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ABSTRACT

Purpose:  This study is a descriptive correlation survey with the purpose of identifying the relationship between family function
and hope in adolescents. It was done to provide basic data for developing family centered nursing strategies to promote
adolescents' hope.

Methods: The subjects of this study were 1030 high school students in J city. Data were analyzed with SPSS 10.0 program.
Frequencies and percentages were used to compare the subjects’ general characteristics. Minimum values, maximum values, mean
scores and mean grades were used to identify the level of family function and hope. Pearson's correlation coefficient was used to
analyze the relationship between family function and hope in adolescents, and t test, ANOVA, and Scheffe test were used to
examine the level of family function and hope by general characteristics.

Results: 1. The level of adolescents' family function ranged from 26 to 97, the mean score was 66.85+13.16, and the mean
grade was 2.76x0.52. 2. The level of adolescents' hope ranged from 55 to 153, the mean score was 111.48+17.64 and the mean
grade was 2.78+0.44. 3. It showed that there is a significantly positive correlation (r=0.546, p=.000) between adolescents' family
function and hope. That is, the better family function adolescents have, the higher level of hope they have. 4. Adolescents' family
function showed significant differences according to school record (F=6.363, p=.002), school life satisfaction (F=4.922, p=.007),
father's education (F=2.640, p=.048), mother's education (F=3.586, p=.013) and domestic economy status(F=3.022, p=.049). 5.
Adolescents' hope showed significant differences according to religion (t=2.018, p=.044), school type (t=2.567, p=.010), school
record (F=9.712,
p=.000), school life satisfaction (F=11.367, p=.000), father's education (F=4.632, p=.003),
mother's education (F=4.709, p=.003), domestic economy status (F=4.235, p=.015), relationship with friends (F=8.187, p=.000), and
subjective health condition (F=5.490, p=.001).

Conclusion: First, in order to improve adolescents’ family function, which encourages hope in adolescents, it is necessary to
develop nursing interventions and to make further studies. Second, it is necessary to develop instruments for improving Korean
adolescents' family function and hope. Third, further studies are required to improve adolescents’ family function and hope in
special situations such as disease, drug abuse and juvenile delinquent.
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<Table 1> Demographic characteristics (N=995)
characteristics item frequency percentage(%)
gender male 503 50.6
female 492 49.4
grade first 326 32.8
second 427 42.9
third 242 24.3
religion yes 571 574
no 424 42.6
school type academic high school 505 50.8
vocational high school 490 49.2
school record top(1-5) 138 139
(class rank) middle(6-30) 697 70.1
bottom(below 30) 160 16.1
school life satisfaction satisfied 251 25.2
normal moderate 490 49.2
unsatisfied 254 255
father’s education level under elementary school 61 6.1
middle school 215 21.6
high school 470 47.2
over college 249 25.0
mother’s education level under elementary school 89 89
middle school 296 29.7
high school 501 50.4
over college 109 11.0
type of residence at one’s home 767 771
any other place 228 22.9
domestic economy status top 171 17.2
. 624 62.7
middle 200 20.1
bottom ’
relationship with friends good 582 585
normal moderate 308 31.0
bad 105 10.6
subjective health condition  healthy 531 53.4
having no disease but unhealthy 362 36.4
likely to have a disease 56 5.6
having a disease 46 4.6
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<Table 2> Means and standard deviations of family function
the smallest value  the greatest value MS+SD MG+SD
family function 26 97 66.85£13.16 2.67+0.52

value => score

<Table 3> Means and standard deviations of hope

the smallest value  the greatest value MS£SD MG=£SD
hope 55 153 111.48+17.64 2.718+0.44

<Table 4> Correlations between family function and hope in adolescents

hope
family function 0.5465%3kx

s p<l 001

<Table 5> Correlations subordinate domain between family function and hope in adolescents

