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The Theory of Self-Handicapping Strategies and Their
Influence on Teaching

Hsiang, Tien-Ping

The purpose of this study was to analyze what self-handicapping
strategies are; the development of the conception of self-handicapping
strategies; the forms of self-handicapping strategies; the theory of the
self-handicapping strategies in academic performance; how to measure

self-handicapping strategies, and their influence on teaching.

Key words : Self-Handicapping Strategies, Self-Worth Theory, Self-Regulated
Learning Theory.
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EEMABHRED > FERBFLBLYVHARN  IRARERRNE
NEE  ERVEBETEHEENRZEFERS » TROERGHERESHH
REH > BERAEHRHESEERHEENEE  XTHEECRESEIERN
B> FETEILIE » fEH " B 3B E KB J ( self-handicapping strategy ) »
REHCREABRRUTRNEBBRPRE I UINPRE » DI E B REEK
(Midgley, Arunkumar, & Urdan, 1996 ; Salomon, 1998 ) HuiE 45§ 8 # &%
BRIV  EREAE -HE  -BROEBHES  BFEIHE -BF -
GEER - MABEE - MEMAFRSEREAFES (Brennan, 1995 ; Midgley et al.,
1996 ; Ryska, Yin, & Boyd, 1999 ; Siegel, 1998 ; Wise, 1997 )0 HFERB AN E
BREM-ZFMEFLE AXHEAGZNTERBEERENER MW EE
HoME BREERBERTZ2EFENERER  BREENHE > iHA
BRHEREEHHBHNE = (FBERE - BETHEE 4L 2 KK -

A ARBEREFARY T A

Jones 1 Berglas (1978 ) 2 & Fi it " BRI BRI , —FANESE » (T
£ NL A2 BE % 18 2 BE 7 B3 IR 7 AT BE B9 25 BRI BA 1% > 3038 b AE /7 67 K F0 0T BE Y AR
DHR R ERITE SEEREEE 2 " B H B 2RI ) (Berglas & Jones,
1978 ) o

Berglas 1 Jones ( 1978 ) #J B £ ¥ & HBE b 58 F T 2R 1% Kelley #7150
@i Al ( discounting and augmentation principles ) o #R ¥R #r#1 & Bl » 20 52 {3 £%
EAMZAMEARECREER » M SLEER T UMBLKREWNFED » If
HAT LA A K B RE DR R  IRRIGHN R B » 20 RE S EREREENIE R
KERER IF R B 5L 0 LR & BT BF Y BE /7 8% (RI( Berglas & Jones, 1978 ; Garsrud,
1988 ; Higgins, 1990 ) o

Snyder A1 Smith ( 1982:107) #H B LB ERBE TRNER - thMIZRE B

(%)
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T E R —EREE  BREAEFRYTREELAESE (HHWEEHE TFHR
B M RBEMGERAEAGRES ~ BERBRE) B 5T AT 5OE o @A
GHA—-LEREHTR > WEH - BLEHE > DIREER | 1L.2BH 828
AHBCRBENEFER » LB THFIRRNE SRR - @0y 8 SR
R 2 BT EEHEENRE 3 MFINERE > BEAIEWB HAHRE -
B & [ E BB R B o

Bird (1998) Wi EEN B KK ERBERBME AR ALIE Y AT aER AR
BERSAMAFEN—EEE BidRR  FHEBRKERBNEEEHNRRT
B EANE LB EE -

EE—IRHNE  HMABKBERWMFEREGRH  HEWE <HNESET
HE - ERAEFEHECHRINABCETHR B2 RHKER —EMAL
B W5 BT B K B iz i 3L S R B A T & SR B (a priori strategy ) » (A bt B # i 2 T
DLES 72 8 B2 F 3 %8 55 53 (R 1Y 3Rk B ( Midgley et al., 1996 )« fil#1 » T R BGZ R B K
BT o-EHAR M "THERERAULBCHUAERTEFRES — KKRFRRFED
B2 B & 2 KEE ( Midgley et al., 1996 ; Midgley & Urdan, 1995 )< 4} » Bl
B# & ( self-serving attribution ) {E{EFKBMERR L TIFEE ~ EEE T4 EL R
F 0 1B BBk R R I AT RE MG K BUER RIS RE ST LA R TR 3R > R ER RO B
BRI EEREEER LR2BRBIM (Leary & Shepperd, 1986 ) ©

fra LA EIRD R B R E R R —EERE > GEBEETR SN
/g - EHEEREENTEREEN > EHEACHNENREREL » HTHE
REAURIREAR  EESTREXNRABHEMEE  BECARKAENE
MEEES (B ) §FLRW - ETHHEH—LFE O > B ARK AT FER KT
WERE  BECRAMPERIINERE (TR B BRKERBERME
B TEARECHRBANEERASKIED » LB ARRUTRENLMEZEH .
( Aronson, Wilson, & Akert, 1994:237 ) o



