| | |
I (Bower et al. 1985 i 357-369 ; Broden et al.

1970 314-349 : Glynn and Thomas 1974  299-306 5 Hopkins 1986  121-

129 ; Medsen et al. 1974 } 257-262 2517 ¢ 33, !

2527 12-15, 2524 17, 2528
24) (Deitz and Repp 1974 ! 622
Singh et al. 1981  521-526 2527 1 44, 2529
55-56)

Sajwaj, Twardosz and
Burk (1972  163-175)

Wahler et al. (1970
quoted in Wahler 1975 » 27)



Wahler (1975  27-42) 2

(response-covariation)

Kazdin (1982  352)
(Single case)

(Kara and Wahler 1977 7 24-49)
(Side effects) (Parrish et al. 1986 J 242)

(Kazdin 1982  335)

(Parrish et al. 1986 t 241)

(Altman et al. 1982, Sanchez 1979 quoted in Friman and Hove
1987 1 421, Kazdin 1982 : 241)
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(Baber and Kagey 1977 J 41-48, Lattal 1969 ! 195-198,
Lovitt, Guppy and Blather 1969 1 151-156, Sanders and Hanson 1971
157-161, Zimmerman and Zimmerman 1962  59-60, 2524
28, Bristol and Sloane 1974 J 271-285, 2528 39-52)



. 1f) (Response Covariation)
(Response Covariation)
2 !
(Kazdin 1982  352)
nff 1
24 NS R2
R, (:/;’:’-:/ ————— —» R,
o 1 !
1 R1
R2, Ra, Ra
R1
, (Response Covariation)
1,
2,
} 2

(Parrish



et al. 1980 241, Kara and Wahler 1977 quoted in Kazdin 1982 | 355)

at
2.1 a !
relationships) awa
a a
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A .h,
*R4
2 R1 a ! Ra. R3. r"
It } o1 Twardosz and Sajwaj (1972 « 73-78)
« d
4
(Hyperactive) a
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3
v R,
R (_:_’_’_,-_i —————————— > R
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1} Friman  * Hove (1987 t 421-425)
2 I
' }
)
2.2 »
relationships) )
nfi 4
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e |
R, el 1 v v N » R,
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»
RUSs0 » (1981 8 209-222)
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Tiré 5 R1 » Ra, Ra, R4
» » } Risley
(quoted in Russo et al.1981 } 219)
»
2.3 »
»
»
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) U — » R, t R1 Ra 1
*m R* t 1 kKR -1
6 Rl R2 Rs, R
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Twardosz Sajwaj (1972 1 73-78)
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1. (Interrelated

or Similarity of Response)
{
{
(Baer et al. 1976 quoted in Frinman and Hove

1987 421)

2 (Functional

Incom patibility)



1« Ut
(Kara and Wahler 1975 quoted in Kazdin 1982 « 355,
Parrish et al. 1986 * 241, Sajwaj et al. 1972 t 171, Wahler 1975  39)

3. (Direct Covari
or Co-occurence)

Friman and Hove (1987  421-425)

(Operant Conditioning) B.F Skinner
(Operant  Learning)
(Blackman, 1974 39, Kazdin 1984
26, Kalish 1981 : 6)

(antecedent) (consequence)

(Kazdin 1984 16-17)
(reinforcer) (Kazdin 1984 ! 27)
(punisher) (Kalish 1981 : 7)
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«

? 2 ( - 2525 141)
L ) (Contingency of Punishment)
(Kazdin 1984 . 33-34) 2
1.1 (Positive Punishment)
1.2 (Negative Punishment)
2, (Contignency of Reinforcement)
(Kazdin
1984 27) 2
2.1 (Positive Reinforcement)

(Positive Reinforcer) (Hilgard and Bower, 1975 213,
Kazdin 1984 27)

2.2 (Negative Reinforcement)
I (avoidance)
(escape) | " 2526 20)

(Negative Reinforcer)
(Skinner, 1953 quoted in Kazdin 1984  31)



K
1984 : 28-29)

l*
Reinforcers)

?

2,
Reinforcers)

Bower

al

Hilgard (1981 | 184)

n

2526 1 32, Kazdin

(Primary or Unconditioned

(Secondary or Conditioned

(Martin and Pear 1978  136)

d

«

(Generalized Reinforcer)
?

(Skinner quoted in



Hilgard and Bower 1975  221)

6 (Kazdin 1984 : 98-111, Rimm
and Masters, 1979  171)
1. ?) (Food and other Consumables)
[
o
(satiation)
2. (Social Reinforceer)
2
2.1
2.2
[
( 2526 : 99)



1 1
4, (Informative Feedback)
v
»
D. (Material Reinforcers)
6. (Token Economy) :
-V
1 »
( 2526 ! 104)

»

»

13
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(Kimble 1961, Skinner 1953 quoted
in Kazdin 1984  93)

(Martin and Pear 1978 : 139)

|
(Kazdin 1984  95)
(Marti  and
Pear 1978  140)

( 2526 : 96)

1- (Premack* Principle)

(Donaher 1974 quoted in Rimm and Masters
1979 171)
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Premack (1959 220, 1965 quoted in Schwitzgebel and Kolb 1974

