Korean Journal of Human Ecology http://dx.doi.org/10.5934/kjhe. 2014.23.3.395
2014, Vol 23, No, 3, 395-408 ISSN 1226-0851(Print)/ISSN' 2234-3768(Online)

o] Qg FR-A|AA S0 wE ZE7AH 2
uj--2} e =3

A Study on University Students’ the Values of Mamiage and Partner
Selection Criteria according to their Parent-Child Relationship
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to identify the effects of parent-child relationship perceived by university students
on value of marriage and partner selection criteria. Questionnaires were distributed to 467 university students with
questions covering topics including general personal information and characteristics, parent-child relationship, value
of marriage and partner selection criteria. To analysis the data, t-test, ANOVA, and two step cluster analysis was
used.

The female group A with passive parent-child relationship had high level of negative value of marriage, male group
D with active parent-child relationship had high level of romantic and instrumental value of marriage. The male and
female passive group considered external condition as a partner selection criteria more than male and female active
group does. As a partner selection criteria, passive male group recognized internal condition more than passive and
active female group does. and active female group recognized situational condition more than passive male group does.

This study reveals that university students’ parent-child relationship does have an effect on their value of marriage
and partner selection criteria. It is therefore proposed that diversify objectives and education content of family life
education should relate not only to individuals' value of marriage but also to their parent-child relationship.
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-0t Chang, 2007).53], 7= &9 3 @Al 2
7 B A A A ] 13} BE]] Fre] o
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9T F Frole] WAE Helow 3 At A9 gl
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2R #A|(Kim, 2008; Cho, 2007), ojmujele] Abs =z}
-8(Back, 2002), oJmye] HAE¥H(Cho, 1999), F-r-2]
SJARAE(Kim, 2012) o] tisEAolct. & AFtellx] ARE-
g BF AR Ay B4 gl R RudArt A
AL ol FAV} JEAE TS AFES A
Xz gt
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=
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5441 A= Lee(2011)2 Hat 7HILS0] w2
o] AZHL TS A%F - B o g e s
AL o] o] e AEHS ATEH, I
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Fr e BT 2] Aeda wdo] glrhal sho I
vith deEA] ¢k AdE vERALh

FAAM Lol M2 AedS AR, JAR 7 g

Holu} F el Feto] FARZE gl e Al o)l
Hetreh derpx]el isia =4 d2skal dvk(Yu,
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3 A ofeiue] AEpo] TUHASE Ae] A
B3to] Zrdolel= & A= QtiCho & Oh, 2001).

Kim(2012 Rmo}e] i e sk Aur} vhgs
= 20 gl ALY S, AEA N, NEEE
ofatrTre] U3 TS FHHo A7 JIchs Aie
RIS Kim(2008)% Cho(2007)& ofei|e}e] 7
) 2e42 AES Asskm e PR Bolgm
stelom oo} ulZa Back(2002)9] AATolNE of Y]
she] Aaabae Aie] AgolulAe] ojn] = JTF
F7) Bahe whel opnA|gle] A zhgo] Fom AEo|v]
A7t 240w vehdrim sh9ck. Kim(1998)2 w9}
o §hE Ao we} AEA) AEAT AT TS §
Afcks AL sl RRAURA] 344 471
go gdel] o] 2uldel AEPS Uehdts 9
(Cho, 1999)} ALie] Rwol that £ Frr} a4
2 AzolulAr} FHoleke ATw(Park, 2004) L.
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500782 e AR Arlste] SHo] Bebdd A

(Table 1) Characteristics of Research Sample

AE ARt 46775 HFT Mol ARSI

<Table 1>¢] A A3} o] AR gAte] 8-S &

o] 45.6%, oASHY 54.4%0]aL, ARBIA AT TF

Zolgta ®Hust Al 69.4%= 71 wgith =AY

Ake] HiF dEe 22.15(SD=2.50)A|0|a1, FA=b<]
k|

0|

Fe ool AR 52.03%%0H, EAl A9
6.6%3Ic}-
2. ZHET

w ATellM ARE AEARE AR AR it
EA47 RR-ARA, A&7, i wjeal A
z2315 F57] A% B FAH Atk
Sdeze A%, A, AR F, B WS
= A4, AEA ASS
Vb skl el 2E|w ghs AEW, <Table 2>¢}
t}.

