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MR B 1 .55~.72) c AARIRAR A% E 5 7 & Scheffe i€ » L& RABEF 5 M%
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o

{E 1952 4 » &R & B8O P22 5% Hans Eysenck 2 #8 &l » KB E A0
HRE AR DB R E R L » (HR R AET L i 9R a8 3l » Bysenck 1EH
WFgerIakat LA B EREE (Lambert, 2012) ° {F Eysenck f& i HamBh#% - AL 10E%
P B O VR 9T # 0 1T B RAH TAHE BERIMT TR AR o B LSRR - K
M5 H2idm L OB AT KB & E @ H By (Lambert, Shapiro, & Bergin,
1986 ; Lambert, 2004, 2013 5 Smith, Glass, & Miller, 1980) © RHALIZK » FApGELOIIE
RS (effectiveness) FURFZEIR S| TEFL IR RIBAY] » AT &R E E A 25 6l
DGR R (outcome) MURKEY » HIZ Tl a8 RG BLOHVERE » DURER SUERRR
W EL (Kendall, Holbeck, & Verduin, 2004 ) ° SR1MM » X456 38 18 FlI.O FRYEHEE RE 200
g B Al s vk AR BRI R A T E B ANEMER » UK
Feig I A2 AE i L O G R % > (R RE D22 (Lambert & Vermeersch,
2004) o HE b o {EGEETEARG B OGRS > T T RE B 52 B Rk U R 3R Ak A
i o fEBLJTIH] > Asay Bl Lambert {E 2000 5 > DL Lambert i Barley £ 2002 4[] g
A2 BT LD BNG R RA SCRRR  3 » FE B E IR AT LGB IE B
Kz (EHRGRE ~ SO B RS ~ SMESEMHSE) ~ W5 (REEHE - B Em(E
BF) ~ B8 CREREERG BLOBNG R ) ~ BIGRIVIRIZE (BIANRIELG ~ TR R R
B3 Atm o E Y {ERE G R ORI EE G B O BVE RIS B A ¢ 40% ~ 30% ~
15% & 15% o #aA)a5a » 2K H AR E YK v SO B A Rt U i s B S T
15% » T 2K B 22 [7] s A s Ba BAG 5E9 IR Hil 5 7 85% (51 H Lepper & Riding,
2006, p.15) © RALIAK » BEIRAFF 2 B CE Bl U2 78 i Bl L BEE FE I SG
MG EA: » IR EA » DU EAEF & - &2 HE BEa PR -

A e Bl O PG R R AR & s A R O R R B OB R R K - 3
P B L PG R R AZ I ST B BRI 2 TEd& e Bl L NG R R AR FR B EE R AR SR 2

(Lepper & Riding, 2006) ° FHILATE H » 340G 8L 0BG R R AL O 92 A B U0 £
BRELRCBU SEE FRBRUIR AR RS - AR EHE R 2 - BEFE AERRETEEm LA
RS GRRERT » bSR3 a8 E B LA » vl DLEH i 0 i B3 s B O BV G R R AR
(SR BRI o o & TR — RO B B SRR SR B =8 A SO i i

Fht o fEEEBAER o O PR ERIGER IR ES A E FHE R R o S
HEAA T EREEE - BEE ~ HAGERERIIRES » LLRGE R G o 158 Bk i
BN > REBRME (time-limited) FYEK r% B0 3 6 8 DT AR 832 B E A (Gyorky,
Royalty, & Johnson, 1994 ) ° X #F % ARG FLOBIGHRIIIFE 1 AHIE - B223E IR
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BAEKRD s B—MmE > OBRAN AT AR RIE R LUE B — (R > R — M AT
e RE B e 1k R T SR B O BHEE R - BGET — (R AR A O BEEE v BV el DU BAZE
o A R E R ZE B A ORI E S - AT — (AR L EER E
%) (PRZREL ~ TEESC > 2003) ©

