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JUE SRR 32 SORIAS N 32 SCSCAR I T i 2847 7
TR AR, (HR AR = OO 5T ikt
FEAS N 3 SCSCAR T 50T B 8 08 25 5 i o %
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1993, p.13-14).

fEX— B, BN ETREZ, FAEAR
I K BN TR A3 e, i HBR 22 95 2% AR R 1Y
PR o TEVEE —DINE A O 3 5 AR 53
TR, AMARJRAE SR — MR, JF H221s TR ke
PLRE S XX J7 947 T LB 9% (Tedeschi & Nesler,
1993, p.18—19) I3 & (Y AE IE S uk & I 18 7 ] 51,
FEUEE NS YR L3 1 — A B 3R (Ty ler,
1996), #t & 025NN, Y17 R il U iy PRV
PRI, JFASREVERG M B TFE L 2y vh HOE AT
g (Merry & Silbey, 1984, p.151), BUIRTE R E &R F
WIEAER, A& % A, HRTHEXR
WS I A RE AR BE AT A AR AE YR b 2 2
TAEMG R SLBrf k. Blan, — IR AAFPE L
BRI, B AR R —G B E S KET
XV E, 9 M X B A K 56 R 26 =K [ml X |-
VRIEBETE R AR o X YRR MR TE 4R /2 280
T ETOMEmRAE . 7 F SR RN, XER R
NATAEAT: 23 2 T 3B AN 55 T ) 07 T 6900 B o 5
AoiiniiFz, [FEF, EATEERG A R,
TSR, Ik, 7ERVFRIRE 20— 2,
A NJERGEAZ B T X AN IE R, 3% 7 I
IZKFHIE L AR T, X SR TA R AR, AR
AARKI S22 57



422 N BL

¥ 44 %

33 EREMEERR

A — R EE AT S5 2 T B AT
JE AT B AN o 33 b et 358 ) A S A B A )0 B
SEMRYR o R 1) R O B e O BB IR AT ) 3
fith, TR ASE, 76 U9 PR BR S A ke 2] ok s o 2 A AR
o O BR2E T B AR 1T LB 3] Heider (1958) %
WIS, At A A T ] A R R Y R
£ JLEFERAEAR /N 05 e 2R A A A Y
AeRAEAES . BCERERN), Prik, 2w W s
LIPS b I (E P SNE23 ) NE (W G n b= I I 6
IE R, R R A0 far S Bl AT R ) R AT AR T
IR IR 2 SRR 5T ARG 3, 255 1) 0 T e v A 4
27 15 SCAREIE Y SEUERE 36 o 24 W SC AR UE PLAF
FORE, XMRER AR LERN, HoykIIEs
RIARNE N OCVEH 5, 38 AR &R Y
R BN AT A B S

Pe iy A (A AT AR A TR Y
DARETHERISZM, T LA BT A RGO 322 5T
o B Ay TR i O B R AR A 78 o AR AATTXF 37
ARV B BE R A9 204, Heider TA M SEATAG I K 4
B AR SRIBROCHR, BIERCHR, Al fisde .
B FEL . Heider AR, ZETHEHKE T, AR
CHURSTEH (1 an, B 1a)) e B i O R VTP 5
SERIEH T E R, XSS R, A R G R
4.0 BRI 21 ] G852 M 2 AR [R] 9 A 3L

AR, B SO 58 56 T A S i B 5T 1)
Heider AW 24 T #kfik . Hamilton F1 Sanders
(1992)XF ST A4 13 4] W [ B8 1) KR 98 A R, AE
TR ARSI TEAI R, H A AR 2 w5 B U
FEELH S E AR, ISR PEA T e T
R, AT AP BLG A  h H A A Z 3“5 R
PR R SE M, EHECRMIER . X5, PAAAR
B2 HH Z A E R o XA SO i B AR
WA SO B E A I A B H AR SO )
TRAR . R AT AR, 0i3E E ik
052 1) 5=~ A (%) A1 7 9 TA I (Triandis, 1995; Markus
& Kitayama, 1991), X EEXTIMSCAE R RE R EH
TR R I, SRR S SCE TG R A B T R
KA REFEE Z MR, B EEH X &
A% B A N IR

PR Ry G ik B TE BRI R 55 220, B WAEREE 7
P e R AR B R I R e . XRE, IR B R
S WE DR AIWUR SRS — A KE . Rk,
file NATTO B b /8 256 15 75 55 28 i W iZ = WE 9T 4[]

