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KiTlE, HERFBEOHGEOWRAZ E ) WO MED D0, £ L CHGEzElm LY
DEIRRZDEREDPIZOVTEIR L Do INLEHLNIITL20ICEHROERELTY
ARy 7 HEAEHER (Symbolic Interactionism @ LT SI &%) (2B A%&E 7 A
77 4 7 4 (role-identity) %iiﬁﬁ?”éo COHEIIHESLHFETHS EBAOBKRE
ST AEEBROOEOTH LA, SLIZLL, LAZHE, xof vy —57
YarilBwT, ﬁ\#ﬁ#ﬂfw%%ﬁ-ﬁﬁ%%ﬁbfﬁ$~50i5t&éi5®
A& PE L (dentity) . TAUIIED W25 H %2 U5 (role-performance) &\ 1781 %
WoHEnH ML, HEEL T VIHTHIODEDTH D L) OPAROERTH
%o Z LT, ZO identity IZFSHEIZES T L HNT, BAOLHEZET L L H
D, HGEED TS UM - AMERSRES I, B 2EEBEETLDTH S,

#WiE (X Brown & Levinson (1978, 1987) AW 74 7 - K74 PAADANT T —
ThHbHEMmUTUR, L hmFERTE&72, 9 1de (1989), Matsumoto (1988) &
X, HGEIXELEEINTE 5 (volitional) A M7V —Tld7Aa <, #HEHETH Y %
?%ﬁ‘ﬁ%éﬂ CERRRTH L ERE L7, L L—7 . Brown & Levinson % #3537
b Bz (Fukuda & Asato, 2004; BEH:, 2009; #1l1, 2010; Pizziconi, 2003, 2011; i#
i, 2005, 2008; FE3E, 2001 72 &)o IZ, Eelen (2001) %X Lo & LT Watts (2003)
% Mills (2003). Locher & Watts (2005) 5745, K74 ;& &Rk, EXONV—)L& LT
WZDOTIELL, BEPENT 2T T 7 A RN AR ZETRESNLREDLD
TdHh 5 &\ discursive approach #MH 2 T2 51, BHGEL ILHPFAICT 4+ A2 —AD LN
VTR BREZE L, ZOHE, Ide b OWGEEOR R K IIRFEHNTH V) . WGEZ F LY
WA TBYBEN TV E T L ERPIL (M, KDL IEwnb® b A —F L)L
T PEWVIHLET A AT ANTH UEHEEVBEEL o720 b o720 7585 %
AR E UCHIR L. WGEEIE Y A 3 v 718 L. B4 GREHRIERE 7253 & TR
L CTw3% (Barke, 2011; Cook, 1996a, b, 1997, 2008, 2011; Geyer, 2008; Ikuta, 1983; Ishizaki,
2000; Jones & Ono, 2008; Makino, 2002; Maynard, 2001, 2004; Okamoto, 1999, 2009; Saito,
2010 % &)
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DD X ) ITHEEIC O W TR A B e SNTE 2D TH B, F7- L THGER L0
AIIRZBREDE VI ST F BT L) ICEbN S, AfETIEEHRERE L
CTSIZBH LT, RO=HBICHESZHTTIRLE TV,
(1) HGERIANTTI—=H00E D I
(2) WGEERHH - ARG ORARIIAT 2 DD,
(3) fEROHEEREZRTHERBL LTo [HGE] 3. AE—FLLy 7 b
RoND THEE] CIXRZZEDLDE LTHIRENED b

0 TR

1. Ide (1989), Matsumoto (1988)

Brown & Levinson (1978, 1987 : U\T B&L) . BGEx AN T AT - ANTTV—

EF LA, FITH L CHGE . WCROEND L) 2 EEEIRNPTELANT T
T—Tld7% <, taBE (social norms) ~¥uofﬁ?§'§ﬂ’] T 2562 THL L L,
B&LDANTTT—% volition &N, #GEIE [DE T 2] THhbHEFERLAZDIEIde
(1989) TH s, & 512, Matsumoto (1988) &, B & L @ face DBEEHMEN LRI TH

