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$- & B2

FLELRFIAY B A NERFT A KREE P A BNV ERTO FOESE
Ef’ﬁ‘}'&i%‘;i’—:ﬂ}ﬁt;l SRAFRRAD GRER ARG P EEARAEL R § 0 2005) ; s,}__&é‘&#;é:
B~ AT FT gﬂﬁ@m&wﬁmgw;mAr&ﬁ kqmgaﬁgg@é¢E¢
kfm*ﬁﬁ o s BTSN ALE L RR IS F A ey T
L 5 ehi b EG Rt L - 2 R AR “%$£,kg%%up_;mgbumﬁg
B fremipt ERa L walga (T PR FLIGLES ~FB% 3
PRCAPRFUE P EERRGLAFPRELDRARFY T A g, v 0 B
Epes BRSO RREEH TER T Re 2 TAE M A e s R B
Faa oy S ART RS ER R e FRHCD -

AP APENFERF O ELEREN TEE TR p TR Y A AT B
A Gm AT C - @Ry P Pt $ 5 0 £ 2 & fF42F 1 (Taiwan Youth Project [TYP])
FHRE S #HR- Rz P @FtsTRA1 0 B F e wR o e ik 13 3] 18 &
(R-3%z)»BESF  PIEH2FERET2 TER T8 B T #i o o
PEF P EDp A Ed Bk

L@“F‘flé’\’]"?mé}w* hREEHE > A i R B AHF O E G R
T8 R A AT E0A BIJR %ﬁ&*ﬁew%ﬁ’ﬁ? IR a R A S R S
gURE SHE R AR R

7

W

EE R A2

T fr TR S AR RAF F 0 EEBIFE > 4o Erikson (1963) #ri o § 0 &
WP AER > B F O EGTRA A SN REN > F U EEHLFH P e hh
2o R U EARALY Py e A BARE B B4EL Y i 4 (Sandy & Cochran,
2000 ; Selman, 1980 ) » izdt 4 ezt @ 2 & & 4§17 g”ni L E S A4 I E R
i ’F"’ng"i 2 AE NI R A AT p e A p et e v p e BEis A
Gl g e AT A Emkmat d ol iRR B E R 5 o Rl e
R 3 BT 0 R F R B A e i o £ 98 € (Greene & Ephross, 1991 Shantz,
mw%rwiJ?ﬂAmvﬁwm~%@ﬁ%ﬁ~*%#ﬁ%ﬁf@,imﬁiﬁ%mzw
FEF - ReEAL > 2R Z&HTL%mfif*ﬁ i B ‘*mﬂf&ﬁ e 2 4F T

Baldwin (1947) # M * %% (7 A "L F 2+ h £ \}%&E‘S;fémé\’%‘b P F T § O E
%&migkﬁﬁ’xﬁcﬁ<4ém % PP g BART B - 'EWK'%ﬁ
p ARk o %")Eiérﬁé Al A3 FHRA A (autonomy)’ 4 fF“# r - szg’a‘&m
R & i p e k-2 (Erikson, 1963; Davies, 2011 ) o § > & ¢ B Rk & <—‘¥ ~ R E

- %r”ﬁ%m%%/ﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘?ﬁ‘ﬁé~%@$%iﬂ%aaﬁgﬂ$;w%ﬁ$,%»w@ﬁﬁ,
)if—‘ Mo & s BEE RS (Aot P2 FaRaeL A € 0 2005) -
23#(.%3»_'&#%)]»b_'&\ifgg\lﬁ%gi}%ﬁ?’?%iﬁg\}fg%,Za_g,—_;]{,l\_lc;,ﬁg W o EIE dodo g~ F 4
B ABWE L EF O E(FrkG Y ETRRGEL R € 0 2005) ¢



T B A 0 i 2 AT e T (7 nBE R 0 )L *+'F“""37§’°ﬁF CF O EERES LT 2B
05 #E R apuiE 2 7% (Adams & Laursen, 2001 ) o ® # 3 Flig s (7 5 1 en®
o gz en T 3% 2 Teed) (4 2 Rollins & Thomas, 1979) > % #% 138 T & 3% |

