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EfEMEE S EENERORMEAD IR A HEEMNAEEE DR

Hik  #oC B B RZPBCE R IO S E R
AR - FALREHER A Z0E D
A TH ] [ W SZ R S DR vt k=70
F—U— FEEMAFERLE. HMREER. EEMEE. EEMER. BE

1. FE-BO

Tg
o

TEEME (morality) IZT A& L TR B AT KD T 21745 LM THE2MEET) ) (B, 2013)
THY, BiE, R, BE. 1TE), AL V-7 ADH WA & BRT 5, TDH, i
FROMRIEI S Z Y Tl DB OFF RN S BT 5 (B AE OB 5E
2, 1992), ARSI, GEEORBREEBRICE S Z2 Y THET A0 LIEEN NG (Bandura,
1999) ZHY EiF, A TORNEMALOMIR & EEAHIET (Turiel, 2002) &V 5 FESHIFREIDFF
% & OB R OVEREAORN & BEE L CHIlr L 0 L BICAE LD E B2 5N TV 5 EH (Haidt, 2001)
ERTEMEAE N & OBIRERET 2 Z &2 BN E T 5,

Bandura (1999,2002,2016) (%, iEEAEEEA B CFEGER O ARTEME(LIZ L 0 BERER 71T
BCIZ RN L, EARMNRITAEZLARSEDZER/H D &V ) EEN AR LT T L A2
B L7z, ANEMAERE (Bandura, Barbaranelli, Caprara, & Pastorelli, 1996) % W 7=AFE0 6, A%
PEALBER OB S L XBITE), x> MU, Rz Lo, 20, BFENE, T ) XAKE
ERfRDOH D Z LR E 72 (Bandura, 2016; Bandura, McAlister, & Owen, 2006; Bussey & Bandura,
1999; Gini, Pozzolil, & Hymel, 2014; Killer, Bussey, Hawes, & Hunt, 2019), ©23E T, KFAEDE
SHBBATEN A b7 O TR OELCET A58 (518 - 5 H,2004) /NHFRADWEOINE -
PHBLRER & BRI ATEYE(L & OBEICBE T 20158 (FEE - 2K, 2019) 2MThi Tl | EHEAAR
TG DS BITEI~D R BT 4 T B R STV 5,

Bandura OFEEPIRBEIEERR LM S | i ~DEESCAIE S OHIWEA KD B HRIUZIBN T,
BN EZPNEHAL S D 5 2 L IXLIRTD B ST & 72, Piaget (1932/1953) DiEfEFSE
PR & 8 B 7 Turiel (2002 2008a) |2 X At iufEIk PR (social domain theory) (23T h
FEHBBLEROTEARIZ LY | WRAITE 2 EE HROBE SR (F. HEIIL—AThH D)
L. Bz LT iiﬁbw <‘: WO I 28N 2 TR EZELL LD 7528 (B iz E
E e T&It)#ﬁméhf%toﬁﬁ FIRR)I - KEA « B (20202) (30 1 AEAED D 6 4R
A F TERIGUZ LTI TR DORZ L 72 DG D [ER) 2T 28K T Mo
W ORMTHD = &%ﬁﬁbto@%@ﬁr® NN BRI A TR L S, F OFRMANE
TEAE LIS DB L > TR SN S = & CHEBBESORE RS, SF VB RIEMARE T
HEFEZBND, £ T, KX OME 1 TliE, EANOETERRIEME L O & A2 ik R
DRI T 2 T2 TERERPRIB OB & OB 2 e+ 2 2 2 HE T 5,

Piaget (1932/1956) (ZhfE 2 ERERHI OBFZTITHINT & HERR & V> o 725 AR (2 FE A 24 T
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TE D, AR GETER 2B E D b BB L ZIUCHIBET 20 2 EE T 2 B MR N Sz,
Haidt (2001,2012/2014,2013) |2 X 2389 ESBIEET /L (social intuitionist model) ~Cl3i&E A
WHIEEMEBIC L > T & S BE R HIXZ 0% & U CEMMHEGR R & Sh b,
ZLTC, #Emlc Lo THIRN BN, BEBNAERINTZVTDHZ LITFEA LRV ERES
NTW5, ZOEEA LT R ORI I ENE LIS T 2R CEAE L TEb0
ThHHEL, KOS OVEESINTWD, 2F 0, 77T (care) /faE (harm) |, [/AIE (fairness)
/ H.HEME (reciprocity) |, [N (ingroup) /3K (loyalty) |, [#EE& (authority)  Z54K (respect) |,

[#HE2 (purity) Bk (sanctity) | ThH D, ZALHDIEEIAE (moral foundations) [FLOFY =
—/LE LTHEREL . ARk F A2 BT 58 —Th D ERESNTWVD, KiIT, 6 DH
OFRMEL LT TAHHME] 2NBIME7- (Haidt, 2012/2014), Haidt (2012/2014,2013) 1%, E{E
HEOHFLEER, AESCHBO LS 2E A0 AAEMEOMEUIRET 55 2 FBECkEA TRl

BEZTEE L ISNERFFRYLICEL T AL IC LM TE W2 & 2 fEH 9 5, Haidt
& Graham (2007) (X, fHA D BAEOMHEITM X, ANFES IS OB FE TR L 7z L RE O fH e
SMEOMEL G B L, ANESEAICES L CX 22 oiEfEilg. > v EEESERG
ZERENFEOBEEM S E =T D5 L FRT D,

