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WA RIBEEE & S

and self-perception thcories |

FEHED S0 BR O T & R4 -5V 2 BP0
Ve LTRAN—HEO FH BB L BT SN 2, B
Leon Festinger o ZHIAHABEMZEGEOREE
HAUETH Y, SECHDERTOERL RS < LAl
LT3, ZARGRDESIHLERTHY, TOM
FUTHE 4 2 HBULEE TV B A° (Abelson, 1968; Aron-
son, 1968, 1969), = Z Gz T A ¥, TREIMRKH
(forced compliance) DI AL Sh ¥ THEME M
HTL, B, BHSLTHAORE. ES WY
CRTBE3 TR E - WATHY, THHRXE
Wi ESESO) L3 RBAIE Mnot X W3 EEk il
Brasonfliz o] LW BADALHBMTH S
rEZ26N5, BEIAHIIANCEEREY I ZR T Ak
TR L LTS bh, ARMERY T HRANE
BLABREZR TS, BRI T LTl
23 LRI RN 52 Hhds #5720 (e.g., Pallak,
Brock, & Kiesler, 1967), A X 7c#iMintEs 2 bdiic v
(e. g., Festinger & Carlsmith, 1959), & %\ I3\ i
O #Eh AN L S 4 (e g, Aronson & Carl-
smith, 1962) (213, Th BAFTHIZEXULT 288 L7t
D ARGRUENEL gD, LaL, £S5 LR EXL
TARTORDHBHICE LORHIRARBIIRE <,
ENERWIT DRI EADOFTHETE Lig k5 @y
YERTHILHEED, 2F Y, BRICKT H170%
Eotohs, ThEENET S2HBEOLEFCHIRLY
B E 5 LABUOZLWRHIITIIC AT 5 & 5 el
TOBEEENELRTVEWIDLITH Y, Zhid
[RFESIRIEYSMD 25 4 4 s(insufficient justification
paradigm) | & 4L TV 5,

nuil”[nﬂﬁ’i’ &) < 7 ullllﬁ} \

On the controversy between cognitive dissonance ]

Shigeru Hagiwara ’

D#®HOBERE b 9T+ 5% ZIT Festinger
and Carlsmith (1959) OHEBFHIRT 2, ZOHBED
BBE B TREAERCRBLLE EREL OB
DYERE MR X, KOBBRTCHROEEL IS D
LAWeEd s 5Efah s, OB ERACHL
T1 FADHBIEIAbIR 5L 20 FuiiEihbh
DRIAFG Hht, BEFRS o ERE S BaBi
WAROBERE (HBIZY 2 3) ZIEERBL LAV
BB L IHETHRIEEONMN Y Ikt 4 /o EM
WX, FORS. 20 Pk Filbh BB
1 KA ORME B8RSO RBVEEL ERRCE D
LAWETEM L, RBOEBRICHUSMT 28XERT
s @D b, BEEE S TV-BIEER S LA

LA W D 2 sk Y ABRAE L B4, 20K
OWMIEE S LB ENby 28R &0 2 T,
1 FATCELEITHY, HELITHCARTSES
B2 EA L TIHMElERL, 1 FAREDOHERE
FEIRD LAVCEFEM L BRI TLBY,

Zhuzgpt L Daryl . Bem 12, ZRMARH IS Bt
At Fa & > B RER RSB 2 D L &
{ BARNGMERCLIVFREINTELERERY S
MTx2L LTECEAHEMEIBET 2. AGAZO
Rz D B b)) TR LR LD
A BHEEI L THS EEORE, B oo ik
PRHTAHIENDDECIDH Bem OEAMNIET
B, EDOPIREEL HE T 540 BEEE W, FOA
DFFTHRTE DRI E S HETR 0 DK eX 5%
2IWbFTHY, - TAFEZORMFLNAY IR
Weid & NS0 MEEE L RO B kb e
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LT3,

