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Interpersonal Differences: How Does the Relationship Affect the Attribution of Moral Responsibility
GUO Liang
(1. Guanghua Law School , Zhejiang University , Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310008, China ; 2. Institute of Science ,
Technology and Law ., Zhejiang University ., Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310008, China)

Abstract: Through comprehensive investigation, we found that people’s attribution of moral responsibility is influenced
by interpersonal relationship. First,the closeness or alienation of the attributors interest relationship would determine
whether the attribution is" internal attributiont’ or" external attributionl’ . In addition,expectations of certain behaviors
made by certain kind of roles will affect people’s attribution. Last but not least,it's a kind of human nature that people
distinguished "yod' from" mé' and thus using different attribution standards for ourselves and others. In the attribu-
tion of self-responsibility, the characteristics applicable to other people’s attribution of responsibility and the condition
of exemption from liability are invalid. Evidence shows the particularity and complexity of responsibility attribution.

Key words: moral responsibility attribution; internal attribution; external attribution; self-attribution; self-esteem;
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