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1. DEZELEODZILOEERZHS ZHE

DHEZEIZB VT, @3 L (forgiveness) 1% 1980 4E1Y
T DUE, B £ TWCK & HULICIRIA < IR A5 ED &
n, BB EEsS -2 H 5. LarLl, 20
—HTDEEE B RS LDOERICOWT, BHiER
arye Y AHPENTE ST, (McCullough &
Witvliet, 2011), Z DRI AFIC BV THED B
Ll CRE - MA, 2014), COEROAEDN
HxZ, R0 EECLERCHERT S, ©5 LD
BRI ICHERASH 2 EBbNns, w3 LIEARICED
W EenTcEBL LI 7%, HEMLBHRTERVDOTH
%,

2, Znicdbrrbsd, LDEFELLIEYSLL
Lhols L o XAic>wT, BBOREEL TV
£ LTw3% (McCullough & Witvliet, 2011: Worthington,
Witvliet, Pietrini, & Miller, 2007). & % & DR % 5
WL LS ELRLE, 2o zn ez &> 4l
O ED XS IXAT 2P EEZRL >V b e
5. ZOMROFEEPERTHNED 213E, 20K

B EEE 227255, 5 LAKRMICER T &
DEEL v, B2z chroTchniR, i
BT oML BRI AHRE 221337 CH5. L
L, ©3LtZoftola s oXilZBEED DI H
Hob DL LTLDEEFICI>TRbRTEL, FL
CIRVIESN D Z L7z,

7, HEOVIEHENTOALWLEZEZOD LD
EREKDFEROPIC, o vdricw s Loaz
DELTWE2EW0nS T ERH 5, KA E 0kE
REED b0 ETNE, DEHEINBCOERAEES
LDTHD, PHEETBILICE-T, WEELLIZ
w3 UIERoR OB 2B abhkwE E, HS O
FTONRER DI RZYOHZES L LTVDE, 2057
ot iz, LDHEZEELZLBEI VoS TY 5
LERTWIRICOVT, REENTVWEENZ D,
AIAND DLEEERD D LA WL OPICOHET L L
TZOMEEERA TS, UL, ZOOHORFHP
fErIc > WT, BAEE CEM L ZHMEIFEL TR
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2. FXROENERZE

ZIZ TR TR, LEFEELLO0 S L OMRDX
MEDHE, ZoMFrERT 2 LT, LDEYFEOQ
5 LOWMAFTOREE2HE»ICT S, 20k, £7
3w 3 L EZofhosE oXBloiconT, %
OLHEFEPERIT 2iEmEN D P53, Zotkic
M, BfEKHICAZZ &, BH, MBOMRL®
5L LRI OVWTRET 5. ki, w3 LS
DFFEDIETFICOWT, £ FILHEEE DI DR %
2T 2. ZhzFErrb L L, RENRZD L LOL
H2ELLDNEOBBICOVWTERTZ L ET
%,

2
=

II. w3 UL &iRERREDXR]

1. Enright lc& %1% LR DX

DIFEDIZEAEDBIE, KL T3 E3h?
D73, D. Enright iC & 208 & L OXFlotHTdH
% (McCullough & Witvliet, 2011: Worthington, et al.,
2007). Enright i3% % L ORMEAZED A F =7 &
LTHIGNE LY ETH D,

Enright O X | Z #5132 L CEELE 25 Dk, #
W3 L EIFEENEEICE SV TRINEHDTH
3 EEZTWD I ETH B (Enright & Fitzgibbons,
2000). Enright 1, w3 Lidlina, #E ZLwvo
b DIHE IO T RSN LEENLEITATH D EEZ
TWwi, ZoHEICE, YR FEWMERSS 3 2
Ltz cw s (Fil, 2015). Z @ Enright D
5 L OBEEREENE A E, UTRRT LI fiow
Lot oX BT KE RFEEE2 52 T»
%,

2. BBZLEBRE

Enright 13 £ 3, Til% (pardoning); LW % L %IX
W4 % (Enright & Coyle, 1998). W3 L s, #H
FEETHIIERIEDD, L0HIETIE—HTS, L
L, Mt iFFECELE D THY, MAICE -
TREINDIZO®LLEEELRDZLDEDTH D L,
Enright 133§ 5. ML i3 dH < £ CRIEWNE 2 %
NIEH2HDTHD, @B LIFZNEIZRLLRILT,
WEEPLMBEE~NLEONELDTH D, AEIVE
M. LTERAB I ENTES, Thbb, HEHZ
ZOMADEECRIENZIER2BA, HENEEL
LTWALERTIENTELDTH S,

