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One-sided Conformity Effect between Witnesses with Different Judgment

of the Same Event

WAKABAYASHI Kosuke and SATO Tatsuya

(Ritsumeikan Global Innovation Research Organization, Ritsumeikan University /
College of Letters, Ritsumeikan University)

Psychological research on eyewitness testimony has targeted the memory of an individual.
In many crime cases, however, there often exist multiple witnesses, among whom inter-witness
discussion is frequent. In this study, two experiments investigated the effect of conformity on
eyewitnesses. One half the participants saw a VTR scene of critical crime behavior (a robber
in the store) , and the other half saw one that did not include the critical crime behavior.
Shortly after the video presentation, witnesses took an immediate individual recall test. Next,
the collaborated recall condition, participants who witnessed the two different scenes discussed
the answer for the recall test. Finally, participants individually answered the delayed recall test.
Experiment 1 showed the participants who saw the critical crime scene did not conform (one-sided
conformity) . Experiment 2 revealed the consistency of information from the other participants

was important to make conform other participants who didn't see the critical scene.

Key Words : eyewitness testimony, memory conformity, post-event information effect
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Figure 3. The Numbers of participants in the Consistency and Not consistency condition of
Experiment 2 reporting about whether the guest was guilty on immediate individual recall
phase, collaborate recall phase, and delay individual recall phase.

FREt L 7zo

T3, EBICSMBEF R WRICET 55—
RFFERFOIEERE BOMHAR (5 T IKARE)
DIEEBZHM L7z &&ME babimE oLk
BETEETH LN, BINE OFE—KFLER
WA & 55 R AR IR IR 0 2 03 AS TR S &0 A
Lh7zBETHY, MHOBRE RS, Thb
SRR EEMEE LI RE
Figure 4 127”9, IEEBZEELHIZL T, 2
Cefin o ER—H M) x 3 (HM#EHE) x 3 (F
HBRE) O 3RHRIRA TGN EiTo72L 25,
ETOFMEPFEETH Y, MEHOERE—E
VEx HAEBRBUNORE/ P EETH 72 (2
WA HAER - F (4, 80)= 24.6, p < OL; X1 # O Ht
Ho—E:: F(1,20)= 272, p < .00L; ERHEY :
F(2,40)= 46, p < 05; TFEERE © F (2, 40)= 429,
p < 001 ©ERR; W HHO—HME < EHIHA :
F(2,40)= 314, p < .001), EMIHH x FRAEBR:
F(4,80)=47,p < .05)

Y AE AR O MeE ofE R, I AR BB
KB THmAE o FiR—EExEHEHE (FQ
120)=60.3, p <.001), &5 KFABERICBIT 25
o Tk —HEx EMEE (F(2, 120)=236, p
<001), AL A D WAFE M T oxHE O F
B x mAERE (F (2, 120)=37.1, p <.001),

29

—E GO TR, PG S o R T oo B R
HHE X AR ICHMAE TER RO s e (F
(4, 80)=15.8, p <.001; F (4, 80)=135, p <.001).

FR—EBMRHOEMEMRRE H— KT
BTGB T 5 P IEAKIE—
B 0 TR S TS N e T RE LR LT
AEZED» o7z (—H#MEZ W M = 60, SD
= 13 >FIEHREEM M = 49, SD = 07, p <
05) MOEMIEH TIZHE—REAERIZET R
o7z

T 7o, AR, BREAERO O OR
FAZBWT, — B el 200 1 3 5 et 0on) T
XD BT MA Y WG R O BGRH B &
Kotz (p < 001 HTFARETZOMOERM
WHEIC ER—EMEHMIE T h o7,

ERHEBORMEMREE HMEHEI O
J%fE % LIS % 729 Bonferroni #:12 & ) £ E b
BE{T-o72

— B R TREO B— R AR T,
AEM, JUIRSEM LG, LIRS A b MR
DM IEE S EWEEZ R L7z (p < .001). L
ML, LFEFARRE, BRFEERBICIESE
MEBICEERZE R o7,

