BYREMBREXTLEER , + 133
#E LB ER, K69,131H,133—152F

AP B2 S B i )E'Sl’(%ék
%’é’ TRBIRZ AT

¥ oA &

APBRHENES (RS HRINEAEBAEARMES A RERVES R 25
TABEIMTRHEEEERES S KBRS LB REETRNGSEE s QS
BEMTRMEENR L LE=RABTR  WRHRBEITE RSB 4 4 —Ff
B2 160 4% » JLh S5 AE8447 » JUAET645 o RERERIBI IR - RINBITERIRES T ~ Hogt
B BN ER R R SR —E A R B A% » AR R LRI

HVERERBUHE » LAMR B AT B BT A B o RBHER » BB ARES [HREBEMNSE
1~ THEBEME] & [#ETREER] SWAR - FrieEs B4 LIEER » S50
FIRRBEAYHT ~ BB RIBRA R RAES MR W= G RE o WRANEE 2R
W (DAL A RIERER  [ERBYBEWTR  MEXEREGREX HER
BPURBBNRE ; QNBHFTRIGAER  FNHEEARES - BB REIR
ZEBBTE  RETENNIER 5 QUERINTE % I8 Sdiaaiignrehs
RS TRR ] E—ARREERNBITE  EHEReN RS - Reting
R IHRALES o

. BEEHBRRED BEETSEENAG c BILEKBEEMITE - BEFRORH: - BERE
HBH ~ BEBIRONE  RENTE  BHNERREENTES BREMEBLBRRIE
BRI ERBNEREY - HBERETRE  WEENAT LEEBRTEANUBETRES - B
BB R R LB BT AR T » TREHEB S (teaching effectiveness) HEKEMITR
» D REERET » BEAREZRE  FLEEMENSE  EBLHE -

BT B AR » BRBERREN - EEE LDERER S ﬂn%ﬂﬁ@lﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁtﬁ%ﬁ #
0 BEERE ~ BAnSERBEHIES » EAEFENEE (Dunkin & Biddle, 1974 Good
& Grouws, 1977; Rosenshine, 1976) o EHEMHAZIHEAKE LEBENER & TR
RI19604E R B A M%iEE (competency-based teacher education) Z# o ZERUE
MR - FEXRUMTROBBHELR - IR AHEIRRL 2R MBI AR o Wi %
HIIT B - BB o 24 WFRBETREIA » HERENHEEEHE - 4 Dunkin 8
Biddle (1974) #y#%e » LIEBEHBMTROTE » REFEANBERSBIEARE » JRED: (158
ZE#IE (presage variables) ; (2)i%E#IH (context variables) ; (3BE#IE (process
variables) F3 (4)&5581F (product variables) ohlﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁ’ﬁ}?@ ﬂ%ﬁﬁ{ﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%
TRoRHY B ARIR o

Bt sBsee 8y %?E?%%@;@ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬂ%’ﬁ TNELRRYEEED ~ MEB > RRER ~ BT ~ @J%‘éi@

* AEARFERERNEZ ARG 2RISR %ﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ%ﬁ@ EEREAIMN IR EH BB R
Fmﬁiﬁ?%%%%ﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂrﬁ%Akﬁuiﬁ@*%mﬁiﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂww
5+ EATHRELIEFISER » EIHEEH o
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AR HENE 5 PTEBIREEE » RIBBMAMDUEEARNMBRERGE: » MBLENGE - iHERE
S BREHERES  FIEREERE  RITEROEBEE  EMTH  BETBRNEZERA
BT ; PTEBMERMIE » RABHBHRR » RERBE 24 > BAEFREDAR A EOBRER -
INERSEERRE ~ REEE SR ARE S AT o IRHHE M EBIER MBHR - IR LR S BRI B
BRGE o BUAN » BRI R R IR HBTENMR » ARAESHILBESE 2GS » TR
PR B IRO R - REBEMIEIUE R BIFERIY o BEK - KM SRR IRBERE
TR RAVERSE - QP8 » BEEERBIEMME L » BEMEEFEOFSE » BSS3E
% iyEmE (Dunkin & Biddle, 1974) o ,

