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ZeAolA FUES 254 A% AES A3 - A2 54

>
gk

1. d7el Bey

EA7719) wen FoiEe] A% Bgez I
FOE 7RRIAE 20063 59 71E 3,900% B dA
T o) BFE o 72%°}8i(Ministry of Information
and Communication, 2006), o & Al AAxde] F
HEZ HFEL 84.1% c|&tHKorea National
Statistical Office, 2002). FAdo] E&AT
A7le FUEclge dAlE BAFTOE AREIEA
ANg B FoZd o=sd ey 53 Arid
7 ARolEEzto] e A4 A9 FUE ARl A
Al =S gosA e IR FL3r]
FUE A 33 9 2984 €ckChang, 2002;
Kim, 2003). 4A] Yang(2002)8 @dFA-s Aad
9] 32.4%7}, Kim(2004)9 dFode nETE
49.9%7t FATo| FEH AUt 22 A2 FF
o] #§ AF=F(Jeong & Kim, 2005: Lee & Lee,
2004) 0 W=A o}7A] ojFMle] FEelgtn 73T
g A dis] oy A7 wirt A7] W] FFof
& goldthe $53 AHgolEke 80l8 FAsINTH

AZAA FUHE A3 did d7e F-15HYe
2 Be Fad v, 3594 A, e de F
oz olg $7I9 AMgAle 54, &4 ol il

* 23 ASAAFTER R

Z* o & gt of o B

Bol B3 =HYeHChang, 2002: Choi, 2002:
Jeong & Kim. 2005. Kim, 2004: Pyun, 2003:
Yang, 2002), FAEY A8 F2 Al Fia
A7le] BYES o FUEY F53 AR HHE
sl A7 gl B Pade] Aoy AYd £
o g BEdog 54, BU 44 H A}, aeln
gadg -4 (Kang, 2005: Lee & Lee, 2004:
Lee, Lee, Baek, Kim, & Shin, 2002: Lee, Oh,
Cho. Hong. & Moon, 2001: Oh, 2005) %ol &<l
oy, FiEZe 257 AMgd g d7e o 2
71l glo] &l s, old 2 AFME F
g4 ez FAEe FEF Aol agH 434
o grisHes dFE HE7E A A - Al
A BEdoz st @t

Aadrle guddA BYAe B35 JHAYE,
gEze Bue 7ug a7 AEZE 23 #47 A
< 5 o8 7R A3 - A ez A O o=
Agdc AR 2EdAE AP dA=2 FHE
5 AL B H2dEc] AFF FulEe] AHeE7]
Z sl ‘2EHA H42E YA g BRTH(Yang,
2002). E3 FulEL Ain Fhe] FoiE A g1
AANER Zz oz ALgo] 753 viAe]7] Wi F
HES Z5H0E AMSSE FAEL ¥ F5 Fadd
vja] Ao sl A7) FAHE dm, BUdH 254 B
e =7 JebgtH(Chang, 2002: Yang, 2002). =

*+ 2utigtg o)met e et 2as(FAAA E-mail: sukheeahn@cnu.ac.kr).

sor R EUE e Fus
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g Fade) 1/30] 8& Al FiEo] glow e
7= (Parents’ Union on Net, 2006), °ol< &<t
o] Fadel EAYF AL FAHo g HeA F
Ty FAE S 0 IANE BN e Fo
g oulE zerh J1EATAM el dHY S5
e zole] AAE AN, FEd] wA JLPSL
AR YRS A Eslm, o Al FF
A 7aie, FAGFY g v Aol <
Byl 5= Aol A Yebt(Cho, 2001: Park,
2002), A8 FEZFLE B FPSL b2 FS5I
iyl g Saads BEol 4ol BolAHLee
& Lee, 2004: Young, 1996).

F2 109 @ B¢ FFE/ 25AQA AN A
2 Ze olE, oldd AR AVIEe dud, MY, A
ool =Y FAAEo| ddem Qe AHAN, 2 A
FE FUHEY FEF AR 94 BT FFIA Feol
Uelg Aoz F33m, 53 FEFER 28 JFF
Eo| A% ¢ Aty 29& Hiksle o] 83
7] W&ol (Jeong & Kim, 2005) <A1z Algdle]
PEEE3 BANY FouF A AR -4EH S
A F 334, 2EdA, dHHs B Bdo] FEAY9
FAE 352 AR F83 AFEA 4%E 7 3
A gastnA Pt olF B FEa A4S A
FUE 29| s AP L FAE FFo] 2t
t 24A 43 Jisle A7as T2y LS
9% 1z ARE E&3tax Pt