L LD s, U R METIEZWERICHZ R

- f

i}

58,05 LIFENENEROER E L CELNTE X,
FUTTIBOTEYS L EBGIERA—-OFETES
nNs&5%bDTH-7 (Konstan, 2012). %7z,
IXHCBIT 205 Lo&d, MAEOFERICITND
DTHDEBRS5N T3S (Rye, Pargament, Ali, Beck,
Dorff, Hallisey, Narayanan, & Williams, 2000) . =]/ 5
U2 T e AL, HMAOHLO®SLZEY]
DHEL CIEZ B RTE, IRLT—ELTZTFANLGN
Tw3blFTiERy, MEEZOEMLOFEA® 2 LD
ERICKECEDL LI ETILDH H D (Ohbuchi &
Takada, 2001), ¥ L AM#E2ILEO LI 7 v 2 L
LTGS2 IEL F2Icd s L 0wi b,
Mz @s Lt ER2bDE L THKI&DD,
DIEE X Z OfiE QBRI O W TREBICEZ L T
W EMNH B A5, TOMmEFR, Wb L EIFEE
72 EROFHITIIEL, BENEEICLX->TRENh
2H5DTH3EVIHIFIHELSKFIENTWS, LL,
ZNERLTEBN 2 R TR, DS L
N e w2 LBELZ2HDTH D LEHHRT DT
bhiE, ZRIFEFEWERE LT3 LEERL DR
WCEWT U E > T AABEED S 5.

e

3. WBRLEBM, KBICHDZE

Sz, Enright 13 TZ&#% (excusing) ; % TAKHIZ A
% (condoning) ; Z & &, W% LZXHIL Tv» % (Enright
& Coyle, 1998). HiPLKBICRZZ b, Wi T
Y, 5D DREFBICE > TELINEE~NDT
ERISED, DBICHAT B LS HTRACTH 5.
UL, ZOBPOMEPELLDTHD. FPK
HicAaz Z ik, MEHEOEMLOENIC K > ThE
NH2HDTH5, I-&21E, HFEICLRLITPENR
HER D726 EHFADRDRED ZIND B T &
i, ©5L TR, BCRKBILAZILTHD L
INB, —H,WBLIEZED LEAENEER %<,
Bna, FE FLooEfENETICE->THEEN
3% DTH 5. Enright 12 khiF, Bk AKEICA S
EWIS I HTFEREFELLEBILCEDTHD,
ERb2IchrrboTiIrbns®s L LI, iz
525DTHDHLEHHTLDOTH 5,

LU, 2L AMFIC EALEERSH -7 LTH,
HpEHEOT T LE o E, BRIKEIFIIRDI LV
5T EEH OB, T Neu (2002) 132 D%z fEH
L, ®CRESIND L) BRRICBVTH, RELIT
BEDDH DANDEEBWELSHbNLZ L, ©
5L ORMIZELTHA S Lk RTw %, Enright ©
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ERICH - 72 & 5 RMPCARKBEICAD Z LIE, &<
LLBIT Iz Lr2ELBRVHDTH B,

F 70, BEABHIC L > TOAHET2O 2T LI,
WHEIZEVWTEZ £ THRER D). Enright D E5RZ
REFEDDLOTHNIEZ, MM ws L LR, —Yoh
BEORHDS R WERBICBOTORTEEL S 22 LIk
5, L»L, 25 L7% "RO[gEDAHEME, & LCTAL
2X57%w3 L LIk, BERERbDLELTLR2ED
Bhrwbonoths (U4, 2001),

RO L 25, LEYHLNHEBIT > TH 0
ZLEIE AMPKHICRZZEE, Fo&D X
MTERVEIRDOTHD EEZ NS, BIENH
Hr6%3h2@5 LT 2Hb%0, Z2nbldto
HHE» SR ENTHDE2OL L ERERLZLDELT
W5z EiF, ERCAIE RviERIciioT L > Ak
MWhd 27255,

4. wBLETH

iz ¥, Enright (3 T%#0 (forgetting) ; w3 L %
XA LTV 3% (Enright & Coyle, 1998). W 2% L I3HE
W7o 2CchHb, ZHWIZ TELTwl) Lk
382 55DTHDHEIND,

