11
12
13
14
15
16

21
2.2
2.3

31
32
33
34
35
3.6

o
UNN2




11

(2541)

(2528)

Jenett & Teasdale (1981)

" (2535)

(2547)

18



85.1

1

12
121

.. 2534

11.9

40%

142

(2539)

(2541)

(2535)

(2537)

(2542)

(2528)

6.7

50 %

61.6

50%

19



»
vnrrit*ntnj Annvtiyii

« 1, 1a, | St
20
122 2
1221 (Direct injury)
2
12211 (Static head injury)
12212 (Dynamic head injury)

(Coup lesion)

(Contrecoup)
1222 (Indirect injury)



22

1322 (Depressed skull fracture)

middle meningeal artery

, 1 (Compound or
open depressed skull fracture)

(Osteomyelitis) ‘

1323 (Basilar skull fracture)
19-20 4

cribiform plate, ethmoid sinus, frontal sinus, sphenoid sinus
petrous
pyramid
(Perinasal sinuses)
48

1-2

. (Amosmia)
1.3.3. 3



1331

10

1332

1333

1.34.
(Intracranial hemorrhage)
1341

(Cerebral concussion)

(Amnesia)

(Cerebral contusion)

(Cerebral laceration)

(Epidural hematoma)

middle menigeal artery

dural venous sinus

1342

15-20

30-60

(Subdural hematoma)

Venous sinus

13421
subdural hematoma)

24-48

23



13422
subdural hematoma)
2 2
13423
hematoma)

1343

1344
hemorrhage)
sinus

arachnoid granulation

communicating hydrocephalus

24

(Subacute

(Chronic subdural

sagjttal venous sinus

(Intracerebral hematoma)

(Subarachnoid
Venous

shunt



25

14
141 2
1411 2
14111 (closed head injury)
14112 (open head injury)
( . 2541)
1412
14121 77 (mild head injury: MHI)
14.12.2 ? (severe head injury)
14.2 ?
1421 (primary brain injury)
( ', 2541)
local brain damage
(pia mater)
polar brain damage
diffused brain damage (swirling shear
forces) (axon)

(deeply comatose state)

(vegetative state)



26

1422 (Secondary brain injury)

( | 254)

Glasgow coma

1 (Eye opening )
E 4
3
2
1
2 (Best motor response )
M 6
5
4
3
2
1
3 (Best verbal response )
V 5
4
3
2
1

Total score = E+M+V =15



21

3
3 15

L 13-15 (Minor head injury)

2. 9-12 (Moderate head
injury)

3 3-8 (Severe head injury)

15
151
3
1511 (Minor head injury)

1512 (Moderate head injury)



28

, 3
70
1513 (Severe head injury)
. 1981 50
6 20
40 40
15.2
1521
1

1522



16

1523

161

16.11

16.1.2

1613

16.14

16.1.5
16.1.6

16.1.7
16.18
16.19

| 2536)

29



162

16.1.10

16111

1621

16.2.2

30



31

21

(2524)
(2536)
L (Reproduction)
2 (Sexual gratification)
3. (Maintenance of immature children or
raising the young)
4, (socialization)
b, \ (social placement)
6. (affection)
(Friedman, 1992) 5
1
2
3



(2538)
(Interaction)
]
(Problem Solving)

(Communication)

(Roles)
(Affective Responsiveness)
(Affective Involvement)
(Behavior Control)

(General Functioning)

(2545)

Janosid & Green (1992)

(2545)

32



2.2

Functioning: MMFF)

221

1950

(Epstein, Bishop, & Baldwin, 1984)

system)

(Brown)

33

(McMaster Model of Family
(McGill

(McMaster)

( - 2544)

(open

(MMFF)
( | 2544)



2211

2212

(Epstein et al., 1984)

communication)
(Instrumental)

lift

(Problem solving)

(Communication)

(Verbal communication)

2
(Affective)

34

(Nonverhal



3

(Clear and direct) I (Clear and indirect)
(Masked and direct)
(Masked and indirect)

( , 2544)
22.1.3 (Role)
(Instrument) (Affective)
2
1) (Role allocation)
2) (Role
accountability)
2214 (Affective responsiveness)
2
2.2.15 (Affective involvement)
(Lack of
involvement)
(Involvement devoid of feelings) (Narcissistic involvement)
(Empathie involvement) (Over involvement)

