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Aadrle AAF ez FHF Aol o|FAH F
Aol A e 4] 2 AAHQ] WEo] o] FojA]E A]7]o]
t}. o] AlZldle oFEVIZtA] A¥sAl RPd g
oA ArIEA e FA AFEE AT Fe] A
SHA o] FoiA Al HEZ Bt nvle] Wolx|A Hrt.

Aadrle FMFHcz d§ Bbgsta g A7)
olv}, Al Seluetd] gme AL AT nsel AF
g JeA] Axdr)el diftRe] e AT
gofstm gtk FHo i gukgeg dsle @ &
EZ A8 ¥, 50U HAvAES I ArBF
£8 5 Al“ AlZrely &f7t §lo] 2E# 2o g
T e o] nlFsity. 1 A}, AT ¥ AF
d= :"Ei g weS Jepio, ol @ 2B~
g AH3] fdsx Zan A&yez H3& 2Y
A =|, A3 Bl &£, FEHE, ¥& 59 %
45 AYsA =, FBAME, 25, W, JtE A
2 ZkE A vy steAe] wollezH AR
AE o718kl Bch(Bertrand, 1993. Dubow &
Tisak, 1991: Kim, 2000: Shisslak & Crago,
1992: Johnston et al., 1993).
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Aidel Fdsle Arlze OE89 AH, AF =
W e A o8 § F Jdew Azl FHeE 1
Aglglo] Ayl FAoR olojd rheAe] wWe =
(Chassin, Presson, Todd, Rose, & Sherman,
1998). gl €7 &ele 4,0009 7Y 54EAF
69%9 HEEAe] Eolgle], AAH o2 AX 247
A7l 27xe8E oA FEE GFAIIT AUE,
A, wRxd 5 B Fye Aol Hu 3l
g5 WMol FAol 7] & AME FE A2 oA,

AAA dge] 4T AIZIYA Fadr] FAL 53] A
H2PEH RPN A3 2 JlsEe AsE =
Patm, 4 197l AFEE F#3 Hol £ &

A&Hoz WE sMeAe] Bof EAEH] ASHeR
ZA50] & yag YA B (Choi & Park, 1998:
Korean Association of Smoking & Health). #HZ
FEFALEHS(2003)9] ZAl QEhE Fom @
e FA&L 20009 7.4%7A F7H8EE A, 2003
W= 2.8%2 Z4stn gloh 3y o 3 F
A&S 20009 o1F oF 2%°19, 33d UL 2002
9 0.8%94 20039 4.2%% FA&HA st A7
g 2A2 diFsEn gl

ol € AHaddA AlEA A& ol % %1
PE TN & Yz 2298 S FolH(Ki
1998), & &4 2 et okt vigs gt -‘5:
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AYFE ZA2eA7le 715 3k Aoz vUehixz it
(Cho & Yang, 2002: Barnes & Farrell, 1992,
Elder et al., 2000: Lee, 1998). A}3]& A== Al

EEZ5E At Z2FEHY, A AT 7R e
dolete 2&E ZA 89 (Cobb, 1976), 1ERH
B e A, 9%, AR, 234 dx 5& AE @
AZ B3l eRIE2FH 4& + e BZE Fu= T3
Ko g AFdHHan, 1996).

HodE LR & AFATEAA 2, ¥4, A

QAN L A3 A 2nf e

133 A2 E AFSL e T84T ALY S
Haslar lck(Lee,1995. Whang, 1996). 53] A13)
A AA= A9 FMAJA 947, BT FASn 83
A 2EH2E FA7IM(Lee, 1997), g digh
ALEA AR A7} ARAYD 9 FH diEd &
Efs 7AYo 534 AHAE qdEiEct(Lee, 1998:
Natvig et al., 1999).
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Qzte] 2, Almagzt AAEQ el Hd
F= WA= sldel el Aol ofs
A Alel 8RRl BEAHE AAA
Aoyt 242 =7A ske 8delth(Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984). ¥ d7dMe g, 71, dABA
(R7EA), Ao}, $HYddoz 4L Kim(2000)9
2E# 2~ SHETE AMSE

