FRE0] : st=2l, 0|=0|2l st=0l, FAehd, X[ZtEl ZAZHatey
@35} v Folel @Felel G A7 AR v
o M LT 8 Fe
1. M = 1996).

FAEMFeld Hefal, A4, olx, ST A NA
1. o7e Eey Z3EE S delske Z‘IQEH ’\}%@4 WA Aol
FAHoZ 273 AEE 9 f‘f}q(Burkhardt,
gle TUvIEo R ST olA] Aolglount o 1989). FARMEelE FHZH d9% +£HH dHo] 3
2 7HA] olfZE <l F, Aol g, W= A =d, 4 #8499 FuFs hdeg zénﬂx}g]-
o|HIxp7t wWol F7 3]'930“1 2ol EolAME H= o of #ACNAN =7e e, £3F 492 EAF
A7 FEEHHKim, 1999). "= BAZE H= Qrdoz Fuehes AEglel &9 5X wES 78t
W d2lo] oF 1077 Wl Aeg Hy FHi 9o} 2 £ Ao|tHPaloutzian & Ellison, 1982). Watson
AZE 19920 153%F w, 1998de] 205%F ol o] (1983)°l] w=W 773 vk, A, & =3} S
2e ZoE FHI glown, OP\ oAl FellA gl FYolaL, ofFe vk, AlAl, JEe] Rz 52 U
o] 391& A3t e AR UERSTHChosun Iibo, Ztote] EUX|olH, o] gk olFe] Al&E w Hgho] =

2002).

A= Yeto| Ay o|RIzEL 94 374 W}, s
I sk xpo], A& Wisl o] o FoF <l
3 o]HIEe] ofEg-S =7Al HW, oledt ZEYx
2 Q& A Wsls efstA gk 53] oWl
22 &kl 9719 2EH A AFEe] A e AT Ha
ol MWE AZEHA Fd AL FAlet FH A
o wsl FZA BAHE KA HAMBukhardt &
Nagai-Jacobson, 1985), ©]&l $7|& ZE3= 13
oA ket FHA AYES BEuA FrHC

« Agoistn 7taigt wg
wx Algoigtal gjskd aaaA
T 20039 1€ 249 AAk)Fd 20039 2¢

+ ok sginh R g
bl B 4 At(Kim, 1993).

=

& A%% a4l 2

/\zqq_] QA

FHog hFetA HE &9 =Y B840l
A, A, BRI, 5, Azt T3 s #-EEH
Ha —:—5}% olFH, g A & JHAA HE=R
(Burkhardt, 1989), ©|& %3l AlAF, HaF, A}
37 999 AZE FHse Fol #E o+ ok
Waldfogel(1997)2  Fnel 7o) #AHS AWsid
A, AR FaF] Adde] low AREAAlC] i Al

$9Ee B3 s $RIL A H3, BA Vs,

109 AR 20033 59 289
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St il S oA
B 4 9 YA Aol Alg, 59, 55 T T AT
S wEg BH Ay PAES 2Y F Jeng Tt
A5 4s] ZlddTa st

(Ahijevych & Bernhard, 1994; Kim, 199%5) Tt
g RISe] B4 we A A7t Lasit a9
U oolRl At ga A7sES e AFUE] A,
A771Ee A TLE viselrl gh=klel] Wik 7
T S el obF wA oal, HHE 33w
2l Auarh AlgEA] Rk AFo)EZ(Kim, 1995
Matthew et al, 1998), °]59] AXAE7} $HEATH

[e]

0L
re

3B Atk Shin(2002)0 olshd wsolrl =<l
o AZEA FAM AF H=rb @2 AL Hold,
TAEY AFS Uslle A2 <48 983 2Ed A
HEEAeH, uAFQN AL I, 1S, HES,
A BE 4, 7 Selzka stqnh

