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I AY 5%

1. @7el Yoy

Aadrle AAHdes F4F At A4 A3,
Aeldoz obgolr AgRlez Wsishe FH=r)d A
< FAe % F8E Arlolth. eE5d ALIES YA
A B3t IR diF ¢t 5oE BE 2EH
28 ZA¥stn Jn FF ol Hu|EFol €4935A
Zatm Uk oo et A, $-%, dHPF Fol U
Erx 3 o3 ZEoz R Holur 3l
Fdohd £F, FE ¢, 9, /& T MEI=
g} Chung, 2001: Kam et al, 2000).

FEL MUAY AGRD ofe} 3 Ivke A%
LAHG BHo) e Ao, A AAZRez ARFA AL
e F8 FAzA Dol tigh AT A wKo] &
4gk=lz M (Chung, 2001).

Fadrle] F4e Aol A&ste AL vlE F
a 7ot FAFo] BolAA HBR AR mlAE
F3o] o A2z Gulel BAAY Aol o Pe] o)AHE
7ol Aot vF FFHAYF(Surgeon General) B
Aol oJ3tH 254 oo FAE AT Af HYge=
A Alggol vlFAA e 5.2 wiQldl wisle] 154 o]
Aol FAE AIZARE A APFEo] 18. 7o} oj2& A
22 BnHi YHSong& Kim, 2002 ¢18H). =
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& Aadr|e FI& o2 E¥ AFHn o2
A4 vga AAE sbe/do] An §H3lEr] &
Aod FIL o] s oldFHelgt & + U
(Chen & Millar, 1998).

S8 veks 20109787 154 ol 9 §A& 45%
ZaE SR A5 o] I7F §98 A28 M
A FAE 74l dddez gasgict et 92l
Uzgle] 4l 7] FAEL AR oA e v, o
47 Aade] FAL HA FrhEn F] A d9e ¢
oA 3 e AAeltHSuh et al, 1998).

2 vt . 25 FA2= 20009 of 507
Hog T ol A FHAY I 7.4%, A
3.2% agn nFdAe] F& 27.6%, A 10.7%7}
FHE 1L e AeR ekt B bR of4]
ol AY F7HEF vlwad gz nEeAe A =
Aol 1918 AL U Had FA&L s A7
g Eolth(Ji, 2000).

9 Y= FIAY] ALAHQ] AHo] glole Wshkd
F gle P5oln dAFeR W3l HYo segs A
wgo| &7l f B HAd 20 FQ d 389 Hg
dol 23] aFsEE AAolt. ofdl Fad FAYS
o #EdE 8743, A A ¥dg wHses 4
oAt m&ol WEE AAET] #3 x=YEo] A&Hun
Ak, HIZde AEF FE BH47] 2Ad wel gw
D2 FA o mHo] g4siEa gl v Aa
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d ool §99 1°r6ﬂ é% 21 SlEdE Fdeol
o2 vsht F4 4% =2
%ol 89 A& th:ﬂl FE3] 7lqskA 2@ A
£ & 4 Uvh(Lee& Ryu, 2003). HA2dE ez
ks ~§°4°IIHJ @] B AsNe FA SeHE
HA2E 5T 2 A4F F9 I AMdHe=z 9%
€ vlAE 94 W HxE deshs R Fasin
I 2o
gt £ d7E 3ade] 4 A ¥ 398 99
2 e AN AR J1x ARE wHEE] A3
25HEE ez FQ deld B FAd W A
A3zt d=g zAbtRA Su AL FHL oS3
2o
1) 25 FE FEE doldot
2) w5 F delel BE A A4 =S ¢
ok}
3) 25 FA Aed FQ AT elese] FE
A E Lol

2. 80f "o

1 a4 &4

ZAL Al BAlGIM HEA EL FUlAoz whiE
3 lerZkE vIFcHWHO, 1998). & dATdlA
A FAL A4 2E A5 JertE vl

2) AA &4
£ dFdMe dAe 2E AeA o A
gdolete g 9 £ AHo] e BFE T

3) W&
2 ATdME A2 s e By 2 2
o Qe A3E Suja}.
M. oA+ 2wy
1. e

B Q7E 25o4el FAAUs FA A4 9 b=
£ Yolus] AR AEH 24 ATl

2. 97 oy

JA &4 18A Mz, A9A 3Me F 6744 258
;e ez 2+ Thd F 19 Y HYE Yoz AF
3l 515" A didoz st

3. 47 &7

£ A AHEE =F€ Moon(2002)3 Ji(2000)
o =78 43 243l ARgsiglen AEA W&
ddzte] dety B4 11898, §4 #¥ 54 13839,
Fdol BF A 158, FA AP = 158 F
o2 749 ¥ 54¥Foltt

