@287 %m
The Korean Journal of School Psychology
2014, Vol. 11, No. 1, 185-205

e mE FE-AY #A, ¥4 9, v #

3w 483

flo

o 1
T A3k, FRA @A v A G, wEA
2

@ oYL JIYE Ha) PR oho] w1 ¥

B o g oA

LA AAEel i A}
T49 A A d ZAKKorea
SRS AARAA HHS &

04l ARE FeIA o

=
Hlge A o] gtk ®

ZA=w Wol W= W H|ge o

=

A2 Aoz Yephyth 3, A718H wAAA E&(Autoregressive Cross-Lagged Modeling)

< A&t E4E AAg 23, FRA B, WFA 92, HlE 3 @AM s 9y 3t
Aot G ALE Yeiyth &, ofehe) 7 FRA wAek vl E Glo] Hldel] 9
FE vAE v, G vge] R A9 vlg veld] S A Aom
Uehgth 8 dae Aad Hg 2 Az gle] 4 AE oldistn A2 F.Ad |
P2 o, Hdshs vl Lo AHA s AlFasict

Q0] 1 Ha-xjd 2| 8|2

+ w21 A A Corresponding Author) : ©]AR, a1t Ew APH
Tel : 02-3290-2306, E-mail : leesang(@korea.ac.kr

- 185 -

o

3}
S}

W5

3}
<l

1=
AT
o
0]
>

2
o
0
0x
2
Pal
N
o
H
El
>
Pal
re

I A2 ST AdE 57



RENEC

Aad v gddor =eue P53
oz, & B AL T FA A
oz vehve Aleld Fofe tEel 9
71 Aads Aolste H o] vk,
gy, 2009; olFF, HEY, AT, ey,
2009. Had HPE FHor fAh FAE
Hole Zo® HuEm o), 1 o]
AR Fxs), JasiEa o, AT Yol
I e Aol A7 ABlEAR dFH
I ArkE7 a9 8], 2007; AaE, ofE)

9, 2007; olge, ok 2008). Fad HH
20119 83,0687 2= s A 20074
88,10471HTH Thh ZFo]E oK AdW A,
2012), 200913 AWH g oz Qg i»gt,gu
Wb 182 2FE HE ks Bd
H 71 Aoz HE Fo] i E‘r("PXl g,
2R 2013). B3] A7} g Had HE
o] Hlgo] AA Hid MH 405%F AX
stetl, ol HE Aador uWld g
2222 Hlgatee Aopid S s Ho
BT} 7 o]xkA BlgE W He Aew
B 4 THLemert, 1967). 3HH, T Yehte
ad Hge] E thE 540 Jdeio] v
< Fashe ARl vl gl H|g

FAlge e 758
2005). o3| H|gY
10% mRto] oyt FEs] Frkste] Ad
2008\ el = oF 209744 S7HATHCH AT,
2010). L& HEAY 9 HlEE o] A vl
o] g AR Y] W] diideR o)
Aol Hlgdel tigk AF7E FEgon, of2fg
ALS|1A Wske g vlge] At dia] B

fr

ﬂ

M,

ol

ok Al B4 gido] Fgde A|Ala)
2] ARglelA vl tid Adw} Aae 4
Hel| wigt 24 vehd = dve S 1

& Aayd Hae Agae of

E4 0] 2(Social Control Theory,
Hirshci, 19693} Y9lo]22 & 4 Uthols
A, 2004). ARSlEA ] 2ol M= ARIA fi7h
Hlg s BAdtE 46 71E &2 mE
of #A Eded W Tl wWEd HEg g
ek theret Al
2 Fo Tkl e 59 FRAAAE
Azl Qo 74 7127k A feldA
Fag, foprlol Pmapd
oHz BAZE AdaA FAHA e B+
HQle Belell sl igat B S Zte As
olglel & & i, dopb A1 4
Al YHE M 2 F UtkBowlby, 1944,
1973). &, Helo] &M & —Zrt‘“} g 9
H]Z2] Helo] W<
T = glon, o Hild gt 7o
et add o]
2] HQlo] mlge]
AANA] AFRIA| el e M e w=rko] EAT
thaba 4= v S A&, 2009; Kerr, Stattin,
& Burk, 2010; Laird, Pettit,
2003; Ray & Downs, 1986; Stewart,
Conger, & Scaramella, 2002; Thomas & Bishop,
1984).
B dTe 4gaTeA R, vl

