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Construction of Family Functioning Questionnaire by General Interpersonal Dimension

LIU Xi, ZHANG Jian—xin, YEH Chieh—yu Linus
China Institute of Industrial Relations,Beijing 100048, China
[Abstract] Objective: To develop a family relationship functioning scale in Chinese culture. Methods: Based on gener-
al interpersonal dimension and combined with the interviews, a pro—questionnaire was developed; EFA and CFA were
used to test the validity of the scale. Results: 30—item questionnaire was formed; EFA indicated that there were three fac-
tors, namely: affect, control and activity, which explained 53.52% of total variance with loading between 0.40-0.81; CFA
showed the 3—factor model in different evaluators and in different relationships were well fitted; Cronbach’s o was 0.81-
0.93, and split—half coefficient was 0.80-0.94. Conclusion: The structure, reliability and validity of family relationship
function scale meets the need of psychometrics.
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20 70 “ " , ,
, Schwahb!" : o )
o , - Ohannessian
Beaver™? Olson” | ,
Shek , 8l
o Miller®  Skinner® , , ,
, (FES), (FACES),
,Olson , N (FAD)
3 Bl
3 : , 7, Cole FES .FACES
, McMaster , N N
Skinner o ol
7 e, Gondoli  Jacob
( ) . FAM FACES FFS
[ ) “ ’
(09QW013) (Affect) .

(Activity) | (control)™,  Michael



2011 19 5 +613-

Jacob , , 483 195 | 194 |
N N g 9%
, . - 7 2.2007 11 -12 205
7 549 183 .
, : , 183 4358 183
“ v 4242 183 94 84
” , “ ” ; s 14.83 o
113 ’7’“ n[]2|O 1.3
, SPSS13.0  Lisrel8.72 o
> Shek 5
, 2.1
CN , Shek 1 ,KMO
, Barlett 0.89(P<0.00),
b 1 ’
, , 0.30 “
R ” 8 5
N , , 53.52%
1— ,
1
1.1 , .
1.1.1 , ; 2— ,
N ( ) o ’ b
o 5 3— )
1.1.2 Shek , ,
(C-FAI) , o
2.2
, 33 o , 2
, C-FAI o
5 , , 38 . 221
o ’ 10
2.2.2
’ 20
’ ° 2.3
1.2 ( ,
1:.2007 9 -10 202 a ). N



-614-

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.19 No.5 2011

1
M RMR x?%df NNFI CFI NFI
B Sg
FKIER R W& 0.07 2.2 0.98 0.98 0.96
BEF X R W & 0.07 2.4 0.98 0.98 0.96
FKER RN E 0.06 2.1 0.98 0.98 0.96
N Y ES 0.07 2.4 0.97 0.97 0.95
Z¥
BEF X R W & 0.10 3.9 0.94 0.95 0.93
A F R AR 4 0.11 4.2 0.94 0.94 0.92
2
KL R FR P RMR x’/df NNFI CFI NFI
RFKEFR  RE HT 006 2 097 097 094
FKFEXRR Lk, FEF 008 27 096 096 0.94
BEFXR BESE. B 006 21 097 097 095
3
S CRONBACH H ¥ 5 A5 B
CES
T8 0.861 0.825
17 P 0.934 0.937
2 061 1 0.811 0.800
3
o
. ),
( . )
, (
) ,
[
(13] [14]
1— (Affect),

(control),

10

12

13

14

; 3—
(Activity), N N N

Schwab JJ, Gray—Ice HM. Family functioning—the general
living systems research model. New York 233 Spring Street:
Kluwer Academic/Plenum Publishers, 2000. 19-20
Beavers WR, Hampson R. The beavers systems model of
family functioning. Journal of Family Therapy, 2000, 22(2):
128-143
Olson DH, Portner J, Lavee Y. FACES III. St. Paul, MN:
Family Social Science, University of Minnesota, 1985
Shek. Family functioning and psychological well being,
school adjustment, and problem behavior in Chinese ado—
lescents with and without economic disadvantage. Genetic
Psychol, 2002, 163(4): 497-500
Miller IW, Ryan CE. The McMaster App roach to Families:
theory, assessment, treatment and research. ] Fam Ther,
2000, 22: 168 —-189
Skinner H, Steinhauer P. Family assessment measure and
process model of family functioning. Journal of Family
Therapy, 2000, 22(2): 190-210
Walsh F. Normal family processes. New York: Guilford,
2003. 514-547
Ohannessian CM, Lerner JV, et al. Adolescent—parent dis—
crepancies in perceptions of family functioning and early
adolescent self —competence. International Journal of Be -
havioral Development, 2000, 24(3): 362-372
Cole DA, McPherson AE. Relation of family subsystems to
adolescent depression: Implementing a new family assess—
ment strategy. Journal of Family Psychology, 1993, 7: 119-
133
Gondoli D, Jacob T. Factor structure within and across three
family assessment procedures. Journal of Family Psychology,
1993, 6: 278-289
Michael J. Family assessment: Instrument dimensionality
and correspondence across family reporters. Journal of
Family Psychology, 1999, 13(3): 339-354
William L. Cook, the SRM approach to family assessment.
European Journal of Psychological Assessment, 2005, 21(4):
216-225
Benjamin LS. Introduction to the special section on struc—
tural analysis of social behavior. Journal of Consulting and
Clinical Psychology, 1996, 64: 1203-1212
Hayden LC, Schiller M, Dickstein S, Seifer R, et al. Levels
of family assessment: I. Family, marital, and parent—child
interaction. Journal of Family Psychology, 1998, 12: 7-22

( 2011-04-17)



