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Risk and Protective Factors for Substance Use Among
Korean—American Adolescents in the USA

gked 2 (Young Ok Han)”
ABSTRACT

The subjects for this study consisted of 301 Korean-American students in grades 6 to 12. Findings
of this study showed that most of the risk factors in all domains demonstrated a strong relationship to
the use of alcohol, tobacco, and other illicit drugs. In the community domain the most common risk
factor was “laws favorable toward drug use”(60.2%); this risk factor increased the odds of substance
use by approximately 3 times. The protective factor, “opportunity for positive involvement” in school
domain reported by 82% of the sample decreased the probability of substance use by 3 times. The
percentage of students “resilient” on all protective factors in the family domain was much lower than
that of protective factors in other domains. The strongest predictors of substance use were shown in

the peer-individual domain.

Key Words : 2F&A}-8(Substance Use), A 42'd(Adolescents), 913 £.Q1(Risk Factor), .3 8 Ql(Protective

Factor).

[ A4 & g9 AdAHZ} dAFS Hola Urh(ol71H,
2000; FAd3H3], 1997). FAd7]9] ks B

AAACR Badel 79 8 AHge B & 3 AAS BARR ohe ol Hie] 15
AL e SER FHE A0 dn ol g o P4 R AAAYE i AE AAE 5
$HT Gk 3% Ed Than, B9 ok o Rge] BAZL Bgdthe AN A
AHgS A2 delzk B H oleld 104 ol zteleh E o e el w2y
GBS AP v gol wobd Jhe B EAL A P9k TR BAY el - AR,

VA goiAstn ws e e
Corresponding Author : Young Ok Han, Seoul Women’s University 126 Kongnung-2 Dong Nowon-Gu Seoul
139-774, Korea E-mail : hyo8116 @hanmail.net

- 91 -



2 olsEs|X| M26@ 2%, 2005

1978; Kaplan & Sadock, 1998) A}3] ¥4l = t 5
w3 gtk

n] =] B2 54 5 (Department of Health and
Human Services)ol] W2H, &3} 42380
Z Q& vid 120,000 ©]/de] Atdeta Slvk
L3 A-sA Aby 71 B Al B 2}
Aol AWy Agel 73%E AA|Eta itk
(Morbidity & Mortality Weekly Report [MMWR],
1998). 19974 ‘A Ad @5 AP ofstH
oA AFEE FF ST BY FEIE 2
& AR AET BaHe] v,

nE ERAEI T FYeloktAg A
of 124 o] A&d o 7T 1S R
A 200000 oFed-gel

‘% -
st Am|gel Fadse] o= AREEC] ofA
=]

o

¢

5(8.3%) WIED(6.7%) X
o Aad FEEE A
27t tido] 19% % 7
o] FAZETF(16.3%) 5 (12%) B<1(11.3%),
A ZA|(10.3%) 3+21(9.5%) w02 uhaiA] &kl
Aadse] =58 AEvt vlad Az,

obEel 7V F ekt A7l @ EEEA ¢4

—_
N

237t MsketAY A Ak 4 A THSmith,
Lizotte, Thornberry, & Krohn, 1995). ©|2]3+ %
= %= AREE Bste] E oo, R ARSC]
gk Aghelo] A4t opFolgt Agte Hehet

- U

o
o
=
AN
1L
ox
A=
n)
W
9
)
olo
o o
O ok b &

g
=
=
8
=2
= [
o
('
lo,
ke
)
ol
ko
ol
aw
o o & 1 afh ¥

@o U oot

Jessor, 1985). =, A-SE

_g_”;l-q_ “Q_l];%]a}%”% ?_BE;!_ESH

(Newcomb & Bentler, 1989) WehA] k&g
et g3l oA A e T2

& e AT Ak, Ee 99e

71EL efel ek f1dadl
gl 91 tof| Al Hawkins, Catalono,
& Miller(1992)= €, HHl R 7|8} f=AkE,
H P =S T3 FAUE9 thoksl g Eok

o
B

z
lo,
e %o
w e
K

Q9

SE,
o
ot
o
l-fO

- 92 .



