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Abstract

Through the design of a real-life distribution activity in small groups, the present study investi-
gated the development of children’s concepts of procedural and distributive justice in the impli-
cit-explicit dimension based on Karmiloff-Smith’s Representational Redescription model (1992).
The role of empathy in the process and outcome of distribution was also examined. A total of 120
children aged 5 to 9 years participated in the study. The results indicated that participants’ mas-
tery level of the concept of procedural justice was on the whole relatively low. For the conceptual
understanding of both procedural justice and distributive justice (including the subconcepts of
equality and need), participants performed significantly higher on the implicit level (reflected by
actual behaviors during the distribution activity) than on the explicit level (reflected by verbal ex-
planations). Significant growth by age was found between the 5- and 7-year-old groups in the six
indices of just procedures and mastery of the concept of equality, but no significant age differ-
ence was found in the mastery of the concept of need. The effect of feedback was supported by the
improvement of group performance in negotiation and the use of just procedures, as well as the
improvement in individual members’ verbal suggestions concerning just procedures. These im-
provements are at the implicit level of the concept of procedural justice. The results did not show
a marked effect of empathetic arousal on the process and outcome of the distribution activity.
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ETRAERERE “Fatk - B4 AR, BdESUEREIEES, TIT5~95 JLE(N = 120E1=7F
EXSHEIE S EREEMEESRANAKRE, UERELSEEEMSRSEROER. £RE
™ BRNERFIE RS ERE, BERBKPFRK. ERFENESSEEESEE E, Bl AF
BF. TENRESSHREEEREESTARIPEEZR T EAEECEL S ERRE). LENEFLE
XS5 TFERSHERAES~TS ZAFRERR, NHFEMSHEENRERBZFRER . FHRRE
BT LERA R LR ATRIREF (RBEFIE SRR RIEKT) . FEOREBERY NS EERF LR
REERABE.

XA
EERR: EXMS; RIEERER; BFE SEIEX

1. 51§

TE SCREE BT v] LLE B B A A B 24, R kas 2 N FAER AT % K — BRI E
. 20 e 60 AEARAE, I SR I AR OB AE A S RIBUE T 2 AT (WL Adams, 1965;
Homans, 1961; Walster, Berscheid, & Walster, 1973), 1E SUBES A 5 B PR 15 (102 2 B IE X (distributive jus-
tice) FIFE ¥ 1E X (procedural justice).

A3 I SRR FE 5 43 0 6 SR U SRR 7 . Deutsch(1975, 1985) 2% T #7244 203 2410 FH 2 A48, P 5 4
i 1E SCHIER AR, K- T4 (equality) . 2T (equity) 1 5 (need) I 44 A 4 BL IE SR = ANFEA G o P45 5 | 78
SRR 2 1 S B A N R P9 3B (Hoffman, 2000), $REFEMBUG. £5ile, 7
SRR A RAR], BRSNS TE AT RSB, HERAAIESS ). R FEr=% b
HIZS. AN FIRNAA 2, Hfl 2 F(proportional equity) s A2 18] )45 5 (outcome) A5 (input) 2 ELAH
22 Opll, = Oyfl(Adams, 1965); VKA F-(ordinal equity) 5 B 7> Bic & AR U e N 22 20 S e HE X e (0 U »
Wik R AF B S BN Bl (Hook & Cook, 1979). & Z SR 5K, 70 oM A8 AA TR 75 ZAF R 2, MEFR
b ATTIR R 355 (Leventhal, 1976); BEURN 2 FLgh S 75 BN, BREEABAT AT VE B sk L A D, Bl ske A
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TR IE SUR Tk e FE Y 1 Pk R85 IE SRR A S %6 T 20 tH4d 70~80 24K, F 24
FHEEBOAT 2 VAL T 224508 . Rawls(1971/1999) A1 Habermas(1983/1990) % EL B4 7 () 242 43 il ) ik
TAAITERR T IE X B . Rawls(1971/1999)$& Y =FHFE 7 IE X = 5EFEMFET 1E X (perfect procedural
justice). ANFEFEIRER IE X (imperfect procedural justice) Fl4f: (I F2 7 1E X (pure procedural justice). 5¢35
TR IE AR I B — AR T A P45 R AL ARE, F HA TR E — MR R R A 45 5. il an,
JUN NG — AN EkE, e SEI-P 3 0 R 7 2 7 R NI 5 38 . A TE SRR IR SRR, 72T 2
MR TAFEERIMSLRAE, BRI IRk 2] AP 4 R PATRE R, Blanw]idsi Al 20RE)
TP IE AR 2 — N IEMREA-FIIRE T, (HEIEZ A48 RS ARAE . W R IX AR P s s (1l , &5
AR AT AE R IERAELAF A, It . Habermas(1983/1990)7E 1% 46 3 (discourse ethics) 3 T 25
1E AR Al Ty, S B E SR T N A R 1A A (procedural perspective)” , HLAE/KF B
TR UASE B B RO A B BB A« RGO SRR A A U4 A0 £ (Habermas, 1983/1990).
TEIXAN R M B, IF SUBESHE 12 X RVE AT & B O RE P (T o B4 R a0 200 2 I i
7 BRI« BTS2 B0 BN FB RS e 21X AN RS R 45 SEAEIVE R, X e Y 1) — RS < R A% 4 Tl
HAAEREAN N 25 15 210396 2 (M HLIX g 5 5 5w S ] B A EL & B AR % 4) ”(Habermas, 1983/1990).
FARIRIALHE:  “1) BASE R BEMATAII N B RS SR, 2a) AN NHHE 0 VR SEAE AU
B, 2b) BEAS NEBBE SCVEBAE T A TN R, 20) BN AR SRR RIA A A . ST 2, 3) %
A NN F A 0 i 1] BE L AT ESRAUR]” (Habermas, 1983/1990).

