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s=dElEElAl s oY

201595 AFEH 284 AR wWEW
20109 5E 2015 8E7kA] #AYSH ARl 73t
o FEAR 7k BERAeE At Aol
7 AJABARI A= F 41,6871 2.2 JAEH
ATk =S el Ho|EFEO] Wit Z_Zf‘t

A FH(Exner-Cortens, Eckenrode, & Rothman, 2013)
oV HCICIT. 3ol 434 HolEES A
ARE 2SI, clge IS 4
Al viste] e 85 2 85
AL, AR A, shelshel Aol
0 3hee Rusidn 9 JuAE

Zo Ss2 WRaA APshs

& Hole
Al ZWe HolFYUTh ol B
JEEHe whed Aol 7he] Aol of

O AR A EAR olshslolof @ Aotk
9o slslsl el iro] A7

T Ak B dAFelAes Tl 23e 925
S, HolETe e “é:o:s}xl de AT 3
& E ¥ el
415 - A8 T A ot
A”(Anderson & Danis, 2007)

ARATSL Ho|EZY Ttale] HEF4 ¥
HE oFeF ZH(bidirectional violence) & Z K
18K Langhinrichsen-Rohling, Misra,
Rohling, 2012; Renner & Whitney, 2012; Straus,
2008, Straus, 2011). ¥LF FHL2 AAAA Y
T ARl 22 A AE 4L Fale

Selwyn, &

A Y=, NS T AZ g2 do 34
e Ae 2R = O]aﬁs} AL oy
TR FH: A FH, AAF FH,
44 ZEH)s _‘nj_?:.]'@D}(Langhmnchsen—Rohhng,

Misra, Selwyn, & Rohling, 2012). oFukgE Z o
A FEstjok & A2 d BF7} 7t
2 5 dtke Zlolth AA=E b A3F
ATEL HOlEFY Tlsfiul&olA H Ao
7F YA A A8, 454, 1999, 4
4, M43, 2009; stelA, MW7, 2014
Kelley, Edwards, Dardis, & Gidycz, 2015), ¢J/3°]
L3y YART ¢ B2 FHS Pt B

Ik}, 2007, B ol % 2014; A
A&, 2004, A7AD, AeF, BAFE, AAA,
2001; A74E, ©]9AL, 2001; Archer, 2000;

O'Leary & Slep, 2012).

AR olsh e ATAT thate] ol

qAEL HolEZE WA EAd:
A7 s, A, deiAte FEe, 57 5

r_}[_‘

I3t A, AUAA FEHA AIK):
15)ol| 5k o &3tk W33} thDardis,
Dixon, Edwards, & Turchik, 2014; Stark, 2010).
ol I AFAEL Ho|EZH | WA
ARl SollA olsfistazt s, ol
Aete] ZHIAY Aol 2 E Aot
ZFll &7l ti’t A77F dasitta F4s59
ThBell & Naugle, 2008, Elkins, Moore, McNulty,
Kivisto, & Handsel, 2013). 5%3] Langhinrichsen-
Rohling, McCullars¥ Misra2012)22 & A4}
o tﬂo]EEEﬂoﬂ Qe D]f{]‘f‘- BHA o
He olfE

A7 °
% Ol'oﬂr% “&7|(motive)’ & H© ]
7193 ZAHK/RIFE 2 7_:]1_8_01

2= “O|fHreasons)’ 2} BT,
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A g o] of 2T AgA A4S
ojmsial olfrith F& oo A7 ol
gt 4= ATKCaldwell, Swan, Allen, Sullivan, &
Snow, 2009).

HolEZHe] A0S AR A vlo]EZH
T 238 2. (proximal factors)2 B3l o]
sietaal sh= AT A¥e, AR A HolE
ZHA H LA A(distal factors)©] H|O|EZ
Holl mA= Y& tgk o EollA 719181
k(A7 @, 2004; Jennings, Park, Richards,
Tomsich, Gover, 2014). & AAE
0042 tEH dA2RIA 7HHEY A3
to|EZE ] #AE A 7%
o] Ho|EZY 7iso] HFS oF 4% Hf
gebAl E3oha Rasity 1ejal =
dA 280l ofFsitiel HolEZHS HAE
A2 FEHITHoZ Hdistazl g Aol
A obEsttet HolEZH IdaA T} A
A& 18RE 715Kspurious)BAI ZFL A A5
THJennings et al., 2014).

