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Abstract

The article explores the relationship between Dark Triad, moral disengagement and moral judg-
ment principles. 118 subjects were grouped according to their different moral judgment prin-
ciples to explore the relationship between moral disengagement and Dark Triad. The study found
that the level of moral disengagement of deontological subjects is closely related to the score of
psychopathy (r = 0.378, p < 0.01), and the degree of inner conflict is affected by the total score of
Dark Triad. The utilitarian subjects’ level of moral disengagement is significantly related to the
Dark Triad score (r = 0.252, p < 0.05), but the degree of inner conflict is affected by the level of
moral disengagement.

Keywords

Dark Triad, Moral Disengagement, Utilitarianism, Moral Judgment

A ELEEFIE RN T R AR SIERE
BB R

& Bk, £ 3}

GRS HE S5 OB, (LR B
Email: risuka_rin@foxmail.com, 284945054@qq.com

WekE H 3. 201848 H22H; A HMA: 20184E8H29H; KA HM: 201849 5H
W E
AT BN AR S EEAMENKRXR. B1182 8 RIE A FEAEH N ENSH, FAR

SCEG|F: AEHE, £55(2018). ASFEAERIETR R B SIEIEHER ISR, OB, 8(9), 1233-1241.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.89145


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.89145
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.89145
http://www.hanspub.org

#

k,

55

)3 0 R ) R B AR S EEHEBL ISR . BFFERIL: 08 U M B R SRS MR S AR
R¥N0.378 (p<0.01), W.OMHRIERESZERE AL T ThAI 3 U B a5 B AR
RKEHN0.252 (p < 0.05), WOMREESZEERERKFREMH.

XK ia
BEENAG, TEEHERL, SIRIES, B W

Copyright © 2018 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|18

B A0 TE P AT F 7T 32 A P R S A HE P 5 TE AR W (Kohlberg, 1984), Ff LA AAT] 8 45
174, Bartels (2008)#8 i, AATFEREAT &R Wr 5 ok SN 2384 A AS (3] A S0, BRI 3 SO 548
B SR DA A SO R B AR S SRAE T AR B RRvE, AT R IR 5 AR R T 45 e 15 S A
i KA, AFRAT ABIHLE T B A SR B AMA B E EIE AT A S @l TBEE), maAREE
TR TERRIS R Bk, TR, FrAA FEE R E N2 A AN F] B TE KA .

Bandura (1986)3¢ ! T & #8 4 i (moral disengagement) IS, SR IR AN AIE it )\ Fh AR B OCEL R4 B AL
i, PRGN ERTE AT NI H CAT A S AR R R RAREE, Sl IR H T
OHILR . F T HIEEHEBAL ] 2 68 MATE N O B A A ROE AR AE R RIS, A it 3 2 AN TERE sk
HAT R ATRE . TG R AR TR, PRI A A% (Dark Triad) FIBUR T2 SCCOURR S B HELER] 32 ).
RS B =R B . SR CH — R AR AR BB SEH 3 B BAE
PESERE s AR S UM B - G PR & (Furnham & Crump, 2005)& 28 e, B PARR & 8 A& 5
e, R BRZ A SRS KHHE (Lilienfeld & Andrews, 1996); T I AR B BEAA I 2%
RIEMEE T EEEC, TERSENERT O, BREIE. RBERE I REE. REFFREY, X=
Tt ST RN AR B AR AE Th SRR LA O, AH B HE & (& AR (Egan, Chan, & Shorter, 2014; Jones &
Paulhus, 2014; Jonason & Webster, 2010; Paulhus & Williams, 2002).

E N CA 2 BT 7RI AR S TE AR W 5C R BB FT, IR S I RS 2 BEA ) T 5 DO 3 SR
TGRS TS 2015)0 ASHIFFEIEFE MM R DA 2 T 1 2047 0 2 D Dh A 3 S — AN R RO, R A
ATTHEAS L AN TR B E 126 3515 T3 B9 SRR 5 5 DA R0 8] 3R ) 9 R ——— RIS [ T 42 4 B s ) R I A 5
HEBLRI R 2R

2. ik
2.1. HFRMR

[ s R TRCARJS 1) 5 5 () 4 B I 2% ) 3, e I R s 223 BARMVES S T AR AL AUR R B IRS,
R4 212 s 338 NS5 T A RMSG M &EE, BEYCERRE 295 . St 561 A5
A, HCE A 507 £, AR 90.37%. Hdr, B 165 AN(32.5%), it 342 N(67.5%), Fik
1E 18~36 ¥ 2 [8(20.96 £2.19 %),
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22. ARTEHE

2.2.1. BREAL

PRI N P B A P ORE [ . VP45 (20 15) 89T 1) BRIE 1+ — 2% (Dirty Dozen; Jonason & Webster,
2010) 3R, BRI 12EHH, &4 E88NENEE, KA 1~7 2P0, 1 RK “EE&A FAE", 7
RF “FTRRER” , HH0 SRS SRR R T B A SRR AR A, B AR
B — S R ECH 0.780.

