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7HE2 A3 71 71RAL 3T BEN 1
F49 B57E 7HE oA gAsia AME, A A
34 278 53w Rolth 7IE FAEAY AN @
733 Bdelel 4x Feste AEHH, AY¥H, At
A =AM Az AHe A& X3 A
Agtsle - 93 @743 FHgeopt ste AEAAR
A (Park. 1988) 3tze] +93 tiido] o ft.

HZ A7 =g, AisiEel wet S Fxe
715749 A3 2 dg% 2 ot ol 3
Z7lolA ZHelA 7 AR 482 F9Ee 3L
BE FHojth. & dd FRE 27[A Ak sidieg 7
W &ellA A3 glch. Hesh AoldEe] &7 F37)
£ ol ARl Jdie} o RE ods] AgAHA
=574 JMheFd dujo] T /EAE 2 B3
o 27E FEEAA AA 2FE 28
£ ##3A 2ch(Kim# Park, 1999).
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g e 2Efxo APdstd AFHEE s
745G %d 27 gAY 2Rz BiHE A
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= ole AgTE a3 A RPeeA FISTA
Ao 7L A Agol gollrh (Lee, 1987).
Lee(1992)9 &8t 7}&7)5e] Y385 ~Ef
AEE TS foldH otEo|BR JIET|FS VHE
2EH2E H5A7le $aF 982 Fon HBgpo
olgigt ~EFHXAE FAYL £ a]le g Ahz)E
AAE 7z 9 (Norbeck, Lindsey € Carrier,
1981, Thoits, 1982), 53] AI3lAd 2z le 4] 33
& B3 AEHAE FAY ® ol o AWVt AHA
o]7] wlgol Qe el Fadt, A A3
2 oehdzte dE3 FAVE dokm Eoh(Suh, 1995).
ol B dpzks FRE0] Addte 71E A
2E# %, 71E7% 2 AEE AAE gelsle ojgzt
o) AABAE HolHBoEN FREO| WE SIS Y
Al 2EGAE A3t ¢ Qe EEA WE =

A7) A% 7I2AREAM B ATFE A=A
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ol
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2. oo FAN S

1) didztel 9y 545 st

2) WA 715 A 2Ed 2, 7HE7% 2 AL
2 AX A=E Fegn.

3) WAl 7t Qe 2Ed 20 S, 7
ABAE 2Bz ABA ZA], 7157153 A
H A2 ske] FABAAE vieti).

4) "igAte] Awbs Aol 9@ 7HE Q@A ~Ed
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3. d7Ey

ATETE 71 AR 2Ed2 7HE7)1% 9 A

34 AA=E F4T F 3l AEAE AHEsia

D) 7H gl 2Eda

tdaEel FHZ 29 ojdlel #e 71 g 2
Ef~E Z4s7] 913kl McCubbin, Patterson
Wilson(1979) ¢ Family Inventory of Life Events
and Changes(FILE)S Lee(1993)7} % Al&3 M
FAE 7AY B 479 ko @A 98 £y
AHgSlom Zt Byl FRZo] Aztg Rog =5}
At

o] =72 1~10¥ ¥3¥& The Family Stressors
IndexZA 7FSEA ALAL gg8abAo} sl
gl FHefshAl she AEANAYS FR7F ARG Ao
4% Zloltk. 11~20¥el ¥32 The Family
Strains Index®A] ¥, H5 AUzre] 2%, AFA
T W ol EES BN e BEE Yolry] 3 2

o
golty, 21~25¥M9 £&e The Family Distress

R
i
P
=
ok,
)
fol
_jok

8t3lz] A129 A3%

Index® 7}59] HHAEE AYsle ozi$ER A3 7
& A 2EY 2 4B BYoE FAEH slen
% 258%o R Holrh 2 =PoME Z g2y A
F7F 24zt tEA A= stk T 59 e~
7F §1& 459 03FH e HEe 7987 9
o 7 3 ASE el F gAE @ o 108
B UE @] 7 A8 2Edagsrt g
BN 2E#20 HErt 285E 71F0] AEsle
LEg 23] BES uidtt 7o) oig dze
Lee(1993)dFollX= Cronbach’s @ = 0.884%32H
£ Aol Cronbach’s @ = 0.718°]%1t}.

