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Stigma: A social psychological approach

Hirotaka Mitsui

In this paper, the phenomena of social stigma, -particulérly
the interaction between physically disabled persons and the non-
disabled, were discussed in terms of experimental studies. The.
main point of the discussion is that stigma is seen as a product
\of definitional procéssés arising out of social interaction, and
not as an attribute that peopie automatically h'av.e when they
acquire a trait or quality that may be discrediting. That is,
stigmatization is regarded as a process in which particular social
meanings come to be attached to categorles of behavmr and to
individuals. _
 The following things were found through the review of ex-
perimental studies which were conducted in different situations.
@ The reactions of the normals to the stigmatized are ambi-

~ valent. They can be e1ther hostlle and re]ectlng or sympathetlc .
‘ and helpful depending on the circumstances of contact.
(@ Physically disabled persons not only have the problems of
coping with their physical handicaps, but are likely to experience

social handicaps as well. One social handicap disabled persons
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face is that, in initial encounters, nondisabled persons tend to
avoid social interaction with them. In this situation, one tech-
nique available to the disabled person is voluntarily to mention

his handicap.

M A =k

XNAGERCE TR, BEF (BFER) 2L0X 5 APERMTInE
VB S, EORDMEFRAOLED Ak E BB RIELT 5.

fiEFT L CHFENREE L SHa L, BENRRERZL 2HELT
X, TOEDOFHRLY FRRLDZLFEAPBEERTLIMTLD 5.

LZAHT, 5 LICHENRBRBELFEDME L2, HFEOEHET
MO EHEIE, THIRBELLZEAOFEHCCEEELT, RRE
DENE G STeHSREEBT > i s.

COETIEAT 4 7~ (stigma) BFMBTHSD. AF 4 /<l 5 EH
DRERT BIELT L BIHETR 7\ 2%,  Goffman, E. (1963) 122 h%
KDIDECHBET S AT 4 VvV BEYACLEOR, B, #
OB o7 F Y Y ARRITH 1. ThRABLOE R W WEhT
SETHY, FOBEOT T BEOMHE LORBEIIrBE L L &
5, BNELIADHDHZ LR AN LCEMTHRDEERINILDTH
Sle. BZAARZIADT bR B0, BEEOT LT, TOHE 2T kE
IR, JREEE, EEA—T bbb, BhicH, BUREE, BT bh3
NEFE (LCATOBFTE) ThHDT LA EMLEDTH k. Db
wx ) A PHEORRKL -C, 20o0BKOBARZDOEERZ b,
FBl1OBREBCOZRIX - VT Y L - THBCE bR A-BEOH
EERL Oz, B20RBRCOFRBNER~NDEFXNERT, HHF Lo
REDHENEBELERL Chi. SETREDSHEI, BHOFY o+
EOFHEOBRCULFRTE  HVSRTWAA, FEH2EHTH
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th Eo# iz, AEEBEGAEZVWEREbTOLELIL TS, IbED
Tz %7cn, BLEdh 2 HEOBRACIEMIPELTETNS;
@ 910 |

ZLTC RIS LIAT 4 7 =DHEFEOT>BELE LT OFfF
F7e & BE (bodily abominations), @ AD MK T HET 5754 (chafacter
~ blemishes), @A, Rk, Z#HEALEwthi 5 £ 4 7= (tribal
stigma), ZHIF T\ 5. ,

—7j, Farina, Holland & King (1966) A7 4 7/~% [0 & 18
BRERE, TOADEREREIEL LK D, Ay
b Licicd X 5@l EEE L. ULilinh b, Jones, Farina,
Hastorf, Markus, Miller & Scott (1984) 1325 4 7= & v 5 EERIE
BARERD GBI DONTWD Z EXERHL, =—7 (mark) W58
AT XD CRE L. WEC LI, T~—27 L3 5 HlEeh
TG DB A R TIRETIZD B2, TRABEBICAT 1 7~ EEVD
CHDTRIE] EFHHAIhTHS. 2% ), BEDEMILK - TULFE
LWnWZ E TR Th, fEefe LTRUMIEE LWL 3h5 Lok
REFELS BT THD. : . :
LT AHT, TOAT 4 VOB KRBERL WL &, TEMEW],
MERANTTH B, TREHELY~ATHB] Lol L ETHLRN ZToXt
Srieh, MAbAT 4 F=DMNERRNLZRGC LS. Thbb,
Goffman, E. 28 Lk 51, TAF 4 <L WS EENEE LB D
3, BREEOLOLY b, ThREID % < ABBGTHSD] L\nd i
b EBEZINDTHD. o o
KRBT OTHRO L L1e, MY F %+ » 7% oA (physical
stigma) & —MD A& (the normals) & WRITH U 5 HELEAOREE
Wy BITss LT s, BAKNCEESOEED ST THbh TR e
BIZBALien S, MEOHAFRAL E obaMEAYHLMC LT
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AT 4 F=Ofk& LS
certs.
A5 4 7 < EIAEREE RS B

