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Abstract

Rooted in Chinese local and social culture, scholars like Fei Xiaotong have found that people hold
different standards in moral judgment for different relationships with their closeness. But is it the
real case? We randomly select 60 college students to conduct our behavior experiments, and
discuss from the point of view of the closeness relationships which impact on the individual moral
judgment. When the psychological distance is the same, we will explore whether the age and
gender will have impact on the whole process of moral judgment. The past studies mainly focused
on immoral deeds, however, this essay sets both moral and immoral situation, and also it tests
whether different situation will affect the individual’s moral judgment. The conclusion of the study
is as follows: 1) Gender and professional do not have impacts on moral judgment. 2) People do not
have the apparent differences when it concerned with varied situations, however, relative to
moral event, individual’s reaction to the immoral situation is obvious slower, the reason may be
the impact of the characteristics of the subject. 3) The individual’s moral judgment will change
with the different factors, such as gender, professional, the nature of the incident, and the charac-
teristics of the subject. 4) The individual’s moral judgment will change with changes of the age of
the incident subject, but this difference has a less effect of the gender of the incident subject.
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TE AW T AARYE O B AR E A . AE o A R S R TE AR RIS, X S Bt N ) AR A
SERBRE BT HEAT B3 S ANME T (M i L & 0T R0, 2006) . 5 4 T8 125 51 K BE 18 (Gibbs, 1977; Piaget, 1997)
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SAFEIMZAIASHLL . Liberman A1 Trope (Liberman & Trope, 2003)FE4EHF 7 #2 Y, I AIEEES . 2% A PE &5
A 2 I B A A O B P B PRI AN RV 5 o 6 1 S (F7 15 07, 2010)BF F R i) 2 8 3 e ey o, 75 HE e
() B 0 s 0 A AT TP T A T, AR /K T B VO B8 T A Tk P 2 O FH T o B SCA PR o B RSB (o S
2010) LA 8] 25 85 02 [ BE B9 P A 4E FE R AR OB BRI, AT ASE AR AT 4 (10 BERAE B A & Rk
PR, RUXHCFREE B (AN TE AR AT A ) TR T B A AR S AR KPR, RO B B S
26 P AN T A AT S D0 B AU T R . MR AR A KO RR . BRBCT R SR (BT & [T,
2012) AT [) R B AL 2 PR B9 P A48 2 S e O BIR B, 15 OB PE B0, AN TE AR A A IS, (OB EE B,
ANTE AR B T v o BRI (WIDE AT, 201 1) R T PR s REUSK I A 1 B 8 J T RS2 B 0% R % T
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SRR RN E AR W, R R R 52 SR SRR R L, R 2 SRR R
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HYER ), RDUNEIY 500 ms, BEfEHIEH, SIS 4000 ms, #EIAFE7EIX 4000 ms AT H
SN (AS 2B F AR AR SR, 4% “17 . 927 . “37 BN HBHTIRN, 17 fRF CaEpmEr
“7 | CAfE”, “37AREK CANEM”), HEEK AT —ANEE, WREA TR,
4000 ms 5, REGH ESNEEI T —ANEH, KRN BEREN “0”, BHASEE Z 84 1000 ms
22 st 1)

24. ARGR

R G, MR AT E, RMHEPE DML RFEERZ R E, e TR
B, ARSIy 59 o X TR ISR HARE 8 A SPSS-19.0 X Hk AT G it 3t

PL2x2x2x2x2 NEAALE, FBRNEE, ke kA s, KR =ML H 72 5 Hrxt
HARHATHR 0T, HR FARERI(2 KP) FASEERIER (2 KF). TR KPP RENLE,
PERN(2 KF) BRI (2 /KPR AR &

2.4.1. BRI RFE AR X RN EES TR R

FAF P PE A AR SRR RAE SN P B R e 22 L2 1, fde 1 oArn, sl T At
1 s B 351 KT 06 TEME AR (0 S L o FE G IR 5 22 A T S SRR, SR AR O 0 S RN AN B3
(F(1,59) = 1.067, p = 0.306, #* = 0.019), F=ART ) AL AN 2 2 (F(1,59) = 2.746, p = 0.103, 5* = 0.048),
AR SRR B B 00 5 RN AN B 2 (F(1,59) = 0.439, p = 0.511, #° = 0.008), b4, Aibfi 12 1Al 38 HAF FH A 22,
AT S WA = A BAE A B2 .

