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olgigt AL AXH AFAE A7IAe FY,
AT Jd, FAHE g9, =4AE1d I,
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ol A} %i “*’4‘{"2} e YErlee 2y HY
FEFEE BAFE Aotk agla “FFof 3
=", g AEY FUeE"Y e By u2g
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Als]d EurE(Loneliness and Social
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N2 ATE5E f4A AHY, “Ye 9t A7E
I} YFEE MM A T A g2 Sl
F 2T 353 157 92 A8y NS R
29 1
o]
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£z st BgAsA 2 A5S 2

7170t g S BEd R A RE) o] A%

mlO

Zulgdel njXe 4 5]

= “olgolA dE AU e Hol )", “Hak
A7 oy bd Hol g, “ERAME &)
FHol AT} ot P2 Abnd v PRI} ‘s
& A& FHo] A", "B, RErAgE FH 2
Aol A9t g WUy dFele By 5o
A E O ATk o] AxelA “giti e gL 17,
"BoTe] S92 539 53 Likert Axold sl
T A4 W e 48~240F o)}

2 A7l o] Hxe yF dAE Ase
90e2 Hr o MIAxr) e 9 2gn F
AE 8YEAE B8 298 323 A 187}

7h 1139l oA ale] &= e,

o

e

6. 8f A%

ole] el B¥oz StmyH o] =9
s} ol o] Y= Yolnr] o T MY
o Y2E do] YHo| B ARE WY 4
e Y HF Y4 BEYS(T AP 8 ool

w4l o]&3stAdrh

ENERY
1993 109 289U ¥ E 109 30U #4= 2}
S @92 ol RolBom & ARAsl A s
of Zol7k AEAE W sm HEac) el
T, BYAAEel A AAste e A7
E_

FEARE

]

H g AR gl da) vig R 4y
shith AEAE 85 A 98 2Yste 7
gt BEHQ BAL Hriste 23, 25saA
He Sqste £, FudA e n53e 243
T a5z 9 ASA BUE Ax T2 1 v)g
EE FAEARE 85 ). A @Y Az

< 158 el Hdrh



52 mECESNE Wit

2 3

1. E2HX

FYPZREY FEHEA e Wy LEXNE @
ole7|9d ¥ A9 HYARE FUY Yo dE
€ 57 =AY FJvos: YAk WA 454
g ol 2669 (58.6%)°] ©] 7I&o] fJsf F&H
Ron 1884 (41.4%) & 7IEl . +HE A E
Z Q7 E JeL 529 (20%) 192, =P A

AL 189(7%), RFHE 979 (36%), *
Al e AT 499 (18%), 28 Mde I
ol 509 (19%) o] ¥F3 Utk

a2l olg 57kAl He de A, YY)
534 FAo) oW xjolr}t UEA dolr )9
AL H LR (One-way ANOVA)EL AAE &
3}, 8744 W EEA BFAA FET o)t AU
ot} 283 ALFE A S (Scheffé) L 055F0 A 2
ASACHE 1 FF).
o] ANE HHA Y FeEE dysd, A7Ide

E 1. STHK] X & T A0IMe YERY A
E#H oA 9 A G
AN =33 HEAG ARG o & e F
(n=52) (n=18) {n==97) (n==49) (n=50)

1L g% 2gd:
A 9.79 8.91. 3.5 1.19% 1.44s 29,91
EEux 8.05 8.09 3.94 2.03 1.99

2. AEE 9A dg:
it .56 10.27- 1.42» 7% 11.90= 34.99*
HEHA 1.34 14.99 2.01 1.75 11.03

3. 48 Ut
3 8.13 5.304,b 3.34» .95p,¢ 1.13s,c 32.13*
&z 5.77 5.41 3.40 1.70 1.81

4. FEolE}:
B 2.234,b 2.99,b 1.750 4.91. 3l 4.67*
HEHUR 4.36 8.95 4.70 8.48 .73

5 F&¥ 4 gict:
i 2.200 9.37a 2.31 1.74v 6.29. 9.44*
BEAR 2.06 9.73 4.32 3.39 10.50

6. 48 P}
i .97 41140 1.460 1.11e 7.30a 20.94*
XEER 1.88 3.18 3.47 1.85 7.91

7. A&t
Ha 9.17- 4,35b,¢ 3.33 2.49s,¢ .78 27.05*"
HEEHA 7.65 4.67 3.37 3.12 1.19

8 IFY & Utk
B 3.024,0 760 2.81e 6.41- 2.71v 4.86
EFEHU2L 5.75 1.35 5.38 7.42 5.33

*p<.01 = p<.001 &2 FEAES 6FTANA G Zol7t glvke A& vy A Afxe

(4, 261)olch.



