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A F7A(relational aggression) S 2 T3]

L ewstn A Puel w9 E

Grotpeter, 1995). BAA FAZL Al

»} Aol AN oz
&

ol
Y,
o,
offt ¢
1o,
=S
i)Y
o,
[RVRY)
oot
ax
o,
B3
&2
S ]
E
i,
N

i

[e]
-9
ol
N
=2
>
oX!
By
rL

N
éu.:, =
fill
lo,
2
r 0
o,
o
u
2
N

= T A=
oflzl, ¢d4 34
2 % selA) @
A7 OIWPellegrml & Long, 2002). ©] A]7]
e BRuaHE HAHe =4S AF

A EYBAE BES AR BAe] g
H

I

‘]

031
9

STy
rT'_l
ﬂl

Qﬂ

o
fe to 2 B

AR, ol2l@ Byeln o]0
W4 FA4E dmne AL A2

[e]

[¢]
=

23y

71skA 2 A

o
Dl

_E‘
)
)
ol
Y,
ox

lo
ot
ol
L
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dehhs 344 #39 Rom A¥dsE

I 2 WK (Crick & Grotpeter, 1995), WEHEA 4
FHo A g g It BAAH FAAE L A
ol 4%, AF, Tt FHEglol FAL
gl Edo] ¥ % thCard, Stuchy, Sawalani, &
Little, 2008; Forrest & McGuckin, 2002). =, &
AR 348 49 FAATS dEsHA
gow, Fyo] Hols #AA FAA 54
= FAE 7] &Y F QX (Swearer, 2008)°] Al
1= =L b dAA 3A-
oE s Aol = A7t
H1u% 1 9 OB Z(Burton, Hafetz, Henninger,
2007), BAH AL FAA 71AE oldlet

7 99 dUE PRl Asle 2ast 9l
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learning
< 7k WellA A 7E Fee] BA ARl
3 e A
”‘c}i AgolA o5 yehd F va AW
g, Bowlby2] ©ll 2Ho] E(attachment theory)
& FEEAte] #AE VIvter PAot=
A o] A7 el Bl Ed 2 WA
A&7 ol g 2AFI|AZE ALE] A ¢
1] geks Zrx3tt. = b WellA
2 AN A (intrusive) ) A Ag]A oz ZZEdE
(manipulative) RozRy Eokx
g Apde R #ACM AR
A EQPg oy AdsS wBAdstaat e
AdA #AX FAYES B F Ut
(Michiels, Grietens, Onghena, & Kuppens, 2008).
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e U018 / 8/20| Med SRt ZAEe

?i;q, T-L-/] A& F Al (psychological
2R fUiE Bed]
AU E EAsln, HAYL - FRAL §ielA
U Aol Al Azt 2@, Ao g
A3 afES HolAY AJREI}E T o
g AR s E8&sto] QYA Au
A GFES YAl AL D3tk Barber,
1996; Nelson & Crick, 2002). ¥%22] Alg]& <l
EAe RRs AUE HAR - AgAew
WS 2FIdTE SN FEA #
AN s BAdeR FAHA PR
(Reed, Goldstein, Morris, & Keyes, 2008)1
gty 53], FRERYH ﬂﬁﬂ%—igi 37
AYAd BAE W AES Y

Blele] AR el o2 4 g
7

controly v F27}

O

(Xie, Cairns, & Cairns, 2002).

2 20 ZF FR] A2l FA g o
& TR ”\“424 Eﬂlﬂ Aol BAA
d 2 48HA =
< TR A
TESHA 2 A el A ek,
A4, 2015; Soenens,
Goossense, Duriez, & Niemiec, 2008). 3+, =}
el 4e TR g FFEAe wel
Aeld AN A9E dER 2ol A
FAF A A4 FAYE ZHIAT
3 4d#HAFA HaI ok, Loukas,
Robinson, 2005).