AF7AA vzl =l gk APATES FE
3539 (Sohng & . 2000), 78d71574(Im

& Meleis, 1999), AFLAAHKim, Yu, Chen,
Kim, Kaufman & Purkiss, 1999), #%HHoward
& Berbiglia, 1997) Soll #g A77}t olFoFn o
Zerdol gk A7E A MFg Aotk olg Al
AollA ml=r A1 Ao AL ke mlmolRl =<l
o] FARMEH AZE ARGENE AFete, o
E7} BoR1Ed of¥A 2 1 5A4¢] 74
Q& & Fart ok

olo]  AFaks Iulol AFsta A= =l
wolRl g=le] JAhdH AZ4E A EHE M

o

BiA
R, o] ATATE FF DAY wol A=A
A8 JAFAY} £8E Ausd A4ve Tade
Agsm v= @2 AgeddN 9 A )zAE
ggalaA By
2. oi7o| 25
1) B2l nl=tolrl fele] b A7 A%
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2) =113t wigolRl gh=dle] FAehdn Az4d A%

3) GRry EAe we d=la vzolwl Fdmele] o

2 A7e F93 vsolwl Il FHE A
Zte e A=s Blwsty] 97 HlaEARAT

Rl

(comparative survey study)e|th
2. AFCHA

B a7 A e d=9d Fee 2
HHO11g, mEeyl =4 2000d 8€RH 104
Atele] ool om, A2 P Al AAF
3] 43, A9 1%, A 33olA el HHsAL, HFo]
@SRl AZtEAIG] AAE w3 10X, dF 23X
A 23eA A BT AT = W F
Auz)e] =27 golxl o= mlseld =9l 70%
7b Z1EnRlela, Azka AY Aspisiel Fumr|d

S
—
rf
©
e

X A w37F 70%013E AASKL glojA HlEol

S Furd 5 2487 dEelth
ATFUIA AR7IES 184 o), Tur|de] §F
sto] A7|Hez FNshe A, B4 Hede UEY A=
sfstar HE
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o SuE DY At opd A, F2L olssha
£ A 97 golE HAe A= e

o ATUAE Bl 2508, HFew Bl 250
oz sged, olF 7%l reHAL v A
5 AT 19E=9de wE 128", 473 364,
A 419, vizel @EQle wal 1409, 49 2,
4 UL ¥ A7) AERAHIAE AYsigch A
B4 g5ge FRe AY 820% vl FF

3 HPET
NEERE
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o] gJste] MEE =7E AFAT ISt PGS



A AbgaEtgT) o Ao 20583
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25} WHO, 1947),
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B, 1d Hrte] A7 vlu, Y3iEA =7je A
glo] A Bl Fduiete] A3 HE Hl"’
02 F 4EFoF FAHUL =79 3
g2 58 HAEEAN HeUt =
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4533 A] A58 A3E, 2003

A9l B3 FmA 540l He dAbde) Aol &
olR 7] $I8] t-test, ANOVAE ©] 83191, ANOVAF
AFE AA©ZE Duncan test®2 241319k 3 Fohd
I AZtE A7gEe] AEEAE GotEr] $I3)

Pearson correlation coefficient® #2138} ch

m. o7 Zonf

ol
Hl
S
i)
=y
Hl
o
g
ol
J-t.l
r3
-m
30 g
oE

HEE 36-504)
7h 7wk, A Ee xm Bt wsgEs 3

-

0le] AL mTstu EPA) 59H(289%) o2 M
ok, S o3t 44%W(21.6%), WEWI 449
(21.6%), W8k 429(206%), WY 15(7.4%)<]

FolRo, mIolyl Sl Wigtw PR 97
s ez 7P gerw, WEk HW172%), 158
A 34%16.7%), HEWS  26%(127%), 5stal
olal 129 (5.9%)e] wo2 T Hugle] H3k ztolr}t
AATHX?=59.397,  p=0000). 7IEFYeINE &=
ole ZRalth 106WGL7%), FEdTE 9 (459%),
oS- SRt 58 (24%) w02 $EI Ao wld, ©
Zolfl =9l FEIITE 1239 (60.7%), F=3Ith 63
(%06/) g SRS 18YH(87%)oE HEdTh
SEHE AR 22 AL Aoz Yt § Uzt
2ol 7F ARATHK=15.029, p=0.001).
AEdHE 7 /Y BT 7o) Bgen, HZ 9%
1 As /S o] @=ele 63%(31.2%), W=l
Qe 5THEI9%eE yehgow, T FAd =
wolth ool Az Pt wFol
=l Akl 4L wsAE, E5Ue A

stae 24U AL ZE YETIKTable 1>.

