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FHH 1 9 FALYY AGe) dFE AL 8JAES AAHoZ ZAE)
-‘Eﬁ] =K %Tg: AFsn Aok zAE FIALE Ao 28199 258w A_ll"}a"]
£ a7 Fosiden #3738 A5 £4E A3y 7€ 5A 243 °9F
HAEANE HEA A7 AFd 5 2F¥E BAEY F¢ w9 "4
sle $AHHeE 8L g FAHLE 2l W qAHE AFAEY 7MEAd
g FEH Bod ojd IS W Aoz B &gzl F4A £ & o
g A FEAEY 8T = AAEY £ M oRle] 4zt gL A=

Aoz gttt a8y g g FALA & £ AN JdAE 9Zd=n)
aA 9ol e ez wddn

7} Zadta 91 e wAlE ¥5EE =

. M2 = TS0 EFE F Ue T BAS UE

o FozM f4se F5S =99 ¥ ol

At Aol @ Eot $8te] 2A 7 48 s T Lubienskio} Bowen(2000)°l] 93 A 80

ol dd AAEY HEg Ade 8 g G °F 2T FRAAEH YL A7 &
A5 Aol F2F w9 tael SHojg 20WAE JiFE mAte Yyo BY Ao,
T ola® B9 FH olfE Fold £ F3I olHF APE FYHEL aAE 2
oli, o{BA stgdlol v =7 WA stz FTAHA Y W(teaching practices)®] 3}
Aok sheAd] st WASol T Azs  RTE A 4del BY ASL FHew
Aol 4E g A FaP A% Atk TASY AEA F9 B BAA o
dohe We f ROk o8 Bof, w2 d¢ ¥ Thompson(1992)9] ATE £ BYA A9
o FO Aol Ay EEHeln e a4 Ao A AT UE AT 979 Way
: g & ANGoRA oo Uy AT BHE
=l

e

=2 g Hde FuiqEe ok ofd A4E2(Pete-
ojr, oje} withE £ thg 733 o]s]  rson, Fennema, Carpenter, & Loef, 1989) TALS
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9 N4D 59 BYo) YA BThn 3@ W
WHel), = o2 AFEL2(eg, Raymond, 1997;
Cooney, 1985) ©]5 & Alold) U@ BES
A A8t gith. Brownd} Borko(1992)¢] o)3}d,
A 4 Bhe) 2L oA s A
29 23, 49 A A 2 ZEs gA
g e Ahad @gel FAIYD TG
o dFES ojEHE dFSE NCTM(000,
193 22 YA AFHoE FI31
A= ¢G5 =2l (learner-centered) ©. 2 0] WALE
o] ¢ wao] Wste WRg wAY AF 9
HgE Zzsa 4.

AQs £4 weo] ¥R AvSL FL
AT A £ 9B 45 Bols
AFAY g & F e 83E J

e A% Be mu dge) B A
o AolA g F4 2§ HALE i’.*}
] 2§99 uAERD "4 Holge

Az #31 Ao 2HY F3%L e
Hoz szgezA JAY=E Hx Az
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g2 F4 289 ZALEC AFA Hrlsta

A7E AY oA @gt

N\ﬂ B Ay

X O
i 2

>

ofd X of
to o

EE % N9 qﬂ’“-‘—]‘*ﬂ"‘ ¢
a3yl usE AsiM e
g} wate] £33 A3 ‘5}*3
DA olsjstn wje=A ] dig Ao
e Mo BEd 2dd a3y AT
A d8 72 aSAAHdAM dustn e g
&2 F4 9 HAd dd uAEY AEY
Aol AFH 2§ vIAFTH 2§9 258
A BALE Atele] oRA ztelrt A H
8 & Zolth. w3 FHEA FAH 4
3 25 wAES HE, £94 Hdel o
g FE9 ¢y, a8 £ AQad Fol

[+

2

e £ AY AR ojgA Zeln g
g 988 0 eAg A%an A28t R
gHo2 =92 ¥ ol
il. OI2F &
L Ads ¢ 89
e vy 2ANA Lol ASE olslat

