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A¥7s outcome DEREEICEET 3

X B B B % (1)
—Lerner-1E X4 #t R 3 D B 3 —

HEEMDB{BRTEL X X 0 RBORA
PADRD 88, Thbb, BRERIL, OB
- BRI TRED RENHA THAZ L2 BEXE, %
DR TATRBEON 5 TR0 ED FH L AMMICT 3
V) — R PR D, Lemner 13, ZoOREBEDY
IES#E (justice) 2H#RT 2L S ZHBFTEL BN
fEICEE L, ZhRRELHFES (a belief in a just
world), $72bd, TBEFRIZHDBHRT BITET 3
bORE, ZUTHTVELORRIY BICETAES
BRICEATNE] LW EBROEMICX 3 EEEL,
EEI I HITRIOFBE 2 ELHRBEIOERAE S
#ED bRATVS (Lerner & Miller, 1978),
‘Lerner 0 XB T A2EAMNRHIX UTILABRAEH T
Hb, UBADICH B3K5ED outcome H3HE LU TLVBD
PEELUIAEEI, 2D outcome HSE UEERR
HBEIETE, 2O, 2O APOMITIE, —BUTRT
TRIEE L2 2 bOBRHELWBEITIE, 20 AP
A%/c (unjust) outcome %BiFTNBZ &It b, &l
WEITR L (injustice) DAMHSE L, AEEIZx
TERHF CELEORIERRA S, 727U, 2D ou-
tcome VEKZL VDO TH 2BAICIZ, F4ARESICH
TABEKE S BB (chance) ~DRBIZBT b1 3,
amEFR, 7, outcome RHEMND 2L ZTAIC
BLIEDZEiICE->TELHOEELRL 203, Zh
VERETH-0h, ARBICRBELHITIE, 204%
Ao fiiT outcome D ISH% R UTIEY#0 EHE
PRALSETH, & ZAT, Lemner it XhiE, AR,
ZFOANPHE - 12F5#% (action) EWHHIEE 2D AY
ICARZET B ABRIESE (personal value) &3 HIEi

—rEdhB. UIdS->T, outcome 52D AYDIE S
D OE D 2R BD R TROBITE LI akxh,
XD & 572fi% & outcome &HHSYITEA (it) LT
VB LARTRETHIE, RUEIIMEN SN B, 25
f&ugemu%wkmwmaiaAmwﬁﬁmom5
come @ﬁiﬁ%bii&) bh 3, T75b%, outcome HiA
U7 4 T THHERITITZD AYD ARG B K
ICZD outcome FEUTE XN, ANF 4+ TTHRB
ATz ARBREESENSIT E Uz 2B, Lerner
&, IR L ABEEE~D outcome DFiHIX, —Fhs
+43i outcome ILRA -2 b D CHNIFESMAEE
PHEEFINIRIC-ER—-NTHEEELXTEY, 20
RT, IR 5 ZDARECKHERRR L & ORI
2HH T AEFITONTEEL TS Jones & Davis
(1965) 72 ¥ O—RNRMBMBEDE X L IR/ > T 5o
DA~z SiT, TARBEE+FE] L LTDOA
WL, ZDABICE U outcome & DBIFEHSIENYS S b
DI BLSILHAHEOTRLRI L), Bael
BY 3 &0 Dh5 Lerner 0 XAMER 5D TH 3, =
DORBIX, ZWXOEETH 2BEY = v 2 % S53T
RBREE TO derogation BFZII LW, BRICLIZS
INTZEREMD F7R/~D W51 (Lerner, 1965;
Apsler & Friedman, 1975), rape victim 0% (Jo-
nes & Aronson, 1973; Smith, Keating, Hester, &
Mitschell, 1976; Seligman, Brickman, & Koulack,
1977), REZBILD - I2ELUhE & oMo ER (No-
vak & Lerner, 1968; Lerner & Agar, 1972), B2®
IEYHEDRAE & fE~D HMEIFTRY & BIK  (Miller,
1977 a, b; Zuckerman, 1975), R %4#:0 428k & BT
By DBSR (Simmons & Lerner, 1968), fi&~m{2
BLELMFEXEOMEE (Zuckerman & Gerbasi,

1) AW, KEDBZHBRPFAPRXERABICRHULELRIO—BE L LD 0O TH 5, ZRTER
KaHIhBHERZBD > LLBEERFALFRIHESRR B HELELET,
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ERHOBEEPR B2E H2F

1977), %L T, Rubin & Peplau 1973) L& ->TH
pREhiz Just World 24 — itk > CRIE XN TTEY
HABIO ML IFTXEAMWELOMIK (Rubin &
Peplau, 1975) s XiZBELT, XX /oM h TRy
PEHIhTW3,

RIEERIDEETH 2R 2 v 7 2L TEE
BEIZOWTO—EDOERIT TR~ 3, Lerner &
Simmons (1966) KL FHE4E: (=8EKE) LRAROLF
FE (svictim) P35 - TIEBICBERY = v 7055
Ao 2N BEEFEFFERICEBMLU T 302 BE X4,
{AIDHB b2V DILY 3 » 2 IRE LA TS victim @
EICH UTESITH AMEHIX victim % derogate
TAHZEBRAMU, T derogation Big% IF 4 HtRIK
HICETNVTRD XS IKBBA LT, AofFaLo®y %
BUTW A0 TIZZWDIT (innocent victim) 5
BERD>TNEENWIBERR, REEOK SN
BRNCE>TBRTHADT, 20 victim ZELTIC
ETAMAILBLLVAR DR & BANE» T3 2
¢ 12 & 5T (derogation of an innocent victim), %o
BI2HRETIDOTH S, ZOLINEXILHE->T Le-
mer 2IXUHETAHITX T LHEEIX Fig. 1IGRL

HESEHEBR

EBRE —> ¥¥/E
Hﬁ%ﬁ:ﬁ o TANEYE))

avw’

Fig. 1. Lerner-Simmons /¢35 IR VN

THAH75 54 28 NT—BOEBNFRL DT
5, R TRHINII I ELARZ2ENT L LT
D&HiTis B,

(a) KR¥EOBEEFERBEVEZ ShNIT victim %
BB LU, victim PEEXTZDORYLRED 5 ¥ b
N5 ZEPPoDIC LB derogation 1X 4 U 2 »
(Lerner & Simmons, 1966; Mills & Egger, 1972;
Kenrick, Reich & Cialdini, 1976),

(b) HFLEDOYLOLMY 3 v I RHBITIEH 4
THoNBIUH & T, HFERAEV Y s v I RHELEL 2
CRFINIRITIE, ¥ s o 2R BADERD ST IS 2
¥7 4+ 7z outcome %, HFED Y UF| & LS FAIC
XS S alaB/s#ic derogation i34 U2ei> (Lerner
& Matthews, 1967),

(¢) FHOBIRKERHRDEI U3 ZiCk->T, BS
VRINERZET, 8F%2 v a2 v IRBILEHSTTY,
Va v I REANDEHETEN) BED ANF 4T 2
outcome i, E4ABETOMILE S HMEDOTE
DR H-TIT HSAIRBABIC (justified self-interest IEHKI),

derogation {34 U/t (Lerner & Lichtman, 1068,
Lerner, 1971 b), '

