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o] AW EAE Lol gtth Bartholomew(1990)7F /A 31E v] 714 of & 619 ALHER o] Folx Zasjd S
g Az, Bekd-39]9, g-AE, aelaL <k Al Aol

Al A freful gt 2hol 7} Sh=A] Fobir] fj3] thile: EAHEA(MANOVA)S AAS A3t f71dat Bebg-
Fo] Pg-2] &Rl Hla AubHor #4849 FIE Ushint o] F FrFol il 1Rt BlQle] vl=iof

dRlgE HoluA 7P #4849 54& Birk

yehsttt et kel A £} 2] 7k

F90]: o2, AH4Y, AAA Zend B4, BAAT, A7) FNF Bk 2

ol Zol] thg Bowlby(1969, 1973, 1979, 1980)2] ©]&
< AT 71A ] tigk olale] FE& WS W o,
oz Agd dFES At 83 &5 AT
o} B AEE A7AA fFfFe] EFEFE o
Q1A < Oiﬁ%(Horowitz, Rosenburg, & Bartholomew,
1993; Wei, Vogel, Ku, & Zakalik, 2005) S 2 &8sh= A
o2 Haxy gk A 9 A48 17e] SHA =
B0k of 22 $-&(Burge 5, 1997; Wei, Mallinckrodt,
Larson, & Zakalik, 2005), £<HChorpita & Barlow,
1998; Vertue, 2003), =&, A4 Burge 5,
1997), =A% ol|(Carmichael, & Reis, 2005) 53 H&

¢

°
o o
[e]

f

-
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Agee] glgel A%H e Haslm gk W <
e AERE TR FHAA A hERE 2

r

A =4
Ho] gl o (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991; Brennan
& Morris, 1997; Bylsma, Cozzarelli, & Sumer, 1997,
Griffin & Bartholomew, 1994; Pietromonaco & Barrett,
1997), E3+ A28 <hd 2 (Love & Merdock, 2004),
th 4 8%, A4 7 (Lopez & Gormley, 2002) &2 4l 2]
4 AgahE Wd $AS walk o tebsl a
eEEREECEERE R R BRI
T 932 8} gl th(Larose, Bemier, & Tarabulsy, 2005;
Moss & St-Laurent, 2001).
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oje} Zo] QIzte] B 4le] "
HHATLEL Bowlby(1973)¢] WA A% =
(internal working model)ell 7|25 S It} ol Fo]
oA Fad A 27)e FrApgzte] BA7} o]
91 tholdAl & o BAIC] U (prototypes)= A
e Aolth(Waters 5, 1991). =, Aol 2719 o2}
A Teket el FRIE oA9A FEE Ao of
7T E HkdahH, ofd 7IdEe wEay s AXHA]
GO 2Ed 2 ARl A JiQle] o AR} P
A Foll daFE wAAl Ak ol2ig 71d 3 E=
S FAsl= Fa3t u]-F)ro] g
<8, o] BF 7iQle] o] tigt ARle] PEE oS
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A% 23S 9n|3tk(Bowlby, 1973). Z, 7M1 T8
g ERlF T Ae-E Sl ARl dri Blo 2R
WA AR S e 7 7H] Sle AR, BRkle] &
vl 2Rl A] WAteHA wheal & A g 4¥
o] 7ot AdE BgsHA HaL ojZlo] Q1] vidl#

L40|HCollins &

Al 54E oldists Fad
Read, 1990).
QTN F98 A 29 bt AHAEL of

A 54T 5 devh e 59 R 4l ohte
g A ola| & 17} st lolth. frofe] of 2P Ee
2 Peor FHH7] fLol
FHzho] 4 tH(Ainsworth %,
1978; Waters & Deane, 1985). WFd Ajole] of 2§ 55
ARA 07 2517 44 Lt} dE S0 vo}_ >
Efag 9e v PRE 23 Yojx gorlt dES
BolAE, Jle o2 st olxA) ereelt
S glol B4 FFeai @g W ojleh mz Al
71 Sfek g AeE R B ohet o gt
B4 A7 2ol N3 g A Tk = Q) whel
NHR5E ZHehe vl el sick mebd e o}
o Thgt olals A9AQ WEREUHE BRolL} 2]
B3 APAE 5ol ol djFae] EASIIE 34
o2 o]Fo]x $Itl(Hazan & Shaver, 1994).
o|Z g ATEL 2 Bowlby(1973)2] W2 25 23
2 =], ¥4 MainZ Goldwyn(1998)-2

o7 WA WES BN o 49 Y, B9

X o
4

Pe=

3 (dismissive), 12|31 &5 (preoccupied) 0= T-H3}
%t} Hazan¥} Shaver(1987)& 44919 f4BAZE =4
at7] flal Al 7H] i F FEFE R, B1kdH, 3]
e 1ekeIdth o Al #3E Ainsworth, Blehar,
Waters 2 Wall(1978)0] A3t F29} ol 71o)] U}
Ve 23S niEge s FAES D, diEe sl
Q3 WAIE oG A A28kl tiet 2] B2

