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Study of the relationship between filial piety and communication with
parents in accordance with the general characteristics of teenagers
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Abstract This study analyzed the gap in perception between communication with parents and filial piety according
to the general characteristics of teenagers. The test subjects were high school students from academic and vocational
school from different districts of Seoul. A survey was conducted from March to July of 2014 to 290 high school
students. Data analysis was conducted on the SPSSWIN 18.0 program using a t-test, one-way analysis of variance,
correlation analysis, and other tests. The empirical analysis of the experiments were verified at the significance level
of 5%. First, communication with fathers differed significantly depending on the school division, economic class,
religion; and communication with mothers differed significantly depending on school division, grade-level, academic
performance, domestic discipline, and economic class. Second, the perception of filial piety showed a significant
positive correlation with the communication with the mother; and with the communication with the father. The
implication of this study is that better communication between the parents and teenagers correlate with the higher filial
piety according to the general characteristics of teenagers, and should become a central material for policy.
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[Table 1] The reliability verifying by area

Division Sub-factors Numbler of | Cronbach
questions (07
Communica| Communication with father 6 905
tion with
parents Communication with mother 10 839
communication with parents 16 872
filial piety for obedience 8 308
Awareness
of filial filial piety for body retention 6 715
piety
filial piety for bringing GNP 5 122
Awareness of filial piety 19 878
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[Table 2] Demographic characteristics
Divison Freduency | Percntzge
Gender Male 149 61.1
Female 9% 389
School Academic high school 121 496
classification Vocational High School 123 50.4
1st Grade 158 64.8
Grade 2nd Grade 7 29
3rd Grade 9 324
High 57 234
School record Average 133 M5
Low 54 22.1
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Economic level Average 189 75 Communication with ’
S 342 | &
Rich % 98 Communication with Father
parents Communication with
Buddhism 17 70 Mother 348 67
Christian 73 299 communication with parents 345 62
Religion Catholic 15 6.1
No 135 55.3
o R 3.1.3 YHE SHol G2 P@et OUIAS
Parents 206 459 AnkA Edol wp2 FRe} orlAiFe] atolE AT
Single Parent 34 76 H A= Table 49F 7t} Fre}o] oAt AEL dkul
fonf?rlillillﬁti e Brothers and sisters 186 4114 T']i‘, t—i}ki /ij, 7H4 —‘T—‘?ﬂ 75‘11]_"?':’ op x| 9] A {lo] w}
S| p -
responses) Grandparents 16 36 g 7‘]'017}' ‘IOTQ] ] ]—S\’iOL}-’ *6]“)‘2* <l , o{uﬁ/]gl X‘%]Oﬂ
RelativesA(?rA, welfare 7 16 Ul}% 73 0] -n— T 5%01]}\1 .?r,]nlal_ ] 01-01-1:]_ o]‘tﬂ
e Ashe] SALAE-E Bl P, BAFE, Faol uhE 3
Professional 22 9.8 -
o7} felmlaiRlen], oloivs) AES i T,
Adults % 124 . o Lo
Sirmple labor job | 2 9 shd, 4, s, AASE HE 2ol7t feofvlg
Officials " s Atk FAAR FAANE vS3 2k
Fathe : - -
?N(?r Teachers 1 4 A RH EEQ} Q]A}i%% ?—T’?—_ﬁ]ﬁﬂ]‘_’ ?’ﬂ%g ] N%‘Zﬂb;}
o] solf Bmployed | 7 165 A SR 2H R, Shde 15hd SR 2-3%hd
Housewife 3 1.3 o] of U AL A2 :ﬂ, =9 :ﬂ, 39 oz
Sales and service 12 54 Q85193 TN SS AFFL UF4, B4 BHE
1obs eo a%o] AHUL AAFES FHT, WE, ofd
Job ot 2L g fow R4d /b9l ] Hmste] olhatel
Professiona 1 47 L -
— P Qask, ohiAel A91e Age, ARA/S
s .
Q/EF/ WAL o2 JApAFo] AHIT o] Ade
Simple labor job 10 4.3
o T | A dE R sl Fad
Mother 1S - ol o = Azlol Qx5
(No Teachers 16 69 o2 VERITHISE Avket dAgT
refpﬂl)se Self-employed 11 47 ERH, O]‘H%X]Q]'Q] 9]/\}‘.}1\—%'\% 6—]’—‘7—7 ?_%74]6’_}_‘7_ @% g
Housewife 80 343 o] AAA g AR} XLE]OJE, AA e ‘!i*%%]',
Sales and service o1 90 HE ojf$ o7 A%o| dgeyct. Fur) 715
b i sy oplishl o5 1 e
Other 35 150 - -
— DU o o) Aske Aol e Qe AR, S EAS 2
o I
A1 #AZE AeHlllE A7 Femsieh
A o] © }\EO k71 o= &7 GFA
312 @] SAAS AR, ofriLske] SIALAE-E Shnvt QLA S S
A A B T B 190l 5 sl 18 BF
Busle) ONAES AU AL Table 39 ), ) oA orE SARE @RI S o s
. ; o th23shd shgo) of RESITh AHe 91T, F91T,
RRsfel page oustel sl aage 0 RE IR P SR T A T
SHHF O 3l 71 O Zi-Eal HIFZ
BT} =gton ofy|xoke] JAAEL AAHFHT} U sheld o F PuSe A 154, 1
5 0FA o U AA5ES B4 1E
Stk A2 ofeluohe] exjago] ofulefe] o O T W HENIL GRS AT,
olelg w02 R4a 714l sl ofmuiske] oAt

