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A Research Trend on Self-Attribution Theory

Kotaro Monden

HRORBEF RO TH A (consistency theory) & K ¥ i B Y HH T (e g
Festinger; 1957, Brehm & Cohen; 1962, Abelson et al.; 1968) -t iz L TEEDRE
(attribution) BEOREBIZEZE L4 D2dh B (e. g, Jones et al.; 1972, Harvey et al.; 1976,
Harvey & Smith; 1977, Eagly & Himmelfarb; 1978), A#H X cXIEREHROPF T HTR
R OB » BAN T HIER & OB 2RO BE, B8, FER - ERoREIZ W ToDs
% review 43,

RREEILIZ DL T ORI FEZ O alternative explanation & LT Bem o BCEEHZNL
BLCLISE, WEHY crucial KX ¢3R4 0H, BERHETI2HABHBTEL, K,
TAERXBESOTECRED» SREL T 2 LW HCAEERITABZOTE» L 0FR
PEELTAEOHRNFONNER S LIRSS ERICIFET 581555 © dynamics %[
BT 2IAEREIHROBAECEREIRL S, L LITAZBLBELELVBA—THEHAED
IRERERO EANRELE BTAREERIC HYT 2L £Xx 505 (Nisbett & Valins; 1972,
Kaufmann & Solomon; 1973, Harvey & Smith; 1978), RNFFfIEHR & HCOMEHs 2 g4
X, R RER CRBAFEDO XV ie. RPN & 2 RHRQBERZEM L CTHMRRBIZ RS X
IFESIT LN ZORRBERLPE 2 350, HECARER CTREBEE U TORHR 21
R TREPTHE LGS, TEHCRAG SBEPHENINZOBRBICEVWTRTAEZERS S
BEEIFMTHD LT, [RAVTHNERCRAZXESONNTE L EXLTILDIZA
LB REBEY D VT, —F Bem 0 BECHREEHR CRARITE2FHAT 2. 0AN
BREE% 5 b 3.l (McGuire, 1968) &5 X% 5,

BEIOR - IR TR ERIEIZL v, BALERLWEOEH /MW ER e.g., placebo &z 7
BL22b, FFEERT OV TONNES e.g. OIS SHR - IFRT S L 5 LREBED 5 3
HERZLOMEBETHR N, BCHMEERCEWTITEH0RE» SRBRERAISWZE LR LA
(e.g., Bem, 1965, 66 ; Bandler, Madaras, & Bem, 1968), =i L OBF5EMHES GCaEH
wWEEDIREER CRBRON TELHEE, AHAIC L% arousal DR LFEBMEL &
S TCETHh LTHBRERE WM FHLxOh5E X5tk -7 (e.g, Zanna & Cooper, 1974;
Cooper, Zanna, & Taves, 1975; Zanna, Higgins, & Taves, 1976), % /38 »-RFRILEEEEIC
DOWTOBRAREXFEOIHL, TECX - THRODTHEERIDER D ETHRFE—BEHS X
AN - TE ) (e.g, Scott & Yalch, 1978),

TBOREE - BEEORETRETTEHLIRY LLER - EE2HOAHIC LY RE (X
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R KR EHEEF FEW L EXXV
BB L, £REI0PRIBE BAHR) T30 WIA-EACHSEE~DORRIS TS
JERFHER Y, RIADHDOEE 2 ERFHE L, AOFE L2 B/NEE—ECRENEE, b
BVEEKA~DESDOELRBIM, MADEE L BRI IS 5 —H OB ENTE— 5 [
—EAR & B BADRRIC BT 2D, HEES L OBFErORFESHERR DT
RS BREREPEE LOWANARHECRIZL VFHBE S hi,

I. 8% £ % {t
1. BACHEER Bem (1972) 3, AZXHLOFTEHRIRMNE - RUOBEIZI VY EHDORE
ELBEHEONNRELHEN L (Bem, 1965, 66) PIRTIREGTRHMELRSH X LORAKEICE
WTRBAIBEZEIRLILBIC VDL L [HIRBECOWTDORADHERLE, TOADTE%:
HELCRBEY #HdT5 MEo ¥k l: L program (2 X3 ouvtvput statement Th 5, |
(1967b, 1968b) & L7z, #L T = DRI & bﬁﬁ%xﬁfﬂﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁgﬁﬁéh’clﬂtiﬁ%ﬁ%% 3
BBIXNB L L7 (Bem, 1965, 67), | | |
2. HCHEERCIZITHIAKROBR = = Tk Bem (1965) i L % Cohen (1962) o ff
REE LT %5, Cohen (1962) (X {E0MBELH CcHlE S PITEHEE » TV HBE ie. 70
HIRBEE L B 2385 T essay 2 Er i (RGRLHRE & BENE (GREBE % LI,
R MR TR O 0 & 0 RBER LR L, DR RIER T Z DHFERBRED &
BEEHRME TR ERL 9 2P ERMcRERL AR\ WO CTRER L E T EHBE LA,

