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ofgl AzkstaL, vkt A% JEAgetn Yt di
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ATodRte) AA B4 <Table 1ol PR SrhEel R 550 QoA SlE Tl FAMOE f
A5 R HxE woka ARkt @RETE ozt o oJst o] 7} QUATK £=16.14, p<0001).
Bol ol FAHOR fAF AolE:  RATK I=10.60, opx| s} PR SAoIN APEIEE 4044947} 8T
p<.0001). AW E= 48hdoA FhrTto] AuH42.7% vs 17 ANkt BEelA 7P B BEE HSth tiEoldd
267980 6 Bkom BANCE feld Aok AAKE L AR oA SET T BE wS WES B
=8.30, p=0.02). Ty} ARktelx] BF XFRIL Z47b Q. FuoM= sty dukt B Euob P 2ot
90% 1o w tFES AAF oY TE AFEeL HERE Fre] Aol Afle] Q= A dubwo]l S
shofjo] ARH(7.7% vs 1.3%)Het Wokom FAHOR § Hla) oA mskou ASlo] gl Afe shiwe] dukrel
et zto]7h QIAATH 2=6.98 p=0.01). 7N wEEo| A Tk g tha ol BAHCR 2% 2Jol7} ALK A=5.88 p=
Z3lt} 7t Sl HE] UHEEe)(75.5% vs 92.0%)=9kT & 0.02). SFHBAINE BAHOR Golgt zto|7} ALK 2=
ARoz Golst xpo]7b TK 2=15.26, p<.0001). 7= 9.63 p=0.05)
ago] by B, AN FYEY FEOE U ofriUsl BAT S4<Table 24 AYLEE 304~39
AEHE Y FAF APolgon, AR ST A AP} ST Qe BE b e REE ngn: 8
7b it EAE O w@skoy o= %741 o2 FostA goll oAM= St tiEol o] ARkrolM = o)/l
e 7V e NS BT, FuoME Sy it BF
w1 wekth Al Qe 497t sles Qe v
CHARRES] Hald EY oI o] AR, SFFHClA WY <npile] &
des duke BE b Be 2EE Bt
ATUEAL] HRAY SA<Table 204 Hag 5
© Tdel 3743] girtelA] dhto]l Unkrtel Hls) #9kal, SH™IIES0| ot VIEX L MR
Ae kA S elME dukro] Shjwtel vl A dERY
(Table 1) General characteristics of subjects (N=293)
Child abuse group General group
Characteristics Category (n=143) (n=150) b )
n(%) n(%)
Sex male 91(63.6) 67(44.7) 10.60 .000
female 52(36.4) 83(55.3)
Class 4 61(42.7) 40(26.7) 8.30 0.02
5 38(26.6) 50(33.3)
6 44(30.8) 60(40.0)
Family number 3 below 12( 8.4) 11( 7.3) 0.34 0.85
4 93(65.0) 95(63.3)
5 above 38(26.6) 44(29.3)
Family type Nuclear family 118(82.5) 128(85.3) 0.43 0.51
Extended family 25(17.5) 22(14.7)
Birth order first 62(43.4) 51(34.0) 5.90 0.12
second 58(40.6) 72(48.0)
third above 7( 4.9) 15(10.0)
alone 16(11.2) 12( 8.0)
Parent type Biological parents 132(92.3) 148(98.7) 6.98 0.01
Etc 11( 7.7) 2( 1.3)
Economic status Upper 24(16.8) 24(16.0) 1.23 0.53
Middle 100(69.9) 112(74.7)
Lower 19(13.3) 14( 9.3)
Home satisfaction Satisfaction 108(75.5) 138(92.0) 15.26 .000
Moderate 34(23.8) 11( 7.3)
Dissatisfaction 1( 0.7) 1( 0.7)
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(Table 2) Parents characteristics of subjects (N=293)
Child abuse group General group
Characteristics Category (n=143) (n=150) X o)
n(%) n(%)
Marital quarrel Daily 2( 1.4) 1( 0.7) 16.14 .000%**
(frequency) 1~2/week 14( 9.8) 4( 2.7)
1~2/month 20(14.0) 14( 9.3)
3~4/year 65(45.5) 57(38.0)
None 42(29.4) 74(49.3)
"""""""" Father Age 30~39 45(31.5) 37(24.7) 325 0.20
(years) 40~49 90(62.9) 108(72.0)
50 above 6( 4.2) 3( 2.0)
Education Less than middle school 13( 9.1) 12( 8.0) 0.63 0.73
High school 47(32.9) 57(38.0)
More than college 68(47.6) 69(46.0)
Religion Buddhism 66(46.5) 76(51.0) 2.94 0.57
Christianity 22(15.5) 15(10.1)
Catholic 10( 7.0) 7( 4.7)
None 41(28.9) 47(31.5)
Etc 3( 2.1) 4 2.7)
Job Yes 35(94.4) 147(98.0) 5.88 0.02%*
No 8( 5.6) 1( 0.7)
Alcohol None. 25(17.5) 26(17.3) 9.63 0.05*
Almost not drink. 19(13.3) 36(24.0)
Occasionally drink. 51(35.7) 58(38.7)
Frequently drink 34(23.8) 23(15.3)
Daily. 12( 8.4) 6( 4.0)
Mother Age 30739 84(58.7) 85(56.7) 2.26 0.52
(years) 40~49 54(37.8) 61(40.7)
50 above 1( 0.7) 1( 0.7)
Education Less than middle school 15(10.5) 13( 8.7) 5.02 0.08
High school 48(33.6) 76(50.7)
More than college 55(38.5) 50(33.3)
Religion Buddism 66(47.5) 83(55.7) 3.82 0.43
Christianity 30(21.6) 22(14.8)
Catholic 12( 8.6) 9( 6.0)
None 27(19.4) 32(21.5)
Etc 4 2.9) 3( 2.0)
Job Yes 76(53.1) 92(61.3) 2.01 0.16
No 67(46.9) 58(38.7)
Alcohol None. 55(38.5) 70(46.7) 7.08 0.07
Almost not drink. 37(25.9) 50(33.3)
Occasionally drink. 40(28.0) 28(18.7)
Frequently drink 4( 2.8) 1( 0.7)
*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
FAMEse] Jod EAZ WSS <Table 3 Prh APl BANOR FsA(=403, p<0001) Strhol
BIAANAE Srhpo] Qirped Vel e LA A QTR H RS GFIELAL w 060L09E R
= HYI(6620£1113 vs 4221+13.15), o) EAHOE Aol Shrjite] dukre] Hle) B FSE HYW
&3 THI=-15.14, p<.0001). QIEEA JAoMx gfo] (0.4910.64 vs 0.3510.50), SAZFCE FFTHE=-2.12,
Aol vl Ttk we FTE HoJ(26.67£8.10 vs 2387+ p=0.04). 18]} ATA gole shito] AwbitrTt 71EX
2 B33