2) 71E71%

WEAES 71E7)5ol@ &AL H5g o)
= ZALZE QOlson, Porter? Lavee(1985)7} A4ét
Zrelztgt =P(FACES-IE Kong(1990)8] &)
ol &% AL AT AEITE £38) 949 &
208% ¥ 105282 7153280 A3 EFozx A
=Y, BA, &%, 9%/48 T B Wielm, 2S
ol w3 10882 AMH st AR, AEAA, A
/AT, Fvl/e8 Fol e Ao},

7HEols Az 72§92 47 HEz HAsigon,
e Ao A5 €% A9 Polz, 257 ALe
7 8% A9 otk FA 20444 HAx 80%7
Aeon] A7t 245 STl ¥5FS 9vley
B d7elM =79 4125 Cronbach’s @ =0.779%th.

3) AMEA A

dage] AlEA AAE EA 5] Aste]l Cohendt
Hoberman(1983)e]  7Hd3dt oz AAHz
(Interpersonal Support Evaluation List : ISEL)
£ 7I¥te 23t Suh(1995)9] AFdA A1&3 =18
ol &stdt. F 18739 44 HE T72A 188~T72
AR BEEE Boln, 47l ¥&4E AF A
FE7F BolE& Jehdth Suh(1995)9 dTellAd Al
HxE Cronbach’'s ¢=0.90°1%eH E dARdras
Cronbach’s o =0.89%9t}.
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+98® AZE SPSS wing ol&ste] BAsit o
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WE SHE MES MEEE A2aRe0] /1S YAl
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A 2EfA A7, AEA AA AzE gt
Atz B ZEUAES AEsP e, 1S A
A1 2EH 29 P1E7Te, 1S A8AR 2Ed 29
AL AR, 71E71 5T ALEA A ete] FraEd s
H7} Al Pearson Correlation Coefficient® 4t
stttk AWty EAe g AE QAR ABd A, 7}
715 2 ARE Ax)9 Aole &7 t-test. ANOVA
A5 sk

m. o+ Z1 & =9
1. CiARte] vt £

odate) dwkd BAL (E 1) 2. oA A
=AY BIE B2W dEA(SFE9ADS AFA)
125802 47 5%2 7F¢ g%3, & AFA= 863
22 32.7%32e8 F-2%A(FF, AP AFals
52402 19.8%Ath ABL 40~4947} 146% 2
55.5%% 7} Bsken] 50~594)7% 504e2 19.0%
AR 30~3947) 488 o= 18.3%% A
o8] 20~29417F 19922 72%% AA&H T HT
HE 43449 =]del e FARst 1419e=m
53.6%= Bren, Aol gle A¥E 1199<
45.2%%2, FEHL 13w EFPAE 127352
48 3%2 7% Bdx FEw YA 748HL
28.1%9o9 258w EYae 3592 13.3%%H1
W@ o)L 25802 9.5%8 AAsIAY. Furt ¢
= A%t 182822 69.2%%eH, Fuvl gle A%
80HoZ 30.4%91, 7152 gd< driFe] 242
o2 92.0%% Bkow driEe 219o2 8.0%%
£ AN S B drlEe] B Ae dF
AHEE] ATUAAE WYFEP Az YR
Ao A4% WIS el 71Ee] Bol dolsl

oz JAn. 719 =902 100~200%8 =9
o] Y= Ay} 139902 52 9%2 M Be
& AAEgen, 200~300%Atelel 4ol %
SE T1HeR 27.0%%1 1007 oldtel £
v A%E 34MoE 12.9%928 3009¢ o|de]
el YE A7 17TEL2 6.5%% 7 ‘st

f

R R ow
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A 32 o Hr e dqr OS2 o dr
o)
2

