Journal of Korean Home Management Association ISSN(print) 1229-1331
Vol.31 No.6 Serial No.126 2013.12. 23~38 http:/ /dx.doi.org/10.7466/JKHMA.2013.31.6.23

8.

20~30t)) 7|EAAd e AUEESAEY, FHEAAT E
q

A7) Hx= g5

-

BRwgol 7}

A

The Effects of Family Differentiation from the Family of Origin,
Marital Communication, and Marital Intimacy on the

Family Strengths of Married Women in Their Twenties and Thirties
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<Abstract>

The purpose of this study was to investigate the effects of family differentiation from the family of origin, marital communication,
and marital intimacy on the family strengths of married women in their twenties and thirties. The subjects were 237 married
women in their twenties and thirties who live in D city. The questionnaire was consisted of measures on the family differentiation
from the family of origin, marital communication, marital intimacy, and family strengths. Structural equational models were
conducted with Amos 18.0. The major findings were as follows. 1) Family differentiation from the family of origin had both
direct and indirect influences on the perceived family strengths of married women in their twenties and thirties. 2) Family
differentiation from the family of origin had a direct effect on marital communication but no direct effect on marital intimacy.
3) Marital communication had a direct effect on marital intimacy but no direct effect on married women'’s perceived family

strengths. 4) Marital intimacy had a direct effect on married women’s perceived family strengths.

ATA| o) (Key Words) : 7F&57173 (family strengths), 17} (family of origin), 7+523K(family differentiation), F-5-2]A}2% (marital
communication), §-5-%1'd 7}(marital intimacy)
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Figure 1. Theoretical Model
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B AT tFe DAY AF8HE 20~300) 71E4 237
ol ek #2193 of@elel T AUk Qe 71Ee
3

AL gIAFoZ F 30059 AR E wREle] 28055 573}
Aom olF Ba JH 1159 Ao ux] P 7|EAA
AR 2B5HE At F 237F7F HF B AHEEH AT

AFthAre] F AR 33.64 2 30071 AA ] 88.6%F %
2 ARty on wSate] B Ao 35842 30th7t A
A 774%HEE AR AR UrE}x%‘:}. 9] A7
Aol Awtza EALS <Table 1>3 2t}

=7

N
i\

(1992)7} 7W&3 71553814 = (The Differentiation In the
Family System Scale, DIFS)E Nam(2000)¢] ¥t A&
g F1ECIAl0] Aale] f71EolA oful s} ofr)
Ystel A AT B3 AEE 12L 53 3493
Stk 7SN SRR B EPoE ‘o
Al uel AEE £33 FH, okl (o))
U)E e} 748 £He BET 4 A= DAY
Solth. 7t Babe] 45 WAL A0S A ATy oA
w9 2ATEy S 54 AR SRR BT 5L
% ojulAsh olpivigtel Bat FEst £L oulaT 7}
2919 AFE A4 Cronbach’s a & o9t #3}7}
860l om, ojmyste] st= 830]itt

o

i

o o

HIO_‘ELA

AEEEARS

HF5-0) Ak ENRICH(Enriching and Nurturing Re-
lationship Issue, Communication and Happiness, Olson
et al, 1983) &5 3 JAlaT HES Wste] ARSI

1) A7pelX 9] 71532817 % 29%F F AHEES BFE 8EFS AYsta 21830
Y7HEd M9 7}EE3874 82 Anderson and Sabatelli AHEEIQ oM, 8RS 5oty (15w A4
Table 1. Characteristics of the Respondents
Variables Categories N(%) Variables Categories N(%)
20~29 years 27(114) 20-29 years 1(47)
Subject’s age Spouse’s age 30~39 years 182(77.4)
30~39 years 210(88.6) over age 40 £(17.9)
1 63(26.7) lyear~Syear 76(32.8)
N:ﬁzin"f 2 147(62.3) Years of marriage 6year~10year 134(57.8)
over 3 26(11.0) over 1lyear 22( 9.5)
professional or professional or
administrative 49(21.2) administrative 43(18.4)
position position
office job 24(10.4) Spouse’s office job 93(39.7)
Subject’s job pe b
sales and service, Jo sales and service,
or, productional 21( 9.1 or, productional 42(17.9)
position position
hose wife or etc. 137(59.3) no job or etc. 56(23.9)
first 86(36.4) under 2 million 45(19.1)
second 53(22.5) Family income 2~3 million 82(34.9)
Birth order Y
after third 99(37.1) (won) 3~4 million 55(23.4)
only child 11( 41) over 4 million 53(22.6)
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(63N o] FEHJTh FRYALFTY HHE FPOEE
U w2l Al W7 Fasiikar AzkEs A9k olopr] gy,
WA Yol Al A1) S A @t T

