HHMNH

(] &5 [kt ] MBCR7E iR R 8GR M B

REkRAEL XE= BLE

(iF]y

b A AT B 1) e 4o R 0 CRTAR [ AR Rl 1D A E RVR)T
IR AE (I AR BURF LA, N e) U AE S 4 22 Je PE R RRIA T AR . MR A 553 DY
T2 A R A e RN 208, AR R O L b RS PR R VR T B
IS Z M SRS LGN AR, FEMANBI NSRS, FHRR55
AL Taml] uH BRI/ ISR R 5t

TAE T O R FHEAN KE SN R SRR T AR U AE A XN
FEIRITIERE S, SN N — D ARSI E R R, S 5T RS, I
BI/NEL 1BIT AN R AN R S K EIRIT . AR RS EIE R T B
17, RUVRAESI N, ORI, BB EmAaR A 7 EREMmE .
(B E IR N 25 3 22 DA A Mg A S X NAEAE A B BRI T [ B3] (higher
power)~ RIFEEFIRAI#H. HB)/NH (self-support group)fEi&E A 44T,
ARSI REF —RERs, A ERE. BERT NEERN &
=M E2RAT, R A R TR, 4GB AEM A S A T T, %Y
v R GE SR AT JR 8 SRR /NHR T IRSS o IR T AL [ B o] i) i s A 4 A S 5%
e TAERS L BERIRE KRGS, s TR B BN T &
BCREHTH TAR28T . DA 0P B R F o A R B BT T
HAT, SEBEESORENGYT, INREEEE, 2= EE K.

i TFEZMIslE, TR ORI RS8R —a -+ Azm,
o B [F i 20 G 1R 7 /N . KM 79K B S 58 4 15 1 g ek =
o O EFESL—/MBITARE, AP aEEAETA. T Bl XEEAA
R FEEER RN RS2, AR ORI EIT 29 82 m, H
& DAL SRR SR B S I B INE BAE NSRRI R R HE A
(spirituality)5VRJ7+#F (therapeutic communi ty) IR R 1E ] B 6T 1 A
o,



[MfEfn] 5 [+8] WEKRS5HT

21970 FAUE, FIPHBER CIFAGBWT & Tl FH 259 BB it va 97 i 72
Neff et al(2005) % 4N FHAT A e iAR 2 2 AR A Tk SR eI H 25 90iR 97 1
AT, KIEMEN NE R E R @5 T — Mt ab i, s
JHZERIR (peer influence) AIIHIE(role modeling) KAt tamib/E A

(social reinforcement).

v R AR L R — 2 AR S IN R SR T 4R,  HE R O R 1)
HEBIAEAT N Bilt et al(2004) RIS N I#EAS & S B A 1 AT A
IR Z . BT REZHMN R P IT a6 6, 0] 386 B 1) Je 52t B 0t 52 B
BT E. HWEARRTHGIN NS KEMS. N7 NIEIT
Vg sy S LAAL, A& IR 2 A FHSCHRNAAPEIR YT o Katz( 2003) 2R L)
SCRE/NH (self-help social groups)MAAMIEEARR K. B, #HHKHERER
HA TR O, BRSO /N T IR S BE RN A3 M X B S G ) 3 7
Fok, T Z BRI N E AR R, A7 % A A 335 B e i m] i
TRWHEERAOEE 1. H=, CRNHNA RS — G285 ERe A5 1T
i (experiential knowledge) & BZE, X2t WRS =1, &5, &it
TERCONAR2EFR B (peer helper )il F2 o 85T (0] ol & B AT RE , IRALXT H S RO FEAA
INERSE R PR EARE R, X — AR T

HE/NARRIEAME G AL 2SRRI R, RS T I B S), SRR
KR, B THEHBh#ERITINE. Laudet et al(2004) 7K 1 B Sl I 2594
I EB/INHAE T, S0 KIIF SCHFE Katz BI90HT. Laudet et al ARINAERF = BE AL
T HF(social support), AER/INEXHEIEMHZYr= 4 %A . Humpheys and
Noke (1997) &%t FH 25 BB/ N HIWT T, RIS 538 45 /N ST I AT g B
FETHE FH 2R o IR A8 S SR U 1 A B R 3R

il ) BRI R GE [+ 2280 | BEB/NH (12-step group) - £E 1930
R, JEEE LB ST EE A+ SR R IR TR X U R B
T 1908 4 Frank Buchman fE% [E 4R A TR E B AE R DA [ A-E/NVAH ],
K/NHF AR E HE AW PIHZ. Morgernstern et al(1997)48 Hi & 44 i
SRR AT N 2 T B R BE R (self-efficacy) MMl (motivation) i 4E
R, HPRTHRR AR e in) KT BE /T (coping efforts). {EAMATA RIBITHRIM T8
WiH ", Chappel and DuPont(1999) 5 45 1 Ayix 26 /N2 By % FH B 35 B2 1
HEE,



