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1 . 0 c INTRODUCTION 

L 

It is undeniable that morality is an area of intense human concern. All 

through history, men have attempted to justify their actions with moral 

reasons and philosophers have immersed themselves in the problems of 

defining good and evil. The drama of many great historical events has 

been coloured by moral considerations; examples are the French Revolution 

and the American Civil War. Morality is the raison d'etre of many social 

institutions. Moral considerations are the stock-in-trade of religious 

bodies, and the manifestos of political parties are suffused with moral 

adjectives. 

The psychological study of morality grew out of philosophy. New direc­

tions were needed because, whereas philosophy was mainly concerned with 

defining the ultimate good, psychology was concerned with studying the 

morality of ordinary human beings. As would be expected in an area of 

human functioning which is so complex and little understood, the study of 

morality is one of the most problematical fields of psychology. Thorny 

problems of definition and measurement, and the ever-present danger of 

introducing personal moral values into conceptualizations which should 

try to be objective, plague the student of morality. Peck and Havighurst 

(1964) neatly sum up the situation in the following words: "There is perhaps 

no study of human behavior more fraught with risk of subjective bias and 

culture-bound prejudice than is the study of moral character" (p. v) . 

The purpose of this introductory chapter is to outline the nature of some of 

the problems associated with morality. 

Probably the most difficult problem which has faced all psychologists in­

terested in morality has been that of objectivity. Perhaps more than in 

any other field of psychology, the moral theorist and experimentalist has 

to guard against the danger of projecting his own moral biases into his 

work. Early work in the field of morality was particularly prone to this 

failing. Theorists tended to be arbitrary and prescriptive, in that they 

defined, on the strength of their own insights .- set of traits and behaviours 



which were claimed to cover the realm of human moral functioning. The 

failure of this "content" approach produced a disillusionment which almost 

brought the study of morality to a halt. The subsequent history of research 

into this domain chronicles a trend away from arbitrary delineations of the 

field, towards conceptualizations which use more objective criteria. 

Problems of objectivity are not limited to the definition of the domain of 

morality. Even once the domain has been specified, the evaluation of 

particular types of morality which fall within this domain is subject to 

experimer:ter bias, A n�mber of theorists have partitioned the realm of 

morality into -_,.ariot.:.s moral "syndromes" or types of morality which they 

have ranked in terms of certain criteria. It is a moot point, however f 

whether any criteria exist which are s·ufficiently objective to permit the 

ranking of different types of morality in a manner which is free of personal 

prejudices 

Both of the problems mentioned above have a bearing on a third problem which 

relates to the question of universality, Is it possible to identify features 

of morality which will be found in all cultures, or are the moral concerns 

of each society so d::.fferent that no unifying factors may be found? Many 

socialization theorists and social anthropologists would lead us to believe 

that morality is as rel�tive as culture, On the other hand, certain theorists 

of morality claim that tney have identified mechanisms which are so funda -

mental that they will be found in the moral functioning of individuals from 

all cultures. These mechanisms relate to the structure of moral reasoning 

rather than to its content and define the II syndromes" of morality which were 

mentioned above. 

One of the greatest dil emmas which has confronted both theorists and ex­

perimentalists has been the problem of identifying the mode of human 

functioning which is most directly relevant to the study of morality. Three 

different modes have been proposed� behaviour 1 emotion and cognition. The 

behavioural approach is the oldest of the three: society has traditionally 

judged the moral worth of its members through their behaviour and psycholo­

gists have tned to do tte same; this approach, however, tends to be 
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superficial and subject to experimenter bias. A second way of looking at 

morality is through emotion. Theorists of this persuasion have laid par­

ticular emphasis on guilt; their psychoanalytic orientation has led them tc 

postulate that the transgression of internalized (superego) principles in­

variably results in a guilt response. The third school of thought stresses 

the cognitive, judgmental nature of morality which it sees as a reasoning 

process. This most recent approach has drawn upon the insights of 

ethical philosophy for its rationale, and it is ironical that the psychology 

of morality, which grew out of ethics, should return to it for its latter-day 

inspiration. 

