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Abstract

One’s prior moral behavior is not always consistent with his subsequent behavior in our life.
Compensatory ethics model, which draws on a series of decisions, indicates that early ethical deci-
sions lead to subsequent unethical choices and that early unethical decisions lead to subsequent
ethical choices, namely people’s behavior is usually negatively correlated to what they did pre-
viously. This can be seemed as moral licensing and moral cleaning acts in succession, and moral
self-worth is one of the gauges that indicate which action is needed. The influence of moral identi-
ty and the domains can be extended, and the way avoiding the negative effect of compensatory
ethics should be discussed in the future.

Keywords

Compensatory ethics; Moral Licensing; Moral Cleansing; Self-Image; Dynamic Equilibrium

EEAMEARE: EERREH B ESEE

FRE, BAE, REXS, #KIL

YRR EE B, TR
PN K SCIE AR, TR
Email: guxiaohuar@gmail.com, duanjy@126.com



http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2014.42032
http://www.hanspub.org
mailto:guxiaohuar@gmail.com
mailto:duanjy@126.com
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
mailto:guxiaohuar@gmail.com
mailto:duanjy@126.com

TR TE R R SRS I 18] B B AT

ks H . 20144F1H3H; BEEHM: 2014F1H7H; FHE: 20144F1H13H

=

ARG R LA AMEARAR KB AR ERE — B0, AT B RS, TUCE R A ERE
WK, TR A EERFE, RS R BB, XMIEE R RIS H_ BT Rsh R A
EEAMERA . FMEB AT VE AT ORI 15 OSBRI LA, PRIE AR B RAME R AT TR AR
RRATHE— SR ITOBE N RXHEEIMERIR I, DL AT 46 R BT A PR UE, i@ bz
ROBLHIE AR <

XA
TEEAME; BV, GBS BRER: BETE

1. 518

A RE B REAAUR, SR TEE ) 2 A CEEENE” . “RORME” FKigSCHE
TELLHARNIR; DUNIE T LRI E A5, HEEERRKEMBENRAGEEN: 254
R AP AR A AR . MR, L RN HeeE B 28047 N T AE ST AL
—AMREA LR Z — M ? X5 TR 2 3 1R A

AT SRA S I [l R R B L R, BRAE BB AT RS 5 ik N3 il LR B sl H T Re i F A
T A A BEEAT Sy 1T LAVH ARG BN TE BB AT N BB 31, 20 NATTBE J5 A5 HE T 8 AT D B B AT v
AT R R ASTE R, Bl & R 2 s 78 1F 1] (moral licensing), 1M J& & 1 Ak 2 v i 1833 15 (moral cleansing)
(Sachdeva, lliev, & Medin, 2009). 7 3L 7E A 2H 1 fl 1k 5 5 B 1] 1) 30 2 7 4458 5K — — i 1l b e A Y
(compensotory ethics), ik 1245 74 S A 52 M T 48 e SR 10 AN DRI 2R B PN ERATL R o 08 A2 gk S AN ) il )
Wi, DRIV B ) 2 e T S AN A o AR ISR IR 2 %o I A e SR A S 8 @ MR R B AR DR T AR
WA PR N TE OB FE R e S U v B 3E, IR BT MBS B () 4T A L s — R RO R
HE,

2. IEfEAMEEEY M Y

Zhong, Ku, Lount FI Murnighan %5(2010)38 i Lh 4R 5 HY — 28 51 68 18 v SR R A1 18 18 e 55 R0 JEL 5 st
)2 T 0% 2, 3l 35 43 R I e W AR A8 e S R A, 75 B i (1155 55 FR SR T Re (BN TE A s 2
BB R SR AR, BEJE AT A OB . R, AT T AR R, BDIE e
A EE NSRS P, W&, BRI RiL— N b B AT, EemiE
T 36 P 2 1 I S i BRI TE A L (0 ] 1)

