EfEAXFZZHMBHRI NI U
Keio Associated Repository of Academic resouces

Title

TR FOBIMIICHFT

Sub Title

For the establishment of intergenerational studies

Author

A, B (Murayama, Yo)

Publisher

—HEZE

Publication
year

2011

Jtitle

#2 No.125 (2011. 3) ,p.75- 104

JaLC DOI

Abstract

Currently, Japan faces an emerging need for intergenerational
engagement due to an ageing society with fewer children. In
particular, one expects the support from elderly people in local
communities under the circumstances of increasing ratios of nuclear
family and dual-income couples.

Historically, the differences between generations have been regarded
as the probable cause of intergenerational conflict. However, it is
essential to reconsider the dynamics of intergenerational exchanges
and apply these findings in the development of various
intergenerational programs between elderly people and children in
local communities.

Therefore, this study is aims to explore the concept of generation
from the perspective of intergenerational exchanges. First, |
examined the shifts in the traditional theory of generation. Second, |
investigated studies in Japan and the United States and then
reviewed empirical research projects and theories on
intergenerational relationships. Finally, | discussed the subjectand
development of intergenerational relationships. In this study, | expect
to advance a new framework for the study of generations,
"intergenerational exchanges," which is fixed with the social
psychological aspects of age and society.

Notes

B ABRIE
B

Genre

Journal Article

URL

https://koara.lib.keio.ac.jp/xoonips/modules/xoonips/detail.php?koara
_id=AN00150430-00000125-0075

BERZBAZZMERI AT NUKOARAICERENTWA IV TUY NEEER. ThThOEFEE, F2EL
FHRAE/RTEICRBL., TOEFEEEEECI > TRBEECNTVET, 5IALHL>TRE, EFEEEZETFL

TIRAEEL,




The copyrights of content available on the KeiO Associated Repository of Academic resources (KOARA) belong to
the respective authors, academic societies, or publishers/issuers, and these rights are protected by the Japanese
Copyright Act. When quoting the content, please follow the Japanese copyright act.


http://www.tcpdf.org

— R R X

7 7

%125 %

ARSI S DZIZ T

For the Establishment of Intergenerational Studies

Yoh Murayama

Currently, Japan faces an emerging need for intergenerational
engagement due to an ageing society with fewer children. In par-
ticular, one expects the support from elderly people in local com-
munities under the circumstances of increasing ratios of nuclear
family and dual-income couples.

Historically, the differences between generations have been
regarded as the probable cause of intergenerational conflict. How-
ever, it is essential to reconsider the dynamics of inter-
generational exchanges and apply these findings in the develop-
ment of various intergenerational programs between elderly
people and children in local communities.

Therefore, this study is aims to explore the concept of genera-
tion from the perspective of intergenerational exchanges. First, I
examined the shifts in the traditional theory of generation.
Second, I investigated studies in Japan and the United States
and then reviewed empirical research projects and theories on in-
tergenerational relationships. Finally, I discussed the subjectand
development of intergenerational relationships. In this study, I
expect to advance a new framework for the study of genera-
tions, “intergenerational exchanges,” which is fixed with the
social psychological aspects of age and society.
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& U & I

WA, MFEBLRET LoD IO T, FKEPHSICE LW THH O H
RFEAE M MRS OB A LT s, 29 LAERDS, Wik
B &S EIE oA BEEESER S N, HiGEL L
TIEIERLR IR T L SNDG L HIck->TER (H, 2005
Juft, 2003a; AERT, 2003b; +k « I, 2005).

EREBI CIOSGRRIAE O FED B LT, 2002 05 [RAEMEEHED
R 2SEA I N, MO SRS DN D A ) ¥ 2T L ISHERIIZ S
THEEDFT SN TS, 2008 0> 513241 « ST « Huddi o il 17
DHEICTELEECHHHEEZ 2 2 &2 HNIC, ERSCRHISRAT 3
HEWAY - LT3,

ZD—77T, WREZERDH £ DR L Tok BHRSPATBEROHAR
T IC BRI B T 2 1 6 Tz (BFE, 2001; #34, 2004; B,
2006). F7z, Hugic 1) 2 HAEZSRDR £ > THD 2 WERPBETE,
PR OBEIC 2 72 2 6 N B IHIEIE Z I EL < 2,

A, MAGRORERNEELZMEL 729 2T, KEZPLE L
R Bl & F5GE) OBURZMBIL, 5% ORI D &
D2 T T EICT 5.,

1. HAROEE

MR &3, MEEnEziIEFECC L, UEERZIEGL, YoE
AITRHE « FTEIRRAZ EANRIEIHE L T 2 —EDFEIRIE ] LERIN
T (CREMD. F7WEED generation 1213, B> 6 1~ [1HY
MR D SN BHIB0 H & V) BRBEEN TS, AHEICE
MR Bz, & 2 PRI A U7 AR 2 [l AR SR & e 58
LTws, 2 THBEOMN], THBLY 2 =7 ] v o WEfRaiZhic

(76)
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b2 (LI, 1990).

HEEIC BT 5 T Mooy, FiFTEREERTERE V)
2007 7u—Fndb5 OIZHE 1962). FILLFNILGTIE, HMRIZE
MEMOAEDWKE L LT ohn, HENICEZEINS., av b
(Comte) (& 30 fEfHbETHAUZRMNT 2| LiElIZT, Zo [
W& 6, HEPFOFICET 2k lZ Lo 2 L) L LT

JELEFOVETIE, 2 BIICIZIEA S N LINIRERIC RS,
KEGHOEMN BT EL I NS, 7T 2% A (Dilthey) 1%, [JEHEHD
FEME & D DRI & 2 3 2B o RN 2 2 23R Z SR T
5] EHEML w3, 2013 L o2 2 oG (A LT
A OMRGR, @< vng Lo IEZ SNk,

F VT 77 (Ortega, 1923) 1%, A 24 & LTHRZ, A
ROERAE AN EE 2 725 T L Tw 5.

