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Analysis of Relationship between Parent Attachment and Career
Maturity of Middle School Students
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Abstract This study analyzed whether differences in individual characteristics and parental attachment affect the
career maturity of middle school students in grades 1-3 in Asan, South Korea. Individual characteristics included
gender, grade, grades, parental education, and economic level, while parental attachment included mutual trust,
alienation, and communication. Career maturity included determinism, objectivity, readiness, independence, and
assurance. Results showed there were significant differences in gender, grades, and economic level. Only gender
differences affected attachment to mothers, with female students exhibiting stronger effects than male students.
Grades that both the father and the mother showed differences. The economic level differed only in father's
attachment. The effects of parental attachment on career maturity were found to be higher in career maturity with
lower father's alienation and higher mother's mutual trust. Career maturity did not affect the assurance variable.
Mother's communication affected determinism and mutual trust affected objectivity. Father's mutual trust and mother's
communication affected readiness, and father's alienation showed a negative relationship. Mother's mutual trust
positively affected independence. These results may be a valuable reference for understanding the behavioral
psychology of adolescents and their parents. However, there is a limit to the generalizability of this study.
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Below middle School 4 1.1
High school 167 472
M
- College school 10 2.8
Education
University school 153 432
Graduate schoo 20 5.6
hige 54 153
Economic
middle 290 81.9
-level
low 10 2.8
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Table 2. Reliability & Correlation (Father Attachment)
Cronbach Correlation
Variable Number of M SD
questions Alpha 1 2 3
Mutual trust 11 917 3.8041 .69383 1
Isolation 8 844 2.0454 .69667 -7417
Communication 4 788 3.4859 79734 -730™ 582" 1
KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin 955
Chi-S 4070.290
Bartlett'Test of Sphericity quare
dfip) 253(.000)
*p<.05, ¥¥p<0.1, ***p<001
Table 3. Reliability & Correlation (Mother Attachment)
Cronbach Correlation
Variable Number of M SD
questions Alpha 1 2 3
Mutual trust 10 .908 3.6428 .59163
Isolation 8 831 2.0352 .68362 -.690™ 1
Communication 5 .790 3.5696 72966 854™ -6517 1
KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin 950
BartlettTest of Sphericit Chi-Square 3758.192
artlett'Test of Sphericity ) 253(.000)
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*p<.05, **p<0.1, ***p<.001
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Table 4. Reliability & Correlation (Career Maturity)

=

=

=]

A, ZAE Ak A
(frequency analysis)S ©]-&-3}o]
WEgel BXES Fl0lth B4, FRof

A =8 AR

(one-way ANOVA)= A A5}
FJm g 2pol7t ' - scheffo]

5 Adsisith oAl
FEE A=A ARE
4 (Multiple Linear Regression
Analysis) S A8} T

2. 942
2—1. NQIEAH Rroxtto] xfo]iA
ANAE Hwojgate] Aozl 4, 44, 7t
JAASEAN Y R Rate] Feln@ 2ol 1%
HQa shdv} Hre] stejRRol A 2jolg HolX] ¢
okth WA, A BrofHate] afo]HZFo A Ho| of
A4 go] E o7k gIdou), mel o

(t=-2.714, p<O01)elA] frojn|ak zto]7} vepytt. Wt
Art ojghel A Bete] of 2ol ¥ A vEbsith 1
A= Table 594 7t}

