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1. 79 Hed

FAe HEE R 4F 43 Ao Yl A
Al xgdwgt ohigt  Irtel AN LHF BB
of gl Aoz A AAdez AZFA A9 F2 I
AzA 244 dig Q43 AgmSo| B4z ik
(Chung, 2001).

42 o] $uat Agox AAlsti sle A&
o2 Q3 Fad FA&o AA A2da e AL
Ao} A3 et Fade] FAEL AA Aad
Eo] FJed vimdl £ o ®& 4dF|vHKorean
Association of Smoking & Health, 2006).

Arde A wgo]l AEA] ¥e AEHjolE® o]
7)ol AL gule] =4 B o el 283k
Aol v d3ke Fu|, Z2F A ZAY sedel
Ex gdale Qe AgEd Azl ® FH7I3Te]
oA m F= Bolx UA FALFE A3 At
AR} (Jee, 2000: Wiencke et al., 1999).

EF F2dr)e £9e 259 ¥4 o E A ¢
2ygoll} dgsgdsE EoiMe B2 9 dln
{Gerstein & Green, 1993) 9Wi2 AT FaF A
yhgo|u} AWubgol FUA SR el gol €
g £7] Byt gale 2EFoez FAL diste

> ot

o0 : A, x4, iz, oAX|, ZSFW

I

Aol 83K (Kim, 2001).

AT FAAY ZAM wzs] guje HE HEH A7
E drE 258wz Jeht(Jee, 2000: Kim &
Kim, 2004; Seo, 2001) 258 Al7lel EFHdlio
g @59 Fedg A4t Ut

fZox AAEin e o9 A Fdnge 259
2 nEhARy Fatn Ao AA AFHz e
(Moon, J. 8., 20011 ¢1€%), == DARE(Drug
Abuse Resistance Education) ZT2IH& 258w
5, 63PARE AlFsld FA B5UES #ES 2
g AT § T FHn grix] wEAoR AAzn
altH(Dusenbury & Falco, 1995).

Fdol Q3 A= ATF AuiRw FAYPAE 48
A, Al Agd 894 g8 9FE we Y
Fyoz B1 oz @FEe] Mol o3 Utk =Y
U 2w diFeidel 2 AEA 98 AA(Tyas &
Pederson, 1998), #dd#dl Wg AR 7lg 2
(Rasmussen et. al, 2002), gtz Helirel AFEHE
o] &3 FHoW A X233 (Ausems et al., 2002),
FAte] A AF B Vg ZIANAY BE-mAL
JA2ET 2rol 2] YF FeE AT usg T
EAYE 938 848 I SAES At welsiy
FAa9¥e #aAe A, dI3Ns gm FAE
2%% A7(Flynn et al., 1997) A Y& F
AA LS AAANNAY FD o] BAHASTE Basyd

* o) =22 20059 MEdiatn mujstedTyl A sl g A7
* Agusty 38T 2a5(3AAR E-mail: kyungshinpaek @ hanmail.net)
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*

Torre 5(2005)& &x 4 FcEFAst vdg
2agoA S 93 AAE wol7]l HAMe
Ao w &) 2&AY FHL7H o sof 23 AAm
. 2rgl EuAE XIS ANl A 73,
g2 gw Bd 23 ZzaW o Fdol €%
9 AY Sel Wgo] THojol & AT EF
EFdo FAe BFAY FHLAER dFofAS =Y
A7 BuE TS ABA A3l g JB, FIL
Q3 wrzte] AlAMA Pk WP FE L AH Ve
4 52 A=xsta Ao