(Symbiotic involvement)

| ) mow



36

2.2.1.6 (Behavior control)

(Rigid behavior control)
(Flexible behavior control) (Laissez-faire behavior control)
(Chaotic behavior control)

(MMFF)



37

2.2.2 Circumplex model
Circumplex Model of Marital and Family Systems Olson
(1989) 3 cohesion adaptability ~ communication
2.2.2.1 Cohesion
disengaged separated
connected enmeshed
Cohesion separated  connected
cohesion
disengaged
cohesion
enmeshed

2.2.2.2 Adaptability

2.2.2.3 Communication

2
cohesion  adaptability
3
] (Balanced family) cohesion
adaptability
J (Extreme family) 2

5 (Midrange family) ,



3

2.2.3 Beavers system model
Beavers (1985) 2 competence
style

2231 Competence
1
competence
competence

competence
(Egalitarian leadership)
1 II n

competence

Beavers Model competence 5

1 (Optimal family) competence

2 (Adequate family)

3. (Midrange family)
1



I

4, (Borderline family)
3
5 (Severely dysfunctional family)
2232 Style
style cohesion  emotional involvement style
2 ' (Centripetal-CP)

(Centrifugal-CF)

' syle CP CF
CENTRIPETAL (CP) CENTRIFUGAL (CF)
1 1
2. 2
3. 3
4 4
5 5

Style
style style

3



40

style centripetal

centrifugal
(McMaster Model of Family Functioning: MMFF)
Epstein, Bishop, & Baldwin (1984)
25

2.2.4

2244

McMaster Structued Interview of Family
Functioning (McSIFF)
(Bishap , 1987)
2.24.2

Family Adaptability and Cogesion Evaluation Scales(FACES)
(Grotevant  Carlson, 1989)
Family Assessment Device (FAD) MMFF
(Epstein 1983) 60
FAD

FAD |
( 1 2539)
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#  Chulalongkorn Family
Invertory (CH) 36
MMFF
11 CH (Reliability)

Chulalongkorn Family

Invertory (CF) (2540)
2.3 « «
( McMaster Model of Family Functioning: MMFF"  Epstein (1984)
6 (Problem Solving )
(Communication) (Roles) (Affective Responsiveness )
(Affective Involvement) (Behavior Control)
231
(Miller, 1995)
232

(Kaplan &
Sadock, 2000)
2.3.3



42

(Hickey, 19; Marsh et al., 2002; Montgomery et al.,
2002)
2.34
(Oddy et al., 1978) (Mathis, 1984)
(Kreutzer et al., 199;
Livingston et al.,1991; Wade, 1998, Muss-Clum Ryan, 1981, Waland and Kreutzer, 1998)
(Kreutzer et al., 1992, Degeneffe, 2004)
(Hall et al., 1994; Anderson et al., 2002)

235

(Kaplan & Sadock, 2000)
2.3.6

| 2502)



43

(Lazarus and Folkman, 1984 1)

31

Miller (1953 cited *  Lazarus and Folkman, 1984: 15)
Selye (1956:12 cited in Lyon, 2001; 5, 1976: 55 cited in Pryor, 2002: 163)

(General adaptation

syndrome)
Lazarus  Folkman (1984: 12-21)
2
L (Stimulus and response definition)
(Psychological stress)
2 (Relational definition)

Belmont (2000: 379)



3.2

Lazarus  Folkman (1984: 12-21) 3

1

2

3. (Daily hassle)

Sheridan ~ Radmacher (1992; 149-150) 3

1 (Cataclysmic stressor)
2, (Personal stressor)
3 (Background stressor)
Belmont (2000: 379) 4
1

(Frustration)

44



Elliott

(Confect)

(Change)

(Pressure)

Eisdorfer (1982 cited in Pryor, 2002: 163)

(Acute stressor)

(Stressor sequenes)

(Chronic intermittent stressor)

(Chronic stressor)

spina bifida

45



46

33
Lazarus and Folkman (1984: 99-101)
(General Adaptation Syndrome)

3

L (The initial alarm reaction) 1)

(Shock phase)
2) (Countershock phase)

