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B/ DB = KHE @#E, 2014)

Peer influence BRZEE2E 51.3%

Relief of boredom & stress fZESREE 43.6 %

Curiosity #F3F 10 39.4 %

O Given peer influence is reported as the primary
reason for drug use, hence, focus of study
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B 3% B B Research Objectives

What are the roles played by peers in affecting the
presentation of self in drug abusing youth? '
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Research Questions (RQ):

RQ1: How do peers affect drug abusing youth’s adoption of
drug taking behaviours?

RQ2Z: What is the mental health status of these youth?
RQ3: How do drug abusing youth perceive themselves?




25 ;% Methodology

Ethnographic, Mixed-method approach:
o Nomothetic data for group profile

o Ideographic data for in-depth
understanding of individual lives

o Examine the role of peers on self

presentation in drug abusing youth from
the insider’s perspective
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4 h#%) Purposive Sampling

Group B Group C
(N=12) (N =32)
Drug career Experimental Active drug Drug abusers in
el s N
phase drug users abusers rehabilitation
| BEmRE SBMEAEE  BEESE  BREE0ES B
| Recruitment of Cheer Lutheran  Caritas Lok Heep Caritas Wong Yiu I
’ participants Centre Club BAZ %4153 & Nam Centre
BEBME BEgsRH0 B = HE R D
Context of Centre or Centre or Residential
interview Secondary school participants’ Rehabilitation

FhEkIG IR neighborhood Centre




ZHE1F2 % Procedures

55—ff : Mental Health Scales 17t {E

General Health Questionnaire —f&% =3
Hopelessness Scale 422 F &7

Purpose in Life A\ HMEF
Rosenberg Self-esteem HEL [ &3
Father-Adolescent and Mother-Adolescent Conflict Scales
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B =f] : Semi-structured Individual Interview {& A\ 555
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Participants’ demographics

O Mean age: 17 years

©0 Mean years of schooling: 9 years (- =
0 Mean age of first drug use: 15 years

o Average length of drug use: 2.5 years

Sample matches closely characteristics of young
drug abusers reported in CRDA
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Participants’ Men’rcl Health
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GHQ 64.25
— i fERE
(A>B>C)

Hopelessness 63.33
B ER
(B>A>C)
Purpose in Life 82.42

NEEBEWES
(C>A>B)

Self-esteem 23.08
HELLEFR
(B>A>C)

63.42

68.50

7417

24.58

52.38

54.97

92.94

21.47
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Parent-Adolescent Relationship

I o o

B EFEEZEER 11.08 11.58
Father-Adolescent

Conflict
(B>A>C)

HEEEEZEER  6.67 717 5.34
Mother-Adolescent
Conflict
(B>A>C)
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Kelly’s (1955) Personal Construct Theory
(PCT) A NEEE R

People as Scientists AFL{EFIEFH
o Actively explore and experiment with the world

o Making hypothesis{iz %, testing hypothesis based on past
experience

o Validating # 7€ or invalidating & 7€ hypothesis
o Leading to social behaviours

Central tenets:
o Constructive Alternativism

girim

o “All of our present interpretations of the universe are
subject to revision or replacement” (pp. 15)




PCT's Fundamental Postulate

“A person’s processes are psychologically l
channelized by the ways in which he anticipates

events” Kelly's (1955, pp.46)

Personal Construct System —

Bipolar constructs in hierarchical structure based on
similarities or differences between a person and other
people in social context




Choice A person chooses for himself that Personal
55 [ HI| alternative in a dichotomized agency
(Kelly, 1955, construct through which he or she EAB*E
pp. 64) anticipates the greater possibility

for extension and definition of his
or her system

Commonality To the extent that one person employs Empathy

F 5] [E R a construction of experience whichis @[
(Kelly, 1955, similar to that employed by another,
pp- 90) his psychological processes are similar
to those of the other person
Sociality To the extent that one person Individual
2 ERI construes the construction processes  role in social
(Kelly, 1955, of another, he may play a role in a context
pp. 95) social process involving the other &8 ANFEFL

person IR AE
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Norris and Maklouf-Norris’ (1976) concept of
“Community of Selves” H I EFac

Self-ldentity System B &R #k '
Actual Self IREMFE Representation of the person

now
Social Self Al AR B9FE Representation of how other

people see the person

|deal Self A FH Representation of a person’s
desired aims

Drug Self B &z 3 Representation of the person
in drug use




AR T2 Supplied Elements
R

A ek Actual Self

B "High | BFHFAYER Drug Self

C N IBHHR HR P Social Self

D HHARRI Ideal Self

E PEGE B IH AN EGERY A Mother or Surrogate Mother
F A= G RPN Father or Surrogate Father
G TR Girl Friend

H BFHIRE AR Best Friend

| "High |, WY P A BT Drug-taking Peer Group

J HEEERIIA Influential Person

I /8
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A Graphical Plot of Elements in Construct Space
25l Cl1 (age 16)

X-axis: Component 1
Y-axis: Component 2

The letters refer to the elements
The figures being the constructs
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Presentation of Four Aspects of Self

I o

IRTERE Positive Least Positive Most Positive
Actual Self

(C>A>B) H

BB Least Negative  Negative Most Negative
Drug Self
(C<B<A)

All A BE B B 3 Least Positive Positive Most Positive
Social Self

(C>B>A)

AN Least Positive Most Positive Positive
|deal Self

(B>C>A)




Emergence of Drug Self
Suppression of Actual Self

Enhancement of Social Self by
l drug-taking peers

Distancing of Ideal Self

Less Positive Mental Health

Poorer Relationship with Parents

Invalidation of Drug Self

Strengthening of Actual Self

Enhancement of Social Self by
drug-free peers

Promotion of Ideal Self

More Positive Mental Health

Better Relationship with Parents
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Summary of Findings
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Elaboration of Personal Construct System
Meaning-making through drug use in peer context

Role construction
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Commonality
Adoption of
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)
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relationship
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Experimental Active drug
drug users abusers

Actual Self

Drug Self

Actual Self

Individual

; Peers
Drug-taking o Best friend
Peer group Sociality Girl friend

)
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Adoption of
positive self

identity

Drug Self

Anticipation of
social experience
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peer negotiation
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relationship

+)
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Thank you!