Bem (1965) i EoEERFHE L K5 TH B RRRBELHA S0, Lo KRR

% replicate L7z, ZLTC ZOFKBRLBCHEERY? S EHRMc WL T LB E2THT S
essay #EWICAR, BPHRBFEO LI KEMEMTTRERL, TOADRLPLDTENIESS
EFEDORID SHER SN L LEIEST & LTCOTBROGEDLER2BOLp ol 20X
51z Bem (& “MBENTEZE - S®30TREL, THRBELR X€3,” LW HRE
B420DThb.] (Wrightman, 1972),
3. YEAREE® salience 4t Bem (1965) & [ U FHic5EER L7-FT, Jones, Linder, Kie-
sler, Zanna & Brehm (1968) (X UK R » 87, Lo LEEE I simulation RO S o)
HRBE? 2 B 20T, EFRDEEDL Sbhikd o7, Z0O%E»L Jones 5% Bem DfERIxfE
B DB ATIER (e THRBE) ORMIKLZI0TH ) BOMEERVERIh S
ik blwe L,

SHICH L Bem (1968b) X HEMEER CTRUMRBE2THELZ IO L LTW2D THIHiRE
EZ#H ) Jones LEITLOERTD S OBELIIRAEXIEL L simulate LTuwiewne Liz,
ZLUTCEELL simulate L7234 e WIMIBE 2 BIEZICHK 1 kD) - 2B A1k Bem (1965) »
replicate L7zD7% 5, Jone & (1968) (k& b d ek SFHOMEBEMR L LR L T E L,
S Z THIEABBEE D salience DOR[IRAEIEE k- T (e. g, Afonson, 1969)0

Lo LEELRFRER SRV, THRESTRHERSEI HEMENEE % & L1z Bem
DEXIFFLWVWELTS, Cohen (1962) T®D S T & » THHIBENRTRIEHE TS » i EHH
BPELIRThD, REOHBE LT - Td SKEHBETH - EEXBZHVIRYETHA I,

simulation Tk < EEEDOERRBE COUFRYR Y HOMEER CHN LI 3HE%RTD
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& L7z Bem & Mc Connell (1970) %, FMHIMRAERICE T2 S FUPRBEL ERCHE
TERWET TELAOHBERGREBELRILLE L, - TRBEEZLLTHTIMLZ
RERUTORVWCERRL, THMERTOMEL L 2BRERE LN S BCOEERNE
Bahiob L, S IR, JBERE, MERHCO PN CTHBIRGECT CoigE (188
DRREFETOHZHBIZHTH L) LRADOIUBT essay 2EF -/, BEEIELRZFT
(% essay D%, MBENE (e BRKBE) NEOINhE, HRBEBEL RSB TR essay 4,
WHREE 2B A LB TRERBENHIE S hi,

RERLOKRIMERE L BIREFAERI i?b%ﬁ%ﬁ%T?Tﬁﬁﬁ%#%bbhtoT
BRABERHOMNICK L BCAEER TRAHAIC &L 2 BER L~ DBEHEARE LR ey, JE
FURFETIX essay 2BV LFERZERECIINERLERBECE B2 0RBRECANRE LA &
# %, RAMBO A VvE—TMEC I ok, cOL I ICHEREFRICERIHLTE L -
R Tk - 7257,

REBFEOKRLBREOCT ISR, HMHFEL Y essay OHMITHR- THELTE Y,
¥RBOFEINE L THREOHB L v A BARE & SRR OO BRI &EH
sl CHERPIHRE AT IHAEEOMHBE L vV I BREEICEVWIOL LTHEESH
FELERL, RRBEPTHRBEIC L - TfRb-oTWAELRLT, ILBOBESE(LL:- &
BoypbnwIRiL, RBRBEOAYE 62AFSIA) PELLAICIWSTERCELLLELE
2 7HBEPE (9N KBETERLACRBEELR2MELTCHR, Z0OEDL DS IFRBE=
BREBE Y SNB3WLRBEASEIERL LB s Tt aEIh e L BEAEER
NEEINIE L, LHLEYESE =T Bem @RPMBEROIE SR CHIHIRBERERIC
BHELilhh-o0lk, BHEEERITRHEMERES ?‘gkukéofﬂﬁéht&’e"mih@#%%
FERCERL S 2L L TRENERIEHEL AR -7,

F - TEHEERBEIZ X VHEEE % salient |2 Lo BEPREIBIZ I, S IcHHIRBE M5 X
T salient ITh - 73B4, HOAEERZO LS LRKBELWHRBE L A THETER L
5%, THAER TRXOEED salient [k WIZTH & OB BEICR b, FRETTRE
FUHERDOIZHDEITHREL BV EOBRBEELLLTWEFHI I 5, Ross & Shulman
(1973) (% Bem & Mc Connell (1970) DSEEFHEIZ, essay ODEBICHOSOWMEBE Y He 3
EE&HE AL IHERE RBEEECRBEREGEORRELERONPEELREOHRIIE Shn
Dot [EE, FEEVE TR CBIREMVIESEIRSMA & » BERL—THMESKP R ol BE
LD ME TIERBERIZAF 9 AVBILEEE LB EEBRBETRI2AF 8 ABFEEL,
HECERENPR ORI, ThRHEPEWC CERBECRBERITEIN L EEXOHER
HCRERLL-ED L I NHREROFITHEFE - 7,

