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I. 4 &

Aad vge Y9A& FHE A =¥
AEgHez aA F /A FZHHA A3 o]
FolA ith sute HgE ANdY AEH g
A7} FAATFzAA Fuz st Ay H2
ol & shte HlgE A TR gRlos
F¥ Zaz st AR A H 2 oltH(Taylor
et al, 1973). v|3h o] Aol &3 AF 3 A3
gl B#He 7313 E¥9 Axstd =zt
Al 719 Ay FE Bxie 1%
o2 At FAIHS 4sE AR oS
A7 ZA ol 2 uFE A3t #P A
#z BE A3 ooz ERE &
AEFAEE v Ao BT ZAF o
& AAEFT ded 2 F HEH 2L
W AF o, HEFH 2EH2 oE, 4z
e o7 zAolEFFE OJEE E & Utk
I g B/ ol A o]& EE I
o g# 4FH AZF Tl U= EFsn
ol MEF ol8d & EE WP KIS
AWetrldls eAGol Aol wrEbolth dfjitst
W oHY Y9 dutgo e gokg #43 3
& WAer o8 714 g2 Jdeldr] g &
oltl. Hlgel {FFo wel ojd HlY PFF
9 olgoz MHAEHAE £ Y&A Z2Y
BE Hggo] FxEE o]Ed o8 HdEsHAH
F Ae AL oY

2 S0 AMSEHE o2& S T3 HE
Azt s PP A ASEE 5§ o
£o] A=A} b Al A E] 93
AEed ads AMSEA Ao EFAF]Y]
A =go] 1F3 Qo gz EF3n
PR JiQ1e A a4 Jhde] dE
e nadt &l AEdH Ad7dAA de =9

e o

2

Ha A % ol ey Hlgd] A
ArgEta Agste Mz g #HES M=
g2 o)dd A AAE] WE Fad
A& Ayl AT olE oS FHY
da7t Aok

watA B AFNE vl B3t Ab3 -4
2lgte Z+E ol8& Ao F¥H mdg
AN v gEds 1 ndo o ¥
Aad vgel dFE A= 89U HHn
Zb gt

II. o]&3 13

1 vl We A3 o] &

gl BY WEF Ay B $4
AL & Al o] &(social disorganization)¥} A} 3] &t
F ooz 2T Uk ALSHA ]2
thAl &34 HE(cultural goals)9} A =3t
2=t} (institutional means)7te] Falo 7]
Aeld 1%4E Zx3e Mertond] UF o] &
(strain model)# A}3]FAEel ofstE 2o
2 Thrasher, Shaw % Mckay %o| A7|% &
A o]2eo g RFHI(Merton, 1957 ; Thraser,
1963 ; Shaw et al., 1942).
4, 13 242 F313 539 Azgd
@2re] Feef FAgrE o]oltt. F AlFA-
34 EFE FEUA o] FHE B
g e & de AYPT FEE olf¥ F
Je Abge el T2 Ao, 84 5
X5 gAsle o ga% 9 HEE F=
A Aol B AFS FHS FULY A
2 A% Adegd 1% % A9z FHHA 7
HE A9 JtgAol ade Zolth o] ol&
& B33 53 A A8 §Fe] 5 I
M & AAE Foln g FHNA E o,
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-
=
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ERQFe VTR, Ags go) e 394
22 FAALyEo] ¥ornz HYPEE vl A

o

g 4gsa gl

WHel AHEEA olErtEe Aol wm
4 mE AgdA QA BAsE Hoz
74e s BEE &7 NAe Ase

e d¥ez 8% B9 SuIE 1ze

FAE 5 FFA7A g @ uae 2
9o HAgHA gevtn ARwT. ua
e BHE A AHHA FA, & Fad

o] 7Hdate] o, staele] fd EE A F
Aol Avtn FAFH(FHEA, 1989). A
AEEEE o8 ot nge Hixd FE
35 HdA AFHoz st ALzl
A 1} o]t}(Akers, 1969 ; Conger, 1976 ; pp. 17~
40). AL3E g o]ES BV AMSstE THH A
d 8902 B gEr. 2B o] o]

A Sy dge] AdFH Age] v B
AE @gon, o] F 71z PFL& A A
33 B HEE 5% U 339 Axn
gt JHg ). gEts &4 32 dgH 3
%o AFRFA fAE 2 YT Az d4355
T B4, Ee A gEsn oY ®in
Aol i Zlde FA9 A APe §
3 s5dde Aot 1z &3y,
de 3 PFoluke AAL AEAHQ A3|H B
49l Axtg 7+F=Eti(Conger, 1980 : pp. 131

~32).
HT S0 v Al BF FF o] 29
AAHIL Yt o] o]ZeAE 7&E ATE

A AAE (DR @)AFH A (3)Hl
A ()Mg B9 1A WSES BE ¥
#A7 §¢ 2¥e AL Uk B 29
AN AAsa e sHEe Aol AxH
Aol vge] e HPHA JPLL 4]

Hlsgzte] dAnje] ela 7
Aolth. od® EF =

o oF ¥
HHoz ZAAGE

1_.
T

Wel shde we 434 24 g8 43
T gtk
2. ulgel B Ae)eA o)

ulghel] #ek g F-Ee] A9 o3 Zo]
At tatgel ol dAE Ao HelFgAEE
Hlgel e APy A% #4F oJ2ES
Alrsta ok

