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StructureofProsocialMoralJudgement、

M7cﾉbihoStzAFCzgZz”ａｎｄＨＩｍｓ/ｂｊＭｚ”AFj2）

Abstract

Usingshortstoriestosimｕｌａｔｅｒｅａｌｌｉｆｅｓｉｔｕａｔｉｏｎｓｗｈｅｒｅｏｎeexperiencedamoralconnict，

thepresentstudyexploredtheinternalstructureofchildren'smoraljudgementOne

hundredandfifty-ninefifth-gradersrespondedtotwoformsofquestionnaire,subjectiveand

objective,administeredoneweekapart，ｅａｃｈｏｆｗｈｉｃｈｗａｓｃｏｍｐｏｓｅｄｏｆｔｈｅｓａｍefourshort

stories、Ｔｈｅobjectiveformwasanalysedmtermsof22scalesderivedfromEisenberg・

Berg,smoralconsiderationcategoriesThesubjectiveformwascomposedofthesamescale，

ｔｏｗｈｉｃｈＳｓｗｅｒｅａｓｋｅｄｔｏｒｃｓｐｏｎｄａｌｌterreadingeachshortstory・Ｏｎｌｙdataobtainedfrom

theobjectiveformwassubjectedtofactoranalysis・andresultingfactorswereexaminedin

relationtoatlleoryofmoralreasoning・Tllreefactorswereobtainedwhichunderlaythe

moraljudgementmadebySs、Asaresult、itwasfoundthatempathicconsiderationsplayed

animportantroleindecidingｍｏｒａｌｊｕｄｇｅｍｅｎｔｏｆＳｓｅｖｅｎａｔｔｈｉｓａｇｅｌｅｖｅＬ

ｋｉｎｄｗｈｅｎｔｈｅｙｏｂｓｅｒｖｅｄｔｈａｔｉｔｗａｓｒewarded

bysomeone・Accordingtoseveralresearches

onchildren'sreasoningaboLlttheirownpro‐

socialbehaviors・onetypeofreasoningmost

frequentlyusedbyyoungchildrencouldbe

labeledashedonisticandreciprocity-oriented

(Ugurel-Selnin，1952：ＤｒｅｍanandGreenbaum，

1973；Eisenberg-BergandNeaL1975)．Ｔｈｅ
ｓａｍｅｈｏｌｄｓｔｒｕｅｆｏｒａｄｕｌｔＳａｎｄｏｕraltruistic

behaviorssometimesmotivatedbythedesire

forsocialapprovaLpersonalprohtsgained

throughreciprocity，ａｎｄｃｏｎｃｅｒｎｆｏｒｔｈｅｄｅ．

Altruismasaprincipleofactionis，ｂｙｄｅ‐

linition，devotiontothewelfareofotherS

regardforothers、AItruisticbehaviors，there‐

fore，shouldbedirectedtowardthegoalof

reducingothers，ｐａｉｎ，orincreasingothers，

pleasure・Butitappearsthat，ｆｏｒexample，

youngchildren'sconceptofkindnessand

reasoningabouttheirapparentlyaltruistic，or

prosocialbehaviorsdonotalwaysmeetcriteria
fortheabovedefinitionofaltruism・

ＢａｌｄｗｉｎａｎｄＢａｌｄｗｉｎ(1970)foundthatyollng

childrenjudgedａｎａｃｔｄｏｎｅｂｙｏｔｈｅｒｓａｓｍｏｒｅ

1）Ｐａｒｔｏｆｔｈｉｓｐａｐｅｒｗａｓｐｒｅｓｅｎｔｅｄｉｎｔheproceedingsolthe23annualconventionoItbeJapanese

AssociationofEducationalPsychologyinＡｕｇｕｓｔ、１９８１ｂｙｔｈｅｌｌｒｓｔａｕｔｈｏｒ、

2）TheauthorswishtoexpresstheirgratitudetoDr、NancyEisenberg､Bergforhervaluablesugges・
ｔｉｏｎｓｖｉａｐｅｒｓｏｎａｌｃｏｍｍｕｎｉｃａtionacrossthePacificOceanThankｓａｒｅａｌｓｏｄｕｅｔｏＤｒ・Ｍｉｎｏｒｕ

