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Abstract

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to compare
and examine gender role identity and sexual attitude
according to sex among college students. Method: The
subjects consisted of 1,118 college students. The tool
for gender role identity and sexual attitude was the
Korea Gender Role Identity Inventory(KGRII) of Lee,
Kim and Koh(2002) and the Sexual Attitude Scale of
Koh, Kim and Lee(2005). The collected data was
analyzed using descriptive analyzed statistics, x2 test,
Lamda, t-test, ANOVA, Sheffe and Pearson correlation
with the SPSS WIN 12.0 program. Result: For male
students, undifferentiated role identity type, 36.5%,
was the most common but for female students, an
androgynous role identity type, 39.3%, was most
common. The sexual attitude score according to
gender role identity type was 2.9 for the
undifferentiated type as the highest score. Of both
male and female students, the highest sexual attitude
score was the undifferentiated type. Sexual attitude
according to general characteristics for male students
had a significant difference in major field of study

¥Y.0l 2

and height and for female students weight. Sexual
attitude was significantly related to age, height and
weight. Conclusion: These results suggest that gender
role identity and sexual attitudes are different between
the sexes. This study result contributes to providing
basic data for sex education and nursing interventions
for college students.
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gt xZellA vp FATHEE oAATHRe o r Al
H THHaffner, 1994).

AP AE /3o Roplidel 7k JiEo® Apilo]
drht $HAEA F2 A4S 7= dh= FlolthKagan,
1964). AEFALLE Folrlel wedsts 4 a7 o4
olgh= BB 1AM RE AlFtste] 2p71A]Zto] FrijE=
Hadzlel o258 TS Fh(Yoo, 1994). A7 A
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THPark, 2000).
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HJo, Kim, & Kim, 2001; Kim, 2000; Ko, 2001; Woo & Ka,
2005). E=FF AR X7 - 2 FAFTFE st g
< e f& Od?-&— AQeorvg dsii=e deEel of
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TuE

‘0] 79.2%=E 7FF =3UTE iRk B A 20.74,
715 166.5cm, FAFS 58.7kgolaL, A} L?fl”
278 M= Bt 257080tk
oldate] Aol e A AARE AAs Ay AEdy
AEg, A9 o, T, AAE, A, 7], A 9 ALEHE ALlstas
9, 7], A%, 1% A, A, NE5FEE Fd Aot flo] A

oqéﬂ—/\g 7211330]9\13
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<Table 1> Homogeneity test for general characteristics of subjects
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(N=1,118)

o Total(n=1,118) Male(n=397) Female(n=721) 5
Characteristics Category frequency (%) %) %) x°, Lamda or t(p)
Major field of study Human science 341(30.5) 185(46.7) 155(21.5) 500.01(.00)

Engineering & 149(13.4) 146(36.9) 3( 4
science
Nature science 401(35.9) 16( 4.0) 385(53.5)
Arts & physical 226(20.2) 49(12.4) 177(24.6)
science
Cohabitant Family 854(76.4) 293(73.8) 561(77.9) 7.45(.05)
Relatives 23( 2.1) 10( 2.5) 12( 1.7)
Friends 8C .7 6( 1.5) 2 3)
Others 233(20.8) 88(22.2) 145(20.1)
Growth area Big city 776(69.4) 276(69.5) 499(69.4) 2.39(.49)
Medium size city 224(20.1) 73(18.4) 151(21.0)
Farm village 112(10.1) 46(11.6) 66( 9.2)
Others 5( 4) 2(.5) 3( 4
Family type Nuclear family 1026(91.7) 362(91.2) 663(92.1) .27(.64)
Extended family 92( 8.3) 35( 8.8) 57( 7.9)
Religion Protestant 308(27.6) 83(20.9) 224(31.2) 38.27(.00)
Catholic 149(13.4) 33( 8.3) 116(16.2)
Buddhist 188(16.9) 88(22.2) 100(13.9)
None 467(41.8) 192(48.3) 275(38.3)
Others 4 3) 1( 3) 3( 4
Economic status Good 37( 3.3) 17( 4.3) 19( 2.6) 39.65(.00)
Moderate 885(79.2) 274(69.0) 611(84.9)
Poor 196(17.5) 106(26.7) 90(12.5)
M=*=SD M=*=SD M=SD
Age(years) 207+ 2.93 21.8+2.94 20.1% 2.65 9.92(.00)
Height(cm) 166.5+ 8.06 175.2+5.41 161.8+ 4.62 43.43(.00)
Weight(kg) 58.7£15.69 69.3+9.23 52.8+£15.43 19.50(.00)
Health status 2.5+ .79 2.4+ 85 2.5+ .75 -3.32(.00)
<Table 2> Distribution of gender role identify types according to sex (N=1,118)
Type Total Male(n=397) Female(n=721) 2%(0)
(%) (%)
Undifferentiated 333(29.7) 145(36.6) 188(26.2) 47.18(.00)
Masculine 214(19.2) 55(13.8) 159(22.0)
Feminine 181(16.2) 91(22.9) 90(12.5)
Androgynous 390(34.9) 106(26.7) 284(39.3)

