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Abstract 

Objective: Family Environment Scale (FES) is one of the most widely used 

instruments to measure many family aspects. Cross cultural adaptation of 

the original FES is essential prior to local utilization as different cultures 

percept their family environments differently. We attempted to translate the 

FES into the Bahasa Malaysia language for adolescents, evaluate its 

reliability using internal consistency and compare its results with the original 

study. Methods: This is a cross-sectional study, involving adolescents aged 12-17 

from four secondary schools. The adolescents were selected using quota sampling 

for different age, ethnic and academic performance. The study was divided into four 

phases, namely: i) translation of FES, ii) pilot test iii) internal consistency reliability 

test and iv) comparison of the study results with the original FES. Results: A 

total of 295 adolescents participated in this study. All of the reliability 

measurements generated (ranged between Cronbach’s alpha 0.10 - 0.70) 

were lower than those originally reported for this instrument (ranged 

between Cronbach’s alpha 0.61 -0.78). Five subscales in the Bahasa Malaysia 

version were found to be less than Cronbach’s alpha 0.5, which were below 

the acceptable level for practical or research use. There was considerable 

variation observed between the sample population of this study and that of 

the original study, which could be due to the social cultural differences. 

Conclusion: The Bahasa Malaysia version of FES requires further culturally 

appropriate revision. A new measuring scale could also be devised to provide 

an accurate evaluation of the family environment as perceived by Malaysian 

adolescents, which has acceptable levels of reliability and validity. ASEAN 
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Introduction 

 

Family Environment Scale (FES) is a fairly 

comprehensive instrument used to measure 

many family aspects. It focuses on the 

family dynamic environment related to 

family cohesion, family communication, 

affective responsiveness, family adaptation 

and its relationship with behavioural 

problems among family members [1-3]. The 

scale is based on three dimensional 

conceptualisations of families. There are 

three separate forms of FES available that 

correspondingly measure different aspects of 

these dimensions [4]. The Real form (Form 

R) measures people‟s perception of their 

actual family environments, the Ideal Form 

(Form I) rewords items to assess 

individuals‟ perceptions of their ideal family 

environment and the Expectations Form 

(Form E) instructs respondents to indicate 

what they expect a family environment will 

be like. In the present study, FES type R was 

used to measure the adolescents‟ perception 

of their real family environment.  

 

The challenges adolescents face today are 

unique and perhaps even more challenging 

than adolescents of the past. They seem to 

face more stress and the local media 

frequently reports on behavioural problems 

occurring among adolescents. According to 

the National Health and Morbidity Survey 

(NHMS) 2006 in Malaysia [5], the 

prevalence of psychiatric morbidity amongst 

children and adolescents was 20.3%, an 

increase of 7.3%, compared to the 

prevalence rate of 13% in the NHMS 1996 

study [6]. To understand adolescent 

behaviour better, it is essential to have an 

instrument that assesses family environment 

[7]. Data on the family environment has 

been identified as a powerful contributor to 

problems among adolescents [8,9]. There 

are questionnaires that have been invented to 

measure the family structure, for example, 

Family Environment Scale (FES)[4], Family 

Crisis Oriented Personal Evaluation Scale 

(F-COPES)
 
[10], Family Functioning Index 

(FFI) [11], Family Adaptability & Cohesion 

Evaluation Scale (FACES) [12] and Family 

Dynamic Environment Scale (FDES) [8]. 

However, the dilemma faced by researchers 

in Malaysia is the availability of validated 

questionnaires in the local language (Bahasa 

Malaysia). Without validated questionnaires, 

conclusions from studies done in the local 

community could be questioned.  

 

In this present study, we attempted to 

translate FES into the Bahasa Malaysia 

language to evaluate the family environment 

of Malaysian adolescents. The Family 

Environment Scale was developed to assess 

the interpersonal atmosphere within a family 

with respect to its relationships, patterns of 

growth, and its organisational features [4]. 

