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Effect of Place Attachment on Behavioral Intentions of Disabled People
Participating in Leisure Activity

- Focused on the Place Identity and Place Dependence-
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Abstract

This study aimed to: first, analyze the impact of disabled people's perceptions of
recreational venues on their behavioral intentions, in accordance with their identity formation
and social capital accumulation; and second, in light of these impacts, present the
implications for policies providing appropriate recreational venues. An existing analysis model
was partially revised for this study to take into account the characteristics of disabled
people's leisure activities. According to all the research groups, and without exception, we can
conclude that the place image affects the place identity and the place dependence, the latter
in turn affects the behavioral intention, while neither the place identity nor the place image
affects the behavioral intention. In all groups, functional attachment to (dependence on)
places impacted on behavioral intentions, which was not the case for emotional attachment (a
place’s identity). In other words, only dependence on those places that functioned
satisfactorily as recreational venues influenced behavioral intentions.

- Choi, Soo-nam - Lee, Hoon - Choi, Chang Gyu
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H 1. dEF9| 7§ Table 1. Outline of questionary survey

TL& Category

L} & Description

HTCH4F Subjects

of7} &= ZEolj©l Disabled people having leisure activities

ZAPZ|2E 2014 48 7~201414 52 30
Survey period April 7 - May 30, 2014
s
No. of 6145 HE (X[F 3445 xliEH)
questionnaire 614 copies distributed (a final 344 copies were adopted)
copies
MEAl &7 a8 FoiQl SX|2, Foiel Al FHFLX ol FX[712 A
= oM Yo, MEBAIL 471 +2tEGHE, 287 o8 Jojel AxEME, FU|:
FAPERA a8 SX|7|, 24 X Fojel =X, SR RAE, ol AEMHE  In Seoul,