BRI TEE W 28 Z LA RE L TWA YD, BHEEERET 5 S0EO NS
v APEFERNETEAL & RIEMALDOBAZEEED LB 2D Z LN TE D, FBERIC & > GEIED
AIEHACITFRINOEAL T BBIOMAZEE WD Z &2, £ 2T, KO 2 Tl
BN OIEFEHAE L B R ANIE ML & OB ZRETd 5 2 L2 ET 5,

2. IR 1

2-1 H®Y

R - FARII - A (2021) 1F 15 %000 22 K E TOHFFEL AR, ES{LDOER], [FRRO
B [FHBOES] D 35D FALRED HERL SN D EFERIEMALREZERR L7z, Z LT,
3 OO FREL LBMHEOFBAEEICE S, BEUICHSNTFALD IR L 2WmE LT,
FTo, B LOESLTHCHIRYEEEREEE REE (CF L - 5 57,2004) @ TERFE.L) EAICHBET 52 &
WIERIA EHSFE & (FHl - =3, 2015) S RICHBET 5 2 &, Y1 a3 —m (B - /NE -
B - S - 1 —)1,2015) LIEICHBEIT 5 Z & 2WE L, REOZYMEAR L, AwmXTIEC
DOREZMFEH LT, HAOBEEHREE LERZHET 5,

R E (2002) [ S SRR O N5 b | BEHEI RS AR ENE L 72 BRIT BT (moral) |
183 (conventional) . fl#l A (personal) &9 3 DOMEBEOMEAZFEENAICTIEE L, O & > DHHr
EATENC 7217 5 2 & 2 EE B A (moral autonomy) & EFé L 72, Kusumoto, Ueoka, Tonegawa,
& Shuto (2018) (3 VEEH & FHEM OB A AL, FEIBOREICZ > THB 242 TR
A AR NI S ARSI S  S 2 & A ST A DmFHNEI AL B & EE I B E A D
HEBEEZREIES THHEIEKE) O3 2042470360, THHREEKA ] oS &b
FRATHDZ L xR L, DRREENGEIR) & THHEIERAE) X, AREE2 00, E66%
TEIKFHEDELN DL XA T LEZ HND, WF5E1 T, Kusumotoetal. (2018) (2 & 2Bl
AR EZEH L, EAOEMBPIBEO Y A T E2RET 5,

EIEPATEMEAL & SEHEEESOTER 2 L 1T EE 6 bAESERE O 7 1 & 22OV T ORERMEES
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THY, HEmOBIUIRZ2 D OO, MFEOMEEITmNEEX bND, 22T, 51 T,
18 D 22 I E COEH ZXRIZL T, Eﬁ%?@@k@ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ&%7&@%Lﬁ%
Bt 2 Z LA BN E T2, BEENBEOFEEGHEAS GEEIIHIER, B REERE) 1XEED
RIEMEALER DN SN E N TFHRTE 5,

2-2 ik

Msm&

A (200 44, B 50%. Mae=16.93) . K74 (247 44, T 45%. Moe=19.46) . = LT 18
WD 22 i E TORE N (200 44, B 50%, Mwe=22.01), &5t 647 AT EICH I Lz, @itk
HEEHBNFIF Y TA VHERTO s aA~—lroT 007 (R) BV 70—k Lz, @RAEL
R NOSIME TG - FR)I - AR (2021) & —HEHL TS

(2) EfEE

OEEMREEIERE

g - FIRR)I - FEAR (2021) OBHFE L7 BRI NEMELRERSH W S 4L7z (Table 1-1), Z DR
X TEXYbDEA |, EROER], [FHMIOEA] O3 OO FLRENLREY . A8F9HE.
6 BtEREE (1< 22 BbRn~6:L THM<ZEHEY) ORETHL, HE1OY 7L Th
FERERIIR 18T OFE R, REOEASEIXHomn2 ENRsiviz ( x2=116.59, df=24, p<.001;
CFI=.95, AGFI=.93, RMSEA=.08, SRMR=.04) , RFED 77 11 > /N 7 D affE5IX [ IE 4L DEA) 77,
MEROEL] 77, [FHMEOER] 68 THY ., HEMILEZ B E T HRE L L TEE DN
AMEEEWE R TN TE S,

Qut 2 EERFIMTRE

Kusumoto et al. (2018) O EFER I R EE X E#E - FIAR)I - B - A (2020b) OHFZET
b SN, HODOREIX 4 DO TMRE, DEVEM, BHE, MA, BCEH (prudential)
MOHREY, FTMREZELIC3IHE, G 1REEHY ., 5 EEFE (1< ELRN~5:LTH
W) OB TH -7z (Table 1-2), MERERIKF- o OFER, REOEGEITEWD &L ARS
( x*=157.18, df=48, p<.001; CFI=.96, AGFI=.94, RMSEA=.06, SRMR=.05) , 7 10 > /X 77 D af%¥IZ
R 73, 18E 64, HAN 89, HOEH 63 THY ., WA E L TITREDONIEEAMEIT 4
HHERRTZENTED,

@) FHheE

RFPAIITEME IR ZEO P TlAN S 4L, REROZESRRIZFEmE, BS iz, £72EM
ZLE U S D% Google Form FIZIER L, A 74 THHIETEL L HIC LT, FIERFRIEH

