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F R E R T S B S A R TR R R B AR B R R e R
AIEL ZE B 7K -F & 75 A #7 (Ringrose, 2007) o 7E B 2 it 2 R& R B H 2
Hl > 4 B AR 308 5 ) A > Sz R 2 RO A ACRE ST - ] R R A I
FIERBCEIRA B T AR 2 B AR ME A B B B Z 5 £ WL
e OB A R A8 M B S R %) A B Bt B R R A M - A 0EIR
W AR B [ ] AT o BRI 20104F B A B35 M 1) (R BRECH H4m)

(Global Education Digest 2010) > 5L [43 87 45 B 5 B3 A 5t B S AF 88 A ~
iy H A $ot A 48 45 0 B A R % R RE 2 SRR R ) s R Sy B R B
1995 4F [ [45 1 #6526 DU Jih T 5 4 22 & v T RT 2015 4F 1 BR 4% SR B O P I
74 I %% H £ (UNESCO Institute of Statistics, 2010) o FEf | » 76 £ 85 A% [ 53 85 7E [
XA B IR [ > (51 40 b B A SRR - A B RO BR R A R R R (R TR S
MREE G & E) - 75 ARERN P55 A9 R a2 > o — A 2 0 DR A
74 (Blackmore, 2000) °

S A s R L At o 1 R A E AR O AL S R e O — R KT B T
KMUABOCREMEZAE B L2 2 RO R A WBIEE -FEEHO T - HERl
V-85 OR T BRTE Y > — O TR BOM - BB R S A 2R AL B 2 B > S
PEORHE R W) SAERRTPZEMENERNTE SRR CFrEKaz8
> 1999) 55— 77 T R B8 40 45000 B0 o0 A —— L i 4 R R AR E A
AR TR AR 2 B > B2 R B S35 B IR (Kershaw, Alicia
and DeGolyer, 2006) ° %5 S£ 5] 5 B & A R 41 & 1 2 F 2 B2 %> 7£1980 1990
A AR 48 B - 0 A AR T R 2 JE 7 T 1Y) o i T T A AR B B b
B> GREAL BB AN A0 B w0 B A A T R T I 3 A A R R R 2 ]
A T M L g 0 A L Rk AR A o

BB A 36 v 1 90 5 ) 5 R

1 [CHLyFR ) J7 T el i 2 10> HE R BB AT TR LR - HikE
P AEAE KR (RE3E) B EAR S id B EREEER
e AR HL B TR AR A2 B S R E SR BN B A M B B o U B B R
0 AN A B8 RE > B2 AR A 50 IR B S R ) S R B 8 A v~ e AR MR T AR A
O 22 B > [R5 288 A S R E i 3R} A B R R 3 (52985 1995,
Povey, 1998) o BT 2 ili B3 22 DASh » R0 82 35 1 B 3] B AE 2 T ) L ) U
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A BB M I 25 B - T A 25 AR R B B A A O R R B o T8 B A R R
& 3 - B AR AR AR A 35 A B 0 1 LA B A B AR 5 AN B AN UL - At AP Iy 2
5 Ml A A B AR T v S B R A ST B C Y P B RN SR > T A ] R B AN [m] £
T i) 22 2 Bl AR A AR SR~ B A AR L B R A SR RN R ——
B8 B AH B (Letts, 2001; Staberg, 1994; Forgasz and Leder, 1996; Chapman, 2001) °

B AR B A AR T S A B O R SRR A B > RO R FH T IRAM
R SF- 55 208 W 3R o AR B T 5B A BE R R ZRR I B~ A Y M I 2 A
b4 > BB T2 A 1 5 P 8Y % P 50 - & 4% (construction of masculinities and/or
ia AR B — I Y kA o S TE AT S ko B2
e B A~ 2 B (8052 [411E ] socialize) A& > 58 Al — {0 F Ak 72 57
HC 5% o H 2 VAl B 5y R S RS R 2 8
PRI 45 A 1 5l SRR .45 22 50 25 B 1T BE (Taylor, 2004; Skelton, 2001; Keddie,
2006) o A T 7z 8w 2 A s - 1 AT S E0R RY 20 A U K AN BR A5 B T i RE Y I
T E] (S5~ G a0 bt 55 ) g T - T 22 I 20 B R A AR L R
il £ 22 T B[] B2 2 T T B8l R 1) 1 Ol TR o AN B0 B > 20 It 9 3 AN 2
3 I LA BB Y 1 ) A B AN W] (Houston, 1994) o [A] iy - 07 223804t & Bk E
)14 P AE B8 5 A L Y 1 B > A IR ASRE 4G T (9 (G048 B2 A= Fn i) — (7
A %) 2 T > 285 e At AP 2 57 8 e 19 1 Il £ £ (Keeddie, 2006, 2010; Martino et.
al., 2004) -

