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STl AadE A o159 71F 7SS H/RP] S8 J1F A& - 245Y A= (FACES
)& A 7% sle 548 sebstaat sgdch

W : 1996 5—6¥el AEAM FFYUE SN (TR ViR, TEUE 4z H V= FHA
q Fuedw 2N (F¥E PIE, TFL NE) of A¥F 8 24307 (FAH: 11907, o4z} 1240
B)& o2 715 A4 - A4 ) AE(FACES 1D ® F-29) &3, yre A {7, 7159
el (W715/271%), &4 7159 5, A7 5 Fell disiA Akt

Fdat o ALY F5e A 3 AGEG ME A G, PRk qRlelA, MR 7154
22t o5t of Eskoh ARAE Alg AR $7F 25 oldl ARk 19l A9l o ¥ty ¥
29 Y $Fo] B AY Hrt & Aol o E3Mth AEH A, AT 9 AGEG A A
A, ZFRAPRCE SN A, FA 7HEF7E 5 ol AS-Eoh 2 miwkal AfelA 2 fsiA ¥
stek AR A 97 AR de AR §le At o E3kw, 29 o] 2F o3l A
Bk tiE ol A o wsich oA oS A A, e 3 £F, A, A9, o
el A {5, dFd ol A8 Aol o3 FF& v]AE LU0 AYHG e, 29 ¥}Y
&, d=d, AT = Fo] ALY Foel Frei 49E vlAe 2002 AU

AE : 7B ARH e 7 A - A4 AR (FACES 1§ 3248 7157158 971s)7)
A Ao DERE o2 2AY A4S, 53] 2 71EF Aol &AM £ SHelA FAlH e
A Aoz Almgch £3 /EAQ A 2 AR A4 A5, HAH HTE 7AHeE ot
7185t oel HAET-E Was 2 S-Sl diaf 1she § Bt APEsA]sle o] W
& Aolch. (7P efEksl=] 2000 ; 21 : 615~624)

Ao} | A2, 715 HEA - A5 AT FACES 1), 71571597}

A B HQ A5e olF e AI7IE 2. &= ohx

offde| opd 7 FHx=7] Fdell FadEL XA,

Aod7le 2olrish AA7]Y oq7I2A 23k A AAA WU AL 71Foleke WA FollA E 9%
Aol S8 Ao FAAE TR AAA WS & WA Hed)®, FRelA gEiHE S o3
gk ohjel Qe Al 7)ol s HAlA, AbE A fdr]e) B2 AdE AlS frAlstee A%l A
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o} ol digl A3 374 Fo= AFEr] o
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o} A3 @A A Adbs] AR o Hadd
2E AP E3ke- A =l AlgE AA] wiste)
G EF02 glsle] HAAFE doyAYt Aad
H)3-& doy)A P,

o)A FE} Favirle AT A derEE
g QAo ol59 VIEV5-& Wlsl 28
Qo] A} AR & A & 297t sk
g 4 sict.

V57158 Frhshe E7EA 7HE (family ge-
nogram), 7}& € (family circle), 7F&71%5-A15 fam-
ily APGAR) 5°] 9J24}*, Olson¥} 28] E&E°]
A AEA 22 8 (Circumnplex model) & ekl A
H3 H4= o2 e 71E7E 2 A1 FAL
2 33 719 A% (communication) & vi7RE
e 715759 S5AE Yo FPHeE ARy
2 QA sk AREY2mH s 71ERY
(family type)& 23}3 (balanced), F2Hr3 (mid—
range), A F3 (extreme) 8] A F3e 2 PR
a, oA A4 2549 e wel d94 F
ygog FR3l9dct Olson 5792 o8& EGZ 97
o] AREE 4= gl SHETR 1981, 19839 F
Ho A 22 50238, 3083, 18]a 19859 20
oz  zlo|axt 71EH4E - ASHYAE
(Family Adaptation and Cohesion Evaluation Scales
1, ©)3} FACES 1) & /Wi3}te, o1F 715A A
A Ats AYE Aed I 84L&
c}.
7VEAEHo|R 715 TA 4ol ohE TAHEHN de
BAAH foiet 7EEAA oA & Aldle] A¥Hde
A AgAde] AE'E Ui o5 ZAH A
Eo] w}l R A FE o2 (disengaged) 7HE,
¥-2]9 (separated) 7}, QA9 (connected) 7H,
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71E2 2 vdA o} GriME 94 F2IE A
s FF AA5E FHE °olF 715l 3 Hu
ANE 71, 33 7SS S Aol B
A "k ASHa HgYolzke 7 71X Aol
wet vProiRl 4] 4712 Wae] 2 BF 16
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16712)9) 71% e FoA F 7R 2] BF I
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Ko Byung-su et al : FACES III in the Korean adolescents

Table 1. Femily environmental factors of the study subjects.

