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Can low moral competence, which is exhibited in high level of “opinion agreement”, contribute to, or even cause, a social divide? Or, to put it differently, can we prevent a social divide by fostering moral competence?

Moral competence is a key skill for dealing with ambiguous situations (Lind, 2019; Lind, 1987): As many studies using the Moral Competence Test (MCT) show, morally competent individuals are better able to solve problems and conflicts by weighing between alternatives and discussing them with opponents than less morally competent individuals. Morally competent persons are more likely to make decisions and judgments on the basis of inner principles and to act in accordance with them than people with low moral competence. Moreover, they show higher tolerance of ambiguity (Lind, Sandberger & Bargel, 1985) and low consistency of religious reasoning (Kietzig 2014).
This syndrome of low moral competence, low tolerance of ambiguity and low logical consistency is characteristic for the religious dogmatism of groups which divorce themselves from the larger society, as Kietzig (2014) has found in his study. Subjects with high opinion conformity (and low moral competence) rated belief statements more logically consistent than subjects with lower opinion conformity (absolute effect size = 22.2 C points). One can imagine that they can hardly engage in a controversial discourse with people outside their religious belief system. 
Can a similar mechanism, the lack of ability to deals with diversity and ambiguity (Bauer 2018), also be found in regard to other topics like virology and epidemiology? Can this account for the divide of society? In order to find an answer to these questions, I will describe in this presentation my plan for an empirical study, in which I will investigate the impact of moral competence (MCT) on tolerance of ambiguity as well as on the "internal logic" of beliefs in the field of virology and epide​miology. For measuring internal belief logic, I will adapt Kietzig's “Religious Consistency Test”.
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