Another problem is the practical one of measuremenL It might appear that 

morality is a far too complex and multi�faceted phenomenon to be amenable 

to any kind of measurement of assessment, particularly if the assessment 

is based on a nomothetic approach. However, the fact that society finds 

it necessary to identify a concept like morality suggests that there must be 

some core features which are common to the morality of all people, or at 

least all people within a single culture e The three approaches to the study 

of morality (behavioural, emotional and cognitive) have each attempted to 

identify features which are common and which therefore permit meaningful 

inter-individual comparisons to be made. 

Although a number of efforts !":ave been made to measure morality, not all 

of these attempts have been equally successful in tapping what might be 

called the II essence" or the most "fundamental II features of morality. The 

theorists who have approached morality from the cognitive point have 

probably enjoyed the greatest amount of success for they have identified 

basic formal features of moral reasoning, structures which describe the 

essence of an individual is morality to a much greater degree than any 

assessment of the content of his behaviour or of his emotional responses 

to transgression. The emphasis of the cognitive-structuralists upon 

formal, universal features of moral reasoning has enabled them to escape 

from the position of extreme relativism into which the study of morality 

had been pushed by socialization theorists and social anthropologists who 
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stressed the importance of cultural factors in the moulding of moral beliefs 

Because it has the desirable features of being fundamentally orientated and 

relatively content free, the cognitive-structural approach to the study of 

morality is currently in the ascendency. An additional advantage of this 

approach is that it offers scope for assessment using objective methods. 

Although it can be argued that the cognitive approach is not the final word 

in the study of morality, it is the best of the three approaches and suffers 

from fewer difficulties than the other approaches, For this reason, the 

present study will be based on a cognitive interpretation of morality, 

Despite the fact that the study of morality is beset with problems, it remairl3 

a rich and interesting area of investigation. Hogan (19 7 3) has summed up 

this sentiment in the following words: "The subject o: moral conduct 

contains some of the most intriguing problems and paradoxes in the social 

sciences 11 (p. 217) . 

This is an appropriate point to give the reader an idea of the scope of this 

study, for the chapters which follow will make greater sense if the overall 

objectives of the study are kept in mind. There are two main aims ; test 

construction and theory testing. 

As was mentioned previously, the cognitive-structural approach offern the 

greatest scope for the employment of objective methods. This approac!:-� 

therefore is desirable from the point of view of test construction, A few 

techniques are available for the assessment of morality from the cognitive 

point of view, but none is totally satisfactory. The problem seems to be 

that the theorists who have constructed assessment instruments have not 

been psychometrically orientated. 

The particular model on which the work in this study will be based has 

been derived from Kohlberg (1958). The tool which he has used to assess 

morality is the moral dilemma. Subjects are presented with a series of 

stories, each of which ends with the "hero" facing a moral dilemma whict 

he resolves by taking a particular course of action. The subjects are 

then required to comment on the justifiability of this action from tne moral 



point of view . 

Although this semi-projective method is promising in many respects, the 

particular way in which Kohlberg uses the technique leaves room for 

improvements. This study will address itself to the task of incorporating 

these improvements in a moral assessment instrument based on moral 

dilemmas. 

The second aim of this study is to test one of the fundamental claims 

made by Kohlberg ( 19 71) in his theory. According to Kohlberg I there are 

six I
I syndromes II or stages of moral reasoning. Although there is good 

evidence in favour of regarding these six stages as an effective and com -

prehensive means of classification, Kohlberg' s clairr. that these s:.x stages 

are ordered into a hierarchy based on their adequacy i3 cpen to objection o 

The second aim of this study is to test for the existence of this hierarchy. 

This study will therefore be primarily concerned with two of the five main 

problem areas which have been mentioned in the introduction o Although 

the other three will not be dealt with directly, considerable discussion of 

them will take place in the theoretical sections. 



2. O. THE DOMAIN OF MORALITY 
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In this chapter, attention will be given to the problem of distinguishing 

moral phenomena from non-moral phenomena; in other words , an attempt 

will be made to define the domain of morality. Both the philosophicai 

and the psychological approaches to the problem will be reviewed in 

this chapter. As the two approaches are distinctly different, they will 

be dealt with in separate sections. 

