SRR A B R B 5

164 H1w, 137~ 148 H

<E 2>

V=V EATEN AT A ERBE AT T T a —F I T A
VT AE O FEE) )

A e KA

L ]

JoxEx o IGH

PR wox

AFalE, V= VHEATEIR T B 0ERk B L RO T 70 —F 0@ 2 %H L, 5%
MR RTIERHMWE Lo V— VERATENE, Skinner |2 & o THIBMERIME & BRSNSk, £

CDFEFEMMRAFER SN T E T LALEHDS,

PERD NV — )V LEATEN R 2 02 5V T,

D FIFERIE & v — VAT % X3 5 EREREMESHEIC SN TB 59, BN EILED 22w
V=V RATEN KT 2 ATE T #1022 5B B L OVFEREMIITZE IR ri2sh 2 Z L AN Rf S LT 7z,
LA, B, BRT L — 2485 (Relational Frame Theory ; BLF, RFT) (2X T, V—)VKEFTE)
DORVEZERN R 2 BEBE AT AYE G S, v — VST EATED % B oo ) ek A & IR0 L 72 & 0 R 7 923
MEFZEATRAE E TV %0 AR BV TIE, ZEHIIEICB N TINE TICFEE SN TV 2 R % 51
L, EEOERRSHNT 70 —FOF Rk E SHOTEEICOWTRIA L7,

F—7—F V= VEEATE), FORVEGIE, BEtRT L — A5, FERROHT, Ax T —

iFL®Ic

TG, TEoFIEHHEE B L
LT, BRELITHOMEBEROGE 2R FN
WAL FEMTH S, T T, AMOITE
DFATES GBI &R g (FHR) o
BEEICERTAZLI2L > T AR ZEDIT
ARG 200] 2HO2ITT2EEITD
No, £hid, HIZHEZZ/MTEIICE
59, BERlME oz HIZRZ WA
HATENCR L CTH A TH S (Zettle & Hayes,
1982) o FTEYATAICB VT, 9 L2S5E
RBHE [SETE] &L, AMEfhoshiy s
XA 2MEOITEITHSL L L THEHINTE
7z (Skinner, 1969) .

* o RERH RS BN R AT R
O HARSAIHREL R HIFJE 2 DC
ok BURTHIRSE N M RHA 22 e

SRATENE, TR ZE][ET2E] twvo
oW bR RN ES T, AMOITE)IC
WEERIZLTWAZEIEHLATH L, 728
A, BT b9 A [RCHEfHL RS
V] kv e, [FOULIZADT 2 H
WTHELEELEC] Lok EBEOLH) T
FEATENC X 5T, ABOFTEID O 5T
WHEF) ZENTE D THIMFIZHENT
X, COX)ICEFETHORE LT AITH
1%, [IESEfTE)] & LRtk &b (Skinner,
1969)c €L C, Ok REBITELIFSE
TE O 4R 1E, Skinner (1969) |2 & - TV —
JVHECATE) (rule-governed behavior) & L THf
ALK 5 L7z, Skinner (1969) X, 178 =
FIo 5 5k %E V—)v (rule) & LT,
= b =309 2 IEFFRATE &V — VEEATE)
ELTERK L, 728213 LT ELD
BlichTidw s e, [RCEMET L] 25—
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VThHY, EBRIZHLEOREMEZITH 2 LA
V— )V EATEN Td 5o Skinner 3V — )L il
ATEN T 2 HERERIZ B L 722 &2k -
T, W= VeV — VERATE O TE)EEE 145 B
L 72 EBRRFZE 0 D I S, SREIC X 2178
M XT 9 2 FEAEW 2 MR ER S 2 (B
K- KIMA L, 2002) 6

FO—F/T, V- VEBRATEHICNT S
Skinner D HWFI 5T L T < DITE 50
FIZL o THEMPBHNTW LD LHIRTH B
(72 & 2%, Parrot, 1987), ZOHITH, T FE
THROMEHINTE 20, REMZIL—
WZHEFRT AT 0 £ 512, EENRMILED %
VOL— LA TR &1, 20— VIZA
BAR R [HEETL] oOrEvolzHizon
TIEEHHEN T WS & Th o7z (O’Hora,
Barnes-Holmes, & Stewart, 2014) ,