£ o) F&o] F4d %

L ¥F5& Fen, A £ Yo Ads
Aot =AY FES €ES FErle A
T oOE dHc2E AR UN AT Y &
sle A7Aen A7IleE Feold BEFT
v A e gt FAHE JBL £F
st Egel AEde ol vtz
Hate P AE UA 21 F2Y F 9l
om, JEHeR A e Y& AF FA
I ES57HA A F o3 AdaA gt

a2l FRY, 34 A9 g7kA PEEA
Atolol ojw g@e] AeA ettt M F
otste gz ARHE AL YEE Fsn,
g + den, Jdstte B4 e 7
AHA A#E EHT 28 H93o] #A e
d& FAL, 44 48Y F e e He
FH 4#E BAY 7P dojste Atdez
P e AE A€ 9A 243, F&Y F gld
€ A, 98] g dte dg TAe A, 282
Fdste 5S4 A A€ 240 28y
474 A58 7 e F4FAE FHQ el A
ATHE 2 F=Z).

F Bl Folste AR Wl g5E I
3k, A Uon], AH AR, W Holste
A ASE AR 21, q8lo] §A she 4g

719l 1543 vy ulXE 4G 53
231, S 4 gloky HrHe 7hsAdol st

2. W@ N

57t EHAANEE AFH A YT ofw =}o)
7t JEA] Gotr 7] A3 dYHLE YL AANS
¥ AFEHZF(Scheffé) & A8tk 2 A, &
Ay 24 ElYE B8 258 A2
el e Aol YoM Fa7t zjo]st foju st
Ak WA gyste AFdMe T Rolst
RATHE 3 #=).
TAHLE, =AY A v Yo
Aete] 2538 O ) s 3E
© 9, d7de A9 2434 g8ysiy
AE NFEH Hrig Ao A FAHE 3
< 58 WA REZ AU, 283 8L
© 25HEREE 2 E 2EARE 3T
st e A ¥l ANHFua=2.06, p<.087).

ol¢} 22 AANE FHEHRA, ¢UA7slE AL
ERote] FFE FHHA WAooz A
=dAR] Aol A e AL 2o w8
$-otel ZEARE RAAE Yo s Hay
ol Wt BAEE Jee A £ 23
Fgel gAErIRcge Z5E AN e A
ol AU}

2 Y=
= h

L o

gJ

B2 YERYY IHH, FYEQ MY Alo|e] A3

¥ gl 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ]
L %58 deg -
2. &g AA do .05 -
3 A#HE & Qo) 62" —.06 -
4, FFojg -.05 .03 13 -
5. 884 gltt 20" 43" .13 07 -
6. ¥& FA} -.07 AT AT 07 19 -
7. 3338 56 —.20% 67 4= 05 —.16" -
8 AFH + Uk -1 —-11* -.10 27 =07 15 —.01 -
9. 739 A4 60™ —.09 62+ .06 06 —17™ 54= 0 — 14t -
10. #3H Ay .01 66™ —.07 .02 47 49" 2m -2 -0

*p<.0l. *™p<.001



4 wELESeEBE

E3 EHXIAEE ¥ BEHENY

= H A4 F

AN =y BERA KRS REE LS F
{n=52) (n=18) {n==97) {n=49) (n=50)
3Hg o] BEse He:
:Fin 2.7% 21.53- 4.200 1.90v 16.86- 34.37™
TH=} 3.56 18.46 5.67 2.19 15.84
283 e Ao
ks 10.32 5.21» 3.62b,¢ 2.480,c 1.25¢ 32.94"
4z 7.52 5.35 3.60 2.58 1.81
339 /A3 e
H 4.06 2.68 3.47 4.95 2.83 2.06
EEHA 3.92 4.28 4.52 4.82 2.87

