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2A4gNA AL REAY
Aold FRATH A EA Y B

dx2 oz
(M&d Heietst)

B dye 27 4o dErte dgA e deold JEEg 5L RS
Aoz AuE ¥ AFdsie AAE deln Yk o BHE &AM iy
Ngded AdHo g ol WgAEY AF At FAAM 1047 AAH] 1318
B 3 717A] & 3087 Y &) g AEECl EYEHA AEAs) g AEF
Ao ¥rgELS Benjamin(1981)2] Al3j#®§ F2EH(Structural Analysis of Social
Behavior) 23] wa} H3sl=Ach 2 o] v {§E9 7EEH FYEY 233
gto] Aol FHATE £ AAEHE Bt JERet WA e JEAH Ao i
4 9 =GR o} g KB A9 A=g Jehdie X EQI kappa ol FHA
3, o @3 AYEY SR g Fo] AAHUG.

A7 238 BE, 4Ea e JlEgd ZdEYY AN degake) A4 9
29 7TEEE AYEYH olFd BHo ¢le Wi, $E 3 wigH HgHQA v
o 7Z1EEE AAEYH K G Uk HEA 39 7R &Y FfdeE
g FEHA PFL AYF R EH A4FE HolT i3t Y5 FHA
S HJogM gt EAE T A4S A9 BAHA F3L vHE AAE Fo
HAAEA AAE Fid AEate] BA PE g G vEvoezE FYEYH o}
8 gl AT aRo] el & olgA wolgSH et wet APEY
of ME OE 4%¥2 v ¢ 5 YW & AFA4Y FA g5 FRAH e
A FP FH AdFo] e i, AR H] FEzLe AYFEH 2 @
of YT BN $EH ZHAMY YR AFI3HLL AIFDAS AFHY FA7
At

e FERES A" WER Atold
B#A 4FA] B A 9¥E A
YA4H 8dE F9 2 B3 3UrHGelso

Aol ¥xdE AYTEY Mg e e e
A7t A Hely HYHA AAE WYLE,
THE SEE ¥ M2 Y= Yrte RE

& Carter, 1985; Horvath & Greenberg, 1986,
1989; Strupp & Hadley, 1979). A% A9
g 9uidte AEE FoAM FAdEUL 2
o B#e dFAEY FEL I gl JUE

7}2} 71 tH(Bordin, 1979).

olAAA FAPFYol JH AFELS A
F7HA R FE2 Uroldch A= AdFYo)
de 4] @ 49 HALE FHSEHe &
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FEolth o] AP EL AE BFF AN
Z24E F4EYY Ax e FEAN &3
Weate] W ox Axe FAg RevlE
AESE IS FIAD (& €9, Hartley
& Strupp, 1983; Horvath & Greenberg, 1986,
1989; Crits-Christoph, &
Alexander, 1983). o]d &7 AAEL 8%3d
9, AAFEe AdEdHs AL #-o|
o, AP 271 FAHANE Y3
g ddde $2 AFH3 HHYE F Uk
ZAPdFPol B FHA ¥ AFEL F
dEdol Aae F2 Adddelzte AWA
AFE9 AAE wigoz HAFPY YA
¥ Fr 8208 FE 27 dFUG
Horvath$} Greenberg(1992)¢] f¢g =89
M B, AAFYY wed %8¢ Feo W
2 adEZe AM¥FH #FAY FA(Moras &
Strupp, 1982), 7}1& 3 A (Kokotovic & Tracey,
1990), 2E#H 23 JBAHHNEY ANEE
(Luborsky %, 1983), Wgae 7] (Marmar
et al, 1989), 4al& Ael(Ryan & Cicchetti,
1985), tiAtsAlel A (Piper et al, 191), 54
9] Azt (Luborsky et al, 1989) ¥of it}
old AT FAAEL £ Hd, AHH &
& fAsted o# & AV 7EAAN F
A g WEAEL 7 AYEUE YA
7l e E AT A Fgo] A 2(Ryan
& Cicchetti, 1985), i@ A 7} WlekabAv &
A HgAeEs £33 AFdH F4L& &
g2 Zdck. 23AWN 4 AR e F&
AP L A= HGE %L A
2 skt Luborsky et al, 1983).