F/)E BANES AvRY, ARAL wF FAT
Wb 1208E00CIA0R, el 1A olsb} 469

(224%), @gol] 2-3¥o] 227(

3, HFolRl F=le wiF FAetirh 161%(78.2%)
olal, gkl 2-3He] 33%W(160%), grEel 1 ols}
7} 1E(6B3%) o2 Yeht F Jdzte] frojgh xjol7t
AATHX=27.074, p=0000). 7=3AFE F o
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<Table 1> General characteristics of Korean and Korean—American

Korean(n=205)

Korean-American(n=206)

. . y
Characteristics Categories N N p
Age 35 and under 46(22.4) 28(13.6)

36-50 95(46.3) 99(48.1)
51-65 42(205) 52A%5.2) 6032 0110
66 and up 22(10.7) 27(13.1)
Gender Male 54(26.6) 68(33.0)
Female 149(73.4) 138(67.0) 2006 0.162
Education Less than HS 44(21.6) 12( 59)
High School 59(289) 34(16.7)
Junior College 44(21.6) 26(12.7) 50,397 0.000
College 42(20.6) 97(475)
Graduate School 15( 74) 35(17.2)
Family Income Insufficient 94(45.9) 63(30.6)
Sufficient 106(51.7) 125(60.7) 15029 0.001
More than sufficient 5( 24) 18( 87)
Marital Status Single 35(17.1) 200 9.7)
Married 153(74.6) 163(79.1) _
Divorced/separated 5( 24) 9( 44) 5102 0.127
Widowed 12( 1.2) 14( 6.8
Current Medical Yes 63(31.2) 57(279)
Diagnosis No 139(638) 147(72.1) 0514 0272
Religion Protestant 128(62.4) 140(68.0)
Catholicism 36(17.6) 32(155) 1.424 0.491
Buddhism 41(20.0) 34(16.5)
BE A% bl b ugker, AAEAAE B 54S ol FANEE Asnt 5AH Ao
& A9 ¢x Z=tir) 81W(295%), A5 et 2 YEPgY<Table 2>

66" (32.2%), HEo|tr} 53W(2RB3%)CE  YUEGS

w omFolwl F=ele 2F ettt 77H(37.4%), 3. gaohd HE

REoltyl  717H(345%), 58H(282%)°.2  UENG

o olde] AT B vy PRee] T Fele] Aoy P W 317, MToln B

<Table 2> Religious characteristics of Korean and Korean-American

. - . . Korean(n=205) Korean-American(n=206) 2
Characteristics Categories NCY N p
Worship Attendance Every week 129(62.9) 161(78.2)
2-3 times/month 22(10.7) 33(16 0)
under 1 time/month 46(22.4) 5.3) 210 0.000
No response 8( 39 05)
Pray Often 93(45.4) 101(49.0)
Moderately 63(30.7) 70(34.0)
Rarely 42(205) B17.0) L177 0555
No response 7(34)

Bible Reading Often 66(32.2) 77(37.4)

(Buddhist Classics Moderate 58(28.3) 71(345) 5960 0.051

Reading) Rarely 81(295) 58(28.2)
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<Table 3> Comparison of spiritual well-being score between Korean and Korean-American

