=1 _i_g*.}_jéxl-**-ol %1_6_[***

ATsrIlel 7o Ajtleki 1kE ot ek, AS|NSEL 155} uALE g e

I. M = AuAet APEs AEHoE AT F e Dot
(Choi, 2004). 53] 4ArlellA By AHEE AEZ IF5
1. ool e wel B JPske WABF) HRAE FoF B
AL H3 In B AAEIE Bobke AFES Be
e AEE A EA ARElY] FET R sl e A7HE dlzamtoler HES M Azke Btk 53] 3
Hi FEHY Ao g HA ZHEAAE 2 AR AA, S AFLS 1ok g vizmdole] =EH1 et o] tiF
ZBA|, il Aksle] st wel JEkS whal glrh Ad7) uAe] W gl J= 713]e] Foje 1 oWl 39 A
t olEw 4olY FARA HRdA AHoE JEPu 0, 4 HEe A eha dgolAE A AlRle FEo]
AeolM 222 AAE AYA T ABAHQ] J8E e uel Alg|os BEAA 2 4 §%, A Peje] UzeA
gR1e2 o|g3ty] Sl FHlskE Al7leltt dgEe Y] 98-S v Moon, 1997). WA HZ iS4
£ oS AMaL A& Al7IelM, E9s st Ads % Seafrt AR e Jhedl SW s A 3
A = AHoz2y AFHoR Y& AlgedA A2 2 EjEek ol o= S E] A el i HIuE B3t
A He A7Ea Zelstan kYoo, 1992). 28U &% o] A73}e] 2o|E dolr Al sl o] Basith
2o Adrle AEdgol HA WA AP AE A =4 Aae] gk #8420 Hze I FrHa A=
& Zojhd wg AIV|E HBHE 7|7t ARHA HA 197009} 1930 tHE AXHEA A& 7 Rold
otk Aadrle 4F &7 BB AIQ B, AlEle & )=o) oA} ArdEe Anl APEL 19804 FHEELE
el A& FASER A T AleldM Z2TE o 1909t FuAE 4 lﬂgi% ozt F7KsIE e A
o7 Aok Hog ou] ' ApolE Eola A ¥ 3o FvF I
9] Jist FAE dEAES A HES A AslE 7 o] FH FElE Holn UkSusheela et al, 1999).
A WEtE HAex gtk g wEuAd Had & SVl 2o B¢ 3 FaelA 1939l 1990
710l &3te 7IReE AREVIE AU AAF R g A Q7R dER P ZAIAE Hi A7l ZOH]"] o
lojH thE of" AV|E AdE sEo] St AI7|Z o] FAE F 10% " S Hdu Aol e A
ZFAEJHGo, 2001). e AFEARE *awﬂwei Lee
< AAR o] B 3 AUt 1158 SR 19)= 2 dgAFT 202%08A 4745, oA
T 2 AR SUHRET F71F 1WA Bejdsta e st 123%)7F,  Jang(1999)9]  AFolME  230%(EAF  36.0%,
A A2 123%)7 Moon(1997)& & oish4 3056%, o
B 1Q92007d 38 1Y - AR 1 2007d 58 209 A et 810%7F AP0l e ALE Huski it
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ol A= i Agel we E3H 7 237 Wil EAE wRSG 358 27659 HEA FoM £
el 1 ApolE Ve T e AS ¥+ Atk E B HEA 58E AQsia 27177 AE A
FH ZAZLS A FF7 £3) & AU 89 of AMEEHA AF FFHL 20004 102 19¥H 10¥
2 Ao AREE AL Fre] =yt 2 o o] A 219717 FREAeH, AR FHE A7zl 8
o] 2 FAM Hil JE 48 1A0H R, 2R 1 AEAA £ A7 AXNE AT F Fsk= S o
F, #3502 = AAuFIF Sier 4 FOo= 3 o2 7 #AE alelste] FrIHoR HASSI
%*}EH E3E Aeidate] dol=gls o] slth whebA
HgAEe Aelsy Adsdl B3] oJEA Adsia YeA 3. o7
£ Yol= Havl ok
TS 2 ATE {48 ARE EH AR 2L 7ISAN DA H=
A4a g3, Fu B A jhe AL S AHA s A Bz =4E DeGaston, Weed$} Jensen(1996)°]
WE Ve R MY gt A3t FQ e o" 4 WISl Lee(1998)7F AHE Z& Hur(00D)7F 43
2/t *353%% =Rl #al gdoks ozt sl ol o 197 #3te] Fzste HEAE ARSI 4 H=e 319
& Hduass dasitia A7sgic Ao 84, PN EuskE, R 5 41 99
ueba & ?i—_ﬁ% =39 SEuFHrt A3 o A % 19 2oz AR SEHe Ut A uE
I SdE HIZY ASA F5 oiEE «l 3 Bzt A4 3 1A, Yo Bo] oF 27, ‘dAZ v} oF 33, A=
