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B BRAAHESLIRLAFEHT T OIS, I IEAALRLATH A RRAR B4z, AH: (1)
AR RAATH LA LAR E A B AR 69, QBB FAZ T THAMNGRLIL . HHF
S Q)R ZASEMY. TH-RE A FEATRER A MINBTAH. AETERFHELSE L
ZaEmKERLAHGZER L. FFTHEATRLTS. L ETRAAXT LG IRARLEE
RRARAET A6 A .

KEEiE RV TH); RLA R, FRATHER;, TH-RE F ik

SHEE  B849

W 547 81 ¥ 8 (Contextual Action Theory)s& e, B EATEES AN AR IR E B
T4 SR R b AR 9B BT A0 3R TR A AR bR H A R A H bR dR Y (goal-
(Savickas, 2001; Zunker, 2002), 1+ B A directed) (von Cranach & Valach, 1983). iX— FEfi#
SR S E A, 2 B RO . IR EIR N SEEE TR A0 B, BN O — A B
#44 E X(Young, Valach, & Collin, 2002)f) ¥ TE, BT IR RA AR g, ARATTRE AT LA

WA R, FEAT 8 #LiE (Action theory)ZEfilh |- & o5 1 ERIRNE IR T X, B RE i s e H O
FETT e T EATA IR (0 E R S TR A g e
HRJEATEIIICAR, N PR AT 5y 3 ) R AR K, IR E O A

(Zunker, 2002), HRYHXE TN RBINRIERIIRME, 7 4 3 i 1 5 e 26 9 10 22 40 I UM (Young
ARG A IR RAEAE IR LT 5, BORARER . & Valach, 2004). 75 SATEIELIE AN, WFIT# M AL
DR B A 51 G RoR RN e o bty — AT UAESE, AESLAE SR 2 T
RIS PR, WRATASR LA g oy T U R B 344 i £
BRBRGE ik, ATE) - Jrik, BT g 0 (Stead & Young, 2007). B2 E A
I PO BEOUR, (1 SRS AT g e g RGBT, ST BLEER B
CORZI ASORARD SR IR CIRTIE gy ey oy o A GRS 5K T 8
M W TSE, AT IEATHIGRIE 5 b i i Y (MeAdams, 1995: Savickas,
W7 A IO A 3 U 1 T 2000).

1 EE= A, NFEMWIRNLAT B 7 B AL 25 5 U A
THERROEEZPA AT IS EREBE, MBS RS 52—
FESE, JCAZ /o W A B R 0 PRURT 3 SO Tl AT 30 5 AR, FEIXA T R, MRS M AILEZ 5T
i3 FLFI A1 (Ponterotto, 2005). TR ATHNEIE 4 b bRl MR FE, RAFANE 240, 53
BB i sl S S -4 B 1 D W DI = A AHIRAT A 1 [A) A A 2 X — HRb K J o B 1) o
TR Z 5%, AT TRV R R fi#
T B A K A2 — RER A 7 5 3000 — 55 (Young,
JERAERE: 4K¥A, E-mail: hongz@bnu.edu.cn Valach, & Domene, 2005; Zunker, 2002).
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5T B EL e LR AT ) Ay e A hy, [l S8
TR« AT SR F R G = 77 H kA4
X — B AEZE, B RAT BN o BT I = 4R
TEIX—HESE b B0 RO AT Bl 3R AT 53 il A1 4y
B, 51N T G i ) M ke A A O A= o
TR TE AR J&
2.1 R iTaia94R fa