I, si4sta, 23 Fad A AL 3V
A8 wAFEE a8 41 A= A4 A
49 20 ST e e £

Ade] o] uwj¢ FTgS et
gtk WAL Qg WS ATl

T A ALY el dig 4
%3} Pajares(1992)]] ¢]3}wd

de 7H‘L-°4 F8y Hohst 2L Y
He ¥Fstn lom AgE 2o HAFHY
#elg a78A ¥v 540l g A2 o
M AJQA Aol B2 &R o I
Ak dE g9, 8 15 - gl g wAt
o AL #A A #82 we BF
o} e #F WALZA F3L 72X E 7

gl o3 FFe ek

S8 LaolN Aol NP ATSE £
A 9 £ 25 Gg BE BASY A
do) =2 FF=5o] gth(Raymond, 1997; Bro-
wn & Borko, 1992; Thompson, 1992; Emest,
1989; Cooney, 1985). o|2i3t A7 &S % F
47 Bt @AY A¥ wE e A8
o e 2AFE YA AdS gAY
24¢ 93l %m s8], mAte] AT S
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o "5 AALE FAM & Al B I o
& WEAY AZe AT Yoo, AAT %
SAE ol4e) TAEC AYH oldnchE 1
23 olaiE Az Ao g2 wazdg
(Schmidt, Mcknight, Cogan, Jakwerth, & Houang,
1999). o] HAF2 AF AFAs ALY A
o] 29 Y BYH YA A= A
e FEE T3

A Hig = &
FH iE WA Adn £ BP9 ¥
Aol s & 9th 4 & B, CGI (Cogniti-
vely Guided Instruction)ol] o3 z+ dajd st
go] oA sE2 WEAG] hg TAEY
AMd(Vace & Bright, 1999; Peterson, Fennema,
Carpenter, & Loef, 1989), St &2 43 /M3
o] wtedo] tidt WALE S Ald(Nathan & Koed-
inger, 2000), = AIOF S5 i3 FALES
9] 41'9(Good, Grouws, & Mason, 1990)9)] tf} gt
ATt FE & 4 Uk CGl 9479 Ae 18
9 Sigd 4 e PAH g gy m
Akl Aol 4 e AR ug A3
Ho® qF3tx olfdter Tgo] HoE A
& wolzt web TAY godo] g 3
4 A48 S4So| olFA olajstn WEst
of U@ @A Aol AR @AY £
ZAQ FWoz JdAYOE A& AR
(Fennema et al, 1996; Fennema et al, 1993).

& AGA 7t Al s i3 wA}
€9 Ade vy gz YN oY @
Aol SAEAA F3& t2AAN de F
g9 FZd 9 FAMEHIIT stn v ZA}
2EM AZ2E F33 fdely 1f - g ol
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Carpenter, 1997; Stein & Brown, 1997). $HH,
Abe) Ade s AASE FEL Wolg
o 53] #4 Ael ol2jg Fojaisd A
S H9 mAEe 44 A4E
718}A g th{Raymond, 1997, Thompson, 1992,
1984). & Sol, st¢ Amel RZojget
T HE JASG 2o dAHA Fagld
oA 99 8 245 - ol gy vASH
A AEE AR A TAEZRAT 4A 2
£ A9e TATE Ag o AFEL B
qE. oYy AAEL 71Eq
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Atk 2y oy A 29l
Ag BA4F 499 o= Fx 9
A=A daMe 71& 25
A & = U
R e

Aldo ¥
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Y wsel JPL WAGE AL IA=
Sn o, 44 A BAL BT Y=

52l S £ W Ao g wAke] A
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2. A9t £ B AP A7 md:
TPB 2He] g