2) AEHAA
ABH AR E BRISRRE W Aoy 9,
B, 244 9z 5 A54 BAE B g5y

?& F e ZE ¥He AL AYelckHan,
1996). £ @7dMEe 7HE, A7, 349 37EA] A=A
a3 FA, A&7, R, 84 5o /A AARYez
TEE Lee(1997) 9] =7& AHatth
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2. elvchy

E e e Ao aAsts 3o F8md
AEFA 1, 2, 3 & Y 413922 A 2049
(49.4%).. A= 20994 (50.6%) 01928, 13hd 1394
(33.7%), 28hd 144%(34.8%), 38hd 1304
(31.5%)°1%1t}.
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a=.89 o]:, ¥ dFoMe Cronbach’s a=.94 °]
St

2) Ak ER1A]

2 dFdA AMEE Z7E Dubow®t Ullman
(1989)9] A+3)2 =% #H7l, Park(1986), Kim(1994)
o] ARBHAA] Hr7t =FE FuZ 3t Lee(1997)7F
3 Bag g Atk Hado] AAe ArElE

ANE AALH AAFYY F dgoz TFRAAD.

% AXNDE NEAA, AFAX, AR} 35
2 2Rl 158902 FANT, ANFHE BNH

AR, AEZ AA, BRA AR], BZH A 450
2 AR 17838082 FAsgTh 5 AR2M H&
7} 2555 AEE AA7L 2SS ovise A 323
A Hi 160701t Lee(1997)2] A7l AA9&
Z3% =79 M3 =& Cronbach’s a=.81, AAR%
& 233 =79 43]=& Cronbach’s a=.942 &}
won, B AdAFdMe ZZt Cronbach’'s a=.88,
Cronbach’s a=.94%t}.
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Arsile 7238 ATAE Al 42299 AT
PRGN A52A Sglom vSHE TP AR 9
%2 AT 413%(97.9%) % FARHo] ol g3kt
AR $4 PEe A7 44 EE AT Y Sa
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o2 71&3A sk 3esih
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g sigon Eaue oia 2o

1) tidapd dwr=el SAe] meobs il Wiz, wEis
2 ¥’-testZ o] &8FFTH

2) WA 2eda, AEH AR deokd & B
I} FFERA D t-testE M-I

3) dgAEe FAo HYgE F= 829AL Logistic
Regression Analysis& ©] 839t}
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7 A99 24 Fgad] A% FA
gdez dAsigenz d7o) As
ASA digsirlde o2 gel itk #
F 92 Fae daAt Fd=Z2ad
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oul7} gieh,

m oA+ Zof
1. Yubs SMof mE FolAey

F9 APAE 1249 (30%)0i9eH, <& dA F
date 22%(5.3%)0ldR, A FFAE 719
(17.2%) ol 7MAAALeIN HEL 2399
(57.9%), 4¥E AFEL 377%(91.3%)°lntt. Ay
o] gle FAEL 358%(86.7%)°I1U, 3219
(718.7%)°] 4 3% ulgty] LE5 AMLadch AY
FASL AAe] 16%(7.7%)2 FEA 6%(2.9%)

Fus

B} =9kenl(P=0.047), 33hdel FALol 139
(10.0%)22 1, 23hdRth =UH*=11.50, P=
0.003). Fwe HFo) W& Ao|7} gidew,

sle FAE F FA2) 28.2% =2 vl&F8AY]
0.6%32c}t Z=UrtHP=0.000). A 7139 ZA
7b 319 AS L8l 10.9%E F(5.0%)°v &
(2.7%)20} oy SARo2 {23 2ol Bo|x|
sttt Rrdo] s de AN (3.4%) R0 AR
U 2wsl gde J9(25.0%) 04 FH&o] A48 ¥%
©n(P=0.000), a4l 30% °}3N 5 16.9%
2 74 =doh(x®=11.50. P=0.003). &} 3o
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£ (5.0%)5% HYel ok B4el Fde
(7.3%)°] E}ort BAHA felge ek ED @

