Attribution theory %2 (1)

—HERDOHE R OEB—

. I L»ic

BEOHSLEREICE I ZEERMED 1 2ic, BBEE (attribution theory) 5% 3.
TA)AZPLE LTEOMRABRESN, RARK TR H30BROBENITEDOEI LK
WoT& 7T

DBECBOTHECL LA OhOERPBRESNTE /o TC T, bhbhidhEToR
IREHZEEL, #20BZOMOFEE L OBEEDILE, SOIKRBRB/NT S o—FiIKk?
FIGHEORREBNE LT, COBROBEEZRD DT LI Lo 8B, SEITZ ORI L
LT, ELLTBEOMRFAEBNAT ZICEED B,

RBEFKEZ, TITEAZHO0IWMEBLLI-THRBESE LN TS/ (Heider, F., Jones,
EE. 11&)o RROMFABBRACHET 3R, 13 LA LHHERBETESHBFED/—XF
VT 4 —BRIZDH O -1:bDTH 70 T, TOEADOEFICHT 2ITHHIFHEESH
TR B, MATHEAORBICRBD TRISTH o720 /S~ 2T Y 7 1 —DEHLEAI
HAFTHONBINEL LS X3 ETIREFER OTIREL, HEERORMICES (B
EEHEICHIBT B LN TEND 1D TH 50

ZOENRFERIZ, SARAOENHDD1DOTHEHREOTHH, 4T LIBORRLEE
KHobhbLizdDTRBDENSITLLETH B, WL2HDTHRMUEIOEREINLTHLE 14
he, IABEHFOBRMSSEOMBICLYD, THCEERBLTORVLEASHS 5. L
M->T, WEOFHORRSHEFEHEL S 300, 30N BICH200EHRRT S L,
st ABR D IBIRERICS LT 1 20Fhh D25 3. thEHES ICEbLY 2213 LHEFO
BEARELEBT, BFoTHBEMC LTHRZS T, bhbhizzhicw LThh
513 ZDBICid, BIHEFEZRBATICE LE5T, BFOTHEREZHRY 3 HE
Hehid 3o

HEORREFERDZ LT, DUbhMBHBEFTCEVL THEICRRI 2L THD, »
SEENBMETH 5. A, BBECEELH» DT 2EMT, —Fhh2EEAT5TH%EL -
72 L&Doe ZOHA, BREDGITHICESLFERBEICH 50D BROKIMBED > 7D
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», HBVREENTRRETHEE 21D TH5 500 COEREE (causality) 0%
&, DEOMEBEBOMBRUERETITHA5 L, BUFOTREBCHS 3BECELES /20T
T 5 H B0 HRBBEBREIC LT (BRI, BREBRKREERICELZI30H125T, &
AEVBROFERETRELS, HI2VRABEELVIRECRBTIBEETH 5. bhbhid
REBFOFTHEMET 20TIRIEL, THOWRKHIFREZHNST S LIk ->T, HFK
W BEEPLTHNOFU» D ZBLD LT 3,

Human causality O#f3Eix, Heider, F.ic k- THH ORI E - T Lo HIZEHSIER
3 [F4—vY.LEBE] Zdilhd LT o—Fickd, BROHLHEFODICS, HALEE
DOROFH N XBEEIREDS 5 T & %M Lo Human causality OFEIBOZD LS
VBPEENLEDTH >7c0 BIICORELASTIINNED S HHT L, BREZRS, Z0
BRBHSR LR, VELRIBRSNZEIELENIEIE, BETHEERTABTLEAL
bDTH 7o L L Heider 03, HEOLEEIOMRE L DOTH S, Bdh
5EMb Sy psychologize Shicdb @ Eh DTN, Lichi-T, HOBWMBEEMIC, X
DRFMIC BMSE SN BRI ZOHR W2 BRESNTE /. Jones, EE, & Davis,
K.E. (1965) % Kelley, HH. (1967) ic & 3 RRBB#KE 7 7o —F & Heider © human
causality Bf5E%, —BHEHICHT LD TH %,

% /- Weiner, B. 3 BBHROVEH» > FRABAOT 70— F2ZEB LT3, &5i Bem,
D. i3, HMEOHAD»S, HCAKEFERRRELENTBEBELZL bV [HCAE] ORELEE
RLTW3. COMICH, BETRHIXFENRWICHL, HL&LBEOREHEROMENT S
IE LARS S T3, AFTid, Heider, Jones & Davis, # LT Kelley o®Ezg2thic
BAL, ROTZOMK2HhOWEFE, 1) AREORE, 2) £HEEAORE, 3) BEOD
RBIZKAIL, S4BT EMZ B LICT 3. T/, Weiner oBf%iz TRREORE] Thih
52LIKT %, L L Bem MR, FROBBER LEBECHELTL 3300, £EOR
BEFB LRIV BABERICT 5100, TITRER Lico BEAFOBU 7 LLBRIHOR
o, T THRY L XERIE, BASERBEHRO—BIC LrTERLCEEHE-T
TEb-THL

2—1 Heider, F. ® Phenomenal causality

Heider, F. &, #%kO ABBHRESNATHETEIBACERZSDEDTHY,
HATHEKDFRBICIIARRITH S LERE Lt T I THRIZHATEHORENSIN PHES
OBREkicET D, bhbhds BHEOEFCBLTERT 23 0BRAKIICER Lo
Heiderid B 5 0 0EEZHFABBICOVTO [FHROEBRE] 530 [FH4 -V LEE] LA
2o WRENETOLEESS LV CEBUEERTEDD0TH S0, ARROF I &AH
THOEEANREDOOUNBTHE L LEB DI T LT, bhbhBSHEEETRET 5 0EE
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Attribution theory @ORH(1) (IKH - #E)II)

R HBPREFEORT ME#] LS TLRTHEBERT L, bhbhOoHBEHWEACL-T
REAICERLLD LBl BIZZOHRBERE LT, FATHOBANERCRVMBAR. b
NODNWOHEEBHRMEBEOFELRELTREIOABL DTH S, 2 LT, gL DM
HLUTHOMATHEZEER DS, SORTFRALLS EBD 3. DT LRIMATHEDLE Lt
HEZHRS LT, BHTEETHY, SATHOXEETRTODOTH B, Lichi-> THBLESY
L LTHEWBRICEET 52 L3, thELORBRLERIC LTHATHOMESAERHT D
DRIFOFETH 1o AR, REBROBFEHITIZ, HENTIHOSTERAERSC &
KEo>T, BUDTHEFSLRREZBZCENTE B, HROLEEIIHBIIERE BRI
DL LTRAT ZEAND - lco FAFTHORBICH TR, BRHLLBRRCZEERS
NEN&ETHY, BEHINITIIBEERD» O ONREBBRICERSN B, DD X5 HUEHT,
Heider (&3 4 — Y/ LB AEHR Lio

Heider 3 ¥#OBZOTLOREL LTRERORRBFROBEE LB 120 £ LTHIZ human
causality 2% %% LT, RO 3DDEXMFIRELTHo F 1K, DhbhiIADHLHTH
EBEEICELZ, BELELD LT3, TAEBR, BOOTBHRDWT—EOHMEIERK-TWS
THDDo LIzt T, A\ODHLHTHEIBET 3 1.0ICid, ZOAMNEHDL OHLHIHR (social
world) 2EDLHICAMEL, BETE2hEHEEMIC LIRIFTHITEE L. 2 I AIZTTRERER
HECKEOLAIREZTR LI OKEIT R EE2EATIRS, Z0DHiCiE, BEOTHIEES
BEPREICOHEIRELRIETTHZHRICAD, HREFRALLWEBATNRS. 7LD
ARBECORAEROBENZRS D LI T ETH S F3DHIER, AROMBEICE LIS
DTH30 DNOLNONAMBERIBHONE LEXNICHELT 2ESH 2. Licdi->T, HED
RELZFAUT BB, AOTHETFHT 2BE LBERWICKESBERILLTHS . S#
ZhiE, HEMHROTRIHBNBFORBMEL 0 EHRIIT T, EXNBREIIFEL LV A1#
Do 2D XS 7 Heider 0% %2 ki3, Brunswik, E. OB &/, HELRNILEBIT B
FER IS EE X 3% (probabilistic functionalism) ICEEAZIT - D & Bbh 5, Brunswik
RBEENICE T 2EONERNRY GEEH) oL, ThIVELTRIFORRRFRIC
BEEREEL RIT FEORMT A v — L OB E AR L. TLT, EFRRCHRDL
h3 &5, ERBROEICELrbOT, WROMBIRERERDL, HRIT T OREI
ISLTaEEsNBTE%E2T Lo 2D LS Brunswik ZEOXAMNBE LAY LBYDOEA
(coordination) BB L LTED X, AROREYE, —EERFREEOBBEEWR Lo
Heider i3 Brunswik @& X1 H% St AMBEICHA Lz FIZE, KEFHEE WS EARGHE
B, B BABHERACEALTLEUELR, FHOREREREIELS > TRIFRICARB SN &S,
Lo LRETRITHSE—DORHE (property) LDAEATEIERIEEALLRL, THEL
AbhOIEES DRERENW L D20H 5. 2hd OSBRI —HTIZ 2, BAOREREICED
bbo £ T, BRIGEFROPHL, BLESTIHROFHVERLITHZEHPETSI50L LT
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BUHENS, 21 TR, THERE L BABRERS FRSHERBNIC BUH SH 3 BE
B, BHBEIRMICLIVBESNIOTHS I M. Thh Heider 2 & 2 ABEFRDOLEED
HERTHH 7o

Heider i3, = FHREMIFEOME % personal causality (internal causality) & imperso-
nal causality (external causality) iZ43i)7:0

EARIERBAE (personal causality) i, ITHHEMNNTSD, THEHN BRMICL 1
THORRMBERDZEDTH 5. L1zA-T, THOREEHTRECRBESN THESER
LBWLRERTH 2151, ThRBEANERELBEEC RIlshs, $ubb BANRRBEKT
3, IRBEPHIDORBRXZELEH LD LRSS, XBBOBNTH3BE0H2ERDIE S,
COTHIRERNTH 28c, BEICHS W {O2HhDTE/ 8 — Y EH—DRROFHICHR S
®H3EHD

—7%, FEAMERBMR (impersonal causality) &, EAA %Kl LB BORIENOER,
BVRBARICL>TEISNIBROARBRTH 30 + 1 —VLEBETIE, BREHBTS
7o, fEA (ability), E#x (difficulty), Tx5 (can), $»3REHORA (trying)
BEDEELZHA B, #hoi2FE (personal causes & impersonal causes) %44 3
BRELLTEAON S, THORRIZ, HROBEMADN (effective personal force) &IHEE
D F#1 (effective environmental force) @ LK DI -7 DTH D (x=f (ff person, ff
environment)]), & LHROZREONM ¥ oiidid, BROLE LLFERZL (EANAK
DHBIEBLINIERBEN LS. M, BABLIERHENTEHIL, REONTHS L
BIEENDe TbDH, HETHOHRIIFREOSHENLILBAOKHRENZIOMERETSH
30 REOH+BEADT OB, RO 3ID2DFOLIThhOERE L 50

1) REOALBEADHDOWBONLMRE LT E10), —HONIETBREREI ST

ii) REONMBBEADOH LR UHMICH > TER L, HEKHVH .

iii) BRFOHMBEAO NI LTER L, ADHOFEHHERL 5.

