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ES & RRE 155
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B AR i B AT BRAM 242 ] v B B A 1 ) SR (AR SRS, ~ e (A B2
B 2 WA BRI R (ERE R TIEm SRS ) &l THerh a2 sEim
OB TR o I - WFTEE (Ret B ettt 38 AT ASTEI it 434 (7 B2 L IR EER
AEITEIRE - MEI TR TRE SR AT - ARET IR SRR A ERC AT AT R 2 P
AR o BFST ST IE & P i < BRI Y (5 B BR At Bl S Ry > MU IE ) PR A &2
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il

A
]

—  IRE RSN

{E#t o PR R A ERR
{E88 2 P TER o B R RG - AR » A
BRVE A EEARE ST LU A e » 3 E T
R ) 81 TERERGASE 1 (Seligman,
1995, 1998) ° fEIE[ALHEER @M. T
Luthans~ Luthans i Luthans (2004)%& il
PEE A (psychological capital)—#7 » &7
DB A R (S 1 28 e S R A @A Fh
FIRRIE L OBEARREEC O A > fE 2 %
T % (o (el A 1S i R S - B4t -
Luthans ~ Youssef i Avolio (2007)3zR.L:
HERZEEAENZL 0SS » BEEE
taE A ) E A E A > Luthans B
Youssef (2007) 3 — 5 Hi#E A & OB
EANEAEEAEEREEE L BIfES
TEEHT » MREFHEFHOL RS - &
BEREZIR » S OBEARE RESEB
W5 » F—RIMEERE » MER SRR

Luthans ~ Avolio ~ Avey &1 Norman
(2007) 78 25 0o B AS 5 R DY T (m) A 1 »
B (B HRSmER - R EEELC
REAE T BT AT I » 3B RE T IES
R 5 (2)%4H - (RS B BRI
BAEIERNES : Q)L : ([HigaesAE
AT IR REGREE E AR LI D) 5
(AR (BB RE A W I BEERFF T 25
R T B ) o K $5 Bandura
(1977)/ T EHIRZURE ) (self-efficacy)BHam+E
RS - —fE S MRS SR A IS

(outcome expectancies) > 7T E{EFE & 7 /(5

HRERAT R E B ERRE R 5 55—l
TETBIRERTHAEE J(efficacy expectancies)
MENERE R S A B EREERIERIRE R -
o TS RAVIASE 1 B DI e Ay
Y TERERTIASE 1 HIKEDIR B e
% (Snyder, 1995) » RAJ A1 H HAHEKFE AT
A A R & 2 o

B[ gk (learning disabilities, LD)%
FERZB iR AR B O+ =201
— » BTSN UPREEEE A
HIER AR — 8] > 2 ZE AR WYL - T
BRI R = E IR A E SRR A
MR - EEBISC ~ HREE ~ B AR
FREAR o BEREEHRRK RO
RE J2 3 TSR HA R~ 301~ P ~ SRR
FIEENE ~ PR RE SRR > DIEERE
B~ HeEEEE PR NEE
St o HEEERGIERRE ~ B6E ~ HES
Bt R SR B LRI A 2 ~ BERANE SR
RNZFTEESER AR (B /O R E
MR BB A S Wik > 2012) o A VAR
RFHITR o £ 7Y — i 8 e i A (o Bl B By
WHRA—8R » HIEIFRFEER S T AN E /]
BRI BB R HAERE - f
— 7€ LB B LA R LGRS N A 8
m] > M EPE YRR A A RS &
18 #A 58 ) Hil B 8 (Blackorby & Wagner,
1997) o EAERRLRGEER AL [HI R Rk A7 A7) T2
P B THDFRE ) R H 8
AT RER 2 & AU A B~ (KB
HE—2E R AR B E T B RRE(Dohm &
Bryan, 1998; Lerner, 2003) °

—MME - FEEE E K E E G hEE
FHEMPLIT MR o EESEEZ - (£
ELZETTA » B TE R R A B AR AR R R Y



LSRR ~ fet oA SR B IR0 2 i e - DU IR BB 3

Pt > Al IR B2 e e B A N
R B B A L B e e 2 A IR £ ELA T 4%
BRERE ) B TIRUT ] ) - HEGEEEMT > I8
SR H H (S i E HE & (Keogh, 2000;
Luther, Cicchetti, & Becker, 2000) © [ffi ¥} %%
s - 2EERE AR a7
REANE(E ~ X1 RRRE - (B EET
% BRI AR A RIAE K P LLL © Lerner
(2003)Fi5HIFT % IR EEREAN -5 |
Al MBI ) WFPE—E R
ERSEPR T SRR B EAR - AYREAES = Ry
H B E R ~ SEERERE Bl 2k - BXE H
CLRERS BOH T B R e - JEECASERUR < 38
S BRI RE R A Y 5 B FORRE S B i
JFEFE 4 A\ 842 (Brown & Gerber, 1994)
L R T EIR S BB R R A Y 1
G 1 [ 2B HH T e e S A8 U 2 L > LdE
H FRlEf% ~ E 2 (Cosden, Brown, & Elliott,
2002) ~ 7 ZEFE 2 (Wiener, 2003) ~ Il J &
(Margalit & Al-Yagon, 2002) > Cosden %
(2002) 38 £538 FH fecbar S A5 i 1 2R R A 72
REA A T R e 22 A A (A Al 722 32 - JTRESR
BITER] ~ Enhs SRAFHRRAKZE - i
FUEEBNE P ORE B PR B ER AR E o) LB
% TUREN TESANIREREN T (streng-
th based within-group method of analysis) *
T FE 0 FRAS E2 S R EE RSB TREASIE
T 7 5 1) f 2CRF 92 - (deficit-oriented  be-
tween-group model study) °
Wong (2003) % 42 i FE =& f& b S 18 I
TIZERE AR R TATF A - B © (DAATHE
IS RFFCEL LA Werner (1993a, 1993b)
K Werner il Smith (1982, 1992, 2001).Z
EEwFE 0 LIk 1980 & 1990 FE (LA
BB 2 4t e B R EE R EST 5 (2) &

(measurement)[t@ ; (3)Z2TE RIS ~ 1
BIRIRI A TR 2 5 BRI 5 (4)ERHEER
i g N e TN R N PN R )
f& b B PR IR -7 T2 R A 55T A1
5¢ : (B)HFEIEE M FE A E B - Wong
it — D St B EL R R R A A A e iR
H e ERAE ) 20 > maR H e b e iE L
MER T Rl » Al ERgeE E st

FrERRER B fafam K > DI
e s 22 A= LA (I8 71 2 R A€ © Bryan
(2003) ~ Cosden (2003) ~ Margalit (2003) &
Wiener (2003)% A [RIf& Wong HUimE; » &
[FIHETR B2 e A2 A 3 I > A BB
i L [ B e ) S P o o

