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Predictors of Condom Use Intentions according to Experience of
Sexual Intercourse in Male College Students

Lee, Hae-kyung

'Professor, Department of Nursing, Kangwon National University

Purpose: To promote condom use for young men, there is necessary to meet their varying needs for condom. The
purpose of this study was to examine what predicts condom use intention according to experience of sexual
intercourse among Korean male college students. The conceptual framework for the study was the theory of planned
behavior and the health belief model. Methods: A cross-sectional descriptive design was used with self-report
questionnaires, which were completed by 399 subjects. Logistic regression analysis was done to examine predictors
of condom use intentions according to experience of sexual intercourse. Results: The susceptibility to sexual
transmitted diseases/ Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome (STDs/AIDS) and pregnancy and benefits from
condom use were significant predictors of condom use intentions in the non-experienced group. The significant
predictors of condom use intention for the experienced group were barriers to condom use and condom use
self-efficacy. Conclusion: These findings suggest that sex education program should be developed to overcome
barriers to condom use, enhance condom use self-efficacy, and maximize the benefits from condom use as well as
increase the perceived susceptibility to STDs/AIDS and pregnancy. To enhance condom use self- efficacy, practicing
and increasing ability in interactive negotiation to use condom should be included.
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N E 5] Q% olut 44 2 olld 2lol A o] A Kol 3 Fh
el thE A2 Agoleh, YAIAEe] Aol Ho]
1. @70 ey ol mAt A2 g A st e 8 AE el
7] ol nh A g 4 BES o AT AL 2ol @

o AFIAFH Dot 1447 Ae] AR o

20059 HEE v E o4
Ao F AFAATHATF] 42%0]™ (Ministry of Health st o] A A2 et Yt dell vl o x5
& Welfare [MOHW], 2009), 2006 128 @7}2] HaLd of|o] 7¥ahe Ao 2 Yehd, A=tishAl 1,0098S tide = =
Z 7FAA}E4,58078 5 98.6%07F A 5ol olete] FA(Korea  AFgE Aol A F8HAY ] 75.9%, oI8HAY 2] 30.7%7} /3 7
Centers for Disease Control & Prevention, 2007)® AL.2 o] e}l 3 At} (Chae & Jung, 2004), A A AE dAHLS
Ueht g3 A8 E ARA EAe 22 SUbskL oyt FEAS 11417, o3 1641 7-E] Al#Fste] 20~214]

F20: o, 1Y, FAY, Boig, *IgEsE

Address reprint requests to: Lee, Hae-kyung, Department of Nursing, Kangwon National University, 192-1 Whewja-dong, Chunchon 200-701,
Korea, Tel: 82-33-250-8881, Fax: 82-33-242-8840, E-mail: leehk@kangwon.ac kr

i

/ 13RS E A 20109 5€Y 209, 22 A4S R 20100 6 3/ AAIEAR Y 2010%

L

64 3d

e

Fad: 20101 39 39

194 Korean of Journal Women Health Nursing



o ¥ A% 920 wat =

of] A o] o]2r}al 3} 3L(Sohn & Chun, 2005), A A4 &
A Al LS 3 7= 24, 9%=
FHHA g2 A A A BAE

P BF ok 4 53
sh= 2o 2 yEhsdth 4
A Be o e v s deht FE o] giREe ¢
o AR HaAE A Fohe Ao E Yehd ‘wr=
TES ARSI E TS ) 44.7%7F FES ARESkaL
Ao, kA ek Al AEEL AT A 22%,

SHg ol A 18.4%0]w o8tAl o] Q] S HE-S 21.9% (Sohn
& Chun, 2005), A= 94l T2 E-2 29.8 (1,000F 317)
2A A==, 21.1; 7iuT, 14.9; 92, 13 HEH =

Al YERTHMOHW, 2009),

rz

TE2 WAool AptA o 2 o uf 7lsete o] =2E
E5hsE AW A A 5 e F g T el g
FAAE e s FEAREC digh 252 s Fasitt
o] FA ZTEARE-S] FAQ FAS Yo E FEANS A
82318 Fetstar, gotd W4E 2AR EFus 8% S
A e A7t FA7L A s] sttt

ZEASS 7P A EeH S e 254
°] % (intention)7} A=A Yepdt}, 53] Bt S
O 2 g Ao FFARE =T FEARSS 7P Y

3l dl=g¢lom BuEa dti(ung, 2004; Kang, 2001;
Swenson, 2007).

