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2EeAe] A EA Ao

1. 7o Bey

Fadvle A QA7 FH38] A2se A7]E A}
34, =47 AL FL3tm Al &/ A S
9} oulg s oA Y S Fste FLT A7
olch, ¥y FHoRe AT AN 7Eo] Alstn
7Rl x$A Bedslele Agon A AP I}
TS B2F] ¢ Al7loltHJeong, 1999). o2 A
2o Aed 253 FAF 8oz di Had
o) APt dojd = S0 B dF AFM B
253 IH(Kim, 2002).

A2 $vele Aade A 7 53 e
Aeltt. 20029 $ejvet AAE(10~244D) 9 Atgd
$(3,8017) F Ae] 17.3%(6597)F AAIsH= A
oz eyt olg dFEE o] B%E o, 10~
14A417¢ 314, 15~19417F 2034, 20~24A47F 4257
o2 dold uwg F7IIATH Ministry of Culture
nd Tourism, 2003). Fade AaAres AL
NNEEo] FAA BHd didd FHd &eA
AS7A Aty BAld Jehd $x1Ech 43
Aoz FAFHJIeong. 1999; Jeong, Yim, &
Go, 2001). 53], H2 $elddt nsdy d%3
15~19419] A% kA7t 20018 1959, 20029

Y]

Hr 82 1L
to rlo lo

o
0p

of : Xiat, XjotESL, dH g

M

203", 20039 2659 (National Statistics Office,
2004)e.2 Z7lEle FAd glo] 47 i itk o]
9 Ze EAE AU Adwg A% 2Xe F
gadABE olRolzl= Aol vIFFFAATN Rom
n53mw A Foll= JFAHA o Aol Fasittn
2o w3 Ao 2 o =9 Al o3 AptEg
Za EAdA uRE ARRES: sjAsA Zstod zp
AL A sl 2t 8222 (Jang, 2004) A
AdeA g BEAle 2 Algle] Aldsivialz 4133
A dxsor Bk AFNE B AAPTL 3R] o]
FoARAN % PAT thge] AxATte) ofstd A
AL & F e 4P HMAEC] e Ao
Ha83 YHKim & Han, 1999).

Ay A7 Aol wet Fade AP TS
nxe 24ES B EH /ETE ¢ FRele #
A 5& Fiete 7 3 SA43 my-BAe d9dE
T stuwd 54 a1 ARd 54 2 A
Uz E4o] slgen, olzd BEAEL AN
FAAAY BAHA d¢g vXE e vehin
AtHBae, 1998: Ha, 2001: Jeong, 1999: Kim,
2002: Kim, 2002: Kim & Jeon, 2000: Yim,
1998 Winter, Myers, & Proud, 2002).

A AF AASE F o ANE AT EE, A
' oA ade] dxAade] uls] AAEAdel &
Aoz o4 Husz gloik(Bae, 1998: Ha, 2001:

fr
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Jeong, 1999: Kim, 2002: Yim, 1998)., Jeong,
Ann® Kim(2003)& #el7t itk st 4@l
et

gaAdEzs AAZ AEARG A =7t b
3 % Ba(Kang, Song, Cho, & Kang, 2004)7} S}
E wh, 9WIEA, A, A, ddFE AEA
o2 AAFFol BA vehdthe Eax Slol(Kim,
2002) d#&gel At
sad 54 F Aide] 980 4% VA
EAQe a3, A7, odXF, mAlge #A F
] den, #ggae]l BE4E ANYAS ¥ol 3t
t A2 BuFz Yrh(Bae. 1998: Kim, 2002). &
2Ae Aol Az e BAE EHoe] BAE Tl
glaslele Aol 2 Re= Husm 3lo(Lee,
2003), = FAe F2d9 AEAANe 4398 E
e Aoz oAAI

1AL HAadel ATl F¢E T $EE ¥
Z 71 8] =98 adolth(Jeong et al., 2001).
V&9 ABo] H&+E(Kim, 2002), F=Eefe] o=
7V 5855, 7P AEEFE ALFTol Wkn, F
2ot AQAHASE, APt FESEE 24 e
H(Yim, 1998), #=ste] gisizh 2 <ddvy & 15
g4 o] FEokn I TR AAPAdel Exo
(Kang et al., 2004).
2A733dE 54 F B9 AAEE0 L HA
EAL £ 2 A%, dEAE A, A4
A= dEzt gldch Aade Hadrlel Jeht
wd ExozAe on AF WA g, A7A
4 JIE8A 5o U g 2EHLE A=
Wo] ulgdld 2EFHAZ I8 QY EE AYL
Av 54 Aei7t 22 ¢ Atk (Lee. 2003).

