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L8 FLGE HHERG ek FhEY mha
@ Fo] Aolg vielilvle Baumrindd] mIHst
Marcia®] HREHE K¢ AR 59 LY T
T8 HHERd Jel ARTEW Kife] Wby Aelet
= Bt Atz d3sna g, A4 A5 A5
HRER R, B®, FHE  BE BE 5 =y
A L LB TLAE #agRe akr—#il,
BRBE R, B35 URE, T4 2F p—.05 4
FeAlA Au g Aol € Vel

=0.5 FFA 2 A4l g 5. 4F ARIES
KETE TS Az AAE 53 $EIE R4
s ohgx g
5 0 BBE A > PRSI M==IR ok e > B £

K= E Aok HE
PASACHE > BURE K > SRR KO8 > S T
& K= KE
B REK S A K= K> AT
A R K
PR A = R 2K > IR T K M > U
2L KHED Bk
B L Rk WA =R

Tk = K
BAISH 7K H==i 3L K 6> JR TR K 2 > B £
DK == K Ak B
T BBE K M= S K > B A HE S AT
K B = L ok B
PR K B = B K 3 > YR TR K M > B fF

2 L K== Rk M

B Aol s HRES KEL S A
HYs T AT BF A= SS9 BA 2y
old, ZFE FEAHY Ao w Jebykeh, =% HH,
REER, HEE BB, #7F 9 Wdox oy
A +EE BELT T de FTYE BTE 52%, &

#ooH

BRRE R

B A

FE 56%2 77 vebge

I.# 8

25k g YFE AT oz el
vholl we} &8 ARl 4R Aolsh hebdet.
53 olg gk Aol o}EAd FTEHE Aol obuizh
Ay ol F7A % A %=} (Levenstein & Phyllis,
1978: Cunningham & Barkeley, 1979: Gordon, 1977:
Shipman, 1976). weld o587 #)9 29 =i
T EAGE AWY A YA URAE J4Hor
€ vA Acletn 4T 4 vk W Eu)
A 2, Adrldd F4stdor ¥ Tog 44 aq
<+ BRI (ego-identity) o] v} (Erikson, 1959, 19
68). Aol A zte] AEE ArlE W Aot
TS Aol bz frobrlal B A ZE e xids]
7HA) A== A, F7] Adrob Afebd Al 4
ZTo8 Arlolma ezt HAo]l AWAY Fa
T s o] gob(Marcia 1980). F-2¢ & 55|
ool ehFellAl Wale AL A LA Folme o
AL Fdrlg wdaldel Aol A FAd7A |
A Zelet, weld =z Ahdg-F A G4 wef
Aor@a FEY Aol & S Aoz FedArl

A WEE LEFY FTLTH HEERS a3 mkel
HRIEHE K¥s g AT 72 dexld 94
EEE Aolvh. FrAdsldl b 18~21 A 4ol
o Y& o r k] AFYEY AotBA FF
B age] dA AR YdE  ohEr] (2~124]) 4 9
28 PFEA 4L FHom T 19
2 g5 Al k4L ERee WAdl sleb oheksiil
2, o] el 4E Baumrind(1967)8) EFHul4] e
whel #iE, REER, HI5Y ¥HERE #EHFY 9 &
Hog FRi4crl, zElm HRTEE A% Marcia



(1966)8] E-Rur4lel A HRIEM, K, AR
PAM, BE¥, HES o7k kMoe HEREAHA=L
welA o] AT At EolA gl L&Y FLT
B MERe] A4 E A4 BRER KM e
BAE gotrmxt ot olei gk FAR T Ho
24 F2Y o YEFARYe] AotAAd ¥
ol Ed¢] SEXE Totd 4 & Aold. =¢ +
g uztell A oba FEsA AT HA g A¥4E
4 HBREM K] o Add Jerte #dE +
A 2 et

I. #% ME
L BNy WK

1) BB EMS] ik

Aol Aok ¢ Fagt dEstA AokA
4 (identity) & Hal9] FAA4q E4¢ ¥AA 3
= AR BEM, #4 HRY BHER Y AdE
WEdx g Ao F482 A #eby oA
A7L A& dgse] gleoew aukEg o Ay PEe] A
gz dE ey

