FRECE ST
Koo 32818 1534 5

FEE PR 65 0 R o e
B BHD RS i AR e 15 8

EX - Ciy
B St A B e R 4

AWoE B EEHER B G H71E (conjoint analysis) » FRESANEIZKHE B0
RS EH S O ERE R E R LR OER I E R R 50 ERE
FrEENE 5 B TE R 2 AN R - DU AR 37 il K S RS 5 A B AR AR 5
4293 AR5 TEit A G iR B G5 BORIFTE S RAE B & o fmik A s
FRHAY 16 58 Tkl AR T EEAE 2R o RIS R A S THEY - JEEH T 5
DR TR RESR) (Wang, 1998 ) 2 Ml P B0 | 85 H A B R BE K T et
FEH R MRS ER/KYE - IR BUGR A ~ BRI e S 85 LE
BT R E KRR EAE 20 FRERE RIFIERF R - R R EHE
(A B S B B S A TR AR R A R R B AU, - 2RI iRt A e s B
CERRFPERE EEERRE R 0 B H % BRERNF SRR % T
RTEERE - B2 5 IR R R RS -

BrgER - BelEiChs « BB OREREE R - JEERGRE - BRSO ~ s
{H ~ AHE EEE

A BBkl 02 FEREEh BAEE (NSC92-2413-H-017-019) -
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#l (contact) —E MG Ry HIAAE
FEISRBERAROTE » IR (SR S TR
e g SRR (intergroup
contact) EAREFEUCERIAHRIN: » MR Ry
FFHEHEZENIMFETE (Dovidio, Glick, & Rud-
man, 2005) ° [EIERAY - BRSO FRREE B
iy LR — e KB B PG 5 B R A R 7
[KIZ% - BRI ZCE AR (Yuker, 1994) » 2
fillg B /PR T 7 A B L By P R RR I o2
MIREREIRET KR Allport A 1954 -2
WA R B B R (inter-group contact
hypothesis)  (DUM B ) - FURIEIE
TSR T (P - RS ~ R T3k
[F E ~ S HIEB RS ) - BmickE
BOPSIBAR A AR R ERS ] (AR ~ i
M%) MEIRRERE (Dovidio, Glick, & Rudman,
2005)

JE PR R BIES - BB S 0
I i 5 68 I L S5 5 R BB ] i BT
FehnR - FHISEE AR B2 g - Bl - Bl
YMEE Choi B2 Lam  (2001) ~ Lyons  (1991)
LUK Yazbeck ~ McVilly B2 Parmenter  (2004)
5 0 255 T KK L o ) AR
BiR% % > BELERERERIER R
ifil * Goodspeed Ei Celotta (1982) HIZEH A
B By (o rifee 2 12 il RE S IR D » Tait B2 Purdie
(2000) FIIZEE S B TE 3 B L IRRE S RE
LR AEEER -

B A T TR A B AR — B2 g - Bl
a0 ACHEZ - (TERREERIBEL (1995) HRATE
B2 e B2 2 S i A e T L B TR AT A AT
FC » TG A i A e R [ 47 R il e B
4 i R B RE R M R
HR Ry B - BREE (1996) FEHHTEE
R T R AR R OO R R ] > B

TE LRGBS L e il e » TR
Ryl - HEMean - Z2EE (1992) ~ ft=
FE (1998) ~ EADZF (1993) ~ H=ENE (2001)
Bt HE (2004) BRI 2% RS -
O RS B R R -

SRMBRIAEE (1994) HIZSEHEL H PAFE 5l
B DRIBD VR - SRR R - FBR
B (2005) HIIZE3RA i Rl 22 R B2 B 22
4 TERRAHIRE g I BRI AR B B AR
AR 72 EE - BIERE (2003) HasBiEH4E
RGBS LRSS - TS S LERE AR L
HEE R -

St il 8 By L O P A I 1 A v 15
—HIIFEE > Yuker (1994) B Smart (2001)
Ry AT HEB B A S I TR - i
BB R TR g ] DUZ A PS50 ~ B1F
HIESRFIESET - EEEEER IR A
THIRERE (Yuker, 1994 ; Smart, 2001) * XM} > 3T
JHIZ SR B3 147 R 42 filg B R i A
THBARF I TR A 3T (meta-analysis ) 5
N IERBEIEAIESE T RZHAHZEhE
TNEE A T DA RO B T R S B R - H AT
FAERE AR CRERER ~ MR - iR
155 ) » NIl LR RRleE 7 e 5 i 4 i o 422 fig
BB UUEITSE - Rat s SR K
FESRE (E9E d = - 0.25)  (Pettigrew &
Tropp, 2005, 2006 )

