 214
g If20] 1.493 o3 = A 8
F-3}2) (factor loading)7} 0.3 ©]/4%1 RS Hs}
of shtel gflez FAT - FH =T
23E 200 3% Il 990 2¥E £

2 217) E3olqith

37N 29le AAHEF 72.04%2] HHFo)
Ron, A1220e AAHF] 46.57%, A28
2 AAuzke] 31.56%, A3 AAHHE
21.87%& A3t YR 3).

Z g]lol X3E A B3 WES X8
golg2, 2 A7t 4 298 HHI Al 1
8218 HZH y-goln, A 280 FHF UA
-8, Al 38218 FAA AA-golta P}t

(H 3) S EYTT 2t eolo| 2&0] LSt ReIFSIX| (N=113)
291 2912 2913
20. e 3L FAEHA 9 0.67452] —0.12533  0.21346
11. oJFA SMEA Ul w7lol} 55§ HH3} 0.58306| —0.20537 —0.02580
14. goldoA gokg x)of BALY A& Dot} 0.55612| —0.07381 0.24034
7. W A"l g FAFo=m Hdrt SE 5 e Al olely] 3, 0.49495| —0.04283 —0.13024
6. At AR Qg AR 0.45951| —0.01014 0.19468
10. TEH 2 &5& AU BHAEE LUt 0.45128 0.13340 —0.23377
24. oFE3E FFEAY v 0.44351| —0.01401 0.25581
2. =%, 23 5& 9 0.40054| —0.01070  0.19161
22. Fohe (1], §7 )& 4t 0.39506 0.11068 0.20286
3. ojdhy & REATC] B 1ol Avka B, 0.38709 0.01934 —0.10479
21, Fohe ok FAFHA 9o 0.30845] —0.08740 —0.21539
18. ool A ok AP Ak 0.27159 0.01322 0.04951
23, A-ugto|u} gt i), 0.21927 0.15508 0.06444
© 8 U7k olEhE AE T Alo] RERE g —0.32656 0.58331 0.22278
9. 2718 & Jga. 0.10146 0.52824| —0.23566
5. 713 0] dojd A& 7)Y g}, 0.10543 0.50451 0.06844
13. AFAE 55°] 9012 Relgtn Azt 0.30154 0.50046 | —0.20877
19. 222 228 238 & 9viu 43, 0.18275 0.43454| —0.28231
1. g A-g EAY ojd A FAS AFAA ol AL 2 FE 4 0.04421 0.41247 0.09635
< 9,
17. ¥ &g 7Idishy e BE Beja w33 0.13550 0.37230| —0.31411
16. A Q& A S vdata 2pste 2 A 0.11733 0.28436  —0.09873
12, Aol 2 & Aof W& B Hol2tn A3 —0.00033 0.17738 0.56416
4. A2 g2 AEED 2o] Jeis Fiig, -0.20773  0.32924 0.42285
15. o|¥ol Ay Zo] o)t a Azksin o] iyt AJZgic) - —0.10527 0.21546 0.35623
A 2.97631 2.01738 1.39776
=Au)2(%) 46.57 31.56 21.87
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(2) o3 Fdzte] wA

LHFE o] &3] AAIAE BN F7 B3
FFEZT F23 ARAATE ehtR] skt
(E .

FARTE o] 83 FXg AR AllLJM(HF
Ad-§)L A28MFHA AAH-§) 2 A38<
(337 AAY$) 3 FAABAL Jow, A2
8(333 AAUS) F A3LA (A AR
4-5) S GaaEArE deres vEibtKE
4, 29 1).

ole] Axtz, AMTE ol &FA Bnoh A
HFrg ol8aiM EMB0] HSFIEL ¥
TEAE o A8 vel Fa3leS & 5 3
At

ojghgro] Fold ARt YEtGR L, dHTFE
o8& 7%, Ao HeFd HFe M2 ¥
< AR §7) WEel P FRBAE
AR Rahe wd, JAAFE o868 B+
Z7te] 9P AFeL tE s ddl
LS UXER e PFETe FREAE &
ord & U

CE 4y ChSUARZte] B (N=113)
axe Gl 437 g 44 ANE 234 AR
PECIRORY 0 1.0 —0.352*** —0.594**
347 A4y ¢ 0,087 10 10 ~0.544%
A4 dAd S 1.0

—0.036 0.136 1.0
***pP<0.0001
A g r=-032"  FFH NS A & et

r=-0.594™ r=-.544"

235 QAR

AR5 JYHEE 2R, A12A(H3H
$)3 SZARE, B A= AdwwAst
= Aoz Jehdt) olg e Ave T
£2 AYso} e BEY NS EERPL}
Q42 P54 oS o Bol 3= RoE 3

A28 (A AAN-S) T FBBA7L U=
HRS, AHFE ol &d] £4S A volgt T
AR =7} S4BRAVF YR eI,
DHFE o) &8 B A7 Yol, 54AE, B
ARHE, FEHE} GPA/A} U=
el Anyez JdBg ) HE4s 333
QAN L Wolslar, eI} AT 48 24
A AAY-e-S AA Fohn B 5 ok S
£ o] &3e W, HFE o8P/ E Ao LA
31A) 23 Bzt Axo) 9-& Axrt FAAY
NS S3HABAV} A= B F A

T2 H4E o83 vl 243 23 A28
A(FAA AXU-S) 2 FAMete] AE o
szlede dHdEs7 o 2RFAE € 7 I
t}.