BEERAR N, BN AT B AT LN = AN A 3R
9 —— #b AT K (external behaviors). N #Bil B2
(internal process)H1fl < i X (social meaning), =
J7 T BA— B4 44 14 3047 7E (Young et al., 2005).
ANEAT R IR . AT MK B FIEAT N
(verbal behavior) & dE T W 4T A (non-verbal
behavior), UH14HF Ik F 0] V5 534 T8 5 A2 A0 4 R 1)
I N = RN I VAR T SR~ (T [ = P
PR, XUORE e M AR T HH A2 v 0 25
BOWAT 8. AT 8 PR FE $is 51 3 AR BE O AT
BT BRI S0 RN 1 25 3k FE (emotional processes),
BARIX — i B B AR BT, (R A
AT M4 LAR B, A TE 1 26 1 T2 R A R i
KA IRNEAT B, FF A X —17 3 B A T8
()17 5% Fi1 5 X (Young, Paseluikho, & Valach, 1997;
Valach & Young, 2004). i J&, 178014k & & S
FRAEA R 5 N () 4 & A8 A BT B R AR A 45
s R BARERNEAT B0 0 B AR, ] A H Al — L8
FRIE. BOATH AT H AR LT, AMUE
AEMES, 2 B2 WS (Young et al,
2002),
2.2 BT Eh AR KT

5 AT 30 B A A AT B)) 02 75 AN [/ 7K1
AT RRES . AT B TE = AN K BT
40 21 K 3 (elements) « ) R M P B
(functional steps) %173} H #5(goals), X2
AT BN = A0 BEARXS 1), AR 2, BRMEAT 3)
TR IR 20 28 5 5 R RO AT Bl 0 sk B RUR J A2
Ho, 1TEh R AFRARIEARAT A S . DHE
FABE IR A FTIIA B RE AN 3] 555 (Young
et al, 2002). XEAT R LAAE T XM T H &4
WP WERMATE) . HEAMREMFEITASES
TEAT LA — R A BN, it Ae s £ik ik
BIPLUG R 0O B H bR, X2 TR
R, MR, DhRETE D BRSNS R

FERNE B B TSR HX) — 2R 2005 ) B R E 1R T
5, TR EAT S I A . A 4k B S it
7. WNEAT B H bR 2 BONLAT ST IR 19 RS, R
2T ARBT R I BV AT 30 i F2 1) 32 X (Young,
Valach, & Collin., 1996, 2002; Young et al., 2005).
2.3 RAITHIRI RS

VAT 3 %) 5 4 B G 35 B AT 3 (action) 4,
B A FE Y 30 H (project) FTER ML A JE (career), J&
SHRMERRMA S, WD T RS E X
(Young et al., 2005). WVATA)TEHT 1 & F B /v
Wo M— LA P BRNEAT B 78— BN A) Py #8E 3
R H AR, FATTH AT LRI A fig— A 2 0I5
Ho [RFE, BV E 7R R ) — BN ) ) #4E
e, I BHAEAS N A b by G T B, Al
U FRVE BROY ZE Y (Young & Valach, 2008). BRIV
T4 WEAEERATE) . R BARBRRA—
AR AEIRATT RO R B RN i i B (1 % 42
PER IV . A — R d W], BVHRMEAT 3h 4G
/N AK AT B (individual action) A1 3t [[] 4T &) (joint
action) (Young et al, 2002). FL[FRI4TEI & —HEA
TESEIILE H bRl 2 5 3w H AR 1) B )
BIPEAT A, e B T HI A v () B ) G R,
BT O A 2 T o KA R UM I B
(Young et al., 2005). MAMTERNMEAT )R £ B #
MME S K EE A AL F M@, T H
WA AR S B . BT L, BRNEAT B )
RER—ANNSHEIN RS, PATZ). TUH
ARVEZ T ) R BRBRAATL T I RS B R,
PRIA T S E TN, XRE R TR AR AR A
RO AR SOTAN AL 1T ) P 25 ALK (Young
& Valach, 2008).

5o iR R R b B RO B s K
K SRR R IE, 15 5T 3 BRI AR vE
A 50T B T — AN A SO ) 2 1, DUH AR
HRAT Bl R 35, IR AN EIRNME AR E I AL R
AL HER IR — R EEE . IX A AR
WRREF Z AR TRMERNARR . YRR
ST N TE IR A R B Ak AR, o AR T —Fp
B A ) R B WA, SR T 2 BTN %
BT
3 173h-11 B /7% (Action-Project Method,