ＭｕｒａｉｆｏｒｅｎｃｏＬＩｒａｇｉｍｇｔｈｅｐｒｅｓｅｎｔｓｔｕｄｖ，

ＲｅｑｕｅｓｔｓｌｏｒｒｅｐｒｉｎｔｓｈｏｕｌｄｂｅｓｅｎｔｔｏＭｒｓＭｉｃｈｉｋｏＳａｋａｇａｍｉ，4-24-9,Ｋｕｍｅｇａｗａ，Higashimurayama，
Tokyo，＃１８９，Japan．
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mandsbyotherswithwhomoneidentifies

himselfPiliavinandPiliavinｇｏｆｕｒｔｈｅｒｔｏ

ａｓｓｕｍｅｔｈａｔａｌｌｈｕｍａｎｂehaviorisegoistical‐

lymotivatedalthoughtheassumptionmight

soundtooexaggerated（PiliavinandPiliavin，

1972；PiliavinetaL,1969,1975,1976)．Hoffman

alsoarguesthatpeoplehelpotherstoreduce

theirownaversivestatewhichmaybeevoked

bywitnessingthepainfulemotionalstate，ａｎｄ

ｈｅｎａｍｅｄｔｈｅｆｏｒｍｅｒａｎｅｍｐａｔｈｉｃｄistress

(Hoffman,1975,1976)．

Ontheotherhandschool-agechildren's

definitionofkindnessbecomesverysimilarto

theabovedefinitionofaltruism；ｔｈｅｙｖｉｅｗａｎ

ａｃｔａｓｌｅｓｓｋｉｎｄｉｆｉｔｂｅｎelitsthebenefactor,and

asmorekindifitisdonedespitepotentialcost

toselfanddespitesocialobligation（Baldwin

andBaldwin’1970)．Intheabovementioned

studiesonthedevelopmentofprosocialmoral

judgement,oneofthemostfrequentlyobserved

typesofreasoningcouldbeclassifiedasan

empathicconsideration・Thisresultsuggests

thatevenyoungchildrenoftenhelpothers

solelyforaltruisticreasonsMoreover，the

mostsalientaspectofadolescents'moraljudge‐

mentisanempathicconcernandconformity

tosocialnorms（Kohlberg,1969,1971；Eisen‐

berg-Berg，1979)．Stillmore，Batson，ｅｔａＬ

(1978）wroteinthisconnectionasfollows；

"TrulyasocialanimaLman'sbehaviormay

attimesbedirectednottowardmaximizing

hisownpleasuresandminimizinghisown

pains，buttowardmaximizingthepleasureand
minimizingthepainofothers.'，

Ｉｔｉｓｅｖｉｄｅｎｔｆｒｏｍｔｈｅａｂｏｖｅｄiscussion，

therefore，thatevenaseeminglyaltruistic

behaviormighthaveatleasttwoapparently

conHictingmotives，namely，hedonisticand

reciprocity-orientedvs・empathicandaltruistic
inthetrueｓｅｎｓｅｏｆｔｈｅｗｏｒｄＴｏｕｎｄｅｒｓｔａｎｄ

ｔｈｅｕnderlyingmechanismofthiscomplicated

altruisticbehavior，ｉｔｉｓｎｅｃｅｓｓａｒｙｆｉｒｓｔｏｆａｌｌ

ｔｏｓｅａｒｃhintoanddifferentiateamongmany

possiblemotiveswhichmightcontributeto
thedeterminationofaltruisticbehaviors

ltmaysafelybeassumedthattrulyaltruistic

behaviorisdevelopmentallythehnalgoalof

prosocialbehavior、Statedthus，thedevelop‐
mentalstudyofprosocialmoralreasoningis

ｅｘｐｅｃｔｅｄｔｏｓｈｅｄｍｕｃｈｌｉｇｈｔｏｎｔｈｅｕnderlying

mechanismofaltruisticbehavior・Ｍａｎｙｒｅ‐

searchesonreasoningofprosocialbehaviors

havebeendonealongthisline，andPiaget,ｓ

ｗｏｒｋｓａｒｅｗｅｌｌｋｎｏｗｎａｍｏｎｇｔｈｅｍ（Piaget，

1965)．Kohlberg，sstagesofmoraljudgement，

atheoreticalextensionofPiaget，stheoryto

theproblemofmoraldevelopment，ｈａｖｅpro‐

videdvaluableinformationregardingthetypes

ofprosocialmoraldileｍｍａｓ（Kohlberg,1969,

1971)．Eisenberg-Berghasdoneaseriesof

studiesdefiningprosocialmoralreasoningas
reasoningaboLltconflictsinwhichtheindi‐

vidualmustchoosebetweensatisfyｉｎｇｈｉｓ

