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o] F93tx Ut (Gelso & Carter, 1994).
AgaAE dd7A Adez oE + 3l
2%t 2% (working alliance), Z°](tra-
nsference), 18|31 AT #A (real rela-
tionship) 2 FABTHE F3°] A454EL ¢
3 UtHGelso & Cater, 1994: Sexton &
Whiston, 1994). ©] ZelA A H
o B& A7AESY B9 dide] Ha 3ok
(AE9, 1993; AAA, 1992: HA, 1994:
H7]14d, 1991 Kivlighan & Schmitz, 1992:
Kokotovic & Tracey, 1990: Rean-deau &
Wampold, 1991 3).

Ao #F 7|EY B dFELS F
JEoin dagdaele] BALE ¥ile A
olgitt. Ztzte] AFoNA P Fu] ¥
23 Aoyt gd2n, 7] & AU EY
237} AHEEIA T, AGEYH A
7 232)7klle FAA BA J&E &
A Bolm itk (Horvath & Greenberg,
1989 ). olX@ ZAYFweo] AHS HEE
A3 WA BHo] UFol HIHAEA,
dEdo 9FS vAE 890 YWise &
F7F FEE ¥A =AU

AxAEL FHGERe Hol A 7k 84
Z, Agate Add 54, WERe dEd
B4, a=ln A9 Z1e3d 399 ¥
g1 AlQkgti(Al-Darmaki & Kivlighan,
1993: Kivlighan, 1990). ZgdE9e 34
o 4% uAcin Agtd A A 8dH
A Eeizte] #AE MNEHozE G4 @
& AFE°] Utk ° F AAMZ, FEAY
MAA B3 RAJYFzte BAE AL
ATFE & F ded, °F d79 Fe Wy

A, AdAte MY &4 F F=2 ATE

2o Agate] FAFEoR, FEAe] ¥4
3 wet A s 89 FE8dd &
¥ 2 AL ME Zolrb FRIATL,
FURtdoE o)l E BolA] gete 2
7} Barg vk 9lvk(Mallinckrodt & Nelson,
1991). ¥, 4gA o] B FEAdTS
FHBA I o FFAoY, FEA
78 9L Weae A2y AA A4ung
v AgAe AR¥HBA AGd o g2
dgg nAthe EaE Ao g, 1995).

B, Be dTEC WEAe 4% F
JEzte] BAE HEIY. ol dFES
eIzt @Al A (Moras & Strupp, 1982),
A ¢4F(Kokotovic & Tracey, 1990), ti’8
@A 19 A(Pipper, Azim, & Joyce, 1991),
ojz xe A2y Eel$E(Diedan. Findley,
& Kivlighan, 1990) 5% #Z& gz 54
o] ZYE B YAl ojd FgE vA A
£ AHE dF7solt. WA 4%
Zazte] BAE HEF ol A7 dFE
& WAt 4 FoA didzt 7159 2
o 23 F AU

AR, daate 714 P AA S
o] Zxzte] BAE HEF dFE°] Ut
7R fEe gy AEREH FAYETH
] AE B¥ske Al (P19, 1991
Kivlighan, 1990; Kivlighan & Shcmitz, 1992),
o5 F2 AEA] dourg A3} HAFY
te] BAE ATE HolAY A A
g ool AYFrtte] BAE AN
t} E=0E f¥e AdAeh yEAzte] A
oA BugI AJFYLe BAE 4
B Rog A3Aed 2UE EUZ 3o
Aol Fuag HY-E EAstn AYFAH



o] AAAS AHE ATFE|HAHEFY, 1993:
A7, 19920 AL, 1994: Reandeau &
Wampold, 1991).

