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Aollobs ojuL] g 7IEAEH A9}
8ol BY F2EY

o5 BA WY At ¥4 shlsh g 44
ol o1 7150 AEd|2 vgo] B8 A7E o)
e A7 FA7F o] 21 ch(Abott & Mere
dith, 1986: McCubbin,1984; Mckinney & Peteron,
1987; Minde, 1978; Peterson, 1984: Schilling, Schi-
nke, & Kirkham, 1985; Tew, Laurence, Payne &
Rawnsley, 1977).

adH] $2) ol o] guel APE i ¢
pHo2 Mg BAS WSl ATOIHH, 1990

cdb 1983 :4h, 1988; A1, 1984 &, 1984 ; &, 1992;9],
198591, 1989: 7, 1985: 73, 1989: %= 2, 1990 : H,
1974). wWehA B A7 e veke] B4 AH 59
Aol opgol thal dhte] AUMZA L 71&e 2E
g2 W8 F8 HFE Alololxe] BAE @8t
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A 9 H3g ojrUE 402 AR gp3t
°0](1992) & 7ol thgh o] YUnIZE AJ=3taL
2} 3l= WHE ot
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7hs =S| Bet 1

7Hd 1. Aol obF 71Ee] Whe AEE XX Fwv}
ESTE JIE HRAEE B8 Aolth(y31).

7Hd 2. 719 7K 715 AR 2545 U A
Are & Aolth(y32).

7Hd 3. 715 A8 A 2Ed A HET) 5242 )
£ F3 A 2 A otk 33).

7Hd 4. ZEH A 3 AR ATt 225E S
A Axe B8 Aotk (p31).

714 5. ol o}5 02 Q% 71E 2EY A Hwrt &
STE 71E HIATE W Aolth(p32).

AE|2 ok XN ool B M ¢

7Hd 6. Aol obF 71Eo] W ARSIA AR Axr)
EFETE AEAA JY ARY AR B
Rolth(y11).

7K 7. 7189 71E le ARt BE4E AEH S
38 AR A=rt F& Aoty 12).

7 8. 7159 AE A 2EH A AT B EeE
2EH A A% AR Axrt 28 Reldy
13).



ol oS o2 QI3 715 AEIA M3 IH

7Hd 9. Aol oFF 71Ee] W AEF AR F=rt
FEFE VNE 2EH A AT FSAITHy
12).

7K 10. 71&9] 715 7% A=t 2255 A of
o= Q3 IE 2EH A Fre WE A0
tH(y22).

W 11, 71& BE A 2B A Aevt 5875
Aol olF o2 Q% 71 2EH A Hee ¥
< Zo]th(y 23).

7Hd 12. 2Ed & 38 AR Aot w245 A
o] olgo ¢l 71E AEF A A e
Rolk(y21).

3. &of B9
D7 A

M 55 L 71EF Fol oks#He] #A FEA
530l fAsE e AR AL ARIZEE e 94
274 H7)AF dutsld WS A X (Generalized Con-
tentment Scale ; GCS), H 2 H]% X)X (Index of Par-
ental Attitudes ; IPA) & ©]83}o 23313t} A
7} FEFE AS Fol 22 Aot AF & F
A7, 1988).

2) 71% A9l

71E0] A AAE T ¥l 93] op7|He &
TES FE2NE F A= 71EY 3 Ee TYo=
(H. McCubbin, 1987), 7159 391 715 W% Ao
2A9 71E 7%, 281 V1S o A AR A
A2 FAE 715 UiR LS 3350 A8
7}& 71%9) 2H9elA Olson Fo| /NLe A&7
3-8 AYolA 9] 7HE 715 Moos(1974) o €3l
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e 71 373 Jx9] AAF JAlLE-9] Ao
A ARE APt A AH3A AN E &3
&17] el A9 g A7 A A 8§ T3} AL A
AA A4 3 &%, 2HE T3 AP 9o &
A H57t 2255 V1 71%50] F3EH Al
A A7} o AL 99§,

7154 AE ARICE I3 2Eg X ¢)7] 43,
71& g W3 2 vsiFdE 4% Q1€ o o) 7}
Z AAeA EAHe FHE 87ES &I
Family Stressors Index £ 10 #3}, Family
Strain Index ¢ 10 #38}, 183 Family Distress
Index ¢ 5 &3 &3 ZH3cH(McCubbin &
Thompson, 1987). o1&2 YT &HHH H¢
7} #E5E AEY T 2 A TEi
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Bl oFEs § 715 Aol AN FHA

T 7159 1% Ev 2EYAE =3t} Holroyd
7t AR Agofobz Q13 715 Stress HEQ Ques-
tionnaire on Resources and Stress(QRS)E 52
TR GFAA AR =TE A H2Hawe) 7t
A Re o] 83l ol obgo] 1Sl njA|e o
e AU FU 2E5E J1E 2EY A0}
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2 g8 skt 2 7 A ted 2
o

(D) B obs 7159 H&-E /Ndstshed] ol
715 @A WSS Al olg #AR %
ot

(2) 7 4 994 A5 38 7] gl
A1zt AAgo] 28R 23

(3) 55 3t che Bl oksel 7158 WA
22 37) Wil Flrt A ok M
o] A= NE 7Fsgol Ak

(4) W3 71557} S8k ot

II. o]24 w173

ol obsolut ¥ I 2 WA AFE g3 9l
€ $olE9] 7= i3 Ate AL 33 3% I3
&) AT ZollM F8% onE A 53
A AAE 2 BRAA 7 53 Al-Y Aozt
I 3l (Fewell, 1986). ©l& ol oF5-9] ¥27} <l
23 2B A Axe 9y Agole] 2w} Q]
e 2E# 2 FEE ¥ug A7E0A Fof ofF
o] ¥ r7t TdA gole] EroXrnrt 2Eg A7) 1
At A7 237} olF A8 tHCummings, 1976
; Cummings, Bayley & Rie,1966).
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e ZAR ATFEL VIS0 HEHoE F& 2E
g 2o o tin B3 7= $AMFoE ooy
& dog AEYAE ZHA o|uf ol ofF
o] 7158 o 71 E5HA o] 8H AEFYA 2
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naire on Resources and Stress(QRS)o|t},

Kazak 9 Marvin(1984)& olflo} 2.9} HAajo}
FEE QOB 7159 AEYA 9 A A=)
o] B4 i3] d7Hct, 289 d7oA Rre
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yeA) 2lge 5871 8 Al J1E ggde
7 Az B4 o] &), A= 724 2o
UM FHo|zEA] 187.8(P01), 7% R (GFI)
< 0.914, 923 H#F AJo|(RMR) 7} 0.0682 e}
ot JEla 19Eet AL 1S A8 AL 9Y)
ol gl omiglAl Yge Ak A NAH
20 (ys=.195, P(.01), 7I& AA ALEL AH 3
ol BEE vIAE W (e =202, PLOD, AHE)H
Al A7101%9 214 B2 Qo] ¢
e she FoZ Yelstthe = -.228, P(01). 2
AU AA AR = H4-E A7) By =
—.065, P).05).

