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35% 96 6.28%, 97 8.93% (
10 28 - 5
1999).
( , 1996; , 1995).
(Krause & Crewe, 1990; , 1998).
(Sullivan, 1999) (disability)
15 24
( , 1999; Sullivan, 1999),

& Richard, 1992; Krause, 1997).

91
, 1998)
(Sullivan,

(DeVivo



(Krause, 1997)
(Socia reintegration)
(Drijkers, 1998, Whiteneck, Tate & Charlifue,
1999; Wood-Dauphinee et al., 1988).

(adaptation) ,

(mobility) (McKinley, Cifu, Keyser-Marcus, & Wilson,

1998; Middleton, Truman & Geraghty, 1998; Segal, Ditunno, & Staas, 1993),

(Frank & Elliot, 1987; Krause, 1997, North, 1999)
(Cushmann & Hasset, 1992,
Dijkers, 1997; Stensman, 1994)

(Rintala & Willems, 1987)

( i i i 19841
, 1994; , 1991; , 1991; , 1990; , 1992; ,



1989) ( , 1992)

1995; , 1996).

(disability) (stressor)

(Baxter, 1991, Gehart et al. 1999).

, (coping style)
(Cairn & Bakers, 1993; Nieves, Charter & Aspinall, 1991),



1. Lazarus-Folkman

(Samules, 1977)
(1974)

Rosenber g(1965)
8



( , 1999),
, 1999; Fougeyrollas, 1995). Fougeyrollas(1995)
6 5
3)
(Activity of Daily Living, ADL)
(Instrumental ADL)( , 2000)

Modified Barthel Index Lawton
17



(Cobb, 1976).

(1984) 6
5

5)

(Brillhart & Johnson, 1997; McNett, 1987).

Cohen, Mermelstein, Kamarck, & Hoberman(1985)

Interpersonal Social Evauation List(ISEL) 7

5
2.
1)

McDowell & Newell, 1987).

Folkmann  (1986) Stress

Questionnaire 2 4



(Pearlin & Schooler, 1978)

( , 1991).

( , 1991).

Lazarus & Folkman(1984) Ways of Coping Checklist
, (1987) 67 21

11 10

(Social Reintegration)

(Dijker, 1998).



Whiteneck  (1992)

CHART(Craig Hospital Assessment Report Technique)
Weissman(1971) SAS(Social Adjustment Scale)
15 5



1980 WHO ICIDH (International

Clasaification of Impairmant, Disability, and Handicaps) Model

(hadicap) Martelli,
Zaster & Macmillan, 1998).

(outcome)

(Dijkers,
Whiteneck & El - Jourdi, 2000; Trigg, Wood, & Hewer, 1999; Wood-Dauphinee
& Williams, 1987; Wood-Dauphinee et al., 1988).
Wood-Dauphinee & Williams(1987)

s

(reintegration to normal living)’

(reintegration to normal living)

(Wood-



Dauphinee & Williams, 1987; Wood-Dauphinee et al., 1988).
Dijkers(1998)

, (socia outcome)

(Dijkers et al., 2000; Weiseman & Bothwell, 1976)

(soical health)(Russel, 1981; Dijkers et al., 2000),

(
) (Social adjustment)(Dickerson, 1987,

Falconer, 1986),
(social/ community reintegration)

(Dijkers, 1998; Storey, 1993).

(outcome)

(Wood-Dauphinee et al., 1988; Dijkers, 1998) ,

(Wood-Dauphinee & Williams, 1987),

- 10 -



(Trigg et a., 1999),

(Dijkers et al., 2000; Karlovit & McColl, 1999).

(return to competitive employment) (Ville

& Ravaud, 1996),

(Dijkers et .,
2000).

(Dijkers et al., 2000; Willer et
al., 1993).

- 11 -



(Dijkers, 1998;
Whiteneck et al., 1999)

CHART(Craig Hospital Assessment Report Technique)

(Dijkers et al., 2000; Hank, Rapport, Millis, & Deshpand, 1999,
Whiteneck et a. 1992).

- 12 -



(Trigg et al., 1999; Wood-Dauphinee & Williams, 1987),

(Drijkers et al., 2000).
(Drijkers et al.,
2000; Willer et al., 1993).

(Schonherr, Groothoff, Mulder, & Eisma, 1999).