HESR Lol BRE M ITIFSCREDR - BT S
B TR A IE A BREReE
SO E B - AR AR
it IR RE B = 5% 57 BUS A RE ELIE [ E HYBH
BAHWREE - X EHEEREAA :

—  BHAERENSLE REZ
Tt EHIZF (social desirability )
R E

TERERERT R R R » IR A B IR
SERE I EERRN T EEER S RNER
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T o EREERFE THAYBEM L - BIRS—HAR
DUERGRE A - Al A T S B R
FREE 8% ) (Attitudes Toward the Disabled
Persons ) (SRl ~ ZEHE » 1978 5 Sl ~
R ~ R ~ BRIREE » 2001 5 Yuker, 1988)
HUE HARAVRERE B - A T el ek
REFIPERE R B 3, (SBHE ~ SRIFEL - 2004)
B TR R SRR &R, (BRIEVHE » 1996
Diksa & Rogers, 1996; Nordstrom, Huffaker, &
Williams, 1998) » & FAEH Bt & BUREE R

(AN ~ TERERE ~ s ~ ¥ B LRk
RERE) - BEFH ERGREN L ERER -
WEEE S Bt @RI E - i rTRER]
it &I K fEHERE R R AR
I - BFTRE (Livneh & Antonak, 1994) °

= REBEERR LESSESH

ETREE &L - nlREdE A B S
AR PR B2 Ml B B ) B O P RS R

FERZE b o S RN Rl R s B/ K HE AT B
BEliE & RE RSOy 72 3 - B LERB R AR S EiE
AR W B RS B B RE R Ly B — U7 )

(unidirectional ) HYFHRE » ANRERE &% 15084
tEm - R R RE ARG - ARMERRIETE
AFTRESZEIESE -

Linville (1982 )f1 Linville 2 Jones (1980)

o by B EEE B 5 G R (R B9 B8 0 A A

(cognitive complexity ) I > A& &G R [FIHTRE
FEFSES - HRIERRAEAERE R ERS - fEk
TEHEEHER - FHEA LA REBGREAIMIL
[ (extremity B¥ polarization) B4 5 Higs
FOAHERERE A BEAEDUE TR EER - JIRHE
[im#EH (moderate ) © [KII - REEE &SR AU
7 AR SR SRR SR
T A E BRI o AUIRAER
AL AWRIERRERE (Linville & Jones, 1980 ;
Sotirovic, 2001 ) °

i ML S E B G S B R BRI SE
F ° Sotirovic (2001) FEHE I fe ATRFE B
A S B SRR A A AR R S
Feth4E (neutral ) » BT > Godfrey (1995) I
Nordstrom * Huffaker B2 Williams (1998) %
NERGT B AERI R - 5 B L REREK
WA AE T A RB Ry F B LB - HEAE
FRHIRTEL & B A RIBERB B — ORI - FUK
IERERE R FAVEE T8 TR FIBTRE R diiE
HUME—FEER - IRFTRESR A iR CHEE
IR BREYE - T T SERRAY T -
S—J3H A B R PR R
SR 1Y R R B ) BB ( Kenworthy,
Turner, Hewstone, & Voci, 2005; Pettigrew &
Tropp , 2005 ) ° 38 LERFFE KL KA L & 58 410
(social cognition) Bl - HEETEFIETEORE
( decision making ) & Rf K¢ 4 W Ell &2
(stereotypes ) EfEBEEFHFZEH (information
processing ) IRFHYEZ2EE » DU AR B 8 41
WENSAER (stereotyping) B2 (Biernat &
Dovidio, 2000, Bodenhausen & Wyer, 1985;
Johnston, 1996; Pettigrew, 1998 ) 38 L5652 155
ZINENRAE A RN - K] LGB e
FEERCREEIMNTERR - Eit &by B A ERE
(Leyens, Yzerbyt, & Schadron, 1994 ) - SXTfi %]
A I G 14 17 75 728 18] et 6 1 K 718 32 768 B 75
(short-cut) = - ESEHREELZINREI R —E
PEREHE. > [RIT Z2MA — B A &R -
Itk - Al eI D B B B A 1 5
FHRFRIR I & A TR, - SRR SE R AE
({8 48 BB #8 ( Biernat & Dovidio, 2000
Bodenhausen & Lichtensein, 1987 ; Bodenhausen
& Wyer, 1985; Johnston, 1996; Leyens, et al.,
1994) -
AR PR G B RE e - B3
o AT DANGERRRI#E A ( Linville, 1982; Linville
& Jones, 1980) MAERESE - (HEREEA ~ THIE ~
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BT R L) HEFEHREG M
(re-categorization ) (Pettigrew, 1998 ) < FHIAH
TSR - B T SRR - (KL
TEERBEIFRAEIRE L TL A E & WRER
FEIA I SR BN SR B B - S5l e A T 3T
18 > Kb rTRedB A R -