o
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A Hrk 0.170] o Stk AA dhdAre] At +28E AdE Ao vlas)
B ]R3 (3o Ht 29807 B A Jehda, 1
2. LadRtel 4o mE 49 dAZ /3 Hluw thol o4y fEH HAEA f3ol B 287, 88 &
ol Hy 2,789 <=0 AKF=9.17, p= .00). H=3& AdHe u}
AA odAke] A9EFAT F3 24 A A & AdadAt 138 s zeols vEE f3elA
T2 vlEo] 349% = 7P @Warom, wiEst f30] 29.7%, Gl A9 B 3.0%, AT A Hat 2.8%(t=5.89,
A Bl 19.2%, 149748 K30l 162%% To= ek p=.00), HAA G3olM FEAle] A9 HE 287, oA
o, gpdAte] Ade el AgEgAzte 482 FosH o AL HE 278(t=71, p= .02), 9IHA A T
ChEA] YRty =47.18, p< .001). 7% Fg 294, 39 A B 2,641 M (=5.30,
Opdxte] el e A9EFAT F3 A A p= .00), 39 FHIA e A9 B 287, oA
ulitsl §30] 36.6%, ¥ Kol 26.7%2 T£oE A o] AL B 2748(¢t= .03, p= 00)OE 4714 BE FFHolA
e, 994 8ol 13.8%% 7 itk ogale] 7 Fetdo] ofgAntt JHE Hgvl 2 FAoE eyttt
ol A F30] 39.3%, BlESE f30] 262%2] o E <Table 3>.
=kon, oA o) 125% % 71 SktkTable 2>

3. LHYRIS| B dAZEMZ 7ol wWE

4. tidxfel LEb S0l e JEl= Xl0| H|W

MENZQ| %jo| Hm AA WAL A S4el wE gene o] HFel
A A (F=7.46, p= .00), EW(F=139, p= .03), FAE
<Table 3> Differences in sexual attitude according to sex and gender role identify type (N=1,118)
Type Total Male(n=397) Female(n=721) {p)
M=+SD M=SD M=+SD
Undifferentiated 2.9+.40 3.0+.38 2.8+.38 5.89(.00)
Masculine 2.8+.34 2.8+.35 2.7+£.33 71(.02)
Feminine 2.8+.38 2.9+.37 2.6+£.33 5.30(.00)
Androgynous 2.7+£.35 2.8+.39 2.7+.33 .03(.00)
Total 2.8+37 2.9+.38 27434 9.71(.00)
<Table 4> Differences in sexual attitude according to general characteristics (N=1,118)
L Total(n=1,118) Male(n=397) Female(n=721)
OhevEeiEisiies Ceireon MESD Fort p MESD Fort p M=£SD Fort p
Major field of study Human science 2.8 £38% 746 .00 2.9 +£39%  2.69 .00 2.7 £.34 89 .63
Engineering & science 2.9 +36 2.9 +36 3.0 £.28
Nature science 2.7 £35 2.9 +.38 2.7 £35
Arts & physical science 2.7 £.38% 2.9 +£41* 2.7 132315
Cohabitant Family 2.8 £36 92 .64 2.8 £27 1.08 34 2.6 £23 98 .49
Relatives 2.7 £.26 2.9 +.28 2.4 +.65
Friends 2.8 £42 2.9 £39 2.7 £.39
Others 2.7 £40 1.01 45 2.9 +£38 93 .60 2.7 £33 1.18 24
Growth area Big city 2.8 £37 2.8 £.41 2.7 £36
Medium size city 2.8 £38 2.9 £.34 2.7 £.39
Farm village 2.8 £38 2.5 £22 2.9 £.32
Others 2.7 £32 2.9 +.38 2.7 £35
Family type Nuclear family 2.8 +£.37 -1.51 21 2.9 +38 -96 33 2.7 +£.34 -1.01 .31
Extended family 2.6 £33 3.0 £.35 2.7 £30
Religion Protestant 2.8 £.35% 1.39 .03 2.9 £32 .94 58 2.7 £.34 1.17 24
Catholic 2.7 £35 2.9 £35 2.7 £.36
Buddhist 2.8 £.38 2.9 +£.40 2.7 £.35
None 2.8 £.39 3.2 £.00 2.9 +.44
Others 3.0 £.38% 2.9 £.38 2.7 £.34
196 o541 Z7tS 55| K| 13(8), 2007 9¥
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<Table 4> Differences in sexual attitude according to general characteristics(continued)

