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Reliahility and Validity of FACES
1T When Applied to One and Two
of the Family Members

Kim, Jeong—Heess « Farf, Young—Sookss

Purposer The purposes of this study  were to
tegt  the walidity and reliability of FACES IO
when  applied to the only one and two  farmly
mermbers, and 1o use more appropriately in the
rarsing practice.

*  Agsistant  professor,  Cheju  National  University,
College of Medicine, Dept. of Nursing

*+ Agsistant  professor,  Shinheung  College,
of Nursing

Dept.



2002 104

Method
college  studerts

collected 105
and 1L of their parents in
locdl nursng colleges. The  original
questicnnaire,  which  was  originaly  developed
by Olson(198%), was  modfied by based
literatire  review  and  analyzed by correlation

Data  were from

two

0161

coafficient, Cronbach's ", Cuttrrans split
coefficdents and factor analysis.

Resdlt:  Cronbach's sof  the adaptability and
cohesion were NiA 73 Gatttmans split

coefficlent were 78, 71) when applied to the
ore  famdly mermber, and  were 8L, 77
77 when
correlation

only
(Guttmans  sphit  coefficent were 81,
applied 10 two  The  Pearson's
coefficlent  of  the adaptability and
hetween two famdly mermnbers were 38, 35 The
total-itemn  correlations of the other items except

cohesion

&08

The

atd

for dtems 5 07 13 were significant
cotrelation  coefficients  hetween  adaptability
cohesion  when applied  to
were 30, 38p < 01). When the
armalyzed by prindple component
Varimex  rotation with  the nomber of  factors
fixed to two, two factors explained 3728 of
total varlance in the case of one member, and
4229 of total varlance in two.

Conclugion: These  results suggested  that
the and  the construction  velidity of
cchesion needed to De more darified Alse It is
required  that the rellability and validity of
FACES IO showld be tested in two more fardly
roerrihers.

one  and  two
data

andlysis

orly
Wals
i

concept
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