I3 2 =7 A ST ADIRZ D B MU E O Bt
L PRI 51T 5 AR SR Dk & LC

LH e
* PR

I3 2= 4 LHFEORBICE S W ER OCHEISE RN SN D T, 23 227 1 /- A (community
intervention) O LAEFE > TWV5, LAL, 332274 NMAOEKRIIERITTHELICCL, 2%
DMELHSPIZLICC Ve RFEOHMWIE, I 32T A NMAZEY Y 7 ETIVORMAL SR 72 BT,
I ABRBE & RN E L 5 2 DM RO ER 2 G Lz, BB 5) — ¥ —fsn7r—% (N=239) %
W72t o R, MikcBIT2H%07% ) —%—3> v 7 (leadership) 3/ ADT 774 €5 1 (GH) I2HE
W7 B e RITT I EDHO NIz T2 3 225 4 &KE (sense of community) (&, I I 225 14
AOT 7 7T4ET4, TYMTy b GER), 7o bns (BE) OFNTCCHENREEL RITL Tz, K

OATRER Z B E R, BRSO R B O SRR IS B S

PE AR S M7z,

¥F=U—Fia3a2=7 0 0H% II2=T 40 A, BRCHEBERR, 0¥y 7270V, Rl
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I FECR

33 2 =7 A DHFOSII SO W 7 BRI B s
T, A CHA S #S (adjustment) =
Tz E—A ¥ 7 (wellbeing) & HiffE%s 2
I 27 4 ORIEICIT 72K B X OWEL T hILT
Whe HHMTL, TI2=F 4 LNV TONATGH,
TbbaIa=7 14 A (community interven-
tion) ~OMEELSEE N OOH 5,

LarL, 23227 4 A ADFEBRIERILTTHE
L2 L, FEBRMEGERHIRTZE B 5 2 15H b RS
NTWh, 52, 33227 A M AOEBIZEDL LM
BN OFEET — & 1, BEmfilah & b ()
Cohen, 1973), AL TWEDONEFETH L, I T,
AR TIE, MBS I I 22T A NAILED L)
TR BE NI i) — ¥ —WHEOFFI E b L2
Mat L, 23 2=7 1 i A% HO2ER I bISE D
B BRI H ) i E EET b

1 dO3I31=F414NA
I3 2T A A, R T 3 2 =5 1 (healthy
community) 8l L, O3 I 225 1 DEE

ZHH 2013 4F 10 11 H

RIS LX), L% A (healthy indi-
vidual) 2 EHRT 5 &) A& S 2 (Hill, 1996 ;
Sarason, 1974). €D 7%, II 2 =T 4 Ak, =
7LV (e, I32=274) KB REPIZE -
TI7ulbN (e, BA) ~ORRHPYRTE b
YEM T TH—F D=2z 5N Tw% (Cohen,
1973 ; Gesten & Jason, 1987 ; Iscoe & Harris, 1984 ;
Reppucci, Woolard, & Fried, 1999) o

L2L, 332274 AN AOKBESCHEEL "33
=747 LIRS ROEE L2 T L7720, FEik
FERA A RO AT H ISR EEAE S o Bk
R O3 I 2 =T 4 AR T S BEAL -
BEALSHA SN TE Y (Chen, 1990, 2005),
W EOEGHBETHLEIII 2T
> (community coalition) & L CO#ERE L &E (B :
Cramer, Atwood, Stoner, 2006a, 2006b) < 7' & 7" F
LELTOYATFEY T4 (Fehglk - HiZ5ER
) oA (Mancini & Marek, 2004) (S % 4T
7eWEZEAM TN T & 72,

A=Y=

2 OPYITETIMNCEDWVETEAXT M
DL, AI =T AN AD LN EIEMN
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X3 ZT A NADMREZH DEMAFIEDRET * ZHEZ

