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S EREE L

1. 7o Eey

HAdze AAF - A - AR ¥z Qs il
AR T AT fy AXE WA AFAS 23
e ohAE Al7lo|t}. o)} Eddel FErt 4
AV Aol g o Al Bekddest FrkE n,
ol Aeloja Hojulr] ¢la] AR AHLGEL HAEFH
ob2-g ARZ3HA| ©THCho, 2000). U9 vl AME-
AEe Ased, 19989 8,3509, 20009 10,3044
olgld Aeo] 2002¥%elE 10673822 AEKHY 4
#AZE Bolx on 1 FdME FFHAGILFANE
(53] slzwyel A7} 74.2%% AR ot =3
2002 ulekEARE @& F 194 oldk Fdvdo] 79
g v FAEAFYAMEY AeE R 47T
6698 ez Jeigt 53] 154 vt {4 By
19984 0.2% 99 Ao| 200249 4.4%2 sEH<e
5 daael AMgEcl FVkEn 9T (Supreme
Prosecutors’ Office, 2003).

o} waetAldl glE AaQoA 3ol mAed 4B
ARRe AAA, FAHez AP dFE oA A
dalgel 8 8%lo] Hr|= o) o ¥ opa} WA
284 obZAlg-e 7MY - gw - mHRde o8 A &
AE fFAFIZIE 8, A3 Wz 1A 9%

EREEa

42

o

F280 @ HAd, HXEH ASAE, 0520

Agol B lZ8Q”

**
9__:!

< 819 (Jang, 2001) AEE 7= F. =
g o]l59 XNEs ATL A8 #id 8,50094 F=o
o AAH £go] WA Aoz WHAHYang
& Lee, 1995). €%t %8 HEHz & Foll= =2
o] 733 433 2o QA AF EFE o
AZ Eol7t RUrI7t BRaAAH 43d F47) A
olokgt 3| 8o] 7beaiAtH(Kim, 1997). wetd Had
o] ¥Agxd FBALee A$ AFE didde 3"
dgecle] AL ol 4g Abddde] Adidez dg
st}

AR Hadel w82 FEAMR] I I - 9]
A7t Beol o|FeiAz ik Felel ZF 19703
B 7€ d3898 A&, odpiatdel Z2adg A
whle] o] 2 AAlF ez Agde A7t WA 3ot
(Davis, 1994: Friedman, Glickman, & Kovach,
1986). FUY 7% 1990dt] e Hade w3
83 oEAMEC] I ATVt AANLE Al=HUG
2000 #Holgo] AgTAo|EFEe ATt FHE
ojo} JiQlS WAL, AASA, 2Ed2 WBPY,
A58, Fr-ah] B4, sa, A7 Fo AdEe] <
& BA7 e Aoy TEEHAHLee, 20000 Lim,
1999 Lim, 2002).

ol B dA7e AFAXNY S SAZ Hade
)23 FEAMR] 943E U3 £ gle AvsdEd
s oA Adex ZxBAo2 AAL8AE FHEE

** zoifstm 7Ha st} AN @AIAAL E-mail: yan33@hanmail.net).
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o2 HAade HA8H FBAMEC] Ui AbdE
Beo] AAHY =& F F Y& ol8F VgL 7
&azt gt

2. A72H

2 7o FAAY B4 o3 2o

D) AQ@Aade) &) 9dst vjAad FerheFe] &
AE FAgct

2) /B AA LA A AAT HN8H FEAEHY B
AE gAgct

3) ABgARA e Al WA} v AT}
o] #AE Q3.

