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<Table 1> General Characteristics of Subjects (N=187)
Variables Categories n (%) Mean=SD Range
Male 79 (42.2)
Gender Female 108 (57.8)
Age (years) 22.73+1.89 19-29
Freshmen 32 (17.1)
Sophomore 42 (22.5)
Grade Junior 41 (21.9)
Senior 72 (38.5)
Baptist 22 (11.8)
- Catholic 23 (12.3)
Religion Buddhism 15 ( 8.0)
Others (not religious) 127 (67.9)
Having friends of Yes 85 (45.5)
the opposite sex No 102 (54.5)
1 18 ( 9.6)
Number of siblings 2 138 (73.8)
>3 31 (16.6)
1 98 (52.4)
Birth order 2 77 (41.2)
3 12 ( 6.4)
. Having 119 (63.6)
Maternal job Not having 68 (36.4)
Both parents 176 (94.1)
Family type One parent 9 (4.3
Others 2 (1.1)
Family harmony Harmonious 139 (74.3)
Average or not harmonious 48 (25.7)
Taking a family Yes 71 (38.0)
class before No 116 (62.0)
<Table 2> Value of Gender Role, Value of Family, Value of Marriage and Value of Children (N=187)

Variables Mean®SD Min—Max Potential score
Value of gender role 2.9240.41 1.75-4.00 1-4
Value of family 3.37£0.47 2.10-5.00 1-5
Value of marriage 2.63+0.42 1.44-3.89 1-4
Value of children 3.38+0.46 2.00-5.00 1-5
590 st=7ts WSS X| 20(4), 2014E 11€
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7 ube] 3.38(£0.46) 7 0% LFERHTHTable 2).

Aglo] glrkar SHa
H Be AR ¥5E

dietel 1A ke HiEtae] bl
uglo 1 Aol BAHCE fol

QlHIX EM| 2 Kp 2t 5}4] ¢k9kTH(Table 3).
QAR EAe] mE thSgEe] AR Hre Hol MBI JIER, ASD, RLABZIO) AT
£ I A, Aol SlojAE wEbgo] ofghel Hl3)] o
SRR ATE THAE AeE ERTh(t=5.12, p<.001). st o] gk, dEg 75, AR Ateld] At
el e Yoy sEsikn Su dslel uEel AR BHE A AR AEun u o) Juw)
At smebA] ko ek iAol vl o ARl A (r=54, p<.001), AE@T+= 59 dAdBA(=-25 p=00)E
Yo e 20% ek ol BAM0R RSkt Btk AEHES ARAR=-25, p=001) B AETE S
(=235, p=.020). ol™He] AY Kol wabr= o=zt o] AAA(r=-28, p<00)E BRAOouk, A= g
<Table 3> Value of Children according to General Characteristics of Subjects (N=187)
: ) Val f chil
Variables Categories Mean£SD due Ot (():r |Fdren i
Gender Male 3.57+0.46 5.12 <.001
ence Female 3.24+0.41
Freshmen 3.42+0.43 1.25 293
Sophomore 3.33+0.44
Grade Junior 3.49+0.49
Senior 3.34+0.47
Baptist 3.34+0.48 0.85 468
Religion Catholic 3.46+0.54
. Buddhism 3.53£0.47
Others 3.36+0.44
Having friends of Yes 3.39+0.48 0.14 .891
the opposite sex No 3.38+0.45
1 3.45+0.58 0.34 14
Number of siblings 2 3.37£0.47
>3 3.41+£0.37
1 3.37+0.48 0.08 919
Birth order 2 3.39+0.44
3 3.41£0.50
. Having 3.34+0.49 -1.82 .070
Maternal job Wk T 3.46:0.40
Both parents 3.38+0.46 0.10 908
Family type One parent 3.3840.54
Others 3.53£0.11
Family harmon Harmonious 3.43+£0.47 2.35 .020
Y ony Average or not harmonious 3.25+0.42
Taking a family Yes 3.37+0.46 -0.22 .828
class before No 3.39+0.47
<Table 4> Correlation among Variables (N=187)
Variables Value of gender role Value of family Value of marriage
r(o)
. .54
Value of family (<.001)
. -25 -28
Value of marriage (001) (<.001)
. -.09 -20 .63
Value of children (206) (006) (<.001)
SIS WSS X 20(4), 2014 1€ 591
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<Table 5> Variables Influencing Value of Children (N=187)

Variables B 8 t D R Adj. R? F(p)
67.89

(Constants) 1.64 9.76 <.001 425 418 (<001)

Value of marriage .64 .58 9.81 <.001

*
Gender 15 16 2.70 008

Female (reference)

9] A AA (=163, p<.001)F YERHTE mpARo R F1ET
AU 5] AR (=20, p=.006)7} U= ROoZ gt

TKTable 4).
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Factors Influencing the Value of Having Children among
University Students
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Purpose: This study undertakes to identify factors influencing the perception university students in Korea hold
toward having children. Method: A cross-sectional, descriptive study was conducted on 187 university students (79
males and 108 females) from one university located in a metropolitan area. Participating students completed a
packet of self-report questionnaires on values concerning gender roles, marriage, family and children along with
their personal demographic details. The resulting data were analyzed using t-tests, one-way ANOVA and Pearson‘s
correlation coefficients as well as descriptive statistics. Stepwise multiple regression was performed to identify
factors that most influenced the value of children held among university students. Results: The value of having
children was negatively associated with the value of family, but positively associated with the value of marriage.
In addition, the value of family had a negative relationship with the value of marriage, but a positive relationship
with the value of gender role. Stepwise multiple regression found that the equation consisting of gender and value
of marriage explained about 42.0% of the variance of the value of having children. Conclusion: Considering the
findings from this study, programs promoting the positive values of marriage are required for university students to
have positive values toward having children.
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