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FREBIE L, [FREFO ] LT, AR—VYORLIRXEVEZKD I Z
LR om BEICRS T, AEESCHAMEZ D VKBRS ES & o N BRI
BT HZENHFEINTWD —FT, EF, KESEMMEDO AR R E, PRIEDHIE
BT 2580 EN"MbONL TS, HEHMICEWT WU REELHE, a3Ia=F
—varyORrRFEE] (XHAFTAE, 2013) 210, AELOFEFHBAFREHEE ST LI N
REHFICRODLNATWD, EE, AR—YVYOHRERHIZENT, HEHLAR—-Y %
ITOBFBVESLT AT — bR ABEBRIZ., TO%OKRERR, CONWELHHAT LE
KD—>2LlosTWND,

Jowett & Ntoumanis (2004) (T2 —F LB FOX ABEBLOEZNET D7D DO RE
& L T The Coach-Athlete Relationship Questionnaire (LA F. CART-Q) %#Bi¥ L
TW5b, AfaoHMIX, Jowett & Ntoumanis (2004) N L7277 AV —F & a—F
Ot NBEFROE R ET 5 CART-Q z mKEHHEHICEET I ZE2ZEME L, R
EOZSEEEEELZMRFT TS, 62, IABEFZEELZBEEORBEMNE L O E
722 T, BEAEDOEBEZHELMNIT D,

ERIEEBITIICTBE T 2R ET =4 —399 A2 XRICTA X —F v A E L
L7, A& IT 299 4 CThoTe, Ny 7 T AL —va il @ ERTE
M CART-Q B XU REFOREME., IrEHRIGENcET2HE, BEEORBM%ICHE T 2HE
apda, HERMWEFOICEo TREOZYE L EHEEOHRRBZIT - 7,

HRABRLRHEH CTREORLYELEHEDNER I L tREB X O — Tl E Y
BOotrofE, BRAOBEHEENSEORMT 52X ABEROEICEHEL TS Z &N
HonhEleoi,

¥ —7U— K : CART-Q, xf ABAfR, Ny 7 hTF AL —vav, RE

* O BfEHKBREREARN—=FZHER T202-0021 FHEEE R HRIKRE 2-7-5 Bfg A K% 75-2
REH=E 304 5=
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Study on interpersonal relationship between coach and

students in School-Based Extracurricular Sports Activities

—Influence of Coach —

Takuya Furukawa*
Abstract

It is expected that the school-based extracurricular sports activities (SBESA)
will contribute to friendship relations and leaders and their relationships with
autonomy and cooperativeness, limited to improving sports pleasure and joy,
physical strength improvement. On the other hand, the quality of coaching in
SBESA such as corporal punishment and lack of expertise has been questioned in
recent years.

The purpose of this paper is to modify CART-Q for athlete and coach's
interpersonal relationship developed by Jowett & Ntoumanis (2004) for SBESA. In
addition, consider the validity and reliability of the scale. Compare with the
attributes of the coach and clarify the relationship between coach and
interpersonal relationship.

This study conducted an Internet survey. Asked about back-translated CART-Q
and subject attributes, items related to SBSA, and items on coach attributes.
Validity and reliability of the scale were confirmed by confirmatory factor analysis.

The validity and reliability of the scale were confirmed within an allowable range

In addition, as a result of examination and one way ANOVA analysis, it was
revealed that coach guidance frequency is related to the quality of interpersonal
relationship perceived by members.