TR0 B At ) S SR A R o 1A g i
MRIBEAT R 5 A — AL SR B RS S —
M BIE N A2 R, R — B Pk
1255, v LLGE AR 20 BRE B AR, 1 B AT KT
SN BITE T FAT R, KA — A NHE— e i) [
MR,

Zo B E AR S B R, P O Y A TR it A A
PRI 2 — A L Rl )y X 2 A B R
HE) kSR AR TR R B o A R B A R
N it b R E N /A DD O R SN (B (5
JAER AL, FATEFEA FFE [FIE U 6 e A
DR I A — B M IRATSS ) KRR A R AT
K B FEAR B R, D BRE SATIA L 1A
DT 0 F0 S A N B AF 5 0T LAHS B FRATT 25 SR K
B NI R AR SR AR R IER . EEE
AT H E— 20 B SCAR Y ff B 25 A0 0 1 | )
FHAB P 2 X AATH A FPER B2 . 58, AT
B, R A R TE B 5 AR 2R T SOy .

TE— RIS, Levinsion 1 Peng (2007)
ok b E R SE G R AR A T A R AS TR 9 A TR
BB, TR, fFEERIERMEE T, JLHZE
FEXT T & AR A B AR R, VI
WO AN A &Sy, HETA R 25
NG = P < 1 R 27 = = 245 L S e e [ e N £
FEER B R EREE o WSRO B4 () R £
G R E LR L E AR, A, SS9 EAM
I, WEMEEYF A TERTIT A S,
AT 5 8B S 25 0 Uk, &Rl R
BE S EE v BRI 0 A TR E fE E
Fkt 252, 1 38 E e o] 5eN & R e AT
GIELES P9 w e AN DN TP
3.4 AfR

VAR — R e B ME A Al Dy o 2, 48 A SRR
T M3 NARAE— R, ShAEA H L R 25 B 1
Ii) B 7 VR A 2 A BT 3k B — B B X Ry =X
ANFE TR T 7E T, 5 = A . Hlesk
SEREI AT IO, M AR A ORI —
AN U5 Rl A f# D7 %8 (Gunning, 1995). &LAY
Heidi, 23S O TF IR SRR Y . TE A
HRIB, 5UFUAHM HE %A R £ 1L ¥ (Feinberg,
1989; Rendell, 2000b). %57k, A /R P87 A0 24 55
Nk EAR & o filhn, ZER Sl M2 R 25
Z A BRI E b, —3Uh S IE A T 3000 44
Pk, BFRER LI, ST M 96% M i 3 Al



3 1 XIFBH 45 B SR SEUETEERT S . SO0 B4 B PR AR S Tk 423

1% & I RR, IRMATE AT 75 —Fa s,
AT I PR S N . R A RS N SRR
RA Bt 58 X R A A7 I A M T B, AT
IR T REARE 1AL TS A LA Y 2 A
%% (Gunning, 1995, p.60).

ATy, Vv i 5T AE R 53 S5 D08 A i
M BURA T, mFSAEHR (G5 S E)
R — AT AS, ERKRRE B, ER S0
Y B 4 = SN e #0450 T — 5. an 2k
SCALAME L =5 A st ke 5 2ok B T, IR 45X
SRR SR ATEZ IR, PR 55 35 ) )
£ FAMEAE At 2 IR . 1R ) —Fhik
B, 25 IR T e I R ) SEU s £ P DAL U 2
NABTT BEAFTE AR 1% o TR 1) it R 2 AR 1)
BT DL B B Sh SE Rl Y, bR 32 0 B e
(A SEHLHIVE AR R /N, SEPR_E X Fh 3= 303 STAL S
FEARFNF IR A X7 #RH B X — B AR . BRI
WOk YN ELIPO EE R SRy i AN
5 R RAME A ST, BRI R b R T R
Wil 77, FEREE b, ST (E W 2 B B T T B4 A7