Gino Fll Margolis(2011)BfF 7t & AL, 7E S48 o 5 3501 48 e PR 3 i 7K S Ak F 1A 2 A HH — e 4847y
FEX BRI S /KPR, J5 A 5 T — S AN 84T . R, PEPEF A& R ghih K 1) Brafias-Garza,
Bucheli, Paz Espinosa fll Garcia-Mufioz(2011)BF 7C KB, BT — MES KB B (A2 & NILE) A
AR B R B, TR AR ) R REGR S TIX S Zhong 25 seat gt BN 4. Pablo
SINFMBAT N BT NI RATRE N, RAPEAS A RIEEER. IEME5 A& Bl e i
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Figure 1. The compensatory ethics model for sequential ethical decisions
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2.1, EEEA]

MEFIWIHE AT AR EMH H CWEEBIRNE, MMUIBRTAT ARG FEEN, ERRT A
TP REAATRES AR RS B CoE AT B AT NECEAE AT A, Bl RV E M AR S S H
TG IAT Ay, XM 8 BTG 457 7] (Sachdeva et al., 2009; £11H, 2011). @40, WL T G005 M NE
R BEAERE i (AT 55 R R I IR I AT A BN IE 47 9 (Mazar & Zhong, 2010); #F 2008 43 Kk, HpL
APleREN RO RN NS 5FER GRS 2 R R HRRERE, 1022800 57 485 B (H
N)FHE S 5% M EAE R B a] 208 (Mazar & Zhong, 2010). AN, H AR FEEE AATTHAGE 3 UF
2P AT B 2 4B 8 4T N (Mazar & Zhong, 2010); [B1Z H SR8 4T A2 i i G 5 2 F AR IE 4T
A(Jordan, Mullen, & Murnighan, 2009), FHUENEHE R IR AT A2 AE AT L B 2 ok LT 5
(Bradley-Geist, King, Skorinko, Hebl, & Mckenna, 2010). Klotz £ Bolino (2013)iA AR A RAT NI R A7
AT R ESRAE R, AR 5 TP RMT 2 gt A7 i J5 DR ah A& TE AV R R0

BN — MG, S e AL BRI T O B 5 94T RS, X A4S AT 1)
R — AR B I AR A 1 R IE B (Aquino & Reed, 2002). 118 #8215 15405 B A A FI 38 A AT 25 B ot
2R, PUIEEE B IIE R PRIF 5 ZE DU N BRI oA, XA AMASE A E AL | RAF I IE R
HITE G5 oV B O 2 N FH— 2B T A MRS B A .

2.2. HEFZS

BT 2K EE B RNE, MNRAEET AN SHE S MDA T EREEE R BN
EME)TEEAT R, XEAMEAT RERE T —N e ——E s, B 5E S 5 3R E 2 3 8y
I, AT R AME2AT Bl (Sachdeva et al., 2009). #1140, 7E4T5AT 945 55 N LLSRIBUBA T AR B 2 )5,
% 5% S INEER A B e M — 4 B E LB K (Tetlock, Kristel, Elson, Green, & Lerner, 2000). 5&H{
E5 %5 B SRR R RAME, S B SRR E AR BB AMAE, Bl ST T 2 AR IEAT N
(Sachdeva et al., 2009). [HI1Z H CAEEAT ARIAME, 5 LIRS 4H 247 5 2 B)36 4L 2547 (Jordan, Mullen,
& Murnighan, 2009). AW, EEISFI SRS YE 2 A B CB(E 10, 2011). REFEHFEAE R
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Ve, FARKIEZ B B Ak B ESZ e NS R AR, DAeZs “J5LR 7, 1fi 22 5 180 (Macbeth Effect)
WA NAE AR 52 3 R s B INTE S B SRR 2. IR I SRR 70t SRR B ARIB U R Jsk e JE A b 0
WK, Bl Rz B CAEEAT NECE T 5 AN E SR G g i S R T B S 7 2 (Zhong
& Liljenquist, 2006).