3l SAEAT Al 78 F IHE oS Hol

< ERIZ] #AllA HsHE W, tE
7kl 7424'5% &

FEolA ARdehe 2 01] EH?SH

Shaver, 1987). Z12]\} Hazan®} Shaver/] oz A
?lg] o]F/Lngo]],]. tﬂg];ﬂ sgilzﬁ. 2+ /\-lui o]_z] E’_al]r,].
= AgHo] 3 (Crowell & Treboux, 1995), W2 2H&
Foll 2A8 1= PAR 2137 RIS Fle +
< kiR EgivkeE H]ES BITHPietromonaco &
Barrett, 2000).

3HH, Bartholomew$} FHE2 Bowlby(1969, 1973,
1979, 1980)°] W& 25 2F9] /ide vS st
3, 53] 2p)7del tigk 27847 B34, eV o
ST A9 T A Aol ZFe R AT
vl 7FARFEE, &8, 7853, AFD)E Mdskd
E’H(Bartholomew 1990; Bartholomew & Horowitz,
1991) o] 4]l f&ATE E4ssh= Hl 7]dssith
A7Vl W 2L A 7Rk WAlsshe A=
£ UER, BRIl digh 53442 o AldEe] A}
2l Al Abslar AAA Y Feleta 7Hehs F=E
EbditkBartholomew & Shaver, 1998). 5734 27|43}
A BRI 23R A E fAFE L UAlskE A
7] 73 2dstar ke E}C’Mﬁl g 5402 gt}

ek

[o o ot

Sele el At %OL% reciatn Aol A
e e E}om 188 R S A ool
B4e Belsh e 420 AURE wlng e 47
S A Bl WMRneA e
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P E Wl Ao 2 B 4 glth(Pietromonaco &
Barrett, 2000). ¥, 2153 WARES 544 Ap)E

3} 2 eelgel 2oz, 97 O£ kb 2

5S om - ¢
A AT BA AL ww miA e R A%
4598 291 A1 HH B Tge,
o5 9] 391 BRI ulE] ThE AltEte] A
@ WAL ST eI Yolo AU WA
S 7RRe A 2] 7HIRe Al e S8
Holtk(Bartholomew & Shaver, 1998).
Bartholomew ©] 7Hd3}E vl o 2 & 23S
gel7] flste] 28t ol ARHl e ErEe Uil
Al A &2 [Relationship Questionnaire(RQ), Bartholomew
& Horowitz, 199119} t91#A] 2% 2 #X][Relationship
Scales Questionnaire(RSQ), Griffin & Bartholomew,
199417} Itk RQ= 471¢] &2 defow FAE<] 9l
th Z#Z#E ZW o tigh g7gd2 74, BlRlel tigt
T AE BEdE Y, TR,
71 o2 S Whedah Al

=i\
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7k deto] Ax1E dept 2 BARREA o tisl HAsHA
k. RSQ+E RQ9} HIS=3IAE, wet thal d-de] %
S tel Heke e %46}13%, Y, ARy, Fole
g, &g g3l Bao| Mt 45712 FAE A 3
t} o] & AEA = A ERIY F Agor 1R
£ ol EAoIth A9 A A= 2 A
ge] AP A+ ARE Aol B E A7)
o] AT Fa+dEd AR S Adsie] At
), BRI A AxE T ekl Aok
3 Hg+o)Eg HF1olr 94 el AT e
g =+ AR HRE A8l ALK o3t A9l
oj2ke] ] 7FA] -3 Bartholomew(1990)¢] 7@} o
% o|2d vlekE F WEslu 1T R A
o= olgf ofatz) Alg] Bl AMzA, AlelE EAlsd s
g 53 WA ABEe oy AFoA AREE STt
(RaR, AAF, T43], 2008; A&, o718 2008; &

oy
=)
o,
ofv
re

2008). 3|5(1997)2 g tiEAE o
oj3] f3-S ¥ wd A3 Bartholomew

i
oX
ro,
2
Y
1

9} Horowitz9] W] A}E o] &3 &7/~ 1ET
of Hlah Ael&g4 &40l oA L3S Basta 9l
ok ol2lgk AQlofRke] Ul AT} Tkt WIS, &
AR, 2B 2=0] 2|7kt oA, Az
DI] FHAAS A AFE0] o] FoAth

e FAlel Aglofate] vl 74A] el ek B
R L E R P ER e
7|21 Bartholomew AF2 0 2 HE] A ZE Qe 1
He A2le] IAle] Ehttp - [www.sfu.ca/psyc/faculty/
bartholomew/faq.htm) ©| 4] RQ<} RSQE A& ufj 4] 7}
A 3] A% A7 A% fAypo s AHACR 5
ek Aol offel ohHelN Fag Al dimension) &
S4ele Ao B Aol % ¥ gHoleln guAe
2 QFeln o, #97 ALe A= e AolH o
z}o] & oleflalA] Fa RQ o RSQO]]/H oJojdoz A
ARBE HemkS 71272 E4 Jfolo] EXE o2 43|