< ¥ A4 & (Mannheim, 1928) (& [T O ZEICERZ H T, [
R HINEAES) L 2HE) 2 B 2 DI DIEETH 5 L FIRL 72,
oI, g s, MERORE] MEROHE] | MEROR—] &
9 3O &Y S A, HARICEH U AR I E D 1 7 E A DS
Y« ARSI BB OE NS G U CIUHER 2 BT 5 2 LT, RGO
T dh 2 A0 2 LR L 72,

1960 FEfIc % 2 &, v oA Lo fGaE b LI, 72XV DAL
2B Ry 7y )~ (Bengtson, 1989) %3, [TV D FEIEM 2 % A
TWw5, #7F, MR AP AAER 2 ERICL TV AA T4 7T
By EFonsd koY% —3>arX % v 7 (generation
gap) DIFEICRER % f =, AU o 25& &M% A R 22 2 B &
ML &I &L

ik A &%, @245 — b (cohort) X1 (A L 72 sl DIRER
Kitho72E), @V % v ¥ (lineage) X1 (KIEH DA D7EE), Gk

(77)
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RENE (R 2IRHDREE) V) 3DDN—ART T4 7TPEEREL
Tws, wung Ly, MREOZEICENZHTLOICHL T, ~v
7wy 3, REOLoA k2 MF L Tw 5. £ DblF, K
Wex ¥ —%2 [MR] &L, HRRZEOEEZ Y~ 7L & LT
6, Z0 [FpEdER] 2 3 X0t (OFBIIGERS: SORNEPHEE, @3
nET . ZE O, OffifEflo—30 FEkoBELM:) T 7.

ZFNEZWEZATI¥ 22 L —Y a3y ¥ vy 7 (generation gap)] %
9 2 [FOZEMEM | (developmental stake theory) Z32IE L TWw 3,
oM XAuE, ERERGHAREOERZ RB/NRIC L »@KET, i
REEOMADMIENICEILZ TS X125, ZIUSR LT, HHEMRUL,
HoD7AF YT 474 (identity) DREZICR L TROWEILSH D, HRE
AR K] 2ZFANB I ERESDTA TV T4 T4 21T
52 LI 2DTREVRERNS. 29 LAEROEEDPS, ¥t
L=varyXyy 7HEL 2 EHIL T2,

DL, MR BERIZZ2 OBIEIE L ZEIGHE 5N TEL, I
v A Lk, HARDZA (change) 12, RX¥ 7y v ikt ok
(continuity) IZZNZIUEH L, HAEEZ RS (HEI L.

Z0—)7T, InEco MG oiEmTix, MRO—MimD i
RBHTHN, ZDFAF I 7 AZRABZHEMPBR TS & DS K
91} 59 % (Rosenberg, Layne & Power, 1997). ARG D74 E 08D
Himr o, MREZHSICT B ICIIER TS 208, BFICEHRF L2
EDX ) ICBIREZREEL >OH S OREZHEAZL T o z2ikd 5
E1XTE 7\ (Scabini & Marta, 2006).

B2, InETo [T 1%, HREOR 2L 2B
EREEEZETH 208, SHOHETRD ST 3 IAHZSRZHwL % 2
ERIFEL TR whnwEEzZons, oFh, RO @it 26 Tldk
<, K oimzlER L Tw» (2 DTS 5.

(78)
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29 LR s, ARTix “HRESGR v ) gns, tRHEE
FROMEE LERICOWTIMT 2 2 Lic kD, AL & AR~ D
SR TIN] R W

2. HAREZRATZDHRED

HARBZRIZEDIH £ D 1%, 60 25 70 FROKENZ T 1T 5 HA
M 70 75 LR LR L T 3, MIERE T, KRR
Fa a7 4 OBED X ) BEEOFOMAWHEZ RIS, 5 CHEE
PR, BREOINLE Vo I F I F A RMESERINS X9 I
ote, 29 LIRBICB VT, HIROFERH & FEbLE ORI 2iAL
L CHARRZE 7 1 777 & (intergenerational program) 232E F 4, 42K
FHIZ N F > Tvao 7z (Larkin & Newman, 1997).

KETHRYDIARRAGR 7 v 7' L%, 1963 4ED “Adopt a Grandpar-
ent Program” & I3, 2707 7 L%, TFHTORBIEETNICTED
DT B L) bDTH S, 1960 FRENIE, WHIBIFOESIC X
D 3 oDLEN AR 7w 77 o (BT 1 7T L, Bk
YETRIVT 4T, BN —ERT - TRy =) MURDH SN,

1978 121, ¥ w» v /X — 7 K2 (the university of Pittsburg) Z#Z
(Bl #5882 DY) — « =2 —< > (Sally Newman) % Hulaic, THARH
L7077 L DOFEERE EMREBH L 7% v + 7 — 7 #lfik “Genera-
tions Together” Z3E% 7 S 41, 80 FFfNICIZAKICIADIS v b7 — 7/
fkic £ TR L 7.

80 N 6 90 FEfNIC 2 2 &, AN 7' v 7 7 L DRI,
B L UOEIE 1RO 2HE2FEOMRIRAN B> Tn L HHITOWTIE,
BOHBEL, A% F v ANVE 77 « AT 4, PR, ¥ 7
Va— L, 10 ROEEIR, ¥ v v 7 ~0BE, V7 7 — (literacy)
&V A DWRICE LB H TE N,

(79)
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R IOV T, ARz, FBY) - 7ova — )b, Re HED,
Aair 7 e AT L, VT 7y —, REZEOMENRD HIFohn
. ZofER, HRERIE 70 77 L%, i, G HREE, e
BHE Vo Skt 2MEZ R T 2 FRE L THIRFEIN S L)1k >
7.