The 90-items FES consists of ten subscales, 

which describe the social environment of the 

family as perceived by its members [4]. The 

initial set of items in the FES was developed 

from structured interviews with members of 

different types of families and from 

adaptation of items from other social 

environment scales [4]. The content of the 

items were guided by three dimensions of 

the social environment: interpersonal 

relationships, personal growth and system 

maintenance [4]. The Relationship 

dimension comprises of Cohesion, 

Expressiveness and Conflict Subscales. The 

Personal Growth dimension includes 

assessments of Independence, Achievement 

Orientation, Intellectual-Cultural 

Orientation, Active Recreational Orientation 

and Moral-Religious Emphasis. The third 

dimension of System Maintenance involves 

assessments of Organization and Control 

measures. The reliability of the original FES 

ranged from Cronbach‟s alpha 0.61-0.78 for 

the ten subscales [4]. FES is practical to use 

both clinically and in research. It is a 
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multidimensional measure in the study of 

family systems with adequate test-retest 

reliability and evidence of validity and 

sensitivity to change.  

 

Thus, the aims of the present study were to 

translate the Family Environment Scale into 

the Bahasa Malaysia language, evaluate its 

reliability using internal consistency and 

compare its measurement results with the 

original FES results[4]. However, our study 

focused on measuring the perception of 

Malaysian adolescents‟ on their family 

environment, whereas the original FES [4] 

measured the perception of different 

categories of the family members. In such 

cases, complex interactions may exist 

between the environment, measurement 

sensitivity and the level of the variable being 

measured.   

 

Methods 

 

The adolescents were selected from four 

different secondary schools. The schools 

were situated in Kuala Lumpur and were 

selected by the Ministry of Education. 

Within each school, the adolescents were 

randomly selected based on quota sampling. 

Quota sampling was done for ethnicities to 

represent the Malaysian population. The 

Malaysian population comprises multiracial 

ethnicities namely Malays, Chinese, Indians 

and other ethnic minorities. The academic 

performance was graded based on the 

teachers‟ assessment of the students‟ 

achievement. The inclusion criteria 

consisted of adolescents whose age ranged 

from 12-17 years old and who understood 

Bahasa Malaysia language. Those who have 

cognitive impairment such as mental 

retardation and difficulty in understanding 

Bahasa Malaysia were excluded from the 

study. Consent was obtained from the 

parents and adolescents prior to the study. 

The study was divided into four phases, 

namely: Phase 1: Translation process; 

Phase 2: Pilot test; Phase 3: Internal 

consistency reliability test; Phase 4: 

Comparison of the study results with the 

original FES results [4]. 

 

Phase 1: The translation process of FES 

 

The translation process was carried out by a 

group of experts consisting of linguists and 

medical personnel. The process of 

translation was carefully planned with the 

importance of ensuring the preservation of 

contents and the meanings. The aim was to 

evaluate clarity, comprehension, naturalness 

and adequacy of wording. 

 

During this phase, two forward translations 

into Bahasa Malaysia language were done. 

This consisted of one translation conducted 

by medical personnel who was not blinded 

to the study and the other by a linguist who 

was blinded to the study [13]
 
. Both of the 

translated versions were then back translated 

to English to assess the accuracy of the 

Bahasa Malaysia translations.  

 

Then the two forward translations were 

reconciled and sentence-by-sentence 

revision was done to produce the first 

consensus of Bahasa Malaysia version. 

Translators were advised to report any 

difficulties encountered. A group of experts 

then compared the back-translation and 

forward translation and amendments were 

made accordingly.  

 

Phase 2: Pilot test 

 

The translated Bahasa Malaysia 

questionnaire and the original English 

questionnaire were tested on 8 respondents. 

The respondents were selected from a group 

of adolescents who were bilingual. The 

Bahasa Malaysia and English versions were 
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randomly administered to the respondents. 

Subsequently, this session was followed 

with a focus group discussion on the 

questionnaires that had been tested. This 

was to ensure word suitability and 

comprehension. The expert panels reviewed 

and came up with the final Bahasa Malaysia 

version of the FES. 

 

Phase 3: Internal consistency reliability 

test. 