STHY ., FEIEIT 925% Thote, MRAELIHER NIV T4 VIESHEBRRFAELFRUE
MEZ A T4 CEEMICET LA T 7 L THEM LT,

4) RIBAECE

LR OMETH -T2, BN ITITECRXOT T, EEIMEETH Y EERTTHHIETX
52 &, BENRIIHRICOBMERT 52 L, flx OREDINBIZHNL DT RNT & KY:
HEDOLGEIIIREORAE « T EITER LW Z EXEH I Tz, RIEAROELZ S - TR
BIZFEEBE LI AR Lz, @RELHSANOGER, HESFED Y 7 v— MZARBIZIS UZS
METHLTD, BIEOREMEIZZ V7T LTWD &l LT,
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Table 1 JERERIATE ML R E OWERBAIIE -4 Hr Dt R

fERERI IR F- 23 AT # 5R

HH
AR B3 TEIME AR
NT1—1E4{bDEH, M=1.98, SD=1.00, o f%%k=.77
NFNEHTED, WEHBNZVLTIZRETED .70 49 2.09 1.25
FELRLEONWSZSRETT-ELONENTEDI LT 7 .60 1.79 1.11
BHUEER T2 IO 570D, ZDOFOFFEMEFEL THEW 72 51 2.06 1.24
NF2— IR DEH, M=2.51, SD=2.33, a f5%=77
FELRAEMNZDIRLIZ0 T D01, 722D TRRISEE Zgu 63 40 2.78 1.24
TELOVEDIE, FELRLOLSNAEVRES T EVOERITHE /2 .80 .63 2.19 123
FELOELRR SRV, HEOO—FIZEE 20 74 .55 2.56 1.28
NF3—fHlDEI, M=2.54, SD=2.67, o f%%=.68
igﬁgj?uéﬁﬁioﬂ\mi, ER Y/ N GANN=E o IR I A N = S = 66 m 251 133
MR L 7 fEEDIZA O —ERICLBERL TR T 2T D DT EITAFT .65 43 2.65 122
NZEIKZ T ~IE, WEREET 2L 37on L7228 TR .59 35 248 1.31

W BRIE L RN D 6 HOMIZHHT 5D,

Table 2 Fh2 B AW R OMERRAIIE -4 Hr Dk R

HE MERERIRF- 23T il SR
At Eisndis FEME IR S

[XF1—moral, M=4.40, SD=0.71, a{%%k=.73

BOMANLES TR EEKED .68 A7 4.51 0.82

YN CHARTAEHRAE B 53 OV AR — MWW C (5 SCikE R~ EHT5 .64 41 4.13 1.00

A7 Y (Fyb kD HFE)IZ, EA TRILOZRWE N 2 HZAL .76 58 4.55 0.81
[Kl-f-2 —conventional, M=3.54, SD=0.81, o f%%k=.64

ANEBHPIZ, AR TA=LETD .65 42 3.30 1.07

A LD N HESHE CHEELTD .65 42 3.68 1.05

SIOUE A LSO A DRIZZoZEVIAIHLETD .54 29 3.63 1.09
[K¥-3—personal, M=1.77, SD=1.00, a {%%=.89

falz 2> —% AITWD NER ISR D .83 .68 1.92 1.19

BEIRTF (Lo ooee ) 12l d 90 81 L.64 1.05

BAG O, F587-% ZBICT L0 OB TiizZ 0% .84 .70 1.76 1.09

[~ ¥-4 —prudential, M=2.89, SD=0.95, at%%=.63
o7 =R ()= ZL O ER DAL RS M Efh - AT R T

S A b T2 l) i F i 75 56 237 127
FRIDEEBN, —H —REILMEEEEDRN 60 35 3.10 1.29
F—Ru—r%& Uiz 4 T (L O BRI TIIT 47 22 3.20 1.21

I RIZ LRSS ORI 3T,

2-3 fEREER

(1) S EERFIETER & EENAREECER & DR

EREARTEMAL & A EEARIET R EIC SN T, M RE S S ICEFEEO EHMERE L, £
NoxERESSRE Lz, £ LT, Fln & M #Hl Lz AR ES R OmHEBESRE A B L,
CORERIZ Table 1-3 12 F LD BTV D, &RMIC, RIEMELEIM 23 E < 72 D200 CEREREK
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TOHIWHITE L 2V ANZE < 72 2 —77 T, (EABEE T ORI TN TR < o> T b, 18
BIGREAY.3 LA EOBAMRIZ, TIEM kDB LA COES K (r=-35) L{EAHEKTO
XM (= 43) OMICED LN, 2F V., [IEXLOEL] BEWFIZE, thE~DfEEL
PEO G TRV EIRVHEET L, EAOBBENTFIN D50 TIE L D E &g 28 m 35
b, BERANIEM LR E R & A O 2, Hhidiesb00, £H5HEN
)T ENREINT,

Table 1-3 JEFEAYANEMEALAG A & AL EEAHIETGA & OFHBIREL N=641

TR ARTE ML
E4{ko fiEFR D FEAG
£ EH EH
M 1.97 2.50 2.54
SD (0.99) (1.04) 0.99)
M 439 " . -
JETE -35 -.14 -25
I SD 0.71)
N
= M 3.53 .
i 153 -.01 -.08 -.09
i SD (0.81)
@ M 1.78 . . »
ol fEHA 43 14 20
i SD (1.01)
b
M 2.88
HOEH 17 00 09
SD (0.95)