I SC A AT 2 8 P A i AR R 2 23 i e T X
(4 75 & (Taylor & Pryles, 1997)., 7 [, J#f#IE2
Ly A o YR B E ), A R 2 P B )
HesEeSerg Ja i, e E, KT 70%0 S T
AR T S SR v I YA D Y (Lauchli, 2000). 2010
8 H 28 HEE+—Jm e ARREFRESH SRR
SN UG T (AR N R A R A
B, HEEA 20114 1 A 1 HRR T, UM
rv A 23 4 O i DR v R A BR R B VE . B
pJ1E 5 A SR N B7Ry N o R A ) S i IR E 4
B A% 2% A S I 3 vk ) s b B A AE §5 (Boon,
1999), S YH SCAZ Jr LA ) TR, S PR A 3 #5
R, SRR T, DT Ry B
TR, WA ANASEPR Bek R ERE A
(Mathi, 1999). P M CHE TBEIT 45 A2
YOG FR, B T 2R FH R (A IR ) 3R A2 i e i 28,
X2 Xy X 25 FAR i R P2 TR PR R
fif i e ] S XU [ R i — BN Es R, ikl E R
B 7E 25 J7 #RIA R O DR A b 3 B A BE S
(Jayakumar, 1996),

4  ZEiE

M T AR S M RS R I EE, Mokt

FA W BT PR A A0 S PR DL R R Y 1 A TR AL

PEAT S o NSRS T A el B 22 AN [ B SRR
PRTC I S5 3dE L IS A 3R AR R T S0 5 2 itk
TEX R SR, 70 EE HOE T UL s
LA R S22 S B R SCRAE I, RSO fili i
it 2GR O R — A HAIN G AT B9 I FRATTAY 98
AR TR T R S Ew LA R R —
AIFR, A — i R ITEEARA T S0 B Y
TUEZR R AP . FATIN N #5 SO IEIE % 2 5T
AU AR SR AL T — A R A, E
BRG0P A A B ik A ] 4 e 3t
THEHE T

Alicke, M. D. (1992). Culpable causation. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 63, 368-378.

Boon, T. O. (1999). Introduction of mediation process:
lawyers give thumbs-up. The Straits Times, May 11.

Boucher, H. C., Peng, K. P., Shi, J. Q., & Wang, L. (2009).
Culture and implicit self-esteem: Chinese are “good” and
“bad” at the same time. Journal of Cross-cultural
Psychology, 40, 24-45.

Bruner, J. (1990). Acts of meaning. London: Harvard
University Press.

Cole, M. (1996). Cultural psychology: A once and future
discipline. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Corbin, A. L. (1964). Bibliography of the published writings
of arthur linton corbin. Yale Law Journal, 74, 311.

D’Andrade, R. G. (1995). The development of cognitive
anthropology. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Eisenberg, M. A. (1995). The limits of cognition and the limits
of contract. Stanford Law Review, 47(2), 211-259.

Feinberg, K. R. (1989). Mediation-a preferred method of
dispute resolution. Pepperdine Law Review, 16, S5.

Felstiner, W. L. F., Abel, R. L., & Sarat, A. (1980). The
emergence and transformation of disputes: Naming,
blaming, claiming. Law and Society Review, 15, 631.

Fischhoff, B. (1975). Hindsight # foresight: The effect of
outcome knowledge on judgment under uncertainty.
Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception
and Performance, 1(3), 288-299.

Geertz, C. (1973). The interpretation of cultures (pp. 3-30).
New York: Basic Books.

Gunning, I. R. (1995). Diversity issues in mediation:
Controlling negative cultural myths. Journal of Dispute
Resolution, 55, 56.

Haidt, J., Koller, S., & Dias, M. (1993). Affect, culture, and
morality, or is it wrong to eat your dog? Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 65, 613-628.

Hamilton, V. L., & Sanders, J. (1992). Everyday justice:
Responsibility and the individual in Japan and the United
States. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press.

Heider, F. (1958). The psychology of interpersonal relations.
New York: Wiley.

Heine, S. J., Lehman, D. R., Markus, H. R., & Kitayama, S.
(1999). Is there a universal need for positive self-regard?
Psychological Review, 106, 766—794.

Hillman, R. A. (2000). The limits of behavioral decision
theory in legal analysis: The case of liquidated damages.



424 L H

3

e 44 %

Cornell Law Review, 85, 717-738.

Hou, Y. B., & Zhu, Y. (2002). The effect of culture on
thinking style of Chinese people. Acta Psychologica Sinica,
34, 106-111.

[EEBE, KE. (2002). SO E BT 20520, L
PHAR, 34, 106-111.].

Jayakumar, S. (1996). Singapore government favors increased
use of ADR. World Aberration & Mediation, 7, 86.

