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1. 972 ey

geirle] ud ST 2 XY FEL AU
A7 e 4d g &601 gom HAel Azrdeld 4
FE vjzlck Aadrld £33 B 4 de dAEA F
ié’\ zhdolyv 715 & AREGA 7 EA7F sle A

& Had vg 2 FEGR(53], &5 EAle]tH(Choi,
1997). 53| Aade AAA, FAH w2
o APEY S HAH o2 A& LYHE &HR
dd FAYYE ABEAR Qsn Jlenz g
714 dgoA HAW SFE 180 =g ke d
v FAA ez Haeh v AAd A
ArelE ohdS YT Bt ohe}l JolrlM a9l A&
Adste A729Y YAZR clalsozln chFojRel &
ZoltH(Jung, 1999).

HE go HFde %*ﬂonﬂl g viHA Fétm
g9 43.4%, ABA nTen Y9 43.4%, 44
A 5w e 84.447} &F 4¥°] dE A=
YehH(Yoon, 1998) Fade] &5EA7L dayen
sl A EdFn ok 123 AX Aade] o
A &5 BEEE 71.8%, A 13 B¢ &F AP e
T 51.2%% E3, 9=Y F AFYEE F7F FA

| eFeAE

* R AT 20039 AAdER SedF AYd oEle AT

* dAigm dadg 2y

. %'_Tlél_é\'_**** . A_i?.u‘_l****

RolA dEggn 22 FAdE SFNnrt OE Z
H&] ¥& F£Foln, 40-50%9 ALyl F8w AlAE
e 58 A¥si FAside 3ol EAAHD 9
H(Ahn, Kim & Choi, 2003). z8ju} $2} AlslelA
= 828 ¢ 3249 msI 4F AEriddAg
A8dgE FTHLE ¢ Z2IYPTe] o|FofA T 31
tadelolA 7 2zALE vlgoR I S E #e
zZ2aYPe xgjo] 87HD e ARl

FEUetelMe vlad S5 did wFo] Az
+ dgdS ddez I} d7(Ahn, Kim & Choi
2003: Cho, 1999: Kim, 2000: Ko, 1995: Lee,
Kim & Park, 1998: Lee, Lee & Jung, 1999:
Yoon, 2000)7} FHE olfx 3=, AdHez F
AL e E & dHKim, 1999: Kim et al,
2002: Lee, Lee & Kang, 1998)% 2& Ho|n] thA]
2 AEHzAh AREEAA 9389, FlFdE Ee
Zd 23 glo] EFEAAFA TS vAe Gad
HAFES 3 E B84o] gtk

o 74A] B3] WA= FPAT AP 2 FRY
FE, FRo S Uit dx, 47 54, ¢3& A
o @ 71, TEHY 2Ed 20 X g, ?E}m*g%
FTAAY, o HAE T ThIT RS0 AFhdY $
B 3 ErEAdse f¥eslez oA %l’ﬁ’r(Cho,
1999: Han & Han, 2001: Kim et al, 2002: Kam
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& Park, 1997: Newlin & Thomson, 1990). ¢ &
53 43 892 Ad 60 @ B¢ B dAEY
#4le] tide] solgtow 2 FAze] YA RS
Wdez aHd FHAA theolRlth. a2t A
FPFE TEAHA FHAS At BFY MNAxE A
3y & F e vad ¢FAQY Aoy JAAYE
+FAE 9 SFEAC foud 9FE Fao 3L
Yl %lt}(Cho 1999: Shin, 1998). upelA A
d9) SFEAYF #AAL ¥E U 59
T712A 25w 5§ 449 '—*é Tt AL
FAE A¥Y ¥ ohE 189 YL 12X &F
ZARE 7FsEE 7R 19 JdTS CdSEsin A
Fol A FE AR A2FA Z2aY AEe 99
71ZARE ATE & A ok

old & A3 nuAe ST S5TE8RA0
FFEAYT e IS ststn, 4FEEY &

FEAPERS] BAYE Loyl sl A=s ATt

W tle 2 of do

2. A7eN

E‘ dFE Fdd &FE FAH] T =209
7125 AZFd7 93ld A4 ZA=F(Tridimentional
Personality Quetionnaire(TPQ))E °14% +F 3
adel A& Az, $FEAPE v Aad
9]l 4789 9 SFEAYT BAE AFE AHdn
A A== o FAH] EAHLE o33 At
1) 8RS AT EH ale]l ALd SFEAYT

