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The Association between Moral Commitment and Marital Stability
Po-Heng Chen, Department of Human Development and Family Studies,

National Taiwan Normal University.
Abstract:

In the past, most studies aimed at commitment were more focused on “love
and attachment,” but fewer on “moral commitment.” Researches had shown that
marital satisfaction is the key to stability, but are there any other factors?
Therefore, this study had two objectives. The first was to investigate the latent
class of moral commitment and to examine whether the factors affect moral
commitment. The second was to examine the association between moral
commitment and marital stability.

The data came from Taiwan Social Change Survey (2011), the sample
consisted of 1086 Taiwanese married individuals. The result of latent class
analysis showed there are three types of moral commitment: Relation-oriented,
Marriage-oriented and Children-oriented. The results of multi-nominal logistic
regression showed that the factors affect moral commitment are corresponded to
Modernization Theory. According to the results of logistic regression, except
marital satisfaction, moral commitment is another factor of marital stability.
Through the findings, suggestions are made for family life education, the general

and future studies.

Keywords: Moral Commitment; Marital Stability; Latent Class Analysis; Taiwan Social

Change Survey
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TRARFFOE TS R T A G TS A Ed S iE- 2 e g A
Mikp REL &E- 23 LW~ 584, (Lewis & Spanier, 1979, pp.
269) - £ # > Lewis &2 Spanier (1979)3% 5 - F #AJHFRE TAR 5 S F)s- T <0
R TR ST B A S, 2 TREF
PP R IERE AR AR | A AR R 0 # PR B R F T IR
BAETISFROF R 2 - 0 R TR R LR TSR e
w3y 2 FF R EF R A o Lewis & Spanier #1979 # 3% 41 7
F— @A > b PR BFRTR R IFFFF o a S

<)

%A S e e B Y 5 5% (Emotions) ~ g % (Feelings) -

v /)

.9‘:,
e
ey

3 # (Interactions) % & v o Lewis - Spanier » & 11 i3k » & B B2 2R H 4E
RUFP AL AT o R T RIER T B R g e §

o

PRRWFRE L it A~ B R ~ T amald E o

AT AT 3 1245 Lewis ¥7 Spanier (1979) - S5 4FHE T & L
(R R ATE o DR AR TRFRRR b B AT o
BRI S A S BB TR LT Y Tk o R AE ML

a2

2 THFRE 0 2 W TR B TR & TR R B e gt
BiAdh i wg mE kwctd o (P FAG R S nd g T2

6



K GE ~ AR 0 R B IR A AR R T -
BRI LA
- B LR

AL LAY F IR GRR A PRFR TR T AT I il -
(Karney & Bradbury, 1995) - A+ ¢ < 33 B3R 0 A P F dfFlP o Ad 34
A4S T 7 et F (Rewards ) « »2#7 % k3 = & (Costs ) - Levinger
(1965 ; 1976 ; 1999) 1 354k ¢ 2 3 % > #& & T wx 3l — g )

(Attraction-Barrier Model ) % 24 ¢ i 5 0 § A4 58 i)z - o
Levinger s in s A 7 didF)? 2 & 2.4 (1) =351 (Attraction) : B
A G? R PladFn— Tmild > He 3 0§ B & B %
E S FTRLCEER R ki 12 (2) e (Barriers) t it & - 89

A

RATAEM Gend £ TH4RS > He g DERER S FH 2 1T

LA AA

AV wAHTR.LEFE o

FiEAE L TRBE R TR L ) RN PP ETRE R
(Previti & Amato, 2003) » F]Jt 45454 R, — B 17k EA TILIFRE Th 4 )
% (Lewis & Spanier, 1979; Levinger, 1976; 1999) - 37 % /= 3 » # [ B 4F}%
B8 THEER, - Ak TEIAS T 2 R end o P g
PUBFR LS BFRE TR ME R ApM > T 9 SRR R A TR RIS
R e
N2 A FR

Lewis £ Spanier (1979)4% 1 : 4§4F]? e f v 3 & 4% i T ISIF T 0
g3 T SFERE 2 - Amato ¥2 Hohmann-Marriott (2007)~ %% » % i+
R RER FRF DAL BRE)Y R R F R RF RS B

