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The Influence of University Students' Characteristics on Marriage Views and
Spouse Selection

Park, Kyung Hee

Department of Nursing Science, The University of Suwon

Purpose: This descriptive study aimed to identify the characteristics of college students that influence their views on marriage and spouse selection.
Methods: Data were collected from 148 college students through self-reported online questionnaires, which included items on the participants general
characteristics, marriage views, and spouse-selection criteria. The study was conducted between April and October 2021 and analyzed using multiple re-
gression in the SPSS 23.0 program. Results: Male students were found to hold more conservative views on marriage compared to female students (B=-
8.967). Additionally, individuals who placed greater emphasis on internal factors when selecting a spouse tended to have more conservative marriage
views (B=.576). The explanatory power of this model was 27% (F=1.62, p=.016). Regarding the criteria for spouse selection, it was found that female stu-
dents (B=4.877) and individuals with more conservative marriage views (B=.128) considered a broader range of factors. The explanatory power of this
model was 24% (F=2.08, p=.001). Conclusion: This study provides valuable data that can inform policy and cultural strategies to address societal chal-
lenges such as declining marriage and birth rates by highlighting shifts in marriage views and spouse-selection preferences.
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Table 1. Difference in View of Marriage according to General Characteristics (N=148)
View of marriage
. n (%) or ) o . . "
Variables M+SD Emotional stability Marriage system Marriage conditions Total
M+SD  torF (o) M+SD  torF(p) M+SD  torF(p) M+SD  torF(p)
Gender
Male 28(18.9) 40.2+74 3.38 17.8+2.8 3.61 24.8+4.2 1.09 82.7+12.8 2.92
Female 120 (81.1) 35.4+6.6 (001)  159%24 (<.001)  24.0£32  (277) 752+9.2  (.006)
Age (range 19~29)
<25 22.1+5.1 -1.39 -0.92 -0.52 -1.35
>25 142 (95.9) 36.1+6.9 (-167) 16226  (.360) 24.1£3.34 (0.601)  76.4+10.1 (-180)
6 (4.1) 40.2+8.8 17.2+1.8 248154 82.2+15.2
Grade
1 43(29.1) 37159 0.70 16.7£24 097 23.6+2.8 2.00 76.3+£8.4 0.16
2 16(10.8)  37.8+6.7 (.555) 16.3£25 (409 23.1£3.2 (116) 77.1£9.9 (:924)
3 40(27.0) 35.4x74 16.56+2.9 24.0+3.8 75.9+104
4 49(33.1) 369x7.7 16.4+2.6 25.0£3.6 77.3£12.0
Major
Society of humanity 17 (11.5) 33.7+6.8 1.21 16.7+£2.0 0.92 24.0+2.7 0.45 73.4+8.2 1.17
Engineering 17 (11.5)  37.5+85 (308)  17.0£3.0 (432 239+35 (719 784134  (326)
Art/physical education 2(14)  325+92 15.0+2.8 215+5.0 69.0+17.0
Medical health 112 (75.6) 36.6+6.8 16.2+2.6 24.2+3.5 77.1+10.4
Parent survival status
Al 139(93.9) 36.5+6.9 1.14 16.2+2.7 0.05 24.1£35 0.02 76.8+10.5 0.40
Only father 3(2.0) 363117 (324 16.0+£1.0 (954 243+29  (.981) 75.7£133  (672)
Only mother 6(4.1) 32.2+6.0 16.5+1.2 24.3+1.9 73.0£5.3
Religion
Protestantism® 45(30.4) 37.9x7.2 1.36 17225 3.14 24.7£3.9 1.43 79.9+£100  2.11
Catholicism® 16(10.8)  33.6+8.1 (-253) 16520 (017 22.8+2.1 (-229) 729+£8.7 (.083)
Buddhism® 42.7) 34.0£5.7 16317  a>b>e 21.8+4.4 71.0£104
No* 81(64.7) 36.0+6.6 15.6+2.7  >d>c 24.2+3.3 756.8+10.5
Etc.® 2(1.4) 36.5£5.0 16.0+1.4 25.0£5.7 775+£12.0
Birth order
1st 74(60.0) 35.8+6.8 0.91 156.8+2.5 0.91 23.8+3.3 0.91 75.5+9.6 1.11
2nd 11 (7.4) 39.0+6.3 (-440) 16.2+2.9 (.440) 25.1+4.4 (-440) 80.3+12.1 (.346)
3rd & more 53(35.8) 36.7+7.3 16.7+£2.8 24.4+3.6 77.8+11.0
Only 10(6.9) 34.7+7.9 156.9+2.0 23.8+1.6 74.4+9.6
Residential types
One's own house 106 (71.6) 36.1+7.0 0.56 16.3+£2.5 -0.75 24.4+34 -1.82 76.8+10.2 -0.41
The other side 42 (28.4) 36.8+6.9 (576)  16.0+2.8 (452 233+33  (071) 76.1+10.7  (.685)
Economic status
High 312100 384x58 1.90 16.2+2.2 0.29 245+3.3 0.73 79.2+9.4 1.26
Middle 89(60.1) 3569x7.5 (.154) 16.1+2.7  (.746) 242+36 (482 76.2+£11.0  (.287)
Low 28(18.9) 36.3x64 16.56+2.7 235+2.9 75.3+£9.1
Father's education
<Middle school 8(5.4) 35.1+41 0.40 16.5+1.6 0.92 23.6+£3.4 1.18 75.3+6.3 0.96
High school 69 (46.6) 35.9x7.3 (671) 156.9+26  (.401) 23.7£34  (311) 756.5+£10.6  (.386)
>College 71(48.0) 36.8+7.0 16.5+2.7 24.6+35 779+104
Mother's education
<Middle school* 5(3.4) 35.4+8.9 0.57 18.0+£3.7 3.34 27.2+4.4 3.55 80.6+15.1 1.93
High school® 86(58.1) 35.8+6.7 (565)  15.8+2.4  (.038) 236+3.1 (031}  75.3+96 (149)
>College® 57(38.5) 371x75 16.7£2.8 a>c>b 246+3.6 a>c>b 78.3+10.8

