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232zt —avkXiEhs3AREESS
Br@l T, NIBCOBRIEFRLIEK 5
t-Hif « REIR, FELTPLIENTE
bo I a=h—a ViREYH, ME T
BE « S 17 & NH O BB TBI O R BLicE
BRBEHE LTV B EV S — BRI EE
DUTiL, HHRDTERTHETHRVTH
A5 ({£# 1966, 1967 a, 1967 b, 1968, 1972,
1973),

BED=2 2= —2 a3 viEBNT, —#Bic,
TEYF) & TRIF, OREI AN E
THRINDNEBELYEL GERL TV,
HBAy - ORBBELDETL FTFE
DRETH B LB O, KT, BAGFA %
hF,) LLTORBHREREY LI BEL %
Vo DL 2l —2 3 V@RI
WFOESRREDIBMRAECER L, RamiEs
(cognitive tuning) &% 3CHR2: 5, EREY T
7 v —FERHK D3 Zajonc(1960) TH - 1o,
®ix, 2 v - CHEBEY, THEF, ofkdEsr
FTOFEEMEFTAH LI, Wi, TELFE EL
B CH T 2HEBHIE L A5 LT85 L
X, £ ye— BT ARAEEN L D BEIC
GhLGHILIRbZ E xR LE, 20
%, Cohen (1961) %, "3ELF, DL OHEA
ZEoT, Avt— B L -BaEEH»A
W L h—BLThEHbIhD 2 E x50
Ltc, 2D Z &3, bhvbho HENER (1
L, HECHER EBE -S4 TLED
B CEROBER (H v ve ) v 7ickit B 2
FA=2v bEETFEAMED2 a2y~ a
*HRM49FIH 1T HZE

o

VITEY) 02D BRIEEF S S BZ ET
HH95, BT, ALMERCHRABTH T
b, T L, BE-iL, RoiXfclL
KLTELLIDY, TOoMEE->TWAHHEK
¥, BN, Bokhoza b BB -T
T2 RSSO VAL e 2 F 4 TEREDT)
YENCL T, EHEF(BECEHOHEALY LS
), FEL - BZ - HERLLTARLILER
BN 2, £ OXEN » BB RBES Y
FEICIIUHAHEE, TIRXLTOELXMLT,
bhbh OHHEHCBRIIF LI e BREYH O,
BOFLGL s ECRrbE 5 %" (B
B 1959, 1968; f{kgkE 1972), Biic A IEM
BAx 2 THBCHRIEERIL - Bl T
W<$BRBIIE, BRBICIDISkE AV R
BENTVBL5Bbh3s, ZOXRIRK
TEZBRY, "B, & "BE CREZES
RgxL b L}, "B X "FLVEE ¥4
AT & EER <X B T 5 Merleau-
Ponty (1960, 33R 1969) D&k X 5 fc¥5k
©, BEHLERAS ST, EELFAET
B, TERIEEOFRAV LR L ShD L W
Ehs, xoL %, ExDFTE (mots) bhbhoN
ML LB EFTRVGAATV2300, ¥, &
ZBRNCRELX LIV E LI RRLESE Bl
Do TELATBLENRLSA T BEWDI L, &
D EERIEIELREVFTRTH—L
BB CLDTERVEREOI EI s kBN %
BaAMIBEN—% L2 TED, bhbhHHEST
LbTED LML - EYORICAE SR, y1 ¢
VDES LS5, bhbhBHDEErbhbhicEx
DA E, ThovBRTHENATSSRTLE
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pensante) & SiEBi% T 5 (E¥EXET) ﬂ’% (pensée
parlante) £ D THE Fh, BRCSbATVHL5C,
BELEELOMTEERDDTIR ., (3R, D
23, D.24, ok, BEITEECIB),

L AT, Hiko "Hrz, OBHRCETIE
BT LL—FB TR, EZoRFNICX
¥ (1970 a, 1970 b, 1970 ¢), 4 v &—2
DFFE Y HRERIN TV H2EBROBHNI,
FHRINBEF~ODIY T (Hx) Lxy
- CISEB B O GAE « BALE L L)
EDOFEERCEH<SEKELTEY, TEELFL 0
BEOB 2L OET LML A v £~ OB
SHER LR, THEF, OBXALET S
BRAMCKIE (—@Daia=r—vavn
DEREXHERT S X5 I DFELITREI L,

EHI, 5Lk Tz, opRokzhcm
2T, ThEEALZLX, EBED2 2 =7 —
v a VRBIE T A REEBOHRICOV-TD
EHN B STTHH 5, £2T, EHQI, &
DERE X h - ERBFEIC IR\ T, FOPFST
YRR LIE LI, TOEBILD Ko
<, Werner & Kaplan » # £ (1963, R
1974) »%, BERCZh, EVL50i8, BED
Bk R—REHT) (organismié—develop-
mental) ZLBEAHLTIRDBICR L, HHH,
FEELF, » THIXFE, « %% (referent) | «
TYvBRA e AF 47, D4EDI Vv EFR VT
FIOBIRE VO EERP ez s 2 =r ~va Vil
B2 S 2T, HEN (BN PHOE
RO EFEMOERBEIROI B> T 5056 T
5B, HDOHEICONTDEERYOBNE
W, TTRLENTVHDT, HHHT
BOETZ Ll e (5K 1966), EE13, ©
Ok, KD X 5 ey == (Fig. D —ILREL,
Alaz=r—vavRERELYSELT, %28
IRk > verbal encoding @fE% & 5 x 53R

IE (T - TR, EBR LR OB
BT THY, 50EZAH BREHLHERYH
LT 5% % TIIZE - TUr sy,

Z2F

N
1 S

®
N
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HE 2 ﬁ;t:::}ﬁﬁx?47
] /’,’
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ZF
) ®mQ
Figl 2 :az=/r—vav@BRCKITS42
VR % FEIOBE
Lil, CoBoMELSEEINCEROES -
DITiL, T OERMIE L HERDO LY ECKR
HEFNIZE S FRECHITRAOBR L e
Shhdiebicy, ARICkWT, EH13, =
DL 5 eEXKIZF, KL referential com-
munication ¥ < 5FERICEFB L, LT,
BEEMCKRO LS CHAILBBEL T L5 LR
5o

A. RIBOBRFRMN AR

HE1) ZhboBi, BM46 FECRERERRE (—8F%E (D)

o BEES 81560), kXU, BRM4TFE

XEERERER (—BRIE (D) « REE 5 761057) O %y 5> T filcbhicbDTHY, £O—#i,

HELHEE

£HEAE AMNTE), ROBEFSH 270 - HBHLEF

£B 10 B HRKXE (FHM48

), EEELEFLHE 9 MAS B M49E), HARROEFRF 15 0KE BRNHF) kT, tht

hRERINI,
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B. MBI T < BT
a) BERRHE T LI L D55
b) FEhY R X 5 —RREIWS B
C) HE B L DBIE ST X HM4%%
d) EBRIIEOBHFR BT 550k

