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Children’ s Understanding of lying and Its Moral Evaluation
in Pro and Anti - social Situation

XU Fen' ZHANG Xiao-xian® ZHANG Xiao-yi’ XU Min’
(1. Institute of mental Health, Beijing Normal University 100875;

2. Psy chology Department, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310028 )

Abstract

The present study explores the age differences of chil-
dren in understanding theconcepts of lying and truth -
telling as well as their moral evaluationin pro ~and anti -
social situation. The results show that: (1)children over
4 years old can well understand lying and truth -
telling, they can also make correct moral evaluation. (2)

children less then 3 years old can not identify the differ-

ence between child behavior and verbal expression in
stories. (3)the pro ~and anti ~ social situation seems to
have significant effect on lying understanding of chil-
dren aged over 9 years.

Key words: Lying/truth - telling Moral evalua-

tion pro~and anti ~social situation



