Journal of the Korea Convergence Society ISSN 2233-4890
Vol. 10. No. 4, pp. 237-246, 2019 https://doi.org/10.15207/JKCS.2019.10.4.237

nclo] Eely g Amel Fal glxo] Hjshe] Hlo|=
Ze] ahtol vA= ol il g3 AT

1%*1%EH§” reety 2wae
A T 0%
hadetn s et P

A Convergence Study on the Influence of Media Violence Acceptance
and Violence Perception on Dating Violence in University Students
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Abstract Purpose: The purpose of this study is to examine the factors influencing dating violence in University
students. Methods: A descriptive regression design was used and the participants were 211 university students. Data
analysis included t-test, ANOVA, pearson’s correlations, multiple regression. Results: The significant factors
affecting dating violence were justification of violence and irrational belief of date violence. The regression model
explained approximately 24.7~33.0 % of dating violence. Conclusion: The findings recommend that nurses have to
improve preventing dating violence of university students by considering violence perception.
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Table 1. General characteristics of participants (N=211)
Characteristics Categories n or M£SD %
Agelyrs) 19-26(range) 23.32+4.87
Gender Male 109 51.6
Female 102 48.4
Major Humanities and social sciences 15 7.1
Natural science 5 24
Engineering 80 7.9
Health care 88 4.7
Art and design 23 10.9
Religion Protestant 64 30.3
Catholic 2 10.4
Buddhism 9 43
None 116 54.0
Being in relationship Yes 76 36.0
No 135 64.0
Experience of relationship Yes 157 744
No 54 25.6
Experience of dating violence Yes 81 384
No 130 61.6
Duration of relationship(year) <1 50 237
1~3 138 65.4
>3 23 10.9
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Table 2. Media Violence Acceptance, Violence Perception and Dating Violence among Participants

(N=211)
Variable Categories M=SD
Media Violence Acceptance Capacity of violence media 7.70+1.61
Perceived reality 18.54+8.4
Total 27.23+9.36
Violence Perception Justification of violence 345+1.11
Irrational belief of date violence 3.63+1.47
Dating Violence Sexual assault 8.40+1.84
Sexual harassment 6.72+2.04
Verbal abuse 7.32£3.12
Physical violence 9.27+1.89
Stalking 6.24+1.38

Table 3. Difference in Media Violence Acceptance, Violence Perception and Dating Violence according to

general characteristics of participants (N=211)
Characteris ] n(%) or| Media Violence ] . ] -
tics Categories M+SD Acceptance Violence Perception Dating Violence
Justification of Irrational
violence belief of date| Sexual assault Sexual Verbal abuse Physical Stalking
harrassment violence
violence
t(p) or | MS |t(p) or tp) or tp) or| M+S | t(p) or | M£S |t(p) or tp) or
M=SD M=SD M=SD M=SD
f(p) D | fp f(p) fp) | D | f D | fp flp)
Agelyrs) 19-26 23324,
(range) 87
Gender Male 109 27.43+ 339+ 369+ 9.54+ 6.78+ 6.96+ 945+ 6.24+

(51.6) 10.01 023 111 | 084 | 147 | 047 | 270 | 102 | 216 | 310 | 246 | -1.70 | 252 | 0.89 | 1.68 | -0.05
102 2717+ (815) | 351+ | (402) | 357+ | (636) | 927+ | (312 | 666+ | (.757) | 7.74+ | (089) |9.18+ | (372) | 624+ | (955)
(43.0) 8.90 1.14 144 1.17 1.98 378 099 1.08

Female

Major Humanities

and social | 157.1) 31.39+ 351 360+ 840+ 6.90+ 6.96+ 9.00+ 6.12+
. 7.28 1.17 1.17 1.20 252 228 0.18 0.30
sciences
Natural 50.4) 26.06+ 300+ 300+ 819+2 705+ 6.48+ 9.18+ 6.88+
science | 8.12 087 0.88 088 | 124 090 42 116 125 082 0.60 0% 0.36 024 1.24 008
80 26.13+ 339+ | (518) | 363+ |, 864+ Ny 6.90+ - 6.96+ . 945+ | 630+ |
Engineering 379 1020 (.531) 114 150 (.435) 312 (:326) o3 (.571) 250 (467) 279 (.974) 186 (.887)
Health care 88 27.23+ 342+ 357+ 808+ 6.42+ 756+ 9.18+ 6.24+
417 9.16 1.08 144 0.72 142 342 099 1.14
At and 23 30.74+ 414+ 444+ 864+ 756+ 9.00+ 963+ 6.30+
design (11.9 8.58 144 1.80 1.92 396 5.82 126 0.60
Religion Protestant 64 27.56+ 330+ 384+ 848+ 6.60+ 744+ 927+ 6.36+
(30.3) 8.88 0.51 1.68 1.44 1.80 2.88 1.26 1.38
22 26.50+ 330+ 3.90+ 848+ 6.72+ 720+ 9.09+ 6.12+
Catholic

