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= ABSTRACT =

The purpose of this study was to examine whether the Marital Satisfaction Sc-
ale(M.S.S.) is properly applicable to Korean couples and further to be devoted
to the designd of a marital satisfaction scale for Korea.

The scale employed in this study was a Korean adaptation of the M.S.S., wh-
ich originally included 73 items but was reduced to 48 through a study of its
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validity by Bowden. This scale was administered to 420 couples. One kindergar-
ten, two elementary schools, one middle school, and four high schools, all of th-
em located in Seoul or its satellite cities were selected for the present study.

The results of the study were as follows.

1) Through item analysis, 85.4% of the total items showed a high index of
discrimination, i.e. of more than +. 40, which all was significant discrimination
(P <0.001) excluding two items. ‘

2) Factor analysis, which was oriented toward combining factors proper to th-
eory, showed that the M.S.S. consisted of 6 factors and its total variance was 50.
189%. The 6 factors were marital satisfaction (factor 1), marital social psychologic-
al companionship (factor 2), obstacles to marriage (factor 3), dissatisfaction of mari-
tal relationship (factor 4), attitude of the reasonable marital relationship (factor 5),
and cognition of married life (factor 6),

3) Internal consistency reliability of the M.S.S. was 0.951 and the reliability
of the total items after excluding two through item analysis 0.956 and 0.949 res-
pectively, which showed a high internal consistency

4) The marital satisfaction examined by the M.S.S. showed significant differe-
nces according to sex, education, income, the duration of marriage, the number
of children but no significant differences according to age, and family type.

From these results, it will be concluded that the M.S.S. is a reliable and
valid psychological scale for examining marital satisfaction of Korean couples.

The limitations of this study were as follows.

1) It can not be generalized to all Korean couples because the subjects was
sampled from Seoul or satellite cities.

2) The factor analysis in this study was oriented toward combining factors
proper to theory. However, it was very difficult to find out the factors because
the components of the M.S.S. was more or less abstract.

Thus, from these results some suggestions follow for developing the marital
satisfaction scale proper to Korean couples systematically and scientifically.

1) The subjects must be sampled from urban as well as rural areas

2) Factor analysis in this study is oriented toward finding out factors of the
M.S.S. Thus, it is needed to analyze the factor validity or construct validity by
multitrait —multimethod of the scale with more theoretical conceptualization.

3) It is necessary to examine whether marital satisfaction shows difference
according to couples and psychological variables besides objective demographic
variables.

4) More research is needed before the M.S.S. can be adapted into a turely
useful marital satisfaction scale for Korea.
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HEWRES e AELY MEE ALdx: &
el Be Hgest A Ui Spanier & Cole,
1974 ; Hicks & Platt, 1970 ; Adams, 1980). FHRIEN
B3 o8 ATFAME RFEY HBWEY BEE ¥
¥ Be A I itee) HA9Ee] gy FEF Ag
< J9%x de A& &5 de HEL A, T Gt
e REHE B2EE JFE 5 Je REZ 29 (1d
M, 1982). 102, HEWLES FRste e o
o3 2 BERE Adoh

A et gy e BARKEKS HEgide S
REHE A4 554 di dAZ LEREE &
A& Fok (A, 1984). F, RIKERE 7o HEHE
HI RENSE W fFHS € ¢ AJ%t 29
U kigel FFS e st BRFEEEEIAME
FEIBEEY RES TE FALES B RBEr ABM
argol o E3A Hal, ¥ REY kA:E HHOE
FEHGR ASH=U gE =y me " (9
EA, 1976). 2822 LEd 7MAS FUA =He =
B KEHfRe 3 KMkl 48 &utE BT
EEH L ERHY =Zoste] 28 g 2 o]
£ & K7 R "o 8. AFE. #5 59 NS
g e A =Y (F9F, 1984), 42 AT F$
Kike AA8 A AFEE velgz Y r~EH
REEES she A EY @ied KK F71Y 29
ok (o]F¢E, 1970).

ojbgol, EXn @AM UFEHe HEY REME
53] REHEE s8] 9 o) RfEd oig
MM st MaE ook s, 8y AT E 37
AdAe RiEBRSES ¥n3 whrpes fiigd ¢ U
< HEAZL gasith

HEEe AT § Fike XFE7H o= BEE 2859
e HEs L e JME E3E 7 e B#Et
¥ WEBEAS AN, 3 neREREY HE/} He
FKEEe REEBWEES S8 2, Yolrt &) 9
718 22 e kFESE 83l 2 238 F2
Ut} oleb o] kiFe HEHRES FHHEID RE
HAA 23T + de BA HF L ol I HsE

o pEHe] StgE ET8n, e Afe
KiFe HEBEHREEE SHE ¢ U AV A 2E
st 2y R, Iy REE 292 A8sAY 7
AR & T HEMRES AL o
YA 9T RES HYstd Agste 4ol Y&
29 FHE, REE B8 stxe oy od uE
Foe oluag