Toll # d A7vE FEd] o] 4B olglRol gl uheb YA 45, ‘Uhet ol AR 53, ‘ue} wljg- go] dA!
T3 AW 2AE S der 4 EHCQ} A dsE 64 T2 Hevt =555 Ad s MEELS g
ZARt] AR Aol g3 Aus 2] s $ k. Hur(200D9] A7elA =79 AlElx+  Cronbach's
g 712485 AF37] HEiIA Al=sAT alpha=90011oH, B AFelx=  Cronbach's alpha=
88 o]tk
2. o7 =5
2) A s
£ AT 54 T3 W 2% disE U= 4 &S Hur00D)7F AHEE =75 ARSI 4
A5 FE0] o= FRIAE Heolsla, uldale] E4d P& 7 W, 2 234, Y 3FH, VS FHL
w2} ez} FaF 2ol A=A BAE] Aol 23 T 43, AVIE FACE & ofF 53, ¢ W A
012 At & A7 FAHRJI £H2 v 2 A 63, ‘olg] W AT 7H SoE A AR
D tidAte] de=et Aass gelsict d BT BFE TN & § A4 HeE st &
2) ddAe] =gl A 2t AHAlE 43tk 1~2849] M Wi 3lom, 47t 5545 4 9
3) tdAte] B4 Auze] Apolg mhetgitt ol =& Jngth
II. 917 2y 4 R= 2
1. odLad THE AJE SPSSPC+ Win 120 Version ol&
sto] SAIAE ATk tidte] dnka E4% 4 BEet A
£ dTE S dW S s A Bzt A 9 P A4, NEE Wi, TFAR 59 VEEAE, g9
59 $F& sy 1 #AE FRIE] A Med 24} A B Az zole t-testS, AHE} AT 7+
A-oloh. FBFAE Pearson's correlation & ©]-&3FTh
2. oI CHat ! X2 7] gy
5. 917 MIEHY
£ A7 o F5 YA &A Ydighuel A F<l
H dSAE FoA 4 shdd A4S aelsiEa A B AT HoRZ A% AR Qlste xS
EF Atk F 30059 ApE B AR Aol ot A S dissted AV low, AT EAY $HY
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B oo SHAZE ATk A#Le 2146M9emH, AAEL AxRH70.1%)7F Hukgeo)id
& ANAAT. AE DssRAULRe] A1 Bt
m. o3 A1} 3, Fhddgs 28hd(284%),  18PA(255%),  38hd
(236%), 431d(225%)9 woleH, FuE gl AT
1. CHARRIO| olet EA (554%)7} J= 7B446%) Hoh Bty oldmA A
2 694%7F AN wAPAK339%) Al wAFT
B A7 4eby EAS <Table 1>3% #Zo] H (3B5%)ol2k e 3t
<Table 1> General characteristics of the subjects (N=271)
Characteristics Division n %
Agelyear) M = 2146 SD = 1.31
Sex Male 81 299
Female 190 70.1
Major Science of nursing 113 41.8
Electric computer/telecommunication 30 11.1
Management & information 30 11.1
International trade 2 103
Language departments 24 88
Machine & material 2 92
Architecture 11 41
Biological chemistry 10 36
Grade 1 69 255
2 77 284
3 64 236
4 61 225
Religion Yes 121 446
None 150 554
The other sex association None 83 306
Past 92 339
Currently % 3H5
Sexual experience None 237 875
Yes 4 125
* English linguistics 13(4.8%), Korean linguistics 7(2.6%), German linguistics 4(1.4%)
<Table 2> Family characteristics of the subjects (N=271)
Characteristics Division n %
Family number M = 373 SD = .76
<3 9% 36.2
4-5 167 61.6
>6 6 2.2
Father's education level Tlliteracy 1 4
Elementary school 27 10.0
Middle school 49 181
High school 136 50.1
>College 5 214
Occupation None 62 239
Office worker 61 215
Manufacturing worker 51 188
Self-management 60 22.1
Professional 37 137
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<Table 2> Family characteristics of the subjects(continued)

