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Table 1. Sex and age distribution.

No(%)
Age/Sex  Male Female Total

15 14( 11 157(124) 171(135)

16 115( 910  451(35.6) 566(44.7)

17 327(25.8) 9( 0.7) 336(26.5)

18 184(14.5) 1( oD 185(14.6)

19 8( 06) 0( 0.0) 8( 06)
Total 648(512)  618(488)  1266(100.0)

A7 648H 02 512% AL HAE 618FLR
488% At FAE 1747} 258% 2 718 Bk
o2 1647} 356% 2 71 B

Table 2. Sorts of delingency and frequency.

No(%)
Item Male Female Total

4 329(50.8) 101(163) 430(339)
=5 395(61.0) 199(322) 594(47.0)
TTEEd 484(747) 9114.7) 575(454)
gAag&4 166(256) 104(16.8) 270(213)
TrE7HAI &) 480(74.1) 452(73.1) 932(735)
5EFRE 54( 83) 16( 26) 70( 56)
= 507(782) 127(206) 634(50.0)
+3AMF 491(75.8) 122(19.7) 613(48.4)
S3H|Oe 552(852) 168(27.2) 720(56.8)
a4 458(70.7) 245(39.6) 703(55.5)
e B 337(520) 195(31.6) 532(420)
EZNENY 54( 83) 30( 32) 74( 58)
S, Fdds 212(327) 220(359) 432(34.1)
8% 181(279) 51( 83) 232(183)
84 108(16.7) 28( 45) 136(10.7)
Yxgke dPe  48( 74) 20( 32) 68( 54)
3 259(400) 87(14.1) 346(27.3)
& 121187) 84(136) 205(162)
F712A 123(187) 32( 52) 155(122)
BGAEE 51C 79) 25( 40) 76( 60)
EEFde 143(22.1) 4( 7.1 187(14.8)
F37EHE 267(412) 123(199) 390(30.8)
s 271(41.8) 84(136) 355(28.0)
7t& 107(165) 24( 39) 131(10.3)
2ady 92(142) 33( 53 125( 99)
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Table 3. Relationship of sex and delinquency

Table 7. Relationship of school examination

score. rank and delinquency score.
Sex Mumber Meant+ SD Exam. rank Number(%) Mean+ SD
Mele 640 9.69+ 5.50 1-10 369(31.6) 6.1+ 56
Female 613 433+ 448 11-20 331(284) 62+ 46
(P<0.0001) 21-30 216(1855) 73+£49
31—40 148(12.7) 9.0+ 56
Table 4. Relationship of pocket money and deli- 41-50 62( 5.3) 104+ 7.7
nquency score. 51—60 41( 35) 137+ 9.1
Money(10000)  Number(%) Meanz SD Total 1,167(100.0)
0—- 3 656(53.5) 51+ 42 P{0.0001
3— 5 309(25.2) 76+ 49 Minimal singificance difference - 2.18
5-10 128(104) 94+ 5.1
10— 15 51( 4.2) 10.7+ 59 Table 8. Relationship of family income and
15—20 21( 1.7) 122+ 72 delinquency score.
20— 62( 5.1) 167+ 85 Family income(10, Number(%) Mean+ SD
Total 1,227(100.0) 000)
P<0.0001 0 —100 58( 5.0) 70+ 69
Minimal singificance difference - 2.50 100—300 854(73.0) 65+ 5.0
300— 257(22.0) 96+ 72
Table 5. Relationship of age and delinquency Lol 1,169(100.0)
score. P{0.0001
Age Number( %) Mean<+ SD Minimal singificance difference : 1.61
15 170(136) 43143 Table 9. Correlation of delinquency score with
16 563(45.0) 52+ 49 specific variables.
17 329(26.3) 94154 Variable Correlation Coefficient
18 181(145) 105+ 56 Pocket Money 0.508
19 8( 06) 214+ 60 Age 0498
Total 1251(100.0) Family APGAR scre —0.367
P(0.0001 Examination rank 0.281
Minimal singificance difference - 328 Family income 0232
Table 6. Relationship of family APGAR and de-  Education status 0.134
linquency score. of father
APGAR  Number Mean:t SD P{0.0001
0— 3 271 9.72+ 6.44
4— 6 49 891+ 5.14 8. 71& Felnt vl Tete| 2| (Table 8)
7-10 432 493+ 451 7HE4 & 1005l A 3009 74A) 7} 854
Total 1252 B(730%) 22 7} B3k 30090 de] 257
P<0.0001 B(220%) 28 O 9F At vl 3 H 9o

Minimal singificance difference - 0.87

FAE 1009+ |3t 1§92 v A H =7} 709]
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Abstract
The predictive factors influencing on the juvenile delinquency

Chul In Kim, MD,, Dong Su Lee, MD,, Jae Yong Shim, M.D,,
Yoo Sun Moon, M.D., Hye Ree Lee, M.D.
Department of Medicine Yonsei University College of Medicine

Background : Increasing juvenile delinquency has developed as a social problem and adolescent
in its characteristics has tendency not to exposure their problems to physician. For early detection
and anticipatory guidance of juvenile delinquency by finding predictive factors of delinquency, we
are intended to investigate into the correlation between juvenile delinquency and predictive factors
of juvenile delinquency.

Methods - A self-reported questionnaire survey was conducted on 1,266 high school students in
Kangnam-Ku, Seoul, from March to May 1994. We made statistical analysis of the family APGAR
score, demographic data and delinquency score by means of correlation and multiple regression.
Demographic factors include age, sex, family income, educational status of parents, and pocket money
indicating family background and examination rank indicating their achievement in school.

Results . The factors significantly associated with juvenile delinquency score were pocket money
(r=0508), age(r=0.428), family APGAR score(r=0.367), and examination rank(r=0.281) and R’
was 0.44. Compared with female students, male students were significantly high in delinquency score.

Conclusions : Tendency of juvenile delinquency was significantly high in male students, and was
related with age, much pocket money, low family APGAR score, low exmination rank in this study.(J
Koran Acad Fam Med 1995: 16 : 731~738)

key words : juvenile delinquency, family APGAR score, adolescent, predictive factors of juvenile
delinquency

738