Erikson(1975)-2 o] 21 & Alobg A & TR F2 )
Afd Fhdes Ve, 44 FHL AL &4
o2 {HAM FHW (personal identity)olz} sz, A
A E2dL sy Sdo® LHE RS EBE(psy.
chosocial identity)elelz ¥-Ex glck, MA A
zolak A7kl Astddl A5 BRY A HEE
(sameness) =} iE#: (contingency) ] 7] &8kt vb<3
EQAT Aol gleke Adakg oulshe A o
Yok Aleb@alzel FA FRL AehEuugel o
o] 5443 d&4e] sivke A44-& A Fse Al
ol Bl gt Wy Eol Eldlell WEA A4S FHAS
A&4E BESed fLseE A4E ot AR
olzlx #vl, zElm LB EEN ERERE Ars
A7 e 4" A=k g Kotz B glvt
(Erikson, 1956). dbgell, ol A Y Ay J=4
44314 7R Bl dg QY A4t 445
A3 eks shAld { AEg S et shil

eje}zto] =totAg Al 4] 2u| o vl Eriksond BUH
e Ade HFAE HelA ga deb 23y A
obgalel | £ 29 AA(Erikson, 1959, 1960,
1963)E &) g4 2w, AelAAE 4384, B3,
Zete) Aal4-& Wxsta Y Adelrt. 2= Ao}
Az A gk zhe] a<ks) watn Yl (Erik-
son, 1963).

“or HRIEM MM (sense of identity)o] &t o]n] U]
AgE AL AR (LY delek 2
A8 BR)ol AAle] eldlell a# FE MRS =&
Mg 45 E A 420 HER] o (p.216).7
Aol £fttzm g A1 5AAY did 2 94
o] sl Eriksons] HRIEMM-E sk, #H, &2 #
AR B4 AMCE 228 w8 e HEN BE
A HEMERA Y += ¢t (Marcia, 1080).
ol Aol slebwd el AoTEE A Aol of
Uz $4ql Aolng FAAe g W3« dbgts| o] zhel,
AobT2rt & Y¢S 449 F545 gy
F4Hd, 23 A4S A - s gAAL F A
QA st gz, Aok aArt 3 s o gk
AL 2obFxr & deEe] gdeke A& v g,

2) HRERS 33

Adr1Y rgsiA gl =pelA Al g Aol Al
ozl WEE A Wedsel e Aolmz, Aol azt
9 HAsA L =olsl A}t FelslE folrld Yy
Az o] wl A zlolrl B AR AFRe 2
v Ay F3 £ Adslg ARESEC Fag
He o] A77) g ol Ee] AAlA e, AxA %,
AR Ao F& olRAAEY BN 2w $Y
T e FHE ST Aele] S @ Ao}
Uz 4 e dEE Tddck ste H A o)r] wHE
¢} v} (Marcia, 1980).

a2 Ayrle] BRERE oL &7t 7=l ¥
AEE AL oficl, 4T FFoA HEE, B
B ORBE, Aoy FAE Fol HF MRS ol
ok o A EY HEol v F—R, L@ A &1
D, 2E| R cheFln e BE 44 ko] o 7}
Filche #$45 & ve ok ol ARERIT 45
7tz 9 A4 2, A4le] $AsE AL dn
AR Relzm, FAss ddle AL ¢ A @
gl 84F EeET Yok olAL HREMIT AH
YA 9 @AV 2 FEHozn J45 A%
€ Agd FE s aqle] ¥t ARTERIT A A
= FgAv 2R o enl Y47 APEL 28
A3 e A HHES Fdssdsix g,
FEAT vlE B 2GS dldu 2y
gerh & 258 HREE £A8E T34 89 g
I AXsE Agke] glek(Marcia, 1980).