EM MR ATH

5 BRI RSB NER

SERBERKERENIESKBEARMA L FTRAMMBEEE  LTE S
e RIS B RMEENNE o

— > Adler AA S 24 2 & 560 8.2

Freud 2.7E H 1894 &£ 3£ {E T The Defence of Neuro-Psychoses | o &t 2 1!
LEFGE R REE > (B2 Adler B 5 & I L& A1 B [ 9 ## 52 o Freud RS 7
A E B EMABEBR P ET > UHIEAH (id) WES > KIEBHASE
18 I 1o {5 P 55 2 | R 45 SR M » 1o A A B8 38 TR A 4 A o Adler B 22 Freud
Ef6 T & HBTAAIE TN - 617 5 08 BB SRS (symptoms ) 2 B 7
51 4 05 | B P BT WY RE AR KBRS > 5 T A B B B BT AR B B Bk 1R 3 S G (ego/self
safeguarding strategy ) o Adler &0 P8 B ¥ & % 48 50 00 55 i 48 1 5B W A 4 4 FE 7
fiE > 16 3138 Lo P9 i B A9 B BB 00 1T B S R B2 » (52 5 W 9 1 T O 748 20 s
Rtz EIEAEESZ2RE  NBURECRESTIF » TLUSEREZRE
il BERURANEHBAKEREFRE > IRTERACKEGLERBLEEEE
FREAF (PRHUEL ~ E3500 ~ SEEFE > 1991 5 BEFD » 1990 ; Higgins, 1990 ) o

Adler & 7 i W78 T 00 B H RSB - I8 (aggression ) FIE /4% 1% 5
# (withdrawal/seeking distance ) » 3 o 3R i /{5 45 JE i 9 5% B& B2 [ 111 B 29 30 B0 9
W R RSB R R E Y] o Adler B A1 7T 5 8k B 8BS » (R 2 IS B
GRINE R K UL E RS & fE BT A R R T — B B B LB L B s
B0 BIA0 — 8 E 10 L EIERA B ATTRE@ 3 17 B2 FAe ki E — (8 =52 3 Je oy
N B G HKBF BRI EN SR E AR AR EER
T LREEE (HIE - T350 - £ 552 > 1991 ; Higgins, 1990 ) o

Adler ZHFLLLHEEEGHESF-EHEONBEL > K88 KR EK
MORRAERE  ERERBERBNERAGZAZHE LEESR Jones Al
Bergias (1978 ) #yIj4%5 ( Higgins, 1990 )o
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Z BRURRRHYEXF L ARBERZ A RKR
& 09 5 B R

A BA B BB 2 RS B b 58 #E Berglas I Jones( 1978 ) Ay £ 3L B F BRIR A o
Berglas #1 Jones fE—IHE R T YT HRI| , WERWHRS > mEELHES
Hin BEZHEEBRNOREBANRH  BTEEMELEY (Actavil—- ERKRARK
AIIEEER IR | Pandocrin— EMRE ARG N TET SRR ) RGEMNE
Bo% » xBELERETRBEMNIE R THEZE DBIBERTHE - UBRFEE
BFRE DR (HEZEEBRUESAKHERSERNE IEE > —HKAR
REEEN 60%~T00 HIBEDESE ) REBERMEYVNER THEZRE o