EREEABL IR, AEBHE RIS ABBRRRREE L&
5B . MO, BEED—HHEAOSIHEYE T, B
FRIERS EVO BRI s T LE S DRERTHS. |

5 L ABRREBRRTIHSNER O 1 2R OB ACETS
5. Thid, OELOTAHFERE LICEFECHRKTHILDTH -
7o b (guilt feelings), @ H LBHELIEABEICEA v * 77 4+ 7@k
CEREND -7V T0hEL, AT 4 /v HABSTAVEDHHFIEE
hich '

Jones, Farina, Hastorf, Markus, Miller & Scott (1984) 13 A5 4 7' =
Lo EAXAHEFRAECRIETEZECOWT, KD 6 20 Al (ER)
HORBERYERLI. ‘

@ Concealability--£ i & DREMBZD BIchh T 32 L2
TEHDh.

®@ Course:--FRUZY AR E - T—Flcd Dd, T e d—HEo%
LD K515 LDps.

@ Disruptiveness- - ZD /DIt ME L DBEEDOBEL S ¥ { Winis
Broteh, HEEAMEF bRIYT52 L0355 00, |
- @ Aesthetic qualities:----- FOZETHELRXF T, T RERELYL -
720, MR EIA7DTDHI5KT LB D DH.

® Origin- - f{RREETELDO X5 L in 7DD, BEEEAY
b B Dhs.

- ® Peril--- 2D L@%ﬁﬁ%&@tkb,%bbébkﬁﬁéa
W fTEI AR T Z & 3B D DD S
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&S, ChOOBERNHATBHICEE TR W £ 2 3L Tl
<, HERBEHELD »TCWHDONEETHS. 1, —F DO AV L (the
normals) 2327 4 /=% &5 ALD HECISWORTRIGE 7 v €3
VY LD THBEELRTWAY, BEMCZED X 5 T8 L ik -
THbhBDTHH 5. |

ZORMBEYE Y HIF -0 s Kleck, Ono & Hastorf (1966) ¢h 2. %
SEE 2 FRCK VT, BEENGEENSEEL S L5 W%
BREVICERE LTz ‘ - o

" Kleck, Ono & Hastorf D

AT 4 = b D ANEDHEEH TS VT, ACEELTS LIRS
Bl#FEnfcnWERS —FT, HECH L TERBEUTEH Ll hidin b
WETAAHE L FREET B LN TR, TDXIV VYRR
EE LAV E G— R ED L5 i BERTOTHS S 2

(F4) #BMrZHbI B LW5 L THRRESMLHERE WHDOH
FTRAE) CRLT [ZORBRIIHEREC S, h 7e AU E DEBREIK
Jt5 (GSR) OB ThB | L OYREE BT, HEDICEE Y Mt
Lic. 25 LIoRIETS 5 | AOEBREME (B0 7 5) OFRE
DZEELi: (ZOMIG S ROERENNEIhT). ¥ 7 7 DHEHE,
DR LTREREFNL L, FUTAZEL T 2%E (NHEH) &, ©F
WTTAZLTL %8 (HEH LAREShE. +7 7t AfcE
BROBEY L5 L CREXYERN L, B TREDOFEBELR R L. Th
EF BB INBHAOEMO ok b, HFH L CEM LAEE
*BEOHT 2 & TH -7 (information seeking). Zhz b, EbbAHE
BEHELILDIERETHDD L L ENRThbhic. TOBRIER Y2
5 MEEE Ll »ic. H 7 FRERENLFEINICEM Y A P ESL
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T, $pBECSEEOBMAYERE L. C0LX0HEBECEELLLY A
BIHD TEREZIC L 5 CTF = » 7 Shiz (opinion distortion DgEE).

