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Risk Factors Influencing High School Students to Runaway*
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Purpose: This study was done to identify risk factors influencing high school students to runaway from home. A
comprehensive analysis of individual, family and social environment-related factors was done. Method: The
participants in this descriptive survey on causal relations were 974 students enrolled in high school who were
selected by convenience sampling. The data collected in June and July, 2003 were put in to logistic regression
analysis to build a prediction model. Results: 1) Individual- related factors for running away in high school
students were experience with smoking and sexual intercourse. 2) Family- related factors for running away in high
school students were economic status and physically ill-treatment of the types of ill-treatment. 3) social
environment- related factors for running away in high school students were number of delinquent friends.
Conclusions and Recommendations: Running away from home among Korean high school students was associated
not only with individual factors, but also with family and social environmental factors. The findings of study
suggest that board intervention programs should be provided to prevent running away form home by adolescent. It
is also recommended that a program be developed that can help control the variables identified in this study along
with follow up study to verify the model.
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1 Qlek Fade] digh B2 XuR Hrde dqdd
A P Ao th3t EtoZ olojx BFEAYS] 90% ©]/do]
744, sta, tid@A Solx & 7pA o HEITUE 3
A3HT gloH, 30% oldel ARF, 87, 4ATN, EEF
5& Holn SIthKim, 1999). ©]gjdt FidEe] HatA H
B2 wrslE g sked Fade EE 2 E
Z+e AbEA EAz B24E 1 gtk Fad L Haxd
A4 4 A Foln Ao B4E & e EA
Bohs Adsks Aad Ale Zee 49k AeR d¢
3] JNQlelyd 7MY m stwe] EA7F okdet ALg - 571
EAZ FH 3 Utk(Bae & Joen, 2002; Lee, 2004).
SEyete] F2Q Vi ARE AFEE, 20048 Tk A
2L 16,8948 02 20033 13,3740 v]siA 3,52070] F
718t} 26.3%9 F7HEE RSItHKorea National Statistical
Office, 2005). 28]y FAFAIAN g gL 1dsn
FAHovE= V1E3A] ¥1 oy AFHo7 MY B
2 ¥4 28 A AYs AIsAY faliAge oA
¥ Aadd iR e AL sl e FLEE
gobd AAA 71E A = 1 oo
(Kang, 2003). °l&l& F4de] 71E2 #AFM <
AEZ A AAH FAZ dodle AL BE FH7,
7 €%, B, Ao digk A, B2 AolEFE F2
Ag - A EAZ 2K Kang, 2003). EIE ALSA
EHoME Fade] A, 2, oEEE L AP F
Ar3ld wigs Ax gl g3kA Ba=o] ok o)y @ 7t
gl Aad 712 AR OiE njdrds 95E vk A9
29l ZAI FHEL ARA ofido] FQ3hy dItKChung,
2000). 12 QM A& o] BAZ FE w2 AKX 7t
27k & wg dgHol A B Ivh AFARE A M=
3] Aol it Aol Ad=oe] ke AoltCho,

O

fo wx rfr

AF7HA) AgEel & Fad 7] dE Aol e
d 7l g ATEY, AR, FHEEAH e, A -
#HaE0] 43 HFHoAME HFHoR AEES B
F otk Ty AdqATeid 4B Sle AT7EIAE Ho

