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2006 4= 12 A, % 61 FIEEHEARSICB W)
T TEEEOHEFICET 5455) (Convention
on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities : LA
T, CRPD & %) 4R S 41, 2008 45 HIZ
R LTz, HARIZFRSZKIT 2007 4 9 HIZE4
L 2014 F 1 HIZHHEL7=. Z @ CRPD D%
24 RIFHBFICHTHbDOTHY, T4 71—
7 #%E) (inclusive education : LA, IE &
TLHDOEBRERDDL LD E/R>TIND.

ZOIE LT, HREEFHSNEFPE
BB R O®E CERFEEE, 20129 T,
(A IN—=V THEVAT L] OEFEE LT,
ANE O SO BRSO L, BEEZ DI
KO AR 7o e )55 % PR 70 fe KRB & TF%
EXE, BHZMSICHRNIBNT %
FREETHOEBDOT, BEOHLIHLIEEDR
WENRIZZSHATHY (LT, Er)) &
B LTWD. ZOFEBUCIE, MRS
DOHHECA PRSI AL 2R &, BATkkx 72
MEA R L TN ZENRETHD.

& Z A 7C, Sharma, Loreman, & Forlin
(2012)91% Bandura (199700 H 2L5h /)& O
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AT N—=VTHEORKRIIHT 2HE DO BRI,

mEEA LT, IE OERICKT 2HB DR
BIZOWTEELTWD. T74bbh, IE OFE
EBIZ oW TEWIIEE AT 28 RI1E, Feil7z
BEMNZE A LET HAEE BT OFRICE
WTEHRICFESZENTEBEEL TS
N, ARV IEE R T AHEIL, £ L5k
ENBE OFJTHERDLIZDIZTE DT LI
FEAERNEEZTEY, LEMRo>T, IE
DERIZIRO LA L LAnnd LRy
LIRS TND.

IE OEBICBWTHEDONNENERETH
5 ZEIEVL OO ATHIRICB N T H RS
n<CTna. #ilxiX, Soodak, Podell, & Lehman
(1998)121%, HE D& IE (ZxT 2 E
OREEZ i bR TRIL, BE OFRRITFER 72
BENIEELBEETL2AEEEZODH T LI
LT NEDIRWEEBESH TH o722
LERLTND. Z2of, ESCBWTE IE
DEBRIZKIT 2 HE O 1B T B HFZEH
EDHNTEY (21X, Forlin, Earle,
Loreman, & Sharma, 2011; Park, Dimitrov,
Das, & Gichuru, 2016; Sokal & Sharma,
2014) 991, ZOEBEHENBHI LTV D.

—J7, ERNICBT S IE OFEERICHT 588
DN TVEZ DN T ORFIEIIBR I S T2 1T A0



THDH. BIRTIE, Forlin: JII4 - %4 - EH -
O (20149, &G - L& - 8% (201419,
FHH (2014)1972 L3 B8, E0HUT DR E
BOMIEER—PLE RN TH S.

L AT, IE OFEEICKT 2B 0375
OREIIE, ZEO—N (BRI 7280 T15E &
DY, IE OFEBRICESE Y TRk ERE
TOREZFHATDLIZENEETLWVWEEZD
na. s, HEOMIRIIZ OB
TARRAEH IR L L2 b D EEZLND20
T3 (Bandura,1997; Chan, 2008)V2). {RiZ
IE DEENTTIZEZ L OHBIZ & > TRERE
HDZ L THhIUE, — MR NEE IE 0%
BT 2 NEOMBITE< 2D 2 & BT
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X, < OHEICE > T IE OEBITIEIC T2
NG| OETH D720, —HRIIZRZ D
5 IE ORI T 50 & E TR+ 5 2 &%
HLWEBZOLNE.

IE OFEEICxT 50 1 E2 R EST o RE &
LTELOMBETHHAINTWDS DN,
Sharma et al. (2012)9 ¢ Teacher Efficacy
for Inclusive Practices Scale (LI F, TEIP &4
2)ThHDH. ZOTEIP L 17— 758
58 (efficacy in using inclusive instruction) ],
T8y~ % — 7 (efficacy in managing
behavior) | ¥ X Y T # 18 (efficacy in
collaboration) | ® 3 FALREE TR STV 5.
AT N— T FREERER, A=Y
a rERET S LD RFEBEFIEICETS
HEOWNNEENETHHDOTHD. TH~=*
— U T RER, BWEAEOBENR, HDH0
X, BRfEZE T X 5 2478 (disruptive
behaviours) ~D X2 BT % 28 D% k&
WETHHOTHD. WEREL HEAED
PR MO BFFE L OEEEICET 2B D
HNEERETHHDOTHD. WTHD AR
EH6HANDLRY RERATIE 18 HA &2
STWD., ZNENOHANEDNT 6 HET
FEETHHDTHS. Sharma et al. (2012)9
L, BREERERE, A7 v—v T s
FEEREDN =93, TE~RX—V UV REN
=85, WHEIRIEDN a =85, RERKN =89 &
o TND.
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1. HEOBFREI

