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B, A EEP R E AR AR H SRR A e A T A E AL
AT BRI Z B . ANRBERTER T KA, &I A FERES
LA TR I 0R, X R ARG R AT T R R R R R
FITISATHLOE, AREEET SUOE BRI, St NVRAR S, Hubs
AR SO SE A R, BIEM SR A HEELAR, ARERRMATTH 2K
JETTIRE Z 9 4, X R TAR BRI A BUR 1

ARG SR T, ORI, A TZRIERHRAZOR, Ao
F oIS HEGE, AR R

HF NS, PGSR 30, 0 AR IO DR AfESE Y
EEME LGS, MEHERNTN ST, HEHEAMINTHER, EEHES
G EEATEE IIRE, X ARG B HAA B B PR 1 VR

(12N I S T I S A DR T (o e BTER oy 2D A U Y
SRR, WL RS, SR BOE N AESI T, BEFR I 22O M RRE A%
WL AN SO 5B, S APRRIRIEE . ERTE T S
WY, WRBE T RO B, FCEIR T EES ez, mEE A
ez . NPRANE 5D BB, BOINA 5 Bl B AR M2 . il s
HREAGIA T L, TESWMSINE W2 R, sHEILS, B
WAHEEMMEM. B U0, hEES T SR E MR AL, TEZER
FHERF . NBROCHR . AR XEREE, DA st XCBE R T 45 J5 T BE % A 45 1t e
M. XIPE, BT AU, FUREBNAFKETHEER . EF X
SRR E ZOR IR, il b L FH A S e A S Scie Afs, @ Ac
TRl B B EIR R, RN (UL ZOE 0 A b R Wi e A © A4 2 SRR
R AT . KRB T MIBETE R, A E AL S SCAl SR ARAR B4 B
TS ARATT v I A B B IR A BE 9 X 7 T AR B T 8 AR A
HA T e RR i 0 BURSAE A 2 BN OTRAEF RS PR, SR, X
seP RS b TO BT R B, RERER . SRR R, TPEM
FAL G A T 2 S R MR RO B B, S0 BAER C0T BYIAR
AERRIIZES o 0BG S B2 TE /- WPy 75 D B A AL, 2SS &
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[ SCAL T 5 N AT A O B s A SCAR M B, b BT AP [ R O AR L4k
O S SR R, PEMAFEGE TR RAE . AERAR . S
PRARAESCAAS R, FRRE S T B ANT SR 2 10 SR A i ik, T 2E NBRAE,
S S0 TR 448 R 0 IR S7 2B 3% b 25 07 A P B BRI, 0 Lt R ) A
TTEMANGYT . BEH U EERE LSO igiE, P EES%
FIAEANNZHRB G ZA, EFEZHREFHRZE, KRR
ZiH.

PATE RIS T 2 AR R e A Ol Rt R s AT, AP
SCEBUE—FRRA AL R R AL AT M A ] TR A, AR
PEA ARG AR B X, (eSS Tk e SESTTH
WAFTEZE R L, DFAR G SR X R AL B ROCR RYSEE T Mk A%
Fi8y o B e I BT HE S 0 PR R SORN S M

1 MREF%

1.1 NR594H

RO W X AP 3 M XA 120 A, ABERRHE Dy : AWEHSTR 3 A~ LT,
P 1 AELL b, BEIER AT 8 s 16 30, HEBR ™ B AR (R . RS
P 8 R S5 T A IR G0 A3 IR R (e 1 40) | HliK
B (LI 24) | EIAREA (28 3 4) o BAAEES 40 N, AR D
20 %, FK60 %, FHh 35959208, AAVERARG TN & 1 iR,

F 1 #EAANOFEMRSET (n=120)

Table 1 Sample demographic description statistics (n=120)