M TR Z 1 B R R A A Y
iR R P R T S B 7 R R kB
It > AHFIEARE S — A R IR » ARIR )
DBRE ARG » 1 O AR LA
BAN ~ MR — (A o S TR
JEAE 1~ T SE Ik Bl TG ) 1 » 3l DUE R
FIEEd > SEREE R OB E A S IRER
+ - (AR e E R B NS ks K1 o i
FEH PRI b 7278 1Y a3 DR T i
A A (B8 FIR ~ J0EAT ~ FRLUE
HOCE » 2010 5 Park & Helgeson, 2006) »
IR R g2 AR Y A [ B R U
PRI A IR ERAE i ) - Al e e B
TE F SRR RS ~ 42T A R B AR
JI0) BB (R < P Em AR A
R 5 =[50

ARSI REE E S b o IR
BN AR I ) 2 ORAE IR DAFR Hi
atotn i 8 TVR BRI BB B2 5 M
TEERfoH b o HASZRES T R A ~ A
JEREE ) 2 PR AR A E R 36 0



e HETRHE S

R E T SELERE - ATE 2
EEWFFEHIE —
1. Tt g o] e £ B e £ A 1T 1) S 1 A R
JEVRE ~ B T A SRR B R ) 2 B
2. TRETIE [ SRRV ~ et A S
BB i S i AR B R A -

Al ~ XRIERES

YCE E R ) AR RS ~ $2 K
i IR ELAR S ) fe 38— By o0
DR b SEE AT IE [ SRR R A ~ 3T A
JREE [ ) 2 7 FEL P 2 PRET » LUK
BRI RE R £ A TF 1) A AR S ~ $2 T
A A RGP AR R 2 J3 o
—  IESFERER S E R ERE

fig 2 JEL#% (explanatory style) » BXFR
Bt A1 JEL % (attributional style) » & —fdi{E#E
S50 e 8 B E 0 0 A8 AR
(Peterson & Seligman, 1984; Pintrich &
Schunk, 2002) » HAKZAEIH RIS Seligm-
an > 1960 FARIREITHY T 1SRG
(learning helplessness)ff 5% » {%+8 £ %
W B BB I ) SR B [ SRS R - 4
18 1 R A (A A 7 1 (Peterson,
Buchanan, & Seligman, 1995)  ifii fiffé al 4%
F BRI R UT =M - AL TARTE
ko (%) ¥t ToEks () ~@2) T—
Ve ) (BB AEET L g ) ¥ TR
EME ) (EHRERAEN—E ) ~ (3)

CRAMED (FrAEIRA) ¥ TR (Ff

R¥f4) (Ho, Chu, & Yiu, 2008) °

Abramson~Seligman £ Teasdale (1978)
Fi HH TS5 I B AR S S SRR A H i
B - H B G DA

J I AR I S > F Al Sk
N EABBEPEE » E Q2%
R 1 I B AT IR T 1 ~ fnflRp ELRR
TEVE ~ arRE R A DR Anf iR SR o
Seligman ~ Abramson ~ Semmel Z& von
Baeyer (1979)70 5 {5 BRI T £ Bl il IR 1
411 T H (expectancy of response-outcome
independence) » ilfi 1~ — 7 & 2 Bk e B K
T 5 {18 A ol 5 4 O D R s DT 17
WTEAL ~ R APEEL— M PR DRI SIS > A
KOG RN AE o AR
B R AR MR R A
fF TRR D WA » BanE AR E C
FrACHIFEIRE R IMEAL ~ B B RE PR
R TFEAAEAL ~ K A B — R PR Y
DRI » iy U ) 1> SR e J . o

Seligman ~ Reivich ~ Jaycox £ Gillham
S 1995 -5 H R VRS B Em AR AR R
B —{ESEEIR C > I — (S8R A\ T E
AR & A F R ML ~ T
7 M B RS E PRI EC AL (51 E Ho et al.,
2008 ) > Mezulis~ Abramson~Hyde i Hankin
(2004) bff 52 th f5 i T B A B K] 32 3% 0
(self-serving attributional bias) & {5 {5 fig
TR TE Al A b B ) SR S A [ A A A
TR A B — M R AT o RTIY > S g Ao
& AR BIER B BRI » e DIOME
F ~ AR AT € I D T g e £ ) 5
F > BURHATER ~ A3 A RE Ry R K]
AR IR (] SR - Sl R 2T s B L AR
JEAES B W DT RE AR AE TR (Jolley et al.,
2006) °

(BRFEENZ » (£ H & AEE AT
AL e ) 8 O B R R RER o —
I = SEEE T R A ARG R i



LSRR ~ feto(a SR B R0 ) 2 i e - DU IR BB 5

AR g 7 AR B B AS SR o (H B far U AR
(defense pessimism) HIJ & —FE S {3 - [A] £
FHBUZ & My A B i A Al e AR
E AR SR - 5F AR B AR e Lk LA
axVERRE R - JEGH AT REEE < IR - ST
fEE(E 0 RS LERESZERIE DL - e
RIS (R > 2011) < 4%
P et S ERLVART SV > A ATRE
DI [F) Y 38UFE (Schneider, 2001) » [ 75
HYBIEL AN E AL 2 5] > LBk {E
HEBR R E AR - th e S B e iE £ 1
[Fa) 5 B2 ] ) A8 HEE B O BRI = m] RIED i
RUARE B AVES B B2 < DT ST htidm - it B
BT MEEl— e S8k SR - AEBI—
AE B MRS R B o A o

DRI - S AR JUR P e Er (e o6 {15
HHIE B CHT R E B8R R - BT R
P ECS | tRERN - REAEHR
REIRFEI ARGV H SR TR A6 5 FHDCHY » 2EEH
RIS T RE e (e CE (RS AHIE B C 2 B
(1 > SR T I B AR AN Gy - i HER
PR EEZEEEACS o S
17 55 Bl % K B 1K (Cropley & MacLeod,
2003; Peterson & Park, 1998) o [fij & #ifife
JEREG GRFEE TR FHTEAL ~ FRE PRI —
R R A e 2 T SR - R AL
BT IR 1 FORE A2 M 1 Do TR 0 e B A 1) R0
(Kamen & Seligman, 1987) °

Peterson 55 (1982) 2 i #5¢ I fi A1 AUk
%] (The Attributional Style Questionnaire,
ASQ) » 1%1# Peterson B Villanova (1988)
I e £5E (T4 € B B X VRS R 48 0 (the
Expanded Attributional Style Questionnaire,
EASQ) ° SRR A U an AU DT
e N B AR BOTE 7 (Seligman

et al., 1984) » 1f EASQ thy /A M & i i
] AN R R RS > (B R ARB [
EE SRR R 7T UK e 2l 0 U
Tl A AH B (Norem & Chang, 1997; Pe-
terson, 2000; Snyder, 1995) » [X] % 445 firf
JE FEEZ e M AMTEIA R AR & A 4 ny =
Pt LURT ATERHIOR 2K & A I [l A 2R LAER
HOFEERE ] o DRICE ARG AR R SRR IS - ]
R % 2155 B IE M B A T iR X
(Park & Helgeson, 2006) °

