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Conger® Kanungo(1988)&= AYHEZS A4 %2 =dy F7] HoF
SHoZ Ao s¢led #A 724 YHAHES 5T E5S & 24 A
AdEolA Asts EulstAY E9ste B89 Jideld, 57 Fol7 duuE
v 2AFALEANA & 5 e "deoly, A &5 (self—efficacy), ov]7,
AE 7, F71F9 5 AEd Sde 23S 9w Flojth F7] Fo7d ASHEES
Alg] A ol a 9l E (Psychological Empowerment) 211 % 3o},

AEA A HE Folo] tfxAel 82} Spreitzer (1995) = Thomas & Velthouse

(1990) ] |75 vtgoz A4 dAUE SHETE /MdstdA el dae
HES] Q918 2u|A] (meaning), 9% (competence), A7 ZAA A (self—determination),
d &9 (impact) & Ul @910z FReT)

Spreitzer (1995) 2] BFE& F ¢ A8 Ay R A v (meaning) o] &
A FHAojuy Hitel thgk ZHx = Ji1e] ooyt YEd #EE JideltH(Thomas
& Velthouse, 1990). & WA} ApAlo] @2 §fu} ghw A6 Fofgt 7| Hg
BEAAS ERATH (7 23, 2006) A, o2 (competence) & WAZ OJF Z=3)
Al A4S sEe diE Was rdt. S A feihe 1A skE AoE WAL
Zkxle] el gy-E & @ F duAY Feigs & vtEE ¢ e sYoly
A Aol Qvkar AZbeh= A7) AaRe] digk gloln AlA, 271 A A (self—
determination) > SHAl AW ko] ¥ Ausy, e Jidoletd
o] MAL AFFHAAEY AU QIS Ay 2 AYPyF 47‘401]7\1 2t
Aol A stell Arty B2 FAES 7HA AL kel dig o
o] F5 FAF o] A AR ALRE =4 ol AYPNSRLEE F
ZEAIZ1aL Foll g o] Al Al Hol HAalHolm o)Al S ZHA stth(eF

, 2002). YA, 9&= (impact) & AFE T oA A=k4, A0z 1
?jTJ Aege] dvtt &= wA =7kl dig 7idoltt (Ashforth, 1989). 434
o

&5 ¥ 7% (learned helplessness) #+= AWbd Jig ol wARF 2418 9
5ol stu AA 9 AlARe] dFS vH F ks Adolth & dued wAE
= Sta oA Ao thek Foie) st 7]11\1 = S1%F EEo] ghsixin. Aeld duke
HES Tde FELER djw ARSI o7 yehue, o] digh 3.9
2, dAF SXTHE BREE 74°E A5 o] It (Spreitzer, 1995; Spreitzer

& Kizilos, 1997). AL At HE] tfsh o]de AF =2 o9 vl 714 714
o7 QoFst 4= 9t} AA, Al AFYHELE WA HAEAS A Al7)=d 7+
aiAoltt. 4, A JIAHEE stwxA wHolekE HAO T o] 9l
ok AA, QI WA Staell A w g5e] Aol Az wf dgel A4
oA 7HE & FFYS Zerh A, wA A ETZE anFoled Aol Ha
3tk (Bogler & Somech, 2004) =, wAF YukgHE: kw314 (school effectiveness)
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A= 2011 119 1493 12€ 10974 A&, A7), A4,
Fehe 5FuAt 21088 gz AAetqlth. 2717194 AR
Al om 8 4E A A BAASA S HEAE ALs 180
AR E AR ek 2 AT AF A4S 9§ SPSS WIN 12.0 & H17W
, A ERA, FRE, g,
e AFS 93 399 FAEA I )