R 7 5B 25&HRERERN LR E2L b, # AL LTHE
BTFOFERCRER RIS . FLGSROBELENED, HE
BT NHEHEEEB LT, GSROBRERERBEINREE IR, oh
BHEETDa2 vy 7 ) 7, AP VARELTLOLERINT:.
HEHCFERICGVEMEFCBEL TR, AR THEBEXPEEARK
ZRFEH IR ol BL, HEEDHFPVEREEB O FBRCRFFH
E LT, | ¥
—77, HEERWEEL T, HEGOWEBREINHEM & L T
ERIKT IR O, BEE TR S LEcEME, HEBDO M ThHE
CEWRERRLE V7 (94) KW THRBHSh:. ¥-H4%
BOEBBONICTFRERLZ L, Bl sdbntt-Tkh, B
4 % oRIE L BFRPCAFI I T c s E 2R LT (E1).

#£1. THRERE:EROEHOES

N H &4 H4M4 (204) H4&HE® (9 4)

(2042) (overall) (uncomfortable)
OB R E ® 6.32 5.63 4.77
ZHEOEME 2. 65 4.25 5.29

@EMNITS. ORBEBEOBCHENLD, TNELRE LI CHEED > bD
9 £y DEEHER. HEMCE D HTHhicEBOKRITHSES (overall) & 7R

EDZ Ehb, GBI~V F 1%+ TREDADBEELHFER L
LCEE LBk, ORMEE EEACELED OB 5 HRF
ADEREEBIICHEET L5 £ T500dh, AT Vi 24 FReRicin b
T, OQWHEENRT ) LEFRBEYREIKRT I wicdn, B
LEENRIDER DT WL, BRERELAERE.
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Comer & Piliavin MOFze

IEDHEERTEET 5% T —~D1 2L LT FSE2 3=
F=Ya VD RBRLEDTFONS. TcbziE, TELOERERCYE S ]
EDBEWEILYESS L5, HEOBX L eye contact DELHL L2 U
T, TDANDLDEREONLEKI R TERMTLIENTES. &R, ©
CRIE T I LAY B BT ES, £5 L-IESENTFHD
BHLERSHECEST 2B NRERECHS. FEH~vT 1%+ v 7%
%otkkmﬁﬁﬁﬁmkvf,:@ﬁK%BLtbﬁKhnga%&
Comer & Piliavin (1972) T 5.

ik, Kleck 23, BESBECKIT 2BEZFEO MO KIGCEIY B 7
DR 1T, Comer & Piliavin 0;1»‘/-7“4.:\'—% o THLDARZBNS
RIGx#8BE L.

(65 WRBWEASV VAL =7 REABHRERRY) ~E ) v 2 —CA
B LTy B BIBENETH oF (AFREFERLIN L BE124, RE
B D BEL0%, LEFHEO BE-4). WEE TADLIE TREDA L
DHEVEENTED L5 RFEERTI] L\ ) 5 —<DEREENT
X5 RD LI KRECERTORBEYEREF TENL TL
¥, ThitDMbRWEOA (+7 9) pEMETABS, ThicEET
Brlich b LHBLEE V75 AFOCEBER L. V7 D&Mk
LTI, QERTICHE T\ %%HE (Handicapped &) &, @BT%
FIELTHWTL 5 BE Normal 445) LARESHI. WIh O &
TL 7 I REPICTTED MY S0, BRENEET LB LT
W ABFBER RO C LI L. Ehd by 2 50 T8 IRITESES %
HBHL\5 LT CHECHEEREFRELTI . KYnaoks
LEFFCEORBY 3 L3 LEL. 208, ORKZOEEHE, OA
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ERBFDAR-YOBEE, L\ ole7 —~0b LEGEEI0HBEDE
e dhte, SHEREIEHER TRCEMERLFE S, EERE
R 5 RIS T 5 & 5 LFFbhic.

FER) 2 7131 AT Handicapped & Normal &0 HEEEZE O & £
HE LTI EDL, TOREBEBRHRIKEDTH ~7c. FIHEIERD
HRIKRDOBY TH - GE2). |

F2. MEHCBTLIHEEFROKE

Length of |[Motor Interper- |Smiling
interac- |score/ in-jsonal itime/inte-
tion (in [|teraction |distance [raction
minutes)|length (in inches)|length

No. smiles| % eye
/interacti- |contact
on length jtime

Confederate

Normal 6.55 093 | 67.5 091 028 | 18.2
gggghca' 9.56 135 | 79.2 098 041 | 23.0
t B 2.83 2. 64 3.67 | <1 2.36 2.36

P <.01 | <02 | <.o01 ns <05 | <.05

Note. —N=15 in each condition.

