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FRE0 : BULE, WAL W ESH, HE

BAAAY ZAESH A= MY

of & BA 4 A

.M E
1. ®79 He4 U 25

AAg - Auste 214718 e dduEe F98
€ AHg] FolA dohdrl U8 FYomAm FAld A
249 A45 7)ee BE, BYglel Aae A4E &
o] dolylol 3t} & F4E Asle e A4
9 AAel AFEEE 9 AL AWstn Uk
agA Ba 28e F8 B2 S4ER soF &%
7 Ad BAE 7 s 9 B A2 w8
e Zlojn, AL 9A] BATER) Hojof drh ol
g ddle] B2 3} A9 X s oy
P5& 228 Hdgsin 23s olgd WA E
PEG B8 E 71g0A e FE F1F A o
#4& AFA71 2 M Bandura, 1995).

Bandura(1977, 1978, 1986, 1993, 1997)2 A}
QiAo HAZ Qzte] Y5 Ak 92U B
Ao AuEA gu, AVESdolF AXHY Mgew
Ao, Zdsle] g sidu e aky Sy
£ 4% T8 A6l 28R Feide At
e &7 Bae P5d oW Alge 234
A& NEshert 3P, ofwl Ade AET 3] gAY
A ZoEhe GAES wvtesE 4YE £ gt
Rolrh, ARsld BT RAEE U9 AW dnka ¥

kxS em BwA

Ak, 423G FEo] ¥Eta AzEhd AddE] 9
& 855 HHEA g2 Aot Aol ofd 4%§
Amsht 84 gk, el gehd o a#e 8
2 Agdnve 2 P do da2s B4 L B
el g et opel e #FE HFHeR
FPE £ cke Mo FYo g FA A= 2l
ke Aold}, & Bandurak, AHHEo| Yshe X2
AFs7] Y3 dag dES A9 9 2Fsn §3
@ & e Adel B Ug A (belief) 224,
A4g A7) &% (perceived self-efficacy)o] 3%
Zg f¢olgtn £t

T EFHteacher-efficacy) & &gl FAdA
At 2% 99 J B A9 3d¥d 5
{task-specific E2 situation-specific) A71E%79
g fgold, mA Alel 4AA 38 FFolrlEde
e & £ UTHI can do it) BT e AN HHd
g sdolr},

Bandura(1997)&  #&(level), “X=(strength),
¥t d(generality)d] Al 71A 44L& el 3083
7 SeAER F4Y RAESE IEE Adsigct
SARE AR 557, gaddns avy, ¢4
87, A8AR 5%7, $EEI 8557, A9
#Aq g%, 454 gaidrlzgd geded o =
Fe oA BWAEQ AR 990 g AlEvUE
&Rske Aoz 43 E4Hel oEdd AdoM R

* Frndddy 24943 2 (@AAA E-mail: knw3416@knue.ac.kr)

FuY: 200849 49 229 AAEY: 20089 64 229
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HAYSAY ARHoA g TAEFUE AN §
o4 A3z B EE ofF 323 AFEA ¥gdth

FlolAlE Lee(1998)7t Bandura®l A7]E%F7e]
Bg V128 3% aAEEE AxE AT o
HAxe @Al AR SE(AAE, A4, 5EEF
A, PPLYE, dJBA) 948 n2dsi5ed, Park
(1999), 28l2 Kim¥ Kim(2004)<] <jsiA eidst
a7t sgsAG. olgd HYATE AR Im
(2005)2 Al AT 5 YAk A7 35
& WEol AsuAEFHe MEE 7= ¢ ey A
& e

8 A ESY SHoN ArlHe g A EAEL
ol wWadA #Z=A Rtz v} Tschannen-
Moran¥} Woolfolk Hoy(2001) ojapd 53], g4
EEL A A ARe 9¥A su FA-54E
ga7) gRiskd o 5Eo] Span Iz A4
Y& 24 E3n ok 33 we A= JeAA
Ao/t HeAl, AT E44e F2E W7} o
ok,

