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e Fe ARdME Hidel vaag
2 Fdolut &3 & UBAIE 94 "éikiil =
ol 7}¥ «%3 #72(Kim, Min & Kim, 1992:

Kim
et al., 1996: Cohen & Rice, 1997)c}x+ 7§9le] J
A3 8 Aok, 2 A RS 24048

o 22 7E3A 44" B4(Kim et al, 1992:
Griffin, Botvin, Scherier, Diaz & Miller. 2000)
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Aoz 7PgolA xho] gt Rxs] F83e
BHOA REA A, 7S e

Telo] HMAEe MY de2ld FEE 3
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R8l7) st AAEAE FAR st FUAA 7} =ik Zolth Anglindt Speckart(1988)® &
ZA 5443% 13 BU4g F 892 e A o &32E Eig ARFEat EHAQ] WHdFE
A ZA FAME 082 FFslgon, A4 o %ol dx Yun 2Ensigden ¥ g7 (Dawkins,
HE3 3424% 1(AFT)E Langner (1962)9 19971 el e z7lel &3} FI& EByerasg(d,
AR 24 AWH R PANH L3 BE olelght, FAY B olojAA Ha olg BT £
g Bog wislm, AFANMEAY 324 O ot Aahlz %z‘% Wg Folle] sigto B | H
(ANX)E Zung(1971)2] 2713 Bt molx o 2astgct, w3 Fd - &F 2 4EEEI} v
Pz =4t dBd BES ddgsid 239 & FEHQ Agan) - walsly g%, g, 2L
Mo}, 7bg, ulgl e obE-S AMRSHE Zpele] waut whal
B &FeZ/ &7 A =g 73 gich olEl g R a9e AT &
o}23 ol & Qzrel £7MAE 71EAHQ Az 5“% o] 7127} o kg $%d A3E oAl ¥
A Lo Aopd#Ee &FTHAARE A S t}, 0|9} Zo] Y Fraahso] £A - FF R TFudd
g & clon oleig Aztel Aeld, Al # o ouge Az 9 ¢ gloe YFE Relg v
AbElE 837 B715t 5T el ofdy sl {(Eliott, Huizinga & Menard, 1989), & oh& ¢
A FUE §75F gD B v &7% FREE DEFEAS v BWE o A
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tHMaslow, 1970). dld) dfukstd 17lo] A P FEANET UIE“
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3) vEgE & Zasgevd(Johnson, O'Mally & Bachman,
ol24 ol : wigyg e Wl YF F 24y 1993), Aadel F9 AFe FE3 Tvkle FE
o2 ol HBd gt AlEEy, Hd & ol Atk #rHSmart, Adlaf & Walsh, 1991).
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Williams, Wothke, Schmeidler, Getreu, Berry &
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T-2Rd EAl, 8H4E:25.14=7.13 ¥]8:28.40=8.49,
p=.0001, 7F&4e MAYEE §H4:8.44£3.99 ¥
81:0.17=4.19, p=.0001, 7}&4ze] TA, &
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(Table 1) Chi square test for socio-demographic variables between delinquent and student

( Y=%
Total Student Delinquent I d.f. p value
Sex
Male 1.306 597(46.7) 709(54.3) 321.0 1 0.000
Female 625 553(88.5) 72(11.5)
Total 1.931 1.150(59.5) 781(40.5)
Age
12 77 74(96.1) 3( 3.9
13 245 212(86.5) 33(13.5)
14 236 192(80.7) 46(19.3)
15 345 227(65.8) 118(34.2) 301.5 (§) 0.000
16 401 198(49.4) 203(50.6)
17 369 179(48.5) 190(51.5)
18 273 82(30.0) 191(70.0}
Total 1,948 1.164(59.8) 784(40.2)
Education
Uneducated 9 oM 9(100)
Elementary 78 o 78100
Middle schooling 667 586(87.9) 81(12.1)
Out of middle 282 (01(0) 282:100)
Graduate middle 99 ol 99(100) 14111 7 0.000
High schooling 627 578(92.3) 49( 7.7)
Out of high 122 0(o 1220100
Graduate high 15 () 15(100)
Total 1.948 1,164(59.8) 784(40.2)
Religion
Christianity 848 457(53.9) 391{(46.1}
Catholic 179 91(50.8) 88(49.2)
Buddhism 340 171(50.3) 169(49.7)
Confucianism 5 3(60.0) 2(40.0) 87.9 5 0.000
Cheondoism 4 1(25.0) 3(75.0)
No religion 479 367(76.6) 112(23.4)
~ Total 1,855  1.090(58.8) 765(41.2)
BY ogr @ H\*“%ﬁ:‘&%% AP LIE HAFdEe] gAHAdET 253 B vggEs ¥
dkAlE] A Al okAH(EHA 124 .30+8.33: ®]8}:20 24+ Bl S ¥ 4 UATHEME23.15+8. 49, HlE:
8.82, p=.0000), FALAZHE 3 B ¢ g 48.50+13.29, p=.0001)(Table 2-3 #2).
21.75%4.45; ¥8:23.44+5.02, p=.0001, II : &
A4:21.74x8.65: Y]34:26.42£8.79, p=.0000), A} 3. BN SMAIA A0 Z 01Dt B9 8]
S| AJ8F(5HA1:33.89£8.44: H|3:3551%8.95, p=
.0000), & A% : T4:27.94%10.24: W& el W digh vl AT 3 Had
33.20%9.88, p=.0000, II : A§:39.18+8.94; 4 T3] Aol & B fal 1t BAE sk B4
8:41.20%8.08, p=.0001) ¥ &35&/z4Y (8 Aap vlg AAhde g4 Aad 2o F9 8 U2
A:.25.20L6.37. ¥I¥:27.10£5.01, p=.0001) = o FEY RS g 3om JeEigeh( x’=2356.1,
FollM v LAE0] FYALIET fojf F£FEo0F df=3, p=0.001). ZAHEI Hade JId&e
EUtHTable 2-2 #=). 48.6%(81¢e] gl FFA ¢ 14.4%. FHF
£ FAd M= wlgALMATE AL EE 10-2070 &4 © 24.5%, 7Hi7' 4 9.6%)012
o EFEE o Zol sgoni(EA:7.4617.82: M) i o] & vlgiAde] FAEE 96%U WA R
8:14.48+8.65, p=.0000), HlAWFFHNME vl dol FAEL 157 OI%U} t&el wigPad F
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(Table 2-1> Mean difference test of Family Dynamic Environment between delingquent and