*p<.01 ™ p<.001 "marginal L FEAET 05FFAM JA7 2ozt ke RS oujsiy 2}
FEe (4, 261)0]c)

* 4 EAXIR(of CE D=, H|E, 02|30 SuME

4 A% @

A7)y =R BERY FA g LSR5, F
(n=52) (n=18) (n=97) (n=49) {n=50)
a5t
B 26.510 26.78» 29.28b 35.59 30.134,5 7.59"
BEHA 6.19 8.08 8.81 9.53 9.95
1]
ke 79.08a,0 91.89 77.97 77.69,b 87.10a 4.01*
FEHA 16.19 24.17 15.09 16.47 25.97
s dH

iy 58.484 49.61y,c 51.100 46.330,¢ 42.41. 20.60™
FEHA 6.53 10.79 10.15 10.76 8.14
*p<.01 = p<.001 BE FEAE 05FEANA FET Zol7h glvke A ovisith @ vlae 3s
AFE 7% (Scheffé) & .1057FN A tHch 257, B8, JH o BN AfEE 27} (4, 252), (4,
261), (4, 256) 1At}

3. DL H|Y

AR EHAe) Wk nEo} w4
o 2o FAH, WEH Hgol @ KM Y A L wwse el o nESHAL ¥
o7k A AEE] A8l 574N Ae dE 9P MATE 9L REYVY vnste 1Y 4
HFRAL agn) o Ao Haol AN He 9 Fol ¥A WAk a2 W Mg e, =AY
o ¥4 23 D5 w25 QU Aoyl o AaH A Yvo] e Yde us ujYe
21k, o 2ol ahsich



Eohel #§o] Bad 2719 D5P3) uleo] ojNE IY 55

22ja vl o] S RPEE dEudel b2 R &9, AW, &3, AdARA7,
glete AT AR (AR F, 1992)9 wet &) dEAY wiEy), AZIAL 717 E,
487h2 FFe] vge 8JAEMe T3 6714 B 1 AEsF AR FE YEoR FAH Qo
fAuigadles FEIINUG 82032 FAE  ALE 2HYSIoletn MM A 2
4oz YT A2d 6709 8ol ths] Vari  <lolle 883 B, ol 43 LA, ofd £33}
max 2 23 H & YA e, W, v gA48 8], By REstx F9

2AEHE T FA YUY AR R B F, F2 ANA B FFHe gROZ 7
8 8Q1%3t7h 40 ol de] FEE U 2 AEo ‘BAER ¥ BHHU|YP ol Y
27 A 21 FEAH, SEHHe, BF  3Ach A 298 YolE Y &9, Evt5
AHE, e FY, Tlgne, AY, BAEFA &Y, 2T AEY, )49 FAAY, 494
7, 28 EW7) =u 5o gEoz P40 Y, S8 AY) T gEog o|fo)H &
EFATee] HER FYo] Frh He WWHH G429 ATE vigo] 31 5 Haga
HigIolZta siysiict. FHA vgadade &2 ¥ MBI o2 HHEAT O B

H 5. X E ST v 7Y

A A 3 d

A7 A =P 2EFG BA G vl A A F
(n=52) (n=18) (n=97) (n=49) (n=50)
A ey
P 28.15a,b 36.33 27.97 28,634, 32.66a,1 3.97*
BEHA 8.85 14.30 8.89 9.94 12.85
At EAYEE
i 24.12 25.44 23.27 21.94 24.70 2.42*
FEHA 5.25 5.87 4.90 5.60 6.04
EAYE 9 n vy
B 6.79 6.83 6.30 6.43 6.96 1.54
EEHA 2.44 1.34 71 1.21 2.75
Tl AEY 2 QA
Bt 7.71s 9.22, 7.660 7.824,5 8.46a,b 4.33*
FFHap 1.19 3.96 1.42 1.18 2.09
FEHLEY v
ot 8.00 9.06 8.19 8.27 8.92 1.03
BEEHA 2.02 2.92 2.60 1.92 4.51
gt g 7ol gu| T
H 4.31s 5.00s,6 4,50, 4.614,0 5.40a 3.28*
BEAA .78 2.87 1.20 1.22 2.59

*p<.05 B FEAE 05FFEANA AR AAolrt givks AE v EH AFEE (4, 261)°]th
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A Hgades 32y 29, th-7AHE],
ARE, EFS 2Y 59 gEo2 THH 'R
oL@ ROz HASAT AAHA v
gadoe Sgell, ToAN, ojut spga g
& o] ojo] &3t J1F X SMO|EH| P
olgtx s 4 ct.”