F7 Aol ArlE ERAD LE - e AN
(psychosocial crisis)7} 2#3l HERTE £BE
gl E&dd U MBEE #A¥E 4+ 9A 3=
A4l w9 Yol ch(Erikson, 1968). =iz}



A - BRES EA9 SAd2 AR A
A8 e A4S de YEAE o= HRE
# f5M (identity crisis)el] 9] s A5k %5 o} (Marcia,
1980). Adr]ol BAslelel ¢ HRERMES] W& =
E Aol ¥ UEe HRER Ale A A,
7] A, 8 Ad, A4FH A4, gE F4, A
AYo gAY A4 £, G HY 7UHx FHe
2 gt £ ¢ dEd, oF AdgdAY f#E
F8aE AL whE oAz HAH HYH 4 Ao
o} (Maier, 1969).

o8 EE HERBE A$Hed RIS AR =R
<+ B8 s el AoAA Y Hrle 4 2E A
At gAdE AMHA T = o, WA AL
A A AL Ao s vl 4R g A
Hell 4 2348 254 ol Folx zkel 4k FAA 3l
148 AFL Tl ojFoixE Aol oz AL
W2 d A A Hel ok st Aolek. F ¢ v
olEE & Aqs), F&5& A Adst ohvd A=
A<st, HHREE 7P A vhgRe A& ‘ﬂ%ﬁ
a7, gl AdE Agdst ofvm HAE ¥ Ad
7b, ol A F Adst, A& AFTE AL
FEE F A ohE w Ak, By EBel
BRE At 5 sty A st A4 XY
LARE ol g A FE Aol HRIER MR v
E shAlek 2R3 o8 R A ALA #eks] 4
A —Bikde BiEE 34590 A A gy
Ha wgse b =3 A4 wdE HRER BEE
2 odgsl AR (superego) MY FEH] Y A5
H FolAAE Fute s oAl W E-& B HsiA
A xRS ziek(Marcia, 1980). duky ez =}olA]
AL AT gk A fEsta, 49 H0E 23
AFHee & Asle oldgRAAE It
gte} (Erikson, 1968).

3) BBRIER K

BHRIEEY st dde A
o 24 59 AAHer o|FA sy
HET®RE JEd K#Ed ==l £5%¢ 4 g 3
714 HERER fld X F4S =4 ARES
BBt (identity achievement)$} F#iF#8 B (identity
confusion) @ FFHavl, HRIEE R Aozt @
Fol ST FFEH glon 2rg4le] datde]
ool 49 FAldl FHHez Ao 4w Tt
=, BRIER B 4= 444 224, 249389
AgAd, 93 #3432 L e 8o —EzHd
A F4H EFE AT g Eo] R gE

HAolm

HRIER &

A% 7270 ok (Erikson, 1968).

23 v F7 HsY ARTERE R KM o
2t Fol AEHAA VAR ARTM KMoz i1
A7 4 sle}(Marcia 1966). Marcia® Eriksono] =}
oA FAAIE BRI Hen MES AR
e Arztm B A4 @utste, dAwydl o)
AdAE, Fa, Axlody A dded A el
Pi# (crisis and commitment) & WF2 st w7}
HRIER Aitox EReldoh. o714 27 2ee
A7 duld & g8k REFAA A P st
o 2F& Adste AJE 2itm, WAL 2 Aol
AHE REA el MY LB THE BE
o Fx g g,

2E BME AT BE Y B WRT A4
HIXIE#H BBE(identity achievement), s A& o
Folle FasA MR deixl AuE THE BX
(diffusion), A&l slovt WA ol AE ofn)
A HRGE L $EHer x¥stn g Ay
= BH(moratorium), Z¥ x Alte Fx g1 WA
= EYshE L A& AT gEe] X9 4
B84 (foreclosure) & 2+ B-H519) ).