AP e FFE vA= FEA
EAolu A8 MY B AFES UEA
EAdgd #g AFES v 99 H2 ¥

Luborsky,

SERE P ERCIEE S E D LI P
e dgAte] ¥EE YoRr] H¥ 4vA
Aol wrge] ¥ AAFTY T BAE B
A A 4% A, daxe Add 2§, +
3 9 A2 AHFo] AYFdA FHI 4F
€ B vd, @ Fd3 g AU 4
T veldde RE EFIAG. 48y 2
Fe 49 438 Adsted dd4M RAES
#F gea ] /¥ Atele] ¥EI AL EHAN
AEE AAEY. 2y FdEY PPN
WA E4olv AdA 54, o= 59 i
€ B 23& 2& A7 AgAs J
g3 29 45RE0T AlE AL FYE
ge ¥4E Be de AFddy & 5 3l
1=

AgaA A7 HE3RLH FHAAM E
b Adgadge dgae gt ALHew
4Ye F31 de ZFY 34 AP B F
9l}(Anchin & Kiesler, 1982: Strong & .
Claiborn, 1982; Watzlawick & Weakland,
1977). 28lx oF¥ o)A (dyads) FA B
A gAY 53 ddAFEE +29 FER
e HEZ UE ALY AT dIY T
2 furtcd(Heller, Myers, & Kline, 1963;
Raush, Dittmann, & Taylor, 1959: Raush,
1965). Kiesler(1983)e] 2@, & M4 P35
& BAAH AR oivn ES JMHE ¥
HEEE AY O LRI} AT oty Al
o Z+ 7] F} oo hF el e W
& HaF F& 9499 ddy wIeEE AW
H¥ 7ol Uk Leary(1957) 8} Carson{1969),
28] 3 Kiesler(1982, 1983) £& oj¢ e &
3o AFAEE AR H(complementary) 4%
Zgolg AU

FERAoMe) H4EAE MEste w4y



& drel g ziA FriRE PR #
At stute HRAE Au-8BFe FA4 x4
o2t mersle Y (&8 Eof, Lichtenberg
& Barke, 1981: Tracey & Ray, 1984), 1714
BEH HIAEL Foxizhe] A 9 (status) 7}
FEEHA ¥E Ao HAAYAH, Hoz}
ol ¥Fo] JE 4L F UE AYY PYFL
AR AY ALFE + Ae FHLE #43 de
nog Xg@!9]@_E}(Watzlawxcl‘:, Beavin, &
Jackson, 1967). & z}x}e] 8 Fo| t}E Alge
Yol YRAH] HEE Jold ¥ YF&
@,

FRAE FA ALANT BE dhgdMe
A7t 9 gF(influence), ¥ {power), A u]A
(dominance) §3 & &£ 4o A%
Ha glen, dgdAds BasA waste
A WY 5 RRuUE RANNEE £4
Ao gt igate dsxzges &
3 wgsA R Aok gy o 3%
o g 2-2d 2dEe] AgHL HAY
(Benjamin, 1979; Carson, 1969: Leary, 1957;
Wiggins, 1979, 1982: Lorr & McNair, 1965)
EA A4 Eo]l A of (affiliation) =} o)
e FE FrkA sl 898 FAHET 3l
T, gl Adgate] daanges HMz
S0l FEAd e e 93 B e
1 e o] AFEY ¥ Fo B o
(Gomes-Schwartz, 1978; Strupp & Hadley,
1979), AgolM =osHe 42 ¥ 24
Ao 2L wiol A9 43S e
EYste 22 Aduxiet Jdea e e
Hd FxAE #AZE AYAA degs A
28 2 5 Ak

BEAES AvEE

Fol TA AYe FAZoR d3 $I-HY

tlo rE.

