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3 9)eH(McCubbin, Nevin, Cauble, Larsen & Pat-
terson, 1982).

ATk o)9} 2L Tulsle] ol T FL Batajed,
2] vhebel Al A A 5ol ol obFoll s shtel A
A zA Y AAFe] sds S 7S A FollA
HE RS A AEY £ e ol o5 Rt 5
AAE FH22 F38 H557e BAE FFetels
olct,

2.7 =25

o 71-:—4 PhEo) A A 432 o ol A 3 7hska
A7} 7HE A g3} e) BANA L | A A E
Ed, 7HE ALE, 25 43 A H oS

18 5ol #AH Dbl WA Rt A e,
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2) Aefobgol FFZol A vla e 71 2EH20] 7]
% 715 =] BAlE 24

3) 7HE71 5ol e A A Aol =X & 7
< A4

4) Aeljotso] 7t FolA vX &t FAEN 20} 2

Al 43 Aol o] BAE FA et

|

o

5) 7}E7)5, Aol ol FtEelA v|AE 2L E
s o AEd 2 A A A7) AFEA ol vl X A
g 2 A g},

3. AR 25|

A1 E 2B A AR HEEFE JE ASAS
= 93& Aol (va).

TH 2. M E AEH s A g5 2B A A
Ao Axx & AolcH(ra).

A 3, AE 2L HES} 24 AFAE A5

=32g A 1 (711)

A4 AE 75 AR 2S5 E S HASAHEE S
£ slelch(ga).

TA 5 AAE AT AES EE4E 2B A AA
2] A7t B8 Aolst(Ba).

FA 6. AEAA A A A7) ¥ E4E 7ME A

T AEE T Aolek(Bn).

4. 80{ ¥2|

7FE A w2 A £F Y AHE
o TA FFoNH TRl FAHE A
e SR AR 2F ATANF YUY T
(Generalized Contentment Scale ; GCS) & o] 83}
ZA%Aeh A7t & 5F A 5Fol ¥ Aot

7HE A 7 Ee] A AL = Wl 94 of
N 8 TET FFAL U MEAd P e 5
oleh. 7FEAAE 24817 H8l 7HF 7152 ALl A
Olson(1986) 5o /N4d A48 3} A58 AgdolA g
7}E 7157 Moos(1974) ot &l M= 713 37 ¥ =
o] ARH At o] Aol A Y2F Aeste] &4
3o et

B4t 5243 A2 AR ES AL Bah

2B# A Agol] gk A AR A o}Fol 2
ARA 2B z0) el FHSo] Hrt mE Ao '}
o= McCubbm Olson#} Larsen(1981) 2 4

Ha
o°“
8 aly

T A A24U Al4E

A TH RAV5RGo 2 2rale RS A Fo] 3
otz JAsE e s FYPedl F47t w545
FA A Rolch,

Hofobz Qg 7= 2EA A HAIA A o} 53 B
2 FAdel AskRA 737 B oA AP
ol wAlE s g7t 7}5—91 A AN A A=
7hEe A e ABH 2 F R,

ol 24-¢ Holroyds} A=t Aefotz Qg 73
Stress A 9] Questionnaire on Resources and

Stress(QRS) & 52{'—@ oz n].f*x]yq AAE) g7
A A =H1989) 7} H g } sted Aol o} o] 7}

Fol v A & 3 A5 EE4E S
sEU 27 o AL oln g :
Aol : Ehstmol AnFaAd F AN S
Z2 debled A, A40ha), eH FEEEY e
ol g Gz vhebe 184 oatel FololEg

e,
I.ol2% vz

Al A G2 Aolflobgol ) Wi i w) 22 ak4] A g
E3 T BobE sbEol wigt A7 Abe A
Fate] o7 HololM F o 9ulE 2 iger
A A e 2 gmolA A 258 Al Aol
2t2 st eH(Fewell, 1986). ol AHAIR|Alobse] 2w
7} QR8s AE#H A A5 o) qhAd Adlole] w7} gl
e 2EA A A B vaF 75l B A=A el E ol
T2t & vhg A Gote] YR ~EHAst Y 2
the AT A 37} o) F A= 51 o (Cummings, 1976).