APM)
APM /2 Young, Lavach Il Domene (2005) 7
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AT B EAR A E A — R B AT
AR AT AR AU 2L, APM 7ERT 54
PERNP AR R R, AR 5 RO R R I 5
LR — Ak, DRI S0 AN B 5 3 90
AN, HRAC TS S i E B A A S B K
M2 5%, W BRI — 5. Bk,
APM EENANRATH  NAEL A S B X =07
G F AN BBNAT S 58 3845 8., FFE7E b2
filh b, BRASEE ). g WOk kR T H
(Valach & Young, 2002; Valach, Young, & Lynam,
2002) 1X 2L FEARILAE — Z 51 ) ks o e A Bk
SRR
3.1 HiEwE

B ez oy R =AY B, 43 i & BT 4R )
(initial conversation). 1& %t Bt (Monitor Procedure)
N 3 S5 (060 18 B 75 R B Bt (Final conversation and
interview). fEMJAENTIE R, BIFFTE 80 MK Uy
R R T RS, F AT B B,
B A 5 — A Ui R — S A JBOX BRI )
X%, B B 3 1l X 2 7 (Self-confrontation
procedure), FRIRIFR 1 384, #ilikE EIX
B A B A AR R K 82 (Young, Marshall,
Domene, Graham, Logan, Zaidman-Zait, Mart, &
Lee., 2008). [ I $5 A R4 TR0 SR IO I
TEVi R R A R R R R B R, IR
ANT R AEO TR EEE RN
(Josselson, 2006). X T HZEMF B UWEA B TA
PR A AR R, GIRE B SR BRMAT SRR
JE IR g M F R X T & (Young , Valach,
Dillabough, Dover, & Mattes., 1994; Valach,
Michel, Dey, & Young., 2002). K511 3 £ 6 4> H
W, BFFLE ST AP AT IB R, BB — IR
17 FL 375 17 1 R A K 1 3K B SR 4% (self-monitoring
form)o REHIAS 5 B 5 H PO K I H A1)
G EE RSN, AR I IX AR . B
70 H AR WS B BT A 08 FR e ST AR R ER Y A
WH AT BEIES A, TTRH SPIATH
RET, BREkal by i i 2 908 A 8 B st 4
ARAEL, 32w B B AN AR AR AR 1R AR AL
ECE B 1) ) AT IR
3.2 AR

WEFLH W B W el F2 R ) B A % k),
R AT MINPAR TN EE AR RAS S IUE S S 2

Sy WG VT RAI R B R B R AR . Bk
Ui, BORE o BT B RS A R N 4 BT (within-case
analysis) Al 4~ 2 [i1] 43 #T (cross-case analysis) P4 ¥
s

AN 23 AT I R B 0T U R b iR R
AT 3, WIEFCAFG . BAGviR. AR
K BRMARTFHE NS SENSHETA
i T (top-down) #1 T 1 - (bottom-up) P ' £
JPAR AT o B BT R 23 B S TR 58 AN R
PRI PR FTHESE, S 4T Bt B (1) S48 B AR,
TEUb Rl b, BFFCE JRIT B R B oA, ik
G W E RNV AT S I BE AR B3R, JRAE b BL Al 1R
JE AR EEL B 1) H AR (A N /3L R B b B oA ik 2k
H b i A 0 D RE D IR . 1% 26 4y by 3ok A AT
TR RN BB 1 BEORE 2 2 A e a1 A A
ITHRG, PRE TN E SRR . B
FEAAF RO I H # A ks, 4R 1 78 3 L84
Bezrh, 3E—ANZ W ) B7E A S 4 b b 25 N,
RIS ML T 1K) 3 5 (theme) o IX VD K B 5 461 43
My, #5200 2 B fig 1 o0 BRME 100 H 42 gl — 2 A2 Py
ST R E R, THE IR R
A B — IS 8] BE W E € R I B K (Young et al.,
2005).

g BIR, WOETEORMUEE BB [ SR
FATH IS AR T . Hf, FG a5 L5
T8 R 0 E 2R W %% (naive observation) g I
HNBAT A T TR A R T
WU & BRI R R e . FIR, 1B ER K&
B BT FE J rh, RR T Uy g R AT S A
AL PO R RV, HR A SR A RN E
BERYR o X P i) 0y, 1T AR O 1R B R
LTI RE BT M ARG . RI(E ik, BT
FEFINh, T S RE I At g 7 SR AR X = 5 T
R AREAT, HAEEIZS N ikn sl
TE 7 I S R X L B L ) B U TV e R B
R, RO AR (1 0 P A 15 7 52 B 9 o 3R
IR TR R A — MR, ST et s, o
RABWAE B LT & A BOLAT 3 It H KF E
KA1 (Young et al., 2008).