1 (2011) 2P Bt 4L BenirR AR SR A 0 £ %

i

7



A B P o L BRI AN R R L
WEren TpFcde § 3] | M EER 2 £ B 3P0 RFEIS IR R 51 - I3 4FTE
Beg oottt JIRpaEH A (2008) 5L HA LTS FR LR
FRT MG R EEFR A E RS TRFST (2 2 RFRLE
BAFRER) drik > AT MRS AR D BIFR L SR o B
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2

(Adams & Jones, 1999) » @ KFE AR 5 6 PR g o A& AL F 4T

W»

T RIS 0 - R AT T 2 ML EEY R R
ENER I o R C TS PR

% ~ ¥BAFrRE (Marital Commitment) 2. % &

Pz A A TR E AR e (Adams & Jones, 1999 ;
Stanley & Markman, 1992) o & &7 fr cfp B 22357 > 2 % —‘F‘f A sEen Ak
o M E R TR A e A LR o Rusbult (1983) 4% i ek T A]

(Investment Model ) 25 @ K% H - BHE o » A — 4 PR
(Committed ) B txehi = 5 4 - #A @ Stanley ¥2 Markman #1992 & % o)
TEF}*%— 9 & #-3] (Dedication- Constraint Model ) %5 @ 4 kFE L~
A L E R R N SRR ST A
B % o Stanley & Markman 3224 &2 Levinger (1965; 1976; 1999) s 4i4FjE
TIL LR Ap o 5B o T E eh5g 4 (Driving Force ) 22 5 & # (Restraining

Force) -

W 2-2-1 TE/‘L— 4
FF kR : Stanley, S. M., & Markman, H. J. (1992). Assessing commitment in
personal relationships. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 54(3), 595-608.
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SR R AT AR FReE AL g B 9 4 &2 Adams f- Jones (1999)
17 Love-Moral-Alternatives Model #p 2
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F AL %k < Johnson, M. P., Caughlin, J. P. & Huston, T. L. (1999).The tripartite nature

of marital commitment: Personal, moral, and structural reasons to stay married.
Journal of Marriage and the Family, 61(1), 160-177
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Jones, 1999) - ta M chipl £ ¢ 7 (TG E BT S EEeppein 2 TPk

WIELFBLIEa] T E L 2 s » BEBMARG e 2 | E o L

BIE P FOUBEIR T SRR AN R ARRA A PRERET A G Sl e i
I e LTI Want | ehiE 4
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(Pope, 2013; Johnson, 1999; Johnson et al.,
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F ~ SRR 1K E (Moral Commitment)

RKEP TE 2 RA ) e oe £ GRS BT ET S GFRE Lk 4
Flk o3 1§+‘~{r;‘$7€3 i i ¥ 4 € 34s , (Amato et al., 2003; Karney
& Bradbury, 2005; Levinger, 1976; 1999) o X @ &7 3 2 B i1 " 43 4FpR =14
Hoge R B RS TR b2 e o B AR BT R AL
g TE2RE B RHBYAFRTHET R THFRFEERE | %
IR R P EEE RS 0 B - AR R R - R Al

WP aenp iz A (Belief) > @ p 2 A6 BB BT A D o

TARMFPR A K | PR im 5 0?2 SR A Adams &2 Jones (1999)2 K E
#3348 § =, (Moral Obligation) ~ Johnson (1999) 2. & = ~# en ' i
iK%, (Moral Commitment) % Stanley &2 Markman 2z 32 % (1992) a5
# < & (Morality of Divorce)s 3 @ = 4 % %33 P i & M 0% f3 e chis 4
(Avoidance Motivation) » Adams ¥ Jones 2 Johnson e 4 ® % & 2 T 4%
WA ek ) 2 TR E 0 T A ke § HFmhE Rz i >
M2 F eI R D] AR R & T3S R (Attitude toward
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BAIGRXALRAER F 0 2 T AR X I 2
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- ERE N
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Jones, 1999) o X @ » § MAFFUP M PR S R AT 0 A R RS E
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YRS AEF Lottt T B TS RS B E AR 0 4 T
SRR R B kR FRF TR Ejod £ FT
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