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A sy o =5 E 71,
by

A4 20163 49 20Y, 4 2016\ 549 234, AAEH 20163 7Y 22

Q oF
a5
B ATE @A e e &5 57, SFAZESH, AW 9 u9dsTe &
AL dteteta a1 T v XE FF 2AL BAS] fste] A=HAG & A7 A
DFAA 24 49A W]l A3t Sl Ao s B Ao EAE ofslisty AT FolE T
139901k FxIE AEAR iy 54, 25 7, ¥ AREsE, 7AW, 25
< 5% LHAFEFE SAsT A7EH I, St 34 AH, =5 S 3 49 T g E
7, SFEARES ] 99 B AEA 4 AN SFEARES Ol AT T 9T Fe
2oz et EgS AT HAFST AEE AT SA ke sHT o Fd BEE 2
2 BEd wgol dostn FA dEvF TEoloF & Aolrh. LHFZF FAT TS VA
£ 50l 3 g A SF= A TAL 5 e FAH S0l hE w§3 AAE Y
o7 AAE 2dse Aol a7HET
FoE: AAPEF, VST, e, 57 57, SFAZESH
1. w2g
L1, @72 224
2 2EH A B S 37|, A A BAE Bk 873 shA R (Kim, 2012),
AR F5= o8 7 AA4S ARl A4 8 okdet A7 el el 42 mxnk (Moon,
2014). 53] BB WA A1 STl HEHE AR AL nS A AL A
FHE FHAA Soll Aol Astd ZlolA] Heolu siiE = 71ES =711 (Kim, 2014), FA] A&
A ATHEE, JAbAA, &2 D HAEH ol gt AgES 3 kel sk AI7IZ (Kim3t Seo, 2015)
Z50 22 198 EFFF ) Sk Al7leltt (Yang, 2010). o21& theh o] 19y 27352
25 2573} (Diageo-Korea, 2016) 2} 533t ¢4 (Moneytoday, 2016) 522 = 7354
a1 Tk
=7 57 7IdE e 23 23l =Eetr] fs SFAE Sk, oleMt £ wHe olfoln,
=599 #HE T8 8907 d#A U} (Gilson &, 2013; Lyvers &, 2010). &5 &7 3

T o] £Ee 20154E PRGNS ATH) 9 she] S A

D (@2472) RN B FREUR 174 33, T E YRR A5 & DeHtATL, 20
2 BAAR: (42472) S PRAN) G FRBAL 174 33, Pt 2o & BB AtATL,
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B 3a)s QA(NA B 98)eleks T 19 Ao net 1% 51, A 5

F7) fder ERHE 1’4— (Cooper, 1994; Cox&} Klinger, 1988;
Shin¥} Han, 1999). ZAAog2 1% F7|= Ao ZAAA 7RAHE ) niijE Aes 34 7
S A S0, A B AL $AH ARAUE 2N A5 A Aoz 2 75,
B E7jelth B2 B/ ASIE BAGNA ARG AL 35 As) vhAE Ao A B3,
QA F71olH, ARl F7) ARl BACA S fel viAle Ao ARS A HAFe] FEjoln, FA

4 %) =
z 7]

F

73}, 914 F 7)ot} (Cooper, 1994; Lyvers %5, 2010; Shin¥} Han, 1999). o]e{gt 7iele] &5 57|18
spotgto 24 Y S5 WA 7Hs3E oS53t (Leest Park, 2015) 19 E 52 AT 4 Qv
FAE odlshst] =g 2 & Qs AR Bk

SFARES TS %’4%‘ S Fo RS Wl S5 Aol AFFAY AZE £ Je sES T
St} (Oei 5, 2005). ©]+= Bandura (1977)2] 271 &5 4 7198, A7t f5 3 P55 H3}o F 231 o
FE A= A E5 S 5Bl AEe Aot} (Oei 5, 2005). &F @E%Z&% 1998 S5 F
= 5dte AfEsder HuHT 9t (Gullo F, 2010). 5237 |e &5 2Hlds M &
A &= Wed2E (Lees}t Choi, 2010), &3 #&A AFolA S35 tF A& Wgo|th. 2527
= Bandura (1977)9] 371 54 97 ofd 2FE 7P = 2ol gt A Bk 2

