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Abstract

The relationship between age and moral judgment is an important issue in the field of develop-
mental psychology and moral psychology. Interestingly, most of our “knowledge” of morality in
adulthood and even old age, for or against Piaget, has been extrapolated from the premise that
moral development is stable throughout the life cycle to this day. Although the theoretical re-
search on the moral development of adolescence has reached maturity, there are still differences
on the moral judgment of individuals in adulthood, especially in the old age. Some moral anomie
behaviors of the elderly cause people to have negative value judgment of “old people become
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worse”, but the research on the moral judgment of the aging population does have weak empirical
basis. Future research can focus on the analysis of age differences and the underlying mechanisms
to provide more empirical evidence for the moral status of the elderly and deepen people’s un-
derstanding of the elderly moral.
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1. 3l

TEAE L — AR 2 A BN TS A R R AU . X8 IR X o L IR — A WA
(EF, R0, 2019), & ATZBEEAL A R T 2 R4 — e W FRdE, vPHAI B SR AT =236
B ERIFIRRIRE ), XAMVERIBRAEARER 1AM TE SR WK~ (Cohen & Ahn, 2016; A=W, Efiidk,
2017)0 /M PRI A ) TR 7K T (00 8 0 ) e N B B ) 3t A B o PR SR R R ) B T HL (Gray et al., 2012), 52
MR L ER NN B L E AR EEZ R, B Mt m .

ZRAGESAT, ZEEEA S BBV UGS .. —DNEERERR, BERRKR HRBUR 25T
S QU AU U HRAAL (Myattt, 2013), 1722 A6 N I i e i5 8B . AN S A JLRR T . B AT NS
SNBSS, AR RE AR BRI AN, . TSR, TR R R SR A B DA NI R T R
Ji s R REAS A= i A BT ) 0 W R R SR B B TR B, RN R RN T R R R 5 i i £ 1 ) AR Ak T AR AL
(Hess et al., 2015; Peters, 2012), 23 FERF SR A SR L, A I8 R A A A KA1 B R 0sid 72
. TAEiC4Z(Reuter-Lorenz & Sylvester, 2005), $4TIhEE(Amieva, Phillips, & Della Sala, 2003), Fl.CrHEF
& (Henry et al., 2013), BRI IyZERARHE EIN LA T RIS . BNENEAL IS 153X 32 4F T8 150 Wy
AT ARSI ? 2 A N TE I W AT IR BRI TS 2 XTI A B A TR A — AN B R,
BB AR, R AATE 5 ZAE NI 7T (Michalska et al., 2013), X e A HHE 7 00 iy 22 5 oAl 1 o 2 6t
Ao ARSCTEEAR I [ 2 A TE AR W T 0 B SRR, 5 O B S RSN A 2 R 2 1 B R R A I
(AN [ £ FE SR ST S R B ARTE A I 5 AR C R 2 57t

2. ZEEEFIHK TR

WISt B, EEE R OEY—E R R BRI A S, EH BRI R R R R .
FEAP; T =kFm: H—Fhj& L Kohlberg AR IIIAKN K JE #Ei& (Kohlberg, 1969), J&IF & A FIHERE
AUHEIN TN 28 A2 L Haidt SRR S B W, SRAPOE. B 8 OB AS & o
LN T (Haidt, 2001); 345 —Flu& Greene AR XU il T 2L, S 1A KN A 45 0 E A FH (Greene et al.,
2004) o IX Lo [ AR 1 AL G 4 O F S AT 5T AT ST A) , BRAIEAE AN WTHERR 37, - SO 18 (Killen
etal., 2006), fERE/KFELIR(Eyal etal., 2008), ZhALELIE(Guevara, 2019), Fff - KHE - HHE SR
(Moll etal., 2002), #2x#Z Rt~ H i (Greene, 2009)25 453 BEL, IXLLIEMEF IS SEESEZR ST
AR S E A

