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¥ 7. HROEBEOEF ICE T, ZRNOATRA Y PR REE T 2EABEVEAAS Y F L (Fig.d),

INHAT XY ML, EEEO NFEE - A& IGERL Tw2 e EZ2EGR RS E . RT [FERER - BAE EER] © [HE2HRF2COCERFR
PEE PERICHDLEINTE L7, [TBEEERHIESLH ) 2724 KRKTZLEZZEHIMEL RoTnT L7z (Figd),

—77. SRIOFHENROIEEF ICEWTIE, TNOATRARAV P 2T 2HERH % LT 2EERFOEAAALNLE Lz (Figh), ~7 A A Y MICE
TOHMEROZBHELRENIZE, "TAX Y P EINET 2 HELS % LT 2EEGRE L R 2HAIRALNE L7 (Fig.6).

Summary

An online survey of official sports coaches certified by the Japan Sports Association revealed that inappropriate behavior in sports coaching is still presented in
some situations.

Sixty percent of the coaches saw and heard "verbal abuse", 40% of them saw and heard "corporal punishment/hazing", and 30% of them saw and heard "sexual
harassment" around themselves within the past five (5) years (Fig.1).

As the level of competition level of athletes gets higher, coaches were seeing and hearing inappropriate behaviors more often (Fig.2).

Furthermore, coaches coaching in school settings were seeing and hearing those inappropriate behaviors more frequently (Fig.3).

These inappropriate behaviors are most likely resulted due to “humanity and personality of a coach” as well as “result oriented approach, triumphalism” and
“relationships and environments that are difficult to make a complaints”. The percentage of those who attributed to the “coaches training system and curriculum”
was low (Fig.4).

On the other hand, the proportion of the surveyed coaches tended to have a high confidence level of them being able to deal with such inappropriate behaviors
(Fig.5). The higher the attendance of harassment workshops, the higher the percentage of coaches who were confident that they are able to deal with inappropriate
behaviors (Fig.6).
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1. A7aYz7 T3, HRAAF—ViHaic SRS ni58H5 (FE 1), 85,641 HEMRIC, & v 74 v F—~ 4 2HiL 7,
AELHIAEX 2019 4 9 A 11 H~[F4E 10 A 2 HTdH - 72, AREICEELIZ 7,346 55 CAZIEIGEK : 8.6%) TH -7z,
R7vvxr b pEEL L, HEHB IR L2 AR = VIFEROANT7 2 A v+ (40) KT 3RMIcowTit, LoFERRD S b, 28,547 &L illE
RS (F2),
# 1 Japan Sport Association ICE§k X 117215835 & 13, Japan Sport Association 232 L. i L 7215835 CH 5, Japan Sport Association (¥4 DD 71
73) —ofFEE (FFENROFBHAKEOFGWIEHICZ—-F4, 2—F3, 2—F2, 2—F1) 2B XKL T35,
E2  AR=VIFEREO AT ARX v+ (40) KT 2% MICHE %KD 720 R 1L 28547 L TH Y, 2,611 Lo bEIE RS ERIEUEE : 9.2%),

This project examined 85,641 Japan Sport Association registered coaches (*1) using an online survey. The survey was conducted from September 11, 2019 to
October 2, 2019. The number of valid collection votes was from 7,346 respondents (effective collection rate of 8.6%).

We have categorized this project and for one of them, we asked 28,547 participants from the participants above to answer questions about four (4)
inappropriate behaviors during sports coaching (*2).
*1: Registered coaches with the Japan Sport Association are those trained and certified by the Japan Sport Association. The Japan Sport Association trains four
categories (levels) of coaches (Coach 4, Coach 3, Coach 2, and Coach 1 in descending order of the level of competition being trained).
*2: A total of 28,547 participants were asked to answer to a questionnaire about four (4) inappropriate behavior during sports coaching, and there were 2,611
respondents (effective collection rate: 9.2%).
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2. AENROFEIUTOEEY TH o Tz,

- 82.8% 3 HEMETH 7= (Fig.7),

- UL 7R SRR 13 50 %A (33.0%). 40 5%t (27.0%) TH - 7= (Fig.8),

- fRERERER O UL, 10 FELLE 15 R0 (15.1%). 6 L E 10 K0 (13.1%)., TH - 7= (Fig.9),
a—FHEZ, 2 —F4255.6%, 2 —F 3H18.7%, 2 —F 24 11.1%, =2 —F 12364.5%CTH -7 (Fig.11),

The characteristics of the surveyed coaches are as shown below:

- 82.8% of respondents were male coaches (Fig.7) .
- The main age groups surveyed were those in their 50’s (33.0%) and 40’s (27.0%) (Fig.8) .
- Core groups of the years of coaching experience for this survey were between 10 and 15 years (15.1%) and between 6 and 10 years (13.1%) (Fig.9) .

- The breakdown of respondents for four (4) categories of coaches were as follows: coach 1 = 64.5%, coach 2 = 11.1%, coach 3 = 18.7%, and coach 4 = 5.6%
(Fig.11)
FAEEHICIRR L 72 AR —VIEEROANEY) 1Th (42) %2, @ELSFEUNICHABENROFFcHEIE Lz 328 &1

3. A7av = b FEALL,

UTotshTcho7z (£10),
SEEICK 537 :59.8%, AEIRL & 1374%, €7 X AT RAYF 129.2%, HHGEREROE : 17.6%

As this project has categorized, the Table 10 shows the percentage of four (4) inappropriate activities seen or heard by the respondents within the past five (5)
years at the time of coaching.
- “Verbal abuse”: 59.8%, “corporal punishment/hazing”: 37.4%, “sexual harassment”: 29.2%, and “hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-

athletes)”: 17.6%.
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Fig.14 EROEFNERDIEBENDHE Coaching occasion in school club activity
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4. [SEEICLBZEN] TOWTIEHUTD X 5 FEEREA SN,

- FREN ROBFEKHED [HEFREL <AL EENE, 7ey o 2F, B %072 (& 33),

- FREN R [INE, B, EROFRERE | icee% o7 (R 34),

- ZoBERIC HEEFO A - A © THREE - BAELTER] EEEZRACCVCEBRERE] 262 &3 nTwik (F£37),
- PFENRIT. SEICLZ2RENOMIFICOWTHERS S E LT (839),

- FRENROBHEKERFE 2138, BEICXDZBENOMIEICOWTHER®H S L LTz (£ 56),

s NTZAY MCBET 2EEAZHERIIEL (EF60), a—F0hT Y =B LERBZICONZERIEL hoTWniz (F61),
CFRENROBEHKENEL B B3, ~NTAA Y MCETEARZ#HERIELL RoTw (K62),

CFRGEBOIREEZE DS BT A A Y PICHET 2EEASZERIIE» o7z (K 64),
cANTRAAYVMIOWTOBEROZHEHEL L WITE, BEICX2ZNOMIEICOWTHEDEL o Tz (£ 69),

The following characteristic were shown for the “verbal abuse”.
- Those who coaches over prefectural level (international, national, regional, and prefectural competition levels) had high proportion of seeing and hearing verbal

abuse (Table 33).
- Coaches coaching in school settings (elementary, middle school, and high school) had high proportion of seeing and hearing verbal abuse (Table 34).
+ “Humanity and personality of a coach”, “result oriented approach, triumphalism”, and relationships and environments that are difficult to make a complaints”

were closely related to the background of verbal abuse (Table 37).

- Respondents were confident in dealing with stopping a verbal abuse (Table 39).
- As the level of competition level gets higher, coaches were more confident in dealing with stopping verbal abuse (Table 56).

- The attendance of harassment workshop is high (Table 60), and as coaches’ level goes up attendance was higher (Table 61).
- Coaches attendance increased as coaches’ target of athletes’ competition level got higher (Table62).

- Those who coaches in school setting had higher workshop attendance (Table 64).
- Confidence in dealing with verbal abuse by one’s self increased as number of workshop attendance got higher (Table 69).
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ARENROFEAKENR T R iIcon, AEE IN2EGRE L mo Tz (K 19),

CFRER R THIREER. N R, SRR, RFOFRRERE | it %h o7z (5K 20),

- ERSEBREOfEEE I, HEZX I3 EHEBCREL RoTn (F21),

- Z OB R [HEEEFEO A - A © THREE - BAELEER] EEEZRACQVCEBREREE] 2282 &3 nTuniz (£23),
CPFENRIE. KSR LS Z0EIcoOWTHERSZ L LT (E39),

- ARENR OB FEKERE L B3, HEIR L X oI OoOWTHERD B & LTWnwi (5K 46),

- EBSEBIE OEE L, HRER L XLt onwT kY HERD B L LT (¥ 48),

s NTAAY MCET ETSZHERIIEL (R60), a—FDhT IV =B ERBICONZERBEL hoTni (F£61),
FEENROBEREKEREL R BI1EE, N TARA Y MCHET A ZHERIIEL o T (K 62),
CEBSEBIOIREE DT AN T A A Y PCHT T AZHRIIE o7 (K 64),

AT RAAY MCOWTOBESOZHERENL T E, REIeL & DilibiconwTHERBL o Tl (R67),

The following characteristic were shown for the “corporal punishment/hazing”.

- As competition level of athletes got higher, the proportion of seeing and hearing increased (Table 19).

- Coaches coaching in school settings (pre-school, elementary, middle school, high school, and college) had high proportion of seeing and hearing corporal
punishment/hazing (Table 20).

- Coaches in school sport clubs had higher proportion of seeing and hearing corporal punishment/hazing (Table 21).

+ “Humanity and personality of a coach”, “result oriented approach, triumphalism”, and “relationships and environments that are difficult to make a complaints”
were closely related to the background of corporal punishment/hazing (Table 23).

- Respondents were confident in dealing with stopping corporal punishment/hazing (Table 39).

- As the level of competition level gets higher, coaches were more confident in dealing with stopping corporal punishment/hazing (Table 46).

- Those who coaches in school setting had higher confidence level in dealing with corporal punishment/hazing (Table 48).

- The attendance of harassment workshop is high (Table 60), and as coaches’ level goes up attendance was higher (Table 61).

- Coaches attendance increased as coaches’ target of athletes’ competition level got higher (Table62).

- Those who coaches in school setting had higher workshop attendance (Table 64).