= “
A (Sobel—test) = AA| 33T}

FPE
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Baron & Kenny(1986)7} #|¢t3t u
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wvtel EAA feHe AZeA19

g 1> AFEd

AT EEAW st wAe] ATEA 8 Aw 54y 5} ek,

27 509 (27.4%), AAA7F 1309 (72.6%) 2 YEFoH A5 20-29
A7} 65 (36.3%), 30—39A417F 649 (35.8%), 40—49A417F 379 (20.1%), 504
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o]/do] 147 (7.8%) 0.2 YERTE AE 5+ v|Zo] 894 (49.7%), 71<°] 9119
(50.3%), WEFYEE AEYE0] 17H(0.6%), o] 1258 (69.4%), thshgd=o]
54 (30%) & YEbgth AFS @A 128 (71.1%), F A wA7d 247 (13.3%),
AlokAo] 28 (15.6%) 2 YWEsTE 7 das 2d w|vko] 457 (25%), 2—4d 1]
Tro] 267 (14.4%), 4—6 w|gko] 289 (15.6%), 6-8d wwto] 129 (6.7%),
8—104d mRko] 219 (10.6%), 10 ©]*Fo] 487 (27.7%) O & e}

<CE 1> AT CiMe &Y
FHE HlE H| & (%) A
& o0 274 180(100.0)
g of 130 72.6 '
20~ 29 65 36.3
. 30~ 394 64 35.8 L50000.0)
40~ 494 37 20.1
504 o] 14 7.8
. k3 89 49.7
4% f¥ e o0 0 180(100.0)
A= 1 0.6
g g = 125 69.4 180(100.0)
st= 54 30
b 128 71.1
A BgIA 24 13.3 180(100.0)
7ok 28 15.6
2d ulul 45 25
3~44 26 14.4
a8 g 5~64 28 156 180(100.0)
7~8d 12 6.7
9~10d 21 10.6
11d o4 48 277
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2 ATess B SAETY AFE A5S S A d9ds 24 F
< %)= Cronbach’s Alphagts& °l&stior SH= e B Hdos s 24
A e/l s AAskith

Aed lubeRES] §AA 9wy AR A5l Ay <& 2> dth
= ArelMs And, A71ARE, Al 3 aclem yeiwiy SAd 9 1Rt
= B 1.0 ofder yehgton v AW EE 61.061%% YERRth KMO
;e 8l90F QoBAS 98t W4 AAo] wWlS A= AL o 5 vt
Bartlett®] 774 oAl #9] & 0.0000.% A4 QQliAo] Agst Zoz et

ok sk A4 dFHES AEE HS Ay Cronbach’s alpha gtel 747}
723, 718, 8342 XE Cronbach’s alphagte] 0.70 o] oz AFE7 U= A
S 2 e

<E 2> HE|H QAUHES RQlzEAM I NI E HSAM
Qe | HER | eddAR | waat | Baawe | rapagme | Oomhs
alpha
1 853
(2911) 2 838
oJul Z o 2.217 | 18477 22.863 723
12 422
7 860
©912) 8 .694
P 5 o 2.367 | 19.721 42.584 718
10 596
11 848
(2213) 4 826
oy - P 2.744 | 22.863 65.447 834
6 683
KMO$} Bartlett] #7 KMO=.819 Chi=744.664 (d.f=66, p=.000)
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Aol AREH wAAA Hee =F 3] (2004) 7F f-uet Aol sHA A

X
= =

o wAPAAES Agaeth nAB4 JEE ¥ 15%Fow 579 Hxol,
FARNE] SR QelBAs AT A% ARE <® 3>9 2T QA

35 (11, 13)AASIE o /7 2% 1.0 o]Ao® e

A 0.4 o]kl F

wom abdiee 49.112%% YERStE KMO #9042 QR84S 918k wige]
Aol AA sith= e & 4 St Bartlett®] HA A £9 €& 0.0000= &4
2 aRliAlo] Aghs Aow eyttt Esh wd A4l A5 AP Cronbach’s alpha
7S 9072 Cronbach’s alphazte] 0.70 o]Ato g Al el Q= Ao Z vebyto)