RE

R1 Oy IETIOTEIX L MRECIEEOH

Ovy 7E7FIVOER TEZAAL FORAE EHE A
NI R OHIHTOFEE % L2 572012552 AM (K8) 2,
P FE st BT O AR — AN SE DR SN T 5,
TG A BT 5 I12h 720 CEEBIZIHIES 2 L3k v,
Wi DRy N T—2 Hudse AR LT L T B,
THEY i THEN ST AEARE T B
TITFAETA THE O T 9% & L W RIS S - 72851218, 9 <M TE TV A,
Mk~ AT A b LOEEINE, FEBEOBAFRMEN TN D,
SR HEINOEROSINZFITE N EF 2 D0
7Y Ry b B OKERE - Wkl WEINOBNIRIA S AT, SHOWEEOMER: - MR RHEA 2,
BIESE ERHICAT, KOEEINRNTHLEEZL D,
oL BINHENDR R K[NOBIMEHICRZ 285 (F : BERHE) 25 Twvb,
D3I 2= F A IZBT AR | AOWEEIL, M TEZ DI EFRLET TS,

Wfge e LC, vy vy 7€) (logic mdoel) %
HW72T7 2 AXA Y M PEZONL, OV Y 7 ETIVE
X, TarsakAr 7y b (FEAGE  input), 7
774 €74 (GG activity), 77 M7 v b R
output), 77 b# A (Fidoutcome), £ ¥ 37 b (¢
Z o impact) 2T TEz, ERMOBEEE b L
~7%51E Gf), - 32 (then)” &2 RFEHRDM
FIZ X5 THHALL 2D TH S (] : W. K Kellogg
Foundation, nd.) T3 v 7 E7 VI, FEEEO 7O
7T 08HBNET TICHIET 571077 A0 HALIC
HWBNDAS, 33 227 1/ AOREECHERE % 1457
W Z B7200F /7% ("HE) L LTOFEHD
THETH L. 2F Y, K707 7 20BREZ D72
DOVDIIFNNFERE LTy y 7 ETVEHVS
DTERL, BYY ZETFTVICLS>THOLD LOEE
ENT M A T RN FE L LTAVL W) LT
b5 (LH, Bhah)o

Uy y 7 ETVOEERICOVTE, £9 [1
Ty b ERBEABBEOZ EEIRL, FoOF T O
7T LA OFEMIZET il (FEigar) LHEH (A
TRE - JOME - RaREAIRE) A O BTG o UL R 1
FAME & OMEEFRIEICE D £ TIRIL V. 22l (Bfd)
Tid, OAWEHE, @FEMWPT, OfEEa, @i
EDRY NT—=I T A A Y NOWHEE SN (E
1B, RIZ 72771874 &1F, 332=5+
AN HIET T -V Th L REMESOFEAED T
(prevention) <1l 4~ DEECHIB OIS L v o 2L
FOMAE (promotion) % IEW T 57207 D IE

BRARES + 514 8535 + 201451

BOZETHY, TEAAY TR, OFHHE @
IEB O TR &L, @M~ AT X P 3ON
HAEEL SNz,

XLIZ7Y Ny beik, Tars Al o CEE
PIZ 725 SN7zkEE (DY) oZ L xR L, EH,
ZOMFEREIEIT—5 (B Ffl - ) L LTHnT
%o BIZIZ, BIMEDESTMEE, SINE ORISR
B R EWEARN LTI N Ty PELTEZONS,
TEARX Y MIBWTIE, 300 (DBIIKT
QURB OHERF - Mkise, QRDEM) HRkE Sz, &k
W7o rAaa] &d, 7Taro828NT52 kI
Lo THELZHMETHY, T2, BMEOH- HEE-
AFN - BIRBLGZ: EOBL - AFEOZ L 2R T. T
A X FOFEL L TOBMENORRD R E S
720 T332 4NMATIE, 23227109
VATFL - LNUVTOREL T T ML ERD D,
@II =T AIIBT LR L) BLHES FIT SN
(F1zH).

INHOu Yy 7 ETIVOHIEIRIED BRI D 5T
AT 7GR, MADOEE (T M AhL) REmobi
DIZIE, SEEIRA Ty b FERAEE) BRES
HHELEDHI, WEE (77714 ET 1) ONEREN
FHEOHEM E2M5 2 LR ORIENTH DI LHVR
WX ivze (Z2H, #fd) . BEmICiE, Eex sz
BN R AR — 2 DR, s & B O JE 41
Lol v 7y METESE, R FEHIEDOW
RERIC L > CT 7 T4 ET A DEERBmOLZ L
B, RERINZE VBT M A LIZORD DL T HE