A, ety J2E8 F 7hF dEAHd
L2 Eysenck?] A7 o]&(personality theory)?]
t}. Eysencke] A7+ 47 (personality)® ¥
Z|Zte] BHEA BF AEH 479 2 d
3¢ d+= 4 9lt}(Eysenck, 1964). o]
o] 2o ol3lm WA} HgAE PR P
74$-8th 9|34 (extraversion), A7 4] kS
(neuroticism), 414173 Z(psychotism)o] F-&
Aol Atk F Yol & AT H&
B¢Et 4 AL3SEn ot oS i AL
A P& st AFel Aok EF AAHYF
o e AMgS W& AgERY o A5 A}
A PFg EE ATl Aok dvkEE, A
Aol 2T FHo2A FHEHI gE
olth. slAge R, ¥ FNANAF AFE A
d 2= Blel gis) UEA, HgH, FHAAE
4 =7l ATl Jdonz HANAF] ¥
Atg R o wALS A g F el JtEdte A Eol
=

Eysencke] 7}de 1 % Allsop3} Feldman
of o3 AFHHE vt 9lew Shapland T 9
AFAME JFY AF7E HB(53] A
A} frelaA BEEH Y&E A Y
t}(Allsop et al., 1975 :© pp. 66~68).
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chological stress theory)& & 4 Uth. A3
2Ef A o] ME ATHe AN JAY E
© A EAZREH =H3tEe &34 9
3 FE H4e e 5 vYge g3da 3
il Utk o9} e dF HIE HH, GE
H82e 2¥A &S Abged HE 4y 2
E ¢ ~(psychological distress)7} &4 e}
o= Aojt}(Steffenhagen et al., 1972 : pp.
129~37 ; Mellinger et al, 1975; pp. 301~
309). 13y AYH 2EHA o|EMe o
EdE 59 HY& Y3e AIFE FAEF)
DAY ZAA Aol Aoz wA e 2
a8 FEFES Aol Ut M e F
HE, TE, dY £& $-g3oz8H YA
e 27 s 3] AT 4T S5 9
So2 B3 Qg

AR, Warren2 el wg o2& T3
FolA AN Ay HEe g Zost v
dg& 7tHLgn A9En. & A#EA 9
A Aol AEA HgeH Ade (DHE
-(anger)$} F7#(aggression)o & VEFIAL
@)4549 Hgoz Yednh Azpe u
3] A T7Z ¥ (asocial aggressive)o|eti H =z
F2= HAM8]A 4% ¥ (asocial passive)o] &}
Bech(Warren, 1971 ; pp. 239~58). Alald
Hgsde) $Eoz olgn ANY 4UE 3
Qo gon AuEe Fpol W3l e A}
Zol oA wew AUAE AZHA ]
2ol Aol &7v3 a7y ZHd uhel 3
a3ty =2d AAZ A& AR FFH Y
g A& AE dAse ol Fstm
A& v 7138 48 £ Aes wFe=
ZA3eA] o EF BEolu HFo| g
Ao AFE Aty aFXozREH Byt
1z 3te kYo ARAH, wAlA PF&

st AU AAEe] A B dF¢E Fe
Baol el WA FAL FHETHQuay,
1966 : pp. 450~57).

2oz zol EFZ(self esteem) o] &o]r}.
2o} &Z3 wygze [A HFF AT
Fitts¢} Hammere]] oJsjAl AAl€ u} ot o]
E2 609 F9 #d dAFE nFY A H
9 Aade) Aol 2F3el 34 Fadun
we e wasguh(Fitts, et al, 1969)
Hewitto] A7 % zpol &F7H3 vigtd HA
Al #AZ A& THIHAE, Hewittd
Apot EFZOl B&THE AMY TAAFHY AdsF
HA Foirt B ozn Hldgo] AErtn
At Foh(Hewitt, 1970). B3] o] zjo}
&2 d& M FAHoE AED
Kaplang H2Wd& 1E0] £% ALFdA 2
o] 873t 7IEd @A X&) A& A
ARFo RN HHd FAF AH S 2T
1&o] FAIHL ulge] AvHE e FE
age] A7t He 24 24 9 a3ty
H]8) 7} X (delinquent values)E& WolEo]i H]
g P S FoEM 15 UE 34
A ARXHAD A9E @A =Ho AAHo=z
Zpo} EFzto]l FEAtes Aotk & £33
A AFAEHE, gu F)o] Ml Aol &
d3Es adoz Fgn, ¥ zo}
g3 #AEsy, HPg F3 Ao}
we FAhd Add $Fo=H 1
el A 2pde ztol EFFE EolA H
= &%& 7tA v Aot (Kaplan, 1975).
Rosenberg®} Rosenberge] ZE¢d dTgAE
2o} EFzto] Mg AFE wHe AUAF
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g %7 Ad g shgEnE R

z
o}t}(Rosenberg, 1978 : pp. 279~91).

3. = Bad ujdge 38 23 A4

Qo A AE upe} o] AL3|EH o|EES
T3] A A=t #dd JAPHI gl
{2 B0 AHFE A F3 ol&e] ArIH7d
o2 th. Wt AtslgtarEe] o Aleldhy
84F ABY Ao EFAIV] A =¥
o] &3] Ado] FEd= BT oHFAAE
Mol A g4 Mgl g Arfrsd
gZol Add dA7dA de =dsHT UA
%% Aotk A AES H[P S o35}
A8 WA Aiago Aeldry H5-E =
gtout neld Neld WaE o Ao} Ay
(self concept)ol] =FHatAct. 28t Aot A
(self concept)e Azre] FAHH FHAA
E g 5 7t F4d F9 3yl &3t A
ojtth. 4l AEE HL udA AEHe=
2 g 5 /M4 53¥E d9ez FAdA
(Kellam, et al : 1976). slvte &9 A3
7} (psychological well-being)-& 741 & - W H
o7 B JgdesA vt Band 9ae g
o dw »RF Zwe] Faagel. A
A7 R34 F4ere E(anxiety), &
(depression), ¥, ¥ 2} (anger/aggression),
Y (bizarre—peculiar), A} (bizarre paranoia),
7}t = (obsession/compulsions) So] X T,
E e FAAE AEdS ANde AEF
Aol i ALA HriziE JAFEH. o
Ade Clausere] FAA  ANAZ(positive
mental health)e] 7 dalx $ALEtH Peterson
ol AMEE Aol EF 3 (self-esteem)st Hlx
3t} (Clauser, 1968). o]} e AL sty
£ AFdAe vgd #oqsts A2y ade

