Journal of Convergence for Information Technology e-ISSN 2586-4440
Vol. 11. No. 12, pp. 158-167, 2021 DOI : https://doi.org/10.22156/CS4SMB.2021.11.12.158

OIH442| BIOIEZ QIAo| AN Xp7|FH0| DIXls Fsk: HlO|EZ
o8k 9| 7=zt
?gup, 20012*

'Qetsta 2tEsta wa, V1SS BEUER 288 14

S S 2=

Effect of Female College Students' Perception of Dating Violence
on Sexual Assertiveness : Mediating Effect of Dating Violence
Acceptability
Sang-Mee Koo!, Eun-Young Oh*

'Professor, Dept. of Nursing, Ul University
professor, Dept. of Nursing, Catholic Kkottongnae University

£ AT ofiA Y glolERY Q14o] A A5l nAe FFoIA HlolERY 8L i avE dokE At
%‘E‘r AFHFSSEAY 24 distaol Ast < ofshy 161782 dhde s sttt AT+ AH5ha(2013)9]
2 14, F7oK2016)2 A A7, E@AT(2003)9 580 ARSI ALR 42 SPSS WIN 21.0 Z&
1&5to] Nk, WEE, R4, AAA F7AR4, Sobel testE AASHAT. A2 ?}JIH ti]O]EEEﬂ a3} =&
3 %% 3t A4 oA =43, pC00D), %EMQEQ} A AL RefR S0l BEEAE r=-20, p<05). €A,
Hlo]EXE Qlajo] A A7|FAe] ROt A FES viHoT(4=43, pC(00D), H 19%= UrEP’H’%(F 36.10, p<.001). A
7, othge) glolEZe olalo] & x7|FAo| tiat o] 7Havt §ojst Ao UehH(Z=2.05, p(.05) Hlo|EZE 9l4lo] 4]
A71FR0l miAE FOIA EHPlERY S8} vl avE EIith 2 A7 viFeR ot ZHSERE YRl
g A2 wolv, 48 AFEe A 4 Y HiolERE o T2 ke ARtk

]

ol
1=0

ZFHO] : o4, A, A4, Ho|ERY, AV|FA, dE&k

Abstract This study was attempted to investigate the mediating effect of the tolerance of dating violence
in the influence of female college students' perception of dating violence on their sexual self-assertion. The
subjects of this study were 161 female students enrolled in universities in the Chungbuk region. As research
instrument, Jeong(2013)'s perception of dating violence, Jeong(2016)'s sexual self-assertiveness, and
Nam(2003)'s dating violence acceptability were used. For data analysis, frequency, percentage, correlation
analysis, hierarchical regression analysis, and Sobel test were performed using SPSS WIN 21.0 program. As
a result of the study, first, there was a significant positive correlation between perception of dating violence
and violence tolerance(r=.43, p{.001), and a significant negative correlation between violence tolerance and
sexual assertiveness(r=-.20, p<.05). Second, the perception of dating violence had a significant positive effect
on sexual assertiveness(8=.43, p{.001), and the explanatory power was 19%(F=36.10, p<.001). Third, it was
found that the decrease in the effect of female college students' perception of dating violence on sexual
assertiveness was significant(Z=2.05, p<.05), violence acceptability showed a mediating effect on the effect
of dating violence perception on sexual assertiveness. Based on this study, it is suggested to develop a dating
violence prevention program that can lower female college students' acceptability for violence, raise
perception of violence, and strengthen sexual assertiveness.
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Fig. 1. Mediating model(Baron & Kenny, 1986)
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects (N=161)

Characteristics Categories n(%) MSD
‘ Hum.anltle.s and So 54(33.0)
Major cial Sciences
Health Sciences 107(67.0)
Age 21.13%1.40
1 94(58.0)
Grade 2 2(1.1)
3 64(40.9)
0 12(7.5)
1~3 76(47.2)
Number of friends 46 51(31.7)
of the opposite se
x so far 7-9 1609.9)
Over 10 6(3.7)
3.77+2.45
Current heterosexu Yes 82(50.9)
al relationship No 79(49.1)
First sexual experi 20.2740.78
ence age
Dating violence vic Yes 2(1.2)
tim experience No 159(98.8)
Dating violence Yes 8(5.0)
abuse experience No 153(95.0)
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Table 2. Mean and Standard Deviation of Dating
Violence Perception, Violence Acceptability,

and Sexual Assertiveness (N=161)
Division Range M SD
Psychological 1-5 3.53 081
Verbal violence 1-5 411 0.80
Perception \/?gztrj]ile 1-5 4.35 0.77
C{; I:l)ating Physical
folence Violence -5 4.53 0.56
Cyber N
Violence -5 4.25 0.59
Total 1-5 4.12 0.54
Refusal of
unwanted sexual 1-4 3.38 0.44
behavior
Sexual Sexual behavior _
Assertivene perception 1-4 337 0.66
ss Expression of
sexual desire -4 295 0.56
Total 1-4 3.29 0.35
Dating
Violence Total 1-4 1.86 0.71

