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Abstract

In Taiwan the penalties related to drinking and driving have repeatedly
undergone amendments. Although the overall number of drinking and driving has
slowed down, the number of re-offenders have not decreased but has increased.
The study explores the influence of variables such as type D personality, quality
of life, drinking motivation, and alcohol use disorder on the intention of drunk
driving behavior, with a view to improving the domestic drunk driving recidivism
problem.

This study adopts a cross-sectional study. The research tools include basic
background questionnaires, Taiwan version Type D personality scale,
WHOQOL-BREF(TW) and drinking motivation scale and Alcohol Use Disorder
Identification Test, etc. The results of the study showed that 90% of the 241
subjects were men, and the prevalence rates of type D personality and alcohol use
disorder were 31% and 80%. The probability of non-type D personality was 0.314
times more likely to suffer from alcohol use disorder than type D
personality(95%CI 0.134-0.737, p<0.008), and the type D personality group of
recidivists had lower quality of life, higher drinking motivation and alcohol use
disorder, and higher intentional tendency of drunk driving behavior than the
non-type D personality group, and structural equation model analysis results show
that type D personality can positively and significantly affect drinking motivation
and significantly negatively affect the quality of life; drinking motivation
significantly positively affects alcohol use disorder; alcohol use disorder
significantly positively affects drunk driving behavior intention.

Keywords: Type D personality ~ Quality of Life ~ Drinking Motive ~ Alcohol Use Disorders
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B 48 | gy |CONML 242 11.02 2.05 | .98 2.50 | 1.04
ﬁv% ConM2 | 2.06 |.97 6.63 |241 |1.12 | 7.02 |2.12 |.98 6.83
s ConM3 |2.15 |1.05 259 |1.12 2.21 |1.06
sy | COPML | 224 11.06 2.72 | 1.19 2.38 | 1.09
# 1 CopM2 [ 230 |1.16 | 6.76 |2.60 [1.15 | 7.89 |242 |1.17 | 7.11
s CopM3 | 222 |1.14 259 |1.16 2.32 | 1.16
EWE | EpE | AUDL | 236 | 112 2.55 | 1.11 2.65 | 1.02
#* | % |AUD2 |1.83 126 | 586 |[220 |121 | 677 |2.16 |1.17 | 6.80
Mgt | Fage |AUD3 | 168 | 118 2.03 | 1.17 2.00 | 1.08
iF)E | iFE |DBIL | 1.68 | .86 1.87 | .92 1.74 | .87
#% | =% | DBI2 1.77 .96 517 | 207 |1.00 | 589 |1.82 |.97 5.34
2® | i@\ |DBI3 |173 |.93 1.96 | .99 1.78 | .95

TR KR D AL R
241 AT g e (DA Ry & TR Y R i8R
170 drd 40 BOPPH & R 193 A Gk 2304 e 80% 0 A 75 = D A 4 H#
# o F i 9 2 (90.6%) 4 F FpE i Higk B 2t 166 =25 D 3 4§51 75.3% >
B+ > & LA 7 o Pearson + % p-value < 0.05 0 F]p D A £ #.22 £ F & F
M REmE AP EFLE -
2 AD A A KRB R T BRI AT

, ADAAH | DA _

A (N=166) (N=75) | @ | pvalue
R & 7 R(N=48) | 4104.6%) | 703%) | o | oo
4t @ * Hem(N=193) | 125(75.3%) | 68(90.6%) | |

FAL SR ¢ AR AT o
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Gt TER DA A RIFHR Y R RSB H D R
ARSI FA AT > 4ok b0 B A 2D A A R R Y Rais S 5 DA
4 44010314 # (p<0.05, OR=0.314, 95%CI:0.134,0.737)> & ¥ D 3] * # £ iFpF
O fReisd s 2D A A 318 8 -

% 5 FpiF i Rz - o EATIE A T

%78 OR (95%CI of OR) p-value
DA A fa (4R DA A #) | 0314 0.134-0.737 0.008
TR &R AT g R o
SE P EHEL % TD A A fE 75 A (31%) T2 D A4 fe | 166
£ (69%)  Ftte A A K AP R IR TR LR App e
EERTLPETEAPHFLAS NS DA fe R TAAD A A e
PR B R RF ORI RF O R Y R RE R A
AR o dok 6o

26DF A ReEADIAARE LS thh L *RE A

D 4] 4 2 (N=75) 2D %] 4 f = (N=166)