o njXe Y EAgL
2) WAAe SF8Y 4o Arde &

ulAe PGS EAc
3) 435440 Aade SFEAYFO vIAE IFE

B3},

4) $FHLA9] SFEAYFLS A58 F e ¥+E
g5t

FEA YT

3. 80ig de

1) S5 EARE

£ dTedMe 52 A EAYEE €l A
o] HrteT2 Had FEAMET 3-84S THY 107HA
F9 ZA BAREEL FH3}e POSIT(Problem
Oriented Screening Instrument for Teenagers) =

& AE8T § 13029004 3ade) SR
$8& &%= 1783L Latimer $(1997)¢] 118
oz A7Yetel Aok @ AS BE.

2) 24484

27012 £33 2 AEYH APy, ARAE a8ln
Bslele #479 22 ogst Uy, o3 43d get
Azl AEE Ao s FEdt 540 Ug
e g Ay FEHe of| Aldel B4 AR
(properties) 2 HFH SHAold. & dAFdAHe
Cloninger(1991)7F Agtd 32149l 4AHAHTPQ)
E=TE Shin(1998)c] 4% =72 s H4g

A Gyt

3) 54 7l

SF7t old AE o|F Rolghs MUY Hrir &
AFAAE Cho(1999)7F Goldman¥ Christiansen
(1987)°] AL AdE 25747 7|NAA A=E 7|
22 FRBAY T2 A ST dF 3HH 7
AR EE T3}

4) AEHA

Aadrie A2EgAe oy 71X 899 d8jM et
wAgk Azl 891, tidB@AY $73 89 Bel
ZFd 2EdAdo] "Hrh E dpdME Park(1988)9]
A =FEF Cho, KwonT Lee(1998)7) £33 =
TR EZHT AFE T

O. o7 gy
1. A
A7 DFWP SFAl B 22 B3

! 7H?l-4 BAEAGT " #Ao] deAE FI
A YA FRzAAFolnt

N

A

4

CH& A}

2 7o tdRe Agel Adstn de uiFY
25U Ul A% 39 A4 34 B @7
242 olsfsin AREAle] Folo] Fol Aelth.
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3. MRS WY

E A7 39 ZAATE MW 2A% A
T nssn Viag B F&39 12,3383 &
QellAl £ Fol AFAZE AW AXEHE A
497 &3 FolA u AA o] Ao FstAdn
823 4070 85 1,200%0)A A EXE v A
Ak glol 222 ¢ & F k. 20029
109 524%8 20029 129 204704 AAHR, &
A e9E AEAE AT 1,080%8 A=rt H
FEA AR AT

AP HAES

A Ay Fn

CSE FQ \

o QIE YA
SFAAEA LEL D
« 5271 (EZEANE)
o ZEF A

+ 35 . 37t

CREK:
- TPQ

(28 1) A7el A JIE
4. ATET

MEA FHe AFUEE FHHRE e Az 2
AEFE Az, ATA FHol Aaddl Tesh
o teld Zkset ma 1913 AGAIES AT 2
Q, Sunagea 307 HEES dmsl BIEE
$33, 309 A AMZAE @ Fol RAR]
A A st

1) €F&A18%: POSIT(Problem Oriented

Screening Instrument for Teenagers)
0ZF GEFd8d74A(National Institute on Drug
Abuse)oll osf Mg Fad FEANET F8E EF
Z 107 d9el "R BEAYEE FHske =TE
Latimer $(1997)°] 118322 APET A& A%
gt POSITE ‘o, ol 2 $dshd o2 &
A% 14, pe'E SREE 03] Focoh FH 2
A ool SFEA BYY AN SFAR AFI.

AR YA A15F A3E

AgAlel  AZEE  Cronbach’s 9=.92, Kim
(1999)8] @M Cronbach’s a=.81, £ A4
9] A3 % Cronbach’s a=.82°1t}.