s

—_

& Powers,

9 44
Ze 7
o
o}

(T T A i :i

3t Flynn¥} Graham(2010)2 Tl o] EZ-&
FHE AL Ao AH2ARE 1% 3

= =
EET

Y ZHARIHA
FA0lf9 38
perceived reasons for aggression)= A Al3FH T
o] mElo] 1GAE Ho|EZY I AHoz

ohe2E A2

2 9(Three level model of

HE 7P 1 d48R09 wjg B IS
o2 594 3 AAY] F974Y o5 =T
gtk o@AlE 2Ed 2 B ERE AAF
A 53 e @A ARRA o), viA
SRAE HolEEY Wl AFoRRE b
ke 2AeRleR AR Sdadlold
3o}

-7 Zdrgole gy} 7o 5714 3¢
g9log FAHEAG A WA= g =

EZEZHo

Z=AlO 2
=752 =

toli 712t E0] of LA S

diE

/& (provoking or aggressive acts by partner)” S

2 A2l & 3 Algho] AHre EHHo =
HseAlE =AU 342 0s e
A A7), RE nld 58 weit £

WA sk 2RlQl AR Bl (emotional,
mental or physical state)’= HI|EZHI IH
A slAe) B mE sheaeel B ool
b <ol A% BHE olth wd A WAl 5

Hi
J__’

22129 “2JAFAE  O]9f(communication issues)”
o]]l:— /] M\_EJ] U;q] J,]./\lo 0-1741,} 7l7<-lE
wESE PHOR FAL ABeHE Ak 7
48 BE U] g, Y U
Q] Fstel, ARBE ZHeb] skl Sl
gaEs, o WA Sslaslel PEs A

(asserting power or authority)’ ¥ A, A4

A%, Ve AL ABE S SAsted
Al EHE AgsHE Al ARE

A9

A 517 9J8te, o] 2AslE dHA
AU ankEAl s sk, A S T

Ak el oA sslaclel “del A
(hot button issues)’= BHI AEEAE L3t
Thel: de] 7HF Fof Ax, = Az
@ 25, dHe 85 5 & ATolAE o
224 FLalle HolEEY el 579 &
$3H= Adew sk, AWA R
o] ¥ HolEFH mAE FEFS A
ST oldl Tl WA Sk 9lel CEsk

Althot button issues)’+= H|C]EZHHT} 71AHE

87 o A9 E7)8 BUste] B AT A
ALt 1gsty B d3= 2w 24

olfre] 3uA =Y F ARA 28ae o)
39219l de) EwEE, AR
AAA ] “QALAE o]gp «3/HS] FAPE

HolEXE 7}a%57)2
At

AFHL olF A

- 225 -



St A|E|okg|x| 04

B ATXE v o7kA Aol dig @
< Foa =3tk A MAE “HolEF
g ZliAks oW 5712 s Aude 34
shezkrola, F HAlE g Ao ol
EZY Thellg7lol Aok slerkreltt. 5

T WA AR AT B e =l
A= 7hels71e] Atolarel MAZE B0l
A THLanghinrichsen-Rohling, 2010; Langhinrichsen
-Rohling, McCullars, & Misra, 2012).
Saunders(2002)E F¥& ARgsl= o] 9l
of, i zolel|l tigtk olsirt BRadFS The
I} o] o & 5o Austinh “vkeF P o]
o] A& Aufskr] fste] dojdtid
2o FHE ATl Qlof ool tht A
37xo BT WHgS olssk= 2ol 7t
& 8T Aolth. a8 oA EHo] A
Woi7h opd Hiol oJste] dojdnid A
GAS 7MEIAE B X 83l Al oA
lEs FIAIe Ao X &
HE A & Aotk E=F Swan,
Gambone, Caldwell, Sullivan3} Snow(2008)%. ‘E
o 37 B717h A th=) WEel e
ZHE HxEE 9 79 US40
A9 aspAolA] & Aolgtal FA s, 7}
o

o K

o

=1
B
LS

:iiz;‘.:ﬁ

i

¥

o
1w

7)ol At Aol tidk AL AFst
At

g dolEZE dig NBATES
7Vl sl AAr EAS RaskA Rk

(Langhinrichsen-Rohling, McCullars, & Misra, 2012;
Malloy, McCloskey, Grigsby, & Gardner, 2003;
Swan et al, 2008), o€ 7f&AATol E3}H
AAA AFELS AA S Ayrd Yid z}o)
of Wk ol FEs EAHAUSS

