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AP4AE 283 X 4@AA L F) X 3 =L)
o ubEEg o2 HAY S AP hgo] YEE
A=t

AL Agdtta m4aAALds AR A43g44
A 36l AX, PP T A AT T
FAlA Eake] =& A 113 gurery 258 A
367 el e g,

SgAgo] ARG Fode] Eolen wlA
g A8, 1090]x]8 Wz} FaA)x s}
AR & FAE 16900129 P-382F wsie, WAt
A AL EAY AAE 3s] SEstm, A
At wkgo] A Bl gloh, ALY g
el Ziyelele A FAA Lokeh, BLEA AL
HE 3 - IR aig 493 A7k 2 o
A3 108 A =7 deh A FAl WG gt of
717k v Agate] wge 20~3029] DAL 3
g dbgol AR EE Pk o] Jz Bk ¥HAE
248 Lz B4R,
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Z Ay gl ot AP g YT 525
Mg vhgst geh

E 3. #2289 HIXL EFHRH(N=18)

N%v& 44 oz A E

etk 6.24 4,37 6.08 4.29
(2.58)  (2.63) (2.7) (2.56)

E<F 6.19 4.86 6.52 5. 44
(2.26) (2.55) (2.6) (2.63)

A 6.22 4.61 6.3 4.87
¢ 1.92%

H 4, BH 49 HWIX|S BEEAN(N=18)

Al 32 a4 za 3%

Eot b 3.02 5.08 3.58 4.23
(2.47) (2.73) (2.75) (2.63)
E 2.13 3.47 2.79 2.67
(2.29) (2.58) (2.82) (2.51)
A 2.58 4,28 3.19 3.45

¢ 2.02*% 3.45%¥F 2 (7¥F  2,56%*%




E 5 =il gl wEX2d BEHAH(N=18)

[,H"*‘%z& # 4 =49 4 F

Bk 3.19 4.50 2.79 4.57
(2.37) (2.79) (2.54) (2.71)
E4TF 2.00 3.44 2.19 2.88
(2.20) (2.66) (2.69) (2.9)
Al 2.60 3.97 2.49 3.73
¢ 2.61%*%*  1.99%*F  1,69**  2.70%**
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FA - g5k Adeldl Aelzk Ggleh. #ebA Hake]
2o @A 4§ dobEeld v A Bl ¥
2 JgAur gy & 5 gdoh

zodol W A2 B¢l wE Aols flde
W, 4 - Hedbge Bakel & Axkel o W
(P<.025). o] A& Eadkel L J¥AE &
W gt xodl A $AY dbgo] WwEd
ek g

AEel g 2L M 29} el Fdo] B

,.
2

o
n[o

Aute]l ¥& ARt @ (P 05), 34 - 3lalyk
& ¢l =L Aol ¥ Adu BebA Pl

o) EHT AYAHE AR AT A A=} o
Aaelz ¥ % gk,

AP rgel AR AFLAY A, B B3,
wkgsh g Aold]l 4EAEEA DG THF2 68)=
7.38, P<.01; F(6,204)=15.68, P<.01).

E 6. ulgx} gho] HY BEME

W d 2 g ARE ASHE OF
g2y 75342.5 396 52.34%
-8 23326.45 2 11663.23 7.38%
EkXukg- 3289, 59 2 1644.80
EE A 15151.46 68  222.82
A
ukg- X 7] g 9190.57 6 1548.43 15.68*
gk X kX 681. 35 6 113.56 1.15
-1 4
WS-y X 20151.92 204 93.78
A el 25
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hd <
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FELLEINE FTHobr] 984 BE FAEI(si
mple main effect) & A FHPr}t. Eokg qh-go Ao
EEA HZ . FA - FAukge] g Bt
aolg nwl P 2Zuhgg Eoldl W ol g
FH - ool A e Eore] B Ante] ¥e A
el Eoh(FA L F(1,102)=12.31, P<.01; 39 :
F(1,102)=10.52, P<.01). w=tebd slg=tEe Eg
o] ¥3h& = Adale] Fab sy - 2ol - A FA-L
AMA TA - Folg zhAe] Eqlo] ¥ sEAuc
Frhdn & 4 v (2 ¥ 5.).
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up-gal sdel Wg AEHLEAE 2d FAH =2
olel elgr A8 4zl AER wgiel(F(3,
306)==18.43, P<.01). ©|&1& Zate 7} 344 o
gk abst dA gl o] Aol B zqsk T
of gk JFuk-gol 2ol EFob I Ho] FzEwg
ohvel 296 dalAE A HEE 22 Yetn
A+ 4 ol

28 2.4 vebdk AXY o] g Bt ke
o AEAg Basl gl = (F(2.272)=38.95, P<,
05), H2Hbg-2& Lokl & xelv) gdxlnt FA -
Esjubg2 Fabe] F& Axnte] W& FHuirel o &

ghe} (P<01).
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=g 29 4ol A B uke} o] ARl o Bl
s qbge) ATze sl Qg o Bake] =& A
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et A 2ubgo] ek wb (P 05), F
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A - e o e (P o).
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£ 479 A3 TR 244 Ak ¥ e I
fo] Ust7]l whEel Fad z2d¢ WAt FAA
o olgeAckn ¥ 4 dok. 2del A8 g
F2Ut& 2 AL A¥Age] AW FEIY 4
A U5 g AR} A T8 s
HAeletz 43Rt

275k zele sigol v B WEuchE g 2
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The Client’s Approach, Attachment and
Withdrawl Reaction to Counselor Interview Be-
haviors.

Gawn-Hyun Yoon, Chang-Ho Lee

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to explore the
effects of empathy, interpretation, advice-givi-
ng and probing by examining student reactions
of two anxiety levels who viewed videotaped,
roleplayed counseling situations.

After measuring 3 trait-state anxiety of 300
undergraduates, 18 subjects with high trait-
state and 18 subjects with low trait-state anx-
iety were selected for this experiment.

Through the use of videotapes, each subject
was asked to evaluate the degree of the appro-

ach, attachment and withdrawl reactions on

the 11-point rating scale.

The result was that anxious subject showed
approach reaction to empathy and advice-givi-
ng more than interpretation and probing.

In the case of approach reaction to interpre-
tation, the anxious subjects did not show high-
er approach reaction than non-anxious subjects,
But the anxious subjects showd more attack,
withdrawl reactions than non-anxious subjects.

And the anxious subjects showed lower appr-
oach reaction than non-anxious subjects to pr-
obing, but the anxious subjects showed higher
attack, withdrawl reactions than non-anxious
subjects.

‘The non-anxious subjects showed more appr-
oach reaction 1o interpretation and probing
than attack and withdrawl, reactions, but the
anxious subjects showed no difference in the

approach, attack, and withdrawl reactions,





