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A&7, AA YN T E2RAotse 715d B
F7IAB A EMA)S] Bted Aol #d AT

(2 °H
o] A= Al &ATA AZS Edl 57)AFE 2 E(Motivation Assessment Scale: MAS)] EFFAS A 7A=3}
3_7]]. 6—]'(}1]:]'- %o;];q.___ x].l;ﬂ/lel-oﬁ 104\:'3 X]Z-]XLOH 419 = tla}—ﬂ-}(]—oﬁﬁl—}\g 1451:'34,]_ ]%% Ao

2 7158 YERE ABT 14se] Brolth o] AFolN Lekel MEEA Axd oxele B
A AR FHY ARE BAUWIOR Gtk o AFe Ade Tt 2ok A, gMaRsoR
SE 471 29 157) BRoR AT B4, HALARL FEAFME BEIN] MASE 4
omaow] B} AL AFAAT. A, Masel AN T BEEGHLS AFSAT
o) A RiIT O B HERE 9 8 GART 0 2 w = 3714 2
A ERoR MASE ATASGT o] A7) A3, B
RonE, PSRN AT 9T ¥ FA) BEY i
1) BFE 71 023 43 B RS 4
& SE5I0, oldl Get wisel £9) T 3l A4 S 87 elelhns, BEgolerEs
Ned AERE B Ae ST Aol Basith nhtoR ATANe wet Eejsigon, AT
of A, F49T AAE ANSA

m{ru

A=)

(FH0) Lo, ZHAS, S7IMEFRHE(MAS), 7|58 ASE7t EHEEY

* WA A Zjongnamy @gmail.com)

- 97 -



.4 &

ddofolge] TAYE A B FA ZRIEE ke A2 EEHdolEel de 2
< Eo|7] A% F8F FAoIthAMFH, 2015). N obES oz aHA FA A%s
APet7] YaeE EABEY 7] S(function)S Feteta, 1 75l ©WE E=X) S Melsof
K Crone, Hawken, & Horner, 2015; Herzinger & Campbell 2007; O'Neill, Jenson, & Radley, 2014).

wegojolsol] mole EAUEe FH sl5e EaEE i), BAKE ASBEES
$2), 2AFT 5 vl 74 Qo] thivam e ol 1982, 1994, EABEF] 7SS Hrksm 2o
w2t HZete o] A T4 adE = 5 vk FEFdNoks e EAdE
1_051 2019)0]] ];q-___‘_, 7] 7(-1 635417}._% A 83} Od:rLgl
A E3(EH 7] 80.2%)= VAW AHEL 7] 65.2%)ET E3} 277} Zoh

71 H7F S 7] (functional analysis: Iwata et al, 1994), 7]1E2 E4(descriptive analysis:
Lalli & Goh, 1993), ZFH¥7Kindirect assessment: Sturmey, 1994) 5°] ot olF 7I4 AFEH= A
< AP PR VIS EA AN, EAYE Y S 2ATOEN ¢ 52 FEOE

T =T

AP s 7ss dobd & Q7] WiEol(dwata et al, 1994), 718N HI2 o2 3
S

=

7

ol ofN

|

742 76k AR G394 02 8-S H CHHerzinger & Campbell 2007). 7]%%-4]
A GAgo] ofd RS FAE R APF =S ZFojof = W

ool Hlal, 7]&=Z A& AAH A AFS T EAYET T 24 B ARES
7158t 714 £4L 7S EAET W W Gensibiliey) T 501 A (specificity) = 3HE] S
AE X‘]]““E]‘Q‘(Thompson & Iwata, 2007; Hall, 2005). Fd¥7l+= EJAE WEA, Hrid=
(rating scale) 5= T3l oFFd EAAF 7 etk B WAL Ve EHES AT
371 A 712 BAd vlsl] HEAdo] 8lthHall, 2005)= ©lFE 7153 5B 7tol Bol
g Qi

%7 e il EAREY 7sd #HE dES AAZ R A5 A =
2 Azdg. thxEAQ Aol F7)APEZA E(Motivation Assessment Scale:  ©]3F MAS, Durand &
Crimmins, 1988)9} 57]%s ZSAEH(Questions About Behavior Function: ©]3} QABF, Paclawskyj,
199901t APA 7FRAE VFoE E7Y FEYAHLS MASTF QABFRET ThA $-4731aL
(Paclawskyj, 1998), A AT &85 AldlE MASYF dEH o= Bolt)