o]} AYEHH B|HE MIYATFE T
ol & o, Agede &3 FEHHY
o FHoz FHso] o, s ¥
Aol S mAE Al 7 8AE(RER]
LA Wl fEte] dgd B4 aelm
daAe Zled P9 4 AdFUe
Axe}t o] S-S & & Aok 13y 34y
o] BHHe AL EBHOR oy}
7l AME AdEHe dFE F= 8UAE
< FEHeE 13 Fert ok(Kivlighan
& Schmitz, 1992). &, AAEHe] Z=7}
Al 71 2919 R ZAFEcan ¥ o,
A7EA 891 Z4Zto] AAF e FAd 714
ste Ay e gddte Ax "L, 7}
7ol gRlgo] oj¥A wEYH APFTEE &
datAl He AAAE AHEgH A]EH
o] Ao B v FAE FELE 4 F
A& Aotk AT IAPFRY B o
& Al AEA 29, dgx §9, 19
I AE AL FEE EFE AAd B
o AL odisteie AEH AT df
=& (Horowitz, Marmar, Weiss, DeWitt
& Rosenbaum, 1984). ¥ A9 5L
Adsdel =g AFste A 7B 89
7 WEa 54803 Faatet ddxte] o
o]& uzg alg FAld AHEozM
Ao AL L Fvl xBHer ¥
Mot Ao}, oldl & dAFdMe WExt
o 54 wWE dEe dox Fuzge
Hg & sk A_ismive] #UAdE st
b =

1. LEXIS| 4ET Ry SHSY

AR A e 4sty #
A &Y== Folxg, AEs 37 A
o oln] ZHA 1 e AR 5450 Y
T Aol %5 3 Holgty HyEnt
(Kokotovic & Tracey, 1990). WREAIE&
dutd oz APEug Fjsts FHAAM o
Fe Aelg B Aot Struppe AEH
¢l Atatel et v FAHQ AEAEE vl
A diie] A7 RFE dgxte] g
540l AdEd AFAHRE dddtes 9
2l aflojghs ZE3 Wdvl ok (Strupp,
1980a: 1980b: 1980c¢: 1980d). Zxelx o]
E 97N Adgate rleolu Bzt 2y
T A FAHAH AHEAHAE R
b FEAHQ 8L 0 AT, Wgxty
HQlo] et d&8-& Y=t dH4E
B a8 tHRyan & Cicchetti, 1985).

gH, diFEY AduAES e 2719
el Aol FasigE o Fostn 9l
th &7 dAlA ZAGBATE AHER] R
st F& ARE AFA XE Aolgtn
¥t Maziali(1984)= #4547 4#3te)
BAZE 13 EE 339 Ze dde Z7]q
239 4 UL W3 Hartley® Strupp
(1978)2 d3AA A B AHEHAME
daxzlel AdEe] ol EolXE wH,
88 ADE 2 AHdAM e 2AdEd
o] wol g st on, Ao Fr|e
Bl o] AlEgd HAF L AgdHE F
A AdtA] K3t Ag Busidot. ol
ARZRE, AFAEL AHe Z7|DAV
AdEsds eIz AHRE Addsted
7V w83 A7zt A8 W3S (Horowitz
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et al., 1984). Y Fo] AFFHe 4H
T #do] z, FF 27l AAFEE ¥
Aste Aol AFAI AZ8HAE AFed
Z83817] W WG3tA FAHE AT
g 270 gXste A FEAER 3
F BAE AdEsn AFde 23T
de AE s HAAM Fad
H&o] Agg A7 Aol %@ T
2Y 7HsAel e UgAE B8R %e
AL UgAtel g Z&HQ A5HFEE A
S$ed & =80 8 Folth. #d FEAvt
AQER L dddtes WEAe E4& 2y
ol Al HE, WAt BA A WA
71 A F3E 9 2 QA Ho 29
g AP 2L T F UL Aot

Zetzel(1956)& Wizt 7159 A7} o
Aol #Eoz JYehte WgEAre Aotel 7
Fo] A¢Ee wad g FaF 23A
d Holgtm FEPt HEAY Wolde
AAEe Ao Actd 9L 73 AL
2 A5 e, Bold ugae dddd &
dekA] godie Aol don, A A
wAolm AT FHE o|FA Rie A
27} ¥tH(Gaston, Marmar, Thomson, &
Gallagher, 1988). wrgtx] Wig=te] o2&
EQL W] dE8A8N FoF HE Y
712o 2 oAAHL(Horowitz et al., 1984:
Malan, 1976).