"p<05 " p<.01
) AR &M A e U 7= fRAE B AR 2
TRAITI~6, PBAIZI~SORICATT B,

(2) BRHBEIA TICLIERNOTFHLERDEE

OEEHBEREZIAT

4 SOEEIE IS EOEENSESEZ D EICBNMEE 7 7 A X =098 (K-means {£) 12X 0%
WU T-RE R, JeATAFFE (Kusumoto et al., 2018; B (L, 2020a, 2020b) & [FAEED 3 DD X A T HH
H & (Figure 1-1), HlD | BEXGEEMASGERE & 158 (8 T < B AFEIR TRV & 1 7’0 THEK
ﬁmmJW3M)@Aﬁweaaﬁﬁfﬁéﬁmmwmw&47f%éfﬁ%mﬁﬂjwlﬂ)

HER L B OB CEIFEEMEOENY A 70 THHBEBAERA ] (N=175)ThH 7=, INFEEND
ﬁ NE TOFEEIED & 5 BINHE Z KR LTZEEROMRIZB W T—E LT3 204 A4 7033
DIV Z Sk, THEOHGE ) DR FEmEI  TE R 2SEERBEEY A 7L LTk
TEDHAREMZRIE L TV 5,

QEEMFERILEREZRBERE LS8 A T

W BERZ A T E2ERET 5 1 K 3 KAED ANOVA OFEF. 3 DOELHEOTTITE
WTENENAEIZR o7z (Table1-4), TIEX{bDEAR] & [FHHOEL] TrI@RHEnHEA> 8 h
SRR RS GEIORT B | TR 0D 25 | ~ClIam RIS - B dEAE R g leloat JS A C db - 72 (Figure
1-2),
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1.50
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0.50
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-0.50
-1.00
-1.50
-2.00
CLUSTER 1 CLUSTER 2 CLUSTER 3
TR st EEVuvNi
N=157 N=314 N=175
= E{E = fEA Si=kig:

Figure 1-1 #henBf@RHINIS R D 7 T A 2 — 45 Hr OfEF

Table 1-4 EEWEEHX A 7 Z L OEFBHANEMALS R

EXS b DER SRR D 77 A 0D 78 7
EEBEREX AT AN CEHE RS FEE YRS FRIE YR
A T TR 157 2.69 1.17) 2.75 (1.06) 2.90 (1.09)
B RIS 309 1.67 0.75) 233 (0.98) 232 (0.93)
C H HEm R 175 1.86 (0.87) 2.60 (1.07) 2.59 0.92)
F(2,638)=68.35 F(2,638)=9.63 F(2,638)=19.00
fién 2=.18, p<.001 fiin 2=.03, p<.001 f®n *=.06, p<.001
Jopawe AoB poB AR
A>C ** A,C A>C **
B<C * B<C * B<C **
6.00
5.50

Pt e
N
=
S

S

3.00
2.50
2.00
1.50 @%
1.00

E4{EDEA IR D TE 2 AT D TE 2

ol

HE

WERHR SEEGSR @@ A
Figure 1-2 EFEM A MY A 7 2 & OBHEARIEMALAG RO 2EE

(=T = — TR YR E)
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TAUH OFERIL, BRI B EOBEFIE AR GRRENEIR, B B RR) OEHENRTEME
HrnmneE PRUIAGEE —B L TWD, BB A 7O F The b a2 siiod i o AR
TEMEAE M 28— B LTS RIS U T, PRI~ DR A 7850 LA S HIREHl 2528 L
720 WZHHID G O B BE S BN OHER DO A2 L7202 2 A4 T3S MO E I
INEWNWZ ERTREINTZENWR D,

—J, GBS A 7 TIT B REIERE X0 b il R O AR RE T O 5 SRR
EmnoTo, T OfESIT Hasebe, Nucci, & Nucci (2004) OfEF L 6 —ET 5, 515, HAOEK
HERBIZU T, BOERP L OFARMEICE TR, FELRZOHREZREESS
2GRV EE, FELOLHMREENSFEIKR T T2 &2 A Uic, @REHNHIRIT— R, 7€
JIECTEWFIZRZ 500 Lty DEMICHEZRAL YA T ThHhL B2 bND, &
DT, ARBFGERE S D O ITm RN G O 1 LETEFEIR O M ~DfEE & v 5 B 21/ M FHE 3
HHZRBADERE HOXA T THDH I ENRBINT, L L7225, Kusumoto etal. (2018)
3 H BB R O R EFEO TN FER@ G OENT & 2R LTS, mEHmHIT & [ R
MEDEHTHBWFRAOELE LB, LEMERICELEZ KFETONIONT, 5% EICH
MEMXDZEBVNETHD,

3. BAEI

3-1 B®

Graham, Nosek, Haidt, Iyer, Koleva, & Ditto (2011) % 5 S OEEFEZHET 5 RE (moral
foundations questionnaire) & {Ek L, £ < ODAFEE L% 5 2 7= (] 213, Basrli & Wright, 2012) ,
WFSE 2 Tld, T OREE TR B & B RNEMbEm & OBEEZ T2 2 L 2 B/
&9 %, Grahametal. (2011) OEFEIMEREZ B ARNICEH UREOZ S VEZRREE L7258 (R
I - AL - TFEEE A, 2017; AT - =0, 2019) IS XD & JEREIEAR O R S TR RICK O
FERE—ETHHDOD, 5 OOHMED 5 HLAFEE (purity) OBERIT A ARNITITENGEA 23 < . N7
REEE U THHT 212324 MR RIT D Z Emaiiz, EERTORNEESEITE < 72 <
HARNHOFH LVGETERE R E ORI OMEMENREZ N TS, L, sESMEE OFER O
AT HBIIA Y DT ABRREEZHND ZEDREE LVOIEHOLNTH D, EREINATEMELIX