Characteristics Division n
Mother’s  education level Qlliteracy 2 T
Elementary school 32 11.8
Middle school 42 155
High school 167 61.7
>College 28 10.3
Occupation None 81 299
Office worker 36 133
Manufacturing worker 51 188
Self-management I6) 207
Professional 28 10.3
AFhALY] 7IEEAH L <Table 2>9 Zo] JF 7= <Table 4> Sexual behavior of the subjects
s 373Welw, 4ol H0%E s wskth ohwxe) (N=271)
FSAEE TEE01%)0] P ggtm, Ade Rz Sexual behavior* n %
@39200] b3 makth  olmue] weAEE  wE Sexual behaY1or M=5.24 SD=1.02
Handgrip 178 65.7
(61.7%)°] 718 B3k, A FH(299%) AU #49 Embrace 159 587
A(277%)°] Bkt Kiss 138 509
Breast endearment 42 155
Several having sex 22 81
2. CHAR}S| o Ei= Genitals endearment 21 77
Only once having sex 12 44
odatel 4 El=e HiEse 2538 6%)olt # overlapping an answer
S$egey  BEse  CAAZE, A6,
840246), FEIA(202) 999 woz  JEhdt 4, A EHEQ} A BHE 710 AFRIRIA|
<Table 3>
2 A7l 4 B5H 4 UE e ARAE RAP
<Table 3> Sexual attitude of the subjects A= <Table 5>9 2tk A4 F53 4 Bz #A= #
(N=271) o4 AFAWAE HYom(r= 313, p= 00. A& EH=
Division M SD  Range ZoI4 H847 4 A 1kel BH FRWATL AV £l
Sexual attitude 253 1.03 1-6 sedr= 342 p= 000, 4 HE7} HeHUzE 4 3
Future intension 2.76 1.21 1-6 ' ' N
o ol sl A B > }
The age pressure 2.66 1.24 1-6 5% Wol sk Z0% et Jefut REsbxsh ot
Admissibility 246 1.24 1-6 o 4 dF Y WA= FAZHCE FosA &A=
Parents value 2.02 1.28 1-6 042, p= 49).
3, CHAMRIO| A BH= <Table 5> Correlation of sexual attitude
and sexual behavior (N=271)
4 ARAES Wz AR 4 A% FRATE Sexual behavior
o . Sexual attitude 313
524089148-74)01ftk. 7129 Aol Ue L 1R
‘ﬂ j “’D} d_““? Ajﬂ 4 ;' ! o z_i i m Admissibility 342
4(50.9%), @ s Wl A#A Aol e TS 124 Future intension 963+
(44%), <81 WHel A A Aol Y& L 24 The age pressure 323+
Parents value 042