FE A 18] 8 7 DR G R R IR S 3 S SR AT
SUEAYIE R SO T IR EN R E AR
I RE S 8 B B A D E RE RS IR S R (E S 52
FHRHERERE Ryl - RITREFRIRZIMRENS:
TERIR B A N - BE U rTEE
At o R ARRRT A B L B B i
M BRE RS » B B R S ST
EH AR RN RIS AT T - 568
BRI ERS R R ERRRERE - AHBIA
Hiaichad - R EALITAEEIES
= 0 Pl AlERE R E S B LEREE R R
S - AR R E S, (AIRERER -
PERFRE R ~ CEETT Ry ) BFRMRREAHRA RS

(ANPEREE R EEL ~ MRl > BUSETEDL) » Il
i PTRERIE LA EN R E IR 22 RIE AR
HIEMH#EE - HILrT A - FEE i ERE
FERFEAFUEE A _ERdE » thn]REn] DIgEE
FIREEEHYEME, - FTRETRIEREE BRI BN
—ERE R FRAR - BN R AR A
RAFE -

polEERE Tk —EZENEE - H
GBI EEN R — - BE oA
Wil Ry 2 RAFAHMERUE H AT DA A it & AT
s+ IRl H AR RE P A T i A B & BOR
#&E (Chan, et al., 2002 ; Shamir & Shamir,
1995 ) © Wk o3 Aok 2% PR Y Y5 B L ) B 22 Qg
&R B R (information processing ) A2
NFERTEIT Ry (decision making behaviors) Y
WERAEMER - FENHNAE T RA SR E
AR A B BT SR AT A2 ( Hammond,
McClelland, & Mumpower, 1980 ) °

i 5 20 T 5 JFE D AE T SR 0 R R SR AT By
I o PIDMEREE B A R iE e TR W HS
WriHEA TRV E - REL B R E e S
FOEESD (FEH5E > 2000; Louviere, 1988) « FEH
e e R TiSRE TE - 18
FNEAER R RS AN E A O A
HIFREESETHER - MH9EE T BRI
iR o KT CARIE RAIRETE © (1) fEE ek
& (attributes ) (FIANESE ~ EFEEE ~ 2215
o {1 Rl B R A R B i 7
QEMIVRES > WHMEKHE (level) FyiHE
Fi B ? PIADIRERE - THRE A ~ TR
B IhiE C Wb—MERiHEHE L EEBE

(' American Marketing Associationf AMA],
1992)

(B ER (S =E2pei3 e RS R = ¢
17h » WILGHIHE BB & s R
KA ETTZET  ETE IR

A TIE  IRSET ~ L AHCERET ~ FERL S
HiEm - 2R

B i% ¢ IRFBEHE - 2
Wi~ EERE ~ BRI

C Ji%  IBSIF ~ LRACHRAS ~ A5 ~
HE ~ BET

HH B ERINER R AT © (DEESLY
DAk ES - HAYEBL B 2 B - 1%
FENEFPIRFr Fyde 2 ~ {E8% ~ BB ~ AL ~ IRAS -
WgEE A LA R R B A (2)
Bk » HAKAEESENET Rofi] ? BIANZE
ML e EERESIEL - AT LEHR
HEARFIERF B R K HE Z JE A R E ( part-worth
score) (AMA, 1992) °