Key Words : CART-Q, interpersonal relationship, back translation, scale

* Waseda Univ. Graduated School of Sport Sciences.304 75-2 Waseda University
2-7-5Higashifushimi Nishitokyo Tokyo 202-0021
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1. IXC®Ic
FRCEEEEEN L, [ E OB £ LT,

AR—=Y DR IRLEOEWRD S Z &, (Khorm E
el I = B e e 17 e AN S ON R [ 1 o E 3=
FEDOANMBRICET S Z LR STV D —
5T, U, RERCEMMEDO AR R 72 & FRGERNH
IEENCRT DHEEOEN b T %, SN
W YRS, ala=r—2a b OFHE

% GO, 2013) &[0 AEfEE DR
FREAEES 5 2 L DMREF RO BTN D, TR,
AR OFFEGHEIC BT, RS L AR—Y %
179 HVESLT A U — h Ot NEHRIL, Z D% OR,
FfdiR, 00 BNOVEEBIHT 2 ERO—> & 75T
W5 (e. g Vella, S. A., 2013 : Jowett &
Cockerill, 2002).

1o ERRNEENC I THREE LB OxEA
BWRICE BT 5 Z &3, A% OEIEEENZRBT 5
FEEE OGO E G5 9 A T EDESR
EHLTND EEBZ DD, ABFFETIE, s
B EEN L ~SEER IR EN C 30 1T D AREIFE AR RN
VO ERSEBEEN S H 95 CGHEFT, 2013),
AR OFFESIIZ T D% ABRIL, a—TF &

ETORRMIE B LIEICER—NR A LD (e
g. Lafreniére, M. A., 2008), =—F LT &

U— hOxtANBIRIL, 8 & BB, TR AL
BLbHboTHWHIRELERS D (Jowett &
Ntoumanis, 2004),

Jowett & Ntoumanis (2004) [F=2—F Li®FD
SEANBMROE ZHES 7DD RE L LT The
Coach-Athlete Relationship Questionnaire (UL,
CARTQ) B LT\ %, CARTQ L= v kA
> I (commitment), ## M (Closeness) . FHAH
M (Complementarity) @ 3 DORERAMES)HRLY
NoTED, TAV I, LF— AF Y 2 HE|
XUy, A2, AT =—F D 7 HEOERE
P T 570 L RED(SHEME & 224 MED s
EN T3 (Yang, S. X., & Jowett, S., 2012),

2. BWY

Z ZCARO BB, Jowett & Ntoumanis
(2004) NBAZFE L7=T A Y — b & a—Foxt A\E%
DEZEJIET S CARTQ % =BoESEhTEHIELE
THZEREME L, REOZYSM: & a2t
T5, IbIZ, XFARREIEE LIRS D
Lol AAT 9 Z & T, M & ORB#EEZI BN T 5,
728, CARTQ (&l s (2015) 12X~ C, &
KFGBEH B 2 %15 & LT 21T 5 BRICHER S 4
TWD, ARFFRIZRW T, FREDBHFE R 25
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3 ILHMEDOEV \E&E HEH CART-Q %1k
THRIZBWT, BRE2AL WL EEZLND,

3. JiE

3. 1. SRS LE T

AT, FEStt CUF. At OfiEE=4
— A BER L TW D EENCHERET 2 Eiks KOS
BEAED 1 FAND 3FEED H B TSN TS
LCWDEREXRE LT, A ¥ —Fy M E
FEhtn U7z, I 201742 A 23 A5 28 HOH]
[HCHEhE L7, FRAHIRINIC 399 4 DI E =4 —
MEEE L, 299 4D ZNRIE CLUE DTt & 7e
77,

728, AFLOFRET =2 —2I389 190 1 ADB Gk

(2016 4F 10 ABIE) MH Y. 15 Ll END DX
FNTREL 7o TS, I 51T, 10 fROBGEEL
135166, 500 A (3. 5%) ThH D,

3. 2. J&TEH

FRASTE B e 58 O HAR g, SN CBIT 2
EHH., BEMNCERET AIEE, Jowett & Ntoumanis

(2004) 2MERLL7- CART-Q Z iEdhiRiEEh IR
ARUTEREARRE LT,

RIGE DOFANEIE & LT, VERI, 224, SR,
g EiEE =27, SEENCRIT 2t E LTix
W2 3 OO, B, IR ED)
BERE, fhofREd of 2T, ok, R
DUV TR GEE DN EREIHYE LT aTREME %
ERE LT, 10 NHETOBRITREE AR T,