U)o A7 BRY AFE Ao F TS
Aoz Fd At 93 g9ld Wi A3 FIdA4
2 o3 29 zzael Aol B o] WEES
AAHFD ok 25YE ez F FAAtuse
NS BAY AFe 259 EFEM(Kang & Seo
1995; Kim & Kim, 2004: Lee, 2002: Moon,
2001: Shin, 2000: Seo 2001) dzle 258 5,
pEhdoz W& WEe Fdo Heldd AP P A
2 g HE AR, EBAEL B ARE 18, £
A AR why, JAEH 2 AolEFH T FLE 9
oA Y @& A5E 330N 13374 hFstath
28§ Ee 23 AVle 229 FE 3 FoA ¥H
67ME T olgln FAAWMESe] AR A3} €=
W3e gelsldou 498 G7AHE HolA] Ritn
Ak

cguele] Fad FdoHase 20018e Had
249 #z 438 T Adstn KIS A=A
Tz aYe] BAsE] AFsigch. 2v &
o 24 FAduage oF AASHAAY FEHA
o) ol FoiA 3 gltkm HrylE o

Moon(2001)2 2584& A¢ FI4T =209
9 RS gsle ASdm FAAHE BduSo digt
e geotelr FATEE AT U Tt A
aetmel 60%el, AL AHe 1A7HIA 34]
Ziojgto g Jeh) Autdoz 2Fdtw & W@ B
Am ol nEHL At £F FAF wAHE o
2 &4 3% A Miske 2§ AZE vde,

wkm weupgor Y3 ERo] fAESTH

AABtD o8 rlvten AFE FHoR LH EE
2 gy Axzyl golrm #Qls] By At F4e
43 ZAqutzaadl BE S AAstath

o mob

o) B A7 2Foe FA N ANE W
A7lm olE @ A4E vios FAAEE AR HES
e daled AeY, 4Y, ¥de, EE, 43,
JdER 5o G T PEE BED et T4
2% ¥5 3¢ £ FPEsE AN ol

ug g3 #4sta @

2 d3o 2xe 25da Ao FHCAEE H8
BT SE AAFT 12 EE geolRmal sn 7
AAY AL g Ak
1) Fddtmgo] 2549 FAAHH viAe ¥

2) FAdwmgol 25 FAdeizd viAe 9%

3) Fddwmgol 25 FAA viAe 9%

3. A3 7tM

A 17K Fdenss Be 2L X g2 TEY
FA A #E 5E elnh

27Md: FAnSS Be T A g TEY
Edd W3 344 "z A57t 2 Folot

A 37 FAAE S-S e 72 ¥

A F47t &5 Reloh

A

—

L AT dA

2 A7e FQAeLe0] 2530 F A §
B 2 29 siXe) nAE A Dokl AR v
54 22 AF YA ol§F 4 AY Aol

8

2. 97 iy

JAI A 270 2E%ta 63hde dider 2t st 3
AN &g % 670 SEe Bel ESe ime 105%2
A8, 174z 1019S dzFes ool wWysisch
AR ZAIE AP 106%, =T 1019010 &
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A gAY gaRE Agsel HF AT
EAYE 97Y, dRT 928202 F 189Ut

3. Y XM=

NEIAY RS

FAd M -Se Kim# Kim(2004)°] 2538 5, 6
dg ez FAdwEzaade &3E HFIN
e A3 8gle] FAWnS F 73 A FAAYE
A% FHE 279 83 A FAY FHE HES A
ok ZtAel Ul go] FEE0] 13] a2 Fo| FAALE
9% 242 FAF dxE FFsw FId fAEH
Had Fdo 9Ag AN Lol E F J=E F
A4 gEI g4 22g7t FAT A7) FREE Je=
WA e WES Frisld F 739 FdddnS
oz FAHRYL FAUafo] dAHe BF A
AQeA FFUAE W] FAAETEF] Ao}
et 28 Wee 718sn FAEE U

FADS S wiF AFAIL 2z rHE 18] 408
A % 730 AX BRie FAdW AL AAEA
. Fdduag wiess giEAe] &% FHE
T3 7], vde AA, ER @ 2E, AY, 983,
Y 27 2 FAE A L U