2) A7

Cloninger(1991)7} Akt Tridimentional Personality
Quetionnaire(TPQ) 107%3-% Shin(1998)c] A+
AR =TS RSl 24U o EFE olEIE
2 A2e AYFF 1588, 9 33 258, B 9
=4 eRgoz Ztzte] HAAYE Wdstn A B
AT Vet Z gL a¥dn $9T B¥E
14, ‘¥ ggad 03o] FolFo. F#3Y =7
AL A9 AA=e 2L 4PFT Cronbach’s a
=85, 98l39] Cronbach’'s a=.87, BAEA
Cronbach’s a=.76, Cho(1999)2l dFdxe MZE
7)¥3%F Cronbach’s a=.76, 181319 Cronbach’s ¢
=79, BA9&A Cronbach’s a=.78°%c}. & A+
e A2 AYSHF Cronbach’'s a=.76, &35
Cronbach’s a=.82, ®/32l&4 Cronbach’s ¢=.68
oide}.

3) 571

L2 237} ofd ARE o|F oz 7Y
P72 B dFoME Cho(1999)7F  GoldmanT
Christiansen(1987)¢] 7%g P38 527 710
AAL AEE V122 ZAAY 7ue Adsied £38
43 16980 =78 AHgsignth ol A=z g
of ggshd 14, ot g®sE 0oz At
BE4E £39 A dg IHF 7dE Zedn
2 4 3t Cho(1999)8] T Ad=e
Cronbach’s a=.86, ¥ d7lM9] A8 Cronbach’s
a= .81}t

4) AEH X

»E# 22l 23& Park(1988)°] AIF =FE
Cho, Kwon? Lee(1998)7} 2% 3983e] 54 3
=2 23shen A7t B85S 2EH2E B ¥
' AL Juigtd. o] E3E Fgd B 2EH2 10
28 7M1 2EdA 1088, ZFBAANMY 2
Ed~ 9BY, o4 2 slet 2E#H2 108¥L2 74
H%en, E7/ME 3Ae AsEE Cronbach’s a
=.92, Cho, Kwon® Lee(1998)8] |7IA Cronbach’s
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=91, & d79xe] Ag %= Cronbach’s a=.929t}.

5. XEEH wY

2 A7) A2+ SPSS Windows Program2 AHE:

slo] B35t
D) wiade QdeasRs 54, 399 54, 44 B 4T A S48 APNARY 54, £59
B4 2 SFEAYE dHe Jlesdzs 243 A B4 2 A EAN 37 WHEz Awpgton A
. e (E 1D 2o
2) WA AFAREE Y, £58H 54 2 43
E4d mE SFEAYES  Aole  x-test, 1) A7AE S B4
Independent t-test £4& siict. YigAe} A3Ee dehae] 320%(29.7%), @AgHAlel
3) Wzl EFEAWE dASUFE B WAe 24 7599 (70.3%) 2.2 veRtm, shde 18hd, 28hd, 3
(Table 1) Subject’s characteristics N=1,080
Characteristics Division N(%)* Mean*SD
Sex Male 320(29.7)
Female 759(70.3)
Grade 1 508(47.1)
2 445(41.2)
_ 3 126(11.7)
Religion Protestant 454(42.0)
Buddhism 130(12.0)
Catholicism 110(10.2)
Others 9( 0.9)
None 377(34.9)
Circle To be 192(17.9)
Without 879(82.1)
Monthly (50,000 won 421(39.2)
Pocket money >50,000 and (100,000 391(36.4)
>100,000 and {150,000 166(15.5)
>150,000 and 200,000 51(4.7)
>200.000 won 45( 4.2)
Smoking Yes 123(11.4)
No 954(88.6)
Daily internet using <lhour 417(38.8) 2.29+1.78
time 2-5 hours 613(56.9)
>6hours 46( 4.3)
Father’s drinking Yes 845(79.8)
A No 214(20.2)
Mother’s drinking Yes 579(54.3)
No 488(45.7)
Friend’s drinking Yes 700(65.6)
No 367(34.4)
Alcohol expectancy 6.36+3.50
Level of stress Family-related 35.0846.36
Friend-related 31.60+5.68
Schoolwork-related 35.5846.64
Etc 30.68+7.25