( , 1992)

(Whiteneck et al., 1999),

(DeVivo & Richards, 1992; Dijkers, 1998; Glass et al., 1997, Harrison &
Kuric, 1989; Hasen et al., 1998; Hess et a., 2000; Whiteneck et al., 1999).

- 13 -



(Coopersmith, 1967, , 2001 )

Pearlin, Lieberman, Menaghan & Mullan(1981)

( , 1999)

Cronin-Stubbs, & Sheldon, 1989).

103

& Brooks, 1982, Swanson et al., 1989 ).
(COPD) Weaver  (1997)

- 14 -

(Swanson,

(Matson



, Anderson(1995)

(1988)

( , 1999).

(motivation)

(Brillhart & Johnson, 1997).

(1999)

( , 1999).

- 15 -



(Pedretti & Zoltan, 1990; , 1999 ).
Harrison & Kuric(1989)

(transportation) ,

( , , 2001).

(Fougeyrollas, 1995),

-56, p< .001) ( , , 2001).
(1999)

1996),

- 16 -



(barriers) ,

(Stiens, Bergman, & Formal, 1997).

3.
(paraplegia) (quadriplegia) ,
(autonomic dysreflexia), (spasticity)
(Grutierrez, Robert, Young, & Vulpe, 1993, , 1995).
( , 1998).
( , 1999

(McKinley et al., 1998; Middleton et al., 1998; Segal et al., 1993).

(mobility)

- 17 -



(Lambert & Lambert, 1987)
(Kennedy & Rogers, 2000). Daverat  (1995)

: (1987)

(1999)

, , (1994)

modified Barthel Index

, (Swanson et
al., 1989),
(stressful  appraisal) (Cohen & Wills,

- 18 -



1985).

(coping
behavior) (Cobb, 1976),
(Gore, 1978),

(Cohen, Sherrod, & Clark,
1986)

. Evans & Haar(1985) 63

“disability network' ,

M cN ett (1987) 50

. Anson, Stanwyck & Krause(1995) 125

(1992)

- 19 -



( , 1999) Silliam (1987)

( , 1996)

(McColl & Skinner, 1995;
McNett, 1987)

(1999)

- 20 -



1984)

Folkman & Lazarus(1988)

(stress appraisal)

, 1997).

Folkman, 1984).

- 21 -

(Lazarus & Folkman,

(Lazarus &



( , 1996)

(Frank & Elliot, 1987; McColl & Skinner, 1995).

Lazarus &
Folkman '
, Felton & Reveson(1984)
, Westbrook & Viney(1982)
( , 1996).
(Pearlin et

al., 1981; Folkman & Lazarus, 1988).

- 22 -



(quality)

(Frank et al., 1987, Frank & Elliot, 1987)

(distress)

. Frank  (1987)

(Schultz & Decker, 1986),

(Frank & Elliot, 1987).

, Vitaliano  (1990)

- 23 -



( , 1995).

(Swanson et

al., 1989)

(Billings & Moos, 1984).

Folkman & Lazarus(1986) 66

( , 1996).

(Endler & Parker, 1990; King & Kennedy, 1999).

- 24 -



(self-incrimination)

M cN ett (1987)

-59(p< .01) ,

. Frank

Bullman & Wortman(1977) *

7

(cognitive reconstruction)'

Nielson & McDonald(1988)

s 7
l

53 )

(information seeking)'



Buckelew  (1990) 57

(wish fulfillment fantasy)’, '

(emotional expression)', (self-blame)’ § (threat

minimization)'

(Folkman & Lazarus, 1980),

Pearlin & Schooler(1978)

Lazarus(1993) ,

McQueeney, Stanton, & Sigmon(1997) 4

- 26 -



(Stanton, Danoff-Burg, Carmen, & Ellis, 1994)

(threat)

(high threat and

low control) ,

(Strentz & Auerbach, 1988).

(Carver, <hieier,

& Weintrau, 1989),

(Nolen-Hoeksema, 1987)

(Strentz & Auerbach, 1988),

- 27 -



Lazarus & Folkman

- 28 -
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Lazarus-Folkman
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- 31 -



(DeVivo & Richards,
1992; Dijkers, 1998; Harrison & Kuric, 1989, Hasen et al., 1998; Krause,
Coker, Charlifue & Whiteneck, 2000; Whiteneck et al., 1999).