#lx ¥ Festinger and Carlsmith O % Bem
RO X SN T B (Bem, 1957a, 1972). #Hipo
BEL 20 Fre2ReiEResd LAV e
B OFTH R B L v b hic e adk L, 200
HOBBEOELINT BERELHEN LA, 1 kv
BB OWMEOB ST, 20 FUOEHE & SN
L ORI N/ T LI E L FOBLBRY
DHOBEERMT 2 L A2 LPT v, Zh EIEEOH
HBREIBBENFLMATHOTHY, | FRf
DERBIINE WML Iz oLzt bH LA
Ve BRI ASOFEIOBREL HHIRER HEI L, #:
FIIHTHUNOUEBIRELBAILLOTHY, £h
BARGBMBEEOERTIAWE LTW5, ACEMEH
Zrhid, EBTIEE 5 LB TEFONBRIOWTO
VR ORE I RRBC Y, BERAY MRS ITHRMN
R LTS\ D 2T B, FRICH LBREIRE RIS
AHFBB L VBERANELDE LT3, 0
BELEREVNEZOCRRT 2/ ELTC2bITT
B, BEEAOBHBRLEREMN bV L LTHR
AR BFEAVBA SN DD Tidlsw,

O T, RAAHMER L ACRNRRED <
LDHEEORPELWML, BT L8, BAALHTNB
REHEWT 230 LTHRRL TEACHABROHE
AT 7 R & R RN L TR,

1. Interpersonal Simulation @)%

WINF 0 D 2150013 & NEH 0 RE & & i
FRCBEI LB D 2\ 5 iR RE S FIRET
AH#Z Bem 3 Interpersonal Replication 3 5\
Interpersonal Simulation & IFiEh 3582 VT
S OMDEBREFTIS - T % (Bem, 1965, 1967a), =
NHDERTE, BAINHMEROEATITbILE
£0RE (Brehm & Crocker, 1962: Cohen, 1962;
Festinger & Carlsmith, 1959 7¢ &) 340 & BERE
AU, b EOREBROBERE OBKREIE CREIMKEERO
) HEX R, 25 LABNKS RO ORI
HEDEBRI LT Y —BT H Z & 2L HTY
%, #lx ¥ Festinger and Carlsmith ®JIgo Inter-
personal Simulation O BEE L. D & OMEROFE
D> 1 EEDNR, TOBRDERFHE, NUZO
BEEOFMEMMEL Licr — T WA S h,
Festinger and Carlsmith OEBENE D L 5 1T
BB E 2 e BHEE wH A0l 20 A D2

FEstfBAHL 01 FAeEhbRBERED A1
BEEX L VBL LAVGEFEMTZEELLRBL T
2,

BRI EBROBBE ORI AN BOBEEIIE
LSHEMIT B & %R L, Bem gis s #omKy
LRI FERS D 2 LRFRBEREM L T2 2k
ERELL & 5 & Lichi?Cdh 548 Bem o Interperso-
nal Simulation @z LTidv-L 20 Ot A1H
Z\+% (Dillehay & Clayton, 1970 ; Elms, 1967; Jones,
Linder, Kiesler, Zanna, & Brehm, 1968; Mills, 1967
Piliavin, Piliavin, Loewenton, McCauley, & Ham-
mond, 1969),

Bem o Interpersonal Simulation @ JjiETiE, 3
LDHBROBRE D BHLEHT DDA SHOMRIC
THLTh » T HERE (DIER) ¢ BRRERORRE
ZBRLTLAWLD, HHOS IO ERL T
5, 2%, Lo BMTEEYEE LLEREIL K
ERBRMEE DN ABRE L Y O MBREDEHAIBC
HCEHERE 24 » T b BEHFSOBBRE RS
hicZ kick Y Bem OFHERIEBONIOTHY, RA
THHERONELELSHHL T VW3 #tHT
H B, BHENEHEOLRTIEMOLEE (HD\V il
DIEALOHEHOKEX) LT, RBREOEBENE
Mo B ENEEARD Tho T, REHHHHNE
IDEGBEY b » TWItEREDZ A DI EM TR
Lic & TERBAIRHT MO BET i H g 2 v 5 i
T3 5P, Jones et al. (1968) K * Piliavin et al. (1969)
&, Bem DIV R FIKBROFRIZ L 5 Interper-
sonal Simulation D4zt Bem DR, Bbb &
ORBRHERETHTE 225 BEEOWMIBRE & itk
ME AT LBEE LD LORGINERDKERLIEL
SHEC & &3 LTV 5,

