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Abstract

This study is aimed at providing a proper education to improve the level of engagement of youth at risk
in correctional education programs for the purpose of reducing recidivism and repetition of offenses. The
samples were randomly selected among youths involved in on-campus violation who attended eight types
of correctional programs provided by the Centers for Cultivating Juveniles' Dreams by the experience sampling
method. Important findings are as follows. First, their initial levels of engagement in the correctional programs
were found to be low. Second, their levels engagement were highest in occupational education depending
on educational contents and were also high in theater therapy, jury education, etiquette education and field
trips to experience centers. Third, their engagement levels were relatively higher among female, middle
school dropouts and those requesting counseling/investigation. The implications and limitations of the research

findings are also discussed.
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Table 2. Participants’ socio-demographic information

Division N(%) Division N(%)
Male 316(71.2) Male 320(71.3)
Gender Gender
Female 128(28.8) Female 129(28.7)
Middle school student 134(30.2) Middle school student 138(30.7)
drop out of middle school 77(17.3) drop out of middle school 78(17.4)
Grade high school student 150(33.8) Grade high school student 151(33.6)
1
drop out of high school 74(16.7) drop out of high school 75(16.7)
graduate high school 9(2.0) graduate high school 7(1.6)
School 134(30.2) School 137(30.5)
request prosecution/court 177(39.9) request prosecution/court 179(39.9)
type type
counsel/investigation 133(30.3) counsel/investigation 133(29.6)
Male 318(71,5) Male 306(70.8)
Gender Gender
Female 127(28.5) Female 126(29.2)
Middle school student 157(35.5) Middle school student 149(34.5)
drop out of middle school 77(17.3) drop out of middle school 77(17.8)
Grade high school student 130(29.2) Grade high school student 129(29.9)
3
drop out of high school 74(16.6) drop out of high school 70(16.2)
graduate high school 7(1.6) graduate high school 7(1.6)
School 155(34.8) School 147(34.0)
request prosecution/court 159(35.7) request prosecution/court 154(35.6)
type type
counsel/investigation 131(29.4) counsel/investigation 131(30.3)
Male 311(71.2) Male 292(69.9)
Gender Gender
Female 126(28.8) Female 126(30.1)
Middle school student 158(36.2) Middle school student 131(31.3)
drop out of middle school 69(15.8) drop out of middle school 77(18.4)
Grade high school student 129(29.5) Grade high school student 129(30.9)
5
drop out of high school 74(16.9) drop out of high school 74(Q17.7)
graduate high school 7(1.6) graduate high school 7(1.7)
School 156(35.7) School 129(30.9)
request prosecution/court 150(34.3) request prosecution/court 158(37.8)
type type
counsel/investigation 131(30.3) counsel/investigation 131(31.3)
Male 311(71,0) Male 310(70.9)
Gender Gender
Female 127(29.0) Female 127(29.1)
Middle school student 156(35.6) Middle school student 155(385.5)
drop out of middle school 71(16.2) drop out of middle school 72(16.5)
Grade high school student 129(29.5) Grade high school student 129(29.5)
7
drop out of high school 75(17.1) drop out of high school 74(16.9)
graduate high school 7(1.6) graduate high school 7(1.6)
School 154(85.2) School 153(35.0)
request prosecution/court 152(34.7) request prosecution/court 152(34.8)
type type
counsel/investigation 132(30.1) counsel/investigation 132(30.2)

1. Law-related Education, 2, psychotest, 3, jury education, 4, dramatherapy, 5. vocational education,

6. delinquency prevention education, 7. courtesy education, 8, on—the—spot study
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71 ado] wSoA Kol wa=9 9]
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flo

>

oA 3.49(.95) %, o)A MK Distracted) $F°]%)
o, A 2l e, SbIAAEe e

>*§‘~

Fo| Hzsly 2EZon], Wool HA 0l gre

71°l aso] FFsh= Ae FEo] 5hH(Nam, 2001;
Ahn, 2002; Lee, 2004), 7}x|2} Algo] S=4x|%] Qo)
S SREFE Hole AR UETtHKwon,
2001), & QoAM= WY uKo]| Fosh= $17]7% 4

L ]
e o] Holaht 22 BSolst Yo 23

Table 3. Engagement of youth at risk

M(SD) Level
3.49(.95) Distracted

Engagement

QFcHt=—717.541, p< 001). 01% ago] ZgPArs
WSE] o] FAE T A EE L QS-S o]t

CH(Table 4)).