4) Radel WARH FEAEC 4T vAe HF
d3a9& At

3. 80i2l Fel

1 Aad

Fade obgoal AQlel Hel sk AxT|AH SRR
11458 20AAAE  9uisi(Stuart & Laraia,
1998), £ d7oNE dA nsdtael A% T I
dg ojnjgich

2) HIAEF FEAHE

v ax FEALge|d WA BAldz EFa AW
¥ 243t e olfE FEE AMde AE £t
(Potter & Perry, 1997). ¥ {7 E BHILE,
AW glol FUA(BE -7k - Ay - Ux), 3473
AAA (NBXAA - AAHA - £HA: ofeld - w2l E -
vRIFHlE - MEE), SFNBFEA(EEA DA
A Elo]d - 2% . olE - dueldl), #Z}x| (v}
- divt- LSD), vhek(eld - #l29l - B - ZARDE
13] o] A3 B It

o, o7 gy
2}z o) E(situation relating theory)

o Aed A4 zAdTolth AYAT 2L B
el Aade) MAEA FBAEe] GFL vAE I

NG T EHHA 188 Al

Y25 FU02 FBAES 337 A% YU
ZAATolh,

2. APOid

2 a7 e el 24 nERmAAs
AQA)el AtFA ¢-u qYosM B a9 27
& gl AR FAR Aot AFRE
% 1,.23890192H, o] 3 gl BYAAL 3
287 RY 15628 AP 1,08239) ARWo] BH
o ol g5t

3. e

1) 4454

Kim® Kim(1998)¢] M4& =78 AH83I529 5
747 shagl 4583e g A=A /MLFA Likert
64 xS 54 Axz AFAsAen F4rt 5EFE
Z+ st gle] 4AEES & JehiF L IS Qv
). & =3¢ APZFA Cronbach alpha AFE .78
7~.899 g e ¥ ZAel 2] Cronbach alpha #
S Aol 8645, FHA - AASE 2Pl
.864, ¥AEE AAPdol 796, F&/9%Fe] 738, A
opEFol 752t

2) 2Edg 2

Rowlison® Felner(1988)2] DHQ(Daily Hassles
Questlonnalre)-—] =78 23 Park(2002)8] =+

2 AgsiEd. & 10899 53 JEE A4t 287

2 2 24Y B¢ A" ds Azt 2=
"EE?]J} =S omdrt. Park(2002) ATeilAe]
Cronbach alpha A$E 622 Uehgen, £ A7
A9l Cronbach Alpha AlF& .689%t}.

3) vgEY

Kim¥® Lee(1996)7} A3 =73 F vigi{3d
Guttman’s scale® ZZF Kwon(1997)9] =7& AR
3th 37k sHEssl 158%es s, T &
g} vjgle] §-5o w} Likert 24 HER o]Folfch
4) 759 7153 B4
Kim¥ Park(1995)8] =72 AMg, 7HEl it of
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Z(5EF), REAE(GELY 27HA FRad 118
o= AT 24 B3& Likert 53 AHAER o|Fo
Hew, A7l B&5E 24 el 54 FEE
oozt E AFdM2 Cronbach’s alpha AlFE 7t
Zol 7 o Fe] 936, FEAE] .861°1Th

5) ¥29| uigAslr] 23 dF

Kwon(1997)2l HAEE Algdision], =dt- 9% -
SF - 59 - vABH SEAME R §o 5FFYS FR
ZrzYe] disi(F 1089 SFstdch. & 232 Likert
54 Ax2 ojFolgon, Hevt H34F TR uig
Ak £ P5 P2l Bo] AZstn ke S
oudtt. o] Hzo] di& A= FFEL T ZH
Cronbach’s alpha A& 3 .668, 2 .831°]%t}.