TEHMTEES » KRR (teacher expectations) B EFERESHE LES
B HEBALHRRE o B Rosenthal B2 Jacobson (1968) RifzZB&+s 2 i BRIERAYTE
EfFA] (Pygmalion in the Classroom) —Bf%er s ZRHAMYPEZEF (B REBHTEEH
Rl 2% BREREEHER  HWHREERFR  BRATNBES » EZEE - BTHRK
MZELEEEERERMTESHE > Rosenthal B2 Jacobson (1968) LUNEBANESERAEL
RER » RBHBHEZR TRE—BEREDINEE » K% BESR—-LEBLABEEE %5
BHEE - EBRENHMEEES 2 ¢ MMbMEREESRIE4ARRRAGEERMEE (late intelletual
bloomers) » HEBHAEFREENBERNEE » ARAEOHTERERTEARREE - £8
FERTH BREBHZREE R - &R5 R BRE N BB s A B >
HE— s ZERHBERIBIRRER » M EEET | HMPEEE B RERNTES R -TREHK
MOV E AR WE BB -SSR EHETANER -~ BERTE B ERHMF Rk
REBER o KM » ™8&(Cronbach, 1970; Elashoff & Snow 19713 Gephart & An-
tonoplos, 1969; Jensen, 1969; Snow, 1969; Thorndike, 1968) $— K9k LAy
FRBHHRT > EMEHHEERZTNEROEE o LohS 2 BOMBEAMNIE (R LEAER
B QEE TS QI EE R AR R REMBERWHMHZBREG EEFEAME - &
BEEY Rosenthal fl Jacobson RIVHARHFMZ » EURETDHHFEEEHLETRRATT
BRI SHUERECEMHEN A RERER (Brophy & Good, 1974) T3
» THRBETNDHITRAE SRS ——{’F%H’Jﬁ& (Beez, 1968; Claiborn, 1969; Fleming &
Anttonen, 1971; Jose’ & Cc_)dy, 1971; Rothbart, Dalfen, & Barrett, 1971) - Rk B
SESLE EREHBFROME  RERTFEN -

BERHMAZNIAE » BEEREAR I FaoITEing » BEASKHERNGH ¢ #—
s IRMMHEMRARBEREEMOER » HERREERENOHEEREITNHABRE -
%@um%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬂﬁmﬁg0&—ﬁﬁ2m%’muﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ
REEREERE (BARMMGOESE) ABBE (HMHEE) WK - 8 REHAMIZR
ﬁfﬁiﬁﬁfﬁ}ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ% INELAT AR AT » S ~ A0 ~ BB REZSHEABLNERESSS - LEHARHN
HE » RN R HEITR B S RIS E NI R TR AR S - T ERTmEEN B RIER
YRR o Fik o SEEFEEBRERBESEEBRBEM RIS - B= » HEHHHLRE LR
SRS R DT T B B4R o I BAT IR B R B » MU BERBENPESF - R 11:]:3@9‘?
R B R EEHEBEE R A RN R o

Fetp— BN I ZYRABE R AMERPIZEH, Finn, Gaier, Pengf Banks(1975)
BN —E S BN BTN TEEE o RIRAMI M EE - HBES  (UBRRA 5 (253
B ; QIR EIEAH (BWTR) M4B4LRFES - Mason (1974) & Bropby # Good

(1974) FR&FIFEHTFSE IR B BT R A0 S B B 5 B - DUR Lo b — RIRE Y AR Lt © 1R

## Mason (1974) B9%3% » ZFWHEHYRIBAMESH » {87 Brophy B Good (1974) #%
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ho BIGBAESE AR ZEL » BLBHHHLHROBES DN TLEZESE » LHE
RPN, o

— ~ HE R B A TR RIRIR A BRSO BRE AL AR SN LR

s IR S AR S RELE B~ 5 BRER s RRNBSK RSP EREE AR

HEE -
S BBE-PREGHELAKH ) BRENAANEE  ERARERSTYRABEN—&
2o

=~ RE-ROZE . ZWRTRELETRNESSE - TNERT &mEHHE o fla » 2
E—RELT > BRELEHET » TRELHEMNEERETE

M~ IREHRERNTRE  HMEANHZEFE—ROER  BERBBETR - HFZ W
EREBRNZEERRG  THREREITHERPEETHAME

A~ BAEZEEAG ) ZWPREAN B RBRSRERERE - EMEEAN R

AN~ IREBEERARIEMEMOMNE » ARBHHE » AR - BEFEROTRELHE 3
s BATHRERELT BRERNES A c HEZ » BENBRARMITEAIE » ERA
AEMETHHE - . '

