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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the relation among peer support, family strength and self—control,
This subjects were the 438 high school students living in Gwangju, Data were analyzed with SPSS 18,0 program,
The major findings were as follows; First, the high school students' peer support and family strength scores were
higher than median(3,00). Also, long—term satisfaction pursuit scores were higher than median and the immediate
satisfaction pursuit scores were lower than median, Second, peer support showed significant difference according to
sex, Family strength showed partially significant difference according to standard of living and parents' education
achievement. Self—controls showed significant difference according to sex and father's education achievement. Third,
family strength and the self—control showed significant correlation, Forth, the high school students self—control
was influenced by role sharing and problem solving, communication and family bonding and fathers' education
achievement, And the high school students' self—control was explained about 15% by these variables,

In conclusion, the role of home is important, it is necessary to enhance the education of financial stability and
to improve self—control in order to help the students enhance solidity among family and communicate

affirmatively,
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Table 1. The General Characteristics of the Subjects

Variables Category N(%)
Gender Male 231(52.7)
(n=438) Female 207(47.3)
High 19( 4.5)
. Upper middle 114(26.9)
Stand?;d: éi;”mg Middle 229(54.0)
Lower middle 50(11.8)
Low 12( 2.8)
Middle school and less 7( 1.7)
Father 's education achievement High School grad 158(37.3)
(n=424) University grad 229(54.0)
Graduate and more 30( 7.0)
Middle school and less 10( 2.4)
Mother's education achievement High School grad 226(53.6)
(n=422) University grad 162(38.4)
Graduate and more 24( 5.6)
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Table 2. Examining the general tendency of high school student's peer support and family strengths

N=438
Scale Variables M SD
Emotional support factors 3.88 77
Evaluation support factors 3.73 78
Peer support )
Informational support factors 3.69 78
Material support factors 3.68 .80
Family respect and affection 3.87 .88
) Role sharing and problem solving 3.60 .88
Family strength o ) )
Communication and family bonding 3.50 1.03
financial stability 3.88 93
Long-term satisfaction pursuit 3.26 .61
Self-control
Immediate satisfaction pursuit 2.68 .66
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Table 3. Examining differences in peer support according to sociodemographic variables

N=438
. Emotional Evaluation Informational Material

Variables Category N support factors | support factors | support factors | support factors Peer support
Male 229 3.73(.74) 3.62(.80) 3.59(.77) 3.54(.78) 3.62(.70)
Gender Female 207 4.06(.76) 3.84(.74) 3.80(.78) 3.85(.80) 3.89(.69)
t -4.66" 292" 286" 4147 406"
High 132 3.97(.74) 3.74(.80) 3.70(.82) 3.68(.84) 3.78(.74)
Standard of Middle 228 3.83(.76) 3.70(.77) 3.66(.76) 3.68(.78) 3.72(.69)
living Low 62 3.84(.84) 3.75(.80) 3.74(.80) 3.67(.84) 3.75(.75)
F 1.52 .19 28 004 32
Middle school and less 7 3.52(45) 3.52(.74) 3.69(.78) 3.40(.69) 3.54(.52)°
Father 's High School grad 157 3.75(.79)" 3.63(.76) 3.62(.74) 3.61(.79) 3.66(.69)"
education University grad 229 3.94(.76)"'b 3.74(.80) 3.71(.81) 3.71(.83) 3.78(.74)ab
achievement |  Graduate and more 29 4.16(.59)" 4.05(.62) 3.97(.65) 3.92(.73) 4.03(.54)"
F 3.88" 261 1.65 156 276"
Middle school and less 9 3.48(.97) 3.44(.62) 3.46(.63) 3.52(.80) 3.48(.65)
Mother's High School grad 226 3.84(.78) 3.67(.79) 3.60(.79) 3.65(.79) 3.69(.72)
education University grad 161 3.93(.71) 3.79(.74) 3.80(.74) 3.71(.78) 3.82(.66)
achievement |  Graduate and more 24 3.92(.81) 3.67(.86) 3.75(.72) 3.92(1.03) 3.75(.78)
F 1.29 1.21 2.53 .54 1.43

* p<.05, ** p<0l, *** p<.001, Duncan grouping : a>b>c
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Table 4. Examining differences in family strength according to sociodemographic variables
N=438
A Family respect | Role sharing and Communication Financial .