- Confidence in dealing with stopping own corporal punishment/hazing increased as number of workshop attendance got higher (Table 67).
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6. 7L AANATZAVEF ] ICOWTIFUTD X 5 EER 2SN,

FRENROFEAKENR T b iIcon, AEE I8 GRE L mo Tz (K 12),

- FREN R KT, B, PHOFRERE | cee% o7 (R13),

- RSEBRE OfFEE I, HEZX I3 EHEBCREL hoTni (£ 14),

- ZOBERIC [HFEFEO A - A © [HEZFACWHEBPERE] 262 L3 nhTunwik (£ 16),

CHHENRIE, £ 7y AANTRAY POWIIEICOWTHERH S E LTz (58 39),

CFEENROBEHRIKERE L R BIEE, 7y AT RAY FOHIEICOWTHERDZ L LT (F41),

C EBSEBIEOIEE I, 27y AT ZAA Y FOHIEICOWT XY HERH B L LTz (¥ 43),

s NTAAY MCET ETHSZHERIIEL (R60), a—FDhT IV =B ERBICONZERBEL hoT i (F£61),
CFEENROBEREKEREL R BI1EE, N TARA Y MCHET A ZHERIIELS o T (K 62),
CEBSEBIOISEE DT AN T A A Y PICHT 2 EEAZHERIIE L o7 (K 64),

cNTARXY MICOWTOFHEEDZEREN L NITLE., 272 v AT Z AV FDOHIEIC O WTHERKL o Tz (£ 66),

The following characteristic were shown for the “sexual harassment”.

- As competition level of athletes got higher, the proportion of seeing and hearing increased (Table 12).

- Coaches coaching in school settings (college, high school, and middle school) had high proportion of seeing and hearing sexual harassment (Table 13).

- Coaches in school sport clubs had higher proportion of seeing and hearing sexual harassment (Table 14).

- Humanity and personality of a coach” and “relationships and environments that are difficult to make a complaints” were closely related to the background of
sexual harassment (Table 16).

- Respondents were confident in dealing with stopping sexual harassment (Table 39).

- As the level of competition level gets higher, coaches were more confident in dealing with stopping sexual harassment(Table 41).

- Those who coaches in school setting had higher confidence level in dealing with sexual harassment (Table 43).

- The attendance of harassment workshop is high (Table 60), and as coaches’ level goes up attendance was higher (Table 61).

- Coaches attendance increased as coaches’ target of athletes’ competition level got higher (Table62).

- Those who coaches in school setting had higher workshop attendance (Table 64).

- Confidence in dealing with stopping own sexual harassment increased as number of workshop attendance got higher (Table 66).
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7. THHZEREIROIE | 1t oW TIEM T X 5 MR 4 b,

AR ROFEBOKERE L b iIcon, REZ I 2HEGRE L mo Tk (K 26),

CAREXTR A THRER. /N B, B, RFEDOPREBRE | wee% o7 (F27),

- FEGEFT OfREE I, R SN2 EERRLREL o Tz (%£28),

- ZOEIC THEED AFIE - A 2 [HRTE - BHE FEE] HEZFLCCOERBRERE ] AhzL Tk (£30),
AN RIZ. AHGEREROEOHILICOWTHERD S L LTk (R39),

AFENROBHEKERF L 2 5138, HREAEREROBEOMIEICOWTHELSH 2 & LTz (F51),

- FESEB O E T, HHEAEREROEOIIEICOWT LY EBERH 2 L LT (F53),

c TG ARV M T 3 EELRZHRIIEL (R60), a—FDAT T =R ERBICONTHEEREL hoTwi (F6l),
ABENROBEREUKHERE L 23138, N T ARA Y MCHET 2 Z#ERITE L hoTn (£62),

C FRGEBOIFEE O BT A AV M ICET 2R AZHERIE D, o2 (£ 64),

cNTRARAY MCOWTOFBESOZHEHENR L I, AHBEREROGEOHILICOWTHEREL Ko T (R 68),

The following characteristic were shown for the “hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes)”.

- As competition level of athletes got higher, the proportion of seeing and hearing increased (Table 26).

- Coaches coaching in school settings (pre-school, elementary, middle school, high school, and college) had high proportion of seeing and hearing hindering
freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (Table 27).

- Coaches in school sport clubs had higher proportion of seeing and hearing (Table 28).

+ “Humanity and personality of a coach”, “result oriented approach, triumphalism”, and relationships and environments that are difficult to make a complaints”
were closely related to the background of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (Table 30).

- Respondents were confident in dealing with stop hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (Table 39).

- As the level of competition level gets higher, coaches were more confident in dealing with stop hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes)
(Table 51).

- Those who coaches in school setting had higher confidence level in dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (Table 53).

- The attendance of harassment workshop is high (Table 60), and as coaches’ level goes up attendance was higher (Table 61).

- Coaches attendance increased as coaches’ target of athletes’ competition level got higher (Table62).

- Those who coaches in school setting had higher workshop attendance (Table 64).

- Confidence in dealing with stopping own from hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) increased as number of workshop attendance got

higher (Table 68).
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1. FAENROFHE (Characteristics of survey sample)

1-1. & X UFH5 (Sex and age)

FEOHEE (results)

PHIC IR B DR 232272 b i <L 4Rl T3 50 RO R < 7o T Tz,

For the sex difference, the proportion of males was very high; and, for the age, the proportion of 50’s participants were high.

Table. 1 14 Gender

J—71 Coachl J—7F 2 Coach 2 J—7 3 Coach 3 d—7F 4 Coach 4 =T total
B4 male 81.7% 86.1% 83.3% 86.9% 82.8%
Z % female 18.3% 13.9% 16.7% 13.1% 17.2%
n 4,638 801 1,343 405 7,187
Table. 2 5 Age

3—7 1 Coach 1 d—F 2 Coach 2 3—7 3 Coach 3 d—7F 4 Coach 4 T total
101X Teens 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
2015 20's 3.4% 1.1% 4.4% 0.7% 3.2%
301 30's 10.3% 4.4% 12.6% 6.6% 9.9%
401K 40's 29.0% 15.6% 28.2% 23.1% 27.0%
501t 50's 32.6% 30.3% 34.6% 38.1% 33.0%
6015 60's 18.9% 33.2% 16.1% 22.1% 20.2%
701X 70's 5.3% 14.0% 3.7% 8.8% 6.2%
801K 80's 0.4% 1.5% 0.4% 0.5% 0.5%
n 4,646 802 1,345 407 7,200
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1-2. §#%2 (Occupation)
WETld, 2ttEOMKILAROE . R TERBE ORI S %2> Tz,
Office workers accounted for the highest proportion, followed by high school teachers for occupation.

Table.3 FAE K DEEZE Occupation

INFIRZE Primary (elementary) school teacher 1.9%
R E Middle school teacher 4.1%
SRZE High school teacher 13.5%
KZF - 5EHHE College/university/techinical college lecturers 2.7%
NF & Public servant 9.0%
218 (AEEE4T) Office worker (including Organization employee) 39.5%
T8 - M58 Factory (Shop) worker/Store worker 0.3%
MK - JEE Agriculture and forestry/fishery 1.1%
E=EM Medical doctor 0.3%
BEZE (£#+ - &) Self employed profession (lawyer, monk) 0.9%
M#£%% & Organization board member 1.5%
I H= Independent business (Commerce and industry) 5.4%
F14% Home maker 3.6%
¥4 Student 0.4%
#5 Unemployed 7.0%
Z OAth others 8.7%
n 6,857
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1-3. FRERRERER (Active year(s) as coach (instructor))
TEERERERTIE, 25 ELAE (25.4%) DR D &> 72,
Coaching (instructing) for over 25 years (25.4%) was the highest proportion for number of active year(s) as coach (instructor).

Table.4 388X ERF 1 Active year(s) as (coach) insturctor

3% KH Less than 3 years 12.9%
3FELLE6FERTE More than 3 years, less than 6 years 11.9%
6E L E10FE K More than 6 years, less than 10 years 13.1%
10FE L E 155 K% More than 10 years, less than 15 years 15.1%
15F L 204 k5% More than 15 years, less than 20 years 11.9%
20 L E25% K5 More than 20 years, less than 25 years 9.8%
25 LL_E More than 25 years 25.4%
n 7,312

1-4. 580 (Coaching location)

HEREE A cmRz B0 Ic 0w Tt AR O R b Ed o oo K\ CERMERK UNER) . BRI (BB &7 o Tiz, SEhax DRl (N,
HLOEL OR) DB E. ORISRV EC, 88.0%IC R 5 T,

Public facilities accounted for the highest proportion of coaching location, which was asked in M.A. format, followed by elementary school and high school facilities.
When school facilities were all combined (i.e., elementary, middle school, high school, and college/technical college), the proportion was very high and represented
88.0%.

Table.b#5§E1577 (M.A.) Coaching location (multiple locations allowed)

SRHEEE (EFER)  School facility (elementary/primary school) 29.0%
2R (F%) School facility (middle school) 22.9%
FHEE (&) School facility (high school) 26.8%
SRR (K% - BFI%K) College/technical college facility 9.3%
NFEHEER Public facility 40.4%
Rk Private facility 26.3%
Z Dty Etc. 8.1%
n 7,295
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1-5. 2 —Ff#}] (Categories of coaches)
a—FfERNE, 2 —F4255.6%, 2—F 32518.7%., 2—F 22K 11.1%, 2—F 123 64.5%TH > 7=,

The breakdown of respondents for four (4) categories of coaches were as follows: coach 1 = 64.5%, coach 2 = 11.1%, coach 3 = 18.7%, and coach 4 = 5.6%

Table.6 21— F &}l categories of coaches

3—7F 1 Coachl 64.5%
J—7F 2 Coach? 11.1%
3—7F 3 Coach3 18.7%
d—7F 4 Coach4 5.6%
n 7,295

1-6. fREFiHK# (Competition level of target athletes)
BRI F A CHNAFEN RO ERBHOKEICO TR, HEFRRELAAPRDEL L, BERAEL L, 70y ZRELUBZRICHENTwT,
Prefectural competition level accounted for the highest proportion of competition level of target athletes, followed by national and regional competitions, which was

asked in M.A. format.
Table.7 5 &K D FEF/K#E (M.A.) Competition level of target athletes

EFRAS L ~NJL International Competition Level 5.9%
2EKE L ~JL National Competition Level 36.5%
70w 7 K&l ~JL Regional Competition Level 34.4%
HBEHTFIE RS L ~JL Prefectural Competition Level 71.5%
% D Etc. 20.0%
n 7,233
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1-7. FEEXFRERS (Age level of target athletes)
EREF A CHNARENROERmICO VTR, NMEEFRPER DS . PEEEN, GEREFERBZ I T,
Elementary/primary school aged accounted for the highest proportion of age level of target athletes, followed by middle school and high school ages, which was asked

in M.A. format.
Table.8 5 &K DO EHE (M.A.) Age level of target athletes

B UNERAZLET) %4 Infant (Pre-school aged) 14.9%
INFAF A Elementary/Primary school aged 54.7%
R4 FE A Middle school aged 48.4%
S E4 High school aged 43.3%
KF4F College aged 21.1%
23~29% 23~29 years old 24.1%
30~34% 30~34 years old 21.3%
35~39% 35~39 years old 21.0%
40F & 40's 24.3%
50+ & 50's 22.6%
60 & 60's 18.8%
70z A Lk over 70's 12.0%
n 1,327

1-8. “FRGEBHEIEE D $5E (Coaching occasion in school club activity)
FRGEBNERILE) & FE L T\ 2 E513 33.8%TH o 72,
The proportion of coaches instructing school club activity was 33.8%.

