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Abstract
Although moral dilemmas such as the trolley and
footbridge dilemmas (Thomson, 1986) have been
widely employed to investigate the nature of moral
reasoning, but their psychometric properties remain a
mystery. In this study, 219 participants completed 62
moral dilemma tasks used in Greene et al. (2001), and
the correlation structure among the dilemmas was
analyzed through factor analysis and structural
equation modeling. The results show the following
two points. First, the moral-personal dilemma tasks
studied are composed of one factor, indicating that the
assumption in Greene et al. (2001) was supported.
Second, the trolley and footbridge problems fall into
the same factor category; therefore, the difference
between the two problems cannot be attributed to
emotional involvement. In addition, results of the
structural equation modeling suggest that they differ in
engagement of the rational processing. Additional
experiment also supported the implications from these

analyses. Some theoretical suggestions were
discussed.
Keywords: moral dilemma; trolley problem;
footbridge problem; factor analysis; structural
equation modeling
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“SHER D EDOPEOBIETIF SN D DY

WO EMOY L U~ ORETITREE, FEOR
ETHIRIC L > THEHPNDE DR D RE
HEEOTWD., exid “BETDH hryail
HEREINZ I 25 NOEEBEZIIT L7200 1
ANOEHITFF SN DD ORFEEEZDHLTD.

ZZT, bryanylr~(trolley dilemma) &
FEEILD, “ b a oy 3 OEREZ R AT DI
B” oo RIEERM O METIE, £< o N3
P& & B ZhICH L, BEBOY L~
(footbridge dilemma) & FE[EI S, “HRERED EIC

W5, EEHREETHROERICL->Thr Y=
DFEFEZ DD Z L NARERB” OO REIEE
[t 5 [BRE C IR PE I XA B & I 41 5 (Greene
et al, 2001 ; Greene & Haidt, 2002; Mikhail,
2009). T XS RHERNG, bu oy AT
RORE SIZL - THWr @) S 2 W3 5 DA
FF# (utilitarian) 17 LB A3, A58 G M- C I E
ANOAZDHEFZHE L TR b0 &0 9 £
#h E2e4 A (deontologist) R EEN ML E NS &
il & (Waldman & Dieterich, 2007), 1L >~
HOHIWr OTEREZ T 572D 2 E THRA 72
Bt ERONTE .

Z DTEHE~OITAFEDA J) 7275 % Greene et al.
(200D DFER LIZEAEH TH 5. 4% & 1B RAH]
BCIZEEE R 7 e 205 < S L, LRt Tesk
TEEOBE N L~ TRRD D EFERL
=, WHICEIE, EfEO YL o~ 1A REE
A% ‘/V(moral-personal dilemma) & FEAE A

m

HEED Y L~ (moral-impersonal dilemma)?® 2

DI TE, BEHBOY L ~ITR#E, ey
AOT L FRAICHKET D, £ LTEARZR
EEOY L~ 3 HEEARNRERO Y L= LY
bR GRS R L, ZORER" 2 AHD
TeO DY NIEDHNE” & fllrsmfil s &

Fxle. DEOTHZHET L5720, 5132
4 DFHIEE 1 K > THANZ 2 S B A B)ETE

DY L~ EIEEMAREED VL o~ 2 ERBN
FIZHRR L, BB P ORI AL 2 el L7z,
ZORER, BRSNS LB N5
Ao, FEEAREFEO Y L o~ & bl U CE AR
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EEDOY Vo~ OEERICHE BEIZEEL L TEY
Greene H DTl %Z X FF LTV /2. Z® Greene et
al. (2001) DHFFEILE D% Z < D FHEFEAINFSE % W
f L, B0 ORIESILEREW O b FERH L
L CHESITF N TE .