[e]

TP AL Aotk FFAA7 e ST ¥ AABA T Qo (Gullo F, 2010), 5

A7 2555, S 530 dg 3HHA 2|7 258 I FSFE 3 AoE UE

t} (Tak3} An, 20115 Leeﬁ} Bong, 2014). APAFNAN SFAZR ST SFZ2HR7I0 el tigk A+

Eol FaAAA W, SFARES A SFAA7UE Ao tE AFE oFF uln|d AFolr)h (Lees}

Choi, 2010).

oA A B AAYE A9 AFSoA 55 57, SFAZR LS
I

<

A hEEe] AHS SF5HE BHGEE F

7] %%H %$~ EOﬂ E}EP Ak L‘rrOi I9E 3o 9FE U] e T8 HJAS ASH o Aue
£ o] Bk} 83ttt 53] @ite] R #ASFV B S U9 &5 AU
2o AglAd g9l &ol7k glo] (Jeon, 2015; Jung 5, 2010; Lee 5, 2015) & Ao X&= FAchaAd
< Wdes SF4H, &5 57, SFARESH, 7 U 22 A 2 A 290] 19
FEFol VA 9T sfste], T Y AP LT oY R S AT ws R FA 22
2 o] Ak A3 7|xAE 2 &85} i)
1.2. AF53H

B AT 512 A &5 7], FAZES Y, SF AU 2S00 X e 9
T2 vtetetat s ZAA S W82 vt 2t

o OALS] Unbd EAE ghetetal dukd EA40) e a9 ESF o FE veteitt

o AL S 57], SFAZEST, SF 2N A& Tttt

o At IAFSF o fol W 53 571, T AZESH, 27U Aol & stetditt

o UIARS] T A ST FFE A= 80 Tttt
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B A7 YA 85 57, SRARES, S AHNIU LN P LT v dee %
Q57 95 AeA A ATl

2.2. d7dd 9 A

2 A7E DFAA a4 st A2 14d W 25 2ol e FAUSA 14503 A5
= PHoE AAsglth A5E s fs) 2AF Al Aol A dAs ol Sl e ke et A
2o}, s 5 7 e oAl Ao} HA Ao Hisl dgsiilth. 1 ¥ A st
A=olA A7 dAre] dEs Bushy] fste] tldxke] A7tels ARdAQ Sate] sl A s,
TE 7] 7hssiv] el EAE 5o AW ¥ AWMl FoME miRsta 2 A7 54, 7
W29 AYd T AE5e AL MEEele wgon, & 451 Apge AP QL A H A thsiA
€ A7EA ool A2 RS ofs Zle %‘Lﬁhs}l THE Ass Oﬂ%%?‘%‘ o) 2d ¥ w7E& 4
Wala, Ao Foldh thadtel Al aA o) AlEES AFdAth B Ao HERA 7|7+ 20154
49 4dellA 49 2097pA Gl o, & ATl A vl dEA= 168‘:' 1A TN ST
S oHA odtthal S ER tiAAE dste] Sl Rt dwAl 29—‘% 11194‘51 & 13972 5%

4ol AHESHT

H Ao 2R ~E JAEHS ¢
Z33E o] 831 Lee 5 (2015)9]
AR (power)=.802] ZAA A=
& 243710 AR,

sea) 5l zﬁ{,r}l— ERZ 3ol87] 93kl G*Power 3.1.9.2 =
A1LE Fudte] 2=H] (Odds ratio)=1.79, F2l4+= («)=.05,
5t TEI V)= 125 o B oA HA s EZ]N‘J ARy

2.3. ATEF
B dve pxald ARAE Agdon, dud 54 62, 35 57 1689, SFALEST
1089, 72500 2EY, 1ARLTE ok A% 27 5 B oDow 5

2w

AR, 3 o9l AFe TEIH/ AT/ AN R, FAPH RRI/7ISAHAT/E
APz, A FAGEE oll/ohve 2 PRSI Az A7 dEE ARk A7 e ol thE AR
o] ARFAANAER ‘wl$ ARSA Ab 0FRE ‘HFoltk 54, ‘vl ARy 108w ATt &
STF FUA ARV EL AR ST
* &F 571