In

A 883 5, verbal interaction
OHFEZED VLD L LTHEEHAV-BhB LS
7x - 12 & ® referential communication o
RAHFIE I ERI - 5 & 1 L OERNEEE
EOWTEHRTEI S5, (1) £3, TFELFE,
12, » % target referent (E R I N DN EXE)
RRU—HORMLBERIND, CORMEL
T, &, BFAEHIRBCH R LI T 74 v 7 -
FHAL v, SRORW, AORWEEEH, HER
EDOFENEME, 2t onfvbh
5, (2) "HIEF b Et, FELF CER
Xhtco L Fl—D referent »&tr—EOFEH
nExbh%, (3) THEF, HZo—ROFK
MoEnBERIRTVA % (referent) |
#[FE (identify) LB 5 X 512, MEELFE, i1,
FOTHRIHEFBELNOGI T VAL e 2F 47
ML CTERBE T B, (verbal encoding
process), (4) TEELF 7 b0 - OEEMNER
EFELBDCLT, THEF 3, —HoEMD
b, SRINTVS Tx%R (referent) | %
[FI%E 3 %, (decoding process), (5) FFEMIC
REIhLI0DHZ B EFMUMOFEL, DI
#5700, BEEFLRLVLE, &F,

TELFE,) & THEF oL & Tk
Ins, BEDXsic, o384 2243,
B> Werner & Kaplan ¥ X U#EOWHSE
Y RRAETHL 2 v ES Y FAEENICE
FhT5Z Edbohb,

X Hig, & Dreferential communication O#F
FBHELT, ToENTFEL AR LED LS
HEHRDOFECOVTH—FSh Tl
bicy, Werner 5D EE (1963) i3I h T
% Kaplan (1952) ® Slepian (1959) O#H%

WEIZOWTIL, TTREAN RN INhE
(ERE, 1966), = = Tit, DB « HEW
BEFEITOWLTHZF L - Kaplan (1961) DT,
BV, bARCKVT ME2EV7 W5
HEREENBELSDT 7o —F ¥ BELER
TEI, vl S ES (0ERB) IRk D T
Raia=r—vav, OWRK (1965) DEE
ﬁ%%ﬁ]«’cx: 50 _‘jj‘, nnumff\'é Eﬁ
D FEEPAIE I3 % £V, Cohen &
Klein (1968) $#E#L T\ 5 X 51z, Piaget
(1923, B4ET 3 FK 1948, #BER 1954) I & » T—
I, FELDRBELREEDS HHEOHE
BOTED BB T—BLIMBEFIRT
Wb bbb, TOROFEREOHRE
D S, speech sounds D RZE, E\ DY
K, syntax D#E, BEHK « BRI I
SEOMERILED I v 2 AR BN, =
\7—&—va/%ﬁfOE%®ﬁm%ﬁk¥
THEBRBRHN LB FHFC > T, &
5 LRI O & 242, Moscovici(1967, 1972)
X*Rommetveit (1968) ¥ X 7* Carswell &
Rommetveit (1971) IS TV 5 L 51,
RERDIEEH e EREDOLEEMEREN, LT
HBHE D &3 il X% » T, commu-
nication settings &\ 5 HEIERRI s 1 F
vt RS0 7 e —F @5 LT E
T R FRBL TWAX5IcBhbh b, Ll
Db, 0k 5 le— it RoF T, LI,
brEIET, ok 2, Piaget oigicr -
TRELICESE i« BIROHR (1960,
1962) ®° "GEL, » THI< . X ST/
HEDOEERENORECHT 5 ERY « RIEM e
PREPIRE (ENZEEWERT, 1964) DFEIIE
FifET D, ¥, TTIR1930 £ It
BEO "XEOSEEHROEE , £+ E5T—
HOERM « EIEM 1o LB GRE, 1970)
3, FEMHEIERALULBEET AL 15 ¢ v
7 ERENLOBCRB Y bhbhics x T
nd, LBFIEBRLEBICOVTOREM
iR, BEEXDHIHTTRI LRl
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ARETIY, BEORICESE X128, FoOlE
BRIz DWW T ATV Z IRl L5,

A, MEOBERNIHERE
Krauss & Weinheimer (1964) ¥, Fig. 2
RINTV3B L 5 /¥ /s graphic figures ©
o PEFEMCLUTHRAXBEREC L TERY

Fig.2 ##% /¢ graphic figures of (Krauss
& Weinheimer, 1964)

fifeote, ERBEL, <71 THEFE,
NERINTWBXEY identify L1155 X5
i, TELF 5, —EORBIOWTEENIC
KRTHLTHD, ZORBRIFRATCLD
oo 'Cﬁtﬁbhf:ﬂ;, FOEEL v biITI NI
R O—8, FlxExoMBIE2 bR, b
CERINDXERNFEEOETBE KNP
LoTwruArELbRI, EROER, »
FDERIAAEVEBEYTAEEEHR
(reference phrase) ickt~, LIZLIEER&h
1BE 12k (0% b, social interaction 2333
DI oh 1), ¥RDZ & s b, reference
phrase 252 /e » 12, (% 1, phrase oh
CHOCOhBBENDI K -Teb i Th D),

= DBE, reference phrase (¥, £HMLHFL
R & % familiar 7c$ 0 BAE S
£5&T5 TELF) OBEOBRBRTHELB E
Zzxzbh, LIh-T, RODSEERERE,
HOHETREERLT TFELF OB INb
h L B ps, £p3C, identify X h 2 [EIHHY
2 BHIEONT, £OFERFIKREB LS
nENLed LHEE IR,