ETAN, TORFEIILT, HEF, B
27 L — AP (relational frame theory ; PLF,
RFT) |2 X o T, Skinner O S iEATE) Flan & 38
B LM AR SN2 LI L -
T, Vv—)vx [Am] L, [EdH] §¥5 704
ANZxF LT, AT ¥ OB S FAHTE
ENTwib, Witz & RFTIE, V—3
BCATE) D HIZE 0 3 5 R 2 B RE AT % 3£
g b EllEoT, V= VEEATEIIN TS
7 70 PRERAGEBH & SERERTRZR 2 48 1) KL Cw
%o TDO X 7% RFT OREMIE, AMIFH O
AT 2 H = X LK DR, 612
g B 72 7 TR LR A RIE %
fyzd0tEZONL, LALLGHKS, RFT
DR SIS N D FEIE 2 TR 725
VR COPBIRTH D, €2 T, KREIZBWT
X, SNHONV— )VZEATENZ BT A IF RS
FEMT L LI E o T, EEDOKREGIT T
T —F OISR S, BRASIZOW RIS
FTHIERAME L. £, ERONV— IV
FCATEN S 9 5 B PLEA B & OV IR BT 78

WL, ZORFEERT S5, KIZ, RFT
12 & 2V — VEERATENC S 2 37 7 BRI
B & EREIIZE A Rl L, RBRICSHROBEIC
DWTRLHET %,
TEIDHTHEIC BV TR, EIS526N5
V= (iF DNV —)v) % #IR (instruction),
HOoART 2 L—V (HCV— V) ZHLCH
7R (self-instruction) Z 41 & — 33 % 17 &) il 1
OV— VERATEY) % HORMEHI#E (instructional
control) & Fiik ENDHGENL W (HF - 1B,
2007), AfEIZHB\TlE, Skinner (1953) D%E
FIZLD T, N6z )b—)b, HEIV =),
7% NIV — VERATEN & KFLT Ao

1. =V EEBITHICHT S
Skinner O IEiHEIER

W= VERATEN ORI, T8I % [SEITHSR
(A) - 178 (B) —#R& (O] o =Tkt
DOHAAAT L B 2 BB OB IS W T
Wb 7o 21X, KA THHCH B &, KoL
BRZB L] EFbh, HarEw Tyl
E$ 5, 2OWE, KAOKS (Hhcliz L
DAk V= THY, BITFER (A) TH
bo T, V=WIZkoTHALS, o2 ]
Evo ATENE, V= E =T SV — VD
118 (B) Thh, ZHIlLoT [HAF VAR
251 (C) Lo RPEL TWD &5
SNb, 2O LI, Skinner (1969) 1%, L —
WV RATE) & Z RO B 5 08T 5 2
L& o T, HEMZEEEOATER S NS
W6 £ 1% 2 AT 8 (contingency-shaped behavior)
EDOXRFNEHEFEIZ Lz, 28 21, [HICHs
e, BRPhH) 9] LMW THIZHA DY
BV IVEETETH Y, "HICHA S LR
Wb Lo ltFRBRIZE o THIZHDS
B A IR RATEI TH 5. 2D L) %
XBZ & - C, Skinner "HIg L 7-D1%, WV —
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EA KA IR OV — VEBATENC RS A HRE S ATHY T 70 — T I BT AR O TR EIA)

VERATENCH T2 [Tl LHH] Thoz
(Skinner, 1969), Skinner |2 X - TV — VL HEAT
B ER SN TR, NnFE TE L OITEISH
FIZ X o TV — VEEATEN R 3 % damA™rb
., FOSNPEOMLNBIRBEINTE 72,

) L7V — VEBEATENI R 3 5 BLER T 7 55
ML, FIC2 20FRERSEB SNz, &
B 725 1%, Skinner (1963) 0% F |23
DNT, V=L eV — )V RATE O REAE AR
HHLZHmRERN T 2 AL, V-
BCATEY A, U — )V & SRR S L 7e ol i)
£l (stimulus control) | ®—JERETH A LT 5
xS 372 (728 2 1E, Cerutti, 1989),
$7:, BIOWEE bk, V— I VEEATE %
7 BRIEEERIE L L CEE T A0 TIE R, £
ORFEICER L, V— VZEATEN R KB Y T A
(FIAT VA, NI F T, =T AT 4
Y)Wk o CTHET AT RMLL (e
21X, Zettle & Hayes, 1982),

FO—FT, FNOOMHEEFIICIE AR
OATEIHIE % b4 2 BT, BRALDIH B
E LRI TS (O’Hora & Barnes-Holmes,
2004), #Z T, FFIE, Gl L2 005K
B S RS NV — VERATEN S A B
W R JLEE e 2 MR L, Zo0f%, F1 5
DFATIIZEIZ BT L IRF T2 BET 5,