(Kl % Berglas #1 Jones ( 1978 ) & B ¥ & 2 E £ H H EZ B HERENT
LR EFE B ORI AR E RS R » RififigF 2B EmZE R
MREEHEERIEE > UREXAEHBCRINITHEER - £5 —HER
o EZAERBESET HEMAETEMEfE ( contingent positive feedback )
B2 T {6 4 1E A1 3] #& 4 ( no contingent positive feedback ) f#H o 7 A & 4 IF A
A PHXAZLCHE 20 ERASNAERERKIINEE . HEELEH
g XREEBRGRSECKRAGTHE > MUK EIEEREER
MEEEELEECHMEUNASRRFKAGHEERNERE - M " HIEHFER
ElEEH ) PRZAEMEINIRERNENGE EREREBEERKE FTXAE
BRI EEE - KBRS REN > REXAEBEEBRIINEIEE > ATEad
BREMN  EHBFRTHEMEEL T &#XAEEELEYE CEEHEN
BHHSBRNEEERENRE  KMEXAEHBCHENERES - RER
HIEAERKEE  FEEH > B —EETXABLAEIEAN S ARBLE
CHEfE A E B ( E{E 2 1995, BHEFES > 1990 ; Berglas & Jones, 1978 )0
EMEZABEREEZE BRI HEEEXAEEHEZERETRA
BEREFRiRA BRI ERFASRAFERTNEY RBEI& - HREH
REmAER A (private : BEEENMEZABAENPAARER ) ZERZAH (public:
ERERENZABTEMBNRE - TMZAEER ) WEEFR - BIEHFER
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EEE ) PREUEZAERBSHECHEENTRT > THEATENERRE -
e 1) 1 32 2 i F 75 B BE 0 fE F B9 %24 ( Berglas & Jones, 1978 ) o

ERE_EERE WREFEN " TEEE > tEEEREHIREny
NHBERRTEEEE > WEERKABIRE " EEGETREEE, e
HEXAEGEBERAESHENFHRRNEY - TEFRHEAHESLANES
TOHNECRENTEEN B ZRER G RN LB AIEEY) - Berglas 7 Jones
(1978) B EEBEHTHEE  UEEHELAKRBETUAEE RENTES
(image of self-competence ) W17 » f 2 B B F Bk & 55085 o

F Berglas il Jones (1978 ) # & BR#S Al » BB EFBIAOIEE D > 5
TIRFERE ST (sense of competence ) » & E B ZHFIREE » 5 B O 95 B 75 4o Al
G > R TTRERI R R A E R R MR AR S E & o Wik S
Tl 2 2 — 18 B AR A ER N 508 ( Warden, 1991 ) o

= ARBTRABLA AR ZIAP R LR

Berglas 1 Jones (1978 ) 81 » EH M ATES » 4138 6 O MR R
BERBEENTRANREN  TERBELABENER TEHRBEENTSE
G 4% » A Itk Berglas 1 Jones 27 5 & 4% #5 BY £ B 2 RS B F EE B R R AL
AN B & ( private-esteem ) IR N BE JIT % ( private competence image )( ZR R E C
BHCRHBEES ~ BEME ) KM Kolditz fI Arkin ( 1982) A1 R R E kiR
ik o ft{f158 55 Berglas I Jones M) B ER R 5+ 1 # B 5% » (/S 7 Berglas i Jones
WEEBRET AR WEE > A HERE TES » HICE N EE 6 & A
AWTEEIRATEE - WA RBEZAE SR RAEVWBEERE TS 5
FEEBREREENZAEENMUEORE > R IR EWELTS B2 9XS
MRAERBRAGNHRANEY > AR ERE BB CRETEREASEY
Wikl o 2 /2 Kolditz F1 Arkin {&1F Berglas B2 Jones HIEER L5} » B2 k£ 75
MAMBREDEERA —EEY > EEBRBOEBRHPDEEN o REH
é%ﬁ%%@%@EEW@UE"JW%&EEW%WE?@%%%A%H%E@%‘HT * ]
BAZRZRAB MBI RRNEY o Bt Kolditz I Arkin BB S 85 > T it %
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NEHE (public-esteem ) /'ﬁ‘%&%‘éjjﬁé%% ( public competence image ) » [ 5 A
BHACREREN BEEN > TREEFBRNERKERBNEERR
A EFEE 2 EEHEHK (self-presentation strategy ) ©

W~ EAEE R ARG O R B — RS SRR A
B 3% 9k T R

B 4% Jones F1 Berglas ( 1978 ) & fE {2 E) A{fI b & LA A4 i 500 BRI B Bk

s [HREMMARRANEREAT > FERLEREAGRNEIENTEH

T%Tﬁ%?ﬁ:f—iﬁ.( 5% %HE@@W%’J?@@W%W&@T%@F) LUK 7T B2 /Y 2K BB

RN ECEE U HIR S o Snyder A1 Smith ( 1982) E—F & Adler FEL

Y E B R AE LR # B & > & Berglas 1 Jones (11978 ) #f B $ Bk 2 R B& A
mEREEER  AEEBLGLUEBNERES B B ERE -

