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ABSTRACT

This study compared the parenting styles and utilization of after—school time to determine
how they affect the perception of the resilience of gifted students. For this study, descriptive
analysis, ANOVA, correlation, and hierarchical regression analysis were used. As a result, the
gifted students perceived themselves to be highly resilient and perceived the most positive and
permissive parenting style than the mothers and fathers. In utilizing after—school time, it was
confirmed that the gifted student perceived more communication time between the parent and
child than the mother and father. Gifted students and their mothers showed a positive correlation
with the resilience of gifted students in the concern, support, autonomous acceptance, sharing
of information, and parent—child communication time. In addition, gifted students and mothers
showed negative correlations with resilience in watching TV time, and fathers did not show
a significant correlation. The relative influence of the variables that have a significant effect
on the resilience of the gifted students is summarized as follows. The gifted students only have
a significant influence on watching TV time, utilization time of information devices, and parent—child
communication time but had no significant influence on the mothers and fathers. For gifted
students, all of the subordinate variables of parenting style, such as support, support, autonomous
acceptance and sharing of information, had a significant influence, but mothers had a significant
influence only on the variables of concern, and there were no significant influences on the fathers.
Based on the results of this study, three groups of gifted students, their mothers and fathers
were analyzed simultaneously. Their importance was demonstrated, and suggestions of research
were presented to grasp the relative influence of parenting style and utilizing after—school time
on the resilience of gifted students.
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Table 1. The general characteristics of subjects

N= 241
Variables Category N(%) Variables Category N(%)
4 83(34.4) Male 139(57.7)
Grade 5 84(34.9) Sex |
6 74(30.7) Female 102(42.3)
) Not alienated level 219(90.9) ) 1 year 146(60.6)
Whether alienated Gifted education
level completion period 2 year 63(28.6)
. .
Alienated level 22( 9.1) 3 year 26(10.8)
36~40 58(24.1) 36~40 18( 7.5
, 41~45 135(56.0) , 41~45 108(45.2)
Mother’s age Father's age
46~50 41(17.0) 46~50 93(38.6)
Over 51 7(2.9) Over 51 20( 8.3)
High school 20( 8.3) Middle school 1€ 0.4)
Mother’s education  College 179(74.3) Father’s education ~ College 8(3.3)
level o ool 2074 level University 168(70.3)
raduate schoo ’ Graduate school 62(25.7)
Professional 83(34.4) Professional 83(34.4)
Officer/engineer 43(17.8) Officer/engineer 81(33.6)
Self-employed 19( 7.9) Self-employed 48(19.9)
1 ic 7( 2. 1 i 2 .
Mother's job Za es/Slervm/e (29 Father’s job /S; es/Slerwc/e 0( 8.3)
griculture/Forestry griculture/Forestry
2( 0. 1004
/Fishing industry e /Fishing industry (04
None 66(27.4)
None 6(2.5)
Other 210 8.7
Less than 2,000,000 113(46.) Less than 2,000,000 7(2.9)
hor " ~Less than 3,000,000 48(19.9) N by ~Less than 3,000,000 29(12.0)
Mother's monthly 1 o than 4000000 44018, 3. Father's mont ~Less than 4,000,000  66(27.4)
income ome
~Less than 5,000,000 16( 6. ) ~Less than 5,000,000 52(21.6)
More than 5,000,000 20( 8.3) More than 5,000,000 85(35.3)
First 116(48.1) 1 26(10.8)
- Second 80(33.2) N ; 2 145(60.2)
Birt Third 19( 7.9) The number of 4 66(27.4)
order children
Forth 1€ 0.4) 4 3(1.2)
An only child 25(10.4) Over 5 1€ 0.4
Use alone 162(67.2)
Room to use alone
Not use alone 79(32.8)
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Table 2. Question configuration & reliability
of Resilience Scale for Child(RSC)

The number Cronbach’s

Variables .
of question a

Self-efficacy 8 0.89
Patience of negative feeling 8 0.87
POSIFIVE sgpport 4 0.80
relationship