Survey place

disabled people welfare center and disabled people self-reliance life center in
Seongdong-gu; disabled people welfare center in Yangcheon-gu; disabled people welfare
center in Seodaemun; four sign language interpretation centers in Seoul; disabled people
sports center in Eunpyeong-gu; welfare center in Gyeonggi-do; disabled people welfare
center, disabled people support center, and disabled people self-reliance center in Busan
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Fig 1. Causality model of placeness cognition
and behavioral intention by Lee & Choi(2011)
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d429F - Ao - HpH - ol = - HER
g 4= At (E=E-FEqT 2012) 4 9124 (place dependence) Q& FAEIL} (Kyle
olg®|-FaA201D= &4 OHAEAR AR et al, 2005). U9 ATFAET B4 ofEC] o}F]
e EUH-E3X-98e4EN 059 ¥ FRE A4 E"Wi} 2 gEHe= Folsi
olel SelEl AulgA], 2l AEA-onA g4 Qo (FES-QXS, 2008 ZEE 20105 AYE
E Usojditty sielth B4 ofEhlt A4 onl  ofe] Zcﬂ, 2012) OFLL Ol5S wuti] &4 ol
E da onxel Adkz et (77 1 g AE A st G 2 7R,
). B AFlA = -FFTH2012)= B4 O] i SEEE dEA, JEA oIRE Qo] &
AP HQ1A rdat ARlA gido] ofs sl 40] ZIRIE Hofsh= 20tk (Williams, D. R &
o ARlE Hgoll thsh ol2EES 7&5H, 4 Roggenbuck, J. W, 1989). &4o| tigt 4%z
SEAE SIlth 0152 d4 oAPE s SYE AMEem Faol e %i AR o=t
of ZFAQl detg mXX] o, QA ZEes SR &2 4 Uk o]&sh= &4l tish ofd, Jd
solo] KRR Rost geks PRl Zle g Zat AY HE, g4t w9 ok gk dR
QISIILE. Ol & Fa omKE Fa diFolekE OIK, 4l Qs B2 s Ad, a8 &9
S Soik A=clrol Heke nxm, 24 SHst HAE VKA & se& F&vkssitt (6
ofzte &A4NE ZYS Ji0l0] HolE wEeEA A& 2011)
A= ASQE0lE 7o) Aol tiste] Lrl= ga 94 7IsA ofFb (functional
ool FQsA AEeS Jnsith o5 Uo7t attachment) QR E BEILEL O A4t 8 &5
gy AFES AWNRIo] Eaoll tield wl= & slol E2 o] miEo] fEdt JUE Be
onjof Fsliof g FasHIt itk 2l anieitt. g4l tigh =8 Ald
i A0l Uil 58 daol WiEsks Ze
2) R4 Of%t (place attachment) 248 11 &7]71, NESh= Ak, UE daoks tidlg
Qﬁ:’é% Agat ANole 748, oIk, Aal, ayiE S AEAQ UK, 58 g4 RS U 32
So] AeAlgoR MYl= ZEE0 A4 oare Al Atk 88 seR =4 Vksoitt RIS
Saap Bk Sixlol mek 1 gl goh 2 201
=4 OEAR, F4 oz Q7] AelEel ek & 2. Fa of%e| Fof
o] TAE HoIE & Qe REE0] dalE EE Table 2. Definition of place attachment
L} A5A Feoma Jlele] dadga tig § F4 OfXH(place attachment)
AA-ZVEA QINEA, B8 X9 Aulsial A9 |zt gtaato| Mejd dsH AR, Y7 F20
= thet SMA-4EH K
oh= akgolAl Wrdishs @4 d= Aol tigt of Human-environment psychological and behavioral
oletal Hel g 4= AT} (Altman, 1992 relationship; emotional and feeling bond
Feldman, 1990). ZEH-H2AF2012% &4 ofz | |
& it RS WAESEA KO8 g s Pt
(place identity) (place dependence)
¢ TRl Qolom Uehdrk 24 ol TR [ amsamE o SIS ot
A0l Mgor A4 &4 (place identity)at & Ematignal and symbolic Functional attachment
attachment
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2. Fojjelo] of7} Foie}t XtopH A OfQIofAl QA oi7h E5 FHolE A =5s F
= A0 Aol BES Fu, 2EE A48
A7) BAEOl = AR ARIS T Al Ees S GEs-0lE, 2014). mEbd, Foflele]
BojE ‘558 Jorez AshH, AgEd  AordAld el det de) o) #s9 aE
(self consistency) WKIE FAY (feeling of & SHEO] AU FE 7ks6ith
wholeness)'S ZEIAH W-SthHlobd, 2009).” 7 Aot HAVE (ego identity)& Of] ARl <
7 3. Aot Al £ B L Table 3. Scale of ego identity
L& 7 O EXSIE
I"I'|—|E o | oo™
Subscale Description Measurement item
s3Y FaHQ g9g =22 g Hol L= U g2 2 M2lg 5 UCk
FHYE |dE M=Ho=z X[Hfsto Yzt I can handle my work well.
Subjectivity | & & + Ut =22 F)| HO2 L= SIESIEE E4ls| Hopzict.
Sense of ability I live my daily life diligently.
ol= Jrfjzo| i} Mss
R R oo s o me i HO3 L Of Aol 9loL oiLt 3t ERfolcy,
A2 o -;_IE a0l Tyst Alzlel I feel nothing or no good for this world.
Self = x e C | EI04 LW7F 2 2 Qle EXatn Mzte ofot gict
&L The extent of accepting
acceptance : o s I often feel unworthy.
one's ability and talent as it is.
=oll |g = L -S| of o]
R of map Aso) srag zem| B8 U2T RS0 S0 HSTHE Lis 2@l @2 gict
Al ) I clearly know what I wish to become.
. e JT The extent of having N - B
Certainty for ) EI06 L}= EESih 40| 2EHE Mo =1 QUL
confidence for one's future plan . .
future I have a clear goal in my life.
EHO07 AlZfgt Wi E4& 2Ol OZA0[ 271X Relth I
=5 O S 5 L= MBS begin work with passion but do not persist in it for a
Il_ét** B= oX|o] A long time.
Gzalo The extent of one's| EI08 L}= 11=8| 3t 71X Lo 258K £ sich
e determination to perform or I cannot steadily indulge in a task.
realize the given task EI09 Lt= A2t iz 25 E7HK| AdlsIA| & Siof.
I cannot keep on performing work as planned.
EI0 Li= Cf2 Aol 08 SEM2 nf2s solch
I follow others' advice thoughtlessly.
= [Hel AEY Ot 2Xls®e|| 1 b EANE O 28 2Estvlvt of|e
Ir;:;iatf/e HE The extent of perceiving I can hardly decide on something by myself.
one's role El12 AAZ2 MZI517| 280t HE0| £2 MzZhg J|CtEIC
Rather than thinking by myself, I expect others’ good
opinions.
E13 20| LZHEH 7haX AE0] M2 XO[Lt #4400 Bt=C
TEtE0| B RHRIeZ N K} In meetings, I sit in a corner or in a place where few
—_ Mol = FHE people are, if possible.
A:‘f?u?y The extent of exposing oneself| E14 L= YM AR Ot 242 THESICL
to his or her group as a I am reluctant to meet strange people.
member H15 L= o2 ARghEat el A2 Mol ors0| S HiC.