I8 88, K 9ee Roach et al o] Marital Satis-
faction Scale & $-gi}atel LB A AF-&38t7]o] 3
e g3 REL HEE 3o e KE
EEWEE RES ffrsled 353 BEE o 4
o7} FEWRE RES HfF - BT oIN XEHE
9 —ES FEBN, BRMeE HEY & Jdon, B
K BiRs Botd dAY REMES o - 293y
BAKEKS 91718 vdd wAE £ e Zolch

ety K EEREE REY REL HRs RKEM
BE B 2 muidde Fo IYUE BHRE A

2. WZE B

X We $dude XE3y SENEE RES
AR A% F2AY0E Kol HEREES 23
Sed UM AEM OEEAGT HF5E Roachs]
ﬁj@ﬁ@ﬁ)ﬂﬁ(Marital. Satisfaction Scale:MSS )7} -
et @A KiFe MBWMEEE S4shed 3§
g ik REL WRE sted I HEyel Utk

o4 FIEEME AL B ool AHE D
she PIRRIEE ohedt B :

1) MSS 8 TASHD = 4 2YSe & wun
& el ?

2) MSS 71 $elve kfFe HEBEREESE 333
=9 A FHEEIE REA?

3) MSSo| A Ege] g NIAXE AATA &
IAE MSS & g Iz AFAYste 2o 7Hseh?

4) MSS & ojr@ BmROoE TAHHAJUE}?

5) MSS & T&EAEZ o] &3 HEHMEEE wR3Y
ol wet ojwgt xfo]E Holest?

I. ey & & RITHRS ER

1. SEWRE B4
RIEEED SRR A e k@ EEd
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MRS EE BiFols U39 g - en  Hawkins
& James (1968)c A3ty o], Lewis & Spanier
(1979) & " @Atgo] 7hA= B A ket 2
7V AA R we #ife] -3 EBE S A g
%3l Burgess & Locke (1945) = “3} sj2e] &
REEEA oA dmy Bo] FEtE A RE
TR et ol2E A4u4e BE gL o
o], Lenthall (1977) & “/i<Qle] Hifsel g #R
Atolel] p& et 3t ¥, AFA (1977) = “#
BEEe] RS MY -l ov Qe 83
of W& @M 2% " Ao

& BgEol A A1&3 Roach of MSS olM o] FIBHE
B BES " Fojd AMAA Ar|Arde  FEE A G
3 By kel mel Wk (perception) 3 o
2 ou} ghF Folstn Hojstert e BEF (favora-
bility ) o} REEF "2l FASAC 7N @RS
533 9uide AEERY sty 712 2AA
Hald 5 e BEEA FHriste Rt asEE,
27N A e fEES) OIS BEE 2 BAS MERES
@abe ol ohye}, &4 EANA AN w3 & gl
£ ##HBL ¥} (Roach, Frazier & Bowden, 1981).

2. HBREE RE

FRERGRS Hesle 22 HHge#( Sraus, 1969 ; Crom-
well, Olson & Fournier,1976; Frazier, 1976;Bowden,
1977) E& WEBHEES NEd & e Egefkd @
A7F 85383, SHREND RET BEAY BB A
A=z Jutn. do 22 A felh RkAHEH
Forlld  FHdsks 7MY a8 MEe A% HEE
a2 Fifelet 3ttt (Bowden,1977).

Straus & 1935 d 38 196539 o]2= el B
7Y K7 HERE AEEAS B4 AR, 3194F
3970 Tto] 545 - KikHEH o) &H Aed, 1 F 147)
tho] fEHAME - REEVF HiEH Ao, MdH o= i
WE, BIERY), SBEER, SEEED Bme R
Bernard (1933) o] The Success in Marriage Inst-
rument, Terman (1938) o] The Marital
Index, Bowerman (1953) ¢] The Bowerman Marital
Adjustment Scales, Locke-Wallace({ 1959) ¢ The Loc-
ke-Wallace Marital Adjustment Test Sojg}z g3 ch

PAkel 1970 o) LIETe] REA SiolAe WA=
Locke & Wallace ¢} Terman ¢} Scale o] dg] A&

Happiness

Ho glon, 1970dd) Ligole 3l 2 ANES
REEo] B 2ltl =, Spanier (1976) & Dyadic
Adjustment Scale 2 ISR ES HEFES BT
e o8 THRE (sub-scale) o] stuyzA 74
3t =4, o7]A] Spanier 7} &3 FEHE Locke—
Wallace Scale Wt} 11 #&o] WEEY, F2 #ESE
B #8d Az} Vs E FYsed 238 T2 3
t} ¥ Synder (1979)<¢] Marital Satisfaction Inven-
11788 THRER 749 %718 HicER
2 HPH 2 AZAS FA Bolzin Iy ¥g
£ 3t pERY BB (social desirability) & mEFo
2 L RES9 G2 293yt a3y, 2%
GE5o] thd] 78] MAEe Hffe] @M, HEHS
yzsta glo] HEES A 2o A (opinion)
W LB ( projection) 8918 E¥EA e FL o]
{9 Byoe) Hrf