=5 Li#tMlicdd £ Bem o RtH (Bem, 1967b;
1968) g, RBRED BT H LG U BERE I
MHEONBEINT 2OPREOBBIWAL AT L,
143 OFFEIMN OF OWRMA S HER X - R A HRT D HE
% W4 50 T Interpersonal Simulation @ 3Rtz
R QYW Z HIDETIZ e, 729
B % il % 7= idRiz X B Interpersonal Simulation
T, b EDHRRKIREMETER D2 -2 ELTR
FHEPLTWBLNHBDTHD,

WA R T OB O B < e Db Z L &4
fET 5%, Bem and McConnell (1970) 24 54 ME
T AEBRAORIYE L QWMo EHETAERE &
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YTBEER /LSt TORIEZO-TH L]
ORELHESED LI THEE VTS, 20T
X Bem o FWHEED TH Y, #RESHERLCADDY)
HIRBRE S, HEOWMAEE X VREOREITHWHDT
Hote, L L, OHBELHSOREE—HTSHL5
CHEBTET D 2 L AR RHIMEBOER L b E 2L
b,

Z DA L Shaffer (1975) &, HODURE & —5
T3HMOHAE L TREER L U R e
PEBREIELLERET 22, AS LU0 RN
L TREIEZ B A Uz SR S o X TH & —
HyHHMIPBRHOND EWIFEREHE L, EE
EEBODPREOBMED DAL AR L 5 &
R L Tvwb, RAEOREFIE Ross and Shulman (1973)
ZhAiEbis,

—7, Bem and McConnell D EBODBRE 7o -7
Chris and Woodyard (1973) 3, M DOREE IR LT
WA b A EERECIR Y, FOBRYBEL TV
B, WRCHECMIEY D OWEE T, BELTELRLT
LPIMEE A EL<BRE LTV, BHOEE L XMo
VR HHET 54 TOMECEI B TVHA0
FHMEOMGA L 0 b RECLKMIERGRT %L
Bis, o T, HEBTOORZARBIERIZ L 2
Eyhd, Bolb 9k b o WSO LA OIEE &
DO THRTHZ & I F U & h 32, Chris and
Woodyard ORI TR/ TWa, LaL, Tr
LAZZTEELO, YFEOBEHRIZESIHD- T
VAR IRBEEARRLCETONRBELIEL <
R LZEVIEATHY, ZoKEE Bem OO
RIS R A & » TRED /N EE R U R X
NBHIEETRBLTVD,

Ll o, Interperesonal Simulation TH\ 5
TRMEB O £ D EBROHEGHE OB * 20
HRENFENEVIBECRET S, COMBECHT S
AW BTG 2 BTt SEMRERRE JHw
#5412 Interpersonal Simulation O#EAFZ A D LD
BROGBREFORIGHFIELLHNTELE LTS, ThiC
T OEBREIEREG LABOLHMERERERL T2
BRSNS b TR, HOBAMRCET D
EENLZREA Oy, BEAH IR & A28
OB ML R T D 1T, BIBRE O EHERBE (i)
CEBAER TS 558, Interpersonal Simulation
FETERL, b ed LompyRERER OB o
salience ZPEBIZIVE LACWIEBICHMEE LTWL,

2, PHAEEEED salience MDiR{F

HHINREHR T, ZNLAIORIECET 5 & 57217
B2 08 L7 BB B S HO BRI OO TO R BT &
WETHHEMEE L TH D, ACRAERZ IS £
DI AT BB IEIBE ORI L2 T L,
IRRIEN RO RTEOREABHENhZZ L
WisB, 2% 9, i OMmGINEHER TR, TR
BREBEOHMD ¥ — % & LTHWLRLV &V E
W7 A RERAVCEVE L THHIBK & salient iz h
G, HERTE LSRR IIRERE L R E (fthie< B T
ENTHERSB, Ty LRAAHIERTE, i
By salient (ZENBZZLIZLVEPO L ST E
DT B < BEkE N, THRIEBIC & 2 BEERE I
LAIRT B ENTFHEND, 25 LERNRILC
HS3EPIMRER D salience e L, SN EFIER
LATEABHL N L L 3 £T 5B OhfTh
hTv%,