add folM AFgE F oA HER &
A ZF UAz 71wy A3 AYPEY e #
Al B E B A7t o] F7l ut 3lA
YHPipper et al., 1991: Muran, Segal, Samtag,
& Crawford, 1994), oPde] 2 E=4l A&
4 AP gAag A7e Wy =80

tilo xL 4 £ o

Pipper, Decarufel, 2213 Szkrumelak(1985)
& WEAE AR Wol g g T3 A=A
A BHAE, Wwoldel AW WEALdFE
Agngelr @ AFgsie o F& FEE43
2 AFUeS 2a¥ch. Gaston, Marmar,
Thompson, 2] Gallagher $(1988)<
tekg AR d7EA] WEARY A
24 547 ZRITYel #AE ATENE
o, WAl g wolgdo] B X84 T
#BEEE Bokoh A Foreman¥ Marmar
(1985)9] AFolA, dEHF AN g2 2=
9 AJFPE A s HRA
AR e WolAdg& vhRol Folof &
B, Z7l6 ¥& APEPE AT U
ga FolA X E 37171 Aol et F9e]
A2t ZAE Wgast $99 2t A%
v Az EYY dERte] A3y e
vims & A7 FEArt weAte] weld s
o] & u o] ZAsEE THIN
k. =¥ McCullough, Winston, Farber
2 Porter(1991)& WEAtel Wojd Heol2
AdAte] A N8A 4 FHez 4
#EE W3 olHE gAY Wojde
ANgel HH7 A JF¥E vAe FLE
89 F9 dhjolA|qt, Woldn APFYL
9] BAE AWE A7t vWi§ =EV] WE
o ol it F71H<l AF7F asi.

2. MEX-UEZX 79| i0id Y8
eisy

Ad gl PPl &€ A e Al 7HA
FA8AC dEAtel 714 FSUE XHH
e, d7ldAM Fgzte] 7ed FAF 2
got Al daagste BHE Est



ol BEAte] ol&F YA met gk
(Kivlighan, 1990). &#te] 713 P47t
AAFH vAe JFE FAH AFEL
aA F 79 f¥eE vE F ded, &
U dEAe AEAd do3F5TS AdE
Bate] #AE AHE Aoln(Yd, 1991:
Kivlighan, 1990; Kivlighan & Schmitz,
1992), & 3ty dEA-WERte Ao
A AEAE Fee] ST 2Adeidel #A
g 2% AolckER, 1993: A7, 1992:
AL, 1994 Reandeau & Wampold, 1991).

o] & M ¥ ATE vlud E o,
BB A5 A 2AFFHel 7odse=
dweFA o g (oneway-influence) & A HE
AR, gzt WEA A&EHe s
S Fi ¥ IR A5HH S AnE
azle] AP FW A S HES
o] S Bot gAHos g
Atke FHS AdY. AFHFE S AH
2keb gzl o= @ to] ofd A5 283
BAE B3 A5ty el

H & Aaag S d3zes 23t £
g 71&9] A7t EuEER NS 1
e AFEGe ddez JEAd & A
ANHoz AHE & UE o/ A7e 3
Agk, o]y FHe AUt <t A A
A= ada £ F Utk &, 7]E AN
© AdAet digate] AEE 548 nest
A gk FAe FEAEAR BAFH
o A S FEE RE AFGHA A A
o]y J3zagel AL T HiEEE g
didel st whd 27t ik (Muran,
Segal, Samtag, & Crawford, 1994). &Y
& dojq JzzE Fes= At A"

o2 1r
e

%

4 o

=y

2ol AEA A wat 1 u)rt gkl
A7) wZoltt, ARt HgARte] A5t
43 #AY 5L Ui AEate] JE
A 4L melstd Mg o, Aol dA
& Hr}h TR ol d 4 s Aelth
Mo gt oleigt Mo wel, E
AFolM e 9A Wzt dd A 54U %
o T APFHY #BEYE HAHEI,
Wol/de] ol wet AeAtet HEAt 1o
dazrgo]l o' EAAQ nFIHE EY
Ag FEF FH, 5T HIHS IAdE
o] Axolel AAE @As] Rz 3}t
g aEig A dEEee Ay HFHoR
Wzte] ol Ael mE AP EWel Aolrt
AQA =R E ASEnzt 3o,