LlEolA BE uls} Zo] XEY Fte 43 B
< HEMRE REZ Az - BRIAAIT 25 g7t
BRE - REE WE7 ol d2y, $auee] 3
S AR HES HEREE RES WY - +3 -
Ml ste] ALEBEAY (AP, 19775 0|23, 1982 5
A, 1983 FH A, 1981 724, 1982; A 74,
1984) , FEWEARRC] dIF 7 F 49 HE BES
5 MEE T8 (R9F, 19795 oA YD, 1981 )
FERWEEE st o

tory

3 FEWMRERE (MSS) o Az

& WA MSS & kG HERMREES 2337
98] Roach (1975) 7} :¢tgt Marital Satisfaction
Scale & A Y gch

MSS & @EWRES) B2 AYE 95d e
Ze Atge neste] nAH Yok

1) HEMEES BEEAN B%7] W& Likert -
type o BBEREEZ TAsigon, fliEgd FHEHES
SN B TS REEF UARE 37 98y
e BE ol ¥ rh

2) T HBRMEE HES 7B FEY BS
431 BA9 dg 7198 e R EE RE
Ze 9 oje{ g Wénfyo)Avt EEAY FHIE
el Bie] & HF BES JdFdn g
=1

32 (o b

3) HCHER (self-report) BHAEC] AEMHLE
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v W R HE FES A Rolln v
=5 ¥r-eL dt& social desirability v} marital
conventionalization & WX 3§ RJEL 7158 § 3
Ak

4) B—RYFEMKE (single—item style) & A9 3
A A b e REZ T4 Ao

WIBETRY o8 4 SlolAe nEE EAsEe
MSS o] FHANES KiFHtRe] T8 F KiaEd
oA o} ME1e] iREY, Marital Enhance Workshops
4 722 FAHAY MEY EEHME 58 Likert
REEX BHY £B45S Foldle Hxd 383
R dodts Hxe BAHQ MES AY Mz
a& 2 TAE A

3¥, MSS o Pilot Study ZA#, Z pEES A
Arg g2 48E 2Hon 09829 #f¢ 52
AAAHE F YEIH L 2802 TAY RER
LHE} ST

|

A
&

4. FEBRRBERE (MSS) o REk KBtk
MSS = #EmEEN 23 o] &3 A+ Marital
Therapy, Marital Communication Workshop 59 o
F8FNA FA (intervention) ETZH o}&EH
ATt 2 HEEMEE BADPIAME 42 gud 2
HILHFIL o] Folx long MSS 9 it #E3

g AHEY oga 2o

Frazier (1976) & & REE EAE 32 MSS 9
g FelFE (concurrent validity) ¢4 MSS T2
o] g FAElDE (construct validity) Hgeg g
o ATARA, HAEERY HEE SAE g By
¥r ( item discrimination) £ 0.001 T304 £9
A Yelxt o, Cronbach’s a4 2 2ad Udy
ALEIEE 0.969 2 "¢ 5L AA=E 2P, MS
o] ERSWHRE LH7E 1004l ERo) 147
2 36%° H43¥gs AYe BE—ER oriA
e

Bowden (1977) & MSS 9] FElYE & 233y
At EEAEY WES I THET Fes 2
TAZ A 23, FHYN 1 HZFL #98A v
Bt} (t =112.204, df =58, p<.0001). MSS ¢] uw®

E}9 % (discriminant validity) 8 2#3}7) & 4

&%t Marriage Problem Checklist ( MPC ) H4=¢}e]

FEASFE —.73 02 AMY AL HYedH, o
219l gELiEe) die) s KFEY +F ME A
I RS REdsE R 22 g ¢ 7 U
%3, Bowdeng E3EAnGor FPHEzrsl Fe
THES AYAA 48889 2 Heygz REE AT
A8 Ak

Thompson (1978) & MSS & wlEZ33lo] Pretest
o} posttest 29| t AF AF}E P Hol7t LS
w3 out (t =-2.86,df =17, p<.01), posttest$} post—
posstest 9] ZA7t= {F§ )7t e B
(1=.76,df =17, n.s.). oletg e AF= MSSs} v
B #e AEFANG Bl Aol £ U EE
#EE 1T & e AL AFE F= Aot}