ﬂr
eh
it
WX
ok
43
flo
A
=
=
4
e
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o Hoh (YE FHZo2 FAYAA FoHA
APl FEAHES Be wyolth 289 =y
sold 4rd Zie ¥4 ALANE 25y
etz A AAdeide
XA (correspondence) € YElE W3 =E
AHg ggt & S5 Foln AuAHY kg
o daiMe $aHT BEFHA gl F
HHol 2 AupH dhge] dsjMe HojHo)
EFAHd vge] HAnEe Aol 4uz A
37803 FPEt orgM FrHo|y ¢
s Ze WyF dA FAY w9
Ag duiste Aol opdd, @A ggg
ojx#A FAEAM ol Hee FF Lo
B Wi shA A giche #3e] A o
ge Hg /AT "art o & AgdA
AA e ARA TR/ spAE %}S’_Q dEH
ofol & A3 ) Aeldh(zA &, 1992),
BEA GFAM 53] BHE wole FA
E AR dgate] FAVE o Aol
olof &7t de AR olth Haley(1963)&= A
THY A AgAU ey Ad S48
e JE4E AEs #do) glen, Agol
AEHLE o]FojA Y HEA} WeRtete
HAE Aeldte=, & Addxrr BAE FAG
w 3 Ao ojFojF o} sttty FAE AL
Hd gzt BAE € A 2 A E
A BEE T g HHoz BAE %‘
Bt ApA ] F4g A&A 7 Fre Awe
obF Azrb @A "dx sdd 2y o
7tdE& HEste @ dFE(Lichtenberg &
Barke, 1981; Tracey & Ray, 1984; Reandeau
& Wampold, 1991)& d#¥ ZHIE rolxn

(reciprocity) &

3]

o2 fr e

ox Mo

24}, o]Hde Haley9] rslade] Edde A
Boes FHE 24 A8 Bt olE9
Ao ARE BAAEA Bas w4
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Coding System), 3}#3
%/38} 4 %% (Topic Initiation/Topic Following),
1&2]1 Penman®] #% a4 (Penman, 1980)
€ dEAst g Pge BAsten
FEE FFAEH Aoz g 43t
€ Ao] oty A WeAe] gEe ¥
4 Au-&F FE5L HEIEES Ho Yo
a3 ol ¥53 AAE A¥Ed Auj
#Ed fFEEL A F5, AFE, AA, 2dA
T FE AFANAN ddde gFoe 74
Hol flow, &3 AHY FEEL A 2
T HE, FY, 82 §F 32 dgAdAA o
Ade FFEZ o|FA Utk wato olg
& F53 AAE ARY A AR ojxBA
oM oz & Zo] YWY FAE Rds:
¥ }(bias) & Z# 3 A ©rh(Reaundeau &
Wampold, 1991).

A g E UE JFoE Agde U
AL Apale] RAL oy AE Arz A
Y F UAEE FAE o e F
Aol Aok Gilbert, 1980; Rogers, 1951). o] &
< AEAe WAt 228 538 3EE
i W] g 23L& s gefol Wt
9 4RE % 4 Ut B o] A Ay
2o} Whge FHHOE olFHET TIHE
= % WEAE AREA e 950 BY
2 S ook ¥y o) ggae Adwsige
Zvhel f¥ozn £ f¥on ¥ER
T WAL, aPdE Erstn JgddA 2
88 d¥e vAEe HrEgo Wi x|
7HA oM dHd REBAAEL A8 A
W-oF gd Aol dygoean yoy
Bl M dehte 558 SAYYE 238
sich. mebA g gatel BEEE YR
Waate] A5 B8] ssiM e Ag

(Relational Control

FFoM =avte B4 g5 239 20
Egste Boh Afdel £33 AAS 2l
.

Bernjamin(1974) & 4334 58 = sy
A A E FREA(Structural Analysis of
Social Behavior)ol A S92 2HE E§3t=
HEe HEHEN BAE olxgHez Ay
BetAch as gxtel FHo] Adidge Y&
A ZAZNAA e wE} FAY gng t
27 ¥43dch & 3pzte] Fyo] Aohutel
A e A% SAe AE49 8 &(giving
autonomy) 3} = v} (dominate) 8= &Fsiztg o
Z, 3ol A71A e A¥e A Y(be
separate) 3 & (submit)olgle dgaigos
A 7€ B #E AREol Aw
% ¢FE PdEHE Ades HuUME Hujo)
W3l oFo2 et ZFE ME SodE
FEA ALFHE Foled vs, Benjaming ‘4
i (opposite)’ =& #§ 7 ‘4 2 A (complementary)’
A FFE GLd TRk dox By 2
o oatd Auje] Autsle YF& AL
goln, £F& Ao FRH Ageltt & A4
7 AEdgMe FAE s Aw &Fo
obyzt ool FMo uzt Huje HzE
(maximal interdependence: A Wj-4=3)3
e = (maximal independence; #A&¢ &
E-AEH Y oltte B3 GAL W o)
T FA hE g e 8 AL A
g A siEl wFde gAY PyF
B oot BA s A&HY wee o
2N AEHAAN FAE gAEE dgae
PS5 XA d £ A T8 P9 3
o ma FAel ulE gdEA Roggozx
2o AAHon Aguatel ggate] £4 g%
€ BHE + A HY, gE& g3 Wyl A



