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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between moral disengagement and sustained deceit. Me-
thods: The moral disengagement questionnaire and response-to-failure cheating scale were used
to anonymously investigate on 380 college students who were selected by stratified random sam-
pling. Results: Moral disengagement significantly correlates to sustained deceit, and even can nota-
bly forecast it. Conclusion: A higher level of moral disengagement may occur to sustained deceit.
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1. 5|8

YN W ANEEATAZ —, EAMUES TR R RIS T IR T R8 BUFRE AR 6
PASGE AT ) FE S Al )RR O, 385 NI B AR o) AR AE B DI ORIG . A RIS N BRI A, R
FH )G R IR AT R R A . R JEATH 5

H M-S 4ERF B iR (self-concept maintenance)th A NATTFEBEAT BRI AT 9 T 25 244 N 2 1 i I Ao b 2%
PN : G AR ST AR SR NFAAK, IRl e L R 3, AT P T LA T a0 o] N/ rh
KA NG, RIS SO SUE A ORISR H 3RS (Mazar, Amir, & Dan, 2008). AMA— 75 THARIRAFFARK,
7y 7 THT SCAE R B 15 11 B E S IS H BRME S . R, FRATAN B SRAS FARR SCE e 1 75§11 AR T
A BELE S B B IR IR AT . 0k AT A A SR i 52 B A8 T i B8 2 () SR A — FPIE A 4G 3T . GE IR
TR LA A AME R N ETE AR S P RO (e mr il X, TS5, 2007), A Py 7E T8 A8 A% 3 i 2 A
RAERIAZ, RWABETT. WK ZHZWEE, TR EEE2E, nf DL B A E AT AR E R
BT, =M, 2011). Farnese, Tramontano, Fida & Paciello (201 1)FFF &I, HEATHRIRAT A IIAMAE
WA I ZE R U S A A S A AT RO A R AT N D RE T RIS 4, T i i S
A 155 28 D) 2 A ) T B0 A MGt oA Lo R T A ot ) R A, b AR, SR SRsRAY T IR IR AT M
TE 8HE Jj (moral disengagement), W IE/ETEENLES, & Bandura 55 A (1991)7ETE S 5 R 2N EE 1
R, e AR — Ler AR R], 3% e A A ) 045 387 e X E AT o A it B A 5
N BCORAR FEHL IR B CAEAT A S S A I 5T A AN BRI 32495 B A58 o 1A A (Bandura, 2002 #4k°F,
i, =¥, 2010), FEH TR S MEMHABEEAT AN A S ABE TN BIREA R
DR EEERAHE NI, RN R T NEET brilE, XEebrdiie s 5 ATy
EAL, oI BAg| 3 RAF AT AR EA RAT N, 15X AR S E AT ol RBUMARI N B 57 28
MM, B THLEIX — D5 RGBS A EAE A . Bandura (1999)48 HiE f8HE i 3= AR TE 48 5 FR AT
PR R EE EEAER, ResgmnAMATE A8 B PR T D RE b AT G BRI R B A . R R NTE B AR
TERY, AN 2 e I T A A A Y BT AR R, DARAR I R BT AT B — AN AT
HFRETEZ M ERERBXAN, BA 9 MECEE BIRIAT RS —2, MR “4h8kin” L2 “i
o E T A IERAT E 2R AT Ny, HA ORI R R R4 7 BT A T T R I TE A N S AR B
SEH BHSEASAT A, A AE, 2017; 4T, B8, FEIRE, 5K /14E, 2010; Gabbiadini, Riva,
Andrighetto, Volpato, & Bushman, 2014), {E3:RKX WK IIT AN SR IRIT N

BT UL A, FRAMBCSE FEAE I AT fE 2 (AT BEAT FR AL M AT 9 B R R, JF i@ )
GBS [ AN S R 2L W AT AR 1 E &R .
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2. fARGE
2.1. W&

TE] ML X R 4 I BENLIIAE VS, FEO BT S S B R(— TR %, —FrARhrk—. K3k 380 4K
AT MG RE . BIRCE RS 339 4, A REIRER 89.2%. HA KL 149 44, AFRMAE 190 45 5
106 N, & 232 N AHERIME R E): T AURA P 0205008 127 #1210 A2 A R {EHLE B5k
5o

22. TR

2.2.1. EEMERE)E

KA E 3 L2001 DFEITIEH T RS A M CGEEEHEN 045 ) . i 453E 32 A% B, SR Likert
5 pAtaiE, B EE RS EERER KT S . Z G RIEER . BibR% . BRI, ST,
AR AR A LSRRI )\ AN A AL 2 . BT 5 04 Hh SR A HE B i)
LESE R, HANH—8ERECN 0.92, 72BEE REHE 0.80 Lh Lo BRI E, 1E1T 1018 AEHE i n)
LHA RGMMERE . KA HH Cronbach a 244 0.909.

