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ThHs, QB DMEAREE: (personal characteristics of milieu inhabitants) : % Z 22 3
AR DR, M, HERERMAL, 8, ERREY, FgR L Th 2, TENIE (behavior
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T (spontaneity) 7z &% & e, AMEFZEDOWITIZ, BN (autonomy), EF#EA (practical
orientation), Hi5F (competition), 1% (intellectuality) % %2 & ¥, ¥ A7 AR & 1L,
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4. ¥REFARL AT TS RTHRE
BELFEX PR TERS A, S8 - 24 bicE» 3 5 LEL, MCL CES,
CAS, CSS%HY L5,

CLEI, MCI> LEI (Learnig Environment Inventry) ¥, Walberg&zHbk L THERR
x#7- (Anderson, 1973), #DEIHIF, B LU Walberg®iZ X 5CCQ (Classroom Climate
Questionaire) TH %, CCQIZ, Hemphill & Westie (1950) D Group Dimensions Description
Questionaire # E#ESE 12 L TIER S M, #ENEIE & BEMAIE L cRBls hTwi, ThT
NOTRRERFIZETLLERODEBY Thbd, INENFHETNVEIHEERTHS L, HER

structural aspect affective aspects
coaction syntality
subservient classroom intimacy
strict control alienation
speech constraint group status
isomorphism synergism
democratic satisfuction
stratified friction
egalitatian personal intimacy
organization miscellaneous
goal direction social heterogineity
disorganized interest heterogeneity
formality
_goal deversity

BIE R EREE Y, BEMIERFREARLEZ L2 THY, RTLHBOLOHDH 5,
B 5 I BRFICCQE AW, EEENTS TR, TRTOHEL L WHHEET, RILLEH%
Getzels & Thelen®#ic DO XM LB L, LEIZ/ERK L2, LELX, F - BREEZXNRE
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W CE D RiF s T wa R, FHES 0EE IR T 2 EERNCHB S NIRITTH 5,
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(Dcohesiveness (EEM) @diversity (F#EtE) Sformality (FERE) @speed (EZ) ®
environment (381) @®friction (1) @goal derection (HEFEAM) ®favoritism (2 Z O
%) @cliqueness (fE3 %) @satisfaction (#&2) Wdisorganization (ERFF) @difficulty

(81 %) @apathy (L &13F) @democraticness (REt) Gcompetitiveness (&)

ZFRNENORTI TEECHERINS, AEZIEBED) 11— NEXTH S, HEMNIL, K
DE>3bDTH 5,

cohesiveness : £EIFEBHEVEL A>T 7

diversity : 7 5 ADKE I, TNEZhHIZMELERLPHTY,

formality : ZEfEMBRES NE—HOHRBH D £ 7

speed : 7 7 ADKE IR, HOOHEEEL P> TLEI IS CBVLILTOATWLEEUYN
L7



TERFLZEFHRMERLE F3375 F14

environment : EFIFEFIC D EMEFICH, THRLEEBH 7
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