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AR AH A 5 G2 ol e 757 PETHINE T
BN AEMASS B AZA BY AT

@ b
o] A= Al &ATA AZS Edl 574 2 E(Motivation Assessment Scale: MAS)S] EBFFA S A 7A=3}
WA STk BT HolAe ARAH 1048, ARG 417 5 BLRNA 1659, o]5E O

d
2 7153 F5H7HE AP 1458 FRolth o] Aol 22k HEERA A2~EHR exgls F
3 A5E 739 A5E EAUWGSRE §A D} o] 01—?«1 @4‘ o7 7”’4 &’l}l A9 oR
SE 47] 891

oP%lOnﬂl 2R A JFEFE S AFHAT AA, MAS«] %‘XHEH"J
o] A%, HB3UT o 2, AsEF 3l B, AFT ) 23, IR
N BFoE MASE ATASIATE o] AT A EF7TE A 3] a0 vy AHEs 2t
RomF PFEAS T AT Z FA LT £ S AR gty 1YY AFEE 47 89
1670 32 71& ol &3 7Ha¥ A FeskA ¥oH, AFAHAEHT, 20189 REAE t& 2
IE EEsIATE old wel MAS] 89l FE= oA A Ut BY] ofe$-EE, Waidjols o
7153 Y5H7HE A AR &F Jde] desith vpAgo g AFATe met =ostyon, AT
o] AAE, 44T Ad-e AT

(FHof) e, 2HMAS, STAMEHE(MAS), 7158 d587}, eEEEy

# WA A Zjongnamy @gmail.com)

- 97 -



I.A &

Wobgojolbse] EANE Gy 2 S 2L s AL A oobEe o] A
Eo|7] 1% S83 Aotk F, 2015). EEHNolEe thFo= A FA HEs
13)517] fsliAle A5 7S tuncion)= HoFstal, 1 7% WE FA e AdEs)of
Th(Crone, Hawken, & Horner, 2015; Herzinger & Campbell 2007; O'Neill, Jenson, & Radley, 2014).
wagololEolAl Hols BANEY FH Jve EaEE S, BAFE HBBEES
A7t 5 Ul 7HA 8”10 thiwata et al, 1982, 1994). BAIF ] 715 H7Fsta 1o
wet HZshks o] A3 A E3E Y 5 Utk FEAdotEs Y EASE
Aol #g wEbEY AFEARNE, AW, 20190 =D, 754 PFHIE AT AT
A &axhEd 27] 80.2%)= PIAN AHEH 2] 65.2%ET &3} 27)7F Tk

71 H7F WS 715 - (functional analysis: Iwata et al, 1994), 7]1&2] £4(descriptive analysis:
Lalli & Goh, 1993), THF¥7Nindirect assessment: Sturmey, 1994) 5©°] Tt olF M A== A
< AFA AR Vs R0 EA, EAYE U SEe ATOEZA wlf £& FELE F
AYE 715 Fobd 5 7] WEldwara et al, 1994), 715EH HZS e FH 7|5
71 71Nk ARG &34 02 US| M ThHerzinger & Campbell 2007). 7158248 o]34sl7] <
M LGl opd Hko| FAE A AP 2US ZEFolof s MAREO] Utk
olef Hlall, 7l&# 42 AAZQ MY BES T AT LA =24 B AAEs
7153t 7ed B4 V|eEART B W (sensibility) 3 5-0]X (speCIHCIty)Si A

AE AF3KThompson & Iwata, 2007; Hall, 20()5). 7= EAE WER, 3UEE

oz nﬂo

o
2
N)
N
N

off ofx

o|N

(rating scale) 52 F3) oFFe] FAWE 7152 sherah 7B} WAL AHRrARn 42
37] 43 713 Bl s JE4el TTsWHau, 2005 ©lFE 715 AEH7to] Bol
2457 o

