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2 o YAHAT MB0H MIZ(ST M19Z, 2019 - 7+2)

.M &

Selutet SRSl 71 AL A EIL Sl REARS B E
2+ A Rolck. 20179 Wee] AURFAR HIARRS AR, BEAR K
A oF 85% o)fol AR -k Wl 9lal 1 5 Aofiver) Hovkd
Atg Rl Qlek (AP AR, 2018). o fiidAl Sl = Aol &2
o] T el BEREe] AENE 58 o Adt 4Fnoud
(Intensive Supervision Probation: ISP)& AlA|SIT} AFAAL AFS U A-2-2] SHAIE S
© U9 Bow g AW AR o]24] ofan, ARSIl A §lo]
15 W S SIFER 3feie] ofd U AERERE el e e

o waPFE AL AARAA ol F03 ofulE etk W E]
AR A OIM 7THE F844e Adst, Atllde ASESEe] Rowd
o] A 9 Al g i ol vl el g st A
3=lo] L} (Byrne, 1990; Latessa et al., 1998; Petersilia & Turner, 1993). Alv}
2PAE JFERIWE] Ay I AYAFES gRE AsEawEe] 29
517 gk o] WSkt AAE 20004e) = Wl znspde &
MEATE= MEREAT dae2 AuiEy, YSEayEo] Eafol A
e Qi Alxo] ohRe] Al gl " Z7HA71E oEA] o
225 A3 Ao g UERT) (Aos et al., 2006; Mackenzie, 2000; Sherman
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et al.,, 1997).

oehfele] 9 WFRERRA RS wej0] oF 200]do] A7k AHelH 1 &
TS Brlelels wEl ujo HEsl 7o) dAloltt (827, 2011). KZEH STk
Aol tieh Babd 77 #5171 ol F shvhs GEF ol e A eyde] o
HF 25 ykzko]| Ha) iP%ﬂ% TRt 54E A 7] Hize)7| = skt il
A B8 5o o R Rowie) Ands aEs ol AR A9
YsEowE %*EL 71& B didAtoll et Al=ad= Zeke] wetollA Az

S-1o] ASERTWES oyt fidARt did S Slg Adut didAlol
Hlal of 1-23] AFeFeh= Aol 237] whzolek 20008 Sof nlsofAe 7]&



]Z:,P% 7}3) BA o) EAA HEH SIHEA ol RNR(Risk-Needs-Responsivity)
2 HEA AHYAS fR A dHEE HET =S FEe
Hoybgo] Edshal 1 Aol gt A2 SAE0] S45aL Qlt} (Latessa
et al., 2013). $-g|ua} MEH AT 2017 W HE A2 AGAPRA A 231 H
o)gto 2 2018WHE BET HAES AR f2$ o) AEE siae A
AlSHIL Qltk AEE ASETHEA =] A4S Hed RNR 25 4oz J
THOWES A AAlsks Aoz A JAsE S49 HowbEs A8sA 4
© & Agst= Aol Utk (87 2017). 2 =2 i HsHE o] A
Al A 52 BI7FSEALAL ASPAIE=7E AlRE 2018 2 RE Haybgo] ZiAlE
oF 3,800 2] B & AAEL 20199 197HA] A=A stk B3] B =no
ASHIWEAI=e] avpde AYs] F4s17] ffsl, Hdddgoletz e Q1vp4]
aNE Fs7] S8 2L @ol AREE= s miAH(propensity score
matching)& ARG-SIGITE & A9 Adp= Hoykzh Ao digh B Ad-e 5
o] AR Ae7E & TA o T 4= Qs AVIE T o), -] AdAL
HAE W A7 A gibol] d2E AT 4= & AR 7|dglit

r-(O E]\l
_IN'

oft

0[2H t{&d

O

1, HEHSTE HH0| AE| AN vzt

l

also A Bk & ARRAEe] o] 2342 gake Xl wiFoll= 1980
) SHF o]$-9] miear HpEg=go] ek vls AP AT A= 80 SRt vl=o]
UG SAE el o 5= 2709 weAE Aldaof shal, ofof miE oF 7y
2o] Blgo] 20 Aog oANT} (BIS, 1985). A% 1980 ) SHHE] 1990
Al Z0] 30| BEWE AR Z74ES 7k OF %0 SukstiL 1990