TR AY
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shdo| Z}zt 508%(47.1%), 4458(41.2%). 1269
(11.7%)°19tk. Fxve 71512(42.0%), Ex(12.0%)
Foln Fwrt gle AYE 34.9%2 A vEsth A
5 A & FAYo] 8798 (82.1%)°l1U 1, &&=
F2 9 109 wgte] 75.6% 5 JERASlen] 209
ol 39l A= 4.2%F AAHAUCE. WA FAB
HE AWE A3 dA Fdske 29 1239(11.4%)
o] 9549 (88.6%)2 M$A] gerhkn SH3tAch
A Al AFRAIZEE HA QAIZEA Hl 12412t
2 9 2.29M7E JERIATKE 1).

e

2) WAl SFud 54
WA & A2 Y ol &FF Ffe 584

Ol

A2 53R A 154 A3%E

(54.1%)°19.25) © % 3719 1-28 &Fae AS
7} 25.9%, 9 1-33 &Fshe A7)t 20.5%, F 14
3] &F3ts AUt 6.8%F vErten A9 wid &
TAE BE4E 8%(0.7%) 010k, ddRte] opA|7t &
< v E A$7t 8458(79.8%), oviust €& v
= A%7) 579%(54.3%)2 7P Bk, &vkile 2
F7} de A= 7008 (65.6%) 2.2 UEeldt).
WAAte] & i ioize gREAst 03N
Hd 164019, #T 6.36+3.50% A= 343
ol &F F ade diF rluizE el 2Egfx
o AL 2gde  39-195%"d  oiE Ha
132.79+20.704 ¢ 2E# A F=E JehidcKE 1).

(Table 2) Group differences of problem drinking behavior according subject’s characteristics

N=1,080
Problem drinking behavior
Characteristics Division Yes(N=410)* No(N=634)" Lort p-value
N(%) or MeantSD N(%) or Mean*SD .
Sex Male 129(41.9) 179(58.1) 1.213 271
Female 281(38.2) 454(61.8)
Grade 1 155(32.0) 330(68.0) 24.594 .000
2 208(47 9) 226(52.1)
3 7(37.9) 77(62.1)
Religion Protestant, 84(41.8) 256(58.2) 5.574 124
Buddhism 7(38.5) 75(61.5)
Catholicism 7(45.2) 57(54.8)
Others or none 34.9) 246(65.1)
Circle To be 2(38.9) 113(61.1) 0.024 878
Without 336 39.5) 514(60.5)
Monthly (50,000 won 24.8) 304(75.2) 68.829 .000
pocket money >50,000 and (100,000 164(43.3) 215(56.7)
>100,000 and (150,000 89(54.9) 73(45.1)
>150,000 and <200,000 26(53.1) 23(46.9)
>200,000 won 28(62.2) 17(37.8)
Smoking Yes 104(85.2) 18(14.8) 122.983 .000
No 304(33.1) 615(66.9)
Daily internet using time 2.56+1.92 2.13+1.68 -3.806 .000
Father’s drinking  Yes 327(39.8) 495(60.2) 0.703 402
No 75(36.6) 130(63.4)
Mother’s drinking  Yes 233(41.5) 328(58.5) 2.422 .120
No 174(36.8) 299(63.2)
Friend’s drinking  Yes 367(53.0) 325(41.0) 163.225 .000
No 40(11.7) 301(88.3)
Alcohol expectancy 8.11£3.03 5.27+3.33 ~14.154 .000
Level of stress Family-related 35.5846.50 34.15%6.27 -2.067 039
Friend-related 31.61+5.99 31.60+5.54 -0.037 970
Schoolwork-related 35.21+6.93 35.84+6.50 1.485 138
Etc 31.857.21 30.01+7.25 -4.012 .000
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2. dxtel Edo| g SFEHYS Ao|

D PARIEY 540 BE §FEAYF Aol

Al IFEAYF AolE A A 28139 F
<+ o Fdd vl SFEAYET ¥l felstA
3o (p<.001), ¥ &EFE] FNHEFE SFEA
gz vEE FoaA S71EATHp<.001). WAt
o FAdeel] e SFEAYF Aole FIAT] ¥IF
Azl g FFEAPETY vlgol FoldA =Sk
(p€.00D). 4€ IHA ARBAIRNE SFEAYFTTY
2.56:1.922 SFEARFol gle ol vla felsA
o o] AHgaHe Aoz JERTHp(.001). o8l 44,
Fu, AELT FFd e FFEAYEL 842
T3 Aozt UNTKE 2).

