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2,100 ( : 1,396
, 704 )

(proportional stratified random sampling
method) « - ), ( -
) ( , : :

2 2
24 1,192
11 6 2
843
(M
12 18 (v)
(=)
. 2,100 (
1,396 0 704 ) 169
1,931
92.0% ( : 93.6%, : 88.8%)
3.
1)
(Kim & Kim,
2000) ,
7 ).
7 ) (14 ), - (12
) 4 )
@ ) @ ) 7
6 .
Cronbach's Alpha 0.68 0.88
2)

(20 ) Zung(1965)

, (12

) Langner(1962) ,
(10 ) Zung(1971)

, (B4 ), (11
) (10 ) (10 )
(Kim & Kim, 2000)

Cronbach's Alpha 0.63

0.86
3)
(Kim
& Kim, 2000) (34 )
5
Cronbach's
Alpha 0.73
4)

(Kim & Kim, 2000)

1
5)
(Kim & Kim, 2000)
1 , Ewing(1984)
CAGE (Alcoholics 1) Selzer (1971)
(MAST) (Alcohalics I1)
Cronbach's
Alpha 0.83
6)
(
, , ) 30
6 .
Cronbach's Alpha 0.95
4.
2000 12 2001 2 3
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2
(problem  behavior theory)
(Jessor & Jessor, 1977) (Kim &
Kim, 1997; Kim, 2000)
( ) , :
«C ) ( )
IBM PC SAS
Chi-square ,t
1.
<Table 1>.
622 60 (8.8%)
1,286 621 (91.2%)

10
(X =272.7, df=1, p=.001).

<Table 1> Rate of juvenile criminal behavior

32 4

2.
( :40.96x 19.27,
:25.97+ 14 .23, p=.0001), (
16.34+ 7.21, :11.64+ 5.39, p=.0001)
(  :16.62+ 5.46, :15.30% 5.54,
p=.0000) )
(  :73.91+ 28.17, :52.98
+21.85, p=.0001)
<Table 2>.
3. ( , ,
: )
t
<Table 3-1, 3-2,  3-3>,
(  :16.09+ 5.36, :15.33+ 6.13,
p=.0124) , (  :31.19

+ 10 .48, :29.87+ 11.62, p=.0512)

( :893:396,  :9.18+4.31, p=.0000)
, ( :8.46%2.40,

7.88+ 2.31, p=.0459)

( :7.49+ 268, :7.21+ 2.77, p=.0000)

Variable Total Male Female X df p
Criminal behavior (arrest)
No 1,227 665 (54.2) 562(45.8) 272.7 1 .001
Yes 681 621(91.2) 60( 8.8)
Total 1,908 1,286 622

<Table 2> Mean difference test of type of delinquent behavior between male and female

Variables Sex N Mean+ SD t p
Antisocial behavior F,\e/lr:Ia?e 12‘9‘; ;ggsz ii;; 17.14 .0001
. . +
Aggressive behavior F,\e/ln?laele 1;?: ﬁ:j; ;;2),; 15.51 .0001
. 62+ 5.
BT A S| S
Delinquent Behavior I:l\e/IrTE]ilaele zgg ;\;’géz ;?ég 15.24 .0001
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<Table 3- 1> Mean difference test of family dynamic environment between male and female

Variables Sex N Meanz SD t p

Paternal rearing F,\e/lr:Ia?e 1§gi 1;2(7; sgg 0.81 4204

: +

Maternal rearing F,\e/lrr?laele 1;;2 1222; 2?1’2 2.50 .0124
. . 19+ 10.

Family stability Fl\ellr:Lele 1571:’ ‘;’;é?i ﬁgg 2.30 .0512

relationahip. Femals s sedor 1ea 195 2522
. . "

oward family Femals ss0  oass 4a LIS 0000
i i 46 2.

e TN RS R

Working mother F,\e/lr:Iaele 1;22 ;‘Z‘iz ;ss 2.00 .0000

<Table 3-2> Mean difference test of personality & academic achievement between male
and female