g &E0| 5T o B¥9) FA &R 23.1%%52H,
sekel miRkel Z9moh FIge] wA uERoH’=
17.92, P=0.000){Table 1>

of 5ol wE AEsjASl AME|FX|X|

2.81/54°19
A7t 3,220
Aol 2,844,
o 2,383 olgitt.
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{Table 1) Smoking status according to general characteristics (N=413)
- Smoker Nonsmoker 2
Characteristics 2% %) x* (p)
* Male 204 6( 2.9 198( 97.1)
Sex Female 209 16(7.7) 193( 92.3) (.047)
. 1st 139 100.7 138( 99.3)
Grade 2nd 144 8( 5.6) 136( 94.4) 11.50(.003)
3rd 130 13(10.0) 117( 90.0) :
Religion® Yes 230 14( 6.1) 216( 93.9) (51)
euglon No 183 8( 4.4) 175( 95.6) :
. Yes 71 20(28.2) 51( 71.8)
Drinking No 342 2( 0.6) 340( 99.4) (.000)
E . High 110 3(2.7) ) 107( 97.3)
tc"t“"m‘“ Middle 239 12( 5.0) 227( 95.0) 5.51(.06 )
staus Low 64 7(10.9) 57( 89.1)
N Both 377 13( 3.4) 364( 96.6)
Parents One or none 36 9(25.0) 27( 75.0) (.000)
1-9 120 5( 4.2) 115( 95.8)
10-19 120 - 120(100.0)
School record 90-29 108 6( 5.6) 102( 94.4) 24.42(.000)
30 or more 65 11(16.9) 54( 83.1)
Aspiration” Have 358 18( 5.0) 340( 95.0) (52)
P Have not 55 4(17.3) 51( 92.7) '
Pocket (30000 321 120 3.7 309( 96.3)
30000-50000 66 4(6.1) 62( 93.9) 17.92(.000)
money »50000 2% . 6(23.1) 20( 76.9)

* Fisher's exact test

Holdem, 74& AA7t 3.914 e 7V} k. IF AR 3.634", AEF AA 3.6179 £olAH. AA4E
A 3714, A 22 2.80He] &olArth AHHA 7 ANGEE T F AEA AA] BAHL 3.64%01%
AARFE] BHEL 3.78FclUen, &FAH AAZL tKTable 2.