Magura et al(2003) &I+ 20 HB/NAIDEERI DU AT BEE R &R 1.
EE& (internal locus)~ 2. #:38M (sociability)~ 3. &M (spirituality)s
4. EF AN (installation of hope). HIPIUR I EIRIT T RIFES K H K&
wWHEE, FEHRIRERH T+ HB/NRHR AR R . 5+ 0 B,
A G R N b B SERE IR B BRI, K LS R A B T A e
7 EMA R EEAE. Magura et al AT B EI/NA DS /E IR ALK
SEALBEZ A ), BEREE T B AAR W AT e A A, A TR BB
TN WL BT

i /NHB R A HIRITNME, XN A& e ? Kt — ANl 4705 2 %
A5 A, [+ 2 N HRSXIRE 2 EE? | & [REGEESM
TR ANHE MRS USMIBGEES)? | AR N RET DI Sk
2 1) /R4S TAEH, Kelly, Myers and Brown(2002) KILH ER 5B R MG H
EERIZAMER R (high collineraity). #RAJTEDL, 2% I EH W AN,
it A H T 22 2 B LR R B FE — D R IU4BAR . AW 0 R FH 2R 8] ) & FE 4R A

o

IR
Zix B

BT % — KR U ik 52 175t B -

1. ZVIFEAE 2004 5 4 H 2 8 H & 2yt

2. A S SRS SR, BB ARE O RS2 THR A oe 10 R R S
PP (SOGS) I 1Al 2

AT CLRTERRZS 7\ A B, AR T — IR B
B RE . KA Y ) ot 2 Bh 3 ] IEE B PR e, Huii
TEMZEE . X))\ AviEY, BT L, HRiEd s s,
P& e U VA £ RV ST
S A%BuN

Vi ) K S M VTR FERF (structured questionnaire), [m) @+ =J5H
1. ILETI SOGS #4347

2. BN ZEE, FECAR . Ak, WoN. BiSFRIR
3. % AR IR &R o



BOE A B A4 A

ABFVIR T I AT 2004 4F 4 H 2 8 H RS2 AR SUE 2 R SS A
Lo I ERITERE, PSR RIE IS+ AR, U5 B AT NI L
AR5 AT EAE A BB TT PRI R I G R o B FUB B TR T PERF IR IR R 2 5
JEATIETH PR ARG 32 V73 1R G TS M EE Rt — 2D A8, 45 =5 1 (0 2t -
LR RAT R . 2 W EX TARKIES L 3. BAE S TR A HE i

AW 5 R FH o B v S I 1 I 5 AR VPG TR, RS2 U 2 YR U SOGS 754>
S+ ZAH AT E SOGS 704, AR AT a7 USRI PPl . IAENIEC R A
PASEMEMIE (attitudinal items))TEEE . SIE AP OITCR IR &
BN S BRI N RS KA 5 R BE R S A R R BRE, b S
TR T A $ . SOGS ZE40. AFE . FEf i Hol oS BT =8 & .

g th RV ESdE e, A\ AT NS 5%, gasiEin
AN ADRENF, RGN TR0 B AR . FEFFEEPI
RN e TS I BRE, B VE R G i

WIS R itk
A+ =MZUTERASRAENSR

(—) TEEAT b
PIXUFEA t Mk (a paired-sample t test) AT A iEMGER, BR
o Z+ A H B S0GS 370 B NI, SOGS 1570 HI-F2ME i 13 7> TRE % 3.8
9(7E 0.01 KF)e (F—)

(=) (S5 RE AT 9 iae/ D g A AH Sk
PIXUFEEA t ik (a paired-sample t test) AT+ A ERIGER, A
FEBENFBRAFEEHEE, SOGS 1370 B & BRI g . A5
B2 SOGS 1373 JkiE 3 10.6 7, WA IEEZUE M SOGS 157
R IFME N 7.9 43 (p<0. 05) . (R