LB SRR  TERE T HRBTHENERER » ME OB ERHZNTEEHR

BEREANER - BT HBRMELNK » Braun (1976) M THHWHAZHEHEER

b
IEC R E A
T e N i ol

g
(%0 - % 5 ¥ A|
11

2655
LU

L T

FH_EATIE » AT MR ERET SRR » BATEMS » igk#%E (SES) ~ &~
HB ~ A~ B ~ BEEH ~ AERERKMOMREFRR - BB MHEZOF R (Braun,
1976) o EREM TR R R A EMAZAE » EE AN ORT » REZZAKEES (Mason,
Larimore, & Kifer, 1976) - BE—i&% (Bartlett, 1972; MclIntyre, Morrison, &
Sultherland, 1966; McQueen, 1971;Petrila, Jr., 1978) HRER » M1—%BEHMHY
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RERREEENEERKEKMK R (teacher biases) FEERE o #i0 > McQueen (1971) &9t
%ﬁéﬁ : fﬂ&iﬁ?ﬂﬁ%‘(ﬁﬁtﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁé@%‘(Hﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%éﬂﬁﬁ&ﬂ@%éﬁﬂ (RRAERFEHHMHE)

PEBMEERR o

© BB R 7 R Bk AT S SR LA A A8 LR PR BR AR BSR4 ﬁﬁﬁ%kﬁ#&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ ° Vﬁ‘T@E’JB‘T%@EﬁEﬁ

B ARE TN EETRE (Beez, 1968 Brophy & Good, 1970; Cornbleth, Davis
& Button, 1974; Good, 1970; Jeter & Davis, 1973; Mendoza, Good, & Brophy; 1971)
BEHREFREN B THZENEEHZENBETSRENBEREHZREIER o AR i
REELSMIBL ~ BRI o F140 > Brophy F Good (1970) tREE MiteE -y BB EE
s TR B R A —E R R BRI BRI ERRERS M T EEIREN R EEREE
HIEEE » HEEARBREERR - K2 » $HIRENRESHEARESETEAREE » AR
DRHBETA RIFKEBR THEHE - BESESRMNERELHPHEREER » JeterfDavis (1973)
BHATNENZEBED » SEFZFEANBEFNLEZIRENT » SEEEEZKE - 5
BHBELBBIRSHRERE - S HEE - SR BEREREED RS 1 REME o B2 HIF
FIMEFETNS @+ BHZNBRLEESHSNER » EREEETHE » HWgEEEEEE 5o
BTk o Davis 82 Levine (1970) MBI UMSEE o BEREMNEE » MMBERET
m B e A N RETERIL.9% » T HMBLRRETHEE 7.3 K » SRERBRMEMATEH
BHELBHSHHOEER c Beez (1968)MH%HE TR AWM EAKS RIIER £ TR I RIIRE
ARE HMBAFSHEHRBRE | AMYSHENE A RASENBRENTEFRGISEE » B
68; Carter, 1969; Chaikini, Sigler, & Derlega, 1972; Cornbleth, Davis, & Button, 1974;
Good, Sikes, & Brophy, 1972; Kester & Letchworth, 1972; Kranz & Tyo, 1973; Kranz,
Weber, & Fishell, 1970; Meichenbaum, Bower, & Ross, 1969; Rothbart, Dalfen, &
Barrett, 1971; Rubovits & Maehr, 1971; Spector, 1973; Theodore, 1974; Willis, 1970)
o LT R » UK ERBZHFUMOZEEREMEBENEERTE  MEZHEE TS5
FUHBAR o BR - hAWEERREXBE—EHE » HEEZBHESD (Claiborn, 1969; Jose’
& Cody, 1971) o

=PRI B %’E%ﬁ%‘lEﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%&%%ﬁiwﬁ&%ﬁéﬂk%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁf’% EEpEs