BAAZH F AA FROR PR A
4 pdn sy ade GAT A543
3% B¢ olge ANdnA @k s s
Wao] BE A A Mz e B
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£9¢ 9art 97 Weelt
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] 8] (Delinquency)
=F(Strain, C bond, D bond, Psycol, Self)

Ar71 Ao A Delinquency+= H]3} 3%, Strain
"8.' 7\.12(}’ C bOnd-'E‘ 0‘_].{—3‘-1_1 ‘ﬁ‘t“, D bond"\:_:‘ H]

4o, Psycole Az 75, Selfe= ol &
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@)ez st FEOZ F2% 1FHA 1,412
golth. 2 F Agdd AFsn e FAo
6989, Al Ao AFst= o] 4159, F
Ao AFeEs Ao 29990l AGE=R
= AEAG FAo] 1,042, ALAE A o]
370 o] Aok

o] A AMRE = 2|4 AEAU
[ Aad v B ZAY éﬁx}olt}-
ARA F A& 2%t zA].%igq o HolE [-13

1

AN & AHTA 2 gAY olzd 2
Aste] F2atga B¢ 4L ARAE
Welel Fad wAD FEged B o

FAe A2AE Fustdon 259 ofu =
A ANE ¥ 1 A%NE Basd BY B
& 54 -RgAAY. 24 A ARF )
Ae <H 1>¢ vehd ve} Zok,

=

= &

©

2. W e 2 53
Jh EHUA(HE) ¥ U 5Y
®
K=Y
B3

AFNA AT FEHHEFE M4 5
ol Qle= HlE Ego|tt. ol ugd
P29 HAL Golde] AvlE o] &%
H|3 &% 26353 Axenrothe] 1235 % =l
W2 985S Fuz 3l ALAT w[gd
A FE Hgd o2& 80%FY HY FE&
AT F 83 15%n 2} Ao 2ZHE B
ol i AEE Wwol S8 gt 4 e
507 E¢ez 4% F nsdm 28d &
AL Aoz 2We AMH Z=ALE AX AA3)
9 tH(Gold, 1966 ; Axenroth, 1983 ; W18,
1978). W& 4d@/A4& vedes g 094072
Al A%sl A Jersth v &5 g
$E ¥4 (HAF & FHo] gk (2)3F
Wk Gy Aok (DHe AF Pdo
o] 4714 Fo] EANES Fgdov &AMz 13

A
han )
3o

28 479 A48 PAsted HEdsdn

L. SEHLY Ho U 5

1) A8A%

2 ATAA AsAFE Bo] Hrise A
$5%, A 2% B, ohA BEFE, o)
g 2&5E, oA A4, o=y Jg9 67
A Wl o8 Qs

(1) gsxL 55722 SANYed, o
Z AE 53, #F Ate HoltE 4%, B
g1 A4 HATolthE 3d, g REAYE
23, o} zEUYY 1HE& F4H3

(2) A &f AHe A7 AL Fee 24, A
Al, 44 & 71ete] Af-odle 13& Fo3tah
(3) RHEAEE Fore 1, & 24, F£ 3
A, & 43, dghd ol 64 & Fo3tdth
(4) 4L FH-7MAHEF)- AR -4 4=
T e 134, oln| &AL &H-AL-7]
2AA AR AG-9A EAA-5-E TeR
2FFde 24 S, ZAA-BRIIHY AR
ojgt FF-AU-3JAF AHREF HY-23 FALA-T
A-AZEof 3L, AL HAIAL-BAL-HAL-L
Fl71d AV AR - DAL AL FA 4
A& FoAsd.

2) 71A(strain)

1A o (aspiration) #} 7] o) (expectation)
ztel d= Aodth 1F3E& Z3s] A

oft N

TE-EF

71 e AMEEHE Aol (DYde Z{FE
A HA 7t n&TEes W 7517‘}94' 2)4
3t Ade FEAA AA 7t HAdFEES
8 ARl & aTAME 282 A4S 2
%3}7] A8t A4 2&5EFH dete L&F
Z& FoALE gEgd Ed7A 6dA 9]
A2 U & ol &Y AxE dE3}

o %) AF2 At



Table 1. Percent Distribution of Sociodemographic Variables

AL CHARER| AtE|BHE

Characteristics Total Male Female
Total (N) 1.412 742 668
(%) 100.0 100.0 100.0
Father’s Education
No Schooling 4.1 4.9 3.1
Primary School Graduate 22.6 24.0 21.0
Middle School Graduate 19.4 19.8 18.9
High School Graduate 32.5 32.9 32.0
College Graduate 18.5 15.6 21.8
Above College 3.0 2.8 3.2
Father’s Occupation
Unemployed 34 3.8 3.0
Laborer 2.9 .0 1.9
Semi—skilled, Craftsman, Foreman 3.8 15.0 12,5
Skilled Worker, Store Owner, Driver 23.1 21.7 24.6
Teacher, Exeutive, Clerk, Architect 20.1 19.6 20.7
Doctor, Lawyer, Manager, Professor 9.7 8.7 10.9
Large business Owner 1.0 0.8 1.2
Large Farm Owner 1.0 1.3 0.8
Small Farm Owner 24.9 25.5 24.3
Socioeconomic Status
Wealthy 0.4 0.5 0.1
Somewhat above average 15.2 12.0 18.8
Average 71.3 73.5 68.9
Somewhat below average 11.0 11.3 10.8
Poverty level 21 2.7 1.3