Bunce B Peterson (1997)thfgH1EHE
1S BRI AR b o A6V A S E M R
(AR RS S PG A B - K2 B
BT ER OB ) SR o
Best > wFgethds e —(d s ARG E 2
% BB SSEEBUKIE (R EAIER
B SR ) OERE > LIRS
RSB EN (RS 2 A H mrvER )
{HRAEARBOKEE (WAl &S
e B AR ) 5 D FISIG 952 B RETRD IS SR (Ho,
et al., 2008; Kivimaki et al., 2005) » 71 B[I[H]
SPIE [ SRR VRS G B T RE & LU AT
B BRI R iR B, - RES S H B
HEESUREE A EEN: o KL o RIFTEK
U5 st - BEIG R R IR
PR R RS 2 RET - 30 R R R A A Y
fige R SR JEE =5 R T S 1 1) B PR IRE R I
ZERET > e B R AR R R A% 2 N
1 °
— RANSERE RENE

i S AW A0 T S AR T — R
& o SEH Y E 255 R S BRI
FFEAKE (Elliott, Knight, & Cowley, 1997;
Kashdan et al., 2002) - FE &R cicss » 75
S IEER DR R E AIRRE - HEERAME R A
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ERCE B EE SR - BTG E $EE
H%1 (Snyder, Shorey, & Berg, 2004) ° 7
LR —RAEH L PR RIS
HIRGE » e —fE A PIR E RIS - 755
RE B2 T IS g G R E AR R GE
110 DURCEE A 75 1 R 3 Bl H B (Snyder,
2002) °

Shang (1994) L5 Hi AAFIFE 2252 (i #%
NE= R SN YN Tl ey TRV EY
T HEe NRIEIE A R AR ke » th
N BAERITEBIEE o Snyder %
(1991)##& K T Stotland A5 SRR a8 A1
Zet IR - A HERE Mg 15T
HOIEEHERY TENE ) R T/ WS
ARG S S B AR > 12 AR
A HRRRIEIE o BECE(2008)KF Snyder
7 SR E 2R ¢ (BN P EAR »
AR E 5 TEREREGEREZEE ) EE
POHERE - I BRA GRS HERES] =
KBRCER B P—REZEAEHE - HE
WA R AIEAESS AR > EE AR DR AN
P - BVRRE TA SRR -

iy S AT M B B R AR 4
B> {0 L 1) B ARG SR Y B AT B
(Hagen, Myers, & Mackintosh, 2005) ° 7%
JEHH Em R B ASEE ~ B RHEAS R
fE > H = H 0 BB (RIRER AR HAR R
B o i SR = {E R > IR (L)

M EHE | (goal thinking) : BESAAREIH

HREEERRES) + (2) TEEEHE] (agency
thinking) : B8 H C A RE ) HEE I I Bz
R EAE & —FE OB g Y IE MBS &
ZREREBUE.0 o BERE (BB Al LI
Rl E A s (3) K% FEAHE L (pathwiayss thinking)
ERCEEE (HA{E A EH M B) (19FE

fRSRIE ECRE ) » JREE (B /LA LAHCEE R
PHAS H AR @RS PR - thr] UK
FI| 78 1 Ft fRE 1Y B X H B8 (Lopez,
Snyder, & Pedrotti, 2003; Snyder, 1994) ° Ifij
LR BRI WHEREFIRE A e 2R
A A B AR A B SR HE R B A T
fiE(Westburg, 2003) » 7REIV7 S KHIEE
JIGFE R 53 B L R RS o W B e
Ay Hith— A el BAEH > RIEER
I A S FH — {1 g B P S R
LUERBH » JREN T 75 =8 T+ TR
(Hope = Agency + Pathways) (Snyder, 2000) °

E& H 1555 (2010) ¢ 3 A A 0 3 224
Bl [OBEBAR ST AL A 7 S R I
A LA PR IR 2 122 P AR R R PR ER R )
o M2 T SR 52 15 1 Snyder 5£(1991)
Fr i HH gt 1 [ i P S22 A SE & - W )
DIARSR 5 D ARG A Tl Bl {1 i A ) B gk
A M2 THEIn S 1 - I mT Al

MR ALK B— et HE R E AT

AHE) TSI —3nl LT SEREIARE I &
3 T I 1) SR IR A FE AR 7 S i o
I A7 F BEHREY Snyder 55 (1997)58 2 7
TR E R RS SR R E 2 R A
JkIHI ) RERTR PR R A PR XA R
RS R BRI [F] > A SR E Ny
KRG » EaltE— DR AR B R4
HIE R BRI AR A A R PRET - DA
SRR g AR AR T A R 2 N
BT BN R -
= BRI ERENE

R IR 11558 B0 R B AR » g
B EIERET R - (RS AIRE SUAER? 1E 7]
SE JFE Y R 51 (Luther et al., 2000) ° Bonanno
(2004)F5 HHE G A OO FRER B o » ([ ™ B



AL SRR ~ feto(a SRR B IR0 ) 2 A B - DU IR LB 7

RN TR0 & > (e R DHERE
rhHIsEEREA T8 (recovery) S FE » 1fii
MEIR 771 B TR 22 Mm% H 7k

PRI ERITE © 1B 100 R AWHE 5 RE B O
PERE < IEEL - I~ Er a2 ] - 78
RELZ % BIE R A AR 20 &0
HEREKHE - JRENE IR IR AR
IR - A B RS BBk [l sk (2=
BUEEE 0 2011) ©

BIFRT1R% T E/IRETST » REMEE A ~
BB S AR ~ IS i i §EE
2 £ T S 5 (Grotberg, 1995) - it &
Masten (2001)Ff#d 78 L3 /)5
(ordinary magic) ° 18R /1R E R GFE4: o
P& ER T AREE » KB AER /172 b R B
ANRF ~ FREER F BER ) R E A1 #H A
52 L) S R 2R o ) B RE AR (Tusal &
Dyer, 2004) - HAi#HEME IR 10 2 2 K55
LR R Fim B > MEGURIE NS Tfe
B[R 1 (risk factor) B T {7 3% X 1
(protective factor).Z 15 A1 F Y ) e JiE
2 o

TEfEBEIK 7 /51 » Keogh E Weisner
(1993)14F fi&: b FK] - #0775 HL R B0 b 2% £ - 1
GO W - R = W TNR
Spekman ~ Herman £l Vogel (1993)HIZ215
faba k- EIEA fEFE RSN - LR
SIS R AR > JF R R A A A
S AR E BIIRBE ~ B4 Rt [ BRI 5
SMERE - TS fEba %k R 2
AN H— A & b K 1 19 52 28 (Morrison &
Cosden, 1997; Wiener, 2003) > T &k X 1
WM AN FVE 2 MBRECSY - B4E (1)
S K 5 % 15 1% (constitutional vulnerabil-
ity) : G5O R AR S B AT B - 17 2

HERBA AN S R PR R SR kb (s
PrifgE - LR AR - BEEERSREE) /A VIRERS
BOHGHAIE » QFINTRERI : MK 5%
15~ 1SRRI A ~ ABEIREE ~ 5 3o
MEEEFEAC ~ KEE -~ WE) ~ fZ
S5 5 (3) 5 T A% Bl o Bl i 4 17 J s
Bt AR ~ HEEERER - B~ AR -
LAgR A N IF T Fe R A B B N B B AR
5% G IR /)50 85 o