Hill(1949) olal & ~E & Ao Wk 7}1Ee] H-Zo] =
gslol el 7HE 32 A7 FAE AE A A
A 2B A0 7HE E o 7 Vehvte A delr)
7HE A G2 EAGAA AR o Fwtol ZA veht
= 94 dgetn & 4 glck(McCubbin and Pat-
terson, 1983).

Aol obE 7HE2) WL 88 HEE Ao
Az THFAHLRE 7 kol F23 A
A AAZ &3] op{R o 2§ 4F =
& A gcha gYoh(Trute, 1990).

McCubbin} Patterson(1983) -2 Double ABCX =
oM bB g4 715e] ¥ 2 FHoz 4 71Ee
A A7 W3l o8] obrlslE 8 T7E FEAA £+ U
< @oletx A ¢ 8 el (McCubbin, 1987).

dm o alo
o, 0}1’1 ruO oX

2]

ZALg

£
ok

rlo
AN
& g

oo 1o
ol
oK

[‘-F—'a

RE
)
-~ 5

7t

—667—



7}

3%

| ~ o] Zoll Al 7} 9] A -&-(Adaptation) ol
840l 7HE AL 7S ALY ANl A

4] (family member’s personal resources), 7+ %14

tjo Iy
IV

Ed
L
- &

W& =9 (family system’s internal resources), L2}
3 7}E w9 9B AY(family system’s external
resources) 9] Al 7}x 2 2 4 (M. McCubbin,, &
H.McCubbin, 1987).
7H A g FASE A 7R g4 4
HY 4 e 2z A A 71E S &34 7]
ﬂwr’4 2, 2R AAA A7 ez Al 249l
(McCubbin, H.I. et al., 1980) °l& Alg|d &==jo
A A A Al F5 s e Sojrt,

Pearlin#} Schooler(1978, 1982) & il =& 37}
A7 FHste] 2o} EZF(self-esteem), A7l w]sh
(self-denigration), 3 < (mastery)2 2535t
o|F AotEF Y e AEHA AAANA WF T8
g g4cld ol AEHA FHA AAEHE 8T8
< Agjsted 713 a8-oln] FEHA 94507
ul) £ o] o} (Pearlin, et al., 1981).

71E FA]Y R AN AZ Y5 AGEE A F
8.3 wigolw] o] & 7}E AlA A4l 7HE AL A s}
Z 237 g 9|2} 2% o]r}(Anderson, 1986).

Burr(1973) ¢l AAd SoilAl& 1574A] 715 Al A 5ol
A 7}& A&+ (Family Adaptability) = 7}& 2A45H
(Family Cohesiveness)o] Q1A =gl en] o] F-7}x &
9 o] Circumplex Model®] & Zo] 5]o] Olson W =
o] E8 5ol 938 A F=2ckOlsonet al, 1979).

o] oA ALREl J1E AL YL E AN
ol Fdte A FALL] AAH FH7 H AU
o] At A4t F7HA 845 23std Adgs
Art

434 (Adaptability) & =38 7} & A A7} 43 =+
et 9l 7)ol ubgsle] go] FaRY 9% fAE HEHA
71 %3 o] ch(Park, 1991).

hEe| 3 AF 2EA F 2ol oA EL AhE
& A A A B FY A qAE FASe
Abotol & AlAlgta we s1&E 715 3tstadl o o
Al 480 FodtWeg 23 Gk A £ 52 AHE
o] A& ol Mo Aoz o|A}EF A
ol A=l a4 2 28 ghcka 81 eH(Olson, Russel
& Sprenkel, 1983).

04—?-01]*1 ¥ 744 (Cohsion) % -3 (Adapta-
b111ty) < 1985»,1 Olson, Portner % Lavee 5ol &3)

_“_:_73 ]zo]

ALt
L
T

=]

N
-
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Auksl sty e 44 Hrh =7e FACES—1
(Family Adaptability Cohesion Evaluation Scale) oll
ot sl &4 skl

=T AR i £ 50 71F A F97 8l
2 AA=Egonz Moosst 5850 M3 Family
Environmental Scale & 7}&9] 33 apglolA 1074
G5 Aeste] Bkt

7tE 2B A o| 7 Eo] AR HEA AAH L A
o A He"2 L A3 e]cl(Hanscn & Johnson,
1979).