4 BT ERTHBRMBEINAR

T SATHE, PPRHRIFT —RAIK
T AR AR SR o X SETF T —A
SR RN IR A, X FAR IR A 3 2 R T 0
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FifE &, STHRME O & W w2 R .
4.1 ELFRIARERITH
HAFE RN R & — A AL RT3, X REAA
WLAE 5E + 2 18] (Young, Marshall, Domene, Arato-
Bolivar, Hayoun, Marshall, & Zaidnam-Zait, 2006;
Duschesne, Ratelle, Larose, & Guay, 2007), {47
ETRER R O APM X7 D4R
bR S SR T AL AT Sh AT AT 9T, R ILAE I Fp
ILFEAT N PAFAE = = R AT AR IR B
(exploration) . #§ & 5 XF PU A 3{ (exploration and
struggle), LA & I 5 ¥ R 45 3 (negotiation and
exploration). TEFRZEBIA T, KT HILE Hbr 2
SRR FE AR AE L B DS MR PR 2R, X AR AR —
AN JEAT B, i 2 v AR R BRI R T RE
PE —RwRR N R R R R
BE PR 3R (S P4 . KRR STl EE
e A REILFEAT AR, RBFERKES T
42 HCE AR AH 5% (1) 8, R X5 400 AT BE A8
SO SR LAAE S BRI R R T
ILFATEN . BARE T X FEBOL K I /i B
AR, ARG AE R AU [l & & 5 Bl
1 T 55 7 2 AT RAR 58 Z0F KR 1R R H A5 A
11 % (Young, Valach, Paseluikho, Dover, Mattes,
Paproski, & Sankey, 1997), Ht4h, W5t &I, [
42T /0 SN R o AU T (Young, Antal,
Bassett, Post, Devries, & Valach, 1999). Hf57# 1
i APM it i D AF 20 F MO R R AT W50 R N,
ERES strb, F AR DU 77 206 AR 1 ER
bk JR AT BB R R R R . R kM
(formulating) « #k f% (challenging) F1 i A
(validating). #RERESETH DX ERML AT BEME 55 K
Sk BAREE BN E A%, GFEAA A D%
R AR BE TR R Rt iEm
M AT T Mo 32 K AR AR AN 5 TR A —
SE BRI SR SR I R R R o B
AAERE B AN E AR R R AR AR T, X
PP ACE T —Fioet T B RANEAE & 35K
i\ E TR . B E I E Tk . AT
B, R4 2 1) R A 0 56 il I e X7 AN N
MBIE K, W52 AE R, XSGR 4 AL BE BT
RN B .
4.2 RER A RTE
BN K SR AL [RIAT B JE A b, WFoT 1 —

U IT G e BRNY % 2 1l H (Family Career Develop
Project) I HF 57 (Young et al., 1997; Young, Ball,
Valach, Turkel, & Wong, 2003). 57 #% 1 APM
X6 KRR INFE R FKBEHATHII, KILFKEEHRN
RIBIWUH BIZELLT =J7 T EIF: POk T
PR NE o EX=ZA TR M EIRML &
JE i H A LU ACBESZ i (parental agency).
LFE bR BB ROW I 56T A WA A
R & HARYE, — 7T, SCREXS 355 b AR BN
R E M ZE WS — B LT3 I
SE T F B BL & I H (Vignoli, Croity-Belz,
Chapeland, de Fillipis, & Garcia, 2005), {H% —J7
T, F 50 %8RB UE B, X2 — AN St R J A 1 T
Ho 7EXRTARKRRENGHER . H bR S @2 55
) L, DA SR i e I BN K g H b
HAMSEESEE, W, PR ETHRE
TAINHE ML T R RIH 2, X ECH Bkt
BR, BRI, FEEM T, FEFR
TERE T R BRMY e e 1 H v A7 W AR
4.3 X A% 25 8 (Transition-to-Adulthood) Ay BR Ml