student

Variables N MeantSD p
T
Family stability SD:ffrf;&em e i 480000
Parent-child relationship %Z‘]‘fne;jem 1,172421 gg:ig i ;:}xg .85 o001
Satisfaction toward family ;Z‘;ff;fmt S u el - 001
Relationship betn\'\_'fen family member ;Zl;?ne;ient 1;23 ;gg i ggé —"-17 .0001
T e
(Table 2-2) Mean difference test of Personality between delinquent and student

Variables N Mean*SD p
Sociability gte?idneqnjent 1%’?913 322? 2 ggé -a07 UOOO
Need satisfaction/frustration %ﬁ?jﬁ;m 1%23 g?fg i ggz -33 0001
Antisocial pel'sorlfwlijy:_ffndencyi __________ gzkllgii;nt 1,172;1 gggg z igg - 253 .3000
Psychosomatic Sx | SD;Lllldneanfent 1}123 %in i éé; --60 oot
S R
I T

(Table 2-3> Mean difference test of Smoking & Delinquent Behavior between delinguent

and student

Variables N Mean =8D p
P Student 160 7.46 £ 7.82 o o
Smoking Delinquent 708 1448 + 865 43 0000
. . Student 1164 23,15 = 8.49 -
Delinquent behavior Delinquent 784 48.50 £13.29 4730 007
33.7%. SAHLE F 1.1%7F 313 3 7 )4 & =152.2, df=3, p=0.001), Y2Z® FE2Z(y
g Ity st on, vgigadel 51.3%, & =98.2, df=3, p=0.001) &Fd&= ‘i‘ﬂ R RN
AHaed F 6.0%v dHFd 10-20703, vl ady < A8%E &7 Hal(? —246 =3. p=0.001}
11.1%. dA3Lde 8.6%« M 2 dgtin FAdte A0 g £§ Hlfn’f:.ﬁ:ﬁ% S E P
SHt] v de] FAHLE Bl Fdgo] 52 of vla] AL Fof ofdHoz Tty HE ¥Uho
ool FHF 3 BEE ¥ 4 e EFQ ol% v (x?=372.4, df=3. p=0.001; é‘?“i*l.‘i’i g

9 MM E B LdS EHBAE FA8H) $) H(x’
x*

=91.6, df=3. p=0.001). FEZE <ei7]

f3i(

adel misted WA Uerstth yo=1
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- 648 -

