\\éE—F.;; (

Lo e
e = 2= Y
Rt E.al_ \jzé\'? \5—':.3 =

FPAIFZ

BEHEE  RL LR

-

AL E A

% —1Q

i > Robert Sternberg p ¥ eh 5 fF o

7 oo\ ¢ > P
%) K’Jﬁ«.r

547 B % > 4 Howard Gardner(1983):h %

PR HiEs

2 R

Sternberg 77 &t

AT TE e BT AT R A

~ A
i R A 4 o

R AR

et AR T & o

CEEY O

N AT B

SR EEE AR TR

S AhEELT HP @R A Ao 4 R B n A

RN ERE RN CEEY

N

WHRPEE- BB ] FF

Fla A4 Rk Y T AR G A A R 18 R A e oS o# R gAY 4
iR & FHECHE T FpN R Y - B e R
Bt A S a P — = 0 & 2 3 EREDOSEF o A
S AT E Rl s AP ER Y a0 o AT PP R R
% Ypeh= fEa 4 0 A & g0 € Sternberg AT A = < 0 BEfE 4]

i@~ o

R
o ;Erﬂb BV R, oo
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iRz Ak

Sternberg ( 1985,1986a,1988a) 4 47 & R#JIF it Mk ¥ % &

S S oA AR B AL IQ PR A h K F o & I At = = #%( the triarchic

theory of intelligence ) > ™1 % ~ e B IR A A i e P & > 3% 12

72 = B+ ™% (subtheory): &% - B+ 3% F_ i & B R p

SR M R R ERI PR GG DS

P FEHFE AN L B ARG LS D B

L

h

REBHEROE B AR AERBE R P Y

WA A BB ATH E S LB L T AT R DA

BF ARt B A R %o W AT

B I BE RNz EF R —REEk RESER R

BT R F A AR e T R %A
PN e R AR R BB ASERTIES > VT G IR
FRmALEN (I RS s Ed
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IR L R Kl R LR R L=
1. {83 = & L RB AT E 1. &
2. 2 A Pooeag 4 2. £ 5
3. Ao EF S 2. p B T 3. ¥ ¢
A e #
Bl 2-1.1 i = ~ ik & 2% 4
Uil . Sternberg,R.J.(1985).Beyond IQ:A triarchic theory
of human intelligence. New York: Cambridge University
press.p.320.

- ~ & i &2 & (components of intelligence )

e A 3 IR

iiﬁ Foae 75 ) A A F] —
2 fr 42 = & (information-processing components ) o #7 3} =
( component ) dpen AE

+ HATiE T A

g
A2 @ FHEHER T ﬂisaj ~ §& e = % & 4 #c ( conceptualrepresentation )
Mo BEL A RS T - B o

L
LT AR A

AFE B WIS e AR A H RT3 ER R

BT A FE BB E B AR

I;® Ay
21



( Sternberg,1986a) » = & 3 = 3 K A ch# % > A 4o T
(- ) %= 4 (metacomponents)
A E PR E RO IR RO R R IR TR

oo S A A - BT A LTSI L LN iR R
P 2 BB M s s 3 EHE- B I[#‘E“%« ML & e
4. FH R L M E Z 2L 5 5.2 R 4 F k(attentional
resources)en A fie 5 6.k i 42 0 % £ ( monitoring ) ; 7.5¢ F ‘b B
¥ AR o

(=) %#®= 4 (performance components)

AR A AR F - W E PR HE RN

0N
a3

=
R
o
)

BA o R A ENAE ARIAE KT BB
TAAB L EE T S A 2. BB w3 F B A
Bl 4o i (TR A E B R RBRRE S ERG - HRE
( mapping ) ~ & * ~ v #&frHF# (justification) & & M= & o
(z) i EE X £ (knowledge-acquisition components )
THEF AL A E Y Ao IR AR P N EE L AR
it fE e e N aea > 45 = fE AR ¢ 1 B 1 F £ (selective
encoding) * I f& 7 4p M 3L S0 BAp R 4 PeiE k2 E B
M % & (selective combination) @ #-P+:F I ke L e b AR A
7R AR 3.E # Mt f(selective comparison) 1 35 AT F 3

B ET mﬁ*mrﬁgj,ﬁ&-%:gg{%@.,‘%o
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~ &% 9 i (experience and intelligence )

RIpFiaz~h BAGHIFDLHRF S BE FHEH
fRA ARG M- B EAREINE TEEFRE Ko 4 (ability
to deal with novel task and situational demands) > ¥ - B &_p # it
o oA & & i 4 (ability to automatize information
processing)(Sternberg, 1985):

(- ) RBATHTEHFR L Reit 4

Sternberg (1981,31 p Sternberg,1985,p.69) 2 3 % P Fx e i¥
% (nonentrenched task ) &R & 4 dc (B 4 > 2 > (&5 )t BLEL -
e d PEAFYMBELDR S RBRYITRLELIEY ERE
Higg 4 e Far A R E At RESMA LAPEY LT o4

LA a- BATIMA LY By L F i 4 5 g dan

o

W RGohs g aihwRgigd
S TR B TELRRAFR M TE AL el Lk
FAEPREOEATRT > B A FEL DN B S- G
(Sternberg,1986b, ¥ ¥ » % 88a) > Rl & Aa chir % » H 374
Bx 2 iz 24 B A hilBd g% #1100 RIBITH FE K2
L¥ F 2 hpr 2 > & 2.3 B A i FLamp e FH
( Sternberg ,1985) -
(=) p# 1 i@ 4 chiy 4

ﬂé&ﬂﬁéﬁ“ﬁﬁ’ﬁiﬂﬁﬂiﬁ&%’F%ﬂ&*



B oAy gk R 4 RN NS hE R R o2 - o

B ATH E A Bp Rt ERILASHK DR e R

+ (experiential continuum) > & f& & 4§82 T ¥ (tasks)
( situations) f= i# %48 (persons) @ F e 3 B 5> & T F K7
Crobach & Snow(1977)# ATI (aptitude-treatment interactions)
B R B F"o’lbk’xﬁ;kj}'i"?ﬁm I3 TH >V kB R drd] B

i* ¥ % . ( Sternberg,1985) -

~ #F it e 8 (the context of intelligence )

Sternberg ( 1985,1986,1988) #-p % 2 & ¢ chiFa & 5 [ 1Y
Pens: o b~ ER S A
Behwdirigd o %o fF R Y e Adg 2B e Yoo e
ped Bt Mo drEd (azbehdmilsd 20 p b4 @R

Fld ) ZFREJZBEDPR > L-fF P ad pREsDEL -

T,
—
=
e
gjr
=
5y
™)
-
\:\\
W
.=
:"‘\
T

(- ) 2E2F+ % ¥ (thereal world)

FRE R AT A o2 EHE RS LR

a
m

HHAESRAFRE BT NI R Y - G R

ol

W7 s “f e AF A 2o ¢ H_4% ¥ e (Sternberg,1985) -



(=) ME (relevance)

e OB % R e B A A EE A g 2 RS
B 5% 2 B8 i fe (contextual fit) BLEER f3 B A (A st A2 R o
(= ) p =it (purposiveness)

i 75 A P R pRSIE S GE G PR RALER
R =N B S B s
(2 ) % B i & (adaptation)

oo L /eniF a0 BRI AR s AR A B ERR
g ke TR R BEEd A g Y P RET > BAME S
BBAfF I RLEBERGEPAR 4 ¢ F o HERY P
[ A A s P
() BB 5:EH (selection)

TR e RAFERRR PR FRBE B ALY L A

BB PERARG ke AL - B R

s

£ e ok B
(=) B ¥ 3 (shaping)

Wi s FRENTPERE DTN c F /e FLT

She
—|

b

ER- BATORE DA ASRE - A ERLERE NP

W
o
01
‘3:
EN
74-

ML LR L IR A N BB N A

BRI A > Z F 2B EL P A R



e B 2-1.2 ( Sternberg,1988a) g 5= : Fiv e A F_4p 3 B e
s X > AP E2RETBEFT S L > A (s I8 &L T RKE YA

BEREAS o RBFATI A B AERL PR F R BR

N

LA EARE A B REE S S > B R TN g b

ER B YGRS F RN R A NG R DE TR o

M F o < > i
R 1§ f,@;
Fld® 3T H £ P poBe it
s 3
o FREFPREDE S BAENREOE
A
A
i i3

Bl 2-1.2 Fre=zHm&FEHE DM
T4 kR : Sternberg ,R.J. (1988a) . The triarchic mind:4 new
theory of human intelligence. New York: Viking.p.68.
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N L

12 35 Sternberg (& s = 0 A e aw o E =
3 g d

Ay

£li2 — % & it 4 (creative-synthetic abilities ) : 1p [E5 -0 a = S

PE L EFEP- BAE AN IIOR ST RZ DN
(3

Bird E a4 o ¢ 7 gl (creative) ~ # PP (invent) ~ & R
(discovery) ~ & if(image) ~ & /P (suppose) & K 3+ (design) & it +
2.3 %8 — & 7 i 4+ (memory-analytic abilities) : 35§ B * & ¥ ~
% +7 (analyze) ~ = #-(evaluate) ~ 2| %1 (judges) ~ #* | (critique) ~ +*
i (compare) 2 ¥+ P& (contrast) ¥ 4= pF #9738 * cha 4 5 3.9 * — B
i 4 (practical-contextual abilities ) : 45 & # 3 P ¥ 2 F % B ¢
St BRGNP HERA LT AEFR - B R e
Fap® WERFE Y B R OUE 47 ("hidden curriculun”) i
Poodelg@Aem X F e EAP A B T2 G o i ¥ dp Tk
TRRAEFZELSFIRDT D TR NL AR AT ITEAR
Fr et e 7 R* (apply) ~ @ * (use) ~ # {7 (implement)fr f *

(utilize) & &t # (Sternberg & Clinkenbeard,1995) -

Tt gl A Eg AN WM REY TL AR
AL | —RBEAAS S EARA S BEE S L o T o d
SR A E R L e A S 0 Y R R R e i
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Bt oAl LRI NN A IBATH E 2 R E R A
B ?"r;fém“ FEMRERIESDES AT AR S

EAE Fen s fe B ey B R 3 F a4 e
SRR A A BRI RA S K2 AN G -
i E /IR B F B P o (Sternberg, Ferrari, Clinkenbeard, &
Grigorenko, 1996; Sternberg, Grigorenko, Ferrari, & Clinkenbeard,

1999) -

& WA e = A%k ¢ LB Sternberg (1996) - #H FE AT
# 95 i | (successful intelligence) e A (4- B 2-1.3) # 4 47
7 &t (analytic intelligence ) ~ £] 1% % it ( creative intelligence ) »

F * ¥ s (practical intelligence)th & = # i = B A w > L T &

=
o

EF AP % G AR AFERY 2B DL
4 o Sternbergt 3 i & F F H A A 0 G P ATH A E 2
CAEB Y B Ry R i Ll > AT ER Y =

(&
,\‘\
[kal

fhae P BRfEDLFILA K o MR A T e 0

P ERCERGERND o fef Pl L

Sternberg ( 1996) ip i = # o it % - B & F — A~ A o

%iﬁ@?i%ﬁwﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂ’ﬁﬂﬁ%W%ﬁ%%(m%

+

Foo A8 AW A ABHEY ffac A B RIERS
H el o F P F IR E MR A 4 o AT AR 2
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J& * 4 20 ¥ (critical tjinking) B2 & F E R F AT E TR > &
AT A 0 R AT P 2 LR HE S T
3T 15 (assess) ~ f# # & F](explaining why )~ % % (examining) & 4 17

it 4 (Sternberg & Grigorenko,2002; Alice, Glenda, & Bob,2003 ) -

FHIF DY - BRE LA PR T E D EEAD
AR P A Ty A 2R 42> 2 (Sternberg,1996) o
Bl AL LRRARNFHEET AL 0 2 B AR D
Ao AR e Rg RN LB A AFRDOME B DAT
s FOFF e TR RE e R o v B TR RE B R Y AT
R Y o Al R A F P S F IR B K A
78 Bl (predict) & 4] £ &v 4 i@ * ( Sternberg & Grigorenko,2002 ;

Alice , Glenda, & B0b,2003 ) -

AHAR R 2 BRA—F AR > A M kE Al
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Froa R eh o XS A WA KU B h R > o8 2k R AT

( Sternberg,1996) o Sternberg(1986b)&_E 7 & & |+ 8 ¢

a
&
o
it

FoEFLFFAT - BRFACR T AGR DG 0 B LR

$he R BBRANT R NG R TRAHE PF Lo PR

d
k1)
=

>~

;2;\
i
e
o
>_L
Ew
>
pu

cl-l

3\
=R
‘7s-

¥

o
74-
pou

(W

%
e
v
(w
o3

B RKRE c AEHE e > BAFREOBRBRREBERR L
Wep e J(EFF AN 88a)e T F A LB TP ¥
AR TERSDG BREE - T EHRBAETERERE DN 4 o
Sternberg(2002)3% 5 4p & >t & =47 &t (academic intelligence)