WA Anejokithn et
Be ATEE JAd7] e ANYF

(Borowsky, Ireland, & Resnick, 2001; Lester,
1999), 44321l Aot B &t ZH (Braggio &
Pishkin, 1999; Eggert & Herting, 1993), 44 ¥
2 3) & (Borowsky, Hogan & Ireland, 1997), &}<5
571 (Weinberg, 2001), 1]} 8] 5(Brener, Simon,
Krug & Lowery, 1999; Elickson, Saner, &
McGuigan, 1997, Goldstein, 1985; Saner &
Elleckson, 1996) 3 LA oA @& o] gl

gty obE 8o WA E (Center for Substance
Abuse Prevention : CSAP)el[4] AAJgh SehA
H7h Aol HEEe) ARe e Je
Agadl 5 Hoady 493 we g
UEHATHCSAP, 1997). =, StatellA &
| "ol A Aol Bie] st
s s, GERee A7t de g
Jajtin B e 19 Az
sl ) FEAES A 4
o EE 2, T, 75 ok AHE @
Raeage] StEA g te o
gow, ke foi7k 198

[e]

o mo d
L

oz2 ¥O
2

=

ki

&2
i rir Ho

o

Bk
ol L g
5 1 lo
B oox =
'

“

|

=
18
lo

4
° ot M2k
0

ro,

i o oo
fo o
>
oL ol
= 3
K
5 N
A =
o
of
N
=
of
ol
!

2

o\ fo
N
3%
=

¢
=2
ar o

[
— i‘ol'

iy :
>~
>,
ofo
o
fil
%0 b
2
o
ox
By
SE,
(&l
ftl
[
o2
1o,

v
B
rtl
o e
o
ol
=
he)
N
Auj

[
ri
il

T 19 e K
o o
o
re o
-

rlr

jus)

=

)
)

rlo

e

o,
-,

an

ol

0
ro
2

Se 488 A9S ML LdE

“

o
. =
A8 Ageta FAske 715 dta ¥ 4

=
%
siek. AHQle] S, A3 e S, A
29l 71% 87, BAA7)%, A7 Es el o
¢ EE T2 e 95E Haaglsel

CHHawkins &, 1992, 1997; Kandel 5, 1986;

Newcomb & Felix-Ortiz, 1992). Hawkins -5

(1992)& AR E S A gkalol =, o] =g
[e]

]
9] dFH Bz aglo]

= P &S AHs

T 2aeflegd Jb%, du, Eete fu)

Ao FHE F= Aolth 53] A7AEL %

283} o T WAV e AEA Rl 47}

2] 718 242ES AT AREL 7
o

o
e ,
Qe thpet oo A EAFE REe
471 d Bess Reedle) & o Ay

2 A7) 28 AL A §9 FREY
So 2, i % 7Ie FEALeT Bad 9
gaos BEedg Bha 1 5YES @
ohizA e Aelth A Selve JadE
o nlsoze 27 f3l #Fea U Au
£ 3ele) 2 o), B A7t A ) s
F2AHES 53 FRAgA U A9
% HERAES BPo=M AR Fosta 9l
A & gl g Fee JAdES ok
AgozvE BEd 4 Yt K0 YRS
AZAZE & dode na £a A @
QA F2AEY FE AES A FAN) AT
Zeags e v 2ed ongle Jus
AAG & 9 Aelh

ool o &R WAL Bz B Qe 24

93 AFEAl= 2A o 272 Wre]
Atk AAZ & FAYEo] 72 e
S8R9 HES 7 A HAL
, 7FE, iR 2 FRd9) dd

2 o} Hagt gk EAZ 2 GG

fob pE o do i wo
1o

- 93 .



4 otzsts|x| ®M26A 2%, 2005

g L, 745, ) A oA 301 100%

2 gage)e 4929 % Haes 4

o) o APAd Aze wee B 4

W, & AFAAE 4 d9aa, g, A 2 o' o

% 49 % BRYDAA AT deAE 2 meq 2 0.7%

3 g dYEe 2 9gaAE 2RI &

o B Vg 22, B L vl EE o 9 63.8%

& AH8E ol B8 Aol Wiz, 7t o & 108 35.9%
AN, ta, 71, A9l 2 BRI T : 03%

T HeadE Ztu ge S 1 IS

g 2w YA Fe B vdte] 2, 7 Ee] BT A BT ARAT N,
WD e SRS AEEA @ bsgel  ANEAT o137 wEAS RS A
g Aot 7] wzol] AR 7 go] Rkt 40%). 2

I, o7k g Az 89 179711 93, SAsted 285E A7
< °F 30w FEolth AT oS d7eA
1. GITCHAL Ex0] E 10] AAE ] g
B o] giide An| ghel Fad eshd R 2. ZAIF

B 1280 Abele] Aol g,

vge] el T}, 47, delwolF

2 72 slal w5 948 e 249l Al

=

T2 T 5 T dEAld AFsta e o Hhekol 4125 (Social Development Research Group)
ol Ao eshd e 128hded g F<1 Py oA i« w9 71E okl S

A 130590l Al A5 i st F 32177 2 @ ey B adle ek A HERAP
FAHNE, BAAT SHAE ALst A = AEAE A48 th(Hawkins &, 1997).
FTHCR 301M S AT IAR Aedct 2 o] AiAlw= A = A g =59
A WA B FA L] ol aEstk] dRlE 671 LA Foll A AHEs7] Sl i Ao
o] 7} Bol EXH] e Y i FE dY 2 F 125 TPoR FAE] glom, EE8H
o8 Mgty WA g ws| e gelstud] ¥ o] Slof ml=m Ao A AREE I Sl Alelth
= Hujo] HA sofgk Euks dEste] HAb ol AFA|= A 37FA F, Q1 Al thigh
217 M ZE At 7 AT TEAA §Y A&, FEAME A e, YEeR1Y He el A%
3}4 (active consent process)= AREH, = F 2 UH oA ok Adecly) B a9l Hx

- 94 .