1.1. JLBEEXEBZEZRHMR

JUEE N TE SCME & Y S 48 2 T 1 R Fe AU ) — T B 28R . DA L3 1 SO & R R I 7L, 0643
P 1E SORES K FE IR O R « Damon(1977) 48 FH IR R VT 3%, 480 70 Be 1IE SORES 1) T MES R R, 6
v, AF WES. IR Z R B IE SRR LEEARTE S /3 Bk E . Sigelman Al
Waitzman(1991) A 5~15 & JLE AR, KIS LI LB ESE BIEAGUR, TR MG 4 5
MAFBC s AFEEOR L ) 43 BC REARHE AN [R5 58 AR 4RF s /B /3 BC g « Moore(2009) & 31 4.5~6 %5 ) L2 fiil ] T
5 AN~ F 43 i (equitable distribution), AEES “JEMIAR” AT 05 AN E LT FEAE A
e 5 X A B4y Bo AL, Zinser, Starnes AT Wild(1991) &1 6 % JLEAE 2 EC S5 O % 18 T B &,
ATl 6 S0 12 5 ) LB GBI IE S 2 AEAE A I T Y — 7 RN, 12 B8 H
Bl %, Y— 5855, 6 SHdxt KB H £ . Thomson Al Jones(2005) &% ¥, 5~6 % KI4h)LE JL#E &
BTSN B, 3 g LERBI AT LS EEIE . L8 DMER /B0 I SO S 08 &
JEEF TR, 4.5 Z 3] 9, 10 %72 ) LEIAH B IE UM K B EEZ B 5 % LB EARAG PEME,
B AT R 7 AR (0 2F(Wong & Nunes, 2003); 9 % JLEEVE /) Bt ¥ 12 i BESEIE A - FI 75 Bt &
F&(Thomson & Jones, 2005).

BRI FERT LB ) BC IE SRS A 2 KL, SRR o0 L2 R 7 1F SRR 1) Je T st 2>
JEEIRVE o AT AR T LR F IE SRS (B S LB WE 2 Darley A1 Shultz(1990)i# id %} ) L 26 16 £ 1) W it
FEER, AL BN FE P 9 Qv 2 e T Ho A TE A 4 W ) & B« Habermas(1983/1990)iAA “HEFFIE” =2
TE A T fi = B B PRVRRAIE o 1R R ST A 72 38 W REEH T “ R P S R AR TE A R R B B R ARFAE
W) LB AR R,  [RIBA X LERR T IE XM R R 4G T 7850 R

FERIART T, Piaget(1932/1965)i8 i #l 4] JL 2 K Tk (RLNISK 1 g ) LE XA P B . 6 S LLT
JUEIEARER I LEREFE, 6~12 % LB TR i A5 0 U ZE TR AN A 73 B D o 0K ) LB o) 0 0 ) 25
HEALLE T HNAS DU SRR T s A AT A B A I B3 B ek A B0 i 75 =2 B N A L2,
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TR 2% S S AE AR B [ R R 2t L, i — ER E e BR E SR . Gold 45 (Gold, Darley, Hilton, &
Zanna, 1984)H i BB HE(— A% 5 BT RE 1 AR A G5 05 2531 ) B8 ) J LB N RE e 1E SO R, K3 —
FERM IR LER RN LR ERAE AR UK, A7 AE FAD P REFT AL B N BB i, LA
NIETTHRAG A LB BB 7 IE MR WA AE R R 22 5, — TR ) L3 0 ] e FH LA W i
FE(ELn, TR AT BE A HT ) VE N ARA TV A AP B, 10 LR L3 5 2 AN A2 R A )
F W R AR o

DAMEREFP IE XM R HIBE LT, BEFER RUATE DN ERNERARUN AR 7 1E SR Ao L,
Hicks fil Lawrence(1993)¥R 1} 7 M Q S G24AAE "l A R A b (— A A 4EAE TS i 7 50 Joifi gy £/
TEVERE) N R R IE bRt 7E 20 TR HRbRH, BEPPAN Jont o A i S 2L =T . VB N SBlIE X
FHERISS ) 08 B4R A R B8 FA5 B DA BRI X2 PP ) A~ 00 S i 75 2 4 0
ARG = B . Fogan A1 Tyler(2005) &3, 24 10~16 % )LE Y RIEHEEFIN 13T # 7E T3l fE
A HEER, AR TE RS B TE UK, I B RO R RS B . FEX /D ARG RE A T
R HIFE P 1E SURF 78, BER L HAL A R] 2 IE RS AR A 5 RE 1h SRR 5K g it 5 38 ST R i@ B /3 (Fondacaro,
Jackson, & Luescher, 2002). X2 M R MR AR T IE LA BN E D, 8O NFERET N
(Fondacaro, Dunkle, & Pathak, 1998), WA RAKKFHIFEEMRES 54 R &/ DFH4E(Stuart, Fondacaro,
Miller, Brown, & Brank, 2008).