Variables Category N aE foect?on pmliel:]sl;?vilg and family bonding stability Family strength
Male 230 3.94(.81) 3.66(.84) 3.52(.98) 3.87(.93) 3.79(.76)

Gender Female 207 3.79(.95) 3.54(.92) 3.49(1.09) 3.89(.94) 3.69(.88)

t 1.80 1.39 27 -22 1.25

High 133 4.01(.88)° 3.77(.88)° 3.71(1.00)° 4.24(.88)° 3.94(.80)°

standard of Middle 228 3.86(.84)° 3.61(.83) 3.48(1.01)° 3.85(.82)° 3.73(.77)
living Low 62 3.53(.99)° 3.20(.97)° 3.08(1.16)" 3.15(1.01)° 3.32(.93)

F 6.09" 8.86 793" 33117 12437

Middle school and less | 7 3.42(1.23)° 3.07(1.39)° 2.77(1.29) 3.36(1.41) 321(1.21)°

Father 's High School grad 157 3.80(.87)" 3.53(.83)" 3.37(.98)" 3.81(.93) 3.66(.78)"
education University grad 229 3.89(.89)" 3.62(.90)" 3.56(1.04)" 3.94(.90) 3.78(.83)"
achievement |  Graduate and more 30 4.24(.76)" 3.97(.74)" 3.86(1.05)" 4.15(.98) 4.12(.73)"
F 272 3.01° 342 2.15 373

Middle school and less | 9 3.42(.80) 3.15(.74) 3.13(1.01)° 3.47(1.07)° 3.31(.60)

Mother's High School grad 226 3.76(91)" 3.49(.89)™ 3.35(1.00)® 3.74(.97)" 3.62(.83)"
education University grad 162 4.01(.83)° 3.72(.82)° 3.68(1.03)° 4.05(.85)° 3.89(.78)°
achievement |  Graduate and more 24 3.97(.84) 3.76(.95)" 3.62(1.14) 4.23(85)° 3.93(.83)°
F 3.61° 333 3.68° 5117 477"

* p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001, Duncan grouping :

a>b>c



Table 5. Examining differences in self-control according to sociodemographic variables

QIAGHE EIFXIX], JIEHY G X7ISHe 2 85

N=438
Variables T N Long-term sa.tisfaction Immediate safisfacﬁon Self-control
pursuit pursuit
Male 229 3.31(.66) 2.75(.74) 3.28(.48)
Gender Female 207 3.19(.54) 2.61(.56) 3.29(.45)
t 212" 231" -21
High 132 3.31(.65) 2.76(.72) 3.27(.43)
Standard of Middle 228 3.23(.57) 2.65(.62) 3.29(.48)
living Low 62 3.26(.66) 2.66(.72) 3.29(.51)
F 79 1.13 .05
Middle school and less 7 3.19(.48)" 2.56(.33) 3.31(.30)
Father 's High School grad 157 3.17(.62)" 2.68(.64) 3.25(.47)
education University grad 229 3.27(.59)ab 2.70(.69) 3.29(.45)
achievement Graduate and more 29 3.56(.62)" 2.60(.73) 3.48(58)
F 3.50° 30 2.10
Middle school and less 9 3.43(.62) 2.41(.54) 3.51(.54)
Mother's High School grad 226 3.21(.58) 2.67(.64) 3.27(.44)
education University grad 162 3.30(.63) 2.71(.70) 3.29(.49)
achievement Graduate and more 23 3.29(.60) 2.63(.72) 3.33(.59)
F .88 .67 .85
* p<.05, Duncan grouping : a>b>c
WA, 7EEE 9 opga dakee 9 BAlad, ok uek

H

h
£ 9 o NS A AgeE, B, wike
oAl fLolgk Aol Uik 5, AEsEel We 49, B

stelo] ok Beolelel Aol HEEF

= =
derl S0l 49 e U oAt ofREs 2 ZA)
29, ASAH A AL w3 A e A
23} malelo] §oJ3 Ao} etk & AgsEo] v
o 4%, matelo] Foh Sqolslal A9 ARA gL

3) AT Wele] 42 A71EAY Fol

AT wele] W A7|EAEe Aol <Table

59} 2k

WA, A7) u A7 A ekl gofe
Uebgth 2 wetie] ejshyur,
Aol A o] A71EA)

Table 6. The Relation of self—=control According to the peer support, family strength
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Scale Variable Self-control
Emotional support factors .08
Evaluation support factors .09
Peer support .
Informational support factors .09
Material support factors .08
Family respect and affection 18"
. Role sharing and problem solving 25
Family strength L . ) e
Communication and family bonding 28
Financial stability 27

£k < 001
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Table 7. Examining influence of sociodemographic variables, peer supports and family strengths on the self—control

N=438
Model I Model IT Model [T
Scale Variables
B B B B B B
Gender -.02 -.02 .00 .00 -.04 -.05
Sociodemographic Standard of living .01 .02 .02 .03 -.02 -.03
Variable Father academic ability 09 12 .09 A1 08 1
Mother academic ability -.04 -.05 -.04 -.05 -.06 -.08
Emotional support factors -11 -17 -.10 -17
Evaluation support factors A1 19 .08 12
Peer support .

Informational support factors -.01 -.02 -.00 -.00
Material support factors 12 20 .07 13
Family respect and affection .04 .08
Role sharing and problem solving 16 307"
Family strength .
Communication and family bonding .08 18
Financial stability .04 .08

R’ 02 07 15

F 136 3.5 5447

DW 1.87 1.90 1.82

*p< .05, *F*p< 001
Dummy variables : Gender(1:Male, 0:Female)
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