TEAE A EE A7) flste] AR H o2 o 2=
3 P Qo] &(Theory of Planned Behavior [TPB]; Ajzen,
19913 A7AId o] e, Al H g efo]2o = <l
7] & F97F dofus A S Izto] 2 9] o] Ao
gk J7rCDe 2 A3t doid SE(7) S| Zgel
ofa dojdtiar sttt S ol 915 oA 2 o, 1
P olel FHH 7felA Q) Bl = (attitudes toward behavior)
Wk ofel zpalel A 88k Aol 1 3 9]dll stk
7HAAL Qe = (FHA ) ol th gk T4 el whet
Fooert A Hm A o= T 9o wrt f’iﬂ-ﬂé 4
Agietar shoieh. o vt A Aol A o] i
o] YF=2 Al el FA stoll YA Forg 7H°]
Al e =of A g Rt of et 2|7 H = 9] FAI
(perceived behavioral control) = 3 $] 2 A of] wlj-¢- F Q3
84 Awstal itk AgH P oo &2 Azt el

o] A5 e AAAA S sl o|Rolung 2=
7o 293 AALS o] A o202 dHRE H}
& vk 33 cH(Hur, Han, & Kim, 2004),

A8 ol 2ollx] B 2f ol thek B == WA= ol o

¢ —;vga SR 7R s, b i
= AL 34 B2 Qo)A S
/\]—:Q] 2 ¢} Ej(soc1al pressure)ol] tgk | Z+-E oJn|git)
7t YA SA= Y95 Fsh= oA Azhd gl A
(feasibility)& &]n|alc}
s 9] Bl o}lg} 17k e] AL E FH 9 A2
Hahe A73AE 2l (Becker, 1974)2 ¢171¢] 8 $]7} 7191
o] 1 W gjoll thakel AZsh= 71t A9 S DAY A5
2ol o5t A7kl el gleka 4kl ke welzA )
olo] A|z}ol wfet B WS T AR B 54 2L A
UAZF A dttar F7T, o] BHoM = AlgrEol
7ol o) 7] Ao} =) F8 oW 3L Aol oA
Q17ke] W $17} A7) Hrks Aale] el Az
o Slahel A ALk Bk, 8 Ade Aol g Az}
23X (perceived threat of the illness), o2 3§ 9=
sto g A7 @ Ao 2 7| 5= AFH(outcome expecta-

tion), AZ+¥E 27| 557 (perceived self-efficacy) 22 71

_?4
_?4

FHE s dAA aadkar skl 2 sl 7i]
ol xlel A TSR 9, A ge A7

A Wiy, A, RS E F2 A A irE ot

é"%‘oﬂ EH St 2|17+ 132 Aol tigh 2] zhE Higkd
(perceived susceptibility to disease X)3} A|ztel A1ztAd
(perceived severity to disease X) 0.2 A =w | ofu}-#] 3j
A FomA A7 € Aog 7gHe
& 37 = A7 fr2) 4 (benefits)
¥} 7ol A (barriers) Q.91 ©]aho] A g = w A< € P 9] o]
oA 9ol gt e =} FAFSH 7R o]t

AgAE oA Arsial e A4E A7 Rt
Bandura (1997)2] A}s|gh50] 2 (social learning theory) ]|
A F71e N d o 2 A7) Es3h-E ol ) 9j& A k=T
F 88k 9EE gttt ol Y F5S T vk AT A}
Z1&5olgt 8k, o] 7id-& 7iRle] o] ojd AFE =
N AJNA A thgk WA Fhl e 2 7| == A3 /g
+ TE ¥ (Sohn & Cho, 2003). ©] €A Bandura (1997)
o] A7 &5 7id ol AAAIE R A 285 o] A i
NoH, A7 B3k Al g H  flo] Zellx o] Azhe P9
EA et AR i o2 1A H o] X|[ZHE P95 A E 2]
Ao g Jidstste] S8k Zlo| 7hsdtttal stk
(Swenson, 2007).

