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w24, #44, 2012 g ety 5 30
5" 56
Carelli, Wiberg, & Wiberg, 2011 Z¢ el gukel(18-804]) .
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Y E-2(Parallel Analysis)S AT HaPE
e Aqtid HuozRE oA 0}0174]
B o9 Ao WY WS vmele
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7} 7%;;1‘?% d 2= 9y}l FIPRAS
2), 7881 o]FolA FHH A
A7F AALFA G A YEste

i Ho) 78910 &8 4+ J&

nEtA 78908 V|FESR &
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A9 811 & A9tk
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o A B 9" UEY
IS XS A Ak
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3 3.302 1.796 1.860
4 2.495 1.742 1.801
5 2.165 1.683 1.724
6 1.889 1.639 1.675
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F10 W7} sof 3 YdES B2o 7 ntEr) .02 44 -07  -05 .09 205
- 25 ¥ kv ZEG WY viATHS 233 08 8% JFES 0o 39 8 o 6 179
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nFole Be AEo| w7 wEel, o] F AL ANE AL
PFO4 -07  -07 .64 09 -0l 493
~
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PFOS Ul &9 2= 7t o9A & 4 gl Dol o3 AT U -2 15 63 -03 .02 392
53, A% 9 AEE2L A5 tE) AFser & A, W7t e &
PFO3 - oo s -0 .05 61 -04 00 350
9 AAoY BFA H ol EARS 37| oA Eoh
oAxtm] & dL Ha o 2 4 ¢ HY] g Uyt FRE sevie
PF02 . 12 -18 48  -08 .02 290
M FQ3HR ot
PFO1 $o] | ate] we RES AAGC 17 17 30 12 14 234
PNI0 U] &ellA 3 22 A5 &) A4sch 14 -1 01 70 18 433
PNO1 W &ellx] 2] AW %S A Bve AAS A5 gk -02 -07 .07 67 -01 474
PNOS  HAd 3 AFES EHES § od F4 -.09 11 -12 65 12 461
PHI3  &7+o] ZA%0 32 3o S03 -09 00 -0l 63 417
PHO6 A0z AARS Yes Aol -.04 .00 25 -.07 62 533
PH12 Wk 7145S g2s 397 AF Aok -.01 12 -.10 -.03 .56 263
PHO2 #T3Fog d& &&= Holth 17 -13 20 -0l 47 414
Eigenvalues 235 238 241 1.87 2.14
A# % (Cronbach’s Alpha) T4 70 .66 .68 70
. N = 300, 82053t FS A H(Proman & AHESE F35 Q% 29 HHP LS T3 AEE.
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FEY AN AE AHESIATE B4 An 2 g7 2 EolF QOIEM gl Ejgty 24

Ql Ralako] 300lstz WA UehAY, T2

aQlde mARsE] soolgor BA U AT 194 FHE AQH HEo] 257 B

B B, Aol musld o)Al & o Ui wAEEs 2 FARE Bk

At FA Re= ANFGT AR A7k AES A
E of

2
gehd 23 A% 28
2 waddn 4% 9
A, 257 £} PEE AN Qov, 1
W AZ] % Al4(Cronbach’s @& @3 AWETHZimbardo & Boyd, 1999). Zhang

BAZY 74 HARY 6 AN 70, 3
3.

& I} Howell201) A7t A4 &) 4k
A 66, WA 7002 Yepth &4 v mXe G| i ATl Azt
Z Q9 EAo Az o g¥ AFre ¥ #o] 4F EFRG 4o 9SS ¢ Bol 4
33 2om, 291 2F e # 4 ANEA FAFL e AS AN AR, A
=F < AM, A ARbEe] 12 AME
7 AIZERY] ARIAE ANE Z B4 & &Y 9EE7F =843, ABESH 3ARA
T A A Az fowe ARERO] B8 AFES A9 gl © vk
A ATE BAoM=27, p<o0l), AR o wEbd BATH AN @A A
g AR dAAG A R=19, pmoony FES &Y SR A AEE Kol ¥,
AL AlEH=23, p<o0)T FH RS AARAY AR d S 23 4w
Bk dAldEg A FUHEoR dA & BERlte HEE Ale AUtk 9 Gao
W AR FFH RS BIoH=40, 01D ATl oshd 4ol v mlgfA|gF
p<00D), FIRAAISE AZtRahe B3 4w B A, 3AZAH AHE, d@AgE Az
AHr=-.17, p=.003). B2 AEs QD dAeE AEs 3A
T A B AEE B =3 3
H 4 200 7+ A2AHIE (N=300)
HAZAH HAF #x) et R R ]2} 2] gk
HAZAH
FARA -038™" -
A -074™ -188™" -
A& -.048"™ =233 -405"™" -
u) 2 2 &k -274 -026™ 171 -1107 -
B 3.39 352 3.00 2.86 3.49
E¥FHAt Sl .65 .60 52 43
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7Wd 2. AR, AARG AR o) gk e 1estu £9 olst 24%(11.8%),
TS 5291 o] & Alojth AR = 49704.0%), 494 D3 =4
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Validation of the Time Perspective Inventory:

Based on Korean employees

Jinkook Tak Sungbae Jang Suyeon Kim Byungkeol Lee Dongyup Nam

Kwangwoon university

The purpose of this study was to validate the Korean version of the Zimbardo Time Perspective
Inventory. With 56 items of Zimbardo Time Perspective Inventory(ZTPI) adapted through translation and
back-translation, exploratory factor analyses were conducted on the sample of 300 Korean employees.
Results of exploratory factor analyses showed that five factors with 25 items were obtained. The
Inventory was composed of past positive 6 items, past negative 3 items, present hedonistic 4 items,
present fatalistic 5 items, and future 7 items. For further validation of the scale, data were obtained from
204 Korean employees. The result of the confirmatory factor analysis showed that the 5 factor model was
adequate. Also results of correlational analyses showed that the five factors were generally significantly
correlated with various criteria such as life satisfaction, anxiety, and depression, confirming criterion-related

validity. Finally, implications and limitations of the study were discussed.
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