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Abstract

Unlike justice research guided by metaphors of “homo economicus” and “homo socialis”, inte-
grated theory of moral conviction (ITMC) concerns about moral attribute of justice judgment and
justice motives. ITMC proposes that individual’s moral conviction is of universality, irrationality,
autonomy and intolerance. The key assumptions of ITMC include value protection model, the au-
thority independence hypothesis, the litmus test hypothesis and the emotion hypothesis. The
theory complements with “homo economicus” and “homo socialis” approaches of justice research,
and explains phenomena like altruistic punishment and rejecting advantageous inequity better
than other theories. By integrating justice research in moral development and social psychology,
ITMC enriches the justice motives research and helps to shift the perspective of research from
parties involved to the third party. More emphasis should focus on the mechanism of how moral
conviction influences justice judgment and the contingent nature of justice motives in future re-
search.
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ARTF “GFN” M “HeN” BEKALESA, ERESESERIGEAEHNAAIESHKERR
P, RIAMAEEGESREEHIES. JFEE . MR B, ZERE O S EEEEN
ERFEE., RBMRI. ReaBRUMEERY. EEGESESERERBRAMMIEET I AELA
RAAENE —ERNERESE, £ “RUFAN” Al “He N” AEREHAKERIA. ZERESTHE
R BRGSO A ERBII, 5 T A BSR4 b 5 FAF B =T R K,
TEE(S SR A AT RIHLE] BL A RIER ) 2 IESH LA AT AR BBt 9C 38 76 B0

KA
ERfES, MOIRBEBR, AernlRs, HHERK

1. 5|15

MRS ATERZINRAT A7 A AW N =AML ? — i a hHER, BT “@F N7 |/
B3 BO AR AR RIZFER U, MR IR B R B R 5 1 Rk, JCIHR AR ) 75 2 3
JBH LA B K i v A 7 R e L E RIS, 2 TE IR SR T K AR AR S A . AR B O
i NSRS AR, AR R IR KIAR SR s e . “E5 N7 BUAI A IEFF AR T4 258
Berie, SRt RO EUAMERAE A ERIW R e, EAILENE. BUBUFS. SHEIULES. HE3)
HbR. BHEEASSEE R A R0 (Tyler, 1997).

AT, BEEREFAEFARRIE, N KN B iTEn T e N7 Bk, #%
W pa) 32 A S BEARAME LA R AR A IE, A IE 4P M NMEM B B EERE, AEIWLE
B A SNE L A eE . MERGFSFRE, AN ERE A, MO ASERF— . W
P IEfatE. BIEME. A FMEFE M (Leventhal, Karuza, & Fry, 1980). fEANBRZEAES, HEHAIE
(international justice) & REARF A IEMIAMAR 51, A TESH &S, BT “TRAITH” , i
IS (EPE . ML 2 B AR B B oy WA IR S M B A IR # (Daly, Williams, O’ Connor, & Pouder,
2009).

CETENT AN Ao N7 ARSI AT ISP FUIS TSR, B AR N bR AN
s, HIAA ESIHLAN A IE 2 W 5 YR 2 Be A4 2 75 400 £ A 5% (Colquitt, Conlon, Wesson, & Porter,
2001). it “TEAEN” U PR AN R, A IEER KT B AR B I SE RN T A EREEE N, A
FER 2 IE G003 TE AU A BRAE, A 1E IR 2 AR AR 9 O I ELAR R BB AR R N 1, B 2 UKk T
TR E AR A AL 226 R (Rupp & Bell, 2010). AMII5CLAIET G MBI IER, MAMAR AR
AR B ARE RS XA OB A, RUNTERME OGSk, IR S 7R 55 4 f
HAE A B PE R T B RS, BT TR A TE RGN LT L 35 B A Ji HH I Ly
J N BH B 3&E N AR # (Robinson, Kurzban, & Jones, 2007).