ARIEE KM gk BEE S52 aofsid oo
E 15 #e},

F 1. HRIEM /Ko ot Hig

HRICE
K¥E HRIEE
B B ¥ B BB
LEM R
b4 H £ EHEEE R+
S H H & EEF A
HE

ol ¥ g Marcia®] £/ BABEHRLS 4L o
Aoz AzAGA AL BEABBEREEY $9, ER
K, HEBEZ, el PEE UgE - AC8E
B TEH & HREE Ko v3e] . 25
3t Marcia(1966) %] #H2Eel Watermans Waterman
(1970, 1972)¢] el Y52 HHH AL Lol o G P
S A ARTEM KHete A4 W
aElx Podd(1972)8] Aol $534 =HA474 3
Aol A FoedA 4559,

HRIES Azl TR gdlo o 5t Hge(Mar.
cla, 1967; Mahler, 1969; Oshman and ManoSevitz,
1974)} AR KMz HELIY Ao o B
%2 (Cabin, 1966; Marcia, 1967; Rosenfeld, 1972; Bre-
uer, 1973), HEEHP %K) HRIEW KMo



A6l o] g Foe(Marcia & Friedman, 1970: Breuer
-1973; Matteson, 1974), 28|s B¥EsLe] Aol
A3+ W9 (Orlofsky, Marcia, & Lesser, 1973; Wa,
terman, Buelbel, & Waterman, 1970)% A4 x4,
TEE: BREE) 14 B WMEE] 44 de},
291 Al BRES RitEs AREL 2o 9
doll MRS WK kWS 4L dg Hew B3 M
gixNs] T4 Agustdl A wasl Al
Fa52, FHFAA S AN RAA sl =2
HRES RE&s BRESS Wl B¥Akds &
AERct ARk = EBEIeH RAiiyel el
a8y olE g dF AsEE NYAE F2 YRe
Bhed o] Folxl o, oz} s|gAe A$elE i
E 444 BAld & o=l8] BRER Kike] o) g
3z o F(Marcia & Friedman, 1970)s] 8% HR
IEH RELFHEe] EEAMS Y Fo u)d) vz of
W e Adae], PEEEL S 493930
I AEAL e, BAEE M FE Ae e Vil
Wk, 2ela EEFERY A HRHE ARTER
BRREEs b3 vl A% veblich oled &
d= BTE ¥4 ¢ A ARER BRRXE
o] NEHEH 744 or vt 444 B EL AR
EH# REHKES vlxeldl vebd e d2E o F
o}, .
olelzke] HERIEM KMl i) feMkalel A7)
el wte}k ohE kA vEldE A, BFE A
EM Rste A9 3 (chronological proximity)
5 HRIEM ERel W AMAA AzaH ARTR
Retkilie & Weso Aed RAA 279 A4e
BRIEWY ZEt: (stability of identity)e] £8.3F 7
& 8H7] Wl Bl BRIER Rt AANKe]
AEo] =i 444 BA& Jepdcvin @} (Matte-
Son, 1977).
2e)n HRER BREES dUdos #hHe «
E Al glod ARER BRe Fdxl TRrEEs
ol Rl Wl b e Ao Jelgel 2]
4 HREM 49 WHRES $2 BTX84ES 9y
A2 Sgr] Rl B ojvl 2y ddulé AR
Eff Tafges datglcl, o v 2FaA 9o
A EREA dlE alee WS S 2ol
HRER PR F¥d 28 THER Szdd
(Marcia, 1980).
ZFY BRIEM A4 HAIEY 48 Popp
en(1974) 3 Watermansl Nevid(1977)8] <o 9
Zzsa ydek 28z e =44 fe(kE

B HAES B T4% A% neshd 5
o A gle] EMMT - i o BNE BRE
WEE T4 ok (Matteson, 1977). d4hdokd]
A HREW M®(dentity disorder)® ajolyal &
Al Byl FAERTA 3 ol 4ol F8Aste Al
T oo s e Aoz Fdstn o el d e
A7 4 E3(long-term goals), 3¢ A (career cho-
ice), A T-3LA] (friendship patterns), A4 =23 &
%-(sexual orientation & behavior), Fx23 A4
(religious identification), = 3k (moral value system)
A k344 (group loyalities)e. 2 448tz gl=H(Am-
erican Psychiatric Association, 1980),

wWeld HRER K& Hlsly] A% TR
Aol BAIge] AT BE, T KK, SR,
Bfitkoz AHstedor ¢ Yoyt ok