1.1, Jb—JVZECITEY & RIS

% L DFFEGIIRIZ L T, = VidFp R
WMTH O, Vv — IV ILEAT B L T B
5 & &z 5 N7z, Skinner (1969) %, IV — v
TEATEIL, V— VI X o THERETEDY 4%
(specify) | SN7FERELCLITEITH S7-0,
WP 1 4% 52 1) % (contingency specified stimuli)
2 X BRI TH B &gz, MhoREE
FE L XL 7z 728 20E, [HICHA S &,
BN £3.] vy —Loygs MEF
W THICHAS ] Lo 2qTEIE TBUCEISE S

B L) REROMEREMRE [FET L] 2 &
I2& 5T, HIZHDSE & W) TE ZBIRT 5,

V= VAT EN DS HIBERI B TH B & v 9
Skinner O FEHHYEFH IZHE - T, 1980 AFI21E,
FERIJICAER SNV — LR, EBRShNE e
W L7-BCNV—VEMYERE LT, V=X
FCATENCBA S 2 BTSSR L2 29 L7z
FATHIZRIE, EWZTOT T L ENTZT ) —F R
TV INOBELAT V2=V TFIZBWT, EFEE
TEDPL—VRHOV—VIZEoTE) & b
o Lo BIEN LIRS NS (IR - K
M, 2002)

COX)BTHREIZL T, V= VEKET
B & BRI ATEN O KB B 5 HFge (72
& 2 1L, Shimoff Matthews, & Catania, 1986),
V=V DFRLIBRNE FEFFEITEIORLA &R
DFek) B, FEFFEATEHICRITTRROAERE
WZB 9 A HF%2 (72 & 21X, Matthews, Catania,
& Shimoff, 1985), )V — VL FATE) & FELEMIE
WATE) DUF DRI T 5058 (728 218,
W £E M o % 52 Y @ BF 22 ; Shimoff, Catania, &
Matthews, 1981) S EICEBEINTEZ, T
5OATIIRIZ L > T, V= VZEATEIO X 7
Z ALK T AFEMASEFR I N TE 72,

DX I, Vv — IV SLREAT B & FECE
EARBTIEIZE ST, L OETLMRAD
BRshiz, 20—FH7T, V- VEEfTE %
BRI & 3 2354, Eile - HEshsaT
DN = IVEEATENI BT, V— )b &l —IV3L
AT O —H OBLBEN H 5 L) T LIk
bo DI, BN LEILED 2\ IV — V3L
FEATEIIZ DOV TIL, FRERI O A TILFL
HTXZWwE o ZRA SR H 720 Z2 T,
Skinner (1986) |, )V — VKEATEIZ [SUG Y
AL g HA R L7,

1.2. RISV 7 ZXELTDIV—IVEECITE
Skinner (1986) %, )V — VZEATEIZ [V —
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R TE VN S 7S

VIZHED  (rulefollowing) | &\ 9 Rt 7 T A
ThHhbEVIZEZERB L, Thbb, s
DNV —VEERITENE, ZORIGL7 7 ADHRET
HHELIOTHL, TOTELIZEHST, V-
WEEATEIORIL 7 7 A2 H L - B5mH°

Bl &7z (72 & 21X, Parrot, 1987 ; Zettle &
Hayes, 1982),

W= VEEATEN D UG 7 7 A%, A bREeEk:
DIFEFEORIEIC L > T2 21X ST 5
(Zettle & Hayes, 1982), Z1L 51, 794 7~
2 (pliance) & k5 v % 7 (tracking) TH 5,
$72, FNH5D 200N —VERITEIOWE L
NEMED S o TEHT AV — VEATENE L
T, =7 A7 4 7 (augmenting) & %
EENTWw5,

TIALT AR, V=V EESETEHO—
S, MM S NERICL RIS
TWBEHDTH b, 7221, TELOHES
2, [HErEOONDL | Lo ziFRIic &
D SN EEE, ZIUETIAT Y ATH
bho ZTO—T, Iy Fr7IE V—ILEIE
SETEIO—HA, HRFEAEN I L o
THHSNTWEbDTH L, 72k 21E, T8
DBOWEZN, [OHRHB Ay F1)T5] Lwvo
RERICI VR ENEEEIZ N T v F 7T
BHhboe F—=T AT 471, V=NIZLoT
PO S LTSRS, ibeunib & L CTHERET
BEIEELGZL2ETHDLH, 728 21E, T
ELNHBERO [BLHEEAEN] L)L
FEWRT, WEXZD [ Ay F) &) oMbk
RESEE-o THIEBE T L% 51X, Ziudt—
TAYT AT b,