FHP JE PR & o3 Tk T s B T I B AT
Fo » 1A E SR ARG I B B EN AN F IR
B B LAREERER > HENREERE
SR — AR EN BT EE - B
i EBEEEEAENTE (AMA,

fedkAE ~ BERIE



JE I & AT R S B T B R R D E 19 -

1992) ° Shamir E2 Shamir (1995) f&H - FEH
L T RHARERAE TH > nLIE
ZERE RN A PR TEER » SR T LERRIRG
i > AT E RIS Tk S R T
JEFTEREFE A HRORTZe iR S -
iy LA - e G B e B
i B B P eE B R AR I SE | B
SRRz -
— ~ B SR B S AR RIS
R B AN ERE - WUK T RTRERYIE SR
S EE o BIAHEHR P RIFIE IR - BFFEE 5
FIREDAHIEES RS - AR
TR RTRERCSR ~ A TR K T A
Pl ~ S EBCRIT R ~ B LE ) (T
REE - EBHPREEREABICE
H o R AEIRE R
T EARIREEE » K T LBR i -
— -~ FERBE TR R R R TETS
R+ AU RE P E R A FH 1
& o HIRBE AT sisst 7 AR E IR
HEGE  WAEARIRS EIRS ARG
(Greenhalgh & Neslin, 1981 ; Shamir &
Shamir, 1995 ; Wang, 1998) » #EHB &>
WTERTIHER - e nl AT e SeAE
DES B L IEREE RN - PR
TS B o R R A R R S PTG A A
HEYE - S T I S SR
300 5 B R B PR R R AR S Y
e
ARG AT E N ERTEH S
ODIERERENFA £ Wang
Thomas ~ Chan ~ Larson i Lin (2003 ) £ Wong -
Chan ~ Cardoso ~ Lam Et Miller (2004 ) |
G ik B IR AR A T HERRT K24 Bt
FUE B B L EREZIYRERS S Tsang > Chan B2 Chan
(2004) HIFIAE:A AL R RER B
PR LRI EAE R - BARERRETE

(2006) FERIW &AL RIREE R
FEERE R O ET  Livneh B2 Cook (2005)
A5 SRR [ e A 2 R e 5 o3 Ak P 4 Je 2 3
AR AT DA B b A RS 5 TS &0
P B RS -

AHFE H RIS S & i - 55
AN [F] B 0o e g 8 B 2 1 0 0 PG 5
BiRlF FREER  WaTTERBE I EREHE
ZERE EEAE o AU T B T
B~ RS RS L ERE R ER
IFHERE B 5 RIRAR T R i ke
T FEUCE RTINS A% 2 I PR
BRE S 2N R R ERRE o [FRIRRAY -
PR E R E U R RBRE IR - 2
AR 238 % i RS R E A, -

NS S [P K S R Nk 7
BKEBEH S LERERERE LEEE
B2 I AR R K E B T E R
IFREFEIN - 6% BB LIRS < JERE AR
B S R AR R E SRR R R =
553, B K MERLE & By L RRE S R E AR
BRI -

MRGE

AW 2 I FH B £ 43 A7 3 T 2% e A R
& FEAE G LRSSk (B
PR e AR B BIGER ) (2 fFFe
FEH S DR R E R IE S R DIk
15 " IEREREAERR R E § (MR - e - BLEIR
Bi) BT RERERHEARE ) (RREERE - PR
FE ~ BOBATRofCs%) AREREE BRI - AHT
Je FBIE Ry T B MACERKHE o AAHIDL T HE
RO E | B T B RS R e
) (Wang, 1998) (LUTfEfE " CDP &% )
fasTERS  WREBIEADR T S LR RE
fRirlEry |~ TRPE ERAEE | B T REREE
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% LR | R LD T OB K /N
Fe T AR AR EEYE | DUK "R EAEAE
TEFRL 0 TN

— s ARHERE

DARS R BB f AR R AR B 3 2
SR B A iR A g FIAE L
e TSRS BT AR B T - DA s
A AJRERYEH BH B - B B R
304 117 » HIBRIFFCHEA G EH & LIRS T
it > DURAE "CDP &3] (Wang, 1998) ~ il
R SR e I g i Dt e et
B LS 293 AR (96.4% ) - Hirfr
FES 106 (36.2%) » 2tk 187 (63.8%)  £F
Mo 20 BRAE 53 Bk 15 29.20 (SD=6.23) ;
BB 149 A(50.9% )~ HAlsi GREHT 105
A (35.8%) ~ EBHEITHS (TI26 ~ ks
fill ~ REE) 34 N (11.6%) ~ KREH 5 A
(1.7%) - TEWFFE ST G Bl Bk HE T TN
T EERER
(—) A ~ R
TEEAEREY - F 165 i (56.3%)