5577}

A
aL

278 <

<3t

o :F"*éﬂo}

T o
%fﬂﬁ%ﬂiﬂ 1r
E! o NIF HHH;oﬁm -
L@ﬁéﬂmro% B m A
o — o} . ol o o ~ Ke) o o
ZH BT o <E oW _
I mMumﬂELtr o ) ﬂ%q&mﬂ
TR S o s 2 RIS LAY
m@iﬂﬂ%mx%o m%ﬁ%@ %%ﬂ%o;;mﬁ
mﬁmﬁmﬂﬂﬂqﬂﬂﬂ 0 RN &W%oﬁoﬂmﬂ%mx
= Bo OL 53 ‘EA O_a Onu &0 ,m,lu_‘_ — &M 3.; Ur Bo o o ﬂA.l - N ‘_.ut_.a El
%mmioiogﬁuﬂrd. mro»m%uhﬂ_. MLEeuEz#imﬂqg%
zﬁ%o.mﬂmmﬂ%@ @ﬁ%xﬂ %Hmﬁﬁn&m#)
%m_xﬂmoftﬂ,%m w;urmq% a ummzﬂ
@almro.@anm o_@ﬁﬂdr.xo_a_@m Mﬂﬂomw%qawwﬁmﬂm
O.Ad 2= o — —_— _I]O _J.I.\rA
gﬂ%ﬂuﬁOdﬂiWW]OJ%OOMﬂﬁ%ﬂl;iw ._._._|,.m,.OMVrQL‘U|‘mﬂ;OB‘UI\m._v
= A= 5 o Jo g o = rySi~a
5 ,%ooﬂxl%}ﬂm_iﬂﬂ% 3 o B o_amﬂlz
S G N TS B T ¥ L2
o B° ® w4 b S 2T o B X WOl R
%%i%%mi@%MW%@EﬂW Mwowhmowéwm
(ﬂdr.Amﬁma&m_wﬂoﬁE o T mﬁxﬂlﬂmrild
oy %O o i olo = o Nfo o = o) ofo
T T of & =+ = o N fof G ~
X X ol omainAX —= o0 o w X
of o e \)ﬁ»ox o B =
= o (CLC S 1.4A%ﬂ|ﬂ1r = o
..m,MLM | zwn# .,ﬂmﬂWElumoo_l
—_— i~ L
< o %Wﬂe_lﬁﬂ mﬁmumdr.w%o]c
2 o® 2 7Wﬁmﬂwo_§oom_xﬂ . °
le] —
g oo O_L%Uu%iﬂﬁwni 2o % XA
£ © o~ i of — A = X o ol
g o Emwwwn D ma;ﬂaogl% iy %
> olo 5 = W — BIEG: o o wr
JJoF o= o0 utmra7)®ﬂ1zfﬁ%sﬂjl 3
G e T o i Ezd)uﬂ_z} T
=2 BTk o -5 T E R
= o iy o %@dvox 1&%& T ot N
ujp ﬂ__%l_@ — menfﬂmﬁxmo oy o X
W =l — oy ™ i 2 oy oY o Ry =
,ITEO o ]1r e ~ =0 —_—
3 B m%ﬂoﬁ_foEﬁ%@i%%&u%w@mﬁmw
,NL ,OI I L_LW oji OL lﬁmo .HL ‘JM (\\W_OH ,Ol M.L ol .§| HE ﬂr ;&H
mndr.aﬂ - Mﬂnf%@é %W?ﬁ%i_ﬁéﬂo_aﬁ%mﬂ
T ’ %%%%E%Q}H_ﬂ%ﬂﬁmuﬁﬂo%
Em%_%dr. HqE mldﬁﬂuﬂwﬂﬂl@ﬂ%ﬂmﬂﬂtlﬂo_‘_uvmuao
—_y — F — 1r_
e EE 3 wﬁM%M&&m%Q%EM%%%Es%%
| 5 . aquLLiau o N o R
o T W 0o aﬂdﬁc,ﬁouoiﬂx%mﬁwmﬁwwnooiw_w/wﬂ#mr”;?oLﬁu
1_I_‘..u_ Ewa ~0 ©° H;ﬂ_ — o o OL O.% o o T
O <0 oy o} < o] 0 B o
élq}oﬂ‘ﬂ I _E]xﬁ o
o) BTN m _A:o,lﬂﬂw,al
~ ﬂ%o_aEMMﬂmW,olﬁa
o o o 31@
Nﬂ,OI;MW

o
- 95 -

O

o B

=
=

g

3
ShA

A7) e

=

e



1.631
3.966*
2.078
1.566
9.394*
2.496*
10.279*

(odds ratio)
1.635
7.067*
2.780*
1.293
5.347"
2.839*
7.215%

1(%2} odds ratio)