1) & o oA dopad ol2fdt FRe| HeRodde ugk a3 Wrhe gt g E 3
of S7holl tigk FH<l FrpEAE AT Be Ao S



4 o FAPSHAT FMB30H MBS(SH HM1195, 2019 - 7+2)

o woll= A wPALES Fol deds e HER 5 BRarEo] AAsh=
H]-g0] 2F 70%9] SusHA =ik (BIS, 1997). o] Al7] oA u|=te] HEIHzEe

AHZ B 532 (misdemeanor probation)y} W4 7FAHEE 1 532 (parole)o]
1 FFE ofFaL JI8Ith 1980d ) & SRERE = TRt wes dpag el
o] i FE =t 29 dRed=front-door strategy) = W E= T 2o
%k (felony probation)o] tiz&olt). S8 B EIERL o|Fo= nEiof 745 d

HolA o] ¥ tieke g HopahE Mirsks WA o g, gEidelolet &
FE(Petersilia et al., 1986)2 & HFz] A2 AZF aeih & xf4x}O]
oF 20-30%7} A GALE ol A Hoaybaane] a3 wE 4= 9l AR oS3
WEA AL FAE Q3 TEHZHback-door strategy)-L IPU5L FAS Q
ol At 27] el AR, o] P WETAS B L]
MERL RS Sl el diet el ol YeE 29H)
(Petersilia & Turner, 1993). &R SIS 7|=0] AW ZF X zko]| v|F) 3h=
Zotel guAE SEn 2o Ao|AReE EAog AR, 749 WHu
TjEo] Rxke] okEAL MALES Fa oelEAR S3 e Au ool
Edzaa)gle] Halz shfE Qi) (Petersilia, 2002). 0] 1980-1990dt) <]
AFREPAE AUA A4 A 4Fo] A Aol ARE a HEe) 5
7t 5e BAHom B

1990 AR A 10Ue) 4 ASH Y Eael AYAd
o)A ks AFATIT} EHEA, 2000 )] W HBH 22
st A= Y] HsHETEe] SdsH Holtk ol ‘AEA HSHET
Z o] ol 90dd S5HHRE nj=5o) vt Alelitoroll A Edt Sk
ZY(EBP)of| oot FEe] 7|07} Atk 53] Heh FokofAe] S717IF A H 2

T

i o“ o

ox,

)

2) Fgaglo}e} By (Petersilia & Turner, 1993)%= =W 3o & I/ F /AR BEFsl
ek A WAlE dsd viel 22 wxsd A FJFESAZ (prison-diversion type ISP), 7
WAl Hadd 33y ISR a3 (probation enhancement type ISP)o]ch. $-gluglolla] 2A|
Hi e tiFEe] Hawde Ao R Be Aol At

3) TAF R 90 FHPE AlgE 7o WA Y B ) AlehEA 2 SRS dEo]
o At WL &7l AR JRUYE 4 glo] ARPEA e At olA] Y= AEE
2] Ao} (Aos et al.,, 2006; Lipsey, 2009).



de Aleke) Aeaiel AEfel Beke] “WHAE AN Sl mne A9
2" of] ofgt o3RS o) uIgkth (Andrews & Bonta, 2006). A= Fol Beh 4
2Rl MER eSS Heliade HH=A] AAF sk 37FA] @2]o] Rlukal =45t
Fon, o]l A YUR(risk principle), &L Z]|(needs principle), AFEAJYZ

(responsivity principle)o]2til HHCE o5 YAEL HIAF A Hukx] =z
o] HIAS ZFeE, “WEH WHANE AT (SIHAUL), AR 870
(B2, ®EARe] 55 55 118 (sdd2)stofof dthal