FAotmge FAAQ W& ke 2ok 13 A
T8 Fd9 fuAT QA nlAe TS olHE
& dxs AHYA Bvle] #aldS F2 ppt TF
ARE ARl ZelE 3 F, vt "FEf AY: F
o nXE JF L AT F =7 AL 7183} dH}
=2 sttt 23] A 2&e Bule FEEE Lopr
95l ppt @S ARE AP 24 dxn vde
"opgel 9y: AFe {4 e oEyg AT
A7EBL 712an HEIHEE U 33 A AF
deol =] sl Yolrr] $iste] Bz Ur
7] AF AF, dopA 4g g 4 5
T ARG BAAFEE ST =F e
g8 Fdo 4ol W& sty AF FE
lo] ZzA18 o228 FAES FUG. 43 A4 =
Fdel Aol giE Loty fsl A H AR
WEsHn EoE & ¥ A Hado] F

A0E Fop = FHYh EF T F X
el HZBALE HFNA A "Hule oY
" gbe 2AE wiREle] el 2o sl

&mr

A

B
o
o

o &

A

- ol
rr A

o wlo oo

o on o
==

Sodo 2 £ fo 2 N o 2 ro ok

=]

2
£
i)

Atz A17d A2%

7 Bol & AZEE A48 255 AAEE FAT
53 A @& FA diF 7HE 4FE dn FE
A7} A Edelde dd A= 7] A 7
wje] 2o dF 71E £o WES LHIRE sla
FANEE AZAAT. 63 F e FA {3l
gAE PHE ¢ & A=E gL "HA dH'e
AAE F 2 AR AR PP A JEFE AA
st 73 A @KL FAALE S8 ¥ APl S
Acke A7 FRES A TRt A FEAES
7A Fog wided g ug F Ul £ U=
& 3t

4 o7 EF

DEA A

F99 f8ld 2 FHoE 3 fEsHE AR
A A4 shin(2000)0] 2EEHYS] FAAEER
age] aRATeA ALY =TE FHS AR
T 128%e FAHT. 4 el disl sted 1
Y, BAAY B2 A% 030 3o F 123 WHe
2 A5 225F §Q AHl ®& AL AAvdh

2) 9 8=

g m9$e Hel diF YFelvt BHCE Shin
(2000)°] 2EAUL Yoz F FAduzz |
A A =78 £P5t AMgsiRn 128%es 74
goigich. 2 &L 44 Ax2 Al 23X ok 13
oA e w$ o 49e s F 483 WA
o2 A4yl 224E FAd dF gHoW FAAY
HEg2 e AL Judg. 279 AZ=e A A
Cronbach’s a=.77 god, £ dFre ==
Cronbach’s a=.70 °|3ic}h.

3) 34 94

3 39 8L & dvht g2 =¥ E 71&eld
£ Ao g 2Al24 Shin Ha(2001)7t F84E
Aoz & Fddwtzzade FE Yotr] HAst
o Jee(1993)9] AFellr AHEE SR 34 WES
FQdtm S 2A A FAE AP A= FH5A
Agst 278 o &8t E7e 63 HER 7AEE 4
Ag Baoz 2 24% Wz P4t 2&FF Y
A7t EeL ool =79 AHARE AL A
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Cronbach’s a=.81 @os # dFcMe Adsizs
Cronbach’s a=.72 °[it}.

5. XNESFH ¢d

FAdwmge 2005 99 269%H 119 149 7
A ulE AT ZF wbEE 4084 E TH] ZA
o|folHtt. & AAl Mol RAmALNA A7 F3
T}y e Mdgsln g§25 padch AR F3AL A%
o AelA DEZALY] EAD e A% ¢ F &
ddtm &g A8l Aol APRZARE HAIEAR AMF
ZAFE MY Eo] W43 FAEE A% A FAES
wolE 4 e AIRA RS ¥ A8 Fddtad
28 139 Fo AAsNc A8AEs BiLe] FA
¥ @& At AF wRstn Featied s £3
A 2o}l AL 71E) st dFATe] & & 3L
T ARA Hol Y 24 WEE VAR F HEAE
wxs o Ao M3 E BN Yol FEE 3Gl

E:)

6. A2 U

SPSS Win 10.0 T2 & o|&3ld FAdTns
& AAske 4823 FAANansE dAEA fe o
Zztel dwta E47 FA@d EA digk FIA
22 8l x-test® AN FAAYmEST AAE