°](1993) & ol o} 7L tFoE %A of
¥ A%l dAs Fgah=Ad ths) Double
ABCX Model ©]£3}t Lavee &} =3¢ 2 7}
& ZEH 2 AT FQA4 o2 g AANY T
oFe# RY 9 UutalE Al st} sgc)

A= FPo)REA] 8.81(p<117), 71% B
(GFD) £ 0.987, 943t B3 2o (RMR) 7} 0.0262.
2 Yeisith, 281 71 75L 71E 348 23
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AZ1R(ys2 = 246, T=3.634), 2|2 43 7)3e]
A 71 HEE AN RO YERITHgs: =
201, T=3,536),

EG Af obFol 3t 715 AEYAE J1E A
ol #3502 %L vNE AT Jepton (s
=-.223, T=-3.887), 2E& 2 4% A )= ol
oFsdl & 71 2B 2] HYH o2 2gdTt
(B21=—226, T=-2.899). & 2EH2AE Ys}s}=
H 4%E %A JdAS=UsL a8 JoFe n)x)
= A2 JePdEd ol Lavee o Anol= gz
A ALE Jeth J1E A% A 2By A=
Bl oFgel 3 71S 2Eg 2ol A FHHQ o

{3& 1) The Conceptual Framework
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¢ Latent Variables(Exogenous Variables)
&1 : Social Support

¢2 : Family Functioning

&3 : Life Events Stress

{%& 2> The Hypothesized Model
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& AT (y23 =415, T=4.453) AFEH =9}
7S Ve 2B Y AFole)] A 9
€ Ak (yu=.198, T=2.354: y1212=690,
T=3.634).

S 28 2% 3 A7 Z3E EYjE g g
= e § 2 7K 28] ANy 1, 29

()
~

. Ay

L A AA

QT AEAZH 998 A7) Ryl I
Fol k% olollg FHOE BoiRE F1Ee) 2B
A2 g HYE B2 BAT Wl FUF Aol
24 4 ougle oE 728 BHTOH B
9 Qurslabr] A% B8 Aol

2. A7 dg 4 2%

2 g7 v 239 s diAd ) S5
gtaol] AgFQ Aol obF o E thFeE 1993
d 647 108714 30078 &7 378 ARF ¥
A ZARE AF 8278 7R £

3. A+ =+

3ol 239 7t o8 WE FAshket ol
HE =78 AN

1) Aol QA3 71E AEF A A5 (aAk)

ol olFo] 71 ALY viAE 4 L Aol
olF-& X e Yy dis] 243
Holroyd”} A&t QRS A% (The Questionnaire

on Resources and Stress:1974)285 %388 Fried-
rich & (1983)0] 52 202 @&AHt}, o]g A
Z2H1989) 7} WiQkat] ARG OB 1% F(1990)
£ o] o]§3lo Fof ofgo] 71l v JFS
&390

Friedrich 52 3|9 g5 3439 Aux, &
£ dolx, Aofjole} HAbol Fdol B3 29 B4
Aol w2t 5285 1hg gt

AEAY Y& 1719 S8JEE YrojRa gle
o 82 B4 27 4 gEEL 29 [-3e ¢ 7}
o] B4, 89 [-%n9 gz, 29 M—o}Eg]
£, 830 V-o}59] AM73 5402 yusiy
1=

FHE D 7E ZA 821E ol FofAo] &1
2L 2] 2 g 7159 viXe EAlgta Afzehe
YEEE TAHHEY TR HE' 8202 s Fojol
e 229 ¥AA e, WA Ao g =,
a3 ‘obEe] 5’ 8302 3 ofFo] Holg &
Al ol ixd] A J=, AAH 2H'gQle
ofote] AAA FY, 27t k5 APl T =
Eolth. 24 A=E ZAFon A ofFo] 7=
A T2 BEHA o] e FS 24E, 28R
B A% 1308 ZHAY. "M F47) B85
5 ol o}zl 71500 A miAe 2EY A7} Brhe
AL Yrigitt. £ dFA o] T7Y AFne
Alpha gtel 0. 9004 2 velstc} (2 1).

2) 715 ¥ A 2Ed A HE(aA)

McCubbin, Patterson @ Wilson (1979)9] <J3)
Al=¥l The Family Inventory of Life Events
and Changes (FILE) & 7}&0] Z¥ske € A
2 ARE S she =7l

The Family Strains Index(McCubbin, Patt-
erson & Wilson, 1982) & 715 2E# 2 A8 AR A
T 14 108 7419 1083024 71Ee] e A%



A2 e S FA3te 7o) ASH AR
olu} W3lol tisl FHekslA ke 2EH2UE &2
g}, o] =9t e FILE ¥e] A @Al (Validity
Coefficient) £ .60 ©]t}. The Family Strains In-
dex(McCubbin,Patterson & Wilson, 1982) & 7}& &
Ed 2 A AR AE 28 119 2009 108822
Ry 2 AT 45, ABH 2 R ok E
Bof 3lo] Fe 2508 A 2245 7Y 1
o] F7kke Roltk. WA A=+ Alpha=.69
oln o] =1} e FILE #}¢] A% 7l (e1d= A
#)E 0.87 olt}. &3 The Family Distress In-
dex(McCubbin & Patterson, 1981) & 71E¢] ¢+ A
g dyske B ES VIS 2EH A NG AR A
B 53 21H0AM 2589 53802 24gon 3
F7} &5 71E0] Fxe 1F0] FUFshHe Aot
o] =7} 92 FILE 9] 4¢ ¥ (gd= A5) &
.50 ot}

7 A AR 2EgAe 99 ARES 83
o & 25 B3l U AES 53 SA3At A
7} BE€7E 71E0] AYde 2B A% ke
AL S B A7olA Alpha #te] 0.8300 ©J
ThH(E1).

3) 224 22 ¥=(bB)

B ApoMe 715 g9ol tidt AlslE AAe] 2
fgogA o)y, i rIEoaAMY YUY, FE ¥
AR 997 @ AGAE S T AE € S
AL ¥ AT

A131A AAE 2337 A8 203 2 279 R
A A 83 ALBA AR A 3gE £ 8
& 58 93=8 B¢, 20358 ARSI A
2 A7) AR A2 g AFzE 82 ol
(McCubbin and Thompson, 1987), AF8A A|=] x|
o WAy ANAxE .82 ©JATH(McCubbin and
Thompson, 1987).

