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The influence of interpersonal relation of people with disability on
daily life satisfaction; focusing on mediating effect of self-efficacy.

Oh-Hyoung Kweon', Jae-Woo Moon>
"Lecture, Division of Social Welfare, Hansei University
*Professor, Division of Social Welfare, Hansei University

Abstract This study is to find ways to improve the daily life satisfaction of people with disability through
interpersonal relation and self-efficacy. Descriptive statistics, correlation analysis and regression analysis by SPSS
21.0 were applied to 1,483 out of 4,400 of Penal Survey of Employment for the Disabled 2nd Wave. The study
show that the interpersonal relation had a positive effect on self-efficacy and daily life satisfaction. Self-efficacy
influenced positive effect to life satisfaction and played a mediating role between interpersonal relation and daily
life satisfaction. Based on the conclusion that daily life satisfaction can be enhanced through the improvement of
interpersonal relations and self-efficacy, this study made policy suggestions to improve interpersonal relations and
self-efficacy.
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Table 1. Sociodemographic Characteristics by Group

variables groups N %
ender F 453 30.5

g M 1030 695
marriage single. others 31 21
d marriage .live together 1,452 97.9

- minor 215 14.5
disabilty major 1268 85
| middle school 324 21.8

education high school 686 46.3
1 university 473 31.9

15739 338 2.8

age 40749 546 36.8

g 50759 375 253
60765 224 15.1

1 2500 577 38.9

h?:::j'd 250173500 239 16.1
income/(ten 350175000 339 29
thousand) 500177500 218 14.7
17500 110 7.4

Others of marriage is divorce, bereavement and separation.
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Table 2. Characteristics of Major Variables

variables N  Mn Max Mean SD OKewn Kuro
ess SIS
nterersonal -y Jes 100 400 2963 480 -074 246

relation
life satisfacton 1483 1.13 500 3571 577 -051 .074
self-efficacy 1,483 1.00 400 2923 493 -084 222

&

3.

w

2

i=]
RL

r

pas

A=

E
N

_i}-}{ [

PN
T
A g

gl

APEA A= Table 33 2tk ol w

= S(r=240, p <.01) 2 27257 =606,
p <ODF ANA FABATE Qo AEse d
A AT (r=3014, p <01 A(+)F Q1 AA 7
ek whEhA giRITAE deretd Ar1astt 3 A%
AL STt =3 A EERe] oW dgAE
S5k T W aGeARa A =800 ol el W

5

ool e A& AskA] St

O..\.;

}-ﬂ

=

Table 3. Correlation

variables 1 2 3
1 1
2 240+ 1
3 606+ 314 1

=p <,01, 1=interpersonal relation, 2=life satisfaction, 3= self-efficacy

3.4 1}713%2.&91 w70 &

il A g R 7 A a5 7] Wl E
3} AES 913+e] Baron & Kenny(1986)0 <] th53]
7 A& 3 A= Table 49 2TH28). step 19141
A#AE A7I&s7e A+ F3HB =606, t=29.315,
p <00DE, step 2914 HiQl#AlE LT THEEo|
A(+)9] AgHB =240, t =9.501, p <.001)= "] Ht}. step 3
oA A7) WA TEEel A(+)e] FIHB
=267, t=8632, p <.001)& 8|3 tiRlIFAE 438 E
T A(+)e] 98B =078 t=2513, p <.06)= WA
T} step 3l A tHRIAA7} QAL o] mA] =
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=859.38, p <.001, F=90.274, p <.001, F=84.631, p
<00DH ZF gAY Y R? 3K(.367, .057, .103) 3

A B2 A3

step 1, step 2 2 step 394 VIF zk(1.000, 1.000,
1580)2 33& Z=H8kA] &%ke™, Durbin- Watson %k
(1.847, 1.704, 1.780)2 =57 2000 717+ thsaadid<
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Table 4. Mediation effect of self—efficacy

Variables B t F R adj R VIF Durbin-
Watson
step 1.
INerersonal g 59 3150w+ 850,358+« 367 367 1.000 1847
relation—
self-efficacy
step 2.
INEIPEISONal o4y g s0fees Q0274+ 057 057 1.000 1704
relation—

life satisfaction

step 3. 267 8.632+xx
interpersonal
relation
self-efficacy— 078 2513+
life satisfaction

84.631=+ 103 .101 1.580 1.780

p <.05 #=p <01, =p <.001

3.5 Sobel TestE &3+ vi/lad A5
goldA e dgE Tr=E AlololA A7) asqte
i/l &S AE87] 98] Mackinnon et al. (2002)9]
9]3 Sobel test A¥}= Table 59 2TH29] z %ol
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Table 5. Sobel test

Sobel test statistic p
1523 8211 0.001

=p <001, 1=interpersonal relation
2=self-efficacy, 3=life satisfaction
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