HAREISRTZE 1R, 29 LMREZGR 70 7 A 0iERICE b2z
DR EWGEES 2ikA L LT 6N TE . SHTIE, FHdoiy, #
B, D HetE BAYE Lo RSHEETRON, SiREETED
W25 2 25, MR 7 v 75 o, AR IC EIR I e A ¥
v, AR Z Y R — T 2R MBER A EXIENREINTw 3
(Larkin & Newman, 1997).

T AN BB B AR RO RS E, EFEAEETIE, “The
Gerontologist” % “Educational gerontology” IZ% £ i I 11T\ %,
¥ 72, FIEHL ST, “Journal of Marriage and Family” I2 3 \»
T, MHAQREE FROMARA AN C 54T %, 2003 4EICiE, B v Y
N=TREDH Y — « =2 — 2 v 2 &3 2 HHSSRE O ik
#% “The Journal of Intergenerational Relationships (JIR)” 25 FIf7 & #1
Tk, WEERZTTIERC, BORHE, HEK, BEHEL D, AR
I 2 FENE, RO, BORPL 707 L0fRE 2 L Tw 5
(it 1 210D,

KRBT S THARBZGR] 707 L2/ THB L, 1999 FI27 4
v F L — K% (The University of Findlay) 2 &\ T, KETH & T
“Intergeneraitonal Studies” 2B I 1T\ % (b, 2007).

Yy woN— 7 RATE, AZER 78 7T L FEEREKE D 72 0 D
(v o4 Vil L FE) 2RI TED, 13HICH2 7077 L& TH
IZ1%, “Interenerational specialist” & UL COAFBERFIT I NS, Z#
FD% I, BEPHSEARRETH D, ikl 35S AR s

r\‘iﬁ

(80)
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IR h% =T 43— bTEGELTERL WS &),

3. HMRERMEDRER

ARESSIRITZE Tld, EEEPEB LD RS, HAEKR 71 77
LD SN TE e E1LZRD)., DN TRE, O/hhagd &
&, QEkE L, @R L g, OBIRZIY H1FTZ D
2L, ZOFEE T 5.

AN E i & OAREISSRICBE S 2 M8 Tid, 7 &b DS A
A=Y, IAPVITHE, ERFICNTARELR EOHRI S, RUTERY
T4 THHFEIRINT 5,

#il 2.1, Newman, Morris & Streetman (1999) 1%, [2EX v % 1) v~
7 e 7ar 0] I ARG L REOMHAEMEHZID H1F, HARZE
WDITE BT DOMEETH % Elder-Child Interaction Analysis (ECIA) %
L CTF &b DHRTEINORIR 2 BIZE L 7. 2 OfER, w2l
Wi LADEELAD LA s8I Motk rasig s n, HA
RS T4 7B TH S EBHL IS,

HE L EH & ORRE B 7R TE, XYV THELFey 7’7y
FLZFEANDY R — FH) HIF S5, U TRY T4 7HIHEIIRE
NTE.

il Z1%, Brabazon (1999) 1%, Fuv 777 b L% 9 ZEfd 2RI
L 72 1A REIZE i 7" 1 277 4 (Intergenerational Work /Study Program:
IWSP) 2 & D &H1F, SMEARICHT 28R 2ME L7z, 2 ofiE, 1R
Mz 7 a 77 & GEATEESY) 7V 21— a ViFEik &) OSN3,
HIEREOM L2 b 76T 2 LRI NIDTH 3.

R L i & D2 |- e TIE, HORFEL =794
DML e A ¥ v ZEHHPHRMERBIBR S, 20X T4 7
BAIRPED LTV 5,

(81)
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£ 1. MR OB
ZBIME .
i = e LN fEE s
ES) 5] i<

Newman, 7a s al

Faux &  |[/N*E454E 7% %Ullbf'“ﬁ% NERICBT 22 =27 B 7 ¥ [FlEC A P Y ZIC08T 5
Larimer |71 % = SR S g L R E DS RIHAES T 4 7124k
(1997)

Newman, FROEL D2

Morris & |5-10/& @ |2 2a=7 4 D[RRV Y YT« 7077 [HRERIA VY TITHT 3

Streetman |“#4: 3504 | =7 X7V |4 RIDBHRY T 14 7128k
(1999) 4T

Chowdhary |, X _ INERIZE T S 5 HIEICh 7 R - . o8
et al. ﬁklif)fgggd‘ ff_gﬁ}; B 2 h %250 URAHKE “;gﬁ?\f?xfgrfm‘/
20000 | | A — LD YIRS T A T IR

s 4Dy = |/IMpERIc BT 5y =7 KT o SRR . e
Dunham |/hHr2#28 380 PRIV |V T T B Lok i/f CYITBDBET T 4 7T
(2009) % > % 24t
70-75 % D 5 | 9-18 % D #

Chapman & [~ 8= 25| F V=45 B 780 7 7 4 « V) 7 ) |BiEOHEBOA FE~
Neal %« 53-927% |4 + 14-16 % | (1990) T—ay « 7077 (L A—HOR) KT 1 7Ic
(1990) DERHL I E|DFEHELIE | L 24t