14, 3 N AHUHIE A8 W 0 B RE AT ffRe, (R AR IR iR BB WT RE e A
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S A5 LB e A 15 1 K T 7880 PR 1] A E 80K 1 23 SR SR 22 57« Pliaget (1932)FF & T A i 48 4] T
i, HRHEF] 1996 4, H Piaget EEHIWHT S5-I Z FNMW 7T, KA REH: FHEMHFAZE
R RTIE, HEH NBAERIGEZE N ZHA K (McDonald & Stuart-Hamilton, 1996). 20 142 60 4
fRLLJE, Kohlberg #1 Gilligan %5 & J& 7 Piaget FIEE1&(Blum, 1988), & k& A9 NHE A N A i B 2 5
RARBE TR A IHTE AR T 7T, RETFTARARE— NS48, Armon Al Dawson (1997)%f 24 i At
FURI o BUA A5 =M O R AT RE MR A% 1) RN IMITE A s R A8 2) AN AR JE s 3) AF
IR RS R, T G2 N . R 2 B0 7o 3 A2 A [F) A B T o O e 3 K B 12 (Inhelder &
Piaget, 1958; Colby et al., 1983; Pratt et al., 1996), SR 5T BAEMIAMA STEMEHAIMT I G R, R 20
JE AR A G R . AESTIESUE, B Ny m IR IR A 1 ORE SRR, B F i i K i 4R it
TSI SCRE: R R IR Z SHIESCHR, X IR SN TE AR e 0 T RE AR KR R R, A
SCAFBIRTIR = o AT TR AR

2.1 XFRENRAIER

TEAS 5 Rt MATE B A R R FE v, RO RRSE R R, ik B — e K 2 JE I R R AT T 5 .

X ERAE BAE HAA R TE AR A WK AR CRFFRSE , A UM BOB K EA 2 RGgg sl b . e
2y A A AT RS B AR 2E 5. SRR — W0 A AR 35 Bk AR G S 0 kSR A
4% (Kohlberg & Candee, 1984; Piaget, 1932, 1965), #¢hlls2, R4 Kohlberg LA, A\ FE 4 21 B A JHIE 1
JRADIRTAME . SHBFG S =K HIBF AT, B IR R A T B B s AV, B
R A E U AL (Colby et al., 1987), ALl 312 T 4 K O BRI R G510 2 i 1 o B 1 il
FH Piaget T 4533 #(McDonald & Stuart-Hamilton, 1996), B, 5t 3% 18 F Kohlberg £ 458 20,
T 15 AR N 15 A2 NTEMEEIWRE ), RIERSH] T 288 FRTEOLN, BRI EEe /1% &
W4 72 5 (Chap, 1986); [FIFE, 2#FHMNER 19 LER AN 20 4 4 AN 23 4259 A\TE Gilligan 18 783 Wi T
% PRI, R KIZE R (Pratt et al., 1987). fEFILEE ST FLF, M T FEPEF Xl 2 A0
HIRS s B W e 1, &I T AHTEI K 4518 (Ortega et al., 2014). Margoni 25(2019) 2% BN 45 5 %) 16 7 4] iy
IRt RIS NN E AT NS EE SR, A RO SR DG 2 57, IR LLmF 710l
SPAFAE— B RIEE . AMIEFERIWH TS IT R AR, AU BB R RN, X SAE R 7 — e FE
IR T OB RS E KRS 1R

2.2, THHEKU L AIERE

LA HE B KC PR  2 e DA R 0 B 25 R 0 A B 2 A B A R R L SR ITIN, TR ) SRR
AR I N TE AW KT BEAS R AR e KR I A BRI T R B o 32 A B AR K R W A LT
BRENNGE 2N “MEmBEE” W, AT—RICEENF A £ N EZL I &4 E
R, X SR EAEFLIEARRIE. A, BOREZ KESE R, B AAT 9 nT RERE & AR08 X 3G KT
W hn(Midlarsky & Hannah, 1989), 1M H.B ANAT L 2 A e 2 2 4F NI A ) —FeRefE PR S 3 (Midlarsky et al.,
1999), HIFFTE MM T2 SCEBEFIWT ) A, RIEE N HEAE R N S o) T 10 3 AT oy AT
Mo B4, EGEHIRFT, T Greene (XU N TSR T ThA 35 SO A0 (5 Ok Z 2B R )
HTE SO TE A 7 A0 T A ) AR 22 57, S5 SRR 2 4F N LU AR AR B HH B8 220 T S0 2 4 iy
(McNair et al., 2019).