v mT Y=

ul
rl
Ho
ol
He

&t dEges AL A7 Aol B4 U
(noncontinuous category)?! o F3-& A&5H A4
(continuous dimension)Q! Y] A4S vwsle] o] 5 71
2 AFE BEUR 5409 43 /EE =25 7= 1
o} SEAQl & B9, 71E9] o £F BF W
o3k 3 Aole] ekE 2] A4t 174801 YR
Al A A7 A2 167”0 AfelE 1S Y3
of 2 fEolgtn A& UlgA st I olzlo] edet
7}al= o) %o] ATk w3l okgE A<er) 1780] 1

v A A 97t 2t 19 Akt B R

83 ety & 4 9lesb we 7|2 WA=

Y e 2 E = Ao Y Ao} Bdsla s 2o

Y Aol o] MAE HF {FPE T 5§l
o] gick

e artholomewﬂ' FREC] <&l WA 3}5

rlr 2l =

B3 ZAFA THE RQ 32 RSQEE EFF o2}
P& F= E & fle AW 238A= gtk 7]t4
1) M (category) = BAS g Total AL ASA A
2912, J8lu Eﬂ(type)s AR PR ARFES A3t
€ AR He o] et W /13t 4l dste] 9l
= 3 Fa ‘%‘?E U o] B2 FA oz Aolr} e 5
of © FolARE Bdlel HAAS St A%ARI F
o i}ﬁﬂ*i I AT Aol v Ao Be 2 A

0?4

o] A=l wE £ & 5 ok
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sEAlRlstIn): Al U A
Wao] A4S Bel Wl A Aol 2AANN % A9 SHS Mol A2 MANOVAS AHgaiA #43)
$8< 25E Bol ] WEel o)F BASE 24 AT thel AVlE A 2= o4 Al
WL DG F Yok o] BFEE oW K83 A DU A h e s o BelA s
489 5 ook ol @ Wty §43 ke olF  Agolth AAATEL o) §3o] vhebiel A2l
o] A4Sl 254 profile) & g 9 oje) 293 B Felo] Urke AL AL

= B3A JhEsith AAE
Profile Analysis : LPA)< A8 5 849 ¢ T/=
A, T B9 B9AFES] 2RSS Al T
= Wra ] o e R AREE Wi &
de TR A W] shvo|thLazarsfeld &
Henry, 1968; McLachlan & Basford, 1988; Vermunt &
Magidson, 2002). ©] W2 9|4 (arbitrary)l 7% 71

Ar2 TR Fdo] ofd A7t e F Wl

A o wt Ay
o
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T
8 Waelo,

Tep B ATAE olae WA A4E nde) 2
Al ) S Zgeke Brw el Ao A48
0} Bartholomew ¢} E&55°] 713k RSQ2 Y| 2494
T7F Fdehe R A4 2gS HAge A
= iAol A ofE AALAAR ol 2 fFo] EAs)
TAE AEA R W1 o] AT EC] BAzITe
A5, -2, B tiel 93 A7) 7RI ke
ZA(locus of evaluation : LOE)3)2] SHojlA] ojH 2H

lo, 1o

P

2) o714 AR A |G onj= B4 7P S 7171 el A
=% Pl F25E Aol ohfet A il sl Eee)
£ (sample specific characteristics)oll web 2 71e] Fek
o] FZFEAE BE AHldllA FAA R EAE dAlsks A
< AlAREIE

3) A7) 7H% B7ke] 2AE Rogers(1951)7F Aokt sido
2, “71qle] 7hA Pol ERlel ket Aol 2R
(914 %7} 2] ohw Aol Aol 2Asle o] folx]
WA H7} 212 FS(the extent to which [one’s] values
and standards depend upon the judgments and expectations
of others, or are based on a reliance upon [one’s] own
experience; p.156)” 2 79]3I3ITtE Rogers(1948) <4<l
LOE7} W#Ql LOER o]gJsl=s Fe Zlo] ulghlshH, of
213k Wslo] w} ZiQle R AY e v} FPA

u} 9lTH(Larose, Bernier, & Tarabulsy, 2005; Wei,
Mallinckrodt, Larson, & Zakalik, 2005). w2} 3= o
SYE] ofF Ko gt olal] % ol K HAA
737re] Atk ol E gto 2N 55 of 2 A
o f&3 AAE EF & UE FeE Tttt

A2 739(57%)°1
om, A7l gt TS AL HT 23474
(SD=49)%ith. AF-E Y gHo]A & B3] A3t
A stem, oF 153 Hwo] Alzte] AQErh