SLEREERG L D HNR IR S » RIVIFARIETT JhA)22 RIE o (BREE B A0SR
B IR > BEECRAG (5 1L R B2 BR A BRI 20K > ANEmEER A ~ 1 [ A 22 B8 e -
RIIARE PG R T SR MO EsE (5L ~ B50F2E > 2006) o BIASHE KA BSEKR BT
B RS R G A ER 2 I ST & S B - A A E LU B CHE RS s FR A IRF T
WRE > EEARVUBCKBIE S A > (R A A B = E R A (BSR
I~ BRIt - 1993 5 B2/ ~ BEEER - WRESS 0 1997 5 FEEEZE 0 2001) © HIRSE
NEEZFR s F o Fr N E B AL VIHEIR A > St g Fas R - It
TE M A E 3 AR S - a8 HIEARGAT ~ BERa M H H g B 28 (GRIAJE
2001 ; Corning & Malofeeva, 2004) ° JERHE FARFHERE KR - SHRATHE K E
FF26 IR > A S ANSEIE ~ GARGRINAE I ~ GE R R R AL ~ R RE R IS
2o IR FORIR RGN (R3EHT ~ BBEAE > 2006) o RIAATRE(EEEA -
AR MBS FHE B ZAE R SO D HRA I » NMER ARG O HIGRE S LIFE 9Pk
2R LB E R ST 1Y B 2R -

A A A AR ARG LD IG T 5T )7 ERUEkK - BEEERIGEE - DIEsin
Bl PR IR Z H ARG SRR I AT R R & - (FR AR B0 0BG B AT I 5 2
ASEYIRY > W HE HHEE PG BL O HNE RS TE I SGERE » 41 Lambert B2 Vermeersch

(2004) EPERHH - HATEE RS BLOBRAE RN FCHEAE 1 om ae S B v B O A IR

B ARRHER PEALEEZ 55T ) - IR E AR rEE A R - WILEETE
AT - GERG B E BANE » BREABEERAEIRZ o DU E R A
ARG o B EE PRI IE I o M RS T A R B L PR R T PR A B S R
HRE » LIAEBR OO E OB PR RIS 2 [RlaE S - A HE S

FE - BANEEG L EBEE - MREGBRTEZSE (1997) e B0 BB R &
FANARE RN » (EHZ A AGERGRY 352 (L RERArh » DU RS AKHT EAS 2 KRB AR (S i
KEL o 4B PG (attachment) & /0o FREAAHRHAE ) B 2EHRE - 7F Bowlby (1982)
Pt B2 o2 A Bt 3 A o e 50 {18 ) S JeRL A A 5 17 B i L 0T B L o R R Y L
&y > JREVABR JEAE T8 T {8 58— = Qrar S fth A RIERSE R R RS FE - BERaRBAGR 2 A
— A Z ABRRHR » MR A RS o EAR SR A& 2 KRB A AR B2 (M Rl EE v
IRF o fF e A g ~ BesziErg S | G E D) -