Bates, & Dodge,

Simons,

EdAst= ol 5“2@—3: Fa o] A w9l
b QAREAE FEstaal ek Hdadte
Alet BlF2dRlo] Hlge] M
got=x] oldx]o T3t =gho] ZAlst= o]

LS
!
>4
s
e

- 186 -



et 5/ g8 g f£2-

S 3, PR FololA sjdse AY
I 9tk A SHEH o]i;ﬁ Uo‘]oﬂ :Lﬂdo:l
FRARAL B2 delel e 49

o
St
fd
o
o,
_OL
rlr
oM,
o
2
o
@
)
il
Lt
ro
_OL
N

/[
rol ot

b
N
N
;1
©
>
O
L
N
=l
il
o
oo
gl_g’
Hx
T
b

A B e, W daeE 4
H2 2ot gk EA, FRAEEAY v
T4 9z v WA 99L vAE =

ATE gtk 2o APATE] w2
TR AA L HlE, 123 BlE] <l
7} vlgle] AAE A wg @5d $ 9

AN
h71 8%, 2010; A&, o)A, ol&l7d, A4
5, 2004; ©]AdA), 1995; Griffin, Botvin, Scheier,
Diaz, & Miller, 2000; Hindelang, Hirschi, &
Weiss, 1979; Miller, & Dodge, 2010;
Svensson, 2003). wEhA] o] Al WSl 7+ #HAQ
zAvg o wd 4 TeldlE Bast 4o,

ol ¥ ATelE AEF mAAA =
& (Autoregressive Cross-Lagged Modeling)S =3
R AR, vE gl eln e
g dnele AEdnng an g A
W 2Ag B oleld Bl glo] A A
299 o Ay el 9n) e Aelr)
EAAEAE douaA B o|F Fa) 2
2 27} FA0 Sl ofeby W WA B
o 2 oldstn, Aol wek Aad vAL

© ek mibete o 79

Malone,

AfLE 2EAL,

|j|_n)\| LIo|
O 1 T =,

FR-AHAEA, HIS
ZHA|

S

r
5
03
>

s
=z
o
lo

HIMA = FEAABA L Blge] A
FAZ g AFE0] FEH o] FolA L 9)
th 7, 2010, A&, AAA, AT, 2010
Coley, Votruba-Drzal, & Schindler, 2008; Hoeve,
Van der Put, Dubas, Van der Laan, &
Gerris, 2012). 3F=A A 3)d ZAKKorea Youth
Panel Survey: KYPS) AEE Algs| FRofz
HlE HRl, Aad Bge] dAE A
HEF 50100 wrEd F-Eof e g
degsi, e R L
ste Aoz Yetkth a2y vj=e] F
o2} E(National Longitudinal Study of Adolescent
Health & €83 U458 =(Parenting) 9} H] g
NEZAAES EA3E Martha(2012)9] Aol u}
2H B o Z(Parental Attachment)®@} H]3] 7+
WA FHoIIT. =, FE-AAA T}
FA o H|go] Frleta Hlgs Wol A
A2 FRAGHATE YA FsA o
Al(Reciprocal relationship)2}e A o]t} F-R-z}4
HAE Nz FgshA] %3 FHE(Monitoring
or Supervision) O 2 A HE AFEA
Al FRAAA G v #AE
A Aoz sfMshe B0l FAGTHKerr et
al.,, 2010; Laird et al., 2003; Stewart et al., 2002).
oo} o] BUAE NAATEE A
YeAg 0 kel AFBA) e AYA
A7/} Bage AN

vl 9l Had v QAAAAE
et AT 9Al FES] o] FolA L 9)
CIAE, 1995; 175, 2010, &S 5, 20105
HHg F, 2009; ©]/84], 19955 &R, by