M7

A58 ST

2 Aol A= Griffin? Bartholomew”} 1994 o]
Az gid#dA H= A FA (Relationship Scales
Questionnaire : RSQ)E AF&-3Fe] Aol 2-S =743}
At} o] A= Hazan¥} Shaver(1987)] AJ<lof 2 2
=(Hazan and Shaver’s Questionnaire), Bartholomew 2}
Horowitz(1991)9] /gl 2t 2 =-#7] 27X (Relationship
Questionnaire : RQ) ~12]aL Collins2} Read(1990)2] A

I

e

H Al tigE LutA]l wAs ejele 7 &
dol AW lelAl drht aldEeAe] F=E 53 HAE
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N SA=T

Folarge] B0 e (el 35 AHThe Brief
Symptom Inventory : BSI, Derogatis & Melisaratos,
1983)5 AHgsto] ST o] e el }
Z](Symptom Checklist 90-Revision SCL 90-R)2] T
O, SCL 90-R#} 5& 35 Hof gdgo] 745321
S r=.92, Ht7t r=.99, Derogatis, 1977). BSI+=
5 s3pgom PYH] Qom, ohel A, 2

q]o ]Lo TE o]— ;Gq]ﬁ- _Tr_j@%o]- 3121_2_ 2
e D
of A 79 §2be] Aeld Jei2 Ho) wel el e
57 Am(1=75] oG =715] ghth 5=A1F o]
sz EEh e A%, 249 2 9%
B(1984)0] AT TF 4L vhHow, B AT
9] WA = (Cronbach’s )& .97°]Ath

A7 77 FrteA SR ET
£ AFeA e A7l tig B7HAA(LOE)E S35t
71 93ke] Bucur®t Lee(2006)7} 7HE3F Locus of
Evaluation Inventory(LE)E 3l=o] 2 W<t - E}g3lat
Z(Lee, Lee, & Park, 2008)2 AFE3ISIt, o] A =& 64
2AE FA(1=rf-> &oJ5}R] &5, 6=1F FJFhow
F 1T oR FAH slon, T4 55 94
LOEE 7HaL &5 Ukt o] Axe w2 AEst
(Low Self-Regard), E}S19] 7ol A174227](Concern for
(B54) 2] =% (Dependence), 54
Ak 2] (Public Self-Consciousness), &]4](Show-Off)<] 5
71 OH Qlog F/d=o] 9lom, LEI= A=A, 414
=, BEY lllﬁﬂ‘j’] I Qe IS ol 0}71]
S AHE U](Bucur & Lee, 2006; A= : r=-59,
A =.63, p<.05; BE3}: r=-23, p<.05; -
= p 05) = LEI ;H/“ ]. /‘ HX%)H
ol Xé’d?ﬂ%ﬂr HHEE o7 eyt & oq:r“’ﬂ*i
350 YA X Z(Cronbach’s )& 810|114l F-40]

Other’s Opinion),

Agsi] Wrle) aAE EAean

N2 ol e ADTAYAR] ks ol Sst
of A Zaad BA(LPA)S AAEh 94 AF
g iz o] W A 2R B4l & FREA, dF
59 ZaAAS ARgEl] Ads Ural Hde] g w
E 2o AY=s Wk ¢ ole B4 etk £ 4
_']__L

Mplus ﬁﬂ(Muthen & Muthén, 2001) 2.2 H=3I3
o} o] BAMdlde e 5 =2 o, wolt HH
<£7](Bayesian Information Criterion; BIC, Schwarz,
1978)7} Zol= o] B AFe 2P <luldich, o}
A o] 5 59 239 BIC/} o] =3l ula|

o184 ¥om FdE o} F7IsA 4, ol B

P Aegic) T8 BIC Aelgtoge A i) 4
S A o glom, ole} Al ' Alle] W]
&3 M7k T2 I aElsd g A e
A 5 HF 23 oz MeldTHMcCrae, Chapman,
& Christ, 2006). T3 LPAE Lol Hgk Alo]e] o]
9} EAS dolHy] 93 SPSS 12.08 ARE3l]
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o] B A3 Aoz HYh 53] Aet 52 7Y
2 A5k A8 39%9 590 Baele] RS
LA PO 7] ol B} A5 ol
) A mg3 57 e 23S vwslg e v BIC 2

o] uf$- 2 UrEM 2 w3 3 e BYS A
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AN =2kl EMollM 2 Tkl 2Y MElT

&3]

e BIC BIC zte]  ARIF(HW/HLD)
1 1007.180
2 978.457 28.723 4 91 / 37
3 972910  5.547 4 89 / 17
5 971432 1478 Z4& 65/ 5
6 972.970 1.538 37} 67/ 5

F o) g mEe AE 9 YU TR b aks,
AM=2292) A4= e v ARXIA(M=2.876)2} F
HAEAAM=3275) AFE £ 54 Bl ol
545 nefstd] e 12 BU-3 9 o7 Wust
Atk A 2= 89 (HA ] 67.6%) -2 THEAL, F
w13} s 5 BTk S, of Aue kg
(M=2.972)7} o] Z=A+A(M=2.807) A5V} =
(M=2.089)%} 2] &A1 (M=2.394) M

