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271818 #A AL (Relationship Questionnaire) +

Table 1. Distribution of subjects

Gender
Male Female Total
N{(%) N(%) N(%)
4th 23(10.1) 30010.8) 53(10.5)
5th 93(41.0) 119(43.0) 212(42.1)
6th 111(48.9) 128(46.2) 239(47.4)
Total 227(45.0) 227(55.0) 504(100)

22=0.37. df=2, p=0.833
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Table 2. The parental attachment patterns by children’s grade

Aftachment — — Grade —
pattern 4 5 6 Totdl
N(%) N (%) N (%) N(%)
Secure 38(71.7) 145(68.7) 167(72.3) 350( 70.7)
Dismissing/avoidant  9(17.0)  35(16.6) 29(12.6) 73( 14.7)
Preoccupied 2(38) 10047 18( 78 30( &1
Fearful/avoidant 4( 7.5 2100000 17( 7.4 42( 85)
Total 53(10.7) 211(42.6) 231(46.7) 495(100.0)
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Table 3. Comparison of children’s K-CBCL, CDI, and STAI scores by parentat attachment patterns

oowo Do hoccawied Lot e
T-score
K-CBCL
Withdrawal 43.19 43.40 56.33 47.74 598 0.001 P>etc
Somatic complaints 4598 46.56 48.43 47.57 1.04 0.376 NS
Anxious/depressed 44,06 45.18 49.30 46,93 4.29 0.005 P, F>D, S
Social problem 46,54 48.14 53.20 48.86 5.73 0.001 P>etc
Thought problem 48.14 48.89 50.80 48.90 177 0.152 NS
Attention problem 4500 48,75 80.23 48.71 519 0.002 P.BD,S
Delinquent problem 46.34 48.51 50.00 49.10 452 0.004 P>S
Aggressive problem 44,05 45.48 47.90 47.52 3.33 0.019 P>S
Intemalizing problem 43.41 4541 49.17 46.07 4.57 0.004 P>F, D>S
Externalizing problem 43.85 4571 48.37 47.48 4.10 0.007 P>S
Total behavior problem 42.68 244.56 4917 2631 572 0.001 P.FD, S
Sex Problems 68.35 66.30 73.97 66.10 0.79 0.497 NS
Emotional Instability 62.89 61.26 69.40 63.60 0.59 0.620 NS
Total score

CDI 14.59 16.16 1513 15.83 1.76 0.154 NS
STAl-State 29.97 30.49 30.70 29.43 0.29 0.830 NS
STAI-Trait 30.45 30.79 29.53 30.10 0.40 0.753 NS

K-CBCL : Korean Child Behavior Checklist, CDi : Children’s Depression Inventory, STAI : State & Trait Anxiety Inventory
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—— ABSTRACT

manifestations and disorders.

and psychiatric illness of their children.

PARENTAL ATTACHMENT STYLES AND PSYCHIATRIC
MANIFESTATIONS IN THEIR 4™ TO 6™ GRADE
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CHILDREN

Han Ik Yoo, M.D., Jun Won Hwang, M.D., Boong-Nyun Kim, M.D.,
Min Sup Shin, Ph.D., Kang-E Hong, M.D., Soo Churl Cho, M.D.

Department of Psychiatry, Asan Medical Center, Seoul

Objectives : Few studies have examined the relation between the attachment styles of the primary caregivers
and the behavioral problems of their children. This study was performed to identify the impact of the insecure
parental attachment patterns on the development of their higher grades elementary school children’s psychiatric

Methods : 504 higher elementary pupils and their primary caretakers were included in our study. Relationship
Questionnaire, Kovacs Children’s Depression Inventory, Spielberger’s State-Trait Anxiety Inventory for children,
and Korean Child Behavior Checklist were applied to them.

Results : The grade-school children of the parents who belonged to preoccupied attachment type revealed higher
Withdrawn, Anxious/depressed, Social Problems, Attention Problems, Delinquent Problems, Aggressive Problems,
Internalizing Problems, Externalizing Problems, Total Behavioral Problems scores than ones of securely attached
parents (p<0.01) . Internalizing Problems score of preoccupied parents’ children was highest, and one of avoidant
and secure typed parents’ kids followed in order (p=0.004) . More youngsters revealed Total Behavior Problem
score high enough to clinically meaningful level in insecure parental attachment style than in secure one (p=0.038).
Higher CDI score in insecure parental group was reported than in secure one (p=0.040) .

Conclusion : Parental insecure attachment can be associated with the development of the behavioral problems

KEY WORDS : Parenting - Parental attachment - Psychopathology.
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