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L}‘E]E—H ?»iO]E]-(rza)
4 11 2EHE &) G 4B FE
ELTE A }FLR 9% NH 2L FFE

% S3%g BEPg A ().

Zofol: 55 e ATF 184 olstel A
A vreke 2 dehie A, WA ohu), ges
253 5o g2 FE BYHes=
JHA gE 0%

DOjOL7E Jh=0l DIRlE ASHA 1 Fe) o} %3
A FEseA 7A H= dd¥ Hq 2895 F
# PAHE 4 Ex 2Ef2E EEHd
Horloyd7l A &g H== A A3(1989)7F et
& HEE ol&std FAHI gelth

JtE2l ME At7Hdez olst AEBA 7] A
B, 2 99 d8 2 "Ead 2% 2954
28 7HE AAANA LAHE FEHH 87EE %
51 & 9o ME The Family Stressors Index
(McCuvvin & Patterson, 1982)8} The Family
Strain Index(McCubbin & Pattreson, 1981) =&
3 The Family Distress Index(McCubbin & Patter-
son, 1981) 4] old) ==& o)
s AE AR EE SHozA S
s TN A el Wad .38
Ae 712 Aoz oW B a0l
€ 7= AA A9 8 AEE AR FAEE
Z AA ALL Olson(1986)F o] ALd T2H
o FHgd ALY 71F 715 T MossF(1976)
o gs AL S B3 AP AAE A &
o oy dRE AHstE 2gsd AE
A AAg 2387 g8 A & A7 A=A A
o AEd AR e a2k BUE Fi By
$aE o &R

AETA -%l—ﬂ“ s e M»il—oﬂ t}]%]~ b

e A

;]‘é

[+

e

K]
Iogwmho

N["J

-
-

L
=

5%

A
SzolA BTHel AN Aoz AY A7
£ A% A4 =4 A7AF Laad vE A=

(Generalized Conteniment Scale ; GCS), FX

o

% A ZF(Index pf Parental Attitudes ; IPA)S o}
A8l 2 HG AP & FH A, 1988).

1. o2 i

7l5 ~El~ Mo FHZ25es /H=E AR
71Z 749 (Family Resources)> 715 wgjulle] =
Agle 2Ed2g9 275 FFA =W FHE
A sHEe) Wi i Y THeR v
uE JMEe] BA @2 @ WA 23
2 A )t (Burr, 1973).
o]= Double ABCX Modeld| 4 715 2EH AT
g5t 7HEe F & (Adapation) & £33 I‘ }
e YR Ada S e oy Age
21 (M. McCubbin., & H.McCubbin, 1987).
71E &8 NE F9-€ Circumplex o)A 7
F g98 7% Yy 2424 ZE£E(Cohe-
sion) & A 2¥(Adaptabiltiy) Zgx A=AAH g
A} 4B (Supportive Communication)2 THE TG
(Olson, Sprenkle & Russel, 1979).

o) mEdN Ag" 71E A& g ot
HAY N FHEe A% TAHENY FANFH
3 2 7fede] AEdeE AT Hmd T
248 EWdd HEdvh 253 (Cohesion) e
O doezy FEHE 2, 94, A=A,
% 9w A9l EFEZo |t (Stinner & Sauer, 1977).

22 d (Adaptabiltly) & 71 AA7 4% =22
gt rie) #kgoid F8) FEV 98 [AE
HalA) 7l F= o] vh(Olson, Sprenkel & Russel,
1979).

488 &

B e

+>J

o I

2 o]y }Ei =Zsted 2FAHA 24£F #FHE
3t} (Olson, Russel & Sp

A AHE 7o e 7\}%%% T 95
g 235 FHANZ & AU AYE, ¥v 292
717 ZAEoF(MMcCubbin & H.McCubbin,
1987).

Double ABCX Model®] #igko) 4l 7} 587
e EHE AHEH AAY AGE Cobb(1976) ] A
FEdAN m@gHE FEREA A

Jo] TR LW AT ARLD Yue AL
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714 ste FAH AR, E A AXA AT
T =7A e AEZE KA g AT AR
(network support) 84 4 &7ke] T& 2 45 of
7k AAHe AR P S@vin DAY
& Aot}

JHE MY A AEYHA IS AL
A LAel 23X 71F 71T 4L F= 4% 7}
TEAY EE oo offE SEdL AASE
sotsled hEo] APk o) 8 & (hardships) &
THEsLA stdg.