AR Qasite 2e bl Aske] sy

6137



AR} &3t 8l

=82 A5AE A10Z, 2014

iL}E} E} ueb Furtk 7%

1, o]

I RIFARL S

Professional/

worker/civil |00 | a1 | g5 | 70| 352 | 62
Fath | servant/teac
er her

fob | Selfemploy | o7 | 555 | o3 | agp | 68| 367a | 7

od
Other | 5 | 330 | 74| 339 | 63| 3% b | 49
) N . 3060
[Table 4] Differences in communication with the Fp) 23100102) | 2.205(.113) (049)
parents in accordance with the Demographic Professional/
characteristics worker/civil |z r g | g5 | 81| 46 |
servant/teac
Communication Doctor and her
parent Moth Simple labor
Division N Father Mother | communicatio jzll; job/sales | o | aas | oo | ae0 | sl ss | s
n and service
M SD |Men| SD | M SD iobs
oan | o0 | e | Housewife | 80 | 353 | 81| 3% | 51] 351 | 8
Gender | e | 19 | 857 | 87 |343] 6L | 340 | 58 Other | 46 | 341 | @ | 337 | 66| 33 |
Female | % | 350 | & |3%] 76 | 38 | & F(p) 3BLBD | L5369 | 676(567)
) 1206229 | -L3%61TD) | -1566(12D)
— " p<0B, ™ p<001  Scheffle’s test: a>b
(Humanitiel o 1370 | 84 [370] 70 | 370 | 6l
division s
Vocational | 123 | 315 | & | 35| 5 | 321 | &2 .
= CHSE OIAl
© 5160 5456 6630 3.1.4 .9.0'" H°|_ ——
(000) (000) (000) Foll tgk 9128 Ay ¥ A= Table 59 2tk &
Ist Grade | 158 | 338 | 90 |340] 67 | 339 | 63 i } )
A o thak <12 AEeF &, Touse & AARE
Grade | 2and and | o0 | 0oy | g I 3m| 6 | 357 | 5 ’ ’
. K .02 K O Kot - - -
Sdr grade o § £oF Fof gk QAo & Ao YEIT
a3 231 - _ e
tw) ~1.066(.287) (015) 027) AdA o geta shd WA BRYe &85 1AL
Low |57 | 33 | ® %f’ 57 | 3:b | 58 ahar, 32 o 2o F&sjol "rkar sk Ao
. = 2 e 2= g
School |y erge | 133 | 340 | w0 [P 71 | 347w | 64 o= b
record D
Heh | 5 | 35 | & |°®| & |30a| 57
e : * i a | - ’ [Table 5] Awareness of filial piety
. 4651 4307 —
F(p) 1.571(:210) (010) (015 Division Sub-factors Mean SD
Consenatl) o5 | a5 | 108 [ PP 81 | a3 | 76 filial piety for obedience | 372 0
ve
Home = Awareness of [ ... =~ . i .
discipli | Average | 119 | 335 | 81 3;?1 6l | 32b | 3 filial piety | Piety for body retention| 347 o1
ne R - filial piety for bringing GNP 375 63
Democrati | 4oy | 550 | g1 |37 1 | 3614 | &4
< 312439“» S Awareness of filial piety 365 52
F(p) 195(.453) (000) (000)
Poverty | 31 | 306b | % |°B| 51 | 3%0b | 5
Ec i : ' b |~ ' ‘ 3.1.5 Yut™ EMof| =2 Fof chgt QlAle| Xto|
CONo -
1mic1 Average | 189 | 337b | & 3';12 68 | 340b | 59 oulbd ENo| w2 Fo| )k 012 ¢] 7(]— RSk
evel _
Rch | 24 |4%a| 60 4':3 4 | 4124 | 47 Ayh= [Tableb]at 2} ol thek Q142 A3, skl
55 9803” 18439 &, 8hd, A4, 7P s, BAFE ©E Zfol7b <]
Flp) (000 (000) (000) Soly oagno] Fi- W slo Lm 212
- - : - nEka, Fedlee v Al g M shd, A,
Buddnism | 17 | 313Db | 9 | 367] 58 | 347 | &3 . e ] ) i ]
Reigon | Chisin | 88 [ 362 | 87 [3@2| 7 | 350 | 68 7V a, ARG o2 2o 7h frej skl o, Al
s |y | 5 [a0] o | am | o RS E Sh P S, A0l W Al ol
Sda, Agoege g AW sw i sha AA, 7}
F(p) .- BT | 3D - oo e o e
: A, AAFE, Sl W 2ozt fon skt
AR, Fodlee S ol 3R okl
= Yelsta, gav) QE At shaje] A As