WA AR o] e mejskA] &2 A

Vansteenkiste,

Paulos, &

8t A7 |E71e| of7i=n}

mol Qv FEste] AEd BAE AEE
ATE ole dBHA ¥ A =&Y
Ack. &, /R AgA BAZE BF A<
AR FARE S/HIZTE Ak, ofst
&, =rs], 2014), T AlelA FAIRk,

Nelson & Crick, 2002) =& 2o 4l2]4 &4
Thell, Albrecht, Galambos, & Jansson, 2007)°] A}
ye #Ad A4S S7RIIte 237t
HaE Qe Axjo] Fymel Ael#] gl 2}
yel #AH 34744 3+ fFong #Eds
A3HA] Fok AF= EA13FcK e, Hart, Nelson,
& McNeilly-Choque, 1998). ©]
YA AU Ae
BEAFAL] Aol E3HA <l
zfo] To g Qg A3d F oy Fre
Al Al 2%E 2T agskA ]

Ry £

Robinson, Olsen,
Ha APAPE
wgE Ao,

b 1’/}(I(uppens, Laurent, Heyvaert,

& Onghena, 2013;

Paquette, 2001).
olst PN, wrol Aed BAg B

Z—] ‘_1_7:1/Hv/] =3

2013y F WQl 2 #AoA FEAg A
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Jkﬂ
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8219l P Eiste A S dsa]
W) {0l (Deater-Deckard & Dodge, 1997), &7+
w Ee ogine dgd B Holsl By
& 4 3] Wgolt

AN .
Az Rrel AW B oz Aiel 4
g7 ok AFeAE
17} ofokel WAA BAAL
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a9, 7 AskE JEEA 9EelA
et wAH R FAA Fdd 2
T Stk dRbA o7 A7 SKtriangulation) T
Abg Zoll 2ol Sl W Al 3RS EojEo
a5e saske A, 56 A% Adae
s ddsta 1S BAA717] Qe

A oo
ThHBowen, 1978; Minuchin, 1974). 7}= Abzbg}
o] A SAL v Al AR a9
2 oth A WA BEAS Apdr) HEEgZ
ddsty] el AAez AYste A E=
A w Ada, FAAL, 2vto] 9&2 o
A e Ao RAAG Fofolq, F
WAl EAL AdeA FR F % 9S £

T Zastes 3444 ]’%(loyalty conflict)©]
o, Al HA 5L 3 FEIF 2 ek 593
g o2 e At e AlYA
= Ay zH @@(cross—generational coalition)’ ©]
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AT BAdez BAGE SHE AU,
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B L 0l501 / /2| HRI SHet HAe)

el mixle 2 - A BAE 374
2 TRased 1 2 BAiRAs v
UaAZE 2bzt FEJAE wisiste] A 9
qgo 9 WAL RA WAE A9
B} 2 thSchulz, Pruett, Kerig, Parke, 2010).
ol Fx2A HWekd L HBn zhq 7t &
AAAY Aolpsie 4zd 1A EAR
o] 2o o= AWHT} Bowend 7}EA
Al o] E(family systems theory)<= 71E A2 et

i

l-N

JeEe B ojFomty YAdta
A, oed BIE IS §F

(fusion) =& 1| E3}H  Aoldifferentiated self)
el 2 BT Guerin, 1996). FE-AH 7F &
| dee TR AgA SA A ol
e g e, FEUF S AeAes
= 2] E3] U2 (enmeshed) TA|
Fdol ‘i—é—oﬁzlﬂ ] Fo] ThNelson & Crick,
T e H2H (enmeshed) A
wajete &

(Barber & Buehler, 1996). F-22| Alg]&d Ex|
= A Aot s ST Barber,
1992), AR FE A 7F §3 £ 7
A i Kboundary diffusion)l] 7]e43}A] €T}
(Pertin, Ehrenberg, & Hunter, 2013).
o FHILY, PRI Apie]
Wte 2EaT BANE FePAe e
A AHdeR AgE Yt vaske r.
WBAE AHE & . ol 3
8 FRANBAE $3A% AU
=0] A wAE ALATIE 7 A
o 7lgd 4 Stk &, FRo AH SA7t
TRAAS T VI AL AAL BA
A, & 715 A5 ddgdte s &
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TTC=E
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<

g

k
IO

rub. i)

