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Alsle] QQIEAMS Fall Ol A AAlellA A A Aol Fae} Hlwalglth =3 o Ak &
3k A77} 10 @ ofHe] o|Foll AL gl AA AT F<2 W= i A 3129elA FEw
A HAAKGSDHE I AAlsle] A AALe AelSdA Arel 3 vlae] e it} el A
A 2z, 91 Ak AT AIA A 3Tocial suppore scking), BA1Z4 THA (problem sobving), 3151
4 A (avoidance)®] 3891 -F27} ERl¥GITE 99l ooyt AA] Awwe g ity ml=
ety ek 2 A HAR] Fsl ol it diAlE o A vekgen, Ad=eet 7 ake] A=
g A 9 EE A AAIA AAlshs 71l H|Fo] £ =t vls i ) e B
Tl dsata oAl Aoz vttt gk e kel ek K-GsIe] A 412 %= Gonbach
aAg grol siglom a9l Hel diglx= A2t 90, 88, 6]k Heh, 319 At VA=
ofr W& Zlo® veht 29l dda I 7} diAAEY AeEHAS S gsint. ¢, <l
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97 gtk 232

ol F7fele] A3 Qe FRAC A

Moos, & Schaefer, 1996; Seligman & Csikszentmihalyi,
2000), ol we}, IS A FEHOE o
3k Al s olfod F SlE e
7R EAR B3 1 9Fs ofgeled 23]
wopa gk,

olgfgh Q1o Ag ¥ HFE P A W
g Aol BlE dix el sldoltt. tiA(coping) &
Mol 8 595 fAfse Aow Fride
WA - 97 27858 URde B2E xF, g
=4 w@og 2EY2A ARG AL vt
= 9 J1Ale olehelo] FekFolanan & Luzans,
1984; Moos & Schaefer, 1993). WhkA] o] okAl-&
Tgehe A g lle] Y 2=~ A4S 2
Aol el 7R a gl QA ohufst, ~E# A
Ao g7 AQl A= flal] Hasitia A|zsle
i 8 anm g8e ¢ Yva ek Ak
o] FoljIAS} #e H4HAQ FRE

wo2H JI%e] g 71A

= 2 =t Broody, 1995),
A TR BHIN dA P g
=
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THAldwin, 1985, 1994; Kim, 1994; Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984). & Fslol| wi} ZdE & Sl
2EY 2 9o FRAEA HAA diA FEs
& of g S e ARRE Aol g
& W opdz), AElE BEE F9 AN
doluh 72 At 2B AJge
2 olA Agke] Melo] dEgE ] Hrhs
o|tHAldwin, 1994). AAZ, A= & E3} 3
S dde® dix Fe Hlagk AFECA
E3olMe Fotiy] A& E53 diA %ol
PAAYG R, =, &9, ddT, 2=
, 1994; Hwang, 1977; Kim, 1994; Yue, 1994) 7*
A FEelga s Fahdrit 217] vE
olzet 7Y E §kddla vhe Azt ]
Byxo] ¢tH(Chang, 2001; Essau & Trommsdorff,
1996, McCarty & Weisz, 1999; Seiffge-Krenke &
Shulman, 1990).

olgA & v, v F31H wEE 7
H2Ee] A2 AR oR F7] flaiMe diA
P2 ofaldel glo] mfet FIA EAZ ¢
olielE =¥o] Faditt. 53], diA F5& ©f
dst=rl {AQl 7 FPeks tiA A
SHETO AY FE AT B3l APRIE
= ddes EFESHE] Wi, B3kt Bl
o} AQlE B vhE EsblA e AlElEA A
2 5 IEA AFdhs Lol Adgseiof It
4 AP ANSE diAe] 74 sdeld Ak
of B3t s T ARE EdlME
Agd 4 3leol #lEolok ofF EdE i
o] diA & oA Hlaska B}
g 4= 17| wjEolt} (Ager & Maclachilan, 1998;
Hobfoll et al., 1994; Parker & Endler,
Schwarzer & Schwarzer, 1996).
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gl L Sl M Amirkhan(1990)©] Ak A
Eg A A AZ ZIARA] (Coping Strategy Indicator:
AR er FHE dA Ak v J
& R FFEsheEA, o 7 A

Y& A5S 40 AT AE4E]
S AY =FH=TFE Hrhdlel JthAge &

Maclachilan, 1998; Amirkhan, 1994; Bijttebier &
Vertommen, 1997).

