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bz QI AKMMPDE 19431 0l] Hathaway
S} Mckinleyol] oJa] Ed® o= thEA<Q
AeldAtE del AFgEo] sith Ty ARt
o Wz we Baie Wa, FEANe =
% Ws), e 7)Ee] AlRst g Qs )
Bl Gexel AzlHel gk old wel
MwPlel odlE £F 8 R, T
A9e Sen, A2e AE5S 2719 o
WA 91 A A AF-2(Minnesota Multiphasic Personality
Inventory-2, MMPI-2;
Graham, Tellegen, & Kaemmer, 1989)7} &%
At MMPI-2E= 97ie] ElREE HE, 10709
AEAE, A WEAHE, 15719 HISH%,
s7Hel AAre] sel A&, a2la 97he] A
4 9AEe FAH Sk

Butcher, Dahlstrom,

Qr =
B =S IA7]7] ¢ Tellegen, Ben-Porath,
Mcnulty, Arbisi, Graham¥} Kaemmer(2003):
MMPI-29] A FA] 42 E(Restructured  Clinical
scales; ROZ 723193 tHGraham, 2007).
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A 73, RO(AZEFA ZFH), 1213 RCA(E
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7b o2 Hg e AAUAM QFHE V&
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(Client Description Form Scales), SCL-90-R, ™%
A5 S5to] AAS EX3) Sellbom, Ben-Porath

S} Graham(2000)¢] A2 A+Y LA E=

= WeHE 3 HFHEEY o £& FHE
TES U, dHERY w2 WEE
TEE Uit &, tiEEe] AT 98
e AEALR A e HEe v
e By, e ddste HES
w2 AWE Hth 2y RG ke R
ARl A= 3T FH GRS Ho
T A=rb Fgstant ok Aide] e Ao
2

s
re
-
9,

S

RC3 H=7h 934 = 3(Hyet
A A B3, 238 s
CYN, EZFH %= Ho, 4AH2 58¢ A=
AGGRI}= wi-§- & B4 FHs Bk
l2gt 243= RCG H&rh S4staz she
TNl slzEle], Y S AT
adtE Wad ik Adz 244
o 7Hdthe AL waj &thButcher, Hamilton,
Rouse, & Cumella, 2006).

A8 94AEe TARIEE 2
Sellbom¥} Ben-Porath(2005)= A4 AlZ
S 273+ MPQMultidimensional Personality
Questionnaire; Patrick, Curtin, & Tellegen, 2002)
AAE AT QRAE b AUENE
AAetEYE 1 A3 RCde} obd 7H(Well-Being)
2 A~EY A WHS(Stress Reaction), RC1Z} A
EY A de RC28 ¢hd g, RC3E 49
(Alienation), RC4%} E-A)| (Control), RC6Z} 49,
RC7Z} ~E# A 8% RC8F & (Absorption),
a2]3 RCOSE FAJ(Aggression)©] =& %A
EE A JRg Bdth 59, 99HEd

=
Ma AT QAHES MPQ

ofN BT orr

[}

ofrl
K for

o

- ofx
oX

o

28

End

M- EE ) MMPI-2 AT

el Ao o A Ui olele
Aske ATY YA AdAoE Fe3t
= MPQ 1A ES URE Bele] ULE B
oJF& Aot} T3 Sellbom¥} Ben-Porath(2005)
= garas g ATH 9ARY Re
WEEEE SE. o Ee QAR
9 ATH QAR WERTEt 2 A
o QynEd 3EAow wghr 9%
AT QIAEANAE AASNDA thiolet

pi e w
zgeka) e TGS o 2 29
Al

Ao Z Ueyth B3 o] AFelA A7
deHEE = WA A= WEETE

£ H$Oom, MDI 2 Z=(Multiaxial Diagnostic
Inventory; Doverspike, 1990) 35 7f@& o=z A
S g HEEG AdHoR Ache
Axe o =2 s UeithdE &

RCd®} $-&, RC1F} A1A43}, RC29F 92, RC3
I AR /EA], RCA9F WIALSA], RC6ZF HF /-
=, RC73} F8/E<h, RC3F} 7|3 & 743, ROY
o} 2. Caldwell(1997)2] 7,3307 47 At &
ol-gste] AT YFHEY wAHITEE A

23+ Rogers, Sewell, Harrison®} Jordan(2006)2]

¢

ATANE AT WHAEE e ABe
QRS ko] ek U

29 ATl AT PAEE 4
qeun A% 7wl wa, - 9H 2
Askel AREAAA AdAoD AEee A
£9 we AR wglew), FUETEd
MgRus un Be 5 QgEgHes ¢
T3 Ax9l Aoz VeI THGraham, Barthlow,
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BHRAleIatEI K| - At