Ty

1. 4EARITE

Agdtn G GATLAN AR
gFstn v 1889 dEAEe] & dF
o At I(EA 89, oJxk 10%. FHEA
ge 1ddA 7). yEREe Medda
SYPEA Ao AL ez Fole FAE
24 ol59 ZAFAE FE A4 2 A%
ol BAl, AR, A EAAT. A
AV AN B=rt AAstAY 53 AR
22 AP & ARse Aldle Aol A9
HAAck Aol Fodte] FHAdFd WERES
Gzb7b 229, o217t 89 ol qitt

2. Y7
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1 AUsI JFEA(WAD

o] AE&Ae FYFWl #FHF Bordin
o] gc] uwtg}l Horvath®t Greenberg(1986:
1989)7F A& 36EHe] AV|Eny AR
Aolt}, o] AEAE EF Fel(goal), A
%9 (task), #H(bond)e] Al 8202 T4
5o} 21t} Horvath®t Greenberg(1989)+
ol THAZZ MFIARR, & dFdMe
AFE TAH=E AHgsidth. AdEd 2
A e AEAES WEAE, 18 #3%
£o] ded, € AFdMe AL U
GaA-E-E AHEEA T 274 S3E W
9218 WAIS] A18]% A4(Cronbach)¥ .92
AL, 264N FFE g WAL
A= AFe 949G, 1995).

2) K3k

MMPI K=& 28 H5E 7019 ol
€ &Fste 2oz Ad4FHo S (Grayson
& Olinger, 1957 McKinley, Hathaway,
& Meehl, 1946). A8 & Hole &
2 HRAES ez & AFlA Heilbrun
(1961)3 Nakamura(1960)€ KHE7} o
e AxE Yl ARYS 453

KATE Wojde =2 HMste Ao
AAR Y] AR APAAY] /¥ ot
AZEga 28 4 Aok HAHA FAA
EqAN KARY £ AFe WL 9
H & Aol ofYX|¥t, HgAde| &g R
ole oMY L KiFe Woldg v
eldth(# %4, 1988: Paulhus, 1991). 3
2o A&7, d9, HEA, 4B, A
& ¥ AA$(1993)& MMPI #%& 89

BAE 23, 93T 82, AR (EA,
A3, dEd) BFoA A3alez ol
o] FEHMAoH, KAze ol 8% ¥
< 81§ -.81, -.82, -.71, -.54)
< 29 By = gl

K357 5 29(1)65), Wold 44&
9 A3 2 HEH A4S Ax%a, &
JQEH} S FANFH I24E& Felidsta,
A7] wol 240l e HHFARN HL7t
Bt @9, Kd$7t ¥ A% (T45), &
AAE sHol AP Uz, 2EH2E 7
2 e HAAY & Utk B3 A5
(T<65)9] AIREL Z HE3m, T
AR, HHHoW, Ar|x=&I AV|RSE
o] A FY L& KAe UHAZ 4L
g A (AHFe, 1988).