‘book smarts’ > F * i AR AT P K LB a4 o &
# 5 ‘street smarts’ s F i ¥ 3 (common sense ) e & F F * i D
Ao E a4 e TR R % v 9 B (putinto practice )~ FH T »
] * (employ) ~ #% I F % 1= & (render ) & ( Sternberg &

Grigorenko,2002 ) °

RFFiZ ~dh o A £ 2 bk e il

—\\

FA AR L ra B E T S A R ATE T S

s K
LT BN ENHFRGE DG F s s R

-nL
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( Sternberg,1985)c pt w i iy * ¢ ZAIZE~A R * = B R G >
O S FH i ) el > 7 OUE AR AR R T Z AR S D

e o AR A IS E I DERL T o CERKT LA

i

b

5

EEARR Y B R 4 RIEE A g4 s

Sternberg & Grigorenko (2002)3% 5 & 24 = ,?uﬁ = E TR A
Aede R E S A IR RN R D N EEES A hE L —RE L
fe 4 Al 0 @ & A B 3 # (person-situation interaction)sn % if fie o
R EHE NS B d > mFF LK E L IR (optimal level) -
Sternberg ~ Ferrari ~ Clinkenbeard £ Grigorenko 12 ¥ = # i 1
MLEEAMEH I RlR - KFE i*u;l‘-fv}_ 13 3% 1w T Sternberg
= 7~ &t # | % , (Sternberg Triarchic Abiliites Test » STAT)}| & &
AR -A T AR ER YR > TRREFI RN K E T
Eo#ME AL EH LA B nFBRE T REDLR T
Sternberg ~ Torff ¥ Grigorenko 0/ 7 Rl #F M £ 412 ~ 2 4782 7
* e 4 = A ¥ & (three-prong instruction) > s @ § 2 3 & i s
4 % 3% (Sternberg,2003 ) & T 1 X F I PPN R R T KE B R

FoT e R G s AR B Rk

¥obo 2% B Al 4 2 g > Sternberg (2000) 145 " Al
4 B F =% 4 (an investment theory of creativity ) > JE A it ~ v @ »
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CRBETETREAS AEE RN TR T EAMB 4 Kk
F2R L EAMA AN IEFLEIRDER LR 2.4
7 B ¢ 82 (ideas) : F B4 HF 4 P A p o2 i ka8 3.4 4
(sell)p e ehflid @ (& 8 3 B jRRIRE A B £ & Pl & 83 L4
g A - i 4B § oo T * (knowledge is a double-edged
sword) @ 3 HH 4 3 »iFF oo ¥ o AR ST 5 SRR
Bt REAEMBAHILEZ? 352 2THEL 6.h £k %
(take sensible risks) @ £ T frfz » W2 Z L B R DE % 0 FRE

AEYIRPEERDRE T HLSE D HERPF PR L 8
M pe 1 E2HEA 3t BRALDE LI FLEKE P
(ambiguity) : &@7:‘? AR AP gk 108 4 F g e

fe plud B AR R £ E
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% = &  Sternberg il 4 K F L H

A it » Sternberg & Lubart(1991,1995,1996)#73 1 ¢ T £]:3 4
# F =% , (aninvestment theory of creativity ) 2 = » % i fi & 3
- HAREAEAS o AEL (R 9la) A YAEA P
BATRIRA Al A g — A ARG Alg 4 0 Fla T LR R D
T ald L &BPET L% AR AR B 2P o BRI

BERZAF 3T RUFREIRALEY DA ffuizirim:

Rhodes(1961) & 12 # EF % %t % ¢ Phi Delta Kappa &35+ » A
fre = 5 B3 MARES hTRZE oL TRFHS B P
£l 4 A & (product) s 2.£] ¢ 4 T 4% (process) 5 3.£]& * iR
A (person); 4.4 # Ik B /B 4 (press) o Mooney(1963) 42 x £
B3l* e PIF g IR 4w e g #0508t gld 4 e B P =

ARG MM R A B G A L EE 5 2 91b) -

£1i% 4 > Mayer(1999) % 12 2% 3
FEHAMRS S o FRFTFHBFRLAAST S UL
f f f

PN Al R AR ATH A DG hE 5 ¢ FE L (Ideas)® &
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B ch$ 5 (objects) | o I ¥ A A FiE % > Mayer(1999) %

Sternberg 7% " Handbook of Creativity ; - % ¢ % & ¥ ehg i >

W FEHA A RO R L v F LG AL (orginality)
g5 * |+ (usefulness) & 38 4 fc o B ST Jp Al ch ¥ 390 ¢ 35 AT 7}"

(new )~ #7#% (novel ~ novelty ) ~ S £] (original) % » B3t 73 *
feh* 3@ @ 35§ & (value ~ valuable ) ~ £ % (appropriate ) »

( significant) ~ i /& (adaptive)~ F »t (utility) & o #7102 T %(T’Tg |

=

p TR, LA BRAMES PR R A HH- AT (£ R
4 > % 9la) > 4 Sternberg & Lubart(1995)# 4132 + e & > T4
h- BHAARG I FPEAMATREABLRELD > B

£ 3 % &% (high quality) fv £ & & (importance) °

AL A S E R g ales > B0 Al B &l
IR d F2Z A ARG FISEG AL FL DA R EFR
Bip B AR B k> AliFN G AR 9 A 5 0 Sternberg &
Lubart(1991)~ 3 34 @& i “rd& I g) s R I A S

240

ai

i# 4 % I (creative performance) — *F &g erg] g 4 >
it (latent creative potential)e #7124 & & g Al 4 R F LK +

ﬁzl%*ﬂ,;rssb:r&f, BAEN BB R R BEBAE A P

3

&
Flk 3 IR o
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- RG] - AR I RLEBD

Sternberg & Lubart(1996)3% & 4p #2347 ay 4R 8 > £33 4 A -
B A I E RE A F T L 4L > Sternberg ¥ Lubart & w g F
flig 4 D BELEEBD > KPP EF T w4 KB % (mystical
approaches ) » F1 B £ 2 % 2 F 7 %% B 0§ * P » (pragmatic
approaches) » & 5 «~ I # 4 P~ % (psychodynamic approaches) ~

@+ § P v ( psychometric approaches ) ~ 3% % B~ » (cognitive
psy pp

approaches) » £ I & 3 W b i ® A £ L B @
( social-personality approaches) * » & {sdp 41 5 7 & L 4] 4 o
Py RARRM AcEE S % 0 a2 % & B % (confluence approaches)
FH A2 A o B %~ kP (multidisciplinary ) B2 > % & B 4
s B A A E 2 FF > A2 % & ®E% (confluence

theories ) °

MR L B g Al 4 % e 1 9 o 40 Amabile(1983)
AL € w2 E 4 R DS 4 #05Y (componential model) > 32 5 £
# A A TR AR M E o AR AR EE

Csikszentmihalyi(1988) 2 % %L P~ ( systems approach) # ! £]i#
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Y.

J>v @ A (individual) ~ AR g ke 5 (field)# 47 & (domain) = § 2

()
RS

Fenld % o Sternberg & Lubart(1991,1995,1996) %1 #& &1 e 4] 13

.
e
=
)
S
=2
,dm

2 & Aambile ~ Csikszentmihalyi... & A 12 3
SALA T - BRL LG o AAT T I 2 BB L B b

WL AR FAKPREHTA R 2 RPPE

Sternberg & Lubart ( 1991) 3% & A& 4 3 F 2 i %E H (4 B
2-22.1) WP AlE A B AT e B D F R (resources) ~ it
4 (abilities ) ~ £ #| (projects) fr:®=# (evaluations) > F /A £

AT DA AR R F R R AR R ERRERE - B

REF S 2 28 e B R ( cognitive
resources ) 5 A R E® W H N F R L » F h (affective-conative
resources); & ¥ b BRI AN RITEFR I ® F RS K2Ry

- # A &%k B F R (enviromental resources ) °

PR F ORI A 2R 5 - 4 £ o (domain-general ) & 4

T_AR % er(domain-specific) > @

3
(dm
NG
'S
\r\"
£
Y
v
v
%
J
i
%
N
ETTRS
&
o
S5
)

i e ( domain-relevant) £ & &t # > #7120 > gl 4 F 2k p H -

s - i o A LRI RRADTREL o RN T AR E
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(m\

AR A P R BHEERRNAEE M AR ER] A AR

e

ST

e 3 B @ A& & 34 % (creative projects of

portfolios) & # R A = " § M ¢ % , (buy low and sell high) —

GAEH A IR EWG SR B > B BB R L A
(diversification) %_12 T §rh 'k o B fs > A & & Jf X FFE

ME R R AL A FEERE 2R & A AR TR

TR FRRZ® TR B TR
# Ak gk LY R A # 1% % B
3 & F R TR, TR, TR Thae FThs Tl
-] -
Ha“ Bl ML, ML BIL IR
£l R £ 3D
1 & E 1 E HE s E s hE oo hE 4
FIRA &K
T E FEHE a1 R E a2 FEE 401 P E 4el FEH 4co

B 2-2.1 gl 4 L F 2D Tﬁ
4Lk JR © Sternberg, R.J., & Lubart, T.I.(1991).An investment theory of

creativity and its development. Human Development,34,p.5.
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o ERT RS A

flig 4 I F R G- B R FILJRFTARER g L2
Vo ERERSHETE LR L TR N G, ks Al
R AR RTA- B AT FEAL TN E R
S¥p e R AEHER (ideas)  Sternberg & Lubart(1995,1996)
dpdt TR M Edpid g R AR g R A A X W A
Feiy =& hE2 A ¥ FNEHELEZPF > e dS
A AL A BIRFF g FEI G oE3BET TR
LR A B AER DG W TEB?’#Q*"{—{%#’{— ’
BE¥F L 32739418 - Sternberg & Lubart(1991,1995)5 2 2 3%
TREE kg AF 4 o TERLI I AR HEE DL & B ALY
MRE TR AR ERE L a3 A5 A ap FAp

i e
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-~ ijr;;

Sternberg(1991)4n ! & £]¢ 4 5 M A R a0 = ~ @ D
Rl Rl A R RN DR AN ITE TSR E RS & AT
3 NEY ahR AN R AT AEREY > E I E R
EH O ZEETLEDHERE o T BEX L - B ARLDAT R
N R AR A RN L B A i RSP FC A
ZHRABDF N —FE A R o BEEY P A AR

Lhlg 4 2R E & K 6 2 - (Sternberg & Lubart,1996) ©

(- ) % & & 4 (the synthetic ability)

FER A ERAN A PP ER IR LN LR AT L
TR e PELAR A LFEY EFRRR DL R
S E R LA o A S (insight) &€ 35 % %R AT o6 4240 >
F M4 4e ¢ > Davidson & Sternberg (1984)4p I E % 12 %

B L e

e

EES L R R R

[

ok kS B AR B E BT AT RE FATON A ¥ 2
AeiE BT o W R PE R UL AL AR o ML AL S E AT
Foar A 2AARAfER G LA AR R AHE W

I S

(= ) # ¥ i # (the analytic ability)

39



A TR LR S B

Lubart(1995):n 5 £l 4 & 3 4V & (sales) = & &

K=

Rb

i EF R AR Aoy de e e A

RAR K e 8 AR

B

s AA

a4 E - B RAE R R AR AR

‘P

F * it 4 (the practical ability )

A EF R

HEE YT AN AP TR R A R

e

'_‘FF{JPRTJJ A 5 = 3 E’—;”J#a g

B N o R F LT F o Sternberg

(&)

LoFnm® ARG TR

& it > Sternberg & Lubart(1995)

2

DA A o 85

FromiE ki 4 5 RRSHERE A

~

Foas

"

=

g 0

2z Y
=AY ia“

‘%\}

P\

’??}

A E - R - O B

CRESE RN T Vv Iy

ST

CEATR RS P

R e

— f@;ﬁ

R

o

BEEE R IR B

(G

7 TRk SRR T - BRE L B A R Ty —

Lhlgd hE & FER (RFFE A

2 (knowledge)
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fis

ok § AP i g R > Sternberg & Luart(1996)3% 5 Aok & 4

A ART AT TS e kg0 - 2GR

,

3

4
%
=
g
e
@ N

3

=

o
=

BAaog] aRA&Ed 0 TR iff’zﬁﬁ«fl"‘ 1 2R BAE

Flid MATh A N ¥ - 2 oA TER. P A B e T BR

EN]

LEHPEES TR - BARY BRAL %

—=de

AR Rt BRI | G o oo

Sternberg & Lubart ( 1995) G S HFELAL > B A

#F &+ ;% (formal)fr 2t ¢ ;¢ ch(informal)F 3 2 i B R B o &

3

TREGD BV ARG BN R - RO TR PR
P § 8 Y A #H s L TR EmAL Y hE B b e
Simonton(1984) #7 %X e ;N Iy N & B A hBAE R > B R AT