2. 472

2 a7 2he Fepsl FAEY 354 A A
e} AbE - QA 54 AEE siehsm, taRe 9
ARl e FAE 2534 A8 - AGH 549 Fol
2 vipstn, FAES F5H ALg Y=ol BE A -
DA 549 354, 2Ed2, Sds @ 2ol 7
ol wlmshr] gt

3. 80139

1) FHE 55

FUHE FES Aus ABe BB AFFHLE
of FUEY AEAA Apgoz A A FAYE
Qo] AgAlel ARFAoN} JlsFUe] BAH IYL

A GA2 3R A17TE 4%

aXNE AL 9ulde(Yang, 2002), £ dAF4AE
Yang (2002)°] /Mg FuE % I=z 2AHE 3
Frolct,

2) AH - Al B4
E dqMe FUE £59 F8 812 oA

Ae 384, 282, FHxE, ¢S YT

(1) 254 : 9gAZte| w1 P W AXE 2
&lA £l ol A3l i AFS B ASA F
ke A8 53 Zd(Barratt & Patton, 1983)
E ouidle, ¥ A7 Lee(1992)7F Mt
Barratt’s Impulsiveness Scale HE& Z33 3
Fojct,

(2) 282~ WH £ A g7t o] 2FE o
€ A9 Ag AdEc AvAce Bdo] WA
u ZgsA He Aol A, Bdel BA dH
(Lazarus & Folkman, 1984)% 9ujaln, & <
FolME Byun (1995)°] 43, Bag Aad 2
E3~ 897 AY HATE ALl 23 E Aol
ot

(3) BFHx : FFE 3 vmE A& e
B TEHeE vehte PFFN0EN IFE8S
Za4 - shexle] Ah, =Z2H YFHES
Do} (Kwon, 1985), ¥ dA7olA= Kwon(1985)
o] Awrsld EFI3 ShEl= AAAE ol 83 &
g Aot

(4) ¢ : 98 4% dldA Adste tad d3H
Aoz B3 A9 E EHF HA (Zung, 1971)
£ Zaln], & dFdAe Zung(1971)0] Mdsia
Wang(1978)°] Hd Ayl B3 Bt A=E A
g3} A3 Aol

0. o5 2y
1. A4
2 A7E PA FUAe FUE FEUU% 354
Agol e A8 - A2E B4E vas] 98 A

ZAd Folt

2. A7y
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B A3 PAYl &A% F8tw ez HER
299 el =3 739 FEY (stratified random
sampling) & o}-&3 ¥&3 1,268% F FAES A%
a1 & 7479olth ATFUY EEFHHES AHEA P
Ao 2% FFEFw 1232@HF) A FA
3y AAE zAGoz ARt 2IT AAE
gw 3A 4 7k U o, 8 ez A4S vw |,
2 Azt g T3 FEsdd. AF8
gwoic} ghad e A2 Uiy s ghd E2 34
T, & & duT 9GS FRoE FRY FE9
At ol2A & 367 g9 1,268We] FAol 1%
Apdgiden AAHUR, FUHE AEAREE ZARIY
FUHES AHERIT D 323 7479 F8ie] HF A
Fde] =T

3. AF=T

1) FUE 5

2 dAdAe Young(1996)9 <8Yl 35 iz
FE 2AZ Yang(2002)°] ALy FHE 55 =7 &
AHEEIATE Yang(2002)2 =8 FEFAYANA Fl
Z FEdd9 AW dig dFE AYPF F
Young(1996)2] AU F5 =78 3 - Rt F
Q& FEUEE uidd AT, °] =7 F 20
A Bae] 54 B4 ez FAH] Ut sEEI
dal wl$ agde 54, ‘FF% a3de 43, 2%y
£ 34, 7Hg a¥de 24, o34 gde 13e2
233 slich Ade F FL HA 20T 4
I 1008772 ¥HE 70, At 5248 FEIE
7t Ag AL on|gd. FHE AHEHE g /e
Yang(2002)°] ##% FHE F5 834 uet
51.00°14& FET, 28.00~51.00W%HE &,
28.000|9 H|FEZFo g BHsC: o =77t A&
" n5gel FoE $EITF(Yang, 2002)904 A1
T Cronbach’s a= 942 B3 H3w, £ AFdA
£ .9322 JEw.

