2005 4 [E54%E (Journal of International Education)]
(LB KRR % —, Intemational Student Center, Hiroshima University), 9, 65-78.

B #AZEAR Can-do Scale i &N < HWIEREZ BAFERENZREL 5 52
How accurately does a Japanese version of a Can-do Scale

measure Japanese language ability?

EME R (TAMAOKA, Katsuo)
¥ATiEZ (MATSUSHITA, Tatsuhiko)
StH # (MOTODA, Shizuka)

AAZEOES: AAZEI Can-do Scale 73, YN bWIEMIZAEANRAREBFEEOH K
EBRENEZRAELY A0ERit Lz, TOME, MH<) TFET) MFEt) [E<) 044
NS5 20 HEOHEMTRTIISWT, HEMICERERMEELIGEONT-, £z, 71
PR IDTNT 7RELEBOD TEWEE ThH 7. LL, RFomoR, [H<)
(354 &L DL TFie) OBEO200RFIILIST oWV ERbhrotz,
¥7-. BAERAT A FDEA L BARERR Can-do Scale THIE L7z 4HEEORIZIT. &
BERAEBRAON R, 6T, 4AEENL BABREA Y TRIT 2ERBSTEIT-
=, FOBREL BRBRENE TRTIEERER TII RN o7, 2F 0, BCFHERED
BERIMKE, BABORNETFRITERNEVWIFER TH-7-, ZTHIBEADHSE - TR
SEARCHEER 2D, BCOSERERAZEBRD 5 WILE/NMNIB ML T
HThHoHEEZDNK D,

R
LE

I

2

AATBEBOXF—TU— F: AAZER Can-do Scale, BAFBREHDORIE, B, ERHKE,
[EEME & Rt

HFHEODER: The present study examined how accurately a Japanese version of a Can-do Scale
measures actual Japanese language ability of international students. Twenty questions related to the
four categories of ‘listening’, ‘speaking’, ‘reading’ and ‘writing’ had significantly high correlations
in every possible combination. A Cronback’s alpha coefficient indicated a very high consistency of
20 items. However, the factor analysis identified only two factors: a group of 15 questions
regarding ‘listening’, ‘speaking’ and ‘writing’, and a group of 5 questions regarding ‘reading’.
Correlations between the four categories measured by the Japanese version of the Can-do Scale and

a total score of a Japanese language ability test were not significant. In addition, multiple regression



analysis predicting the Japanese language ability by the four categories did not reveal any
significant predictor. Thus, it is concluded that the Japanese version of the Can-do Scale cannot
properly measure actual Japanese ability. International students learning Japanese are likely to
overestimate or underestimate their Japanese ability depending on their cultural/social backgrounds,

language anxiety and personality factors.

YEFED ¥ — U — K: Japanese version of Can-do Scale, measuring Japanese language ability, self-

assessment, questionnaire methods, reliability and validity

1. BFREOE/B

(HEAEO T VAD=a—APRbnY £, | OXIH7 Can-do HROERIZL T
AAEREAZAELL D £ THDD Can—do Scale THD, ZOEOERMMKIZIZ., ZHD
H#)23% % (Leblanc & Painchaud, 1985), £ bk, SERENRBRELIT O BAOHIB &
RO EMETH D, I, FEENERICEEENZ BB T 20 ThHNIIE, Can-
do Scale &, RENBIZ 7 ARBRERBEERLEIZHLERILOTHA D, BABHABTFS
(1999) ix, HAFEIR®D Can-do Scale ZBR L TZ7, LirL, MEFICL DL BAREED
& Can-do B DEMDEIZE &L OMHBEIILT LHELS R2WVE D TH 5,

