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= o A FA g sl Akl F
5% ol grk tEe] SF A} SR
Al At ele st st o 2L
=5, &dn, oldld, Hus, 2001 WA
o]Fd, o83k, WAL FAF WEG 20005
Gliksman, Adlaf, Demers, & Newton-Taylor,
2003; Preboth, 2002; Wechsler, Davenport,
Dowdall, Moeykens, & Castillo, 1994; Wechsler
& Tsaac, 1992) oA w|-¢- 41243l S=5=o]g}al
Harsar gl
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2] tH(Wechsler =, 1994). o] tstio] o}
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2 HEelth w3k H 2AbllA oF 20%
o] tisiEe] Avt 275 Eete] 3W o) F5
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el et et A Aatsh =)
e e A A us A% el
Ae AR @ b oA 459
500Dl e, A i 34 gl E
ZF 96.8%7F AAl =FA= Ve T AS
oAl SATSHY 128078 o R @ 714
4 500 Y FARIAE WA HEEe)
Azr OTEO] 94.4%, Ao 2~33] o]
wehs tiskle] mjgo] 321% 1elal o
T 18] o] FH5-E she HEA 484
gl =A etk Ole‘ﬂl thhay o)
SFRAL AAF SRl By, of
ATA SFTA el glgh %JQJ A A7
U oiske) 4349l ol el Ae) glis
Aol

9], gAY
oI} %, AP o AAL 9
A49l0] gEHow o704
b e Aeldl ol whds] 3l
= AAA gz

Az pAe 9 Qe Zlow dy

R
it
Oi
01

i
o =

) >,
oo 2

o do g 2
WAoo oz e

)

i)
SO

£

N

X

2
i, oF
Kui
©

—142 —



o] Jones9} Hartmann(1988)-2 AAA Het
ATEYL B4 2 P8-S Y&
NASFHA, A3 A A X

]
54, 43 5o WeE
%

g 2
wmloﬂm
UI‘&

1=

12 B oox 2 tle X
2 i
=~ {0
i o, r
_ﬂ

[N
RS
E
o]
N
Lo
oM.
oot
£
-z
o
i
i
Lo
£
-z
2

2Ho8 HAIEL ve|rt Solrbix] A
AY B A G pole] 7
o we} A EwjelA] AAA Az
2ol AAAY fod=2 aelar Axele= A
AY AAZ dokant mA gAY vl
(identity diffusion) = A4 Horse M=
om BASAR B @ pelv s 3)
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E717F 927
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BoAgtelxs Al 24 370 gkt A
A digtel] AetSel Al ER
At 370 st Hag 1 o)t &2 vl

Aol = 1752 e gl o
o) ghdnl By = nw, A 175% 5 18}

ol 48%(27.4%), 23hdo] 24%(13.7%), 33}
o] 431 (24.6%) 183l 43PA-8- 6078 (34.3%)
ol AUl dAEe] d® Wele 18~27
Agon, B dy-e 2264 (FEHA: 2.66)
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Ao A A A9
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A9 #Hxwx 3 )3 A (Extended Objective
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N Fao s o)Folx EOM-EISZ= Likert 2]
64 HAx(l:As 138A 4k ~ 6xl-¢ 1%
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A A (interpersonal identity) 13l o] =2 ¥
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A [ AR O] RolEAA wenh SFEEXN Q| B
o] WhHo 2 A HFE Tt © wiEs) 7y7re] A A9 A el ofw &
@ mRuel fo] Jek2 VIEATeA v T SFEAl dE ddEE 7R aL
A olHARl B EAlee FAdeE v A F, AAA A9 el ue 25F
Elu; Aol A Al &Stk AsE & o & ddslise S55717F ve
EAASRGE 1), 70t Huggada ARTEA 25 dotrr] S8 vl kA &
= AAAR AY Aol FAACR et FerlE tH_OLOfE shal S-iAl A
7‘4017} AT 5 7 WQle R jlo} AAAG A9 Herd
TE719 AP TR & 2 MR S ﬂ%ﬁ TAE AABIAT. e
1@ SR fFogk zol7} AAEHl, FG3, 126)= 3L ol WRIR] 5715 Fhell 31~57 A
278, p<05, ALEHZoME TAIFCRE fro] ol o] e Ao e £ Wel
SiIAE Fovt ARl feto] AAA WHE ok A 242 & weioh 9§19l
AH Aol vl noksr7F v e A% E37F tE FAA (multicollinearity)2 A 1
A (p=.067)2 BATE k=, £ HAE Al tig v 34
gl SFEAA e AALZAY JEr B0 tE FAAdo] EASHA e Ao
SAASRE {3 ztel7h ATk, FGB, 126= = JUEET
434, p<01. Ab- 45 Ak, GAEFAR g 1 ATE 2, AR EAS] QA