2) £F8d 54 & SFEAYF Ao

WA AEH A3e) SFAR me SFEAY
T Aol duEd A} SF%he A ST EAYT
z9] Hlgo] 53.0%2 AT7F SF3MA de BFe
11.7%50 fFA8tA 23k (p(.001), 7H&E oHzA]
U ojoiyel 3R ddAe SFEAYF F=9
o] fle AeE veigd.

+FEAYTT SF7de ¥F 8.11£3.032 &
FEAR Tl e T vs FAsA =hoh(pd.001).
dae EFEAREY F74 BEYol gle A
2 Jehgoi}t siRws, usgds, 34 % /et 2E
|l § 4714 d9er /sl £4% 21, 7}
J9d 2Ef 29 Vel 2EH A7 FFEAY TN
FolatAl o ERTHpC.05)XE 2).

ol # o
b

3) 42 549 e SFEAYE Aol

47 BAgel 374 ddez TR F oA 4
A 540 hE SRTAYE Aolg EYSAKE 3.
474 54 3 AZe AYFT 99 SIRAYFol

e v 7.79:3.474 vE SFEAYETO] 9.12¢
3.228 FroshAl EXtH(pd.001). BAelEd F94A
T 2FEAYUTTOl 3.61:1.74, EFEAYZe] =
P& 3.22:1.822 93 EH(pC.001). ¥E 4
2y dq9e SFEAYE /7 HE /g zfolst
VEREA] ettt

3. 44

dim

4ot SFEMYSe! Al

WaAe] 44 4L BEY dSHFEH SFEA
Peel FAE AW Hste APARRRY F4
SFEE 548 AT 3 A Jle R¥EE AAE 2
A28 HALAME dAdgen, 2 dde (R H9
2.

2y 12 473 SA4FH SFEAREUNE HFE 3
TANE Hud 2¥oltt. ¥ 2& AFAL A
€ BAT F 47 5493 SFEAYE dAE
g myoln), By 32 AFAETE B4 FFH
549& BAR ¥ 47 5497 SFEAYTY #AE
ArEgth. BARSE ATAEEY 549 §F8™
540 wE FFEAAET AolE 4T 47} {4
Atolg vehd WLE AFE AYsidn Jxuwgel
% o B FHEE HFE AUt

2y ldxe MEE BIFT 4] 5EFE £FE
AAF Aol 1.124 =}u(P(.001), RS o]
ESFE SFEAET A%l 1.089 ERKIK.05).
Azl FHL Rl 2ol7t vehdA] ¥k

=g 28 Y, ATAEEH bsE FASE o
N2E AYEFT 9L 4ol TNEFE 5524
5 Aol 1.08M=2 Ekovh(p(.05), BAIEY 49
< foskA @A detgrh ghdo] &S SFEA
BT Aol 1384 w%1(p(.05), $EFE] 718
FE SFEAYE APl 1.434 E3kem(p<.001).
HFAT vlg FAT SFEAYE Aol 8.944)

|

=
=

M of
Tz

[

(Table 3) Group differences of problem drinking behavior according personality type N=1,080
Problem drinking behavior
Characteristics Yes(N=410)* No(N=634)" t p-value
Mean+SD Mean*SD
Personality of novelty seeking 9.12+3.22 7.719+3.47 -6.334 .000
Personality of harm avoidance 13.51+5.33 13.97+5.14 1.386 .166
Personality of reward dependence 3.6121.74 3.22+1.82 -3.466 .001

*FE A

- 476 -



A2 e E A A 158 AM3E

(Table 4) Related factors to problem drinking behavior N=1,080
Model 1 Model 2 - Model 3
OR" 95% C.1.2 OR 95% C.1. OR 95% C.1.