LAE3 #Zo] MSS = o) d7Ed o sf RELH
%7t o) FolA ke, 4 WHEKR MSS 7t #HERRE
EE fiEste JaETEA RN RES EAY
S BT

m = % 5 %

1. prsg

A e AeA 9 A=A AFI HBS F -
TE HHEoR P, o2 4 FXY, I,
T 158 FREIA NG AN B AT

FHEHGE] duy dF L F 20822 LTU)
54.89% (230 £4) , BF7} 45.2% (190 %) o8 #F
7t tha Boul, FEES 30~ 40 7} A (81.1%)
olm, KFK#ELE FELI L] 714 B H]E (84.5%)
S AAS L UL, HERES A E0] 36.9%2
7H4 Btk F4ol #E 3~ 480 47.99%2 A
BRI, HEUES 14~ 194" AEE M B
on (32.49%), FEVEEE RBFRES 14%E 94
7 Bta, AL 309HdelA 100 7Yl mlgte] A
AHel 78.8%58 AXIHT

2.8 A

HizEE A= Roach (1975) ] Marital Satisfaction
Scale (MSS) 24 % 737} E¥ oz FAHJoY
Bowden (1977 ) &) 21t HRLE 53] 48230z
ATAHE =g o]ty MSS = #Hibs MK
Ao B-xFoz THY BEREEAM 2574 £%
e FHHez, 23/ B¥e RAydoz TA=YL uf
Az JRlel HEWREE ¥ tEE dHgse
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E 1. MSSo 23ugs w2
g % w g A 4 g % W % EEEE
1. Sl g oA dg (£) 3857 25. ATALE 3o Wl HAE Bl o 4199
o] Yo, slthste w7l FAAA & oA go
o o 26 . o 2EARY vigE HEHol .6597
2. 9@ (RA) & F& YoJEA 27 ¥ 6200 | 2. e @Y (U)o dile DAY= 5317
71 Aod, bg Y3t "aA #F gAe 23 U
o e X 3. Ut (42)3 Aol B 735
U 2EAgd uP 24, 3730 wrh 5282 *29 . U dg (290) 3} ojZols s — .0642
Lok, Wrh oA AEgdd, A3 ¢ 6362 slojd7ie £k
I e S 0. 9W(2A) L e ARAGE WE a3
5 ‘"“_"o d(2e)e B4 VAW 5997 £ 5o E3ud aTg 0
- YE $d ERICHS : 3. 9@ (%) e e dshed Yol 5890
F Aok o . Foax 2o}
6. Wt e d goda A WS ] . 4e Azane H‘ox}*wl 4He & 5295
. ye o Uojdl T Fayolt) 4745 ig olfed & ] %\:}
8. e AEAYol gz =7t 6175 ;;ﬂg}aq o}]@q.
9. gm (3) e AgAdgel omygst 3512 34, AzAG QojA $H (2A) 3 H 6239
g 43 A4 o7t g2y & J—IE%—% Zﬂcﬂ
10. %f}*&%e— we] el i 4¥g o] 559 35. 93] Buo] ARYLS N2 vlgo 6185
k=1 et
11. & AL PO gojue 4 HE9 -6614 36 . B3 dade Je AEPY 3 4378
7ty RE Yl Hojrh,
12. U 24 98 UBud 89 3587 37, 99 (2e) 3 Y& of" ¥Fo] & .60R
o] Atz Az w2 AAgAe s M2 el
13. Age ZEMPol Y3 A&HIE -5289 Lk kide
ulga) e, 38 . gy (£ed) I Y e QAL 3090
4. Agel Auw o AEAggd Y8 © 5972 7t 1 A e gk
HEY ol AR 39. 9@ (2) 3 UE NZ Fohdte 4266
15. Y& 2488 2 Hrx =Hie 6841 97tz Huagg A &k
o "A7} 3o 0. UE 7tE AZ 9 (RA)F A 6076
16. Y 24Pl 4240d R W3 98 6246 zalx ggton #n vt Wt Aok
gcha Azrgch 41 . e o HEAPe HA3 EBY 6935
17. Yo ZZyee & oy duds b 6405 L1242
AaeA Y ARY BEFE T, ‘ 42 . Y=g (30) 3 si7e ntgeg 4675
18. Z3NYL 7t 245 oA =439 531 *347415 72718 Agch
19. 99 (2) & Uz s TI2HA .6991 4. 99 (2A) & Ug 22 EF3A -6820
3o ARFAYA “‘E} ded.
20. 4y (59) e e oA FHY F 5767 4. Ye 99l (2) & 43sprivt of .6883
s 7151% Tc} Ao
21 . AE7R8] Yol AEAge H4FHoIUG .7000 45 . 99 (50) & U A4stn =7l 5148
22. 9@ (2e) e g AT E58A 5128 ulg ojBE go} Ac
s o} 46 . 3@ (5A) & Uyt FAdg T .6111
*23. olyga XYL FoUA HIFE B — 0355 Aol A J1gelA e
Ag M AEHE oY AE BT 47. e A3 29 (3A) 3 dBEr) 62
o} gt 8 &4
24. GR(2Q) L W HHE G3=E 6955 48 . Ut 43 U AEggd w7327
8718 0 b

« WEE7E o Aod Y
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48 W~ 240 Yol t}.