EEERERE o MR ks R -4
o AE A L B HAS SR o Werner (1993b)
@B R S (Kauai island)i# 1T R
32 TFHIMEE RS - BFFTE E AR 660
LIGREE R » Hh AR E 2 %2 6K
T%EERET o AR - RiE
HASHIATANME ~ BB KUE(RTE ~ S RERS 1
PESGEE MR ~ REETERIRENTE
Tt gehdt R Bk IR 2 & fEbm A~ bT- rT
Wz BrA R » AlhvE =02 —r5
ERI SR 7 2PN il el
KI > fEbsA il TA—7E ) e EisE
B - 32 R ME ) BEhEf AT
RERD B A IERS IR -

FECRFER T /718 » Christle ~ Jolivette
Eil Nelson (2000)+5 Hi18 5 7 = N £ L& A
T (EA) BEAAELRFER 1 (SREE ~ 224 ~
thlE) BVER > (8 AR TR A
B )1 Y18 RES) © Dyer Bil McGuinness
(1996) 77 F HHE R 1 /& = FE 32 PR IR -5
ZNBIREETE - BEEN AT RIE
A RHE R AR AT o

Grotberg (1995, 2001)Z2 185 111y
PREEIRFIiIE TR - WEIMFERE
EATIEIDPNOE e 95421 RIE RS SN T
AES I TOME SCRFIE R 1 ~ T ATE
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)5 ) B kA e NBRBR 1> w3 Rl L
[ A1 (1 have) ~ THUZ J (1 am) 8 THBE
(1 can) R AR « Hodr - J@HME AR
FER T8 (HE ) » At R ~ B B {E 7
A REHE ~ A~ BEC FELO
IR ~ L) ~ NPERET T 5 R
LR NEERT (Fhhe) FEATZRCHEA
H B ERRE AR » AR ~ i~
%~ BlE ) ~ [MRERRR ~ fEEhER] ~ 152
GEDN S EY AV DN SRk sl (F =P
AR EERE o R RS R R E S
3 o

Kt - BI5 e G hald Ar .05
I8 B2 T 8 » EL 0 2RI A o s T A »
IREME T )2 fe ke A BRI AR ~ R
DK SR R A& (K - A B B L F 5
7R iy ) B RESEFE (Tusai & Dyer, 2004) °
fri ey bl > 18 TR B B A it R e Al
HERIE AT S B B A AR B - ads
T B ~ TR e B R A 5
e A i ) B T 3R
Mo« BRSSP EIFOFFERERR - =

ANFERAEBRNIEEEE

BRI EET > T B AR
FCHT SRB 1 e Pt 8 58 JR s B 1T A5 o ]
(Grotberg, 1995; Tusai & Dyer, 2004)
Spekman ~ Goldberg £ Herman (1993)f5
ERANEREER A a A TRV FrTE
R & I 2 Fess SR T L B fe b B - ARl
FAR B EGRZ 4 A2 5007 1T 8 R (5
LRI T - iE L fabalEin e
R A R AR R AT IERY T feka A
1o i TERERRRE ) A 5 AlE — R fa ks A
+ > —{EFERE TELERERE AEES > S

TRIERR fEks IG5 T R fa bR R EE S (Miller,
2002; Wiener, 2003) °

Miller B Fritz (1998)f5H I E
(reframe) 22 5 B R A B i2 — A FH S T 9179
YOS - A B R AR Re F S A A
A PE ELIE R A B 5 AT A 1 B R
B8 A amdS g 5 SEFRNTE A BB
SO BN AT 5 S FERY S B R RE - B R ER
HbEnEER A g TR0 B S -
MmE LRt th g hs & KR (5 ~ B
Fi~ BEEZEE)  BHERE AR TS R
B R ANGE A B A P R AT 3 A TR
{[BEEEOPEY S S WAk AL E e i
B £ A P 1 O 388 K] 1 B fig B[R] 1 Pl
A UHERC BLAF H 2 Bk (Margalit, 2003;
Meltzer et al., 2004; Morrison & Cosden,
1997) °

LA B RS A AR I RS EE - B
FEERAN ~ TEE BB R 7 > SR (A
HEAFONE ~ BErsd )] - BA
it (2 A= BB (Peterson & Steen, 2002) °
FHECHY > BEEEIR v RE & bi 2 A G AR
F& T H W IN(Golin, Sweeney, & Schaeffer,
1981; Seligman et al., 1988) > 4% EH i ez a5
BB IR [ AHER - RIS £ 1Rl g
1 BE FH HA 8¢ £ 2% B (Seligman, Nolen-
Hoeksema, Thornton, & Thornton, 1990) °

AR e JUA = DR £ 15 1 [ SR )
EABRFEAR > B BT AR E
B G RHER L » MR ARAE THELL
PEGTD 09 - RS RSO R AR IEEN -
ELARBARI A5 2% > DRI [ Pk AR th AR
151 (Kamen & Seligman, 1987) » 1fi H.2E#]
A AN FTRER B TIEH B 2R 0
(whatever will be) » KIT %5 5} 220 A Hl 5)



LSRR ~ fet oA SR B R0 2 i e - DU IR BB 9

PR (Peterson, 1988) » [AIFh 2 &8
FERY 5 fE b e (Seligman et al., 1979) ©

ey S IR B 5 5 s S B S T e R R0
e RIREEMANTELHERER » AT FRER
A G A §E U0 B AR (Seligman &
Csikszentmihalyi, 2000) > ffZe 3 & fE
B i Sd B A SRRV S RE AR B A &
[H(Stark & Boswell, 2001) ° & & 7 SZ A
HEBEA BN OPEEERE /1 (Kwon, 2002) »
TETH R TSR IRE - A B ) i o2
JR SIS 201y > A R A HE SR, o
SR s . B gH TIENE
R s MY > 7 SRR A A A R
TS 1855 > s G kEHE /) - 4%
AR C » A RENEE » —H%
HEERGEREHEANE S IKIE
(Snyder, 1994) ° Snyder % (2004):2 FEMEH
JEHE A LR A Re B B e BLE B IR
AN R -

Sorensen % (2003)E1 ¥ 2 5 R g 2 A
H a4 25 ) e O JER A0 S P A O 2 P
EVESE - IehS SR BRI RE R
SRR IR ER I A MRS - {HAT
OB E RS R A B R EY
Brihigt 2 A AR Est i R B ZE N SRR (7 0F > (B
JEEER T BRG] 1B H OB g i
RIF I A R E R R -

Ll RS AL HEAT B FIfRRR
(self-serving bias) » i [ LARAER ~ $27E
ISR [ R A AR L (m) SR 38 B
Hi D EIREHRAEIR Jolley et al., 2006)
th B B ~ AF P S R B Dy H
R FHEH (Buchanan, 1995) ; A i fir e [ i HIl
MG E SR HIME ~ INMEE ~ FiE
MIRK KRR » S FE AR R RS nT RE S D

MMEEZS S8 (hopelessness) » sHLA S Ak 2F
% M 77 S R T FE5E AR (Abramson,  Alloy,
& Metalsky, 1995; Lakdawalla, Hankin, &
Mermelstein, 2007) © $&1tt - f7 A LAy B
s BLAHBA ZThS SR > AR 4 T A A
S FRAT I 1) SR e e JE S SR I ) )
Z I FR A IR At R
OB AR IR 1A 2 R -