Nl T8 71E B 9%E mlAe
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21E YR A7 desith Q1Y dnkE 54
g 298 Aund o ues gy 7EulE
gehgel Z1Eugrg =4 Bag AFAT(Powers,
Eckenrode, & Jaklitsch, 1990; Kang, 2003)7} & ¥bAe|
Chung® Ann(2001)2 g&tdo] ojste] nis] 7}& F&58&°]
ED 71EEES A58 e FE J¥8920E nyst
St} Chung(2000)2 153t 18hd9] 7HE738e] & 8d
9 7=AFRY ESE B Wb Lee, Kim, KimT}
Chung(2006)2] Q7N gde] 71273l A% S
Bolx gsith 71E HAde A% w7kE AFadel s &
FAFo| Wgton &5 FA, oE, vy AP H43FY
79 Bl ATHChung, 2000; Chung & Ann, 2001; Lee
et al, 2006, Ruby, 2006; Thompson ,Zittell-palamara, &
Forehand, 2005). 3 A7 Q0] 71& g A 2
olo} 3= QA Q9o BIEUCH Chung(2000)2 7F
Z AP TN w7 AEF 1o FAAASAT A,
AR AAE, ¢-2AEe] Aee doY AEAE, AolEF
7+ oty B udkrk Park® Kim(2002)2 713874 s &
TEA N AEHAE 71Eel Ui A5 B}
it

74L& AAENA ol ZHXE AF3he dAAA 2
fo] Atk g2 A8 ATl AEIPPAN A7 FadY
7V Aol 13X 2 JMdA A" Zad BY A
vehtl SAFez 93 Zolrb QIS EuEgion
(Chung, 2000; Chung & Ann, 2001; Lee, 2004), 7} 71%,
&S Helg dAaE o] HadY Jiee FFS v
o B EtKBae & Joen, 2002; Chung, 2000; Lee, 2004;
Ruby, 2006; Slenick, Vasquez, & Bittinger, 2002). ®=gt Chung
(2000)& 7502 RE ] SRl oA, AAA E, A
# s, Wl Sl 71 AETe) wrtE AETe vl
EAHR FoslA Eokrhy gtk wbd RRo] gy g
AAFES 499 ATAHE HolX] F3F3itl(Lee, 2004; Lee
et al., 2006, Park & Kim, 2002; Slensick et al., 2002).

HAade AME . 373 QQoge stug EHHEE £ F
ot FAdEe] shel Al disid w=7iE ofd vy
o BAlel tig AFATe] w29, ¥ L Ve Sudg
Fxrl F&5E, Sug HAETE vgrhse] ¥& A
o2 JePdthKorean Institute of Criminal Justice Policy,
1995). =3 Park® Kim(2002)2] A+ZAze] w2 v)7pE
AETo] 71& AYTET Fudde i3t AE#HAI 234
o0, Al dis] £AEQ =g Btk FAE7)9 AT
Ade FMFHoz s /W BFe Zisty ofd 3
F24) oA R HAEe] THo FAAHA 982
& 4 gltk Kim(2001)2 B]FATE ko] AUAY AT
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{Table 1> Socio-demographic characteristics of the

students (N=974)
Variables Classification Frequency(%)
Gender Male 284(29.2)
Female 690(70.8)
Grade 10th grade 261(26.8)
11th grade 334(34.3)
12th grade 379(38.9)
School record High ranking 364(37.4)
Middle ranking 559(57.4)
Low ranking 51( 5.2)
Parental living Both biological parents 802(82.3)
arrangement Others 172(17.7)
Economic status High 116(11.9)
Moderate 592(60.8)
Low 266(27.3)
Level of father's Middle school 226(23.2)
education High school 583(59.9)
University 165(16.9)
Level of mother's Middle school 303(31.1)
education High school 581(59.7)
University 90( 9.2)
Occupation of Inoccupation 26( 2.7)
father Irregular occupation 374(38.4)
Regular occupation 574(58.9)
Occupation of Inoccupation 279(28.6)
mother Irregular occupation 154(15.8)
Regular occupation 541(55.5)
Drinking None 191(19.6)
Have 783(80.4)
Smoking None 452(46.4)
Have 522(53.6)
Delinquency None 214(22.0)
Have 760(78.0)
Use of None 898(92.2)
non-therapeutic drugs Have 76( 7.8)
Sexual intercourse None 830(85.2)
Have 144(14.8)
Runaway None 803(82.4)
Have 171(17.6)

CHRES] 7HQI el wE 71& Byl xi0]