I am uncomfortable when I am together with many people.
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B 4 A2|™AE £ ML Table 4. Scale of measuring social capital

SIHE s32d=
Category Measurement item
SBO1 Li= H|RXAIE AZ|BICE T trust my spouse.
ME| SB02 L= FIE MZ[BICE I trust my friends.
Trust SB0O3 L= O AZIBICE I trust my neighbours.
SB04 22| 7tEE2 Lo o M= X[RIs=C}. My family positively supports my work.

SBO6 L7} 4

LHZF A
HE= SBO7 L7t

Network SB08 Li= 7}

SB09 Li= X|

SBO5 L7t &1 QU= X|Fe| HHes £LE 2 & X|'Hot
I get along well with everyone - men and women, and young and old people - in the
community where I live.

1 9l Xl%o| O3 YEE M2 Bt

I share important information about the community where I live.

I e XYe| TAES Bt =80 E Tt olHds == HOILh

= =

I meet friends in the community where I live, to listen to their helpful opinions.

SHe 29 (0d 23 SAES o B9 stk

[ participate in families' meetings. (travel, sports, community services, etc)

FAR|FLRAL (RIG=H, S92
[ participate in the community's events. (community festivals, concerts, etc.)

SB10 L= X|9AlS| ¢ AmXEl (OFF, &1, s S0 &Y SCk I participate in the

community-associated sports teams. (baseball, soccer, basketball, etc.)
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AQl gdekg Xl ANE #©osh] Qs 7Kd5 (PIMO8)'= AEsIRIC
(o) A onKe =9z fogt Jaks Ao S2EE 24 9EQ] A9l gl A4
Nz Zojty &= Fslrk ofzte 54 &40 ﬂi@ BMAE-ZER fTiod,
£ Hre Aulq-dd2013)0] Williams &
2. Bt g1 =F™HL0] Ho| Roggenbuck(1989)9] Place Attachment Scale&

ZIZR slo] Jlwst Betg uigow FuUlQl A8

A4 olmIR], A4 ofE (B4 BAA, A4 gE  AFoA] ARSS Bete FUEoR ARSI
&), dsoeE FYHOKN AFA o] oy g4 oEYd FdHaE AUt 2013)0]
2 TSR, ZEHe0] OB TEFom EF8 ARST TIE Eakth Ol0A o7t 5 she
o ALk Ag EXIth (PDOY), THE EAHth oo 2=

