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Abstract  

The purpose of the present study was to examine the 

perceptions of Taiwanese preschool teachers on the prevention of 

child sexual abuse (CSA). A social survey method was used, 

incorporating stratified random sampling. In total, 646 

self-administrated questionnaires were mailed to preschool 

teachers throughout Taiwan, and the return rate was 88.3% (571 

respondents). The results indicated that no participants selected all 

15 required items from the definition of CSA correctly, and most 

of them chose indicators of overt behaviors. Choosing from 

among three hypothetic scenarios for intervention, preschool 

teachers all tended to report to their administrators first. Their 

top-rated strategies for prevention among young children were 

theater, role play, and gender education classes. ANOVA analysis 

indicated that teaching experience over 16 years, attending CSA 

workshops over seven times, and experiencing accidental 

revelation of CSA in their schools more than four to six times 

were significantly related to teacher perceptions of prevention 

strategies. This study may contribute to the understanding of 

indicators of CSA and aid in developing a public health approach 

to prevent CSA. 

Keywords: preschools teachers, definition of child sexual 

abuse, prevention strategies  
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Abstract 

  The Research based upon a qualitative research method with 

interviewing four students aims to explore how internet addiction 

actually affect university students’ daily lives. The research 

method combines narrative orientation and theme connection 

strategy in order to understand the influence of internet addiction 

unon University students. The main findings are as follows: 

 1. The factors of internet addiction can be summarized as: their 

boredom, the sense of achievement, intellectual curiosity and 

freshness. 

 2. The promoting factors of internet addiction can be 

summarized as: Internet break zone and time constraints, and 

quick links of information, anonymous safety space, cheap cost, 

and fast and constantly update information. 

3. The impacts of Internet addiction upon university students can 

be summarized as:  the ways of communication having greatly 

been changed, housework being delayed, reverse the biological 

clock being reversed as well as academic learning quality 

becoming poor. 

The factors of internt addiction affecting university students 

can be divided into the aspects of individual, family, peer and 

school. The recommendations of this research are suggested as 

follows: First, in the personal aspect, it is suggested that 
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university students are better to be back to normal lifestyle, to 

learn or develop other skills. On the other hand, it is suggested 

that universities can provide alternative leisure activities. 

Secondly, in the aspect of family, it is suggested that parents can 

continue concerning and encouraging their children. Also, parents 

need to be capable of basic internet knowledge. Thridly, in the 

aspect of peer: it is suggested that peers can encourage each other 

and have more outdoor activities 

Finally, in tha apect of school, it is suggested that university 

can plan thematic general education courses and encourage 

students to engage in various club activities 

Keywords: Internet addiction, University Students, 

Qualitative Method 



 

 42  

 

2011 1,088

47% 2010 1

12~19

100% 20~24 (

) 99.06% 100%  

(accessibility)

( 2001b)  

 

?



 43 104 6  

 

 

?  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Young 1999

1. cyber-sexual addiction

2.  cyber-relationshipaddiction

Yahoo MSN Plurk Facebook 3.



 

 44  

net compulsions

4. information overload

Yahoo  Google 

5. computeraddiction

 

YouTube 2008  Young 

 

 

2004

 

 

2004

1.



 45 104 6  

2.

3.

4.

 

2006



 

 46  

 1.

  2.

 

 

2004

1023

 

2001a 801

 

2001 728



 47 104 6  

 

2003 587

 

 

 

 



 

 48  

1.

2.

3.

4.

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.

2.  40 

3.Kimberly Young 50-79



 49 104 6  

4. 5.

6.  

 

purposeful sampling

1  

1  

 /  /  

 A1 A2 B1 B2 

     

 22 22 22 22 

 

:  

:

&  

:  

:    

 

55 53 63 51 

 

2 2 2 2 

  



 

 50  

 

 

1. 2.

3. 4. 5.  

Kimberly Young(1997)

(The Internet Addiction Test, IAT)

20

80~100  

 

define apply redefine  

1.

 

2.



 51 104 6  

 

3.

 

4.

 

5.  

redifine

reapply  



 

 52  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 A1

 

 

/  

1  

 

2  

 

A  

 

B  

 

C  

 

D  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 53 104 6  

 

trustworthiness Lincoln  Guba 1985 2005

data sources triangulation

theoretical 

triangulation

methodological 

triangulation  

 

 

2

 



 

 54  

2  

 A1 A2 B1 B2 

 

10 + 10 + 3-4  5 + 

 

 

 

:

 

:

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.  

2.  

3.  

: 

1.  

: 

1.  

2.  

1.  

2.  

3.  

 

1.   

2.  

3.  

 

1.  

2.  

1.  

2.  

1.  

2.  

1.  

2.  

 

1.  

2.  

3.  

1.  

2.  

1.  

2.

 

1.  

2.  

 

  



 55 104 6  

 

 

 

 

 

1.  

 Young 1999

2008  

2.  