ｗａｎｔｓｏｒｎｅｅｄｓａｎｄｔｈｏｓｅｏｆｏｔｈｅｒｓｉｎａｃｏｎ‐

textwheretheroleoflaws,punishment,autho‐

rities，formalobligations，ａｎｄｏｔｈｅｒｅxternal

prohibitionareirrelevantordeemphasized

(MussenandEisenberg-Berg,1977；Eisenberg‐

Bergl979a，1979ｂ；Eisenberg-BergandHand，

1979；Eisenberg-BergandRothl980)．Thus，

shedelineatedadescriptive，age-relatedsequ‐

enceofthedevelopmentofjudgementabout

prosocialbehaviorswithmiddle-classAmerican

children・Ｉｎｓｕｍ，accordingtotheresults

obtainedfromtheabovestudies，children，s

motivesfortheirsharingandhelpingbehaviors

appeartobecomemoreconsistentwithmature

conceptionsofaltruismastheygrowolder，

Thepurposeofthepresentresearchwasto

exploretheinternalstructureofchildren's

prosocialmoraljudgementusingshortstories

tosimulateeverydaylifesituationswhereone

isforcedtomakeachoiceamongpossible

respo､ｓｅａlternativestosolveanethicalcon‐
flict・Thesecondauthortriedinaseriesof

experimentstoexaminetheusefulnessofshort

storiesasanexperimentaltooltostudymoral

judgement,andfoundthattheyweresensitive

enoughtocapturethesubtleprocessofmoral

reasoning（NamikiandNaito,１９７５；Ｎａｍｉｋｉｅｔ

ａＬ，1976)．Moreover，thefactthatsimilar

methodsusingshortstoriesarenowwidely

L1sedbymanyresearchersguaranteesthe
usefulnessofthismethodasaresearchtool

inthisarea

Shortstoriesusedinthepresentexperiment
wereconstructedtoobtainfullinformation

thatwouldberelevanttosubstantiateatheo．
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reticalmodelofmoraljudgementproposedby

Murai（1978)．Accordingtothetheory，our

judgementon“goodness”constitutesamech‐

anismcomposedoffourbasicclaims、Inother

words，ｉｎｔｈｅｍｏｒａｌｒｅａｌｍ，somethingthatis

consideredas“ｇｏｏｄ'，withregardtobehavior

isexplaineｄａｓａｃｏｍｐｏｓｉｔｅｏｆｆｏｕｒｂａｓｉｃａｎｄ

ｎａｔuralhumanclaims、Theyareintersubjec‐

tivityJogicalconsistency,utility,andbeauty､

Theyareexplainedasfollows：

(1)Intersubjectivity：Humanbeingscannot

helpgivingconsiderationtotherela‐

tionshipbetweenoneselfandothers．

(2)Logicalconsistency：Humanbeingsclaim

tobelogicallyconsistentinviewof

forexample，ｔｉｍｅ，space，cause-eifect

relationships，etc．

(3)Utility：Humanbeingsclaimtomaximize

utilityforpersonalmaintenanceand

development．

(4)Beauty：Ａiinaldecisionisattained

throughtherealizationof“beauty',

whichisinseparablyrelatedtothe

abovethreeclaims・Ｔｈａｔｉｓ,“beauty，，

isperceivedasanoverallbalancinｇ

ｆａｃｔｏｒｗｈｉｃｈｆｏｒｍｓｔｈｅａｐｅｘｏｆａ

ｐｙｒamidalstructurecomposedofthree
claimsmentionedabove・

Inshort，ｔｈｅｄｅｃｉｓｉｏｎｏｆｏｕｒｓｏｃｉａｌａｃｔｉｓ

ｍａｄｅｔｏｍａｘｉｍｉｚｅｉｔｓｕｔｉlityandlogicalcon‐

sistency,givingconsiderationatthesametime

totherelationshipbetweenoneselfandothers，

finallytorealizesocalled“beauty.”Mainly

basedonthemoralconsiderationcategories
proposedbyEisenberg-Berg(1979),theaL1thors