&ic, Krauss & Weinheimer (1966) (2, #if
DB TRFEFHE IR T I -THEF,
NHODRIE7 4 —F ey 270HbhHiekH
L, £ & TZELF, Dreference phrase O£
LLOBIEXBRLIS ELL, ZD7 4 —
Foeoly 7 OBERBRT, ERFRHIHTER
LThHH, BHREIRAZHCBRI, 74 —
Foeoty 7 (XEBREFIC X - T artifact i<ffF
Sh, £hy THEF, o “Ritw £LT T35
LE) E2bht, 74 —F 3y 708K
LT, RO2EHKGIEHh, RRF¥ 1V
3, ChBBEROEAERICL > THR IR,
# 1 oFHu, “confirmation feedback” & I
h, Zhil THEF) AREYELSETL
tehE 5 BT % information O£ 0 H A3
WTHBTlebb, Zhicit, RIT+*HEL
T “correct” L\5F RN 10% I hb5E
ES0%TE I BBE LD D, H20EHK
%, “concurrent feedback” & Xifh, “corre-
ct” DFRFROHBRI D 7L, TELE,
DEERBCH L TCEOHE, "MEF, 2160
M ENDOFERIG (e 2, “=v 1", g
2L, “OK!" k&) hExbh b8
H (ZOBERCFELIERD) &, 252
bhicW8BE (o8& NCF &L Xiths)
B D, REIKROBD THote, —BANCH
TR e RTO#E L it X - T, reference
phrase 2\ MBI 1 5 EHAILEORER L R T
Boleh, THLIERTXER, NCF # (&<
iz confirmation 50% ®34&) Tid, reference
phrase MZ iz EEML b Teh - o DICH
LT, CF# (&< iz confirmation 100% D5
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&) T, reference phrase ZEL LM< -
T2 ETHD, 25 LT, RITHMIFANCER
ShBBHE, &<, FGELFINDT7 1 ~F -
Ry 7DBHYHHNEETHB, LEEINT,
X iz, Krauss & Weinheimer (1967 ) i3,
ERIhB~NEx$ (referent) o codability
EVCH RO ERYBEALAL, 208
&, codability #35 < feiid reference phrase
1254 72 b, codability AMEIFHE, referen-
ce phrase IHBMEL KD THH5, LIRE
SN HAEBREC, BHELTEHI T — -
4 v 7 (Brown & Lenneberg (1954) iz X » T
FRXhLD) ¥ACTERNThhI,
¥, codability B RIS TRIFNEK & L
T, KD 2598 EFbh, @28 a2=r—
vavoE—F:Tiib, monologue {4
(FELFEIHT — 7@ - THD TR EA T35
A) 7 dialogue &tk (ELFE, =71tk -
TCHFIELHE) 1o ORMADHEEER D
EiLl#f (similarity) : similar set (F—o i
TEFAIL 4B - T V5 D) H dissi-
milar set (4 8, THbHLEEEOL DOHNE
o T BH D) by, EERRIILIETE R U < ke
BMRATYEL CHhtbhti, itk ZoOFERK
£\ Tix, "monologue £k b dialogue %
DIz 5 D, 7, similanset k h dissimilar
set D3 5 H3, referent d codability 1155 < 7
D, L1z » T, £d reference phrase 3 L b
BdThro LIREINI, EROERE,
FEfe o t ORLHOEHRE, FHERVE
BTholh, 2iazhr—vaver—Fo
FHRCBEL T, DBTOER & XFEHOEH
Rigofeicdh, BighHER L BREBTE L
Mmote, LAL, FEtwy roEUMEE 2 2
=hr—vavex—FrLOLHEERIAEETH
h, similar set & dissimilar set & Do re-
ference phrase DR XD#EH L, monologue
% L b 4 dialogue &EIZEBTEL o
foo THhBLORERI DT, %k Rosen
berg & Cohen (1964, 1966) DEHEF 1L &

BIE ST TR eI hic,
COERBBERSE LN, EBIL, 21 2
= —vavHRLOBELBRT D0, LU
AT 7: Kaplan (1952) ® Slepian (1959)
OPHRORB LGOIV TERERA LD
¥, Krauss, Vivekananthan & Weinhei-
mer (1968) THH7, TOFEKRS, RALHE
BREBCL, - Fy TREHCLTT b
hic, ZOBE, RO X5 ERIFE I NI,
T2 Lo encoding process [Z¥\) % “inner
speech” %4 & “external speech” %&{f & D%
By, " MEF o0 2= —v a R
(% b, [FFREC identify T 2B, V\H»
z ¥ communication accuracy) DER%5]
BTTHHAS5L, 1, "TEELF, OEEKTH
reference phrase DRI LERYE¥ LD
BTHH5% 0L REHOBED K
3%, encoding session 23\ T, BB L, so-
cial & & non-social & &2 2 5 Xhic,
DA, social LY, AIETHICZ
ERIBECIEHETT —TRRKRERY, OF
b, LADTHD = — F{l, \diE, external
speech iz #7- », non-social & & i, B4 8
HOETHI LB EVIRTETT T
K&iAts, 2%, BFDkDHOD = —FE, W
¥, inner speech =& 7-%, decoding ses-
sion ¥, encoding session #&T D 2 BEE
Fichh -, =0 session i3\ Ty, &85
#11, @ self-decoding (H4% H & HLIgiIcKk 2
AAT: reference phrase #H\T, A%
identify -+ %), @ other-social decoding
(social encoding 1=\ TIAMNKERAAK
reference phrase i\ CEE% identify 3
%), @ other-non-social decoding (non-social
encoding session iZ¥k\ T, fli AWK ZIAAL
reference phrase # i\ T&E % identify 3
%) L5 IEMHOEREMEY I T et
b7k » fo, (s X U reference phrase 13,
FEZECEZOREOBRIKROBY TH -
7o @23 2 =4 —2 avFHhE (accuracy) :
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B b %R0 CIEME . identification A8 5 h7-
DY, THS PR ERAICHTD DD 2 —
KRAWIEETHT, chid, HAHERTY
Roz Lpbamniowh, &K, EETHBD
A% EB T 5 & %, conventional £\ Hic
LU ANWAET ST 4B, LT,
fib A reference phrase %\ T, identify
THC L lehientikicVWEEZLBRS,

7c ks, fit A reference phrase # i\ 1-38&ic
{3, non-social encoding (FD ABHF DI DD
a2 — F{k) & X b %, social encoding (fit A
DifcdD a2 — ML) FHFCECTHINCEE
FHEFINICTEHEDIERHIA, 2§ 2=
r— a VHIRIIED - 1o, @referece phrase
o lexical 7¢45'H : reference phrase D E 31
B§L Tix, social & non-social & @ encoding
CRITHE&MHEIEETRRL, FHCRL
<, Kaplan # Slepian of5 R I2HEE I i
Motc, LaL, reference phrase BB L
T, social encoding 44 X » %, non-social
encoding & D F Tt 5 #5, reference
phrase KR INICHEEEL =2=—2 T
unusual ( low-frequency ) T H -7, = h
1%, Kaplan ® Slepian o#58 L —3K L, FHEA
h DFERTH - 1o, @ reference phrase DEF'HE
& decoding process & DBJf% : %3, social
encoding & T TOHZ DEEERHK
%, decoding DEEDOFEH 20 L LTHSTHW
B A, S E XD (reference phrase) ©
unusual 7¢= = — 7 X (low-frequency D BZE
#H) & %o self-decoding © accuracy & @
iy, BE M (r=-.54, P<.05)
R Ehi, Wbz i, usual ¢, L b
common 7g (high-frequency ¥ EFHO) =
EERBAXFNDICT H3E  decoding @
accuracy 2 & < -t b T T H B, K
iz, non-social encoding & FTHOHLSDOE
FaZ Bl %, decoding DEEDOFEA D L LTHS
THWIEE, TOEFERRAD=2=2-27 3L
decoding @ accuracy & ofdliciy, EZ/IED