Heider i3, &oicf@AIN% [HOERE (power factor) | & [By#HMER (motivational
factor) ] iR 4y Lico THOER] XL LT M8 (ability)] itk ->TiRaEN % —F4, B
BOERE LT, ABE@ELLS ERATLS0, (intention—&E) & Lhid SROiICH
AT B0H (exertion—%H) BHFohTW5B, ¢ BRI & [Hh] THET S [
HoRS (trying)] & T#H] &, FMEANS] OFEEEE LTEHRSN S, 2hbHid 22D
S b—HOBMEIHE oiczhid [MEANS] HEoRBBET EERT 12EXATES LLEND
BEXTHENEL L LBTHIETREBR MBS B0 '

CCTRN2 [8H] BITAZOBEANERTS 543, Heider i3 NI REHERER I,

[e&3 (can)) LV 3EEESHHF Lite [TEE] LIIEAND 2 IEIRENEROMOR
£ LHBROLEIKDONEEATHY, HREMR LS &3 3RO L EANT OHEXEIE
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Attribution theory oBE(1) (M - )

Rick > THE SN 5, Heider i3, FHRORKEZ—ED 2= bR (unit formation) T
Y, [T&2] OBA, unit IRHDKEOBRLBAS 3 EIRFLEOMTHER SN S LB~
Teo THEICHKIIT 5113, BREORBIMSHNLOSELLTRIFLES B, Ld-T, dL
BELGBEHBLOTH S5, BIOENATS (T3] 5, BESHREICHLTE, 20l
Lo TEARA] B3 nE 580, £, BHMN—F LEEOMT, 1 ARTMSEDS LL
RERBETE, BRIBOMNICS 3 LEHRTIONE L, TRTOAMRY Lt s dHER
REORBE L VHIRBNERCAB SN S, botd, BEORRICI, KICBRNIITFTAZED
HBORNETH 2 [BHORS ] psgicis s, Heider 3 (B HoRL] 2 20fFEE b2 C
LERLIe 120 EHORA] OFHHMRETH D, @AETHEIOMLND [EE] MHh
Kb §—2i, BRHMME, bbb [F] ThHd. L [FH] &, REHERE
LT [REOREE] &, BANERD [ (power)] »HoRMEE I, &L, (%
1] LoBfRic kY, BRI B, FIZE, BESPEILL, EAKETHIIRBRICET S
E7) LTSS 5. 21 [REOREE] & (B 2HBTELiILL-T, Bkt
BIAD [#71] BHERIEN 2, ZhiICinZ, REELREONE LT, [E(uck)] © [#£
(opportunity) | $BROL, FTHERICHKELRIETTHEND 2,

Heider 27RO & Sic¥E LT 5,

ff personal force
x=f (trying, power, ff environmental force)
\ can

FRBETIE, SORIZAZSDLIERLARERNTRER TS, D

Heider i3 EAMRRBEREOTBHINEHTH 58 (convergence) O &L LT22%H!
fzo 12I3A—%EH: (equifinality) &IFIINB6DTH 5. HEFERIC {2 DHEHMH
BINTVBEA, TO12MHENTH, BROERMHZRD, hOHEIC K >TUHOH
BEARERLED ERH 3. F—FEME, OS5 EEHELD, THdS 123RWBHER
(locus cause) LFEFNZH0DT, BEERDOHOFRIE, ZTOBB L LT {2HhDHsH
A ohs. REHERRZEPY TOTHETNTE—DBEERDIDIEFFONE LD
BEED Do

EEANERBEOEA, B—0HRRMBESLETLLO2P»OHRIRLE-THY, RTWIEHYK

1) #XE (1976) (3, Heider DB OHIREE % & T, KOFEREXEHOD LT3,
BhHoREH» T3
/ \ //’ | \\\\
#HE = ((BER - BHh(EHER)) X (#tH — BEORHEE) 1K)
AN
BAD A BN H
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el (multifinality) & LCOREEL Do TEAMNE> TR BB SO AMBELB LS
HEEHK AT, 1 20BREIAVBAICHBILVLICLETHD, LBECEHL B, 50
RENDBEBE EVIELDBRBTFEREING, LhL, ENORRLTIDOERITEHsh S
DTV LT, TEFHCAR, HIERUDL LS RAICRBEEZ B LiLE -
T, BT3B BIBLEMNTE 3,

i, THORELVIATSD, BEAN, FEANARBRIIEKEC. ARBELBI&EBCL
e HRICDBEEEZD D £ LTEOHRIFERRBIC DTOEBES LS. HEORBIC
BLTid, RICEBRFIZSRLEHORFT ST LICT 5o

Heider o353, 43T Jones, E.E. & Davis, K.E. it &k 3 correspondent inference
M (1965), &5icid Kelley, HH. 0HBRANERBBIE SN T,

2—2 Jones, E.E., & Davis, K.E. ® Attributional analysis

Jones, E.E., & Davis, K.E. iz [From acts to dispositions] (1965) %% 55H3 % T, B
EF—BLTHAAROMEICHDL->THY, &bbif human causality ZREDOHLCT AT
% #- (Jones, 1954; Jones & deCharm, 1957; Jones, Davis, & Gergen, 1961), [From acts
to dispositions] (3, FTE#»5TAEOEK (intention) KU EHMEM (disposition) % #:iHl
T2ABOGKRILZRLERAD 1 DTH 70 Tz Heider 0 REBIFRHAT & k9 hid,
Jones & Davis 0¥z Heider MizDBMi{bE S AL dDTH Y, FRFEBELTH L
RUVEIRE LTV %0 THDLS ZFEEANHERNETTHIUHHL S BEIN S L SiC, Jones
& Davis I IR RBER (internal causality), fEAREREEE (personal causality) ic &
D% DBLER LT

120fFMiE, TABEHZOKED S ZITHHLOBERLALVLIBRTERNTH 5. 2O
HHBICES &, THOZIFIIHFR (effect) HhOITRABORRNEMEAT 2. T LT, #50H
RIZHIEHDH LT, BROOTREDOAEFTEMEHEAT 2 FMICH 72D TH > L
CHoT, BRUFREH LATHEFHDGD & LTHAEZEYD, BEORE, S5KTRAEORE
EEETHNZED LD LT 5. CTTEENI LR, THOERN, VA FHEMICES
M o—BcH: (correspondence) TH %o Mo DFERBBBETIE, ML dEF, HRICH
FoNATAEOERZPEICT 322 Lo HANEDON S THORRITAZEOERKS
3o SHIKEZAE, WOXFEEASEBAENICERICI/ERT %0 Jones & Davis i3, fTE8»5iE
UE3itllo variation ZBDIRICT 2 LiIC k> THHLER, E£FEMH SIS,
WRESHERMITIE DN G, EFEAe £TTHLIE, 1) TEHLOBRZHATE ZEE, i)
o AFEMEHRNTE 228, iil) THISAFHEALERNTE 28, 2EZ 315K
[—Ek ] DESEHUA Lo —Biki, THOMRESTHL SRR, &5 iCRAREN~E
HNETTHZ LTHEL SIS, FERHONSOBEEZEKRT 5. Liadi-T, d LEEL
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Attribution theory ®B&(1) (KH - F)II)

T80, MEEZXE LWLV S BANENOEZEDORBMTH Y, SHICXENTHSE15%
FEMEHSDLABDIRBOREVEBIEFINI WS T—HEIBDTH VW EVA LS —
B LR TTE» S ZORRSHEM SN B3BETH 5, Jones & Davis i3, —BMEE2EET 5D

D& LT, HAMEE LS (social desirability), FEdtiE%)®E (noncommon effect), HREH
Bi#t: (hedonic relevance), % LTMEAM: (personalism) OEEEBZZ foo WICTH D 4HE
ALDOVTEAHBEMI L S0

ok, FTHLMIC MEE] LR ME#E] TH2b0008HT 3BEIRLD, £L0D
CEEHRTEBLBE Lito FTARAEDLZ 1 DOTHICIRWR L DHDOSENHREND 30 HlZ
i, a—YTREBATITHI, RBFRABZELIFHELAKIE, ARSBIKLZELSZ
ERERE LT3, L L, ERbhbNIEL, BHAMECRHETEEB1ICHEARLERZHERL
7. bhbhid, FENSEHICERL, BRESKLL -0 EHRT 5. LT, A
REVBRINITHZFEFICET L EED, MATHOTNTOAR L - THIBBICEZ L
WEBRDHLNBTTHIL, TARABEHEKL-THOEILLTAHTH A5, 2OHAABEIHE
ROBREAEGICHRATEIIV, 5K, ZOTHEENLD & LTEEFERZHRAT S L0
—HEREY, —F, BEEUCRAT THOANE S RLTEZRBIRT 22 &3, EHEAOH
Rlicxt L TEESIHRARKRE S Do

THERR, $30EEFERNO—BHERBICHFINLTHRROBHE, 3033k s
ZREBEOBEICLVEHT 2. d LAHRRICIND 3 HLMBELHEH»H S OHSDOEHHS
KEVPRLIE, THEEROEFEALOBEHERFICHOD LT Z EIXE L. AIXIEN
12)F 4 55NBEE~ Y EHET I LEOBRMEREL, Hh 2Lt LT—RIARNT
BEALERT 3. LA >THEORDRARSDLHIC, HBNNESZE0ETEHEIR, —RiICE
DAL FRIZTHEL SIKTES, BOTHEFL»DICLT EEFEEME HRT 25
A, 20—BHRENEEDNZ, ZHhiCH LT, WEOHETHRMICS ST 54}, BERE
NBEC X BEEERI B D THY, BWOREFEANOHIO—BEITF .