femininities)

fili Az L B Az 2 [R] 5 S Y PR 0 g )Y

BTl TV I 5 ] o 2 A 4 3 M I R AR A AR B A R AL e A R o
N BN 22 [ 0 B ARSIz I B8 A b B - T A — 2R RE A0~ A R B N AT
(Connell, 2002~ B #5% > 2004 > H90) - B —{HH] 7> AEME 2 —HIBIE
WG TE 1 i — JE B T 8% B > 1% 7l I )T (gendered hierarchy) e £2 A% H o — i i 22
N B BAAR AR 2 o 28 10 1 B B T S F5 4 — & B M O (B [ B AR % > I AE
WF IR S b > 8785 | A 1) A = T T o AP S~ B B L T > TR A B A 1
BN AR R EENSE - MR A RERAE [REAZR]  Fitd
AT DA 2% B A MR IR AR o AN > — B Rl 45 05 U H R AT 1% 2
AP R P A AT b AP R T B o R R B BN AR BT o S T L Y T B
M2 BRREEE— R SR E - FRE— AR
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[EE 050 ] A (BR 2 B R % T s R - R e MRV B 2R T > DI
17T A7 52 2 149 53 280 3R R 00 e B 45 S SRR IR 1) 7 B o AN - NI S BT A 5 M 2 AR
W] Tl 55 SRR AH R AR 5 BT R A A2 B JE R S R ITR RR o B
JZE B PR THT A A2 > [R 17 J2% 3] 38 4 (Chan, K. W. A., 2004a) »

PE A Sl I 2 B8 3 4 € &5 S AN BEAR A ME — R 3R> B AR TE A O B AR - R R SE
S Ath, g e R R A DR R AR AR R o AE S —TE R BRI e LU g
[k ] BT - FA R TR LA | b B BRI e R E M A A
FH 7 THT 5 35 i 2 52 3] 5 R B B o gt B2 44 A Y 2o A 2l A5 LR T Y D Bl
JECRE B TR A R > B By b B BT B Lo AR IR R B AE R R AT K 2 R
(Chan, K. W. A., 2004b) ° It &} > 1 T 5 F1 5 BX HE 43 1l 76 11K B 2 B SR A7 58 F i 4
SH A A 22 A B o VR R AR IR > (L EE B AR R AE 5 M B M SRR i A R 4
A HE LA O (KT 2008 ; #FEL#E 2011) -

& 3% oo PR ) 2 Oy i 22

HOE LA W B AV R 0 56 S ER AR A 1 v A A B 4 R S L A A
BRI AN AR 2 - ot BE MR 25 B S 2 RN A s 1 ) > 08 1 g8 1 9] B8 2 s Ath B2 A% 1 B
EAHBERMZEMMAS 20004 H - A5 R — A B2 FERE S (W)+)
A BE K EEAE R B AN ST SRR I 2 ~ ANRE ~ 208 B[] 75 1 55 (31 i e 2
IR e —— 0 R ST R A 32 U 55 M I W SRARE 1Y) B 9% 0 R g R R —— 1)
BRI - &5 WP IETE ST e 00 KM S BF ) BE > HAZ R 200448 2 (M
BB E) 2 A (R YER S HE e B 2006) < BB S % -
E H 1 L1 55 208 i 20 ) — RO A ——— A T 1 T S R A - B SRR
FE AL RN B 47 55 22 50 F0 AL B 1Y AT BE AN BRI o FHRR S IO RE R - [ 3E BRI B AT
BT W2 B0 AR v R BT > 4 L > 22 on vk AR DA e M R T B
A LEELHAERBEHWBE] (FEMEE 20060 H12) -