ot ¢Folgte ddAYOBTY FAFHE
TS A G HA L gosha] X
BAE Res £d. way B drdAe
Benjaming} A3 & ¥ F =B A (Structural
Analysis of Social Behavior: SASB) o 8 A9
Ao Hgae] Aoy J3xA4e EM8 B2
7 g

Henry, Schacht 3 Strupp(1986)¢& H=
4ol wEt 4F Aol AW Al E £33
o dgxrle] dUdE F4F g Fge
BAE AHRAY olEL AYYF FREH
(SASB) | wie} Ag-gad geugse ¥
e 2 A3, AF AN e AR A
ol v YA ‘=gFy RIHFE #
T4 SAHAFL olHMHFE PFFo) L& F
FTog WAz, ‘FAEy FRE FgAte
PFL AguiA #e& FEL2 B4sE Ao
E vebxch =38 Higae] ‘gelys g8
€ PFS 4T AN 9 AF dEd 9
"2 231 g g NYsa g e’
FE A Al el dA WA
=iz AFEZ(1993)2 <A £ A (sequential
analysis) & 3t Fgate] 54 5o T4
2 EYH B e U"gAY g5 A
e FAAA Aet #Abol e, 4gx
S A AR ZH B 4G AHY B
A Bl Ueg wANNG o drE
< Benjamin®] A2 PE rzrEHog 4T
Ateleh Ao Al E omiA HEE w9
97t gl g Adg FFo| w3 s)uict
TE AHE RolA ¢ BAH FH49
Uetd fevig A8Y Exe AU A}
AEFH a9 8980 BgHez »
¥ dFgolnz g Wgxe Jiggo
E dA%e A" AE dotrad o =
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A< 43E FAstdol @ Aol

olel & AtolMe HY A+ AwH
S 2E%d o 483A 23 A
¥ & $1= Benjamin®] AN YF FREH ¥
Boll wet dEAst WA Aoy Jag
€ B4 4¥ol ¢ JF AAFWLE &
At o g3he] RAE Lotz droh

¥ ¥

1. #oix}

(1) A=

MEigtest @3 oFeo] g oy
ARATaAN 53T de 1099 ¥d
AE(d 6, o 2N A9 YL 1-114931
W9:2, 3-4d:7, 11d:1) Apol|dch olEo] A}
B8 3" Ho 44 34 dgolun.

(2) W=

1994d 395 H 4¥474 YEL2& ALH
o2 ot} JFE AW UgAE T A
AZAAHMMPD) Z#z gode o Ay
H F3E HolA v WBAE 109(d 7,
o 3¢ dHez Ak olgY Fa BA
E dAdA EAt 4F BAolth

2. £ 3

(1) 4% FEA(Working Alliance
Inventory; WAI)

o] AEAE ¥l FF Bordin(1979)¢] o]

€] wza} Horvath®} Greenberg(1986, 1989) 7}

Aztet 3688 A7z d  FER ot}
o] EAE EFF(goal agreement), i}
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A% 9 (task agreement), & (bond)2 A}
8oz FAse] 9o, 7+ 22 53 3§
E(HE olych-a3d)e] 128848 o
Folx Stk 28 Az o AEAE A
742 e dAFg AE(HA, BE, &
o) 2 oy 2l d¥ HIFY adg
Z3%e Aoz gt (Tracey &
Kokotovic, 1989). ¥ dreMe w1 d
(1991) 0] FulelM Hz:E HAF AE PA
73(1992) o] AWM AL AR 174}
#delM £38 HEag WAIS s As
(stratified coefficient )& 76011 33A}e] o)
A &AE AdEgAE WAIY Agx A
(stratified coefficient )i= 770 QUub A A7,
1992).