Smith ~ Snyder 1 Handelsman ( 1982 ) & %42 i LUEAR B EFEH B T 2
B o FREBEULASEABHEHR U —BEHERMBEL S - KFH
%l}%% i SIRE THFESHEEA (SR ER2EELE NIRRT
BRI ) 3 TIREIME L F e Eféiﬁ%ﬂﬁl%ﬁéﬁ PENRIE R » X F A
BANEZZBTRANERREE  F-HTREAEBHIBKERSFEXE
R HTHERENEETEENBEE  FEHAENZEE - BB
BERRE  TUEEBRE T EZENRAE REBUMBHEEN G &
ZHEOEECESZHRENERRER o HE/RERE - i I HFENE
B (s a2 PIBRE RENE ) BEEHNT EEG R ERBRE
SEBNZAEGOMERSNERER  LERWENR (£E) FRBE K
R o

B~ RARBRE —BAKKFH

RBERAAER  ERAREREMERANEEARBERENTHERIL
FRE BRI ER ~ e EEREAGIKERNEE - REBEWEEN B IHE
e EEARAREYD  SERBEERETERELR A RRAENR
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REEO(EREEAFTDAACH RN ERES A 2AASHMWED ) £5
BRAREUHNAEEENEASELEOEBENTES » LIEESEE (Jones &
Rhodewalt, 1982 ; Strube, 1986 ; Warden, 1991 ; Zuckerman, Kieffer, & Knee,
1998 ) o

B AR KR4

REKEERBEENERAUEL  ERH RN FOE R S
BARRE » FB e LUKIRT ByKE AOT 1758 S8k i A4 48 ( Arkin & Baumgardner,
1985 ) R IRAN B K BRI BE T UL S "TAREE AN TaREA, &
KEERWE . EREEBERENTERGITSE TEENTE &8
WA SEmEEH - # "TERAOEE . S AEBETAETS KLU THE
Eh

— > IR1F 84 FE 8% (acquired obstacles, € 5 &4 A&k & 5 =T
AEMERY B K RATE )

N [ 9 $2 &% 7£ Berglas 1 Jones ( 1978) fyifgerh » ¥ S RETHEZE D 2
CERFRER  SEEAGUHE NRRIEANEYRRA SRS LT
BY - RECHREEEEE > (8 C 7 LATE 8 — 4 B B % 15 5 R I 12 48
AU IR F AT Bh2 T EUS 09 B 8% 2 175 1 Aronson et al., 1994 ; Leary
& Shepperd, 1986 ) I BB A EBRITHAELN > AN EEERBETS
XHIE T 1T R B B 2 1 ( behavioral self-handicapping ) ( Leary & Shepperd,
1986 ) o

"IV B BB RATR ) BMARIEE A RIS o (B2 A8 L B
WIRE DR - S@IN K Zh BF I AE RN » TET BN RERET - 8 A Has e
BEHRIITRESRE EHF S (BEEF 1990 Leary & Shepperd, 1986 )o
RIS 72 o I8 A B B T 8 & DU HR B 5 © 6 F) 89 5% R > (R It Baumeister £ Scher
(1988 ) W% IR B B R RBETBE T X 5 AW 5 HKEKTE ( trade-offs of
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self-defeating or self-destructive behavior ) o

o MEBNBRKETBNTK "HRAE . 28N ERRENERA
FWEET o NERRN B RBEIT B ER - RANEREEY 5
DHENOEE RENTEREIAMETL - WEREEAR TR S EE
fal ( BERE S > 1990 ; Harris & Snyder, 1986 ; Kimble, Kimble, & Croy, 1998 ;
Tice & Baumeister, 1985) % » AE % 3 i8] A 7E 25 BB IS K BRBR R 2 B T RE 1
NHEMAERR(RBEREXECTTHE S ) M ERR G & KB E TS0
OB EE W EER BAE ( Greenberg, 1983 )~ EIE A AL & BB 5 0 ~ H&I R IEW
B4 (£41F > 1995 ; Rhodewalt & Davision, 1986 ) % » BE {5 {6 A 1 2% Bhs
HRMERRPAEEERAE (EHARER N EBENTE)o

=~ EEIFEHE (claimed obstacles, A& B A
FE At )

Smith et al. (1982) % » FEMFEENZAEEB R EXRE > Alg
EXRAERGUTUIEEREFREATENED » TEEBE CEERBARREE
HER G RERLRAFERRITE  BECHRBAERER  R2H4AEH
HCRERXESE  CEERS A AKE  LESE — L BENEDNTS
ghe " EEEE JBEE1TH J( Aronson et al., 1994 ; Leary & Shepperd, 1986 ) o
Leary #1 Shepperd( 1986 ) X G W EH KB ETEMIE B RBENEKREL
( self-reported handicapping ) o