AL Cronbach’ s
Al alpha
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795
775
773
762
761 6.385 49.112 49.112 .907
713
704
9 632
14 .523
12 .500
15 435
KMOS$} Bartlett®] 774 KMO=.904 Chi=1349.385 (d.f=78, p=.000)
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97) EFolm 57 Aotk B ATolN MAE wARSA HE BAH eQR
H3l AEE AF9 A <E 43 2ok 2ARAZ] 0.4 olFel & FFL A
Ao (M) LRFHS BE 1.0 o] FOE Eom BANTE L 40.356% %

UEbETE KMO gk 7822 Q1EAS 918 Wso dgo] wi¢ st e
& 7 Atk Bartlette] 74 Al #29 2E 0.00022 ©@AH glEMo] At

Aoz Yelyth w3t wAtga sl dist AE% A5 A3} Cronbach’s alpha @t
& 767% Cronbach’'s alphagte] 0.70 o]0 & AT 9= Ao 7 eRyTh

E & TAESZO HMA 2024 U NIE A5AN
o olm AT = Cronbach’s
29 | ZHEY | LAAA | nhd | BEwy | ey
alpha
7 776
8 707
5 .663
1 .642
AR T F 3.229 40.356 40.356 767
6 .605
2 .585
3 .582
9 .480
KMO¢$} Bartlett®] 77 KMO=.782 Chi=299.024 (d.f =28, p=.000)
. 952 2t
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3. ME|A AUnIHEI} wAlEsZ0l O|X|= P2

B oo A FA 19 E5u wAb 4% Az duHET} AR
el v A= S s ddE s AR S AAe A <& 7> 19
Aol Axtel 2ok Aed dugdES wAlETHe AR Ay A9y
HES AWy 259%% YEgon F=18.018, p=0.0002.% =Wz A3
A ES] wAtg st dist A FAHCE Foldt Aoz ettt
A 19 AT A9E md AEd AU ES] SeANEl ondn ool
WALE S 7] MR geFEe ik Axk= £=0.397, £=4.826, p=0.000/ £=0.239,
t=2.779, p=0.0062Z F(+)2] F23t JTF& v oz ettt 271474
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236 S4mS K 0|23 MM(H13H 23)

<E 7 AT =AH 452 flst 3HEME L
: H x2S A | 2T AF :
2y TEHT SHHs (—value B2E ok
B S.E. Beta
(5 1.177 | .359 3.275™
oJu)Ad 401 | 083 | 379 | 4826™ | R’=274
1A | 2AtES7H Adj—R*=.259
27147474 .004 .068 .005 .062 F=18.018"
o2 229 | .083 239 2.779"
(5 908 | .298 3.046”
olu)g 418 | 071 | 386 | 5924 | R'=417
g | nAPNE Adj—R*=.406
27147474 .085 0.56 .104 1.510 F=40.263"
ol 302 | .070 311 4.288™
(44) 544 | 318 1.710
2_
o) 313 | o077 | 206 | 40767 | R=480
Adj—R%=.465
A | mAEAE | A1EgA | 133 | 059 159 2.262° | F=32.294""
2
=630
.
= 239 | 073 247 3.289 F=7 969
aAkEs7 | o230 | 071 231 3.222"
6. ME|™ AULIYHER} MEAIFHAIZZIO| A0 UQOM mAIESZ
o 70 & 2t
B S5 Aed dasnest nA@aE e Boe] QelA @A EE
o] iAEHE HZS3H Y8 Baron & Kenny (1986) 7} A|otst wjzfeddr %5 W
7} Sobel HEE A&t Baron & Kenny(1986) Oﬂ oty wiMay AT
ASAE Tk e Aol FHHoI} ALk A, SR WU o
st Y m Aok stk =4, SYH¥TE TSRl J?SP Qs v AHokstth Al
B N I S

S oW e fo% 9T
o}

(Baron & Kenny, 1986).



ool oA B 49 AEF 9 HE NEO] BA] oM w
Atase] wiNadHEse AAS dyE Aued QHMM TAHANE] FA o
QoA wALE S-S 194 S 94 ulAd) 7} w7 P:Ez%ﬂ)oﬂ n X g