AL PYofoles v

Jung (2004) & FEARE =& AR Fols

A3} (outcome

expectation)T

Vol, 16, No, 2,2010 195



229
i
rlr

A ZEARE, FHA 1, FEARS-Ol
Aolekar 3kl L, Kang (2001) dAlolu A
of theh AF Az, FRES] JFS APA=
U}i 3FATE. Hur 5(2004) % A2+ &A1 7H2

Ho| FEAME o] ol kS m]zlthaL st
, Sohn¥} Cho (2003)+= &2l A2+ 24 A2+
], AZtE A7) B oletal sk gict, AAAERd S
&3k 772 Thato (2002)= o] thetA S th o=
FAHE o E o Solhe e EE ARl thk X4
0M4ﬂﬁ%%ﬂﬁjﬁmfﬂﬂﬂﬂq%ﬂ%@%ﬂ
7+l Aol 47 45289 3= Ao Yt 3¢
o}, Kim (2009)2 ZFARE AF-E FEHTE sto] 24

s
o,
=

o i
'
e

oy B o2 R
oot
—lN
e
Y
:U
|

r:L o
nx

)
o

29 A ARAE B A3t 4 HEUL FHASE 2ES
Ao A S Pash AL, AzHe Fol ol Z
NG5S EEL AT FEE Fodh el aslr
ZEL =

ol wheh EEARE <%
o] fr¢] 0P7ﬂ th2rhar ‘3}9?\‘?}.

o] £ EHE ALY 9 E At AL A9
o|g3 AL ZTE FEALE =& AHstaat
A S o2 :'5/‘1% ojwo] o SHFR g,

oflo]= & Jxlef tf gt W17+ (Thato, 2002), ARl tf
3+ Aol A (Hur et al., 2004; Jung, 2004; Kang, 2001; Kim,
2009; Swenson, 2007), ZE5AR-f| th3al F- A (Hur,et al,
2004; Jung, 2004; Kang, 2001), ¥5 A}7| &7 (Hur et al,,
2004; Kang, 2001; Swenson, 2007), 324 74 (Hur et al.,
2004; Jung, 2004; Swenson, 2007)& A& s} 1L, Ak W4
Eol Gt o] A B fF7-(Park et al., 2002)0l] whe}
o) B JaFS A=A shebstigt B ATE Almsheict

2. A7=H

£ A7 A3 E W elol 23 AP ER DS vl
A s el 4 A8 5ol wel EEAE ool o
HAE WA E slobslel ZEAS B4 TR A 4

NzARR AT Aol B34 B o),

o

°
o [o

196 Korean of Journal Women Health Nursing

olal &

ro
Pt
E

FAH B e A, GRS ] 4 A fol weh
23w, ollo]= w qlalo] gk vIzk, FEALG ol ot Ao
4, EEA O UIE S, B A EST, TR P
o] Fol7}k erhe vmach, B4, AR ] 4 B3
fiol w2l 2EALS o wE ol & W4E vokin

o1 71 b i
1. g4
B oaATs GAgstg o] A AE ol et FEARE
o]z o kS n X Q018 HAAE Y] Y5k FhA 2k
T-olth

2, A7y

O Aol sk thetel e 3 e

Zol ofahe] YU}, & AT BA ol 5k 4
bl Fefste] 230w B4 E SAE F 39970190tk
o] % 4 Z¥ol Yrka S vh A (elek AR 230
3, 2ol gloha S8 vh A 1693019t

r-{n il

i:)