Ft, BWOOEIE{BHROI—BMICH LTEETH 3, TAENLD S 2THORRICSH
BHRIE, THhENCHBFODDLIERBER LD END 5. FAIZIE, d3ABKELRIRIC,
KL LTOFHD &L, NAETHRFEOEFOREATE, FRICERHN & L, IR, &
THBH, 500kmBEiL e KEATHEMP o1& LEDo TOBE, REZ, FH, B, L
WIRBHRICEL > THROBONIDOTIRIEL, FBEHRO MEM] MWRRERE LILLBDO
Bo ZDEIIL, WLDOHDEZNETHHBARIN TR IHE, STHICKE LPHRI, #
OFHBRAERSICHBET 2D DTIRE. FTRABEORN LREDOHRIT, FILEHRERY
FLitk-THODILEN K Do

Jones bickhi¥, PDEokSic, BELEFEACHT M, HROUSHWBILS
BREOT BICON, H30EBRINTEH LEBSNTHOMOILEHRMB DL LB
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2N, BO—BlEL D LRSI ETH B, TH LITHOBIRICH 3 DHitREEHIBI M (hedonic
relevance) &fEAM: (personalism) T 3. Z CTORENMEM LI, HIADTANZ
DRZFFICHMES LD, BEERCIVTIBELLTELAONS. THhbL, THOR
FHIBEYEI 2RI & S TOBBIIAEERY: (motivational significance) O TH 0,
BEOTHRRNZIFOMMERELD, 210 T 5. CNMEEZLONT, AR
BICE > TRDIBELTF —2DH LIV ODDOHRBELHON S TDIzHIEHBHROK
BRL L, HRREHICLE. HIAE, MBEOTHO 1 OHNEASOBREET LS L, ERDDH
SHNEEZIONATHOERHOIGIHALTL AL ELBREN S, T OREMBERICIZ

2OOWEMSH Y, RIFORNERREINS b OMEENBEM: (positive relevance), H
BB 3 b O EEHIBEEY: (negative relevance) THBo —HIC AIZ—BEDOEHER
T, KOMLRET %o Jones iz kil OTBMESICRENBERESDIE, —K
HHEHON B, TORBR, MBI L, PBREHLBTEENS LARBENFMEESL 50

X5ic Jones S AL fEAM: (personalism) iz, Heider O HAKIRRBROIEHISH
7Y —Thso AR, HMEELTAEMNELRREKVLZ L0 FEBRPARE R
M, BREBELIET S TABOERIC HET B LERET 30 LT, BAEOEH
i, AEEBEZ LI L >THEELZY 2THRREEESNBOTHRROMER T 5/
HILYA IN B,

—iC, NIHEFOTHZEHOKAMFONALEDELT, $LESORBIEEELEL RS
ELTHAELYEEMS 5. AIHBEOEEPHYUM, BEOHREB LS LT 3ERICEE, R
KHETALRBCHDS>32LTH5 L, ZOEROHMHSHERO—BMEE D 5 RMHIC
22 LbHhAIBILND, ’

IS E—BiEERET 2THOREE2H5DLbDTH B, Jones & Davis &, HHD
—EE I HENEE LS LIELEHROBUCH LA L, BRENBEEROTEE ZOHRICOL
THR SN BEAIKERSI 3 LB<TL 3,

WeHic Jones 513, Heider 0F 5 MMEAMERKEFR] OBETHEZT T/ LOLELD
ERITHORERE L OHETROLHICEZL5Nh 5. REMBO variation icxt L TEHER
54503 HLMEF LETH %, HSNEE LEOFVLTHIIR, —RICEFILB3THTHO,
ZLOAADEBITHE BERT 50 253, L LIOBLTHRTREOREEN, &
R EicANREL S HEES T L RB a5 (Jones, Davis & Gergen, 1959), % 7-fEA
i, A MEBRRG SN IBETH S, Licds-T, BAKOBLITHIZ, Z0%REHEF
OHILEMZ S LT 2EURTHRNATS 2. L L, BAKIHRENMSM E S BEEEDD %
OB D TR E LTOHMBEEIL L - T, HEMNBEMES BT MIEANERICEES T S
NEH5H, BENBEEETR—HICANFERICRBINS LIRS0, b L, WA EHEHF
CH B0 ERENBERERTREICL > TOFENBEEICEL 2 1.nic, RRRTRAEZEORN
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Attribution theory DE(1) (KH - #6)Il)

BicwBshaLBEbhs.

Pk, Jones & Davis i & > TRESNAEBEZMEN LT b, #5ORHE, Zo%K
CAMDFEEZBIC X - THDF 5T 3 (Chaikin & Cooper, 1973 ; Potter, 1973 ; New-
tson, 1974)0 L L, ZHOOWHFEMT T Jones S DIMABZRIEL b TRV FIFE
D—FFRICHMN B LT 3,

2—3 Kelley, HH. @ Attributional analysis

Heider ® human causality i 5 EHEICEEEST 12 Kelley, HH. 0 ERBRBICHT 3 E
73% % %3, “‘Nebraska Symposium on Motivation” (1967) iz [Attribution Theory in
Social Psychology| Lt &hFEFR SN 2D%d Kelley LEOHHERIT, V20D
ERRICET 2ERERMLTEO (1971, 1973), HOK KZWBAHOERL TS LED
N3o Kelley Sic kg RRBBBERE, —EORMHICHZERER, a12=r—vav,
HBVRABUEOEHEREESIEEDDTH 50

FRBER, REPIO entities & OEAFDIHE (property) RT3, » 30 >BHT
LRBETH B0 EAXMIC, NZRBATHRELOVOEI(RELEDVEZSL - TED, RELSHES
NODEFEL TS0 LI -T, DO ADITHREZHERT 2ERICRERT 28IR1E, %)
RENNERICEERT 20, AHERICHBTE201ENRD T ETH 3. Kelley 3, #HEHOH
Zic#k-o & Heider OBBOPRELEI M 7o BT, TTHREHOBONIEBOBEEICL
i, RRRBEOY —2% 2213 e TD 121, REESKEICHIZ3BEHLSHERE
B35ATHO (covariation), 4—2RMB\ENHE—DRELVE#REBIHATH S (con-
figuration). -

J#Z#S (covariation concepts) &id, ZRAWEM, 5 2L EBERNEE U THE S QK
HREEOEBRINIZANFERE LTRBIWIHAEE S, AL, ALBikFAEE
LTHY, ABTDHANTS >72L LEHo ROBBRTBEHERFMICLZEL, Thics LT
ADBHFMICTRI Lo CCTAOHESFNITHRIBIAE ST 305, BOWINITEIC LADS
BENTHE N, ADEBSFNTHRABSCRBEINS. COMES SICHMIEHNTT 21
¥, Kelley 3#Ricdd 2 FRARBOSIEI XL/ 24—y 2EEM LI WA, H34E0H
ZMEE, LS, cehispBRsAE, ELSOFRRENRTHZH, Ho0MEF
DEBIRB ST LS. Kelley 3ERMBICEL T4 2D0EFNIES, T78bBb, a) entity
(z D4, %), b) person(A), ¢ time (FUHKE#HR VIR LH{#£), d) modality of
interaction with entity (R ->7FETHKEHIC L), 2AEL, ChODOEHICLEIK
EOERATH L. BEOKLH OB, ZORSLSTEZFSH, FAEMNLTD, ECTHYRTS
HELY, EBLOABICEISERRT I, MORKICEELSERLLLES, 1| AOH
#ERRULELSORERIE, zOoRICABshI. £ LTHNERE LTOR» ORI 258
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BEOBRE —ELASDTHY, £/ hOAD AET 2, 5003 OFRAD KIS L AN
T, FOBREMBENTH22ICED, ERORBAVRET 0 HOISOCRBOEIBENRY
tk (subjective validity) #%& X 7o € LT, ARBLHRERBT 2RO UM EHERT 2E
#E LT, R (distinctiveness), BHj#Z Z7/:—E#: (consistency over time), 3t
& DHEMIBER % ¢ 2 1-—E: (consistency over modality), % LT &&#: (concensus) @
4 0% o ChHR, BARSNAHRANMEORIEZ DD &, HRMRENLKEI LD
THRA—DORIEE—BLTERDLT L, ALHRBRUE SR THobSNTHH—DRIEE
—HBLTRI L, RURREOVTOREARBUEMOA4DEDERALABTTH S L, 2F
B9 5. Licti-TRADRBHE NS DREEL-TRERHIELT, HROSOKFE~NOR
BiICHEESS N3, LR K] OfITS, HELBShBIKON, ARZTHLIDER
EHEEL - TRICRBT I ENTE 3, LL, COREELI-SRVGE, RBEIRE
B BHRD LS ZFICHEEERY, FRRRBICEATOLEET /59,

Tho DR, RBORAMEREEFT 5 L5 EHRNRYMICH L TRALEEZ 205, 8
IR LEORIITIZIBLD 2 180e Lo T, BEORATERERET 384, REZEORE
ORME, H2VEBEEOBBRPLPBBWORMN L LUEERRELERIET .