Aetolglet. whebA qbg-oEd oz Ykl
A HEE 229(18.9%) 2.2 FAHAEH oE4
(M=3.543)3} Fe3AF(M=3.597) A7} 53] =2
A& Helom FAld Pgaka AR A b

o
p

iV
o Jm o = v o

4zt Jed g Exe v Ak BRbg-39d Jdcd
=4, ©1=13), H-o|EY(d=38, ol=51), HA(d=13,
=9), JehHE Ade] FXA o3t Alole fIATHTolA
& (2)=4.958, p>.05). WA FES VRE Jeae A8}
2] gk}, oled dAmwele 10719 F5Hl 89 H
2|3 Ato] §i97] wlitell Aol whE He|w FA] A4
A Bkt (L3 dlle AFol AAE M) 21, 2z
3 EQM} 249] oFgt ks B2l ZolqiTh.

Mo

—euch(gotE-aa)

— Tch (2

-k ek (27h)

2 Livofal of Fgt

sEo] A M= AFold 5 Ad AdEo] Fut

S = gk 5
353 AR B uf o] S ‘73 (ambivalent type)’

Flekrjol 8l

WA Lsle) B2 Fale] Lol o2 53 4
W5o] BAAAES A7) 7% B A G5l
Felule HEAE wolA] dohn] 915kl MANOVA
S ST 7 Aee Fudd g B &
FAAE & 20] AN BAABA RS A7) 87}
a2 2RE FHAAN 9 FeAt ek
Boxe] BARe] U4 7Fgel ulsIgls] mhsel

(F(110, 6440.211)=1.675, p<.001). Wilks®] #t} thal
Pillai®] E#lo]~ S AwH 3k} Pillai E#|o]A=449,
F(20, 234)=3.384, p<.001, F& olepx|g=224. T&
ANOVAZ S Aoy 212707 3< Bsie] 107) &
fel1# A7) 7R3 %7F 24 LEI9] AellA e 3E
feoln|gk 2ol 7} UERATE p<.01(E 3 3Z2). olHe 2
= Al 7HA o2 73 Jeee] AR vE 4lEd 54
= B9lS onjgith

o2, of ek Alelelx] fofuet
A gotbr7] 91slo] Scheffeo] AR 253 AATSHIT
E 3904 & 4 9h%o] LEIS} tielellviAg Mo e 3
< 1(E-3 98 I A 2(RPE-91EF) Alelelle
gk po|7} i, o] 7 ket He 3(F7H) Atel

_);1_1/
3
~
v
%

o FelPlg Ahol7k AATHAE 1, 2 < Hek 3, pe.D).
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LEI 5700 957 59.83 920 6650 953

A A8} 95 93 39 45 108 83
7k 139 .87 2 68 180 91
ol 139 98 95 70 220 103
£ 115 102 78 70 160 96
ol 1.17 92 55 62 132 95
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TEES 95 .90 46 47 1.06 90
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o @ A9 e wedsks WA tg BAA
A3 vl A o3 AL

=

o]r/].

IAET.
FARow, B AT Holdt thetel N 74
<Hg-8139, kg-ol=d, 2 Pigel Al Pee

Lmo av
rlo
- M
4o

Joizke] 2/3 st -l
] FE GAA RS AP

B oo
32
R
o 1
I ol
o o

Gl Soi ols A

7EZE 7R 2R RSl EaElell AE Vel
S4E B3tk o]&2 ARl tigt o] e H ol &
Alell BRQlel] thaii e 4291 de EAfrotel drtae
ZE FgE ohe fAlskEA FaA] eRlelA o st
= 545 483 F ol Aor Hinh I F ofR
Gl AtdEe] e B FE(, E-H) AR
gl AlEEn Al o ehdEol glu AMIAE =
o & Agdtte A%E Bushs 434 d7EH

A2l AFlo|ti(Feeny & Noller, 1990; Hazan &
Shaver, 1987).

olf gt e E ofF /F = gl v T
(FHE3 Blg-g9g) e dubdor HAd A
A HAEH EHE g
S0 A P R o - B e e T P e = b i |
o19] mj=mlo] ovlala 4 = z

A
< BT, AT, & 5€ U Bol A¥ske Aom
j‘

ro

& Azt 1ol thak 2 2ol EAlEo] 3] )
2o golebl gl mep Faat Bng FHee
sl ElRle] ARl teld Wikl whed A1
| 93 olel@ o] ofe] 7 FAg B % g

JaAzde] SR Berg-HTY At oA

39

o

.

o

k)