HH > 554 2 TR o R L P AL SRUEL (misogyny) AT 2L [R] (homophobia) H 58 B9 1
A2 277 FERRIAL & o o3 3 > H R A o RS s = 2
B HC b o S B B 7T # Mac an Ghaill7E— BT 2 57 A 22 2y ) = AR i 2 BT » &F
55 T SR B B 3 o 2 A Ae] R SR AE BRI R 0 L MR R AT A AR b
(Mac an Ghaill, 1994) - i 1) %% 3 » F A% 115 2] H A 35 |20 57 5T 4 19 32 15 (Epstein,
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1998, 2001; Renold, 2004) - [A] £k 1Y #81 £¢ > tHE4 1y BLAE I8 P (Connell, 1989; Martino,
2001)F1 3 [ (Sadker and Sadker, 2002)H B 75 2 H o 7a 2 0 w5 B 5 09 wiF 7¢ # 4R
> 4k BAE 2Bl (hegemonic) . BB FRE L EA BN ATEEN —
T — {8 7 53 26 s BN B 55 ) 25 R B SRR A2 T Lo tAb ) slOh R MR St 2 ik
) RBLANE R MRS @Rt N B AERERZ B ER A LME2aRAE
(Renold, 2004) o 2 Jix 2 Az » I 52 21 B2 S A0 Fll B 4y 58 (] J ThD ) e At JBR 410 (2%
¥K& > 2008 ; Chan, K. W. A, 2004b)

WF 5T B AL A 06 h MR R i M B RIS > R0 e T T TH AR
L BN o AE DL~ S I - LR R B IR A W AL B R
EATEAA A NS AR B Lo R T a8 T arda ) iR - =
B a2 R R T—— 2E W B UL IE an k> i H > A 5 SE R AL e A S
B b L VEAR IR A B S 4% (Weiner et al., 1997; Taylor, 2004; Skelton, 1998, 2001;
Francis, 2000; Warrington and Younger, 2000) - 2t §it 19 H B 5 W& 205 1F B A%
BHR W EMEE LS 2 AR EACE > DL — BB Lok AR A TR R R R
g Bt BN LE - EA B RN E MR HEA TR A BRIE T ~ K89 SO 2
M ERNE UEREIE—CHES T ENBE— KFERLT
YEASKE ZE » [R5 A A™ 1Y 55 18 T 5 (Mahony, 1998) 7 [ 55 A4z 2 F] | i) 244
o AR B AL € = B L8 [E 5 B A | (boy-friendly) 9 2 H B - 19 6E 41 45 5B
HEAEERZE B T8 ] o B EAE M I8 Se BUR IR > 9 BB &0 & Bk — 2L ok
R ZWER —oniRE 2 b iRER 5 R M U AL K [F] (essentializing
differences) > [ T 25 5 2k 4 M 1l 20 A AL 9 B3 BIF > 3881 L1 55 80 10 4 R Al ok &
TH] Y 5% 2 (Skelton, 2002; Martino ef al., 2004) -

AR R A B R AR R Ak A S B R B L
P SR0RT 7 M B AR I B B A BT B (Martino et al., 2004) o ZHT 40 5 R 4 £ 1 %
2 VR Al A AL A 1 B R 9T ATt AR i A0 RN S B AR A T R M
J& P AL > SRA% A RE A AR A 5 AL AL SR 20 1) T B o ELBE At > 2 mT
DA 35 55 2 A 2 R B i 1 T U N SRR B 40y o SR I B A BRI R R
T 22 M > R AL B ORI & 1 (Keddie, 2006; 2010) - £ 3 Bronwyn
DavisH 5 5 2 il FN B2 A= 55 5 [HE B FE A FE 77 (critical literacy) > 82555 5 /&
AR TR A —— A (AL - W2 g S W& T) @l
HH 855 5 0 > A B 3 [ e e+ B e vE L BB o AL IR AN Iy (g - T3
BT ] LeER TR (R E) | I AR AR B 5 ) - 3l HL s S0 1 £
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8~ AR AL B EN S (B T2 — (R - AP R L% ) - g
FhE2 AR S EE F R B L O e ST (B L D R B R [
ik~ EAE) o BEAE (DL RCER) g gk B AR ARG IR ARG 2 I ST w R
) —F [ BUE | - R T LA TE RS 20 8 & FUBLEL Y - BE A& [ LRI RY SE A< fE ) |
A TALEr RRAN ] W EE SR  BOE U BB A A R S 28 BUE ) T B [T B 4R
4% T 5 1Y 7] BE (Davis, 1997) o