1.426
3.412%
1.441
1.086
5.923*
2.570*
3.592*

382%

82%
235%
34.5%

9.6%
60.2%
39.4%

I
ar

(

o] 0112

SR ESE]
Aele) we 2 o)

o
T

6 OlSE5|X| M26W 2%, 2005

A8l

2.324" 2.516"
1.509 1.962

1.887*
1.052

62.0%
31.4%

IR

3
F

HeFol 719
gz 1

T
=

s S

5]

"olL} %)

)
2}

ZoAgn(Tem)2kel BA7Y

i3

e o)
oet e welsh, m7kel, B2

_q]
ojoh= Wi, “wt2 o] % of

H9E Bee HelFa otk o714 Jlg
NEBRERRAEABIE

=AHE

=

=

o] A1

ENCE

8

HA] ggom,
7132 eetale] 62%7F Hieolow s m

*p<0.05

)

o}

bR

RN

1

o
=

S5t

i3

aff At

)

o

=

SRE
718 SRR WALgol 18]

TC

s

i

2 ge
H
oA 25u7H4] ETha &

>

E==A
=

2). I 3 A
_Z__
]

Ay
aL

A
[e]

Jol FA L= Uehta Stk

]
K
o

—

~I

—

kel

+

2).

Ay
aL

o] gl Aoz uehgrk(

o] 3.4ulo A 10.2H]

&

o A}

ol
ol
il
h

BjH

i

A 21024 el
- 96 -

1

I
pal

go] 12 71549 o)
S)47 040 o) A, Tl A&} wob

B4, 71e

}

=
h5

«wok



5.400*
5.985*
7.620%
2.829*%
1.914

(odds ratio)
4225
4.167*

11.905*
2.829*
2.435%

-

FAYE AHo vehja

(%2} odds ratio)

1.821
1.630
2.871
1.466
1.640

Al %

8.6%
45.8%
2.4%
81.9%
535%

Ll

7

S e

(<)

3> A

R

A
o)
=

Al FA

i

[s1
e
o o]

EEFT)
*p<0.05
k. <
=

T

(0]

Kr

4). ¥

Ay A
It

-

{ 2 3keK(

Ak
=

o Hl&E

o B
Mo T

H;I ﬂmﬂ

ok
o]
991 Bk “patal A el i

o) W

o] H]go] 747}t 4.1% 2 7%

=

Hg =

kel
o

H] %

=
=

4ol FHH

i

she 718, BaEs, 2Asel o)

9

BN

ol

B
=<

of

Aol

L

L

7}
=t

-

[RIAS o A o] g2z <l

A
vl =
2 veht

-

.

st

[

gol vl
g A7

H]g-0] 50% 7

BT
=

- 97 .

"aqlv} gujAgtel @

-

#age BHoz Yep

&3] BA(7.6%)7F 53 =3

A(11.9%), “



8 ol=EsIx| M26@ 2%, 2005

(E 4) 715 399 22

2213t E5291(%2} odds ratio)

A @ Fede] B
(odds ratio)

2| A}z g0 A A% g = = ol 71e} EHGE
ﬂ%ﬁq
Hekgk 71 17.8% 1.474 2.789* 5.178*
Hleket & 33.3% 1.886* 2.610* 2511%
5 23.2% 2.119* 3.351% 3.168*
HkALs| A o] A 112% 9.318* 8.861° 5.518%
SFEALGo] UIg HReol 3oA9 HE 41% 12.905* 13.677* 14.991%
HhALS] A ol Uiek Fre 5949l Hx 4.1% 5.757* 13.677* 14.991*
B399
A8 A DFe] 714 49.7% 1.814* 3.513* 2251*
74 o2 50.3% 1.578* 3.141% 2.299*
A8 A 5o gt 2B 49.7% 1.625 2.937* 1.582%
*p<0.05
ol ThE A 9 ojwl H3 9l Hu} ve 8918 Ztu 9= TAES &%), AdL
Hl &0tk A3l g oA “F]3] & SHE 9l = Ho ey EAlEe] #AAE ¢
=] 3 BHA(31.4%) H529S A9slm). E odds ratioZ} <3 5> Al o] gk
715999 Ad 8l e Ho ey kAL w7l 9 FEGAAY AFeQl B
Ste] IAE AT EYTE WA A ale 4 H35 89S 7tu 9+ & ﬁe«1 H-&S AT E
5, “dleket 7 e a1y &2 ARgTke] # W o 2k An] gkl A Eo] 7| A Q)
ARt Algstn BE 7599 9daddy o = 7 &3 988l “Hﬁc}**”(zz 1%), “<F
EAMETRY] Fo] FA oz Yehda Stk O EAME-9 HdA g dig 22 (18.9%), “HF
Fol|A] “FEARGo gt FRO To|HQl T(163%), “ZE47(14.6%) <otk a9, B