A, g, 201, B AgEo] vl 19l

Stams,

vl gl

lo

fr

N

eER

- 187 -



st=2Ale(sEA): s

o

ol vl Mdgitt= Hdelol & 73t o
A AN welw, o= HPATSY A
J2 e Aoz ¥ 4 ke &
Sellers, 2004; Matsueda, 1992; Triplett & Jarjoura,
1994). 12} o] Zht] Hlg 520099 <
FolME w1z delo] Hae wAE 93
ok Hlao] ¥4 Yl nlAE 9
G 2 Aew et U Sen

SARE Al ABAE
7187 wAAA EAY

[¢]

< = o7 Ads
=FAG U, e d7E2 duAER
4L Y FEAEE ARG sitet=
ol &4 Sl w2t HlF gelo] v
o= e At d7E YAk webA
o2 AYAT Aol EdA= ATEIo

H7tEA FAAREC] UE o9 wetiEn
A7kt WA w2 ofulat (o] g4,
2007, 3%, 2008), o|2f 3k H]FA] Q2
34 fof BAl 2R #o] e Few
Rndn dHAES 5 2010 o4,
= vRAwsh 2o A T u
Al golo] Qolo] I M(Aultman & Wellford,
1979; Heimer & Matsueda, 1994), H]Z2] Y<Qlo]
FRAABA Y] o] H7|%E tkliska &
1999; Stewart et al., 2002). o]#3dF U
Ae A7gse 8Bl E elo|
See GAathe W F53 e, 1
A BRAiEAs MFd g9l F ofu
8Qlo] AegsteAd dajre AutEe A7
Aasol By 7] W] FR-apqd

r l
~
=

Messner,

F

o,

B

=

02{:4"

S

1o

o

i i
Mmoo ox

IR RS .

o
P

o

o

-

9

rg, M
¢
gl

ofl

o

k1

1

£

by

o

k)

(u
2@
=2
x
I

%
>

and By ATl ARE 288 A
2 O JdvkolBE, 2010, Alds 5
2004; ©]/d2], 1995; Griffin et al, 2000; Miller
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Aok £ 19 FEATE A9EH, FEAae] T2 H[FA] 9RlS AL ZE RgdA B
A% T1, T29] W& Zbzt T2, T3¢ FR-2 Ao /o3t zo|7t e Ao Usyth
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Gender Differences in the Longitudinal Relationship among

Parent-Child Relationship, Informal Label and Delinquency

Eunbi Chang Hyunju Choi Gyuyoung Ha Eunhye Park Sangmin Lee

Korea University

This research examines gender difference in the relationship of Parent-Child Relationship, Informal Label
and Delinquency using the data from the Korea Youth Panel Survey(KYPS). More specifically, using
autoregressive cross-lagged modeling, this study analyzed the third, fourth and fifth wave data which
included 1,084 students with a delinquent history. The findings of this study were as follows. First,
Parent-Child Relationship had negative relationship with Delinquency, and Informal Label had positive
relationship with Delinquency. Next, female students showed more Parental Attachment and Parental
Monitoring, but less delinquency behavior than male students did. Lastly, there were gender difference in
relationship among Parent-Child Relationship, Informal Label and Delinquency. That is, in case of female
students, Parent-Child Relationship and reputation influenced on Delinquency. On the other hand, male
students’ delinquent behaviors had impact on Parent-Child Relationship and reputation. The findings
suggest that prevention and intervention of adolescent delinquency should be gender specific. The

implications of results are discussed.

Key words : Parent-Child Relationship, Informal Label, Delinguency, Gender Difference, Autoregressive Cross-Lagged
Modeling
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