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The Relation Between Judgment of Responsibility to
Others’ Behaviors and the Helping Behaviors
Among College Students

— An Analysis of the Role of Group Relationships and Emotional Experiences
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Abstract: To explore the relation among judgment of responsibility, emotional experience, group
relationship and helping behavior of college students, a questionnaire survey has been taken. The
result shows that judgment of responsibility, emotional experience and group relationship are correlated
with helping behaviors, which indicates that the theoretical assumption “action attribution—aesthesia
controlling—judgment of responsibility—emotional experience—offering assist” proposed by Winner is
universal and reliable. The attributions to others’ responsibility, emotional experience and group
relationship have a marked effect on college students’ will of help-offering. The relationship with
internal and external groups would influence the helping behavior of college students. They would be
more likely to offer assistance to the group members.
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Tab.l Mean difference test for college students to judgment of responsibility,
emotional experience, and donation behavior of out-group’s under two

controlling conditions n=50
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M SD M SD
A 458 1.72 1.68 1.22 -9.35%**
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EIEE e 4.11 1.66 6.37 0.86 6.03%**
THEK 4.01 1.76 6.18 1.01 3.56%**
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Tab.2 Mean difference test for college students to judgment of responsibility,
emotional experience, and donation behavior of in-group’s under two

controlling conditions n=50
o AT () AP (BB 2D . i
M SD M SD
st 4.20 0.18 1.46 0.90 ~14.3g%**
[ i 2.00 1.41 5.19 1.81 18.12%**
CIEZL 5.99 1.63 3.22 1.81 14.50%** 45
T 5.99 1.47 3.20 1.78 —15,29%*
K 5.03 1.98 6.29 0.97 3.78
THE 5.38 1.79 5.92 1.38 2.69
**%  P<0.001

M 2 WOl KA PR AT T R
W DTN 1 AR AT o B ZE SR
(P<0.001) o R FEHIZ A i th BRIV ERT g A 11 5 ¢
PRI, KA AR U5 FFA X AT N AMEA R

T AR I A FE A B A N ) ] s i 1 Ji DR 3 e
B0 AT A AR DT . IE I HI K,
BRI 5 bR B R S DL T, R AR T IR AT
R AR = 2 () R A R B AR A



%4 1

AR KA A A AAT O I STAEHERT S5 B A AT 307

st H CREFE I I R B T vt (HAE
R SARMIIN A LB O, KA AL
DA TEA, o F R B A s ETA
PERAE, A ATTECR A AR, I HE R 2 FHH
Ko BRI RE NN IR A S A SR
FERNIIN, 5 B OS2 RIABLZ AL, [R5 55 35 )
Tl R AR S B RAE RS S A O
KA Rk B A TR & — AR B
WA R N RIS B3 B AR . X5 HH AR
KR A AT A AR A B AE BATA R AN Z 18] )
B, MRBERCA S RE AT WX fEERE,
BDAT A E S Rl ARG, 5 AR R AR
S A T 2R B R, SO R A S o

(D) RFEEWNHEMHEH ZETRRERRE
ORI FNFSBAIT A RYFE R4
F 3  KEFHEAEIEE S T SMEER B ST
TERRRLE . $RENIT 0 Z B BIFE KAR T
Tab.3 Correlation test for college students to judgment of

responsibility, emotional experience, and donation
behavior of out-group’s under two controlling

R4 REEWAITE ST RBHRB ST FIRT.
1ERARIE . $8BN1T A Z [8) B4R R A036
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Fig.1 Figure for the relation among college students to
out—group’s attribution of responsibility, emotional
experience, and helping behavior
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Fig.2 Figure for the relation among college students to
in-group’s attribution of responsibility, emotional
experience, and helping behavior
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Tab.5 Comparison between college students to in-group and out-group’s attribution of responsibility,

emotional experience, and helping behavior n=50
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