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2003

Yen 2013 74
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https://stats.moe.gov.tw/qframe.aspx?qno=MQA1AA2

1 037 062 T 10 n T / n = 103706 K
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2.  162 55.1 594 51.3 87 59.2

1.  18 6.1 74 6.4 9 6.1
2.  24 8.2 111 9.6 13 8.8
3.  7 2.4 91 7.9 3 2.0
4.  14 4.8 27 2.3 7 4.8
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6.  5 1.7 15 1.3 3 2.0
7.  64 21.8 312 26.9 31 21.1
8.  1 0.3 8 0.7 0 0
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.86. 
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22.

23.

24.

.76 

.77 

.87 

.86 

1.22 4.35 

25.

26.

27.

28.

-.88 

-.88 

-.88 

-.80 

1.77 6.33 

KMO = .88 Bartlett test of sphericity  2 = 6030.07 ***p < .001 77.71
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.88
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.87**

.79**

13-16 .82 .75**
17-20 .89 .73**
21-24
25-28

.85

.90
.66**
.72**

** p < .01 

AERA APA NCME 1999

AMOS

CFA

 .70  .88

CMIN / DF 4.15

CFI = .95 TLI = .95 GFI = .92 RMR = .05 NFI = .94

IFI = .95 RMSEA = .05
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 .49

 .70  .85  .91

 .59  .73

1158

3

M = 3.32 M = 3.40 M = 3.19

M = 3.48 3

M = 2.78 M = 2.91

M = 2.68

F = 218.41, p < .001, 2 = .16 Cohen 1988
2  .138

.138 > 2  .059

(.059 > 2  .01)
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CMIN / 
DF

RMR GFI NFI RFI IFI TLI CFI RMSEA 

4.15 .05 .92 .94 .93 .95 .95 .95 .05 

 < 3 <.05 >.90 >.90 >.90 >.90 >.90 >.90 <.08 

.88 .91 .91 .90 .90 .85 .90 

.64 .73 .71 .69 .68 .59 .69 

ANOVA

2

1.  13.26 3.39 3.32    
2.  13.62 3.92 3.40    
3.  12.78 3.92 3.19    
4.  11.48 3.92 2.87 F = 218.41*** 7>2>1>3>4 .16 
5.  11.63 3.75 2.91  5>6
6.  10.72 3.76 2.68    
7.  13.93 3.73 3.48  

*** p <.001 
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A Study on the Construction and Development of Karma Belief Scale 
for Undergraduate in Taiwan 

Ming-Chang Tsai

National Chiayi University 

Karma belief is the critical view point of Taiwanese in the situation of ethical decision 

and suffering. For life education and school counselling, karma belief has the 

important implications. However, there is neither measurement of karma belief that 

base on the culture, nor systematic examination in karma belief of Taiwanese. Base on 

above the main purpose of this present study was to construct the contents of karma 

belief, develop a measurement of karma belief for college students in Taiwan, 

investigate the karma belief of native undergraduate, and understand the profile of 

karma belief of undergraduate in Taiwan. In order to reach the purpose, the researcher 

used the methods of literature discussion, interview and survey, constructed the 

contents of karma belief by the examination of traditional culture and interview, 

selected undergraduate to be the empirical research subjects. The formal Karma Belief 

Scale (KBS) consists of 28 items, and divided into seven dimensions. Subjects were 

sampled by the way of stratified multi-stage sampling. A sample of 1158 college 

students was recruited to finish the Karma Belief Scale. In order to examine the 

reliability of Karma Belief Scale, the way of test-retest reliability and Cronbach's 

alpha reliability were used. The Exploratory factor analysis and Confirmatory factor 

analysis was calculated to check the validity of Karma Belief Scale. The result of this 

study showed the reliability and validity of Karma Belief Scale was generally well. 

However, the 
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religious faith and karma belief was significant. The students who without any 

religious faith had the less beliefs in all dimension of Karma Belief Scale. The 

had the religious faith of Buddhism, Taoism, I-Kuan Tao and Folk belief. The 

difference of karma belief between male and female undergraduate in Taiwan was 

significant. The female undergraduate had higher acceptation in the dimension of 

undergraduate. The male had lower acceptation in the dimension of 

how to apply the result of this study to life education and school counseling. The 

karma belief has both advantages and disadvantages in the practice of life education 

and school counseling. In life education, the karma belief could be used to be the one 

of criteri

 belief of karma may let students looking forward 

the external remuneration then could not to be autonomous, and lack the moral 

courage to criticize the violation. In school counseling, when people encounter the 

impermanence of life, they need a reasonable attribution instead of relief of suffering. 

So the karma belief could be the comfort when student in suffering, but the 

disadvantage of karma be the

opium of the people

work hard to deal with difficult, even the difficult is not really serious.  

Keywords: Karma belief, karma belief scale, life education, school counselling, 

undergraduate.
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