3) A% fo)

Hirschiz 7A21e] Abslol ofgt SiS of %,
T8, 9, Ad T A 2oz Hgsd
A old@ furh BUA A WAL AR
ot FAe i (ilirschi, 1969). 1= 1 g4
& Fu, gu, ¥72 43 Q. 53] Hirschi
£ 2w A4 f@ fFe Fassl 19

s 2 dF7dA AF5FH fFde 7HEEe
AFH frdig uete fFlz FAH}ULH
Agstel A4d fuE 2oy BA, 7
99 714 wFEz ZAHAUCT. sduet
e o i of, dw Yoo Fo,
agjn g Y F&oz FAHI}AG
2z smd] g of F(attachment) ZA3s}7)



A& Btmd] oy HE wmAlele] #AE ¥
TAAL Fm e Fe(involvement) &
ZA43t7] A8 AF 2 ga Qe i z)
Ht B w49 AAEE XTFAHoH stu
A& o] 8 (commitment) & FFd}= HF
2 AA FaAdd diE 94, dm A9
HEZbel ofd 13709 5§ ne At

4) w]gd3}9] § -t (delinquent bond)

Hg) dAdle wig A7) @A vl
4% "Hx=z2 Foded, vg& FHE7] 9
T AR A HEF P A B3 H=
o] F /AR Jiro A9 & & At vy
o &L S AdMe 1 AT F v
P& Pste A7 drkd Hevtz, & a7
AqAe ol B AR FRo=2A a9 37t
2 FE& EFAAC

(1) 3G AF F QA AL AYG H2
Aol A z=AbEe {?7} AE71?

(2) A% AF7 HE 4NAY ¥ A
& o] QQEs?

(3) 1Y AT F FuoM dAA
2Qloly BF MZd 7tgd JAFE0]

to

o rr

32 &2

)

Aeld 25& 24357 AL Peterson
3} Kellam(1977)c] 743 1570 &5 [FF
AEGRE), B AFGFER), & AFEG
FE)]& A z2AME AA =79 AHEE
AZEd F  adz  ALe&dg G (Peterson,
1966 ; Kellam, 1977). &34 A%, E<¢F A
22 Agkeo] Cronbach agte zt7} .66, .72, .76

o2 3 d#Hl &

2 Aoz gy Z
732 53 EEE AT g

2o shgict.

Ao} EZ7 % Kaplano] 7H'#3 77 352
2lol EF FEFE a2z AR O
A3} azke 0.782A4 W37 4
dol & oz Utk Aot EFH 4
2@ dd A=k Aey AT A s
54 A g% H+E T4

3. ¥4 wy

Axrd vy 8L 2A57] HME &
ABAN WS HAASAR P FPE A3 -
Aeld g dF& B3 AAE F

F

AN S AAst AT
V. dF 23 8 A4
L #% Aad vwe f8 24

2 dAFdAME g ER37] A8 8
A (factor analysis) & HA|3FATH Q54 HHy
0 2& varimax W& HAAA 4 HAD
W oaQle] Aee oz E3tek(factor load)o] 0.
50 =& 2 ol Ag It s dEA
A7 v3 35L& 15X (Eigen Value)7} 1 o]
o2 yehd 779 Axdoez EFHA

89 12 254 v =2 A7}, AY, F
Y %AE, TG, &7 =W =8, SEA4E ¢
7], dHde By, vjdda agEsr 93
g, €3 2949 107 FEo=zA HF
31.6% At °ol& HAL HUE H¥
W32 EREA gdou Fadoely] B o
gog FHEE AN WP OEMIET) ]
gt