Ty h254 |V 1634
e 2 Hichb 2390907 7
Barton | MU RDB| o |2 v 3 v L, G (1 2| #H DU A B
(1999) |2y AT i ) )@.’%%Zﬁlﬁ CUNE S SF i34
F—
IR A7arnic|Fay 777 L2 REK| . O S < L e S
Braboson |8 B2\ Lzt | 4 e U bREGH 7 | 27877 8 TS
# v 27 (IIWSP) -
60 f& * & 91
20-35 1% D F N _
Sprant o g |RECOMBEN APV T e DV X 2T 0 (B gere 5
Eddy (1986) %zqgkznhék gﬁgmiﬁ@g e b7~ 2 gl E D REREZE LIZ R s g
Ik
Dellmann- i~
: . NI IRURNN RFLEE S =T R ML DI RPEDENFENDBD, &
Jenking, B KT E 2T T Ay Hillc b B I 2t RIS
(1994) R k)
Knapp & | KBtk 444 (1946 | WO FEESSTHAD 2\ o pmoeyn x4 2 7,

Stubblefield | i BT 22 4, 20-77 i D % %;%@%’J&T{@% AT T T RS T T
(2000) | B 22 4) RS N S (4

OHanlon & |- 2 4 i 27| 65 & B L D | 5 . - b 7 BERE A

Brookover | @ %% 4 55 | HUSTE(E D ';J_"f;;)e74_7 BAFR @mﬁi}ﬁiéf’“‘gﬁ R
EX T4 722k
(2002) £ i

(82)
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il 21X, Knapp & Stubblefield (2000) 1, AP —E R« 5—=v
J e a—Z0WIREBEI L. ZDa—R1F, HO¥AE LS TAD,
IAY YT TR ROWTHEY, KEZ2IEGT 25D T, a— XFIIHET
BICEHMHHAE B IO, v 2 —FEBTb N EMEHIZ
Palmore (1980) D A ¥~ 77 4 X (Facts on Aging Quiz: FAQI &
FAQID 2k DRSS Ntz. Z DR, 2 — ADZFHIH KA EDBIH
W42y 7 Oy BloTBEEZ 5 %230, "EEIcyLTEh A
T4 THRBEERIVIRT 5 2 LRI k.

DLETHRZ X912, it cidfeC THREZSR 7 77 2@ L 72
Hiflipzfillc X 2 R 7 4 7RO 6N, 207077 A0S
FEINTHS

i<, DETIEDH 205EMIC K BRIRDR SN o TR DAL
#1%. Chowdhary et al. (2000) 1, /NARICET S 5 HEDOA Y ¥ 25
L (4 HHIZEAR — 1) Ot TFEbDIA ¥y VBOZLER
L7, ZOfE, 277 ATEIRIRIND, D7 7 A Tlds
CREINZpoT:.

IATHE 2 NRIC L MR 7 0 79 4Cld, S8t TRl ic
KT BRI RN T 4 7R ED L 5 L7z (Barton, 1999). 72, Chap-
man & Neal (1990) %, Eili& & HEICL 2 2 >oAERR 71 7 7
L (OWERBE 7T 77 0@V 7))y av - 7ur7n) 28E
L, 7877 LBRNi#R TN ENOMBOERE G L. 2 OfGHE
Wk 70 77 McB L RIS 2T EE 7V — T ORI, FHid
W BEBBBIRS T 4 Tl o), SRR EE 72D L)
LD E e,

Eddy (1986) 1% 20~35 &k D F i “#/E 2 4842 56 4428, 60~90 ik T
DIFEFEN IR D EHF 23T 2 24PV 7« AV F a7 4 (4250
ZERR L, “PEOEMENDOREEICE 2 2B 2R U720, Z0Ztid

(83)
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2RO NP o7,
ISR S Z Lid, HRRSH O R i IC X
25072137k, Bk 70 AP RBTERDPIEATRL 2 ETH
%5, AR 70 77 LOREIIR SN E LThH, MO 2/ A
Dbt Tl o720, 77— ZRERIIC S 2 2 MG A 272 -5
7D T2 b L Ao s,

St DM IIAE 4 OMARIZIR 71 77 L OBGERZ T Tld e <, R
I AR i 2. 2 BRI Cd 5 9 .

4. BAERICEF DB RAZTDERE

HAIZE T 2 AR IC BT 20 BRI W T, Cinii (EINZHE
WA SCER T Y — %) ICXk 3% —v — ROtz i L 7.
2009 4 12 H ¥ ¢ "M 2% -7 — Fic L THRE L 255
1981 42> 5 2009 4F % TORIC 250 fEDGR LY A b7y 7E3 0k (F
AR RS IZR ). M LIRS L FROWEBEZR L LD TH
%, ARRBEESHRICBE S 2 8501E, 1981 4EIC [#E&%E | Ok (IR
WL AR EE) O THIO T H1F 5 47h3, 1998 4F £ TR
I~2FREEChH o 7-.

1999 fEITiE, [ARME ICRiSE TRFImEN & I RREZR) 25 £ 1
T Flo, REAWMERESLWIZERERE (Rric, BBk o4 77
YA W, AL IcB o TR T — < & LTI &
Fontwns,

2000 £ 6 2003 4E £ T, 4E 10 FRE DGR XPHIIT I N TV 5.
COMAMNCIE, TEEREEAHEEE ], TRAERNE, THARKB AR %
EDFHGELGRICH AR eV dbFons kHicks. %
7o, ZORHIZ, SMNRFBEHBOFHE T GO AERYD 29l
1, MARBESSRICBE S 2% oW RER S L.