2. IETEESRYFE
TE B & %A P18 (Integrated theory of moral conviction) X 73 T 4k 2 H1 Wr v (1) = il 25 B B AT : S AR
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o5, EEEAREWARR TR, X FE MR N D A QR S, BRrE . 2
AR 2, ERFEA SR RAT SRR AE,  — i RO A IR RSB AT R, U SR AN 4 7 57
BROHHE SRR BEES, EREMROMERS SRE 5 RS S A 1 2 RS
DA R A AN P ) WLV o A 7 R S L B3 BT 48 4> (moral mandate), & A A T HAd AR E A A
B, B2 REENARENE ., LRGP, EEEESESERER, EEESHERE I
AT AR e A ST 4

2.1, EtIFY

AFEFA N A5, NG B s bR diE TN, WiFE A SRS S SR
N, B A A AT AR SR AR ), R KRNI A [R]85 ik 3 2 (Skitka, 2010). Skitka %5(2005) ks
BT EEGSH SRR AIREEE SEM RSO NN E S, AR, ATHESRIHIRIKMEE
BB S AR SR Z I A TS 4, ARSI MR G T R R RS L MR T %, /I
HIRE WA ERIR, FEoEHe 7 R RRA W, EEESRML F MR RN R, TR
INZ& AR LR S MR AR RS2 AT, BSOS [R] T HAt AR S B2 19 1 4 3 1 (Prinz, 2007). R,
TE RS SRR T AR B AT . — IO FCUR I, fERGEZ T, TR BUAAIRIE R /IR, HiE
13 S AP ZE A7) 2 7] B A 535 1 IE A 9% (Lodewijkx, Kersten, & van Zomeren, 2008).

22. EFFEEM

AMAT LTRSS A MO BN 2 WA S, AR E RS St R A I AN R 2R, 1B
BRAMEABEK, EARY AR (Goodwin & Darley, 2008); J:-FiE M5S0 “HEEME” T A T
WIZERETI, RKBER SR B AW A, BT — I R i kh o P W2 52 B 1 25 D 3R 1 5 2 56
Wi SEAEAE A CHERRPE” T EZ B IEE S, KRR R LR AT AT R R i T S
G R LB, EAMUEER, Wl RiG. AT E AR, T HH A B R Ty ]
DAMEAE B MRS . SERL G, X e AR R 2% 1 0 W 0B 3 0 18 0 S5 3 5 % (Bos, Dijksterhuis, &
Baaren, 2008).

2.3. b4

T PR S S BB BRI s, AR B v, MR IE AL A B R S E 1 CACKTH
H” 80 “Aznt” , MARBAARMIE, HIREF AU SR (Skitka, Bauman, & Mullen, 2008). Jy 7 ik
Gl 5 DL K R B OIS A S A, MREE RS K2 BB WAL . S8, WRE—4
T R B TR B A R, BIE AR D E AT R SR AR FT 5 IR$TR 2 BN (Hornsey, Smith
& Begg, 2007). Aramovich Z:(2012)fERF L, 1 JaiPAl 7 i iaon TR AS B SOB S &, Bl ot
TS, BN EC RS Hofth 4 DN SCRr AR A 2 SRR, AR S Hofth 4 N5 30HF
. Z5RERW, TIRHE AL SR, RO RIS B 45 S AR A 2 B MR Z BN =0
2.4, ERBM

AL, DR FOE I, S AT TE (S &2 BB, Tk EREIE AN,
MY TCIERR R, TEREAE 0 8o B 3 S A LA (4 2 AL OB EE 8F, AMUA B SR FE SN E1E,
BERZAES A WERESEAN E T 0AT. AL 10 s3kEMIES, B aEEZHE
b BAESE S, hE B O PR 85 k. MGH23 A EMES B, WZEES
#J% (Wright, Cullum, & Schwab, 2008). Skitka 25 A\ (2012)#H4T 1 18 784 B S SO 78, RILTEILEE A
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EREPE N, EEE S EE S FEOMA S B IER R EUREAREEE S, R a
RIHA—E B, e LB BUR BN S LA FEEE S B, AT E g, EEPaE A