3.8 X

& el dulzAle MSS o A47tsAHE dobi
7 g8 Wdste AAHAEH, £ AEAY NHeE
Asreta olah7t ol@AY du7t 3] ke EFL
+33ld B2AHE AEAE 4 Y

EzAbs 1985 109 17 9RH 23U7tX & &3
g, Fgtn, - 15D FRES PR G
Hepe Ble7] 98 £ AHIAAE £ 2H
gt} folH oz 7+ gtuwE HNAS AT

% 600%B w23 AEFX| b 420 Fgto] K B &
broll AH&-H ek

4. BERSHT

1) REY 23332 & 74317 98 2
BF, BEFER, JU=TEEY FYUEES U2
P, MEEEs 4 3PS AA A A
AAF2 FHEH

2) RES EHESNS REMEAES SA44%E
HiEsts WA YR E (internal consistency;) FTEKo=2
Cronbach ’s aA+E A& Yl

3) REd BAREE: ERSTHES HA&sds
d 2t 3CERY) ABATYEE 22 FEAREY
(principal conponent analysis) ¥} Varimax H#o
2 ZERS &3

4) MSSE FEAER o] 8% HEMEEY WA
olo] W& ERE —TBESE ¥ F, DUNCAN
¢] New Multiple Range Test 2 Al3HFS st

LI Ro) #ists SPSS 9} SAS Program & ©j83}of
A3t ot

30}.

rx Ho
% o

0,

2ah

V. #R % #®#

1. B o
MSS o] EYLIEE HiTe7) A% 2 2 B,
EZUA, AUEFNEE N2E A4, FFA7 F
o 5@F 2308 sFEE MIFES AY fleBR
o] #4& T3 4RIES FE YA
T3, TYUUSE 3387 ¥ F 8 EY o
2> (Index of discrimination:) & 233 4
BASFE JEUE 23,299 £%E& ALstne A
23to] 0,001 oA F98 gt Ahmann & Glock

-7

(1967) & +.400]44¢8 WEAE+E 7IXe 282 o}
= okEEln, +.40~+.208 HWEAFE Yehle &
Br BEae$o, +.20~.009 PEAFE e
2o Byy Ao Hristgu 28 8n2 +.40 0143
o wiEx4+g Yehle £¢e ajz AAEYS
85.4%7} o5 £& E¥ol  F Y= 7IEAE F
ZAZAGD B F it 4 UL vEsE
13zt

BENoA AE 23¥ B¥e WIRAF 1 9
n7 AR Aggel wEws @A Ugkoen, 20¥E
ol AR SeuvE RFES A9 KB4 IE] W
Ritotn sl BN 4 FE YT e @
#rey 2o ZIHHEW Ao Be A4ag uvehd Ao
2 BPRE

2. BR 2

MSS o RIESHS E538) 46 RIEA ols) EELSHT
< HEH olfE teH 2o

1) REBWEE T% 3848 AFen )&
2 HEd BERS 3¥HoE g5y fEen

2) BEWMEERES &4 §Fo 34T EFA =A
BaEER], £3 4 F2o| FHEEY REE 9T
& FA 93 AAE F YeAE Goluy] Aot

3) 2t FTHERA T §Fo] oHgRAUA
& olsl & ETale] & WS ERY IS BRE AL
§3l7] A geith

MSS o] 7t B¢ o] Y EHOR THHU=}
g Yoluy] 98 WA & EF SN B3 BATE
RES 23, dAE AHA 4B UERAT w2

ABL HolXE ¥Uth

MSS E3zle] ARAFE 7122 FHARESEHS
Hgsged, 2 BEY AR (eigenvalue) 7} 1,00
ol4e HRL 6712 F&HUt) o] 67} EHEo A
HEkd Qe Wk 26,138 08 ofE MWk 56.18%
o A=, 2 BERA WE 2{He EHFE 10 16. 23,
EE27F 1,99, ETR30] 1.78, EE47} 1.56, &
EWs57F 1.27, EE6°] 1.252 AANZF o2 EHHR1
9] B—ER (single factor) 8 TAH At o]z MSS
o] Pilot Study & 1%-9] E}gsgaAT 77 np3rA]
2 O HEEEE E BiFd EECSn BWE F
it
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E2. 39299 Bgusn a Y¥E