RO ERZ | BIEMRITEBZ ZNENRET 5720, W98 2 13 8E e b ORI LD BRZ 54
Té oD, ZORD, WE ORI OV TORGITRHIRE S L2 > 70,

3-2 Ak

(1) sm#E

BATRHLIX D A KEN S RFEA 2554 (144 1104, 2454280 4, 34EA 354, 4 4E430 4 ;
HEFLE N4, BRFFE 234, TR 2 4, B84 4, HEFH 134, Kb A 14) 2B
AW LTc, B 49 4. otk 106 4. FHIFENE 19.67 5% (SD=1.32) Th o7z,

(2) BMEAR

OEEMTEHIERE

W91 L RBEDO RENAWSNTZ, BIZE 2 DY o 7V CREER O 217 - i B, 45078
WAE L FTMREONEAEDMEEZED Z N TE R oz, T2 T, 9EAZ 1 [Nk L
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THONEIToTo b 2 A, WMEEDOME (42=48.11, df<27, p<.01; CFI=.91, RMSEA=.06, SRMR=.05,
(Fh%)kﬁ&@m%%Aﬁ(a 62) BIKL oW Z R EN T2, WL 2 TIX 9 T H DR
TE OB 2 ANTEHEAE S A (M=0.49, SD=0.27) & L7=,

QEREBRRE

Graham et al. (2011) O RE DO (MFQ30) & Eh WIEIZBREEIC LY V=7 A
(MoralFundations.org, 2013) T—fxAB I, AFFEETH -7, MFQ IFH 1 51 (15HHE) &5
288 (1ISTEHHE) 120200 TRY, & 1 ClREfEn sk 2 3+ 2R o8laofHn (ER TH
D NOAT 2 PHEAICE LOWDEE S T D0 a5 & X2, RO X5 7otk E T & 72 7
DEZFZEORERBRR L E T2 1, Bl EBITH T DWMELPRE L TWNE D)), H2 5

TILEREAEB~DORIEE (B TROXXEHGHAT, HRENDEORERIETINE I DEEZ
TLIEEWNJ, il T I3, MREZERT 22 ORI ZHDLRETE, ) 2RkDDHb
DThole, WTFNLh 5 BEFEFEE BLS e RNV ~5 L THREERH S, HWr 1.2 < [F
BELARW~SIEFICRIET D) Thob,

WEFE 2 DSINFE NI TBLEFEN & HIWEEn 2 & W72 30 B CTHRERIIK 1047 217 - 72k
RS R 7AE G O A FE 1A D > 72 (4 2=1288.55, df=395, p<.001; CFI=.61, RMSEA=.10, SRMR=11) ,
sar Ry IO atfBE 17 /fEE) 62, A/ HEME] 56, THER i .63, THEE
S HER .60, THHEE JBigk| 55 THY ., FTUREOHAMESEIZFEWVEITVZ 2, ZAb0
R TSR &R RN AT L CH R CTH o 72, AFZE 2 TR HHEE O A K & AL E
ONHEEGHEICIRAN S D Z L 2 E 2, AV PVFARE LFRERIC, FALREHER OFEEEO
P RESRRE LTHEI LT,

@) FiE

B ZEIFREO R CRAT S4L, REZROZEESRFMICI L, BIREhz, FEMELFERCD
D% Google Form FIZIER L, A 74 U THREIETE D DI Lz, [FIEFRHIZA 10 52 Th
V. [EIEIT 88.55% ThH o7z,

4) REMEE

WA ROFETH Tz, BorXOF T, FEIITEETHY EIZEFTHHIETELZ L, [H
BENFIIRICOMERT 5 2 &, fHx ORZEPINTIZIAL D BTN & REOMHE - 1
JEEIXBAR LenZ &g S iv7e, BRI Z & > CTREICFRE Lz E A LT,

-3 RREER

(1) THREOTEHEEME. RUHERBRER

A RTE AL & EREREAE O RS Table 2-1 12 F & BTV 5, EMEARFEMAGE X
BEF (M=0.59, SD=0.29) D F &+ (M=0.46, SD=0.26) LV HLAEFIZE I -T2 (=293, df=235,
p<01), Z OFEFRITERE - FIARI - BEA (2021) LB TH Y | BHDOERILE DI DR5EN &
VY E =TIV U TIANE S THL B L TROLND D k%rﬂﬂbfb\é EfEREO R

A BT LR o T, B2 2 OBINFE OEEREAL (77 /fad] L [ANE/

E%ﬁj@ﬁm7u74~wf&b\mmumummnT@)A7»ﬁ@ﬂ&~ymﬁmkmi
Do ZHUIRFAEDFEZ ML THVDH D0 E LILZRW,

Bl b, EENAEHECEREEEEO 177 /fad) (B r=-30,p<05, &M r=—14,
p<l1) & AE/HEM (B r=-29,p<05, &M r=—14,p<1) LAICHEIZHEL T\
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(Table 2-2), MIFHF ~DHFE & BNV @R, M ORA VBRI 2 RS 2 RFBOETEFEIR T
o1 AR, ¥ = A — NOBURIIRBE B U 7o < CESHIWT & ELRE2 (Haidt, 2013)
EEEAR O T i b ERAERE O ROV IR IOEEI NG S RICEIR T 2 Z & 1F, B
TEPEACAE TR D58 SITEREAHIBNC B A2 A U SELBEIIR D Z 2R L T D,