=
Auj
i
ST
%0,
N
o
(o]
lo
% Lo
i)
o
ro
o
fi

1,
e
E
12
d

>
>
oo
o,
o
jusl)
2,
>
=
\O
=
N
=
HE
vl
rr
PO
tlo
o
=

o=
i
2

oo
o
>

Ao BHlARET 7FEd e =
B35 gQlate] Aol 7P AetA vehd
S o4 5 AATH2.9% A 3.5%7HA).

508919 A “=ydAd gigt A, “Als] A
71€70] 242t 81.5% < 783% =, ©] 2905
3

nEados A shysel el Bet =
BB aQe] A% B AAYELS Y 3 9
o %, 71%, ok, A9AE adlelqe] nEe
QA “EE A B A, “A1EH 7)%
22 7j9le) Aeueidel kow e nae



Aol stol Aol tFALS T S 0l E520l0 2Fst 7 9
(F by 7ol ¥ 55 JAo| 2yl B3 201(%2 odds ratio)
A g & Boke] okEALS
(odds ratio)
A1 AkE] 891 A A% g = = ol 71e} EHGE
Sk
kg4 22.1% 4.234* 3.190* 5.475*
FEALE-C] Al 2ol WHE 6.0% 23.464* 17.353* 11.636*
HALE A 5o Al Zto] whE 13% 978.870 628.88 119.151
%54 14.6% 1.741 2.858" 3.319*
WAkE) A 3 F 1.4% 961.884 983.04 572.128
HALe A gl ek 3o ol H: 12.7% 3.011% 5.171* 5.076*
FEARE et 5989 H= 9.4% 5.288" 10.151* 9.827*
9] & A 7.0% 3.000* 9.431* 5.028*
OEUA}&J 9ol ik 2|7t 18.9% 2.287* 3.650* 5.121%
HALE A Dol oigh Ee B 9.9% 4.180* 6.040* 7.847*
wALE] Al e ete] ot 2.0% 7.667* 17.206* 19.407*
pdzdease 16.3% 3.595* 4.715* 8.332%
B399l
=9 A gz Ad 81.5% 4581% 5.015* 4.560*
AEA 7 78.3% 8.333* 11.590* 11.266*
*p<0.05
O Az} “9iAbs| A g Fo] Alzte] whEr T “nt V. = 9]
ALE A P AL RE P89l B B
29903} FEAETe] IAVE FAHQA Aoz 2 AGE An el Hadse] &=, g
el a, #-Age Hxd slojA oE 3 4 2 71E} FEALS T AHEE HF ey B
o7 orRAlgwle] BAAHT e Aoz ) 019 EAS AuHy, & A4y Ay ¢
Ebstth 53] “ofEAlg-9] Alzto] whE”, “HEAL A9 e Hoeols dele AL F 53
31 A4Q1 wefole] A8, “okEALgd digh o2 3la o) Hgk B AF= njajoA &
394 =7t EAREE 7 ek #d FRIFoZA 9] el HATES $3 FF
dg Hola St & o] 8RIEE fdscle Wod X8 Zads Jfdstn AAeet
2 ztn e HAEES a9x ¥e Had 7S E JEE AFsE & dvtn 2 &
o Hg A g & Fo &=, @, Ve B 3| oAl B4 ARl Ed] ek kel
HekEe] Abgo] suljolA 23uj74] =rha & o et YA Qo v ooy AHd A4}
Sl 3 B golel A, “Alg]d 7]&” A9 & A4 e ude] & u, & AF
S Hmecler Zu gle S aFA Vb A A EUR & AR 1 99
%2 S vlE] A g & ok &=F H 7} A a sl
v, 7]e} B ekEe] v|A}o] guljollA 1187} Ao Eelzl 8 YE2 aAlo] 2
Al =9k stol 2 Aol #FHste] =olslaxt 3t

- 99 .



