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Children’s Self-Control Ability on the Social Competence of Children
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ABSTRACT

This study examined the influences of general characteristics, maternal parenting behaviors and
children’s self-control ability on children’s social competence. A total of 416 children in the fifth and
sixth grades responded to questionnaires, which included items related to their social competence,
their mothers’ parenting behavior, as well as their own self-control ability. Data were analyzed by
means of Pearson correlation analysis and the hierarchical regression analysis method. According to
the results of the hierarchical multiple regression analysis, children’s self-control ability best explained
their social competence. In terms of individual factors, motivational self-control had the greatest
effect on social competence, followed by cognitive self-regulation, behavioral self-regulation,
economic level, gender and grades, in that order. The results for the effects of maternal parenting
behaviors and children’s self-control ability on children’s social competence highlighted the important
roles played by the mother and the child’s self-control ability in improving the child’s social
competence. The study contributes to the literature by providing fundamental insights into children’s

higher quality of life.
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(Table 1> General characteristics of subjects (N = 416)
Variables Section N(%) Variables Section N(%)
Male 211(50.7) Middle school or under 7(1.7)
Gender .
Female 205(49.3)  Maternal High school 86(20.7)
education University 248(59.6)
5th 195(46.9)
Grade Graduate school or more  49(11.8)
6th 221(53.1) Specialty management 114(27.4)
Low 22(7.3) Office job 193(46.4)
P 1
Income level Average 167(40.1) aternfl Service 63(15.1)
occupation
High 219(52.6) Production 30(7.2)
Middle school or under 6(1.4) Unemployed 4(1.0)
Patergal High school 50(12.0) Matermal Employed 252(60.6)
education University 267(642)
P Unemployed 160(38.5)

Graduate school or more 59(14.2)
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(Table 2) Correlation analysis (N = 416)
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Note. Dummy variable: Grade (Fifth grade = 0, Sixth grade = 1), Gender (Male = 0, Female = 1)

Note. 1(Grade), 2(Gender), 3(Income level), 4(Affection-rejection), 5(Autonomy-control),
6(Achievement-nonachievement), 7(Rationality-irrationality), 8(Cognitive factor), 9(Motivational factor),
10(Behavioral factor), 11(Sociality), 12(Personal adaptability), 13(Social participation), 14(Autonomy),
15(Popularity), 16(Social competence)

*p < 05 *p < 01 "*p < 001
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(Table 3) A hierarchical regression analysis of social competence

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Independent variable
B e B e B B
Grade -.03 -03 .04 .03 .10 08"
G 1
enerat, Gender 18 14% 20 16 11 09*
characteristics
Income level 31 30°%* 19 A8FFF 14 3%
Affection-rejection .09 11 .02 .02
Maternal Autonomy-control A1 127 .05 .05
parenting : ; o
behaviors Achievement-nonachievement .29 31 .04 .05
Rationality-irrationality -.03 -.03 -01 -.02
Cognitive factor 24 26
Self-control
ei-eontro Motivational factor 30 3%
ability
Behavioral factor .19 A7
F 15.32%** 20.25%** 42.67°**
AR? 167 267
RZ 10*** 26*** 52***

Note. Dummy variable: Grade (Fifth grade = 0, Sixth grade = 1), Gender (Male = 0, Female

*p < 05 *p < 0L "*p < 001
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(Table 4) A hierarchical regression analysis of the sociality

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Independent variable
e B B B B
Grade -07 -.02 -.01 .04 .03
G 1
enerat, Gender 08 14 09 05 03
characteristics
Income level 27721 167 .16 A3
Affection-rejection -.00 -.00 -.08 -07
Maternal Autonomy-control 13 A2 .07 .06
parenting : : e
behaviors Achievement-nonachievement 34 31 .10 .09
Rationality-irrationality .03 .03 .04 .04
Cognitive factor 23 21
Self—(.:c?ntrOI Motivational factor 31 27
ability
Behavioral factor .19 14%*

F 11.44*** 15.26*** 24.64%**

AR? 13FF A7

R2 07'1‘»** 20'1‘»** 37***

Note. Dummy variable: Grade (Fifth grade = 0, Sixth grade =

*p < 05 *p < 0L "*p < 001

1), Gender (Male = 0, Female = 1)
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eetA dotiy] flsted Bt wlwg A3