ZH L7, Y AL L TCOSNHh R
SN2 EIld o T, MLIED v )L — VL
TFEIDERA B = ZHI2DWT, UG T AL
% H L 72 BRI FE 2 i S 7z, Cerutti (1989)
X, HH IV — VI X BV — VREATENE, 2
NF TR S N7z 5 ﬂ%ﬂ@ﬂ&Ab&J

L B 22 B SR

16K Bl

THhDLEHRHE L. 728213 [R—LZ2Eo
Tl EwHy =& EFEzHRT) Lwvw)—

VORI TIZ BT 20— IV EATEI A &
TWLEE, [R=VERTl vy FHER N —

VHRERENTE, V— VKEATEI 2 RS 2
EV) LDTH B, FEEEIZ, Dermer & Rodgers
(1997) OWFZEIZB VT, % OFRBUIRIEA
WL SN DT EZOMAEDEHIIBEML, %
L7 TON— VERATED IR S NS Z &8
HoE»rERo70 ZOWIRIZL T, Fll%
W= VDR, ZAUIHED RGO [ AR EE |
X, V= VORRTIZBITAIESHETEOSL
BALERRD BT LIk o TEO D I LD
THhbHIENRENT,

NS DEATIIZEIZ L T, FHENV— I
BT 5 )V — VLIRATEI A LIRALIC & o THEST
WETHEH L, BLOEEWRBILED W
W= IVDEKR, 29 L7V — v ~OHEHL
ﬁﬁ@#%ﬂﬁ%ﬁwcﬂﬁciof%w&w
PRSI NLEZEDPW S holzs $hb
5, OV VERATEIZ UG 7 AL LTEH R
HZEICE 5T, W= VEEATHIORALD 2 75
ZALIK T HEBESIR L2 EF ) TENT
&5,

1.3. Skinner DEEHICE D WA LITHRDIE
7=

CNFTICFEALAZL 1L, AL — L
BCATENCRA L C, SRELIESFEITH, B LU
ROFEERERICEE T L2 LI2E - T, 2D X
H = A LRGSR T B A BERE ST
Wb, L2LaAS, V= VEEITEIZDOWT
ﬁﬁ?éif,%fﬁ%ﬁ#mwfwéwﬁﬁi
IKT3 % (O’Hora & Barnes-Holmes, 2004),
2T, ROV —IVHIATEN 3T 2 B ma
HORE &, T Figurel |28 L7z,

V= VSCERATEN RT3 2 Rl & LT o
BHE, Vv— v EIEEFRITEIO — B O LSS
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A RA UBH OV — VERATEN 6 B AR

RV — VERATENZOWTC, HEmiRiH o
BN OP LN EEREN TS/, £ 25
7%, Dermer & Rodgers (1997) 2B\ Tl&, V—
VEEATENZ, SEALIEE DS 2 57 BRI oML A A b
FIZEoT, FHAEV—NMIZBWTH X 0 iR
L7 TN — VEEATEIAR S D 2 EDH 6
e olze LA L7%AS, Dermer & Rodgers
(1997) OFERIE, & TON — IVZRITE S,
I E THALEDO S BRI & FUS O MG D

WKLo THERBLTWSAZEEERL V., OF
V), Dermer & Rodgers (1997) O Tt =1, [
—DRUE7 T ANZBT B )V — )V ZEATENC B
T2UHHATHY, TNTNoOISITEEDNZ

SHHIT 70— T2 BT A OB EIA)

RALEE 2 R > T\ b L7245 T, Dermer &
Rodgers (1997) OFIIZHBWTIL, HlEmb &
LCLFMD O 0E ) %, & O bEN
TWIZHEb S TAERT S, AREEHEOEMER
V— VERATENCOWCIE, 3T 52 25T
Sk EZONL, 22X [Freitbn
WEIRWHEICER SN S ] 2 v ZoiEE A
(V=) &, WS2ORBIZE > T [EWHE
R N7z] BRI XL » TARB X O
LI TlE R, T2, [Va2—A%HATE
HEMERIFIC D] Lol l— 2k o T,
T a—ARRUGATEI R 2YE, Va— A%
PE2 B L Vo 72V — VRATENS [HERRIFI 2

FUBEBIE & LTDI—)LZERITEIDOR A (Skinner, 1969(cEI<)

A B
FETRIE T @ R
JL—IL | L—LXETE | T R
(CEEZE k) OL—JLE—E) OL=ILE—E)

i EEORWL—ILEIESETHO—BISREELDH

RIEDVSRAELTD R (Skinner, 1986 ; Cerutti, 1989 ; Dermer & Rodgers, 1997)

A B
(RFOSR) (RIGOSR)
. R

ﬁerutﬁ(lgsg)ﬂ)ékﬂﬁ A(DEE\LT‘ B@Eﬂﬁ \ ﬁ”;%ﬂw + ﬁi'ﬁ%ﬂlE

S F-idY FBW + Fi¥G

3 N | 3

e R X R F | mmw |

Ew ST FIBHX + RIEF

(Cerutti, 1989) ﬁlﬁgﬁ Y ﬂiﬁx + ﬁung

X RBMTECS FUEX + ®BG

RIBEATRIDHA

BEhENRIIR MAFIE,
P il
QJg(ﬁé j THL%RGB

BiEAS . FIRRISC KBRGB / JL—)LEIBE L TWDHEE LRWEIICH I D55

Figure 1.