Table 2-1  JETEAIATEMEAL RUE & BRI S UL O E & M7

AN CEEME EYERE BME SRR %
PERFE RN R (A ] 252 0.49 0.27 0.00 1.44 B4
TE PR FA
g/ fEE 252 22.67 4.04 7.00 30.00 n.s.
AR/ RN 251 20.94 3.74 7.00 30.00 n.s.
AR fGak 254 16.94 4.18 6.00 30.00 n.s.
Mk, HaR 252 16.45 421 3.00 30.00 n.s.
HhEL REE 246 18.39 3.75 8.00 30.00 n.s.
**p <.01

Table2-2  JEFERAIEMEAL & BRSO RER OFBREMREK

TE TG B E R
REHBIN oo e NE BME MEEL R MR 2EC R 2
EENAE 147 147 .03 .04 -.02

BT e 2300 T 73 50" a7 66"
INTE,/ T -29" at 48" 43 61
ISR Ak -10 297 4 72 60
e/ 2 08 337 39" 56— 65"

ThEm -09 38" 54 49 61—

1) FEUIBM(EZIN=48), EBUIANME(E ZIN=198)D4E i H il L 7= (R AH BIfR 5L
Tp <01, p<.05"p<.10

Table 2-3  JETEAIANTEME(L O @IKHEE 2 & OBTER SR O T E & ARVERZE, KO BT Ok R
TETEY

TH A FAR RIEHEAL AN EHE RS TETRAATE AL RO E 20 R
. -1SDA 27 2478 2.99 s
T/ fEE F(1,73)=8.79, p<.01, fin =11
+1SDLL | 50 2170 427
) -1SDAiG 26 21.73 2.99 .,
NIE/ HAEME F(1,72)=3.97, p<.05, {iiin *=.05
+1SDLA E 50 19.66 4.14
n -1SDA 26 1738 479
WNEEMT Gk F(1,73)=0.48, n.s.
+1SDLL E 50 16.88 4.03
) -1SDATi 27 17.41 5.26
MRS PELHR F(1,72)=0.33, n.s.
+1SDLL E 49 17.10 3.87
-1SDA# 27 19.30 3.09
RGPt F(1,70)=1.39, n.s.
+1SDLA |k 47 18.26 3.96
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Figure 2-1 EFERARTEMEALO @AEHE Z & BB SR

(2) EEMNTEEEOSER S EDBEEMEBROTENMEE SEOT

JE TR RTE AV 1 DO SEBE (M=0.49, SD=0.27) 75 +1.0SD & FEHECSINE % 2 BRI Ay
U, BRI 474 (M=091,DF=0.16) , fRATEMACEEE 27 4 (M=0.10, DF=0.04) T
HY . BHED 8421% N EARIEMHALEE, LMD 41 38%BMMEARTEHALEECH 72 (12=4.12, df=1,
p<.05) NEMACEEZ & D 5 D0 FAEAG R O NFEHIE & FEHER 2213 Table 2-3 128 VTV 5,2 (1)
X2 (NEMEALEE) Dot ofiR. 177 /faE] (F(1,73)=8.79,p<.01, #7 »?=11) & TAIE/
HIEEME) (FQ, 72)=3.97, p<.05, ## 7?=.05) THRIEHEACEEDO FRPAEIZR-To, WThvhEA
TEMEACHED )5 3 B 15 XK 0> > 7= (Table 2-3, Figure 2-1),

FHBIEREL & 3BT OFE R S | GEIEARTEE LM o M E N [T faE) & TAIE/
HIEM] OFMEPFRIPNCTTNZ LIRS, BEENRIEM LR S IETER RN E A E b
BT EDOFYMEN, BEHER D LRB SN IR TE D, 202 DOEIT E oS
EOREEIZLHONDNRFICEKAD Y RTVEIZEBWTEHE CTH 5 (Graham, Haidt, & Nosek,
2009; Haidt, 2013) & IS4 T\ 5, —J7, TR GG, THERL 2 & TpEe /gt ) (3R
FEREDSTIRSIFEINTEY, BKTIIRSFERBICBWTE 77 /fa%) & [AE/HE
P RIS TV D (Haidt, 2013), 2406 OFEIZHES < & BFE 2 O @ AIEELE
MEETIX S DOEED 5> HLEMERES THEFICE WV & SN 3 ORI HENZ LI
72 %, Haidt (2012/2014) [FEEEENEAN L~V THEEL TWA T T EHNOERIM A
B, A2 OREFRAEZ#RD D Z & T, EEMIHRENEELIND EE X TND, OF D EHER
MEHLG CIHE A L ~UL LEM L~V CETEMIETE L &E RIEE L2 E 25 2 LR TE D, AFIERE
Fn ., FCKOERSFERECER E RS TIHEEO RIS LER A Em O E VD Z LTz Zen
L0, R CTOEENREB O L MHIZOWTOEEBIET D L. LT 2 ER
T HERMRETFR & D RIE 22 MESL 2 PG 9 28 Tk, Bk o B8 2 Nk S 51t
DR OB, LG & E LTHAE SN T D A[EEIEH 5 A LB T,
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ANEAENL S DOBEME T v 7 4 — /W FEELZ A L S, ZOMKBE, EH A OEFEAIHER-CETE
BEHC, HD2WVITEFENT AT T4 T ISR BEZRFL T D REELH 5, BT e 7 1 —
NDNRE—=PEANDAEE L ED X HITEET 5T OWNTIE, 4% O L FF 272 T e