2 0 l. The Philosophical Approach to the Definition of Morality 

Concern about morality dates back to the ancients; both Plato and 

k·1stotle commented upon moral issues. They clearly identified 

rrorality with the cognitive sphere of man's functioning, thus initiating 

a long philosophical tradition (Gouldner, 1967). Plato, Aristotle arrd 

others conceived of morality in terms of a set of values , virtues and 

prescriptions. This approach had the dis ad vantage that the elements 

in each philosopher' s set did not coincide perfectly with those of other 

philosophers, so that no definite advance was made towards a fundamental 

definition of the moral dorriain. Later philosophers have come closer t:, tr.is , 

for they have concentrated on identifying universal principles rather 

than values and prescriptions. 

:!.!1 his work on ethics, Frankena (1963) views morality as a social under= 

taking which is not for the most part the invention of the individual for 

his own guidance. Like language and the Church, it exists before the 

indbidual, who is inducted into it and who becomes more or less a 

participant in it. Although parts of an individual's code may be of his 

own construction, morality is largely social in its origins. It makes 

demands on the members of a society and, to varying degrees, becomes 

internalized in these members. 

In an attempt to define morality more closely, Frankena (1963) compare:3 

and contrasts it with two other systems of social regulation, viz. law 

and etiquette or convention. Convention does not deal with matters of 

s'.�ch crucial social importance as those dealt with by morality and law 



Thu s morality is d istinguished from conve ntion by certain fe ature s 

which it share s with law. Sim ilar ly ,  mor ality is d istinguished fr om 

law ( with which it over laps to some exte nt) by certain fe ature s which 

it share s  with conve ntion, for instance the fe ature of not be ing cre ated 

or change able by anything lik e a d e liberate le gislative or jud icial act, 

and the fe ature of having as its sanctions, not physical force or the 

thre at of it, but at m ost pr aise and blame. 

D e spit e his averr al that mor ality is a large ly so cial und ertak ing, Frank e na 

( � 963) p oi nts out that mor ality , as it has e volved in the We stern world , 

has d e ve loped a more ind ivid ualistic or pr ote stant aspe ct. H e  therefore 

d istinguishe s two m ai n  stage s of moralit y which he claim s to be tr aced 

cle arl y both in ind ivid ual d e ve lopme nt and the e volution of a culture . 

Th e  two stage s are "custom ary" or "group" morality and 1 1 personal1 1
, 

"princi pled II or "re fle ctive II m or ality. This vie w , in an e labor ated fomr 

is shared by se ver al psychologists who will be m e ntioned later . 

L awrer.. ce K ohlber g is both an e thical phi losopher and a mor al psycho l ogis t 

of stand ing; he nce he m ay be re gard ed as be ing singular ly we ll quali fied 

to com me nt on the fie ld of morality, Accord ing to K ohlber g ( 1 9  7 1 ) :  
1 

0 0 " ,  t he e piste mologi cal blinders psychologists have wor n have hidden 

frcm t hem the fact that the conce pt of m or ality is itsel f a phil osphi ca!  

t e thi cal) r ather than a be havioral conce pt . o .  o one need s to orien t  de vel ­

c prr..e ntal re se ar ch to philosophic conce pts of m or ality . . . .  W hile phi! o­

sop hic conce pts of m or ality d iffer from one another , the ir d iffere nces  

are minor compared w ith the di ffere nce s be twe e n  almost any philosophi c 

conce pt of mor ality and . . . .  psychological conce pts of m or ality" ( p , : 5 2) o 

K ohlber g ( 19 64) appr oache s the d e finition of morality cognitive ly in the 

f ollowi ng w ay� "Mor al jud gme nts are jud gme nts about the good and the 

r ight of action, Not all jud gm e nts of 1 good 1 or i r ight0 are m or al jud gmen ts _. 

h owe ver; many are jud gm e nts of e sthe ti c , te chnological or prud e nti al 

good ne ss or r ightne ss. U nlik e jud gme nts of prude nce or e sthe tics ! 

