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PEAR B IEFENIERESAKE » (TR ERAGLA
LA i KA ) ZBEERY » TR ERAEAE
% F8! (1) oA i — 435 A (input) BiLER HH (output) ¢ t
gk & E AT ol @ 09 Hl B (stimulus) BL R (re-
sponse) * (ff A {8 3R B K 5 Y @ # (informa-
tion processing) * 3R & & M K M B 5 B
(black box) {FE# o sBA L IEMGIFHR » 8k
S WAL AT D AR AR T D o AR TTH]
- AET o AT i~ TT TR T o A
SCA 58 e s IV — RS R BE 2 m Wik ik o

B8V IRERR A

H& 3% B M 72 N B KBS 3250 @ —fEH 1
1T H » 0] fI MR AR BT lr R (perfor-
mance) 3% (T {a] 53 Jat o7 01 S (% A 28 3 R O BRT T

Y% #l (executive control)(Meichenbaum, 1985)

=]

SLC AT M S RINIEFE AT » DB LA S
ZRKHEL:
B{E (task performance) X AYBER

& —HMeESK » MR TR E —HESH
» BIRNREEE — Ry SO & B0 — BB A&
et — e R RER = 3t DA IR = Al HAvaE
ME A EANE - BRI  mEBWENE
P € » o] F 2 BQOHE (Fiiri5Eak (pre-task
interview) + Q) ErhA[E AR (con- current
interview) ; (3) & {E % A $E 1% 153X (post-task  in-
terview) o A ST LGt KRB E » 1
& 3 Fl (Meichenbaum * 1985) °
2. 7E B /£ RY BE &% (non-task perfor-

RS S 0SS N S S S S S O S O S S DS S S O S O O S A RS O TS T LSS 0Ty

17




S S X e S X S X e S e X S S Y S Y XS Y S Y S X S e S X S S S S Y S W S X i S S S S e S G S S S S S O S S S Y

mance interview) :
AETIERBUHE R ~ 877 AL
BEM - HLREER » flinsalE ek

i 7 MR AR A AR AT E A o IEE(EAVIEER X
LA B LA T « (DEEREEAMNIEZX
( hypothetical interview) » #I#0f % & &40 R
—EAGREMVIKEEEFHEERNIAN
BA 5 H I — R AR AR 89 B (Myers Hl
Paris * 1978)(2) - [a] ] X AV HE X (retropective
interview) * Gl 4NRY 5z 5 & R B/ NEF » TERRELTIT
& FH RE T 48 F A R SRS A i RE 5 Q) — i eI
% (general interview) @ ANl + TR
FAETE, o
—EE =6l
1. Kreutzer, Leonard #[

Flavell(1975) RYBE R THFR

VAR AR A HETT SRR 78 B« — - gE 2
Kreutzer, Leonark fll Flavell(1975) = A ¥ i 4h

— R~ =R ROV RTET

AVHE SR 9T o ELEZE » Kreutzer & = A LA
FOEIGERAY = B IE « A (person) FUBHIE « T(E
(task) B IE - SHAE (strategy) AYHAIE » AR AT
BNTAMZAE - (ERANERE BFFE
(EXBEE (EX MR » LNt & ER AL
FEH (ENIE AN — (B ER] » TERBRFIHZEANE
BAELREF(E24EE  WitiEd tRES &
—(EE S A - RERIBE : TINRER 2
CiREF (A S fE LR E A ATEE S
B g oRE A B 5 aR S Lok E F P
B PR—FEIE T LLBR A B A 38 B oRIE i

WA

R E (BN I E (EA MBS - Kreutzer
FNBHIEN ~ LE -~ RS = (BFR R Rk A 4
A F o F 4 A E BLE R R A ER AT AN A
» KM S » FRMNAEEE =H#IH EILE
S LT o

2. Myers F] Paris(1978) f9 68 & FH 50
W — 8 H 5 | F R RIE AT - b
Myers 7l Paris(1978) 43 [ 5 38 52 &1 11 5k (1 iff 72
ig — & BF 78 AT (58 A A% %2 T Bl Kreutzer,
Leonard 1 Flavell(1975) #4105 X HF 22 AH [E] 5 {H
Kreutzer % A Rl & AB (& AR RIS B —aC 18—
B H T BEEANS ¢ ) Myers F1 Paris Il & LA
s 8 R 2 R E—S HIEAM BN
A W@ E o