6) RR(FHFA-AIRE oA taT

R R (FHEA-APAY] JAIRERE S S5 9
8} Barnes? Olson(1985)9] 2E-zhAzt SJAMAEE
=& FZF Kwon(1997)¢] =78 AMSIHTh 47H4]
389l & 2653 Likert 53 T2 o|fojzlon
Ae7 5452 7 31899l EAo] A AL 9n|
g}, Kwon(1997) €7lA9] Cronbach’s alpha 7
e 47 65~.89%29, E dFeAe AHEYT o
A% 878, AdA ¥INE R ¥ 652, IAF
735, 44 - =4 & W71 .9090|At

7) A

Straus(1980)el =72 %3 Chung(2000)8] =
72 AgdiiEd 7kA #3389 198¢eR FAs
gk, 2t £3L Likert 53 HER olFojxleH, AF
7} 544 A wie dudest A4EE onjg
t}. Chung(2000)9] HFe)Xe] Cronbach’s alpha
AFe .848~.879%2ov,  AFA 9 Cronbach’s
alpha A$e AAz &4z 854, FAMAF iz}
.857, Wl .811¢1ith

8) gmagl

Kim# Park(1993)2] =T7& AH&siden, 2714
sh89l gRgon wAHAT. 2zt B&E Likert 53
HE g olFojxon, Ayt FEFE HuYE US:
e Y3, A #AE IHEAYE 9udd.
Cronbach’s alpha ¥t wdg VFZ 888,

@AM #AE 7320 ATt

9) AFL

Kim¥ Park(1993)9] =78 AHgsigon, 5714
a9l 39%gor FASSAH & #3L Likert 5
A HER o|Fojon, HEt EEFE AT dF
itz - FeTE Fx, gAY A7 £ Bon,
wjgo] Wi 7o 4FHe Em, v WP AT
Hxs 232 YE vt Cronbach’s alpha AT
v A7 dE o)A 894, IFe WaE 713, H
FAP A7 § 912, vl g #7e ¢4 824,
vlgiel] digh A7) Hx 8230

#HATHY nEZ T HAde] vIXEH FEAE
d 9L plAE LJAES F3H F, ol 2HY +
de AFETE AT, 1 F FmA2ISdA
dujRALE AAEle =3 ] EFF WdAEC] ¥
A 3 - poddg A8 3L 200349 69 199
e 79 199744 dAsgen, 23 Sudd gdn
Al BAmALlA A A3 HARE HdE F L&
A& A ul - F3ct.

5. AEEY

38 ARE SAS 8.2 programe ©]83ld AT
i gate] AFAREA wiAd] disAe A ARE
< FeEHen, & ALgwE vAMSEIEe] 2 Q)9
g Aol AHEr| ¢side chi-square A7 t-
AR oz BA3A. t-tests} chi-square AP2AT &
A Jehd HAER B {3 UeRE 945A
v Agdy a3 A3 Feditn JF=Ee AFES
Agsle] stepwise selection methodol &3 22| ~¥
3} A ¥4 (Logistic regression analysis)& AAlsIA
Bade) nxss FBAMS dSEdte HAFY ads
#Qlstct.

m o+ &2y

1. ohARte Yur 5

0x
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{Table 1) General Characteristics of the Subjects

(N=1,082)
Variable Category n %
Sex Male 381 35.2
Female 701 64.8
1st 379 35.0
Grade 2nd 283 26.2
3rd 420 38.8
Major area An academic high school 313 28.9
An industrial high school 768 71.0
Good 432 39.9
Hcii](;i)i,on Normal 555 51.3
Bad 95 8.8
Living together with own 830 76.7
parents
With father 58 5.4
Family structure With father & stepmother 17 1.6
With mother 106 9.8
With mother & stepfather 17 1.6
Death of parents 2 2
With the others 50 4.6
Inhalants use Have 32 3.0
experience None 1050 97.0
CNS depressants Have 74 6.8
use experience None 1008 93.2
CNS stimulants Have 19 1.8
use experience None 1063 98.2
Hallucinogens Have 13 1.2
use experience None 1069 98.8
Narcotics Have 12 1.1
use experience None 1070 98.9