AAFER Can-do Scale WX 5 BEFHEROEMBORBR S 2 REI Y 511X, BEIEE
% 5405 10 HLURICE &R Tk by, —O>OEMIZH LT 30 WEETH L
FAUE, 20 TL03 &R D, DFEY, £ &H 20 K DV OEMETRIED BHIHEE
BB L) RERREER L TERLRVDOTHS, ThEBxT 10 5L EORR
EETHIOITHNE, L LAHBARBRENT A MNEERTLIANPREANTHA D, £Z T,
AR TIE. AAFER Can—do Scale DEMI¥ % 20 RIZRE L, £DLT, ZDXDH%
RO L OVERES, PO bVWERIAEABREFZEOARBEANEZRELD
B, OF Y, HAZEIR Can-do Scale D{E#EM: (reliability) & 2% (validity) 25t
L7,

|

p=ll

2. |E1

EEMEL T, EREENS—BLTEY, FXELTRILISICRAIEL TS Z L0
EEZRLTWA(ITUr, 1999; HARBHEYSR, 1991). HAFEAR Can-do Scale (I
Wi, EEEAN—EBLTRICIIICHIELTWA Z L 2REFT 272012, EWERES



KIzOWT., ET7 YOG, 7oy 70707 pREEBRH L, £, Th
IIUHICBT A O TH DA, 20 DERIERORFiEEERF AT TR LI, E61Z,
TR | 284 (35de) (#EL ] ICEELESEREICOWVWT, Z0HSEL DB
THRE LT,

2.1 BREHE

BARDKE « RERTEA TS 193 HAOEFA CEHFEMM 29 L 2 VA, RERE
M6 HH; ik 96 4, B 97 4)IZ BAZERR Can—do Scale(EFEDHREME L) & E
L7, ZNODEFADRAAEENT, IRLANOEBERLLVETT, EMSEH
FEIEICbmoTWA, HEERE, FEMN 24, HEMN 264, A KXY TR94, &
BNR8L, LAY TNA%L, TOME4LTHD, £, FBIL, FHEN 124, KF
BRAEM 110 4, HFFEAN 514, FOMA 204 THo7,

2.2 HAZERR Can—do Scale N'ERITEE

EREE O®IRIZIE, £9 MacIntyre, Noels & Clément (1997) DETARD'ERITEE % ¥
RLE, UL, T FOUEHIRETEONTZEMTH S0, BARDOKRRICY TITE
LIRWEBRHR Y OESH D Z ERnhrolc, £ T, BMAFRTIIEZ 2V EHE L
T, . (2000) B3V Can—do Scale ZM L7z, I HIZ, AABHEFS (1999 0E
FIEB#2B U7, AAFEERIRR L OMENEV D, BRITHWTWS BAREREN
ORBNREETEC, RHABESEHTLE SO TEHRVNEBbn, £2 T, EHE
DEVIE S LWIE) 2, 50 I HELU EOEMMNL, BARDOKY - KER TEREOEES
ZERLTVWOIFAEZBELT, HIBREHFENES, AATOEABRESCKETOEE
BEILE)Y) EBRDNAERIER % B AFEhR Can-do Scale & L CTEATL, OB, M
<) T84 TFte) [EL] WEHELEZ4SOEEIZHOWT S5 >FD, &5 20 HE &
L7-(EMEEOHMIIR 1288, LT, ZNENOEMIISWT, 5 FEFEIZEL
T&3), 4(K<T&?), 3(HHRETED), 2(bEVTEA), 1 (FAFATE
2N D5 BT T, EMEEOFEY L EEREIR ICBELZLBY TH
%,



£ 1 HAFEWCan-do ScaleD ¥, FHRREBLIOHNR T~y 7 AEERE DR F /T — 175186 L OE-FRIHEE

HRHEE OAE T e PLEF B2AT

(F1) (F2)