BARSE A3 BARANA M 588 982
A4 a glek. eI F7i] wel APFAR K
tigt AR8ld 877t gobdm, @uilEe] AAF - HA
A el z3e g4 Y5& S 4024 9
(well-being) & 7Z=3la §7] sj&olct, oo mrr
& BAnSE Bl g9 s e 3
A9a, BAagEe ARE A - FANFleEN AZAd
AAA Y wgg Heha, Joprt FFHozE §
dF g oA ¥t

olg} Z& A¥ £y glolM B, msd, AW
A 5ol Aol & Efslo] d¥e] PFER Jeh ]
A ZMEFEY dF¥e] A FEedn ¥ 5 ¢
% & BaAte] P5& Al 53 & AFA AR
zue) gel 37 gk oy Bamale] 34 -
EAol 8% 4d& nedd AueE aAlisd 3
€ old glonz wAES FET axtETge] B
AL B vlAls A3 BIE & ¢ e AR
o] We s}

gepd & 47 BdnAlelAd A8g aiasyd 3
=& Ausle d 2 53¢ 53 Ydd. o8 B4
sl dd aAEsRE AFse 89 ndsa
g wALRSR 8QlFae] s Zobwsict.

€ d7dMe AF 2 -5 a5dad I8tz Y
E EARAE 2oz s, duizal 2 B2zAl
WA 2 Al - 28 A BAE el d7d e
& g Y8233 (nonproportional stratified
sampling) P22 Ao dsd A RAim
AlAl 79 BT Je-E dHstn Y28 7o
e A A R, e 8 ¥ AL 8 olgd =
e sge & BdabelA AENE st $93
A & F 2 d5aeid

dujzAle] AgE 20079 64~79 Alold] 3¢ B
AwAb 15 AF9F, e 8E -4 - A% Adw
S48 ARdPd Wrie vAmAE dies 3%
Aok, 2 #3 378%9 AEE Fasid A3kl
ool A} NAFA R¥ Alel 1270e Adslzm, ¥
36458 24 Apagch. EzAlel AEE 2007d
79 ~84 Alolo] A2 BAIA At 2dT g 479
F, Ag -0 QA dF 2dan 1§ A4EF,
NE 255 BAINATE 44, 28n -4
Ad@ERE AREF 5o WY RIS e
2 330%E #4sd. E-mail® BHME A%, 2
g, 28 9o vAaAERRY 48871 FFHAUL
AZglo] 27 ol Alle giglz, HFHez
378%& AREsIgLt

243 g E A% $4ARY ABY e &
Aol wel dau 2% EFEL(n)d d8 FEEN)
7h BAdse) 5~10u o, 53] 8727t 43
BolglAl & ZAfe 10¥ oY Ae At =3
gold 2RAdAN 2xde] ditgEinal se B4
AR @7le FHol® BAFIL 200W& dolok o
(Lee, 2000). wekd oju]zAlelA 488 SHHUSF)
9] o 7.5¥Q) 36470 BaF, BRACIME 34839
ok 1189 37870 BESFE FHst

2. AR EF
Bandura(1997)7} F4shs #F, 494, Z=9

e s nejsty, Bl 22 2 509 AxE E
g2 43 =78 Adsin. 2AH AF 2 ded
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¥3d KEDI(1992, 1998)8 A7, EziaAte] 3%
FAo A% Jeon(2002)9] A7, Kim, Yun# Jeon
(1999)9] AA, zeln Jeong, Lee®}t Lee(2004)9]
AN ageied BAmAke 54 4% 498 T
th o AR 9o 2A IAHEFHE sk St
A7 89ls BARS(FY), BAM A, godd, B
AYPFY T, A AAZ A8

AESE AEAE ME 8o pAeAd 4%
49 W 3227 (task-demend)d] ©F0] Likertd 5
4 Ax 5889E Adsidrt. 54 Hxmo] gL op
o, aA ¥, CoRt agd, agd e o
2 5 gAlolth, 58%ee ug 1%, dutwar 19, 12
i BAwA AHoBRE YEERE 45E AU £ &
A i 3yl

o] 2At AR RARK(FY) 1289, BuAy
2 10%%, B4 109y, 2AgAHYT 1089, A
AALEAA 6ETeR & 488YLE AW, AT o
AAke A2ld AR EolnA ABRS Gy 4R
et Bk BRAL ARAE dHlaa 29 A% 9
giel P A7 FYUA FeEA Yol AAE By
¥ 448 Rl FYTE Rdstn, B9 W go] F
Ao A F Ndefsr] dE - 38l & 34EYeR
AFsteict. of AEAE $4 1284, BdMEa TR
&, BT 689, 2AYHAT 58y, A
4oz Fdrh