ERMNEERETBETUSBSRERRENERRSHEER o NER
R BEKRKEETHBWEBMEZE T E (Lay, Knish, & Zanatta, 1992 ; Warden,
1991 )~ EMBFHAFF % F 2 /7 Lh#k (Rhodewalt & Fairfield, 1991 )- EBEE T
FMEENHE (2 - B8 - HESE ) 222 %3 (Baumgardner, Lake, &
Arkin, 1985 | Smith, Snyder, & Perkins, 1983 ; Snyder & Smith, 1982 ) % » {
fEIAREER BRI RBBRAPECTAST NRRBRLE o M ERRGE KRB
RAT R A E 78 F % K R 8 (Mayerson & Rhodewalt, 1988 ) {if { A A& 7E 26 Bk
R RBERER P A EEERE -

10
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fi i Berglas 1 Jones ( 1978 ) 2 Smith et al. ( 1982) EMEERE G KNE
BER > Berglas 1 Jones Ml Z MR ZREERERABENERBE TS > i
Smith FAWHEAREZAELDEECERE S HUBBNEEEE - IS
XPEEERBR LR SN ERREE TR S I BRI s
&# 0 (post hoc excuse ) > M TN REFMEE B HEHEBFAERYEHBETE -
AUXAEEBEBLOEERECEEERBENES S HIEH (58 £ 1 a5
(BREFE > 1990 )0

RS EAAGAEREARBETEHEAYERENEE » URRYE
CHERN  REFRERNHF - EUNERBRTE - ASSHERED YK
DA B BB/ > BEBRAT » BA THE @82 HES T ER - fE
RINBEBRBEETS (BEEE 1990 ; Arkin & Baumgardner, 1985 ; Aronson et
al., 1994 | Hirt, Deppe, & Gordon, 1991 )0

EAL AAEMARBEETBEHEACWRESRER  LAZST
AMEHEXETRNHEEEREAR A S ORNSETSEESERBERE
KW (Leary & Shepperd, 1986 )o (&M 7ESFR 4R b » {8 A5 A2 B 5 5
RTBEHECHMARKRRYE  URHEENHREZEE A ERREEBES
RRRBMERE  ERHEBMERNEEE /> NERFREEBETSHS
BiEe e - HRHESFERNBERLE A (BEEF > 1990)o

5~ BRI R R LR 019 At

— ~» Covington #) Al &R B 1432 2%

Covington (1992 ) FB B KB EERE - S RESHEE 4 6k H @ 5
R o Covington W » R B HIEM ( self-acceptance ) 2 ALHHAKE » [
REMOHEEAMIERNNEABESERES  REREGEERROA S S
REMEN > AUBEEGLUBENSRER B4 EEEREREE KT
WRBI L RMFEE AR POESE T RBEE S WA o (BRIBELE B ER

11
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EHERERN  RESKEERERMERNEYH - XIS S 4EERD
EERBIBEULT » REEBN T EBERH o

Covington (1992) 5 » BARTHFEEN BRI R » BRK LA%
HIRE > @A BB E R - BECES K — L RKWEH o Covington LI
& R RBRBEE-EIBNRE-—VEIES > TUBECH KEROR
[ (awin-win position ) ; IRFERJALF » BATLRERNBEHIKRE B HNE
MEE  WREFHEGINBR TREESF > 2EREEZIECREER
Ko tHEH) » B ARG R —EE Y& (adouble-edged sword ) » QIR T H B %
ESRY  MRGXZENER  AEDPRAG IR URMFHE IR ERRE
B FERENGEEFIEBEACHEINNE AR TURE LA RBEEES
BIFEE S 718 6E JTMIBA(R ( effort-ability link ) o

= ~ Garcia #¢ Pintrich Z g KA G2 L o) — A H 4 X

Garcia 1 Pintrich ( 1993, 1994 ) fRHFAH L2 E B ES 15 (skill) BEE
BB (will) FIEERE © Bhi - 2ERKBE - HRRBEEBERFAHFLEER D
EHREEENAHE o