(d) victim BZRELUTWBRIFREETF NI,
EDRFEILHT EALDRIBICONTOHKTH 3 &
HiIF o #iBFEIX, victim % derogate L7gin L,
IHIT, 2D Z EBHIF oI 1 — T BBEIC )
% victim O derogation 2 FHTAZ L L TEL Y
% (Lerner, 1971a; Simons & Piliavin, 1972),

(e) BT victim 2|+ 21h b, LA THEX
T 255, BAOHEILL > TERBEVSED 2RI A
72 L 18 5 ATEB#EDSH U 2D T, victim o derogation
I3%£ U8B\ (Aderman, Brehm & Katz, 1974),

(f) ESHFESO BOFR BOFICHEXT vi-
ctim % derogate 3 AE[AJIZA X\ (Zuckerman, Ge-
rbasi, Kravitz, & Wheeler, 1975),

(8) REPEAUTVAEIR, %5 TRVEICHE~
<, RR&CEE‘éhéﬁﬁb*d\éh&%iBnéf;mc,
victim % derogate ¥ ZEAid/P X\ (Sorrentino &
Hardy, 1974), ‘ _

& Z AT, Lemer-Simmons /€3 44 ACD dero-
gation BRIZOWCD ESRETICE S BRiCK
LT, 2L UTUTFOZ>0Eb 50 #AH 5,

B—-0HMIMBEE L victim O D OEBKICE
T30 TH%, Aderman, Brehm, & Katz (1974)
i, BRIDS 4 ATHN ST BERH LD
HETME (set) 2MEHICH S B0 derogation
BECIZEERL, AYEE victim Koo hT
B % imagine-selfset £ Tik derogation Hs4:
Lz &% RH LTz, %7z, Sorrentino & Boutilier
(1974) X, MEZFAFVPH T 2 v 2 2B B2 LI
I$>T\W5A similar fate &4 T3 victim «d)lﬁ]ﬁi)i
HEUBZERRH U, Litdi-T, BEEE victim
EDMIT LA D 2= 5 BEDS FET 5 BAITIS
victim {THEUTWB R Y7 4 77& outcome ékﬁﬂgﬁﬂi
EOESINIGINT 5 Z LRLVEVRE, X BT,
Lerner-Simmons /¢35 4 4 AUNOHBETY, BEEL
MBMABOBIC = 5 BRI D BBETIZ 2 DAL
CIcA %5 4+ 77z outcome % FHICHRR L\ 2 L
RHEEIHhTW3 (Gould & Sigall, 1977; Wolfson. &
Salancik, 1977), UTzd3- T, derogation B$%,
Chaikin & Darley (1973) »SE#3 3 & 512, Bl
RRER—3/ebb, HEBZD L5 n RS TBICE
DOSARBEDPEVICIE, ZDANF 4 T2 out-
come %2 XDUWEDOREICT B2 Lick>THDRD
BT 505, ATHZD X 5 H Ry BIc B
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B3 : R7r outcome MFEMBMICETT 5 LEAMIE (1)

- W ATIBREEDSA X VRITIE, MEE~ORERAREIIEE

 WICEY R AL 2BETADT, SEELMNIC

 RERRBTAZ LI > CHOREET S &5 7R
—ICE->THBETAZ ELABETH B,

Z0 & stz LT, Lemer i3, B#i3 (Lerner,
Miller,- & Holmes, 1976; Lerner, 1977), B0 & 1%
EDMITRILT BADEBRD ZR UL identity
Bk, HEDOBRO I bICEENZBEICH H, Bl
DR IN TS unit B, BIUBANTHELED
£\ non-unit BRRPXPIL, {4 DRI Y > TIEY
#OFEH (forms of justice) R AEEEL, BT
DHIRLDEFEAHREEBL TS, 2LT, XbiC, %
D# (Lerner & Miller, 1978), EEEZOHAMAL Y
7=V aVPRBOLT AR 2BBELBERTH 3
&S Storms (1973) DHARRKETEX, BEEOTE
OHAILLAERVEX SN BLERLTING, LdL,
ZOANDICEE2AT 52 EBBT UL ZOAG~DH
NRER L 501 T3 2 E %R U7 Regan & Tot-
ten (1975) ORIRD 5 Thi¥, DS FIC X 238
EITEARTITHEEEL LS, A
. 728, Chaikin & Darley (1973) »34&B&L TV 385
WmORMERIX, Walster (1966) »S@BQULIREDOE
KR EEER R —T /£ b, outcome BEXTH 31T Y,
HEFCRINIBERBEKRT 5 L0 ) JHE—ick—>
WTRB NI YD Th 505, Walster © ZD{RBI,
EYHARE & REENICRLZ VD THBIT bbb
67, Shaw & Skolnick (1971) 21X U & ¥ AR5k
REREIAE2ZRALT 5, 2% b, Lerner i, —
BN BEEOEBIZONWTTREL, TRALo®/ELA
BLOBREICONWTOZFR—NIBBITONTERL
TWADIW LT (Lerner, 1965; Jones & Aronson,
1973), BiERVRRAE 1L —ROEREORM 2 REIC L
TWBRTELZVDTH 5, UIdi->T, BiiRR®R
Y, —RBEORM 2T TYL-T, E4HFES &
BidE AR R D X 4D K% 3 5 D i3 Tix 2z W,

UEDZLiTAT, BEOEXULBRICBINT
WARFICIIbE D IE S HEICIZBBAOIC/ L A Z L 2 R L
7z Miller (1977a,b) OBEIFTEBICOVTORED S
EE&%?TME%&EED%%@&ﬁ%&&%tEi
AEMbH b, HESE 2=y FERD S AMlIFICONT
i, %) TRWBEDORE L IEYBREOEADH DS
Ris5L%EX % Lerner OO ERIZTDRLTH 5
EBX X9

Boo#t)ix, F—oHH AL TEBD, victim T
YaylBEXTVARBREICIEL T2 X5 2 RR

DREEEITE L BBUT derogation HEL B LS Ci-
aldini, Kenrick & Hoerig (1976) O#t¥| T 3, 5
B, FEERIIMERCBILLATINGE RT3
SEREST, BBREORBEMICL > TH LN AFIE
(credit) SETRER L IIMBAETH 5 = & R HWEEL LI
low-complicity % & HEDBRIZBEHKICLIzEE T
&% high-complicity $fk& 281}, NEORHTIX
derogation |34 U2 ER R LT,