£ Aol A€ Shind} Han (1999)°] g theHIES o Adet 85 §7] SAETE A-83
of ZAAUh B =7 1Y B BT 4R, A B #3485, 52 T B 48,
Apa = o 17800lA

‘Ae] B itk 537, 54 BlAE Hx (Likert scale) 2 Zstglom, & 32 4% A 163
0%elx, 2 ‘H 9l HA 45014 2 20802 7RI 47t 525 AT
FZo0] 288 oJujsitt. YT o] AFE Cronbach’s o= FAHE A
o7 3 A9 1, A, B2, A 5717 242 77, 87, .82, .8601glon, B Aol ztzt .74,
.88, .77, 7901911, AA| &l gt AF = Cronbach’s a=.85°] 9T}
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2 AP HE Oei 5 (2005)°] /N3t & —%—T—ﬂ’“i%ﬂ
questionnaire-revised; DRSEQ-R) AT +E Tak &
BE 45 Sl g A Sel A
o B TR, £F715)0) Do TR 5 & 19EFe PANAL. 7}
1H8o)A ‘g3 e = Ak 67e=, 63 JAE =z SA3FHH, JA %@94 i'ﬂxi 197l

&gt F5713]
=

,—\
o
=
=
N
=

®
-
o
=
2}
=N
2}
®,
g
@
5‘3
Q
&
¢}

<

t}. 9=+9 AF =X Cronbach’s a=.94°]31oH, /\]@]Zq &g, BA
o /“_]ﬂ_._ Cronbach’s a+= Z}7zF .88, .93, 8701911, B 32 A AF)E Cronbach’s a=.91°]%
o, PG IAHAZE T Cronbach’s a= 217} .67, .94, .842 E}YLT}
. $7 72

2 AFo A= Annis (1985) 7 73t 5237t (outcome expectancies questionnaire) =75
Kim (1996)°] WQktsto] ARgst =& ARSsto] SASTE # =7+ £ 238F R 7A=Y
A 28R gk 08oA ‘v 2Zrh 3o R, 47 HAE HEE FAHGon, A 0FoNA F
T 6900 W4T £ £9) ool U /0] E Ado] HE At Kim (1996)9] A
T A A= Cronbach’s a=.900]lom, B AFoA] A1FE Cronbach’s a=.93°| T}
. nABSF

2 AFgAN 52 Ad dFY 5% 2F st 1
Disease Control & Prevention [CDC] (2015)2] 7]&¢ &
FE ERATh ool £ %ol 147 o] 1T S5+

T3l

=3 32 9 u]5hy, Center for
23] 147 o] 3S 1Y &
, 147 meke A 55 07 o=

At QA SHL AEBAR BARAR, 1A S4 mE DAYLT olel Hol

= x2-test9} Fishero] AEAA (Fisher exact test)©Z, A7t AZRAE S Aol fx3ho]
00782 Aelgt selsteln, AEZHO] 0TSHE Al 102 A Perenz HEEE e

© Z e t-testZ EASHG )

o At & B, eFARETH, =2

o Rt IHFIF AR W 2F 57, = , A7 wE Aol ¢
Zol AEE s A3 = Fro] -0.165~1.4122] W2 Aok 30]3to|al, HEFe] -.690
~2.65322 AUZk 108 YA Ipen=z HAFE2E W& 202 e t-testE A3
o

o ThARLY] VST PTS nx= 298 o 2R AE FHEA (simple logistic regres-
sion) ¥} T 2 A28 3AEA (multiple logistic regression) &2 4 38}% T}

N =
rlr
o,
=y
)
=]
N
rL
‘Hﬂ
Ae
1%
o
32
i)
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1. tidate] b S4o) wg 1T FFT A5 Alo]
=l 147 A B4 o2 &
FHE A meEtA Rk fof gt Afel 7k glo] ARSFolA AR FALS sk ol 76.0%, AA
=4 57. ¢Io] 42.2% Atk
B 2 A7 A o 530 Aol it