P 570 S ik e Al

ESCHREE] 81980519904 X3 [ 3034 FR | Bl S i 1SR Bl b > SR R0 T
Ay 228 W R AL o BR T AL S T R0 R AE BRAR - DA K B e | R A R M N 1 Y B 5T
G s Iy Ty 1) 04 5% JR > 2 A SO R 1) N i A o SE ST R - 2R
B0 TN 8 SE AL e SCAL T AR AE 5 A S B R N sk Y g A R TE 4R iY JRE SR
AL IR 22 AT Y o [RGB A SR A A5 IR AR IR RS SCAL J B o AN DR B2 R0 ik 1
Al LI (gender politics of science)iff 5T # (ZXEH - EFHE - B FH 2 >2007) 151 »
TE 17 AT RO TRCSR IRR AR ) - BRBLACRE Z2 R IRF B > A Rt g e Rk
R I SRR B A o AL b B SOE A A S b B AR 55 1 5B (hegemonic
masculinity) (B~ 28] 7 R EH ) IR BRI AE H £ 8K T 3L
ZE[H ] (T ~ ROEEIZE) BT AR A% 09 R B IRE - 73 S0 5 Bt st it /o 98 o B AR} 22
RUGK A TR o AH R TIPSO S~ LB | (SRR - EFE 5%
2007 H206) M/~ BROCHEEE S > S A G 5 A8 2 P —— SR AE FiT A /N AN
R TR 22 W) (PERE AR OCIL R EE) ML i MET— AN
R o FE B B e Bl RN M A e i EAR AU A EE TR A LR > BB it B 4 B BE
W 1 35 1 TR L ME R PR AE AR T (R F, 2003) o

B SR BLAC R 22 0 T8 9 B 7 {18 JRE S0 IRF 22 AR A5 1Y S Mk S B B AR s [ BB

R AR~ H L AN A B RN ER R SR 1wt U — 2 S8 o Evelyn Fox KellerZ3#1 Bt 52

IRF 30T Y SC AR > 48 7 IR 0 RO B B2 i 2 78 e o M AN BE R - T B 4R | (nature) 55 7]

Lo [0k | (mind)EE[R] B VE - R > 48 IRF 3 A9 J8 A8 5K 15 HR Francis Baconf% &5
A T/NCFIE MRS | > LA Tit ] (B8K) B [l ] p9R %5 - [ RESCR TN

(M) wT L T4 3 SR A 5 BRI R b 1 > B [ 98 0 b i) B B2 R0 62 8 | > DAt R

H IR B BE A o € 42 IR I BH 46 > B 9R 10 B 285 2% AR 1 K A AS W R0 1Y) BELBIS - B8 R YR
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IR - i = E R M K8 o Kellerd HY > 22 9175 (8 i 2 E 034l > wt
WY M BB e 14 5 | AS AT (Keller, 1992, 2001 E[l) o

H 7¢ Susan Harding#? H1%¢ [ Bl B2 ) 4 A [ & | (the woman question in
science) @ & 2| [ 4 F 75 EH A B E2 [ BE | (the science question in feminism)#a 1
RS A% - AN B E ST T RE B R A PR I R TR A L OE i M A A 2

(X - TEHERFEX 52007 H206) ° EHIH - AJHE K Emily Martingy
Br1980 4 Y A= 1) 52 B 5 B2 0P 2> B BUE M AN Bl R 2L rY PE I ED &2 »
i T HEKG 7 4 B 55 15 L A A9 B - B 7 IR O B AN o B b S5 AR IR A B 5
ShEOKE T | o A H A Lo VERY AR Bl R ST I s A A 1T H
A Y B R B AR B R AR A R A F I — EAR (a0 A RO R