B2V,

Barli & Wright (2012) [3EFERM & o —/LoX— 7 OEHEFR ZEMEFRE  (Rest, Narvaez, Bebeau, &
Thoa, 1999) & OREEZ AT L, 177 /fad) & TAE/AEME] 2 TWER D, THEEL
B KO THREE Bk | K0 SELIC R TR E DN R IR A B R & A RICEE T 5 2 &
R U7, BRI E R L D BIBICAE L A EBE AR N T LT Y 2 — L ERE S
TWDbHOD, HAE L Al - #Hedm & IXBEE LA D 2 LN Th D, AR 2R EEER O &I
fME7'a 7 ¢ — LS EIR OETEROHERR & BAFR T & D Barli & Wright  (2012) O SIIAMFZEHE
REBEEL TS,

. REMER

4-1 BEMAEHEETIL. tSMBEEER. RUOBEEEREROELM

AR SCIE, BEERHIENC B 2SR IICE AL b 72 b TEENREE L Z Y B, 2oR
TEMEAL & BRI R 2 — 2 s b BT BRI B & OB, ROV & 0 Jeic 4 U 5 EEL (Haidt,
2001,2008) Db & & e DiEEEAE & ORMRABET Lo, WFZE 1 T, AR B RO BEGTE A
(L%mﬁm B HEAE R OBEENRIEM LB A& <, EfEMBEY 4 7Oop TR b s

LREI ST O ARTE A S — B L TRWZ EN A &N T, i OO, B
@ﬂh@ﬁa@ﬁﬁwi WD ZERR BT O B DARPLOFFEITIN U T, B L A~DERE S
I AL SRR 22 LIz 0 . WS ELEI S O B R E AN OHERIORR ZHE L7+ 54
A A TIIBRAMDOEL L /NS NI EAURENTZ E WV D, BFZE2 TiE, EREARTEMELE
MOEVMENIT (77 AfaE) & TAE/ABEMN] ORI L3RSz, EfE
FIRNTEMEAGIZ, 2D O b AR R EMEIROHWNICEAZ 72 b TEBOBRZ IR TIE5
LR ST,

EREATE AL T RS 0528 B a% PSRRI I RN R AR & B PR 1A O
HFL UYL NS ZZR TN ERICH D, uﬁ%wﬁii%m%@ﬁﬁmﬁmik%<iﬁék
wiéoL#L&ﬁE\E@%IEﬁMkﬁﬁ%@®%%K LI EL L SRR Tk

ANZOWTOREFRMEETH D, S 61T, B L PIWNCERE T 2 BB & O 785 & EE ofs
L7z 7 AR >TWD, 3 DOHGHROERIZELD OO, W ETEEL, &5 VIER
EMAL S B DOV TIEIETOER Y EEWVITIREWEEZ bND, BEEARNERALOR
L, EEORIM ORI X 0 ERENEE PSRRI v, FEARIHRTCITA (B, g
FEEB L7220, HIBEOOESE LTHRRIETNICT D) 2F(TLE#DL, EAOEENESA
WK T3 52 &3 <, E%®%74?7?4?4%%ﬁ§ﬂ5&w55’@5 (Bandura,
2016), S &IE. FBADEL LfFr, KA Z2ZER I ASLTZBFZEIZ LY | 3 ORI
FARMEIC DWW TR Z A 2 R B 5,