pal

o

3. B ESESELIZOYR
3.1 MfrEFRPER

T A A A PR R Y A A A (R P R A (value protection model) 25 5 1 18 - [5) 75 28 1E ) i Fi
NEFHLHFRIER .. Fik AT wIE R EEE S SR EAT AN —8, Sz —85E S EAMERIA
FRI o ZAANN Y, EENME R B BRI RAZ O, ANt AR SR S i ek ok Ak B A ]
WK B L AU AN e B AL 7 A E vk elioEyk, Mo Bl R ey
EARIEEG &80, AU S B I s A EMA RN mH, ot H A G & BR6A Cidx
VB A, E BRI BN, SN T X R R, AT AL I ERAAT T R AR
AN Skitka(2002) IR LR, TR RIFIPEAS AR, 22 RA0. FEAG R ARIERE REEZR 5 re A sy
R AR R, AT TE RS & A TR W 2 15, TR A IR R A MR I TE RS & AL
RS A B2 A TE W dn S o AR P RS RN I, EATFE AMIFEEE S, MIIS T A EE.
EEE S B FBESTARNGIE. RERRTNETE. MEMAGIE, PiisFICRMIEK. N
THFEBENA, ExEREEGSN, AMISEE AT, BRIBAAL B AMAH SRS 855 vt
(moral cleansing) SE& K LR4 H AN, JEIESEFAT MR EREEH CRGIEMEEZSR; Wi
N f s a4, 2=k A& Ui (moral outrage), SRR AIERE. B A [E H 282 H
B (Tetlock, Kristel, Elson, Green, & Lerner, 2000).

3.2. BRI

BB ST A ¥ (authority independence hypothesis) 33K, 24 MADBUR K6 4 He 5K 85 B AN I8 F B
B JEMBUR, TR B CWA SRR L5852, a3 g5 AT i F B A FF A 23 it
ZABUER, WROBEE S A ERM EER N OMEE LA, ARSI, AVEBUR A TE
FEFPATE. Skitka Fl1 Houston(2001) Lk a0 ML AR m4R0E, #5387 )R RIS & HIA RIS 2T
LM, BE T RAE N IR oA 5 AL Uil 2 e b o K ATEREH AT RS, g5 R Ton, ANy i@
HHIE R EHE RN, R IR S 2 BB A2 A TE K. Skitka(2006) 8 A B 8 X #1800 22 SR AT
BB S AR T A B ATEE TN . SRR, R o ) 45 R H R w4l
5 A AERA TIN5 o 25 TR A IR, AN VR B I FR P I A IE S Ak o Skitka 25 A (2008) 14T
Pr— B L G TR R BUR R A TEVE, b AT Jei@ il o R 5 AU HIRE A IE, 105 0 B xt B
MEFPEMEE . SRR, LEMEGERMIN, REMUEHE T AER, MEEESHmEAN, HTREM
FeARSE BRI A IR, SCHRRFEROG BB IR IS S & TN TR BRI, AR LK L. Bauman
FlI Skitka(2009)id % %2k 2 A X 2B B R B IS o 2422 A BRI T 2 e e ¥ FE AR B AN B B 2R 4k
YA T I, SRR ROHE S 1B S IR P IR R, R T SR
FEFPARAIE . M, SCRPEBRAMIZEAENITE YU, RIE AR SR 7 2 AR A A TE 1

3.3. HEARMK

XA B (litmus test hypothesis)ih v, DAMEFREFT A IERIH 5T 2 0 R RE 745 S5 0T LA SR VPAL 3 52 3]
ANIERFBIATRENE, BN E CTERHMAF AL, HIXZ RIRERGEEA R T . 2GR, ni

588
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AT FE L S R i TS 2, S R E T S o SO Sk d AR 7 A IEVE AU A i . 1999 4F
WS Elian FIREEMEEENAT0E, RASE— AR BEE N ERCREREEIHIL &%,
M BRI AR A4 7 AL Z (WSR2 AR s T2 S [ BUR B, 5 k92 B A %7 1]
w L, HSERA Y AL IR AT, R RAT R E T AR K E R ANME IS 2 SR
IR A5 &4y, Skitka AT Mullen(2002)f8 7B BERFFT, A AT 4 BEALE S HI BATRT . PAT IR AT
[E] 2 LS R T — I . 5 RAR I, 83% A B AE MBS S I ALV BB, 1 JC AR IE RS
MRA 12%:; HBEUAE SR, KRS EZRAEE N Z BT 7 ke m s b AT i s, i SChe
BEEREEEMAZINAERAIE, EHAPF YR T RAA @7 B EE R SR, ATk
B A TR A i W 2 B T 2 AT TE RS A, A R FRET A IE RAEMER S . Mullen 1
Nadler(2008) S50t 3 75 TR & AU, MATERRE S, FEmI R oo EXRuikiE (s &
MNER IR . IR EIERAE MBI RSP TNE, SRR G, ZRERIRIE WG RRNE. 4