FgWs 2 W4 41| al2{adUA3 | Y4 | 2U5 | 2U6 | T8

16. 710 ZENG PEAR .70 -65
17. ey s 2EH 8] B .69 66
21. dA7Ae ATAYE 43R 64 -58
2. H dEYe] A& I3 =§ .59 -58
8. ALY VF 51 69
6. 2EQY A .50 -39
14. Azio] 245 B8 ZEAGY 9F .43 57
26. olgo] AE Yol U .52 63
24. uj$Ate] Az 45 40
27. wigApe] WY BYS A4 .66
28. wWj$-xpoto) 3 A7 54
33. vpgxrete) BA AH =9 58 53
35. wjsatele] olFH Y 51 54
37. W $Atstel Y3 46 52
39. wjgatste) 39 Hol4w 58 50
45. WAL Aln QA A% .60 57
47 WA AL E 62 58
3. Az g U 24, 44 54 -46
4. @ wjoxe MY ofu 47 57
7. AN gY & 44 64
8. TP AFY 55 58
10. ZEA gl A7l A d .58 54
1. 2E8Y $39 7= .67 65
15. 208 =9 o 50 61
19. wjozle] oy 2wt .49 60
13. @4 ZEAE A% HFAR 48 51
34. Aol 2oz =Y 46 52
36. 2§ N 70 58
40. ¥ ¥ozjste) AEEY 50 55
41. HA AEAGo] By 65 67
4. s At o 47 60
20. W3R A xS 55 718 58 58
22. wgAe] WE .58 60
30. wj$xte] BRHE HA 45 54
3. vz EYTE AY 47 -60
1. vj929] Aalel digt 7]d 52 43
9. wi$-etel AELY AH -58 -55
12. 238G S99 69 66
I § X (eigenvalue) 4.91 484 4.54 3.90 2.52 2.36 23.07
A A ¥ 2 (total variance, %) 10.67 10.52 9.87 8.48 5.48 5.13 50.15

¥ %4 % (common variance, %) 21:28 20,98 | 19.68 16.91 10.92 10.23 100.00
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o] ¢}zro] Principal Component Analysisojr] &2
g 6719 ERS v HENSR dedtn AL 8
4ol 7ted FHZE FF2QE AN 3o
Varimax F#o2 AAIZ 1 2%, Jdd BH
1ol AFHUR ®ilo] sz 7t ERFZ §4
o] vehtA Aok

AARZEL 7 BRERAA A ¥ Lol 10.67,
10.52, 9.87, 8.48, 5.48, 5.13 22 50.15% & &}
Wa gded, ot 67 ERE /X ze wA v
50,1592 ¢ 3% & Yer avtel 47.85%E 2
R (error variance) o|u} E<=wak (specific vari-
ance) o 7]APch B4 ATk (WA, 1984).

6708 BRpIA & ERNME +.40LiEe] 891
Baag 7HA A Rahe 18,25,38,43 ¥ RimEe A 94l
711 (kimmel & van der veen), 42,46,2,5%9 FRI15
T AAEE 4 ERAY HAE o MESEY 354L
7] o9 AA=HAL G714 AR o] Yol A
¥ FMEe Ane £B4iE0 24 F oy e
A7 SEEES S8le Ao Bo) dud g3 we
Zg F5H Y-S /XA gve A W$Rt
HE EF3R geve Aol ojx f-ust kiF
o] FEBHEY QoM BT AMEG S JAgE
Aol & YL "X A goH, 5P FELFZS A
8 Ug $5 oS =4de AL vREY 347
ol ARt WEolnz B FTL Ued ez
Bl

% 2v€ MSS7} 748tz e FTaERY MERE
&% adFeF, TRA, LA, FFEL, AAALEL
Lebd Zojth

BR 12 g 377 49102 HHPAZHS 10.67%
2 ool " RHEEIEY) 20 R oSt FHsan

oin djn

X,

ERH27} zhe 39 AV|e 4.84, AEHTL10.52%

2 o] mRL "kiFy meny - LB BRRCS U
Bie EFcgGn Az, BRI Hge 2751
4,54, APWRFL 9,87 % o] ERLS BT
o] BEER"olZn HEsdY EX49 wFAv)E
3.90, BHIEL 8. 48 %E o BRL " RFMHRY
THER " & vetde Rolgtn A4t =3, BER
59 WZAsE 2,52, MEWTL 548%2 1 B
A Faullgor Hof “XiFe H¥F BE- IJx
Bt ER 62 ¥ @Y7t 2.36, Aol
5.13 %2, TAHAUNEY ol “#HE4EFN NS B

& YEtle ERolZtx 4zdd

3. EHE 77

& RN FEE HEe HES & HifTsd
F3% + 33, REMEY 5A4 JBE 348 F
t AfY—F ] Cronbach’s aAl5& 2H&3t ot

MSS o HA 48FH 3t SHEE aAlFE0.951
o2 Uetytow, MSS o EHEE AsA71A g2
= MSS & #& HEE BKsle o) TES 12 ¢
olu.7] 98 RIEASHE BRSITEES AX [PEe) £
BES O3 20 5, FYE4HES A 46/5H
(23,299 A ) o g FEES 0.9560]9, 89
EAAY L AF 388 (2,5,18,23,25,29,38,42,43,
469 A ) ol g FHEEE 0,949 olth o)A} 2o
MSS o) thEt AHZAFE W L& BWEYX S 48
& U EE, MSS & v kiFe #HENEE
& flmEst=d oA ElEde RE:S iAo