(84)
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2004 fEIC e 2 &, BRERBUT 48 MR 2T 2. 2o LT, [BIR
DIRATY | (444) DREELTC[A vy -V FrL—Yavyeala=
T4 ZETCHMRERH] gl EBELoNS. AFohic
1%, N - EAOFZEEIC X 2 IR O B & EERICBE T 2 5
I Te 5, [FEIIHARESORICBIL IS 2, i, BE L v
7B OGP EMRG 6 12 X D HRMARSGRImS SIS, 20
e EEROICHY THEEHE ] RE AR 258 5 3.

2005 5> 5 2008 £ £ TlE, B 20~30 RO XGRS T 3.
[FAE X 0 EBS 8 NRRAIIZET (BRI  v 8 —) DRkl EZ
DIZ, ZEPEBTOMEIEHbIUI L 5. 2006 FEiCiE, AR
EBX 7 4 — 7 AR HERAChfE S 1, S 9 » 1, 300 A&RD
DENEPHARBSSROHEHR L 2 L7 (FE, 2007).

2008 fFITE, [HusBiFe ] Frfe (HEARREIZEH « HHEIC K 2 HbhiiRE),
[MEE 2378 12 35w (ARSI S 72 & § & DA Z 25) 23
BRI N T3, 2009 FIREDH N7 G813 72 <, GSCEh B L
T3,

FSCNBEORHERE 2 BT A 5 &, 1980 4E~1999 4E £ T, #LEHF I
BT 2NEDETH- I LD D (F2). 2000 4:~20004 Fi2 i,
IR I % B TR % < 7 5. 2005 DAL, ZAEE,
L, Rtk & v o e SR T b L, BRI RS 7 e 5
NS A0t 5 & X X (WS

2010 4F 7 HIZ, THARMARRE AR 25 2 LT, HARUHE
B 2RO PRI NS (fH%k 2 28).

KENC ERTHAREE & DHEELEED L WHATIE, Hildic B 2 1HAR
MR Z R ERERHET -~ L SN T Ao 725, 90 FEREY
ICh3E, BRRPEBRDOEZGE Vo EREICOWT, BB
Mo DOWFERBIML TE . L Lass, AL L THaREaER

(85)
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: A
0 I\ A
e [R%VA\
ol A !
0 ‘\\.~(’>‘* e S .A)A_af‘70*0¢‘ﬁ4< e e

81 83 85 87 8 91 93 95 97 99 01 03 05 07 09
FR/

L IAREEGRIC B 2 e o HER

(LBEEE) 2B 205834 7% <, REEN AP T A vicHEo v
FEEAED 2 ST\ 2 80, ML Bl me v & v ) BE b IR
i & 1 T\» % (Venver Ven, 2004; Breytspraak, Arnold & Hogan,
2008).

5. HREROEHR

PRREEHRZETIE, FET —<IB0 T, IEIEAMHRMMEDLNT
. DUFTIE, () HAOFRE 2) xf A, (3) EREHE, ) e
Ty b7 =27, X TEOMImE ML 2 OMEEZ T 5.

(1) EADFEEICHE S % & C 7 Hm

TFELDODLNFEISERT 298 T, LA E B (social learn-
ing theory) 3B 11T\ % (il 21X, Blechman, 1992). #:&¥E
PG & 1%, Bandura (1977) DM AEHOMAAMR A D LICHRIB L 7285
THY, M TH > THEHEBLIT 2L 0IHIVETH S, BlgEH L
1, ADITEIZBIZET 2 2 L TRIL X9 RfTEI EE I NS 70 AD
lErIT.

Bryant (1985; 1987) 1&, #L2f2EEPERICDH &0 F WE DD F
BRI L CERMGEAA R ER L 2. 2 OfSE, HRRRERO S & D
b ) Os L REOIEMEICIEOBEEE R 2Z L Twg, g
&, [MEEPRIC HE R CH D, EIELT Tw 2 BiEREZME L,

(86)
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262, RS DNAE DHER

=8

HEEE BE O EEY Wik Ms EEE BOR PR g zofl

2005~2009 13 9 11 16 36 12 5 2 3 10 117
2000~2004 4 15 6 8 17 2 9 4 0 17 82
1995~1999 5 4 2 3 4 2 1 0 0 2 23
1990~1994 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
1985~1989 0 3 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 7
1980~1984 10 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11

Hor b UBEIREEZ T 2 2 & (I « Ak, 1997) ] LE&RINT
BD, TEb0atoRE L OBENRINT WS (B, 1986
Eisenberg & Shell, 1992; J#5/ « f4iE, 1990; 4ith, 1998).

Bryant &, H#ACRERUTBEO Fiflii# & OB b O & MR FE & ORI
DT, B EOIEHIWI 2 RIG & LIS T E b 0B AR T B
&, FELDED LMhE DS 2T 2 A% A1 T fAEIC R >Tw
2 EERLTV?

1l (2009) 1, Kﬂy%ﬂ%&@ﬁ”é@MM%ﬁwT%%%k?E
b EOKTEMRA, ZDOBEEK EHEIZOWT, 10~12/KD/NEE
381 £ & WRICHMEHE 2 T L 7. = OSSR, PR 72 B - VR
B - AR DS, S E OMARIE L T, 7, il L 0L
s, OF &b oEE:, QT A X — P8 X OEIE ~OEITENIC
WY 2 2 EBRWEE N

BPEFELIAHE T, FED EEBEZ DR CHELE LT,
Erikson (1950) @ & A it H1 oo S E L E < H 2 [ 1Rk & 1
(generativity) 230D HIF 5T %

MEARHERAYE] &%, XMREZEFRT 22 LT, HOPET 212D
KBEIGIRT 5 L EbIT, HO OHRMWAAEE L TIHAWRRI Y 4 7 )vic
GENHTLERTHEETH S G5, 1995).

