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o|a}7} 54.3%, tZolgo] 200%E ZAMESITE e AR EAES] A9 EmEE Pate] 1
77} 113%, A50] 183%, 0] 129%, tido] 132%, B2t 65%, A&0] 121%% A52] %

— = B = [o o] A
AEE e uE FEE B9EE o 4 i)

4,
P
s}
B
_E
o
T
o

)
dnpa 54 T+ & W (%)
o 2431(52.7)
A3 Aq 2174(47.1)
o= ] 7(0.2)
| 4612(100.0)
olRlk= 14f 4307(93.4)
dubale/ gl Bigadraa 305(6.6)
A 4612(100.0
DEA 879(38,6)
1 FA)/ LA el 1401 (61.4)
HA] 228001000}
oA E4 TE HIZ (%)
=3ty 13hd 877(19,0)
=3ty 23hd 458(9.9)
=3ty 33hd 753(16,3)
s DESR 19 873(18.9)
e EEy 28hd 1045(22.7)
Egtw 33 52G(11,5)
e 77(17)
A 46121000}
o} Y2 Holr} 395(8.7)
w2 Holrk 2136(46.3}
sl A E& ot} 1685(36.6)
o}F =2 Holr} 289(6.3}
AR 95(2.1)
A 46121000}




316 F=AMEEAE AsTE A3 E

FSPDA, S AlE|E 2402 M9 30Re) o AL o igt Hrle ArEglom, o2 S5
AT} F7A401 2] Pearson 83 Ale9} Cronbach’s o #k0] S ESITE TSPDA, 7/IEEe™ &3
2] Al 0170712 Helel Qi1 2 Al HHd 0485 EofFTh Egk FSPDA, Y
392 BT RS Yehdo e YA L] AR A E 2ar) e RS 2iE

SPDA, A £ Cronbach el 09142 WEhT, 2 29l o Alps 55 066004 0.89
A]ou AT 522 p_oa ATHANNEA] =0.658, EAWE = 0761, 2] A9} SF=AF=0714,
FR94e] A =0665, 5T == 0889, FADAT H==0874 SF=BEH {==0846). ©]
%91 70 HY Eoﬂ By ATEAREA Y Cronbach oFtE &8 W, "SPDA, = A E

= 1
7R AL Gl A =Rl B ¢ Qo
3) EIg= A

(1) 2B = content validity)

'SPDA, 7 A2 SrEAlE R WSS AGAon ARa Bdskn QAR B 9
REEh e 22e ATl g o124 st By ke Be Azrise) AR Wbz
el 21X E9lh

B, B AT GEFIES] HES sl FAVorE AE e 43 59129l Tt o) £ 3,

AYE AYATES FEe) GESIT AYATE HET 23 SPDA, A ZFstuAf o)
B Ao GEAEY AR AREEE 571 B oRAbee] ALK SHL9l £
ABFLL, F20] FAY} GEAYLS, 5F - FA - FEAE] BAW HE 29D Eef o)
& gl oo, o]g) g 8Eo] Bad kBT FE HBWATE Glov, od 9AES Fol

A i obmabg AT A dhed F23 20lo] 9 F 9es Ha1w 4 it
S, A SFRALG B ARTLES) At Wk AAbEe) Eshel A E Ang vl 2
= s}

o, AR E 9} MHAE S Filo] HeR e E a5
TSPDA, 2] QS 59} Tde] Hoiakde] det AT ZHEZ 92
7FEE TSPDA, 7 Ay oFEAe] B4 BE gl Tl 91308 SeA ridAes mao]

2) "SPDASE A MU 25} o), Az g LRSI TE ARk AR 9} oY
SR HEdde AHeE Adsn g4z 2ARHdd Ssl BAEE ek 47)
o] Bael(alg, AlLL AlI3, A1Z3) AASIG, Tebd HEAC % HEY 7] A9 8e] £AAe
Herd Asw e
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=
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AR EAE As7E A3 &