7459 f7le oF Avidl 43 vElJA He
o olm iy JEe By AEHALY =
Z2HA gor oE ¥rHe 2EfAE A
A A

McCubbin®  Wilson % Patterson(1979) &
Holmss} Rahe(1967)2) Hxle] wie} 7152 A&
Abdel] #F HE ojE &g vehlE AFEA
EFE 8% 294
~EA~ ME AL o5 4HEeA Rahe
(1974)= Ad9 A« qgd FH43 As7 =
EH LS ok7dttn FAsh

Lazarus(1984)= ®alo] g w8y el
el E oldislz] Ade] 21A) 5} (cognitive ap-
praisals) ¥ % HAE(coping procedures)o] o]
HEojAel Ak Fadd. & 22d49 B4
HelAE AL W 2 A4 BrE 7 zhEol
AE Wggelth asPe] F1F 2EHAE IS
g Atged B¢ AAF FA olRARE BHT
4% Fgolrh

McCubbing(1983) ) 2]&ld 4rale Aol zkm
= =0l A71H A4Rg el ‘maes v
olgolAY Ex ‘ul TIIHE AN Ex A9
Eolfly Weosls ¥HE el o51d Hele
7HEe) WA S &olgtd sty H83 4gg o
G SAvh(E A= 1989, A UE).

ZHojo} 7HE AERA R AEAAE AEF
2 o diF AF Loz Azdid ob

sted 229 4 AASon} 4P TAS) A
Ed & foleln sl
Tl olFel Ao mH=
Az FRg HA Av o] of% 9 Fojz F
o 2EHLg 23 glew AL A AHH
& oA "oz @d(d HA, 1989 ; §
HY, 1990 4 B+ & & A2 1990, HAL).
Dunlap® Hollinsworthe] @to} 2)5ts 4049
o e ol (AN A, T, A4 26 g) A

FYFL 2AG A7

£ TEY 2FH A4 7} 45%7} ] OH&
< SRvd 2a¥s : e
AE AHFLT B 73 ]4 A (27%), ‘i’i”
AE g2 odFd did ¥R FH(23%), £%7
A F=AGH A A, 1989 ; AU L.

Fefl Adzze) e
F AT 2= dHAFHRA} @ HE
(Friedrich, 1979 ; McCubbin, et. al, 1983).

EE o olF e A Qi Bre sy
s #B GTE YVAY THE Gl @

I Ao wE Abo] st (Friedrich, 1979 ; Bristol,
1979).

BRe Audx R
2ol st}

B4 wter obEol JhEel v 9F &4
AD ATE nFAH AFSL T4 R E
R AR, Puerx e =28 5 gle
2EF2d AF HFE 20 EHL =300
=4, AFel FEse A 2 A5 B4
2 2R AN, 12 »he BEsT o
Ake AL A% ALEE A ATHByme

& Cunningham, 1985).

S : McCubbin et al(1987)& Double ABCX
Bdod xXak 7l£e L (Adaptation)g
d9sted FHSode A 242 ndsior sgn
HATh o] Mddl gaE AFe Hgold A=

A9 Z AY FEAM, HE AN S5
M, B 7tFel £@ XY Alge] g He
22 olE3 A £2Ee] AT zHEF DA

% Aolgte Zol

op7] = e} H 3= Z14ke] th(Hill, 1949 ; Burr, 1973).
Hill(1949) & 7}% A1) Al ®as #32
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a2l 1 The Conceptual Framework

e AEH 2~ 71E AL A e ' q %
s Felot FF 7S s P EEHS G A AE=
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Definition
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Adaptation

72 .
Family Stress / \
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Latent Variables(Exogenous Variables)

£, : Social Support

& Family Functioning

&; . Family Lile Event Stress
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Holroyd”} A Z8F QRS3 %= (The Questionnaire
on Resources and Stress; 1974) 2858 %8
Friedrich%(1983)0] b2FEg o2 FEAA A =23
A& A FAN8)7 Wdste] AgdAoen 1
T F(1990) ¢l 23l ArgE HEFE ol g, g of
o] 7tEd P = ¥%L 2P ADT