HMERDANGEERDL N TETYH, MEES>TVENT IO 3D, 3. 259 1.116 . 780 . 028

M FrenRs=Rbh E3, 3. 306 1.116 . 732 . 109
BERLNZOFT, THYDORAANRELTWVWIRENLID T, 3.212 1. 100 . 716 .071
 SEEoP ITEINTVANERDM D ET0, 3.280  1.097 . 655 177
STAD=a—ANbnY FTh, 2.938 1. 202 . 536 . 387
EET, BRICEICEZD ZENTEXETH, 3.016  1.092 - 995 ~ 122
EEHSOBIBEIZSOWT, A=V —%<bLLBATEIENTE LTI, 2. 860 1.135 . 821 . 107
N 4 —NRDET, AC—F5TBHZENTEXET, 2.845 1. 135 . 810 -.016
T BECPIORET, ANOELE LS ) SACEBETHZ ENTEETh, 2.922  1.127 797 .126
BERPPIRET, ARALNBRTAZ LB TETTH 2. 845 1. 202 . 576 . 381
BHIFEIZR 7= AL, BLOFEAEBL ZENTEETH, 3,155 1. 083 . 747 . 061
FEEAOCEENT, BHOEOEERLITOVWTEL ZENTEETD, 3. 202 1.092 . 645 . 225
RXREDBREFE LN TEETI, 2.870 1.224 . 570 . 356
CBEDVIRET, /— e LB ENTEETH, 3.088  1.194 .535 . 268
RECHR R EOBEFL TS Z LB TEETA 2. 860 1.232 .533 . 388
_INBERAT, NERDHY ETD, 2.715 1. 249 -. 047 . 971
B HHMAFEAT, RNANDND T, 2. 953 1. 308 -, 021 . 950
TNR— " COBHELZFKAT, AENDLHIY T, 3. 145 1. 331 .016 . 908
O BRI U BERERRTEHAT, RENDID £T5, 3.052  1.274 104 .819
ESELWIZIE, DFL—F—REBF LR E)DEVIOMBELFRAT, AEHRDLMY F3h,  3.301 1. 165 . 180 . 693
KR+ F2

F1 . 802

2. n=193.



3. ME1OHWHR
3.1 HREOERME

7Y o OMEREERER LR, 20 0EMEARO 180 BEROMBAELETTIZ
DT, =50 U EOFELMEBE (TR TOMBRES K. 0D B ELN, TNTOERM
HENRBEWMIBWEREZESZ EXOhoTz, £, 70N 7D0T7 VT 75T,
(<) HEIZOVWTOEMBEBE N =94, [FET) »a=95 [FHie) »a=96, [&F
<] BMa=94 T, &FTiTa=98 EWVIBODTHWEETH-72, T, 20 IHEDE
RICIINM 2 —BHERH D, EEESSEVIEEZTRL TV D,

3.2 Hio R %

20 DEMEBOERFHEELZFHARL-0IL, BFHHIT (BLECL DA TFHEET,
Kaiser OEHLZHED o~y 7 RAEIZLH2EREER) 21To7-. FTORR, R1LITRL
X9, b2 ooRFE L MH I o7, B1IRFIE, (B (37
M) IZOVWTO 15 HETHY, F2RFIX IFte) OSEBETH-7, 2FY,
MGtde] Z&MMMUOSEIFEL RARDLHME, EFEECHETS B (5T &xXF
SEICHETS &L ZER—2DRERFELTRWWESNT, Znid, (5 ZEMNE
RBHENELTERIN TV DLSMNE, TBI<) T TELS) MITERILEZED &
LTHIESNTVWAZLEZERLTWD, 61T, F1 & 2RFMOKETHEBIAN r=. 802
E@Ehol,

3.3 SEEREICET O

AWFFECTHEMA L7- BAFERR Can—do Scale 1%, 4 DDEEHIENOHER I TS, &
HIZINLOHREE, FROBENLVIBANS, [H) & M5ET) 28T I5FE
1, TEte) & TEL] 26T IXFEE IHTo0d, 01T, FHROAHEWN
B TOME (perception) \ZBET 5 <) & TFde] 20T TMESE) , BE
DHA &) BHRTOEH (production) (ZBES 2 MFEd ) & [EL ) 248 T EHE
Bl EWVW) 2TEBEOSHEEBIIATONS, ABEEINODOSETHE LEZEHRB LIV
EBEREIR 2R L, ZNOOHENEND, 2 (FF - XF) X 2 (FE - EH) 04y
Mo EiTol, TOMKE, MHESE M31. 16, SD=10.50) 7> H 5 55 (M=29. 65,
SD=10.50) O EEIZHE B R EDREN A LLIZ[FQ,192)=19. 16, 2<.001], E 5T, EH
SEORPDOEEGIT o724, (55T Hek M=14.49, SD=5.19) O F, [EL | ke
(M=15.18, SD=5.27) LV HLEEL W LR U TWB L WIHIREERTH - 7= [F(1, 192)=11. 72,

