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moderate time spent on the internet. 3) The students with the more perception of the
benefits from school internet behavior program and with many good peer models for
internet use had more peer supportive behavior on safety and usefulness than their
counterparts. This finding was prominent among the students from high economic status
families.

Second, from the Standard Multiple Regression Analysis, eleven variables (5 situational
factors, 4 psychological traits, and 2 psychological states) were found to be predictive of all
three types of the internet using behavior both in the total sample and in the various
subsamples. 1) Internet using behavior for usefulness, the predictive variables could
account for 26.7 to 39.0%. The highest predictability was revealed among the students from
the schools without the internet using behavior program. The important predictors were
good attitudes towards the internet behavior for safety and usefulness, the parents’ control
of internet use, the perception of the benefits from the school’s internet behavior training as
well as the future orientation and self- control. 2) Internet using for safety, the predictive
variables could account for 38.2 to 50.6%. The highest predictive percentage was found
among the students with families of high economic status. The key predictors were the
future orientation and self-control, the psychological immunity and the peer model of internet
use. 3) Peer supportive behavior on safety and useful internet use, the predictive variables
could account for 37.9 to 51.2%. The highest predictive percentage was found among the
students who spent more time on the internet. The crucial predictors were favorable
attitudes towards the internet using behavior for safety and usefulness, the parents’ control
of internet use, the teachers social support for appropriate internet use, and the needs for
achievement.

Third, the results of the Hierarchical Multiple Regression Analysis indicated that
psychological traits based on the psychological theory of moral and work behavior could,
according to the K-A-P Model, additionally and significantly increased the predictability of
the internet behavior for usefulness to 4.1%, the internet behavior for safety to 22.4% and
the favorable attitudes towards internet behavior to 6.8%.

Fourth, it was found that the students with low scores of internet using behavior
for safety and usefulness (at-risk students) were the Matayomsuksa 5 students, the high
GPA students, the students with less or more time spent on the internet as well as the

students from low economic status families.



Finally, according to the Path Analysis, positive attitudes towards the internet
behavior for safety and usefulness directly influenced the internet behavior for usefulness
and the peer supportive behavior for safety and usefulness more than other variables.
In conjunction with positive attitudes towards the internet behavior for safety and
usefulness, the perception of the benefits of the school internet training program had more
influence on internet behavior for usefulness than other variables. Furthermore, the
parents’ control of internet use influenced the peer supportive behavior of safe and useful
internet uses more than other variables.

Suggestions for further studies

There should be research focusing on the at-risk students, employing pilot activities
in order to develop the important protective factors proposed in the recommendations

above. In addition, experimental evaluative research should also be carried out.



