2022. Vol. 31, No. 2. 117-126
-/SLHD ISSN 1226-587X / elSSN 2671-7158

Journal of Speech-Language & Hearing Disorders H0{X| 27

ORIGINAL ARTICLE
https://doi.org/10.15724/isIhd.2022.31.2.117
http://jslhd.org/

Correlation Analysis Between Self Efficacy
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Purpose : The purpose of this study is to identify the correlation between self-efficacy and
perceptions of people with intellectual disabilities and use it as basic data for the
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development of curricular and extracurricular courses related to the training of

speech-language pathologists and early childhood teachers.

Methods: A total of 324 students majoring in speech-language pathology and early
childhood education were examined for their self-efficacy and perceptions of intellectual
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disabilities. All collected data were analyzed through the statistical program SPSS 18.0.

Frequency analysis, descriptive statistical analysis, independent sample rtest, one-way

ANOVA, and Pearson correlation analysis were performed.

Results: The self-efficacy scores of the subjects averaged 3.10 out of 5. The
self-regulation efficacy score was the highest, followed by confidence and task difficulty
preference scores. In terms of self-regulation efficacy, there was a statistically significant
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difference in age factors. In terms of multidimensional attitude toward intellectual disabilities,
the self-efficacy ‘high’ group scored 3.81, and the self-efficacy low group scored 3.65. It
was found that the group with high self-efficacy had a more positive multidimensional
attitude toward intellectual disabilities than the group with low self-efficacy. Self-efficacy

had a significant positive correlation with multidimensional attitude toward intellectual
disabilities (:=.19), and among the sub-factors, a significant correlation with affective

attitude (7=.20) and behavioral attitude (;=.15).

Conclusions: In order to positively change the attitudes of preliminary speech-language
pathologists and pre-early childhood teachers toward intellectual disabilities, the need for

development

and operation of various educational programs

in curricular and

extracurricular training courses of each grade is raised. Through this study, it was found
that it is necessary to develop training curriculum centered on various experiences to
enhance self-efficacy of preliminary speech-language pathologists and pre-early childhood

teachers.

Keywords : Self-efficacy, intellectual disabilities, attitudes toward intellectual disabilities
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& Kim, 2013).

A7\ aeiE ARlA 98 71 BolYo F= 33
891°F(Kang & Kim, 2016), ©fst Algo] wE Hmgo]
=oF FHYUST EopollA AFEoith FAFR] AR AR
s AAFHY dEAFEE AMEI(Cho, 2016, Kang,
2015; Kim & Cha, 2003), 94 2 doliAo: 33k
uActy E1ET QItHCho, 2016 Lee, 2021). A7|&s3o]
=od ARAEHAVE F2 HFE EHIYOHKim et al,
2013), 9Uer ARAYRME 4% P52 & & J=F o
= ¥5go| €t

Aole tdeE T AE Ee wEANE WA AR
7o) 93 tjAttyl HUHTHGibson & Dembo, 1984). i
A A7|asito]l =om AgofetAde] oigt Q¥T FHAA A
o7 YeREOH(Choi & Park, 2015 Nam, 2021), ool
gt olsirt ESITaL SkitHLlee, 2021). cH[ROIESIARE
S oz g A7Hlee & Lee, 2009; Park & Oh, 2017)]
Ae Alasar A9, od, FAEoR, As FAFEs 5
9 Wl =2 AHE HAH ol AYE Fo =AE W2
staAl A&How SR sk APSH wSIFol AP
Bt S 344US YEd:

olgjdt AFANEZ B AIETHol APA AAHY} A
A AR, AEGA E filEA, Aofdlel digt A A&
$9] & Aol 4A "Rt 9FES AL QS &
AUt

