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Table 2

1 2 3 4 5 6

82 11 11 15 .06 .05 71
81 01 .09 25 .00 13 78
73 -02 31 .00 24  -09 | .70
55 .10 -01 .44 20 26 61
53 .34 14 19  -02 -08 | .46
45 .38 .18 35  -07 04 51
42 .29 .16 30 -09 .19 42
09 77 01 -08 .14 11 63
07 .68 .01 07 26 17 56
21 5 -02 24 26 .03 59
09 .64 44 22  -15 14 69
00 .49 30 .05 02 33 A4
21 06 .85 .05 24 -02 | 84
13 05 .79 16 19 01 70
25 17 76 19 12 12 73
27 -06 12 77 03 -04 | .68
32 12 15 .66 -08 07 59
01 33 07 66 32 -09 | 66
56 07 12 57 07 08 66
-06 .09 24 10 .73 15 63
18 13 0L  -01 .72 -15 | 59
-03 17 22 16 .68 .32 66
32 13 40 -15 5 -22 | .66
-07 .05 06 13 48 .67 71
04 19 -08 -06 -04 .66 | .48
29 22 17 01 -06 .51 43
3.72 2.80 277 2.56 2.55 1.68

(%) 1434 25.10 35.73 4559 5540 61.86
) 1 a=.84 2 a=.76 3 a=.86 4 a=77 5 a=.74 6 a=
< .01)
Figure 2 4)
(A3, 993)=125.5, p
< .01) Bonferroni 60.12% 18.12%
44.71% 6.04%

-83-

.50



, 11, 2011

35
3
25
2
15
1
(
Figure 2
1
2004)
( , 2004)
4
( , 2004)
,2000,2001)
4
3
2
2

60.12%
6

, 2004)

10
—70 143 ( 65 78 )
8 145
98.62%
(10 —20 )
(30 —40 ) (50 )
(Table 3)
3
(
)
3
1) 3
2
1
1
Table 3
26 37 63
21 20 41
18 21 39
65 78 143
( 10 —20 30 —40 50 )
( @ (1 )
( @ ®) )
( @
@ e O ) 3
( ) ¥
( ) X ()
3
Figure 3

-84 -



, 11, 2011

E:1:3 %
g 3.0 =3 & 3.0 52 4
— ] .
T 257 B =5 i
i B F-- T
v | o-Afa i D\E\E
s 20 § 200 o B
hd ‘o i S
% 15 %15
3 3 u
1.0-1Jt —3 *'1.0—{}2‘E —
£ £ = £ £ £
w B OB w OB B
Figure 4
Figure 5
(H1,62)=9.24, p< .01)
2.0 /—ﬂ HE
% 18- —®E
,::1.6_ » - T8
g 14 N
1.2 =
ol
E & %K
£ £ £
B B B
Figure 5
(2005)
( , 2005)
2

L. .
5.00 =i 5.00] s 4 |
& —a% | & —A%
54_00, A & 4.007 R
I 3 AN
g 3.00-| E 3.00-] d
- 2.00 " 2.001 ‘ ‘ ‘
B & &
£ £ £
B B B
x (A1, 142) =5.79, p< .05)
x x (R2, 142) = 348, p
<.05) x X 3
X (p < .001)
X (o < .05)
< (p < .001)
<
(o< .05) < (p<.01)
(p<.01) Bonferroni
< (p < .01)
Figure 4
(F (1,137) = 3.06, p < .10) X
X (F(2,137) = 248, p< .10)
X X 3
X (p< .01)
X (o < .05)
< (p<.05)
< (p < .05)
(o < .05)
Bonferroni
< (p < .05)

-85 -



, 11, 2011

(2010)
(Fleming, 1994)

Fleming, J. H. (1994). Multiple audience problems,
tactical communication, and social interaction: A
relational-regulation perspective. Advarice in Ex-
perimental Social Psychology, 26, 215-292.

Goffman. E.(1967). Interaction Ritual: Essays on Face-
to-Face Behavior. New York, Anchor Books, Dou-
bleday & Company

( ) (2007).

( , 2003)

( ) ,23, 33-44.
(2010).
,81, 26-34.
Markus, H. R. & Kitayama, S. (1991). Culture and the
self: Implication for cognition, emotion, and moti-
vation. Psychological Review, 98, 224-253.
(2002). —
/ _
, 30, 45-67.
(2003). “ " —

(2003) — .74, 253-262.

face face (2006).
( ), 54, 2-35.

face
(2000).

Goffman(1967) 64

, 204.
(2001).

49

, 64-65.
(2004).

,20, 144-151.
2 (2005).

(2005, 2007)
— ,13, 93-110.

(2007). —30
61-74.

-86 -



, 11, 2011

1) 2 3

Investigation of Japanese self-effacement:
The speaker’s motive of spouse-effacement and receiver’s impression and reply

Chie YOSHITOMI(Graduate School of Human Science, Osaka University)

In this paper, a new concept of spouse-effacement is examined based on some questionnaires. As often seen in
Japanese daily communication, Japanese people present with humility not only themselves but also their family; i.e.
a spouse, child, relatives and so on. The self-effacement of Japanese people is well known and has been examined so
far. However, spouse-effacement has not been studied sufficiently. The motive for spouse-effacement is examined
using factor analysis. The response to spouse-effacement is examined using categorical analysis. The impression of
spouse-effacement is examined compared with self-effacement using variance analysis with variables, i.e. age, sex,
knowledge, personality and so on.

Keywords: self-effacement, spouse-effacement, reply of receiver, motive of spouse-effacement.
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