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The Influence of the Intention of Childbirth and Family
Strengths on Marriage Value of Nursing Students

Inn-Sook Lee
Department of Nursing, Gangdong University
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Abstract The purpose of this study was to investigate the influence of the intention of childbirth and
family strengths on the marriage values of nursing students at a university. A total of 190 students from
the university participated in the study. The data for the study was collected from April 26, 2021, to April
30, 2021, via a questionnaire. Analyses, including descriptive statistics, t-test, one-way ANOVA, the
Pearson correlation coefficient, and multiple regression analysis, were performed. Based on the general
characteristics of the participants, the results from the study were as follows: Statistically significant
differences were found in the intention to bear children depending on gender, religion, economic
standards, birth order, and marriage plans. There were statistically significant differences in family
strengths depending on gender, religion, economic standards, parent's state, and marriage plans.
Statistically significant differences were found in marriage value depending on gender, religion,
economic standards, and marriage plans. There were positive correlations between the intention to bear
children and family strengths, intention to bear children and marriage value, and family strengths and
marriage value. Furthermore, in terms of the variables affecting marriage value, 43.6% of the variation
in marriage value was explained by the marriage plans and intention of childbirth. Based on these
results, universities need to develop and manage education programs that are effective in conveying the
true meaning of marriage and promoting the intention to bear children in nursing students.
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Table 1. Mean Score of Variables

Variable Range Mean+SD
Family Strengths 1~5 3.67+0.78
Intention of Childbirth 1~5 2.27+0.72
Marriage Value 1~5 2.99+0.38
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Table 2. Difference of Family Strengths, Intention of Childbirth, and Marriage Value According to General
Characteristics (N=190)
Intention of Childbirth Family Strengths Marriage
Variable Categories n(%)
Mena+SD t/F(p) Mena+SD t/F(p) Mena#+SD t/F(p)
Male 22(11.6) | 2.81+0.53 4.05+0.70 3.31£0.28
Gender 3.890(<.001) 2.572(.011) 4.212(.001)
Female 168(88.4) | 2.20+0.71 3.61+0.77 2.96+0.37
1 63(33.2) | 2.17£0.69 3.79+0.70 2.91+0.40
39(20.5) | 2.41£0.70 3.49+0.95 2.97+0.32
Grade 0.998(.395) 1.366(.254) 2.497(.061)
3 47(24.7) | 2.32+0.77 3.68+0.66 3.07+0.37
4 41(21.6) | 2.23+0.73 3.58+0.82 3.08+0.39
Yes 64(33.7) 2.45+0.74 3.82+0.86 3.09£0.39
Religion 2.546(.012) 2.122(.035) 2.443(.015)
No 126(66.3) | 2.17+0.70 3.57+0.72 2.95+0.37
Upper” 29(15.3) | 2.28+0.88 3.98+0.75 3.08+0.46
Economic [y 41cp 12867.4) | 236£0.67 | 22120000 T30 067 | 14503000 T30 0,57 | 3:708(020)
Standard byc ab)c a)c
Lower® 33(17.3) | 1.91+0.68 3.07£0.89 2.84+0.33
First 84(44.2) | 2.22+0.69 3.63+0.78 2.9740.41
Middle 18( 9.5 | 2.12+0.64 3.74+0.85 2.89+0.39
Birth Order 2.854(.039) 1.651(.179) 1.395(.246)
Youngest 74(38.9) | 2.43£0.75 3.74+0.72 3.06+0.35
Only Son or Daughter 14( 7.4) | 1.90+0.73 3.25+0.91 3.00+0.34
i Parents Survival 176(92.6) | 2.28+0.72 3.68+0.77 3.00£0.38
Living arens v 1.022(.308) 1.177(.241) 0.873(.384)
Parents Father or Mother Survival | 14( 7.4) | 2.08+0.76 3.42+0.86 2.91+0.40
. Married 148(77.9) | 2.28+0.68 3.74+0.75 3.01+0.38
arents
At ' 0.563(.574 2. .00 0. .438
State Separation, Divorce o2y | 2215086 | 2P| 3570080 | 277 | po6s03s | 0777
Separation by Death
i Y 148(77.9) | 2.27+0.75 3.71+0.78 3.02+0.39
Dating - 0.232(817) 1.665(.097) 1.829(.069)
Experience |No 42(22.1) 2.24+0.63 3.48+0.76 2.90+0.34
Don’t want to marry® 47(24,8) | 1.61+0.56 3.34+0.95 3.17£0.30
Marriage  [p 77 % 4302.6) | 2214050 | H425HC00D) [ en ] 5-815(004) 75" am 5| 55:995(C00D)
Intention b)c alc by
Want to marry® 100(52.6) | 2.60+0.62 3.80+0.71 2.60+0.35

Scheffe test: a,b,c
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Table 4. Variables Influencing Marriage Value

I} ‘AEsty Ak 2 9%t o] 3.17+0.3082 Variable B SE 7 )
‘ s s c 2.49 14 17.51(.001)
JAag ‘ATl AR oF 1 Sekst Aok Constants
2 AR, EEshl 4 g el Sue 4 Gender(Male) 12 07 .11 1.78(.077)
9] 3.03+£0.264, 2.60+0.358E} FolotA &kt Religion(Have) .05 .05 .07 1.14(.257)
Economic
Standard(Upper) .70 .06 .07 1.16(.246)
3.4 ISl SR, J1E22Y, AED 219 O P
AbTHRY }7:“ Standard(Lower)
== Marriage
Intention -.30 .07 -.33 -4.58(<.001)
(Don't Want to)
Table 3. Correlation Among Variables Marriage 37 06 49 5.84(.001)
Intention(Want to)
Intention of Marriage Family Strengths .05 .03 .10 1.55(.124)
Variable  Family Strengths e -
Childbirth Value Intention of
hildbi 14 .04 .27 3.85(£.001)
Family Childbirth
Strengths 1 Adj R°=.436, F=18.321, p<.001
. : * Dummy variable
ntention o - -
Tl r=.312(p¢.001) 1 *Gender (Male=1, Female=0)
Childbirth *Religion (Have=1, Not have=0)
Marriage B B *Economic Standard (Upper=1,0, Middle=0,0, Lower=0,1)
Value r=.313(p¢.001)  r=.567(p(.001) 1 *Marriage Intention (Don't want to marry=1,0, SO-SO=0,0,
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