2) %4

E AP A& Barratt's Impulsiveness Scale 0
(BIS-I)E Lee(1992)7F ¥ 354 ATE AHEs)
gt} o] Ay A TEH FAYAA d5& F
Atz g % 35719 oz FAHT, oie ohy

o'z 258 s Yot d'e 1d oho'E 0oz
AFEH, A5 e Had 0-WAMRE 1 35H7AA
A4t B2, A7l #E554E FEAC] w2 AL
oujgtt, o] =7¢] A EE Chang(2002)9 Q7
A Cronbach’s a= 850111, £ A7l 8603t

3) 2E#x

E d3oXde Byun(1995)7F £3 - Rebgt HAad
2E7 A 893 AP B AERANE 71202 AHS
g}, o] AEAE gm, 7FE, tAdRA, Aotdg 47
7l d9d] 2EH 2 F=E JHEE 11EF 4 F 4
23, 53 wAAE2 FAH0] g, B dxdie
FatgolA AFYA FE 1] BIH(109 3 oA
£35S AT 438z A7 & B3
da A dede 53, 'Bel wede 43, B%
Azg wede 33, 97 wede 24, HEH LA
Fette 14e2 AP Ay §& HL 43760
ARE FA3 215487 H9E Boln, 47t 55
2EYAE Go] B3 USE ou|i} o] =7 A
%¥ Park (2002)2] @79l* Cronbach’s a=.93°]
Qen, E dFdMe 950t

4) SEHx

FFEEE Kwon(1985)°] Mdd &Felx ZHARA
g g 23t dAke e d9er FAE
o] gled, 7 4L FoFFe| 1071 3, s WY
o] 1070 E3, A&dge] 10/ 3oz FFHeE
238 & 30719 23, 53 BA AEE o|FolA
t}. z B¢ dal ¢ a¥dE 54, dAZ a%d
¥ 44, '¥3oltte 3%, AR 23X e 23,
‘A 184 gbe 1deg Ay Ao ge F
4 30ddMEE An 15087 JA47t 2S5
FHHES F22 Auigth o] =T ALFA A
%% Cronbach’s a= .910|32d, 2 dAF4ME .89
o|Rct.

5) B¢t

Eehe Zung(1971)°] A28l Wang(1978)9 ¢
& ol =7el Az el S YF He A
A E<t HE(Self-rating Anxiety Scale: SAS)'E
ol g3t ©] EFE F 208%, 4% WHAHZ=ZE 74
o} glo} Wi$ a2 33, WA=Z a¥dE 23,
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AR 2FA Frhe 13, A 234 do'e 032
2 AP A I Ha 0WAMFH Hz 603
72 Mg Bolv] Agrt 2E5E Edo] 2 RAE
Agu)gt. & AFM o] =7 AA=E 862 U
1252

4. z2E YW

Age ABAWE B FHNAL, YRR SIS
20044 129 19%8 30971 @ 2ol9leh, Balm
Az A 3 AR Hol FATAATEE 9
A AFY A% FE G FAE oz
Agse # 479 243 eE 4gstn s
A28 FHUE Frhe $9¢ WA o% 4¥Y 5
A od B4 B3 gdadE Tt & A7e 2Hg
H9Ea BPEA MEY AEAY 4FE RedFa
At Bad ARA APPEE 4P dYMARe
FeANZE o8] FYTIA 978 AEANE WE
B Ayase dusdc B4 A Aot Qb
& B8 A7 o8 1% BE r|SAYL, A7
247 hEE e ARSI, P A7 B
o gelshe A4 TANY 4EAE AR ASY
AL 2ABAG. DEA AelE % 20839 Aol
285903, 34 ¥ FA 5adct. olF A7 7
#ug thigd 548 FEAE 25 . 2
Az} ojig 1,394% F 1,268%7% FgEo] H4ge
91%2 vehgeh o F FUE AgAE 7479
(58.9%)2% Ueht olEs] ARAZL A8 UF & ¥
gl AbEEIAT

B. RAIE2 EAYUY

A2E SPSS WIN 10.0 Z23HE o] &3l £4

At

1) @7idel duks B2 ulwel wing e BAslg)

2) 7Y FAE FEI A - 4dEE 5 Axe
71€%AE T, FUE 35 == Haw 7
o wel F5F AT, A& ¥ HEEFeR
TEIHAL.

3) 7] Udvtd EAd w2 FUE FEH A
8 -AEld 54 AEE P-test, t-test, 21X
one-way ANOVAZ A3}

A QA2 033 A AT A4%

4) FHE FEFH AHEE, &ET ¥ V55T &
34, 2Ed2, ggux 9 B did HAyL
AYBAIEN S T3 g wWE AE ¥4 Ao
& AR AAFHP 22 Scheffé testE A8
Act.