LI5T, bULY, BoBERTSLIIC, 22TD
BEZRIRREMIC X 2BAME % victim OBK % &
LTLTBD, ZORBREL-BBBRLEXLLT A0
T victim % derogate 3+ 2D Tdh A2 51, DS
? derogation HRRIIABFIHEMICE-T{ harm-doing
DRIROHFE (Davis & Jones, 1960; Brock & Buss,
1964; Glass, 1964; Walster & Prestholdt, 1966, etc)
DRI X > T OB E 2 3, L L, FHRHES
IRUTTH XX, derogation £&D It dOBELERD
—OREEEWMA A I L2ERTARROABLEIN
TWAZ &L Tdh 5H%, Lerner-Simmons /¢5 4 4 43—
BORMREEERTH 5D T, BEORLCIIEBRE IS
UTULEXIEZN T+ ThH b, derogation i 43 L
VIAEETEWIT ThH B, X51iT, Lemner (1971a)
1%, BOTEUS &I3BERL <, LitdtoT, JEREHE L
JZVWERRT Y derogation BSEUAZ EERBH LTINS,
UTzdi-T, Cialdini et al. (1976) DMLz low-
complicity §&# T derogation bStE Uigd> -tz id, 5B
BRORMOIZDTH 5 X b i, FEERIMBERCH
ZbhUTNEENWIEROIIHIL, LEEEROERE
i, BREHS relevant Tz h, E4HFRZIIC
N AREN NI gotzlizve Bxh3 (Lerner &
Miller, 1978), £l kd 2 &b>5, Cialdini ef al. (1976)
& AMHIRYTHNEEX 5,

B=#t¥ix Lerner-Simmons /¢35 ¥ 4 4 TD vi-
ctim OfTRIEMKIC derogation %24 U 21W®Hsdth
T3 EW) REREICL 2 TH 3, Godfrey &
Lowe (1975) i, Lerner-Simmons /¢35 %' 4 &TC®D
victim 13 EM T 5 » 2 ICE U &0 3 BB TN
TRITRB LTV AHICAER (extrinsic) Th 3 E R
b, weak T yielding ThH 23 S HRPEL, %
1A% derogation % b 725§ EFE|L, victim OFFE
PR LEIR 2 EBREICS X 2484 (random £,
unwilling &) &AM (intrinsic) IR 5% 2
## (volunteer ¢, good reason %) »BEL,
BUIBEDRH Tt derogation D34 U 508, HEDERHT
BT victim BE MBI N A2 2R LT,
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KBRHSOEERE 52% H25

20 kS s#tHic LT, Lerner i, victim 2SPE
WN2h, $ubbRREBBICL>TABLT3EE
Bani-kFiC derogation BELLDK, v 390 G
EOSAHT 4« TTH->T Y, HAMERZBD, #A T
s v 7 BRIITHARUT, AORLUHE:LHE CTIVUN:
OTHAHERXMUTVS (Lerner & Miller, 1978), X
51, Lerner & Simmons (1966) & Lerner (1971a)
BRHUIAR, Tubb, BBEFIC, victim i2i3q
BETVWLVDS, #HiT victim T2 5% 32 &icn
2 TWAE&IFAE, derogation UL LAE N
D HIRIX, Godfrey & Lowe (1975) o XEiEd> 5 13308
TE2W,

%1z, Godfrey & Lowe (1975) i, fEXD x5 —iC
MWIBUTY s v 225X 3L WSEBTIX, 9o=x5
= CFEFEY stupid TH 2 EHERIN, ZTORE,
derogation 34 UT\V5 WIRBM:M3H 2 2 & 2 B,
COTRBERZR DIC, EBREIZBELLS V¥ Ll
YaviBEXoh ARHERIITERBRT2 TN 5,
B oo ERIX, Jones, Rock, Shaver, Goethal, &
Ward (1968) DRgHRRICBE ¥ 2 WEGEOAIED &
THhiZ, —RBYTH 5, LbLl, victim iz+47
#MDS 5 X 5 3 & derogation DSEE UL B E 105
HERZRRHFEWP TR,

LIABT, =5 —-INHLTrsvwoDELbhTINS
HHD Lerner-Simmons /¢35 44 4 Tik, EMHRK
BICTHMICREZIT, ¥ 5 v 2 % victim OPLITT S5 —
EVITIRITHBEEENETFDTH b, ARBEEDE
SRNIG X ABBE I, ZoOAICBELT, Lerner
i, FERZOBOFEERBROOPICIIR L5 —%
T30 EB-TEBY, =5 —BEO—HEIT LD
OO, v vl 2> IEFERICEMXE 5N T
BZLENRYTHBEEEFRLTVB,

LU, victim ofi& (Tbb, 25-) thdp
bbbl svFaity s vy BEXbhTWBRAITIE
TIRNOHRIETT DTS & b DX RT ThH 2h 5,
IR ABRBE~OMIGTITIE KX <2 h, dero
gation XBIC/L B Z EMUREXIOND, v a w2
DEXT% 5 v ¥ AL UERICIX, BiAD Godfrey &
Lowe (1975) o%B:, BBLGE-TFor56xh
TZIzWIT victim Hx 5. —2 LTI bbb b
YaysMBE5x60 3 Piliavin, Hardyck & Vadum
(1967) DEBHH b, BIH Tik derogation DEEHS
PELLS>THBEIICBbR, X5RRHBETIX dero-
gation LW EBRHINhTINVE, UL, B
BT, =5—-HLTrs v 285X 38842R

WTBH, i, BRETIBEE2FHTIICERLTE
D25 ILRBE~OFBIC L > TR YIS I h
WATRBHEDS B BTz wic, WEDBEMIZS T U b EY
FEBICE > TRENIAFATH 3 ERF X200, Ui
»->T, Lerner-Simmons /€5 ¥4 AT g o D5
XJ5% 7 ¥ KLY B L derogation b3k b Esikicrs 2
EV ) EHHREHRICE S ZOFRORL#ITRRC

REREUTENR L2 TH 3,
% ]
B 3]

UbowmBe W% X T, EEC Lerner-Simmons /¢
7 %4 AT derogation BSEU AP RO ®HE 2 %
BRI UTEBRR TR, 208, ik, BXEo
rmkjoﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁé¥§%&?@rﬁM%ﬁme
BEeWELI,

[BX] OEBIISRO BB LHWEE - victim o
MO OBEMBIRE BETSE £X 5n 205, Aderman
et al. (1974) HM\ iz imagine-self set (L[F IS
set LBEY) & watch-him set (E{F WHset &B§5+)
DFH2RAN . ZOBRE, IS set 2HAEEE
AHLHRD>TWA victim IKABNICKEL, WH
set 2N AMEE IIFERARMICKIGET 2 L FHIxh 3,

M@t oEMiz, 78/L outcome XIS
DERDOYR2 BB I2HDICEA LI, ADY e v b
BXoNL N ERO $HRRTHS 3 ho—u £
(EUFCHHLBET), Lerner-Simmons /€5 # 4 AT
BRAVON TV AEBREDE LI 5 — it LTRE
YavIWBEIbWBETI—v 5 o EH (EIFES £
HEMET), BXU Godfrey & Lowe (1975) A3 :
O LEUUNEHTH 2 TEDORISOERE & i3hbd
bY R FOROONI T 0SS A>Ty 5 w2 D8
BAGNBIUH a0 o RHCITF RS R4 LB
DEFE2 AV, Z0HBs, ES FETRY 2920
T J —~OXNGI I HERBZ#IT, RS REICHENTR
HEOBERPMIVEEZLI LN S,

FRR TR 3 KR IIXOED Th 3,

(%3 1 —WHset 28> 1484, ES BX1* RS &4
Tid derogation H34: U 538, ZDEE L RS KBS
BRENTH2S,

{RBI —IS set %H- 1484, ES BXU RS 4T
IXFEWHEE U 203, 201X RS RHEDOHHBKENT
b33, .