3, 7H
BAA FAHo] = H(Kerig, Brown, &
Pantenaude, 2001)¥} 7}& A23lE 2t B
HAS Hdeko] AAd e #AR ZEA
770 A et al, 2011;
2008 = wf, F/2o AH BAt 7}
MstE wifete] BAIA FAd dF
n3 7bsds nds & 4 Stk kA
AT TR AgA SA HY A4
el #AAA FAA 1 #Al 7 A
w7het=A] A Eaat gt

o, 39A 3EAE

Nz+el S0

Underwood et

e e I B mlo -1

o]i(symbohc
interactionist theories: Cooley, 1972; Mead, 1934)
o oA, Al I a3 ERlE]
7He Al7bo] AU A x]’OPHLé(self—concept)"ﬂ
om]—;d oz z].c;].yﬂbé% /\]7]_}0] o
J He JARE A ad7]€]
< 83 Aoy ddde] W3l
o Rizkstal AIZHA 7o) wlg- & Fo =
H ¥ hRice & Dolgin, 2008). L = ¥ A
o ol eake A4 2719 Feh A
7= o]}_o]],]— }Htﬁ A].Q;G x]_c,q_e_. 1111-%-331
Aolzggtel M Wl wasE Aol
(Sternberg, 2011).
53], JadEe
grebdA el H7hg Al v
Fh A3e 2ok Aade] EgaA
A Ealn ARGt wle A
1}71 AT 2717k B ARl 4
7V &thBierman, 2004). 3 FRZE
w2 AEAY SAE Tole AUE
of FAAR It HS
ol=tl(7del, Hall, 2015; Loukas et al
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ANEFH, ETHE FATLZNCEAE,
2011; Beam & Northrup, 2009), AH42] A7]%=
2 FPA o= vtesd 7]ojsiA "ok
A7) = (self-schema)y  FA  AIAEZHEH
53 ARl tigh QIAA Q] Lnbstoln) B}
A9 PFE HYeke FRAAZA S5
(Markus & Smith, & Moreland 1985). TW&}A]
B4 ANEAS AW ALUES T @
GolAE A AN ur pEres
Mae AgE Y. 59, oF
AgeAY 24
FE staAl wol Hx| &= 1
AR
gl mWE 2ol &
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53, B a7 A4 BAgt 971%A
9 FEAUTAZTE BEoi ¥AA A
AEAe] ma BQY AFAAE B

A E7] 98l B 7|8kt #4715 7))
FE23519 ) Rudolph, CaldwellZ} C 0nley(2005)°ﬂ
olstd, Bl 7]Wtet 27| H 7Hnegative
approval-based  self-appraisals)«= ARSI A QL Ao
A ERRE AFEAY dzeA] g

9|
CEER L

oo
HElE SH

a2 1, AREy

(Rudolph et al., 2005),
314 G 7tel| gt T‘:’qﬁ‘ﬁ% i

Z7M 71 2FHE 7P &THloukas et al,

2005). ©]2]3%t

AIE e R B dye B

o Agd A Y Fade] BAA B
A4 2t BA e Aol 7wk 2719
747} wihebeR] A B3zt gk

B A7 BHe AZpAA s
DAA ZAAMo] wauA et

o 71
(3 1.
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of L Ci A
2= d7eE g 24 F A
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ol Al 27| BaA A

2 ATl FAT A
o"a‘?ﬂ Aget A, FyEet
1 g ‘éi»& S 7P F HdhEA T
£ A71Hem x| ¢e HAde AR
b F 276199 ARE A A
A, ole dHE AHed BA 9
F& BT ngsy] Aot HFHoR
St 2227 (54.8%)F AT 1848452920 &
406989 AE7F T B AMEE L
A AEL 13.904(SD=1.02)°] At}

r—m e

7<l

il

L=

A

Frol H2A B4

Barber(1996)2]  Psychological Control ~Scale-
Youth Self-Report(PCS- YSRE ZFAo010)°] W
e AEE AEIAUT. IRV 2
Bghor Q4%E 33 dAAEY Awold
W 2 ATl Jeld BA AEE o
st @letuat 48 HEw FAsk] A
&3ttt o] Axe 71 %?lxé(invalidating
feelings) ¥ Zb713E & A, 7H1A 34, §%
2glo iz Weew FgH0 len, Mg
7b =5 E AT Azdsle RS AlelF
A7 & AS uidth & Aol F
st mol AelH FAe] WA A =(Cronbach's
o= 7H7 88, .86 ©I%iTh