Variable Numb@r of Cronbach M b Correlation
questions Alpha 1 2 3 4 5
Determination 9 908 3.2823 83775 1
Purpose 8 841 2.5063 166540 -350" 1
Readiness 5 741 3.2045 72640 -247" -.045 1
Independence 2 722 3.8507 78129 344" -296" -268" 1
Assurance 4 765 3.2169 76777 584" -485" 105" 163" 1
KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) .950
Bartlett'Test of Sphericity Chi-Square 3758192
df(p) 253(.000)
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*p<.05, **p<0.1, ***p<.001
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Table 5. Differences between gender and parental attachment
M SD
Variable male female male female t
(n=180) (n=174) (n=180) (n=174)
F_Attachment 5.0712 5.4056 1.82117 1.98558 -1.652 .099
M_Attachment 5.1388 5.6624 1.77766 1.85282 2714 007"
*p<.05, *¥p<0.1, ***p<.001
A REodtel AoldFolAs R(F=6des,  AAFEE PRl olg Tl o] of2
p<01)$} R(F=7.433, p<01)9] o & 5FollA] Fofm|gh oAM= }013 Holx] YL Fof  ofZH(F=4.788,
Aolg ngleh AAo] ¥24% PR ofFe wA  p<0DOAT oIS HolE itk o AoluF
it A RSS9 AFAEE QAN & A9 AEASE QA 3 B AAR
07 As el el Aol el e Aol Pl Hua B9 He k] folvle ol 19l
Sl Aut Ao) g wol Aol APQl AL HHol  WH ARl Bhel P bt B A wrs
ael ST} Rel oo 2olg WA, Al AolE MolA ATk o AAGFo] A91%H F9
0l guelAs pa el AR BE AW A9 A Bl o] el Rolg ol SRAW, 915
o]5 HolA| itk W Ro| ofFoME Aol A I xfo]E Hol HAA Fadl e FEE AfolE B
330l e BE gAo] el Huat Aol wel o)A e el of3 B nelFa e 1 A%
a1 AP g o] ke ek 1ke AolE HolA g%k & Table 73 Zth
o}k 71 A= Table 67 2tk
Table 6. Differences from parental attachment by gradel
Post-test
Variable N M SD F P Average
. Standarderror P
difference
H 76 5.811 2.139 M A1 231 ‘053
L 1.133 318 .002
F_Attachment M 213 5.200 1.823 6.466 .002 H =611 231 053
L 522 .266 148
L 65 4678 1734 H -1.133 318 .002
M -.522 .266 148
H 76 5.014 2117 M .503 .240 113
) ’ L 1.170 .304 .001"
M_Attachment M 213 5.411 1677 | 7433 001 1 303 240 113
—achmen ‘ ‘ : : L 667 255 | 034
L 65 4743 . H -1.170 304 001"
) ) M -.667 255 034
*p<.05, **p<0.1, ***p<.001
Table 7. Differences from parental attachment by economic level
Post-test
Variable N M SD F p Average
. Standarderror P
difference
H 4 5800 2,060 M 748 280 029
L 1.577 .650 .054
F_Attachment M 290 5.145 1.877 4.788 .009 H ~748 280 029
L .829 .607 .395
L 10 4316 0,995 H -1.577 .650 .054
’ ’ M -829 .607 .395
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*p<.05, **p<0.1, ***p<.001
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Table 8. The Effect of Parental Attachment on Career Maturity
DV v B SE B t Durbin- R
Watson
constant 2.018 169 11.938 .000
Carcer F_Isolation -.115 .050 =257 -2.286 .023 5 004 157
matyrity M_Mutual rust 179 037 389 4.856 .000
M_Communication .060 .031 141 1.931 .048
Table 9. The Effect of Parental Attachment on the Sub-Variables of Career Maturity
DV v B SE B t P Durbin- R?
Watson
Determination constant .001 .050 .027 978 1801 062
M_Communication 261 .054 249 4.832 .000
constant .000 .047 .005 996
Furpose M Mutual rust 150 .069 153 2287 029 2106 1o
constant -.002 .044 -.050 960
Readiness F Mutual trust -.159 .072 -172 -2.205 .028 2.011 128
M_Communication -.326 .079 -.338 -4.136 .000
constant -.002 .044 -.042 967
Independence F_Isolation -.238 .104 -.254 -2.643 .023 1.987 .096
M_Mutual rust 303 .065 330 4.643 .000
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