TGS ER R Tl —k, HH, F K
THEROZTIZBWWT, JUSEGTHA D BRE M

It

N



AN LT S

AT R & JUIR ST LR X ) S A
AR o 7o (GbA B = J0 TR0 1 A L wedg >
JUFRGS A D WHE, p < .001).
MEEDER—EMRAEICE T 5BEAR
DEBEBRETOLR Wi oFk—EE 2
KiE) & KFARRE (3KHE) oK EMIHE (3
JKHE) THIE$ % 72912 Bonferroni 12 X 0 %
HILEE 1T 5 720

— T o TR o S A I & AU SR T A L
WURENE, 85— KTEORIEE A EIEK
Mods (R =FZR>E KR p < .05p <
001)o AUSESA O BLRRIE, JER, 550K
B RFAEDIAICE o 72 GEF>E R >4
—K, ps < .001)o

5 et FOR TR O oA B I & USRS T AL L
WURELIE, JERFRA, TR, Bk
DN A B o 7z QR >HE R >E
—K, ps < .001)o JUFEHGIIA O WHR R34 T
DR TIESMIIERIR SN h 572,
BABBEZHFOEZENEE MAHBEHS
rOKEMIEE OREROLEEICEHLT, 3 (B
MIHE) x 2 (FFAERRE  F—K\BE B R
) DN 24T o 7o/ R, BREE O+
MPEORDBAHETH -7z (F(2 14)= 376, p <

01)o Bonferroni %12 & 2 £ E ik 5,

N

o N A~ O O
| —

5247 2011, 12

AR, USRS M U WUR B, USRS A D
MR E R DONEZ F A > 72 (ps < .05 )o
zZ =

PREXOBBICEAL T —HIREH I HEEE
T, JLREFEDRBIEICB WV THE—KFARIC
BRI ot " EBERIBIMBH, B IR
AERFICBW T JLREH 72" LB 2EER
LENPR LN (636%)c F/ZOEBIZLD
WY FEFH O3 FEE 1 (438%) £ D b EH >
725

TG WS B R T, SR AR I —
AO(REWFET) $2 3008 T REAERIZIE
MEZNEEET 2ZMEPLE (455%) T
HY, ZoOE (250%) bERL LY FEHP -7,
Fro, EBRLLERRYERBATD LI
otz EERL, —HLET2ZmMEDL R
b7z (273%).

Z b=V OFEMEEROEFAICBELT £H
WOFEMNC BT 2 B~ OIEE B DL E % 43
FThUL, HREERICEIFHEOENICL S
EAEBOZET-AEMZRE - o7z L
2L, BITREARNIILIRY A ) BRI R
DIEZICOAREPR N (—HREE i

U questions about overlap of both stimulus
questions about ~ eyewitness of crime scene” stimulus
B questions about “Un—-witness of crime scene” stimulus

immedi— |collabor—

Hit

The Numbers of Hit and Modified Correct

consisitency

delay

Hit + Modified
Correct

immedi— [collabor—| delay
Hit Hit + Modified
Correct

Not consistency

Figure 4. The numbers of Hit and Modified Correct answers in each recall conditions.

30



W—okH 2 574 2 T71 5 6 e BIER R O—J7 M RFEME Gtk - % o)

>F GG E ) o AU IEHREG B R T
2 T AT A ) WG RIS 5 [l
(IE%) 2R LARWZZ0I1C, BINEOE R
HEROIEERB LRz ThHsb (Ms = 1.0
it Ms = 11, 12, —HMEE M TS
ZRHAERTHIEEBSE L, BNEEY 7 T
DT A ) WAFEMA~OBZE 2 MR L7722

Lz n (Ms=14 %k Ms = 56),

oK ERBE OB RIE, a0
HEONIBHEA ) WM 2 &, 2TH K
FAREL D SERFARICHM Lz, 2o
EMBb, EB20% 7 51285 —H - FIEH
TR TR O BRAED ) LI &2 L 72 2 & A%
MR I NI 72, MEHOSMENA M=)
DR ORI L TN HF 217> T2
Z DRI E Tz,

UbkoZ &hs, Eghmz dTning
mEE, “RIEEDH o7 L vH A b= OFR
AMEPLG5 25N TIESEEILSES
DT L, MR T» 55 N,
HEOWHRO—EENRALNSL I LTI ZHEE
AZALSENHEMHEHTHZ RTEEZE 2 oh, FE
2 OIRFUIHFFS NIz