75-76) [
Premack !
33 2
pinball machine
61 pinball  machine
Premack (manipulators)
Premack (eater )

pinball machine
2 .
pinball machine

pinball machine
pinball  machine

pinball machine
Ji
pinball machine pinball machine
, pinball machine

Premack

(Kazdin 1984 : 30)

017808
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2 (Kazdin 1984  103)

I
24
2
(1) 2)
3) (4) 2, 4,3, 1
(Low-
Probability Behaviors) (High-Probability
(Kazdin 1984 1 30)
(High-Probability Behaviors) (Low-
Probability Behaviors) (High-Probability Behaviors)

(Low-Probahility Behaviors)
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(Marshall 1966,
Schwitzgebel 1964, Barrett 1962, Findley 1966, Sapan 1967, Stuart

1969, Ayllen and Azrin 1968, Lindsley 1956, quoted in Schwitzgebel and
Kolb 1974 : 78)

a
L ,
A
15
(Kazdin 1984  103)
(Cotier
1972 quoted in 2526 102)
2.
( 2526 102)
3.
Homme

(1966 quoted in Schwitzgebel and Kolb 1974  78)

"Reinforcing Event Menu"
10-20
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4,
) ( 2526 : 102)
|

5.

» S 2526
103) ! a
»
6 (shaping)

(Home 1969, quoted in Schwitzgebel and Kolb 1974  77)

1
2. (
(
( 2506 101, Kazdin 1984 { 103)
3.
«
1
( 2526 102, Kazdin 1984  103)
2. ,

(satiation)
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(Schwibzgefael and Kolb 1974  78)

3.
1 n n } )'
ool eriger 1983 205-206)
(Contingency Contract)
(KBzdin 1984  301)
(
2526 - 110)
(Mikulas
1978 . 19-92)

(Kazdin 1984 112



1
(Hall and Hall 1982 i 5-21)

( 2526
| |

110)

20

(Kazdin 1984  112)
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(Stuart 1971 quoted in Kazdin 1984 + 112)

2526 1 110)
(Stuart 1971 quoted in Kazdin 1984 « 112)
1 ("
8.
9 8
0
10. )
0 (shaping)
11, )

12 J )
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13, )

14. !

2506 110)



(Response Covariation)

I Risley (quoted in Russo et al

1981 219)
at
Russo, Catsldo Cushing
(1981 209-222)
2 1 3 6 5 T
(Reversal
Design) (Multiple-Basline across Therapists)
5 5

30-40

57 3
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Parrish et al. (1986 : 241-254)
3 1 5 3 4

60
20

(Reversal Design Across Children and Setting)

1,
20 $
2 1 DRO
5 DRO
3. (Extinction)
4
1 1
2 3 4
5
6
2 1
2 4 DRO
DRO
3 1 2



4 4
, 2 DRO 3
DRO
L.
d
2 DRO
«
3.
4,

Ayllon and Roberts (1974 . 71-76)
5 5

Reversal  Design)

15
10

40 15

2 85
5 Sajwaj, Twardosz and Burks (1972
(Extinetion)
il 1 1.Q 83

25

40
163-175)
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(Reversal Design)

45 15

16

»

Twardosz and Sajwaj (1972  73-78)

4 1.Q 74
(Hyperactive)

Epstein et al. (1974 385-390)

(Overcorrection)
2 5 8

14

30



(Reversal Design)

27

Altman et al. Sanchez (1982 ' 1979 quoted in Friman

and Hove 1987 . 421)
Friman

(1987  421-425) 2 2
| | 3.5

stopzit

Hove
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2.
1
{ Barber and Kagey (1977 7 41-48)
1-3
1
1 1
(playroom) 4 1 1
45 1
2 2

15

Letts 1 (1969  195-198)

[ (2522 49-55)

(2524 28)

Lovitt, Guppy and Blather (1969  151-
156) 4 32

15
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12

25.5
Zimmerman and Zimmerman (1962  59-60)

Hopkins, Schutte and Gartan (3971  77-87)
1 2

«

Sanders and Hanson (1971 ~ 157-161)

Knight , Mckenzie (1974  33-38)
3 3, 6 8

Mitchell and stoffelmayr (1973 quoted in Kazdin 1984  30)

O'Brien, Raaynes and Patch (1971 quoted in Kazdin
1984 103
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{
20 80
3. A
! I
I
]
| |
! ,
!
(2528  49-52)
5
!
33
I
||
!
5 1
I
Bristol and Sloane (1974  271-285) il
I
36



10 3

2
12 3
!
5 1)
2)
4)
3
Kelly and stoke (1982  447-454)
1 16-21
2.5 2.5
2.35 {)

31
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Bristol (1976 quoted

in Kazdin 1984 : 112-113) ? 1 1 2 8
9 ' ! |,
?
15
3 ?
U 7
7 ?
? Mann (1972 73-78) ?
1 1 18-35
?
? ]
) 2
? 79
3 1)
2
1 1
) ?
2
1 1 2 ?
2)
1
3 1
3) %
1

11 Aragona et al. (1975 ! 267-278)
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25 25
50

(Independent Variable)

(Dependent Variahle)
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