2.3. ZRHFTENSAER
UAEBITTIF LM L, T EH4 T — B R AR5, Armon il Dawson (1997)JE77 T — iRt
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13 SEFIGN AT LRI BE R D AR 3 B B AE A AR o A B AR ORI, (5 o o U P 9 K 2 A 2
PR AN, —TUAHA 4 SERIB BRI AT, 45 SRR B 2 4F N BB A7 4 4R (B [A] LG BT T B (Pratt et al.,
1996). Hao #l Liu (2016)FH DY 15 £ M PN BEAE 55 (PR . AR PRI85E) St v [ ol ke A W B, B 4F
W TR 3G KT AR A — A S Tt A S PR a3 .

3. EME B EFI BT IR HLE]
3.1 INHE&

WHIZACHN N AR P B —FhOE S AR BRI R, BRI N DI Re A AE i J 3 I Bt 4 16 18
KM EAR I G, B R AN 5T : — T3 1, — e R Be ST RESE e T F%, 41 A2 (Chalik et al., 2018),
I3 B (Monroe & Malle, 2017), #1% g /1(Kauppinen, 2014), 4z Hl(Ziaei et al., 2019), $#ATIHAE
(Ashrafi & Estaki, 2013), AZLOPFARASHFIBLME, OF IS (Fadda et al., 2016), LA EE & WL R ThRE,
MR E N R B, W R R T B S B AR 4R R T PR BE T REA G, e TARIEZ,
TRBE, AT DIRE N B RS AR A w0 A R HERR AR 77, AT e S A BT (A D i R
ORI TR E A W R A SRR A T B R, OFER R MR I 25 R, AT AT HE
DN R 1) 2T R

T, AR T REBE A S 13 K AR R AR R O I, BRI g, 9B SR, 1B SUR BRI
15 BB A 14 B (Jones, 2004; Guglielmo, 2015)« X #5530 78 M E 2 S S5 1K), 7 2 38 X 18 A A0 2R R 12 1K)
WIS b ()G AR 1 [ 2 i 2 A e H 3G KT, B3 B4 (Narvaez et al., 1998). Narvaez
FE(2011) =ANSEEG MR 1 2 A NN A B i TE A8 S B ANCNZ . 2 5 & s, AL
TE SCAREFE S BUNENL . 5 DMERA S EME N AP R, fEX TR, &8 AXHE
A5 B SCAR A2 SR N, X R ZE N TEE A GG 1. S TR B AL 12 1)
S AR B, BRI AR AR B AR A B K T (i - Bl RSO AR K SF) b 5538 1 T B 0%, mlREss
TREABE BN R LL T, Rl R a2, TR A S R It R & KL,
8B N AR BB 4 FH ) L-F-1% 4 2 5 (Radvansky & Dijkstra, 2007).

3.2. [RERR

TETEEEAI W T p, AE AR AL 3R TN 2 A 2, IR TEA S B OB HESE TR .
McNair 45(2019)8F 7t K LA N LEAR 38 N Al B8 2038 SCE AR, SR IR N TR ) 22 B & AR I (1 K
MR FE, EARRRACEERE )T e f i (Mikels et al., 2005). ARAEE R AR BB TT, AN R ST AE BE 2 1
AT, eI R AR R, B3I B B 5 2R (Finucane et al., 2002). R IER vk, &4
N G EE MO S G 7~ (Fung & Carstensen, 2003), S4ER AL, 245 N WIR MEHTIE 15 B2 20
FIWT I A o

IeAh, Ha i EGE BRI (Carstensen, 2006)INN, &9 NFRIA 8 11 2 e KALABAT TR 1) 175 IR AR 56
DA 78 50 R B2 i A i (B] o BRI, 224 AT RREE M) T 4R AC AR R B, AR RIS B
(Mather & Carstensen, 2005), IXFBTiE ARG NTEVF 2 2 Noe Pt & EBEH . SR, Xt
7T IR R0 2 I R R /D (Wood & Kisley, 2006), T X 47 [ 445 77 s 1) 67 T 520 88 /0 (de Bruin et al., 2018),
X5 Margoni 5 NRKILR—EU. M, RN A A= iy I (B4 A R b AT SR 58 )72 18
5G. [FIRT, (B3RS, TR 25 it i R, 2 NR R IG E B N E B A
BT SR I, A NARIEARA IS 4IRS ISR R B TG 3 30 ke 7 AT A LU AR N
T R “UTB A B AR A% R W AT 3R (de Bruin et al., 2014).
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33. (THEBRS4ER