Z|tofli= RNRZ]of] 7]kt A28 Fejo] Hayzindo] Sdsto], M=Ql 3
FAAE 91g Babe AYNHES HEpE] AEgE ARo] §3sta 9)
o} m|= WA E et A F2E0] Aupsla 9= EPICS (Effective Practices
In Community Supervision) MODELo| tf#2¢] ojo|t} (Latessa et al., 2013).
EPICS mdlofx= elgabd AHAAE B7H=tol 7|Hket Hoyzh %9412
S, AR Al 24 giat Q) 10@5%4 g 75 4EH
Au|eb A A 8.91%F ARt —li'—
3 A9 B, R G5 4
ULk oA H AL AHZ o] LA AHEY ’S%HEJ%:JE%‘_% #d 9] A
of ffstoll EATH A At HFEEHE v|wshy] sl 2HHf HFEEHE 0]
2l neck
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ofeh el 2 Waste] ool el AlElolE ol Zust Qlck o
o] deterrence theory o BT B 1%, A HAEF, A o

o
A} Fol HEWE AR stold AuAl Aol SHgel e Q1AL By
A2 Aoleka 7bgaich B8] 24AK Slute] B R Ha 3
Satehs Ade] dEAS Fueh] o] YEREWE S0l MV R

= AN ARtk gtk SAR metolA §eld Alelo] E(rational choice
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6 o TAEHMAT HB0E MIE(ER M1195, 2019 - 7+2)

theory) > E ek g2 ies dolehs Aol wh2s vl-g{costs) T &4
AR ool mE s a2 HAE faehs Hol(benefits) & ghefA o=
Antste], Hole Al HHHAl ARt 7heAdo] w2 ATEIWE 7|7toll= A
W gjulsty & Zlofztal 7Pyt Aol E(routine activity theory)2 ofgt
QJEAIY F2 SEEFARYS] Bt Rayd g4 Ake] A7) 8l(opportunity)
Azt & 4~ Qltfarxe Eo) (Akers & Sellers, 2017).

AFHowge] et 247]9] YA Ay Fridte At

oA ekt 23719 A A7 AFHEWH aitde S, Ao

)
lo
u
old
o)
i)

2o] hito] Jape AT thEEe] AT A WEHTA] AL AEE
ol GFol 9, 93le] FAE ERAT NS Fof RS HEWY HaR
QA 23k WAgch (Fulton et al, 1997). A4 Q50| i ul4Ha
Al 197 el WER el A Qluka Ak 2ol At
MY S ook MAPATES dRE noguae] Ause] ¥FREna
2w YT} WYL Aol 2 FARSE B3l s 2ste] 5] vz, of
A Aol WAISHE AAE 0HE FHE| H4T 4 ¢7] thEolct Jalbert et
al, 2006). Thk, RFHERL| Eapio] B3 Ageo] AT ATkE A0
2R HESHE Tk AEHERe] Bt AYAT 3 b Psistn
MEAOR FUT ATE wedeiolet Elue] 199319 Petersilia & Tumer,
1993)0]c}. o] 5-& m|3t 147) A ee] WEE AAE FaTTstel ARl

0% REBS NGk BANGe A HEH REug Axesich 1
A Qg nEdol tpte] AME Tzl mHAelA) gk

A AT A= EAre} FRE2] A (Lattessa et al.,
1998), SlojobES} HEA (Hyatt & Barnes, 2017)9] G1Tlol A% HPASIC) v]ma 2]
o] AN Aol Flvkel YEmEREe] muhy WlT oA o
3l AEHEF z=2 gal(Hawaii’s Opportunity Probation with Enforcement:
HOPE)%= 9lth. HOPE & 7218 2004 A5E n|= slolo] aupHelo] whalr} oF
EAPH O AR fiRte] S2bzlo|al S A dAA e R AAGE Ae