T, AN TSR AERIE G S, R AP RACH 5B B IE 28 8L, i HLU S e A

3.4. 1R

1545 i (emotion hypotheses) LA 37 AR £ B Uk BE 23— 20, $e4it 18 4845 & 52 i 8 IE A W i 30
MURRRE o 2RV, 2 AT TR SE BB A 8 O i AT 2 RSN, 2 77 A b JF A 1) 750 B8 5 20 ) 15 26
R, IXEeAE 2 I N X 2 [T SR s A IE R Al s 52, (A B k. —IRnE, AT
OUF, ANITSARACHIFN AR T2 B AR, (H2MEREE B 0B A &, AT EE i) R A B Al
1% 45 I 7 PRI 45 AR & B A 1E(Lind & van den Bos, 2002). Mullen 1 Skitka(2006)H8F 5T 7 A TX]
PN o A1 0G T SCRP BN B R TR SR IR SR, 5 B EHIR R P 1 A TERR P A B R TR AR P b . 25
RRE, YR Bk g R S S G S AE R, TR TR RS 4, i X R E 2
SR ARFR P G R A I AR, sk AR I E S &0 oo, Bl s TR
TR, i EL S R R SR A A TR . BHEE AR, B & B B AR BE 78 2 H AU 75 7
ORI R, i R E A S RS, 2 FEUMAIE AR SRR AT A RSN
NIE. B TR AIEMERERIESN, BH0E X 7R 2 il &, Hadt—P0 R, Hkas R 54k
RIEEE SR8, AELEUAEMFERT, Bl riadagars s H e, 2ok s Rk Em
BERTLRNMAL . FHFHEFRH, X R 7k S 4 T 5 B E QM AIEAIR Z KR, KiE
AL KBRS PR IR G 1 26, XN 1 SOeT i s B BEAR AN B AT R 5 A A TR
17 Bl . Batson(2007)7ERF 78 Hof RS A IERRE 5| K FITRHE— 20 X 43 B 2 20055 51 1A N BT A
H A 320 3 5L M SHETTUE . Ul B NEZ TR E C— A ARER, EEESEES
BRILHERR, MRAANESEBEESTR, RAHCECEEMAZFAFHR T ILHEDIR.

4, BEESEBAHEILHME

FES TR, AEEAL AT A H RS 20 SN B4R 0 A At 1 72 575 (altruistic punishment), 17 HL
MBELFHARLEXT H CHMPIANIE . “QBFN7 M “He N7 BUA R T BEESIHAGEXHX A IF K
o AT A THI (PR RE o TEFEAE &GS IR NN, A RIA L IE PR b P 75 57 (1R )2 O R B Zsk 5 A
RETE S &
4.1. MFEMES RE

Fehr il Fischbacher(2004)BF 7t & B, 7EAhEE TR 60% M58 =7 &5 BRI, 1EINGER
BEs2u6 R A 46%. Kahneman “5(1986) 1R 4 B MBI N0 Fods e B m sk, 3586 J5 20 B3 ik A
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ANESFIHIERE . ZEFMILRHE . SRR, AMISWH A RS2 5%, FNEHNALIE
SR, IR ) A S0 £ RO AT AR 23 % IR SR A7 AE - Turillo 25:(2002) it — A6 56 1 ik 4 e,
AR 44, 4550 75% I &4t B S BT R IR A IE LR, T B AL /B & MR A>3
PEHABNE, T HA W ERFEH T 5 83 QRARRRRIE. XRE 15 DAFESCHREAR TR SR,
MAEWE RN BN, REENIEAENFEFEATEIRRZER, HANANIET A% TH AR
T B B A 5 b )3 M (Henrich et al., 2006). #E0k, EH8ESBEASHISN, FESERAEEME
ST BN R MR R T, DAL S A SRR IME R, 20 T T8 FE S HLRIS B
HAERXRR.