Personality type
personality of novelty seeking 1.12* 1.07-1.16 1.08** 1.04- 1.13 1.07 1.02-1.12
personality of harm avoidance 0.99 0.96-1.01 1.01 0.98- 1.03 1.02 0.99-1.05
personality of reward dependence 1.08* 1.01-1.16 1.07 0.99- 1.16 0.99 0.91-1.10
Sex :

famale 1.00 1.00

male 0.83 0.60- 1.15 0.73 0.50-1.06
Grade 1.38* 1.13- 1.70 1.08 0.86-1.37
Religion

yes 1.00 1.00

no 0.65* 0.49- 0.88 0.57 0.41-0.80
Monthly pocket money 1.43** 1.24- 1.64 1.22* 1.05-1.43
Smoking

no 1.00 1.00

yes 8.94"" 5.17-15.44 5.06"  2.82-9.09
Daily internet using time 1.11* 1.03-1.21 1.08 0.95-1.19

Mother’s drinking

1.00

no
yes 1.21 0.87-1.67
Friend’s drinking
no 1.00
yes 5.31™  3.54-7.99
Alcohol expectancy 1.26**  1.19-1.33
Stress 0.99 0.99-1.01
~2Log Likelihood 1353.731 1178.046 971.985
*o{.05, **p(.001 1) 0dd Ratio 2) Confidence Interval R

2 ol$ EUCHRC.001). Fue] AF Tt gle 2ol
g T HlE SFEAYF Ade] 0.659 e A
2 Jehstth(p<.05).

23 3eiMe AFAREE B4 33
EARAE o N2 BERT APl 5EF
AYE Adel 1.078 A Jebdo v (pd.05) Yoz
47 Bde frelstAl gttt FdTe] vFEAZ b
3 EFEABE Yol 5.0681 A Jehgon
(p€.001), 2% 20M Folsiid 4 A ARSA
e #oAFA gA vebgh A7t S5l vl ¢
st ol HE SFEAAE Adel 5310 =%onH
(p€.001), 5717t E&4E SFEAYE 9ol
1.26M) Z7keke Aoy JehdtHp.001).

o

]
Sy
do 4
4N ox
Mo e

N

2 g 2 374Y ol $53EL 53.7%
2 AYPAFMHan & Han, 2001)4 nm Fetaie]
46.3%, <8 51.3%7F A €& vz ddtm
SHE A9 FA 2FE Jehidd JFAR g
B0 E 28hdel AE, € 4EFE FTUMERE,
Fdgts TN EFEAHEY vigol o Eged,
SFEAYETY 4dd AHY AN TE SFRARE
ol gl RO o #¥Uth ol nEdw 1.28FANE
oA Fd3) &5 ERE 31 e HTY 449
A EAPE Adel ¥z 1hduche 28hddA B
AlPFel =A JeEhd Kam® Park(1997)¢] |z}
fARIATE AT E S EA, FPEA, AR
A, FHEA T 42N BEAYES S
Mol thd tarle AT 4ded e JH 24
goolehe UL NFAA ol F UL Aol =
& FHHoln =g Ayl A= £E E rlsAo]
A A BAE o1 & slvhe F3(Griffiths,
1999: Young, 199)& :&i& o Fade] &5, F4,
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a8z HEF AR ALl g SdF F4le] R
stz Als €Tt .

B2E A9 fd Ze 9% FRE Rt &
Fahe e Hele o oo BAFY Yol Zslse]
oA 93-& F5i(Elaine & Johnson, 1989), &
& Ao EAYT g 590 2dPo] Hol A
YE & A& AR 98-S E£rHJessor, Donovan
& Costa, 1991)= F83 vlusld & o, & d7&
177t &Fde BS SFEAYTTY vl ge] fost
A we HE dAFt, oAU oy SFARE
WAAe] SFEANE FEet Al Qi Ay
159 EFYPTol dFE Fr 8oz FAFY,
SFAF, 472E, AL 9 89 A B2 9F
< 2Ethe Han® Han(2001)9) Biel #ALSIRC.
o, A7 &5y, A7 Sz, AFAbel &F
T8, AFA0le A= Fol A SFYAE
Z3h= WA(Ahn, 1996)clEhs BEustx dAEn I
o} a2y 3R SFojRe] 9gE dete 47
TH(Lee, 1997)8= Adoleid, 4wt Hode] ¥R &
Zz3% PAFLL &Mooz [ B Bavt I&
Aoz AlgEoh