Woicplg 4 2 FEmiE U &eand B % (31 p Sternberg &

Lubart,1991.p.9) - 2L 1 Vo 2 § Fu)d © 4 HE gm’{

'a:\
>~

AP F 2 REERY RE R FiEPNES Nk

o L W ARG F R SN Al e G R
')\ é‘f"]F’jJ j;_: o
=z ~ &% Rk ¥ (thinking styles)

T A p A F 24 (theory of mental self-government)
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éﬂ‘*’imﬂ;w?’fﬁ*ﬁﬁrkﬁig‘ﬁ’%ﬁ e pILp e o
MO T N T E R A PN s R AR 0 T 3
BHmF DT UEFFERNT B G R ER L Do p A E
o WwHEA SRR R Lo i (function); 2.5 friha) 3¢
(form); 3.7 fpe g =& (level) s 4.5 e Bl (scope); 5.5
e 7w (leaning) (Grigorenko & Sternberg,1997; Sternberg,1988b;

Sternberg & Lubart,1995) &% - B R 2. F » & & 7 7 A, 3%

% 4 b 0 AFT 3 & Sternberg(1997)sn F AL > & 4 B Sternberg
& Lubart (1991,1995) #r#% F M L ¥ b 2 4l 4 chpf 2% - &

SRR R E T 4 220

R RAR KL ad AL A B BREHL Y

'

N TBEABEAE N E e EANRY p o - BN IR
BBAEREEFY RS AN N RTINS R
(Grigorenko & Sternberg,1997; Sternberg,1991; Sternberg &
Lubart,1995) - Grigorenko & Sternberg(1997)# & & % b # (132 3%
RA B> s A RET - frsd 1 (activity) = <418 0 L&
ThREiidIEARINAET > S0 AFRF AR BH 0 R

BLYRREBEOfE RS RHRRER o 2] BE X
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T .- . =
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% 2-2.1 (%)
TR 3 g B ol B fopliE s
[ e
B A (L A N4 % il = = B K A H#JE
% g Al (A U R 2 B E R 53§ &2
(oligarchicy TF @ A“Ti B #F 2 5 Arg o kAL R R e
£ ii?%iﬂ’?%féﬁk? B ENE AT £ 78 AR
b1 R SR S < A P PR o L | 2R M I0F
g_1 :Fm%i“'ﬁﬁ?} A

E: =%

> 7 3 AR R - A EES I SRS I 2 A o B
(global) BB fod 8 2E I FHEMN L A fm»,; b 3t £
g A feR A AHAHTE B4 AR D
£ R &R PP HR R
o . » | o B B 2L B
B oA AR LU -9 I S (- SERE S S IE Bl (I
(local ) frn f KA CF W A S - f;_@
( components) > & — i (RS - A C
B B & i I X
REEEE

#

e

podAl/E A EFE MO E Opd ARG EEE N v Al 3

Al (liberal/ & E > @ p e 4 & PR TA PR E o o2t B B E EAT
progressive) F % it ¥ 2R K L B Aa E PR HE o4 w3 AR
i 3 % IR
[ T R kS S NE 3 EFherE oAl M
(conservative) £ B " # § hifeqm TR K a2 F B oo
F o2 T B3 o P TR - 3E AR {E,q"m $ g
e & O#w P i’fp
( instruction)

i F]

Bopoe 3l Mo oo E A AE A2 EEFLEE P A
) (task-oriented) - 4 fﬁ]ﬁ?ﬁ ﬂ‘ oo FEbA 2 Al A A R 4
(internal) A fAL R B A L i v 3 I[t_? i s

i 2 AT R AN N+ = ¢ B

PN R -]

Fosb e A e th o A FE e Gt AAFAL T EfRF e bR Q@ﬁ'l
(people oriented ) AR fou 4 - 42 R fFLf8 XM

(external) e l__%* 2 Lo 2 it 5 4 W Al g e

7 L Kk J& : Grigorenko, E.L., & Sternberg, R.J. (1997). Styles of thinking,

abilities, and academic performance. Exceptional Children,63, p.298-299.

(+ B

s hE )
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z ~ A R EFF (personality)

"R ME R LRGP FEPRAN S N A R o
AT R B e B A A R FF G M o Sternberg &
Lubar(1991,1995,1996)#% &1 = 7| B fr gl 4 7 B € & L R &
;ﬁr :

(- ) #o#pr? P 0% L (tolerance of ambiguity )

(=) B & MR # (obstacles) I iy B4

(Z) i =>+& T &% 35 5% (openness to new experiences )
(2 ) & h &=k & (task sensible risks)

(7 ) Bt (individuality) ¥ 5 £ 3 B £ 7 & (convictions)

(=) p #2xic (self-efficacy)

(=) @2 (humor)

7 ~ %1 (motivation)

Bl 4 FRLHBRAP Lho Ti7 v B8 (task-focused

motivation ) ¥ £]:2 4 H € & |4 ( Stermberg & Lubart,1991,1996) -

i F B LR 4 AP & (desiredgoals) F 0 2 % P A
P (4ot pAREDER) S - L igi P ERENH
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Gk
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(‘J

Meap e o gAMbl d o oo =k A
FREY AN IEERAL > HAE A E LR A pE PP
& % 4 (intrinsic motivators) > 4- @ 3 RE A% ~ p A F R E >
Fi A2 Ei? B nf o & L BAStEaE o e 4B

4RI oo I AR eneh 4 (extrinsic motivators) > LA € i

= p ¢ oo ad % (goal-focused motivation ) > # 3T £ & & R o

¥ — 3 § - Stermberg & Lubart (1995) 32 % 8 28 p A 1% ¥

+ ~ B "% % (environmental context)

- FFRhMLES R O
i

QIE RIS

1 ~
~=i
i
=
N
B
iy
=g

> ;% (Sternberg &
Lubart,1991) :
(- ) BBE%ET g3 82 (sparkideas)

FERBREF S REE AL PN R e REAH L RS T B
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bt
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puig
o

TR o
(=) BRBEREEF BB S RHAR P
FRAESE LR JLRERERLL TR OB e AR
£] & ° Sternberg & Lubart (1995) 3% % i!}:/]?ﬁ'%fr;i;#ﬁ,ﬁ,ljﬁ 4 Tk B
HAlg+ g LI LR h - Br22FPLFHLEESY AL
a3l REEHREREZL- BEE 2 HDLFLRR

R H R ke B HITIoRE o T AR

,\
I

N

R

o

P

4%

i

>
i

g 4 R

FhEgd s A AimaEgEas ko k- 245

PE-BFREKG AT LMDPEE o AR L DERL T
PREROTIR (4o B ) FRRIFDTR (0 BB )
et B RA B RPN L AR F ok FAZABEFTRE G A X
Bl e B RN H R 2R B R R LA AR 1 e

i o
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Sternberg & Lubart(1991)3% 5 £33 4 ¥ 22 > 5 & > & HIR

oo plEd A RRGKEFTHELN - L- B o R

(continuum ) 5 4l £ f@ 7 #F < o ] FHKF » Alig 4T
PR F A PRE R AR B R IBFPELT RS T

VRGP K A EY o mH 2 o 4ok Gardner(1993) %7 4% ) b

)

< C (‘big C’ creativity ) fv -] c(‘little C’creativity )erfz & o

T flE A KT ERARTFTREFAE L AR
MR A - BEEPRERE S F BRI
FoAlE A BRI B A EFTH BATIERET R 4ol
PR~ FEB A nuie s R
ff 1 o Sternberg(2000)™ 43 91 % % L L & 4 A WE 4 g4 o A
x ,T*u SRR A T 0 Al A B Ik p 3 B A ehh % (creativity is
a decision) » &_ @8- % p ¢ A F B MAIRE A > @ F E_ X 4 g
AEEATRATEG RIS o Ft o gl T A - EHT

R FF o oa A7 42t ¥ i 4 (a modifiable ability) o
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FRH AR AL AP B ERE R P §

El

EH e F i TERER ) PRA > R AlRS R 4D

»

oA R RR AP BRI R ART RS 5B
AR AR BERFARERY G R ESLE o+ C ol o
Ao Bl AR A 2 E A hE v F L FEp KA

CHE BAWET ERE 0 R LEBE A MR NL

% % Albert Einstein » Pablo Piscasso ... > e 4 i & + & § Bl ¥
&5 AL IAVESOLGEEN O DAL A FRORE S S
i

—

kK m_® § 4 - T B RN A 2 4 o Gallagher(1986, 3l g
Cropley,1992,p.29) 45 d1 24 1 2 i 7 £ & & F 2 B BN € p 74
kg R onFFEBET - A2 4 (We cannot simply sit back and
assume that potential will realize itself without any help.) o #1127 »
FRIZGAE T UF RS a NP2 Epd BB L P4 o

BF e T v oA 3 5 ek g (Nickerson,1999) o

j"En';E PJQF\?'f

N

P E KBRS QG PR RT A HF
HEFRF N2 P EE 2 mplgd 2R BT
B > VHUERBRREZLPER A LT ATERA RS HE L
Fha - AT PP ELRBERET B T 2ELFED
o R By AaPLELBET S T AREY 0 REFYG
WP HE R RBORENE  FEFAFFLIHFLLIG S i
Flo i E F A gl 4 Lo

49



o KEHELES A ROEF

flig 4 B F Fmagzrgxm;rgJ—kx:mA;m R H R
LHE B AGDT - - k4 o Cropley (1992) 45 4l 4 H5 B

SR RER A D B E A BRI 0 R AL

14
W
\H'

4~

FEBERFI R -R PR AR G HAERREZ BT
FEAANRG A PRAFEEEFE L FF FHERDS
4] & ? Nickerson(1999)45 &1 13 4 ¥ g d 84 M3k B ch g
A e BRF 523 4 #F(Amabile, 1983; Amabile & Tighe, 1993;
Cropley, 1992; Dominowski, 1995 ; Finke, Ward, & Smith, 1992;
Guilford & Tenopyr,1968; Hennessey, Amabile, & Martinage,1989;
Stein,1974,1975; Sternberg & Lubart,1996) - i 3 * 1 2" R £ ¢ 4
3 N s A AE) AR P ko 4o 4 i (Brainstormin)

o 3 WM ena st > Torrance(1972,351 p Cropley,1992,p.92)3%

VRS ek A B LPRERY L ERAK

(A2 HE B - BEFTAR)DEFE K G (IrERFVHER DT F
BN FTH I R B ) Cropley(1992)3n 2 ‘28 2 st % >

FAG RPN G B e HN AR R
FENEES TN A D IR R TE R I Y 3

E AT LR - RPF T o KAl DR AIE S BBk
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Sl w I REAR S Al A AT gk — TR AT 0

BEPEERFRBEFALDER  Z2TPEIRIE L Phg

T
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o

SRR AR g AR

77 7 J&_Sternberg &2 Lubart 4] 4 £ F % - Amabile
g 4 X A HN ~ 12 2 Csikszentmihalyi eh4] 3 4 & i &
ZREEP e flE A RAFAKFEEE L LG A RDT

e —AliE A T AT UKo

- ~ Sternberg & Lubart chg|$ 4 L F 2 H B

TR RTRG R AR FA RS P H TR A

BOLTRECARET B RRE A hne RS

|
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BAEZAM AT RELE I 6 Ll 4 g4
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FERGFELLLATRH, G5 03EL Mafid g
ZEFAEC LA B
“ i > @ 0 Sternberg F AT AFFHEMAL O FH A
2558 g% & (instruction) ¥ 8 4 &t 4 2R P o & 1 £ 4
g E YA cmEL LY ehF P 4 LT %l ¥ T Sternberg
= A4l (STAT) » 35 1T B en g 2 » T3 A fr i 4

BAIL ~FFF a4 ~ B F B (high-balanced ) & ¥ i@ § 4

w3

(low-balanced) » £ #7353 F 2 g LA I A 472~ LI 2~ F
£~ B 3 (memory instruction)® w AR F T & ¢ 5 AT u > G o
B4 Bgs Pl Ep e a4 A e 24 (a good fit)ehk § & oo
FRERE A L BRGNS P B R E R
#](a final project) s ¥ FEFE > ;0 » F T E A HEF Y R 3
e Ad MR REE Y FRT B G A RAR PR
%%Kaﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁ4ﬁﬁ%%%@¢§ist%ﬁﬁi
MR HEE w4 74 ey 2 (Sternberg & Clinkenbeard,1995;
Sternberg, Ferrari, Clinkenbeard, & Grigorenko, 1996; Sternberg,
Gigorenko, Ferrar, & Clinkenbeard,1999) o #7112 » d 3 L] & ~ & 47
e A AR G AR EARS R BB D R
At R EHE L ARG A FREEIFI o REa ey