751), BARORE fold Aol WATK=2.74, p=0.01). %
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(Table 3) Family perception in Kinetic Family Drawing(KFD) (N=293)
Child abuse group General group
Variables (n=143) (n=150) t o
M=SD M=SD
Actions 66.20+11.13 42.21+13.15 -15.14 L000***
Figure characteristics 26.67+ 8.10 23.87+ 7.51 -2.74 0.01**
Dynamics 11.08% 4.19 10.10+ 4.09 -1.80 0.07
Styles 1.27+ 142 0.60+ 1.05 -4.03 .000***
Symbols 0.49+ 0.64 0.35+ 0.50 -2.12 0.04*
Total 105.71%16.09 77.12£16.24 -13.44 000+

*p<05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

o BSjlolne) B AEAZ g

BAGEL A1, oA, ool i
S, 9, A =
1= <Table 4>2} 7t}

AN B Sthzo] WiEel W S 94T B
0](5.13+1.83 vs 3.11£1.00) EAHOZ 893} 1(t=11.65,
p<.0001), o= LFHE grhao] o A
(536£1.70 vs 3254129) EAHO=  Golarglrh=-1133,

OO
N
X
10
o%t

N
=
r—%‘
olo o:
MO

p<.0001). ojmM]e] BEA L drfio] Ankiel] HlE] E&
A4S HOJ(5.6811.52 vs 32111.01) BAHOE {93t o]
2 RYITHt=-14.91, p<.0001).

