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The relationship between family function and adaptation feeling to high school students: examination by 

Kinetic Family Drawing

Reika Nasuno and Yumi Ishida

In this study, we examined the relationship between family function and adaptability to high school of 

high school students. In addition, we examined whether Kinetic Family Drawing (KFD) helps to 

screen high school students who experience problems in family function. We conducted a

questionnaire survey and KFD for 172 high school students. The results of our examination showed a 

positive correlation between family function and the high school adaptability of high school students. 

Therefore, we conclude that high school students with better family function adapt better to high 

school. In addition, the results highlighted some helpful indicators of KFD that can help screen high 

school students who experience problems in family function. Through these indicators, we might be 

able to assess high school students who experience problems in family function unconsciously.
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( : r=.30 p<.01 ; : r=.36 p<.01 ;

: r=.46 p<.01 ; : r=.45 p<.01 ;

: r=.30 p<.01 ; : r=.38 p<.01 ;

: r=.44 p<.01 ; : r=.43 p<.01)
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(1)

1

4

(2)3

3 3

(F(2,169)=0.30 n.s.)

1 00.63 0.40 3.67 1.11
2 00.68 0.46 3.88 1.01
4 00.78 0.50 3.24 1.15
7 00.76 0.61 3.49 1.07
10 00.67 0.58 3.13 1.06
11 00.84 0.45 3.53 1.09
15 00.64 0.71 4.01 0.99
16 00.85 0.43 3.68 1.09
18 00.69 0.50 3.88 1.09
19 00.72 0.41 4.05 0.89
3 00.71 0.71 4.02 0.90
5 00.31 0.13 3.56 0.94
9 00.33 0.48 3.37 1.12
12 00.66 0.52 3.60 1.00
14 00.71 0.49 3.41 1.25
17 00.37 0.11 2.98 1.19
20 00.70 0.10 3.76 0.92

0.78**

**p .01 *p .05

Table 1

����



1 00.83 0.69 3.94 1.01
3 00.85 0.61 4.33 0.86
10 00.68 0.72 3.95 1.01
15 00.84 0.88 4.09 0.97
2 00.78 0.85 3.71 1.06
7 00.78 0.64 3.30 1.02
9 00.55 0.61 3.52 0.91
16 00.77 0.73 3.97 0.99
4 00.94 0.30 3.72 1.09
5 00.92 0.46 3.51 1.11
11 00.62 0.38 3.55 1.25
13 00.52 0.22 3.32 0.99
6 00.80 0.27 3.40 1.09
8 00.85 0.50 3.67 1.02
12 00.47 0.70 3.66 0.95
14 00.71 0.59 3.69 0.92

0.50** 0.63** 0.47**
0.58** 0.67**

0.57**

**p .01 *p .05
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8 00.73 0.53 4.52 1.16
19 00.88 0.77 4.90 1.02
20 00.83 0.68 4.57 1.06
23 00.60 0.36 5.37 0.70
27 00.80 0.64 4.34 0.91
28 00.77 0.59 5.16 0.82
30 00.83 0.70 4.13 0.70
31 00.87 0.75 4.53 0.82
32 00.60 0.36 4.17 0.90
3 00.76 0.58 4.03 1.22
4 00.90 0.82 4.71 1.20
7 00.82 0.67 4.31 1.16
9 00.96 0.92 4.66 1.07
18 00.86 0.73 4.34 0.92
21 00.91 0.83 4.30 1.19
22 00.65 0.43 3.96 0.64
24 00.91 0.82 4.07 0.83
25 00.45 0.20 3.95 1.15
29 00.84 0.71 4.31 1.43
34 00.81 0.65 4.21 0.94
1 00.67 0.45 5.20 0.80
2 00.90 0.81 4.69 1.08
5 00.88 0.77 5.25 1.19
6 00.89 0.80 4.89 1.16
10 00.81 0.65 4.67 0.99
12 00.94 0.89 4.85 1.07
13 00.91 0.82 4.97 1.02
14 00.94 0.89 4.96 1.01
15 00.63 0.40 5.04 0.90
26 00.92 0.85 4.49 1.16
33 00.85 0.72 5.07 1.19

0.82** 0.80**
0.84**

**p .01 *p .05
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3 2

( 2 6.401 p<.05)

( 2 6.603 p<.05) ( 2 4.598

p<.05) 3 (

: 2 3.881 n.s. ; : 2 1.116 n.s. ; : 2 3.420 n.s.)

/
5.28 4.90 4.86 4.33 4.87 4.31 4.32 3.86
0.37 0.16 0.15 0.31 0.19 0.14 0.26 0.45
5.05 4.07 4.82 4.56 3.67 4.58 3.98 3.27
0.47 0.23 0.06 0.29 0.35 0.29 0.17 0.49
5.75 5.07 4.03 5.37 4.53 4.30 5.03 3.93
0.38 0.11 0.83 0.34 0.27 0.57 0.09 0.56
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3.24
0.69

3.70
0.34

3.36
0.80
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87

3.83 3.54
0.62

3.35
0.63 0.98

3.71
0.60

3.65

 (N =96)  (N =45)  (N =31)  (N =172)
11 (11.4) 5 (11.1) 9 (29.0) 25 (14.5)

0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
16 (16.7) 11 (24.4) 12 (38.7) 39 (22.7)

9 (9.4) 5 (11.1) 7 (22.6) 21 (12.2)
6 (6.3) 1 (2.2) 2 (6.5) 9 (5.2)
2 (2.1) 0 (0.0) 2 (6.5) 4 (2.3)
8 (8.3) 0 (0.0) 1 (3.2) 9 (5.2)
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( 2 6.810 p<.05)

(

: 2 1.937 n.s. ; : 2 0.214 n.s. ; : 2

0.185 n.s.)

t

( : t 3.30 n.s. ;

: t -2.14 n.s. ; : t 4.41 n.s. ; : t -0.59 n.s.)
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 (N =96)  (N =45)  (N =31)  (N =172)
21.9 24.4 32.3 24.4
2.0 2.2 3.2 2.3
18.8 20.0 3.2 16.2
38.5 37.8 22.6 35.4
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2.0 0.0 0.0 1.2
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
12.5 11.1 32.3 15.7
3.1 4.4 6.5 4.1
1.0 0.0 0.0 0.6

Table 6
3 (%)

 (N =96)  (N =45)  (N =31)  (N =172)
78 (81.2) 38 (84.4) 19 (61.3) 135 (78.5)
18 (18.8) 7 (15.6) 12 (38.7) 37 (21.5)
55 (57.3) 26 (57.8) 22 (71.0) 103 (59.9)
41 (42.7) 19 (42.2) 9 (29.0) 69 (40.1)
66 (68.8) 31 (68.9) 20 (64.5) 117 (68.0)
30 (31.2) 14 (31.1) 11 (35.5) 55 (32.0)
64 (66.7) 30 (66.7) 19 (61.3) 113 (65.7)
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