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1. d7e Hed

A SAES 19909 1.76%04 AR #ast
o} 20009 0.73%% 58.5%724s92en, Ardgaizt
4 9A] 19909 132,8939HelA 20009 68,9762
E 48%7A39. 28v A dss 23] 7t
st AAAEAS FolM Aoz Aolrt de A
Zelgle] AR ¥1gL 1990 20.9%°14 20009
32.3%2 Z715Ad sith(Lee 5, 2001). AbaiAteiel
o] A¥e & 96%7F AAZNIoR, AAAGeiA-L A
el AA Y] 7Rl Q18 LANgY 1A F 7
28350 RAREY ¥ ozt Az APl FAkseH
g 8 AL ZsAdd. £ bAFeRle 4A
A Aofdrte 28 Moz A4 dAE A=
o & 229 Ad #AFE FAASED AArEe
£A0 izt Hgo] AAA FoQlRtt oYt AAR
o|EL I olYo] Ago|F FHFLZ TSI )
oH, g Ui VEZVF F1 2 Bt gon A
A xA]) g 27Ert ¥ Aoz e =3
AAdF<Q A7t 37.5% Estm iRl vjgw
ol AV A BE2 AAEE gt AEFTr) Bt
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e gdEe 2 dTY ARJEAD FAE
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olg{gk AAgeAe A L HeArE A ade b
AE3eg A8 Fol| A S F= AR A
A=At (Yoon, J. D.. & Park, S. K. 1999).

53] dAsis FHE a9l & FefE AL 7
2 %2 73] JE8RA ] dF s1Ee AF g0
2% BA=Z AA=: Utk AAAelele] A¢
90%7t dAtel, 300 ol ¢t 88.1%2 717<
ZAS7F vliEela, tgo] Bgdol & 71Fe] U A
7t 92%% AA R Ut (Kim, 1996). weba] Ak
Felilel 7AEe 7HEel ddez s A fYelw
= 398 A8 AHIA @k Yoond Park(1999)
o] A7 olsd A ojF el AAE As
4l #AAF Mol 33.2% 2 ez, 719 BAE
7Vl Ao R &I AUt Aol 76.5%¢
A AbAlo]l & 34 8% 8 ZAEHth =3 s dHF
25 A Atale)d <k 157ukdolA AbajolE 75url o
2 Zadsch sl Belle AAF oy ¥ ol
w2 2P Al WAE &l ke T 7S 9
gHg 4 1SS gEiger U JE e 25
o] WAF & slct.

G 715 Aelle] 2 1 MEe g s F A3
didstA] 2Ed dgtez o 7iA] oS AA @
. ZIEALe AU A Fe dElF EEE
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AgstA =, Bide ERed 285 M3 o
AIZYA Bt U7kl wE AAE B Apst 2
SEFEY a¥, UnA] AE7E99 AR g 9%
=Ho RE 53 #Hd oo FWsA " =
&2 e /IETH4EY 2o ohzl AUz
AR, BATAA, BEAdE Fo BHLS Ad 954
AAZ setdr. 7157499 Folle oy FEL
A= 71E55 Hals dos Jag Hee 87
ot ohakt ARdol Pag ool iy} 71Fe] g
Aol BEIAY A go] BHASH 71E75e Ao
o} 719 9717 2d98 4 YokKim, 1992; Kang,
1997 Yang, 1998).

A AAFAJD FAEe] EZE et A
AAAA vtEE HAe olge) AY ARA oz
2E# 20 Ag3o ofFA &Y %S FHsln U
=7Yel tigt el Pesi}

2. @79 25

AFelle] 15715 U ofd] JFge 2Ae B4

Fozn FF /A&7 A AAAA w9

712228 Agdnt do
a7 7AH 53 oest 2o

1) AAgede} 4wt 3 B E4E

2) AAZNAS A F FR5e BE 715715
Aol & fetgict

3) AAENde] Ael, AFA Qe BE E7)%e
Aol g sfebitt

3. 80{9 I

7FE7)E  7HEe] 3 RAE 9E 71Ee] R
2 715 A4Y, 28 2 AAREL dlde
e 7o) AE4Ye AEYEe] M dsld -
7le AXA fuzez 1S9y Aol
ZEEAAl WelA Jlicle]l Agsle AgAe] Hxoln,
715 HgEe A% wE g2uAy HAg 5 gl
€ WA dslq 71EAAe g1z, 98 2 788
A 3le FEE g 1S YrataEL
71578 EEC] 289 &7U 23S UYrm 7S o
oju} 721& FF5) sk Algsle 7142 23
& AT = Olson, Porter 9 Lavee(1985)9) 2&l

