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The Effect of Social Support of Parents of children with Disabilities
on Family Function : Mediating effect of disability

Jong-Hyeok Mun

seo suwon child development center

2 % R AT oFBUTAEHA A7 W FAL W GDPolE A1 ok5 Y] RuE oz ASlAA A, Fojs
8. A 7, 71570 b0 BAE TS 1 BHS Rtk o2 Slste] SA| A7) obE WS ol g
el of5 Y $ 25292 thgos AREAS AAStT ABIAX A% /1571 2k BACIA Fohsge uhA
Aot AR A, FN80t 74571 2] BANA AAH gl 2AANE AFS gstel ALY 394

4% B A4 BEIRLLS DAk £ A7 Ao bt gk A, 2N FAH Y] 28R
R e o S T S P P Y
= vebgeh B4, A81H A% 715715710 BAE Foidgol tifskA AEe Ak, ABH A% 715715
A Hol4-go] FEAASIE R0 ekgtth. £ AT WgolE 7l obsol o] AR 7158 4 JES
Bl Z2IY o] /12422 AZRAt: WA et ek,

O

Hol'

Abstract This study seeks to discuss the effects of social support, acceptance of disability, and the sense
of economic stability on the part of parents of children with developmental disabilities who are receiving
treatment and training at a child development center has on family function. A survey was given to 252
parents of children who were using the child development center in S city. In the relationship between
social support and family function, the mediating effects of the disability acceptance and the social
support, the disability acceptance and the family function were used to verify the adjustment effect of
the economic stability. The results of this study are as follows. First, as a result of checking the
moderating effect of economic stabilization, social support, family function, disability acceptance and
family function did not show any effect on economic stability. Second, as a result of verifying whether
the relationship between social support and family function is mediated by disability acceptance,
disability acceptance partially mediated the relationship between social support and family function. This
study is significant in that it provided basic data for the development of a program to help children with

developmental disabilities function properly.
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Table 1. responsactients statistical characteristic

Factor N %
Marriage 239 95.6
Divorce 4 1.6
Marriage Bereavement 4 1.6
Separation 2 0.8
Others (living together) 1 0.4
Up to middle school 4 1.6
. Over high school 66 26.3
Education . .
level Under university 4 1.6
Over university 163 64.9
Under graduate school 14 5.6
~1 million won 11 4.4
1~3 million won 48 19.1
Income 3~5 million won 126 50.2
5~7 million won 34 13.5
7~10 million won 20 8.0
Over 10 million won 12 4.8
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Table 2. Correlation and technical statistics of major variables

Informatio

Social Emotional nal Materialisti Evaluative  Disability = Economic Family
support support support ¢ support support  acceptance  stability function
Social support 1
Emotional support 95" 1
Informational support 96" 88" 1
Materialistic support 88" 75" 80" 1
Evaluative support 91 807 83" 807 1
Disability acceptance 47 48 44 38™ 427 1
Economic stability 347 367 347 267 307 38" 1
Family function 40" 40" 39" 327 37" 35" 397 1
M 94.23 33.78 27.05 14.95 14.66 39.52 31.26 128.40
SD 14.77 5.29 4.63 2.60 2.65 5.43 4.68 14.58
Skewness -.63 -42 -61 -.69 -.40 -.20 -.07 -.48
Kurtosis 1.74 1.24 1.38 2.01 1.05 29 32 1.43
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Table 3. Mediating effects of disability acceptance in the relationship between social support and family

function
Stage Variable B SE Va F
l(lndepe.ndent Social support-) Disability acceptance .17 .02 47" 68.02""
->medium)
nggiggiggigt Social support-) Family function 31 .07 417 46217
3(Independent, Social support-) Family function 31 .07 31" 2863
medium-)dependent) Disability acceptance-) Family function 55 .18 207

“pC01, " pK.001
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Table 4. Moderating effect of economic stability

Independent variable B SE Vi F R?
Social support(A) 4.85 .90 33"
27.90 .19
Economic stability(B) 2.96 .89 .20
A 4.84 90 337
B 2.97 90 207 1855 19
AxB -.19 .65 -.02
Disability acceptance(A) 3.49 94 247
18.76 .15
Economic stability(B) 3.10 94 21
A 3.11 96 21"
B 353 96 247 13.757 15
AxB -1.38 75 -12
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