H7E e gl BAREY Vs dEE 2AES AAHoE SAHse HEA Y
Z AlFdoh txFQ Aol F71AFE A =(Motivation Assessment  Scale:  ©]8F MAS, Durand &
Crimmins, 1988)9F &7]%5 ZSA T (Questions About Behavior Function: ©]3} QABEF, Paclawskyj,,
1998)°lth. A@A TS RAS VIR =79 ASRAHS MASYF QABFET thA $-3tal
(Paclawskyj, 1998), A ATl &84 Atdll= MAS7F t=2 02 B9t

MAS7F EAIR S 715S AE AL A=A tal okt $Ae A7 ol FolF
o AA, FAEFE(construction validity) 7 5(Bihm et al, 1991; Duker & Sigafoos, 1998; Joosten &
Bundy, 2008; Kearney et al, 2006; Singh et al., 1993; Virues-Ortega et al., 2011), &4, QABF}2]
eV (Convergent validity) 73 5(Freeman, Walker, & Kaufman, 2007; Koritsas & Iacono, 2013;
Paclawskyj, 1998; Shogren & Rojahn, 2003), A, 7|5 %4 (functional analysis)?] Bl E 3 FA
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I/ AAY, MY S LYMoIEe| 715K BSETIE flet S7IMNEHT(MAS)9| Efgd A30 Let AT

EFg S (criterion validity) 74 Z(Paclawskyj, 1998; Wasano, Borrero, & Kohn, 2009), WA, &)z <
A%, 8 7153 AR, 88 1+ BAAT 5 A2 E(reliability) 7 F(Duker & Sigafoos, 1998;
Freeman et al., 2007; Kearney et al., 2006; Koritsas & Iacono, 2013; Shogren & Rojahn, 2003; Spreat &
Connelly, 1996; Virues-Ortega, 2011; Wasano et al., 2009) 5°] °]FF T}

we ATl Mase] THERRA AFE SO, Bhm S19)E AT WS

& T AR AASHA FEATE Bihm S(1991)S 11878 AFAZNJS o=, A, wl
27|, 34, A5 5 TAPT 7Isd ATHINE A=, BFTsensory), E(escape), T
A E(attention), A5 F(tangible)?] 47] 2218 FE3TE Duker®} Sigafoos(1998)= 86782 A
Aol oz 754 P5H7HE stetl, MAS AAEoe] FAdke vl 7HA adle]
ERA] grol I FAEREA0] Rudtthes A SFATE Joosten Bundy(2008)= 67789 AF
e oz o AT 7153 BEH7LE e, 489 72 B@A A5
A3t A T Kearney 52006 TER IS o= 355744 MAS &4 ZIE FYsted &
JaflEde A3 23, A FE3= v2A 44 ajde A9 ikl 29 7=
= F=dhs H 23T 2830182 MAS o] MR OR X FAATL 3267 WE
of3ty o] 7152 AFHIHE Ao, MASE AE QT 12 AsAF 37 8%l s &

>

mlo
iy

4o
ol

adr)

%

r}_

o7 AFdstdnh

ol o] HPATFES TS 23, MAs/E AAl BAAFY 7es B AS5T F Ue
A= 73] v A0 B Zarcone et al., 1991). Bihm 5(1991)& A&l thE AFoM = LAA
7V FAske 2l 729 YA FHEHA At FET AFAFSAA AAGE gt
Al 28l Fxv $&YFTEAY ol T[N Bl 3lof MASS] 7153 WEHTt
TTEA 98-S 7gEy] oyt dEE, MAS o] HARZHE, 2018)04E Az
[RlolA AFe FATE) HAL FHglol agehs dol ou|o] FARg whEt g a%lo
2 FAHAT “AgRlo] ofsolA oW FFrE 8TFF we}t “obFo] Muste As &
g e} Zo] g A AdePrrzde] 22 gQlo g FAR ZAAFY 7ss dHHA
FEHH7] oJHrt Bzl