8l

B o)A 53 Axg 2o A 2
FE AFF A7 o AE gugith, =79
Az &= Alpha go] 0.7533 22 UEPRGTH(E 1),

4) 7t% 715 H=(bB%)

710l 2EYA Aliolu} wisle] AW g of
A P5E AWe dEshet F4F 98¢ 3
71 359 FHE e

243 (Cohsion) ¥} A-8-3 (Adaptability) S 1985
d Olson, Portner @ Lavee Sl &J3) /iwtd 7}
£ 3393 448 37l =7 FACES- Il (Family
Adaptability Cohesion Evaluation Scale)ol] ¢]3] &3
ATk B dlME 7 S8 (1989) o 2f3f ket
A& 78 AR

ol e A4Y 1035 (&4 43), 338 108
B (45 93) 2F 20 352 53 A= 747 5
7t 258 715 2&5YH Aol 3 9|
i},

E3 AAF A 2T 71E 9] FaF 8%
o2 AFHUeEZ Moosst FEEC|l AFH
Family Environmental Scale £ 7159 83
Aol A 1070 8E-& Hdsie] Za3ifid. o1& 3
ZokaH(1983) 7F Wk A} o] 3] (1987) 7H FLY
3§ =78 W ARSE RS B|uste] e sict.

B Ao 54 dxg &Fgon Havt B8
FE 71E 7150l Erke A& dnigit =79 A
% Alpha gt 0. 89092 Yehgt} (£ 1).

5) 2Ea8lA A3 A2 HE(cC)

ZEH A JHE FHHOE A3k Aoz 7}
Feo] Apo} Wslel A g3k Bi=E Uehdit),

McCubbin, Larsen @ Olson(1982) o} <3
Eoj7 4 =5 FAES st Bt 6 g
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2 3

o] Axy AEH A g uig 58 9, ojd
FA DA HEAHQ Al B MG oz g
HAgE = eSS 5 3 Ax2 AEsT gloy
Bt 2848 FHE B JERI,

B d3o] 9] Al2lx Alpha gh 0. 7344 ©]

o A7t #8578 2EY & 38 AR At &
the A& odnldn (& 1).

6) 1% 4$ M= (xX)
N gL 2udl 9F AE, o} okl e

< 1) Cronbach’s Alpha of the Tools

Variables Scale No. of Items ALPHA
developed
Family Stress 52 0.9004
Shortform of QRS
by Friedrich,et al. (1983)
Family Life Event Stress 25 0.8300
Family Stressor Index 10
by McCubbin, Patterson & Wilson(1982)
Family Strains Index 10
by McCubbin, Patterson & Wilson(1982)
Family Distress Index 5
by McCubbin, Patterson(1981)
Social Support 20 0.7533
Relative and Friend Support 8
by McCubbin,Larsen & Olson(1982)
Social Support Index 3
by McCubbin, Patterson & Glynn(1982)
Community Support 11
by Author
Family Functioning 30 0.8909
FACES-NI 20
by Olson, Porter & Lavee(1985)
Family Environment Scale 10
by Moos, et al. (1974)
Situational Definition 10 0.7344
Family-Coping Coherence 4
by McCubbin, Larsen & Ols on(1982)
Situational Definition 6
by Author
Family Adaptation
General Contentment Scale 25 0.8383
by Nam & Choi(1988)
Index of Parental Attitude 20 0.8198

by Nam & Choi(1988)

FACES Il : Family Adaptability Cohesion Evaluation Scale I



2rol B2 Jehdt, o) 93 A3 ARHE
A g 24 AF)A (AR, F4A,1988) F Lyt
319 T AR (GSC) S, HE HE XE(IPA)E ©]
£3c}.

Uuisle W AxE 25 239 5 3 Hre 24
3 A4t 2858 hEEE T3 NEgE &
% 27} Alpha gtol 0. 8383 &2 viehgt),

FE HE AFEE 2 o 2ol BAoA
e 1o A 3] 3 Aez Y &
TN W84 FH st Base 588 A9
o] & 208302 53 AxE 2. A4}
EFSTE 2 g B Jxo) griy 2o ©
7o A2z g 233 A3} Alpha ghol 0.8198 o]t}
(E1).

4. 4

#78 ARE A B4k JME =YL AR
Hon B4 AAE EvZ 2¥& £

AgFZAel Qut B L 7159 AY AR B
Aoz Q3 2Eg 2 813 Fofjolz T 7154
4L A o}FS FE EXE 7EU(F oY)
o] ST ThE 24 ETEL ¥} I SR
WS Edz 33 2o Yo} wye] HEE 3
g HF 71E A5E 78 45 AR 4
o] &3}t

1) SPSS PC+ Zzaale o|gsod tlizte]
54 2 A7 W) el 42d FAE As

ct.
2) 97 WL WAe JH BA BHE A
o}

3) 7H% =9 RgEe) e B4 2 M A
4 223 2 o8 WSS Y ¥4 2 3
% A8 BHE B ol T2 W] 919
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PC-Lisrel 7.13(Joreskog & Sérbom, 1989)& ©]
£31] BMH

N. |+ A3

A7 Ao RS 99d 54, 97 23]
EHE ¥4E9 HEH 54, B 73 539 9
271 289 0 ro] A9aT,

L Rl s 54

g B E $20] 56.8%24 V) B BY
g H9ov] 2w B¥e 228 7R 3%} 87,
8%= JElt A ¥ 83.8%7) A vt
AL A ke ol 7Rl FARBIHA ojHy
o] Qo] 7PgellA] Fofobsel Uit YA S8
& AFshe 2o Yt 7 2R 79.7%
7t E&Slol EX4 Adshs Ao ey,

2. A7 e AEH FA

AT W9 Aed B (F DA A=Y
o} RE 50| HE (skewness) = 71 Y AlA
LEHAE A3t 2.0 B} FHo] A By 2
A& HEA A,

71 A AR 2Eg 29 9 Haprt QA Ugt
U HA 08004 A1 12559] B E ekt

(R DL £ A7oA FEF 72 £49) g0zt
24 WEY 4% Tt ¥ WA: & ¥y
o] Wyt ghel Ask A7IE oE W] Bl
2ol W3yl A7 38 BA (covariation) & 2] 8}
T ol2d A AXE 4F BA ArEA JeR