 

Bahasa Malaysia version of the FES was 

tested for its internal consistency. Data 

collection was performed on a single 

occasion during a six-month period in 2007. 

A total of 295 participants were enrolled in 

this study. The Bahasa Malaysia version of 

the FES questionnaire was given to the 

participants. The time taken to complete the 

questionnaire was approximately 20 to 30 

minutes.  

 

Phase 4: Comparison of the study results 

with the original FES  

 

Mean scores of the subscales of FES and the 

internal consistencies (Cronbach‟s alpha) 

were calculated. The results were then 

compared with the results of the original 

FES study on normal families [4]. 

Measures 

 

FES type R was used in the present study. 

The scale is made up of 90 statements that 

are meant to evaluate the perceptions of the 

respondents regarding the present family 

environment. The respondent was supposed 

to assess each statement as “true” or “false” 

in relation to the environment in his or her 

family. Each response received a score of 

zero or one to indicate absence or presence 

of the item evaluated, respectively. If 

respondent‟s answer was the same with the 

FES answer scheme, one mark will be given 

and if not, zero mark will be given. The total 

for each subscale was obtained by adding up 

the number of points on each subscale [14]. 

 

The statistical analyses were conducted 

using SPSS version 14.0. Descriptive 

analyses were done to determine the 

distribution of FES items and to calculate 

the mean score and standard deviation for 

FES subscales. Internal consistency was 

done to test for reliability using Cronbach‟s 

Alpha. 

 

Results 

 

Table 1 shows the demographic data of the 

participants in the study. Approximately 

53% of them were girls and 47% were boys. 

Majority of the participants were Malays 

(63.1%), followed by Chinese (28.5%) and 

Indians (6.8%). The ethnic and gender 

distribution of the sample were 

approximately proportionate to the 

Malaysian population based on the 

Malaysian Statistics Department [15]. The 

mean age of the participants was 14.9 ± 1 

years old.  Most of them had moderate to 

fairly good academic performance. 

Approximately 40% of them came from 

families with family income of RM 1000 – 

RM 5000 and majority of them lived with 

both parents.  

 

Table 2 shows a comparison between the 

mean scores of FES from the ten subscales 

for the sample studied and the scores from 

the original study done by Moos et al on 

normal families. Respondents in this study 

scored higher in achievement orientation, 

moral-religious emphasis, organisation and 

control subscales. Meanwhile they scored 

lower in expressiveness, independence, 

intellectual-cultural orientation and active-

recreational orientation subscales.  

 

Table 3 illustrates a comparison between the 

reliabilities (internal consistency) of the FES 
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Bahasa Malaysia version and the original 

FES study [4] done on normal families. The 

internal consistencies for this study ranged 

between Cronbach‟s alpha 0.10 – 0.70. All 

of the reliability results  

generated were lower than those originally 

reported for this instrument. The best 

reliability rate attained was for cohesion 

(0.70). Five subscales in the Bahasa 

Malaysia version were found to be less than 

0.5, which were below the acceptable level 

for practical or research use. Those 

subscales were Independence (0.10), 

Expressiveness (0.22), Achievement 

Orientation (0.24), Active Recreational 

Orientation (0.33) and Moral Religious 

Emphasis (0.45). Other subscales presented 

acceptable reliability rates (0.5 and above) 

such as Conflict (0.63), Organisation (0.58), 

Control (0.54) and Intellectual-Cultural 

Orientation (0.51). ....................................... 
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Table 1: Socio-demographic data of the respondents 

Socio-demographic variables Number % 

Age (years) 

   12-13 

   14-15 

   16-17  

Gender 

    Male 

    Female 

Ethnic 

    Malays 

    Chinese 

    Indians 

    Others 

Academic performance 

    Good 

    Fairly good 

    Moderate 

    Poor 

Parents’ Marital Status  

   Married/living together 

   Divorced/separated 

Family Income 

     < RM 1000 

    RM 1001-5000 

    > RM 5000 

    Don‟t know     

Mother’s educational level 

    Primary school 

    Secondary school 

    Tertiary education 

    Don‟t know 

Father’s educational level 

    Primary school 

    Secondary school 

    Tertiary education 

    Don‟t know 

 