MAS7F EAIEL 75s ANE SAHst Aol sl tddt WY A7) o] FoR
o A, FAHEFFA(construction validity) 7Z(Bihm et al., 1991; Duker & Sigafoos, 1998; Joosten &
Bundy, 2008; Kearney et al, 2006; Singh et al., 1993; Virues-Ortega et al., 2011), €4, QABF2}2|
THEFG A (Convergent validity) 73 5(Freeman, Walker, & Kaufman, 2007; Koritsas & lacono, 2013;

rlr
i

Paclawskyj, 1998; Shogren & Rojahn, 2003), A, 7|5 %4 (functional analysis)?}2] Bl E T3 FA
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HEH ) AHYH, ALY S LMozl 71sH BSETE flgt S7IMNEAT(MAS)9| Efgd A50 et AT

EFg S (criterion validity) 7 Z(Paclawskyj, 1998; Wasano, Borrero, & Kohn, 2009), WA, &z <
A%, F8 7sHe] A=, 82 I AT T A E(reliability) S5 (Duker & Sigafoos, 1998;
Freeman et al., 2007; Kearney et al., 2006; Koritsas & lacono, 2013; Shogren & Rojahn, 2003; Spreat &
Connelly, 1996; Virues-Ortega, 2011; Wasano et al., 2009) 5°] ©]FF T}

W AgATFolA MASS] TAENA AFES AESFA Y, Bihm 51991 AlQlsh wh
Bk A#E AASHA Z3HATE Bihm F(1991)2 1182 A AAoRlS tiFe R, A, o
71, 4, 9% T =AY 7158 FeHE A=, AT T sensory), ET(escape),
A E(attention), 415 F(tangible)?] 47] 8218 FE3IATE Duker®} Sigafoos(1998)= 86782 A|
AAofRlE o E 7154 WFH7IE stAetl, MAS AAEe] F48= vl 7HA aflo] b
BRbA] ot I A0l EIsite TS ST Joosten?t Bundy(2008)= 6789 A
doldle o2 oy EASe 7e2 d5B/HE s, 4870 729 8§ A5l
A ATt Kearney 520062 LS GO = 335719 MAS 54 AFAE T3t &
JaEde AR A3, dAA FAI= g2A A4 ads AR tiekAed 29 T
£ FEske o 2T AHE 20180 MAS o] MR o BAH AT} 3261 HEA
ofetyel 7152 FFH7HE APst, MAsE AT, 71:*74, AEAE] 37 89 87 &9
o7 AFAsAH.

olgel NYATEL FAT Ash MaTE AA BADF 5 BB AT 5
AE A3 mA G20 ThZarcone et al, 1991). Bihm 5(1991)S A LslE T2 Aol A4
7b FAshe 8]l 728 dASA FHEA X FREY AFATSlA A it
Al 89l Fx= SEIFFEHY o183 TP A Hloluk ol MAse] 71EA AEHIL
SETEA 9L 7|UE] AFbh dEE, MAS o] HYEFEHY, 2019004 Az o
2Rl WFe] FAER) BAL dHglo] 2 el do] 2uje FA wel g 2gle
E FAEUAY. “ARlo] obsolAl ofd e 87 W obse] Muse Ae &F
g upo} o] UlYH AA MaPade] e gRlo FAHY EAYFY 7eS dBEHA
F2ay) o¥dT R,

JRIE BTET TES MAs B0} HWelRo] 7%5A AFHAE AT VAW BT F
14 Eol AgEol AkANE, AN, 2019, TN Ma} S 2R B
Aolobse] 715 BFHAANH AAH Y= ARE ATHEA Mas ol WelRo] v
TAHGHY AdFl a7H of AT BAYFe] Adw %EWOH e ® YuE 44
A& Agste] MAS @] Mo 74 <
A5 e A ) A AR melth 2] che el o}
39 e AAAE

=
=
N AR

&ﬂﬂ

_]

=
2

+—~ o=

2

L
.