2.4.2. MEEIMER Fdlxt HIE R R R0

AR IEAE SNV P BORbREZ L2 2, e 2 Al BPEgaa i s iy KT PR i
MR, T SCRHEOR I SN I R T HEARR 0 S S . G 7 25 0 4 B s, e i 3 N 2
AR (F(1,59) = 1.150, p = 0.288, * = 0.021), i I 35 4% 25 57 R fi 3 (F(1,59) = 2.123, p = 0.151
n® =0.038), R B AN E Ml i 22 HAE A R .25 (F(21,59) = 0.099, p = 0.754, 5° = 0.002).

2.5. ¥1ig
AR —EREN, EHRRAIRANGERE LR AEE R EHEERIE ZEREE, JIERRAIF

Table 1. The mean value and standard deviation of the nature of the incident and the close-
ness relationships of the subject on the reaction time

7 1 BRI RMERRFRR X R R A £ FHRAREE

HE et S (LN

M SD M SD
e 1759.68 78.50 1827.12 74.03
ik 1918.39 67.73 1885.16 81.57

Table 2. The mean value and standard deviation of the feature of the subject on the reaction time

7= 2. HORAFIETE IR A BB T AR

SR HE}
M SD M SD
Ttk 1999.18 215.25 1845.60 70.71
ik 1900.92 97.62 1664.24 93.87
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i i T T IEAE SR SRR . AR (Gilligan, 1982) 55238 -, AMATEIE AT, A7 75 7l
AANEIE A TETE AR A OB AR A o A IETEAR IR 3 E AL, AIE. AP BURIAIE i R
(1 2B, T S PR T 17 IO R N B O AR PR S, e AANIE Fe 3 3 FA) SR ) o AN DX (1 ANTE A A
BRI EA R BN D ROZZFETT, (HRAE P E AU TN A 2 SO A T7E B e
S22 25 RS B F A AR, BUSE L, BN NAZ oA LS, R R FH O PR IE P I ) 2 1 25 3t
ATIEERIWT: A, MR FPEEF R, ATV FEE R N A RAZRZ RIS, i TR A
IETEEH R AT BRI, TANE S EARRE R T BTSSR IAESE 13X — B,

B, BB AT -5 L b T A RO 7 Wi AT A A7 AR AR KA R o s P T AN 2 M TE A1 W,
X5 TRSRAIRT FLEE R — . VP2 W RV SIEME W 5C R, Hrh Jaffee M1 Hyde (Jaffee &
Hyde, 2000)87F 7t & I A4 T %} T8 G I RIS MR 2 J0 235 72 KD TR I (Walker, 1984) AERT FERFRAE A%
B BOR I BEAT 7345 Y 80% BT FLBCA KIUMER Z 5 . AHE T ] DA 4518, sl ) e i 1 i (4
WA RE R . AT R T ARG o TEEH W s fe 7, — B ONSCRh, BERRR
P AR N ) B R R A P 22 53 (0, SCRHE ) T8 e, 1SR, XTI B AR R
AR st %, M ERE W T A e, Z AR T 5, (A YRR LR LR AL,
FEBIMRARRE . htiEd, TR RIEERIW N Z R A T E RN, HEAWFOIFH L ER
WG, UL b T TE R8T A R i AN R 2
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3.34. REEFF
SIS FE R R —