—J5, Kelley @/, RESh/-FHH» S ORAEAERIC DL THEHES (configurational
concepts) ZREL T3, iz, —ERVDBERICIELANICIBEORER, 530 i3BEE
LA ®RICH 2 L#EZ T3, Jones & Davis i, T2 TS HEELOHEHLERD
FEITIE - 72h, Kelley i3 xic, #I5]&/F#E (discounting principle) &##%LRE (argu-
mentation principle) Z24UMCHERH T 5. FIGOHR%E I HETERORENL, d L
hicHREHBT 2 EEANH 2720851005, &LW»I0 [HEEFERE] THs. AR,
Thibaut. J,W., & Riecken, HW. (1955) OERHIMATIX, HEBREHES L VMM OFELL
AEECAICBREERD, & ORR, WH & SWICBERE Lico FArE s LTRAMENL
VDB OBRTHITANERICHRE Shids, EaEFoy L TEBROERE LTANKE
NBBEHENIzo TOBA, BD/N—RF ) F 4 —REOHNERICIAT, EHTH S
BHRDBINF LS B ERINAENSBEREL L - TREEED S 50 T C TEMAEDOANE
REARE O i B3I hhfzo '

WY LUREETE, S$RCESETIRANN 225555, HRICT L THHT 3 5RICER
THERBRH SN B3UE, HRERETIREOSOBENMHMEN 3,

SOICHITHEIEHRLEELT [SERSER (multiple sufficient cause)| ##EXL
tzo & &® Thibaut & Riecken OHETH, ANEED 2 IRANREO L FhdbddhiT
BRTHESHETORLESFTH 50 TROLBLOOORBURLERE, EL0HRELEL
IEATHEME D s T3, Zhit LT MIEELERRE (multiple necessary cause) | 1,
BEDHREBISEZ DI, WO2HOFEEMNLELSNIFETHY, £&X Cause A

--180 —



Attribution theory ORH(1) (IH - T

BeHAr5Eb, §5 120 Cause B BMERKICHTNIEHRIELBLIENELSISDTH S, C
D22oD0FRIZ, AEFESTORRBRICSBESHTETH 5. AL, BEAPLHEIEZEL, B
REIHETEREI A 20HBKEAH50, IXTORELEVTHONIFERILERRAD 1
DTHH 90 LTAPRADZVRIITRAEOERD &5 BARARESFEESEMICEHRE > H15F
BA, TholdFEHSFERELTEIONS, RULDRHELFR L OBIFRIIEKE (1976) K&k -
TEEIh T3, ANEEEANERRIC 2 DKM, SSIRHROLREEERE OBF
EEDTELEDNE, R1DXSICE3,

F1  RYPRE L RHRIRE OB

HR#& | —EHH A8 | HRERRE

IS X O X x % o R &
R A 3 x ) x % OB &K
4 m|ARE| R R O X X xS R M
B Blx 2|8 & O O O % B R

REELBLTHER O
HEEHLSBOHER x

¥/, Kelley i3 Jones & Davis Oz EH#ELDD, FOERIKOWTHENTR3. C
ho 2 o0EHIE, Lbic Heider O REEBIC LT 3700, BT 3867080,
L LESHEEZELUERI, TREEZLVIRE 303 REAEORIFLVLICHDATY
%o Jones & Davis i3, EDAR L >TEZ I 3AETHICER LT 372%, REAM
EHBLRRAGBPEEBAIRA LL D & Lo —7, Kelley 3RBiICHT 2 ERBBORY
HIELERED, BANEHREBZLOPRINEREZIBBOEHERULFEL S €
LT, FERABORUMEZE DS LDDHEEZRA S, LM -T, ZO200EHFI
TBHOBBEEORA LI THEALREEB LT IRTOMBICAET 5 LBbN 5. £/,
HEMEES, 52 RRTO—Bi:d Jones & Davis OFETREBHSLEVRICERD S
Foh, bFHICHELHNBEE LEZBLTEAINTRRIRTE L. LOrdHANEE LKL
LThian, RAWEERE LTEERRRBICEELEZ 260 TR, /- Kelley i3,
Jones & Davis O HBHRICOOTHEM AR M T3, LhL, chdid Kelley &
Jones & Davis QEBROHLY, &4 FOLTAICEONT S0 £ LSBT 5550
Jones & Davis OE#HIiZ T8O NREICERZD DY, —RHRULERO #RlL S EHEAME
THRALLILTE2HDTH B0 —%, Kelley ZRHIIS 2 IRTHELEZEXLSDE L
T, XN EAOEEERIZY, ANRE~NFRAZRBEE25D0TH 5.

PED XSz, REORBERIZ, ZHICHoDLNI1TEHME, ZOHRICHZLE LIFER
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BVERS: THEFIICE] FeAM1 5

ZHHML, METIRSATHHONLODTH S0 LT, CZTHONS [—HEE] 3%
WERICBVLTRRO NS LAROBEEZ S 2OOTINLK, RREEZLPTLHOKL, ¥
rRAOBRBEFRSMESEIHICAONZHED 1 DTH %o

2—4 Heider, Jones & Davis, Kelley OBz D> T

Heider #¢ Brunswik, E. OHERGHBEERICEELZU T LB/ EBDTS
bo MUITTEHIZEFNY, % LTITBOFREZRICHIED T 7o MERIE 1 DOITHHLLD
POFREDAELCTORRHABIELALETH S, LIcti-T, THRIEFERLE %A (coor-
dinate) LT 355, LObZDTEEMNELTWREE, 1bbTHEHE T 2R
BOHOWEREEENERERE LTRY H5 5. Heider (3 Z OBERBHIBREIC E£E 5 dbE 10
Jones & Davis i, TBIOFRICI > T 3EED variation ZHDRICEZ 2HH% L,
WO OEBETIE, KHEOKHHAE (RICHAMER) ZMOFEE»SREAL, Ef#E LTOTEHH»
5, TORRZGHICHBICIBETE 35, L0 ERER Lizo H5RBHERDOBE % Bkt
TAHILICEK > THEEMNERICHRNTE 3 {8 7. Heider 2%, BATIHRIC LV FEEER
U L7-Dic ki, Jones & Davis (& 4 2O#&%thil & LTITE» SEANE LTOERE
WIREICHENI S 2 C LiIcERZd DT

Kelley (3 Heider b & i L= 7-%, Brunswik OBEEFEEBEIZ I T, B3
RS, RUOHEESHREDEDLY AKX ERMEN 7 V2R T, Heider ® human
causality #RFHSTHTERLEFACRE S/ BOETFTVOREICIZ, bhbhisHR
ZERARBELWEELLZEVODIELBIREND S0 ZD1HDFEE LT, 420FHHIRY
AT HESEHRE L1z. Kelley 0% Brunswik OVHTRNE, Bidduke LT
OFEREZRCHTE, THLEROEAOBELZEHNRAMUILL-TREDY, SSKKFERLE
FHORISHHELTH S LBDS - HDOHREICH L THEET T,

Kelley & Jones & Davis DR, Jones 523—@HIRTTHRCTEHEROFERRED
BEZHELIAKD B, WO, THBERNTHIUEL, TABCLIHROFRALNTHETS
BERE LT LT, THOHRLTHOENR, TABOEFERN—KT 213 LFHO
RARTAECRDSNG. ThICK LT Kelley i, FTHOREH—EIRD OREESOT T
FHEFHERAO MSERMTCERBHTHETHZ EITBEE B, BDO EZHFiCKK, T8
LIEROIEH—BED S DTH > Th, thOALDTH, 5230 ZERREEOEEOBEED
MM BT HEBERIFT LV T ENEENT 3. EKIC, Jones & Davis ¢ k% corres-
pondent inference BE{IC B TH [HEMNEF L &S] OESBEDONTE D, HEOTH
~DEEABE T 3, Jones & Davis 3 Heider 0 REMFEEBODTTLITFHORNEKI
KERZhbY, ThhoTABEDATEAZMRATIHAEL 70 £L T, Kelley o25%
WAL D PRROHEAIC BT, REBFEZREHE L.
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Attribution theory ®BH(1) (XH - B

Kelley & Jones & Davis @&\ id, #&F, RE#ABEROZRICFEE Sh . Kelley ik
KBS, H20IIhECTEZELT, $RELERDOKERFK HRO—BHLZHLICER
ZHER U748, Jones & Davis B#RORECED S FREAHAT 3BB A2 L 50 FIZIE
Jones & Davis ® M#&m®EE L] i3 Kelley 0AEH: &S d 325, Jones & DEAMEE
ODREAEZR&ITVILT 310K, HREIBRTRFNIEL S0 Lich> THOALDE B 1
WITE (EHEE LIDEWTE) 3, TABOAFTEREHRNIT 25 2 THRAED L FEHh
D&itB. 1 Kelley ickhid, B SRBOHRNDSbNIEE, TOHRES> AT
TENE, BERZEZNRICKBTE5ATREAOFMEMLVILISS. Thid Kelley (1967) bsuk~3
ik, RENEE, b5VIREED variation DIRVFWICR OGN ZERICE D LBbh
30 LipL, 270ERIMEB/TRLBV. TR OREHENIKEELS S D TH 3, Bich
305, Kelley &5 851 &FHE] © [ LEE] & Jones >0 EHh S HhiE, FTHBER
OEHE, HEMEFILE, HIWIHEREHIRICL-THBINSB36DTH 3. Lichi-
T, MELTE»S, BEE LTORAZHAT 2BBICDVTOTu—FTHD, &R
¥ Heider ohuman causality 2B L1-H3RTdh 3.

3 Attributional approach ® R

Bk~ 1= & 5ic, Heider, Jones & Davis, # LT Kelley & DEzhit, £0D%%5 { O
Lk - THE SN T& 2o Heider 42 [The psychology of interpersonal relations_| (1958)
OH TR L1 — VLB LTS, BEASTEMASHh, ERRET o—FiRFk
BREZEZ T 3. TTEHRS  OERPAENTEDN, EEUEHOGER SN T,
ROBON T IEBRBEILC DD, SHABSHEORKRTHEELERS 5 &0 SEA%EHED
Tdo 2D, IRBICHEHILILVOOHELLIBEETH S, ChETRIFROREES
OEHERBENRL LN TE T3 (Kelley et al, 1971; %KE, 1976), 4E, bhbhd ¥
fz, BHODEARRESEBEITLE LT — 2 2h M EEERS BT LI Lo

-1 EREORE .