Insight 6 0.82
Spontaneity 4 0.74
Total 30 0.96

3) FRo A
Frol OE%HM& Kim et al.(2003: 16)¢] A|&+3}
o] Kim(2007)0] Y¥ S=Ast AL ARE3Lgh 2

W& Qo] prel B 9 A9, A o8 % R
AR 7 AR F AES 2ARRE 3R R Hol
Qe GAEYE ofeiu, ool 47} 243t
o PRl g S9AE s The Table

33} 2t

Table 3. Question configuration & reliability of
parenting style

The Cr}(l)’nba— Cronba— Cronba-
Variables number of c( Sei ch’s a ch’s a
question gift (mother) (father)
student
Concern 3 0.71 0.74 0.77
Support 3 0.74 0.77 0.71
Autonomous 081 077 078
acceptance
Sharing 3 075 079 073
information
Total 13 0.92 0.91 0.90

e

5 lﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ— TVAIRAIZE, H7171 (G5
9 AnlEZ) o] &AIZE B 7} tiEiazie s
TdskalaL, é AsHgt omy, op ] BE B
Ao s TSI TVAIR AR AR7)7] o]
BARE, FRAR ZE s
o8 sfo] BARE oS 43oR SAIH

]

AR Blere 14

3

£ ATelME JATHAY, ofmY, ol RS thde
Zosl| 24zt 2A3 o] ofgukAly) w5
AREERE-C] Aol Holr 7] flEf 3 E Absel o

3l 7|&BARRA], dulR] E2HE (one-way ANOVA)
A5 WISk, e Aol sl 9

A, aeln g
S o] SRR gt AR
el WAl ke 2Ea 19
BRARN F 29709 FHIARNS WAl
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1AM = FAISHY o] SlEg=E Aol A5
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ate] BAIA onlE BRIskolrt. % AkEE SPSs

21.0 Z2a3g 83kt

L IEREAY F 7P =2 sheRicle $E
(M=4.53, SD=0.562)0|H, 1 t}-g-& 44 A|x|#%

Al(M=4,36, SD=0,686), AP(M=4,35, SD=0.698),
A7) & 57HM=4.30, SD=0.624) =02 Jepyitt 1
g 7P v apedcle FAA el <y
(M=4.29, SD=0.638)= YE}SITE & A7tollx 3]&
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Table 4. Descriptive statistics on the resilience
of gifted student

N=241
Variables M SD
Self-efficacy 430 0.624
Patience of negative feeling 4.29 0.638
Positive support relationship 4.36 0.686
Insight 4.53 0.562
Spontaneity 4.35 0.698

Total 4.33 0.574

BolERT 457} A WE selackse] A5t
29 oPFo = Fo} 2 Aol g Aoz el

1 Adl= Table 49 2t}
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. B2 YYDl 014 X0

o] 6}4%%&8 ough 545 7L J=A|
BHoyrt Freo] 52 AA(F=45.523, p(0.001)&=
FAEA, ofrY, opHA] =02 ol frofn|g At
7} e Aog vehsth FRe| 5ol sl
sl R BA(F=86.582, p(0.001), A H(F=
22,968, p<0.001), A& &]-&(F=8.677, p{0.001), &
B FH(F=22.615, p<0.001) 2% It 7+ Fn|3k
ztol7h Q= Ao g Uehsdth 24 A, a9l
T WA, AEslE, R Aok FRshYR of
HU7} QMBS FrLe] Al o7} Q12)sh
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Table 5. Differences in perception of parenting style