Ross and Shulman (1973) (2 EM#LC X W2 7o
HCHT AEBREO I BELEGE LR £of
OFFEORS T BN LEBRE L oSt 5~
v B LS OREINEEERET -2
AL IR A R4 AN — RO BB LA A
AOEEUZ-EEEAE LTF 2 v 7 3D E WD T
ok 0 EIEIY o salience DIER & D ATV D,
Z O, RGO B O MIER # salient
CENIBEREDO AT S LIES ST o R X
DEHRENVBEERELTRT LI BOTHY, BAR
AR R E R TV DY,

ZhERBEDEBR LT/ -7 Snyder and Ebbesen
(1972) 13, #IHARERT & i BER TR 4 2178 salience
O#fEL £ Y ARTW 5, #RE clear-cut T,
PINEE % salient (24 22 L2 3 Y BEERSBL T
BEMARD DR, HEREEHEIMEZEIRT
Wa, AL, FCRMERTTES salient iz X h,
L7 b @) WeE 2% salient T7ou iz, FHAREIE & #0H
BEOERFNC D Z L ETHT 24, ozl
fiil> salience OIVEOFHRIZA DN T, IR D
730 iz salient (X Aurg AlH O A AISE B O IR T
TREKOBIEIS AN LTV 5, BEAHMERTW,
PIHEERE & FFE O T st salient iz xS, B
il &b salient (C X R AL DEE L
5D IBHERNMAT 5 2 & #FiT %27, Snyder and
Ebbesen DHEHFRICIIEZOHEMEELBOLN T
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e, HU ZORBRTIOMBEOMEE MO
RIZHTI2RDOBRIIEZEDCH LTHOMTE L
OHFTH LS BRI L VEMEEBE D salience ##p{E

L, EDOHTEBICE T Ty eA 2EL T TEY,
Ross and Shulman OFEEFEHREOFEEZS L1
salience DFPIEDFHEX LOBNIRKHDAHZ L T &
Do

O &5 IR REFEROFIECE K L Greenwald (1975)
W BB L DIERO—F R EHT D 2 LA T
HHECHIUHERM LT, Greenwald (3% |-
DOEHA[fEM: (operational disconfirmability) & {2
Fom#TaEd (conceptual disconfirmability) & #[X
BIU, BB MR & RERTFR E R SR EO R
UENTHAVIGRTE, FHICRT 5 EBRERES
hTh, ERFHEELRYTIRVES FRIC L VIR
MSMEERAL VT EEHTWREMNREVE L
T3, BAREN ACEQOHERS L b £ 0 E&o
WEMERBIMTL N TS, WE Lo REM: L
H o THHE LOREHT T S/ EVv- 3T TH
5,

Wna, BN TR E ORI Sh Ty i d S
ZOEBRTIHEOBELOREL IANZ T, LB
RO—HBMRREIRWETH D, 8- T LBUZ X 530
DORFFETEHEFBVHBTO BRI BHBKREL AL EDE 2
o\, BELTHAFET DEACEE L ERT B L
5 AR RO TR, E BB SNITEO R
i (commitment) AKF W ERAHEL LTHY., @
IRBEF 2 iz salient ISR BANIRELS kB EL
Th, [FRFCEIHBEDRMTES) S HIN UL ZEH 4
WD EBEZDND, FOBSITIXRETELS
ORGBIBBROFERE DR AAEERDH S, ZOEH
T Snyder and Ebbesen D#5 % i2%1 R fnBlac
W4T 2 - LiknfEe LTd, Ross and Shulman
DR Y HTRAERC X DENT H0M Ly, ik
ORI RER T, RN AR B O HERl B
FEZTRWEREZIZL W,

