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1. d79f He4d

A7 AAA - A - AFF)E ¥R Qs i
Al 37 ZFo] wg AHRA = v AprlEAe 2H
THE x| AlY]eltt. o|AF Ea¥He] Hxrt A
stAV Thd o] d of 4elF]] EbEIE F1eHA
3, o] A4 FFHA FEFWH F vt 7tEeol=t
& 4 gt

Aad 7hzd B3 ZE8g BAE AEditke AL
of 9 oja]E Yo]X|2, Korea National Statistical
Office(2005) Awol] &3PH 20049 3 s ¢ 7+=
3 AHAE(9-204) 0] 16,8942 2003 H]3
26.3% AsEHAT. 22y FAFACA FEE U
= 1E8te, FAHor &g A Ftort 4AA
o2 7o H3E A Xstn AAYE uwiHsAY
FAAGE HINEA e v Y] AEgE
AAadS FEsoha 434 7EgAde £
= 129 ¥ ojdew FHE 4 JAtHChang, 2003).
oMY 7tEol FHoz FUtL Ye A= FAAT
2o EojMe T8 - 2FEANAZ AdHE Hu
(Lee, 2005), ¥4 71&x} - B4 74&x} - A 742}
7Y 23 A X FAHogw uf$ AR A4S
Boln it} HE3 The

- olx

5] 1 AT

Commission on Youth

* FUde 5t

=280 : 54, 715

kS m| X+ o209l
7 9018 FAoF -
%:l*ik 7D| L ZJ_**

Protection(2002)2] 7}&3AARZEAL 23 10% F
58 A= B/ A 28 £ ddn SEsiaL
Ut Ao} 2.5 A Ao AdLAH HAEGL
2 oloprlsta o] IWMAIAENA FA 7= Fol
dzly)e 7S Holx Utk £ Chang(2003)9]
A7 AT} FAo] QED - A AR JEFF
o] o Ex, AFAAQ 2@ 25wy F3tu o
7} 7V B2 Aos JEhET.

olgA FHS wd FadE 4EF v FEA
Al FojBo] ZY - Ax - FEFE - HAd v}
e ZkE u|3gou} A9 3o {YEHT o]
et Wi &L RE Adrd FAE A=
vjgle] oz E 4 gIth(Nam, 1999). 715<A
B gekgl 2doix Az A2EHAE FEAZCEHN
7VEe] Hr1sS ZA3AFa, AkElA ERAME st
A GAL3 o] }d g viRA Bt o9} 2 ojfE A
Ade] 7128 9esl Aad AQdutel A7) ohy
g} AFEA A]de]l BaF AREEQ] AR Qs olof
gt

A2A 7129 HAAAE A4 oo BE I - &
F7F A&H o o|Foix|a k. F2]e] 7§ 19909
W FukRE e od5890E FE, dHkalde =2
aYE RS ol F AAIRLE A §ste Aot A
g3 gJcHFarella, 2000: Ruffolo, Sarri, & Goodkind,
2004: Thompson, Pomeroy, & Goger, 2005). =
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- 662 -



el 735 ] 19900 Holgo] Aol gyFol
AT77t F7E olFo] 13e, HAA5A, 2Ey 2, v
3738 4 MUY duty B4, 71H 3?%75 B 5 -2
A, FFeHx= 59 7 #ALA, Fgm, J¢, A4
d3e] #A Fo ABEA #AHEY 89 LHG
#A7t e A2 F¥sUHChang, 1993: Cho,
2002: Korea Youth Shelter Association, 2005).
Aad 1o A A d3Rchs 429 93geql
o] A& o| &3 Apddo] HujHole}t & 4 glow
ole} L Abdofdt2 AHAdw|gd uvigiel A
Ax A7l 395 714 & + S ol Aa
de) 71EE AR di¥sly] feiMe shEdd 98-S
njzle Ho ZAFAHo|RAML ZEZQ PUe o3 u
= Aol £43Q FAAgn Bk v A RN
W5 e} o] HAA riEe] AR g’ 2 v}
Al 90F gRTte 2= MW" 4 Qe AAtoln T
g 82150 43 HPAHUME dEHoz o)
g 4 U £ dgyEe AYPATEL SRS 5
© AaF s g 27199 277]le] dege ¢
i 3lo] old] & dFe A /=AY AR Be
ﬁh'ﬂ 4l (Yui, Song, & Lee, 2000)9] 712 4
e oA $ e 43898 FHElad 3o & @
5‘1"7‘41?1 ALEE3E w3 S 7tEAY) 4%
= "3 F e AAH /by L AEE #EeAES
FTHLE dFad WHTezN, Fou Ardy 7}
22 AHdel dsia #@el @ 5 e A 2A
¢ uidd 7@ 4 Sl o]EF ES AABILA AlE
574~ 3

ri
2
|

£ Fotu 3249 71l 9% HAE 8
VL B2 ALoIM FRst] ARz 4 7
58 A3RYE FasaA S0, olg A FAAY
= o

J
22
rlo
a%
BN

A HA3 7HEHe] BAE g

2) 7VgBd 8ol A AAa &) BAE Eg

3) AR ERABV 8RN A WD 7tEe] BAE ]
.