3

(O]



pK.001], —%, EFEEFEM=30.48, SD=9.84) »ILFE3E M=30. 34, SD=10.61) NIITHE
REMRIIA O D272 [F(1,192)=0. 149, p=.700], FAEROXEERIIEE TH-
72[F(1,192)=27.06, pX.001], LAEDSHTREREE L DD L, AFEOERAEETHLY
FEZ, AESEIVLEHSEREH LWL, /85610 TEL) Higkvy 4
BROFVELNER LU T, 72720, SEOENMMBEFTHINXFETH H0IIO0
TS E IR IR D o T2,

4. WE?2

FUME LT, BEREESERLZNFZERICAEL TV 1DEETHS (BAGE
BES, 1991; 777, 1999), BAFER Can-do Scale & AAFEREAT A & R—D#K
RAEHEICERL, ©7 Y OMBEFREEEHR L, X512, BAZER Can-do Scale Tl
EL B TEET) IFtde) TEL) O4-SDOKEEREAN. BAEENZEDFH
Lo2BMEI EERFRSIT TRE L, &0, #AEL LRk, H<) 15T

legde) &L ICBEELEREIZOWT, ZOHEELZSBO TR LT,
4.1 HEREE

ARDKZDZEBIETHEATVD 34 4 (EHEMH 23 I NVA, BEREN4RKO
AR &t 23 4, B £)OBFENRE2IISMUL, #BE1OHAEE L. #AE
21TEBML TV, HEE - HISORNRIZ, FER 20 A4 TEEBICEL, BEBMAT
&, BEMN3L, TAVH, A=A FFVT, ~Vb—, o THRENLEN1LTH D,
4.2 AAFEMR Can—do Scale

P 1 L FERRICE 1 0 20 IHE D72 5 HAGERR Can—do Scale ZEMH L7z,
4.3 BAFEREANT A b

HAZERR Can-do Scale DZUMNEHEL LT, XF - BE - WEHWEEDLET 2 MO
58 i A (M=37. 21, SD=9.35) & FARSIAS 14 D 42 sUHA (M=26. 74, SD=8.07) 57254
A& BAIERES (100 SEA, M=63.94, SD=14.87)7 R b %, LFEED 34 LHITEMLT,
100 AEADT R Mkt L CEHIM 63.94 AT, BERED 14.87 RTHoT, 63.94 /%
—t v POWREE (K 23 L) BNEHNDL+ 1 DEERETH D 49.07 Kb 78.81 KD
BUCAD, BYOK 11 £ ZOFENLANTND, FEROLENYVNLEEXT, ZOT7
2 MENRORUMADRS D LWL S, £/, XF - EBE - UENLETMOOET Y
COMELEETH D (1= 454, p<.01),

i



5. WE2DWRER
5.1 AAFERES L STHEEREDIEMN

R2WFELIEE ST, BAFEBRENT A NOXTF, BE, EEELELER, FROSG
5, 2EOBSL ARRBICETIERMOBOY T VU OMBREFEHR L, TORE,
FOMBLAEDLELEERMBELIIRL oz, L Vb, BAEBENT A MBIXFEE
N LERBBETH =D T, Can-do Scale D [FiA] & OMHBENEL 725 & FREL TV 223,
EBICIE, XFBE - UEHEOMBERED =.235(ns), TN L OMBREN
=.279(n. s.), B e & OHBRED =299 (n. s.) ICBE o7, 12, XFSE( Fte) &
(&L ] 2AbREFRE) TH, XF - 3B% - JNEH L OMEBMFREN 1=.032(n. s.), FfiF
51 & OFBREA r=. 205 (n. s.), BEt & DHEBRED =.132(n. s.) THoT, TDEXHIT,
WIREE 34 £IZOV T AARZERR Can-do Scale & AARBENT 2 hOET Y v OFERIE
HiITRTHETITIZL, Can-do Scale DB ZFHMOERL, EEDOBAREBERANT X FD
BEEFREFLL T RWI L E2REE L,