Table 4. Changes in the level engagement

FERER I

Table 5. Sub-type levels of engagement

AN Z
17/]<‘L_ LS

e WS

P =9k, e 3.48(.99), &
A =YL 3.47(SD=.90) 2 UERFTH(Table 5)).
9] E91& Hol
7Fs/3ol Slrt.

o

Sub—type M(SD) Level
Behavioral Academic 3.54(.99) Distracted
Engagement
Cognitive Academic 3.47(.90) Distracted
Engagement
Emotional Academic 3.48(.99) Distracted
Engagement
s9l R S50 wske

Table 6. Sub-type level changes

Engagement of Early | Engagement of Late

education M(SD) education M(SD) t

3.42(.95) 3.56(,94) -717.541""

(001

Early Late
Division education | education t
M(SD) M(SD)
Behavioral | 5 47 99) | 3.62(97) | 524664
Engagement
cosnitive | g 55(90) | 3.57(89) | 1597451
Engagement
Emotional -
3.40(,99) 3.56(.98) —588.348
Engagement
wE p 001
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go] WLEYof| n|x| FAT7) ()= 2298 WAL
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wARSHEE 71 de] wesEdS E9
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. = =
=, AEEATE w2 720 5¥e Hole o=
Ly e Hlsﬂoﬂ%ﬂ", AEEAY, EHas

= #—r«l E?J" Hol= Hii'—— AR5l
(M=3.89, SD=.63), A3 AsHM=3.85, SD=.95),
1228 (M=3.84, SD=.61), H|AYUWS(M= 3 83,
SD=.60), o] -m-8(M=3.83, SD=.60)0]c}. 21714
AU o] WS Fofste] A2 0w PEslal i

2 4419 ol WSt

Table 7. Engagement levels by content-specific

SD=1,09), H|3jolHwS(M=2,92, SD=1.14), Z&HuL
S(M=2.88, SD=1,10)2 7|H2WUSL o] w50l 2+
ofslHA] o A=A 02 FEsial A4k 559 9K
U 8 RES S8l SHE =
Ao R ZRlE et
Scheffe AFS- A5 A3t (4), (B), B)7F(O), D), (E)
(@), ()Xot =] 4520] 5741@2?& FofstA W
Ak & RS, AYAAL BIF L

i ok 9 0] 8 BRI 2 51
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v
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¥ rr 4o
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o
(o)
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O
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jinss
d
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jinss
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i
jinss
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Zo| =2 wgo 7 HJLIT(M—391 SD=.66), <&
%(M=3,89, SD=.66), AlFHHeHM=3.89, SD=.66),

SD=.66), W4 Ha-S(M=3,88,
SD=.66)2] &0 & UElgt} 3589 o] kri=
AL wgol ASHOm Polsh 73S 2 A9,
A7 IS Aes] dRdl= A _,11]]5]_]—4. lﬂ{ﬂoﬂ
A7 AH O] FPEEollFo| LEO 1y
(M=2.93, SD=1,15), A12|7AHM=2.96, SD=1,14), ]
ol HlS(M=2,97, SD=1,18) 0.8 FEEQ] 30|

Contents M(SD) Level F Scheffé

Law-related Education 2.88(1.10) Disaffected
psycho test 2.93(1.09) Disaffected
jury education 3.83(.60) Distracted

drama therapy 3.84(,61) Distracted " A, D, E G H

, ' : 569,321 B(C, D, E, G H

vocational education 3.89(,63) Distracted F({C, D, E, G, H
delinquency prevention education 2.92(1.14) Disaffected
courtesy education 3.83(,60) Distracted
on—the—spot study 3.85(,63) Distracted

1. A! Law-related Education, B: psycho test, C: jury education, D: drama therapy, E: vocational education,
F. delinquency prevention education, G:. courtesy education, H: on—the—spot study

2, ¥ p< 001
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& WHof| pEA o Hojstal 2

SIAIE

olRela}A) SEato] G AIolE 43508 ol

Sh= Alo|t}, Scheffe }? A%

©, D), ®), (

3.81, SD=.59)