A2 gurd EAof w2 Rt oatag 9 5o] AEAe gt A+
st § =7 JEhgth A e 1%, o o 156 | s | 450 483"
3 _ _ iy | PR (009) (009)
] 2] 0] BFA SL2=]E o
o woR ek b e el gl sel o . Poverty | 3L |366b| 65|333b| 71|35 b| 61]354b] 56
- “ = n n
g RlAje] 71 v =4, A= a stk Q) omic | Average | 189 3‘?"‘ ) 3“;""‘ 6137b| 62(363b] 52
At HA)o] AAstul AR o Egom o e e [ 2 [0 a| ™3 B ada| 57 amal B
A 1shdgA i) 2-38hd s o] A YERSTE AlA, F(p) ?éﬂ) 2951(054) 5(?)902) 22)%2)
AeoFol = o] AR ofdafo] =4 L Buddhism | 17| 366 | 75| 320 | 56| 356 | 75| 332 | 62
. shm olmAstm sho] AgAstm sl Rzlri]gi Sghn'st@ 8| 379 | 54] 3% | | 38 | 60| 374 | 46
_ _ SHAMANSIL | o9 | 369 | 62| 344 | 65| 369 | 62| 361 | 53
o =9tk 29-o R go gt Q1A FEAET) o , other
B} ‘ o o 3307 o
shAlo] #alal FuE V|ESn, HFEW o7 YEhte Fp) 610420 | 191501500 | o | 23600087
w, M5 BAQl 79 sde] 7 A UbE szrf;fm“i
Lk 1 12| 377 | 57| 354| 61| 383| 61 | 371 | 50
S i Fathe| servant/teac
AEA R Aurtslel & wsd 744, st Ab3)7t rjob| her
_ o _ - Self-employ . - . ’ .
ANz FeEals §7)40077] oA o]Fo]gof shrhi= o 37| 384 | 61| 353 62 | 380| 68 | 373 | 56
xtqlo]q_ a7 BFEQ] A}E]—J,}- 7}_qu] ﬁ_g A A ]i ?—j]_% Other 55 3.6210%,67 3.3;1126,66 361 66 | 352 | 56
A3 AR o)At oju] 7o) meA 7]5o| st o (13 | () | 2O | 202000
- - Professional
U}O] L‘j ZxaL Q—]‘ L]— EHE 6]'74]7]' ]E]—- X ﬂ%% /worker;/civi
. . . 1 76| 371 | 57| 35| 60 | 370| 61 | 366 | 51
A hal, ALE] AR A o] Fojd wf ] W S corvant/ice| . ’
A% 4 gvka o= Aa14]er YA s, Moth—
Simple
.er labor
. . . 1D iobysales | 31| 371 | 62| 349 61 | 368| 57 | 363 | 51
[Table 6] Difference between the recognition of filial and service
piety according to the Demographic jobs
characteristics Housewife | | 3% | 60| 349 61 [ 3| 67 [3m | &
_ Other | 46| 369 | 63| 339] 59 | 38L| 5 | 363 | 51
Filial piety Awareness Fp) 730(535) | 681(565) | 1140(334) | 527(664)