(2) M3yPF F=EH(Structural Analysis

of Social Behavior; SASB)

ALY F FERESL aYla Hol FAY
tojolE=d ol Y (surface) 22 FAF o)
Atk AAAY HHe Aoy 4L F
©(Focus on Other) #FEE FAHH T3
el YA oA 23§ F=(Focus on
Self) FFERZ FAHA gioh

7tzte] =¥ B8R Y(01-08, S1-S8les
ojFoAed Zt ¥H& Agxe ez
YyFE& F3sh: 522 AMSETY. a9
A @odl Og Se Y2 Fo] Ao
of tit AUX(0) T Aol 27l e
RAA(S)E 9u @}t = 1-874A9 & 8
BG4 & Ay &3t A& Yehdg
F7hel Hdd A YFEL M2 HRF
A FFEL BASD & UE YHo) &3
Aoy Egel g AE, & =0 Ol
SI, 049 S4 & Mg ApH FE&

et Aol

Yo Suse ol 3o (affiliation) &
A E wYddted $322 Z4E 9 3
HAE, #2322 45 o HOFde vy
dok. £ 29 £33 P9 HIYE
(interdependence) I =& wraddct 4 =¥
o Iz Y2 ZFLE o =Y
(independence) Y &, oldlg Z4E o 4
% ¢} &(interdependence) #-& e},

(3) 3171 7} AEA (Session Evaluation
Questionnair: SEQ)

Stiles9} Snow(1980) ¢l ol&) HWE 7|
A3 ZF=FEN FEANT FAY FHol
(depth) ¢} + %2 & (smoothness)& I 7}3 o},
Zt ¥y 549 43 HEAER ® 7
d AHxolth Zt dNAxF 353 3 A
Foltt. fElveEld e 27331(1986) 9 H &
n](1988) 7t Wi¢hste] adEM AIyx H
¢ 9o 2733(1986)7 22§ SEQ9
WAHFAE A< (Cronbach’s a)= 8lo]t},

(4) 42x 54 AEA

4date] 8% 3 AR Y% (approach)
3 2 A7 AAF oE B 43e Dol
B7 98 B9 BE AEAE A
gahach

3. dWx

e AR g 29 FFREAA
AR £ U@ T8 4 F 13¥H 3
A7A ] FgE 52 o) Hdol B ¥
A, dgA 4z A9F5Y AEAN(WADE
HAstA st 38 Fdol Bd F Agx
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Hx: Al (Focus on Other)

01 AfFAH 8T dojuid

08 FA L BHFA % N
augoe’ | “szzes
AE5 % e %
S I
o7 3383 ARy < > 03 AT A
~N
| v
A He= R
06 AL REE AR 2 04 £4537 wzd F
N

05 AARY 25

n self)

[}

H: XI7|(Focus

e

Sl F#3%a S€34

S2 dolgy TEY

S8 we T A .
map_z/ $3H02
g3 A=
I | |
7 ggam gay < sl eAUe
AN
I W
HrjHo g $FxHoE
S6 e Y Fras TE | ST St AgsT oA
N

S5 gH st £

3 1L AYE =Y 2y
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© 4EAd B4 FEXE 40 58
HYS o8¢ st FHE HYRAE
A gE FZEMY det F3eAo.

499 FAHAE(HAL &9 XA 19, 4
AL 3 398)L HAEE A A7R
A AHEEH EES AR Fol, BHY &
@ol sle WgEd dHMe IY R
gANA HolE HAY/FE APAT 3 A
gt HARED Aol HFE W +
Tl o8 F & Zoj8¢ 29 WA
AdteE Ag AHRSET BAo HE A8t
A EE gES M2 Wosiy god whg
€ WAMEE ALIAd. gAHAAL P o
4 dx=(Cohen's kappa) .73(H & 65 -
90) o] A},

