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Abstract The aim of this study was to investigate the relationship among family function, intimacy risk with the
opposite sex, and campus life satisfaction amongcollege students. A descriptive study was conducted. Data were
collected from May 11, 2017 to May 20, 2017 by using a structured questionnaire. The participants were 180 college
students attwo colleges in J-city. Data were analyzed using t-test, one way ANOVA, Scheffe test, pearson correlation
coefficient, and multiple regression analysis with SPSS 20.0. The mean scoreswere as follows: family function
3.07+0.44(5 points), intimacy risk with the opposite sex 2.03+0.59(4 points), and campus life satisfaction 3.20+0.50(5
points). There was a significant correlation between the family function, intimacy risk with the opposite sex, and
campus life satisfaction variables. Multiple regression analysis showed that factors influencing campus life satisfaction
were family communication(3=0.341, p=.001) and parental economic activity type(3=0.161, p=.007). The explanation
power of this regression model was 13.1%. These results of this study indicate that effective campus life satisfaction

should be developed by including improvement of family community of family function
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects
(N=180)
Variable Categories n %
Male 85 473
Sex
Female 95 52.7
Ist 45 25.0
2nd 48 26.9
Grade
3rd 46 254
4th 41 227
Upper 57 319
Academic Middle 114 631
score
Low 9 5.0
Working couple 119 66.2
Parent's type  pyger 42 234
of economic
activity Mother 17 9.6
No economic activity 2 0.8
Upper 40 223
Economic Middle 13 627
status
Low 27 15.0
3.2 ristdo| J1E7Is, oldute| UL ¥
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Table 2, The degree of family functioning, Intimacy with
the opposite sex and campus life satisfaction of
university students

Variable Min | Max | Mean+SD
Family functioning 1.32 | 3.95 | 3.07£0.44
Intimacy with the opposite sex 1.00 | 4.00 | 2.03+0.59
campus life satisfaction 1.59 | 5.00 | 3.20+0.50
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Table 3. family functioning, Intimacy with the opposite sex and campus life satisfaction level to General characteristics

(N=180)

Family functioning

Intimacy with the opposite sex Campus life satisfaction

Characteristics

Mean+SD t/F p Mean+SD t/F p Mean+SD t/F p
Male 2.9840.53 1.870.67 3.13+0.52
S 182 071 25 012 2140 163
x Female 3.1040.41 2.08+0.55 3.23+0.50
Tst 3.150045" 2.0220.54 33020.60
Grade gﬁf eode 308 028 Tosroat 012 o4 3B 193 a2s
4th 3.13+0.42° 2.05:0.63 3.23+0.52
oadermc _Upper 3.07:047 2.0520.69 3.1920.49
Middle 3106042 018 834 2.02+0.52 0.12 887 3.19+052 118 309
score Low 3.06:0.50 1.98+0.76 3.41:0.46
P . Working couple 3.06+0.47 2.08+0.56 3.17+0.50" 009t
arent's tYPe g ther 3.06£0.37 1.91:0.59 3.17:0.45" :
of economic 0.49 .690 1.99  .116 . 391 a<c
activity Mother 3.16:0.42 1.9120.70 3.49+0.62
No economic activity 2.89+0.08 2.38+0.18 3.710.00°
- Upper 3.0540.43 1.8520.50° + 3.19%051
Economic  ‘ridle 3.004042 024 785 2.08+0.56° 366 T 32050 042 656
status Low 3.02+0.49 2.07+0.65° a<b 3144054

T ; Sheffe test
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Table 4. The Correlations of family functioning, couple relationship attitudes and campus life satisfaction

(n=180)
Variables Cs:gg;'::til(iflc Iml;g;f)}slitvcmsl;xthc comfnaIuLuilc};tion cl(:j:slilgn di:;lngn;;cd cnrl:lzrsmhrlr}llcnt Family chaotic
Campus life satisfaction 1
Intimac‘y with the 140" 1
opposite sex
Family communication 2927 1697 1
Family cohesion 216™ -233" 817" 1
Family disengaged -204”" 220" -653" -713" 1
Family enmeshment 161" 129" 502" 502" 494" 1
Family chaotic -262" 310 673" -758™ 800 -466" 1

; p<01, ; p<.05
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