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flovl, ool mshe 4w ol EyEel
TEAoZ 7Wtsln v FE 22 (common

Miller, Wampold, &
Hubble, 2010; Frank & Frank, 1991; Wampold,
2001). ”‘%JQL?J_ A WA el Agat
Wl aela #AMRIeR BREeH o] A
28915 71eH ARATl 1Y Fa8 9
F& uAE s9e YA Ldolth Auws)
Lambert(1999)= AMPATF A5 =33l F,
Aegstel 0w AR WEA 2 A 919
A3E B AEE & dvan sk w3
Wampold2001)=  AFetA 7}l -5 Uﬂ B
oA A B WA W), T We,
719, f1ekadhe] Aue 3%l E3si,
Fe ﬂ%‘%x} 52 A 94 el

)l

Aol g A3l g Fad o
& vAs WA= et e |
AL olAZMA| e At o] BN TP F
AlE 1 Y& WHolo|thBohart & Tallman, 2010).
2y S S WSk FATE WAl
& ez BAg + de

02
KL F\
o g

=
>,
)
oX o
”
|

> 8 1%
il
o
a0
o

1991), e ol A
¥l FEFe ﬂlil—t—
THJoyce & Piper, 1998).
1 7= HJ“‘XEE stolg AEs &

:LX4 7(4 o]

& Asbeel U H9 s Wl
o, FRATL o8 A olE 2 AWE A

=
Sot=ikel gaglel diFEe AdHA A
Al g3k mR|= o
(Orlinsky, Ronnestad & Willutzki, 2004).
Greenberg, Constantino®} Bruce(2006)+= A&
of tigh WAt 7t ddd Wd A=
= AelatA, WEAe] 7IdE A«
gt 7]t} (expectation of irnprovement)”@r “I 2
ol thet 7] H(expectation about the process
of therapyy 2 RRALT AL AHS %)
Applol Fobd Aolghe o F7] ti(prognostic
expectation)@] HHH =~ Txle= AAdzEA 4
g ggel 2ol 5 49 7z A I

H
23 TEL

gta & ¢ Sl oleldt WiEAke] 7|l of
5t 25 dHo| Goldstein (1962)% A|<H3E v}
AthEH AL ©o1FZ, 1990). °|& T 53] 4
ST gk 7, & dwel ARt e
Aolgte 7de dedd 2 e /by &
o] =5 Ao diEo] He AFoA F
st FHud Wdelth. WeEAbEe] ZdEel
Y7 IS Aolga Zlgste A gl
el o SAQ HEE A wHa, e

el AAE 7T AF5Her Folde
M (Abouguendia, Joyce, Piper & Ogrodniczuk,
2004) FFA o7 FAHAC A AHE A&
Aolgta o dd 4 Sl

ey uiEAke] ARt dig et
A ARIE A5 Y AFEddAe
dad A3rE yEhgA @t 243 4

52 /B3 Arnkoff, Glass, 231
002 127§ A7l A AE, 70
AT Ed 2d3s, 2 JA 74
AFANE Fefnlst A7 JertA &tk
3 B3}t T8 Noble, Douglas®} Newman

Shapiro
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RYE - EHE S HER] U 7ioiet X

(2001)-— Lﬂlﬂ—;q.,] AR=

5S AgHer 53 43, 2
‘”* WL A B Re SE
APUE S ARERE, e
e 2AA AIE d2a= Aoz
Wb ey olF AFEdMe Hdwz
A72 Holttn Buskdth ooz
Z4e] Aol Tt 7|tk AEAd T 7l H)
A A7} VERIE o] 8= AA), i
3 7o) Ao o] AFult} th=r
o Zol (= P ] } 3, 1990),

A4 o] % 7+ BAZ wets g
Helo] Sle 7}—0—/‘3 wjFolgtm B 4 9
ol Joyce®} Piper(1998)= WHALS] R
gk 7o} ng_ A aizte] BAS woh
AAR ez £4 a7t vk A vt

v o,

o
(Greenberg, & 2006). & 2}
gk 7ot HE Aaddtete] dAS il
3 Rolekm AHgere A% Ale 59 2
o] Aol AAZ H13 AFE(Constantino,
Arnow, Blasey & Agras, 2005; Dearing, Barrick,
Dermen, & Walitzer, 2005; Patterson, Uhlin, &
Anderson, 2008)} i3l = Izt 7H
o] FAol AAEZS Hpd JAFEMHorvath &
Symonds, 1991; Martin, Garske, & Davis, 2000)°]]
=278t Stk