AolEF] B AFRE E43] = 438 F
Atk i dFPReA Ee 2Ed2d daA
T HAE3A HAM3h=(Young, Rathge, Mullis, &
Mullis, 1990) ¥, RopEFito] We Had2 27
x8e] Artel gig) EFH o2 ZidstAY A4l ol
o] mgo] disl RFHez Aztsie Aol slen
(Kim, 2002), €7ld HIdstnz e Aol&Fge
AR 2] A d&<dA7t Bk (Lee, 2003).

£3 93 ehde Q7] ARE FAse 242 A
AA, AN, AFEH 39S dFATlE AdezA
(Lee, 2002) #5za &3] Ux F04E =7e 2

rr

[

2oe oW oo

AT A A7 AL

B2 dydc 93 hde] ¥ HadS Al e
el FA A e} Ao g 274, WA =319
B3l A v, eRlFte] XA #A F(Yoo,
2002) 233 Azt Aoz 9|9 15 W T
249 #@Mdg e T2 FNUAE JebdcH(Lee,
2002). wetd 9A g dAl Fandel WA deE
ddslo g AdeddTte BAAS s Be Ao
g gsicta B}

ool A AR ule} o] AAide] AAHEAA o
Fg e 2A2 i g dEden od el
EL g2 259 9oujd gEr= ot mebA
248 Fad 2 G Z2ay swd g8 72
A8E A3 ol 2JES AFYId nFE
Aol 2AdedAe Fx=E meste o AAE ERlE
Be Aol o et

oldl B A3 nEtle] A A& wFEdd A
A8A, AolEz7 2 94 Yo F=E dosig 1
BAE EAs 3 G ==y sigde] "ed 7
Z AZE AFsn @

2 avel 2R mEge) ARAYY) 9BE F

A BHES Tehtn Aol 99 By B

& BSTA Polw, FARY AL thest 2ok,

A, e A 59E sean,

A, el AIAYY, AotEFd ¥ 9H P

B sty

AA, el Al B4 me AuNgd J=g %
ohgeh,

YA, TR ARARYS Aeteda, 98 ehdel
A sttt

3. 802 He

1) AE84

AP ge AL sbeAol B2 AL oviste A
oZ(Cull & Gill, 1988), ¥ dFdA= Go, Kim#}
Lee(2000)7t 3 AadE digez Add A3
4 od&H=(Suicide Probability Scale)® Z3& A
2 Ao
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2) Aot&Fat

AolEFe ARle] EAldl did FHH AsEA
(Jeong, 2004), Y& oz o] HHo] g, F838}
o, 7KSle EAlgn 2 s 9ulske Ao 2(Yang,
2003), 2 d7lXE Coopersmith(1967)8] Aol&s
Z ZAAA(Self-Esteem Inventory)E Choi$t Jeon
(1993)°] 4% BE =72 233 F+E L)

3) 94 <orj3

FH hdold FAH R QoA FgS e A
9 A=A ARk FHE 29 EAde Ada
(A, Az} 7Ax), 2, o], @73z FACA 23}
g 4% I938d Al UlA Aol FAHoz A%
& delE @i (Burkhardt, 1989). £ dFdx&
Paloutzian® Ellison(1982)¢] 7123l3 Choi(1991)
o] WA PF <MIH=(Spiritual Well-Being
Scale)®2 FA 3 A4S ofuld)

O. A7 4y
1. dAToha

2 479 ddzs d73GgA6 2Ashe J&A
S8uet AdA nEdtad) A FA 1, 28d Y
RFEY 1,176% oAt

2. RzEEy

AR5 20049 9¥ 13YHH 20049 99 259
Mgen AL S4SdA Fri WeAE
Wstn AR F 4] Ak Jgel @ F Be
e

3. AT

HEAE ANA 54, S, 7Y, A% BA 54,
W e B4l B By LAY A3 A
ZolEZ7t, 944 g =72 FAEU.