DEQ A

FA e 258w §A 2§ A £ &) Gl
A Moon(2002)°] AH8-& =78 73 Hgsied AL83}
fen, o] EFE 1583e 2 FAE it} 7+ &3
o) tislel wow 14, EAY Ragcia 4 0¥
2 8] F 154 o2 A7t 5EFE AYo] ¥
AL U@t =Fe] ALEE Cronbach’s a=
.8515 o]t}

2)Fd "H=

4 HEe 2583 F9 2§ A" 2 3 ol
Al Moon(2002)0] AME3 =75 4 Helsle] Alg3}
Heon, o =7 15899 43 A2 FHHUL
H, o] F 8EYL ¥ 2oz A AL A o
o2 gk 2k £ dial ol a3k 43, o
gy 39, R %A 4oy 27, WY 23A &
t} 13802 3o F 60 WHoR AUt 22FE F
dol el 23AQA HES e AL 9ujg. =79
A2 =& Cronbach’s a= .7913 °]%it}.

3. X2 7% X

20024 12€9 14328 1797 JA &4 670 2%
gmg d7del Y Wi AR ZADN WHS
Avg &zt gtwel 2awAl £ FYNE Az o
Ale] F2E do] AEAE HEF F 353l en], o
Z 2448 ¢34 1982 AT 515%9 ARE ¥
k1=

4. "2 2wy
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Az EH WHe SPSS WIN Z2adg o &3l
n5egel duty AT FInd 5A4L Yize uE
g Fegn, F9 AH, 4y 547 33 549
w2 &Fd el Chi-square test® BA31oH, F
A el @ Fdo dF A7} = ANOVAR
EA8l3, Duncan AHE FAE ok FAe i A
A3 "lzele] A#BAE Pearson’s Correlation
CoefficientE o] &3ttt

5. 1ol M

E d7E 98 A9 a5e dider He
Zeonz AF ANS AA nFTIYANA LwsA
7l dele A% 7)3teiok ot

m oA+ A
1. ARl ubE S

WA F 515%os dn 8L U84 64.0%,
4A 35.9%°13, shde 131d 36.3%, 28hd 38.8%.
33hd 24.9% = Jehch el @A 48.7%, A%t
A 51.3%2 AAPY. Fxe e 30t 55.4%, dle
A5t 44.6%2 VERR, AQelMe FE 25 Aol
Je A7t 2 96.8%, 54.7%F VeRa, M=
Rrn 9% ugstw £34Q) B4t 57.6%, 55.5%2 7V
2otttk ARAFEE “FA A4t 62.2%, VA A4t
23.0%, ¥ 797t 14.8%2 Jebm, ¢ 4L
2-50e] 45.3%2 ¥ wsith 73] HEFEE
eyt 53.2% 2, dm AEE EEFey 7}
50.1%2 7P Bt stwm AAe "Ry A$TUH
49.3%, "¢ F& WA A7t 29.5%, “F& WA AY
7} 21.2%2 Jehdan, m$ fAs A BE xR
doF7} 67.6%, “AF7} 2¥7t 30.1%. A7 A9l ¢l
o7t 2.3% % e tKTable 1).

2. cHatXtel goiny =4

el Faud S4B 7]l B¥el glE 2
o'} 71.1%, ‘Y AL 28.9%=2 Jehda, 2R
ARE AYe Q= ALV 50.1%, Y B
49.9%2 Jestct.
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(Table 1) General characteristics (n=515)
Characteristics Class n{%)
Type of school cultural school 330(64.0)
business school 185(35.9)
Grade 1 187(36.3)
2 200(38.8)
3 128(24.9)
Sex male 251(48.7)
female 264(51.3)
Religion” yes 284(55.4)
no 229(44.6)
Ocupation”
father work 484(96.8)
none 16( 3.2)
mother work 278(54.7)
none 230(45.3)
Educational level”
father elementary school 43( 8.3)
middle school 89(17.2)
high school - 298(517.6)
above college 72(13.9)
mother elementary school 60(11.6)
middle school 126(24.4)
high school 287(55.5)
above college 30( 5.8)
Economic level” high 76(14.8)
moderate 319(62.2)
low 118(23.0)
)
Monthly allowance™ | 41 on 20,000 129(25.0)
(won)
20,000-50,000 234(45.3)
60,000-100,000 93(18.0)
110,000-150,000 35( 6.8)
more 160,000 19( 3.7)
gi:i?xefrfbers very good 205(39.8)
good 274(53.2)
dissatisfaction 25( 4.9)
greatly dissatisfaction  11( 2.1)
School life greatly satisfaction 17( 3.3)
satisfaction 137(26.6)
moderate 258(50.1)
dissatisfaction 74(14.4)
greatly dissatisfaction  29( 5.6)
School recode good 109(21.2)
moderate 254(49.3)
poor 152(29.5)
Friendship a lot of friends 155(30.1)
moderate 348(67.6)
a few of friends 12( 2.3)
1) 2) 3 4 o)