ARGA7E3 83 A A 14 A3E

/I¢d FACES (Family Adaptability Cohesion
Evaluation Scale)®& Kim(1990)c] w<tg A
Moos(1974)7} A2 environmental scale & 7}&
o] ¥ Kim(1983)¢] Hel £ E o] g3l &
A7 Aepolrt,

0. o7 4y
1. ooy

1998 149 dRH 20009 129714 1~14F A%
FNEF BHE 21 AE, AW L BRG] Azl
£ AAPHAF AP S 36892 Ao} 32
spen, o3 Aus #3Ee 2299 A2E Ade)
1 #% 34699 A2E NSt

2, AFETF

1) *&

Radloff(1977)2] & £%3 = CES-DE 3%
2 e =72M 5% H: 200 3o FA-o
e, B dFdMe o F 24 B34 44 §ES
AT 167 FEo2 zAEEL. A9t BE&FE &
SRE7L AFE ouisiy E 47 A £ Hx
9] 218l= Cronbach's ¢ = .9123¢|it}.

2) &< 4

Lehman(1981)9] =FZ Al&3ldon] Akz)AdolQl
AA HgekA] &L M 4L A 87 d9& A
Blod ALEACH AEUE B EFF o) Fo] 5LE 9
vlshy & Apdael 42X Cronbach'e = .7819
ojgitt.

3) A=A

Lee(1996)7F /Ndg ALEA 2|2 SAET2A HA
A AR (8EF), ARA X (8%, EAH AA4E
P2 FAE den st 524E ABA AA 7}
& A& uldch AkEE 22 HEe] Cronbach's
a = .9248 °|ic}.

4) YE71%
Olson, Porter 9} Lavee(1985)d] ols] sfutgl
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FACES(Family Adaptability Cohesion Evaluation
Scale) 2A 7}&32te] 243 (1070 23h 3 338 (1070
)€ Y%k =72 Kim(1990)°] ¥zt AL o
B39, AR darAaB(10/] 232 Moos(1974)
7t AA}g environmental scale F 7}E9 FHAL
Kim(1983)°] ®ight A& Agsisct. 53 Axe 3

{Table 1) General characteristics of subjects

7t £85% 7157150 48EE griwd. A

Cronbach's ¢ = .8729, ¢3¢} Cronbach’s «
.8366, °JAtAE9l Cronbach's a
7}&7152l Cronbach’s o

3. MEsHdY

.8458 & A

.9428¢] %4t}

AaFIS 20019 8¥ 19RE 31974 14932

characteristics categories n %
sex male 301 87.0
female 45 13.0
age 20-29yr 12 3.5
30-39yr 46 13.3
40~49yr 92 266
50-59yr 104 30.1
above 60yr 92 26.6
education no-educated 20 58
elementary school 112 324
middle school 81 234
high school 103  29.8
above college 30 8.7
marrital status unmarried 31 9.0
married 286 82.7
divorced ect 29 8.4

AYslgon z=AATY 2090 291 127} Hol oAy
A9 A& AR AR ddd "ol o) o] %A
o JPES d3A @ WA A$ede ¥
A T ABS Agsiden dEAaAne N
285U,

4. XREEN

AREAe  FIAAYW  eRdEANE A
SPSS/PC+ 10.0& AMgsle] EAIAZ s, AHER
BARAEYEE  HIEEAM, t-test, YYEAEA
(Oneway Anova) ¥ &#A ¥4 (Correlation) 5l

AH&E 2

=!
e
4
[N
il

WAAtel AEe gGAol 87.0%(301%), <lyel
13.0%(45% )0l o, dd8 B¥E 5007 30.1%
(104¥)2 7P g%z 2 dg22 4099 601 o4
o] Z4zt 26.6%(92%), 30 13.3%(46%), 20
3.5%(12%)9 o2 Jehyrh 283xd BEXE 7
& 5.8%(207%), 2TARE324%(112%), 2T
32.4%(81%), =2E 29.8%(103%), AL Zol4y
8.7%(30W) o2 2F&m &¢o] 714 wWgkn, A& A

£ 71&0] 82.7%(286%) 2 WHES AXgn 21t}
0] UlE 9.0%(31%), ol &/EA/AMde] 8.4%(29%)
E Jebgc(Table 1).