WXL Ty HROHAZIE G LAEMERICIEOVTE ) . ZIUIHAFFEOHEEO
WH BB TV 5 EilkR7z, DF ), HGEIHSICHIB L S Nz BlE#IC D728
R THo>T,.FTA (Face Threatening Act) % #ET 5 72DIMH 4 DEIRTHLANT T —
TIEBWEFRL TV,

9. LREOWHEIIBWTEF—U—Fe%5 [bExF 2] & [HaH#] v HREIC
HEHLTAZV, [bEF 2| % discernment & LT Ide i3 L TW5b25, ZOHED
BRI [WHEOBEHRLXNE2 LTS EWIHELCHINLIEETH L, L L,
RIZLTCIND AT TV =] ERBMRHFEL LTRILT 27259 Do %425 B
&GLDAMN I TV —DFIBb [ DEFEZL]ZIRL L EEDNL NS TH S (Pizzicon,
2011: 65) 6 FIZIE, FELICHUNCLTE H o725 [H DAL ] %%5\ KIET 5 & %12
IR CEAEREN RS2 ST 5, 2 EDANT 7T —1d, EREE DS Tl
MAZIRILZ IR L, ZNESHECTEIHLEZLOTH L, 2F0, Thid [hEFR] oF
Bz bev, 29 35&8, EEOKRIA PAA-AMT TV =4, HHER (volition)
TEINLZERE L TCOSHEEHTHL EEEZ 20O TIE RV, B & LT TW
HANT TV =OFIEWINE FETELZLOTHY) ., fEamiciFsnitgsncn
LEDLDTHDL, TEEDOETERDOAM (F : will you, would you, could you & \»9)
BRI 3 LHEROSNTH ., TNDWGE & IRIIHFEIET 5 volition & I1EF 2 %\
L. BEELEROBIREIIFE U L O ICHFET 2. $72, [DEF 2] L) HEEIRLT
Ide 59 5B ° [HEl] EFEFETIERL, ZOBICHEEDLWITEITH 5 & HIIF
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THIETH- T, FHMEDBLETHY), ZILTL2ERD T EINThLDTHL, D
0. polite 22 &9 &) HIBIEREIL S A REHSWICHE SN TwE LT, 21
AR T3] 2 [HIEAL] I22%h b bIir Tlda < BRI L5120 5 st b
FREDLETVEDTH 5,

WIZ [HEEHE] &) SEZ AT L TA7Z\V, social norms & W9 & I3t &5
TEHLDEFR. TP HLMETH L0, T L TERRmOH R TIITOERS 5
AT, BLVIEIHESFESE PO RESZES ) LHM L ERERBNTAIE DR IMAL
TWbLDTH D, Ide 25, WGEx [HIE LS T#EBH] LG L-72012, Fitd
WIZE &7z social norms 2SR L X 9 b o bt shz k) T, BlIcAE—FL
NV T MR L TWw b Cook (2011) % Saito (2010) 7 &1, Ide D 2 5 #iE X
[HF1-/9 ] (static) 7 social norms & LTE R LT3, & 2 AD, #H4&5 Tl social
norms (& [ERy] (0B s () a0y FER], p302) THY ., #aTA
DOHAFF (shared expectations) *HH A5 &, IKPUKA 1 (contingency) % b fif 2 £
% (Bicchieri, 2006: 12), [HEE V) LIDEBHEWVIZZDLHIZLEDLE)ITHHH Lw
IWEED FIZHL Y 37> T A ] (Bicchieri, 2006; pp.22~23 £EEFH) LB TWw5b,
ZZIE [HIE b 28] L) FED [#IEM] &) 5 S vy, Baurmann et
al. (2010: 9) 2 XAUE, EEAHEIL, SR SRFIIIZHRVSNL b DOTIEZR (L TR
& (H2—EDTNV—THNDOZ L LH5H) OREE THIE S NIAH T % informal social
order Th b E\Vr9,

Db FEo2d, [DEFZ I IFHFE2AN I TV RXTHIMBEIZIET RS 0N
LW T LR b, L QHAWILENEE RS RIRIIRDUKAENE % i 2 T\ % social
norms 7275 CTH b, Tld, HGEEIB & LDORIA A A - ANT TV —DHEEICA S
DIEH YD £ THIL, HEEEIATTA T - A VT TV =DV EDLDTHD ) 0%