(E 42y A qolEMzn

Factors and Factor Loadings

Y A | vrad | 52sa | 2A9E | 2nen | 5990 | SEad
211 HE7 142 002 158 006 007 000
212 63h 108 006 000 007 001 007
213 syl 001 001 010 192 006 0
215 603 002 003 002 003 000 004
216 652 010 004 001 003 007 006
217 007 103 003 685 136 001 009
218 127 00 006 591 130 002 005
[ 008 005 003 684 362 007 008
A110 002 000 006 51§ A26 144 008
A2 A70 009 007 001 000 165 002
4114 409 175 107 .353 353 003 004
4115 004 124 135 Bh7 357 131 264
4116 007 002 820 008 008 005 003
2117 008 121 825 102 102 002 006
2118 138 341 hE1 008 115 006 010
~119 245 842 216 004 133 007 008
2120 115 6871 155 005 006 132 173
2121 002 744 005 000 006 009 004
2192 001 638 004 207 207 006 000
2124 000 009 009 314 563 474 008
2125 005 170 138 347 625 141 210
A126 003 009 002 .308 237 730 158
A7 008 006 007 006 561 412 006
2128 003 101 006 009 007 449 hl6
120 008 110 001 A1l 341 edd 158
130 162 006 005 003 684 226 010
4131 006 121 006 009 010 BEY £95
2132 002 008 000 527 304 R02 149
A133 008 009 004 210 656 463 008
A134 007 006 000 009 008 296 701
2135 006 009 000 642 301 775 009
£136 004 005 006 209 N 204 002
A137 001 005 000 145 002 005 776
A138 000 007 003 454 384 631 216
2139 005 004 008 178 806 270 007
2140 000 002 005 146 008 004 J18
241 001 008 009 331 05 392 008
A142 002 005 103 157 865 205 002
A143 002 001 006 007 005 009 777
QUFE A SR R 87 A e
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dad EARE EA

)

# TSPDA, 770 IS A A, latent variables) 2o disiA|

<

{confirmatory factor analysis, CFAZ

.I

= =
@ =RIH 20154

P45

{(measurement model)-&

G}

=
=

At

skl
]

{observed variables)S9]

Slom, (18 4-1ell vehd nke) 2ol z 291

4

=8 02 A2)F HKline, 1998).

e

1

= A
1 C

ment error term)

CFA: AMCS 405 &3t +=

51

(E 43> JHE =0 o

RMSEA

057
90

089
069
086
120
0.08013}F

CFI
937
966

973
952
976
941

0.9°]

70

TLI
906
833

819
932
961
902

0.90]

=0

NFI
RELE

966

72
960
M5
.40

70

A

EMR
021
018

022
035
024
010
(:05°]

}| 0.90]

1

GFI
86
G4

892
G50
877
450

0.90]

b

)

000
000

000
000
000
000

df

14
5

2

9

22171

180,03

75.37

86992 | 20

31835 | 9

633.95

Factors

A E

FRoe w7

SAdeAdT e
FEANE A HE
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75 72
£143 &40 &37 £134 £31 £128
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{38l A-1> CFAOH 28+ "SPDA, 9 R27%= HE =%

E4-32 7HE 29lell tig CFAS] 492 dosrt 779 2e Q9= =% GFL NFL TLIL
CF12] 234 A=refld 090
o] FAlA A SALY FEE o] FT YSE BTN
(& 4-4)€ CFA A LfeRst
ol Q93 7 S 4, E
Agef el aslFal=ke] AT (Klein, 1993). (G 4457} HejFSo] 770 a<lef diel 7|
ATEE YR 04001 Foulsh aslels vehla Siok (001},
QRIRERke] Sk 2 o iE
(pCOR), TSPDA, ¢ RLE golBo] Zalgl 222 235w 9L o 2= g}
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20195 FET u, TSPDA, 9] 7 20172t FRTs) we SPTUE YFHA0H, Al
REAG AT AR AT FES S AR GGl Yo BT PARTES

s ik B 5 glek

(i -4 CFA Zap JHERQI0| ChEh RelFsk

Factors Items Estimate SE. CE. Stanccfglglﬁézgr;rtesslon
Al 1000 0.5367**
A2 1145 0.049 23198 0553+
213 0,890 0.044 20,033 04317
A=A 215 0.903 0.043 21233 0ATIF*
216 1111 0.048 22,976 0,5407FF
A2 0.697 0.042, 16,463 0.3307%*
All4 0,820 0.043 19.241 0,406%%*
A7 L0 06457
218 0.990 0.034 29323 05267
TAE A19 1.315 0,034 28,106 0.802%+*
A0 1127 0.033 34.420 T
2115 0.702 0.024 29763 05367
e o 2116 1000 0.656%+*
i Ejﬂ 17 1220 0,044 27,466 0.879%*
e 2118 0.566 0.012 09,384 S
2119 1000 0.650%%*
ol - 2120 0,923 0.033 27 658 06817
TR 2121 0682 0.033 26,423 05627+
122 0782 0.006 22,010 0,4307%F
7142 1000 0.7917%*
2139 0913 0.015 59225 08167+
2136 1012 0.017 58 424 0,807+
o e 2133 0,824 0.015 56.790 0.783%%*
B 2130 0.705 0.016 45,436 06507
X127 0,698 0.014 18210 0.6847%F
2125 0.320 0.011 29240 0.438%%*
124 0,68 0.015 16102 0,658%%F
2141 1000 0,6737%F
2138 0,847 0.012 43,879 0.7317**
- 2135 1141 0,073 19393 0.847%+¥
Fdddn e 2132 0.924 0.012 48 653 0,8307**
2129 0.830 0.012 42,830 07127
2126 0.650 0.017 35,468 0.631%*F
X128 1000 D
2131 1187 0.033 35,601 0.608%**
oEAlE §7 2134 1120 0.031 36,172 07157+
k] 2137 0.965 0.0%6 37145 0.747%%%
2140 1052 0.028 37375 0,755%%*
2143 0.971 0.027 35,613 0,698%**