7272 L Greene et al. (2001) D %0 121X, E AR
IFEEABREEDO Y L v~ DRI TELFIZ
WAL 3 ODOMBEANFET . BT, AW
EEOY L IZBEIND TS D 3 2D
ETEMETLERS Y, WIIEMEAEED Y
L~ DEFRMNEER TH 5 41T 5 (Moore,
Clark, & Kane, 2008 H, /). 1 5 DEFR TIL,
HHIL =L, TOTVL YOS E SNDHIT
ZA0Q) RARFREEGE 52, (2)F DGR
e D NIZRE D 23020, (303> O A (KIL
D Nx ~DEB T HT I ENBITAELRNWE
HAICAAREEO L~ L, ZO5&MEE 15T
B 72 SRV EITITIHEARERO Y L v b
BIeEIND. ZDD, HDHY L~ BNIEE AR
EHEOV VI ENL RIS ER DT
bV ADHT LR, FRAIIEEANREED Y
Lo~ BIREICE R STV,

BT, MNEBALOREE DMEANL - FEEARY Y
L o= DB ESNTWES L TH S . Greene et
al Q00D TiX b yanY Ly~ L BEROY L
v DENE LTEARETRO Y Lo~ L IEE A
FIETED Y L o~ OMEIZE M LTV, EEE
(A B D3MT 2 T 2 OVLE AN FETE - FEE AR Y
L o~ OB e TG AL O i Td b
fHx DTV~ T 2 MEEZ5#m LT
DO TIERY. Eo7T, AR - IEMEANERE
DY L ITBE T D NN & R e K
ELTAHALIENTETYH, flxor L~
ZEALNILTWD DT TIEAR.

F=IZ, YL~ OGN 2 4 OFHE DD
WIS TNDE Z ETH D, D= Greene
et al. (2001) D53 HH D — M, OV CIEANEL A A
ST DRI b B ORMA KDL D L 72>
TW5.

UEboXriz, oYL~ bayad

VLU~ OFEIZXTT 5 Greene et al. (2001)D
AT EORBERNSFEEL, £ ORBEOMRE
HIZ B 7z > TUTFHREAI 2 38T & o TE &~ DIETE
DYV~ OMEERRTOLERH D LEZRD
N5, & Z TR TIIMEA REFEO Y L =IZ
X9 D BB T L, HIRZ B L i A
WA 5.

2. iR
EEOULUTOBEEEICET IO
fF%E 1 © HAIE, Greene et al. (2001) THW 5
TP L~ O E1% OB RS 2 /0T L,
AR« FEEAREFED D L = 209 K4y D%
BHEEZREFTT 22 THD. ZORMDRED, ¥
Uik 2RI x L TR - KO
WBAEEBDO AT &2 FATL, HxDTLr~D
MEZ BRI 5.

EBRBINE -FRE - FHheE  Greene et al. (2001)

THWHRTWE, EAR - FEEARERD D L
v, BROHEBRLH G EnE ShhiE
PERED, 62 FEHOERIGEZ A AFER LT
b D% 219 4 DRFPAICERERITR R Lz, F25R
SN RSNTZ 62D T L =IO T,
ZDY V< DRDBG NHAT - TAT A0S “HH
UITHBHN L0k R CTEE L. i
FNEF T o H LCES Tz 6 AL HE L,
EERBINE 12 O 6 FEOM-F DV b
L7z, B TOFEBRSINE T 30 43 ANIZ[AIE % f&
TL, BEEIZKEDRN 200 4 DT — X & 5rHrkt
Gl L.