W5 L EEHoXEN, Jticd FE&ic b
EoEDELTWEEAS, Znkd bbb, M
FICZELRZHEIVH 5. £3, wi LA, £
NHPEL B EIC&->C, BEOTENRIE2EA T
I EDHEL TS, WA LIFEMENERETH S L
#E % % Boright 1T & > Tl%, ZIEH 7% 5 BEMNKIG
DA TIE L, BECHEE Vo L EENKIEDHE
MASwsZE & 72 % (Enright & Fitzgibbons, 2000), L% L,
Z5 LIt HENGEEOREZQ S L OERDOFIE
DTV VWLEYE S 25 (Thompson & Snyder,
2003; Nk - A, 2009), #BEDIIGE L B LHYHE
DEE, W5 LI X > THENSIGIHLD B 7z D
», BIHNC K> TENDPEL DY, W 20808
HBIZAD.

Eolz, w3 LLEHAD, HICREIFHRT L
WZ DORERE B b > Tw 3, BENZ—AVICIR
MEEHIC L > TELZD, W97 EHHIEEDR
fMEE»NHETH D LEFHEMHINL TV
(McCullogh, Fichman & Tsung, 2003) .

o, WHAIZT TR, ®5 Lo b ZEIN Rt
Bixds0b Lk, ©5 LOEBEICELT, L
BULIRHZDOFICERICWw 2 LBHFEELTWS Z LITA
3L, LW RIEN A5 D (Morimoto, 2009) . Enright

130 5 L OREEINEG 28 L, HFE2 BN 3
T L AL L T\ %D (Enright & Fitzgibbons,
2000), FlORFICEBWTIZD 2 LOFICH 5528
WA FERTEDL 0D Lk,

Enright ® & 912, EENEEICE S CREEINII
550 LTWBLEIEZASZDTHNIE, WBHL
ERHAIDX D IZHETH B, L L, w5 LOLHY
Tut ZAEREET LD THNIE, ZDHDERDIIHE

BNTWL TR LEZDZDDLE L CHHATE S
HEEEDLH 5. WD L EEHOBERIX, ZnZEFhdlis
B 7oA 2o LTWL BT, S5ICFEE
MEIBLTCERERVDHDTHA I,

5. 3L &f#E

% L C, Enright iX "HIf# (reconciliation) & ¥ %
L%, BRECHERPG2DIDOTHS EBDOLEIL D,
Mi#% % X543 % (Enright & Coyle, 1998). @ 2 L I#
EEQRTECIHDZIENTELDLDTH 5725, Al
fRIZIREE L HEE DV DHAZF D e TIED
EHBILENTELRVDHDTH 5,

UL, W2 LIZBWTHHESLFEEERDI
OEACOBEEMEAEHFHT 275D H b (McNulty,
2011), AT LHP D LIF—HANZRENE O AR THY
INBVLI EDEFHINTHS, £, 05 LA hE
EOBRBICBIT 2B LEEHORIE LIEZ 2305 T
i, X0waLEAMIBEVL DL LTHEINTY
% (Hargrave & Sells, 1997) . £ 7= F#HNICH, ©3 L
AR TREL WD D E LTRERL TWB 2 LA
B Tw 3 (Williamson & Gonzales, 2007) .

W3 L EMBOXANICOWTIE, LHEEOMTHE
MR EINTWBESTH S, Enright (3 5 L &I
EREMEE L LT EE D> s MEZ I 5z
2HbDTHBEEZTVIEZD, ZOMEZXHT S
DTH5, Lrl, EEOLHEW T ot 2%2EZ 2L
%, ZOMREIHO OIS DTH B AHENEIRD 5.
W2 L EFRBIIFEObDTHZ EMMTHE0 D,
Z DEfGEEE LT NERH D EEZ LN D,

6. DEFEDDZ U2 DOXEIDHRFH

W5 L EZOTEM ORI, LHEESLE L
THIRETE 2 &9 MR b O TIER L, BHED
DTH 2, 19, LDEYELLIZZOBERI 20
T, WBLEZOMMOWMEEXFILTCLE-> TS,
ZL Tz Ao F1%, Enright w0 % L o E#ET
BIDOBHEP B EINTVEDTH 5,
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DE D, DEYELMEL OLEN T v 2 X DR
M6 TIERL, ¥URMWMESREE2EREET S,
Enright OEENZE 2 6, © 2 L2 Mo & XAl
LTw3DTHs, T LDEEEDOD S L DX
Ik TEMFEFEOME (moralistic fallacy) ; & HHLS 1
PRBEVHDTH S, LHYEILLDOWS LDXoD
Rz, w2 LIcB T 2 0HEEOBERTEEAOMRD
ETRTHDTH 5,