missing cases are excepted



2 ge ks ALV 56.7%. ‘REe B$7t
43.3%% A2, ¥ 7€ "UE B¥7 55.9%,
"Re A7 4.1%2 Jdeber, 94 nE Bl
‘Pe 47 85.0%2 WEEE AAYY. I E
AejelAl “opAI7F A FAske 457t 24.0%, "
oiuzt @ EFdske A7 0.6%, A, At @
A Fdshe 497} 3.3%F JebdltKTable 2).

(Table 2) Smoking related characteristics
(n=56156)
Characteristics Class n(%)
Experience in yes 149(28.9)
cigarette purchase no 366(71.1)
Experience in yes 257(49.9)
errand for cigarette no 258(50.1)
Cigarette price known 292(56.7)
unknown 223(43.3)
Close friends’ yes 288(55.9)
smoking no 227(44.1)
Experience in yes 438(85.0)
smoking education no 77(15.0)
Smoking status of family”
father ex-smoking 276(56.1)
currently smoking  118(24.0)
non-smoking 98(19.9)
mother ex-smoking 11( 2.3)
currently smoking 3( .6
non-smoking 466(97.1)
brothers & sisters ex-smoking 55(19.9)
currently smoking 9( 3.3)
non-smoking 212(76.8)

Y missing cases are excepted

3. Mo mE FH Aej

Add e 4 dee 949 29.9%7 A F
4, 23.9%7F A4 FQ, 46.2%7) HFReE Vet
om, ozle] 18.6%7F A FA, 3.0%7F A ¥4,
78.4%7F M o2 Jelytn, ddd wE FddeHe
F9J3 #ao] gle Aoz JelstKTable 3).

=
=

4. A HEjo| g FH X4

&4 e e F4 A4 AAdAM {eF Aol
(F=4.91, p=.008)% ERAEd, ¥ A% 23 dA
Fdol #A FAF v FQol vla) FA Ao] frelst
A #3ict. EdA F, o 2% F4 Feel e §4
AL feld Zol7h iyt A} @zt 2o FA
A14e] v EA JelstKTable 4).
5. &Y 4Elo o FH EHT
F4 e e §4 g AAdAM {F Ao]
(F=58.86, p=.00008 BHed, A #3 27 4
A Fdol A 43 vl FAd vlE FF HE HF57t
ROl Yol Fdol i eHl=rt @ ¥R 4
HollA] FH(F=32.70, p=.000), AA(F=11.15, p=
.000) 2% 4 Add ©E ¥4 Hee fod Aol
g Byed, A A3 243 dAdAe A 4ol
FA FA3 vFA vl FD = AU FelsiA
ol Fdol dig Bi=rt €@ ¥ AU, AN e
vlEde] AA FA3 A FLo vE ¥4 = HF
7b el Eob FAd i Hx=rt o #

(Table 3) Difference in smoking status by sex (n=515)
ex-smoking currently smoking non-smoking total X P
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
sex male 75 (29.9) 60 (23.9) 116 (46.2) 251 (100) 70 57*** 000
female 49 (18.6) 8 (3.0 207 (78.4) 264 (100) ) )
*** n{ .001
(Table 4) Difference in smoking knowledge by smoking status (n=515)
Male Female Total
F p F »p F p Duncan

n Mean(+SD)

n Mean(+SD)

n Mean(+3D)

75 12.77(3.03)
60 11.70(3.36) 1.73 .178
116 12.44(3.60)

1. ex-smoking
2. currently smoking
3. non-smoking

49 13.24(2.05)
8 11.62(2.26) 1.62 .198
207 13.04(2.42)

124 12.95(2.69)
68 11.69(3.24) 4.91** .008 2(1.3
323 12.82(2.91) :

*p(.01
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(Table 5) Defference in smoking attitude by smoking status (n=516)
Male Female Total
n Mean(¢SD) F p Duncan n Mean(+SD) F p Duncan n Mean(:3D) F P Duncan

1. ex-smoking
2. currently

3.

smokingy

75 46.34(6.86)
60 41.35(5.71) 32.70*** .000 2(1.3
non-smoking 116 49.20(5.58)

49 46.47(5.68)
8 45.25(5.47)
207 50.17(5.40)

124 46.39(6.39)
11.15*** 000 3)1,2 68 41.82(5.79) 58.86"** .000 21,3
323 49.82(5.48)

*** p( .001

EF 27 dAEn 2E A dHAA §Q He A
F7F #A Jehd FAd) disf o FEHArKTable
5.