Ugo2 she Z2afolny. el 2379 2hEE aypde] High Hitof=



2515 (Hawken & Kleiman, 2009), 2|7 u]5t0] 471 2| SJoji] AAE Ala]elt
(Lattimore et al., 2016)9} w|e}EA] (Cullen et al., 2016)-2 oFEAPH RZ=H 53Rz}
o] mIYS QFaHA T3k

31 m|g|Aleole} By (Petersilia & Turner, 1993)= =W 312k FulAlo|
W 53 v ools WA, 2718 dEdsos AHE AFREn
e 7 BYY B QAT WERsw ARAe m2g] BT 4
ool AIEO] foleleA BTk APOISIoRY 09t ool S
o} =552 (Lowenkemp et al., 2010) n]=-2] 547) A=R 532 2 JMof| of
AollA HSH ool dsto] AUAAAQ] T2 By x|l 74
oyt A ko] WARelka Busk gick thik, ek} FRE
T+ (Lattessa et al., 1998)9] A A1 X=2r $kzo] A& w73y}
HEjo] AMGEOI Z9o|E Auzte ATFE WA Eoich AL 1 ¢
S ASEoTE oA HyE =T AH|20] Z(quality of service)of| A
251 Qltk ?F 7] FU|=E AR ElEHANe FEES Y AR A-Et

2 24 SRS BTl A= HEEA Jluks ook SA7IRH
gt Tl o= A ARE 7] AIRRE Bl weha] S 7Rk of 7]

m

of 2 HJo &

ulg AR ARA Ade] Syl Aol Al AFHBU] A Lol

UFHL UROLE HFRR Y SN AN AR 250 s Bl

ARk BEPAT] ARA Fo| GHE g Aol YFHEUBY| Y
A

o] AREE|A] ot A tiete] o3k FolE THItkaL sl7lek ARl = 2ekA
AFHHHEL A3t ZAHES =855 (Jalbert et al., 2006)2] A Fol]A%= RNRY

2o AT YFRIVY LIPS LT s J&Oﬂﬁ% A FH S|

4) olg} fA}E AT A= TEATIAE WA AT (Paparozzi & Gendreau, 2005; Fulton et al.,
1997).



8 o AT H30E MRE(SH AMI1195, 2019 7+3)

3. 2 g7 : eh=el A UFESEE FAM JHH

3ol WFRET] =Y 512 2001 dolck 2001 AN HET RS
xHHL,q?;JHoﬂ tq—a} Axlx% o7 —.—-”—651 z]._;d X]Eﬂ_,e E/\]o].o:locq o] uH
ARl 71 e A B R e bt vt W Qe Bend
2 AAE RS e YEHEUL UMY TPOR Rk 20019 YA ¥F
HEPAS W BT ok U Hh 2809 BEnAY udE 2 /e
AR &AL Wolof Yok (4, 2003). HERTE] cbAbd U 4 PEulE
L ouEA Nk 9 4912 200k QIOlT RETATE o AEnsy
I ojabRte Bae] Al oAb ARAS B3 T&Elﬁ}t— 27 Alo] 2 E(mixed
cascloads) 2 74131 Qlgitk 21439] WEFREWT 2|9 Al WFHEHE
o MA AE ol U FHA EIkE 2 Zow Bk ek A5e)
AT o OF 16W9] Alzto] B2 AF7H] Sefutelols [FRTTE| FupAo|
Bk A7t AsteE s ok

200006} SUES A RNR o] 253 200l A/T % 717 3
o] WETH ARe] A§H7] Azt A 017)% FF Adn

of vjZe] FAVIMAHS AR sgatA WS Y ARk Briek 9
of. B3] 2017ARE L WERS] 2UHEHE 4N & ARHOE BT &
A Fogo] X\ Ea, 2dR s HoluEniuis SYLoR X2
A 16-} A 54 ik 20174 R AlZE AUB ST Y 1
R HE ARIO] A9, WFRETE] W] APe Wt Ay H9Icke
A, A% Ew@ e st n9EE AU sk Y A
AL 11 Ao|ARES By oE gAAZT Dyl
1ol oF 80oj21e] i Tefatel vlsh, nIPT AL A9 190E of