T Atk HA Cascardi®} Vivian(1995)2] A+
ANe A7gol F7ld 3ol Fekmid) F

gollMe a7 vehgA kARt A
HollAs A2t veytt ggx
Langhinrichsen-Rohling, McCullars$} Misra(2012)
FAgo] AREG dte FASAY
t71 flstel F8e ¥ @ol g
FRou, e apolE mlaldk 1271 ¢

T % frevd A AHE 2 AL 4
N8 o] @l A (Barnett, Lee, & Thelen, 1997;
Ehrensaft,  Langhinrichsen-Rohling, = Heyman,
1999; Makepeace, 1986;
Shorey, Meltzer, & Cornelius, 2010), L & 1709
Makepeace(1986)2] A7+ oJAde] SR 4
s FAS] skl o wel 84S g
AgE dvrE 23RS JeERdith ok
Langhinrichsen-Rohling, McCullars®} Misra(2012)=
T, A%, A 22 7kl rledA s 4t
£ ‘éq'%] T AT 3T

ol9} & Ao TSt Langhinrichsen-
Rohling, McCullars®} Misra2012)= 7}l 5715
Aol Qo AFAEC] A= HvE AW
W9 ETE AgellT, ATe oe
s7led S Fllen, dUE n=
WA 2ASE 5o EAUES w0l
2o AR, A HAATE F
Aow AgE w4 A77F wg A,
Yol SaE GHATE AAH Zdo] B
@ o] opEole SR B B A7
AAE AYATES] Aol wep E2FH<
7FlE71E FARSkALAR 8hla, ofdl wet
Langhinrichsen-Rohling, McCullars®}  Misra(2012)
o] FH3F «Z& 9] o] Z E(The Reasons for
RVS, Stuart, Gordon,
Hellmuth, Ramsey, & Kahler, 2006)"E A3}
ot RvSE A0 thg HAH ol & 2971
Arss SAETE HT dTAE

(severe) x

E&
olt

e koo e
ol

O'Leary, & Lawrence,

O
[e,

SO (o)

o}m U Jlm

LIQ

P

Violence Scale, Moore,
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01‘“*74] 1JrEPJr*Z] I8t

O yolrt dA a8l FHasle sty
HetAQl EollA] Ho|EZH S A7 a4
o] A|7]¥(Flynn & Graham, 2010; Langhinrichsen
-Rohling, McCullars, & Misra, 2012; Neal &
Edwards, 2015)°] &}, Flynnﬂ- Graham(2010)2]
3EA RdS Zwko s 19 dAacle] 39
A 2H LA 7l E71E vt HolEX
g2S dod Aol rHsta ol& AFsha
24 sttt stAR Bhde Tt ErlE wiid
oz JAsprldle #d AFAT7F vl F
&3t A4 o] TLanghinrichsen-Rohling, McCullars,
& Misra, 2012; Neal & Edwars, 2015). W&}A]

+ A7e A7 oA A aRIR] ZeElEr1v
HolESHe| mA= dFs FAHOR 2A
3kal, 1 AAS e AT 204 54
7Vl E717h AA8R1F Ho|EZH| AAS

SR A A3

A 28 A f5F S ATelA ey
HolESE i) &l i—TE}E Axfol| FE319]
ot AAE0092 old BACA HIA=

to|EZE A3 AFE NS, Straus®}
U?Xﬂ do|EZY AAAIA004) A= Ho|E

g gl Fap7t A e AoE HAEA
917(]”&, ZH e AFolME FAEY oA
Zhell &0l o A vehd A3 goial s
Ao A= el 293 drse o8
o] O ol 7ttt B3, o245,

2014; U] 2009; Yo, AAH, 20149+
A Ao F4 ?% | o =AY g4
g3go] ¥ =vta RusiyAAd, 274,

7;@ 7P3H%7[9f H‘O|EiE40\ 4_)-74];