DUN AUSHET T8RRI RS QBB AR Bl aA G ) ~ THERRI&Sz 2 3F ) ~ THE



4 EWBEOLER FAEF M

AR BLER P ) I LLERRS -

— \ RIS AR L BB RS

AHFEETE LIFERE (preoccupied) (B RS IR B2 B2 AL St SR 22 Bl » £ 2R
% 8 AT KB JEUAS 8 2 ) H BGERFIE A E R » BH Dz 51E > FIFH
B R AR AR BRGREVRAE » DUS AR VRS 2 1F — A OR E2E2 AR TR 32 M 1 34 v Y
{EZ< R 45 TS RRVELG - ERIERERGE S b A% T SUBER > 22 2Rt
M ZE » B T 1/ B AT IE 1m0 B ARBR RS > R A% R PRS2 BIGE Ra Y 1 B AN E (E
(Vera, Marilyn, & Jennifer, 2008 ) * DL FifE 253578 (Mahoney, 2007) 5 M2/
(B RS R i Y 2 2 AR B JRUAS Y BEIRS A B > A 22 2 KRR EV R oY B RS R & - 1 R S
ARG R ) H K IHFZ1TH (Shechtman, 2004) o 28 i3 i 5 34 £ 18 44 B Jo
FEBE ZE R 7 RS R - 555 £ T A B AR () {18 2 S 1 G2 v ) AR s e AN T . (3
Ak 0 2014) 5 RHERS 20 2 (KPR I 2 > £5 EE AR PR O 118 245 B i Y 44 & BB R AT ok
> LUk 8% (Eng, Heimberg, Hart, Schneier, & Liebowitz, 2001) ° A{EZ 2= H1
PEZARMT FIE 7 [F] B3 BA AT [ > Dienerc B2 Monroe (2011) LUEAZHY 17 BT
3¢ (N =2886) HETEA DT (meta-analysis) > H s 5~ BUZ B A 2 2 B R ([
5 (A e BRE B O R 2 BTG 5 R B 5 1B 155 5 AN 2 2 AR BRIl 5 » FIE e s
BLOPRATE BGRBER B2 - B AH B B e R B (AR (r =17 > p < .001) ° F{EE
N — s DUBE — {5 » $RET R R AR B SR B B B (RS2 e > RSB R PRI RS B2 T
VERIBAR 72 QIS ER » e RE R AR ERS HUME 2 » BESRAE/\ KK r &y A B PR Bk
FIFERE - FIAE P EE R E o G Bl (B %€ » (HIL R S AE /A REE v oK 2 e Bl ak e Rl
A R AFREE RS EARRY[E B > 23057 RAFWERS[RI G » DUSCHERF 1B RROUHAS (FFUEH »
2014) °
TE AR BFT JRU R (9 ST KA [l BERL R S I > Meyer B2 Pilkonis (2001) #2855 {4 BT #H &
fefit OB T L H CAME S - B E R W A0SR SR > T RERS BRI H Al
AU B T RTIE 200 3 L B AR RN A < MG 2 {1 22 ol O BRATE 35 i Fh Y N E AR
20> AR ATREZK H M 7 AR 0 1 B SR > T @ AR A AR A X R S R AE A [R] g 44 B
JEAS AR > DUR IR S (SO0 BRAT ) 13 6 BR (R e G S @E M B 15 - FiE o~ &
MERLE Bt o A DI th RS - 153 TR RS 2 ] U S AR ~ R
JEUAE B G e PR AE RO RHRRTE (B < [RIBE) » DURKIEARG OGS AERER (AN « @) -
53 —JH1 Shorey B2 Snyder (2006 ) #% FHf By BH G A SR IETRE » G255 1 A< B 24 B 11
1R B VRS » A5 BRSO B R S 2 P RER R L > DLBGE @ A 8 5 ek B 5
TAEE > FEF RSB VRS A9 A (8 ZE 7 ik R A T AR HERL e rf o HESt Shorey i
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Snyder (2006) 7R3 » &G ELOHNGERAVIIFCE » BURHKBT RS AN A BRETIE ST R
PP B L BTG A I B TR R o TR Il A AR B VAR SELERL 17 {18 S 0 4 JRr] S22 A1 e g
FOBRET » S P R ER AR A S » DU A S S AN R B8 A AN RIRY S » bt
W T (R PR P SRR > 5 30 R o BT R 1 AR B VR DA e B 4 KBRS A A 32K i R A2
BRI T 2 -
Z - BEREEE

MEFR 22 (session impact) (RIS B OBV HRE% (session) #FKpH 2Bl ¥
PN ENRE  MNEEREF = (session evaluation) HINEFARGEL LAY 2B - iF &
BT B BRI ERTE o DURAERE R BL O BR BRIV TS #EIRRE (Stiles & Snow, 1984a,
1984b) o WEERRSZ IR RE 8L/ R J R A Hh g — L0 > B - ARG B O BING R AT
BRE IR A - B0 3 e B O B R il RO A [FIRY - BERR RS2 AT A A5 £ R R B
RIER /8 IH (Stiles, 1984)  fEAEBHFA » BEERIESZHY B2 2 E R LR
B o INHREARE » AV E SRR E S - AR E RO PERR AT E 2 A
A3 1 B O BEVG R B V& TRIISE IRy 20 0] B B Sy it (5 P R 087y > LIl R A1l 3 e Bl O B UG 98¢
fili A FER L2 (Mallinckrodt, 1993 ) © #ah)GEa » LAFERG B OBIG IR ERVE B g
B MRS - 2R T A (I XA DU B YA (Tains SR ) oA B
[FIRIRERE (Elliott & Wexler, 1994) e