B (r=.42, P<.05) nRHEh, 2% b,
HEDdD = — F% decoding DEEH S T
AT 5Bb, = =—-27 K EEXRHEAG
&, decoding @ accuracy (1< -1 DTH
5, BT B, ThbofER2L, 29590
encoding &M E e 7 v RADOFEIHE
EINBbITT, &<, social encoding (fi
ADTBD 2 — ML) &EFEOT T, TEELF,
B, FHHORERT, THEF, OBLK - H
B (REBEIC) YLOFTREME RBE S h 5,
b X 57 social encoding & self-
encoding D&% X HLICFEMICMHIKRT 57
#, Slepian D LB O IR %S5 F 2
T, Danks (1970) 3B % L 7o, #5RE
B A, Ftiz, Krauss & Weinheimer (1964) ®
P\ 7 Hi# 7 graphic figures TH »7c, £k
i, encoding process & L TDH 1 session &
Fhic#i < decoding process & L TDHE 2
session &2 TER S i, HRE L, KD
SHCTdbhiz, H18 (Soc) : #H1
session K\, “social” O¥E/RDOTFIC en-
coding (T, i ANFERHT S HIC2—F
1), 8 11 # (Self) : # 1 session T 35 \»
T, “memorial” OFFRD T i encoding (1% T,
Ba2\MERAT 5oz — Fb), BE (AE)
: 81 session ¥\ T, “association” D
AD I encoding (772 AVWEBEESEFICEFDOE
¥ a2 — N, UED 3onBomRE L, £
BREAMBRIC—HORBEM L —EE2H RS h
T BN (AC) : BMBLRALL, &1
session =3\~ T “association” DEIRD TIZ
encoding, 7:7:L, BB LRILD L AT,
HOoLUDFBEEIARIR T VEATH
Do HVEE: 51 session 1f7bhT, £2
session D&, Kic, & 2 session i, K7D
#EE (90%) Xl Tid 2 AM%K, O O
BaE (10%) i L Tik 11~22 R iTicbh
7o decoding B+ 5ERI, FI1I~FNHE
TR—T, &ko34&H1RFEREORI, KL,
SEMORITIEF A Y v 2 — 528N
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7o ()G BEVBEDOIDIIT -1 FH/RH

*F 3 h 2 decoding 33, (b) flld ABT
I EERBYF DI decoding T3,
L, TOBEOEERIR, BFELRAL
encoding &HBED 2 v -2k 5T il
b DTH D, (C) D AT~ FFERR
ENH D2 decoding T 5, L, ZDOBE
DEERBL, BCOBTAHUNOMD 35
DL, WTRMPOPED A v -2 X 5T &
Ni-bDTH B, Ieds, # VED decoding D4
#ix, (b), (¢) »EHVbhA, (a) XEH1Lh
TV, FELFBERIROMBAY) Th-1c, OH
SEEDSEXRBEYFEISMDIZLT decoding
L7834 : correct number 25 L T&H 5
&, KFs\ - THENFH (AE), #VH (AC
L b, HEIB (Self), 8 15 (Soc) Dz s »
decoding @ accuracy (Z&0: > 72, X HIZ5E
z. decoding 2B 518 530 #E R (number
of perfect score) TE LdTHh B &, HITH
(Self) i, flid> 3>DF (B 1, FI, FNVE)
X b accuracy iZEL<EL, &<, HIH
St W IEVEXRLAZEREBIR X
5, M\ 5 &, Kok z Self &4 (ACDD
Da—Fk) TH->Th, THITBEICHCEA
KExoa—tEizRicy, BHhHo
editing (JR£) 7¢ » modification (B1E) 7c b
Pz H6RTWBERBRETHAH, Qft A
DEERBEAFHH 0L T decoding L o83
4 :correct number XIEEIC L THD &, &
1 3% (Soc), 5 118 (Self) » decoding accuracy
i3, BIE (AE), BNE (AC) il bREH -
T2o T ALY, Soc &, Self &4 & 4 encoding
DOBE, HAHERRICI\ T, initial associative
response (L L CEBRIAL LI B0 6
Ly ELZ LRI B, 1o, Self &4 L association
&L DBOEROHEE D, Self £k
»H HEDediting #HE IR S, 7ti, number
of perfect score M#EETIL, Soc & & Self
&L DE BRI -, ZhiE, Krauss
b (1968) DFERE—FLcw o, B, #

MOMBRCIBZLDOTHA S, BEERBOE
B (AB), 2 {azr—vavext—F &
decoding accuracy & DBk : LIXLEHH
hbEERB%Y modal &L, £6%@EL T
EIL2®bbhic\ SERBY single £33
&, single & modal DWW H@ LT, DI
D2 — F{k (other) X h H HTDHD = —F
1k Cown) iz 3\~ T decoding accuracy 115 <,
F¥7:, own & other #FU T, single X b
modal ©i% % %3, decoding accuracy 1E5 -
fco Danks i, ThbDOBERECOWT, &<
iz, editing encodings & E#izxt3 5 conven-
tional 7g lavel OFfAMEE VY 2 $ 2=y —
va v R LEEYINZ I,
L EDWRREDIZH, RRBEHRLBE AL TIR
BHN, BAOEHREX AV TOERIET A
bhd, to & zif, Alkire, Collum, Kaswan, &
Love (1968) ¥, Krauss & Weinheimer (1964)
DEMEXECT, iz iazlhr—>av
B R ETEBAA O 2F)HL (status) DRHR
YRE LI, WFFEEDOHDH 7T T DAV A~
D5h, HHOF LE—MLOELIFERE
Zxbithts, £OfRER, FEAEDL, Ko
TZFF, Lod, BHLO "FHF, 0z
75, X b useful 7oA E, T, X HMEL
B RTHEADOH D Z L BRI NI, &
I, BEOENIELVES, BRNC, v
M OBHEBREL BEVHMALOHERE LD
%, decoding accuracy 23E < a7, < L
T, ZOX5 P OERD, TXHF,
Lo TREXDNDERD % 1 71T E L RIEF
L, LichinTkil, "RFF, Ofilo activity
DUV RARLHEEYE 2D EHRPELMCI R
7o
% 7-, Manis&van Rooijen (1973) i, #£f&
BEHE®FMEL, ¥ impression forma-
tion (FIRIH) DI L, = referential
communication (& <z, %o decoding pro-
cess) L ¥BIESHAFLVA AL T
\, referential message & L TER X h 5 15H
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235 MEF494

Dintegration (ZB8-T A BB E X 1T/ - 1

B. MIBOELA D < HERE
a) BERHETILIZL B0

referential communication 4% (T
F, & THEF) ORFCAEL 50HAERIC
DT, FRBPLOEOOEZEFALRBL
7-D %, Rosenberg & Cohen (1966) T& %,
bhHA, ZOBROBEHBHEEICOVTL, &
DEZABDTHFIINT B0, LbnL,
oAb L FEEBOHERE T AN LR
L, #hxMHED2 i 2= —2 a2 vHIET
REIELAGTHEI A TI, o, =5
L OEBACICH T - T, LT BF%E (Rosenberg
& Cohen, 1964) ic &S %, kD L 5 CBESH