Fon PR EAREREE ) BRI
ASEE - HER 128 (PR T RS
B o AR R GRS TR IR &
G EETHIIRBE S BN ISR RS
Rl R e ]
(=) BHEfsEa/kiE

AR SUE B0 B R 25 42 il o A Bk HE
ar -

| SRR © REBEE SAe A
AR HP AT SRR B -
rhE R A (R BE Ry 0) 2k 165 £i7
MRS R 39 1 0 HEA 3601 0 ZHEE
327 MEEVOE (&) DLkl A

2 TR B R LRI SUEE
TCDP E5%) (Wang, 1998) fa5> o MERHEIS
Bt TCDPfH , W9k 3541 (SD=7.03) >
BRI Ry 45.45 (SD=11.19) > &
Fo— LI TCDP B | THFE - MR
Bkl Bl B O R 5 S B/ E Ry Z2 R >
7t KB > W15 £ (201.92) =8.88 > p<.01 * &
TR S A K B e 2 -

£— B BERBEEEZERNEHRBIERKE

P oA Eiizer i R o
A8 (H7ED 165 (56.30%) 128 (43.70%)
B 61 45
14181
el L'y 104 83
" SEHHE 28.13 30.56
e e 5.99 6.29
SEHaHE 35.41 4545
CDP fH e 7.03 11.19
FhEg 35 44
M 0 39
Ry — 0 36
. " R — 0 32
¥ = T g =
oo I 0 10
R i 0
R i/ 0
P R e 0
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—"HMRIA
(—)"CDP &%) (Wang, 1998)
AHFFEERF Wang (1998 ) # " The Contact
with Disabled Persons Scale ; ( Yuker & Hurley,
1987) H3fbi " BL RS B E E R
| (f&f% "CDP #3 ;) o " The Contact with
Disabled Persons Scale ; 45 20 & » FER T
47 Likert-type 335 » FJEAN " HZHE G
RS ARRRK ? ) R TEAZE S ORERE
BAEE—HEHE? 5 % - IR Yuker F1 Hurley
(1987) Fife » PLERBEHE—[ERFESR
B Rt R &0 PR B 15 A B iz K
#e o SETTRE RIS ATIR » Geskie (1985) %%
Bi " The Contact with Disabled Persons Scale
Sy BRI REA BGER A B GEEE 2 IR
B FHRAREG AR 29 B 23 (B]H Yuker&
Hurley, 1987, p. 152) « S AHRITEIEHEEZEA
BERFEAETE o Rl sl 82 £ . 93 BT
FREE 5 Cronbach a FRELHIEy 89 £ .95
( Yuker & Hurley, 1987 ) °
HSft T CDP &K AR - R
17 Brislin ~ Lonner B2 Thorndike (1973) FiT&k
i EEEEE (double-translation ) ( Wang,
1998) - Wang (1998) JEF] "CDP &K H#fT
A NE B GEEARRAER o fRE
Fo 85 LREVE a 1R¥hy 87 < AWiEZ a
RBky 89 -
(=) mtEAETEEEME R R
A FEHE AT & 53 Ak e 1T AR A P %
it o TERFTERGET E2EEARIE (2000) ~ AMA
(1992 )~Chan % A( 2002 )8 Wang % A(2003)
TERRE IR e EAYRERS - TEAE R
B IR b PRI AR E0i% ( full-profile
approach ) » M IS A A 2B AR E (F0
REREERYE - AR T ) BARFE /K (AR
R R I B = (ER B K e RS ~ o~ E

) o FE/KAESREFEERTEN -

R RS AR S 3  ATREEC S
DFEREERE - DUERITHBIRTEH (BRnE: -
1994 ; BB ~ SRIBFEL > 2004 5 BEAE » 1995
Wang, et al., 2003; Wong, et al., 2004; Yuker,
1994) » #F8 Ry R R B SRR » T HL
HEBEAERE - 590 RRETEZENR
itz EES sV e o S NI e
SEFTEREBIHEUKIER H - R RELIAR
3t 30 35 Ry R ( Green & Srinivasan, 1978 ) ©