C}
i
=
ko]
1



b Eda A3 A4%

(Table 3} Chi square test of smoking variables by group(delinquent/student) ( Y=%
Variables Total Delinguent Student P d.f. D
daily smoking
more lpack/day 265 253(95.5) 12(4.5)
10-20/day 450 385(85.6) 65(14.4)
sometimes 176 83(47.2) 93(52.8) 2356.1 3 0.001
no smoke 944 30(3.2) 914(96.8)
Total 1835 751 1084
tension relieving
not at all 204 133(38.1) 216(61.9)
a little 282 267(85.3) 46(14.7)
mostly 496 224(86.2) 36(13.8) 246.2 3 0.001
very 423 96(85.0) 17(15.00
Total 1.035 720 315
smoking after meal
not at all 329 96(29.2) 235(70.8)
a little 185 160(86.5) 25(13.5
mostly 220 195(88.6) 25(11. 9 372.4 3 (0.001
very 306 273(89.2) 33(10.8
Total 1.040 724 316
for peer relation
not at all 499 275(55.1) 224(44.9)
a little 283 224(79.1) 59(20.9
mostly 184 160(87.0) 24013.0) Yl.o 3 0001
very 58 48(82.8) 10(17.2)
Total 1,024 707 317
for diversion
not at all 472 236(50.0) 236(50.0)
a little 263 214(81.4 49(18.6)
mostly 195 173(88.7) 22(11.3) 152.2 3 0.001
" very 94 84(89.4) 10(10.6)
Total 1.024 707 317
nicotine need
not at all 749 454(60.6) 295(39.4)
a little 144 133(92.4) 11( 7.6)
mostly 97 89(91.8) 8(8.3) 93.2 3 0.001
very 35 34(97.1) 1029
Total 1.025 710 315
attempt quiting
0 67 64(95.5) 3( 4.5
1-3 130 108(83.1) 22(16.9)
4-6 223 185(83.0) 38(17.0) 16.6 4 0.002
7-9 184 147(79.9) 37(20.1)
10 218 162(74.3) 56(25.7)
Total 822 666 156
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4. Had 5o 9 (s Sol tigt st R0l AT o] HPAY 4TS T o] T WAl
ARFHRAER: 0200, BHE: 0.00, £EF

2 ZECA ANG 7 dFEFET oud A 0.200)¢] 7} & 4&& F9od thgez Al

BAZE EMeterte AREME B3] PAAsled HE B [H(AHPED}: 0.152, HHET: 0.00

5} (Table 4) 2 (Figure 1) & 2 d375¥] )3 A3 ¢ 0.152), d8(HHE 093. P &=
28N Z2E velded 2 258 2okt o8 0.00. 2&3: 0.093). $% A% (4P ED: 0.080
7‘U‘r o] Fdedle Hade 9%, 2r-2hd o ZPEI 0.00, FEF: 0.080), HE-Ad BA(E
,HRAREE Aok AMAAZAEARE [ L & HEsh 0.073, 2dEs: 0.00. &3 0.073)9

(Table 4) Division of direct/indirect effect of smoke on delinguent behavior ( )=%
Endogenous . . Correlation  Total . i Indirect
variables Exogenous varlables coefficient  effect Direct effect effect
Smoking
Age (0.133 0.093 0.093(1.00n - (0.0
P-C relation 0.182 0.073  0.073(1L.00) - (0.0
Antisocial personality tendence 0.331 0.209  0.209(1.00» - (0.00)
Psychosomatic!l 0.302 0.152  0.152(1.0m - {0.00)
Depression I 0.243 0.080  0.080(1.000 - (0.00
Delinquent  Sex 0.130  0.130(1.00) - (0.00
behavior Age 0.418 0.106 0.083(0.78) 0.023(0.221
P-C relation 0.341 0.106 0.088(0.83) 0.018(0.17)
Antisocial personality tendeny 0.511 0.361 0.310(0.86)  0.031(0.14
Psychosomatic I 0.394 0.093 0.056(0.60) 0.037(0.40
Depression | 0.342 0.076  0.056(0.74)  0.020(0.26)
Smoking 0.402 0.245  0.245(1.00) - (0.0
 Sex
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P-C relation: parent-child relation

{(Figure 1) Path diagram for the influence of smoking
on delinguent behavior
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- Abstract -

The Influence of a Family Dynamic
Environment, Personality, and
Smoking on Delinquent Behavior
Among Korean Adolescents*

Kim, Hyvun-Sil**

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to
determine the importent factors on juvenile

delinquency and to examine relationships
between sex. age, the family environment, the
of

juvenile delinquency.

personality adolescents, smoking. and

Methods: Data collection was done through

questionnaire surveys. The subjects for this
study consisted of 1,948 adolescents
delinquents © 784, students : 1,164 in Korea,

using proportional stratified random sampling

method. Statistical methods employed were
chi-square, t-test and path analvsis.
Results: The results of this study were as

follows

dazraeaial WA A4E

1. The delinquent adolescents were reared in a
more dysfunctional family environment, and
had a higher maladaptive personality than
the cther student adolescents.

2. The delinquent adolescents showed the largér

than the

adoiescents. The cause of increased smoking

ameunt - of smoking student

tendency ameng delinquents simply were ‘for

social relation”. “for diversion’. ‘for nicotine

addiction”, whereas ‘for tension relieving’

among non-delinquent adolescents.
3. The most powerful contributors on delinquent

behavior were antisocial personality

tencencies. smoking. sex, strength of parent-

chiid relaticnships. and the age of the

adniescents in this order.
Qur findings

Conclusions: cross-sectional

indicate that smoking was one of the most
powerful
behavicr.
sex ani age of adolescents were also proved to

be

contributing variables to delinquent

but family environment. personality,

strong  exogenous. variables to smoking in
adolescents.
Key werds 0 Adolescent. Family Dynamic
Environment, Personality,

Smoking. Delinquent Behavior
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