Friedrich% 2 3% %3 #4749 4a=,
= Yolx, Felete} Aol Heke) 3 a9
4 Ao uw=} 528rEdkg EEth o)E
TAHE QRSAEZo w532 Kuder-Richardson

= A57k 95 FE H5-FH o] 15

%ﬂ] QRS FATrY Aol .
™ .260) At}
EA g2 47H94 8ER Tz
Rew 29l 74 I3 4 FESS 290 I-
E B S B, 29 T-%Ee HE,
H—olzEe 53, 8% V—ol59 i3 F&
o2 HHsIG T

P Y 7 ohF e Fofge] &
w2 2 oE JE FAL6 nxe BAgGn A
Zete BEER PAFEH HEE HE gde
g Aol W P ¥PH Hx, vwz A
ol #E FFEF, I ‘olF e EF a9

1= %’:74] AEolvt dze
= Zel] 0} 2] el A #

HE o

>,
=

bo
AR 4

033

ZA 2918

ofr rz o

B dFes o] 27 dEEE ALPHA gol

0.8884% vtE}lYith(Table 1).
2) 71E ~EdA ME AZi(the aA Factor)

7hEe] APate FARE AY AdEy dFS
ZX & =F2A FILE(the Family Inventory of
Life Events and Changes) & 171 & o)t}

FILE(Form C)& o] 3% 718%d ez HWaa
A 4R 717 T 7HE G A& AP NE
Y Ang 2 HEgEL ?‘]’7]' By @AHoR 7
E35t7 ste =Feith

The Family Stressors Index(McCuubbin, Patter-
son & Wilson, 1982) = 10&3to g 7}Ze] HAe
A Add WEES 25 7MEo] AL
AZAd el Wtd) Wl HeFstA ste 2EH

)
2 98¢ A A7 2455 2Ed 27

ES
-
Ea}

=y

76 CHSIZYE M31A HBE(92. 11 12%3) =l

ET. o] =9 99 FILERe] 3 #A(Validi-
Ly Cocfticient) & .6002] .

The Family Strains Index(McCubbin, Patierson
& Wilson, 1982)= 1083to 2 22 2w Azl
9] , AAA T 2 FolE =24 9o A

= ‘Q%E.h Hirt =8 =B 7IE0] 7lae] &
7tste Feldh. W FH 4l=lEe Alpha=.690]1 o]
=7¢ 99 FILE=e] Ad A (Validity Coeffi-

cient)+ 0.87¢]t}.
=3 The Family Distress Index(McCubbin &
Palierson, 1981)v 7[5 ¢ A AH S ¢@sl o

HEEE S¥SoRr HJPo P47l =&4E
7}Ee] Ay mEFo] FibstE Aotk 9 FILE

=
deo] B = A= 500 th
g

2
F1E B A7 AR AR 9o AFEL oL
le] & 2629 e AL =3 =Rty
2 a3 @apelxxs ALPHA zo) 0.74310]91 0
(Table 1).

3) ALE A x|xf

A8 H ANE 5497 o) 298 2 A7
1A A 52 (McCubbin, Larsen & Olson, 1982) 8%
2o AlE A R A A 9=(McCubbin, Patterson &
Glynn, 1982)%] 332 o 29 & Z§ 9822 W

N

o, 2092 & 59 H=2 dFdgen A4t &
242 87 AA AEs} Bre Ae ouw
.

7 g A AR Ao Y ANnE 82
oln] Bgu AF(We FCOPESSHe] 4 #

2)e 990t
*}ilzﬂ AA Az dd e 8207 E
= AlFE 400t

—E~ dreld =38 HE=E ALPHA #to] 0
72522 1 e}utrh(Table 1).