Steinm, Ben-Porath, & McNulty, 2002; Sellbom &
Ben-Porath, 2005; Tellegen et al, 2003). L&
MpL2e] A4 GAREE A A Qe
97 ol AR A77h BEem dAolx
Aadon 4R gew, daARe] 1
249 gz AgRAY el 2o
GHA] e A% o|tKGraham, 2007). YOZ
ATA dadnd B 284 A7) 22

3 ol7olA o A= ¢ A3qow &

Sdthd MMPL2 dAe] e S3IAE
T U Aol

£ d7e R e s d=a
MMPL2 A7 YA ES] BES A5t
of A4 FIHES 74 H=So] Y 54
S B st SleA Loty 9
ot

oA

& AT s FAA A LA 494 o
Sad] At FA dl A do0= Tl
oR ARE FHEelt AR FHd Feid
A9 T AEAE A xS Al
shal, & 39389 2wt HF Ml g
Aek. A FolAs FA 152868.7%), A

o

2419 (61.3%)°19 M, HFdAF S 21774
(SD=4.06)91TF. MMPI-29} SCL-90-RS 2l A] &t
A F2b 7098 (34.8%), oA} 1319(65.2%)
olglon, HFAFL 22354(SD=430)4 ).
MMPI-29} MCMI-TIE AA & et ¥4} 82
W42.7%), AR 1108(673%)°019oH, H7d
22 21.164(SD=3.7)

S

H%%:
g, dAY, o|FE, Mnl, B4, 2005)
"= Q43 (Minnesota
Personality Inventory-II; Butcher,
Graham, Tellegen, & Kaemmer, 1989)% 3+
o8 EFSEE HAlo|th MMPL-29|A = o] d
Rl MMPI Z3to] EeEe] BA|Ho] Hehs]
I FAEYoH, MMPI 23] e A2E
AL Eo| F7IEQTE MMPI2E & 567830
2 olfoA U, 7 &3] “aHP E=
“oprP = wolA Hol glon, 97l B
2%, L, F, K, VRIN, TRIN, F®B), EP), S), 10
M AAAH=(MHs, D, Hy, Pd, Mf, Pa, Pt, Sc,
Ma, Si), 9709 A74 943 =(RC, RC1, RC2,
RC3, RCG4, RC6, RC7, RC8, RCY), 5709 AAH
gl 599 ZZ=PSY-5: AGGR, PSYC, DISC,
NEGE, INTR), 15709 uW&% %=(ANX, FRS,
OBS, DEP, HEA, ANG, CYN, ASP, TPA, ISE,
SOD, FAM, WRK, TRT), 15712] HZZX(A, R,
Es, Do, Re, Mt, PK, MDS, Ho, O-H, MAC-R,
AAS, APS, GM, GRZ A o] St}

7
MMPI-2 Multiphasic

Dahlstrom,

Zrol P AR AL

Tt ZA1 AT A /\]—(Syrnptom Checklist-90-Revision,
SCL-90-R; Derogatis & Cleary, 1977)& /dHT
o Bz sdor sitd 90 B ArjEn
4 oA F38sdI. 2 299 el 3
ol Agh el wet A glopelA cofF
A7 53 HEr A =S Ho] 9l
th SCL-90-RE 97f &9 T4 Hx9l H714
F3HAdditional Items) .2 FAIE|o] Atk 97l
1Y S4 Axoe A3 34 Somatization; SOM),

0

Of

- 284 -



ZF8F=(Obsessive-Compulsive; O-C), E-<2HAnxiety;
ANX), Q] oW A(Interpersonal Sensitivity; I-S),
;S]{\_]_%‘(Psychoticism; PSY), —?‘%(Depression; DEP),
Z ) 7 (Hostility; HOS), ¥ %) S(Paranoid Idealism;
PAR), 18|31 F¥E-E<HKPhobic Anxiety; PHOB)
of At & ATl E A3, AAE, 4%
B1984)0] FF3IEE g Fro] AT A
£ A5

Millon ©& 9473 AAAEA-M

Millon ©}5 97 A EA)-MMillon Clinical
Mutiaxial Inventory-IlI, MCMI-TI; Millon, 1994)&
Milone] E-412)-AHA ool 27N
wEoll oz, 47, A4H A 2 HE
s #7kshe AR Attt F 175
goz o]folx glom, 7 Ege 3|
“o?, “opjorE I 4 Slrh. MCMI-MI=
o1& A7 g ¥(clinical personality patterns) 2]
=, A3 AW (severe personality pathology)
Z & (clinical syndromes) &=, 4]
2 & (severe syndromes) 2=, 18]
TR F(modifying patterns) 2 A= 0] L
ATl = HGgh2o02°] F=ol=
MCMI-Mel A 432 A4 sjds &

