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Effect of Social Distance on the Response to Unfair Behaviors

ZHANG Han-yue, ZHAO Yu-fang

Faculty of Psychology , Southwest University , Chongqing 400715, China

Abstract: Two experiments were made in which standard and revised ultimatum game (UG) were used to
explore the effect of social distance on the response to unfair behaviors. Experiment one, which adopted
the standard UG, used a two-factor within-subject experimental design. The results showed that subjects
accepted more unfair distribution plan from in-group members than from out-group members. The fairness
of sharing the debt is as important as sharing the reward. So a second experiment was designed to explore
the effect of social distance on the response to unfair behaviors in the area of debt. The results showed that
people accepted more unfair distribution from in-group members than that from out-groud members; and
felt more satis fied to in-ground unfair distribution plan. In sum, our {indings showed that the closer the
social distance was, the more able people would be to tolerate and satisfy with unfair behaviors.

Key words: social distance; in-group; out-group; unfair behavior
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