LIBT, AERTIREABBMEL AT 3D, =
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#3F 1 A&z outcome DFEFMMICET 2 RBMNFIR (1)

KTULBRRBLIIC, Lerner 5D—BOWHE T3 BB
BFOUDOHRIRHINTVIWVWDT, 22 Tidttns
RITOWT o RSB IZMD> 2200, - :

5 *

HBE FHAAFE 1BEM2~5Z20FXRAEM
TBmMUiz, 28, C, ES BXU* RS &#ficizkx x
DIRREVHEESABE TN, X5, —£HIic IS
set 2MAHBRE L WH set 2HABBELNTIS
haxsicui,

RBRHE =-0MUEE, Tubd, BEEISE
7F-7IRE INTV 3 EFERO [RLER] (C,
ES BLU RS &), BEENF -2 {BICIS
X1 (ISset B WHset &), BXUEEED
# (8B, &) PBEINII X2 X 2BERHEOERT
BB,

RERFHR TBREIIERZICKSE, 7, BERE
DFET Just World X5 — 2% F 2 w23 35L5iC
Koo, oA, EBREZ THRER] OIS
WHBHILehY, REROFBRBERE LIS — %
M2 20 TLD & 5 s BB TTH 5 THb> & T
Ve EiFiz, MFRRBLIZTROYE] 1y 5—
TTEBINTVWEI—EDORBRO—ETH 5 & L TR
AFFHEBRE2HEBET AP T, BRLI TRLER] 0%
BeBELT, BT, BBRENT — T2 BT S
BXO®ERL LY, ZZTCoHTRANAIX Aderman et
al. (1974) iTHEL, IS set RETIZ BBRE HEDI ¥T
BRI STTRAC LD X I 2K/HLIT 2h 2 BB U
Bor—T2R XOIKHRL, WHset £ TN
BOBUDOREPRBEHBLLHSE7 -T2 LS
ICHR LT,

20, BRERWISYMRET — 2B, 57—
ZIRIIEBRE L FBE (L VRBYEY Y 5) PBHTS
b, FEREITI2EO X FORBIKEXN T, RBEDH
[RUSEE] 254 LT, EFEFREhERITE- TR

R 2EXI, BRATO 5 BB IUETOLE
B A BRILR L TRI—IT LT, ES %#: & RS 4Tk
F—7IRAUTH 30, FHEORGEY s w2 EOx
WSBROERBRE>TAREA, >, ALF—7T
HBHEIITTBIWIT, ES L RS RH{TIER LY
BRUGTEYSMNCIL D2 WAL, v a o/ RHLR
ZHCHRHBDOTF—FIE, v a v 2BBX 0TIV
DY 3 v ICEAEHOHE BFXIETY o, D %
RATOBLUMNMIE SEHLRA—IT L .
FEPERFBRUTWIWE 7T RAFEBICT — SR 1k
O, #ABDI XX LEMER2IAEMELED,
Fxol ¥R, ' -
EREBOME T3, [FT/E], [FPHAELE]
BLU [RBE | OZFHIRSOWTORSRNES X & 255,
Lerner )3—#OEBRTHOTW 3 15 HOBRBEARR
BZRAV, ISRELIRF - v 2 34, BEREET
BOF 4 TIR~NANF 4 T1EHEL, AHEBE2AR
@l o
Zofts, M8X] & M@tER] OBREOEYHF -
9 I DIDIT, MAREBELS — P TORILEBICS
WTOHRZ2ER U0 2B T 2BEMEE S, ¥ /X
RERICY T AREEOEE (ERoEREDOARITH
AT, Ya v V7 ERAORHE, o v o BEIETEEA
ORBEHFOBINEE), FHED /¢7 52 2040
B (=7 -BoHE, ¥ EFEORBE, AR, >
BEORBRESIMOBERY), BIUBEY = v 7 BT 3
E (Ve v 7BOHE, RMITELI NIV s v oK
OHE, FEEORUIERE, ¥ FEOEHICT 5
BEREABOHBE) KONWTOBRMEER» R, =
v 7 3T BRORICRLTHBLiL, =5 —FD
HEZE2RNT, KEBIERETD 3.).

& R

BEEBDOF = v/ T, FHWEEB2 ULEB XY

2) Rubin & Peplau (1973) RESOWTHRULAEE (E4HFAEE, RYFAEE, S12KEE : fi~ [$X
BOPAIAR, ZRIZTOBHNELTHWAE] MEFR, 20T, FhREIHARN]) »bk3 ) vp
~+FATORET, ERECAB—AABO 7 ARETRG I ¥z, B4, REACES AR % 7
R, RELTAORG2IRELBIIRUT, 20AHBRALELHRABSIO® L Lz,

3) BIAE, TTR] EVWSMMBIINLUT, ES &40t dh), RSEH TR Tha ] PELWRIEETS 3
5%.??%#rnbja§ifvaw7ﬁ5i6n6t.ES%#TM&%K%UTVavﬁﬁ%iBnTM
5camuaw,RS%#?umgvaamsmmbaf,9aw7w516nruactmu6°RS§#v
BCZDISBRHEY s o IPT—-T2BATWAMITEHET 3 L 51K Uiz,

2B, FEAERCOVTORDORUT, HEESERIN T RS ETECREENEBRINTINE
t?mﬂﬁénaﬁ,?—7%ﬁm1m6mm&ﬁﬁmmmgmiﬁsnuwobkwor;ﬁﬁﬁw¥ﬁé%
RIWLHAMERDINLEAON D, KIiT, ~ROBBREIC, ERMETH, UHESLRL, RSEEPELS
¥icds, ISset, WHset it b b5 9, $RTOEDBIZEHEZ~4EUDLEAS T LM TESE D o1,
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SREH RO BRI

ORREF -4 L UTEALR, 1B, UTFO/ARTIR
FHE% SP (stimulus person) LB L TRz &ic+
3o

HRYXHOBMEOTUYE B IOBRPBILER >
WTOHREERL T > RERFORNTEH 50
T, ZZTIESP BEEETCHAIRO»DHETL 5 v
BPRUNARLY 3 o 2 POWME@PT T (Table 1), 4
M (3x2X2) O#BRickBE, RS KD FHS
AEY s v VBB BEINZEAND 2 E BRT
r&fb] oXPRGEBTHY (F=42.39, df=1/56,
P<.0), REHDORIERIBRYTHoE TR 5, 17,
RS #HTRY L o » Sy EHS CEXh 2RI WH
set ®#fF& b b ISset RYTAEZ EBRT [aafbx
MX] OXEEM (F=5.21, df=1/56, p<.05) &
(BX) OEYR (F=2.9, df=1/56, p<.10) 1 G HE
Thotz,

SPOHMEMMM Table 2 iTik, Lerner »—HoD
KB THOLhTWA LT, SP D HIRED 5
VERAFEDRIREL R Utc SP O BISEIST L
THs BREHE: +120~-120), HEIHF (3 x 2
X2) ORRICEBE, ISset 2H-ni@®Eir WH
set BB BEEL D b SP 2% < MET 3 EHSH
AZLBRY [HX] OFYR (F=3.81, df=1/84,
p<.10) &, BFR>EFLH B SP PHEMET AERA
WHBEZERRY [ OEHE (F=2.77, df=1/84,