3.4. HIRGR

B PCRNS BLR BT — o 0 T iR A SIS ) SPSS-19.0 X HakAT gt it

PL2x3x2x2x2 HHAR, FRONMERR, Bl RNN yEARE, RN 77 2 0
Ha st geit b, R RARRTEN2 KF) FETERMER G AKCT) FHARPER (2 K F) HN
g, HOATERI(2 ACF) R (2 KT LR AR R

341 BEHMMRMEEFMR . FRXAMEEREH R

ARV TR A ) 5 AR A SROSI BRI B S RREZE DL 3, B 3 TAL, B T kg
P S SER 356 T 1 SR 1 S R

HEMIGHI T Z SR TR, TR AN R AR 32 2008 LR AR 2 TR HI 58 BAE
AR, (HRL eI SR e . Tl xs B, T A RS

1) FFARE MR FEARER . Bt = 2 032 B L4 03 (F(2,59) = 2.782, p
0.068, #° = 0.049), Ht—BMr KRB, FHWARIEXS T DhHE NFAT HI A 22 50 5 3% (F(1,30) = 8.139, p
0.006, 2 = 0.131).

2) FEFARAIERS . BT BRI =3 2 (A8 LI 2 S A R (F(2,59) = 5.385, p =
0.006, ° = 0.091), LM R, StFEHENMAEFIER, 54 RS Lot AT Wi ) e i
I} 2 531 4 55 3% (F(1,30) = 3.403, p = 0.071, 2 = 0.059); LANAE & L5 ME M s xt T 1E M 4 b Sh 4R By BN
TAER B SRR I B SR I 22 53 25 42 3% (F(1,30) = 2.652, p = 0.080, 2 = 0.091); Lttt T fidk
F rp G RN T SE PN RS B B BN A 22 S 85 35 (F(2,29) = 3.366, p = 0.042, #* = 0.113); T4l ik xt T
T4 NAEAIE 1 B A7 S I ) 5 I 222 5 0% 85 3% (F(1,30) = 7.324, p = 0.009, #° = 0.1139); 11 L4k
5 BHEA AR, W ATTERT T AR R B S A A, LR RS (R 5T S A I ) SR 2 S 4
(F(1,29) = 4.342, p = 0.042, #* = 0.074); X} T ZAEM BT F 0k 2 5 B 3 (F(L,29) = 12.779, p = 0.001,
7?=0.191).

3) HAEFARAIERS . FORMERR . BRIk = 2 1858 B 2 5 5 3 (F(2,59) = 3.292, p = 0.042, #?

Table 3. The mean value and standard deviation of the nature of the incident, the gender and age of the subject on the reac-

gy'gﬁﬁ‘]ﬁ)ﬁ%ﬂi%ﬁ%ﬂ‘—ﬁfﬁﬁ’%?’f&r\iﬁ#tﬁ'ﬂflli’ﬂ%ﬁ‘—ﬁﬁ}&%
TS
L4 HAE L
M SD M SD M SD
1EHE 1900.46 93.26 1688.92 83.69 1717.38 94.17
frk 1928.61 105.22 1833.81 86.43 1843.18 82.23
QR LR IN
L4 HAE EF
M SD M SD M SD
EM 1748.35 105.01 1711.40 94.24 1755.26 89.50
frk 1803.05 97.30 1854.44 88.42 1868.33 107.50
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= 0.057), #E—LKI, PR T G S gl R X N B B S A A AT T I ) S
I} 2 5 2 (F(1,42) = 3.090, p = 0.054, #* = 0.104); IEANE & I SCRMEARNT T35 45 NSO [5)1: J57 f) 24 it
) 52 SN I 22 5 43 35 (F(1,17) = 6.977, p = 0.011, #* = 0.114), 1M FERM R 5 SoRHat OB B2 5, BERME
TRAE X T NS 5 J5 11 A2 I ) S5 I I 222 S 0% 85 35 (F(1,42) = 7.283, p = 0.009, #° = 0.119).