Y

3. 7 WA U RE 24

2 oAgolA AMgS £A =292 SPSS win
12.0%F AMOS 7.001% @7 A9 2z £4& g
# gho] o]folzint,

A, oujzAl GAlE B4 89EHE i
PAMREZY AAE a9E Eolshn, U ddd A
2% (Cronbach’s a) & &% sigid. €4, 2241
e 248 2988 E B8 2d7xE £28
I, #99 QRN E e 1 ed7rze APAEE A
ook E3 WA daA Asxe A AsE, 8
3% EEUAE AEstn 79 BeEs 9 g9eE
doliy] & AdArE AT AA, FFFe2
e aQlvzE dasla Wysid RAmAe @Al
A¥z HEE AL

AqogArgztasteia) 4199 A2%

m. oA+ Z3
1. offd]zEAL

1) didatel detd 84

ou]ZA} tiA BADAL 36499 Y9l BAe o
5% Zo] Jeith. 2Rgas 258 64.6%(235
%), F%a 17.6%(64%), 2FHT 14.8%(54%),
FA4 0.3%(19), ¢ 1.1%4%)0lzn, da #
2 1887 olst 22%(80%). 19~3683el 47%
(1714), 3785 °|% 26.9%(98%) 2 velyrt m¥
Aol 59 ofsll mALe 26.6%(97%), 6~10°]
22.5%(82%), 11~154l0] 25.3%(92%), 16 %
o] 25.5%(93%)Hrt. A} ofste]l mAE 77.5%(282
o), Al 38 AR Ak 19.2%(709) & &
AgHeh, $UE A Bl 79.4%(289%), 4
e e FARE 16.8%(61%)2 YEpyit

2) 944 2984

F5E(communality)# 428H & FET KMO
(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) %9 Bartlett's test® %
god ¥ ARV Qe AP GolHgith
Bartlett’s test 2% x®=9913.67, KMO A%& .95
2 p < .001 FEIN FAA Yeht 208 7Y
o] Aol E=EUt.

AP 825 gobry] g& nHe] 1014Y &
dvhg &3y 8o g9leg Jelyton 84 89
& A4 AP 62.75%%F 4B}, Scree testolA]
T 871 g9le] AAE oz Jelth FA4F 2%
e AMgstm, adzbele Aol ok Fx EAde
Aoz o&se] o]2HoR o riiE FZE ]
A&} A A(Oblimin, delta=0)& & 43, 89+
Z(F28d)¥ (Table )3} Zo] veiyte).

297 4EY4e 8 13 89 79 ABRAgAL
482 FAE 4 gl& Hxe thh 4T} glon, 89
1% 89 2+ .30, 841 29 891 7& 34, 28z 8
9l 49} 291 72 352 FAHE £& =9 Aol
wehd 29UE e ox Fx EYHY ML sln
e AeE FAEUT

(Table 1>& 2% 891 3& #ldo] Erlssla, 89
59 891 8& &3 Wigle] 242 H2Y 3~57) wWelo
2 o]RolAol sk 29 FHRAE FFA Ry
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SAFZE AAF ojgfsy] S8 FPBRD o Qd #hgE FRE, a8in HegIda 29 Fal
ZF ¥Qlo] ol & 8eld] o 73 WAE ekl ¥ o] 300 olshel B&e 89 Ao AMREHA] @it
HYFE S Fu2 9A72E s} F2eE o b 4888e 318 54 89lez F2d9d
Haldor] ME & golog BasA) Ad 4 & Cronbach’s agt& 31%% A} 96, 3gage

(Table 1) The Result of Exploratory Factor Analysis (N=364)
Factor structure coefficient