wA ARA s deddelel #AE
AR, e IE Aol WEAket
22k g9 A A s vehie A

S Jneef BANIM Xzsdel o7zt

O Z(Horvath & Bedi, 2002, p4l) A
Syolv] Wale] Brades e Ut
(Horvath & Luborsky, 1993; Horvath & Symonds,
1991). =wo] AL ZHAR AYE Jdde=
PRI EUIE R T
ololgle F7(Safran & Muran, 2000)3} Frjo]
el 74 ANAQ EFA quineessential
integrative variable)”2+= F3H(Wolfe & Goldfried,
1988, p.449, o178l AE3], 2009904 A<
o Zulo] ZAAQ AIAYE o 25t 3
A7 RIS e A AA A
B A% 509 Beg 29l ol
Aol #FHAAS EQI3E Horvath®t Symonds
(19D 1593t o] ozl &) AF5= vE
Ha A, 2 A7eN Agd Fel )
]

, #75“1 7, —f—%‘}

] 5<] Ja)_;g Euﬂr_ /\h:ué J,]_.A

A vehdtt
7, 2002).
o2 Weate] el gk 7ot &
Wrle] #AE ol2Hor AvEw, yHEx
7F el dal =& 7IdE & w, eIy
ol B ¥ol(engagementsts] ¥, WS 9fel
A &A 0 2 =& (persistence)5FA BOoEX F
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BE =4 Zolgta o3 4 g ThDearing,
Barrick, Dermen, & Walitzer, 2005). ©]2]3} W&
2ke] Aol Wigk 7ldieh sH 3te] dAlE

= A7E ddl dEAer HeE vk 3l
T}, Patterson, Uhlin¥} Anderson(2008) “3%
of g WaAte] dgel digk 7ot 33]
7] A% 43 9 e dAE Mg A
o A IgelMe] Ao g At =
< 7Ide A8A 99 Ad@EAA A
=) ZFol FelstAl 7]
t}. E3F Connolly Gibbons,
Cris-Christoph, de la Cruz, Barber, Siqueland, 71
2]l Gladis(2003)& AR z7]el WeEAke] &
Hell gk 71t SAstaL 2371, 123]7] &
Wate] BAE BN A3 2] AT A
o U At felvd BEde et
1 H3ith H]S28}A Constantino, Arnow,
Blasey 9} Agras(2005)% W@Ake] Aol thsh
ek 271, 571 &9 el o3 34
AL &S AASA S, Al-Darmakist
Kivilighan(1993)%  Wigztet Azl e
et Z1ti7E e, ARk Aze] A 84
FHH frog ddgE BY W opdeh o

soksl 2H, Jsh 4easskel BAE o
A7 e PANEE Hole i, e
71t 4, 7] Heste 717}

et g aete] BAE FHol wiNE
Aolgte 7HE& ol er St &
gk ool 2 A dFEdA e WEAe]
el tig 7t At niAle dFe §
Bol mifgdtte 7MdS ARACRE A
WteE FAlolth Joyce, Ogrodniczuk, Piper$t
McCallum(2003)= 63%¢] A4lat Jas e
WEAES dde2 A4 3ARMS A
sto] Wdake] el g 7zt A
E fFYHl dSsteAE EAen 1 4
I o] tigk e T AEA
o folgk #AVE e AeE UEia, A
Ha TN e FIgE S

=)

off

=
Ak

003)& =eldlA] trh Agdne
e welol A, AgaTld] 1
7

g JEFE MAE Aer Hole FTUE F9
A AT dFe MAle Aom A Wl

2)
E A3 AF2E Meyer, Pilkonis, Krupnick,
Egan, Simmens®} Sotsky(2002)¢} Abouguendia,
Joyce, Piper®} Ogrodniczuk(2004)2] A+=E
T ol A7 AQdE B A
ARl X524 FHo] e tig 7|
g3t Atelol A izl HEde & Aolet
S Baron¥} Kenny(1986) A x| wha} %
Aok 3 A3 WA el g 7
7b A dtel mAE GaFelM Frol

>

g
2

=
©

o orfr o ool oap

N
o af

—

1
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Q7 - a8 / DRl A 7Ithet AN NS MTrete] BoIA Xl2SBe o2t