3.948 207 /M8 E%m, FAA AA 3.914, FRA FH R g 2EY2FEE AWEE dn 2E

(Table 2) Stress and Social support score according to the smoking status

Smoker Nonsmoker Total

Variables MZSD M2SD MSD t(P)
Stress for school 3.57+0.69 3.1020.76 3.12+0.76 2.83(.005)
Stress for family 2.63+0.81 2.3720.85 2.38+0.85 1.39(.166)
Stress Stress for personal relations 2.68+0.60 2.56+0.77 2.57+0.76 0.69(.491)
Stress for self-esteem 3.03£0.79 2.82:0.82 2.84+0.82 1.14(.254)
Stress for environment 3.63+0.69 3.19+0.89 3.22+0.88 2.27(.024)
Total stress score 3.07+0.52 2.7920.64 2.81+0.64 1.96(.051)
Friend 3.8210.68 3.70£0.70 3.71x0.70 0.74(.457)
éource Family 3.13#0.84 3.9620.92 = 3.91:£0.94 -4.12(.000)
Teacher 2.28%0.98 2.8320.97 2.80+0.98 -2.57(.010)
Subtotal 3.0810.57 3.50+0.64 3.47+0.64 -3.03(.003)
Social Emotional support 4.20+0.74 3.90+0.86 3.91+£0.85 1.64(.101)
support Informational support 3.64+0.79 3.63+0.87 3.63+0.87 0.03(.973)
Type Self-esteem 3.7520.76 3.610.80 3.61£0.80 0.79(.428)
Material support 4.2620.76 3.92+0.80 3.94+0.80 1.92(.056)
Subtotal 3.98+0.69 3.77£0.72 3.780.72 1.34(.182)
Total social support score 3.56%0.48 3.64+0.64 3.64+0.59 -0.66(.508)
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Hadsye 97 3.574e8 uiEAA 3.108 8
£ 2EfAE FI92 2633, ¥EEA
2 374, Wl#A 2EIAE EAA 2.68%, WEFIA
Aol 2EHAE FAA 3.03H, HFIA
2.824, 74 2Ed2s F9z 3.634, vFdz
3.19802 BE HddX FAxe 2EHSHFI) =
sto} atm(x¥=2.83, P=0.005)% #AK*=2.27,
P=0.024) 2Ed 2N EAHA Fejido]l UA
sHoich =3 2B~ F gHE FAx(3.07H)7) H
FA2H2.7978) B} wko} freld Atole YIS
Fd g B AE A ARAYH A KB
2 FE3gt ApzRee AXY FA4(3.827) 7
B EAAH(3.700) By =uTh kS ARE ¥EAA
3.96d, &da 3.13(x*=-4.12, P=0.000), A} A
e vFEAA 283", FAA 2.28W o2 vEAA}
Egton BAHcz folsgth(x*=-2.57, P=0.010).
AxPdel HHL FAA3.50)7F FAAH3.08) BT}
Esken, BARcz folstgchx®=-3.03, P=0.003).
AAFEem FNE AR FAdA 4.203, HFEA
3.90d, FEA AAle 3.644, 3.637-, A= AA=
3.75%, 3.61%. BAANAE 4.26%, 3.92408 XE
AAAFEANN FAAE v EFAAET A delgey
AR g4 Ut AAFF g BHEe ¥
A7t 3.98%, BIFAATT 3.77-0i0 1, AALEH A=A
3L ¢ A8A AR FHHL FAA 3.56F, HE
A 364808 EAFCR Folgh 2o]s} gl

gidzle] Fol 4FS = 2908 EAMs] A
2x28 AEHS FI 0dds ratio® A&
(Table 3). 2A2H 3ALHL €A FIAAHE F5
Heg RrgzEgrel swAaE g FAITRE, &
FHF 2 2EH A 2 ABEAA 3 e AT
o} #AAo] QA d A A9 2E# A kA 49
o] AR 4714 4G AAFY S FEAFE £
Ak & HEEe 2x 28 FARHEHE AL 4
8 o|®3} dga. AHEE Odds ratio(OR)E 95% Al
HeFom BAsGH. F49 W8] -2 log likelihood
£ 74.67°1903, predicted correct= 95.2%°]31ct.
F99) chi-testol o1& A28 HARMNRHL x°=
87.19, p=0.000% ABALE 712start.

Fdd ] BAHeR foF 892 SF(OR=
67.62, p{0.01), ¥=29 YE/FF(OR=9.98, p<0.05),
EFARAA (OR=4.67, p{0.05)°l}.

V.= 9

FHUE Aoz §Ao L FE 42U WA
A%, §QEYO) Y AL 30%0l%T WA FD
£ 5.3%°1%0th. ol& 200245 ¥HIALEYIAe
A Sz FaSe $ULE 22400 BIY 2
Fug ge $3¢ Uehinh £ 2 AT o3y
F980) 7.7%2 AL 2.9%% vEd, A7 o

2

(Table 3) The result of Logistic regression model to explain smoking (N=22)
Independent variables Dependent Variables Smoking(0: no, 1. yes)
: OR 95% CI(1)
Parent(0: both, 1: one or none) 9.98" 1.86- 53.68
School record(0: 1-19, 1: more 20) 1.27 0.28- 5.73
Aspiration(0: have, 1. have not) 0.55 0.10- 3.15
Drinking(0: no, 1: yes) 67.62** 11.62- 393.43
Stress for school(0:less than 3.12, 1:3.13 or more) 2.00 0.49- 8.19
Stress for environment(0:less than 3.22, 1:3.23 or more) 2.27 0.60- 8.68
Friends’ support(0:3.81 or more 1:less than 3.80) 0.75 0.17- 3.33
Family support(0:4.01 or more 1:less than 4.00) 3.72 0.79- 17.48
Teacher support(0:2.81 or more 1:less than 2.80) 2.02 0.46- 8.82
Emotional support(0:4.01 or more 1:less than 4.00) 0.35 0.07- 1.72
" Informational support{0:3.68 or more 1:less than 3.67) 2.99 0.62- 14.46
Self-esteem(0:3.61 or more 1:less than 3.60) 2.45 0.38- 15.68
Material support(0:less than 4.00 or more 1:4.01)