ERESEST—% » REFEIIREEE o B Palardy (1969)FH20%, i s B SR BB -
OEE B IR RE R A H REBRMTEE EH o LUNE—E B m B HE » RRMHSHAAHKMS
BEME FHEEA ~%ﬁ%{ﬁﬁ$%%%?§<$@%§§@ﬁnﬁ&—ﬁ%i&? s BB LR EE
BERHBART  ERAHMBEY » REWNBLEHEEINESTRA » HikASEEHER
o FRERSERETRIG » MBS A AUBIBER - DU T QUMb » SEEE  MEREEIERNRTH
AR LB HEFRE— > BEHEBBET LB » BE4ANHBEBIREENET - Ak
s PMTPHE B BN NZ B » KEERER BN » THZBBMAE T » HERBmik o ik
BHRESTEBHEMNZHEERRERENEE - Doyle, Hancock B Kifer (1972) #¢=HE—IEMH
BIERRZE > F/NE— R 7E T QB EZ 7T > TEERAS 1 Q » RENBER RS AT
FRREB R IUES - SRBEEMATAELN I QAMBANETFHRABIRKR - BBE2 » MBS
iRy R4 » HEFBRILRERN I QFTREEANSERER » ST AN R L » SRR R
B I QFETERNSEEE - W R » B saSg g  HBERRLENREERG &
2:8% Burnham, 1968; Johnson, 1970; Laskanis, 1971; Schrank, 1968; Tuckman &
Bierman, 1971) A9RH%E » WERMERATER o i@ » 1842 Fielder, Cohen # Feeney(1971)
E# Rosenthal 1 Jacobsonyife » HiGFR U T UL B RERBE o Maxwell

(1970) HEHMAMLHRE I QRBERMOEE » BHRAMPRES I QELRE » MUBER
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BB ZEN o Theodore (1974) WIWFZEEEH. : BN MM A MNESREIFAAR - HRER
BRELEERR o BADHIREER IS S R S A BB U IR T 9% (Broome,
1970; Earle, 1976; Geldsmith & Fry, 1971; Jacobs & Richard, 1970; Mendeles &
Flenders, 1973; Perlstein, 1974; Schwarz & cook, 1972 Victor, Jr., 1974;) o &%
BT AR E AR AR R AR (LB USRI H R B BRI TE S R
(Brophy & Good, 1974) » HREERBERRBRES PG » LREEESERNTEAF RN
HiZ o H » ZEHZHERWEREMARLNTHEENE » BERETRNEENE o
. b= ERARE SR EAMOPE  —ERCHERFERNEE (ex-
perimentally induced expectations) 5} B—EEEHBAMRNWEE (naturalistically
formed expectations) o Bi—REFLEFH BRIV » BREKM—ERENELEZR (phony
information) - HZEHAHEFELEL BHRKEERT » MIHERLERTRR  fiin Rosenthal ¥
Jacobson (1968) MURFZEENEMRAMEHRMIE - B—BEFAABESENTRTSE (WIQ
TLRRIKHE ~ SBRBOREAHMAES) RM4AT B EEHNRE B R IE - 5l » FHHE
BET 0 REBETHRENRR  PEHBLEYPZNEE » SUBISENRLRHEHS - RAE
MEGAREHMBELE  REER - MEBRFENHENES » FRAMEHESHEE o 8— » HERL
GHEZHERNARONE  ERTHRBET BT JMET HREBEAMBBRAHHE S 82
 ERERSHBESENHZES R AEEENE $=  RBREERZAERE - RSB/
HERAOBERIEIE § S0 HEMAEEBRMEE - A Rosenthal 8 Jacobson (1968) HyEEREIH
LR o BRMERAHZART REERE—LERERNEEN  AA=X8Y « (VEEEWRERE
EEY RIS 5 QREHRTEARKERE » REARFAERE 5 QTS RIGHEEER
o —RWE - EFROMERA ERATROALFBNEREERFROHENEER - ElikR '
M B RERR R o AR FIBNERDASERETNZRE  BRABBRFBRNHRAERE
R REGEA—F EEHEBRENHR o REBU LR - 7 REFHLENE—SHEERA R
RYRHETRERRE o
1 Lk o EREERAM AR T  TAIMBENRN P ERTZERRMAL » BE
—ERHREFAR o H— > {AMPLAMERAFAEFHIRG  BREBHAEH R BHR
M2 E R VB TE - BREEL N BREA ~ BRENE ~ BEREE R BB E £ AR
o HRDBREMRIRAE o B2 EEHOTED » SHEENERERBITHBHE B LDMTTE
(cognitive) (W1 Q ~BERHE) FHELNEBE » MERBLEBR (affective) JHE (F
e~ sBE s AKRE) B, BFROER - = HWPHZEFERERNEEEH  BRS
ke EE (Brophy & Good, 1974) @ BETEBHMALEFANERE » B2RER
BREOSEE, o TEEABYRGLD o DU IR B ST S S 3 Lo ] py B T SRR 4R o BHR BT HIESE
BB A NBERREERS  BRORAREEEEEERNES Y » UBRE—IENEE .
BEZ  HMHERSRAERKMAEEE £ EERE » —ERBEFTIOME o W » Wik
MEEZEEN  HRAREEREROBREE » SREWRERBEBEOHEER
o= AR » FHRBRAMHESAEE BRERNTESER o ERi - AFEL
Braun (1976) MZMHEIEBRSMoEHERER - A BRI ST BT B RE SN E
FIRIHEE=~ 1~ A~ AENEXTHEHERARE o it ARERERAERTI=ERE -
— ~ BT A RERE A 0 EESRMEREMEEB LN BRARLTR ?
TN ARMEREERDHHETEEAENEL BRES » BGREIREBRKEFA ?
L= WA BT AERTEHE S BRES - REISRBRERREE BN ¢
BEL E=EME - ARRRATASEME - mLlEE
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—~ HETEES B RERIER » FRARETE RIS ER A0 ARES  BHER®
B THBER AR o

