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8 & BRY

HENIANOFFE ISR EIE D 5 s A& 5T
(Baumeister & Leary, 1995), fti#& 2> & O {0 ;A
5 DI TELN s & 72 5 (Eisenberger, Lieberman,
& Williams, 2003; Williams, 1997, 2007), L2 L7435,
29 LM &AM TR, BEAESICs
W T & 72 75 vy (Nezlek, Wesselmann, Wheeler, &
Williams, 2012) . HER & n7=f@A (DIF, #HRHE) 2
DHPNCERE AT 52 L, HAIORETHSIZE
bbb Y, sEEEPRTAMEA LIF, HwE)
WBATELET 2D THA I e TOMWIZERS720,
AWFZETIE, PERFATHRNIC 50 TARIZRE Oh# %
PRT 2 ZENIERAITHITH S LFMIIL TWE Z &%
L, TOREEIES 27200 0PRE #1EKd 5,

“BRERL SREDOBAEZPTT 20417 L5
WIZOWT, HELDBI A1 U0 & T BIERDIZRIE,
EWOAAE EOREIG & VSRS, NEHDHEL O
THEWRPER LR EZH > TE L TRLTND
(Kurzban & Leary, 2001; Leary & Cottrell, 2013; Sasaki &
Uchida, 2013) . Ouwerkerk, Van Lange, Gallucci, & Kerr
(2005) &, MICHTIEMHMMIZS S £ 5 2 & TR A
DEFFLEOFRE LD T7Y) — T4 4 — %% 26 P
T35 ZLh, BHAOWHGHRBER MRS 2 LTEHT
BB LR, k7)) =744 —-DWBETHT
27200% sy ay (H#E) 2ekdLiHE TS,
Tomasello (2014) &, 7V —J 4 & — &K $2 Z &2,
MR BB O M FHB R E N{E S 5 720 D) & LTHER)
IZHRET 2 LIRT L T b, 20 X1, (2RI,
BEMNIZARRE 2 & 72 5 SR & BT 5 20 0Ly
AT LELTELABIENTES,

LU, EFEOHZHPRMIZETE, B2 ickn

1) Bl RFBEBE SRR AR L3R (%
IR (RS - TR GiEEdR)
2) AR AR BHE SR AR

R N

THEMPEREFEIT TS 2L, EDLOTHEIZLE >
TWBZEEMENIZEN TS, Wesselmann, Wirth,
Pryor, Reeder, & Williams (2013) &, A4 2 “fth# &
MHEIZZELAINRNETHD, hEERTI2RETIE
BN LW ZEMRBEENAELL TV 2 Ll RTW S,
ZEBFIZED, A2FBPREICHEG LR, KA
OfED PR EN TR A BT 57720 T8, e
W (Eisenberger & Lieberman, 2004) PGV A | L
Z % (Wesselmann, Bagg, & Williams, 2009) % It 4
%, 2, NAWZAEBHEAILFLTCNBEZ 25,
HEPRT 22 &M i3 Fy - FREhic< K,
PERR % F247 9 5 BRI AN A2 % #8553 %  (Chen,
Poon, Bernstein, & Teng, 2014), Z 5 L7zAIRIE, 2%
FELDIE 725 22K - T, (PR < Hl & h T
W3 ZEERBLTNS,

FhTiE, B2, AR A4t 2ndR
EEITLHTOENDDE A9 5, ZORWITHT BRI
VIS 572012, AR TIEIEHMY: (legitimacy) &
WOBERICHEHT %, IERMEE L, AEaFREI2kD
EANTATHANOFBEHPRFL LTER SN D (Tyler,
1997) . A4, BUANIEEZ L V- EEREE BT
5O MERE R, BRI & Vo 22 UE T & & E
4 2 ORI U TEBRNICIRIES 2 01, 1T
&), i, SEREOTHEHNAIETH S LFHITE S
WA TH D (Tyler, 1997, 2006) , 7=, AL TFHix %
BHT % Z LT, HERECHMORRIIMhE» 5 D E
W) 23l 2 i< 2 & A TE S (Tyler, 2012) . fEK D IE
WPEMTRCIE, FREMAEAHAT0DREL L
T, “R&EMW OEZEVELER SN TE 72 (eg. Blader,
& Tyler, 2003; Tyler, Boeckmann, Smith, & Huo, 1980 X
W - EEGER 2000) , fRFEMEE L, “HATE), H, &