2AHIT, HE ARA

ot
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D HEAY B A=

E 2P EA o] ek H == Lee(2008)2] eA-ollA] AL
&5k 3K EoR FAE 8dEAS AASHo
Eigenvalues7} .60J3}91 #3& A|<J3kaL, 297)9] 3+
ARSI 9T BAP Q91 21E, oldl], EF 58 7
+ AEE A5k Zlolm Bl #A 89l tiwd ¢

Classification N %
20 less then 131 28.1
Age 20-23 199 42.6
24 over 137 29.3
Male 213 45.6
Gender
Female 254 544
the lower classes 67 14.3
Social class the middle classes 324 69.4
the upper classes 76 16.3
one 31 6.6
Number of sibling two 243 52.0
three 193 413
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(Table 2) Composition of Scale & Reliability

6013kl B Asleha, 16709] 28-S ARgakc. <)
R T
= pgrow TAEo] glom WA 2
9% ol dwid o] B
25 AR 27 2de AEAH o)
Hl$) olof Sl el aolEo] Anh} dehe Hlil
18 45 Byl 4 B3e 54 HEe wis
grb 54, s 294 b 150w W WW}

=
e 7o s 7 aelehs

39 25+ SPSS ver. 18.0(SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL,
USA)S o]&3te] thaat 22 o= B3kl A

A, ZARR A L S N, BR8-S Vs

T = =
o), AN EAS] QA Ege) G 2 weliel A4
Aoloh FRAURAR BRa ek nle 287w
WAl AElze] He AolE Uobry] al testsh

one-way ANOVA(L G EA)E s, A 7

Z0 2 ScheffeE AR&-3FIT &ﬂ, SR EA o wEf
ZAPIARE R3] S8 S RFE HrE R
A S AEE W ﬁ&iﬂ- = i2le] ok
Al TS AR AR, S o] A 3

B =S AS537] Yste] Q2182 (Factor Analysis)S 3}

Reliability
Scale Sub Scale Item (Alpha)
friendly relation 8 .867
anxiety relation 6 772
Parent-child relationship
support relation 11 917
expression relation 4 724
negative 6 .701
conservative 4 .658
value of marriage
romantic 4 .683
instrumental 4 .699
external 6 .763
partner selection criteria internal 6 .806
situational 4 .663
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1, 2% @°I¥Z Cronbach?] A FE A4 o2 2=
St

2% s

1. ZACHAALL] 2eky EMof| e F2-RHa2HA|

et ol ks S/do) wht RR-z iAo
zpo|7} =7 tE A3 Ai<Table 3>, F-2] W{FFy
Fo} wo] 2AE AJgt welel| we} xfo|7} k. Bkt
Al /3l el wzt xfol7 gl whA v ] aRlellxE Ab
o7} Qlof A} Feho] oxpet ity RR-A[UAE ¢
STA|(t=3.592, p<.001) - AATA(t=3.929, p<.001) - &
A (=2.882, p< O FH7lsl= Axrt =dch

244 o2} Feho] 204 olatFTtE Tt S-S Ao Ht
fhol frofshl =8kaL(F=3.429, p<.05), 244 o’ Feto]
e 7 d% FJdEg QA EAE =24 kel
(F=7.937, p<.001). FAA}ufe] F7of w}-2 2}o]lE B 9
SHANNE AR Fdto] F el FYuroh Pk
(F=3.027, p<.05)°] 2 ¥Hd EMAl A= F e
tho] =21 ok}t ERMHAIE =7 1Ashk= Zles
UFERJTHF=4.811, p<.001).

FEO| dwkr Sdo) we} B 2 dAo] Zfol7t 9l
=7HE A A AL Al mef g o ulebaint
zfol7b ok ARSA AlZel wEbAe AXEA 89<)
(F=6.702, p<0l)elxwt ztol7t Qlo], sHRAISEN 7
Algo] ZLE|al SFRAZET} FRASe] AR HA L] Bt
#ro] Zol ABA AlSe] 2555 e FRENEH
T, B, A 55 Wol vk Zlo g Aelal 9tk B
o] stof wpepal= A|XEA 8213 FAIA S2lellA
Frofgk Zfol7} Sl dETe 29 1SFTE
o} AREA DS} EaF=4.150, p<01), TIBAE =
ST iSRS Zhol] 2fol7t Qlo] EFeo] 2 Fd
A FAARA Y] 7t EFTHF=4.058, p<.01).

iAo QIAgh RR-ARAAZ} ARk Aol ulet
Z}o)7} Qlth= Ad= 93%(Cho, 2007; Kim, 1998; Na &
Chung, 2008)3} F-xLo] dte we} F-R-2pAdA| ol 2h
o7} glrk= A7 2¥KKim, 200853} dutEt 7S
o] FE&TF FRAR WAQ] Ho] k= 7 AYHKim,
2008; Na & Chung, 2008)¢} L=x]shH Aol Ao &=

elaA A ofel 1A 9Ad ekt 84 el =
wole] PAONE Jakg mATHs F(Lee, 2011)< A4
8 #uh.