89 29 Hygo g e g AlH,

| A



Table 2. Result of Factor Analysis of Delinquent behaviors
202l A4 Znt

E elgaent status  violent sexual " athority  drug theft ~COmmu
ehaviors nality
FdZ A 164 .060 .167 742 161 116 170 .682
7tz 197 162 .075 696 154 .078 .025 602
=& A7t 517 .184 124 .249 .036 -.029 .070 A76
A .586 .103 014 .069 .041 -.002 .284 441
s2d o9 .108 .002 229 .094 719 .016 .099 .601
H 455  -021 -039 -.157 .038 118 141 .373
A, Az 156 .244 .199 .379 .609 072 —.046 .646
A&k, E 3t .004 317 -081 -.336 599 .084 .106 598
Hpol =X .090 .008 .088 132 .003 026  —.024 .608
o}z e} .015 113 141 —049 732 224 .089 .632
oMy e} -.034 .065 .005 .039 502 478 .041 .537
guz By 33 211 .195 124 629 132 242 116 .598
24 &3 .488 147 114 .055 .092 .015 447 534
g B4 AL g .348 .257 048  -050 118 015 .320 436
TZ7E T3 .388 .358 026  -.016 .152 .109 .241 497
2% b3 .325 411 216 012 .198 .066 .300 .459
E}Ql AlH] .385 512 .299 282 .046 .009 179 623
2Z 723 .238 .661 179 174 .109 .148 .070 .603
10,0009 o)A 24 &3 .166 .082 d17 .251 .107 .028 625 517
F9 AL 632 .292 216 218 .051 .027 .148 .606
A -2 .309 .495 419 299 .107 .166 .047 .608
ElQl el .239 538 .257 127 129 215 .072 517
Jo] B4 &3 143 312 .140 .029 097 039 590 .503
ols THE} 266 538 .072 .180 115 .035 .279 521
F71 &A 324 554 .250 .064 112 227 .002 545
WAL FE} 031  -108 .181 .083 .530 .369 .501 .627
o 709 .186 .193 .309 011 .046 .056 678
=5 689 .208 .200 218 .027 -.027 618
He Ay AL g .106 182 .206 .148 .032 -.079 525
A ALg .005 .235 .047 .116 .054 -.044 613
vhejsiy & 095 -105 128 264 .33  .45% 267 516
s 2W AlS .051 010 .095 .044 .285 623 275 .565
=7 =& 744 212 .091 .028 .036 .045 152 .636
SaA 3 97 J75 .068 .100 .009 .093 .051 072 .643
wHH YL AlA 738 .088 .241 071 .140 .056  —008 642
dFEV} 43 #F 135 a7l .044 .084 .067  -.018 .629
3 29 .647 .336 197 .048 067 -018 .700
U223 29 =9 408 .320 415 011 073  —.006 .657
g4 3% 411 .299 193 .101 .045 .189 .600
dy &4 A 190 141 .039 .098 .035 .073 574
4y &= .251 162 .210 .189 .046 .081 .693
ol d = (M) &A 175 178 233 .160 174 147 .605
AP} 29 kral 147 567  —.047 127 218 .135 .468
AEAN Fa7 271 .370 263 .390 .09 214 .209 .531
Eigen value 13.89 3.49 7l 1.47 1.26 1.26 1.14

PCT of VAR. 31.6 8.0 3.9 3.4 2.9 2.8 2.6
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o3& 23, B T, obF FE, F71 2A
o 570 2ol EREHIYLH oL B %
4 BAelnz TAuYP(RNHIET) ol Pl
Atk 8¢9 32 44 3%, B4 AY, 4Y &
=, ol dFel A(ty) B4, A7 29 5 A
4 vlgoln g et vl (HgEIEsT)olet Hy sl
Ak

2 4E 79 2Y, 72, duE BE 5%
EA 7bE vl (% HIET) 018t ¥Eetgch &
ASE F5F 74, 2A-H1 AR, -7,
2 FEL A PElEA whek g e E hF
Hoz g v (rpirT)olet 938

29 62 B=-Auy ALg, 37HA] A}E, uhg
st Fd, SR ALy 2o FEgEE Yy
2 EFH Ao okE W EEyIET) g
3ot ggoz g 7L 10,0009 o
A ED ER AE BA EA S AN g%
T2 TFEA A v GUFEINT)o)E
R A=

H3 AFGETHE) NN Hges 2A J
st FHF3t=rbrt diwd Fasich du
st Hlgo] f3d mat 41y a4t g
A g "7 wEoth gy B A3
2o & B @3 Ha2d HPF 74
+EA A9 v, T ug, A v, st
ulgy, gk uleg, oFE-ud, A4t vy %
gyt Fad vy AT 2R fle
F3n A8zt € = J& Aok

i

=2

o
L.
53

L.
—

2. Y 7Y 4FE v AE

48424 24

7k X9l Blgoll P&t o|X|
4 A5 A9 ugd M Fo8A 9%
£ WAL e 8L H(sex)22 eyt
(bata=.50). 1 oh& QAo 2E ¥E) HolGE

= oo0|
[

_42_

TR, 954 #d, A3 2%, gn A4
o] wog FF¥E nAR slen ol 574
Qe A9 o] et HuHS oF 57%E
Al o k.

AEE A9 Hdd dTE Y= 8AS
AHEE, Y Y HPS ¥y Fd,
s34 U, Adgd 2%, 1% FU3A 4
£ fXe Aoz vEgy 29dx g A
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Table 3. Factors affecting Status Offenses by Gender and School Program
MY IR -AYAEY X9 "o IS 0lxle 20
Variables Total Male Female Academic Vocational
B8 R’rank B8 R?rank B R’rank B R’rank B8 RZrank
Gender 503 ] .528***x ] A73%x* 2
Deling. bond .355**% 2 A425%%* ] 330%** .338*** 2 .383** 1
Convent. bond [-.213*** 3 -258*** 2  -321*** 1 |-200*** 3 -254*** 3
Psych. distress | .143*** 4 .169* 3 .182*** 3 JA52%* 4 A35%* 4
Strain J101*** 4 .045* 6
Sch. program .069* 5 077* 5 .120** 4
S.E.S. .086** 6
Res. area 077* 7 .N54* 8
Own house —.044* 5
Father’s edu .058* 7
Working mother
R? .57 41 .35 .56 .58

*kk P<.001 %% P<.01 %P <.05
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olglg Ao, HAAA nTHA ZH 3] sfaste zlol EFRE nHAMNE F Us
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Z3td "ol o AEA n5dne %Y HUrt AYe s e Aicdd d b
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Table 4. Factors affecting Violent Offenses by Gender and School Program