FOHES AHEstn e 249 odvt BA4S Ay
B Jdeiiol 43%, A3to] 57%8 AAeda, 53
o 18hdo] 30.8%, 23hde] 36.4%, 33hdel 32.8%
Aot gaAdAe ‘F31(165~308)7t 37.6%, ‘A
(65~15%)°] 31.6%Ax, /M2 AASTL 55.7%
B ez 35.9%c 'F2 d43tn ddm, &4
THZE AAV) 57.0%2 s o] otk FUE
AME7IH BE 16708(SD=11.96)& Jehgz, sy

(Table 1) General Characteristics of the

Subijects (N=747)
Characteristic ~ Category n %
Gender Male 321 43.0

Female 426 57.0
School year Freshmen 230 30.8
Junior 272 36.4
Senior 245 32.8
School grade High(1~5th) 198 26.5

Middle to high(6~15th) 236 31.6
Low to middle(16~30th) 281 37.6
Low(above than 30th) 32 43

Socioeconomic ~ Upper 45 6.0
status Middle to upper 416 55.7
Low to middle 268 35.9

Low 18 24

Sibling order First born 425 57.0
Second born 290 38.9

Above than third 31 4.1

Duration of <12 390 52.2
cellular phone 13~24 202 27.0
use(month)*  25~36 111 14.9
37~48 32 4.3

> 49 12 1.6

Time to use (2 390 52.2
cellular phone 2-~3.59 202 27.0
per day(hours) 4~5.59 111 14.9
26 4 5.9

+ Mean(8D)=16.14(11.96).
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& o]A(52.2%)& 1271€ o} m, 27%%= 1-2d 9]
el Aoz 2gdiget. dY FE ARRANE 241
ojgte] 52.2%2 7% BSkm, 2-4A17t 27.0%,
4-6A1E 14.9%2 JUebgtKTable 1).

2. FUHE = 4

Hob

FUE FEHSE A ¥ 37.268(SD=15.00)
oz Jein, AsEde FA 203HA Az 1003
MR AEs WA Jeigo. $53 g wet FETS
EFS A3 3534 AMZoe 117822 15.7%E &
A, EFde 4184 o2 56.0%, HFSEde
212402 28.3%= Jeldtt. Z e FHE 55
BFYTE AnEd F53 AMRTE 65.88%(SD=
11.92), o&3e 36.14W(SD=5.97)°|A2H, ¥lZF
EFL 23.687(SD=2.32)2 2 ZA}s|itKTable 2).

(Table 2) Category for Addicted Use of
Cellular Phone (N=747)

Classification Score n % MzSD

Addicted use > 51.00 117 15.7 65.88+11.92
Dependency 28.00~50.99 418 56.0 36.14+ 5.97
Non-addiction < 28.00 212 28.3 23.68t 2.32
Total 747 100.0 37.26+15.00

FEFd g AE BEXE AREYE $FEF Algd
M deale]l 14.6%, AAol 16.4%= Jebga,
&AM Jeao] 53.6%, Aol 571.1%= F
T 25 o3tyge] =7 #gtou 9@ du2 i
(66=3.23, p=.20). 53 A&-29 FUE A7
< A¥BEY 19 od AbgTo| 12.6%, 2971 AHS-
A 19.8%, 3d71E ALgARE 17.1%, 3 9A A%
F A= 20.5%2 el feld ARE BIdGe=
19.28, p=.004). 94¢ FUE A EXoMe= 9Y
AHE-AZEe] 2A12) U|R 38 9.3%7F 55 AME-T
£33, 2-4A1ZF vl A 13.7%71 4-621%%
0|9kl Lol 21.3%7}, 218l 6A1Z o]} AHEEhe
BASole 35.5%7F 54 ATl &3l /AT 4H
A€ YehitH(¢=80.36, p(.001). & FAE A47]
ol A4E, dY FUE AMEFo] BEFE FUEY
ZE3 AREAUY gt aeiy iRty gwAdd
A dde FET 2R 9340l g Ao YE
JoKTable 3).

