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PRSI RV R a:ﬁ[’fiﬁllﬂfu V8 AR R AE 405

SEhE ! h AWM Rk’
D BRI e R 2 R K
‘OB EHT
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z
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£ =

AT UAFEE 4 ERREE S S (411 mEL 91 KR
# TG ot T EE S HESY (Horn, 2002) ¢ 9F 2 endh 4115 % R 0 JF A
WHRIOT Z P EP e §NRPAEFFLZ L EES R EREYF xR
@op;%%@m,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁééﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%mii
o F LR B H g F T L PR R R T R R
d 232 A4 @HRIFP EFARME LT ERARETLIF A2 "%’ﬁﬁ
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406  FHMHSEEET = B

- LR

# U4 ¥ 17 5 (coaching leadership behavior)£2 & #+ B Ff & S 4 ~ 3 &

2 % 3 ¥ % *7 B % (Loughead & Hardy, 2005 ; Northouse, 2001) o
Northouse(2001)4p 1 - ’"P HEi 2 kPP TR ESE R P s H
Penttitt Bl e R Feap i, n Ae BT » KR FFEARHE
FRERE oI ?Eiﬁ' *ﬂ%% IR H R HAGTH ¥ 5 £ & 7 (Anshel,
2003) -

AR FER ARG ¢ T §n B AFE TP | (multidimensional model of
leadership) % " 4g &2 & 43¢ | (mediational model of leadership) 7 iF 3 #c -+ & %
FAL* N T R éﬁl it (Chelladurai & Riemer, 1998; Weinberg & Gould,
2003) c H P v o RAPHIE AR KFAEF Il R ERFY EXR
REE R RS ?i G F R ORRAAEFSEARSBGEESBAL
BB AR o RIF p H AR R oxit h(Chelladurai, 1990, 1993) 5 45 %
ASENPLRKRFEFL IR LFEL R KRETE - HEKRITZF
Bt 2 e EL B RAH S FELORRRG BRI L5 (i)
PRSIl o KR ELOEAR LD G P KPEET L ) T
Z_# % (e.g., Smoll & Smith, 1989) -

iT# > Horn(2002) #FWE &t a A 254> T/ N T Hsak AR F 5
#¢ | (a working model of coaching effectiveness) » i & § »cendc uAp F & Jfad =
&H%iﬁ%A%F(%BIm)*%%&ﬁ(%iﬂﬁ) FoREY R
B E (eBfpes2 24) N2 ELF (op i) » p g 24
AL R DR R LB RS B L

FEHBALARE 7Ll 7 RAKIEERG L hf ool m KA R
AU AREFT2ZHE - 13 2 > Horn(2002)3% % %
RALFE G (KRR GZ e VBB ELEY 2 AR 4 o )& p
TP FF (L IFELRPn ) A THEFRAMAFEF L OMETF > 2 K
REFIRLAEF LA PPESREZ pAE (wp s ~p 8
BAGE)

1)»;[] ﬂp‘gl'\""

4‘2
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>

B %Y Horn(2002)3Z#% M 2 ch% 7 » &R 4 =% > o > Feltz, Chase,
Mortiz, and Sullivan(1999)#1 ' # sz | (coaching efficacy) £ 4 3% » It
ARPFLTp e P BELTEY 2 AR 2 83 ﬁ B4 A g5 d KRB
ARPRYAPE SR ERAEPR RBEFTREARNDEEFL &S
BRELDLIRE 75 o “ﬁ% gL 2_*k 5 Feltz et al. (1999)’%3&@ PRy L AT Ry 1
FRER NPT g~ BB 2 D g F 17 5 R M) 2 R S
Flpt o A Horn(2002) I 228 T » AR 5 3K B 2cil chig Ut HOTil st
%ﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁ\&%u£§M%§%ﬁé’4ﬁwQ/mﬁﬂ AL @
ARROBAFF >0 0 TARPSEG  RIFEFEEAT Y ER - LM
RAEH P SN (TP § 03 § W B A L (T~ RS2 24 4
R e LR vThs ER VERSRECE
BoEHBENEE AL R RS R T P g A
Be f i G WG B AR R B AN KR BT 4 (4 R L
vgem koo oqp 4 KT d Fpr L@ k) (e.g., Ames & Archer, 1988) - & iz
TReh& 85 A7 BB AL (7w PILHTR e 0 BES B A g
APrg o Fla LMY PN EE L MFBRES B A AR
i A B m RA R AP PRORRG FIURRG S S A RDREA B
RS B AR A i S B F AR FA T IR S e
FeB) B P E A EE L hE S o