Oﬂf‘%}a Xfﬂﬁ(ﬁ 0.231,
™ (0.296<0.386) wi7H
FS m A P2 (3=0.296,
t=4.076, p=o.000) i oM Edrt Qe Blew UrEP%D}. 2714778 % wA#
AEoke] AN wALE TS 1A ) 7F w7 H S (AR
WMol Froldt S wAA Forw uifadtdFTe iﬁ—% THoHA geth o
% YW () 7 AR
779, p=0.006) 294 5
ol&t (£=0.311, ¢r=4.288,

Jfr
o
(E
4 o
)
i
o_>.i

(0.231<o.311) uH7H #7} Exﬂﬁ ALEL°ﬂ %L 7t F5
X 22 (8=0.247, t=3.289, p=0.000) & w7 &z}r
Eot wislaETe] SAA FAdS ASer9lE Sobel Hee A <}

=2.690, p=0.003, Z7=2.100, p=0.017% EAA oz Fo3 Ao LIe}yit},

_,d
?2
> rlr
pay
|o
U

<E 8 Sobel A& Z1t
FEM S SHAT z—value p—value o 7%
ou) A 2.690 0.003 S|
WA F A= ZV] 7 & & KX
WAHA & AHA 0.058 0.476 Wl s
[e2e]
o 2.100 0.017 Sl 7|
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AT BHLS Mg, A7), A, AE Ao EFuAF 1808 S tdo=E
EFuale A4 A9 ET nAAMNE X TS wAETAY AR
g FHOE dotry] gt Aolqlth. w4 AvE AT A FHOE =9 std
th5 3 2t

AR, SFarte] A4 A HEE STkl wAta sl A4 9
S vA = Zo® vetgth 53] mAe] oig owuda o kito] wAtaE skl o
FE T Aoz Yeuth o] A AAlE Alde] urdE AAste T2 .
?lo]w (Bandura, 1977), 5% Ad2 ws A8y AH3 #A7F il wAlE S
ol s Foh(F2<1, 2007; A3, w23, 2009) & oA ATl We
ojgttt &, SFotes VtEA = dell dist By AFEae oist Al A
W 71e} HEo], SFobss VtEAE wAMEA S sEolu s¥E AEU S5
ALRA O] mAtE S 9 Tl T 5 Stk QuA T dFFo] T AARE S
WA digt By} ou|E g g Aste dued wAte] e wAasst
2 EFUALEA S 85 AEFH R sty stz FgAA gy} HEE
FAF o w wHo A Y gE uFo A4 s dFE Foa T F
Utk 2 A9 ol A EFuAbEe] wAtE e s Folv A Adow
A WA I EE WEEA] agEojol o QRIS el & Aojrt.

A4, S5FuAke] Aed dRHESE 55 uAbe] wAEe A A e
HAE Ao® Yetgth SFuAbEe] Zolobss 7HEXAE ded BEs =AY
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Influence of Special Education Teacher s Empowerment
on Teacher Commitment

: Focusing on the Mediate Effect Of Teacher Efficacy

Shim, Woo Jung
Pyeongtak University

<Abstract>

The purpose of this study was to examine the influence of the special
education teacher’ empowerment on teacher commitment. In this study,
teacher efficacy was set up as mediate variable. Data was collected from
Seoul, Keongki, Keongnam, and Jeonbuk province. A total of 180 special
education teachers participated in this study. Finfing of the study are as
follows: Firstly, special education teacher’s empowerment have influence on
teacher’ s commitment. Especially, meaning and competence factor has powerful
effect on special education teacher’s commitment. Secondly, special education
teacher’ empowerment has influence on teacher efficacy. This fact explain
that special education teacher’s empowerment is powerful resource of teacher
efficacy. Thirdly, special education teacher’ s efficacy mediate the relationship
between special education teacher’s empowerment and teacher commitment.
Teacher efficacy has synersy effect on special education teacher’ commitment.
So I propose that school leader enable special education teacher to reinforce

special education teacher’ empowerment and their teacher efficacy.

Key Words : special education teacher empowerment, teacher commitment,
teacher efficacy
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