BENT,

ZO—JT, HEHNOSMEETHE SNDET 7 b
Ty M, AIAZTARNADT T M HAZDLDIZ
BB L w2 L, MREOMEEOR S~ LS
Mol Thbh, RSN —EA0RRR)
L, FHBEORBERLEEOEICERENIZ O 4R
BEES A, LW HHAE ST ERL o T
Wiz (%, 2011),

3 AI21Z57 4 NADEZEHDHMMEE

TIaZFAMHAIE BV BT NVIZL - TR
SN AN OREE - FRRELISL OB S UK 5
LB, LD, AABEE - TR A
BT T 7 A MDPLORBIZEOREMEEZS
% (B:Chen, 1990). Z 5 OMERIFE (organiza-
tional characteristics) DZIEMFEIE, FIZTFFiFE
BT TUT T AOEANRO—BL L TThihT
& 72 (#0 : Domitrovich & Greenberg, 2000 ; Durlak
& DuPre, 2008) .

Bl Z0E, RENCBIT 232 L4 L2 FHAA
¥ A7 A TH% Communities That Care 7’1 7T A
B9 205 TiX, FROTS RN == TR ED
MLk o #fi 1% (readiness) D EHY, TO 7T A
ANAD~ AT A 2 MCHEBEICRIZLo Tzl &)
12 (Feinberg, Greenberg, & Osgood, 2004a), ko
NEBEERE (B JREN T ST R0 RT I O IRENE) B & OFEER
FeRE (B 1 I oo fiik & s, Husi~ORE D
i) OMERE - AREICD DL TREL G2 T
EDHER XN T b (Feinberg, Greenberg, Osgood,
Anderson, & Babinski, 2002), & 512, #l#icBIT 5
B R) —F =y T vo BRI E S WG
L, T3 227 4 A ADOEE RO NEBRERS % 5/
L7z BT, MEMICAARISHE TS E SIS
127 - 72 (Feinberg, Greenberg, & Osgood, 2004b) o

T2, WEEOEREGEDOT -7 -7, AT
AV, AZTTFTRTUT T LAOFMIEE DA 7
PEDRFHRS L OFHIOFEITRES) (Fv/32 7 4) 12V
e BB TITT A, L) HIZOWTOME AT
btz (W, 2013). ZO#EE, N 7 Higk~o
A= T F TN LM~ AT A Y POTRIE, B
filidF v /8 7 4 OANR XS, FHlA S E# T
MESELZEPHLRIR 72, DF ), HENR
MAFYE L, LT a2y T ARG B T 2

EonF LR DIFs 2 DRSS N,

Dk, a3a=74 0 AOhE % ED 5
IOWTHBIL C& 7278, SO CTHEELRDI, Mk
PRI A AEROBEO VDITBEIME 2 5720, A
& RCHREN O S HIN 2EI R ETE e 4

Thhb, Tabb, FHiZLonrhe “Jursrs3i v
7 ENTNATH-> T, ThaeFEEICRAd 54
MMM 2 b O TR, BTIIZR- 2230 %

(planned effect) IZWFETEHWVWEWVWI 2 ETH S,

4 FHPROBR

IET v AHEDWEE (EBP : evidence-based
practice) DD S, BIROHZAICET S
e S5 B DS HES, S LD 7 2 () 0 S BE 2008
- %Y, 2008 ; A2, 2009), AR CFEH IR B 12
B3 2 FHIIFZE I EBP O FE 2 23R ICHTE 4 &
SR LI FH, MBIFEOBSIE, 3322714
ADRNRA L0 W Z BB KPRV EE 2
5Nbe I TAIIETIE, FHEIIZIHR- 72508 % E &
Wy L CZoRErEE AR T EEZONLIOL T«
FAE@V) == v T (B Feinberg et al, 2004a,
2004b), I I 2 =7 4 LHFHEBMOBEMS L LT
MEAELSEEELR (T 7 A M) ISR LTH
HHxET503I 2274 KR E@OT 87 X v b
(f5] : Hughey, Speer, & Peterson, 1999) ®&7%&H4 ©

