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次の英文を読み、 以下の聞いに答えなさい。

問1 下線部（1）を日本語に訳しなさい。

問2 下線部（2）を日本語に訳しなさい。

問3本文全体の内容を踏まえてぬgma とはどのような概念か説明しなさい。
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問4 Goffmanはstigmaを持つ人々カ戦々な技法を用いて他者とやりとりしていると指摘している。

こうした技法にどのようなものがあるのか、 具体例を挙げてあなたの考えを述べなさい。

（出典ゴ却 E Mona出an and Simon J. Wi品iams,2013，“S匂ma," Jonathan Gabe釦d � F. Monaghan e也、

KeyαmαョotsinMe必切I＆泊凶初�SecondEdi的n, Londo也：SagePubli伺tions, 58・62.)

Seminal w。rk on stigma was undertaken within the interactionist tradition in 
sociology, which explores the 町ucture of face-to-face encoµnters and issues 
pe代aining to identity and selfhood. While recent sociological literature re吋sits
and de叩ens such thinking in order to underscore出e role of macro-social s汀UC
t町es in stigma relations, and we will refer more to this work below, attention 
should first be drawn to Go飴nan ’s pionee巾1g (1968〕study, tellingly entitled 
S匂ma: Notes on the Management of Spoiled Identity. As pa代 and parcel of his 
own inimitable drarnaturgical perspective on 出e vicissitudes o( self-presenta
tion in everyday life, Go飴nan ’s concern in this book is with the maintenance 
and integrity of the self, or perhaps more correctly in this cas鳥the presentation 
of a discredited or discreditable self Taking such a stance, in other words, pro
vides a 'special application of the arts of impres討on management ＇ 〔p. 155), 
revealing through its potential disruption, much about the taken-for-granted or 
tacit ways in which people organize their lives and everyday encounters. 
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Gp飴n釦 identifies three distinct types of stigma, namely：〔1) stigmas of the 

body 〔suchぉblemishes or deformities〕； (2〕s旬nas of character ( the mentally ill 
or theαiminal, for example); and (3〕stigmas as釦dat疋d with social collectivities 

('racial’
or出bal〕，all of which he stresses are socially, culturallぁ叩d historically 

variable. Perhaps most significantly for this discussion, Go飴nan’s social definition 
of stigma turns on the dis出ctio n he draws between 'virtual social identity' -
normative expectatiゅns, that is to saぁ ofwhat the person ought to be ー釦d 'actual 
sοcial identity’－ the category or a町ibutes the individual actually poss四芯es〔p. 12 〕．

The stigmatized，合om this pe符pective，釘·e those who po ssess a deeply discrediting 
discrepancy between their virtual and actual social identity vis-a-vis those 'noαnals’ 

Eコr whom no such discrepancy occurs. 'A stigma, then , i写really a special kind of 
relationship between attribut疋飢d stereotype ’ （Go倍口組，1968: 14); a meaning 
imposed on an atなibut疋 via negative images, stereotyp回釦d a伏itudes出at poten
tially discredits手member of a particular social category. This, in turn, maps onto 

another notable distinction which Go飴nan合aws between the discredited, whose 

. stigma is evident or 'known about', and the discreditab占e, whos屯 sitt』1atio n is the 

precise opposi除 (p. I 4 ). In the former case，山prime dramaturgical task is one of 
'mana伊g tension’，while in出e latter cas疋，itお one of'managing information'. '[T)o 
tell o r not ぬtell＇，ぬreveal or conceal, that民出e question (p. 57). 

<1>co晶nan’s treatment of仏ese issues echoes labelling theory. Such由eory
eclip喧ed Parsonian perspectives on巡ness as social devian店 m the 1960s, stressing 
how· stigma springs from the definitional workings of society, rath町 th組 合e

民herent qualities of the attribute or behaviour itse正 The basic idea here, building 
on the work of Lemert and espoused by writers such as Becker, Erikson 組d
恥凶e， 必one of 'primary deviance' (the original 油action), socie凶reactio n (a 
publidprofessional 'crisis’〕，組d 'secondary de吋個目’ 〔出e per釦n's response 主o

the negative sゆcietal reaction〕. Such processes lead to a 'mast任sta回s’ （which
drowns out all o伽roles 副回収es of identity） 出at is extremely雌叫t句
disavow or shake o旺In short, s討gma as a societal reaction ’spoils identity’，a 
phenomenon generated in social situations and the contingenci田 they entail by 
吋rtue of unrealized norms, which impinge on 出f encounter in more or less 
pr白血1g and predictable ways. 

G。飴nan, however, in typical iconoclastic fashion, adds a further twist. His 
pench阻t for mentioning troubling truths about individuals is clearlv evident 
when he notes that the blind, the deaf, the ex・mental patient, the pro叫凶te, the 

ex-convict, and m佃y others discussed in the pages of his book，釘e not the only 
ones who exp剖.ence柑伊組制on . Norms of i畑町，Go白1組 commen巳
breed deviations al

<?
n� with confonnity. Stigma m制抑制is !3_gen釘al phe� 

nomen。n, a process that occurs w�erev官r there are identity norr話：.］Few people 

are totally without dis芯rediting a町ibutes.百1e reader is led, therefore，加realize

白at 'sti伊1a involves not so much a set of conαete individuals who can be sepa
rated into two piles, the stigmatized and the normal, as a pervasive two-role social 
process in which ev釘y individual participates in both roles ... The normal and 
stigmatized are not persons but rather per甲ectives' (pp. 163-4）.百出provides
Go飴n釦 with the rationale for claiming that if people are to refer to the stigma
tized individual as 'deviant', they might more profitably reg釘d them as a ’normal 
devi組t ’〔 p. 155). 
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