-+ 5.V I,

w ~ Al &

HEFTHAEFRHAEBOH TR LIRS TRV EORERSE
(Althuser, 1971, 1972)» # % /s 5 342 Bl e — S 4 bt o 2y 10 20 48 B0k 28 S G A
# Fx 4E #] % (Giroux, 1987, 2001; Gramsci, 2001) » & 1949 £ % 1997 47 » £ E® +
NERBAZRBE S REIT R P BN RAARE AL B 48 1952 41962 41968
£01975 591993 £5 5 REAET ERARTLREINBET 1952 4 -
1962 4 ~ 1972 4 ~ 1983 % ~ 1985 921994 4% 6 RAMEET 5 1993 S£p7 0 A
o TEBR/NERERE ) M 1994 otz TARTEEEEL  BEKRADT
BHWENS ACHFTHORRES AAEARBEZE SN ERBALE—OEE
BH > AERDEREIINTHEHT 8L GLBRFPERENHAA TR
WEE | RERH ERNMRERS > — N E L ARBEREERNESE
MER  LRLATHRGBRTELE TH S BHRY LY FRGRER  2004) - 7]
T198 F T hSE—BRRAL ,, Atk BREARNE Y TAREE,
T EMEEES ) UATAEARENZ -0 T XIS T R BRREMR | a4
HFBRES AL ESRMN - L ERER MBI - BEAERE S AUHT Y
HRAL AL PR R A2 T F 3 B 2, 0 {247 %7 James Banks (1995)#7F
RE G AXREZ PO RRBEIXARWEX -

BRER LR A RBRE AR REAEY "X, BE o BaHE
TAbm e R B R AR 2 TS AXLRT  ialnlie— 5 g
o EMINER PN ERRAEGTITRE - AR E T VSRR R
A MR g 2R B AN RS AXULHF B RE R &
MR B RBMEY — T REBAME AXEKFT - LA R SRt 20 E
REHEBHNGH HEFTINERBZICHRASL ALK T LERAH R RS
o BEBLEHRERFEEFBAER FETURLHRARKR P/2HE
BREGBMER -

A~ RIS
ABLRAEHE % ii%b%‘c%‘fﬁ%imﬂ’r%%ﬁéﬂﬂ@@’cﬂiy . Txdb ) EmEk

FeM PO NBERAE I RRE o
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—~ 2 ALK F

R4 REEEF > Lawton (1983)H3R2 T A " XMb%E ), & "% 5\
HRAAE A B B AMTRBREGFEL BRI TRAEEMER ) (take it for
granted ) M 7 #E 3RAZAP R ST L &R 7 M F 4 A€ 8= James Scott(1985)
Rl F 46y (55569 %) (Weapons of the weak)—Z ¥ » FAMHE T R
ﬁJ%x&ﬁEﬁﬁzm%%@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’Kﬁ’m&%ﬁiﬁ%rgﬁin
WEREHIIN TR | 2— 0 8 REREAD BRI — 34 - I -
HHHEEF Lacan (1991)F £ H T 4544 M6 B | (Mirror Stage)#y #7538 &
# | (The Other vs. the other) H 3,69 & &M o

5 AXALHF  RANERE 1960 SR & T BEEREH ) EREHEGR
HES) o B H R IER £ A(Aftican American) £ X B A LT R A BE - TR
HERRNEEER Bk RAFTRIT R EHERAE > BARRRELAE
REH R BB R EANAE RERAIILRE BELEARER EARAHG R
BABRIGEFHERBOEL PR LAMKE—RBRRZRERE—F
RG) ph R IR S IE AR R B AR B 4 A A 12 5 P11E 14 8% % (Cheng, 2004) -

RS T AL S ALK T ERRIERG R e iiis
EakARS THH, s THRREE 8 Tl B TR LEEAS T
XA B B RE S THE  an THFRS AR T , BANE TEE
2R o @m THARS AERE ) ERNE TRBARBAETHLEES
FEE o HS T HAHT it ERTRM g RER e 8 A T
FEGARE ) A T RBAR SR SR TR B R ke

ESAXILERAHFTHHEEBE T » James Banks(1993)8 1 F L M ##4b
) a3 | (transformative knowledge) 4 % B4 3842 7 oo MA A HM R D » & %,
18 2R 2CF A ERAB A R HRBE B8 X F A C. Cornbleth (1988) 4,54 38 %
BREFHORNELBXRIFELLE L R E B LIRS SR AR T TR
& ' X Abpk & b8y i €842 | (contextualized social process) ; £# Zumalt (1989)
RIEI G REALE "4, 8T8, BRY > LAZBLHBIER