. bscal Korean(n=205) Korean-American(n=206) P
scaie subscete Adjusted MeantSD Adjusted MeantSD P
Spiritual 317448 263+.23 86.981 0.000
well-being
Existential well-being 31743 2.55+.26 98.340 0.000
Religious well-being 3.16£.63 27127 28413 0.000
<Table 4> ANCOVA on the spiritual well-being score
source ss df MS F D
Corrected model 26.891 3 896 86.981 0.000
Education 6.597 1 6.60 1.341 0.248
Family income 4294 1 429 0.463 0.497
Error 50.263 369 0.14
Q2 Hit 263°1UtE JETe] Aol B fI8 #9 At 274E Ax JATt Zolg B7] 93] w
@ Aol g hehd AN 549 AR S-S $Ywe} /155U FAFE Sl ANCOVARZES @
THEE 3ol ANCOVAR #A53 23, 3=<lo] m= Az}, 3=ele P 237, vlFo|wl AL 254
o7l @It JHjehd st we o= vekstt T oguzlel feld Aolrk  UULKF-15267, p-
(F=86.981, p=0.000). 0.000)<Table 5, 6>.
9H ohgel SR el AEH chge FTIAL 3
o 3174, H=oldl =l W 255301 FuF 5. GRotgnt X|ZHEl HZHAEReto| AbEbEtA|
ehde d=rle W 3164, ul=rolwl =le Hit
271702 & JJdx F FAuztol] F2l3 o7} gkl mlzolRl gk=le] @AM A ZtE ARS
e Ao 2 YEhgt<Table 3, 4> H A= JTBAE golE e, =l JAHMg
o) shpedeel AEA ehdsh AzkE ARYESt FIF
4, X|ZHEl HAZH ey AEaAZE Qe Ae®E YEREOWKr=0209, p=
0.006), mFolRl dEle AXMMIT AzZtE 7A7E
<Table 5> Comparison of perceived health status score between Korean and Korean—American
scale Korean(n=205) Korean-American(n=206) F
Adjusted Mean£SD Adjusted Mean+SD P
perceived health status 23751 2.54+46 15.267 0.000
<Table 6> ANCOVA on the perceived health status score
source ss df MS F p
Corrected model 9.745 3 3.248 15.267 0.000
Education 2773 1 2713 13.034 0.000
Family income 2.146 1 2.146 10.084 0.000
Error 84.470 397 0.213
<Table 7> Relationship between spiritual well-being and perceived health status r(p)
Subjective health status
Korean(n=205) Korean-American(n=206)
r(p) r(p)
Spiritual well-being 0.104(0.187) -0.047(0.507)
Existential well-being 0.209(0.006) -0.084(0.232)
Religious well-being -0.010(0.899) 0.002(0.974)
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o} fo3t AHBA) Sl A2 Yelt<Table 7>.
6. st=oln}t o|=2o0|2l st=2olol U™ EM Fu
o gilof WE A™ehd Afo|
F=le] JAehd Axe ZAEAE, T, FuUd
e 7%, AR(ER) e 35 wet 23 2
o7k ' AoZ Yoy, ml=oldl =l -
dE 7xet AAEA) A 35 byt F93
Zlol7k = AoE YERT

<Table 8> Comparison of spiritual well-being according to

<!

g=ele) A, ol&oly WAFY FHehd AH=r)
3582 7P mkew v|Ex 323 AP 298 F
A 280w EAFOR Fo3 ol e AL
Yepdom(F=5700, p=0001), AF¥H32Z  Duncan
ARE 3 Az S0 Foll vl o]E/EA Fol
B4 ¢ A=rt ¥ w2 Aog vtk T w
Mg A= Aol HW |Euele] it 326
E%on JHEY 318 En 29002 F7
o= UERHF=8140,