4) FHERPER . FHOMER. PolrtEs . Pkl PUA K & 0 22 B 2 5 5 2% (F(2,59) =
4.404, p = 0.015, #* = 0.075), BB R I, SCRFG L1 B ERERNT T 7548 N SCAS [ 1 53 1 24 1
i 2 S A 4 3 (F(1,3) = 8.407, p = 0.005, #° = 0.135), M FEAR} &b (1) 53 PE Al I A2 % 1 2 46 AR R4 R
RS A £ g 2 N 22 SR 5 B 3 (F(1,27) = 3.968, p = 0.051, #° = 0.068), ZM#t 5 Bkl S A B A,
SCRFE M) L M AR T 2 A AR ) P 5 £ A £ S5 7 P 225 S A 4 35 (F(L,14) = 9.946, p = 0.003, #° =
0.156), FRARL L b (1) 2 A T 2 b T 41 A AR 2 A (1 S A = A (A () A o D e 6 e 7 B 48 e i 5 W 3
(414E: F(1,15) = 3.874, p = 0.054, * = 0.067; Z4E: F(1,15) = 3.527, p = 0.066, * = 0.061). LA E24rff)%
S AT T A7 S P S LT TSk T A 1 e B

3.4.2. MERMER Tzt H BRI MR R

HAREFAEE NI P BORbR e 22 W2 4, B 4 AT, S Ml i S R KT Lot ik i )
IR, T SCRHBR A S S R T BRI R 10 SR o B N6 U5 2 0 Mk R R, e B N 2=
B (F(1,59) = 1.274, p = 0.264, 5* = 0.023), #l i Ml 9 35 4% 25 57 R fi 3 (F(1,59) = 0.352, p = 0.555
n® =0.006), PR PRI 58 BAE A A 3 (F(1,59) = 0.022, p = 0.883, #° = 0.001).

3.5. g

WrFE— b, R L, ROV R AR T I W A 22 5, S T AR A 1A
VBT, (HRMRGTHIE SRR, Bl T 7ok (10 S W 2 3 g 560 T I (0 SRR
GRS —FE, (ERTI ST TR, X ES AR

TR T FA AR AR R DL SR M BT = AN 300 TE AW (e 7 1, e A 15y
Brit, XS FIEEAWT A R, ER N SRR R, ARIU RS T
R FIBRM

1) WA AR R BORE = S BAE R — S, KR A 6K
XF /N B SN S 2 v TN TN R ORI o X AT BE AR MR A R B, AT A e /N B %
PLZAR TR SFBIH), AN M SR AT Wil . 1 BB A S G 2 N T %, TR
BN TR B, T LA SRR B T TR, AR A A A TR EEAT T Wi N 5
I IR R — 2

2) XPEAFEARRER . FERMER. BOXA R =F R B B2 b, K O B0 T
TN AP BRI R T 2ol e SORiins, FERER R, A& il T AT SR B0 a2 A
AT T HERANBE A FREL, EES2Z. SOk, BEEMSLES, LA MIER 6,

Table 4. The mean value and standard deviation of the feature of the subject on the reaction time

= 4. WIRFEE R AT R B AAR =

R R}
M SD M SD
Sk 1944.58 245,08 1831.83 80.51
otk 1754.78 111.15 1686.54 106.88
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T — SR (AR MR TR, B DO T B R B St 0, Bl ol i 98 A BEA7AE AR
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o X TRABEERNAZRE Y T, XTI AT A=A BRI, FrEOFBCA BRI “ 5
BRE” , HETERAEZEZNNEGRE, W TEBENCRSAMNSEEL, R 1 RB -
EESZAESTE . @ BN 175 4 NMOEF A 10 S S 225 K T HA VRS R S BIS, ZeEga
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SEIERZ],  BITAER h4E ) LE AN G NBEAT A TN = I R

3) M EARER . AR Bl i el =F R EAE b, AL O kR,
BRI T2l AR L A OS2 2 2 KX B R NIROBEI o DA A SCRIMBER A B H DR A 22 570 2
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