=9 Ao FE ol2} 319 vl & 2o}
QER Fotur9s YUHRFENE YA
AF3 7% (Scheffé) & HAISHTHE 5 FF). 1
Az A9d v, AL EARER, ‘TP
dr2y 2 JEdugy, 283 TS R g
ojgul Y F'EL EHXH Fzt 2olrt AATH
g 2AdE 2 BN Y T Y RELS
ZqHl e Y7 2ol sk ARk

2o FAHoR Ao g gAda
29 2 AP =WANY Fee] o
ol 3AA T 7HE R gmolgulad 9] B2l
e uAgE o] Yol st §H AL &
AYFE e AEAZA JO7 Zol7k Uehix
ok,

27HHQ BAALEZH FHo] EAAY et ¥
2 2ol7t YA ot AR A7IUE Awo]
U g Aol Hls) 73 4ol FRI w)
e I 4Ho| 71 UMTHE 5 =),

glo} ge AFE YWY, TAHE o]
74 nSsha =7w, =8 AL A w3y
W Ade) walg b wol sttt Hge 3
9l f¥oE TR B o wdA Folale E
AE B T Yol ololEE Be 1d Jd
o £ate HAYE(=AANA W)L HoH
v Yo e Ay 2 ARAu P &3t
£ uge Bo] st v Qs F9U &
=Hoe Be wAdE Yde F1E 9 o]

gulg o] &3t BWE @ol YT E Tu
AHL Q7le FAdo] B Al v UL,
A= g T YDl HiH WA 3] JHo)
e Ho g =gt

= 9
ol chet =2

1. EHXI 2 HERY

EHRAE 571 Fdes FEsIY z+ Ao
HE YPFEEAY zolE ¥ A, AVINE A
& Y52 Fslx, M2y, NG £
of o9& HrlgAh =P ALY Fde PES
kAT, A& WA AL, oFLE  glen J
gHyoz 3te d& FAE AoE JHHUL
=3 A Adde g wHee Jdd g o
ol vis) A A FEH Bz 580 F2
AHE  glon AHeA ¥2, A A& @
A HD AAHoR e Y& WXL E FLY
F gl EAz AFHHUJY. 22 FAHE J
9 £ AY o FPPe] He How
B7tE At

ol# g Axte E BAl J4d EAAN de
HAAEL EH 9 PFol AANE SHFHo
gl A S B ol Uy My Ap
Aol AX 3 F3 wjAes YT dEd 2
AHA 43 FRE Wol F BY ol FHHA
A3 28 £Ao] REFT}(Parkhurst & Asher,
1992) = A FA] JAFHAC webA s
AEE e s @ FAZ2 YL FHHA §
588X E3tA & Wy oz 1 W3 YE, Y
3 YF, A g YEEL I e

1) Ztujgacl ¥e APsle £8 £v 2218, 7,6, 7, 6, 4 2otk ‘glek 9] whgo] 1ol 2 AP e v
He VS AG AU E 24 vl Z2HE 1B PS5 AT ug ARl 78 £ AN @,



o &) Had 279 RELH v)go) u]XE JY 57

o A} o] Foj Aol & Ho|ot

¥ FAHE JEL ©E Jdol v v
A FFEHEAN wol AFHNAG o] Ae o
Z9 A7 EH}e & Ao2ZH o5 L #Fo] 8
At g el M ol ofF wel E¥E Te
EAAE. olES] 2EZ 9 AR Y EUSF FE
o] & =l HiE fHelstA Edvhe L&
aH e, o] FeS FAAZHAA ¢ F2 3}
ojob & Wil £t}