(
(Table 3.1)
Table 3.1 Differences in general characteristics between two groups (N=139)
. Moderate drinking (n=75) High risk drinking (n=64) X2/
Variables .
n(%) or M+SD Fisher’s exact or t (p)
18~19 11 (14.7) 17 (26.6) 3.48 (.176)
Age (year) 20~24 56 (74.7) 39 (60.9)
2529 8 (10.7) 8 (12.5)
Ist 13 (17.3) 17 (26.6) 3.18 (.365)
2nd 30 (40.0) 27 (42.2)
Grade 3rd 24 (32.0) 13 (20.3)
4th 8 (10.7) 7 (10.9)
Nursing 35 (46.7) 23 (35.9) 3.82 (.148)
Major Biotechnology 6 (34.7) 0 (31.3)
Psychology 4 (18.7) 1 (32.8)
with parents 6 (48.0) 3 (35.9) 2.967 (.397)
Living in dormitory 6 (21.3) 1 (32.8)
with friends 5 (6.7) 4(6.3)
alone 18 (24.0) 16 (25.0)
Current Yes 18 (24.0) 27 (42.2) 5.22 (.022)
Smoking No 57 (76.0) 37 (57.8)
Perceived health status 6.32+2.29 6.75+2.02 1.16 (.247)
TFisher’s exact test
3.2. 7] &5 &7, ¥FAEESH 9 EF2AIU HAx 2 AFH &F ool e AR

2] Apo]

Adzte] &3 57] F At 5719 P ol 3.558 08 7 2o thA 7] 2.294, 1Y
7] 2273, B2 57 2073 <o & Ut SFAZE TR 25713 3N SF:AZ 'Y
FEHEAo] 5.337C 2 7 =¢kom AAA 4 4.627, AR Z o4 3.97H £0 2 YEhth 23
A7) Fa FHE-LS 1L17H 3T
dake] 1 HSF oo WE 55 F
+ ALE yeyth ARFY 1F 7] A5E 847
Alen (t=-4.07, p<.001), =] 7] =3 HHPSF7} 8557,
o] tiA & l A7t iJD} (t— 2.77, p= 006)

)
w2
lls
-lN
N
©
©
K
o
HU
Ey
:\_,
S
o
N

2247 w3 DARLE %ol wet Aol7} Qo] AALRE 24774, T WLFE 20567
o2 LR L2ATIY B4 Fol A EUT} (1=-2.37, p=.019) (Table 3.2).
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Table 3.2 Degree of variables and differences of variables according to alcohol consumption (N=139)

Moderate High risk
Variable Item M/Item=£SD M=£SD drinking (n=75) drinking (n=64) ¢ D
M=+SD M=+SD
Drinking motives 16 2.55£0.56 40.78+8.91 39.19+8.45 42.64+9.14 -2.31 .022
Social motive 4 3.554+0.73 14.2242.91 14.204+2.93 14.33+2.92 -0.42 .676
Enhancement motive 4 2.274+0.87 9.09+3.49 8.05+3.18 10.314+3.46 -4.07 <.001
Conformity motive 4 2.07£0.73 8.29+2.91 8.47£3.01 8.09+£2.79 -0.75 .453
Coping motive 4 2.29+0.99 9.174+3.98 8.55+3.84 9.91£4.05 -2.37 .044
Drinking refusal self-efficacy 19 4.70+0.87 89.45+16.47  94.094+15.71 84.02+£15.77 3.87 <.001
Social pressure 5 3.974+1.16  19.85+5.78 22.00+5.34 17.334+5.26 5.17 <.001
Emotional relief 7 4.62+1.25  32.314+8.73 34.08+8.31 30.23+8.81 2.64 .009
Opportunity 7 5.33+0.75  37.29+£5.22 38.01+£5.31 36.45+5.01 1.77 .079
Drinking expectancy 23 1.17£0.53  26.98+12.09 24.77+11.36 29.56+12.49 -2.37 .019
3.3. TARLF AL I
IAFET mAE dFAS A7) sl AHA SAF AN WS E238ko] logistic regres-
siono® BT WA Sewsol ek AARA 4 A4L A% OFIAM ARE AT 2
3 EYESE 9 FBASE 0I8~TI5E 80 o149 WA} Qo] AE EYHAL & 4 Atk
DAReFE W, B, FAAH, 27 57 A2 F 1% 571, eFAREEE 92 T A
1