7tE 2EH A QAT 7L EY] AE | A A=
of vrebitis ubgof 9le] oWl o] f =2 JtEef whel F-d
3 Agkoll ti sl abol 7t A=tE AP sk A2 o9
= o}

AR #AEALEo] oW Al ® Al = zto]v}
7tet 58l 5o] e AP s EAY 4 ¢k F
Aol (A4 8], 1987) A LAtzio|vt #Htrh v}
v A7 g LS Sgdsle AL ol AE A d e 7hEol
2 A 27 FRA kel of s At ¥ 4
gl =} (McCubbin & Patterson, 1983).

=& McCubbin® Patterson(1983)oll ¢}l A3t
< Fojslaie xHola A7 A AL shte] ‘=W e
2 ootSol At e o A EHE AV B2 Al
olgtx Wowi: =H-g Usly o3t Aol 71EY
A5 Lol shA sl §8¢ 9 8L geta stk

o) no) A A wkel 2|4 ofF-o] FpFel »| x| o B
S+ 2 AT 5L e HEH o ¥ AEHA
o ¥ it 3.3 71EF SAH 2 e E A
o2 r2EHAE Z2A3IYch o|w] Aol obF FHEE
HAdee sha E3bA ol EH ~xda &4 ETE
Holroyd(1974)o) 2]&] A% Questionnaire on
Resources and Stress(QRS) o] =},

AT A5 & o Foll o5 7EEol A obF M
oo B AEdAE Yok 5y whepi] AE
NAl A7) g 40l Huol 2EAHAE T8l =
7 o] 1 g 3hv] McCubbin(1988) & 71E2E 8~ A4

, 20 HEE ol AF o} 58 71 FHEE Ao
2 zAsrqa
72}°H obFo] 7tAl ol v] A& &g 2R AT AE

2o} A Ao Eo) obFel Fel2 Qldte AEHA
% Wi glowm 7pAL A A AA A -2 3]A €
oH(A = 1989 FAH, 1990). AR A ol-g-o] 715
o] v]A g =ALR AT ATED 2A A=

m\n



5=l e A, AR Aoz g8 FE2Y 5 Ue &
Edadl 713 HG@ M Ee E4E =
——'.—°l At 244 g AR FAE A2 A
L AEO] 5He AR A AL AL AR
7‘}11 £ 44 81K Byrne & Cunningham, 1985).
B a7 Ay =28 +&F& $sl Double
ABCX Model-& o] &£3tn 2 o] 23 & FAlo g 7}4

A&7 383 A A24H A43

A =Yg = 53ax 3
ol 2xdAe] B A A7l 7HE 71
thatshe 20l B o 2 A~ 8s Aol Ha] 715 o
W7l Cot A3t 8-3le] 9 7]el XE& Ab&stend 97
T 7SI AL AA H2E 5 HZ o] o
Fo}Al b Hill(1958) o 2ol A 7ke] g =913t
Zol},

H bonadaptation

(>

pre crisis

—time

xX .

maladaptation

post crisis

time

Fig 1. Double ABCX Model(McCubbin & Patterson, 1983).

A4 AAjE AFEA S A e 27 A
841 Double ABCX Model % °]-&3to cb-&3 3¢ 7}
A Y& A AR 2).