" Normal £&#2E10 T b3 Handicapped 44084 b i
LT QHEEXIVBIRTIECIC L, QREEPIEELY TE L
GBS LS LTk E &, @F LR eye contact b4 /s B ok
l, QHEZDEVFILVWIOLERE T »lcZ &, OHEEEL
DEBEERE L > Tkt b, @FUELLHIITE 272D LT »T
WicZ &, BlbsIh.

UEDZ Eint, —BOANSELEHEIHAYT 4% ¢ » P bOAED

HEFASEC R WTE, BEVWHAREEYELTEY, HFOTEHLEAS
EHLTWAI ENREINT:. ’
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Carver, Glass & Katz (DHF?E

AT 4 V= b O AT HARBR 7T v EA VY R DTHDHEED
NTWBH, TOREINT, QAT 4 7=%A5 ANET 5 Tl ADiHE
Lot BE LWREXEL Cn5E &, MIBOHRI Y AT
4 TRFMINDZ L, OBREENEE LS AVEEELBL WS L E
i, BIBEOHRID Z2HT 4 TRFMEIND 2 LD D, LOMRENH
E£Xh w5 (Dienstbier, 1970) . = 5 U7 B &3 “positive prejudice”
EEER T B A, Carver, Glass & Katz (1978) 3B AR H L /e~ v
T4F v v 7hBE STHALBRT A IFERRERME, —Bo AV L34
SMCEEL VL EREIN TV AR EZBHCHRAL HER TR ows
EE .

(F) 7FrAKEOLTEAE (004) HEEREL LT THETRICHE
TAHEE | kBN, Hibiks v & A1 Bogus Pipeline &4 (BPL)
& Control &r gy hTHhi.

BPL &0 BB XMWY IBEOEMLIHIERERL TLES LW
5EBHENC LT, HA5AYDOHEHERLRELTHA T, COHEET = » 7T
BrorRpbhic (fod 2, HH—AH TR, Bc—RER.

—75, Control &4 TR ULHBROHEELHELTA T, £DOAWD MK
EEEOERLEF L) FTHBTS & 5 ek bhi. FAEOMLE
¥, BPLEAWOHBREZLVERRERFEDL T2 2RV OEREANST
BHH5ENHTETH T, L THT, & OEERFCRT Ihi- AW,
- DEA, OFFHIA~VT 4 F e » THLOAN, OBATRESE, O3 %K

TH -7, | ‘

(#) Bogus pipeline iz oW COHBIE=H (1985) &,
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(BR) HKBEERIIVEBE» O/ sHMEHMOEHETH 7. TEGH
DGR, EIGBEHO 53 (BPL & Control) & #HEELD EBH: L OREICH
BRRIERNRHE IR, |

Tichh, WEHEENRBEAOSS, BPLS&#: o Fiix Control &4
LHBLTEBRAZHT 4 7hbDEfcoTwie. —FH, ~"VF 1%+
TaS S AR TAFMEEEG B CFENTH -7 (K1).

A-——-a Bogus Pipeline
e——e Control
45 -
o
2
s
=
g,
= 40 -
35 | { |
Handicapped Nonstigmatized Black

Interviewee

K1, EirFHEcE S BSFEoMER

LLEDFERN D, —BOAVLRBACKHLTAFT 4 7 iR
TWBIRED, FRAAERE THLMCIRIEWOIL THSMRRRE
LOAMTH D] S EEEDIL WA DTHY, L5 Lic DK
D INLWHEIX(BP L&MW, K0 F 454 7GR E LT
BLiEmshic. —F, FERKA~AVT 4 e o T o ARKT B
[RBEECAR DT 4 TTH T ELDWTIE, BARKT BEAIE~T
AHT 4 T IEREDOHEI SR HH SR T B dTh 5 L3
Ihic.
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ﬁémﬁyf4#+ykaT®X?4f7

~Goffman, E. 1963) (325 4+ 7 =% A S NIADPLEH—E D AL
EDOMEEREE T, ¥FTHEETNEHEALLT OFAOHALER
L, @QtDEANDLRT, BHGVRELTWDZ EBEETE, ZLidh
vaé.%bf:@%m@,@aﬁﬁEm%mﬁ@Aﬁf%%cg%%
D, MEDWBDOHFTCELAXBIEIED, Lo EENR-TL 5.

