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Fathers and mothers role practices in faclitating
creativity and preschoolers creativity

Young-Kyung Mun HaYeoung Min
Dept. of Child Sudy, Catholic Universty of Daegu

This dudy intended to exanine the rdaion betwen prexhodes aedtivity and faheas or
mathas rde prattices in fadlitating aretivity and sododemogrgphic vaiables uch as parent's
oocoupationd  types, shoding, and incame levds The aubjeds were 114 4 o 5year-dds who
were dtending day care canters in Daggu and Kimdwun and oné own fahes and mothers
repedivdy. Saidicd tedhniques were t-tet, ANOVA, Shdfe tet(usng S 10.0).

Mgor findings were as fdlows:

(1. Levd o fathes or mahes rde pragioss in fadlitating aedtivity showed higher when
fathers oocupationd type wes upper dass and fathe's or mathers graduated from a universty
than didn't.

(2. Levd o prexhodes credivity didnt dgnificantly showv differences acoording to fahers
oocoupationd types, matha's employment, fathers or mathers shoding and income levds

(3. Levd o preshodes aedivity howved higher when levd o fahes o mahes rde
practices in fadlitating credtivity were highe and fathes rde pradice in fadlitaing aedivity
hamonized with mothers than didn't.

Kewads : fathes rde pradies in fadlitatirg aetivity, mahas rde pratics in fadlitating aetivity,
prehales aetivity