KARICHTZEBEEDOEBOHA F5
1 T “JUIRS IR BT LT, RiEdeR
B GB—UWMARA) ChEERDzE A,
9HLL EOBIMB D H GO RIZWAFIZRS LT
RIROFEZFZ LTz FRICHED ST,
fiiF & DFFELAEVTH B L FHELZRILEOE
ZRMAFEICB VT, GEOPRENYE %
HELTWARWSINED 4 Eh BN H - 727
V) HEBITEE L7z, H 5 XFEE ORI
KOEXHOLOBHAEZ 28D, DFD,
AWFFE L B BE O FER L A RO £ LhsEe
IHFTEHELLIELERLTEY, Fidke

31

FEEWRAEAEL TV T D,
WO HEXRFTELDTH 5,

—HEBEREEMFEAIFET  Gabbert et al
(2003 HifHH) &, %5 OffF7ETH: U 72 BU5 1A B )
AIZOWT, A ANTRA F CHEFE S LB N
EFIC I AR 7o 2 2B 5 BN EE
BIOHERWEEL ) o0 E2ER D
REZLERHL TS,

BLEIR B X B &L, A BALofl
HEWLL 26N DT, HHOMNE L IZER
BROEEN &I/ T 7272 LEFAFAERICE VO
TRERSE, —HOANRESHEL, 1
KMHHERSCOESEMELLI LT 2H)
%# LAV EINL, SHICHEISH

BT BRI ANEE T 5 A LTI
iﬁf(?n:ﬂﬂﬁf‘ﬁ CHMFAEZT> T A0,
A3 E & O WAL I/ hid. 2
D72 H IR E W RO A L BRSO
N EEHPECR T R2bDEEZLN
HDTHb,

LaL, ZOHICHEZTER] THEOPRE
W3 % B L7225 2 S AR OB
L7z &2, JUSROUENSHIE Z ATz
W 2T — I FER L 72 R BFSE D &b
RrdATE v, T, RICHBE R E
LTwa i biE, EBR1IIMERITbORTE 4
RWHEINT 54 5 ERIIFRE 7 O 5 — K AH
ANBEDMD > TV B HOATRLZLEDTH S
M5, REMGIHE L TwZ2nSnEiEE —k
FAERORIZZHEEL T RITIER S w7
%9

—7, ‘I‘%iﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁ’iﬂ &, B2 IEROEREMED
CHEESNDHEWEL B THL, OF
U,Eéﬁﬁlbhﬁ®ﬁﬁé%*bé%A
SHAMHF OIS EMHETD 55, F 723 IEREIC
EEONIEZESNEFIAT 5, EB2 X
COMBIZOWTHELZEZA, Grohsd
THWRD— B WA H 122 D E % 2 TIH

AEE AT S &



AN LT S

ML L ENBEINTBY, —Blz2F
DG DOHMIEEDORESAREINIZEFT X 5o
AWFFEDORERD S HEAES 12 X 2 FHEFEL
BMLTEZ5 I3, HEZHOEMRIFELET
52LTHY, TOERD—DELTD " Ah
FEOEHROBY S " HBH D E V) HTH b,
Gabbert, Memon, Allan, & Wright (2004) 1,
N & TR S X o TR S 72D
EMfETHLEZEZRTL, IVHFFLAERS
ZZOITEIRLR W7 L Tw b ER
iz A Twing, FREEReAFLTVE
WL, EARTIEIATER EAWRETH B 72012,
5 5 OB S5 %2159, KEICEHE
PELDHEDH D, ZOBIZHS DS idEm L7z
HFEOEMAZNS LEEON, 2OoEELR
bOTHbLALZEINNE - TNPFETENLEH
PIZHb S - FHEZ D, BEICL - T
HEOR#E2I3E9 %,

AT BEHMOFRHEH-72bDTH S
B, ENIEFICE S, HGERBI R, PGHE,
FHE, RELZLTKARE, BALEST
TEER OB R 2T LN 2 2 1H#HIET
HETHICRFTAIRZ Y 5 572595, 72721,
Paterson & Kemp (2006) &, X7 1 7 R4
B EOE=FIC L 2R EEHEI DD, MUK
WCTHLbDE R (E8bhb) o HEHR
EOEBEMMEAIC X 2 FRERI D W
MREELZLEEZRLTWS, 5T, WOH
BEO—BUNED L) B2 7T L0
PIZOWT XY FEM MRS ETH %,