A% F 2B(F-24), 6ARMALEA), 4l

(o3
0,
ol

c

oo ox it ofh ot rir £ §L R
3
R

AN - g8/ MMPI-2 AT UMM Eof EfgE

juked

g AAAZA-MMCMI-TE  AH&-3H3 T
=

Hole ® 9o o] @ Pueie

MMPI-29} SCL-90-RS A A&} 1

s qv

A= MMPI-2¢} MCMI-IIE AH&-39T A

of T HA=

%
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St

15274(38.7%),

)
il

e M oo
= I VR CT )

A B F 39379 ARE ARSI

oAzl 2419

1}
=
613%)°)H, FTFAHL 21.77(SD=4.06)4 F T}

AT A= a7t o4t
RCd 46.86(12.35) 48.43(11.15)
RC1 45.65(8.43) 46.23(8.85)
RC2 45.11(8.11) 45.44(7.84)
RC3 45.14(8.69) 45.96(7.98)
RCA 47.13(8.21) 48.26(7.88)
RC6 44.23(9.34) 45.15(6.80)
RC7 48.86(11.07) 49.71(9.06)
RCS 46.91(8.68) 45.35(8.78)
RCY 50.76(8.97) 50.68(8.73)
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AT A= FAEFS E(construct
validity) & $olR7] 93 MMPI-29] THE H =
S3e) B2 AEsdT WA, A7 94

Ao QYA 7o) JHENE F Ak

o -1
) AT ddHEE FR Hmoke] Fel:
RCIZH A E Do] 8 AHZrh opd A=
]

9Fo] AT RC1F} UFNAHE 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8,
T o Zith & RC1FH YFHE 1(=.83,
p<.001), RC29} YAAHEZ= 2r=.75, p<.001),
RC49} AAAA T 4(=47, p<.001), RC6Z UAF
AT 6(r=.61, p<.001), RC7Y AMFHE 7=
63, p<.001), RC8F} A/FH = 8(r=.65, p<.001),
RCOS IAHE 9r=.60, p<.001)7} HT}
e BAth o] Axe 7 AT A
=7F FAea e idel 259 FR

e}

)

4
o4 Zgsn dE AdD fAehe 2L

Z

2% 8
el T QT HAY W LoflA WlE
el BAE metstr] s A8 dAH=
o} AT he] FFFAEA S AASATh
I A3 FHFES4 Root(l), Root(2), Root(3),
Root(4), Root(5), Root(6), Root(7)2 p<.001 G
oA, Root(8)2 p<.05 oA FAXHCE
OJBIATHE 3). Root(1)S BAEABAT7E 91
o] RCI-90)F} AAHZ 1(Hs)-88)°] A
ABe Btk Rooe HAEABASIL 81
o3 RC2-59)9F YA = 20x-47)7F BH 7
S HATh RootB)yE F/FB/AGF7E 779]
RCI(79)9} AFHAT 9(Ma)(.84), RC6(.57)T}
6(Pa)48)0] A s HTH
B BAF7E 58013l RCA-T70)9}
4PA-68)7F BA S B
Root(5)= A=A 7L 420]3L RC8(-40)2F
AFHE 8So-31°] BA s B
Root(©)& B/ AAF7E 33013 RC3(.63)3}

o ko

A

Root(4)+=

DI

E 2. AUt AT AU 7h

RCd RC1 RC2 RC3 RC4 RC6 RC7 RC8 RCY
1(Hs) 33eAE 83k 3 2%%% .07 6% 26 L20%H* B HEE -.01
2(D) L68kE Sk Whkiou 19%E* J12%* 38HEE A6k A7 - 12%
3(Hy) 25%HE K Vil 20%%% -.08 16%* A11* .05%* 23k .10
4(Pd) Ak STk A3 A7 AT B4k 25%EE 23k .00
6(Pa) Gl 54 3Gk (ks 27k 613k 5% AR 23k
7(Py) 7k 57 57k DGk IEL 5]k 3R 46k, 4%
8(Sc) G Gl 46w 29k 37 53k 55%k* 65%E 18k
9(Ma) 13%* 16%* - 32%%% 26k 28FwE 24k 24 A7 60

*p<.05, ¥p<.01, ***p<.001
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Root(8)
-.11
.22
.19
-40