5.2 BAGEREAN L TR 5 S HERE

FABAMREZ T T, 2 DOEKHEOBERERAITBE RV, £IT, 405 EHE
(FRAZEH) 70 BARFEREANZ THRIT 2 ERR O CREIRAEB L ORT v 7 U A Xik) %
Tote, TORR, BMERAETIIRIIRLEL I, FROBELZTRTIHKES L
T [387) BEEPFELRBALK L o7, LL, ZORRLRAT v 77U A XETIT,
BEEIGEEY FRTAIEE LI 26 hoT, AT v 7 U4 X¥ETIL, Can-do Scale Tl
E L EDRKREDOBCHE S, XF - B8 - UES, o, G50 IFEED AATERES
BEETRTHIEERER LI 2oz, TROHORKEREIE, BAZEM Can-do Scale
2, BAFERAZTFRAILIDLDOTIIRNWI EEZRLTNS,

5.3 EEGREICET SO

AE L LERRIC, 2 (FEXMXF) X 2 AEMEN) OSSN EITo -, TORKR, &
7 538 (M=32.09, SD=4.85) 72> F 538 M=32.28, SD=5.58) MIIZHE R EDRIT L
[F(1,33)=0.095, p= 760], %1% 5 3E (M=34.00, SD=5.23) H & H =35 (M=30. 37, SD=5.50)
MPIZONTIE, BAEREDEMNALNIF(L,33)=23.29, p<.001], WMERRDOZEIER
BEETIE o7 [F(1,33)=2.57, p=.119], E7-R/EL LIXRRY, (5T & &
) BHEAUEBULEBRICIEELEVE A>T, ZhOo2BRTLE, AE1ORKE



# 2 HBAFERRCan-do Scalell L ABCOHEEEL BAFEREANT AN DT Vv OEERE

AAZERST A R DA

_ EEFREONE T BERE TT  oER-XE R &t
<) BeRE 17. 24 2. 54 .013 . 012 . 015
Fete) BRRE 16. 76 3. 60 . 235 . 279 . 299
354 £ 14. 85 3.06 . 040 .315 . 197
(&< Bk 15. 51 2.76 -. 066 . 066 -. 006
TEEE( B & 183 ) Eie 32.09 4.85 . 119 .213 . 190
WEEE( [Fir) & &L ) K 32.28 5.58 . 032 . 205 .132
MESE( T & I35ty ) 34. 00 5.23 . 168 . 198 . 213
EHESE(TET) & F§<J ) BeHE 30. 37 5. 50 -. 011 . 208 . 106
A HREDAEH 64.37  9.80 . 084 . 222 . 173

Z: n=34. ERUTHHEELRMBEITRV.



£ 3 HAFERESZ TFHIT S B AZERCan-do ScaleD = EHRE

~ XF - EBE - ET] FehET &5t

Eheds 8 tE tE 3 tE

<) BHEE -0.004 -0.020 n.s. -0.131 -0.648 n s -0.074 -0.355

FEde) HXBE  0.353 1.621 1. s. 0. 245 1.212 n.s. 0. 355 1. 709

M554) #h#E  0.118  0.399 n. s 0.631  2.288 0.417  1.471

(&< ) BKHE -0.344 -1.126 ns. -0.488 -1.724 n.s. —0.481 -1.652
_ERERE R?=.110 R%=.234 R£%=.190
2 ROEBYFSHTIIEHEIRALE. n=34. * p< 05. BIIERREIREEK.