21 

168 

106 

 

138 

157 

 

186 

84 

20 

5 

 

38 

156 

68 

33 

 

264 

31 

 

69 

120 

30 

76 

 

20 

120 

54 

101 

 

19 

97 

71 

108 

 

7.1 

56.9 

35.9 

 

46.7 

53.3 

 

63.1 

28.5 

6.8 

1.7 

 

12.9 

52.9 

23.1 

11.1 

 

89.5 

10.5 

 

23.4 

40.7 

10.2 

25.8 

 

            6.8 

40.7 

18.3 

34.2 

 

            6.4 

32.9 

24.1 

36.6 
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Table 2: Comparison of mean scores of the sub-scales of FES between samples in this study 

and samples from a study on normal families by Moos et al  

 

Dimensions 

 

 Sub-scales 

Malaysian 

(N = 295) 

Study by 

Moos et al 

(N=1432) 

Mean SD Mean SD 

Relationship 

Dimensions 

Cohesion 6.93 2.02 6.73 1.47 

The degree of commitment, help and 

support family members provide for 

one another 
  

Expressiveness  4.63 1.56 5.54 1.61 

The extent to which family members 

are encouraged to express their 

feelings directly 
  

Conflict 3.04 2.09 3.18 1.91 

The amount of openly expressed 

anger and conflict among family 

members 
  

Personal 

Growth 

Dimensions 

Independence  4.82 1.44 6.66 1.26 

The extent to which family members 

are assertive, are self-sufficient and 

make their own decisions 
  

Achievement orientation 6.95 1.31 5.47 1.62 

How much activities are cast into an 

achievement-oriented or competitive 

framework 
  

Intellectual-cultural orientation 4.65 1.87 5.56 1.82 

The level of interest in political, 

intellectual and cultural activities 
  

Active-recreational orientation  4.97 1.58 5.33 1.96 

The amount of participation in social 

and recreational activities 
  

Moral-religious emphasis  6.16 1.50 4.75 2.03 

The emphasis on ethical and religious 

issues and values 
  

System 

Maintenance 

Dimensions 

 

Organization 6.67 1.78 5.47 1.90 

The degree of importance of clear 

organization and structure planning 

family activities and responsibilities 

  

Control 5.11 1.91 4.26 1.84 

How much set rules and procedures 

are used to run family life 
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Table 3: Comparison of internal consistencies (Cronbach’s alpha) between Bahasa 

Malaysia version and original English version of FES. 

 

 

Subscales 

Bahasa Malaysia version of 

FES 

FES in English language 

(Moos et al) 

Cronbach’s 

alpha 

Corrected 

Average 

Item-

Subscale 

Correlations 

Cronbach’s 

alpha 

Corrected 

Average 

Item-

Subscale 

Correlations 

 

Cohesion 

Expressiveness  

Conflict 

Independence 

Achievement orientation 

Intellectual-cultural 

orientation 

Active-recreational 

orientation 

Moral-religious 

emphasis 

Organization 

Control 

 

0.70 

0.22 

0.63 

0.10 

0.24 

0.51 

 

0.33 

 

0.45 

 

0.58 

0.54 

 

0.39 

0.08 

0.31 

0.03 

0.10 

0.23 

 

0.13 

 

0.20 

 

0.28 

0.25 

 

0.78 

0.69 

0.75 

0.61 

0.64 

0.78 

 

0.67 

 

0.78 

 

0.76 

0.67 

 

0.44 

0.34 

0.43 

0.27 

0.32 

0.44 

 

0.33 

 

0.43 

 

0.42 

0.34 

 

 

 

Discussion 

 

The present study is the first attempt to 

translate the FES into the Bahasa Malaysia 

language. In particular, this study focused on 

measuring the perception of Malaysian 

adolescents of their family environment. 