#E 0001
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(3) 75798 B3 %l criterion—related validity)

2 A7e 59640 718 v Sl FHEee sl S VEEE Bk wUkE
8 dFEre Y, TAEES, el vaEfERE dEEksdch

@ o= EF= (predictive validity)

AZEPL T 75E 8l TSPDA, 7 AAdES] AA GFEARE JITIE ofx AR dysiar ¢
2, Ards T SeARY BT B dei e fekd FAsk]] Wk Qe 4G
o}

'SPDA,7F A4de] faabe vkl disf o = MiEs 72 4537] S8l 'SPDA,
T SQIER wEARA S AAEGN (B 4-5ellA BTl d@eEATA Y 23 FSPDA,
o] 2 28180] oA FHlkel tieie EAACR fejrle e Ee T ShEE BeE

(p €.001).

GE 45y BF BY USAE £ HI=of ChE TSPDA, R91Y ohes|s e

SEH B (SE) § F
NYEA 115 (015) L1gHE 63497+
TAHHE 639 (013) Bo1HE RN A
FEe] FAR GE AT 327 (.022) 215¥E* 216,001+
srslo] g 319 (.020) 23qx% 250,570%+*
AT = 397 (.007) Bd6*H* 3127251+
A9 = 529 (.008) ToAE 4755, 140%**
A2 FA T 465 (022) AR 446 918+

0L FEEF £ £, EAM B T

FSPDA, S ASHEE 452 Ssh ohd 24U EA, FSPDAL7F & GaARRIEr) =& A
EAE #BEel7] 8 FHEEA (discriminant analysis) & 2
AEHATE FEEAE & EAMYES VIE0E Ardlte FEAT nSENCE o] 47
N7} 2 k9 5% e ) v 8l 25% Ao (E 4-6)7 2o] EReiach BEE
Aol AR TS ERE A 5% Al sk 25% He B S EE] AekddE
A FEANENET) 77 & 0% vERTE
Fopy RO RN due] oJahd ;e FoSe Wilks®) BTF=0655, X =37671
(df=1, p{001}E vEhl=d), o] Adks 'SPDA, Gt F84E2] F oFBARNIET) 22
A Stk 21 g Foh B 4 ok B (E ATl B
akg) go), FEA) R0 AP ERAZE(hit ratio) 788%Z RIS B4, TSPDA, A= FE
E2 AR F dlwe] FASle] A SRS 788% WEEHA ERsh Sk 2lE B

3) B ATl EAE F Hlse FAE SFRIE, okEAERIES] SR vls
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AFTh TEY BEE R

HAHE 4-8) Z1’7")