2. 7H5 MEAMH AER A, JIET|s H AEH X
Xo| ¥z

(Table 1) General Characteristics of the

Wives
Variable Category N %

. Large 125 475
if:;de“tal Medium-Small 52 198
Rural 86 32.7

20-29yr 19 7.2

Age 30-39yr 48 18.3
40-49yr 146 55.5

50-59yr 50 19.0

Yes 141 53.6

QOccupation No 119 45.2
Missing 3 1.1

Elimentary School 35 13.3

Middle School 74 28.1

Education High School 127 48.3
Above College 25 9.5

Missing 2 0.8

Yes 182 69.2

Religion No 80 30.4
Missing 1 0.4

Family Type Nuclear 21 8.0
Extended 242 92.0

100 Below 34 12.9

Famiy Income 100-200 139 52.9
(million-won) 200-300 1 27.0
Above 300 17 6.5

Missing 2 - 0.8

Total 263 100

tdate] b AgA 2B A HE7T 2 A
A AAE ol AFE (F 209 2ok AA AE A
I 2EH A9 HEAFE 25891 FAHeR
E 2Ef A H4= Stressors(2E#2Y) Index’t
11.58 7V #%on  Strains(IAd  2EY D)
Index® 11.3 ©}1x Distress(AAH4 43) Indexol
A T HaEFee 312 e

NE71sE 4 A=z SAsE A 42 47.28
vielgon, sHM4l 715443 (family cohesiveness)
£ 26.8, 7152 8= (family adaptability) & 21 42
7HE2E8 AHert o =A JEbigen, A3E A
o] AFE 43.4 2 el

2 dye 7E A sy HEHSst
25.8d] vl3led Lee(1993)9] Foll otge 7[1F2E
et Hgol FRRFATAANE 715 YA 2B
#H2rt 168.9022 A Jepd R Fefobse] 715
B2 A VIEET HAoolgoR et o #e AE
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(Table 2) Mean Score and Range of the Family Life Events Stress, Social Support and

Family Functioning

Variable Mean £ SD Rrange
Stressors Index 11.5 £ 819 0-41
Strains Index 11.3 £ 9.19 0-42
Distress Index 3.1 = 576 0-26
(Total)Family Life Events Stress 258 * 17.07 0-93
Family Cohesiveness 268 * 540 15-75
Family Adaptabiliy 214 * 3.76 12-36
(Total)Family Functioning 47.2 £ 713 29-74
Social Support 43.4 * 7.38 23-70
g2 4RAAE B WEez AZEG Kim# & 79.5791928, 50l $24% HEFHKS
Park(1999)9] ‘4% TZAIFREE9 2EfA YA e 5 Aotke 7HE AAHAHr=1.1735,
2 A2 T AFE NS 2EYA A p{.1). Chung(1990)9] ‘4% A9 FHleo| 7&71%x
e F 2361 F M@AFE 92.72+10412 4 #Heel BT ME APGAR (A:Adaptation,

eigon, AZEA, PEEA, ZAH AN 2EH
e Aoz vyt F3-8c] B3l H
£ 71 Qg AEdAE Yot 71 FAY A
A 2 dFE A § Jornz AGAlE] TIALES
FE7L BEeA sle 2Ed2E 209 getstd] FA
g Aol Zesit

7FE71%5l elAE Kong(1990)°] ‘i 4l
A 75E 715 S48 B¢ AFeME 53 AES
Aoy B Adrae @#RUECl 53 A=A
2g ¥ ¢ FEEd AL He At we A
Agdld 44 H=2 FHsg. B A7 7157