B

£ TN mAEY 3 £ AM A7
9 o]&3 =d§ A|F3kx Qe Theory of Pl-
anned Behavior(¢]3dl TPB) R @le A1z ma
ol e A PFF L M o2slr) 9
8] Fishbein} Ajzenol] 2l3) 7idd wj$ HF
H dY%y 2dz gelA UckBecker &
Gibson, 1998; Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980; Fishbein
& Ajzen, 1975). TPB 2 & ‘71&F o2 A7t
oldFeln, oAt Y& As| Aol @4
& F e JHE AAFoz AL E 7}
4L AA=Z FcHAjzen & Fishbein, 1980, p.
5. o] 2l &3 AFE HE £ g
EoFlA FelR7IE 4R FAT JFus
(Crawly & Kobala, 1994; Kobala & Crawley,
1992)7} E4 W& (Kalivodas & Higbee, 1998)%
0E 3E FopdMe P59 o= 2 49,
53 =79 AL, Ad 2 Bz BEy =
2aY9e /i o TPB 24L& ZQA A&
stel gt @2 8% BopelN TPB 2UE A
$3tal ALY FEE ASeln LAY ol
A7 AHEL AT £% wRY 3o ol
b HT e mAN £ B Wl og
A7) Bt AAHoln T2 o] 7bs
Stk Ae gABT

TPB 2d2 oj" Z¥7l 5 3§91 (beh-
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FE viAE HAE AlolY ARBAES T
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53L oE AMEY e 2 Aol Fe=
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2% Y95 ¥ A% YeAEs guse
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BoeH Ao 2 dFdNE BRI HE 3
4% W9 74 £ DY AmsHE
TS sl s Feelan Be@
oH 1997). Wetx 9 A= TALS <)
S FAoze) #9 AY 9AF U
o [2¥ O-109 AAE RAAD ow § A4
9 9 YR i x(atitude), FHA 7
(subjective norm), FA 8 X ZH(perceived beh-
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3 BE
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E F8E 723 v G3EE ¢ AREY
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24 sl dig wAb YUY AdE ov)
3= 39 Ald(behavioral beliefs)? 123} o
FHEE gg ZAd UE IHY e 53 H
B7HeE Jetdle o229 % 7Houtcome eva-
luations)ol] o1&t 424 EHEt F3H
He G54 4 A hE o AA x=E
Aol 2 FE Jehle 184 A9 (normative
beliefs)7t 159 270 @& AIAE v
= A% o A(motivation to comply)ell 23 g4
Z FAZA d9E. opAAZR, A8
AZ+E Fdd =0l HAY Wyt He A
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Iz 24
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T vagigel A A st

WALE S 4 #o] gFa F4HUA ofY
W WA FARIA BEE FEE] A3 2 d
Tl HEg BHe oI 2o A
AANG F 7t £ BRY SH dig zAt
€9 EEE HE7] A3l ol Y @ o
3 g 2AXE Ee S QA 3} g
‘) e g8 FHe= (dE 49, o3 F
A, FBEY A4 T4, ANE B, e #
22X g §74, 281 dYY TG 713
9 AF) FH/E 7122 Aok g (2 ve
WAL FAHoZ (d& Y, 73, 715, 34 ¢
71, SHEAHQ FER dF, AY 54, 29
I g FA) & t2F et 7
o &g3tA sttt 2 gz ()Y &7l
A QE W AREN IAES F JAToE B
Fatdch ook 2 Wi e Be RAEY
Y #gL BERd=d S 493
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3 HEs] HoE dEle Aeld <a¥ 1>&
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A 28As 2871 He P90 A 99
o g FoAE ol It HFFHoz
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Basd eX(attitude), FTHZF T4 (subjective
A8
contro)S #7337 A% EFES XL Y

. BgY o RYE, FES FY F4loz
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A QY. A 4E A AW Je $9
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o 75% WF Wl TPHE RE 2HSL A
F 24 =79 Lol HE8AtHAjzen &
Fishbein, 1980). 1 A3} <X [V-1>9] JJEIG
ANY 82 Q4R Fdoz =3 o
A5E 1679 HEAA FHSL Fohd
ARt dE B9, B2 28T AEL
=2

