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Self-esteem, Gender-stereotype Activation, Violence Perception, and Date

Violence Coping Types among College Students
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Purpose: This study was conducted to identify the relationship between self-esteem, gender—stereotype activation, violence
perception, and date violence coping types among college students. Methods: Two hundred and eleven college students were
surveyed in a college in Geonggi-Do. Data were collected by self-reporting questionnaires. Measurements for this study
were used self-esteem scale, gender-streotype activation scale, violence perception scale, and date violence coping types
scale. Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, t-test, One-way ANOVA, and Pearson’s correlation using SPSS 21.0
program. Results: The results showed that there were positive correlations among self-esteem, active regulation of date
violence coping types, gender-stereotype activation, violence perception, and passive regulation of date violence coping types.
Conclusion: The results of this study suggests that the development of an effective strategy for enhancing self-esteem and

violence perception, and decreasing gender-stereotype activation.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Subjects

(N=211)
Characteristics Categories n %
Male 45 21.3
Gender
Female 166 8.7
<23 178 34.3
Age(yrs)
>23 33 157
Health science 129 61.1
Major
Non-health science &2 389
Christ 64 30.3
Catholic 22 104
Religion
Buddhism 6 2.8
No religion 119 56.4
Current status of being in Yes 63 299
relationship No 148 701
None 48 22.7
1-3 87 412
Experience of being in relationship 16 51 %6
(number of people)
7-9 16 76
>10 6 2.8
Being perpetrator 3 14
Experience of
dating violence Being victim 8 3.8
Not applicable 200 U8
Table 2. College Student’s Self-esteem, Gender, Violence, and Coping Types (N=211)
Categories Mean+SD
Self-esteem 2.90+0.46/4.00
Gender stereotype 2.02+0.61/5.00
Perception of violence 4.51+0.49/5.00
Active coping 2.25+0.38/4.00
Coping types
Passive coping 2.16+0.44/4.00
28 HY2tS0st 21(1), 20174 6&
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Table 3. Difference in Self-esteem, Gender Stereotype, Perception of Violence, and Coping Types Regarding Subjects’ General Characteristics

(N=211)

Self-esteem

Gender stereotype

Perception of

Coping types of dating violence

Characteristics Categories n Violence Active coping Passive coping
r:;’i‘;l t/F (p) rf_fes?;l t/F (p) rf_f;?;l t/F (p) rf_f;?;l t/F (p) If_jgg‘ t/F (p)
Cender Male 45 299:045 1604 230062 3451 4312066 2406 196030 2002  304t057 2067
Female 166 2874045  (110)  195+058 (001  456+042 (0200  187+027 (047 2842058  (040)
Age (315) <23 178 286045 2375 1.98+0.59 2837 4521050 0913 186027  -3868  282+057  -3845
>23 33 307+040  (018) 2304061  (005)  443+043 (362 206029  (<001)  323x053  (<.001)
Vigjor Hygiene 129 2874047  -1173 193057 -3011 455047 1805 186+026 1783  278+056  -3.250
Non-hygiene &€ 2944042 (2420 218+061  (003)  443+050 (0720 193x030  (076)  304x058  (.001)
Christian 64 2944047 2184057 4.45+0.49 1.94+0.25 9.98+0.57
Religion Catholic 2 295+036 112 190+054 2125  453t047 1195 191029 1193 296047 1198
Buddhism 6 261+031 (339 2124080  (093)  483+025 (313 189+025  (313)  280:057  (312)
None 119  288+046 1.97+061 452+0.49 1.86+0.29 2.82+0.61
Current status of being ~ Yes 63 302:049 2508 201+057 0295 454040 0603 1913028 0645 = 282:061  -1066
in relationship No 148  285+042  (013) 2.04+0.61 (.768) 449+052  (B47)  188+028 (5200 291057 (.283)
None 48 283+0.45 1.92+0.59 443056 1.84+0.27 9.84+0.63
e e | 1-3 87 294048 - 2.000.62 Lou 455+0.43 050 1.94+0.28 Lot 9.940.60 0303
mng 1n ., . R . .
refgggﬁgﬁlzo cne 4-6 5201038 oo 20105 (oo 4404 oo 1866026 Lo 283054 o
7-9 16 290052 2.17+0.66 457+0.33 1.89+0.36 2.86+0.53
>10 6 265037 2.56+0.60 450+0.34 1.86+0.24 9.96£0.49
As a perpetrator 3 293+0.70 2.31+0.27 4.33+0.44 1.89+0.42 291058
Experience of o 0.163 1913 0.759 0.830 4927
dating violence As a victim 8 281404 (.850) 240+0.51 (.150) 4.33+0.30 (.469) 2.02£0.13 (.437) 351£0.33 (.008)
Not applicable 200 290+0.45 2.01+0.60 452+0.49 1.88+0.28 9.86+0.58
HEAS WS 21(1), 20174 62 29



2 A =0

Table 4. Correlations among Self-esteem, Gender Stereotype, Violence, and Coping Types

(N=211)
. Active coping Passive coping
Categories
r (p) r (p)
Self-esteem 145(.036) -.044(530)
Gender stereotype 025(.714) 317(.<001)
Perception of violence .060(.389) -172(.013)
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