Table.9 ZRIEENSBEE) D 5E Coaching occasion in school club activity

FROBEFEES) TH S During school club activity 33.8%
FROEENEREE) TlL 74 L Not during school club activity 66.2%
n 7,307
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2. {REHBGICE T 5 7 A A v b (Harassment at the coaching site)

2-1. {5 EHRGICE T 527 2 X v b OBLR (Current state of harassment at the coaching site)
CZHELLWICHPETREAZ LZAATFR AV MIZOoWTiE, [SEICX 252 59.8%)] " d% <. RT K& - LI% (374%)]. 7 v T 2R

v b (29.2%) ] Lo Tnz,
For respondence regarding with harassment seen or heard in the past five (5) years, “verbal abuse” (59.8%) was the highest response followed by “corporal punishment

and/or hazing” (29.2%).

Table. 10 A TRBE = L7/-/N7 X X > k Harassment seen or heard
HRAZEREROHE

g/LT% .
Ll hindering freedom of SEICLDIEN

oD
Corporal punishment .
Sexual harassment ) career-path choice Verbal abuse
/hazing
(of student-athletes)
ZIHELHLWCEYDEB TRMEE L7 Harassment seen or heard in the past five (5) years 29.2% 37.4% 17.6% 59.8%
n 2,514 2,607 2,599 2,601

2-2. fREBGICEIT S22 > ¥ vy T XX+ (Sexual harassment at the coaching site)
2-2-1. 5 EBSGICE T 227 v v T 2 AV OB (REEKH]) (Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (qualification level))

IV XNNTARAY M, a—FHjlchL L [a—F4 (474%)] BREEZ LT 2HER KD EL Ro Tk,
When examining sexual harassment in coaching qualification levels, the percentage of Coach 4 group had the highest percentage of hearing or seeing sexual harassment

(47.4%).

Table. 11 F8EIRBICH T2 v LT R A FDOBIR (REEKF]) Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (qualification level)
a—751 a—7F2 1—7F3 a1—74
Coach 3 Coach 4

Coach 1 Coach 2
27.9% 26.7% 29.1% 47.4%

ZIHELBLVLDOBICE Iy NTAA Y M EBSDOEBE TREE L 7: Sexual harassment seen or heard in the past five (5) years
1,640 270 422 133

n
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2-2-2. IFEBGICET 227 v T A AV FOBIR (FRENROFHHIKHER]) (Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (competition level of target
athletes))

I NNTRAAY e, IRENROBHOKETH S &, BHEOKERE 2213, AEZ LT 2EHAG1E REMIEAR LN,

When examining sexual harassment in competition level of target athletes, the proportion got higher as competition level went up.

Table. 12 15 BIRFICH T 227 S v LN T A X FOBIR (BENKOZFKER) Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (competition level of target athletes)

EBAEL AL EEXREL NIV TRy IRRLAL WMEFRREL AL Z Dt
International competition level National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
ZIHFELBLVOBICEI VY UNTZAX Y b EESORBETREE L
F ) 7 ) ”? TR 48.3% 33.8% 34.0% 30.7% 25.8%
Sexual harassment seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 116 858 811 1,761 524

2-2-3. FHFEBGICET 227 v T A AV OBIR (FEENRDERR]) (Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (age level of target athletes))
X7 NANTRAAY M, IRENROERTH L & KFEFEN (35.4%). @EIEFEN (33.4%). H2EEEN (32.1%) <, AEZ L3 28l608m< ko
Tz,
When examining sexual harassment in age level, college aged (35.4%), high school aged (33.4%), and middle school aged (32,1%) target athletes had the high

proportion of hearing or seeing sexual harassment.

Table. 13 8 EBIIZICHIT DL 7 ¥ v LT R A Y FDOBRIK (GBEXNROERHF]) Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (age level of target athletes)
PR UNERA NPEEFER

hEEER EREFN

LGN 44 Elementary/Pri : REPEEFER 23~297% 30~347F 35~39%F 40F & 50F & 60=F & 70F LUk
Middle school High school
Infant (Pre- mary school d d College aged 23 - 29 years old 30 - 34 years old 35 - 39 years old 40's 50's 60's Over 70's
age: age!
school aged) aged € &
ZIHELHVOMICE I Y v MNTRA Y P EEHORBETREAE L
) 7 i = 30.9% 30.5% 32.1% 33.4% 35.4% 29.5% 30.2% 28.6% 28.7% 28.1% 26.0% 29.3%
Sexual harassment seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 379 1,379 1,207 1,058 491 596 529 535 627 580 488 304
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2-2-4. FFEBUGICE T 5227 v T A AV OB CERGEBNERTEE D ) (Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (school sport club coaching
experience)

BT ANANT AR M, FEEBHOREORETAL S & FROEHTOIFE T, AHE L T 28GR ho T,

When examining sexual harassment between school sport club coaches and the rest, coaching at school sport clubs had higher percentage of hearing or seeing sexual
harassment.

Table. 14 I8 EIRBICH T D7 ¥ v LT R AV b OIRIR (FRESIEEIEEDEEER) Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience)

FREEEEBTH B FROBENERIES) TIE AL
During school club activity Not during school club activity
ZIBELBLVOMICEI VY INTRAY N EBHOEBTREZ L 72 Sexual harassment seen or heard in the past five (5) years 32.2% 27.8%
n 817 1,681

2-2-5. {FEBGICE T 5227 v v T A AV OBIR (FEERERFELD]) (Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (coaching experience))

I VXANTAAY M, IREREEEEHCA D &L 25 4R E (35.4%). 10 4ELAE 15 R0 (33.2%). 15 4ELLE 20 R (30.0%) T, R E Ll T 2H
Aol o T,

When examining sexual harassment in coaching experience, those who have coached over 25 years (35.4%), over 10 years but less than 15 years (33.2%), and over 15
years but less than 20 years (30.0%) had high proportion of hearing or seeing sexual harassment.

Table. 15 F8EBIFICH T 227> v LT Z X FOIRK (FEEREREHFB) Current state of sexual harassment at the coaching site (coaching experience)
3ELILE6ERE 6FELLEI0ERD 10FELEISERS 15ELE20EKE 20FE L E25EKHS

. 258k
3FERH More than 3 years More than 6 years More than 10 More than 15 More than 20 M than 25
ore than
Less than 3years  butless than 6 but less than 10 years but less than years but less than years but less than
ears
years years 15 years 20 years 25 years y

ZIHELHLVDOMIZE I Y UNTAAY N EBSDOEBET L7

* = - 7 -BRORETRE 20.5% 26.1% 25.5% 33.2% 30.0% 28.0% 35.4%
Sexual harassment seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 371 283 314 383 310 225 615
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2-3. fREHBGICET 227y AT A XV FDOE S (Background of sexual harassment at the coaching site)

2-3-1. IFEBGICE T 227 vy AT A AV FOER (REEKA])  (Background of sexual harassment at the coaching site (qualification level))
IR ANTAXY P OERIC, TREEDANME - AM&E] THEZFHFAICCCERPERE] 255 LT 2861 8207, WAEKE 7Y AT AV
DR ) ik, BRsA om0 T,
“Humanity and personality of a coach” and “relationships and environments that are difficult to make a complaint” were reasons behind sexual harassment with high

response rates. There was no relationship between qualification level and the background of sexual harassment.

Table. 16 I8 ERBICHITD I v INTZAX Y FOEE (REEKD]) Background of sexual harassment at the coaching site (qualification level)
d—F1 Coachl I—F 2 Coach2 O—7F 3 Coach3 a—F4 Coach4

fgEE o AMME - A Humanity and personality of a coach 90.2% 90.3% 90.5% 90.1%
FEREFK - BFIZE _E £ Result oriented approach/triumphalism 44.8% 43.5% 42.4% 48.6%
WE K Z 1< WEHR IS Relationhips and environments that are difficult to make a complaint 71.6% 68.8% 72.9% 73.0%
e BHEBMEIENSH ) ¥ 27 L Coach training system/curriculum 25.6% 21.4% 24.9% 26.8%
n 1,690 279 443 142

2-3-2. IFEBGICET 227 v AT AA VY FOE R CEBGEFRIEE D HHH]) (Background of sexual harassment at the coaching site (school sport club coaching

experience))
FEOEEIEEOEME v 7 v v T 2 A v bR CEHE) i, FRICBARR AR O h o T,
There was no relationship between coaching experience at school sport club and sexual harassment.

Table. 17 F8 BB ICH T2 LI v ILNT ALY FOBEE (ZREFHIEENTEEDHERI) Background of sexual harassment at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience)

FRESHEEHTH S FRGEEEEE TIE AL
Coaching occasion in school club activity Not during school club activity
fgEE D A - A& Humanity and personality of a coach 91.2% 90.1%
R EFE - A E EE K Result oriented approach/triumphalism 42.7% 45.5%
HWEAEF 22 < WEFRIRIEE Relationhips and environments that are difficult to make a complaint 74.4% 70.6%
e BEBMHIECH Y F 25 L Coach training system/curriculum 23.0% 26.7%
n 853 1,736

21/48



2-4. f5EHIGICH T 2 1KE1° L 2% (Corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site)
2-4-1. FFEBGICE T 2KRER L 2 Bk (BREEMKHI)  (Current state of corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site (qualification level))
REle L %%, a—Ff@ilcarz e, [2—F4 (50.0%) | BPREZXLAZLTIEERIRDEL ToT i,

When examining corporal punishment and/or hazing in different coaching level, coach 4 group had the highest proportion of seeing and hearing (50.0%).

Table. 18 8 8IRIFICH 1T 2FZC L T DRIK (REEKERI) Current state of corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site (qualification level)

a—71 a—-7F2 a—7F3 a—74

Coach 1 Coach 2 Coach 3 Coach 4
ZIHELHLOMICESEIC L 2280 0RABE TR/E & L7 Corporal punishment/hazing seen or heard in the past five (5) years 36.9% 30.4% 40.4% 50.0%
n 1,691 280 443 142

2-4-2. FHEBGICE T 2 REIR L 2 & 0Bk (FEENROFHK#ER])  (Current state of corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site (competition level
of target athletes))

AP L T2 %, IRENROBEKIETH S &, FEOKERE L 22138, REZE L L T 286135 R AR A LN,

When examining corporal punishment and/or hazing grouped in competition level of target athletes, higher the competition level the proportion of seeing and hearing
corporal punishment and/or hazing increased.