FREMHOR Y CFHFREMFE2EIEL T Harris & Tamler (1971b) (%, #IHARRES S BAfE I [H
IR CIPHFZR le. EFRBOFVBEFEFL v BRI LHRACEBEELT 2 E1E
Lh, BOHMEERIIRT S L 3hi,

%)JEE“EE@EE%éS & salience DEffRH 5 Green (1974) XKD X 5 FHLE, BOHER

R CIXBEIREE O X (X non-salience DREN LK ITIXHE L 2203, TEFIERKC
@ﬁ%&@tT%ﬁik%(&b,T%ﬁﬁﬁ«@ﬁﬁ%%hkohf%kb%ﬁaLf@%&
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H#RXFEHEET S KEXXV

BlIKEL 2B EFRINI, TLELLOBRIEOHRIZOVWTE, BCMEERTREIZE
M DB R THHIRBE DB X BRI, AHAER TRBRIN/KEWEY, ENL
DNDTFHR EENTRBRIC 2 Y, B S P/ NORESEOFHRE RV EFHSh, FHRER
BIBEHEZTRF L,

4. BRGTTOREZLL - BE R SREHEN S L 2 RRATNHIER L o thodt
BHRE ShiBMEtTcoRERL - BAMRIEIC SN, Bandler, Madaras, & Bem (1968)
T S 3 LEK shock 8% - L R TRITHIERZ v 2B LT shock [T 2 - i3k
VAR E B S SERET S L BRI —EEE, TOEE S BRZ vRFLTEEEL,
BRI IEEERE le T AHRF IR WE L b shock % L b ¥ L 3% L7, Bandler
Lidoht S RESPO#ET 5ELRINT 588120 shock #FHRZLHATEE LA, =
OFf, ELEEE shock 23\ &9 BRAI L HREIRIC D 31 & #9553 BHERED J5 3 IEEIERE X
HDIBEREFEEL TR Y, ThRTHAN2RBERLOHRL T2 BNERLTFET S, —FHH
CHEERIC LS L COBRIARTE» SRELHRTIELIHL 5 —0EHEXES D
EIBEATE O BIE > 5 shock % L b A & B L M7 FREIBERE (X B8 L s - 7o LER LK
ML eE L bR,

- h & F#Eiz, Kiesler, Nisbett, & Zanna (1969) (X BF{TE)s b ORBEHENE S OREE
EDOBERDR DL IBECBRONIELRIEL 2, RREI3ALTHE (H1AXB) THEZbhKRE
BREKNOBAERHIL T 305025, FOROY 7 SOREIZL D Sk, BiE
BHCTRER~OHNIVASOE&ICE S LB, ERELGTRBHLESDES L DEIHEY:
ZR3 cue FIEX SRRV, EROMENTE CBIEMO P ERER, HEMNL VAR
BRI OBELR LIz, OERLLHBRERETCIBELLIRE IV ZOEATHLE
& le RELOBEMPEETHDL L LK,

DL KHMTE CRERT 354, PHBECHELSLWTOFRE NS, HEHE
ERTRAHBAMTIBRMTIFTELS WY, THNER TRAHML SHMESE L 28, Bk
BERLOMRBEOFAYGITAENYRELEY, ThwxTHBEXLELLBELS 5%
% bh 3, Shaffer (1975)Cix Bem & (1970) DBIRFED K FIHIREE & RH 18 T 3 B
YT essay EFBIBRBESMA Sk, R BEALTETHRMIBMAKEHEL vEBC
B L7738, MEEA TR AHMEBRCKE L 0 FEOBR I BKED -1, HEMEERT
FHMEBECIBEBMLLALMNEBEOBR LIPS L FRH I ABERIBERIRLT 21F
HIIELDP oo ZDFp S Shaffer GRHBRTHEETELRVORIEIC LS & L, $-BE
DARE R, RHMBEOHBHME VK Eh -7, HOAEER CTRARERGMSBEL 7 -
THBEFEPEI S LRERLAVDTIORERIHEBPLELR VA, THMEBERTREET S0 TE
DHRRIFAN Th B, NMRELBERMROHEAEDOR Y OB NHRMOFHHFL b 3 HHES
BED ot, SOFERINHRRIZ CBES(LEWEC L AEEDH Y K E & T 5 T iHE
WMICEEN T - DERRFRLE TTHBRMEROFVHBLPT VWY, LB TORE
BEMER L LT o7, L2 L, S TOBMBEIRAREPBRIORRZFRLTEHD
EhLBEBCRXBHMEEEAVL, 2P BB CTRELIRE > 2D TRV
LBbih b,
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5. THFERELACHERRBOKS BAOWRIIAER L XZAICHE L Twicdd, RiTk
HHEFOEAHENERZ L O RS LHAEORLB T b s L5 ik -7