o & 2 1E, Kleck & Strenta (1980) o —@#EDEE TlY, 24T 4 77t
SETAMEE 5 BIEORE (TANARE, BCBHOLA) LELRES
hic&BoWEHRBE X, H2MRFEMABR BT (7 vaArF—FEDOA)
ML HB LT, HEFORICEBREE - TWDZ M 5 Ik Zh
o, Ticdoh, OHCERDO DD NGHFORBOB NI/ > TLE
52&, QTADABREBIHFENRRERL CW52 L P RLEREHETF LT
CEHMLTLED, LWVWHotBEETHS. -

CDXSRAT 4 V=& A5 ADHEEABE L > Tnwd 2 L3 TFEIh
720, TRRBBMLIEDTEEEARIENRBEDLINALLE LSRR
BhBHE, —~BDOANCERELS LIt EVE 2 TEBET#T W ER
5 X 31 (Snyder, etal, 1979). Fo#EE, WHEOLEPERT—B
JERL, HEHEMLEL /s, 25 LREEAIMT5HKE LTRE
INTDN, AT 4 F=HAIANBELDRAT 4 V<R OWTCEDLZ LT
BY, FRICE - T—ROAD L DLRSLAEEFNCHMET S & &4
WTH otz | | ' ‘

Farina, Sherman & Allen OF%¢

Farina, Shefman & Allen (1968) biﬂ%$$gﬁ%%k%@5§%%p:y¢j~ 5
B L TR—BO NS L DRIEH RIS & O LROE B & 77 75 -
7. : ,

(109)
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(FH) FrFKEd 60%) »EREEL b, TROADARLTORA=
Ta=r—vav] CKETHIERCBMLL. EEBREBOMFRL LY
77 (B 1%, OE/FTFORE WHE) RWiz@FPRXVET T
B ORAE (NWEH) TBBLE. GEATHAZIILT — < HESL
THEBREY BT 570 C, (REAFOMBER, B5DOMWE Tl ik
E), V7 FXOBLHBLETHALE ERERTHENE (TLH) LO%
D LB ET—ThHBHERbEDLEME (NTHEH) #BAL. RWTH
EX« OFBCRASh, R Liny, MANERE Lt -
TR —VvEBRYTLHIOSR EETF bR, EEEEESM TS 7
SDORBIA, B, CO3IDDAL ,F2 LMD, BIhic s~V
(AABCA) BLHT L THY, MEXZLCREE L TERY 3
y I35 2 b D 2 LIl 5T (3081T) . RBEHIERY 2 v 7D
S L T DRHEREITH o 7.

(#BR) HEBEHERAROBYTHBH(FE3). EX>a » 705 & (inten-
sity) B L TR &M BEIZA bR »Tcds, FRi (duration)
KOWTRERTEYE W-TEW-NT) OFBNFECE L ks,
CDEBRBERTFEBO 7 SOFRL Y FEN bR E2RTE
DEBRINI. BL, A7 4 /'~LERTH0ELDOEMBETIER >
a v 7 DEBECEEEZELLILL I o1,

£3. BRY = v 7 OVIGHEE & FISH (% REFI5H)

% vis pis Intensity @ Duration @
W—T 4.8 86.2 |
W—NT 6.0 105.6
NW—T 5.1 149.5
NW—NT .- 4.9 135.1

@RMEMATHIUT, L D> 2 v 7 BRT. QBEALE 1/100 .
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BL, FOBDOBRILTLL ZOKELYSHTILOTEIh T,
ek ¥, RO X5 e RIAMEI N T 5.

Mﬂls, Belgrave & Boyer DHZE

Hastorf, Wildforgel & Cassman (1979) 3 kg2 wE% s L C, &
e~y F 4 % 4 y 7% i -7z A (paraplegic) 2 B8 5 HEE B @O
EFHd - T—TH2KTOREC) 2T, EBLDOAE—BAFELYLE
W BRI L.

D7 — 7 RBBZADEBLD YT 4 F vy TROWTERT 54
e, BRUMCEELLBRIN W, ZORRE, BATERTS
FHEDTBFRNILFHEEE O e 2 LB bR SR,

FBRORA L KREATOMEDOREIER L L THY HiFicDn Belg-
rave & Mills (1981), Mills, Belgrave & Boyer (1984) ‘TH» %.