Variable Sex N Meanz SD t p
Antisocial personality Male 1,215 26.25+ 8.79
tendency Female 576 24.31+ 8.48 4.41 10000
Depression Male 1,206 39.54+ 8.48
Female 546 42.14+ 8.35 "5.96 0062
Sociability Male 1,245 35.19+ 8.55
Female 564 34.00+ 8.51 2.74 0177
Isolation feeling Male 1,230 27.40+ 9.15
Female 589 26.32+ 9.12 2.31 4093
Psychosomatic sx Male 1,138 22.84+ 4.45
Female 519 22.65+ 4.72 83 7073
Psychosomatic sx Male 1,246 23.59+ 8.95
Female 590 23.76+ 9.38 --38 1261
Need satisfaction Male 1,204 26.60+ 5.68
/frustration Female 577 27.05+ 6.01 -1.53 4649
Academic Male 1,154 -0.53+ 3.10
achievement Female 511 -0.42+ 2.82 -13 4649
, ( 117 .57+ 8.48, 142 .14+ 8.35, p=.0062)
6.64, :17.26+ 7.68, p=.4204) -
( :26.89+ 7.80, :26.10+ 7.83, p=.2522) -, , /
<Table 3-2>.
<Table 3-1>. ( ; :1.23
+ 1.17, :0.71+ 1.01, p=.0001, ;
:11.25+ 10.87, :9.57+ 10.10, p=.0418)
( :26.25% ( :1.13+ 2.31, :0.78+ 1.79, p=.0008)
8.79, :24 31+ 8.48, p=.0000) ( )
:35.19+ 8.55, :34.00% 8.51, p=.0177) (
( :39.54+ :1.71+ 1.23, :1.25¢ 0.79, p=.0001)<Table
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<Table 3-3> Mean difference test of sexual abuse, alcohol abuse & drug abuse between
male and female

Variables

Sex N Meant SD t p
Alcoholics Male 870 1.23+ 1.17
Female 207 0.71+ 1.01 6.49 10001
Alcoholics Male 882 11.25+ 10.87
Female 209 9.57+ 10.10 2.04 0418
Drug abuse Male 1,146 1.13+ 2.31
Female 571 0.78+ 1.79 3.35 10008
Sexual abuse Male 1,207 1.71+ 1.23
Female 588 1.25+ 0.79 9.42 :0001
3-3>, .240, :.000, . .240), (
.237, .000, .237)
4. ( . .235, . .235)
( : -.054, . .000,
: -.054)
(
:.000, :.203, 0 .203)
<Table
- ( . .165) 4-1, Figure 1- 1>
) ( .102)
, , - (
- .170), )
( :.390) ,
) ( .248), ( 0 .291)
- ( : .095) , .185),
) - ( : .104)
( . .326) , )
( Do221), - ( (
.120) .216) -
( :.203) - ( ( o .211), (
0 .174) .174) ( .087)
(
:.214) ( .136)
( 181, , (
.205, .386) -.203)
( :.321, .000, .321)
, - ( 125, .
.139, 264), ( : (
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<Table 4- 1> Division of direct/ indirect effect of the causality among each research variables

in male adolescents ( )x 100=%
Endogenous Exogenous Correlation Total Direct Indirect
variables variables coefficient effect effect effect
Sexual Age .137 .102 .102(1.00) - (.00)
abuse Parent-child relationship .242 .165 .165(1.00) - ( .00)
Antisocial Age .300 .248 .248(1.00) - ( .00)
personality Family stability .506 .390 .390(1.00) - ( .00)
tendency Parent-child relationship 434 .095 .095(1.00) - ( .00)
Isolation Age 291 221 .221(1.00) - ( .00)
feeling Family stability .455 .326 .326(1.00) - ( .00)
Parent-child relationship 419 .120 .120(1.00) - ( .00)
Drug abuse Age .236 .203 .203(1.00) - ( .00)
Parent-child relationship .196 174 .174(1.00) - ( .00)
Delinquent Age 413 .386 .181( .47) .205( .53)
behavior Family stability 391 .203 - (.00) .203(1.00)
Parent-child relationship .393 .264 .125( .47) .139( .53)
Sexual abuse 459 .237 .237(1.00) - ( .00)
Antisocial personality tendency .678 321 .321(1.00) - ( .00)
Isolation feeling .620 .240 .240(1.00) - ( .00)
Drug abuse 452 .235 .235(1.00) - ( .00)
Academic achievement -.086 -.054 -.054(1.00) - ( .00)
.368, .368)
.295, .000,
. .295), ( 0 .279, 10
.000, 1 .279)
- (
.000, .166, .166),
( 145, .000, .145)
( .000, 145, (Rantakallio, Myhrman, & Koiranen, 1995)
.145) ,
(
.000, .105, . .105)<Table

4-2, Figure 1-2>.