4) XBY T HEER

obF7| e 8 J-R—ahd ko] Al A §E ATE A
T 4349 B 434 244 w2 A
of ehviel EgAelm FaAl 1A HAs 12
YF4Yd 244 Fob. F LR L, BHE, FE
pesl B, FEER, LBE-TD BEERH, FE
8 RERY - MRERWY 247 B AL EFMu
ssen, Conger, & Kagan, 1979). Mother—child Home
Programsoll A & &9 78S SHEN BEAESE,
®E, gl =4, 489 HHE e 200 PACT
(Parent and Child Together)d] gHo 3 AAyslx
g1t} (Levenstein & Phyllis, 1978). ditder B®
& Az A dF AT EFHdeE FdE
t2A e F2EY FYd el AolE Az}
+ 73] glv}(Baumrind, 1967; Bayley & Schaefer
1960; Bing, 1963; Hess, Shipman, Brophy, & Bear,
1968; Streissguth and Bee, 1972).

Baumrind(1967)& ot54 #ER3H 3 44 F5A
el vebvE Aol & b AAY, ggAeln M=

- AR 2Rt st A, FEAL AE, 5o

Hor P% see 54, FddEdA 23§ B
e Y akg ol A% A Ades EFs
&, F28 =g B k48 #is(control), KE
FR (maturity demands), LEE-F7ke] HE B
#:(clarity of parent-child communication), &2
¥ (parental nurturance)d] u] dw o2 1}%Fe] B
2aie A3 z244sle ol A4AY JAE go}
Boket

2 AFAE 24, S Rl Al 58 Ao
I ACEAENC RES L8EL HH RBEL B



H, #5d vl &9 25 HEM 9§ stdon,
i ETFERNeln BHEIE AEERN doH MEE
A A e AEel e rlASE REY

BEL RHMUEE A% #H, HBRER, $HiEY
REAA = 7 PR 3¢ T Ao ® Vbl
2ela i FAEE A7) SYPAols AR E glo
REM] A5l REs st o}F ST EL KE
fEAA A BEGY HEES Rgon] HE, RmE
k, HE KTAA Y <hd oo AL BEEENY of
FY FEo v Sk ol FS LT 4hed] FAAx
o Aoz vehyte.

Baumrind (1971)& o] &} 3¢ X2 -—xlud 719 314
¥ MM (authoritative), B +## (authoritarian),
AR (permissive)yl A o2 vha] REste R
A gE SAGAE Al ok, MEHNY LEE
2 F22AY 259 FHd AU 7}2131 lew

2 A gellAl o) SH, B5E AL HE 7}‘4

222 AZEte J1EE A4 SE%EL‘E A sl o

KH/‘]? o =% i #fe s g dsin ZPE
Iz 594¢l 85 ¢ 5% + dv 5488

lls}ﬁ oldrez ok5e WEE EAsH Y
AR =3 ge sl d Al BellAlE LR A
L kgel A" ¥5Y Aoz Ak wd
of MEERMNY FEEL e Fadelm gAAq
%‘-?ﬂg 39, AY¢ =gl e Yasta 2hd g A
T TTRAER gk =g LA ofHo Y3

4 Fhige Fata BAE v HeE, A7
2 37 shd Fog ARl F Agel ) g g ow
oH e TR dEA Heh. aEla HFEM L
BEL vzAAeln 4ol ¢k $EE2 AuE
&

-

oAl g AL sTIHAE g WA Ay
Eux At gech A EL oleler Xr X
g 2ty 4 %=2g u W d<ssn ERAA =
7] Al 87} R-Z3}c)(Biehler, 1978).

FRF A E ola Waew EASgdry g B
E—2hd e AEE 4L Ad B 4dE d
off gt d3kg vl A} (Baumrirnd, 1967, 1971:
Dordon, 1974; Bigner, 1979). - R¢} o}%7L9) 4%
A8 Kol Bel opge] GRAAE AAsln o 45
= H-gFHA o] e veluel ol Aol W e
A Folx AL = E5 o (Shipman, 1973, 1976)-
535 FEo A g gabde] xdelin) e e
obFo] 4Fsld A HLE oelx Jebdel(Ka-
gan & Freeman,1963). ¥ E—=lzle] 4Ta4 &
Hell 4B QAAA 8¢, 44, FE 2o oo ar

CE mgdd e 4

AFelA B, HE xpd $A] F4o] o} FeljAl g
A= g g s 497712 Al S5 el (Levenstein &
phyllis, 1978; Cunningham & Barkely, 1979; Gor-
don, 1977). oFEZlwje] B2l A Y5 Eaek4 o]
Ao vl e dio] AEHete RL PR
7He AZAE Ky olF4 Wt vlAlE FHAq)
%4 3Fo] Fastul A% AA 8 o} (Schaefer, 1972).