4) Rade] el 4L vle d3820S B3

A HALZ b5 83 2] A 188 A4

0. a3+ Yd
1. A7 A

B AFe F3#Ho] E(situation relating theory)
9] Me& AAA FAFETFE, AsidT 1ds 3 99
A FHY 7heo F3d= PR ARLIEES T

z84 9] 712S =3 9% FuA Z=AA o))

2. A5 didd

2 Ao ggAe ALSEAE ZAE e 3
Fotaol A% 39 F2de WY Bel FEFge
W, £ A7} das AW PEsel B A7 24
3} AAE AISHD ol TR Aol AT WRE
% 61390102m, o] 3 gehige] THURAY FE
x| %@ 2198 AAD 59299 A=Te] BA] o
$99c

3. g7 &7

1) 8454

Kim# Kim(1998)°] 7N =4E AH83tEod
ARBIAAEH(11728h, A - AAFFEAAFR (1083, ¥
A8 A A (105%), 4930973, AtEFAH(6E
gh el 571} d1%-82] 458 %2 FAHUT. A
-+ 2 H6H)AM AE 2%8A] FH1F)7FA] Likert
64 A& 5H A== AN eH Havt &5
Z} sHE8Rlel 4454E & JeiiFT Ua<S it

B =39 /I¥EAl Cronbach Alpha AlF .78
7~.899H99den B ZAbojr el Cronbach Alpha
Age AHEAdTol 815, A4l -AAFTE T o]
864, HHAISE AJAFdo] 796, §-849%0] 738, A}
ofEZF ol 7529 th.

2) ZEH X

Rowlison® Felner(1988)¢ DHQ(Daily Hassles
Questionnaire)® T=7E #Fx§ Park(2002)9] H=
E AMSSIET. F 10239 53 HEE A7t 525
& HT 271¥ Bt €A gd dish dAdArt W=
2EG27 535 ARt Park(2002) A Ftollx 9
Cronbach Alpha A+ .622 UEhgow, 2 Q34
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12} Cronbach Alpha A&+ .689% ¢}

3) vgPFH

Kim# Lee(1996)7} A|zgt =+ F v|gP{3IE
Guttman’s scales #Z3% Kwon(1997)9 HEE A}
|3t AR Y (7E3), AR, 4 -
(6o 37k HE-8%1 1588z A4
om, 7} FE& v {FE ZARIEE A3t

4) 7¥&9 7153 4

Kim# Park(1995)¢8 =& AFg-, 7150l Wit o
AH5E%), FRAS6EYY 2714 8 118%
og FAIINY. 2 32 Likert 53 FHEZZE o|Fo]
FHon, A7t ¥25E 7 s8]l E4o] s
ou)gict, & dollAlel Cronbach’s alpha AfFe 7}
Zof] 3t o 2o] 936, FEPAHC| 8610

5 ¥=2° &4 3%

Kwon(1997)e] HLZE ARRSIgien, =4t 9% .
=7 - &9 -8R EH FEANR AR T 58%S ¥
2 ZZe] dQsi(F 108%) FHFc 4 g2
Likert 53 FHEE o|FolFon, Hoyrt 355 12
o EAl 5 Aado] §ol A ztetn k= AL 9
njgc} o] HTo wiE A= HFE F AH
Cronbach’s alpha Al ¥ 668, 2 .831°]¢}.

6) FR(FEFSAN-ZhAZE JrtaE

FR(FFFAH-2h4zte] A LER/EE 23] 4
3} Barnes®} Olson (1985)¢] FE-zPAZE AL FH
=F AZF Kwon(1997)9 =& A3ttt 3H-8.
Jeg2s /A AAE(6FF), AdA uAE
St W8(U4EE), 7R YA "HE Ngsle ¥
F(3EW), B - 59 € HRR(13F3) oz ARE
FA F-o 2o] QAT OR o] 2 RS R F2
FEEAR il F 268 E PTG 4 F
& Likert 53 3EE o|Fojzlen HFV)l S5
zt sHFagle]l  BAel Ad  AZ 9uigi
Kwon(1997) @942l Cronbach’s alpha AlTe
2Yzt 65~.89% 201, £ oA e AWHA AL E
878, ARAdA vIYE RF= ¥ 652, IBFE 735,
B84 - 59 9 HrH 90990

7) SqEH

Straus(1980)9 =& FZ3% Chung(2000)8 =

E A ed AAA gd(6Ed), A (6
w3, (789 37kA 3HLQ 1983 74
3ttt 7 32 Likert 53 HER o|Fojfey, H
7t 2€FE QAT =l dBE =T AEE o
3}, Chung(2000) {7942 Cronbach’s alpha
AFE .848~.8798 e, ¥ ATFlX 9 Cronbach’s
alpha AlFe AAA g7t 854, AAF izt
857, ¥ 811°|ith |