7} ko] 39 WAl s 28] k(1) oA w1
o5y Y 57 A== SAEAeH FHH Fhs
7 QR E H7t 2555 FA Aol £43¢
St RS 9u|sth ZF 8919] Cronbach’'s a= 44|

,\

92, £#A4e] 76 oAtk

il

F-520 72 Schaefer and Olson(1980)2] PAIR(Perso-
nal Assessment of Intimacy in Relationships)®} Hethe-
ring and Soeken(1990)2] IRS(Intimate Relationships Scale),
Stanley and Markman(1992)¢] CI(Commitment Invento-
ry), ZL2] il Stevens and L’abate(1989)2] SOH(Sharing of
Hurts)E #3131 Lee(1995, 1998)7} #+Ae A =& AlE-s}
At 2R1E4S Tkl AMAHGER), IAHGED), 44

71&4] 7152173792 Yoo and Eo(1995)¢] “7+&9]
3

A4 AEE NS F URY 3 AIES BEE
3RS ASFHL 317 Fo] AG LN, LARNE B3}
of ZEAHS] FHN(108F), AHETERD), 71EEA 2
FASYGEY, A A FHEEDY 499
o] FZHYT. FE AR BE FRORE 92 Ee

£ gt $2) AEelA o A2, e AEe
A= H1%3 7R A 7 A Sl Atk 2t 7
e 8 284 gek(1yold oS atks) 7149 54 e
AE AEg ZPsEon 2t 2o A57) BL5E )

Z} Cronbach’s a—
7HEze] fHi7E 92, 7FES7Re) oAtaEol .90, 7HES]
FANE 358 86, 7IEYUE JIAAA F7T 899

Iy
A
o
oX,
o
o Hif
rlo
pouy
tlo
o,
=
ol
o
N
ko
rO
1o,

T2E B4817] 98 AMOS 18.09] Htl-$-=3%H (ML)
< A g5tel A 2o REs} RS FA

2
Ag59] Azt FHRA, 714 FAE A= SPSS/
WIN Z23& o] &3] B3 oy Rdides ¥
S 2] x22L, RMSEA, CFI, TLIZ E3) H718kath 28
3 2dste] WEzte] AP ade FoGF 01904 FAF
FolAe AEslden P an 94 AMOS 18.02] Boot-
strapping &S At A T o4 010014

EA4 felge AFIIAL.

A4 mdse] 2HWIE 7te) Avad @ 7 24w
5o Wit W HEWA, A%, HES FHF AvR= <Table
259} 2t}

g9 a4 7Fe A% FHE
& AF37) Aol 294 R ER1AA | et
H = FFEHML)o o5 SHRL ] FA=E T4t
gom 1 A= <Table 3>0] A|AE vF2} 2t} <Table
3>o4 B A3} o] % A4 HrioA FPRd <
RMSEA=.04~.08< 1] 53| TLI=.97, SRMR=.03, CFI=.98%
et BE BREAT Bk Vel deg 2o s
357323

b1

2) FEYAA 2l e £
SR ZE BRE Ag7t AT TES S5
A0 2 Yepton], 2rde) Rd3grlsio] o

o
e
ro
i
32,
N
A=)
n e

&
o A= FPPHL B 7=
1 o

=2
2] zdlo] RIATS A3 A} <Table 4>9} 329]
%t} <Table 4>l A|A1E vle} o], 2142 29
Rale = RMSEA=.04~.08<.10, TLI=.97>.90, SRMR = .03
<05, 183l CFI=98>90 X RE RIwx|57} Bee
71 TFshe Ao et R4 wdo] 23
T HGrtelA A5 Y5siA FEe Aoz Yehde] ot
g} 27] FRARA Bl REAE SAF fFo8s A
=3l AilE <Table 5>9F 2th

<Table 5>l A|AE H}e} Zo], 27| F2WA 4 2d
BEAGT FAA TI8S A 49, OE RdE
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Table 2. Correlations, Mean, Standard Deviation, Skewness, and Kurtosis of Variables

Variable 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 1.00
2 697 1.00
3 32% 32 100
4 19% 20% 507 1.00
5 19+ 25 0% 47 100
6 31+ 27 67+ 43% 767 1.00
7 21% 29 52 32 617 507 1.00
8 32+ 34 66+ 45 720 0% 55%  1.00
9 35+ 36% 66% 49+ 65+ 69%* 52 8% 100
10 32 38 57 46 66+ 65 440 82 807 1.00
11 345 33% 617 44 68+ 68 49+ 81+ 81+ 80 1.00
M 337 352 3.80 3.54 365 343 330 3.80 3.64 3.78 352
SD 65 56 70 69 67 66 71 57 60 60 59
SK -4 05 -36 -28 -73 44 03 -29 -34 -38 )
KU 35 -27 -49 -12 63 98 -35 26 21 -06 50
=y < 01