SIS 14 SC56 2 2 SIHG 3 4
NECN) BAH (%) NN B (%) NBCAN) Bath (%)
JeUN'e 40 100.0 40 100.0 40 100.0
18 £ 35 % 15 375 22 55.0 19 475
Ry 36 F 55 % 25 62.5 14 35.0 20 50.0
55 %Lk 0 0 4 10.0 1 2.5
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<126 ¢
S 14 S 2 4 SR 3 4
ANECN) B (%) ANBCN) ADH(%) NBCAN) Bkt (%)
INERLITE 11 27.5 16 40.0 17 25
oI 17 25 14 35.0 16 40.0
e B 7 17.5 6 15.0 6 15.0
K# 5 12.5 4 10.0 1 2.5
36 MLIF 2 5.0 0 0 2 5.0
37 & 60 14 35.0 8 20.0 12 30.0
L) 61 & 120 19 47.5 21 52.5 24 60.0
120 D | 5 12.5 11 27.5 2 5.0
1.2 33&

X = AN A A AT T, SCEAl 1 BRI HE, Rl 2 M
B, SR 3 HeszEBREE, AR RIS s Sk T, 2 A
PR R FICR . BGE RSO 55 it . O FRERRIRAS S 3 0
AR T B 255

1.2.1 HMERIA

Fgn T %, MGG SMREBENZ, Hle IR BE B . FARE
S EMERRE TR,

DR R AR MR REFH T bR IERRE (GHQ-12) , &
Fdk R ANEH, B30 H 5 0-0-1-1 345, HZ55R 0 40 H 143, 0
IR TCHRIGIRE SCREIR, 1 3on Ak, Tha e, Bk, e, 1l
JRAF 12 AN ARER , GEITHRbR FEA By, B, ORI 2
IR Cronbach o Z4EE RECHK 0.85, HMEEE N 0.90, (5 0.85. W&
ARV FELR BT 1A H, R OB AR M R ) 5 PR S T AL

T B AR BRI T CWlr 2 SRAUTT B A St gn ] ) | ply A7 P
SRR

122 HRER

AUR 1 5P, TSR B G S, B O UBUR E T
AR 2 WIS, A ARSI TR, N THGR, Sl
SEML; ALIR 3. SOME T, BEE LK, DinF 2 A 2R 40 i ST st gt
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ORI ESS, TR Ie SCERE
123 EWFHHR
SEERA 1 ARSI R (B )
SEBGEH 2. ARG SRR TR (%) .
SCHREH 3. ARG AT R (B )
I EZ A £ 5 LG SIS BEAZ 5 R PRI COPREIT ) 2121500

1.3 it

KRB ALR TR, ETHRG . THUG . SCREsHE 2 4~ H 50 B0E,
AR S ATTENL, FH SPSS 22.0 #A TR S, 5, FRIE.

2 R

21 FIRIBVEMEUEERREIT

PRSI TFIART, Gohin 2 4 A ek s ( A¥) , 528 dl 14 0.550,
FFENSr 4.025, EEHFHFEARSY 106, GHQ B4R 3.65; SLd 2 didn
43 0.650, F53MN4) 3.850, fHF-HFEAFSr 103, GHQ B934 3.05; S5
4 3 iBRFNS; 0.8, F5Eingy 4.8, &HVFHHES 5 104, GHQ &34534 3.88,
3ALIRA Iy 22 AR R, AR IPARAERE IR R, A 2 R,

F2 FhE (241A) EXBANBEER (M+£SD)

Table 2 Modification of each experimental group before intervention (M+SD)

e e FER4 1 SCHG 2 S 3 F p
iy EZaRE s EHINST 0550+ 1.853  0.650+2.445 0.800+3.196 0.097 0.908
57 sk EENAY  4.025+£2.106  3.850+2.248 4.800+£3.299 1.506 0.226
T A5 106.000 +4.987 103.525 +4.403 104.525+5.870 2.363  0.099
ODIERERA GHQ M7 3.65+1.688  3.05+1.709  388+1.690 2616 0.077

22 THE=T3XNANFIIHLER
2 A ST BUR , W T B A B . 3 LZ N 22T,
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TEVOSVPAGAERE B 2e 5 3. SCIR2H 2 et 1 it B A F MK, B
FHIG I R E IR, Wk 3 R

#3 THE&EIWAMTEHELILE (M+SD)
Table 3 Comparison of mean values of different experimental groups after

intervention (M+SD)