AT RAFECER A ESWIE R TSRS AR R EDE L8
AEORARREFoERAFS f»‘bfr*g%%*’iﬁﬁﬂ Foofiy RWOREFS

(intentional parental behaviors ) » —S-Uﬁp b A EAR R it ~ (proactive parenting)’ A b
Eng4E 'F“J ik & (reactive parenting) AR R A T LRI 20 IR F F
7 & % B & i A (Darling & Steinberg, 1993; Padilla-Walker, Christensen, & Day, 2011 ) ° ip

PefieitikEiTE 0 B RV e 7 K F i » 28 (parental involvement ) > 4R # 522
%3 8 ¥ (Cheung & Pomerantz, 2011 ); & & eh¥ 12 & 3 {7 5 & =474 (behavioral control ) »
Yo F ‘E‘ ( parental momtoring) g 4] (limit setting ) (Padilla-Walker et al., 2011) i % 7
ERERFUIGFrEng BERE- BAFFNERE - FF - St ”«U& L9 A SBRIL S ih(T
i (Jacobson & Crockett, 2000; Stattin & Kerr, 2000 ) » 2| E . # 5 7 & 32323 9075

&p ¥ T4 A K B 3 2 (Barber, Olsen, & Shagle, 1994 ) -

— 4 )= % 32 % (General Theory of Crime; Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990) 3% % § *° # Fdie~
g0 & ﬁa?;wﬁﬁmﬁeﬁﬁewu%‘%?~?Eﬁ€%?%’ﬁm“?ﬁ“ﬁ*°
;f'.,w;;,ﬂ pAFEAR A iAo »Lﬁifu % ’fﬁ‘»ﬁs BT ERAFE ST FD D

SRR A e o T pAFEHR Fj};@;ﬁb"* L EIE BFR o

Hirschi (1969 ) 5 iAo i 4 L;’i’ﬁi_g enik 't (attachment) 2 %22 (involvement) > 5
ARG B A EAE RS E 2 R e 2 B Henik v (attachment) %335 3 oo
R A S (involvement) NEPS (commitment) SRR N & —'%?ﬁig % @ gL (belief)
B F LR A F rENELLARBILLIRRT ARBFAF T RALPRES o F
FOUOEERRE S FR ARG T AN i"#ﬁﬂﬁfim’(f%i’i‘f‘# el B gRR
ﬂfrf}ig FOERARTNE L EBFEFALGHF > H 0 44 PFREOIRALE T D

AL IREE P EF /)éﬁcﬁ

Sampson ¥ 3% 5 AL by b EALE (LAY by £ & 4 d o Sampson (1997, 1999)
BEAL T enF iy 0 BH A 3 2E 1 34 € 374 (informal social controls ) ~ A ¢ FF A& (social
capital ) 'fr% #2ic (collective efficacy ) o 251 74 AL € I F148 1 E o » AL F I L F eh
HEITd AR E ‘E‘m‘*d_ 38 TAL % 4 € #5741 (neighborhood social controls ) j ##1] » F]p* >
e R ?f Hehd Bty b & hiT L3 R (Sampson & Groves, 1989) 5§ AL it 94k ik
B0 Fgewt A F R o de g b B EALE o A SF I A hig B (intergenerational
closure ) & 7Je2. A chs A FIR B H £ ¥ & # i (reciprocated exchange ) iz RAeE AL T
P The~ 2 2 A By 0 Bl g (ties) £ 281 34 2L 3F (informal support) ¥ % Sampson
% (1999) #tdpAt € ¥ ﬂ\m.&/i' FARPN OREEE S AFRERPN DT S EG LRl FiR
-E A5 % Sampson & “Tdp 2. BT (collective efficacy ) » #2 7 &7 & #»ca 3 F 32 B

M2 ERF 75 D e (Sampsonetal, 1997) o 4 Teasdale 'fr' Silver (2009) #73 # ; »
#i?p'fr?\z;ia@?f%,%»)f J_;‘Eﬂ*rngr\j;"ﬁ: | 4 35 WL‘*’ DRt SR B
#i?v—gﬁifng"}ﬁﬂ}f@;@rﬁmp Aprda 4 e

e N )



