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The influences of differences in expressive and expressed viewpoints

on the answer tendency about experience of anger

Shingo Abe (Graduate school of Sociology, Kansai University)
Osamu Takagi (Faculty of Sociology, Kansai University)

In this study, participants were asked to answer both experiences that they expressed anger to someone and
someone expressed anger to them, and were examined whether differences in the answer tendencies of anger

experience would be found between expressive and expressed positions. As a result, when answering about anger

expressive experience, participants tended to answer that the damage by provocation was more serious and more

continuous, the responsibility belonged to the expressed person was greater, the damage by anger expression was
smaller and more justified, and the experience ended more negative result than when answering about an expressed
experience. These results suggested that the motivational tendencies of self-justification exist in both viewpoints of an

anger expressive person and an expressed person.

keywords anger expression, self-justification, perspective difference, victim, perpetrator