2. (Resistance) 1

3. (Exhaustion)
(Diseases of adaptation)

Sheridan Radmacher (1992: 153-156) 2

L (Short-term reaction)

Seiye
2. (Long-term impact)
(Eustress)
(Distress)

(Neutral effect)



47

Belmont (2000: 383 -390)

L (Emotional response)

(Annoyance, anger, and rage)
(Apprehension, anxiety, and fear)

(Dejection, sadness, and grief)
2. (Physical response)
2
. ' Selye (1936, 1956, 1982
cited in Belmont, 2000: 385-386) 3

1)

@

A

. (Brain-hody pathways)
(Hypothalamus)
(Adrenal meduula)

(Pituitary) (Coriticosteroids)



(Behavioral response)
(Striking out at others)
(Giving up)
Seligman

(Helplessness)

(Indulging oneself)

(Defensive coping)

(Constructive coping)
(Theme)

43



49

3.4
Sheridan  Radmacher (1992: 151-153)

L (Material resource)

2. (Physical resource)

3. (Intrapersonal sesource)

4, (Informational and educational
resource)

b, (Cultural resource)

Antonovsky (1987 cited in Sheridan and Radmacher, 1992; 152)



3.5

Lazarus

35.1

3.5.2
Lazarus

Folkman (1984: 22)

(Appraisal)
(Cognitive process)

Folkman (1984)

3521

35211

35212

35213

352131

50

Lazarus Folkman (1984)

(Primary appraisal)

(Irrelevant)

(Benign positive)

(Stress)



51

(Threat)

(Challenge)

(Secondary appraisal)

(Reappraisal)

35.2.13.2
352133
(Gain or growth)
35.2.2
35.2.3
3.5.3
3531
(2538) Lazarus
22 ' 5
6
Lazarus  Folkman

Folkman (1984)
4

10



52

89

45 - 92
35.3.2
(2540) Lazarus  Folkman (1984)
4 / 16
! 5 1
5
5
10 8l
3.5.3.3 (2543)
Lazarus ~ Folkman (1984)
4
/ 18
(Linear Analog Scale) 100 0
100
4
5 1.00
10
4
/ 80, 8L,. 77 .72
3534 (The Stress Appraisal Measure)
Peacock Wong (1990 cited in Stewart et al, 1997: 154)
Lazarus  Folkman (1984)
3 / (Centrality fimportance)



Peacock Wong
related validity)
(Predictive validity)

analysis method)

53

28 6
" (Criterion-
(Concurrent validity)
(Factor

(Internal consistency

method) .51-.90 Stewart

3.5.35 (The Stress Appraisal Index) Moore (1991
cited in Tepaporn Wonghongkul et al., 1999: 205) Lazarus
Folkman (1984) 3 /

(Visual analog scale: VAS) 100
3

Tipporn Wonghongkul

3.5.3.6 Folkman (1986: 994, 1986 :
574) (Stress Questionnaire) Lazarus

Folkman . . 1980
/
13 1 5
1
150 5
.78 .76 Landreville Vezina (1994)
.65 .78

3.5.3.7 (Cognitively
appraise sources of stress® Campbell Jones (2002)
Lazarus Folkman 3 /

1
5 3



3.5.3.8

Lazams & Folkman (1984)

.57-.87

.81

(2546)

/

4



55

3.6.
Lazarus Folkman (1984: 117)
. . 1940

3.6.1

Lazarus and Folkman (1984) (Coping)

? (Cognitive)
(2527)
Alan Monat and Richard Lazarus ( , 2534)
?
(2534) 2
?
?
? (Coping)

? (Cognitive)



56

3.6.2 ' 13 [
Lazarus Folkman (1984) 2
2
2
3.6.2.1 (Problem-focused Forms of
Coping)
2
3.6.2.1.1 (Confrontive coping )
3.6.2.1.2 (Planful problem solving)
3.6.2.2 (Emotion-focused Form of
Coping )
1
6
3.6.2.2.1 (Positive reappraisal)

3.6.2.2.2 (Accepting responsibility)



3.6.2.2.3

3.6.2.24

3.6.2.2.5

3.6.2.2.6

3.6.3 5

3.6.3.