triedtoverifythishypothesis．

ａｒｏｕｓｅｄＴｗｏｏｆｔｈｅｍｗｅｒｅｔｈｅｓａｍｅｓｔｏries

asllsedbyEisenberg-Berg（1979),ａｎｄｔｈｅｒｅ‐

mainingtwowereconstructedbytheauthors、
Eachofthesecontainedanethicalconflict

betweenthehero'ｓ（orheroin's)ｏｗｎｎｅｅｄｓｏｒ

ｄｅｓｉｒｅｓａｎｄｔｈｏｓｅｏｆｏｔｂers・Afterreading

eachstories，subjectswereaskedtoanswer

twoquestions：（１）Whatshouldthehero(or

heroin）ｉｎｔｈｅｓｔｏｒｙｄｏ？(2)Ｗｈｙｈａｓｈｅ（ｏｒ
she）ｈａｄｔｏｄｏｓｏ？

Ｏｎｅｅｘａｍｐｌｅｏｆｔｈｅｓｅｓｔｏｒｉｅｓｉｓａｓｆｏllows：

(Story３）

ｏｎｅｄａｙ，as5th-graderToshihikohappened

tｏｐａｓｓａｌｏｎｇｔｈｅｂａｃｋｏｆｔｈｅｓｃｈｏｏｌｇｒounds，

hecameuponthree6th-gradebullieswho

werebeatingandkickinga4th-gradeboy・

WhentheharassedboysawToshihikowho

wasstandingnearby，ｈｅｃｒｉｅｄｆｏｒｈｅｌｐ、But

thethreebuUieswereallbigger，stronger‐

looking,andolderthanToshihiko・Thethought

thathehimselfmightalsotakeabeating

madehimveryfrighｔｅｎｅｄａｓｔｏｗｈａｔｔｏｄｏ・

ShoLlldToshihikotrytohelpthe4th-grade
boWWhy?