Sampson % fr Hirschi 8224 /8 % e chd B> » » 4 & % 2 fpehd £ 2300 fw i b h g
EAR A RERE u—;ﬁ SESAEEE ST 0 Tl FROARAE TERL (T
Sampson ¥ #745 neighborhood social controls fr reciprocated exchange ) £ M ¥ (7 Sampson
£ t'“r:}la intergenerational closure % informal support > = Hirschi #73% ¢ attachment ) ¢4 ¢ > %

CACE A AT kb TR LR b 5 RS B A e
Sampson =S “Lra‘F, % wig 2 (ties) % Hirschi erD}F] e involvement ~ commitment ~ % belief %
AR g A 2 G MY R o RS S e AR TER

"hgr 02 TR Rz fHLIRET P EF S HER SR o 4o Pinkerton 'fr'Dolan (2007)
55 iR AL g % p ,L+,¢_,-} P ”“ﬁ}lﬁﬁlﬁugl’}“""ﬁ himdrdr A ¥ ) hd Koo E s #38 7
AR AR AR LA E T AR L F O ERIEERDELF

Teasdale f= Silver (2009 ) 14 Sampson % (325 5 A# > 7 2 E3 7 FALT AT 1
9,171 i=Ar% 3 *° & chp 44l 7 & > Teasdale fr Silver B £ A- % P m?f %R (somal
integration ) » & &2 § & frid ¢ chid 5 (parental involvement in organization ) ~ % § > & £224
Fe oA A il (mtergeneratlonal closure ) » HF A E>5 Fhe T A F 4 é,?f il gy
CESAFEEALAFERRKRS ALY RA o KALETROEE ﬂﬂi?v?f%)i%fi )
AE T IRE RBE QF"’#% TP REDE LR

FE®E (2009) 444t 1 533 I"'f_r?@‘:]‘:’ BARLEAZTHETP > FIRFLIHF %%’
e Hreik v (attachment) BF F R MiB A 7 2P ac o pAEFIEF L2 BEFRUBLF S0
FA oo RHM G MR AASELIIET L 0 F LERGNTE > g A PAE L PG
s A AR R F (Kochanska, 1991, 1995; Vondra et al., 2001) » & @% (2009) » %
Tk b i p AFrdl R & e 4p R o PR Teasdale v Silver (2009 ) %2 3 %% » = % ﬁ Fp Hp
pARFIEF D E e ARE A F /ﬁi,r&%ﬁ\mriﬁyr%ﬁyﬁ - ’
FyooEp AR R -
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% = & STUDY 1 4r STUDY 2

AP L AR IAREF - ~STUDY 1 : P Flad ¥4 &2 & lffﬁiﬁﬁi (Taiwan Youth
Project [TYPD B - 2 B= 5 > 2 = ~STUDY 2: ¥ 5 i#l2 W- P|F = 54 o
- ~STUDY 1
(-) Fggh

AP R IR # T 0 E &L 4247 7 (Taiwan Youth Project [TYPD R - 2 W= F
HoTYP 2- $ EPHHE T > 0 L PUHLE BT > & S £ DAz - FH 474230 2000 # >
B~ SRR 2w R 2 40 f@;%‘?%‘z’ B3 2690 1 (512% 592 ) M- 372 %4 o 28
TR E-RE R AT N AR B4 (liﬂﬁa{&lw # > SD=.48) Fl% = &
PR3 2664 (%2 K oz;;a: RFH G 85.9% g Kk B RS T8% Gk
ACETA T B R AMA MK TR LRE Y (324% B ABHELE255% WY LK
133% ] 2 £5107% ~FE2£); X300 Wk TR éﬁﬁl% ¢ (353%% ¢ AR RE
¥ ,0255% B 2¥5167% | ERE;77% —‘%‘f&?q‘:i)o
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2. FHER

FE A H AT e s 4 hp ﬁ?iﬁvﬁ?%m\ M5 A E (1 &% 27 a5 4
RAESTEE); R 240 % B FAvakis chiTgiz p ¥ iEd > N SRELAwE (1A
R > AraE s 5 A R A S ‘—"Fif'“)

3. 7 54

?%%4@%u1&ﬁ’w§ﬁ£r{4§rij Hge U] BRI % kL s
FIRFEAR Y~ Ufeg TARL L P W BN =Bl s e L B iR oD A
P10 TE A 00 DIREEIE e N A RE U T R RAE o