 

 56  

2002

 

 

 

 

1.  

(1)  

B2

 



 57 104 6  

(B2-01-026) 

2002 

2004  

(2)  

 A2 B1

A2 B1

 

(A2-02-038) 

(B1-01-017) 

(3)  

B1

 

,



 

 58  

(B1-01-021) 

(4)  

2009

A2  

(5)  

A2

B2

 

2.  

(1)  

A2 B2



 59 104 6  

 

(2)  

A1

 

(A1-01-047)  

Liu Kuo 2007

 

(3)  

2003

2009  



 

 60  

(4)  

Young 2001

B1

 

…

(B1-01-042) 

3.  

A1

 

(A1-01-046) 

(A1-01-018) 

 B1

 

4.  



 61 104 6  

2008    

Facebook 

2004

 

 

 

 

1.  

(1)  



 

 62  

 

(2)  

A1

B2

 

~

(B2-02 -020) 

(3)  

2006



 63 104 6  

 

2.  

(1)  

Ghani  Deshpande 1994

 A1 B1

 

(A1-02-023) 

(B1-02-002) 

(2) /  

A1

 



 

 64  

(A1-02-030) 

(A1-01-022) 

(3)  

B1 B2

 

(4)  

A2

 

(5)  

2003 Goldberg, 1996

A2 B1 B2



 65 104 6  

 

Solomon 1974

2007

 

3.  

(1)  

B2

 

(2)  

A1 B1

 



 

 66  

(A1-02-014) 

(B1-01-025) 

(B1-02-009) 

(3) /  

A1 A2 B1

 

(4)  

A2

B1 B2

A2 B1

; B2

 

5 6

(A2-01-001) 

!!!



 67 104 6  

B1-02-04  

!! ~

(B2-02 -015) 

 

 

 

1.  

(1)  

B1

 

PO

(B1-02-017) 

(2)  

A2 B1



 

 68  

 

FB (B1-01-025) 

(A2-01-028) 

(A2-02-005) 

2.  

A1 A2 B1 B2

 

(A1-01-022) 

(A1-02-030) 



 69 104 6  

 

 

1.  

B2

 

2.  

A2 B1

2003

 

3.  

B1



 

 70  

A1

B1

 

4.  

A1

 

 

1.  

B2

 

2.  

A1

A1

 



 71 104 6  

3.  

B1

B1

 

4.  

A2

 

 

 

 

1.  

A1 B2

 



 

 72  

2.  

A1 B2

 

(A1-02-033) 

!!!

(B2-01-028) 

3.  

A1

 

4.  

(1)  

A2 B2

 



 73 104 6  

 

(2)  

B2

 

 Young 1999

 

 

1.  

(1)  

A2

 

online (A2-02-004) 



 

 74  

(A2-02-40) 

!

(A2-02-047) 

!

(A2-02-048) 

(2)  

B1

A1 A2

 

(3)  

B1  B2 

 

~



 75 104 6  

(B1-01-034) 

(B2-01-036) 

(4)  

B2

 

Griffths 1996

B2

B2

 

~!!!

~

B2-02 -020) 

(5)  



 

 76  

A1

 

(A1-02-027) 

2007

 

2.  

(1)  

B2

 

(2)  

A2



 77 104 6  

 

…

(A2-02-023) 

 

2004

 

 

1.  

A1



 

 78  

 

(A1-01-037)  

2.  

A2 B1

 

(A2-01-033) 

(A2-01-034) 

(A2-02-038) 

(B1-01-015) 



 79 104 6  

 

 

 

 

1.  

(1)  

 

(2)  

 

 

1.  

1

2 3 4

5



 

 80  

 

2.  

1

2 3 4

 

3.  

 

4.  

 

 

1.  



 81 104 6  

1

2 3  

2.  

1

2 / 3 4 5

 

3.  

1

2 3 / 4

 

 

 

 

1.  

1

2  



 

 82  

2.  

 

 

1

2 3 4  

 

1 2

3 4  

 

 



 83 104 6  

 

 

 

 

1

 2 3

4

 

 

1

2 3 4 5

6  7

 



 

 84  

 

1

2  

 

 

 

 

1.  

2.  

3.  

4.  

 

 



 85 104 6  

1.  

A.

 

B.  

C.  

D.  

E.  

F.  

G.  

2.  

A.  

B.  

C.  

3.  

A.  

B.  

 

1.  

2.  

 



 

 86  

 



 87 104 6  

 
 

2005

 

2008

44(1) 1-12  

2004

 

2003  

2004

 

2004

 

2004

7 111-145  

2008

59(2) 38-51  

(2003)

45(3)  

2006 online-game

 

2001a



 

 88  

 

2001b e

74 34-43  

2007

 

2001

 

2006

16(1) 64-71  

2001

 

2002

 

2009

 

2009

 

2007

119 206-221  

1998



 89 104 6  

 

 

Ghani, A. J., & Deshpande, P. S. (1994). Task characteristics 

and the 

experience of optimal flow in human-computer interaction. The J

ournal of Psychology, 128(4), 381-391. 