( culturally mutual understanding ) #47" B & 1 2 483842 (evolving construction) °
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Gay (2000)45 3% % £ 6748 & " XALF | (culture blind) » R BE A3 55 B ik B2
AW BRNLAENXILER > Bt BB EREL48 T RXE L,
(cultures)i# 47 " X AL e # % | (cultural responsive teaching) ; 445 H 5 H 2 4 &4
FERHBERRBLREACESE L B AB R ZiEb 2 B4
B4 T8 X (learning style) ~ 3B 54 A AT AREE @k 5 HEFMEINE A
REFEXACHN N 0 I H P F H L & (leaerfriendly) sy T 2 F 42 |
(scaffolding) » 3 3 AL LRI L BHE3E CGEAR - BIEE - 95 £ & > 2008) -

i Sheng Yao Cheng #1 W. James Jacob(Cheng & Jacob, 2008).42 447 & # B {x
REBLZBEWES T EGBH AR RERK T HGEEEH%  BREEX
163 [F] (tribal identity)$#2 ¥ i X 4L 3% B] (mainstream identity) £ B/E R 24 65 T 32 F
H# B 42 | (identity formation process)¥ » €k K76 55 o fudk MR K wiEARF
WREIBE R, BUE A X AL % B E] £ #he) E 74 L2 F (mainstream identity) ~ S
% X AL &) E $heh 3 5% X At F] (tribal identity)~ % 4 AL L3R % X AL b & oy
X 4t 3% ) (bi-cultural identity) #2 E % X Ab B 2% 3% XAGZF B B 6 X AL £ LR
(culturally marginalized identity) ; S F M2 F B H b T4 45522 4 65 04k
RF G EEATHEEY "R BHE | AT S AXMHKFTHEHZE -

=~ XAt R

3% B %2 Raymond Williams #2 Richard Hoggart 42 1950 44X ## R B 4L
M e, 2T SRR EABRRGIRE HHAREAREG T —EURY Tan
XAt | (popular culture)#g By » B sbitfrife 1964 FR T THHHAEREZAX
it & % F & | (Centre for Contemporary Cultural Studies at Birmingham
University) » 4.B B 7 " 48 88 F £ % , (Birmingham School)#2 " X /b## %, | (Cultural
Studies)# #7 & (Barker, 2003) - XALAA RESZH TR UL W 9 £ L0{E 4 ¢
TR ABEE - BUSRAXRAR > CHRA T HFIE A (trans-disciplinary
analysis) » &S EHRUVE - # ) - BFEFTERRB AT R FRAN TS
BmaEH] o

AL R T AR L L — 4 T35 %8 | (language game) & " HEH R
(discursive formation) » 3%38 " % 31, | (representation) ~ " x4t"#4 X & | (cultural
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materialism) ~ 7 # 77 /2 & B 4%’* éﬁié%%"h (Power) ~ A 34t | (Popular culture)
P R#BIgE A | (Texts and readers) ~ " E #¥} $1 & 4338 F] | (Subjectivity and
identity) (Durham & Kellner, 2001) » X ALFF %572 % $2 B2 %A 2 J8 3 & XALA] %
(cultural interest)&y 57 /8 » 457 R XA/ E &b~ XALBRG(T £~ B8 H - hHm s
HAE)VAMBA TG/ HEE A EZ MO A MG AR OEMAHX
AEEREEROAHE - BHEABE  XARREAIETASEE - BT - fskh
BRAHERSTX  CIRE R 035 XA A AR ELT ¥ 35
[ 5-1 - Baudrillard (1998)i# — J 38 & & R XALE/E#H] F T 4438, (symbol)BsX,
T T %, (goods) » LAHE 2 BUBHAT 81 60 £ B AR - 463638 5 & X AL 240 H B 2
BT HIKEE > TR R EAR L TN (media) B @A, -

WA 2 H 0 AT IR R T R A TGS « XEEH - BRAER
XACABERARLER G TR L LA EZLEFTHELZERLAE
TSR EHWE - % - AR ARMNANERAELANE o OREAERH
£~ K ~ AR ISR M B AR BT -

5-1: 82X K~ LR E B FEAMAE (45 E8 Lewis (2002, p. 5))

Z~RERARRES AAHKFT ~ SULH R

40 F] M. Apple i) @ AJAEY 4ok FHE 0 # - ATEA — NF RS
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MNERY TEXRE, 2b FREAEH "B 0 RN EEEREL
T b R vk 4 9 2% B 42 X 46 b o) M 2 4 (Apple, 1979, 2000) » &3 2 A.
Gramsci(1999) 42 & 4 T X 4L ; (culture hegemony) s P. Bourdieu(1991)#f —
H%AL " XILE AR (cultural capital)#t M4 BE#F | (social magic) » BE LR
THAT I8 > TR — %P ey E A 16 51 2 55 % 1 (habitus) > 39
FEEB SRR B ERS AR TSRS —F (e
1988); J. Loewen it — S REZ/ML T B R T AH B RE T 25 EMAT ko
WP MRS FREE T BB RRE T RAANT— 403 ? | (Loewen,
1995) -