SEA g A HE F 3R A
7] Baa ARARA, 47 HEFOR o] Fo
A wle aRAEs A= o 3
A
A& Behdn dA HAD diA weE AR
& o] meh 33 gAE Hem (13 (H9] AL
Lot SUThEH 3@l ARSIt Rl 3
Alskd, atsl Aw e 2

el WA o NS,

el o P
ZYETE] T /W B B ol A5

How ARDonA, 1 ATt GRAY

ol A ERs A

[¢]
—~

>

o? U
N e
o
=

k)

] H(]-

%

(

o

=
o, offt
o
£ n

o
o
ki
B
%
B

|

N,
TR

J
o o
o

>

N] SN
Mo o
b=
y=o
s

i
e
"

i BN i q
i
]
)
o

5
[e}
3,
o,
e
p=A

¢

m[oéo[ol—(ﬂf[rﬂg_&rﬂloﬁﬁj
IS}
o9,

o

o

s
>
?ﬂ
Hu
>

M2k HAHCoping Strategy Indicator)2| ElEs} &7

4 4% dgAow DRI BRTE 43
Aoz J¥d Wi P Asddn. ol

Amirkhan-2 o]2{st F3+4 wH2 reils
A Fees MSA Fold & e T
B B HFE AN o5 Al A
P2 HE BE OX TEs dysiA 22
St it sl ofEAI, ARl ~Ed
22 g oisf Zicle]l Y 4 = 7184
A F2E Wl AT (Amirkhan, 1990). 2~E ¥
22 oA Ak AARRelA ANgE EAlE F4

(problem solving), 3] =4l(avoidance),
A| F-social support seeking) & HFE=
A AT GYgeld FEHer FelHo & B4
A - M52 (Folkman & Lazarus, 1980), 3]3]-4
Roth & Cohen, 1986), 52 t#2 hAHALE
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Ao g wole Whggd tiE PHE HF ol F
& = Sk rRmte s g e gee A
At also] golst AAZ ol Ro] ZH T
24 2Bz A Aek BT D G

2 FHolekn & & gt
%0l ~EG A A A DA} A —E;}
a4, 39, ARA AR 571

01‘— ]
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A A AT ~Eg s e E g
e 22 Qe A 7IAY] TE B2
wo] gtou, oot 3 de] EEHm 9l
= M 2B diA ] AEA] (Ways of
Coping Revised: WOC-R; Folkman & Lazarus, 1985)
3 COPE(Caver et al, 1989)9}] H]il AA7-ollAM=
JAAES Wl felvl@ ARAE nelow
W, 1 AEgEs SHePE} A5 b g
UHClark & Bormann, 1995).
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CISS, Endler & Parker, 1990)2 = 1%
FHES Ao g golRAe Axl 9
Wl AN T BAF A9 34
37]’7<] O}HXJE }—E = A L}': % 487H94 —E‘
gq —5;}14245011/\1 433, AT
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T A a9 EFUAE € AAPE ARG
Tl HlFo] A Egitt. wik WA FxE
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A Aol 7} a9l A= Ao ofd J
= VA=A dothy] Sl dHEHEAE AA|
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Scree Plot

Eigenvalue

183 5 7 9 11131517 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33

Component Number

T2 1. sh= thEM Eeke| Scree AARE D

Scree Plot

Eigenvalue

183 5 7 9 11131517 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33

Component Number

J8 2. O|= Cfsd Zcte| Scree ZARZD)

S

AR ke 41.6%, 43.2%% AWela Jdon]
2] Ak Anlz I 1, 2] AXE 9

'

A% w4 A

@ ojghat vl dslel) 27 el
A4 A2F ZAEA] (Coping Strategy Indicator: CSDE
AN Axt 97Ake] 89] PR dAEHE, A
37 A2 7, FAAME T4 tiA 339 F4
el 3890S = 5 IS H= A