(EE

62 FiED U L v~ D[RR L TR 8r (O
KIEIZ L DT m~y 7 A[ElEE, R 1T 7.
5 [Rfi# £ ToEAEIT 12.36, 8.20, 3.08, 3.06,
2.77T Th-ole. B4 NTFLIEDOEAMEDOEITIM
INTBH-T2H DO, Table 1128 STz 4 KR
DR ARG Z D & DD X9 4 [RFfRIEH
720 IR/ BAMSEZ R LTRY, Tk M



Table 1 K743 HT D5k H

[SER
1 2 3 4 EPAES
BIZHbBoAIIW=TH -0.78 -0.23 0.34 -0.53 0.10
HHROEDIZHEIZFIET 5 -0.73 0.17 -0.01 -0.10 0.11
BT, BN T R D DA RE -0.72 0.02 -0.12  0.02 0.19
S A TCTH WG O ER -0.69  0.07 0.01 -0.03 0.19
7= ST TR E -0.68  0.04 0.21 -0.24 0.15
JRE_SADT-DIZTA -0.66 -0.04 0.07 -0.12  0.19
CLEzEEO1I6TEHE Z81K 1255 %8)
SADA AT 51 DITIANEZHI TR -0.02  -0.73  0.17  -0.04  0.28
WSEDMRB & L TR ORR 2P &, MABT 0.32  -0.68  0.11  0.21  0.49
fevapdlLr< -0.21 -0.67 0.16 0.29 0. 44
TN ANZREL TR — oo A &8T5 0.18 —-0.66  0.02 0.13 0.25
HEBEOI L~ 0.00 -0.64 -0.22 0.13 0. 85
(UL E%&& D201 B % 52K 11250 %8)
BUFDOSYE, 10%1000, 12%10THE 235 -0.18 -0.24 0.84 -0.13 0.25
BRF DS, 10%1000, 8%10000 AFEMACHIZE  -0.20  0.07 0. 61 0.21 0.21
rewa, SADEDIZTNEFxT -0.37 -0.24 -0.51 0.16 0. 89
BURFOSNTEE, 1091000, 8% T10000 AZEMTHHE —-0.23  —-0.17  -0.48  0.07 0. 09
FOOZDIChb b XERY, BE 2R D 0.06 0.04 0. 46 0.21 0.83
(LA 125 961H H % 533K 112 73 5)
B D= DIZF A2 L7 -0.03 -0.17 -0.12 0.77  0.27
fElR Zfm 2. 5 T2 OISR -0.17 -0.18 0.24 0.55 0.61
VEEB 2T B 7= % & 84 0.11 0.03 0.03 0.53 0.67
THKIDAIr o 2 —)u 0.13 -0.09 0.15 0. 52 0.69
HIVE RS 72303 E & 7 v DFETHRT 0.12 -0.28  0.16 0. 42 0.50

(VL _ESTHHE % 54K 112577 %8)

i3 3 KA & O b R LL EDfFETIZA HAv7au
LD ThHoTlzh, AWETIT 4 K FEERA L
7z. Table LIZRENHRFNF o &2HhDE, H
AT L o<I3E 2R+, £ L COIHEARNY L~
<IEEH 3 AR T DOHNLFRVEELZ T TEY,
EAEEO Y L v~ EEFANEEO Y L~
VEBOGNZ NS B THRID AT T VI FHFTRE
RMETHDL L ER LTINS,
FRFZFELLADE, F1RFIIIFEREN R
VUV Ui, B3RS R ET O E
R EFRRE, 6 4 ] IR EORR A D FREIC
VR 52 TRY, ThEh “GEME”, “V
AT RE, BRI KFlms L. Zabo
K713 L TR E DA B 7241 1 |2 B 2 NS
EBEXDIENTED. ZHUTKLE 2 K138
A - AR Z DT “DANBEEEIC LT
N ZBT 5 2 LI 25 il s
HEzTRBY, “Emovro~<" Las Lz,
Greene et al. (2001) O5%E L7~ 8 NAUETED Y

LoD ITZORTF DRV ELZIT T
v, EAFSEEOY L ~DEELZNENEMD
B2 KOMETHLZ ENmD. £, 20O
£ 9 RNFONFIXBEAREED U Lo~ 13RS
7w 2 DB R KT 5 LD TR
DAE (Greene et al, 2001) % X Fid 5 LR T &
H5HLDTHS.

fayapd Ly~ - HFEEOY L~ ~DHK
FAMICERT D E, ETRENE 2 RFOHH
IRV LS T, 32 W12 GG
BT 5 EETIVUEL, ZNHDY LK
B 7o AORBEFREICKML TSI L
ARLTWA. WMo 3 K705 DR A4
VIidReoTEY, ZhbovLryeidtLAS
A EB OO TR > TS Z LR L
TW5.