% «;ﬁ(ﬁ 75k 6 AP RN AR B TR T
BEL oG BT F R KRFEEEFL ¢ PR FT OEG
F 1% (team climate) v Flm B AR £ B A a4 Lé%#i e (X ®H > 1999 ;
Balaguer, Duda, Atienza, & Mayo, 2002) > * f £ F¥HIRFELRGFT 5 F L
e HAL AR A v p B2 rdIG A% ¢ 2 % F (Smith & Smoll,
1%moﬁﬁﬁﬁggﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬂci#,ﬁ“ FRAL SRR AT
MEL R BB PSE ER G ES FRB BRI ERAL T
Be R A TR A A B R BAE L B AN i RE T R
Bof o S R D B H i s ¢ T R E L (P L B A 1 1 ApH
oo MR BB AP iR BAAREL LI @R R E R

-

<

f‘m

R AR o
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408 HMHSEEET = #

=~ LRl

AEA R AR TAFETTNIR? hE ¥ L0 8 FRPFEF L KR

i “RKRAPEP e E o HELT R EWG R P LA ER

FRAEATFERERR L FLARFLFLE AR ARERTFRE S

§OHP 4T

(=) KR4 %EF3 (coaching leadership behaviors )
pFRRAPERGAEFESP e A d S P AROF S R 2 T

(2001) %+ & & (1996).2957@7 PR TiER AR A AR e S
w B AR #4-;% (multidimensional model of leadership) #£4 » FliF 8 ~ 48 éﬁ-ﬁ
agi%&,ﬁﬁﬁé?$&$r%ﬁﬁﬁJ\rﬁﬁibtﬁjﬁréi%
% 4 ¥ = 4f (Chelladurai, 1990) ; H ¢ o4 & & REp HRF F 4 R
ﬁ’ﬁﬁ%ﬁég%géiﬁiiﬁf‘rw?Jﬁ&uaﬁﬁmﬁ%a
(Chelladurai, 1993) - } it = A& {7 5 3] & > Chelladurai and Saleh (1978,
1980) @& & 4f F & £ (Leader-ship Scale for Sports » f§ £ LSS) p > ,?u%
GRS A WJF?-%#ﬁwiﬁ“mﬁﬁm;od%%pizg_
AP P 2 IO HHERFHZORE PIERRET 2 0T RRF
RERG L RA Ry 2R TERREE L  RERRES LTI B
B ERE e
LR ¥ 17 5 °
IFERGZF P EL L EH P A EH LR 5 VS LY 2
FREVREET L D FRRA @@%%ﬁ%Jir?ﬁﬁﬁ%FéJﬁﬁ
B R HRF EAE B Ho i
2

IR A S S B AT FIT R R R RGP R F R R
R 2FREL  FHRALTERAELL 2 T F5 A E2FL 45
SRR E R A SRS SRR IEIE SRERY S L YR R LA
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PSSR E VSV [ S SRR EL T DR R (R A 409

3.EHi75 ¢
RIp A AR LA iﬁv;miﬁfz'ﬁ RUERREE L ER

R T ERAAERA 2 TRHEFL AR LEA A8 A7 RRp AKE
CERTRES RIS RE DT ES %@ °
4. T 5

I FR A $HE &M“m@%ﬁm+@£&%€i B (5 ch
REL R RRAETERAFET A 2 THIRFL AR A @9@3’%n%

AR DEE S B gl‘élﬁlf‘if&?}ﬂ% AEAFEL 2R GORREL A
3 o
SRS
IR B B BB R R E L IR A RDR R TS FRRATE
FPHERA L TREPAL A RARASGF 0 AT RN RS R R
BEL VRS ARDFET LR
(=) .i;'g?-'-‘-i‘r{fr’vﬁﬁ;‘p’ ﬁ,% (to predict the perceived motivational climate )
pEE BRRE 2 & Rm a4 B 4 i EET B

@ﬁﬁwiwr“ﬁﬁv$inrB“%@%é SRR EIL T
L EE A B(1994) i ¢ v R ERBF R A KB o
& p f%ﬁ"@lié{faﬁiw,f‘g PR BILE i 4 ¥ @ B IR 4 ;_%%,‘ergiﬁ,ﬂﬁ_

