Advances in Psychology D>E223 %, 2017, 7(9), 1151-1160 Hans X
Published Online September 2017 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.79144

Establishment Analysis of Social Support
Scale of Inclusive Students’ Parents

Chi-Man Tong?*, Sung-Yi Lee?, Tong-Cheong Wong?, Tat-Ming Sze3

1City University of Macau, Macau

*Macau Special Education Study Association, Macau
3University of Macau, Macau

Email: T_Andy33@qqg.com

Received: Sep. 3", 2017; accepted: Sep. 19", 2017; published: Sep. 27", 2017

Abstract

Objective: This study aims to develop the Social Support Scale of Inclusive Students’ Parents, and
test validity and reliability of Social Support Scale. Methods: Through the analysis of the literature
and expert review to establish the pre-test items of the scale, and used item analysis, factor analy-
sis, reliability analysis to examine the inclusive students’ parents with a pre-test. Result: Item
analysis shows, except that the correlation coefficient between the first item and the scale is .190
(p > .05), the correlation coefficient between each item and the scale is between .333 - .753 (p
<.05), which shows that the psychological characteristics of each item’s test are relatively close;
When the first item and eleventh item question were removed, the exploratory factor analysis
shows that the load of each factor is between .684 - .861, total variance explained 67.539%:; Inter-
nal consistency check display, the Cronbach alpha coefficients of the three dimensions of the
“emotional support”, “substantive support” and “message support” of the scale are .851, .839
and .909, the Cronbach alpha of the whole scale is .865. Conclusion: Social Support Scale of Inclu-
sive Students’ Parents has satisfactory validity, reliability, and can be used in the related re-
searches for future.
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1. 3]

SRR T B AT EAE S E N AT R RBOR. T ESER R E, Hih
ARMBEIERNFA R R AL g Rk, oA R N A0 FLE A s B 7 20
2T 5| H A S SCRFRORE S (FK 5 25, 2007) ASCHRE R, MATAGAL 2 SCRRIE , LI 0l S AR (1]
Kwg, 2015)0 b, ZHTASHERFER, SO LR KITRZ B S0 R S OB R R IR
MRV, 2014). AT WAL S SRR REDRAR B Lo Rk A\ A B0 BT ) 2 AR T o

WITEUM T 2006 SEMA 5 9/2006 Tikf: (IEmSEHAEHRENZL) 7« SRIFRRBF LAt
T IE AR A DAR & 5 2SS (B 5050, 2017), R TR R IE RO R IR R R 8 E i i & 24, [
IHRTTBUG IR A TREE A R0E L B A BRIV G AR AR A |2, (R 1B R b
R B RBRRE A5, R E A FPE A — 22 ik, LR EIFREM =, —RmE,
RS AN S AR LRE RS . B VEEEIR 2 A A R A AE . BN EEAA
JE BRI 20F O PR G R R ZUE Thoy, 2015). FERMEBEWAT HZET, IEFER A E
IEEAEIE I, Hol e, ZRIFRER, MEatX K& TIMEHEEAH. DR,
HAESFFEAAFRRME S, 2016). A& EABORERE @& A MR, Siaf T2 et
FRARZAH RV OIS, A RFAAE LG TN P i 5 0 m] Bt 5 2258 2 itk 2 50 Rk
W&, AT, HASS TR EE B ETAAL, mElE AR KIS ST U2 D, AT
TRSUR SR, RIHAT 21 2 IR T 1A AR & E SR AL & SR AR, A et 2 H JE AR ST 7T A