TEIP O B AGERIERL DOFF ] 2457 |
TREHEBOMREIT- T2, TOR, FRFEORE
M—EIZRE LA, HAROHBEEREED L
ARIZEBWTERRT 2 Z & 23l & 3B 2 ic < w
LAy, EREE TR I 72, iSRRI,
JFEEE ORI 2T, LT O 2HEIZ DWW T—H
EEFHZLELZ 1 ORIMHEAES 12 Th
Y, “itinerant teachers” % [KEIFHFEE ],
“speech pathologists” %= [A 7 —L 7 &F
— ] ICEEHMmZH I L L. 20BEAE R
15 TH Y, “portfolio assessment, modified tests,
performance-based assessment, etc.” % H|Bx9
D GRHLZARWZ L L LT, RICHFERICTORE
HURERERD & 0 GRS HEEE 22 L 2R
KFEHE 14 EBFL, NERBEZ{T-oT-.
BT, Ry hTFUAL—Ya LT, %
DOFIR LI REEB IOV THMORMRE 1
ZANZHFRERAE L, Tk, FEE L BARGED N
AV TINIAILED Vv ATF =y 7 22T
o, BTNy 7 h T AL =g VERER
EEHEICOWTREE 2B FIK & OFAMiEIC
ONWTHERE S, L EOTHEICL->THAR
FEl L7=TEH % Table 1 2/~

2. RE

(1) FHAEWE & AR

1 FEENEIMEBDIHERSZ IS LT
HEB I OFOHEENEET 5 FROHEITH
B 128 LT ARSI 435 4 (NVE
WHE 157 4, HFHE 105 4, = FRE
B 96 4, TEHEEEFRHEE 39 4, FIEY:
#E 32 A\, R 64)TH-7-. FHEIL,
2015 48 AM 5 2015 4F 12 A ORICSEHE L 7.



(2) HRHK

TEIP # Lo Pz L > THARE (L Lz
HLOEMH L.

(3) fHEAIEE

T, HESSOFMEE - IHE OB
BOREOHF A 25 THEE L. 2, K
WhE R LT, AEEMICINAT, AR
IS4 TITh b 2 L, BIERFIC L D RFEE
E—n &, RaEIMEEThEZ L
P U7z B L7,
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1. FIEEB/ROERGHE

A B 1S m O ZEEREE 21X Table 1 1Z/R LT
Loz otc. RAIEB LORSIRITIA OGN
ATy

2. FREF/ROERFHESSIVERMLERE
A RPERS R0 SR T s L OME BMERR 2K

TEIP A ARGERIERL O 72 8 O FeRE It

X Table 2 IZ/R L7 L H 22572, WTFHDOR
BEIZB W T HEEEAREIEIE <, NS
T ThBHZ EIRENT-.

3. ERERRAMOIEE

£ RES SR OMEBEZRD7- L Z A Table 3
IR LT L DI o7, 0.1%KETHEND T
BREF-13mO BN S - 7-.

4. FREBRSMOERME

B RESESACOVWTERMEZ BT T2
7=®, Shapiro-Wilk OH BRI L OEE,
REZRDIZEZAH, WTHUTEBWTHIERS
FEITERRVIER L 72 o7 (Table 4). 5%
WX, ARFREITIIT DA ) E BN REERR
CLTIRFE L ISV EE WS A2 B EL, 7 —
FARNT v TIBIZL D EEBLOLEIZON
T BWEHEXMERDZEZA, VTl 0
BEFERWVEERE 2D (Table 4), Z OfEFEMN
BRI L E LR TH D Z E NI 7.

