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The effects of misinformation on person perception: Examination from the perspective of situation model
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Graduate School of Environmental Studies, Nagoya University, Japan

Abstract
The purpose of the study was to investigate the method to exclude the influence of misinformation on person perception. Guided by the
situation model, it was predicted that the misinformation was less likely to influence on the judgment about the person if the misinfor-
mation and correct information described the person in different situations. Forty participants read the story about the course of an
accident that contained the information indicating that the arrested suspect was not the true criminal. They then rated the impression of
the person and performed recognition tasks. Results indicated that the misinformation was less likely to influence the judgment when
the situation described in the misinformation was different from that in the correct information. It was argued that the correct informa-
tion have an effect to deny the misinformation when they describes the person in different situations since it lead to different person

representations.
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X, BRTEH & EREREHOPIT IO TIRILET VBB R S
NHZ L, ThbbLERAAHNA A—T L LTRSS
. TRLOBRERICBESND Z &3, BIEROEE L%
W & FTREIC T D720 D&M L e > TV, fEo
T, AEEDOROLNIRD -T2 3 DDOHMFTIEmE S 8k
EN TR AN R D, FI2H _OHEHB L
LC. fIRIE LWEHRTH 2 0D LEORE TR Sz
7o, IEMERPREZEE THRA LR hoTZ ERbTF b
B, DFV, WEHEIC L o TXIEREBHSIRREIN TS
L XIZH TN IEREE TS L R LS DRt A T zbly
TIERVWDOTH D, FITHETDH, EDOEROEIEREICE
WERLRNLEREANT D L&, TRV 2L &N
LA E OB YRR LT WV K D IS ODIIBED 72 S s
MDHANENDZ EWRENTEY (e.g., Fein, McCloskey,
& Tomlinson, 1997; Schul, Mayo, & Burnstein, 2004) . AHF5E
TH ZOOMBENREEL KT LT WReER & 5,

Fio, HRRBICBA L CiE, BRI HEPRTIERR LA
PECRI 2 IRPLERAF & il L CEWIEE NGO, 20
FESL, ERERER & BRERICB T 2 RGO HHECET 5%
FROLIRNC, CEHICHIR S FECRIUICET 2 WA
DIEREBIZ L2 b DO ThrEEZLND, Thbb, R
DB T 2 5 R OFIE N HREARICRE U RetEn &
AN

5 SRORE

KD FERHERN ORI N D5 HOREEL, K&
KHGFT2oHT bbb, Ziud, BLELE~OIEHIC
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AL~ 2 2 I OBBOMBEL SHICB X, Bo7ztE
WPHRFAEICED X D REEBLERKIZT O, £z, 20
WELZYERT DI ED X D R FERZ WD Z L NTTEE
PZOWTIREF LTz, L UAHFZE & BLES I & 1T K& 72
HEOWRH D, FlZIE, AR TIESE LR LR > 72
D, EEROBE TIIBG OMGROREE DETE
BEINDZENREN, TOB, BT A R a—Ti305E
DIREM AR TeDIHRE LM LT | B ER~DA
VA a—%T 5 E LT, FEEICK LU GREIZRRY &
WAl X TWHAREME S D (FKIR, 2001), F7o, AR
THo 72 K OISR HGE S =% ICEARDVHIA 2
R BT, FHOEHEA EICHEVFTIEHRES K& B
NHZELHD, LYBEREIGEVERE CHRAETT I 72
BHIZH, FTEBEO~ A2 IREICHT HTIEHREN ED
IO LTITOhN TV EONERELIZD X T, TNLHD
BEREZMPIANTEFERE T DUENHDIEH D,

FIBERIEBIC T g & LT, £ T,
RET NV OMOIEEDO —BEM A ZBL S TR LT 5
ZENTED, AR TIIFRBZIULET VOB T 515
DD HO “Z2/M” OB ZBE LIZEREAT T2, £ D
iz b, B, &, KR, BERPREBINATEBY, 2
LO—EMERET DI ENTRTH D, HlZIE, TEE
IIXFGRE L F B & I3RSV (ZERH DOEAE) |
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