Table. 19 388 RIFICH 1T 2P L ZEDIIR (5ENROBFIKEES]) Current state of corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site (competition level of target athletes)

EEAR L~ EEREL NIV TRy IRRLANIL WMEFRRRL AL Z DOt
International competition level National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
ZISELLLVORICHEIC LI EEBHOABETRBE L7
* . i l . 7 _. " . 50.4% 43.3% 44.1% 40.4% 25.8%
Corporal punishment/hazing seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 127 898 841 1,824 539
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(Current state of corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site (age level of target

2-4-3. $EEHBIC BT 2 RFC L 2 & 0Bk GRS R O FlR)
athletes))

eI L Z & &2, IRENROFERMTH 2 & NAEFNR (41.2%), FEEFR (40.3%), ERAEFNR (39.5%). S (39.1%), KR¥EAFNR (37.9%) <, HEEZ
Lz 28la0m <. BL TRZEFRUT CRIEZ LAEIGRE 2o Tz,

When examining corporal punishment and/or hazing in age level of target athletes, coaches coaching younger than college aged athletes (elementary aged (41.2%),
middle school aged (40.3%), high school aged (39.5%), infant (pre-school) aged (39.1%), and college aged (37.9%)) had high proportion of seeing and hearing corporal

punishment and/or hazing.
Table. 20 $538IRI5IC 51T 2EE P L T & 0RIX (FEENROERR]) Current state of corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site (age level of target athletes)
R ChERA NPEEFR N o .
R R > O RBEER EREEf e
FLET) 48 Elementary/Pri Middle school High school KPEFER 23~29% 30~347F 35~39% 40F & 50F & 60F & T0F LU E
I I
Infant (Pre- mary school aged ga od College aged 23 - 29 years old 30 - 34 years old 35 - 39 years old 40's 50's 60's QOver 70's
school aged) aged € 8
ZZ5 S5WORBICEEIP LT HOEET 7=
FCOVOMIEREITLCS EASOBE TR L 39.1% 41.2% 40.3% 39.5% 37.9% 32.1% 32.7% 30.2% 29.1% 25.7% 22.8% 23.5%
Corporal punishment/hazing seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 386 1,423 1,247 1,099 512 619 551 553 647 595 500 307

2-4-4, FFEBGICE T 2 RER L Z & 0B CAROEENRTTEEOHFH)])  (Current state of corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site (school sport club

coaching experience))
HEIR L &%, FROEFFOFEOEE AR S &, FRGERTOfFE T, REZ L3388 EH o Tk,
FROBENEEEI Tl L

Coaches who have school sport club coaching experience had higher proportion of seeing and hearing corporal punishment and/or hazing.
PREHEEHTH S
Not during school club activity

Table. 21 #§BIFIFICH F ZETP L & DRI (FREHEEHIREDEHEFRI) Current state of corporal punishment/hazing at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience)
During school club activity
41.7% 35.4%
852 1,740

ZI5ELLHVOMICEEP L ZEE2BNDOFEE TCRE E L7 Corporal punishment/hazing seen or heard in the past five (5) years

n
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2-4-5. {HEBUGICE T 2R L Z & oBUR (FEERERFELU)  (Current state of corporal punishment and/or hazing at the coaching site (coaching experience))
RETP L 2 & &2, fREREBERCH 2 &, 10 FFLLE 15 RN (42.3%), 20 ELL 1 25 ARG (42.0%). 15 L E 20 A (41.3%) <, REE LL 328
HBE L o Tz,
When examining corporal punishment and/or hazing in coaching experience, coaches with more than 10 years but less than 15 years (42.3%), more than 20 years but
less than 25 years (42.0%), and more than 15 years but less than 20 years (41.3%) had high proportion of seeing and hearing corporal punishment and/or hazing.

Table. 22 I8 8IRFICH 1T HEZP L TEDIRIR FEEREREHF) Current state of corporal punishment/hazing at the coaching site (coaching experience)
BELLE6ERT 6FEMUEI0ERY 10FUEISFERE 15FUE20FRE 20F L E25FE K

3ER More than 3 years More than 6 years ~ More than 10 More than 15 More than 20 Mjii:/;i:%
Less than 3 years  butless than 6 but less than 10 years but less than years but less than years but less than
years years 15 years 20 years 25 years years
S bL.\ODFEﬁL:ﬁ(%?LC %%E%@@T%Fﬁ%},f: 26.1% 37.5% 36.1% 42.3% 41.3% 42.0% 38.4%
Corporal punishment/hazing seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 379 291 330 395 315 243 640

2-5. fREHRBGICE T 2RE1 L 2 & TR (Background of corporal punishment and hazing at the coaching site)
2-5-1. 5 EHBGICE T 2R8I L 22 o R ((REEMKH])  (Background of corporal punishment and hazing at the coaching site (qualification level))

REe L 2o, [TEEEOABIE - A, THRER - BAELEER] 252 LT 28603 E» o7, REERLETICLCEZoBER GEE) i, Bfg
DB O NI Do Tz,

“Humanity and personality of a coach” and “result oriented approach/triumphalism” were reasons behind corporal punishment and hazing with high response rates.

There was no relationship between qualification level and the background of corporal punishment and hazing.

Table. 23 ¥6 IR IC B ITAEEPL L 2 DEE ((REERKEI) Background of corporal punishment and hazing at the coaching site (qualification level)
d—F1 Coachl 2O—F2 Coach2 I—% 3 Coach3 d—F4 Coach4

fgEE O ABME - A Humanity and personality of a coach 90.8% 92.9% 91.2% 92.3%
R E 3 - BFZE £ E 3 Result oriented approach/triumphalism 85.1% 80.2% 81.7% 78.7%
WE%F 212 < WLWEIfRPERIE Relationhips and environments that are difficult to make a complaint 72.3% 73.8% 71.5% 70.4%
IEEEBREIELH Y ¥ 25 L Coach training system/curriculum 33.2% 31.5% 32.9% 30.5%
n 1,689 280 443 142
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2-5-2. {HFEBGICE T 2 KREIP L 22 0B R (HROEETTEEDHE)]) (Background of corporal punishment and hazing at the coaching site (school sport club
coaching experience))
PROBEEIRIEEOHHE LRSI L 2o E CEiE) 12X, FRcBERBA LR o 72,

There was no relationship between school sport club coaching experience and the background of corporal punishment and hazing.

Table. 24 15 EIFFICH T ZHEIP L T2 0EE (EREFIEFHIEEDHER) Background of corporal punishment and hazing at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience)

FREFHEEENTH B FROEBELEE TIE AL
Coaching occasion in school club activity Not during school club activity
wBEEDOARBMY - A Humanity and personality of a coach 90.7% 91.5%
HREIFE - A= _EFE % Result oriented approach/triumphalism 84.9% 83.3%
WE A Z I < WERPIREE Relationhips and environments that are difficult to make a complaint 72.4% 72.3%
¥ BEBRNEIELH Y ¥ 15 L Coach training system/curriculum 29.7% 35.0%
n 852 1,736

2-6. fREHIGICH T 2 Bl EER 0153 (Hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site)
2-6-1. {HFEBGICE T 2 HEEEROIFEOTNR (FREEMHI)  (Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching
site (qualification level))

HHEZEREROYELZ, a—FHjlchaz e, [2—F4 (268%)] BRBEEZ LT 2HAERRDEL Ro Tk,

When examining hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) in qualification level, coach 4 group had the highest proportion (26.8%) that has seen

or heard about hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) by coaches.

Table. 25 f§8IRBICH T 2 BRLERRBIROBEDIRIX (REEHKA) Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site (qualification level)
A-F¥1 3I—=F2 3I—=F3 3IA-F4
Coach 1 Coach 2 Coach 3 Coach 4
ZIHELHLVWOMICERAEREROBEEZ BHDOABE TRBE E L7z Hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) seen or heard in the past five (5) years 15.1% 12.9% 26.1% 26.8%
n 1,687 279 440 142
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2-6-2. {HEBGICE T 5 HEEREROFEOTIR (FEENROFHKH#ER]) (Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the
coaching site (competition level of target athletes))

HH 2 E RO E % IFENROFBHOKETH 2 & HRKERE 2 213L, REZ L2 I 28la0E L RiHAEA LN,

When examining hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) grouped in competition level of target athletes, higher the competition level the
proportion of seeing and hearing hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) increased.

Table. 26 58335 (CH 11 2 BREAERBIROPBEDIRIR (FEERRDOFZFFKAESR) Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site (competition level of target athletes)

ERASL AL 2EREL NIV 7Ry sReLNL WEFRARL AL Z Dt
International competition level National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
T IHELHLOREIC REREROBEZ B ORET L7
F OO BEAERERONEE BH ORE TR 33.9% 23.2% 22.2% 17.8% 13.7%
Hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 127 894 838 1,817 539

2-6-3. {HEHBGICE T 5 HEEREROEOTIR FEENRDOERA]) (Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the
coaching site (age level of target athletes))
H 2 ERGER O E %2 FRENROFERTH D & PR UNEEAFLIED F (23.3%), KPAEFENR (23.1%) © BREE L2 T 28GR ho T,
When examining hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) in age level of target athletes, coaches coaching infant (pre-school) aged (23.3%) and

college aged (23.1%%) had high proportion of seeing and hearing hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes).

Table. 27 $§3ERIF(CH |1 2 HHAERBROPBEDRIK (35RO ERHR]) Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site (age level of target athletes)
R UhFBRA  NFEFR

R ER BREEK

FLET) 4% Elementary/Pri A A KFPEFR 23~29% 30~34% 35~397% 40F A 50F & 60F & T0F Uk
Middle school High school
Infant (Pre- mary school J J College aged 23 - 29 years old 30 - 34 years old 35 - 39 years old 40's 50's 60's QOver 70's
age age
school aged) aged & e
ZISFELnLWOMICAERAEREROBELZEHSOABMTREME L
" i 7 FC 5 23.3% 18.7% 20.1% 20.2% 23.1% 18.0% 16.9% 14.7% 15.8% 14.7% 13.5% 14.7%
Hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 386 1,421 1,245 1,095 510 618 550 551 645 591 497 306
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2-6-4. {HEBGICEH T 5 HEREREROFEOTUR (CARGEENTEEDH#R])) (Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes)

at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience))
Hi IR oY E 2, ARGEHROFEOFHETA S &, AREIHOfFEC, REZ Lz 33HaAePE ho T,

Coaches who have school sport club coaching experience had higher proportion of seeing and hearing hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes).

Table. 28 #8815 (-5 5 BAABERRIROTEDIRIR (FREEIREENIEEDEES) Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience)

FREBEFENTH S FREHEFE TIE AW
During school club activity ~ Not during school club activity
ZIZ5FELHVORICHRAEREIROEZ BH D RERBE TREE L7: Hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) seen or heard in the past five (5) years 19.5% 16.7%
n 850 1,735

2-6-5. {HEBGICEH T % H i EREIR 0 17 E O BUR FEERERELEUN) (Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching
site (coaching experience))

H 7 ERE IR O 955 % . FREREBRTEECcAH S &, 25 FLLE (20.4%). 10 4ELAE 15 4K (18.9%). 15 4ELA | 20 4K (18.1%) <, HEZ Lt 3 5E&
E L o Tz,

When examining hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) in coaching experience, coaches with more than 25 years (20.4%), more than 10 years
but less than 15 years (18.9%), and more than 15 years but less than 20 years (18.1%) had high proportion of seeing and hearing hindering freedom of career-path choice

(of student-athletes).