{H 2) Descriptive Statistics of Measured Variables

Variables Mean sD Skewness Range
Family Stress 77.12 10.23 —0.100 53~98
Family Life Events Stress 241.89 213.41 2.050 0~1255
Social Support 43.53 9.48 0.448 26~66
Situational Definition 28.28 7.41 0.136 14~43
Family Functioning 101.65 19.25 —0.362 47~147
Family Adaptation :

Generalized Contentment 85.38 14.24 0.303 54~119

Maternal Attitude 72.77 11.41 0.143 51~95

{¥ 3) Correlation Matrix of Measured Variables
Y1 Yz Ys Ya X1 Xa Xs

(Def) (FS) (Ges) (MA) (ss) (FF) (AS)
Def 1.000
FS —.389" 1.000
GCS 409" —.489™ 1.000
MA .285* —.423* .659* 1.000
SS .246 —.281* .095 —.084 1.000
FF A1T™ —.254 578" .585" —~.098 1.000
FLS —.008 134 -.307 —.353° .290* —.254 1.000

Def : Situational Definition

* P<0.01 *P0.001

FS : The Effect of Handicapped Children on the Family

GCS : Generalized Contentment Scale
SS : Social Support
FLS : Family Life Event Stress

g & #,1990).

ojr{Ue] dwtAQl B FE ofnuie] Rof of
B g gEs 71E 71 & oruY] 2EH A
Aol g AR 281 71E 2EH L B IE
AN 2Ed 20 242} o3 Fe et
=659, p{.001;r=.578, p{.001 :r=.409, p{.001;r=
—.486, p<.001, r = —.307, p<.01).

T3 ojrju] 9] Ao olFol thd Bl Fol o5

o] 7K=dA HXe AEFA 2 Y& 7% a1

MA : Maternal Attitude
FF : Family Functioning

ojmye] 2EF A 4% AR L 7= A &
Eg 29 717} fog 4RBASE Boln Ytk =
—.423, p<.001 ;1 =585, p{.001 ;r =285, p(.01 :r=
353, p<.01).

a2 o] 2EY X A8 A e ofnjy
o 715 2B & A NS V)% B8 A0 BAS
VRN (r = — 389, p<.001 ;1= 417, p{.001) 7} A
AR 2Ed2E ABA AR 9 fo13 A B
£ YEMISHr = —.290, p{.01).



AB1H AR ¢} 71E AEY A GA] fogt Ao @
AE JeRITh (r=—.281, p{.01).

3. A 72 2¥o ¥ 7 2y
A%

1) 3A 72 299 ¥4

Z¥ 9 39 £H& o& WFEo] 28T 5
AQ WAV A& AE A3 w9 g &3t
E ot FRE B WSS BAV} ARA MR
Fe nxerte g S 3A R $AE
7L Qi wha A2 BAo WY 72 YL
HEETe FAL M E L AFEoEA HFEY
FAE BA8ke RE 7t St

a8y B2 $Ao] 24 wapuhg e g
J reskog# S rbom(1989)°l &j&) Mdd FHF
Z 23e 2 Mypla opg} o|& WMF7tA 2§

2 WFELY] A 7o g g Aol

7Fsi At

PEF PR 2L 2 wdy o] 1 2

A F 7RO i 24 md2 4 o] Wy
7} ol" &4 WFE) 3 SRHeIE B F=
A7 #Aolx, o] T BYL o] WFETY
FAE 2o F= 29 olt}. olgjF &4 RY9 =
37} o] 29 £Fo| 3] FHA FAA =¥
& olgn, AAR o]AL Fo| B2 BN FF
ojlng WY T H2 xPolzty FE}
F& wdold AAlE Mdyshed ol /M 14
23 zdg w3ke A HEEA A WrE
283 AP & Qlojof d}, wEtA YT Bt
¢} ZH o) 23S Yo} Hlashs 71Ee] €.
2PE Grlol glof o)A Adke My A,
Z7} A, I AF, Ao] EY L, RE tF 4
B AR 2 AA ASFE] A ofs) wdE
kg A 5ol FlolAke|g 19 FEX, 7%
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RS (GF), 24 F8X(AGFD), 28] 1 Y943t 3
F Ao (RMR) 50| Utk oj59 Fo] ZF &
o] 3% ghoz vjow AW X4 g %53l
o @ & Qi

BE 7 AFEC] FL £A0|L 1A A5t A
n zjo] EZY 29 R E 49| glo] oH wdo]
Agel & &g oJu| g

24 wgel gigt OF 48x] SMC) 2 &3 &
dojl i3t 2Y AF7t 2o FL& 24 ATt Al
£5%e9 24 327t F MSEASES vl

T WA Wl diE OF FBA (SMC) B ol

sdo) gt A AL 209, 21 WA WL &
23] FL& 43 AFE /AL Ao o] mdd
o] HFEo| FE3] HAH UE ol =
g gl e ARt & A vl S,

2) WA 72 2Y9) ARl 24 4 714

(1) E&9] 77

£ AFM 9 Ay} 71Ee 82 7150t

o md A0 2 mjAe= 24 Zhole AT-e] €}
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Hel W2 ]9 e ohga o) At g

o] 2y Fr F=6(6+1) /2=2I,
o] 239 x4 =20

AHog ol ndo] Ao 57} njA)4e $
Ho 382 o|g 599 7ty slo) JY ).

AT 2] AH mdoM Hrel £5 Ak
AL o] o) Ugt B9}t 5YE =2 A
o} 24 HAd EAjshe 24 W 571 T7h0)
2 7(7+1) /2 = 28 7i7F AEE Foln}, =3
249 v 23 wdo dig ) 7§ 544
EZY 22X 2 EAFE FAIE RE dio]
2A gho]n AA Y9 njx)e] £ o] wy
o) vl A 4= 20 7hE g3t mRe = 24 A
2 A4 mde] Fre 4 28 /lR} Ao}, wlehA 7t
H 2do] A v QIgol W o] 229
t}.

4 By FRo £=7(7+1) /2 =28
Z3 2R HAe) F£=20+4 =24

(3) A 2 239 7}zA

W TE2 Y BN e R AT T
THOR FHL A9 B % dF2 vy
TREE FTE.

TR @A 7Y Ae fsAl 7 dTelNe
T 12E T oY d7 3HS AN &
A T2 23 7Fedd 7122 st

(4) AR hiF B £ ¥

A5 Ht EEE HUHP) S5k B Qo)A
€ Aed SAoIA skewness 9] gro] 2 Hr} 2A
YU —2 B} Zow ohiE A7 £¥ 9] 7pgo] 9y
e ZoE At} BN o4 B A7 2t

B 715 A8 AR 2Eg 29 398 A9d U
A HFEo] B X9 7FH0lA Hojus Wgy)
152 YERITH (Table 2).