Item 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 P Communality
Factor 1: Health-service o
27 T 661
22 18z .685
2 699 .589
7 654 561
40 6227 .533
32 ’ .592’ : 659
46 514 .542
Factor 2. Interpersonal relationship
37 828 132
33 798 684
42 =788 112
23 61 704
41 i (n 142
Factor 3 *
4 .801 .668
9 796 654
5 719 654
3 621 684
Factor 4: Community connection
20 -5 691
15 - 152 .688
10 -.644 .690
30 -5 627
Factor 5 *
28(R) .830 753
8(R) .806 712
Factor 6: Administrative task
RY 697 .601
29 623 493
25 A7 599
Factor 7: Instruction
26 ~-.802 702
43 ~.801 709
6 -791 677
35 =775 .642
48 - 157 617
39 - 124 .614
31 - 706 .593
21 -.689 666
16 -.634 .595
47 -633 547
1 -624 505
11 -.600 .534
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(Table 1 Continued) (N=364)

ltem Factor structure coefficient Communality
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Factor 8 *
13 -.659 613

Eigenvalue 19.02 277 190 157 151 128 106 101
Explained variable(%) 3962 576 39 327 315 266 222 211
Commulative variable(%) 3962 4539 49.35 52.62 55.76 58.42 60.63 62.75 ~  (Total)
Number of items 7 5 4 3 12 31
Cronbach’s @ 86 8B .84 63 .92 .96

R: reverse rating * These Factors were excluded.

891 H(BEAMuA)e 86, 89 2(gdeA) = .86, (75%9)2 Jeidd, #4& AMste are 75.4%
291 4(A YA dA) e 84, 29 G(RAFHAD S (2854), A& % BARE 24.3%(92%)2 JE
63, 291 7(¢9)e 022 Ui Ay HEEE YA Wt
A A ek
gy goles
2. BEA T%es Aa8EE AEstn KMO %59} Bartlett's
test® Bl 7€ A8yt 29PN HgeA got
BRAM AEAE dulzAledM g9E 3184 5 Bsich 3EEo] 25490 B 19(RUYHARI BE
230& 4¢3 - wesle] Apsiglch. oHzA A3, ey ATz HARARA BEsls delztd AFHez ¥
Erbsdoe AAY 89 39 B¢ & ‘B3 ni4s Aol githe AASIC Bartlett's test 2% X
250 7S o sl AT + AE dlwA 2=7443.91, KMO A$E 95 p ( 001 F&oiA
a8 Frlatsict. BARFUF 8L &% wiele] 3 Felsp] et 88N =¥ AP0} FAHAT
HHojrs iyfﬁbﬂ- 23] 39 5 AA" ¥ F 33880 dis] A 8UFE gorrs) He) nF
P TE A Mg & Yo PEYE B ghol 10149 awhe Zald 5749 89102 et
das AL A 24402 ALY & USGE 371 on, 57 891& AA w9 6149%& 4Hsigl
st #E AP AAlY 98 A9E o aed Scree testlME 574 a<lo] AT Aoz vy}
& A B GE e A9AE QA - Ex Y FAE FEPHE A e 8 29, 29
£ 4 9498 ¢ IR FFU o3 2ol Az} FER(T2YE)E (Table 29 Lo vy},

L

g 22 AR 348Y 570 acier AN 8917 4BEEe 89 3% 89 59 ABATA
35, 891 48 ANE Urix 2d8 ddATe 4
1) Wdate Iy 54 3~.512 5% A= 4] it
ExAp g B2mal 3789 ditEl 4L T (Table 2)% 29iEd 89l 4= &% ¥do| 1/4(H
7 ol vtk At A3 9] dade 258 FAFE P A & UhE ede 7=
53.4%(202%), 8= 25. 9/(98“) nEEE 19.6% £ Z5A o d"ggds o agld Fay
(T4%) 2 Jetde, At 43 $9 ga FRE Ak F 29 oA AH u&T FolEFE Bole 8Y

9~368hdo] 52.9%(200%), 37@}:j ol e 34.7% £ 2ol AP R B BARdE 7
(131%), 188 ok 12.2%46%)2 1%5 b= o] g AlglARAE & sih), 33(RAFAS 3%
A4 e 5d oaldl @At 25.1%(95%), 6~10d0] 314 ge 450l o azeA ofE ENdE £ o
20.9%(79%), 11~154de] 20.1%(76%), 16’\*1 ol ), 24(53E8EYF7L FoAGE & &d £ U,
o 33.6%(127%)% AAsH). &4} olate] wAL 22399 gndZEAE dZste o Aol Uth.
78.6%(297%), A - ¥A} #NE 7R wmAke 19.8% 6(FEAF7L grid= AHE AN 2F¥ez Ay