A (B = 24, p < 001), AL/EA (L= 19, p <

01), BB = 19, p < 001) =2 FF
g Hyln Ol 74]Zq oF %%}@‘D}

npx|ako &

o

S I(F = 28.00, p < .001),
41%9 AW S Beomn, o

22%9] 7V on|gitt. FAIH o= AR RlHE)
A Weolg} FSHE, 27| 2A Hese AA
71 =F B}t JgotA Lolrr] ffste] fake
Hlwg A3 P54 1B = 30, p < .001), A
Z Qol(B= 21, p < .001), 7142915 = .20,
p < .001), BE(B = 17, p < .001), A&/&A(B

= 11, p < .05), BMA(B= .10, p < .05) <] 3
RS a jon] ole BAM R fefadrt
%, A4-5A3el tigh 7id wiQlel Jafee
58 A124, AAH 124, $714 2
124, A4 X} Z OEOEH‘}_ shd o2

aa, o

ERstT

=

=

N

(3) AR ZHOIEC0l LHEH At2lOI-IotA] ol
S, AD|ZXESs20] MfA olst

Table 69] 23 10]A] Als]Zoimo o
A ABIQl e wiQle] mAlE JEY
w4 23 232 FAACE Fost3
(F =529, p < .01), APS| i =ol] o] oF 4%
S Aok AoR Ueiyt AR A3
AT wBHAES] A4 7ees En

(Table 5) A hierarchical regression analysis of the personal adaptability

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Independent variable
B e B B B B
Grade .02 .01 .08 .06 .14 .10*
General Gender 32 245 3R 245 ! 17%
characteristics
Income level .19 A7 .09 .08 .05 .05
Affection-rejection A1 12 .03 .04
Maternal Autonomy-control .19 19** 11 A1*
parenting : : e
behaviors Achievement-nonachievement 18 .19 -.03 -03
Rationality-irrationality -.06 -.07 -.06 -.08
Cognitive factor 20 21
Self-?éntrOI Motivational factor .19 20%*
ability
Behavioral factor 36 30%**
F 11.85%** 13.56** 28.00"**
AR? A1FE 20%F*
R2 08*'1‘»* 19*'1‘»* 41***
Note. Dummy variable: Grade (Fifth grade = 0, Sixth grade = 1), Gender (Male = 0, Female = 1)

*p < 05 *p < 01 "*p < 001
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(Table 6) A hierarchical regression analysis of the social participation

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Independent variable
e B B B B
Grade -03 .02 .01 .08 .05
G 1
enerat, Gender 07 15 09 09 05
characteristics
Income level A K .09 .09 07
Affection-rejection .16 14% .08 07
Maternal Autonomy-control .02 .02 -.03 -.02
parenting : : e
behaviors Achievement-nonachievement 28 24 .05 .04
Rationality-irrationality -.03 -.03 -.02 -.02
Cognitive factor 14 12%
Self-?c?ntrol Motivational factor 39 3%
ability

Behavioral factor 13 .09

F 5.20%* 8.58*** 14.48***

AR? 09%** 147

R2 04** 13'1‘»** 27'1‘»**

Note. Dummy variable: Grade (Fifth grade = 0, Sixth grade =

*p < 05 *p < 0L **p < 001

BeetA gotir] Skl pRts Hlwg 23
AAGFE(B =19, p < .001)Fo] EAA R &
ofulgt JgeE S Hole FoE YEyith

2 20 2 19 Sl FSEH =
A& F7teto] ARSI Fo = gk AW

2%, Rge FAACE fostiln
8.58, p < .001), AR3] 3ol of] thal] 13%9
HEg Hlon ol 19 HlE 9%2 &
£ ou|gth. AR ARSQIFEHA Wl
< RIS AA 7o =E B} 4
oA dotir] flste] pake Blae A3 4
FMVIF(B = 24, p < .001), WH/ARB = .14,
p < .05 £9 P B3 o]z FAAL
2 foletdd

npxEto 2 123 3dAE 23 2

o

el

1), Gender (Male = 0, Female = 1)

A2 WS Frlste] ALEFelze]
4e $4% A3, mye FALCE

>

o
2
=
o]
L}
=
N

A48, p < .001), AF3|3Hed ol o
S Hyow o] 2vtA o H)
ofn] g}, ?—zﬂx—i_‘li Ab3] <l
F-8kA Hﬂo]q. HE, 27|24 HelEe A
4 7] o % ol 7] 9]t
L= l w gk 7&?% FEHEAJNES] FEF
< BF AR E A B 5 99, 571489
(8= .32, p<.001), AIAALRIN(LB= 12, p < .05)
T IS Bylon o FAAHLE F°
atich
3, Aol ol gk JiE %‘_0 o g