][l

>
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2. AR GE
2.1. ARITEZHLHIT

TEN X L KK T A2 R0, SAE g ER VI, SHEES . BN EEN T2
TRFME SR For, AL RFEIR A B AE 538 House 5 Kahn, BtEH THSREHRAZH, &
FEE B EF] [f5 ERF](House & Kahn, 1985). XA 2 A%, FERBRIA MK ZIE SN, 4T
ERAE S SRR R R AT 4, A R R TS AT AR TR 756 o IR 7880 9 BL House 5 Kahn
T PN JE TR SRAE S A B 3R 1) R 3R 2 T 2 e 2 B3 1, WD U A DR 2 TSR AT H A T
SR E SIS TEAL 2SRRI R b, 0 (2010) B R AL S SO RF AT AR [ B S ] [RUE IISCHRE] [
SAEE] [LREMSCR. PSR [SEREINSEAT RIMA RZILTRKZ, R AR 223G i 1
HZHPRA, KPR DESHERNSHNESEZ MBI, MHEZYE, AfRER. KES. i
. FRE. BRBSC. TREEIZE N, BRTE House 5 Kahn MR FIE W FIR[IHRSCH]. M5 B30 HEW
JETH SR A 2 S REAN, AR H 55— A2 R DI B A 2 SR, 122 1T A [SE 5 S 4] (HAR1E TR S2RE) (%
0%, 2002; iKEz, MZER, 2007; TR, BRERSC, 20105 kAEDT, 2012). BRAENN, HENER
SRR EREME . e W EVERSEAERE, U= ZERENG AR K S RERNE R
SEAE. PGS BiR, ABRIEVIAZ T Z B8 S DL IR 58 B th [ B RF] S [SER SR (M5
BRI NER, ERMEG ERKE SR =AEE, HURXR=ABHNER, 26 FRiH =420
FH ORI 2 R B ORI . AN 2RI T 7 N8I, S BuRERIL 21 M8, AERF
(I B RF e R Al G AR R AKAE TR B R A 27 B2 BN TERG #1528 DI SCRE; SR SRR 2
faRh G AR R KAE TR B A AT BB BT T 2 SERR SCIR S5 3 Bh: M5 B3R 2 fea & R K
FITIEsZ B 4L 22 45 T 35 BB A AR 1 10 9. SR U E 1 B 45 se s = (Likert-type rating scale) ) F s 558 7
X%, M[EERE] [KE2FAR] [EEE]L [DEsRZEIRIARZ], 25% T 5 4. 4 . 3
g 250 10, BE—MZREER R0k, o8& Z2EEZZ ORI,
=ANZ MR E R R RS, BPAERNBES B(ER L), folasRrzam s ERx K
B SCRR, RZ K.

EHRYIEE, PAERAERERLE MR THEE OHEEH . — MR8 E RE0%. Wl
A H BRI IR A FOM ST ST B, X DA T ARSI IE B B R R TS ) I W A
XA RBIUEIE, 5B E) LR WA 2248 B E = i TR NS B H B — e 0 R DU
1R A 2 T AU I K KRR T PR, S A REW, HRE T REERNEA BHRAEE
BI—/ TR, DG B HRF] S [SEMSCRE] (B BRS8N 2 s RIRE T 6 /NEml, BHpE
RBIURHCH 18 @, HREBRIGAEIT, WIHRFTR, M2 1 25 6 B(AL~AG) N[ HF], H7
F 5 12 B(AT~AL) N[ R, 58 13 5 18 HI(A13~AL8) N[f5 B 3 FF] .