(FH) HREI-BIEEFEOLTRETHY, Bro—HL L CER
S EFIhi. ERECR ST 5L, RREX TH 5 1 ADFEN
ECWEnWIhEd, BERBDAZERTS) EE5TF 5 2C, TRED
HEIMFERRECI O BRI LcZ &25, FOD X5 B8y RITTH
EWVWBZETHD, BEPHCEAY . 7 ~FRE oL ERALGEY
LicZ EORENHEINS ) LERFREYHULC. £ L HEDL2S
MerF&icl>cils L, BRREATHIZ L EKE L. L2 HNER
LR EDBT, TVER 7RI -7 b D ThD, K18 5ME
ESRTHTH -] ERBALES 2T, FHLWAKEY BT 5/,
CHIEZELTWA XS] LBERMEEFELL. £0LE, $51AD
WERE (KDY 27 9) R - T& . WIEEREHFRET T, OERF
F, BOZOEBEHA - TERELR - TEL.
%%%@#ﬁ7k%ﬂﬁ®§%ﬁ%?&bffﬂ#ﬁof(%if
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CHREZEL TWS X5k G TRE L. ZOMiy 7 S3EHEY R
o TROGHRIFEEAL 2. . ,

@ Request mention £+ 27 SIIREDOREIH oTLEL, &£5
Lich DAY ERELL W% L ERHEHCKSE, HBRECH,
o C, TTHRERAD, BELXTT > CWETERADL. BUVLIT R EBEW
THHDTRREFFRE EDnRVDTT ] EBEARL. HREVLAILHOE
Ba Ll FCEBRENR-TEL. ZLTH 7 5 DHREORI TR
HZERWERLICH 2T, FLVWBRELRD 2 TR o7k, R

@ Relevant request &y 7 1% TTHRERAD, BEPTT S
TWIRIETERAN LT E o7, DMk Request mention £eff:&
ALTH5.

@ Irrelevant request &7 S1X T TRERAD, DT ZRD
BYER 1AL T T 2 A ] EEA K. ZOffi Request
mention &HFERITTHS.

@ No request &, ® Nondisabled &{:Tix, WFhi v 27 F xR
BEVPR->TL5E TR > TEMKRKERYEA T,

KREIR-TLBE, BBRERZHNZCEAL, BDT NBFHE LD
L3RBT Hh] OHMTERD. ERCY 7 71O\ TOHISRERE S
T725 L5 KB LTz,

FHER) TTROCHE1BEHOLFHEORHEETE LT, FHHCER
ZDIRNZ ERHED bz, RWTHE 1EH LH 2 BB ORHEELD DB
IS L RDOREEYL L. REEEX social.} interaction (- 7
FE—HRNWDZ L) BFOEAREALBRE LI E I NTH T (FE4).
ZFD#5E, Request mention 4ff & No request 44 © [ K O No
request §ff & Nondisabled i & DHICHERENRL S huic. —7F,
W7 T ERT BRIV TR, SEMCEBRENR bR »T.
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4. Social interaction ¥ fFirFE~DEL

% S A B ooy H
Request mention » 15 +1.60
Relevant request _ 15 +0.63
Irrelevant request | ' 18 —0.50
No request 15 —0.73

' Nondisabled 13 N +111

MEDKENBRD Z LIS R, O—ICAT 4 /<& ol A
(disabled person) & DEflAE BT AEERABI 5 2L, @F 5 L
@ﬁ@ﬁ%bﬁfwﬁﬁﬁﬁmiéﬁ%ﬁ%m:&ﬁ% AT 4 TS
DADBEATEHLDAVWERERTS kﬁﬁ%ﬁbtﬁib%%ﬁb,
WEEARIGET S & -2 s, LERShE.

Bullman & Wortman QOFF%E

B D~y xfhi5lﬁﬁ$&%ﬁ%0aﬁbtkvkm,%h
BED X5 RIFEDTRHALIS ELTWEDTH 5 5 iv. JERDE
&, LOMOREME, BEEDHEREIC L > THEADNEDEFIRRER >
{BTHD 5B, L?hkbf%ﬂ%ﬁ@%f@%@u%& %oﬁé;
EMBEL LS. .

\_0),1’—'?‘%_01, C, Bullman & Wortman (1977) 0i§§1)$ FHik, 5?4’ e
v P D%E, SROTER I AT K1 X HIEEEERE © 7 b, TR HURE
(paraplegic), WFWEHWE (quadriplegic) L7cBFE (F5294%) X
LC—EOBER T 5 AT, V=i 75— Rl b
DYANEYTF =Y g VADEHELFIEOWTOESE 2B LR L.
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(FH) WEERRE (H23%, X64) BvraxhHbV LI F—vy
Vw2 —EABELTWABHBREEETH D, BHICH s XDE
£1316~35%, BHEIABETHD L ERBTH 7.