ARl A/ AEYA ChA| M2F AN Coping Strategy Indicator)2| BNz ¢35

E 1. 0|32 tEME ooz MASE AE|A CiA X 2. 5= OISMME oMoz MASE AERA CfY
ek AR (CShel 2oIZH(N=312) ek AAHK-Csh el eoldH(N=279)
23} 2911888 8202PS)  L2A3AV0) =g RQ11EsS)  LA2PS)  L2A3AVQ)
239 856 (.799) 057 031 239 803 125 -078
129 799 (.744) 122 000 ] 784 024 071
24 766 (.609) 231 -.005 249 783 144 -071
319 749 (.714) 194 -075 143 782 085 023
7H 748 (711) 029 -052 73 767 055 040
199 733 (.702) 018 091 319 698 172 104
i 729 (.707) 087 -170 123 654 110 087
143 729 (715) 160 -054 sH 612 200 074
329 728 (.732) 154 -.041 199 567 074 -.086
259 G668 (.625) 150 -059 329 566 -022 -279
5H 641 (.674) 009 -020 259 554 163 132
17d 048 759 (750) 023 17d 035 755 091
9 029 684 (.650) -.044 3 -018 747 062
299 041 G81 (737) -097 159 091 719 048
33t 09 676 (715) -180 333 118 693 076
159 092 667 (.675) -051 299 197 676 050
169 114 606 (673) 126 163 071 673 -.049
s 050 598 (.650) 006 9 108 673 -092
209 052 546 (.587) -.065 209 137 650 097
3 135 517 (682) -057 8 045 638 -057
119 155 S11 (.580) 023 113 047 580 027
23 114 429 (.682) 053 29 219 493 -014
139 -.068 -.042 735 (.583) 219 243 003 609
109 023 064 637 (.637) 28 -215 -.065 581
279 018 o7 632 (.603) 109 -.025 259 498
30H -279 051 599 (.588) 261 -106 -039 498
219 -1.99 -.006 581 (643) 41 -.004 121 497
269 011 037 578 (486) 30 373 -082 481
29 -.045 -033 532 (481) 279 146 -099 459
289 011 086 S01 (.500) 24 029 023 445
18 -077 -172 463 (479) il 044 106 444
49 117 -175 396 (473) 134 210 -158 420
6 051 -.103 358 (.469) 183 066 038 286
A (eigenvalue) 7.180 3.667 3429 A (eigenvalue) 6.967 4.058 2.705
A (9) 21.758 11.112 10390 A %) 21111 12.297 8.196
THHAE (%) 21.758 32.870 43.260 TR (%) 21111 33.408 41.605
F. 23 ke A AL Coping Strategy Indicatop] £
Ql Rale
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E 3. sf9HEY 28 ye
AN AE | 5 u &
23 | Ao O Fale] Aol Yo EE SRS £ee PEEat
1| 7S ARSI 23S golsdauint
24 | FIAREI AR WAL 5 g P del 291S Fasiayrt
oloprlahs Aoy ARG weeltd wgo] I Aolehs Aztow thE AYE
AsA || o) gt A Aol el oleb] b
AR BAle) gel ek Aol ARl Yolzdl mgo] H7] wlre] ke A€l 7t
T Ae 24 A8 doplaayrt
ot | 3| ATHHEES mee wesgiaut
wppore | 12| AT AAENA ZAlel ch@ Ao} FeAgel dhal gelad sy
seeking) 5 & AFEEe] ate $12Y olEle TEE HolEAFUt?
19 | 71%80] Yol %2 7] dal 7he Algteld ARIE Folzkaizh
2| BAS b A of= Algso] B4 Al dal A HIAIA G715 vlalgU
s | S EAE AR FeEEC] GAE el TG Azd e W 23 el
EAHUN
17| o X A& AUA wlee] AL AUEU
3| B @1 Ager] Ad 7bsd dANe B gzd ugkausb
15 | BAAEE w2z 8 2ad AL A48 Bekuste
sqea | B | $EH0R ATelucke BANAE S AT A% AL Asn w2
e 29 | A4S sds 1 =HeisU Tt
16 | BAE dds= mE S A2aaUp
(problem | 9 | et wiols-S Aels] AEeB Gk}
oing) |90 | 2 AN gl AL A7) el BAS del gn AFHow Rusugiyh
§ | BAE g2 g8 oW BES AGUD
1| E9E9 B4 82 W] 2 Wz gkl ARE Rtz
2 | BAE A0@ dae] g8l 2 49 oA gesasui
21| gz ARES SgsUb
2% | Mol 9gle] SR B AN S FAASGEUT
0| 9 £ ug 2y 2T du s
26 | WA Wk FEARN] § o7t
B A guskein e e 2oz SRlsk
T | Asel 94 g B UMESAS AEsUp
oidaney | 27| Al oA el & A7 dhe B WA
2 | BAE ] g8l Arly 22 B0 ERAS7
6 | EAZF AAlE et ok 24 WA o n WEUA
13| WA BT Ex WuE Akl H Bk
15 | WA e A o ol ukzp
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v AA US4 Ik Amirkhan(1990) ©] AF]H 27| %—? 9 A=
oMk Y HAE Hugd A E‘—E’r |
stel M Mo "W 2FER| oft}h. B:gt oF ok RielA ﬂu% A A
s ARSIE A2 7 FAENE %ﬁ oA 3}
4 VL ANG 2t a9 Ao B 9 AR A4} wl e, a2
EEWAs @3t v OEy Al 2 alg A% A AN FES e f3E B
HAw A Hat 2 BF dxE 1 ool AAE 29
of g wleh R} 2B oA A% Al
o] ol HIF 1 E o, s digAT va ol Shel AT Mot olF SAEE SMnte| A
Gy A9 BE pEomNE 1 YaHed ¥
FAL P WE W 9ee & 49 AR ST A @ ek gud v g
ool 2Edz X A Al B8] A 4 HS mRelA] shdwt vl A, 4 Sl
A4 qhEe] A= dishy P viE sty A AT $ASE 54 W wlekES g,
oA AR 7 A8 ¢ JSE B QT BATH EAdo] 7 3 Ao = 4
Tk B 78 HR 30 ek A% Ae F AP & ATHEY] Yete 2dAe] Bajo] HAIHNH
A% Ax F7 ASRRAAT W ol ov) 94 B ) B4 AN Yol B
Shz Aol7h Uehizd] o] 9N 9 A AR AF, A FoA vl a9 AR Ye
2 7. 204 SIHE Mo gt EFEEAL
fel i s -
A} w2k =} Uz}
2411 2143 2673 22.80 23.0
AbE A ZA] =
= S (5.14) (491) (5.31) (5.92) 5.0
2361 2381 25.20 24.99 260
AEA A =
52 58 A (489) (4.36) (439) (459) (5.0)
1951 20.33 19.18 19.83 19.0
7/\1 Z
25 S i (3.86) (3.93) (4.18) (4.79) (4.0)
.8 g3 (o: N=204 ¢ N=75) ulE OIEM (©of: N=223 @ N=89) () e EEYR
E 8. s E B2l Mxjof| cistt AZ Znt
a3 By vl e
F fo% AT =D v & F fol= AT =D v &
AV A AA] F=F 582 277 000 409 310 000
FAAE A 391 277 117 976 310 697
g3 4 076 277 755 029 310 237
F. 3= e o] - N=204 % N=75) o= ofEbA (o) N=223 Y N=89)
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AIA] (Coping Strategy Indicator: CSI, Amirkhan, 1990)
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A Validation Study
of Coping Strategy Indicator(CSI)