BRI R BN E Y SR Hi PR eHE ¢R BT
o~ kaE ﬁ& PR 4 (Ao 4 B p SOt A R a4 MR e h

HEH X)) > PERYTREEDPREBR B THL L T2 i, - B8
BANEGL g R RS LIRS ER B AR P
EARL RS j\?ﬁi‘.ﬁ Hdrae 4 (a4 Lfﬁ‘.n—\'é fo Al giem Koo gy A B ETE d FrpTis
Ad k)RR ENP e F T2 AT p AP § % (Ames, 1984 ;
Ames & Archer, 1988) - as@& 8 » &~ 54 & (1994) % Seifriz,
Duda, and Chi (1992) # Beh M@ d 5 i€ & , (& 2 w5 Perceived
Motivational Climate in Sport Questionnaire » f§ f PMCSQ) 2 R > & #:F £ 4
RHERATEWHF 3 1 F0 5 iz 27T p ABw iz 3 73 & Walling,
Duda,and Chi (1993) T H#REE L F et 1 FBw § 2T » € 2 £ LR
ApeE FRBp A P FEE LS AP § G A PTG
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@Aﬂﬁmiﬁﬁoﬂ&’%PiﬁﬂrkﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiiJﬁgﬁ%%%%

B4, 2 Tatrpmgig, &
il_;\,»ﬁqy;;;g%g/}’z\wT—,—\ff%f?fﬁ
BEEBE L, L TR A f A E L] D 85 b7 8 LRk

F EE TP oy gL AT E

Seifriz, Duda, and Chi (1992) # B T@d- s § iz £ & | (5dp ) - F £ 4
HRALZLIEE2 p AP iz 4ol BAPIRPe - g a T
j;ﬁ—s—ianaﬂgs -%gﬁgﬁﬁ?ip;péh: EIAR L S S E IR £g

R 2 KRR HE L o e GhTu Fpt > 2 f|* 2 g
BEL BT ERLS S TR m/Mp A 2 TgpA/Maiv, » 1172
FLoFe Wi LT 6 FIRYOLE KR EP 2 KR EF LG A7

FTEie/icp | 2 TR pA/MIF | ERA TA

d
e @eeBigEi 2 iAo fg, ~ 24805 AN
B P b T2 P fig )~ 84 E S M RMT g

&%Jﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂ*Hmﬁ%%g%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéfﬁﬁﬁv?é%
R RARRB A w4 BEFFHER P ARRDTRT 53 10§ £
Frgh B M Tt AR 2 AR IR T i,ﬁ-ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%u*~
FREEFEAEFRLI MO PR IRIR LS BT g
T 2 TR ESF G EMA T AT AT P g

—\

FRHERATXGEEKRAD 2 HEKRAREHEEFTLE AR
FHEIOOR BRKRAPFRF v HELI oL 2 EFHHFBF PP
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A..Il{
S

PRI RIS AL R R R S D B 411

- P REERER

AT MAEEES RRE2EL AT HEHE Fit RO & p e
BRBEAAEFZNEEL T2 %%%$vﬂﬁ K H 2 gd TP ER
@%ﬁﬁéJﬁrﬂ§%@i4%5J1%¥’%@iiiﬁﬁiﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ
SREREAEY (772 @@g\%%E\EﬂE~ﬂEE)’E*?¥*§
FAFREKRFEFL LR F 7 R TR B A2 HAES 3
2 B e o &»iﬁiﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂié 7;1¢wiﬁifiw¢ﬁ
&6

£
y
—w;ﬁ:ﬂiwgﬁ;gﬁaJQWU

gh‘i

% EN o T S T RRT
@UL%’ PIRPFE S B U2 Jp kA ”iﬁJ ° lfn?ég pUE 2 enfd
o @I FRPE CELINEL 411 = (FHEEH L 19.67 & > SD=6.77) >
KR L 91 = (TioEd L 4125 % - SD=3.78)

“FPT1E

(=) Ko

g2 4 *f,’ Feltz, et al. (1999) % it & 35 (2003)e I #x oz £ & | % ®l
Mook f o SEAEP 0 G Likert 587 BE % 0 4 R RIERRA F R - R
Af s g EE A RS S S 2 oG g 0 BREFEE L 6045% 0 BE
#. Cronbach’s a i& % .93 ° Feltz, etal. (1999)% #-%X F AN E 4 i@ L R A &