TERIE BT FEH, Margoni 25(2019) KIS R - B - 45 RIOTPM LIRSS, 7524 I a2 8 =
B - g5 A . TR IS K SN RE 0 R BT ¢, J T 2 FE (0 T A 7 ] i B LU 3T 45 i )
Wikt A RN ZREE R, XA 2 4E AN PR N/ ST I s e Wy . sk, HEE s, BN
TE R LSS B A W 5 P A K BB B B AN E S, WARE S S Mo, Raa&kPbox
S (Ligneau-Hervé & Mullet, 2005). BRI AKHEIA N, 58 AH OG0 2 53 7047 35 1 55 v R LU 7 35 Bh I
B AR . Bk, S5FER N, 20 NEARECERA TS B (Vicaria & Isaacowitz, 2016), B
BRSBTS 3(de Bruin et al., 2015). X THETH, SEBAMEL, 248 A= E
PRI D, 2 T ORRR FE B, X Rk B vl e 5 24 O BRI BE ) R A 9% . Margoni %5(2019)
WEFL T TE AT AE G (55 25 BN RE S SR ARG 2 5 . DHAES IR R W], 2 NTEE VP 5E 2 1
Wi as R AR R, AT e Z AR TR EIEAT A

34. xR, #HAEESH—ITK

Kohlberg W\ g, B JEAMHNFEER: WHIBE IS, PLRGHE I 2 B3R5 i 25 i 72
(Matarazzo et al., 2008). MAMEME L X HIEW SR AEAFEER L. EFEAN TSR,
Rl NBRoC R I, WA EETT TR et 7 — M. ST ARAEBANEa A R G Rt 2
PR, DRI RO T AT #2056 8 B AN (1 T8 7 AH OG5 TR AR RRRBURR o AN AR08 0 o] A0 2 Ak T 4
RZM R, RS I B AT REAE LS I AR 7S T [ (Lee & Markides, 1990). Rybash (1983) \t4x
RAWIMPE, KIEFH MR ISR, EEAIW A2 R E AR S NBR oG R IEL A T8
it —A 15~95 B 5 SACMME M RKFEARBEFUR I, A, B AR B BRI ) 4 s A R N4
7.

S FEEIE —RAFE NI —E5, Al REY, —E %047 N HEN ] GEA A
TEAE I SE Rl BRI RN T AR I8 A R R B () S AR Sk A Y, R T R B S Ak b
HAPAEZ S, HR LRI Z AR5 (Kitayama & Uskul, 2011), 53X fiEs SCAk HUBOR 55 1 e s 45 7 2
ANANFEXGEERF S, FET7SCAERTABRSZAIAS N 3 SO EDW T 2R 77 SO R A N AN B AAAN(E W 2 18] ) AH
HARH . ST, PEZSE IR 3 U KT P72 5% (Ahlenius & Tannsjo, 2012). 7E£ i
HLZE ), JEE AW A AR, SR EII(81%MRZ Ui WA L AR5 N2 RIFm), 2 11(63%)F1+
[E(52%), iXFRFEVETSCARLE, RStk EaTge A4 ThAI(Gold, 2014) . KA # R ILIX Lt 2>
N R G A W BN R, ZENERFEE SRR N, (BN T ZER A ST, LAt
SO, BT R AR A S, FRATEE B A B A B S SO AR AR