1= =

AT, F5ol, AR, 2010; Yol HAE,
2014), THFE FHoA = A Tialrt
AZHge Jeria ok

U A& ol HE dFEL HoE
A Qo] oAe) £ ALgo] Fa3%H
< gt By, 49 HolEXY 73|
of tigt AT TeAS AVITThAAE,
2009; A178€, AT, 2007; Kuijpers, Knaap,
& Winkel, 2012a; 2012b; Langhinrichsen-Rohling,
Misra, Selwyn, & Rohling, 2012). 53] <J449]
o|EZY g9} HHAslY, AFAES A
AL Y3 Ageglew FdeE S
AMlo|T}. Stith, Smith, Penn, Ward$} Trite(2004)=
AU BAY E
PVl ek ﬂfﬂﬁfﬂ% gQlstr] flske] 85
HeY ATFES MFstn e aHIr =
AESIATE A A 4 F4L 1PV I
ol F&Fe mA= APL] T FYsHAl &
d & aAANe=4nE UEiH, G F
g oAdo Ego] oA dsfo] AET A
8R1o® Agata gs 78S AVIsAh

3z
=

fex]
S

mot

lo

(Intimate Partner Violence,

i

ﬂ$~

=3 AAE A F007) HO|EZY
s Aol e 4R T Bt AT
7dgel = 9Ael 8§ A3t o= Jd
& B8e Hiuskyn olgt e AYATE
< 583 o949 Ho|EFY Jlelol 2He
gt A7t F¥E 2948 A

s, o449 v ATl th?_ N

(Kuijpers et al,, 2012a; 2012b)°ll A= /43¢] 7}
d & AlgA FHute] Ao wad 3
Bl dEFe Rt Busgit & o4
o e)E FHe AEEeE AP - A
Assle] BF JFE vA B ohje,
Ao Alglad EZHEHy AlAA ZH = Alg

P A

==

oMo 2 X oox
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A ATAE AT, ol ofd
o] A Zgo] o gofA Ho|EZY T3
b BEEE o] f8e 2N 9
28 A Asjolk

Ho|EZE fAA oA ofAo] Bél= Hsli&
qstAY AFsiE F2E B7] A=
ool Held 2ol it AL FasA
T, 88 9T 93 $38 Gl
HE F4udoz A |
Halte] #AS *EPE]ES’JE}.

R ES NI DEES
o g@acleld UALSlelt Zele] A
Z‘ﬂo](intergenerational transmission of violence)7l'd
o obgstish 2o 2o T Aol 1Y
o7 ARl I3 HA MY FAYPFoR
ool + Yee AU 2L el
Flynnlf]' Graham(2010)2] 3TA Zde
obEstt] Bol 2HLdde AA A
olEZ wol Y

(Gover, Kaukinen, & Fox, 2008; Kaukinen, 2014;
Kendra, Bell, Guimond, 2012). Gover 5(2008)<
kI K- [;HA]—OE 3 AToA olEd=
oqx—lo] wxqiq o wWo] A

, obssi
04/‘4 of Hlst

4ol S e A e
A Rl Had 298 o g 4ee

S U]iil %% E_LOI'“Q' ojo} 2
ATES 94810 obsgtzt skt 2
< AL A doHeE o A3 ddFS
A Aed FH0R oo AIAES Ho

Foh E OeY 388 ATE oA ofFE
thsh o4e) A F 1 folud g
HAE nuHE, ol WS Bol 7L

o L
rir
N

&
ot
o
o
A

2014; Dardis, Edwards, Kelley, & Gidycz, 2013;
Gover et al., 2008; Kendra et al., 2012).
gy 2 AFES oA Aol
Uk AV BAHA Fes His
(Wekerle, leung, Wall, MacMillan, Boyle, Trocme,
Waechter, 2009; Widom, Czaja, & Dutton, 2014).
o|s} o] oMoz ¥ Welge] WA} e
Qe ANERAT, AR ATl U
97 e Ak dehle e wuekel
sotolsh ojael Ay ZeEiel BAS o
ek Welo] 91& 154 AU Fyn
3 Graham(2010)9] 3TA EEe A QQl10]
2Ha2 wlsle] @Ale] FAo) s
Aee AuRT. B A7 20E Bl
of we} ofge) obgst) A Held 2o
Aolg 2Rael AAsEI} ke A2