A AYzE Q220 F49 AdH FE H=E #
aoJRle] AP TAAH ASH FdAWus ¥+ F T
o] FAAH, FAEE B FAYA T A5 W
Aol t-testE EAEHTH

ot W

ool

7. 979 M
B Q7 99 A9 2594¢ doz B F3
deons A7 ARE WA 2FHYNA Lust ALY
%+ gict.
m. A7 Zo

1. A7 iaxie] M S4oll gt S S

1) 47 dgAte) dwty 546 dig $A4 AT
A7 AR e AFIAM &R 507

(51.5%), 9& 47%(48.5%) A3 HxTIHE &
A} 48%8(52.2%), AR 447(47.8%) °1¥ct. FmA
g wExE AFIAN  BEIe A7t 543
(55.7%), 25 797} 288(28.9%), L& B+
7} 15%(15.5%) ol HzFAMe HEdhe 257t
559 (59.8%), REY Z$7} 2979 (31.5%), EUEFE
RAe7}t 8W( 8.1%) 22 Vet Fae AYTIA
ZRE 7R A$7) 759(77.3%), F2E 7HAA ¥
297} 229 (22.7%) ©1AL HZ2TAME Fug 7R
7A97} 65%(70.7%), F2E WA %& 37} 279
(29.3%) <1t AAH FE& AYT dE2T EF F
A= B9 42 674(69.1%), 6178(66.3%) 2
1 Bn AF FgEE A3E, dET 25 FRdS
¢ AFse AL AL 85%(87.6%). T1H
(83.7%)% 7% Bich.

AREH 2T F A e dird 5450 g F
APL EANY FF SAZHE R Aoyt UM
{Table 1).

2) 47 WA FAHA 544 A ¥ AF

A gAAte] FARA SN Frd FAdHE
AYE, A2T 2T oA Fdske 297 44 59
=(60.8%), 617H(66.3%)2 7' B}xn FA FI%
de g A7 H¥T Uz BFA Z 887
(90.7%), 758(81.5%)2 7V A Jeidth. A
FAE AYE, HRE BF FI3A] ¥ A9t
2}2h 97%H(100%), 917%(98.9%) 2 UR¥E AR
e F9 AQL I due APTAM 574 At
59 (55.6%), 8-134191 7B$7t 48 (44.4%), HZTl
A 5-7H19 A$7t 88(47.1%), 8-1341% A4t 9
2(52.9%) °lAtt.

APz 2 F I e FIBAE 544 9@
23488 248 23 FAFoR RelF Aol7t iUt
{Table 2.

2. AF Uaxtel Eoloigng N &A X4, H=E
A ofxjof ciEt SEH HS

2 3

FAdEns A4 A FA AN FeE 49T
9.628(£2.459), 2T 9.793(x1.997)3 o2 A
Hoz el Aolst Yotk FAgams 44 A F
d "z FFe APT 15.873(24.542)F, WizT
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XA g A A1TH A2%

(Table 1) Homogeneity Test between Experimental and Control Group to General Factors

Experimental Control Total
Characteristic group group x* p
n{%) n{%) n(%)
Sex
Male 50( 51.5) 48( 52.2) 98( 51.9) .007 931
Female 47( 48.5) 44( 47.8) 91( 48.1)
Satisfaction at schoot life
Satisfied 54( 55.7) 55( 59.8) 109( 57.7)
Equivocal 28( 28.9) 29( 31.5) 57( 30.2) 2.026 .363
Dissatisfied 15( 15.5) 8( 8.7) 23(12.2)
Religion
Have 75( 77.3) 65( 70.7) 140( 74.1) 1.093 .296
Not have 22(22.7) 27(29.3) 49( 25.9)
Economic level
High 28( 28.9) 28( 30.4) 56( 29.6)
Moderate 67( 69.1) 61( 66.3) 128( 67.7) 349 .840
Low 20 2.1) 3( 3.3) 5( 2.6)
Resident
Live with parents 85( 87.6) 77( 83.7) 162( 85.7)
Live with parent 11( 11.3) 13( 14.1) 24( 12.7) 163 .683
Do not live with parenis 1( 1.0 2( 2.2) 3( 1.6)
97(100.0) 92(100.0) 189(100.0)