IR E E738la 25<%%F MAS o] MidEoe] 758 PFHrtE AT B =7 F
7V gol AMgEo] itk A E, AW, 2019). FUHlA MASTE AElESATE =
Zefolwe] 7152 AFBItAA AFAE e ARE A=A MAS Fmo] WY
TAHEZAE AAdZFo] a79t o] A7 wAd o A4 dgddolsS & FEE A
AR A8t MAS o] MRS FAEEAES AAFstaA gk MAsE A of
ZWE 7lb° Al SZM 17510}: AEEAH yoltt. 7] & ”—‘1%01]*1 of

i

O
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2t
O

0. A+

1. Z0iX}

o] Ao FoAAe AAAR] wegfolse] Rusl HHAAR WAool 27 1451
otk AT Felze] Auka 54 AAAAE L ARG ol AAGE <E 1>
(F 1) A7 FHoxtel 28td EM (N= 14b)

2| 2 %ol M R AA
T B

n % n % n %
) 62 59.6 39 95.1 101 69.7

L
o 42 40.4 2 4.9 44 303
124 ©]3s} 13 12,5 8 19.5 21 14.5
13M] ~14A] 16 15.4 4 9.8 20 13.8
Sk 154 ~164 31 29.8 12 293 43 29.7
1741 ~184 27 26.0 14 34.1 41 28.3
194 o) 17 16.3 3 73 20 13.8

77 ) 11 10.6 7 17.1 18 12.4

ARAE 3] 35 10 9.6 4 9.8 14 9.7

(°+s) jEAe A7 A= 15 14.4 6 14.6 21 145

=ABE Fo) 4t 38 365 19 46.3 57 39.3
el s 13 125 2 49 15 10.3
71Et 17 163 3 73 20 13.8
Fpazl S 27 26.0 2 4.9 29 20.0
AT =3t 42 40.4 12 293 54 37.2
A7 = 35 33.7 27 65.9 62 438
A 104 100.0 41 100.0 145 100.0
o A 10 9.6 1 24 11 7.6

2R e} BA
oY 94 90.4 40 97.6 134 92.4
404 o]3k 26 25.0 7 17.1 33 22.8
41M)-45A 30 28.8 16 39.0 46 31.7

AR} bk

. 46M1-5041 37 35.6 12 293 49 33.8

(F5)

514 o) 11 10.6 6 14.6 17 117

. 158 &4 69 66.3 22 53.7 91 62.8
kel

B otn 4 35 33.7 19 463 54 37.2

A 104 100.0 41 100.0 145 100.0

- 100 -



o] A9 == Durand® Crimmins(1988)7F =43

bt

o S A Ty

43

8699] AF=E YERTE

(# 2) 97 =79 74

i

(Motivation Assessment Scale: ©]3} MAS)O|T} ©] A=
g, ABBE 42F 5 F 168F0I, 2 oHod-34
74 PAEH HEZ AT AT =79 29

BAFT a= 749, BF a= 664, FAFE a= 780,

=2
=

et S7IMNIHE(MAS) S| EIZY A50 et o7

1
¥ Fg Uld XS (Cronbach' Alpha, a)
X

EA] =% = =%
Mol I FE obgo] o ARF EA 9le W Mo obse]l I dEe IS Fokske A Ew
A ASHoR BESA oyl A Yk (7, SR, wiEhE A R,
=0 9
M2 1 FFE ol HAE SISkt AT Mo Gilo] &R AL AZ o FAE 3}
=y F dojdurpk =¥ Ay Esl &) fls] 2 d%s s
A A5y
M3 I FFE Aol e ARSI ooprlstal . Mil Blo] FoE V1ola A e o FAl
T e W dofduk *H & BEsg Bs &) el I BE
< 3= A ZAeuk
Mo4 T AFE Aol obgel @ e A M1z 1 AFE obFo] 27T Adzteld &4,
AEZ ) st 22 o] e A, 24, & AR 52 Fed AT A SA8UR
& B5e o] fAs) doldurk
Mos T FEE FHo o= @S W g 2 M3 I FFE FE w) obe AT ¥ oohyzt
Azt A T He] WHEAHoz dojdyrk A EF FHA JFHAL JE ©E dE 9
(A5 5ol & ARt ol B AAE S AstA ZFU 7k
Z %)
Moo L BEE okl oWl 87E & w do] M4 I FF2 FAlo] okFe) 87F BoE F
=3 Uk =y ZA(1-58) sHEYU7R
Mo7 T BEe BAlo] obelA Fo slgele M5 oFse A% A AREE Huy) $jgte]
@ e FEE vt dopdurpk ¥ I Fse ks AAY By
Mos I T obFol Foldhe Adiolu, &4 M6 1 FFE obFol AITE dske e T
As oy F2 &5 HIT o dojduk A F Rloke 28 S0E W dojdurk
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3. Ex

