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ABSTRACT

Purpose: This study is a descriptive survey which attempts to understand family strength, parenting attitude, and
the ego-identity perceived by female high school students and identify the factors influencing ego-identity of the
students. Methods: Data collection was carried out through a questionnaire survey of 186 female high school
students. The collected data were analyzed by descriptive statistics, t-test. ANOVA, correlation analysis, and mul-
ti-variate regression analysis while using SPSS 23.0 program. Results: Family strength and the ego-identity per-
ceived by female high school students were at a mid-level, with an average of 207.76 and 149.72 points, respectively.
Parenting attitude showed scores higher than the mid-level, recording 90.36 points in average. As a result of analyz-
ing the correlation between the factors, the higher family strength and the ego-identity of female high school students
were, the better were the patenting attitudes of perceived parents. Besides, family health, parenting attitude, and
family form (nuclear family) were found to be the factors influencing ego-identity formation of female high school
students with the explanatory power being 25.5% in total. Conclusion: Developing intervention programs which take

p-ISSN 1225-9608 | e-ISSN 2288-9957
http://dx.doi.org/10.15434/kssh.2016.29.2.107

into account family strength is considered necessary to help the youth form positive ego- identity.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Participants  (N=186)
Characteristics Categories n (%) 3. Uty S40f ME oudo| xjzst IHEAZE,
Grade 2ot ) 2OUQEE, KO L ol
2nd 142 (76.3)
Age (year) 17 43 (23.1) o314 9] duka B4 whE X2 7H57H 1 Rl
18 143 (76.9) kS EE D RfoPgI7te] Zfolis Table 33} 2k, 74247
Birth order ;td g 3 & 714 9] AR (F=16.16, p <.001)9} 7}E3 € (F=4.24, p=
>3rd 22 (11.8) 006)°] whet FA| 2 o2 {3t o] & H G on, Scheffe ths
Father's education < Middle school 25 (13.9) Hlad t 7Hy Al whE 7782 BAVEEE S
High school 108 (60.0) ‘T B} el oJTAYHETF ANl Ao FFEA A o] T E=Qre
M TR el oymagol'slel dmAlet 1S Ao] B R34k
Mother's education :hltg/ﬁiﬁleo Zihool gé E;g 2 NERH DL 5 e Tl E PR 7]‘5 W IR o] &3
> College 32(17.9) o 1A Q) 71527 o) B =T R R GSE e 7Y AV
Perceived household High 22 (12.0) EH(F=4-25 p= 016)01] EE]—E]‘ 57-“” oz { 9]8]' i]'ol‘g‘ HYo
economy Middle 156 (83.9) o, AAAE 2 AF 0 2 012131 o] Yo' 0 & 0] A5}t o] 1Y
| e 2B g wnogtEe 3940 A4k el o1l 1
fomiy e Nourtomty il CPOIRE SBAAS R0 00511 4
Single parent family 29 (15.8) H|(F=6.64, p=.002)|| w2} A2 o2 §-2]3t 2fo] & Bt
Other famly BOD - scheffe tigulma st AobgAzre 4 AAAETE A
Table 2. Scores of Family strength, Perceived Parenting Attitude, Ego-ldentity (N=186)
Variables Range of score M+SD Scale M=SD
Family strength 83~333 207.76145.43 1~5 3.06%0.67
Perceived parenting attitude 63~111 90.79+8.74 1~4 2.75%0.26
Ego-identity 52~234 153.41+£24.83 1~5 3.20+0.52

110  Journal of the Korean Society of School Health



Table 3. Family Strength with Perceived Parenting Attitude and Ego-identity according to General Characteristics (N=186)
. Perceived . .
. . Family strength e Ego-identity
Variables Categories torF () torF () torF ()
or or or
+ + +
M=SD Scheffé M=SD Scheffé M=SD Scheffé
Variables 207.76+45.43 90.79+8.74 153.41+24.83
(total) (3.06%0.67) (2.7540.26) (3.20£0.52)
Grade st 205.80£50.21 -0.33 90.27+8.16 -0.45 150.66%21.30 -0.84
2nd 208.37+£44.02  (.567) 90.95+8.94  (.240) 154.27+25.84 (-145)
Age (year) 17 205.88+50.79 -0.31 90.35+8.24 -0.38 150.81+21.53 -0.78
18 2083344386  (455) 90924891  (277) 1542042576  (.181)
Birth order 1st 212.06£53.04 0.95 91.00£10.53  0.15 152.29+26.41 0.19
2nd 207.18+37.58  (.387) 90.85+£7.53  (.866) 154.51+24.93 (-831)
>3rd 196.82+50.61 89.86+7.68 152.23+£19.51
Father's <Middle school 193.2845244 154 89.80+1038  0.65  14212+3225 3.3
education High school 2095944558  (217) 91474866  (526) 1554042185  (.046)
> College 212.06+42.51 90.02%8.51 155.51426.32
Mother's <Middle school 210.52+50.95 0.15 90.67+10.55  0.25 151.19+£23.41 1.43
education High school 209.13+44.48  (.865) 91.28+848  (778)  153.01122.80  (241)
> College 204.69+46.32 90.09%8.37 160.47+27.75
Perceived High® 246.81145.93 16.16 95.4619.12 4.25 169.64127.77 6.64
household Middle® 203.76+£41.20  (.001) 90.23+8.38  (.016) 151.64+22.58 (-002)
economy Low* 144.20+3792 a>Db,c 86.20£13.76 a>b 136.00+51.13 a>b,c
b>c
Family type Large family” 221.61146.19 4.24 93.4417.92 222 155.22+19.54 0.25
Nuclear family” 213.13+£44.96  (.006) 91.38+8.40  (.087) 152.35+25.25 (-860)
Single parent family* 185.07£37.95 c<a,b 87.86+10.13 154.93+28.53
other famjlyd1 192.46148.89 88.2319.08 157.46+22.18
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Table 4. Correlation between Family Strength with Perceived

Parenting Behavior and Ego-identity (N=186)
Variables slz:;u;zh I;El’%gfé%g 1d}i§1i')i-ty
Family strength 1
Perceived .644** 1

parenting attitude
Ego-identity A14% 360** 1

*p<.05, **p <.001.
FEHEES 3BH L2 AASFF A1 Ao AT =
2 A 02 Uehyth.

5. 0{ndel oA S nxl= 22

o 2] AopgAztel] L mlA L 28 Tesl] st
of 2 o] ok HAAT SOl Mg Y 5
of 8|18 S AX 8l o ATRs Table 59 2. WA
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Table 5. Regression Analysis of Factors on Ego-identity (N=186)
Variables Categories B SE B t(p)
Family strength 0.194 0.050 355 3.889 (.001)
Perceived parenting attitude 0.488 0.244 172 2.001 (.047)
Father's education® High school -2.553 8.681 -.033 -0.294 (.769)

> College 10.528 7.559 158 1.393 (.165)
Economy* Middle 11.494 7.031 228 1.635 (.104)
Low 11.679 7.765 225 1.504 (.134)
Family type* Large family -14.821 7.994 -177 -1.854 (.065)
Nuclear family -14.689 6.281 -.280 -2.339 (.020)
Single parent family -4.378 7.150 -.064 -0.612 (.541)

R’=255, Adj. R’=.217, F=6.696, p<.001

*Dummy coded (Father's education_Middle school=0, Economy_High=0, Family type_Other type=0).
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