- 498 -

(1987)

1974

75%,

107%

Johnson

1970



"’rwhuse /J
— -
>
P 181 /
'\_\jge 245 ?ﬂtismiﬂ
_— Tsonall
r‘.'laufa-m:h!_-r:-:ylll w32y

(ot Y/ -
stfhiﬁ_t! '/—' : ?‘“—

Delinguent

- hehavicir,/

J

2,
Isulaa;n\\ 540

by edlilng,

Commri i

\@E‘Fieuemir’l_t/

achievement, drug abuse, and sexual abuse on male delinquent behavior

. (Moore & . Haskell
Arthur, 1989) Y ablonsky (1970) 20 ,
75%
40%

Thornton (1982) ( )

- 499 -



2002 8

<Table 4-2> Division of direct/indirect effect of the causality among each research

variables in female adolescents ( )x 100=%
Endogenous Exogenous Corrglgtlon Total Direct effect Indirect effect
variables variables coefficient effect
Sexual . . .
Parent-child relationship .224 .170 .170(1.00) - ( .00)
abuse
Antisocial Age .233 .104 .104(1.00) - ( .00)
personality Maternal rearing .398 .185 .185(1.00) - ( .00)
tendency Family stability 480 291 .291(1.00) - ( .00)
Isolation Age .207 .087 .087(1.00) - ( .00)
feeling Maternal rearing 417 174 .174(1.00) - ( .00)
Family stability 511 .216 .216(1.00) - ( .00)
Parent-child relationship 484 211 .211(1.00) - ( .00)
Drug Age 225 .136 .136(1.00) - (.00)
abuse Parent-child relationship 219 .214 .214(1.00) - ( .00)
Academic Parent-child relationship ~ -.132 -.203  -.203(1.00) - ( .00)
achievement
Delinquent Age .223 .105 - ( .00) .105(1.00)
behavior Maternal rearing .370 .103 - ( .00) .103(1.00)
Family stability 473 .145 - ( .00) .145(1.00)
Parent-child relationship 437 .166 - ( .00) .166(1.00)
Sexual abuse 466 .145 .145(1.00) - (.00)
Antisocial personality .600 .279 .279(1.00) - (.00)
Isolation feeling .634 .295 .295(1.00) - (.00)
Drug abuse .583 .368 .368(1.00) - (.00)
—
"fSexuaI ™

7

i /
— o

./,’M_apternal
\._rearing Pt

' Is:ula_ti;n\\) 285

B N, g )

/ Family 5219

\_stability _/ / )<. I
== / — =

Drug abuse

'@Elﬂﬁﬂﬂ e ___*\“a,_ s

Academic
achievement
—

.
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P

%
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(Hien & Hien, 1998).

(Hirschi, 1969), (Leiber & Farnsworth, (
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(Chesney-Lind, 1997)
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2,100 ( 1,396 704 )

(Kim & Kim, 2000) 16
197
Cronbach's Alpha .63 .95
( ) :
( ), , :

Chi-square, t
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. The quest for a new

- Abstract -

Gender Difference in Delinquent
Behavior among Korean
Adolescents*

Kim, Hyun-Sil **

Purpose: This paper examined gender
differences in a rate, type, relevant variables of
delinquent behavior, and a gender differences
regarding the relative influence of family,

32 4

personality, academic achievement, sexual
abuse and alcohol - drug abuse on delinquent
behavior among Korean adolescents.

Method: Data were collected by self-report
questionnaires. Subjects consisted of 2,100
adolescents (male 1,396, female 704) in Korea,
using proportional stratified random sampling
method. Statistical methods were Chi-square,
t-test and path analysis.

Result: Male adolescents had higher rate of
delinquent behavior, and more all types of
delinquent behavior (antisocial, aggressive, and
psychopathic) than female. Male adolescents
showed more dysfunctional family dynamic
environments, higher antisocial personality and
sociability than female adolescents. Female
adolescents had higher depressive tendencies
than male. The most powerful contributing
variables on male delinquent behavior were age,
antisocial personality, parent-child relationship,
isolation feelings, and sexual abuse in this
order named. Drug abuse, isolation feelings,
antisocial personality and parent-child relationship
tended to be contributing variables for female
delinquent behaviors in this order named.

Conclusion: This investigation will provides
a foundation for theory that addresses the
complexities of both gender-specific and gender
influences  on delinquent behavior and
development of preventive strategies for female

delinquency .

Key words : Gender Difference, Delinquent
Behavior, Korean Adolescents
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