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=ABSTRACT=

The purpose of this study is to explain marital power processes perceived by Korean
urban husbands. To do the task, this study examined the possibility of classifying the power
processes and the effect of resources by using resource theory and normative resource theory.

The main results were as follows -

1) Power processes are classified into five factors. such as, ‘induction’, “isolation’ ‘quar-
reling’, ‘carclessness’ and ‘withdrawal of love’. Induction, which makes control attempts
by using verbal, indirect communication strategies, is proved to be the most factor.

2) Power resource variables are proved to be significant in their effects on the power
processes. That is, objective resources are influencing on ‘induction’ and ‘isolation’ beha-
vior and subjective variables are influencing on the other control attempts. Thus, it is found
that including subjective variables as well as objective ones is very important. Above all,
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that the concept of the centrality of patriarchy is supported to be an appropriate concept

for the study on the marital power processes is a fruitful result in research.

But. the variances explained by resource variables are relatively small. It is suggested.

therefore, further study should include more significant subjective resource variables.
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