L AR T — 2 LIS & 72 > C, FHEELZA (R
KRS (ST NETHE & L, 72, ARz
FPBITEELC, BRI (RIRERRY) 122
fEEWZEE L, MU TEHHR L B g,
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BIER, O AL B U < I3RE D AR OAlifiti R B0
IMEL 22D TIE AL, KERD AL OlifE, BOs
MKMEXN=3DTH5ZL” Lahd GEllxLE 2 —
I3 Leventhal, 1980 & Z#) . T abb, A 2 FiE
DITEIZDONT, RE N —HD AR L > THIiED &
250 TIEEL, KEBEDOARBIZE > UEDENE D
Tdh b EFHITTIUE, ZOTBIIEREEDEAL SN
3L %5,

IO Ui A5, AR, UK %
T ZEDNKREBDANL IR E & 726§ b2k
FRICx U CIEMMEARHE$ 2 2 & T, RMOfE» 675
MR & B WRENE A K< RATE D, ZEMEIZRE
DEHEMPREFITLR T LTV ELEELZLNS,
ZZTAWNIETE, ZEMEARDBA T, BAZHES
PR DI\ EET OB & LT, “fE&MRIC
Y B EMMERHIE” (ST 5. fE2WHERISHT B IE
PRI &%, 2 < OERKB ORI % 50, £ERZH
E A% (750 X 8 5 7= 012Gl i & U TR PR %
FHiT 5 ZETH B, HEERMPERISNT B IEHME A5 <
AT 212 E, HABNIEL L T 2 BB S
D AEEMPER A EIT LR T 5551605, BHE
HBMAEPRT 2 Z &h, KREBD AL ISR - fillifid
EE o TEVIERNEEZ O A TH S LAHITE T L
T, FAO A% 2 S0 & B aHEEA G 5B &5 %
bNhB, BIrETIE, BB T4 —Lvo7z, —
AT IR PR - JEREFERICRIE X W 278 Th - T
&, TOITEN LD N4 OFIS % KIS 2 5 (e.g.
% < OHTROMEEN TRO AL 25T 57-0) Th
5 EFRLEGAE, E» SRR IR T hDT L
A S 22 XN T3 (Thomas & Louis, 2013), Z 5
Lz0B 7 e v 203, #SWPRICBL TS, [FRRICH
bNBTHAI,

& 51, tEAPERIZ S B EMEREINE, (@) v F v
NY 7= 4, (b) PR (© HOHEX, (@ #
- FIRZSEIEEE W o 72, BERIODFRENIE S & & 2 T
OF#AEEDEDD, ERII-HLEZMETIEANWTI &
NP NS, 4, AEDOPERISRS 2 B,
HZER T 57205 61F, STABIRIZEH O TRkl
FRMEL AR BRI 2V F v RN 7= LA L HEL T
35, L2L, vF v+ XY T XL, FOHREIEOR
W&, YA a3y A & B S -V F ) T4 &
B3 20kt U (FPA - B4 - AN - 2R - R -
HEE - K - B - B, 2012), fhEmPER
35 IEMMERHEIE, &< F THOEZGDEMEEROF
FEATAHETH S, Thbb, E550&E, &
ABIRIC 1) 5 #2813 5 ficHld 2 ¥4 %

EO8DD, %5 LTHOBENRICH A R, &
W TR E STW5,

F7-, H2MPHRAERIANO 2 2 b EBRT 2Ly
AT LThHDH% 51X, FHEMPIRISKS 5 IEHMERTHG
F72, 3 b EENES AAAOKENEEBEE T2 TH A
Do TA b &Y A A ML AR & LT
12, IS PR (Higgins, 1998) 12351F 2 PHifEE R,
— M ETEEER (LAE - /NI, 1995) 12F6 1 B D
END B, VHESEHOHE, L2 NPFRICxT 5 I1E
MR, WTheATAESGICE T, Gk b
DA ERT A E VI N THM T2 EEEL6h
5, bbb, PHEMPHLOEEZDISIZT A N EH
DERZ 5 L3 EEMENFRIZE, PR AW T
T, WHHOIZ M EABKRBERDRZ S & 51E
MRV EE L END,