ＢｅｌｏｗａｒｅｔｈｅｔｈｅｍｅｓｏｆｏｔｈｅｒｔｈｒｅｅStories：

(1)Ａｇｉｒｌｈａstochoosebetweenhelping
anotherｇｉｒｌｗｈｏｈａｓｆａｌｌｅｎｄｏｗｎａｎｄｈｕｒｔ

ｈｅｒｌｅｇａｎｄｇｏｉｎｇｔｏａｆｒｉｅｎｄ，sbirthdayparty．

(2)Poorfarmersinavillageareaskedtospare
theirscantyfoodforthepeopleinaHooded

town．（３）Acollegestudentisaskedtoac‐

commodateafriendwithmoneywhosemother

iscriticallyｉ11．Ｔｈｅｍｏｎｅｙｈａｓｂｅｅｎｓａｖｅｄ

ｕｐｉｎｏｒｄｅｒｔobuyanarticlewhichthestudent

haslongdreamedofpurchasing、

Twoformsofquestionnaire，subjectiveand

objective,wereconstructedlnthesubjective
form，Ｓｓｗｅｒｅａｓｋｅｄｔｏａｎｓｗｅｒｔｈｅｓｅｃｏｎｄ

ｑｕestionbywritingdownthereasonwhythey

thoughtsowithregardtotheiirstquestion・

Theobjectiveformwascomposedof22items

whichexactlycorrespondedtoeachof22moral

considerationcategoriesoriginatedbyEisen‐

berg-Berg・ItemsforStory3withitsinstruc‐
tionarelistedasfollows、Itemnumbers

correspondtotheorderoforiginalcategories

(cｆＴａｂｌｅｌ)．

Ｔｏｗｈａｔｄｅｇｒｅｅｉｓｔｈｅｒｅａｓｏｎｆｏｒｙｏｕｒ

Method

Subjects

Subjectswerel37fifth-graders（６８males

and69females)．Ashasbeensuggestedby
Piaget（1965),theintegrationofbehaviorand

moraljudgementismadepossibleatthiｓａｇｅ、

Ｔｈａｔｉｓｔｈｅｒｅａｓｏｎｗｈｙｔｈｅｙｗｅｒｅｃｈｏｓenas
subjects

Measures

Fourshortstorieswereusedasmoralsitua‐

tionswhereanykindofethicalconHiｃｔｗａｓ
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ａｎｓｗｅｒｇｉｖｅｎａｂｏｖｅｒｅｌａｔｅｄｔｏｔｈｅ２２reasons