MEROBAHEAY XE$ 5 B LT B8O BEMY Btk 7z Chris & Woodyard
(1973) (% Bem & (1970) DOEEE%, essay ONEDOBEM L #HIEL T replicate L7, HE
TR C IR salient T\ b BIEMOBIER BEELCHAEE BELE -
2, THAERCEEREECHN L YRBEEL, BEOBEIIREVWETFHIIhA, F{R KB
BT Bem 5 (1970) D#EHE% replicate L7278, BB CRBER(ET 2083BEDEY
BPNECEWIRERYR L, ohdbHCHOEEREBEEDEVCEBERROBEITHER 2,
BlEMOBWE AL LAMEES 2 Au WARMER (e RBRFMEZERU 32 5130
EIXRSBEBRL OB KEHFTH -,

FRBEOEBEN BRI L 5> T Taylor (1975) (378h» L OBEHM YR L, S ORIEGH
DRioRBERAE L —B3 50 G500 feedback #5 %, #ORIGHHRBEELRBRYI-53 &
INHER L EISRCST SR T, BEERFE L, feedback 35D GSR ThIhi-,
RER, FERO feedback 0Fl (—F or F—E) FBEHMCFBE I SHELFHBEEL
o7, FEHRREC DA feedback MRBEHHICEbLh 2 EWR I, ZOFE,LHCH
- EEREMEL R s TWAREDPEE TR -2, BOTELIREDO ZWBEICE I b T w
LI,

BRI AFERBR CTOWMMBE O salience LB ORROBERL~DHEELRFT L L 5 &
Touhey (1976) (T#IRBEORIEOH 1 BRI, FHE (BE) X WHIEE (salience, misattri-
bute) DEERRFELMHBETCTIHML essay 2B ERETT R -7, essay ORBFRIBENE T
KD E B % HH T salience BT & = DRIBEIC DWW TRERZS 3 B OER LB
X 5 izR®, misattribute FZIX S W27 FADHTRHRIBRTRVWHIBL TWBREHND
BRBELWET B, essay BORBEE LT R-PT salient £HETRFRHENH b, misattri-
bute &Ecid HBERDEN S -7, Touhey (I = @ misattribute e Tid FIHIFBEE(X non-
salient Tha e L, DR, LHDMENEZ 5Dk non-salient DPAFIRSh B & Lz,
FA-HEDBE Y ¢l misattribute BEpFi)8 salient FEL b K & < FAERBE L WHIRBE, AR
ELRERBEOHBI LB LA salient BETRAIZEOFH, misattribute FETREZEOHH
HEPEr -7 ZZTIHEBMOEND Sbh, HRAREROFMRSRE I,

LB oHROXLE B - RpMOBIENER L L OBRE L HAE - Ko HRTHEL
Tz, BELSEEORBER L EXTED CHETH S, ZhicxL T, Fazio, Zanna, &
Cooper (1977) X pFITEIZ AL S 2HARNOTEHE L, - CREACHARERVER X,
THMTEHLER TN EHEANTOTEE L, + 2 CRRBMERIBRA IS & L, ZRH
BABRELESTTIHESNE L Hh, B OBEIARILANICRATELIHETERY
iz 2hic, BERZAELE TR BIRFIIERRL W BERLIXE L, SHRERC I EL
BRLI, thIXBECHEERTHAIK S, BATO arousal ZHE LERWTHAE
WMERFEL NS, MAEEEGETERERNRELR LBEIMOBEL 0 BB KED 572,
2 F Y ARADBELEAIE L, ShEABFO arousal 234HIRE S0 TELL & W
LT B ARBAERICHEE S 5%, arousal MELAVWHACHEERLIFE L, UEDOEER
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EHRFEHRE WL EXXV
POHEREEARESELZ Y, BRAREEREBEVRO MBS, THMEREEBEXNS
T 2RBIESYH - COSBBERHLY 2LEALhE L 3hi, ZOBRREEDORR
&*ﬁbf\n% (Fﬁﬂas 1977)0

II. BEICOVWTOR-TRAEITHE(L
1. BASKhAHRCLDFEEBORE =T, H10hANERICFHRTZEICL > TEK
REFEZZEBEEAPERINIFLRTEREILET S,

Nisbett & Schachter (1962) (¥ pill (5% placebo) * 5% T, aFERIXFOERX LEIETL
EEOREMELREEICE L, bHCEHBMRICRE S BERL L Lk, BX shock
DORHERES L7 a BEOH B bR 0 4153 ORMETR Lk, chixaft, shock o gy
JRA ie. pill ~\DIRERBLRINIZLDEEL LD, ;

Valins (1966) (t—#® nude BE¥» Bw a5 feedback + LT S oo LEYE X7,
BR, DEPBLELETOBEERBANE L, ZOoBRE, #oOEIZoWT debrief L
A UEENIE Sh (Valins, 1972), .