22. RIR

FESEHA BRI POHT, 205 IS BU B S H o 2T ZNEIUA D T foe i 4% 3R U
BHH) 3~5 A5 ZBH RN TR AN B R WIS, idztt, 2016). CAMONHENIAEE, 0T 7R A Filute
WA 18 M, R AN B A feb T 18 N, Bl FRE AR AE 18 AL b %k BIRPTe
RSS2 3~5 AR, AR TR AN BUE /E 54 A~90 N2 A2 B lf—1e. FrLlif s SF Lk w
ANFRBCEEHEN, T 2017 4 6 HIA], RAJEAED 30, @b TR AR BT 60 8 7 4R R 55
W27 AR X KIREA R E RIS, BRI S HF IR Ko L, IR,
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HUREBORAE X nT Y 250 N A2 A5 (LT 1Rk 20 7 W 78 2% 23 5 2015) o R LA A2 7E B0 E AN BEIR R K2 B3R,
DA G 5 e E SR R BORE B BRIt AR Je RO IRTEIR 125 5 1 Rl & 808 234 il AR A IR R T
BE, ZEBTEMA AR, MESEA AN ERT Y. TiAERILRE 7140, ARklEk
A 43 43, HREEICR 60.56%, FHFREER 20 4y, ACEA 154, HABFEREIE A 8 . HIR 43
WA RERSH D THAT R TR H (54 A~90 N), EhZ T ARG AR 18 N, $LIERHRIEH
N, FREA BURE R AT DA — B 4R (S W1 [, 2016). BRI, 47 S TRE H 4 A R BURE (1 JE AR R

2.3. itA*

A BRI H K SPSS 21.0 Gt #fh Xt M 43 4 B3 2 B AT I NACEE, B LR Gitid
S B RE R I TR T, RIKSERTH 28T B0 (SR Hr, BUH 2 HrR R 400E], Bk
H R A T AR 2y B (R ) BAR DG, 34 DRI R Wk 2 3 P R I ) 2 o FE R R 1 R 1
e RSP RABRRERZ ], DRI ER W EMW AT KRR 25 R], U
KgAK v SV LR e FE (RS WIRE, 2016; S2URE, IR4E, 2016).

3. it RESSR
3.1. ESH

F LB b, Jes & O o B, tH R E RN RS, ZJEis HRZ M %44 (prod-
uct-moment correlation), PAiHHEERTENENES &R S5 AR RE, H£HRXFRMMEN L, BT
SE SRR I 5 TR 3R 2 IR AN LI B . 7K F (p < .05), tHZR W # i) 2L — 5 A OGE, 4% 52 W
T4 (2016) 4R M, RN K 56 (R AH ¢ RBZE /D AE.30 BLE, M5 BRI & SR Bk, Al AR
1 A 2 2 IR, R RS B St AR ZE A G AT R, BR 18R 1S B R S C R E0CH.190
(p > .05)4h, HEf—ANEIE &R G/ R B T.333~.753 (p < .05), F/nEH 2 @455 18 M55 H I
HERBOMIIEREE, MKREEF.30 UL, HERTE T, SR TR TE L8, Hegid
I G RIS ER, AA JCREITI &E Rl A A2 SR A 2 SR O BRI B MR b scdin . Rl
Tk ER b, Bk 1 MR, <5 HiEITHERE ST

Table 1. The item analysis of social support scale of inclusive students’ parents (A1~A9)

F 1 MEERKIHSIIFZIE T (AL~A9)

Al A2 A3 Ad A5 A6 A7 A8 A9
B3 190 4137 341" 402" 500" .333" 542" 589" 429
p 1 223 .006 .025 .007 .001 .029 .000 .000 .004

“H®Ep<.01l, "FEp<.05,

Table 2. The item analysis of social support scale of inclusive students’ parents (A10~A18)
2. MEERKNHERTHFZIE 2 (AL0~A18)

A10 All Al12 AlL3 Al4 Al5 Al6 A17 Al8
EPES 6997 6737 5507 665~ 696” 723" 753" 737" 6827
p fH .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000

T p< 0L
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32. ARESH

TEWUH A BRES 1 dE, SPREMERILE 17 MBI R R M F = o, %% 5% Bartlett BREA
SEENE K KMO 2%, # Bartlett BRFEAS € /N .50, KMO REUKT.50, NN ER & IE &K &5
TR WIFE, 2016). 45 R 7R, Bartlett BRIEAGE - J7 {84 501.630, H HiJ% 4 136, .3 1£79.000, /750,
KMO %#°4.683, KT .50; X F/RIIRER 17 MBI & H R AT ER, & GHATHRREER R4