2. ZAH YRS ek SMdof| wE ZETiX|ent

A Mezzd

A AR dibd Edol| wle) AE7EX| ) 92}
ezl ztol7t =7e AuiE Ai<Table 4>, F-o
2GE Aol vz wWlel] whe} 2bolz} ek ofx} et
o] AR GET} RAA AETEX|THt=-3.987, p<.001)3}
o)A wj9At Melz7(t=7.460, p<.001), 1)L A2
HJ92) MelZz7(t=-2.222, p<.05)S =A] Q12leh= vk
AR o FdEY B4E AETEX|(4.194,
p<001) A5 A I2el= o= yehdt

204 o]3} Feto] 20-234] Fkrt ¥ Aertx|
o] A7} =A(F=3.769, p<.05), 244 o]} Hchto] th=
918 HokHr}l B4 AE7Ex3HF=13.038, p<.001)7}
2] AE7IAHF=6.788, p<0l)y& =71 A4fshk= whd

2 owfeAl deze] e WEkau(F=12.560,
p<001), 244 o’ Jtrr} 20-234] Feho] Ul& vlj-g2}
Aezs =7 F7kskal Jek(F=4.005, p<.05). A=}
ufe] 427} 2921 Fho] 3wl FJukHtt §4% HAErA|
# A7} =UHE=4.060, p<.05).

olgfgt A= A2 oA vjs] A& vjs] 54
A =g =A <laBla(Kim, 2010; Lee, 2006; Oh,
2006; Yun, 2006), iS85 AHo] =55= Ao U
8 ®HrAHoleh= 7 A3KLee, 2006; Choi, 2009; Lee,
2011y} dRghct. E=gh AFAIS oA Bpd AErbx]d
o] Frh= A= 715e] drddo] =2 A9 AEel el
<4221 H=E 7ML ke A7A7HChoi, 2009;
Jung, 2011; Lee, 2006; Yun, 2006)2} Axslt 71A|AS
I A4zde duE FAT gle dTele ket
(Cho, 2007; Jang, 2008; Kim, 2009).

AFAISO] T2 ARSI AlFH B eI o)
F O (F=6.828, p<.01), F-2] 3to] th= o<l ek
o] 1F Fortt =7 HEIFX|IHt=-2.305, p<.05)7}
QA wj A} A 27(t=-2.068, p<.05)2] Fzke] =11,
19| o] tjEo|d Fto] nEFThHT} ¥4 AEr}
X THF=2.958, p<05) 77 ZAE7}X|THF=3.647,
p<05y& =A| J2leh= 2o Yepytt. 53k Bof
o] T&91 Hutrr} Eo)d Heto] 97 ulleA} Hez

=
=
161—1:1

i)

- 400 -



ChaH0| QIAIsH S2-Xi{Eb SMol e ZETIAE U WeX| Mejzz 7

(Table 3) Analysis on the parent-child relationship according to the difference of general characteristics