£ Garcia Ml Pintrich (1993, 1994) B KA L L HEB b > HHiziE M2
ARG ) BTy > BAE TERANIRES LT R ERERANIREE L~ T EE (volitional )
B> MERARESENHK > LHELTEHE (HEBEAXTHENES)o
Garcia fll Pintrich 0% » B8R T &8 FI 22 5 IR 0SB B H 3% e E /0 51844
HEGSEA T EBERES ) FETE R (Garcia & Pintrich, 1993, 1994 ; Du Bois &
Staley, 1997 ) 8RB EFBARARITETREHE R > A ZREWBEKE » Akt
ERBANKRE  PRBAESKRETEBRBEZNG  BLEARBEZTE
( Covington, 1992 ) BAEHEZHER —EGE £ 1HRUAKIE (affective
consequence ) » (1 B F B & ~ B @ B ( defensive pessimism )~ HHE &
( self-affirmation ) ~ EF A2 B ( attributional style ) # 2 T BHMEE RS > Uk 2
{lE] B P 2 37 A7 5 5 16 4 T 2E AR RN I ME R SELME B 1T £ ( Garcia & Pintrich,
1993, 1994 ; Weinstein & Mayer, 1986 )0

12
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Garcia F Pintrich ( 1993, 1994 ) & » 207 "B F K > T B RIS L 0
gZEMANE - BE - 2THENZE  ERHRRBEIERIHBER
REH RS R (motivational outcomes ) i [z & » 3 17 3% & 22 & By 4% ~
LR A (cognitive engagement ) REBZEF G o M " RH KK, A RKH
REAL > EMMAEZNERE > PERERR - AHBE R HEBHERIEF
BEHEAHBEREETNEEREAMABMEEZE (Garcia & Pintrich, 1993,
1994 ) o

Garcia 1 Pintrich (11993) B HEREBLUEBE —EHZ -

B ( BdER
B--BHBE)

HIEME HER
(ZE~-EHHANE - HME
& HE)

Bk e
(F& ~ &

RESE)

BE R
(1238~ Rt ~ BEishlE)

BE— BHAHLEN—RIEHEKXE (5| B Garcia & Pintrich, 1993:12)

13



B KR RG eI R B L H P AT

= ~ Zimmerman & B $F LY 2 H

Zimmerman ( 1998 ) #F& Dweck 1 Leggett ( 1988 ) # & — 24018 2t
H#RE A2 ~ Garcia Al Pintrich (1993, 1994 ) & — i 38 5 1 2\ & X fth & 5
HMEEHER  MERAHZ2ESE TEE T REKESBHEE,-THER
M, F=(ERER UL EREA FEEE A RTAHLETNEEBEESET
REFTRER ( RE— ). Zimmerman BB > HERERFHWERFAH LT L
EFREERS TREBELSR > ARBERRE  RZ2BEBONEH &
BETRNEREBSRBEBRRE NS HE T REHE S EHI RS,
LB G R T 1S IE M B 1E R R RE T P R B R SR o

R— S FRERHBBENBRBAHARER

HRAE ST E
B 5K 30 7 s EFERANSDE ARG RRne TS
SR E N A E
e K PSR E
%30 E ; \
: . B
o 15 B Boxk he e
& 1 3 aE
58 1 I
$ BT B N
%7 B 0 5 B R EET R
emnany ERORBERS B 0
T BT R R 2 B 5
B BT E SRERTE
it e %ﬁﬁ@‘ %%\%ﬁﬁﬁ
EE T A8 R e
o 574 e H e

(3] & Zimmerman, 1998:6)
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M~ AR NE

BEHANHEET  BRBEERTUMNEN HE2EEEENTHEKRK
A B :

—~AlZARBZENMES

B # B & & 3 ( Self-Handicapping Scale, f§f& SHS ) & Jones 1 Rhodewalt
(1982) HERMAKAEZHAE " BB T BMEM J (tendencies ) HIRHE o H
ME*XAE2E B o6E Likert K{BR(UO0ESKRR"HETHELETHE
AE) EAAREXAEEREFEENBERE T gROE T~ &K BT -
fFrERE ~ EREYETHEIMER ( Rhodewalt, 1990, 1994 ) o

Jones 1 Rhodewalt LA K24 B A %8 SHS A B 7815 E( Cronbach «
= .79 —ERAKRNEAGEE r (90) = 74)c ERRMEAR LI > SHS A
H & ( Janis and Field Feelings of Inadequacy Scale )~ #+ & #ZF ( Marlowe-Crowne
Social Desirability Scale ) HEE & & +HE » FIEEEKE ( Lowe and Medway
Person-Environment Causal Attribution Scale ) ~ & # ( Beck Depression
Inventory ) ~ - & ££ & ( Social Anxiety ) 558 IF+HR > Kk Rhodewalt &
BRI PR R ACHE o L4 > SIEE BRI SHS AR P T
H%E  FREEENIERYT » SHS B4 BNZAEES ZRNEVSHERBH
BEREETE (BEEF > 1990 ; Rhodewalt, 1990 ) o