TR 7 41 A ERELI, Thbb, #
MELTR 1RFOBEFON (KE5 Ik
synonym, 7z & %z (¥, Woman——Lady) 23 f\»
bh, 1RAT1IXNTONERIhD, HicIh
1-BEDS BT B A referent THY , fib
(¥ nonreferent TH %, T35 LF, 0FE Iz, "H
EF I - e BED WA referent T
B 50 HIRE (identify) LB 2 L 5 eFEH D
wE 2 Bledic, O EHD “HLVHEE” (clue
word) ¥ FEMCEKIAT L THD, THE
FoL, T “HLW#EE” (clue word) #F
Hhs 0 I LT, referent % identify U 7z iiuid
Tebisl, MEOBIER HFM itz AT
Dh, HoolEHE T LR TROK (Fig. 3)
h i, THBECHALTRIS, Mick

SPEAKER PROCESS

REFERENT, } —% SAMPLING—» COMPARISON : —» EMIT sampled

NONREFERENT from I,

si(7), si(n) response 7

REJECT sampled
response 1

LISTENER PROCESS

WORD PAIR 7, n;
SPEAKER PESPONSE :

CHOICE of r as referent

—>COMPARISON :
L, L) N
CHOICE of # as referent

Fig. 3 Referential communication »O#E = 5+ (Rosenberg & Cohen, 1966)

bBhdktoig, T38LF, o encoding 8 #
(speaker process) (%, KAFiciz “sampling”
& “comparison” & Xi¥h b 2-om stage o
HEEN ST -TEkb, THEF, © decoding ;&
&L Tit, ki “comparison” & similar
20 &0 stage HETFEI T B, &7, TiE
LFL0BENSHRTH L S5, ®sampling
stage : &%), "5 LF. i, referent & LTo

BRIt T 2B RIGER S > EBVEXD,

ZDBEE, THELE, OL.i— Y —DHRT, &
iz referent wxt+ % EEAEOHER 7 dis-
tribution (I7) 225, & % &AM~ 7 ) v
7 EqNBbTH 5B, @comparison stage : (X
2, ZOPCEGELRICKIE  sampled
response (1) & ERINTVBRHTiL -~ 7cHE
DE L hEo# &5 E (associative stren-
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gth) 2 "7 Ih3, K, si() &
referent word & sampled response(sd) & @
TELF CRI2HEGBETHY, sin) X
nonreferent word & sampled response(?) &
D TELF, CRIHERBETHD, Z95L
T, si(r) DI 5 PHERENCTRTRE, 212 =
r—vavic#Y LREL B K T, sampled
response(l) AL UBHTEERE & L THML
(emit) Xh 5, % L, sampled response(i) »3
22zl —vavAHETERL SRIGES
i, sME (emit) IhBFNCEhIL b LT
b h (reject), H & 72 % T, ¥ 7 sampli-
ng-comparison cycle 2 MR I b, 2 5L T
BRI TELF, 13, OEO0FERHALN
b (emit) L, TELF, 07/ v wAiE, O EE
TRET 5, Rig, THEF) OBBTHD, T
7c4>%, comparison stage : = DAL, BT
21, TFELFINLERRAIAIKE @) (»
F 0, clue word) L ERINTVBHRITI- T
2ODOHEEDOH/ 4 L OERN LE S OHMTIE
& (relative associative strength) 73, M & ¢
CRVTHBRIND, X, /() (3 referent
word & clue word(l) s DTHI X F IckiF5E
SETHY, L. () 1 nonreferent word &
clue word L DTHI X F Ik T2 EETHE TH
5, 2H5LTC, TOHEMCEREEDOKNE X
12X - T. T &F o choice (identify) »i7c &
ha, TMeF oflozn kst rvA,
FZ% L= ,© comparison stage & similar 7c3>
FTHBH, RHcIhdE ¥, T3ELFE, 0
fil> comparison stage = %, Mead(1934) iz
E-T, TEELFL RIS THEF, 0 “%E
BB (role-taking)” e s, LE x bhisZ
Ediouy,
Fhit e $ 5 <, Cohen&Klein (1968) i1,

COWRRWHE LS ELT, RECKTS

referential communication ®RZEHREH% &
b2 5HRBREYRLI, #BRE I, middle-class
o elementary school D45, 34 (8F
B, SFEAEQOFR), TEEA2FR) TH-
teo EMIZLRIIOBEFEOHTH D, R
13, Rosenberg &Cohen (1966) M 25 & 1 AiC
Ko Tfiisbhitc, £ DR, decoding
accuracy i3, ¥FKE FE AR O THEX
T3 EMbinat, Tiebb, FRIEWL, T
LE,) K- 1c8E, &b effective iz clue-
word #RTAH-ELNTELL, THEF,
fe - 1884, 1ok % low-frequency @ clue
word HFE2AMHIZLTH, £0 decoding
accuracy (1EH - 7o, SHIHANT, E4RD
RAEIIE T, ThHOERIIE, D Ro-
senberg &Cohen DHEH® € 7/ LB#E ST THE
Raht, Ticbb, FPRTE, TELF O
BE, Loi— ) -0 F <, potential clue
word % sampling 3% sets A REIN T
v, ¥ #- comparison ® stage H R"EET, &~
Fe4 7o 7K #E iz 38\ T sampled response 7% D
¥ ¥4ML (emit) Th+v, —F, THEF,
ic-» 38 Th, —ED clue word & refe-
rent word, nonreferent » DOHXHI7s asso-
ciative strength iz X % HERHIK A T3 11217
bhicy, EFELbRT,
b) RENRMIIC & 5 —ARHISER

TTR, FELDOFENGTE - BREOBEEIC
BE-+ 5 REMIBIZE At Piaget 1nX > Tl dhT
W o it RNt AT, Bl W
HW 5 role-taking L F L D2 i a=H—
v a v ORENDORELEFESH% Flavell 50
B (1968)% AFIfT S htchs, Th LBH#ET
% & 5 7¢ referetial communication D FZEH
MR O FET S,