10 otz3taix| HM263 2=, 2005

AAZ, 4a7) 99l de A dF-Ee A%
293 A et I =
Hoks ARgThe] Aol Felthe A
AATh ©]& Evans 5(2002), Greene, Rachal
2001)¢] AToF dAshe Adpolt). 2P B
iﬁolﬂ A5 4 el Sle Hzadle w
Rho] oF= HAR-Ie] FA HHAE
ol f 999 e Hog

] }%ﬁr B2 AdPS Holn

Evans %(2002) Greene 5(2001)2] <14+
A e Agolt, 37, AW e
R X REEL
8819 A7} ewlsle 2kl & B3Thp=0.003

EHI

m{n e xo rg
T

il

o)A p=0.0007H7)). = At @ dEct &= o
HHEE 7]E]—%B E%%}\}%i -éi‘d%olsﬂ

3 09S 72 9l

o
it
)
~
>
ofo
o,
a=)
.
oX,
e
fn)
ol
ok
. L
5 rr
P
tlo

1 T(46%) OlOiD} OlL Evans (2002)
Aol Bl 25%HT} oF 2v) 7HF %

102, 99l 5ol B A3 Gasud

furhEE mo} | gk ejult gl Ao

A#e A grhe Aor on@th
‘Wfﬂ ﬂd %ﬁi—‘éﬂ 82% Aw7t Swe

Ao 1589l “FHAI L5 qF 7138

[e]

> _I01‘ W, 1o QL %o, _1‘94 Oiﬂ mlo

8 =
FolA 714 £e H&E Holn YA, o
[e]

[}
2
2918 B A2 15 oF ) b E
al

dEo] 71599 Hae
S Hl&o] 50% "

Evans $(2002)2] ¢} vjms] =
30% 742 pol2 Holq 9l He =
t} o] B3 Qolo] kEALRO] 71S5AS .
A 3507HA) R Qe A 2 o, @9l
Hadel 715E siRlele d EopdA
3 4%, A5 e 4l J1skel 3

N
-



ZHo| stel

N

o,
m10 312 md
~~
N
=
N
[\

2.1%, 18.9%, 16,3% <). ©]
Addadloz 7 gl A5 A=At
< 20l 4] 8ul7tA] F7skal Tk

o M for 2 R o & o
M B ook ot 1o
[\)

& 8%l ofF ARSI E o] gle A
o2 eyt ol B2 JPAFoA “nirls]
A Y5 FEALEIte] B o] Asithe 2
HE Holu SJedE 1Y w(Anglin &
Speeckart, 1988; Ellickson, Saner, & McGuigan,
1997; Grungaum, Basen-Engquist, & Pandey,
1998; Wieczorek, Walter, & Abel, 1990), 5
TollA ofof tigt qte] Has) Helch
2 A7 Aoz 57 2 As
T Ak AR, E2 tE2P 9 EAlolth &
H A7 301 o2 kg BAje] Rt
el 277k gusA Raeh B WA
K]

4
7o JAAES Yo A9, Fug 35

il

P Aot e FHES ToeHA 4
SNE T ditsle] ofglsol sk =A, E3%
AellA g Fmet w7 Folsta 9l
= A G AFH A= 7ol 71 )
ol o #ge| Thede wiAe] olyth
AR, ATA o] A7|BaA AEA O 7] 28
vk Aoldh webA wkeAbEe] ARl

PEEo d&] 2 = i Ruds vt

d= wAlst7 7] oH5H, RS 7195k
olglgol 9l & Utk ulA|, MAHo= 2}
FoAztel] gkefjA] AL o] FolH =
. Wb A7) H 8K (self-section bias)©] U
o} mpA Rt R dAFrite ghd, F
T, AEgH S 22 17 S
tel EAasieebd 1 54w 9

B35 aRlne] ou|gle #Eds &
o3 o=y 2284 slde R
Yol olejgt A7} AAIHA] Kat Al

ki

O

iy de)

o o tf =

o

42‘??4»
4 %
o 0 ¥

O
d

o
=

M ko fr o
wo
_‘

. 5
5o so

o
%0
=

sy

2 - AAr1987). Hade] RS G F
g}, 26, 605-613.
°1717(2000). er&'d-&-2l Aejet 12 Al Ak

T AAtgw sk HARsHe] e
A2d8H38](1997). dEEEHLE utEE A1,

ME T BEASE - AadR 993

Anglin, M., & Speckart. G.(1988). Narcotics use and
crime : A multisample, multimethod analysis.
Criminology, 26, 197-233.

Borowsky 1. W., Ireland M., & Resnick. M. D.(2001).
Adolescent suicide attempts : Risks and protectors.
Pediatrics, 107, 485-493.

Borowsky I. W., Hogan M., & Ireland M.(1997). Adoles-

cent sexual aggression : risk and protectors. Pedi-



12 otz3ta|x] M263 2%, 2005

atrics, 100, 71-78.

Braggio, J. T., & Pishkin, V.(1993). Academic achieve-
ment in substance-abusing and conduct-disordered
adolescents. Clinical Psychology, 49(2), 282-291.