EEE SR AR TE AR 2 A R B Rk b, B2 2 I I8 55 BB ATLR Ui I b M 18 5
IR TE RN 2 DL R OSSR, R PG T8 A IEFI N TE SRS S A — 8. LR MR
WA K, BE5E, A IEAGE A R — B R R A 7 £, Kohlberg HEM A RIISINA, A
IERE A%, MAREEN R R B R E il T A B R K. ik, TR OEEE R, &
FIAA E LA 28 IE B AR i AT TE S OG D) . A G U] N i X #0551 36 B 1E A TR (g ik pk 2
EAERNE NS, &S A TE AT E R T4 8N S AENLE] (Mulder, 2008) . TR, TEAEIA R A58,
TE R R A FME S B IR — PR ROy, IRy B L £ T AR AN 4 1 TR
FH, GBI [F] 5 FE AT DL R At 7 4 1944 22 57 (Aquino, Freeman, Reed, Lim, & Felps, 2009).

4.2. MEHBFR D IERNRR

WRIE SIS RZE B E AR, ARE AL IEMAFALNIE. A K AR
ANRNIERBHE B E R, Geraci Al Surian(2011) FIFF AL R, 12~18 N H 2 ) LN AFIA A IE#R I H &
. Shaw Al Olson(2012)RF 8 = Jitligeta st 7 )LE M A IERLF, R85 =I5 liged, OB S T7ENf
A PAFAEATHRIN, DL LE R A B BRI X B B IER A IERLF. 25 REY, 41.67%0) 3~5 ZH
100%FH] 6~8 & JLE AT A LA BL o AHX T ARIAANIE, JLEIFLA FIA LA IEHIEM . LoBue %5(2009)
MRFFE R, DL 3~5 ¥ 2154 La A RS B ARG /DR )LE, a5 LE BRI H A A
FILEE Z At £ LETIAAIESE S, EHBAAMEA A IEZEFEFH LA, Sutter
(2007)WF TR0, 76 SR A I A 82 1 218 If, 3~7 % )LEZIELAFMANIE, 18 % )LE
M RSB LA T A TERT EC A B i, ARG A R 45 AR T R 448 2 IE o Blake A1 McAuliffe(2011)
(AR TE R, 28 4~7 B )L B SAELARIA N IEFRC, SFRHILI L FRAE 54.5%~80% 7], 8 % )L#
THERERIIELGFIA L IE/TA, Ll &k 76.9%.

TR RIA LN IEMR], EEE SRS, Tk, MIXBMX SR A MG REH. K
T “/BEN” A N7 RIS ESIHUF T g A FER TSR A, HA AN EEIET
R 1 CEMIANER” SR LG RARNIEGY], 2R A PG RA R A EH
Wi s SR A, R I AN [F R . LUK, SRR AT S ARSI AU A TEShALI
LG FIA AR MR EZMNGEE A RS e “EANE” , MARE “G@F N7 80 “Ha N7 K
. X, 5 “ERME" BUMK, HEBOEA EABIZOMS, HLAERAAIERR T AMEES
W BB N LW A B, A TE IR i A 0 Yy, T AN & HoAth AR 48 5 3% (Skitka, 2009).

5. IMNEERE
5.1. #RfR T RIEFHA A EFETHR
KIILK, Hh20BR 2 S P RAZHAE LB AN AT LA E, 28T A EHWRIA EZHL
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MIEEEYE. s b, fEEMR AU, —BHIER B A AR 0I5 1 1 2R M AR AR R . 17
FERBAHRES TEERESHSOEBMA A IETR, AMUEH T AESPL S EN, diEs)
T M F A A TE BRI TESHLIG S . Rupp(2003) T3, 1 5 [ FRAT AT A2 B A 3L,
L1 B 22 R AR A A R B e 2 SR SRE T B, T R KT R P A B A e B R
WA RIS A TEAT M. Skarlicki A1 Rupp(2010)idit 25 45 ik R H A A IEIE ST, JF gt
PB4 105 BN 7 2RI I B R A A IER OB . 453 EoR, B AR RIS BN 107 e B3
TGN RIS A A TE R S5 IR, T8 A A i A, AN SR A G /2 3 i T2 H B S
55 I, PRRATATT T 22 gl PR A PO B RR T T AN A A 2 R R R