2) ANad B84

AN el FTAA Felzt Fe AN
Bxo wet 1~1479 FelSFS WA=, 1~3
€ FTHE 100%34E Fejoln} 4~73E =F
HE 50% o) AT AdeE Z23dh B a7 o
e 1~38°] 9.3%(34%), 4~73°] 14.6%(53%F),

off o{f rlo

!

o

(Table 2) Disability-related characteristics of subjects

degree of handicap

gharacterlstlcs categories total 1=3 47 814
subjective (n=346) (n=34) (n=53) (n=259) 15.995 .003
health status good 55(15.9) 4(11.8) 2( 3.8) 49(18.9)

moderate 101(29.2) 4(11.8) 16(30.2) 81(31.3)

bad 190(54.9) 26(76.5) 35(66.0) 129(49.8)
activity of independent 311(89.9) 10(29.4) 51(96.2) 250(95.5) 179.738 .000
daily life dependent 35(10.1) 24(70.6) 2( 3.8) 8(3.1)

*p(.05, **p(.01
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8~143F°] 71.1%(259%)°lUm, o159 F&H A%
Beie Ao ¥ Hojort 54.9%(190%)=2 7t
T B%xm, BBt 29.2%(1019), Hojth
15.9%(557%)9 £olfich. 434 gsdsde gt
©] 89.9%(311%)7} Fe} =% glo] 222 & = gt
T &gk olE AdEIFEE dHEY 1-389 AS
29.4%(10%)7t 222 & = iokn dyen 4~77
2 96.2%(51%), 8~14F& 95.5%(250%)7} 222
g & dokn gHEdch FolegE FuE A28
9} AINLEL FYP5Y Axe BFAZNCE RAF 2
o]7} At Table 2).

EX-)
-y

2. HigRe 71575 He

71E71s AAY BAASFE 102.6022 HA 369l
A 1499 ¥HAE zter)h EUNEQ JEY 24
Hge 9 A% HFHsE 2 33.59, 35.38,
33.342 g9 A4t 7MY Eda, ARASFE 2
go] 10, H-go] 13, 2AtAZe] 12Hc|ed Hu
FvE EF 503 & vetitKTable 3).

3. Cjatxte
xto]

s Y FYoj Sof T IEII50

WA Aty 54 F agP=s A& e e

A A B a2 A 148 A3%

(Table 3> Family function scores

cohesion adaptability communication faml.l y
function
mean 33.59 35.38 33.34 102.60
minimum 10 13 12 36
maximum 50 50 50 149

7b AT, mEFze] A AANEI e A4y 9
HgHoA FEo] 7H A48 EQn 1 t&e
ARAEC)Y}, 1E, T8, 25%m £49 ol
B 71Ee] oAlaBME FEe A4t M widm
O gger uFE, HAEUE, 8 258w &Yoldd
o}, AEddeMe 715 5 HEAd BReA 7E
ol 7} %}:m 11 thEe] vl Eo|m o] &/ EA/APH o]
71 B A4S BYtKTable 4). F87% Aol &
o FAAeR B & Scheffed o83 ALF34 2
7 &R EAME FF0] 25%m FHET ALY,
28, 71E75dA =dkn, AEFEE 7]1Eo] o]
E/EA/APEEY RE oM o & 2oz Jely
ok didAlel Qs dHe] wE sEsEE EAFEL
2 {olg Aolg Holx] ko) Aol AL 50
A 7VE71s 4 elide devh Mt 52 2RE R
et ‘
Wdate] B S o AdeAA A
Hoz o7 Aolg uveplct. 7157153 sl
BRoa] Ale] A7 Welztn @@ e HErt

