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Reliability and validity of the Chinese version of Courage Scale in middle school students
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[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the validity and reliability of the Chinese version of Courage Scale (CS) applied to middle
school students, and to provide an effective tool for measuring positive personality traits of courage. Methods By using cluster
sampling, 485 middle school students were selected from 12 classes of 4 middle schools in Wenzhou. All subjects completed CS and
Self — rating Anxiety Scale (SAS) , of whom 54 completed CS re — test 2 weeks later. Results The internal consistency Cronbach’s a
coefficient of CS was 0. 92 and the two — week re — test reliability was 0. 75 (P <0.01). The criterion — related validity coefficient
of CSwith SAS was — 0. 332 (P < 0. 01). Exploratory factor analysis demonstrated CS had a single — dimensional structure.
Conclusion The Chinese version of CS has satisfactory reliability and validity for middle school students.
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