PR FYE IS T R R
B A =(E8E (MR~ B ERML) -
DARe " FEREHRRR R | Ay = st (e
R A B AR AT 8% ) - | IR R REREIRA 7
B TR MR R BRRAS N E
BAAHRR - B RTRESt e T R REAE
BT ) FII e s el 2 A ) S5 B 4 T B 2 U
CEIE o [ E /K e B R ~
RERFIRGE ~ i 52 Pes i BRI PR R S D - A
ST DR S AR B ~ R ~ 3050 - B
TEAEDIRERERIREIE - PEBERE A4 HI R
BB RS IRAEEER 3 RNAITZR - fEHE
BE 2 /KHE FERIZE Wang % (2003 ) B2 Wong
% (2004) ERREABG LR RIS
B/KAERGT « RPEBUKHERRIIA TR .

K- "HEEFEEEEF ETZHE

Bk %

B 7kHE
EIE0 il LR
AR P HOE (165%) ~tFE (40
IR )~ EFE (60 BR)

B gtk Rk - ek
ey D EVRRIGRE ~ B

- W~ R

oy RIS UG - S

. o AR AR  —

H ZURITR - =
g FPURHTORITIR - Z6P
i FA BT ATSR
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A E R E SR HE 2 M0 A58 432 1
(2%3%2%4%3%3) » FEEPES EARTTHERRIE - KL
W72& HEF SPSS 12.0 FiiZ B & TR E AL

[t EEEE R (ATFER=) - B —
AR AWTFERT B B R R — - HIA%
Ry THEE NRAISINE  BIEE 16 5% 0 BAEE

A B (orthogonal plan) TJRE » & Lal/AIHE L ERERRE - IR BEITRAVECER - HATA
RS R E OKIEEI TS - TP 16 3RRAY ZErhye
K= 165k "IHEAFEEEEZEF
Rt gyl R e el Filie WRATRy e SIstid
1 I RERRLRE HE % 16 REHRCH (SES
2 FHFRLRRE R % 60 ZEERARARHR e
3 ERIHITEES g % 40 REARCHR EUE S
4 FHFRLRRE L % 16 —ERARAACHR L
5 B RERFRE I 7 40 ZHERARARIH EUE S
6 FHFELRRE HE 7 40 KRR e
7 L EERRERRE g @ 16 KRG AR EUE S
8 B RERFRE i @ 16 —HERARAACHR e
9 L EERRERRE LS % 40 — AR (RES
10 T SERFLRRE HE 5 16 ZEERARARHK VeSS
11 ERIAITE RS I L8 16 ZHERARARH (RS
12 K R % 16 KRR EES
13 L EERRERRE I @ 60 KRG EHCER (RS
14 EHEIERE T 5 60 KRR LS
15 ERIITE RS HE @ 60 —FERARAERH EUE S
16 EHIHEE e 5 16 REYERCHR GEd

B AR BN - R
16 Bk > B HEEGER
e - EERABBRIT R
Aok > HATRFET
B— *1AR

TEW G o3 BT P R A A A R A (5 1 T

[l > Wang F£ A (2003) FIFH AfakeE R R
Z 16 RRHETHE - HTH RRER > it
(split-half) #& * WitH-RFFZ Spearman tHRATE
BTG R Ry = 98( GRS Bl = 99 (3£