6.

Avts K40l ot B Al

Atz E4ol @2 4 AHdA Bl Y& /e
g #e2e @ #3(x*=32.93, p=.000), -3d

(x*=11.91, p=.018), %(x*=30.52, p=.000), =
(x*=14.23, p=.027)9) =EH $F F2 /=
(x*=17.19, p=.028), 7}=3t FEHE(x*=15.23,
p=.019), &a AV(x*=26.96 p=.001), &u A3
(x2=30.24, p=.000) S22 Jveydrt gm FHA
= AEA 7.3%, ALA 23.8%7F A FAE 2,
shdolNEe 13Hd  16.0%, 283 12.0%, 339
10.9%7% 44 F49¢ 3t R 3§ FFAMe

(Table 6> Difference in smoking status by general characteristics (n=516)
variables class ex-smoking currently smoking  non-smoking 2
n(%) n (%) n(%) * P

Type of school
cultural school 75(22.7) 24( 7.3) 231(70.0) 32.9"" .000
business school 49(26.5) 44(23.8) 92(49.7)

Grade 1 55(29.4) 30(16.0) 102(54.5)
2 35(17.5) 24(12.0) 141(70.5) 11.91* .018
3 34(26.6) 14(10.9) 80(62.5)

Religion" yes 69(24.3) 39(13.7) 176(62.0) .20 .905
no 54(23.6) 29(12.7) 146(63.8)

Occupation®

father work 117(24.3) 57(11.8) 308(63.9) 3.49 174
none 5(31.3) 4(25.0) 7(43.8)

mother work 67(24.3) 38(13.8) 171(62.0) .32 .849
none 55(23.9) 28(12.2) 147(63.9)

Educational level”

father elementary school 8(18.6) 14(32.6) 21(48.8) '
middle school 22(24.7) 16(18.0) 51(57.3) 30.52***  .000
high school 79(26.6) 30(10.1) 188(63.3)
above college 15(21.1) 1(1 .4) 55(77.5)

mother elementary school 12(20.0) 15(25.0) 33(55.0)
middle school 28(22.2) 22(17.5) 76(60.3) 14.23* 027
high school 74(25.8) 27(9.4) 186(64.8)
above college 6(21.4) 2(7.1) 20(71.4)

Economic level” high 24(31.6) 7(9.2) 45(59.2)
moderate 69(21.6) 39(12.2) 211(66.1) 8.41 077
low 31(26.3) 22(18.6) 65(55.1)

Monthly allowance”  less than 20,000 28(21.7) 18(14.0) 83(64.3)

(won) 20,000-50,000 55(23.5) 22(9.4) 157(67.1) 17.19* 028

60.000-100,000 23(24.7) 19(20.4) 51(54.8)
110,000-150,000 12(35.3) 3(8.8) 19(55.9)
more 160,000 4(22.2) 6(33.3) 8(44.4)
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(Table 6) Difference in smoking status by general characteristics(continued)

(n=515)

variables class ex-smoking currently smoking  non-smoking Y
n(%) n (%) n(%) . P
Harmony of very good 44(21.5) 18(8.8) 143(69.8)
family members good 69(25.2) 41(15.0) 164(59.9) 15.23* .019
dissatisfaction 7(28.0) 5(20.0) 13(52.0)
greatly dissatisfaction 4(36.4) 4(36.4) 3(27.3)
School life greatly satisfaction 2(11.8) 3(17.6) 12(70.6)
satisfaction 25(18.2) 16(11.7) 96(70.1)
moderate 64(24.8) 30(11.6) 164(63.6) 26.96"* .001
dissatisfaction 24(32.4) 8(10.8) 42(56.8)
greatly dissatisfaction 9(31.0) 11(37.9) 9(31.0)
School recode good 24(22.0) 5( 4.6) 80(73.4)
' moderate 59(23.2) 26(10.2) 169(66.5) 30.24***  .000
poor 41(27.0) 37(24.3) 74(48.7)
Friendship a lot of friends 35(22.6) 31(20.0) 89(57.4)
moderate 86(24.7) 35(10.1) 227(65.2) 9.42 .051
a few of friends 3(25.0) 2(16.7) 7(58.3)
* p{ .05, ** p( .01, *** pC.001
V235 missing cases are excepted
nw zZtzt 258w &9 32.6%, 25.0%, F%n &4 F98d EAd & Fd AN Bl e ®
18.0%. 17.5%, 258w 10.1%, 9.4%, W&z & g A5 9 7Y AY(x*=150.04, p=.000),
o) 1.4%, 7.1%7F A F4& . @ §&9 gl ARE AP(x®=20.00, p=.000), G¥ 3t
Ae 29 ot 14.0%, 2-59H¢ 9.4%, 69+¥-10%¢ (=72.52, p=.000), I+ FA*=107.41, p=
€ 20.4%, 11%49-15T49 8.8%. 16%d o% .000), BA, A FAF(x*=16.97, p=.002)