4. JETEFIRTAIHE & R H

SEG OV F A RN A0 22 Rk 255 AT 1 R TR R BT BT A A 1 O B 2 A W SRR A TR II R . A
SO RS RN N A 22 R 252 00 (1 OB A 9 45 R SCRE TR 2N R R FR A IS, R T —1
V2 53 A5 I RN X 3 2% (Young & Dungan, 2012). AN JE R W i Sh e S G AR — EAE T 5
FEZ= DR B AL FRAF DG I JLAN KM DX 30 S AR o 3k 8 DI 468 VBT AU B2 2, S 3 12 /2 (Borg
et al., 2008). 5141 : Moll %5(2002) L e i 3L 3R AR (MR 70 15 5 N\ T8 15175 188 R p 8 SR IBG , I 2 485 SR8 1,
AT B2 J0 T B0 ) P I HEE AR P 000 X 3 247 D9 FIUER T ) D0 B X 3k, RSB AV PAN i A AR .
Moran “5(2011) & AR LE B IR BB (MR A A ZE R (8] & ) F 58 OB AEHIWTT S5, 5 F R A
], A NTETE S PEAl Hoxd i P AR 22 L ) 4 SRR L /D, X R0 5 PN 0 i &3 152 Jo3 (MPFC) 5l
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DX PR A A A 0 O

o T A W, A BIE FEE A A5 U TTEG A X (RTPJ) S N\ 278 38 1 1 Wi o o At A AR [/ Rl 200 BECER A5
BEATHERE, AFEXHb N OHURS BRI H 0D, X5 BT IEE AT, SR b O HDIRES,
AR OT 22 58 ol FR) A AR ) W A T 5 i oo PR S HE 2 DAIE BH 1 T 1) & 3856 . Young AT Dungan (2012) 3347
T TS, DA E AT A SRS (RTPI) AETE AR A W IR, AT IZESS T RTPI &8Pl il (TMS) iy
JERAG IR, ARATREE REN, TMS BAK T Bl E S B EAAREE, RN 1 45 R Bk
R EENE . SRR A FIE I | R AETE LS W EARAE 22 e At . e ZEVTFANIE %
TEEANAEE LI BRI, MR R SE REW], AFFERZS 5E5MBIEEAR, M 13 $ 3| 53 LA
o Bk, AR RN O A KT DL SR 1 R s R A B DG I DX 48 ) L B 7 2 Bl 2 1]
TPAE R I IEAH G R, AR FRAR I, 2 55 TE 1 T 18 DR DX A2 PR T e il o 4 6% 1) 185 4 177 48 94 (Decety
et al., 2012). {CHMBTFERY], 5 AFFER NAEBATEEBESAIW, RIHEAFRR S, 25
MNFIFBC T 2 ME R I RIEP)EES T, KATRER N 7 AME SERAHKR AT IIRE NI, TR
(AR ZE ARG DA 5 155 26 Y 5 ME(N2) R N S LT e B AT 98 5 1) 2 T (LPP) 7 T 3 B th B S 1) 47 T 5%
i (Pasion et al., 2018).,

5. INESRE

AL EAR I | — L TE A SRR R R F 7B Haidt WANIE 20 SR 2 TE AT 7T “ 36
17, SR SRS O B TE R W A SRR T AR R BRI, ERAMAEL TR AN R, X
CAERR I OEIZ I AN . BATHREL ST AL, BF FCEE 5 2 1 SR A e B e, BRI kN2 Al
FEFPAEREE S FOARUK T TR, SERRA ZEITERE AT T R S IEAZ, WATETVERS 1 Z EREATEE
PRGNSR . HRERERAZ, Ko a2 7T, R B LIt 7t 247 a1 A
M TE, HARHHZEHA T R8G50 . B TT I shiE w28 1A T 5 SR A S 22 53 m] BEAS
& AER A B G A, T SRR S A — SR A B, AN BAAURRL. IXARIRIRA IR ST 4y
BARIRAFAE, DU A B O B AT IR AR T R 5 52

TEAE AN WA R 22 BHA B LA T 4F QRO MEE R, BEE I 18] (3RS, BTN ST aR 2
KA GRS NI RLE . AR, B OISR AR, X RRA T, LRSS IEMET
FOENBIMLA . FATAE ST RARTER 1 LE 200 25 SR8 TP W (1 DA S A SR e B 22 A R, Ay ROk
MIwETe, MHEZ REENREA, JERAAFAEIRE I, 40 AR IS IZ AN Ak B 5 A B B A 42
PURII R AE o JR BRI TARE RAAR R 38 N 5 24 NAE DB A WG S 2 B 22 AR BB, M
PR LA, R RGE R B AW ARSI AE 4 o AT DU ST — NS A R Y, xR AN
To 28 S ST SEANBU AL, DR R TE A W7 P (R S e 22 57
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