OFFEETHE SN LMD, 232 =2F7 1N AL

P B AT %,

KRR E T 2B L0707 T 2 OFRN
ERLICLDOPH]1 THL, TITIE, 232274
AT T T 5OE - EEIZEDLHR I V-7
(le, V=¥ =Mz 27388 A v N—DR) O
R EICEST AL T, TR e Y Yy 7 ETIVOKE
HIZED L) x5 250 EW S 22T 5,

n A&

1 =4

KEFZETHE L7257 — 71, SISl TR
WO 7T AT - EET DY) — 5 — [T O
BT - 72 BERIAE (V=239 2oEshd
DOTH D (ZH, Fhad). TO70 77 LAOEEE
RIZTRZ IV —=7Th by, I ToOMFES ) L
d<b%xm—ﬁyr,v7Ul—>ay%ﬁw@@
() - fk4) %8 L 7o B 2 T b D,
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d=a="7+«

NADHRZEBD DM IEDIRTS * ZHET ~ RE

D=4 —HMET DT Z L [KFIEONRE, N=39]

(R « B - SFalbielRes, AW 1R, By REM L)

) — 7 —HMEDZ#E > 5

EHII ) — & =D

T T T A TOIGEZ

A & B HRETIA L

A2 F4NATRI I L
(il = ) — & —WHsZa@E, AR MER, HimERE )

Uy 7ETNICESLTI 2

T 4 e AOMEEAL

X 1

JEALREE B R O mEE SERICH 505, EIEE) &
HIYDWEITINV—TDEER (e, ) —F—HE~DOZN
) THY, WEHHAIHIEEREZNSRE LT 5,
—EME O BB~ OSNG, )—F—E kD
AW (WISER) 2S0Hs % 20, 4 EI3IREE 0T
LT, &oifghe ) — FT 2B E L >oTw5, f#
BEEIG I AR A 1 RORT 54 7T RN—=AT
b, ORGSR 1L EIEEL TV,

T = Z L, 201342 AlIcfrhb iz — 5 —0
JOBEERTHIITOI, HHEE~OSIEIZE M
HADEEDKO STz BEHKO 7 24 A2 — M
ZOELZMEOHRGE, OEEOS, @ZEHNDAD
F— Y HEANPHEEN, INSDOEIIOVTOT I
Y AL FEEICATb I, BEEHEOWRINZRME (13 4),
ik (24), A (3%), FHekEid 5059 % (144),
60-69 % (194), 70mLlE (174), AW 24%) T
Hotze

BIEIEIR

AR O W ETREE 2 (ERR T 512472 o T, FH
TUT T LDF v/8T T 4 BT 5 EATIIES &
Va3 2 =7 4 LHEHERO MG - EERHEL S
L7ze F72, EICHEEE TH 5 HEE~OEHIZEE
L&A S THAICH O, B[ LS TEESL @) ]

2

BRRRES + 5514 8535 + 201451

V—4—-HET AT T L, MY 23227 NATOT I LOEE

[RRBTIEFEL Q) I[HFVLUTEESLZN )[4
CBTIEFFESRY (D] DA4FEIZL > TIESI N
(Appendix Z) . ZNENOFREOFHMILLLT 08
NTH5b,

1. LT xR

I3 2 =T 4 AEAT ) FEEE D E OFEEEEESA
BEoTwbhE L7 14 A (readiness) 12X - T
WELze II2=TAMAILBITLLT 14 AU,
B AR R RO B oM, HEjC 3 5 AR
(initiative) R &)1 (efficacy) % sl L L CEde-
Ml%E & T b (Chelinski, Greenberg, & Feinberg,
2007) o
ZOENTHRIZAI =T 4 TCOFH7Turs 7
LADERIZBNTUELEEZEZ SNLNMANEIET S
HFEDLTE (B - EHED ) RMETHIZO T
LA S D), EERBLLTOAE B 056 %
WI LD THMYIHIGTE D), F OOk
() EBT 512 H 7o THHRLFURIT T THS
9) CBT AR5 HEH 2 ARBIZEICBIILLT A A AD
B L7z BHEMEIX 89% & HiEsE X 17z (Cronbach's
alpha = 89),