HE—F B RS AXCHF SRR 914 0 1. Banks (1993)8#% % 7t x4k
RESANEEREX BRAEIALBEZADLEE L AR GO R TRAY
"ERk#L X (contribution model) ; ERA EFFEHEZ IS 0 BRIBLT S
JFERIACHBEREFHREY " MoK | (additive model) ; EFRELEBEA &
ERRREH  ANFARGHBEATERE TR  F2AREKALRE
XA BB R B R AR T BABE K ) (ransformative model) ; fiE—FH R F
f X AR S 2 > W ARERAT B SN AR B SUAL AR R A ZIAR B 8 T AR 44T
B4 X, (social action model)+ i 7 b3 09 6 % 4 4 % 70 X AL3RAZAL X 2 4 - Banks
(199t —F R & £ AAAEE THRERRAEN - FORX > TREALEER
RERIXF E - HABRAELLHREREATARNBREE%RFELSEN
T 51 5 F# X, | (shared power model) » f % =R A H X ABARE ABHY
BHERBITXICH RE BB ERHRR CER RSN TR HEAE
# R, | (enlightening powerful groups model) °

G. Gay(1995)*}J& Banks 8 % TXALREERX » KRENZRIER B wWES
AALRERE  BARELZAHRE BRI TEAEARE
(modifying basic skill approach) ; E#R R F - HFHEHEAXATFERF S A
I E ERWAY T ARE | (conceptual approach) ; EFRMFwIREF 4L ~ M
PHEBEREREAIMERKTHESZ IRABARERER G2 TS T £8RG
(thematic approach ); A RE TREZLA X B R wEMEE - BEEAHFTREX
by A AR Ee " XML& F R | (cultural components approach)
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E5 M. Tetreault (1993)RIERMENBMEREMBRTUAFTHA T ORER
o wEREEA  RELHRE LA Eaey T BEKEA | (contribution
curriculum)~ FRF G 2R B oM n b ag T 4 £ 2342 | (bifocal curriculum)
BEAXHESHHEAY " 1AL | (women curriculum) L5548 F 4ot XL
BE 3 ) o P-4 AR ) Bk ey T M 3445342 | (gender-balanced curriculum) o £
NEB RS @ > Bt (1997) €Y B EHMmR "HH 2/

(power/space) &9 " fi & | (positionality)ff % & & A2 %3 e R B RS TF &
&, ;| (for them model) ~" B #£ X, | (by them model)#2 "M # X | (mixed model) - ¢t
g » B RAE(2009) b3 3k 3E Paulo Freire #9#t4& » 3w "W KX | (with them

model) °

FRE A (2004)35 h F AR BH WS - X dN Tyler BT RIES 83K
2T Pd 8% Schwab FRBE TR ER AW R EIRBHOTALE > B
# | 3548 Freire 89 MK LR HRFHIATHRAE - 2R E AR FT A
MEGBERE—FUHBR > TUREBE&AY " E2£48E ) (curiculum
development)#2,2] W. Pinar % ¥ & " 3423 # | (curriculum understanding) > — &
%] S. Hall Friesgey " 3242484% | (curriculum imagination) o f£sb45 535 1 » &3¢
ENHETHNRTHEIT HGERZ LOERRARF e TS A0
A BAR S XAET A AL M E LB ey 38 W ARZT LW ELHE
XAL s koA R A H B R E NI Ff B KRR ER c sbBP A BN RE R A
AT SRR R BAER o Mke T & A RAT A B 1L B 58 A PTHE AR 89 B BK
B BROELFAFRAGREAAXAETE-—F 0 CRAREALNE
BB MBRAMRE TR, BRARAREARAMELPTER 0 T BRI
A THusXR TR TR CTREER T EESUR T H
Bk mhme 5‘(4& JET % 5tk 89 & & (Pinar, Reynolds, Taubman, & Slattery,
1995)

MAEXALAE P ARAZMEA > AR ELRAFAGHRL > LA
NEARTHS PRELEPHANZALRBETRRFH RS ALULHFA
EIREBE B MR FRE TEE ) a3H  ARERATIERENESR
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5~ RF %

A B} % 4% A Stuart Hall (2001)#9 encoding $2 decoding 4 X4k & H-#7 &% B +
NERBRBEROEERM  BERF I LREZER 198 FAE—ERRAL
FREUERS Hal B P EMHFTHE T "4 &£ HE (meaningful
discourse) ; Mmigthey " A E Rt | LB E B "HEE | (sender) (AFARE -
FHER - HFELABRUGE ) S HERFEIE G UL PR " oo
% 4% (framework of knowledge ) ~ " 4 & Bfi4% | (relation of production) #2 #t#%
A 3% | (technical infrastructure) sk #47 T & % £ 4% | (meaning structure) &y " 4
75 | (encoding) ; M M2 % | (receiver) (B ERHKEF R LB A ) L& Db/ bbpf
RAGIREBIL A @iey " oo T A ARG B TR AR R ) RiesT
B TR A o TR (decoding) » HAE 520 AR AH Y RELS
8% USALHE B SULFT 7 BAT UBR AT LI 8135 » B = FE BRI #E % ot
XA AT FH4H K12 REAZ DR/ TRAE BERH (FRE
51 MBAZBEANARRAEREHFRITHAGRGHEBES FRE 14
k1S5 &SR h 48 BT BT RS BT TR RGN EE -

f> ﬁfi/ii\ia{ I:@
—#"HER

B3I
BB E RS BB ERE
i # D # (1D %
foBR 2 fok 2 A
% & B4 4 E 14
FEEH FrEREH

52 1 X4LA% & encoding $L decoding # X (Hall, 2001)
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