listedbelow？Chooseseveralbyencircling

thenumberbeforeeachreasonandplacea

checkmarkontheproperpositiononthelive

pointscaleprovidedaftereachreasonwhich

bestrepresentsthedegreeofimportanceor

unimportanceofthatreason・
Zbs"ﾉﾊﾉﾉｾosZ2o2ｨ〃んc⑦ノノbeZ)dyDecα"se：

１．Toshihikowouldbepunishedifhisteacher

sawhimnotdoinganythingtohelp、

２．Toshihikowouldgaintheteacher'ｓｆａｖｏｒ

ｉｆｈｉｓｔｅａｃｈｅｒｋｎｅｗｔｈａｔｈｅｈａd11elped、

３．the4th-gradeboywouldhelphimshould
Toshihikohndhimselfinasimilarsitua‐

ｔｉｍ、

４．ｔｈｅｂｏｙｔｈａｔｗａｓｂｅｉｎｇｂｅａｔｅｎｗａｓｏｎｅof

ToshihikoIsplaymatesinhisneighborhood、
５．Toshihikowouldbepraisedbyeveryｏｎｅ

ｉｆｈｅｈｅｌｐｅｄｔｈｅｗｅａｋ、
６．ｉｔｗｏｕｌｄｂｅｃｏｍｅａｓｅｒｉｏｕｓｍａｔｔｅｒｉｆｔhe

boysufferedanyinjuries、

７．theboyseemedtobeterrilied、
８．ｉｔｉｓａｃｏｍｍｏｎｃａｕｓｅｗｈｅｎｓｏｍｅｏｎｅｉｓ

ｂeingharassedbyanLIpper-gradepupiL

９．ｉｔｉｓｎｉｃｅｔｏｈｅｌｐ、

１０．ｉｔｉｓｏｎｌｙｎａｔｕｒａｌｔｏｈｅｌｐ・

lLToshihikowasaskedbytheboyforhelp、

１２．ｈｅｗｏｕｌｄｂｅａｂｌｅｔｏｂｅｃｏｍｅｇｏｏｄｆｒｉｅｎｄｓ

ｗｉｔｈｔｈｅｂｏｙ、

１３．ｈｅｆｅｌｔｓｏｒｒｙｆｏｒｈｉｎ１．

１４．ifToshihikohadbeeninhisplace，Ｉ１ｅ

ｗｏｕｌｄｗａｎｔｓｏｍｅｏｎｅｔｏｈｅｌｐｈｉｍ

ｌ５．Toshihikowouldfeelrelievedknowiｎｇ

ｔｈａｔｈｅｈａｄｈｅｌｐed

l6、Toshihikowouldfeelgoodknowingtｈａｔ

ｈｅｈａｄｄｏｎｅａｇｏｏｄｄｅｅｄ

ｌ７・Toshihikowouldfeelguiltyifbychance

theboywasinjured，

１８．ｉｆｈｅｄｉｄｎ'ｔｈｅｌｐｈｅｗｏｕｌｄｒｅｇｒｅｔｎｏｔ

ｄｏｉｎｇａｎａｃtofkindness、
１９．peopleintroubleshouldbebelped，

20．ｔｈｅboy'ssafetyshouldbeprotected、

21．peopleshouldhelpeacｈｏｔher、
22．ifeveryonehelpedeachother，theworld

wouldbealotbetter，

TbsﾙﾉﾉｾﾉﾙＣｓﾉbOzｲﾉ‘〃otAc助ノノｂｅ６ＱｙｂｅｃａＴ‘Ｓｃ：
LnoteachersarearoundandI1ewoulｄｎｏｔ

ｂｅｐｕｎｉｓｈｅｄ

２．ｅｖｅｎｉｆｈｅｄｉｄ，nobodywouldpraisehim．

３．ｔｈｅｂｏｙｗｏｕｌｄｎｏｔｈｅｌｐｉｆＴｏｓｈｉｈｉｋｏｗas
inaSimilarSitLIati０，．