0,

6) ©] Al Fe $-A3] Hazan} Shaver(1987)7} A3 A 7}
2] of & 739, <, ERdE) T dH fARE &
AL BHgloy o] 2E-g I 8T = it} 1 olf=
HazanZ} Shaver”} A9k of 2k 13- 2 AFellAA7d of 2t
2 A4 WA Z2ad S uEsia =EE Zlo] ofx
% 73 AAE FE 54 (sample-specific)d 7}sAl o]

%7] ot

- 61 -



SEAlE[EslX]: AlE 9 A
E 3. Rk Ao] H|m N=128
HooQl SS df MS F AREAS
A 2t 1038.79 2 519.35 6.00** 2<3
LEI Hdy 4} 10817.97 125 86.54
Total 11856.68 127
A 2t 11.07 2 5.54 15.06*** 2<1,3
AlA 8 Ay o3 45.95 125 37
Total 57.02 127
A 2t 14.91 2 7.46 13.23%** 2<3
7 A o4 70.43 125 .56
Total 85.35 127
A 2t 27.80 2 13.90 21.38%** ,2<3
il wg A o4 81.28 125 65
Total 109.08 127
A 2t 12.47 2 6.23 9.83%** 2<3
&% A o4 79.24 125 63
Total 91.71 127
A 2t 13.53 2 6.76 12.75%** 2<1,3
Eot A o4 66.29 125 53
Total 79.82 127
A 2t 15.77 2 7.89 13.02%** 2<1,3
Azt Ay o3 75.74 125 61
Total 91.51 127
A 2t 8.30 2 4.15 10.50*** 2<1,3
FAEEL A o4 49.36 125 40
Total 57.65 127
A 2t 14.95 2 7.48 19.19%** 2<1,3
\4%5 A o4 48.71 125 39
Total 63.66 127
A 2t 11.59 2 5.80 14.86*** 2<1,3
2AZ Ay o3 4875 125 39
Total 60.34 127
Z LEI = A7) 77 H7ke] &A)
13t Hg S Roled Rt gildilgs o %@ Aolvt glirke Hold & £ ik &, gl@

o] tel| g Izbde] WA rtE E v
nA Fog AoR YePgth olw drFE o] tilzt
(interpersonal) & th o1 (intraprersonal) AEH A L5
o F kgt ol whal] <EPy-3|9F 0] A= iy ~
Efnde FetA T izt 2B 2, vl o
4 g FH Y tigk )M E -0 R T

FE,

ALT AA7F A
sto M U)ol ~EYAE

A=} = o
B 52

1_

- 62 -

ALE A dgtel| A A< (withdrawal)
HEAZIA R Y]
oJd3] At 4 7FsAel itk

°]

20 ¥ dze e A 7}%1 Nz
eI 2t gve] =

gtk A% 5

| -l EY AT

ol A
A



A3 BRI el tig 2 HEez tilaA oA

(o]
AAspl H2ehe 59, oo vkl Bebd-g 9

Age gaAdn 258, Low Pl Ave
A2} g5e] BAR QF PAH Tgs ved 5
. o] BEE FEATAN A¥Aden AZE 4
& Aolth

A
A g5oA WgAte] AelA 159 Faldle WaEzte] 74
W B 23] EAlgTHEagle, 2006). wabA B
& Aol WEAe] QAFHE 2AR WEAke] &
AL olsfista Akl /Ndsleitt. aeEE 2 A4 A7)
2 o g giITAEA7E B Uik WeAtE olsl
& ) o]5o] o oz Fol| &3l 71 nEsRE A

o 8% Zolth

7 A (sample-specific) | 2Fe H< 12E u] 7HsiA
&9 F0% ot FEATNE 99, A9

A AeA ez Agheln AU P 2
o) -89 % st Y Weel e e 23}
7} VERd Hol tishake Aoldt (e, WetA %
& 3R ADINE wrEa ekl 492 de
7 itk 2e Meolx] Welg $RE E AUEe of
Aggolt vehy W oheh i mahd B
% 1} ohe] Fon AHHez B8 WA
NS A Ao £88 Aotk =@

N
AFE o A3 AT L UiA 4 5 uE
A F ot BAZE FAstod(d], Collins & Read, 1990;
Lopez & Gormley, 2002) Rt} FA|&o|x F53 At
H EAE gefete A /88 Aolth E3 2 Aol
Me iz FEE gofdt W AIEL Fade-s 3k

oHZ FFol 2 7HS el
Baldwin, Keelan, FehrEnns % Koh-Ranggrarajoo(1996)
o Aol olah 10714 thIAA el o] of =
FEE BAT 23, Fedzte] 88%7F F 7HA| o]

(¢} b
N FHE Busta 47%= Al 7HA] o)A Hagk
ul gt} & Aol ME o]d A ES nHde
Rol nlgAE otk

s

AFEAD B S ARIEE gE] =2
1

o

28|, 01718 (2008). G 1o =3} A Hol whe
AbglBete] zpo). sh=Alz|sts|x| : Yt 2
139-159.