Age G4 sol

B H o2

&4 Ads
Ug ez 93 QUSE < NV-1>9] 1W &
BoZo. <E N-1>o] Jehd 16749 &
goll A 6, 7, 12, 16He AL 93 do=z
£ otk nbA] WHoz wALEo]
g2 7t2xed 4L F= dEHU FH

= <E V-2>9 AAE RAAE A, P
8 w4, & WAL S PAIL AMEE

A E oElnE Fv AHU)

o o%
flo
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+ 5ol mAES £l T8l HAY
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7 29 Aoz At

A=, ol Ao AHSE WJAESY A3
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B4t 2 A P9 A, A4 Ade B,
THE A 2 dHgA ] 3] #7182,
65 2 812X ol Bl T wAIEY &

< 433 ¥ WFH YA x(internal consis-
tency)& HoAETh 3tAT FALARN FAL
A Rz g dRAFE FH 549 630=
o4 EuFaeE 278 veidled oA
olnlx Be Bog A AT Fit
Fo wixge] uwre} & oiF -SHAE
J2x g Aoz FREY.

A5 BA. B A7 R2E EXE] 93
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Z X8 3 A A (multiple linear regression analy-
sis) S HEEATh 71ed TA 4L P99
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U} FALRA B W FALL A o
g A FA 2§ 2A F4A 2§ AAE
o Z+ 2% g $9 HFG(mean)S ¢
olRI EF t-AFE B3 )& HMIE I
= ag7te) EAF  §9Alsignificant differe-
nce)& ZAEYT OFdIIAEY e
g2 A 4 HAd b3 =7 wAE
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20¢ A3 FAL T F54 BA
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oA AT AAR FegA T4
gol e wAEs FHY wx 233 Yt
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o

2 7123 9 v € 44d
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A dgted, oA o] 1§ WALEC] F

ol W@ YT OIS wole RE WS

[}

Hi

- 273 -



sttt Jristn AS-& ovigch

<E N-1>o] AAE 2 2o 1Y 53
F B g AIES MIETE IE9)
ZHAR = g9 A wEojgte o)
8 Btk o& E9, A A £I ‘Fy
AEd#H dEE o3 & A=E FHES &
e A didtg 5 1§ 25 FHFHLE
Hrrstm Qi wbde] o] Ede) Wiy F 1
F AEY #9 Ad ¥4 d¥de F 1F
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AL 1F 19 TAIEC] 1§ 29 RALE
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2 72 Aol steAE

AAQse F83 8<lo] Ha i
<E N-1>elM R HAZ FEL Re g%
4 F4e2 £3g 7t2d W YelvA 2 o
dEe AFA 7 Ege i Hrtel UM
5 2F b FAHcz AY Aojst gidke
Helth. &, F8o gt S F9 F7L
&89 A%, ggd EFE F e T}
7 At e} wrd, grEe] s,
FYdl HAFAHY Fo, e HT{H Ay
S ZelFe Ad da & 2§ EF ¢ 3
Hog Hristn ok W] g A5E
vlated B2 Al7te]l 23 E= A dEiA
A Hrt 234 oldd ¥4 e

A,

i e o

4

g9 2 A4 ae] st

a4 2% @E D (282 @ED 3F2

g Hw Bya4 o HF
1. S 484 Ady dE =R 5= 1.89* 1.34 2.50 2.39
2. & U3t Y59 FrE =AY 2.01* 1.69 2.58 2.48
3. S =2 (2 o=} 0.80* 0.11 1.90 1.89
4. $€8& =AY 0.29* -0.25 245 2.33
5. 2AA8E ARG 1.64* 113 244 241
6. gﬁs—% FA7 dg9 Yoz g A o012 0.50 0.88 1.28%
7. Q0] gy BRE WMEA GANEE & 0.68* -0.08 1.02 1.08
S'E;,‘c“ g} el &5 £ A= e AL 1.04* 044 239 233

