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Relationship among Perception of Parenting Attitude, Behavior Problems and Resilience of
School Age Children

Hyun-Jung Yun, II-Young Yoo, Eui-Geum Oh

College of Nursing, Yonsei University, Seoul, Korea

Purpose: This study was conducted to describe the relationship of perception of parenting attitude, behavior problems and re-
silience of school age children. Methods: Participants were 131 children enrolled in the 4th to 6th grades. Data were collected
from November 29 to December 6, 2010 using a self-report questionnaire. The questionnaire included the Parental Bonding In-
strument, Korean version of Youth Self-Report, and Resilience. Data were analyzed using SPSS WIN 18.0 program. Results:
There were significant differences in resilience according to gender, relationship with peers, academic achievement and school
satisfaction. Resilience showed a positive correlation with parental bonding attitude and negative correlation with problem be-
havior in the children. Conclusion: This result suggests that interventions focusing on parenting attitude to enhance resilience

should be developed to help school age children.
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7F FHAL shglom, A At s 57 ool 817% (1071, Father-Chid Mother-Chid
1-48E 18.3% Q4T)E HERRIT St gatoley el & Subscales Mean (SD) Range Mean (SD) Range P
HEE okl 557% (3= 71 Wk, shEs S Total PBI 79.05(10.89) 42-100 80.25 (11.26) 53-100 1.34 .184
45.8% (609), ‘SFAF Z7TF 45.8% (60 E T H2o] o} 5-0] 5l Care 38.78(6.77) 14-48 40.23(6.50) 22-48 275 .007
A3Yo| Z 7Tk 1Ak Table ). Overprotect* 40.27 (5.37) 25-52 40.02 (6.03) 24-52 050 .617
*Inverse operation.
PBI="Parental Bonding Attitude.
Table 1. Parental Bonding Attitude, Problem Behaviors and Resilience according to General Characteristics (N=131)
PBI Problem behaviors (YSR) Resilience
Variables Categories n (%)
Mean (SD) torF p Mean (SD) torF p Mean (SD)  torF p
Gender Male 59 (45.0) 159.64 (19.84)  0.18 856  46.71(11.34) 0.04 969 91.27(13.52) 244 016
Female 2(55.0) 159.01 (19.49) 46.79 (11.73) 85.36 (14.03)
Grade Fourth 31(23.7) 165.32 (18.23)  2.85 062 45.00(8.87) 128 283 93.03(14.29) 2.69 .072
Fifth 7 (28.2)  160.76 (20.40) 45.41 (13.69) 87.03 (13.76)
Sixth 63(48.1)  155.48(19.15) 48.41 (11.21) 86.14 (13.76)
Sibling Yes 113(86.3) 15944 (19.52) 021 833 47.72(11.60) 244 016 87.67(13.91) 071 477
No 8(13.7)  158.39 (20.46) 40.72 (9.00) 90.22 (15.18)
Birth order of sibling First 62(47.3) 16157(20.94) 135 261 4542(1158) 092 400 88.58(14.04) 228 .106
Second 63 (48.1)  158.03(17.63) 48.17 (11.56) 88.60 (14.02)
Third (4.6) 149.17 (23.58) 45.67 (10.11) 76.19 (10.91)
Perceived economic status” High? (54.9) 162.84(1843) 543 006 45.39(11.80) 1.29 280 90.01(14.23) 153 221
Average® 53(43.4)  155.04 (18.47) (a>c)* 47.77 (11.37) 85.55 (13.60)
Low® 2(1.6) 128.00 (28.29) 56.00 (14.14) 89.00 (8.49)
Relationship with peers Verygood® 53 (40.5)  164.98(19.48) 468 011 4272(11.27) 590 .004 9396(12.99) 11.25 <.001
Good® 76 (58.0) 156.86 (18.87) (a>b)* 49.49 (11.04) (a<b)* 84.47 (13.21) (@>b>c)*
Poor® 2(1.5) 139.50 (3.54) 50.00 (4.24) 65.50 (3.54)
Best friend No. 1-4 24(18.3) 15158(16.18) 217  .032 46.42(1047) 016 874 7917(1150) 357  .001
Over 5 107 81.7)  161.03(19.92) 46.83 (11.77) 90.01 (13.86)
Academic achievement High® 41(31.3)  167.71(14.88) 13.36 <.001 4351(9.95 342 036 96.02(10.92) 12.04 <.001
Medium® 73(55.7)  158.84(19.57) (a>b>c)* 4744 (12.12) (a<o)* 85.18(14.28) (a>o)*
Low® 7(13.00  141.00(17.33) 51.65 (10.63) 80.94 (11.67)
School satisfaction High® 60 (45.8) 1656.82 (18.95)  6.82 002 5564(6.42) 818 <.001 94.23(11.80) 13.06 <.001
Moderate® 60 (45.8)  154.28(18.73) (a>D)* 48.83 (10.80) (a<b,0)* 83.25(13.24) (a>b,c)*
Low® (8.4) 151.09 (17.71) 43.05 (11.62) 80.18 (16.70)

*Scheffe test; "Missing data be ruled out.
PBI=Parental Bonding Attitude; YSR=Youth Self-Report.
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Table 3. Problem Behaviors of Children (N=131)
Problem behavior (YSR)
Subscales Mean (SD) Range
Normal n (%) Clinical n (%)
Total problem behavior 46.76 (11.51) 23-69 111 (84.7)" 20 (15.9)
Internalized problem behavior 47.59 (10.56) 26-72 112 (85.5)" 19 (14.5)1
Anxious/depressed 52.94 (5.10) 50-73 125 (95.4)* 6 (4.6)°
Withdrawn/depressed 53.11 (5.70) 50-82 126 (96.2)* 5(3.8)¢
Somatic complaints 54.19 (6.61) 50-81 120 (91.6)F 11 (8.4)°
Externalized problem behavior 46.51 (12.01) 22-82 109 (83.2)* 22 (16.8)
Rule-breaking behavior 52.89 (4.61) 50-71 127 (96.9) 4(3.1)8
Aggressive behavior 53.65 (6.35) 50-81 122 (93.1)* 9(6.9)°
*T score <60; T score = 60; *T score <65; 5T score = 65.
YSR=Youth Self-Report.
Table 4. Resilience according to Problem Behaviors of Children (N=131)
Problem behavior (YSR)
Subscales Mean (SD) Range Normal (n=111) Clinical (n=20) t P
Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Total resilience 88.02 (14.06) 56-112 88.54 (13.47) 84.95 (17.23) 0.87 .396
Interpersonal characteristic 28.95 (5.10) 13-36 29.13 (5.02) 27.89 (5.59) 0.98 .329
Characteristic of coping 29.69 (6.00) 18-40 29.75 (5.84) 29.32 (7.03) 0.29 772
Intrapersonal characteristic 29.38 (4.58) 19-36 29.66 (4.34) 27.74 (5.66) 1.41 72

YSR=Youth Self-Report.
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Table 5. Correlations among Parental Bonding Attitude, Problem Be-

haviors and Resilience (N=131)
) Father Mother Problem be-  Resil-

Variables PBI PBI D havior (YSR) ience

Father PBI 1.00

Mother PBI 0.56*  1.00

PBI 0.88* 0.89* 1.00

Problem behavior (YSR)  -0.42*  -0.35* -0.44* 1.00

Resilience 052 043 053 -0.28" 1.00

*Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

PBI="Parental Bonding Attitude; YSR=Youth Self-Report.
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