S, 0159 2008). HlEhgel sEE A @
wFo), Aabje] 94 1 A8 EAl A
NRe] ARy FAow sh=Ala|Es(X]
i, 5(2), 119-136.

RS (1997). AgQleizte] 3 Relit 49 oo
Hlw, SH2AlE|sks|X] @ greh 10, 123-138.

Ainsworth, M. D. S., Blehar, M., Waters, E., & Wall, S.
(1978). Patterns of attachment : A psychological
study of the Strange Situation. Hillsdale, NJ :

)

Lawrence Erlbaum.

Baldwin, M. W., Keelan, J. P., FehrEnns, B., & Koh-
Rangrarajoo, E. (1996). Social-cognitive conceptual-
ization of attachment working models : Availability

and accessibility effects. Journal of Personality

- 63 -



and Social Psychology, 71, 94-109.

Bartholomew, K. (1990). Avoidance of intimacy : An
attachment perspective. Journal of Social and
Personal Relationships, 7, 147-178.

Bartholomew, K., & Horowitz, L. M. (1991). Attachment
styles among young adults - A test of a four-
category model. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 61, 226-244.

Bartholomew, K., & Shaver, P. R. (1998). Method of
assessing adult attachment. In J. A. Simpson & W.
S. Rholes(Eds.), Attachment theory and close rela-
tionships(pp.25-45). New York : Guilford Press.

Bowlby, J. (1969). Attachment and loss - Vol.1. Attach-
ment. NewYork : Basic Books.

Bowlby, J. (1973). Attachment and loss - Vol.2. Sepa-
ration : Anxiety and anger. New York : Basic
Books.

Bowlby, J. (1979). The making and breaking of affectional
bonds. London : Tavistock.

Bowlby, J. (1980). Attachment and loss - Vol.3. Loss -
Sadness and depression. New York : Basic Books.

Brennan, K. A., & Morris, K. A. (1997). Attachment
styles, self-esteem, and patterns of seeking feedback
from romantic partners. Personality and Social Psy-
chology Bulletin, 23, 23-31.

Bucur, D. R., & Lee, D -G. (2006, August). Locus of
Evaluation Measurement - Implications for Coun-
seling Psychology. Poster presented for presentation
at the annual meeting of the American Psycho-
logical Association, New Orleans.

Burge, D., Hammen, C., Davila, J., Daley, S. E., Paley,
B., Lindberg, N., Herzberg, D., 7 Rudolph, K. D.
(1997). The relationship between attachment cogni-
tions and psychological adjustment in late adolescent
women. Development and Psychopathology, 9(1),
151-167.

Bylsma, W. H., Cozzarelli, C., & Sumer, N. (1997).
Relation between adult attachment styles and global
self-esteem. Basic and Applied Social Psychology,

19, 1-16.

Carmichael, C. L., & Reis, H. T. (2005). Attachment,
sleep quality, and depressed affect. Health psycho-
logy, 24, 526-531.

Chorpita, B. F., & Barlow, P. H. (1998). The develop-
ment of anxiety : The role of control in the early
environment. Psychological Bulletin, 124, 3-21.

Collins, N. L., & Read, S. J. (1990). Adult attachment,
working models, and relationship quality in dating
couples. Journal of Personality and Social Psy-
chology, 58, 644-663.

Crowell, J., & Treboux, D. (1995) A review of adult
attachment measures : Implications for theory and
research. Social Development, 4, 294-327.

Derogatis, L. R. (1977). SCL-90R Manual. Baltimore,
MD : Clinical Psychometric Research.

Derogatis, L. R., & Melisaratos, N. (1983). The brief
symptom inventory : An introductory report. Psy-
chological Medicine, 13(3), 595-605.

Eagle, M. (2006). Attachment, psychotherapy, and assess-
ment : A Commentary. Journal of Consulting and
Clinical Psychology, 74(6), 1086-1097.

Feeney, J. A., & Noller, P. (1990). Attachment style as
a predictor of adult romantic relationships. Journal
of Personality and Social Psychology, 58, 281-291.

Griffin, D., & Bartholomew, K. (1994). Models of self
and other : Fundamental dimensions underlying
models of adult attachment. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology, 67, 430-445.

Hazan, C., & Shaver, P. (1987). Romantic love con-
ceptualized as an attachment process. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 52, 511-524.

Hazan, C., & Shaver, P. R. (1994). Attachment as an
organizational framework for research on close
relationships. Psychological Inquiry, 5, 1-22.

Horowitz, L. M., Rosenburg, S. E., & Bartholomew, K.
(1993). Interpersonal problems, attachment styles,
and outcome in brief dynamic psychotherapy.

Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology,

- 64 -



1§
Ml

A Zzulel 2M2S S8 ofE R

:

61, 549-560.

Larose, S., Bernier, A., & Tarabulsy, G. M. (2005).
Attachment state of mind, learning disposition, and
academic performance during the college transition,
Development Psychology, 41, 281-289.