Skinner (Z £ % /b—/VEATENT 59 2 BRI B & fRm AN

RGB (%, W— VXEATE) (rule-governed behavior) DI TH 2,
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FOREHOK 22 R DB AR L6 Bl

B Vo RIZE o THIEIE N TV A b
Tl %Y SO XD IV — VKEATENE, Tl
PERIE & LCHRT AL, M5OGS
FSAELTRIBTHZELREETH 5,

F 72, BRI BWTIE, Vv—ro [
K & [HEFE] 2 CRRi s Tnina
EDFRIHMENTWA (O’Hora & Barnes-Holmes,
2004), 72 20E, [P 2—RAERATED LB
RIGIZ D] Lol b— V%52 578
B, OB - ARKOGITEI AL LH L,
FITHOVER VL EEZEND, 2D L)
12, W=V EERLTHTD, ARAMHELEZ M
BT BHELZFITHROEN VDL EEZ SN D,
LA L %256, FlEEREORAMAIC BT
1%, BREOESBEEIZ OV TIEFAT S TY
s

INLORBE®%E 2 5 1T, Hayes &
Hayes (1989) 1, & D X9 ZifbIEIZ L » T
ANEIZH S V= Va2 &R L, Z7hs [F5)
HIKERE 2 15 ] L OV — VR RATEI A RS B
DB, Lo 7oV — VEEATE) O HI A2 50
T LA LETH D E TR, £
Z T, FAEIZBWTIE RFT OFRlAIZ BT,
DL BV = VERATEI OB IR T %
KL 72 BB T 10 72 B 38 & OV BT ZE 2% I B
SNTwb (O’Hora et al, 2014), =2 T, Ll
TIZBWTIE, FED RFT OB AIZB T S
V= VI EATEN RS 2 BEER OO SR B & SEBRAY 4
MEFLBRL, ZN5 0% ERIZOWTERIR
SR

2.RFTIC& AN —NEXERITEICHT S
- GIRRER

PERD IV — )V REATEN RS § 2 BER AL 12
BWTIE, oM &V — )V SZRATED
z XH5 2 IR SR IEDSIIRE T 2 o 72728,
[RALEED 22V — VEERATE) | 2 Ty —)L &

FEFITEOA—F] OREIZOWTIHNT S
CENHEETH -T2, EOHT, V—IVERLAT
By ORI LN TS 2R 2 FEh S 5 2 &
X, ENSoXEIE RIS L, AR OB
V= VEBATENI 0§ A 0 2 W REIC 2 b
DEEZLND, £Z T, I, RFT O
HAIZBWT, TBRUS] &) BAZIZ X -
T, V= IVEATE O HIEZE LU D TRz
FERE AT INELIA DS B S T B,

RFT & &, ANHOFFECRANZET %I
DATE P F T3 5 (Hayes, Barnes-Holmes, &
Roche, 2001), RFT {E, FrEIEHME OGRS
TR SNAG EE 2, Zo0L) RO %
BIAR G & .5 (Hayes et al, 2001), RFT 12 &
5L, BEINEM R BERUS (arbitrarily
applicable relational responding ; Hayes et al,
2001) A%, NEOSERCEAOHFZLE 22 LS
oo BEMNEHTRE 2 BIMREUS &1, W
MR TR < "BFRAE L ISR EX
MNTHZETHL, 7ok 21E, WEIFRNCIE
DLRNBEROXBNE, IEB N 7 BFR S T
BB (2L 212,10 EIES0HEL D KE ),
ZO—JiT, KABMRICE AEO XL, &
ERNEHATRZBERIGTH S (2L 21,
50 FIIZ 10 FI & K &E W),