= 4
3 A e o] JdFgalor eyt IHEEFE 4 shdof wls] 33hdo] 0.218] (95%
CI: 0.05~0.96), Z+& 8tatol| vls] Az|&dzrt 3.798) (95% CI: 1.05~13.71), ¥ A7) vl&f S+
o] 2.958) (95% CI: 1.08~8.05), 1% E717} 18 &7l 1959 £4-2 2,640 (95% CI:
1.15~6.09), A3 A 4 A3oA SFEAZRSTC] 13 F718Hd 1A PSF] 542 0.428) (95%
CL: 0.24~0.73) 2 198 2271 F 7154 0] wolxe Ao & vbelydt} (Table 3.3).

,g
5
rlr

¢

Table 3.3 Logistic regression analyses (N=139)

Variables Categories Crude OR Adjusted OR
OR 95% Cl p OR 95% Cl D

(Ref. 1st)

Grade 2nd 0.69 0.28~1.68 411 0.60 0.15~2.35 .459
3rd 0.41 0.15~1.11 .081 0.21 0.05~0.96 .044
4th 0.67 0.19~2.32 527 0.27 0.05~1.65 157
(Ref. nursing)

Major Biotechnology 1.17 0.53~2.57 1.17 1.44 0.49~4.22 .509
Psychology 2.28 0.97~5.38 2.28 3.79 1.05~13.71 .042
(Ref. with parents)

Living in dormitory 2.05 0.89~4.73 .091 1.74 0.51~5.95 .379
with friends 0.94 0.20~4.31 .936 0.26 0.04~1.74 .166
alone 1.39 0.59~3.26 448 0.75 0.22~2.58 .648

Current (Ref. No)

Smoking Yes 2.31 0.12~4.78 .024 2.95 1.08~8.05 .035

Perceived health status 1.10 0.94~1.28 .245 1.15 0.92~1.43 .208

Social motive 1.10 0.70~1.75 674 1.06 0.50~2.26 .881

Enhancement motive 2.25 1.46~3.47 <.001 2.64 1.15~6.09 .022

Conformity motive 0.84 0.53~1.33 .450 0.59 0.29~1.18 135

Coping motive 1.42 1.01~ 2.02 .047 0.84 0.41~1.73 .642

Social pressure 0.44 0.31~0.63 <.001 0.42 0.24~0.73 .002

Emotional relief 0.69 0.52~0.92 .011 1.03 0.55~1.93 .922

Opportunity 0.66 0.41~1.06 .084 1.46 0.69~3.09 322

Drinking expectancy 2.20 1.12~4.30 .022 0.70 0.24~2.02 507
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4. =9
A=) 367 tiste] Ajsk F9 dgAS tidez 3 A7 wad Y digdge 66.6%7F 255
3 = A2 YETE (Lee 5, 2015). o= Ak A9 38 60% (CDC, 2015) HI3l &<
FEo2 gAY SFEEATE AZAEE B Qlnt o]o & AFolAe A Hs &80 =
2 E2 S e R o5 THFEST AHE sty 1P TEE 8908 BTz H
SFEA S A A= g 72AEE AFE A Al=S
£ AFNA F 143 o] 25F e TP HEL 46.1%E 194 o) EA9] 20.7%7F 1

52
o

°© grow, B2 Ao dxte} fARSE A=<l
91 14.6% (CDC, 2015)XE.c} oF 3ul o]AF =7 Jebgtth o] tfstAe]