AAAAR Agel W8 £FEAD ARt B 2FEAE T UAB fel@ de
felsl B Af Aoz dden, m=  welelgler], MAE/E SFEA WA F

AR FoftA= kot A4 Aoz veigty gAld
At AAGEH Adel wal S52Ae X9 Ao A
Fiol W o A p=073)2 B3 E717F frelgh Al wklelgltl, ars Y]

TR

—_

HA X9 Hee

off CHEt oijel=] <] *é%‘%‘fg Hall FAvk. 2dal A

1. ST #Holso]| chsh MM xRt Xo[dS Zut
@ AAREn @ %xﬂ*b%lm ©® AFAGHd @ A 94 F A=
(N=36) (N=34 (N=26) (N=34) He
KR k= 2.89(0.89) 3.32(0.88) 3.35(1.06) 2.91(0.93) 233
B 6.03(2.55) 6.26(2.53) 6.73(2.60) 5.82(2.29) 07
OEET] 4.94(3.63) 5.65(2.99) 6.81(3.30) 4.53(2.95) 278 DT
A %7 5.36(4.24) 6.03(3.87) 731(3.98) 5.09(4.04) 173
Ex%7] 7.56(3.74) 6.91(3.69) 7.58(2.96) 6.03(2.93) 152
A% 10.58(3.39) 9.742.61) 11.002.67) 9.50(2.58) 187
SZEA 12.75(10.86) 1697(13.75) 19.08(10.74) 9.68(9.06) 43 Qpdr, @ @F

* p<08, ** p<Ol, AIEZE T p<l0
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I 2 gAY X9l HEH SFENO thE 233719 StiElHES Zat

A A9 A S Ed=Nl yod 4 R? R? F
A En g X157 38 15 15 581%
AAA Hy A 7] 46 44 44 25.49%%%
ﬂqﬂ%ﬂ 3 iy sl 429+
A fd Je E2%7 8 40 40 16:02%%
AAA A A 357 51 K K 19.80%%*
AE7) K 14 5 8.53%%
* p<05, ** p<OL, *** p< (0]
AAA WEGAoA AFols Hol=A @17

=4 IS < O}ELZ} sttt o= <3
A AA FAN A E N=1754) F %—zrlﬁrxﬂ
Aol MEAS Vo A9 30%el o

= eTrElE T qw% 17t 78 dhe EAA A (N=5501 a9 30%
Q97 A9 WelReH, AABAE BF SIEE MEAY S EARNSHE 74T
A WA 38%5 AWElTAoh gk AL &, Azbe] 53 wRlE diE) ol A
WEZE SFEAl WA T 14%9] AdES wbe] AbolE gAFE g L AR 3)
Hall i Felgh 9l welelirt, A SFARe SNy, FiFd, oF
7] 2 SFEAl T RE o5dd BdE
A 9 X9 Ho ST RI0] oA TAIHoR F3k o7t Slo], olE
T eol golg SFPFE wol Hus)
gk QL oM AAG U8 Fodol b 2 & 5 A
o AR o A9 dEHE B F Ao, & adar g AAA, il ZAA AA
TEAY] Axe] met B pAlAo R ofEl A A9 AFEdA AN S5 1)
i 3. S50 HRIS| st STAEE Ao 4S5 Znt
HEAY ST (N=54) EAY S5 (N=55) t

SFHE 2.33(0.91) 3.82(0.86) B.74rrx

Barg 4.28(2.20) 7.75(2.17) 28wk

2FE 7] 2.61(2.31) 7.39(2.52) -10.36%%%

A E 7 3.04(3.20) 8.43(3.60) 28wk

5257 5.52(3.56) 8.29(3.30) 4.23t%%

PASTR M4 8.09(3.10) 11.77(1.56) 7.82iwk

ezm 257(2.11) 27.88(8.32) 222.04%%%

w52 001
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M2 /RSOl RoME A Ut SFEF 9 2
H 4 B, ool ¥ MA| FAlY KeEse] ST A0 45 2ot
Bl T A A 5 o (N=54) EAA&FA D (N=56) t

#d &0 24.53(6.61) 27.87(5.13) 2.92%%

74 17.57(5.24) 18.98(6.23) -1.28

| 25.28(4.70) 28.35(4.88) 3.34%x

A E | 32.24(6.33) 28.61(5.53) 3.18%%

el -En| 19.48(5.12) 21.26(6.04) -1.63

el -#4) 17.45(4.69) 19.07(5.51) -1.64

el -fel 24.80(4.10) 28.93(4.88) 4 g

ERESE 29.24(5.97) 28.64(5.00) 0.56

A -Em| 42.83(10.47) 47.85(10.37) 2.52¢

A - 4 34.70(9.33) 38.05(11.20) -1.70

A -5 50.07(7.42) 57.27(8.58) -4.68xxx

ok 61.48(10.63) 55.69(10.40) 2.88%*

¥ p<05, ®*% p<Ol, *¥** p<0l

AR 570G Aol7t A=AE Dol AY AFE AL HE A9 HAeEelA
o) el S AASITKE 4. 1 A SRR FAAeR fad Aol
o AABAY A9 ArEAAE AN Qek BAY SFAEe AAEvA G5
H 5. i FAY WH8YAH X|Ege| SFETHE Xlo| HE Zut