4, BMIMBEBLR
FBAFFHACR - HARD BB LATA % 4832 1 FA2EF 2R 04084
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5. BRE N

B F i aup| £ 2 * SCL-90 Revised 7% (Derogatis, 1983 ) > ¥ 748 » 4 R 43 — ¥
REATR ME A RE L AR U SBEA NS IR rRG S RAR
D o THARUE RS RAFEDBMWAR - %% Cronbach’sas p - REZAEZTI o

(z) TR 2

%F‘?ﬂ‘iié\#‘?ﬁéq*#ﬁl’s@léi?i&ﬁ?*\*’?”ﬁ PR - feR 2 PR e BT A T 0 A B AR
-2 ARZ P RA EHER 7 A Y 1“—"% 58 f?—* BH AT BRLRAEE -
iaa’@ﬁ’rbﬁj—iﬁj:gﬁ‘:i’?L%‘Eﬁ] = %ﬁi.’ RiLRR > MRE- RE 24
AEAR CFHAREF LR BAHMZF L BEHETRIBLRSRE -
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AP ILRE R HE L BSOS S LR RM TN » T K o g
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1. H-

wEFA At EE T 0 & (=06, p< 01) fe# 4 (B=.17,p<.001) & {7HE Fanmi o
HMFLoRPRIMGRLAE L 2 575U 4328 (f=-13,p<.001) ¥ §
PEBRIM AR AR (F, 2394) 21.11,p<.001, Adjusted R square =.05) - & & ¥ 4 >
mo R (f=.15p<.001) e 4328 {7 5 AR R (Sf=.11,p<.001) B F & B I
BEmA A FA RO THER (S=-12,p<.001) MFEfF 2 FR AR (F
(4,2366) =29.00, p <.001, Adjusted R square = .05 ) -

2. K=

@EEATET 0 RE (=.05,p<.05) frF 2 (f=23,p<.001) &i7HE Fa7mm o
MFLSRPRIMABAA L L B A UL anEs (f=-05,p<05) HF o
PRI MGARLAR (F(3,1681)=34.24,p<.001, Adjusted R square =.06) - & ¥ %>
B A (B=.07,p<.001) 8 45 thiF L URR (S=.10,p<.001) B FR S e
RER A FAFRACA EARRE (B=-11,p<.001) ¥ g 2 Fb@mr (F
(3,2233)=32.61, p <.001, Adjusted R square = .04 ) -

3. W- PRz it
B- 3Rz ETE\'f‘”F LGt o B B4 gutd > iR LRI AR

3 - g‘ﬂf—&\o’\)#ﬁ;;%*ﬁ’!fi)i KR - PR = P 632 =A% B "F 14 582 =% %> 935 l_‘li‘aé\: :
AL UFenfe g > F 1172 48K "% X > 346 =7 % > 635 =3 4c o
ﬂ%@ﬁ@ﬁ:”5%+&'ﬁa&@%ﬁﬁﬂm—%ia\m—q#E?»aq#E

e 8 4 o 8 (F (7,2130) = 5234, p <.001, Adjusted R square =.14) » B~ &5 % R A&
g% (f=33,p<.001): F- <+ FEEREG S (f=.13,p<.001) F- FIF= <+ [HE
BEEgH 4 (f=.08,p<.01;0= 72 LK, 1= 5+« ) DRERZ F2 0B 5L
Bt e =g oo

ERWI SRR > R FATHT R AR MR F P I R -
BEAAR  R- FHU s R- FIRZ R A AU dF 4 0 2 B FIRZ R A FELE
B s gl 8 (F (8, 1617) = 78.42, p <.001, Adjusted R square = 27)o L4 (B=.13,p
<.000) - F- B@EAELE (S=48p<.001)  F- 75414 % (S=.06,p<.05) F-
IRz 2 75 WFledr a4 (f=-08,p<.01;0= %1 wg»sc,l_ BY) o 2 - PR
2 HEHE R (F=-06,p<.0550= 3 RAR S, 1= ) OMFRTF LN
Rz hR @R -
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-  STUDY 1 FF R 7 & 5% % %78 gy 7R