TRk 2 TRk B 0 B8 RE ki R ) R il B2 R
F’é"ﬂ‘ﬁjilifﬁlfﬂ"jﬂ‘ﬁﬂ Hawrsri B R (f’f_j";%_%\"‘ ’
BELSF ""'li”gtdz> 2D A (AAE A7 > BEFLSMITTE

t“i%i?']ii‘fiéﬁé_éq‘#é‘é Pfa A KT (F2 AR B2 Y F

FE2 84 %A LG PP 0 5 Likert 387 BLE “1,)?*
1.09% - &4 % Cronbach’sa i@ ! P18 | 2.78~ [ g 4B
@J#ﬂoﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁizFlﬁ&@JA§%¢@$@A,%ﬁﬁﬁm

G R HE S DR L ARG R AT AP A
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412 RS = 10

g B o R A L*T?ﬂjﬁd $HE F 002 AT (Ao fjirAg AR e 4 s
TR A ) @ X o x2F % &4z Duda, Olson, and Templin(1991) s 8L » 38 (7
AR - % - I.{*ﬂ;%&ﬁ% I %E—F’»r&:fi%‘%\ aPgae/p s (T2

-
TP A B ZELBRAMTOH, P AT A | 4 F LA MR

v;ﬂu-

Ty ) 2 TR pA/Maiey (TpAPw , A 2400 F 0T 58

AT | A8 AT T oK ) o
(2) KRAEFFZEL (RER)

AR A B p X ETQO0) LY BE 5 (1996) %2 ¥ 2k TiFdLFEE
Ly o AR REEERZGRHRSES > AFTRU TR RR, 2T
BAREE A HwRIE R S R BEF T AR g I

BA it o %84 5 Likert 57 B8 % > d - L4 3 > REA
Cronbach’s o B 5 .92 » W2 @M% L £ 5 58.67% - Zyps & & %4 > RIE ¥

REFRFFSRFIN o REpE L - B MR 2 AR

= ¥

# Likert 7 B8 2872 » £ 73

.84 B REE 5 3334% - Mg A

PRERARAEY 2 #iﬁfﬁﬁ’“’ EWe p AP § i 2 JpiE O RRE
FEB A AR ~ AR L

Tk

% Cronbach’s a &

AL kA 75 88 3kA 17 (Two-way MANOVA) » 3 5k ik
R KR FEFHKRIBAAEFL 2B BT RO F LR
0=.05 o fe R 2 o FF T B PO E KRP PR HiE L iR F
Wi P SmETRB R AP 22 A MBI A YRS 2
mAE T RE e R

i

TR

CRKBOCR B RERP P N RRR RREF S LRP
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A..Il{
X

AT H@E[;fatrvm;:ﬁg[{ﬁg%t P ISR R R B 413

LI E S G AFE Y R A hie s &r?".éﬁﬁ?#;;%ﬁvf% PN R
TR S TERALS 2 TRAIES ) BRRE L WIke'A B4 W5 .42
(F=2.38, p <.05)% .35(F=3.66,p<.05) » 2 T HRF L BLAH 7 50T Bw A
¢ F L KPR E KR FEBrhA i § £8 o e o KPR XKRD
B~ 2. Wilks’A=.89(F=1.36, p >.05)AZ FIB¥F > LB 2% BT 2 3 (7% A
DB EF KB oIt B HRP BB {0 HRF BT L P2 %8 s
WA R EE > 4ok - 7 o
ERPOLHERT EREG S PBRES 6 0 KRGO TR EF S
(F=5.99,p<.05)~ "=& 2 {75  (F=5.09,p <.05)% F:ér;; 7 % (F=5.96, p <.05)
gﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂkﬁ*iﬂ’ﬁpiaaﬁﬂﬁk’iﬁwﬁﬁé%%
' B OTAL AP MO SRR ML S TR R s TRA
;;J Pt ML TR RIFE ) R AN BEFEY BRI EE KR
R FRF F LR TMRGE S (F=3.38,p>05)1 2 TR {7 5 | (F=3.08,p
>05)2. 1 & vxhk p AL DB F KL o
F -G KR EPe Ty F 5 (FS1236, p <05 T3 i
(7% 5 (F=8.29,p<05)~ "B 5 | (F=7.72,p<05)~ " # R 7 &, (F=5.44,
p<05)% TEZ4]F 5 | (F=747,p<05)2 1 B2k ¥ PR F K& BT KR
PREPw ¢ RERRFTBLAR2ZAAEFS c T RS R 8F T3 107/
AR, TRlRedpin sy~ Taima, ~ THIRE S , 2 TEARES
r

B T E/F AN o TR/ FAN, 2 TRHIFE B T

t))‘ﬂ

-

SHA O M BRER AT RRLY .