Seoul Yangpyung X?*-value Total
Family type
Nuclear 1033(92.6) 990(77.3) 105.74° 2023(84.4)
Extended 83( 7.4) 291(22.7) 374(15.6)
No. of siblings
No 63( 5.8) 47( 3.7 154.42° 110( 4.7)
One 676 (62.1) 486 (38.6) 1162 (49.5)
Two or more 349(32.1) 727 (57.7) 1076 (45.8)
No. of family members
Under 5 743 (66.5) 633 (51.0) 59.51° 1401 (58.2)
5 or more 374(33.5) 633(49.0) 1007 (41.8)
Occupational status
Father
Employee 1027 (90.9) 1121(86.2) 12.77 2148(88.4)
Unemployee 103( 9.1) 179(13.8) 282(11.6)
Mother
Employee 317(28.1) 500 (38.5) 29.35" 817(33.6)
Unemployee 813(72.0) 800¢61.5) 1613 (66.4)
Educational level
Father
< High school 61( 5.9) 530(47.6) 705.62° 591(27.6)
High school 400(38.8) 482(43.3) 882(41.1)
High school < 570 (565.3) 101( 9.1) 671(31L.3)
Mother _
< High school 137(13.1) 824(69.2) 796.23" 961 (42.9)
High school 597 (57.0) 338(28.4) 935(41.8)
High school < 314(30.0) 28( 24) 342(15.3)

All missings are deleted, * P<0.01

160
140
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B No. 80
60 @No.
40 ‘
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"3 5399%¢9 e e e R ;3559293
Figure 1-1. Distribution of adaptability scores. Figure 1-2. Distribution of cohesibility scores.
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Table 2—1. Mean values of the adapability and cohesibility scores. (mean = SD)

Adaptability scores Cohesibility scores
Seoul Yangpyung Total Seoul Yangpyung Total
Males
Middle school 22.1£55 20.3+5.4 21.2+t55 327+6.7 30.3%62 314165
High school 214568 206+56.5 21.0£66 299+6.8 204+64 29.6%6.6
Total 21.8£5.6 20554 21.1+56 31.2%+6.9 20.8+63  30.4%6.6
Females
Middle school 23.3+6.0 20.9%5.6 22.1+59 31169  30.1+65  30.6+6.7
High school 21.9+6.3 21.4+55 21.6+59 29977 30.5+6.7 30.2%72
Total 22.6+6.2 21.2+55 21.8+59 305+74  303%x66  304%+7.0
Total
Middle school 22.7+56.8 20655 21.6+57 31.8x6.9 30.2+63  31.0+6.6
High school 21.6£6.0 21.0+5.5 21357 299+73 299166  29.9+6.9
Total 22.2+59 20.8+5.5 21657 30.8+7.1 30.0£65  30.4+6.8

2 oi0f ARBE i
Table 2—2. Percentile values of the adapta-
bility and cohesibility scores. 1) 71E ey, d58 M
Olson $o] I 715 484, 259 %7} A=
(FACES IIDE #=oi2 yitsl A%E ARg-skr).

Percentiles Seoul Yangpyung Total

M e e e P DERASY 0T% A4 DEHE A4
e e e e 93RS A 94 296H) 9
st 1m0 1o 1o 5 ASE wINNm Ass, A%9 wed 4 8

| | ¥ 982 H5E dob Ry
50th 22.0 20.0 210
oth 260 20 0 2) CITAIBIEN Bt & 7S B
ot %00 o 290 A9, 4, W, #29 4H, Y29 HY 47, 7}
Bh B RO Bz yuerka/alm), 4 A% 4 945

Cohesibility u] 4 28 zApsgL)
5th. 19.0 19.0 19.0
10th 215 21.0 210 3 A
25th 26.0 26.0 26.0 7t W] w48, A4 A5 Holst gl
50th 810 300 130 &) 1) 9i9) SPSS programé ol4sd 2-FPE
Bth 360 B0 3O gxsgleh 29T S AY - AEY Bl #
th 400 380 30 gy Y olAE e WEEE Yohus] 99 A
9th 420 400 410 w9 A4Y A5E A FHUSE s kA
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Table 3—1. Factors related with adaptability and cohesibility scores(univariate model).