4. B4

1994 34 5¥ 59 F&7x £d4d 164}
@l 3 197188 3s7A] =& BUEWY
FEA 25 S48 10413308 7)) 7 & o
79 M) AMEEHAT B dFME 49
ek Hgate] GEage oldsry] dsA F
7HA # EE A s AR, B AT
e et Wigae] 7zt do wg §29
71 & (base rate) & ZA}3IY . R/ Z, AY
2o} Wgzte] dojd 4R FY¥L Yoin
71 98 AAEA (sequential analysis) & A
Al shgl o}

dAEHLE A AAE BAEs] 98
AHEEE ZE BY WEe o= £
(Lichtenberg & Heck, 1983}, £ oM
vtz dgste whgo) Folo] Hulel Aojub:

el 2 $88 Ao FUF e A

e g dE5se Nd-1 94Uy 594 43S
(1-lagged unidirectional test of independence)
£ HAABAT. B drda g Agzie
Weatkel <ol Azt Ay 9o
A e EAL Ao g FE dAY 7
EE YEue kappa@t3t HAdEW 2A A
(WAD o) 438 7224 gz

A om

1. 210 W8 ®Fe| 7| E&(base rate)o]
et 24

() e 2 ez Bge 71Eg vz

A 2 WA wige 72ge vy
ZFe B 19 AA=H itk EF fE9
7NEEE 7 AFYHsNY RE fEEY
B xS gg 53 fE9 24 ux
T4 HEE A WEAe ds =z
AR & 1o el Jl2ge AA 30
e AAH 2 Aol wy fFEES Hyg 7|
2&g 7 Aoy

B 18 B o dgde F2 AuwdA
*3& Fe
Wegaes 2 37494 232 FE=(focus
on self) Wr§8(992%) Bol: ZAo® e
Soh FEAs ArleA 2HE Fe es
st A(13%)3 WaExizt ool A &3
€ FE wEg e A 08%)e g =
Erh o7& Addxi= WgRe B4 #HAde
w71 $18 gzt A 2R wi3re wiw,
Waabes A2lel o718 sirte 49 489
EdE #Z vYste ez ®BAg zdx

(focus on other) ®WH2-2(98.7%),
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B 1. A ¥ e ggef 2w vln

% A s 5 4 7 A Wwog =
O1:AFFA8T 4o 018 005

A Q2:3A#F 2 ol&sl & 581 .003
03:7t12x31 4% 019 -

21 Od: x93 HIH & 287 -
O5: A AT ZF¢ 075 ~

e O6: AA&E F3E .ou7 -
O7: 743z ARg - -
O8: £A13tx E8FA Y& - -
Sl:&3sta gAY 003 073
S2:gdol¥x BEY 009 716

2 S3:7 7ol de EAH YT - 002
S4: A8 8l3 X g 001 172
SS: ¥Ry ¢F§ R | 030

7 S6:.EdrA T R - 004
S7:8el3e By -
S8 ge g1 g

Lz Aouke FEEY J2EE 30370 A HEg AL UYEY
olF e BEAE T3] Av-¢Fo2d B 7 B3 AFEYAE FAHA F#E 24

¥ 4 gl 2324 A9 A
s MR A2 GE 34es FA
e wazt 3 Aene
WaRel ol AYAA FA W
UE, BEtE F2 A7A 2L
s@50n gAY e ey
49 BAE FAHT AL A Eoh

WEe BT 3
TE
Elasa

T % 1 ©. O
R W3-8

(2) st RaRe Qojus F2
e et YEV(WAD el 37

g e 712 S48 AYFY &

g ohe] Aol E 20] o} glimel, Aw

7w owg 3 7 $34 9 03072

AF3 A9 1eed FEash yEd

o, Azt 8 wg F MR Ao g
A O6(AAFHT FRL)Y 7Ee&d HEH
7t HAEE AAFY, ’2}‘%1}7} BAE AAF
g fu 8<ddte A FHEE Ed F
Ao, 2L ’e}‘é‘x}—% cFde YF2
S5(FREE ¢FH) e FeEArt %A
g AdEue] fd 893 FHY FEE
B

® 3o AAg HEA g Ve YAE
3 AAFY QA FBE 2Y, HEA
o] i A&HA WEFEA SU(FFRL =¥
) wgEArt 339 AP FHY
ABE BAew ¢&dte Y sS4
T gA e WEAst FFGE AAFR
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H 2. X 2o J2gH AASYWANZL MR (n=30)
R 4 o8 A