Brener, N. D., Simon, T. R., Krug, E. G., & Lowry, R.
(1999). Recent trends in violence-related behaviors
among high school students in the United States.
Journal of the American Medical Association,
282, 440-446.

Center for Substance Abuse Prevention.(1997). Selected
findings in prevention : A decade of results from
the Center for Substance Abuse Prevention. Division
of Knowledge Development and Evaluation Center
for Substance Abuse Prevention. Washington, D.
C. : epartment of Health and Human Services.

Catalano, R. F.(2001, August). Understanding community
risk and protective factors. Second National
Conference on Drug Abuse Prevention Research
National Institute on Drug Abuse. Washington,
DC : Robert Wood Johnson Foundation.

Donovan, J., & Jessor, R.(1985). Structure of problem
behavior in adolescence and young adulthood.
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology,
58, 890-904.

Eggert, L. L., & Herting, J. R.(1993). Durg involvement
among potential dropout and “typical” youth.
Journal of Drug Education, 23, 31-55.

Ellickson, P. L., Saner, H., & McGuigan, K. A.(1997).
Profiles of violent youth : Substance abuse and
other concurrent problems. American Journal of
Public Health, 87, 985-991.

Evans, C. J., Novak, M. A., & Daltro, M. A.(2002,
June). Substance use, delinquent behavior, & risk
and protective factors among students in the
state of Missouri : 2002(prepared for the state of
Missouri, Division of Alcohol and Drug Abuse).

Goldstein, P. J.(1985). The drugs-violence nexus :
Atripartite conceptual framework. Journal of Drug
Issue, 15, 493-506.

Gray, L. E., & Booker, C. B.(1992). Empowering
African Americans to achieve academic success.
NASSP Bulletin, 76, 50-55.

Greene, J. M., Rachal, J. V.(2001 Feb). Substance use,
delinquent behavior, & risk and protective factors
among students in the state of Missouri = 2002
(prepared for the state of Missouri, Division of
Alcohol and Drug Abuse). Research Triangle Park,
NC : Research Triangle Institute.

Grunbaum, J. A., Basen-Engquist, K., & Pandey, D.
(1998). Association between violent behaviors
and substance use among Mexican-American and
non-Hispanic white high school students. Journal
of Adolescent Health, 23, 153-159.

Hawkins, J. D., Catalono, R. F., & Miller, J. Y.(1992).
Risk and protective factors for alcohol and other
drug problems in adolescence and early adulthood :
Implications for substance abuse prevention.
Psychological Bulletin, 112(1), 64-105.

Hawkins, J. D., Arthur, M. W., & Catalano, R. F.
(1997). Six state consortium for prevention needs
assessment studies = Alcohol and other drugs
(final report for the Center for Substance Abuse
Prevention). Seattle, WA : University of Wash-
ington, Social Development Research Group.

Kaplan H. I., Henrichs T. F., Reid, J. C., & Huff, C.
(1982). Depression in diagnostic subtypes of
delinquent boys. Adolescence, 17. 943-949.

Lester, D.(1999). suicidality and risk taking behaviors :
an ecological study of youth behaviors in 29
states. Perception and Moter Skill, 88(3).

Morbidity & Mortality Weekly Report(MMWR). (1998).
Surveillance Summaries, (47), SS-3. Atlanta, GA :
Center for Disease Control, Office of Communi-
cations.

Newcomb, M. D., & Felix-Ortiz, M.(1992). Multiple
protective and risk factors for drug use and abuse :
Cross-sectional and prospective findings. Journal
of Personality and Social Psychology, 63, 280-296.

- 102 -



ol ol

Saner, H., & Ellickson, P.(1996). Concurrent risk factors
for adolescent violence. Journal of Adolescent
Health, 19(2), 94-103.

Smith, C., Lizotte, A. J., Thornberry, T. P., & Krohn,
M. D.(1995). Resilient youth : Identifying factors
that prevent high- risk youth from engaging in
delinquency and drug use. In Hegan (Ed.), Delin-
quency and disrepute in the life course(pp217-
247). Greenwich, CT : JAI Press.

Weinberg, N.(2001). Risk factors for adolescent sub-
stance abuse. Journal of Learning Disabilities,
34(4), 343.

Wieczorek, W. F., Walter, J. W., & Abel, E. L.(1990).
Alcohol, drugs and murder : A study of convicted
homicide offenders. Journal of Criminal Justice,
18, 217-227.

Wright, D.(2002). State Estimates of Substance Use from
the 2000 National Household Survey on Drug
Abuse : Volume I. Findings(DHHS Publication No.
SMA 02-3731, NHSDA Series H-15). Rockville,
MD : Substance Abuse and Mental Health.