2. s

A 7HR] e A9 F ol ot 45 d Y5
o o® ztelzt A Yol A, old d7FH
oot A AT F AVIde AL BHE §
& ZEA%E 493 AHFsen st WY, =
Aot v e YL 38 Yoz 23
= R A

olzid A A Y ey 2P F
84 & AALge). & Asher(1985)7F X3 & ulo}
gol, olFe 4FH 1Y #A AHE A
A Z2ageldt gtz vt obF F e
50%%e] F4-& HHche R(ohAl 2sbd 743
AEH TraPdxEE 40~50%« 2 ¥
off o8] FEg Bx godvies AM) S nHHE
o, MHde YAhPdEe] EHEERE £ ¢ F
£E F UARE Vs 2RSS FHH
22 A 7igd dH JFHoZ FAHAT
= Z2ago] gt}

28] £ A7eA FAHE I 254
£ el e A%l da Adn HrrE A=
b, o] Aol M e 5 NEATLE B3 A
F 5 ojol & Ao},

3 £3ol £8, LHVH ISY
257 FRNE, WARE AT ol ¥

AFE ol M & #EY 25H R A

A EUSg FYsta AU ol e 9
% A7ddete S e oM, ol o
& /A BEgoz HAs 8 4 3o

A 7HF Fad 8L IF AV oo
o &, AMS A SHE 5 571X =R RS
g U5FAE 94 939 3¢ 5% 3 gFo
257 A= g TAH ded E dpdHe BE
52~54 A E7} ¢ &g Yol dch

& AFe] Y957 o e &gt A
TRl AL8 A A ZA 7 (Social Network) o] 3
4€ 7Hsdol B 21 w3 JddREgs A
T A7E 7HE 7heAdel Bk FFHQ 1%L
¥ A AR olF T 322 olF & ITE E
7Fe/dol 871 W&otk v$r] 2878 44
PSRN E FZHH PFo] M2 23E
wov XX@(Cairns, Cairns, Neckerman,
Gest, & Gariépy, 1988).

agd 7 dFoA BAs e Jdd Wyee
AEe 25 o B9 45 R, ol F
AL A A37t Aevtol wel 5P 7o)
- g £ Aok F, FFANM FHAHA Hx
HELS M2 IT8AZ A olg7a FA
F TRHFeEN 157E 9 7l v, 74
He JeS WAits Jdolv =AY Fyd
e @8 W77 olef 7] gEe MO o 2=
e =2 F Aok

a3 E2 N Jde g ar)s v
A7) Wl g wigtoll A AT AAE YA 3
o g IFEREE g vy PP FAE B
it Y, FAHE Jue A7 BAE 248
A XEd 2ERE t% @o] =4 7hgAe] 3l
th ¢oE ol FAH: v IAFuUA L 1
7o dsiNe o A7yt Jdasojol & A
o},

FHA steAdS g Agol Rolu Fas
A3 G o] g Rge] H ] A FRate



58 WECERERT %

Sty FHAEL, AT S vl ¥
A @AS olZ2uto]E9t & A AA FollA o
AHoE AL F U B A compensation) &7
7t AE F Uk BAo|@ AR F ||
Hq &2RL A2Ie NGz, Wt ojd FF
o] @AV FA FIvlgde ¥z 7T e
o diAFHA AR A BAE Bl ey d%4E
R 5 JA 39 2Ty g3l (East
& Rook, 1992).

aEd A AQ AE A dATo] thE 3o
HE 2eHA Rie Y oS FAWEA,
HAYELS EHEZYE F8&HA Xie FE
o] th& #AE Fstd BRAHA Z¥ 7HeAdol
g} ueta dAE Fud@o] L Fasd}
o, moA Eefo FEAEE @Fal U AT
= gl BAEHe ES 1573 9 AFEE B

&S Agar] Ae Aot

4. SERHX| 9 HEFD B8

2 A7, = Ao e
o] Mg g © @ol AU oy E AIE o
o) Eajote] 25PN BHE ol ¥4
sdste sgEolge Hol Ho] ¥ u Sol#
Holty, AFAAZ} A&H 7] s B4A g
$e IR AFete o] TANTE
R8s, old 4ge UV HAsA 23
L EIE R E R o ESCER L
2 gol 8 Q& Relh