I

L
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2t

0. A7+44
1. Z0iX}

o] Aol FolAs AAAR] Wgoforge] Rwsl FAA wegojols A7} 1457
ofth AT Foizte] Wukd S4E PSS AAAGERE Lhro] AN < 1
(F 1) A7 FHojRtel 28td EM (N= 145)

2| 2 %ol M R AA
T B

n % n % n %
¢ 62 59.6 39 95.1 101 69.7

L
o 42 40.4 2 4.9 44 303
12A4] o]s} 13 12,5 8 19.5 21 14.5
13M]~14A] 16 15.4 4 9.8 20 13.8
a9 154 ~164 31 29.8 12 293 43 29.7
1741 ~184 27 26.0 14 34.1 41 28.3
194 o) 17 16.3 3 73 20 13.8

77 Zs) 11 10.6 7 17.1 18 12.4

ARAE Y5 10 9.6 4 9.8 14 9.7

©Fs) tEAel Pk = 15 14.4 6 146 21 145

A E o)Akt 38 36.5 19 463 57 393
el s 13 125 2 49 15 10.3
71Et 17 163 3 73 20 13.8
)7+ wE 27 26.0 2 49 29 20.0
AT =3t 42 40.4 12 29.3 54 37.2
A7 = 35 33.7 27 659 62 438
A 104 100.0 41 100.0 145 100.0
oA 10 9.6 1 24 11 7.6

2 ek BA
oY 94 90.4 40 97.6 134 92.4
404 o]3k 26 25.0 7 17.1 33 22.8
41M)-45A 30 28.8 16 39.0 46 31.7

AR ik

- 46M1-5041 37 35.6 12 293 49 33.8

(F5)

514 o) 11 10.6 6 14.6 17 117

3 158w &4 69 66.3 22 53.7 91 62.8
a2

ot 4 35 33.7 19 463 54 37.2

A 104 100.0 41 100.0 145 100.0
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o] A2 =7 Durand®} Crimmins(1988)7F EAFFS] 7]1%-S gotstua L3k 5744
Z T=(Motivation Assessment Scale: ©]8} MAS)©]t} o] H =+ s
42, AERT 4% T F 162FolH, A3 obH0H~FE 2T E whE e
74 YAEL HAEE FAIAT dF EFY 88 3 WA YA E(Cronbach' Alpha, )
T a= 749, 9] a= 664, BARFE a= 780, AZEFEE 24) a= 737, DA a=
869°] A EE UETH

fr ®n

(E 2) o7 =72 T4

i w3 e w3

Mol O FE obgo] o ARF EA 9le W Mo obsel I dEe IS Fokske A Ew

A7 ASHOR HHEs|A dopdzk A7 Uk /T, stRG, uiEbRn, WAl g,
=4 9

MO2 T2 ofEe e FYstt adF M0 Bl &7 AL AE o) S TS

=] i %‘01‘9‘\477}? =y AY s sl Sl 1 AEE sk
A 25Uk

M3 I FFE Falo] ohE ARFEH oloprlstal . Mil JAle] FOE V)Eola oA e w FAl

T e W dopduzk w2 BFIAY A ] S 1 e
< s A Zuurk

Ol

Mot 3 AEL Aol ofge] ¥
HE ) QoS¢ Ho) glE A
7] Slal Lol

Mos T WS o] ol FE g2 W wlg ou M3 T A5 T W of5e PAW B opa

4 M M2 3 AEE okl aTd gt &4
vAs et

24 & HE 5e BFL ATH 34 FARIR

27y A B o] wrERoz dojpduyrk 7zt EF FHdA FHIL e UE 4E 9
(dE 50 & AT o) T AAE 4F 28k Zd 7k
255
Mo6 I HFE ofFolA oW 2FE & u do] | M4 I FFE Flo] olFe 8TE EojF F
=3 dyrp =y EFAa-sE FggEUrk
Mo7 1 EL Al obFolAl Fo ol | MI5  oFsS AYISE A AE B 9ty
T AL FEE wvig dojdyrk #A O YL s AAY 2Yurk
Mo§ I T2 ofFo] Folshe Aol 4 | M6 I dE ool AU die As T
Az oy 5L 58S HIT ) dojduyrk Az F Gloe 2e B9 W dodurk