, Fuhrer
(1992)
) (psychological distress) Buckelew
(1990)
(1994)

- 32 -



: (Lazarus & Folkman. 1984,
Pearlin et al. 1981) ,

( , 1992),
, , (North,
1999; Turner & MclLean, 1989), (Dgong & Hughes,
1982).
: (Lambert & Lambert,
1987),

- 33 -



(Pollock, 1987, )
1995),
(Pakenham, 1999;
Sollner et al., 1999; Wineman, 1990).

(Daverat, 1995; Lin et al., 1997), Barthel Index
( ) )
) ( , 1994), Dunnum (1990)
(r= .64)

(Johnson, 1993),
(Lambert & Lambert,
1987)
(Chan, Lee, & Lieh-Mak, 2000). Craig, Hancock &
Dickson (1999)

50% 2 (social discrimination)

- 34 -



(SCL-90)

(Gerhart et al., 1999)
, Stensman(1994) 17

Folkman - (1984)

- 35 -

(Frank & Elliott, 1987).

Lazarus -



Reidy, Capy & Shawaryn(1991) -
(Kennedy, Lower, Grey, & Short,
1995), Kennedy  (1995)
, King & Kennedy(1999)
. Moore  (19%4)

M cN ett (1987)
B = .37, p< .01),
(B = -48, p< .01
, (Lazarus &

Folkman, 1984),

(Billings & Moos, 1984,
, 1996). ,
Lazarus &

Folkman (1984)

- 36 -



(y 14).
(Y 15).

11)_

(Y 13).

© ~ o o

10 :
11 :

12 .
13 :

).

=

35) .

>

=

21).

- 37 -



14

15 :
16 :
17
18 :

- 38 -



1 (paraplegia)
(quadriplegia)

( , 1999),
3 (McN ett,
1987) 6

- 39 -



2>

20

Lazarus & Folkman

- 40 -

10



1 3
20
(Cronbach's a )
; 30 10
( : 2 2
4
(Exploratory Factor
Analysis)
1 30
2. (Cronbach's a )
6 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis)
t
7
(Cronbach's a )
82

- 41 -




Rosenber g(1965)

Cronbach's a = .92

o= .88 ,

Fougeyrollas(1995)

Cronbach's a

(1974)

Cronbach's a = 83

Cronbach's a = .75

- 42 -

Cronbach's



M BI (M odified

Barthel Index), FIM (Functional Independence Measure), PULSES profile

( , 1999).
MBI  Mahoney  Barthel (1965) Barthel Index
: FIM
MBI ( ) , :
1994). MBI : :
, (ADL,
Activity of Daily Living) ( , 2000).
Modified Barthel Index 9 2 11
Lawton
: , : 6
17 : :
3 0 97

Cronbach's o = .80 ,

Cronbach's a = .93

(1984)

- 43 -



(1999)

Cronbach's a = .87 Cronbach's
o= .88 Cronbach's a = .93
5

Cohen(1985) Interpersonal Support Evaluation List(ISEL)

McColl & Skinner(1985)
1 7
5 0 28

McColl & Skinner(1995) ,
Inventory of Socially Suppotive Behavior (Barrerea, 1981)
, - 0.70 - 0.87 Cronbach's a 0.77 -
0.90
Cronbach's a = .96 ,

Cronbach's a = 87

- 44 -



Folkmann et al.(1986)

Stress Questionnaire ,

Cronbach's a = .73

Cronbach's a = .83

Lazarus & Folkman(1984) Ways of
Coping checklist , (1985) ,

’ 7 O ’ 7 3 4
(1985) )
Lazarus & Folkman (1985) , '
, 5

- 45 -



15

. 30

(1987) 66 4 , 21

( , 1995)

66 )

14 (Wineman, Durand & McCulloch, 1994)

15 30

3 (face validity)

30 )

Cronbach's a = .91

20 ,

- 46 -



.69

5. 26
2 (varimax)
: 3
1
, 2
(factor loading) .30 3
23 2
30 2 21
21 11
10 ’ s 7 O
f r 3 4 , O
33, 0 30

Cronbach's a = .89, Cronbach's a

Cronbach's a =
Cronbach's a = .76

CHART

(Dijkers et 4.

- 47 -



2000; Whiteneck et al., 1992).