=% Wl

18 o o olo

Ao 47.2(533=:58.9)2 vYeiwted, 7544
< 26.8(53H=:335) 24 715 g 21.4(54%

=:26. 50 g/ Uesith o]RL Kong(1990)9 &
FolA Aad FAAR2 71Se] 2T o AN A
Ao AAEALH) 34 35Tz e AT
o} fAEIY. B de) siEA$8e] 21 4(68 A !
26.7)2 vehd A2 Kong(1990)2l d7lA 7154
8 AF7 FAedEe] 24.452 Jebd R vlms)
2o 2 A7 didl FREC| QA3 71EAHLEY
o] Kong (1990)8] ¥+ A7yt ¢ &2 Ao e}
won, £ d79 Kong(1990)9 A7olM 2% A&
Huvhke A& o VERAATE.
Kim(1988)o] 7}&71%53 715749 d2-delste
FAA'QPAN W 258w JETALT 104 o]
B 7AEEA 53ol8lel 71 Al 184 A 12677
2248 + 3l Feetham 7|5ZAME |48l #s
g B35 A7 A 52~104% 4ol HEHSF

o] A=
?r.:‘T: Zé_r.é.

A
Hre

P:Partnership, G: Growth, A:Affection, R:Resolve)
AEAE AMEsle A7 A HE E 715 BF
= 104 BAHC 5.7+0.112 FE=9 7IE7 AN E

Bgen E71%0 9%E e sAe AZYRF

R b oy

7, 7AEEY). ASR AREA 42 Adolgoldn
AN, 55 AR A& AP A%

TR AEAH] 5L o oJFAE AoEA
AZ FH 3 Al YPoRe REIE B2 o
A 7Y o2 A AAE BEFeEN N1EE
ol TE 4 JEF 3= riEmAol dasich

£ A7 A AR Aee 43.4 Al weto
Suh(1995)9] ‘FdcAel AZER M) #F 7
2289 AfdMe AFA AR} 51622 B AT
oy g2 Jehsten dAEg 49 AR AR
g AN =7t gn AHElE AR 73.6%7F oA
2RE B AAF=n AAstn Aot AEE A
T A B Eeim ge FH9 elIERRE
AFHE AdozA, AR g Aol EATHA
o AT glvke A, &7 £5€ 23 Joe A,
AT Y A A 20} &o dglolzke AL
E5 dFe R 3o sh odE X¥se ot
(Cobb,1976). Wt FHEE AA&) & +
g AARY e AATe) 24 Fol Bt

ol
f=

- 2
9\1'\:‘7‘

3. 71E HEAH AEsA JIETIE ¥ AREH X
X|eto| aty

1) 715 48k 228 71E71 s3] 3w
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WSl ARstE 715 QYA 2EH S T1F
32 (& 3-D3 2o 7S WA &
Egas 715715 E r=- 182 FAH2E Relsht
a3 o ABWAE MHn Yo HEEE TEES
Ha} JIEA g og el ANER /EESHA v}
Z QAR 2E#2ohs r=-232 SAHLE feold
o FBWAE /AR Yoy 71 A 2EFA
o} 71548 e r=-.0122 A3BA7}t AU
Lee(1992)9) d7olM 7i5e} 249, Hgd 18
o AH gat 2B MVl SXE AY 7159
7150 FTYFE 2EFHE AP FolFHA Eoled
Aoz Jewth ¥ ArdAE 715 B3R 2EF
29 7127153 MR AxddAYel oy a1 A7t
e Aoz vegrt

{Table 3-1) Correlation between Family
Life Events Stress and Family

Functicning
. . (total)
. Family Family .
Variable Cohesiveness Adaptability Fan.ul)f
Functioning
Family Life ot _ g+
Events Stress 23 01 18
* p{0.01

2) 71& e 2eg 2o ABIE AR ee| A

WAAAgel Adste 715 A8AY 2Ed 29 AR
A AR & oL (F 3-2)9 Z2oh AAEQ S
N 2Ed2e A13H A ohs r=-.2622 B
Hoz fog & ATRAAE /X1 YA HE BE
A 2B RddS AUBEYE,  Stressors
Index$t AHElH AR e r=-1022 A FHAcl
glglen Strains Index$t AR AR %= r=-272
2 BAdos foF o AadA} de AeE YE
Wt} Distress Index®t ARElE ARl& r==-2022
A BARoR fojsin] 3 o ARBAL e Ao
2 Jehth.