4) A~ MEO| E e
~zds 48e FRHez AYsE RAowm
Aol Aot W Hgse HEE U

=3
Mccubbin, Larsen & Olson(1982)¢) ol&] @&
ozl 452y BEHE =2 A7eo 293 53R
2 e
o] HEE 22 Fid BE +&

ol
o|r

2, ol
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w2 LA SHRHY AL 2 AgAex
el dHsEeE Brgs 548 ¥xE AR
T glew A0 BE4E FEAY PET v
Ak skt

B 47 279 43s® ALPHA ol 07017
0] %1 T (Table 1)

< st 1S g% FaE vebach
+E ViweR FastA AFHE ASE
(Cohsion) & ] 8- ( Adaptability) & 19854
Olson, Porther @ Lavee o} s Ads s
HgdN FEY HrRFel FACES— I (Family
Adaptablhty Cobesion Evalustion Scale)d] &) =
Aegarh ol 3 &8 (1989)9) & Wt

= A
£ AgtEd 9u #9d daddn d3HEe
322 Td £ BEHAT

o EFE 249 0%, 487 1037 25

2
o
o
—;1

amily Envirnmental Scale® 71£2 ¥ &
H AgoiA 10/ $EL HAdiie] restgo
ol g A LokAb(1983)7F W RE AHsd

£ dFolA =59 AFE ALPHA k2 0.8847
& vehr e (Table 1).

6) & (the xX Factor)

Hge ohwAe BE FE, okuH g P} of

54 @A) e wEmE4 Jedh. oF o

B AE YIS A AF 57 AAACHAR,
HA A, 1988) % dutslE UF A%, ¥ HE

AEE o1 gATh

R S i iﬂsz—_— 2oxWe 53 A== &

Bav A5t = et grEg Hanh
CAFHER -‘;é?éﬂ"- Z—'—l‘} ALPHA gko] 0.8340%
2 vEpeoh

2R HE AR 529 A e FA

A zre dtEe] FE AN 9% Aor A

b

JZ('J

)

SN WEd RAYAGT FEHE 5
29 1940}04 F 208goR 5% AEE &3
Fht W57l E224F AY) R TH Rw
7 ‘%’f—}-’- i 579 ANER X% 4%
ALPHA gko] 0.84552 u}Elwiti(Table 1).

1) SP8S PC+ =zZzowe Glﬂ%}al o a2t

o
A

3) H4A 2¥e ¥ gg v B g
A4 28I 7 ol & WY = B4 g FE

F AE RAET TR oJE FRE ¥4 99
PC— Lisrel 7.138 ©]

FHE $2E Pl 5o oA A% FF
o] 405%2M 7IE Be EEs ngow Zme
EXE FRE A opw: M 08 (55.8%) o 2

WERR T

Y #xE ARAd Fatsle 440t 8949
(46.8%) 0.2 747 il

ABESRL 9 BF 13379 Aeden 4
£ ek 41 294 A 6142 HarE el

AE AE BE 490Pen B olEe
P A2 oF 1IA9R ABATE BF < 6

2, A W MEX EXH

A7 Weo] A& BAE Table 2604 A

=24
AL

¥E W49 skewnessw= 208t Hol HF
¥e 2@L

Table 2] ANE %4 "s F 4Fol v
3
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F 1. Cronbach’s Alpha of the Tools

e e e e e e e e e,

Tools Scale No. of ltems No. of Ttems ALPHA
developed modified
Farnily Stress Shortform of QRS 52 52 0.8884
by Friedrich, et.al.(1983)
Life Event Stress 25 25 0.7431
Family Stressor Index 10 10
by McCubbin, Patterson & Wilson{1982)
Familly Strains Index 10 10
by McCubbin, Patterson & Wilson(1982) ’
Family Distress Index 5 5
by McCubbin, Patterson(1981)
Social Support 20 20 0.7252
Relative and Friend 8 8
Support by McCubbin, Larsen & Olson{1982)
Social Support Index 3 3
by McCubbin, Patterson & Glym(1982)
Community Support 11 1i
by Author
Family Functioning 30 a0 0.8847
FACES—T 20 20
by Olson, Parter & Lavee(1985)
FES 10 10
by Moos, et al.{1974)
Situational Definition 10 9 0.7017
Family — Coping 4 ’ 4
Coherence by McCubbin, Larsen & Olson(1982)
by Author 6 5
Family Adaptation GCS by nam & Choi(1988) 25 25 0.8340
IPA by Nam & Choi(1988) 20 20 0.8455

gol Sl A4S 28 YA WE AE 1 AdA 2 BE FmA 23HA 2 )
o= 2HANT. DA B4 BeFE G @k
obEol tRE 2EdcYl 2rE A2 gFRd N o
e AP AR 2Edar A4l BESE 3 SR TE wwl siet s Busl 29
Hee 2Ed2 ol BoE e nw 1) wA TE 2o MM =7 ¥ i
A WA, 2ER2 AP U AR o 1 =9 97 A
A& Agel A4 5% HAEz 47t wesE zd 949 Be xq0) Fuel Surh 2AY
ZHA9 e sinl v, Rojoh shewl ) o]E KUY & W4t 6olm
WEE @ g kB 4@ oA Hrk 5 = Amel £26- (6+1)/2=21, BAF £<20

