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Characteristics of Drug Use Behavior and Its Contributing Factors

among Reform School Students and Middle School Students

LIN Dan-hua, SU Shao-bing, HU Wei, HE Li-qun
Institute of Developmental Psychology Beijing Normal University , Beijing 100875, China
[Abstract] Objective: To compare the characteristics of drug use, refusal efficacy, drug attitude and refusal intention
between reform school students and middle school students. Methods: A sample of 673 reform school and middle school
students was recruited to complete a survey regarding characteristics of drug use behavior and its contributing factors. Re-
sults: About 41% reform school students and 2.5% middle school students reported that they had used drugs respectively.
With the incease of participants’ age, the drug use rate increased. Middle school students reported higher level of refusal
intention, and refusal efficacy than reform school students. Moreover, middle school students had more negative attitude
towards drug use compared to reform school students. In addition, refusal efficacy was one of the most important predictor
to drug use behavior. Conclusion: More attention should be paid to drug use among reform school students. Refusal effi-
cacy should be included in school drug use prevention intervention program, so as to enhance the efficacy of school drug
use prevention education.
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