# A E o

9. A} & wgA itk 1.89 1.77 2.66 2.55
10. 73L& $2A I 1.85% 1.56 2.62 2.52
1. ;‘_}ggz}] FHA A=A FAT 5 A=H 027 002 27 255
12. RSN A 718AY A7 S 72 -0.84* -1.52 1.84 1.81
13. &ARE FHEH7] $13 AlTke] Bo] a3 ET 1.83 1.84  001* -0.41
14 ¥188 Alaye FoF 2.04* 1.72 2.61% 2.36
15. 94 284S 2% 71227 g0 -0.50* -1.23 031 0.19
16. & WAL-SHAY v-&9 gge A&Folg -0.86* -1.37 0.65 0.17

F9. *Fulg Zo|(p<.05); AAHL Al 1% L7 (overall type I error) a=56.
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Foll tigk F 1§ TAIEY ¥A3F AHA
o) 24 Ade R, i ay, du P3
7} 2 ALY gre 878 ol wtdE oA
7t A8 1&g HoFEd 53], AHdEgde o
& WALEY] W EAAHA HIHAE L, -144;
3§ 2, -163)E A e e 99 FAasd
o2 ZFEi e dAEd. wHe aF
29] 9 Ade] A 4 AHAE ¥ o
g w1538 A diREe Hag
)& gAYl o] ZAde dRie
JQEZREH 2§ 29 aAEL 51
F8 o} i 43S FA A F
Z A4dEd Fr2¢ AL fd AAE F9
A5 £ Al g aFE FALES] F
FHoE =7t drizte AMoAd g
Y AgA & ¢ ARl 13 FHUIE
o] 27E diiEe IAEL £F88 AU 9l
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Woomx SN
lo o & ro

ol

Fua A SREE
FHd Y EE) ) % 2
3 # 3 & 3 @ B @
1. gAY 1.07* 0.55 0.30 -0.02
2. Ry 0.93* 0.31 -0.02 -0.02
3. istug 1.70 1.53 -0.11 -0.20
4. TEWA} 1.13* 0.47 0.08 -0.06
5. &n WA} 0.16 0.20 -0.62 -0.81
6. AFA Y -0.34 -0.73 -1.44 -1.63

Fo. *Frofulg@ xol(p<.05); AAHA A 1F 2/ a=26.
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behavioral control)& oA AF 3 Bl F
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=289 A vlx(frequency of occ- urrence of
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AT E Yl
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2y g 2F W Fo] Adde}l F3g st
A Aoz slaxed dvhd WEizt E A
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29 oF  #  Id%  E¥
: a8 A

4 m  opF  2AYY

<E V-3>& mAFEo] 8% gzt F4Ho
2 7tzxey X ANE OH A FAL
Qo] ol Hx o] HAY Wiyt Hu U
ou, £§ o] FAL Fo| dvht AF
su oA FAstn eEA AP F 2
F IAEY F8F HItE 47 Jehd Aol

3489 EFAH89 24 s
Fx1 ad @g (2§ 2 @g D (2% 2
¥ 3y 7 ¥ # ¥ &

1. AT & %Y 0.63 0.50 1.36 145

2. & Az BE 1.57 1.25 1.76 1.52

3. @A mg Ty 0.17 0.11 0.84* -1.42

4. DA Hl G 1.85 1.88 195 172

5. FEaAtee) FE A nHATEY 1.46* 113 -1.51* -1.89

Zo). *5 0@ Aol(p<0s); BAHY A 1F &F =23,
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£ 2 NS 54 AY XS 47 923
7] 98t 5 ¥ 3] A& 4 (multiple linear reg-
ression) & A3 AT Al Bahd, WASS
HE, 24 79, 3429 Az aAEY
FY4 M AdAE Jede 39 A9 9F
ol 247 o= AE A% AAEAE A2
2, &9 oE A Y WAL olgsd mA
9 4 M 9AE AZHE 2do] AU
2287 A%k Aol ANY 2 g
SEUYHALAE XA,
N4>l ANE AA ZASA Y
IA%4 dBE ud 99 9y
2 9% 2AY HES 7Y F99
AASF F2 Z(significant )= 9] 5F (signific-
cance level) 0.019] A #2ujgl RAow s
Rt Wk wAte] FA LR A g F
A& FFE 00594 Foug oz
ettt =3 9 oA dF 4 E ¥y
9 Aud 4¥%d<s vdehde £F3 3IAA
4+(B: sta- ndardized regression coefficient)2] 23}
E HY gz 053, 83 7 0.14, 5429
Azt 01002 wWALES Age]l 7p3 A
43t glern FA8AY F¥HL mng A

