@

Bl IR SR SR 0T A R 2R







TR, = "B, B —HRVAEOBARKER ;

|_1=wn J I_ﬂ(éEPJ “,% P
— X IE 5T IR SR LB REHT ST sk A

Ak =
Y e

B S HBIZELZ Tk, B OTER

SR A HERET Tfhie, B S T R el B fhie

ok

g A o e {3 ELT #1235 (symbolic interactionism) i 5k 4 £ 4 2 fF
IE GRS R B R R 0 R RS R B
LEE D RS BT B3 BLEE R 2 5L(Symbol) 1F SLAE - F]
SORBHMEIREFLNIHFFEIER AT o BRE BRAY
ARTOEEML 2VIEL FPAKTILEF LI AR R ZEF »F Y
shiFsadc s F I (special education needs) - Ysseldyke, Algozzine £ Thurlow
(1992)# P Fle b BAART F L FHTIFTE > F XA AR08 R

P

" ¥R ¥ % A 4F W] (create categories in special education) ¢ B £ FiER
R ARTEAFEE 47 T HAKT

i
ly

-

Hae o &

™

EA I R~ LA

LA R mﬁ%ﬁ\aﬁmﬂ\;: FEE N2 TR
EhgRm gV - JERE - PR £ H W B EFRR -
YA ROlE Thwmms FTREEES aﬂﬁJ’HﬁAﬁ%&%?
#p w37 T 2 #o2 (identification) ~ 2 %7(diagnosis) &% » 1 P FriT 2 BFARK Y
T o PR R F R B M4 ¢ F fi(social norm) 0 & ¢ HaR KT R
sz (special education label)» Flgm Azt B wfamE 4 AR EBFARK TN
Wﬂﬁ@%%%?ﬁﬁxkﬁ’kfﬁ4ﬂﬂ*o
FARFT w8t et g7 @4 7 44 (Kliewer & Biklen,

1996)# |~ 5 & F & 0> ¥ F & 4 (Adelman, 1996):% 5 ¥ < Higihse 432

¢

+

J
%ﬁ~&%

fo

=



TR, = "B, B —HRVAEOBARKER g

1 4r 73 72 37 (disability labels are ideas not facts) » 1245 3% ¥ J“(Gallagher,
1976 ; Heward & Orlansky, 1992 ; Ysseldyke et al., 1992) # 12 ~ 1;;@, HIRg iR
Lo AR RBIERKT ﬂMJy%%&‘ﬁﬁ\ﬁ%\P2~i
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A o Baron £ Byrne (2000)3# 3 f& & 25 = ¢ s AL ¢ & ¥ (social learning) £ 4+ ¢
vt g (social comparison) ¥ = &€ & = ;4 ¢

(—)HEgRE

A g B LB ,@.«Jiﬁﬂ? HEkpEB A3 ﬁ%ﬁw}ig § ViEAR R
fBRA, >3 =g ¢ Lv & 415 (classical conditioning) : § ¥+ ¥ 5+ A&
HEFzT ML T 3 ;é; Bk oA 33 hfE B ALY 2 .fsg—%«?% - ¥
WS TREFEA L | ¥ 2.1 E 4% (instrumental conditioning) : 5.
Wehfm L) (R A EDE )R Y FaR A i B 3EER
¥ (observational learning) : p @ /23 F %3 0 FEERE A R EriT
aRFEp PRI TEHBBEY LR Ko
()& g

BEAR G R RARAP SIS A eFY g Rigr2biri- 7 30
F-ofa3 Nk pAEE o NP M e R s A 2 P $AE € 33 (social
Identlty)é‘f’l PESE i L N (ol S L S A S o7 I = S A AN £ CPE
ﬁ%§QJ¢&ﬂ’ﬂ&,w&¢<u+€“@@ﬁﬁﬂ%*w@ﬁ€”@ﬁé'
T AHETRAAE BB OLEE > APHEIBEMOLR BRI L&