Glucksberg, Krauss & Weisberg (1966) 1,

H2) Thit, TALDEFETHSA, &, EEOFTICIRL, Kilio> Peterson, Danner & Flavell (1972) 1w & »,

oAU,

Flavell, J, H., Botkin, P. T., Fry, C, L., Wright, J, W, Jarvis, P. E. (1968) The development of role-
taking and communication skills in children. Wiley.
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Krauss & Weinheimer (1964) 23/ 7-Hi&7c
graphic figures L, 4 ~ 5 F DR R
L TER TR, FHFEOLIVIICLD,
KERIIKRO 3P F I TfTbhi, F1FR:
LT, s THEF 0ox7LLTRESOHR
RAEPEABEEONIHE, F2ER AL
X - T encoding Xn7-EiEFKB (reference
phrase) #$RITRL, ThxFLnbhicl T
Rz decoding X 5BE, FIER: HHIE
&, B% BH7 encoding L A-FERBAFA
bz decoding X BEFE, ZDOERNLK
D ENRELMIC IR, @R AL, referent
R EENCRATLEE, HFCEZIhST
VW k5 elaborate L, editing L, L2 T, %
o reference phrase [IHEHIRE L kb, L2 5
n, R, BRRKETb)rBZ0FHED
idiosyncratic 7c——\ W a2 AU, BB DIHIC
BALZDEFEXEAEDOHTHT LI —F &
FH (0BG, BEEIPREALEKD
MHRCTERIETHESI T L, QLI
T, $EREE XTI L TS hIERTI,
ELFL L LToYRoSEERRI, HFD
"HMEF) L LToYRIIFES B -
2o 20, RAED 22z —vavD
B8, MADSERRLYFELNDZLAOTIZ
IE#ic decoding 35 = & 20T Y REETH -
oo @ETHD, IRTHH-T L, AN
encoding L SERBAFELNHIICIRD L,
Z o decoding I2 /s b WYz Ed ht, @X

HiZ, BROZ Enb, HAAZEOSHERER

HFEILD LIHED, 920 decoding ixhs
e BEYITH -1, UEoERCIBE, $HIE
DG, decoding FD D (v il B
RS M) DRENE, $IRVH S
DIEH, LA LT, encoding L THFIC=
la=yr—vavILHRENCRErD S EE L
bhb, Tiobb, —FED referent % EEXE
T554E, HRIVC-bIEECHOMNCI ) 2D
T, fEDOYS « TR « BELERIC - hc]
W (oFD, THEFE) ELToADREIXE

DARBZENTEIRCV), EROSDITTH
%, Piaget ® “HEH.LH), THRENLD “HE
ftn TRIEHGENEV 5 RFEM I BA#, Mead
DR ENEE R #.5 % 2 1c Flavell o ®Em
fi#, Werner & Kaplan o “EH 2 D - Dk
2% (inner speech)” & “Mifi & o 7= & D 3k 3%
(external speech)” &\ 5 Bl &0 HHkHTAH B
&, CORBRIEKRECEELYTATL S,

X bz, Glucksberg & Krauss (1967) 2, T%
LF, « THEF, olEN b 23
R 500, WIE, 184, 344, 5
#, 9F4E, FIOBRARXHERECL, T55L
Fi oo THEF, ollE®EYRD 3 LB E
SR THBRRTIo-T, @ TGELF, » THE
FioR7ELT, AESERELYEAER D,
QIELFI0ES B LTHRCEEI A,
THMEF, HAESOHROBE, RESFD3
FEE, SEADHE LGS LHIREZIBIRD,
@ MHEF,  1—EBLTHRAKBEEZH, TEL
Fi DR PRAFERORADHE, RFEFOL
R, 194, 3F4%, 5FEOBEEEVS LS
KEzbhb, ZOFKOHETE, —EOR
fi7myr i, HE (GELF) OEFEEK
Hotgwe, MEF, THhODR AR L
T, "OKZ", “bibi\, "4 EF-TF
AU /) B AV B TV N % (B
EEROFH & FE X3, B0 Glucksberg &0
W (1966) LiZSRE—Thot, TDLS s
EFROKR, KOAVHLMCI T, &
4, decoding accuracy iz>\ RT3 &,
OD &M, TihbbRESERELTICER
reBER, AfTEE Lo hT, <70
FE4KE LU TERIGER (mean  percent
correct) 2 MEA L, ¥1, QD&M Ticbb,
"HMEF) OFSVPEZLORICEEL, i
B A5 D EEXKB (reference phrase) % F 05
HHELTTh, "HEF, OESE LD
ZohT, AITEBOHEME & bic, BRI
(mean errors) A3HA L1, Wiz, THIXF,
D7 4 —=F ey 2L UT, 74 —Fe 3y



ol | SENERTHEHCLERNT e —F ‘ 105

7 HRDOTEELF D F EFB (reference phrase)
MESELNERRTHEDE (QFM), THL
FOBRADEEIR, 74 —F ey 2l
T, X0k, HCOSHERALHLIE 2D
(new description), #4 B EXIIL LD
(modified description) T % E»% 5~ -0z
KB, FYPDOTELFIERE, 714 —F 3y
7IEBHIDLSFERBAOEMIIAEL L
{, Birc 58K L (repeated description) ®yt
2 (silence) DEHMHEHICE Lot T
LT, 4 & & big, social editing 238k %
R R i,

Krauss & Glucksberg (1969) i, %8, 1
4, 3EAE, SEAORELFRECL, b
MOEER &% s RO FRH A AV CHREER Y
fTfe~tc, TORER, AESEBREDO~7 %M
AIEHE, TFESOFES, & TRTER, Lo
TEERAIMANCEE TH ~ 1o, Tabb,
RTEPNELDECOh, EFROFELE
&, decoding iR H5BRIGESBEECHA L
Iebh3Thsb, i, FELNFTELI refe-
rence phrase F2200 2L TR AHD deco-
ding #fr7c - 1-5B4, HAD decoding accu-
racy i reference phrase #EH L/ F&E LD
EANEL BT 2R THEALT,

UEoZEHRICL-T, TMEF, 160
Z4—=Fely s (ESZERHFT47) KLU
THEYNC A v e — S HER « B2 — FMMLT5
GELF ORENIESFL LICHKXT D, &
WORENRHOLMCERbFTHEL, oD
fER %D < » Tk, role-taking 12 X % %Wy
Aiaz=fr—TaVvDRENDRELVSED
135+, Cohen & Klein (1968) » 354+ 2 X 5
W, TELFIOv =) —DORELEEI L
7t Cit’e b ey, Peterson, Danner, &
Flavell (1972) 13, ZoACEERIL, &<
2, VaA—t Y -V TIID, HH
/U HERERR D session 12\ THERIEA A
WARHEATEMEEERLBS L5 ks
YREL CEREIT L -1, COFERTIE, B