Davison & Valins (1969) (XA DE#B L L TH S IZBX, shock *5 % TR ZE U1K
LHEE Sh o ROBROBI2HEL, drug FECEFEA LR T drug (5B place-
bo) %5 % T shock DI XN LTHORLEERTR -7, &9 LT drug BEEftko
Hing drug KRR S Shi, —J5 placebo BEICIX#EHIFE L LT placebo AL TY 5
5 LHURL, R OESDOHED shock THEELL, - OBEMMECHEINE BN DENIIE
REwbhiz, BREDKER, placebo B KA drug BEX bk ¥ Rl %R Lz,

R DIRA L EFICHE 5 2 Storms & Nisbett (1970) <1, NRED BT pill (52X pla-
cebo) ¥ 5 x, HEE, BiF G#HEO LFE (RREOCHEE BRI 2 LERL T WA, R
& opill #MALZBERESRILS LH|E LIz, 77 pill REE 251255 L LBETIR, BY
B RBE L, ZORBBRHZE CRAREOHMEY pill IWRBE WD EEL SR,

2. RBRICEZFFADR WRELERFETIHECL VTEHRET 2HFRYDELE

Bogart, Loeb, & Rutman (1969) T(XEMES D rehabilitation |z 1 » &ML BEES
$8WEX bRz, ZORBIMERIOL D LB ITHI LA BB 2 T8 - 1-FF, &MEBIXTEY
KB Lo —HRUFHLZHEM $2 T 2586, BMKL82% 7 H88% I BN iz #in
U7 FT8) - 2290 % e L7z, 2k, BHRMciksmoRER2HEMICBR SR
W] 2 BHEEMAETL, EFBMOBAER rehabili. o d iz moERBER SR
T DMBBFT YIS T Lz & & 2 b,

iz Lepper, Greene, & Nisbett (1971) X FHIZE I LI 02N LI ICE -7
BERE L, Bt e o RICEE S A DR TR E AR B AREIC KL S RS
FHCRIEMRHROLNZ -l ChERFIECTRERAAMBE SR, BETEERED 3 DICHE
RaxhiziedeFEX Hhi,

3. THMICLD arousal DFEH/IRE AFFUC L % arousal DEEEELIC KT 5 EE L H
35D ARNRES AW SR,

Zanna & Cooper (1974) (3#URIz L b placebo Dz R»ZRE, g, BIERAZLE LTS
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BN TR essay R F Wiz, BIfEAZL L CRESBRIGESRER L » BEEL L8R
RTEEEL, WECRTHRHRYED -7z, ShEHET 2R EMALIC 3H LT HERZ
arousal ZEERL7-7c» e E X bh, RHMERICEEHZ -7,

Cooper, Zanna, & Taves (1975) @G FFITEIRZ Lz S KRB EEIBEDROH 23
REXLH, BRCTRBEEMVLROSWAPHBECRROShED -7, - ORBIXEBEEICE
arousal PRBEET, ThPRTHERBEES <23 W) REERIER IR,

Zanna, Higgins, & Taves (1976) T S [XFRELMT TR i essay #EE, FloEE
& LT placebo ZIRHAL, ()HREbO)EEDED VOBIEARL L Ebh, @OBRIEIERIEE
RIhigh -7, essay BOBERET, @QC)TRARBAMDRYEHY, OQA)TRErP >/, O
= 50)dFEE arousal % placebo I AHYRHE L7/ RBEEILEZ 2D - 7288, (@)(C€) TN
RABTABZ DO TREREICL b arousal 2BHLI-eEL5Nh5, DEOER®S, R
FEEMTRERBTH D, TERE I EZINRERT Z2EPRIR,

Pittman (1975) E7RBANC &L % arousal K E VI ERBMELERT 5 - DRBERELL K E
(T BEVIBELD, 3 LTREMICL % arousal #AMRRBETE 2R LBERELLEVL,
Mz arousal BARPME ZEBHROARICLZIDTY, o T LB E LEA, &
BRUER DA D IC BEBLHRE B & L, RETHELLFEL, arousal 2k ZBEELE K
ELZVWHCHEHERL b I NHMBEROT LR L,
4. FHBEH FHLVOoRRRBEZOSWTOEHREZIITSEY, THICL38EOHRIC, BE
ELTHEML SR B3EWRR S,

Valins & Ray (1967) (3~ ERBFIED S Iz~ Dk 4 A slide # B+, Fr4ic “SHOCK”
EWVWIHFED slide ¥ AW ZORICEL R3B0LEEHE»T, LT “SHOCK” & iic B
shock 5%, ~E~0ORMil% shock 12> TREATZ LS I L, TORERICTE S
G~ ek, LORRBEOHFPHHERL b dEM W, BERIIC~EANDORBI R FFE
X FHERBERDCE L, chEBRUENICESEBEL BV LthwEe Wi REE2FED
PITHTRESHEVWVEIVRBEELLEVWELRRLTWS L Shi,