29 4ok, oIF YFo2A Stk o

o

O
)

A

ATtes B ATE AT A2
7¥alE71, HIolE —‘3—@1 E
TS Fot] 573
Ao mE 27 ‘Q"g" AL Bart AU
THRubin & Babbie, 2008). A}8] A w2 A
(social desirability)> A&l gk ¥hg HEFA
S 2A 53] 7B A& Qlof, "E A
SollA soHor HoluA s AFES o
EPATKEdwards, 1957). & ARS|H wlE2Agde
H2ARE By d)so] ARLlolA sigdtkar
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HFeRe FAAAR, $AH

gsol AAlA gk Rt
darle ddolet &

(Visschers, Jaspaert, & Vervacke, 2015). A3+
& B9 ooiAe] HI HolEEZY AP
AE A nlgA g Y] FEE e ZoE U
W I(Bell & Naugle, 2007), Ars) A mphE] A 1)
dehyel dol=EY Alnms AF A
ABAATE YR Z7] = b THScott & Straus,
007, sk Al el ATel

(o5 -
3% @

ko=

9.3
°

MU

e

32

-

&

7b A7 APE SRsket on de 9%
< mA Aolgt BHst, o] EA|HAO T
A&kt

HolEZE Ay Hio YJolME QTE
Az 22 Yo7l d#H 4FE vH=

2ol FAHNT. £ Yol Ipvelld F=
Ueh)= EEB_?_].Q.E(Capaldi Knoble, shortt,
& Kim, 2012), & A#AAA7 RidEn
(Rodriguez, Lasch, Chandra, & Lee, 2001). o
AFAME Yo7t Soitel wet 1Py 43
o] Z+Asle Ao 2 YENYTHkim, Laurent,
Capaldi, & Feingold, 2008). Ho|EZHo A$

AAl vty 158 18de sk
o] 108hdS 7|HoE Yozt Eoj7t
w2} 7hsl Aol fashe A BAVE B

15 qu(Reyes, Foshee, Bauer, & Ennett, 2011,
2012). WA B AT AREA uEEA
A Yols FAFeZN ATFATe HEE
=olaat skgith

=

o7 1
A7 194 E Hol=EE FalE7Is) Hel
Zeo wAE PAHOE 2ASED. o

Alo =

O—=

Graham(2010)2]
Q%12 2

A]xq]zq EEﬂoﬂ 01
OPE,&J_ Hlo|EXE

BANA AA7E

Fﬂ

2AR ) distae] T Sas
B A7As} 249 diste] 4w
slold £elE ArRTA HE
% 50709 438 A= %

rj(g

;)

==, XWUP 3177H«1 XP
3}%‘3} AT A
do]l 152H47.9%)°11, A4S 165
(52. 1%)01MJ4 HaAE-e W*O] T+ 2296
Al, o3Ado] 1k 21.224]0] AT},

HoleZd A9 A=

gol=Zelo] 7a) 2 W) A4S ZH]
13+ Straus, Hamby, Boney-McCoy2} Sugarman
1996)°] NE3F 25382 =(The Revised
Conflict Tactis Scales, CTS-2)2 £4%(1997)¢]
Wok- B A Agatan o HEx
FoARA Zd AAd Zd 44 29

dz TR 7 SRR Hogle

ol

/b]-
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s=dElEElAl s oY

shack aex 2 BeE o) 9] A
g b Ao TR $HHES
Fozx Holexge] e 9 s A¥L
ZARIGTE & W7t gl ke g4
Wikl SHIEE stel s BEe 24
S, Aol Yol sie 4L A
el SHIES slof ma) AP 4