£ B o egocentric—nonegocentric & \» 5
BEfiEm L » &, EHRexdds HexF, oF
K TELF, POFNCEMLE DS, 05
HEeEspLiEbhtc, BEI4FTRETY
RTHH, FHELTREBENLETRNEH
Auvbhis, HHRERDLIETE THEF,
DEROHLHLLADOLE D, 2H T 4
T e 74— Ny 24, ROIFHFCTITE
z bht-, @Facial condition: "X F , O
BRLI-FEDOLLIRENS, @ Implicit condi-
tion: Yo b L5 THEFE , DEERD
AT, ThLUEDZ iz ouTitfild shbh
7\, @ Explicit condition: “§ 5 —F, o
KEx L RTFEV, “"@hcfilo ke
25HTL o2, “Fhie o\ Th-E&5EL T
TV sl s, THEF) OBRIPETRI
o, TELHFERIKROBY ThHh-7 %
¥, Facial condition & Explicit condition iz
BT, EHERRHIh ot Thb
B, 4 ¥I8, 7 xR L4, Explicit condition iz
BIL Tix, "THEF, oML ERCE LT, T4
LF, ELTHBEBEERL TS 252 L250
BETH » 1=, LA L, Facial condition zE§-3 %
Rb, 44X, TXREL, BEALERDICE
hWifTrcbhiohof, 4%, Implcict
condition kW THBICEH IR, Tib
b, fok 2FRIAVCARERROA T AL
HELSNE 2 DhICEETH, HEARERER
DELIEHIEENT7 4 —F ey 708 TH
EF bbbz bhicl EFiiy, 4 FRTIE,
FEELF) L THERYEBRT 5 Z &3]
BEITE D » 72, THIER L T, 7 F RO KIS 12,
= » implicit request ¥ X H A L ERL,
OFSBEERTHENTELDTHSD,
c) #HELBIZE NABE T IC L 5K
TEN 2=y - 2 Y ORENEBL S
LIV OFTE L 2 BT, FEB
DEFELIT BT 5 & bR (socialization) &
DEE ST LB - TL %,
Bernstein (1958, 1959, 1960, 1962 a, 1962
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b, 1964, 1971, 1973) i1, #H&Mkic X5 (3
e, ¥V RAOFRER S TIEREE E 0K
Bk TF5) SillBRod b Hobow,,
FLU, ThFELOHESLICRETHEIC
FHULK, Bickd s, M« HFEMW « B
e R 4 7o BT B T T
Edofio< ) EiFbhs, Lard, 20k
5 Istt 2 AR Y E X8 e 2 v M, B
EFELDEDa : 2= —2 avolEKod
ZHdEH, L, TOBE, 29o021a
= —a YRS, UEow THRIA
fz2 — I (restricted code) ;, i 5% T I h
7= = — § (elaborated code) | & %331z, T4l
RInfo=— ) OoFEEER, BAEHE
TR ABRETEZENC (Wb, §9#T) #%
HFTrzLehh, Lici-T, Fih, REZ
DEBREAERBRTICHIC-TH, i+
v % s(extraverbal channels)iz % < (KL, &
R IR ETIcE EE B, Tib
b, BUCORBORE, BREINICRIERHE R
XOEAE, SHERBIIBECEMRIR, =
Fra17bEh, #fliric= =7y APHEEX
ERCICLDITIED, ZHIH LT, TR
fo2 — F, OFECHERED, M- BENS -
By, HEORMICHEE RO OOWME =
lasr—vavdBZlEhh, LirsT,
HFBEORBRYERTHIHIo»ThH, EEN
D F v %N (paralinguistic and nonverbal
channel) X v, F& LT, SEHF v+ 1L
FOLONHEMCHAV B, Ticbhh,
OFEADILE, IFXFALBTMCEALELL
BXoficd, TogERICIE, HEM
VEHE X L FAIRFIC, Mis= 27 v ATEICE
ATERRN T2 = — 7 BERBEEORNE LTk
Nebitbhhb, Bersteinick 5L, X bhEs
B (EfH 2\ P ERR) OFREOT LD
O EBHAED 2 — FIcEEL Tk b, &
i, LECLUT NS hica—t, #H
FEINCH D L 5> TV LKA, BUGEBO
FE&BE, RETEFC "R -V, L

MV BRICL D, BEOSERBE2E R
Eod ot EFs e L aEbd 5
Zbhifew, Evo, SO LICRMEESTRHTS
X 5 g, 3¢ Milner (1951) vk » T
EFXh T\, Berstein L%, = DRIsEIc
BIE T 2 R EILENFT L1 ) AN L &
C&ZbhbLoitisntc, (7ok 21, Hess &
Shipman, 1965; Hess & Bear, 1968 ; Blank
& Solomon, 1969 ; Ervin-Tripp, 1969 ; Miller
& McNeill, 1969 ; Fishman, 1972, 33K 1974 ;
Graumann, 1972; Reuchlin, 1972; Esperet,
1972~1973,Simon et al., 1973 ; 1L, HAA, F iz (L
Houston (1970) @ X 5 7c b HBIBAFE L H 5 ),
CDEOK, HEMEE (BHVIXHEER - X
bRy ictt b o &RMb) L5k L ORMORE
BREELBEESTLIWET —~IREDOKE
FE Y 2DOEDTHEN, ZORMEICET S
HMTCRE I R T, TR,
referential communication &\ % AfED R
ThBBRESL -7 Alvy (1973) OB ICOWT
B8R 3 %,

— i TEELFL R THEF 0FEK
(cognitive and emotional characteristics) iz
BT 5RIL00iRE HERD ES5VTEEL A
35z &M%, Alvy 2, ZoDOfED spoken
communication % “Listener Adapted Co-
mmunication (LAC)” &2, &<, kD
L IR AR T A HERYAHL 7o, K
H:OWThosBEOTFLEL T, F40
LR EES I, LAC 0B AL, 0 HEI
RIETEHTHAS, @KL, BOERBOT L
Lo LAC 0B LB, LV EVEE G - £
SO DOTED R ECIZER LI TH A,
@LAC ofE 1z, BRIV ILBCEVTH
1B THHH, FHHRELLTIE, New York
MoAeEt B 5/ hERH B, 6 TR 60 4,
9 ¥R 60 %, 12 %2 604, 31180 #4nsEIh
oo Toks, HFEDHE, —EOHRE (AP0
¥, FEDPA, BOBRKFERELE) KL -T,
Led s TOHSEBOTAE 20 £+
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bR, B, #2041, Bl04+o
X - TR I FEM i, #ECE#ICL -
T, emotional /IREEDFE X FHHRIcB 6 <7
DONYETH -7, FRF iz, Multisituational
task L Xi¥th, 62002 ia=r—vavik
MoK AR T, FCIhfcf AYEY TH
EF LALTT, FRICELOTDZ ETH -
too (fok 2, Situation—2 DI,
emotional 7c REED 72 FHo AEO LT h*
Hh——HK77% happy, fiiF % angry—icfd) -
T, TOBOBEICIANDIRAILEH - AL &R
LT Boedic, ELards s v588ET
Hot) ek, TXRTD2 a2l -2 a v
BT Lot AT £ LA HTE (AED
DREDOLHEVILRDE, ThIZAbE®T=
fazh—vavueFlErwndsrny
Fz v 73T hHIcD, ETOHEREAM (nquiry)
N hte, TOEROER, ik~
RFRTEZHF IR,
d) ERERBIIMNLHRICBIT 5k