*p(0.05 **p¢0.01
(1) 95% confidence intervals

_44_

4.67* 1.05- 20.76



3 o
= AR "o}
3 3.5%, o8
A 0.9%°]31(Korean Association of Smoking &
Health, 2002), IAge @i F8A Fdgol ##
7.9%, 2.7%2 238 £ ving 4 2 AFdAt
9] FdgTe AolE Btk v fElveelA] A

L

gl
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Y

AEALE Fasa Jout N FAE, 5 oy
FAgol 27H5m ok AHIE AR Ao 7
Ak,

Fadrlel FAE AE A A d2AARA, A
2 vgoz 4449 sheidel xx, BE g$= A
Adzia] AALEA Ede] FAHET ojx Folut
o2 G 7 dYste F717F 9ok & AR
BE¥ SFE = T F FIAA) 28.2%2 HeF
el FAE(0.6%)ET} EA vEgon, 36

+ F4E @ sheAL vEFA) vIE 688t ol
AAde F99 S5E B AETAVL side o2
d7dztel dAF}YHKim, 2002: Shim, 1998:

Kim et al.,1997).

Brdo] Q&P 7J9¢(3.4%) Hues FERLY 2R
7 e B5(25.0%) Fd&0] A A JEWn #A
PRy 2ot gle ¥ F97Ye4de 1007} E3ke
o, EFXA7} & AU AS FAsAEL bW =
ol 7k49] <kgo] ol B 4L 7AS & F %
Aok, EF FgFAdH0] ¥ T4 FIEe ° w3
o), Shim(1998)9] GTolA TmAggel] ERtEsAG
T gH o] WEFE FALol e K39 dAHA
BETE FIE&0] A JEd B 7Y

M

IZ}-. %%OI wE T
A3= Lee(2000), Choi(2000), Jung(1999)e] A3
el AAEAY. ole =0 BEFE JFET o

=

¥ £ JE 713t Bol FHd I
Agslo] Faded A H-dg =4
5 Axdle Ax FE9E Sl @
< o Yz,
Ard7le A% AANF, AEA, A2A Hsts
Sh= AIZ1ZA] ol Agste A NAM B ~Ed
#ZA ¥ch(Han, 1996). 2E# 29 A=} &
AZFAE BolgstA =W, Hid 2Ed 29
AL gsletn A2 E S o] A8 A
A7y F23 EJAYE A AT ZAEstm Uk
(Shin, 1998: Lee, 1997: Willis et al., 1990
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Dubow & Tisak, 1991). Ao e Fho el
upzt 7iEolu dildA, AAldl tie 2E# 2ol
ol7} gigioyt FAx HIFIAET guv FH84
o 2HEl 2EHAE v Bo| AAsd, SdudHgds
RGN 2EH2E 7P Bol AFstn o
Kim(2000)9] <7483 2 Hido] gddgelvt &uw
7 gdelM 2EFH 25 M BA AEIctn B
Lee(1997) % Shin(1998)2 AT+ ¥x8t.

o3 AFEA FadA duigle AHE 224
& 25, g4, 37, slelH, AlEAAE B A%
A8 B9t ¥AE Y 4 U Resnick et al.,
1997; Natvig et al., 1999, Lee, 1995: Whang,
1996)3 H33lyct 2 A3 Aor mapt 7pEe
AA B ARl tsl HEFIA FAAEG o E24
A3tz glet, Fdolv &F 5o dYE 3= AL
9] AL Ad2GA EHDo] FAHA 0|59 dFS
Zo] wton gt} M E FE BT wiHE