AWFFETIE, R & x5 Ot NBHROE 2 HIE
T 5728, R L CREE ORI 248 LAl
A A L HRDI-, 1o T, ABE LT OMER,
FREHEL (RIEAE & 2SO —R) | R
WTW D ERTRENSEE O L5 R oA ME 1 ]
OSSR, RN O OFFERRZ OV THT,
Jowett & Ntoumanis (2004) 753115552 L7- CARTQ
BRI EEN IR T 2720l ITO TR X %
1To77 T3, FBRRSHEEFIH LAYy 7 T AL
— 3 % L, CART-Q DI H ZFRER L=, IRIZ,
Ny NT U AL—v g ‘/%:ﬁof:#ﬁﬁ%ﬁ CARTQ
b EAGEEETEBIR A A ERC T A 72012, EEEE
RER 2 A DAL DB 14 & 1%‘5% ;LIHE O
et ABIEZ T o7, BARIS, AR—Y <R T A
K &SR 3 44 & Okl Lo T, CARTQ
Z BB E N AEE L= L E1E)> (2015) OIE
H & ot U, Bl B O L~V U 653
ERTX 2008 5 D>, JFSCOERRNE D B LT



K1 WNKBEOREMELABENEHICOVTO

N %
451 5F 136 45.5%
TF 163 54.5%
FE 14 75 25.1%
24 92 30.8%
34 132 44.1%
PRIEEREED BAEFEK 12 4.0%
VINR=IL 6 2.0%
AN 22 7.4%
Ny NR=)L 23 7.7%
HYyh— 23 7.7%
VINFZZ 18 6.0%
=5 24  8.0%
AN NS 7 31 10.4%
&ilE 6 2.0%
EST 3 1.0%
P ERRR 28 9.4%
7Kk 8 2.7%
kiR 2 0.7%
3 14 4.7%
N RR=IL 6 2.0%
518 14 4.7%
ZEFE 2 0.7%
BHT=X 20 6.7%
X EFEK 14 4.7%
1T 2 0.7%
SEREED 5 1 0.3%
7] 3 1.0%
INSZ M) 2 0.7%
39— 4 1.3%
FPI-F4>Y 2 0.7%
TX)H> Ty k=)L 1 0.3%
A NN 1 0.3%
2T—=h 1 0.3%
A 1 0.3%
R—b 1 0.3%
vz 1 0.3%
390X 1 0.3%
JKEK 1 0.3%
Rt 1 0.3%
EPDIBEIFEROGRNE TXEPAS 92 30.8%
HERFERSHIZ 91 30.4%
A AR 44 14.7%
EERSHS 35 11.7%
ARACFHZBLTLRW 37 12.4%
EPE 1 0 Ak 33 11.0%
1 0 AE2 0 ARG 116 38.8%
2 0 AAE3 0 AXK 80 26.8%
30 AME4 0AXKE 34 11.4%
4 0 ALE5 0 AR 15 5.0%
50ABE6 0 AKX 6 2.0%
6 0 ABLE7 0 AKiE 4 1.3%
7 0 AL E 8 0 AR 3 1.0%
8 0 AL E9 0 AR 0 0.0%
9 0 AL 1 00 AR 2 0.7%
100AE 6 2.0%
EREBNDIEENSERE M (SD) 5.72 (1.22)
Max. 7
min. 1
fLOESEBIEEEORRE D 222 74.2%
LV 77 25.8%