WCQ) Lazarus Folkman

2

3) 4)

3-7

57

(Self-control)

(Seeking social support)

(Distancing)

(Escape-avoidance)

(Ways of Coping Questionnaire:

. . 1976-1977
8
2)
2)
5) 6)
4 0
50
, (Factor loading)
3 2 (25 .28) 7

4 (.71-79) (Folkman, et al., 1986b: 994-996)

.68, .79, .66, .70, .76, .61 72

996) . . 1988 Lazarus

8 .70,
(Folkman, et al., 1986a: 574, 1986h: 994-

Folkman 31



Folkman

3

(2542)

10

3.6.3.2

Jalowiec, Murphy

5

Powersw

Jalowiec

47-74 (Lazarus and Folkman, 1988

(2539)

20

.90

.82

58

. 468)

Lazarus

8l

(2546)

30

Jalowiec (Jalowiec coping scales)

Powers (1984)

Lazarus

.1981

. 1979
Launier
Jalowiec Powers
2

40

. . 1984 Jalowiec, Murphy

. .1988

(Palliative coping behavior)

36 4

.. 1979

80% 1
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56% 2 2 1 2 5
2 Lazaru
Folkman 78%
1 68% 2 Jalowiec
3
(stability) Jalowiec,
Murphy Powers (1984: 158) (test-retest)
28 2
(Spearman-rank correlation) .79
.85 .86
141
Jalowiec
(2538)
(2540) 30
5 / 1 5
5
10 72
' (2542)

(back translation)

3
15
.86
3.6.3.3 (Coping Strategies Questionnaire
: CSQ) Rosenstiel Keefe (1983 cited in Wegmann, 1992: 128, Thompson
et al., 1992: 436) . . 1983
7 0
6 Rosenstiel

Keefe (Items

intercorrelation) .71 '

sickle cell Gil (1989 cited in Thompson et al., 1992:



60

436)
Gil .69-.91
2 (Coping Attempts)
(Negative
Thinking/Passive Adherence) (Convergent Validity)
Rosenstie! Keefe '
3.6.3.4 McNett (the McNett

Coping Effectiveness Questionnaire: MCEQ) McNett (1986: 100)

. . 1984
14
(Pilot study) 2 52
50 .89 .82
McNett 5
.90
.68

Wegmann (1992)

« « «

1. Two-part Coping Assessment Scale

2. Parental Coping scale

3. FILE

4. A-FILE

5. F-COPES

6.Richmond/Hopkins Family Coping Index
7. CPI

8. Health! Attitude Scale

9. Parent Attitudes of Chronic lliness



10.Chronicity Impact and Coping Instrument

11 .Golstein Coper-Avoider Sentence

Completion Test

12. Preoperative Coping Scale

13. Coping Incventory

14 .Respiratory llilness Opinion Survey

15. Response to lllness Questionnaire

16.Bedsworth and Molen Semistructured
Interview

17. Coping Strategy Scale

18. Cancer Inventory ot Problem Situations

Lazarus

Folkman (1984)

(2542)

61
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i 1970 (Lakey and Lutz, 1996)
Kennedy,

Kiecolt-Glaser Glaser (1990 cited in Tardy, 1993)

Cobb (1976 cited in Hurdle, 2001)

4.1

The Oxford English Dictionary (1989)

Weiss (1974 cited in Brandt and Weinert, 1981: 277; Tilden, 1985: 201; Weinert,

1985: 273; Tilden and Weinert, 1990: 212)

Caplan (1976 cited in Linsey, 1992: 108)



4.2

Cobb (1976 cited in Linisey, 1992: 108)

Hupcey (1998) '

Bl (1984 cited in Hurdle, 2001)

Kahn (1979 cited in Linsey, 1992: 108-109,

1 (Affection)

3. (Nurturance)

, 2543: 24)

(Assistance)

63



64

4. (Social integration)

5. (Worth)

Bloom (1982 cited in Linsey, 1992: 109) 5

1 (Identified)

2. (Acceptance

and affection)

3. (Tangible material support)
4, (Informational support)
5. (Affiliative aspects)

House (1981 cited in Linsey 1992: 108, Miller, 1995: 223-224)