B HRZ 23slgoey HEr 5E24E opWR oo} Ayl yl nR4e] FETE zTh
7t AN Aga F9) @A) Wit =7 % i) RAl Zdola] Rre F=28 o|Rfo F
%2 AT dolAn EF o obFe] wiE # =242 g4 Auel 7 ac g E 2d

- 2L
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T 2. Descriptive Statics of Measured Variables

Variables Mean sD Skewness Range

Family Stress 81.58 8.73 -0.201 57~99
Life Events Stress 168.90 153.29 1.195 0~637
Social Support 38.61 7.55 0.701 23~60
Situational Defenition 27.04 6.22 0.020 13~43
Family Functioning 102.49 17.85 0.020 59~144

Adaptation
GCS 59.52 13.24 0.008 30~91
IPA 41.09 10.38 0.339 22~65

X 3. Correlation Matrix of Measured Variables
) Y1 Y2 Y3 Ya X1 X2 Xs
(Det) (FS) (GCS) (IPA) (88) (FF) (FLS)

Def 1.000

FS —.112 1,000

GCS8 - .393%* 182 1.000

PA —.212* 313+ 492%* 1.000

88 145 —.038 -.010 045 1.000

FE 3BTH* 0.48 —.432%* 214 ~.047 1.000

FLS 004 278%* 100 294%* 139 — 251 1.000

* P< (.01 % % P<0.001

Def : Situational definition

GCS : General Contentment Scale
55 1 Bocial Bupport

FLS ; Family Life Event Stress

o] AdAHY Bd QA9 Ae ZFe] FZHh
(2) 25 27 .
B AT e Ry stSFe 1907150t
o 2o WAos wRSFE 21408 dFe
EldAe 47 3 FE9 FEA Bentlergt
Chourt F st w4 Gv] WA 106l 106
7HEe 4 Frhem 2107t e Bl
(3) B4 Tz B4 A
B AFdME B9 2E& & 53 )24 d79
BA T2 GE Jtedd vEx=

(4) ARS) JEF FF BF

Age] F EEE Frsy] Hatd B AT
e M&e&d FAA skewness2] S Hrislg
th gel 2B 3AY 28 Fod ohid A

ets

F5 : Family stress by The effect of handiecapped Children
IPA : Index of parental Attitude
FF : Family Functioning

T OEEY FFe) fiPeE He2 YT B
Ho olgE B dAFe A==
oA Hojuts W4rt g/
(5) &=

THE TE B4 %Y A5d oAe A
EXo 1o AuEA gow A Ao g
ot B AT 53 A5 ®l 23 HEE A
HHEI ol TT A=EAN £%F AR A%
17 2HAede 4R ATE AHE