3. xl.ﬂ* b|

E A7 AL 20009 59 2095-EH 5€9 3047+
A o] FojHitt, A5FFL A 108S A3t Aks
Tl gk 1S F st Eo] Wol 2o s mA T, A
o)A, A2 FAA FollA tidAel Al AT
A, 37bs/d ol ek A g 5 Fofoll Fof & it

NAXN A5E T8I AL Al didAbe] e et b
4R, WA B g 93 aEudS 53 la, A
A SRl oF 103 WA 157 A7t A8 HSleH, &
41087} 3=t 338 AR = BAAEH St
117 9] AEAE A 9f3kaL 39978 9] A5 E 22X},

[e)
=4, v

4, EY=F

1

1) 244, olo]= & Al gk 7174 (susceptibility to
STDs/AIDs, & pregnancy)
23 9 ofjo) ol el 0} 5 9199} AT 21 9]

=
Aol 3k 2 ZH(perception) & & B ¢3T-0]| 4= Mahoney,



Thombsh Ford (19957 105k 575 ¥iatel o3
107007 ol 2ALsh o] 7 % ALgSich, &
w4 A 2804, vl 29 44, 294 e
34, 98 12 etk 1402 W57} 5e s A o of
o), 3Jalo] thak WIgHgo] e 7 lulRi), & Aol
4] Cronbach's a = 740]]t},

2) ZEAHE-9] $-9 4 (benefits from condom use)
ZEARE gt S A HER Mahoney (19959 =
-9} Kang (2001) 0] AF-&3F = FAEtS & 10880
2 UERY 44 H =2 agn 4@, A= 28n 34, 1
PR vt 34, ds 28R gk 17 o2 ATt 2S5
TES AR A o] BohaL AAehE Al o)t

T}, & 9d5Lo||A] Cronbach's & =900 AT},

3) Aol i3k Aol A (barriers to condom use)
52 ARl ti g F4 4 B = 2 Mahoney 5(1995)¢]
=79} Kang (2001)0] AR&-3 =45 45t o] 14830 2
U]-F_OJI;]. 4x«1 7‘(4 =2 _j_f:'dr,]. 4x«1 EH;]]E _j_f:'dr,]. 3x«1 _j_f:'%
A] oFth 3x4 A aZ8x gl 1¥ oz A4 =
T AR BS eli7t WokaL Azl As o gt
B oJTLo]|A] Cronbach's o =_820| At}

]'b:a"l‘i%

4) Z& 11-7];5._%7:, (condom self-efficacy)

—7‘04/?_]% FolH FES RS A= 7H0e 5F

o sk (Thato, 2002)& &alH 2 AFLol|A] = Thato
(2002)7} A}%zf} Hanna (1999)9] =& Wctste] 3¢
Agrolnt. o] =75 et 109 ellA] oflu]zAbsto] 73
g F ARSI & 14T o8 o] Folx o, tistd o
o 5, ASH 02 AR d=ipol] 3%, SHkEA
AR g ol 62O Z A Hol It 47 AR
a4, Al = a9y 37, 28R vt 33, ds 2
AFH1IHOR Hg7 =575 SRS F I R
sl 2 AL gt & AT

=.850|}t},

o] 5] Cronbach's a

5)F&3 74 (subjective norm)

T eI 2ol gk 7Rl AEH a5 S
w2 312} 3= 7R )1 o nhghel] A= o2 A thEk g o
ol gk FE el 7 s FE Tad el I
T = 28581 s ¥t (Swenson, 2007), B dFoA]E=

Thato (2002)7} AF-8-3F Shafer2} Boyer (1991) 9] =4-&
QFsto] gAY 1078 ol Al eflm]Z=Abeto] =kt &
Fo o|Folgon] 48 Hwe Tk 47 tHxﬂE 2
o} 33, 2R ot} 33, e 2EA ok 1 o2 Hh
w82 wele] A7E Aol so] A g 2
1 A2l 98-S on|ste)l, B oo 4] Cronbach's
=760t}