Root(7)
-.04
24
-.50
12

13
12
.19

Root(6)
.63

Root(5)
11
-12
.23
.34

=&/ MMPI-2 R

‘F

M- g
Root(4)
.08
-14
-.06
-.70

28

Root(3)
22
-26
39
.37

Root(2)
31
-59
-26
-.09

-.90
-.66
-.18
-.20

Root(1)

RC1
RC2
RC3
RC4

A7

-47 -34 57 -.03 .36 =27 -24 .29

RC6

)

"

oR

-31
.02
-.05
-14
13
-.18
-31

-.09
-03
26
.01
21
Sl
.19

11
.05
38
.05
.18
-11
-.01

.10
-40
.35
.10
.08
-13
.28

26

-.08
17

-.02
-.06
=23
-.68

.57
.82
79
-01
-.19
-.08
.08

-51
-.00
.04
-47
.38
-19

-47
-41
-.88
-.80
-.69
-52

.05

RC7

RC8

RC9
Hs
Hy
Pd

)

"

o

A

.14
-40
-.06
-01
13
.98
6.02
014
back
=

az|z
Thef AT

12
18
-02
23
32
94
000

Eis

23.40
SERE

Eis

Al 9]

-48
.02
-.02
38
.33
84
66.88
.000

=

=

24
-.06
-31
17
42
.69

141.74
16
.000

B EAdon fon)

.00
13
-.30
-.05
58
46
296.47

25
.000

stk 2y RO

A48
.28
S0
.84
77
.19
637.73
36
.000
[e)
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-38

-17
.26
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.07

1045.36
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=g BAG7E 320]aL RC3(-.50)2F
e

.130] 31 RCA(-.40)9}

=75
-73
.08
91
.01
64
.000
RC7(-3D)3}
7(P)-.40)0] AA A& HYth

1706.71

=]
34

Pa
Pt
Sc
32
A= BAFT

Ma
4(Pd)(-.31),

df

Wilk's
= 6(Pax-48)0]

ST 3(Hy)(.51)°]

[e)

sy
a

[e)

L

3|

Z,]

3|

Z
=

Root(7)
3|

canonical correlation
3
&H
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i)

o] A}

=
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H A TN QMMES 7 Y QMRS 7H At
RC1 RC2 RC3 RC4 RC6 RC7 RC8 RCY
1(Hs) 2D) 3(Hy) 4(Pd) 6(Pa) 7(Po) 8(S0) 9(Ma)
RC1
1.00
1(Hs)
RC2 31k
1.00
2D) SO
1.00
RC4 2k 1% 3]k
1.00
4(Pd) 4G A7k 55
1.00
RC7 A7 B3 ST Ey 63w
7(Pt) S 72 AgEEE 55wk 63 H0
RCS S0k 12% s B0 52 Gl
8(S0) 53 ST 51k 59 GG ety 100
1.00
9(Ma) 07 Lo 4 10 19 1% 27

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

F. A9 gREe ATY YANEE 1) W, A9 oldRRe YPNEE 1] .

WIAEE YAAENG AEE 9 ddel AR el AN ANHAKE 5. 1
gt QAEE 3 gwRT A F A TR 3N BA FAE £89

1l =
dubd oz WA AGGR(FAZA)Z RCHr=.68, p<.001), A%

fo o

:]]_
85 1 ¢ d AT E APold AFFTE EFsh= PSYCH D)
qes P & §40 4T Fw AAHL RC6=79, p<.00D), WA Hoa S5 A
7 AEe] g e el 450 ¥ & E3ete DISCEAl 2o RCAr=.55,
2 A JSS ofvlgtth p<.001), FH7 Ao} FJEFS X3t
NEGE(F- A AHAM/2172 5t RCT(=.85,
T AeMEe MzMa| 5ol HMT Zke]  p<oo, =] &% e 34 FAME
Al E3she INTRUEHA/EE 3384 FA4)

RC2(r=.80, p<.000)7} 7}F% & AHA
A7y PRAHES 4Age) seesys) BT AR, 474 s A
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5 - HeA e

228/ MMPI2 AT

m
on
H1

¥ 5. 4242] 5201(PSY-5) HMTot 7y AMHET Zio| Ma
RCd RC1 RC2 RC3 RC4 RC6 RC7 RC8 RC9
AGGR  -.12% .01 - 47 24wk 25%H .08 A3%% 208 LG8k
DISC .06 .01 - 14 27 S 5%EE .07 .05 A7E 38k
INTR Al 20 80 .07 .06 22%%% 24k .07 - 33k
*p<.05, ¥*p<.01, ***p<.001
. AGGRFAA), PSYCHAIZ), DISCEAIZo)), NEGECHE 4 HA9/217 %), INTROH ).
Ao Ageohe AAWE 589l Akeh & QAHES} SA90RS] AREA A3} RCdS
e Hola 9tk F-2(DEP; 1=.66, p<.001), RC1¥} 41#SHSOM;