Y dF AT e Go §(2000)°] = AW
< Wdez ML =3E ARREIH o] ERE F
31782z olFojzlon, Aol I¥A g} 1HNA
AR 2 4YANZ o R0l Likert 48 A=

H1

A7t 2255 g =4 d2do. B A3
Al =79 Cronbach’s a & 0.90°|%t}.

AotEZ 7L Coopersmith(1967)0] &) g
AolEF AAA N (Self-Esteem Inventory)E Choi
5(1993)0] % R =7E AME3IG. o] =3¢
% 328%o2 FAH0 gloH, Wy 2¥A ¥t 14
odjA] i 2t 5HAR R o|FolR Likert 58 A=

2 A7t BEFE AolEFY] Eoe AS 9vl@th
£ dFA =79 Cronbach’s a & 0.880]%it}.

44 9hd& Paloutzian® Ellison(1982)] 7%
%3 <Pd¥=(Spiritual Well-Being Scale)Z Choi
(19917t A3 Yoo(2002)7F 4 HAEZ 4 B
4 =72 S8 o] EFE F 208z 74
ol glow, A 1A YPob 1304 ‘gdE) a8y
AH7A R o] o)A Likert 44 HE2 A7 224
£ 93 o] & AL ouig) B Ao B
2] Cronbach’s a € 0.87°]%1t}.

4. MRy

3" A8E SPSS Windows 11.0 B4 =213
ol &3l Bt thdAle] EAJL Algrel win
TR, tAA A0 wre Aedgde &

&7, 94tde AABAE Pearson correlation
coefficient® EA31% ).

m. i Zo}
1. ChALRS] S

darte) B4e LA, gm, by, AgBE =4
% UFgH S4oz BRelel $AIIKTable 1.
WAl AW BEE A 46.7%, A& 53.3%0)
W, AEAY el 72.1%%ch. shd¥zE 28hdol
51.5%‘}1‘4 Fuwe Fu 41.7%, B 26.1%, 7150
16.2%, AFx 10.6%, 71Ek 5.5% |}
G Shane S4oz wa A7} grke Sl
86.6%°1A 1 A3 AT F= 59dA 9] 44.3%=2
A% wA e w9 @4 A9 A7ET) B
WalHe 51.6%7 Fthn 2RAT, @A o PATY
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{Table 1) General characteristics (N=1,176)

A A2z aetelx) A17E A1

(Table 1) General characteristics{(continued)

characteristic category n % characteristic category n %
General Characteristics Characteristics of family background of respondents
sex male 549 46.7 level of mother’s primary 58 49
female 627 53.3 education® middle 155 13.2
school academic high 848 1T72.1 high 666 56.7
technical high 328 27.9 diploma 46 39
grade first 570 48.5 above university 250 21.3
second 606 51.5 home atmospher  very hamonious 274 23.3
religion protestant 190 16.2 hamonious 490 41.7
' catholic 124 10.6 moderate 353 30.0
buddism 306 26.1 discord 59 5.0
others 65 5.5 communication very good 177 151
no religion 489 41.6 with father good 532 45.2
characteristics of the respondents’ school life not good 386 32.8
have the best yes 1016 86.6 not at all 81 6.9
friend* no 157 13.4 communication very good 451 384
No. close 0 11 1.0 with mother good 560 47.6
friend” 1-4 327 29.7 not good 133 11.3
5-9 487 443 not_at all 32 2.7
»9 275 25.0 Characteristics of health
current very good 545 46.7 smoking no 1041 88.5
relationship with good 601 51.6 sometimes 72 6.1
close friend not good 19 1.7 habitually 63 5.4
present friend have 193 164 alcohol no 564 48.0
(different sex)*  don’t have 630 53.6 sometimes 571 48.6
haven’t had 352 30.0 habitually 41 34
experience of yes 85 7.2 experience of - yes 74 6.3
school violence®* no 1089 92.8 counselling no 1102 93.7
teacher yes 711 60.5 treatment
respected” no 464 39.5 physical illness yes 174 14.8
grade” high 121 10.3 no 1002 85.2
moderate 733 624 Characteristics of internalized state
low 320 27.3 experience of yes 636 54.1
Characteristics of family background of respondents thinking about  no 540 45.9
financial high 91 77 suicide
condition* moderate 931 79.3 experience of yes 66 5.6°
low 153 13.0 attempting suicide no 1110 944
marriage status of marriage 1051 89.4 * except missing data
parents® divorce(living 74 6.2
separately) N
remarriage 2% 21 frie 53.6%7F slvkn SHlslon, gz e gt
other 25 21 AL gl A7t 92.8%% URES A sECt o
religion of protestant 145 12.3 A9 60.5%7% £743e mAY ddm S9eld T,
parents cathalic o e dRdAe 3 62.4%. 3 27.3%, ¥ 10.3% oz
others 37 3.2 IR
no religion 255 21.7 ddxle] P BE Egoz stgel AR E Fo
level of fat*her’s primary 45 38 g 253 gHlo] 79.3%= b Botm, Rue] AE
lucation” - middle o o8 Jele Agel 89.4%2 Jehith ¥ Fme ¥m
dip]oma 61 52 7]’ 516%§ 7]'7% %o -—O—B‘ , O]-t}-]X]Q! 6‘]‘@1‘19_‘ 1%01
above university 431 36.7
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45.5%, olmye] ¥ g nFo] 56.7%=2 71 &
A vebgoh. 7Hgel E9rle sgsitn $9 B¢
7t 41.7%2 7V Bsta, ohwz| e} disiyt g ¢
@3 B 45.2%%29 ojriysele syt Adctn
ST A= 47.6%%h