Ji, L. J., Peng, K. P., & Nisbett, R. E. (2000). Culture, control,
and perception of relationships in the environment. Journal
of Personality and Social Psychology, 78, 943-955.

Jolls, C., Sunstein, C. R., & Thaler, R. (1998). A behavioral
approach to law and economics. Stanford Law Review, 50,
1471-1545.

Jordan, J., Mullen, E.,, & Murnighan, J. K. (2011). Striving for
the moral self: The effects of recalling past moral actions
on future moral behavior. Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, 37, 701—713.

Kahneman, D., & Tversky, A. (1973). On the psychology of

prediction. Psychology Review, 80(4), 237-251.

Kahneman, D., & Tversky, A. (1979). Prospect theory: An
analysis of decision wunder risk. Econometrica, 47,
263-292.

Kamin, K. A., & Rachlinski, J. J. (1995). Ex post # ex ante,
determining liability in hindsight. Law & Human Behavior,
19, 89-104.

Langer, E. (1975). The illusion of control. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 32, 311-328.

Langevoort, D. C. (1998). Behavioral theories of judgment and
decision making in legal scholarship: A literature review.
Vanderbilt Law Review, 51, 1499-1540.

Lauchli, U. M. (2000). Cross-cultural negotiations, with a
special focus on ADR with the Chinese. Mitchell Law
Review, 26, 1045-1064.

Leung, K., & Bond, M. H. (1989). On the empirical
identification of dimensions for cross-cultural comparisons.
Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 20, 133-151.

Levy, R. 1. (1973). Tahitians: Mind and experience in the
society islands. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Levinsion, J., & Peng, K. (2004). Different torts for different
cohorts: A cultural psychological critique of Tort Law’s
actual cause and foreseeablity inquires. Southern
California Interdisciplinary Law Journal, 13, 195-226.

Levinsion, J., & Peng, K. (2007). Value cultural difference in
behavioral economics. The ICFAI University Journal of
Behavioral Finance, 1, 32-47.

Licht, A. N., Goldschmidt, C., & Schwartz, S. H. (2007).
Culture rules: The foundations of the rule of law and other
norms of governance. Journal of Comparative Economics,
35, 659—688.

Ma-Kellams, C., Spencer-Rodgers, J., & Peng, K. P. (2011). 1
am against us? Unpacking cultural differences in ingroup
favoritism via dialecticism. Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, 37(1), 15-27.

Markus, H. R., & Kitayama, S. (1991). Culture and the self:
Implications for cognition, emotion, and motivation.
Psychological Review, 98, 224-253.

Mathi, B. (1999). “Face” a factor in mediation. The Straits
Times, March 28.

McGill, A. L. (1996). Responsibility judgments and the causal
background. In D. M. Messick & A. E. Tenbrunsel, (Eds.),
Codes of Conduct: Behavioral Research into Business
Ethics (pp. 228, 233-234). New York, NY: Russell Sage

Foundation.

Merry, S. E., & Silbey, S. S. (1984). What do plaintiffs want?
Reexamining the concept of dispute. The Justice System
Journal, 9, 151-178.

Miller, J. G. (1984). Culture and the development of everyday
social explanation. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 46, 961-978.

Morris, M. W., & Peng, K. P. (1994). Culture and cause:
American and Chinese attributions for social and physical
events. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 67,
949-971.

Nisbett, R. E., Peng, K. P., Choi, 1., & Norenzayan, A. (2001).
Culture and systems of thought: Holistic versus analytic
cognition. Psychological Review, 108, 291-310.

Norenzayan, A., Dar-Nimrod, 1., Hansen, I. G, & Proulx, T.
(2009). Mortality Salience and Religion: Divergent Effects
on the Defense of Cultural Values for the Religious and the
non-Religious. European Journal of Social Psychology 39,
101-113.

Norenzayan, A., & Nisbett, R. E. (2000). Culture and causal
cognition. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 9,
132-135.

Peng, K. P., Ames, D., & Knowles, E. (2001). Culture and
human inference: Perspectives from three traditions. In D.
Masumoto (Ed.), Handbook of Culture and Psychology (p.
243). New York: Oxford.

Peng, K. P., & Knowles, E. (2003). Culture, education, and the
attribution of physical causality. Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, 29, 1272-1284.