&5 HEREROBE (FHELRERS)

Interview item ' ‘ M SD

How much do you blame yourself for what happened ?

(0=not at all, 5=completely) 1.897 2.093
How much do you blame each of the following factors

for the incident which brought about your present

disability? Please assign a percentage of blame to

each factor, so that the overall assignment of blame

totals 100%.

Self : 29.655 35.555
Other people 119.310 30.317
Environment - 17.414 ~ 28.959
Chance ' 33.621  35.755

To what extent do you believe you could have avoided '
what happened? (O=not at all, 5=completely) 2.345  2.040

How happy are you now (not at this moment, but at
this stage of your life) ? (0=not at all happy, 5=extre- .
mely happy) 2.963 1.160

Considering the best and worst things that could happen '
to you in your lifetime, where does your present
disability fit into the scale ? (0=worst that could ha-

ppen, 5=best that could happen) - 1.276 1.412
Internal-external locus of control scores 10.966 4,516
Just World scale scores .22 19.575
Religiosity scale scores : 87.607  18.381

In your opinion, how well has the patient coped with
his or her disability? (l=has coped extremely poorly,
15=has coped extremely well)
‘Social workers’ responses 6.931 3.184
Nurses’ responses 7.448 3.397
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HHEZITDORAADREYL 2725 2 THREECRERECH 1 MM
NEEx T/ otc. BMETRTE2 57 4 v 72 I0BHICD W T D B,
Rotter @ I-E scale, Rubin & Peplau @ Just world scale, Poppleton
& Pilkington @ Religious attitude scale DfE{T, FEikie oW\ TE 5 #
ZTCHB0D0, SERORBLEG I ERETHEIZEN L DAL,

—Ji, TREPOETY — vy b 7~ ~REBHEENS TRENED
BE) YY) REAICEHEA CTHDEE] BROWTDIEEN L b,

R HEEROBMEIERLSCRLLBL THS.

Fh g, OFOEHITET S - LN TEREEL T b, Jeik
TAREEFER D o), BADEMLEDOWEECRERDOELY
HAESTRBTAEANE RORD 2 &, QEihtEs & Th b DR
DEBIZTOELZBEEERIURBEIRAHALZED S 2 &, HBHELMC
Ihic. ¥V ~EY T~ g vyAOFH A (coping) i oWTik, @ff
EA T B AN o7 D, BHIZEG B S LATER LA 5T
X, V€Y7 —va VERHDERBRCL ECHEINED, BAIZHA
BUbhicWC b, QURCESBS 2 EHT2EABIhE, Ve
ey VELERITH D &, BRIhE (356). |

#6. HELEORRBL VY~V ~OFELZS

Poor Copers Good Copers
Perceived
- avoidability Low High Low High
self-blame self-blame self-blame self-blame
High 5 , 4 0 5
Low ' 4 1 5 4

Ehie, Mllk, HikBNzn sk Bredbildhidicbich old]
EWH BT AR (BEEREEYEL), OWENIR D bhi-z &
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(104), OB« FhIACEELLETDOZE(84), OFD L5 EHS
FoRTWEZE(T4), OBLDEEHPHWETREAYES Thi
:&(&%,&votw@@%@ﬁhﬁfﬁok;

D EDHERNDL, OFHEIHET LN -IEELZTEY, LHbEL
DIEED T HADBECELBEY OFELR, FHE B ol
£, Q5 LIHEIZXBESHDEATEN LY Vv —FERK X 23K C
HolBHEaDBECETHI AE IR &, tERERHINL.

Z7‘4ﬁ“?%45§ﬁ@W£@ & 2

x%4ﬁv%ﬁotk&@ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ@ﬂéhéﬂm&Lr,:hif
b DEFEDHRCHBAT L EARh D7D Ld, OFFLOHSE
WHESE BRI L L5 HICH - Thwm L < 7l & k&AL & Cib
IRLHERERY, ThETELTCE L TACLZELDTRCHE LY
bORFTED] v 7l B (a belief in a just world) 2MREEN 5
XOBZINTLEI LD, LusFBRRIhTnD. Lz, A
KEBLLTHRAT 4 /2 AT ADELEER LD, WELTH
LFBLIAFET S L o TBHIEEOBRBI Y - CHHIIS.