(1) 2% =de dg 29 A g

B 222 (SMC)
o= & WErt F 2(clE W)l ad
27 == R—square2 FA|HEd 2 SMCE ¢

erJ
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L=
2% TdF YHFEY s SMCe
Aael A AL, Gl obifo] FFo wiH =
2EH2, R gEx g Zof ol B
o g B fzSd disted 0707, 0.211, O.
747, 0322 A ®W5E AAR o FoRE £ =
do] AA A5 09622 VER B 2 &7
zdg Bl
273 2dF XHd5Sd 93 SMCE 4133 =
A, 745 7%, A AW 2EH 2T gistyo 0.
725, 0.883, 0.7442 XW 35 AAD o] Re]Ax
24 mda 24 ALr) 09912 Vebgoh
(2) o]8 =299 B 8¢ Asd OF
AT ZER (BMC)
7AZol Wge AP, G clFo] 71=d n)
e »EHS B HLo Zrir)t 0.675, 0.268,
T652A ol2 Ed AAd oiFd 2A Afe 0
7842 pghul
(3) At R4
A7 2@ s LISRELe)AM Axsie Auk
A R degm g
CHI-SQUARE WITH 7 DEGREES OF FREE-
DOM=21.19(P=0.003)
GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX =0.986
ADJUSTED GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX =0.946
ROOT MEAN SQUARE RESIDUAL =0.048
HEE P¢x NNFie} 332 NFI9 e o
& 2ol A=
236.72/21—21.19/7
NNFl= ———— "2 =080
236.72/21—1
236.72—21.19
NFl= ————— " =091
236.72
TEtA PlEE FEA NNFIg 23 23
NFIgl zte Ztzb 0.80% 0912 JYEh} 7A4el o
A7t Qe adolt)
(4) A3 "
Q plot& K& & 2R, Yade

AEF A

r'|a

Ha B
W& Ze)(Normal Quantile) 2] 2L LA
¢l Qplot“'c’ﬂ e FEE Shde AHe
defl & W 717 1820k 298 2Eo] A}
Z %es duisy, 14 Firtew =23 ¢

ro H’I

- o)
2
24

f
2

80 LRSI

L 1RT Zoew oF g REYEL o)
grr(e], 1990). & IFoAM= QplotZ2 7 #ie
71€717 18 34 Jextd(Figure 3).

3) 7td 2HE

7td mE e 73§°1] AArE whell oE hEE
AFstE e gth

Heo) w4

7He 1. oleA e A H 9
FEol ¥& Aotk

Ao FEel FHgel e AY AAH(G=
—.187) = frostA gemg 7tde N45 Y

7HE 2. 2Ed A a4 7HE B e
7FE J)Eo]l FEFE oA Y HE FFe] T2

Relh.

ol ES4E Ag

7VE AlFel FEo vRE =AH FA(ra=—.
239) = festrz (T=-3.370) 7pE& A =
eR=

7 3. 2EH 2 AF Ao olgoz Aw
THE 2Ed & EE5E oluAg He SFE
U2 Zolth

71E AEd A7 g mAE Ay 578y
=3.264) #Yslx fgomz Ade 7R
=3

7He 4. 7H=E
#Hg F=Fo] Y& Floldh

7HE AR A 2B~
ER(ra=—.0552)= & ]]‘7'] %%E.E_‘?:. 7]"3——:%
7125 i

ZEHZ AR e AFY FEe) @ g}
4

742 5. el o} F FpFo] T AdE A=A AH
BT AE#HA G8el dE HA FEA S48
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— Abstract —

A Structural Model for Paternal Stress of
Handicapped Children

Lee, Kyung Hee*

This study was designed to develop and test a structural model for paternal adaptation and family
stress in the families with the handicapped children.

A hypothetical model was constructed on the basis of family stress theory developed by McCubbin
atc.

The model included 6 theoretical concepts and 11 paths.

For the purpose of the model testing, empirical data were collected from May to August, 1992. The
subject of the study constituted 190 mothers whose children admitted in the five special schools and
one private institutes in Seoul and Choong Nam.

In data analysis, SPSS PC+ and PC—LISREL 7.13 computer program were utilized for descrip-
tive and covariance structure analysis.

The results of the study were as follows.

(1) Hypothetical model showed a good fit to the empirical data [Chi—square=21.19(dl=7, P=0.
003), Goodness of Fit Index=0.986, Adjusted Goodness of TFit Indes=0.946, Root Mean Sauare
tesidual =20.048), Non Normed Fit Index ==0.80, Normed Fit Index=0.91].

(2) The results of Hypothesis testing indicated :

1) Social support(7;,=.238, T=2.352), Family Functioning(yi.=.729, T=5.957) had direct «f-
fects on situational definition.

2) life event stress(7s=.284, T=5.220) had direct effects on the effect of the handicapped chid
on the family.

3) Family functioning{y==—.239, T=—23.370) had direct effects on paternal adapation.

From the ahove results, the significance of this study can be delineated as follows :

The construction and testing of the comprehensive model seem to be the first trial in Korea.

The model was supported by empirical data. Thus it was suggested that model could be adequately
applied to framily nusing care with the handicapped.

Key words : Stress, Adaptation.
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