４．ｔｈｅｂｏｙｔｈａｔｗａｓｂｅｉｎｇｂｅａｔｅｎｗａｓｎｏｔ
Toshihiko，sfriend、

５．heshouldtrytolindsomeonestronger

thanhimselforateacherforhelp、

６．ｉｔｓｅｅｍｅｄｌｉｋｅｔｈｅｂｏｙｗａｓｉｎｎｏｄａｎｇｅr

whatsoeverofbeinginjured、

７．ｔｈｅｂｏｙｄｉｄｎ'ｔｓｅｅｍｔｏｂｅｔｈａｔｔｅrrilied、

８．Toshihikoisa5thgrader,ａｎｄ４ｔｈｇｒａｄｅｒｓ
ｓｈｏｕｌｄｎｏｔｂｅｏｆｈｉｓｃoncern、

９．heshouldn'tgetinvolved、

１０．ｉｔｉｓｎｏｔｒｉｇｈｔｔｏｈｅｌｐ

ｌＬｔｈｅｂｏｙｄｉｄｎotformallyaskhimforhelp

l2・heprobablywouldn'ｔｂｅｃｏｍｅｇｏｏｄｆｒｉｅｎｄｓ

ｏｕｔｏｆｉｔａｎｙway、

13．theboyisnotconsideredpitifulatａｌＬ

１４・Toshihikowould､'ｔｗａｎｔａｎｙｏｎｅｔｏｈｅｌｐ
ｈｉｍｉｆｈｅｗａｓｉｎｔhesamesituation

l5・ｉｔｄｏｅｓｎｏｔｍａｔｔｅｒｉｆｔｈｅｂｏｙｗａｓｉｎｊｕｒｅｄ
ｏｒｎｏｔ・

'６．ｅｖｅｎｉｆｈｅｈｅｌｐｅｄ，ｈｅｗｏｕｌｄｎ'ｔｔｈｍｋｏｆｉｔ

ａｓｈａｖｉｎｇｄｏｎｅａｇｏｏｄｄｅｅｄ、

１７．ｅｖｅｎｉｆｔｈｅｂｏｙｗａｓｈｕｒｔ,Toshihikowould

notthinkthathehaddoneanythingwrong，

１８．ｅｖｅｎｉｆｈｅｄｉｄｎ'ｔｈｅｌｐｈｅｗｏｕｌｄｎ'ｔregret

lateraboutnothelping、

１９．thereisnoobligationtohelppeoplｅｉｎ
ｔｒｏｕｂｌｅ、

20．ｔｈｅｒｅｉｓｎｏｎｅｅｄｔｏｐｒｏｔｅｃｔｔｈｅｂｏｙ'ｓsafety、

21．ｐｅｏｐｌｅｄｏｎｏｔｈａｖｅｔｏｈｅｌｐｅａｃｈｏｔｈｅｒ、

22．evenifeveryonehelpedoneanother，the

worldwouldnotgetanybetter、

Ａｓｉｓｃｌｅａｒｆｒｏｍｔｈｅａｂｏｖｅｅｘａｍｐｌｅ，ｔｗｏ

ｋｉｎｄｓｏｆｉｔｅｍｓ,positiveandnegative,(inStory

3，ｆｏｒexample，shouldhelpandshouldnot

help）wereprepareddependingonthesubject's

responsetothehrstqLlestion、Sswereasked
tochooseseveralitemｓａｍｏｎｇ２２ｉｔｅｍｓｏｆｏｎｅ

ｏｆｔｗｏｋｉｎｄｓ,(positiveandnegative),andcheck

onthe5pointscaleattachｅｄｔｏｅａｃｈｉｔｅｍ・

Precedure

Thesubjectiveformwasadministeredone

weekearlierthantheobjectiveform．

ResultsandDiscussion

Thepercentagesolnegativeresponsｅ（for

example，“shouldnothelp”ｉｎＳｔｏｒｙ３）ｗｅｒｅ
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onlytheobjectiveformwassubjectedto
statisticalanalysis，Becausethepercentage