2. WGEE AN T 7Y —. FTA %R

Pizziconi (2003: p.1471) & [[b & F 2] R EDEFFEOII 2= — a3 VIZBWTY
LETHY ., WEEEHOFEHIIEF LR LA NI TV LTHAMEL TV ] (4
) EFRL, BGEE [RYT 47 - 724 A E AL (bid, 1594) L LTw5b, 72
ERFTEALLLBECLETIY L) BREIINAD S AHMBRIZED o TnEzne
WARIT AT - AT TIV—=ThbEimLTW5bH, & 512 Pizziconi (2011) Tid. #k
HOLRTAPARA - AT TV SAERGER AR BIMR, ORI EZ KL TBY,
ZN5DOFRE (indexing) & L THEREL TV A EIZBWTHHEIIZEDL S W E BT W5,

1) Obana (2012b) &, COWRF Y XAE [ ] LW BRESETHN L, A MTT V=089 IEMHT,
VEDRBHEWICHE#TE L5008 213, CORFVXMAEHEFTELLLTwE, 20 [7H] 1ESIO
role-identity |ZVCHtT %,
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Pizziconi (£ Ide (1989) = Matsumoto (1988) IZMim L C [ &E T 2] OLEEL TiE
L7zOTHEH. L L. Z0o Lo THEESHIA 772 —0—fICHAREND &
V) DIRFAEIITH S Do WEE (2 TIEBEOWEE) 3 B&LOA NI TIV—H KT
A MAAZHBELTVBEIIEDLSLZVDTH LN, NN LRSI
WMOBEENDHDLDIYRTH D, TNEHFTZET, SOHICHGEEE A NI TV — LD
R DEBHDLDPE ) DRHRDLEN D 5,

WFEEATT A7 - ANTTV—,ARLZB & LIZERLTWSON, Fukuda &
Asato (2004), W& (2005, 2008) TdHh b, Mo OFIRIZHEL T4 HId. HEEOMH
W&o THBEEZ S 2 &L CTHFOHBANDOBEEL BT 20T, TEATT 47 - A b
TTTV—DOEDTHDEN) HTHbD, Fil (2010) b, HEFHGEEICREL TV 5HH
W (2005, 2008) LMER T, MEFzmWHFEL LTHNEMNITLZLICLE>THAY
TAT AT V%R LTnEERETWA,

BRGE SRR B B CRBED D DAY, FNEHAT T4 7 - AT T V= LHWT S
DIIHED D Do GHELOHGELE B & LOEZAA N T TV —I2IIHK ) L HIZBWTR
K GENDHHNETHbD, Blb, BEEIA P T7 Y — %2 HWTHSE S N385 & 0k
MR S S5 D TH - T, MEOWFELYEUEFIZERELTEL VLD TH S,
B 12DRT O, ZMOX MT 7T —TREELLIERE (1) L eheichb LesEss (2)
THoHH, COMBEMIZBITHFEFBOER FFIER L) ETLHEN) 20bIidZA4
LTV,

1

(1) tWEH, Idhozb/S—F 113k 2
(ArFTV—) 1 2 3

@ WEEAL (SCHEZEHR)

(2) THEH., XA Ldozb, =T 1 I1CWVbo L WEHAN?

B&LDOEZDLAMTTY =, BHEOANEVHFICED L) LEBEL L6500 L
WA TICEREDHTT, TONFEICR L CTlace #EB M E L WTE L LTik> TW 525,
WEEE V) SEERIIEEONEICEEMED ST, S LTFAMTICH L TRAEEND 5
VI G A RIIEE O TH L, 2FN. B&LOFRTEIIBRA NI TV —
DOREFEIIFEFE (1) OB TERLTEY MHFICEFT 2052 LT 2WT, #E RO
FHEFRT L) [L2o/b] [HER] 8] 2HHT2L VI AT TV—),
FNeZ0F THEEL? CrkiEi) L2 b0r%EE 2) Thb. 205, [HiEOHNE]