(2R S0 ) BI45 ) o Martin XEEBL > 2] T19904E 48 & Jr W WIS AE A T8
BEE R E BT IR TR EE R T - EANE [ T A Bl 1 2 > A A

[ 2 - A4 K T3 & N ) (Martin, 1991, BUR 3E3% - 2004) -

TERE T AEFIRL SRR [ BESRIEHENLIA s TR
155U T A BV 2 R HUEORGE M R R — A SR FEEH ZE | (Povey,
1998 > 5| %t Walkerdinewh » ZE5 3%) o Ak - 2B I IT & ¥ 5 55 BE AR 10 1) B %
L, 3% 3 4 P B 7 Bk F 52 Rene Descartes=\ 191k ) 75 2% (reductionism) » 1 H.
Py EEER RN A A T B SRBHER 2 R AL A T IR S Y DR R FRORS S R ER R o AE
B 1 10 5 b SCAL R &6 o > G B R R i 2 &G M Al S 2 o R L A A SRR R
BB B oM Wk B E S e BR R A RE ) AR 7S AL A T RN -~ b
S 9B R o T SU AT RV b b R BLUA V) BB > S BOE BLA n ERL By
WEAN AL EL A PR 4 (Tsai, 2004) o

T 9 A1 B PE R OF 55 0T W D 2 A i ik 98 R

BLPY 5 FN & R > A s MR I T S 20 W 9T B e T T R R B A R
TR ANA R - [ 108558 20094F 18 . 2 47 [H] 75 #s 76 14 7l B 2 & J7 11 i) f

1. REVERASMESR DARICRE - FFMAMERIE - BB -
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T o KA 53 ATH IR 2 T Lo 2 L %) LU 50D 48 0t o
SR A B WL B 2 LAY S 421k (Post, 1993, 1994; Post and Pong, 1991;
Westwood et al., 1995 ; 228 3 > 2004; Mak, 2009) - B HAY B L0 bR (B 5
1990; Wong, 1993 ; £ 8 3 > 2004) » DA Z £ 3 ) 35 M J7 1 A9 7 7l 22 % (Chan and
Cheung, 2001 ; % ¥ > 2004; Mak and Chung, 1997 ; {15 5 > 1989) % - 45 SL ff
JLEEEL > A AL 704 AUBH A5 » B2 364 & A gt U7 T 95 2 i B B 2 OR R BT 4%
mH A AL 90E B - TEREWFFTRE LA & PEBL RO A S 2 b ALY
A AR R B R B A R E A B S e R e Sy — i
B E 2 R R RET - BIE T 5o LV 2 BRI -~ DA B
Ak Z8 74T SR #A 172 5 M (Mak and Chung, 1997; Chan and Cheung, 2001; #{ 15 5 »
1989) o % KRR S0 M PN 7% 8L A0 BOHR LU > S R T W M I BB M S 2 BLIR
DLEE R IL L E Bl o

SR » B IR 8 A 22 0 1k | B 20 T 9T R — Sl 4 8 e RR R
R E A BRI AR MR ESEA S E RN R At
T+ W P AE g e T T I 4 B 3E 25 B (Chan er al., 2007; Chan et al., 2008; Chan,
2001; Aunio ef al., 2004) > {H 55— 7 T A B2 5 35 1 > Lo A= 76 B o O T A5 1 3
T 53 A R I B ) W SR L = ) (Tse, et al., 2006; Chan et al., 2007; Chan et
al., 2008) - WAt » B2 FH TR A BT BORR A B L ZE 5 A S B PR I 2 R
i) (Wang, 2006; Cheung, 1989; Mak 2009) - £ 4§ 55 48 ji* Z 1) (Salili and Lai, 2003;
Griffin and Mok, 1990; Brimer and Griffin, 1985; Holbrook, 1990a, 1990b) > 478
T W M2 AR TR Y - 0 40 55 AR IR R 45 RE R R AT B 5 i 2 A B B 2E R K
BRI E 4 (Liu and Wilson 2009; Mak, 2009 5| Yip et al. 2004; Tse et al, 2006
5|HKPISA Centre, HKIER, CUHK 2005; Law, 1997; Ma, 1995; Cheung, 1989)- {H
R M I T A R —— 55 A A R e R Y 58 AR} £ (Cheung, 1989) > 1 £