=~ WA E R R o BTSRRI B AR A R B A 00 B RIS ~ B B SRR B

SHEETE o '

B 43R ELE R LB BT AT S » B AR A RIES BB MR SERE - HATEAKRY

B o

o’

il *
—~ PREHR

ARG 4 LB B R 160 £ B rh—FiREB 4 » Hp84Z B4 » TR KL o M4
P B REIH L HREREPERARLE o
ZAHRTAE

EAWENER » ARRADKERNNTRXZEFTI=H:

CRREERS ISR ELRBRIEAREFANERNNE - RARBEIUEESR -
LIBGRTIR, (BEE » £62) - ZBRABES0EED » STENEB 4 WEERME - HEHE »
WIMH B L RRETRIRENTBRAERE » BRNEMBHES .62 (n=130) ; fHHE
s DR EEEER  BRLEE 86 - WRNTAZEERRE » AEFAEANEZTE 4
FRBROSEEEREE » §EBT—0 ' BEB04 o SE&E » ERERESEE K2 » AIRR
RARE S o

CEMATSTRE  LEREEST (R68) RBEHERECEIRN THMTEEEE] BIM
Ko ZBHRILHATE » hBAKROBEMOHMNE  DEBERENURE - BERLERZ BEK
B (construct validity) - #R®:EL 3#¥E (the method of principle axes) #ERR
S BBEETFHARERVRNEE » BRTEAELERT  RELERANEMTE - BEN
H5 o TESHENSEEANB—BERE (o) TR - NARKRNN « REEEERE .79~.25 » T
BRAGER.62~.28 JRLNBRZBERNE » TERKRHENESZ - WERITUENILIEEKMST
BORE %3~ BB~ BEETG S BO BT - SEBARE A HE4ARHR - EREKEEE .

EBRBEERE  KMAETEE (B6l) KT sENES24NWERES - ABEREEE
DS B HESE 2 BT RIIERR ; BIH BT AREE s QB RRER  SHECHEE
RHEES - FEEZ LESREE » ERARBELARER » SB&ES > BERERESKESE ° hE
HEEE BB ERG » BEREH (68) MM : LIHAYE B RESERBIE » B3 .79 WHE
BE o %ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ#ﬁﬁ%EﬂéSG EREEGER.66~.88° TR » hERNEERRENR
AR SRFRHTFE o
=~ RiEERr

HRARIEH B ERR A ~ BT RNEL BRES KRB KB EREOMER -
BEREBESRMEREE B 0 NEBRFHE Y] » 2HE 4 WECEETE DRBRBIR ~ RS B
4% (BRENRSBR—FRALE  AERTEEOAR) REBLNFRELETHHAKEBHEE
 FHMHGEBE R —RENEIS » R B A E R R R EEFHRMA LB
BYHIS » TG BIAERR I IE R H R - AR FAMKIZNRE » BT RESBERAEE
TRMEE - ARBELSIRTEESEEBOHESE - SMASBRARERATT L Hm L
Ig o

%ZﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬂW%Iﬁ’%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%—ﬁﬁﬁ%°ﬁ%%ﬁ~@%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁi%
VERBREMAUT DEBERNER=M ARG R E=RMNE KRENIEFEXR : TRITRHA
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BE] ~ TRRBHAS] A FTAREENS] - R TEMTEARE | REBEHERTESNS
& HERBEERUMAERZRMTEEEAR » X5 B HZERRE » F2MERNH
BiARTERS » LMEBER LS - Rk ZA s EHR=E(IHBABRERTEMEERD MBS EEMK
ML 0 BRI OERABBTSNEMNBEEY] » DSB b MERE RS ES—EaE .
BAE=EMBSRENSE » 5 HUARERRFEFTBHAETE » RREIERE RBS=EBIE .
T MEEREL] E—8E » BUEBLRBHTERNBEBLHEBEE -
M~ ER S

BB 2% 0 4P L EBIE M R 2 %3 IBM HRREE » SAEEKE SR M
KB mﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁMﬁﬁ%ﬁ%?*ﬁ%%%iﬁ%ﬁﬂ%%@ﬁﬁﬁ o IREAWREHERY
FERATAZEOTHE - DB L= EE% o

OERARESYT (path analysis) J7¥k » S BRI S 8 4 BRER G ZBRE » EWRMEHK
AN B RERFHRERERRNBEE A WEE - ,

OERZRPEEST (stepwise regression analysis) J5# » S hEHMITRREEE
BB REEIE R BB EIB6R - BURMAREMTRREENELN A REL » BB
HREBZR RV AR ©

EEASBEEERES (multivariate regression analysis) F » S LB TE
B B RES  RRESRBRRR=E AN A » EUREALERT TS AEREER
B BB RBER R = ERMEREREA o

EREAMREE KM A (Adams & La Voie, 1977; Kehle, 1974) s Ll E
SR TIE B KBRS B R o

= 2

AHFRARER - KR RRPTERE MBS I RRIARE
— ~ HET RS B BRSO

HWHLRRERERNETAMEERENERRRGE ? h—FENREEE DR AREmHER
AR B RERREA o RFEEILME - APTIRE LEERHRN - REUMNZEN B RERFA
ZBBR  HMHEXBMETEFEAPOEMTR MR R ERR LN E BB - BT E
P WMBEIRNER « Bk ARREEREELBRNBEEFRKE  HHHPHE X)) ~ W
IR X)) ~HEBRES X ~RutEl X) MBRERR X - Z—RERAERAEERER
HR A2 EARBRAER o B —ME R A EE LB E B A X FRA AR ER - #ERERITHR
R o

R— BREAPETH SR EREEREER*

ﬁﬁﬁz BETRE HRES RREE BERE
I (X)) 20 .29 88
HETE (Xs) .27 44 31
BEBES (Xs) .29 .29 .57 12
Eoﬁ@j% Xy . .38 .30 .69 \\\‘ .18
BERE X)) .86 .27 .33 &5 —

ARG B R T AN | ET RS AN
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HE—KE » EBESE » RTHEHHTIE  HRES  RRE RSN 8 » B
BRI HI5.27 ( P<<.01) » .23( P<.05) » .18 ( P<<.05) » .84 ( P<<.01) o W[ B » ZW#H
EHEMESERAERE Kb HEERBOBEIRA  AXBEETE  BERBERES
TN o RBTHITBOBBRE » RAYHERBESABREEER @ REKEES.23(P<.05)
» BB BRI - AT EM (P>.05) o Bk MWARHSBE A REARAE
W77 o BRERBANBERE » CHRREEEERANEE ) » HEBFAES.61(P<.01)
(AHBRFENBEEN (P>.05) o Bl BRBAT LS EEERREI o BB By
BBy » BUAREE o

B— #HEHERREEETRNERE

A bl TN S S H T R  MEMTETUEBRERES 0 ARBANTRE
BURRBIHS o SR 2 BB BN S B R I A B ) o '