FA e P A4 AR o] A
Az A% Age Y EA o olze A2

2N AZAEA 2o S| GLZA HAYSE wq el 2B 43 Aol 7 dgE 2l
7HEAA S AEd A A3 QA Y 7MEA Gol| o] 7HEH &ol ol 2w 7 25 TA 3t
Family
\/\ Resources(n1) % S
Family Stress () Family
(&1) (+) Adaptation(s3)
- ) Situational \X\
Definition{n2)

Fig 2. Hypothetical Model

= 23 Aol obFe] FEE FAo
E7tE 2B atS AL AN T2 Yo A
Asde, -
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9] 1841 o) shol A by o] Pd ol 5] Aol of
5ol h=

@) A% Bof I A UA Aok G2 nx
Az 47 HE, 37 AU AHY5N B4 ng
ﬂ%#vﬂ4ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ4ﬂﬁtﬂ,Ltﬂ%ﬁ
A B4 A8 AAA 430l chepshl R LI E 3
MEERRES

A2 FAo] H g ShEe F 194 7hEol ot of
Z gxol 2T 4 ASL AT E 190 /HZo] Az
4ol o] £33},

AT EF

1) FAIR A ootz Qlg 7hF e A A

Zoll opF-o] 74E FA ol v = o3 g Aol o} F
+ Sred vtz o s 243l

Holroyd»} 4 22} QRS 3 & (The Questionnaire on
Resources and Stress ; 1974) 285 %8 Friedrich %
(1983) 0] 52 F&o = A2k o] % A4 2(1989)
7} watste] Abgslgdos 2% F(1990) £ o] & o) %
shod Abol] o} E o] 7} Zof u] A = o 8kS = abed .

ArAlel HE2 409 2988 vrolAa gle
29 24 7é4+ 7 gEee gl [ -2y /5 ¢
A, gel IT-2=o ez, gol MI-op5e 54, g9l

—°}%«l Al A e e

‘Hr gl hE FA g9
724 F e 7EESl o] Bl
T2 TAHY L g5’ gl sl Aol dE
Frol RAA g, el f] Aso] Bak §E, 22|
‘obz-o] BA’ 29l dlnd ol o] Hole FA A Felr}
B zof At =, AlAH 55 g9l Hofobe] Al
A 59, 77| 7PI Aol thd dZEolrh 24 g
ZA g on] el o}F o] AFolA gt Y Bl o
ol Qv A 24, 23A ¢ A 1dez 24
Pt webA] A5 F85-E Aol o)go| F1ElA v]A]
€ 2B 27t Frbe AL onldinh, E ATl o] =7
o] A1#| £+ Alpha 3te] 0.8884.2 velytciKTable 1),

O,

O

2) A& 7% Ax
o] 2Eal 2 7ot W Sholl A=l Y S w) o)A
P5L AA7HE dl2sted] F28 2L e A4S

5o Pl & hebdich

7 4% (Cohsion) ¥ -3 (Adaptability) & 19854
Olson, Portner % Lavee ol 93] /s 7= A&
B}t A4y 371 =9l FACES— I(Family Adap-
tability Cohesion Evaluation Scale) el 2] a] = s}¢l
o}, 2 Aol A& 283 (1989) ol o &l H ke A& 4
Asbe] AL&3ch

ol ETE 25H 1035(2+ W), 484 1085
(B4 w3) 2520 %9 58 Az 7zt A4rt &
L48 7hEo A4 HEHol 2% ou|go)

EG A AA Al £ 50| 7HE AY Fod galo
2 AAEgoeng Moosst %8 5ol A&3d Family
Environmental Scale & 7}59) 28 oA 1070

3 /‘4‘330}04 B3t} ol & 74 0kx1983) 7k
"d beE A3} o] 81(1987) 7} FU g =7 E wigh A&
gk vl mahed af & 3} o ot
ol 54 Hez 2AHgom ALl £ E4E
1E Zlge] wrht RS o=|Fe. =7 4
Alpha 3t 0.88472 v}ebytciTable 1).

2 l“\°
-4
f

3) 2EdA AR A A

2B A FRA o2 Hofdte Aoz FHFe)
Al olvt W slof] A 3-8+ Bl =& bt

McCubbin, Larsen % Olson(1982) ol &] 8] sFES-o A
48534 1SS st 5380 2 g

S 3
£xds Goo] AT £ 59, oH
1| o

el HeEe5H HEz AEshn glom 47} ¥
€45 3442 hEF vhehic),
2 ATl E5Y AEz 2gen W4rl E o4

HF 2E 2 A3 Ao ot grie RE on]ghe}
=79 A% x 2 Alpha 32 0.7332 ©1 ¢ oK Table 1>.