WdAtel ARV 5Pz FA RPN HEY &
gk’ 88.5%, &5 #¥e A & ok’ 48.0%% 0}
AEANEE e Y 5= AE ¢k 93.7%%
3, AAAge] A3 85.2%71 sldkn i)

gzl WA 4] BA F Aol dis] 4zs 2 7
Hol A& A+ 54.1%2 IANEdon, AL AE
& & Zde] = A€ 5.6%Ack

2. ojdxtel MAAEY, XOtESZ Y Y ohde
iz

A Az HABEHLS 2.0008, #FH 2}
718717 2.398 02 9HT F /b8 =4 Jehgted
A 2.08, Aoiz 1.60, 2K 1.46 <ot

Adzte] AolEFE FEE 3.09019, slyHlos
FAH AelEETLL 3.30. AEH Aol 3.28,
wollAe] Aol 3.2001900.H, 7HEAA e o}

=370 2.622 7P B},

dzte] 43 ohd ATE= 2.430|0, i9¥clez
AzA ohde] 27302 EwA ¢y 2.138v} &t
(Table 2).

3. Hi&Xtel SE4ol g AaAHMe I

1) ogztel Qa S4o) me AHEaggel Aol

(Table 2) Degree of suicidal risk, self
esteem, and spiritual well-being of
the respondents (N=1,176)

characteristic M(SD)

suicidal risk* 2.00(0.42)
negative self evaluation 2.39(0.54)
hopelessness 2.08(0.52)
antagonism 1.60(0.49)
suicidal thingking 1.46(0.57)
self esteem™* 3.09(0.43)
gerenal self esteem 3.30(0.59)
social self esteem 3.28(0.54)
self esteem at the school 3.20(0.72)
self esteemn at the family 2.62(0.53)
spiritual well-being* 2.43(0.48)
existential spiritual well-being 2.73(0.50)
religious spiritual well-being 2.13(0.67)

* Likert 4 grades scale ** Likert 5 grades scale

WAl Gud B4old BAHCE el Aolg
derd BEe SwAgs AYA nseel A
4L 65.2142% AEA nEsAY9 61.1048} &
o5 #ArH(t=-4.83, p=0.000){Table 3.

2) WdAe] Sudd 5o wE AP Aol

AL @RIt fle BF(67.80) e
735-(61.36) Bt} #kom(t=-5.17, p=0.000), g
AF £(F=8.30, p=0.000)° WAM= Fgt o]
7} slek. o33 @4 A JA7ET] BAE AFH
F A7 '$2 ¥9.(76.26), 'Fv1.(64.07)7F ¥ F
©(59.47) 8tk APl E=%km, FA @k
(76.26)7F "#t}.'(64.07) B} EItHF=22.99, p=
0.000). FzZFE BT Aol de 25(69.34)&