AE)s R A RSN FARCR feld Aol

(Table 4) Family function by general characteristics

7 =3%3 2 ool EEelg aelx Aol 7dst

cohesion adaptability communication family function
M(SD) t/F M(SD) t/F M(SD) t/F M(SD) t/F
sex male 33.83(8.92) 1.158 33.70( 8.48) 2.892 35.58( 8.19) .955 103.42(24.00) 1.899
female 32.11( 8.86) 31.10( 9.33) 34.18( 8.14) 97.40(24.26)
age 20-29yr 31.81(10.15) 2.354 33.08( 9.49) 1.574 32.08(10.08) 2.275 99.36(28.25) 1.684
30-39yr 31.72( 7.91) 33.73( 8.41) 34.32( 7.98) 99.39(22.75)
40~49yr 34.53( 9.91) 33.32( 9.18) 35.83( 8.73) 103.38(26.50)
50-59yr 35.47( 6.90) 34.93( 6.88) 37.22( 6.32) 107.78(17.67)
above 60yr 31.65( 9.68) 31.38( 9.58) 33.95( 8.86) 98.00(26.85)
education no-educated 33.40( 8.02) 3.706** 33.50( 9.05) 4.268** 34.56( 6.45) 2.638* 101.66(22.93) 3.588"*
elementary 30.85( 9.92) 30.25( 9.45) 33.13( 9.06) 94.66(27.30)
middle 36.32( 8.41) 35.59( 7.53) 37.13( 7.36) 109.31(21.28)
high 33.53( 8.33) 33.98( 8.12) 36.23( 8.28) 103.66(23.04)
above college  35.13( 6.99) 35.13( 7.63) 35.58( 6.63) 105.91(18.65)
marrital  nmarried 32.19(10.74) 4.133* 32.78( 9.34) 5.049** 32.86( 8.38) 10.763** 99.19(27.01) 6.402**
status married 34.24( 8.42) 33.94( 8.23) 36.36( 7.80) 104.71(22.78)
divorced etc  28.71(10.07) 27.80(10.03) 28.81( 8.31) 85.85(26.83)
*0{.05, **p(.01
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(Table 5) Family function by disability-related characteristics

cohesion adaptability communication family functioni
M(SD) t/F M(SD) t/F M(SD) t/F M(SD) t/F
degree of 1~3 33.92(7.35) 31.64(6.96) 34.77(9.23) 99.21(20.85)
handicap 4~7 33.31(9.71) .035 32.78(9.56) .713 34.43(9.56) .460 101.18(27.43) .368
8~14 33.60(8.98) 33.66(8.63) 35.65(7.76) 103.27(23.81)
independent 33.34(9.06) 33.29(8.81) 35.27(8.23) 102.28(24.57)
ADL dependent 36.17(6.95) 2115 saseesny 0% s6s67.74) 002 106.1207.64) 4%
subjective good 36.76(6.56) 35.81(6.62) 38.41(6.40) 111.53(16.84)
health status moderate 34.34(8.56) 4.714* 34.01(8.87) 3.276" 35.42(8.03) 3.910* 104.21(23.32) 4.670°
bad 32.21(9.48) 32.21(8.88) 34.50(8.55) 98.97(25.74)
*p(.05

(Table 6) Correlation between psychosocial factors and family function

cohesion adaptability communication family function
depression .135* -.184** -.198** -.190**
social support, 017 .034 .041 .013
quality of life .499** 525" .482** 527
*p{.05, **p(.01

A 2@ Wolgn ¥ A4V} AP Rskeh B A
FEg YAyBSYEAe FAFoR 43 Aolg
el EHCKTable 5. F#8d dzadee] W@
Scheffe A% 23 Ao} B4} Y Holgkn @
@ goug $& "oldn 449 Uv 259, o
A%, 7E71%0] o € Aoz vehdeh

=~
S

Abpln

o

4. chaRiel MlRIH S4B HETISe A

WgRel Aeld 547 71E7)5%e yuBAE 2
HE A% $2 % gl A% AE)se AR
og RBBAZL Ak Ao etk Table 6.
$2A% 9e4E, 223 A9 do| w24 AS
o A& A3y ¥ JALF sl w0t A%
of & Aoz Jeyth ARE AxE FAHE &
9% Aol 2ol Lk,

h=i]