DRI G o pli AT L 5T



Sternberg, Torff, & Grigorenko(1998):& (7 7 ¥ — 78 4p B &~
T A u Lz E (213 ) fon & s (14] )BT H %
FithERa &% | (traditional instruction) ~ 3 7 b 2 ~
N s e Db+ & (critical-thinking instruction)
mE AL ELEEL A EF Y N4 T =2 Ak ¥H | (triarchic

instruction) > HHE 42 F Y A % (2 %) frfdwmg (A

Em) WP WLP S EERM B hiE C AMEE S
FRFEFFL AR AT CAAERTTELAR S BEFFRTH

PR N L R Nz A AR F RS RE B S
LB DS gk o B2 A% 5 2D

% ® 5 H oA o Gardner(1983) 471 % A 47 ()it 1% hIL 4 47

W

) %’K’g@g TR R A H R A A B A A

FE A PR E TR P

yoeobo felr & a4 4 L4 M en#E 45 L 4 (insightful thinking) -
Davidson & Sternberg(1984)% M v &_¥ 12 # ¢ - Davidson #£
Sternberg | * # & ~ £ & - F2 B H v FHROP F O KEF 2
et ERME S ERE O REERM L IR

o ®FQE PP AhREERLT NS EEYL

2 plg A hE W TR 6 0 Sternberg & Lubart(1991)4, 1 @
RERRKTHGEFT AT i s BT a2 JIAIE 4 FE > &
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vl R REEDTBRAALFT RS ARED S T FY
KEEBNR % s D FHER S BFF 2P o Ry

s AR PR FE AT 0 P EERER B2 ALY
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o
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b5
e
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=
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“ﬁt,\ ‘E*j;%‘rmg—l

G
il

R A

I+~

g itemE %k s X2 it~ Ak - K F (schooling)... ¥

#

i\

,dm

SRR AR EV Mg ¥ UKagm o T EI R -

A

¥ %

g

=hg

# #2 B (Sternberg,1988b) > & F1& fx e (7 pc v (T h - & & B ¥
FIE BTG Femz 2 A0 4 b o ok F e g s T

rRE RS SRS EE R FI N E R ST T

+ 3k + > Sternberg £ Lubart )i 4 3 F 1L #H - I
R ® R AR BE e T Crobach &

Snow(1977)7 ATl(aptitude-treatment interaction)B 2 > 35 % B

KTHRBEL LE S T N

~ Amabile (7 4]i¢ 4 = & {3\ EE

(- ) 4l 2L HN PP
Amabile(1983,1990,1996) 4+ ¢ < 5 & & - & I T £]i¢
4 e 4 ;% | (the componential model of creativity ) » 3% 5 £] i3

LA RN R MRS AR ML E BB B
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PR T B e 231

1. 48 3 48 B 3 & (domain-relevant skills)
ALY E AR AR M R E o s B 0 R FHk VAR
(talent) 7 o Af & 4p B 3 it " A R A B A Bk A
it 4~ 24 4 (perceptual skills) fr# iF H it (motor skills)
e FUEErNEED N T KESR

2. £l 4 p B B (creativity-relevant skills )

TN

i bR @A FRAHAFME > A4 ITRSE DT
B 1 ( cognitive style ) ~ A& 2 374 2 e 3 M o @
(knowledge of heuristics) ~ 4% % #2 ~ fF & 4L » ] (T 1 1T
B # (work style) e £l 4 4 M B ac 9@ AL A R & H >
[ R VIR E A E e

3. 7% % (task motivation)
cHEA BAG > - BAGHEIBZDLERE Y - BAHNE
{7 iEaxpF B A B 48 oo (perception) o W f - T B A
ERREEAT R E R BN AR ORAER
A, L RIFRAERBREFFART AERRY FF DA
# ' 4| (salient extrinsic constraints ) #- = + B 44 chae F &7

F s

“m}

Lotk A AT B ARSI B i 4

gg;fgz; gt‘rm}a\ Ltg,st;\z; o
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A AR B A £lid 4 4p B A T % b
IR IR IR
o AF 3 3P B ik ST e = SO o N X s HE IR
N LR A © AR E TR L
A * 2 o N g F R Rk
Nz opR7 I RE g vk B o T
at :
A ’@f‘, I R AT
, . Poe el TR B '__Z‘P £ £
. X im;&fr’sb 3 G s ;iivﬁr.% =
s X4 mBRE 4 Rl S N . %Ff:’g?}é_xq.;”ﬁq
s Ezbr ten s AR A D % . ;Z}Ir' F g o]
T A RET TR
/\ i 4

Bl 2-3.1 £l 4 % Iﬂﬁﬂf§1$ g 2
7 kR ¢ Amabile, T.M.(1996). Creativity in context. Westview

Press.p.84

flig 4 2z i+ & F ¢ > Amabile #Z a8 R L B
el T Z o L AR BT LERDG LS
TR k7 i oA B3RO RBP4 BB

AR M A 2 B s g BEBR AN AT AR A R(can
do)r e s ¥R I BAREPRELEY a4+ 40

(will do) = B 42 ( Amabile, 1990 ) - Amabile(1996):& — # % 33 4+ ¢

(sh

B AR AR E TR EREFLE A DR F A
W A AR A o Wk AR A RE T A
BosE - H A 4Fp A (autonomy ) ~ At 4 & x5~ (task
involement ) > iz F] & F & 50 T AR Ao P A B o 3 B a5 E R
B E M B R A w4 ot & F # (informational and enabling

extrinsic motivation) > F B3t £l 4 2 IR ¥ - 'R 7 il
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( connoting control) > f #f AL € H B FlF ¢ E R g7 F ek L d
# (controlling extrinsic motivation) > @ "% X B 48 o p A $ % >

4%\’%’\£IJ3§4 %-\,IFLO

(Z) KA AR FE2 484 BRBv i

Amabile B A P AF P H A E R MBS T %ﬁ*v) fadF
AR B A4 s TEF PN AR AT LD M g o Hennessy,
Amabile, & Martinage(1989;Hennessey & Amabile,1988)17 113 =
VB EIFTHY S BEN AR B RSET 0 B4R AR
Pl- R ReEa Bfle RGP ARG ELY T
BE L EHH o FRES]) P AREY DEEPN ARG M OER
FUORBA LM RE - aEAKEZTT e o JHHP ) R
PR A AFE AP AB B AR R P e Y R R

“@

o P AN REA IR P L D
NAaE s Y A4 T 4 & (immunizing) o 4l e

Pl P Remg s REAERA R G LSEES Ll A -

A E A EERY > FRHRN AR TR V- B
FAleaF 2 pl A3 guaypR > R g - 2 a8y 7

Fodr 3 HOELY R E & F]J mEE T

w3

RN N L E RS S ICTE T DETE B3

PRIl FEFEHTL R ETRA T HHE

Il

o BESBR P ARBEIR/EY B gd SR BT

57



1o ;._,Fl;iﬁ’f?“mﬁ

*E‘“é
=%
ot
=
F_k
by
&=
P
4
8
F=1)
=1
&
F -
‘3,1‘\

HmE Ll A W HE R R g o AT s e N
d NI N B A AR R A D s N PR R AT

R ST R AL g TRB Y b AT BT b A op

“,érf e (Amabile,1983 ) > & T4l 4 &7 Lo

Kl

¥ ¢ 5 Cropley(1992) 7 j& =& A o Rk FE £l 4 ¥ 2 7 14

% > Cropley # Amabile eh3Z 3 §F 4o 2-3.1 305 & ¢ A1 4

AR AR Atk Ay o B ek e
% (expertise)~ Al R it 4 2 HIT > BF R EAJFF DA RET

BAEFL LA I 257 FenivE o

30231 FEAES hZ A AN

& 2 roE R B EREZHRB OV A

R = SR . g

o % B AR B vk ° 3

Frrr i
lig 4 4P M 4 2R e B 1 4 o v X
73 o Frrkh L B *@t B

(40 @ FHHc R ¥ )
B A s FEE BT F *®m b B

N N LR

N\ EF f__{ #%: %‘k ”

¥ BARGE X LAEAH AT UIRG LERIAL A 2 F g
I .S Y F RN SN R P
74 kR : Cropley,A.J.(1992).More ways than one :Fostering creativity.

Norwood, NJ: Ablex. p.29.
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Cropley(1992)F FF o 34 = » 38 P B¢ 2 52 B3 4 —18 ¢
(opportunity) ?'P:}%ffié%? MAEEF S R EES AE A D
g0 blde BB R AR NIpLI R HEF L H Al B
FRAFIRBL N FHEIDPLEL F T HRGP
€ = & P E T 1 Amabile *T F £ Ak € TR B 7 ’4%»5'—\?5@’
KEFEEFLRELEF) AL NS FEBE > NKERE B4 h

RN TR S

= ~ Csikszentmihalyi e0£]:% 4 % VB

Csikszentmihalyi ( 1996,1999) 12 % i 7 [ % B (variation) |
fePEE A BELPHIH b mplE s e RO TR
40 % JL5Y | (the systems model of creativity) » &% v gL f2
BAgpl G FRAAF I F LB B ER > BHASE DAL
PRAMEHMF S(RE) CLALIMEESLFELELERE D

ERES BT TP A (gatekeepers) T 0 4 F o € E ~ AF

ﬁ%,:,\;;-\alt@yktm._ .[;ﬁ ]w:tl:,\,ﬂ}‘;owru,ﬁljféql)ﬁﬁiﬁg{

i

B €& hF k% — 4% (domain) ~ A2 § & (field) ~ B 4
(individual) —: = B & 2 2 ch k5L G A > L2 4R A

eI E o
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ARHIN Y AR AP Y e b2 ? s Ed R R
PR A 02 T#I;\ RATEL % AL AR AT BN IR BB A A AT F A Es

%ﬁfiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬁﬁ’%ﬁﬁg@%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%

R G HAROARET B B A
AL h RN FEgEB R BET P A D EEEE
M E S RPEFE G %I N B o Csikszentmihalyi(1990):#-p
ER ARG AR o Tl ag® s (flow experience)
PEA A F R BAE R N LN T R RPREF S T
Plenp AW aEE R MRS BE AR AEY o LR

FEEE

Csikszentmihalyi & Wolfe (2000 ) # Csikszentmihalyi 14| i
G HEY A RT P KPR RAoPRBF L Db
Popdiplgd BTV RAE RN AT EFAY AT R L m
B (4B 2-3.2 %7 ) Fid = BRs e % - BRAs L
BREE 2 F Y M (38 ) — 4 ¥ (domain) 5 ¥ = B A
Afpdlwdat s — A § o (field); S22 L5424 — B4

(individual ) > £ 4 hE B L P wBd > 7 KEFERKHE 4 D E

HQS‘%%S;félg;o?%iﬂéljﬁ%mi?4 j\? illﬁéﬁ‘iﬁ?f‘fﬁ/ﬁ'
f2 0 B2 Oy kieY A2 %L kP2 eARE > I ¥
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A e R R R L EEET s X o A o

RATERRE M AR Ppleki o

PR HS  KFLKEY R HT P4 H0F 4 mg)
B4 AR FEF A MR LT o s TP A
g4 hd & P i—ﬁ » Csikszentmihalyi 2 Wolfe 32 % 2t 4% 8 § 4
Giglis 4 o LD LR EE Y AEE S kAR D,
WLEAR R AEY  RRAEL P AR RE Y
@ 31

* gi(en]oYment)’S PR REER o TR TR

A RE S ATERRAEENY AL THHESR 4N EE

$ Y A
(Material)

<
% (Projects) @ f&
g%%ﬂéi%ﬂ
B 2-3.2 &z P g4 ks

4 %k V&R : Csikszentmihalyi, M. & Wolfe, R. (2000).New conceptions and

research approaches to creativity: implications of a systems perspective for

creativity in education. In K.A.Heller, F.J.Monk, R.J.Sternberg, & R.F.
Subotnik ( Eds.) . International Handbook of Giftedness and talent.p85.
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g4 ag E H&v]v‘_z,f-;ﬁ lgjguuﬁud.@ﬁf?*)&j;}%mx% B ~ g
FRELESHNIRAL B RER W PELER F A

oo R AL R IR P 3N 5 6.0 R FREVRL A A O L > N £ A DR & o

BRIEEE A4 dagaed o Flerw pp 4R

+ik = B Al 4 % o Sternberg 2 R A B fe Al 4 FE
g & 2> Amabile J5 AL g RE ¢ R R BR R WKL 0 D
B H £)i¢ 4 & I Csikszentmihalyi 3 3 £ 4 a8 2 A3 %
GAT L FE NI oo = fEhit oy il B A AR TR B T & A
A ORE RFAFAES ARBEFER 3 I AE BB OE
2 BREBERAE S OV R BEFA R T2 P AR P LY
el 4 B 472 » Aamabile ~ Csikszentmihalyi % % 32
BT OLAED e p LB ER B LIS o 0 Al R R
BV OLFR S EFRK TR REEDRFRFFHRE L A
NEL & > K AKFIHR -FESINEIRREFROFE L
EFafEgd BRAG ¢l o aidgd ap

Gh o AR TS nER R G
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Bt o - HBBHe 1 FEEPBBRE AL A
b Rd S 8 o Amabile(1993) BRI ¥ 1 T F e (40 1
AB s BPR ) BRI L ITHEd 25 BEG 0 R
PoRE AR AT A B Rl o B Y
H £ %48 (enjoyment) A& ~ 45 < % L~ p A 4 i (self-
expression) & B A PR PF - R L Flehp Ahid 4 B oA b A
B Ry F BRI - 1R BRI FA L g