53 =

T 72 EYL +3F 259} oA g B
E9| 7Hge] Auls1A) efom AY EYo] shssi},

2 g7ME 58 AE 9 24 g Agslgn
°ole 1 I=2A £ 2R /1Yo YA},
T EYAdE 48 ASE AFgsld EAEin
(% 3).

3) AT Yo AE

A7 ZYL BEY F7], =Y A 154, B
TZ 849 7k, AR i A7 By, ¥
T THF 72 24E A% Al A ARk g
T 3531 UL RogFY.

Tl FollX AXG A7 23] 2N Hdne
LISRELAM AFshe A+E BaA Aun o
o & ol83 ElRAel Hrle} shde] B ofn
23 9 U 2dg 7] 98 2A% 49 w1
A} g},

(1) 373 =do] iy 29 A%t 0F 48 A
A (SMC)

34 249 ] /e EA4 sjE-YA(LAMBDA
Y, LAMBDA X, THETA EPS, THETA DELTA))
A FEAEE 1Y, 2 o] WS Uig 24 W
7} {48 & A=A gRE U 5 g},

£ EZNA o] w4l 7}E H8-& ojuj)e] ut
= 9 Bz d 235o] wle) 24 Wag shag.
°l§ &% ¥ ulgt LAMBDA Y 38 BH o
Hy 5o LAMBDA Y e 12 TAHE o
oMY Blxe] &43gho] 0.933(T= 6. 983) 0.2 T&



FAE BA(E 4), ol5 24 W4 A1 o
ek,

{¥ 4) USREL Estimates of Lambda Y of
Hypothetical Model

Family Adaptation

General Cont, (Y 3) 1.000
Maternal Attitude (Y 4) .933(6.983)

* ( ) indicates T-value

274 deeAe A4S o 4ades v 9
e oF AT A5 (Squared Multiple Cor-
relation) & £ 87} JUtHE 5). o= ZA ¥
7F & 8el(elg ws) ol A3 dgHE AzE
ABR)(SMC) & 2}, o= &4 W59 SMC
7} oW o] W9 F& A WEYE Ui
.

24 243 Y "5Ed g SMC & 2Ef4 &
A% A, Aol obgo] 71Ed mAle AEFH 2,
olrjue] WEE B gk Foll thal 4z}t 0.734,
0.900, 0.706, 0.614 2A Y HFE HAZ o|F o
Ae 24 7d9 23 AFE 0.991224 F2 2
A mdg BItk(E 5).

24 24dF X d4Ed tig SMC & A4 A -

A, 71 71, A AR 2Ed A Tl tiFk (.
753, 0.891, 0.999 A X MFE AAZ o]Fox|
+ &4 rdo] A A7l 1. 000 22 Jehgth
(% 5).

2% Yo te AFEL o] ¥arh 1 A9 24
H4E 7}X2 2 Lambda Y, Lambda X& 143}
of £A45},

Zt &4 W] Ui &3 e3}9 ZHTHETA
DELTA 4 THETA EPSILON)-& th&-3} 2tH & 6).
aj7jell A =&Y o] W47} 1749 24 W4E 7}
A A & A7 3d%F 72 BHL 99 =
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A o219 g 1AL, o] W 3R MTEF A
)& Zk(Cronbach’s Alpha) °] ¥4¥ Wy 24
2x}Z 1-Alpha 2o 2 1A3AH.

{3 5) Lisrel Estimates of Squared Multiple
Correlations of Hypothetical Model

Y—Variables

Def FS GCS IPA  Total

0.734 0900 0.706 0.614 0.991
X —Variables

SS FF FLS  Total

0.753 0.891 0.999 1.000

{3 6) Measurement Error of Hypothetical Model

THETA DELTA

Measured Variables .
(or theta epsilon)

Social Support 247
Family Functioning .109*
Family Life Event Stress  .001*
Situational Definition .266*
Family Stress .100*

General Contentment Scale .294
Index of Parental Attitude .386

*: Fixed Value by Author

(2) olgrdd td 8l Ass vF 48 s
A (SMC)

(& 7A AXE o]& md ] YA 5N F
Ao e AvEE v g

olg =99 oA Mo WA W ofmjye]
2EH A J8 Aoz 2Y 5348 B A3
AA7} 0.33622 F(+) 9] HlF AY AAE B
old 71& 715 0.6979] & H(+) 9 H 4
H EHE BN VS A Ao AT LEH X



(H 7) Path Coefficients of Hypothetical Model

To/ From Gamma/ Beta  T-Vaiue SMcC PSI
Situational Definition .376 1.576
Social Support .336 2.052*
Family Functioning .697 4.163°
Family Life Event Stress .037 0.177
Family Stress .316 .937.
Social Support —.229 -2.070*
Family Functioning —.037 —0.249
Family Life Event Stress .266 1.941
Situational Definition —.263 —2.067*
Family Adaptation .678 .322
Social Support —.047 —0.469
Family Functioning 411 3.591*
Family Life Event Stress —-.134 -1.126
Situational Definition .014 0.134
Family Stress —.301 —2.598*

Total Coefficient of Determination =.499

£ 0.0372 ¥(+) 2 A4 EHE Yeich

a8)3 WA el el okl 71 A mlAle
2Eg 20 U YA MY G ALEH A7}
-0.2292 9% &(-)9 2745 Y2 7=
7150 —0.0372 ()9 A &4 Jeh) &
T2k Zze] W] g 7o) RS Wi},
T1E A Ao R QI3 2EH A 0.266084 %
()9 &7 Jepion ofmue 2B A 43
A7t —0.2639 9T S(-) o AH aHE
Ve G2 fate] W] ulgh 7Hde] XIXE it
.

A W] 7 F3o disjA AEE XA
—0.047 & YL, 715 716 0411 B F(+)
o] frol@ A 2AE Vel AR Ane] et
o g 7Hge] AAE weken 71 Y A &
Ef2E —0.134 24 (-)9 I 838 e
ydc =g 2EHA 38 AR ee 0.0149 4
()9 3 &5 YL, Zoff olFo] 7]

A PAe 2EHLe Fgo —0.3012 &(-)9
A3 ARE FASH Fol HA] Apatel axe) B
ol & 7Pl ARE egtet,

olg =99 o]& ¥FEo] Ui 2 AsE 0.
7142 Yehsit

A7)l A W7t Re SMCE 24 1 o)
€ 299 84 A7t % A%, 21U B4 3
8% A% derse] mdd Aoz FAHA @
&S AUl 5 el 22 ojRe] mdo) 2y
o 2 A ge A& rskAe BEr(el,19900).
st 2do] Z2 2ol shte] Mgz 9
Aoz FAHA G2 old WS mdoA S
3] HiAIE 22 oh7] whE-oltt,

(3) W A4

A+ =¥ s LISRELAA A-F3he Huta
FRAE o 2o,



CHI-SQUARE WITH 5 DEGREES OF
FREEDOM=5.64(P=.343)
GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX=0.994
ADJUSTED GOODNESS OF
FIT INDEX=0.969
ROOT MEAN SQUARE RESIDUAL=0.035

AFEE 5008 X2 gk 5.640]0hH(p=.343).

