+354. Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol. 23 No.2 2015

3-6 7 JLERRIEISER GEEITN SBERITANX R

SR AR, X155 TN
(ZFAIFERFHF IO LIE, KA 130024)

(HZE] B:F3-6 2 JLE ARSI GERSTENFA T i R i DL = Z MR . kR
FSCR BT S BT A SE 5 X 1L T VL BT T A LR LB AT T 050 25 5R  (DREAFIS S IS ok
HRZ (1 )L AT XA R S 02200, X AL S AR A AR ) /N R a3 . QBEAF IR AYHE I , LR ELIE
B TETP O e W R 4, SURTRANGT s AT B EAEIT M A BOR B E . OBEAFI RIS, FIRAT NS BT £
@A VEA LS B GETETFH 5 FIRAT N OO R 35 0 8538 LB R RS B EAETAN S5 AT N i
KEAAEY],

(K#gim] P MUSHA; EMETN

FESES: R395.6 DOI: 10.16128/j.cnki.1005-3611.2015.02.038

The Relationship among the Concept Understanding, Moral Evaluation
and Behavior of White Lies in Three—to—six Years Old Children
ZHANG Na, LIU Xiu-li
School of Psychology , Faculty of Education , Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130024, China
[Abstract]

white lie—telling behavior in in three—to—six years old children, the relationships of which were also examined. Methods:

Objective: To explore the developmental characteristics of the concept understanding, moral evaluation and

Five Kindergartens’ children from Sheyang and Liaoning Province were measured by two experimental methods with story
and real-life situations. Results: (DWith the growth of age, more and more children successfully distinguished the differ-
ences between truths and lies, and their understandings to the concept of white lies showed a trend of turning from big lies
to small lies. @Following the age growth, the moral evaluations of blunt truths got better firstly, and then get poorer, while
the moral evaluations of white lies were getting worse and worse. 3With the growth of age, the white lie—telling behavior s
scores are gradually increased. @ There were no significant correlations between the concept understanding, moral evalua-

tion of white lies and white lie—telling behaviors. Conclusion: No relationships have been found among the concept under-

standing, moral evaluation and their behavior of white lies.
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