AGAHFESHA 4182 AL

AFddAte £ 1,082%el91en, o] & HEAo
35.2%, &4 64.8%°I1Atr. FdL nFHw 1%
o] 35.0%, 23do] 26.2%, 38hde] 38.8%°10<
o, Ade QRAS 28.9%. AYAI 71.0%°1c}.
AR 51.3%7 BEoleln $Eylen, ARRe
o] A3 e A 830%(76.7%) 22 7} Bt
o} ¥ARH FEAE AP sloMe FRAAAAA
E ARRE AFe] 71 Bol 6.8%, L 9 EUAIE AHS
g AP 3.0%, FTFIEFEAE AEY AFL
1.8%, B4AE A3 BEL 1.2%, vtebs AHSE A
o] slcka &3 WAL 1.1%°] $IATKTable 1).

2. ol ol o BIXEA ASAEZ2a

HlAb2 22| AfolAHY

e A7 deld Aole AL BAHLE T A
o7} Y= Aog zAEAOHx?=18.431, p=.000)
AL (x2=1.726, p=.189) N FAH R fl 2}
ol Rolx gich AAMlY A (x*=4.823,
p=.028)7 A BY(x*=28.956, p=.000),
A ZPAY(xE=.000) BF EAHOE o8 Aol
Bolm itk AZAEAC] glojd H4Al - AAFFES
A (t=-7.236, p=.000), T 47 (t=-5.651,
p=.000)2 Rpo}EZZH(t=2.755, p=.006) 25 H|A|

{(Table 2) The Difference of lllicit Drug Use According to Individual-related Variables (N=1,082)

Ilicit drug use

Variable None Have X/t p
n(%) / M(SD) _n(%) / M(SD)
. An academic high school 279(89.1) 34(10.9)
Major area An industrial high school  704(91.7) 64( 8.3) 1726 189
Characteristics Good 408(94.4) 24( 5.6)
Healthy condition Normal 499(90.0) 56(10.0) 18.431 .000
Bad 77(81.1) 18(18.9)
Status offenses None 138(95.8) 6( 4.2)
experience Have 846(90.2) 92( 9.8) 4823 028
Delinquent Fortune delinquent  None 625(94.7) 35( 5.3) 28.956 000
experience experience Have 359(85.1) 63(14.9) ) )
Sexual-violence None 325(96.7) 11( 3.3)
delinquent experience Have 659(88.3) 87(11.7) 19.790 000
Socialization traits 3.325(.599) 3.324(.648) 023  .982

Personality
characteristics

Psychosomatic symptoms traits

Antisocial traits
Depression traits
Self-esteem traits

2.300(.846) 2.955(.941) -7.236 .000
2.418(.731) 2.854(.704) -5.651 .000
2.732(.634) 2.687(.641) .656 513
3.106(.772) 2.880(.793) 2.755 006

Stress of life

2.730(.670) 2.935(.573)  -2.926  .003
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BE GEALTAN B2 HTEAE Roln deod, F
Aoz foF Aot Ytk wH ARG (=
023, p=.982)= $+243(t=.656, p=.513)2 &A
Hoz g Aojst glfich MUl H2 F T Y
AP G =7 2EH2E t=-2.926, p=.0032
2 BEAReE folF o] Ho|q 3UUrKTable 2).

3. JHEEed mE HiXEY ASAZEH
H|ALS T2l AHO|HH

7FES) i HF(t=38.525, p=.000) FAACE
foF Aozt e, H#Eo HREE(=-.017,
p=.986)2 #2g ol7} gle Aoz Jehgc Fo
AP E(t=-3.147. p=.002)% = EAFE(=
-2.572. p=.011)& EAHALRE {lF Aelvt sUAS
U, 7IEP2(x?=3.472, p=.748)% %2l Aol7} 9
Aoz Jehhrh =3 RR(FEFSA)-2L oAt
2% F 244 - 58 -HHe A (t=-4.911, p=
.000) EAAcEE #2% Fol7t UHA e, W
H(t=1.147, p=.252)% HIIE BFE H(t=.457,
p=.649) 2811 APH(t=1.759, p=.079)8 B¥+=
2AZH o2 Folg Aolrt Gt Ao R gidakst
e AP A ZF7 HAEA FEARET

N e HFNE Holx YR, BAZLEE Hof
o7} UK Table 3.