g3t ZAx J1Esus ke

& fo rfu
fr

general and religious characteristics

Korean Korean—-American
Characteristics Categories (n=205) (n=206)
M=SD t/F p Duncan M=SD t/F D Duncan
Age 1. 35 and under 301+ 50 257+ 20
2. 36-50 322+ 48 263t 21
3 5165 396+ 43 2130 0.098 263+ A 1154 0328
4. 66 and up 312+ 49 269+ .26
Gender 1. Male 324+ 46 2,60+ .27
9. Female 314+ 49 11879  0.236 264+ 20 -1.187 0.237
Education 1. Less than HS 322+ 43 27+ 32
2. High School 318+ 50 2,63+ 24
3. Junior College 297+ 52 2197 0072 266 .23 08% 0510
4. College 3.28+ 42 260+ 21
5. Graduate School 321+ 49 261+ .19
Family Income 1. Insufficient 314+ 52 264+ 22
2. Sufficient 317+ 46 0812 0446 262+ 23 0840 0920
3. More than sufficient 343+ 44 264+ 21
Marital Status 1. Single 2.89+ 50 256+ .22
2. Married 323+ 47 262+ 21
3. Divorced/separated 358t 50 2700 0001 314 g5y 95 2422 0067
4. Widowed 298+ 41 273t .31
Current Medical 1. Yes 314+ 48 _ _ 265+ .20
Diagnosis 2. No 315+ 48 0450 0630 262+ 23 -1059 0291
Religion 1. Protestant 3.26+ 50 264+ 24
2. Catholicism 318+ 41 8140  0.000 1,2>3 255+ 18 2342 0.099
3. Buddhism 290+ 37 267+ 18
Worship 1. Every week 3.36+ 45 263+ 21
Attendance 2. 2-3 times/month 302+ 41 25374 0000  1>23 263+ .21 1113 0331
3. under 1 time/month 282+ 32 253+ 27
Pray 1. Often 3.35+ 47 268+ 17
2. Moderately 321+ 41 28043 0000  12>3 263+ .26 9841 0000 12>3
3. Rarely 2,70+ .32 249+ .25
Bible Reading 1. Often 347041 2.69+0.17
(Buddhist 2. Moderately 3.24+0.46 24373 0000  1>2>3 2.65%0.26 8230 0000 12>3
Classics Reading) 3. Rarely 2914043 2.53+0.22
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gmelo] Bwalzte] HlgiA 44 hd H=rt o & oM AolE BT uSAES AWRYE, Sl
AR JERTh aEsa ofst ¥ nEstw FYel 1039(50.5%)
TS Favlded wiF FMske o gFehdel o2 7P ged Hal, vxolvl = dgtu &
33602 7P =en 3 Dol 2-33) FMshs AR o] 9TH(75%) 2 o] 4FE] Fe oItk o
302, g ol 13] o8} A= AN 282F0E F  HEolNlS AsidE Pl YJataFol FEHolmm
Aoz  Fofgt Aoyt Je HoE  UEhEF= AFFFE] T AROA o]F 7137F wtr] W
25374, p=0000), ©]Z Duncan #AAZ A wWF Aoz ALEHTE T3 71E5YL dele SRt
Fske Fol & ol 2-33} 13 olslE Ik oS- 223k 110 (54.1%)0d wlE), ml=elw &
ol HlEjA FA ehd Aot o B2 FoF velgth Q1L FE3ITet Wl FRITL 1439(604%) 02
Nex AF o 93 g e 3362 P =R A etk ol mimelns Jee ARtEe AA
a1, BEelt) 321, & 3R &t 270wo® $AF HQl f7o] wEFFE HlaEste] Sl AFs e
oz H3t Aolrb e AR YEGom(F= ghclell HlE) o)Wl ARE o =RAY & v
28043, p=0.000), ©]AE Duncan #HAS 3 A oA AAHZ wEsa e-S 9wl
AF e T3 BEQ o] & A gt T B Ao NEuo] 3=ele 624%, wlmoldl
e G ehd At o e Aoz yeibth A 9L 680%= UehtEd, olE u= o el Fu
AER) dE NEE AF deth ol FAHME Het 71e] Hlgol| F3td A8 FRS st A7 Adelm
3472 VY =93, By det 7 324, 2 oA & 2, 33919 4¢ 2REs gxsks dieln 2ole
=t T 2901602 SAHSE {3 Atolrt e A Aok = Yol AFsH= 3= T 15 vEe
o2 YERKF=24.373, p=0000), ©|2 Duncan % AAAT  347% Aoz A UTHChosun
AL 3 2 2 A e FHUE BHEQ Fol, BE Ibo, 2002). FTw7|& FAHIFE d=xle wjF 334
Q FEROE AF ge ol 93 o Axoh 9 e 7 129%655%)90E BlE, wlFeolwl  d=ele
Aoz Yehytth 161%8(7185%)2.2  #=A  YERth  Chosun  Ilbo
o2 usroldl dh=ele] 93 Qg AxE Aun (20029l <J3hd w19l 70%7) 715 nSlo]
W, 7I=E AF e o FHMdol Hd 2632 7t o, o] F 80%7} wiF m3ld FMsed, T2 v
F =91, BEoltt 7 263, 2 A &ET & 249 Aol Zolzl 40004 A Am3)o] FMsh= AL
o2 BAFSE  fogk Aozt UoIA(F=28.043, 2 Uehdon ws Aol FwA dgjo|HA FA
p=0.000), °©]& Duncan AAT AH A5 3= ¥+ AlBld wRel s Asta iy stk Hurhet
BHEQ o] & 31X Fer) ol wisiy I ¢hd A Kim(1990)2] 7oz ml=o]dl =5 o] Ielw
T 6 = A0z Jgyth AA(ER) de Es 3o Fgshs AL 53 ae 2L PP AIE
AF elE ol T 2698 P ¥Skal, BE =9 Aok FHom, Choudhry(1908)% TS
265, 2 AA PE T 253&-ew EAFeR Ho3k BaA o9l Bl oHR Y 2EdH 2 ARS FE
zel7k Qe Ae:@  JERREF=24373, p=0.000), °] Urba glokal ok wheba wsolRl gkele] A o
A& Duncan #33 Az BE 79 25 ¢ 79 =lol] Hig] riEmele] o ®wa, w3 A 34Ut o
P g A=rt F A @ FEY o B2 o= 2 e Tur|# FHE S ddTAE fAS
Yelstth<Table 8>. o]9IxtEel] & A-Z3tuAske a7t 7] Wil A
sH
V. = 9| Felo] gFohde Hu 3172 §II =FE 0
£8 Agaels = 4Q oidezm A7 Choi
Soly) molwl sEole] YubAel Exo] A (19D¢] 3394, BAE WFeE & Choi(1996)
A2 AR A Ag, QY AsAE, A2 o5y o 348", FHAEE W= 3 Kim(1999)9
Q AY, Fu, 7%, ARED) 97 FEAIRY 3649, S AeAe didem @ Choi¢t Kim
WEAT, =LY, 2P FN8S, 2ur)H I (199)e] 3307, FAFAMEHAE ez 3 Kimdt
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Hong(1998)9] 3258 Ht} Yoo} =90e uigoez
b Sung(1998)9] 264Ht= EA YERTh Favt
A= Ao 97 ohd Axrt ] =thal(Choi, 1991;
Kim, 199)®3 33z o}