(=) HEFRSEREA M
— AR LA R FE P (simple correlation matrix) &z~ SOGS Z4&i. A
MIBCR (B HEE (im0 = A E0E S M. Rt
(partial correlation)®s 1 7£0.01 KFRAM. (K=



(VU A Aok b 8 5 W0 R AT Do 2 A A e
—ANTRT L) B2 IR AR ( Pearson ) AH MK B IR 2o~ 4k BB A s 250 5 6 1R A T ok
BRI p<0.05 o

(f) BRARMESWEAT AL R
A6 G50 HT (stepwise multiple regression)fEzs, INFIBER (&
FED 5 AT R0 A R B, F 5 e A ik o 50 P s R R (3R
MUy AKIICR GSIE) 5 AT NI ORI VERLSS, A RER: THEASE H B
A BB X 22 7 B 70 M B SR BN AR E T

A ERAER, K22 HHEAIMN ARG AT A A FRE A Rz o

BRe W > B ZE B 5 5205 R TAR IR T VRO R TR 32N
Wi B S 5 R AR N IRECR B2 AR 22 ool RN R
AR TARST R VPO & SOGS 70 B2 B 0 3 3 P984 . Humpheys and Noke(1997)
FEORHE 2 BB/ NHIWE I, RIS 5 AR/ NN R BE BN AT
LM A o R AT R IR I L AR . £ 45 R SR W 84T 9 DRI
7 A5 A A2 i ) IR ORI A (R ARG R A AT DR A

I EZRENASE5ENER

RENABAPIRF LR 1. EEZ T ZAHEEALE? 2R/ E
FERIRAE TAR AL SRR ? T A A BN 2 5508, TP 4 R7E 2104
ANH—BSINTTARRGIT TR, By DARAT I8 s 2GR T B AT AR A — 7 2 0 SR A /N
Z 5FEAEE . BENHBEME THRH R EWIAF (subjective perceptions)
5 NFAT NS Pk (ethnographic details)o &A1 £+ = H M ME
LI

() B RAT N e
A E+ZAH BT A RS TUR(50%) A\ B8 i kg, A
J( 50%) AN AT AT Dy B Dt v B S 3t i 2>

()RR U A
W TR AT SR 1) SR A B AR v AR A A KR O . AT 1R A LA AR VS A
NSRRI K, DA E G 6 ] RSP B TR 22 T R AR 15 5 T T 1
Mlex. DIERSEHEIRS), ITE AR 2] 4 fh X 2 1 H IR o 2SHUR L
HIAEAE NG T OIS ) o 3 202 5 3 RO s W] 2 A A A U AR 2 2 n 55 I
B, WEIRVIEA . WSS, HEVNXBEES) . R /DX B ERE .



(=) Fg R AL
RS R, R BOER, A BURTEZE, BB S LS.

(PP E AL e 22
TR RGN, AL FNRABE N A 55 0R
S5 UK TS [BINE . —%Z 55 FRERTERN H T
FWN, FAASUER L H QTR ERIEITIREE B O K ANA
iR, EEEPIAROH N EEMH 2 57 23K MAERS 535S %
EEh. AT ZAA B N A E I B A 1 9 2E

(T HAZ B AR
S 55 RIER AR AR LT W5 AL . AbAT15z B AR (e a0 e 4t
AT, FEERELRET, ST K NS, S5h,
DI IR R TR AT S 2 I Ta) ] 5 AT AL

TAEMRE LR SR R E R

a2 T RENATI RSB LR, ERTTRHAT SRR LR SR, 2
A VAR B R R . TR LRSS AMTm: (—)E (D) FKE.
FOEFEAR IR ERISCRE, 258 —BOANRES R Ura N 2566 B hnxs B £ 1A
AR EN . IR 28 A AT R A B, I (S L 9 T SR R AL O3 I
BRMVIEL S, KEGSE5E AT, SO/ NLR R AT IngR AR ACHE,
AT R B 1 AR g . A S 58 LR AMEAE T8 AAh, Abf 1&g s
B AR B I A H AR SR I 1 0 1 S ARG N R 5 S dh i RS 5 ERR N (B
FERCAE . ACBE, MBI HUERS I TARMALHE . 2538 B8 e ME KR
SCRE RSB IR T 20T, A AT S KRR IR HGE