(Table 2) The Result of the First Exploratory Factor Analysis (N=378)

Factor structure coefficient

Item 1 2 3 1 5 Communality
13 BT 657
11 : 674
10 678
4 642
31 .664
17 .603
21 .696
25 611
1 541
8 1 514
21 576 524
33 550 526
24 535 470
34 ce 832 695
30 oy 691
23 . 816 671
26 c 813 677
29 |y 628
15 s 598
32 - 552
22 .619 548
6 .549 - 622
12 84T 726
9 .823 707
7 808 690
20 25 .607
16 662 .558
3 b3 » 637
2 e 98 T4
18 £ 631
28 685 . 519
14 b9T .560
5 ki1 454
Eigenvalue 13.87 2.05 1.80 1.48 1.09

Explained variable(%) 42.04 6.21 544 4.49 3.30

Commulaitive variable(%) 42.04 48.26 53.70 58.19 61.49

F Jthold. oY BHES AAY ¥ adFze
278% 4 822 FERUG.

27899 s 2AFE 43 AFskn o] Az
& Aok 2 o AFHer IAESHe sUT=E
(F283)€ (Table 3)3 Zo] Yrith 47} 82
AA APl 61.48%8 498t o2 39 #% 14
(F52oA e 27eAe ddsle] gL & &
e 42E gk d Ao Jrhe AdFHAN 89
4ol F3HAE B opfet F 8 A g2 29
FFeveie AAdNGG. RRPFIF € did

#AS #UYE FYEC| iy 29 22 F}Pch
gebd BAamAlel wAlESAe 8972 E 26%Y 4
A 89log 4% Cronbach’s ¢ #& 2688
AA7E 95, 980 R2E 89 1)) 92, 29
2GFodA) 90, 89 HAGAIEA) 85, 49
4(RZME2) 728 R 2 WA e o
g P4g By

3 A - F-a5%ad IFse BRAdaM
55%& dides @AESAe AHA ASlEg A
Aok AdAE 3~4F 1S Fa AAged, 1 3
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(Table 3) The Result of the Second Exploratory Factor Analysis (N=378)

tem Factor structure coefficient Communality
1 2 3 4

13 816 667
11 ;799 667
10 L T96 665
31 SURE 870
4 i 621
17 AR 614
21 LI 631
25 a4 565
8 705 514
1 681 484
34 11
30 675
26 670
23 655
29 .648
15 599
32 504
12 740
9 702
7 .668
20 581
16 505
14 587 561
2 743
18 .591
28 AT1
Eigenvalue 11.86 1.81 1.65 1.78
Explained variable(%) 43.91 7.09 6.12 4.36

__Commutative variable(%) 4391 50.99 57.12 61.48 (Total)
Number of items 10 7 5 4 26
Cronbach’s a .92 80 85 12 95
Factor name Instruction Task—ln‘gerper.sonal Conunur}lty Health-service

relationship connection

(Table 4y Test-Retest Reliability of Teacher-Efficacy(26 items)

Teacher-efficacay

Instruction

Task-interpersonal
relationship

Community connection

Health-service

.64

.67

.64

.69

.59

3= (Table 4> 2o] vehdrh,

AN AHEE 2678 WAL 64, HHadeze
4 gele] 67, FRAABA 821 64, AAAHIA
29 69, ¥alAulx 89 592 vehdch AHA A
Hrw 43¢ 402 et 2darte] a/EsF

& AE oz dYsEA F4sD AR

3) U4 294

ga4 golBA Ay oy IANESD adFRE
31 8dBHe Ei o AYAE AZAUD. 26%
3 474 29le) g ¥AH ARH BH, xPgto]
867.829, di/h 289, EX(P< .05)7} W ¢ FHo} =

ol Agtsitde AXME AT & dd. =%
RMR(g27g7Ae])2 039, PNFI(ZEEZH{A
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(Table &) Fitness Indices of Factor Model of Teacher-Efficacy