A4 omRlE B Ao dish el ==y 20l § TEdE = (PD02), THE dakh
tho] ZH= Aol ojst rEE omjolth, ZFW O O] sh= 20l O SQsith (PD03), W7t
e AT (-2, 2012; Ysht 9 2, She O] o7} EEE OL0] O URE Faolil
2013)2 HiEOZ #MAX|7} of] AAEQl of7t 8 ofKle Ze Aot} (PD04), THE &4kt o] &
B A4olA AKE JFsS ggAlR EESIGen,  40lN o7t #Es she Zle E0f Stk (PD05),
'SYUst (PIMOD), AR (PIM02), ‘mEEQl  UPF V1= o7t &80 QIoiA o] davh FA
(PIMO3)’, ZEXQ1 (PIM04), ‘Ols58h (PIM05), Lk (PD06), O &axC] #HEHL 1 E2 32 0
ERek (PIM0), ‘omQlE (PIMO7), 7RgAQl  Fflol glis A Atk (PDO7), TR Eaw= o 2
H S5 M oEM =EHAEL Table 5. Measuring place independence

E=XAH L scale of measuring

PDO1 Lt= CHE HAELE O|ROM 7 #&E ol= AE &Lt

I enjoy leisure activities better in this place than in other places.
PDO2 Li= CHE Y20 7h= AECH 0|20 2= Ao o 2HFAS =7k

I feel more satisfied to visit this place than I do other places.
PDO3 CtE H20A O7F 2F& ot A ECF 0] oA ot A0l H S2s|Lh.

It is more important to have leisure activities in this place than in other places.
PDO4 L7} ot O 07} &= 0|0| ot LhE F20|M otXl= e AOICk

I will not enjoy this leisure activity in places other than this place.
PDO5 Lt= CHE Y2EL O] H20M o7t 2F= St A SO0t et

I like my leisure activities better in this place than in other places.
PDO6 L7} E7|& 07} 280 UANME Of F=27h 2|19 F20|Lt

This place is the best for my favorite leisure activities.
PDO7 L7} EAct= 07t 230 A0 Of Yol BFLELE H T2 X2 OlF9I0 Gl= A &rh

When it comes to my favorite leisure activities, there seems no better places in the surroundings than

the environment of this place.
PDO8 LCI= ErA= 0|30 H|mE|X|

oL

PDO9 CHE AMEO| Lto| O7tEtSS

OH—El.

ST

Other places are not comparable with this place.
9Ist t2 Fas FHSHELE Lhs

- oL T1L

07| O RAE MENSH ZO|Lt.

Even though others recommend other places for my leisure activities, I will still choose this place.
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26t w24 7K Aok (PI05), LY
= o] A4ol EYst wAS VKT Ak (P106),
‘0] A4 L9 g HEOILE (PI07), O] A4ak

U7 F=7QIKel tietel Be g guEtt
(PI08)", ‘O] AaOxl= LIQ] ZHQIA ZERI7} &
ALAATt (PI09), U7}h THeF ool @A F=th
W Ee FFsat =] Foid ot (PI010)
W= o g4 UE g4artt © Zof st
P’z s (& 6.

7

(BIO3)'E. 7+JaILE ol a9 E8WsE= dF
£ =8 58 TAE TR FARIALE

V. Fojelo| Fay ol
o

o0 OjX|= d

=
o =

1x

=
o

[
0lo

=Xt

iz

dim

SHAK QFEASE Sde duEH gxl

(G10%)9} OIxk 49.1%)7} Hl%eE HES Axs
QUACE FHMHS 50.3ME,

LSS TAya & T

o (21.8%), 50t] (20.3%)9)

LRI Hit 8491 = 9F 2.9H0]a, 404t
=Gk A7) 333%% M =2 HES AKX

10, 82 AFshs HIgS 6.8%% WA ek
OJAkE= (26.8%)0ll  HsH

o I
O
=

|2 (565%)0] mE
58] =t A2 1007 mjTtolgal

AES
-

19 riok 39

ORb BlO1, FEE FE (B, wEo HEE 1260, AH A1), AR 19%), dd
H 6 o SA2Y £™HEE Table 6. Measuring place identity
=™AHLE scale of measuring
PI0O1 O] E4e LIO|A 0§ 2|0 QT This place is very meaningful to me.
PI02 L= O] &40 O Z2IC}k [ am very much attracted by this place.
PIO3 Lt= O &40 SZ2ZE Z7ICt I feel homogeneous about this place.
PI04 Lt= O] &40 Cist &2 7|Y9E 7HX|2 QUCL I have a good memory of this place.
PIOS Lt 0] F40| £ gl 2ok =22 7D 9tk

I have a strong feeling of belonging to this place.