2 MRGE

T RIRLEHZEaRET B Teaens ~ toE A
FWF5E LR SERHEE B EL A T LAZSCEA -
—  FZRERET

RSB ER AN B RS BE1S > R T IEMIZR
AR n] R 0 BHE IR ) 9% - 18
Tt 27 S AR F] RESE I [e) S5 1 PR L s i
R ITRIR rpo r8IE - BT R ] REAY
SRR s Bl ARy ARAL - 1
SR A ) I i) S5 A A o i
B - thér@iaie ft A a2
BIR) B_fE Mgz A 78
I AR r i 1T [ R JEURS A [ B
BT - i UEE i T A S K
K BURIRT) - L - ARFgERe H =R
RIS - AlE 1 Fios - HEERRER e Tt
A IR AL 1L ) SR e JaU s B 1R
Nz A e
— - HREER

(—) THRABRA

AHH SR Bl £ 25 R 22 A o A Tl B
A5 R PR AR A LU A
FRETgR - IETGRERA NI LIS B R R
FREIER o TR /T 2R AL G TR
LA AN R A ER > DIYERR RSB -
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i

it

orolo¥olole

TORY A ¢ I ERBOR B

B : Bk i T R R A

C: e TR

| ERSHRERS - RATNREREERNERN=BfR&RE -
it PES R LA SRR A 5 EHP R A 2k s RS BT

TERTERRGEIE ~ J\ ~ JUERRS—HE > 8
ATHITHY 15 FHEAG H A A 43T 431 A o BREREL
5 SR (listwise) MR Y 25 58 25 AN 528
(WEE AT L LRSI ) L
J BRI L) (40RE B E R 22502
R E IR S RIMEE ) 2 AR
G o OLEAE B R AR RS AR A 2
RN LSRR » FEARI A SR A LG
394 N > BEAEEIZSES 91.42% ©
(=) IExUEAR
WS LIS 4 B TRIREE
EBAPEE KRR R B ) R REY
BRifsE 2 AR BRI SR R o ik R AR
REARFN » KigeEARBITFIEE
A (RIS E RS (BERE - 2L
i1~ i ~ BRERR ~ #TRR ~ B
BRI ) ~ R (i SRR ~ S ~ PR -
AR~ EARIR ) ~ P 20 (2R~ FE i ~
S~ @~ AR A ERAE
EL IR R R A (2 N BB EE A T IR i
J& » FHREEEA A0 8 5 OB E IR R
B PP E A s B R R 5 » 3B
RN A R E R R R A A T S A -

WCEETA e A AR 5 AE 31 AL
[ o
TR 2250 S AR PR BB BRI £ T
ok - B 3] R PR AR R S B R B A ol LA
1 BE A B e R R R 2 RS > #E R 22
A AETER B A S DUEE 275 G T
R R RN 38 AR ELET 480 (i H
P2 AR VE R IE SRR A SIPR B
Bk A IEA S AGRAILE 434 A
BRAEARRIZER S 90.420% » Hrh e L
174 N (1 40%) » FERERAA 129 A
(i 30% ) > P AREEA A 131 A (15 30%) »
FRA 75 38 7 B G 8 1 U I s By 227
PR £ A AR AN B RERE R 5 b A\ BB 47 L
RIEHEZR > MR LPR
B EATBHER AL fIEE R 2
Mo FEPERI T BAH 324 (15 75%)
wHEF 110 A (il 25%) 3 TEERR T »
TEREEAER 104 A (15 24%) » JUFHR
B 167 A (1f 38%) » JUEERERAESR
163 A (1 38%)  TERFIASEA IRH5 /7 1HI »
BB IR IR 2R 405 A (1 93%)
KT EIRYNHSEES 29 N5 7%) 3



LA SRR ~ fet oA SR B IR0 ) 2 A et - DU IR B » 11

x1

GEEEEIE T IR A S BN G DL —HEZIEE

i OEEREABEE O ARSI ABEE S df p

[im

JLER 3,006 A (39%) 174 A\ (40%) .66 2 720
HRER 2,187 A\ (29%) 129 A (30%)
e 3 2,452 N\ (32%) 131 A\ (30%)
fat 7,645 A (100%) 434 A (100%)

TESREEATASHIT T T o SR E fE A (i 22
A 34 N (15 8%) > ASREEALASHIT 22
4H 101 A (Il 23%) » (RS ASHNT
BRI 299 N (1 69%) ©
= HRIA

KHIFFERR 2 BR T 2A =55
53 B A [ SR AR A ~ PR A Sk
BURIRS] » 25 REREAAITT o

(—) T[S R Ja

BRI ) SH R A R & - (722
% 1= R EL(2001)1Y T HERA: fig R kg B 55
Eil Peterson Z5(1982)fY [ fiffe A B Al
B 1 (ASQ)ENTFE L H » LU MiE
AL~ TIER SRR A ) B T IE M S
WS = (e i 10 RESE ST & o 72T
Atk oy B RS RE E RS T
e T 1~ THUS LB R T 15 e TRA
M1 EERT - EHEANEEEE T2
FIAA RGBS 1 ~ ToEEI—oRAER ) ~ TR E23
HZHESR TSI 1 BT 1
SyEEH o IFSEEE R TR
HNEIAH L ~ TR B R L Z 1 ~ T
THZRIRSRIT ) ~ TR B AR R ] -

BEZ /TR Likert PUBS &£ 2L
Hor T{ERIME ) MR 8 » FREIE

[ Y e R SRS B T A I EA L (BRER
TAERSIK R ) 15 57 BRI 2R e b
A IR L (BRI IR R 3 AE R
WeaalianE) « TEAME] mESE
RFSE IE [ B AR B B [ R A E
T (BRIR R A BUE R B A 3 A K]
)2 1557 BRI 23 AR R et v >
MR 1A B8 T 1t 7 B o A R RT3 ) s T
S RS FREE R B
i R JEUAS B ) 2 — e 1 (BRI IS TR
(IERIFE ) » 15 70 E HI 277 e e SR A A [ )
ARFE N (BRI AR LR E B T A
G HIRE K3 ) (Peterson et al., 1984;
Seligman, 1998) » [KIJtt » ={FEA ) § K
RS 7 B S 2T [ R SRR A o
FEPHRA R AR R I K R e ) 1 X
B3 10 > HAPaEIE RS ERIE - E
() SR A PR B I ) SR T B3R 2
WER— S R EUK 7 75.78~.75~.76
HE & Cronbach’s a {Hf%.72 » BN ERTE
W - BAREEE M -
(=) RANALERE
BRI A LRI & o (R2BF
TBE (2010) /Y TR 224 7 R B 2% ) Bl
Snyder Z(1997)Y I 50 B A5 SR E X | (The
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Children’s Hope Scale, CHS)Z:hff5¢ T H. »
DL TEGEREMEA 0 ~ TR A W
el i A REEET T & - 1 TR e
€ rERP - EEARE TG )it
BRI E R ~ T AR LA R B
AR Al 8 A e 0 ~ THGET H A4S
FHE R ~ THRESERH Rt ERI H
1 AE TSR ERER SZ ) nERT - @
E B sE T REE A EF 2 R 715 0 ~
FH AT DU SRR 2 77 B S A G R 647
Y1~ THIEE KRR RERT » FAETK
ReHCEIfRR M RE 73 ~ THRE HEF % 77
I ARGE ARG LU — e oA 1