8) &wm8aql

Kim® Park(1993)9] =+& AMg3tlen, stwAl
g NEE(48%), ALY BAGEF) e 27kR] -
89 8&goz ATt 4 2L Likert 53 H
=2 o|Fojzen] Al ¥25F Tt vHEEe
g, wAkeke] B AL S 9vldt. Cronbach’s
alpha Al¥e S 5= 888, mAMeke] A
= 7320l ¢}

9) #78<l

Kim3 Park(1993)9 =78 AME3ton, )
th3t AR =(8F3}), HAw(483), vAAEY J+9
(1183, vidge] digk 259 <tH(8%F), HaAd
3 27e] Bl=(8%3H) 9] 57HA sHF-8%l 39FFe=
TA3ET. &t B9 Likert 53 HEZ o|Fojzle
B, 47t 255 A7 di JF = - BoEeE ¥
o, HyFE A9 £ Boo, v i 39
dFe Ex, ¥ i A7 HEES FHEHYE 9
u]3tt}. Cronbach’s alpha Al o] digt of3x
894, W72 Aaw 713, vAAYG A7 & 912,
v)gio] didt 27| 4 824, vl i IF2] ¥
T 8230}

i

dEH 1S T ALde 7HEd 4% VA
£ 8AEs F2F F o8 SHE ¢ e AT

S A div]ZAH pilot test)E AAISIH =4+E FF -
B ol
A24FL 20039 69 1949 REH 7€ 19¢74A] 4
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Astslen, Z3 s Fgmrt, BamAtlA 47
ol BR3 HAE AdEsta Fx2E 8T F HEANE
A4 wiFsi

AEA Aol 8" A 35~408 F=He
A zot $ALS wolua addM d71at 2y 4
Beta L, wiEEded Ay et

5. AR &4

F3" AEE SPSS Win 10.0% o438 EAE
A 3Rt AFudAre QARSI e wi Ao disiM =
Aol MEgs FIRed, 7tE Ad+ 71E v
HF3te) Aol tigt zpelE AHET] Y
chi-square FAH t-AFoE EAsI 2, 2& BAA
B9 ForEL a< 052 3t

t-238 3 chi-square F3A% FoJ3tA epd ®¥d
% HE {3 deAe FRAT HAPdF 1
a3 Fadty AAHeE ¥HSFES "‘4‘21?} 5
stepwise selection methodel] 913t A28 AR

z

(logistic regression analysis)< AAlsld F3}w

A GBS 83 A A 18H M43

m. A Zzf

1. thadtAtel ek

A
0z

AT dA= F 5928l en, o] F dEAdo]
3184 (53.7%), <48rAlo] 274H(46.3%)°l%ltt. ghd
& 18hdo] 281W(47.5%), 2% de] 170%(28.7%),
3ghdo] 1419H(23.8%) °Itt. F-Eote] FAARE
B BEioMe RT9 o] A gz $HI Y
A27% 550 (92.9%)282 AR wekth AASEe
3508 (59.1%)°] RE¥c =z 71A Eglon, Ho] e
320(54.1%)7}F A&, 29 =L 29494 (49.7%)7} 11
Zz 71 wWol aAEkn Y. FR2o A BT 7
TAe] 7 gt ddREe] vgAagezs 357
Ho] 1434 (24.2%), ¥474F] 101%H(17.1%), Bl
B30l 2439 (41.0%), HFE7AEe| 129W(2.0%), 87
o] 139 (2.2%), 7V&7ddo] 30" (5.1%)E zHAlstx
UKD K Table 1).

2. Mol eeld & Jt=dEel Aol=Y

29 71eg dEste 359 22udE FEAt
7RQt#H el WE JIEFEEH VBT Aol F
(Table 1) General Characteristics (N=592)
Variable Division n %
Sex Male 318 53.7
1st 281 47.5
Grade 2st 170 28.7
Top 199 33.6
Score Middle 341 57.6
o L1v1ng together with own parents 550 92 9
_Famﬂy structure o OBRETS e 3 7.1
High 193 32.6
Economic status Middle 350 59.1
W e 3D B8
Middle school and below 55 9.3
Education level of father High school 217 36.7
Middle school and below 60 10 1
Education level of mother High school 294 49.7
...College andover O30
None 5 0.8
Father's employment status Part time 117 19.8
Full time 470 79.4
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(N=592)
Division n %
None 36.1
Part time 68 11.5
JKull time ..024
None 75.8
Have S .- 242 ..
None 82.9
Have o BOL AT
None 59.0
I = 410 .
None 98.0
None 97.8
None 94.9
Have 30 5.1

(Table 1 Continugd_)
Variable N

|
|

Mother’s employment status

Smoking experience

Delinquent experience

Drug abuse experience

Sex experience

Runaway experience

(Table 2) The Difference of Runaway Experience According to individual-Related Variables
(N=592)

e ————— — e —
e — ——— e ——

) Runaway experience
None Have
n{%)/Mean(SE) n(%)/Mean(SE)

Variable

Male

st
2st
3st

306(96.2)
256(93.4)
273(97.2)
161(94.7)

Score

Drinking

__experience

_..Bottom

Top
Middle

None
Have

Smoking

Drug abuse
experience

None
Have

None
Have

Delinquent

Sex experience

None

None
Have

194(97.5)
322(94.4)
46(88.5)

128(90.8) .