L3 O FFA Adle SFEAYF] Y=
o] #SA ERoH, 47 549 /A 94Y F AR
$ AB53T 997 u3eEY Aol WAL EFF-
APET} o3 BAAe] e, SFVIUI MRE
AAF7I997 BAEEdge & vigle IFS
Wy 13(Cho, 1999), M2& B FF APl £
Algo]l % ¢33 &% & flvke E3(Cloninger,
1987) 8 @A & o FF7idiel 4Faqlel &FF
AYEL oz F Y& d28999L ¢ 4 Uk

2. nmYe| SFEHYS Al 22

a1 EFEAYZ A¥edeze 44 54, &
dojit, A7 SR, Faas, 5719 Fol &<l
HAok. €3 dule 2 AA7F 3726 RG-S |
F o ol Aadrle &5 FAL 4E2YH=E
FBY GBS BAE opldte #E(gateway drug)
o] &g 3o Pand wjgde] Hagrle] E F jlon
2(Kim, 1991) 244 2233g94& @4 2218 daA
o] gitk. tidAte] 7R 4A B4 F AIRE AYFT
gz el d9go] SFEAYETH Foi By

ol siey, oA Q7AEEE EAT FEYE §
AL BAY F SFEAYES AdYshe YL 7
A%, AZE AUFF 990 FoF BFE AR
ok AR AHFF Qe AL F2 354, DA
4 e YT BAY 2SS wdd FE 4FF5YeE
AE7A 2 o8 AT(Cho, 1999: Cox, 1987: Shin,
1998)0ll4 ¢:& FEolU $FEAY 47 ¥
oz AAso] gorn, B A7 ARE FF FAY
BZo] SFEAYFS RS viXe Fay 4734L
oA A g Foodok webd A2E AEFTA
o] ¥ AF 2AAE FFIFY &7 Fo 4%
EAgo] XF3lo] ol 7ix] SFEAE 4o 7
°] ¥t RS ¢ + ik

b 30

V. Z28 % HAd
1. 88

B 47 3Axd 855 A A% Z2ad9
7128 AF3P] Y3l 5 Aade 478 wEsta,
S3EAYF viAe Fide HFeA € SFEA
ool BAE ¥WFE PPt AP A7
Az Agol 2AEtm e 14 FiFE 5
AT FA BAA 1,080z ARFY 71L& 2002
W 109 5U%E 20029 12€ 20¢74A 019

ATEFE U FEFEAFL o8 AEHm
Latimer5(1997)0] A14% SFEAAF &4 =7,
Cloninger(1991)7} A#I¢tsl Shin(1998)e +3
AAEd &3 =7, Christiansen® Goldman
(1987)°] 7Wdslm Cho(1999)7F 3% 257Id &
3 =7, Park(1988)¢] #|}Ex Cho, Kwon #
Lee(1998)7} #4% ~Eg~ &3 =T AMRSAL
o 43" AzE 71254, ¥test. Independent
t-test, BA 29 HAALHE Fxch

=
=

==
=

B d79 F2 A g3 2ok

D tdx 3 2 37E ojuel 5% F$T 5841
(54.1%)°|4t}. oMxe &F&E 79.8%, ol¢Y
o] £382 54.3%3en V7 &2 e A%
£ 65.6%°l0tt. &5 Ay FHAL Nde §
2H9Y 0-164) W&l Hat 6.361 clUxL, 2=EF
25 99 39-19549 disl HT 132.79% %
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2) WdAel EAd e SFEAFEY olE $A4T
A SFEAYFTAAM 28 A G Fhdd
vla] v]go] Fol3lAl Ehen(p(.001), € &&F
Fo| F71EE 7Y (p{.001), FAT] ¥
Fd70 v& o Fd3A =RTHpC.001). 9¥
Qejl ARRAIIE SFEAYETAN  ARRAIZTO)
foletA 2th(pd.001). 77 S5 A=
LFFAY Tl FodA DUTHp(.001), oA
g ojrye] $FaRte SFEAYT I uEd
o gA Jeldth &FIdE SFEAFFIA
95 BRtHp(.001). 2E#2E SFEAYE
I #FAYe] gle Aoz Jetondt 47 d¥ge
2 BFsle A% dy, siad asd 29 v)g
2Ed27 SFEAYETZAM o FAHp.05).
AR B4 F ARE BYFT7e BAde|E 249
do] FFEAYFC] gl TN Bt SFEARE
2ol A FelsiA E3Th(pd.001).