2. U=&—=v 7

W72 1) — 4 —3 v 7 (leadership) ® b & IZEH -
R S NAMETIZ, BEERB IUERICBEIT A A
BIBERMERF OB AR S NG Z LI s v
L7258 (0 =/, 1966), FHi7ar I A%y 5
WD) —5—2 v 70H 1) JFIZBWTHEMLrS W
ZENTFHEEINL,
ZZTARRIZBVWT) == v TEHEIET 512
bhizoTiE, f5EE () —F—) OT—)VER (F:
HEER T— V&R L CHUY #lEe), HELZERFE
Bl:Lohh) & LEHECH > TWHEEZRLEITS),
EHIZBIT 2 NHBROMRR T — 47— 7 O
(Bl Y ONEEHEBRETETL, BFOEZRE
RIEAD L LR SNL) BT 255 HE 2B L 72,
Cronbach’s alpha 1% .83 £ & X7z,

3. A3 174 RE

T2 T4 BB, A YN=E9) Lo ARMBIR
RN 2 DA DI L A LA ERE Sh, |
BRI DW= — XOFRRHET) ORF & 23 HE
&l E&NTw5h (Sarason, 1974), F§i2, KETOWF
FCE DL, aIa=T AN AMBICBIT2a 32
=T 4 BAE, MR & OBIFRY: (relationship to the
organization), A% & L T oOHM#E (organization
as mediator), M & DA D (bond to the com-
munity) &9 3K THAL - RE{LTE 2 Z &
5228 THB Y (Hughey et al, 1999 ; Hughey,
Peterson, Lowe, & Oprescu, 2008), HA D 7 — %
KBV TLFAROEEFHER SN TS (Yasuda,
Hughey, Peterson, Saito, & Kubo, 2007) . AHf%E Tl
TR, AR E OBIRIEICE B LofBiE a2 L (B :
OB \DIFBE#HRTELL, AHICERES 5%
A THD, FBETEZA4END72),
BHEDBNE 21T - 720 KIGHED Cronbach'’s alpha 4 .87
ThH-o72,

I 22541

4., IINTXUN

A, Mk ZII2=T74PHLOMEEZ 2 b
O— )¢5 70t A% A5 =X (Rappaport, 1987)
EEFRENDLIT NI X (empowerment) T
%73, Peterson & Zimmerman (2004) (&, KL X
WIZBIT AT 8T Ay POE DHFRT /ST X 2 b
(organizational empowerment) %, A4 A\.[HK

I8 A 2w AR LAk B ORI [V TR O
REEEDL72ODOE) LT,

2, MR D A 2 N — DR R T V8T A Y
Folf EEEBT T 2y boTF a2 (empow-
ering organization) & L C, #M#kzr X7 x> D
%% (empowered organization) & & X5l % 475 72
(Peterson & Zimmermen, 2004) . A7 TIE, HiH
ThbbfT 8T Ay roTa A IZHEBL, B
SIHENS ALY ST XY OIE R L7z (F:
TN —TTOEMIEFTICE o THMERIC RS, A4
OEME ) LIS LIENT I EREL). B
1% 89 (Cronbach’s alpha) & & &7z,

3 OPYIETFTIDORIERIEZ

F70, MEEMEOREL ST 2 IlhlzoTE, B
Vs ETFVEREEE LTI 22T A AT S
HEiRE (ZH, R 2 Hvz, BAmiciE, O
FHTHEE»S A Ty MERIZL o TT O T A
N - BRI SN EIE (B B A 2
HHER, EEAN—R), QI THEDP L2577 T4
Er A RIEIC L > T r I 0B TEBENLE
BOIRW GEEINEO TR, FEHIiB - 720GE), @
FISHEH»S AT M7y MEEIZL > THEI~NO
SPGB OREENE (B @ ZEOFH SR E—
F—n0% %), @FFSHBAICL AT M LfREE L
THEEOREDSIA 27075 LOBINENDE)
BB BINEOBICRZ 8RR RO %
HE L7z ZIEIESIREL BT 2B L [£
FEbLBZV] e [Z2H98H] FTOLHETORE
FEXRRO LN, FIREDOEEME (Cronbach’s alpha
¥ &, A7y b (73), TrTaET 1 (77),
TNy N (7)), T N a (75) EEHSh,

m ##ER

1 oSt

RO SO I E 2 L L7/ R, LT o
AA (M =28;SD=061), V=%—v7 (M=
286:SD =057), TN x> (M=287:SD=
056) £V HMEERL TV (F2), L7z ->T,
INOLOFERIZEL T, FHMICAT, [RR4T
3E2 3)) LVETROOEHDD &, AADTTH
NTWZlllhb, T/, MAZFMET S LTRD
B AR S N T CHRE R, 2 32 =7 1 R (M
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X3 ZT A NADMREZH DEMAFIEDRET * ZHEZ