¢

filo

,4
2
1o
iih)
::l‘
)
S
0
[am

e

o

r

o

Fihiy

i

5) el A% WFREVRE A H3L WY e PDPAAAAN N ARHo R Yk
£ 7, Hael olal Yol AUshe bl AERsRe Yok 53, HENEL
A9 98 S Agshe F7IA ARk (Byme, 1990), $-eliztel ASols ERAT
Bl uEAALe) o] WEREVT PR WHSHe vhAT RYE = ok

6) AuaY AFe) BERF Jado] T YFREVY dske <F-1>2 F2T 5 Uk



3079] b ARt HeEsHA "ok ok, AFEIWES THaE LA sAlsH =
Arls Ak ASHEAR A 2ag S/ ke AsERawEs A
AES ST 53] 2AId HSHETHES] Qe A4S Hesh] flal, 71Eel
ARESlSEE A A EE H7=7 (JDRAL-S) ofof 35 th Aol disix=

57 AH9IE4 B7HET0DRALD)E 2714 os AXjslel, qaRE= 2okt
A H-8HEQ o] (criminogenic needs)S HAIstal, o]of 7uksle]l EASfEE XA

= THES sIlt: oka?] HSHEIwE tdAtolAls 7189 A St
A=) WS TS, JHE HEAES =Ysteinh ool whet ti A
A ETER AFEHSWE APRRE kL oo ue AHE dWe ¥
AHAAAESe] AAH Lz HAIE 5 Sl 7IHko] nhE ]Itk & 4= olA"H A
A NHE RASEEWEA| =7 Bayak Jad o] AR B EeArt et
a0 34 ANE Z=AE Hrlske Ae SRE jih

7|1E HEEsaE JHHE HSHSEE
- I2EE MEER XY
o8y =M CHAIR} Mol M= ARS A= ST = SN b Rl el Ea
(risk) NEH MHeHIEX0| - 0B HEAZE B9}
- UEESAUE QRAHA| 7|2H MY
9T SHEET FIL AR
e Sl 245 | 22|
=7 =X =uist 174 gl - _|'_j1|°HE°O A
(needs) AEkS HENEo| £2
HSTH Mu|A oA
AN =0 - CHARR} RIS OiEky|ed ol
ocoo —nj 'EHE:’?_I‘ 124 E}% EH |' |9_|-7( =| 7| E
(responsivity) — S7|4sl, EZ20], AIHZT|EHHE
7|E} - S5 18 g2 CAEESHE M2 2 29




10« SARHAT 30 MES(SH HM1195, 2019 7+3)

. HA7dHE

1. Hlolg

5 e 3 ST W SAEEO] 20189 2858 487 I A
AR s e 8 12971 RIS We B
E%ﬂﬁﬂ}%%5§4§ﬁ54ﬁﬂﬂ°‘*ﬂlééﬂlﬁﬂEM&ﬂl%ﬂ”
THE AASS BAROlA ARSI, H2ae] ARFA 71K B 913
ATARAS 48712 48 Aol stach APAEAL 20199 189S 7120
2 o|RojAlth. F 717k ) A48 thAAHE 3,80550lu, o] F [FHEHAS W
o e 674vo]gick

N
13
ro
io
I

o

B ojro] Eamsl = yixjo|th 3 HA| Ll gHojHo|ok Wb
AF7)E] weh AP ey 7H*l S dgsh jFE, JAke FARA Tt
FAPHY 7] o AGE L£x]0] 7 sttt + WA SEHeE Hoa
zH FrARY ffRtefolk A %Eii&%ﬂ A= 8] Sskal, sk Al
TOE FPAR NS STHAA Rawk A& FHAarR AdEvs 95 A
ol whet EeARR) ot F R AR A trke S3t &