B P M SD. M ) tie p-value
EAPCR 84.12 16.81 97.72 13.09 6.81  .000
UEE 31.68 11.12 28.21 9.618 -2.46  .015
FPE R IR 6.77 2.93 5.45 2.92 -3.24  .001
LR 5.89 2.57 4.85 2.28 -3.13  .002

TR kR A TR
B dErh o TR sl | 193 4 (80%) T AEE R st
48 A (20%)  Htie AT F e DA A FE T AR RS ETE S
PR PERYREFLE A2 AR THANAEEEEINYHFLE K
T OUIEEE R Y Matl ) Apd TELFH R Y s | 3 RF O D A4 s R
i3 Wk s R ORFE L RE DR AR e o ek 7o
27 OFpER Y M LEH Y R e tRASERE A

S|

TR Bame iRt e

% B (N=193) (N=48) tE  p-value
M S.D. M S.D.
DA+ % 20.11 11.77 12.22 10.50 -4.24 .000
2 EEE 92.81 15.93 96.18 14.27 1.33 182
EELE L= 24.77 4.41 26.20 3.87 2.06 .040

L =S 19.43 3.89 20.10 3.62 1.08 278

SR L 13.09 2.69 13.50 2.08 .96 .336
ES RS A= 29.38 5.28 29.91 5.31 .61 537
IEE 1 30.41 10.56 24.77 7.11 -4.42 .000
1R AR AR 5.34 2.50 4.52 1.94 -2.11 .035

FTH &R AP FE -
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43 HBEFIE LS

ipig@%m@ﬁ@mﬂ%%@iﬁﬁiiﬁm’é%argﬁ{@
A R AN R A STRIZH N 20 AR T - PREMLT]IF A 1T
(first-order factors confirmatory factor analysis) » 14 Bg f# * 77 7 F "B ELZ /718 2
;1 FHETE LG TR~ BHRE A ERA ii?'l:‘i%s‘?;‘ﬁ-’f%&fi‘% T
¥ & R 2+ 3 E (®)=196.95 (p=0.000) - »*/df=2.095 (df=94) -
RMSEA 0.068 ~ GFI=0.912 ~ AGFI=0.873 5% & @ Bpeif & ; ML & R 2
NF1=0.914 ¢2 CFI=0.953 35 &2 fafesf e 5 1 & 3if & &2 PGFI=0.630 £
PNFI=0.716 327 £ 1@ e fieif & > B or 287 7 OB H feif R 245 o Jeaesc
RSB ARG R (CRIZ 5% E F g (AVE) Rirg - %9 B 914 | i
TR 06-CRBE*x>07-AVE &+ 05> @ %Fi%ﬂ.ﬁlb 2 f g
>+ 0.682~0.919 % <+ 0.6 EH G & 413 0.734~0.931 > ¥ <>+ 0.7 L2
%8 5P 473 0558~0.771 ¥ * 3t 05 N S b N %T#,é}lﬁ’*f#& N 4% IR

FEG - TR » 27 AL E G deaks ek o 4ok 8o
% 8 5?"]?&_%3-;\7\1‘, NEE WA
it .
i R IR N f R tiE CR AVE
L | BB 836 12.282
D 4] 4 , ,
I P ‘] 682 10.196 0.734 0.582
4 78 ek .858 16.387
N¥ ¥ S 919 18.341
LR ] 0.931 0.771
LEER N E 1t 829 15.518
kB #E 904 17.821
EE g .896 17.001
Al O 840 15.536
5 0.884 0.657
S WE s B 4 763 13.282
T 480 1% 734 12.578
I AUD1 683 10.936
‘ w o | AUD2 707 11.279 0.790 0.558
¥ AUD3 841 13.899
T DBI1 721 12.142
’ﬁ; - " | DBI2 845 14.782 0.852 0.659
& DBI3 862 15.154

FR&R: 2ET R

ERBPIRS G 0 F- BRIEHAEL G RUTR BB AL T MG
AR L R A mﬁwﬁﬁa’ﬂ ol A T endp MR ode g
LI HAENTIORELZPE (AVE) 2 T2 REF AN H B LT hifp
B % fc(Hair et al., 2006) ° 44 9 #777 » 25T % ‘f?l»‘ T o R R E 2 T3
g 5 0747 > <t Gde? k% ©-06110 A A F M AZA
Mo T R ARG RRPIRE c AFTRIEHSAFFL G R RERR 0 T

13



AR LN AR A
39 TR A A

M |SD.| @) | @] & | @6
(1)JFp & * Iase |5.86 (298 |0.747

(2)D 2] « & 3256 |11.92 [0.221  |0.763
(B)4 & 57 93.49 |15.65 [-0.037 |-0.611[0.878
(4) & iFppe 4 29.29 1021 [0.532  [0.237 [-0.049 [0.811

(5)‘}?1’&; 75 R B [5.178 (242 0.261 0.276 |-0.089 |0.054 |0.812
FHKR AT fER .