MY, CIZ-AHAEY S yigo] ggs njx= ol
Variables Total Male Female Academic Vocational
B R?rank B R?rank B RPrank B Rrank B RPrank
Gender 197*** 3 202*** 1 A70%** 4
Deling. bond 3474 1 .368*** 1 263%** 1 346%*%* 2 356%*%* 1
Convent. bond [|-.514*** 2 —151*** 3 —278*** 2 1-144*** 3 -200*** 2
Psych. distress | .194*** 4 .180* 2 J145%** 5 Jd19%%% 4 153**%* 5
Strain 087*** 4
Self esteem 062* 7 J127** 6 078* 5
Sch. program .108*** 5 .105%* 6 133*** 3
S.E.S. J125%*%* 5
Res. area -073* 4 177* 3
Father’s edu .073** 6 —57* 6
Working mother
R? .28 .30 21 .26 .32

*kk P<.001 %k P<.01 % P<.05
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Table 5. Factors affecting Sexual Offenses by Gender and School Program

MY, IR-AYAIEY et o FEE AlXl= 29
. Total Male Female Academic Vocational
Variables
B R?rank B RPrank B R’rank B RPrank B RPrank

Gender 170%**+ 3 211+ 2
Deling. bond 286%** 1 329%* 1 270%%* 2 301*** 1 380%** 1
Convent. bond |-.131*** 2 —135*** 2  —279%% 1 [-130%* 3 -—247% 2
Psych. distress | .105*** 4 Jd22*%*%* 3 092*%*%* 4
Strain 103*** 4
Sch. program .069** 5 079*** 3
Res. area -079* 4
Father’s edu .099** 6 . .128** 3

R? .20 .20 21 22 .36

*xk P<.001 %% P<.1 %P <.05
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Table 6. Factors affecting Run away from home Offenses by Gender and School Program

g8, o2 -dYAEY 7tE ol &S nlXe 290

Variables Total Male Female Academic Vocational
B R%rank B R’rank B R?rank B Rrank Jij Rrank
Gender 100*** 5 d16%*%* 4
Delinq. bond 254 1 270%*%* 1 296 2 250 ] 264%%* 1
Convent. bond |-.181*** 2 = 142%** 3 —.299%** 1 |- 158*** 2 -.288%* 2
Psych. distress | .106*** 4 JA30*** 2 .066* 4 J19%*%x 3
Strain .053* 7 .071* 7 109*** 4
Sch. program 160*** 3 152*%* 3 176*** 3
Res. area
Father’s edu 075%* 6 .084* 6 .180* 3
Real parents d11%* 5
No. of siblings .061* 5
R? .20 .18 .24 .16 .24

*kk P<.001 *%x P<.01 * P<.05
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Table 7. Factors affecting Authority Offenses by Gender and School Program

HE, ClZ-dAAEY viE ol FEE NlAle= 29

Variables Total Male Female Academic Vocational
B R?rank B R%rank B Rrank B R’rank B R*rank
Gender
Deling. bond d16*** 2 d14*** 1 .163** 2 .128%**
Convent. bond |-.144*** 1  —107*** 3  —299*** 1 [-229*** 1 283 1
Psych. distress | .072*** 4 .109* 2
Sch. program .063* 5 .181*** 3
Res. area —125*%* 3 —171*** 2 —128*** 3 -119* 3
Father’s edu .060** 6 .094* 4
Working mother -.097* 4
Co—education .096* 5
R? .08 .06 13 .06 13

*k¥% P<.001 %% P<.01 *% P<.05
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Table 8. Factors affecting Drug Offenses by Gender and School Program

MY, Q- AUASY %S Hgo e nlxls 2ol

. Total Male Female Academic Vocational
Variables
B R’rank B R’rank Jes R’rank B Rrank B Rrank

Gender
Deling. bond A70% 1 200%** 1 181%** 1 634** 1
Convent. bond | -.062* 4 -091* 2 |=091** 2
Strain .080* 3
Sch. program .084** 2 137 1
SES. —110*** —-087** 4
Father’s Occup. | .081** 3 .149%%* 3 Jd12¥** 3
No. of Siblings .084** 5

R? .05 .06 .03 .05 .03

*kk P<.001 #% P<.01 % P<.05
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Table 9. Factors affecting Theft Offenses by Gender and School Program
o9, QIZ-AHAIEY A vl &S Olxls 22

. Total Male Female Academic Vocational
Variables
yo) Rrank B R?rank B R?rank B RPrank B RPrank

Gender JA31*%** 3 J135%** 2
Deling. bond 716 ] Jd66*** 1 d26%*%* 2 JA153%** 3 .208*** 1
Convent. bond | .106*** 2 —100*** 4 -163*** 1 [|-.092** 4 -168** 2
Psych. distress | .164*** 4 Jd64*** 3 .200%%* 1
Strain .075%* 5 .081** 5
Self esteem .071* 6 .096%* 6
School program
S.ES. -060* 5 —158** 2 —15%%* 3

R? .10 10 .05 .10 12

dkk P<.001 %% P<.01 % P<.05

Hz EHFHAGD.