& 51T, AW TIIAE PR ISR 2 IR RTM &
BAfRIEE T L (Fiske, 1992) & OB A4 %, Btk
PEEF L &0F, A & OHEBHROE D &S Al
MHER AT 20252 ERT 3G Th 5. FrZ, B
BHEFLOEMD D Th HEH - ML, “ftb
FHEOBRICITET 2 Z 12k - T, BEASORRES
BRY % O IsiER & g A OQEER” &k
N (Haslam, 1994), *E2HIPETRIZH 4 2 IEMVEREM &
BESHERT 5, a¥as, E550&8, ARO
fTEIAS “RlIRs AR t” LT “lRkEmvME” $5&5
ICEEDS T o2 Z LA MELTHWE N6 TH D, 7272
L, fE&WPROERIEHTSHSH S % G0 S /0
A% DREETRL, T2 b EHENT 5 L2005 BRI 2%
FETHLOICKL, BIRMEETILOEM - FIREEEIE
HOOREEIAL, HEEHINTEZLOAZTKE
LTHMELTWS, Z2hd D0, AROFE)
FIZEER & HA OB S T 5 M5 L AEL TV B
THIRIT 2 & DD, Z ORAR B2 R A R R
MEVIRTRESZA5,

AR OBIE

A2 T, HERRPER O IEHNE & 3Pl 3 5 FLRE &
B DERRE AR L, F OEHEM: & SR Y
ERETT 5. 21, (ENPERIS 2 B MR UE
EAER L, Z ORI & MRS AR 5. I,
Z DR & PRGHIT) 75 BH#E A EE & 5 BEAFOOHRE %
FHNTC, AR M A MET 5. BRMIZIE, v % v
NY =L, PHiES, RS, B - FRSESE 0
B A Rt 5.
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IND3KZFITH D KFEIC L C BB Z2 B 2 & -
72o WTHOKETE, HABRICET 2 EHEE L
THEAFERL 72, FEIREL, Gitb5178TH -7,
Y FILORRIE, 201347 A FHA 4 906 L 2= [E 3k
HOEA A% (B TILA) &, 2013410 HIC#HE %
F2hi U 2R KO+ 172 4 (v 7LB), AT
KEDHHE168% (¥ T C), [FHNKHED¥AE 1284 (V-
YD) DADDRERNRER & Tz, A& 55
Wrid, BEICRMHO D > 7244 %K<, 5134 (5208
%, &PE3054) AXRICHEM L 7=, AR 2 3T R
O F M 19755 (SD = 1.14i%) Th -7z,

FHEEX LTV Yy FLENRE L-#t e, s
WFREIAIC SN L 7=, HEH A, HENOSNINIEETH
B2k, FoANY —EOTHiE, HEDNEZLRL,
[[7E L 722 OABHIZBI L 72, #EICSIL 2%
HiE, 322100y PROMEEBM A Z IS 72,
IZH L Z2EENZ 20 0 RS TH - 72,

BENE MR E979 5 2 &, EHKRO
Flgk, & U < IEEMOMF & EHRICBEME L T b L

fli LTV B RS 2 WE 5 72012, Hi-lZ 108 H &1k
R U7=. EEOFEICEL TL, “bhaidENox v
W=D EBGNHFIIEDELIICHHNEEEEL T
T, UTOZNEFROEEIZOWT, ASDEZ IS
Lol HTUIEBHFAIINEDT T EXW LEUR
L7z, ZTRAZTHhOEBIZRLT, 1 (572 Y TEZE
W) 65 GERMIZNTIXE S) OFETRHIE %
Koz, ZThHD10EAR, ETOMENRERIHW
LCHlE L 72,

HFUTNCEY Y TADERNRE LERKIZIE, £
WERDHZ YA ST 2 20 DA EE T\, &
VL CITR LTI X 28R, (1) ~F v
T ALRE (HE, 2000; “HRARNZ 2L — T AR
HB729%5, 28I LTETARnE
MS57 5 Z100H, 5ME), (2) HOWSRE (L#-
IR, 1995, “IEE A ED A, OTEMEE->TE
AKOTIHBAEINT 272D AT B L 200> T
W37 AETHH, 5L 2o Eh T,