DA LB 7 IE OB A BRECE IO e, A2 W7 0d LB AU (s KA, FUAT
)R EA AR e IR SCPER W, Bl AR R e IR SR A o, (HR 0T ) L AE H o [R)RE B A ok
O R BAS F ATER R PR T AR LA =, % 10 5 DL JLERR 7 1E SRS PRI A A 2 o ARFE DL
W SRR, 6 & LU JLE MR AT, 6~12 2 B 45 0 £ F577 43 05 b i1 H
(Piaget, 1932/1965), 7 % JLE X AL € FFEFP IE MR BIUR ) (Gold 25, 1984), 10 Z LA b JLEERE
8 5%0F G BE LR SRANE AT R P HEAT VAN . ABFREI S %\ 7 %, 9 0 = AMERR AT, 1T WA
& — BT RAERE I SUBE S A TR AR I B (R T 40 A FE B BY) LB XA PP IE SO 5
AR, BUEEEN 5 HIFEIR s S al[R R ) LB AR 77 1E SCRN 73 TC 1E SO M3 )
B, 1T 6~10 &) LERF L ST IR IR RN, 4. 5 23 9, 10 ¥ & JLE/TIIE
SOME A R LN 4, PRI N 5~9 & IXAMER B, — RN 5 5. 7 B 9 UL K IE LS K
J& BRI

12. % “faft - BN AESIAEMBESERAR

BIRVMERE FOR LB AR IR SO R BT, RN H EEI T UKL, L IR e
AR boln, LR H R R A I ARATT X FE PP I A, Y R AN SR AT 2 32 B 2 0
B JLERRA T RELE LR R A N AR 00 ? JLE TS FIERIE, (HARE A A S Lefs
FFHIILS, =fETRT IE S REMYIRIEA? JLELE MR IS BT IESURER, 2R048H
BRI X7 IE SO MIBR R AE?

Karmiloff-Smith(1992)#2 th, HIRAIERIF ARAEE R HLH], MEETEACE KRB K RAEEIR 2
PR TR T E B BON AR L SRR ” (Karmiloff-Smith, 1992). Karmiloff-Smith(1992)
WNFIRIRAE IR R AR RN, R 2SR AN KRR, B “BREOKRFEDN” . “&
PE-LOKF EL)”  “WRAE-20KF E2)” o “RAIE-30KF E3)” o TR I(FaMEAKT), 158 A GniY;
FEF AL R BT s BRI AT s RAE yd 2% 5 (bracketed), PRI 17 47355 Py B AT38E A] ) SR AE TG &R
EAREETERL. TEXANKY, BTEMRIEB AR TR h S ERRER . B | RAE=AERT AR
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RIEH . KV | RAEZ S EIRBONKT EL RAE. 1E/KF ELCRMEAKT 1), RIEAF R AN, HusT
DASEATVEAE () A3 P R A58 [B] PRI R AE R R o EL SRAEAN R 3%, (BT SRA WIA TR, AR 5 5 .

TEKF B2, RAFCHNEA TN, A& MR EME, EEAREHTSIERS. £KF E3, KiNFm
W= RIS XMERE ARE S L, BSERWAREN. aTenifE: MiRA ] REE#E
DUE BRI RAEC@EE RN, R T 5 EHRkSE . Karmiloff-Smith i@ K E2 F1 E3 B MK &N
E2/3, R TE SEERT 70 H B BBk X 4 /K B2(F 7 RIS IA T 8 5 184 ) « AHF TR “ implicit-explicit”
BN “Badk - BME7 , MBCE KRR LK “WEE - 4MR” , ZEA “explicit” JFIEREEMEINZ R, M
SEARBETIEIA T RIR LA K Re e ) 5 B RIA RS .

13. AELEILEEXBSERITR

1 )LEE IE XURES 1 & R F2 v, [RIHLC (empathy) IT R 2 R IEAEF « AR Hoffman(2000) 26T [R1#E0 &
JRIERR, BRI LE O T REIA SIS R BRI B AEURIERE [, 4)L3E H B2 2R APt
T (0 B B2 v SRR B B, B Al 5 A Fe T SRR, B2 Ve A i Al 7= A TR B O (FR AT . 2%
P S IR MR A ) o X [F) BRI AZ, AT RE (R E IE SURI IR IR AR JE , R OR A8 ) L3 Rt —Fh
TR B IEARIE LEHL. Zinser Z5(Zinser, Starnes, & Wild, 1991) R4 6~13 & BB 4E 18 /N % T F1 55
B B e HED, [FIEL0 AT AR BOR A AT FL A 2 (L T A A T A BT Bz —. At
FOIRZAR T R R LM 3 IO P AN BC &5 SR PR, BIFE RO MR SR, JLER B AR
O EAIE L, LE RSB S IR EX RBEORN R4 THL2H B\, KEmREHK
), CARAERARGBOAs R B A M 2 5 2 % B R 2