HTERGmGIN, £, CXEEIUEZEN = A0 0 2 T ([ &SR] SRR [ R
SCRED) . DRUMAR R PR 22 0 A st B 7[R L R R 3], e A b, fROERE = AN,
WEE 17 MR [ B4 1] (principal components analysis), %% il S% FH B4 ¥l 1 [ K28
) (varimax), FRAGATRIL, 17 AN FE EAE.542 2,785 [A], {ZEFEMESURT .20 NHEN, s
T — AN EIUS e ST 2 SEFRE R 2, EE F R T (R RE, 2016); SEiti KB RIE. EK
WL RN R RKI, BT REFEREAFFERE, BT 1 R EE S R EA SRR R,
Ja = AL [ DR 2 A ARFAEAEL 23 31 4.646.3.348..3.323, AH .5 il T g PR A8 57 1 733l DM 27.329%19.695%
19.550%, iR AL BN 66.574%. DAMRRE S AR S B ZIAE 500 LA E 9N (LW FE, 2016), TIRERM
(KR A3 M Tk e A B = AN R R 2 T 2 45 R A2 TR Y

% 3 BoR VRGN R AR 2 BB — N LRI R A & i, SR TR, 5 13 B 18, B
11 B(A13~A18. All), iX 7 NMEIEILFE R ZR R g B0, EILEEER = JLE K& =0 e
BED, FIGILFEIF R —GS 75 11 8. 5 13 B, 28 14 81, 56 15 @, 25 16 A1, 36 17 @, 26 18 Ji(Al1l.
Al3. Al4. Al5, Al6. Al7. A18), HITILEPFER KL 13 BAL 18 g T[F E3H], RAN 11
B [EATEN, NSRS TRE T AT NEAR & I A8 T [1E BSCRF], fEs
VIR R BT b, 58 11 R T[S0 S 5], R Z B 55 11 R bR % 4 WoR 7R R 10 N R
B2 88 ANEF R KT S I, SRER, 57 25 10 8@, UKL 12 B(A7~AL10. Al2), X 5 /Nl
RS A R i 0K, AR R —. RFRRR =M am s, FHREFRER A T7H 7
B, 8 R, HE 9. A 10 . 5 12 (AT, A8. A9. A10. Al12). ¥ 5 Ein 1 EEENE R R
FEEAMLFRIF RSB, SRER, 552 BE% 6 8, X5 /MNENTERFRER =M im =K, 1E

Table 3. The factor matrix after the rotation of the first factor analysis: Common factor 1 contains the items

# 3. FRERSTHEMERERER: HREE—ESHEM

Al7 Al5 Al6 Al8 Al4 Al3 All
FE— .858 .852 .844 761 .753 142 .606
F&E— 133 .233 .150 .063 .337 JA21 440
FE= 129 —.063 138 .208 —.090 .186 .020

Table 4. The factor matrix after the rotation of the first factor analysis: Common factor 2 contains the items

F 4 BRERSTHRMBERERER: HREZZSSHEM

A9 A8 Al2 Al10 A7
HzE— .034 .150 .176 .344 .292
FE .836 .801 756 .685 .672
HE= -.174 .073 .053 .201 —.073
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Table 5. The factor matrix after the rotation of the first factor analysis: Common factor 3 contains the items
F 5 FRERDMNEMERRER: XEEZ=E 8N

A3 A4 A2 A5 A6
RE— —.081 .073 —.002 294 .223
RE .080 .058 137 —.087 —.244
HE= .858 .802 779 773 728

HFERE—. EFEFR A ERD, FtRRE = TH 2 8, F I3/, F 48, F58, 8
6 Wi(A2. A3. A4, A5, A6). HITILFAEZR . HLFEIFRER =P & @ui#geIHK TR — 2, frblA
BRI, EAAEEATR R TR RMIER 728 11 38, MRS, sl T8 IR RER R 7.