B2 ia=r—vavoEROLDIC
i, TRELFEL G, HFE(HEF) o%EI% (K
EMC) o AR, HFEOBERYHEMEL, HF
DI Bl s A=A T 4 TEHEEZAR
TS RERD D, RAKHC, £5FTHZ itk »
T, BRI CEE LV > RBBMGkrob 0
i, LD —BOENEENT T LELD 5,
ZDEST i a=r— 2 yOREINE, L
i, BELEGLEOHEEIERE S IEVERT
DEERBBEOFT, MIKEEL T LIDTH
5HH, UL, ZAUTHRLTHL THONE S
EERBRTHOTIRL, LA, HHERK
BT, BBHLEENE X 0.0 (A« JIH0D
DONERR LREL TS, DL 5 Bke
Wb, I, B2 iaz=sr—vav
DRI FEZH(REIR L 5 TR0 5
WARH I TVA (o k 2, XLrufER IR
(culturally deprived or disadvantaged child)
T 5 —HOMERFTOO L OB LR TH
D)o TITIE, EREALVGENABY, KK

referential communication & DOB§E-3IFTFT
fobh foEEI 7 training ORLEXBNL T
B9,

Fry (1966) i3, 11~12 ¥Rz, EHE (34
) OEERRY training ¥R L, TORIEIC/LX
RETF APy F Y —DERELD, o0
training o %R L H|E L 1=, training 12K+ 5
FEEBE 1L referential communication o F
MECHEDDT, FMd, —HOLHM I
IR bRt training Cif, TEL
F, b THEFE) LTELLEFHEFELLORIL
74— F ey 7 CEEXMT, FhITL-
THAD2a=yr—v a2 R/{ETDH LN
RDdDoNt, HEBO Y, EBREEL LTI,
GELFE oBRE0ZIEI N DEE, HEF,
DEREDAZIFE I 58, MHORE DI
THAHEOIBHIREINI, TOHKE
training & ELDOBEITH VT, BEhiC =
faz=h—va VIEBIORE NADRID, £
nUED X h —#g#y T training ORYR IIRE
Ihigh-te, ZOEHDOHEOMIE (1969) ok
VT, BRIIBERIUTH -1,

LA L7ch s, Shantz & Wilson (1972) 3,
TF¥REFRZICLC, BLUOERRRALEL
T training %3 &, referential communi-
cation IZ kT2 HERBEFYRE L1, KD
i3, Fry o~ iR & D fo 8
HELTEMRPFREOBYX, B L OEBRGN
) do#ERE O interaction AER DA &
7, L EFCE I EEBITTV B,

LI AT, Zhbo communication skills
DHFEIZ, IBHK, b &M cHERELS
EHORELILEETATHAS, ZOTHEY
H-S33 %75, Chandler, Greenspan, & Ba-
renboim (197413, LART OB (Chandler, 1973)
5¥ 2, ROLHSHERYRERIL I,

Tiehb, BT, LT 420 phases i L
fe-> TEK s I hvfic, @ assessment & H 5k
IBOPE : FHPFRECIS\ - CTHEBEE D %
LhbF&ELEC—FD screening test A
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fTah, #0ER, £<ig, role-taking &
referential communication skill 732 L v &
rah, Lad, —RRCEBEMCEIE EOR
BELHLTV5 LD RE B L9 ~11
o, EHES 1L D SEREE LT bidhis,
@ training : WL, kD 3IEED T hiC
5 v g Lails Dbl bht, (arole-taking @
IFEEZTHEE (P12 FTI=RT 4T
7 4 A ADERAEMC LT, 13ER 2 B,
#t 10 B training AT %), (bireferen-
tial communication @ 3l[## % 5%} % £ (Shantz
& Wilson (1972) i X~ THFERAI N D EIF
(Z¥[FHED communication game @ U T, 1
R 2 BRI, 3 1080 training 23T h
%), (c)control B (MBI AZiTicvL, %
fo, BFFeE & oML 7o), @reevaluation:
pre~test & L T® assessment =5t LT,
Llo> post-test 73 training [ # I KT X7,
@ follow-up: X512 ¥ A%, DA & »
TREMFCL - T, HREEDOAHAERICSH
FAHTBIBEFEINC, ZOFEROKE,
wDO T LML I t, @ communication
game O training %%F7cffiL, & < refe-
rential communication skills &\ THE /¢
HKEAT LI, @role-taking o training %%
7%, communication game ¢ training %
- BRI A £, role-taking DEESIC I
THEKKEEXRL, IHR1Z27y D
follow-up 1K\ T, —MACHESHIBEICE
DREX T LT, Iois, communication game
o training DR VBEETH > EBHALLT,
KO EVRIEI NI, D8 11L, role-taking
@ training Tt extralinguistic /£FE2750 b
Ml h X h7- 0%t L T, communication
game O training OBE, * X EENEBN
b o XHLESANICHG- bR LS S, 218,
role-taking ®;B8fE D iz referential comm-
unication ;BEIVEFEINLETHAH S, L9
Ionaia=r—vavBRIKFTS5—ED
hierarchical 7t &/ VBEINBLETH D,

[

LAk, referential communication &< 5%
BEOHEBACOVT—@ Y OB X h
fro FICARARIZEFFEDIZHIC, HIEITEY
Th, RENRMDLOWEI L 20HRbHR
5 (fekz2 i, BAEOHELE¥E - HRLE
FLEOFEKRHVELEBR), LirL, KEOH
%t &, ZhEDOWRRIEOVTERTIRE
BEE I, LA ST, SHIDED
WEXERIBILHI-THETXELED
NAEHDOLY, LT, B Egciil Tl
5, @ TEZOIcdD =~k & TtAD:
»oa— bk, OfE: "TMEL - "H5L %
BB BRIz, 48, Vygotsky (3
F 1962, AR 1962) D REX L 29, RO
B s BB D IRVSHRD & DR DL & e
BTHAS, DE 1, icih~7: Rosenberg &
Cohen D= F it L TMEFE, o
decoding process zB§L T, Rommetveit
(1968, 1972) = Carswell & (1971 Xt 3
meaning process # %\ (¥, information pro-
cessing DHEXSF 2, BRE -BEIND
LERHHS, @ TR, & TRBL &b
#+ b : Kirchhoff (1965) KX -~ THHRBRE =
Iazkh—va VIREELNMIATWA LT
Wz, PEX o Ausdruckspsychologie DHFFEFHE
ik, "EH MERCRFILADLTH1,
referential communication DFFFERR 2N
LT, #brcdT "REOHEY) OFXE%H
WiskTRAN R IhRE b, @Bk D
Fr v ZADORBICE LT LT, RO KE
P @R, £ v - OEBL W FILDIK
#  extralinguistic 7cXB » 5+ 7 DEHK
¥, HOPME~DI ) DFEX/L L LEEE
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Review of Studies in Referential Communication
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In this review, several considerations were given to the following issues; (1)

preliminary studies in referential communication, and (2) some approaches to such
specific problems in this research area as (a) application of Rosenberg’s model, (b)
aspects of developmental changes, (c) social-class differences and (d) effects of

experimental training.