SAsE T A 5 19.1%9] didAE A sF3laL, 6.3%9] ti At
TPARR e R Hok Ao MAEIM: 7 d4te] SyHes HsEed
Z *‘*104%'— ok Bowbt AR JFRIyR AAojis Hoyaato] £54

A7stes Eolqlry. d3Y AR IyRA|R]o] WEH HSHE TR
9 %—a‘*l—t— 71EHer ‘g AR Y B7He7E JDRAIL-S)N O] 71 of
=7 =Sick 5 155 F 127 o]l Rowk thiAls 7EA o HSHD
s WA Hlok dejF o 115 ofste] it & vA R Aol

= O 1 u

7) & 10wgeR o] glom, Aol 153, Haxle 03l FAdrte] F4lol wet, A<l
AL 3BSIY] BRSF wEE FAEo] 9} AF (]Z;H ]5;{4) = (7%4 ]];{4) o}(oxl 6;(4)



ESE FaH0 st HESESHE| Fukd It o 11

QLA HEA olelo] Qs AME AR ET oA EakEth & g
% 17.7%0) AL AFRETEe wolth BAMSRE O, Reuaie,
AR, WY, oRIEATEY Ftelst oo, ALH A AU
% /=T (JDRAL-S)9] | EEaSo] AgHoizick AR 71454 <i-2>

O = o) s
= =g 4 Qlok

3. EAMutH - ZA4SHMEL DRI (Propensity Score Matching)

2]
ol
HI

.I

cybzo] avkde 7 AEsH S5k i AE ASES

F Bk Acko g RSk random assignment) & 7jj¢le] Ax}
QATFRCT)7} Basich. ok, AT AN s B o
=]

3
=
o] ARATEL F AW HolS ZAH BANSE Eo

TR =Y
i)
:
B
4
jus

e
1

ol

K=

fr

ruz i

2R kﬁ E{%
( T oL o
B o
rO{« j:I' :?L_‘.
g &
me 1%
E
o o f
_IOZI”. S~
M %?
)
z £
w3
gL
=)
L
o o
g
i
[¢]
2 ok
g Ik
24
o >~
£
o
Lz f
L
(A
B oop

o
QL
N
do
<L
ok
i3
f
o
=
i3
ol
o
8
rr
i)
u)
H
2
(]
X,
o
N
glr
nZi
P

o~
rE

(ropensity sore matching)elel, A RS, A ek o\
14 SR E Q3 =A% tHx(observed variables)2 EF thARl7} A2 Atk
P SHES AREsto], AT fARE vtk ot JiQe] aabdE &
T} (Rosenbaum & Rubin, 1983).8)

N2
b off
iy

ol

=

£
O

-

i

(B-2) 7|1=S4

EPNTPN e Bz HIE(%)
REH 727 191
Y ol
H | RHeH 3,078 809
T 2 243 6.3
o O
N e 3,562 937

A BAHe =A% WS (observed variables)THS 7HA AL viA-& AA|BF7] wllE
%—’F(unobserved ariables)Zol| E&WGo) IS F= F W57} Agkd Aol= Aol wjx
& A% 4 gtk Sl ok webd ZRAoR AR iAok Ped we

Edo £YUEE Aol



12« FAPGHAT MB30H MBS(SH HM19%, 2019 7+2)