of AT AE P 20189 98l ol FoAA WA ATAE EFSuH A EFas

287 Aol GEshe WSty 3 BAYE0] dzsitn Az

2ol HERAAE SRR FAZ WEHES QYA B, TR SFaAS 4
i

2] mt2b ol g Ay E AEstes a4 o9k Al cAY Sstast K A9

Estn A2 EFuAbAl 2442 soRe] AEAE Hujo] st A== QA3AT
I Axt 231 788, 2= 128 T 150F9 AEAE FASYeH, O1F BN 55

g SHE AR 14555 o] A7 BHUWFE sl

o] AT Axs EAS 9I3f spsse} AMOS TA TR ARESIGTE AR, Q<19 B4
< d A(Principal Component Analysis: PCA)¥ 2E2|F 3] (Oblimin Rotation)®] WHOZ
&8 Q Q1A (Exploratory Factor Analysis: EFA)= AASHATE 41, 239 AL AFL A+
=
o
=

A
He

ZF4 H(Maximum Likelihood Estimation: MLE)©.2 2} ?JB.?J*E‘@;(Conﬁrmatory Factor Analysis: CFA)
ANG NzRde 42H9T +9AFend Bt 23 FARRCH, NAQ, T
CFI, SRMR, RMSEA 5 AFA Aol we} 2y AFJAE AFsath NN =cCret BaE
AHFEHAVE)S Tt FSEFZ A (convergent validity)S HESHATE AA, REFe WEEIGAES

AZEAT. $2Z 0162 At wEt (1) AR HFEAFEZSAVE) gto] AAwel 7k
FEATY AFEG 24, 2 “CFBATFEOXETZLAPE AR o] & EIEHA| ZeA
olrgity,

mZ2 3
1. 29I EtAM

A Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin % Barlece 8-S A3 A3} BE AFTI} 854(FAF x2= 923.00,
df= 120, p< 0DSE YERY} QR1EA| AH3IsTh 8R1e] MFE AdetA] @i F4E24
= B3 89 F=3 AF LBV IAS AN AR FEN 27 AxgE AA
63.67%% JERO™ 471 82lo] AEEHUTh<E 3>).

MASS] B QQIRA Azl= g9lo] FAL <¥ 4>9 gtk 1289 ¢/ & 1L 370

1%

© i
s
1o
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=
OhA
ar
Pl
P
oz
=2
>
&
>
>
=
oln
oy
i
>
=2
f=)
n
lo
N
o[r
b
0gt
ofn
0l
N
mju
do
et
ofn

7IMNEHE(MAS) | EIZY Z50f et o7

(% 3) MASe| H#HE =4 & 2ot

Id AE

. 27) LA 5% AFE AN A
RE % B vA g W) % B2 vA g W
1 5.668 35.428 35.428 5.668 35.428 35.428 4.629
2 2.275 14.219 49.646 2.275 14.219 49.646 3.412
3 1.224 7.649 57.295 1.224 7.649 57.295 2.199
4 1.024 6.401 63.696 1.024 6.401 63.696 2.425
( 4) MASe| EHIQ0I2A Zn}
g9l a9l
E TEH 2= TEA
I il m v I il m v

MO8 0.780  0.276  0.033 0.180  0.641 i MO2* 0422 0.479 0.300  0.363 0.408
Mil1 0.770 ~ 0.099  0.332 0.368 0.667 MO5 0.246  0.053 0.886 0216  0.785
M10 0.761 0259 0359 0324 0.625 MO1 0.177  -0.043 = 0.839 0.168 0.715
MO06 0.747 0.387  0.182 0.128 0.586 M09 0.017 0.146 = 0.700  0.362 0.594
M16 0.739 0396  0.034  0.209 0.818 M13 0.521 0.153 0.528 -0.164 0.576
Mo04 0.614 0280 0426 0473 0.550 M15 0416  0.159 0.189 0.720  0.608
M14 0.153 0.890  -0.052  0.075 0.589 MO7 0.516  0.098 0.470 0.703 0.693
Mi12 0.502 = 0.726  0.170  -0.098  0.673 MO3 0.332 0.169 0.567 0.690  0.661

