FylelskelA): 07
The Korean Journal of Health Psychology
2021. Vol. 26, No. 1, 109- 123

A4S HolE 9 3

A g
A= dta sk w1

At ::a & Wl dEA =vE 3 —s}»}h glo

i)

o] Qi) &
7% DVQ- RA EHd=E

dTA 9] B3}

Itk HolE @
#A](Dating Violence

Aol o

iﬂﬂgi ?sﬁ;ﬂ DVQ*RJ"/} A g Tﬂr?ﬂMVH 1A% 5 9 Qe 59 92, 8 v
sk mrEd] SHslrh ¥4 A, #5% DVQ R €@ D VQ R} 5T 5290 P
5 Yehliglen, AukAel uld dX 7t dud slez lE9) u} 2 DVQ-R}¢] v|a A},

A4 E2 9k o wol AWsH: Aoz BN AR Lake o5
Asov, #A BPus Y BYEsl FEF oz ey

DVQ-Rel 4436l it A ol EsE Hee DA 7
F20i 22 tlo|s 2, tlols T2t MK, HYE

+ A A 2K Corresponding  author): 34, (54896) %
al4= Tel: 063-270-2927, E-mail: ]angw.seo@gmaﬂ.com

- 109 -

AFEA GRF WAYZ 567 AR



e BA e =¥ (intimate partner
violence)> I3|2FE2] AAA/ A 2274l vl
¢ FAAR GFE A F e TaT EAY
F0 Z(Banyard & Cross, 2008; Campbell et al.,
2002), ol =7l WIS ®Base] gt
(Desmarais, Reeves, Nicholls, Telford, & Fiebert,
2012; Garcia—Moreno, Jansen, Ellsberg, Heise, &
Watts, 2006, Kubicek, McNeeley, & Collins,
2016). ol w} ofg] Auolr wH AT-Eol
gibeb A=, e AT 2E
A UNTHHotaling &
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al, 2012; Johnson, Parker, Rinehart, Nail, &
Rothman, 2015). o|& &9, Angelone¥} Mitchell,
Lucente (2012)+= Ho|E A4 ] Feo] ¥
I ARBAAA A9, Fu w5 el el

[e]
o HIgistA AR g wh gk Aee

(Breiding, Chen, & Black, 2014, Pedersen &
Thomas, 1992, Smith et al, 2017, Stacy,
Schandel, Flannery, & Conlon, 1994). ©]2|3F 4
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% =2 Zo|tK(Straus & Ramirez, 2003).
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FHtol= olgdt dAlE B8] 18l Dating
Questionnaire(DVQ)7F  7Hd=| Aok
(Lopez—Cepero et al, 2016, Rodriguez- Franco
et al, 2010). DVQi= HolE #AA ] AIA14

Violence

Z&(physical  violence)® AZA  ZZH(sexual
violence), FAl¥Hdetachment), =-S-(humiliation),
78 (coercion),  AY7|  Z2(gender-based

violence), =74 Z%(instrumental violence) ]
e FAshs 2719 TFoR A Utk
L DVQ= 29209 (Rodriguez-Franco et al,
201002 A&l o, ol dojgte] AZE 3
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€ ks R¥ow e (Hu & Bentler, A 3
1999), SRMR 17wt o =8 7hsdh Bgo
2 3|43 Schermelleh-Engel, Moosbrugger, & @9l X
Miiller, 2003). RMSEAE AH+-%7) 2Re FE o
A 15 22 ol dEd RPow 5T Rodrguez Diazst S2ES(017)0] A9kt 589
T A tHKenny, Kaniskan, & McCoach, 2014). T27F e ERE delsr] 98] &8¢ 29
DVQ-Re| WA dA == Cronbach’s alphas ©] B8 AA|aigich, BA4n) 589 mde] H3]
goto] FAaglen, e wdEde] W R mE gAZ 58 e 32 slow iy
ABLAE SH3] A Fol= ARATE AL giek CFT = 90, TLT = .90, RMSEA = .09 (90%
ZSATE ARSleh ool At om Akl = (08-10) SRMR = .06 7} £3¢] AR
AL, Joldelnt He Ana, 3o1deld F = g 1o AAsHh
To A, boldeld A dudAR &
A3 tHCohen, 1988). Akl &vk= r AS= ©  UF AR
G35t EMglon TEAF 7PAHS Levene A
AHgate] BRI St 7PS RS o= @kwrm DVQ-RY) WY dARE BAE] 9
gl AHrEE BAste] A5S AL ¥ &) Cronbach’s alpha AFE AHEslgith 1 4
B DVQ-R*9] A= Apolell tigt &3t A7) & 3} 57) 3492 %] Cronbach’s alpha AIFE 7
Aoli= Cohen's d& AH&-3ITHCohen, 1983). d oA 90o.& YeR} & AX%7} %ss Ao
Arels SEAe 5 Fde gk pooled = delFgith 4% DVQ-R# Hlagls
standard deviation®] AH&-%|%lt}h. Cohen (1988)¢]  w) o= Wx}omur = ur# X o] CHE 1).
Ao w2, dgko] 2014w 22 FAY] AA Hwo YA Adxw 53k Ao U
2 S Asta, ol W FxExe] avav), 8 gt
o] How gaar7F & Q0= S
E 1. ¥ DVQ-RIN=6,138)2t 2= DVQ-RAL300) shel HMEYH WX ARz & 7|=sA
o A Az dlp}uf&%-‘?} A = QJ%LIJJX’;U?T&
AR HE & € 6.09 1050 6.77 12.66
AAA E(physical violence) 5 90 Al 8 122 206
7. (coercion) 64 7 188 215 222 300
47 Z2(sexual violence) 4 87 &3 281 163 386
=8 (humiliation) 7 89 104 210 178 332
-3 8H(detachment) 8 78 212 266 240 324