3. Alg] - MalX EY4(534Y, 2EdA, S5EHT

ENR-2d))

dqodel A - AdEld BAL $F4. 2EdH,

(Table 3) Relationships Between Students’ Characteristics and Addiction Group (N=747)
Addicted user  Dependent user Non-addicted user
Characteristic Category (n=117) (n=418) (n=212) e p
n (%) n (%) n (%)
Gender Male 47 (14.6) 172 (53.6) 102 (31.8) 3.23
Female 70 (16.4) 246 (57.7) 110 (25.8)
Duration of <12 49 (12.9) 205 (52.6) 136 (34.9) 19.28 .004
cellular phone 13~24 40 (19.8) 119 (58.9) 43 (21.3)
use(months) 25~36 19 (17.1) 68 (61.3) 24 (21.6)
) 36 9 (20.5) 26 (59.1) 9 (20.5)
Time to use (2 33 (9.3 180 (50.6) 143 (40.2) 80.36 €.001
cellular phone 2~3.59, 26 (13.7) 122 (64.2) 42 (22.1)
per day(hours) 4~5.99 20 (21.3) 57 (60.6) 17 (18.1)
> 6 38 (35.5) 59 (55.1) 10 (9.3)
School grade High 58 (29.3) 109 (55.1) 31 (15.7) 5.23 .51
Middle to high 64 (27.1) 142 (60.2) 30 (12.7)
Low to middle 78 (27.8) 153 (54.4) 50 (17.8)
Low 12 (37.5) 14 (43.8) 6 (18.8)
Socioeconomic Upper 13 (28.9) 22 (48.9) 10 (22.2) 2.57 .86
status Middle to upper 123 (29.6) 230 (55.3) 63 (15.1)
Low to middle 71 (26.5) 156 (58.2) 41 (15.3)
Low 5 (217.8) 10 (55.6) 3 (16.7)
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A A3 28R A174 A4E

(Table 4) Comparison of Psychosocial Characteristics by Students’ Characteristics

(N=747)

Characteristic Category Imﬁzlssg)lty I\S/It(r ;Is)s) “;/In(x Slg)y Learn;;(gsgt)tltude
Gender Male 15.87(7.38) 118.47(37.40) 22.13(10.15) 88.01(17.86)
Female 15.27(7.01) 117.13(34.23) 21.88(10.89) 89.67(15.43)
t(p) 1.11(.27) .51(.61) .32(.75) ~1.36(.18)
Duration of <12 14.72(7.06) a 116.00(36.00) 20.80(10.24) 84.75(13.81)
cellular phone 13~24 15.81(7.11) 120.12(35.24) 21.52(11.59) 83.16(14.44)
use{months) 25~36 17.33(7.44) b 120.40(35.22) 21.53(10.23) 81.28(14.11)
) 36 16.84(7.02) 115.02(34.13) 23.68(10.92) 85.64(12.00)
F(p) 4.64(.003) 91(.44) 1.07(.24) 2.21(.53)
Time to use (2 14.95(7.32) a 112.92(35.76) a 22.10(10.99) 90.89(16.31)
cellular phone 2~3.59 15.15(6.32) 120.74(35.18) 21.93( 9.14) 88.02(15.54)
per day(hours) 4~5.99 15.67(7.62) 118.19(34.59) 19.94( 9.27) 86.58(17.71)
> 6 17.96(7.29) b 127.79(34.46) b 23.49(12.30) 86.27(17.28)
F(p) 5.12(.002) 5.57( .001) 1.92(.13) 3.45(.01)
Total score 15.53(7.17) 117.71(35.61) 88.96(16.53) 21.99(10.57)

a, b: Scheffé test.

gHs 2 Bete] 7HA 38 2AME] JEH BE
AxE Pk 384 Ase A33F4 353 W
#BFE 155388 Yehiith. 2E# 2 AFe 833
2153 sl HHE 117.71"I1A ol EIHAH 1-5
A Ee F 3WEEFD) F=E JehEn. duHE
Hée 4434 1508 B8 HF 88.9618< HiT
ol A 1-5% ¥4 F F(REFE)LE vE
woh Bore o 43H 60%ol el W 21.998 &
A AW 0-3% H9 F IH@HAE 234 ¥
o2 et

kel g, FUE AMEVIZE a2ln 99 FUE
Aol mE AL - A 549 Aolg HFF A
e we Al - e 542 g Aelrt R
FUHE AHE7IZ Wt 3848 =T #eAT Azt
ANIL(F=4.64, p=.003) AHFHAZEAH FHES 3d
A A1g3HE Sl 12719 o2 AHSE SHYERT
2%30] RS we Rz eyt 44 FuE
el W} 354 (F=5.12, p=.002), 2Ed2=

(F=5.57, p=.001), S&FHA=(F=3.45 p=.01)%
folg aolE BACh AFHFZAF 49 FHE AL
o] 2413 vl Fo| 6AIZE o4& ol ¥l& FEFA
3 22 FErt & ez UEhtKTable 4).