F—  KIOTNERRPEPHR BAEF LR E2L MANOVA A7 % %4 & £

%3 KR " % Ss df MS Fi& piE
FoTi P 196.40 1 196.40 5.99 .02%
(A) ENER L 96.77 1 96.77 5.09 .03*
BEARLET 5 81.79 1 81.79 3.38 .07
o e 25.55 1 25.55 3.08 .08
B 39.26 1 39.26 5.96 .02%
B RP Pdp ¥ 405.24 1 405.24 12.36 01*
(B) ENER L 157.58 1 157.58 8.29 01*
BERLET 5 186.56 1 186.56 7.72 01*
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414 RS = 10

o2 el 45.04 1 45.04 5.44 02%

417 A 49.23 1 49.23 7.47 0%
A x B R R 2 47.42 1 47.42 1.44 23

NN L 6.89 1 6.89 0.01 95

MR T 5 26.60 1 26.60 1.10 29

o3 Al 12.22 1 12.22 1.47 22

417 A 16.33 1 16.33 2.48 12
EAE 1 B R 2 1933.82 59 32.77

NN L 1121.27 59 19.00

MR T 5 1424.96 59 24.15

o2 el 488.22 59 8.27

L4 5 388.56 59 6.58
B Bl R 26322.00 63

ENERN - 17137.00 63

BT 5 16890.00 63

o A 6186.00 63

75 7132.00 63

* p<.05

SRR BERD e N E L o fERF G2 B

oS oI HELI F 2L T2 Fre f i 2 A Bk EREY
-k 2 (F=7.55, p <.05) > wA%*F“ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ—ﬁ;%ﬁ’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi
w2 T AP § i, 21 Bk AEDFLEF=023,p=63) &7
/Eﬁ?zif)igjio

P FKRP P HEL R 2 T2 iFRe 5 g (F=37.27, p <05

rg%&@gﬁjm33%;ww$\¢$z%éd%¥$ﬁ’“4%ﬁbp
T B3R 2 ﬂ’ﬁﬁpﬂ%@gfméiﬁfﬁﬁ,ﬁoi@wm 5 BT o
r g

BLIE/MAA ) KRrew2FEL21 Fhe g s M1 iE/3p ) &
e m TR /F N ) RRewZEES2 p AP fizplgs T 3§ iF
EWIEANEE & SR

BRI IR 3G 0 PO ERRD R § T iFBew § g (F=0.06,
p>.05)12 T g A Bem & 0% | (F=0.90,p>.05)2. 2 3 % »c% A PR ¥ LE >
BTz PO B RERD EPe 3 €T FREL o BB F o
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AR RV [ S ) e R S (R Y YA 415

Foo RBOCI A FRD RS $HE L o 548§ 13 B 82 MANOVA A 74 % 3

£ £
L S & %30 SS df MS Fi& piE
FHOT 1B f iR 426.38 1 426.38 7.55 01*
(A) pAB f i 8.98 1 8.98 0.23 .63
BB 1B f iR 2103.09 1 2103.09 37.27 01*
(B) pABF iz 1299.69 1 1299.69 33.58 01*
A x B 1B f iR 3.58 1 3.58 0.06 .80
EEE T 5.19 1 5.19 0.90 34
ESE S BRI N 16476.94 292 56.42
pAB i 11301.73 292 38.70
E 1B § i 1656236.00 296
pABPwF i 767027.00 296

* p<.05

B %

HA S AT SR BT B A MO KRR BB TR S
fraaf@s P HELZT e 1 58w
ﬁﬁ@%ﬁ”éﬁw%éJ’£§34v§mﬁﬂlfﬂ%@$; ##4 » Horn(2002)
51 % Feltz, et al.( 999) e ki LA dp M 0 0 0B AA KR AR
2 TR Gt Mot KRG RF i 4 Al T R

iﬂ‘i’%wmﬁwﬁﬁ%‘&%5%ﬂ~ﬁ“ﬁ
% X 3R % £ Horn(2002) 7% 8L 58 34 3 de @ 5 ¢
EHEHFH  HE A2 PRAE Fla B oni
Sty A N A (75 0w MOt P B TR FR
#1675 o #t b > Feltzetal. (1999)% » &7 5 3%k kb 3=
%%ﬁﬁﬁ%wﬁ&’%%%m$L%% ﬁﬁrﬁg_@@%% a@a
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416 JIBSEITH = ¥