N=721
Variables Question N M SD F(p) Scheffé
1. My parents are well aware of my Gifted student 241433 0.784 .
. . Mother 241 436 0.576 18.677 a,byc
interests and desires Father 239 401 0728
. Gifted student 241 416 0.868
2. My parents are well acquainted ) 241 408 0759 755197 abde
Conm e R
ifted student . .
8. My parents are well aware of my i 241 407 0680 88226 adbde
school life Father 239 341 0.845
Gifted student 241 428 0.659
Total of concern Mother 241 417 0559 86582  abyc
Father 239 357 0.677
Gifted student 241 4.42 0.829
6. My parents.encourage. and support Mother 241 436 0610 78717 abde
what I am interested in Father 239 417 0704
Gifted student 241 434 0.831
9. My parents often praise me Mother 241 4.02 0.713 19.602""  adbc
Father 239 392 0.740
Support 13. My parents know my future Gifted student 241 434 0.870
hopes and help me achieve my ~ Mother 241 409 0734 21073 adbye
goals Father 239 386 0.813
Gifted student 241 437 0.685
Total of support Mother 241 416 0.546 229687  adbyc
Father 239 398 0.622
5. My parents share their hobbies Gifted student 241 415 0.956
such as travel, sports, and Mother 241 405 0.884 17.480""  abyc
volunteer activities with me Father 239 3.67 0.989
. Gifted student 241 432 0.871
7. My parents lec me decide on my 241 425 0657 3726 ade
own, and I respect that decision. Father 239 413 0730
Autonomous 10, My parents encourage me to Gifted student 241 419 0818
acceptance hink and ind dentl Mother 241 420 0.649 0.219
think and act independently Father 239 416 0.745
11. My parents give me a chance to Gifted student 241 443 0.824 .
b hat to do Mother 241 426 0.683 6.828 ab,c
choose wha Father 239 419 0.683
Gifted student 241 427 0.692
Total of autonomous acceptance Mother 241 419 0.564 86777 abyc
Father 239 4.04 0.613
Gifted student 241 416 0.983
3. My parents share my woubles Gy 241 425 0624 37392 abde
together Father 239 3.64 0.858
Gifted student 241 455 0.712
4. My parents often talk with me  Mother 241 429 0671 649877 adbye
Sharing Father 239 3.80 0.793
information . Gifted student 241 444 0.745
12. My parents often give me the 241 420 0708 25627 adbdc
information and advice I need Father 239 394 0813
Gifted student 241 438 0.670
Total of sharing information Mother 241 425 0.538 22615 abdc
Father 239  3.80 0.692
Gifted student 241 432 0.598
Total of all Mother 241 419 0468 45523  adbyc
Father 239  3.86 0.555

*p<0.05, “*p<0.01,

o

p<0.001
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Table 6. Comparison of utilizing after-school
time on gifted student

N=721
Frequency(%)
Variables Categor i
gory - Gifted Mother  Father
student
 Below 1 hour 46(19.1) 69(28.6) 101(42.3)
Parent=child ; 5} 1104s.6) 136(56.4) 11648.5)
communi-
.. 2~3 hour 5121.2) 27(11.2) 14( 5.9
cation time
Over 3 hour 34(14.1) 9( 3.7 8(33
Below 1 hour 142(58.9) 166(68.9) 152(63.6)
NV o howr 80332 66274 77322
watching
fime 2~3 hour 16( 6.6) 8(3.3) 10(4.2)
Over 3 hour 3(12 1004 0(0.0
Utilization Below 1 hour 128(53.1) 141(58.5) 125(52.3)
time of 1~2 hour 79(32.8) 80(33.2) 81(38.1)

information 2~3 hour

28(11.6) 17( 7.1) 10( 8.4)
device Over 3 hour 6(25 3(12 3(13
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Table 7. Differences in perception of utilizing
after-school time

N=721
Variables N M SD F(p)  Scheffé
Parent Gifted
—child student 2412.30 0.937

communi= \forher 241190 0,735 34578 b
cation

(ime Father 239 1.70 0.727
Gifted

TV student 241 1.50 0.678 )

watching 3.744 ab

Mother 241 1.35 0.566
Father 239 1.41 0.571

time

Utilization Gifted 1 o0 (005
time of student

information Mother 241 1.51 0.684
device Father 239 1.59 0.698

1.809

ok k

*p<0.05, *"*p<0.001
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Table 8-1. The effect of parenting style and utilizing after-school time on the resilience of gifted
student(Gifted student)

Model 1 Model 2
Category
B B B B

(Constant) 4.885 1.684

1. Sex 0.048 0.041 -0.014 -0.012

2. Alienated class” 0.255 0.123 0.141 0.068

3. Gifted education completion period 0.038 0.045 0.008 0.010
Individual 4. Parents’ age -0.039 -0.046 0.010 0.012
variables 5. Parents’ education level -0.032 -0.060 -0.006 -0.011