Oh ¢ Han(1990)8l @Felxe AEA =A% of
<& QP Fe 2EHAE 7PEA W, 2Ed
2 A@ae] A71A oyt AR AAg &85t
2EF2E 7422 F Utz §¥en, Suh(1987)
T dAR7}L A4 A AA Fert g2FE 2E

=]
|2 FEE Roldcta gt 22t Chung(1990)

o)

o] @FoA Fojlol ofr{urt Az AMEF A|x|g 2
EdA FEDAE fo ATo] UdAH AL FellotE
7R ojoiyel 2EF A Ao ol AEV|R, 7HE
A7, AH Fo] &%l HA gAY Ee AAE A
2307] g oz wgkth Park(1993)9 dFeM= &
S8tw 63hd obee 2EHA AEapdst ApElE AA]
= QAT AV g Aoz Jeht AEE AR &
Ef2E 2A8E 9 /NI &S AATe2H(
Cassel, 1976, Dean® Lin, 1977) AIS|A AAE &
o] MEFE J1E QYA 2EH2E HA ¥ RS

2 e

(Table 3-2) Correlation between Family Lilfe
Events Sress and Social Support

. Stressor Strains Distress (’I.‘ota]).
Variable Family Life
Index Index Index
Events Stress
Social Support -.10 -.27** -.20** -.26™*
** p(0.01

3) 7¥E71sa AE A AAjete] #EA

WSl =7e 7ME71H AEE AR e #¥
A& ol Azl= (F 3-3)7 Zuth

V&= e AE A ARl #EAPS
r=.4622 EAZcz {3 ¢ 4% #A
NEALE D A3 A A= r=.39, 7HEHS
A ANZE r=.292 SAHC2 fo% AABAE 7t
An Y. & A=Y EAEE, EEE
NE7ISL AEE AR M2 FFEAT de A
e

B e AFAE Park(1988)] A4lutetole] 743
& e @ AFARANCIERE, /HEHE, FEAA)
Azot 71E715A e BBEA FHME olF &
o3k A AA (r=0.54, p=0.000)7} & Aoz e
v A= dXstArt

AvE 23
Bt

e

(Table 3-3) Correlation between Family
Functioning and Social Support

, ) (Total)
Variable Family —  Family Famil
Cohesiveness Adaptability ey
Functioning
Social Support .39 ** 29 ** .46**
** p(0.01
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4. CieXte| 2etal SMof we 71E
A, 7157, MEE XX 8@

AEALA

£2E

tdAel dwd SA4ol wE vk Qg 2Ed
=, 7FE7Ts, AREE AR gk Aole (& 4)sh 2

7 WA 2B 29 BAHLR @ HolE
Uehd dibE 54& 50-594(F=2.94, p=0.034)

[¢]

] CH7}~—*.—£\4 H g2 2E

ZE 71 AHt=2.54, p=0.012), 71&8
29 A$7Ht=2.52, p= 0012) =14 =207 Re \:1
z

iy

a7}

UJ-Q_
=

Edlz 45E Ushd He

Kim# Park(1992)8) @7elME A4giz0] $2)
vetel 42 7EAEE 72H02 Y grlEdA 9
Aoz Wastn AT AEgRe Ao 4% E
Holh B, W, SABEL oine ABHA M
2737] W] FREL JEU] A 2EH S