AR I 1 IR 2 FHH 3 F p

g3 ke BN 0.400+£0.900  0.100+0.304  0.125+0.404 3119 0.048
57 Bl BEENAY  6.225+2.626  7.875+2.643 6225+2.922 4.858 0.009”
% A4 115.550 £5.584 114.350 + 8.637 109.750 + 8.482 6.330 0.002™
DPFEEERA GHQ B4 3.05+1.395  225+1515 2801506 3.089 0.049°

Er P Z TN B EMART A p<0.05, FF A EFG B EFHAKT A p<0.01, FEEIE
£ R0 REFHRAKTF A p<0.001, FHE.

2.3 FHRIESHELETIIHER

X 25 VAR 4 B T PR I BB A T AR CREAR XS e . 45 R B, A4
TR G 45 AP 225, UHAES ks . %A GHQ R4 4EfE -
ERWHEE (p<0.001) , 014 4 FiR,

F 4 FHEESTFEEENEHELER
Table 4 Comparison of the mean values of each assessment dimension before

and after intervention

S W a %z:djﬂjzl%_ HIrE m&@%ﬂkiﬂ
paEy i1 s A5 GHQ &34y
T 0.667 +2.538 4.225+2.617 104.683 = 5.181 3.53 £ 1.690
TS 0.208 + 0.607 6.775 £ 2.821 113.217 + 8.034 2.70 + 1.498
t 1.992 -9.951 -13.213 3.863
p 0.049" 0.000™" 0.000™" 0.000"™"

Ee AR R EMRR: 1.96 < 1<2.58, p<0.05; t =258, p<0.01; t =329, p<0.001,

24 FHRIGZAENTIIHER
SRLEHRPIA G, X 3 AP RITA, 2R R, # K
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AfFE 225, Wk s P,

#5 2NAERIHAENFHHILE (M+SD)
Table 5 Comparison of mean values of experimental groups after 2 months

(M+SD)

TPA 2 i SEYR A 1 SEYRAH 2 SEYRA 3 F p
R ZE A HEMANS 0325+£0.694  0.075+0.267  0.100+0.379 3268 0.042°
7o FFEANS  5.550+2.689  6.600+1.997 4.500+1.935 8.843 0.000""
%1% A4 108.250 £5.495 112.925 +7.833 107.300 £7.151 7.625 0.001°"
DFMERBORY GHQ M4 320£2.053 198+1561  293+1347 5.856 0.004"

3 i
3.1 DLUSHMERHVDVIK

MABATE IR A: (1) BEMAEC 20 N, A B AR 16.7%.
Forb R LM 2 R A A 3N, = R AL O P, 2 O
LARRRN RO, WCRESAEE AT EARANG T, SEEIRIEA L
g TR IR G HERE , IO Z PR “HOE” O mE . AR IR K
FrE e, 8 FEAIRER R TP TEIX 20% OGBS, A o i 07
&, EARMTHRPIKRBZeRE. (2) 558ME55Em 108 A, HHA G AL
[ 90%. MER E, J58hdls i) s Aol REF, HUEE 55 24 LARRESE M.
FF B TAERE . J7AEmEE] . 953 JK PO R UL, AR B U AR AL 57
sy EMAEShYE, (GEER LI 57Smt ], R4S SR st TR, 55
Sl P SR RENAR L, A O e er R, (3) %
Bt H 41553 104 73, m TEERREZ: 100 430 (4) L0 FREER K R4,
GHQ-12 5449737 3.53, JUEMRT LITEIZARIRIL A A4 2R, (B4 T A
AR BOKT, Sk, &4 (2011) 7 BB —E TRAC.CBRME R F B
PR, O BRARE R LR R, i B — AP A s B R R R L B
(LA . OB IR 2 T A
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3.2 TR

201 2 A AR AR TSy, SR BoR TS 22 B, ARt
X ARIE MR SO BOR A TR R . AR R BAERE, =R+ BU05 2R A
Ze5%, XGAE TS AR SRR T B, AR A SR 4
FRALAH ==~ SIFLAT A A K.