X(df) P Q RMR GFI  NFI _ IFI  NNFI  CFI _ PNFI RMSEA
690.080(246) 000 2805 04 860 871 913 902 912 776 .069
¥) .760, RMSEA(SAMI2Ig#A]) 0732 A% NFI(EEHIAF) 871, FUSRAPASF) 913,

FFoU QXY/ANE 3 ol ARFF PAA £

31 oe YT BURSER 000 o|Ae] AL
HuAog golryol
AgEs}t wEya gol AMY A setagd. o

oA Rk Ao2 vehytt

o 892YE

o] B "8‘}& AASRAG. AAE e
£ Avd 2% 29 11, a8z $U98A 74 B
% 1ot W}EW 2489 4} 2 2 g3 g
3 29842 o] AAE A (Table 5)% 29

Yeliitt

FostaA A 4 FHRHEM F4H

4

x%3ko] 690.080, df7b 246, HEA(P< .05)7} o
o oy QI¥/dNFE 2.8052 3 oj3ke] BALFo]

22 aAtETEe] 8dryol

Aoz AeE 9

vlgc, o2 f#dxiez GFICIZAEAS)E 860,

NNFICIEEREAS) 902, CFIIaagAs) 912

2 eyt o] AFEL
g, 2E A7t 900 o3 AR5E

19 7PAe4E 34 23
Foll& vlAA] Rt

U IFI, NNFI, CFl¥ .900 ol4e Ads+Eos 3

2l bt FAE

Bt 600 ol AT

BaFgch PNFIL 7762
Zojs, RMRE .042 Jeh}

.05 o3kl ARFEIATt. RMSEME 0692 et

05 ojste] Fzg

< FAZ BYo] o= =

FAA.

FEde ujHA Esh} 088 2

Fudcn #9E ¢ e

MEFY 292¥e Hdsz By FAe
{Table 6)3& ol JUepdtt. AzALe] CROIZE)
#F& BF Zz21.96(P=.025)% ueh} & ARAS
7b fosidel. SRWEESAAS)+ 524~ 8118

(Table 6) Maximum Likelihood Estimates (N=378)
Path RW(SRW) SE (=t)
8(—1 1.168(.696) 085 13.785***
251 1.129(.725) 078 14.426**"
21 {—1 1.174(.773) 076 15.508***
17 (-1 1.124(.768) 073 15.393***
4(-1 1.159(.721) .081 14.342***
311 1.184(.805) 073 16.267**
101 1.068(.747) 072 14.918***
13¢(—1 1.000(.758) . .

32 (TR 848(,651) 064 13.314*™
15 (— TIR 1. 036( 737) 067 15.536%**
29 (~ TIR .805(.718) 054 15.017***
23 (~ TIR .990(.769) .060 16.408***
26 {(~ TIR .963(718) 056 17.120***
30 (~ TIR .898(.771) .055 16.471***
34 (~ TIR 1.000(.804) . .

16 (~ CC .872(.654) 067 13.045***
20 {(~ CC .749(.689) 054 13.881***
7(-CC .878(.718) .060 14.572™*
9(~CC 1.036(.807) .062 16.769***
12{(~CC 1.000(.811) . .

5 (- HS 1.567(.666) 178 8.825"*
28 (— HS 1.473(.563) 184 7.993"*
18 (— HS 1.743(.736) 188 9.275"*"
2 (—HS 1.000(.524)

SRW: standard regression weight, SE: standard error, CR(critical ratio), *** p < .001

I: instruction, TIR: task-interpersonal relationship, CC: community connection, HS: health-service
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veht 7 ZguedRel aue ng ANdel tigiA
#egol 5’»1-"* ¢ F Ak E=F SEEEANE
.054~.1889] AR eAg 2.0 oj3%l H2E vehi
A gobr 2ze] meE A1) AERA. o4
% o] g A ol APASE 2 & o,
242 47} 899 aAESH 892ge 1 A=At

AGAE T3] 4198 A2%

F83E (Table D3 2ol yuhirt.