2R

) g N AR R RN AT S5, R
THANER X — A E ML — RAE W H
brAG I AT S, WD R EEAIE 2
FN%E #) (Schultheiss, Kress, Manzi & Glasscock.,
2001; Young, Marshall, Valach, Logan, Zaidman-
Zait, & Graham., 2007). ZWF7UAEH APM Xf 20
2R T HEAT AT, RER AT DA S I ERE AR JE &
J&, JGH AR N E RS I 25 G AR T (post-school) 1
AR, WBENRY: . JFIR AR o Bk &)
Pl e Z 528353055 . 45 BRI, D M Ak
N W% A W I B AR TR AR E (career
promotion). & FLRLFL AF (governance transfer)flZ%E
¥ % R I F£ (parent-youth relational processes)—
ATUH . o, BN R B TEARILAE H AR AKE,
RISE-FAEfR & A E B E ML R e, g
K — RAES WA B AR, B s s
12 )6 #& (postsecondary education) % 4% A < ) H
by 5 BRNE R RRAHSCI H bR, 3R 58 HE K&
BNV R AH 56 () AR 3G 2 5 R RE IR EL AR o 45 BRAR
AR FNERNE R JE IR E TR TR ARIH 2. M
2 1R 9K ZR A58 2 AT DI BE 5% 1 0 4 R AR Tt
Hiz Y, WS XKL T D EHE FERML
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DiaefS LR HE, R Z ISR (Blustein, Schultheiss, & al., 2005). H K, ¥ =ATIHELWIF A H LW

Flum, 2004; Richardson, 2004; Kenny, & Bledsoe,
2005; Young et al., 2008).

AT, 5 AETHESCAH B, T 54T 3 B AE 42
P RRRIE 9 S SR VE R R AR R R4S, BL A L
AR RS AR AR . X R ST A
AR BN A P JE A AR ZE 57, FEM 42
TR UL R ER AR R, WA TR E
T HEE X P 4R SO R E AR 1 IR AR
R
5 M ERE
5.1 B EBE S B AR

YEJg— B B EUR), 15 54T 3 B R
NAT BAE R BT T FEA FLAL, s A R B HR A AT
Bl T A JEAR L ) PR H AR AR 0 R,
KAFAHRME T — DB B . X —
AR, O AR 8 (1) I 22 A ot 43 DA S8 4 R
AMXAE LR R IR b, IR N B H A2 3 1
WORAT B £ H X E. B, WXl
(1)l 3 R K I IR A3, B 4 A A s TR TR
1780 BeAh, ST AMEBOL R AR & T 15
FOMIC R, T 58 0 B 10 2% 54 R R
TRRSER ) B TR, R R R A
AR, WX —Eh AT R WHRAME A X4
SO AR R M E M T 2 TR AL A e
77, B T AR IR & R R, SR HE X
PERFE S AT, T BT B0 B8 T 9 i LS
Wa A NRWELER, SPNATS A ER &
EPOAR, IR TEZ KT AT,
52 APM R RIFEMELEEX

SRS 2 R A — E 25T
O R BRI BORG L DA B RE A S I
SEEA N P ST SE 18— B, BN X 5 VR T
() 25 . Lincoln A1 Guba (2000) 3¢ H! vE Y BT
PERIF 5T 5 5 2 15 TSR] SE K P A b v 4 B 90
JITIN AT o T 0 N o 2 75 A T R A
— e WF ST B AL I AR R AE o PR R RERS REAT
PAOHER . DG T ER — i, APM I ™ 4% I R K
ORI . WD F I e, 2307t
DLA RSB, XA AL 5041 % 51 1)
ZUOTIRH %, JFHBEAE A2 S . ZEEARIE
THEFEE RSl 3 SRR, Wk Ty
T DR AN E 5T 25 1R 0 O 4 177 £ 304 22 (Young et