- 101 -



3. Ext

o] Aol AR e 20189 9ol ol FolHLh WA ATAE EFFah A% Eras
2897 Aol GEshe WSy F BAYFO] Adstn 47t F
2ulel HEEAAE SRR FAZ BHIES QRS £F, T8 SraSO) HE
249 MBI E AT, 2SI oIk B cxl‘%ﬂ S53tmst K AY
Sovsta A SnAolA 22 5049l 4EA
o AT eekel 7%, exekl R F 150%e] HEAE ?746}93}1, % R g%

g sHE AT 14555 o] A7 BHtEeE Askth

—‘ O_L;
mlm
o
=
2
_|_(‘>ld
_{
é
)
g
QL
b
J
fo
o
of
52
)

o] A9 AE EAS 93l spsset AMOS A ZZORS ARSI AA, 8209 gAY
R

e 24 (Principal Component Analysis: PCA)¥ 2E2]9] 3]Z(Oblimin Rotation)®] 'H O &
Et,]’*—',lﬁol%)ﬂ.(Exploratory Factor Analysis: EFA) = AT &4, 239 AdA8 A5 A+

EF A H(Maximum Likelihood Estimation: MLE) 9. % Q’olﬁ?_]—‘?‘}—‘i(Conﬁrmatory Factor Analysis: CFA)
= At Z2EYS AFSal ANl wEh B¥E Ao, NaQ, TLL
CFI, SRMR, RMSEA 5 HFA Aol me} 2 AFJAE AFsath NN =cCret BaE
AFFEZHAVE) S 7551 ;S%‘E}D]'H((:onvergent validity)Q AZFsEY. AR, 2y AHelgA S

4

A=At 220162 Akl wak (1) X‘ZHH#OJ«I HABEAFZAVE) Fro] dAmel 7t
ABAGY AFRTG 24, ) CFBATE)XFZAPE ALK gho] g XEFelA] ge=A
ol r gkt

1. Q9| EFAH
. (B = R |

HA] Kaiser- Meyer-Olkin 5 D Barett AAS A3 Ay TE AJEI} $54TAF x2= 923.00,
Z

de 120, p< 00O 2 ER} 2RO HTARCE 82 ALE ATHA U2 YRR
2 5% 29 F23 A4 oBelW AL AN A% FRA 27] DS HA B

=
63.67%%2 YEG o™ 47] QRQlo] AFEHATh<E 3>).
MASS] A QQlBA Az golo] FAL <F 4>9 Zth 89 67 23 Mgl 37
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(% 3) MASe| HEE 24t ¢ 21

Id AS

. 27) LA % AFE AN .
RE % B vA g e % B2 vA g W
1 5.668 35.428 35.428 5.668 35.428 35.428 4.629
2 2.275 14.219 49.646 2.275 14.219 49.646 3.412
3 1.224 7.649 57.295 1.224 7.649 57.295 2.199
4 1.024 6.401 63.696 1.024 6.401 63.696 2.425
(Z 4) MASQ| EtMQOIEAM 1}
gl a9l
E TEY 2= TEA
I il m v I il m v

MO8 0.780  0.276  0.033 0.180  0.641 i MO2* 0422 0.479 0.300  0.363 0.408
Mi1 0.770 ~ 0.099 0332 0.368 0.667 MO5 0.246  0.053 0.886 0216  0.785
M10 0.761 0259 0359 0324 0.625 MO1 0.177  -0.043 = 0.839 0.168 0.715
MO06 0.747 0.387  0.182 0.128 0.586 M09 0.017 0.146 ~ 0.700  0.362 0.594
M16 0.739 0396  0.034 0209 0818 M13 0.521 0.153 0.528 -0.164 0.576
Mo04 0.614 0280 0426 0473 0.550 M15 0416  0.159 0.189 0.720  0.608
M14 0.153 0.890  -0.052  0.075 0.589 MO7 0.516  0.098 0.470 ~ 0.703 0.693
Mi12 0.502 = 0.726  0.170  -0.098  0.673 MO3 0.332 0.169 0.567 0.690  0.661

+ o] Behe FEAT AAAANIL BF 50 gl BE o gl $UHA %,

3 mMeg 471 &8 Ve 7] &8 o] £HEJ a-d o] F M2 & FF5A] 50
H)vEo 2 YERY Hair 5(1998)°] AFSH 7|&S AE3te] o Rl = F3skA] gkth

MAS®| QR1%A A 3o y&-& FAOE 29e T o] aAstth

AR, 189 AFTE AL Ny, WlFE 59 #d £3d80] vz FAth
she] dES Asfelhe QQlo] shute] ofzt o WY 4 UthEF<E, 1999). AFAT
(Blair, Umbreit, & Bos, 1999; Umbreit & Blair, 1996)9} ags
4 HAJ] AFEe A A5 dd W HxdE