3. BEMESL LTORMT G

BARD 2\ I ARFOTER & W 5 BB 2B A
SEOWTHZEEVOEDOHMNL LT Bem 20
AEREIRB LD Th B, BARERIOLREIEHR
B LIEBE 23 B L, +0%OFTH B30
DI LYBEBIURES LT AHRBTLATE (Pal-
lak, 1970; Pallack, Brock, & Kiesler 1967; Weick,

1964 #2¢), WROMLBBIRBTIE, B{EHxh
7o dominant ZefEDHERAEEZ NS 25 il (e
g., Spence, Farber, & McFann, 1956 7 &) ###H

L, GEDOMED S <13, BAFEFNG X v BivEEs
feit s, BOEMERGHEHTERDZZLERL, Rifo
RIEYBEH D IR E L XA L EPIFEEL LS
LT BHAEA TS,

Waterman and Katkin (1967) (& ARH iz & 0 Bigh
TEENRBEINDZ L DALY, F/ Waterman (1970)
HBIEENEEINAZLOREHER L T 5 A,
Pallak and Pittman (1972) (Zilj75 % alBsC fE28 L Tus
3, TOEBRTIE, WL OMOHEBORSHAFEL LY
B LI BEAEIHCESET S 2 Lo LBROAR
Y52 DRIFEE 2GR LR TR MOBRIEY
Lt BOEBH LT VEHMELLBIDDIVH
WIEEL X BB CTOLETW2, TOER BRoS
A DNTeh o R EBRE T, BRI BT
EEBRLABHOKREVHEREOBRGIIBIEET
B L, BEEE TR T 2EALR LA, X6z,
HMEBOHKTE < VIETHEITR L EEeEky oL
WEE Y, RBERLHCRET I R IERLT
REMERY S 2258, EERSRCETT T
DYHRVBREZNRDZEDIHERL TS,

235 LI EBRINE, BRBORBUOREN R
DVIIRERELIRHZERFHLTBH, X512
I 5 BEERNE S LEEBECE i sh
A Z &% Zanna and Cooper (1974) (251 5z & 0
BAZHIFE L T, ZOLEIE RO misattribution
DHRFEFAH L, BUABINC & KB 500 K (38)
& DAL RS CRIE e BACE, BEOR
MR EENB L2 EAD TV B, BEREIZE
TR BIETHADWAO B ER~NB L5 B0E
BREMEEWLN, KBRAOHIb RV HELoE X
ho, ZOB TORESHBIEHLZ O O2LHWENRD S
V=7, FEEEMEL2LRPEND v —F, KUHE
ERRIWEER BTV —THRTIBND, T LTHED
DRERVDHORDEDKHE, WOKEREFLS & 5B
Sh, BRFZASOBEIIR TS » (1 ¥ErEN
%, ZORKZEROAHOE XN R LS bR
W EARG DR, RGO ERESTThh S, BRKC
HEOR/RY T HREHE L Thhics, EoRIEN
BiWEHPENF V- P TERORB IR, M
HLBROG 2 bhieh - FEREICHR Ty 24 38
S LEBRUABREIFLORBICI—HT 5 X 518
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PERTHHERANEDBNT, LA L, SECHEERN
brrEaNINV - T TRABAPHRITERHERL,
E IR Ui TIPS W - (b Al A I F & N
FSRVEART 2L VI EERIE LT D, FCRIENE
IAAdH B LIF U WBRE I BRI L nE LR
BEEOHRHIN L, BEOHEO FINTH B AW %R
BT DN0 M1 1 DO TREERINL Liny & R
XNTv 3, s, CHIEERLYH B &3 Lo figE
i XD TORE L Sh LI REVEE
FEAARHIRIMIA LK, W L O REVBRESES
HELewoIbFThD,

D BRI & 9 248 U7 B & A R B TR
L84, THRIBRRIC RS 5 IEEEANK T 2\
5 Az b B 2 (Ilarris & Jellison, 1971; Mintz
& Mills, 1971; Pittman, 1975),