—fF, ¥V TIDICEA S ERE, 1) (ET
FEfE i RIE D 5 5, PRI O JUEEH (- FR,
2011; “Fhld 72T, HEOHDRH AT 5 2 L ICEikE
FErhLTnW5” K E8HH, 51FE), 2 BfRtETTL
REDS 5, Fl - GHEERFOREHE (Haslam,
1994; “(FFED KN EDBRIZHENT) dbarnfHbh

E

HAfEDKRE 1F, HEZVKADZDIZEDL 50D
R A& DEZ AT NEIZKD” K E21HA,
5T A oMk X 7z,

R

EFEEDORE L 2HPRISE T 5 AR 4 1
ET 5 10HHOK & #ERT 272012, &% v
UBITH DT — 215 LT, BRI 158 Gehik)
ZFhEL 7z (Table 1), Z O, FEAMOMEEIRIIZ
3.74,1.12,1.06 £ 7 1), MAP 7 A b TIZ 1K - @3 5%
SNz, ThbOkRE, KTOMRATREN A2 F KL,
2[R DURE & R R 1 &I U 722, is, ST
HUT, WrEARES AL TOMARLZ2EH (“fth
DA VIN=D7=DIfTETHANIZ, ENTREE Sh
BAVIN=THB", “TEDEFEIENIRKEOAT
HoTe, WP HWFLZEBVETH D) &0
BRI L, B 28BS LT, 1K1 2 B s i
LK A BT 5 72, ZOMEE, IR0 E
[FRRIZ LR iR A e & 2 T b 2 alhEtE 2R iz,

wIZ, BEROE Tz ->THohEZETLOT —
ANDHTUEED ZMGAET 5720, B Y T izxL T
83 H T OHMERRMIK 3Bt (IRik) %47 - 7= (Figure 1) .
ZORER, BRI CE a5l EnE 2R L
TW221HHE (BRI L TRMENTEOAZ DT H
12922 LIS AV TR TH D) DOETHAMEL
K<, ZoEHERAT2ZET, F—2IZAT5E
FTAORTRFED B EL Bo7z (f°(14) =90.341,
p <.01, CFI=.92, RMSEA=.104) ., &%, FEARY A XTHlb
IR E DI EIHEREER L2, ZOfh
DA E SRR IR BT i &2 R 384, K& &M
danEEhs (W - §k - /NS, 2005) .

P EOKRP? S, tHEMPERIT 2 IRl RS
i, ThURE, TEE KOS REE LTk,

ANBEASMORET S MPT I 2 IEHME R
FIEDERME 2 Met§ 272012, THHOaffl, %5
CIZRIEHH L RESSE EOITHBERE AR L 2z, %
DR, affBix .80 &+ E <, +aaNmEA %
NRO O N7z, £/, ITHEAKREIZ.63256.79THD,
BIHE & RIE/RRALOMICEWEEARO bhiz, Th
5D Z Eh 5, PRI 5 BRI E I,
—EDEEEEHT 5 Z LR E N,

EREEERUMORE (LSPHRICE T 3 IR
il RE D FEHEB M2 M M & Miif 9 2 72012, ¥ T C
D16SHEN Y TILDDI28KH DT — 4 DA% 7253
WEIT -7 £F, AR THO 22 TOLERED,
+ 53 AT A & DO PR R HRE T L ITHET L 7=
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Table 1

HRMBRFICH T 2 ERMEFEREORFLRER (&AL

F1

M SD n

10 EHICABE L X V= ERORLS ZLiE, TONEINETHTHS
A A EROBEZ M6 TE, UKD ERP -T2 065250 707 3.00 1.07 504
EOEEA BT TORENMTIR, B SHHRENE X V=B DR A sy 606 241 1.08 355
FERNCABI L A o S=HHF T 2T, BRIIERERAEDZ N TES 58 28  1.06 345
EHTOWB MRS 27201203, LEICEROA Y N-2 ML EE5 2L eBETHS 546 261 114 291
ERORRAE L T 57201, ACHOINA A v ZEMICIE S E 5 RETdA 538 291 110 .291
HEHOZED &F0MT 27201013, TFDEW-AZROBRSZ L RYTHS 501 248  1.04 255