14, AREBESHREX

AT TE ML KSR “Badtk - BAE” MEEVIN, R0 L2 AR SR B A 7 FUAE 55 (RO T e i B i
BRI RE P I SO Bl I OB I 542, DU RO BU i AR Ay B 45 R PR - sbAh, ATt
FTEAEMIIR G BUAE 55 Jo 4 AR 7 PO 0 22 P RE P [ 5t 2n it $R0F ) LEEAE [R5 (K PR 55 7, FERE P IE X
M BCIE SO & 4R R A P . H T BRI RA S BAE S5 R4 BT, AW FUR TR L AT N
RIS IEMRE, 40308 “Batk - BM M R/KE | BoKSF E2/3Y ABFFURB: 1) JLE M IE UM
AN IE XS, MRS BERAEMN 2 R BT IE USRI IE U I B4R b, 17 RR
DL BRBEPEKP) B2 T 5 B R (R 2 MK P) o 2) AR BOR LB 580N LEMLL, TERIRNES %R
b, AT RIS BRI B R R K 3) R IE USRI OR A R L, FRHIAE ST S HIRAESS
FALE, JLEAERER IE OB IBa i R RS IR LA FriE . 4) A TR B M- 55 7 R BE Lo Mg U 7 > 2% 1A
P, [RIERLCoM R ] RE(E )L AR ML R h 45 R BN R E 2 5 18

AT S, AERRJRM, FETRAFERB A “Ratt - 807 AEVIN, )LEIE SRR
QUSSR Bt T A MERIFALA: X 10 2 DU LR IE OB A R RS, AT ) LE R IE U
KGRI TR, gt sk A LB RS e 1 SRR R eI ORTE . AE VAR T, AR AR KX ) L3
IE SO SR AW AT ELRL, D9 LB IE SUBE & A RSB T8 7k i T DMERT U 2 A i B i 1 5%
ARV LE AR IE UM 7 BE IE SO, SR SR B A 7 IS S O L& B B i85 #3547 70 i), Refg g2
FIRGE HAETER BC R, BRI T IR R A ST . ESREJR T, DAERTFUA R R L E IE
SR RRIT T, AHE TR R0 AR PP R 16, W LE LA NUIERAF L IE & 5 4R
HOPHIR IS, NIBERE LRI SHE %,

LT H A STHIERF S 45 RIE R B JI SR RSP E2 57KT B3 IS X 43, A 5 7R ER Karmiloff-Smith SREL R — 8RR (¥157.3,
AT AR P R A TR R (RIS S B AN S B AR RO K E2/3
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2. 73k
2.1. #ik

Wk B AL T7 SRV T — B4l LI A0 — B N2 (Ip KA 2, 352 TR AR e KSF), 2L
R # 4 ) LE BN . gkt 120 A, 5 S 4(M =4.95, SD = 0.35). 7 S 4 (M =7.19, SD = 0.37)F1
9 ZHM =9.18, SD = 0.25)% 40 N(H L&), #alkAYLRPIE, NF—ERM=F%. “TlFHE
OO AR “ B RIEL MR 4R, ABERk.

2.2. MEFIEFF

22.1. ¥
SIS 1 EERRE, 4805577, 16 12 SCRAEEEWA2 7)), 4 NMNEER T YIIRIES). 1 &
e, ABRIGTE ), 1 & 12 002 t), 4 NMEEHTEAES, XS S5HAESAHE).

222. BF

AN)LE—HE 5% 2 L), —EPA 1 BEREECR M Rawls 7EMRE 7 56 (L IE SN 52 21 7 kR4
55) (W Rawls, 1971/1999)s 4 IG5 /1. — & 12 SR GUEER 4 NN . EYITUES T, A 2 5% AF.
FEFAF AR “ABELOMEE” ), —HPak B RO 2 RS ol e N R E), AL, <
JEA — AL AT LA R (SR )5 AT CARZ s SRR R A A ) dh) o IR e G, il it 1) 45 il 7
A 55 IR R I AR AW, A0 1) 5 AR SR A IR0 A B AR B EE 4 10 73 BE T ik (DRSS AR 2 (13
REIFAEF? AT S H R A B ANl R ? ARSI AP A ? )EAE B (R “F
HLOMRE” ), ek ER R E RV G T R AR — 4 B O i H, meE T —4
JLERYE), S5 S AT A MR IATSS . AT AR TR, LB UEE g 0 R AL (R R B0 2
75 7 BORE P B e 45 SR R AR

FERUAES (2R, &F A BB RO . B 1B A RSO ERIIRAE S
A A B R B R, LR BE & Al 1 B S 25 77 RIS Bok (SBT3, HEILF X A), K5
WA 1A R 58 RS WA 55 M IRV 3 BOAE 55 O, RE PP S TR S5 AR IR, B3 BEA) il A X 5 470K
BB AR ZREFAE T, BRSO P IE U S R LR B At . %M B a4
AZ5BIRIES

2.3. BF5FS

231 R
XHESS A R AR ARF BRI AT e, 10 AR AE [ 70 BOAE 55 S R rp DU L JA AN 3 DA
PRI R, AT AT R B (A2 RO M = TR R

2.3.2. ¥4

P 3 i o R P R X A PR P R AR T I SRR (P25 TR ) R R (A B ) 1 5 1B R
BUAN IO, P4 4 L8008 M, THEERE . W07 BIUAR R 5 S SUA P bR
AR APRET . PR BT MR IO BB K AT S B R (S B2 K, FRE LS Uikl
AR 7] P2 SR SCAR PRI O A PR T PR TR I 5 B MR (S B M KR