MEFR AT #1145 (Session Evaluation Questionnaire, SEQ) &K 2 & R (Session
Impact Scale, SIS) & WA/ 48 5 #% FH KT s A& B ek 2 i) T E. (Mallinckrodt, 1994) ©
MEERFT R G & THIAHFARGNER ) FUPEEETE (depth) FINEWGE (smoothness) °
DIRGF R THAEREE ) IR (positivity) FIFENTE (arousal) ° PEEETE(RIEEERE
G X 22 Bl JR 2 BIGE R G AR ) R AIE A 5 WA 1 (R HE 38 n6 22 Bl 2 T2 B R 1S AT Al
FORRRE 5 T [a) 1k (R i 3 v 22 B 327 1 3 e I AR 10 TR 52 1) L3 W R BT AT ~ v L
s BN (R TR EE 1 22 B (R A NG SR % S AR NS ) B BB Y JR A2 o — SR SRR
T HERAF RS B A RIFH N E— S B4 K32 4548 (Hafkenscheid, 2009 s
Stiles, et al., 1994 ; Stiles & Snow, 1984b ; Stiles, Tupler, & Carpenter, 1982) ©

B AR % S2 A R P 1) JEE 3 R ARG R BRI ~ )t ~ ERERORR Il 5 T B 1 M A
B ] B IR 3R » ) BERT R aE R R R R 1A ~ W55 ~ MR (E ~ 22 RA 8 o 5
JE B AALT-AE T AE ra Rl 1 ARIRLEE » DU S aEra B EA )& > mEeE
W15 B IRt R B e e G SR &= (Stiles, Gordon, & Lani, 2002) ° i@ y—LEff}
FEHEBL > OPRANVE K RGIE AR A PRV - T BT [RIIFVE B RE R G AR IR A &7
TRRARINENG T » DU e B EAT ) AU ZEEEME (Stiles, et al., 1994 5 Stiles & Snow,



1984b) © LR THFFEth B » WE AR IS A O FEE PR B E [ Y = EEBAE - (Hanson,
Claiborn, & Kerr, 1997 ; Horvath & Marx, 1990) & P£Eil The Counselor Rating Form

(Hanson et al., 1997) ~ J The Session Impact Scale #f & T ELfY& UIHHREA (Elliott &
Wexler, 1994 ; Stiles et al., 1994) » 11 & & 14 Bl 5% v i 0 B PR R 25 ) (B 7%
2012) °

1t Stiles B Snow (1984a) F-HALRETHr T3 wa Rl A HL & 25 A > 76 AN (R34 v B v
B AR RS AR REVE ~ NEWGE » DARIE M ~ BB PR T B 528 » BEE A v B vk ny it
J& » G RGN B ARG 3RS DY (A 1] BE 9157y » 2BUREIRIEL - FErGRIATE
HNFIARIE R EAZ G 7 ST RGAE R - (B T N B R B R TR o B - 1T
50 A BB AR (2008) LUK EH BE S AR/ \RGERG > PRAT A 8 S0 1 BB 3R 7
(IRSE » DAREES R (2012) DA—{07 52 Bl 20 AE 4 52 )\ RGE v 2 1% - FIVELEE G &
SIERAE R B~ W AR IS BLEK g Y s S T ST IR 8 B SE A AEF BB ER RS2 1Y
GREEE ~ NG PERTE MRS 0 E 23 B N IRBIRIIEIE o it S BE n] BE
0y > SRR > & 2 ACERE s TP ERE T HY SR BB #E0IRRE » O PR AYIRRE » LA
B U PRRMANE S5 AR B8 » ATREREE A RIRIGERGEL LR > T 2BIARRE L -
85 B A o AN ST 8 ARG 3R AT R RS E R B AT R v B B

s N 2B 2 - oI - &SR AR E (Kivlighan & Angelone,
1991 5 Snir & Wiseman, 2010) ~ /O F Fill 15 55 A\ 9 5% 1% B & J& 52 /188 09 — B0k

( Dill-Standiford, Stiles, & Rorer, 1988 ; Stiles & Snow, 1984a) ~ /L ¥Rl A+ 3k 7Kk #&