Scott & Yalch (1978) (%, FEFOAKEL VI KL AT, TTFIRSKMLBFELFEM 2R
#, TORORN - SEOEEW ¥ FE S E—REOKEE, ToMBEHBICRFES LMol R%
BT 28252, T L THKROMMBR CHER 2FFE S e h—FHEOHEE, Flfe L
TRFHEABEOFETE L, P, Bui IhikPr i, REKSHHEME LTERS 6 @D
KYPIZED TUFLWHEBORBAR LW —THOHE, BR, REOCHEETE MBEY X
NEZENFG L, B e BRSO EMFERO ST L b REEHETRBMFOTBAWREL,
BEta LCIRHMoER ns. Zot, COFEROSHMBTAORMBELEEKXK or HAXw3
WRIREOREPLETH 2 EBR SN, FFEDHEETY, BHEEETERAKINCXHEMoOF
REE R - 70h, ARBICABABHRER i, —HEFE L TR, RKOBRECHEM
LBWMRBPR LN, 80 RE L BMOBERIBMIFOFEER 2T RV, BERG
CTBROFERBIEL A, TEHOBBEI O DWIIRMERHOXEIEA Db, ik LTl
KR, BEEETCRBLHERR O, T b50BR SEHR—RIEC L 2 HTMEERD
Z - (WA
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Rty SEBEHA SN 52X, BROKRNOBEVEETH 5H(X Barefoot& Straub (1971)
T %) 7—J‘< X h?’:o

II1. FE - {BEORE ByEEsS K, SEetoBERICRET 2IERHN L HOREHE
HODFIREIC SR,

RRVBEEZOEEIZ L 0 ED S5h 5F(3 Heider (1958, 76) iz X vigfEsh BB %< D
PR IR, C o TRERLSECEBNROHENERICL v o0, toREERE L
TH#BE L RRO XY (publicity) ZH(EF 7,

1 HCEHANRE BHolizE» LY e WIHEICESWALRAT, FECHLTRIE
CHBEBESELTCWRVWEBAEIKEZ hRTwEE I LR,

AR EOIRROIEN M 2R L7: Schopler & Layton (1972) ik S (& partner 3%
SPREET A PCRIET2RICEDOBERY 5 X, DR partner ORI ET LA, S
Dpartner "DEEOFEE TRBEEDO KK L vV PIORHC K E  Z/HRETRLS 2L 0 3
FRINRVROFBKREP 27, BIREIZEAK L IFEEAROFVRKE JRHEIH, FiC
B L b A TR TR ERE SR, JoRCFEREZETHGCEE I,

Harvey, Arkin, Gleason, & Johnston (1974) T FEA® therapy gEoBfdeL LT S &
BREZIZEED therapy 2T WEZORIGD® feedback #3117, &R positive LKt
WIS h 28B4 S GIERHIRE LR L2 negative RIENTHIh 284, REKER
Il o7z, Harvey LI BB FH I T b therapy DFEIB LR THE0T S0
BORMEBIME OB L bl ol Lz,

R ¢ therapy HH T Arkin, Gleason, & Johnston (1976) (3RO FHIXER X EBIRD
SLBRBIELIER, EEROFVABRL v IZ0BREVPECRE S, BEILEAKRD
BORR® 22 LB R TFHORAEAY RSN IETFH—RJIRES, MOETH—EER, &
FH—F - EBERBEL VS BERAELL, ChEATHOBARAOKRIIH L TEWELM
EHRLE L0 TCECRAGEMLS 2L, EFHOBATIEBRHCRAKBREYERRIICE
BLI 20 CETFH—SBRBOAPARBRELACEALLZLEX LR S, ZO/RBR» S AW
PHDORENTEIRVABRYACKEELL I E LAWENRHEL2ICR ) O T L 25%
BIhi,

2. HOSH—UEWIRE Bl EAsRET 2T chl, RERANREST 2 8CHHE
RREORR I ETF 7, chboREX TR BEESEREWLE X L5,

Federoff & Harvey (1976) Ci¥ objective self-awareness (# # D74 ; hi, #&; low) x
RIGOFH (E - &) xR (E - A) % therapy $HEH CHIFL /-, awareness © hi LT
DIRAFEAER LV IEDOHVKE—IEHMRSH b, low FHETRBERLBFRGEEHEL -
7zo UK hi £HEDFHH S 0 BEBEEVREL, HOCHEHEPXE WL EEX bR,

Miller (1976) FZ#&MMBEIET A + 2472\ hi AREIEHTET A V IZYUESHL L
LWAREHBEINE W& L, low BCREZLURIE L LT, EADRERYL S & T, &R,
EEREARK, ABREMARCRRAISh?—HOESBHANEEE, hi BEEEEHOHH
low BEX W KEd otz Le, hi BTARKED SHBEILI VS, BHILBHIZI v RRA
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T HMEHAED low FL HAKEL, F hi HTHID S & low BTHRIID S X v IRENIRE
R BEABKED -7, THEEASOBERETRICTbN 0T, MREVHEAE~OBMR
REAEROECEHBEL AR,