XA PREFHAT ARIU(E ), TN 150 A TP Fl i B/ Bl E AP 5T
BREOFEFE . T NRIIBIT, . fHEZENTS, HTEFERE. EARSRES, pldataa g
H— LB IR HAMAT R IR, ) LB AE IE & 548 B RBa A, il “3RA1
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PEREENE ", “FOFHI” o BFXF AT 1S W AR (B3 AR P T SR B A P BOR A 4 2 A P2
P, RN AR I B EIR), WA ERIEMIT 0.5 7y, SEREMWIT 1 2. B, “IRAISeTT
w, BEEBNAMEN, #EET H LG =1, “UIERERMEHELEDIn, EEW RN, H—
ANE, BEERRAEAETFY, eV =1, WRERTE A TFREFWNE L, HUAANEE, s
B, W05 4y, e “UIERERIRHESC IR, CEED R RELF” =05,

SPPEMES AT NRI(E W), AL, W EEETRRE A A, e <155
J144, ALY o SEMR, WARESEEIEWTT 0.5 4, SEEIEMWIT 1 4. Blln: SR
BRERHCF R 4 0, BA—H7 =1; “—IL12 MEE, GASIANIEGF®HT” =05, ERE
M& L, FFEREENRENA: BEMAMFE, SC9H IATEMIESGMA . X HEMESIATAE
DU, BANE L4, W eSS AN FRHER, W “ARENRIX AN, AR ER R
I . HEAERE, WARSTEEIEMWIT 05 4F, SEREMITT 1 4y, W ISR, BANEISEROZA F)
fibE CEREE, BRENAR, BB EER—T” =1; “HGHBRGO D), EEEFSA]
HAER” =05,

FAN, WL IE SUBES I P i (Habermas, 1983/1990), HAFER 6 TP/ F6 4 (LA Ky B 67 i1
5 B FE 7 1E SUBES AR BRI AT BB W R : 1) B A WLk 2 B 7 820 e v e & H e
WERBI(— AL LTS =0 BAFHISHILE S =1 GASEGILSHLER S RIEN AL =
2); 2) WRBEIMB(E R RIS ESE =0, LM FESHEERAEMNEAME =1; KR
FEAP-E HE WAE REAHY = 2); 3) ARTHE B b il — B WEEAR A =0; AhiHHfRx
APAFEAN NNFEE = 1 DRI RIE R, A AR =2): 4) SOAET Rl R AT
FPOLFAKIRE . EZEECERINE =0, AIHEESSHERAFIRER, Sdgh T AR HEK
AEA R EF N =1; A R AR =2); 5) BIREEERGDEE =0, %4
B =1; BMEZEE =2); 6) FAR(E L EHFWEARTR =0, AR arimk =1, i
REHSSF, WUERIRE. KiF =2).

VRO 2 A O AR e R SANTE AT T B 1. AR S BEN LR 3 ARG 9 4, [ F
KEM 20%), B 2 LB EREZINGEE ML, HTirEIrsE —8tt. ¥r—skh 077,
XA A—BAL, 2 fvFrEE R e, BR—IR A IME), KR & BUE R — . = AR
PHBJE IR — B, B BVE B AT SR, HEFE T AR ZRIH . &R
MR, RV Sl P RETT A5

2.4. GeitorHn

FEFR T IE SURIAMC IE SUME &3 338 b, W IAT 85 3P40 R 2(ME 4 348 K57« Btk L ) x 3 (FE#L4H.:
5%, 7%, 9 L) EEMEIEN, WERNESEESS. ERBREIMER L, IR RAT
SVE R 2 (IE M BL: GRAT. FIGRE) x 20ME 4Rk SF: Balk., &M) x 3 ((EIRMA: 5%. 7%, 9
SYEG MR T L0, AR A SIR3 45 . SR SPSS16.0 #EAT 481140

T B 0 %ot L 3 PR S A A P R ZEAS S R o (B, s b ot PR AR I A B2 1R, I
WA tot FEVBE C FOE P SEAT B AL T
3. R
3.1. BFIEENESER

B R IE SORE & O AR i i B LEAMIR(IL S 1), 5 B4 LE AL TR IE SUBES 4R 15 2F
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Table 1. Implicit and explicit conceptual understanding of procedural justice: The scoring pattern
7 1. BFIEXBSRRMEFMEMKTESS

5% % 9%
M SD M SD M SD
17 RIS AKF) 0.10 0.32 0.60 0.84 1.40 2.17
BRI AT 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.70

e DA NASALTEY, BRI AN ERA 40 A (10 ANRIE).

BB, 7 B RAERR AP R, 9 B HIFIRTE R FEVID EIR o F1 4o T2 7 M2 1)
B, MESEEKFATNRR——FM: SiEMRE—5M) x FRHAG D, 75, 9 ) WELNE ;%
SFTER, MRS EIRKF ERN R, F(1,27)=6.62, p<0.05, 5*=020, T HEMNESM=0.70, &
MRRE K B2 m T BB (M = 0.13, JRBLEHIKE); FERFERNALE, F(2,27)=299, p>
0.05; HE&HEIRAFAERI L HEAEFHARE, F2,27)=1.40, p>0.05. #xFE5 IE M-S 1 548,
Bt/ 3 m T K, R 2R RIS RS R