« o] BEe FEHF AAANAIL B 50 e HE o] B E $IHA B,

£, e a8 8%, Vel 378 3] Fa5t 2dd o] F Mo2 T4
nko 2 Yeh Hair 5(1998)°0] AL 71EE 2838t o= o= FysetA &ttt

MASS] Q1EA @_aﬂr %‘%94 W< 4

AR, 180e 45T 194 AESF BARE =9 B8 BiHso] ME F AT
shtel P& Astete & { WY 5 AvhEF<, 1999). AT
(Blair, Umbreit, & Bos, 1999; Umbreit & Blair, 19969} 22 Hgoz o] AfoM= & At
T W] BAfrEe A A5 B W HE5dE, =9 89 Fo] HHoE vEhy
o wehA o] 2908 E3r)e o st

r2 ml
ol
T o0
(L
©
©
°
w©
2
4]
g
O
md
e
S

A, M2Qe 712 =3, A53F B Boo] st HAth M4 B BEFE 34
o] o}BY LTE EAF F1s5®) FA FHRUMNE /2o =3 V508 THE TPl
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2t

SN AT

-

Ak T2y o] E&9| Vlewor HAW, obFl 8E Sol e AdAT| dedd tF
SA7E EREEle AE 5EE B g 875 B0l 22 MY FEIth
ol AHF(2018)2] AToNA o] Edo] HEAF 2oz FA A e Aot} A

A, Ml 71E 24
=

Aadhy F=HJAETHY HFAAE dolrr] f3) &2

RMSEA
Xt p) NUQ TLI CFI SRMR
LO90 HI90
_ N 161.247
z7128 1.920 881 905 .0857 061 098
(84, p< .01)
~ 143.497
TARY 1.750 903 924 0743 052 091
(82, p< .01)
N ) 90 ©)% 05013}, 0ol 7V7hErE
HAHzA ool JHEFEE 50 o8} o N
(Lodll 7MHErE) (10 °ol3t +871%)

EFTFOIARINC, Q= 1.9200% EF3} #Ao) S A FHSRMR= .0857), AL H F A2 A
HRMSEA) 28 AT AF500% A% 73 AH 061-0982A 8T T FEE B
O EjA-Fol 2 AFANTL= 88)E AT TEo2 YA &yth o] Aol wet B
o U2 S Bustua o] 23 A vHstas 28-S 439t 4 MAS B
< <39 1>3 2t

AR, FAATFMpe Wk it FAVF E 2
c05S(M16)). ©] F B ¥ TP BF A5 75 8o
BARS Ao RN o|ZH oL FEAS /A1 Yrta B F Tt

SAl, FRARMY T gt BVt 2 AANT B39 3 SRS gsEn

2
ot
N
ol
fE
[
o
i
o
ol
Rl
32
z
=
E
)
*
1
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WL/ AR, AHAH S LN0ISel TIsH HSEIIS A% STMEHE(MAS)| EI9Y 250 B 67

M08 |[M11 [ M10][ M06 |[M16][ Mo4 | [ M14][M12]

M09 |[ M13

74 .59 136 .22 .37 .65 52
@5 é) ) e e’]@,

(a8 1) #8 MASZE2| =olelZM Ant

o= Qs FH A%E XA FKshe dAwol dEE F Aok oA M1z £330 o 89l
 AAEFTY EAS WY E s AsgEe 48 wYsta doka & 5 T
S <3 >0l Ee ukel Zo], NQ(Q, TLI, CFI, SRMR,

=
RMSEA & AolA 2% F88 FFo2 UEyth MAS TARF Y FAHL-ASHA Q3

ofy
fu)
ol |
oXx
5
F
03
5
<
=
e
<
o
4
9
e
i)
:11‘
rr
)
blo
_E
mL
A
e
X,
H
AN
oty

e 3
HAANAE AHE A M13 B8-S A BZE FAZAAAA 7FE(5001°hHE S5 1o
o 27

Hele] AFAlE =R E7E 851

z

i=]