7 A2, QA A A7) %

%t

3 14%< =7}

ol mu ¥

]—D:
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(Table 7) A hierarchical regression analysis of the autonomy

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Independent variable
B L B L B L
Grade -.05 -03 .03 .02 .09 .06
General Gender 18 1t 2l 1310 06
characteristics
Income level 40 307%* 25 A8FF*F 19 147
Affection-rejection .10 .09 .03 .03
Maternal Autonomy-control .10 .08 .02 .02
parenting : : e
behaviors Achievement-nonachievement .38 33 11 .09
Rationality-irrationality -.05 -.05 -.03 -.03
Cognitive factor 35 31
Self-?c?ntrol Motivational factor 27 23%*F
ability
Behavioral factor 18 q2%F
F 13.69*** 17.04*** 30.23***
AR? 147 207
R2 09'1‘»** 22'1‘»** 42***
Note. Dummy variable: Grade (Fifth grade = 0, Sixth grade = 1), Gender (Male = 0, Female = 1)
*p < 05 *p < 0L **p < 001
(4) =Ml CHot AtalQ11stA WOl ot p < .001), FE=AC tall 22%2] S 1Y
H%, IDITE S0 MM Aoted own ol& 1Al HIEl 14%<] S/ onlg
Table 79 B3 14 F=Ad AFtdAt oh FAR R ARRIFEA Wl JSHE
o] ApSlQ1EA WRle] mX| = JEE - A HAES] AA 7| EE Bt F sl dot
A3 7y BAHoR Fo8l(F = 13.69, B7] 95t pu= Hlag 7Ur AAMIEA
p <.001), F=73ol el o 9% 5 AWst= A (B =33, p < .001), BAFES = .18, p < .001),
o & Ueigth FAA R AFSQITEA wi A (B = 13, p < 01) T«l JgE S Hin
150 A 7o =g B} oA Lofh ol BAALRE o33l
7] Y] Brke Hladk A3 AA (6 = 30, nprgto g 1Y 3°ﬂ*t 523 29 Bl
p < .00, AY(B=11,p< .05 To&2 9T  A|2A HS F7lst] FEAd g A
go] e AR Uil oje BAFCE ge B An, 23 FAACR o313
Sli = I(F = 3023, p < .001), FEA | el 42%2
2y 204 e 29 19 S| dSHE ARE S Blon, ol 2uAd Hl3)] 20%]
QS Frlete] FrAd tiek AWE s T4 7V gttt FAA R ARl ¥
A3 2R3 EAAOR RASUIA(F = 17.04, A FFEE, A 2HE HAE] FhE 7)o
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Wk A AAFEEB = 29,
11, p < 05) =02 g

A0 &

T8 B}t ZEetA ot y] flste] BRbs H] p < .001), 171%0o] &l <k 9%E *4‘33"6}% Y
w3 A} FFEHEHAEY] JFHL BF A} o8 Yyttt FAA R ARSIQITEHA
e AE & 5 A9, AAF (B = 31, £ AtA 7o =E KB} A g6t EO}WI
p < .001), B71429(B= 23, p < .001), AAF 9ate] BFS H|
FHB= 14, p < OD), PEALA(B= .12, p < 01) p < .001), ARG =
o P Bylon o FAALE f9 ol e ZoE YERI o=
Eit=g oJ &kl
5, FEAC g AE wle g e <l =y 2<>ﬂ e 28 19 5Yd
AH A7 2A, F71H AN 24, BATE, B RIS F7tete] Q17)&e] gt
A A72E £o2 Yyt St Ay, RYPS FAHCR
12.77, p < .001), 217150 tha)
(5) CII1 0l Chet AbglQl-totr Ol %= S HYon ol 19 vg 9%2 7=
H%, IDIXES=0] AHA Aok omgitt. FAA R ASQIFEA W1
Table 8] 23 MRSl A 719 es Hoh 4 2o

AATHS Wele] vlAE
FAH0D oot

A3 2y

(Table 8) A hierarchical regression analysis of the popularity

i3

3 1914 1715l Aol dAte] SH =
A
M)

UolH 7] st gk Wlae 23 A4/
(B = 21, p < .001), BAFF(B = 20,

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Independent variable
B e B e B B
Grade .01 .01 .07 .05 14 .09
General Gender 18 119 121 07"
characteristics
Income level 38 207F% 26 207 21 167%*
Affection-rejection .09 .09 .03 .03
Matemnal Autonomy-control 12 11 .06 .06
parenting : ; ok
behaviors Achievement-nonachievement 24 21 -.02 -01
Rationality-irrationality -.02 -.02 .00 .00
Cognitive factor 26 23
Self—(.:(.)ntrol Motivational factor 34 30%FF
ability
Behavioral factor A1 .08
F 13.82%** 12.77%* 21.89%**
AR? 09%** A7FEE
RZ 09*** 18*** 36***