E7IEIE teE RARE AREE ARE
A&GoN(43.8%) 2 A Fol(58.9%) FBolA
F, APE e Ahrl 255(40.3%), FAY 2 HSAA
(37.1%) &2  YEPgtHKorea  Disabled  People’s
Development Institute, 2020). Z|Z&ofQlo] Ajo] =70 FH
AlogRE WA EHe AP 49 Ao F83 ®elo] HY
(Kim et al., 2019) ol=fgt FAEL 7Pt ESAHAA F& o]
Folxct. wbA AoiQle] QIAZRA(Cho, 2016, Lee & Lee,
2009; Kim et al., 2013; Park & Oh, 2017)°] &= F+=
g 7] 8RIE F SRl ESAH RS 8 FAREY
A7 EeiE oefd 9art itk

fol7lole AAIZE oot WAL fofet Rolxte] AeARe-S ot
I OB WA Adojd, B[l ATARE-E folY] AR
A feths =olal A ZHE71E 24 EtHKim et al.,
2013; Soh, 2002). °lofl -fotet 3AHAR] FTAES == oL
= WAGEL F951H(Kweon & Moon, 2013; Shim & Lim,
2017) A71&85a2 Aolla}t Blgolle] Agdrtol 344l
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ATE0] AUAUtHLee et al., 2018: Lee et al., 2019; Victorino
& Hinkle, 2019). ool o BESAAH] F LEATL = &
ofmARR} T Ao F8 ALYPEE T AN ArE
= =9 287t ok AlEEth
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Table 1. Participants’ characteristics

Category N (%)
Mal 6 (11.2
Gender ae 36 (1.2
Female 286 (88.8)
1 62 (19.3)
2 96 (29.8
Grade @8)
3 112 (34.8)
4 52 (16.1)
20~24years 297 (92.2)
Age
25years < 25 (7.8
SLP 159 (49.4)
Major
ECE 163 (50.6)
Total 322 (100)
Note. ECE=early childhood education students;

SLP=speech-language pahology sudents.
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1) X7|_9_57*

Kim¥ Cha(1996)°] 98 7W¥=l1 Kim¥} Park(2001)°] <
o ElYst AAE AA SHE dRbY X}7L‘1L7 I H2E ARES

AtHKim & Park, 2001). o] Az A &%, Apr|z4d
B57 118, Aol AS 5EFOR F 24Ege= 14

Hollth. SAE 54 H=E ol8st] HA 1 I1¥A o
tholld il 5 I¥thes AFsi=s ot & A7l
A AR A1Esde] SHAEEE £ 3 AlFEE Table 2
ol AR

Table 2. Questionnaire information

Factors Question N Cronbach's @
o 18 3% 4, 5% 10% 119

Self-confidence 135 16° 8 .85

Self-regulatory 2, 7, 8, 12, 14, 17, 1 01

efficacy 19, 20, 21, 23, 24 '

Task difficulty 6 9 15, 18, 22 5 85

preference

Total 24 .92

Note. * inverse question.

2) X|EOHI0N CHEF CRERMRIE] BN

S AERoRRle] gt tAkdd Bk HE(Korean version
of attitudes toward intellectual disability quesnonnalre
K-ATTID, Kim & Park, 2018)= QA& Hojd, @454 3711
si8R19] HEE B 367 EYEE HERH 2 74/\}5-?4
QRIEA 23} KMO HEAYE: 899, AlFes 9288 LRt
(Kim & Park, 2018). AEA9 E3 42 Table 3 HASHA

gt 59 AzZ WS I¥A FrH1E)~uS
PAE Axz =S Hol ot
A4 Hr F 744 &g F 147H i ]Ui ole A%
= FA 364
oA Ha 1807olH, XA, HH FEA EH oﬂ B M
7b w2 s ARl Higt 38A e e Zes
S| AFATHPark & Kim, 2021).

Table 3. Questionnaire information

Factors Question N Cronbach’s @
e 1, 2, 3, 4,5 6,7, 8,
Cognitive 9. 10 10
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,
Affective 17, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 14
291 31 .928
. 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23,
Behavioral 30, 32, 33, 34, 35. 36 12
Total 36
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1) AlEsY stelaol Fe
oulololEAlet dulfotiAle] AlEEd HES Awn
7] S JeBARGS AN AT Table 49 2t A
Q ANEEY BeE 58 WHl W 3.10+48H0% ehg
o SelecEE AR, AR ESE B47F 3.58+.50

AoE 7P EoH, JA ALt 3.20+.704, IAHC|:

AT ATt 2.53+.778 <09tk

Table 4. Self-efficacy
Category M SD
Self-confidence 3.20 .70
Self-regulatory efficacy 3.58 .50
Task difficulty preference 2.53 77
Total 3.10 .48

119



AR HA(H31H H235)

2) 20| ME Aigsd &0

AT JEo] mE Alasd Aole ZHEE 7
o AumHgiorn 1 Aike Table 59 Zth AV|asd &
T 940l 3.10+.48%, @0l 3.10+.44% 08 Hk 7t Ao
= HolA| gt

sielacldzes A Aol ¥4 3.27+£754, oA
319170822 UyEpgen, A|zd asd Hee A4
3.58+£.514, B4 3511444, Aol AT Hees o4
2531774, @4 2.53+.73%2=, StjaRloME gEo] mE
A asde Foltt Aot it

Table 5. Self-efficacy according to gender

Category Gender M (SD) 4 p

Male 3.27 (.75)

Self-confidence .663 .508
Female 3.19 (.70)
_ Male 3.51 (44)

Sel'f regulatory -.880 .379
efficacy Female 3.58 (.51)
. Mal 2.53 (73)

Task difficulty ae -032 974
preference Female  2.53 (.77)
Male 3.10 (44

Total -.001 .999
Female 3.10 (.48)

3) st M2 Xp|esg Ro|

AR Sdo] wE o7t SleA] D7) SIeh PHEAREA
(one-way ANOVA)Z AAEH Zik= Table 63 2t} A7|&s4t
e 25Rd Aol 3.15+.467F, 48hd 3.14+.504, 33hd
3.11+.487, 13hd 2.96+.45% o2 15hd Jolx] 7H w2
Ao=Z yeptou, It 7t BAKCE Folst Zjol= Qloirt.

Table 6. Self efficacy according to grade

Grade M (SD) F ye,
3.16 (67)
3.29 (72)
3.14 (.69)
3.19 (75)
3.44 (41)
3.60 (52)
3.61 (52)
3.63 (51)
2.29 (77)
2.58 (.66)
2.59 (72)
2.61 (.99)
2.96 (45)
3.15 (.46)
3.11 (48)
3.14 (.50)

Category

Self-confidence .810 .489

Self-regulatory

efficacy 1.852 138

Task difficulty

preference 2.601 .052

Total 2.251 .082

[N O S R S N e S L S S R e Y S O N S e B o O N R O
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st AE HuBE, A2 281d 3.29+.724, 45}
Y 3.19+.75%, 18hd 3.168+.674, 38hd 3.14+.69%8 &0l
om, 7|24 FsaolMe 489 3.63+.514, 334 3.61+.52
A, 28hd 3.60+.527, 18Md 3.44+ 4174 &2 Yehgth T3k
Ao HAToME 43R 2.61+.999, 3819 2.59+.724, 2
shd 2.58+.66F, 18Hd 2.29+.774 €22 Yelgoy, ZE 3}
AaRloA Hek 7+ A& Aol TAXCRE {otA] &
At

ATFodRte] Aol M2 Aot SleAl &7 A%t EHmE
-AHES AAGE 2= Table 73 2t 2 g0l dge o
Hhol oiehiE el 2441 olslet 254 ol & A
eol  EMeloitt. AlEst Hee 254 o A
3.20+.51%, 244 oJst Aol 3.09+.478 &£0= 254 o A
oA o wokon, A 7 BAFHORE {olgt Aloj= it

otplacd HLE AmEW, AR 25M] o4 3.34+.74
A, 244 olst 3.18+.70%o|glolt BAHCE {3t Aol
ofylet. ARE megolME 254 oA 3.82+.60d, 244
o5t 3.55+.4970& 25M] ol HuolA © A uyehgrh
ol BAMCE RO AolE(pK.05), 2541 ol Hdo] 24
Al olst At A2 E gqto] w2 ZoZ HYrh IA
dole M3L 244 olst 2.54+.764, 254 oA} 2.45+.86%
oz yepgou, Hg 7+ Aoz AsE |olgt ezt ¢l
dct.