718 GJakaEE stwre] Adnkrel Wl H2 SR
UER3.88£1.53 vs 2.13£0.70) EAAOR  Gol3Hla(t=
-12.55, p<.0001), o}HA]e] AR i‘ﬂ%i%]
R(4.0811.48 vs 2.17£0.94), £
O m(t=-12.45, p<0001) olmU 9] SJakAE A shtro] Hf
%o ASES Ba1(4.281.35 vs 2.1810. 81), ol EA o7
493 D}(r-1460 p<.0001).

A A7) Sirto] duktel HlE] =& HE4E B
©](229£1.39 vs 1.10£0.75) EAACE o3 31(t-9.03,
p<.0001), Fl oA =
141 vs 1.10£0.81) EAHO& §o3t zlo]=
-9.09, p<.0001), FHAQ ool npR7pA| 2 Btrfjo]

{Table 4) Family perception in actions dimension (N=293)
Child abuse group General group
Variables Elements (n=143) (n=150) t P
M4SD M4SD

Activity Self 5.131£1.83 3.11£1.00 -11.65 .000%***
Dad 5.36t£1.70 3.25%1.29 -11.33 .000***
Mom 5.68t1.52 3.21£1.01 -14.91 .000%***

Communication Self 3.88%11.53 2.13£0.70 -12.55 .000%***
Dad 4.08+1.48 2.17£0.94 -12.45 .000***
Mom 4.28+1.35 2.18%0.81 -14.60 .000***

Cooperation Self 2.29+1.39 1.10£0.75 - 9.03 .000***
Dad 2.40t1.41 1.10£0.81 - 9.09 .000***
Mom 2.40%1.45 1.07£0.84 - 8.70 .000%***

Narcissism Self 4.94+0.23 3.19t1.61 -13.25 .000***
Dad 4.94+0.39 331t1.61 -11.52 .000***
Mom 4.9510.40 3.27£1.60 -11.99 .000%***

Nutrition Self 5.4212.67 4.51+2.86 - 283 0.01**
Dad 5.4612.55 4.4012.90 - 3.18 .000***
Mom 5.04t£2.76 4.23+2.83 - 229 0.02*

Tension Self 0.05£0.30 0.07£0.08 - 1.64 0.10
Dad 0.03£0.17 0.02£0.12 - 092 0.36
Mom 0.031£0.16 - - -

*p<05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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%741 90 2 5051 (t=-8.70, p<.0001) =& H42.40+1.45 vs p:o.oz). oA o] AA YA EeME BHfo] T =& A
8= BT 101(0 61£0.94 vs 0.35£0.70) EAZ 02 {2 PrH=-2.53,

ZMOH o A7), opA| gl ofmy BT x| p=0.01). F3F omu o] AAHY oM npiA 2 Sl
Hlaf gl B S HAgE HA1 ol B SAXCR of FTAAOE F(t=2.89, p<000DEA © FZ= HF
£-218F9 tHp<.0001, p<.0001, p<.0001). (0.68£0.90 vs 0.38+0.72)5 H.QIth =], o] @ o]