2 wel 333 Yeow

AR T

FE-A A

nxe W - 98 AEHAZ ddbsln ga 2 AA, A

Eg~ A3 tiAsts gule
FFA Aok FTHKIim™ Park, 1992).
a7

p=0.008), %o syE

o &%

1=

Utz &

9 Aol

o
3 Al

71E71%
A 2| R)9} BEAIH R

A G L3 A #1237 A3z

Hee oM FHE

el 7HE7) R BAHLR FF A}
duty 5442 SN digtelide] sH3

FUL Fe Q9A

SR 745715
B Aok} hEe]
I

92 (F=8.15, p=0.026) %] & 3

¢ Aoz eyt
Chung(1990)°] APGAR’&;J-W\]%: o] &5l 71E7]

ER5E 24}

£, Az A, diZel Al 7[EA}, 2 Qo]
57} =gton, Park

B A
A 54
Q

ze AEse ¥y

(F=7.48,

of we} 7

o)
J42 e

& Aol e

I e
(F=4.12,
52 A7k

p=0.000) Chung(1990)T+
Park(1998)9] dA+A3elx °]Z]'3PE

oA AL F 2
f212 Ao

oz gy

(Table 4) Difference in Family Life Events Stress, Family Functioning and Social Support
by General Characteristics of the Wives

Variable Category

Family Life Events Stress

Family Funcitoning

Social Support

Mean SD t/F Mean SD t/F Mean SD t/F
ety LTS 2409 16.33 4846  6.34 4789 8.37
Are; el Mediaum-Small 2589 1646 F=110 47.00 7.26 F=074 4534 903 F=150
Rular 2772 18.43 4819 813 46.86  8.70
20-20yr 2217 12.96 5016 6.90 5022 925
30-39yr 2316 1609 _ .. 4834 775 __ 4768 821
Age 40-49yr 2476 1586 T 2% 4195 s T 0T340 gna FTL92
50-59yr 3192 21.95 4734 824 4473 7.93
Occupa Yes 26.14 1613 _ 4831 660  _ 4710 852
_tion No 2500 1827 O a5 qno 7062 4oy ggy 1707
Elementary 3110 20.40 4624747 4433 804
. Middle 26.77 1553 4703 620 _ ..., 47120 857 __
Education o p 2470 1732 T 209 ggus  7sa FTIIY yrag ggg P14
Above College ~ 20.51  14.09 5136  6.18 49.08  9.04
Yes 2745 17.27 4804 719 4738 8.3
ligi t=2.54* =0. =0.
Religion No 2154 1609 2% 4g01 694 00 4gos gy 109!
. Nuclear 3508 2647 ... 4895 96 4653 021
Family Type o+ ended 2486 1591 2% 4500 685 099 g9 gqp t=027
b T Belowl00 %690 18.89 4817 801 4379 10.40
mi 100-200 2594  17.09 478 657 4691 853
\EV’;‘:]’;IO“ 200-300 2553 1766 | X1 4579 736 0% 4509 gsg 23
Above300 2219 11.10 4816 6.9 5020 8.4
** p(0.01
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v.zZ2 £

£ d7e 2001d 9€ 10¥ 5 99 2097 &4
BAANE F FAHAZAZR &l X, AFAGH 92
& Aol AFdhe 204 o] 604 vty FREL
o2 ARE FHT F A7 HAY 26399 A
B2E o83l JIF AL 2EY 2 JMEVS, A
A AR F=E melsld 43z #EAS gotRr] A%
Aed AEEd 472 A8

2

AFETRE 715 YA 2EH2E 2He) 9

3te]  Family Inventory of Life Events and
Changes(FILE), 7}&71%5& £%487) 93l FACES
m, AEH AA=E Z3s7] A8l diawA A
=E ol ARE FyYsYer SPSS wing o
st A28 B A= oga 2o

1. A AFAY BEE 29 dEA9] AFz}
125%28 475%2 74 2Bgta, d#HE 40~4947}
146822 55.5%2 7 B3tn APl e A7t
141822 53.6%% B3ted, 1%e 153w U
7} 127808 48.3%E 7V 23k},