P

17 7rd F AL AT 20) o] A
= o
. =

19~29412) 119 &5 nlgal =
F2A7} A7k 420l 059 £FWS 4L A AV LRTL M AGT ¥ 5 Uk 85
of hel -84 BT A1 A 37 BAZL AZALE (Jang, 2010) thote] FAG MT2 22
S WAl FE AVIAY, ) AR Folzlel BT} 2 TF WARAA 27 BAS bR 5
st AfolAe) ol $78 280l £g0] B Aoz Avfa

AT 27 5719 SAAGAE] ARE AR AW 57 4 w2 OA, 1 52
57 wolgith. 550 AUSL LR B ATANE AR E7} 4 ERT B2 517} 4

ke (Lyvers &, 2010) VE@3E= AT Al 5712 A 7] €22 F7} o} (Schelleman-
Offermanse &, 2011) & A2} FAFSE 295 Bty AARZSF} AT SFE 275t £43% 2

FAME F Jo BF At 5717 =9kow, = thEy 2uk ohufel si9)9] w13 A4S oo s
3t AN = At 57)7F 71 =0 (Lee} Park, 2015; Gilson 5, 2013; Mezquita %, 2011) <
AT A Gof] FAAIGle] HAFAE st oz o] &FH I IS AL Atk

32
o

N
N

447 NP PSR 27 5] ANRAL AW AR VY T/}, APeFE B2
B717F 7P vrol sl E oo g AAASFe BEASSTY 5 5718 vad Ay A7} (Leest
Park, 2015) 22 Ao S 22X AL A4S HA 717 BATE B2 5
%o (Lee 5, 2015) =2 dAFoAE 5 AAGC] & 5717 78 WA et (Fitzger-
ald®} Long, 2012; Lyvers, 2010; Mezquita 5, 2011). o]+ 25 57|17} =714 o wel xpo]7}
Re= Yulshe Ao® S5 A F2o JoAAE 78 F7ht A 38 WHde ko] e TS

AR gtk
SFARESRY ALY A 23718, B e, 8D 48 FPelN SFALEST ©
V|

o= veh} 25 sts s i oS oo s o AgdT Azket (Kim} Kim, 2009; Park

—~

5, 2011; Tak 5, 2008) Z9Ith 5 4% F 53 4B A 4 4 272 ABSA R 4
S ame gEasz A8 Fsgol 7] WE] (Tak 5, 2008) thehye) 259 22 Aol
22 AT BYL THIES AEsT £2 ADY £ I BAA 2AS TP Ao] BHAY

2oz Atgdrt

4459 DN WL SRALESALS VLY DAPSTE A A G ANE s 4
oA eFARLEH] AF LT} Rtk ok RAWLTY 3 A9 UH 57 AR LFH
o} 7 ekt Aste duAESE Ao 2 RAWLTE ThE AR W Ik Aoy B
2 QA3 AR FL AUE AAN) A5 22 TS Aee] glon] ve ez} R} 2e
3 £ a5 93 £2 A Tl Qo 4R 2Nt YA JMe 23 Fuos

FAAH7L =2 Aoz vepged, olH dde 27U diEtde] #
(Lee<} Bong, 2014; Jung 5, 2010) +F2A7 |7 =5 S5 tig 4
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=S Ao g A
A2 717k0] AT
A= o] 2948 B3
32 &Zoto] 13hd 9 =
o] FAE 2AKSE A AR Gy g BREE o= o Aol e ghd

Qo] ol e} (Leel} Park, 2015; Lee®} Bong, 2014) 2} thet ol A= A 8hd o] =
Fgalog el (Jung 5, 2010) hdd} &5 FEi7F A=A 942 AAE HArh SAAHCR

LT

LN oS

JFe w52
E ChFR AR FofabA B Aol AujEe] 2
I

A6
uefs) 2 5 glek shdst S
EAE
= o

k]
)
o
B
ofy
>,
sl
<

fr

(E_E‘:
2
°
o
v
tlo
N
o
o,
o

AL ghglont & Aol Aol dF oA 3, 43P LY PFEol W AYATNAE A3
o] BASF dFRI0T e} 4% AU BYIG MT 59 BN S5 AAAZD BL} 9
o AdE A% &5 o] e Y Ao ARdT