SHS E B {p 7> A G SRAM AN 8 E AR 7 #k#5 0 1 ( make excuse) (fh
1TARRIMEBER ) M " HEBET ARG (5 109 WBEBER ) F
B SHS i T3kFE O (R AW EEEE & » It Rhodewalt ( 1990) 5 »
SHS W LAAREIEGE A B RRERE (LHEARBE - FO - BHE) -
% 1 [ o

i@ > SHS FO# LB EE K ~ A B A#& (Jenkins Activity Survey ) 2 &#H
Fl{ET~88% ( Rhodewalt, 1990 )0

H 1% Strube ( 1986 ) 1% SHS #E5G & 10 8 > Rhodewalt ( 1990 ) {5 E

15
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SHS PREEFMERSH 14 EETE - RESF » BHITUBSEEENE
AR FAMEEXNEREFRMEL > ST8 Rhodewalt (1990) #7 14
RIEIEAER > €& Strube (1986) 19 10 EAMMER - EEHMB I > EHES
A SHS 1 #: 3 % 22 & A ( Zuckerman et al., 1998 ) o

Warden (1987) €2t SHS» #BHEE S 22 B> BRAR B L iEEy ray
B ER4% ( The Academic Self-Handicapping Questionnaire » f§f§ ASHQ)>
DUHIER2A S XA HBEEER o« HAE—BESEE r= .76 > f1 SHS HHEH
B (r(50) = .73 p< .01)> W AMEFHIREMBI (r (50) =- 405p
< .01)oWarden( 1991) B C B & 1E ASHQ: & ASHQ % £ /& 25 % » Cronbach
a [ 79 E 840

fEF—RAZ @R LABERBEE —EEALCHES RREE B
B &/ REE » f1 SHS EPﬁE?EHthEWK%*EEJ ( Zuckerman et al., 1998 )o [t 4} »
HEEBHEHRBENEEZ EHENBREREBERIL N EE » EHER
T@fﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁ&ﬂ%%ﬁ%i‘?ﬂl*%lﬁfm CE o R DUH 2 B BB 2 ER

F HHYHY SHS 7238 8 5 B 8 2 810 BB 58 o » {5 2 A0 3% A 45 1 2 48 ( Martin,
1997 ) o

= RMERAERARKT RS

Midgley #1 Urdan ( 1995 ) 2% h 22 E R » LRH | 2 LEREH
M E BRI 2R ER/ RSB G HEANE R E R 3 AENAR
EXNERBERRBE =R REEEH 2B BLOEBERKES
( Academic Self-Handicapping Strategy Scale ) o £/ k7% & » [& SHS thgt
FRBRREEY) ~ B LA & B (reported pain ) %88 H #MH M o

Midgley F1 Urdan( 1995 #7223 5 # i 2 SR B B R It H FLRE > #8 5 2 Likert
LB U8 ERBAERWRNE  SEEHEEZXROMEME 54 F 65:
Cranbach « = 80 RESMEEE —REE—KHE o Midgley #1 Urdan ( 1995 )
RELERAEARFNE#ESE - THBRERG RIEIHREE S K S REk
& 73 °
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Midgley et al. ( 1996 ) f&1F Midgley #1 Urdan ( 1995 ) A E2 % 5 £ Bt 2 R0
ER MEESRAMBEBE (B4 AXEEERLENNEHER ) W
BTN EREETA (TBNERER ) M tEKERMERT (F :
FEBA gl EFREHETHESFE JRRURFESESTF
RAURERBECRERANRFRE S FENGNK - EMENEEKEBHETS
B? ) 1996 FIRANBZBEERHKRERBERMBE SHER (T —HEBILTE.
ETHEEREG L) SEEBSFHYEK 22 £ 2.7 {EHEER 1.20 £ 142
ROMBREE —HE-RE BB OINWEEERE  REXATER .59
£ .79 > Cronbach a = 83 HMHHIRAE R RIFHEBRE -

Urdan, Midgley, & Anderman ( 1998 ) DIB/NAFEHREBEBWHFREHR » BE
IE 1996 FEHIRR A (¥@pn—#E )» Cronbach « = .84 o

Midgley FAMNEXEREERBERAORDIGZEER » HHEMEBH
Fi#R FH ( Anderman, Griesinger, & Westerfield, 1998 )0