Subordinate domain of hope

Satisfaction of self and the Avoidance in menace factor of Expectation of the future

others life hope
Family %
function 0.552skx 0.387x 0.431 5
w#xp< 001

<Table 6> Correlations subordinate domain between hope and family function in adolescents

Subordinate domain of family fuction

Problem Communica Role Response of Involvement of Control of General
solving tion emotion emotion behavior function
Hope 0.4645xx 0.46053x 0.441 5 0.441 5 0.341 5 0.3445 0.4245x

#5xp< 001
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characteristics item M SD tor F p scheffe
gender male 2.68 052 0.454 650
female 2.66 0.53
grade first 2.69 054 0.837 433
second 2.64 0.51
third 2.68 0.53
religion yes 2.69 053 1.758 .079
no 2.64 0.50
school type academic high school 2.69 0.50 1.270 204
vocational high school 2.65 0.54
school record top(1-5) 273 0.50 6.363 L0025 1,2>3
(class rank) middle(6-30) 2.69 052
bottom(below 30) 2.54 055
school life satisfied 2.71 0.55 4.922 00733 1,2>3
satisfaction normal 2.69 0.48
unsatisfied 2.58 0.57
father’s education under elementary school 254 052 2.640 048+ 4>1
middle school 2.64 0.52
high school 2.67 0.50
over college 2.73 056
mother’s education under elementary school 254 054 3.586 013+ 4>1
middle school 2.63 052
high school 2.70 052
over college 2.75 051
type of residence at one’s home 2.68 0.51 0.549 583
any other place 2.66 057
domestic economy top 2.70 0.55 3.022 049
status middle 2.69 0.51
bottom 2.59 0.53
relationship with good 2.69 0.53 1.49% 225
friends normal 2.64 0.51
bad 263 053
subjective health healthy 270 0.51 1.429 233
condition having no disease but unhealthy 2.64 0.51
likely to have a disease 2.63 0.63
having a disease 2.60 0.60

#p<.05, *x p<l0l
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<Table 8> The difference between general characteristics and hope in adolescents
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characteristics item mean tor F p scheffe
gender male 277 0.44 -0.609 542
female 2.79 0.43
first
grade 271 0.44 0.29% 144
second 278 0.4
2.80 0.42
religion yes 2.81 0.44 2.018 044
no 275 0.43
school type academic high school 2.82 0.40 2.567 010
vocational high school 2.75 0.47
school record top(1-5) 2.36 0.44 9.712 00033 1,2>3
(class rank) middle(6-30) 2.80 043
bottom(below 30) 265 045
school life satisfaction satisfied 2.85 0.47 11.367 00033 1,2>3
normal 2.80 0.38
unsatisfied 2.67 0.48
father’s education under elementary school 2.70 0.45 4.632 L0033 4>1
middle school 2.73 0.43
high school 277 0.42
over college 2.87 0.46
mother’s education under elementary school 273 0.47 4709 0033 4>21
middle school 2.74 0.44
high school 2.79 0.43
over college 291 0.42
type of residence at one’'s home 2.80 0.43 1.465 143
any other place 275 0.46
domestic economy top 2.85 0.50 4.235 015% 1>3
status middle 2.78 0.42
bottom 2.72 0.42
relationship with friends good 2.83 0.43 8.187 00033 1>3
normal 2.73 0.41
bad 2.69 0.50
subjective health healthy 2.83 0.43 5.490 001
condition having no disease but unhealthy 2.72 0.42
likely to have a disease 272 0.50
having a disease 2.70 0.54
*p<.05, **x p<O0l, *xxp<001

Vol. 18, No. 1, June 2005



54 S8 -

Falold W Axe #2810 44)7F
(275+043) K}t =oton, Shu AL 5% A
QI AI(2.82+0.40)7F A AA(2.75 047)&‘:1' =3tk

A T AR 286044, F
(2.80+0.43), 3H2.65+0.45)°] T,/_:o]o%_citq et 1k
ZFolE Scheffe test® ARFEA1gE A} 3F¢d/Ad 4 o
V&, T Aol Tah JurTh =30t