7IFHCR>.700S F3FATE YA @ Ao A crol FATERA TES 55
ok A, ZAEQ1 Y] HFEAREEAVE) S E3l7)% 490, Al

T 594 T2 UEhY F 7] FAHA AVE q

S&F 405, AEFT 502, BAT =
=% el ZApAQl AvEZE AFENA JES S

71Z(AVE> 50)

o), ol= 29 4 FAHAA M13
Bk shte] #AZMRIEZhHe] Sl 7 /e FAARI@h AWdEs 7H o JFET
A grold Futel| gtk Ty o] AFeAE #ZHRIL FAFY FAE WSt o &
AFEZAS AAS|RthE, 9 =79 B o232 AyeS Hugh

23 HE 1A, o] AFolM AFAE MASE BRI HFEIRAS FHEsA gghe
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2t
O

(E 6) MAS 29| Qol-tis 7t olnfabA| 3 HSEYY HE

2 A7k
f9l R BF93 ¢ R Z2AR33F R AVE
3} ®E3)

MO8 1 616 380 620 851 490

Mil 1.171 780 161 7.252"™" .608 392
i M10 1.380 795 188 7.340™ 632 368
B35

MO06 1.118 676 170 6.563 457 543

M16 1.088 634 146 7.447" 402 598

M4 1.218 .680 185 6.592" 462 538

M14 1 515 265 735 623 405
Asgds M12 1.780 907 465 3,831 822 178

M13 533 249 195 2.732" 224 776

MO5 1 863 745 255 765 502

) Mol 918 769 105 8.776™ 591 409

rET

M09 693 601 .099 6.985" 362 638

M13 386 366 .091 4.225™ 224 776

MI15 1 605 366 634 758 594
A= MO7 1.552 809 226 6.872"" 655 345

MO3 1519 722 234 6.494™" 521 479

Rk p< 001, ** p< .01
a. 2 L2l= 1-K, b. CR: Construct Reliability(ﬂ"é’?lﬂl-:_), c. AVE: Average Variance Extracted(H A2

o
o
1o
i)
=
fo
-0,
Mo
1%
o
fru
2
-
oX,
i
b
2
'
r O
[~
&

HEF A (discriminant validity)% AF3 4

BAS2AVE) @] ZAAH 7+ AdAlSre] AFrch Ao ddEelg A o]
SIAATH-ED, 2016). ©] AT A MAS ZAHle] HFRAFSAVE) 7S, Bl
I BT Q91 7 FBATY AFY =513 AYsty, BE A 7+ AHA
=

m

¢
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I/ AAY, MY S LYMoIEe| 715K BSETIE flet S7IMNEHT(MAS)9| Efgd A30 Let AT

=07 “<*<}%741¢t2>x

el A 13+ As 22 AS

H2la) H2l(b) P O AVE@ AVEL) ¥4 | SE - + w4

AzdE o JAKE 24 058 488 594 91 1 o043 076 096 @ UA

B3NS o ZAEF 0 380 ¢ 144 490 0 502 AA o093 -151 221 1A

B3NS o Az®EFT o521 0 271 490 488 91 ¢ o071 105 179 UA

03T o PWARFE 637 0 406 502 594 AA L o099 -135 0 261 1A

7y o IARFE 716 1 513 490 0 594 EBAA L o072 -092 196 1A

AzdE o AT 149 0 022 488 502 SR 1 o711 -131 153 SR

2 (p-2)XSE. ‘47 ¢ (p+2)XSE.