(N=1,118)

Characteristics Category Total(n=1,118) Male(n=397) Female(n=721)
MESD Fort p MESD Fort p M=£SD Fort p
Economic status Good 2.8 £.52% .01 2.9 +.35 1.29 .11 2.7 £33 92 .59
Moderate 2.8 £.36 2.9 £42 2.7 £.38
Poor 2.8 £41* 2.9 +.40 2.6 £.39
Health status Very good 2.8 +41 .05 2.9 +36 135 .07 2.7 +£.34 1.04 41
Good 2.8 £37 2.9 +£39 2.7 +£.35
Moderate 2.8 £37 2.9 £42 2.7 £29
Poor 2.7 £35 2.6 £.49 2.8 £41
Very poor 2.7 £.44 3.0 £39 2.7 £34
Others 2.8 +.36 3.3 £.00 2.7 +£.34
Height(cm) <159 2.7 +£.34% .00 2.8 £37* 152 .02 2.7 £34 1.18 .23
160-164 2.7 £.34 2.9 +£.48 2.7 £.35
165-169 2.7 £38 2.9 +37 2.6 £.38
>170 2.9 +£38% 2.6 £36%* 2.7 +£.36
Weight(kg) <49 2.7 £36* .00 2.8 +.41 95 58 2.7 £.33*% 1.70 .01
50-54 2.7 £33 3.0 £41 2.7 £.34
55-59 2.8 £38 2.9 +37 2.7 £.38*
>60 2.9 +38%*

* Scheffe test

(F=1.54, p= .01), ZAZJEN(F=1.35 p= .05), 7I(F=9.18, p=
00) 3 AF(F=8.46, p= .00)°llX] =7} o] dh Apol7} 9l
Slt<Table 4>.

dehge] AL AFIAF=2.69, p= .000T 7|(F=1.52, p=
02)0ll Aei=rt fegh zpol7t 1, oghde] A AF
(F=1.70, p= .01)°IA 5 Aejize] ztol7} SIgich A=A A
I 7] A APl IEALEH AAsALe], 71
o= 159emm| T} 170ecmo ) el A F-J8t o] 7} U glom,
ojshg o] Ag BRI 49kgu|wt} 55kgol At 59kgm] Tt A
o] fogt atolE 7L ULt

5. 20 ME thyxe| Lury Sdat Jej=o
2|

AA AL A3@e= .18, p= .00), 71(r= .20, p= .00) H
AFr= .13, p= .00)} AJel=olr o3t ko] JaAAAE
UeERf St Table 5>.

e A AEket A™e= 17, p= .00), A
=49, p= .00)°llA gt ko] AAAAE HER O, o
Ao A A%, Als, 71 9 el B s &
A7F 30T

= o

dAdle] EoewdA 3k MHS $7] Fadr]
g EelA delEst A9zt A% #sE 7HA
9HKim & Nam, 2005; Park et al, 1998). ©Jo] & A=
a7 e digage] e mE AYgagaAgel 43

<Table 5> Correlation among sexual attitude and general characteristics (N=1,118)

Characteristics Sexual attitude Age Height Weight
Age 18%*
Height 20%* 19%*

Total Weight 13 16+ 51
Health status -.04 -.05 -.02 -.03
Age A7*
Height -.02 -.07

Male Weight 49+ 01 1k
Health status -.06 -.02 -.02 -44
Age .06
Height -.18 -46

Female Weight 01 12+ 12%
Health status 01 -01 .01 .62

* p< .05 ** p< .01

oyUZZEstE|R| 13(3), 20078 9
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