P R R R P it E oo

Ioade el 4 OB A4 (R 91b) W HEY P
pEW AR OF ARG VAR BEAE S o LGS B R

AR ABWHL RS DI Gk e AR EAS S RS

(=) #4114 0 p % |2 (spontaneity)

Brehm (1966) 7~ 32 & $u 32 345 (theory of psychological
reactance) > 3 & § BH AL I p e hp d X PG AR PPE o
™ o# P B OF o = R B F 3B (31 p OHara &

Sternberg,2001,p.197 ) » 4F 4 & @B & —‘g » 4 Rogers (1954) ~
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Maslow (1968 ) u 5 £lig 4 4 d BHE T AL FH 0B E{oi
R o2 op A IR e o7 c(Collin & Amabile,1999) - &
HEHORE . wALE P FE o ARAE SRR D

SRIE R RN R ek £ P IE R

7B Ch U FIE A A p B R E > Koestner, Ryan,
Berrieri, & Holt(1984) i 35 " #n 3 % # , (cognitive evaluation

theory) ek it » ¥ 3t ¢ A 4] en [ 7% & ¥ ¢+ | ( functional

significance ) —# #1222 4 1+ ( controlling and informational )

BRI AP R R B 0 2
AR AURER T AR P Sy E R e

(controlling-limits group) » ™ “w& 2”7 fr “ti- BHFF 7 il
BEAEF O E R E R REER LBk
(informational-limits group)> ™ i 3 B 4 e &F §F B E F ¥ £

WEAFFRDE R A Al PIART ER L] e 2

e =S

B2 E p ERPFCEIEABOEFZ I E A RR
BB HPN AF > F 2 Amabile(1982a)sh [ £ = § 52 | =g
FRARDEL - AL EFH IR EHE IS e & T

vl

PR LB e ned i BRRE NS AREEEH

75 BN A R o
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(= ) Amabile % f ch# S BER AP BF& T
A5 I8 JF]‘ ( Crutchfield,1962;Rogers,1954) ¥+ £]:2 4 p %
Mg R R “f[i A e Al L FHERR G B L4
Amabile (1983 ) & M d & Al 4 PRK T P d 85 304l
AR om b B d A 4 R E 5 £ 0 o Hennessey &
Amabile(1988)#F A ¢ B A2+ PP FL B EFR I HFT &
g oo A g g s b e AR S e B o f e
Mo gl @ 4 ¢ FlFE e ¥ (Amabile,1979 ) ~ & & B 5
( Amabile,1982b )~ # #L % # ' 4]+ (Amabile & Gitomer,1984)
& & ¥ (Amabile , Hennessey, & Grossman, 1986) % * & 4]
B ¥ 5 ¥ ¢t > Amabile, Dejong, & Lepper(1976,5! p Hennessey &
Amabile,1988,p.18) e 7 % P & *T 4| (deadline) ¢ "% 1~ & 4
Y FHERPFOPN ph o R AFEARFEFRUGILT S ¢

PEE gl 0 7 Amabile(1996)4 & R B A A

<
=
R

s (arbitrary/unrealistic) FF F "X 4] E_5 F 3 £l2 4 D f o AL € TR

BEAE -

3

b it Amabile (1979) @t g > &1 95 =g & B < F ehk

¥

i

¥ %ok F b A — =@y ¥ (evaluation expectation )
2 7 @@ (instruction) > 25 =% N B e W IFH T EH L B 4 (7
% i3 pb (collage-making ) (g 8> H 7 2@y {24 £ 8

&l

i (evaluation—specific creativity focus) » 3 f ¢ #Fw| ik 2 =4
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\_
She

KM P BR A CREBEND HERP 2SR
FHR P AHERAER R FREY S BRE P
FEBER S HFTEDY Y §ARplR S o BE RO P

PlREgE A A ¥ 5%k mE—F LS LRoD

SR CBHLAREFI LS fu o 8 Lp MR ARG

BE ARG Y R RPF LR R R T ES R

o4 B 4lig 4 4 I 0 2 Amabile (1979,1983) 7 55 3 3k (7 % A

feslde p g apldd AR AEAFR T AR 2B E AR
AP AM TR e FenA - T ER D - BASNF
B LG T FERIF Y G RS REERI
H x5~ P & E g e (heuristic) @ 2L P & % en

(algorithmic ) & m » 2 3

*sskf

A S U AR T Y

B kS Al 4 & 0 Amabile(1979)E5 § ¢ 4 ¥

R AR R B AE LA o A
BATI LRGBS PRl BPES AL L g f

- BN AF B E LI 4 ol > Amabile (1985) 1



PR TR FIHE  GXFHESFF AR - g Fw o
FePERIEFEPRL L P AP O E P FRENP LD
Zd o Aad el RN FREN AhEd o gl eR 2
ﬁ%@%W%o%%%m’iizﬁﬁﬁﬂ&%%&é%%’%
e MR AE R RN B +§%+§§T’Fﬂﬁﬂﬁdi§é*‘%Iﬁ’ﬁi&%iﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ
A AP RAEd K FE - ERE o §Fa AR E N AR
Flid 2 - P ITHEFEREY D NG TR Bl e DR
WA A FEEORE E\l;ﬁ“vj p # 3] # (self-instruction) g
FRAGON AR Ea kB AR AR 4ok B i Hennessy et
al.(1989) e 3 » = g V¥ 5 d B4 > 205 p & b ] g

|4 T

() £ 8%cmE
Sternberg £ Lubart ¢hg|d 4 L F R HAR T Zi7 v
5 Al 4 eh> 38 TR 2 - o Csikszentmihaly 2 T 45 % 5% | )
RLTEF B BN G 5k fi o4 0t 2 %> Collin & Amabile(1999)
i mE Al 4 e F 0% i 232 b (4 Runco & Chand,
1995; Woodman & Schoenfeldt, 1989,1990) & F ##~ 37 * ( 40 :
Albert,1990;Greer & Levine,1991; Heinzen, Mills, & Cameron,1993)

S ER L TR
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BN LB SEF oA AR AR ey TER
53 | (over-justification)r 3 » & BHEH v AP F EH

Fenfin o Fa EMEPN AR HAS AL EAEE G R

=K

0 *f{mﬁ,&; T 5 O ﬁm%f;}lgj F‘QI?' s}h é_fﬁl‘l’}&(—lﬂ_" . ﬁ%?}v)? "
# B £]:% 4 (Eisenberger,Armeli, & Pretz,1998 ; Eisenberger &

Armeli, 1997; Eisenberger & Selbst,1994) -

Amabile(1983)3n 5 7 3 L & ehFP § L #HF BT L £ B 4l
SRR A E A TEERP | REAL PR T
Zimmerman(1985)» 4p &1 § & & ok F i TP P
(explicit instruction) ~ 3 & M w 4% (informative feedback) » 1 %
B EE R ARG M p ERLERE R o
4_- Eisenberger % {7 5 P~» 0§ F RI3L 5 4 F] 5 Amabile(1982b)
R 0 N R AR B BRRE DR A RBEY RER A
i# 4 % B ( Eisenberger,Armeli, & Pretz,1998; Eisenberger & Armeli,

1997) -

Eisenberger et al.( 1998) 12 416 = 5 > &£ m #f e § 4 5 F
TH % 2FA BRBRFFAF P R (explicitness of
promised reward) £ £l 4 P G o F kK- L 216 = 2 LT
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TSR AR W

@RS v EHE S AR AR E R o 2B T R
HERUAAIAIREFREF P2 - L gLy @
FoleiRz2 g ine R F% - HFFTLRP B
S 32 P st M 220 R EEREP A R T A
TEPREAD —Ef /AT R KPP ERAP — B /R e —
ERFAZNAERA DT FPERP —BF/ABEY 2%
EREFD CA2EFFDIEE” T RELEEP R FTALFENR
o REREFEAGES ARE A 2 TRF PR Lo
BEHFR ATAERRT BTV NRAET S A E gl
W LF A BACR TV RANGE 2B ERP P G

B oA B AR A LR R

Eisenberger et al.(1998)sn4= 3 » # T 7 #HFiT L ¥ ¥ 11 &
AF 2 hflgd LR THERRKY afldd vty £&5
Foom oo £ o P L & pt o Sternberg & Lubart(1991)#7
W AR Y B ] — P B R R R
TR B AN BB R ET o oS ARTFAL A

PV R R e
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S pAE AR B HREE T (synergy)

Koestner et al.(1984)en#= 3 # I > § 7 5 "LH L x4
ﬁ%$®éﬁ’Wﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂﬁ@%’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@%
g o BN ARSI AL 2 DN T %
BN AFTEEG AT I RER LS - BEE

§ AR S H ) R PR BN R TR ahlg

FH o FiAlmEr s gREP A F R ER LD

W iR R P A 0 Amabile(1993,1996)12 & % Hp 2n 5 b A d

A AU Al 4 e B X S A A R R FR

(- ) #4 et A6 (synergistic extrinsic motivators)
ke LSBT BRI FAEEROES W F TRL

PR 1 0

ETIRS

M ¢k A # 5 (informational extrinsic motivation ) » {& ﬁ
% % 1% (enabling extrinsic motivation ) » ¥ & B F] 2 ¥ 1 I » ¥

BN AR S o B BN AR WAk AR A

et B gl 4 Ao

ICIAE R R RN TS S & Rl S S - fé"iﬁ'lﬁ’% C R A B
BAE T A b g e & B4  (extrinsics in service of
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intrinsics) » M X L B A o 4 R B R BPRHAERKL > 0 B3 A D
ARk E TR T B E T RS (R e e

( motivation-work cycle match) > Amabile ( 1996) ip AR

bl

PR ERRMA T FF AL F R mREEEF T

RERT BRE A ARl EERY o BRI E G B

7
o

(=) 2244 et 4% % (nonsynergistic extrinsic motivators)
s A A2 XA OR o - Al Ak
( controlling extrinsic motivation) > & j# &2 p &4 4p % - 3 I

’}vi\ﬁljiéi %\,I}Lo

W FREAIE fj‘bf‘l% T s Sternberg ¥ Lubart ( 1995) 2
bR B o) AFE R AT G L3 v a0 54

tEBEgpaRE c IPREEF ST EEBLERERLA T

F=1)

Eisenberger et al. (1998)h#@ 3 > dg N F & v £ 3@ > B P
e

Ew bR AR R

*E,.,‘\
pas)
=3
L
B
{"“t\;-
=
Em
=

G TRBARLER ca AT A T iFER
#

P R RS B RS B AR
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N
—
i

Amabile(1993)#t it T chp Ad B H 2 T #4486 | chF o A

B R EAH 21T £ 4 ) (Work Preference Inventory, WPI)

)

o p AR aEE T AL TR 2T R2E 8 e R
¢ 7 & % 3 1 p AL 7 (self-determination) ~ i 4 P+ W
(competence challenge) ~ i 7% #& » (task involvement) ~ 4 &
(curiosity) -~ % 4& (enjoyment) ¥? # 4& (interest) ( Amabile, Hill,
Hennessey, & Tighe, 1994) - B A thp Ad i > £ P43 4 20
HE R TF|E 0 AP R A A E A RE > £ % Amabile chzh i o

MR BFERIFRER AT EE ) BRE AL IR EARERT P

R aFEF L Nl LRT T LR
%o oM %‘f—g cHE DB RN AR ;8 o Hennessy et al. (1989)
dp AR BT g d e e o Csikszentmihalyi(1997) 1

AR R A o N TR AP Y 9F ¥ HY  (a model of

»
=9

71 i

intrinsically rewarding learning) > % # # & ¥ chiE 2 @ & 7
@ RE s B Y A 4 A & odh(rewarding) 0 B 8 e BB 8 A

[E=

FAE PR 2 0 R ETEFOT A 3R

gtz 2 or e F 3

fe o % E T 4 73 %14 (concentration) 5. £ A
(distractions) ; 6. % fF chip#1 % Jp w & 7 chE RN 5 7.4/ 8 = & fr

72



p A 4z 4% ( self-transcendence ) ; 8.5 3 & ¥ & £ e p e {4 (the

autotelic nature of true learning) - # ¢ % - 2. > dp P R L

LRI R

el

FHE? o FEIAPRETETEE DN F A

PRNIE SPREYRE AT REER Y

"
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A4 22

yr & P IER REAZA AR DM R

i~ P

1§;\7.

