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The Theoretic Basisand Clinical Practice of Sandplay Applied to Family Therapy
Xu Jie, Zhang Risheng
(Ingtitute of Devdopmentd Psychology , Beijing Norma Univerdty , Beijing, 100875)

Abgtract It isa successul attempt that sandplay is used asafamily thergpy. Theintegration of family thergpy with play thergpy and
sandplay being used in group therapy are the theoretic bads. Itspractice included family assessment , family therapy , couple thergpy
and family thergpist’ s supervison. These practices provided a helpful implication for the development of the therapy for children and
adolescents.
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The Factorial and Construct Validity of the Chinese Self-Directed

L earning Readiness Scale for Students
Huang Shui', Chen Wenf eng2 , Fu Xiaolan®
(* Department of Education, Longyan Universty , Longyan, 364000)
(? Ingtitute of Psychology , Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing, 100101)

Abgract The study was to revise the Chinese Sdf-Directed L earning Readiness Scde for Students and explore itsfactoria and con-
sruct vaidity. A scae, composed of itemsfrom Guglidmin, dong with the scale loci of control , contribution of academic success and
sf-dficacy of academic success, was used to assess 1000 studentsfrom 3 schools. And the factoria and congtruct vdidity was eva u-
ated by reiability anayds, exploratory and confirmatory factor andyss and criteria vaidity test. The results showed the scade was
composed of 6 factors, andd for the 6 subscale was between 0. 63 and 0. 89. Theloadingsof the items were between 0. 30 and 0. 69.
The fit indicesof the 6-factor mode were dl above 0. 90. The corrdationsof the 6 factors and criterions were dgnificant. S the reli-
ability and validity of the 6-factor modd of the scale were strongly supported.
Key words: Sdf-Directed Learning Readiness Scale, middle school student vdidity psychometrics