RBERNT o—FO POLRED 1D, THRERIEREOBEEELEY HiLicd
%o Jones & Davis {2, REBEFETRBICRY, T/ Kelley 3BRENER (FTERICH
TAERIRANER) RURHMNBREEXZE L bbb, THERORAZTAZONNEHE (in-
ternal property) &4\ H94&H (external property) iZR¥H &5 & Lico &S ic#lnid, Heider
BEEN, BHHECEIBEORBENLLORAEREL, BRORAEZEB Lo ZOTFu~
FIC3GE U= AREIRIE, THICEAR, TRABEORNERELANERRYMSD, ThoHBHEE
BB LR, 1 20fTHNIEh3L052LTHB, CCTOANERER, TAEBEON
BLTHORERERD 3B/ EE®R L, —FHITRELSMBRCTEH LIEE, THORRIITA
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BTERS: THFificR) HeBW15

FEPANCRD OB THMANERANDRETH 5. NNERRTAZEOS N, tE, s
2EU. —F, ANERELIMEDCS, BS, HEY setting, BEOEES, o0 3Hen
REEEES, TRAEEFTCLIHFABRTHESERNORBERKT 5, K<, 1 ADBHI
ER—PTEDE S EBELE Do ZOBRA, BICK— P E2ICHNED - 1D, Bhick
S>TEY & 5720, BENIORBOERBED > /2/cdd, LrdF— 22 SOREFOR
RTH 71O, B—OTHICOAN, ANERZAThHNEFEST 2THMEED > Tl 5,
TR, ARMEOREE, XL L TRRORDEAKICHT IMALZFLICITRELRBEED
BBRELEABHORIT S LICT B,
TTIRBRLAAONIFETiEdH 545, Thibaut, J.W., & Riecken, H.W. (1955) 278D %
DERRUEHQMNE L OBBE»CBR L. BOOBERER, Y77 ThHaMtD 241340,
FALBESTHORBETAEILRDEZIIa=r—vaVvi2R Lo ZIFO 1 ARBEREL
DBLHEHHMADETH Y, D 1 ANJEMAETS - 7co BERER 2 ATKTFORMET
B3L5HBLIco TORER, 2ADY 771, BEBORARKEIRBREL - BBREIHED
R CEBREFTHICH L TR - ERERE Lizo T18b5, BHMAEOERIBONNERIICIF
B&h, BEMAEDOBEIER, BOBrNRRICABEESNI. EHNERZBRE~NDEHSNDS
RO EDhOS TS oHic, BOBRWTHLHER SN/, EBMAEIREACELT
BEE LI EHEBlEN 7. Ring, K. (1964) OWETH, BHADOERBZIBERNATS 305K
HEh, EERBRELMDN . BHABEORS, BRI LT, BOKEBRIEIHBE
R Z FHUMN0d, TNEBERTILIANHVLDE BRI L EDhEDTHA
Jo

#“R% Jones & Davis OuIFTHNIE, EMAEOERITHEIZ DAL BFTH 42—
VTCHBID [HEMET LE] BEV LI -T, TRABOAEEM & O—EMIRIEL, &
HTH TR LG E LTANERIKBBENIDOTH A5, £/ Kelley 3 MB5sFHER] T3
B89 %, IEHMAIEICIE HOBRIER L HLNEENC I 2BROTEENH 208, T TR
ANERE~ORBHEE ph, WIKANRERRICHBRE SN 220, TERFEANERE
BROBANTHD, BRBITHEEPTIREE L THRXNEENOHNREBRLI-:OTHA
e . A .
SPABRAE dulv & L7z TR & OfREE, Jones, EE., Jones, RG., & Gergen, K.J.
(1964) K& > THIREN TR S, Thickhld, 3 AOBAICHT 2EEELE GRS, €
DOADRIER, HRERMNLERTHON, MEOCRRICLIHAE GHWER) KRESh 3,
e, SoRRKENERACBT ZRABOHRICER L/-0s, Strickland, L.H., Jones, EE.,,
& Smith, W.P. (1960) TH 3. # 5, RKHEISEHZTERY T 2RESFHEEINE, £
OFERRBZEN % LB S 5H, XFORVEAS, FBIWIERRIBERARICRBIhELL
AR Lo CCTREFOHBTIBRICOVT, RBENLOBREELMEZREE LT 3008
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Attribution theory ®RS(1) (KHE - FEHI)

&5, CDHFA, Jones & Davis K khid, AEDOH 5L SDIEHITHLHEEZLED
BOTHTHY, TREOERIIPAREICHRAISN 3, Kelley o$Ehoid [AEHE] iKk-T
HBPENhZ. REOXFNHZ L LEBOREEMZERT 30 TDHIC, FHORRIGIFEHESE
BRCRBENPT Ve ThOo—EOMRICIHBEILRIL, THBCELTEAONERETE
LOMDOEEERDZLLETH B0 LIt TITABLEMNEZTHOMAEANICT 2845
FHRORBIIERALALLBEIONL Do DL ) KALHBEFKICES { AREDORREIILRBERS
BT Ta—FIXEEERFEBDO 1 O2TH %,

ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁw,ﬁ%%&%ﬂ%mﬁ%mﬁovéwioféﬁﬂiﬁﬁéoR%mLDT
Straus, E.. & Fazio, R. (1974) 3, HFEELITHABTE—BELEA, THbBHFELLA
DROITHR, BOLADHFE LA BLTRE, S4TTABEOANKEIBB SN, —B LRV
AR EICRBINS Lo HE LOITRHICR WL O»OFEASBESN S, #id -
TAABICH LTHFENBEEZL2ER, T LOTHE2TAEONNEEICREYT 3. COH

A OBHETRABOABEENEALILDOTH 30 THMEI ST EMESZ 2B IHEFEEEF
LHicish, BFLOFVIEZ RIT313E, HFOFE LY THIIANERIC BB s 3
(Lowe, C.A., & Goldstein, J.W., 1970)c BEMNICMiBEH» OB IHEESZIF 5 T & i3, BIEFSH
%1832 & Tdhs (Aronson, E, & Linder, D,, 1965)0 L& L—H T, HABRICELTHE
DPOFELEZY BEE, HFLFREEZESRIIES L WS ENME LS (Goodstadt, BE,,
& Hjelle, L.A., 1973)0 % LTHEZRLAHFCHT 2RI FOTHHNEETHZIEL, 2
HFREFCHT ATHOBEHMSHR SR L, LEIRSE (psychological reactance)
M ah 3 (Brehm, J, & Cole,AH., 1966), #lZ ¥, REMRICEHIELED, ELNC
BEFET IEBEECHEE RLEERELLS. COBE, BBEER FEEDO FMIcBALT
HHTH 2D, BFEESZSUHCLRLI->-THFCFE LLEGE EXLRIFIREOELENS Fh
ZRL B0 FEB~OTMEHEETH I3 EFMOBHIBFRES I 20 T T TLENRREI
#&Nh B0 Brehm, J. ickhid, REHEBZNITEHOBREZHE LT E o5, BHE
#EETE3FERO 1 2L LTHARRORBOSRAON . IFEORLEHEHKOT 2EHIZ, HFEOD
FROTHBBEONMRERICRE SN 31E LA &1». Worchel,S, & Andreoli, V.A. (1974)
BFBEERTI ETIEEEZ RAENERICRBET 2L T, LEARBHEREINBEEREL
fro BRI, RFREXHFL, LEHORESBEIN AL, THEANERICRE L1z Thi
Kelley oz TAaNIE, (EERBOTHICIE, BOKFHUELVIHANERL, FEETH S
EBCBOLHREEZ LI LTIANERENEETE 5. LhL, [HEI2FEE] O-»hAM
FEROZEHESIhN, ANERICLOBIBBINIEELONL S, £/ Jones Sickh
¥, FEHICH LTHFRBNICS SRS C LRSS COABROPTTH TS 570, TAEDS
FEALTHEO—HEIIEDL -cTHS Do KR, ZBIFILLEST, 2OLSBRATOTH
BRANFERERLIBAT S0, ANERCRBShIcLBbh 3,
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REXRY: MHSFNCE] N8RS

HE#H DR BIZ, Heider © human causality BRI &S & Z A0% 0 B3, TAENEH
BECE->THENTHD, TOAAKRLEENRLOIFRRTAZBRICRBIN M, 7
ABE~OEROFE L TTHOFESES LTLGEA, ELEOANRRICAESNELERL
720 THHORRIE, THELTABZORAOHMO —BEERLCLTEL SN, THOEE
i3, TAEQIVELELLGHIKRBEN S, Z LTAAZEL DL TOFRNIEREEALIE
TRRRRBEN 2. FRORBER, HEOHERL—ELILTHETREFUSNOHANERERIC
RBT2LERE-T, THETAZLOBRELEMEL, BEMLEIH» S,

Jones, E.E., Rock, L., Shaver, K.G., Geothals, G.R., & Ward, L.M. (1968) i3 BRE%
ROBERELEILER B LIC L > T—EHDORIIKK 2 —V 2EOH Ul HEHBICH L TIRE
S>OBEBRNNE — VBT AP 2B L TLENIKRIILTREE T4 —Fy 7 &t RRE
D123, SHEFBISHER LEBERDIE EALY, —EOBMEOMRIKEP LTS LE
¥ 5h o (descending condition)e —J5, MMDORBREHTRMICERDIZ & A CHREILRES
hi- 4 5hi- (ascending condition). #ERiZ descending RAEDEEZ~DOFMEH L
DEL, TLTOEEBRIMOFREOBTITLSN, XVANTH 3 LRSI £ LTLEKN
RS LIz fTRBE~OFHMEIE, HEREOPMICH -7 Jones 5id, HREMHNFELOIIHR
HRICLZHDELTHB LI, KRIZEA, THEFERLOEAEZ RHBLVITLETHY
ah3. COHBER, BROFALZOFEARBICHTIMRCOERShL 5. BRLUT, FA
SNROBRBIARREBCERICAB SN PT . HZIT Feather, N.T., & Simon, J.G. (1971)
ORERS, THRINARIITFRINBLRDIED S, BHEVLIBAORENKHICEBR SN
»F <, HCRBINICLWT EE2HE LTS, £12 McMahan, LD. (1973) 3Z4EEHR
T, RIIERBOEBRETIE -0 BEREBIIEL LD ZHNIC, RIBOTFHEERN, SHIIFER
#%, BEHGEET S EELABEIORY, KEKOFEREZRE Lo TOKR, FTHRINUBWLED
PRERBAOE S, 520RELVSFAEEURACRABSA, —FFRShERHORER
WH, 3303 BEOREELVIRE LAERCRBESN 0 20X BTHRRLTAED
BEEOBIRIE, HEMHRER -HRICLHONZ. KEMORFEHE L I ERE T, RERT
OFEVEFA LIECEFEBO™HILONT, #5ORROFEEEALGHEICHE L/ (John-
son, T., Feigenbaum, R., & Weiby, M., 1964) &5 ICHERE IR, BWORKEFELHL, KE
MWRENo BASEELAR, ZO0RRREKAFLSZLABMEH, BORRISHEESTLEL
ROBOFRRBEEICRB SNz ERERIBBEVEFORRICHIET 20 { 2H»OERH
Ohky, BRLRBPUHCEEAZECH L Bbh 3, ‘

Jones & deCharm (1957) dfTRB~OTIIOEIL, DBROTEHICH T 3 halo $HR%ED
DLEBRT B0 Y LORKRIZ, bhbhds, TRAEOREICH LTHFRASIohABELZD
BOBEOTHEOMICRE LI 2— Y 2RHUT I LTAEARS ST LERLTN S,

IR ZTHRANTELRYNER SRV ORFERRBICN T 2BHBBHIT /o —FTH 5.
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Attribution theory ®R(1) (KH - F)Il)