4. FUE SETo| mE Ats - Hald §4 dHl1

FAE 2520 we 2 d5e] olg ABE 23
Fdel gt $54(F=90.32, p{.001), 2EX(F=
23.27, p¢.001), S&FHAE(F=14.30. p(.001), &<
(F=36.25, p¢.001) ZE W57} frolg Aol7k &
A}

AFARA FAEY F5H ATl ETRG
2347 B<tol A Jeita &) HFETA ¥
dl B4 Edol EA veint. 2B diEA
£ 354 AeTH ERo] HFET vE 2EHS
7t g4 Jebdoh gz HFEes 4E&L0l
F=4 A8 vd FEErt F Ao eyt

(Table 5) Comparison of Psychosocial Characteristics According to Addiction Group toward

Cellular Phone (N=747)
Addicted user® Dependent user’ Non-addicted user® Scheffl

Characteristic Total (n=117) (n=418) (n=212) F chetie
M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) test

Impulsiveness 15.53( 7.17)  21.36( 7.40) 15.95( 6.25) 11.49( 6.25) 90.32 (.001 a)b)e
Stress 117.71(35.61) 128.99(37.63) 121.14(33.36) 104.70(35.22) 23.27 <001 a, bx
Learning attitude 88.96(16.53) 82.18(17.26) 89.24(16.26) 92.14(15.61) 14.30 <001 alb, ¢
Anxiety 21.99(10.57) 26.96(11.43) 22.86(10.45) 17.54( 8.50) 36.25 {001 a)b)e
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{Table 5).
v. 9

B d3e A2EEY] FUE FEY A4 A8
AP A= wgol AY gle E AN FUHES A
837 ARE 244E ez FoES] FEF AS
o} BASe] AlF - A2 EAd vl & A8
o ¥ FUEY FEL dwstn $EIYE Hae
E Zzofe Agshey 48§ 712 ARE AT
2 Azt

Zayel FUE £5 AAE Y F53 AT
& 15.7%=2 Uz, AEFL 56.0%% A AL,
HZEFL 28.3%% vieht o3 vgo] 71 &
Vet 253 AMEEe BEE 2, 33dAe] 13
A Bt 2uf7F EA Jelstn, 3 A wet AN
7izte] WolA4E FEFY ¥ FrhEn N
T3 AU FURE ALEAZe] AS5E FUE 53]
733 Aoz Jepd FUE AMSVIRE &AMl 3
Ed AP oz ARYS AAY + At

HZ FUE FEPEE 3T dFES I HE
EFE ARSIl AREA FAvine @AY,
S tide] FAE F5E AT (Kim, 2004)o04 2
28 FEE 50%°) vlE 2 S7AdAA Fge 3
E52 15.7%2 A A #rEA. 2 ol% F 3
Wt B A7 FoE ARSI BE 167890l
2, 3d olire de Ate & 6% B uFEe
e s 3w AERH FUE RS AR AL
2 290 geid Fge nEgd Hd FAE
=Z2A717} Fol 18] FEH T e Ao Az
oAt 2@} dhdo]| Eold4E FUEL AMR7I0l
ZAoiAe met AF2YPA FEPES AdaAAT FEE
Holx §lemz FUES ALdM AMgA sHe 2
sga AvldAe FOE FEIE0F O 438 F 3
22 JAstm Yol Fdm Aldd FUE FEAUE
A3 z27] FA49 "eAS At o

B g3 g F3e FAE FE354c HI
37.263 S RETYS e FYF FUE FE=
7z 238 FUE F5I+T T 40.88¥(Yang,
2002)9) vl ot FA YEGE B 2 Aol§ RolA|
grsitt. ol dEd] uel FUE FEFEUL AdiAe
Re] ol B A7ATs} go) R} FuES o

oh} FEHog AMgsherl utet FAE FEF=0t
Wzge a4d Bert Aok 2y FEH AHEE
A% HAHSF7E 65.88% 08 oFF 36.144, ¥lF®
F 23.68%¢) vlal 433 wA ved FAE F5F
AHeFe FEYEE u)$ A4S AR Sl o
df gme AAste Aad dEuAlst Baaike §8%
Ao Addy 9 AR ES g8 Angs ddeR
FAZE 35S Sl F53 AT E 28
33 |59 FUE FEL A AY 5Y Z=0
Pl Mg 2 AHgo] Pesit = gw AR &
Hgso zZEgEo] FUHES gulEA AHEIIES A
Tatn 253 Algd A3 AWEG FAE Aol F
NE FE5L dpisiodofl st