Stu e v A 8] Z(2.85+0.47),
RBE(2.8040.38), ETHH(267+0.48)2] =2 &, Scheffe
testst A¥} stuAg WEwEsp (W
o] TEuE, Hun sy dert w2 Jow
LERSE T

ofH A o] WHAEA HPFEE S ol
(2.87+0.46), 11&(2.77+042), 5%(2.73£043), =&
0] 8H(2.70£0.45) <=o]1 ™, Scheffe testd 23}
opH Ao wHAETE ToE o], FHde] 'z
£ o3, Jrn 37 JA5vt =& Aow vy
.

rlr 4

A= vk

I'EE 21

o

=

ojrye] wHAEA Y AEE dEF o]k
(291£042), 1ZF(2.791043), TE(274+044), ==&
©0]3H2.73£0.47) 0], Scheffe testd+ A3}
Hye] w&AgEsE TS o4, Hol
(2% olst, Jort} s H47 P 2 Ao Y
Ebk

7138l AAEelA 7 Aees H2.85+0.50),
F(2.78+0.42), 3H2.72+0.42)=© ] 1o Scheffe test
S A 7Hg o] AAVEEE Ty Ade] Tsh Ad
ok 3 HeE 22 HoR L}E]r‘fbjr

ATF#ANA 3 == Antsirh(2.8340.43), B
FoltH2.73+041), Y8k ZTH2.69+050)9] &£o
2, Scheffe testdr A3} AF#AA7F Tdnksioh, A
o] TelwkebA] vk Jurt s JEh w8
9

e}
=
=
o]

T,

rjz

g A RTH2T2:050), Aol el

J. of Korean Soc. of School Health

rir
O
ot
tio
td
=
ol
ol
=
N
Ni
Y
bl
it
2
il
e
ol
[
2
=
ini

1. HA0| X[2iet 7157157 Bl

Yool A2 5715 JrE PTYH 2674
o 41 479 A3 43 aEi Bakstel wla
shsiet.

o)
S 4 2764, olA9)9] AN 2524, 4
1 2002)9] ATolA 246802 F A% o] 7t
2% AEg 7T gt

Jado] A7kek 8% ARE BaEPd 278808
e AT AN 47 HAEE S| 1wl
ol HA4<(1991) 9] Aol A Alle s HE 2
A, A 9(1999)9] wAFe] s A4 2974, A
Q00D F37) el F A4 2000 0T} v
Ao vepgt). 1y 11482000)9] =219] 517

A% 2619nhs B9k ol vl vE vt
3 A Wate] the ety ujRo] Padel )
FFol Aolunt we Aoz 4zEn, Yado] 3
Yok Wske A9ol Horke 933 we A
F7A wolsbe e WEkE Agetn oy -
Fol welnthe e Aoz Ardt

= = ©

STk o]F 9(2001-a)9] QUEA A G
< W‘Oi gk AT = }é—ﬂ%i} 3ol & A
AIAE B (r=0.15, p=.001), ¥ A9} A}k

o] W1 2H(1992), §74 9H2001), 4941}(2002)% Aol A
B Mg AL weE AZshe g 4Est
wrha Sk ol e ARE B8 shEol 3t
A3 gdo] vk Ag & 5 dlen, Fade 3

e FES fAsm w17 AN E )



55

1gake] A

ko1

Zado] A3 7457153

J

8

- =0 K )