=
24

tldzke] A FHAgRA e JkE A9 Aol #4442
<Table 2>%} Zt}. 71 ZPE&S JEZ ERdnd 934
0] 229%E AN 154% KT} Fgon ol EAACE &
gt o)z} AUAThp=.005). TAHE= 181d0] 14.6%, 28
d 15.6%, 38d 214%E shdo] ¥&4E V1 AEeel &
gom of met FAHSE {3t AlolE BW3TKp=.042). T
T AREzE A9Aol 16.2%, 9D 18.4%, A 17.6%
Z 34 3B 71E AEEl A JYEReY ol F
ﬁlﬁ o2 fog z}°1~ AAHp=688). =5 FF 75 ot

g 7 3AEgee o2 7Ago] 9= shyo) 20.7%, o= A
ol gl Y 47%5 ol EFAIAoZ % Aolrt 3l
AKp=.000). ¥ BE /5ol OE JtE APES ¥4 A
o] A= A9 27.6%, 9 FEol gE T 6.0%=
FARSE FF Aol AN (p=.000), 2% AE T

o T J1E AYE £ R o] e 9 42 1%,
oFE ¥l ol EHJM 15.5% % BAIRSZ {27 Ajol7t
AATHp=.000). ¥ HFP {5 W& 71E P& vBA
ol & 8ol 21%, 7HE 2Pl e B0l 14%=
A9l 208]8] AolE HPoH ole FAZHLE fosisit
(0=-000). 4728 FFol W 71& A¥E =3 A A
T 9 41.0%, 470l Ue T 135%= FAHLE
FAg Ze)7t AATHp=.000). 44 S8 =HE AelE ¥
2 AANATY 3h AROHE AT 24512062, W7}
Z BT 281:032), MAEE AYIE BT 2742
0.60, H)71& AT 23.5320.26)0014 9 FF 71 APTol
H7ke APFEY goked, ZAARAFY S4 A p=.015)
3 AL A A8Kp=.000)2 FAFLE 2% A7t UA
t} kel A4 54 F AR E B8 3777052,
¥71E YT 36.83:0.25)8) BES JHE AETANA e
U ol BAIFLE f9% zle)7t YAdchp=118). 44 54
ZF SEARCOE AT 24812047, HIVE BET: 2496+
0.22)3 lEFHIE BET: 1544x0.32, Y7} YT

<Table 2> An analysis of differences in runaway experiences according to individual factors of the students (N=974)
Runaway
. e None Have 2

Variables Classification N(%) N (%) x () [
M(SE) * M(SE)*

Gender Male 219(77.1) 65(22.9) 7.871 .005
Female 584(84.6) 106(15.4)

Grade 10th grade 223(85.4) 38(14.6) 6.343 042
11th grade 282(84.4) 52(15.6)
12th grade 298(78.6) 81(21.4)
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{Table 2> An analysis of differences in runaway experiences according to individual factors of the students(continued)

(N=974)
Runaway
) I None Have 2

Variables Classification N(%) N(%) x(t) P
M(SE) + M(SE) *

School record High ranking 305(83.8) 59(16.2) 749 .688
Middle ranking 456(81.6) 103(18.4)
Low ranking 42(82.4) 9(17.6)

Drinking None 182(95.3) 9( 4.7) 27.081 .000
Have 621(79.3) 162(20.7)

Smoking None 425(94.0) 27( 6.0) 78.177 .000
Have 378(72.4) 144(27.6)

Delinquency None 759(84.5) 139(15.5) 34.321 .000
Have 44(57.9) 32(42.1)

Use of None 211(98.6) 3( 1.4) 49.449 .000
non-therapeutic drugs Have 592(77.9) 168(22.1)

Sexual intercourse None 718(86.5) 112(13.5) 64.013 .000
Have 85(59.0) 59(41.0)