IRUVINE I EER L CEADEERZTT-7,
2B RGBT RIE 2RO HBIL, FrE R &
Oxt NEWRDE A HIET D 72012 [THET DD
%éilkkbiﬁjkwﬁiE%HTMZto

fiﬁ?rﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁ

REEDIEFEN: & 24O

FH: fﬂ?fﬁ%%ﬁﬁaubf: & A, fritgt 7ro
T BITR Y IIEL S e oTz, SHIZ, HED
RN Z R 5 72, Ttem-Total FHES/ T % i
U7z, FEBIEREDDS r=0. 04 | Ziii7= 72V EH I 3HIBRxT
RERDH (K, 2002), APFFEIBNTEYET
LB ST, Lo T, AL CIIER
EEETEE CART-Q 0 11 18 H 4~ T Z LISy
HriZ v,

REEDORERME 2 S MEZ RGETT 2 7 Ol
Rt AT o T2, AR EO G EZ RET D72
DOFHUEL LT, GFI (Goodness of fit index),
AGFI (Adjusted goodness of fit index), CFI

(Comparative fit index), RMSEA (Root mean
square error of approximation) % v 7z, IERHY
'”é'l PEARRRIET B 7212 AVE (%55 \%&?M) 72

BHL, 0. 50 7&%&4‘5& L7ze FRRIAYZE

HH U72 AVE 23[R FRFERE D5 & ODttﬁxT*ﬁ
REL72, RIEOGEEMIT. AEESEZ T
Cronbach o f#¥tZHH L, 0. 70 U\J:’CZ?JZD &

3. 3.
3. 3.

R LT,
]2 WREMNMEELERBEBEBEICOVT
N %

451 B 227 75.9%

74 72 24.1%
fsEHR RiEAE 97 32.4%

REEAB LS 202 67.6%
BEDTFFLHRER 1RERE 181 60.5%

KigErE 82 27.4%

HHBRN 36 12.0%
5B (F8) M (SD) 1.95 (0.77)

Max. 3

min. 1
LEMOIEEEE M (SD) 4.59 (1.96)

Max. 7

min. 1

3. 3. 2. HMOEMIT LD PR S

KRB TR LTS AEE L7 & oxf AR
1ROE &= OO ENE & OB 57
DT, EPSEIFEH CART-Q & FALR S %
PERAEL, RERIDJEME AN S e LTt *ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ E
N TCALE T AT o T2, PR A
TRREICE ENHHBESEOE uHﬁ%T{LRE
R ET DAL TEEIEE TALRERR &P
b5 (BEH, 2015), ABFFEIZIBWTIEL, A
EAEHT 2, 723, BB ORREHEIZOWNT
X 1TEEOS S 1 H -2 HOFE AL, 3
H - 4 BOfRBEARHEERE, 5 H02H 7 HOMESL
EHEEEREE LT,

LD, $EaHIEHT > 7 | SPSS statistics
ver. 23 B LY Amos ver. 23 Z A L7,

201641 | A R—VIiHgElK 297

ER
a
%
H
/}\
i
A
Y
!
b
D
i
Ic
B
.3—

S



R/3 HRNEFIITOEREETMERE

no. 1IBH SHE(CIEEME a M SD
ASYRAD B

1 FAFEERIOSCESRIARZIBVN TV, 0.82 0.83 3.99 1.79
2 FhSEERDSTELBENONREVNERS, 0.75 3.90 1.69
3 FhOERESNRERZEULKRERE. BEREIDEENVNBETIBESNBICER LR, 0.80 4.07 1.69
BN

4 FhIRERIOFGENTFER, 0.88 0.92 4.09 1.79
5 FhIEERDSEEZEFAL TS, 0.95 433 1.82
6 FLSEEREOLEEEEHU TS, 0.93 4,17 1.87
7  FhORRRHICEEB OEENSEFSFTREEZIAH> TN TR ETRESEIL TS, 0.74 421  1.79
1R

8 FLIEEMDEENSIBEZZTBERINT D, 0.85 0.90 3.87 1.77
9 FAIEERIDEENSIEERSZT5LE, BERIDSLEDIBE(ILZLSER, 0.89 4,23 1.84
10 FASEERIDICENSIBERZFBEE, FALVLDTERAMRITENTES 0.82 3.90 1.62
11 FAIEERIOENSIEEA R I BEE, FAITFENREELZES, 0.78 4,13 1.63