Service Administration, Office of Applied Studies. Wide
Web at htp : //www.sambhs.gov/oas/nhsda.htm

20044 128 312 $1:2005 28 192 A

- 103 -



14 otz3ta|x| HM263 2=, 2005

Risk and Protective Factor Scales and Variables

COMMUNITY DOMAIN

Risk Factors L Questionnaire
Description .
Name items
. This scale describes the extent to which students feel a part of their
Low neighborhood .
neighborhood(whether they feel that what they do makes a 85, 87
attachment .
difference)
. This scale describes students’perceptions of the extent to which
Community . . . .
. L people in the community take part in decisions or processes that| 89%-d, 95
disorganization Lo
affect their lives
Personal transitions and |This scale describes the extent to which students have changed 9. 94. 96. 98
mobility. homes or schools oY
Community transitions | This scale describes the extent to which students feel that people %

and mobility

move in and out of their neighborhood

Norms favorable toward

drug use

This scale describes students’perceptions of community norms

regarding substance use

83[a-c], 84[a-d]

Laws favorable toward

This scale describes students’ perceptions of community norms

. 76, 718, 82
drug use regarding substance use
Perceived availability of | This scale describes students’ perceptions of availability or access 4. 75. 77. 81
drugs to alcohol, drugs, or firearms T
Protective Factors e Questionnaire
Description .
Name items
Opportunities for This scale describes students’perceptions of the extent of 93[ac]
a-e
conventional involvement | opportunities to participate in community activities.
Rewards for conventional | This scale describes students’perceptions of the extent of rewards for %6. 9. 99

involvement.

positive participation in community activities.
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SCHOOL DOMAIN

Risk Factors L Questionnaire
Description .
Name items
L This scale describes students’ academic achievement (i.e., grades in
Academic failure 13, 23

school, perception of their own grades compared to those of others)

Little commitment to

school

This scale describes the extent to which students felt that school was

important and meaningful

25, 26, 27, 28[a]

This scale describes the extent to which students reported being

School absenteeism 14[a-c]
absent from school
Protective Factors L Questionnaire
Description .
Name items

Opportunities for positive

involvement

This scale describes students’ perceptions of the extent to which

they had opportunities to participate in school activities.

15, 16, 18, 19, 24

Rewards for conventional

This scale describes students’perceptions of the extent to which they

17, 21, 22
involvement were rewarded for positive participation in school activities
FAMILY DOMAIN
Risk Factors L Questionnaire
Description .
Name items

Opportunities for

prosocial involvement

This scale describes students’” perceptions of the extent to which they

have opportunities to participate in family activities

115, 120, 122,
118,119

Family Attachment

This scale describes students’ attachment to family members.

113, 114, 117,
121

Rewards for prosocial

involvement

This scale describes students’perceptions of the extent to which they

are rewarded by their family for positive activities

112, 116,
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PEER - INDIVIDUAL DOMAIN

Risk Factors L Questionnaire
Description .

Name items
Rebelliousness. This scale describes the extent of rebelliousness (e.g., ignoring rules) | 32, 35, 47
Early initiation of This scale describes the extent to which students began using 30ad]

a_
substance use substances and participating in problem behaviors at an early age
Early initiation of anti | This scale describes the extent to which students began participating 30 [ed]
e-i

social behavior

in problem behaviors at an early age

Impulsiveness.

This scale describes the extent of impulsiveness (e.g., not thinking
before acting, switching from one activity to another)

48, 49, 50, 51

This scale describes the extent to which students have been involved

Antisocial behavior in antisocial behaviors, such as being suspended from school, 40[a-d, f-h]
stealing, or fighting
Favorable attitudes
. This scale describes the extent to which students believed that
toward antisocial L .. . 31[b-e]
. participating in antisocial behaviors was acceptable
behavior
Attitudes favorable This scale describes the extent to which students believed that using .
31[f]
toward drug use substances was acceptable
. This scale describes students’ perceptions of the extent to which their
Friends’ substance use . 29[a-d]
friends used alcohol or drugs
Perceived risks of drug | This scale describes students’ perceptions of the risks associated with $2[ad]
a_
use. substance use
Peer rewards for This scale describes students’ perceptions of the extent to which they 41[ac]
a-c
antisocial involvement | were rewarded by their peers for participating in antisocial behaviors
Interaction with This scale describes students’ perceptions of the extent to which their 29[e-k]
e_
antisocial peers friends participated in antisocial behaviors.
. . This scale describes the extent to which students did things on a dare
Sensation seeking . K 37[a-c]
or did things that were dangerous
Protective factors e Questionnaire
Description .
Name items

This scale describes the extent to which students displayed social
skills (e g, being able to say “no” to friends, listening to parents)

42, 43, 44, 45

Social skills

This scale describes the extent to which students believed in moral
order (e g, telling the truth even if it got them in trouble, thinking
that cheating is acceptable)

33, 34, 36, 46

Belief in the moral order
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