Acceptability
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Table 3. Relationship between subject's perception of
dating vidlence and sexudl assertiveness (N=161)

Sexual Assertiveness

Division
RUSB SBP ESB Total
PS\V/?QZ'S’%CE' 33 23" 13 28
Verbal violence 29" 24" .09 35"
Perceptio
" oxal 28" 24" 05 33"
o
Dating i -
Viknce  ymekd 32" 25" 04 35
Cyber "
Violence 38 22 02 37
Total 39 28™ .09 43"

"2{.05, “p¢.01, " p(.001
RUSB=Refusal of unwanted sexual behavior;, SBP=Sexual behavio

r perception ; ESB=Expression of sexual desire
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Table 4. The relationship between violence acceptability
and sexual assertiveness (N=161)

Sexual Assertiveness

Refusal of

Division unvL\ja nted bzﬁg\j%r Expression of 1.
bZiéL\J/?ér perception sexual desire

Dating

Violence - 26 -.02 -.02 -.20*

Acceptability
"0{.05, "p{.01
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Table 5. Effect of Dating Violence Perception on
Sexual Assertiveness (N=161)

Depend Indeg?nd B SE 8 t R? F

ent e

(cont) 16.16  2.08

RUSB
PDV .08 .01 39 526 15 2762
(cont) 890 1.36
SBP
PDV .03 .01 28 370 .08 13.70
(cont) 3263 286
SA
PDV 12 .02 43 6.01 19 36.10

005, “pd.01, " pK.001

RUSB=Refusal of unwanted sexual behavior; SBP=Sexual behavior
perception; SA=Sexual assertiveness; PDV=Perception of dating violence
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Table 6. Effect of Female College Students' Violence
Tolerance on Sexual Assertiveness (N=161)

Depend  Independ ;
e e B SE B t AR F
(cont) 2960 .87
RUSB DVA -18 06 -25 -323" .06 1044
5
(cont) 1.24
SA 257

DVA -20 08 -20
"p¢.05, "p¢.01, ""p.001
RUSB=Refusal of unwanted sexual behavior; DVA=Dating vio
lence acceptability; SA=Sexual assertiveness

-252" .04 6.34

3.4. OlCHAO| Z2{518L0| 7 St

oA ge] Ho|ERY <14fo] g3 ArFg IF



163 SE™HEE=EX HM11E H128

= HA= Aol FHoE ot wiHelY] dde
Sh=A] gotE7] 98 A FHIAREAS AR
Baron¥} Kenny(1986)9] &40 w5k}, Table 79|
A9 o] 1A /of|A ofthg o] Ho|EEY QX2 £
&5 FootA drgstAthp=-.24, t=-3.09, p<.
01). 2&A0llA Hlo]EZY QA2 A4 A4S &
oJstAl st oM (8=.43, t=6.01, p <.001), 384
oA FHo8e+ 44 AFHE FosHA APt
HTHB=-.20, t=-2.52, p<.05). 42A oA EZ58%
7t FYESE o, "olEEY QlAo] AA A7
U)X & 43FE(8=.41, t=5.55, p<.001)°] T4t
webs 58 Ho|EEY Ql4o] 44 A7|F
Aol vA= FFolA FE W7 59E Hole AS
& 4 Qi oRAE .2 Sobel ASE AAISI] EYH
QEICIEZY 2l4])o] ufi7f] HA(EHs| L)
STEHA(EA A7)0l vlA= 7 aT}o] g
=& Aotk HS A3 a=-.07, sa=.02, b=-.
0, sb=.08), At Elo|EXY <149 44 =7|5
7ol st &) 7A(8=.43—.41)7F F2lst A(Sobe
I's T: Z=2.03, p{.05) 2.2 Yetyich. wpaha ojtjagel
Hlo]EEE Ql4lo] & A7|FAe mlA= Gl
ZY58L= W 2aYE Eoirh

Table 7. Hierarchical multiple regression analysis to
validate mediating effect of violence
tolerance of female college students (N=161)

Verification B SE ) ¢ Adi F
stage
Step 1
(X—=M) 2380 3.05 -3.09" .06 956"
-07 02 -24
Step 2
(X=Y) 3263 2.8 6.01" 19 36.10™
12 02 43
Step 3
(M—Y) 5257  1.24 -252" .04 6.34°
-20 08  -20
Step 4
3510 335
GM= T s —a0 a0 1916

1 02 41 555"
* .05, ** (.01, *** p(001
M-Dating  Violence  Acceptability; ~ X=Perception of Dating
Violence; Y= Sexual Assertiveness
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