Filial piety | Filial piety | Filial piety of filial . - - ‘ ; )
Division N for for body | for bringing piety p<05, * p<OL ™ <001 Scaffle’s test: a>b
obedience | retention up N
Mean | SD| Mean| SD| Mean | SD| Mean| SD o ol o _ 2t olato
Gend| Mae | 149] 363 | 61| 345 | 62] 363 | 61] 358 | 52 3.1.6 FXejo| oJAtaASH S0 gt 2lAato
er | Female | 9% | 387 | | 350 | 39| 387 | 64| 375 | 50 AR
o B0 | e | 2ms |25 ) i
b I (021) (013) Brolo] oataEy} Fof thal el zle] AuPAl=
Academi i ] i _ .
Divis | High ore | 120|392 | 51| 369 | 53| 396 | 60| 386 | 4 Table 73} 2t} &oll 3t 2121& o]z 9}e] QAIAE
o };;a:i);i] 123] 35 | 61|32 | 61| 35 | 60| 345 | 5 o], oM ele] YAtAEH F-onlgk A ool AT
55197 | 59007 | 53% | 6767 FTotEe] go ek Q142 ofX|9ke] JAlAT, o
t(p) (000) (000) (000) (000) o o ALAE T} Aol abto] 910l T AlA
lgrade | 158| 362 | 61| 339 | 62| 369 | 58| 357 | 51 P ete] ojabiEt Ao date] Aol AR ES] &
s - O
e[ | o [ o | | | | am | o] O O Qe cluiAiske] Sk, ojriuistel o4}
o 360 | 2700 | 20w | 347 As i Ae)dte] o, A5 fof gk <l
(000) (006) (037) (00D) A0 oLl X AL ol oIx do
o Low | 57 |361b| 57|320b] 62|358b]| 5|347b] 49 A oh | she] AR, oy she] eAka 8l
Schoo PrT A} 109
1 | Average | 1 3‘10“ 61]349a] 59]372b| 63]364b] 52 gkol AT
o e i (3504 (3704 B0 a] w2357 &7 o] A¥b= Fadse] BV Tasithe AR g
3505 | 103137 | 7603 8730 Qo) FAH R ojEA F= s3jeio} TH2 1A
F(p) e (00 oo (o0 RO A A ogA &E dstolof X E A
st A3 1o § mlo 2 wo 3§
; CO”“Z“““V 5 |396a| 63] 355 | 71]3%9a| 6|384a] 61 oHil, ARS) Apel A & anse] ol Fold W o B2
ome 2 A% 2= 9) Hrl= 0] 2] %
discip| Average | 119]362b| 57| 340 | 62|363b| 60]35%b| 50 I Aw 7 vk 2rks A{l4]eh A,
;
" Democratic | 10037 | 60| 351 | 57|38 | 62| 2R 50

6139



FEAS71E8 8] =2 A Alsd A0E, 2014

[Table 71 Correlation of filial piety on communication
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