4) HE2 A Ax
7}& AL Rue atE Ax g4 vJehd o] 5 ¢
3 A3 ARIZHE gk A A AR (AR, A A
Z}, 1988) & dutst® =bE A x (General Content-
ment Scale : GCS) 2 o] &g}

Akt W H e 2 255 54 Hew 24
A7t 2545 ishe g Alsls 33

3} Alphazte] 0.8566.2. 2 v}elykelTable
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Table 1. Cronbach’s Alpha of the Tools

&7 2 8 E] 2] 2|24 A4

Variables Scale No.of Items developed  No.of Items modified ALPHA

Family Stress

Shortform of QRS by Friedrich, et al. (1983) 52 52 0.3834
Family Functioning 30 30 0.8990

FACES - II by Olson, Porter & Lavee(1985) 20 20

Family Environment Scale by Moos, et al. (1974) 10 10
Situational Definition 10 9 0.7332

Family-Coping Coherence by McCubbin, Larsen & Olson(1982) 4 4

Situational Definition by Author 6 5
Family Adaptation

General Contentment Scale by Nam & Choi(1988) 25 25 0.8566

« FACES I : Family Adaptability Cohesion Evaluation Scale [

1. 8M HHﬂ

o =1

HII

FAH A5 5 A2 P45 7 288 AA s

Aa 4o dul Y u gl spEel W Al o] WAy
o2 Qld ~ExH A 3307 ootz Qg AAEY 1%
2 Aol 0} 5 L F2 S E(FZ o) o] &
@inchE 24 x 752 303 R HEE
Eolz 3 ztate] 4ol nu o] H4E §iled W
7t E A 45 78 d42e] A5 FAol o] &5kt

1) SPSSPCY =z a2l g o] §3ted e abAte] &4
o AT ol thall A&A BAE A4St

2) A7 A4 DA A3 A B A4S sl

3) 7HAA nge] g $AE B3 o] 2 F2E U
7] 9 & PC—Lisrel 7.13(J6reskog & Sérbom, 1989)
o] &3k A

ol 7 2 A 49 A4 wg- Ao 75 H (Maxi-
mum Likelihood) -2 o] 83l o},

V.7 4ot

A

o

1. i &kRte| eltbx

Jlm

1) 74 A BAA 22

7h R-meo B4

= 2% = (Table 2yl A & vte} 3Fo] Aol o}
5--4 ofm o] 7§ mZo] 48.4% 2 A FpA B2 B3

RgPonofuizle] AL E] 40.5%2 FtA B

3};} Zamy 232E ZaE 7Aoo} 14573 (76.
3%) 2 2 ol 219 1067 (55.8%) vt o] & Aoz
vebidol Rlaiwl B2 = oloiu] o) 491749 (91.6%)

o Ho}g AL QA Gt W b A A% 19
79(98.4%)°] A& A2 Yk Aoz vehos
Ado 5 5 AFAol FAE 3571895 (46.
8%5) 0 2 7b3 Bkeh 77 Al R L ofoiue] A%
10.5% (20%) 7} A7¢e] $A ghek shgdom] ofulx] )
% 2.1%(4%) 7 Azre] $ heha shgirk Table 2).

Table 2. Characteristics of Parents

Mothers Fathers
n % n %

Education :

Under High School 53 27.9 33 17.4

High School 92 484 58 30.5

Junior College 10 53 7 3.7

College Graduate 31 16.3 77 40.5

Graduate School 4 21 15 7.9
Religion :

Non-Believer 45 23.7 84 442

Believer 145 763 106 55.8
Occupation :

Unskilled 1 0.5 6 3.2

Semi-skilled 3 1.6 5 2.6

Skilled 1 0.5 20 10.5

Sales 6 3.2 49 2568

Clerical 2 1.0 89  46.8

Management 3 1.6 10 5.3

Professional 0 0.0 8 4.2

Housewife 174 91.6 0 0.0

Missing 0 0.0 3 1.6
Health Status :