(Table 3) Degree of suicidal risk by general characteristics of the respondents (N=1,176)
characteristic category M(SD) tor F p
sex male 61.97(13.24) _

femnale 62.49(13.14) 0.66 0.506
school academic high 61.10(13.36) _

technical high 65.21(12.27) 4.83 0.000
grade first 62.80(12.78)

second 61.73(13.55) 1.38 0.166
religion protestant 59.97(13.33)

catholic 62.26(12.85)

buddism 62.60(13.50) 2.20 0.066

others 64.89(12.57)

no religion 62.59(13.04)
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(Table 4) Degree of suicidal risk by characteristics of the respondents’ school life (N=1,1786)
characteristic category M(SD) tor F p Scheffé
have the best friend yes 61.36(12.73) ~
no 67.80(14.76) 517 0.000

No. close friend ov 75.63(16.81) 0.23.®
1-4% 64.47(13.87)
5-9¢ 61.31(12.45) 8.30 0.000
)9Y 61.26(13.03)

current relationship very good” 59.47(12.176) 2.0

with close friend good® 64.07(12.81) 30.36 0.000 @
not good” 76.26(12.03)

present friend have 62.27(12.58) 0.53 0.586

(different sex) don’t have 61.91(13.15)
haven’t had 62.82(13.60)

experience of yes 69.34(14.49)

school violence no 61.71(12.92) 4.70 0.000

teacher respected yes 60.79(13.10) _
no 64.54(12.92) 4.82 0.000

grade high? 59.00(13.31) 0.
moderate® 60.88(12.86) 26.73 0.000
low? 66.67(12.84)

e AF6L7D)EG AEAEgel =dTHt=4.70,
p=0.000). &H3le A= Qe AH(64.54)7F e
B4(60.79) Bt 2AHEEAol E}TH(t=-4.82, p=
0.000). gxdAL 3F9(66.67) A$ 4(59.00),
Z(60.88) Bt} @Al EJITHF=26.73. p=
0.000)<Table 4.

3) HdAtel JA B B4o) w2 AP Ao
739 BAZEC 0E ALAEde AFdE A
%(61.45), 3H70.21)7F “3(56.96)Rck ¥d=m, 3}
(70.21)7F F(61.45) 8¢t #A JEltH(F=39.28,
p=0.000). Bxeo A& g ALAIAdL 78

(72.32) 9} oj& % HA(69.95)7F AE(61.40) B} &

AtHF=15.11.

p=0.000). ofx] &(F=3.19.

p=0.013)° mW& ALAIALL FAF A7t AU

®, ojely ol e
£(62.69)°]

AEAPE L FE(64.417 2

WZ]4(59.66) Btk EJ{THF=3.74,

p=0.005). ¥Eoe| thsio] wre AAARYE opiA

_q]

(71.60)0]
(65.83),

o,

7%, Z%'(60.06),

‘2 Hg(65.83), HF ¢

- AE(56.7HEG tn, A ¢

28 '(71.60)°] ZH(60.06) Hk =%k
e g(71.60)°] & ¢F(65.83) 2} =A

YebtHF=42.24, p=0.000). o=y 7§, ozl

71 29(62.96),

2 AE(71.19), M3 HH(73.37)

(Table 5) Degree of suicidal risk by family background of the respondents (N=1,176)
characteristic category M(SD) tor F p Scheffé
financial condition  high* 56.96(13.91) .80

moderate? 61.45(12.49) 39.28 0.000 €N
low? 70.21(13.79)
marriage status of  marriage” 61.44(12.95) .02
parents divorce(living separately)® 69.95(12.96)
remarriage” 62.92(12.35) 15.11 0.000
other? 72.32(13.74)
religion of parents*  protestant 59.47(13.15)
buddism 63.03(13.70)
catholic 62.18(13.20) 2.32 0.054
others 61.76(11.95)
no religion 63.56(11.89)
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(Table 5) Degree of suicidal risk by family background of the respondents(continued) (N=1,176)

characteristic category . M(SD) tor F P Scheffé
level of father’s primary 63.95(12.40)
education middle 65.15(11.80)
high 62.86(12.93) 3.19 0.013
diploma 60.13(11.50)
above university 60.94(13.95)
level of mother’s primary” 62.67(11.34) @.000
education middle? 64.47(11.75)
high? 62.69(13.42) 3.74 0.005
diptoma? 62.08(13.31)
above university” 59.66(13.48)
home atmosphere very harmonious” 56.03(12.11) 2.0.9
harmonious® 60.38(11.18) 0.
moderate” 67.28(12.95) 75.70 0.000 @03
discord? 76.49(13.74)
communication very good” 56.74(13.02) 2.0.00
with father good? 60.06(12.10) (ORON)]
notgood® 65.83(12.46) 42.24 0.000 0
not at all® 71.60(14.56)
communication very good” 57.14(12.37) 2.0.®0
with mother good? 62.96(12.19) B0.@Q
not good” 71.19(12.79) 50.14 0.000

not at all”

