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Abstract The purpose of this study was to investigate mediating effect of donation motivation between self-esteem
and donation attitude of adolescents. For this purpose, 879 adolescents were surveyed in 4 cities and counties in
the northwestern part of Chungcheongnamdo. This research was carried out by T-test and ANOVA to identify the
difference of donation attitude according to general characteristics and by correlation analysis of main variables. Also
hierarchical regression analysis was performed to identify the mediating effect and it was verified by Sobel test. The
main results are as follows. First, donation attitudes differed according to gender, school level, and religion. Second,
correlation analysis revealed a positive correlation between self-esteem, donation motivation and donation attitude.
Third, regression analysis showed that both intrinsic donation motivation and external donation motivation were
partially mediated between self-esteem and donation attitude. Finally, policies to increase donation attitude and
donation behavior were discussed.
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Table 2. Correlation coefficients of main variables

1. 2. 3. 4.
1. Self-esteem 1
Donation 2. Internal 073 1
motivation | 3 External | 156" 390" 1
4. Donation attitude 2147 268" 625" 1
Mean 327 2.89 3.70 343
SD .56 .53 .70 54

+ p<05 = P<0f
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Table 1. Differences in school violence victimization, self—esteem and happiness by general characteristics

<N=898>
Donation attitude
N Mean t, F
) (SD) (Duncan)
Male 393 3.36( .55)
Gender Female 486 3.482 52) 3160
School Middle school 39 3.38( .53) 2 409
level High school 480 3.47( .54) '
Protestant 275 3.50( .51) AB
. Buddhism 87 3.58( .51) A
Religion Catholic, etc 66 329( 58) 6.750-+ c
No religion 451 3.38( .54) BC
Pocket Less 50000 Won/Month 666 3.45( .53) 1.551
money Upper 50000 Won/Month 213 3.38( .54) (p=.121)
Region City 259 3.43( .58) .034
Country 620 3.43( .52) (p=973)

*p<05 = p<Of == p<001



Jad o] AolEFA]

I i e e e e

719 wizjE 23

3.3.1 WA 7)1H-E

719 w7 aat

Table 3¢} Fig. 14l Yeld vle} o] AR 3|7]%
A ARZI} 1Al A AfelEF o] WAA 7|1557E

R E R

o} 7ol

57]

oA ol 53

SRS

I(F=4.696, p<.05), 2HAANA = =}
RS foluls

(F=42.205, p<.001). 370l A zpol&Z2tal A4 7

FAlo] £ A o)

A%t

s VRS

191 =8 (F=54.067, p<.001), 35+ Zfo}

AB) gk

o] 2eAY] 214004 19622

Zhaw ) el RolEEzbat 7] RE R ] w0 A

WAA 7155

716 -2zl &ebh veRsth

e

7 Z ol 3k Sobel test A¥NZ=7.764, p<.001) -2

g Aom yebsta, B2z 237t S E vk
Internal donation
o073 motivation o5
214"
Self-esteem 196 Donation attitude

Fig. 1. The relationship among self—esteem, internal

donation motivation,

and

of adolescents

donation attitude

3.3.2 AA 715571 i) at
Table 39} Fig. 20 el vje} ko] 91714 371 %

A AR} 19A A RpelEFzhe] <44 7R
solulaA lZarga

Aol ko]

(F=42.205, p<.001). 3
& Aol

57]

e

FY Al ol F

57]

(F=21.820, p<.001), 2971914 =
el
Al A Aottt 974 7

WSE 7| R RS §

o=ttt

Table 3. The results of hierarchical regressions
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Fig. 2. The relationship among self—esteem, external
donation motivation, and donation attitude
of adolescents
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2 Sobel's
I\ DV B SE B R F test
Self-esteem Internal motivation .069 .032 073 .005 4.69%
Internal 3 , ,
Donation Self-esteem Donation attitude 205 .032 214 .046 42.205 7674
Motivation Self-esteem , ) 187 .031 .196™
Internal motivation Donation attitude 57 | ok | esar | MO | SA067
Self-esteem External motivation 193 .041 156 .024 21.820™
Exniernal Sefi-esteem Donation atitude 205 032 2147 | 46 42205~
Donation 4.620
Motivation Self-esteem , ) 114 .025 .120™
External motivation Donation attitude 467 | 20 | eor | A | 2RI
p<.05, “p<.01, *p<.001
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