(Kivlighan, 1989) ~ /L Bl A B A $52 75 (B8UBE 4 » 1995 5 Hill, Helms, Spiegel, &
Tichenor, 1988 : Kim, Liang, & Lee, 2003 ; Siegel & Hilsenroth, 2013) ~ (EPNIETEF S
AHEERE (PRSI ~ JLEDH - 1994) ~ ARGV EEBRIBAR (VL5 ~ BBEE
2008) ~ ELH{hFEFE 8 IE 2 [EABH (R (Antunes-Alves, Thompson, Kramer, & Drapeau,
2014 5 Reynolds & Stiles, 2007 5 Stiles, et al., 2002) ~ B &5 S A B {% (Mallinckrodt,
1993 : Odell & Quinn, 1998) > B3 & F 7E H #5787 BL O B IR U FF & (Shechtman
& Nir-Shfrir, 2008 3 Stiles, et al., 1982) 5 o

= BRRZEEZE RS

HArt & TS E BRI E5TF H &MY 88
BEHEWMEEE » B—MHE K kA S0 B IS E /) /730 (Garland, Haine, &
Boxmeyer, 2007) ° {£% 5 2K 8L O HERL o 7 BRI E5 p B O B A IR Y
WEETE » ATt O AT B0 O3 2R B - STt M P SR AL AHRR AR St E r (el g > A1
VER R BN N\ R 8L /7 5.2 22%  (Sanders, Trinh, Sherman, & Banks, 1998) ©
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AT 3% 7 BL U B 8 JRR A B S 2 FH T BRI A - i S 2 AR R R 1A R AR Bl 3R
Z M o BT E B SRR P L O BRI i~ ERR BOHEASE o EE
AR AR IT R T E BT 7T 5 R A RE A SR E O - R T
2 HI| BLG SRAF S 2 #HE Y (World Health Organization, 2000) ©

BRI E S 2 & - BEBANATETTIIZER 2 i 5eE KR er iy
F i o AFF RS A P i . (PR » 2003 3 SREETT > 2003) > KAEFGINE &
7 (PRBEAE ~ 22U > 2011) o EPERAIFE R B Z2 WU (2011) 58 REAVGE RGN =
B2 HIFESH (2012) (HALERE 2R A EAEP RS E TR - HR
JRSZ FIGE PG 17 5 S5 DA B SRS 35 i A S ~ 0CRfT k& B EE i i Z B AR £
REE (BER > 2014) o M{EEE > FErGmEEEE M E AR & F AL
aferdd o A« ERAN YRGB AR EAS (B A% 0 2014 5 Justitz, 2002 3 Mahoney, 2007
Rein, 1985) ~ ##% 3% i a2 (FR1H 38 > 2003 3 BEEE T » 2003 5 Todd, James, Joe, &
Grady, 2006) » LUk FIEA 4 By £ R A2 S TE R BR R > AN - WE SRS Bl T IF R BERY
ftge (BHBETE » 1995 5 Mallinckrodt, 1993) 5 o ANTHSCA L5 HHER RA fEAE HhIE AR 2
k% BEEMNE R 2R o E— DT HRAR o

ey bk > AR FT BRI R T
(—) ZEFALAT 3 REEmEM IR EEME (58) ~ Gt (58) ~ =

(5 M@ (58 WEs  REEmENR BN 2
(=) REFALHT 3 REBMEMIEHR TR E M (58) ~ IHGE (s&) ~ Bl
't (5 RE) FIENE (SR B R_REaZR?
(=) BEFALE 3 REEEMIIEREZEEE (5&) ~ IHGHE (s#E) ~ Em

P (5 RE) M@ E (5 8) 155 SHFERmER (10 @) 5500978

A

—RSEE

KWHFE2 ZHE 5 2014 5 10 HE 2016 4 1 AR » £ ~ RIS 9 ATk
BgleakraiiE g0 o B OB EEAEE G - HRIE B E A T E S
2 LR AT B A 2R A - 2B B 20 A > 2ok 57 A 0 KB 77 A
18 ~23BEE 72 N 224 ~30 & 4 N> 31 ~40 8% 1 A\ s BEE KL
68 A o RAERE LB LIEE o A s ZREFKENRIELIE 3 TR ~ ABSIRER



B EMBACHER FAEF M

TBERNEES -
— " MRIR

B TseRE - AR PUAERSE TH - ZarBaT
(—) EDERBARKM RS IRQ@ZFE

FIEHATE - > BIABSPA KRS ETRE € AR RS & 25 A SOR ARG B B 1Al R
FISCIR » 138 R A% (2014) 1 TEARGHASE ~ (RN RS BRGE pa i RA TR 2 W92 1 G
XH o SRR R E R GRS > B szairany 352 f0E R o DU R AR B
FEE B A AL > T LA R SRS o s LA o

