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A study on the Effects of Parenting Attitudes on School
Adjustment in Middle School Students
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The purposes of this study were to analyze how effects of parental monitoring, parental
affection, inconsistency in parenting attitudes on adolescents’ school adjustment and intervention to help
adolescents school adjustment. Korea Youth Policy Institute to achieve the research objectives, 'Korea
Child Youth Panel Survey (KCYPS 2010) using data from the First year 1 data were analyzed by
Descriptive Statistic, t-Testing, ANOVA and Multiple Regression Analysis. The results of the study are
as follows. parenting attitudes were an independent variable having a partially significant effect on middle
school students’ school adjustment. As a results, The level of parental monitoring and affection are high,
the level of middle school students’ school adjustment gets higher. On the contrary, the level of parents’
inconsistency are high, the level of middle school students’ school adjustment gets lower. Therefore, it is
necessary to research various options to develop promoting positive parenting attitude in order to increase
the level of the middle school student’s school adjustment

® Key Words : school adjustment, Convergence parenting attitudes, parental monitoring, parental affection,
inconsistency
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(Table 1) Socio—demographic Characteristics of the subjects analyzed

I collection o
Division (Number of people) (%)
sexualit men 1,177 50.1
sexuauty woman 1,174 49.9
Family struct father+mother+children 1,837 78.1
amiy: structure etc.(f not the father+mother+children) 521 21.9
father graduating from high school 1,005 42.8
Professional college graduates 1,172 499
parents
education
mother graduating from high school 1,340 57.0
Professional college graduates 863 36.7
household income 0 ~ 2400 529 225
(annual income) 2,400 ~ 4,800 826 35.1
4,800 ~ 50,000 864 36.8
Total 2,967 100.

(Table 2) Differences in school adjustment in accordance with the socio—demographic characteristics of analyzed

subjects
L Case Standard t, F *
Division number Average deviation (p—value) Duncan
it men 1,177, 273 0.44 -1.517 B
Sexuatty woman 1174|275 0.40 (.129)
Family father+mother+children 1,837 2.716 0.42 4636 (0.000)™ B
structure | etc.(if not the father+mother+children) 512 2.66 0.41 ’ '
graduating from high school 1,005 2.67 0.40 B - B
parents father Professional college graduates 1,163 2.82 0.43 8.248 (0.001)
education mother graduating from high school 1,340 2.69 0.41 -8.010 B
T | Professional college graduates 83| 2.4 042 (0.000)™

h?ﬁfj;‘id 0 - 2,400 529  2.66 0.42 01986
(annual 2,400 - 4,800 826 273 0.41 © O'OO)W (1,2,3)
anmua 4,800 ~ 50,000 864|282 0.43 :
income)
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0)
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men
Family structure

(father+ mother+children)
etc.(if not the father+mother+children)

father education(graduating from high school
inconsistency

Constant

2

parental affection

household income
parental monitoring,

R

sexuality (woman
2
R” Increase

Professional college graduates

mother education(graduating from high school
Professional college graduates

2

R” for the increase F values

Control
parentin
gattitudes

variables
F p<0.1 *p<0.05 *¥p<0.01 *#¥p<0.001
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