. DVQ-R = Dating Violence Questionnaire-Revised
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2099 H2d 9 A9 618 o2 T4
tHRodriguez-Diaz et al., 2017).

A3} Aojdde] e d=re] s}
Hle] Fad I HAEe] dolE & A
F3a7)17F 24 &JtHCohen's d =
a9l Hr dE AR A %@@(%he
= 18)7 7+8(Cohen’s d = .10), 214
(Cohen’s d = 21)& &3=a7|7} wj$ 22
2 IRIEI Bao] A9 7 Hd 1 A
Aole]  gHAV)E FHE FoR
(Cohen’s d = .39). atA"F gk HdE9] dlo]
E AZYE AF HA4e A7 HdE9
olol] g &3} A7]= HjuwA
HCohen's d = .74).

ol&

A5 Aol §

#298) = 80, #24568

t

AoR UrEPM——Eq #266.55)
= =271, p<0l, Cohen's d = 31, AAH ZHe
(M = 59)ell Hlsh 3 = 1.18)¢] 1 wo]
AP Zom IRIHAT, (1864 = 205
p<.05, Cohen’s d = .27.

M7 A dEel a1t =% DVQRZ 43 Hlo|E &5 50

AR o] = WAE dehliEA Ekle]

=t DVQR AeeellM el gt fro] e, Ad3 d=9F DVQR Haxte] gk
2 oFRE DVQ-RI Cf2 SHETE 7he] MEHF(VB00)

A DVQ-R CTS2-V CTS2-P CES-D o3t FE=HA
CTs2-v are 231 399
CTs2-p 407 697 2.02 393
CES-D 37 317 28" 9.26 597
STAI-B 257 22 A7 66™ 6.18 3.62

. DVQ-R = Dating Violence Questionnaire-Revised; CTS2-V = Conflict Tactics Scale-2-Victimization, CTS2-P =
Conflict Tactics Scale-2-Perpetration, CES-D = Center for Epidemiological Studies Depression Scale; STAI-B = State

Trait Anxiety Inventory-Brief
“p<01, *p<001.
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Validation of the Dating Violence
Questionnaire-Revised in

Young Korean Couples

Jang-Won Seo
Department of Psychology, Jeonbuk National University

Dating violence (DV) is considered an important phenomenon which causes various
psychological and physical problems amongst young couples. One of the most widely-used
measures of DV is the Dating Violence Questionnaire (DVQ), and recently, a revised brief
version of the DVQ(DVQ-R) has been developed for widespread use. This study examined
the validity of the DVQ-R in 300 Korean young adults who had been engaged in romantic
relationships. Participants completed the DVQ-R, as well as other measures that assess
physical/sexual violence in intimate relationships, depression, and anxiety. Results of
confirmatory factor analysis supported a five—factor structure of the Korean version DVQ-R,
and the internal consistency of the measure was satisfactory. The effect size for the
difference between sexual violence victimization scores for this study’s participants, and those
of another study’s Spanish adolescents and young adults was relatively large. Female
participants in this study reported more sexual violence victimization than male participants,
whereas male participants reported more physical violence victimization than female
participants. The effect of age on the DVQ-R was not significant, and the criterion validity
and convergent validity of the measure were satisfactory. These findings suggest that the
Korean version of the DVQ-R is a reliable and valid measure for the assessment of DV in

young Korean couples.
Keywords: violence, dating violence, dating violence questionnaire, validity
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