B2 K25

p<.10) BPHETH> 12 BFTIX, ISset 2o 1o
KEIXBILRGE2MHT, SP PRCHEL T 304,
WHset 2l 1:82%i12, ES &4 Tix SP 2OLK
<PET BoiT, CER#E, RS M TirA VB3R5 %
TAEMAVBHBEEX B BRI sRHEI1Z, C-WH set
vs C-ISset DL TR Xhiz, 4,=2.77, p<.05), |
»L, TFTix, WHset S TCOBEMIIBFILITLY
5%%, ISset T SP D E§L A ILE LT85,
RFOLZTHYMMT (3% 2) PRADEEREYR
PREFRRLD T BFOLXTIR, ML) 0xy
ROZYERTH -1z, F=3.81, df=1/42, p<. 10),

fRRORREHOMR HF T, KFIHE~T, SP
DIENEREIC L ) BRI REZESR LN, x5, g
FRAXD LS, MOWE T HBMBREZL <4 —
PELTVEDT, HUTREFOMRICONTO 2k~
%o Table 3 izi2, ¥HRBHEMICHT 2WEZOMmE,
SP oy 4= /.Z@%]IBJZU‘ BRIy v itlEYT 2
FEIDNTOLEE & I (3 X2or 2x2)
DRERZRUTH 3,

(1) FERREMICH T 2BMREOBE [EBZD
HIR{#E | Tix, ES-ISset %&#:& RS-WHset R4 T
DRHCHENTERES K RES M 2 BN H 52 &
PRIREFAVER THo Ir (HBALRLEEF, ES-
WHset vs RS-WHset, X7 ES-ISset vs ES-
WHset TRH Xz, t=-2 05, p<. 10 }4=1.89,
<<.10), -

Table 1 [Yay S ERORIHE] Tit, CEHTiifhn o 7y
GEPEREE Y 102 e IRHICHANTY = » 7 HRSPBO AERDH 22 & %
5 F & F Y [Bt] OEHRPER ChH -1, ISset FHTIZ,
ES RS ES RS RSERHTRYLY 5 v 7 2RO VEAND - 1288 (C-
IS set (‘1):258) (?:gg) (;zg) %g";g) ISset vs RS-ISset #,=2.88, p<.05; ES-ISset vs
WH set L6a 713 | 1ss 575 RS-ISset t=190, »<.10), WHset &#Tix, ES
(1.77)  (6.06) | (2.23) (2.77) RUHETEY v 2 v 7 2BOLVERD D - 7 (C-WH-
(' ):sD set vs ES-WHset #,,=2.06, p<.10),
[BREESFOBMEX]) T3, RS FHE~OBIMEE
Table 2
SPORMAKENO /Y PEYH
C 5‘lss F RS C jrx‘:s o ‘RS
IS set 8.13 9.75 9.88 . L63 -0.50 - zoo‘
(5.94) (21.68) (19.47) (21.19) (7.45) (11.81)
WH set -1.38 . 5.13 —3.38 —-3.50 1.00 ~4.25
(7.69) (11.42) (22. 38) (16.99) . -(8.32) ' (18.28)

( - ):SD
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#H : Rz outcome DREMMICEET 2 KB (1)

Table 3

FERRIBICATSMREORE, SPOA7+7 208K, LUK 3 v 7
KR SRER >\ TORMBITGN L HSWSHFOME (BF)

C ES RS AW ORR
IS set WH set IS set WH set IS set WH set it - . ¥4 HEH
RNE OHIRN " 74.50 73.75 81.25 7.7 71.88 81.75 - s‘f= :aée/o42
g FYF4715~1BK5747 | (5.48) (10.38) | (1.21) (870 | (13.2)  (10.64) p<.06
KB o rHAORHE 5.63 6.00 463 3.25 2.50 438 |F=40
ni df=2/42
*E IHT4T1~9KC7+7 (245 (28&) | (256) (249) | (1.8) (267) [p<.05
B WREEN sae | *P 1% | 2zm 1B 1.8 3.50 rez®
*_rm NEMESE (228) (139 | (219 (117 | (136) - {256 $<.10
3 #F1~ 2.88 35 | 450 2.50 2.75 4.00
BS &4
Iem (23) (24) | (29) (L4) | (24) (27)
. 2 I-RONE 50.00 51.88 45.00 4.8 | 4263 4063 |F=24
S df=2/42
P (EF40E) (10.35)  (9.23) | (148) (12.33) | (13.45) (14.25) |p<.10
S SERMORSE 7.38 6.13 7.5 7.13 8.00 7.50 |F=2.8 |F=a42
7 df=2/4| df=1/22
+ B1-98% (130) (155) [ (054) (113 | (107) (131) [p<.10 ([p<
T yEEE 36 3.38 438 438 47 413
s  #l1~9m (239) (1) | (200 (130 [ (1) (09)
5 sPozmsmormE | 4z 300 | 50 4% 563 am
%1 ~ 9 AR (1.58) (076 | (233) (219 | (300 (27)
v a3y s RORE ‘ 45.75 41.88 42.50 34.75
2 (EmaE) (1513 (13.3) | (9.28)  (10.7) ,
7 Ry 3, RORE 0.88 163 9.00 713 |F=1478
v v df=1/28
, (ES:0BE/RS:17@) (1) (17 | (7.9 (606 [p<.0l
&SP OXRE 7.63 7.88 838 800 |F=2®
+ df=1/28
5 h1~9k (074) (o084 | (052 (076 |p<.10
g SP NEM~DABE 5.88 5.50 5.63 - 5.63 .
A1~9k (L13) (200 | (26 (22) ‘
‘ ( .):8D

IOVWTIE, CBLU ES £ Tix ISset 2> 1248
A% b b WHset M- ZBEDHHBBMBEH/NX <
2A0DIC, RS U TRMVOERYBHAZ L2 RTER
AXEEABRH INICH, ES £~ MBEIC
WTRAIOEBZEYHROXEEAH L RHEE 2 512,
LU, =20 3 v 2 &#TiE, RS RE~OSINRE
#, ES £~ mMB&E L bic, ES-WHset B~
RS-ISset ## TN L 2EHAYHBLEEX3 (B
2DOEHBICERERZRHE L -12),

PUEom->n BB UTEAAZER, Yavrdk
#:ix, ES-ISset 3 X1f RS-WHset &# Tk, ES-
WHset 3 X 0f RS-ISset RHEFICHANRT, X HERERE
ERUTRY T + TRBEREBHABH AL VI Z L
Th 3,

(2) SPO7 47 208N =5 —-KoME|T
X, CRHTIZY 3 v 7 RHIHERTE 5 —EbHBKIT
WEXNAEALDH S Z L 2RT [RIL] OXEWRSE

BThotr (ISset £HTIIMILELMICERLZIRE,
HyEd, WHset RETOLERLENRH XN, C-
WHset vs ES-WHset #,,=1.85, p<. 10; C-WHset vs
RS-WHset #,,=1.87, p<.10),