Note. Dummy variable: Grade (Fifth grade = 0, Sixth grade = 1), Gender (Male = 0, Female
*p < 05 *p < 0L **p < 001

- 177 -

= 1)



16 Korean J. of Child Studies Vol. 36, No. 1, 2015

Aol thg A

i A1

B

&

A

ol A1 5

ooz

p < .001), (B =12, p < 01) «£2] F3F

xr

THE AL

e dojuy] 9

™
-

-~

B

A A3t JAA ARE 2 52%

o

ATtz 28 JNE R

AR A2, PEA A4, AASE, 4

ol

ol

il
ol
T

e 374

T
AT

3, 8 Foz Jehgrth Az

I 36% 2]

[

3U(F = 21.89, p < .001), Q17| %ol ©f

9l

e ECERE T

e ojn@

=
©

tol patE

bl obis] 915

]

ne} e

=
=

1H

o
E!

2oy, AAE

ghdo] 53hd

ofol7} ojur, 6

o}J

°]

Aoz UEht AYAT

23, p < .001), A

F(B = .16, p < .001), JE (B = .07, p < .05)

p < .001), AAH81(B

(Ahn, 2005; Choi,

=
=

2002; Do, 1994; Kang, 2010; Kim, 1990; Kim,

2014; Kwon, 2003; Lee & Han, 2003; Park,

BL

—_—
o

1987, Park, 2005b; Park, 2011; Song & Park,

[e)
<%

T
70°
Bo

0]9]

=
)

di
A AN2A, AAH A2A, BAFE, A

Els

, A171=e o

N

Jsieh e ofely

A A&

=
=

1993)¢] A3}

H, 2712285

oro}lr-
TS AT

1 e

& f93

aF

Ao uol, oolel FREEE AHEA

1
p

)

T
aX

by

[=1

ol

o

go

o

Ny

mrw %

= e

wo T

oju o
_Zg_l

"o,

Yo K-

CU

M ol

~ O

®

o Y

Ho &

‘wﬁ

oln

™

gan!

—_

o

o)

H)

K

—_

o

or

o]

i

=y

T

oy

ll

B

T
NIl

718 27124, dAA A7z

54

o FEHE, obse Ar|zdTH, AL
&7 Atol€] Pearson A E/FALA

Z Loz Jeht

352 7124, AAs

3
s

3|

AAT8k3

ol

g

e
Lo

X
B

=

0

Hl, ol # 2l

s ggre

9

EEREE PR ER

Ao 3

x

gk 7]

2o] o5 A

T
AT

Mo A7)z

o Hrh=

=4, AR AR/l T Hl, of

- 178 -



Ot Atzfel7rsty wiolnt ofn{u o] A=EfT & ofS2| AP7|Z=HSE0| AlRlH R4l olxls gg 17

ta B3

A, Q18874 tiet SHHAES] A
AW 2993, SHHUAEY U4 T
gL Y5 A2, AAF A2, B
A A7N2A, A, AEEAA FEHE, ehd
TO 2 Yepyth obge] A 2E5E S At
elM o npR7iA 2 JgEo] & WoR
Bgon, 1 FAME d54 Ar|2d e ol

2
=

OO

P 2o gdEE e Be=g), ol

o X

3 7|4 A7)z Esgo] 71 = i3

Atha 8} Joh(2011)9] ATF-9H=
ojth, tiRlA A Mg & Jd¥HE

B4 A 2avEe o

fu

=

o.>; o2 _IZ"_,
ook

=
ft % ox

lo

>

iih)

o

o

o2,

o

X

19' FE mﬁ ﬂllo

ot = o o2 K

54, wAgE, 2Ed A

o
o,
Ao
rg

>

o e
(oL

o

ol
o o

$0.2 WY, A% A7

it \:51\_', o
o E
fol
4 x0
o N,
oo
6 =
8
. =
)
f‘% i
uoo
T R
ofN L,
flo fol
A
2
o
>

ol
rr
)

‘0,

by

o

2,
=
ofN
ko
ol

2
oSk
tlo
=)