FE BB PP 1 SOBE S FE AR AR R b ARSSBr B (IBIsAT s Bl a) x MBS E IR (T R I——F
PE; FBMRE—RME) x FRAG .7 5. 9 B)MESNET Z0 RN, EFHBRERNEE, F (1,
12)=9.61, p<0.01, *=0.45, [AHJF(M = 1.25) & & & T [FIHRAT(M = 0.13); MBS 4RACE 12500 3%,
F(1,12) =13.56, p<0.01, #*=053, 1T HLRIM =1.27, BEEMEKF)EE ST S5EMBEM =012,
SRR AER RN R, F(2,12)=1.81, p>0.05. FWAZHAEMA Y, HEESHE x #&
R KPIAZ HAEH 23, F(2,12) =11.97, p<0.01, 42=0.50, [EIGHT, 2R IE B &7E Rtk KT F &
PEACE B BAR: FE, B IE S B AT JLF RS &, (HRR KT B
[T Gl oS S v AW ey S 2 S B SN Y N S o =

FERVAZ T, &R AL IRAT 5 BT 7 %5 DB bR (S BORE e 1E SXOME & 3 38 B B v 7K S 4343
WA 20 X BRRE T S0 AR R 2 Ao PR, R ZER T, F(2,27)=1366, p<0.001, /5t
(Bonferroni)&7r, 5 S4B FHLT 7 $4(MD=-1.90, p<0.05), 54 EFLT 9 L4 (MD=-3.60, p
<0.001), 7 M9 BHERALFEMD =-1.70, p>0.05). Fit2ERF FEAIAES S 7 BH A,
5~7 % AR AT eSS JLEEAR 7 I SOME I Bk B4R RIS 42 = 1B B

FE R BIRRE P R IR b, ARSI B (RImET . [IBE) x fFERHG 2. 7%, 9 5)EEN
B ENNER, S B EANAEE, F(1,12)=0.26, p>0.05; FERFMMEE, F(2,12)=9.58,
p<0.01, #2=0.62; (ESMBAERKAZHAERAEE, F(2,12)=051, p>0.05. [E4 A4 5 ZF (2
PAEBIRFR 7 (8 4) 2RI Bl 23 B AR PP IR T5005 2 B, TRIASERT B 53 78 B v Bl B R FH AT
R ASERIEM, F@1,12)=8.33, p<0.05, 42=0.41, [EIHE4E7H(M = 1.00)EE & T BISHT(M =
0.67). [EIm{RIE T A TE 20 e ik R wh R FH Wb vl LA R BN A SRR T
3.2. HEIEXEZEIE

TEFEERES b, B0 AT AR IR 7 (BRI AR 43 (R S P 7K S AR R A5 e
22 3o EFXTHE AR AL I AR, MRS EEACE(FRE. B1E) x FRAG . 7%, 9 B MELIE
T ESNT RN, SRR LR EE, F(1,27)=38.74, p<0.001, #*=059, 1T NEIMM = 4.20,
SRR B3 m T S R AREM = 0.77, KBEMAKCE); R ERNEE, F(2,27) =6.45, p<0.01,
72 = 0.32; MESHEIRBKTFMERKNS EAEAARE, FQ, 27) =1.25, p>0.05; FERAFHEHKER, 5
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Table 2. The scoring pattern of the group based criteria of procedural justice during the initial distributive task

2. IRESHHINERRREFER LRSS

AR P 4R AR 5% % 9%
M SD M SD M SD
AL RS EUR R W 0.80 0.42 1.00 0.67 1.10 0.32
B TR A 0.90 0.57 1.30 0.66 1.40 0.52
S 57 B R R A R — B 0.30 0.48 0.80 0.42 1.20 0.42
BRATE Vi At SR AR 0.20 0.42 0.70 0.48 1.20 0.42
A AR 0.70 0.48 1.40 0.70 1.70 0.48
Eikz 1.90 0.32 1.50 0.71 1.80 0.42
My 4.80 1.69 6.70 1.83 8.40 0.97

TE: DU AL 70 R 40 A (20 ANHI ).

Table 3. Implicit and explicit conceptual understanding of distributive justice: The scoring pattern

3% 3. HEEME SRR MEMEKTESS

5% 7% 9%
M SD M SD M SD
17 RIS MR KF) 2.60 1.78 5.30 291 470 2.54
1B AR R (S B M 7KT) 0.10 0.32 0.70 0.79 1.50 1.97
1T RIS BB 7K 1) 0.20 0.63 0.60 1.08 1.50 2.12
B S CURIA Y SD) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.58

e DALY, FiFRIE s S aEEcd 40 A0 A HIfE).

LB FERT 7 HHMD =-1.65, p<0.05), 5 HHEELT 9 HHMD=-1.75, p<0.05), 7 S 9
% H 7 H AR EMD =-0.10, p>0.05). fERBIEA F, ESMBEMNARE, F(1,24) =265, p>
0.05. HHRA M-SR ESR, REATFEES TR, 5~7 B2 A &R B ERE )%
PR S EAR A B R ER .