7o, BWIERYIZE AR 2 B AR SUS O FF
fE, IR A 19 B8 4R B IG (derived relational
responding) X il ¥ FE O 2 ¢ (transformation
of stimulus function) & \»o 72fi¥fb+~X5 » b
7B & L TRt &% (Hayes et al, 2001). IR
A BAAREUIS & 1%, TEREN 2 58 LRE O 722 VIl
ISR LT, BIFRIEDIE U CIREEIZ UGS
TLERIET, 72 2iE, A<B, BKCOLE
D, ACLEV) S TH D, 7z, M
REDZHL L 1L, IRERIBIFR B 2D TRl
OWERENEIRT L L TH D, 72z, A<
BB CEW)BLRE, "A=50M1" &£w
IR EFEE LG, A<CEvoliike
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EAT KA UBH OV — VEEATEN T A ERRITY 7 70 — T B B AR O WFSE B )

MBIRIZIEDWT, CORY 7 1 7 ikiE e
U5 2 L DFEHEREDZEIRTH D, TH DY
RS OB AN & > THESCHRAZ 5T T 5
Z &2 X - T, Skinner O SEEITEIBL GG D 5
B L7872 e BRRE AT 7 7' — F SR S
72 (Hayes et al, 2001),

2.1. RFT (& 20— IVXECATENIC G § 2 BB AR

D& 7% RET OEGHRFIIZE DO W T,
Hayes & Hayes (1989) &, W — VX EATE) =
[ ERIE ] & IRAEBIRRUSIZ L - T
BENTPREN Ay N7 — 27 L =T L0 L
L Co [BIMREURERIAN (relational instructional
control) | (ZXBIL 720

Hayes & Hayes (1989) (&, WV — VL EATH)
DFEAEEN RT3 AR %2, IRAERI BRI

Skinner MEKEA

A

I & RS RE DR OB HFRE L 720 72L&
ZIAE, TNV 5 2RI =T I T T
FLTCr—%%toT&T tMHENPSED
n, TN EE, 22008254 TOH
RIS EEND EFHHT 5. 121, THIE
& RS ZFMBARTHENOIT 2[5l 12
HOCHBRIETH D (2L 21E, FEWEiEd
=T oo BEL, FIIIHETS
oD TL7 W) ER), 2T, BN
W (e z0E A—T7Y) o, IRAETIK
B HD R RE DA L o TH BRI &
LCOWRLZESTLIOTH L, 9 1213,
TENREREE 2 FEaR 92 THERT] 12460 < BIFRIL
IBTH DB (oL ziE, "% % 2L T), 2
2T, il 4 NOFTEYASEA R FEH 0 YR A 1 B AR
FUS B & OHIBEREE D241 X o CTIRIEE LA

B C

SFEATRIE

T B B R

J—Ju —IVEEITE | > e
%EE]%"I&"G)EE‘;‘R! Jr—=Iv&E—3) Jr—IvE—3)
/
RFTORH WAtStpEetil  wpoxmes»o BRI OO SR 55 12 1)

D3R

A— B —-C

NIVBBoFf “E X F—ToAFT “ELT =% EWB
B P BB D R A O BB S

FRIHEEDER
D3R

EfOIRFHH 1) I I

r15<l

...... T
%0
AT (R # T THO
Rl & S

FEMREFRICE D < RIBIREEDZ %

Figure 2. Skinner® )V — VX EATE OF 35 & ORFTOFH I

—143—



R TR E N S 17 RIREE L R

16 % B 1

X1 /X2
A A2 A3 A4 B1 B2 B3 B4
B1 B2 B3 B4 ct c2 c3 c4
c4
Al
c3
Al
c2
Al
c1
Key: A ‘e A3 BREY
A2 FRRE A4 BREY

Figure 3. JRAEIH)V — VL ECATE O FEERIW 5AT 12 31T 4 W T 1
[H) BX O TREE] &, EBRIZIERES (%%%7% &) TRERENS,

F 7z,

ENp L E, ehd REMEKRO A Y PT—
7] E—HT LI TH S, Thbb, i
L2 15 [ O PR A A BIAR BUIS & Tl e O 28 1,
W=V, B LU — LADEE & T
LBBIRTH B & SN T 5, Figure 2 |2,
Skinner (2 & A )V — )V EATENIC XS 9 A 90T &,

TIZE 290 & KR L7z,

RFT &, Zlicr M OBRNIGE LTV —)b
TERATE #3522k oT, V=R
TTEIOHIHE 7 0 & 2126 5 ERES TSN %
Mise L7ze BT TIX, 2O X9 7% RET O
WEFICIG UT, V= VZEATENC T 287
72 EERNYHT (O’Hora & Barnes-Holmes, 2004 ;
O’Hora et al, 2014) 2SN T 5, £ T