Peng, K. P., & Liao, J. Q. (2009). Culture and the attribution
process and probability models: An exploration. Social
Sciences in China, 180(6), 31-40.

(YL, BIVLEE. (2009). SCA65 U9 B 4 it AR o R A 5 A
BIRER. [ FEEFI, 180(6), 31-40.]

Peng, K. P., & Nisbett, R. E. (1999). Culture, dialectics, and
reasoning about contradiction. American Psychologist, 54,
741-754.

Peng, K. P., Yu, F., & Bai, Y. (2011). Experimental ethics:
New challenges and contributions to the understanding of
human moral behaviors. Social Sciences in China, 182(6),
15-25.

(ZHLF, WE, HIFH. (2011). SEEMRPIE: BF5T . STk 5Pk
W%, AR AFR, 182(6), 15-25.]

Pettigrew, T. (1979). The ultimate attribution error: Extending
Applort’s cognitive analysis of Prejudice. Personality and
Social Psychology Bulletin, 5, 461-471.

Posner, R. A. (1996). Rational choice, behavioral economics,

and the law. Stanford Law Review, 50, 1551-1575.

Rachlinski, J. J. (1998). A positive psychological theory of
judging in hindsight. University Chicago Law Review, 65,
571-625.

Rachlinski, J. J. (2000). The ‘new’ law and psychology: A
reply to critics, skeptics, and cautious supporters. Cornell
Law Review, 85, 739-766.

Rendell, H. M. O. (2000a). ADR versus litigation. Journal of
Dispute Resolution, 55-FEB, 69, 70.

Rendell, H. M. O. (2000b). Mediation deters alienation in
disputes. Today’s School Psychologist, December 14.

Ross, L. (1977). The intuitive psychologist and his
shortcomings: Distortions in the attribution process. In L.
Berkowitz (Ed.), Advances in Experimental Social
Psychology (vol. 10, pp. 173-220). New York: Academic
Press.



3 1 XIFBH 45 B SR SEUETEERT S . SO0 B4 B PR AR S Tk 425

Saks, M. J., & Kidd, R. F. (1980). Human information
processing and adjudication: Trial by heuristics. Law and
Society Review, 15(1), 123-160.

Shweder, R. A. (1991). The astonishment of anthropology. In
Thinking Through Cultures: Expeditions in Cultural
Psychology. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Shweder, R. A., & Much, N. (1991). “Determinations of
meaning: discourse and moral socialization” originally

from “moral development through social interaction.” In W.

Kurtines & J. Gewirtz (Eds.), Thinking Through Cultures:
Expeditions in Cultural Psychology (pp. 186-240)
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Spencer-Rodgers, J., Boucher, H. C., Mori, S. C., Wang, L., &
Peng, K. P. (2009). The dialectical self-concept:
contradiction, change, and holism in East Asian cultures.
Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 35, 29—44.

Spencer-Rodgers, J., Peng, K. P, & Wang, L. (2010a).
Dialecticism and the co-occurrence of positive and negative
emotions across cultures. Journal of Cross-Cultural
Psychology, 41, 109-115.

Spencer-Rodgers, J., Williams, M., Hamilton, D. L., Peng, K.
P., & Wang, L. (2007). Culture and group perception:
Dispositional and stereotypic inferences about novel and
national groups. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 93(4), 525-543.

Spencer-Rodgers, J., Williams, M. J., & Peng, K. P. (2010b).
Cultural differences in expectations of change and
tolerance for contradiction: A decade of empirical research.
Personality and Social Psychology Review, 14, 296-312.

Spencer-Rodgers, J., Williams, M., & Peng, K. (2012).

Culturally based lay beliefs as a tol for understanding
intergroup and intercultural relations. International
Journal of Intercultural Relations, in press.

Sunstein, C. R. (1997). Behavioral analysis of law. University
Chicago Law Review, 64, 1175-1194.

Taylor, V., & Pryles, M. (1997). The cultures of dispute
resolution in Asia. In M. Pryles (Ed.), Dispute Resolution
in Asia (Vol. 1, p. 18). Hague: Kluwer Law International.