4. ERHRY 92 EEMREY BEST
MSS o) #BHRE 249 7158 HWYE 48~240
Holded, ATAN HEREE /MY 52 A g
2367, 714 Be ARe 61goz ussten), AA
WS 199.92, BEHUAE 32.73 o2 RANRALL B
EEXE o[F2 AU

SJAEHE AZ MSS & W#EREE o83 LB
REEZY 5, 8, #HEKE, HBURE, KA TR,
KRR M ddd met oJH ZRE Hols 7t
Lole7] Ak —TEESHT (one—way ANOVA)
3 Fed, ZF #MELS ANOVAQ &5 (assumption)
BF FFAAT &k WA 2 APy £2 @
o B e HEAEL a=0.052 F3Pon, A3

4 B, FAW Aol7t ol HEelN AR
QA E Fetsl7] A% HBERSE (post -hoc) & Liberal
Procedure ¢l Duncan ¢ New Multiple- Range Test
(Huck,Cormier & Bounds,JR., 1974) & A}2-3} 4o}
4 WB Wl e REmEEY FAF 2 % 3
I 2 R wE SERRET gWE0 RXEE X
g E2 2R YEkt ol #9F (1979), o
Fd (1982), o] %7l (1982) o] ATA I} T3 Y,
Frazier9] MSS & o] 8¢ #EWEE d7dd= 4
olft Az, rigAgRe] AZAGNA A4le BB
AT 5 Je FHECN U AT Aol U

to sl mu

o

O:

i e
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H 3.7 w@ude ge 2Eusse) Fuz

AEunsSe
N (%) ¥ # | @A #9= DUNCAN’S”
wWAdEal + £
. owl| ¥ 2 174 184.3 26.21 F= 12.46 A
A
= 9 2} 206 172.6 25.29 P<. 005 B
0 ~ 294 33 180.6 29.1 A
o m| X~ A 123 1813 27.2 F= 142 A
Y% a0 o~ 494 185 174.4 25.0 N.S. A
50 ~ 59 A 39 181.8 24.4 A
1 ~ 74 80 180.6 30.1 A
‘ 8 ~ 134 77 184.7 23.8 F=3.20 A
A&7
14 ~ 1949 124 178.3 22.9 P05 A B
20 @ o] A4 99 170.1 27.1 B
2 = o 3 7 178.8 29.2 A B
2 = 51 160.7 23.9 F=9.76 B
AEFE
o = 161 174.9 24.8 P<. 0001 A B
g & o A 161 186.7 25.9 A
~ 399 96 165.4 31.3 B
20 i F=1137
dgese| 40 ~ 69 9 160 179.2 243 A
- P (. 0001
70 ~ 150 ¢ 124 185.8 216 A
gl =1 18 199.9 185 B
1 ~ 249 166 176.7 28.1 F=299 B
A4y s
3 ~ 4t 178 176.6 24.2 P¢. 05 B
5 @ o A 18 180.7 26.6 A
2 =2 5 = 280 177.3 26.7 e 045 A
sz | & A 7 69 181.3 249 I\;S A
7 E} 31 176.4 23.6 ' A

* e Bz FAE Auztele Aol7h anh

BolsSe 7S HEMEE/ ¥e oz gzdng

FEipo] WE SEHREE FA3 A& HolA %
g=dl, ole WS (1978) 9] HEe —HKe AT
2, e HBEWREY A 9¥L XA gede
Ag T Fo

SO TE SEREES RS FEdA 90
Y= #RE vwgon, DUNCANe NMRT A3, &
BREES 8~ 134, 204FLL ko BE4ES A
A Fo43 2olE VErd Aol 3tk ol
A&Ex HFEE7 AY 52, Hole] 2AF PALE B

o

o|tirt Fxvt HEM TEa Y FuA Ha¥Y
Kol (Rollins & Galligan, 1978), #&f}e] &%)
KiFAAA W BN SBRMEEE U8 2
434S yehdte HEY —HI T AT

o HEAA HEKES HERREEE AHHoE
Bgi=iol ok w8 : gleh &, Bernard (1966) £ 5

| Re) kil 8 5 MEMEES S7152 2

9 #EHo] FAEG R stger, Ferman (1988),
ANY (1973), A @A} (1977), $AF (1979)% FRe
HEKEE] ¥ £5 294 - <4H 2F WEEV =4
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Yelsti 3o o)) Zol, ¥ ey ANE HEFK
#eo) wat )3 R BBWEES Jelded,
DUNCAN9] NMRTZ %, &, ti&olde 3 g
A EZREY e Aoz Jeint