Lo o

Tl EE ks &, gk Addd o 53%, JHEEA 155%, dJABAEA 173%,
g 7de FEACE el Tl Z A/ANEA, AAEA 04%, AESTEA
ST fogt IS vHTn Euss 07% R 88% 18]l BF-gHol 45.8%%
o ey o] A7 5 2AE AY W o fER AEE e WEAe 8riem,
FAEE Wz S AUMeyer 5, 2002) o] FEARl e WEAE 1HEU
ol FEA F7F wi§- Aol(Abouguendia, 5, °1E] MR 7= 14873]7]6D = 9.80,
2004) A7AIAE dwrsteled ool o We = 200t AEAES A ds
o EE dRetsle ARt AATe] de AW

nebA B dge APdTEe] ol8H, 4 A 95%elx, diErdRIEe] EdAel 5%
2 AAde wel FEAe] dig Zdiz vk AEAEe] duAdEe 890d D =
AR mAE e A8A Tl vl 649, WS = 23009, HHolE 3873 Al
N Aot e d77HE A4k, o158 @ 6D = 827, W9 = 26503tk 42 et
T AT TIARE S AFET A AT F 5w, AAEY 6%, Sl
UH7HEJ+—“— SR TS Al(Why)  34% 01913, Azl &L FAAE 20%, A&

< AYAHw FFE FEAE AWt o 7%, AA-BF 5% ATLE 2%, FIA
E(Baron & Kenny, 1986; Frazier, Tix, & Barron, Aol 66%% Tt
2004), ©] A< A FoF ARH TE
8902 FRWE ALl ARl U 7 &7
EH7]' gH Ah:MthE b:o]__x]a j]g_xj‘ Eug

5
dlehe WAE AMEA) AETeRA ARe A% 4% ET

QA H AT dE oldlE =Y F e FHEIE S8l #fste] Outcome
Aolgta 73} Questionnaire-30(0Q-30:  Vermeersch, Lambert,

Burlingame, 2000)< AF2-3}3ITE 0Q-308 A
AHeTE 7P del AHgEE =7 F sk
Al 0Q-459] AE =g gd® el HERt
o] Wzl tigk =S AR A A
T EHAREE Fo7] #fs] 1ok Ap|En
A 3} = o] t(Ellsworth, Lambert, Johnson,

184 oA Aol uiwkal 284W(od A} 215, ¥ 2006; Hatfield & Ogles, 2004). 0Q-30 & Wjgt
2463, T O FHAF 48R} 39, FA AF A2 25 ol T 39 HlA Adet
5] Aol Aoz Fosiah. ez QW FAY 72 I o FHA =

ISIC;

a1

So HvolE 26676D = 822, WS = B TPy & DA, T2 A}
1853A0 2, e nE ssw, Ul @S WA wEaTh) 91 © A
585%, e 176% HeAEGD] 151% o A S, o ANF Lot FrE 2
Ak WEAES] TAEAL AWA BAl 84 2T 4 23S ¥ dAE A=
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tlo
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oo 9 e
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_QL'

H
2

dejel 0301—-%6@ 2
AR el Sle ol sl AREAE 44
E AL = 9A43] g2, 4 =A< =7t}

_,d
I
m
rlo
>

E

A% ael Bel e
WA ARG S Telw A A

4 29, A 29, AR 291
A AZ Bl U dolw, o], B4 A
A Sl sl Bkt 23, o o) F43)
& £33 gk A7 A 849S
ez ANG w7 B FAEE A4
HA el 0Q-30(pre-0Q0] 94313, F¢4 =4
95, HATA 54, KA A 7601
o FAA 0Q-30(post- OQ)— AAREG] 952
zom Bug 94 dABA @ ARA 98
3ol 7601t} 0Q-302 Symptom Checklist

90, Beck Depression Inventory, Inventory of

Interpersonal Problems, 12]31 Social Adjustment
Sale E3e] ATANE ol FABIES

ZA A B} )l TtHLambert, Hatfield, Vermeersch,
Burlingame, Reisinger, & Brown, 2001). 2 A3
o] -} Bagozzi®} Edward(1998)2] #|<le] whzl,
FAHEE pre-OQS} post-OQ ZHzte] 3 =W
F2 7 0Qa0d 3 gleelEe Be W4
£ Agadr.