Fa7t Je B9t 1824 ez 69.2%900 s1Fe)
el dizkge] 242902 92 0%%20, 71E9 49
2 100~200% F=xe] o] e A4 1398es
52.9%2A #si},

2. 3R] 715 A8 2B HE7% 2 AL
A Ao Ae Lol A AN 7= PEALA 2
Edfze HEFL 2582 Uehdn FAHY YA
2Ed 2 A= Stressors index(2E#H AU AF)7t
11.5, Strains Index(71A3¥ 2EHf 2 2)E 11.3,
Distress index(¥34 f¥AF)= 3.19 €22 g
stk

77152 43 H=2 A8 £ 23 B3 47.20]
Qo FAHoRE 7FEA43 (family cohesiveness)
< 26.8°9 7}&£4 8= (family adaptability)el 21.4
B A Jdebgod, AAF XA9 HrHPe 47
ZollA 43.42 el

3. AR AAS} 7% ABAR2EHNE B 157159
o A

1) 715 A2 2Ed2st 71575 384

el AEste 71E A 2Bl 29 b
Vst 3BGL r=-0.1828 BAHCR feolg o
Asro g Jelstot o Azt 2k},

2) 74 ABAR 2Edash A8A AAe) 3R

WAAHEe] WE 7HE HBAR 2Ed 29 ABA 2
Ao BUYE Lol & AT r=-02622 FAHoE
FY NTH g G4VL VIR DE ARH
AE Bol WEHE B9 4B Ad2Ed e 2o

24 g

3) 71715 AEE AR AaA

W] Be AEE A9 715759
& ol 29 r=0.4622 EAHLE {3t
E2 oABE ey AlEE AR go] ¢
=2

e Ase PyEn g

S
D

O:
ad)

T
ok
4y X oox

4. B ANE S4e e S AR 2Ed)

2, 7575, A2A 229 vn

YR ABA Sl ek AA AA), 71 4R
AR zEdE AHEAERS AolE Yol AT Al
A Axs} FANCZ o3 Aol2 vehd ke B
He gdd 71E ARAY 2Ed A% SAZoE &
g% o2 Ued FW(F=2.94. p=0.034) Zi
(t=2.54, p=0.012), 7I¥3"(t=2.52, p=0.012)
of glofAl FolF Aolz} giglon, sErIE BAH
°8 f% Aolg Uepd Awd SHe o

(F=3.15, p=0.026)°|31t}.

rlo
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~ Abstract -

A Study on the Correlation among
Family Life Events Stress, Family
Functioning and Social Support of
the Wives who Reside
in Some Area

Kwon, Su Ja*

Purpose: This study was to investigate the
family life events stress and family functioning
and social support of wives, and to find out the
correlation among these variables.

Method: The subjects were 263 wives who
participated voluntarily in the questionnaire.

The instrument used in this study comprised
family life events stress, family functioning and
social support instruments, and the data were
collected from Sep.10 to Sep. 29 with self-
administered questionnaires. We analyzed the
data using descriptive statistics, Pearson correlation,
t-test and ANOVA with SPSS win.

*Dept.. of Nursing, Sorabol College

Results: 1) The mean score of family life
events stress was 25.8, family functioning was
47.2, and social support was 43.4(4 point
scale), 2) The rate of correlation between family
life events stress and family functioning was
(r=-.18), that between family life events stress
and social support was (r=-26), and that
between family functioning and social support
was (r=0.46). 3) The mean score of family life
events stress by general characteristics was
significant in age, religion and family type. The
mean score of family functioning by general

characteristics was significant in education. The

mean score of social support by general

characteristics was not significant. Conclusion:
Considering the results above, we can recognize
that there are close relations among family life
events stress, family functioning and social
support. Although the correlation coefficient is
somewhat different, these three variables are
very significant for wives.

Key words : Family life events stress, Family

functioning, Social support
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