28 wAAR Fge] e Pero] s v
PUEsl Be AL UM AFeR s 27)
7} ace d A9latn & 4 . & ge 3
Sol ola) AtH o vlge W GATolG T
Ak vl HES = OE ST P B
A7} AR A Aolth WA =PA
Arel A9, dolste EASE AW FAH
s AololaE o8l Folate W A

o o mt

»

off o

k

g 75 Ad Ax9Y AFdME =g A
Aeo] A iz HraH(Coie F, 1962)
=AM & ol21 g ZH A uf §- AJAMF o)},

wetr =gA] Ade Wytes Yeds
g2 EAote] BARAE H Bod o= A
of ALE A 7lEg ztn dvn B S olvk 2 o
T =A] JEe A Jd v
3 B o BHatd YFE 2ol EY JHo| F
I e FAAY gEEHAAE viyte I
Hop ool oa) o ol AEEHAT wabA =
AR HEL 3 el d FAHAHA HLPET)
2 G5 e DA 2riEN FzEn,
Foldte AHEE BAT dzie I3 Had
Eo] dolshe golgtn olsi g + Ut

A vy g ot FPLE FES B o, o] J
@] Hadgol ogle] oy duyn e 3
@ v gedagsy L AJauuge g

geh, AHE A ol FE2 AFEARL TlEo] of
A= SlolA Foldte EHE o] 7hA1 3
, TEbA oJEle] EtiwA HRE wol 3
Re g &€t

o

)

Ir

e K
o

%
2
i
>
s
rlo
9
i
tijo
ozl
~
)
|o
Hu
4
)
&
it
i)
fo

7F &S ARSI 3 EYERE w3

E angs ztetHKuper-
smidt & Coie, 1990 ; Parker & Asher, 1987)+
AL olEo] AR ol vefe] H 8ol o
£ HeFetA €& ouisitt ¢ 97 ol Hue
st 43 HolMz s R FFE Kol
o]2 3 At olEo| Yo A HNA FA}
8] HEat7] ofel FAdol ofdrt e F&5&
vk oA s E Al gg AFrEd A3 E
B3t o]Eo] Ad HFAHA EA HF HFF
1A =8 2 Fart Urh

]
=
=
=
3]
L



Lo 4-8o] ¥

AT MEE X FRHTE S A

o] A7 U 22 FUA AP 1
Ak,

AR, Blud He o AYPAE HFez 5
A7) W&o 5712 EAHAH H FolME o
g skl Ao EAo] sl PH3) mo}stv]
ol Mtk 53] A AT EANAM WAL FHE
o] ¥AHA Folr] Brte FrHA 9y

2.2 7R + slvhe A e] 93 Aol Bierman-
, Smoot, & Aumiller, 1993 ; Cillssen, van Ijzen-

doorn & van Lieshout, 1992 ; French, 1988 :
Hymel, Bowker & Woody, 1993 : Rubin %,
1990). $-8l7} ol & st el s B e
R ol AT HE EP AT Fgof v
v 930 Mz g7 g&oti(Parkhurst &
Asher, 1992).

Aol M vt e HAE A E 4 (Cluster
Analysis) &, wiadte AP FH 3 H)
AYEH W FHHA AP o FREHALS
H olE 3G AMSIH Q) fEHAA £
T#5 Ak (French, 1988). 28] H|¢l 7)o} Eg
fgez FAAAN e AHHAe7Me 78
o7 AGE AIHFTAHA HRI7IHG, 954
HRI71 e, A HoldN S5 w7 e
2 UrASd Ay A gE 29 ohz g5y
AvrEl 28 § HAFE A G ol o=
Azt Zol 7t ARATE E olE A FGe =ale
ALE A ReEE Hriste el g %
AHoAM T 9&E HA7IFE N FH A v
A7IFHE S =27 #alel ofs] s Feslz|
5l g rlste o] Add v, &
g eI A A7) lg v uy AgFes
A 53] HrpstgtH(Hymel, Bowker & Woody,
1993).