4. MEgdEEeoll Mg HX 2N ASASTY
H|AL8 22 Xto|HH

wARSEe] BAI(t=-2.195, p=.028)¢ &g T
Z2(1=-2.435, p=.015) 2% AMETAA o &
P72 Jeha JAx, SAHCEE fefd a7t
it

T HApo] i ohAE(t=2.206, p=.029)2 A
o] e WRE(t=-2.414, p=.016), HI#ZE ¥
o) F(t=-5.521, p=.000) 2 vl i AT ¢t
2(-3.349, p=.001) zElm H]ge] i I3 HE
(£t=-4.026, p=.000)F BF AH&ToAN ¢ & 3
AE Holm JT, BAHLEE o3 Alolrt UNUTH
okz7qle] £ol4(x*=13.218, p=.001) ¥A $AA
oz foF a7t e A2 UepdrKTable 4.

5. A4l vix{23 tSAISo| M HFZ2Y

2A2E AEA An, HF FE2d A9EAE &
89¥2 ANEE, MuAbgdoRe A - AATE

(Table 3> The Difference of lllicit Drug Use According to Home-related Variables (N=1,082)
Micit drug use
Variable None Have X2/t p
n{%) / M(SD) (n%) / M(SD)
Family structure Living together with own parents 758( 91.3) 72( 8.7)
With father 53( 91.4) 5( 8.6)
With father & stepmother 14( 82.4) 3(17.6)
With mother 96( 90.6) 10( 9.4) 3472 748
With mother & stepfather 14( 82.4) 3(17.6)
Death of parents 2(100.0) -
With the others 45( 90.0) 5(10.0)
Family’s functional Attachment to family 3.437(.903)  3.100( .905) 3.525 .000
characteristics Family’s supervision 3.189(.795)  3.191( .854) -.017 .986
Parent’s misbehavior Father’s misbehavior 2.111(.851) 2.400( .954) -3.147 .002

Mother’s misbehavior

1.550(.828)  1.816( .990)  -2.572 .011

Pareant(rearer)-adolescent  Opening type
communication Flattery type
Sacrifice type

Insincerity * threatness - assesment  2.114(.817)

2.967(.969)  2.849(1.042) 1.147 .252
2.508(.755)  2.464( .909) 457 .649
3.443(.968)  3.262(1.032) 1.759 079
2.545(.928)  -4.911 .000

Physical ill-treatment
Mental ill-treatment
Noninterference

Il-treatment experience

1.808(.882)  2.187( .893) -4.054 .000
1.733(.885)  2.034( .901)  -3.203 .001
2.176(.841)  2.401( .838) -2.531 .012
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(Table 4) The Difference of lllicit Drug Use According to Society-related Variables (N=1,082)
Nlicit drug use
Variable None Have X/t p
n(%) / M(SD) n(%) / M(SD)
State factor Hard 846(94.8) 46(5.2)
(easy buying of illicit drug) Normality 498(90.2) 54(9.8) 13.218 .001
Easy 201(90.1) 22(9.9)

School factor Relation to teacher

2.536(1.000) 2.786(1.072) -2.195 .028

Content with school life 2.036( .968) 2.262(1.053) -2.435 .015
Friend factor Affection of friend 4.080( .765)  3.860( .951) 2.206 .029
Need to friend 1.852( .'186)  2.056( .899) -2.414 .016
Number of delinquency friend 2.049( .850) 2.557(1.037) -5.521 .000
Friend’s pressure of delinquency  1.299( .506) 1.591( .846)  -3.349 .001
Friend's attitude of delinquency  1.934( .690) 2.305( .886)  -4.026 .000

FAAGE AolEF7t, AL, A - ZEuRE ol
AR £ EHAgRloze B - 26
7H Salafol ARHIeH, Ao s AHEAS
Qeozy AP Ui HA=, vge] i A7 HE
7t A% FZEUAKTable 5).