(ll
< > oZ,

x4
T 2 ox W T 30 o of

rr
=
£
o
o,
N
N
nL -
_,d
= o
rO 00\1
i Pr'f
olo
ox
lo,
= o
oSt Hif

o
HUHE
S 1%
TS
oy 32
ox
Hoo
jgrtr
L2
< o
3oL
>
ol
LN
fo
f oo 2 rlo
o

&
M
rO
PO
lo °

r/} u, ?ﬂ-Lﬂ
JAE Qerte ksl
Foz 29 2 4 ek 3, e
el AASES g e fel
W) AEAR ST}

E
o2
ot
IR
o
i
ful
)
—_\_“-‘4
o

—

¢

L
olo
ox

o ¥
X
fr 1o o

o
.‘_.
O
ant

& Mg e
2 &
K lo,
d QB ® Q2 o2 ff O ml o (o ¥ or

ro oo

o]
-
= of

by

>,

>~
>
2

e

mLo

fo & rfr
ot

M ox ot

o
A& BA FSEHE
o] 4% Fa3S
A, AbS] Rl e of
iﬂ /}—j ‘?-1:] = 27%MJ—, %
g2 5718 Ap)12d

o 1w

o o

ym
£
N
rir
Ay

(B
ro
it
ig —
ACH
ol
ol
2,
2 &

i)
rE
ro

o
1o

o o
>
)
2L
N,

BN o
T e
N
[0 of

2 Uehth obge A ReEd AgelT
4 Welol} ojue] FRBES Be 87
A wiele] Qfao] frolalA] pe whl] A7)
4 FAE $714 A71243 QA4 A7
Aol gl Aow el AE g se
BY A3Men god A REd Foae
Ao, the a9 aqlir} ofgel 714, 914

A A7z o] Bag ol

oA, ob5e] TE@M
AA A9 e 299
e 944 zmz_a, $714 A7)
AAGE, AEA ANNED Fom U
AA A, B7)A | zHsHo
ol 74 2 GPL AL Aoz degen,
Mgl AASFe 1 Bgow F8% 99
& TAE Aoz depduh olsh 2e Ak
Lee(1986), E. Han(2004), Lee(2012)2] 179} =
2 o] e Aol FuAd e Y54
A7 2852 0] 99FeS Molx] S Joh2011)
o Apehe Ak Azjold, AAH, E74
A2 Qe PEH A 2850 ¥
& ole Aol &35t BlY §78 @
7(-124:6]- E].‘&]ﬂ_o_ fd—o :‘I: 17] IIHE‘OH cq;ﬂ /\],

&
(e}
it
1o,
F
st oo
Xlgﬁi_lﬁilg

E
offt
1o
N
oy
oXx

7 99 Foldl AR A o
Aoln AZAA PFFAS elnleh FEA

e %
ASE, B o2 et of5e d7E

B APl AR A1 )

BN
R
0 o3 2 on P 10



18 Korean J. of Child Studies Vol. 36, No. 1, 2015

FEI o] obgd] Q|Ee dFE nAE
Aoz YeptEd], o] Lee(1996), Ryou(2000),
Kim(2008)2 SR W3st= Azo|th

ol o] AL o ARS w31
The3h 2tk

AA, A freds 7P & AReElT
ARlE A2 s o s Yeyton
714 A2 A A2
AHEA frsd 2t a9l agl Bl
S e Ao yehyt) F, of
A& AFlsked ot ARale] 7t
= AEIA g 3 BEs Sl

2

i o © o % 2 o

olf
o

(o i d

)

2 oo

ot —~
N o —

o

=
O

—

.

i

=

ul

(e}

i

lo,

>
[ Y,

o

o

_0|L

M

o,

e

z

o)y 4
(i
il

JW
I o [>
N

g

et A 7F fla oA At @A) card

o, 2

& QA S0l REAL duA oz I}
59 2RE Pehn 2ANA Rop Hds
A Hn Bede] fEHoEH BEE Y44
A ek weby 44 Aslsk 43l AR
Ea) 2o S vl g serd 5
Q=S s, Aot Feel 3% AU
25449 7192 Bal VAR Do}
B A 5 Aeekn ARA e w
@AY 4 9E Aol

S, P54 A\ 2A5Y e A A 5
ST AL, WA 2 FEAAAE
on)g B L Hol Ao vepert, A}
HelEs) AEANE GRS NIAA e
Aow et ol A712A%Ee d9le
Qo] A4 F54l S9laglel WAL 9
o el e 4 98 HelFE Aoz,
258 nhd obEd ARA §54S
AZ7) A E AN AT A E S o

geodz paste] Ao AEE H2ol
2232 A Eh

i 30 3@ ofo

Adl 2 Agetn ERBANA A71E 11
gow, ooy} ol 7 Yehd o A
A B 4B 29lel 9Pl U
e 337 .