WFoeE 2% W EG S A R0 R EEE (2000) % H Bartholome Fi
Horowitz (1991) [& %% (secure) ~ f£& (preoccupied) ~ P&t (avoidant) FIHE
F* (exclusive) PUFHAYAIRBHIRIN S (Relationship Questionnaire, RQ) 1+ SN 3% &
30 VRS EilE A FE 1 AR AR U [ B AR E8E © fE252 K EREE pg i 25 vh O G v
Hif » ATRERY 22 B (R R S PURR T & B O AR B JUAS (U ) A AT SCIRY - SR DL N R 8 A
W A B RS U T P R SR 28— 38 > FEAS EHEA R S L 1T BN B A EA AR 52y
2R » DU 2B E 8 B BRE T FEER A B - S8 2 BRI SE 2 - BB AN 9Tt 22 il
% °

FE I AP RS A ) 2 KT ST« T IR B LA 25 2 el 1) B R 50 st A
IEMPESAH > 385 H O A EER ~ AR ~ T IRt A9 EEAR U 5 HE
E > EEMAANE CEEMMKREAD D - ARG - SR ARG
ORI AR LLE € B3 MBS EBEHNENEL » 5EREER R - J
(Z) B8] B hhRIEHXFIE[ME (SEQ-5)

KWFFEHRA Stiles %A (2002) FEREIVE THRIERFF R4S (Session Evaluation
Questionnaire, SEQ-5) B 5T T. 2 o ff 9% & 5 2 3L 56 T iR G 3% 3 & 1 46 2 il
X C-SEQ-5 1% » HIHAPRBEHRTE 1995 FHRGERY 2 = IR IER AT B M - HE—20 % Uit
Mg e % - BGEE S RSN @ SR = IR EERET RS — (11 L » T E
AR SCEERA o ISR 0 A C-SEQ-5 #HEI A K B2 3R G /Lo #2238 R 2R AL 2 B )
B ETERETERZ N > ERHBEESE (MRER ) o B TREZRIT =S
[G] ST RRAS » & [ RE £ o Bl AL 6 8 A0 FH B[R] —RRAS © LGRS 48 FHAH S 38
& #47 (Semantic Differential Style) 2 & ATAHAL » 26 TR 21 EEIE > FRE A
1720 # > LICEREFRG 7 0 e THIA BIRERaIEER ) BURE M (depth) FINENG M

(smoothness) 7% TR » LIS & TEERGIEERTE ) WIIETA M (positivity) FIENTE
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(arousal) th#Ti@ o FF &8 MEAGIREALN : FRERY —FEAR o FFRENEWG 1R 51
A FRFAN) — BRBRIY o FF & 0E M R FIREAD « 2B SRR — S LY o FF R Eh R BIRE
o = HIESIH —FER

PREEE (1995) @8R /SOLFARG st S OB 2B R ET &= A PU{H
] 55 o A B (IR HLE ) E 2 LIEE T B B > HLAS IRAG BB ~ NG M ~ 1
T P2 Rl 2 G {8 v 85 ) iR R > 7SO B SR DA ) B R — B AR B oy B .97
97~ .87 F1.96 » HURIE/NNI HERIERFFE_LAHE —5 - BB R FE T L
Stiles A (1994) LU EM T A KEEA R & FAEITHISE » BURIERIFRRB
GEEEME ~ MEWG M ~ (E RSN M R > B RAFRYIKE RS o LU Ze/n s B
T~ MEWSS A ~ I v P4 RIS 1 O e 5 T 2 T B

KU FeE 77 (2 EEWIERF RS (C-SEQ FHhhK) 15/ #E/THE 7747
B B AR 4% 27% B ~ AR o SR —REZ ¢ fEEUEE (Critical ratio,
CR) LMEBREEIUE ZHHE - BoklEE 2@t » JLIRErEAE 3.00 DLE# - K8
RFHE B AHRR (RO R K HEH R 30 DLEE T UIMIER » #—BRBHEFEZ
RART 3 RIBRRZHIIS ) R AEEE TG 56 3 RIFATGIMEINE D o« (ENE—BErEE
fls F oo 77 10 E B HE & R Cronbach's o {REE .95 » &7 EFM Cronbach’s a
TR« GEREME 88 ~ G 92 ~ IEmIM: .92 K@t 79 -
(=) BEREER KR