]
= RiE
=
=,

-3

V. &=

AAelRlel BAE BARRY ohizt XA
A2 B39 4 gle A4l wo AP )
2o sbgel Agez A% AAA e, A2 A
qavs 2 J1ESe 48 ¥Hoz U3 EF e
250l YUY 4 AcHPark, 1997). & AR o)
Aol ol 300 ol¥el F1E Yoz veht 7}
Aol Aoz AP B9l oS AAT + Aok

dxE oF 90%7F 4AAEFE S 2o =& gl
2282 & 4 gtz $HE vHE A9 A7 o
sle] vhmckm QA 8]&-E EA Ueldrh ole A
Fofole] A AANARAAT= D] A diklez
ANES 3 AYol oo AR AT FolE YAl &
Fox ARle] Felglelgte AME 837 ol 4m
A2 AR J AAEH Hgd o g 2T
£ AYsteE Aoz B F ok

Az ZeQle] Bl wE 7tEIdAM e Aol THol
U g Me AR o3 Alelrt 9
o @A A3E, ¢ 9 #9 FeA BAAe
folgl zol7t le Aoz Jelygt & 4AFde
F8A A%E0 22, € A=t REFE, 223
#e] Ao 715 A&7 388 ¢ oraF
71E0] ¥ Aoz Uikt oy AAgelRle] &
Az AER 2 71EY AR F AEA 80l A3
T ARy a e AN gud sHAER
oy 935y Sol ¥ ZA J3s F Aoz Bag
Yoon® Park(1989)9] d7Zzel dxIstt. Fehd
T2 duIERT AEZ ] AlH xn, ¥ A=
7t B Aoz el glon, o AH el
AR A g3 Aol & ol#gg ol AT Byun
(1998)8] AToME, Fohol] U} AARH =7t FEF
£ ARBEYEY Az Zvksidoy A=Asiy AEA
e AR g foF AC gk F, oA
o] WHsAE o dg FEAH AR AREH

=y

o
EETE

o

=
=10
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o f & 9%g mAe Aoz vehded, ok A
2l APl g AAEch= ool dizt g2 uA)
std Aadeirt B 43S sbg olvdch

AR AA T Sl HE o] A
FodBt) o]P) olEL B9 $& TS FA A
§ fste] FowtAle] ¥l g I AR AU
FEFE vIER ARAFNASC] A Ak 83
o 2E#2d AFHoZ dNY ¢ U=E AF A
A7t Ao ¥ Aoz Azt

dzte] 7tE715S AWEY riEe A&en) Hg
g gl oAlA% A7t Z42 33.59, 35.38, 33. 342
vetttt, ole A7l AeriEn diwtES gdez
& Kim(1992)9] A7 A7l Fefqd 71&el A44
3 Ay 9 JAag st A2 38.56, 33.48,
39.390| 2, ¥R 7150 A& Hgy 9 oA}
&% H7h 42 39.07, 33.47, 40.279 A3} v]awa)
£ u, A7 FeidsiEa dvlyiEel vls duide=z
7VEe] A& AL Vlgo] BE AL B 4 i
Circumplex Modeloll*4l 37150 1&d FMAoz A7
SHAl ¥ e REHO U3, Wsle) HAsA v
T AR, eAkRFol EHstn AR FHoldol
7Fed 715 oulai, 971%A il FMHem
e Ee YAl glu, #WEle disld Ao
Az, vt 2L AAE 7|es Sl V1SS B
gt olF A WA JdQ 7Y daage NERS
it 71E 2 Y Aol 7MEAAIZE ulE 3 3
T E fAdta EANAFE 95y 4¥e o
© A 7 F8AIE 3 AtH(Olson, 1986). A4
A 7Ee AR AR STt B9
Agtel vlEo] Bete]l Fridtm Ajzte] g wet B
< FE3E A 5o A Ak goe] ol@m o
a3 7159 g9r1% @2e] vehr] 4o welA A
Folidlel] g 7IEAAE Bl dx3te A PFEw
ol £Astn AFzeen, wEstn ZegA] gL
HAIAE B, Z4Folde A A i 2@ Az
d A Jled Ad AE ikiE 7S 2R
g 3tz o] Folr Fasdicn Yo