@ @ @ @
Variable
M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD)
Gender Male 4.025(.667) 1.627(.579) 3.644(.775) 3.652(.786)
Female 3.794(.714) 1.647(.610) 3.372(.719) 3.433(.846)
t-value 3.592™ -363 3.929™ 2.882"
20 less then 3.780(.754). 1.641(.585) 3.334(.742). 3.433(.891)
Age 20-23 3.907(.667) 1.649(.610) 3.468(.712)c 3.560(.751)
24 over 4.003(.689), 1.620(.588) 3.692(.795)ab 3.589(.861)
F-value 3429 095 7937 1.386
one 3.944(.695), 1.590(.536), 3.521(.770) 3.565(.849)
f}gﬁﬁg of two 3.741(.692), 1.803(.737)a 3.361(.706) 3.370(.763)
three 3.858(.766) 1.704(.692) 3.598(.729) 3.637(.679)
F-value 3.027° 4.811" 1.894 2.243
the lower classes 3.79(.799) 1.72(.559) 3.27(.697 e 3.38(.796)
Social class the middle classes 3.91(.662) 1.64(.615) 3.48(.727). 3.54(.799)
the upper classes 3.94(.776) 1.53(.529) 3.72(.868)a0 3.60(.950)
F-value 964 1.913 6.702" 1.345
Father high school 3.89(.703) 1.66(.603) 3.45(.717) 3.52(.806)
Education college or more 3.90(.703) 1.60(.584) 3.55(.808) 3.54(.855)
t-value -0.060 0.956 -1.516 -0.210
middle school 3.78(.732) 1.75(.608) 3.32(.709)c 3.32(.769)c
Edl’:ggg:g high school 3.90(.680) 1.60(.494) 3.46(.723). 3.51(.823)
college or more 3.94(.738) 1.66(.7710 3.64(.830)a 3.68(.837)a
F-value 1.034 1.758 4.150" 4.058"
professional / office worker 3.87(.708) 1.67(.616) 3.50(.831) 3.49(.889)
Father manufacture / skill 3.85(.792) 1.67(.575) 3.41(.740) 3.50(.809)
Occupation small business 3.91(.717) 1.58(.536) 3.50(.748) 3.57(.853)
others 3.96(.573) 1.61(.655) 3.55(.687) 3.57(.723)
F-value 482 683 .601 347
professional / office worker 3.90(.799) 1.68(.778) 3.60(.922) 3.67(.857)
Mother service / smallb business 3.87(.715) 1.62(.614) 3.43(.728) 3.54(.830)
Occupation manufacture / skill 3.92(.692) 1.58(:438) 3.41(.722) 3.47(.884)
housewife 3.89(.658) 1.65(.556) 3.53(.712) 3.49(.780)
F-value 087 431 1.254 1.035

@ friendly relation, (2) anxiety relation, (3 support relation, @ expression relation
p<.05 “p<.01 Tp<.001

AF=5.197, p<0)& o] mejshas, HUFH Jouc 24 7 H7HITHE-.001, p<0D).
57} A% - APREe] BARkE dekol WA wiA A8 olea A A3 we| Sejo] ¥4 wo] Fgel
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J

(Table 4) Analysis on the values of marriage and partner selection criteria according to the difference of general

characteristics

Variable @ @ © @ © © @
M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD)
Male 3.02 3.31 4.42 3.53 3.17 4.03 3.50
Gend (.742) (.827) (.645) (754 (751) (.572) (.844)

ender

Female 3.28 2.99 433 3.46 3.62 4.13 3.66
(.662) (.824) (.546) (.697) (.563) (.663) (.652)

t-value 23,9877 4194 1.774 1.030 -7.460"" -1.826 22222
20 less then 331, 2.92, 432, 3.47 3.55, 4.05 3.71
(.660) (.796) (.548) (.657) (.582) (721) (.710)
Age 20-23 3.11, 3.09, 4.30, 3.44 3.49, 4.17, 3.53
g (.722) (.833) (.617) (.793) (.709) (.544) (.756)
24 over 3.11 3.424 4.53, 3.59 317 3.99, 3.56
(.726) (.821) (.581) (.671) (.710) (.621) (.766)

F-value 3.769° 13.038™"  6.788" 1.925 12560 4.005 2.415
one 3.160 3.157 4.386 3.525 3.453 4.108 3.616
(713) (.831) (.616) (727) (.707) (.604) (.757)
Number of 3.301, 3.148 4334 3.415 3.327 4.031 3.519
sibling (.583) (.819) (:476) (.698) (.665) (.728) (.767)
three 2.887, 2.951 4379 3.387 3.290 4.043 3.540
(.923) (.990) (.667) (.755) (.583) (.526) (.591)

F-value 4.060 854 276 1.181 1.738 625 .676
3.024 2.929, 4376 3.358 3.281 4.094 3.697
the lower classes (801) (926) (777 (783) (572) (498) (.579)
Social class  the middle classes 3.196 3.118, 4355 3.489 3.459 4.072 3.598
(.665) (.783) (.548) (.683) (.673) (.647) (718)
the upper classes 3.182 34274 4.463 3.641 3.366 4.157 3.480
pp (.805) (.928) (.602) (.814) (.847) (.630) (.970)

