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[Abstract]

This study is to structurally analyze the effect of authoritative, authoritarian, and permissive three-dimensional
parenting behavior on pragmatic language ability in the field of child language development by using data
from the Panel Study on Korean Children, which was completed and published in 2018.

As a result of the study, looking at the effect of three-dimensional parenting behavior on children's language
ability, first, the authoritative parenting behavior, which provides a clear direction for parents in raising their
children, and takes a rational and consistent way, is effective in improving pragmatic language ability appeared
to have a positive effect. Second, it was found that authoritarian parenting behavior that strictly controls
children's behavior in the direction desired by parents and demands absolute obedience from children did
not have a significant effect on the improvement of children's pragmatic language ability. Lastly, it was found
that the permissive parenting behavior of the neglect type, which allows children to do whatever they want,
has a negative effect on the children's pragmatic language ability.

Based on these results, in order to equip children who will live in an era where creativity and problem-solving
ability are important to have the ability to express themselves accurately, parenting behavior, which is a very

important ecosystem for children's language development, needs to be done correctly.

» Key words: Authoritative, Authoritarian, Permissive, Parenting Behavior, Pragmatic Language Ability,
Creativity, Problem-Solving Ability
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I. Introduction
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II. Theoretical Background

1. Parenting Behavior

1.1 Concept of Parenting Behavior
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1.2 Components of Parenting Behavior
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2. Pragmatic Language Ability
2.1 Concept of Pragmatic Language Ability
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2.2 Components of Pragmatic Language Ability
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IlI. Research Method

1. Research Subject
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Table 1. Household Configuration, Number of Meals
with Family per Week, Parent’s Education

Division Items P R
Parents+Child 1227 | 88.2
Grandparents+Parents+Child 106 | 7.6

Household Grandparents+Parents+Child+

. . ) 49 35

Configuration | Relatives
Parents+Child+Relatives 7 5
etc 2 1

Average hardly ever 7 5

Number of |1~2 times a week 91 6.5

Meals 3~5 times a week 223 | 16.0

with Family |6~7 times a week 262 | 18.8

per Week 8 or more times a week 808 | 58.1
Ignorance 0
Elementary School 0
Middle School 8 K

Father’s High School 367 | 264

Final 2~3 year University 285 | 20.5

Education 4 year.Unlversny 566 | 40.7
(including 5 year programs)

Graduate School 156 | 11.2
System Missing Values 9 6
Ignorance 0 0
Elementary School 1 1
Middle School 4 3

Mother’s High School 361 | 26.0

Final 2~3 year University 400 | 28.8

Education 4 year.Unlversny 521 | 375
(including 5 year programs)

Graduate School 88 6.3
System Missing Values 16 1.2

P: Persons, R: Ratio(%)

2. Measuring Tool

2.1 Parenting Behavior Tool
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Table 2. Item Composition and Reliability of
Parenting Behavior Test Scale

\l;ztr(ieanljle Sub-Factor N a
Warmth & Involvement 11
Authoritative | Reasoning & Induction 7 906
Items Democratic Participation 5 '
Good Natured & Easy Going| 4
Verbal Hostility 4
N Corporal Punishment 6
Authoritarian -
Ttems Non-Reasoning & 6 .884
Punitive Strategies
Directiveness 4
Permissive Lack .of Fo.llow Th.rough 6
Ttems Ignoring Misbehavior 4 .684
Self Confidence 5
Parenting Practices Total 62 | 733

N: Number, a: Cronbach’s Alpha

2.2 Pragmatic Language Ability Tool
grmotsmgdofA AFE|0Rl ofF 2hgQlo] AlFe]| A
Ex 244 9] 291(2012)9] oH8-53 A ZAE S-S
3t ofd] A4S 8 Zlojnt gh=otEuide] A
Oﬂ OfstH o] == ghobsald ofju] Aol theh vt
S U2 &3¢ U832 AXAY] s A B35
%*i AR&SHATtAL STt

3. Data Analysis Method
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IV. Research Result

1. Descriptive statistics of measurement variables
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Table 3. Descriptive Statistics of Research Variables

Latgnt Observation Variable| M SD S K
Variable
Warmth & Involvement | 4.05 | .45 |-236| .037
Reasoning/Induction | 3.70 | .42 |-025] .417
Authoritative | Democratic 370 48 | 007 | 372
Participation
Items

Good Natured/ 3.75| 52 |-053|-071

Easy Going
Sub-Total 3.85| .39 |-090]| .319
Verbal Hostility 259 | .59 |-004|-.102

Corporal Punishment| 2.01 | .66 | .367 |-438
Authoritarian | Non-Reasoning, 199 54 | 658 | 343

Items Punitive Strategies
Directiveness 3.13 | b2 |-016| .046
Sub-Total 235| 47 | 320 |-.118
Lack of

Follow Through 246 45 | 108 .148

Eg:nmslsswe Ignoring Misbehavior | 2.00 | .47 | .942 | 2456
Self Confidence 264 56 | 239 | .156
Sub-Total 240 | 37 | 173 .399
Parenting Practices Total 3.01| .19 | 517|135

M: Mean, SD: Standard Deviation, S; Skewness, K: Kurtosis
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Table 4. Correlations Between Measured Variables

LA oV Al A2 A3 A4 B1 B2 B3 B4 C1 C2
Al 1
A A2 6027 1
A3 6427 .596™" 1
A4 7247 495 6377 1
B1 41377 | =210 | =377 | -A9TT 1
B B2 -.382"" | -178"7 | -.335"" | -.402" | 609 1
B3 =509 | =327 | 436" | -448™ | 6137 614 1
B4 -136™ | 1257 | =377 | =275 | 507 .398™ .383™ 1
C1 -.29377 | -226"7 | -216™7 | =231+ | 3957 .378™ 501" 230 1
C C2 -255"7 | =213 | 13377 | -.098*x | 1927 .238™ A47 .013 448™ 1
C3 -486™" | =353 | 384" | -469%x | 499 333 4327 252" 323 187
™"p<.001

LV: Latent Variable {}

A: Authoritative Items, B: Authoritarian Items, C: Permissive Items

OV: Observation Variable {1

A1: Warmth & Involvement, A2: Reasoning/Induction, A3: Democratic Participation, A4: Good Natured/Easy Going,
B1: Verbal Hostility, B2: Corporal Punishment, B3: Non-Reasoning Punitive Strategies, B4: Directiveness,
C1: Lack of Follow Through, C2: Ignoring Misbehavior, C3: Self Confidence

2. Correlation of Measured Variables
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3. Structural Model Verification
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Fig. 1. Structural Equation Model of Research Model
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Table 5. The fit index of the research model

Fitness X2 df p

X?/df RMSEA NFI TLI IFI CFI

Research model 1209.744 84 .000

14.402 .098 918 .904 .924 .924
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Table 6. The Structural Path Estimator of Research Model

Estimator

Latent Var. Result Var. Un-Standardization Standardization SE CR. SMC
Auth_tive_mean Language_Total_M A79 .378 .035 13.548%*x*
Auth_rian_mean Language_Total_M .005 .005 .031 156 227

Perm_mean Language_Total_M -.222 -.164 .041 =541 4%*x*
Auth_tive_mean Auth_rian_mean -.571 -471 029 =19.913*xx 222
Auth_rian_mean Perm_mean 349 453 .018 19.106**x* 391
Auth_tive_mean Perm_mean -.249 -.267 .022 =11.254%xx )

**xxp< 001
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