1: Differentiation from father 2: Differentiation from mother 3: Positive communication 4: Honest communication 5: Emotional
intimacy 6: Cognitive intimacy 7: Sexual intimacy 8: Family tie 9: Communication 10: Problem solve 11: Value share

Table 3. Fit Indices for Measurement Model

RMSEA
Model NPAR DF CMIN TLI SRMR CFI
LO9% HI%0
Measurement 39 38 75.38 97 .03 98 .04 .08
Criteria >50 >90 <10 >90 >.02 <10
Table 4. Fit Indices for Structure Model
RMSEA
Model NPAR DF CMIN TLI SRMR CFI
LO9%0 HI9%
Structure 39 38 75.38 97 .03 98 .04 .08
Criteria >50 >90 <10 >90 >.02 <10
WAL B FAHOE FOF 0 Ugot B sk B2} RRANLTIN NBARH 0 e F2E
A9 AERe APl PRAYGS] VAT AUAAG  AANE BA) DHEE FAHOL Fol8 Aol ¢l
BROALFe] ARAYRe FINE AHEN} FAHe &2 BAET WA 99 % AH A A no
2 folsd e AoE Yegth ot 27 paMEA  gud mde 4sdr
BdoA Q7 Ae) AERe APelN RRaages
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Table 5. Statistical Significance of Structural Model

Standardized

Variable Regression weight regression weight SE CR
Family differentiation — Family strengths 204 173 054 3.759 %
Family differentiation — Marital communication 540 376 102 5.207**
Family differentiation — Marital intimacy -013 -013 .056 -225
Marital communication — Family strengths 021 025 075 275
Marital communication — Marital intimacy 581 838 067 8.725%**
Marital intimacy — Family strengths 923 783 127 7.275%%*
<001
Table 6. Fit Indices for Revised Structure Model
RMSEA
Model NPAR DF CMIN TLI SRMR CFI
LO%0 HI%
Revised 37 40 75.71 98 .03 98 04 .08
Structure 39 38 75.38 97 .03 98 04 .08
Criteria >50 >90 <10 >.90 >.02 <10
1 1
Positive Honest
95
Marital .
41 Communication Family tie
Father 83 /
Communication

Family
Differentiation

Mother

09

-03 .
Mf’mtal 89
Intimacy
.89
Emotional

1

Problem solve

Value share

Figure 2. Standardized Regression Weights of Revised Model

3) 44 FEMAA Bl BHE % B4R 37 ) Py
FHE FEPPY mds 2709 FRRRY BES 6 gAS

w3+ AI= <Table 6>3 2T} <Table 6> AAH v} %

0ol 548 TR Bl AUA RPE A5E 2 2dS AT @

P A Hssislon ik
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Table 7. Direct and Indirect Effects on Married Women's Perceived Family Strengths

Path

Total effect Direct effect Indirect effect

Family differentiation — Family strengths
Family differentiation — Marital communication
Family differentiation — Marital intimacy
Marital communication — Marital intimacy
Marital communication — Family strengths

Marital intimacy — Family strengths

438* 169* 268*
408* 408* -
.339* - .339*
829* 829*

.657* - 657*
.829* 793* -

p < 05

<Table 6>l & & I Hie} 2ol FAHE F2UA 2
Zdo] MurQl mdl BIIT 24 RMSEA=.04~.08<.10,
TLI=.98>.90, SRMR = .03<.05, Z1&8]1. CFI=.98>.90 ZA|
BE FREAG7E BT VES 55 2oE UE
o A" TR Bl REXE 4% 4y, 7Y
o] BEAFE <Figure 2>9} 2o, zk ¥ilE 7] 4 -
1 adE 3§ A= <Table 7>7 2t
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I AR Q] QAAE HhalT) gjElo] B
FALZ] 83 dFS vt A = - U9 Be AT
Aol A JFH 9 E}(Klm, Han, & Han, 2011; Litzinger
& Gordon, 2007; Park, 2006; Robinson & Blanton, 1993).
A Atolo]l A olal A& O AT W AEE T
2 olafstal & 4 Jlom gXFola A2 FAE
AT 5 ek m=3 A H el AR 25 9 24 s
= SJelM FHe aFHo|L A&HH 0T AT S S
=ggfjof gtk F Atolo] Bl o], Zd, WHH(Gottman,
1994)2 AR AU 45 393 52 27393 oAkF
3} &l(Christensen & Shenk, 1991)3 -2 FAHo|3 Hl &
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