A, SPdE AA A fedst A S

-

3%
A1H f ol tiH S el Aol F7t

5 8

Q3 AHAMAEA 29, AE/EA 29 A7)

22T P4 FYRES o, HAH L A

gJaka AA A F593% 1 a9 e S
o] FAHE Aoz et of

fo 2L O rju 2 mo ff

Aol 7

QS VR, ANA F54e o
295 444 JFeo] gle
Bl FE Ro|tk, Z, olv|us} ob5e]
o }

)

&
50
o

2 g E meb ARl
St nehd AUE AGAA 2
al

o W ot ox tle do o O o

o
=
of
EY
_O|L
>
brieA

ol
i

Lo @ £ L omo mQ o o BN X

£% Ve mgshe Ro] Be

i
ol
X0,

3ich,
AR, BAA FEe A AR freA
_]

-1 T
ERk ohyet Abad, FEA, A71=e Al s



L

p

)
2

Al1717]

2393 g A28

af &=

[

My

s

o
geol A astE

(<)

Ry

S|y Ryl olxls IF 19

el o

L

A
S|
=27

A
s

[¢)

233 N 3 gl &

Ay
Ay

s

o] A1

o

29
K

3
oA, ALEH §
%

5(}:

o
=9
HoR Hol Ar|ZE

1

p

PN
T

3t

744

@
RN

I} ofoiu|e] AREHT g

5‘)4

o

{

o
[e]

o=
T

p

H:

l

ol 7Hg<} 2l

<)

=]
s
3

O

Aol i & st

0159 AfBlolTEE

| Aa5S of
A-skar vk

=
=

9|

AEAAA A9

S
)
X0
10°
i

[e]

A8 A
mother’s

L

dl ejef7h it

L

Ao A

RS

3t

5

H o
individual variables,

References

g Ao =

development, social competence. Unpublished

of the parental attitudes and the peer
relationship. Unpublished master’s Thesis,

emotionality and the children’s emotional
Doctoral dissertation, Ewha Womans Uni-
between the middle school students’ perception

versity, Seoul, Korea.
Choi, J. H. (2010). A study on the relationship

children’s

e
Ahn, R. R. (2005). The relationship between

nle] 7124 258 AF

=

A
=2
-
=
o

p

o=
T

3t

5

1

5

SRR

Els

15

Z

52 o

ofufu] s} opi]

1

HAIRE, 72l 7

Ho|BE fropr]sh obE

obgol

9

o)1t}

1

p

=
=

TolAM

(@

Aol

Q77 of

&=

A,
J

=y

=
R R

<]

5, 6ahdoz A3t
H]go] oj = H & H|5

At # 2l

Kyunghee University, Korea.

Choi, J. M. (2002). Maternal variables that influence

=
L.

2 37} o

2 e ojgse 73
At MR 25l 5ol 271 )

05

=]
e

o

children’s social competence. Korean Journal
of Association Child Studies, 22(3), 205-216.

gl
il
E

T

i

- 181 -



20 Korean J. of Child Studies Vol. 36, No. 1, 2015

Do, H. S. (1994). Social competence of kinder-
gartner and sixth grades: Its relationship to
parental attention parental protectiveness, the
children’s sex, and their birth category.
Unpublished Doctoral dissertation, Ewha
Womans University, Seoul, Korea.

Dodge K. A. (1991). Emotion and social information
processing. In J. Garber and K. A. Dodge
(Eds.). The development of emotional regulation
and dysregulation. Combridge: Combridge
University Press.

Ham, S. M. (2011). The effects of mother’s parenting
behaviors and children’s play behaviors on
children’s social competence. Unpublished
master’s Thesis, Sookmyung Women’s Uni-
versity, Korea.

Han, E. G. (2004). The relationship between father’s
parenting and children’s social ability.
Unpublished master’s Thesis, Seoul National
University of Education, Korea.

Han, S. H. (1985). The relationship between
children’s social competence development
and role embrace ability. Unpublished master’s
Thesis, Yonsei University, Korea.

Han, Y. J. (2004). Children’s motive and competence
for emotional regulation and behavior
problems. Korean Journal of Home Economics
Association, 42(3), 65-77.

Hartup W. W. (1983). Peer relations. In P. H. Mussen
& E. M. Hetheington(Ed), Handbook of child
psychology: Socialization, personality, and
social development. 4rd ed. New York: Wiley.
104-196.