Hae-Jin Shin Chang-Dai Kim

Seoul National University

The purpose of this study is to investigate the cross-cultural validity of the Coping Strategy Indicator(CSI) that is
regarded as a promising coping measure for its psychometric robustness. For this, the present study was conducted in
two stages. At the first stage, CSI was translated from English into Korean. Differences between the original version
and the re-translation were compared in order to improve the quality of the Korean translation. At the second stage,
the factor structures of the CSI in Korean and American students were compared with the published factor structure
of the CSI. The subjects were 279 Korean students from 6 universities and 312 American university students. Korean
students were asked to complete Korean version of CSL And American students completed the original version of the
CSI. Exploratory factor analysis was performed through principal components analysis with varimax rotation. Internal
consistency was examined by Cronbach «. subscale intercorrelations, mean scores, standard deviation, and relationship
to demographics were estimated as well. The results of this study are as follows: First, factor analysis in both the
Amnerican and Korean samples yields a dear three-factor solution with the same factor structure as found in the
original study of CSI validation. Three factors are social support seeking, problem solving, and avoidance. In the case
of the American sample, 43.3% of the total variance is explained by three-factor solution, while 41.6% in the case
of the Korean sample. Second, intemnal consistency coefficients for the three subscales of the CSI range from .67 to
92 for American and Korean students. Cornbach a coefficients are high for both social support secking and problem
solving and moderately high for avoidance, which is a similar pattern with that of original version of CSI. Third,
intercorrelations between subscales are very low. Only the low correlation between social support seeking and problem
solving is significant for both the American and Korean samples. Forth, mean scores and standard deviations for
female and male students on each of CSI scales were compared with norms established through the initial CSI
validation study. Results show that all cases belong to the criteria defined as 'average' by original version of CSIL
Fifth, the relationship between the variables such as age, gender, and scores on the three scales of the CSI was
examined. As in the original study of CSI, only social support secking was influenced by gender for both American
and Korean students, with females relying more on this coping mode than males

Key Words : coping, Coping Strategy Indicator(CSI), culture, cross-cultural validation
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