BIREA: ) - Wong 52 A (2004 ) HIFIHI AR
BFr#slRC 38 MR RAEITIE - [FIREITEE
Wi > W REEEARBE N
Spearman FRTRECRy r= .63 & r= .89 &£
ZAERE - BEHE (20060) FIFH AR ERRR
Z 16 FRARHGETIRE - AT (REERER])
o SR EEF & Spearman THEAGRECE: »
=96 p <.01 « RWFFEHs 293 fb sk FaHH (%%
Ry 146 B 147) TR R 72 Spearman FHEH
1RE r =99 p <.01: FIRHRSZUHE Pearson
FEHBRST = .99 » p < .01 » BERFIHBES 34T
ETS R I B BRI ER -
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= RS
AR FE SRR e IR B A AT 52 A
BRI » 1B e U 18 - Bk
fiLLT CDP &% | (Wang, 1998 ) » SRR
FH GRS IR © [ St G
ETE - N ERE H B A SR B
JERHEZ 7S/ NRE o B ARV S E - S
—iLREH - BER - NERES - HEEUTY
TR LR - SRR i )
HESENER? ) EITIRE - fRIE e R HH R
BT MBS NI - AR F R
PERLARTRA G ET ARSI - R ERE I - 9
R ENEFFARRGEBEAE & - SR E R
HRY SRR Z fRaR - & RS
o A SN R R B S NI 5
R BTG TR -
m ~ B9
(—) ety BT E A E
&R A b PR B O % E R S
(part-worth utility model ) » Jf&F /N7 3
% (Ordinal Least Square Regression, OLS) 1
AT R A B R B K HE 2 3 8K
FME - AW S8 B L R R
ZUE Ry (additive model ) » BIMEALHF
FEEGE 16 fLB LR ST - E—fLg
B EEERHE (FHER - BEERE ) "LAE
FU;=C+V (S;) +V(Sy) +V(Sy) +
V(Sy) +V(Sg) +V (8¢) U, A
iEmaE S AR FIE N e A A /gl
T S, AR | EE A —ERE 2k
oV (S,) -V (Sg) BAKBE LR
BEERE K MERRHERES - BT R e
(Louviere, 1988 ) °
RIS 3 5 o B8 R B WL TR HE Y
RO EREE (R B i I ME AR IR IHE
{8 » Bk DURT A o T 1O i A7 58P M P L o

M1 ZAEFELL 100 - APEEISIFAI T Ges 2
S OERERE A EEE (AIE2E)
(Green & Srinivasan, 1978) » °
(=) H{bFEAE (Index of extremity )

AN FE e B AR < A B B P i
FEAERE E o BHER A B E R Ty
100/6 (HHBATEZ% Sotirovie, 2001 ) (K[
(S3VATIEIE e o T =LY S YRS AN LS
EAEE E EUE S AR ZS 100 / 6 £ T - Mt
fERREE R P EH SEE THE P IER » T
S R ARV BRE £ -

RN B

— B ERBEEEHS OER
BREKERFIRRF

WIS ARG » P DUESRITEES
LB LIRS N ERE (R ~ e
J& ~ e ~ MR~ BREIRDC ~ BURIT Reicik)
LIRYERY TRROYOE | - PRGBS RE
IKIEZ fRIFRERE - IR B S (R
SE o BIAN - SR R ERE R K HE LR
RERRE 2 o RO E Ry 1.57 » BHIERGG Ry 1.17
FONER BRI R - MRS
e = R BRI (RPY) -

BT - R e (RmERE
BERERLE ~ BT Rcsk) 5 - Hawf ~
SR > WA SR R /K R IE S
PN - 1 AEREREEUR R B /K fRIFIEF? » DUl
RRERRE - ARKKRBEEES - BhekE
W - B NS EATAE R ARERRE © 2 (E AR
FPE/KAEMRIFIES? - DR R  ARRIKK R
TR~ B 3 AEBRAT RO sk R E K e R
NEF - DL A s - RRIKK=FN
KA » —FARFHCEE -

SRIEREREHRA R (Rl ~ 1l ~ BRSNS
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ences toward Attributes of Individuals with Disabilities:
A Conjoint Analysis

Wang Ming-Hung
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ABSTRACT

The present study investigated the impact of prior contact on determining prefer-
ences toward attributes of individuals with disabilities. The method of conjoint analysis
was used to develop an instrument for measuring attitude - a card set consisting of 16
cards. The 293 participants, members of an introductory class on special education at a
National Normal University in southern Taiwan, were asked to sort this card set based on
their personal preferences for working with persons with disabilities in a hypothetical
companion program. The participants’ degree of prior contact experiences with persons
with disabilities was also investigated using a Chinese Contact with Disabled Persons
Scale. Results of the conjoint analysis showed that: (1) the participant group with no prior
personal contact and the participant group with prior contact showed very similar orders
of preference with regard to attributes of persons with disabilities; (2) the relative impor-
tance scores for disability-related attributes were found to be significantly higher than
those for disability-unrelated attributes for both participant groups; however, the age at-
tribute was seen as being more important than the severity of disability attribute for the
group with prior contact; (3) Six attributes of individuals with disabilities were found to
be more equally weighted in their preference determination for participants who had

more contact with various disabilities.

Key Words: Degree of Contact, Preference for Individuals with Disabilities, Indirect

Methods, Conjoint Analysis, Part-worth Score, Relative Importance Score