Myers #1 Paris & LA+ /\ B IE E (E X AVIE
k] RE AR BN RS T R E o He
H =EB A (person) %4IE » +—HEIN T
{f (task) B IE - Y R B 1Y SR A& (strategy) %4 I
o LU @ ffrax M IR —(EARHE T 1 - HFFEA
A TEREHEREARRENSE  —
(BT - —(EHSGER R - RN XREER
» FTLARI A RS Mt EELEEE o Kify » diff
PICEHICESS » ATLARRMMAI R AR 2 E5E
o {REEFERIE S % » B—ETERRHZ LR
BAWIBEEE 7 B—18 7 BAE?

W IEE EX MBS » Myers F Paris 8
WRAEN ~ THE ~ 5REG = BRI » NEMREE KX
IEER —FRBY » BEHET Kreutzer %=
NTE 1975 M 7845 3 o

3. Zimmerman 1 Pons(1986) ¥} #*
+F RBP4 B RE (selfregulation) FHEE
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Zimmerman 1 Pons ¥} 8+ 4= {ili f 4 3k J
T RIG AV IRET 2 — (BRI ThHINEGA 9% » S
WRATR A IE B IR EMIERE  ENFEE
Fito s R IRGTEAMA RS2 EHET - 824
{36 B 3k AR B2 SRUE TS IFZ » G AN BB 2
BIEHE  REE ~ HEIMIME ~ BEIMIBE
BMEFE ~ Bk~ BRZ SR o

HE 3K A £ R Z 35 I8 =) i sk B 31 Rl s ik
AR o NEAS B L R B B4 A 7 /< (8
A ER2BIGE T SR 2 E KA Y
B 3K B RS A A Y 7.8 78 > (K al st A:
HI|ES 5.01%8 » 7ESEME S R oK S5 11 > = gk
B4 E (A 13.34 K - (KECEE B2 A FHa A
5.71K o LAB 4 el 25 V) B 3K 3R B2 0 SRME 155
1§ K2 » BT LALE G FEIR 22 2 Bt &) ~ {93 %
» FBEISIBEN o

=BSOAEYR !

S EEXNBIEE(EAMIERK > HRAB
a] LIERE RRALEEMEZ BER » KMl
AHEKXWIRE] » HERABATAE » gnRiE
ARV RZ ST » FAINE AL ©

HIEHEMITF FERRPEEANEN
[ 1% (honest) Fil £ i 14 (accurate)(White °
1988) ° Nisbett FlI Wilson(1977) 72 £5 11 4 P il
(verbal report) {F 7 # — {Ifl i 3 A = B
gL 2T o] A M L AS b ER 25 B 200 88 515
o {EREIRANBFES » ZilH TArS ) B TATPT
1 EEA B ARV Z > gEER
L% o e TR, T, BEE-E e

IRV ET RERA » DA EAIRTREE A
G T BB 8 e FRLERMYORHF AT o BICEAAY A
FIHEERIM A A M E N R (awareness) £id
feiil| (Garner, 1988) » |KI ML BEHE SR KO FEFE
» B GEFREBUIL AR o ANRIGIRH R
i SIZELRAMIE T o S LA NI 7EE
o FARIENY B OV S (RS A R B Ak
(concious) » tL§¢/0 {4 N4 (introspection) (1)
17 RAH M BAE N ZENG.L IR EE o KIBLAERFZE R
AR - S S Bl an ] GE M N AL
FEIMEILRIRI R (internal  event  externalize)
o bAh » REARADHRAL = il i i A PR 2
gy o

M R LA — B R i A R RE RS 52 6
%o BRI mA G AR A — i E) () anBE
i ) AR HIE R » EE 152 T LFERRGE (verbal
report) 1 75 3\ o] 68 € #t dh 8 B 09 32 %0 @ 2
( Ericsson #{l Simon, 1980) °

LA B #7 5 Garner(1985, 1988) * Ericsson
f1 Simon(1980) + Meichenbaum(1985) % A (1
WL - HERE SR T o] BE B ) £ R PR i) B[R b
—NEHIFY -