Adaptability scores t-value or Cohesibility scores  t-value or
Mean £SD F-value Mean+SD F-value
District
Seoul 222459 577" 30871 2.83"
Yangpyung 20.8+5.5 30.0£6.5
Gender
Males 21.1£5.6 3.29™ 30.4+6.6 0.20
Females 21.8+5.9 30470
School grade
Middle school 21657 149 31.0£6.6 3.88™
High school 21.3£5.7 299169
Family type
Nuclear 216158 2.63° 30577 1.37
Extended 20.8+5.6 31.1+6.7
No. of siblings
No 220+6.4 5.20™ 31677 13.91™
One 21.8+5.9 (2-3) 31.1+6.7 (2-3w) 32)
Two or more 21.1+£565 29.7+£6.7
No. of family members
under 5 21.6+5.9 1.62 30.7+£7.0 2.08"
5 or more 21256 30.1£6.6 ’
Occupational status
Father
Employee 21.5+5.8 0.40 30.5+£68 179
Unemployee 213+564 207+7.1
Mother
Emplyee 21758 1.65 30.2+6.9 0.92
Unemployee 21.3£5.7 30.5+6.7
Education level
Father
<High school 20.445.1 25.68™ 30.0+6.1 14.37"
High school 21.3+6.1 (1-2-3) 30.1+6.8 (1-2wf 32.)
High school< 22758 317+7.1
Mother
< High school 20.6+5.4 2391 209464 19.78"
High school 22.0x5.9 (1-2-3) 30.6+7.0 (1-2mwj 32)
High school < 22.8+6.1 325+7.0

All missings are deleted, *P<0.05, **P<0.01
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Table 3—2. Factors significantly related with adaptability and cohesibility scores(stepwis
eregression model).

Adaptability scores

Variables B Partial R? Model R? F-value
Educational level of father 1.0375  0.0190 0.0190 44.80"
Gender 0.7835  0.0041 0.0232 9.72"
Area ? —0.4181  0.0032 0.0264 7.62"
Occupational status of mother ¥ 0.6656  0.0031 0.0295 7.40™
Grade! -0.1615  0.0021 0.0316 5.10°

Educational level of mother™ 0.8149 0.0016 0.332 3.70

Educational level of mother™ 0.9679 0.0014 0.0346 3.40

Cohesibility scores

Variable B Partial R> Model R? F-value
Educational level of father = 08935 0.0161 0.0161 37.65™
Grade ' ~03161 00084 00245  19.90"
No. of siblings ™ —0.9037  0.0053 0.0297 12.50™
Educational level of mother 1.5972 0.0022 0.0319 517

: P<0.1, * @ P<0.05 ** : P<0.01

: 0=Seoul, 1=Yangpyung

¢ 0=male, 1=female

: 0=middle school age, 1=high school age
: 0=0, 1=2 or more

: 0=unemployee, 1=employee

. 0=under high school, 1=high school

: 0=under high school, 1=over high school

AL E APt

72 =

1. CHARbES) 1=

g AGL g Ao vig #r1Ee 7HEFH
o] o W3kE, A = % FAES = o] F
gleon, B #§ypFe v FcHP<001). =F
B9l 2R A Mg X|FL FH A Fel
Hl&) opiAg] F{EL o] kA, MUY HGE
£ o Ygie} (P<0.01) (Table 1).

2 CHAIRIES| 71 M8 - F4E He BT

WAAEY 71 A8H R AEY e X
Figure 1-1, 1—2¢} gich. Hibaes 344, 2
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&% e BFeA o xQuct A A9 B
P4t wkew (Table 2—1), 284 9 244 3
9] 7t HEATE AE NQelA] FF A Fef AR
o} &8 Age 2 cH(Table 2—2).

3 7EE H8Y - AR Heef TYE 29

Ay A A% 4% 9Ec} g A HelA
(P<001), FARC} =}l A P<00D), H7HERT}
#71Z A (P<0.06), A4S Al &gt AR 57}
25 oAt A$Er} 199l A9 (P<0.01), F-=2
e FFo] e AL B & 75 P<00D e
t] &9t (Table 3—1).