®2 fEBAFEOTIE BRERE REY EEMEERR

RE

HEEEDER Mean S.D. IR Cronbach’s a
V74 AR 2.86 0.61 5 39
V—¥—=v7 2.86 057 5 33
RN AV I 2.87 0.56 5 87
I3 227 1 KE 321 0.53 5 39
®3 HZATEREOHBGRER
L7 1 x2R V—4—=y7 I T AL b Q317148
LA AR 1.0
V== T NP 10
TN AV b 60™ 76" 10
I3 27 A RE 27 Al 20 10

p <01, "p <05

x4 O2y VETIVOZAERZEORER : ERFAHOMRER

) Model 1 [1>7 v h] | Model 2[77F1EF ]| Model 3 [ b7 v K] Model 4 [7 7 ~B L]
EEEEER : : _ :
B partial r B partial r B partial r B partial r
L4 A 03 03 -.29 - .32 - 25 - .23 29 28
V—=F—v7 .30 21 59* 46 .30 22 .20 .16
B PAVS I .10 08 - .18 - .18 02 02 - .13 - .12
I3 227 1 JKE 11 11 627 67 52r 51 417 44
R’ 20 60 38 A4

) B BEHEAUAREL, partial 0 fEAIBIGREL p < 01, *p < .05

=321:SD=053) ThobIENWLNPIIRoT,

2 tHESMREK =012,
WIS, HREE O BB oMM B L8 2

5 (F3IBMW), MBI -5 =Yy Ty
T XY b (r=176;p<01) &OBEFRYEIZTRVIE
OHBDFEDO bNT2e T2, V—F = v T LT
FA (r=702:p<01) EOMBELEBRMEE & -
TBY, ZOMERORSHAIRENT,

LFA AL 8T X b (r=60;p<01)
BLUOaIa=F 4 BEE) =5 =2y (r=41;
p<05)IZBIL T, PR OMHBEAHERE S iz — T,
TAI2=TAEREELTARABIPT T A2 b
B LT, SalICHE B BT b o 7z,

3 ARHMHICLE I 22T NADORER
RIFZECTlE, HEREEED T I 2 =5 1« A DR
Mg ED L) B I T2 BT s2 8 2%
AL LTWEH, 22T, a3a2=714N0A%7

BRRRES + 5514 8535 + 201451

07558 L CIRZZTY Y 7 ETIVOLER DA
BHOFHPERIZ R > TO L 2EP 2 BT 5. 20
02y 7 ETVOALERE HEE, MR
PR FEHE L2 BT VI X B ERRO 1T 72
(F4ZH),

9, aI2=TANACETLEA Ty b (A
i) A EWERETSETFIL (model 1) ZHiE L
ToAEgE, AEGSHERIZRD SN hh o Tz RIZ,
T T4 €T 4 (GEh) & HEE L 5 €7V (model
DEBELIZEZH, V=F—=2 v T (f=59:p<05;
partial » = 46) ¥ T3 2 =5 4 &3 (B = 62:p < 01;
partial » = 67) DA E R GHEER & 7> Tz, F 72,
ETNVEEOFHEIL60% (R? = 60) LEmWELZR
LCTwiz,

w2, 77 b7y b EER) BT AETIV (model
3) EHET LA, a232=F4BHE (f=52:1p
< 05 partial » = Bl) OAPEELZHPLETH ),
ETFVEROFIIAZIL 38% (R* = 38) &7aoT\W7z,
WRIS, T M s (BR) 1CB$ 5 ET )V (model 4)




T, 7Y M Ty b R LRI =T 1K
# (B = 4l;p < Ob:ipartial » = 44) OARDEEE %>
THEY, EFVOFIRIL 44% (R = 44) Tho72