FERESP ML TRARIE , JBRLT T2 0.4 0, AR RARAL AL R
FEIRE S o P S A1 P B B O OR LEIR S A 4. TRERY SRR, PR
POARHE RURIRYE RO E AT, e g R R A A T AT S
AP A5 B B IR R 51 AR HTE S, s 1 bt i ERE S, XAy
THAHI R

TE57 SR AERE , 55 B nG PRI 2.5 43, s iEARALST SR, R IRAL
A FERTESGE . AT S BORCR B A, DR RS S 360 B B3 B DG T JBE RIS I
HahJrmn, BT RS, ETPOCRTRYEE, S, 9, BUWOCHER
R E L,

TEVHY B4R, PR8I0 8.6 73 IR HH MM RSO Z0 T 18]
P, B NE . HEUOE S S BOERCR PR B LA,
SR, X PR 7 2Ok JR A0 o i [ f A2 ) SRS FRR R, 45 Bl 332 T AR
HANFERIE

e L HAE KI5 T, GHQ S 70 FEAIR 0.8 70, T H I S e A
S A R BOR ZA T IR HT . X TREM S, ML M5y sheli iy
MR B IR, O PR R KPR L 23 57 B0 E Y S I DL 3
K. ZE3CAR) T30, AF TR SR ARIEEINRE, P53 H ZREN R,
X R E RILBOE TR 2, SERBUE(S O, 3w i AE T A0 B 7T B

IS
2 urﬁj o

3.3 XMHEIIFNBA

AT AR M 2R 2B S, SEURRA R SRR . 28 .
Wi, X TETHAFTRERL I TFEA R IR TR NS, = EEGEaH
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H.OIA . EMES TR, B RS DU RAFIAE ST RE .
M F AL 2SR A TALEE X, RERSfEE TN TR M TR, [ 42 it
WA C W HEATAF ST B ST AL EE . MBI, SRR
MR, REAS SR THIE LM N KO RIS 255 BRE ), e B s i o7 )
I REA RN X B RS, AR TR IR B 8 A MR . BREE R B ) A f
2 N

L5822 3CA A TR0 B PR FEALE] . — 2 RR IR A M TR 2, e RN
HOE B F s ORISR IRAL AR BN, R R M A AR s =R
SRAEILAY [ FRALRERE, 4RI AR AT RE L, KR 2 B E I,
BEAS RS, W, WS, WIRE A CWBsE Hbs, AL 1. EE
P, SEE IR

EATEEIIAR (2020) TR, T LG8 SC A SR AR A S TR A 35 Al
JRACA AR A T EEAVER, RRAE ST 4r i AR ACR SRR A HE 0L . AL
WEWFNFEE W, M Ak, A2 )5 REBCE 2/ saik, ok Wamkek
T =l ) e i R PRI A 1 K

4 g

AT L 5 2 SO B M ARAL BOE A BB e, = 107 20 A
IR B

ESE B
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The Intervention Effect of Traditional Filial Piety

Culture on Criminal Reform
Long Zhigang' YangJi’ Zhao Zhengwei’ Hou Mengjia’

1. Hunan Judicial Police Vocational College, Changsha;
2. Jinshi city of hunan province prison, Changde

Abstract: Objective: To explore the influence of Chinese excellent traditional
filial piety culture on the effect of individual reform of criminals. Methods: The
traditional filial piety culture was interfered with the samples in the form of
classroom lecture, group guidance and group reading club respectively. After the
end of the experiment, the mean difference and delay effect between the groups
were investigated from the aspects of discipline compliance, labor performance
and mental health. Results: (1) There were no significant differences in
evaluation dimensions in the difference homogeneity test before intervention
among the three groups; (2) After the intervention, there were significant
differences among the three groups in each evaluation dimension (p<0.05);
(3) After 2 months of follow-up evaluation, the results showed that the
intervention had a delay effect on all dimensions (p<0.05). Conclusion:
Chinese excellent traditional filial piety culture education has a positive effect
on the reform of criminals, and group counseling is the best among the three
intervention methods.

Key words: Traditional culture; Filial piety; Reform of criminals
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