Dijkers  (2000)

Dijkers

CHART
SAS(Social Adjustment Scale)

CHART

(face validity)

5,7 "0 6 ,

Cronbach's a = .87 ,

Cronbach's a = 87 ,

- 48 -

(2000)
,  Weissman(1971)
3 1
15
0 75
20 ,

Cronbach's a = 80



Cronbach's a

8 32 83
6 30 72
17 97 .93
6 30 .93
7 28 87
2 8 .83
10 30 .76
11 33 84
15 75 .80
2000 8 15 30 w
15 Y

20

- 49 -



2001

8

20

- 50 -

11

24

155

10



145

SPSS program LISREL WIN 8.3 program
1.
2. Cronbach's « ,

(correlation analysis)
3. Varimax rotation
, LISREL WIN 83
program

4, LISREL WIN 8.3 program

(Maximum Likelihood Estimate)

- 51 -



A.
< 2>
87.4%, 3557 ,

43.3% , 26.7%
42.7% , 44 8%,
10.0% 55% )
10.9%, )
( ) 414% 52%
53.3% , 344%

56.7% ,

15.6% )

12.2%, 10.5%, 154% , ,

- 52 -



(n=145)

%

I+

20 -
31 -
41 -

51

30
40
50

120
25
35
76
26

63
39
21
16

62
65
13

59
38

62
13
12
17
12
46
13

93
17

82.7
173
242
52.6
179

53
433
26.7
144
111

44
42.7
448
10.0

15

1.0

33

44
53.3
344

33
56.7
122
105
154
109
413
119

44

6.5
94
141

35.57+ 7.55

- B3 -



432% 295%

56.49%, 33.0%, 10.6% ,
66.8%, 30.2%
2787 , 21 -30 53.3%
, 31 -40 24.6% 70% 20-30
, 8.09 3 -9 55.7 %
65% ,
( : )
(22.4%),
95%) , (6.9%),
(5.9%) : :
()
, 2 50%
, 1 41.0%), 4-5 (21.7%)
: 7.2%

- 54 -



(n=145)

%

I+

20

21 -

31
41
50

10 -

21

30
- 40
- 50

- 10

20

48
33
17

82
48
14

91
39

17
60
28

21

24

39
25
11

17

432
295
158
6.3
54

564
33.0
10.6

69.8
30.2

150
533
24.6
6.6
12

18.1
55.7
209

53

353
224
71
59
35
199

2787+

8.09 *

9.05

6.61

- 55 -



3( (n= 145)
% +
55 61.8
36 405
25 28.1
20 225
15 16.9
6 6.6
1 45 410
(1 2-3 17 157
4-5 25 21.7
6-7 16 145
8 7.2
, < 4>
0 100

68.03

84.11

- 56 -



77.08

48.84

52.64
54.06 56.64

56.35
68.03 14.64 34.38 - 100.00 25 -22
84.11 12.01 40.00 - 100.00 -92 62
78.70 21.30 796 - 99.12 -2.16 2.73
77.08 2143 1445 - 100.00 -1.04 1.00
48.84 12.35 1556 - 77.78 33 36
52.64 20.62 25.00 - 100.00 .79 31
54.06 17.53 6.67 - 100.00 01 -24
56.64 18.75 18.18 - 100.00 02 -.68
56.35 15.69 1846 - 93.85 .03 -.08

- 57 -



01)

(r =54, p < .0)

r=-49 p < .01

P
—
1

62, p < 01)

P
—
1

62, p < 01)

- B8 -

5>

o=

-29, p <



Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 X1 X2 X3 X4 X5
(Y 1.00
Y2 04 100
(Y3) -16 62 100
(Y4) S29% 36 A3 100
(X1 SAg 34 37 BAm 100
X2 -06 06 12 -11 01 1.00
(X3) -2+ 07 -02 16 16 -10 1.00
(X4) -04 23 20% A3 247 08  -06 100
(X5) -1 -03 17 297 23% -14 13 26~ 100

*p < 05 *p< .01

59 -



1.
1) (M odel Idendification)
( , 1999; , 1990).
(latent variables) 9
45 gamma
12 , beta 5 , phi 15 , ps 4 37
8
2)

(Maximum Likelihood Estimate)

, (skewness) (kurtosis)

216 2.73

- 60 -



Chi-Square,
Square  Residual),

(GFI), (AGFI),

(NNFI),

(Root Mean
(NFI),  Critica

Number(CN), (Standardized Residuals)
< 6>
6.
X CN
(P)
71.10
8 0.89 0.36 0.064 0.22 0.74 3745
(p=_.00)
X’ 71.10 0.05
(p< .05).
X 2 s 7
( , 1990).