5.2. #ERMREGHYEARE=ZSFEHR

DAL IEFIW AN A TESOHLROBE 5 2 R IRAE S AL, sk b, AMCHSHEE AR R ZU AN A IR [R] 8
i), 55 W 3 A7 AE B S RN 2 TE 24 1E A8 v A0 B EEME 8 TE #3457 (Kurzban, DeScioli, & O’Brien, 2007). Xf A
ANEE FES RS AR SR, 8 R M &S e, S SRS Rk A IE S LI 7L
WHMFEANGRE TE=T7. AWREY, ERARKSBBRIRET T, alsm DA A fER A2 R
BATHERZ IR, AR 215 R AARAS 2 TE AR X BB R AR T8 2 IR s At AN ) S TR B 0 2 J5 31
HARS H N T 1R 0 0 55 BB 7= B/ A 18288 (De Cremer, Wubben, & Brebels, 2008) . AMA )28 1E F1IWr %
Bt oSk, X MRee ARSI 2 M A B FA . FF 5S4, TR AN R 1) A IR
NI X Ak 2 Fis L ZH 23 K B 3N ()= A SR B2 (Ehrhart, 2004). X85 =7 A IESHLIIWE AT, AT DUERE 7T
BRHEAEA Y FARRR, A ERESER AR RALS], T AR 2 55 W38 % A A 1
Lo

5.3. RUEEESRM L EFIETRIHLEIFSE

T R B0 TR G (R UK FR PR T 185 S M A IR AT I B AL, AEARDCUE SR B AR . A
REW, ELTIATHER, MEEUKLKK TN THER, KA EHBSuEE LA, MoaEE
WHIKEE B A B AR Y RELRAE, #ah AL FFmidEF 300 T.(Maas & Bos, 2009). #E443K, 2
IR FE (dual-processing) i T35 18128 A5 FH A 26 ) iy FH XSS ¢ SR 30 ) 28 TE bt g8 o i BRI, #he
SRR TR R F AR AR T CERPE” AN CHRERME” PN R F A A R, AE Nt Iz
— A IEHINT, FIRETT DL N BEHEZE DN AARRE . “FRME” T aS =B, $UT S s,
TR ) s SBFN Wk B, AR S FR A 2 ST A AT AR A RO A 55 Bl B s “ARER
IR S 28 B BRI AR P B W AR, AEENS 48— B80S, nT BUA Bl N i 7 SR BE AR (Lieberman,
Gaunt, Gilbert, & Trope, 2002). &% 4L £\ HIBULFEIN TR FE, BT REA T A Re 16 705 A 52 i A 1E 7 1Y)
&R TRt FE AL

5.4. BT FERELQIEHHFHR

HAMRFFEZ M “EBN7  “AES N7 il “CEEA7 =FERSRUEIA EZhL, =FE A7
JET e FAN o S SRS BB IME 53 Skitka(2009) 8 A, AFhHUKE T MAr B IR E R, =F
A IEFNHLECA S William James B3R +E 2 TRARE#EA B AR B 0 B2 1 L, = FPanpLEC L
EAMREEEUR IR A E, N ANBEDRTE ) LER R R, A EEERRE, F
18 BN AE 7 A4 5 BRI A AT A, FEIR S AR Vs e AT RE P AN B 30 2548 A T R A R4 T . T
I, Skitka $2H 7 IERIAUAE 16 (contingent theory), 238 A T HARAY , SR RUFIE R, Zp 7
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WA, AR TR — A ANEBROR R 2 IR AT A LS LA T, AR RGP HE . APriEgh
i AR 2, WA AR E I 25 B AL, DUk T AR 5. AR HARFI SRR LSS 2 F
R E AL TAE

E&mH
FE XL Ak 10 H 9% B(13BSHO058) .
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