ZOIRE LY FEICRETT D 720, IHEEED
RAT AN T 4 ODRFNEDOZNEDY L
Y SOEBELE SN L. 22T, EORTy
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Pr CHRF-22 b DR FAMD 0.4 LLETH -7 47
EOMET4INFEZHERL, TORFNE bR
vaADY L REBOY L ~D R AR
it L7z, NARBOBFHIE 2> TiE, 4|
FETHLING 20D Y L <6 578 A%
BE#HEL, T CHRICRLRNS TR %R
S L= T VAR L7z (Figure 1). 7 /LD
BEREE 55 & CFIOEITROREDO TH D & D
®, CFLIZBUAZEE DN 2 5 & b3 SR
2NV (7= & 21F Kenny & McCoach, 2003), 7>
AN ET AW T REEDS 47 & 2 2
EEBETIE, BBLRETAVOETUIEY T
WeTErboEZLND.

Figure 1 #H2 5 &, “EmOT Lo ~<" nPHO
YL~ sORAL AT “HEE” “hE”
MED Ry aA~DY L~ ~O/RA, Y “Y
A BRE DD DBEBD Y L ~DIRANRH
BETbhotz.

EE

WL ORI T D2 JUCE L HDH LN TE
5. IS, AR - FEEAREEO Y L v &
W) KAMEIRF T OfE R LR L TR,
Greene et al (200)DXFEFFsN-EEZH
ND. U, SOSEERI O SR AR « FEEA
HETED Y L = DRI % MR 2N FE A

Figure 1 L5 HE 5 Hr D5 5

SN TV 5 A (McGuire, Langton, Coltherat, &
Mackenzie, 2009; 7272 L Moore, Lee, Clark, &
Conway, 2011; Greene, 2009 t Z), AAFZEI
/S B DA D S Greene H DXAFITKT LT
KRR SRR LT E W R D

BUT, bryanYLrw L BEBOY L
~ OFEE, BFEN T et 2 X013 LAAHEY
BEOAZ OMELFRTE 5. BRI,
fayapylLr~iddEs UT /R SRt
KN HEEEZITTND I ENLIRED TR
FlE A ER SN HMETH 2 DIk L, S0EG
DY L= EL LT “URY S OFEEZ
FTERD, RIEDRRA L2 B S 5 &
ThHhDEMIRTED. Z0 X 97T Greene
et al Q00D DAE LT R0, EEOY L=
X 2B OFHH L L THEMEE T - X045y
MIPREETHLZ LETBRTLHDOTHD.
*72, U EosAIL Waldman & Dieterich
(2007) DHEZE L 7= “Jr A2 X 2 35#” (intervention
myopia){iiit & bEGIHTHDH. HHIE, bry
APV LR TREMEGEIRKNERY 9% b
v M ALTVBDIZH L, HEBOY L~
T by aDRFREOKR L LTEL MBI
ALTWSAIZHEE Lz, 2 L THIFE DT R EF]
7 fIlMEZRRCTH D Z L 2 E 2, AIEDOY L
YT MRy 3O AP TOILD T2 HIZ I8
ZIMNEBOEEN bry a2l b, fRELT
PEOBHE~DIEENTHE D, DPEOEHE~DBE
D &5 AL KL D7 (intervention
myopia) AU D EH 7=, ZO@BIE, ANERE
DY L~ ORGSR 1B L 2 T S
52 LEEETLRT, WEORHRORE SIZH
WY DU AT QiR F R RERO Y L~ ISR
LTWDEWIAEREREAIETHLDTH D,
1212 L Z ORI ISAHBEREE O 0 s B DIV TR
R b DI £ 57280, X0l RE & i 7e
2 TIT72 9.
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Waldman & Dieterich (2007)35 J OWF5E 1 D %n
ANE L TR 501E, hryaoylL o~
L0 LABEBOY L~DHN, REDR

ﬂlﬂ

R E 2 HET HMETHLE VI RTHD.