FES is an effective instrument to 

differentiate between functional families and 

families with problems [16,17,18,19]. 

Developing a culturally equivalent translated 

instrument requires familiarity with basic 

problems of linguistic adaptation, cultural 

construct and psychometric changes inherent 

in the translation process [7,20]. Thus, the 

cross-cultural adaptation and validation of 

the Bahasa Malaysia version of FES is 

important to assess the families in Malaysia. 

 

Comparing between the respondents‟ 

subscale mean scores with the findings in 

the original FES study by Rudolf Moos 

(using normal population), some variations 

were found. The mean scores for the two 

different samples were only similar in two 

subscales namely “cohesion” and “conflict”. 

This study population scored less in 

“expressiveness”, “independence”, 

“intellectual-cultural activities” and “active-

recreational activities”. However, their 

scores were higher in “achievement 

orientation”, “moral-religious emphasis”, 

“organisation” and “control”. The findings 

showed that the study population in both 

studies was different in many areas. The 

variations could be due to the differences in 

the social cultural behaviour [17,18,20] 

whereby in our local context, the family 
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environment encourages achievements and 

adheres more to moral-religious values.  

 

The sample population in this study also 

indicated that the local adolescents were less 

expressive and independent. The Malaysian 

society is strongly influenced by a 

hierarchical structure headed by an 

authoritarian father figure. This could lead 

to a relatively repressive social environment 

which contributes to less expressive and 

independent adolescents [11,17].  The 

hierarchical family structure may also 

explain the higher scores observed in 

organisation and control subscales. With 

regard to the intellectual-cultural and active-

recreational activities subscales, the sample 

studied scored less compared to the 

American sample. The latter, perhaps, have 

better access to a larger number of options, 

opportunities and cultural activities [20]. 

 

In determining the reliability of the 

instrument, internal consistency was 

evaluated. In this study, the Cronbach‟s 

alpha for five subscales namely; “cohesion”, 

“conflict”, “organisation”, “control” and 

“intellectual-cultural” were acceptable 

(Cronbach‟s alpha>0.5) [21,22]. The other 

five subscales had Cronbach‟s alpha less 

than 0.5 hence unacceptable for practical or 

research use. Previous studies have also 

found that the reliabilities of some subscales 

in their studies were lower [23] in 

comparison to those initially reported of the 

original FES.  The differences in the internal 

consistencies observed between the two 

sample populations might be due to cultural 

factors
 
[20]. There is a difference in the 

lifestyle between Western and Malaysian 

setting with regards to family environment. 

Some of the questions used on the subscales 

with low internal consistency may be 

inappropriate for the Malaysian culture. 

Hence, these questions should be rephrased 

or replaced by other questions which 

describe similar concepts to adapt to the 

local context. 

 

For example, the low Cronbach‟s alpha for 

the subscale “Expressiveness” could be 

explained by the difference the way the 

Malaysian adolescents express themselves 

compared to the Western population. 

Majority of the Malaysian adolescents 

reported that “family members do not often 

keep feelings to themselves” however they 

also reported that “they are usually careful 

about what they say to each other”. The 

latter statement contradicts the former.  

Being “careful about what we say to each 

other” is a normal practice in the Malaysian 

culture and perhaps does not represent 

expressiveness. The Malaysian adolescents 

perhaps have different concept of 

expressiveness, thus the items selected to 

represent the subscale “Expressiveness” 

should be re-evaluated to adapt to the local 

culture.  

 

With regard to the subscale „Independence‟, 

the internal consistency was very low, 

Cronbach alpha 0.10. Perhaps the concept of 

independence among Malaysian adolescents 

differs from that of Western countries. For 

example in Malaysia, where the family 

environment is strongly influenced by a 

hierarchical family structure, it is the norm 

for  adolescents to ask permission from their 

parents before leaving the house thus, the 

item „In our family, we have the freedom of 

movement‟ might not reflect independence. 

It is also not the normal practice for family 

members to strongly encourage one another 

to stand up for their rights or to speak out. 

The Malaysian adolescents might have 

difficulties in answering these items which 

describe „Independence‟.  