Kotre (1984) 1%, Z @ [THACHEARE:) 12 1ZPIFRIE (communal) & fll{E

(87)
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1 (agentic) &9 23 H 2 Z & 2IEML T 5, BRI E I, K
TOINRIUEA 5 2 LI BIL 2R S, b & OBIRIEICHEER 2 WL
WETHIETH B, fEREE E, AcECBELE DD, ACKRENZA
COFERETH L. 209 2T, MAURIE] 2, O4Y At
Mk 7K 1 (biological generativity), @ i #y 1 £ £ 2% ¥ (parental
generativity), @FFIIHARMEAM: (technical generativity), @3ALIT
THAGHE A& (cultural generativity) D 4 ¥ 4 ZICHEEULL 72D TH 5.

Levinson (1978) 1%, 60 4> 5 65 DR 2 [HhiE) 5 EFEH~D
BATHI] (late adult transition) & &A1Y, Z DIRHIIZ 2 F TOHTEH
WZEBIEL, 2 toMb)LHTHS LD DITH L VAT v 22
T 2 ENFHEIEIC R 2 LIEfIL Tw 3. 29 LahEEoRikR:
1, XMROFEMZ HI L L 7 HilgiG@5 et 22z § 2 L2vR 3T
\» % (Pratt, Danso, Arnold, Norris & Filyer, 2001; Raynes & Rawl-
ings, 2004) .
(2) RABHIZ % BT MR

AR 6 ABZfilIc DT, Allport (1954) OBl (contact hy-
pothesis) I3V I LTV 3, B3t (contact hypothe-
sis) &%, [EEMF LoEMEs 2L, HAMEZEET 5 2 L2YHE
ROMEIZ O 5| L HGmTH 5. Allport 1, HNERNDRER%Z
KT 27200, 454 LTOVPENE @@E0HPN, Othaid s \»
SHERE DR, @B EZZETTw2

Hewstone & Brown (1986) (&, #ilflllin% b &2, HEHIREME 7L
(intergroup contact model) Z ¢ L 7= (X 2). ZDEFTINIZIE, 9
DAT — Y O2WER, @ElikDl, @EHshRzimo 2 %K, @A
b L CIEME OB, ©BMRIICE T 28A 71X X, ©FLIMES
L IBAEICHE R, OMHAMEMEIC X DB, K74 7b LI
IHT AT, ®@F =7y FDONEIR N —DFik BT 4 TH LS
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ERAT 477, QRBEZLO—BIL, MRESNTVS

X 512 Fox & Giles (1993) 1%, Hewstone & Brown @ € 5 )L % {HAY,
W22yl A U< MRS B2 ik £ 5 )L (intergenerational contact
model) ZfEE L7z (K 3). Z#ud, EEORKE B, B8 il
DHTH T 2 LHRRIC, HEORNE, HIY, @ MiEsl i
WEEHZ5ETIICE>TR 5,

Roy, Sharon & John (1996) 1%, MMEADFEIL, BEEDHENRSY
AF Iy 7 RMEEHOFTIHET 2] & LT “dynamic intergenera-
tion model” Z$2ME L T 2, IR WTT EDL DRI 7880, %6
DU Z DD KRNI SR T 2ETNVTH 5.

(3) fENTE IR %z & T/ Hn
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ&Lf%i%ﬁ%fu,ﬁma&Tmmuwm,
1986) 2342 L 747 A4 7> 7 4 7 4 B (social identity theory)
DEAINTWE, W74 Ty 74 7413, [EECMifEsiz & b 7%
IHHEMICET S 2 L TESINIAOERD B LERINTE
D, tLRXTA TV T4 T4 2L EEEOT SN T 2 EADEE S

I I g VI I X
. RIS LL THE JAELE BHELY a—'nm BONMELL

EEOHEN  BERROX  BERHROMK ;ﬁm;r [HEA e SR

2 L £ TR Y 55 zﬂm‘jn 2;&;@% !ﬁ;{)‘g&ﬂ ,’ffa?é% ,,N,,, B
g&m (ﬁ%wmm; ERNEIE) ﬁ:iahuzc s

EE (27 L4514 Bl NI om S Z
=R oF—2) s v ERO%H I wo7e7 o] w7 = ooz |
BoamER | | iemnya— | |
ADFHER AR R HET< ARD = = -
@R 41/ H am | it ey R R [on |
234 BHOR/E

T EEEEDE
s 23—
prnsnt-a—sut| |ZFLASATIE

AT 4D or]
RET1T E/TGY e |
ehzho REERE | [mesac T ol AT
e £ E5ChT)— peieel Eﬁ*x’-?wj I
12 mtE st 20

it B h=— BTN M0 o5

b [pmicse Eme oo || [ome F— =]
CZ] BaacmED

U/ (25 LA 24T
Dk

Rt
vs. STMITE| |CHTEMS
H1A)

s
A= RSN
5ok

R DN KE N KE

[ DiEa A

2. fENIE#EEE 7L (Hewstone & Brown, 1986 X 1)
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nas.

HEWNTAF T4 T4 8%k a3 a7 —3 a YERICE L -8
IZ Coupland & (1991) D#EE T 2 a3 2=/ —>avy « 7aET -V 3
v M (Communication Accommodation Theory: CAT) 3% 5.