ZORBEZITAND 2 BIE, TASNHXMGEE
Db OOEEDOEL, ZOXGUTIEED T &
NTWHIEDFTRELS 2D EARICTHITE
L. el 2, AT S 2D N AEMEL
Y, BEERICH T ERILI bRy oYL
~ XD LBEBOT L ~DEFRRE W=, K
BB DZALDFEIT A ORIE TR £ DT
PTTHDH, BHHEEN LI, ZhETOEHRDOY
L o ICBES 2 TR TIE 2 O K 9 22 aii3sh
EREI S Tunign.,

= ZCAMETIEZ NE A BT 572D ORIEE
Bafiel, ZoREIfcx0OY L r~TEDX
INZHIN D ERET L2, 2 Waldman &
Dieterich (2007) DFHBHNNE LW D TH T, Helt
FROBIEEL Y Vo~ OREORICARZ AAERNE
L2 Tths.

I ik

53 4 DR R FANERIZSIN LT, ZRIELE X
YL~ ORFEC vy aNER - BERE ) X
PEER(1 4412140 5 4) D 2 EIRE EHETH Y ,

EBRBMEIZ Iy anT Lo~ - HEBOY L
YRDELLNT, AP R DD, 14/24
BT T2 Z LN EEZ BN D

3 RMFTHYI LB A SN D N AKE TRIZ L.

WYLV IXEDOATRRSN, BETOSNE
(315 pURICEE 2 T LTz,

HRBIUER

Figure 2 [ZERERZRT. WEEEIZX LT
Ly~ O vy 2 ER - PR ) X
PEFES( N2 N5 N BEERE N O 2 ZER D53 HR
IR EAT o TGS, MERO DR L~ OfE
¥H . K1, 48)=7.22, p<.01 ; HEHEX - A2,

3BT —8— Trolley
30 } =0 Footbridge

Number of the person to be saved
N
o

10 |

5 L

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
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Figure 2 4% 2 OFER

96)=16.58, p<.01), KO AVEH(F2, 96)=6.60,
ROV FEL -7, U EORERIE, trv=z
DYV~ X0 BBREBOY L~ DR,
FHEVIFEROKRE SOBREZ BRI IKBT S Z
LERTHDOENWZ D, T7bb, FEITHREORE
EX° Waldman & Dieterich (2007) DR & 1352
70, fryanlLrvrb bt LASKEED
DA A2V T NRY e R oIl =E - AN AR
SINTVWDLZEERTHEDOTHD. ZDOLH75m
R, hayaoy L r~RNoflERNEE %,

WERBDO Y L~ PR mEE Z BT 5 L
D AT O — ) 72 fiF R (Greene et al, 2001;

Waldman & Dieterich, 2007)73 321 3# W) Tl 7

Moo AREME A R T L CHETH D.

ReEER

A TEEDO VL o ~, FOHTHREIC R
RyapYlL v EBREROY LY ENS 2D
DREW 2T L~ DOWEERTT 5720, 25
DRI T 24T > 7=, %8 1 Tl Greene et al.
(2001) THWHNTU= 62 FEHOEFED Y L v
~ DEEHEREEZ 38T L, (DGreene et al. (2001)
DHAWTENRIGEEANRERO Y Lo~ L)
BRI A TRY ThHo722 &, (2)
EELrryaoYLr<3REGoY Lo~ e
HIZFE CAT VIS, W OEWILEE
7 me 2 L0 T LARHENES Y 7& 2D
EIZHDHZ L, O2EDRENTZ. W52 T2
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