PI06 Li= O] 40| EYst =28 7HX|1 QUCL I have a special feeling about this place

PI07 O| &A= LiQ| 3t BEEOICE This place is part of me.
PIO8 O Zae= LH7F =FIX[of CHoH

PI09 O H20|ME Lo WA ZhR|7F & HHF o QUL
This place has well reflected my persona value.
PI10 L{7} THOF O[O 2X| Qi=CiEH B2

If I do not come to
P11 L}= O] EH4E CHE

0o ZHE LZ{F=Ch This place tells me very much who I am.

S HE0] HOjE A0ICk
this place, I will be disconnected with many of my friends.
AECH O £0} BiCt I like this place better than other places.
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429 - Aot - X - o] = - ZHA
T 7. SEHAIEY 7|REH Table 7. Descriptive statistics of respondent
H
T = FrI;lunEEzy Hl%. (%)
Category (oot peopl Ratio(%)
AH Gender | HAF  male 175 51
(N=343) OAX}  female 168 49
30CHO|2F  under 30% 42 12.2
30Cf  30s 60 174
o2 Age |40CH  40s 75 218
(N=344) 50C§f  50s 70 203
60Cf  60s 53 154
70CH O|AF  70s or older 44 128
0y 23 6.8
S7{0l%:
|1 40 118
No. of family o3 7 12
members 3o o1 268
(N=339) =
4HO|A 4 or more 113 333
) 1EO0|SE high school or under 195 61.3
t® Education CHEO|SE  university or under 115 36.2
N=318) =
( CHstRI0| A graduate school or above 8 25
e 1008t210|2F  under KRW 1 million 140 447
In_clz)?‘ne 1000|Af~2008H2(0(|2F KRW 1 million~under 2 million 115 36.7
(N=313) 2000|4+~3002+210|8F KRW 2 million~ under 3 million 39 125
3002+2! O|AF KRW 3 million or more 19 6.1
Asoo oj= unmarried 90 26.8
Marriage 7= married 190 56.5
status AHE#H, 0|2 spouse death, divorce 35 104
(N=336) 7|Et others 21 6.3
AIA physical disability 122 26.1
AA mental weakness 19 41
A A autism 4 0.9
oS 3);' . menta:] (ljisordher g; gé
Disability type 51— EREEphalo Aty .
(N=344) AlZt wsugl |mpalrment 9 19
Azt hearing impairment 165 353
AIEF  cardiac lesion 8 17
7t hepatopathy 2 04
AMZEH - kidney trouble 2 04

L7%), Rle 0.9%), 7+ 04%), A& 04%), 71 2. R0l

Bl (&%) (34%) &Aool xeksty Q. viekst

ol goiels tde

H1
ikt
Mo
QL
g

7¥el wefo] dui e A Fzhdoiellt AAE

offlo] T gt HIQILE (GE 7. R,
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of7} g3of Eojsh= Tofigle] T4 ofxto] #Eol=of OjX|l= HEF
A RS AASIEN, Cronbach’'s  alphagtol T
0.9130= Ueh} Algldo] SHEQE BN @
OIEAMS FHBHANL Kaiser ATEIE 70 Wzl 2. 0|®X} EMW ZX [E Ol xjo|AHS

WA (varimax) HHE ARSSIAITY.
AL 64.8%E AWaliFal Aow 1879] &
o] I gelem Fogleon (E 8 FX),
ES BNy, SR, AIegdeR
Sl Bartlett®] T4 FAAM X
4017.249 (p=0.000)012, & LSl
(KMO)E 0.884% R9l5] Q9EA0] &
Z B9t

QRIFEAN

L)

=
HREE

o = o o2 ©

O]

!
&l
»,

S QICE A
Kaiser A8E 7F H2H
varimax) e ARSI QIFEZA
A0 64.6%E AEsiFIL e, Aot
o] 10709] BH=o] 27§9] QIO ZHOHIQI O,