33.3% 7} AA F9<€ At 7S] HEAAEe vl
$ HEF 3L 8.8%, HEY A4 15.0%, BUNF
Q A¥ 20.0%. ¥ BUEA AL 36.4%7t, TFH
AN E TiE WEF AL 17.6%, ‘BEA B
11.6%, “oi-%- 3% 3+ 37.9%7t, gqa YHAxe
e AY 4.6%, EEU AY 10.2%, e B¥
24.3%7t @A 922 JegcKTable 6).

7. R SHo| e B A

soz vehgct @ 74 A¥el dEe BF 38.3%,
e AF 3.0%7 A4 F4E sz, 9 AR S
ol e AF 15.6%, g A% 10.9%71, ew &
£ ole A$ 21.9%, 22 3% 1.8%7), FI3F7}
dE ABS 22.9%. e AF 0.9%7t, BA, Aozt 7
A F9e& & 4% 29.1%, A4 FI& 3= 25
11.1%, &4 4% 8.5%7F A4 FA22 Jehy
tTable 7).

(Table 7) Difference in smoking status by smoking related characteristics (h=515)
variables class ex-smoking  currently smoking  non-smoking »
N(%) N(%) N(%) . P

Experience in yes 51(34.2) 57(38.3) 41(27.5) 150.04*** .000
cigarette purchase no 73(19.9) 11(3.0) 282(71.0)
Experience in yes 80(31.1) 40(15.6) 137(53.3} 20.00*** .000
errand for cigarette no 44(17.1) 28(10.9) 186(72.1)
Cigarette price known 88(30.1) 64(21.9) 140(47.9) 72.52%** .000

unknown 36(16.1) 4(1.8) 183(82.1)
Close friends’ yes 96(33.3) 66(22.9) 126(43.8) 107.41*** .000
smoking no 28(12.3) 20 .9) 197(86.8)
Experience in yes 109(24.9) 60(13.7) 269(61.4) 2.13 345
smoking education no 15(19.5) 8(10.4) 54(70.1)
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(Table 7) Difference in smoking status by smoking related characteristics(continued) (n=515)
variables class ex-smoking currently smoking non-smoking 2
N(%) N(%) N(%) P
Smoking status of family"
father ex-smoking 72(26.1) 39(14.1) 165(59.8)
currently smoking 23(19.5) 15(12.7) 80(67.8) 4.63 .326
non-smoking 25(25.5) 8(8.2) 65(66.3)
mother ex-smoking 3(27.3) 4(36.4) 4(36.4)
currently smoking 1(33.3) 2(66.7) 7.90 .095
non-smoking 110(23.6) 57(12.2) 299(64.2)
brothers & sisters  ex-smoking 12(21.8) 16(29.1) 27(49.1)
currently smoking 3(33.3) 1(11.1) 5(55.6) 16.97** .002
non-smoking 58(27.4) 18(8.5) 136(64.2)

** p( .01, *** p{.001
missing cases are excepted

8. & XAzt efzotol abmhatA|

FQol A 27 eixgle] AAE ] 95t
ARA S A7, AA 4 g FE A4
7} gxe fod FRRA(r=.337, p=.000)% Y&}
walth F49 Adud EFde oig A2z FAdof g
gz AAe BAA FA(r=.324, p=.000)3} ¥|F
A(r=.369, p=.000)cl = BAHLZE {3 Fad
A7 49z, dA FdolMe R dFBAE JE
WA %t Table 8).