Good 170 895 186 979

Poor 20 10.5 4 2.1

Total 190  100.0 190 100.0
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vh el obF ol Hme] ol BATA A 2 5o dulAql st E A5 = 7 E 75 F el &
Table 30l A& Aollo} 22 1] Aol ofF-of gk al+ Edx Aol N A Ao 23 St E A= A0} 7}
FAg A Wigr A4, 4 o AE 7143 Aol o} 7} §-ol 3 ARg el o (r=.461, p<.001 ; r=.450,
o] A7tz Be g E 2isle] o] Eoj 2 2 p<.001 : r=—.363, p<.001).
717+2] A5 Al A sksict, 2ejn e AEdA A i AA L AE
715 % & A #A S e = (r=.385, p<.001)
2EH A A3 Ao} AAF AEH AL Fo 7 AR
A2 vebd oH(r=—.180, p<.01).

p

I‘

2

Table 3. Demographic Data of Parents and Handi-
capped Children

Variables Mean SD Range Age

Mother 38.33 5.71 25~ 59

Father 4.3 6.03 29~ 61 Table 5. Correlation Matrix of Measured Variables

Child 1149 3.90 5~ 18 (Def) (FS) (GCS) (FF)
Income# : Def - 1.000

Mother 10.82 36.37 0~250 FS ~ 180* 1.000 .

Father 13263 7010  50~500 aeS ARt — % 1000

Total 14790 8682 50~600 FF W5t — 080 461 1.000

Duration of Marital Life(year) :

13.89 5.90 6~ 37
Duration Therapy Applied(month) :

63.65 42.81 6~197

Def : Situational Definition

FS : The Effect of Handicapped Children on the Family
GCS : Generalized Contentment Scale

FF : Family Functioning

(4 =%10000 /month)

HE AR 77 ol 38Al, oA A4, B 3 EEAM) o8t 7k 280 4
of oFE o 114 ol9lch & U HF 452 oF 148344

2419929 5 Adbr] 24 222 M £59 ﬁgiftﬂ B el o] 2 4 Rl uat Az }“ o} 7} =
129ut 34} o2 AA R Aste} vl b 2 F o 2EH 29 FtE0 L7 A HBAGT AHRY
Ho g vebkon] o]+ ddztel k2%l A TR gioe AAG AN AeAsE 23 ¥ GrJr z
ol delzts &5td 23 dAA ol gle AoE 2ol =25

ot AL Y4 AF Fddes 2AEPger A E
9w gE ke /] 3 MY AAE et

Family (m)
o Resources T
QA7 W49 44 EAE Table 4ol 4 A A5 4 /" | Family Functioning
2 E W20 H ¥ (skewness) = 2,087} Ao A B '\\\// %T
ol 2% wHEA 7=, o
Table 5 & A Fol4 3% T2 ¥4l T2 & Family Stress = Famly =~ ()
A AT AT DA ol ek, () Ya1——.288¢| Adaptation
c
Table 4. Descriptive Statistics of Measured Variables \\
<5 Situational
. 0
Range Variables Mean SD Skewness Definition
Family Stress 81.58 8.73 —0.201 57~ 99
Situational Definition 26.87 571 0.24513~ 42
Family Functioning 102,921 16.80  0.015 59~144 Fig 3. Path Analysis of Hypothetical Model
Family Adaptation :

Generalized Contentment 62.83 12.07  0.053 37~ 97

—672—



Table 6. Path Coefficients of Hypothetical Model

To / From Gamma /Beta  T-Value

Family Functioning

Family Stress —.079 —1.088
Situational Definition

Family Functioning .373* 5.560

Family Stress —.150 —2.251
Family Adaptation

Family Functioning .334* 5.375

Family Stress —.288* —4.494

Situational Definition .270* 4.285
* : T-Value>2.0

7715 WA Wao nl e F 52FdE7ME 2E
2 —0.0792 25 23 A}olrh

2Edx i Ao WA A5 elA e F 2
£ 74 71501 0.373, 7HE AE 8 A —0.15001 et

A aaE 7ME ~Ed A7) —0.0290) 9tk

7t A WA Aol X F A= 7ME 5
0.334, 7} & ~=8)| ~ —0.2882 Vel tond 243 &4
£ 7FE 71 %0] 0,101 28 3 }E 2 E# A7 ~0.075
olch. ~Ed A A3 AA 7L 7tE A Z A= F
E = 270,270 9ot

ZEzbo] WA Hgofl & o o F Tt 7HA
#37} oleofl A4l g o] glel(Table 7).