BB 75 2R Likert PYBE R R AR
Hrp MBS mER R #£
T H R R S A SRR S ANt )
TR A SR A S s T R A 2
] 1577 iR R HASRE SR HE Ay SRkl
fa 2 S R A v f B (S8 B FE A A =2
& o FSTHERATRR MR Z2 i e B HH
IEXEF/ G » Hrp 8 A LB
R LE ) BRZNE— B B AR EUK
FF-$5.70~.66 #4 & 3¢ Cronbach’s o .77
RS (B > RATHIHIHE -

B EIR SR - (R2HEWEE -
HERPR ~ &2 A B EEE R (2009)H) TH D
BRI 1 LK Connor B Davidson
(2003)J T Connor-Davidson 185 /&3 |
(The Connor-Davidson Resilience Scale,
CD-RISC)Zi5e T2 » LAT £k 1~ T 1
FEERE D ~ TR S (g mitt )
Tl - 75 Ti#HkE ek > @H
B TR E S » P EEREER
TIRE 7 1 ~ TECRES I ¥ H ARG iy 25 1
ot T Re S SR R BT BT IR B

I

9

IMAE TS kG ) s |FRH > EEHEE T
RE S LUKAEA 77 20 ARE AR SR 15 1 ~
MHEANHEE IR » BOERRESIR BAE
TFAD s BIME TR S nEFRT > M
HEfE RE S S a4 A e H
MRS ESEE CIVANE) ~ THREE IR

HEHAEL

BEZ TR Likert PYBLE R 2R
18RI )45 1) i BRERE RS 1S il > RO HAR
[ 78R o ez B i R AR R S
FE AR AR P K 38 0 i i B T E X
=7/l » HrpEgk - ke - 1
FEALEEE R S BRZNE—BEE
JERBUK P .64 ~ .70 ~ 68 » flE K
Cronbach’s o fif5.74 » FREREHIE [
BEMENEREE N -
M - BiEREEEN DT

AFHFEORERAL TR/ RAY | PR3 IR [A]
B ~ PRI XA SRR 5 8
YHZ T R - il Al s — (A8 I
FEI BRI o B 92 32 2 DURGHE /7 2 0B
Al (structural equation modeling, SEM):&1T
E R sbaas et o W EEREE i Ie iRt
Z A SR TR TR M R A
(confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) » LIffER%
BAIE ] LA 80 & o FHSE| RAf
PR A » FEITREREERAL T OR
EREE ~ BRI ~ BRAARR ~ FF5m o~ HEPII
2011) o Ak o AbEF A MR AEUR Z Bl 0 2
AT ETE R AEOR - RE B AR
ERRUR - el e /o AR A T A
(Hoyle & Smith, 1994) -

KL » AR ERB R %R —
& ZEEEE  MFRES ~ (FE LA
KPR TE LI &% IRIEE R LA



AL A SRR ~ fet oA SR B ) 2 A U BiE

A A5 Bk S EE A L N7 BHE > FE LA SPSS
il LISREL #ftatE2e ik B T &R /) Bil
FERIERCE %58 -

£2 - FoSREE5TER

— FIREEEMETE

EE

H PR E R TR Bl
EERROEFEEIE - MRS 7%
(TR > /(I SR A R R R S ~
PR~ KRR ~ (R REBLIGE T B - 413%
2 Ffis o {fc#% Curran~West 2 Finch 2 1996
R SR 5# (Monte Carlo)i&ifit /5152

BUBRIEE T

DIE AR E R < 13 @

W5 AR R RE AR B 72 2.00 £/ 3.00 Z [
LI (B 2 7.00 2 21.00 Z s » &
FFRT LU R 5 B s i o 1 b A i
HREOHC T E IR AE(RECKRS 3.00 LLLE
HLB RO 21.00 DLERE » BRFATLL
R BAHEIREEE BN (FIERER
%8> 2006 ° H 194) o KILH Curran 5§ A
REHEAR T » AN FEE 20 E R b & g
SRR RECRE T AHEETHIE.06 %2.60 ZH] »
e P (R B A .00 2261 2] » AL
TR S W2 A IR RE B R A RE - JRENA
HFCERT & HRETEC - DRILEE T 2RI A
1 A58 53 A7 4R B A R MR AL (maximum
likelihood, ML){ (& 1228y /7 1% -

&2

PrERIERIERIERTRE - FIO& - EEE - marbElEE

IH X1 X2 X3 Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5
X1 1

X2 16%* 1

X3 A7 40** 1

Y1 21%*  35%x  opFx ]

Y2 A3*F 7R OFx AQRx ]

Y3 11* 4% q7** 35%x  37Fx ]

Y4 .08* A7*F* 4% 9%k 7wk 4wk ]

Y5 A3FE 19%F fFF AB%*F  A3%x  BERx AgEx ]
98 2.69 2.52 2.49 2.94 2.97 2.87 2.78 3.02
[ 72 62 58 60 61 61 73 62
fmfE  -.16 -.06 22 -57 -.60 -33 -.32 -.56
g -.36 -33 -14 61 34 17 .00 33

Ak X1 — X3 Fy IE [a] S R VRS O3 8 0 - (R L 1) S (A ~ 1E o) SRR CHE ~

IEA S EENE 5 Y1—Y2 Rie T A I R8I - (P RS

FEAE ~ TS FEHE

Y3—Y5 SRR TR R - (KR IR - B ~ R

*p <.05. **p < .01
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~ HIEEREEHER

TEBRRE AN e AR AL 2 Bl > WFE
W ST I B T B TR K R
S > ERITER R SRV (S SH RS A 3L
= bl =4 B R S AN EPiA b - S
Tl SR HE Ak T ) SRR RS ~ 2T XA
LR R )5 = (EVEA A - e R
FRAN Fp R A VB E A T AR A AR A — (T
TESFTEAHRR - A 524 H LISREL 8.72 i
DU KEEALE ST 2B &3 T 3 ATt SRS
| RAFHYHEACE » 4 = 16.83 0 df = 17 »
RMSEA =.000 » p = .47 » J Bl Gl Bl
g RhE RAFEAC -

2 A FEr g A >
AU (BB E A TR K 38 B R BR [

~
N

HIEBIPEIER 29t » HERRFE AR RN
2.56—.84 > ¢ {HHIT]S 4.86—17.83 0 1
#.001 #HEKHE » GRAF TR B E
H & A0 E s BT - IR A BT
WG o BF9E 2 & T2 AE—E
PE{Z B ~ #4513 B (composite reliability, CR)
7R 1583 BLIH Y & (average variance ex-
tracted, AVE)FE154112% 3 Fii7 » [ [r) g
FRJERS ~ PR 20 SR B [ )V (40
ARG M F3.53 ~ .66 ~ .74 > KEURT
& Fornell B Larcker (1981)%%7E{r5#1H
Z CR {H[E£E].60 DL 2 KEHE s 2 AEBAE
S TR 7 5793 B FE IS R AR L [ S e e
FEHARA Y » T XA LIRRELE 711 AVE
E1KFP3.49 ~ .50 » i K754 Bagozzi B