2.2.2. EEHER

TE A B 1) 0 A P R 3 O S 4K T (2010) 81T 19 Bandura 25 A (1996) % i (1) 18 42 41 A 1)
o L2 EMHE, W/ AR BT Rk, AR, SUERR. TUTEL Hdhss
By AEANMEMATEAR . HERALATS, “EEARE =147, “EERE =597, S5
BN AR TG SR KT R o AHIF AU AR, T A 10 2 23 P P — S R %M 0,837,

2.2.3. BRI E N

TP T DU A5 AR T (2015 BT 1 8 AVE B A MR AT R . BT B “ 27 5 “/ 7 ik
FOE 7 14, & /T A0y, R RIATHRI R iR, “F7 RUAMGER 3 OB, S Eo e
) T Ih A E 3G Bl R RPN R B R XERE RS (1 = JEW s, 5= JE% ).

2.3. BURAE

AT SPSS 22.0 X Kb AT AbEE o B SEXT S BB HE (n = S07)3EAT 18 FEHE 5 R I RS 3525 BE (R AH G 50
r, TEPEAES SRR ¢ kg FRAE T REAS (n = 118)rh 5 NTE AT J ) S e b RALSE, X % AL B
BEAT AR AT S 2 S e, SR Je AR AT A (R W s U 7 2 2 S T A HE J 5 PRI AR SR AR

3. &R
3.1. EEHERSEEABNS S

Xof B A% B 4 P S TE AR HE AT R DG A, TR SR L A R R S R B, ARk 1 B
TNo TEAEHEN S B NS S A ER L B E P SRR A G (r = 0.317, p < 0.01) Horr, KRS LEREN
1357 5 8 FEHE LK P AH S B i (r = 0.322, p < 0.01)6

KA AEAS ¢ A6 B8 X 1% (10 T8 e it /KT E N 2478 B B (25 S BEAT 0 #r, 4 R 2. T A
AKPAFAEE I B MR 25, BYEEER AT B2 5 T 2@ <0.01), ZREN N 0.014.

3.2. AREEAME. ERMERSERFIEFENNXR

TEATR 507 A, 1 169 4 HIEH PR S5 G 7 A Al Rk m & 2 M%7 6 F
)G SEE W ), BICR 20 118 B N FREAR, ARLEICR 69.8%. Hdr, T2k 40 N(33.9%),
L 78 N(66.1%), TERATE 18~36 % 2 [8)(21.33 + 2.59 %), MEAGBZR T R0 5 AR BB R 7 LApk
AT HOIREAR A58, ARSI AR EER .

3.2.1. EEERNHEXSHH

Xof R NS B 5 o P T A i 7K P 5 T A D £ D ) 3 SO e B b SRR FE AT AR DG A3 A, o
AR W) B R R R A, SRR 3. TEAEHEM . SR ANAK IS DA 32 SO A A7 AR R A R =
0.196, p <0.05; = 0.200, p < 0.05), FHAUR 3= SCHEFER B AR 4E L 5 DR 3 SUIUR AH OG B 35, AS P A 4
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Table 1. Correlation analysis of moral disengagement, Dark Triad and its three-dimensionality (n = 507)

=1 EEERS BEARR S EEREX (= 507)

TEAEAE LN AR KRR A EFN
TEAEHE L — 0.317" 0.286" 0.322" 0.106
EAEYN — 0.861" 0.707" 0.692"
PR — 0.467" 0.448"
FERE — 0.142"

W p<0.05; "p<0.01.

Table 2. Significance test of difference formoral disengagement (M = SD)
2. BEHERINEREIEM £ SD)

E KF n M=+SD t e
5 % 165 68.26 + 12.763 2.664" 0.014
S 342 65.24+11.576
K EERAE AT 270 66.80 + 12.283 1.220 —
A4 235 65.49 +11.785
FREFTTEHY I 274 65.90 £ 12.429 —0.664 —
iZh) 231 66.61 £ 11.590

: p<0.05; "p<0.01.