FFAQ A)e SrfTol ATl v we A5E B
©§(5.4242.67 vs 4.5112.86) EANOT 50| (t=2.83, p=

OJ%I‘LZ‘]oﬂj\i_‘:_ é‘lLH—_T’-O] E!_.‘,E 1:1 EES 14)\2 io:] 574]7(4

0 FolFTHp<.0001, p<.0001, p<.0001). ojrL}zre] Aeko]

0.01), FFA1 ofA ML o]l ¥ 2 HTR(5.46t Al gre] FAACE fFo8HAI(t=-3.67, p<.0001) T =&
2.55 vs 4401£2.90) BAA O £2F 0n(t=-3.18, p<.0001), 420201040 vs 0.06£024) 2 Ktk 7 2] oMU &9
T3k FFARD ojyUeME Stfo] FAASE s SRE, JAELS Bdo], 429 s, el =7 9 Ao}
(t=2.29, p=0.02) =& HF(5.0412.76 vs 4.2312.83)2 R} EdAME BAHCE §23 ztol7t HUSich
WFEHo A= 2], ofAoA BF SAASE {28t 2t
°o|7} glslek o AFA FYelA 9 FEE TEAZ W
s U2 A=A 84, A=A A, A=A
o AE5A F99 = 7AW o] W] wE JEAG WS BRI & oded ole
AESA ddellre A=) o), A $E, + <Table 6>3} At} 27|19 -94/0& stogro] Urbrel s
o] ¢, Ao AT, duERA, W] A7), AT A F AFE Hol(3.1311.20 vs 2811 1.13) FAX C® o3l
2k 4l Xolx g 7FSA7E W1-8-9] A= <Table 5>9) 2tk TH(t=-2.29, p=0.02). JAEF2] LAl oA e} AEATE
Aal 2] AA YT elA shdto]l ARbte] Bls| w2 A o] AL A5 WERH FEAZE WS 1B A

£ H0J(0.49£0.79 vs 0.2910.66) EA 22 {2 HTHt=-2.37, AlX= AxlTE ol R dHgol, QIEARS] WA= A4,
{Table 5) Family perception in Figures characteristics dimension (N=293)
Child abuse group General group
Variables Elements (n=143) (n=150) t o)
M=SD M=SD
Arm Self 3.02£1.15 3.08%£1.08 0.45 0.65
Dad 3.06£1.13 3.07£1.09 0.07 0.94
Mom 3.18%1.11 3.10£1.05 -0.63 0.53
Body Self 0.49£0.79 0.2910.66 -2.37 0.02%**
Dad 0.601£0.94 0.35%£0.70 -2.53 0.01**
Mom 0.681£0.90 0.38%£0.72 -2.89 L000%**
Eye Self 0.8510.64 0.76%0.65 -1.24 0.22
Dad 0.8910.61 0.88%0.70 -0.16 0.87
Mom 0.90£0.61 0.74£0.67 -1.98 0.05*
Face Self 0.83%£1.03 0.67£1.01 -1.33 0.18
Dad 0.77£1.03 0.85%1.15 0.57 0.57
Mom 0.73£1.05 0.71£1.05 -0.14 0.89
Facial expression Self 1.4510.74 1.06+0.69 -4.67 .000%**
Dad 1.56%0.70 1.14£0.68 -4.90 L000%**
Mom 1.55£0.69 1.08%0.70 -5.42 L000%**
Feet Self 1.91£1.29 1.84%£1.19 -0.48 0.63
Dad 2.06£1.33 1.8611.25 -1.27 0.21
Mom 2.18%1.36 1.9911.16 -1.14 0.27
Ommision Self - - - -
Dad 0.11£0.32 0.081£0.27 -0.93 0.36
Mom 0.20£0.40 0.06£0.24 -3.67 L000%**
All parents 0.061£0.23 0.05£0.21 -0.36 0.72
Teeth Self - - - -
Dad 0.08%0.09 0.07£0.09 -0.06 0.95
Mom 0.09£0.09 0.07£0.08 -0.15 0.88
*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
Cistzt&sts| x| 36(2), 20064 48 271
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(Table 6) Family perception in dynamics dimension (N=293)
Child abuse group General group
Variables Elements (n=143) (n=150) t o
M=SD M=SD

Superiority Self 3.13+£1.20 2.81+1.13 -2.29 0.02*
Dad 2.83+1.37 2.60+1.29 -1.43 0.16
Mom 2.9611.32 2.6311.25 -2.01 0.05*

Barrier Self and Dad 0.1510.36 0.0910.28 -1.57 0.12
Mom and Dad 0.1610.37 0.11£0.31 -1.29 0.20
Self and Mom 0.12+0.33 0.12+0.33 -0.05 0.96

Direction Self 0.6610.65 0.5710.69 -1.16 0.25
Dad 0.5710.67 0.5810.75 0.06 0.96
Mom 0.5510.67 0.4710.67 -1.00 0.32