Mean SD Range
TER) T8
o XA FHER - S 3.46 1.25 1.00 — 5.00
P 4.43 93 1.00 — 5.00
® = S 3.78 1.15 1.00 — 5.00
P 4.72 70 1.00 — 5.00
o« 75U R - S 2.52 1.59 .00 —5.00
P 3.31 1.41 .00 —5.00
= S 1.91 1.59 .00—5.00
P 3.04 1.70 .00—5.00
o hEEE L ) - P .60 77 .00 —3.00
® = p 79 91 .00 —3.00
o FE&RAH - P 2.33 1.52 .00 —5.00
® = p 233 1.56 .00 —5.00
% 0
o REHH ) — S 10.50 4.15 7.00 —35.00
® = S 11.89 437 7.00 —35.00
o MIMGBRAR - S 3.23 72 1.00 — 4.00
® = S 3.00 .66 1.00 — 4.00
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%2 STUDY 2 i 27t ¢ & %345 10 TR F @ #1400 & 31 Brrs S84 % 1,729 < >
T3oEd 1521 fk (SD=1.64)>488%% T &4 | ZRELY I ®- 229 4 (13.2%);
= 2264 4~ (153%); W= >250 % (145%); & — »484 %~ (28%):; &= >80 * (5%);
3= 1684 (10%); r‘lsl%i— 199 X (6%); %%‘:3 v 155 4 (9% ) 78.7% & 4 % p X
Fdie (4% 5 B Fae) 0 182% Kk p H A Fde; ~ %4 h7de (41.8%) o> A= 871 7]-
F 27 > 82.5%R HAr 62.8% 5 A5 f:%‘il i’rdﬁ ;XA (793%) foR A (83%) kT
2R S HERHE LD o

(=) =L AR
STUDY 24 * K %5l B E P 5 2 7 Fie EREABFHB AT H - 58 LFHFRA
EEAOE SR R ERIPFRE L - B e

(z) R21

1. R

(D ¢+ g4
FArRSHEAvESHMIMIAEFAFLRRAAEA 142242 BE 4184

Y RE R 7 (1) B ()P AT 6 AV (2) ik AR - B RO B (&)

AR FARANTEE B P> (3) RN w o AEL e (B)Nfeipdid o (4) §A4R

B PR B (4 ) g AT A AR o (5) B (B)IE RN EATTE g (6) B (& )iE

APP R AR AN A (T) b (W)Fg AP L 30 fr (8) A g & i (W )FrFra g2 % P en

E o 8AE T s N AR E%"?i 75 2R > @ % Cronbach’so> N A- RHEE R

i#.84 -

(2) M3 &R
*F 3 8 * Armsden - Greenberg( 1987 )s-1 IPPA( Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment )

B4 IPPAR ¢ 7 B2 B RE o 2 B Fikrghl Gauplg > AT R Y ARTF RN
A oIPPA & & k3445 2 £ ¢ 72 B M %e & D EE (communication )~ 5 & (trust) ~
Frdf (alienation) > &7+ HEF L= B R P & R IEHRF/ N2 X 2 AP TR £
( Armsden & Greenberg, 1987 ) e L+ & Ferdhios £ 2848 » Fil v B X 1048 > 4o 1T A g 2
BB A el PRk TR S R e R E 10 ot A A Ay Rptan- B A0
ﬁ@@ggggnwﬁﬂmﬁx%ﬁﬁ@»ﬂﬁq4j1{£ﬁ$%%y§i%%:§§
2w F o1 E& %237 e 74 %21 & > Armsden v Greenberg (1987 ) iEzx i€ * v & e
B & RS kg enb 422 o Armsden v Greenberg (1987 ) R4 2. = B R (a e R ) A G R
EgE - Rk = Be & > Cronbach’sa & .86 3 91 2 & ; A7 8% M3 'g= B