BRI R H R AT

— RERB - BERREH BRRTALACEAEY
BB THeLy

FXAE (2000) IR SREHEE/ NG FRBEBHAHER > BH T EEK
BHEER  HASN2E  BREGCHERE R -TERHEEER
AENET HAEEMAHECHEE  BTHRAKEBHIARBERLE
N EEELXE  EEUSETS NS ARERE LWES o BT -
ERTRATER X MREZRERT - RUMERE B FHFEE -
MEESE > AR —-REHE  BEEMHXT > BEHESEC - HKEE  ¥Z
BTAMMALRK  EFHERLB -HBFRTFREBNINEERE > FEHTLE
LRMEERBCIBABS TRNER RFEEBRER > EREZHEB > T
AREAHERA R REREFBREBER -
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HPBEEAERKERBNEE > BERRREALZE (MKXE > 2000,
Martin, Marsh, & Debus, 2001 ; Urdan et al., 1998 )» i X A ¥ F LT E EHE
ZMEE - ERBFRGUREETEHFEOLRLE FWEHEET > FI0E
FHRERER - DETIEFE  EZFENRBETHESE > AR EEANIES
KLREAERRF » AN FRTREEEER B BB E R o I B HE LA E
TREE BEFLRRE EATROEERRK » BRI E > SE 7l
Em - BEEEEHHRER  EXB—RHZ  HFXNEOFEUEE  BE
FRAZMBRRE > BELBT FXHNLE  KBER | HEILTx > BEHEEEN
mR > HERTFHEEBETANEE -

S ML BRETREE A FRETHNYE

K BF (2000)- Kimbleetal. (1998 )~ Urdanetal. (1998) B F /B
ARZAEBREHEAEEREERE - EXREEBEPNERSL —TRERE - #if
HEZEESNHE  AEBLEZRELEE - FRRINETF > —BEEXE
TR XE - B RETELEET > B2H XA EKRES  tE
=P ETREGEREP /N BEAEEEH B ILRE 5 R E 52 RS U
R B HMEER (Warden, 1991 )e AR K ~ BAMH B L A E—HRE{ > RIEL
ARRE BT EENHE > ZRMYRERA R E) K HEERIEE o

W~ BB Ay F RA

FRRE (2000) FHEHSPBELE/NGERBEREHHE KB EKE o
HREPEERMAHBCRINEE » BRERRFIIMWEUR » K I 7w B
AHMERTRAGEMERBEERBLURESE > HESHPHBFHEAALE
BoMABMTRERARES] > BREBABFEMER > T8 5 L EF MR
Bo-PIMENMRGTENZENHEBE2ERNEERET > AHMEEIFHRE
EMEZZERNKEENRERHE > EEFEHBEERFEANES | 8
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RMARLHEEREDE  TOREDBBEERIE > 52 H1H 8K 3%
NIRECHRASHKFEOURMER  EARARTRECERBELFERN
Bif > NEIE#® (Andermanetal, 1998) BB LES ~ BEREE > UFHE
ARENAREL  AEBEETEERLSLH  -MEARAREENZ T U
RABEHGHIBI > BT BER SRS LN REEFE A RTEE
Kptoh > WA AR ERBE o W - R BEFAREE A TR EEN L B
KEVIZHE » IR HERRMES » MBI EEERI 245 &
PERBEBERBAENXESE o

B~ G ERM Y B R ek 2 2

MAEBREECALERBNELE > BOFEHBEREE R BEXREK
fr (KB » 2000 ; Martin etal., 2001 ) A] REBERKHESEFEERBES B
WRHBREREETNEERRIM A A (Garcia & Pintrich, 1993, 1994 ) o
M2 E RS A LLE R BT E S (Zimmerman, 1998 ) » (& Il 7] LA 3% 3@ %
DEEREREREGCHABE B ERBNESE - AMBERENKEBEEEE
B FAEERRETREE AR THRILENAFHSBEREN » BEH
QLM EARERE > RES|CBHE - BHROMER - BA ~ RBRBARE
HEFRQERBEHHE ARG TELBEAIFEEREENRE » TREEE
BEERImEEFEMNERAHLEE -

~ > B IR R ESF R &R

TEE (1995) HRERHR > BREENERRRGERBEWIER » B
i~ XREZETFHEDRERHBENRIDKBRETEE L X £HA
SEAFEERE (WEH -~ LE) 277 H2AMIFOERR > SM24 58
B> 2hL0UE . REBAEYR2LEHEREE  FER BHESLBLK
BRARENTREREMTEN BT R > (248 RYE EArEEEEYE
fFo LREMEEHRTESRERAERNENES  FEERBEATE
BEREESHEE LHERE > EMEENASE PRI MkE » T aEREes
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