Olss

[
o

(p=0.000)0]11, HA|FE
087007 $0)8]
S,

E 8 XOIEMME 2 A1t
Table 8. Result of factor analysis
e 20
Category Factor
SEAYY
Goal orientation
Mg
Subjectivity
A2l+Ed
LS

Self acceptance

ol =M

(M ey |

ESEES
Measurement item
EI07, EIO8, EIO9, EI10,
EI11, EI12, EI14, EI15

Factor 1

Factor 2 EIO1, EIO2, EIO5, EIO6

Factor 3 EIO3, EIO4, EI13
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AQle] EMo| met gaE Adetal LEh k=
el dsdeE tEth @ -2, 2012).
ARES0] Flefo] mEs Folelel 49 AlobeA]
Ao SREEe ARIAARLS] FEER0 Tt o
b a0 SR B HeF T Aotk mei
= A7 golele] Wasds AlorgAldat Al
AR dddrn fdstl, ol we davd
g8 739 ZolE BAs] flell AorgAlEal
AR RHEES olgsto] 39 FHeR AlEslst

Rt & 100 F. 4 2F9 ZESsE 1329,
1169, 96Ho|C}).

THIE A 28 5 7 =2 e VKT
Ao, RoFEAEN ARRIERRE BF SEAQ
o) ARSI AR & RYGAREIREe] &4 (WEY
A7F FEHONT FMErgor o2 ZHHQ
AOFEAEE 7KL QloH, S8t ARRIE AES
7V Jeez siAg 4= Ik ojof wiel TR
= A T 5 358y g7 ol 7t '
o, FAEQl AlobgAE AFREARES 7
tholt}. ol52 AOFEA|E HE ghmola] BAE
Q1 Aoz LIEton, 715 B X9ARS|ele] oiF
o] mis okt Zlo= siAJet 4= QUrt FEIS !
T 20 Hls) gt gike Holx] &
B 9. AE|HAE QQles Zut

Table 9. Result of factor analysis

72 | 299 R EE
Category Factor Measurement item
Factor 1 | AIZ| Trust SBO1, SB02, SBO3, SB04
Bagtap 3 HER=3 SBO5, SB06, SBO7, SB08
Network SB09, SB10
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yog - et - 24k - 0| 2 - MY
# 10. #3849 EH Table 10. Characteristics by grouping
=81 =3
T =82
Groupl Group3 MANOVA A7}
Cat
(;;9)’:4”)’ (N=132) Group2 (N=116) (N=96) results
M SD M SD M SD
BRUE
Average age 4568 | 15.687 | 4267 | 16278 | 46.15 17.252 0| gle
A5 Gender HAF | 63(48.1%) | HAF | 61(526%) | HA} | 51(53.1%)
c= OAt | 68(51.9%) | O{A} | 55(474%) | 4K} | 45(46.9%)
Z|5 k3 Education 3.16 1.042 2.85 1.065 3.10 0.982
S O[ A} i
ed O;Hatt/'sar”age 220 | 1216 | 201 | 1186 | 217 | 1210
=S
No. of family 295 2319 2.60 1.509 312 1.530
members
2YF+Y =229 223 10| U
Average monthly 3.24 1.810 2.53 1.507 3.32 1.795 There is a difference
income between Group 2 and 3.
KA 33 KA 17 KA 27
oS Ef (20N Physical | (29.7%) | Physical | (15.6%) | Physical | (31.4%) SE1DF 2E3 k0| Qe
2l e X Zk 32 K Zk 60 K Zk 35 =B =8 M=
Disability type e el c There is a difference
( d Hearing | (28.8%) | Hearing | (55.0%) | Hearing | (40.7%) bet G 1 and 3
person concerne J1EF 57 J1EF 39 J1EF 3 etween Group 1 and 3.
Others | (42.5%) | Others | (294%) | Others | (27.9%)
=HAISH T 23 }O| A=
Goal 0.271 0.895 | -0.301 | 0.887 -0.336 1.156 There is a difference
o} orientation between Group 1 and 3.
A0
By | Al 4=t 2% 20| 28
i 0.272 0.761 | -0.919 | 0.750 0.736 0.668 | There is a difference in all
=2 . v of three groups.
identity
Ap7I+8 4 2F20t 283 70| ¢S
Self 0.703 0.657 | -0.381 | 0.866 -0.506 0.992 There is no difference
acceptance between Group 2 and 3.
-~ N 29 2% %ol 32
AbB|H TTust 0.684 0.658 | -0.852 | 0.805 0.089 0.826 | There is a difference in all
xH2 of three groups.
Social T =813t =82 Xo| Gl
capital " -0317 | 0869 | -0437 | 0.843 0.964 0.629 There is no difference
between Group 1 and 2.
=35 et
335 At (=5 S We
(=8H AoPgHld,|  AorgHYd, | (EME AoFEAY
N s AsERE)|  2E IEH AB|HALE)
L'H= o