W B Ak i e o 8 % Cronbach’sa» p - R REI3 -

2. B R
BRIBOFIFE ZEFA R 2 FEE2 F40F kg o



(1) f7 4 i v

A7 F $* Murray - Zvoch (2011) 37 2 B i% € % (Inventory of Teacher-Student
Relationships [IT-SR] ) © Murray f= Zvoch (2011) %% Armsden = Greenberg ( 1987 ) IPPA 5
48 RE kM heats o IPPA § 4 & RE& R A8 £ § 28 4E > Murray fr Zvoch £ # ¢
173850 £ FF 2 B (R endE00 > X80 X RE seth s X > B IR 2 RFUFF A 47 0
FERET St en 17 4L erfm 4 B (2§ & (IT-SR) 4o ik ¢ 3 &3 (communication )~ 73 = (trust )~
srdf (alienation) = B A e & o IT-SR e il v & £ 8 4% » 4o i [ § 24318 3| 1Y 38 fo FEpp% >
AgfoRfFE R iEe RE SH o o T Ak TR 5\"?&{1‘24@35”— B A Ede R X 4
Hodo TR o ATk cF4 % “BEgLv 1 E223 88742
2RECEBRREP DR E LRI B XEFRGOEL - R iE By amm; o Cronbach’s o
BRETOAEPROAI-REERE B9 B Ew RPN REGZ R » LA B i
pER- R RS 72 (Murray & Zvoch, 2011 ) 4k IPPA > 252 % & * » }iméc..;—u & pR
4 kel GALA 0 N - REZ AR * Cronbach’s o v i£.89 -

() 7 %88
B A4 T REIE 0 4 3 8L z\»wfg"wit}i’ﬁﬁi&: (1828 E - 3EFE) mehy
A FAEFREFRDTE €~ A g VB ERREE SR - T # R EFRDE
BERELAE G > A gmn%‘?hmﬁv(&r. Ed ¢ ~ FILF¢ ~ ABGER) o 230 D
Tiatk k jE SR EREBOER o

FAEHE TR U3RTLrFH FETRE ‘”iw"ﬁﬁi)i (182 @ E3EFE):
Y EEIT eIt R EEE P - BAP ] EEF RSB ERP mLL% DML T
MR LA EA 2 EREADRRE o

3. AA®RIE
MAEFBRIE e A m&fgi‘frﬂ%ﬂ Zen3 B IR o
(1) & 7IEHE

FIL0FRBASRATTER %3 TH F2R*Y 4RI 4w F (142%72 06
48AF P E ) REEOTIFT SRR - 0F ;’»\vﬁiir:rﬁié:; A - AT BT A
B R R ek R AR DA g 2 o e BAEBR D - RRBAAR
FHFIT A R E A AR pﬁgjﬁvugjfﬂrgmgygfgsﬁgéa RN I I - 0t
Firderd s Prafeir TRAE) c 2IMDEHTHR LT G RRBR B R DS Bo A D
N f- &M AR Y Cronbach’s o0 .82 o

(2) B4 BaE ] ZNI AR
BAEHTIHIE R 4L v E (1 E2AEFFRE 4T 0 8):
T ¥ € ek ] 3% - AcTedt A H 8 g E o

4. p el



p A prdaip) £ 24 % Vazsonyi % (2001 ) :x % p Grasmick & (1993) ehp A4 £

£ 2435 BIE pAEFIE S B BB ¢ 7 BFE 5 F (impulsiveness )~ 1 ¥ M (51mple
tasks) ~ b % 7 5 (risk seeking ) ~ % # P~ (physical activity )~ p #* # & (self-centeredness ) »

2 F b (temper) > & B B & 43 o rd F TR E B - 87 5 hird M o 4o i TR
MEESFTERE TR TR EBTRA R o 1T R E BRI T ot TR
FE BV RS PR BY A AN 0T o BT RIE BRE RQEERRE O
e THA R TG X 2E R EEP e R ERHES S F R AR R oA
TE® o P EELFFEIELY o p AP CPIEBMAIE Sl e ool N F
Bk TR EB AU A STE o F BRI BRI Y o Aot T A 'rizku;zjo
R LN S L4 SR FBERFET AL L PEI R LAY IR R

S5HEZEF R R o DN KNTIDEREL B AFEdla 4 g e Bole BRapIt- RIE
% K 38i& 3| Cronbach’s o & .80 ©2 + (Vazsonyi & Belliston, 2007) » &4 P - R{ET A >
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