(Table 8) Relationship between knowledge and
attitude of smoking by smoking

status (n=515)
smoking knowledge
currently
ex~ . non-
. smoking . total
smoking smoking

smoking r= .324*** r= .128 r= .369*** r= .337***
attitude (p=.000) (p= .301) (p= .000) (p= .000)
*** p( 001

V.= 9

B a7 2% a4 92 o e e v
23.9%, 9ol 3.0% 2 JEehdt). ol 2002 AA
W ZMARFAATLEY AF F, 2E%E 4 ED
A8 B3dd nE%a el Fdgol 23.6%. o
g2 7.3%Z JEpd A3el, Ji(2000)9] AFelA
LEtE deel 27.6%, g4l 10.7%2 Ead

A7 vlafds o, Yo FAES B A7 Ane}
H&sht gl FIE&L Wi ey A 4
I @A F9& T FA A¥SL I 53.8%,
oAl 21.6%2 Ueh}, ot AY aEYL did
o2 g Kam 5(2000)8] 7oA &9 33.9%,
ool 10.4%¢ WlmslR &, A Fd BEE
o] =¥ A Jestth <l2g Aze 2 47 ¥R
o] AF Ao] =A FE EFF] 2EAA FE 17
8 & o, Cheon¥ Park(2002)2] 3olA stm &)
A Mg FA AYTel TE2 AY Bt B4 A
A=A Jelgte Rusks XA gttt wEkA
£ A gdatlel FI&L 71&9 Bae vsdht
5] FAEL AT FA AELL d=Add ujF
A4 Jehiez 27 4 dus 943 4359 Wt
o] a7},

4 2e 4 FA A FAFE AAdMe fo@ 3
olF Bo, €A §9¢ shke Ak AA ¥4, ¥IEQ
A Ao vE Fdo tig A A wig wA U
Eiont |, oo o] FA Ao M2 F4 Ae
gk Aol7k gt ol FEHAE dderR
Baek¥ Kang(2002)9] 7oA FdFo| viFds
FABETA W& FEAHo] 7MY Rdin Bnd 2
e} fAbslY, M# AF(Kim, 1997: Lee, 1993:
Najem et al, 1997)oX £ #4o] & gAYSo
2 I Eo F9 249e] gddn Basict z#
v 258YE ddez & Park¥® Park(2003)9] ¢
T Fd HAGH EF BP2N) FAAHL §
AFeoz {F A7t §I2E Ruddn, n5dn
oS oz I Lee(1992)9 AdirMe vlEA
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o] FA2T FAHITEG FA Ao] KA &
A Jeht B 47 ZdFe 23k =3 Morris §
(1993)9] dPME FA A2 F3 ZYES /e
Apol7b I, Choi(2000)8] ArdM= FA A]4L
9 AY AR felF 9FE JdehdA Yot ¥4 A
2lo] 4 7Yy FHEL YA 2FHQA AL opdE
Badtn glvh. mEtAd M3 dF 2AE B & W &
aAdesl F4 Ao AARGL dHEHA ggorR
eIyl 3 g 3},

4 A g Fdd g Hee JA, ¢, o EF
A fo@ Aozt glol, A FIE e A¥ A
A3 u)FAd vlg FAd e FAH HEE U
ehligicl. ol nEFYS Wz F IAF(Kim,
1997; Lee, 1993: Lee, 1992)914 &4A Fdo]
F4 A9 Bt FAo A uoot vk 2EE
Bl B A7 Anel dXeHrt £ Lee(1992)
9] dFeME F4 DI vFA J2E TEY Fe
78 8% W42 Fd4 U dxgde B
webd FA Jde] dF FAA OP Q=g F3E F
g o3t Hkto]l 87EH, ) FAA U FA
9 WP "= W3lel A& AP FU|FoR o] R
4 dart 3k

Autz] EAdo] wtE F9 AeidA #de] = #o
g dAeze gu /Y, 9, Ry g FE, 2
£E, 7153 35 A=, dw 4E, dm 4 s
vebgoh dm fZdMe AdAZE A Fdo Bxn
AEAZE #AA FA wFdel Btk ol 1T
< oz & dF(Lee, 1993: Lee, 1992: Seo,
2000)elM A4 msstwrt ARA nSewel]
A2 &4 vehd Bueh 4Pt sdere g
do] &2 dAA o) B, ole AdA okt
NS Ao Z 3 Choi(1993)2] AFelA ghd ¥
F4o] 33hdq wlal 1, 28hde] FAE o Bol] 3=
Aoz BAF A AL a8y g A QAEA
AGA nEFYL Pz I Seo(2000)2] APeA
Fetge) 79 thdo| ZeldsE FALo] A vehd
Bashe Autd ZAbojt), RE mf FFEo] BE W
Aol A FAA7E B2 Aoz veh, diF Al
Z, n5dAE Ao ® & Kam %(2000)2 ATFeA
58t Gl FA AP ol e g FE9
SR gidthe Hug RRHe s dxsign. de
BEM e &E0] BE& ALeM dA Fdo] weH