12(3.8)

8(2.8)
9(5.3)

...120(83.9)

442(98 .4)

483(98 4)

79(78.2) .

© 555(95.7)
345(98.9)

23(16.1)
8(1.6)

25(4.3)

5(L.7).

2202L8)

217(89.3)

4(1.1)

27.178

26€10.7) o

555(95.9)

L T53.8) .

24(4.1)
.6(46.2)

-1.274
-4.280
-3.573 .001
1.406 .160
-2.547 011

38.81(1.21)
27.97(1.94)
28.52(1.72)
24.14(1.34)
14,66( .86)
30.00(1.32)

37.00(.34)
19.53(.35)
22.27(.31)
25.93(.30)
16.44(.19)
26.72(.29)

Socialization traits -
Psychosomatic symptoms traits
Antisocial traits
Depression traits

.Self-esteem traits

Personality
characteristics

e
1) Fisher's exact test

025) Ad(x*=2.391, p=.122)M & EAACE &
o8 o|B Holx Yt SFAY(XE=47.563,
p(.001)F 238 (x*=70.720, p=.000), FE2Y

ARE AT (Table 2)8} 2t} wA shdst gay
2y zlole] AL BARCE fot Aolr} Y= Ao
2 ZAEAoR(x*=7.952, p=.019, X’=7.407, p=
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(x*=34.104, p(.001), ¥R AZ=27.178. p<.001),
BAB(x*=46.641 ,p{.001) 2% EARo= go)dt

o1& Helm YAtk 4RSS ol A - AAS
A3 24 P(t=-4.280, p(.001), WAHH HA(t=

-3.573, p=.001)F Al&F7H(t=2.242, p=.025)
Y 7t AT 2 BEAE Holn gloy,
AXez Feoldt Aozt sUATh wHA AR E(t=
-1.274, p=.20.3)7} $243(t=1.406, p=.160)
FAHE RAF Aol7t Ut AYe] A2 * B
B AN e AEYLE EAHCE §9
gk 2po] & Holm UNUTHt=-2.547, p=.011).

3. 78l g J71EAYe Alof

A HALE k3 3 3R] A 18 A4%

AT AF= (Table 3)F 2. 34 Als 52, 31
o &y, Rme| A ¥ FAHCZ FoF Aolr}
gde wE AAF $2(x°=6.740, p=.034)Z EA
Aoz o3t Ao|E Holm AT Fo FAFF
(t=-1.529, p=.127)3% =9 EAPZF(t=-1.240,
p=.215)2 BAFCE @ zlo[s} gle Aoy =
AP AT, 3 FR-ZPAZE oAAE T ONRE(t=
2.549, p=.011)3 EBAHH - -S9-HrHe ZA%(t=
-3.066, p=.005) EAXoRE &3 o7} YU
Hidol) w9 E W= ¥ (1=-0.031, p=.975) a8ln
AAQH(t=.411, p=.681)9 A= BAZE %
kol 7t gk, WA = SRR A AAFH
g (t=-3.532, p=.001)% HAH Fui(t=-3.101,

p=.002) 28z WY (t=-2.889, p=.004) E57} 7}
713 AH QRN WE JEAP T ¥AAFY zlo]E Z A¥FAX w2 HOXE EHolx Y3, TAFL
(Table 3> The Difference of Runaway Experience According to Home-Related Variables (N=592)
i B Runaway experience
Variables None Have X%/t p
n(%)/Mean(SE) n(%)/Mean(SE)

Family structure Living together with own parents 523(95.1) 27( 4.9) 463V
_______________________________________________ Others _ - N 1
Education level of Middle school and below 53(96.4) 2( 3.6) 2.441 295

tather High school 202(93.1) 15( 6.9)

................... __ ...College and over .307(95.9)  ....13(4.1)

Education level of Middle school and below 57(95.0) 3( 5.0) .684 710
mother High school 2717(94.2) 17( 5.8)

.......................................... College and over ....228(95.8) 10( 4.2)
Father's employment O™ 4(80.0) 1(20.0) 266"
status Part time 112(95.7) 5(4.3)

....... ..Full time 446(049)  24(5.1)

Mother’s employment None 202(95.2) 12( 4.8) 224 894
status Part time 65(95.6) 3( 4.4)
......................................... Full time o 295(94.4) 1505.6) o
High 182(94.3) 11¢ 5.7) 6.740 .034
Economic status Middle 337(96.3) 13( 3.7)

........................................... Low 43678 60122
Parent’s misbehavior Father’s misbehavior 8.60(.16) 9.73( .75)  -1.529 127
DAV Mother's misbehavior 636013 707(.53) 1240 215