Heo, J. K. (2003). A study on the scale development

of self-regulation and the related variables of

children in the school age. Unpublished
Doctoral dissertation, Sookmyung Women’s
University, Seoul, Korea.

Heo, M. Y. (1999). The study for the development
and validation of parenting behavior inventory
perceived by adolescent. Unpublished Doctoral
dissertation, Ewha Womans University, Seoul,
Korea.

Joh, B. H. (1997). The relationships of maternal
attachment, social competence and inter-
personal cognitive problem-solving skill in
kindergarten children. Korean Journal of
Home Economics Association, 35(6), 249-259.

Joh, M. J. (2011). The relationship among children’s
playfulness, self-regulation, and social com-
petence. Unpublished Doctoral dissertation,
Dongshin University, Korea.

Joo, Y. R. (2009). The relationship between mother’s
parenting characteristic and children’s social
competence. Unpublished master’s Thesis,
Ajou University, Korea.

Kang, H. Y. (2010). The relationship between young
children’s intellectual ability and social
competence. Unpublished master’s Thesis,
Korea National University of Education,
Korea.

Kim, B. M. (2009). Effect of mothers’ accepting
attitude toward infants’ emotional expression
and of infants’ self-control ability on social
competence. Unpublished master’s Thesis,
Chonnam National University, Korea.

Kim, H. J. (2002). A study on the relationship
between mother’s verbal abuse and children’s
social competence. Unpublished master’s

Thesis, Chung-Ang University, Korea.

- 182 -



OF=32| Atzfel7rsty Hiolnt oo o] Y=ElT & ofF2 AP|ZHSH0| Al=lH

Fedo ojxle I 21

Kim, J. A. (1990). A study on social competence
and it’s related variables. Unpublished master’s
Thesis, Ewha Womans University, Korea.

Kim, J. H. (2008). A study on the preschool
children’s peer populatiry social ability
according to their attachment. Unpublished
master’s Thesis, Inje University of Education,
Korea.

Kim, K. N. (2011). A study about relationship
between nurturing behavior and sociality
development of parents with tardy child.
Unpublished master’s Thesis, Dong-A Uni-
versity, Busan, Korea.

Kim, K., Park, S., & Kwon, S. (2003). Relationship
between young children’s emotional intelli-
gence and self-concept, prosocial behaviors.
Korean Journal of Open Association Early
Childhood Education, 8(1), 253-270.

Kim, O. H. (2007). The relationship between
children’s temperament, mother’s emotional
reactivity and social competency. Unpublished
master’s Thesis, Kyung Hee University of
Education, Korea.

Kim, Y. J. (2014). The relationship between
mother’s nursing belief and children’s social
competency. Unpublished master’s Thesis,
Chongshin University, Korea.

Kwon, Y. H. (2003). Children’s social competence:
effects of emotionality, interpersonal problem
solving strategies, and maternal behaviors
during mother-child interaction. Unpublished
Doctoral dissertation, Yonsei University,
Seoul, Korea.

Lee, B. R. (1996). The relation of children’s

interpersonal cognitive problem solving

Lee

Lee,

Lee,

Lee,

Lee,

Lee

- 183 -

>

>

ability and the popularity in a peer group.
Unpublished master’s Thesis, Ewha Woman’s
University of Education, Korea.

C., & Hyun, E. (2008). Relationships among
children’s temperament, social competence,
emotional intelligence, morality, parents’
child rearing attitudes and children’s behavior
problems. Korean Journal of Association
Child Studies, 29(3), 223-238.

H. S. (2012). Study of the relationship between
the participation of fathers in nurturing and
the children’s initiativeness. Unpublished
master’s Thesis, Kangnam University of
Education, Korea.

H. Y. (1986). A study of social competence
in children. Unpublished master’s Thesis,
Dongguk University, Korea.

J., & Yang, O. (2003). Structural analysis of
factors and related variables of self-regulation
in young children. Korean Journal of society
Early Childhood Education, 23(2), 69-88.
J., & Han, J. (2003). Child abuse and child,
parent, and family characteristics. Korean
Journal of Association Child Studies, 24(2),
43-55.

L. S. (2008). Research on children’s self-
regulation and peer competence based on the
Unpublished

Korea National Open

family interaction systems.
master’s Thesis,
University of Long-life Education, Korea.
T. Y. (2000). A study on the construction and
effectiveness of the developmental program
for social competences of young children.
Unpublished Doctoral dissertation, Seoul

Women’s University, Korea.