Hﬂ &3

ol

o H

K

6) E=AHE- 9% (condom use intentions)

helol 3 AL sl 2 B FES RSt} s
9] % (Jung, 2004) ZA] £ ?i? oM ko= 37N ETE
Al ZEARE Q=& ‘o), ‘ol ' 2 =433t

5. AtIEEN

B T 9] A== SPSS/WIN 17.0 T2 138 A1831%
o OidRte] dukd 54, A4 54, d7HEeY 54
71EFAE AEI Y. A A 5o wet e ddE
EA =20l zFol= x° testd} t-testS o] 83Tt thE}
Ay 2] *é 73@ %%’— o e} TEARE o= J3S A=

}7] 23te] 2Ax2g 3HEX (logistic

A A= 399 0
T 1697 (42.4%) 1At} A 3w] shd, 913
TR Egho v, PR AJEE AR 1731, uvm
"TLOJW 86“‘01‘”0&1 AE 52 %7%% sFehal Sobsk o

N
¥
N
ol

M

=

o
N
ol

M

1o
¥

[
H

rm

n

am
¥

. O OO

hde] Aol e A =S == Aol ddTe
165%(71.7%)0] 2222 7fuk4olglar &L, v A d
M= 6378(37.3%)0] 2A2FE 7E o2kl st
# o2 folgt AFo](x*=54.18, p<.001)E E Tt
4 BdE = ol A9 T v Tl 14
(x*=59.68, p<.001)E Kol AF TolA]

o 2

=
2
i o lo X

iz
o
1o
2
-

Vol 16, No, 2,2010 197



(12674
AATI Q=

= A= 4

d A L v B d ol £

& 2}o](x’=13.39, p<.001)E Ho] AE Foj|A] oz} AT

7} = 32 o 2kti(Table 2).

\l\l

Hefol EEA | wE Bl mE A3 BA A 02 o)

o AL EES

A&

olslE

54.806)0] A2l 4 Ao AeF 1 Fekshint. o
_]

S8k itk (x*=37.83, p<.001) (Table 3).

AT HT} TEARE A7 a5

48 Za HIZFY ZEME A= 0EL

ol xto|

= v sk Ayt A ol
=-2.66, p=.008)°] %=

2 ZTo] B = o] 7R (1=-5.43, p<

o
S
o
b
X
N
_()‘L
E
%0
52

TH(Table 4).

=
&
2
o,
El
>
ri
i

2 A48T o Uk, YrHE F
=

SHFR o IIT F, A1, ollol= g Al gk vz

Table 1. General Characteristics between the Non-experienced Group and the Experienced Group of Sexual Intercourse (N=399)

Non-experienced group

(n=169)

Characteristics

Experienced group

(n=230) xtort

Categories P
n (%) or MESD n (%) or MESD
Educational level Freshman 45 (26.6) 19 (8.3) 26.66 <.001
Sophomore 37 (21.9) 44(19.1)
Junior 48 (28.4) 76 (33.0)
Senior 39 (23.1) 91 (39.6)
Age 22.0%£2.4 234 £2.1 -6.29 <.001
Military service Serviced 86 (50.9) 173 (75.2) 25.61 <.001
Non-serviced and 83 (49.1) 57 (24.7)
exemption
Marital status Unmarried 169 (100.0) 217 (94.3) 0.02" .902
Married or 0(0.0) 13 (5.6)
living together
T Fisher's exact test.
Table 2. Characteristics related Sex between Groups (N=399)
Non-experienced group Experienced group
Characteristics Categories (n=169) (n=230) x’ort P
n (%) n (%)
Attitude toward sex Very 23 (13.6) 9 (3.9 54,18 <.001
Conservative 83 (49.1) 56 (24.3)
Conservative 57 (33.7) 124 (53.9)
Open-mind 6 (3.0) 41 (17.8)
Very open-mind
No.of friends who had ~ Almost 38 (22.5) 126 (54.8) 59.68"  <.001
sexual experience Half 45 (26.6) 64 (27.8)
Some 58 (34.3) 26 (11.3)
One or two 20 (11.8) 11 (4.8)
None 8 (4.7) 3(1.3)
Current girl friend No 66 (39.1) 51 (22.2) 13.39 <.001
Yes 103 (60.9) 179 (77.8)