3 PA R L Ak
V. ZE 2 e

TE X499 & - A938m 427 1w A
4139 % Udem FEAYEC] ALdte 2Ed 2 2 A}
3A Az F9 P FHAAS detstm, FEHPE
o] FAHY FEgE F= 20E g A==
o} AlElAE ARG (1523 T AREE AARH(1TE3)
o2 FAE ABAHAR] =39 571dFe] 5383
FHY 2EALZHPETE ol83] A7k Bme) s
A% £330 £38 A2 SPSS 11.5 =21
A-g olg3ld AN EHeH, & A7 A= ¢
<3 2ot

1. didate] A =AY 3.478010 09, 7t
% 3914, AT 3.71%, AA4d 2.808 &It
AEA AR R BAHL 3.78%01ueH, EFAHA
A 3.94%, FAFAA 3.914, FRAAA 3.634,
AZEZAA 3.6149 £olfih ABAAA] FHHL
3.647°]Ax},

F98e & Aol 7.7%, 29%E Ao ¥
SETL(P=0.047), 38dol 10.0%2 1, 28hdnrc}
(0.7%. 5.6%)(x*=11.5. P=0.003) &keH, &
FE st Aol HlgF FAED EUTH28.2%,
0.6%)(P=0.000). H¥mU Bms}l g A%

HALe

[CR =259



(25%. 3.4%)(P=0.000) ¥z, F4=c] 30%

B9t Fg SFo| Sueld) A
16.9%% 23.1%2 %EIcHx*=24.42, P=0.000,
¥*=17.92, P=0.000).

. FAA) vEdA Bt gm(3.574, 3.108)% &
7(3.634. 3.194)9] W§ 227t fesiA ¥
AF(x2=2.83, P=0.005, x*=2.27, P=0.024).

Azl A4 AEAE AR S AAA A o3

Eeteuh(3.824, 3.704), vlEFARe] ASde 7}

#(3.134, 3.964)T @WAH2.28%, 2.83%)Z%E

o] AR} FelEA ERTHx®=-4.12, P=0.000, x
£=-2.57, P=0.010). AAHFIL H(4.20%,
3.90d). HB(3.64%, 3.63d), A=7H3.754,

3.613), 23(4.26d, 3.924) § RE dgA

FaA) vl gAREY shout folskA] ¥t
. QY999 dgsle 29 £5F(0OR=67.62,

p<0.01), ¥2o] Y&FF(OR=9.98, p(0.05), &

AAA(OR=4.67. p{0.05)°i%Ac}.

A7AT} Jsge] FAE Fvhe A2 d4FAE9
Z7t FM9 olg8] AAFA EAY A BoAFo],
oAzEstadr e FAotus Teay 9 Fay
o] AFES ¢ 4 ATk FAALE AT WRIeR
gtw 9 H2EF 20 AP dAT & de T
Zo] g mAre] Al lE A URE Y e
2271 gle g g AA AA g3jo] Fgsdith
w3 stmel AR F Aol AT AHFT LY A}
23 wgAwe] &5, Ed9 o)& 53 wHdE =3y
@] @9TA AFo] dF Fo AL Axrt gFE}

ol
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- Abstract -

Factors Affecting Middle School
Students’ Smoking Behavior*

Yang, Kyung-Hee** - Kim, Young-Hee*"”

ey

Lee, Jeong-Ran

This

relationship

to

stress

Purpose: study was performed
the

perceived by middle school students and social

identify between

support level and to investigate the factors
affecting middle
behavior. Method: The data was collected from

four hundred and thirteen students of one boys’

school students” smoking

middle school and one girls’ middle school. Data
using SPSS 11.5 Win

Program. Result: Smoking rate was higher in

were analyzed by

girls than boys. The factors affecting smoking
behavior were drinking (OR=67.62, PX0.01),
having one parent or no parents{(OR=9.98,
P¢0.05), and higher material support(OR=4.67,
P{0.05). Conclusion: This results showed that
smoking prevention program is needed for girls’
middle school

teachers should help students to cope with

students. To prevent smoking,
stress from schools and their environments with
careful guidance, and organized support for the
student with one parent or no parents should
also be established. Furthermore, guidance in
student’s relationships with peers is needed

regarding appropriate allowance, drinking, or

substance use.

Key words : Smoking, Social support, Stress,
Students
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