MRS 11 B R ) — IR E R T, 55 IR i oK, Bartlett BRIE RS 2 < J7{E M 455.963, H H
JE4 120, WEE14.000, /NT.50, KMO H#HA#].689, K T.50, XERMIBRIUE. FIF 16 /I
MR B RS RESVIER, EAETHRRER RN B IR ERD A R SR, BT
(3L R PEAE.560 %2.782 [H], #%ILREIMEZIUAT-.20 NHEN, X F AN R e I m] 52 1 3 [ R i 2
Z, WA FERM T (REHEE, 2016); RARAL R, ERBONEIE SR ER, s =43k
[ P51 25 (R RF AR 43 70l 4.283.3.316. 3.208, AH S 5% il /= PR AR A% 7 5 53 9 A 26.767% 20.724% ., 20.047%,
ffRE AR BN 67.539% . DARRE S AR TR ZAE 50% A o HEII (5L I, 2016), TR E I 4T T
REFEI =AM R Z M2 R R FAEN . M5 KRBT ER A 7B KT 58— IR R T 1R
BRI A S B (B8 IR 67.539% K155 — IR 66.574%), Ui WIMHIEREE 11 2 id & .

F6~7 8 BN T IR R fEE RS R A PR S — AN RN 2R 3 AN
. B EAKFERRAAS 8D, &RER, SLRFR-DRESCRF]EE T8 13 8., 54 14 8. 2 15
B, 516 B EE AT L. %5 18 I(A13. Al4. Al15. Al6. Al7. A18); JLFENR [IEERIEIAETE
20, 3R, 4. W5 H. 6 B(A2. A3. A4, A5, A6); LRI S[SLBCRIAE S T 7
B, B8 . K59 M. M 10 M. 5 12 (A7, A8. A9. A10. Al2). s ML IR IR R T
G, B—MEIEEE SRR TR ER PR R E, FRER—ESCE]N 6 METI(ALS. Ald,
Al15. A16. Al7. AL8)Z [N X Mfim/T.729 £.861 2 [8]; K& [HESCHFFM 5 MEI(A2. A3, Ad,
A5, AB)Z N ZE A B/ T.725 £5.858 2 [f]; [H & =[SLH S HF]1M 5 MEIH(A7. A8, A9. Al0. Al2)x
3R A /0 T.684 42.844 2 JA]. # [F 3 2 1M 2 R IAR & 1) IR 3% 7 ff 22976500 LA b, Al SmT DAz
Zo HORHEESERER, EMBRE 118G, THAERRE I 16 MEBERHE T A T =R 1
EH, BEREI Al A AR R KT B A 3R, ERAA R HEME.

3.3. (RESHT

PR — S IR A R an e 9 BoR, [TEBCCFF T &1 5 AMEII(A2. A3. A4, A5, A6), FL Cronbach
o ZBUE.851; [T R AL 5 AN EIT(A7. A8, A9. Al10. A12), H: Cronbach a Z%/2.839; [ifl
R EEE K 6 MEIT(AL13. Ald. Al5. Al6. Al7. A18), H: Cronbach a Z%/2£.909; oM EANE
# Cronbach o £%(°4.865. %211 Cronbach o R%(7E.80~.90 [HM[HEAH]. 7£.90 B LA N[r EAH]
PEHEN . DK LARL B R 1Y) Cronbach o R 407E.80~.90 [A] [ HRARVMEHE K J e (R W, ¥4, 2016), [1E
JRSCHRF]S [SRFSCRFIMME FE R ERAE R, 1 [PRUE SCREIE FEMI 2 BAE, BEASE 3R Cronbach o R4
AR AH S AHE
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Table 6. The factor matrix after the rotation of the second factor analysis: Common factor 1 contains the items
6. FERERDMNEMERERRENR: HXEEE—S 2RI

Al7 Al6 A15 Al4 Al8 Al3
HzE— .861 .858 .843 763 763 729
&= 125 131 —.064 —-.097 .205 .186
HE= 147 171 .239 .358 .074 121