B’ #®

MR KB FOH HHER #= aRTe
el 3ol 7k gl-g AHolel,

I. |R K&

1. | M

A B HHE-e Ak Qb4 9] 18~214
Atelql KB 2~38d o] 4 oe I FRSF
Qe Agddm g4 -
Akl g ql-E4b8le &4 121
Heoz & 2408elth, B« wlgE v A
Faol e ZFrt 678, BTr 52elm, Al
ReAl A= LFr 498, BFF 29w}, wely £F
= & 1169l 5T 1249 o) 6},

Asd w4 11993 A

2. A

A B A e AREM A oty Y PE
Az R A YF Ak e dolus] o

T FEAE AAetd] Agsigcl

1) HERIE®E ki

& PR A= Marcia®] 25948 242 543
5, Marciaz} 3 o4t B¥KHEE EKS HEL Ko
B2 AgFeigch, d448d T4 b Askae o
A el R A EEUE B Y4 FAiady 2
HAHE AHEE, *? AT HAA 54 24 o
A ANk & ® Wz A= 7'%3}7 BiE7T Aoy
Marciag] %%ﬂ]ﬂ]ﬂ]/ﬂ AgEel, FgAstd Ms
*boAsE Aggs "]’ﬁlﬂ-zli fﬁﬁlﬁﬂii@.&i T
vhe AR A ABos Eiks Aol glo] BB
Adel Abgkal F-Alste] BT B AR Kk
i - LB RS AR stEal QA algte] 24
Thel o] B & Wl Ae el 2H5A v

wel HRES TAERA 9@ 2ue 95 2
He AT ol E 4FHer mpg Ade ARIEM
BB, HRIEM ARE €94 d3 deoy EAmes



4=l MRE ¥4%H e xsta de ALE B
B MR- stz gle) ABE AY AYHsH gL
g MM, EBE A o YA Aol ¥
A &k Biso] MR A48 AL B 2dx
Ad ¢ MRE gleod dAdHL x¥= 2] ge
FRAG At Ko s HARIFW X#e 44 3F
dglek. ol & EEE gofabd ohEo = 24 vl

R 2. AREM Ko ciet
HRLER sarm

B OB OPAE BX HfE

LEmpe &
e £ M & 5 &
W £ EI% K W
AR &

ol ol Aot o] HRIEM AH2 Marciad) ¥F2
g rlaxe ALFEgn, BRER THERS BRE,
F#, BB BB EfoR sld A SR 57
Tud Astd & 25 Rtz FEAE A
o 2 Ege dde () M ) BB (3) BX
(4) BBt (5) MY o2 Az ZFA A=A
stfed, sb3 wol Addg AL 2 A HREM
Ko slgich FAlAoR HREM AHE il
7 ol AS, dE Ed 254 Egol g (1)~8
A (2)~34 (3)~2A (4)~8H (G)~4AY A3
Lol PASKM() S REAHU R Fgo] Hbg3}
gong ola Apel EFoz Hudgcl =T
7P el A9 7t 8 olslel A felx Eoz
el sl et

2) B FLOB HHER

Baumrind®] E@RH #HRe =2 X5 AP %
FA AL HE, RMECR, B Wk, RE
Wl RKTe2 e g aRsln sl aF 2413
4+t

M RTL F&e BEBEY BB 3¢ 93
I, $27 Fvbn 445k AEE A A e
Ao BHE, B, BEEHR 59 dkd wye
2 Ay Y54 HEEsHE 41 =49 AH=xE
golrr] $3 FHEER sl gl RMER KT
b5 FEdA FA4E TYHEF HHEHE A5t
I, obF 222 AFE F+ A& AFE 3-&8kd 2
e AAE §Es T F2Y BEE gobus] 4
T EREe TAE gk ME K BEigw A
7t €FEE o]Fe] Fx 28 HAle & B
z BRERE Adse £EE <ot 9% 29E