%=

ER A i 78 £3 A e &
o1 11 102 032 092 -191 - 240 -215  -259
02 135 112 -.051 070 176 040 249 156
03 291 289 487**  388* 254 312+ 334*  325*
04  -078 -102 078 -038  -.192 -.033 -292  -171
05  -229 -111 -.188 ~188  -052 - 079 -013  -057
06 -413* -454%*  -435** . 474*%  -121 -316 -197  -236
o7 - - - - . - - -
08 - - - - - - - -
s1 -029 086 -117 ~019 006 064 009 032
S2 -076 -.129 020 -070  -045 170 065 072
S3 - - - - - - -
S4 010 063 052 048 268 080 065 156
S5 017 040 080 050 300 310" 440** 370
S6 - - - - - - - -
Ss7 - - - - - - - -
S8 - - - - - - -
*p {05 **p (0l
OL:ZHf-FA 3t dojuw g O2: 3481 o8& & O3:7t2xF3 d3 ¢
04: =937 B33 & O5:NARY 25¢ 06: 4N 8z #HE
O7:5A8z AL OB: RN 82 ENFA ¥ Sl:z%8tn 449
S2:dolyr BEY S3:7t7tel sty €A4Y @ S4: 4833 oA

S5:4R 8 54 S6

S8:¢-g ¥ WY

A 82U FHA F#E BAd
Haley(1963) 7t 3% A H, Wax7 $4
€ 8 AF gAY B4 ¥52 £5 9=
W AAE ¥ N FAe
A&A718 R Wzt B4 #EL A
"ol BAHQA 4L v Ae v
o 23 g Agds g5
OA3A&HFT olafslF) & AdAvt AR

JRe

CEFRAY Ry

S7:% 9%y By

AdERe B2 274 FHA ABS
=2

A g wgge sjEge B
& AI4E FYH B, AgAe A u
8 71EEL AU A e, ¢
THNAY HHA AMNA urge AYE
B fFodu g gwel AU 2Pz g
o] W B HEHHYSD A o] 7

2

A

A

0o =
T T
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E 3 HEx ¢8e J2®d HYSYWA)RS Y4 (n=30)

S 4 g 2
% B
=1 ) o 2% 34 # &
01 -.151 -.061 -.005 -.076 124 109 .061 112
02 037 042 129 072 314* 261 055 247
03 - - - - - - - -
04 - - - - - - - -
05 - - - - - - - -
06 - - - - - - - -
07 - - - - - - - -
08 ~ - - - - - - ~
S1 ~.569*** -.459** -544***  -570*** -046 -.203 -.305 -.1&9
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S8 - - - - - - - -
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NHD - JHC  .956(n=13) -216 -128 -106  -165 179 155 146 176

Vg 3ty n e EM XEE 4y
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HG(High Giving Autonomy:¥
HS(High Being Separate: &

*p05 **p< o0l
E& A wg) = 04 + 05 + 06

¥ 43L& ¥ = 01 + 02+ 08
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Relationship of Counselor-Client Complementarity and
Working Alliance in Early C\ounseling Interviews

Ji-Eun Kim Chang-Ho Lee
Seoul National University

This study was to investigate the relations between working alliance and counselor-client
verbal exchange patterns focused on complementarity. To perform this study, 30 sessions(the
first three sessions per case) of 10 practical counseling cases were analysed. Message units were
coded using SASB(Structural Analysis of Social Behavior: Benjamin, 1974).

The results are as follows. In the relation between the base rates and working alliance,
although the power dimension was not related to working alliance, the base rates of counselors’
friendly response and hostile response were positively correlated with working alliance. Clients’
response of ‘asserting and separating’ was negatively correlated with working alliance and clients’
response of ’‘trusting and relying’ was positively correlated with working alliance. This result
implies that client’s directive control has a negative effect on counseling,

In the results of sequential analysis, complememtry interaction on comtrol dimension was
positively correlated with working alliance but non-complementary interaction on control
dimension was negatively correlated with working alliance. Complementary interaction on
affiliation dimension(friendly-friendly) was positively related to working alliance. Therefore, even
though counselor has the controllability of the counselling process, he can make the strong

working alliance when he gives some autonomy to client and controls counselling process in

friendly manner.