B go) %SJJ} Wilks] HTh=437,

Xe=00178(df =1, pC00)S Bo=x TSPDA, A7} %iﬂ'*@%o & OFEAREI ) e g
7w HAekE FoulE sk drke S 2RlE 9, 158 94 2 2535 Ethit
ratio, 874%)2 EbAThH
CE 4-6) A2| 25%8) oh| 59T ke mhESA
=T A zeTA
Fule A case H7(SD) cage H(SD)
2R8% sH A ¢ 450 56.6(5.1) 549 61.9(11.0}
95% Are]zlck 442 75.9(16.4) 527 896(13.0}
i 254 BE N=2095, A3 1584 T2 N=2390
(I 47> SEMH TSPDA, 2| & dI=A S THEEMo| BRZh
E44 g HE (9
- kL -
5% s 25% 491
wie 959 519z} G g P
Y 1] % &%]7 395(87 8%) 15(12,2%) 450(100%)
w959 Are]alch 134(30.3% 308(69.7%) 442.(100%)
hit ratio |86.6%: 2FEAMR st AAYAdst YA G- SPDA Hadd 2F 78.8%7) 4
(EFAFE) |3 ERHENS
Gt -8y USEMH TSPDAS| £ HIEE S mEBMe| 2R
Ads Ak HIE (4
< . SPDA <Z 3 (%! 7] case
25% 7 25% “2] 7t
AR w259 &h9)algh 4R1(87.6%) 68(12.4%) 549(100%)
HIE 250 A Hck 68(12.9%) A55(87 1%) 527(100%)
hit ratio 36.6%: °FEARE 25t *M%Jr&?—} alo]z et SPDA Aol 28]
(ERA2E) | 874%7) Ageld 2399
ol 2] ofFARE F dle] Ut "SPDA, ZF 8913 F|FwAE) el nsEAEe] digh @
HEAN A2 E ] 'SPDA, & F5e B Aol ARG R F oFEAM- 9w di&] A2
¢k SEFFEE 7R GeS E)E ¢ Qi
@ SA|EIZ= (concurrent validity)
FSPDA, 8 SAEEE dFel] ol Aade] hEren Adide] 22 4o ekld 7|&E
HEET) TSPDA, SR1E7e] AddEAE 24Egid €89 71 dEs "Hae Home

Self-Fsteem Scale”, “Hare School Self-FEsteem Scale”,
scale”olH, o] Al 7} SHLEAEL o[v]

=9} Bt 9%

A

——1—1_.

OFE. FAIEE A=
ol gt Donavan, 1999; Sher, 1994; Springer, 1998). A 7}#

fiakil

1l

*Zuckermzn-Kuhlman  Sensation-seelking

71E ArEelA] Al

= o
'\J:Z]]_L-

7]
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"SPDA, FH B 2 Qo1 Ferite] AT SAESE, GE 4-90 vER Bkl o) 2E
F92] AAATE Fui3t S S rhpd00l). TJ2lu Al 7] A% F TSPDA, FHel diel
“Hare Home Self-Fstesm Scale” 91 MEAA7F 04008 7 =9, OE T 7Y HEEE 4
P} RS s oae] Qe Ao=® vleRaTh I3 Al 7] A9 918 AEAE AEE
9, “Hare Home Self-Fsteemn Scale™ ) 82 9]-4 A 218 Azt 7hE A VEREL, “Hare
School  Self-Fsteern Scele”®} 7iIS/docdne] AddArr 71 =7l delkdth T2z
“Zuckerman-Kuhlman Sensation -seeking scale™ellAe F-E8 A} eF=dH o 0)e] a7}
Ve WA vebea SR Bl aqia e At b = A vebe

(Gt 49y "SPDA, 9 B MES o] AFERERA
factors YH &2 Sensation-Seeking Home Self-Esteem School Self-Esteem
SPDA (#14]) 305 AogrE* 3B1HHE
754 249 2R A5
T 27G¥ 2o A5G
Fro] ZAg orEd 155 283+ 171%%
Froke] A 156+ BATHEE 304%+*
=AY "= 371 223G AR
FTARAT = 10 R % i D28HHE
AR AT e 185G 257HEE 19g*
FEREC001

@ 7= Bl EfE=(Known- groups validity)
ZERE e s FdelMe GEARE el diF)] Aol 2
AT B s Fad BEE ARSI ol T HRE ol Ve

i W
He A 7h BAZ AT S QAHoR AED AT BeTe HadSe] 1A

o=
FEAbg & NG o) Folshl RAHEAE AT 1 ke A e vy s
CrE Ol el GAZOIERES BAY K IALLISTY 02 LY F 115l 'SPDA,
F el <lalp] FrololaAl 2 : !
ALdso] [SPDA, ZF 2851

CE 4100 2UEARE & 9o 23 2REEM (discriminant analysis)
A @ case S (SD)
urE A 4215 1.81(3.08)
R e P 273 6,40(3.05)
| 4488 2.09(3.27}

* Wilkse] 2t} = 887, X°=535738 (df=1, pC.00L)
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AT GF 41108 oFEARE EUITe| tle] AT (n=4215)7 BEHEs

(h=273)& o FARAT e Bojarh 2447, deike F ilee sy B3

W Fads Reked 865% SRAFES Ry 7 e fejolspl sk glok

(Wilks®] Th= 887, X*=535738 df =1, p(001). ©|2i3t drke & GEARE WE2) Hudar) &

T BIEEA ALl GEAN SR, W e WE Al s e BlE AT e R
HlZ7} 7hs s BATTH:

GE 4110 ASAZ & 0 e SHERA BRE

o& A% 2wk WIE(%)
T i - A case
Ak R R A
01 = [# [#7 v
Y o ]’F_‘ﬂ*ﬁ 3666(87.0%) 549(13.0%) 4215(100%)
BE3EL 74(97.1%) 199(72.9%) 273(100%)
hit ratic 36.00%: A Adst B PaAshge okEale Erlc g
(ERA2E) | 865% Wesld 2}

Ug g Bo s lEe] & GEAg Nk 94611 Fou|E BEEGNCE 2, TR
oM TSPDA, ¢ el il = Awde] weojulei BEHE7IE 24880 v‘%" 25
4-12p0fM B kg o], ARtg m At B AR A rSPDAJ Hepell el FAHCE oo

3 WAATE EPITH Wilkse] ®ok= 950, X2 =211.170 df =1, p{001). F5F "SPDA, Fge] 2]t
wHEAe] BRASE F5 (E 4-13000A By Ak} go), TL6%E %2 E5EEES 1or)

H

(3 412> TSPDA, &0 2|t meEE A diseriminant analysis)

N case I =g (SD;
RISk 3844 63.07 (15,60}
EEHEL A 252 82.98 (15.20)
a4 A 4056 68.98 (16.00)

* A 4612 case & A5 HWTTF U 516 case?t AlAH 4096 caset WMo T4
* Wilks 2] 2Th = 950, X*=211170 (df=1, p{001)

(E 413> TSPDA, M0 of3h mEEAe| Bzl

—

AF g e WE (%)
=] =
T T ey EEre AA case

olnl= 7 12 9
g | 2L 2763 (71.9%) 1081 (28.1%) 3844 (100%)

B3dEs 75 (29.8%) 177 (702%) 252 (100%)

hit ratio | 71.8%: QUFAY BIARLSA A SPDAYR o8 71.8% A5

(#7958 | #RdEG

0 Ao Al BodAAdAEse oigt

o
QA= e it i
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"SPDA, 7T 2919 AelE #EE] fel LA BAREA(ANOVA B4 S AAEanh 2 4
T 4-14004 BE nps) o] Al a AT BEAEA FAde TSPDA, 7 2ol disl £4
Hog Foulgt Falsd VERITHp 001).

(i A-14) LEbE AR BEAEH A0 SPOA 2 201 BA(ANOVA 244)

Blazle
Factors .
LISk RETEA
SPDA (Hdah 68.07 82,98
SPDA #A| 216,738%**
& 11,418***
S reke] A 8 gt
Brol FAel oFEHd 21,42G%+*
e gADE 586,145°**
2ZHAT = 190,310***
ZARAT g= 484, 474***
SHEAME AT = 12,6784+
(001

4) HEE(cut—off point) 2

B AT [SPDA, 9 2AH B4E 9 AT
& Folughed, o)A THSE ol8slgrt 2, Aue) F5h 2 o913

REEERE R I

= =
46127 F LBLE@B9%)0] olel sig=gint e spefiisds Aads 2wngks ue 71054

2
a i)
Ml
i
M
")
>
fas
rr
?L
=
o2,
rle
N
Eg
&
P
3
k)
[
o
i/
o
_g)
)



o A 193, RAREY] A 07 RS wAg GEAEs T TR WAl 03 s
Al 197, FA8E e 1373, GeAREEs des o= ekt

(¥ 4-15> T-sooreS O[22 HLHE mpet

_ e | a2 awa | s5ua [wawd | oY
#3 | AT | Aasy | wawe | e s | TI08 | SR8 EREE | s
HEdE HE

5 1401 41.81 4851 3945 3B 3912 41.18
6 17.05 45,22 5316 43,66 o528 4137 459
7 20,09 48,63 5781 4786 o692 4363 50,61
8 2313 52.05 6247 52,06 .56 4588 5533
9 26,17 55,46 6712 56.26 402 4813 60,05
10 2221 58.87 V177 60.46 41.84 50,38 64.76
11 32.25 62,29 7642 64,66 43,48 52,64 6248
12 3529 65,70 8L07 6887 4511 54,89 742
13 3833 69,11 v3.07 46.75 5714 7892
14 4137 72,53 727 48.39 5938 83.63
15 4441 h.9 8147 50,03 £1.64 88.35
16 4745 79.35 85.67 51.67 63.9 93.07
17 5049 82.76 5331 66,15 97.78
18 5353 8.18 5495 684 102.5
19 5657 89,59 56,59 70,65 10722
20 596 93.00 5823 7291 11193
21 62.64 58.87 7516 116,65
22 65,68 61,51 7741
23 68.72 63.15 79.66 126,08
24 22,3 7176 64,79 8191 1308
25 229 74,80 66,43
69 50.2
70 508
71 514
72 521
73 52,7
74 533
75 538
76 545
i 55.2
85 601
a3 65.1