4-2 ﬁﬁﬂ’]ﬁﬁ’é#’t LI-EBmMEHESDARE
AP MEEELGG Tk, fEEGHEE DWW (YTEOEWSIT] v MEEHESR (informational
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assumption) | (Turiel, 2002; Wainryb, 2006) OFRENEFENENT 2 EE X5, MEAZ W TD D AT
WEINTHHRIE), MEEIILDTTHD ), TATWVW LD LA TS 25) &) #HEFao i
HmcThy, HEHEA2Z LT HRNTH D, I OHHGR 2 A EENARIEELLE 726
BHDERTHD LRI D ENTEDHEA D, BARIGHEREEONEE L 7o 6T
BlE LT, &M - N (2019) 1A ERIZ LIZAFZED D, WAER BRI TE) 2 EE R ©
1372 < B SO E A FEI D IE Y L SN BAIT, WRITHIIHA ST VI LA RHELT
W5, EfE, EE, FLTEAEL WD 3 0fEEBEAIISHUEICBm L TR DO LN DD, D
%ﬁﬁﬁ%@$m5ﬁéﬁ£% HORILITEHE TH 5, TIUTTEE, BIFPRHBEOREELZT D
7=, b, B, A OAETFRBRIC L DZERNKREV, T ORI, IR & plkr, T8N b,
RERE, ROMEAZERES HILD (Turiel, 2002), 4. (RELHERR OB A ZED K & W5 O RF
IRERHERR O N 220 MARZE . R OMRERHERR DA R L D LI Ok Z2 P> Z Ll kv, &
TR ARTEE L O R 2 S IR IC N S Z T 5 L b s,
mmmmamam&ké%mamw) NN D RFBAZ G LI 6, B A ft
IR IS SERAMEIR, B REIERT L WD 3 oD X A4 TRFET DL AR L, H
Hﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁi@ LA I 0 i B < (Kusumoto etal., 2018) . i@ FEINHITL 35/ DIz T Lo Lo
S (Bl [T ZET L BERO5ND | FOMEHN LTS 22T RBENRZN & (B
L, 20200) 2N STV D, 2 DOREIAR LD Z A FITE B RIEMEER & myvy (WF2E 2)
ZEND, BIMOELRE GO TERBRER GG & O, KO O%OFEBGHER S, B
IZEND & AERMR E OBE E A AT S Z & T, ﬁ@%x@ﬁM%Tw&ﬁQ%%ﬁ@m
e LB B RO EL R TEHLEXLND,
FEAEYTERERGS  (Turiel, 2002, 2008b; Wainryb, 2006 ) Tt EEARBZED P H— - A
AR MRS LT, SRS NEM (L S, BEOEBBEE TR S U THIET M T b L E &
BNTWD LI, HEMEmOBRENAERIND, ZOHASNRMOERES EHT 50X
mmWMmm)@ﬁﬁ%?ﬁ@k%v»f%ﬂ%f%é ELH Y HEWZ EOHEBNH - TH
WinMiThoid | BREHf->TnDE VWX 5, —J, ARMESHFET AL TIE HEEBESH 5720
WHEENZ LI m05) KEEZFHTEL & W) (5FH,2009), Z 0 [EEIZREEIZR S L20
B, HENZETHY, foi/ka£< SKEFHLEV ] BV ) ARAEEIT Piaget [ZHAE D TEEMEGRE T V)
TILEMEOMBE LTHS 23T olcxt LT, BEilima T /LTl I /Bt &u»
WREKG %&mﬁhfﬁékb Z OWRBEOFEA G T K Tho efESNTWND
mmnmm)50@L@%W1@MEm&@m%ﬁﬁé(mmzm1m%+mm&mmmm
2007) LIRESNTEY, £ OLDITET 5 DOFEMDOZ YRR SN TWSD Eidvz, H
ARNERGIZ LT SEATHIZE (R - =3,2019) (12X 2 &, MEIZR L TIEAARANOBLEZ LY
FIZHER L, ﬁﬂkbf@ﬁﬁdf%ﬁ@%¢é*&ﬁﬁb%hfw Do O [HhEE /B
AR A S AT AR 2 33T Dl N FEE & R IR OO [l 5 DR A FE o TR G RIS Y T 5 & B
ZADTENTED, E'/\Aﬁﬂw: T, HeRFEOGRED 7 Y —4 Tide <. EEOmEEE &% %
T LR < BE 2T (Turiel, 2008b) , LRI e sk F 1L, R L3k (Bl THEEZISDHE
WZALET D)), AEDODEHNHTRETEDLEFIZOVWTHL R VITV—LEFIT TV DHEAIC
AU ZHEERES R CHD, 20X RGH TAHNR Y OFFEE LA, T b@bid 5
THNERD EHEEAE LD L1020 | R (Haidt, 2008) DWW & Z A [HEE /2 |
TS L, [ AR BEONN SN E72, L LEFEMNIZIZIED DR v )
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WL 5D, 20X 5 72 W3S EERE O X 212 TEEN L THM% ) & IXHEMICR
FHOTIT L, B LRI AER L, EEMOH BN AE L2 LA L8 T
% % (Turiel & Killen, 2010) , {KaHERR CUBLRIZREESCEADOH H58H) . G, HIBrOEfR, £
S DI GERTAVE R ZEMINT T2 = LI L 0 | H L AEE Ay OVERR % & ORISR
T7ua—FTE, HILWVEEEORSHEREHAESEDL Z ENTE L0 LR,
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Abstract
Two studies examined how moral disengagement, which distorts social cognition leading to moral judgment,
is associated with moral autonomy in terms of moral judgment patterns and the moral foundations that gives
rise to intuition. Study 1 examined the relationship between the moral disengagement tendency and socio-
moral domain coordination. A total of 647 participants, including 200 high school students, 247 college
students, and 200 working adults aged 18 to 22, responded to the moral disengagement scale and the socio-
moral judgment scale. It was found that the disengagement tendency score was significantly negatively
correlated with the moral domain score (= -.13 to -.34), and the morally autonomous type (domain-
consistent type, N=309) had a significantly lower disengagement tendency score than the morally
dysregulated type (suppressive type, N=157 and excessive feelings of freedom type, N=175). It was
suggested that the morally autonomous type, those who recognize the negative effects on others and accept
social control, and exerts a sense of freedom from social regulation and a sense of individual rights depending
on situational elements, has less distortion of social cognition. Study 2, in which 255 university students
(Mage=19.37) participated, examined the relationship between the moral disengagement tendency and the
moral foundations. It was found that those with a strong tendency toward moral disengagement (+1.08D)
have a relatively weak foundation of "care/harm" and "fairness/reciprocity". It has been suggested that moral
disengagement reduces the intuition bases on the most basic moral realms. Therefore, it was shown that
domains dysregulation, moral foundations for intuition, and cognitive distortion in the self-regulation
process overlap, even though the theoretical backgrounds are different. The possibility of a new integrated

moral theory was considered.

Keywords : moral disengagement, social domain theory, moral autonomy, moral foundations,
Japanese youth
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