4, A9 vdde vg fFd, 959 &
d, Held 25 5 o83 HAEY JFYE
o9 ZA AL Ade Ak)ol 7+
A Qe v Yo vj§ FEH= A
Act. olg® Ade dUE vz B o ¢
g A v foie] FEFYo] PR
R A Zgsn de v AFFH {9
H)g) AgAlade A Hla AW FEA
Z&3n e Aol ¥ddE Az Ho
1=

AR, T v A9 Hgxe g A
o] adRTE vy Sdrs MR 2 JFH S
v Ak FE vl 4 F AEd
el F=3 Aolg Kol e |
3 2% HdegA Ay ZEHe
Ao dojA = ¥ foiol o]o] F¥
8FA JFE v o A9
oA Az dFE PAZ AAd o
Adz 29, £ vdg dAses o

e
e g
=

o

Jo @ fr o o

[e]
o
-4

¥3)

oy Mo

o] o] ARALRTG dGA LN &7
3 3t

4, Azt vgole v fd, 4, 953
o, AEd A5 1F ¥ WAL A
th e v o AEE F=gAd Zole
gt QoM ey 2o A7 I9F
& A o vE gL aFA @ ol
th AEA AR FeAAE FTHA F5 A
g Hjgo] Frtsts A¥FE Ho FIALL

A, 7tE Hldedes vy fd, d5H &
W, Aeld &5 olgd= A aseE, AN
2 oR, A To] FaT AdUY g2
At 2 WY foie FF¥H &I
ARt ool R A Yetxgtoen w4
A g 3L Qg v Fetgdl
A B FasA 9FE nAD AU

AN, wrat vy e vy foie] 43
g2 o& 39 wge wEy 2"
a8y §JHeR AFH FUs BErEY
FEgo] vg ZaA &t AU

_48_



dux, FE v Ay A53te
ol tiEiM e xS wat gurd
S e AAAd £ AT Adds
ZeH FEMEIG #FdAo gde FFE A
Asle Aoz Yed.

o2, A4 vgdAe vy fd, A5
frdl, ey 25 F9 o]&F ®#ql ol9dx
gzl e F83A 9FE VA= e
2 eyt

o2 ATFARE EUYE & o, ¥ AT
Al ERE Y fE g Fad vl o
g A9 ol & sl o g &N
g A =3 B AT Ade 7E9
A3 stat At Al A AISEE e wlde] B
T OEES YEE AAFL AU g 2
g o83 AotEFZ o]EL f-EYEt A4
Hgidhes o 9 [EdE R Fo] ol
W BHoh AFHQ A+7 87 Eh

TH B AFdA AR AL A
ojge &IH HIL 7 HAad u]z‘sgs.’. =
¥Hoz HPde= d WS FEsAck F 2
Aol A, AbslehE ®Ae] Aeldy ‘?3\_
of FrtgdozM vlge AZYg FINAE
Bk ot AEshd #Qde Absishy wd
H& Ay A= B 9gsA ZFgsln
Ao vy {FAE qYFLg e df{H= 53
8T AEY Aoz YEYT

2 A7 ZAge vd {30 g 493

na
e
214

2 X
=
Al
=

¥

A4l “Had FE ods AW, 3ad %
BYg AW o A&, 1989,
W9, Fad wdd B FVARH @

27 oxd Fad. AW FYUsa @

2480 92A Aedn Y= BE 239
Rel F9th o& 59 Ruole B4 o%g
ARE A%, G4 & 712 vPIE 4P
BeAol B oz Jehoy 3t X
9, A, ¢, A4 W F}e Ag Taa
A deEuI Aged ¥4 4%d 32 4%
e Zouae nRY WERy vy 543

#ugol wgo B 4TS H-wgA
A oM fo% BA4E wAFL UK
o 53 4% AY stae aRE gdstel
dg 45Y 497 948 ANE Pe Hy

of BH TFP ol sbsA ok HabA
£ a7e AR FF 2 nPd BY o
e st ¢ o vy s¥Y AL
o Aads 53 ygd 549 yowds
AN ED Acte Held #4877 ada B
otk

2ggoz Selue J2d wag o)
7 faAe TR 29 BY o A
9 AelH ade] dE Age] a7 u

o AE4AE MY AR Y37 AdAs
Ma 9, 4d, AR-AGADEE Gz
428 Aol aFdgy At FFHe=
g dde AgTad A4d B o
AQH 283 AR5 2o vige] Yelg
g 4 e Aol B 478 5

g
93 k.

fo

]

d
FHAGEAATL, 1981,
A, A9 A9 duns. dAdstm
204, 1989.

Akers, R. L.. Deviant Behavior . A Social Learn-



ing Perspective. Belmont, CA : Wadsworth,
1977.

Cohen, A. K.. & Short, J. F., Jr, “Crime and Ju-
venile Delinquency”, in R. K. Merton and
R. Nisbet(eds) Contemporary Social Prob-
lems, 2nd ed. New York : Harcourt Brace
Jovanovich, 1976.

Conger, R. D.. “Social Control and Social Learn-
ing Models of Delinquent Behavior” : A
Synthesis, Criminology, 14, 1976.

Fitts. W., & Hammer, W.. The Self Concept and
Delinquency, Nashvill : Counselor Record-
ings and Tests, 1968.

Glueck, Eleanor and Sheldon.. Physique and De-
linquency, Harper & Row, New York, 1957.

Gold, M.. Status Forces in Delinquent Boys, Ann
Arbor, MI . Institute for Social Research,
University of Michigan, 1963.

Gold, M.. “Self-esteem and Delinquent Behavior

. A Theory of Alternative Schools”, Crime
Delinquency Literature, 1978.

Hewitt, J. p.. Social Stratification and Deviant
Behavior, New York : Random House,
1970.

Hewitt, Lester E. and Jenkins, Richard 1.. Fun-
damental Patterns of Malajustment, Stale
Printer, Springfield, 1 11., 1970.

Hindelang, M. J.. “Causes of Delinquency : A
Partial Replication and Extension” Social
Problems, 20, 1973.

Hirschi, T.. Causes of Delinquency, Berkeley, CA

: Univ. of California Press, 1969.