<E N4> 99 970l g A3 GFHY ALY

AF olE A
Welel WASY §9 oA
of dg WEFE AWdte AAAS( R
coefficient of determination)®] zto] 03524 &
J4F 0014 Fovg Aoz ekttt o
ARAG] e M SgHde] wAlY 4
AR Ao chal <k 35%9] HdEHL A
ge ouiwch WA ¥ ATAN A
A B wadl 98 TARY 59 AA Ao
He d3 2de A{E Ao Addd. A
A @Al e BFALAALA ARG AN
@ <® N-4>ol e 449 7 wad g
HAAASE ol 42T TAEY 3 7
dojAol ud FAALRAL oA 4 OB
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P9 2]x] = 165 + 29(AB) +
.17(SN) + .10(PBC) (0))]

JAP4 e AA ZAEY A9 4R
g 2357 A% Agsaen, of AP

FAxE FYFE 001004 v fojn)

LA
A

AA (N = 281)

aF 1 (=177

3% 2 (n =64

b B R b B R b B R
i .165 2.64 -1.77
AB .29 53xx .16 A4xx A7 4 8xx
SN 17 14 .14 .20%x* 11 .12
PBC .10 .10+ 592+ .06 .10 .544x= .08 .01 498xx*
F9. 1. #9 & **p<0l, * p<.05.

1
2. AB = B, SN = @3 4, PBC = §ALY A%

- 280 -



g Aoz Jehgth A wAbe i B
A (oA ol mALS] 9 A
22 7H(estimated value)®} &7 Zr(measured val-
ue)?] HFAB/AE =522ZH H2 FF 0019
A e foud Aoz el A wAl
of Wi FAA vpHRstAE, e T4
IEEE DA W gL AES dids
BY wAEY HE, 33 74, FA89A
79 $ME o 18 mAEY AR 2
A gL vz Aeg YEND &, <% 4>
o Uehd 1% 19 U@ dEAIARY 2
Bg wY 249 dE FuH FEe 97
A% FYEE #I5E 00104 Folog
o2 Jveyt o] Afe 2§ 19 &3te
AES 59 AN GAE Bea 34 4% %

Hol g olE WALES] xSt A V&

3]

=z
=
A~
B

IS

£A EAA Q¢ G4 EE $E A 5
3 ge FUAS £4 AH Gl o3 2
A 9Re wede A Juat AAT §
& A2 ¥3 EE GAF $37 2L 99
et 83 e G454 $4 18 BAE
4 A4 A6l A GBS nAA Bae
Aoz WWL wEdl <E 4o YEY @

A F4 28CF 29 BA
YHARY 2BE nd 07 HeR 54
S 9@ 259 FHY B $AY Y=
wol o] 2§ WAEY £ A gAY F2
A Age Sm doke e BeFc
7Z agol U@ GEHYAALY AAE 3
gl 2 oW, mAES £9 A4 94AF o
sed B4 34 4% 9 U@ x
o BE} M FaE 9% BAE A
deon tgoz Fu AREZEH
gol BE £9 AW ¢AE Fa
#odch axg, uE ge
A WeT e FALY

o

Arg ol

o]

=
G

BAHoz A& oz U431 Ue
g, olg FRH £€ #HFH FA8
A 9 AHE gAde A IFE
Ao g oA de.

