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Student satisfaction survey on school safety education

Young-Ho Hong
Dept. of Fire-fighting & Safety Management, Hyejeon College
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® School safety education is recommended on a regular basis.
Z0[Et.

() Safety education at school is necessary for school life.
@ Complete the training well in the safety training class.
® Safety education has an influence on safety awareness.

D A lot of safety education is provided at school.
@ Safety education is carried out well in schools.

Table 1. Survey items.
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Table 2. Inter-item correlation.
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3rd
7 (2.8%)
36 (14.5%)
115 (46.4%)
77 (31.1%)
13 (5.2%)
248 (100%)

Grade

2nd
10 (2.7%)
39 (10.5%)
142 (38.4%)
142 (38.4%)
37 (10.0%)
370 (100%)

Ist
7 (2.1%)
40 (11.8%)
121 (35.9%)
130 (38.6%)
39 (11.6%)
337 (100%)

Frequence (%)

female
7 (1.4%)

55 (10.7%)
201 (39.1%)
37 (7.2%)
514 (100%)

214 (41.6%)

Gender

male
17 (3.8%)
60 (13.6%)
177 (40.2%)
135 (30.6%)
52 (11.8%)
441 (100%)

20.860, p<0.001 )

2

Very suffice

Very scarce
Scarce
Usually
Suffice
Total

Table 3. There are many factors that threaten safety around at

students type. (Pearson X
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Table 4. There are many factors that threaten safety around at Mo gEe FRACID THSHACE 23t SEHRFO| 43.5%,
students type. (Pearson X2:9A383,p<0.311) 2|1 3sHAd SEXIO| 432%7F st OFM MK 0| otFMo
Frequence (%)
Gender Grade
male female Ist 2nd 3rd
Very scarce 14 (3.2%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (1.2%) 9 (2.4%) 1 (0.4%)
Scarce 32 (7.3%) 18 (3.5%) 21 (6.2%) 19 (5.1%) 10 (4.0%)
Usually 128 (29.0%) 114 (22.2%) 82 (24.3%) 99 (26.8%) 61 (24.6%)
Suffice 188 (42.6%) 290 (56.4%) 161 (47.8%) 185 (50.0%) 132 (53.2%)

Very suffice

79 (17.9%)

92 (17.9%)

69 (20.5%)

58 (15.7%)

44 (17.7%)

Total

441 (100%)

514 (100%)

337 (100%)

370 (100%)

248 (100%)

Table 5. There are many factors that threaten safety around at

students type. (Pearson X2= 19.122, p<0.014)

Frequence (%)

A HM g2 FUCHD ot Ao ostH st
O] 72 otH™o|Mo| stu tMnKol ATko| HMH
UAst= Aoz HOlr

Grade Table 7. There are many factors that threaten safety around at
Ist ond 3rd students type. (Pearson X2= 7.993, p<0.434)
Very scarce 3 (0.9%) 9 (2.4%) 7 (2.8%) Frequence (%)
Scarce 26 (17%) | 36 9.7%) | 28 (11.3%) Grade
2nd 3rd
Usually 137 (40.6%) | 152 (41.1%) | 100 (40.4%) Very scarce 5 (1.5%) 7 (1.9%) 2 (0.8%)
Suffice 127 (37.7%) | 132 (35.7%) | 103 (41.5%) 29 (3.6%) 37 (10%) 30 (12%)

Very suffice

44 (13.1%)

41 (11.1%)

10 (4.0%)

Total

337 (100%)

370 (100%)

248 (100%)

Usually

133 (39.6%)

165 (44.6%)

109 (44%)

Table 6. There are many factors that threaten safety around at

students type. (Pearson X2= 24.533, p<0.002 )

Suffice

134 (39.9%)

125 (33.8%)

90 (36.3%)

Very suffice

35 (10.4%)

36 (9.7%)

17 (6.9%)

336 (100%)

370 (100%)

248 (100%)

Frequence (%)

Table 8. There are many factors that threaten

students type. (Pearson X2= 21.594, p<0.001 )

Grade
Ist 2nd 3rd
Very scarce 3 (0.9%) 9 (2.4%) 2 (0.8%)
Scarce 14 (4.2%) 25 (6.8%) 26 (10.5%)
Usually 143 (42.4%) | 153 (41.3%) | 88 (35.5%)
Suffice 120 (35.6%) | 136 (36.8%) | 110 (44.3%)

Very suffice

57 (16.9%)

47 (12.7%)

22 (8.9%)

Total

337 (100%)

370 (100%)

248 (100%)
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Frequence (%)
Gender

male female
Very scarce 9 (2%) 5 (1%)
Scarce 31 (7%) 65 (12.6%)
Usually 207 (47%) 200 (39%)
Suffice 143 (32.4%) 206 (40.2%)
Very suffice 51 (11.6%) 37 (7.2%)
Total 441 (100%) 513 (100%)
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