Table 1 KRIEERAOEREHITE
1EH Fiy BERE
1 R, REAEOITEINIOWTHIEIC TS 22N TES, 3.80 0.92
2 RN, BNTEVERNEOL QWA IR EAEEATRDDIEINTED, 3.96 0.94
3 FAIE, PREEZ DD ISR DI T HTENTED, 4.10 0.89
4 BT, FELDRFERTROVBEABRALDIDICEIRE AR T HZ LN TED, 3.60 0.89
5 FAE, BODER I ECHOWTOREAFE DI IEREICHIZZENTES, 3.77 0.93
6 FAX, ECHhREHOEWIREAEICIZZICR AT EE 52 52 LN TED, 3.85 1.04
7 R, BETHEREAEDSENLIOERRIPLSEINITEE LRSS, 3.59 1.02
8 A, BETCTHREEAEDBENIOEMADILNTED, 3.83 1.05
9 R, BEEOHL R AEEOFRITENARER 2 ETATRENTITAEIDD, 3.47 0.95
10 i, FEEOHLIHEAEOEFIO=—ANEESNDIIFHREE 3.48 1.00
T BEERHD,
11 FAE, WEARICHEHEDONL— NV EFLEDRIENTES, 4.19 0.80
19 A, FEEOHDIEAEEOBE M EAEKR T HLSMOFZ (FIRIL, 45T 0.90
WEFHR B EIIIAT— N AT T —) T HIENTES,
13 b, AETHEEOLD RHEFEICHR HTDIMOFIFORS Y7 460 0.87
(Bl IE, FEH R, MO LB T 523 TED,
14 FUE, WEARICATRNI NV —F T RFE2SERENICIT BE R H S, 3.92 0.91
15 FAIE, WAWARFHI T EEZ VDI LN TED, 3.70 0.96
16 A, BEEOHDREAGEDAL 7 — D a AP R BORIZONT 3.02 1.10
HEVHLRVNIL, ZOEREMOEDBENHD,
17 RN, BRI B DS D W E AR T 2L &I A EL o TS, 3.35 1.06
18 A, VEEEREDSERAR CEPITRALL TOHEEIT, BIOBIIZELIZYHID 416 0.85

BlabF 120§ DIENTED,

H AT =T PR NEDTE A& %, 5, 6, 10, 14, 15, 18, [THI~F— U 7 NEOMH & 513,
1,2, 7,8 11, 17, BRECEHAFEZL, 3, 4, 9, 12, 13, 16 Th D, n = 435
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5. AFRHIDBERFR

JFRRD 3R FHEEDHHRINDGNE S g
BT 272D SR TICHEAERE L 13
FRMEET v FigDERE L, WK
FoMr&E4To7=. 725, Sharma et al.  (2012)9
D FRRAERRFE D BRZZ AR 04T TiENY < >
7 ARERAERH ST WA R, RIFFETIE, &%
REESSBOME (Table 3)% & L CH£ K+
MBI ZRETHZ & & L. fEiEMIRT4y
Mrof®, £ CoR TR X OAR&IX
0.1%KETHE L2 o7, MAEEIZONTIX
CFI=.835, GFI=.811, AGFI=755, RMSEA=.115
eI o VAN (R =T AN 2 S Ay il

ZD7=8, Park et al. (2016)9i12 k> T3
THFEBEET VLY GEAENBNI &2 ®
HInTWD T2BOMBEKRTSTET V)
(Fig.2) %% E L, FRICHEEERADH 21T 9
ZEE L ZoETME, B 1EBIZ3 TR

BT D 7 —FWF (FALREZ & 0%
HESREZBNERET2H0), 5 2 Blo—ik
HF (REEoHEAGREZBNERET S
D)VERELIZLDTHDH. ZDET IV THEERN
WTFo Tl & 25, —HORESENEA
DIEIZ 72 > 7=, 21X Heywood Case 234 U 7=
FERLEZ DN, FOMESEE 0
E LT b CHEREMRN T 21T - 7= (B4,
2003)7. ZOfEFR, —HRERTFOAR EIX4ET
0.1%KUETHE L 2o 121, T —THT DA
FIEO—IEL 5 %KETHE TIIRN-72. &K
BICAMBNAERLODH 25 L CHEK
SRR T T BT o 72 & 2 A(Fig.3), WAL,
CFI=.936, GFI=.896, AGFI=.855, RMSEA=.075
L720, SRTHFERET L L0 bUENRA LI
H DD CFI LIS OWT I 45 L IE SR VIS
o7,

Table 2 FRESAOERGHES L VEEEHFRE

RE THE ZERE EHEERHE
A9 V—TFBERE  22.88 4.34 .86
T R—2 Y 22.72 4.73 .90
e 23.35 4.07 .82
RE£&K 68.95 11.78 .93
) n = 435
Table 3 £ZRE®REOMHEE
RE 2 3
1T AV L—L J%ERE 70 R
2 TERR—VT — .68
3 i —
7E) n = 435, skxp < . 001
Table 4 FRE®/ASHOERMN
Shapiro-Wilk = I~
RE DEBREE E£E RE
A I— TEEREE .000 -0.369 [—0.644, —0.068] 0.815 [0.207, 1.453]
TEg~<vr—y .000 -0.655 [—0.876, —0.404] 0.693 [0.091, 1.281]
afE .000 -0.349 [—0.661, —0.038] 0.773 [0.108, 1.429]
RE£IK .000 -0.456 [—0.757, —0.145] 0.965 [0.234, 1.751]
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