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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, v 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

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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(N=1,118)

- Total{n=1,118) Male(n=397) Female(n=721) 9
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) 6( 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(71.9) 7.45(.05)
Relatives 23( 2.1) 10( 2.5) 12( 1.7)
Friends 8 .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) (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( 1.9)
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 7( 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) %)
%) £(%) (%)
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)
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A4 \r} 0.17480] t] wokrh AA gzt AdaAAd 8 Qe A4S vas)
B n)E3st §30] HF 29402 B EA UERI, 1
2. CHAIRIQl Mo] M2 MEEEHZ 9F Hw gl o4d S¥% P4 #F0) BE 287, I R
Ho| AF 2742 o|QTHF=9.17, p= .00). =& Aol wt
AA Rt AGEAAZ f¥e BAE 29, A = gaRgAz S8 AU Aol HR $HA
F89 " &0l 349%E 7P L% grow, wlEst 3] 29.7%, Jehale] AS Hi 3.04, gAY A B 2.8%(t=5.89,
UAA §8o] 192%, oA 53] 162%) T2 UER p=.00), 2943 fEelA ‘45“394 7% He 2874, oy
oul, thAte] Aol wet ;ﬂg AARY fRe FASA o AS BF 27871, p= 02, P8 $HA e
th2 A Uebkth’=47.18, p< .001). 2% HH 297, oY A4 HiE 26801 (=530,
dante] e me gt /e B 3 p= 00), A HAW el A% BE 2874, oI
o]2sl f30] 36.6%, WA FFol 267%9 o= 711 o) A9 BF 2770= 03, p= 00)2F 47FA] EE FH A
el @A REel 13.8%E 71 Wk s 3 weel sebig AHE 847b we ACE uehit
Sof= FA ROl 39.3%, WES FHol 262%2 ToE <Table 3>.
worom oA R8o) 12.5% 2 7P WokticTable 2>.
4. iAIKIel ks EMofl w2 Mej= Xl0f H|w
3. CHAIKES| AMdn Mst™HIZ | e
MEf=2| xf0| HIw AA AL Ak Bdel whE JHEY Aol HTel
A ATAAF=746, p= .00), Ti(F=139, p= .03), BAZH
<Table 3> Differences in sexual attitude according to sex and gender role identify type (N=1,118)
Tvoe Total Male(n=397) Female(n=721) (o)
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 27+34 9.71(.00)
<Table 4> Differences in sexual attitude according to general characteristics (N=1,118)
Characteristics Catedo Total(n=1,118) Male(n=397) Female(n=721)
gory MtSD Fort p M%SD Fort p MESD Fort p
Major field of study Human science 2.8 £38* 746 .00 2.9 +£39* 269 .00 2.7+£34 89 .63
Engineering & science 2.9 +£36 2.9 +£36 3.0 £.28
Nature science 2.7 £35 29 +£.38 2.7 +.35
Arts & physical science 2.7 +.38* 2.9 £41* 2.7 £35
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 29 +.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 29+£32
Others 2.7 432 29 +.38 27435
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 2.8435% 139 .03  2.9+32 94 58 27 £.34 117 24
Catholic 2.7 £35 2.9 %35 2.7 £.36
Buddhist 2.8 +38 2.9 x40 2.7 £35
None 2.8 +.39 3.2 £.00 29 +.44
Others 3.0 £.38% 2.9 +38 2.7 +.34
196 oA ZZtS 85l R| 13(3), 200749 9¥



chsrael Mol wE MATHM AR MEjE=o| Xi0|

<Table 4> Differences in sexual attitude according to general characteristics(continued) (N=1,118)
o Total(n=1,118) Male(n=397) Female(n=721)
Characteristics Category M£SD Fort p MESD Fort p MESD Fort p
Economic status Good 2.8 £52% 154 .01  29+35 129 .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 £.41 135 .05 2.9 £36 1.35 .07 2.7 £34 1.04 41
Good 2.8 +37 29 +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 33 £00 2.7 +34
Height(cm) <159 2.7 £34% 918 00  28=37* 152 02 2.7 +.34 118 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% 846 .00 2.8 41 95 .58 2.7 £.33* 1.70 .01
50-54 2.7 £33 3.0 £.41 27 .34
55-59 2.8 £38 29 237 2.7 £38%
=60 2.9 £.38%
* Scheffe test
(F=1.54, p= 01), Z7ZHALel(F=1.35, p= .05), 7I(F=9.18, p= A Y AEe= 18, p= .00), 7= 20, p= .00) 2

00) 9 AZH(F=8.46, p= 00)o4 Jel=7t {gt Apolzt 9l
ti<Table 4>.

AZG= 13, p= 00T AuEolM fFolst Fo] ARuAE
VRS T Table 5>.

Jete] A4S HATAAF=2.69, p= .00)3} Z|(F=1.52, p= geel A9 Ausd A= 17, p= 00), =770
02)olA AEErt o8 ZFel7t AT, ofste] A AlE =49, p= .00)°lA4 FF Ut *o“ TAE dvEhSioH, o
(F=1.70, p= .0)olATE eizel] Abol7h USiTh AMEZAL 2 gl AL AF, AF, 7] @ AN BF AT &
3 Gt A Aggdelx ARALH AAsAL, 7 A7F e
oM 159chl”th 170cmo}gdoll A felgt zfel7} gllem,
A9 73S BFANA 49kgu T} 55kg0] A S9kgPIT H = 0]
o) %—45& 2po)2 A2 AT
Ao SolewA E3kel e 37 Fadriel e
5. Muof 2 i MKfe] Yutd 43} Hej =z S A Aduse ezt 34 e A
2| %kclﬂ(im & Nam, 2005; Park et al, 1998). ool ¥ A7 &
a7l olE gt Alde] wE Ayt £3
<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% 1% Sper
Health status 04 05292 -03
Age 7%
Height -.02 -.07
Male Weight 49%* 01 Siex
Health status 206 02 02 A
Age .06
Height -18 -46
Female Weight 01 12% 12¢
Heaith status .01 -.01 .01 62
* p< 05 ** p< 0]
ol AUTESESIX| 13(3), 20074 98 197
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