TR

o
il
rlo
Y

{1
2
£

T
Ayl A g 2 Aok 7HA 5A Likert
SR oH, A7t =&
T= 7HlE Bol AU FsllE wol B3
S ougith EAF1997)e] ATl A
AMHZ Al9(Cronbach's o= A4 ¥ 78
~ 93, AAH Z= 89 ~ 942 YR, B
ATNAE HEA E 77 ~ g0, AAH E

g 84 ~ 85F BT FB3HA YERT

HoEZY 71857 A=

Ho|EEE ThslerlE A3 fisko
Stuart 5(2006)°] A3 «ZHo olf AL
&l

(The Reasons for Violence Scale, RVSy’S W<t
=
by

of ARSI B AFAEe] Med Z3s
20 ol dold It AF <l ol
oz} 199 W A3 dH=eke] wakH
E #Fs AX FAsA0 HeH 23
oldnA Aol A= 20 - 300 HIE F 65
B HOR duRAE AAE F HTH
o7 ”et quﬂ‘}iﬂ} RVSE 11 Afo]ollA]

o
=
o
o
JM
O_Ez)(:",
ol
rr
_‘N_,
2
2
o
o
S}
N
=
e
of
S}
N

el vig mEe] $Ho2 AN AE
o 4 2% A okt ol M -
TRy AR A Liket HEE AN

Aty "ot 5555

g 5717 9 Wol 7lostal S yERd
o AT 194 rRvsY A 2928 T Flynn
3} Graham(2010)9] 394 RO A7 Zu
8%(ILevel 3)°ll AFsheE 243 HPATF

fut

olo

o il
X
1o

oft
b
s

) -IIN'

AIKCaldwell et al., 2009; Kelley et al., 2015)=
B2 229E Yool & 2629 AT 2

Hojl ARSIt T8l AAE rvse 2670
73S Flynn¥} Graham(2010)2] 3THA] =]

2347 F2acle 47 sk a1l A
ol EF A0, BAABARAAGEH G
w3, AARE olqrdEdh, /A9 Ak
Fdho g EBFaHTE RVSY Cronbach's av=
Shorey 50104 93°1R3, AT 19X =
AEA 99| 7lsE717F 97, AAA HolE
Zg9] 71llE717F 9801tk 7hslsr1e] s
e A= Age Ao =EF
91 ~ 94, Xé*i/@ﬂ/’dﬂl%Eﬂ 83 ~ .87, 24t
2 ol 89 ~ 90, /A9 WA 93 ~ 95
2 et

A3 vl AN =

Stober2001)7F 7 ARSI wlghzl g A&
(The Social Desirability Scale-17, SDS-17)2 &
A, 2], o] <=2008)0] W - EFFEISE g
ol ARSI v HESDS-17)E AR
AT o] Axw F B3EHC: Ue du=
2 71E obfHu HHUT U WEE A
Wol gle W I AR FET $HoE 74
ol glom, 72+ gL
2 3= o|3tA .
Cronbach's a= 784, A4H], o3 <=2008)°l
M 770193, B AFolAE 840Ut
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HO
Ton

=
S

Al=

HZ YA AFE A9(Cronbach's @)=

25t 7t 7|2 H0|EEEHe| THA:

Z=Al

—1=

A4 13.3%) SFRAY F3THEA 5.6%, 43
23%) Fodti 73 HlgRT 4 =
b}EPA‘E} Sl 7&4—5 g Ee] HolE

<

U= L
3L, T8 RIS Aleld] AHIAE Pt go] tiFE P F FHE dols
B7] 9438t Pearson ©|HF FHATE A= 7Hﬂ/‘é% HojF
stttk Elal BANRIES IFES A9 AT 1914 FEAEC] Hagk 718l
AR Rl HolEEE L Tlelisr]el #A o I HolEEEY BAE dotrr] 9
£ BAsta Al ARE glshy] flste] 9 sk, Adol) wet AleA - *‘ﬂlﬂ ZHow
AF AN AAEAH o] A3E E4snh A Ay 59
I 7Yl E71e] BAS ERlsh] 9k, 7isl
@A 5 AgA %ﬁ% B ddcdA
4 3 139, 94 124%)E tdoz Ag3d 249
A4z Tﬁ HRIE2] Pearson O]Eﬂ%k A
5%t £ olFY olduA A HlolE FE AEIATHE 1. A4 WSS A4
£S5 7t Al s dekdvkal SEgt @*Péﬂr"ﬂ/ﬂ o] Ahgh2s6 ~ 2.012)F%
HE A SHA 3178 F 980l s16% HE AHulghods ~ 58000 A= HFH
(1249), oJ40] 77.6%(128")2 UERGTE 18] 7]F2 33 HE9 7]Z W2 10(Tabachnick
3 HolEZEE AES T E F 7Bt & Fidell, 20002 9A o} A9A 7S F
s BT APt EE HES ¢ FIn
4 855% A 84.4%=, 71NN 8.9%, F 18 AvEY, G Agd 8 vt
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* p<.05, ** p<.01, *+k p< 001
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- 232 -