MEEFEOEBE | Tid, RS &4, ES &#, C%
HOREICRBIZB UV ERBEIhAEABH 52 & 2R
3 3t oE3E L, ISset &4:Tid WHset KiC
HRTRERBUNERESh 2EAND B E2RT
[Hx] OEYMEBERTH-1z (HBERMEE C-
WHset vs RS-WHset CTRH XNz ATHo1z, t,
—1.91, <. 10),
MEEEE | Tk, AoBREEPRLXEEALE
ML 51203, & a v o FHETIICREBITHRTER
BELRNE BB XN AEASERTRIVDHBLEE
X3, |

[SP o&ino B3| TiX, MoEEZEYRVEE
YER b R 22h o 12h3S, CHHT WHset £LEDHHS
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RBRHSOBENE $£28 H25

ISset &fEXbh b SP OBMIZBHNTH 2 & B xn
LEAHBDY (e 0=2.02, p<.10), ES £#, RS &
HTLERTIROVOSARLERSD 3, 1, CRE
RENTY 2 9 2 REOHBBINXATNTH 5 & B
SNABAPSER T IV H LB 2,

(3) Ya o/ IRBBTAWE v 5 v I ROME]T
RIAOH R EHROXEER b RHE2h T, L
L, AETIZ/e D3, RS-WHset &#To s v IO %
BORES 2EA»HE LR 3,

[REY 2 v 2 WOWE] Cid, RS R4 Tik ES K4
IRENTRY Y 5 o 2 B0SE T XN 3 EfTHH 5 =
EBRY [#ib] DEYRYSEBTH o1z (ES-ISset
vs RS-ISset #;. ;= —2. 9%, $<<.05; ES-WHset vs RS-
WHset #,.,,=—2.47, p<. 05), 722U, REERIRE
BTRZWIhY Y, ISset FAEICH~T WHset &4
TIXHRIGIC L BEMPX N EB2 5,

[SP DERER | Ti, RS £#Cit ES R~ T
SP DEEEIZA X\ LRI 2EASH 22 %R
T I8t OEYRIEETH 10 BB ERHE,
ES-ISset vs RS-ISset TRH S0 L Th- 12, 14
=-2.34, p<.05), _

[SP DEM~DILBE ) TIAD B b Bl Thish
o A

S POEXEI R L MO REM S DBR  SP 22 <]
ﬁmﬁﬁ&mméigiaﬂﬁémﬁﬁ&¥~atwm.
REEITHBI2 T,

(1) CHRH: ISset Y TH, FHEMORSE L
BREOAR L CHRAECHEESEH xh (=, 806,
p<.01; r=.740, p<<.01), SP D HIRMEHSTEL B
BT, FOFEIIM L RExh, SP DY T HE
REVWERBINZEASH 22 L RT3,

WHset #4712, =5 —HOWETCER L ADHEN
VBRHEh (r=-.572, $<.10), SP iEMEIS IS
BEVBAITi, =5 —Pss ¢ WEIhBEBH 2 2
LEBERLTINVE,

(2) ES %4 ISset X4 Tit, v 5 v 2 HRADEH,
FEREB LU SP oEREINO BXETHERLEDH
BEOSRH S (r=.544, p<.10; r=.673, p<.05; r=
.573, p<<.10), SP DR HIRELEBEICIE, & 5
v 2 BB LA, FEIERRNE RExh, SP
DRBBINIZ BTN E RB N 2 EH 2 = & 2R
LT3,

WHset £ i3, FERIE THBLIEDHENEH B
Ih (r=.592, p<.10), SP DENEIREHH B
mm,?EEE&&m&E&éﬂ%Eﬁﬁéé:&&ﬁ
LT3, 21, EREOHIRE, ¢ - v 2 ERDORIE

B SP DERE THE L ADHEESEH xh, (r=
—.658, p<.06; r=—.714, p<.05; r=-—.523, p<
-10), SP DIEXEIRMOSEBRA 1212, RBEIE
MHEEH, v s ERIZED bh¥, SP DERRE I3
NSV ERB XN 2EYD 3 - LBRLTVE,

(3) RS &# ISset £ Tig, SEBREDRIS{E, RS
REOREEHEOBIMBA B I 1f SP DERE TH
B SO R xh (r=—.577, p<<.10; r=—
-558, p<.10; r=—.519, $<.10), SP piEn IS
DSEWRA I, RBERECHE N, BEEAS0
ShBEINX 2y b, SP @%ﬁﬁl&d\éb\tﬂf&é
NEEAHD2ZZ LRI B,

WHset R#Tiz, =5 -Hto oo Bo#Ecy
BIIEQHBOSEH X (r=.650, p<.05; r=.805,
p<.0D), SP DENAIRMEISENBEICIE, =5 -,
vayﬁﬁ&bmﬁ<ﬁiénaﬁﬁﬂ55:t&ﬁb
TW%e 22, v a v S BAORHE SP O%ME T
B AOHMEY Bl xh (r=—. 638, p<.05; r=—
.583, p<.10), SP DENAIREHSENBE I, o 5
v ERABBYHh, SP DEREIRAENE R xh
2EADD B ERFRULT NS,

S Pwmwmamaaxtmxsgtmmzoaaaw
BfR EEBRETICEMEL 7o Just World 2% — v ok
EDOR/NE SP OMENEIRM & DS Table 4 T3
#HlicRLUTH 3, CEHTIX, MMIRHEL biz SP
DN EIRME & BEEOFE LR BE0M X IXHEBIR T
HBEBX %, %1z, ES-ISset FHTO CHEHEL AR
ILIRBISR Th 5 L B % 545, ES-WHset, RS-ISset B
XU RS-WHset &4 G, R ADOHEBEGRE xh,
SNEERMHTI, ELHABESBOBEEEIIY, SP
@mﬁmﬂﬁ%ﬁ<#aﬁ@ﬁ@a:a%ﬁbfmao

Table 4 .
SPOMXEIRM L Just World BROXEHAEME (57 )
C ES RS
IS set —.291 —.134 ~.518
P<.10
WH set —.114 —.510 — .653
p<.10 $<.05
* »®

ﬁ%ﬁﬁ«txam,::?u,&&mwﬁkﬁmw
»H- EBFORRIONTRLZ Y 5,

WREL SP LoMica =, MRV EEL L1
%5 WHset &4, 54 & outcome D IGBIR D
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H 1 A% outcome DREMMICEET 3 KBUIIFIE (1)

»5, ES X b b3 RS £H4TR LA XL de-
rogation AR Xhic (R 1). SP DENMBISRME
2R5&, RS, C, ES RUDMETED - 12d3, HE:
FHZERIRHE Loz, LidS->T, SP offsiHs
HERARD CTRIE® I OXHIEEI O 3,

BEEL SP tolfica=y NEEESH B EEZ LN
% ISset &#Tik, AUHOBELKAELBI1RY,
SP it UTHREE IIRAMMNICz 5 ¢ Z X bh, RS, ES,
CHRHDMET SP ONEIRMIIFE N Z LB X It
(RF D), ISset KR#:Tiz WHset F#iCH~T SP
OENHIRESE O ERIZRH xhiz boD, REikid
HELrTWEDRTo C-ISset £#T385, ES-ISset
BXU RS-ISset &#tRAEEI SP DENEISEIT
B otz, UIthi-T, RRIoXHFLEEIN S,