RPN R B #—FI (Counseling Satisfaction Inventory-Brief Form, CSI) J4HI#
BE AR EL 22U (2011) FRrfmsd » WIQIiFoesseramit ~ b~ B~ B RS
B o WETTERER M IR R o0 B Beas e R 32 o0 A » 15BN RI 3 — T AL B O e B 4%
Fe R = T B ) Wi IR 3% 23 {IEREPE - LUK 10 RERGAR > KGAR 10 BERYAED
— AR B 87 0 R =R EREERE 75 - KFE—HRKE _AHEEE 38 4
R 10 RESERBEL AT » o7 (34, N=271) = 7887 p <.001 > y/df =232 <3 » f@¥I 22
A (GFI= .94 ~ AGFI = .91 » KJ* .90 [JI5HE » RMSEA = .074 » /N2 .08 FEEHE »
SRMR =.069 > K .05 FURHE) ~ HTERIEE (NFI=.94 ~ NNFI = .96 ~ CFI = .97 ~
IFI = .97 > KA 90 BUIEHE ) BUERG & EFEIE (PGFI = .58 ~ PNFI = .71 » K
1A .50 (OREHE ) SEAT R GHERCTE B AT > BEURAIRR 10 REE R B A X e e 5 1°F
G o KRR LB I 1 BRGROVEIRELD « TE3Km R > FRB 1R FE paAm B S i R detm 2L, -
O B R IR - {EER % o FOB SERENR R MR AR o



= RER

FFFEE S 2014 4F 8 FAEHERT ABSKHT B B £ 2 EEEFE AN REE -
LIR EER T R i B4 William B. Stiles M5 oG SR FF & R 9E SChi - REED:E
1T5 TR G ER AT RIS B o SCRIEEE R B3] o RS2 BEAilains a8 & sth R B2 2 A i i
ol SRIAARWEFER B RATBREFE - (HiEE R 1 B AT 58 2 K BRI a i
Hrpuptk - HIFFSMEEEE K - F2EREE ~ HERE kgt 7e 2 8E —0) 4G
B8 SR o BF7E & ARG S hEA ra gl g b O B E AT 5T 2 N B IR BGRB8
i HAEMGIMREHENRSEEEFA - AT A BIFHERAAN T H I R AR
Fri% » FIRERYZ BLE SEBR GRS SC > H LU REARMT S R SR8 —380E » %%
WroelFEE# - BAlAEEZ 2 /D M 3 R ZERIGER - MAERT 3 2 RIGE %
SRETHERRAF B G - DURAESS 3 RAERIGER® - HIMHRE —ifimimE R R —H
i - BN FE 2B E - fEsE@fErh - 2EE AR AR L2 E R 2FoK - 2
B RS 2 TS R A L B B 2 AR > BT BN BB A — B3 [l 4
rgE# - LUs @ ke fme -

f R ] i
— HRBR

(—) SEERRI3 AEBNBARZRBBERELIRN
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Abstract

The study investigated the change of session impact during the first three
counseling sessions and the relationship between session impact and counseling
satisfaction from clients who took counseling service in their university counseling
centers. Participants of this study were 77 students who sought individual
counseling between October, 2014 and January, 2016 from nine universities
in Taiwan. The research instruments included the revised Session Evaluation
Questionnaire (SEQ-5) and the Counseling Satisfaction Inventory (CSI). The four
dimensions of the revised SEQ-5, namely the depth, smoothness, positivity, and
arousal, were moderately correlated with each other (.55-.72). Both the analysis of
variance (ANOVA) and Scheffé method showed significantly higher scores of the
third session than those of the previous two sessions on the dimensions of depth,
positivity, and arousal. Regarding the smoothness dimension, the scores of the
second session were significantly higher than those of the first session. Findings
of the stepwise regression analysis showed that the depth dimension explained
54.3% of the variance of counseling satisfaction. In addition, the dimensions of
the depth and the positivity together explained 63.5% of the variance in counseling
satisfaction. The major conclusion of this study shows the higher the scores on the
dimensions of the depth and the positivity, the greater in counseling satisfaction.

Keywords: session impact, counseling satisfaction, preoccupied with attachment style