 

For active-recreational orientation, the item 

„our friends often come over to our house 

for dinner‟ might be inappropriate for the 
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Malaysian adolescents as it is culturally 

uncommon for adolescents to have friends 

over for dinner. The item „sometimes family 

members attend courses or classes to acquire 

knowledge on new hobbies or interests 

(outside school) might also be inappropriate 

since there are not many courses or classes 

available for such interests in Malaysia. 

Thus, the items selected to represent these 

subscales should be re-evaluated to adapt to 

the local culture. Similarly, other subscales 

with low Cronbach‟s alpha values should be 

re-examined too. 

 

One of the limitations of this study was the 

homogeneity of the sample. Although the 

participants were recruited from four 

different secondary schools, majority of the 

participants were from a middle class socio 

economic background, lived with both 

parents and had fairly good academic 

performance. Besides that, in this self 

reported study, the participants might have 

provided evasive or false responses if they 

did not feel comfortable answering a 

question truthfully. Another limitation was 

that we were not able to compare the 

findings in this study with the results of a 

previous FES study using only adolescents 

by Moos et al. 

 

In conclusion, the Bahasa Malaysia version 

of FES requires further culturally 

appropriate revision.  To improve the 

results, a repeat study should include: (i) 

rephrasing or changing the items in the 

subscales to be more suitable for the 

Malaysian context, (ii) a larger sample size, 

(iii) adequate variability of the participants 

and (iv) involvement of different members 

of the family. A new measuring scale could 

also be devised to provide an accurate 

evaluation of the family environment as 

perceived by Malaysian adolescents, which 

has   acceptable   levels   of   reliability   and  

validity and is applicable to Malaysian 

adolescents with a wide range of 

behavioural problems.  

 

Acknowledgment 

 

The authors would like to thank Professor 

Rudolf Moos for his invaluable and prompt 

feedback to the research team during the 

study period. We would also like to thank 

the Clinical Research Centre, Ministry of 

Health, Malaysia, for providing the grant for 

this research project. 

 

References 

 

1. Kim, H.S. & Kim H.S. (2007). 

Development of a Family Dynamic 

Environment Scale for Korean Adolescents. 

Public Health Nursing; 24(4): 372-381. 

 

2. Halvorsen J.G. (1991). Self-report 

family assessment instruments: an 

evaluative review. Family Practice Research 

Journal; 11(1):21-55. 

 

Loveland-Cherry, C.J., Youngblut, J.M., 

Leidy, N.W.K. (1989). A psychometric 

analysis of the Family Environment Scale. 

Nursing Research, 38(5): 262-266. 

 

3. Moos, R. & Moos, B. (1986). Family 

Environment Scale – Manual. Palo Alto, 

CA: Consulting Psychologists Press. 

 

4. Institute for Public Health (2008). 

The Third National Health and Morbidity 

Survey (NHMS III) 2006. Kuala Lumpur: 

Ministry of Health, Malaysia. 

 

5. Toh CL,Ding LM,Peng R et al 

(1997). National Health and Morbidity 

Survey (NHMS II) 1996.  Kuala Lumpur: 

Institute for Public Health Ministry of 

Health. 

 

RELIABILITY OF BAHASA MALAYSIA VERSION OF FAMILY ENVIRONMENT SCALE AND ITS MEASUREMENT ISSUES 
ASEAN Journal of Psychiatry, Vol.11 (1): Jan – June 2010: XX XX

10



6. Skinner HA, Steinhauer PD, Santa-

Barbara J. (1983) The family assessment 

measure. Canadian Journal of Community 

Mental Health; 2(2): 91-105. 

 

7. Kim, H.S. & Kim H.S. (2002). 

Structural model of delinquent behaviour 

influenced by media violence in South 

Korea. International Nursing Perspectives, 

2(2): 63-78. 

 

8. Filstead W.J., McElfresh O, 

Anderson C. (1981) Comparing the family 

environment of alcoholic and normal 

families. Journal Alcohol Drug Education.; 

26: 24-31. 