Table 3. Correlation analysis of all variables (n = 118)

3. ETLENEXSH( =1138)

T FEAHE PPN PR F X FEPR A SR
T 4] boip 0.196" 0.200" 0.215" 0.085 0.197
MOEFEE —0.145 -0.329" —0.345" —-0.333" —0.134
W p<0.05; "p<0.01.
FELS 535 DR SUBIU R A CAN 2 35 PRI A% 5 1 A HE DO R 3 SO B b AR B B WO 3 1 h &%

RERE A IR = —0.329, p < 0.01), HrPBUR 3= SCHE FE AR M A5 4 E -5 b SR FEAF AR AL S 25 (0 v S R 2
TARSS, HARYERE MR A G .

3.2.2. ERFIERNSAREENERER

SRFAMMSEREAS ¢ KT8 XoF 4 ) 8 T 98 X g = v 1 0 50 T 0 T M) 3 SCAB ) B 3 B F b AR P AE
N ER R AT o8, SRR 40 VRGBSR R M g A H DR 3 SCERE TS (%
B (p < 0.01), FERE 80110, BABERIIMR . WS YEEE HEH—Ioid = DA £ U6
[F 30 2 A T S, R B 2k S 2 1 I sl DR 3 SO AR L B2 R 2 2 57 (p <
0.01), 3B 4% AU AR DO A F2 U 22 25 v AR P AR Ok, 28R & ™ 08 0,060, BAT € IIEE AT -

3.2.3. T RLEEFIE RN TR A B RSEEHER K FHX R

R T REABA(n = 1I)HIETEPIMESF AT 0 WARBN = HE . THT 50%08(n = 57) 918 E L 41(0~4
), Ja 50%(n = 61) BB LA(5~8 7). ARIRAEIE ] T DA B BRSO T, BuliE s K
T E R AR R W EPARF BT, SR 5 PR
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Table 4. Significance test of difference for principles of moral judgment and the degree of inner conflict (M £ SD)
= 4. BEFIERN S5HIZENERI (M £ SD)

HAR A A & ERvI e n M=SD t n?
P51 TE A % 40 68.26 £ 12.763 2.664" 0.014
/8 78 65.24+11.576
THRFEE % 40 46.95 +10.705 2.113" 0.009
% 78 44.95 +9.602
KL Fr e TEAE A ETE e 65 66.80 + 12.283 1.220 —
A 53 65.49 + 11.785
MRARRE ETg e 65 46.61 +£9.768 2.387" 0.011
PAF 53 44.49 +10.192

W p<0.05; "p<0.01.

Table 5. Correlation analysis of Dark Triad, moral disengagement and the degree of inner conflict (n = 118)

F 5. BREAR. BEERSHRIZENEXT(=118)

TE A PN S BUAR X R 2 SRS
T 1 HE _ o
B A TE AR 0.219 0.186 0.378 0.011
(m=>57) MRARRE -0.047 -0.390" -0.378™ -0.350" -0.269"
ES T R — 0252 0216 0.200 0.196
=61 i ) -0.260" -0.283" ~0.340" -0319° 0.011
F: p<0.05; "p<001.
Mo B SCA ) ) X A S K 5 K e A A AT 0 A B RO R K SRR EEAR G (r = 0.378, p <

0.01), 1 TR = SR [ B 1 R A J 7K P A 5 I A S A7 AE 2 35 35 G (r = 0.252, p < 0.05).

M 32 S ] R P e B S B 5 BRI A o B % A P I A7 AE B 35 AR O, b B Rk FEAAT
TESSAAOR, HAR ST N SFE A DG TR 3 SO ) i 0 1 e b SRAR B 5 TE A HE I K. B A%
SN AR AE S 3 AR OG e FRBUR 32 S SRR P2 A7 AE A L 8 3 1) v S5 5 B2 7R SR (r = —0.340, p < 0.01),
PR AR 2 R A7 S8 25 O P S R SR 55 (r = —0.319, p < 0.05), [ ZARYEIE o R E M <.

WA 507 2RI s Ao JE A HE S A T B ARG 2 A HE . ST 27% 8015 4
VEIR N RN 2 2 0k, R IR TAEAR (e = 118) A s i) SE 5 A M K T8 f i it 22 R v A 2 2L AT
SREA RS . B AT IO AN R A B A AR AR O AN R R B R L E R, 4R 6 fion,
P 3 SR A AR, e SIS A A Al kA S T 0 e 3 2R 1 o SRR T S B AR AP A L B B
ZES(p<0.01), [=REARE TS MHERE, FORE 08 0.139; ThAR| 3 SO s G B3 % 57 .