Group characteristics

Positive group
(Positive ego
identity, mixed
social capital)

At M AHE)
Negative group
(Negative ego
identity, positive

social

capital)

Middle group

(Mixed ego identity,

positive social
capital)
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Table 11. Goodness-of-fit index of factor structure model by group

EEE R EFEREEEP) ESTREIERE)
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2= HFES} HFES}

Resear| 7=~ MEd | A MEd ) Al AH &t
ch | Standar & | Standar & || Standar =

. CR P , CR P , CR P

hypot | dized Adopt | dized Adopt | dized Adopt

hesis | coefficie or not | coefficie or not | coefficie or not
nt nt nt

H1 959 | 10.325 i AHEH | 0955 | 10.114 i AHEH | 0980 | 10412 i XHj el

H2 .800 7.776 Gk AHEd | 0.806 | 7.467 i AHEH | 0956 | 8.013 Gk XHjEH

H3 612 1653 | 0053 | 7|ZF | 0555 | 1665 | 0.09 | 7|zt | -0539 | -1361 | 0917 | 7|z

H4 613 4.026 i AHEH | 0507 | 3.448 i AHEH | 1438 | 4.812 i XHj el

H5 -508 | -1252 | 0144 | 7|2t | -0270 | -0.739 | 0460 | 7|zt | -0.052 | -0.104 | 0173 | 7|Z
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DAt USRI, Ol SAIROIA 1 EfE
Ho| #F EIYCt EXOR MAZAIT(010)
I 18501220149 HT0N FoHOIS Chie
= EfEHS 7B o Utk Horseoo)e R
8, A8, OlPiEy, SRSy, ey, Al
Yol & 67 YAOE P HEE HAIGHY
th & 607l 28 6ol Yol 2t 10749 28
o= 7yE|of Yct

Z=4. Grootaert & Vanstelaer(2001)7t H2|2t FAlof
2t 2T AR|H A2 orEe| O 2ok
? PHAlE o 0l
= =719 HlE, ®E AHHA A
2 oxoHe dEya | da) g oK T
= =
N OjAIE| S N
75 ¥4 OEMD HA SN FFHES Lo

- S HAfHte| 2AIE

Br=7(2013)0] Williams & Roggenbuck(1989)2]
ARE J|Htez Williams & vaske(2003), Kyle,
Grafe & Manning(2005), Lewich(2008)52| ¢4
HESlo B8 JisY 2 AT NI
golst7| 93t 2

goz AQcHoz S48 I
(o]

2ol Mol g =Qlsty| ffEf #2230 THSE

X 1 Zgol 7tHME nast Mgtz X0l
NNFIQ} RMSEAZ MABIACE NFIQF NNFI(TU)= 1
ol 742 Yo DEoR MLIst 2 9o,
RMSEA= 0.08 O[3} 42 @2 O Fr ¢z

SiCkn g = QICk (ZAH% 2010).

T NFI NNFITLD) | RMSEA
SEMECHZEL) | 0721 0.776 0.123
BEAHMECHZE2) | 0.701 0.751 0.131
SREHEE3) | 0751 0.807 0.140
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