. w3 ULBED54E

1. DMEZHEUNCLZDDLDREE

DMPERELEDOE LEED XS RBl&E» 608
L, ZCWRRBEALREPHZD0, ZN%2EETS
BRELT, FTROLEEFEINDOZADW S LIS
FEONFICOWTHLY BT 3,

#2ETdH % C. Griswold (2007) &, W3 L DFTF
FPEENICRDBEY RV DL S Rboricov
THLBFT, 0B LEVL DO FTT TV 5,
BidmEFE O Z IR L CHEENINET 5 L » I,
BTN @ 2 LS - &b THs EFERL TV
5. 25 L7ws LIk T5&M4 W% L (conditional
forgiveness) ;| L FEIEN D, ZHNEHEZEDOAL ST,
INEEHOZAS S 72 L 25 LTEL B LD
B@LHLTHD, ZNICKRLT, BHEHZEDOAIENT
LZETHELZ®LLE, ~HHENZ®LL, TVl
13 MEZMERY 72w 3 L (unconditional forgiveness) | &
IR, ChiE, MEEOZIEr -7, T o
TLE->TW/bLTYH, FISRITILENTZIZO
5L Ch5. Zofbows Lo LT, ME=
DWW % L (third-party forgiveness) ; 2°% %, ARiIZH
FPEEEECEbT LD, hEIWEEY -/ L
FHRHEE T2 LT, AENRIEKEL DL LR D,
ENEMRBETEEO20WBE LY, FEZFEDOPELTH
5. g, AnHBENRELCELSE THDES
ADW % L (self-forgiveness) | &> 5 b DHBZEIF 5N
T3, LInicE MiFE IR BT ERNSR L
TEH5E5@BLY, ZnchHicb,

INns0Wws LIFAEICAHETE2bDTHRL,
RIZPILELTCZENETNORER LICHZHDTH
%, L& 3, Griswold DEFAMEIRICLH A S 7L
b, o "EEWE9 L, &G0 L) T
“FHows L, THFHY~DW3 L &, Ww5LOD
Wz MBENICHNN—LTEY, hoREo %
Ez5LECcHHTHD EEDNS,

- f
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Griswold £ [W U <, WAHRMWZ® % L OEEH: %
VT W BEHE D M. Mayo (2015) 1, EDF x
APEXFVRMENERKE L TOW S L OO ERIRE
RIZOVTEwL BT, W3 LEZOHEELPLHWVLD
PO, & 51 DEYEEANORH 2T -
Tw5, Mayo 3wz L& THENEEDa Y b e —
NELTOWS L (forgiveness as controlling negative
emotions) ; TRz W 3 L (therapeutic forgiveness) |
rasaz=74 %57 %W 2% L (forgiveness as
strengthening community) ;| @ =25 T %5, THE
WEEoarytr—LELTOWE L, LiE, Z04
DD, BHRED Lo HENEEZa Y Fo—
NTHHDELT, WERLEIEADRATHE, 5
DBV D 7: D IR ENEE 2 FRT L 51 3
L, Zowz Lz TaENe s L) EFEnsb oL
BHDTHD, ZOMEOHXOWS LIt T,
Griswold DR 2 TEZAFDOW 2 L OPERD5RH &
hTws, ZolELRLERERO O, T3
22T 42T A20wAE L) THDH. AMFLIMED
JH o7, ZOREBRPBEINSG Z EPRRITNIL,
POHTCABRALTERENZ2 T2 =271 ZDb DN
fRfksh Tl &5, 2 CHRMERZBEL, a22a=
T4 EMFFL ZNE RS 27 DICEMHL RS LD
BOLLY, ZoBR0®LLTHEEVS, 5L
7eaiaz=g4 2T 05 LELELDITIE,
WEHRZTI TR, MEEOERMbHNEEIND,
DF b, MEFE»SWREIRIFIN, ZOLHE LT
WEEPLWB LPE5A6NEI LT, Hh/casa
2T A DHETEOTHSE. 0% b, HEHONLO
Zi&k b, MEOEREOLI ZWEEE 5,
Thbt, ZoORAOWS L TIE, Griswold ® M&ff
M@ 23 L) OMERIPEFHINTVDE EVWR S,