EEULTERY, (3T (M=14.85 SD=3.06) & [EL | (M=15.51, SD=2.76) (ZBS:&E L 7=
EHSEEY, [B<) (M=17.24, SD=2.54) & [#ie] (M=16.76, SD=3.60) =& L1-%E
BELVOHELVERLETVDA, SHFEOENMNEFDLIIFENIONTIIES EITEVT
RWERELTWAZEERLTVD,

5.4 HAFEIR Can—do Scale TH 5 HEDiKAE L UGG/ NEAH

Taylor & Brown (1994)I2X % &, F_EBFBE L, ERANICEC2EENICA DM
FAHY, EOEERG/IOVTHEOSEEA L EREN R L ICBRHET S L5 7,
EBASTWE, F, #HiZ [SEOFHLRBUIK T DA% (language anxiety) 72 & s
LECOEBENZESREDLY, BURBCTHENLTERVWEELH D LV O BERE
#wbdD(e.g., Ferguson, 1978; Horwitz, Horwitz & Cope, 1986), +Z T, 3, H
ARFEHESNT A MO EE A (max=100, M=63.94, SD=14.87) % B AZEAR Can-do Scale DK
B A Max=100, M=64.37, SD=9.80) TTFHITLHEEIGFHF21To7-. TORHR, ERE
R (EE, FEFL LW FTRT)IE 0.030 EBDTEP- -, MEHOLT VD
FERED = 173(n. s.) T, HE TRV, YEIZHABRERHDOKREEEEZEIY, X
Can-do Scale DMEH{FREZM|M-T, 34 HAOHFEREEAR 1L HTvyT 47 LT,
HAZERE ) % H AZERK Can-do Scale TFHIT 2B EILIER % H#Hi\ =,

1 OB LIER L, &/ 2 ik (least squares) THEAEHDOEADEZE (F/-I1IR
E)VVRB/NNIRDEIICHELZLOTHY, MERDT —FOELEVERICVET S
ERTHD, 7oy bhbiB/NEEE EBbdDiE, K1IRLELSIC44T, 28
NEEF-IIEERE TH D, —F, Taylor & Brown (1994) 3L TV B L HiZ, K
FETHRBICBRTIMML THEDO TRV E BbNA2HREEN ILALND, Zh
b 341%, BARBEAVAUERLIDD 30 RUELTESTW:L, 2O 14T AV D
OHE T, AAEEAOEGHESAN 23 R EEBOTRWI LR O, BCFFMIT 49 R TH
o, ¥, O 14EFA—R TV THET, BAERND 35 A THDFFED 66 AT
Hotz, bH 1AITEELE T, BARFERANN 29 AT, BZFMED 63 RTHoT, K1
WRLEEIICBREME BELNAEAEEN 2L V=N, WINbHREHEETH T,
IHRHODOBECOEK - B/NFEEE, DR, UERE R, SFICHTIREREND
XBDTHAHIN, AFEOT—Z X, THLOFEEEFHEE L TWiaWi=®, fHrh%z R
T5L BV LPENRRN,
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4], BAGEMR Can-do Scale i3I, EUIREMIMEEER T, ¥EHIZERIC B AE
BEANZBCHETE 2 LEZX LN T &, SEBEHEICET S %ETHE (. g., Blanche &
Merino, 1989; Leblanc & Painchaud, 1985) Tid, EiEHAEL HOFHMICREL LThi
WOBERHD L ENTE, UL, RFRE, EEMER TRIE L7 BAEK Can-do
Scale 23, 7 A MERTHIE L BARBRENDEIZLEALBRORVEETHL LW IR
ZR LT, £, BCHMMESHEREAED K LALVEVIHEIV 2L RV (e g,
Dieten, 1990; Gardner, Lalonde, Moorcroft & Evers, 1987; Kraemer & Zisenwine,
1989; MaclIntyre, Noels & Clément, 1997), & ¥ 3iF, MacIntyre et al. (1997) TiI,
SRBENT A MDONE L Can-do Scale PEHCFFEEH2EADLETHELTWAD, FE
R DAV RHLNTZZ L, EROSEENLBECHFELOBVEFHEEIIRLTH
5, ZDXI)BRMEFICOVTOEITHELZMKL TEXD L, BAIEID Can-do Scale
DHEFHETH-TH, BEABRERANZAET 5I121T TAERIZEY T2V (inherently
unreliable) | (Oskarson, 1984, 1990; Holec, 1988) & #2172 DNBEEITILR VM E
Bbihd, i< Ld, FADERE, REOHK BEDERLE, EEALRFERENEZT
iDL RBEOICIRE RE T X H, F UL, FEEROBARERE
N OHBEHIIZI3fE D N&ETIIRWVWTHA 9,