Ot W oY O

(HIERIE H D

8 TFEDAFIIENTELVWATHS TR, MNP RIFDZIENVBETHS (R)

763 309 113 575

=321  3.22 1.06

7T MDA Y N—DEDIITEIT AN, HHTHEEINDE AV N—Th 5 190 388 0.99

HEFRIIIR 155072 & - Tl L 7238 1D

2 ML THFAN TEVAZDOTHIZTEZEEFHFIALWTATHS (R

-.580 2.82 1.04 331

K75 3.09
RAWEGHE 31

Fl= % 1T ~ORFAME, M=EHEV, SD=HEOBMEFE, h'=Ioitk, (R) WifsEH

‘I’—————+ Item 10
Item 1
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Item 6
Item 3
Item 5
Item 4

Figure 1

ZOMGR, AR IS T 2 EARPERHMUE I3+
EVEEEEGE L TWE Z EMNRI N (Y T ILC:
=80, ¥V TILD:a=83), F7z, FEUERIHEZ Y%A
WEHT 2 7200 REIZOWTE, —EDEHEM R X
N7z (Table 2).

WIZ, FEZPER O MM RUE & il UE & DFHBEY
¥ AN L7 (Table 2) . Z OAER, tEZRPERIZK
T 5 EMMERHEIE, ~F v XY 7= 4, FIOBE, P

LR IPERIC

X9 B IEAPERTT

**p <01

HREBEF IS T 5 ERMEFFEREORRIEFORER

Vithrd, BARMEE T VREONG - BHERE, 350E
L IEHEEOEDOHBBERIZS 2 Z L 2@ bhi:
(B, » =444, p <.001; r =394, p <.001; =203, p <.05;
7 =400, p <.001) ,
ZhoDRBRETHE BT 2EDTHD, ¥ T
CEH Y ITADIZENT, thEMPERISH T 2 IEHMEE
i H, BlERIICAE S h A2 EE L (Wbl L
ERET S, £, vF RN T LRE & OB
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Table 2 HREVHERFICK T 2 EFMETHERE & RE & OHBERE, RREOTBHKE
r o M SD
TE LN T L 444" 632 3.28 0.49
THifER 203" 825 4.63 1.01
PR X 394" 708 3.65 0.55
Le] Rk 5E 409" 753 5.58 2.43

p <01l *p<.05

MR 7= Z &id, (L SMPERISR 4 2 IRk 23,
BB T2 2 FE0T 3 5 Z LI S 120 A & 1%
THEEAE R LTI REMEAREL T 5, 7z,
THIERPHOES LOMICEERR o h7-Z &1,
SPHR A FZITT 2OV L OB, HHPIS/EET S
I Z bOHKTH S Z & (Ouwerkerk et al., 2005) & —
HLTWwa, ZORE, BREET VOB - FltEdt
HEFEOHBEAARSNAZZLIZEEHELTED, 2N
PR 3 2 b ORI & Ak 85, EABRETT
TN A 2 DPMEM 2R S W2 R IE 35 8 D
Tdh5b,

8

AW TR, AR HPER 2 FE17 3 5 72012 fii 2
7=l QLR e LT, 2RISRk
MOMEEEFEL 72, F72, BAPKEERWPERIZH LT
EARME A Gl L T B RE 2 HE T 5 720 D0MRE %
TRk L, 2 OERIM: & HEUERDEZ M A BT L. 20
W, AESMPERIS T 2 BRI RE L, THHE 1L
K CH S TR D, EHMES &z /R L Tz,
7z, ORE L OHBBEGRE THRED Th D, JEUER
LS RN ERELp 572,