HIEAA &35 (N=54)

EA ST (N=56)
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4.542.13)
3.67(1.65)
7.22(2.33)
8.50(2.54)
6.62(2.66)
3.81(1.49)
6.39(1.46)
8.39(1.72)
7.093.58)
478Q2.13)
4.61(2.48)
6.96(3.17)
6.28(2.05)
5.31(1.84)
7.06(1.80)
8.39(1.99)

5.48(1.94)
4.41(1.90)
7.52(1.86)
7.43(241)
7.11(2.35)
4.18(1.78)
7.13(1.42)
7.77(1.94)
8.32(2.80)
4.84(2.24)
5.57(205)
607(2.29)
7.00(1.84)
5.44(1.83)
8.05(1.80)
7.13(1.96)

244%

2.19%

074
227*
-101
-1.16
2.69%*

178

2.00%
0.15
221%
1.68
-1.94
035
_2‘91**
3.36+*

# p<0s, ** p<Ol
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H 6. CHRl AlY LH8YAH X|Ege| SFETHE Xlo| H4E 2t
H A A 53 1 (N=54) AN ST (N=56) t
498 &n 5.36(2.12) 6.18(2.14) 2.01%
A o8t )2 5.65(1.90) 5.86(1.79) -0.59
R EST] 6.83(1.96) 6.80(1.83) 0.08
A o5k 492 7.33(1.92) 6.80(1.91) 145
94 T 3.78(1.37) 4.40(1.91) -1.96
3 4 5.07(1.65) 5.38(1.51) -1.02
A ol 6.85(1.96) 7.50(1.93) -1.75
A3 7.56(1.89) 7.14(L.67) 122
&7} &) 5.62(2.54) 5.45(2.23) 0.37
o471 4 3.30(1.30) 3.88(1.83) -191
o7} ¢l 6.04(1.90) 7.54(1.87) 4175
S E 7.72(2.32) 8.04(2.00) -0.76
o4 A & 4.93(2.39) 5.25(2.35) 072
o)A A 4 3.47(1.72) 3.88(1.90) -1.16
o] A WA -of 5.07(2.08) 7.02(2.11) 486
ol A A3 6.63(2.37) 6.65(2.15) -0.04

% p<05, **F p<00l
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A [ RICHEM O] NotEAY TET ST EHC| 2

ol Aushz A7l FAG] BAML & Fol s obrd Ak war 94 2 o)
F7h AR AZlel 1w sttt webA et SISl tlvt $FE %
Ao AAY wEst gRE AR Bad sk AE B @ %

BAYL W3 GFL Fawodd /g SFNEY FFTF 2 LFEI1A A
dol, B Al FANSYES e 4 A Aust a0A FPRL A4 %

olEe] #AE AHEJTE. 3 Ao R oA,

AA GRS E A7) oW @iﬂ” Xl Ao A SEAle] et WAt &
4 delel Aevtel we) Sy & o] Qe o7 NE, B, 25 7100A
7] agal SFEAY Axr) E}tﬂ(@?z B AAA A9 Azt S8k Aolrt ¢l

A DS AR 2k, SFEAS AdGLE Aol By AAY Aglel wal &
AAY AS Aol BE FAE Aok ¢ BAl R KA Aot Ak glo=
Slek ol A AN gejel weh 27 kg, o £ ol WmskE W
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Relationship between ego identity development and
drinking problems in college male students

Haeng—Woo Shin
Dept. of Psychology, Woosuk University

This study examined the relationship between ego identity development and drinking problems. Four
identity status (diffusion, foreclosure, moratorium, and achievement) groups were compared according to
the degree of alcohol use, drinking motives and drinking problems, respectively. The significant
difference among groups results came out only due to the degree of drinking problems. The moratorium
group was most serious and at risk in the degree of drinking problems, but the achieved group reported
relatively lower degree of drinking problems. It was also found that each identity status groups had
different drinking motives resulting various drinking problems. Compared with non-problem drinkers,
problem drinkers were higher in ideological diffusion, ideological moratorium, and interpersonal
moratorium scores. On the other hand, non-problem drinkers reported higher ideological achievement
score than problem drinkers. Finally suggestions on the relationship between identity development and
drinking problems and the usefulness of applying ‘the developmental assets approach’ for alcohol abuse

prevention were provided.

Keywords: identity status, drinking motives, drinking problems, the developmental assets approach
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