of Ashge Fal Briwl, Mase] A b BEEPAL o BT APt ¥ 5

Q. Ty BEr)s 297 BASE Q9 7k Aol = 7
M A7t FRAUTGE F2o] b5ttt of APe A% =28 wagololEe] BAYE
s AL A Mase] ATH Ak BEoE AN

o] AT Aotz FEE AAAR At MASY FAHERAS AFsta, olE
S AEE 2 2F0E AFASATE A7 FAAs AAR wEAejahg o 2
HoEA, A EAREH 1 75S FAAT FHE AsE FHLRJAEA, g2l
A& AAste BT o] ATET MA ZAs
o AR 35S 5 470 8% 1671 3K
A AT MASE 7]E o4 M Jd'c‘f}ﬂ HekskAl = :
v B3R Q3 71& o4 A B 47 a1s HEsHA AWK
Aol we} thgd 2ol =93t

AR, AR EY 75o2A 539 aRlo] Zte= BERFAE ofsfslor drt o] AT ©AQ
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>

stk o8 ATelA =
< B3t 5(°ll: Freeman et al.
2001; Joosten & Bundy 2008; Spreat & Connelly 1996) 281 E} dsol oHee Hith
Zarcone 5(1991)8] ATFNAE A2 63%4T =9 7]5oz & 8]ld Hlg] diFoz
9 eSS RStk &y 892 Qo Aoy Afe] AWt IAe 3ydte
‘escape’®}, FL ASol Aol o] Aol 3Iet= avoidance oHIE BT EFSHAL Sl
avoidance & =7 FFS op(Hk)dhe WMEAFO] AVIE Fel WSy wEel, HF 1 9
Sol ©3) Aol shrleke AAE wu) aclolehn BAURDI olRT %A BE
BAE B 53 752 melb] AdAE BADE WA AT AR ok ofEL £
w2 B BhE Qe olslzh delok dk

QIR A 7)E o] 23 ggloloirﬂ =1 82l& %%6}1
2

]
MASE ©]£3 T3 7|59 vo yALdAYT FLAE

OXL
o

v

S, 7153 BEP7L lwe] B4 AAE BRHOE AR A BB BE5 o
& 24 52 Adck Bk 15 AT BADES 3 e HEA BAE e
e AAEA, BAYES FA%e BAYTY 4oadl ¥ 848 898 Wae 2ol

7]
Al
= =
(Z3<=, 2001, Dunlap & Kern, 1993). I8 AA g3l A slue] 5 Fskst= Q<lo
= =

g WY Aol EAFE, 1999) I BA dfetel] o Eo] 3k dE | =
O 7eed UsoR Adfshks 497 Bk oksol Al dEdE &%L»EE— #@s A} 4
o] oA Q7L Fuslua FHER, WA Ao BAL 1= o] Aale A DA &
gatr] mEolth. FFe] A - T - F2 B AR AFlA AgsA 7158 VEHHE
FHsh= Yol 87En

AR, dFefolse] 7158 FeHIE 8 AHE e 2L
o] AFoMe AYPATLAEE, 20189+ thE WA o5 &3}
st stded dYdTet TUs Ayt oA etk MAsY &
7] offoial AZEL A4 e V1A F5H ETE AMESHE wg A djolse] EA
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Abstract

A Study on the Validation of the Motivation Assessment Scale (MAS)
for Functional Behavioral Assessment of Children with Developmental

Disabilities including Intellectual Disabilities and Autism

Baek, Jongnam’

This study attempted to revalidate the validity of the Motivation Assessment Scale (MAS) through psychometric
verification. Participants were 145 children with developmental disabilities including 104 autism and 41
intellectual disabilities. 145 parents of children with developmental disabilities were participated as a
examiner. Results of this study were as follows: First, the MAS was composed of four factors and 15
questions through exploratory factor analysis. Second, the MAS was revised by using the confirmatory
factor analysis and the Modification Index(MI), and goodness-of-fit and convergent validity were verified.
Third, the discriminant validity between potential variables of the MAS was verified. As a result of this
study, the MAS was reconstructed into 4 factors 16 items including ‘complex’ factor 6 items, ‘tangible’
factor 3 items, ‘sensory’ 4 items, and ‘attention’ 3 items. However, the revised MAS did not fully fit
the theoretical hypothesis. The results of this study were discussed. Finally, the implications and

suggestions for further research were presented.

Keywords : Developmental disability, Problem behavior, Motivation Assessment Scale(MAS), Functional

Behavioral Assessment, Discriminant validity
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