Table 8. Sub-type levels of engagement by content-specific

= FofspA ‘ﬁ&*ﬁ}. %ZZH, A=
21 1W-8(M=3.83, SD=.59), o]
.59), AlA¢THM=3.81,
HHNOJMT(P, 80, SD=.59) =0|3]

B52G Al e

T} g 4

U0l

SD=.66),

23 (4), B), (F)

o] Eﬂ]x% [e)

7}

[e)]e]
e
W3 (M=3.80, SD=
A2 2 (M=

St

71— W] 1o o, e

71918) meighchs 2k ol ol

Jl:u,‘%‘ z‘:"]Jl_tc-,‘(l\/[ 2 87 SD=

1.02), A8]HAKM=2,92, SD=,99), H|sja]}n-B(M=

2,93, SD=1.07) & QIAZY 0] Rk= A2 Ale
S B5o] oA BASHA 44 ok, AES
Bkl 3 wefsh AL, FolAlt HES o
8 44 gk Aolek. Scheffe A}? 4% an
@), ®), ®7©), ), ®, @), EET} A
0l o2 oA 3 cr HWH e ERES

Fo| =28 wgo A W8 (M=3.92, SD=.67), AT
ZAsHM=3.88, SD=.99), &= E(M=3.82, SD=.59),
ol A w-8(M=3.81, SD=.59), HjAlL-8(M=3.81, SD=

>

o] B A 18LAA

T

o]
= d
Lol A= e SUIR sk Am|3lo] she A

Contents M(SD) Level F Scheffé
Law-related Education 2.93(1,15) Disaffected
psycho test 2.96(1.14) Disaffected
jury education 3.88(.66) Distracted
drama therapy 3.89(,66) Distracted AC. D, E G H
Behavioral e ’ C
Engagement vocational education 3.91(.66) Distracted 503,420 B(C, D, E, G, H
o p F(, D, E, G, H
enquency prevention 2.97(1,18) Disaffected
education
courtesy education 3.89(,66) Distracted
on—the—spot study 3.89(,66) Distracted
Law-related Education 2.87(1,02) Disaffected
psycho test 2.92(,99) Disaffected
jury education 3.80(.59) Distracted
drama therapy 3.81(.59) Distracted AC. D, E, G, H
Cognitive - 7
Engagement vocational education 3.83(.59) Distracted 584.701 B, D, E, G, H
deli i F{, D, E G H
einquency prevention 2.93(1.07) Disaffected
education
courtesy education 3.80(,59) Distracted
on—the—spot study 3.81(.59) Distracted
Law-related Education 2.83(1.17) Disaffected
psycho test 2.88(1.17) Disaffected
jury education 3.81(.59) Distracted
drama therapy 3.82(,59) Distracted A, D, E, G, H
Emotional vocational education 3.92(.67) Distracted 589,358 B, D, E G H
Engagement C<E
delinquency Preventlon 2.86(1.18) Disaffected F{C, D, E, G, H
education
courtesy education 3.81(.59) Distracted
on—the—spot study 3.88(.99) Distracted

1. A! Law-related Education, B: psycho test, C: jury education, D: drama therapy, E: vocational education,
F. delinquency prevention education, G: courtesy education, H:on—the—spot study

2, ¥ p< 001
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Table 9. Multivariate analysis of variance

source Variables Wilks' s A Multivariate F df e Step by step F df
Behavioral Engagement 2760647 7 208 503,420 7
Contents | Cognitive Engagement 739 2543523 7 234 67.726™" 7
Emotional Engagement 3112,245™ 7 1233 68.453"" 7

#EEp < 001

ott, L] o] Yo W8S FHW-S(M=2,93,

SD=1.15), Al]HAHM=2.96, SD=114), H]3jal|s}aL
£(M=2.97, SD=1,18) 0.2 7Fg&EQ] 2=Zo] Yrh= 7]