15T E ez @ diEe] AF(Jang, 1991:
Kim, 1996: Lee, 1993: Lee, 1992)clxe] Zz}e}
Axg}, ol B FYeR AT FE A5l 71T
Aog2 AP 7% FE FxdA 7450 #E¢
A e A9 A Fdol WIEH ole Jang
(1991)9] |7l 71 EA7I7t 3pE3ta 3314
ZETE FA AY&o] H3E& BRI A7 Kim
(1996)9] d7olA 718 AE wEmrh FAo {el)
A #PE 80dE B A} At w4
Eol) Buto] Bm ga Agao] B ZHo HAl FAo|
ged ol dga Qg BExe} dm gdHo] FI
oyl #ado] 9SS Hmg MY AT (Choi. 2000:
Kim, 1996: Lee, 1993: Lee, 1992: Seo, 2000)
Axet dx@ch o] deM FAL JiQlY Yty A,
7V 744 891, duw 3 99l o] Bz o
e oiFE & 4 Uk

F4 #d B wE Fd duoM F-e] e #
A ¥Fe 2 7 2, 2 A5E AY, 2
g B7 F4, A, AWY FE B FoF e
. 9 @ B4 o2 4 AudM ek 2 A
d 9 AEE Aol dx, Bl &g ok A% EA
F93 HA Fdo] ged, ol FA Aol 49
Fad 349 =27 dFo] YSE vt AT F
Az A, Aojel Fdo] FA e foF T
U=t ol A8 FF(Choi, 2000: Green et al
1991 Kam et al, 2000: Lee, 1992: Seo, 2000:
Strebel et al, 1989) 2o} dXgdtt. Aade FA
A1z m2f J7el FGo] Ir{(Headen et al, 1991)
Aadrlel Aol 7159 BAYT 4o AE=H2
7Eele] Bdul Apee] AR FAIYE FASHER of
Al7le] Ab3lstehs wellA Ed ko] d&o] T2
olo]&cHKam et al, 2000)

Fd gt Ay gzoel Adw #Ae WA 4
dM Fdol B A4 BEE FF FAL Yehy
o] FAe 3 Aol ¥E4E FH dia A
Hx& vehlch ol §4 A3 dHixele #H A7
(Choi, 2000: Lee& Choi, 2000: No. 1996)¢i412]
Azts}t dAFr gt FERAE ddeE & Baekd
Kang(2002)9] d7eAl & A Hze 48 84
7t g&E Badld B A7 ZAdel dXSA gkl
FQ 4d ¥ F49 M43 exele] 4% BANA HF
4, #A FQAE ol 4BHAE vepd W, &
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A FRdMde folF ARBAS Ut ol Baekd
Kang(2002)2] delr BlEE, A FdelA &L
227} e 4T #AC gz A FdMEe =
L ¥ A% #AE ved d7 ddde e 2
olth, ol2g AT Ade FA dH H 4 tus
wiel Mol odE Au|dct. F HFAAS AA
Fdzke 9utd FE AW 2%S B3 FA9 &9
A Fa4de Ui 27 &S B3 FAA d@ =4
& ZslgozA Fdo U g ui sl §A 8
€ Rol Fasi da FEAAME FddA A A4
3 = Heot B el A AV A Jebst
222 FAd A AHL ALste 71 FE 4%
of tigl stm WU FA AL JUsk] oH
o oA 44 FIdE e e FOF 24LEE A
& 2&7 F99 FBYE oetn
AEE olFo & # gl tdstn HEF
z2aYPo| Hesictn Hr},

V. 28 ¥ Ao

£ d7e 25 &4 AhE At FA
g x4z =g gotsle Fod FI AwS A%
A2 dere ulsled 71x A8 AR LA
ZAMFolrt.

A A= JA &4 670 25sa &4 51590]
A3 27 FH 717 20024 12€ 19%E 1797A)
AEA 2 B3 AsE £,

A7 EF+= Moon(2002)0] AHE-3 ) Uig A
23 Hx =78 £ Bg8ikd ALEsisidh

A8 ¥4e SPSS Win T2Ia9Eg o3
x*-test, ANOVA, Duncan A% 77, Pearson’s
Correlation Coefficient& AHE-3}c).

AT A g3 2.