4) A0 ME Ap|lgsd A0
=

~

Table 7. Self efficacy according to age

Category Age M (SD) t p
20~24years 3.18 (.70)

Self-confidence -1.061 .289
25years < 3.34 (.74)

Self-regulatory 20~24years 3.55 (.49) 529 o

efficacy 25years < 3.82 (.60)

Task difficulty 20~24years 2.54 (.76) 547 g5

preference 25years < 2.45 (.86)
20~24years 3.09 (.47)

Total -1.112 267
25years < 3.20 (51

"pK.05

b) TS0 E A |2sd A0

ATV gol Wt A|ESHe] Aot e A
H7] o sHEE ~A48S AARE Ede Table 8% Zth
AEsd Hee forsds Hdel 3111474, oAz
AT o] 3.091.48% £0F folusHy ol o &
okout, Hdk 7+ FAXCE {7t Aol §lsith

AlEsde] shleRlER AwEd, A2 doAEAT
3.23+.724, ROlSAF 3.16+.69%0190H, A7|xd &%



S3E 3.02+.50%, AA=HF 3.53+.504, A

AP |@ st REHOHI0 Chot B0l M2ty BA

Table 9. Attitudes toward intellectual disabilities according to

= -
ol 4_;1‘3 SolgSAT  255+814  olojxmamz  self-efficacy
251272802 yeptor, st9aRloA Qdojxs 9 folws Category Self-efficacy M (SD) t §2)
AZo] OE A 85EY ol FosHA Fth High 3.84 (.58)
Cognitive 1.346 179
Low 3.75 (.60)
Table 8. Self-efficacy according to major
. High 3.94 (62) “ R
. Affective 3.445 .001
Category Major M (SD) t §2) Low 370 (61)
SLP 3.23 (.72) )
Self-confidence 926 355 Behavioral High 366 (6D 2.354 019"
ECE  3.16 (69) Low 3.51 (.58)
SLP .53 (.50 High 3.81 (43) .
Self-regulatory 3.53 (:50) 44 150 Total 3.272 001
efficacy ECE 3.62 (50) ’ : Low 3.65 (44)
"p<.05, " pC01
o SLP 2.51 (72)
ECE 2.55 (.81) 3. AP|ES2T XIHEOHQI0| CH3 EjE 7+ Af
ot SLP 3.09 (48) 2 08
t -.269 7 _ _
o ECE 311 (47) A BERAA, A2 G5, ez B A
Note. ECE=early childhood education students; ZAyofolo] djst iz EHZ(AAA, AHolZ, PsA HI)

SLP=speech-language pahology sudents.

2. XW|gsdol TE XIXZoHRU0 gt Bz

9,] uﬂ-‘r[- 24_/’\_(3 10)2’. A}€6 f?_
B2 AHE BaEn w2 *8HL_E Stk A
A 147802 AIESHE W 351434, ST e
175802 7|85 B 2.76+.25%. ©] 1 EHOH EHURE
ARG AN A= Table 99} 2k, A2olele] dit Tl
A Q4 Mo AR *MJE*O] 38 +.43%, AasH
SF o] 3.65+.444 %i Aasd FAReIN B A
Uehgon, ofz FAHOR e & °¥ xPO]M(pwl) 5 A
7lasto] w2 AdIeE AEolelel it oAl =t
A Aoz yehgoh
StelgQIdE  AuwEY,
3.84+.584, A7|EsH
A FolRt Aol A

WA HEe plasd A
A 375460801908, BAH
L A9 HEdiE Alasd A
@ 3.94+.624, A|EsH SFHT 3.70+.6170]9leH, ol=
BAHOR RO AolE dad(lo) #5H dsis
A& -G 3.661.618, A& ST 3.53+.60
HoR eht o] gl Aol imﬂw 05). et ol
%P5 Puold Aplasgel e

ARUSE Aagopel
of ok sk FAA A0 ek

7ol JBBAE AR A= Table 107} 2t

ANEsHE ARl et oA EiE=(=199 &
ot Z AAAE Eion, H: s9edd & FF "=
(=20), BFsH HZ=(@=157F KASAHpC0D). & AVE
Aol EoMdaE AFAoNRl iRt FfH EHE F5H H
TS 2R A vt 3R AR E 4 Qi