HEMZRAE 1 T3, AAFERR Can-do Scale I, ERMHAEL L TEWEEMEERLZ,
Lo, BABENDEERTATUIT IV L LT, [B<) (5T &L 03K
RENR—D2DORTFLRY, TNOIEIARMEOEMER TR TERWKETH 72, (7
teo) HEEIZOWTIE, BMT—o0RFER -7z, ZO/RFBRIT, &z 20 IHBOEMR
RULARZ—BLTRIELTVWDELTYH, ZORAIERRIT, BEMOBERIZRLT, 42

EEFEEZRAILI DL I RBOTIIRNWI EEBKRL TS, KITHFED Maclntyre,
et al. (1997) ™ 26 JHH H>5 722 5 HEEAR Can—do Scale T, [Fite) fEAMMhO TBAL

(53] [EL BAHLERDIEREZEATVDII LI REANTEY, EEBLIUVAAXE
THEUL-EFHEEZ TR LT,

FHE 2 TIX, BAZERR Can—do Scale IZAAREBEREAZEET D LV EE TORYMEN
B Z &R oT, BAFERR Can-do Scale THIE L= 4HBHEL BABRENT A FDE
AL oM TR 5T FHle) [#] OFRTOEETELOTEP -, &
52, BAGEHENT A FORER%E BAFEI Can-do Scale ® 4 #EETTFRIT 2 EERIT
2iFolz, FOfER., BAZER Can-do Scale TR A7z HAFERENICXT 5 B ML,
EBEOBARFEEN (DR ELAMIETT A PLEXFERLEN & LI-RE BARGERN)



TR TE R0 ol, ZHIZE, BAFER Can-do Scale & HAGEREANHERLEMBREL T
WHENBEDES TS ZENRTFHREND,

FBhR Can-do Scale 7%HAFEREN ZBIULL TV\RWE W) RFFZEORKERIT, EA
DL - LT R, HERER, SEICHT2EE - REARLRESKERRZERICE - T,
AARBFEENBCZRBRS D VITE/NMIFHEL TLE I ZEMOELZDOTIHRWNE
Bbhbd, AFEORAEIIZNODERIZOWVWTCERTDIETOTFT—F Tidwns, M1
WRT I, HHREOMEOXERNEZEL CWHEMAA LN, B EF/ICR
TAHARBIZOWTOMRITT TITEATEY, EZSHEONBELHEEXRTERRALOMICA
DHEBERALND Z ENHEIN TS (e.g., Horwitz, 1986; Horwitz, Horwitz &
Cope, 1986; MacIntyre & Gardner, 1989), F£EiX, AAZBDE _ESEBEARLIZOVTOH
FHITON TV (e, g, JEH, 1999, 2000; /MATJE, 2001), §%, Z5 L-EREZEA
ZBAEEAO B SIHEICET 2R E DL, Can-do Scale BHIE L TWVDHREIZ DU
TOFBPED O, FRENHBRORBL L TTERL, R - FHERTOFERE
R, BCT7A4— My 7 E LTHIAT DREELHAL IR DD TIERW» EHRFS
nd,

51 A SR

J.D. 7o v % - AR (1999) [E7E7 2 bOERM#E] KEESE.

TTH# (1999) 9k B ABFEEOFE _EBEFRIIOVTOERNRAE) [AAEREF
Faikl 21(4), 45-52.

FTEEE(2000) [BARBRLEREOIER L ZORN—BIESHFEARRICBTILIEZEHET
LZORE—) [EFELHEFHR] 48, 422-432.

BAEHEFS (1999) [Can-do-statements FAEMHE — A ARBRENKBROZ UL RIET
HRA]) BERBHEFER.

BAREHFEFS (19 TEARFET R by K7 v 7] KIEHEESE.

/NI ZEA (2001) MAANEAN B AEFEEEO B RERERLEREERORL—F 4 AKRFEAE
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