1. Add we &2 e 39 29.9%7 A &
d, 23.9%7) A &FAQ, 46.2%7} vlFA o= Ve
wom, ojziel 18.6%7F #HA FQ, 3.0%7F AA
B9, 78.4%7 MFdez Jedn % I8
Behe el Bo| Uk

2. §9 Aud @2 FA Ade AA(F-4.91,
p=.008)s14 frel@ Rol7t veigent, &, ool
Ne 49 Aol Rolx| Wit

A2t e e A A5 A2

3. A Ao w2 Fd HEE WA (F=58.86,
p=.000), ¥(F=32.70, p=.000), &(F=11.15.
p=.000) E5N #o3 Ao|E Epich

4. 993 530 B2 F4 gejlA] d-de] U
MegE dm f¥9(*=32.93, p=.000), 3hd
(x*=11.91, p=.018), ¥(x*=30.52, p=.000), =
(x*=14.23, p=.027)8 =& +F VT /=
(x*=17.19, p=.028), 71Z HE2A=(x*=15.23,
p=.019), 3 YB(x*=26.96 p=.001), &x B3
(x*=30.24, p=.000) $22 Pt}

5. F994 B4 BE F4 el #Ao] e &
g WAsrzE g 7 AYE=150.04, p=
.000), 2l A%E BB(x*=20.00, p=.000), &
Wi Z(®=72.52, p=.000), AF FAG’=
107.41, p=.000), ¥A, Aokl FAEN (=
16.97, p=.002) 522 Jebgct

6. Fgol uig A= exzele] WAE AA A 3
ol(r=.337, p=.000) &< A4F "H=e Ho3
A A A F9 dd E F94 A4 "
ge] BAE FA FAG= .324, p=.000)3 WF
A(r=.369, p=.000)9xe BAHcE FIF 4
#3477 din, A FddM e F@ AU
& VA st '

o4 A7Adx FAd m{A] FAGEHE Ho
dasn, A FdA dFd FAo P =g +3
g ¢ e FAZ 87Hm, oo Wi FAQJA F4
o ti¥ elx Wil FAE ZAPT o]Fo] A devt
At
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- Abstract -

High School Students’ Knowledge
and Attitude about Smoking
according to Their Smoking Status

Paek, Kyung Shin* - Choi, Yeon Hee**

Purpose: This study was to provide basic
information for preventing high school students
from smoking by examining their actual smoking
condition and their knowledge and attitude

A GA2 5 3 A A58 A2%

about smoking. Method: The subjects were 515
students selected from six(6) . high schools in
Jecheon. Data were collected using a
questionnaire from the 1st to the 17th of
December 2002. The author prepared the tool by
modifying the scale of knowledge and attitude
about smoking developed by Moon(2001). Data
were analyzed with SPSS/WIN program using
frequencies, percentages, x-test, t-test, ANOVA,
Duncan test and Pearson’s correlation
coefficient. Result: 1. The percentage of
ex-smoking students was 29.9% of male
students and 18.6% of female ones. The
percentage of currently smoking students was

23.9% of male students and 3.0% of female

“ones. The percentage of non-smoking students

was 46.2% of male students and 78.4% of
female ones. 2. There were not significant
differences in smoking knowledge according to
smoking status in male and female students. 3.
There were significant differences in smoking
attitude according to smoking status in
male(F=32.70, p=.000) and female(F=11.15,
p=.000) students. 4. In smoking status
according to general characteristics, there were
significant differences according to the type of
school(x*=32.93, p=.000), grade(x*=11.91, p=
.018), educational level of the father(x?=30.52,
p=.000) and the mother(x*=14.23, p=.027),
monthly allowance(x*=17.19, p=.028), harmony
of family members(x®=15.23, p=.019), school
life(x*=26.96, p=.001) and school record(x’=
30.24, p=.000). 5. In smoking status according to
smoking-related  characteristics, there were
significant differences according to experience in
cigarette purchase(x’*=150.04, p=.000), experience
in errands for cigarette(x?=20.00, p=.000),
knowledge of cigarette price(x*=72.52, p=.000), -
close friends’ smoking(x*=107.41, p=.000) and

* Semyung University, Dept. of Nursing(Corresponding author)

** Kyungsan University, Dept. of Nursing
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smoking of brothers and sisters(x*=16.97,
p=.002). 6. There were significant correlation
between knowledge and attitude about smoking
in the whole students(r=.337, p=.000), ex-
smokers(r=.324, p=.000), non-smokers(r=.369,
p=.000) but there was not a significant
correlation between knowledge and attitude
about smoking in current smokers(r=.128,

p=.301). prevention

Conclusion: Smoking

education should considered students’ smoking

status. Current smokers need smoking
prevention education aiming to change their
attitude toward smoking in order for them to
reduce smoking and to practice smoking

cessation.

Key words : Smoking, Knowledge, Attitude,
High school students
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