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(Burgess, 1926)

2)
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(Straus, 1968; Tallman, 1970; Straus
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(Broderick & Smith, 1979)

(Kantor & Lehr, 1975)
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Family Process

(Broderick, 1993, p.31)
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structured flexible
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chaotic



1)

2)

Olson et al., 1988

3)

1999




Thomson
& Williams, 1982; Fisher, 1982
(Cromwell, Klein & Wieting, 1975)
1999
(1999)

Family Adaptability and Cohesion Evaluation
Scales, FACES

FACES

(Bollen, 1989;
,1992.)

(Tatsuki,
1993)

, 1995

, 1995

FACESKG  Family Adaptability and Cohesion Evaluation Scales
at Kwansei Gakuin Version 3
FACESKG

X 7.55 6 p=0.27 .99



97 -4.45

, 1999

(Tatsuki, 1993)

, 1999

FACESKG

*

% n< 001

Family Adaptability and Cohesion
Evaluation Scales, FACES

FACES

FACES
, 1999



FACESKG

1997 FACESKG (Family Adaptability and Cohesion Evaluation
Scales at Kwansei Gakuin Version 4
FACESKG FACESKG -32

FACESKG -16
( , 1999)
FACESKG -32 FACESKG -8
, 2000
( , 1999; Tatsuki & Hayashi, 2000)
24.9% 36.5%
FACESKG -16
FACESKG -16

FACESKG -16



,1954/1762,.p. 16
, 1954/1762, p.29

53.2% , 2000

FACESKG -8

, 1998
(Tatsuki & Hayashi, 2000)
( , 1996)
(Putnam, 1993)

FACESKG -8

(Putnam, 2000)



(Tatsuki & Hayashi, 2000)

1999

1960

(Granovetter, 1973)
( , 1998)

(Putnam, 1993)
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, 1991
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