FEYAA FAE 553 ALE, d&EF ¢ ¥IFS
FZre] A3 - AEE 549 Aelg AWE AH, FF
A AHTo| AEZH HIFET HlE FTY, 2EY
2, B9 =) 3 gFHEE WA et AH -
Aleld EAo] RUE 25 Fx9 o] ARFE L F
Ak o] A FUE ) AR AdddA F2
254¢ 59 A¥gAT ZAI}(Chang, 2002 Kim,
2003: Yang, 2002)¢ $49% 4E€ Bt ¢ &
# FHES 5808 AMSshe BAYEC] AHE &7
& EAEA E3i9, o2 ArETe] A 4 o
zZd 02 BAE dAstee Aol A Aoz HY
g 5 YA BES GA FaEe F53 AT
A=A Jdepged, of 9A 71E 379 A3 Chang,
2002: Yang, 2002)% dAshs oz, AiddA
WA E o] 8§ FHo] A3 - 4Je)F 8o} viAE ¥4
A Jie fAR P BYS & F Ut old BA
AR} Agwibke S Ad hde fAEL ¥
# YT 2T EHE oplEske €UE A U
1 olg 23 F 3l M2 A BT 1F°) 87
dch.

o}ld FUNE o] 2Ed 29 AP xd viAe 4
o] g e 2EE HE U] o3y AHHY ¥
2T T 4 g Aotk 2By ¥ ZEH2E 7}
A A% FAE o 551, FEH AT B
AHHES Ukl 2 d7d%e delld] 58 3>
JSo] ~EH A HAE Y8 F50 wlde d7EH
9HLee et al., 2002) °lE°] BUNFE Rolx I
Aol dolArke AT (Lee et al., 2002)A7} st 4w
AR B F Ao g FANAd 4 FE5LS
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AZFAANA WA= A2EHAE 4sh] ¥ T
oz 853 Un AT FHAHA 4TS v
5 A § Ui uEbA gaw BAAYG o
< E8E AZNTDIAZAEL FUE AEE ARE
' FRUENA FHES 58 AET QAtasH A
F3el ZAAL A ¥ oplgt FFEATY BAE 2
AN gFHEE gol=le g7eHd FBAA A
BE AT 2ulE FOE ARSHE VI2RE B8
& gavl gtk 3 o859 2EHAE WF7] 98
FASA 2EYATY =2aYE Y8 FFYE
< A3 €97t JAL

EF oA At o)dE ARshe dETE F5F
ATl vlE FEA4, 2E#HS, Bete] Fxrt B g
FHErE @ uvmA Jehtou, ujEEFd vlEAe
EL HAFLE B3] Wi olso F53 AHTLR
AYE 7FsAol ¥2S AARL AT wek 2
ArAte AgRAlE 54 AT A gAd dETe
Fohle AE 35 7he4dy Ad 2 2] 239 A
AA guisle %ol & F ok AT FAEA
E 222 384E 028 F =S =951 dal
 SolA AYsle 2E 2E a9 B A28 9
Asle] FRY ¢ Y 1§ E AY S AFEA
o ol ZEA Aoz APz FeE FHIFHA
A A& 2ol & Rojct. e} ojn] FHH AHE
7oz AP AL 1 35 F4e] A3 0e #5E
A7 TIPS HEFo A ErE AL g
Hxe] ANE 7HE & Ug AR oA 5 o

83 A2 FUE $30] HZ AFEAR T
g1 AT AEHY A7 FXe AR o] ]
. Qe FEI #Pe FTH B AHUFEE
ot gaale el AN, e A3d FoA AR
2 A2E AP Je AT dZE o)Fn It o
A AQEUFE o AFdEe Aadd FUE 5
Al HA g2 ABZAE oplstn glemz FAE
ZE A9E 45 TIANE dert doka 4zdch
A2 B¢ digtne] FAGFE T 1R (Kwangwoon
University Student Counselling, 2006)°l< FHE
ZE A3 Y2EE e dFYSo] Al FUE
35 A=E #Hrlsld FAEY I 8-S AAE A
< Azsia gink o9 2 FRE FHRYAAR AL
g & JA gm FeolAld e FH/YE I
o] A TY2EE SHE 22T FUE SEHTL

r i ¥

A AL k2 ete A ALTA A48

Hrtsl BEE Azjsln, Rdaihg Admile FOE
5 d E FEHALG A FAZ usI G
< AZF & Utk E3F o] L EAE FAol S,
ALY Fedog £ Aol o o %7 Re) &Y
T @ 7183 FHE Az 2 Avx 4A 3 =9 e
AR o& #Ha¥ & v ¥H, Alzd FAE =44
o} 3}t