X2= 7H43 =33 280} 3] A5 dE
£ A% Mz v AAske vy ¥ 97 2
3} 7H9H =mgo] A7} {3 Aol7t Yl AL
2 Vet

¥ 23 A% 49 712 ¥¥A GFI9 92 0.987
o1 A H§x AGFI& 0.9288 $& FAE B
o 21 Qlok. 71 ¥¢A] GFle 7M3 2¥ol &
g9] W /UL drh) dgsheAE RoFe
d 2 g HE 0~1001, 0.95 ool L2 =¥
olakx & 4 UEHl(0),1990) & FFor= 2Fo
Age] F Bgse Aog yehgt 94 37
z}o] RMSRe gt& 0.0302.2A 0.05 °J3lo| 22
AP gego] Y 7o FAFH E o7t 9l
on ol =da} AA Alold] & ol7} gerg
Foe $2 292 BHEH0],1990).

o] AEF AFE AR P wdo) 8
F JeRAE AR g}

(4) AFH A5

ARA A4e ¥F ZAH(Standardized Residual)
9} 1A AF(T-value) 28T F7} X4 (Modifi-
cation Index) & 23 8024 & F k.

¥ 3= RMR AA] 23822 dee 3
a2} WEY2S] 7 PAES EEIRE Hojri(e),
1990). BF 7kzke] gho] 2. 58 o]l Akl
3 BE AT EXA gloldria e + ot

89

(J reskog & S rbom, 1989). & GplM= BE 23}
o] gto] Hagtol —0.878, Huhglol 0.7752 el
123
Qplot & X S0l BF 23}, Y e A% 2E
o W x}o](Normal Quantile) ] A& EAF A
Qe Q plot Al e HES bt Aoz A7
8 2 o 71e7)7h 1 aoh 398 30| AR 2 ¢
28 )3, 19 7I7H9E 2F Re A0l 1 R
T Zod ¢ % 2PUL Yu|gith(e),1990). &
Aol Q plot 27 A9 71717 1 B} 2
A JEPTHaE 3).

ojd A EAg] U 1A A5} AL A
1 EAFE TR CEN md ] Huky 13w
Ao G FA g1 PF wdo] B0 F
AL AARHYE 23y 24 AgEe] BE & &
Asold Az 24 EAFE dolgn e
B & £ Aoz fusin 2 ¢ A3
2 9}, ojdf A |54 )7} 0l 7MW
I 2 B4 2 9agiAl " 13 A
A7t 2 Wt & o 7|zkdo

A Rl AlE AR 9} 71E H3e 1Y AT
£ —0.4690]3 94 ¥4} 71E V1 A B
ol o ooz Q13 71 2EFH A 3k 1A A
FE —0.249, A ¥ 7S A AR 2EH A
o} A EQ 2B 3% AR 2 E 2B
g2 2 715 A3 A 1 A5 44 0.177,
1.941, —1.1262.8 e} Hjx] 2o £ wX3 9
o} =& Al 2B 2 A% AR ) WA
W49l 71E Ago tiE 14 A4 0.134 E YEl
U Al Hoix) 20 ¥ ulX 2 Uk 23 v
273 Wi g o|& ¥FY 1A Age AUA} 2
Hr} 252 008 aAAAL S Bart ATHETD).

Z7} AFE0] BT Z& £xlojd ojd ny %
A} EAFE A% EAFR ubE Fart glvhs A
& Jeit}, it dE 2@E] Fvk) & 3
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QPLOT OF STANDARDIZED RESIDUALS
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(I 8) Direct, Indirect and Total Effect Coefficient of Hypotheticai Model

To/ From Direct Indirect Total
Situational Definition
Social Support .336* - .336(2.052)*
Family Functioning .697* S .697(4.163)*
Family Life Event Stress .037 - 037
Family Stress
Social Support —.229* —.088 -.317(—2.070)*
Family Functioning —.037 —.184 —.221
Family Life Event Stress .267 —.010 .257
Situat. Definition —-.263* — —.263(—2.067)*
Family Adaptation
Social Support —.047 .100 .053
Family Functioning .411* 077 .488(3.591)*
Family Life Strss Events —.134 -.077 -.211
Situat.Definition .015 .079 .094
Family Stress —.301* _ -.301(2.598)*

*: T — Value ) 2.0

& vl 71Ee] mde) o sz 2d W)
NES B7t gohEAHOR 27} 4571 Hol
5 WA 10 013 ) 1 1Y E A% BHFE A
& SA%2 vz,

2 a7el 3% 371059 Arige] 0.800.2 1}
ER} 31 ARge] QiRich.

(5) F At 24 &%

Zizte] A ol i o W F A
4 371 ofdlol AAF o] ATH(E 8).

2EH 2 3G AR WA dl vRE F R
The ARH #17] 0.336, 715 715 0.697, 715 A8
AR 2EH £ 0,037 olth. 25 o FA dsjolrt.

ol oFgo2 gt 715 2EH 2 WA o)
N XE F Z¥he ARF AAE -0.317, 71E 7)F
o] —0.221, 715 A% A 2EH A 0,257 ol3itt.

T ake A AA -.088, 715 715 0.
184, 715 Q¥ AR 2Ed 2 —0,010 oIATh

7EE 33 U 8l mRe F Ak A
A7} 0,053, 715 715 0.488, 715 AE A 2E
g2 —0.2112 Jepston) 71 g3k= AR )X
7} 0.100, 71 71%50] 0.077 233 715 A AR
ZEG 27} —0.0770]ch A EQ) 2B A A4
A7} 715 AEg A 2 71E A3 vAe ¥
a3k 22 —0.263, 0.094 oI HY e 7}
Z 22l thgt gol 0.079 oAtk A W2l 71E
2E 271 WA W)l 71E F 3ol vXe F a7
= —0.301 24 A3 5942 Uehp,

4) /W A3

7Hd 28e] Az AAJE vl o) /M S HH
3 o33} (g 4).