Opening type 20.23(.26) 17.25(1.37) 2.549 .011
Pareant-adolescent Flattery type 10.33(.13) 10.35( .73) -.031 975
communication Sacrifice type 10.50(.13) 10.26( .69) 411 .681

............................................................. Insincerity - threatness - assesment  25.58(.47) 33.56(2.56)  -3.066  .005
Hl-treatment Noninterference 13.00(.24) 16.22(1.17) -2.889  .004
experience Physical ill-treatment 9.73(.21) 14.75(1.41) -3.532 .001

penence . Mental illtreatment 10.29(24)  1363(119)  -3.101 002
Family’s functional Attachment to family 19.44(.18) 15.64( .94) 4.516  €.001
characteristics Family's supervision 20.72(.20) 19.00( .94) 1.963 050

1) Fisher’s exact test
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2 FoFd Aolrt Y. miATez 77N
A& F(t=4.516, p{.001)F H2Z7A=(t=1.963,
p=.050) 5 BAHCE {oiF Fo|7} e AR
ZAE AT

4. AzjgZaEeclo OE 7teZ¥e) X024y

ALE| @R B8Rl M 7128 ETH v e A
ol & AT A= (Table 4)9F Bt wAlete] A
(t=.708, p=.015)9 Z+ 7= ¥IAITAHETAA
o & FEAE e UMY, BAHEE
olgt zto|7h gINY WM, SuAdE VFE(t=-2.444,
p=.015)c 23]3 ZAFIFAIM & HTAE EAR,
TAXHLE FAF Ael7b AU EF HFAF AP
o] #(t=-5.719, p(.001) Z B g 729 ¢4
(-3.525, p=.002) 2=z H|3d] W 79 "H=E
(t=-4.405, pp(.00)= E5F A3 H &2 #
TAE Holn UM, FAHLEE F2l3 Aozt 3l
At wbA Ao A WFE(1=1.905, p=.057)%

A3 W3 Rx(t=-.349, p=.727)c BAHCE
F2l3 2o| 2 Holx] Yt
5. Made| 7t&dHo
2AAE AN A, HF FFE AHEAE 4
eodg AwEd Jid#AHAgRcREE A4, v
A8, AA - AAFE 324U 2EH2E A EHU
ot %3 B8R RE JET T 7HEeRE 0]
APERos, npA o2 AF781e s vd I
o] 7t HF FEHAG. 53] HEAEY F571
Odds RatioZ} 10.3412 Fade] 712728 72 &
A ROoZ JEtKTable 5). & <&
FAH 752 AZ58R19] G5E(% Correct Predictions)
& 95.5%°19, -2 LL#& 76.9952 HF 2ZA| 24 3
Axdo]l A}E ¥odF1n k. Model Chi-Square
o] AHEE 7, p=.000124 AFE RE 8203} 7=
A= Fostde 97 Ho: B=0F 71484 €
t}. A HF 4 E5890E FAAY &7 R

FES n)x 1

(Table 4) The Difference of Runaway Experience According to Society-Related Vaiiables (N=592)

Runaway experience

Variables None Have t p
M(SE) M(SE)
School factor Content with school life 6.89(.15) 8.55( .80) -2.444 015
Relation to teacher 1066(17)  983(1.07) 708 485 .
Affection of friend 31.66(.32) 34.33(1.40) -1.905 057
Need to friend 8.18(.17) 8.45( .86) -.349 127
Friend factor Friend’s pressure of delinquency 8.53(.08) 12.46(1.11) -3.525 .002
Friend’s attitude of delinquency 12.06(.25) 20.15(1.82) ~4.405 (.001
Number of delinquency friend 14.00(.25) 26.69(2.21) -5.719 {.001
(Table b) Predictive Variables on Runaway Experience
Variable Parameter  Standard Wald . Pr Oddg Batio 95% cofidence
Estimate Error Chi-square Chi-square ({conditional) interval
" Intercept 6989 2666 6874 009
{Individual-related factors) |
Smoking experience(Have) 1.815 675 7.241 .007 6.142 1.637-23.041
Delinquent experience(Have) 2.336 1.144 4.167 041 10.341 1.098-97.422
Individual-related factors 142 047 9.110 .003 1.153 1.051- 1.264
(psychosomatic symptoms traits)
{(Home-related factors)
Family’s funtional characteristics -.154 .065 5.532 .019 .857 754~ 975
{Society-related factors)
number of delinquency friend .089 .030 8.629 .003 1.094 1.030- 1.161

- 668 -



0§ d&ES Fodu E 4 Ut Hosmer-Lemeshow
HA¥EoM p=.9518 AAAZx<} 2o} 23 7|
A12ke] zol7t A9 gle Aoz Yeht d2g9lo]
Felthe e TFn Y. E=F B dFN
Nagelkerke's R® &< 56022 HE o= g09ld] M)
d 2 HEe] F3w Ahde 7EEYEE 56.0% A
Hale Aoz Yepyt