T = B R A A A B BT B R S R SRR B e RS o R E Y IR MR R AR Y
BH o BEKREBS.23( P<<.05) » HEBEpEm s e EEX - EERHES.89( P<.01)
s B ERBESERRBELU T REERES (P>.05) - RRBABNEENTE - CHERE
&0 RSB RS BE EA EE AR AHS.7(P<.01) 5 .22(P<.05) »
J9(P<.01) » Heh¥ A RB AN BEEA - Bl RES SRS BB REN B IR E W
HI BB BRI 45(P <.01) » T i R R AIKEIS — . 05(P>.05) « TR » HREX
HERRBIEREBES o B RRHREISH BRI B ERE » ARERES - .13(P>.05) o
FTLL » BR B b T S B S B AV A T o

E=. %FHERKESEAENESE
5 AT » TN T » BITENET LRE RIS » TR BT LSRR A B RIES -
HREATTHERRE - (12 0 REDRAEBERET AL R o
=~ HEFTEEA SRS - RATISRS RN R ST
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DR RMRENEE (predictors ) » MUBENBRES - REIBRBLERER

BRI (criterions) » MBS WRAH » ¥R BABEITTBY S EHESE R L AR
A e REEBAERBAEE T EEEMOERER c RERESWESTHR[E

. 41 .

R BHEEMREHEETE SR E AR ER"
AR J2 3¢ .18 .19 .29 .38 .23 .21 .31 .15
- BREREDEE | . 18 .26 .24 .18 .43 .39 .34 .20 .27 .12
BRgE | .33 .35 24 .20 .18 .03 .42 .29 .04 .27 —.24
B OoMm) 16 .28 .34 41 .36 .26 .56 .52 .19 .55 .04
FUE®E | .22 .20 .20 .30 .39 .22 .55 .65 .32 .47 —.00
= | .18 .04 .31 .23 .19 34 .48 .46 .19 .45 —.05
#  &| .29 .24 .09 .22 44 .15 .38 .30 .31 .32 .28
i Bl .33 .43 .42 .4 43 .35 .50 .69 .33 .65 —.01
HEBHET | 27 .21 .24 .38 .43 .46 .18 .46 .61 .44 .08
BEEE | A7 .23 .29 .32 .26 .28 .16 .31 .09 Jd1.29
#® | .30 .40 .31 .34 43 .16 .50 .68 .35 .44 —.11
® o] .22 .23 .12 .11 -.001 .15 .21 .21 .19 .13 .05

AR ERR AR § ETHRS ARER

R=E HETSHEIS4ERES  ARDBRBENBEZSERSN
WESE WEM®ME R R N, P %%%Eﬁ* B om o B R
A Bl 6 Bk v >
B | pasa®) BEG,) .33 .1 .11 .02 .33 Y1 51.654 75X ¢
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RELATIONSHIPS OF TEACHER EXPECTATIONS TO TEACHERS’
BEHAVIOR AND STUDENTS’ LEARNING BEHAVIOR

SHENG-YU KUO

The present study was designed to investigate: (1)the paths through which
teacher expectations function as self-fulfilling prophecy effects; (2) the com-
binative effects of nine teacher behavior in predicting students’ self-concept,
achievement motivation, and academic performance, and (3) which kinds of
teacher behavior could be used as the best predictors for students’ self-
concept, achievement motivation, and academic performance.

Subjects for the present study were 160 seventh grade students in Junior
‘High School and 4 mathematics teachers. Early in the semester the experimen-
ter presented the teachers with information concerning students’ home back
ground, IQ, and achievement test scores. After approximately one-month teacher
-pupil interaction, the teacher expectations were induced through asking
teachers to estimate students’ mathematics achievement in the future. At the
end of the semester, all the subjects were given self-concept questionnair,
achievement motivation questionnair, and teacher behavior scale. The data
obtained were analyzed by path analysis, multivariate regression analysis, and
stepwise regression analysis in terms of the purposes described above.

The major findings of the étudy were as follows: (1) The teacher expectation
acted as self-fulfilling prophecies through determining teacher behavior, and, in
turn, teacher behavior influenced students’ achievement motivation through his
effects on students’ self-concept; (2) Nine teacher behavior could be combined
as powerful predictors for students’ self-concept, achievement motivation, ‘and
academic achievment; (3) Warmth among nine teacher behavior was found to
be the most powerful predictor for students’ self-concept, achievement motiva-
tion, and academic performance. '