RITAFRHBNT SP O EIRE & o IE & 2 MK
T THMITEE LTV,

¥, BIEXELSP tolica=, FEENH B LEE
Zohs ISset RUELLWT 5, ZORHTIX, WT
NOBLEHT Y SP OEMEIREIZS U  Bb> - 1223,
fhoMELHEBMILETREE, ZORMKTAEZSIIR
ZoTWa X iILBbh 3,

C-ISset %&#:Tid, SP DENHIREHSE BEITIE
FEREIIBEUNERBEH, FEEE IR E R
NAEALBD S Z LR TERCEBEBRH Xhizs,
SP ofNAIRBEIIEEEDOELMABIOM & 134
BRTh-oTz LIth-oT, ZO%RHTD SP oF
SEISMEIX, 2= o FBIRDBRILICIME T, SP /e
# v AOAMIKBERLTWAEEX LN B,

ES-ISset & Tid, EBRELH WML, > 5 v 2
OEAZRBY, BEEHFOSIMBE LB VEESH 5
Ziho, ¥FHEREBICHUTEY S + TUBEL K
S>TWAEFEX 3, 272, SP oENAIRESEVIEE
ik, va v 7 EABBOLH, FHEB IR ERE
Eh, SP OERBREMIZERNTH S LRFEIIhIERA
DAL BRTERIMEBESRY Xhizhs, SP o
NAIRERBEEO EXHABIOME LIIEBEEKTH
212 U3 T, ZORHETD SP OB\ ENEISRE
i, FEEREBO KO 7 1 T B2, SP e
73T 2D0ARIKEBRALTEEEZON B,

RS-ISset & Cid, RBER2{ESHMBEL, v 5 v 7 @
A2R»T, REEEFOSMEE L ENEABD 32
b, FHRBRERBIINUTAYF + THRBERFE->
TWAEBX %, 112, SP OHNHIRESR O BEITI,
KBRERE( BN, BETEFOBMEELEL
AEAYGH S ERRTERLEBESRH IO, Lt

MBoT, ZOEHETD SP OFNENAIRBEIZE VT 4
THEBICBONIZ SP it T ARRORMTH B LS
X B, 22U, EXHABISENFIZY, SP oy
AREZEL TA3EAVBD S L 2R THRLHENR
HahizZ &id, ISset 2HEEL - T b IE4HFR(E
RIAENH T AL MIHEALTVWAZ E2RUTE
h, 2=y RO D 2B/ED SP it 2% LIE
LEFEIOBBICL>THBEL LI E LTS Ler-
ner DERICIRTIRKETHEEEX 3,

RICHEE L SP toMica= o PEHRIZZ N EEZ X
bh 3 WHset RUDRKRIZOWTRL %, CORKT
i3, SP oENEIREZ R ZB b, SP X, RS-WH set
FBTLURAYT 1 7iC, ES-WHset {HETHOLEY
7 4 TICBHE X TV,

C-WHset &#:Tik, SP oIS IT neutral ¢
HoT1hs, SP DOEMEIRESENBEICIZ 5 —Hbs
ZAMEINAEEAYD 3 Z L 2RTERCHEEMERH
h, 56T, SP OENAIRERBREEDE LR
BOME LIIEBETH-122 &b 5, C-1Sset £HD
BELALL, SP oEMNAIRMEIX SP 07 12 2
DARIERLTWEEEX LGNS, UL, Z2Tit
WEmEL SP tofica =y FEEISSIDIC, C-
ISset &#&iZRxebh, SP 2 XU 7 4 JICHET 24
FICHRRB T /51 7 2 58@h>7c {72 b, SP %4tk ¢
MY 5L LBAIE L sD > EL 503,

ES-WHset %&#:Tix, SP oW AISRIEIZ ES-ISset
FELHESRTDOLUBOYBRECF 4 T TCHoT2, UL,
AU U7z ES-ISset & & i3NICEHERHEBICH LT
AHF 4 TURBERFE->TEBY, iz, SP oA
ESROREITE, ERERECHEEN, v oo
ARBODNZVEAYSH S Z L 2RTERLHEENR
HEhizZe»5 b, RS-ISset FHIEHELIL I EHS
HELTWEEEZX 3,

B, TOFHTIE, EYHABSUBCEEZTIIY,
SP DENAIREZIEL TIHEAND A LeRTER
ZHEBEMBRHINTEY, KRR TO ES 4184+
A%&HT, RO Eiu% RH U7z Zuckerman et al.
(1975) DRIR L b—BIT A2RERBRIhT V3, UT:
Mo>T, ZOFKHETIX, SP OENAIRELEOBAI
i, FEEBEVRNERBEINIEGBI A2 L %RT
ARHEEBSRHEIhIZINRY L, CHRHEP ES-ISset
FHD L i, SP DENAIRMES SP D87 3 w2
DOHAMITEE U TV 5 & iIZ—BITE X 20\,

RS-WHset ®#Tix, A>0%&#0H T SP ok
BIREIEBY ED >z, 2L, ZORBETIE, =5~
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& ¥ e vy EOMITIE BB 20D, BIR U7
RS-ISset & idMic, FPEBEMICH LT LY >
1 TEMESR LN, %7z, SP OENAIREIE
BEKI, ve v 7 EAMBEDOO, 3biC, 5K
Y o IPMBDULBEINAEA LD 2 2 & oRT
ﬁi&ﬁﬂﬁﬁwénnoai%ﬁaé,:@%#Tﬁ.
SP OENEIRMEICET 3R, #Exh 512 Yici: SP
O derogation iXk & < 2> 17Hs, EOKE, =5 —
LY a0 EOMONGMRERE, ARIZHCF , 7
SMEZ RO EHH b L EHRREBS €05 7
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&Ktof,Emﬁﬁmxﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁblﬁtbrws
LI B, b, SEHDOKBRTIX, RS £
#?@Kévayaﬁwwab¢&wmngntg;
ﬂﬁbfwélim,ﬂ%%ﬁ,li—tvavﬁtm
ﬁmﬁﬁwﬁﬁ%£~WKﬁ£?%5bwfua<,%
bTﬁK,“Mkt%#?ﬁ,i—f%ﬁ<ﬂ®&ﬁ%
LT SP OBERICERT 5 & 5 RIS B 501
twu,ﬁ%wﬁmﬁﬁulb~ﬁéﬁéh5<&cr
wt:&ﬂ%isnso%@tb,::vﬁspmmﬁ
mﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ&wazéoﬁm,ééM,E&é&%E
%m75:&Miar,%:muﬁéntxéﬁémm
b&itbtt?iaotﬁb,Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁm%
&E,m’mﬁﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁ<Taﬁﬁwéazt%ﬁ
TRRLHEBSRM SN Z 05, Zo&HT13 SP
@dw@m@aﬁ%ubiurm5&§zao