Az SR A 3 25 ) 1) o5 W5 BT 4 1 48 (Liu and Wilson 2009)

T $H 5 2 2 BLAE 9T [ SR BE A Ay FRAM $2 1 A B D0 B AR R o ANt - iR

HUE B s B EL RN R > S B B T R A ) TR N A T o SR > FeAM
%ﬁﬁif%ﬁiﬂrﬂzﬁﬁ@ﬁf%?@%ET%]%%%HEﬂrE"J?ﬁ 208 A A B AL
F14) R ek A > R At S A VR 75 W M 2 L I AR - B A i S B S ) O
A A AR Al Al 22 o AN BRI - S 8 U B R AR T R AT RO WE R A R L &
B [ B A %ﬂ”ﬂi@fﬁﬁ°$§fi’1E§$i%%*ﬁﬂ$%ﬁ@ﬁ%%*ﬁ%’
AEEWRE [ rEE Z 5 ] (female deficiency model) i % 2 2@ BF 3¢ 8] 8 > i
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=BT AR 2 B B 4B R Lo ) SR F 5T AR A0 B 2 A B o 1 R
SCRHIE ST o A > B 35 R B OR K8 B R A 1 MR Il BRYAE B > BT A A 5% BRI 7Y
i 53, P A B9 A R b o e WIBH Y91 1 » 2 B2 2 T M RS Lo A AR IR 55 A Iy > 0
A 2t R B v R AR A AR 0 b B R B A T A A s T R [ A A
(I8 ) J3E T 2 [ T A 5 Sl DA b BB A R SR e ) AR R ) R B SR A R
FUH % (Wong er al., 2002; Salili and Lai, 2003) o P F ik 22 FH HHEARE
T O AL B B A B BRSS9 A A AR 5 (Walkerdine, 1989;
Weiner et al., 1997) > A BE M A V- S5 B F 5 /E i — B 9 E R -

AT SE 2 o R AR 2 R SR AN 2 A > (H 3BV I 2 BOE IR DL IR IR R A
TR TR R Y o T R AR LB B R b~ BB R B ZIAE Y
MR 2 HRETHE CEE&#E 2 B € > 2000a; Au, 1993; Chan, H. N. A. and Law,
2004; W BERE ¥y ~ PG 5L > 1988) o ML Ab > FLAE AT ER E 5 Wk B HE I I A
£ W RRR] 8% » VR P GRIA] K g B B AF B8 15 98 (Cheung F., 1986) ; 2 ANZ 20418
s H DA R YE 47 5 BB E AT A WA R R 53 B 52 W M 2 AR A o B Y
# %% (Law and Chan, 2003)° 4> BF 75 36 H o D 4FE A B VB PR E
% B (Cheung, 1986) - Ifij 3 2 14 58 B B9 AR5 A 45 4F B TR AR AL (CF-#% & > 2000D) 5 3
AEFZIRH - 505 BRI 5B 1Y 8 FE R E Mk 2 s > BRI 2 AR AL o
[] P Ak ~ 15 M Al Y 45 32 A IO 75 /0 & (Kan ex al., 2009; Winter ez al., 2008) -

2 B 3 G g i VE I 4> DR FEAS TR B &V o A A R B AR R
B IR 09 0h ik B K BE A € 0 I 43 T A6 B A A A B el S R S R E
ST SR > T L B 7 R R T £~ BV A0 AR O ME DA SR 2 £ B (Law and
Chan, 2003 ; ~F-#% & > 2000b) - “F# & i & 45 b > AT REEZWIEREE BF
PO S5 1 40T 53 A IR ) e 46 > 9 4n 3 T 55 2B 452 52 K15 ~ Ko kol 4%
WA AR K [ K WP IS R B Sk LW EE RN
R M B A QIER A [ DA ] > v] 558 Lo A A AR AE 3 B (CF-#% & > 2000D) » {0
Z2 7 2y AT M Al 2 1 SR IR] o B AT S 1 A B A e 9 MR SRURT L Lo SRR
SE R HHME— T -