(8.1%) 0] th<Table 4>.
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5. CHARXIS| Bl SM M BT Pl e vld Aolgke e sl Ses Helxn
»l?i‘ﬂr e 2895 Yl Slo] 2ES A &
e wWE A HE e deG290] A3y < RN HBAE Zte AE S8k Aol dig 299
(220) Bk =9k 1 Zorh BAHCE f9 §%leH HEAETG ITFEY A o oA diF S84
(t=8942, p= .000, Eart A= IAFH U= FH A H E52 & 7 30
T F Y e Zolt Slold Favh glokal diEdt B a7l A7dde et da 524@01% A A
s 4 "B F5FCe)7E Tt v oiEd $A FE HAzoAM 17 E70, 31We Y, e AVIE
€9 A22) Bo =4 Ueh SAHSE {3 xjol FTAHCE g o, 61 g we] AEAS E‘r~ As Al
£ BAtHt=-3291, p= .002). TS 4 BE H7 A o ke B A ez Ris) A 3Ee 24 A
He H4E By 47430l ok tigd e A g= 2 Fr gle AAE Bola itk A e T 7129 A4
HEGBe07E Aol vk diw 3 e H4QRINE go| U= TS 509%, & T W] @A Aol sie
o %3}1 oake] E=S BAFCE fro)shtht=-6.8%, S-S 44%, o8 W] A Aol e e 81%
p= 000 wetA A BzE E3o] oSHET, Tt 2 yeisith ole =9 oigts tide® 3 Chang
Sl 401 A TR, 23 AEP0] e Tl flE T (19%)8] AolA 7129t EEE TIT%E B 33,
B} iz QS B oF Ao Table 6>. Kang®} Son(1998)2] AFto|M= o)uAl Al Ash= 9]
Aol WA AHAxw 7% 318%, &3] 219%e] ¢o=
V. = [e] UERoH, Hwang(2002)8] AtellA g5 7Ee 2
G ofFREE A Bsoleta SR Aol HA 611%E
B Aqadelld duiA digtge A HEe 53 W 7P wskeH, I tfeR {uEeld JlE 280
o B 253302 Bk LA "Ee FHs vEhx, 199%, &AL 158%, &{AG 27 Ee oAETIt
BAHE TR HABAE AP AE THeE A W 28%9 o8 Yt Itk ole T 25 HiEy
B aApdnie 3 5U¥eEAN AUE FAoE 3 d 3 g=e] WS tdes § Avdset Hud o 2
FERY 3 Wl 4EAE dY FE6H) Al A 9 2olE Ho|x] ¢l YT
TS BAAE AoE yuyth A HEY sHrddMe v oAl it A AR 128%% H2Y T
WAEF276),  EAREQE6),  HEAH0246), FEIHA iﬂr%‘" oz 3 AFAT A5E 2] oY H]“’L
Q02Y £o2 Y, tigRsel &4 Al s of F e Tl AFsia e S3A VISHIRE
A B HEE 7 S & 5 Ak WFeZ g AFelA 60% o] tdAEe] 6 A3
J2iy AT Rzt BRI ok Zfelrt §) = @ A= & w(Huang & Uba, 2005) &3+ 71l
o] S A BErt FREY Aol thet 7 EH 2R & Aols At A B AT Fog o]
ALAQ Aer yeha Ak ol A B 7YYy AA ARl dolw &FsA SHEA FUS FE AT
FollA FRIEAE 7P SoH2.02) thdRte] Azl Apale] S AAReaL Qe de dERES oo ® 3 Lee(1994)
FRE A7t A& WA £ A AE sk o AfelME 31.2%7F AAFe] ok &L, Yeon
JE AoZ Yela gk A B F meAE ggo] 7t (19972 sty 23439& tdo®E  ZARE  ATelA
& S JFE Holx JuH ole & ABAT A 219%7  HBAE AP Aew  HdGia,  Ahn,
<Table 6> Sexual attitude according to general characteristics of the subjects (N=271)
Characteristics Division M SD t D
Sex Male 329 93 8942 000
Female 2.20 89
Religion Yes 2.26 93 -3291 002+
None 2.68 1.05
Sexual experience Yes 3.60 NG -6.859 000
None 2.37 9B
x p<0b
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Chung#  Lee(1997)=  oidhe]  19%,  Go(200)=
216%(A  468%, A 145%),  Hwang(2002)2
50.3%(gAF 612%, A 388%), Lee, Kim¥Z Lee