73.37(15.56)

o] W% FE(57.14) B} AHIAGA el wkm, 2 <4
(71.19), A3 <¢E(73.37)°] 2F(62.96) 2}t &
YeRtth(F=50.14, p=0.000)<Table 5).

4) didAtel AZBH S0 mE AP Aol

MRS A3 Fdd wE AENIEe vHE @
t}'(66.09), ‘F#Hoz I} '(67.80)7F HIH I
t}'(61.64) Bt} Etm(F=9.88, p=0.000), &5
7He @4.(63.75), w#H L2 t}(66.90)7F A
e}’ (60.38) et E}THF=12.12, p=0.000).
G EE g Ao wE AAFE L Ade] Ut

(67:58)7F ‘slth. (61.89) Btk ¥A elgm(t=3.04,
p=0.003), AAAF ogR= 3} ’(65.81)7F ‘Ut
(61.63) 5} #osA  ERTHE=3.69, p=0.000)
{Table 6). :

5) w3zt WAde o] wa AEANEL Ao

Aol disl] ABzhsl B Aol = AH(66.90)7t

' A(56.77)Bet AsEde] wxa(t=14.50,
p=0.000), A= AE A AHPel e AL
(74.56)7} fle 2--(61.51) 2} ¥}cH(t=6.23, p=
0.000){Table 7).

(Table 6) Degree of suicidal risk by the respondents’ health (N=1,176)
characteristic category tor F p Scheffé
smoking no® 61.64(12.94) . 2.0
sometimes® 66.09(14.25) 9.88 0.000
habitually® 67.80(14.12)

alcohol no® 60.38(11.94) .90
sometimes® 63.75(13.81) 1212 0.000

] habitually® 66.90(16.70)
experience of yes 67.58(15.72)

. 0.003

counselling treatment no 61.89(12.93) 3.04 00
physical illness yes 65.81(13.91)

no 61.63(12.96) 3.69 0.000
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(Table 7> Degree of sucidal risk by internalized state (N=1,176)
characteristic category M(SD) tor F p
experience of thinking yes 66.90(13.54)

about suicide no 56.77(10.37) 14.50 0.000
experience of yes 74.56(16.70)
attempting suicide no 61.51(12.58) 6.23 0.000

4. tdxte] tAAHY KjotESH, IHAF 9
A

WdAte] ARAPE L AotEFRH(r=-0.719, p=
0.000)., 94 M3 (r=-0.547. p=0.000)7} F2l% ¢
FBBAN A} & AEAGA 0] & J-—g}“ﬁ‘é-r
2 RolEFgdat 43 ke gt AeojEFge
2 d(r=0.532, p=0.000)F% fel3 & ’z}*&-‘&ﬁ]ﬂ'
UAK Table 8).

(Table 8) Correlation among the suicidal risk,
self esteem, and spiritual

well-being (N=1,176)
Variable suicidal risk self esteem
suicidal risk
self esteem -0.719*
spiritual well-being -0.547* 0.532*

* Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level

v. = 9

€ d7e 25 A 545 vk Ay
4, 1}0}& 4 R 94 Y B=E dds] a1 @
AE gAsted 2 ot Z2Y Awd "ed 7z
AEE AFdtnat A= nFtde 549& o
v g, sHY, A% #d, 3 RE dEE ol 24
st
B AFlA Al ois) Azs) 2 Aol e dii
e 54.1%E A JeEiked, A F 664
(5.6%)°] A= ¥l Uk SHAL. o= A
ade] AR 71 458 879 A=) B
AE Fekg Kim(2002) 8 @7olA dnbgade] 2
NEE 5.1%2 dehd A% A 2390, AN
Ade] sle A FE uf 2e veE Jeiged
A7 AGAE Bl e Atdel AANET AdAel
#3(Kim et al., 1999), AHH = ZFEL 7kl e
oA AR ARl fle PR A E sHsA ol