GFI=0.88,AGFI=0.80,CFI=0.94,RMSEA=0.13

&4 AVELREFRHEREOFETS

F1 F2 F3
JZy MDA 0.622  0.91 0.87
=M 0.77° 0.86
1B 0.70°¢

a: JZYMXYRDAVE, b : 3REMOAVE, c : ABHEIEDAVE

4. FERMOHEE

4. 1. FESREORHR

AT DT BFNTHONTELICE LD, &
FHERED 54, 5%, 3HAEN 44. 1% L0 ATE
HIEENI AN RS U FodN 10, 4% E otz EoiE
*% 3 FMOFHAGE TIE, REKRESHE 11, 7%
Lo TND, BRESE 10 ALIE 20 KN 38.
8%z~ LTc, SRIGENOTEEHEE DT 5. 72 [A]
Th o7, ARG CTHRE L@ OfREE DA
BEZONTIE, T4, 2% DMEHANDIREE RN D &
A& L7z,

RIGE DA THE LT D JEPEIZ DU
TE2ITE LD, BN T5. 9%, REAELIS
DOHRHFEAZ 272> TWDADN 67, 6%, FHEL
TR O M EEERTEEN B 5 i R OBHRER DA
HEZOUWNTIE, FBRE D 60. 5% Tdh o7, FH
SISEAZITTHHIM E LTOYEE 1. 954 T
oo, BRIOFEESERET 1 BRY20 4. 59 AN
RIS oY e

4. 2. RIEOEFEMR 024 MO
FERBEAIE 1o OfE S E 7= SEERE S E A
CART-Q DIFEYELHEEETONT Cronbach o #7254,
FLINFERHEIEER 3 ICF L i, BT VEAEIT
GFI=0. 88, AGFI=0. 80. CFI=0. 94, RMSEA
=0. 13 & 7277, IR 4% 7~79 AVE 13 0.
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62—0. 77 DR L, FRBIRZ 4TI A 1
FHEAD -5 L AVE O FlEIDFEFR & 2r o7z

(F4), ETVOBAEEET GFI, AGFI, CFI
23 0. 90 LETHTIIE D NEW &I <4,
RMSEA (£0. 10 LA ETHTiEFE 0 23 &
na @fEH, 2015 : /Mg, 2016), —J5C. WAE
FEREANE L < EUMETARITIUE, NI L%
AR K > TR D24 M2 fREEd
DT EPMEL SNTOD (M, 2002), & HIC,
ML T35,/ 70y OFRBEORETIEAL .
EORREH DD MEE 722 (A, 2014) AT
(BT DHERHIRA- AT OFE R, FrRllfE4 s X
UMERE S 42—, e 2 &N TE o
72 HDODFE L < HEUMETIH R <, RIS PR X
OEHEMEA 777 Cronbach a 18285t M H (o >0.
70) Zfiiic L7272, AW CIIRFA rTEe S
ET IV E LT EtED T,

4. 3. OB X A EEEEEIH CART-Q
2)24. 1%

t BE72 DN — IR E D AT ORERZ R 5 &
F 6 TR LT, XEEDEE LTER oMz k-
T, XTABROE ORI B IR S 2o
7o, BB OFREZERNZRBWTIE, PRMEUAT DR
MO HFEMIMEIC KT T 215 5 Bl @ R
R UTo, BB OBEDOBHFERICONT S, i
HARBRD & DI HFRE LT TN D, AR
AR E Do T, FERIME & IR E &R O [ Er
PFRHEAERZ R L, AV HE AR T D72 0ICE
FRATENE > TVDDZRAL TV LR TH D