¥ % © T TR gEEPTEIATES 4BE P L T
N — % W W 2 . o AT == WH ®WI — F M o
2R OM ST FERD e R TSy e T B
™3 2 0 N N Eow»o;o,v ﬂﬂ]Aqm o ] an o .
B R W< F % N zﬂ}%oﬂ R B o e g e
— T R gy KoM o FTERK T 0 o BW = T N
e 4 ol T T2 w8 T ey Wy T 20 T K
Np o I I R S TNK XM L mE s = A X 5 X
S S B B TT i NE mEe P hw X
S° BEzPgii ZgE50IoTsil PIinieces
=0~ Po =~ - S e T o W e X by wroRO q
o ~ G o S = ok A o " Mﬂ.AT\)yZE
o) T zﬂiﬂ%fr@rﬁw +M¢moﬂﬂ|_fiwo%ﬂbl% O_Lamiﬂﬂo_ammw\hil
PR EE N N T Lo oo o g B EFET
& gk 71&.‘_ == __o_ﬁwox@Lﬁﬂ‘An_sﬂL;oLﬁ;y E]EJOIF(Z@.
° FT I A N ~ moE SN Sl M T oo B RO I
Pr zpiEaEl WeHaedXTA ok ) IS B
o o= = b R = _® WPox e O e
e ®o Bl dp = 6EH M%ﬁﬂ%ﬂk o L EENEx
al &m N = N R ) o =) & o oo oo = oo w ) e o TS 2o
PN R T ey hef Vel TFAG el 0 TR ng s
. v ko) - =
o ﬂ%%é%ﬂ% E_ﬁgﬂﬁﬁmﬂiﬂﬂﬂwﬂaﬂu}o %ﬂﬂbt;mm&%
I T B A TR R — B o om X + N
~ dlﬁﬂfii“,@ﬂo M.._\WL,.%E‘Wtﬂﬁi%ﬂ@m%o%wﬂLHW%ﬂmemuTi\hv
s PP Tl s 4 NPT hBO by TgEs M zd T R
WMol N o T WK TS s @WHRRHAAITRTH®TT NG NI
&fr@.mmﬂ%mm iﬂﬂnﬂW&%ﬂﬁ%% W K o B Yo o
Qﬂﬁ ﬂﬂl&wﬂa%&%o O#Eﬂ@w%m%vqﬁi M_sﬂlﬂrouwuowﬂ_zT mm
T G SN R I - MY i A R
i ep L Eew Taw BT Fgus poMFEEEd o
Jo N A of XX A oA o N W B T oo oMo LRGN Jo
mw T ML SRS Sl I N U TR O MR &gy W
e &m»xé%ﬂsym n__\mﬂuaﬁmmﬁabo&moﬂréﬂ EH7§M3%W N
ol NeamZmeE ARy I N e PR o TagExY 1
w Nxmgieds L HRXupesWpgsgeg g3 FTgap 7
= @Wﬁo_/h%zﬁ ﬂaLEmLmEyW%%%ﬂ ﬂfrﬂmmﬁo&rﬁa T
= 7Mmi,kxn_rmzfﬂ..wd_mmaﬁ%ﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬂoﬂaﬂ mﬂﬂztoﬂﬂo%7bﬁo MM
o mu e VB o o H.ﬂmﬁm °N MTjﬂﬂﬁomoﬂ o ﬂmin o o T S R
L A I R T - R R O I (e S
~ méulmﬁzt:oﬁoﬂxuTﬂmmﬂlq@meﬂﬂﬂﬂaﬂ_.Nr zTcﬂﬂympﬂomAT M:m
LoFruEliiesivslzeiece,y migdvz, ©
~ T < oz 2 . AW T S Jo < S <~ = »
N ____;:MD@vaoﬂmﬁma&%iﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂ%l%ﬂ e 2N X o
R U o - N v N SO R I S e S B Ol LB
o el AR T s XY s s g e g TR o
g M@ P ST R R gy TNy m g N MmN R
JJo o No Mr o oF T % o R RN ME WR AT N oo W o Moo o W

Vol. 18, No. 1, June 2005

Abgro] Yh AbgE TR dhollA] ofe] 744 73S

=
o

A i

=

147 A
h=1}

dl A et

A==

[e)
o

p

L

L

A
.