F-value 1.627 6.828" 1.015 2.782 2.104 576 1.527
hieh school 3.117 3.176 4357 3.430 3.363 4.056 3.567
Father g (.726) (.833) (.643) (.761) (.694) (.584) (.762)
Education college or more 3.242 3.093 4.402 3.586 3.497 4.137 3.629
g (.683) (.850) (.519) (.658) (.686) (.677) (.730)

t-value -1.880 1.049 -.807 -2.305" -2.068" -1.387 -.881
middle school 3.146 3.267 4.504 3.564 3.192 4.120 3.590
(.764) (.753) (.549) (715) (.736)c (412) (.763)
Mother high school 3.116, 3.150 4383 3.424, 3.410 4.068 3.589
Education g (.683) (.814) (.598) (.719) (.661) (.686) (.721)
colleze or more 3.300, 3.064 4300 3.624y 3.542, 4.122 3.602
g (.734) (.929) (.602) (.723) (.720) (.558) (.807)

F-value 2.958" 1.198 2.204 3.647" 5197 405 .012
rofessional / office worker 3.274 3.248 4.444 3.582 3.483 4.037 3.669
p (.651) (.826) (.535) (.730) (.676) (.735) (.733)
manufacture / skill 3.025 3.050 4.451 3.545 3.405 4.065 3.463
Father (.730) (.823) (.509) (.654) (.657) (.604) (.745)
Occupation small business 3.162 3.119 4338 3.436 3.429 4.198 3.572
(.707) (.785) (.582) (.734) (.776) (:498) (.784)
others 3.179 3.116 4252 3.395 3.331 4.056 3.645
(.755) (.930) (.734) (.760) (.646) (.609) (.722)

F-value 2.465 1.212 2.842° 1.774 964 1.702 1.715
. 3.252 3.289 4.256 3.559 3.554 42104 3.664
professional / office worker (652)  (913)  (733)  (701)  (T76)  (585)  (792)
service / smallb business 3.193 3.043 4385 3.503 3.465 4.142 3.559
Mother (.673) (.831) (:485) (721) (.645) (.572) (.767)
Occupation manufacture / skill 2.989 3.131 4.436 3.512 3.398 4.160 3.692
(.766) (.954) (.542) (.787) (.542) (.600) (.685)
housewife 3.198 3.155 4393 3.453 3.335 3.966, 3.542
(.727) (751) (.623) (.708) (.743) (.671) (.744)

F-value 2.254 1.399 1.361 413 2.075 4.001" 1.072

D negative, @ conservative, (3 romantic, @ instrumental, & external, internal, () situational
<05 *p<.0]
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AP} AL, opR|] gL wo] AT oajel= ¥ U #
A7t ek= A7H(Cho, 2007)9} -1 Fe R 2hAe] 4
99 #do| gltk= Kim(2009)e] 37el= jo|7} 3l
o}, 5t Gt THAIASER AEHe dAV) Qlcke o
(Cho, 2007; Jang, 2008; Kim, 2009)¢} z}o|7} gl&= A}
ot} AlFo] T oo Aedo| A ole=
Choi(2009)9} Lee(2012)2] oA7-Avfel= x|k}
o] dutA EAF} Ae] AEvpxde] deEde dAE
WEko 2 AFHA| eh7] wlie] FE5AT M & o &

o] &7 E= FEoltth

o

3. FE-AHAEAel SMol wWE ZEJIXITnt i

=T

FE-2ZPAA ] B0 whet Jeks B3] ¢l o
SAo] A} Ru A #A WER o|g PHEAS
st Ay, F 4670 ARl FolA 2 A o#
118(25.3%)™, 7 Boll YA} 92(19.7%)4, 3 Col &
2} 136(29.1%)™, 7 Dol Y&} 121(25.9%)Ho| -5
Ark. THE SHATE FR-AU HA5E ST
2 wRze] ApolE #A§ Al <Table 5>9f Z2th
A A Bgahdee C(efzhet D) Hekrh
3 - AR - FABAY H57t R, EFAY] At
ol FR-AUAAZ} FAHA] 54& HepllE Blo=
E 5 Slck(Figure 1). SZTHA)T HARITHB)2 B2t
A Hg7b vl ol @ AI(F=263.030,
p<.001)9} FHABA(F=163.505, p<.001)e] Fdzkel 52
gk 2pol7} Qo] AARFeHA)o] FAFHB)E FE-2h
BA EAo] B2 Aow &2 £ glr} oFHC)

I FAREHD) o] B A= Fold Apolrt glont
SZPAI(F=263.030, p<001)2} A|A|FEAI(F=144.285,
p<001) "7} D 2ol FoshA| ol dApgite] of
b AeEn RRANBAE S8H 0w Wrlshs Zew
UERSIT