1 (Emotional support)
2. (Informational support)
3. (Instrumental support)
4. (Appraisal support)
Hinson Langford (1997: 96-97)
House, Berrera, Tilden Weinert
L



65

3.
4.
4.3
. (2540: 28) ' (2540: 60-61)
Pender 5
1 (Natural support system)
2. (Peer support systems)
3. (Religious organiazation or deomination)
4, (Health professional support system)
5. (Organized

directed by health [professional )

(2540: 60)

Kaplan 3

(Kin)

(Kinth)



2. (Organized support)

3. (Profesional health care workers)

4.4

Dean Lin (1977 cited in Linsey, 1992: 111-116)

441 Personal Resource Questionnaire (PRQ) Brandt
1981 2 1)
2) 2
Weiss 25 7
1 7
25-175
Brandt Weinert
4-6 . . 1987 0.72
v , ' 0.85-0.93

43.4%  48.9%
the Profile of Mood State(POMS)

-28  -.48 (Han, Kim, and Weinert 12002: 310)

4.4.2 Norbeck Social Support Questionnaire (NSSQ)
. . 1981 Kahn
2 1) (Function aspects)
3
2)

(network LOSS )

66

Weinert
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.92 .89

Social Support Questionnaire

.31-.56
4.4.3 Social Support Questionnaire (SSQ)
Sarason . . 1983
27
1 6
94 4
.83-.90 (item-total correlation)
.48-72
4.4.4 Inventory of Socially Supportive Behaviors (ISSB) Barrera
. 1981 N '
)
40
5 1
5
.93 94 .88
ISSB
4.4.5 Arizona Social Support Interview Schedule (ASSIS) Barrera
.. 1981 30
6 6
ISSB
, ASSIS
4.4.6 Social Support Questionnaire Schaefer
1981 2 1) 9 2)



68

.56 .68
81
31
4.4.7 Percevied Social Support From Friends(PSS-Fr)and from Family (PSS Fa)
Procidano Hellerl .+ 1983 1 1

20

PSS-Fr 0.88 PSSFa .90
(2532)
2 (The Personal Resource
Question- naire: Part 2) Brandt Weinert (1981: 277-280)

Weiss (1974 cited in Brandt and Weinert , 1981: 277)



5.

Scale )
5.1
5.2
5.3
5.4

(Sanguinetti & Catanzoro, 1987)
4

(Jennett & Bond,1975)

(Mild disability)

(Moderate disability)

(Severe disability)

69

(Glasgow Outcome



6.
(2545)
2544 49
( , 2544) 36.7
(51.0%)
(51.0%)
(67.3%) (57.1%)
(2546)
. .2546 120
2540)
6
21.7

45.8

10

(28.6%)

(69.4%)



[

h
(2542)
7
556
(Chulalongkorn Family Inventory: CFI) 198
( 35.6) 358 ( 64.4) 419 (SD=10.3)
148 ( =9.6) 371 ( 66.7) 147
( 26.4) 34 ( 6.1)
0.88
(p=0.034)
(p=0.014) (p=0.028)
(p=0.032)
(p=0.045)
(p=0.018) (p=0.008)
(2542)

190

.05 01



.05 .01
01
(2546)
350

2546

(Chulalongkorn Family Inventory: CFI)

1 1

(2545)

2545 159

(2540)

(2540)

12



13

1 (2543)
20
Chulalongkorn Family Inventory (CFI)
(2540)
(r = .44, p<001)
(2538)

12-15
50 CDI
(Children’s Depression Inventory) FAD(Family

Assessment Device )

.05-.01

01

Lazarus Folkman (1984)

Weiss (1974 cited in Brandt and Weinert,1981: 277)

(Glasgow Outcome Scale) Jennett & Bond (1975)



14

(Stressor/event)

(Disability level)
(Vicki et al., 2001)
(Stress appraisal)
/

(Thompson et al., 1992; Lim and Zebrack, 2004)

(Coping)
(Lim and Zebrack, 2004; Degeneffe, 2004)
(Social support)
(Leach et al., 1994; Sander
et al., 2003; Ergh et al.,, 2002; Cheung, 1999; Sander et al., 1997)
( ) (Heru and Ryan, 2002; Ann et al., 2004;

, 2542; Sheng-Yu Fan, 2002)
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