>
o
ot
k>
i
Q
N
Ml)l
nE?L
o
of
o
kO
o
Y
5
ol
s
[
1o

A BHE A2 AJE 5 712 EIE v AEF
T foF zelE BPY WEL shd AA &
F-59 - FE -8 - Y, "“35—"3(*}3]"3%_’ T
EAF A8, AolEF, 2EH A %
g, PRy, HF3EH F N - *]ﬂ]%—%ii”‘é ¥, =
Eg 29| 471] #Hlo] HF 71E 5890 XIHA
o, B3] vPAH L F 67HA d=29 F R &
s4H](10.341) 8 Bolu Ut
ol 7t&7 gl U= o] /1EA g0 gl FYR
FAE ®o] g B1uF Kim $(2004)7 438

t}. E3 Chung(2000) ‘E]A] 7V AT F
A7l A= A7 <% 544, EFAHe Y A
7 oF 7.5u), 27 Eo| e o'T‘7]' °F 1.68F =2 A
E Yept, 2 d7d7et dxista it o] Qo=
A, FF, 7HE U 59 Aade ARRlEH dggEe
A 7HEF st Baug o2 HAPAF 9} (Lee,
Kim, Kim, & Chung, 2006: Shrier et al., 1997)
EA sk ot

7Feel dAAEQ AYE Al S Agdy
(Booth & Zhang, 1996 Roberts, 1987)53} 7o
2 d7dM= Adel 4ASAHA A Ve BEEH
HZAPT o] fo Aol Bolxw o} 53 ]%
AT o] FAAXNANZTAAGg] ¢ =:A Ve
TA¥Y= nFHAE ez AAEId Chung
(2000)9} dFdHdx A3k ot

b S HAd 712 die faide AUF
FAANM XA HA BB AF L PHrlEe] FHo)

of¥
0’.f ;;H.
ra

K2
3
rir

gt {0 o

flo

A GALE Zh 5 82l A A 189 A|4%

l'::.

gostch st Ea Aol BAE HAE %
9% 2 1T71 Aste] A FHLA FA, Ao}
237 NNED, APF AT 1% FE 5 AN
shefot 7,:1 14
B

3:3

2

_L
"nﬁi?

B3 AHE sPgBEegles
732113‘1 TE, H‘%%‘ @*éé_l - Sub - B7HY ,
S, AAA - FAH ), S e
2z BrnzkEje] {93 TAZE e A= et
o] F 7ol & qto] 3=l& oS8l Z3HATE

Kim 5(2004)2 529 <y AL $-2Akse
A ety e B ALhd EAIE A2 s
294 2909dg W At Lee(2005) XE3F Rro}
9l FAZR 71E35S 7P Bol w73 goa st B
AFAFe} dx|gtha & o Ut

NEHE e F AAF sF pEd BEAY -5
. HoHE oAb, AAZ - FAA g, e, B R
2A=2] By HF d58%0dMe AYEHA} TAA
o2 793 #AE Mol o ole FRO A<
FRE Tt 7kl PR 2 ddelEtan 3 Kim(2004),
Hool A Zg I ¢ AEd9Ut 7tEE {EA
13 3 Chang(2003), Yui, Song™ Lee(2000)9]
AFAT} sty Utk B GFAHN Fw Had
71e<€ ddsh] Yaixe FRete] Z2%S dfdsta W
T F #H7bska AL vhee] Arle ad 3Estn 1A
g M E& o]F= Ao] 7 SEAHQ] A Aolet &
g ok, & FAPE] JPEAM HAMA A=A A2F
S FE F UEF BRE-A{ZT BEE Usie) &
33t M EAVIE vRog 7K 7ies A F
e ZHEEA|MH| A7 viEojor 3 Ao}, o|F 9
3 Fro] AAGSei=e) Frep 2hqgke) wAjel A 3
g AP FRuSEZ2 a3 HFHQA AAZE 283
th £33 UL M= AR EE Al R GAH]
oAl o] & 7hagt thFer Ao tigh ellA Ry A
ARl A Z7A GFZH R Jaxof & Aeo|ch.

8w Hade =739 dHd A -8 3
82lo2 A S, WPRY 7ol 5, v
3t 2179 4™ - Hlx, WA TFY U /el
zol7} Qe Aoz UetEa o] F v RE T &
Tho] HF dlSaRldl AP UL

Williams(1982) 9] B¢ HAHdE2 AMES] 714
7V TEHE L ol rtEsted ole ARlY A
S THE T Jde IFEC ¥E 2233 @744 EA3)

ol
k]

0 0|

- 669 -



2 7] WEoldn Wz A ol HAAY A7
#7t 4% AZede] T £ A7ae 2o wg
4 AT & gict.

Chung(2002) 94 237 TP X84 87
o] A ¥ FHUFS 2AYe] ¥ dx o]
2 47298 AXsn o

o o HPATNNE AN 2ATo] HF oS
29014 A olfE ¥ Aol e} At
39 FHURe Wz sl wWEolg uzEd
ey 2 97 A7E 2 - nSshm gD v YL
2 553 43 disidd AgHe v 43 7]
sok & Relch.