& &5o] o A E7IsHAY 7] nhiest

BT Blsh) oh, Fojxls 5 Sulsh S:ast

A ¢z Aol Scheffe AR A5 A3} (A), (B), (F)7F
©, D), (B), @), EHES 7::”3 o ol FAA L
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2 ol Wl 2, Fms, HelaAl vl
2 w8l WA 97134 35, o
Szzo] WA kb Bl

ut

frE=N-3
A=), 232
o

A p{ 001 WAL
-goll whet ws=9] Oﬂ 945_} o7t Q= A

2 BEAEQIt), Wilks' A& FEAF F Fvhy] Bito
AAER= BlEolt), AT EAte] ApRJsh= Hlgo] 2
oW ol= Ht FAto] AA[Sh= HlEo] AR ER 1

o

—

& Aot Avke As Sneitt,
Aol w2 AolE 7H%‘ FTEUTER LA 2y,

& wet wEE9E 735t
647, p<.001), AAEY(F=

29)(F=3112.245, p<.001)°]
FrERE Aot A= Ao = UrE}kkE}. dAA P
A agfigof] whel 2E-E U (F=503.420, p<.001), <1
A E)(F=67.726, p<.001), ZAHER)(F=68.453, p<.
00Dl frofgt 2pol7} A= AR LERdT. @A

2082
20.8%, QIA=R]0] 2342 & HQl(variation) = 23.4%
A, A= 0] 23302 ZF WOl(variation) =
23.3% =7} wsU-gof &fsf AL ¢

ﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂl oJ8l 73 ol A

oEL
ful
rir
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(0]
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]IO
i.‘_’
(7

M- o
Z. LSS DAL 27130 2

e
=2 d
Bl At M a3, BEEY, YR o

BB SFL (Table 1003} Lo YA

3.42(SD=,96), oJAFA4AE 3.70(SD=.96) 2.2 IR}

48] WEBYFF] WALl s it

(=-15.114, p(.00D, THebA] A4 Hlo] B 4
S w& F4o] a7

-

ox!

Table 10. Engagement levels by gender

Division Engagement M(SD) t
Male 3.42(.93)
—15.114
Female 3.70(.96)
HHEp < 001

YW Folehs §7134e] Aol B =
2BYY 9153 BYSES (Table 13} 2k
WFBYSFEL o4 o] 3.78(SD=1.08)01 7,
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AL 3 45(SD=.96)013{THt=—16.989, p(.00T).  WSEQ 450] 71 B YEHB)E= (O} (AR} &
29428 o4 3.63(SD=900] YA & W8EY ST, BEBYG0| 7P e

W 3.41(SD= 89) 2 BRIEIQIT(1=-12,395, p 00D,  THDS} B)o] HlehHE BAZ o Sola L3kt

E94El oA AEM=3.69, SD=.98))0] T ({Table 12)). TjoFal Atk

40, SD=98) 0% UBhdth=-15132, WS tjao] BeJat 4 9l w8e] 40| Waslr,

i)

p<.001), OE%%‘?J VY, FHEY A GF B RS Folshs AR wel w2 B
F SR AR M 52 B SEE ol SR FE Tuble 193} 2t 2A

Table 11. Sub-type levels of engagement by gender

€
oA e PeEdrse FTHuE FERF FadM=3,97
SD=92)0] T2 wWHZsMY: M=3.41, SD= 95, 1538}
A: M=370, SD=1.07, 1SsHuEE: M=3.20,
SD=.79, 1S8k1£¢]: M=3.10, SD=71)9] H4Ho]

Diviion MSD) t M3 e BYRES molw QIYIrHF=233.730,
Behavioral Male 3.45(,96) _16 989" OlAlEOI AR O ZElaZ ZEEl XAL
Engagement Female 3.78(1.03) ’ p<.001), M= SEE FERF A4
Cognitive Male B.41088) | o 3.78(SD=.78)0] T SHJEi(FIMY: M=3.37,
Engagement Female 3.63(.91) ' SD=.89), T1538MY: M=3.59, SD=.96), 1S&}1%
Ei?;’;ﬁit Fﬁ:e zzgiz: ~15.132"" M=3.19, SD=77), TE8H1Z£S]: M=3.14, SD=.67)¢]