T/, — I TAMEOMERIIRT DIF, LI
DPEW Y % 722 INE OFESF O T
Hbo AMEDOTH & TIXHESZT CITMA
LS X AT oo, BRICEHELAEVBELTTHHR
ENGHZ s MEEIER s —-E 37,
Gabbert et al. (2003) OFZETDH, HIFMIC[H
WD > 72 13V 2 BT 55 O B8R
FHERSNTBY (60%KF 30%), € DEKT

32

5247 2011, 12

AWFEOMRIEZ O REPRLIZE DV R B,
72721, ARWFZEoER 1 T HBE A B B
Tho7z DML, H—RHEEZITo720D
ThbHEERIN, TOEWKRT, LI EOHE
%yl - HBE 2 ftho HB&H & O3l 2 8
TS %2 M2 Fhi &A%, 1EHE % H RS BE
DDV ETH D LMLRBTELESL .

AIEDBEITICH 720, SR E T
£ - BEHAIGAEICEReEEZ TV, $72
i SCVEC 72 ) H AL AR 2B R H - RIl
IERAICHELRT FAL A& THW 2, 2 I
AL EFAHRETY,

5 A3k

French, L., Garry, M., & Mori, K. (2008) You say
tomato? Collaborative remembering leads to
more false memories for intimate couples than
for stranger. Memory, 16 (13), 262-273.

Gabbert, F., Memon, A., & Allan, K. (2003) Memory
conformity: Can eyewitness influence each
other's memories for an event?. Applied Cognitive
Psychology, 17, 533-543.

Gabbert, F., Memon, A., Allan, K., & Wright, D. B.
(2004) Say it to my face: Examining the effects
of socially encountered misinformation. Legal
and Criminological Psychology, 9, 215-227.

Gabbert, F., Memon, A., & Wright, D. B., (2006)
Memory conformity: Disentangling the
steps toward influence during a discussion.
Psychonomic Bulletin & Review, 13 (3), 480—485.

FR AT -5 —HE - F HF (1996) s diEE HE
L7222 N\OBBHOFLEGWVIZ L 2R ROLE.
AR, 3 (1), 29-39.

Kelman, H. (1958) Compliance, identification, and
internalization: three processes of attitude
change. Journal of Conflict Resolution, 1, 51-60.

Loftus, E. F., Miller, D. G., & Burns. H. J. (1978)
Semantic integration of verbal information

into a visual memory. Journal of Experimental



W—okH 2 574 2 T71 5 6 e BIER R O—J7 M RFEME Gtk - % o)

Psychology : Human Learning and Memory, 4, 19
-31.

Mori, K. (2003) Surreptitiously projecting different
movies to two subsets of viewers. Behavior
Research Methods, 35, 599-604.

Mori, K. (2007) A revised method for projecting
two different movies to two groups of viewers
without their noticing the duality. Behavior
Research Methods, 39 (3), 574-578.

Moscovici, S., Lage, E., & Naffrechoux, N. (1969)
Influence of Consistent Minority on the
Respondents of Majority in a Color Perception
Task. Sociometry, 32, 365—380.

Paterson, H. M. & Kemp, R. I. (2006) Co-witnesses
talk: A survey of eyewitness discussion.
Psychology, Crime & Law, 12, 181-191.

33

Roediger, H. L., Meade M. L., & Bergman, E. T.
(2001) Social contagion of memory. Psychonomic
Bulletin & Review, 8 (b), 365-371.

Schneider, D. M. & Watkins. M. J. (1996) Response
conformity in recognition testing. Psychonomic
Bulletin & Review, 3 (4), 481-485.

Wright, D. B, Self. G, & Justice. C. (2000) Memory
conformity: Exploring misinformation effects
when presented by another person. British
Journal of Psychology, 91, 189-202.

Walther, E., Bless, H., Strack, F., Rackstraw, P,
Wagner, D., & Werth, L. (2002) Conformity
Effects in Memory as a Function of Group Size.
Applied Cognitive Psychology, 16, 793-810.

SH)

(2011. 8.2 =zfw) (2011.10.6