CAT 1%, &L F2yERIDRE LB AR O & v o 7 kR HiVZ 3E
LT 27012, AT 22— a v AT AL LREFED Ny 7 2T
bR B L% i) (accommodation) & L, BEMMBD 2 I 2=
T avOERZEHL TV,

bbbt CAT I, REFEORA2 2 FMICER2HTHLDTH o7
23, O3S 2 =7 -y a3 v L FEEHOWGRHIC £ CHERIN ST 54
L&Y, RO a s a=r—vaviclT s ITbNs X ) IC

ELOBmE BEHOSME
US—=YFUTAEBT A R=YF T FETA
FUTATA ete) TUTATA etc)

_Z
’W’ | EERE ‘

1 ] EROEM [ >
& ey T T s
A T ! ' LN #
i / ; : §
or | \ A
m|| \ i
i£3 £
— BROKR —
A.
| EROE |
"R é&gm? ]
~

I FEDITH |

X3, AT 7L (Fox & Giles, 1993 X h)
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ot MM a7y —varTld, HHICLIEHETICNTZ2
Sah—vavEiEE LT BRG] (over accommodation), =il
FILEBEFIINT BT 2= —v a VIEREE LT A (under-
commodation) 23 ST\ % CEE, 2002).

CERFE | &Z, HEIMT O ORI PACRICBD & $ M
T ENRE L TEIPHEEZA) 2l a2 —va vIBEO I L TH
D, ZHEEIFICRTER2DT 4 THBAT LAY A SICHIT0TwB L
ST 3 (Williams & Giles 1996). 29 L7zgELJil%, %< OF
W I IR LRI S N, AMRICET STwve s L v,

DEAGRE | L1, SlE I X 2IEEmFICAbETIC, = - A2
Licalia=r—vavBEOI LThs. HlzE, Eioiint idstn
TRz It & g Oz, BB L THWTW 2 EHFOLR T
b5,

(4) Fv b7 =2 B R TR

Fv b7 =7 LA L OBESHET S Tw B, HlZIE, i
B 2 MREEGRMERFLOWFEZ 9 %53, 33 2 =7 1 OREPH
a2 =5 4 OBEICOLENE 2 EEHINTWS (Pain, 2005;
JAF:, 2006; Yarrow, 2009).

WHETIE, V=2 %)L« ¥ ¥ EH )L (social capital) DL S, AL
M & 2ERFALOOADIC K 2 2 2 2 =7 1« FEZ WG T 2
b 53 % (Raynes & Rawlings, 2004; i ¥f, 2007; HHF « 1,
2009; Murayama, 2010). VY =¥ %)L« ¥ EXY )L X, MAFIZE
M2 DD ) 2@ L TERI N, MAPRPEMIR7 4 v |
(benefit) Z & 7 & FBIREAD 2 & 2457 (Field, 2008).

V=)l Xy BV, BORYE, Y, et AR L
Vo T RHIPH A B TR LR E > TR D, SSRGS DNEIE
L Tw 3. #l 213, Coleman & Hoffer (1987) I3 #: &2 2E D855 5,
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(V= %)l v EXLE, MACHITHZEZ S 220G
M EEFLAI AT, LRy b7 =2 L2y P =27 0w
IWERZSREL, *v b7 =22 T /MR BRORTY — >
Ve X v EZ LD » EFREINPTVERLE TV 5,

Putnam (1994, 2001) 1, BUAD50 L&D EkE LA 5 4
ZHELTHY, BER 2L RV TITAEZmETw5, Thbb, V-
Ty XY EYIVE, B B, v b7 -7 v S ilfkoR
oz, V- vl X EYABEBINIEETIE, AxDEFE
Wi siE I )T % 228 2IEMT % (Putnam, 1994;
Putnam, 2001).

(5) AR DS & G

PLETcRZ X9, RESRICE TE SN, OFA, @
MABR, QHENBIR @t tuokLEeL LTHLE SNTY
5.

OAD L ~)VTld, FEEAGRSEH SN TE D, HUESROE i
REFMOMREDY A F I 7 A% RZ, ZOMANREWHT %9 2T
BEHZMRTH L EE2Z oS, LrL, K (2008) 23 EHL T3
L9lg, TV 7Y v OFEERREE, FRIGL TRE - DTIEAL,
Bt & OMEAFR O THIRICZL L T 2 EDWHRICH B 2 &2 HBE
Ladtudz o v, Tk, BEimeiicE152L8THD, OF
D, HulgttZOHRTOMATEE L BET 20813 H 5 ).

@Oxf ABIRE X VQ@EMBHRD L ~)VICH S % & T BlgmE, TR0
PR PEZ T 9 Z TR « IO & 2 DR 2 9 2 TH
HATH A9, £hbiy, HAMEE T (Fox & Giles, 1993) I, #k
2 M - HADFEHERZ GO 2T, [RiDE] 21 Tidkl M8

tEZoNDG, 1L, COEMEEFALRIETA2DIIRS L L TIE
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2, FBICHEIALIN DIV o Tz,

51T, I coRBESGRMERZ b EOMRERE T VI ZD
FEHHT 2 2 LICIIMTENDH L. 262, ENTA TV T4 T4
e LT BRI LTh, RO « BEEMINHEE o TWwa, Z
g, el L 7oRENC BT 2 RIS 70 775 D HSHEA: L 7= R0 <
Bl L Cwa k9 iclbins, flti<c, bAEICE T 2 R 2 Bl
5L, mling LT EDOWMABRMEIFERI N TV, MV
FIEE &) RBRERIZEA CIE IO, fZIE, FEbLE
WRIC L 2 ElaE A A — P Tl KRENCHARTHIRN A Y 7« 746
EA X =YD 5N T2 (b, 1991a; ¥, 1991b; K - th
B « K o thy, 1993; thEF « 1K « ths « J585, 1994).

DF D, HiNE LT EDOBIRR 2R IC L MR A EAT I,
HHENCB T 2 HEROWEH TRENE %2 5 2 5 05 D3H 5.