A32N(FAF JAXNN-S) 7} FHAAI}
[o]

!
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v 2N A AR A7t velyc

o9l ARE HwEAg A TAYBEYE $xb
£ HSFEE olsishatl Hdlidsrr 3 B
oo B2 EEE L ATetn IS & F Aok

et G AFE o] 83 A £ 4
#5 ¥4, 553=(84, B4 A=)t
A% 75 AFHY-$-S gol 3z, vz FH
Rl A2 AA dtf= AS & F AUt
TERETH AT 5 BAHAY AAY
3ta, whEe] FFAA AAH-EE HA st A
< ¢ 4 U

o|¢} & Ao HlFo] B wf, FFo] FIA
¢ HEEYE SAEL FERE(SARE, &
ARAE) ol wal A=A -3 FZA AAY
& Fell Aolzt AL &+ Ut FAFFH o
SUHFE AT e R F3E0] HF
ARl PEFER oA Ut wEA] FFol 4
g de JA9 e Ad T 5 9, $F5L
] Z2a 71717 98 2 A d5H o
S kAl B 4 Qi)

aHEg e ze A3 e =S =9
F= 27V "Wt RAYRE w3l dF
7t o dasita 2o

WAAES] H-gol Fefrt He A A=A
&3 #He HFe $F AR Ve,
aPA s ATRFAT e Hde BN
g Az o] (r=0.19, p=0.05)9 FE9 A9

g ol

F9Q Bz F=(r=0.26, p=0.005) 2 e}
o, vol9} 27 Axr) ARBA (r=0.27,
p=0.004)7} JeRoz Jeuith oot ¥
AHAE EU 2 o] HAL FhHclo g AF
AAA AE] wet 2T BAAET}
zpel7b AeRE golrr] fHs] HALFF
(least significant differnece, LSD) A3 & 3+
A3 dEgd) wgt A EE o7} Rl
2 Jelhgon, 97 Axs 20—-3000 Jd
60410142l Fgztell F8 o7t Aoz
e

B Axdalg 2 o 604049 1 dRE T
A BEY FREL FS AFEFRY 2T}
Asta, 233 o8& o Bol &5 S A%
g 4 .

FE717 ofd e tfSdIE {2
BAN ez Yelgx, 553x=9 &3
= 4BBAC ERe= Ykt

-2 gEd d5-ES 248 Z3 #
G S0 AN AY S F85tm A
ol Agdl NEE E94F] AAME EEFES
&3 AAFERA 2HE F=R 2de 2%
T ZaA7la 23E AAY S-S A €=
£ steAol o A Holgha Azgich

Spinhoven 5(1989) 2] ©tH Q% SRS 4
o2 d7% A3, F¥7(helplessness) & &
5 g9 JuwArt Qo e, weba

(E 5 &M HoIED tigetatniol AHLA| (N=113)
12 2% 43z Az 3x

Al1e<d 445 0.053 —0.045 0.268* 0.266* 0.073
A 0.184 —0.054 0.299** 0.246*  —0.024

A28 44 F -0.252* —0.065 —0.224* -0.159 —0.164
A -0.187* —0.063 —0.317***  —0.305"** —0.339***

A38 445 ~0.044 0.070 0.016 0.073 0.312***
kR —0.005 0.102 0.005 0.042 0.313***

*P<0.05 *P<0.005 ***P<0.0001
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=23 A Yeg

Tzl o AXE 5

Ao N L SURAR =)

5. &ICH ChSetatel Xto

o =g 2Tk o FaFRL
AL AHES 5

ER QG A Sl bt Bhedel 3
o7t QEAE DAFE ©l§F B9} JUAS
£ ol§% B o] BARNS

Yol F ¥ Holz} vhet
(LSD) 452 B oj@ guzto]
Ag AZHAT. NePEH A%US
A BHoIA R @ WA} gk Aoz

oz

3Rz, 3
¢ B HaFA3)
gl zelzt e

7o) A

et

ol W4 $LAE WE HEUSS AEA
A Qe Adlg AFAANNA,

20—30tH, 40tH, 500, 60A
BRI, $EEEE HA(1985) 9 27

o3 0-1382

“Z” 26—63-L “ATow BRI,

el

oo 4 A

o

+E3=E 8, 14-25%L

1) YAFE o848 AS JAE H3Fd A
ol(E 6);

AZA di-g-& A ool gtk

334 AAYLL AFUle} $eAx ulet
o7t JeRoz Vet 604 o] 8%
0] 20—300] A3 Folvt 50t A} ¥ way
2 o 333 AAUS-S AA =R s JERE
o} & AEI} 37 %l%c -2 x7} “*J”
QA Adrg FHA A 2ol &=A
2 vhElyth