.57

v

7l
= on

CH eI

92 —{ il A1 1%

53 | i ATk

69 | i 3@ 1k

18 %
A8

< .56

It 35
ey =

% =16.83, df = 17, p-value = .47, RMSEA = .000

62 ERNSHRERS - EHIGEREERDASELEE (FEL#) -



LSRR ~ feto(a SR B IR0 2 A B - DU IR BB » 15

x3
HEEBEE « S EEHE IS ZHNE
e P — A S tHEEE R Iosg NI &
1F e S5 i e Jml ks (PES) 72 53 29
et XA EE(EHP) 77 .66 49
187 J1(RS) 74 74 50

Yi (1988) iR VEF#IH L AVE fEH'H
.50 ZAFHE BEUREE RGN RRETE R H
R MEBE R0 > 8 AU 2 LORNS:
29%%I| 50% PSR S & > Fm Al
(I NAE e AR ER AR -

Beat > AWHge = (B EIE i I
HREE FHRE » FHBR R BN AR S E N .37
—.76 > ¢ {ERFEEHERI /M2 5.57—16.80 °
1955001 JEEOKHE o [RIBL » AWFFCILAES
LA AR o =2 BB i i i A A o
= AR GEHER

B PR I [ S e JE A S P A
AR -Vapalibl 7 RPN CE A S
R VRS & g B A T = S
TR BRI T ITHRLRE - i E (A REsk
N A BRI > G DRSS 75 R U R 2R
Z B TR IS RETR - FE2RE 1 A
ST o KTRSCLL 434 (ifE B e g
AAVEBBIEERAS > 1T R A B 3
i o

AW FEER H K J7 88 %€ (chi-square sta-
tistic test) ~ #5/7 LA LIER(RMSEA) ~ JEfC
FEFRIE(GFI) ~ JEIEHLEBCHEIE(NNFI) ~ b
BSHACHEIE(CFI) ~ RSN FEEE(PGF) ~
K F5 1 A5 b B O 45 A (PNFI) B2 ES % 1Y
Akaike S FHE(CAIC)ZEHE1E1E £ 41 B
g o Heb» R7FRBAIERTE - £

BB RIFHERCE - FHYHHILL RMSEA
FE%UNGR.08 ~ SRMR 5 8/\F2.05 ~ GFI
FEHOKN2.90 ~ NNFI F58CK2.90 ~ CFI $5
BORKH.90 25 B > /F A AR R A B A
# (RIS 2006) o KEE R © AT =
T AN [R5 s S o P A R i i
I - 4103% 4 B o
(—) fRAE A : EERSCR R

A A TR R R » AFF5E
4% Hoyle Bil Smith (1994)1Y 751 » 1A% EF
AL R 88 E (PR 207 SO R AT
TG E AR TR (1 [ S e
1) ENELERT RS (BIRT) RIEES
R0 JRENE ESUR EARRRE 1F 7 SR
TR JEUAS ] B IR T S R E R 2 o

TRA A R TR UL At R
A& 37 7 = 3.11° df = 82 RMSEA = .000°
p = .93 » B/ HGm A BLEE Rl BT
SHRC o # RIS EA S BT A &
FITEDL T » 6 LE [ SRR S 1 b
1B IE Rt £%.38 » ¢ (% 5.09 » 3#.001
WEEKHE > FORBHEMGG PN REZ AR
M o A A AR L B fiE 3 i
R TBE TE IS AT 1F 1) SF - A Uk
ERBEAS R TER ) ) R
(R)F5.14 -



* 16 FeREE Bl

it

x4
IR A B B B E R E R N BT

fR ¥ df RMSEA SRMR GFI NNFI CFI PGFI PNFI CAIC
Eﬁ%@% 3.11 8 000 016 1.00 1.02 1.00 .38 .53 95.06
A B -
sarm 1688 17 000 025 99 1.00 1.00 .47 .60 151.21
fiAl C :
con i 1995 18 016 027 99 100 1.00 .49 .63 147.26
FRA EL Ay Adf
B8 vs. ot E 3.12%* 1

3 KSR EEC A S PRI EIBABIAT 5 PNFI EBCELT 5 CAIC EHBy AT
**p < 01

92—l i B 1%

60 —p

62 —pf

% =3.11, df = 8, p-value = .93, RMSEA = .000

63 128 A BEZRERNGERIEE (REL8) -

(=) BB « {7 RUR R PR R IEUE L 17 S e A& R 5 ) 2
TRIGAH FeR B G s - T A Bl ) P R > e — £ L ) SRR R
FE AT HERE IE ) SR PR JE RS Bl R i ) 2 T JEREEMER ) 2 B8 AR
Wy 78 IE - #RAU B 2 — AR S R FIHRR AR E IR T AR (g
R > FORERTH A EIRER 7 A IE [a] 55 ) EHE D SRR -
R VRS BRI ) - JRAIER I3 eh o R



AL SRR ~ fet oA SR B IR0 ) A e - DU IR LB » 17

BAU B b1 7R 2RI Z B SR Al
4 FR > 42 = 16.83 » df = 17 * RMSEA
=.000 * p = 47 > BERPHAm AR B k)
i RAFERC o FRE BSUR A B /) A
TR Z A5 5 > SEILER 7/ R AR
U T v S AR LA SR i ) P LR A
RAMEH (A e o HEEERIR
EREE (EEICRER-200 ¢t = -169° p
>.05) ° FLERBR S » H00 iR TR,
SRR TR BT E SIS R TR B
HH2% (James, Mulaik, & Brett, 2006) » [XlJit,

A4

92 | &l A1 1%

IR
PES

53 | T A 1%

69 | 5 3 1

RS

AT EEERM S AR AR
APL-SH FEAE IF ) 5 R U R SR Y
BRI S o Ry A o R IE
RFEad A o BRABAI G {EHIE
[ AR S A A [ D T B RS R AR 5
W HEre LB AR - BT
TERHIBRIE T () SE R aRs ) BB e
T80 T T 20 SRR IR T . (R)
B5.41 > BRB RS FaIE TIER ) ) (iR
s 7L 5 (R HIIES .60 ©

.57

1§ %
A8 HE

< .56

»*=16.83, df = 17, p-value = .47, RMSEA = .000

F4 128 B PO PN URERVIGSIBREE (1IRELER) -
A+ [ AR 20 H L i SR AR VRS B AR TR ISR R R



+18° FeREE Bl

(=) A C - FEE RO
fRA C &l 58 2 CR IS - R
(B 7€ IF [y S g A B R ) 2 RO RS
Ml 2 /o8 > JRBIIE [ S CHR R A T2
Ml #2632 @4 T 207y B2 BGHE 1T 7 B 2118
77 o BAER P HR A URARURHLL - fE5E 2
TIRBURIERL 2 iFFE 5Bk T R S
R Sk (B B2 R B RIE IR ) BE SRR LR