£ d7e 389 FUE ALY GUisA 44
27 & Fol FEA AT BEE /A A - A2lE
2 54E Avrgtony 2 7B AR S ded A,
FEe F53 Algo] #AF AFE o ZIVIDAEA
APAEC] FEFF =TE LG ol 3, B

P HAEE Wnakn YA o) £ 35 A}

48 AUz 49 F e dBdS ZE A sl
359 =HUA ] Ui §I= A7 ArlEg &
AFo) AHE-Z Yang(2002)9 =7 £EE 2T
A ZEdeiel TAHAQS A JdFE AIF F
Young(1996)¢] A€ FE =7E % - Lo F
AE F2UES zeisld AT Fxol7ld W& B
e ¢33 Roez Rt old FFAFANE A7
E7E AHEE FolEe 54 ARRAE s o}
¥ F de £79 gB3x I3 e, a1 =79
EZEI AFE Aoz B Ex), B d3e pAlY
234 AFE dBes TR EYS NYRA P
Al Ag 220 ZEAANA A EE F de HELSE Z
Foy, vzt A FA4e A2 dusiairid
e A7 gtk agps F3AFdME A9gER F
28 AZFe FRYL Aoz HEARE AxF dg
=

vi. 28 & A

B a3 e FAE £5 JuE el F
HE FE 43S v A -AEH B8 &, 55
A, 22, SFHE g Hete] =S BAEy] A
SRR EAUES o) &3t AN S 1,268%
AA ABAE Y A7 FHE & F FUE AER
7478& Ao 2 SAENE AAFAL.

ZHAe] FYPE 35 JEE FAdoz BFF A,
ZFER ST 15.7%. AEFTL 56.0%F AAHH
I, HFEEFL 28.3%E e FUE FEF=EE
FAE A7 4 FUE AR feld dag

- 559 -



< 2ok FUE ATzl 7 HYM 384 =
7b =t3, 99 FUE AMSFo] B oA FF4
3} 2EgA ATt A Aoz Jelgth FiE F5
el wel A13 - Al2lA 549 Aolg Hlmd st &
HES =02 AEdhe FYEL JdETH HFTH
2o vls} 254, 2Ed2 € B¢ A=t #A 4
ehtn, sFEEE ol$ uach gebd S84 Fdi
E Z50] gYE QAAYT dQie] FHHA 9FE
g3 A& Bl

2% AP E FUE FE& FF3] HE F 3
E O =759 g§es 3t aFEY, A5 F
4L ges HEAZE £8 "ert ok £
FUZ FERAES 2o 2 U9 & Y& FFUFE
23l GE FUF AR - AR AFES A5
A dFEol @ Aot} Fri2 FEtmd] A} YA
< ddez 7MY FUE 55 4% 2 a1 FEE
gt 49 3o W H48 F e FHE F
E o g #e Z2aydd Ay 2 Bn a3 8
s}
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- Abstract -

Middle School Students” Addicted
Use of Cellular Phone and their
Psychosocial Characteristics

Son, Hyun Kyung* - Ahn, Suk Hee**
Lee, Hae Jung***

Purpose: This study was conducted to describe
the state of middle school students’ addicted
use of a cellular phone and their psychosocial
characteristics and to examine differences in
psychosocial factors as impulsivity, stress,
anxiety and classroom attitudes according to the
level of addiction. Method: As the subjects of
this study, 747 middle school students who use
a cellular phone in B Metropolitan City were
selected through stratified random sampling,
and they were asked to answer a self-
administered study questionnaire. Data were
analyzed using frequency, descriptive statistics,
C-test, t-test, and one-way ANOVA. Results:
Among the respondents, 15.7% fell into the
addicted user group while 56.0% fell into the
dependent user group and 28.3% turned out to
be non-addicted users. The levels of impulsivity,

stress and anxiety were higher in the addicted

* Jaesong Girl’s Middle School, Pusan.
** Department of Nursing, College of Medicine,
Chungnam National University.
*** College of Nursing, Pusan National University.



user group than in the dependent user group
and the non-addicted user group. The addicted
user group also showed a very bad learning
attitude. Conclusion: Addiction to the use of a
cellular phone, which may have negative
influences on the users’ psychosocial characteristics,

needs to Dbe detected earlier, and preventive
education should be offered in order to prevent
such addiction.

Key words : Cellular phone, Addiction,
Impulsivity, Stress, Anxiety
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