4.4 B BES A

BRHHG R R G 0 B & RZF 2 E()=209.68 (p= 0.001) -
¥*/df=2.14(df=98) - RMSEA=0.069 ~ GFI=0.906 - AGFI=0.87 #2{ & 32 8 fie if
BB & &2 NFI=0.909 &2 CFI=0.949 5% &2 fefeii & R GF & A
2. PGFI=0.653 &2 PNFI=0.742 5% £ @ Baeif & > 4o 10 7 A&7 b
FRB g R e o

210 BN ERAREEAFIREE

i fedpt® | x2/df | p-value | RMSEA | GFI | AGFI | PGFI | NFI | CFI | PNFI | PCFI
| gy & p <3 >0.05 <0.08 >09 | >09 | >05 | >08 | >09 | >05 | >05
Frgs 2.14 .000 0.06 0.90 | 0.87 065 | 090 | 0.94 | 0.74 | 0.77

FH KR A ER .

AT EHE B AR et 11 AR AT BR 0 FER 3
Bk 5 7 :,k Foh o HepiEaa o BR 3 AN AT BHARESTE AT
gﬂéﬁ/ﬁﬁvﬁ&%ﬁi& FRE BRI PHEFEBOFRIE e E e

FOR o B2 E ST R K PR R R E S ik o R TRaE
Mmé/v\#frf% fARBE > \*Jr#“ AL RE A BR 52 A2
ATARFE ARG T 67 B ERFARRDFE 75 LR ARG
FEFAABF ST e A 2ASFF > doBXe 25 FFR ¥ iR
i FAFE R R 7 :‘é.h?] P H e “*HJ&«E% DAA R g foBFLES
%‘f(yl:-O.61, t=-6.95) » FIp K 1 X 2 v A7 BAEARME S D A4 K4 Fg'fBﬂ? )

#4358 g.;grgﬁm ;DA A g o B4R FE 18(¢2=0.337, t=2.975) -

'F;»?R 2= 5 &7 'B"gﬁéﬁl'?'?' DJql A ’}éﬂf}%ﬁfﬁ? ﬁé’“/ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁgﬁ&rﬁ ;AR /ﬁﬁ‘
t&gL w B FPH & % Hiee(B1=0.534, t=6.655) © F]t Bk 4 2 0 AT BAY

GFE AR R PF 0 ART Q0 A 2 PR Y IR ,ﬁq‘éﬂé%fﬁﬁgL@ R
. = & B(B2=0.321, t=3.232) » F|pt B3k 6 & = v AT BREFPE & rﬁa&ﬁ)ﬁ
ARF R PR ARAERES 645 0 4oB 3o
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F011 BREHCR AT

BT B G REF O tE p-value EACR S
H1:D A] ~ 4 %’?—»i 75 ‘_ﬁ;%”f -0.612 0.054 -6.952 0.000 n
H2:D A] £~ 4 %’f*—»ffx‘}f]ﬁ% i 337 0.046 2.975 0.003 N
H3: 4 '}ér‘%%‘rﬁfkiﬁiﬁ 15 157 0.068 1.593 0.111 F o 2
H4: 4 s %ﬁﬁifﬁ% 3] 534 0.024 6.655 0.000 o~
H5: 4% P 18— )8 7 5 L B 112 0.022 -1.236  0.217 ER
H6:‘}E2]ﬂ‘fét i F%’l?%iﬁif].”af 75 R B 321 0.081 3.232 0.001 o~
FHR AR A ER o
4% NS 25 At ‘ AUD1 ‘ ‘ AUD2 ‘ ‘ AUD3 ‘
0.86 0.83 0.68 0.84
-0.612 *(-6.952) \':'157 (1.593) 0.321* (3.232)
DBEI1

0.83

0.58\

f oy A4l

ECLESRZBEREREARE 2. FERANA t 5 3. KT p-value<0.01

0.337 * (2.975)

% MR

B3 s A s *
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