2.2.2. HEMEIRITH R B {fi[E & 3R (Response-to-Failure Cheating Scale)

KH Zemack-Rugar 55 A\ (2012) 4 fil] 4RSI B AT 4 S S0 ] B3¢ (RTF-Cheating Scale), &3 H =
MEEIESRAS, BMESEE 9 MIEDH, NACEMEERNCERAE TIIT ARSI A6
BN AL ST N =R R, it 27 ANIUH, SRR “ Ak Ymbn 7 (4EE—)R “ ood i
)7 (HERE )RS . 4EFE— B35 9 ANTIH, Jyxt B ISR MR E R A, RO TR,
n “FICACLAERE T B D EWELRE” o “RUCHBEAIRC LR S )8 R8T, rTReiL
YRR N Sy QL T AEE I8 ANTH, Ak BIREHIEMIA I, FEEEANK. BT, TS
G IERORARI, RIHSod B s m, DAARSRAERrEEE B RIS H AR, A CIRXT TRIE iR AR
WA SRV IRRIR | IR IR B IR D [ R RARA IR " & . B3R RH Likert7 sithorik,
M SE AT RE” B “AEHTIRE” KL 1 B 7 4y, FRERMEIRIRAT R N 4SS5 T “ ki
DA ) 4 B 3 7 s eSO A e 4R 537, A5 B En 2 B Ak S B B ) S5 A [ R o AR BT A I R R
KA R IEHAT, B e = OB S AR o N AR AT R, AT e s AR OR,
T — A0 R 22 Tl A SCARHEAT [0 9, DR BRI o) 46 50 T J5 AR ASHIE 58 iR i & R 16— 3501 RECH 0.887.
2.3. BIERERALE

H— & OB A MR, AAERZIMRAR R T, DRSO AT R AR, 4—F ik
SBEIEIES, H U ENET A 4. B3 kA SPSS20.0 #4741t 70 it -

3. &R
3.1. #EFERERSE

BT R R E0,  HAER KA e A B IR N AT, A ol ReAA (e 3L R 7 v 2
(common method biases)[#) 1] @, — 77 HILEREAT M| il i, RECGE P M, EPEHIAEE NG5 —MikH 4
lalfie, s 1) s i e 4 1t R R Vs 53— 7T, FEEAE Z3 sy SR Harman B8R 3R 30 EAT G 42,
ZiRER, A B3 AR TRERERT 1, DB E08 20.53%, /N T 40%, BILFTLL
AT 3L 8] 75 1 A 22555 A e 45 R R
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3.2. BN SFEMRIRT AR M RRBEX S

X P A 5 4 SEVE IR B AT O S ST B AR S 3 A AR A (LA 1): TEAEHER 8 NERE LR ¥ 5
S AT 9 S AT ) 2 TEAR G, i T A G A v 40 AR RT R A A R SR R IR S AT N, AT

UEH T AT IR B

3.3, EEHMER R M I T A R = B0 =Y 53 4

N Y B0 25 SE B R SRV AT O S BB 2, AR T AR BRI OL Y, SRR
R[] YR 50 A7 AR S PR S T 5 0T R 5 M O AT 9 S BABT ) R T P = 55— 2B N D Gt A AR B (R R
MR RGO O FTER) SINBIEA TR, 8 B 5] NIEMAERL, 45 R4 2), FESHIAE GRS
AR J , TEAEAE I X R A I B AT A S e A ) I 1 IO AR R O AR S R T T 4.4%,

IBH 7.5% XG5 Rk — 2D 2R TE FEHE M /KT s (S PR BRT BE A LR RR T AT 9

Table 1. Correlation analysis of moral disengagement and sustained deceit

= 1. EEER SN RIRIT AR AR X S

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
LiBEHHF
2 AR 0.585"
3.H/FIELE 0.559™  0.481"
4 FEEH 0.519"  0.505™  0.674"
5.R1ENER 0.495"  0.552"  0.6217  0.644"
6.45 Rk 0453 0527 05917 05377 0594
PE I IN 34 0.573"  0.538" 0462 0518 05237 04577
8. &IIH 0.526™  0430™  0.549™ 05117 05147 04827 05157
9 JBIEHER R 0778 0758 0792  0.786™  0.801"  0.738™  0.759"  0.740"
108 IOIRIT AR BIE 0224 02117 0.185" 02447 02377  0.155" 0201 02277 02777
F: p<0.05; “p<001; "p<0.001; TR
Table 2. Regression analysis of moral disengagement and sustained deceit
7= 2. ETEHER AT FR SV ERIR 1T 0 R R A s A [E1Y3 3 A
FEEL IR AT 2 S5 S AT )
A
B Sy
B FH -0.134™ -0.099
sl 0.202™" 0.163"
g7 TEAEARE 0218
F 12.683™" 14.037"
R 0.274 0.345
AR 0.075™ 0.044™
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A TE I 4 T T, T A2 B T 3 4324 5 45 1R O 7 A9 S S 1 52 8 25 ) T AR
b 2D 6 51 4T 2 B T T D T 1) T S O BB AT g SRS o I3k AR RATT, B
TKP R TG AN AR A T BT R0 PRV KO8 S AT o

A TN ST R g/ A e S 7 A3 AT A e B e DA 2200 B A IR SR AT A 1 A
NI EFGM, Wb Bk (B 2 RN JE A T AR AR AT K, TSN 7 A 4k
SUEE” (TTREME, RO RS KIRAT . M 2, AMATEEAT T IKIRAT AR I R . 2 T
GRS, TS SRR, PR A T, DR BKERAT AR A T A
U — R LA A B B R S 2 5 PO, 2P RS R A T, TR e, A —
WA SR IR AT A5, B R BB (O BOSAE Y, RS T AMARHZ K IRAT A S, A
(R S S I SR, T I Ty 2T SR (1 B 2 4 L A9 R A R O BB AT o

AT L 2 AOAE T, S 25 A 0 1 Al S T A . 5 S M SR AT A (ORI 6 R,
S FCAE AT RS, O LI (D S0 3R BRI 2 R A LB R T B . DR, BT 4 2 o BAT RS
Ui B RL S H AR (I ERP HEAR . FMRI HAR ), MUK T FF0RSF ] 38 5t % i 2 T8 i o 67 A
MR R AT I R 2E . RIBHUBIEE— B TR
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