Table 7. Direct, Indirect and Total Effect Coefficient of
Hypothetical Model

To /From Direct  Indirect Total

Family Functioning

Family Stress —.079 - =079
Situational Definition

Family Functioning 373 - 373

Family Stress -.151 —.029 —.180
Family Adaptation

Family Functioning 334 .101 435

Family Stress —.288* —.075 —-.363

Situatonal Definition 270" - 270

*: T-Value>2.0

7HA =g e A zel AR sl o ATEAEF A
AR A e &3 Ao
FAL AE] 2B AAEN FE4E S S
AEE @ Zolek(ra).
MEAEH A7 FEA G WA A LAY
n=-—0.288x= 7ol 3o n g ypd2 A= = Art,
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TA2 tFY 2B A=t 25 E 2EHA
A A} AE s 5L Aolth(va).
FhEaed At 2EE A A4S Aol o] A& A A
55 felaha ehgkermz 214 e A s A ehakeh,
A3 S AEHA AR} 5 E NFS A
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PtEAEH A} AAEI Sl WA E JHEAE 7
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FAAL NE NS AR} EEFENE AR AR
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EAS HE 7S5 BEL €4 F 2B AR A
B A=rt 28 Aol pa),
7tE7) 5ol 2B A A A ol vl X = A A
£ (821=0.373) Fegomz 7pAd L A= glct,
A6 2xdlx 48 AR HErt ¥ 55 F
AE AL ¥ Holoh(Ban).
2Ed A48 A 7} HEA Foll v A AF £
£(632=0.270) 93tz 7Hd 2 A A 5 et
o4t Zol 6 AFEAIF 4 Ao A7} AA
= odet

V.= ¢
FhEo] ks FA o el vt B & A4 AR 2HE
7
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HA % 5 AAE FEehE o7t AR FAAE ek

58 4 QA 7hE 2Edl s o B2 o] §3E
Ae AAA 3 7S A3kt olvhe Fak AL $4
A\ AV 8 S FAle] F4 £E g A8E %E

ot WA F= 7L E W 3t AP sl H A s
Broderik(1971) & 7} Zo] -4 9] k92 q FE247]
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— Abstract —

An Analysis on the Pathway between
Family Stress and Adaptation in Families
with Mentally Handicapped Children

Lee, Kyung Hee*

In comparison with the long and continuous his-
tory of research in the general area of stress and
coping, theoretical and clinical interest in family
stress and adaptation is a recent phenomenon,

To understand the phenomena of family behavior,
a comprehensive theoretical framework is needed to
us provide an adequate background to for research.

This study was designed to develop and test a hy-
pothetical model for family stress and adaptation in
families with handicapped children,

A hypothetical model was constructed on the
basis of the family stress theory developed by
McCubbin etc, The model included six paths,

For the purpose of model testing, empirical data
was collected from May to August, 1992, The
subjects of the study were 190 parents of chidren in
five special schools and one private institute in

* Dept. of Nursing, Keimyung University.
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Seoul and Choong Nam,

An SPSS PC* and PC~LISREL 7.13 computer
programs were used for descriptive and covariance
structure analysis.

The results of the study are as follows.

(1) Family Stress(¥31=—.288, T=—4.942) had a

direct effect on Family Adaptation.

(2) Family Functioning(g21=-.373, T=5.595)

had a direct effect on Situational Definition.

(3) Family Functioning(831=.334, T=5.375) had

a direct effect on Family Adaptation,

{7k E st s] 2] A24 A4z

(4) Situational Definition(g832=.270, T=4.285)

had a direct effect on Family Adaptation.

The model was supported by the empirical data.,
Thus it is suggested that the model could be ad-
equately applied to family nursing care of families
with a mentally handicapped child.

In particular, the nursing interventions that en-
hance family functioning and the situational defi-
nition would improve family adaptation in families

with mentally handicapped children,
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