CEELA

-S'u_\F,

Locke ** 1968 # 1 &9 &% 7 32 3% ( goal-setting theory ) »

IR AFEFPEE RIFELR PP G A 35 ERPFE

FEP o FRHmG AT RS T AR A o s AR E
iR A FIEE AW 21 TR o Ryan(1970)3# &1 & 3 1)

e P % (conscious goal ) #-

h

FEBMOEE > P HRR TILH T
Ryan o & 5 A# A P IR L 2L @R L7 5 EBHEHAE
o A AP 2T A & A g T # (Locke & Latham,2002; Locke,
Shaw, Saari, & Latham,1981 ) 2 ¥ ,?u Bk T L ehip M A R

= 4 3t -

A AmA

(- ) B a4 (goal mechanisms)

PRRREE BB AR FCELAR S AT RHEE AR

o & P AP R T, - ll?'é’-ﬁij B % o Locke &



Latham(2002)3g 1 P HFJ E T 7le AR FI X FLR LR L7
= 5l i (directive function) @ & 2 3Av ¥ (7 5 3 6 73]
FoRBHMEY LR A By AP HRPHDERT 2.0 57
g% 4 e i (energizing function) @ f Fl ¥ jdz vy
1A AR I Ay 4 3 B P
(persistence) : B % ¢ LR UF| L ¥ 4 % & F REF T gL 4.
PR35 K vk % B (strategy development): 45 P 3% €#- 18 17 &

MR R e R AR LR RSP R

PHE AP REAY ¥ B EER R il g B s

40
ks

W L > AP HRARTLPIEH o 5 PHESPRTER
B R A A M REBARL: RSB R Rsms s B
PEA R A vd o £ H 2 & %3] (Latham, Daghighi,
& Locke, 1997 ; Latham & Locke, 1991 ; Locke, Shaw, Saari,
& Latham,1981 ) Ft 2. 35(X 84)iF & P 3%k T I 4 M = },?e )
PP BRRAHFELAR DAL BB A HE D R
Eh@AE o R A AR o T BRADBRE RES R

AR R R B T BN ARG ek o

(= ) P &5 £ (goal attributes)

P73 3B E T} % (content) frii & (intensity) o P & p
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FABMATGE RO OA LR P RR AL L B KD
% ( Latham, Daghighi, & Locke,1997 ) P 1% 3% T3 #% #73F i1 e

=5

PHEBEASEY 2R Fha B R —P0 oLl
( specificity ) & P & 1+ (clarity )» 2 2 p # e %) ¢ & (difficulty )
Pk Pt L h Lo P FREINPE  Frefr

PAR e TS R B dp i R AR & & ok ® (Locke et
al. ,1981)- Latham & Locke(1991)%F & iT 400 | F # 4 7 ch & % >

FIR I - RO p EETE S FIEAEETELLEF M G

I PHEDFIRERETELRSERIEH G F5 B AR LA

-

g 4 R A Z PR oA P oK

x\"l

#Z PR T o Btk g R
ORI ARGEIFSBAREPIERAAFEL Y 4 B -
20 F e s PrRoan S FlEanp o e A KPR p gk
(4 V% 4 @ 5 do-your-best” ) & m 3 E PR ML p
o AR PRF{AALFDER R4 A R

PHf LA RERE . R BUBHLARERG P PG

»

w,z%%%ﬁw,@&%fﬁe FIEET s AN FILE T

. PP E R E LA R L2 (variability)

-
e
s

R B RARR L) 0 Fl S FE DRI

> BAIH TE AR FLER- K o
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MR ERPPEOFREETELRZ FF AL 0
PR %o AR L BN YRR PR TS TR
G185 5 o Amabile(1996)3% 5 £ ¢ B e (v £ 7 0 s B A
b o 3 B4t £lag 4 & > Csikszentmihalyi (1996) 1 T ig
s o 2 RATHEE RN ABBRE FANBHEE L
ARt 0 ENMEBRAPREFER o8 AP TR RF L ERF
IERARAARER Y HWEPHP AR HHT 03
PPRMEEIER o F AR P FRIPp AL L ITE

W GLE R PR )T E R TP R R {2 hh IR

4R B HiEr o

(=) B % kh(goal source)

PiRh kiR - dg P iR TP - Y s S dg iR ik
(assigned goals )~ % #7 p & % % _(participatively set goals) ~ ¥ §
37 P & (self-set goals)= #f ( Locke & Latham,2002) - P %3k T_

2

CTRAHEELAROPEE FEF PO RS AR e oo A ik e T
R 1 -F F =

L 3% Bt vs. £8P R T
Latham, Daghighi, & Locke(1997)_} & # & & > 45

TP EXR TN AERE ok o RHEARAER S8 E
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KRRl afRApN b LAFEFAT GG

# Fehgt 3t Chang & Lorenzi(1983)e# 3 4 41 » 7 3 dp %
PRt 50 B ARk T fRA H 4 G ABDITE R Ad i
PR TP 0T s dg iR PRt S poAR K AR LA A N R Hs
# o Mossholder(1980)4p &1 » AP # %02 5 B P > dp /% P % §

MK E AR ERF AN AR EET AP DT E S P
Ho4v B 88 s 8 o Shalley, Oldham, & Porac(1987)3% & &
% “® ¥ § 4B 7” (moderately interesting) (¥ ¥ p¥ » 45 % p R0

FEPERERTLAH P AR R D R
P RABRE FE Lk > ¥ - 3G o KB OEE T &

P tREE R K T T'F?:“—'%\'Iiifu,ﬁ% o

dp % PR 2 TR gt B d 4% > Salancik(1977)3% 5 o
& L ehfE & (legitimate authority ) 45 /% P #f i 2 P K &%
(goal commitment) > @ 3 % & LI - dﬂz A B A
Eiren o fe e B A E NP Rahp Asae (51 p Latham &

Locke,1991,p.129) - & T » £ d ‘E’E@iﬁ Ao LR R i VES

78



PA Mk > BET G ALK o Brez fods chle ¥ 472 (7

v

AT Y 0 3R A SRR R LR R AR B REY 2
o H ¥ Erez & Arad(1986)en#= 3 » & = B F]H P £ & P
BRXRZVFUERBEFEZR(DFBFF - FEFED R T

3
W
by
(2

» ¥ O IEGE PR 4K~ (involvement) ;5 (2)3n T ¥ &

@

s

R

WA G A T UEEHED R (3)A T
FOEEEMAHITN AT F3EL P HRo4p F ¢ Latham
?ﬂﬁ-"iﬁ”lﬂi’"\;l’E'fTv";fp/‘\E'in“?‘ifg*ﬂ R
ek fe 8 P RE 2123 £ B (4 Latham, Steele, & Saari,

1982 ) -

Latham, Erez, & Locke(1988)#* 3 % 3R Erez fr Latham

3 ,J

Ik A RIRWIFERP 2 07 oo Erez ® * ] ‘B
p? (tell instructions) » Latham ",ﬁ% TP TR R R "%‘ B I K

3% P & (tell and sell instructions) » = 'fg X B 43 Latham H

D (1)#% 32 d (rationale)@- 4 p . hE B ;5 (2)2 /X
E ﬁ x i+ v iE = & (4 ¢ The goal is difficult but
attainable ); (3)i * E o % L enF § (4o F B L ¥ ) F] Q>
FH R ERP 2 MR R kB P IRERKFEIFE

F oo

2. p 3R ¥
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Ivancevich & McMahon (1977) 45 i Locke i p 3%
Y Beir 2 T2 B EIATFTELROFPHFZ LB AP
o Tdpd BAE FTLPERF BARKEG RRBOPN A
#% > & Locke & Lathame(1990) % & 4 M % % = 73
( 4r:Barling,1980; Dickerson & Creedon,1981) # M ¥ A 3
- ROBEFELAFpITPIHEVVES PEXR TN ARD PR
FEFELR CRP DAL Ao A (R 91) F PR
KT - FYVLARREEVERHEREY 220 P ¥ &
180 - B4 o=+ mp X TLe FFEpLPFe p X
TP EFRRKE R EFRKFL AP RS
whg 2 ér_ﬁ?z\,]} FPEaHF AR bt AP R TS

Pt R LA RF A A

=P & kR fa—‘ﬂkﬁ;%’&’i#\’ﬁ - I ¢hg 2> & Latham, Erez,
& Locke(1988)51 * Meyer @ H fp E 7 7 B4 & X TP
PR P A RBELIRLESYE LR ] R TP
# @ £ p s p F 5@ o Latham et al.(1997)% F 49 I ¢h5
2 o ¥ ¢t » Locke & Latham(1990) % & 5 #&F & 2 9 % 3 ™
T R PHRBERAEEF - RPF > gtk 282 P RXUfop
TRk M ALY sl ok enk > g PR
KB {7 kB FE L M o Latham & Locke (1991) %
| %

Papm P o BEFTELR LS EHB AP FOPE X

(S 2
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Meyer & Gellatly (1988) igilx » 4 i Mg p R4 2 B £ B
WehfEe > kp 2 dginehp B R DL (normative
information) > @ B EF MK 2 Mok X L7 UEX DS T
R LT FZE X T E R e gt fh s Latham ¥ Locke » % i

B Aa 4 (ability) P X 2R E 3 ERLAFTRHDPES o 0

Latham ¥ Locke #1it s # ~ P &2 L 2 B e fd G4c B 2-4.1 -

MBS R R KRR GRS R F (P L)
FHARERFRP A R0 AR R R A R R

»

LR g

;‘“1‘\
"

5‘33#—‘5/%5&:".?]% A FTER Y g 4 0 A
“tell and sell instructions” s ¥/ » 1wt @ 2 B &4 £ B nif § &L

AL X R G AEDPRE KT ETEER B M

TAEH B FEP R Rk ok o

[F IS 8 % IR

B B /

B 2-4.1 Latham ¥ Locke s 4 ~ P ¥ £ 32 Fenld 4
T4t kR ¢ A1 p Latham & Locke ,1991
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Z A ¥ %% (moderators) 1F

(- ) i 4 (ability)

d Bl 2-41 PG RBA D o R HELp R
BpF a4 oK B > Locke et al. (1981)5: 34 B 53k TFT § & Jf 3
a3 VELTVRIFATES o nd R AP e IT
¥ 4P 8B Locke & Latham(1990)& 3 4p B A7 7 > & 1 T
Flgwm LA REEPFBERIR T A > B ITREREALAZR A N
ARE S P TR J2.0 A REAZHADPEIFE TREREE
P3P R EHMA S B RIS —FEF N B

S BAS BN RARS BRNFRPEILAKE £ 0

PR h 7 B — T X T8 | (ceiling effect) ©

(=) P - (goal commitment)

Latham & Locke (1991)32x % P K¢ 7 B 4 & € p 4R
B+ RpENEREM, Tl ez R 012G TSR
HEOTHFI R » A - BPERDERL ST FRHARKERBR
P REABHZPEDFRE > FLEREZPHFRL B AP

(heftdp i B e p )0 £ THEER > TR SRR A
p

N

@ o Lock 3 ARG Am kG KE . B RR LR EZ TR

@ 1 # 4] ( Locke & Latham, 1990;Locke, Shaw, Saari, &

82



Latham,1981) - Klein, Wesson, Hollenbeck, & Alge(1999) 1 3
NP REFEHRHERF EL T ek A HFPREG PR

o RGP RBAEAE TELRF OB S >E L AL L Do

(=) w4 (feedback)
@%{ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ai,ﬁﬁwﬁﬁgapﬁﬁﬁ%%m
EFREPEE R Aa 2 T{TAE - Locke & Latham(2000;
Locke & Latham, 1990; Locke et al.1981)5F & 4p M #7 3 » 45 1 T &
2R At N S Sk fﬂﬁ“%”} HEP |2k Fa

BT pFenw Ak o Kt Wy PR G R B ITE LR

(z ) i % £ R (individual difference)

Locke et al.(1981; Locke & Latham, 1990)4p & B # 3% %32 %
i F B R LR A 5 4 v %38 (demographic variables) v 4
PFHRA - FHACT IRy o RETAR %1078
FToou s 2o b ERER rwaay;,gﬁla%%
ﬂ%%ﬁh&?%ﬁ%ﬁ”ﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ%ﬂ?ﬁQMMm&
Yukl,1975)¢ % 4+ e & B ( Latham & Yukl, 1976; Steers, 1975) &
AP oM EyHEHMEE LR (31 p Locke & Latham, 1990,
p211)e 5 M A R &FF > & 78 § > Locke et al.(1981)32 & = )I}ﬁv

Wiop E A REEFEHN P R 0 A BRLOFLC RGO

&3



B LR FE RTINS WA A FiR D o

\ F Y
o E R

Yaal

A~

%3 pd EEF B (free-choice situations ) F]m 4% #%

T AR A RN R

e ERAEF S PR LR TR R &R

B ¢ 35 T 7245 24+ (task complexity ) ~ 8 *T 4] ( situational

constraints ) & c A7 3y M HE 4 AARAE R e p M SR L HAR

’

RRrehio 4 > 2 HAIRAE > a0 FENHEHAATES ~ 447

FAEe 2 EES S BULEHD R LD Hoek

AP RERELR S ARGOREF

at's

Hyman(1964)3n 5 7 %A 7 F PR30 5 FRae £ R . 4@

w4l

A2 R FARNBHMPAD D AV Nt m F AR A DR %K
A HT Al 4 A M en 2 TR (immediate determinants ) »

Ty 2 H s HE 2 1 0%}

/4
-
-3;%

APTUEETRE T
IR > % B A A 4 % IR (creative performance) o &G § A
Pt gAlEd AR - HEFEFER A RRFTE
£ a B AR A FLEED 2R DPEE (3 Runco &

[NSY 3]

Sakamoto > 1999 » p.63)
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Hyman (1964 ) chf % = 3% 84k & 3P &2 T LR F L34

S @R F & o Runco & Okuda (1991)3 5

g

A

2R

P (explicit instruction) 3l ¥ % M e iz - 8 W * 2 I HI7

( maximal performane technique ) > ¥ 12 & % & HOR R ESR

¥ - % & > Runco & Okuda (1999)3 3 % 3% &% 7 o

LEK AN A E AT ERER G ALY
2o HE M PE R FERP hE g

BAT T e F ORI 4ok 2-4.1 -

&

=
.