A P 9 1 45 B0H R B WE S O v

3 — AL B EE RO AT A o A B RO R B A A o W R SREL S
sl (site) A B ME I 9T - A 455 VR JEE 5 R M 22 50 U7 ¥ (multi-method) B i 56 2 AF 5%
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XxXii

(ethnography)&5 o | T 45 48 [ 722 3% A5 [B 2 Bl 40 {e] 52 B2 A 1 il I )7 5% 28 (Chan, K.
W. A., 2004a)L4 Jz [ 8% 4n fa] 45 %8 £ 26 M Rl 08 19 F 98 (Chan, K. W. A., 2004b) >
B8 B 5 A R Sk HE & B BT B[R B AR 55 - AR SR E R BE T (TR
2008 ; #F Sk #HE - 2011) o BRI Z b > WA BF 55 Lo A dn ] 2 RS £ M 5B (Wong,
1995; Kwok, 2003; Z=Jk# > 2008) - ‘tomboy’ H1 5 M FIl £ 1f 7 £ % 19 i |2 (Tong,
2001; Cheng, 2004)~ 5% 3B} 2 £ 19 BIl 1 7] (Au, 2004; Lee, 2007; Lui, 2009) ~ 1
ok 2 5t A9 PE Il AL B 54 (Chen, 2006; Kwok, 2003; 8 1## 3C - 2003) o " &
T BT O AR A T Y B O A R AN AR s T RS A 2 W AR AR (i
BEHARE) B > 500 A 8RN SR SR A il 75 22 17 5% i 1 Hi iy - AN 32 BE
A HEAE A2 A

ffE PR P BT

[ - 25 208 | A R & > AE PG 07 A1 6 168 46 i KEJRR 1 AN [ Y B ) 7 5
HMF W AEERE R — R REA—NEEEF LMt T A
ST B o H IR R O O 9 SR A BRI L B R R R R S
AL 1 A R S — ST e A % W i 5 B o MEETTT - 0 L B A R [ SC B o
B 5o Al HE T P A0 T 5 2R R A il AR B ) R A A LA L R O REE TR
B2 TR A A B S M T M SRR TR L BB B AR SR BRE R WE T o B TR 4E
P~ 25 B0 I 58 A0 — JE B S i 5 R B AS AE I R RN A B 1 A A DL
AL T T M IR ST I 1 R A A R o B > B R 20 04 4F 3 A 1Y

CHER S5 B ik D) A 45 PR I A ] 8 ] sl bl A i B A4 1) 2 ~F- 2807 o 2
DAz AR 20 B 1Y) 52 BORE A5 0K (PR RIS S8 Rk > 28 T U)o Rk s ig 3 1
ZIu RIS L2

TE % S A e BIF 5 19 RICEE T > P 9 Y- 4 o B B A A JEE R > A S R DA e
R 8 Uy T A9 AR 2 FRAMAR > WA R EE IR E MEBE TAEELHAEM
S B A AR 3 AN B TR B A SR o 9 1 il S ol AT ST B B AL B A 1 I AE
ZR AT &5 W A%~ R S HLA AL R T o R R R AR R B L S
i B B AR o 1 I A 5 (o FRAM B R E A R R R R T e R A g 22 19
PERI RIS, - 4 — 25 58 B0 3] 0 3k 1) A & SO b—— B4 B AR O i S b —— 19
TR 20 4% BV > 8] T A E0008 R e 1) At A 2 v > 8 S A ) R R o BR T BB
T Y SO A - WV Tl 45 20 th R 8 BRI SR A T DU il S -
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S 1Y) i I o B R OR B M ST S R BT R I TR o AR AR PRI T SRR 2
A FALH R ZCE o BB 7] LLEHE ZCE 19 L (transformative) T fE—— &
TEAR N G R R 2% U AE 22 R Uk > BT ST A 3110 41 € (hooks, 1994;
Keddie, 2006; Davis, 1997) o %& 11 & FAM ) i %8 A 3 19 .00 B o

2% EH

TEHEHRSEZEE (1999 (DTRAEHMATAEHS) www.eoc.org.hk/eoc/
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