(Table 2) Homogeneity Test between Experimental and Control Group to Smoking Related Factors

Experimental Control Total
Characteristic group group x? p
n(%) n{%) n{%)
Smoking status
Smoking of parents o( 0.0 1( 1.1 1( 0.5)
Smoking of father 59( 60.8) 61( 66.3) 120( 63.5) 2.634 452
Smoking of mother 10 1.0) 0( 0.0) 1( 0.5
Non-smoking of parents 37( 38.1) 30( 32.6) 67( 35.4)
Smoking experience
Yes 9( 9.3) 17( 18.5) 26( 13.8) 3.368 .066
No 88( 90.7) 75( 81.5) 163( 86.2)
Smoking state of subject
Now smoking 0( 0.0) 1( 1.1) 1( 0.5) 1.060 487
Non smoking 97(100.0) 91( 98.9) 188( 99.5)
Initiation of smoking experience (age)
5-17 5( 55.6) 8( 47.1) 13( 50.0) 170 1.00
8-13 4( 44.4) 9 52.9) 13( 50.0)

(Table 3) Homogeneity Test of Smoking Knowledge, Smoking Attitude and Smoking Cessation
Intention between Experimental and Control Group in Pretest

Experimental group Control group ¢
Characteristic mean(+SD) mean{zSD) P
Smoking knowledge 9.628(+2.459) 9.793(+1.997) - 504 615
Smoking attitude 15.873(+4.542) 16.203(+3.581) - .553 .581
Smoking cessation intention 17.914(£2.525) 17.894(+2.229) .060 .952
16.203(23.581)3 0.2 EAHecs F% Aol7t 9l 17.914(22.525)", 2T 17.894(:2.229)H L2 %
t}. Fddns A A BAex] Hee HEE ARoR 93 Aolrt gt weld F Fyde 2
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DA 7K AE

A 17 FA RS e P A gL T
2 49 A4 F47 & Ao & AXHUAG
(t=2.651, p=.009). A& FA dig =4 Hs

E dduns ARY @§ F 0918822 FUHEIA
I xFe 032eE Wzl Qo] Aged dzxed F
o gk A4 AFe Wsle AR folF Aol
7} UK Table 4>.

2) Al 27K A

A 27149 FHA RS W T2 IR g2
2o} Fddl oig 33F "gE A7t $g Aoltke A
AR ZeArHt=-.492, p=.623). 4¥T F4H

E A5 FAduns ARt 2% F 0.376%, 4=
2L 0.0273 Zisld 25 Ad vlE & T Fdd
& B=rt o B3y es Wssidoy 437 Az
29| Fdux Ao Wske FAFCE {FF Aolrt
UK Table 5.

Y

3) A 3713 A%

Al 37449 FRAYRS
iy 2deA 447t 2 £
Tht=-425, p=.671). 4¥2el FAA HoE

Qg WEch T F 0084, HEPE 0.244%
ZrlRot 49E dzze FddA W5 ¥g
EAHCZ 1@ ol7t YK Table 6).

rr

V. = 9

Az W XAy g @ RAS dstn 37
@ 94 998 + e /128 Y9aed Yol G
ai’_ \.. '6'—8-01'1:} Zé/kla%‘\‘: —}JLO‘]}‘i EH‘I"

011

(+]

oz 3 —3—%0“ W g F35 7§ﬁ'34°‘ i ‘41
oA #AZH FAd P AAZF Dastct

2 dAFoA 739 FAdtag AAle wE 259
@ Ao XN e 2 AR X &
o gl FAAAL FAW LT B FH WA
e F o fAF AolE et Fdhze 3¢
IRE FddWn S-S B T3 WA Y T P #
9% atol7k At