Atkinson, JW. @& & TEERBBEHF LT~ Weiner, B. i3, Tolman, EC. »5&L
BBBA T v ORE L, BHiERHS RERRBERANO 7o —F% R o ROEHR
¥, Heider iz & 3 human causality ®#3¢ &, Rotter, J.B. 5ic & 3 locus of control @
BIFICHRIHE SN, T LTERHBOEET I TEILLLT, THORIEREKERD B
i, ZOHBPOIHIC, BRICHADORERHEFEEZM > 2o Weiner ¢ Heider OEREY
FRAR O E HICHFFMOULFERD AN, BALENZBEANRBERE LT, $-HE0E
BELELNNRBERE LTEOA ke FABREBBERELERORTIL L > TZH LIt
DTH5 (£2),

Ability ; 877 OHRZ, THICEZ2ITOTRNHRICID F—C HESN 3. AROR

%2 Weiner 5ick 2 RRENER BETHROBRSOI KD, REKDBEADEHNZE

® OH O x m HobTHEELIL S, THROLLAH/ERO—E
% E B | AW M #, —BEGHENORBORESRBLILS.
B E & 3 2 REOWEE ;. Jones, Rock, Shaver, Geothals & Ward
2 mH | 5 b2 M (1968) #RT & SHic, —HMOBEFEBRICET

2B ORINE, ETOROBRICHAHDLT, TREOHNOBACHEELRITT. SSIKFL
BEICHBE LBA, BRORDEIENORBICHREES D,

Task difficulty ; REOESE R, —BRICHLSHBEL BEOL R HELVHERN SN,
ZLOANEDT 51RE, TORRIT FEBPE L e MBah 3 (Weiner & Kukla,
1970 ; Frieze & Weiner, 1971),

Luck ; Chi3AWRBEROPTHOIRLELEREZL L, THRERICHT 2 BANGEHIR
TAHBERTH 50 LT, BRO/CZ—VHi—EFRT, EHELOIUSIREEHBRERTS
BLHEREN B,

Effort ; ANFEATII 50, ¥bHTRAMVIEABEEA T 5, Weiner, B.5 (1971)
ERBBICBE D S ok, KREA~OFEN, BPINGHICHHT 3T &2k~ o
TRbb, K3 ANERICRESNKETH 3 (Frieze & Weiner, 1971) »5, &b bif,
RT3 EELEHOBLOBNLLLBATETHS5. ¥z, THRRD/2—-vhbih,
descending &4 TOITEIIBNHORRICHE bh, —F ascending R TOTHIIBBOH
micEBmah 3 (Jones et al, 1968),

DE4ADODEREZRVT, ERHBOBELFREZROFSHFH Weiner 5iCk - THES
b T& 7o Kukla (1972) i, ZERBHEO VRUVBRIZBFERBICH L, HLOTREROKE
AERBSE o BRTE, BERDBBIRDPIKOREERE, b EHBBICES, F
HRBT BEROBC EHRENT. 51 Weiner & (1971) dEKBIBO B> ARE
VARKEN, BAESCENBHZLBALPT I LERLTR S, ZhOOKRZENTH
¥, RBBHEICE T, GEBHROAIBOHHPENBZOEERERNTH S LBAMTSTH
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BIFIAS THSFMCRE] HIBH1E

55 L, EERBHBOANIROREZBHEICHE LEWEMZRTELITLETH S, —7F,
RBEOHE, BERBHBONIEHBOAICHESN, BRESHORRBICRT 548, EBHBOAR
HIIORRICRBET 2MEMHH 50

ZD&Hic Weiner i kK 2 BALERBBE~DOT 7o —Fi3, Heider 233125 L-ER#E
DORB%E, LOBFENCHPTIOREYHTH 1o L LRBEREHI ZEROHKBPEKE
SHRKBR->THEALTY TR, ThULORBEZDZTHLLLETERLTHSH. TTIC, BE
ORRPITHHEROFRRBBICH LTEERHRESD2CLIBLHILIA TR 24, 120RF
HTRONIBRUROBETCRERRBICKELEZL B8, 50 IROBETOTHTFRIC
B354 14F 3y 7 RORPBESHOEFEN 3,

3I-2 EFERORE

55 ANOTHIE, ANERELANEROBEHE LTESZI oM, hBEICAY SN 31THODSE
RITREOX ARIEE L HENEROHEERACE S EREIN S, EHEEROHRIZITHO
ARBICEE LzbDTH 5. THIRIZW2HOERISBE SN B, B THANERICHR
SNBBA, THEEFEMEIZ WSS 3. £ LTHIET 513 LEEOHRLS BRI, T
B3I EBEEMIC & > TP Sh 3, Jones & Davis it &k 2B EAO#RAIZ Heider ® hum-
an causality O—#& LTHR SN, ERNICIITHESEORE L ORAMICHET BT
HBbo LIch-THH, BE, REEFEMHS—BFT 3L, KD ERSHNTEON S, 1T
BYRFERE ERFT 525, THREFERAOHNICH LT HRNT H S L0223,
Jones & Davis i3, TEBASHRIITS 37-0DRME LTADEREF 124, RIBEERLRRHE
>OEBDOHHRICKHL FEZERM: (intentionality) Th 2. FTHHEFTAEORN & BEERE
T3 E Jones S0 —FHE EH BEMFRIHROTE 2. TABZORRUENEICRAS
NAZRME, BOREDTHERRT IBICEIONIHEOBEICK > T 3, TABICRE
ShTLATHRERRENZVHE, BROBHIKRE L, TORRTRELSBALTHIR, BOoR
RMBFFIICRBRENIDDEEZIOND. LT, THHIOERFERCEZHRIBHTE
5125, Festinger, L., & Carlsmith, J.M. (1959) 2 RAHARBAEERITEO—FLE LT,
BRETHICEDBESN A BMOBERFECEE Lico ERICBVLT, BERELLZERLE
BRER, [EEOSE LY -] LRETHOACERT & S HRERY ko REIITHS I
Aipfnieb L, FECHTIBABEREEZL B LICL > TRBMAEER Lizo F /- Davis
& Jones (1960) OWAEICBLTHIMATEHTEBREERD SN ALBREIRBMEZECL, fh
E~ORANERZEZL S ETRBZER Lo RIZHF ZERAITIZ, BEBRETHEET
EBRRTIHEREBVERTHOPCETNITREORRYE, 3V IBEEHERAL, 2hiH
HETHEHICE ) 2 BEOHRAELHNBIERE-T, ThORKERDHBEETRES &
L7co Jones, EE., & Harris, V.A. (1967) i3, —B#lA2E»3b0L LT, RROBHKHK
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Z, THOHS > TFRSh 2L (priorprobability of act——% D AiC BT 5 iR
HREH S, BHPREOTHZELZLTHEINIER) 2 B2l BORBAMSHIEHN K&
) ¥7HId > TFASNAHROBENITE, TbLEBOANE 2 FEHRLEHIS I TA
SNBLFTH, BEON/R, THEEEONENEERE Lo RB1, 2TRAROK
20T, 3TRAEZEJNCOVTORRMBERSN /e BLZDOFRERIRDOLES>DTH -7
D AR oXHF, RAX OO o2 ODOTAMMRENS, 2) T v A NEBHELETE
iy, BRISNELFHTHEOLNIHET SN, 3) FASHIBERIIKRS TERICE
5N, M (L) HEOABAEEFIRY (B BREEF{LTHRESNI. O vt
1DEEFORYOEELSHER SNz BRIRREZF Lo EETRFHESHLLTHMNE
5N, LhdFIRELCTHEZER LGS, BELTHO—BHRIROIFEL > o §—2EH
TRERR, THHEBEISN/AEETER, THOHS LEBESER SN T L TH S, BIHR
RETOHBAYIL, BRCHVETONLEBFRETOTTH LD TS 54, BEELOI
TAEOBESBINCRBEN 0L LTRON, TEICKHE LBESBEICHERN S
(over attribution), Jones, E.E., Worchel, S., Geothals, G.R., & Grument, J.F. (1971)
bERDEBREITE - -, BREGOAICHT ZRBERTHICH - TRE SN /D, Jones
& Harris LFULK, BROVEHNEVSTONLEHTEZ, THEBENNETId0L
LTRSS 720

ZOFERICDT Snyder, M., & Jones, EE. (1974) i3, #¥A#C L > THDINIT v
ABHEORBREEREH S D Licidic, BHREIRAWREL LOBRDOREEZR L.
DTRIELHETR LT3, Hd Jones & Harris O R TR BREREREICL-T
 EHNELOTH B0, BEMEROTEHLbN5B. €T Snyder & Jones OFF
RTEHEBILCS BN &L > THREABRGT TEON T vy 41 EAL L T 5, BEOERRR
(over attribution) iZ& SN ote THODERIE, Jones & Davis (1965) DEH
SHREFEHBINZISDTH 5. T LTITHELTHICRLEAT 3HEANKES 2 IRAH
HUO2ohazdickh, FHEERE LTOEFERAEORE L-EARBEFEMSBONS, &
Db FE CRTICE BMHEME D ZBOTHORBRICH L TR, TAEORRICZOREERE
THLLICE > TRERENBON S,