Mayo 12 & D38 % 77 5 vhT, DEEEENE
e LB EIic W TERLTw S, HH» 58RI
JC, BENEEOa Y e -V, HEEOHNLD
ZORICE>TELSEEILENTERLEZ LN
5X51o>T oz, DEYEPCLEFERIIZN
ZRAL, BEMNRIEZIMA 2 2 EPHFEFODIC
5 EFRTDIET, TNEHREN® L LALFHE
IHDTHDL, LEYEZ EEFOWS L, %l
FWT2HbEh, W5 LIZET2MEEFMDZIZ O
THHELTLE oL, #HHIENTVEDTH B,

2. DEZEOEEISHHDLDHEE
ZNTlE, FEBRICODEYELBIE, k5103
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LEZRTw2DTHS 575, LHAEDOD S L OIH
DS 6, ZhiERaL Tl e Ed 3,

% 9%, McCullough & Witvliet (2011) 1%, R
bDERIPLWDL LESHLTWS, ZRICLD L,
DI FEW B LE TG (response) ; 28— F U
7 4 f#E[7 (personality disposition) ; T#:&H 2= v F
DR (characteristic of social units) ;| D =D D H A
LEFELTWDEEVS, MEELTows LIE, IE
FHANOBEMNSIGDIA & HEMNSIEDIEMA % &
"HBLDTHBL, N=VFUVTAHAIEEZ, wb®3
Moz LedE) LT, S ABEREET
B HMEEZQ L THEHAETHSL. CODOIBELT
i, EEEMOZ IO VTR bOTH D, WM
DWBLELTOWENESDTHA S,

L7 L, McCullough & Witvliet i& Tt&2=v b
DRy ELT, w2 LIEFHES, 51 a3y X
YEPERRRIS, 222742800050 THD
ERARTWE, ZhiE Mayo d Ta 3 2=5 1 251l
T205 L LR THD, LDHEYELDDNE
FRIOZbEEGAT, &Y 5 Lo ER-> T
WHEIICRZS.

W, TOMXTIIKIGE L TOWDE L=V F
U7 4 HIA TR BRI ARSI w500
D, M=y FOWKLLTO®BLEEREL Y
5LLC SN TwaIRIEALNR Y, DED,
DEYEH 305 LIBWTAEL 2MEERIOZENL
WOWTEHKIFLood, HHIOA IR S L, 1F
EAEFEHLTOWARWI EDRTRBINTVRD LR
5,

3. RKRNBDEBEZEICLDDDLDHE

zhTi, WHEYEZEDLI YD LEERICY
HLCTwa0k2A5%», T, REWEZADL
HAFICL 205 LODEOMEHFITOVTHD BT
%N

Handbook of Forgiveness Diffi#& T & % E. Worthington
1, HEZEOZEZRANE SO LEENZDD LI
BFBHIET, WBHLESHEL T3 (Worthington,
2003), Zhs THWiy@ 3 L (decisional forgiveness) |
& TEIERIW % L (emotional forgiveness) | Td 5. ik
Witz L, Lk, BooftEizar tue—uL, M
EPLECLHORIMRICRA S LT 5X9%50AHLTH
D, VHITRHAWHFZO LTI LETHS. ZhIC
MU, TEREW® S L, L, mMEICK-TELE
BENEEPEENRE B SO I L2ETLO

T® 5. Worthington 1, KWW 3 L IixfT8E) % 24l
IEDEZHDTHBD, ZOAN%E TEHT) dOTERL
LR p, 2T, BENOLLIZELAEL DS
LORKETH 5 LIRRTHEDTH 5.

ZLT, W5 LD A 4 =7 Tdb % Enright I,
W3 LOXFTH IR & D Ry OB R % /i
I L7202 T h-oTw5, KiE waLls TK
LBows L, & "bows L (pseudo forgiveness) |
LM % (Enright, 2001), JRICH B2 & 5T,
it >Twa L e, HEWERICESE, HES
DREBICE->TOARELIELNDEIDBDTHD. 5
L7e®B LA YD THY, ZNLND DS DIFHE
Fravro—LT23dbichdhsE5% MEbo
WHL) ELTHDEBRRTVEDTH S,

Worthington IC & % 43 %8 %, Enright IC & % 0% 9,
WEHOZEOARIERL, Zhz20HL72bDTH
5. 8% 61E, WEMFOWwS LE LD FEMICEE L
T30, &R0 5 LOFHMAIRTERICEIES T
LES>TWADTHD, COZANFWEHELD, ©5L
OIHFNITITER L, ZOFIRIEHZ B8 L 703
FHETHoT, o oL, HEEAOZNME XD
2, ZoEElIz>VTHlAL DL, Zh%
BERIIC AT 2 L 2 AR L L C E 72 (Enright &
Fitzgibbons, 2000: Worthington et al., 2007: Wade, Hoyt,
Kidwell & Worthington, 2014), L7»L ZD—HT, @
LIk THL B, MEFHOZNMZEZ CRlRT
LHZLIETERVDHDERSTLESTWVWHDTH
5.