X1.,/X21%, O’Horaetal. (2014) OAIZBWTEREI N,

WHEIZBWTIE, TNOHDOWEEZMET 52 &
IZ&oT, EEOHERESITNT 70 —F 2L -5
TR SN LT ML BT 2,

2.2, JRERIV—IVZECITENICB S % RFT #i%E
Sk L 72 Hayes & Hayes (1989) (2B %
WV — )V ZRCATE) O HI BN B 5 % BRI R
\2fit > T, O’Hora et al. (2004) 3 X (| O’Hora
et al. (2014) (2BWTIE, RFT 2B\ T—kMY
WS N BRI (relational task) @ T-f
2L o T, IRAEMNV—IVEEITENC BT A
ZeNYFENE S sz (Figure 3), A (1) 4O
DIEEW S (728 21 [%%%)) 1=Zh
i, R, RO, Hi, RofRETiEL L, 2
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EAF KA UBH OV — VEEATEN T A REHTY 7 T 0 — B B A O WFSE B )

NS ELIRFELHD & Lz wiz, (2) 1
DXMTFHDD ZHWT, EEHREY (728
ZAE, TLIBY) [ oS5 & Wk B o IR AR 1 B 4R B
BT AN ENTe TAMIBWTIE, 9,
FE C 25 THEM ) OXIRFD D & &bk
EIZERE N (28 21, Cl onfiz C2, C2
DRI C3, C3 DRI C4)o ZDF, W EH
DA, HEB & CHY 5] o CIRTF
W EEBIZERENTS (728 21E Bl &
ClIZMEZEE 2 Y, Bl ®HiIZ B2, B2 DRI
B3, B3 DRI B4 & 7% %), A _LEOLAMIZ
1, FRRICHIBLA & BOSEoR &Nz (2 k 212,
Al & BLIZFE#EZZL, Al OHTIZ A2, A2D
BilZ A3, ASOREIIZCA4 L D), T2 TII,
AL DS A4 IZEY Y IhoTHBY, XRFEA
PO TRY Y& EFIH T L 2RO
N5

COXHnTREICL ST, EHMLERILE
D7 WVIRAERBRIZEED < FM RV — IV IThE-
T, Ry UMLISOERA KD Sz, D
#E 8. O’Hora et al. (2004) (2B Wi, 12 A
8 ADBINEIZ, IREMIV — IV EZRATEN TR
SNz, ZDOREFRD S, O’Hora et al. (2004) 1,
BNV — VBT BV — VERATE 2 RT 2
VI L7z LT, T, TRAEY
Y P —=2IZEbET, ALV IV EREN
12 TAER 975 BUS 9 5 FEBRIG T % 1T RE
ICL7zkEZz 6N 5,

& 512, O’Hora et al. (2014) (X, O’Hora et
al. (2004) 2B\ TR ENTZIRER IV — VL HL
T OB EIx T 2 B OBGET D3 FE N &
NTnw3, T2 T, Arflge L CHim L&
IZX1 BLUOX2 BRS8N/ (Figure. 3), &
RENXL E X2 LT, JREMLV—ILVE
FeATE IR L b d L IZEIs G2 6N asF
ECEMI NI, ZORKE, 3 AE&ETOE
FHIZBWTC, JRAERIV — IV HEATE AT
CXoTHIENSL Z EAIRENT, O’ Hora

et al. (2014) &, IS DOFERPS, [IV—
DER] & V=V ~OWHE ] O bhifEr:%
B TERDLRETHLETELTVD, T4
L, T O’Hora et al. (2014) D EERIHT
12 oTC, V=& [HE] $5HME%E,
N [l 2 15 ) 3 2R 5
&) RFT OB GIHHAN LRI N EED
ZENTED,

O L), RFTIZBWTER S NS i
MR FEAERIZRIE, IV — VI RATEN 6 5
% Skinner OFHEZ T L7720 2O EITL o
T, 4% Skinner O FEFRHIFLIHIZ B\ TIXFLAH
HARTHETH o 72, AN OBEMEZ v — VBT
B A B = A 2T AW RIS S
bo T, miIZ, RETIZBIF AL — VK
FCATE %3 2 FEREMIIFZE D SR O W REME & 7R
BIZDOWTIER 5,

2.3. RFT ICH T B3I — ILEEITEI DO R ICx
TESHDERE

FEEIZBWTIE, V= VRTINS T A0
S @ Skinner (1969) D EFIZ IO W72 FEALRY
WFze o Eym & RS 2B L, RFT Ol A
B NS 7 R BRI B & TSRO
B B L7, ZOMEE, RFT Ol A4 »
5V — VEEATE) O BTN K3 2 4587 55
MDAThbN7=Z 12k - T, ERDEHTIIH
s 5 LN TELRDPo T2 ANV — )L
KERATEN W3 B ot s 2 LS
Mmool TO—FT, RFT OFAAIZE
VT BV — VESCRATENC RS A HF2EIE, R7ZHA
Vi, I TRZRIS, SHROMEHEELZ DT
IZREibd %,