7= A gol B 714

7Hd 1. 710l =7l AlSA AR ARt #44E
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r’ 1
. Situational
Definition

'] 3
Family
Adaptation

e Latent Variables(Exogenous Variables)

&1 : Social Support
&2 : Family Functioning
&3 : Life Events Stress

71Ee] S A w8 Ao},
7kEe] wrl= ARRA A vt 71 3
Lo vlAE F EF(ya=. 053} FA3R
gsto vz 7H4LE 712 et
7 2. 71E9) 71E 7158 B 255 VE A%
A7t & Aol
7 71%%°] 71 A8l "Ae FaAG
2=, 488, T=3. 591)= ¢ sl o= 7}
2 AAH A
7Hd 3. 715 e AR 2B A ATt 2895 7t
£ 4L ArE B Ao,
71E A A 2EF A7) 71E H8o) 1)
e FAH g y=—, 2= Fsx] &
gowuz 77w}
7Hd 4. 2B 2 38 AR ATt 2858 VE
S AEE ¥& Ao,
2EH A 4G AR Y £Fo] -39 nA=
A3 aFH(pa=. 09)E FeJ3kA efonz
7ML 71453t

andicapped Y4
X
Y2

% : Statistically Significant

(%! 4) Path Diagram of the Hypothesized Model

714 5. Aol o}E0.2 Q13 71E 2EF A Ars} =
75 7E A& Axe B Aot
7 2Eg 271 71E Hg nRle A3
FIHBs=—. 263, T=—2. 58)E #< 3%
oug 7HdE AAHJY}.

LEd| X 47 Aol B 7MY ¢

7Hd 6. Bl obF 7150l W AR )X H=ot
FETE 2EY A 4 AR BEE B
Aot}
AHE|H AA)7F 2E# 2 Aol thh A A o]
o vlx]= FAH(yu= 336, T=2. 052)=
iAo nz 7HdE XX = e},

7Hd 7. 7159 71F 71F BRI BESE AEY A
4 AR Aee ¥ Aok
78 7150l 2EH 2 43 AR ne
F &89 (4u=. 697, T= 4. 163) = T340
22 7MdS A=,



7Hd 8. 7159 AE A 2EY A He) 2858
2EH X J8 AR AEE w8 Aol
7 RAE AR 2E# 2t 2EY A A%
Aol nAe F AT (= 37 F2
81A) gigtomg spde 7)zke e,

ol OFE L2 A 4 AEa20) B AM

7Hd 9. ol obF 71Eo] e ARSIA XA Hx=r}
555 A ol o= % 7E 2Ef
RAEE 2g Ao,
AR A7} 71 2EH 20 m e Fa
Fyn=—. 317, T=-2. 067) & F3lgom
2 7Hd & AR F e,

7Hd 10. 7159 71 718 ARTt 2858 A of
FOE AT 71E 2EY A Hr s FE Ao
1=
71 71%50) 71E 2B 2 WX 8
(yz=-. 221) & F9J3}A] Ygtomg sPde
7124= et

7Hd 11, 71E9] BE A 2B 2 Ao} BE4
£ Fof olgo 2 Q13 J1E 2B A AxE
=& ot
715 A8 A 2Eg 20} Ao ofgo g
At 71 2E#H 2 vAle FEH =
BN FoAA ¢feuz ML J1GHA
=3

7Hd 12, 2EY X 43 AR 450t 84S
of o}go % 71E 2EHA Fue We
Aolch,
2EH A G A7t ol ofF oz Q%
71 2B £ o vl A A (pa=—0.
263, T=-2. 067)& Fo3iderng 7/Mde
A A=Ak

ol gz Zol 1] B 7HdF 67l 7Hdol AR
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et

AAHA gL 7P A M ABlF AA)¢t
WA He 71 A A WA 1S Ve o
A i ol o5 o QI3 71E AEg 2o o]
€ 4749 F2 9 ¥ 71 A AR 2Eq
29 A W] 2EH A FE AR L J1E &
Ed& 322|1 715 330 o|2& 7+ 2ot}

V.= ¢

LA =

s AR A ol 1876 EE2U A Yol
d ol 7o) Ao FHoE IAHY ik
(Friedemann,1989). 1% E-73l1 2k &HEo
Q] EFo] A9 IRl FHoE 3go= AU
HE 71 F4H NS E AR s a0 i B
"ol oFAIH 1 Qi)

Murphy (1986)& 71&0] 7t sjgigRlo| A of
tol] Agrtel A% =2l 25 FHo] A
& 71 &7 oM BREA EE J1ES 3 U9
2 3stket FeRd #o] uix S

7150l B4 @9ZA FEIY] AR A7)
1960 'dth o]# 1970 W) o] ¥ 2 71E0] AU} g
A A7 A AL 71 d2A AR A
gabo]l EEEH Z7l5l1 rh(Broderik,1971
Green,1982).

7150] 43 A9 9971 He 94 @Al
3 e AT7E 9 71E 2EHY 2 0L ol gk
R AR 71E Wspt dofuke Bt A4 ¥
BANAL & 71E T FA B T4 Age
%S T A 71E HelkE APgsled Fds)
t}.
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¥ Broderik (1971)2 71 974 Yehe £
Aol tis) AFsded 71 FAEYY 9F £
3 IS dAe s & o 71E dAY £48 FE
3 Yehd & vk A9 715599 4] 530l
o} A WA, AiE 28 BHolgks 3 18
I thREe] dFEo] FAA Al PFL Y3
B33 fE 2o BT E7En He 5
o} AIEE YdETe Yotk

thdAe] Yuk BAolA ojmu e} ¢t 3
o] glom AAruUEe YA EES ATk
Ao Jepydrt,

2. 7}F AE#| Lo n]X] & A W49
a3

>

| wet X)) o}F 715e] 2EFAE FHsk=Y 7}
P 4% Fe b AEE AR et 33
T ©1(1992) 8] Q7+ A} Aol g YEhRL 3l

A7l 714 B4 2% B4 gael thie 3

2
Ky
K

oN,

o

7S 2EH A o]@7l50] FA4% FAHe #F
o] sz} AEH A AR did A e N
© 2 (Hansen & Johnson,1979) ©J& QA ol€S 2
oz dim AEFHA FPA AR 24E AR
o] 2Eg A 3ol ARdel] T Hrishs Aol
AEAQ 2G| wet AEF 2 oig vhgde]
ARJAAE UYeEh A 3= Ulolgke Aotk (Rahe,
1974). & FFAME 71E LEH 2o g 2E X
33 Aele] gt FA A YEsten o]
& Mg A7) Ane} YXFc} (o],1992).

