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I —
e R —
N —

I

I —

1.0 Unreselved 2.33 In Transition  3.66

J2l 1. IDI Profile ofA|

Af Scale

EM Scale

Resolved 5.0

7R ‘unresolved” AEIEA & 2E T SHH =
oA Fagt Fot 74 Wdo] o] FoiR|A] & At
2 ouldte Wep o] el £k 2t a9l 8l
WOHEE olgel] Sisie gl et 3664
7FA]E “in transition’ Bl E, Y A<=7} ‘in transition’
ol |t “unresolved’ AR} $738171 1A
7 o5 3912912 B AR Bet grke ojvlo]
o]“cf‘— ‘resolved’ N'EHE 5“1:1— o]._& oo 0 m-ul—,\]y]
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TR ARE I
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A Validation Study for the
Intercultural Development Inventory(IDI)

Joo-Hee Park Jean-Kyung Chung
Chungbuk National University

This study tested the validity of the IDI (Intercultural Development Inventory) which measures the
developmental stage of intercultural sensitivity based on the DMIS (Developmental Model of Intercultural
Sensitivity) in Korea. One-hundred and thirty-four college students, 50 adults, and 32 multicultural
specialists answered a questionnaire which included the items for the IDI, openness, uncertainty
avoidance, authoritarianism, and multicutural experiences. The factor analysis of the IDI revealed 7
factors in Korea instead of the 5 factors in America. The factors were Denial, Defense, Reversal,
Minimization, Acceptance, Adaptation, and Encapsulated Marginality all of which fit the theoretical
structure of the DMIS. Tests for convergent and discriminant validity as well as criterion validity of the
IDI showed reasonably high validity levels for administration in Korea. The paper discusses the caution
to be taken on the administration and interpretation of the IDI, and the need to develop a new test to

measure the intercultural sensitivity of Koreans in their cultural context.

Keywords: Intercultural sensitivity; Developmental Model of Intercultural Sensitivity; Intercultural
Development Inventory; Multiculturalism; Multicultural Society
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