PR DS PERIZE D T 4 Bl OE, “HEE PR
ECBZET, ARIIEDKD BB EZ T 5007 12
botze T ULEMBEEIRO T, 1RO, M
PRPIRED AL 5T, PIRERSPHERBIEICET
HEMAEZ S 26T Z L E#WLE2ICLTEZ (Legate,
DeHaan, Weinstein, & Ryan, 2013; Wesselmann et al.,
2013), IhAE A, EFEOSHPIRIIZNL, AR
DEE B2 ER TS 7oL 2T, 0T %
T LT B 2 ENTELZDON Lo 2R E )
WO D H 5 (Zadro & Gonsalkorale, 2014) . AWFZE T
FU, TOBEM - 24 ERGEL 72 “fE2 PRI
T 5 IEMRMRHE" &S BEEIE, A4S EiR &5
19% 95 2 THEMWRAEZAEL ¢V LS, BEHEDD
PRS2 @08 T B R A RIE 3 5,

xxxxxxxx

L2y

RIS, AR ORE R & SHOEIZDONTIENRD,
LIS, AWIROREE, K EE R E Ll —
B DAIZEED TS, (PRI 5 Ee e
EW) RIS A, AR RIIZ D0 PREERE & LT
RET I3, 5%, KOBMEPY TLERRLE LR
FEEI L, —MALTREE A MG 42 Z & nBEE X
b, Flo, KUIEPHEEW T -4 2HNTW5ZEn5
AR O FHRAG ML PGPSOV TG T &
T, 58%IE, 0% v T &R L U2zt
REITH 212k, tEHPRISE 4 % IEH MR R
FE DOREME S 2 MM % K O RSBUCRET 4 2 BER H 5,

$2102, MY 5 R M L, 2
BISCARIZID U T T 2 0D & 5, 72 & 213,
Lancaster (1986) 1%, #t&M YL vy v RRHIIZH VT,
NS BT 5 2 & T, AR ORI
Sh, BHADT ) =54 & =16 32T E
U3 EFRL 7z 72, VL F L AUL BRI (multilevel
selection theory; Sober & Wilson, 1998) 23\ T4, #
MssSmcZ 2, EHANO 7Y =74 4 =254 2
BIRBETC A Z D EMEIN T 5, DFEMZ E D%
MBS TSN PHR A EF IS A 2 Z L 2EETh
13 (Levine, Moreland & Hausemann, 2005), +L2MHER
WX 2 IEAMERHIG & & 7=, MRS AA TR0
SRR & BN E Iz OB IR x5 2
RTINS,

B3Iz, AW, MRS L TERMEE E<
A5 Z & 28, EERTHEEWNPROET AR T S 0
MPIZDOWTHET L Thsn, ki3, FEICERYE %
FERENICHBIL, L2 RPERI T 2 IEGERE 23,
WRITHBOETEETO»E2RFTEZ kD oH
%, & 7z, AW T, #E 2R PER IS 2 Eie R 23,
S WPER OMIRIER & 7 4t S WA % RS % 4 7
ZZLIIZODONTERET L T, R0 Tk %
R U2t SR OMA T, PRE2FITT52
A, 2 ML ZARIRHE AN A L ISR T 52 &
MifEEB X T % (Legate et al., 2013; Poulsen & Kashy,
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59,

IhbOMEIkENhTHWE 500, KiFFEOHIR
&, A&7 “RIE” ThHbsZexHELT, £M»5
i 2B L TS AR A IS 2L Tnd, 25 L
ToakAald, T T AR B ) R A 3 72 AR D s
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ABSTRACT

The Legitimacy of Ostracism Scale: Development and Validation

Ryuichi TAMAI and Tasuku IGARASHI

Ostracism, the act of ignoring, exclusion and rejection, occurs across the life span and has been
documented as harmful and powerful not only for the ostracized member, but also for the ostracizing
member and the observers. To ostracize others, individuals vary in the extent to which they evaluate
ostracism as an effective and just method to promote group solidarity and efficiency. In this study, we
developed and validated the Legitimacy of Ostracism Scale (LOS) that measures one’s tendency to
accept ostracizing someone from a group as a legitimate action to increase group benefits. Japanese
undergraduates (n = 513) completed a questionnaire including LOS (10 items), Machiavellianism, vigi-
lance, relational models, and prevention focus. Exploratory factor analysis indicated a single-factor
structure with seven items (o = .832). Confirmatory factor analysis on 7-item LOS also indicated that
the data best fit a single-factor model. As theoretically predicted, LOS was positively correlated with
Machiavellianism, vigilance, orientations for authority ranking and equality matching, and prevention
focus. These results demonstrate the high reliability and validity of the 7-item LOS. Further studies
need to show that LOS indicates one’s actual propensity to ostracize others.

Key Words: ostracism, legitimacy, procedural justice