Lavee $(1985)¢] Double ABCX Model & ©]
£3 FHF 73 BN 3 2Ef AU 7o
A2 <15 7)F (apr) o] 2EH 2 233l i A)
A9 (cC)oll Y3l MF2 Zeerta & A 2
ol A5E vepd A3 A(o, 1992) &} PRI 2

i

2 AoME 2Ed 2 48e ARA Fst L
A ()0 e} Fofl ofg oz QI3 1S 2B
2(aanl FEE IR AR ekt

B 232 Fof ofgo I3 2Ed X(aA") S
HoNA 2EHAZA AT AFE VIELR 2 Y
d ol i 715l AEE risle 715 AE A
A 2EH2A)Y F7HA A5EH 2EHAE
¥t

E AFdMe EAEeR ouglA AAHAE
AR 1= A Al AEGA(aA)7) 2EHY A
Aol digk A9 (cC)ol F+)9] AP EAE U
eh)] Lavee 5 (1985)°0 & 715 A€ A 2E
H2(ap)7F 2EH 2 A% tigk AR (cC) ol &
(-9 A E948 Jepidn ke 25 thz3o)
ek,

ol& Lavee 5(1985)2 2Eg|A 33 tigh A
Aol (cC)E 71E 2EY A(aA*) 9} B7HH 2EH A
9l J1E QY Al 2E# 2 (aA) ol tiF Az} Wl
2 el B A7 Aolg et ¥
t}. a2 A3 A7(el, 19920 A £ d7e
A AR 715 2EH L (aAY)7) 7S A" A
A 2Ed2aA) D 2EH 2 4% AF(cOdl o
3 An irE Ve £3 1S A AR 2B
#2(aA) 7t EFE 2B A A% AA2(cC) <]
Z 8ol F7HHA

Aol ol Y53k HFAAM FA He B4
Q) 2E g 29} ofgA thAMs=AE AFFseH] Slof
B AR 2EG A8 433l M E FX3=
Ao w=odr},

E A4 AL3)A AR (bB) & AE#H 2 38 A
Aolo] A F9 F+)9 AFE B Ao
Z gNE sk Ao Yelton 7l 2E
2(aAn o= A Fo8 G VA FE AL
2 Yyt o= AR8A AA(bB) 7} 715 AEY
2(aAY) R 2EF 2 A% AR (cC)ol nUA
AFHQ AL sl Ao Bt F, A7 3



3 2|3 o] 28 X3 G Al3¢] AR & 2Ed
& 48s Bol3H 83l E ke Aol Ae A
o2 yepgth, 223 onjojA] AlFF AAjs AE
#25 g3iAlIle 9EE it

19709t} 2 A7E AREA AA] sgel] thg &
e A7 At HEshe DA (network) ol o
3k F-Xo]AtHMcCubbin 5, 1980). 1A Fof o}
S 7R IEES ABE 1YE Ashs Bl
Ak X H g} (Gayton 5,1977).

HEEL 5 A obs9 2402 A 7S
o] FA7} FHFH R JUE Fe =4 Hid)
o tHMcAndrew,1976). E3F o] 259 =72 4= 9]
Y vhgolg AR 29 HEdM 259
IYFE ShsiEThal dAth(Kazak & Marvin,
1984). o] Aol ofFo] 7}EA v e FTH A
AR Bw A, xlrt A FHo R ks AEY
28 A7e AHE A o)& AH sk Aot

£ AN Bof ofs FrEC] 7Y /& 2
ol x-zhe] AR opi]et AL3] 9] HubERl HF o)L}
WG Al TR A Foll opgol tig HHw 1Y
e AFFAL FRUSE v E Fglolut &
g 7HAL e Algolu &7 FEE + Qe A
3 A B JAS FF AdolA HFFHL
2 AYsol g At S TR ARz
Aol o5 28 4 e A7I1FQ dH 4o
AR B2 A YoM AR g ojof &
848 HAHA JERIT

2 d7ME 71E9 R A (6B 71 7
Fol 71F ZEH 2 (Ao U3 dEFFd IAE Y
ERR] E3AR AEH A 43l g A1 9 (cC)
of AR ude AY H+)9 FFHE YE
Aok Lavee 5(1985)9 A7 A= 7159 UiR
o] 2E# 2 33 AR (cC)ol ARIAA B}
£ Yehz] Z3da ou & a7 2gdMe 7t
& 2EYAE P71 Slo] A B o
e & Aoz et &, 71E 7152 715 2
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a9 Agd, d2n ANE oAb A% AN

2SR 150 S50l YEVHES 2EY2 4
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{Abstract)

A Structural Model for Maternal Adaptation and Family Stress

in Families with Mentally Handicapped Children

Koh, Hyo Jung* Kwon, Young Sook*
Kim, Chung-Nam* Park, Young Sook*
Park, Jeong Sook* Park, Chung Ja*
Shin, Yeong Hee* Lee, Kyung Hee*

In comparison with the long and continuous
history of research in the general area of
stress and coping, theoretical and clinical
interest in family stresses, hardships, and ad-
aptation is a recent phenomenon,

Today family behavior in response to pre-
dictable and unpredictable life events has
gained respect as an important area of theory
building, research, and intervention.

To understand the phenomena of family
behavior, comprehensive theoretical frame-
work is needed which gives a background to
us.

For the purpose that, this study was
designed to develop and generalize a structur-
al model for family stress and adaptation in
families with handicapped children,

A hypothetical model was constructed on
the basis of the family stress theory devel-
oped by McCubbin etc., The model included 6
theoretical concepts and 12 paths,

For the purpose of model testing, empirical
data were collected from June to December,
1993. The subjects of the study constituted 82
mothers of chidren in three special schools in
Taegu.

An SPSS PC+ and PC-LISREL 7. 13 com-
puter programs were used for descriptive and
covariance structure analysis.

The results of the study were as follows,

1) The results of covariance structure
analysis indicated :
The hypothetical model showed itself a
good fit to the empirical data
64(df=5, P=0.343), Goodness of Fit Index=(.
994, Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index=0.969,
Root Mean Square Residual=0,035].

2) The results of Hypothesis testing indi-
cated :
(1) Social Support(y:1=.336, T=2.052) and



Family Functioning(y12=.697, T=4.163)
had direct effects on Situational Defi-
nition.

(2) Social Support(y:s=—.229, T=4.453) and
Situatioal Defiition(gz!=—.263, T=-2.070)
had direct effects on the effect of the
handicapped child on the family.

(3) Family Functioning(ysz=.411, T=3.591)
had direct effects on Family Adaptation,

(4) The Family Stress(gs2=-.301, T=-2.59)
had direct effects on Family Adaptation.
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The model was supported by the empirical

data. Thus it was suggested that the model
could be adequately applied to family nursing
care with families with handicapped.

Key words :
Family Adaptation, Situational Definition,
Family Stress, Social Support,
Family Functioning,
Family Life Event Stress