BT R 2B AT M 2 F 2 A, rblEm R 2N T BEARIER, A RELS%Z
FAERMAME . [RIIEAEAME AT BEA R X AME 3 T I AMe:, Tl &M R k4 B S TE AR R —
TN FEAMEE

ﬁ%Lﬁ%WﬁiLLTT%$&&ﬁf&MThﬁﬁﬁmkﬁﬁTﬁ B S AR A R

EER GRS RE, REET N ESAMATE R - s — MR E 2).

3. IERAMEE KRR

Sachdeva “5(2009) I\ Ay fl vk 14 R B VF W4T 2 8 48 B AN E (self-worth) ik T 55 & TP 3 /K P i
PIAMEAT N, =& B IRRRB ras R . k2t é E S IR EZ B ﬁﬁm@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ
TGS M, B A FRAME K ST, 8 VR T PR ] — LB AT g AT IR [B] B — AN BN B K
Miller F11 Effron(2010)w73BﬂJJE’JL@@%Q"T/\lekfﬁﬁé(moral credits), LV H fE 2200 B RIEFE .
U ARATT PR A R R I SR 2 F g o IR MRS TN 1 AH S 7 THI = SR AN TE Ak R AR TR,
SN AR S SR E R R —— B BIMAT S T R TE RS, AT BT AR EAE. Jordan 4E(2011)
M E 3585 B8 (self-completion theory) FIFE A &k, W NANTEREAT A T BUN AN T8 B BOUK 18155 ),
PR TE EAT I B O B AN A AT B R ES g, DR, RNIEAEAT R RISE T MO R RAE,
PRASE A AT T 1S N 84T 9 (B> ANTEAEAT ), EAEAT N5eE T AMEREE B R, VP ITAER D 1 1
AT R (ECE 2 [ ANEAEAT ) —— XA AR A2 5 IR FRIE TS 5 RIE 3 o DA =R AN [F A0 A R T
TEEAMER AR, RIS B E AT RN, FERRN T AFREEARIESR, mxT BAAT AL
HMEHHEREERE.

Zhong “5(2010)\ 1% RS WAL ZEFE R T AMERERI AN 2 R (B AR (REFESE 5 FRY
S TR E) PR A L . G — RPVE SN SR, AN S 73 BC PSR 00— 3040 SR AR R AR M i 1
HIEZR, MR TRNARE N AFE.

4. BMERIMERENER

Kish-Gephart, Harrison 1 Trevino(2010)i@id 7050 Mt KRG HIRLLS T 52008 B SR AR 26, IR EEPR 2K
PERTTLUAZE A B 8, SRR = AR R B IRE R — M7 A, FE R T IE R
I BTt LR =5 AT 4T

4.1 MABEHE

FH R 2L 8 M B E A MR IRAT AT DUE B, R RIE A BN I £ ) MR E 2 B T —NE
TSRS, AH T UOB R B MR B KT B3 T AR R AR, X BN T IE KT
RN NS XA ZE 7 FEOR B TIEME ML, KRR B R K3, TR /K- e
MRS 2 (O TEAEAT o RS2 R, —RIGOL T, ARSI R R A R /K1 2 IEAH G,
{H A AN HERR — L8451 S 150
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Figure 2. The interactive mechanism as moral licensing and moral cleaning
B 2. SEAE VR A] AN A 1 R B AL

FE— MR EE BRI R, AT A MEAT A, TR TE AR DA =] 25 0 A 32 S R IR (Mulder & Aquino,
2013).