4. BCRNBROBEBBEE

BATHMBR L ShTERBRR L BAA WA
B> THUT LD & LTHORREBEIRIEL T
Elob3TH DAL BINEFHET LU LOBEON
CEETHEAMREIET ARLEZ Ly, ABRTLS
Y S PIRIERHEN T 2003, RNTA0 9 AL
D L5 FIREME D B2 N TV RIS 9, NER
HEROBEMEES L RKBRINTELEL VYD D,
BCEAHAOIMII, RBALCRMBEMI L v fbhT
ELRBTERL, FRUADOREDOPUIRHHH B~
ETHAH5, mblnEEBLE YZEonRYT 3
BENEREDO NI EN T in WA, TNk
REEPHENT2HENE LS L Bbh 3 (Chriis &
Woodyard, 1973 BId). #E T BEAGFIIER
REEERCEEAESbETWEY, ACREIRILE
BERLTH H053DLVI D i iz ah s~
EThHEVHIZ LTS,

BEOFTE, TOHKEGER), R LT 2H5#
YL EII—BROANLDZOAHBOBEHEEE ZI2RD B
MEWI BRSNS, BEENHRNFRIZIRRBH 2
B2 B0 LN & R9ed 2k B (Attribution
Theory) AU EE LWFEZRL T2, K
A, ¥ MEDTFHEZEONRLE LTWbTTh
32 BHOYBHBEOTEHRE K - £ERAVRIED A REY]
b i (Kelly, 1967; Nisbett & Valins, 1971),
Bem oOACRMERIERAEROHEZTEREAD
2H b, TR, ATERNEROH L\ @ fHEE
DM TETS,

QAFDEEILT D & 5 efTH Tidle < 1B & —3
Lol & 3 X 5 8gfsi, LadEhiucst U CTEM
DHEDbID LI RRETIAGRNE LD L EELI
<K BB HEL T E b fofeny, BE
E—F U FT O BT, RIERHk £\ 5 22 N
BRIZ X D IHEAESIESREN DT TH 20, £
LI & Vo 22 AR B mAfmEh s
&, HERE S B G S 2o THED B A RR I Bl & e
LBBFIRBAEIART L, £S5 LLTHREEONS
2T A AFENRIERHEK A Rb S & A SRR
FHT D, Zhud, LEDRIEUED /T & LU
TIHITEDESLD /$F £4 & (overjustification
paradigm) | &IEIEHTVv5, HxtE Lepper, Greene,
and Nisbett (1973) (&, &# < Z LR ERTY)
B R Mo, WM BRI ENrT L5 ERN
WiER Tl &5 LMo 2 bk cF
iz~ BMEE AR EEGICTING ok
ERi LT AR E R SHMERT EVSHR
YHELTHD, by EORKOHVEERITS Z
Lizat L E oMM EXCOBWE 525, &
sl iErTa20IBAULEL TOROHE
2 b D LS EREIORR T LRI T2
(Deci, 1971, 1972; Greene & Lepper, 1974: Kruglan-
ski, Friedman, & Zeevi, 1971; Kruglanski, Alon,
& Lewis, 1972; Lepper & Greene, 1975), {HL, Z®
BB, BMoOFIGEELS LS HRMNBRRO R
{E% (Kruglanski, Riter, Amitai, Margolin, Shabtai,
& Zaksh, 1975; Staw, Calder, & Hess, 1975), K&(¥
h kb ko kST cECEE (Calder & Staw,
1975; Kruglanski, Riter, Arazi, Agassi, Monteqio,
Peri, & Peretz, 1975) iz[REXn b2 ENETDOEHTS
AZENTW DS,