1. A7 SE SRR ) K1 5k Btk 72 12 2 A1) (tacit) HL
HERL HE A (inaccessible) » [KI[ ¥ [ 37 %1/E%
FER Y (reflection) i 52 AN HERERY o

2. R #ERE 52 5\ L GERR AL AR & KL > 2
a3 5 (& b 5 1 A9 A8 A B2 48 i A K (ra-
tionalizations) ~ £ i ~ % %% 1 £ 1/ (elicit-
ed mimicry) A JiE #1538 (fabrications) [ {5
A1) o

3.5l H ] gelik Z 6k = BB EE J) MAaTam L
HiEE) (mental events) ©
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REEX B T e sl Hag o] S @
H’J%% W H T FH LB A AT EE
AR BHIRIRE > B [E] Bk el B E
% (social desirability factors) ©

.Mk A7 L TS REAR MET bt -
6. HE THENA WS °
7.5 i\ TERRa P A1 v (B i A 1) i -
PIRE TR » L EAS QTR -
it A 0 CIGERR A o] G L AL E M Al i
% (tell more than he can do) °
9. 1RV REE BT BEANRIRFE X ERY
—5%E -
10.0E 3% B9 N 25 0] Erkﬁxui%ﬁ%&fﬂ
(performance) B X & 5& (1Y 7 5 (self-
fulfiling prophencies) ° Jfl'EJﬁf’FF}if[l’] Bk
 ATHEE W EERIE LA &KW
(Ef&RIBEEK » GREET T KEEAIRS
17 A F EAETTRRAIEE)EF » ATy (A TS 45
o] GEMEHNHLERAIIEBHAVMETT - WGk
AABELE S EEEE -
1253 i\ B S AR nil RIRAVER 7 32 XiEE) - (K]
i 515 I SRR AN ST ©
kb4t » BEEK 1 W B anfal a5 8% 52 5 B B &
BB IEA I RE o SR ZEAE B BRAER R L 5%
FE ARG (R AT () B2 R E) - BERFHE 2K 35 15 B
EFERZ B A BEERIEE ? 802 EHEH
FLEE BN A (EAFERIES) - &% A
BARFIEE R EITAIRRNES) - SO BIEHE AT
MAIREA T SUEHOGERNA B UARE
HFHAHEE (Meichenbaum @ 1985)
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EIEE%EE@HEBB&%E

WEFREEAT 56 2 PRI » (BFEZRIMIZE L
WEER O AN B — AT DA T E » Rk
v fe A UG REBLGUE RN ET » MEARIET RS 1 o LA
' it 7% Ericcson Fl] Simon(1980) ~ Kk fi 2K ( L
78) ~ MK — (I& 79) » Adair Fll Spinner(1979)
(71 E Meichenbaum » 1985) (I iHEs » FF )0 Ll
AR » F I CGEIER I A B -
L RS2 a4 L — K008 )% B Bl o 32
KIEERLONERE o
2. M ERINE IEE el sEAIEHE » LT R HE
{EA LB HERR - SUFNRES TN L
B ZHIH R o
3. EH 11 GE Rl PN 76 52 %1% (internal  consis-
tency) I 47 » JEE FE H L E B BUE 75
W7 o
4 ANEERZ A E IR AT » St HeT
BhEht o i) RSk IR ASER N LA
et EN Ay o
. EABERZRAE  RAZHAEEd
AL R E SRS A B2
e 2 sl B @ o RS e » Fagx
ExZHE TATR, ~ AT, ~ TATRE
)—4) » FELARE R ot & B BB o
6. 25 12 A U L S PR AR ) — S5 B 4
dE 5 BN B R G i — LI E R
(impressions) 54 7F & 5 % N8 5& 5 5%
&L SR 52 a3 — LR 95 B AT o
SR EE 2%  STEREEA BT EE
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4N Brown(1980) FTift &uﬂ-&-*u%ui; 6 G
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& ] FAHIAY o
$E£8H

RE— (B 79) + K—BlG =24 T{L&
il ) BRREE LB TS Z AT ST AL
KRB HF WA L3 -
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BRI E W RIEE — KR FER 1T
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