6. Dual income” -0.025 -0.019 0.007 0.006

7. Parents’ income 0.016 0.054 -0.022 -0.072

8. Birth order” -0.074 -0.063 -0.070 -0.060
Utilizing 9. Watching TV time -0.157 -0.186"  -0.049 -0.058
after—school 10. Utilization time of information device -0.144 -0.197"" -0.058 -0.080
time 11. Parent—child communication time 0.165 0270 0.002 0.003

12. Concern 0.207 0.236"
Parenting 13. Support 0.183 0.216"
style 14. Autonomous acceptance 0.167 0.195"

15. Sharing information 0.144 0.167°

R’ 0.175 0.554

AR 0.379

F 4.376"" 18.448™""
"p<0.05, """p<0.001

YDummy variables: Alienated class(not alienated=0, alienated=

second=0, first - an only child=1)

A= Table 8-29) 2t}
o A]e] A= wA B 10A] 15 Hle
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= ohe uhulo] ot 71E UAE, 24 2919} A
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Table 8-2. The effect of parenting style and utilizing after-school time on the resilience of gifted

student(Mother)
Category Model 1 Model 2
B B B B

(Constant) 4.538 3.729

1. Sex 0.127 0.109 0.092 0.079

2. Alienated class” 0.194 0.093 0.132 0.064

3. Gifted education completion period -0.006 -0.008 0.000 0.000
Individual 4. Mother’s age -0.027 —-0.035 -0.028 -0.036
variables 5. Mother’s education level -0.020 -0.048 -0.038 -0.091

6. Dual income” -0.015 -0.011 0.002 0.002

7. Mother’s income 0.024 0.081 0.018 0.058

8. Birth order” -0.037 -0.032 -0.035 -0.030
Utilizing 9. Watching TV time -0.113 ~0.111 -0.104  -0.103
after—school ~ 10. Utilization time of information device -0.004 -0.005 0.010 0.012
time 11. Mother—child communication time 0.028 0.036 -0.050 -0.063

12. Concern 0.237 0.230°
Parenting 13. Support 0.002 0.002
style(MMother) 14, Autonomous acceptance 0.106 0.104

15. Sharing information -0.036 -0.034

R? 0.045 0.106

AR 0.061

F 0.975 1.763"

"p<0.05

YDummy variables: Alienated class(not alienated=0, alienated=1), Dual income(not dual=0, dual=1), Birth order(over

second=0, first - an only child=1)
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Table 8-3. The effect of parenting style and utilizing after-school time on the resilience of gifted

student(Father)
Model 1 Model 2
Category
B 8 B B
(Constant) 4.480 4373
1. Sex 0.138 0.118 0.130 0.112
2. Alienated class” 0.199 0.096 0.207 0.100
3. Gifted education completion period -0.013 -0.016 -0.012 -0.014
Individual 4. Father’s age -0.026 -0.034 -0.033 -0.044
variables 5. Father’s education level -0.013 -0.027 -0.018 -0.038
6. Dual income” -0.031 -0.024 -0.025 -0.019
7. Father’s income 0.021 0.070 0.020 0.065
8. Birth order” -0.055 -0.047 -0.052 -0.045
Utilizing 9. Watching TV time ~0.059 -0.058 0,052 0,052
after—school ~ 10. Utilization time of information device 0.002 0.002 0.006 0.008
time 11. Father—child communication time -0.021 -0.026 -0.026 -0.033
12. Concern 0.075 0.088
Parenting 13. Support -0.052 -0.057
style(Father) 14, Autonomous acceptance 0.128 0.136
15. Sharing information -0.094 -0.114
R? 0.033 0.047
AR 0.014
F 0.710 0.732
V. 89%F ¢ F2 AU gkele slelito o, SRuelgg Zuh
) Bt AEAE A A5, 2 2
A2 Wt 5 AR Ao REsk A 7le] Be mojz Aes vl q&m 2o,
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