SEd SIS

=

ATE ddH=e} HEHE The] Ao
A7} RCdS DEP($-E; r=.89, p<.001), RC1Z}
HEA(A 7} 2]; r=91, p<.001), RC2¢} SOD(A}
3|4 BH7) r=.61, p<.001), RG3Z} CYNH A
A BXZ; r=.86, p<.001), RC49} ANG(EIx;
53, p<.001), FAMUZFYEAl; r=.53, p<.001),
RC6Z}F BIZCZIENA HAIGE; =75, p<.001),
RC7¥} ANX(ESF r=.79, p<.001), RC8¥} BIZ
C1eld AAAAE; =85, p<.001), RCOS}
ANG(FH =, r=.63, p<.001), TPAAFIYS,
r=.63, p<.00)7} 71 F A#HS HATHE 6).

r

e ret SCL-90-R ' MCMI-III

ol
i
Ku)
oft
bl

AT dEH =
validity) & Zoli 7] 98] 7ol FAATRAA}
(SCL-90-R), Millon T}Z U4
MCMIIDSH 4HE4S Al skich

(concurrent

r=.63, p<.001), RC2%} $2(r=38, p<.001),
RC3T} HF(PAR; r=47, p<.001), RC4} A
ZHHOS; =31, p<.001), RC6I} HAF(r=.64,

p<.001), RC73} HAIZ(PSY; r=.56, p<.001), T}

A AA-S; r=.56, p<.001), RC8F} AHAZ

(r=.47, p<.001), RCOS} A )7Hr=.36, P<.001)
Fe RS HANE 7). oldd A%

4w 3 hdAes o 2 39

zte] o] Ax Fo] gl o]

o

A

A

Ty

Z} RCd®} $EA@B; r=.81, p<.001), RC1Z}
AAFZ=AH; r=52, p<.001), RQ29} &4
(r=244, p<.001), RC3¥} ENZHA; r=38, p<
.001), RC49} HRALS]A(6A; r=.61, p<.001), RC6
I EokEAe=51, p<.001), RC7¥} &4
(r=.68, p<.001), RC8I} HEHIYS; r=.53, p<
001), RCOS} FFA-ZEN; r=.52, p<.001)°]
7P w2 s HATHE 8). o3 Ao
T 5 Mddez o] 2 3k
to] JFdto]l Am #Fo] A shg
o] o] Arhe A HolFE ot

A

o

A

g gl 4

~
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E 6. M7y duHTet LSAT 7hof 4kt

=Y
RCd RC1 RC2 RC3 RC4 RC6 RC7 RC8 RCY

ANX 83k 63k PAEEE 50k 3k 58 79k 53k 43k
FRS 25%% 2]k 2% .10% 04 30k i 24w 19
OBS T3k A3k 27 %k A0 22%%% S5k T8k ST 44
HEA S 91k 30%** 26 30k A1 A7 S0k 25%F%
BIZ 53k A7 18k .38k 20%H% Nk 625 .85k 44
ANG A6 A0 .05 A3k 53k 38k 62 47 .63k
CYN 55k 3k 17 86 34k 55k 62k 43k 54k
TPA PAEL 23k 01 L7k 30k 37k 58k 37k 63
LSE Q4 435 5k 43wk D6 55k 7k 4% D
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Validity of the Restructured Clinical Scales of the MMPI-2

Hye-Seon Jo Soon-Taeg Hwang

Department of Psychology, Chungbuk National University

The purpose of this study was to test the validity of the Restructured ClinicalRC) scales of the MMPI-2.
The participants were 393 university students who completed the MMPI-2, the SCL-90-R, and the MCMI-
IM. The inter-correlations among the RC scales were lower than those among the original clinical scales.
The result is interpreted that the RC scales were well discriminated with each other. The result of the
correlation analysis between the RC scales and the original clinical scales was that each of the RC scales
excepting RC3 were most strong positive correlation with their parental clinical scales. The RC3 was
negatively correlated with clinical scale 3(Hy). The RC scales were strongly correlated with the conceptual
corresponding sub-scales more than the conceptual non-corresponding sub-scales of the MMPI-2, SCL-90-R,
and MCMI- [Il. The findings suggest that the MMPI-2 RC scales have good validity, and these scales

could provide specified informations about the personality and psychopathology as compared with the

original clinical scales.

Key words : MMPI-2, RC scales, Restructured Clinical scales, Validity
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