A

Qo) tstie] 3%t A7AFel YE AeE Husm

otk olst o] GRS thoz @ AT AnSE st

F—g A AR 19%~503%¢] theke HIE 3kl
1 W v, B ATATE P A ATARE

Fo] WA Yepta ek

T AR RS

%ﬁﬂ A FJLE
Aog Rysky glow fighe]
AT (Park, 200294 EH A 5 4
71 Bol FeEE ALZ Yeisth ARE4lelste] o]&9
o3ha & sfele] EHF ts] A He ez wel
o] AP ey PEL
oA AL 4 B=g 7H

S Jugtial & 4

T AA'ﬁ‘E‘ = T

wefetE s dds 1] A
Tl 4 El=rt tigAte]
W S Eﬂ’bﬂi
4 &3] A5A dAES d
o7 veht 2 AFZEFe A9

9;1.0_1/}(Page, Hammermeister, & Scanian, 2000),
YA ES] 4 A5 d3Fs F= 8A5S A Yoon
(19%)¢] AFelMe EHHT] A BF fFold TS
FA FUtk ®Buaka Qiok §HAd] AR ET A}
NS oz & AFdMe &

=
0=

é

{0

dtar Qb

@l

rlr

SEAEY X AWAE 33
A g A7 A HES A BFe] FAIEY A AE

A #HEEo] glevt sk AL dHHoIAE dout
o7t EFE TY JFEe] Folte ZoE UEwTL
33t Herold & Goodwin, 1981).

B AgaA RR7EX S tidAte] A4 dE ke dud
T BAHCE FosA ¥ FHEE AFAE RAFL 9l
th FR9 A Hrrt BRFHYFE(ERA0] HEFE) U
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(Small & Luster, 1994).
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- Abstract -
Key concept : University student, Sexual attitude,
Sexual behavior
Sexual Attitude and Sexual
Behavior of the Chinese-Korean
University Students
Park, Soon Bok* - Cho, Kyoul-Jasx
Lee, Myung—Heexxx*

Purpose: This study was conducted to explore
sexual attitude, sexual behavior and the related
factors in chinese-Korean university students.
Method: A self-administered  questionnaire ~ with
cross—sectional design was used. Participants were
271 Chinese undergraduate students in one
university in  Jilin, China. Correlation  coefficiency

and t-test were used to find the relationships and
to compare sexual attitude and sexual behavior and
Result: Although sexual attitude of

participants was moderate, they were more likely to

related factors.

be engaged in sexual behavior. The  strong
relationship ~ between  sexual attitude and  sexual
behavior ~— suggested that those who have a

permissive sexual attitude were more likely to have

engaged in sexual behavior. The participants who

responded that their parents have a less permissive
attitude about sexual activity were less likely to be

engaged in sexual behavior. There were significant

relationships  between sexual behavior and  other

* Associate Professor, College of Nursing and Health

Sciences, Yanbian University of Science & Technology,
Yanbian, China

#x Professor, College of Nursing Science, Kyung Hee
University

##x Doctoral ~ Student, Graduate  School, Kyung  Hee
University



of sexual

Students

variables, such as dating, experience

activity, smoking and grades. Conclusion:
who have a higher score of sexual attitude and had
an experience of sexual activity were more likely to

be at higher risk of being sexually

,65,
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