2)  Z4d honorific marking & & { N2 L FIEBE L V)13 ) SEETHA ). LA L. marking &) F
WL [HE] LI EBEERLHL0OT (1) 2R TIULMHLIC (2) AR TH D,
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WKLo THET LB & LOA NI TV— L, ZORMEICHTL2HFL OB ED 51E
e L COMGEL I, BFEORTIENDSH S E N b,

ThHE, WGEE AN T AT - ANT TV L EBOLDEMENSLE VR L), HIC
[PEEE | 2 EL DS E VI HHATAT T4 7 - ANI TV —ThsEHKTLIDE. B &
LOFRZELLIEBLTCARWASL THL, AT AT - AT TI—LIZ, BHD
FEHEONEPHFOHEBIBEAT 2R EHLCOT WKFIZRIINY206]) 20REDE
HEVERBNTL20ICEAMT T o —FoZ L ThHb, —F., HGEL. HTLoE
BREZIEEBLCVLZEEZEETIAPHLTVIDOTH> T, HGEEZHHTLZ L [
EDESWEMSIFA | (Fukada & Asato, 2004: 1997 £EHR) OTIE RV, 72056,
Matsumoto (1988: 409-410) 7%, #ihE%x [HF L O NMBEBREZ@mHTL2d 0] L FRL
mDF—#dH 5,

ELICHGEA AT TA T - AT TV TDLFEEANT. FlE, [HiEBD
TEHITENET] EWIRVDOSEZ, AVSFSTY—ELTEIRI T4 7 THDHH,
FEAANT AT - ANTI TV AE, DEODDOEFFIHKTLIEDA N T TV —
DBRRICHEETE 2 LIl b, HE—DDEFMOANENRI T4 T - T2 A AEEDL.
FECATT AT - 72 A AP TEVIHREHNEL V. B&L OZHOR T
TU—HHMIZ [F3) ] OMELLHIETLZLEZDOL) ZFEPIET %, Pizzicon
(2003) OFFRIZHEZIE, COPCOFTEEIRY T4 T - AT TV %5DTHA)
Mo TN, Pizziconi 13, HEEHAMRICHENEEZHTTVLEDOTIELRL, B&LOWH %
FONFEIZL > THIILTWb 2 Lilh b,

[AEBDHTE)TEVET | EVIREFEONFRIRY T4 7 - AT TV —Th b,
MADBEIZLL > THTFORLEF I L Z2FBLERET LI ETHTORY 717
T A ARMFEL TR L6 Th b, —HEBFIHE STV 2 HGE. HarIC gD
HbH (HERE) L) ZEEMTICHMSELIEETH L, HAZEOWEICII T BOSE
DS H 5 LABRTRELDOTH L,

Matsumoto (1988) #% [SHIZETHEH TT | LW FEREIZIE FTA 2wk L, #GEIE
AT TFIV=TERWV, EW) FRISH LT, BGEEMHHA LAV L TCFTADBAELS &
V) aasd A (Fukada & Asato, 2004; R, 2005). MW Z \HGEEHAS [ 77 4V
FCHDH] (A, 2005), HDVIE [FHNTHEDHET] (3, 2001) & RSN T
Wi, INHOFRICOMES DL L) BN, T, BEEOBHAMT & FTA &
A L2V Matsumoto (1988) #%5&FH L7zdix, FTA 28V S e < & HkGE
PHNLEHEIFAET DL V) A THhL, BHEONENFTA AL L FHlILTZERLE
WO A NI TV =T TCFTAZMEMT A&\ B & L OHGIIH LT, 8
FEOMHAEHIZFTA O TFHERHIOE ZAHIZHDLEVIDTH D, UL TR
THbo BHDOHNBEIZFTADPELD ZED R VEGFETL, HGEEEZMEH T2 0H D
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(Matsumoto @ LFEDBIUNTE L 4 B %o EHRO(EE. HEOITHOFME 2 &), HGE
S ZETHICFTA ZEART I LRI L>TREDHVHFL L TH L (B : H4T
ED [BeEr TEBRIWLZET L) ] LT TONEDPBBTH L0 212
BEEDOMHHIEI—BOBEMERZ T 5)o T2, MEEICAETH LEZFIIHT S [HFH
WEE] 13, HREOHNED FTA ICBBRS R L b 8N, TNOMEFLEZEFIIHLT
ELFENED LD M EWERETR LN VI ETH L, P05, BEEHHOMRE
EFTABMEIXE I T T 2D TEIRVWT L9 h 5,