ETREME L, Al 75 ZME N ERELE 3), MEEEAFEME. BiH) x FREAG 5. 7
L. 9B NELIMET ZEMr iR, MSERKFERMNEE, F@Q,27) =777, p<0.05, s*=0.22, 1T
NRIM =077, KIFEMAKE)EE TS EMFEM=0.12, BEMHKTE); FRFERNARE, F (2,
27)=2.82, p>0.05; ZHAEHAREZE, F(4,54) =140, p>0.05. fERHIVEM L, L850 B 38 A
w3, F(1,24)=0.32, p>0.05. #iknt i Wi 2R, BRItk B2 S T WK, A W TR =
Sy BRCEE AR )0 75 B S AR A R R

3.3. FEEELM A ERERF RS RER

FER SN BIA D TALSS s [FIELOMeBEAE 7 FOAR FP A1 73 R4 R R AE . R BE ot 3 B A
FUAIIAE 9 & —H ) LER RO 2 R B fm ViR . X4 LE BB U O # e B R AR 2R T R ELG,
RILT FIBLO 73 B HIAE R, £ 70 Boi 28 UFERL S 1 e 2 73 1 EkE B A A=, (Ex B R P e i
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AT 40 RS FE R AN TE G SR LSS, AT [ FILCO M AR AT () B ML R, 7 A 40 TR b SE AR YA AL i
£5,

4. e

41. ).IBEREFENBEZNAR

TEFEFP IE SUBEE 54 b, A7 RIS 7 (B MK F) 2 3 & T 5 B R AR (R 2 KR . 51
WAHRY, 5~9 % JLEXNART IE XS Ra 548 0 2 & TR B 4R . FRE AR, BJLEK
1T RFRIR S BRI AR 7 IE UM, REIRENERES, XA5BRAR, REFERFIE X
M ERIOAESE, FEAR PR K AT R RAR BRI S B ¥R AR ERIL. R, SFEAIL
FAEFAFR T 10 6 WiEbs F 159 (RWFR 7 IE SUMERBR PR, DA BRI TH4)), WRA B3 14
WS, 5 SHEFLT 7 HHM 9 HAH, REAEFET IE SCHES PIB MK A Bl A 681G K 4 = i
#, BT IE SO SRR R R a3 fF ik . ERGIIER E, fEB, #iliE R ik X
M ERS JFAF R ER S, FERBET ARG Mg m, B3 Bk TR 5 1E SOBE& 1 et
R, 54, RIS BVATEFAEAR I B TE VR SRS R AR SRR R R, RIEIm g
T RERAE S B R R O R AN B AT BIRR ST, [RIRE S BR Bt (2 1 F87 IE XM & I Ra e 48 . 51
WAL, ISR B R O R IE MR I S B MR, LB AR 5 1 SOME: () S 1 S 4R B — A
MR, EHREEL Y — D RAEERIMF R 5 .

MAEAME S SR LB AEFE T AT AR IO BB EACP) R S 1B AR (R B B KPR E, 5~9 %
JLEIFR P IE SOME& E AR B AN AT, BRI #F LUK, IR Fud R iise, woes &Il
ANFAFE RS LEAERR 7 IE SO I 2 & B a1 QA R A P15 9y e R, 5 %
JLE TG BA I RO (Bt AP R P IR OB, (RAE B FE Pt iR G 26 i £ 5, WFEF AR
Kby 7 ZILEREE AT LLEIR /N8, BB, BRFMAH EEIRE, WNEFIE
SRR AR T KT 9 % LE RS HEAT LA AR A oG T ICA T Ikl mIRE AR 5 AT B8
PR, DU LE RS R T BT VPN RIS, CRBLH R IE O I v 48 . 5 DA FUA L,
5% JLEARF L)L RERRSE RS Piaget(1932/1965) K I 6 % LR JL#H KR Befl FIFE 5 (45 AL, AR
AR FE KI5 & )LERFEF IE SUMES CAL TR W 20RES, DEULEYRE RIS F ;7
% JLE AR P IR SCH BUBME(Gold 45, 1984), Wi A AR 7 RIRE (BB AE MY KR, 7%
H 9 U LEEFR T I SOBE& AR RF Rk 78 1 DA B 78 R I o

XA QLR T IE UES I B Z, A ARIRIYED AN TRXA T8 BRES %, 7 P H 9
B VRS, LB FR T IR MR I B AN B M AR S R AP A, JUHAE R ERE AT eAh, WA
IR ILBISAER 2 ) LB AR 7 IR O R R EIRRER . EEMRAIE TS, JLE RS A KR IE X
R IAT NRIL B BT, IR TR BETE B UK 43 BCAT 25 Hh S8 AR F B il DA A SRR 7 o IR B TERR T IF
NSRRI EAHEE, WERONRI S, JRRNEEBE BERER .

42. ).ENBEEXNEZNER

FEPEEMES b, WEEAMES IR ) L AT R IR BRI B 5 1B R (S 2 /K ) R
5 % )LEAEANRI X FEM SR IEREIE, 7 D/ 9 8 ) LEATEMES IR PEALE KA R
SRy, £ rElaEs b, $alir RIS o (B TEKCT) &2 & T 5 IR RS 7> (w2 1
K, BN SR B R B 2 v TR L AR AR . P AR AR H A B AR R Y KT F v i

fESBHN T Z2ZAA RERA.
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EFREME L, 55, 75/ 0% )R [ DEHEMATER AT HBREEEAKTF), RE
9 % )LERIH KT FHEMEN 5 BB KT SRR, £ EMSEREL, 7RG
I3 (SRR 7K F) 2 2 i T 5 W RS (R, Bl a0t 75 BEME S I R P 24 B3 o T L Bk
YR, R, FHEMSEESS EREIEENERER.