P

2 =
2 N

i 4

ou’f?zHyman
s he gE L TP e

LA A R REE L AR AR Tk o W M

F 2-4.1 1T ¥ P (task instruction) 2 £ % % R 4p B = 1
miE | FiRA |FigR| FIRy |(Fiis !
Manske |43 <M 4] - (be30 & < # |1 2 ¢ % ¢ AEFT |[Lbplep BB AR
& Davis |original) ~ F * |42 (8 £ 7 | F (T WP %P % A28 4 jp g4
(1968) |t (be practical) [t£ » 22 & |1.& F E 3 b £]|(Guilford’s I EMHE R
s RS AT g (be|R ) ea Unusual M 4 IR
wild) ” % 7 % 2.% $ B b 4] |[Uses Test): 2.9 * e p £ & 3%
B Sl e g or £ R F 2| BE L HF P
BRI 3EFAHRM AR | AR % KR b4
* oA R AR S P (4o 4 4R
A ITERP Wre) ¥ B pglaR o ol
1.8 R ERF * ¥ & 2 - S O U
" B4 i 4 B
2.p 4 BB ZR 4.p 4 8 P R&
e i rExRAFLE
14 IR
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F 2-4.1 (%)

4o .

FIE | FiRa FIHERY| FAIRPF |(Fiii R
Gilchrist |4 34 &% & # P 60 ZZF HA |- F]F 9% K> |2 & F * L. gl enp & & i
& Taft |& KA X F RB|EHE L |(2%2)x e & # P # 835 2 agp g
(1972) |2 -~ B s F @ 1%*%-@@% )
ERR L = 2.8 > - AR 2.7 B MAlig B2
B b g 4 3@*%-%@,@ 2o Fl b g o P
ek 4,08 & - 4] & 2 K& B B4
A NS 1 g e Y
( neutral ) & fh
[ARER S
Harringto |#f 3¢ & “A] & 12[105 & <~ B |HF 5 v £ R P 1A 4 A 1.5 @ FEmmp b
n (be creative)”e |2 (¥ 3 §|LAIR 2% £ 5| # % | £l 4 oL
(1975) |fF £ #® P ¢ &) 4 ¥ | % (Adjec] ¥ B F 2 b R
N R 4 @ T 4| ive Check| # I
(quailtative B ENE R list) 21 0P & R
scoring criteria) 20- BEiEP P DBACLY ] B’ BB A B
B I A AR ZE G M A BRI (the] F o 4] & 4 %
RS 4 P @4 A Divergent| L » (& 4r & 4 7 4
= oo Thinking B4 OF AR
Test)  PLE M T .
Katz & |4 @ 43 ¢+ 8 [&AH FEERP > (LLHITL L A 4
Poag Harrington |# (22 # |fv Harrington 1| & ipl5% ER L I AR AL
(1979) |(1975) e F = > 21 BB 1 - % & 5 (2. 229 4L FlAR P HRE R
T oA FmieE) (LARE LR R B
“ 4 & B (be 2. — Al X 2.4 &b 4 (idea-
creative)” i% 3. £ @ 4 tional fluency) ¢
- I R AR B o § 44 AR K| A RE PR
T A A < i;ﬁﬁ—fiéo % * Z 2 AR PEYR
g 4 B R4 3 (ACL) P U N P

FEE
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FIE | FiRa FIHERY| FAIRPF |(Fiii R
Buyer F3 2R TR LB FESFERP Bl & R 1.% 4 3 ek
(1988) |3 M % 5 4 ji|2 Lo 4 g f 23 a0 ) 2| 53 HFRZ
ELAY U A A A ( brainstorming |+ @ ¢ 7 i¥| =i - L EP &
ek O 2HEERF (B R P H| dpiT e
(criteria-cued) |7 B ™ FR.EE SR % 2 F 5
3w e |2~ #F | F AR HF B
(Standard) B 2, 5 4&| superior response)
i E o BB e
Runco & |#F = 7 F 17 £ 29 & S & X4 PR3 0 [ b F|LgL 4 (Al )
Okuda [ P $ § » & |fF & 20 9§ < 2 F 3% - (R &% P % & R oA &
(1991) |% i AR RN BHE A g 4
( flexibility ) ¥ | & s gl 4 b (Bel+) F e
a4 P B g4 it ¥ 2. R 4 op R
wp R B 4 mgh
AR
Shalley [#f 3t 2 & 4 P 270 & < B |= F]1F F ZH X+ [f3 A& - 4[1.p # % % ( goal
(1991) [# (productivity|# (3*3*2) 71 B AR setting ) ¥ 14 3 4
goal) ~ Al & = 1.4 24 p % (in-basket| # 245 # p ¢ %
p & ( creative Fl ¥ 0~ & 4 |exercise) IR
goal )~ B A A3 moe o~ &P R 2.F1EE AR P
# ( personal 2R P ok F 4 0a ;i
discretion ) ¥f % Fl I e~ F A ( do-your-best ) &
g4 444 8 mos o~ &P R BlE P RS R
bl 4 h B 3.0 A AT 7P R E R KRG
(7 =2 gl 4 AR (2
Bod ) (g A4S G e %
I I S L A AR )
i)

TRk A

g

\
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PR A TREEARD | e R — B RN
Papimpl P R ¥ 2 FFdaflgs - 2¥ - 345
FAp R A LR PR F A PR R A X ] A
Manske & Davis (1968) #mF * thp &8 £ 7 fI 4] g hEF L o
Shalley (1991) a3 Rl & #45 I T 5] = A5 7 fI 418 4 £
R LFESL A4 PRERLLEPER 2.4 0 22 E
PR HREEAAMAEPHEF 3 EA AP RS MR A IR
Bk et R A A R KA R P RE R R PTG

% I % ;% ¢ Gilchrist & Taft (1972)% % % & £l & &

V)

S

‘m\L

FA2 o Pa AL PRI ALEY ZRAR D INFLALFR
ﬂéﬁﬁi&%r’%’??fﬁﬁ,lj,ﬁ% » R F R RO X TR IER o
Harrington(1975)4p #1 4 £ A1 & & a4l L o p & £ 7 > Flaf
Pt fr2RAZDE RFF EF L €3 PR F A
WM E o ¥ ¢t > Oziel, Oziel, & Cohen(1972 > 31 p O’Hara &
Sternberg,2001,p.198) 11 Welsh 135 i i 4+ i#] % ( Welsh Figure
Preference Test) #- < ;éﬁ AE B MAREA A e T SR FIR
Al P R Bevend A4 mehp| AR i sr g KA

w4 Eeap R AR

AE TR ST RRE 2L LA RO PR G
MMARERT F TESTY o AT 2 AT E B AR K
FRBREFDIEE S - R LANFLF R DRAES T - 24
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AR T AIZ S cnE L G FRAEA KT8 LD T
"l RAR R BA S FR ARG A B ET A
Med aplahidEhe Tx, L8379 -BEE.-2EF

(% 9la) i A a8 EAmER - 2 L HjiFED

NS
B
X
e
q

O IR

=R

i%%,: ’Lﬂfgi‘lzf;;uéar'%—(gg é’—,‘ﬁf’f#
BIMEY A TREIEFE GO R ATE (i)

- e B o

i

g2 LR (4o K~ F & AR ) v s 2RI
P R BBWPP EREE AR LR R LG

ERFR - F LA FEHDIFRFERI LRDD RS

34-,“

1’
cv
&
L
A
o

REGFTEAHKRE > L3 OFT A > R4 F a5 F R L & F
oA BlarE R AR N A B e PPN E (Locke &
Latham,2002) > 2 - B3R P =& &2 M > V2 Fiop £ &8 - R

g &

PIRX L2 HTHEADAS R e 7 BB LE > Runco &

Okuda (1999)» #p 1B R AL R EF A& LRE TP mDRP | 2

&9



Benies > g i A H W A AR p R ¢ gk
HF A FE A % P drd] o Hyman (1964) % A P BEF > A/ B
plig 4 2P TR FEFARETEE L REHL G4 PP
WoFp o AELRERMIE S AR B H R B E ¥

BARTR» A R REREXRIFEARZ TP &Focsk o
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I & BEHIRELRA LARDY R

Rlid 4 B o LB — IR A R o BIAIE 4 0 A
Rl A PP Ekah-Ro- 2L ERIE A
I e gh > ¢ 4o Tardif & Sternberg(1988)#73 @ Al 1 4 §

T8 55 F ek A -

Tardif & Sternberg(1988):% & ¥ M KGR v F e A &2 & 5 5
T & FF =B Emizsd? B L 27 2 o (aesthetic
sense) 4 A& A F L G R %ﬁ d 2R VRSB
Bypn omet § EEE FOULEREE o B AN AR S T
P Bew v 3 oA 4B R PR (optimal challenges) (7 F K.
B FAHEZE mpld 4 Lo v Sternberg(1988c)in 2 £] & 4 &P
A F R R B FIELV (recognition)FE R L EEm T A Y 4 8
b e 4 P % o Helson(1996) 747 3 45 41> £] 3¢ 4 fo Holland( 1985)
25 B CE AR R g o Fpr24s > 5 &35 0 F % (realistic)
o B @42 g M T dp A5 7 b OBl B 4B ( symbolic

interests ) ~ B = £ ~ % B # ¥ (high aspirations) & 22§ £ & e
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plag A REF

Bl A oy B R 0 A — 4R
(social-personality approaches) > ¥ £ 3 7 B W £ 8 %3 > 4o 4

B L TR R d ~ BRERIE ) NAE IR DA

Mo gl cnl GARAME BB BRSPS SR
2RI FE(EEET ANIb) A B Y L E 2 5 o Barron
& Harrington(1981) % & 4p M = )’?% ' 35 F R M w (aesthetic
orientation) ~ Y| #fchfh = 4 ~ p 5~ AFAFRIT S ~ h R~ P
o p % (autonomy)~ T ZAp i p ¢ A F AlA P E L4l 4 LR

4% T o

Tz BREB LG G T ERE L

TSRS

P’
g
2
43

: Csikszentmihalyi(1996)# & + 78 4 5

AP AP PR E TR TAE S FF

cm

SRR
ERE MR R H B REF AP v
doos BAP ovs. R E o~ R EAF I veBFRN R E T ~ 2 EE R

-

VS.IRF ~ P ovs.th e s A vs.p Fo~ R vsiiE R~ RE B
HoFxAmmE vs.A F LM o

vs. B X MR vs.E RS
Amabile (1990)35 i £]:& # A4p B L av 038 4L > 30 & - T30 b = 2 »
i (self-discipline) ~ b % M v ~ % L Pk 3 P - 6 $ 447 pF b
45 - 3 Ak ¢ L 4F (social approval ) ¥ A £ 4F F o Sternberg
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& Lubart(1991,1995,1996)% 5 34 if & 0 j & ~ 5 PR FIEE DL AR -
FLHER g AR EARBTHAR I FHNER P > LT
Bt %8s FHE AP B EHEF - IR

O’Hara & Sternberg(2001)e# 3 > T 10 L 4 h $ ¢ o= 2
AP FA A3 BN IR FHPREL RELI R R

A F 4 hm 2 B it (essay-writing)sh e I BB AT 1 110 =

\

MG < Beng 4 Sy H % 0 & ik J Sternberg(1985,1988) e it
ZAwmY SRR OKRFIEERP > AIALP R AP RER
P BERE LT ERP Au L T AR hA R B
LAl R LA St R AR U= e R A T S eI
A BB R EATB IR GA R > TAR R FP A
BEad 2m o gap|i T amamdin? ER
AArie A o de A TR EFESFDNNESESEL o P4 RE N
TR R ATE A AT A 4 0 T T s B ET R LR 8
WA AWML s T AT mARY BIF N
B e RN FET FE G ookaEiRk o MY 4 MR MR TR
F e o TR S S HEF I s FBENA AR
TR R AR P REFRZALT R K
P EARE R B as PR LT HAR XTI Ao ¥ by
FRHBLES (AFEF et ) FLPHRERE > mF s

Fa4mpldd 2R(APFLEF T HER) ATFELLES (L9
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b
i
3
= »
aar