FAR AL FAptmSE W To] ¥x gL FH
o} gelsiAl BA Jvehgted olv 23S e
& g2 d(Kang & Seo, 1995; Kim & Kim,
2004: Lee, 2002: Seo. 2001: Shin, 2000)¢lM &
ddutmg F oidAe]l FAol HE A2 FENS
< wag Azt NP FA AAe HE A
de vjxn FAYFY FANEN Fesitke HE
FE o B A7dA FldEnSE 5 AYY T
7= oulzt 9ok 2@y 4 dide] Fddas ®

|

(Table 4) Difference of Smoking Knowledge in Experimental and Control Group

Group pretest posttest Difference ¢ o
Mean(£SD) Mean(+SD) Mean(+SD)
Experimental (n=97) 9.628(+2.459) 10.546(+2.051) 0.918(+2.330) 2.65 .009
Control(n=92) 9.793(+1.997) 9.793(+2.699) .000(£2.426)
(Table 5) Difference of Smoking Attitude in Experimental and Control Group
Group Pret‘est Posttest Difference ¢ o
Mean(+SD) Mean(+8D) Mean(+SD)
Experimental(n=97) 15.873(=4.542) 15.497(+3.810) -.376(24.472) -.492 623

Control(n=92) 16.203(=3.581)

16.176(24.415)

-.027(£5.267)

(Table 6) Difference of Smoking Cessation Intention in Experimental and Control Group

Gro Pretest Posttest Difference ¢
up Mean(£SD) Mean(£SD) Mean(+SD) P
Experimental{(n=97) 17.914(22.525) 17.994(£2.460) .080(+2.317) -.425 671

Control (n=92) 17.894(2.229)

18.138(+2.607)

.244(2.979)
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e m&o] AHHolxl AV diFuwA 2471 gle
A% Azl AuAAN Zishe Aoz RmHm 3l
(Korean Association of Smoking & Health,
2006) 718 HEIAHE RAAA7] fEME R
wzg el A&H o] dasirt

EFddse Fdons ¥ agTad 2 Ad ¥
& Fdo el o 2FH =g Jehldeu 54
Aoz dzFd | Fol7t It ol Zie
Eddy 3% ¥ FdHEd] /AP Aolg Bud A
T(Lee, 2002: Park et al., 2001: Seo, 2001:
Shin, 2000: Shin & Ha, 2001)¢} vlma) & of £
AFohA FA9 AF AYHEA 8o FA FIFd
AR 714S % Lo R Aoy @& ARl 1
3o Eatsted FAol U B=E A7 v FSt
Ackn AztEch E=§ 2 d7e FAogago A
S A, ABA FYHE FANA AEEH AF
A 2 A AL M FAol Wi gH M
& Sle AFE oy FFAA AoFAHRE 34
& 4 Sle WsSol IFEA ¥y wEes 2.
g Ao W3sr) o3 99 (Rundall et al.,
1988)0.2 A7|zte] AR A7HQ 28E F3 W
57t shesitt. ey B AFedx Fddtagel
292 2§ F2 15U Fd 33 2§ F
Ao AT gienz FAd i Hxe] WS
B2rlde Aoz fdcke AZeie %9 F71H
ol BEAE = g W3S A B Fast vk

FdoRe FAdngg B 23 ¥ g2 F
Zbol frol g zlolz} Qi) ol @ A7 A FAd
3 HEdle F9 A=y FAARYAN 2 34 oA
2 ¥3sln glol B dpelA Fdol W Hix=rt 7%
Hog W3E|A] ¥Y7] Wl ol #Hsl FA
3 §7)87} o] Fojx|A] gkol FHoA| e Wik} LiEt
Ux] oo Aoz Azt EF FAAH] fed ¥
7l gleg Bud MyPAF(Kang & Seo, 1995:
Kim & Kim., 2004: Paek, 2005: Shin & Ha,
20012 RY FAAE Yo 3 IdusIde 2
AT oAt dREe] A FAE A ¥e de
Z EFd Og $717) vigr] WEez Azddg. @
A 2 dApdx FAXNE FHsr] el AR =7
B g g 2 A Fdxte 3AAE Fse
E72 Shin® Ha(2001)7} Bltle 2&& o83 &
Aot T2 aYPe] PAde) e, FEA, FAJAs