REstel vs) Aeistoe] nABEE S4l7t 3700 BTh SFAAT FRUL AT 5 2
AES FFL wol Wtk AYAT A3} (Kim 2007) 8 w3 & uf, A3 sttol] met 191 3S
F 24 91700 Al7h Yrke AL SV W) 9 W e AL £ 4 vk 2y
£ A77h ) distel A% AF o AL dAoR 1 glo] A7 ATE Auslald: F2)
7 ik,

HIE Q] M FAL] TAGLT WA 9ol 2950 o} 1, Auk Jol, ARH Z2AE o

=] =
2 3 A7 A} (JeonT Lee, 2010; Lee S, 2015; Lee 5, 2012) X8ttt A A=ty A] Flo]
o

ool ¥4 GBS 51 onz g5 Ae) 2Ae) 2 Weko] Ly ojok I Zoltk.

A9 e3e BAPLF BF AR /7 Edou Am 577k mAPSFE S A@ao
2 24 e BA% oA AT =gt @ ddTle AR 577 S5UL 57
N lE89lelekn Hustglon (Gilson 5, 2013) £79 Fdzt i, dEB=9] 3

5

H

717 EAET B o] dF8des yeht (Gilson 5, 2013; Lyvers 5, 2010;
Schelleman-Offermans 5, 2011) £ 9A2el= X}o] 7} 9I3ith

2 AFolA ) 77 225, A A Y ARl SFAZA BTl W
F Aol oA+ 2SR Ueth &, TE AFEED o2+ AoA A S5+
ol Tl EARS FTohs WA ARHer e o &S A L Itk
Atk weba AZE BRE ol &t FAA AA FHE =Y T Uv WS 2T I
F37A Aol thet ago] P SF7A 7HAS 8 wiete] B 2= 7|ttt

2 AFE e &3 A SAE A FFE AA LA A RS ey 2 2 A7 D) o
gho] dF gt FEAS e ® sk glo] gk vishy Aol Al dxtsshedl Algto] Qi ARk
Hy S gaez 3 A8A7e} (Kim 5, 2009; Lee?}t Park, 2015; Lee2} Bong, 2014; Lee 5,
2015) 22 S o E AT dTFR IS FYThed AT 997t Qi

ORI
FUIO k
y do
N oot

o

=2
=

o >
rO ml'E
o 4 R o

N
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5. A2

B ATE dA HES BEoR £F §7), $RARESY, £F AU AAB LT v
JFe steisut A=s et A7ATe QA 54 F i o3, Fdol, £ 57 918
3 52 B7h SFALESE ALY F A A 9 APoIA SFALES o] TAB LR
Foow ssgrh. AT Sold SFE 2713 272 B 2HA AAE S HAol
A e 3 gons S5 A5 PAY & At $4F SHo) vt w3 A4S PHow A
£ 28% 4 9t P i weo] Dadth w3 ABAT 2ol FAo) DAL T} Do) 9
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to examine if high risk drinkers are different from
normal drinkers in terms of drinking motives, drinking refusal self-efficacy, and alcohol
outcome expectancy. A total of 139 university male students in D area completed a
self-reporting questionnaires to assess general characteristics, drinking motives, drink-
ing refusal self-efficacy, alcohol outcome expectancy, and amount of drinking. The
subjects were divided into high risk drinking and normal drinking based on a CDC
guideline. The results of study show that high risk drinking group has higher odds for
current smoking (adjusted OR=2.95, 95% CI [1.08, 8.05]), psychology major (adjusted
OR=3.79, 95% CI [1.05, 13.71]), and enhancement motives (adjusted OR=2.64, 95%
CI [1.15, 6.09]), whereas lower odds for junior grade (adjusted OR=0.21, 95% CI [0.05,
0.96]) and drinking refusal self-efficacy in social pressure (adjusted OR=0.42, 95% CI
[0.24, 0.73]). The results suggest that drinking educational nursing intervention and
smoking cessation program for university students are necessary to prevent high risk

drinking effects.

Keywords: Alcohol drinking, binge drinking, male, self-efficacy, university students.
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