 

9. McCubbin, H., Olson, D. H., & 

Larsen, A. (1987). F-COPES: Family Crisis 

Oriented Personal Evaluation Scales. In H. 

McCubbin & A. Thompson (Eds.), Family 

Assessment Inventories for Research and 

Practice: 195-205. Madison,  University of 

Wisconsin. 

 

10. Pless J. B. & Satterwhite B. (1973). 

A measure of family functioning and its 

application. Social Science & Medicine, 7: 

613-621. 

 

11. Olson, D. H., Portner, J. & Bell, R. 

Q. (1982). FACES II: Family Adaptability 

and Cohesion Evaluation Scales. Minnesota: 

Family Social Science, University of 

Minnesota. 

 

12. Garyfallos G, Karastergiou A, 

Adamopoulou A, Moutzoukis C, 

Alagiozidou E, Mala D, et al. (1991) Greek 

version of the General Health Questionaire: 

accuracy of translation and validity. Acta 

Psychiatrica Scandinivica; 84:371-8.  

 

13. Moos, R. H. & Moos, B. S. (2002). 

Family Environment Scale Manual: 

Development, Applications, Research (3
rd

 

Ed.). CA: Stanford University Medical 

Centers. 

 

14. Department of Statistics Malaysia 

(2005). Population And Housing Census 

2000. 

.http://www.statistics.gov.my/english/frames

et_census.php. accessed on 6 Feb. 2009 

 

15. Saito, S. Nomura, N. Noguchi, Y. & 

Tezuka, I. (1996). Translability of family 

concepts into the Japanese culture using the 

Family Environment Scale. Family Process, 

35(2): 239 – 257.  

 

16. Roosa, M. W. & Beals, J. (1990). 

Measurement issues in family assessment: 

the case of the Family Environment Scale. 

Family Process, 29(2): 191-198. 

 

17. Boake, C. & Salmon, P. G. (1983). 

Demographic correlated and factor structure 

of the Family Environment Scale. Journal of 

Clinical Psychology, 39(1): 95-100. 

 

18. Billings, A.G. & Moos, R.H (1982). 

Family environments and adaptations: A 

clinically applicable typology. American 

Journal of Family Therapy, 10(2): 26-38. 

 

19. Vianna, V.P.T, da Silva E.A. & 

Souza-Formigoni, M.L.O (2007). 

Portuguese version of the Family 

Environment Scale: application and 

validation. Review  Saude Publica; 41(3): 1-

8. 

 

20. Jacob, T. & Windle, M. (1999). 

Family assessment: Instrument 

dimensionality and correspondence across 

family reporters. Journal of Family 

Psychology, 13(3): 339 – 354. 

 

21. Gondoli, M. & Jacob, T., (1993). 

Factor structure within and across three 

RELIABILITY OF BAHASA MALAYSIA VERSION OF FAMILY ENVIRONMENT SCALE AND ITS MEASUREMENT ISSUES 
ASEAN Journal of Psychiatry, Vol.11 (1): Jan – June 2010: XX XX

11



family assessment procedures. Journal of 

Family Psychology, 6(3), pp. 278 – 289 

 

22. Phillips, M.R., West, C.L., Shen, Q. 

& Zheng, Y. (1998). Comparison of 

schizophrenic patients' families and normal 

families in China, using Chinese Versions of 

FACES-II and the Family Environment 

Scales. Family Process; 37(1): 95–106. 

 

 

 

Corresponding Author: Khairani Omar, Associate Professor, Department of Family 

Medicine, Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Medical Centre, Cheras 56000, Kuala Lumpur, 

Malaysia................................................................................................................. 
 

Email:khairanio@yahoo.com 

 

Received: 15 September 2009         Accepted: 30 October 2009 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RELIABILITY OF BAHASA MALAYSIA VERSION OF FAMILY ENVIRONMENT SCALE AND ITS MEASUREMENT ISSUES 
ASEAN Journal of Psychiatry, Vol.11 (1): Jan – June 2010: XX XX

12