RFT O LA BT 5V — )V S BAT 8 12 5%
T AL, BN ELEO L, AMOE
R CIRAER 2V — VI RATEN A 5 FERERY
PR BRI L7z 512, RFTIZBWT,
V= VR TEI R, V— V% [HER] 3 AR
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P 2 [9E] 3 ABEEEA 1 CRiR &
N2 LI2d o T, 25 &5 TEBRIICH
YA ENTRRIZZR 572,

O’Hora et al. (2014) %, WHEMY % AL O
2RIV — )V SCBEATEY D F 5 X OV oD Jg&
ST 2R R L7z 29 L72IRAER
V= VERATE OS2, 2 21, 8
— v VEEEB IR SN BEITHI O 2 &
LT 5 L #FEZ 51 5H, OHora et al. (2014)
DOWFFEI BV TIE, JRERIV— IV E—FT 5K
JEIZEIDS, IRAEAY IV — v & AR—F D s 258 b
WHZ oML FREVPHCSNITN, 4141,
BB AEE R REE 7285 2 LI X 5T, IR
E Ay BT =7 QYLK E BEATEIIERK D A 7
Z ALY B EBRE AT O RS IR S
5o

S 512, O’Hora et al. (2014) 2B Wi, Ik
RV — VR S L CnW T, SBATHIETLC
£ o TIRAEM IV — )V ZBCAT B~ O Gt 25 A3 il 1
ENDZEPIRENTZ, TOFHEIIDONT,
O’Hora et al. (2014) 1%, &G EHICBITAL T
FAT v AERT T AT A (counter pliance)
WA ERMET L L ER L Twb, I
1, 7ok 2AE AouTIEBRIZ TS A5, b
& —DORHIHA 2L L\ o7z K9 BATH)
DI EERIET, RFT 2 ML 3272
LTI A & AIV AV - ETE—IZB
WX, T4 T v ARSI s
2T S, LHEREREE 26T E S
CTWw5 (Torneke, Luciano, & Salas, 2008), L 7>
2o T, 51%1%, O’Horaetal (2014) O Ffi X
W, TIAT O AOFMEOMER, DI
BRI END 2 L2k -C, LHEEFHE
VXS BN 72 e SE SRR S N B 2 L IR
SNb,

¥ 7=, Tarbox, Zuckerman, Bishop, Olive, & O’Hora
(2011) 1%, HAEZR L — IV IZHES (72 &z,
[F2 EFT] V) fRICiE)) ITEHRS

N CHBER 2SI, &UEoBRKET &
LHMZ V- (2L Thdrx=r Yy
oy FERINGT) BT 5V — VAT
Bred oW HNTHEILLE A, #
Bl E HWTd 25" &) &R
IRFH5 ) OHIE T2 B 50— )V L EAT
BT HZ ERR LT, L7225 T, RFT
12X BNV — VERATENI T AWF9E1X, v—b
YEATENZ Db OOMETR, Tk v — VR
B OMAET ORI L CHi 72 27885 &
A4 L FRAET 2 2 E SN D,
RFTIZBWT, AP "BFEREE" 1T —
WEAERL, ZNETENHEIST S 702 AH
S PI UL, V= IV ZEATENC D 5 A M
DFEMIFIINHRT T 2 EHE, IV — VL RATH)
DWW\ NIEE T2 5 E~NOLEICISHT 5
CENWEEICRLEEZONDL, LLARD
5, RFT OFHLA A & FEfE & N7 EREYIFTE IR,
AFTHMNLIZDDIZE T > T05, 5, 2
NS OFIFI BT 2 IO R S
%o
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Abstract

The aim of this study was to discuss a recent functional analytic approach to studying rule-
governed behavior and outline the direction for future behavioral research in this area. Various
empirical studies have defined rule-governed behavior as stimulus control. However, there has
been a lack of functional distinction between rule-governed behavior and other forms of stimulus
control, which was problematic because rule-governed behavior is controlled by novel rules.
Recently, the Relational Frame Theory (RFT) provided the functional analytic approach to
enable empirical research that distinguishes rule-governed behavior from other forms stimulus
control. In the current study, we first outlined the knowledge of previous studies and the recent
functional analytic approach of rule-governed behavior, and then discussed the direction of

further research in this area.

Key words: rule-governed behavior, instructional control, relational frame theory, Skinner
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