20 PRI N2RAT O o APM EE T 2B 35 15 S0
W AW A E S IB R, LA R AE B BT %y
TR R YRR 1R SR8, T SR AT IR BERHAR ST 2
TR WA, R T XN, A
BAR G R ERE I o X bR SEBRAT DRy S I 1) i S A
FHE I A2 25305 45 LR IIE (Young et al., 2005).,
AL, APM TR S it A0S FH S AT A8 BT 5T
R T R R IR 5
5.3 R E SIS A

AL B U o — A I R ke 7 3 I 2 A
1188 2% 2 (Young et al., 2005). ¥ 54T FEE
JEUes, AR A0 1 BRI A0 A AR A 3596
BOARH, AR KKK 2% ) (Smith, 2006). 5
BRATSI R E L EEMS A B fE R
SCRAT S, AR E I ke Uy RO A . X
— 7 A BT O R AL B AR
WP A Sy Jr A B T W XUT LUBT Y
HROGHE R R U5 & (HIAL o 2R U) 5 A T3 58 42 2 i
B Rt %, 2 —A B B Ak, Gty
#EACMN LSS, 2EMEELZW H I
TS5, A, AR EAR W HRAET
— PR E WL R AT IR B R D& A
F R H AR AT B T W 0T OR SR Uy 38 B A R AR
H CAE IS5 T R g fARE, e 2 — L)
BoERNGER, & TEWMELE . | REME
R, X AR A ST b B 45 BUIE SE (Valach et
al, 2002; Popadiuk, Young, & Valach, 2008).
54 BERITHEIEHAR

PER—AF AR J5E, 1 54T 3 BB HE
Sy HRMP A U ) B 9 SR 488 TR IR A, R IR AR
HIRZ R BEMASE . IR T 705 AT
gy TH M=K RS, JCH BN R
PEACT ST, S B 3ATA X — K
TR AR 10 R Rl B ma R 3%, TR ¥ g A
RS R, IO X — A i IR R . R
AR (R 52, 1€ 4 b 1k T e I 1K) 448 K0 43 BT 50 4R
Grh AT H KT, Tk SR AR KT L
FEvekl. Ah, HEKZ BN IS LLE D
SEN B, AT ITIR SGTE At 2 50 b A 2% 3T 1) g R
AR, 0 HAb AR 5. e 8 TN i 45
HRNY A0 U010 22 5 T A2, i e ORI A Sk
— BRI L, BANX LA IR, BRI
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AT BT 590 B SR R BIE EIR) J I] o

FFE, VEATEIETVEN APM HAFAE— L8R
B H—umiZ, APM nl GEXF MR BLAT 3 & R
R B T T FAE F (Young. et al., 2003). MAIIX
Vikh HAR A8, B2 5 B BRI B, ok mT
RS R U 2 JEL 23K 5 T D ) B, 3 A S e
JE BRI R T TIEA . gk, H3AL
MRS —FF, #0276 256 % v T e R L)
BONAAE, M AL SRR BT SR RIAE
WINILG . )5, BT BEEEAERPIET, W
BEAR 22 R 7P T 8 I EAS 9 1) B R gk AT, XA AR
X — [y B AT SRS BE SR A A3 BRI

gi b, BRATHHERITMEATE . KR
TR B 15 S e Lo 4 ) EE T R A, T AR ER
b Az 1) AR AURR BT R . A H AR TR R A
X EENRBNAT . WIS BERC RN A E
FEERME R e, 05 oA BAT TN TR ER D AR 58 1) P ik 42 4t
TR . 52 XN 1L APM, B —A
SRS AA B, PR T O N SRBNEAT B oK
BAE R, BT RO S 2 RS
.
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Abstract: Contextual Action Theory of Career has been a new theory emerging in career field. Action

theory addresses human intentional, goal-directed action, project, and career, as well as conceptualizes

actions as reflecting everyday experiences and as being socially directed. Action-Project Method is a

qualitative method based on Contextual Action Theory, which collects complete data of human action from

external behavior, internal process and social meaning. Contextual Action Theory of Career provides a new

way to conceptualize career actions, related processes, and their social meaning.
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