A - 2743 B Padel ES A 9
sle} adSo] Av), A7lBE, FANE 5L F83
A & 5 =S AGAHAN ol§ s 25 74
B Bisior @ Aotk & Aad 222 Fojel4
ot 3A F Aol U AU =4 £ e V)N B
o] ZEF s} B},

olSlolE YAl & JadolAl ol shbel 9
g R FAHol1E AARCR hRlAo} B}, &
A& 4Un 71 A2E4E, 2§ . oBL I3
Se) %37 454 YRS B =, UE, 49
Rbe] ez 7Y shie) 522 Fie thas)
A AFE 5 e N2 TEslelol & ol

V. 28 « Mo

2 d7e AgETE BEUE Fen Aade 71E27
A3 BEE 8o dia] A H2E& I 22H
A FAS AAl, H88AE 7, d&89L 7=
3taAt Al=EUch,

AMEA &Aske - 8w A 5929 & o
oz Ars FIHNen #3149 ARE SPSS 10.0
program= °|-83t A3t

A A A EA Ao dajxs A5
NEES TN, 7tE A3 vAgTe] 2z ¥
el gt zpolF AHE7] 943} chi-square HAFH
t-test® AAISIHTE. =3 stepwise selection
methoddl] &3 22X 28 3|AHEA (logistic regression
analysis)= AAlISlY $8a AAde 7EHFEE =
st HA Y FA2ES +3E319
2 A9 A vg3 2o

1. 7iQ17 #EE 8% F A - AAFAIZE AT &
d-vg Ay, 2Bz Aade] 73 EE 45
e AdaRi]l Aoz IR 53] |33
57} Odds Ratio?} 10.342 A4d9 71273
71 & 48S vjH1n Jde Aoz Jehygt

2. 733 #HEd 8o 2 JiESoARte] Hawe] viE
Ao 93 v AP8RIY e FIHU.

3. AIE 3743 AHE gQloz vlYPAFTY F7t JES
o)X= Y8R Aoz FIHAUG.

4. B AP AAE HFAZFEE LS -2LLe| 76.995,
Model Chi-Square® AFXx 7, p=.00012A
HE2A2Y ARG Folzl 27 2 HPHA
. ®=3 Hosmer-Lemeshow A=A p=.951
2A E3AHF] F HASS BAFUY. & 454
] R¥Q dFE(% Correct Predictions)<&
95.5% ©|% 3, Nagelkerke's R® &2 .560 H%
o Z09ld A8 7t HJEC] HAad9 7N=38S
56.0% A™3te ALz YERH.

olde] d+AHE EUR v} ol AAdstmat gt

1. B d7EFEL2 AN FHA2 ddez aAe o
A3 AL - 23HE w7 &offA AR AHeldh wel
AL 2t % S A B e avd Sl k- R A RIS P o B
Aol 87HEZ T FHES S HEIL
lojof & Aol

76]
Z A4l e A2IES 2V]d) HAso
¢ 2 AFske Aol ARl vt o] E 98
AT=TY HFH E8s AFI.
3. € 9479 E¥< A= s T Fad Ve
dw 2233 R 7122 dd A4 233
= /sl 1 aaE A3she Ao Basit.

References

Barnes, H., & Olsen, D. H. (1985). Parent-
adolescent communication and the circumplex
model. Child Dev, 56, 438-447.

Booth, R. E., & Zhang, Y. (1996). Severe
aggression and related conduct problems

among runaway and homeless adolescents.
Psychiatry Res, 47(1), 75-80.

- 670 -



Chang, S. H. (1993). A study on cause of
teenage runaway and corresponding counter-
measures based on consultative case analysis.
Unpublished master’s thesis. Pusan National
University of Korea, Busan.

Chang, S. R. (2003). An anlysis on the current
states of teenage runaway. Unpublished
master’s thesis, Kookmin University, Seoul.

Cho, H. R. (2002). Research on the actual
condition of runaway youth in nation. Seoul:
Korea Youth Shelter Association.

Chung, H. K. (2000). A forecast model on
runaway youth. Unpublished doctoral dissertation,
Chung-Ang University, Seoul.

Chung, J. M. (2002). A study on the influences
of social environment and individual intel-
ligence on adolescents” runaway. Unpublished
master’s thesis, Wonkwang University, Iksan.

Farella, C. (2000). The runaways. Nurs Spectr,
10(17), 24-29.

Kim, H. R. (2004). A research on the actual
condition about cause of disappearance from
home & school maladjusted behavior of
runaway teenagers living in Uljeongbu city.
Unpublished master’s thesis, Dae Jin University,
Phochon.

Kim, J. H., & Lee, D. W. (1996). The study on
the juvenile delinquency scales In Korea.
Seoul: KIC.

Kim, J. H., & Park, J. S. (1995). A research
on juvenile drug abuse-in terms of smoking
and drinking. Seoul: Korean Institute of
Criminal Justice Policy.