4. DMERICEITZ0D U DDFEDREH

Griswold %> Mayo O 734828, #EH L INEEZ ORI
ODEEWRZ D2 EDPAEETH 2D ICH L T,
Worthington % Enright 7374113, #EFH OZICBIL
T & MR BEDSARETIEH 2 b DD, MEHEH
OZEAFIRA 2 N TERVHDTH S, IO
REOFEEHND &, RENLRO 2 LAY
HODFL, OHiHO S EE->TLEoTW05 L
WRBIEAD,

L L, DIRFEEIRL CTHEES EMEZEONFD
ZAEEZ DX AAPTERVDIT TR, #
EFOLZEMERDZLN, ZoMiERA CRld
5 ENTE DN, HaMYEEsroRESH
TE D (Baumeister, Exline, & Kristin, 1998), %56 0%
HiZ, MEEM DR (repentance) DR EI 7 £ (Exline
& Baumeister, 2000), w2 L % #5E#E o NH O H#ED
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5, MJRT 2 E2THICTEHDTH S, LrL
BE, LDEFPICBIT 202 LIFROS L BINEEPR
BoBERTTiER L, HEHFHMOEREZERT 25D L
oTws (FEHE, 2015). O tix W3 LOW
FaFEL L CERLDIEEEDL LD, habiyE T
7 w3 LoRBENIGHE HIE L DY ETH -
e k& (i, 2015), EEARCIERVEA S, R
KW 5 L OLHYEOSEORED 605 I 7%
Lok, LEEFEEIANmOZICEET2HE D,
3 LICBTMEZEOZ{LOMMZREALTCLEST
WHEWHZLETHB,

IV. 80D

DUl DEEEREO® L L OM&DIEE & D X
L, Wl 2ot AE2BE L, w5 LEZ
DD R DEFIIERTH 21 HBH 5T, LI
b IEEERICE SO AT TRAE L TWw 3,
Fiz, DIFFEOWD L OSEIX, fbofgig LR
THROHEFICERLTE Y, #HEZEOZ{LoMlik %5
FLTECHE, ThoPRTOE, REQLHEYE
DWW B LDOIRATTIH, EEFEEFEADNHE~E-> T
LEoTWnBEEVNHITETHD,

Ih b DfERIZ, SHOWw 5 LRI
WTRBREGELDDOTHD, 7, ©5LOHEMER
R SHAL, B&oEe 7ot 228551
L&IET20THNIE BREDLSI PO FTOS
L2 fhoie & XBIUHET 2 & L IdERNTE B ns
55, LA, Elces L Ezns oG oER
DEVPHEREICOVTREEHELL TV 2T, #T
LLHIRZS 2 2 LI NG, £/, LEYHIZ
MEZEDENMD AL 5T, & bINCHIFHZHE I Ah
TW L WD H % Griswold O EEICHI I, DHHY
FELEBHLIZHASANDW B LICOWVWTIEEATWY 3
(Hall & Ficham, 2005), FE=F0DW 23 LI D>V TIZIF
EAEERLTORY, 25 L7zws Lok
R, —WWEEABEEH»T XS R, 5%
kodohzd tEZo6N5,
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The Distinction and Classification of the Forgiveness on Psychology

Kazuki WAKAYAMA

Abstract

This paper describes the features of psychologists who study forgiveness by considering thier way of
distinction and classification of forgiveness.

In order to explore the nature of forgiveness, it is important to distinguish between that and similar concepts.
Although there is no agreement on the psychological definition of forgiveness, psychologists state that the
distinction from other ideas is clear. However, when actually comparing ideas of pardoning, excusing and
condoning, forgetting and reconciliation with forgiveness, the boundaries are not as clear as the psychologists
claim. The psychologists’ distinction of forgiveness is biased toward moralism.

The way of classifying forgiveness shows the perspective of researchers who study forgiveness. Compared to
the analysis of outside researchers, the classification by psychologists of representative forgiveness research, has
a narrow range. Psychologist focus too much on the victim’s changes, and neglect the aspect of the perpetrator’s

changes.

Keywords: forgiveness, definition, pardoning, excusing, condoning, forgetting, reconciliation