AAZ B2 dFEC] KAZE A83o
ol g & &4 3 th(Butcher, 1994 Elder
& Johnson, 1989 %). °|& AFA e K
Ax9 g AHAACE AR TE W
A7t} #AE BAU, KRN Hse
A wel ztzh {ojide] ¥ FdI 9
< ¥z Ure EFHE AHEEHAC
Oy K3xe #E 9d AddelA #Hy
AU dd] 1, AR Jiro] Wojde A
TE Ushlie £ ol 44 & A
A3 =8uA R3te dadE ¥ 5 U
Ries(1966)t KA=E w2 KIS 2
K¥4E UFA g1, 538 K359 393
J KAFZE RSt X853 C«FE AHE
Az}, AR KEF(EAHS7E 9 ©l8t, 15 9]
HE B HAddMe ARAH AF7F FX
g4 W, F3 KPS (EASF 9-15)8 R
9 FddMe F& X8d oFE HYS T



A3,

s,

g A3 ARHeE KPS
o oje) ANFE RetEd, Fe
AeE FAE APl B Poly e
Wy we Fee Agd Bay vF

Kidse
bl

9 elE HekA Rete A7) HBAA A4

Fg slelvln, FEAe
Nag Auze
e gAE s Argolahe

7R 2 e

HAFE
Algo g EE
Aol A

ol

S AJAFEICHDahlstrom, Welsh, & Dahlstrom,

1972).

E dF7dMe MMPI K¥&E
Wezlel 283 5420 wod S
2} 3t} MMPI K3 =2

A ol

UEEE

Aste 7F} kA =Foln ¥e HE A
A d7g B3l BRAE B vk U] WE

oth. EF MMPIHALE

e oA %

3

A

A8 7] BelA

MMPI KH =&

=

e A3l 37 WEelt

3) Penman ¥F%=4

Penmanit-#F%22 HdH (power) 9t 2l
o (involvement)gh= F Ao wht Ao
BAsl=E mote Aolrl, 47]A
< g BA NN e FTHE ou]st
Hdode +34, AR, Y, 2S
on 3t} Penman®F

w
Hhg-&
el
3, Ud
5

Classification Scheme:

of Helrtel dolwreg ¥
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f+ MMPI K3 x7) Wolid & & Az EFF TS F olrr) FololUe
o] 2H & P
z8 @,
g dd 2 4y PCS9] Z} doj{E
I 1) Penman EETAIQ] AUE X
A% A4 Fr i
REJECT CONTROL INITIATE SHARE
Cla= A% A g 4y
COUNTER RESIST OFFER COLLABORATE
339 fH 83 ¥
EVADE ABSTAIN SEEK OBLIGE
e wd 23 o g
REMOVE RELINQUISH SUBMIT CLING
33 333

AgsE HAoluz,
ABFo A
4 w3 AYAY AGBE AFE T

X2} (Penman
PCS)&

& dAAY T Bojzhe




= 2ol uel vidE ed £3&E dqdd
g4g, F£Y&e Ud@d FEE Yelle
AAFE (matrix) oA FEstdEt. FAFH
FFA g Aol FELE AR, BA, FE, F
F. woh, AE, A9, Y, 39, /fE, 8
T, &3 23 ad, B3 dgd 5 164
fEoz FAH Stk o {FEAAL B
AR A& 70% A=2 Ex € 4 3l
t}(Penman, 1980).

3. 47ER

A7z B4 G E 135H 3
A Egsta, H 77t Bd F AEA
o WAzt 2t AYEBAEA(WADE =
s st 38 AllEe F 30/,
FrWe AvEE 18771 9Aka, 28717}
104}, 38717} 11A}glelth. MMPI K3«
of wabd 91 (T265)/79 (45(T<65)/3]
(Ts4b) A Agez R, & Fad
AEFE 29 64K, FH 1241, 91 1241
#olo.

=gd ARHES FoFoz APHC
Fdd HAAEC] Penman®EFEd =t
AgAst Wgae dojurgd HAYIFES
sk 499 HAASRFEAFT HAATE
A 198, AAHAF A 39)0] 330 X o]
ABE 7T ATFAY A AP WP FE
< g, PAANY LA &o] AFE FF
o] o}2% & (Cohen’s kappa=.78) o]
2o HAo Bolzkth HAAR BT BA
9 %] = (Cohen’s kappa)¥ .70°]1ct.