Personality traits Socialization traits 36.83(.25)* 37.77(.52)* (-1.567) 118

Psychosomatic-complaints traits 22.81(.32)* 24.51(.62)* (-2.447) .015

Antisocial traits 23.53(.26)* 27.42(.60)* (-6.154) .000

Depression traits 24.96(.22)* 24.81(47)* ( .289) 772

Self-respect traits 15.79(.15)* 15.44(.32)* ( .998) 318

Stress 27.05(.23)* 27.89(.60)* (-1.305) .193

15.79£0.15)8] Fe A2 v 24 p=772)%
Ao}EZ7Hp=318)2 FAHCZ F23t Ao} QUgick AE
A A uld o] T3 71E AP T(27.8920.60) v}
2 A8F1.05:23) 7 BARLE f2A% Aot itk
(p=-193).

CHaRIRl 71y 2l e J1E FEe

XjolEH

gazle] 71 #Eeqle] uE r1E FEY AolR¥L
<Table 3> 2t} 78 2 &7 Al Rz &
Hrd, A A= 2R Ve 39 T AEeL
233%2 ARET F AR, AEd ALY ke A
16.3%°] ¥l3l ¥ 712 ZA¥ &L 2o ol B
F & 2pol7k AATHp=.030). F9] ol W 7}
L& ZZF o]} 19.5%, IFE 16.1%, HE o)A 200%2 BE
Blon ol BAFCE {2 Aol7t gl= Aoz e
Wthp=354). 59 8o g 7E AFET FZ o3t
16.8%, TZE 174%, tZE oM 21.1%8) FXE B on o
= AR §o8 Aolr} elochp=635). o APl u}
2 71E ZEES 79 Aol AR s 18.5%, ¥|A
AL 9] 152%, FAJ 42 308%9 X = el
= ol FARCR #2% Zo|7t ASithp=.088). 2 A

O

3
=
o
3
j=]

o M
dy o KU no rl
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Aol e 71E FEEE AL Y 18.9%, HATEA
9] 18.2%, A P9l 147%] BEZ YebdEr) o
T8 FAFHSE {2 Ho|rt YUTHp=.325). A el
wE 7HE AEEE A W o) 267%E T =3
oo olzle W 39 218%, HEQ o] 13.9%9 <o)
fgom ol FAACE F% Aot UUTHp=.000). F
A YT W ol MY, B A FF HIE I
AE7(10.58£0.37)F ¥)71E B ET(9.8520.16)3 e FAHL
2 598 zol7F AATHp=.050). 9 EA FF FFE 7+
2 28 T(8.02£0.38)F v71E BETF(7.00£0.14)Tel FAF
22 {935 2ol UtHp=.012). JAAETE 7 Foles B
44, Suh, BN ol 71E AE9H30.57£0.98)F ¥]
71 A8T26.40:0.38)700) BAHCE [s Aol7t 98]
THp= .000). ¥Hdo] SJAlLE /8 F MEECIE A8
17.18+ 0.50, B]71& AT 18.0410.20), vl RF+= H(tE
T 10.04£0.27, HI71E AETE 10.100.11), AP
T 10.17x0.26, ¥I7FE ART: 1032:0.10)90ME 7+
T3 v7kE AT e EARCE fog Aolrt ¢l
AN p=118, H]YSF= F: p=3834, HAF: p=616).
) Aol e AolE Avud, WY B JE AP
(16.53x0.49)3} H)71= A ET(14.85:020)7e) FAHCZ &
g Aolrt AL H(p=.002), AAH HUrIE AIFE
12.96£0.48, H]7}3 AP 10.60:0.18)% FA A sjolE
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<Table 3> An analysis of differences in runaway experiences according to individual factors of the students (N=974)