FE-2 o] S0l wt ZE 7]t ufeAtk A
g 230l 2fol7} Sl=7ke HSE Az <Table 6>} 2
o 784 AEZHAEE DYl Agld e Cjekt
Frof@t 2Fo|(F=4.403, p<.001)7} 1o} F-EARA#A 3]
a]1e] A7t 7P =2 dA Dol R 8t
9 8]l At o2 Ak CHe o AlehE e
& kA Y I8k Aol 7P Witk B A
E7IAIHF=8.391, p<001)7 @uHE  AZ/R®
(F=4.856, p<.001)-> As} DFe 7o) 2fol7} Ql=d] Hi
AR 9] shelaclel Mt 7P =2 dA D]
FEAPAA ] 7 29 Har) w2 ok At A
= AMA g ARge] ddem dtaL Al
aol frEog Fgshs At =7 vebsdth =74 2
E7HA A= As DT hel] 2pol(F=3.702, p<.01)7} 3le]
FR-AUBA ] A7 e @A DRTe] R
Al Ag7E e oak AR FAH olfut 2 4t
2 e =7 7R =7 AL ok

u-e2p el 2] 5hef 2]l B FR-ARARA o uf
2 2pol7t Shis Ao = e o 23 Afjeo]
Be} D Helztell, BRlwk2 Ask Cldk T12jal Ce2 B
ot DR, DE2 Ash CHIZl Fold Aol
(F=21.454, p<.001)7} Jct. FAHTR= o2} Feko] 18]
322 A el gy B R o] et
S Feko] Wi eAdElel ejH2iE wol sk A

(Table 5.)Analysis on the parent-child relationship of cluster

cluster
Factor A(n=118) B(n=92) C(n=136) D(n=121) F-value
M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
. . 3.186pcd 3.4304cq 4.321apa 4.478 .
friendly relation (.488) (.523) (384) (318) 263.030
: . 2.024c4 2.030¢q 13215 1.3204
anxiety relation (651) (587) (314) (334) 82.482
. 2.876c4 3.004q 3.8024b4 4.1304pc
support relation (550) (523) (.553) (.550) 144.285
. . 2.752bcd 3.065,cd 4.0234 4.099
expression relation (.608) (.608) (515) (588) 163.505

sk

p<.001

- 403 -



10 stuEnlsis|x| X233 35 2014

-—]
: x./-—-—_ —#—friendly relation
2.5 == anxiety relation
support relation
2 i .\ =i p¥pression relation
1.5 .
~N—=

A-cluster B-cluster

C-cluster D-cluster

[Figure 1] Parent-child relationship of clusters

o= sMEct W e 2o A ok 7kl et
zpo7} glom Cxvro] A9} B} 18|31 D %

A} §-o8k 2Fo)(F=11.573, p<.001)7} o] Fr-z2h
A A5t T2 ofx By M4t e P R
7} oz} AHETE WHZAS FA JAlska, FR-2Rd
A A7t e P& D] R EAPAHA A5t =
< ox} BRIgET ez Hitgho] &t AdH =z

o] Mg FEAEA A7t 2 J9Ak BRd B
APl A7t =2 oxb CFE Thellk 23k o]
(F=3.248, p<.05)7} o] FEA #A H47F 52 o=}
Feto] #A d2fskaL ik

olgfgt A= 7S Atelel #AIZE E3U(Kim,
2009), 7Hd 1717} shEskal F A1 78-H(Lee, 2006),
RS s 2hg7t 84 0)a HH3H(Cho, 2007)

(Table 6) Analysis on values of marriage and partner selection criteria according to the difference of parent-child

relationship
A group B group C group D group
Factor Variable @ 2 ® @ F-value
M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD)
. 3385, 3.076 3.202 2.991,
negative (.568) (778) (.725) (713) 7.043
conservative 2.9704 3.144 3.016 3.448, 8.301™"
value of marinse (.837) (811) (815) (818) :
g romantic 42434 4312 4.408 4518, 4.856"
(874) (.759) (511) (.530) :
. 3387, 3377 3.529 3.650, .
instrumental (629) (725) (747) (737) 3.702
35334 3074, 3.7500 3.245,
external (517) (.649) (:591) (814) 21454
o — 3978, 3.842 42754 4.176, 11573
partner Selectlon criteria (690) (580) (608) (523) -
. 3.635 3.385, 3.687 3.603 .
situational (612) (.796) (.685) (870) 3.248

p<.05 "p<.01 "p<.001
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