IV 8

PR - BRI - fEhEZ L CHE RS - Al & h 5
WLHEIHTII 2 =T 4 2 &L LU ~OFEHD
$£E 200, BROCHEMEZEDRS T I 2 =7 1 LH%
TN — AN L7 AFEBEDIR I THENITRE 2o T
W2 (EE, 2011 FEAT, 2012 LA, 1986). <D
—HT, I3 2= A IECHRIIKIL L T2 (context-
based) 72®, M ARIRIZET L HEREZO TR
HEKOETFTMUIED TRV EHE v, KifsED
B, 3322740 A% 707 T LOBEN B
A, FOTYT T NIREE LT e
LZETHoT7,

FTLTARR, V= =T, TN T XU},
32T AEEE D 4D ORI O RIE % A
ol hH, KL L S5HHE L HEND L WHE R
LY, FNEND TG HEEEEET D L HE
X7z (Cronbach's alpha = 83~ 89), 2N bH?®
fEfEE, #l) — ¥ —HE~OZIMEE~D T 1 A 2
YIFEMEELTERESNZLOTHY, RIEERICH
7oo TR, WHEROmEESE (BhE) ~OBMHEICHE
L& SIHH & LREDN D 5o FRENI 52 ElEN
EHLCWAZeikBErzsE, a3 22T 1A%
119 R Huds 7 v — 7 O MR E O 12 b IS T
BECTHDLEEZOLNDL, KIRBB OB NS —12b
AR EO AN DR E oz, TbE, 2
SAZTANARERTAIHoTD)—F =y
T, LT AR (r=72, p<01) T UINT R
b (r=76p<01) EHRBEL TWZIFT
B, AI2=TAEE (r=41:p< 05 &1
L THEL Tz, Lzt o T, MikicBnT
WY ) — =2y THRRL NI SN AI13E, T
I 2 =T A4 NOHERN 2 A AD#SYE (e, LT 1 4
A), TN—=TLLTOWEERT) (e, Ty /8T X
N, HfE~oREER (e, 332271 EKE) D
FNEFNEL DL VH) T LI D,

INH XD, V=F—= v TRIEDAIMMD TR
TOHBREIRE L FELAHE»H 5 2 LSS 2
o7z W) — & —WHEICSN L 72 H 38035125
LAl A N2k > Tk, RIEY#ELR) 55— v 7%

L TZE, MEEE I~ A A M TE DR
WHbHEMBEND, TI2=F A NIEER) —
F—2v 70BN FP5HEDIIHREE NS Z LI X
D, EREROEHBEEB O X 5 = X AR EADERH
L) —RBUMICREEEA L),

IUNRTAYMNELTA4 AR (r=60;p <0l
WZOWThH, ZOMEEDOEIPHL Ik 572, K
Wi BIF 2 08T 2 v MEEL, Balomh, #l
M /87 A b7t A (empowering process)
FRELIZODOTH D, AEERLY, HMkAT "=
7" SN LR, A ACEET B A B R0
S ORI E Vo 72 L7 1 R R E DAL NS
EHHERR S 7z,

ZORM, I3 2=7 4 BEICEL T, VT4
AABLPT 8T X v b b LIPS R S
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Examination of the Organizational Characteristics that Promote the Effect of Community
Intervention : An Evaluation Study of Clinical Psychology for Community Support (CPCS)
Tomoyuki Yasuda*

* Bunri University of Hospitality

Clinical psychology for community support (CPCS) bases its foundation on community psychology, and a series of practice has
been conducted in the community settings. Among all, community intervention (CI) is believed to become a promising method for
promoting the well-being of the individuals in the community. Nevertheless, the CI becomes unclear due mainly to the fact that the
functions of the CI could often be hard to identify; thus preventing researchers from engaging in systematic investigations. The pur-
pose of this study was to apply the logic model to assess the functions of CI and examine the ways by which the organizational char-
acteristics could affect those functions. Data collected from the participants of the leader training program (N = 39) were analyzed.
The results showed that one of the organizational characteristics, the leadership, was found to positively predict the Activity of the CI.
Moreover, the sense of community predicted not only the Activity, but the Output and Outcome of the CI as well. Future directions
for studying the CI were discussed in light of the effective evaluation approaches to the CPCS.

Keywords : community psychology, community intervention, clinical psychology for community support, logic model,
evaluation studies
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