4.2, EEEE

H I 2 (B R e B A AR R T, AT R R S U ANE R AT Dy, 2 R D eIt i 45 )
KRR SRAMEAR W ELAT NI RAS (Mazar & Ariely, 2008). MR ANML S H &, AATTREAT I8 fEHR i1 2% FE
AN BERREIRORIRT, ASEEATNMRRA . WRAEEAT N R A L DS ANETEAT AR A, A
TIRIRAZ NEAEET N A AEMLN, 4 2ERIEEREE. Merritt £ Effron 2%(2010)AJyiE
TEAT AT IFARAA B AR R ZEEAT IR 3= SR MM R, AT GO0 2 3L
VFATREN. o BAR SRR RS, 52 BN A R o, RIS AT GIIE VF RO AOAT et 5 L W 1 vil
TEAIESE,  BEJS RVF AT AT 9 Y SRAE O B0 A2 OO i 25 A R AE -

4.3. IEEE

TEEESCA . HZIRNTE S AR 2 R A R BT B4 T AR RS . 40 Gino, Gu A1 Zhong(2009) & B4 2R
HMFAEML SR 22 il R « FHHEZ T 7 P ALEAN R IR S 1T P CEE AN TE BB AT A AIAMEAT M [l R A
Kouchaki(201 1) 78 A 3024 B BA R 572 3 25 AT AR 7 AE0 DLAE S I, Al A 1) T 208 fw W2z, BV ]
AR SR AT S 73 S0 A 2 0] T 18 TR St BRI
5. THe R RE

T AR PR SR A e 5 o) R AT T OKEAH SRR AT,  TE A A ALK I [A) [N 225 SR AE N, AT A B 1
R R B e MR AR B s I — B AT O, ARARAE R —AMA EREDART S — 3. X2 TAMAA
RN 4 AR i A0 H OB L R« X — 5 1 56 38 A e 1R int 7, 55— J7 oy HAhAT N
VSR ) B [ o) AR AL T R R B . A RSR VS A AR VR T T, TE A ARME A AR N A AR S
Ro REFEHATRREV AR, (EAKEA — L A R — PR R

15, AUEYE R A R (ME A% M) MR AL 78R AEN, X 5 S EEAT %
) B A, R T B AN 2R 5 A2 T M2 A AR ) 52 R (Aquino, Reed, Thau, Freeman, 2007; Skarlicki, van
Jaarsveld, Walker, 2008; Zhong, Liljenquist, Cain, 2009). #&1fi )\ H & & 72 # 18 (self-affirmation theory)k & ,
VPR 2808 RV 15 R08L CHE AT BRTE S B B B Bk AR, MIX AR B AR A 1 R e R 7 B Bl R
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i, T EE I R ORI EAT R ORI B IR e B (self-integrity), 117 Gu(2011)7E H i 18 S il
T SEUERIF FEUE B 73X — o X TR AR EAE AR — P JBIE . H4K, Beruchashvili, Gentry, Price (2006)
FEVH P B R I T AT 2 TN — LS CTE AR RV S R, Y PR AT — M E R R R
B, FIWTARATTRE 75 O 253X b T 4 T A7) e R RF — A AR RGP I H 3RSy, HARAT AR SR PR B AR —
SESPHTGNL? HAh, SRE AR B BRIE R RGN AT R LA NTUHAT A, B IR BURAT A Al AR
R E R R DA RN ? BRILZ AN, Unar ) A M RS (R AR AR AR FH T 2k G A T ROR, 9 i el
TEAEAMARAY TN, A AR AN AT Oy, BRI B AL 37 FOE AR R AR AT A, B
ANTEER AW T HIo . A4 2 7 R B I I 55 A A (A P T A B R S BAS RAT ke 184 T 728 ke 3 114 7]
Rtk 2 X PAR R T B R 0T 1 22 IS B 1 2 45 A il — PO BRI 7~ T R a1 B RIE R 2 18
XL o) A A AT — PR

SCAY DR 20 M (R 2 M AR B B — 2B ERT, DA% A 1 1 (2013)F SR B, FEAR T LS ixX Fh i
HME TR, BEaA A EEEE G, S I N, Bz, EEAMEAEALT M
Fhox OB IUEAT |2 5 S RN AE S LIRS RSB FU 702, ARBHRD FEM AT N PR & 7 T R 2R
DU HA — A 2B AAR, RS T2 stk
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