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ABSTRACT

Social Support and family relationships are the important factors that can help people
who have attempted suicide perceive their self esteem, also they can aid the suicidal people in
coping with stress and appropriate ways to deal with suicide facing problems, therefore suicide
attempts may not occur.

The purpose of this descriptive study was to explore level of social support, the
source of social support and family relationships of suicidal attempt receiving service at Lee
Hospital. The study was conducted between October 2001 to September 2004 and the study
involved 75 participants. The instruments used in the study consisted of 3 parts: 1) Demographic
Data; 2) The Personal Resource Questionnaire 3) The Family Relationship Evaluation. The
reliability was assured by Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient. The reliability coefficients of The
Personal Resource Questionnaire and The Family Relationship Evaluation were 0.88 and 0.97,
respectively. Data were analyzed by descriptive statistics.

The study found that

1) The results revealed that 53.33% of the participants (N=40) received a low level

of social support with a mean score of 114.55 (O= 21.85). The type of social support which



showed the highest score was attachment and intimacy, with a mean score of 24.03 (0=5.93).
Social integration showed the lowest score, with a mean score of 21.85 (0=4.28).

The most frequent social support resources reported by the subjects came from friends
(76%), relatives or family members (69.33%), parents (64%), and spouse, partner or significant
others (61.33%). The least mentioned social support resource was a monk or a priest (4%).

2) The family relationship of populations universally showed reasonably rather good
level with a mean score of 3.19 (0=0.84) The type of affection & mutual nurturance (J1=3.20,
0=0.80), the mutual respect balance (J1=3.22, 0=0.86) and the harmony of members (J1=3.38,
G=1.06) showed a rather good level. The sharing of recreation had a some what poor level
(1=2.80, O=1.04).

The finding of this study revealed the level of social support, social support resources
and family relationship of suicide attempted people, which could be used as basic data for
surveillance of relapse in suicide for this specific population. The findings could also be used for
the promotion of social integration variable, type of social support and family relationships

focusing on sharing of recreation.