olg} e AT AAEL A7V gl ol
o8 #&HA Eile FAHE FAME 215 H

&d x71e) a5t v njX = 4 59

A AFot or, D AN #d 9y Fo
A £33 FEHE st 3ol W e AR
£ Yehlle Rold, ole W¢ Fulgle d7F
Ao, B APy e vay He Agat £2
&) ol F A ADTE Aol & AFeHA RaY)
Hoz HYPaY FRE s, A1yH 2 y)
A A Gl A &9 Pzt zelrt dex 9]

& &8l Aol & A7 9] Ao},

A, YA AEENE B3 FHEY e
F&o] Ha ApzF Aol MAEe 9% A
Bz §7] digol Eehe] Ay, 89 HAYo)
o= Ax A&E AUA 1 2L EAY $ ¢
A & dNA 157 ALEE BuiEe 3
T, FAEHE JeH g e e vased
ol ¥ bl Aol7} glch 2 44
ol FEEA 5 FPol Aty A& H oI
A s nEohE, o] 5 FHure] FAHe)
q4E&aEo] olgA & &3] 9w = de
HAolt},

iy e Pedo] B 2 d3 4
2, =G wH I de] g s Ao=w
el o ER2RE 49 Y A3xE B
At E3A 7] Wi o] Auto] thE Ao
FoAY davt vk @A EAHRRE wHwn
A HAGELS 4Ho] 714 vmw, Hlg Fof
Mx ot 7hE, AN, $dEua 2o vgs
wol 8t7] WEo 2y & ul3), Az e P35
4o A WM 1 A Y 2 £ E
AoZ o &5 7] oo}

AR, AtEEHHe g THo FEEE A3
= WS I AE ATBAE 2Fse A
E£5d & Avke Agde] ok &3 AH&R
Bl o 245 E Eale] 8%, T A
ol g7t A oby ¢ HAJFL W o] o
Ho] B AAE MAANA HEEE 5957 9
gt Zolth, J1gAul o] Wb e 53] LA UAY
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E%4 71540l U (Parker & Asher, 1993).
7V Folsle e W TR E AGde A, A
A g A ATE AP Ee AHde gE A
ojth, AApr} E&h 9] 48 (acceptance) & &% 3}
e Zolgtd, ¥a= 3 &4 (friendship) & &
A3t

MEH] SAED ol nEPo AFS
nXE dAaddezdE $FBAE L9
40 PRI # AFNA g LFUA
7} de7te] oR e 2 @A A, T 54
Azt A 1E5LE d&ss /K7 Wl
tH(Parker & Asher, 1993). webA o|F Aol
Me EHY FEHE EA A AEHUA(re
ciprocal) $+38AY] d44R ¢ 1 #wAY 2
(quality)ol tisir= 7 ZEAslojol & A
o]t},

olrigto g Fadel A3 AZA%(Social
Network)ell 213 B¢ (#K) E}olt}, dhgo A
Eo) s FAISHAG WA ohE @
AE T8 14ZE BALE 7 AYH gFeA
At £ HA Aol M ke WFH B
o APHog JdAHA & Holrh

Parker & Asher(1989)¢] €70 @2¥ =9
3t obF-§ UL g who|u dhatel] el k] @
2 7P A% A AE-E AYEA stded 2
& ubo] ofd & AFE AR AL 19| A
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This study was designed to identify the patterns of behavior, conflict resolution
strategy, loneliness, and delinquency associated with peer acceptance in early ado-
lescence. Second grade middle school male students (N = 454) were administered with
the following six measurements: positive and negative sociometric nominations, peer
behavioral assessment items, conflict resolution strategies, a loneliness and social dis-
satisfaction questionnaire, and a newly developed problem behavior questionnaire.
Results were as follows, First, peer perceptions of the behavioral correlates of five
sociometric status groups were found to reveal distinct profiles. Second, in terms of
conflict resolution strategies, the rejected and the controversial students were viewed
as using the anger retaliation strategy more than did the popular, the neglected, and
the average students, And the popular subjects were viewed as using a calm approach
to conflict resolution more than other subjects. Third, the neglected students were
found to report higher levels of loneliness. However, the rejected students did not dif-
fer on this dimension from the average status students. Finally, with regard to delin-
quency, the controversial and the rejected students were found to report higher rates
of antisocial acts, Results are interpreted in terms of peer acceptance and friendship
adjustment. Replication of the present findings with other samples is clearly needed.