[ee]

V& Azs
A% 2Ee U BAHEs} e

= Jt7s)e)

015H / 2/29| de|d SHo FaEe| BAN SAY: 715 d2tatet 2218 78t A |E71e] t7i et

o

etk WA Grych, Seid®} Fincham(1992)2]
The Children's Perception of Interparental Conflict
scale(CPIOE VIS o]FH(1997)°] BV}
& 1= A7te B AE = 2RES EZ3)
fael, 2 FRdol g W vhe ¥
W Alolell 71 A 2o} WA, e &
yudel ool A2 94 % 0 o @
Az
A7

s

Z Ag BofoF & ZAHY Alh,

2002)9] 715E3EE HEoA 715 s}
oF #HE 47FE FEIATHE, FERHEY
AR oA (B ofmU)E I EAE Wt
Aaazrle £23 Hepnh. o 44 2

ALy AEed 457t £25E S 0 4
A8 Awrh we AL SEgth B A
A 74 zksel RATAEE 80 o9k

B3 71w 27187}

Rudolph 5(2005)2] The Need for Approval
Qiestionnaire(NAQ)E A& 2} BF7 2H2008)
7F "Qkst A B 7|¥ket 2477k

=] 1:

(negative approval-based self-appraisal) S+ %]
FE3hE A1835H3 olx= 43 FYAEZA AHn
24 347} %g*% w2 nE) AREA
WEAA e 3%
A7aAY A7) Txmj% A3
Julteke, The ofo|Zel UE Fobol &
S ), W A0 SO Aplo] L A}
FAH =K, & dgelld =0 71
A71%7ke] WA FA e 88 oI

#AH 3474

Marsee®} Frick(2007)2] Peer Conflict Scale(PCS)
£ AT AAEo13)0] e AadS o
oz veadel o A% £ WAA 7

4ol Ud FIAE & sEGEED W

=

!
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= SPSS 18.0 BAIZZ 13
7t AFEEA H *éih‘%“

© 7 RUqHen T4A At TEUS
4 23 AgE A AR =)

HEA (item palrcehng)o iy g_-g o ZHHATE I
Qe pAAoD B Best BAS
8 §/Rel Agd BA= 3N, 7t e 3

A, HE = T ArE e 2719
SHWTE A6l

e BAdAs d72d 3 Are ¥
Fe s AN ¢ AEH A
AR FE 2] 4Ql CFI(Comparative Fit Index),

SRMR(Standardized Root Mean square Residual),
RMSEA(Root Mean Square Error of Approximation)
2 Bt thKline, 2012). T3 ek 2F 5
4 ASE 7] falA & AeldsE AAlsH
Aok mpAEte R vijaate] SAA el
S Z91817] YA Sobel test (19822 A&}
At

M

AT Y MR 2

AR Fa} A TE M (zero-order correlation)

S ANG AT F BTAAM Rl 4

(g n=222 o n=184)

1 3 4 5
1 2o AR =4 - 38" 25" 02
2. B9 Aeld 24 60" 35" 217 207
3. 7¥& Ar7tst 29" 407 - 22" 12
4. B9 719 27147t 20" 32" 13 - 19

5. WAA 548 37 32 33" 10 -
. 11.88 13.50 851 6.70 895
M " “4.79) (5.03) (3.20) (2.89) (2.36)
SD) 11.22 12.21 847 697 8.86
° (4.11) (3.97) (2.44) (2.83) (1.60)

t 1.49 2.89" 14 -94 42

Aol tiAd of: wAk Aad, tizbd 9 oAk Ao, Tp<os, Tp<01, Tp<.001
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g L 0I5 / 2/29f Meld SHet ZAEe

A SAle 7HE AASHe=29, =38,
p<001), T Bl 7wkt A71H Ky
=20, m=.25 p<ongt oIt A Aol
UAT mek 2of AeA BAle TS A
SHra=40, =35, p<.001), T EAH 7]
gl 71 7K =32, p<.001; =21, p<.0l),
BAA FAA(rg=32, p<.001; ry=.20, p<.0l)
I frofgt A4 Aol UAck