4. BY

AgAs WAzt 23%8 HedE B

71 $8 ¥ A BAE ARSItk A,
Agarel Wgare] z dojurg #5859 71&
£ (base rate)& ZAEArH #E29 71EE
ojF BE #E9 F wAVIESH WY 5
A FEo wANESse] v &S TP JE
&8 7% 3, A9 e A7 71EE
3 AYE Heste] AuE AW EYT
EX, AdAtel ygat 2ke) oA dEas
$8e 5] 948 QA (sequential analysis)
g AAsETh 1A, AARAA HA 2
gate] Aojuty REI WEAe dojutd
§2o] $ARAY FE o|FoE FUIEHA
dAEE B97 JEXNY ARE Lotrsk
o} 292(1994)8) 7iEol wet, FEA
Adojite &I WeEAte] dojitg FEo=
FAE |A%e B Kappa TASF7E .10 ©f
2oln, At#l% Kappa TAIF7E HAF .10 ©]
Q) Atelzb gt ol o Reojuld A
Asigo] EA%ctn AUt 2 Y
A, B3 F2AA7 FAEET od 3R
€ AYEAE gotir] A8l Kappa T#
A E Fooel FHg FAG. KHEFAA
E 2z Aol ZA AdeldtA vethde
RolA g, B AP E dA¥rE F5IAA
o} ZAEzte] 4EE Gt Aol F&H
3t AW EE ZHo|7| W&, 7 Hde] &
H 25AH FEAAE o9 ez A
skeh. o]8 s AAAN F Tk o]
AbElolA fEQA 7 RYE BE A
ez Asked, & 49 KJed A5
A AN At AgoR A Yrle
BAE Hgdy] A8 ZE AN £5A
A7} Yehde A48 £4 ddes Fu
oz, UaEze SAEZ JdEE UE
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F. 2 AWEE YR W5} 2ol}
AEA& MANOVARZ S B4 4w

s < L

T KAHK=65)04 KA5e Hae
69.8°11, EFHAE 5.27°|th. 9 KA
T(65)K)45)& Hito] 54.60lm, EFHa}
= 5.69°I. 39 KIAH(K<45)e HEe
40.5¢13, EFHAE 4.50]c}

(1) AoRrg F 59 718 &) g8 84

RKAgedz 492 4 Wgae 72ee
vl A3zt ® 1o AAE Tk (& 1)o)
e 71 B2 718 €22 A4 7A &
=] 712&S AMEAY. 4 e 7
FHIY7 v dojAle AAH, 7N
el Hes shue] $AGAE Hol 1A

o,

# 1) KEEW J1=@(base rate) HID

713-& (aggregated base rate) & A3t}

(2) At RS doltg §29
gt A5 B

E 2004 KHSEZR 2 gun fojn)d
FHE Holg dojukg fE& AAlEAT
AT E FEE o Mg s 73
Aom, WAIS A9 BE, FA, fo
R FHGNA Adolrgte] AL AAE
At

olg¥ AdelM FEIL A ezt
TEY doliteUAgE KYwo] wat 2
e ddo] N2 tage Ao, K
AEEE 250 394 32 Eydoz
7193he WHEf5o] 7] tane Helt)

(3) A2A-UER W848 A
el dolgd wwAe dojwrg

49 (K=65) F9(65)K)45) a9l (K<45)
=5 e L 7eE =5 7eg
FE .405 TE .456 Fr 451
4 23 .240 AE 225 A .238
o A .223 2% 162 8% 216
2 ¥y .092 e .097 ey .056
Chi .030 & .055 3 .037
T 006 BA .003 frH .001
A .706 o 759 A 7155
. =% 132 & .089 =¥ .088
9 FE .067 k! .055 FrE .069
2 23 .041 + .039 24 .029
A8 .030 A8 .028 A8 .029
¥ .021 8% .023 FE .023
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(i 2) KEEH =@ WAIESTLS| MaHy)

e

et

3 22 A=

4 R A o

83 (%) 915 .976* .935

2 F=M) -89  -837 -945 -726

a4 AZCH .604 507 701
=F M) .665 .335 125

.694 .550 .816 .664
-901 -.810 -967" -.864

940 .947 .956* .862

973* .982* 901 .980*

A -135  -075  -075  -.290

-.522 -.481 -.317 -.645"