B A7 32€ dZa9059 Oﬂé (% Correct
Predictions) & 77.6%°15], 4 #Z€ ¥A84d %
AR oA EE A 7)1_2 aﬂ”ﬁ—'ﬂ &<l
A7 = (Sensitivity) = 72.4%. AA BEFE SFEHALE
2 ZolA B AMEEA] g Aoz JZFd FEQ
Eo| = (Specificity) = 70.4%c°]c}. B A vlx1
A A dFaQe] -2 LLA&L 657.3662 HF =
Azxdg IHARZPo] HYFE HAFH Ut =M
(Likelihood Ratio)®] =& 7, p(.00012=2x A
AY 2E 993 FEAEIE FHsitte 9/M Ho:

(Table B) Predictive Variables on lllicit Drug Use

B=0% 71Z4sHA "o} wEx] AFE HFeQEL A
Adol HX 83 FEAMEe] foud dFS Eou B
4 9ok, Hosmer-Lemeshow H¥{=oIM p= 9552
HE 42850 APt AL LT ok =
& 2 AFo|X Nagelkerke's R? &< 2012 HZd]

8Q150| HFael wiXNEH FEAEE 20.1% 49
h‘:‘ Aoz eyt o4 nye HIw APAI B
dZzge FrWe Yo F85A AT F e
82dEe] UFHATT

N.oE o

A7 FFUBAAAL ASEEATE AR
6.8%% 7P BgeH, 2 9 FUAe 3.0%. A
AEEAE 1.8%. ¥AAE 1.2%, "HFe 1.1%01%
th. ol Joot Cho(1997)¢] &AM A= AejzAl

Variable Parameter Standard Wald 0 Odds Ratio
Estimate Error Chi-Square Estimates
Intercept -3.360 0.512 43.097 {.0001
Individual-related factors
Psychosomatic symptoms traits 1.180 0.249 22.464 {.0001 3.253
Self-esteem traits -0.509 0.239 4537 0.033 0.601
Fortune delinguent experience 0.624 0.245 6.515 0.011 1.867
Sexual-violence delinquent experience 0.920 0.352 6.852 0.009 2.51
Home-related factors
Insincerity - threatness * assesment 0.693 0.232 8.906 0.003 2
Society-related factors
Affection of friend -0.954 0.39 5.803 0.016 0.385
Friend’s attitude of delinquency 0.744 0.250 8.876 0.003 2.104

Note. -2 Log Likelihood = 657.366: Testing Global Null Hypothesis: B=0: Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square = 104.088,
df=7, p{.0001: % correct predictions = 77.6 %: Sensitivity = 72.4 % Specificity = 70.4 %;
Nagelkerke's - R = .201: Hosmer-Lemeshow Test Chi~Square = 3.2120, df=9, p=.955.