EHIZ, BEEIET 74V M Th R, HGEZ MR L vwath (B BBItR TR L7
INEREHL) VHEHETHL, THOMARTIIZEICHLTB&LOA N FV—3fio
THHFEAX DLW L TR FHAsHF L) 2k ddh b L, FLHEEFHLTY
TOETOFEFIHEETHEHT 20 TIE R, HEEAMEHOEFH L V2R b a3l a=
r—aryE MBI LELSHLD2H5TH S,

Db, BEEOMEMITICBE L TER L CE2A, ATk, MEROBERBE L Tolk
FEAB&LOAMN I TV —LIFHObDTH D LiEmmd 5 Yo MIEIIHEWEREY R IE
ETh), BEEIRFZONED FTABNE LTOFETHD, Lol HGEGELETA b
AR ANTTIV=BRLE)IHEHFDI LI >TEN, RIA M THhErE) 0k
VT 25 K DA AHEIC SOV TITo T, — . EBOII 2 — 3
WBWTIE, ZOFABE S . RICHBT ABBIIRIC L o TIZL T 2 W F b &b
B, ZOBIBITDEEEIDLVEHETHIUEIRIA N THLEHMINLZ 3% 4H D
&) FERME D Fe i 2 T b,

F 7o, HGEIX. SEEAL LTo [#8] (exicon L E-oTdww) &, ZhxFEEEIC
(] 2RTHMICHEHTALAERAE-F LNV YT MIARONL L) IZFHEED R A
SHAOEMERTHWIMHEH T 25612435 [REHmNEKR] L2 XT 508 H
o WEEE VI BTEN [HRXF )] LWVIHIBEREEATVL201C [HEE=ME] L)
FREXICFIETONLDITRFBNICEZND, 774V NEHEBILAZDTH2DTH S,
s, EMTHLSHELNE L COHGEY 9 lexicon & M L. RIZHGEMH O35
ABELTENESNT 5 &, WEEIMkA 2 B TEbDIL, 5453 v 7 ZRERBR S &
ATy =L TH L LIRS

TNTIE, FMELTO [HGE] BEDXI )N DITSINDLEDEAL ) Dy 720 D
lexicon (3351 & & TN DNERE LD, HDHWIE— REHmRIIZEZ - C
BWEICHBEOER BB L DIEH ) e DF N L TRRPLBBZ RTHE L L COHGE
Z. AE=F LRV T 7 MIRONS L) BHGE (&) lexicon) EIZXBITRE %D

3) AE—=FLNWY 7 hOBKRIL, WEEEZANS TV LTCHHETAHTH LD, TOAFTTFY—I1213, B
&LDEFTA AR - AT TFV—ERLRLLDLH D, BiEIL. FEOLHMENEEGEE VW) SiEEX %
FIHLTET [FE] ELTHWAEWIEROA NS TV —Th b,
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TH»H) e TOEERIZILZ 4728012, Symbolic Interactionism (SI) @ role-identity &
WO HFEAZBEHALCRLEAZ LT 5, 2B, B0 L ) F M. KRk, AMBEKREY
FLOT [BE] L) SETETH, T, SI T, the situation is defined (M5ifi
RN EZHEICTS) L9 (Hewitt & Shulman, 2011: 218), F41ddH 251 I EE T %
& (Bl RETOH#ESR), Z2ICHETH00ET (BRI L THENES., uﬁ:ﬁ:%”“
JBIRMICH B0 FloRFE, BREL VOGP, ATA MR- FRE) 2 —BRICL TRE#
L. 20 [B&EE] TOHS O identity (Bl : ik % <\ 5%4E) kE b, %0)1dentity
KIBLTEDEHIZSAEETIDNEPETLOTH S (role-performances : B : 3% % il
L B9 5), #d performances DOE DD [HEE] O (HAHWIEARMH) T
5o M4 D NI 4 7 identities # AT EMEZ £ TEB YD, £ % identity 4%
% ® performance 2B W TEL DHGEOHMEZE X TOTH 5.