Bk, BREZEOERTHLDIZUIZLE ST, C-IS
xt&cwwka%#?u,M@xﬁﬁ%#Ebaw¥
ERBEMTH 250T, SP it + 2345z SP DFF
BT BT 5 HIIC £S5 T BY, Godfrey & Lowe
(m%)miﬁuﬁiifba<yﬁ¥,#Eﬁ&ﬁﬁ
TORRRBRICET 2BRDZ0 LS nEETIZE X L
CBYTRZEEx 5, 1L, MERHETIZ2= 5 b
ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁKlﬁTSP®ﬁﬁm§Eﬁﬁtéﬂtoi
7z, ES-1Sset &#:b, v 5 o 2 2HSTERETIES 208,
ﬁk&cmumeﬁm~§m&ﬁmﬁﬁw&6&wxé
&uEUf,C%#@ﬁ%&ﬁcaﬂM§dmrSPK
ﬁ#awmwﬁabnrmatﬁzao%br.:ne
DERHTREYHABEIHSES LTI e & i3, &
gﬁmméﬁﬁﬁﬁoﬁéw,$>@mﬁm§ﬁmﬁw
Gﬁ?&%:&b%liaébké‘i%o '

Ya vl SP OxS5— L3 EBEICE X 503 RS
FHTIZ, RYESE LTS LRI B0, BEE
& SP LoMita =y FEEHRIZLL T3 RS-ISset
%#?ﬁ.Kﬁ&?ﬁ%&ﬁmmﬁbru$ﬁi4ﬁa

mﬁ%m5~ﬁPSPKuﬁ%%ﬁbrwaomﬁb,
=y FRR%EXR: RS-WHset £4:Cidd ks, bR
%T&édf@??ﬁ&§§%£9i47&ﬁﬁméh
éBmSP@ﬁﬁ&%ﬁ&b%?&wazan;or,
x%ﬁmm%ﬁﬁ&bnrmatﬁiaotﬁ,::?
EEbTB<N§:&u,ﬁ%#?E%ﬁﬁEﬁuSP
o@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@b%ﬁﬁuﬁmbrhm'ﬁg%&
SP (ofica= v MEIERASH A BA DR 4 U 2%
ﬂﬁméﬁﬁ%ﬁ&uwmmﬁvbaﬂ%ﬁﬁéaz&
BPRUTWBENS = ETh3,

ES-WHset %{ti% RS-ISset f:icsEl U@ %
RUTWAY, Zhiz, WHset £#4:Tik SP D B ks
mmﬁﬁé&atb,vay¢&:5—&®ﬁmﬁ%@
ER2BERIC X, RS FHIGROERBIC 5 zicd» T
55&ﬁwén5°b#b,m&,R&Mﬂ&t%#?
127 <, RS-ISset &Izl UTlE %R T o,
BiEE LR,

ammg%@mamz@ﬁgmcmr%g#aomm
™man et al. (1974) ic ki, ISset i, SP DEEITL
tﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ%KEUé&6tbm,$’mﬁ?%ﬁﬁ
%ﬂ%ﬂ:?mvé%w,BmeﬁﬁG#@EJéE
5 & ISset &4+ WHset FEEOMiTERS s )
it,ﬁ’@ﬁﬁmﬁﬁémﬁwmmﬁﬁamﬁbaho
272, [SP OEME| 2 RT b, ARIC, MAioHt
2LRWEE X 293, ES-WHset BXU RS-WHset
%#KMZT,R&Bmt%#?B,$’®ﬁﬁm§ﬁ
&®EMﬁ§&ﬁomﬁw%wént:tmequs
mt%#?%SPﬁ%bbT“BtEﬁéﬂ%&B,&’
BREBThTN 52 Ltz s, Uizddo, ISset
i2, WHset iZHi~T, SP OERMICHBICRS X%,
SPwﬁﬁKutﬁm%EU3&5mm6,$’Kﬁ?.
6ﬁﬁ%$ﬁé%6&%iawu,K%&@E%meu
ATV, 2% b, AWELOTES BICEMIC
%U\'oh‘za@latﬁ:ﬁﬂbii)éc‘:ﬁi 5, .

Rtic, MEESLTTHEBEIT, A SP oy
EIRMEITRBZEDE Uleh> o 12Db> &40 S PIEIC 50T
M TEL, Thiz, AEBD SP BSBFTh 3100
DY, BBEVREAFREOEATH 30bit, = OA
TIRE<{ARBETdH 3, Lerner-Simmons NTE 4 LTI,
ﬁﬁ%,ﬂ’&6Kﬁ¥%ﬂmru5ﬁéﬁk¥?ba
3, SP BLFT,. BRECELZZANTW 2881,
BEZEOHID»H5F, derogation BELBZEN
®ETHTWVW3E  (Lerner, 1971; Simons & Piliavin,
1972; Sorrentino & Boutilier, 1974; Sorrentino &
Hardy, 1974), & C B, EEBD XS, SP 5
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T THIBE%H - 12HFRD AT Ed 5, ZoREIR
SRENEET 2METH 2,

DEo®mB» b2 LT, BANCL TR &
{R# 0D R4t [BX] OBEL [BILER] o
#%K%&lb%lbﬁ<?6 LR EST, o
ﬁb’(b\(dbﬁiﬁzba RBREIITNTI, v592¢
T CONEBROE R B CHEE L e 3
IC&->T, BY derogation PRIFF Xz RS-WH set
R THREBRE b ¥ R, derogation HS& U 2D h> %
wemmbfw<ﬁ§mab'ﬁﬁnmcwru Y
HVE T AEBTCoRRE L SP tofica= ., r
&ﬁmmﬂbfwaﬁA@SPmﬁfaﬁﬁ%ibaa
th%ﬁﬁ%ﬁoﬁﬂéoﬁﬁ%wemmbrm<M
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AN EXPERIMENTAL STUDY OF CAUSAL ATTRIBUTION
FOR UNJUST OUTCOME (I):
AN EXAMINATION OF LERNER'S JUST
WORLD HYPOTHESIS

KATSUHIDE MOROI
Nagoya University

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to examine
whether the just world interpretation of a deroga-
tion phenomenon in the Lerner-Simmons paradigm
is valid. ’

107 male and female undergraduates listened
to a tape ostensibly recording the scene of a
paxred associate learning experiment with an ima-
gine-self set (ISset) or watch-him set (WHset).
Next, they evaluated the personal value of the
learner (SP) under C (no shock),. ES (error shock
correspondence), or RS (random shock) condi-
tions.

The results of 48 male subjects showed
relatively clear tendencies as follows.

(1) ISset observers produced high relative
impression value (RIV) for SP in all conditions.
High RIV was connected with the perception of
SP’s performance in both C and ES conditions,
and also with a positive attitude toward the
learning experiment in the ES condition. In the

RS condition, however, high RIV was connected
with a negative attitude toward the learning ex-
periment. Therefore, high RIV in the ES condi-
tion was thought to be a result of positive ac-
ceptance of the learning experiment, while in the
RS condition it was thought to be a reflection of
the sympathy for SP involved in an unjust ex-
periment. However, in the RS condition, oppos-
ing Lerner’s assertion, a belief in a just world
operated to inhibit sympathy. ‘

(2) WHset observers produced slightly high
RIV in the ES condition, but relatively low RIV
in the RS condition. In the latter condition re-
latively low RIV was connected with a positive
attitude toward the learning experiment. It was
thus inferred that extreme derogation of SP
didn’t occur because it was possible to restore
justice by distortedly viewing the unjust learning
experiment as just. In addition, in ES and RS
conditions, the observer with a firmer belief in
a just world tended to derogate SP more extre-
mely.