Asged, 94 WA o
ARA A BAA

1o

p<.001), 7}= Aske} AAA FA (=33
p<.001) 2t BA o] golsdr). w3t o

=M

ol 34
vhgo e, %
24G 2w, @A Aade o 3ad

Hla) me) Aeld BAl 7L A Ruaq
I e weld
N AA7E JeA ekt

o9 Fchol| e ciEe =4

HEetts




© SR EYo] HwA HHg Aor Yyt
WCFI:.947, SRMR=.048, RMSEA=.071 [90%
056-090]). o172k A M= ¢ A
% ol }"ﬂoﬂr(x(sw 91.080, p<.01), TF
2 A3 e ;(]._[_oﬂ @Etﬂo] z%x%a} A
o7 UrE}k}WCFI— 965, SRMR=.048, RMSEA=
060 [90% CI: .037-.081}).
% 20 Kline(2012)9] Akl what Fd
o 2t HlnE Sl vEES ATE E7)e
=, FY e EFelA aliste]

St oM (p<.001), FEE3}

THB3=.61~92, Bq=.67~90).
tggoz gid wE o B48 44
at7] e, dud At 7+ e 5L A (configural

invariance), =% 5L A (measurement invariance)S

gletitt. WA, e el g £442
oA AT FYnskA o v((110)=
229.520, p<.001), T+ HIZ= A Fo|dE
=7 ngo] AH3 S 2 Z(CF=.954, SRMR=
048, RMSEA=.052 [90% CI: .042-.061}), FElE
UAol FHH Zow Yyttt w3 SHF

el i 2423, x° ASS Fov] skl

ol 1o 0 N

2
Y A% mRdN A48 s3ow Uk

O Kx(118)=238.476, p<.001), T} ZHJ = A

E 2. d2A5o| S2M M2 Jtst 2HEE 7 &k Xjo] "W (5t n=222 0{ n=184)
RMSEA
A= X2 A AY? Adf CFI SRMR
[90% CI}
. 050
7A=Y 240775 120 - 954 049
[.041-.059}
5o AgH BAl - 75 sl 242520 121 1.745 1 954 050 050
[.041-.059}
B} 050
2o AgA Ex| — 715 A2e 241428 121 653 1 954 049
[.040-.059}
Bolx 7|uk .050
= U o
Ho] A BA - 244278 121 3503 1 953  .050
Fel A A71% 7} L041-.059]
=A% 719k 050
2o AEA &4 242989 121 2.214 1 953 .050
el e A3 7} [.041-.0591
052
Fo Ad A - #WA4 44 252440 121 11.665 1 90 .05
[.043-.061}
A A 050
ol AgA A - AR ZAA 241.626 121 851 1 954 050
[.041-.059}
B} 050
VA=l s —  #AF 334 242437 121 1.662 1 954 051
(041-.059}
= 050
QU 7w A1t —» A 344 240.775 121 0 1 954 049
[.041-.059}
052
RE AR BLYA At 268255 128 27.480 8 946  .067
[.043-.061}

e

p<.001
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Parental Psychological Control and
Relational Aggression in Adolescents:
Mediation Effects of Family Triangulation and
Negative Approval-based Self-appraisals

Na Han Seung-yeon Lee

Department of Psychology, Ewha Womans University

The present study examined how family triangulation and negative approval-based self-appraisals mediate
the relationship between parental psychological control and relational aggression among adolescents.
Participants were 406 adolescents aged 12 to 15 (male: 222, female: 184) in Seoul, Korea. Self-report
data was analyzed using structural equation modeling. Results indicated that psychological control enacted
by same-sex parents directly increased adolescents’ relational aggression. In contrast, psychological control
from opposite-sex parents indirectly affected adolescents’ relational aggression. In particular, the path
between maternal psychological control and male adolescent relational aggression was mediated by family
triangulation, which was the only significant mediation path in the present study. Based on these results,
we discuss the importance of contextual intervention for modifying relational dysfunction within the family

so as to reduce adolescent relational aggression.
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