KT, BEEIHEN, 2V OHEN 22 RTIBECH L L FRT 5, 72D
O, MEARTWEELAE—F LAV 7 MIBNDHGED [HlE] 2N oo RoF5E
KB ThHDH AW 2, ECSHEWICHTLORBLML D2, FFORNOHTHFL
LERRICHEEA XL D, &) B Th DAY identity 2F ) [HFICED L HICHG %
BRTDHON] LWV BRIEFE U TH D, 72721, identity (2 DD V), k4 50
THE7% % identity 734 U, Z4UZIE L7258 (role-performance) 179 D Tdh 5,

I #EBE SlIcH TS role-identities

1. SI @ role-identities D744
Identity & V9 HFEIX, #SBFOMA 2B THERAIN TS5 ST IZBW T

ﬁmmy@\ﬁﬂﬁmtbféiT%%®T%of\zm%#$%%ﬁtfw%%®ﬁm
Wk FEiET 5, X, role £\ HFED identity & XBIENTHB Y, identity HSHIZAY 7%
YRV E LT A OLHTERT 2 DI12% LT, role 1Z® identity & £ & 9 12l
R L CEIICERT &) BT, Ef7d H\WILiEE (performance) 787, Bl 21X,
[#fi] &\ 9 identity ZFEEMICH LD A A =TI WD LA, TNIEFADPHETE-
TV ) BILBRERO FICK D Lo Th b M#x G Lo b Thd, Ll B
FIZE, 2o [ &) identity (&, R ERE HE, BIHE W) BGEREVDH
D, ZZT IHZD] IZE->TIELDTHERTLDOTHS Y, LT, HEOD roles 1. 2
. Huds, SIS & o TEMRRMBNEIZLVRLR D Lidwvwi, A2 [#f] & LT
B BT THAN IR E LTHENSE, ZOTEIE. EBOMHFL G4, SHEEIR
FESFETH (RE, P AFv—) 2B ET Role & identity (&, £ { O T A K

4) Identity |Z. “a situatedness of the person in terms of standing in the context of a particular social relationship
or group” (Gecas and Burke, 1995: 45) & E#ENTWD, HEMEHAIC L > TERL, SBMENLIDOTH D,
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(2R S 5 DT, roleddentity & =4 L7ZHFEZ ) 2 LB WA ZOWMEA DB [FH
BThHbHERRS v, BlZIE, [¥A] &9 identity % [ UL O i 72 H A3 358 12
LT TH, EBEOMTAEZREL <D DHEMD role & o Twnad Ab il
HAEEFE CHMBIC 2O role ZEB>TwWAH A Wb, 2F 1, role-performance 7%
BEEIZRR DLV ZLEHNELOTH S,

Role &9 HIFEIX. [E]] LEREN DD TH LA, SLICBIT S [&E] 13d -5
EIRVERRICIZ 5N Twd, BIZIE B &> Tid (23] [RE] T&E] [1%E]
[RE] T A7 I THCER] [4 A =JI2ifo72RD#V] L) X IZREN S, [H
CEE] L THSDRZOI)ICEE->TH 0w Z] 8 Lzrole D2 & TH D,
HALBEDFEEAMHFICL COMIBRBELNLHE. HEMIIZT AL R L, £
DODANDLOFTRFLTVDLHTD role 2D F FATHIIERL T B EFHATE S, [4
A—=VIZifo 7EL V] Lk, BODPA A -V T AL EERERICETLESE ), L
RO [HEN ] ODEEANOHE LT OBNEL OB TH 2, BB L L ToREN I LETms)
%4HbIlEE, THISHLTEDLICSEE )00 BB THL20OH, LA
A—=VIFEANC L > THIDIZE R B,