3) AFAIEEE EA3 S5UE A4S BANNE o
ME2E BEFT AP BEFS SFEAYF 98
o] 1.07¥) EXL(p(.05), YnAl 44 E4& #9
3R] sttt FATol HIEAT vE SFEAY
% s18e] 5.0649 ¥} (p<.001), A7} SF3te
2o} sl Tl vlE) §FEAS T ¥l 5.314
Fon(p.001), £F71U7} ¥24F SFEAY
E 9¥el 1.26M Fvkke AeE  uvEud
(p<.001).

2. M

ojel AFE EYE &F ZzaWe] d7s us

Al g 3 E A Adg

1) B2y EFEAYFL §9 € I8y A
5 533 A7eel dAHegleng ol A%
Aol ot 2 eyl IRY =Yg dF ¢
A8l gz}

2) MQlel 4ARE) B2 SFEAL T dAE 2
A eFzaaYyes AY=oof g}

3) AR H& A SFEAYETL A7 Aol 2
oz JISHEtE a§FHoE 9%, AW
32 BAAQN wBA NS Ad Eolg B F
Agdo] | 4§ gle TP SGA ] sEEol
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- Abstract -

Relationship between Problematic
Drinking Behavior and the
Personalities of High School

Students

Cho, Won Jung”® - Kwon, In Sook**
Kim, Gwang Suk*** - Seo, Ku Min™**

Purpose: This study intended to identify
personality factors and related problematic
behaviors of adolescents who drink alcohol in
order to provide basic data for developing
nursing programs. Methods: The data were
collected from October to December 2002 from
1,080 high school students in Seoul. The
Revised Cloninger’s Tri-dimensional Personality
Questionnaire (TPQ) was used to measure their
personalities. The alcohol expectancy was
measured using the tool revised by Cho (1999)
and stress levels were measure using a stress
(1998). The data were

analyzed with SPSS Windows using Chi square

tool revised Cho

test, independent t-test, and logistic regression
analysis. Results: 1. The percentage of fathers
who drank was 79.8%, mothers, 54.3%, and
friends, 54.3%. The alcohol expectancy averaged
6.36 while the stress levels were 132.79. 2. It

* Yonsei University College of Nursing Professor

A a e A1538 A3z

was found that there are significant differences
(p<.001)
according to the following variables: second year

in problematic drinking behaviors
high school students among all grade variables,
more monthly pocket money for the amount of
money variables, the group of students who
smoked in the case of the variable related to
smoking, spending more time using the Internet
for the Internet use variable, and having friends
who drink 65.6% for the friend variable. The
alcohol expectancy scale of those students who
showed problematic drinking behaviors was
higher than that of those who did not. There
are four family-related stress subscales, and
there was a significant difference among them
(p¢.05). Among the personal characteristics, the
group Wwho displayed problematic drinking
behaviors seeks new experiences and reward
dependence more than the group who did not
exhibit  those
significant differences between the two groups
(p{.001). 3. When the socio-demographic and

drinking-related factors were controlled, the

behaviors, and there were

tendency of seeking new experiences increased
the risk of problematic behaviors 1.07 times
(p<.05). Compared to the non smoking group,
the smoking group was found to have a 5.06
time (p{.001)
problematic drinking behaviors. In comparison

greater risk of displaying
with the non drinking group, the drinking
group was also found to have a 5.31 time
(p€.001) greater risk of exhibiting problematic
drinking behaviors. The group with high alcohol
expectancy scores was significantly different
from the group with the no alcohol expectancy,
showing a 1.26 time (p<.001) greater risk of
problematic drinking behaviors. Conclusions:
Based on these results, the problematic drinking

** Yonsei University College of Nursing Graduate Student(Corresponding author)

*** Yonsei University College of Nursing Teaching Assistant
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behaviors were connected  with  alcohol the above results.

expectancies, friends and personality types.
Therefore, we should develop an alcoholic Key words : High school students, Problem

prevention program for adolescence considering drinking behavior, Personality
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