ofnegativeresponsewasnegligiblylow，the

followinganalysiswasperformedonlywith

positiveresponse，Thus，resultingnumberof
casesforwhichcompletedataforfourstories

hadbeenobtainedinpositiveresponsewasl37、

Eachscalevalue（0-4）ｏｎ２２ｓｃａｌｅｓｗｅｒｅ

ｓｕｍｍｅｄｏｖｅｒｆｏｕｒStories，ａｎｄｔｈｕｓｔｈｅｒａｎｇｅ

ｏｆｔｈｅｓｕｍｍｅｄｓｃｏｒｅｗａｓＯｔｏｌ６・Intercor‐

relationsamong22scaleswerecalculatedwith

thesesummedscores,andthenfactoranalysed

byprincipalcomponentmethod・Tablelshows
varimaxrotedfactormatrixbasedonthehrst

threefactors、Categorynamesinthistable

areEisenberg-Berg'smoralconsiderationcate‐

gories，ｆｒｏｍwhichitemsandscalesattachedto

verylow；inthesubjectiveform,１．７１ormales

and3､６forfemales､andintheobjectiveform，

3.Ｏｆｏｒｍａｌｅｓａｎｄ３､６forfemales,respectively、

Contrarytoexpectation，writtenreasonsob‐

tainedfromthesubjectiveformwerｅｏｆｔｅｎ

ｔｏｏｓｈｏｒｔａｎｄａｍｂｉｇｕｏｕｓｔｏｍａｋｅｓｅｎｓｅｏｕｔ
ｏｆｔｈｅｍＴｗｏｒａｔｅｒｓｔｒｉｅｄｔｏｓｃｏｒethese

writtenreasonsonthesaｍｅ２２ｓｃａｌｅｓａｓｕｓｅｄ

ｉｎｔｈｅｏｂｊｅｃｔｉｖｅｆｏｒｍ，ｂｕｔｔｈｅａｇｒｅｅｍｅｎｔｏｆ

ｒａｔｍｇｍａｄｅｂｙｔｈesetworaterswasrelatively
lowevｅｎｗｈｅｎｔｈｅｓｃａｌｅｖａｌｕｅｗａｓｎｏｔｔａｋｅｎ

intoaccount（lessｔｈａｎ６０％)．Inthepresent

experiment，informationfrominterviewcoLIld

notbemadeavailabletosupplementthein‐
sufTicientinformationobtainedfromthesub‐

jectiveform・Consequentlythesubjective

formwasexcludedfromfurtheranalysis，ａｎｄ

TablelVarimaxrotatedfactormatrixand22moralconsiderationcategories

bvEisenberg-Berg．￣

FactorIlFactorlllFactorllICategory

1． Obsessiveand/ormaRicalviewofauthorityand/ｏｒ
punishment･

Pragmatic，hedonisticRaintothese1f

Directreciprocity，

Alfectionalrelationship

lledonisticpragmatismwithasociallyacceptable
rationalization・

Concernforothers，physicalandmaterialneeds

Concemforothersjpsychologicalneeds・

Referencetoandconcernwithhumanness

Stereotypesofagoodorbadperson

Stereotypedimagesofmajoritybehavior、

Stereotypedimagesofothersandtheirroles，

Approvalandinterpersonalorientation・

Sympatheticorientation

Role､taking・

Simpleinternalizedpositiveaffecｔａｎｄｐositiveaffect
relatedtoconsequences・

Internalizedpositiveaffectfromｓｅｌｆ－ｒｅｓｐｅｃｔａｎｄｌｉｖｉｎｇ
ｕｐｔｏｏｎｄｓvalue・

Internalizednegativeaffectoverｃｏｎｓｅｑｕｅｎｃｅｓｏｆｂｅｈａｖｉｏｒ・

Internalizednegativeaffectduetolossofself-respect
and/ｏｒｎｏｔｌｉｖｉｎｇｕｐｔｏｏｎｅ，svalue、

Internalizedlaw，ｎｏｒｍ，ａndvalueorientation、

Ｃｏｎｃｅｒｎｗｉｔｈｔｈｅｒｉｇｈｔｓｏｆｏｔｈｅｒｓ，

Generalizedreciprocity、

Concernwithconditionofsociety．
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themwereconstructed，asalreadymentioned
Eachofthreefactorsthusobtainedwerein‐

terpretedintermsofthefactorpattern，and
tentativelynamedasfollows：

Factorl：reciprocalclaimasinternalized
norms･

FactorlI：hedonisticandpragmaticclaim・

FactorIII：affectiveandempathicclaim、

BothFactorlandIIIwerenearlyperfectly

independentofthepragmaticandhedonistic

category，andcloselyrelatedtoreciprocalcon‐

siderations,FactorLhowever,impliedmore

logicalandintellectualaspectofreciprocity，
andFactorlllmoreaffectiveandemotional

aspectofiLFactorlIhaditslargestloadings

onpragmaticandhedonisticcategories，and

thusitsinterpretationwasstraightforward

FactorlandHlctorIIItogetherexplained

75％oftotalvariance（67％ｆｏｒＦａｃｔｏｒｌａｎｄ

８％forFactorlll),ａｎｄｔｈｕｓｉｔｍａｙｓａｆｅｌｙｂｅ

ｓｔａｔｅｄｔｈａｔreciprocalandempathicconsidera‐

tionsplayanimportantroleinprosocialmoral

reasoningexaminedinthepresentstudy、Both

FactorlandIIIcloselycorrespondtoInter‐

subjectivityofMurarstheory,andtheformer

representsthelogicalsideandthelatter
emotionalsideofit・Moreover，FactorlIis

evidentlyrelatedtoUtilityinthistheory、

Therefore，thetheorycouldbeatleastpartly

supportedbythesefactorsobtainedinthe

presentstudy，althoughthetheoryitselfis
notsoｗｅll-formulatedtobedirectlysubjected

toempiricalverification

lnviewofthehighpercentageofpositive

responseobservedinthepresentexperiment，
wecanvisualizethetypicalpicturｅｏｆｆｉｆｔｈ‐

graderswhoarewillingtohelpotherswhen
askedforhelpfromothersintroublewithout

expectmganyrewarｄｆｒｏｍｔｈｅａｃｔ，andstill
more，knowingthattheactcouldcausedis‐
advantageousconsequencestothemselves・To

putitinrelationtothetheory，theyminimized
theirregardforself-profit（Utility)，consider‐

ingothers'sadplight（Intersubjectivity)，ａｎｄ
ａｔｔｈｅｓａｍｅｔｉｍｅ，searchingforwhatisbest

andoptimalinthesituation(Logical-consistency
andBeauty)．

Theabovedescriptionis，however,basedon

moraljudgementmadebynfth-gradersinan

imaginarymoralconflict・Thequestionstill

remainsforsolutionwhethermoralreasoning

doneinsimulatedsituationscanpredictactual
deedsinreallifesituationｓｏｒｎｏｔ・Staub

(1978a,1978b）haspresentedatheoreticalmodel

thatexplamsandpredictsapositiverelation‐

shipbetweenastrongprosocialmotivationand

helpingactsunderaspeciiiableconditionＨｅ

ｓａｙｓｔｈａｔｔｈｅｌａｒｇｅｒｔｈｅｎｕｍｂｅｒｏｆcharac‐

teristicsofpersonsandsituationswetakeinto

account，thebetterwillourpredictionbe，but
thesmaUerthenumberofindividualstowhom

suchpredictionsapply・Aresearchprojectis

underwaybythepresentauthorsthatfocuses

ontherelationshipbetweenmoraljudgement
andactualchoiceofbehaviorfromthestand

pointofaperson-situationinteraction．
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