QOKBMIDOA 2 HHEET D & 5 I X2 KBuIIG L
AW, EOHHEDSEET D EBRO WA E KD
L THRBET 2 A5 < 72 281 % Freedman and
Fraser (1966) 37~ L, foot-in-the-door IRE » #ifflr
fotty Bl ZAUC P LR 2 B O RAIEER O Fd A&
TR L L 5 &4 AWM TThh Tw% (Lepper, 1973;
Snyder & Cunningham, 1975; Uranowitz, 1975), B}
b, BROOKBICA SIS U TEORES D, @
ADEFHIH L TERTHD L v lICBE LR L
7o&y TALBOEHIIG LRI WS BRTH
5. flzr Lepper (1973) it Fftiz\ < 20 DA%
Bz, HBREOMBPCEEDHA LR L EEL
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FOECOTEFL i HORETHRREOT D
HZPECFRNERICERES A5 02 RE L T2,
GREERZEEELET OB MVATEH,L TRELSH
WHEI LAV REENET BN TS, FHlc
DEBLTHERIE LB LOLNE V23 257 - o T LR
ORETHEFIZRES A BYCRVCBLICIVEY
DS T, D LB LOKRWHIDORTETIE
FEELABERT VS HRSINTV5, FBLO
REOFHIT, B2 EF - A0 E#H LIZ &

D\ hic L XBAEY, BLERADE DT E5F
SRVFHRLVCH-ACESERBES S, TO4HND
RETHIEEICEES L5 Chd LRI TB, W
W MW B LIS VEINATA L ERIL PRI T
i, TOFBEE L Ll h LBAL. £5
L@ Lo VIRETRE W2z fEbiclfta L3
bITHB, 25 LBE&Td, HHOABA SR
W AMETHRS, HEMEE V5 XE L Ykt
7edisposition ##EHILicZ &iZled,

@bz, RAFAROHBHEAZHEIRE N -ECBAE
ROH LW @AES L LT, b 2 misattribu-
tion DEFHAETHH 5, Hb, APOTHPEE 4
FIIRIERZ F OB O KR T 137 < N0 B R - TRIA
L 7= b (Davison & Valins, 1969; Nisbett & Schachter,
1966; Ross, Rodin, & Zimbardo, 1969 7; &), M= Y
KB LIz T 2RDT 4 — KXy 2 0:BI 3OMEL ©
i HERIL 7 ¥ + % (Barefood & Straub, 1971,
Taylor, 1975; Valins, 1969 /¢ &) Bl <dH 5, WITC
i3 misattribution OHR LB T 2BL D
% v (Kellogg & Baron, 1975; Singerman, Borkovec,
& Baron, 1975; Storms & Nisbett, 1970, Valins &
Ray, 1967), &< OLBRY fThh, FHlhiwBislx
ol TWvwad, 2OMMIN0OBEIC#SL Bk
Zanna and Cooper (1974) @it misattribution
DRFLFML, BARHIER L ZHT 2E0L T
LT BRTENC#ET 5,

HHAGHERRD DL LTHIE LA Bem 0 f
CRAEML, bW 2B FIBR LS O 8 B SR
PHEET 5 L, BPOTHERMNEEIFHLRT
W, SAEICD S b efTHi 20 Tidfe < B{EK - A48
KIS REC E Nz B D50 A D O R b MBS 7
EORMRBOHRDOF~2 & LTHEbLRB L 512
Tvd, 23 LeHLVWEBREBECE LT ECRMeE
BUNOBFUITETH Y, TR EERILEIDHL
WHERAR S T BT T, REMEO B

WSIRHBEIRN 7 o —F R 4ERPICLE I HIFBNT
Bb{, SEROMRELAAIT 2 LTRELRBRMNERT
ZEMRPEER TV,

i

) collioFMmErchcliBiion, FERHsdL
BnkHrsrETFBC Lo LEROKUNER
BFebzbhTuwa b, Y7 I EBRECHG
ThBPFLX LA LD HTHE, RECKRTS
THv Lz teNLRIKOKMD 5 2 bhis i
Hici, BMoA TV EEBEESII AR LY,
BROKWMRRIh Koz (F288K) THM
WP E LTS (Holmes & Strickland, 1970;
Linder, Cooper, & Jones, 1967; Sherman, 1970),
FRHTENHASOTHC X BT AV L ER
ErF TP RHEMYRIE LT vt w
(Collins & Hoyt, 1972; Cooper & Worchel, 1970;
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