Table. 29 5§38 IRIFICH |7 2 HHEAERBROEDITIR (FEEREREHF) Current state of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site (coaching experience)
3ELE6FERE  6FEMUEI0ERE 10FELLEISERMY 15ELU E20ERE 20U E255F K

. 25F Uk
3ERT More than 3 years More than 6 years ~ More than 10 More than 15 More than 20 More than 25
ore than
Less than 3 years  butless than 6 but less than 10 years but less years but less years but less
ears
years years than 15 years than 20 years than 25 years Y

CISELALVOMICERAEREROBEZBSORABATREE L

. $ A BEREIR 2 BT R . . 14.3% 15.1% 15.2% 18.9% 18.7% 18.1% 20.4%
Hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 378 291 328 392 315 243 638
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2-7. {REHBGICH T 2 HlEEEROE D E (Background of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site)
2-7-1. {5 EBGICE T 2 HEAEREROEOTE R (BREEMKHI) (Background of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching
site (qualification level))

i 7 ERE RO gE O RIC, [HHEE O A - A [FERTEER - BHEETR] 25 % & 7286050 o 7, (RAERK & BRTEREROEO TR
) 1cix, BRI A SN o 7z,

When examining hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) in qualification level, “humanity and personality of a coach” and “result oriented
approach, triumphalism” were closely related to the background of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes). There was no relationship between

qualification level and hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) by coaches.

Table. 30 f8EIRIFICH T 2 BERLERBIROBEDEE (BEEKR]) Background of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site (qualification level)
d—F 1 Coach 1l ad—F 2 Coach 2 a—F 3 Coach 3 d—F 4 Coach 4

fgEEn AMM - A& Humanity and personality of a coach 78.7% 80.9% 79.5% 78.9%
ERIFE - BF)E L £ % Result oriented approach/triumphalism 66.0% 67.4% 62.7% 55.6%
WE%FFZIZ < LWBIRPIEREE Relationhips and environments that are difficult to make a complaint 60.9% 59.4% 58.7% 58.6%
IEEEBNMHIEXH Y F 15 L Coach training system/curriculum 30.2% 30.0% 28.2% 25.5%
n 1,684 278 443 142

2-7-2. {EBSICE T 2 HEGEMEROEOTE R (FROEETEEDOHES]) (Background of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at
the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience))
FROEFEIFE O & HHAEREIROEOT R GEHE) 1Tk, FICBERBA LR o T,

There was no relationship between school sport club coaching experience and hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) by coaches.

Table. 31 $8BIRIFICH T2 BHEAERBROPEDET R (EREHIEHNREDHFE]]) Background of hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience)

FREBHLEETH S FROEBEBFEE TIE AL
Coaching occasion in school club activity Not during school club activity
fgEE D AR - A& Humanity and personality of a coach 80.3% 78.7%
EREE - A E L F & Result oriented approach/triumphalism 64.1% 65.4%
WE %K A2 < LEIRCIREE Relationhips and environments that are difficult to make a complaint 61.7% 60.0%
IREHEBERHEPH YU F 27 L Coach training system/curriculum 25.8% 31.8%
n 853 1,730
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2-8. FHEHIGICH T 5 FLEIC X 281 (Verbal abuse at the coaching site)
2-8-1. IR EHIGICHE T 2 5EIC L 2 B OBIR (REEA)  (Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (qualification level))
REBGICE I 25EICL 28N %2, a—FEHlTcHd L, 3—F4 (66.2%), 2—F 3 (63.7%) HAME LT 2HENEL ho T,

When examining verbal abuse in qualification level, coach 4 (66.2%) and coach 3 (63.7%) groups had the high proportion that has seen or heard about verbal abuse
by coaches.

Table. 32 8 B8IHIFICH T D EEICL 2B HDRIR (REERAI) Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (qualification level)
a—71 a—7F2 a—73 J—74

Coach 1 Coach 2 Coach 3 Coach 4
ZIHFELHVDOMICEEICLZENEENDOEABE TCRE E L7 Verbal abuse seen or heard in the past five (5) years 59.3% 52.2% 63.7% 66.2%
n

1,689 278 441 142

2-8-2. {REIIGICE T 2 5HEIC X 27NN EENROFH/K#ER]) (Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (competition level of target athletes))
TRERGICE T2 5EICL 2B N2, IBENROFHEKETH S &, HEMNERSELAV ECT, REZ LT 282G R rHERABA LN,

When examining verbal abuse in competition level of target athletes, those who coaches over prefectural level have high proportion of seeing and hearing verbal abuse.
Table. 33 5 EIRIFZICH T 2 SEICL Z2RNOIIR (FRENROFEAKAER]) Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (competition level of target athletes)

EEREL NIV EEARL AL Ay IRELRIL HEFEARL NI g2l
International competition National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
ZIHELHVWORICEEICLZRNEBDORABTREIE L7 Verbal abuse seen or heard in the past five (5) years 70.1% 62.3% 64.6% 62.8% 51.6%
n 127 897 840 1,821 537
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2-8-3. 58I ICH T 2 SEICK 2B OBIR FRENRDOEMNA]) (Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (age level of target athletes))
IBEHBIICBITASEICXI 2R N%., IBENROERHTH B &, INEEFNR (62.7%), FEEEN (61.7%). EREEN (59.9%) <, HEX L4 2EH 60

EBl7ZmoTWwi,
When examining verbal abuse in age level of target athletes, coaches coaching in elementary (62.7%), middle school (61.7%), and high school (59.9%) had high

proportion of seeing and hearing verbal abuse.
Table. 34 {5 EBBICH T HEEICL DR NORIR (BEFROEHRF) Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (age level of target athletes)
IR CNFERA NPEER N . . .
eooEs o  RRAEER BREER o
FLET) F48  Elementary/Pri Middle school High school REEFER 23~29%F 30~34% 35~39%F 40F & 50F & 60F & T0F UL
I 1
Infant (Pre- mary school 4 € 4 College aged 23 - 29 years old 30 - 34 years old 35 - 39 years old 40's 50's 60's Over 70's
age age
school aged) aged & &
ZISELHLVORBICEEICKZRNEESOABRTREBEE L
B * . . # = 57.9% 62.7% 61.7% 59.9% 56.3% 54.0% 54.4% 52.5% 50.9% 49.2% 47.7% 50.0%
Verbal abuse seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 385 1,420 1,245 1,098 513 618 550 552 644 593 499 306

2-8-4. FHEIIGICE T 2 5 IC X 270N CAEGEBIRIEE D H#EH]) (Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience))
TRERGIC B T2 3EICL 28N %, EROEFHOREOHETA S &, HIEFLDOIEE(64.0%) T, R LZET3EENEL > Tz,

When examining verbal abuse at coaching site between school sport club and others, those who has coaching experience at school club sport has higher proportion of

seeing and hearing verbal abuse (64.0%).
Table. 35 8 8IRGICH T L EEICL 2R HDOER (BEOBEEBIESNIREDEEER]) Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (school sport club coaching experience)
FRIEBEEEITH 5 FRIEBESEE) TIE7A W
During school club activity =~ Not during school club activity
ZISELHVWOMICEEICLZRBNEBHDOEABE TREMBE L7 Verbal abuse seen or heard in the past five (5) years 64.0% 57.9%
n 851 1,734
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2-8-5. {REIIGICE T 2 5 IC X 2 7N OBUR EERERELUN)  (Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (coaching experience))
TREHGICE TS SEICL 28BN %, HERBRERI AR5 &, BIL T3 ERMT, REZ L7 L3 28GR 7R o7z,
When examining verbal abuse in coaching experience, coaches with less than three (3) years of coaching experience relatively had lower proportion of seeing and

hearing verbal abuse.

Table. 36 {EERIGICH T D EEICL 2F ORI (FBERERELRI) Current state of verbal abuse at the coaching site (coaching experience)
SELEGERE 6FELEI0ERE 10FE EISERM 15E LI 205K 20E L 25K

. 25D E
3FEXR More than 3 years More than 6 years More than 10 More than 15 More than 20 M than 25
ore than
Less than 3years  butless than 6 but less than 10 years but less years but less years but less
ears
years years than 15 years than 20 years than 25 years y
CISELALVOMICEEICLZZENZENOABTREE L
: ) _ﬂ - 48.9% 59.9% 56.9% 64.7% 67.0% 58.0% 61.8%
Verbal abuse seen or heard in the past five (5) years
n 378 289 327 394 315 243 641

2-9. FEHBGICE T 52 5EICK 2710 R (Background of verbal abuse at the coaching site)
2-9-1. {REFIGICE T2 5EICL 27 N0oBE R (BREEKN)  (Background of verbal abuse at the coaching site (qualification level))

FEEHGICE T 25k 2 RmNoBFRIC, [TEEHOANMIE - Akl HREER - BAELER] 252 L 28GR a0 o7, REBEKLIEEHSGICET 25
TickrsgphholRIcix, BREALNEDL» 57,

When examining verbal abuse in qualification level, “humanity and personality of a coach” and “result oriented approach, triumphalism” were closely related to the

background of verbal abuse. There was no relationship between qualification level and verbal abuse by coaches.

Table. 37 HgBIRIGICH T ZEEICLZ2RBHDOER (RBEEKHI) Background of verbal abuse at the coaching site (qualification level)
J—F1 Coachl I—%F2 Coach2 O—3%3 Coach3 O—3%4 Coach4

BEHE O ABM - A#% Humanity and personality of a coach 93.6% 93.9% 95.0% 93.6%
fEREFE - BFIZE £ £ % Result oriented approach/triumphalism 79.0% 75.7% 75.4% 79.6%
WEHEF A2 < LWBFRPIREE Relationhips and environments that are difficult to make a complaint 68.0% 69.5% 67.5% 66.9%
feEEBNEIEPL A Y ¥ 25 L Coach training system/curriculum 33.4% 28.8% 32.7% 32.4%
n 1,691 280 443 142
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2-9-2. {REFIGICE T2 5EICX 27 N0oBE R (CARGEEETEEDH#)]) (Background of verbal abuse (school sport club coaching experience))

EEIGIC BT 2 EHIC K 2 BT FIC, [TEEEO AR - A&, THEREE - BAIELEE] 252 & T2HE0GED - 72, FAIGEBEIEEOHHE & 55

BIcB T 25 ICL 2 RNOTERITIE, BRAEALNLD o7z,

“Humanity and personality of a coach” and “result oriented approach, triumphalism” were closely related to the background of verbal abuse in the coaching site. There

was no relationship between having an experience coaching school sport club or not and verbal abuse by coaches.