A7lasde] steladE AumEw AR "w b o
93 HEG= 15004 FOIt BA dEEAE Eon, H:

a9leel & HoE EE(=207F felF WAE waT
(P01, 3, Aol otdss Aagolel] HR Aol
R L e ERIP CER

Table 10. Correlation between self-efficacy and attitudes toward
intellectual disabilities

SE SC SR TD MA  CA AA BA

SE
sc 77"

SR 597 317

™ 757 337 a7

MA 197 157 247 .05

CA .06 .03 .14 -01 .69°

AA 200 200 a7 07 720 9"

BA 157 .09 220 05 797 367 397

Note. SE=self-efficacy; SC=self-confidence;
SR=self-regulatory  efficacy:  TD=task difficultypreference;
MA=Multidimensional attitudes; CA=cognitive attitudes;
AA=affective attitudes; BA=behavioral attitudes.

"pK.05, "pC01
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A2E T oAEA "HE(=24) 2 sheciel <
AA H=(=14), BAH HE=(=17), B4 H=(=22) =
FoA ROt AA AWBAS EIH0D). & AIRE
FEedol wordas ARl diet AAF, gojH, FEA
H HFE Zokeh oAy Hirl 24ARl dez & & 9
.

TAdole Aoof A2Pgofelel Het B s folet A
YAZE SRR oot

V. Z2 ° =0

£ AohE dEoAEA 9 oulfotuAe] APES
e Yopil ol wWE XFAoRle] oigt Hxe ARG
AmEgitt  oudoligatet  fotwAle]l  AFAofRl]  oigt
ey HEE Yotwy] ffste] AAAoRRlo] oigh ohpdd
HE=d =g ARSI

A7Ae] e =0 oot Pt

A, oot ofulfotAe] A genody
A 54 ol Wi 3.10+.48% 08 Uehdth sielgods
AEY, |2E 85 J4UF 3.58+.5080% 7K w=9ke
o, ARG FE7 3.20+.70%, Aol AE FHeh
2.53+.774 «o|th. ol A|2E e vwd AN A
oz FAdols AsE Yk A & 4 otk dAF oiF
Zpo] durd EAo] wEtAe A E= shd 9 Age] wE z
Zlase] Aole 9= Zow UEpger, 9 glME &
oJusilE QI 254 oM Fdol 3.20+.514, 244 olst
o] 3.09+.4778 «o02 254 o} HdollM © EA YERt

AukA o)

QRN ey RE

, A1EHY olaclE ARHes AmEGS W, A
7123 asgolA 254 oA 3.82+.60%, 244 °lst 3.55+.49
5A] ol Fdold BEAZHCR {5 o BA uE
B2 99 ool W2 93 JdEG A|xE asfol ¥
AoZ UePdth Kang(2015)2] AFoIME A¥e] A7as
|

|

fuke)
o
[N}

IFe F= Aoz HuHlEd, ok AaEsdd Aol
Hee ofdolAl A debdal, Aokeda2 /el
A=A detdtes d723eke Aot UTHCho, 2016).
e & dFold E4Y Bleo] 11.2%=2 92 olfk %

£
rolr

o

9

AR ool " F9e /7 deRT o9 d9dk
o] U A= AAEH, A% Aol Hor AAEHA 2

o

o 487t itk
E3 BAFCRE [ougt Aol oA A|xE Fei
IHAdolE 59 SHfgEoKE ISEYSE A7|astlol
B2 0= ygpton, Aol #2348 AaEsHol =3t
Aol dA5IitHKang, 2015 Kim & Cha, 2003; Lee &
Lee, 2009). olzjgt Ao w2 ZIto] 9l AAXQ A&
Q1A opfet Aol #E A fERIAE @S| ofgth 1
2 FTolA s d AN A3 52 odelA A

goka AYFH UL BES FlES mt @ vEn ¢
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o Hoe AT Aol Aasd Pl =8 £ 4 U
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