- 61 -



(GFI) 089 90
, 95 ( , 1999),

(AGFI) 036

(Root Mean Square Residual) 0.064 0.05

(NNFI) 022 09 (NFI)
074 09

Critical Number(CN) 3745

(Standardized Residuals) 0.75
, -7.39, 641
258 8

stem-leaf plot 0

Q-plot 1

- 62 -



B.y)
N (SMC : Squared Multiple Correlation)

43%
( 11 - - 065 t= -6.38, p < .01)

62% . ( 21 = 0.98, t=
643, p < .01), (y s - -021, t= -2.11, p < .05),
B 2 = 0.70, t= 4.80, p < .01)

42% ,
(y == 075, t= 529, p <
01), B 2= 037, t= 277, p < .01)

53% ,
(y 2 - - 023, t= -244, p < .01) ,

B« = -038 t= -400, p < .01), B« = 034, t=
307, p < .01), B = 033 t= 307, p <
01) :

- 63 -



043

- 64 -

(y 1) -0.65 0.10 -6.38**
(y 12) -0.06 0.10 -0.61
(y 1) -0.11 0.08 -1.29
(y 14) 0.10 0.09 1.08
(y 15) 0.01 0.10 0.01
0.62
(y 21) 0.98 0.15 6.34**
(y 2) 0.17 0.10 1.68
(Y 2) 021 0.10 -2.11*
(B 2) 0.70 0.14 4.80%*
042
(Y =1) 0.75 0.14 5.20%*
(Y =) 0.18 0.10 1.89
(Y 35) -0.01 0.10 -0.06
B =) 0.37 0.13 2,77
053
(y 42) -0.23 0.10 -2 A4
(Y ) 0.06 0.09 0.67
@ +1) -0.38 0.09 -4 00**
(B ) 0.34 0.11 3.07**
B ) 0.33 0.11 3.07**
* p<.05, ** p<.0l
< 8> 8>
18 10



8. (Effect Coefficient)
t t
(y 1) -0.65%* - - -0.65 6.38**
(v 12) -0.06 - - -0.06 -0.61
(Y 1) -0.11 - - -0.11 -1.29
(Y 1) 0.10 - - 0.10 1.08
(y 1) 0.01 - - 0.01 0.01
(Y 21) 0.98** -045  -349* 053 4 85
(v 2) 0.17 007 105 0.24 2.35*
(Y 25) -0.21* 000 001 -021  -2.01*
B =) 0.70%* - - 0.70 4 80"
(y =) 0.75%* -024 240 051 5.08**
(v =) 0.18 004 100 022 2.32*
(Y 39) -0.01 0.00 001 001  -0.06
(B =) 037 - - 0.30 277
(y «2) -0.23** 0.00 0.5 023 243
(y <) 0.06 0.00 0.6 0.06 0.71
(B +) -0.38%* 036 3.87* 002  -0.16
® ) 0.34%* - - 0.34 3.07
® ) 0.33** - - 033 3.07

* p<.05, ** p<.0l

- 65 -



(y == -0.65, t= -6.38, p < .01)

) (y 2= 098, t= 634, p < .00)

( -045, t= -349, p< .01) (
053, t= 4.85, p< .01) . V%
2= 0.17, t= 1.68) ( 0.07, t= 1.05)
( 0.24, t= 2.35, p< .05

(y == -021, t= -2.11, p< .05)
( -021, t= -2.01, p< .05)
(B = = 070, t= 480, p < .01)
: (y 2= 0.75, t= 529, p < .01)

( -0.24, t= -240, p< .05) (
051, t= 5.08, p< .01) . (y = 0.18,
t= 1.89) ( 0.04, t= 1.00)
( 022, t= 2.32, p< .05)

(B a= 037, t= 277, p < 01)

(y 2= - 023, t=
-244, p< .05) : B «= -0.38, t= -4.00, p<
.01) ( 036, t= 3.87, p< .01)
@« =
034, t= 307, p < .01) :
(B s = 033, t= 307, p < .01) : < 3>