Sicoly & Ross (1977) TD S XHEAMBZHT A P 2BEAEENL L TTRVWEARKREY
HF 5, FOBBIZENMBAREESLE»R2FEL, FLTHEEDOFERX S kb
3% (or L) DEREMFER I &) feedback #FiF7z S RBEEEVIREOERE X
FEELL, BRIBCHMBEOTHEEDY S BRIV IRDICIVELHHOELELZRER
L feedback OIEME SIZOWTIE, BI~DREDL b L VR, LY EELZE L—ECEBH
T, KB L 0wk IRE LR IERER L L-—HCHRENEXR,

Stevens & Jones (1976)' S It4 >0 RHFRERE 2, BEDORIIEKD feedback %5
x 78 Kelley @R =74 (1967) 12k b 4 ER~DREL S A, FDD IFED feedba-
ck *FX2HFICL v AFBORBEOREE—FHNE, ET0—BM, MoAxoHSERESG—HEHL
PRI LI, R WPHERNER (BEH, B, RBEMWER GB) 1IFE L7, Kelley
DFPERER 781, S VR LERETHDOA X BRI OHE e ERFME, EHLUYE, 5—8
HOBEIE -7z, SDFN L Stevens LIFRBEOHFRBICHEE LR S (& BHERICR
5E L7,

Wolosin, Sherman, Till (1973) Ti%, B or BEHHRHN TEERETIHRET S Xk, K
I, %@, KD feedback # B\ HN) LHEFLRRO 3HFITHAL, TOKER, WU
WTE S REBLPREOERI VARG ZESBAELLY, HFCEEIIL O 3EBIzZLY
ELIRALY, BHEHRETRAEL VIR TIVADRAL TR Y, BIRERTXRE~D
REPER IR TW,

Snyder, Stephan, & Rosenfield (1976) T®» S F{REDOHFL ¥ — 2% LRIz >\ TH
DERZML SN BICHY LHFOBRDOBRRX TR -7 DF b S RITAELHEFOBE
ED2H/-FE L, BRIHCEMTHBROELBY, TAELLTERIY 2L VECRAL,
SBEBAEEA, BEEL L CERAFORPEEFIRReTAREHEFCRRELL, Bi2fT
BEVPBEORIEF LY IERETECRBALEMFOXRITIFRE L ABRDRD 57z, 2B
FRHEF L0 IBWELEARIBHELL,

3. HCHPBHEHRAEY LROBHHFEICK LT, negative RiER%*HDIRRT 2EMAS,
HCAZEL BRI ESL 0L LTERIh:, BE~DHEEERE L »OANITREY
BESh SR L2BEa R 5LEALNS, 7 A

Beckman (1973) T S @QEML R v BoEECHLE, BRELEMO S FFKXFLE
EOFEL TEY, REERO LA - T - EXRSFBTHEE LA, R, HMERICEXSEMtT
BEEE L AREA~DHEIRAELEh - -—HCEENRE 2 TR, LASETREMEEE
FEORRICEX 2D -, BIREMGEXRSEHL » d TRREHETOAFOBRELBECRRE LY,
BRECREZFOL) REXRP -7,

ZDfER% Miller & Ross (1975) ERIROBEMIREDORIEL Uiz, & DRBRIL LB
T3LEHASEFOERTOME L HOREPANBHE THEE I 2 ENERLFHBAT L 2FH LR
bhsd, EREEMOK X AENICESLLETTNEY, EREBEM S DOFELBHEEDOFE
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BRI S Mo TWBDT, WERWHEM S kX BR, HEMICEARS
h5HORE®2T5LEX 5N 5,

Beckman (1973) * R UFE0S, R HOFN MO DIzEF T 5% L L Ross, Bierbrauer,
& Polly (1974) TZABROEER & BEHORBR DO I Fh L T XN D L Lz, ABOFHH
BREER K E L HOEMLH bias 25 Fed v Bbhi, BRETNTO S EHThic b~k
BTHEIRIZ X W HIBA LS, B HBIORIT I KBORL b EEOFIEL DREY L,

Feather & Simon (1971) Tk S @ pair {TFl4 iz anagram D5 A %351, S OE&

(R - RBO &R (Y- &BO » E%{’F%’\ﬂto HERIINZT7F v AIhI, BTH, =
Br# X pair © &L 58BN QWb G, o S cETrBErREIE L, BEX HD
R OMBASEED M TR O FREZAR (BB 1, FFHROBRIMRE B RRIh
Yoo BBRBEWEIMEFORDTESBEHFORS L b IWNERIBREL, HFokKEASORKO
BXoIMEBELL, chix S %E@%umlhbhf@‘ﬁ'hl Sz GREAP TRIEL
YA ¥ (AN