V. Z28 ¥ Ao

>
2
o
2
rS
o
e
z
)
)
o)
2

A eArEzi s e A A 148 A3E

A FE JIETAY W@ AAHA olEE 93 712
ARE AFeazt A==

Ao dE 1998 19 dRE 20004 12974/ 1~
148 A7 FdEsd S 21 ME, A" 92 H7)A|
Aol AFshs 4 FHAZ 3469 YIES &)
A8+ 20019 89 1958 31972 149 22 A
Pt om ZAMATY 2090] 221 127} o] g
o] A& AF U2 duld dgdel 2& o]FoiAr)
T8 ARe U= WEE t-test, ANOVA,
Correlation 5-& A83l] 43515}

ATFANE HHEYE J1E7)% AAY BFHFE
102,601, 3HE7HER] 7K 2483 488 2 o
Atagel HEdseE 47 33.59, 35.38, 33. 342
89 HA47t 7P 2ok ddake] B4 & a8AE
o Aede 2 S8 AR} JENT 2 SR
g 2RoA BARCE fold Aolst AUt F, £F
o] 7]&o[HA Eolel Aol F& Holgtm Asle
DAY 71E7)Eel o FL& Roz vyt =
g ddate] AeAEld 8l F 2T 49 "o AAF
715 BAZCR {9 Aolg EHJed, $¢ I
7} ¥&55, aeln 49 dol 5EFE /1S9 A5H
7 HgE Z QAARE Vol Eol JIEV|sol B £
Aoz Vehych

ARNAE A5t FEY Folx Aol R &

U A2 AE HoM Ak @34 ofEeg AAEHD
vl g2t ZHETAEEC ARl e B
AH Ad7A wBAE 2N Ey Rate F &
o gict. mEb Aol g ABAGL 7S
F3e THEE ] FZo] o]FolA el 3, sUH
A7ZFY o} JEv5o] o dedix zoA
MUl 28 AFE F e HEAGAYel EHAHY
o2 A7y WEAGARIE ETEdY 1 #
T g, AEHE 24 L 7S] WE dalAl
§ AL B3 Aol AL FAdozA AF
AFIEE AR Fe Ae I,

ol

Bk

Y

L bo® W S 2 o 2T oo
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Family Functions Characterized
by the Industrial Accident
Disabled

Choi, Jeong Myung* - Oh, Jin Joo**

rEEE

Hyun, Hye Jin*** - Lee, Hyun Joo

Yoon, Soon Nyung*****

Purpose: This study was attempted to
provide the basic data in order to develop a
supportive system for the family by investigation
of the general and disability-related features of
the industrial accident disabled and their family
function. Method: Three hundred and forty six
industrial accident disabled were randomly
selected among those who resided in the Seoul,
Incheon, and Gyeonggi areas, and who were
confirmed as disabled according to its severity
from the first to fourteenth grade from January,
1998 to December, 2000. The data were

* Suwon Science College(corresponding author)
** Dankook University
*** Kangwon National University
**** Reserch Center of Industrial Safety & Walfare,
Korea Labor Institute
**+*** Seoul National University
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collected for one month from August 1 to August
31, 2001. Each study team consisted of two
members out of 20 researchers and they
interviewed the disabled individually by visiting
their homes. Collected data were analyzed using
frequency, percentages, t-test, ANOVA, and
Correlation, etc. Results: The average score for
family function was 102.60. The adaptability
represented the highest score among the
concepts dependent on the family function. The
concepts were cohesion, adaptability and
communication, which scored as 33.59, 35.38,
33.34, respectively. The family function was
significantly different in education, marital
status and subjective health status. In
particular, the family function was excellent
from the industrial accident disabled who had
graduated from middle school, was married, and
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felt healthy. Depression and quality of life were
other factors, which were also correlated
significantly with the family function. The lower
the degree of depression and the better the
quality of life, the better the family function.
Conclusion: The industrial accident disabled
who had been in poor health or faced with
difficulties in daily activities even after the
therapy for the disability was completed. In
particular, their family always had a great
burden to care for the disabled and to take
Therefore, the
rehabilitation program for the disabled should be

financial responsibility.

family oriented.
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