F IR -061 -181 -.052 .568 .451 .672* .484
4 3 () 433 .594* .320 .324 375 .333 222
W) -421 -234 -359 - -.648" -.026 -.115 .004 .025
F=(B) .688* 579 .544 .847** 704" .766* 769" 387
3 I .841** 683" 799** 866" .513* 515 535 .353
4 23 -.817" -727* -.663" -.937" -770™ -723  -.841" -541
fE(¥) -610 -589 -509 -.636" -490 -.384  -.684" -.272

*10.05 **:0.01 ** :0.001 (FFHF)

o] SAFE oo E dAEE ol &
AR J5-E Loty 93] JAEH
& AANsHY. & 34 e 7 Ao §E
A F ALV Y /K AEE B
FEAAE AASAT. KPDE frefv 4
ARefEo] B Kappa T 4 AAE
o JedH, & IAGHEE fou|d AAYY
o Aozt LS ¢ F Ut

4. T2 FRAUAY ARASYI| TH

B 49 Penman EFENA A=At
WAl e Fado]l {EAAS Kappagk
7 2 Fezke] dg@o] AAls U

F8 FEAAY FATYPLY] #AE F
Ao AuE o KPAHR Ao)]& BQ
t} d& B0, BYF FE-8% dojurg
Heolet sltigts, A9 KIeS AT
7 BAQ A#L B ¥ 3¢ KA
e APEWY FHY FEE BYde ¢

T St

5. goidat apisy s

KAG] & ZAd5d F59 zolzt A
SAE 7] HEM R (MANOVA)
< 3t AERlel WAL 343 Eate] WAL
4L AGER Ao|7t A2 (Hotellings
p=.076), d@A] WAIFHF WAt WAI
ZFH ZZe] g ¥FENY] A 94
SHEZ foulg zpo]E HolA FprhH(#Z
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9 @HY-eE 075 .073 .024 .076 579 .367 556 678"
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ZE-%8 251 276 .088 .401 638*  .884*  701*  .355
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-84 -333 -.323 -.174  -.492 -573  -634* -566  -.364
2%3-¢% -334 -312 -.191 -4.85 -.693*  -.768** -.636* -.490
*10.05 ** 001 ***:0.001
a3 2 4 J9d WAL A9 HEE A 9 KAGLS v&d AEE ¥ JFE B
FHz Jepd Aolth Ao AP EW Aok, gAY APFY HFe 49 KH
AFde 34, 53, 34, s Z50A @, 9 KA, a2dx 39 KA ¢oz
9 K3dol 7 w31, 49 KIgH st o, o83 HAgdS WAl 4, B8,
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Counseling Interaction Patterns and Working
Alliance as related to the Client Characteristics of
Defensiveness
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Department of Psychology ., Seoul National University

In order to assess the influence of the client’s defensiveness on counselor-client
interaction and working alliance, this paper analyzes the verbal interaction Between
counselor and client, and the correlation between this interaction and working
alliance.

The taped records(first three counseling sessions) of the 30 college student client
who agreed to participate in the study were collected, and one session’s full
verbatims of each client were coded according to the Penman classification scheme,
The base rate for each verbal response category and the related Kappa values were
found, and the correlation between each of these values and working alliance scores
were found.

The followings are the results of this research. 1) The correlation between
working alliance and counselor reaction was varied according to the level of client
defensiveness. For example, while a negative correlation was found between the
counselor’s ‘initiative’ reaction and working alliance in the high defensiveness
group, a postive correlation was shown in the low defensiveness group:



2) The counselor reaction category measures positively or negatively influencing
the formation of working alliance, were also varied according to the level of client
defensiveness. 3) The significant sequence pattern were also varied according to the
level of client defensiveness, which could be interpreted as reflecting client characteristics:
4) Although the working alliance scores did not significantly vary according to the level
of client defensiveness, the clients with normal range defensiveness tended to form

relatively high working alliance.
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