- 141 -



A AAARA 3.6%, E= 4.3%, V= 4.1%, 24
A 11.0%, 82Z4A 0.6%, vtk 0.4%< vims] & o
FFNAEEAE Astas v Aol
AQ@Egglor AL, FA - AAFT T3,
WS A AF, AolEEzt, 2E#H L ARy, A
Amgg A - ZEN|P@AEe] g7k ®le]l EFEHUL
B, o] & A4 - ARAF LT 29T AolEF, A
B, A - 2 PR} HF dFaQoR FEEHIU
8 AA - AAZAELEL VA dE8] F M
AW E Helm glo] F fdadez Jehyrh
Al < AR FFTAAGE] AL HARA gF
ALge] Agegaiont Hdaglojetn AAHJ Han,
S. H.( 2000)9) Bxst dAstn 3ok, E3 AotEF
2= ux 23 GEAIES d2ske aqles A=A
Yl ole vNaH <EAMRY] dAAA HUE AU
2 AolEFzter F9Y Cho(2000)¢] dFEAHE
ARG ot £F B dpdve Ay, 4 - 3
B)g o] ABAMRT THI} BAE Rethe 72
#(Lee, Kim, Chun, & Kim, 2002)2} dx&ta 3l
o} 53] A - Zauy gy Ae BA - AAFEEL
A% ey iyt A Jeht 43l & 9¥
g9lal Aecg AL} FH E= .rkx Fo FE
< WA7 Udm AEAz] Fol & o 733 A ¢
22 oA AHFE A sHed ol HEF
g vgoR A Ad2HA FE Teo Ao
olojA AL, k2ol ghE AelcNe ZF Alavt A4
By} yEls 5 FEANES A Aot A -
Zhu)glo] wdm Eud dF= Ytk (Cho,
2002). wEhA Aakuigolt A - ZHPAHPL v|F|
857 GEAME AFAQ Aol He FAY FE
A&AY AlolE FFE WA FE 4T BAA A
o @ 4§ dok wekx wejatd EANE-S SN
£ AL E2E AF vy HFAEE ¥ T oz} s
v)3 AAEEY] WPBEAAE 2L F Jleng B
ARGE AlFE Adolgtn & 5 Uk NPT 2An
v 8 GEAMEE §RE Aoz Jvehd AgG, AlE
A%, SR 4A5HY AS B dFdMe fg@
Az Jehlx] @oirh diREe] AxdTe Fe
EAME AR 35 £Fd 223 ddAE dRa 3
o], vlXx3 4B AR E T B A7
£ Aol Ael7l g Folo}h, EF FEFE ALEA
222 ez A% Chang(2000)& dldxtEo] <

o e i

o
—

A1
-

o

BAMS F AAGOR Q& &0 Srista glen 1
A% dABAE st she AuAd 717 Ao, 2
5 AFAukA B5SH Enta Haska glol, & 4T
7b BIAEA SkEAEe ARt obd AFH a]lel T
BE BHOR 33 givke e AP oj% 22
Aol drste © F27k gls Reloh

Aade] wA 8 GEALEF BUH PgRAY el
2 FR(FFEAD-AL 294 - G- E0Hg oAk
B0l FAFacor Urgon, o MAEH o
AHE Aadel A9 RR(FFEAS AdAdFE] A
Fuo AR GARFo] FRE olEthe EF 2%
(Han, A. S., 2000)¢ 983 gict. o= @A o
< MY B3Pl sle AadolE ZAERE FR-A
T oakigol JleHolA Rt ol A dAse

e Aad] A FEE AR 2 &AL w2
€ ouisyle @t mebd 2 d7Ede Fade] M
A8 FEAISS AR dWel] M FR(FEE
A-AAZE AAEge] 7% FANINAY FE-2h]
ko] BA NS Wede oAl P Axsta ot

Bade] w8 G248 AUE ASRPEd L
Jez Agd g AR=s} g g Ayl B
7t HFAF8e R Yehkth olg & Ade AT
of gt ojat=sl wigA ol iy A7) 397 HE
7b Aaduige] 23 92 nAx lee HuP
YA T (Lee, 1999) LAIStz ct. AR BLL
A F wAtstel BA, Hug BEx, AT P8E ¥
B33 A7 £, v i A7 4, F27
golde wAgd HEARETH HIARSTR felP
Zol7}h Sle ALz dvehoy HFdFaddMe A
dsqitt. ol AT FuAGT mASe] FAF o
deo) v GBS fEdle I3 29 ofd
Zold, wief a2 gt A Adol w2 FAol
Aokd @A stael] Aststn A @E 7heAdel wet
2 AFUEAA ov] AGEE Reloh. A7e] de
=7b Aade] vAR ofEAeR frdsitn Had
Park(1998)9] 7% o2k nEE< dPog A3
A3, ZAFER &5, Fdez s 3en, 53
olgdel e BoErt 2 Aoz vehd F& 1P
o B drdzieel Aelg Adgsked ¥t 9
Relo.