Jenkins, C. D.. A Composite Scale for Hostility,
Unpublished Materials. Boston University,
1968.

Kaplan, H. B.. Self Attitude and Deviant Behav-

Palisades, CA . Goodyear
Pubilsihing, 1975.

Kaplan, H. B. Deviant Behavior in Defense of
self, New York . Academic Press, 1980.

Kohn, M.. “Social Class and Parental Values”,.

ior, Pacific

American Journal of Sociology, 64, 1959.

Kornhauser, R. R.. Social Sources of Delinquency,
Chicago : The University Press, 1978.

Krause, M. S.. “The Measurement of Transitory
Anxiety”, Psychological Review, 68, 1961.

Krohn, M. D., & Massey, J. L.. “Social Control
and Delinquent Behavior : An Examination
of the Elements of the Social Bond”, The
Sociological Quartery, 21, 1980.

Mckay, H. D.. “The neiborhood and child con-
duct”, Annals of the American Academy of
the political and Social Sciencies, 261, 1949.

Merton, R. K.. “Social Structure and Anomie”,
American Sociological Review, 3, 1938.

Merton, R. K.. Social Theory and Social Struc-
ture. Glencoe, IL . Free Press, 1957.

Parsons, Talcott.. Social System, Glencoe . Free
Press, 1951.

Quay, H. C.(ED).. Handbook of Juvenile Delin-
quency, New York . Wiley, 1987.

Radloff L. S.. “The CES-D Scale : A Self-re-
port Depression Scale for Research in the
General Population”, Applied Psychological
Measurement, 1, 1977.

Reiss. A. J., Jr.. “Delinquency as the Failure of
Personal and Social Controls”. American
Sociological Review, 16, 1951.

Rosenberg, F. R., & Rosenberg, M.. “Self-estem
and Delinquency”, Journal of Youth and



Adolescence, 7, 1978.

Shaffer, D. R.. Soctal and Personality Develop-
ment. Monterey, CA . Brooks/Cole, 1979.

Shaw, C. R., & Mckay, H. D.. Juvenile Delin-
quency and Urban Areas, Chicago . Universi-
ty of Chicago Press, 1942,

Simmel, Ernest.. “Incendialism”, In Searchlights
on Deinquency, K. R. Eissler, ed., Interna-
tional Universities Press, Inc., New York,
1949.

Simon. W., & Gagnon, J. H.. “The Anomie of
Affluence : A Post Mertonian Conception”,
American Journal of Sociology, 82, 1976.

Simons, R. L., Miller, & Aigner, S.M.. “Contem-
porary Theories of Deviance and Female
Delinquency”, Journal of Research in Crime
and Delinquency, 17, 1980

Smith, D.. “Sex and Deviance : an Assessment
of Major Sociological Variables”, The
Sociological Quartery, 20, 1979.

Sutherland, A. L.. Principles of Criminology,
(4thed.) Philadelphia, PA : J.B. Lippincott,
1947.

Willlam, J. R. & Gold, M.. “From Delinquent
Behavior to Official Delinquency”, Social
Problems, 20, 1972.



<Summary>

Classification of Korean juvenile delinquent behavior
and an analysis of the related factors

Jung-Ja Nam*

The purpose of this study is to classify the Kore-
an juvenile delinquencies and investigate the fac-
tors affecting the various types of delinquencies by
using the integrate sociopsychological model.

The variables employed in the model were
borrowed from several sociological theories and
psychological theories of juvenile delinquency.

The survey was conducted in 1989 with the
sample of 1,412 eleventh grade of students from
the 26 high schools located in Seoul -city,
Chungbuk and Junbuk province in Korea.

The major findings were,

1. The Korean juvenile delinquent behaviors

LI )
’

were classified into 7 types, “status”, “violent”,
“sexual”, “run away from home”, “authority”,
“drug”, and “theft” offenses by factor analysis.

2. The theory which best predicted Korean
Juvenile delinquency was the social learning
theory which says the delinquent bond is the
prime important factors affecting all types of
Korean Juvenile delinquencies.

3. The conventional bond(e.g., love/concern
of parent for child, attachment to parents, suc-

cess in school performance, attachment to

school) was the second most important factor
affecting most types of the Korean juvenile de-
linquencies.

4. The third most important factor appeared
to be the psychological distress(agression, anxi-
ety, depression)and psychological variables re-
lated differently to the various types of delin-
quencies.

5. The socioeconomic status were positively

”
’

related to “violent”, “sexual”, “run away from

home”, and negatively associated with “authori-

” &

ty’,
6. Some variables such as psychological dis-

‘drug”, and “theft” offenses.

tress, father’s education, mother’s employment,
number of siblings were related differently to
the various types of delinquencies.

7. In addition to the theoretical variables gen-
der was the very important factors in explain-
ing most types of juvenile deliquencies.

8. The possible explanation for the small cor-
relation between strain theory and delinquency
is that the operational definition of strain may
not be adequate in Korea because of the special

nature of the Korean educational situation.

% Senior Researcher, Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs(KIHASA)



To conclude, the delinquent behavior is inher- quently, the integrate psychosociological ap-
ently more complex than any single theory or proach was adequate to explain the great varie-

group of theories can possibly anticipate. Conse- ty of delinquent behaviors.



	청소년 비행 유형별(非行類型別) 관련요인 분석
	Ⅰ. 서론
	Ⅱ. 이론적 고찰
	Ⅲ. 연구 방법
	Ⅳ. 연구 결과 및 해석
	Ⅴ. 요약 및 결론
	참고문헌
	〈Summary〉