Beff o gk LR A HE BRM o RER R AL |6 PF o
A enfi B b X PR A AL ATt o
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Watts (1984) &2 1 = f & B 2 %12 % ¢ 3 L &I 32 % (information
processing theory) ~ — 3x 432 25 (theory of consistency) ~ # it 223 (functional
theory) ; Taylor, Peplau ¥ Sears (1997)#% I s R B #h ¢ 328 ¥ ﬂ%ﬁ(learning

theory) ~ 27— 3R {4+ 32 2 (consistency theory) ~ 335 4 4 32 4 (cognitive



TR, = "B, B —HRVAEOBARKER 3

dissonance theory) ~ g 2% &r4f 3235 (self-perception theory) ~ FE 8 — % EIZH
(expectancy-value theory) ~ 3.4 & J& 32 34 (cognitive response theory) o % ETTTP\

A BRI AT o

—.gpEH

FYRHREADBRAEY R LA A F Y FRY BT IR
e s de d Biﬁjs‘;k(association)\i\‘g’ 56~ F) ~ B0 7 (imitation) @ 3 1 f& & (Taylor
etal,, 1997)c pt AR L AL R BT S M L E Y @ g Watts(1984):2
—%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?@’éi%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ’W&%J‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ’&ﬁﬂ
W2 T O RIRM R s e BE R FF (- )RIREEE TR LR E
TR EIR S (2 )M L (2)3m 4 @k (context) s (=) L
Teg A fedr it > Bldedy - f Bou o~ Hn] o Fpt > Watts (1984) 421 4 e

Whkg o BACYELFE- @GP mﬁ;;w,ﬁ L & N cE NN
5

XL RS RIEY S ER SR

?\m

= ~ R0 & & 32 3 (cognitive response theory)

AR B AHEST O R A G HRIR AT AL a0 R R R
PR RO e AR o M IR AN G g PRGN R ( R )RR
R F g BiNes > ol Bi2Em ¢ - s £F 232500
Taylor et al., 1997) - e F BEH P Fiodc s T 4 2 4 F 5
(counterarguing) & /2 3 e > i&:gi‘m‘ge&:% s dek A 4 F B L A R pE o B
BARLFET LA S IR -

= KRS

LR A BRI S oY - R d oG
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54 & G- ARHEFZ o REA - ROIMEF > AP g RR L FN
EATEE- R (Watts, 1984) -

- RMEIZED 5 B pmﬁ* AR AREH T AAEG DL LR
BEE BAMEPEG ARG - KGR TAL AR AL 4B SR
FUTe (- ) BEEAA S AR BB 2 - R (2)Y Y G
B e pehiF B VY &5 (2)HFF LR L (specific opinion)£r >
% % 2 (general opinion)sh7 — 3% 5 (2 )iEd K% 0 g R g 2 HEfriEd g
FP - ReFA-RFAF BTN E AL AL i"? P13 A B BRI
MPEMR - RAE A - R 2L A A - RepF A 8 (Horne, 1985) o

W RSB

PRl HmRs A PO REIRN T FOBEKRE KA AL 50 ¥R
PR AP TR L PR ELAA?ARDAT LT A D
Fo Fpt o - AR RIRI L > HEE A A S > AR E G jpkdrnk o
b A P ArF R R L A R IRd T IRE R KRR AR T o EH
FEARE G AREREA G RK e

PLIBAIN L R ”‘ﬂ'rﬂféﬂé‘é !(—) Edbin s g e # lehr i 0 dp B

Iz

Sh

WAL BEEFRAEF AL I wcni R 5 (2)p AP Fehs i - 4p B
AR IR R ‘,”&ﬁ%%’%ﬁgééﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ;cﬁﬂr
s R o bR FT e B iz 1 RieRigeE R o B z-— R m;&ffﬂ% ;
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o f KR B & E Y F 3w 120% X (Horne, 1985 ; Watts, 1984) -
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g Al e A2 fER o A F TRIENAR? P LR O R

B TAFEED > BTl a{es FEamlAv s i@ el H R o

B2 ~ A iRR EERNIFHESITRABESE LR

Towner (1984)w fE 47 % 3 Mt R 2 4 b cRmE 4 LR 2~

"??:@pﬂ:—ﬁﬁ"#‘i%?”‘vié’ i CARRE I o N T T S
B0 e g A MR D AR e RE P CRERE 2 &
REd A BE R MEIRET) 0 ¥ 3 B4 % 2 5% - Shaver (1987)
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