Tedeschi, J. T., & Nesler, M. S. (1993). Grievances:

Development and reactions. In R. B. Felson & J. T.
Tedeschi (Eds.), Agression and Violence: Social
Interactions and Perspectives (pp. 13-45). Washington, DC:
American Psychological Association.
Triandis, H. C. (1995). Individualism and collectivism.
Boulder, CO: Westview Press.
Tversky, A., & Kahneman, D. (1971). Belief in the law of
small numbers. Psychological Bulletin, 76, 105-110.
Tversky, A., & Kahneman, D. (1974). Judgment under
uncertainty: Heuristics and biases. Science, 185, 1124—1131.
Tyler, T. R. (1996). The relationship of the outcome and
procedural fairness: How does knowing the outcome
influence judgments about the procedure? Social Justice
Research, 9, 311-325.
Tyler, T. K., Lind, E. A., Huo Y.J. (2000). Cultural values and
authority relation: the psychology of conflict resolution
across cultures. Psychology, Public Policy,& Law, 6,

1138 —-1163.
Wang, E. J., & Yue, G. A. (2006). Moral diversity between
eastern and western cultures — a analysis in the

perspective  of cultural
Civilization, (2), 52-56.

[ERF, SREZ. (2006). AR P47 SO 5T 1918 R0 2% 5
— kAT XA N . E G, (2),
52-56.]

Yang, Z. F. (2009). A case of attempt to combine the Chinese
traditional culture with the social science: The social
psychological research of “Zhongyong”! Journal of Renmin
University of China, (3), 53—-60.

oy, (2009). g 3cfb Sk aRlas 5 2 SLF): hRn
ORISR, SEHARBAFZFR, (3), 53-60.]

Yu, F., Peng, K. P., Han, T. T, Chai, F. Y., & Bai, Y. (2011).
Dilemma of moral dilemmas: The conflict between emotion
and reasoning in moral judgments. Advances in
Psychological Science, 19(11), 1702-1712.

(M, P, ik, 5807, FFE. (2011). EEREZ
IR ——1h SRR AL, O BEFLF I E, 19(11), 1702-1712.]

psychology. Morality and

Challenge and Contribution of Cultural Psychology to Empirical Legal Studies

LIU Bang-Hui'; PENG Kai-Ping*’

(" School of Society, China University of Political Science and Law, Beijing 100088, China)

(* Department of Psychology, University of California, Berkeley, CA94720, USA)

(* Department of Psychology, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract

Empirical legal studies can benefit from the research findings of cultural psychology to understand the

fundamental principles of law. Research findings in cultural psychology have shown that Eastern Asian cultures

and North American cultures differ significantly in value orientations, moral judgments and cognitive styles.

East Asian values emphasize collectivism and North American values emphasize individualism. East Asians
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moral reasons are centered on the principles of duties and responsibilities whereas North American moral
reasons are centered on the principles of autonomy and justice. East Asian cognitive styles tend to be more
holistic, focusing on context, backgrounds and relations and the North American cognitive styles tend to be more
analytic, focusing on objects, categories and dispositions.

Such cultural differences have profound implications in legal understanding and legal practices, as laws are
human machinery and are subject to the influence of human values, moralities and cognition. Mounting evidence
in cross-cultural legal studies has shown East and West differences in causation inquiry, responsibility judgments,
contract formation and mediation practices. Research indicates that East Asian causal reasoning is less likely to
make the fundamental attribution error as North Americans do. East Asians’ responsibility judgments, compared
with North Americans’, involve more contextual information (such as moral judgments) than the law actually
warrants. East Asians’ contract formation may be more based on relational obligations than the North
Americans’, which are rule based. The compensation judgments by East Asians appear to be based on the
consequence whereas judgments made by North Americans seem to be based on intention judgments. East
Asians also prefer mediation in conflict resolutions while North Americans prefer litigation in conflict
resolutions.

We argue that these differences could influence people’s understanding, construction and use of laws in
fundamental ways. As the law attempts to further understand people, and as theorists continue to evaluate how
human life and law influence each others, scholars in both psychology and law must challenge themselves to
reflect on the law’s substantive and procedural standards being applied in different cultural groups.. We hope
our paper can generate enough interests among Chinese psychologists and legal scholars to start the journey
towards finding solutions that both considers cultural psychology’s empirical findings and effectuates our legal
ideals. The cross-culture empirical legal studies hence not only provide a new paradigm for legal scholarship but
also provide theoretical guidance for advancing Chinese legal studies in global stages as well as in resolving

international legal disputes between people from China and other countries.

Key words empirical legal science; cultural psychology; value orientations; moral judgments; cognitive styles