Kim, J. H., & Park, M. S. (1993). A study on
the relationship between delinquent friends
and juvenile delinquency. Seoul: Korean
Institute of Criminal Justice Policy.

Kim, K. H., Kwon, H. J., Kim, H. Y., Lee, J.
H., & Kim, S. K. (2004). A study on the
variables affecting high school girls’ smoking
experience. J Korea Youth Res Assoc, 11(3),
339-362.

A AR5 552 A 187 Al4%

Kim, H. S., & Kim, H. S. (1998). Development
of Iinstrument for measuring personality
factor related to juvenile delinquency. J
Korean Acad Psychiatr Ment Health Nurs,
8(1), 190-201.

Korea  National Statistical Office.  (2005).
Juveniles” statistics in 2005. Seoul: Author.

Korea  Youth  Shelter (2005).
Research on the actual condition of runaway
youth shelter. Seoul: Author.

Kwon, M. Y. (1997). The individual, familial,

and peer-relational characteristics of drug-

Association.

abuse adolescents. Unpublished master’s thesis,
Kyungpook National University, Daegu.

Lee, E. J. (2005). A study on the current states
of teenage runaway in Ulsan city and some
solution. Unpublished master’s thesis, Ulsan
University, Ulsan.

Lee, J. H., Kim, K. H., Kim, H. Y., & Chung,
H. K. (2006). A study on the variables
affecting high school girls” runaway experience.
J Korea Youth Res Assoc, 13(3), 161-179.

Nam, Y. O. (1999). The influences of the
psychodynamics environments of the family
on the adolescents’ runaway as survival
strategies. Unpublished master’s thesis,
Taegu University, Gyeongsan.

Park, Y. S. (2002). A crisis model for the early
adolescent. Unpublished doctoral dissertation.
Seoul National University, Seoul.

Roberts, A. R. (1987).
non-runaways. Chicago: The Coray Press.

Rowlison, R. T., & Felner, R. D. (1988). Major

life events, hassles and adaptation in

Runaway  and

adolescence: Confounding in the conceptuali-
zation and measurement of life stress and
adjustment revisited. J Pers Soc Psycholo,
55(3), 432-444.

Ruffolo, M. C., Sarri, R., & Goodkind, S.
(2004). Study of delinquent, diverted and
high-risk adolescent girls: Implications for
mental intervention. Soc Work Res, 28(4),

- 671 -



237-245.

Shrier, L. A., Emans, S. J., Woods, E. R., &
DuRant, R. H. (1997). The association of
sexual risk behaviors and problem drug
behaviors in high school student. J Adolesc
Health Care, 20, 377-383.

Straus, M. A. (1980). Stress and child abuse.
In R. E. Helfe and C. H. Kempe(Eds.). The
battered child(pp. 86-103). Chicago: University
of Chicago press.

The Commission on Youth Protection. (2002).
Research on the actual condition of contacting
harmful surroundings of adolescent. Seoul:
Author.

Thompson, S. J., Pomeroy, E. C., & Goger, K.
(2005). Family-based treatment models targeting
substance use and high-risk behaviors among
adolescents: A review. J Evid Based Soc
Work, 2(1-2), 207-233.

Williams, K. L. (1982). Attitudes toward
violences and conduct among adolescents.
Unpublished doctorial dissertation, State
University of New York, Stony Brook.

Yui, S. K., Song, S. M., & Lee, S. R. (2000).
Adolescents” runaway. Seoul: Korea Youth

Counseling Institute.

- Abstract -

Predictive Factors
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- About Individual, Home and Social
Factors -

Kim, Kyung-Hee" - Kim, Hee-Young**
Kim, Su-Kang**

* Professor, Department of Nursing, Chung-Ang University.
** Instructor, Department of Nursing, Chung-Ang University.

Purpose: In recent years, the problem of
runaway youths, which is rapidly increasing and
worsening in nature, has emerged as a serious
problem to individuals, home and the society as
a whole. Against this back drop, this study was
designed to illuminate the danger signals
through extensive analysis of factors influencing
the running away of middle-school students and,
on this basis, build a forecast model on runaway
middle-school students. Method: The subjects of
this descriptive survey on the causal relation
were 592 subjects enrolled in middle schools
selected through convenience sampling. The data
collected from June 19 to July 19, 2003 were
analysed through the SPSS 10.0 program. The
differences between the runaway group and the
non-runaway group were determined through
chi-square and t-test. Also logistic regression
analysis was conducted on the basis of the
purposeful selection method for constructing the
forecast model. Result: The findings are as
follows: Individual-related factors predicting
runaway middle-school students were smoking
experience, delinquent experience, psychosomatic
symptoms and stress. A home-related factor was
attachment to family. A society-related factor
was the number of delinquency friends.
Conclusion: The findings of this study suggest
that a broad intervention program should be
provided to middle-school students” culture
related to runaway group. It is also recommended
that a variety of individual, home and society-
related programs should be developed for the

runaway group.

Key words : Middle School Students, Runaway
Experience

- 672 -



