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Abstract This study identified the relationship between leisure attitudes, leisure promotion, leisure drugs,
leisure satisfaction, and the intention to rejoin maritime sports by the participants of this study. The
researchers selected 542 adult men and women who live in Seoul and the Incheon, Gyeonggi and
Chungcheong provinces, and who were currently engaged in marine sports activities. Data processing
was performed using SPSS 21.0 and AMOS 18.0 for the frequency analysis, reliability analysis,
confirmatory factor analysis, correlation analysis and structural equation model analysis. The results of
this study were as follows. First, the leisure attitudes of marine sports participants did not affect the
promotion of leisure (p).05). Second, the attitude towards leisure of the marine sports participants had
a negative effect on using leisure pharmaceuticals (p<.05). Third, the leisure attitudes of marine sports
participants affected their leisure satisfaction (p<.05). Fourth, the promotion of leisure activities of the
marine sports participants did not affect their leisure satisfaction (p).05). Fifth, the leisure restrictions
of marine sports participants did not affect their leisure satisfaction (p>.05). Sixth, the leisure activities

of marine sports participants affected the intention of rejoining (p<.05).
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Table 1. Characteristics of simulation marine sports

participants
Concepts N %
Male 347 64.1
Gender Female 195 359
Seoul 129 23.8
Live Inchon 142 26.2
Kyounggi 158 29.2
Chungcheong 113 20.8
Water ski 92 17.0
Yacht 80 14.8
Marine Skinscuba 107 19.7
Sports Windsurfing 103 19.0
Jet ski 88 16.2
Dinghy yacht 72 13.3
Total 542 100
2.2 28T
2.2.1 AEXTY
Table 2. Summary of the Scales Used
Scale Item Numbe'r of
Question
Characteristics ~ Gender, Live, Marine Sports 3
Leisure Cognitive(6)
wtitud Emotional(6) 18
attitude Behavior(6)
Leisure Personal(5)
facilitati Interpersonal(5) 15
acilitation Structural(5)
Level(7)
Facility(2)
Leisure Time(3)
conlstr;int Courage(3) 2
Environment(2)
Recognition(3)
Physical(2)
Self-improvement(3)
Lei Stress solution(4)
Sat'e;fsg.lzson Promotion of health(3) 17
: ! Technical development(4)
Interpersonal relation(3)
Re-participate _ . -
intention Re-participate(5) 5
Total 80
2.2.2 ZAEH
884 74 5 oPFE ARL Reghed &

Beard[1317F et o/t =S vhgoz o8Al
[1410] AH83 A ES A4St olEd A

= Raymorel8]9] Facilitators to leisure 9475 &

%, olE [15]0] AM8T £YS & A7e] BH3 Hhs
A SRSl AgSAT oL Am:
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Table 3. Confirmatory Factor Analysis

X x*/df TLI CFI RMSEA Cronbach’ @

Leisure attitude 137.711 2.994 961 973 .061 .905
Leisure facilitation 165.731 2.402 .950 967 051 .853
Leisure constraint 450.155 2.981 932 956 061 .867
Leisure satisfaction 248.809 2.734 958 972 .057 935
Re-participate intention - - - - - .879

9 saturated model
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Table 4. Correlation Analysis

1 2 3 4 5
Leisure
. 1
attitude
Letsure 5 1
facilitation
Lelsure o+ 059 1
constraint
Leisure 092 143* 146" 1
satisfaction
Re-participat  gqjwm  _go1  -154% 485w 1

e intention
*p<.05, **p<.01, **p{.001

2 7o) mgAstE AT [Table 5o AAE Bt
2} o] CFI=.940, TLI=.932, RMSEA=.052°.2 gt
LE PSS REAE Ao ekt
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Table 5. Goodness of fit index of the measurement

model
I'e df CFI TLI RMSEA
Model Fit o583 243 o040 932 052

Index

3.3 TRUMA EM AW

£ A7) 7S AAS A3 [Fig. 113 [Table 6]
of| A= vreF 2t} 7HA191 o7l of7fEAlo]
FS A FAUTHB=.011, t=.510, py.05). 7Fd 29
oA7lfiEs of7HA] R(HAEJ FFE vHTHB
=-.096, t=-1.996, p<.05). 74 3% J7lEi=E of7hut
Zo] IS v]HTH(B=.175, t=1.683, p<.05). 7} 421
of7}EAE 7S] JIRE mAA] ASITHB=-.113,
t=-.153, p>.05). 7Hd 521 oJ7FA|R2 of7igtsol JgF
S u]R|R] AYTHB=.027, t=.587, p>.05). 7}Fd 63l o
AL ool FFE  mFHTHB=116,
t=2.106, p<{.01).

e

Leisure
Facilitation

Leisure
Attitude

Re-participate

Leisure

Intention

Satisfaction

Leisure

Constraint | 027

Fig. 1. Results of proposed model measurement
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Table 6. Results of Structural Equaling Modeling Analysis

Path Estimate S.E. t-value
H Attitude = Facilitation 011 .021 510 Reject
H Attitude = Constraint -.096 .048 -1.996* Accept
Hs Attitude = Satisfaction 175 044 1.683* Accept
Hy Facilitation = Satisfaction -.113 .098 -.153 Reject
Hs Constraint = Satisfaction .027 046 587 Reject
Hs Satisfaction = Re-participate intention 116 055 2.106™* Accept

*p(.01, **p<.01
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