)

o mebA o] 891 B o Wy
A, MA91e /1% =9, HE8F #d Tgo] U= FYoh M4 BRI 5L FA
o olge] RTE BolE Fis¥) FA FHRUANE 71Ee] B9 750w T Bl
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2t

=
[=)

Atk T o] £ r&ToZ HAW, obse Q75 BolFe AT o é°ﬂ lcls
SA7E 2 dtete AE FEEs 230 UiY 87E SolF ALR HH7 FEsith
ol AHBo18)9] ATolA o] Fdo] AIAY 8o Fl ZAd &2 Ao|ny. weA
o] Q01L& MFFzog HWHYIPTH

AR, MeQle 7€ #2457 47) £8o] FALER A4Feha ¥isisit
A, Vsl 7€ BAFE 3/ EFo2 FHenz AHFEE BHsn.
Ol*bl A Ad 571 29 ol 2%, A5gF ) ¥, A4FT N £,

dotrr] ffsf 2l

o

ATAAE FAAJ@DI FSAJAETH ] A4

y
2AEHE NYP AR <E 5>9 2ok

RMSEA
X(dE p) NC(Q TLI CFI SRMR
LOY0 HI90
N N 161.247
Z27|12g 1.920 881 905 .0857 061 098
(84, p< .01)
- 143.497
TARY 1.750 903 924 0743 052 091
(82, p< .01)
N ) 90 ©)% 050138}, 0ol 7=
HAxzd oo FMAEFE 50 oldt o o
(rodll 7S (10 °ol3t 871%)

FEE7IIASINC, Q= 192003 EE3F F2Fo|FAFHSRMR= .0857), TAFL AR FAF52] A

HTRMSEA) B& A AS500% ANHE 73 A 061-.0982A FEL W FES B
o}, BA-Folx AFAFTL= 881 AP FEOZ YEhYA ¢l o] Axol we} 1B
o U APAE Rustazt o] 23 A4S 1A 28-S AT £ MAS 2
& <" 1>3% 2

AR, FAAFMl Wt gk FavF 2 k) b FEARS A THe01 M08y
e05M16)). ©] 7 TS A EFA BF A 75 8R10E FA4H 8RIoE F 3 1 F
AR AAFo RN o]BHOEE FBAS VAL Jvtal B

A, FAAGMO T gt Aavh 2 AN BEN 3 S gsEn
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HEH /) AAYH, NEYY0 S L2IM0IZe| 715K BSEHE flt STIMNEHT(MAS)o| Bl ¢

0x
0x
o)}
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r
ot
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s In ?@ Te e e T .

M08 |[M11 ][ M10 ][ M06 |[M16 ] |Mo4\ [M14 | [M12 ]

[ M05 | [ Mo1 H M09 |[ M13

74 59 .36 .22 37 .65 .52
é é 14 el

g 1) 8 MASZEYe| =07 ZAn}

Azg5—-M13). M13 B2 B 2457 7l5S AWt Aile] Adsste &9
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- E
RMSEA & AFollA 5 F88 FEo2 Ut MAS $4 5239 %‘:‘XHH*"‘ %ﬂr—%—t&‘l N

A= EE ARl AFHdA o AAAAE B UTHp< 01).
MAS A1 FFEFFd(convergent validity)yS @oHE A= oo ZAth AR, 2F3S

AAAE AHE A3 M1z 232 A9t BE AFWUICNM 7I1E(s001hE T5sHL QLo

YFHPYS 2FA0T A9Y 5 Aok B4, AEele] A R

o _II-E
n:?L‘
~N
ol
[0/e]
et

A38%E 623, AT 765, BATE 758 o2 Yeht A /9 ZAmel cRe AFEFGA
7IFHCR>.700S FF3FT) 2 3 A2 WHH&OJ CRO] HSEGA 71%% &R o
5

1Y) og ¢ FA HlojuA] Feth AR, ARl HHEAFEAVES 537 490, A
S&F 405, AFT 502, BAFTE 594 o= Ve F 7] A AVEE HFEFEA
7|HAVE= 500 TSIt UmAl T 7l A AVEZF JAFERA TeS FEIAT
3 17 ojE ey AA Blolux| etk Asgs 8219 FJFEAC] Hlnd vl UEgE
o, ol 82l +4 #FA M13 S A4FT £33 FHTLE U3 WAske AAE
BRItk she] #AZFMRIEIhHe] S 7 e FAR@lhd AHdEs 7 v JFET
AL vrold el Gtk a8y o] AFalAe #EFHR1Y FAA FXE FdEY o Y
AFEAE S AN EtE, 9 =79 2 o4 AHEs JUS FAsA sk o
23 HE wHTTE, o] AFNM ATFAE MASE WRIA HFEIRAS FEIA ¢ghe
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O o2, (GBATF)xEEAPE AL ghol “17& Z3sHA] Fethd dEdAol <
HAHAHS-FE, 2016). ©] AT 2 MAS FHAPAQ] ko] BE AL A «17o] EFE A gk
Zo® Jeht el o] IR AT
(B 7) MASS| ERol 7+ ZEletd 24E