Table. 38 I6ERBICH T2 EEICL 2R NDOER (EREHIEEIEEDEER]) Background of verbal abuse (school sport club coaching experience)

FROEEEEENITH B FROEENEREB) TIEAR L
Coaching occasion in school club activity Not during school club activity
fgEE D AN - AR Humanity and personality of a coach 93.0% 94.3%
HBRERE - B E T2 Result oriented approach/triumphalism 78.8% 77.9%
WEZIFZI1Z < WEIREREE Relationhips and environments that are difficult to make a complaint 67.8% 68.5%
IEBEBERFIELH Y ¥ 25 L Coach training system/curriculum 27.2% 35.7%
853 1,738

n
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3. BGDAZ 2 Ay bt (k) ~» E{E (Confidence level of dealing with harassment)
3-1. HHDZ 2 X v Pt (k) ~o H{S (Confidence level of dealing with harassment)
FAENRIZ, WTNDOATZA Y PN LT, YUET2AEYRD 2 & T 2HER D> 72,

The proportion of confidence level of dealing with harassment was high for every harassment among target samples.

Table.39 BE M /T X X > b4l (3N1E) ~ @ B1E Confidence level of dealing with harassment

BHREREROE
oD wE /L& hindering freedom of career- EEICLBEDN
Sexual harassment Corporal punishment/hazing path choice (of student- Verbal abuse
athletes)
B{Eh'% % Confident 77.1% 80.7% 81.0% 73.6%
n 2,608 2,607 2,605 2,609

3-:2. BB 7 v v T2 Ay PR (1) ~» H{E (Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment)

3-2-1. HBD X7 v v AT A X v bl (k) ~o g (REEKH]) (Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (qualification level))

7T ZAY MIE~OHEOAEHELZ, a—FHITAH L L, WThOEICENTHELRED % L3 2ElG0GE» - 7,
When examining confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment in qualification level, every coaching qualification group showed high confidence level.

Table. 40 BEEDE 7 ¥ v IIL/ANT R X2 ML (M) ~DBE (BB E®H]) Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (qualification level)

J—F 1 Coach 1 J—F 2 Coach 2 J—F 3 Coach 3 J—F 4 Coach 4
HEA'® % Confident 75.1% 81.7% 79.9% 81.7%
n 1,693 279 443 142
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3-2-2. BB x2 7 v AT 2R X v bl (k) ~o BE (EENROFHK#ER]) (Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (competition level of target
athletes))

X7 e T AR ME~DBEOAE L, IRENROBEEOKMETH S L. WTFNOFEICHEWTH BEXRDH 5 & T 2E G R oz, FHENRDFHIAK
#EnE 2513 E, AEXH 2 LT 2EIG0E L koTnT,

When examining confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment in competition level of target athletes, every level showed high confidence in dealing with sexual

harassment; and, higher the competition level of target athletes to coach, the confidence level got higher.
Table. 41 BEDE 7 v AT A X > Rt (i) ~DBE (BENROER/KER]) Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (competition level of target athletes)

EEAESL R EEREL L 7Ry IREL NI MEIFRREL NI Z DM
International competition level National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
B{fEn'#® % Confiednt 85.8% 81.6% 81.2% 77.8% 73.3%
n 127 899 842 1,826 540

3-2-3. HED 27 v v AT 2 X v bl (k) ~o g (FBENROEER])  (Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (age level of target athletes))
7R ANTAXY MIE~DOHEOR L, IRENROERHTH L L. WIRDOERIICE T BERDH 5 & T 2ElGHED o 7,
When examining confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment in age level of target athletes, every level showed high confidence in dealing with sexual harassment.

Table. 42 BB Dt 72 v LT R A Y FIHL (D) ~DBEE FEERNROELT]) Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (age level of target athletes)
B UNFERA NFEER

hREFEN BIREFR 23~29% 30~34% 35~39%

LR s El t Pri FHEER 40F & 50F & 60F A& T0F U E
P FH ementary/Pri Middle school High school RPEER 23-29years 30-34years 35-39years TR =8 s T
Infant (Pre- mary school College aged 40's 50's 60's Over 70's
aged aged old old old
school aged) aged
B{EN'd % Confident 75.6% 75.6% 77.3% 80.2% 78.9% 76.9% 75.4% 75.5% 75.8% 74.8% 76.4% 79.9%
n 386 1,424 1,248 1,101 513 620 552 554 648 596 501 308
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3-2-4. HED X2 7 > ¥ AT R X v b (k) ~o BE CERGEERETEEDF#]) (Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (school sport club coaching
experience))

X7 NN T AR MIE~DOHEOH L, FEGEBHIFEOFMAICTAL L L, Eb oItV TH HIENRH 5 & T 3HIGED o 20, FEGEEE O fFE T,
HEXGH2 LT 2EERLV @ B> TWn,

When examining confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment in coaches who have school sport club coaching experience and coaches without such experience,

both groups had high confidence in dealing with sexual harassment; and, coaches with school sport club coaching experience had higher confidence level.

Table. 43 BE Dt 7> vIIL/ANT R X v ML () ~DB1E (EROEESEESIIEEDHFER]) Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (school sport club coaching experience)

PROEENEREEN T 5 Coaching occasion in school club activity SROEHEREE) T4 L Not during school club activity
BiEA'®H % Confident 81.5% 75.0%
n 853 1,739

3-2-5. HED X2 7 v v AT 2 X v bl (k) ~o Big (FEERERFEED]) (Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (coaching experience))
7N TRAAY MIIE~OBEOHEZ, HERBELRG AL L, 15EUECTHERD % & T 3EERIRICE W HAE S A 5 LT,

When examining confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment in coaching experience, coaches with 15 or more years of coaching experience showed exceptionally
high level of confidence.

Table. 44 BE DXV I v ILANT A XY Rl (301E) ~0BE (FBEREREHF]) Confidence level of dealing with sexual harassment (coaching experience)

BELE6FERTE  6FULI0OFERE 10FEU EISERE 15FU E20FEKE 205F U E25F K iH

. 25F Uk
3ER More than 3 years More than 6 years  More than 10 More than 15 More than 20
Less than 3 years butless than 6 but less than 10

More than 25
years but less years but less years but less
years years than 15 years than 20 years than 25 years years
B{Eh'% % Confident 69.9% 71.8% 69.2% 76.5% 82.9% 79.4% 84.5%
n 379 291 331 395 315 243 640
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3-3. BB oS L &L (ik) ~» H{E (Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing)
3-3-1. BHOREIe L /0L (k) ~oHE (BREERKH)  (Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (qualification level))
HYOMREe L ML (Wik) ~oEGoEEY, a—FHilTchd L, WINOEFICEWTHELD % & T 2EEGRED - 2,

When examining confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing in qualification level, every coaching qualification group showed high confidence
level.

Table. 45 BEDAEEI®C L Z &L (k) ~0BEE (RBEERKR]) Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (qualification level)

J—F 1 Coach 1 J—F 2 Coach 2 J—F 3 Coach 3 J—F 4 Coach 4
BIEH ®» % Confident 78.7% 85.0% 84.2% 84.5%

n 1,691 280 443 142

3-3-2. HEOAFETP L 2 &L (k) ~oBfE (RENRDFEAKE)

(Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (competition level
of target athletes))

HE &P L &L (k) ~oHEOFREZ ., IEENROFBHIKMENTHZ L, WTFNLOFEIICE N TH HEXH 2 L T 2EIG1 R 5 72, FRENRDFiE
KMED K 2513, BEXH S LT 2HGNE L o Tz,

When examining confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing in competition level of target athletes, every level showed high confidence in
dealing with sexual harassment; and, higher the competition level of target athletes to coach, the confidence level got higher.

Table. 46 BHDAESIR L Z &4 (1) ~DBE (EENROFERK®R]) Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (competition level of target athletes)

EEASL R EEREL NI TRy IREL AL HBEFERE L NI Z ot
International competition level National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
BfEn'% % Confident 91.3% 84.5% 83.8% 81.4% 77.2%
n 127 898 841 1,825 540
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3-3-3. HH KRG L 2 /L ANE) ~0 BiE FFEX RO EMI) (Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (age level of target athletes))
HE DS L &L (k) ~oBHEOHEL ., HENROFEmTH S &, WINOERNICEWTH HIENH 5 &3 2HERED o7,
When examining confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing in age level of target athletes, every level showed high confidence in dealing with
sexual harassment.

Table. 47 BEDEZ P L &M (L) ~DBEE (EEXNRDOEHTI) Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (age level of target athletes)
WE UNERAN  NFEER

PEEER EREER 23~29% 30~34% 35~39%

LAY K Elementary/Pri KEEER 40F & 50F & 60F & T0F LUk
FUR) £ y/Pri Middle school High school PEE 23 - 29 years 30 - 34 years 35 - 39 years i i i ¥
Infant (Pre- mary school College aged 40's 50's 60's Over 70's
aged aged old old old
school aged) aged
B1E»'% % Confident 77.8% 79.3% 81.9% 82.5% 84.2% 82.6% 80.4% 80.4% 80.9% 80.4% 81.7% 83.2%
n 387 1,423 1,250 1,100 513 620 552 555 649 597 502 309

3-3-4. HHOMREI L /L (k) ~oBE (CARGEETTEEDHEER]) (Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (school sport club
coaching experience))

HEOFE P L &L (k) ~o BE0REZ, EREHHIFEEOHMITHZ L, EBHICHEWTH HERD 2 LT 28GR G o 72p3, FRGEEE O 158
T, HEX®2 3 2GR L VS Bo T,

When examining confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing in coaches who have school sport club coaching experience and coaches without

such experience, both groups had high confidence in dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing; and, coaches with school sport club coaching experience had

higher confidence level.

Table. 48 BEDERED L Z &L (k) ~0BE (FREHIEEIEEDHLER]) Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (school sport club coaching experience)

FROEENEREE) Td B Coaching occasion in school club activity FROEENEREEN T IE 42 LY Not during school club activity
B{EH'H % Confident 83.6% 79.4%
n 853 1,738
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3-3-5. HEOREIe L /0L (i) ~oBE (EERERELN) (Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (coaching experience))
HEOFE P L &L (i) ~oBAEOAEEZ ., fREREBERRI A S L, WIFNOEEREREENICE N THHEXD 2 LT 28GR 5 72,
When examining confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing in coaching experience, coaches with 15 or more years of coaching experience

showed exceptionally high level of confidence.