N

”lj?ol‘ﬂ g1 %4‘&%% it 263702 ol
Tls e E QAMES A7e JPATE §lo
A Hastr] oEyeu B AFdA] gl AFshe $
=20 3178 Hu} 4dd] Wgkom wlmex] At &
A ez 3 Fernsler 5(1999)2] Aol R
g 3467 RTE Wittt ol g=cle] wl=welwl o
100d B¢t FHoze wol WAFUOY, ofF F
Atgle] F8tE A Eatal mlael] AAAE FR1efA o] A
71A) gkol olem 7= 49)7HChosun Ilbo,
2002), E3kel Aolo] zpo] FollA 2= AHEH FEH
Wil AR AR HERZ 7 MEFEE Fol7]

%21 o}tﬂﬁ FAl o]HIxtElel FEE 5 e

>
=

=

M- 49
H Fw3 hgo] 2712 4o H3
2 ghe] T A AEF g 255-ET 6 =4
el AEH ehdo] A vEhd AAATER
Z27E  RYHChoi, 1991, Kim, 1998, Kim
Hong, 1998; Seoken & Carson, 1987). °]= ¥w|=
]u] a—].-;l—o] ) 3:]@;—1 E/H.O_ H]—%‘?} 7;10; xq;zq]/ﬂ
o] FYuA Rg oWIER Qe HEZA hdS o
v vt Ao F4lo] Hal AYdS §3
o