ARG AN [) 08 HE R4 23 R Bl T BRI A SO B P RIS I E S, &Rk 7 Fior, fR3E X
0] (R B, A T A P A STk R 1 S 4 FE A 7 S T i T B KPR (o < 0.01), RR
' ON 0304, MR DRI SUBUR I gAR, T A K T e SR ARG R 4% 4 B (5 40 A
FFAE L o0, BT L JE K S A e 3 b SR 63 v T B A K iR (p < 0.01), BUR
BN 0274, BARKIGERS.
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Table 6. Significance test of difference for the degree of inner conflict in Dark Triad (M + SD)
= 6. EFPRIZEMRBABERRI (M = SD)

(YN 727 e S Ak 2H ; i~
(n1=25,n2= 18) (}’ll :26, n2=35)
SRR E L (ny) 31.32+8.630 24.62 + 8.415 2.809" 0.139
DR E L (ns) 28.61 +7.563 26.77 +8.742 0.452 —

A p<0.05; "p<0.01.

Table 7. Significance test of difference for Dark Triad and the degree of inner conflict in moral disengagement under differ-
ent moral judgment principles (M + SD)
7. FEIBEFIETRN T B AL, EFNIIZENEEHERERGI (M £ SD)

fIRE P HE A e I A 4 2

=18, m=10)  (m =14, =22) ! n
13 E L (n)) EA YN 44.17 12,757 53.07 + 14.285 -1.859 —
PR3 13.50 £ 5.680 16.93 + 6.306 -1.614 —
KRS 11.22+3.719 16.57 + 5.694 —3.046™ 0.304
SN 19.44 + 5.360 19.57 +4.767 -0.070 —
MRFRLE 29.17 + 9.685 2471 +7.332 1.429 —
I £ L (n2) A 50.00 + 11.991 54.86 + 11.098 -1.121 —
(& NES'S 15.50 + 4.882 17.86 +5.523 -1.161 —
KRS 12.80 + 4.077 14.86 +5.157 -1.114 —
RS 21.70 + 4.762 22.14+3.091 0312 —
MRFRLE 33.60 + 5.232 25.82 + 8.438 3.184" 0.274

F: p<0.05; "p<00l1.
4. g
4.1. 43R R EFT B EHERR S5iE I EaY 2 im

TE T8 BEAE B 7K ST 5 4 H T8 A P eI B (0 i R FE 7 AR E R Y 22 s Dl 32 S AR B 3 )i
JHL S U D5 B R MR 22 5, R A AL O, 2005). AHF 7T sk B LBl AH 2= 50K, ik —
R TR G M AT ST 4 A R AT

TEAEHERL KT, AL AR 55 M L Lt B 2 B HB M P ORI [ 5%, SR AN AR b i 2
Sty WA FFRFE NI F Dy 53 PR T8 A A R BEAR, I 2 DA 5] T LA BH (b e i e saE (461, #0,
&EMHB, 2014).

Gilligan (1983)UCATEE AWK I, 53 HEAE AT A Wi b 2 i rsem, BF “AIE”
(TE B s ot ) 2 4 SRR RS 15 e e A e, B O TE R . EARIE ) LR R AT
FLEEINA, TE RS R P 22 77 B 2 2 R s AR BT I 5 I BN 22 7 5 2 (Jaffee & Hyde, 2000,
T, 2005), (HAEMREZILR, LHERICHBIE AT PR, RN P B0 0 dn e #8002 1 5%
Forr—J7 s 1 53 VR T 2 b A PR TR G A H A AT T U R e

WE ZRMH, PEENBAMIKPRANSZR. LB AL fEEdESNE R, B
TR T BB BRI S0 oo ) X 4E 2 SR I AL B2 4E 5 R R R 4 Rt 2 ie

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.89145 1238 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.89145

ZEHk, £S5

BEW) 97 (BREEIE, 1998). AW S, WO HIAATMAL ZIREBR(EAT L, ML, 2014), FHET
PLEB NG . TEIXFEAFRIMAT N UEN SEAEETT 3507 7 58 i S AT 1) T DA Th o) 3 S A6 3 1 s )
HEAT RS . T R AR BE SR U 2 25, ATRe 2 T AT 2380 B R4 &%
RAEE.