B LB PSS I AR TR R EM S R, X5 AR AL, SPEMER AR T
FEME A & (W Damon, 1977; Thomson & Jones, 2005; Wong & Nunes, 2003). #it )L # 78 F & 73 e o
XN 7 Z B F RIS LA R, &E T UM R4 R (i Sigelman & Waitzman, 1991; Wong & Nunes,
2003), XRATAERH T HEMER A SRS BRI, FiSAS BRA &R, JLEX
At N 75 EE 25 FE AR D

FEXT A2 7 1E MR 1 48, B LEELE 20 Fe iE XONES 1 348 EAA U RIL, (0 32 BARILE TS5
DB B EIRE T, AR EMSN R, WS ESEENE, BRI ST RN
Tt A REAE PO 1) 3T S A 43 BC AT 45 (i g L BB AE 20 I IE SORE & (B934 FR A TS B R .
ARG ISR I, ASHIF 7T T i (a1 45 3 BT R FR  IE (A BB ), FF R ELREET X ie ik J L2 4 e 1
SRR R JLE A RIBERIFE A PR B R3RE,  ARBEXT AR 2 e 1F SN (1) S48 7= A2 B 2 (1)
RHBEER . ISR, 2EIE SOBESAIRR 7 I SR AE R R B8 T AN R e, #iialisg st 2%
T2 A5 FH AT R A 5 A7 1830 0 P 466 1 S5 R o f st F A N 75 VR, LR 5 (56 T A 2 B AE T
TC BT i/ 2 BB (L G 43 BCAS [ B SR PR /INB R ) o 25 7 ) LG R A SR 2 e I SOME s PR B AR, R 20 T
PRAN B R A o - RS [F] (35 95 5 1

4.3. RRSARKHZ

R B BRI 1Ly, 22 B0 LI B X U e s ) (R A (R B o DAHERE 3R 51 R LT 1Y
(7] B T REA7AE AR i AL JE 4% 1)) L 28 B 75 UF Hh e e g st — N R B A 2 Rt s, e ik
SRR AR EA 2, X2 B LS R R AR B — AN . R, 23— 06t
FUAE[R] B Lo 30 75 BN A IR

FETATTFIREAR, DFFE R IE S B [E A G54 2 R R AR EEAF X5 e PR30 T b [X o 850 A
IMFARCEIIZ LA IN S LB BEAR LR T 1E SORIAMC I SORES BRI SR AR EAN R A 2 2 R T I

MREFP 1 SRS R e AR IR R, 5~9 X A TRE P 1 SOBEE R e 1) - B B 3 4R T/
JLEE, AN E MBATTRE 15 R 5 X R 7P AT 55, AIARATA W REAE HIIARE /7 6 Tildahs L REE RIFE P
1E SO e L0 2, B LE Z (Al AR R AT RELLECT 46 . X TR R, Rt T HE IR JLE,
PR IE SO A SR AT REFVAE 54— ek e [R5 IE SOMER ) A SR I AB AR AE AR 8 S /N S S K (B
BRI 9 % a)LE AT, DURBURE R IE SOBE 2 SE A 2 A BRIk 2R A LR B R 1 2 PR RAIE

5. &g

AT, T2 BN GRAEFA A “Fabk - BAk” M), Hild JsertBiA sy
BeAE S5, 13 DASEANBOU SR 73 47 ) L2 AERE 5 1 R P IE SR Bk e, IFaEn R 45k

1) 5~9 & JLEARPIE XIS EE b, B RACTRAR. LB FER IE 5 70 e I OB (155
it 2 I AR EAAAERRMERAE S BRI 22 57, X R VEACT B 42 5 T X S ACT B 4R .

2) JLEX P IE XS 5 P S S AR A 5~7 2 Z A B .

3) Ml 1) LEAE FAA 7 Be A R A B i S BORE R, et 1 LEERR P IR SUBE & B KT (K

.
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BAZ), WURE IE SR Bl I SOBE & R R M B AN SR R 1T, # BN EL
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Appendix A. Feedback Given to the Participants before the Second Distributive Task
iR A. BURIESRIAYE R

[BI5ERTBE, T RIEAS R AL B AT AR 55 A I B BB AR Py, DA o B - R i ) L AR 2
g, HIRER. FUOUFAEREG URUX e R B B s 58, R ERPaR U <X e AR AL 1 /)
IS0 Nt 1 R

145475 SR -

KTBERET, RGP T IEEANS %

1) KR—EAme. HE, PABOGHIEREL A CBEEASY. BFPAREGILERLECE
MAt 4, BEHEM A

2) FAANATLARERNKIE S, AT BRI R %

3) B ARTET %, RARFLETRE RN — N df 5% KEEF B RZA T ERD R0,

4) R N EIET AR, B4, ANHA B A HAR A UL R T2 1Y o

Kt orEsk, REEGYEALIT A EASS:

1) —MNNRDERE, SRR ZXFEWE, 2EEENAN T A OAZER SN, Sianfs
EHAT, RERT—REIIE .

2) REFGeMBEVIERNME, FIETC. )5, ARFEFEROVIEENAE, b— DMK,
W2, srHRE) 4 Bkt WA —F. —HE RN RIEE—, B4, ERIBRET—
RANE /NI Fa, BHEEAZ R, BanEA.

Kt/ MaENEE, RESPORLIT A NS

TPARVEIIN A, AT 2 NITAC ® SRR

1) Uith Ao EMERE( D, G AHE, GHaBE, SX4);

2) WE(THLEE), FOFH, SRR

3) WRERMARTGH CSAWE, MHEMARREREARESR.

K15y, REAEARU T IEAE NS

4 IG5 R, O R NI P HGR s RN A L SRR, W A, A
AGHEIRNE A, B D AZLG AT

ik

SHAHER NIRRT, BREANIUVSARR “F¥T
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