Zdtal aRlg Ao g FuA e 3

ol

Sl mlstoln) Bl A5, 93 Qe

FEl
&

A2tE A7 vFolRl gh=ele] 254807 3t
: 1 A AZAsla it ol =%
oz warolwl d=lw d=ile) AL EE B
g Song¥ Lee(200009] AFAIet= XA &
Atk B AFolA ml=elnl d=<le] X 4| A7
1=

7 B L olf o5 ngAEY NEFYel ¥ £
< A Bl e e HolW, FF FUL o
o® AZ"E A7gEel oig vE Ay desita
£k

B AdgelA FEdd TR AdE A gl #

Qg
gt FHHAY Yl AR UEHTh ol 7IE o
ATE A g T hdde dEadl
7} @b B33 Zorn# Johnson(1997)2] Aol
Gl AZhE A7 E e AAE AE el A
7} otk Badk Sung(1998), Kim# Hong(1998),
Kim¥} Park(1999) <d7ddel= Aute ZHe=z yel

stk ol9h o] Aehdat AgE) wA v A
T QHHA g Yom GF ofe A v

()]
AN
MEE 2SI T UG

=2 Z wd3tiE= Fernsler, Klemm¥®  Miller
(1999)9] AFATe} dAeh= Aoty HEH g2
FHA A AAoE o Ao gre] =2 U el of
3 9 58 e glorug 1% A} #Aglel 4%

e, 7150l

Kim $(1999), Sloan, Bagiella®} Powell(1999)¢]
ArAge} IAFIALE ol Ewe Ae dAMe dF
HdRThE &3APFe] JEFOE v Ao FL& QA
2 A "Holur] fjal e FAI8H](Cho, 1994)
A Aoz BALh FA=dH Hl=olY =gl EE
125 et A4S A g oA 93 i A
T7t & ZoE Ueiget, o Fuddoe] & <
33 AV Jde Aoz et Choi®t Hur(1996),
Oh(1997), Kim7 Hong(1993)¢] <A-ZAze} U3}
Gk T3 Chapman(1986)%= ©91zto] Alzte] ulE
Ag 7HezZA gHoz ks ok Y3 Sloans
(199 FwFQ AA7F 94 s A
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o

o] Je] Feasitia AtedTh

B ATE @3y Ag8e] e A A%
t el @wele] JHehdy A7k Aga
3 ¥

6%, olFolm el 206W F AIIES tEkR
AFETFEE  Paloutizian®  Ellison(1982)¢] <3
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- Abstract -

A Comparative Study on Spiritual
Well-being and Perceived Health
Status between Korean and
Korean—-American

Park, Jeong—Sook+ - Jang, Hee—Jung**

Purpose:  The purpose of this study is to

compare spiritual well-being and perceived
health  status between Korean and Korean-
American and to provide basic data that might
program
dimension. Method: The

subject of the study were 411 adults chosen

develop comprehensive health care
including spiritual
from religious organization located in

Gyeongsang Province, Korea and Chicago,

US.A.. The instruments used in the study were

# Professor, College of Nursing, Keimyung university
s+ Doctoral student, College of Nursing, Keimyung university
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Spiritual Well-being  Scale by Paloutizian &
Ellison and Health Self Rating Scale by North
Illinois University. Analysis of data was done by
using  descriptive  statistics, Pearson correlation
coefficient, ANCOVA, ANOVA and Duncan test
with SPSS program. Result: 1) The mean score
of spiritual well-being of Korean was 3.17 and
Korean—-American was 2.63, there was
significant  difference  between two groups. 2)
Perceived health status of Korean was 237 and
perceived health status of Korean-American was
254, there was significant difference between
According to  this

study, it is important to take into consider-

two  groups. Conclusion:
ations spiritual aspects and cultural and

environmental elements in developing the

comprehensive health care program.

Key words : Korean, Korean—American,
Spiritual well-being, Perceived
health status
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