(10.4) 884 111 | 051 | 044 | 198 | 094 | 080 | 030 | 168 | 033 | 378 | 035 | 063 | 026 | 042 | 020
2652+ | (351) | 318+ | (780) | 399+ | (437)| 822+ | (874) | 6.18+ | (:856) [ 7.02+ | (840) |9.02+ | (901) | 642+ | (.934)

Buddhism | 9(4.3)

9.29 204 1.71 1.20 0.66 1.50 423 322

None 116 27.88+ 330+ 351 848+ 6.85+ 738+ 9.36+ 6.24+

(55.0) 9.29 0.84 1.29 224 234 3.36 234 1.56

Being in Yes 76 31.2+ 348+ 384+ 824+ 6.66+ 6.90+ 9.18+ 6.24+
relationship (36.0) 8.97 454+ | 105 | 011 | 159 | 128 | 511 | 111 | 156 | -045| 228 | —-1.52 | 1.08 | -0.74 | 1.20 | 0.11
No 135 2520+ | (p<.001) | 345+ | (907) | 354+ | (202) | 848+ | (269) | 678+ | (652) | 756+ | (130) | 9.36+ | (455) | 624+ | (912)

(64.0) 897 1.17 1.38 2.16 228 354 216 1.50

Experience Yes 157 29.64+ 345+ 369+ 840+ 6.78+ 738+ 927+ 6.24+
of (74.4) 7.50 6.55++ 108 | -0.31 | 153 | 076 | 1.68 | 002 198 | 052 | 306 | 039 | 162 | -055| 1.26 | -051
relationship No 54 2034+ | (p<.001)| 351+ | (755) | 351+ | (446) | 840+ | (981) | 660+ | (.603) | 7.14% | (693) | 945+ | (583) | 6.36+ | (.611)

(25.6) 9.23 1.26 1.26 224 216 3.30 243 1.68

Experience Yes 81 27.97+ 3.75% 363+ 9.20+ 744+ 9.30+ 9.00+ 6.60+
of dating (38.4) 754 -114 | 102 | 118 | 132 | -025| 200 | 178 | 210 | 106 | 418 | 137 | 332 |-203<| 1.02 | 87
violence No 130 30.22+ (263) | 342+ | (249) | 372+ | (801) | 840+ | (089) | 7.38+ | (299) | 7.20+ | (186) | 927+ | (.044) | 6.18+ | (.398)

(61.6) 8.19 1.08 1.56 1.68 3.36 246 1.80 1.20

Duration of < 50 27.11% 3.12+ 3.59+ 8.10+ 6.88+ 6.90+ 9.18+ 6.24+

relationship(y (23.7) 6.14 1.68 270 355 128 228 1.08 1.20
ear) -3 138 27.44+ 6124 | 341+ | 932 |361+|11.38|800+| 0.76 | 746+ | 091 |756+| 6.88 |9.36+| 695 | 624+ | 681
(65.4) 5.20 (126) | 217 | (569) | 319 | (511)| 288 | (871) | 1.34 | (456) | 354 | (754) | 2.16 | (991)| 1.50 | (.434)

=3 23 2801+ 352+ 374+ 844+ 755 738+ 927+ 6.24+

(10.8) 7.29 1.08 2.59 1.20 3.16 3.06 1.62 1.26
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Table 4. Correlations between Media Violence Acceptance, Violence Perception and Dating Violence

Violence Perception
Variables Media Violence Acceptance — - - - -
Justification of violence | Irrational belief of date violence
Dating Violence r(p)
Sexual assault 0.10(.132) 0.47++(p<.001) 0.36*+(p<.001)
Sexual harrassment 0.12(.067) 0.53++(p<.001) 0.31++(p<.001)
Verbal abuse 0.24*+(p<.001) 0.51#+(p<.001) 0.19++(.006)
Physical violence 0.15++(.002) 0.47++(p<.001) 0.33*+(p<.001)
Stalking 0.17+(.010) 0.55*+(p<.001) 0.36*+(p<.001)
Table 5. Influencing Factors on dating violence
Variables | B ] F(p) | R
Dating Violence
Experience of dating violence -.02 -0.40(.688)
Media Violence Acceptance .03 0.53(.594)
| | 0.290
Sexual assaul Justification of violence .38 5.53++(p<.001)
Irrational belief of date violence 17 2.61+.010)
Experience of dating violence -.02 -0.36(.714)
Media Violence Acceptance 43 0.63(.527)
.2
Sexal harrassment Justiication of violence 28| 713p<o0n | 0P
Irrational belief of date violence .08 1.28(.202)
Experience of dating violence .05 0.82(.410)
Media Violence Acceptance 12 1.85(.066)
verbal abuse Justification of violence 52| 766-p<00n) | 028
Irrational belief of date violence -.06 -0.93(.353)
Experience of dating violence 04 0.06(.947)
) ) Media Violence Acceptance .05 0.88(.376)
Physical violence Justification of violence 48 | 729mpeoon) | 30
Irrational belief of date violence 14 2.15+.032)
Experience of dating violence .02 0.02(.982)
) Media Violence Acceptance .09 1.39(.166)
.247
Stalking Justification of violence .38 5.43++(p<.001) 0
Irrational belief of date violence 15 2.27+(.024)
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