(1984)
NEE

PR

o]



2
=

% 955

AH1992), 7143200009 ATA s}
EG AFA(1996)S 7Hg o] ALEFAH %
= ool
o}

3

-
o
N
N
Rl
to

N
rJ
o
o
fru
ro,
X
_0|L
rir
By
1o
2
I

kel
ol

4
g
i
o
n9

],

2
(o
i)
>
ol

§o 32

R B
RS
- 92
Mo o
o on!

t o
o

iy
HEs
yo rf
o
B:)
i
i)
fl §2
:qu

2 iy

AAFA S

o2
o b

=
>~
>,
toty
il
N i
Mgy
EE)
llt
®ooy
2
2
'L
ofl
o
fitl
gl_,‘
i)
ol
ol
Ry
d
T ot

i

o

%0,
oL
o od
o
o o
oZ
=
)
it
_Pj
o
fru

>~
4o
i
ol
=
o

Qi

o2 rir
ogt
ftlo
=)
F_\[;

B
L
2
=
ke
&

)

Bl oo e
2
>
)
et
=4
d g
o
ol

[T
=
)

= o
ol
tjo
Ir
i)
4>
32
X
ok
rir
>~
>,
oty
_12*4
N

A o G N0

1o Jpv
e,
R
2
X
o
ofy
p‘L
I9
N
rh
i)
fed

x
9,
i)
oty

4 2o

A
&

A
iy

2
)
o
o
fu)
=2
>
0
o
ol
i
k)
el
03:",
=
i
-+
Jfu
iol‘
%

oS A
=2 N
_O‘ﬂ
2,
=
oX
=)

NCH>
o,
=
8
<L
1o

oA Xzt 173
A (r=0.2797, p=.0001)7} A

A7k A7l sl 5] Bele] ee o

f
S
>
=
e
o
o2
o]
fl Jo o
1o,
r”% &)
=
o

A

0 L

[as!
AR O I T

% 0
N
£
S &
ﬁ L
o
sl
2 9
o X
2Bl
)
Lob
.
L -
ol 2
oz N
Ruiy )
e
[o ™

i
=
of
[0
i)
R

f
ol
ok
(d
fru
)
r o)
J-\.{
unl
-
i
A
ofo
ol
ok
2
ool

oy ot
o>, Ol
T S

oy ¢
i)
o 1©
ol
ol
S
oty
o
1o,
o
b
il
=
=
%
re
U
N
)
>
o
i)

JA st Ekatel] Askael Had 103048 A7l
Fo R, 2003 12€ 195 204714 A 2AF

J. of Korean Soc. of School Health

g gAsgon, el BYASAL B 24
e ARE AT F 9659 WEAT B A7E

A3 AFE-E ATE

ATFETZ 7715 5742 McMaster= 2ol o}
2} Epstein et al.©] 7§43k FAD(Family Assessment
Device)& A574(1993)0] M9 - &3 =75 &
AT HAaAAA Bl 7 - g EFE AL
S8tk s AL Miller(1988)7F A <}t
MHS(The Miller Hope Scale)E 4 &#H1992)7F ¥
o - A4S =T 5 AMSH T

_1

3" AFEE SPSS PC for windows(version
0)E ol&sto] dAbA et gk 542 A
o} =753 WY e Hag, 4
Y, Hit, HirEd, EAE, dade] Azt

15t 8

L)

i=He]
TE

E=
N

=
of

~
oL Jl_,
B

[e)

o
=

A= Pearson’s Correlation
EA4d & 715715 89
AL t-test, ANOVA, Scheffe test® o]-&3lo] ¥
A3t

B oo Avbes ohgy 2k

1. a9 7171 AT A% 26304 2
izt 977 ol HF 66.85+13.16%, HIFHHL
2.76+0.5274 o] At}

2. 3239 Y A Hag 554 Azt
1538 72 o)W HF 11148417647, H+H 4
2.78+0.447 o] At}

3. A 7ME71E st e fod &
F oA (r=0.546, p=.000)7} 2L
Zydo] x| 7ket 7k 50
= Al YER

4, 2de) duky EAdo) wE 71E71ee Y
AA(F=6.363, p=002), TwAY W=E(F=4922,
p=.007), oA e WEH=(F=2.640, p=.0483), o]™U]
o] WSAE(F=358, p=013), 714 A
(F=3.022, p=.049)e] we} f2]8t =to|7} 9= Ho=
Ve T