PN e Hl= HIZ(%)
e = 674 177
fg=end HIEE 3,131 823
SHIH (SHL) LiE Lo (EETAL | FAZ | FCHZE
ol & (Vi) EE 16.4 (1.54) 10 | 21
HoEdy (V2) O Eoaadix 1.75 (1.89) 0 12
SRS (5]912) g Bl HIE(%)
ME=RE 462 12,1
= AAEIR, Tt (V3) 394 104
HNerd =
A4S HKE (V4) 1,682 442
5SAE (V5) 1267 333
23 (=, 4= 312 8.2
2 (], 22 (V) 263 69
TE (28], 25 (V) 424 .1
iz S SszEy ot (V8 504 132
JlEt (E=, o1l (V9) 409 10,7
Rfet (HE) (V10) 866 228
Zoy (@3, B2 (V1) 1,027 269
=In]
SIS S2jol (V12) o So o
=
SYY 2xole (V1Y o >aor &
o (v14) 2 @) 3,029 80.9
(JDRAI-S 1) oiy () 712 193
et o2 1) 15-164 () 1,175 314
WDRALS 281 144 ofat (1) 317 85
174 0l& (0) 2,249 60.1
Z|ZH[HAH (V16) 134 0[5} (1) 434 116
(JDRA-S 384) 144 0[& (0) 3,307 88.4
(JDRAI-S 4) : : '
02| (0 980 26.2
xstolet (V18) HIx{S (1) 1,505 402
(JDRA-S 5) Azt 0) 2,236 59.8
ZE|Me (V19) A2 @ 1579 57.8
(JDRAIS 6%) g2 0) 2,162 422
2ASE (V20) U (1) 895 239
(JDRAIS 7%) g2 0 2,846 76.1
S7aE (V21) A2 @) 2,789 745
(JDRA-S 8%) g2 0 952 255
HEEEEE (V22) gis () 1,065 282
(JDRAIS 9%) U2 0 2,686 718
RSB (V23) Y, s2let (1) 440 11.8
(JDRAIS 1084) HH, 27 0 3,301 88.2




N on
o
oX,
)
i
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o

)
1o
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oy
Ni
FfF
O
alfe
o
my
i
o
B
rJ
2
=
o
5y
1
u

h=| :]37—
SARsE 7kl thiHek BAo g 2|9 gt =A%t} (Guo & Fraser, 2014).
Agp R WA SAT712]0) STATA 1304 A55k psmatch2 F=& upe)

o7 AAJ5NT} (Leuven & Sianesi, 2010).

ofi
rr

AP A 9 EREUE R A oINS FEUSE S 24

o] ANFGTEI0 AR PHUSRS (0=36), o] W4T (b=14), B

ERAYYo| Y24E (b=09), HEHo] ML 7|2 YA b=242), &
5

=
SA (b=1.14) A4, WARPo) B 71E BEAP (b=59) U
1

Welo] WEHE (b-1.12), ZEHH| YSHE (b-49), B 7T 9
2 (b-25), SFAY] US4, (b-53) A&TEr} WY, Fejsjo] 7SS
(b=1.29) AFHFPL A2 AHE= Aow ety & go] 248 &
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T

9) duid et H2H ol viFHe AFAHTE vz AxFTe Al 7 fARE
ARIE s vladdelld &3k Ao, 7P Al ARIE A3 18 2312 =2 caliper
e 4% 4 ok B2 caliper 342 0. 7R 31, 0.05, 0.018 7Eo R B, AE
o] @79} FHF BE 55 Fste] P} (Apel & Sweeten, 2010).

10) 23124 Ade d3o A= gk
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2, delHo AR BeRAe AN A9t Aok <a-1>e) BAPY APIHS
REE B, AN HiE Y B A AR} 43 gl o) $a
P FEE e AN AR B7Pa7E 124 mintelARt o) A 5o %Jv
FH*‘Z}E BT ARIET SAREeIM AN B PEaT 124 ool AT HeRES
REA] b2 AbElEe] A A il Sloid Tadt vutidos 289 5 rks ZéOlE}.



H’ (one-to-one nearest-neighbor matching algorism)o] -8tk HdFA A4
ol AEs] F o|FoH=AE BB sl 4 Wed ‘2E HIE
(standardized bias)’ & <1¥-2>0] AA|3Gch FE2HFFEE= XAk} v wAch
7w WAt AolS X Hne] HEBAR ro] &5 212, sheje} £
-2 (Harder et al.,2010) o3 & EAHF-EQ] HFE Har) /SB/<=25Y A&
]O]J*‘JﬂL AQ)E (Apel & Sweeten, 2010) /SB/<=20 d AL FAstal ok wjA

o] B9 5 23/09] BAMS F WAFY (1304), HEVAAY (945), FEY
AE

(84.5) 5 157 W50) maddes) 208 dolgok uy & vE SAusE
L gZudnr) 208 23}k ] Yo} mfjFo] AJTHoz AAEe], xRy} v
A ERAo] HEEQL-S Folst 4= Qirk