Table. 49 BEDAESIR L Z &M (I01E) ~DBE (G5ERXEREXFI) Confidence level of dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing (coaching experience)
BELIEGERM 6FEMUEI0ERE 10FEL E15ERM 15FELI 20K 20F LI E25F K

. 25k
3ERH More than 3 More than 6 More than 10 More than 15 More than 20 More than 25
Less than 3 years years but less years but less years but less years but less years but less
than 6 years than 10 years than 15 years than 20 years than 25 years years
B{EH % 5 Confident 73.0% 76.6% 76.7% 82.0% 83.5% 77.4% 88.8%
n 378 291 331 394 315 243 641

3-4. HH o HHEREIROEMUL (JE) ~D H{E (Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes))
3-4-1. HE © A A ZREREIR o 05 EAL Qi) ~o BiE REERKH]) (Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes)
(qualification level))

H& D HH 2 ERER O EML (i) ~DoBHEOAKE, a—FFETAh 3L, WIFhoflics W THERH S & LT,

When examining confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) in qualification level, every coaching qualification

group showed high confidence level.

Table. 50 B & ® B HAEREIRDTENL FIL) ~DBEE (REERKH) Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (qualification level)

d—F1 Coach 1 aJ—F 2 Coach 2 d—% 3 Coach 3 O—F 4 Coach 4
B{EH'%H % Confident 78.9% 87.8% 82.8% 88.0%
n 1,691 279 442 142
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3-4-2. BHH 0 HAEREROWEMNU (k) ~0 BE FREXNROFHIKHEER])  (Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of
student-athletes) (competition level of target athletes))

H & o B 7R EIR o g E ML (k) ~Do BE0EEE L, fFENROBHOKE TR S L, WIFhofjlics b HiE2H 5 L 33 EG1RE» 27205, {58
WROFHIKEENR 725188, BERH 2 LT 2EIEREL hoTwi,

When examining confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) in competition level of target athletes, every level
showed high confidence in dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes); and, higher the competition level of target athletes to coach, the

confidence level got higher.

Table. 51 B & D BERAAEREIROYTENL (D) ~DBEE (BENRDOFERIKHER) Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (competition level of target athletes)

ERREL L EEREL AL TRy IRELRIL MERFREREL NI Zz ol
International competition level National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
B{E" % % Confident 86.6% 84.3% 83.6% 81.7% 79.4%
n 127 897 839 1,824 539

3-4-3. HE © HAHZEREIR O ESLL (i) ~o BE (EENROERR]) (Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-
athletes) (age level of target athletes))

B8O HHREREROEML (k) ~DAFEOFEZ, IFENROERINTH S L, WITNOEMICE TS AELGH 5 LT 2EEMBEDL» - 72,

When examining confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) in age level of target athletes, every level showed high
confidence in dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes).

Table.52 BB D BHEAEBRRIROPBENL HE) ~DBIE (FBEBWHROERHH]) Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (age level of target athletes)
R UNFRAN NFEER

N PR ER EREEN . 23~29% 30~34% 35~39%
2LET) F£  Elementary/Pri . ” ﬁ - RFEEER 40F & 50F & 60F & T0F L E
Middle school High school 23-29years 30-34years 35-39years
Infant (Pre- mary school College aged 40's 50's 60's Over 70's
aged aged old old old

school aged) aged
BfEh'H % Confident 82.4% 80.4% 83.7% 85.0% 84.5% 80.9% 78.4% 79.4% 80.5% 80.2% 81.0% 80.5%
n 387 1,423 1,247 1,098 511 617 550 553 647 595 501 308
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3-4-4. HE D H 7 EREIROENL (k) ~DBfE (AROEBHREE O f H#5])

(Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of
student-athletes) (school sport club coaching experience))

HE& o A il 72 ERGER o g5 L (k) ~D BfE 0 F %, FEGEETFEOFMEcAa 2z L, Eboilb0TH AENEH 5 LT 5EIGBE» o 7o FRIEE
DIFET, BEXEH 2 LT 2EH AR LY SO EHAEAR L N,
When examining confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) in coaches who have school sport club coaching

experience and coaches without such experience, both groups had high confidence in dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes); and,

coaches with school sport club coaching experience had higher confidence level.

Table. 53 B 50 BHALEREIROBENL (L) ~DBE (EREFHIEHIEEDEET]) Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (school sport club coaching experience)
FROBEEEEN TH B Coaching occasion in school club activity FROBEENELEE) Tld /AL Not during school club activity

H{EN % % Confident
n

87.6% 78.0%
852 1,737

3-4-5. HE 0 HHREREIROBESUL (k) ~o BE (REREBRELD]) (Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-

athletes) (coaching experience))

H & @ B il 7 ERGER o gE L k) ~0 BE oA % fRERBREENIcH 2 L. WIhoRERBFELGIc s Wb AE1RH 2 L T 2EIG08E» o7, 15
HREBRFERA R BB ICoNT, HEXH 2 LT 2HAGVERE L ho T,

When examining confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice of (student-athletes) in coaching experience, every coaching group showed

high level of confidence. The confidence level was higher as coaching experience got higher.

Table. 54 BB D BHEAERSBIROPENN (k) ~DBEE (F5EREBREXKR]) Confidence level of dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) (coaching experience)
3ELLEBERH 6ELLE10FERG 10FEULISERD 15FUE20FERH 20FE U E25FE K

. 25 F
3FERME More than 3 years More than 6 years More than 10 More than 15 More than 20 More than 25
Less than 3years  butless than 6 but less than 10 years but less than years but less than years but less than
years years 15 years 20 years 25 years years
B{Eh'%H % Confident 71.2% 76.6% 77.4% 81.9% 82.3% 86.8% 87.8%
n 379 291 328 393 316 243 641
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3-5. HHOSEIC X 23Sl (i) ~d H{E (Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse)

3-5-1. HEOSEIC X 2783t (k) ~oBiE (RAEES]) (Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (qualification level))
HEOSEICX 3850 (i) ~oBEE0EHEZ, a—F@EThHrZ L, WTFNOEIICEWTHELD 2 LT 3E &5 G027,

When examining confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse in qualification level, every coaching qualification group showed high confidence level.
Table.5b BEEDEEICL 22N k) ~0BEE (REEKR]) Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (qualification level)
2—7 1 Coach1 2—F2 Coach2 23A—F 3 Coach3 3a—F4 Coach4

70.8% 78.9% 78.8% 79.6%
1,693 280 443 142

BH{EA»'#% % Confident

n

3-5-2. HEOSEIC X 2783l (k) ~oBiE (RENROFHEHIKHER])  (Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (competition level of target athletes))
H & D H 72 EGER 0 1 FHL (i) ~o B o Rz, fRENROBHEKEN TH 2 L, wWIFNoflicETH BiELH 2 LT 2H G R o 7z, FREN
ROFBHEIKEREL 22138, B35 2 LT 2HEREL ko Tk,

When examining confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse in competition level of target athletes, every level showed high confidence in dealing with verbal abuse;
and, higher the competition level of target athletes to coach, the confidence level got higher.

Table. 56 BHDERIC & SRAMML (k) ~DEE GRENROBHKER) Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (competition level of target athletes)
ABRzL AL SEARL AL

TRy IRELANIL MWEFEREL NI Z DM
International competition level National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
BfEh'®H % Confident 85.8% 76.5% 74.9% 73.1% 73.1%
n 127 899 842 1,827 540

41748



3-5-3. HEOSEIC X 2723l (k) ~oBfiE (FBENROEE) (Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (age level of target athletes))
HEOSHEICX 2320 (i) ~oBE0FEL, IHENROEMHITADL E, WTNDOERICEWTHHELRED S T IEEBED > T,

When examining confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse in age level of target athletes, every level showed high confidence in dealing with verbal abuse.
Table. 57 BEDEEICL 2R AR (L) ~DBIE (FBEXNRDOEESF]) Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (age level of target athletes)

R UNFERA NFEER . e
ji:b URFRA PFEER eren mmest e 23~29F 30~34F 35~39F
L) £ Elementary/Pri ) REEER 40F & 50%F & 60 & T0F U E
Middle school High school 23-29years 30-34years 35-39years
Infant (Pre- mary school College aged 40's 50's 60's Over 70's
aged aged old old old
school aged) aged
B{EA % % Confident 73.9% 72.3% 75.4% 75.7% 80.9% 78.2% 76.2% 76.0% 76.7% 76.9% 78.5% 79.9%
n 387 1,425 1,250 1,101 513 619 551 555 649 597 502 309

3-5-4. HE DS IEIC X 2 723t (k) ~o BE CEBGERIEE D H#H]) (Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (school sport club coaching experience ))
HEOSEEIC L 2B (HiE) ~oAFORELZ., AEGEBITIEEOFMAIcA 2 L, b HIKBWTHAREH S L T 2EIGHBED o7,
When examining confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse in coaching experience with school sport club and no experience, both groups had high proportion of

confidence in dealing with verbal abuse.

Table. 58 BESDEEICLZ2E NI HIL) ~DBEE (EREFIEENIEEDHFER]) Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (school sport club coaching experience )
PRGBS EREEN TH % Coaching occasion in school club activity

SROEE)IREE) T 1372 L Not during school club activity
B{Eh'% % Confident 75.6% 72.7%
n 853 1,740
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3-5-5. HEOSHEIC X 2 2L (k) ~o B (FRERERFELD]) (Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (coaching experience ))
HEDSEIC X 2RI (k) ~0BEEDHEMEL ., fHERERERITAR B &, 10 FELLE 15 F R (71.6%), 20 4ELL L 25 4£RK0#(75.2%) . 25 4ELL 1 (83.8%)
THEX® % &3 2EE&GRED» -7,

When examining confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse in coaching experience, coaches with more than 10 years but less than 15 years (71.6%), more than 20
years but less than 25 years (75.2%), and more than 25 years (83.8%) showed exceptionally high level of confidence.
Table. 59 BEDEEICL DR DTN (k) ~DBEE (BEERERFEHR) Confidence level of dealing with verbal abuse (coaching experience )

SEME6ERMG  6FEULEIOERE 10FEUEISEXRE 15EUE20FEKRE 20FE LU E25F K 25 E
3ER More than 3 years More than 6 years  More than 10 More than 15 More than 20

More than 25
Less than 3 years  butless than 6 but less than 10 years but less years but less years but less
years years than 15 years than 20 years than 25 years years
BIEA'H % Confident 68.9% 67.4% 69.8% 71.6% 69.9% 75.2% 83.8%
n 379 291 331 395 316 242 641
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4. ~NF7AA v MICBAT 2#E (Workshop on harassment)
4-1. N7 2 A v MICBAT 28 Zi#EDBR (Current state of workshop on harassment)
NTARX Y MICBT 2EEZHEOBIR GBZE 5 ELIN) 1F. 2~4 BIZEHE L 72E16(32.4%) B3 b E o T, il TR WEIG L 324%TH o 7,
When examining the current state of workshop on harassment, the highest percentage (32.4%) of attending harassment workshop was 2 -4 times in the past five (5)

years. 32.4% of coaches did not attend any workshop.
Table.60 ZZ 5 FE < LLWOM T, RR—=VEEIZEIFZEKECNTRXA Y FHIEICOWTOWHHMER S5 L £ L 72H Have you attended preventative workshop for hazing and harassment in the last five (5) years?

