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The association of parental drinking levels and awareness
with juvenile delinquency
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Objectives: This study investigates the association between parental drinking levels, awareness, and juvenile
delinquency using 13th wave of the Korean Welfare Panel Data. Methods: Participants in this study were 371
adolescent children, attending middle-school. Data were collected and analyzed by descriptive statistics and
logistic regression using SPSS 21.0. Results: The variables of harmful parental drinking behaviors, hazardous
parental drinking and alcohol-dependent mother were statistically and significantly associated with juvenile
delinquency. Students who had an alcohol-dependent mother were 4.92 times as likely to behave delinquently
compared to as students who had mother. Interactions of harmful drinking behaviors between father and
mother was the main variable associated with juvenile delinquency. Conclusion: Our results support the need
for a broader understanding of the effects of parental drinking behaviors on adolescent children. We suggest
the development and implementation of programs of prevention for the harmful use of alcohol, targeting
parents who serve as role models to their early adolescent children.
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& Jang, 1999).
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(Table 1) General characteristics of study subjects
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A WA 37178 5 FAF 1777847.7%), oA 19478
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7+ 407(10.8%), &5t 7 ZRA7F 3317(89.2%)°14ct.
3 P ool T YRk E4S SRIgH Ay, AA o
A 3717 5 B 5= St 3E A= 6378
(17.0%)°1H 1 Z FA Ahq v1&(54.0%)°] o4&} 2R vl&
(46.4%) X}t =9It Table 1).
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unit: N(%)

Variables Category

Juvenile delinquency

Total

No Yes
Gender Boy 177 (47.7) 143 (46.4) 34 (54.0)
Girl 194 (52.3) 165 (54.6) 29 (46.0)
Ist 115 (31.0) 97 (31.5) 18 (28.6)
Grade 2nd 132 (35.6) 106 (34.4) 26 (41.3)
3rd 124 (33.4) 105 34.D 19 (30.2)
Household type Single father or mother 20 ( 5.4) 15 ( 4.9 5(7.9
Two-parent family 351 (94.6) 293 (95.1) 58 (92.1)
Household income General-income group 331 (89.2) 273 (88.6) 58 (92.1)
Lower-income group 40 (10.8) 35 (11.4) 5(7.9
Total 371(100.0) 308 (83.0) 63 (17.0)




86 BHUSHZEIEEK| H37H H1E

2. GIORICl HIY

o

ooll

H]Y P50 Wt £F F, SO AL T fu=
SPAY A Al SR AE 115%8(1.0%) 2= 7F
woron ARALS SHAY 52 &0ltky 295t A=
4078(10.7%), AAIET} Lol7} 2. AjtEa) A2 o}2e] T

(Table 2) Delinquency of study subjects(N=371)

o Zolbchi Sut ARd 247(6.5%)°1%0c. 41l
Solut 452) TA] chel w2 Agzateka Sk A
149G 8olglom, L TS 2 52 4 of
28] Ttk S5t A 8 147G.8%°10 BS A
EAUCISD, ©F B FBABEE, HEbks 5)E Wk
1 -32%t A= It Table 2).

unit: N(%)

Variables Not true Sometimes true Often true
Do not mind doing anything bad 365( 98.4) 5( 1.3) 100.3)
Hang out with bad friends 357( 96.2) 13( 3.5) 100.3)
To lie or deceive others 331( 89.2) 35( 9.9) 5(1.3)
Prefer to play with older kids than me 347( 93.5) 20( 5.4) 4(1.1)
Run away from home 370( 99.7) 1( 0.3) 0(0.0)
Set a fire 371(100.0) 0( 0.0) 000.0
Steals other things from the house 366( 98.7) 5( 1.3) 0(0.0)
Use foul language or offensive words 256( 69.0) 97(26.1) 18(4.9)
Think too much about sexual behavior or sexual relationships 357( 96.2) 14( 3.8) 0(0.0)
Truancy 365( 98.4) 6( 1.6) 0(0.0)
Drinking or drug use 371(100.0) 0( 0.0) 0(0.0)
Break things or facilities 368( 99.2) 3( 0.8) 0(0.0)
Steal things in the house 368( 99.2) 3( 0.8 0(0.0)
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(Table 3) Drinking level and awareness of study subject’'s parent
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unit: M+SE, N(%)

Variables Category Father Mother Parent
(N=228) (N=167) (N=395)

Score of total 7.98+2.35 4.25+1.59 6.40+2.26

Harmful drinking behavior score 6.95+1.58 4.02+1.34 5.80+1.56

Classification Alcohol dependence score 0.60+0.56 0.18+0.32 0.43+0.49

AUDIT-K Dangerous drinking score 0.72£0.75 0.14+0.31 0.48+0.62
Lower risk 145(63.6) 117(70.1) 262(66.3)

Level of drinking problem Hazardous drinking 80(35.1) 37(22.2) 117(29.6)

Alcohol abuse / dependence 3( 1.3 13( 7.8) 16( 4.1)

Score of total 0.58+0.45 0.17£0.27 0.42+0.40

CAGE Level of drinking problem Problem drinking 53(20.7) 4( 2.4) 57(13.4)

Note. AUDIT-K=Alcohol Use Disorder Identification Test-Korean; CAGE=Cut-down, Annoyed, Guilty, Eye-opener

(Table 4) Results of logistic regression analyses: Odd ratio for juvenile delinquency

Juvenile delinquency

Variables
OR 95% CI

Gender 0.89 0.453-1.736

Household income 0.69 0.216-2.231

Number of friends 1.02 1.001-1.045

Contact frequency 0.89 0.603-1.325

Friend attachment 1.00 0.846-1.187

Friend's peer attachment 0.90 0.738-1.099
Friend's flying experience 1.04 0.875-1.244
Friend's punishment experience (school) 1.30 0.656-2.579
Friend's punishment experience (police station) 0.76 0.148-3.948
Father's harmful drinking behavior 0.70 0.544-0.908
Mother's harmful drinking behavior 0.54 0.370-0.789
Father's alcohol dependence 1.69 0.943-3.014
Mother's alcohol dependence 492 1.904-12.733
Father's dangerous drinking 0.60 0.365-0.978
Mother's dangerous drinking 0.26 0.106-0.658
Father's drinking awareness 1.79 0.946-3.370
Mother's drinking awareness 1.06 0.243-4.631

F=3.729(p<.001)

R%=.406

Note. OR=0dds Ratio; CI=Confidence Interval; Variable input for predicting juvenile delinquency
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(Table 5) Factor of associated with juvenile delinquency

oF gRIFQIL}. Ho] IF-E o)F, HuLo| |22 25 I
& ARG A HIY 5 T 4 A
o} F8 ¥4 7R, Hio g2 S5 P d5zkgo]
9] B|g 5o 7MY 2 P PRl AR UEkT
(Table 5).

Independent variable B t p-value
Number of friends .084 1.514 131
Father's harmful drinking behavior -.434 -3.023 .007
Mother's harmful drinking behavior -.452 -3.243 .004
Mother's alcohol dependence .035 0.435 .011
Father's dangerous drinking -.020 -0.271 787
Mother's dangerous drinking -.512 -2.135 .034
Interaction X parental harmful drinking behavior 593 2.973 .003
Interaction X parental alcohol dependence -.184 -1.484 139
Interaction X parental drinking awareness 169 1.399 163
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