VAL @ A ﬁ ® Unmatched
VAG |roeeenes @ s T 'AMatched
T T T T T T
-100 -50 0 50 100 150

Standardized % bias across covariates
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i=]
3 o] ARELS 303% Sl B, u] AR mu AHEE 166%5

FHE AUE Aol FAZOR Foulsteirt (=8.26). AEH o] ket v}
o) A1 T uITIEHe) Al 308850 €730 ZslShT, o15e) 3

wARES 21.9%2 S7I5IAn: ohel viide] AAJE ool = Huke] Ay

& Aol AR Fofusnt (t54.69). thae2 AR} vl et A

HES] Aozt mjAe] Ao oA e-HA] GeAE BReh] A, FHeR

Al 7] dSo] E4 %0tk (Model-2-Model-4). 35 SR eta} vlal ekt

4= 2HIgt HEk Model-4oM = SR ko] AHES 27%, i

B 23.5%2 £ o] AME Aole SAXCE foulokA] o2
(

ko) A
S0 Uehdh (F1.44). Rofahe, w3 15 SR R4

N
N
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| & - :
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= 303 219

o=l =

= e 679 088 o | 46y

MOdel—Z oja = 307 225
(caliper 0.1) s T (546) 612 082 024 334

Modeb8 | oo | 302 225
(caliper 0.05) e (546) (585) 076 024 3.00*

Modehd | gz = 270 235
(caliper 0.01) =T (520) (532) 035 024 1.44

* P<.05



o <4-4>°ﬂ JERTEEe) 2R ﬂ wrof) that EUAS A5G 2

7} ANt AL ok o] E4AR) SRS HEWAS 4

sl Sl S Model-19] 24 AL, w1 4 AR
1:]. =

o] EARE HHHES 8.6% ol el W] HSE o A

Y= HiAHeR2 FA =

=9 S {T:ﬁ = Hll(_lﬁ%a x0| S.E. T—stat
(n’zlocdaelilp_)jer) e o (2336) (3'?5:8) 027 010 265"
oiE & (gfg (277; Q07 010 0,68

(cgﬂggrel_ozj) o = (';ffg) ('217 25) 025 015 164
(ca’Ti/lp?edrelc_)_S%) e ('gfg) ('5?;55) 021 015 140
(ca’Ti/lp?eOrlelc_)flOU o = ('5(5)23) ('5?372) 014 015 097

* P<05
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(Barnoski, 2004; Goggin & Gendreau, 2004). <% g2 7350 g2 o] L
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dol A g9lol S Hdshe Aol AT ol FdA HowE

N
s
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B
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3] ololx|x 3] Ea Wite] ool A|A] Y FEAHE B, 5 AR
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An Evaluation of Intensive Supervision Probation for Juvenile
Offenders

Kim, Byung-bae*

One of the most important developments in the field of corrections in recent years
has been the dissemination of evidence-based policy and practice. There now exists
a long list of the programs that work and do not work in reducing recidivism.
Following this trend, the Ministry of Justice, Korea recently attempted to revamp
the ISP(Intensive Supervision Probation) program for juvenile offenders by
incorporating the RNR (Risk/Needs/Responsivity) principle into supervision practice.
Against this backdrop, the present study examines whether the new ISP, with the
more emphasis on changing criminogenic needs of juveniles, had any impact on
recidivism or the revocation of probation. Using data from 3,805 juvenile
probationers and parolees from Korea, the propensity score matching is employed
to answer the research questions. The results indicate that the ISP had null impacts
on both recidivism and probation revocation. Finally, this study concludes with some

policy implications and future directions under the context of what works literature.

% Key words: intensive supervision probation, propensity score matching,

recidivism, juvenile probationers, evidence-based policy
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