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Construction and evaluation of "the health learning program of the comprehensive
sexual education™ according to the university student

YAMAZAKI, Akemi

2,800,000

2 3 290 20.1%
Y

A learning opportunity of the comprehensive sexual health for the university
student is limited in Japan. So grasped the present conditions of the learning of the sexual health
from a silabus. And about each category of the sexual health, carried out an investigation of the

actual situation of that students, 2or3 grade of 4 departments. Result :290 effective answers,
recovery 20.1%.
A result, the student became a university student, and the intention that wanted to learn knowledge
about the nature practically such as a sexually transmitted disease, urgent contraception, medical
institution information, family planning and a married life, life plan or a career plan was
recognized some other time, and it was few, but the student who requested a trouble and consultation
was recognized. | suggest support to realistic effect-like "health learning of the sexual health"
%nd will be the direction that wants to contribute to the realization of the concrete measures in
uture.
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98(78.4) 98(69.5)
Peason X ? %)
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