2 5o glod, Lre RFXTL Gifs £iF &
B, REY RBETB 8 A3 0Fe g A€
ol 4 Ak FEEE TAHY dok AEAE E
40/ Bg¢o® 2 il g gL %Y Y = (rating
scale) & AL-g3ted ‘o}F gt & 53, ‘28 Ao
e 48, ‘et & 34, ‘2¥A @& sl
24, ‘Ad 294 g’ & 184 F2E gt

BARE 2 Egvid 53R d& 4+ gemg 2t
REJE A€ F ¥ HAzAddE 504 (GX10E)
ol e},

1 A PF FAAE dotrs] $& Al
AR LHEEEE ZE KTAA (80042 e}
ek (G 0 .83, BUMESR [ .80, BEE . .84, EH:
87).

3. EtrR=

Ko Hidl, BRRER, Hig Ui RFS X
ol g BRIEM 4749 ke Ty, EMFRE
B P2 Tl 2800 29 BEF-test) 3k Du-
ncan®] % TR B (Multiple-range Test)& st 7
HRER X822 Adeas ddc. =¢ $59 2
HYF A r 5% AR RxTFE oid A
o] HRIEM X¥¢ 73 3 wds] F 5 d&x 2
gz 2 BEE 2A=R st AREM K#E I7E
+ Ae WETEESY FA=E drkd =HEXE Got
B #1180 #3144 (Discriminant function analysis)
+ stglt

VR 8 e

F HwRd A4 A4 Y6 ARER AxEE IF
AAL A5, @285 Aoz HRERST REtst
BBAM(74%) 0] o] Fxso] & W, &FF
9 BRERE F#E REAMG6%)] $& Aes
vebytet.

Z2RERel Y AE STEREEY A4 st
H HRER R, AR M# KE BX 59 8
RIERE KM L7 HH, HBRER HE 'R¥ 5
o REAA B 25 guide Al de Al
2 vebgel. zEln @SR Ak fskhd, AR
L8R kHg 714 2 #Ps F+ kT F=ty A¢
= #HI HH REeld, ARe HEXT MF 2
#olste Aoz velytend, #ik, HBER, HiE
BEpREE, MEE MR ARTHM K¥E BEY &
e EREe BTFE 52%, FE 56%% A4 e}



e
p= 055 2A 28 4GS FAL4Y F 3
ol AT Wiy Aobgaieedd HTY Aua
Azt chgst 2o
5 1 RBEANS ISR A > £
A= 2
ALK > BB A > TR Bk o> B £
% 3 KM
5t RERAH B =B A > £
A 2 A
PASAK YR 0 > MRk = 3
AKHS B Ak
! R B H =BG > IRk M= Bt
A= B
PSR M g MO R K M B £
£ 3 K> E K
5B RELK M=K RERA M B
A M= 2 A
K = R B M F Rk >
£ kA=

N |

BB R

& R
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The Relation Between Student’s Identity Status
And Parents’ Child Behavior Control Patterns
Perceived by Students

Soon-Hwa Kim, Sung-Soo Park

Abstract

The purpose of present study is to investigate
relation between college student’s identity sta-
tuses and parent’s child behavior control patte-
rns perceived by students.

Baumrinds’ studies on parents’ child behavior
control and Marcia’s investigations on identity
statuses have been theoretical foundations for
the study.

In this study, Marcias categories of the iden-



tity statuses is reclassified; identity achieveme-
nt, moratorium, foreclosure, diffusion and ind-
ifference. Parents’ patterns of child behavior
control suggested by Baumrind are control, ma-
turity demand, communication and nurturance.

The results of the present study showed that
the research hypothesis is generally accepted at
statisitially significant level. Based on the res-

ults and previous studies, it would bc concluded
that parents’ control patterns of child behavior
are closely associated with the college student’s
identity statuses.

There were slight differences of the identity
statuses and the behavior control patterns betw-
een college male students and female students.