AR A 17 A%

o WNE &I 7N FAARAE FH3] s
Aqapt FAdunsYds AW FIARAE A4
5T TFE F£H3Y Algslded tiiEe] wER
AQ 25 A FHARAF SFshed AHgIClE
Aol dvtm Azt

sadel Had FAES 3439 Fen o &
3 zS8tmold F8mz Adshe Al7ld FIEHol
744 ol Z7tetn eHKim. M. H. & Kim M. S..
2004°] Q1£8). FddIuse BT FAAY F7t
E Fdol g HE9} oAt AR S A F
P Eol| Jake Fnl FAE A= Fasith ol
E dFoA 2Eda 6hdE dgez AR A4
wpge 258 FAexs 99 WHgde &
#H7} et FAXAE Bole de AFHUL 9l 9
97t ltkz 2oh, Fddmge] gabe Alkte] Ay
WA A7Ase B3 FAC 9 d=st 39 Aske #
& Azt Ulol} o]%ojR7] ol2ifrg Fdduasd g
o AT 2EHF TIAA A&Hon AARY unF
¢ AA7l gasitin 2o

B dae 25840 FddS 93 Bxoz gd
dqulm S-S A 25 FAAH FAH=
29Ad vlAe Z2E BAstnA A
AT e JA A 27 25w 68d diez
AYF 974, d2F 92%9 F 189”2 20054 9
9 269%E 119 1497A 13] 4084 F 789 4
dum&-g A8

AR 3 FA4HRS 4A A F5 Fo FD
A7 FAHE € FAAAE ZAIEH.

Ag AL SPSS Win 10.0 Z2I¢g o] 831
A7EHo| wet x-test. t-testS AAISAT).

drAde oS Ao
1. Al 17K "Edeta i ¥

=
o §2 A4 B4} ¥ RlFE T W

bl

oI atol7k QoA (1=2.651. p=.009) AR=AAc
2. A /M "FAPIRAE Be Fe WA we TR
o gol e F3F HE Yk ¥ el
F Qe ol KA Aolrh vehdA Yolt=

-.492, p=.623) AAHA X3t
3. Al 7MY "FAALRSE B2 T WA ¥ 2R
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T} 2doA] 47t B Aoldte F AW e &

o3 o7t vehiA] @olt=-.425, p=.671) A

A=A Z3k

ojate] A4 An} B FAdEuge 25 FA
o Wi A2 Wsldle EHHoRod FAHES 2
gRAE Wz AFE e ) e A2 Jegg
et A A4 fA A3e A8 Saeixel A
£29 Fddn g A7 Fdol g dix HEE
golry] Pa FLddage Fr1HQ #v $Ho] H
83},
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- Abstract -

The Effect of Smoking Prevention
Education on Primary School
Students

Paek, Kyung Shin*

Purpose: This study was to evaluate the
effects of smoking prevention education on
primary school students. Method: This study
used a nonequivalent control group pretest-
posttest design. The subjects were 189 6th
graders of two primary schools, of them, 97
were assigned to the experimental group and 92
were assigned to the control group. Smoking
prevention education was applied in 7 sessions
for 40 minutes every week. Survey was
conducted before and one week after the
smoking prevention education to examine
student’s knowledge of smoking, attitude, and
smoking cessation intention. The data were
analyzed by descriptive statistics and x>-test,
t-test using the SPSS Win 10.0 program.
Results: After the completion of the smoking
prevention education, there were significant
differences between the experimental group and
the control group in smoking knowledge
(t=2.651. p=.009). but smoking attitude (t=
-.492, p=.623) and smoking cessation intention
(t=-.425,
significant between the two groups. Conclusion:

p=.671) were not statistically

The smoking prevention education for primary

* Department of Nursing. Semyung University
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school students increased their knowledge on
smoking but didn’t have any significant impact
on changing their smoking attitude and smoking
cessation intention. Further study on
longitudinal effect is recommended and the

smoking

prevention education should

provided continuously at school.
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