A8 TY =7

Bordin(1979)°] A<k A8 &9 Na& =
As7] Yl NEHE WAIHorvath & Greenberg,
1989)2] =9kl Working Alliance Inventory —
Short Form(WAI-S; Tracey & Kokotovic, 1989)
& AHESIT. WAILSEH mRZRA 2 1233
WALSE X84 A9 o

37 &

10

2R @ folel “AEA UE Be 5
2o] gtk ST & Al o 5o
©. “h BAE Adshed mgol 9, el
A U} alok & Q5 lal A U
Aol Zth), aga (© ZFo| I 9
@, RSt e Az GOIR ZEE 9
ws Qg 2 Bge 7 DA Am0
= A8 2¥x g, 7 = G aZh Ao
SHIES Hof glom], HeHEde 12843
olm, Wi} B&EE U e B uk
gt} o] e Folz} 284M S Yo E
=79 YA FAEE AAEgo] 9301 3}
9 gozE U7l 77, T U B9
2]

e Fol7b 89t
Busseri2} Tyler(2003)= WAIS} WAILSS] 73}
S 8RIMFES Hluwste] B2 dAEE B
18+ 0 ™, Horvath®} Symonds(1991)+ T}HE
A 2 ARETFEHRY] BAE HEFOEN
A EEEE gHsgth B dAFdMe
WAI-S9] 33}9] 291 X*"“é = A
o] 3 ST E ARSIt

3 E3H

4 ATl g =T

Fisher, Jome, ZL2]3l Atkinson(1998)2] 7 2]<]
7] Z%3ko] Kim, Ng, 123 Ahn(2005)¢] -9
A A}-8-3F Expectation for Counseling Success(ECS)
g Agsigitkel. “gel feldtn B

). 5 Bor FAY ECSE 44 YAE F
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RYE - EHE S HER] U 7ioiet X

230 = A9 334 9 4 = g 23
thel gdshE® Hof glow], A4 0
Ao 204 Aololth. 457} £S4% 4
Aol o WERel e 7o w g,

Kim 5005914 B3ud WA =E .
om, o] AN FHolat 284S tFC

o]
SN
xR

@ WHGASE stk o] AP B
SR 7 gk Al gAEse 5 SPus
2 Agsgn

A}

2007 99 H-E 20101 39 Atolell, &
A AEE e AT Fol FEAET o5
w7 e Zole WEAE A A
de T o FME welkth At
o WEAE EFoA A75HE g &
ko, Ao Fdste e AT
AT B F AEAE Folgtont o

Al dde

Ae

o] ZolslA] Fe yHAts= AR 11.29%
fow, Aol FAaA @e ol FuA

=°] o] WEAES 7ol AY 27|52 7t
sAol woha Adeily] et WieEAk
B JA49de 71 Aol A75ATH 4
7 0Q-30, ESE P AEAlE A3
on, 33]7] FoE WALSE, 1gja 43
71dlE 0Q-30% oAl AHdeisitt. A sFWe

E Jneef BHANIM A2SY2

OH7H =1t

ARZI] F, 3537]0 F2 FA4EH o]u9|
Fol Aol 7MY #-bo| Eohe FHI

(Horvath, 2000), -2 X3JHG-E(e.g., Patterson,
5, 20082 Fasle] 33]7] Fof WAIE A
Sttt AFAAH HEo] FHAWEAREAA
BT A5 WIS Hosly o] Hazw 28
A At F 35089 A5 T FTAA
0Q-30(post-OQ= A/d kA % 66'8(18.86%)

|

Of

=

=

o A5F AL HF 284%] A= B4
o ZF=ATh
ZHEMY

yeEzkse] Agd 34 A4=E Y=
pre-OQE EAWFRE AMgsla, 7det A3
(post-0Q) Atel& FHe] mi7fsle RS A
ettt 27 1o AAg vpe} o] FiEwj
NEsE epdle 9283, 7

ol &
o 2
>
<
2
in

OQZ 7t& =R “a"8 022 1

F< vlasisick

7= SA

S|
=

of X3t 147)

N\
o
rE
S
il
lo,
i)
|\

M

pre-OQ



H &L 0~53%9ch WRgS AZs] 9
3 AFE3E AMOS 5.0004 A& 285 F34
o2 tF+ full information maximum likelihood
(FIML) H2}5 AF8-5} tHSchlomer, Bauman, &
Card, 2010). 12]3L Wil &FHe] Fo= HSS
913 FE2E 3 (bootstrapping) A 2ol A =,
SPSS 15.09| 4] Expectation-maximization(EM) '
S Agdled A2AE AAD Ang AHEd)

ANAET pre0Qst Fe
B Alslg o
o frelvlagn RE Zgusse
WEsh 247} 29 78 WA egkon
SAAE Agar] B B AR Sl
A g Aoz TolE Q) tH(West, Finch, &
Curran, 1995).