IESATS 7 sEz e JEASIE T8
7~.884(P< 019 Relri@ 4BoE vieht WALE
T2 79 BeEe w3 ] e A
€ 546~ .647(P< .01)9 #emE 4dE vehlia
.800 ofslolnz W elgxrt AFHANL. wAtESZ

pcaci=y &2 54 WHE 1802 M B 3.398 Jet
30 A5Ed ge Wl deen, d9ds S2e
) ZAES7 B SSIAE 7Y 4aAs 2AMEA (M=3.6T)7F 718 &A veign o e
ST D 4 YR 29 4BASS BT L 4U(M=346), YFRABAM=3.28) £|n A
(Table 7) Pearson Corre!atlons among Subscaies and Teacher-Efficacy (N=378)
Teacher-efficacy  Instruction Task~1n§erper§ onal Commur‘nty Health-service
relationship connection
Teacher-efficacy
Instruction 884
Task-interpersonal relationship 875 .47
Community connection .805** 616** 597
Health-sorvice 187" 530" 637" st
Mean 3.39 3.46 3.28 3.19 3.67
Standard error .56 .64 .70 10 .59
" P
(Table 8) Final Teacher-Efficacy Scale
Subscale Item
13. 1 can explain contents easily according to development level of students.
10. I can deal with students unexpected questions well.
31. T can organize teaching-learning activities systematically to keep students’ interests.
Instruction 4. 1 can vary feaching methods according to contents.
efficacy 17. 1 can devise effective question strategies according to contents.
21. I can create vigorous atmosphere when students are bored in class.
25. T can evaluate whether students understood contents by varicus means.
8. I can control students’ behaviors interrupting instruction.
34. I can solve troubles with colleagues smoothly.
30. I can adjust duties with colleagues well in task allotment and performance.
. Task 26. 1 can solve troubles with administrators smoothly.
~interpersonal ., i .
relationship 23. 1 am confident of keep}ng rapport w?th administrators,
efficacy 28. I am confident of keepmg'rapport.w.lth colleagues. .
15. I am confident of persuading administrators to do something job-related.
32. I am confident of dealing with legal affalys, .
12. T am confident of planing and performing connection works with health-related orgamzatwns.
Community 9. I am confident of drawing cooperation of personal and material resources.
connection 7.1 can grasp personal and material resources possible to utilize.
efficacy 20. I am confident of guiding proper organizations to students and their parents.
16. T am confident of taking an active part in health programs of community.
2. I can give first-aid whatever wound.
Health- 18. 1 am confident of having health consultations to help colleagues.
service 28. I can give CPR well, when necessary.
efficacy 5. I am confident of helping students who have a health problem or a sexual trouble through

consultations.
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- Abstract -

Development of a Teacher-Efficacy
Scale for Health Education
Teachers

Yi, Chung-ran®- Kwon, Nak-Won**

Purpose: This study was conducted to
develop a teacher-efficacy scale which is adequate
for heath education teachers. Method: A
preliminary questionnaire was made based on
the hypothetical factors. A total of 364 health
education teachers answered to the preliminary
test, and the potential factors of teacher-efficacy
were checked out by exploratory factor analysis
(EFA). In the main test 378 health education
teachers answered, the factor structure was
drawn by EFA, and confirmatory factor analysis
(CFA) was conducted to test and the fitness of
the factor model. Results: Through the preliminary
test, 5 potential factors were found, which were
instruction, health-service, administrative task,
interpersonal relationship, and community connection,
Also, 48 items were reduced to 31 items.
Through the main test, from the 34 items were
extracted 4 factors with 24 items, And then

* Heath education teacher, Ansanchungseok Elementary
School

** Professor, Department of Education, Korea National
University of Education
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teacher-efficacy scale was developed, which
included the subscales of instruction efficacy,
health-service efficacy, task-interpersonal efficacy,
and community connection efficacy. Conclusion:
Different from that for other subject teachers.
the factor structure for health teachers had 4
factors with 24 items. The scale developed in

- 2589 -
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this study is consistent with health teachers’
work areas, and for this reason, has significance
as a adequate and valid scale to measure
teacher-efficacy of health education teachers.

Key words : Health Education, School
Teachers, Self-Efficacy, Scales