@fEED L ~VIcEH U7, SR o 2y b7 — 21 gs 2 i
TZDWHBEIDOH D FFRRTUHER DD THN T RT, MRBZRITT
bNDHISFHEEEZ 29 2 THITH 573, K7 vt 292 Dfhoih
SR (EAJEN:, Bl - Ba L) JELAEBEITLRL

Dl hoi&ima i E 20U, thes « £ - flAD L L& ZNZ i &
L7 E 2 DI %2 ETILT 5 2 LnBE L b,

6. MWHRERMAEDOSEDEEE EM

ZZETE, MBS & 2 QMR O WTHIBL TE .
iz, MM OHE & 5B DIEFIC OV TR L 5.

B, HRERRO RN AR OBGEETH 5. 1 TOMARH
SWIZETIE, B AWIZEIC L D 70 75 LA ORRBGEES N T & 7.
ITHIE SN TELAIRIE, SiEA X -2 Od6E, APV ITHE
TEIZEE, vV T7HE, QOLREIEIETH S,
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L, 29 LEZEREEy HE W) ENZ D TH L. S i
E, BRI ZAZEIIE E A EBEI STk, REFRENENZ R\
HDIZEH>TW D,

B2, M7 u ADMGRETH 5. ZNHRWHFZE T IEMEMITTZEIC X 2K
RERDOBGEED S, Gf2@E L T “MIMEA SNfDD” IFH]S s
TERD, 20D “LOXHILTHEZGND v TukAiFiFe
AEWSEPIZINT IR oTe.

AR ED LI I L TRI D, 2yt >TED kI %
R D 2 DR 2 05D H 5.

9303, MHARMRICBIET 2 kA% N2ERT 5L ThHb. Bl
FOMARRIRN I 1E, HABIEDIZ2 BB DB 72 & %R
BRNPZNZFNHL T3 2 EPESI NS, bbb oTd, InZE
TIHONTELRIETIIE L 7L 2ARIEEAEEBINTI R
Nz,

DLRIC® P 7O MEARBR O RBINEIR], @ MR 7 1+
A, @ AR ICBIE S 2 2R %A | BEf ST I hro7 2
L3, INFE CHEMSINTE RO Y 1 F 2y 7o RATE
BN D 5 XY b, N6 3ODFEICHLT, »w22D
REZ1T.

@ MEREZROEWIZEIE | 1IcoWwTH B E, MADRFORHR SR
ZERE L 12 ) 2 THREZGRO RN 2R 2 a2 08213 H 5 9. Hi
ZUE, DI BT 5 [THISNEME] o X 9 R HEmPe A 2 21
522 ELLHMTHA.

HAGIIRNEE & 13, TRIEMRITORGH | R MAERMRICARER L 72 2 & |
DEIHIC, TAPEFROPRTRIEL X I FAHRHICHT 2R R
] LEZRINZASHAYICOVWTOEETH 2 (EHE, 2008).

@ MMERERFH 7B A | 1200 THS E [HE] ISR Sz i
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X OFEE RHETAOIZ, AADEED (marrative) ¥EE (story) % 1Y
LT 2HNAEEPENTHL EHEZLND (R FEE, 2000; Mk,
2008; ik, 2008). BEMGERHAIC K D, RADED X I LA
FCEML, 22z RELC0u2002HL2ICT 25 2 L3S
5.

@ AR BhE S 2 SRR | 1IoWTA S L, HAENE,
SRR X VLBV 72 & DR ST IR A A, HEAREIZE & B
THERBERNZMETT 2 2 EPRETH Y, oGSO X ) %%
ERONICE D ZNFNOEEERED X ) B L T3 o2 iEd
LIEDHEMTHA).

RIS, M ETHITHEEIC O VLTOFEEONY MlAazry. &EHi,
HARBZOR 72w A2 2T 2 HINT, MREEER 7 v 74 7TH¥E%E
FTBEERTIT> TR THER AN EFEER BT 2H#HE7 - L FEL,
ZZIBMLTCOLERER 7 VT4 TENRIZA v 8 E o - % FEi
L Cw2% (Murayama, 2010; f1l1, 2010). Z D#fER, %< OEwE R
TV T4 TH, ISR T 2 ARREGRICSINT 2 2 L 2@ LT, Hilgo
FEB M2 BT &) AR 2 EERE £ 5 2 Lo oh
T3,

AT, BHOTBURE « FRIEE « HilliR 7 > 74 72K v 58
Lo —FACIRIRBESOR RO L LT, ARl EimE R 7 v T 4
TaRDOBFT5aA—T 43— —DIER, PRALERER 774 7D
BIRPEDRESE & s o - 3EDR S Tz,

A VFE 2 —HEDORELHITARD S, Hild sty b7 -2 %% LI
FNWEER B X OFR BN 2 A FERNIC RS I W 2 “Hidgic
B B HARZERE 7V RS2 L 72 (X 4).

AMEFHAEFIEL, 2N Z2BGIRTT 5 2 LT, IR THIEIE L
MR 70 77 22§25 2 L 2EZTwD,
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I LR ¥7iq NFEBA AT |-
—l/

(F& R ) GRENAOIE)
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1
t

Hig -
Xy hU—7

(H )

Hitk 2 3315 % i
(NGiES el

I 5 m@@)

PliRAdE N

s Sy h=x Iy /xu‘_n 55@%]%
HER B A2 N ERET A

(it IAR) R I (e i)

4. MRz &1 2 HARRESGRE 7 v

PSRN ZE IR D S AR F s 2 L 2F 20U, WAl
Rzl 20 RELHELE 5. 29 LT AREA
ZRERH) L%, LeLT7TAT Sy 7 I RSS2 #e 2 TREmIIC A
FOT B EDBRETH S ).
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