22 Korean J. of Child Studies Vol. 36, No. 1, 2015

Lee, Y. S. (2011). A Study for the Mediating Effect
of Self-Regulation from the Relationship
between Children’s Playfulness and Children’s
Leadership. Korean Journal of Society Emo-
tional & Behavioral Disorders, 27(2), 101-135.

Lym, S. H. (1988). A study on the relationships
between the parental child-rearing attitudes
perceived by the children and children’s
self-concept and social adjustment. Unpu-
blished master’s Thesis, Sookmyung Women’s
University, Korea.

Lym, Y. J. (2002). Children’s peer competence in
relation to maternal parenting styles and
children’s emotion regulation. Korean Journal
of Home Economics Association, 40(1), 113-122.

Moon, S. O. (2013). (A)study on relationship between
parents’ child-rearing attitude and child’s social
competency. Unpublished master’s Thesis,
Pai-Chai University, Korea.

Noh, S. Y. (2003). Children’s social competence
in relation to parental role satisfaction and
children’s emotion regulation. Unpublished
master’s Thesis, Yonsei University, Korea.

Noh, H., Choi, Y., & Park, I. (2010). The effects
of the person-centered group Art therapy with
theraplay on the emotional and social
adaptability of the institutionalized children.
Korean Journal of Art Therapy Association,
17(4), 767-792.

Park, B. S. (1987). The study on children’s social
competence and the related variables.
Unpublished master’s Thesis, Ewha Womans
University, Korea.

Park, J. H. (2001). Children’s peer competence in

relation to maternal parenting goals, parenting

behaviors, and management strategies of peer
relations. Unpublished Doctoral dissertation,
Yonsei University, Seoul, Korea.

Park, J. O. (2005). Effects of mother’s object relation
and maternal behaviors on their children’s
aggression. Unpublished master’s Thesis,
Sookmyung Women’s University, Korea.

Park, K. O. (1998). A study of adolescent’s self
regulated learning strategies degree and
academic achievement, social competency.
Unpublished Doctoral dissertation, Dong-A
University, Korea.

Park, M. R. (2011). The effect of Mother’s Parenting
Efficacy on Children’s Emotional Regulation
and Peer Competence. Unpublished master’s
Thesis, Myong-Ji University of Social
Education, Korea.

Park, S. H. (2005a). The relation of mothers’
parenting behavior and children’s emotion
regulation to children’s social competence.
Unpublished master’s Thesis, Yonsei Uni-
versity, Korea.

Park, S. H. (2005b). A study of parental role affecting
children’s social competence. Unpublished
master’s Thesis, Sookmyung Women’s Uni-
versity, Korea.

Park, S., & Kang, J. (2005). The relations between
children’s emotion regulation, aggression and
school adjustment. Korean Journal of
Association Child Studies, 26(1), 1-14.

Parker, J., & Asher, S. (1987). Peer relations and
later personal adjustment: Are low-accepted
children at risk? Psychological Bulletin, 102,
357-389.

Ryou, J. L. (2000). The correlation of an infants’

- 184 -



OrEe| AfelelTety ol ofmLe| YFENT H ofs2 AV|ZES20| ARIH Fsdo okl I 23

popularity level with emotion prospect Song, N., & Park, S. (1993). The social and cognitive

receptivity & pro-social behavior. Unpublished development of only children. Korean Journal
master’s Thesis, Keimyung University, Korea. of Association Child Studies, 14(1), 91-107.

Ryu, D. H. (2012). The effect of parenting stress, Waters, E., & Sroufe, L. A. (1983). Social competence
parenting behavior, stress coping strategies on as a developmental construct. Developmental
children’s social competence of immigrant Review, 3, 79-97.

families in south korea. Unpublished master’s Woo, H. Y. (2013). Effects of mothers’ attitude

Thesis, Seoul National University, Korea. toward children’s emotion and children’s
Ryu, K. Y. (2012). Relations of mother’s parenting emotion regulation on children’s social
stress, parenting behavior, and parenting competence in relation. Unpublished master’s
efficacy to children’s social competence. Thesis, Kyungpook National University,
Korean Journal of Society Child Education, Korea.
21(3), 231-240. Woo, S. K. (2002). A structural analysis on young
Shin, H. S. (2006). Children’s social competence children’s emotional competence and its
in relation to mothers’ attitude toward related variables. Unpublished Doctoral
children’s emotion and children’s emotion dissertation, Korea National University of
regulation. Unpublished master’s Thesis, Education, Korea.

Yonsei University of Education, Korea.

Received November 30, 2014
Revision received January 28, 2015
Accepted February 3, 2015

- 185 -



