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THE SOCIAL PERCEPTION AND PSYCHOLOGCAL REACTION TO SARS IN SOME
SOLDIERS AND STUDBENTS OF CHINESE PEORLE SARMBED PCOLICE FORCES

L1 Ru, ZHANG Zhi- qun, AN Wang - xin, WANG Yu - giang,SHI Kan ,L EN Gui - cheng
(Department of Medica Psychology , Medica Gollege of Chinese People’ s Armed Rolice Forces, Tianjin, 300162 ,China)

ABSTRAT : Objective To sudy the ocid perception and psychologica reaction to SARS in ome sl diers and
gudents of Chinese People’ s Armed Rolice Forces. Method Eght hundred sldiers and sudents from the Forces in the
epidemic area were surveyed with  Quegionnaire for the Chinese public about SARS  edited by the Psychologyic Depart-
ment of Chinese Acadeny of Sciences. Results The iformation of death and recovery had a greater inpact on the ldiers
than the gudents . The informetion about SARS were known well by both of them ,but the familiarity of the irformetion
and the controllability was dgnificantly higher in sldiers than in sudents. Thus, the ldiersfelt more secure and less
helpless than the sudents did( P < 0. 01) . The invedigation of mental gatusfor the last week showed that SARS had little
impact on them. The sudents adjusted themsealves to the stuation more easly than the ldiers. ( P <0.05) Conclusion
Different group of the people had different socia perception on the same irformation and took different responses to the
same dimulus. S, the dfective intervention for the mental health should be varied with the people.
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