A ) R A E S S AHE Y BIFL AL AR (AT

AF AR EF o L FE (R OIb)R G ek L T
REABERE o AARLRT  ERDIKF R KD B
B o A EEASTEB AP RK

i

Gh T o8 NAlES AL N LB R BRI ET o Al

PAPORFRT G EFF AR A REEM G TLR 0

PR}

HARLF FEEEW - m A A

?g [ R S A - e
O’Hara & Sternberg(2001)é1# 3 » FH LA FTH » ~ A {73 2 8
e AR ES EBARLR L BR IR T PHLE LR

RRFZRDPF2ZAELE A7 P HFRHIITEY o

B AlFTER LSS AR

CRIATE e LK

Bl o2 %R RTE Bk (2003)5F & & B E FH T AR
(innovation) s T_& - ;}h B A FTF L ‘E‘/f;?‘%[%]?b’#f R
A

oW E AL ECATEP AL A K PR A

‘-\w

T R o B AT H LR L R IE R T BT B A



LR d - BAFRDIIT FRATHES o TR RAE DK

)
o
.
A
ETIRS
ki
She
N

T & 3% ¢ 3% Tornatzky & Fleischer( 1990)#71#% 1) et

o
=

BH B R d T v AR B

A 3hA R ARThEE L% Fa a B

oA AT FEFS e T AR Ee 0 BB A A ATE G
(innovative behavior)é#£ & &k B %> Kanter(1988):% 5 B % £]#7 #

FZBREAR G AANBAGIREERE s AR TR RN

“mi:

Wenp F 0 BHSHEY AR OERS A S RF I RRF R
FeofRRIREEREE - BAEFFOME S A LET

e R

TAVIT o ¥ 2 h T 2 R4 F g 3R

ETTRS

(51 p Scott & Bruce, 1994, p.581-2) - #t 12 » Kanter e 3& > 3
PAIRTHE DA AR 2 R FHRE SRS @ Scott
& Bruce (1994) F A B LA #7F 5 %2 > F 1 S5 FRE L

R IR SO D R T

~

e
L 45~ BB RIATOR Y B ML Fpw T L BRRLATES o

Janssen (2000)13 45 #7 5 AIATIE & M en A # K 1 ( Scott &
Bruce,1994)> 11 %2 5 A o 3 B ~ @i~ F R E 2T i 8 (Van de

Ven,1986) % gk #-1 (£} |37 (7 5 B L5 1 d 4B R (ideas
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generation) ~ 3% & # 8 (idea promotion)¥ § IR 1 {8 (idea realization)
AR ER AR ELSGFRET S o H R k4o Kanter ¥ 4 3%
B A2 BLEE o Janssen I 1 A B if fie I, (person-environment fit

theory) % 3 im k¥ - F 41 TR R ELIATHE S OB &> g I B

LB AR E S 0 - AR o kI Rag o o E
Ay s 3 FRFE S R F R R R

4 o

West & Farr (1989) » West(1989) 2 5k 1 iF + hE]FT (7 5 45
A1 iFiE 43 (work role) ~ B4 & % ¢ 5 { <0 (intentional) £]
FoRNERATFORELE S URABLAIFLR REMS
& F (51 p Janssen,2000,p.289) ¢« 7 T LIAT(F L A 2 3B AL
FREALe TR AFEY S ERT FHATH E % o Farr &
Ford (1990)7 3% % # 4 gl s> £45 B 4 &1 fri@d § 4 ik

Ll @ 3 % e 8 (ideas) ~ # 3 (processes) ~ A & (products) »

A\\r

& 4% & (procedures) °

FE LB FHAAE S AFELRE TR EY R
EOBARIEIARY P BB F LSRR AL ATH R
R A § LT RGPREEFRASOHT R &AL S

gﬁm

é?gs‘»
s

o
o

4] :&’f#tﬁ*/i‘ﬂr ek RMEw o
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CRIATER RIS AR

Puccio & Chimento(2001) ™ 113 = 22 & ¥ 4 ¢ + 1
(laypersons)# 75 =+ &4 L/ 3 4 % > B hp ji R 2 F hl
S N 1 AR ol "% & ¥ (adaptors) £ £1 3T B flig 4 b i £ o
By AR g R Kirton(1994) 97 # 4 2 8 i & & A1 37K 0
AERPFEFTHRATRIL WA BRHEBBEH AL T
DA TR DR WL A AR L AL GRS
Byp i A ehgldd L o 0 10 BE AR A AL P S

R ELRBEFR AL LR E AL EAFL PP ER LY

BIh e BIATRE RAATRERSDLE A RARS o d B BAY T
ARl AIFTE e B AR REAES ARY L E G DG Gk

2,

@m Farr & Ford (1990) # &1 B A A #7enfE: > 305 B 4 A1

FEp? BRAFFOT A RN THe BFE ILBAFRER

—\

EFRR2BARBRET NS GFRF(Iop A B AT

B): 3. A BE R 7 A ki meaieF 4.4 E 5 LA A

A ap i d o W2 BRFT AL AR LT
FRBE AT TR > T d N E RPN EE RS



=
o

B4 o FHANA O AR BARALERT OHHE LR S P
o R ET A F R A AR R E e AR
3 #FI B A 7 ,L,Aa\%ﬁﬁ’r'*%*;\ﬁl]ﬁﬁﬁ—iﬁ,"[%%‘ré‘f‘!ﬁ%‘fiﬁri\'
P 5o de Amabile(1988) T & w35 23 £33 4 = & H58 ¢ g 4 4p

MM AR chE & e

145 Farr & Ford sl gb> ¥ 1 Al ae + A B A A ATh A
#_o West & Farr(1990):% 5 & ¢ HEFTanE & > ARG - X
Mo b4t #74 (novelty )~ & * = 4 (application component) »

1 # 0 & B (intentionality of benefit) o )’Iﬁ%‘r% moZ o B A A ETeD

o
Al

FEFAE L) RTAHAERY BTG ARARL

rI
J9

#lig de 4 e g o 2 West & Farr(1990)7 4p ZEAT T AIAT N AL

Pl thens 3 EAI L A8 LBl R

hn )
“m

R
-
s

(o)

=

?,\ <

=t

Canth Ao gk S A BRHE PR M A 7 o AL AL

B BH ARG T R A B AR PR R )
ool 4 H - ﬁ]@—./\mwrﬂﬁrﬁi,@Amﬁ, ;”ﬁﬂi‘é_

AR E P BT R LT HE A3 T4 E - West &2 Farr

FEKkg oo Al A W ﬁ'ls‘é%‘r;}ﬁrﬁ YA &K R LE
2§ ey F (Mayer > 1999) > » ¢ 3 3o 4 (sales) = & A p
( Sternberg & Lubart,1995) & £|#TR| £ - f& 5 J& 7 »x § chik €
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CEAE HE AL NEY 2 H  FRADER 0 B
@4 B A 43 hE & & > (Amabile,1988; Farr & Ford,1990)—
)%'Jlé 4 {ﬁljﬁ%mfféﬁ%&’ élj%ﬁ—{ﬁljé 4 E‘f"f— %Q?E (?/I—‘_;%K ,

X 91) @ R A BORIAT 0 fNE R A RS RS Bw e

d bidtdeae o FAA R —F LE L EFEASRE L
f@“’jﬁ'é‘b;at*!%yf Qyimﬁ_tmnb A BB AERA R
BRATEARDE R F R FHLLED Fa R FLATESF 2
g L 5 englid 4 & R e 5 j8 O Hara & Sternberg (2001) 24~ 3
TRADNABRRDEL LR > AT P RS T Y LD A
AR R L Pl ARLFTEF A ABTE 2 LA R

- e

TN TP S T IR

SR E LS

12 45 Sternberg ( 1996 ) gL gL > & 47 4 it A dp B B E A

™ A “g‘_d "ﬁ T&;‘émlu,‘)ﬁﬁiﬁlg djﬂ"@,\ra'ﬁ"’t’t/z‘ 3 f’TAv\’}'% >

"IJI&(\’L:%?;:\ Lbﬁ*l—}iéﬂ-%‘l‘ M Bb ﬁ*/i_ﬂ_. "?}\mﬂb% ot“-i’]‘,( ’

S
®
e
’
IS
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SATAR EE S AR P NHER T Rk 2 E s

NS

FEE :r?,»}g 2 %Eﬁj;fw;iq]:ri » e T L;’@‘%%gﬁ#g; fﬁfai\;#bél’ Mo
frde B L B 5 M R AHERLEFERSS T B

BB P PG W B s g R AR A S

PHLY R - AR E A AgReDLRER 0 R REP S
ERWE o ER I 2P I FEFES T (R 8S) Wi M
Q}EJTET’F:‘F‘ SR I A I S-S ) I T G T

B R LA ARV B TR EBARE > K REER

Ay LY E - Foe@p o HEXLAMP L - A
Ao B PALTEHE - BT UPRAOFREIL T A o

A BB E LY e Fani 4 R R (% 89) 194
Delphi(1990) ~ Facione & Facione.(1992) gL gk » 45 I 3+ 2] & % i
4 (critical thinking skills) » & @ A 27 - f&F P 7~ p A A K

P ET R AR PE ATIE F chilAvac 4 o 2 WP o~ fEh AR

v

R

i
)
sl

At

AP RATR 4 AR F TR B R F T L2
rF AT 403 PP HEE T A o Ruminski(1994) 33
AHT O K AFREDP AL T N AL Ao EG A R
EoA 900 p27)d Ptz Ar gt o AP AL a4
HE RS o Fl A TR AT R I A 4T s ] )T 2
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RV REHRES N PSR EE T

RAPH R W g

Boeh s AR AT R AT S A

fo 3K & A v £ RS BT
RN S BN b A ARSI LI SR R o i I T
B BB e EBR (A 84) h MEARA T LT
T AR E T s A LY % LS A B
( component approach )4£ 34 4+ 2| & < FF 42 5 R 4 2 ¥ & ¥ o
A e A EE%H Ruu Sternberg i F 0 Sternberg # 11z
ZAHS P F I RGP PN LT e TR o @Rl W T
Frorkd R BRSO RIS T LGz A

LT AR R A P 4e L FE S o

d PHETF NGRS AN A e LY N - S

GoAR I BPR R CHA A AR S a0 A A

AR R - g — 3 K e 4 e

L AFE TR s AT R 2 e o ARG AT A
PEA - d B4 e R S R F A AR A E R
CIIVE IS . £ X R SR S iR A Sy
AYTEGEE S A HETH R A Ry b e B Wk
AL A A — 2 R o
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AP HERELRS AR

PP AR R R BEATEFEE L S BESTRE
e AR AR EFTER PP > L5 AL HEE M
Loy b APl E e B R ER 5B WEE (X 8])
51 % Norris & Ennis(1989)enziiiz » B 1 #2n 3 ~ 4l o+ &
4 & % (good thinking) e B ko dp i 2] 0 T & 1@ & T A2

BRYNERSL A FNUE SRR PERE 2 AR R
A

‘ﬂ&

FEAfr g 8 AR EAL Y o R e L e

AN PG AP R o ¥ b d Swart & Black (1991) B

WAL LA AR T O R LS o pl

ol

N2

I

B R AR R T R o B R P e h g 2] 2

> Al R LR LA T EHBAlhd R (5l wmER S A 8]

p.26) e STl HE AR E B HE L S RFLHFRAHAER

=

i?"fgiﬁ%’};%fﬁ"“d‘ﬁ/ﬁvz LB R B ATH g oM G A

dfiE 4 &R o

B FREFHABI AR
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- R B R PTE

Fr A - /AP ¥ A it (everyday intelligence) — % %
BB P K A EY T B2 R > G RRE CERRE
FHRBEAn A O BP AN EFRBPAGEERA AT RIER 2
Feandb gk apF2Ee T8I DFr 2R
(practical problems) % > 8 £ 3 G hP3g > @ £ 2 B A chp ¥
AFREHRLLMHE > LARF P ROTE > FEELEINEREE
o A EFTAFERF R L R LEEC TR TR

TR R B A SEAELE Y~ (Sternberg, 2002) o

d gt F OUFE R R Y MR R AT R e 4 0 ol 5Ny AT
R E AP EEROTEL ML 3 o0 A2 FF D IZ
soak” (tacit knowledge) —i # # .4 © X o FH FE e i
W RBAAEFAoP R p e £RDP R (Sternberg,1996) >
MFEBD F OB o o 4o ftird o dofe B g+ o
EFad EHEB O TEEFAPEE A A A E o TR A
GBI A REH IR RO N EY Ly
geak,}%?r\«fu]qr\ﬁf—?\gggﬁgng;; P{/#w;z—%g,gg,]‘;_g::

pay
o

R AL X R RERL RSP %

'\?f'?’lg\l;%ﬁgéfl

W

EA R PR A ERIRBE D o
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1 5 Sternberg chf * fic > AP T T B E > A B A A
W G EMORFREL AN T e R A e
U EPRNFOFTREASE S REZARA I REET

B LR AL AL R o

S FBERALRS AR

BB e PgE T L AT AR 2 TR Y
Aoow B AIRTe Al 4 B TRy L plag 4 A RIAT R A #H o 4]
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