JgAo) wWE FEEWEEe Jdude £REE gy
€, old st DUNCAN9] NMRT ZA 3, igAo] o}
E RBMEEs TSR 4 LY ZoldA GF
3 AolUk o] e HRE= dkAo) B £E £FY
HEWREZ Bu3 sle 9% (1979), 425 (1979),
o] B A - ol T (1972) o] HFEAERS Yxsdn 33
t} 2y}, Foa & Foa (1969) o 93}, shAle] 7)
HeEs de Aol BAoz A e BAsES,
BHeF 7|t o] WObE ZIO% %] BAoRET UWE
& 3/ Eoe Aot M EEEEE aA wE
Al o] Yone B4 gl B, YgAo] EHR
o Addoz JFL e 248 § Feglod,
g WY oA e ok Az BEHQL LEo
DESIE (A8 A, 1982), 2B 2R, old iy 4
A7t wESIG T A

HEEREd oA Kt Fis drlv gol F
At 7he duile EZRE UEH o] Feldman
(1965), Renne (1970) 9] fHges} vl 7N 2, F4i7}
e KA/ Frol de KFEEROR AgHos 2
0 dsd Azte] Bom MRE W JIRA =72
a8 A& 52 /A E 9t 24 JYh 3
By o9t HERe Furl sle A vy A8t A
L2d4 RjAEHAY, B giF oz FHE AR Y
& 25 #EHRe g8Ae 9 "Wiavs F&d
93 RAoE NAHEER ol tg AFAT7} LEs T
Rifgeel UE BEREET KFEPL KEFRE]
AU BFHY FELZ RE oo Urte BERFKRS %
3t 99U ERE Holx] otk FFF (1979), &
A4 (1983) & KERME U EEREE:S Fk
27|17} 842 HEHRS Zadgdn $ix oy,
AR (1977) v HERRS Ripes Fasicta 3
o} oleizto] AtE MFMERC BEHEET AiEHEA)
=R A sl MEetn 449

V. B¥ & #%

Felvete] A BEWRES v 1Y BRNSE 3
2E 5 e BRI A9 2KT 4¥o=g, X

H

Zee] AWIS BT MHEWMEE REE AFs7 9
gt 71 z2t¢] o 2, Marital Satisfaction Scale (MSS)
o] S} B AN KiFe] HEWEEES Ml
) Ao 3 REL HERE ste RolAUh

& HAgAA Lk BME 7H D 548 HEER
& gon 2o

1) RIESWANA AA 48NS T RPES A28
2= 0.001 KEENA Fog ¥z E Yelded, A
AMELe 85.4%7F +.40 LiEY B #EAFE YE}
=g

2) MSS & 0|23 o2 BEY EFcE £/ 9%
BRSO SR, £ 50.18%9 4¥EE 7IAs 670
o) ERE 27 BRI “ HaEe g A #
R", BR27F ki) atesy - OB R, ER
3o] “iEBAIES) 28l BR47L KERRS
WER", BERs7 “KEY AET BE " ERG6
“ fERAEC] oI’ R etn WPst A

3) MSS o YA YL aAlsE 0.951 0|2
MES 3 BERSERS A BPEY BHRE «As
= 247} 0.956, 0.949 2H vi¢ & UFIAEE Y
237821 A

4) MSS & FEAEE ]8T HBWREES KR,
HEKEE, SBPEHE, KA, FEH #R mEide
ouide Aol E HYAT £, FEHEN e g
WEEE Jguide 2R/ YUY,

LiEe) #4582 MSS & $ava kiFe HBENRE
£ pisEster oM S Jn R #EH O
EEASD £ES WEs Yok

ey, BEREE REY REEE AFI7] 9%
WEREZAN & HAR7E e FREES ded 2o NAY
T Aok

1) & R HES NS A4EAY XF
£ BHEoZ AV BR 2EkES REsr7ie o
o _

2) *F Waeld BRSNS Bhinoz REIER
$ 7 A Ao ek, MSS o 24AA I} oA
AFoloE HRE 22377 oy

a8 52 FEWEE e fafayoln BB o
e AT HREN HBEREE RE - BAS Ay -
EEEHAN717] 984 e 22 271 #5¢ 3z
A} g,
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D & e HRe SARwod BHERAA
g - 4Fstejor G,

2) & BiRe)l BERANS HERLEREY] BRE

S 2adtEe Ro|Yonz, 2 Wad WA &
AT REES) BRZEEY 244 £ (multitra-
itmultimethod ) o] HRZEE HEES fTotolol B2
ot

3) WRSR mE SEMEES 9B, 22
2t TEsd JHY 2ol & iAol B Foe
FBY ADHEHEL BERAC) LERY BE) g8
BEWEEY A2ATI LESY

9 & Pioee REREE REE Ay A B
iy BIEZR MSS o] 9@ Rk S Wstasl,
ol W gozel Be Wyl WS mgan
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}
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@
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