101 70,0

108 750

117 80.0

126 85.6

134 90.5

142 955

150 100,0
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Uy AAUE F 25%7F 20lEA RRERnSels), gATeE £ S
Lnl2A BFEGH(NAE), FEEHOR A 461992 FAHE F 72.1%7) S0l2
A EEE)E Boginh o] waos o gySdqrd a8sE st

Slef M AA ZARIALE F 85.9%, FEoFe] AA|291elA] 75.6%, FEe] A2l 72.8%
ST8AY HeRloA 871%, FARAT dlelA 902%, A AT elarler 83-1%’
7b gutEA BREE AYE dehde], 77 8E Bl Ha 0% ol R X@%% B
olaL glgick olaella £ uf, A A 'SPDA, HEgA UebdAdEe) o EAM AT
Adsl] Agk Ade Y] € 4 Sicke HrieEch -

(F 4-16) T 550 C43 TSPDA, Z+ @old piziE SolE HERE

d5Ew
Negative Positive THE 231
R Negative 3013 244 SolE 925
_ Positive 1041 313 5% 721
ZAGELY
d5Ew
Negative Positive THE 64l
R Negative 3185 214 Sol® 637
Positive 436 777 EEE 859
#ro] ZAls kE5FE 89
d5Ew
Negative Positive THE 238
ez Negative 3197 213 %OWE 838
Positive a10 956 EE8E 756
TR @A 84
d5Ew
Negative Positive THE 871
P Negative 2817 939 %OE 893
Positive 913 539 EET 723
ST HE 8
oA Z
Negative Positive AHE 738
R Negative 2098 232 SoIE 928
Positive 361 1016 8% 871
=983 gz g9l
d5Ew
Negative Positive THE 745
R Negative 3335 169 SolE 952
] Positive 731 899 EET 002
G B 3R 89
d5Ew
Negative Positive HE 172
g Negative 3692 131 %OWE 96.6
Positive 643 135 8% 831
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=
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A Validation Study for the Practical Use of Screening Scale for
Potential Drug—use Adolescents(SPDA)

Lee, Ki—Young
{Pusan Naticnal University)
Kim, Young—Mi
(DongEui University)

Im, Hvuk
(Won Song Hospital)
Park, Mi—Jin

(Bongseng Memorial Hospital)
Park, Sun—Hee
(Yang San Psychiatric Hospital)

This paper is a result from wvalidation study for SPDA(A Screening Scale For
Potential Drug-use Adolescents) created in 2003 and newly developed during 2004.
S5PDA aims to screen adolescents in their early stage of drug-use and to help
practitioners make a preventive approach for the adelescents. 4307 junior and senior
high school students were selected as primary research subjects by stratified and
queota sampling methods. 305 adolescents on probation were also selected as a
comparison group and asked to answer the same questionnaire.

Reliability for SPDA recorded 0.914, which proved to be better than previous
year's (0.898). Exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses te test construct validity
proved that SPDA could be divided inte 7 factors and that each factor structure of
SPDA could be a proper measurement model with high level of fitness and factor
loadings. Discriminant analysis to test predictive validity confirmed that SPDA could
classify the adolescents excellently by the frequency of drug-use, with hit ratio of 86.6
percent(78.8% and 87.4% for junior and senior high scheel students respectively). For
concurrent validity test, Hare Home GSelf-Esteem GScale, Hare School Self-Esteem,
Zuckerman-Kuhlman Sensation-seeking Scale were employed to find correlation with
SPDA and all the three scales had significant Pearsen correlation coefficients with
S5PDA. Known-groups validity test indicated that SPDA had an adequate power to
classify out adelescents on probation from those in schoeling, with a hit ratie of 71.8
percent. Cut-off point to detect adolescents with high risk of substance use was 77,
which indicated approximately T score, 55 (0.5 5D, satistying sensitivity, specificity,
and efficiency criteria.

Key words: SPDA, adelescent, drug-use, high-risk population, validation,
reliability, validity.
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