{1358 2 TSR R R B FS RS
A C il 77 A2 USSR
[&] 5 Ffi7v 2 * = 19.95df = 18°RMSEA = .016°
p = .34 BRI A BTSRRI R
AL o 781 [ S fr g J A st B 2118 I TR
R FS.44 (60 x .73 = .44) » ¢ fitifFS 6.83 »
32.001 BHEKUE » FoRIE T A R IR

v S AR LA BRAE [ ) o [l i e 2
FR SRR A o B A th A 1R HE
(LRI R > EAE TR IE [ E M=
THIEREES ) BB 8 T A
SRR ) MR B (RY)F5.36 0 EHETEAS
RsgIE TG R A s B & (R I
.19 -
AR A s b = A SR
1E [A] SR e Jakes BRAE S ) 2 B - 65
HEMAEOBE(EES] > JRENE R
iR JE R S AR E R 8 B ERR
A LR A EHERE R ) 2 e e
AR o L > R R A
FCEEFEREME (4022 4 Fir ) » (TR B B
bl ovalsgl (R e ol b e S il

.57

v

92 | fIE 7

54 | T X%

68 | % 3 1k

1€ it

< .66

2* =19.95, df = 18, p-value = .34, RMSEA = .016

5 BHE C TEPIIHEEEGIEEEE (1BELFE) -



LSRR ~ feto(a SR B R0 ) 2 A B - DU IR RSB » 19

K RO T o R U AR e RS FE H
5 i C (A A LT MR
> »*=19.95°df=18°> RMSEA=.016 °
p =.34) jELbi RAFE Y o B
B o AWHIUEREUR © 1F e s
B EE T A R BHE R ) A [
(528 » JRANER T A ST 1E [a) i
TR RS BB 5 ) 2 [ > $iE 5e o v i
TR FA R o
M - fREETm

ANHRSE 25 BT AR B A A T A
FFEERAS IR o AR GRERATT -

(—) MRy

ARG A 7 B0 L [ S5 A S A
BRINE—BUEEEM]  (HHEEEE
BiZR 2 g R AT B IR TFF9EE
kG T RE 2 K e H B DR > H
& T B ARl R AR SR ] S BAE
SR IE SR - (HIERRE E Eos 0 Hl
AIREARALRE TE BT A (EREIY AR SRR > th
ANRE 56 4 S e I ) S5 4 A g LR LU A A
PR > A R St — 25 H A I v =5 e e
T 2 2 i o

IEAt - #8220 2 B FHRA SRR » Abram-
son~Alloy il Metalsky (1989)L1 % Peterson
(1991) B FEfs ST FE I - e feR JEL A% 1 17
WTEIRR (RERIM:) 1 TERRR A AR
JRR (TRAME) B SE IR (5 ) 1Y
TEM > T Abramson A tH#RLIRHT T4
BIFESEPE ) (the hopelessness theory of
depression, HT)» “F R g fe S 1 1R A M 1)
FEE I S e 1) B LR A R B 2D
RIS EEmIIA R > MBI
(RISl FE 2 BRSR RI 3% - HT B 3w H2 e
YRV R B A BAFRERE U B R 0 7

SRR I 1 ) SR AR RE P B S 1
o6 AER ASQ R PR EREUE R ~
T 2ME B S M = m o R
Peterson Eil Villanova (1988)FffimEdft) I
Fe B ERS 148 J (the Expanded Attribu-
tional Style Questionnaire, EASQ)HIIE it i
AL B s i {18 ) 5 & G A T T
A K EASQ & 2Ry ik & EL 45 A1)
PEELE IR B o K R AT —
2 AL [ S AR FUR A 1] P52 PG >
TETT IE o) B AR VR LB R S R N 7
mE e
(=) Flkapal
1. T ] S A AR A S 1 R e R e
B2 AR TR B TR )

it 25 S BE R e g i L AR A R LA
RETHIHIZEEM - iR B 8ER &b
AR R JERE T H WA 0 (Golin et al,
1981; Seligman et al., 1988) s fHf 1 » 3t
Ly T eI F A PR ST NI
HH & K 2 (Bennet & Bates, 1995;
Tiggemann, Winefiled, Winefield, & Goldney,
1991) » 1M A EHE IR HIBRT- (B8 I 1 &% he
ZEH  RURARER R EUA B A B AR
SRR ) Z B AR A i o AMFTHRIN
st 7 R AU ) A SR > RIS 3R B
2R R B A 1Y) L [ S AR R A S f L
BIR T3 ne A REEE TR ST o JRENE R 22
TR R A T T A SRS AR IR - B
MR EE R IERRBE A GG
B (W) B R B E B E e g
FrEEERAN ORAM) » DU BEREE
B EE R G EE N (—iE) » B
L RE S IR B S AR ) B s ) T
(115 RE



*20° FeREE Bl

2. 1R = A R RE € 55 B ) 3
TR SRS BHE R ) 2 B s

AN FEHE F A BLER 73 o AU R AR A
o T ) SR e IR [ i R )
PEERISAE SR T 20 SR o S E A A
T HEERSCRMEA AR - (HAVR M
P E RS Bl o JRRITE I 1 ) B R
RS B TR B R R AR AT REAE
A AT LRBAGEEZ T > HELEREEA]
S mE RS E R ErEE R RE ) -
LR 73 RO TE AR o S 7 AR A [l
o AR R 2 B e e SRR BB R
THETF LA R A TR o #8229 HH B STk
(Norem, 2002; Norem, & Cantor, 1986;
Weinstein, & Klein, 1996) » #EZ2H AKX » 7]
Rese MRAfmTAUARE ) B0 TS E RIS
PV EE ARSI o B e AL AR e —
BAIER @R & W EHE > A LUEEE.C
KHI LSS AL B A B R O RE E (2
BEEE > 2011 ) » HoAT DASE AR — (1 (M3
RE » BLE ¢ (U)ZERREINEE > WIERASRER
ANEEAR > AT DA K A FT 88 5 (2) P
AIREE A BIEIAS IR - AT LASEAT i
I R FNAHAE A YES 5 (3) B AR {5 ] REFRI
IR RRGIRI » SRBE— (B 2= HEf - S1f L
R el b Rl s A A ML A RE B (Norem, &
Chang, 2002) » [X] [t i] RE &4 £ 1 8L % B
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The Verification of Model among Explanatory
Style for Good Events, Enhanced Hope, and
Resilience: The Example of Students
with Learning Disabilities

Ping-Ruey Wu Min-Ning Yu Yi-Wei Hsin
Hsinchu County Chungshiao Department of Education,  Miaoli County Dalun
Junior High School National Chengchi Junior High School
University
Abstract

Based on relevant theories and earlier studies, this study proposed an “explanatory style
for good events, enhanced hope, and resilience model” on students with learning disabilities
(LD) in secondary school. This model assumed that the individual’s enhanced hope mediate
the link between explanatory style for good events and resilience. A total of 434 secondary
school students with LD in Taiwan participated in this study, and data were analyzed by
structural equation modeling in order to evaluate the fit between the collected data and pro-
posed theoretical model. The results supported the assumed model. Suggestions for further
research were also proposed.

Key words: explanatory style for good events, resilience, enhanced hope, students with learning

disabilities
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