L» L, —K T Worchel, S., Insko, C.A., Andreoli, V.A., & Drachman, D. (1974) i
[EEHI—3 (negative correspondent)| ic k ZHRE V> SN &REREF 20 TTIC Jon-
es b (1971) OHRICH—MRBIN T 34, ZONER, BRTRIW/AFTHOFMEE
H—EIL, VOBEETRBCRBTZ2LLIHDTH S, COKRIBROMSICHELT
B0, BUBERSBERTOT TRENGA, BEER, TREOBEEZER LIFOFMIC
HRIL7zo BMEIFRETT v 24 2B SN, BRICKZFALHOREELRF > THRRE, *
v A DHREIRTLIEEETFEINBEH, Worchel 53, LENREICKL ST, 2O E%2R
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L&) ERB o E/ Jones Sk, BRABTHHBOREOAIC [BEZ—EMIC X 5 HA
(negative correspondent inference)] % Rt L7-4f, #5RBTEBOFMEHMNBEHEICREIH
3Ly k4R LTHOEBHIRENSD, Lichi- TEEN—HBC X 2#HANAON S LIRE
L7co DEARELZRESNILERZ, BUOPhENBHEZEHET 2 HFMICEELEKT 5 TH
590 b LITAESREMIC—HOBRICES X5 REh, TOT LT > TITHDOEHBEMH
BEh3B5, TAEOBER, BICHERINLEL>1.ERCH LTIXOFENTS 5 LH#R
&hb. >3 Festinger & Carlsmith(1959) 4 41 7DEBRAETTIL - 1co R TI, HWHHIFR
HOFTAEDEEY, BNchiERLBOHFMICHERNShI. TROEEXOELEEEXS
LIBHFSNIATAER, FECHLTFZ LA BLEBEELDLRBShI. ChORTTRE
DEBEBEMORENAEEL S X b DTIRIEL, SHCRANEREZESUBIEROIFZ-2d
DTH o LI RHNBERESRD SN BYURNIC, ZEALOTRER, EERECY LGRRT
HBLELIMAEFER LT 250 EBbh 3, ZH5Thid, CORKTEHOFRZLIDLOL
T, TTRARABEOHFAREL > TR/ &I B, MMEERELL] LETFZLIBEShL
#OBHBHMBIRIBROBBEBE DN /oD TIRIEL, BoOHMESER SN izicd LH#HRT
BLLENTE S0 LMo TLOEBURBIL LIZHEBTRAESTHEHd Lrisee
TRABOLRFEMOHR T, REATHEF SO 3 RETH LBEE L THE SN TL 3, Jones,
Davis, & Gergen (1961) i, R, S1E - D MES N/ RENCHEIST 3 ITHIZEADL
FEEOHRIC & - THBH T LW IRBICED SHRZHE Lo #50FRICI, Jon-
es & Davis (1965) OHIECHEICEH SN 3 [HEWEE LS| OBEND - 7co ERTH,
HEEHEEDGRD SN 3 FERTL L, ML RAHEESRD SN 2B KERE~DEEEK
X LCHENT b . BREZTEZMOBKET LMo In-role 781% & 2 ARXFEHRT
TOmBETRAMMNIC, BKEREOEETIHETMICKIE Lo Out-of-role 17B)O AL, &
RENBZBELADORIEAETR Lizo Out-of-role £HETRERINZBDEVORIE/CZ—V %
ARUictd, BOEFAERAZIVPELCS oI LMK SN ERiT Kelley 0 [#I5] & FR )
KE->THHEMAENZ. CZTO In-role 1THIE, TREOEROITH TS 2 LFAMIC, ERS
NE3THELZLVHSANERCRBINITHER G D 5. TOALHANERIZ S DO, S8y
FRiCRB S Thid, AN, AMEEOS B, REESBRORE LK, Z LTHBZHHA
TIARRORIEVSOKFERERBLICEEMELIZH . REEIR, HLEHWBEF L SPH
BIEFEEZELT, 2435 LUERDSUZTRLPTLDTH 0

Messick, D,M., & Reeder, G.D. (1972) i3 ®&EI~0#ASHEICINA, FTRFISEEIC DR
EBBSI SN TR 30 EERICL oo FIMABRTXTOFMTHEENEICEN . £
DORR, HBEBAOHPSTIBH L &, AMHRIABERSNILBOMET, L VAR,
T BT OB ARHRNEEZ 22 HEET, JOARNCHERAISh . SP 0BER
yhAs reward-cost IC &k - THBEN 3F4, In-role fTENIERUEIED 570 L L, #5
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OWFiICH L, BBRTLHMELLZBRLTNR3 &0 S5#HHH 5, Calder, B.J. (1974) i,
BEICETLERDOAHT Messick & Reeder LEROBENB LN, #HLHIBRBIC X 258
DARBEHRINT EARE Lize CHICK LT Messick & Reeder (1974) i3, BEI%fF oMk
BFERHLD EIBRBRUBICEERLTRBLTR 2,

Jones & Davis 317814 > K HBEM~OHRIZ [—B 9 5 #H (correspondent inference) |
THPA Lo THOHLSNEE LIBEITINE, ThZTERTH 3. LA LCRRICEMNS
fOADBUE S ICRROTHELZT LT, FEHHFOBERIKIZ60THY, BodiczoER
ZHRBEMICET DI 3 L TRELLBRDTIEB S, LKL, TXNTORGTERMSEHME
EICHESS 5 REEE IS0 EBRIC Worchel 5 (1974) iICk > TSI Z KD ICHBL LT
EBT 2854, THORREZEE LEAFERAIKETRD B LIERKRIKE L. PIIVESR
ERZHRT 2 ETERELRIL, THIRIEOEL, BEOE/iew LEhiBE—BEE2R-T
WEPEWRSITETHS0 Tz, THOBRRUZHRT ZZ LI HBHEUTD <,

I3 EREORRE

HAFTBHZRET IEELERD 1213, bhbhBHERSEZTESBETE LA TEHEIL
DT, FOBEREZAALSLD, LI ETHB. A, 55 AMKREIEETE > B4
OEREEMBIC KRBT 254, b LBHFOABTHBESK ERTHEUS, HFELRDEKESD
L, #iCE S BRFISIREICHEZ 251, HFELHERTIEH5. COKDIKEEDRBEHT
TEERIZ, NABRERERELTOLIZATEDTEETH 5. HEOHER, BREVEHZ
LIcfTAZBOREKICS 3.  LERBEANRECESCHDELIE, THULLITRAENER
LTERER LB TEROBRERE - ATTRABICRBShE o LI L, hEFSREROL
RiICHE LBe, BAORERBNNICVDESFOoh3. COX)ITHERITE, - HE
OREBPBEBRALS, SLREOTRAEITEITIEINLOMS 5. —RICHIER, »L2D»
ODERLBEINIBREONE, HRVIBELOBEICETE, RIBREFBTILEbN
ZRRICEB SN 2ERND 5.

Heider (1958) W EEDRBICOWT, EANER~OREIIZ, HRICHT Z2RENFERD
HNHFEIC X > TET 3 b~ BRI NE, RENFEESEROERICRVLEENZ
$2IEE, EAOEKEVBBRBEINBEES L ETHbB. £ LT Heider i3 Piaget, J. Kk 3F
ELOHEERBORENERICEDE, REORBLVEDLBRICKS Lico #id, HEDQHK
BiL3EhERET IBANBRHEME LTHEEL, BRORBREI VUL SEHL VA
3% T 5 LIRNE L7zo Heider BB 752D VRNV ERFIRDLEIDTH 30
1) Association ; A3, EIoHDOFETHRICEE LBV ohsd~To%HR (effects) i
o LEEND 50
2) Commission ; BHETREBHREZIAKETICH D, HIABF L7785, TDAKL
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BEMD 50
3) Foreseeability ; & 2 A4 1 DO%R%2 5 HETERMEBICLS, ZOHREFALLER

DIRBLT, ZORERBILCH S,

4) Intentionality ; 2 AMFHIL, LOBRRLAHRIECHL, RERZDOALH 5,

5) Justification ; $ 2 Ald, EHLFOTEROHRICH L TOHFEEEE D LT
BEREHOOBEICLOTH LA LAHATEZRD, H~OEEIER SN S,

Pk, 520 VRVERATREBVT, BEERBANORISIRILS. £, BERBODS 1
DORTLTH BTBHXNIRIC X - Th, KSiZZEDH 3 (Fishbein, M., & Ajzen, 1. 1973). 178
XkiE, RBTNESBUSRETZETIC, TRENZRCOLVTLEOREREE.RS > Tk
LS LERL, ZO VG Heider ORZFHI VANV ERIET 5. FIZIIE, BEOREENV
~vps [Commission] iZ$h 3 A, T b bEMEIZ Commission, 3 323 Instrumentality
THBINBLELIAR, XRPOTRELEHLOBEND LT LELHL-TELTR,
TR THICEREEREB LGV, LAL, TP EOXMRVNAVTE s Lic LTIEE
ZRBT %0 P, HEIABRT OO BHM -, T LB T — T VOTETADED
72L& TOHA, BEVAN] DBRIETADET LT OO BHMBE L EHNFIELT
Wi kHEEETRBCREBTETHES 5 L LEEVLV2ODBITECADEEEZTABI
RBLIEW. d L, WIBOYTLHIEEE, F—TNICEBESZ, ZORBRIECABE L L
W3 LS, BEVNN2OFRREERTRAEICRBT 571255, Shaw, ME,, & Sulzer,
JL. (1964) ORERIEIhEXH LT3, HORBEERBICBT 3ERELT, kv,
MBEOWMNR, Z LTHTHRERONE (BENKRS LLRTENKR) 2RO LY, Zo5HR
ZRIET 21D DOEREHTE Lico RBRTRFES LB LM, HLRdD, 55 1~n200
ELERAND. BERER [EL] OPTELABRIKOVT, BELZ5EARETHEE L. 20
R, B, B2UWOBELIKH LT, FEoRBEQULETHERODLADICASBELESE
MB LY, TNULEOVRVTIR, BLUBFELIDIAIUEEEZRE Lo ZhiRTFE
SHEALRBORERBEH B LT, KORMETHEILERT BLLIZ, BRITAEL
THHEE L2 50T, TABRKEEZRB LIV, Z0X3ic, Heider o v RAIEFEDR
BERETIEERERTH A, IOXTEHEMFEILVLSOTHEIhEIIEEORBER
ETBLEZLBbN B, Shaw & Sulzer (1964) 13, WROF I LIOBENBRIEFLE, XX
SREENRB SN S Lk,

Sulzer, J.L., & Burglass, RK. (1968) i3, BEBED/— 2+ 7 1 —i%i: L A Shi-H
RO L 2 BERBOREERE LTES X /o ORI/ S—RFY 7 4 — i & LTRHE

2) Shaw & Sulzer |3 Heider (1958) DE{E L ~% i 5 DD L ~, 4125 1) Global-Associat-
ion, 2) Extended Commission, 3) Careless Commission, 4) Purposive Commission, &7} 5) Tust-
ified Commission, ZEWH7z, T LTEHEL~NAIRK LT, BEHNRLZ 2 OOMRERICEZELLE, H

LL2DDERRESHETTELEER L,
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BA (empathy) ZERY Liffco Z LTHERBICTENHERICES [FEL] 2RI, oA
YP~NOHIEDORBERD 120 BRI, POABICHEBREREPTLOARE, Hicw LTHEEER
Bl otk REBALPTOLAR, FIEORRICHEEZE LERANSD, ZhiSFTEHE

T ARBNFEROEERZBAL, BERT2/-HTH2LEPBPEN, F/, Aderman,
D., Archer, R.L., & Harris, J.L. (1975) $ BEBAZROF 7= KBRE LT3, ZhiC
thid, BRICROBOAS—FHICHEEERT 384, BICHRTIAZEERORELER
TR, BREEEELLACRBE L. BER, B—0ORRLVLODOFEEOEATH
EHBROIFO OB INIY, COKRIEERBICBABRYE, BBSNIATICLETR
B3, Zhbid, BRICHETIAPNOBANREU D& (T TRBIFEBA) KES(HR
Thdo LEMBoT, HRAY~DORANBE SFARBICHA SN ZLENS 3,