Goldberg ,I .(1996).Internet Addiction. Electronic message 

posted to Research Dicussion List. 

Griffiths, M. (1996). Gambling on the internet: A brief note. 

Journal of Gambling Studies, 12(4), 471-473. 

Liu, C. Y., & Kuo, F. Y. (2007). A study of internet addiction 

through the lens 

of the Interpersonal Theory. CyberPsychology and Behavio, 10(6)

,799-804. 

Young, K. S. (1999). Internet addiction: evaluatment and 

treatment. Student British Medical, 7, 351-352 

 

FIND

http://www.find.org.tw/chem~deptdessy/honors/papers/ferris.html 

Young,K.S.(1997b) The Interernet Addiction Test.   

http://www.netaddiction.com/resources/test.html 

Young,K.S.(1999).  The Mental Health Concern for the 

New Millennium.

http://www.netaddiction.com_articalcyberdisorders .htm  



 

 90  

 



 91 104 6  

 

 

―  

Impacts of Attachment, Involvement, Commitment, 
and Belief on Adolescent Academic Adjustment 

Problems — Rethinking of Social Control Theory 
 
 

 
1 2 3 

                                                 
1  
2 
yytung@mail.ncku.edu.tw 
3 

 



 

 

 

Hirschi

747

1.

2.

3.

4.

 

 



 93 104 6  

Abstract 

According to Hirschi’s social control theory, this study tried 

to find out relationships among attachment, involvement, 

commitment, belief and academic adjustment problems of junior 

high school students in Taiwanese metropolitan. The stratified 

random sampling method was adopted to draw an effective 

sample of 747 students. Nested regression modes were used to 

analyze the collected data. The findings revealed that: 1) There 

were evidences to support the correlation between academic 

adjustment problems and social bonds such as the attachment to 

parents, attachment to school, commitment, involvement and 

belief; 2)  attachments to parents and to school played an 

important role in the explanation of  adolescents’ academic 

adjustment problems; 3) The results of regression model verified 

that  there were interaction effects among attachments to parents 

and to peers, involvement, and belief on adolescents’ academic 

adjustment problems; 4) The social control theory is more suitable 

to explain minor delinquency, such as academic adjustment 

problems; Based on the findings, some suggestions were provided 

in the study.  

Keywords: attachment, commitment, involvement, belief, 

social control theory, Academic Adjustment Problems  
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Abstract 

Up until now, various cases of campus bullying are 

continuously being revealed. Some are even reported in the 

newspapers, showing that the campus bullying circumstances 

have obviously always existed, but merely have not been exposed 

as much. It also demonstrates that previous solutions of bullying 

cases were coped as a single occurrence without follow-up 

counseling. 

To understand the situation of campus bullying, a survey 

designed in this research aims to explore the campus bullying at 

elementary school students in Taiwan by using an online 

questionnaire. It provides a certain degree of privacy so that 

students are willing to the questionnaire truthfully. Data collection 

from a single school shows that new ways of bullying have 

emerged (Internet bullying) due to the advancement of 

information technology. When being bullied, most students tend 

to seek help from teachers, hoping for any form of aid. However, 

teachers often do not comprehend the root cause and background, 

achieving little effect with their measures. The real solution for 

reducing the rate of elementary student bullying comes from the 

detection, care and follow-up counseling of elementary teachers. 

Keyword Bullying, Cyber-Bullying, Elementary Students, 

Elementary Teachers 
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Abstract 

Drug-related crime has always been our major issue. Using 

drugs not only endangers health but also causes aberrations and 

crimes after illicit drug addiction. Although countries all over the 

world have set up drug abuse prevention and counseling measures 

to prevent drug abuse problem of servicemen, counseling 

effectiveness of Drug-abuse servicemen’s abstinence in a 

considerably closed military system lacks relevant positive 

research. 

This study will investigate the effect on progressing 

counseling mechanisms and consultative counseling to 

drug-abuse servicemen. For the study, five drug-abuse servicemen 

and six counselors were invited for interviews and serviceman 

inspectors were invited to forums. Data compilation and 

short-term recidivism rate analysis of drug-abuse servicemen had 

led the study to three important effect analysis, “Negative 

emotion relieving for drug-abuse by counseling,” “Using 

treatment team to enhance counseling effect” and “Necessity of 

duty management and monitoring.” Therefore, the study will 

discuss this outcome further, and suggests regarding drug-abuse 

servicemen as deviants instead of convict patients, replacing 

labeling condemnation with acceptance and counseling. 

Simultaneously, hospitals should utilize treatment teams to 

provide consultative services and duty service should increase 
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servicemen’s urinalysis control. Thus, it can enhance external 

control effect and reduce relapse. 
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