188t =thH(Lewinsohn, Rohde, & Seeley, 1994)
€ Busds neld o AR Ade| Jom $9
ddAEdAE AEHeln dHE HA2E 3 A=
o & AL v|dol WA|steof & Rolr}

B Ao thazlel staAdd wel AP Aol
I AelE B HAAY 3Gl ARAY
2EFEY H|Ete] AAAEGo] & AR JET
a2 Kim(2002)& 84, 3, 43 o8 g2
AdETS =Athe dnd 2ag sy % 2%
A SlolM QAEA aFEmel AHA nFdae &
e wEIH HolA ®ak ope} A BEA WHel
M= of$ o]AHe|B 2 (Jeong, 1999), B EAE 1
Bl 2GS AR Jid & UxEE 25
ARG TFRAGER FA% Zolg vEpd FA
HQ 89S Wele $& A7) o] FoiAol & Aot

A WE AAAEAHL AT Aol feld
Aozt gl ez Jepdou, do FuEeas o
de2 & Bae(1998), #A&EE udez 3 Yim
(1998), Jeon Lee(2000)9 d-elire o&tAgo] ¢
B2 Aoz Badgc v £ SelA foE 2
ol ohilot, oshyel A% Aggel degnc
EE Aog 2ol AgdrAAe) 418 Aeg o
12354

2 AFeA dARps de A 13 A7)
B2 Ao Aol Htm, 1 A7EF] #
AZd o FL AL AR a*é°l wen, ojgay
Frie A2AEE folF Aolrt gle Aoz U
Eldth dudlg dAe= 3 Lee(2003)9] @FdAE
A7 A d4e GAaAr do LB
AotEFe oA oldAFE fedd Aoirl Tt
I 3 B d7FIe} dXstn ok i Arle
Frslel AL dsln EHe o] & Al7lolH
et FFags Addn A&HY 7“1—?‘474]2 #

(2]

Adlee 4l 7"6}"1(K1m 2002), =zjote] A
ogA Hgshorkd wel Fide) 7k} ou)e) g5
Hg Zetn § Oﬂl'/HJeon et al., 2000). webxd &
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AolE Bl AE B m&E e TR A o
Z2aY g Al EY Jde 88 12¥ & US
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A EHS F3 Ao {FFo "M e Aol UK
9 3Rzt AR EAel w3t ol Kang §
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546 ¢ duye 233 9do] Hu o] Q7 7
=g 2Ed2rt AP dEe v ez 47
ot ooz gPEZHS ddsie AL Aade A
2 oie] ALelMxz Feste)et BzHEn

=3 SugdHo] ‘F, B ALt QA ALl wial
2 dAdel =A JERdth Em, Az, 919
Gt S tideg & Kim(2002)8 ATelr A4&e]
REFE e AMEFFE Az dn, @ -9
- n38AE dAdoR 3 Bae(1998)9 AFddAM=
gAgAe] 2e5s AAAZE Bol Bohm sel B
a7 Azng ANz ot YA FHste 7
FoB Am 42d w2 25y vigE e
Agko] 73 Sejviel mSdEAE AT BgE o, A
B9 @2 gAAA L2 A9 A&EHRS AT 2
€ oz ALAEALE Folv Ao Addnt

£ A7 AR 482 vIXe Y &
e 7459 AAGY, BRe AEARE, onlle Y,
718 E719t op|eke] g, ojwiysete] diEgich
aglm zelEZzre] 49 sdz F sPgelAel A
olEF7re]l 4 Btk ol Al AP
8208 ¥3izna & 2 d7AKim, 2002 Yim,
1998: Jeon et al., 2000: Jeong et al., 2003:
Ha, 2001)s} #ABIATH 718& HAadd e A3 2A
Aade AU, My &3 FFo] J]Ron, AHad
o] A3EE FAATR AHSYS BEFE VeE
3 (Yim, 1998). HAdL 7159 A3 eS
58 HA 42 APE FAA Y o Aol
2o 292 2A "ch(Jeon et al., 2000). wtA
2ol 4EE vAle Jog B B4 &%
oz mEEAY AAENE HFe x=Fo| B8
g, o] E4E T 7P A, BRe AEgH