BEORRBI}, 35k, BROFERBICHET 2HAOPTRIESN T3, Walster, E.
(1966) IIBHORERMSELATH B L, BHLEELALAREEWRBEINAPTVL T EER L,
HBUCHT A HERRBBLES 9 3% R (need) 13, FHO XL Sicws LTHMNT 3 &
WS OBWERDRFETH - 7o Walster RBEHOBERMS ST LOHELE WIVLFADRMEER
FELTzo BRI ABRORFEEZFF Lo 2D%, BALO WRERL, BHERD UL sKHE
TERFOBRTEAERA 1A (Walster, 1967 ; Shaver, 1970 ; Shaw & Skolnik, 1971),
Walster OR# L7-#5R %85 C LM TENH 57z Chaikin, AL, & Darley, J.M. (1973)
ZOFERESHL, FB1IC, HOOMEATEIFROMBEE LBEEFEMPRCRFSH T
&, FLLHEBREBECHNTIEROERVNEPEFTH 57, REWRERLTRZE,
Dr:-DEHRDEV L SOBRENRESITHY, STV LVHEHRAEZRLTOIELNSEZRLEE S
LEMTERD 1L, BHEIT e BOIR, ThODAICHE L L TERAHME L, Walst-
er(1966) &AM DR E" 1co T, BORBROBRELZRE S/ L  5,B5#HH1RE (defen-
sive attribution) 3ffisbh 3 & ZRH L1z, BifkyfEEid Shaver, K.G. (1970) itk »
TORVLEFONT 3, BROEERREIL, REELBROYUHEE L OBEEICE - THE
Bxhi. HHEHROBREER, BSEFBOOBEROBHEFICLI0d LELEW. ZLT,
WHEZCZARENRVE CEROFEREMEZCHE L, fHRESHBEROBEERICLSC
EEBIFEDET B i, MEBLLZZTHERNBIZLE, PHETRESLSDb220 64
NRWEEE TEROEBELAZVEELKE S5, 200, BRIKE - BROKEEN
RIEBBLES &5, AT, ABRIFSETOREEALOEMEREERL-HA, L2
BEELEET 3 AR, $TED LAGEBRRAKEROBREEZRET 2 TH55 L, MiICEH
BHAEE LEVAR, BROBELZEHEDOEEFKRBLPTVTHS5. CORB/ 42—V
i, RBEISBHHHN TS E72DRELEENSDHESDRATH %, Chaikin 513, HWEF
KEFAT—T2RE 0 T—7OPTREEZFLEEZEDO 2ANAMLS - TRD, FEEIRZT
oy 2 AR LS BEICROBAL. EESKRZ LEBEIREL -0 TOK, BEEEOR

—193 —



MEAY: MHFMCE] BIaN15

EEO-DIEEBOMS LT oy 74T bhi. BROSV L &R, EEE~ORMHIL
COEEBRIEDT L, 30RO EBARBHMIRECTHIETEENBHELALOE
MEE5Z3, LS EEBRECETICLICL > TESH. $1-HEE EHERORK
BE) 5, BICIEEBREh, BEBCLILALINEIMICK T, B~ OBEMEIRIE
ENhitco BRICEINIE, WREBECRIFBRER, HE5LCEFELHREBC LD
pbod, FREZREVERCKEE L, SREEELTESN TR 3HEREFIBROFEREZ
BEEICRE Lico TLRRELBCRIAIEEELBD TEFME L. 22 TR, BED
RBICK LT, BBE LK E ORTHBEPHED S LR E L TR DDA/, Aderman 5
OWFE (1975) KH L kI, REENHROUBEORICES LEMULIN—ZF Y T4
—(2RHT L, BAVEIRERTCLEID 5. COFEDHRITRT & OBEED LTS MiT
SNBHBEND B,

% 7: Chaikin 5 DERICB TS, L IOBRENTESIRS LicLZELELL, UL
ZETE, 7oy IMNBEBECX > THEN, EEECBHARSZAONNBVLRTTHS, L5
M, ECLLESZBEE LABREEENSBEHERER L LRBDIED 50

DLk, BEORBICET 2—MOTIRGERE, BLZROLSCEHE I K I,

1) TRAB~DARABZNIEZ EH L, ANBHCERT 28NBEVEE, THIA
IO &BCIh/::Roh5,

i) ADEWEENE, BBEL S TLIBERISLT, ABRTHBEABNERE LTALHhD
T

iil) BBHRBHLDIAEEBEAE LTHARE SN BZY, ABS3THONREERLTR3L4
WENEHEI s, HHPERLZRETIEESHEER L3,

iv) LROMEMEI, THOHRIERENEEEEFOLEISNI L &L, HHON3

ZONFTII—HRIC, BEORBICHET 2RRBEOREINSIMMBE 2. LEM-T, 4%
FHRFH & ORKE L L FAKICEEROD reality 2H» 3 HAKEL BB IEINEDTH 3,

4 8 b H I

Zh ¥ T Heider, Jones & Davis, Kelley 0®E#A T, < 2h DERBRBIEB TS5
RBERONABE/-E > Tt HE 3IAOERI, HAUOREKNFEILBLTEL AR E
RoTWLBb00D, EANBERHERNADOT Fo—Fitk&WERIIE, Heider 034 —v
LDEENPOR LE-FRABOEZIHE, BREERCHPTEZIERE, LAIKEEICRD
Heh, LWH5TETH3,

Jones & Davis 3¢ EDORREHN S DE LTHRAT 3H%EE, T/ Kelley 3FER %K
DT CLORLMERPBLID & Lico O DEIZ, 8 Heider oo o hoREEZ
Tk, Heider BRI LKA —ISITHTH 24, ZFOERIKIMLT, % OWHES
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TRbhTE o

HABBRBAOELR L VHEARE L OMTIIBAOREE, &5 HLH—ZFY 74—
DOHBNEFHIFoNT & ods, —FTLDE DAL DOERK, KHNOITHOHRICE 3,
LDBEHEEBBEBAEFAO T ON T3, REEROERRD 1 D1, kO ABRRAE, W
BMHBEAMATEVRBOKERFLICERD o720 ThiE T, HERBORHEABREZE,
BRBBEOIH-EAATHNT LI 5O e LM -THEREEZRBTS EiE, HE
ERZE L THANBESER SN2 -0 0—BOENIRZFERLD L2, RBERIXZOB
BEROFKSI DL LTHBSHONL S, COBEII T/, EFAORBEICKT 2RBM: £
HT 3,

FRERNOHRBZABEOLERICS sfze LM THRINIEFEOEARBFICHE L2
DTHoto L L, ESOWEERNI, ZRSNABROFZNBEREICOVLTEMERL
SHEbDb DB, FRMEAOBER HHTNERHLEL, HRICLZ REZEHODHTHL
Vo D70, ERBIELZBRELTHITIRBRABBOFTLEAINCTEDPT . TORKE, &
FLEREMSTEHICEZICRR LEVESs$H 2 (Walster, 1967 ; Shaver, 1970)0 % 7-EE
EFRARNBIOK LT RERAD 123, REBLITAZOBERTH 3. ZLALDERT
RBEREHNECTFET—TRF—FVva—4— %@ L ThEOTHEAHEE LFEET 5. COBHA,
REFRZRBT 2 LERNH 200, TLEEEZRET I LB EEHRED L, ROFT
BIcEDLSKREBENE DL, LLSHERNOBHEOIF, BEI LIRIBREINILEND
%, Thiz Jones 50 [MEA#E] bEbDEHDOH, bhbhOEER (1976) Tk, EAk
HE L, EoRENBEMENE G NIEHEFANOFESEIRIC IS Z EMbh - 1.

&5, MEMBHEVDICHEF A IRV TEREEFTA—VILEFOREAHLRODET
KREWR S 215550 TORTRBBRE~ORYE LT, REORBIRONZ X UFHMIH
HoDEIALENTHE L, RUTHRKEZITOBE»OBIATICEIEETH A

BAR#EOREBEIZ Weiner ORISR o3& 5K, EEANICRFEEEZANANICZHET
%0 BHOIKCOUDLDILDOTHRAMERENANEROREERARL-TIEN b, L LERZR
BT 254, BCIONESKBREROGERICHBET S LGB L0, FILIE, BFBEKICHS
HFELOFBEERSNIES, THEREANANICHBT 2 0T LORROEEDFH
POIIEZ LGRS V. FERFESN, QB0 HEXSORBICKET S LEEBINE, H
FOFBHOHESE L VHEERNICA LI- reward-cost D VRAVTRBTEZEHHDS 31K H
S0 EHICXLIT & > TRAWAHIDSENEEAEBKRERSBOEALH 30

EFEROHRICONTH VL K 2HDOMEND 5. TR, TRTITRABOBRICE S/
DERDTHIE . RVHERNRERT2HAH 50 Lichi> TREAOHAN s
GTH 20, REEMA~NOHRAIRE#RTH 2, ChOOMELHHNBEZZET T L ORED
M TEBESICNBRD S, |
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RBERAT 70— Fi3% OFBICH LERUFEEZRL TR 5. £0, XOEVER~ND
#4132 Anderson, N. DIHHKATER & OMETRHINKITEON T 248, FHTHEIR
OLicEb L. FRRBRBIBICRANEROWRCLEE > TRIESE. £4F 1y
7 ATBHELOIEL, KOFEMICHODICT 2DOERERLLERESDBDTH %,
ZOAT, FRBBICEZ ETO ETHMNATHICERT 5L d BEKEVRIESD. HIAE,
Adams, J.S. & 3>z Walster, E. 5 ic &k 2 %@ (equity theory) Tid, REZEILHE
WEFFICH LTHREREELCSE, RERNHETZEILE, FESE2EIFENLONB. Z L
TZOHEOFEMBEDOFERE LTHLN 3 LMENFEEEH2RERBARICRD 5 L b
THAHDo

AEREL LTINETIRITEDODNTE HROBBIC O LTk~ KRENZ, T THEHEIC
ROHFEDIED 7, WORSLEFZOHERLMBER L OBK, H20EEN 0 DHEBICHT 3
MBI T 70— F OHEMRIC OV TERET ETFETH %0
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