223 - Y& / tiefdo] A

/A FAKB=.406, p<.01)Tto] AeH =4
o fromgt Y HAE ZOE Yyt
ole W] AgA FHe] dhio A2 &
ZYallElel o3l e OE o fEst
A HE JeRdTh
o2 AAH 34L& 71
2R 419, A4 s1HE
g3} FAs =9 WMAE2] Pearson ©|
HATE AFESIATHE 3). 7 WllE
T4 AAAETA g doigh029 ~
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6. Yol -266  -012 127 122 059 - -014  21.706(2.452)
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1306 1443 1451 1604 1422 23.073 576
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(2700 (566)  (512) (634  (538) (2563) (204

® p<.05, #* p< .01, = p< 001
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AL L_J_E 1__

& Hayes, 2007).

2 9

3ol obEstth st Aelz] F9, Hol
EXY 7hlEr1d A9 B4 5719 dE
Eul

FadAet B 9 FFUAE £ 5ol AN

l

&oﬁl\l—{ﬂ_iomnz

ST & selM WA opsst AL
2A Fe= 274, p<on) R F/AS WA
716=.336, p<.001)2F Fo|m|3F A2 FAE
BRIl 28y AAA obssitls o]
AT frofm 3 Fa-s UehlA skt
g3 deld ZEe A 4 571st
2 APe=.676, p<.001)S JERATE AHEA
MgAAe ded 49 fojua 2a 4
Hr=-.226, p<.05)= Holm, A3|Z nigray
Hago] ZYSE AEA Ee A7) B o
2 etk

SYWIel BAH olEato g F4Mesl
A ZEe #AE s FEs
WAL weEA AST. o Siatd
Baron¥} Kenny(1986), Van Dyne, Graham, Dienesch
(1994)°] A7l AAE 3EA w7} 3] F A
(Three-step mediated regression analysis) 7 1S
AHESATE 18 Al A= A A obsSitzt
YAs) WA Flo TlAE FRe Lolusk
R RN R o PR E
ol frofugk JFe vAEA Lopr s 3
WAGAE BAA okEstie A WA

= Ao=w

T 5. 0{dol AE|x 3 pH FQ Helse At U HFE, EFHA (N=107)
1 2 3 4 5 6

1L AgH £9 1

2. AA A obFsi 274™ 1

3. AAA obFsty 118 6107 1

4. /A% PYA 676™ 336 185 1

5. 4ol -.080 -.064 001 -011 1

6. Ar31 A vizAg -226" -012 .086 -074 061 1
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* p<05, ¥ p<.01, ** p< 001
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The Relationship between Perceived Motives for
Dating Violence Perpetration and Dating Violence of

College Students: Focusing on Gender Differences

Yun-Hee Oh Sung-Moon Lim

Department of Psychology, Chungbuk National University

The present study investigated the relationship between motives for dating violence perpetration and
dating violence, according to focusing on the necessity of research on context for dating violence that
suggested in previous studies. And gender differences were also investigated in the relationship between
these two variables. For our purpose, in study [, 317 male and female college students who had
experience of dating violence were sampled and data were collected on the experience of dating violence,
motives for dating violence perpetration, and the social desirability. Data were analyzed by hierarchical
regression analysis. The results are as follows. First, Men's perpetration was mainly associated with motive
of emotional, mental or physical state, while women's perpetration was only associated with motive of
asserting power or authority. Second, gender differences were confirmed in the relationship between
motives for dating violence perpetration and dating violence, suggesting that men and women could
attack in different contexts. In study II, mediation effect of perpetration motive of asserting power or
authority was tested in relationship between child abuse experience and psychological dating violence
perpetration of women with data of 107 female college students who had experience psychological dating
violence. Fully mediation effect of perpetration motive of asserting power or authority between those two
variables was confirmed. Based on the results of this study, it was discussed on the suggestions for

interventions of psychological dating violence for women and further study, limitations of our research.

Key words : dating violence, pespetration motives, gender differences
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