(ERUY e SES

I TR A B A2 A A TR R T R (R 95 097 70 A AR AR SRR, T DA/ i 1
B EA RO L S Kb 2 5FH VOB MM SR R Ksh 7. i
WA 2 RGBS B AR T 3R A5 A B 2 0 e i 3 B 25 08D T TR 11
OfiEe MREMGS 5E KU, EENERE [HEEH] M. Z25ERRSE
AN BAR > S A, AT R IR SRR et e e h) o X TR AR Jn ()

Clt

HVEIT ERISEM, Gerald May (1988)223aidE ik PLCy PR BN /7 BIME & 45 & #2800 22 X6 i
WA RIE AR May B H R LRI BRI #5545 1 45 A v DUA RIoiG TR L. £21A

FAT IR T IRABAAZ 0 1, May Sagif [T ] 4R B eREZENERE. XI5m
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5+ 2R B ERMES 2 BREL UK AT S S 36T H 2
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145 SR 51 A VR R BE 2 LRI T SR AR A BRI R AR et il I AT D el A2 RO LA o

AL E HITTRR

DA e 1o 52 R IR 55 AE A s 2 BOB I M A e BRI FE A B AR5 AT SR 77 1T
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ARIE T AT A IR XA T RESOR B — DR, E /N AT ] /4
IR Ll B TR T AR 55 AN A2
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RIS T AT B R 5 =N BRERAHIE FE R U5 ) VEIEGE, TS BORER 14
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EVERT TR IREA AR XD, TRERSHZ Julal H o M 45 R R A €tk fdm
A FIHBOR S 5 FH AL BTSSP PR, X2 NSRRI R,
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Ve 22 53 (R TT VERF IR IR R A2 — AMELS ARSI T . FEALARE N ) Lo PSR
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R R RoR TR, S0, RREVEALAR R B AT N A2 dh,  thnl {2 kA%

B BEIRE . MHMEML AR RN . Fom, AR A SCRE RS M AME

AR N R

%

(R—)

WG AT IR

Paired Samples Statistics

TR

(R

Std. Error
Mean N Std. Deviation Mean
Pair Current SOGS 3.7500 52 3.37740 46836
1 Former SOGS 12.9423 52 3.38632 46960
Paired Samples Test
Paired Difference:
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Std. Error Difference
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Pair Current SOGS -
1 Former SOGS -9.19231 4.73634 .65681 | -10.51091 -7.87370 -13.995 51 .000
(t=-14.0%%)
=3 VAt Y Y —
15400 55 T 84T D9l R AE 5 1
Group Statistics
Christian vs Std. Error
non-Christian N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
SOGS difference  Christian 25 10.6000 4.04145 .80829
non-Christian 27 7.8889 5.02558 96717
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) | Difference | Difference | Lower Upper
SOGS difference Equal variances
assumed 1.683 .200 2.133 50 .038 27111 1.27111 .15801 | 5.26421
Equal variances
not assumed 2.151 49.070 .036 271111 1.26046 17822 | 5.24401
(t=2.13%)




(R=) HEERERAMERMERME
Correlations
SOGS
difference Attitude Contact hours
SOGS difference Pearson Correlation 1 .365" 311
Sig. (1-tailed) . .004 .012
N 52 52 52
Attitude Pearson Correlation .365* 1 449
Sig. (1-tailed) .004 . .000
N 52 52 52
Contact hours Pearson Correlation 311* 449* 1
Sig. (1-tailed) .012 .000 .
N 52 52 52
**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (1-tailed).
*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (1-tailed).
Correlations
Control Variables Attitude Contact hours
SOGS difference  Attitude Correlation 1.000 379
Significance (1-tailed) . .003
df 0 49
Contact hours  Correlation 379 1.000
Significance (1-tailed) .003 .
df 49 0
(RN BRAMEEBEITANKR
Coefficients?
Unstandardized Standardized
Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 5.128 310 16.526 .000
Contact hours .008 .003 371 2.865 .006
SOGS difference .060 .031 .250 1.930 .059
a. Dependent Variable: Attitude
Coefficientd
Unstandardized Standardized
Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 5.313 .325 16.368 .000
SOGS differend .087 .031 .365 2.775 .008
2 (Constant) 5.128 .310 16.526 .000
SOGS differend .060 .031 .250 1.930 .059
Contact hours .008 .003 .371 2.865 .006

a. Dependent Variable: Attitude
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