EHH QAW ¢ = we} zPol7t
' Aoz veiyth ¢35 “A7d Jae
“Z7 agla “a"Q Aurd £33 AAUSS
@ol =R Z Yehttt

2) FNAETE o] 88 AS A XolKE 7
AFH g3 6040l Ja 20—30d
2ol freJ 8 Aozt AN, 40tH} 20—308)
@zt Aoz} leReE et &, 2030

(E 6) FESE 0|28t FThH St Xf0| (N=113)
0S¢ R 03 ¥ @  EEEx F LSD
SAAJMANE A% 1a. 20—39 29 3.18 0.83 4.13 a—d*
b. 40—49 28 2.80 0.81 c—d*
c. 50—59 34 2.93 0.81
d. 60 ©]4¢ 22 2.41 0.66
e 53 2.50 0.85 2.4 =
% 43 2.84 0.82
i 17 3.00 0.69
FRAHAANE  dF ra 20-39 29 2.51 0.95 3.25 a—b*
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— Abstract—

Comparison of Raw versus Relative
scores in the Assessment of Coping
Patterns in Chronic Arthritis Patients.

Chun, Chung Ja* - Mun, Mi Suk**

The purpose of this paper is to compare
two approach to assessment of coping
patterns,

The sampling method was a purposive
sampling technique,

The study participants were out patients
113 of rheumatoid arthritis center of one
University hospitals in Seoul. Datas were
collected from Nov. 13 to Nov. 24, 1995.

* Professor, Department of Nursing, College of Medi-
cine, Hanyang University.

* Doctral student in Department of Nursing, The Gradu-
ate School of Hanyang University.

The instruments used for this study were
Graphic Rating Scales of pain, The Beck
Depression Inventory and Coping Patterns
tool.

The collected data were analyzed for fre-
quency, means, SD, factor analysis.,
Pearsons’ correlations and ANOVA.

The results were summerized as follows;
1. When raw scores were used : there were

not correlation in all three coping

patterns,

2. When relative scores were used : there
were significantly correlated in all three
coping patterns.

1) Active coping and Positive —cognitive

coping (r=-—0.352, p<0.0001)

2) Positive —cognitive coping and Nega-
tive —cognitive coping (r=-—0.594, p<
0.0001)

3) Active coping and Negative —cognitive
coping(r=—0.544, p<0.0001)

The results of this research with relative
scales provided more insight into the corre-
lation in all three coping patterns,

3. Pearsons’ Correlations were computed for
each coping pattern, age, pain level, dur-
ation of pain and BDI.

1) Using raw score :

@ Active coping was significantly re-
lated to pain level(sensory score ;
r=0.268, p<0.05, affective score ;
r=0.266, p<0.05)

@ Positive —cognitive coping was sig-
nificantly related to age(r=-—0.252,
p<0.05), pain level(sensory score ;
r=—0.244, p<0.05)

® Negative —cognitive coping was sig-
nificantly related to depression
level(r=0.312 p<0.0001).
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2) Using relative score : 2) Using relative score :

@ Active coping was significantly re- @ Active coping ; over 60 age group
lated to pain level(sensory score ; had significantly higher scores than
r=0.299, p<0.05, affective score ; 20—39 age group and 40—49age
r=0.246, p<0.05) group had significantly higher

@ Positive —cognitive coping was sig- scores than 20—39 age group
nificantly related to age(r=-0.187, @ Positive —cognitive coping ; 40—
p<0.05), pain level(sensory score ; 49age group, 20—39age group and
r=—0.317, p<0.0001, affective 50—5%9age group had significantly
score ; r=-0.305, p<0.0001) and higher scores than over 60age
depression  level(—0.339, p<0. group. Christian grouphad signifi-
0001)) cantly higher scores than non-—re-

@ Negative —cognitive coping was sig- ligious group. BDI —low level group
nificantly related to depression had significantly higher scores than
level (r=0.313, p<0.0001). other groups.,

4. When raw and realtive coping scores ® Negative —cognitive coping ; Non—
were compared to those of age groups, re- religious group had significantly
ligious groups and BDI level(high, higher scores than christian group
middle, low) ; and buddhistic group. BDI—high
1) Using raw score : level group had significantly higher

@ Active coping ; there were not sig- scores than other groups.
nificantly difference The current data suggest that relative

@ Positive—cognitive coping ; 20—39 scores may yield a different perspective on
age group and 50—5%age group had coping patters than raw scores. The use of
significantly higher scores than relative scores reveals the relation clearly,
over 60age group. BDI —low level without its being blurred statistically by the
group had significantly higher effect of other coping strategies or being
scores than other groups. relegated to a partial correlation. The use of

® Negative —cognitive coping ;20— relative scores holds promise for delineating
39age group and over 60age group the relations between ways of coping and
had significantly higher scores than health —related behavior.

40—49age group. Non-—religious
group had significantly higher
scores than christian  group.
BDI —high level group had signifi-
cantly higher scores than other
groups.
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