M=mean; SD=standard deviation; “Scheffé test.
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Table 2. Spouse Selection according to General Characteristics (N=148)
Spouse selection
Variables External factors Internal factors
M=+SD torF (o) M=SD torF (o) M=SD torF (o)
Gender
Male 25.0+4.7 -1.65 325+4.6 -2.25 57.5+8.2 -2.39
Female 26.6+3.9 (.107) 34.4+3.9 (.026) 61.0+£6.6 (.018)
Age (year)
<25 26.3+4.0 0.69 34.1+4.1 0.64 60.4+7.1 0.76
>25 252+5.6 (.492) 33.0+2.1 (.525) 58.2+5.9 (.446)
Grade
1 25.7+3.5 0.56 34.3+3.8 0.88 60.1+6.2 0.28
2 26.3+2.9 (.646) 327+4.2 (.451) 59.0+6.5 (.837)
3 26.2+5.1 34.5+4.0 60.7+7.9
4 26.8+4.0 33.8+4.4 60.7+7.4
Major
Society of humanity 26.7+3.8 1.04 35.1+3.6 0.85 61.8+6.3 0.93
Engineering 24.7+£4.3 (:376) 32.9+4.5 (-467) 57.5+7.7 (-451)
Art/physical education 26.5+0.7 34.0+4.1 60.5+0.7
Medical health 26.5+4.1 34.1+44 30.6+7.1
Parent survival status
Al 26.3+4.1 0.81 34.0+4.1 0.40 60.3+7.2 0.05
Only father 28.7+2.1 (.446) 33.0+4.4 (.671) 61.7+6.4 (.948)
Only mother 25.0+2.6 35.3+3.8 60.3+7.1
Religion
Protestantism 26.3+4.1 0.80 34.8+3.6 0.89 61.1+£6.5 0.84
Catholicism 27.3+3.7 (.528) 34.0+4.2 (:475) 61.3+6.5 (.504)
Buddhism 28.0+1.8 355+1.9 63.5+3.5
No 25.9+4.2 33.5+4.3 59.5+7.5
Etc. 29.0+2.8 35.0+7.1 64.0+9.9
Birth order
1st 26.6+3.7 1.92 33.8+4.1 1.30 60.4+6.8 1.70
2nd 245+4.4 (.129) 33.6+5.3 (.277) 58.0+7.8 (A71)
3rd & more 25.8+4.4 34.1+4.0 59.9+7.4
Only 28.2+4.0 36.4+3.0 64.6+5.9
Residential types
One's own house 26.3+4.0 -0.01 34.4+4.0 -1.60 60.7+6.9 -0.93
The other side 26.3+4.3 (:993) 332+4.2 (111) 59.5+7.5 (:357)
Economic status
High 27.0+3.7 0.56 34.8+3.2 0.87 61.8+5.9 0.94
Middle 26.2+4.3 (570) 339+4.3 (422) 60.1£7.5 (:395)
Low 26.0+3.9 33.5+4.2 59.5+6.9
Father's education
<Middle school 26.9+3.0 0.20 33.6+3.3 0.55 60.5+5.7 0.05
High school 26.4+4.2 (.823) 33.7+4.2 (:576) 60.1+7.3 (:950)
>College 26.1+4.1 34.4+44 60.5+7.1
Mother's education
<Middle school® 29.0+£4.0 1.44 33.6+3.3 5.30 59.1+7.3 3.39
High school® 26.0+£3.8 (.241) 33.7+4.2 (.0o6)* 61.8+6.5 (.036)*
>College® 26.5+4.4 34.4+4.1 a<b<c 64.4+71 a<b<c

M=mean; SD=standard deviation; *Scheffé test.
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Table 4. Factors Affecting College Students View of Marriage and Spouse Selection
View of marriage Spouse selection
Variables Total Total
B S.E. B t P B S.E. B t P
(Constant) 56.40 9.42 5.99 <.001 16.34 3.70 4.42 <.001
Gender -8.97 206 -34 -436 <.001 4.88 1.51 27 3.23 .002
Religion 1.99 1.61 .10 1.24 219 0.55 114 .04 0.48 634
Residential types 0.48 1.47 .38 0.98 .280 0.31 1.25 .02 0.25 .805
Father education level 1.68 1.21 14 1.38 169 -0.59 115 -05  -0.51 .608
Mother education level 0.03 1.50 .01 0.17 .862 1.31 1.27 .10 1.03 .304
View of marriage total 0.13 0.06 .32 3.87 <.001
Spouse selection
Internal factors 0.58 0.24 .23 0.62 017
External factors 0.14 0.23 .06 2.41 537

F=1.62, p=.016, Adjusted R*=.27, D-W=1.89 F=2.08, p=.001, Adjusted R*=.24, D-W=1.51
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