ik p < 001

2) Wigel T2 WL 33163

ool Hls w2 dAEYTES Holal dl
(p<.001)., HHEUTES FOAE FET

e (M=3.87, SD=.89)0| t}2 sF&A}e]|(Z5HAY: M=3. 35,
=

;§
T

ot
B
s

wgol] wE wSE9Y e FA 338 SD=98, mSEMAY: M=3.62, SD=1,07, IS8l
(SD=.93), &etul5E| 3.88(SD=.84), 1155HY 3.64 M=3.18, SD=.80, z‘; Z9]: M=3.01, SD=.79)2]
(SD=1.02), 15eu5E 3,19(SD=,78), 1l5stusE Hado] vla|] =& 7HAEQ|ZS wol )itk
¢ 3.08(SD=,72) = St s FERF oo 7 = (p<.001). Scheffe ARS 7,;%— A} PEEQ oJx| =]
< WEEUTES HOlAl Q9L IESE U AR 4o /M =2 FUB)E A EQSR0]
BedSe] M R BAEUSES Bole AR Ry ke ek} ) vis) $AK0R fofsh w2
Uehdth, o= BAMCE FORE Bt AolE Hols xS mor)
Zo|tHF=201,142, p< 001), Scheffe AFS 7%= A1}
Table 12. Engagement levels by grade
Division M(SD) F Scheffé
Middle school student 3.38(,93)
drop out of middle school 3.88(,84)
Grade high school student 3.64(1.02) 201,142 géﬁzgg
drop out of high school 3.19(.78)
graduate high school 3.08(.72)

1, Middle school student: A, drop out of middle school: B, high school student: C, drop out of high school: D,
graduate high school: E

2, ¥ p< 001
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Table 13. Sub-type levels of engagement by grade

Division M(SD) F Scheffe
Middle school student 3.38(.93)
drop out of middle school 3.88(,84)
Grade high school student 3.64(1.02) 201,142 géi%g
drop out of high school 3.19(.78)
graduate high school 3.08(.72)

1, Middle school student: A, drop out of middle school: B, high school student: C, drop out of high school: D,

graduate high school: E
2. FE¥ p 001

Table 14. Engagement levels by request type

Division M(SD) F Scheffé
School 3.60(,96)
prosecution/court 3.29(.89) 168,630 Ezi
counsel/investigation 3.61(.97)

1, School: a, prosecution/court: b, counsel/investigation: ¢
2. FE¥ p.001

3) wEoRIREl M uS=Y offiREd o5

WP RFE St HE 9 HAYR, e
ZAREC 2 FLRsto] WEEY O S Yol ATt
)27} 3.60(SD=,96), A& HYoZ= 3,29
(SD=.89), AHZAR= 3.61(SD=.97)2 Leht, A
ZARE Aado] 7P =2 S-S Holal daat
oA of=lH Aado] A or Wk ol &
AH oz Folgt Hat xfo|o]th(F=168.630, p<.001).
Sl T wSEY a2 SEYo] =2 4

o7 (oI5H EUTH(Table 14)).

Lol Folgh= 71 Ao Waolg]5-o]
{Table 15y} 2t} 3
U_,Z_/\].tl]— x%/\Lq.‘zo] }.:ol—*r
o shmel ojEiE JAuEe] BGEol

9t ol TA|E

of iRy E 472

=2 T

Fd 7R TS KER /E)]-

A2 9FE HAEE
(M=3.63, SD=.97)%}

L93)Ht} EQTHF=175.599, p{.001).

o] 3.6

2ol
CRSRE
Az HYoF(M=3.32, SD=

QAL 8

Ha)2t Hetb)7F 1559 52 =2 Ao 2ot wollA oJ=lE FA4d 3.58(SD=,90)°] AHEAKM=
Table 15. Sub-type levels of engagement by request type
Division M(SD) F Scheffeée
School 3.63(.97)
Behavioral prosecution/court 3.32(,93) 175,599 blalc
Engagement
counsel/investigation 3.68(1,03)
School 3.58(,90)
Cognitive prosecution/court 3.28(.84) 156,617 béa
Engagement clb
counsel/investigation 3.55(,91)
School 3.58(1,02)
Emotional prosecution/court 3.26(,92) 166.759™" béa
Engagement clb
counsel/investigation 3.59(1,00)

1. A! Law-related Education, B: psycho test, C: jury education, D: drama therapy, E: vocational education,
F. delinquency prevention education, G:. courtesy education, H: on—the—spot study

2, ¥ p< 001
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Use the Jin Hee Son’s data part of the doctoral

thesis,
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