0 A 1z AE 22k AF

HR(a) HRI(b) P 7 AVE@ AVEb ¥E @ SE - + w3

AsdFy o BAFE 241 0 058 488 594 A L 043 -076 096 UA

27 o fAETF o380 0 44 490 0 502 9 1 093 151 221 UA

7l < AI¥FE o521 0 o271 490 0 488 A 1 o071 -105 a79 UA

ANEFF o BARE @7 406 502 594 A 099 135 261 U

B3y o IARE 716 1 513 490 0 594 EBAA L o072 -092 196 1A

Azd8E o AT 149 0 022 488 502 1R 1 o710 -131 153 SR

7 (p-2)XSE. ‘47 ¢ (p+2)XSE.

o] AxfihS T3 Eoiw, Mase] A 2k HHEGAL oL AT AAFHUTGY B
ATt TEU B golw BARE 9ol 7F Aol 2 2
MNE A7l FEIHQT= FE0] 7153ttt o] Ao 2y =% dadAoolse] F4)3Y
e E4S AT Mase AT Ade FEOE AN

v. = 9

HozA, Ao EARETH 1 e %—Xéé}‘}il‘% ?@ﬂ X}EL %‘*—L‘&J%@., e
] M FT 4

a5t ettt o) sl
AR, BABEY /5084 £3 2olo] 2= BAHS olslslol Ftk o] ATl Yaa
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AEAAGAA 71 o83 8lleold &3 8R1E& FEaHA FGth oy AFelAE
MASE °|83F =¥ 759 v WA s A
2001; Joosten & Bundy 2008; Spreat & Connelly 1996) £1%
Zarcone 5(1991)2] ATl M E AL 63%A4T =3 75
S 2dEe Husn =y 292 FL Aoy A&l AHwste IAe I¥she
‘escape 2F, & Aoy Aol 27| ol IIFFt= ‘avoidance 2F]E EF .
‘avoidance’ = 53 H5& oP7|diD)shs MEASC] V1= Aol TS| Wi, 4% 1 3
o] =y 7wolnt siHEte AAAE B9 aflolgkal EAdE)s] |t 715 dE
B7HE B3 &9 7es getsty] feiAe BASE HA AE SRR oy obss £
A e el tigk Fyle olslzh lojoF dth

=4, 7154 FEH7L 7] A A aFor NEetr] ffs FF ELTIs o
g B4 58S deof gtk 715 dFHrke ARSI 7sHe M BAE 9ot
e AazA, EAPES FASE EAPEY] Astadd 2 44 2l Hels Aot
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Abstract

A Study on the Validation of the Motivation Assessment Scale (MAS)
for Functional Behavioral Assessment of Children with Developmental

Disabilities including Intellectual Disabilities and Autism

Baek, Jongnam’

This study attempted to revalidate the validity of the Motivation Assessment Scale (MAS) through psychometric
verification. Participants were 145 children with developmental disabilities including 104 autism and 41
intellectual disabilities. 145 parents of children with developmental disabilities were participated as a
examiner. Results of this study were as follows: First, the MAS was composed of four factors and 15
questions through exploratory factor analysis. Second, the MAS was revised by using the confirmatory
factor analysis and the Modification Index(MI), and goodness-of-fit and convergent validity were verified.
Third, the discriminant validity between potential variables of the MAS was verified. As a result of this
study, the MAS was reconstructed into 4 factors 16 items including ‘complex’ factor 6 items, ‘tangible’
factor 3 items, ‘sensory’ 4 items, and ‘attention’ 3 items. However, the revised MAS did not fully fit
the theoretical hypothesis. The results of this study were discussed. Finally, the implications and

suggestions for further research were presented.

Keywords : Developmental disability, Problem behavior, Motivation Assessment Scale(MAS), Functional

Behavioral Assessment, Discriminant validity
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