Runaway
Variables Classification E‘(’Qj :‘?‘;‘j X2 P
M(SE) * M(SE) »
Parental living Both biological parents 671(83.7) 131(16.3) 4.688 .030
arrangement Others 132(76.7) 40(23.3)
Level of father's Middle school 182(80.5) 44(19.5) 2.079 354
education High school 489(83.9) 94(16.1)
University 132(80.0) 33(20.0)
Level of mother's Middle school 252(83.2) 51(16.8) .908 .635
education High school 480(82.6) 101(17.4)
University 71(78.9) 19(21.1)
Occupation of Unemployed 18(69.2) 8(30.8) 4.850 .088
father Irregular employment 317(84.8) 57(15.2)
Regular occupation 468(81.5) 106(18.5)
Occupation of Unemployed 238(85.3) 41(14.7) 2.249 325
mother Irregular employment 126(81.8) 28(18.2)
Regular occupation 439(81.1) 102(18.9)
Economic status High 86(73.3) 31(26.7) 15.667 .000
Moderate 510(86.1) 82(13.9)
Low 208(78.2) 58(21.8)
Problem behavior Father 9.85(.16)* 10.58(.37)* (-1.963) .050
of parents Mother 7.00(.14)* 8.02(.38)* (-2.545) 012
Communication Open type 18.04(.20)* 17.18(.50)* (L.571) 118
Adjusting a mood type 10.10(.11)* 10.04(27)* ( .210) 834
Sacrifice type 10.32(.10)* 10.17(.26)* ( .503) .616
Insincerity, browbeat, valuation type 26.40(.38)* 30.57(.98)* (-3.961) .000
[ll-treatment Nonintervention 14.85(.20)* 16.53(.49)* (-3.147) .002
Physical ill-treatment 10.60(.18)* 12.96(.48)* (-4.613) .000
Emotional treatment 10.09(.18)* 12.32(47)* (-4.408) .000
Family function Family attachment 17.33(.16)* 16.35(.39)* (2.493) 013
Taking charge of children 19.45(.17)* 18.66(.42)* (1.882) .060

B 12.324047, V7 AP 10.09£0.18)% 71 B
o) o] XA vehgtod, AAF sdi(p=.000), FAH
shl(p=.000)= EAFCE F3% Aol RGY VI 71F
9] AL 7= &L 1 AET(1635:£39)F vVLE BET
(17.33£0.16)7F] EAHoZ Fds 20)7F U 3p=.013),
Bo 7+=o jl= A T(18.66£0.42)3 HIZIE BETH(19.45+
0.17)30l BAH R {23 Hol7} UATHp=.060).
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CHAIRES] Al - 1Y 2010 ME 7= FEel
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gadzte) Alg) - 7 BARQU) WE J1E Y AolE
A& <Table 4>9} Zth AR - @38E Qo a2
o ©E FolE AHEY FuAAY NETY HF2 JE A
HF(891£032)7 ¥I71E A F(R.00:0.14)7) FARCR
8018k apol2 BGATHp=.006). WA wALge] BA BF v}
2 AP F9.75:031)°) BI7FE FPF9.960.13)ETk W3O
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U o= EAFoz {93 o)z} gThp=517). A7
of W o3 Awnm, v bizt A7 AFHFE 7
T 12.1740.44, WI7EE AT 10.1220.14), B3l g A
79 "dErE A 1821x051, HZlE AEFE 1514
021), B8 A7 FUKE ZEF 29.132079, ¥7tE BE
T 2090+ 033)914 71E AEEe Bl vk AL
B Boh B4 Jergod, e dig A7l 4
(p=000), HlFol WF ATENE(p=.000), B A7 =
(=000)= FAHCE A% o1& B}k Tt AT
gk A7 ABT: 32.8320.54)9 ATl st e
¥ AYT: 173026, BI71E AT 1.5320.18)01M= 7t
2 AP utE ARTE Ao nlkd BAE HYor, A
Toll hgt of & E(p=.927)9 Aol it BlE(p=460)= FA
Aoz fold Aol YTk
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<Table 4> An analysis of differences in runaway experiences according to social environmental factors of the students