Aok EMzALR S ASA7F e dAsge] 4 EY 2y AT
T BE SN 1000l oH, Bt
EFAAE oA Ueteth 147 S TEEYS AFs] Ao g4 el
T B, FFUA 28 BEE £ 1 A2 A S RIS A S5 HAnderson
1.2 e 7F A, g ¥ 2FER
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Pre-OQ
L tiIEA TR G402 L13% Q7R Q7R Q0% _14% 08 -1l 42wk 5ok 3@Eek
2. F9A B9 e (A I A B UL S L UL L R CE Ve
3. AbE A 9@ 06 -15% o1 -22kEE LpwkE L12% 05 - 11 A4Q0FEE 35w 43k
71
4. B3 1 AQwes fgris 3qmer 30mer]S% J6ex 10 -01  -02  -03
5. B39 2 B I L N L e i (L) LTS [ S L
6. ¥ 3 SUwk gLk Q7R 3k 3GEEE 3k g%k s
7. B34 STHIE TR Ok 3]sk Dk Dok )7k
8 #3 s Blsk gk Qi Q@i L DGRk L D7
b
9. B Tl @i 3 3k )ik
10. T}HA| 2%k _Dgwk _ DThwE D5k
1. & -3k DGR g
Post-OQ
12. 84 B 83k g5k
13. oA N
14. AL3]A A4
M 1679 5740 1535 378 355 348 359 353 2258 2238 2187 3932 1240 11.26
SD 427 1478 388 42 55 62 59 59 374 405 415 1383 394 362

2 N=284. % < 05. *p < 0L *%p < 001
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7RG - EHE S HERS] U Zioiet AX HE Jnfete| TANIM XzsYe

OH7H =1t

& Gerbing, 1988). 282 A3 comparative approximation(RMSEA), ~12]3L Standardized root-

fit  Index(CFI),

root-mean square

error

of  mean-square residualSRMR)S AF&-31$3T}h CFIx=

B SE Z B
Pre-OQ
1. el A 1.00 0.75
2. FHAEAYS 4.46 0.27 16.54%%% 0.96
3. AlslA 9 1.04 0.07 15.52%%% 0.85
71
4, 731 1.00 0.56
5. £3 2 2.01 0.22 .37k 0.85
6. %3 3 2.26 0.24 9.40% 0.85
7. 23 4 1.63 0.20 8.06+#* 0.64
8. %% 5 1.38 0.19 7.2G%%% 0.55
o)
9. &1 1.00 0.77
10. 2}A) 1.29 0.08 16.20%%% 0.92
11. 5t 1.28 0.08 1592 0.89
Post-OQ
12. FHAEAT 1.00 0.98
13. il 0.24 0.01 23,113k 0.88
14. 1314 9 0.24 0.01 24.74%% 0.84
Z N = 284. *=#% < 001
¥ 3. EHZHO| FARHTSZ Al
A A 1 2 3 4
1. Pre-OQ — -.23%% 17 SYAch
2 7]q] _ 4oxE% BE i
3. 5% — -36G%H
4. Post-OQ —

FON=284. % < 05. %% < 01 *% < 001,
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950]4, SRMR .06°]|3}, 18]3 RMSEAE .06
olgtold F& Y AYEE Yelle Ao
2 EtHHu & Bentler, 1999). EX 23}, =35
o 68, N = 284) = 144.67 , p < 001,
CFI 1.00, RMSEA .06(95% confidence
interval{CI}: .05, .08), SRMR = .07%2 =& A3t
T5 Yo} Byo] #&E Ut

=% ”?'5491 SRJAAF} FAMSE T
e & 29 F 39 AABINY 2 A=
7F g2 A71o] AREELZ] wEel 0Q-309]]
3t Y ngo IS A5 Ay, 24
2o FUAol AAEHAJTK (T3, N = 284)
= 15159, p < .00, CFI = 1.00, RMSEA =

062, TLI = .99). WebA pre9} post-0Q2] .91
Ass A ngagtt SHAUFEL
As7h B% SAHCR folneidngs
00D), AAHASE 7ke] ABE g = 015259