o4 B d7AHE Ed2 ¥ o AddA AopE
23 A7 P PATE T 2P v
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A gu BB PRI AE, ¥
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2ase] MARA B Fad BT AP B
o FARFR] U o FeeiRc

V. 4

ri

% Fel

E A= AgdTE EYE Ahde HXEH 4F
AHe3 fEg adld da oEd HE Bi X
Aol BAG A, 989 #ystn, d58AE T
Zatnat AT AeAle) 2Alshe QEAS 44
A g-yd ngstw g4 1,082%8e Wiez ARE
Ao 39 ARE chi-square A8 H t-test,
logistic regression analysis& 4A3le] HAde] ¥
Aga FEAMES dEde HH 29& &3
B d79 Axke o 2o
1. 9= #Ed 890 F AFHA - AAFTEZS: TS

Aotz 7t Ak} 4 - Zu|g AYo] AFid

o ")) gA FEAE-E dE3le Agecdd Aer

A=A
2. 7bg= wEE sleze BAEM - S - R

B(FFESAN-AZE eataFe]l Badd vAEF

okZAlgo] g TXE HPadel ez Iy

At
3. Al3 g7 at fed golog o) digt o, v

o i 79 HEr}l L vHe AFedd

Aoz FAHUS.

4. B dA7dA ANl HFHdEFede  -2LLe
657.366°]213L likelihood ratio chi-square #%%
104.088(df=7, p{.0001)EA Foijza Az =
A=k =3I 2 dZg9le ERFExs
77.6%°123, Nagelkerke's R? #& 2012 H3E
&89 A z7 8130 Aide ¥ARF
oFEALE-S 20.1% AWste A2 vehgrt
olel AFANE Ed2 thgT o] AdstnA} ).

1. & d3Rge A2 15E4E ddezE dx9
AR & A3 - B34 w2 fol pAE et w
2 oA} o ARz d3iEE 23R
0] 8.7HER ¥F AHLL AN HEAT7
olof & Ao},

A GArE 588 A M18E A1%
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wziste] HAF BHE AFshe Zo] A uh

2 93 2 a7 53 885 3.

3. 2 479 28g 2AR st o Z2ay ¢ ¥

124 FEAMEAl] Oig EFA Z2add N

o) I BB AFEse Ao "asdlt F HAR

A FB7VsA0l ¥& UARES sk 289 A
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FAAFE Z2ay B ofje, ATFES EFH
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- Abstract -

Predictive Factors of Adolescents’
[llicit Drug Use

Kim, Hee Young*

Purpose: This study was attempted to
illuminate danger signals through an extensive
analysis of factors influencing adolescents’ illicit
drug use. On this basis, it built predictive
factors of adolescents’ illicit drug use. Method:
A questionnaire was distributed to 1,238
subjects living in Seoul, and of them 1,082
answers were analyzed using the SAS 8.2
program. Also logistic regression analysis was
conducted based on the stepwise selection
method for constructing the predictive factors.

Az tEslA A18¢E Al

Results: The findings of this study are as
follows. Individual-related factors were psycho-
somatic symptoms, self-esteem, fortune delinquent
experience, and sexual-violence delinquent
experience. Home-related factors were insincerity,
threatening and the assessment of the parent
(rearer)-adolescent communication type. Society-
related factors were affection of friends and
friends” attitude toward delinquency. Conclusion:
These findings of this study suggest that a
broad intervention program should be provided
to nurture wholesome youth culture related to
illicit drug use. It is also recommended that a
variety of individual, home and society-related

programs should be developed for drug users.

Key words : Adolescents, lllicit Drugs
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