(N=974)
Runaway
Variables Classification None Have t P
M(SE) = M(SE) »
School -related Satisfaction with school life 8.00(.14) 8.91(.32) -2.762 .006
variable Relationship with teachers 9.96(.13) 9.75(.31) .648 517
Peer-relating Attachment to friends 32.78(.23) 32.83(.54) -.091 .927
variable Necessity of making a friend 7.53(.18) 7.73(.26) -739 460
Pressure by friends to be delinquent 10.12(.14) 12.17(.44) -4.390 000
Friend's attitude on delinquent 15.14(.21) 18.21(.51) -5.571 .000
Numbers of delinquent friends 20.90(.33) 29.13(.79) -10.347 .000
<Table 5> A prediction model for runaway in high school students
Factor Parameter Standard Wald Pr Odds Ratio
Estimate Error Chi—square Chi~square (conditional)
Intercept -11.168 13.395 .695 404
<Individual factors>
Smoking(Have) 1.269 341 13.836 .000 3.556
Sexual intercourse(Have) 661 282 5.501 .019 1.937
<Family factors>
Economic status(Moderate) -711 323 4.853 .028 491
[{l-treatment(Emotional) 047 021 4.828 .028 1.048
<Social environmental factors>
Numbers of delinquent friends 049 .013 14.254 .000 1.050
-2LL = 433.060 Model Chi-Square =142.313 df =7 p = .000
% Correct Predictions = 84.8 Nagelkerke's R? = .338
Hosmer-Lemeshow test Chi-Square = 10.050 df =8 p = .262
gAY 718 B 4P QAL <Table 5> 2tk 7iL & E a7 Ag 24 Az Jeid 158489 7= el
AeddE FQ A 4 Aol gAY s A¥R JFL wAE A UL AwRY, A B 290
AFAAZ} Uik 22a 7 BAQAAME AA e B2 39787 4720 J¥eUoE FAHANt Lee T
g A8 F AAF vt didxe] Ve A3 Q34 (2006) A=} I'_%f‘i. Ao 71 AP dFe9oz FA A
7} gl AoE vehidh viAEez Al - 84 B 29 % 4 A¥e mraien ok 2 ATAne 9x€t:
A= ;‘d—?ool Z "y ATY F7 A e A8 T3 o8 {%3 8 @94Chung, 2000; Chung & Ann, 2001;
A gAY} Y= Aew veidtt AF F2E 5749 AF MacLean, Embry, & Cauce, 1999)°14 7}& Aol e 4
MY F FA AU SAl(odds rao)’} 355602 THE of o] 7K Aol g shug 4 wol a7 4 Aol
Z ol o8 didAte] 71E Al mlAle FFHol € Ade A 71E APl FAHLE fosA Fon B
Aoz Jephgrt B Q7N HF 29 299 AYEE H3 9ol B Q7238 x5k e}k Kim¥ Kim(2005)
77 2 A3 <Table 5>, 2LL Fo] 433.060019% 29 7 % F4 Aol A B A A9t 4 H84el &
o] x5 (Model chi-square)ZtE 142.313(df=7, p=-000)2A #HF o ol A AYPo R 01012& 2= 98-8 Ryt oz gk
2A2Y sARPe] Fojd Amel ¥ AW =k Ed A TENY FAH 4 Ao ) A B @ 4%
Hosmer-Lemeshow EAI% ZE 10.050(df=8, p=262)2A 23 i ALY FdF AAZE ToRIrt SdEEHE B,
Aol Z HAUSS RAFUTE 2 ZFY ERFSEE Z 7l2g 5% THEWY) 2HE FaojA o Ho) o]FA
84.8%°I31 T, Negelkerke's R’=338% & A7 AS5HFo| gy A4 & ek a2 AGAE e Fadr) ot
g e 71 A HE vl oF 338%E HYshe F50] fe@Ac =EH7] Aol 18 &7E 9A AV
oz ek Sdn AN AR Agse] MY, AuHoT ARY
Padrle B9 5 =S Pad B8 % AR Zzo
= 0 g39) Baye AVIvh

OtE7IE8H8|X] 13(3), 20078 78
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