BROANH B BRIEOHE LI~ L 5 ¢ Wortman, Costanzo, & Witt (1973) (&, #H-oméns
T A b &BO partner EfTkRwy, S OFEFITE T A FRERT L L EF I ETHIREEE, TA
Bkl L LK ¥R TS, A5 HZ L partner (FICE) OFBRLFBRALL, B
HIRRME b KD feedback %#F1F7: S LI D S XV IHHE ie HEiZX0ELIRBAL,
FRBO S EIRTIO S b AFEERHL L Lz, FHREIETHR L b A8 R
BICHREL, FFHREASBES L D KD L partner 12X 0% DENRIFAL,
BoOETREBECREL:, chboRERRAKT 2R EENR I W BRI, KFE
BIRE® 2 TR ie. BAOBENZEIEET 2F 2R LT3, ¥k bRBEHREOFH
fis A2y 5 D positive ZEFEHSH LN, R, SNEACRLRLIENTELLEX LIS, 7]‘}
FOLS BBV OWTRELERIRL TR,

- HBERTEALISKE, FR - BEEOBEADOHS BE~OREE A2 B~ DOREDOIENFRIER,

FOMAVPFECH BEES LTWAEAWEAREICEEEENRRENE R Sh, REHECER
BELTw388k, RUoRELXEENICEET 2 BCHENREENRZ Y, Eit, REOX%

LUMEDBAMIIRFT SN BV H E5E e BEER VALY, KT 200325461, BT
HEERIRA (RENRER) WRE % L#HEIN 3,

ZhicxtL ¢, Miller & Ross (1975) (X HT&E#HAY bias 2 IEBIERY 2 HHRALEERE THER
LoBeLliz, TOAXERI Y IRDLEL, MR LAKRICILTCHAT R & (ascription)
L3\, OFICERKTZALD IRIBHEAT 2ADTBRIGLEROILEE (covariation)
PAEL, ORGEBROMEEDCHITEEEOBE I VL LAEE LWER e TOLRD
BE»SHMT 5.1 & L7 ‘ v

%7 Bradley (1978) XEH#MRENHE = 2 D X@OBTHANBHEOK () S HTADBER
DFRHPRECEREL, TOLDTHOBRICEENHSLBL 5K COBVEEBES2FIH
TESETHFA v ENIRBOR: @E\ objective self-awareness »#{Ebh 3 X 5 i REED
RThodLL T,
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IV. $BOMERRUVRE

FRIEZE LIS 551 B R AIERR & H DA EROR AR, HOMERRICET S [ARRRES
THERBE] LI 8RE, Wik 2FHIRBE S salient Th\v: L-FICHET 2 L Bbh
%, D Fazio 5 (Q977) OHRESE, BREELRETIERLBELMZL TV ET
BELBELRITTHA ), IATNHREORE e g ERE, BEHEEZFOHRE I BRI
HLRIZLTWS DB D LKA,
BEHOBRVOREOWMAETCHBEL R 30RREOBANEL bW D, SERVEER I T
20 > 7o b3, placebo 2L 5 feedback o LAERICHEET 5 L5 BEISOMADVARL B o7
BERIGY - 59 EEL SBERMBELITREATHS I, HH—REH L RICOEL L FOK
L ABRTEBE55, ‘

FH - BEEORAISWTE, SBRANECBIZL Y, BCEBNRCHENRRLHA L
I3 LT AMRBIPAIRE T L TFREIhD, TOB, S oEAZEMNAE, SEH—RNE
iy, locus of control £, RERIZEFRDOBVWERZED-HENERINEES S,

B

1) THABEL THAIRLIE S,

2) = Z Tk simulation EED S 3% essay X E L BICTE 4H o TWABEDET, FEEITIX essay %
Eh il o RHIROREYL 9, o

3) RMEOEBERME MNYale KETOMSF CEENELITR > BTREY2?) LW OT, 240
FEPELSLEIREGE WS THE & 5 T,

4 BIRFEZES5WI B TELDEE SIEShAY, TELZT ERECEL TP —HREL
FROBTEL &5 B Ehh, EERBETER—FHICEREORRT 35 TEL X 5 WHH
i,

5) FEBRGMTOFTENE mand TH DIFRO cue IFRHRWAS, FIRGEMTIE tact TH Y cue &
2%, '

6) REEBIMRSKMATEY 7 I8 TRESZOMBIREELLE » oW+ 5 LB X BEREESMT
& T OEREIBENCMED 2 = L2205 HT5) &% 5,

7) BEEMELIATIC 2 ORI DL TEA Y, Fh o) LEsh 3 hED THE Shiz,

8) WMiFHCX 50¢ 7 —E VvHE X bRz,

9) asymmeétric self-serving biases, = h i HTEfi (self-esteem) FIEH, HOEE (self-regard)
FiRR L 3 Ebh, FRX TR LESICRRT 2ER 2 HCEH (self-enhance) MFRE L, %
xR MoOBERICAWIFHET 28R 2 BCHEN (self-protective) IR & L7z,

10) AHIBETH (public self-image) % 57 negative RFERTHHOBEET2EE 3T, nega-
tive ZfER2ENEST 5 ACHENRR L L TRENRRL A 5bh %,
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