9 ojojue] e i AR EHQ ko
% Ji]lel FE 8oltt. v &3 B E9719
Frote diske A ol & WA shedt
a”lojrt wekxt 7HEuA a@ AAS & A
d4S B ddRelAE F27F 8 Fedshe ohekd
A2 2R3 Ad & B AAYEEE 2E &
RE 7S AZH 5 At

2 d3o diidae &Y. 5, AEAE AE, A
A8 fFd ma} ARl felgh zels} ATt
ol SFARVt AAEFFY dAdadelzstm il
Jeong 5(2003)e] |79 AAAGe] PA2IE AR
QA she g<lelztn WA Ha(2001)9) d7d3ts}
frAME oot Addel FHF 5w B d7A
Aid vPPAZ BFHD gdon, ol zAMT
AFandel vAEA EAIPELE AAHEI U Choi,
2002). e FAdn 571 2EH A AN
oz ojgdtn & o FIAH IFE e 2Tl
a%x ke A vlE) AEHAI} L Aoz F=
g & . Aade ARl HE] ApglolA] FHeshe
HY JeiMel 2Ed 2~ diA H#o] yithk mEx] A4
ol s ditely] A% thdt WHHE Fo] @ 74
8424 Ahd 2EHS gAY R BARKES A
Fohe Ag ns B 5 Yok '

2 A7 Ao P8 AolEFY, 94 i
GAgaArt de Aoz Jveikon], AolEFas o
A e ¢ ARFAV de AR JERT. ol
AZ, 3E. FH ALE & o 2FJYE e @
Kim(2002)el dFelM Rol&Fzte]l H&FE 3
< =74 "Hde End, Fnsda 44d 4H
o e ALEE didez & Lee(2003)9] ATelA
AolEFahe ARz felgt atelrt ke Rie
B d3dntel dAsH= Aol Bolognini, Plancherel,
Bettschart$} Halfon(1996)9] el 23t Cooley
v AEFAE AAAA F23 Aol Jk Hajdl
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AFEE B AEZSAE A Ha £F& we Y
o] A9 glew W zlolEFAE 7 ddz ).
DFEAYAA SlefA Qulrt & ERle RE, ERT
oln} o]&9] Hrt= nFEFHAY AolEFY FAA 9
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AZE AT Alzd ZAMAToI, d7dide o
P3G LAk ARA nFEw 67wl AYA
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AGAE 5832 A17R A1s
- Abstract -

The Relationships among the
Suicidal Risk, Self-Esteem, and
Spiritual Well-being of High
School Students

Kim, Yeongah® - Kwon, Young Sook**
Park, Kyung Min**

Purpose: This study was carried out to
investigate the relationships among suicidal
risk, self-esteem, and spiritual well-being of
high school students, and to provide basic data
for developing suicide prevention programs.
Method: The subjects of this study were 1,176
high school students from six academic high
schools and two technical high schools in Daegu
City. Data were collected from the 13th to the
25th of September 2004. The research tools
were the Suicide Probability Scale developed by
Go., Kim and Lee (2000), the Self-Esteem
Inventory modified by Choi and Jeon (1993),
and the tool of Spiritual Well-Being modified by
Yoo (2002). Data were analyzed with SPSS
Windows 11.0. Result: Variables that showed
statistically significant difference in suicidal risk
were school type, whether to have the best
friends, the number of close friends, current
relationship with close friends, experience of
school violation, respect for the teacher, grades,
financial condition, parents marital status,
father’s education level, mother’s education
level, home atmosphefe, conversation with
father, conversation with mother, smoking.
drinking. experience of counseling for problems,
whether to have physical illnesses, experience of

thinking about suicide, experience of attempting

* Full time lecturer, Department of Emergency Medical
Technology. Pohang College

** Associate professor. College of Nursing, Keimyung
University
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suicide. Suicidal risk was in a significantly
negative correlation with self-esteem and
spiritual  well- being. Conclusion: The
researcher identified many different variables
that affect the suicidal risk of high school

students. Self-esteem and spiritual well-being

were found to be in a significant correlation
with suicidal risk. Therefore, the results of this
study can be used as basic data and information
for suicidal prevention programs.

Key words : Suicide, Self concept, Spirituality
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