B TRIRE G e TERE L Pl BRSNS S FRP T R
FHE L EEFERREGUNT A FEF e AL TR HNLE
eV - 2R o KO HEL R L EFEE L é‘f?%%fgﬁ v B ATy Y AT
wthicen s B EL G FRF O FFw § iF, o Horn(2002) 532 3% H 5
WS ERRGT L PERE E L of TR KO § B RPBE L oo ff g
Beb s fiE e T2 FRRE G B T 2 BIRILEE S s i
ARG LFEEEELI ORI Fm BB F Fo AT RS LF T B
BLEL o NF S AP FBe F iz p AP g EitiE A B A5
ﬁsﬁﬁ 4 ERRAEP R FIH S BEERRSLA P (4o B3k~ §1k)
AL 1 v f GE R p AP § iR BRI
Gt ki AR LR B L EL o p ABe f Y R -

%‘%ﬁﬁﬁi“’ﬁﬁsﬁﬁéaip;%ﬁﬁﬁyﬂ_@'3%
FLes3m 2hIHKRFEFINEI HELI R BB 52 6 %
TR P E KR - iR R R %wai%ﬁgwnmpﬂ’@a

FRD P E’v’ta‘.%'ri’;m B w2 R BT ER L BR
Ful P R EF TSR T B S D @f?%’?ﬂ?‘wf}%ﬁé@é’

Wp AW~ BIE EEBREFIT S o Balaguer, Crespo, and Duda(1996)7 i 45
Do HRPEH A REERERRAAMELF L od 1 EH > e f* FLHFR
TRAHPRERR A T P AF O RRK I T F LR H
FI*rEEgR AR KSR 4 R IEH O BRSBTS Oﬁ:}j;j%ﬂjj
HI o LI/ A YO TT/F p ARRBRE S g s A a
BREMIRG G > E MR/ p A F T/ M A RRERR S B
FHERH FL 6o AAETAH RS E 2
fffﬁ’ﬁ BEMLET 5 Fl2 g & PO e s 2R GER M OB B3 Moo ARG A e
FerdmBFE R FEEFLHE I R &ﬁ v {7 & (Chelladurai,
1993) » R P P i - BIRIKPATE T 5 L&tk o
W4 A8 4 (2 B4R > 2000 ; Balaguer, Duda, & Myao, 1997) %tk
P ¢ EEL o f s o Bt g Al Fie P
TP g iz p AP R g FEH| 2 FILET L Pigp Do §iF o ikt LB
HRAFTEE7 o 31 0F/MHp ARR e EL 00 Thw § i3 300K

FEEECY: Sl E
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418 BT = 10

}
<

r v'wﬁ%;m S TRaEs s
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Coaches’ coaching efficacy, goal orientation, leadership
behavior and their trainees’ perceived motivational climate in
sport: A cross-sectional study in Judo and Wrestle

Jui-Hsing Chang ', Chih-Hui Hsu >, Kuang-Ta Chang’

! Tatung Institute of Commerce and Technology Department of Sport Health and Leisure
? Chaoyang University of Technology Office of Physical Education
3 Nan Kai University of Technology Office of Physical Education

Abstract

This paper provides preliminary evidence supporting the validity of Horn’s
(2002) Working Model of Coaching Effectiveness. In order to achieve research
purposes, questionnaire data were collected from a sample of 91 Judo/Wrestle
coaches and their 411 trainees. Results supported most hypotheses, indicating that
these coaches’ coaching efficacy and goal orientation are important factors which
determinate their leadership behavior. In addition, it was found that the two
antecedents (coaching efficacy and goal orientation) both contributed to trainees’
perceived motivational climate in sport. However, some hypotheses proposed in
this study were not supported. These findings highlight the usefulness of Horn’s
(2002) model, and further research directions for a better understanding of
processes in which coaching effectiveness can be generated in training practice is
suggested.

Keywords: a working model of coaching effectiveness, leadership behavior,
motivational climate in sport
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