*p<05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

opE ], ojmy] G B Siito] AWET 2 HTE AR 72|(t=-3.86, p<.0001)3}A] H3(0.15+0.36 vs 0.03
vol/lt SOt BAMCR FAS Gk, oMU §  0167F O BRTh AT A1 £, oA X9,
BAME Sio] B 2 FA9(2.96£1.32 vs 2.6311.25)F ofmulde] elellM= sAACR Fofdt Alol7t ]l
ugow K folahA it
o A GeIA o) A} uhg
o FHYeIH ] AHAZ e 4Rl e 4] PO R ASAZ Wl et
pgele] glofr] ZHEALY wRgsel dld Ashs Qi © olo] tid A3ks <Table 83} Prk @el e 1of
<Table 753 2k FAGelelA apwe] Aol shzol Ak A Sojzo] k] Wlal S A4E 12010226042 vs
o HlE 5 ASFS 10(0.14£0.35 vs 0.0710.25) FA|A 0.13£034) EA40 2 FoFom(t=2.02, p=0.04), 3]
O FOFTH=-2.06, p=0.04). A=sFda} AF-2] A R 2, 48] Aol dubdnn sheiwe] Hato]l o Eou
A ghio] 47k H Eob BAMOR felg Aok A9l ol BANCE R 9w B 99 3 F 29 3
CHp=001, p=0.02). 7Fgatele] et QlEAE shyjol o] 2 vhebdit.
(Table 7) Family perception in styles dimension (N=293)
Child abuse group General group
Variables (n=143) (n=150) t o)
M=SD M=SD
Compartmentalization 0.11£0.32 0.05+0.23 -1.82 0.07
Lining bottom 0.14£0.35 0.07£0.25 -2.06 0.04*
Underlining individuals 0.11£0.32 0.03+0.18 -2.60 0.01**
Lining top 0.09£0.29 0.03£0.16 -2.34 0.028
Self at encapsulation 0.18+0.39 0.14+0.35 -0.97 0.33
Dad at encapsulation 0.20+0.40 0.12+0.33 -1.63 0.10
Mom at encapsulation 0.22+0.42 0.1310.33 -1.91 0.06
Edged placement 0.15+0.36 0.03+0.16 -3.86 .000%**
*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
(Table 8) Perception family in symbols dimension (N=293)
Child abuse group General group
Variables (n=143) (n=150) t o
M=SD M=SD
Force field 1 0.22£0.42 0.13£0.34 -2.02 0.04*
Force field 2 0.15£0.36 0.09£0.29 -1.57 0.12
Force field 3 0.10£0.31 0.10£0.30 -0.14 0.89
Force field 4 0.07£0.08 0.02£0.14 0.96 0.34
*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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A Com parative Study on Fam ily Perception between Abused
Children and Norm al Children by K inetic Fam ily D raw ing

Lee, Haeng Ja" - Kim, Young Hae? - Park, Nam Hee®

1) Head-Nurse, Department of Psychiatry, Pusan National University Hospital
2) Professor, Department of Nursing, Pusan National University
3) Full-Time Lecturer, Department of Nursing, Inje University

Purpose: The study attempted to find family perception differences between abused children and normal children
by Kinetic Family Drawing. Method: The subjects of the study consisted of two groups, 143 abused who were in
the upper 25th percentile, and 150 normal who were in the lower 25th percentile. Collected Kinetic Family
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Drawings were divided into five dimensions such as actions, human figure characteristics, dynamics, styles and
symbols, and they was analyzed with SPSS/WIN 10.0. Results: In the perception about their family in action
dimension, their family in figure characteristics dimension, their family in dynamics dimensions, and their family
in symbols dimension, there is a sharp contrast between the two groups. Conclusion: Putting these results
together, abused children feel lower self-esteem and feel more sense of alienation in their family than normal
children do. In addition, abused children perceive their parents as negative and aggressive people.

Key words : Family perception, Child abuse, Drawings

* Address reprint requests to : Park, Nam-Hee
Department of Nursing, Inje University
633-165, Gaegeum-dong, Busanjin-gu, Busan 614-735, Korea.
Tel: 82-51-890-6832, Fax: 82-51-896-9840 E-mail: parknh@inje.ac.kr

CistebEsta| x| 36(2), 2006 42 277