4.2. BEEARER, EEMERKTSEEFIETRNEXHR

BRbG oA A 4ERE DAL, GEAEHENL. BUR FE R E 5 Dok 3 X m A 45 23 IEAE oG . 4615(2015)
XF PRI A5 DR 3 SCTE B W OC 3R IR 70 4510 08 B IS N A& = I8 30 B 5 DR 3 ST 1l ) Wiy v S5 R
MIEAHDG, — R ESCRE TR A Firh, W& I A% 0 L 2 S AR A% B %
(MACH-IV). RS ER(LSRP). B AMELRWNPD, S S5E8E R, WM 7t LS54
T FAAE ] BB S + 26 TP SO 22 5+

FEFS T (2015) BB FE R, SR S8 Bk a7 g 14 07 2078 68 v (1K R I AR % 448 B2 ) At i D R 3 ST )
AR, RIBUR T U2 B 7 NS 2L )0 40 D A 1) 350 2 BB D R A7 fr ) SRR T 5038, T ORGP 245
ANSZANEN AT BRAE IR SE 0 o ZRBH FE N A R R A A T 25 4 P2 2 R A = DRI vl gt s ] I PR B AR 5T
RINAFETE

AFEFINA, BWE X, TEEHEN S AN B ARAT N B A s #8357 FH 18 AR
B 0 v AR HE B K AME S e 2 B O “ LB T o TaA s H 1, WEPE R 27 (McAlister,
2000), [T fl A KPS 4R 1 ThoR 3 SCE A W TR AR IEAR DG SRS AR, SRR E U B
IBSRSEH E ZAE LSRR A, T B AR M RIRE R A B R ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ’ﬂ%ﬁ, PRl 13X
PANYEFEAS 73 5 DR 32 SCE A it 1) B AF AR IEAH DG o (H SRS SR A8 R IMACRRAE 32 BAR TR fE Pl . oK
P B Z EAEIR S ILE ST, WA RENNE SR 5 AN ANE RN TS A S R e i KA SR B S AR
B E A, B LA D) 32 SCTE 4 A6 ) PR AH 2 AN B S o

o i At K 000 AR BT SR )2 J s AN (R D ) ) 1K A B R AR BRI T AR SR BRSO 18
P SR A, TEAEHE K SRS AR S YE A A B RBON I, TR 3 SR B X T A
AKPA S G A& S A RE I, 5 HAR4E A R A R

FER AT P HME IR B ph R AL ETT T, AR T 32 UMl (O aat, Qo SRR 3 252 RIS N6 1550 5%
W, R AR 2 SR PR S YL T I RN R, B R 5 AR R k1 TAED)H)
A A A AR, S T A KT R O e R

ER IR AR IR IR 2 SCAGT [ 3 4 T BT AN e il B b b i = B A SRR A 17, 2015), (HEE NS 5 LG < m
B R BRI O R AR L o H T ROR 3 USRI A 4E R (R AESS B Vo I . shZ A5 3L . 2iiE
TEHRE AL, BT UK PN 4E B2 1945 70 5 i RAR JE AR AR B 2 (TP SRR LA oG TARYE BT AR 7L, HARYERE
E G N = K7 R BOR B 52— A, 2RI B 2145 41 2 i 1) (Rauthmann & Kolar, 2012, 2013;
Veselka, Schermer, & Vernon, 2012), IXBLF AT DUERE B S REE A AN BE S DL, thah, B
FrAE s —gh g, T2 2 /DA AN FR% K (interpersonal grandiosity)-5 A B4 7 (interpersonal entitlement) i 4
4 (Veselka, Schermer, & Vernon, 2012), %5 3K A G875 EASTT DL AR A5 IA 5 & B 2R gE fEE R A R
PIRFIECHOREE, FhVEEIISE, 2015),

5. &t

1) RS NKE SO = 5 S R A AR B2 IR . BRRS A HERZ LA, TEAEHENL . SRS A A%
By BURE SR E 4S50 0 5 DR 2 SCBU A 46 R 38 IR G, I AR 7 BUR OB #4519
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¥ 5 A O P SRR EATAE 35 T G

2) BB BB KT B T, S PIEIEEE R RAE R BT Ltk

3) ARELE SR PR, TEEHEBUACT SRR S A ARG R, LR TR B2 R
W&AF s hA SO Al JEAEHERL KT 5 R AR B BEAMG, WL b RIEE R
SETEEHE AT o

HE&mHE
Grrg KAt 34 B1706.
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WRIIRE UG, o [ A PR 4.3, 23(2), 246-250.
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