Table 7. The factor matrix after the rotation of the second factor analysis: Common factor 2 contains the items
F 7. BRAEARSIHERMEERER: XEEZ -G SREIN

A3 A4 A2 A5 A6
HRE— -.071 .070 —-.002 .300 .233
RE— .858 .804 .780 770 725
FzE= .083 .054 135 —.084 —.240

Table 8. The factor matrix after the rotation of the second factor analysis: Common factor 3 contains the items

#* 8. BRERSTHRMEREREN: HREZ=CSHEM

A9 A8 Al2 Al10 A7
RE— .034 153 .146 .333 .295
RE_ -.175 .070 .060 .202 -.077
H®E= .844 811 743 .686 .684

Table 9. The reliability analysis of Social Support Scale of Inclusive Students’ Parents

FO MAERKHUSIFERZEESH

S E: LR AF SR BAER
Cronbach a &4k 851 839 909 865

4, 4Eip

AT A A R KAt o LR R R Z i, B B SR AT, R R I = AR )Z ([ SRR
[SE5 LR U5 BSCHE]), IEERZ RS S BITAT IR EBMR, M T BRIGFE 5 8E. TH
Sy b, MERES 1 G, HEs N EmE RS, BA RERAK, MHXRMAE30 LLE, WIEEPER
5 1A, SRR RS A R KA S R O R R AR B . A FRRE ST 5
FE o BT iR 4, REELGNEE 10,

RN RN IR A R R, EMBRE 18, 5 11 85, BN 16 M@ 3L R 75560 LA L,
BIRIX 16 MBI AN RIS LT e SR R R S, AN R R R A R S AR R AR
I 26.767%. 20.724%. 20.047%, kSRR 67.539%; (EMIBRES 18, 25 11 @5 1A
FRn, B—NEURA AR TEIRERE TR R ZMH, & F R E0AR 5 1 & 56 &
7.684~.861 2 I], My E R EA RIFREMRE. M EREMWITTRENE. BEE L, DAS—5ks
5%, A& JE K Cronbach o REH7£.839 LA L, #4353 Cronbach o REUNIE.80 LI L, KINRE
AT GO R ZoR, ERABIFMER. 6 LR, AMAmEE XK RFEREA
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Table 10. The pre-test summary table of Social Support Scale of Inclusive Students’ Parents
# 10. MEERKHESIHERIMAHER

MESFFMBE R AR WWESFNRER AR SSPCOFRER AR JtREE R

A2 -.002 780 135 626 01
A3 -071 .858 .083 747 02
Ad .070 .804 .054 653 03
A5 .300 770 —.084 691 04
A6 233 725 -.240 637 05
A7 295 -.077 684 560 06
A8 153 .070 811 686 07
A9 .034 -175 844 744 08
Al0 333 202 686 622 09
Al12 146 .060 743 577 10
Al3 729 186 121 581 11
Al4 763 -.097 .358 720 12
Al5 843 —.064 239 771 13
Al6 .858 131 a7 782 14
Al7 861 125 147 779 15
Al8 763 205 074 630 16
LRI 4.283 3.316 3.208
fil AL S i 26.767% 20.724% 20.047%
ERAELERE 26.767% 47.492% 67.539%
Cronbach o &% .909 .851 .839

RGPS, TR AR SRAH B AL
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B 3%

A AR KA LSRR
DA 7> F 2 T R IEAE R & A 0 2% 7, o0 AR . 1 A Bl 241 — A0 T

Al RIEFRTET L, FERNRERE T % O O O O O
A2, WAEFRT LT IIBEE, BESRA S S5 NSO R O O O O O
A3, AIFTRE BB, AN SRR O O O O O
Ad. HRPOREZTEBINAER, A AW LS O d O O O
A5, EHORETIY, AANSIE HERNE T I O O O O O
A6, HEHGRET AN, HNSBIRGM 0071k O O O O O
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