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Abstract
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Validity and Reliability of Chinese Version Group
Climate Questionnaire

Ming-Shun Chung (MD,MA) ', Po-Ju Kuo (MA) ",
Juia-Hsin Tsu (MA) 1, 1a-Jen Chang (MD, MHS) ?

Abstract

Object: The purpose of this rescarch was to validate the Chinese version Group Climate
Questionnaire.

Method: We tested the internal reliability and construct validity by analyzing the data from
dynamic interpersonal group psychotherapy in the outpatient clinic.

Result: The internal consistency Cronbach alpha coefficients of engagement, conflict and
avoidance were 0.89, 0.83 and 0.20. The Guttman Split-Half Coefficients of split-half
reliability were 0.81, 0.83 and 0.06 for engagement, conflict and avoidance, respectively.
By factor analysis, we found 3 components including engagement, conflict and
avoidance. Items of engagement and conflict were compatible with the original English
version but items of avoidance were not.

Conclusion: The subscales of Chinese version Group Climate Questionnaire including
engagement and conflict have good reliability and validity. It is appropriate to apply these
2 subscales in the evaluation of groups. The avoidant subscale needs some adjustment for
further clinical application.

Key words: Group Climate Questionnaire, reliability, factor analysis, validity
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