AN A7 AAE WA B, F
AL A A wAre] £
35%E TAHLE 438 +
ol dF ALY 2d9 3

Al

offt

%, 2373 79, 281 5489 94e
o2 Mdysln oF3ted 1 EFo] Q. &
& st&At 74 44 A3 AEH 2§
7 vATH IF nAFEY AEY Aolg 7
B3 Bed =99 24& FUAL

A7 ZAde 93pd 2F%n wAHEY
Su7 FHozd 4% £ AAYAE <
4>0] AAIE 32 2] = (behavioral intention)ol] o
& OFAFIARY AFdqA B 5 R0
St&2t T4 8 FHd g aAEY I
FH e £3H H7E Jehle ] S(attitudes)
| ojsf 7t 3A 4TFE o= Aoz pod
o E=3 FgA FAH 5% £Y9d g =
o <¥g duiste wAEY FBFY AW
(subjective norms)® WAMES £ MA XA
o 43d S uXe A 2o 1Y Y
£ o AFA AT FHA dE Aol
82% oudte= FA LA A Z(perceived con-
trol factors)2 2 A9 o533 A Z 3}
o3t A2 fivtete] nALES] 49 HA

A& dEsted FAE 20 HA R3le

4

O

=

2

A=}
¥4

- 281 -



Aog AR
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F8 £ i WAIEY HEE HY <X
1>o] AAlH dArAe] I} (outcome evalua-
tions)o| Al & F YRo], YNHLE WALELR
TS BFa F402 J12d 0 qaFe

st AR5 tel Mg FHHe BHED

AEE ¢ 7 A A& E9, #3 g g
AES Fvg wA4FY, Aundzn grds
FAANAFT, A AEE ARANA & F
Ae £ WA dF g F4A 2A 2F
7 WAL FA 2F EF WS A HotE
3tz ok 2y <E NV-1>9 39 g

(behavioral beliefs)o] 3l A4 Axe &R
FA 7% 4 Wo]l 4AE #d AAEH A
7 2e FNEY g AAESE AL RY
Ao g &R FH 2F ZAEY 7IHA
b 2Ab F4 2§ »AEY ZIAEG 84
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o Qe FHEFH T wAEY A
Hol7k 44 BAe WzEs BA) 9
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Raymond,

b okow

2 d7edA #9499 Fhedew e g
HE Bt v A, g A5 FE2 E %
& WAL Y v g §& 59 25 wAPL
ML) 8t £ Fejacle] g
TIMSS®] ME& Aoz dsh@ATF 4,
1996). £ A9 Az AA FHAA wALE
o] ¥ FTALAS AF BT U
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BA BE Z2aYS FE @AY 4F 2
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A& 71X o] gk wAFE S FA AU A9
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doh} 9FE PAeAE 43 B & e

Aoltt.

ES

1 9l (predictor variables)
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Understanding and predicting elementary teachers’
intention to change in mathematics instruction

Oh, Young Youl (Gwangju National University of Education)

The purpose of this study was to
understand the structures underlying Korean
elementary teachers’ attitudinal beliefs tow-
ard reform-oriented mathematics instruction
and predict their intentions to change
traditionally~oriented teaching practice. The
theory of planned behavior (TPB) developed
by Fishbein and Ajzen provided a conceptual
framework for the examination of factors
that influence Korean teachers’ beliefs, atti-
tudes, subjective norms and perceptions of
control factors. Data were gathered through
a survey instrument from 281 teachers who
teach mathematics in a metropolitan city of
statistics and multiple

Korea. Descriptive

regression  analyses were conducted to

analyze the data.

Findings indicate that Korean elementary
teachers’change in instructional practice is
based primarily on their judgements regar-
ding the likelihood of occurrences of certain
consequences if they engage in teaching
mathematics in a reform-oriented way. Tea-
chers’ perceptions of important others regar-
ding the reform-oriented mathematics instr—
uction seem to play a minor role in teachers’
instructional change. Teachers’ perceptions
about control factors that prohibit or help
teach mathematics in a reform-oriented way
do not seem to make significant improve-
oment in predicting their intentions to change

traditionally-oriented teaching practice.

&l AJo]: intentions toward instructional change(5=Q7/HA 9A]), teacher change(&A} ®3}),

beliefs(A1'd), teaching practice(+% #3)), attitudes(8lE), subjective norms(F %7

Jt¥), control factors(E A 291)
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