5B _E53E Attended more than 5 times 2~4[A]5 3% Attended 2 - 4 times 1[6]52:% Attended once 2=+ 9 No attendance
BEE) 5.7% 32.4% 29.5% 32.4%
n 148 846 769 845

4-2. N7 A X v MICBAT 2 #8254 (Attendance of harassment related workshop)

4-2-1. N7 A AV MICBAT 2R % ((REERS])  (Attendance of harassment related to workshop (qualification level))
NFGAAY PICHT 2EEZ R, a—FHllcAL L, a—FOhT IV B LB ICONZEELE L & BN, ZEHEERS < kB EABHR ST,
When examining attendance of harassment related workshop by qualification level, the proportion of attendance got higher as qualification level went up.

Table.61 T Z 5 FELL H5VWDM T, ZR—VIBEICHITBEETPNTZAA Y FHLEICOWTOWMEZZHL £ L12h (REEHEF]) Have you attended preventative workshop for hazing and harassment in the last five (5) years? (qualification level
J—F 1 Coach 1 J—F 2 Coach 2 J—F 3 Coach3  I—F4 Coach4

5[a] £ Attended more than 5 times 4.2% 7.1% 8.8% 10.6%
2~4[A15% 35 Attended 2 - 4 times 28.6% 32.9% 40.4% 50.0%
1[6]5 3% Attended once 32.0% 27.9% 24.4% 23.2%
23819 No attendance 35.1% 32.1% 26.4% 16.2%
n 1,693 280 443 142
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4-2-2. NT A AV MICBAT 2% (RENROFEUKEER])  (Attendance of harassment related to workshop (competition level of target athletes))

NFAX Y MCBAT 2 EEZ . IR ROBHEIOKEER TH B & FRENRDOBHEIKEED E < 72 5 IO NZHE DG e DM, ZESHE DS < 78 2 A B
b7z,

When examining attendance of harassment related workshop by competition level of target athletes, the proportion of attendance got higher as target athletes’
competition level got higher.

Table. 62 225 HELHVDET, AR—VIEEIZEIFZHETPNTZAA Y FHEICOWTOTMEEZH L £ Lch GEENROFEEI/KER) Have you attended preventative workshop for hazing and harassment in the last five (5) years? (competition level of target athletes)

EBEAR L~ L2EARRL AL 70y I RELAIL MEFRRAES L~ Eqalich
International competition level National competition level Regional competition level Prefectural level Etc.
5[] 55 Attended more than 5 times 11.8% 7.5% 7.2% 6.0% 5.4%
2~A[E55% Attended 2 - 4 times 52.8% 39.3% 39.4% 34.8% 22.8%
1555 Attended once 18.9% 29.4% 29.9% 30.4% 25.2%
Z5#+1 9 No attendance 16.5% 23.9% 23.4% 28.8% 46.7%
n 127 899 842 1,825 540

4-2-3. NT A AV MICBAT 2% RENROFEMA])  (Attendance of harassment related to workshop (age level of target athletes))
NTAX Y MBI 2R L . IRERNROFERTH D L BEAEFENR(T1.8%), RFEAFR(7T1.5%) T, ZiHE1E L Ho T,
When examining attendance of harassment related workshop by age level of target athletes, coaches coaching high school age level (71.8%) and college age level

(71.5%) were high in attendance.

Table. 63 ZTZ 5 FE L SLDET, RR—VIEEICH I BEETCNTAA Y FHLEICOWTOFHERZFH L £ Lh (EENROERF]) Have you attended preventative workshop for hazing and harassment in the last five (5) years? (age level of target athletes)
$HIB UNERA INREER

s hEPEFN BREENR . 23~29F 30~34% 35~39%F
SUED £/ Elementary/Pri | o KA 0% 4 50 A 60F A T0FLLE
Middle school High school 23-29years 30-34years 35-39years
Infant (Pre- mary school College aged 40's 50's 60's Over 70's
aged aged old old old

school aged) aged
5[a1 k33 Attended more than 5 times 7.8% 5.8% 5.9% 7.3% 7.2% 6.5% 6.3% 6.3% 6.2% 6.0% 6.6% 7.1%
2~A[E1%3E Attended 2 - 4 times 28.9% 32.4% 33.9% 34.9% 37.4% 36.5% 34.1% 30.1% 27.1% 26.6% 26.5% 27.5%
1[853 Attended once 22.7% 27.8% 29.8% 29.7% 26.9% 26.3% 27.0% 27.2% 27.7% 27.1% 27.1% 24.3%
%3+t No attendance 40.6% 34.0% 30.3% 28.2% 28.5% 30.8% 32.6% 36.4% 39.0% 40.2% 39.8% 41.1%
n 387 1,424 1,250 1,101 513 620 552 555 649 597 502 309
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4-2-4, NF A A MICBAT 2 iE 2 (AROEBRESIEEDFH])  (Attendance of harassment related to workshop (school sport club coaching experience))
NTGARA Y MICBT 2EEZ . FROEEITIEE ORI TH B L, ABOEFF O HFE(73.9%) T, ZdENE L ko Tk,
When examining attendance of harassment related workshop by school sport club coaching experience and no experience, coaches with school sport club coaching

experience had higher attendance rate (73.9%).

Table. 64 ZZ 5 EL HLLDET, RAR—=VIBEICHEIF2HECNT ALY FHIEICOWTOHHMEERZH L £ L1oh (FROEFHEESNIREDEEESR]) Have you attended preventative workshop for hazing and harassment in the last five (5) years? (school sport club coaching experience )

FREHELES) Td 5 Coaching occasion in school club activity FHOBEHERES) TIE7A L Not during school club activity
5[E| L E5258 Attended more than 5 times 6.6% 5.2%
2~A[A)55 Attended 2 - 4 times 36.8% 30.3%
1[2]5%3% Attended once 30.5% 29.1%
259 No attendance 26.1% 35.4%
n 853 1,740

4-2-5. NT A AV MICBAT 2 iE 2 (RERERERD]) (Attendance of harassment related to workshop (coaching experience))

NTAX Y MBI 2R . SRERBELEICA 5 &, 10 FLAE 15 4FR(72.2%), 15 EBLE 20 AR (70.3%) ., 25 FELLE(75.4%) T, ZEEESE L
2Tz,

When examining attendance of harassment related workshop by coaching experience, coaches with coaching experience of more than 10 years but less than 15 years

(72.2%), more than 15 years but less than 20 years (70.3%) and more than 25 years (75.4%) had high attendance rate.

Table.65 ZZ 5 E L HWVWDOBT, ZR—VIEEICH T DHEECNTZAAY MHIEICOWTOFMEERZFE L £ Lzh (GEERERELKR) Have you attended preventative workshop for hazing and harassment in the last five (5) years? (coaching experience )
6FLL E10F R 10FELL E15FFRT 15F L E20F &K 205 LU _E25F K

3ELLE6EKH More

3ERE than 3 years but less More than 6 years  More than 10 years More than 15 years More than 20 years 25F Lk
Less than 3 years than 6 years but less than 10 but less than 15 but less than 20 but less than 25 More than 25 years
years years years years
5[E L £ 5254 Attended more than 5 times 1.3% 2.1% 3.3% 6.1% 6.6% 9.5% 9.0%
2~A4[a]5 5% Attended 2 - 4 times 16.9% 25.5% 35.6% 33.9% 38.0% 29.6% 40.6%
1[5 5% Attended once 36.4% 29.3% 28.7% 32.2% 25.6% 30.5% 25.7%
2319 No attendance 45.4% 43.1% 32.3% 27.8% 29.7% 30.5% 24.6%
n 379 290 331 395 316 243 641
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5. NTARAY F~OWL~D AAS & 5#EE %7 (Confidence in dealing with harassment and attendance of workshop)
5-1. HH DX 7 v v T 2 A v P (k) ~o A5 & 5%E525% (Confidence in dealing with sexual harassment by one’s self and attendance of workshop)
HEDOXZ v v T ZA Y bl (k) ~0BfE iR, EZEHELS hdicoh, BEXD S LT 2EERE ko Tk,

Confidence of dealing with sexual harassment by one’s self increased as number of workshop attendance increased.

Table.66 BEE DL 7 ¥ v IL/NT A X > b3 (HDiE) ~D B1E & :#E =58 Confidence in dealing with sexual harassment by one’s self and attendance of workshop

5E L 558 Attended more than 5 times 2~A[A]5EE Attended 2 - 4 times 1[a]52 5% Attended once =+ 9 No attendance
B{EA'% % Confident 87.8% 81.3% 75.7% 72.3%
n 148 845 769 844

5-2. B oREIe L Z &ML (k) ~o Bfs & 555 %% (Confidence in dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing by one’s self and attendance of workshop)
HE oG L L (k) ~oBER. EEZHEHELL hdiIcon, BHEXH 2 LT 2EG0E S koTn,

Confidence in dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing by one’s self increased as number of workshop attendance increased.

Table.67 BEDESIv L Z &M (k) ~DBEIE & #EE = Confidence in dealing with corporal punishment and/or hazing by one’s self and attendance of workshop

5EL 538 Attended more than 5 times 2~A4[A5 3% Attended 2 - 4 times 1[E]523% Attended once =i+ 9 No attendance
BIEN % % Confident 89.9% 84.7% 78.6% 17.2%
n 148 844 768 845

5-3. HH 0 HlHmiEREIRo5EMUL (k) ~o B{E & #5%# (Confidence in dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) by one’s
self and attendance of workshop)

B8 o Bl 7Z2EER O EML (k) ~DAfE IR, SEZBEERS R sicoh, BEXH 2 LI 2HAGRE B> T,

Confidence in dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) by one’s self increased as number of workshop attendance increased.

Table.68 B & D EBHEAEREIRDOTEL (HE) ~D B{E & #B 25 Confidence in dealing with hindering freedom of career-path choice (of student-athletes) by one’s self and attendance of workshop

5@ £33 Attended more than 5 times 2~4[a]5%% 3% Attended 2 - 4 times 1[5 Attended once =49 No attendance
BIEN % % Confident 87.2% 84.9% 80.2% 77.1%
n 148 845 767 843
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5-4. HEOFHEIC X 2 #6L (Hk) ~o B{E L& %Z5#% (Confidence in dealing with verbal abuse by one’s self and attendance of workshop)
HEDOEEIC X 2RI L) ~0 B, HEZEHELShsicon, BEXH S LT8G E ko T,

Confidence in dealing with verbal abuse by one’s self increased as number of workshop attendance increased.

Table.69 BEEDEEICL 2R MM (GN1E) ~DBIE & #EE = Confidence in dealing with verbal abuse by one’s self and attendance of workshop

5E| L _E558 Attended more than 5 times 2~4[0]%3E Attended 2 - 4 times 1[a]5% 3% Attended once =19 No attendance
BN % % Confident 79.7% 76.4% 12.7% 70.7%
n 148 846 769 844
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