(e. g. Jowett & Ntoumanis, 2004), L7=723-
T, B BhET 28, b U < 13RIk
HEEALTCWAEMNOEZ LTS Z &ITk L
Tz &9 &I 2HMEDREM O (U, 2014)



R/5 HEOBMLTURESROLER (HRE)

JZy X b R ABAEE
M SD tiE M SD tiE M SD tiE

BRI E ORI B4 (n=227) 3.96 1.52 4.21 1.63 4.09 1.50

7% (n=72) 4.07 1.41 0.57 4.17 1.69 0.87 3.84 1.52 0.22
BRI B D1EEHR AT (n=97) 4.01 1.53 0.87 4.21 1.79 0.96 4.28 1.58 0.05*

FEABEUSM (n=202) 3.98 1.48 ' 4.20 1.57 ' 3.91 1.46 '
FESEAED)E BRI ARE §X5 = . . . . . .
BEEBEDBEOFHRER  BRE (h=181) 4.15 1.54 0.17 439 1.64 0.09 4.28 1.51 0.00%**

KiZERE (n=82) 3.87 1.43 4.02 1.62 3.65 1.48
*:p<0.05,**:p<0.01,***:p<0.001

=6 BRIOEMELTHURESROLE (—xiREDHBIHN)
Jy X b R ABAETE
Fi&
M SD M SD Fil M SD Ffi&

EERIBENSOIEEHAR 18 (n=96) 3.83 1.35 4.16 1.45 4.1 1.5

268 (n=121) 4.04 1.48 0.84 4.13 1.64 0.44 4.0 1.4 0.06

3%H (n=82) 4.09 1.67 4.34 1.84 4.0 1.7
BEEBEOLAMOIEEEE E8E (n=61) 3.56 1.53 3 14% 3.69 1.52 3.86++ 3.57 1.74 3.64%*

HEEE (n=53) 4.13 1.40 4.42 1.56 4.15 1.30

o (1<3) (1<3,2) (1<3)

=58E (n=185) 4.09 1.49 4.31 1.68 4.15 1.45
*:p<0.05,**:p<0.01,***:p<0.001 X hyINE L ELEEGER

MBEHELTWD Z &R IS,

—ICACE WG ORER, B DREA321T T
WD HIRNC &> TR ABIFROEIK - 2387 AH
BIRATRRD BIIRd-o Tz, —J5, RO 1 HE[# O

?E%ﬁﬁf” DE N
SRO LI, EHIT
7‘ > &AL

ZEY ., ETORATBWTHEEZ
. ZBEHEOME, a3y b
RN CIMESERE X 0 SRR,

BB CIIERAERE X 0 T L SEE N B
RS AR LT, AWFEORERIL. YRy

I 7R RE Fiﬁk%ﬁ@%af
25T ENDHD GEE 2009) =
s, 721210, Kﬁ%’@ﬁ)ﬂ%fpa:f;of:@
B & OBTETH Y BEROITE (e.
(L, 2015) <PHERE (ST.7 4 7,
%K (e. g. Feltz, D. L. etc.,
DERIZERE D
WZOWTEIE L TE RN,

BRI AWFFEDRRFUZ DN TR D . ABFFEIE

iR .
J: D Tnﬁlﬁ é
[Eei=zi
R .
2013) LFERY
1999) N
BFEIT S X NBRRICEZZE L TV D s

AFEOHENL, 7 AV — k& a—FOxt NERD
B RET 5 CART-Q Z ERaEERTE HICEIE L,
REOZ4VE LG E AR 2 Z Lich o7z, &

(2. REABHREARE U@ D@ & Ol a1 T
HZ LT, N E OBEAHLINCTHZ EHEPY

& LTRE LT, TOREER, TENE

TSI AV | s

DX NBRISKT LT, ORI ECHRESHRE A

B= RANE SIU VAN (NS gl e Y

« BEIOEIEDZ 78

597 B OTTEIRC DEIRIZE R & OB 2 RGEE L T
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