A felrlslA. WA pos0Q, 71, £

OO

=

<

149.59, p < .001, CFI 1.00, RMSEA =
.06 (95% confidence interval[CI}:.05, .08), SRMR
07). 28y 27 104 e A3l gk
ZIHA post-0QE 7k A& “ame] AlFe

Eﬁwoi frojmlskA] sty @, A=

5 002 13T gtRIl Sy
QA - F2 AFE=E HERIITH 72
N = 284) = 15159, p < .001, CFI = 1.00,
RMSEA = .06 (95% confidence interval{CI}:.05,
08), SRMR = .07). YEF} 2= 2’5 A

& IR S Hlmsy] $ FtolAs At
AZAD, A (1, N = 284 = 200, p > 05
2 F RY Aole FAHCE fon|stA|
okolomg r,Ho 23 @E AHAgE ¢

of W3

>
rr nSL |

Shrout ¢} Bolger(2002)7} —i,—iﬂ:}

AT REARS o83 10007]¢]
B8A A Lozl Ht wiyfEIE -12
omn 95% 21| T A -12.34 oA -2.959]
HAZ 02 gomz, 054FA
WAESE FAdeE frevsg HE
Ry 435 a9 20 AAsit

=

=

ES R

43w

a2 AN pre0Qe] FAUFELS 4
SAMTEd o8 2 SHHAAL = F U
o}
izt HES 25 722
a9 19 FWol 7Idiek A3 AlolE F
Aste R3S dAEe 2%, RS w¢
F& AR=E YeERIATH (71, N = 284)
_ D4k
pre-OQ
_48***
a8l 2. F

T N=284. *Fxp < (001

O
o
o

Y
i)
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87 - us] / HERie] AR TlHet AR

Wezkel Aol tigh 7
skel AAANM WEAZE A 23
I uH7H 9gd& & Aolge /M
ZA A7 ;L}_aobq/\lusi
a%-o—}om ket 284S
lEHE‘r 3

o
ol
oL

o

S

b
)
offl
o

(e}

H
=
oy
ESL

o, %

fo & oHr omlo X o

AN 9% Ao S oA AAe

2 J9YE AgaAE e Aoz U

Ehdeh. T e, Ak st mAE o
<

o} o2fg éﬁr A5 s wEds
AFAE =9 ﬁaﬂﬁ:rlg(Abouguendia, Joyce,
Piper, & Ogrodniczuk, 2004; Joyce, Ogrodniczuk,,
Piper, & McCallum,2003; Meyer, Pikonis, Krupnick,
Egan, Simmens, & Sotsky, 2002)%} FA}gH Az}
2, A7 WEAE B ohyd S o
SAEE el 0@ Auot 3RAse 8
A wdomn 47 A3 9% He
= ¢ F vk 2 AT dFEddME o

284 Tl FEMAEAES Uehid

ol Ao

v a7 Gt aest e A, W
A A AT, BAL Wik 2
o ARA UL

A AFE(Duncan, Miller, \Y/ampold &
Hubble, 2010; Wampold, 2001)0] FE-aH=
ASoltt oo BERE] ofd AT

AEE Mnpeto| BEA0A] X 2Se| o7& D}

O O

g7} AjF o2 §3Kabsolute efficacy)”} $
= Ae] Wek ol A A3k gl
F I (relative efficacy)S FE X FEA QAL
g el AA ek ozl A=A
59l oA Sk 218 vk

Aot

g, B Aol Ashe feuet 4a 3
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Mediating Effect of Working Alliance in the relationship of
Client’s Counseling Expectation and Counseling Outcome

Sung-Kyung Yoo Nan-Hee Sohn

Department of Psychology Ewha Woman’s University

The purpose of the present study was to examine the mediating effect of working alliance on the relation
of client’s counseling expectation and counseling outcome using counseling longitudinal data from 284
clients and 44 counselors in Korea. Client’s counseling expectation was measured at pre-treatment,
working alliance at the third session and the counseling outcome at pre- and post-treatment. Result of
structural equation modeling analysis supported a complete mediating effect of working alliance on the
relation of client's counseling expectation and counseling outcome. Furthermore, results showed the
importance of collaborative counseling relationship in the early phase of counseling process as a therapeutic
context leading counseling expectation into positive counseling outcome. The implication for future studies

and counseling practice are discussed based on the result of the present study.
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