Lazarsfeld, P. F., & Henry, N. W. (1968). Latent structure
analysis. Boston : Houghton Mill.

Lee, D-G., Lee, S-R., & Park, H-J. (2008). Validation
of Korean version of the locus of evaluation
inventory. The Korean Journal of Counseling and
Psychotherapy, 20(1), 65-82.

Lopez, F. G., & Gormley, B. (2002). Stability and
change in adult attachment style over the first-year
college transition : Relations to self-confidence,
coping, and distress patterns. Journal of Counseling
Psychology, 49, 355-364.

Love, K. M., & Merdock, T. B. (2004). Attachment to
parents and psychological well-bieng : An exami-
nation of young adult college students in intact
families and stepfamilies. Journal of Family Psy-
chology, 18, 600-608.

Main, M., & Goldwyn, R. (1998). Adult Attachment
Classification System. Unpublished manuscript, Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley.

McCrae, J. S., Chapman, M. V., & Christ, S. L. (2006).
Profile of children investigated for sexual abuse :
Association with psychopathology symptoms and
services. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 76,
4, 468-481.

McLachlan, G. J., & Basford, K. E. (1988). Mixture
models : Inference and application to clustering.
New York : Marcel Dekker.

Moss, E., & St-Laurent, D. (2001). Attachment at school
age and academic performance. Development Psy-
chology, 37, 863-874.

Muthén, L. K., & Muthén, B. (2001). Mplus - The compre-
hensive modeling program for applied researchers.
Los Angeles - Author.

Pietromonaco, P. R., & Barrett, L. F. (2000). The

internal working models concept : What do we
really know about the self in relation to others?
Review of General Psychology, 4(2), 155-175.

Pietromonaco, P. R., & Feldman, Barrett, L. (1997b).
Working models of attachment and daily social
interactions. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 73, 1409-1423.

Rogers, C. R. (1948). Divergent trends in methods of
improving adjustment. The Harvard Educational
Review, 18, 209-219.

Rogers, C. R. (1951). Client-centered therapy. Boston :
Houghton-Mifflin Co.

Schwarz, G. (1978). Estimating dimensions of a model.
The Annals of Statistics, 6, 461-464.

Vermunt, J. K., & Magidson, J. (2002). Latent class cluster
analysis. In J. A. Hagenaars and A. L. McCutcheon
(Eds.), Applied latent class analysis(pp.89-106).
Cambridge University Press.

Vertue, F. M. (2003). From adaptive emotion to dys-
function : An attachment perspective on social
anxiety disorder. Personality and Social Psychology
Review, 7, 170-191.

Waters, E., & Deane, K. E. (1985). Defining and assessing
individual differences in attachment relationships :
Q-methodology and the organization of behavior
in infancy and early childhood. In I. Bretherton &
E. Waters(Eds.), Growing points of attachment theory
and research. Monographs of the Society for
Research in Child Development 50(1-2 Serial No
209) : 41-65.

Waters, E., Kondo-Ikemura, K., Posada, G., & Richters, J.
(1991). Learning to love : Mechanisms and mile-
stones. In M. Gunnar & L. A. Sroufe(Eds.), Self
processes and development. Minnesota Symposium
on Child Psychology(Vol.23, pp.217-255). Hillsdale,
NI : Erlbaum.

Wei, M., Mallinckrodt, B., Larson, L. M., & Zakalik, R.
A. (2005). Adult attachment, depressive symptoms,

and validation from self versus others. Journal of

- 65 -



Counseling Psychology. 52, 368-377.

Wei, M., Vogel, D. L., Ku, T. Y., & Zakalik, R. (2005).
Adult attachment, affect regulation, negative mood,
and interpersonal problems : The mediating roles

of emotional reactivity and emotional cutoff.
Journal of Counseling Psychology, 52, 14-24.
http : //www.sfu.ca/psyc/faculty/bartholomew/faq.htm

- 66 -



WE OIS e 2 E
Korean Journal of Social and Personality Psychology
2009, Vol. 23, No. 1, 55~67

The Classification of Attachment Types
Using Latent Profile Analysis

Dong-gwi Lee Su-Ran Lee Hye-Young Kim

Yonsei University

This study aims to investigate naturally generated attachment groups of university students (N = 128)
using a Latent Profile Analysis (LPA) methodology. As a result of the LPA employing the four
attachment dimensions that Bartholomew (1990) conceptualized, three groups were naturally generated :
(a) insecure-avoidant group, (b) secure-dependent group, and (c) ambivalent group. In order to examine
the significant differences among the three groups on indices of mental health and locus of evaluation,
a MANOVA was conducted. As a result, the ambivalent and insecure-avoidant groups were maladaptive
whereas the secure-dependent group was healthy and adaptive. Particularly, the ambivalent group was

the most maladaptive displaying interpersonal sensitivity and external locus of evaluation.

Keywords: Attachment; Attachment types; Mental health; Locus of evaluation
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