A& P9 A% ¥ G} AL A HA
P<00D, ZEIAYR} S84 (P<001), F7
7VE57} 59 olAkel AR} 1 n|ukel A-9-elA (P



Ko Byung-su et al : FACES III in the Koréan adolescents

Table 4. Mean values of each adaptability and cohesibility scores. Unit : Mean*SD
ltems Adaptability Ttems Cohesibility
scores scores
High scores High scores
1. Children have a say in 28t12 1. Family togetherness is 40%13
their discipline very important .
2. In solving problems, the 26+1.1 2. Family members feel very 3613
children’'s  suggestions close to each other
are followed 3. Family members feel 34+14
3. Our family changes its 26+10 closer to other family
way of handling tasks members than to people
outside the famil
Low scores Low scores
L It is hard to tell who 1.5+09 1. We like to do things with 19+11
does which household just our immediate fami-
chores ly
2 Parent(s) and children 1.6+10 2. Family members consult 21+13
discuss punishment to- other family members on
gether their decisions
3. It is hard to identify 1711 3. We can easily think of 22+12
the things to do together as

leader (s) in our family.

a family

<0.05), 2HA1E A3t HARC) Sl AR 9
+ 744 (P<001), B2 ¥o] I o3lal 49
2} Ol ojA]l A4 (P<0.0D o ¥Estch(Table 3
-1).

thetA] s ARAEE AR B, YR 3
T, A4, A4, o9Je] Aq F-F, Ao o
Ho) 5o A-3Y Hgo ol % VAL F-2
o] 3} &, P A, YAA)] 5 Fol 2
48 o FoF 9 A 29l Jeld
t}(Table 3—2).

4 715 M2 . P4 2 52 B B

A2 A, AU o2e] EFHUCE 8
A e A4E vgen), 7E dgel) A}
b EERCRE YEANE Se F5E QT 44
Hel A%, 71E 7R AT =E Becke

FEAAME & HFE Lo, sk A4
$Ed did FEee e H5TE B{cHTable
4).
U
ol = Agd ArIE ¥ NH9 FuE
A& Ao g FACES IE #4843 972, 75
B¢ Ao AY M 21515701 71F ALY
A 30416822 vigkEd Olsone) 19854 »15
o 4 71EE dAeE F A7V S e
BT A7t 4.1+47, 7VE AEH BT H4) 98
+542 & H3}e} FACES g o)4-% ofE S
QFIeh= AjolE Hol glent, ol Aanduks
o2 3] 9 xjojeta AR U & 2
S}RE tAoE ¥ ek Q7dM EA 1F
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— Abstract—

FACES III in the Korean adolescents
Ko Byung-Su, Shim Woo—Su, Kang Yun—Ju', Shim Jae-Yong, Lee Hye —Ree, Ahn Dong —Hyun™

Department of Family Medicine, Yong Dong Severance Hospital, Seoul School Health Center”
Department of Pasychiatry, College of Medicine, Hanyang University™

Background : This study was intended to look into the characteristics and problems when FACES 1
are used as tools to evaluate family function of adolescents.

Methods : From May to June 1996, self —reported questionnaires for FACES III were conducted on 2,430
middle school and high school students (males:1,190, females:1,240) in Seoul and Yangpyung, Kyunggi—Do.
There were eight schools (four middle schools, four high schools) in Seoul and two schools (one middle
school, one high school) in Yangpyung, Kyunggi—Do in this study. Also, educational level of parents, oc-
cupational status of parents, family types (extended/nuclear), number of family member and numbers of
siblings were assessed.

Resuts : The mean values of adaptability were significantly higher in Seoul students, in fernales, and in
nuclear families. The mean values were higher in single sibling than two or more and in parents with
higher education. The mean values of cohesion were significantly higher in Seoul students, in middle
school students and in family members of 5 and under. The mean values were higher in those without a
sibling and in those with above college education. In stepwise regression analysis, educational level of par-
ents, gender, area, occupational status of mother and grade were associated significantly with the mean
values of adaptability and educational level of parents, grade and numbers of siblings were significantly
associated with the mean values of cohesion.

Conclusions : We consider that there are problers in deciding the cut—off point and in the questionna-
ires of survey when the FACES Il is used as a tool for evaluating family function of adolescents. Trials
of combining other tools of family function or consideration of lower concepts are needed in other to be
applicable to the individual conversation and the clinical surroundings. (J Korean Acad Fam Med 2000;21 :
615~ 624)

Key words : adolescent, FACES III, family function
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