- 66 -



120

.._:n

aL'o

A Xl EE
x Rzl
: _ 100 &
= n_//n_ 260 | }wﬂ_
mm.mm gl'o F{i¢ 1
Bielr
b ;
0 < : 3
L] ......h‘m. -
0 \ L
800 25
80 <= 3
"E2o- \
. 43
oy pEnE
P
8BS0 180
'
ZR

E6'0

LE6'0

—_—

95'0

By

—¢€i'0

00

+— 100

820

— L0

67 -



( , 1998; , 1990).
( , 1999, , 1990).
(Modification Index) . :
(t 2 ),
) O

2.58
20
(Lazarus & Folkman,
10 (Mishel, 1992; Wineman, Durand & Steiner,

1994)

- 68 -



(t= 0.01)
(t= 0.67)
(t= -006) 2
(x © difference test) (
, 1990).
59.68(=71.10-11.42) 2,
< o>

- 69 -



) ] y y CN
-1.86 254 , stem-leaf 0
Q-plot 1
.9
x 2
CN
(P)
11.28
0.98 0.90 0.027 092 0.96 258.19
(13)
4,
B.y)
A (SMC : Sguared Multiple Correlation)
< 10>
40%
(y n= -061, t= -6.17, p< .01)
43% ,

(y 2= 076, t= 515 p < .01),

212, p < .05),

- 70 -

(y = -0.22, t=
(B 2= 050, t= 356, p <



10.

(VY u)
(Y 12)
(Y 1)
(y 1)

(Y 2)
(v 2)
(Y 25)
B =)

(Y =)
(Y =)
(Y 35)
B =)
(B =2)

(Y 42)
(v 4)
(y 4s)
B )
B +2)
(B +)

-0.61
-0.10

-0.12
0.13

0.76
0.15

-0.22
0.50

-0.30
0.07
0.24

-040
0.95

-0.22
0.33
0.22

-041
057
0.12

0.10
0.10

0.09
0.09

0.15
0.09

0.10
0.14

0.18
0.09
0.10
0.15
0.15

-0.09
0.09
0.10
0.10
0.22
021

040
-6.17**
-1.07

-131
144

043
5.15**
140

-2.12*
3.56**

0.75
-1.66
0.72
243"
-2.65%*
6.48**

0.65

-2.36*
3.54**
2.16*

-4.21%*
2.64**
0.83

* p< .05, * p<.0l

- 71 -



01)

75% ,
(y :s=0.24, t= 243, p< .05),
(B = -040, t= -2.65, p< .01),
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Abstract

An Explanatory Model for Social Reintegration

of Persons with Spinal Cord Injury

Song, Hee Young
Department of Nursing
The Graduate School

Yonsei University

The main purpose of this study was to identify factors related to social
reintegration and to develop an explanatory model for socia reintegration of
persons with spinal cord injury.

A hypothetical model which was constructed based on previous studies and
Sress-Coping Model of Lazarus and Folkman was built around nine variables.
Exogenous variables included in this model were self esteem, perceived socid
barriers, physical function, perceived family support and perceived informational
support. Endogenous variables were perceived stress, emotion-focused coping,
problem-focused coping and social reintegration.

Empirical data for testing the hypothetical model were collected from 145
persons with spinal cord injury using self-administerd questionnaires between
August 20 and November 24, 2001. For inclusion in this sample, al subjects were
required to have sustained traumatic spina cord injury for more than 6 months,
reside in the community for more than 3 months after discharge from the
hospital, and be at least 20 years old.

SPSS 100 WIN  Program and LISREL 83 WIN Program were used for data
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analysis.

The result of this study showed that the emotion-focused coping was the
strongest predictor for social reintegration in this sample. Perceived family
support, perceived informational support, perceived stress and perceived social
barriers were aso significantly related to social reintegration. Overall, the model
explained 65% of the variance in socia reintegration.

The results suggest that nursing interventions to promote social reintegration
of the persons with spinal cord injury need to focus on the emotion-focused
coping of each individual. And interventions at various levels, including family
and community as well as individua with spinal cord injury are needed to
promote social reintegration of this sample.

Also, further studies are needed to develop morerefined explanatory model
for socia reintegration of persons with spinal cord injury and to investigate the

effect of nursing interventions promoting social reintegration of this sample.

Key words : Persons with spinal cord injury, social reintegration,

explanatory model, emotion-focused coping
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