5. Aayel Unkd EAe| wE Iy T
(t=2.018, p=.044), St AL(t=2.567, p=.010), LA
H(F=9.712, p=.000), 3StuAY DHE(F=11.367,
p=.000), oFH =] 9] W& % (F=4.632, p=.003), oJH1]

O

i
2N

Coefficient, Lyt

-

)

(8]

R

24

e
ol
tlo
&
J
o
of
o
o
H
N

Hir



57

s|te] 2

73 A el

.000),

Zado] A3 7457153

]

A

[e]
1)

8187, p

.003),

THAF

p=

1

Lad

=

AEA E(F=4.709,

(F=4.235, p=.015),
274 E(F

o

00Dl whek

5490, p

3}
5]
5} 31l

[

5}

il
L

sl 414}
715

=
=

i
7}

L

L

&t

S

HEY )}
dol 42t

LS

T eleke] wA.

=
T

[e=]
=

p

o}

W 71571

s}
=

o

= .

o

o

&3], 10(2). 192-201.

Hl L 7 3]

o

2
N
A} 7|

o

=
=

7F7)
gAIzk

=

=i}
. obExtsEk3] A, 7(1). 74-84.

Aol Az 7

SRS
:

13}
=)

=

°)]dE (1999).

dAAF (1992).

%

3} 3

L

=71

L
=

7]

=

EdjZ th53 o] Adstarzt

7% % 3| e o
References

=
=

=

=

o]
el

e,

ESSERG

i

3 7}

I ESLE

® A7A

=

=
<3l (2000). =R1¢] zpofE

o] F-o]x ok
ho 2
stet.

olshel Apry et Tjetel AA1es)

dakel A,

=)
W

o)

Tor

7]

=
=

Aol A zEY 2 T}

[a13
S}

=
al-s

FAE (199D).

3 3ks| A, 8(1). 92-102.

o
fif
o

A3 (2002). A w2t Ao}EF7 &

A,

73 (1993).

171-181.
HaA4 (200D).

o
i
o

Vol. 18, No. 1, June 2005

31(4), 641-655.
A], 10(1), 53-69.

=

2 (1934).

5



58 g - =X

A}
LA (2002). HgEAsAle] 7SR A, I 9
AR Agel B AT, Foldjeta dhsta
R TES
Hd< (1996). d3kxle] Wyl 4tel Azl A
L?L “°17¥ii§4 ], 8(1), 80-92.

oz olshol A s
F7ke) (1987). Az 44
Mol Al el s, 12(1). 23-40.
o} (2001). HAAFA 3ol

s eiojetal theksl AALeHel =k

Emery, E. M., Mcdermott, R. J., Holcomb, D. R.,
& Marty, P. J. (1993). The relationship youth

substance use and area—specific self-esteem.

Journal of School health, 63(5), 224-228.

J. of Korean Soc. of School Health

del Fugdel nte el w

Herth, K. & Cutcliffe, J. R. (2002). The concept of
hope in nursing 6; research/ education/ policy/
practice. British Journal of Nursing. 11(21),
1404-1411.

Hinds, P. S. (1988). Adolescent hopefulness in
illness and health. Advanced in Nursing science.
10(3), 79-88.

McGee, R. F. (1984), Hope: a factor influencing
crisis resolution. Advances in Nursing Science,
6, 34-44.

Miller, J. F. & Powers, M. J. (1983). Development
of an instrument to measure hope, Nursing
Research, 37(1): 6-10.

Raleigh, E. (1992). Sources of hope in chronic
illness. Oncology Nursing Forum, 19(3), 443-
448,