T Fisher's exact test,
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A, EEAGO D& AN, BRSO U 58, B 0.2 @ 29 SolAlF gol 1179, AHE 8, p= 21602
AA &5, FRA THE SHAsR dhol 2ANE B9 YR} 214 2d w498 Ao Jehg,

A S Al el WA S]] Al E A 2A2Y ARY AgE B A @M= AR,
Bokrh, 7 W] FHEA Al A gko] 0.6 == oloj= gl Qlile] gk WzHdo] WEFE(0R=.79, p=
0.7¢ 2948 v & 594 t534d4e oJals] B Aol .023) SFARE Y= Fon, FEAko thek £l
< THKim, 2000)3L '3}93\'153] 0.6 o] o= yEphd o EST5(0R=1.14, p=.049) "] o] ZHE& AEE 2|7}
A AlFE glo] S-HTE BT 2838t E—'Jli‘—’% SIAE Jua E, AF wollMe EEARE gk Aol Aol
218 3}tk Hosmer- Lemeshow%ﬁ] 2 rdo] At =255 (0R=.87, p=.001) A& == HoH, Z&
SE AR A3 uidAE HV”*“T‘QJ_ gk rdlo] 7hola]  A7|EFHC] ST F(0R=1.12, p=.01) v SF&
& ko] 12,09, A= 8, p=.1140] AL, hd2s A =+ AREE =7} Qlokal 3FSitH(Table 5).

Table 3. Condom Use Intentions between Groups (N=399)
Non-Exp. (n=169) Exp. (n=230) 5
Characteristics Categories X ort p
n (%) n (%)
Condom use Yes 159 (94.1) 199 (86.5) 6.04 .001
intentions No 10 (5.9) 31 (13.5)
When condom use  Abstain sexual intercourse 30 (17.8) 7 (3.0) 37.837 <.001
is impossible Buy condom 79 (46.7) 97 (42.2)
in the future Use of other contraception method 28 (16.6) 47 (20.4)
Do sexual intercourse without condom 27 (16.0) 77 (33.5)
No answer 5(3.0) 2(0.9)
T Fisher's exact test; Exp.=experimental group,
Table 4. Differences in Predictive Factors of Condom Use Intentions between Groups (N=399)
Non-Exp. (n=169) Exp. (n=230)
Variables t P
M=SD M=ESD
Susceptibility to STDs/AIDS and pregnancy 263144 26,3141 .002 .99

Benefits from condom use 31.5£4.9 323*4.4 -1.73 .08

Barriers to condom use 31.4%6.5 31.0+5.6 0.56 57

Condom use self-efficacy 40.7£5.6 423+58 -2.66 .008

Peer norms 19.4+37 21.2%29 -5.43 <.001
Exp.=experimental group.

Table 5. Predictive Factors of Condom Use Intentions (Logistic Regression)
Non-Exp. (n=169) Exp. (n=230)

Predictive factors

OR 95% CI OR 95% CI

Current girl friend (reference: yes) 291 0.55~15.30 1.24 0.44~3.50

Susceptibility to STDs/AIDS and pregnancy 0.79* 0.64~0.97 0.93 0.83~1.05

Benefits from condom use 1.14* 1.00~1.30 1.00 0.90~1.12

Barriers to condom use 0.97 0.89~1.05 0.87** 0.80~0.94

Condom use self-efficacy 1.03 0.93~1.14 1.12* 1.03~1.23

Peer norms 1.10 0.92~1.30 0.95 0.81~1.10

Exp.=experimental group,
*p<.05,**p<.001,
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