Las L7cais, Langer, Fiske, Taylor & Chanowitz (1976) 132 5 L
e EETER AT 4 S =B A ST ACAT bR BIFSDE (desire to sta-
re) LENEAREERC L LT F 548 (desire not to stare) .
DEHEH HLRIET 5 FARMES (novel-stimulus hypothesis) # $21g
Ule. WS g, ©OBOEENS b RRER, ©F5 LB
B OFERIHED S, OB NEEOEMIL K55, &botﬁﬁfb
TEE - CRIEBShB LTins. |

BT DEHREBET A, HERERT S LB Ui
OB X PHEMNCHWEEYRHBE L THVWSZEEL, 20X 5k
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WTCEHAT 4 72 A>T ADEE R GEE T 2 REILEBDO ADEEDY;
BLDARIDTHS S ETFALL. ERERIEHEZTHTHLDT
Bole. LBLEEHIAYT 1 F v 9 7HASTCARZFET S L0 o1 H
FIXRHMEhah ol bbb, A7 4 Y~OfEYHRT BRI
DANQE & PREFELEMRELRFN TS LN ETHSH L ERL .

—77, Katz, L (1981) AV EREHBBHI~v T s F 4 » 7% b oA
KR LTRTRIEE, OKE, FEE TRV REL, O, &
B, ERLVCSRENIADFL ST vES VY MR DTHY, HE
BEEH T 2 ESNRRFRELRED, Ebbh—T~OBuRIRISE Tt -
THET % L\ 5 K3 (ambivalence-induced behavioral amplification)
iR L7, ' .

Fek 2IE, TH LT vEAVY N ERBEATLOERBELYEDLE
BT LB THA D LOFRCKSE, FORURECOERT & EAE
ThELICA, @RFERK A, OFBFTERBVA, OWTOHF
BEOFEL KD LT, BDTIhLD AV EDFENEREDRRT
LB (RoT 4 7&Ex7T 4 TiElEx 5E52) BF LTSk H
W5 & 5 CER Uie (RERMIL ). BScsEEmoy LT, B
AT O — 4w £ L (Handicapped-positive 44, Handicapped-
negative 44, Nonhandicapped-positive ), #FH#EE OIS F iz
KD, ' : o : |

S2EALE BT ambivalence-induced_behavioral amplification K% % %
55D THD, (BHERNAAVFT 4 F v » THLDOAD &L OFEIRLE
HE2HTHHOHMCE L REORIZ (T EA VY ADBRIER
=), Handicapped-positive & T i ZYEM, Handicapped-negative
&M COREWFHG L B HER b oz L3R Ehe. FhEaEm
ERDOADLEHE S R I iz (7). | T

EHIRELDIRD L & TOPZTIED %A, Linville & Jones (1980)
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KT, BVEEM BT 5 RICER L FEE

Target groups N
Disabled Obese Tall
Latency 39.19 36.82 35.41
Favorability 6.14 1.23 5.54

Note: N=101 for all groups

124+ (out-group) & A& (in-group) @ » v -3 —TldE D FF{Hs 2
BT EERER L. Thbb, QAU LOFEMAA (schema) 1X5HEER
RRTHHEIVL, BOVFBTAREROFTRAI DV EHE LTS
Zk, QFDERL LT, MEMD 2 v~k AR L b B b
DEEHYRTWVWI L, @lcbziX, AU LS RFENRFERIE2 bhi:
ELTh, SERD 2 v A R/ 5 MENEROBE L T, Xb
ROT 4 7lsbD ey, BENKERPBRINCEECIID X HFT
4 ThFACEERST VL, P LML,

ZH5LTCARDE, AT 4 VR BASTARRTSE 24T 4 73O
B, RARADOFKENRTLEIN, BENLBERIBE 53R
el bEL b A. _

LTAT, AT 4 7<% B o>lc Ne—fD N & &0 LERIE M2 S
L, HFELWHTOMHLERLRET S Z LIXWETHA 5 b

= D E2\ T Scheier, Carver, Schultz, Glass & Katz (1978) 13~
T4 7=k A ST ACBT 5 EAR K ERO R (personalization) 723 #F
ERAFME L5 L &L Tk », Lerner & Miller (1978) 1%
WL OR—EBPHERHE LV S TER B S RB LB T 5. L
DU D, AT 4 VLW HBNRAT 4+ 7= 5T5E L4580
HHE STHEBERDOED F L ABEOT 2T nBEE, TORREH
oo TOEANBHCEXBEROB S Z LALLM THS. SRIISERM—
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