STk, HEOHZEOREHBO DL D TH LA, TH MLV LM DR TS S
728, identity O3 FHIL, AfH, EFE. B L ) social identities & WkfE (&, 3§
H. ¥k L) taiar (24, B% L) O roleddentities IZH F > Twb, 20O
role-identities #. Obana (2012a, in press) Tix. X S5 IZHIILL T, S0 ¥ A
7 %t b7z Task-based role-identities (XD R, ¥ I OFAENEY IRKITD) —
F—ZEEINL, KEPHIBHBEELCRIAEE T 5% L), SlFICHEo &9 &
BWHTRZBEICBELLY, RAGZRFEH IR o720 3 5082 T 5 improvised role-
identities # f%%E L. T D/87 4 —< ¥ A7 social identities |25 & BRI 12 45 < A
BCTH5HDD%—F LT, interactional role-identities & ZfF 1 T\Wb, Ihbw, &t
LA BT B E D & % & T Institutional role-identities & L TXHILTWw5b, L T,

2
X DFEHIIZHE S role-identities

Institutional roles: ATIE 3 2 Ak CTHA S NMIFF S N AEH - Kk, Bk, K
E. 7T TDRAN= T FENO (8] OBk E

Task-based roles: &5 7 NV—TTH 55 ATIEEN, TDFATPETT5H
FOETTAHEE 3R, ANV NOEES, WER., 5
TOFERRE

Improvised roles;: 4 ¥ % —5 273 a VIZBITAHLEEIZE D o TEET S
PRGBSO L) ICET L, BB LR Y

£ DA 2 OLFLIKEEIZ & o TPkiE S5 interactional role-identities
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Wb b AE—=F LX) 7 M, improvised role-identities I233H & T b, K21
role-identities # F & D72 D THh A, FPDLENL. role-identities D HE K AL &0
2o L DEAR - DHEIZERBITTAEARVERL TV S,

2. HGE L role-identities: #E&XMIBIRA S A —F LNV 7 M ET

Z ZTIIGEEICBRSE L T SI O role-identities & Db ) 2 EH T 2, £3. WEEOME
- AEROPEIZIEE 2 O & D role-identities B 53 5, 728 21X, FiELTWwW5bH &
#1:"C Institutional role & L THF L Y B2 T Th 5 L RO 724 (identity) . 1%
HWEEICEB T 5D TH 5 (role-performance) o = DHREEIIHER DI 72 FHIK TOHE
FHLELTCOWGEICH25, T 2 THERT XX Institutional roles M HAAEH TRED 72
ELTHENPRHGEDEHIIO L2 DIFTIE R VWEV) HTHD, SLIE, 15—
F7TarpiEl s [HE] (I-228) 2 8EBL T, Z2OKLDORKEIZSES D LW EH
Wi L7 ETEI 2 A LB L T\ b 72206, TTHEMERAPEZ > Twd (B %
feig L. S 5122 255 Institutional roles 78k L. Z L CHGEEH S LENE )
HETL I LD THENLEREY LOTIREL LCHGEx AT L V) B2 LT
H5bo

Task-based roles &9 DiE, Bz X, BT 28OS ETHREKZEINT, #EE
ELTOEE % BT ABICHGEZ I A8, FHITEEIEEO&SESINE 21N
HGoTwaEw) —HOEXWZE [HE] (Wbwa [RtoY;]) ZHEEL W5 05T
Hbo 1206, BLWEFRICITERIIFGEEZ b L, KFETIIEIOTHL, tHE
PHEICFEHOBREOAY —F THlGEEZ M) 0 b, F U —RlN 2B ORE 2 HE L
T TDY AT ZBATT H120% [HERE] 22 LEPHL0LTH b,

U2 Improvised roles & V9 #ix & /LELAY 22 BA% T b WEFICFRIL S role (ZDWE1E
HH L RY) 2oV TlND, THIE, A Y5 —F 7 ¥ a ISR & 22 0. LB 7
ZALRHGEL VI FBRERICL o TRLZZDDTH L, BLWAEIZRHGEL DR VO
PEFETHoTH, MPRELFIMT 22T T EEWED., WROROMEE) H&EH
DExRILGE, [BALIZEI DN DEH)TEIVFE L] LWF-oTHFETHI LD
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