m or al jud gme nts te nd to be universal, i nclusive , consiste nt , and to be  

grounded on obje ctive, impersonal , or ide al gr ound s 1 1 ( p. 405 ) . 
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I t  s hould be noted that K ohlberg does not regard truly m oral j udgm ents 

to be culture- bound , although he does agree that there is a s tage in 

hum an m oral developm ent when j udgm ents are heavily influenced by 

s ocial pres s ures . This " conventional II type of m orality is recognis ed 

b y  ps ychologis ts and philos ophers of alm os t  all s hades of opinion , but 

m os t  ps ychologis ts do not accept the exis tence of " principled 1 1  form s 

of m orality , probably becaus e they have not approached the problem 

from a rational , ethical point of view. Mos t philos ophers , on the 

other hand conceive of m orality in term s of uni vers alizable principles , 

and their definitions reflect this view. K ant ( 19 38) , the great ethical 

philos opher ,  called his univers alizable principle the categorical im pera-

ti �1e , and des cribed it operationally as follows 1 1 • • • • I am never to act 

oth er wis e than s o  that I could at the s am e  tim e will that my m ax im s hould 

b ecom e univers al law" ( p. 1 7 ) . The philos opher J . S . Mill ( 1949) m ade 

his uni vers alizab le principl e utilitarianism ( the m axim ization of good over 

evil) . B utler ( 1 9 5 0 ) , reflecting the Chris tian ethic, identified love as 

the uni vers alizable principle. 

The m ain aim of this s ection has been to dem ons trate that , while philo­

s ophers of recent tim es differ s ignificantly in their conceptions of the 

u ltim ate principles of mor ality , their approach to m orality is es s entially 

sim ilar .  A ll view m orality as a prim arily cognitive , rational phenom enon 

and all cite s im ilar form al criteria which are neces s ary conditions before 

a s tatem ent m ay be regarded as " m oral" . The m ain criteria are ( i) uni­

vers alizability , ( ii) pres criptivenes s ,  ( iii) ideality , ( iv) cons is tency, 

and ( v) im pers onality. H ence , a s tatem ent lik e "The Cadillac is a 

good car" is not a m oral s tatem ent becaus e it does not im ply that every­

one s hould think that the Cadillac is a good car or that everybody s hould 

own one ( criteria ( i) and ( ii) ) . On the other hand a s tatem ent lik e " It is 

bad to tell lies I I im plies that everyone s hould think it bad to tell lies and 

ever yone s hould tell the truth . 

A t  this point it s hould be clear that while philos ophers agree s ubs tantially 

in their definition of m oral s tatem ents , their conceptions of hum an m orality 



d iffer , b ecau s e  each philo s opher a s s es s es morality against the yard stick 

of hi s own uni versal izable principle or  principle s . This  i s  tru e , but it 

does  not m ean that the philos ophical  a pproach has  failed to h elp  u s  in  

our s earch for an ob j ective m ethod of  a s s es s ing human morality , for the 

formal  characteri stics ,  rather than the  content of moral statement s  may 

b e  u s ed a s  a criterion . I n  other word s  the moral  philo s ophy of  an  in ­

dividual may b e  j udged in term s of  the  d egree to w hich his  argum ents 

incorporate the formal feature s of  uni ver sa liz ability , impersonality , 

ideality and the other criteria of  tru l y  moral statement s . In  th i s  w a y , the 

philo sophical approa ch to morality can a void the pitfall of b eing pres crip ­

tive , for it does  not demand that an  indi victual value a particular principl e 

rn ord er to b e  moral ; in s tead it look s at the formal characteri stics  of 

principl ed moral philosophy rath er than the content of the philo sophy . 

The  phi losophical approach do e s , how e ver , require the acceptance of 

the notion that the morality of an ind ividual may be equated with the 

d egree to w hich hi s s tatem ent s refl ect the formal characteri stic s  o f  

morality . Not everyone  w ould a ccept this . 

2 .  2 .  P sychological  Approa ches  to the D efinition of Morality 

U nl ik e  the phi los ophers , the  p s ychologi s ts  have espou s ed wid ely 

d i vergent view s of morality , At lea st four main s chool s of thought may 

be d.:. strnguishect ;  the sociological  s chool , the l earning or mod ell ing 

s chool , the p s ychoanalyti c or affective s chool  and the stag e -d evelop ­

m ental s chool , 

2 o 2 .  1 .  Sociological definitions of morality 

The  s ociological definition of mora lity w a s  formulated initia l ly by  

Durk heim ( 1 9 6 1) . Hi s approach  i s  s trictly relativi stic . Moral  b e ­

ha viour i s  d efined s imply a s  that b ehaviour which i s  concordant with 

the norm s of the ambient s o ci ety . According to Cronbach ( 1 9 4 9 ) :  

1 1 Character traits are tho s e  in w hich society judges  one type of re s pons e  

a s  more ethica l  than anoth er " (p . 4 1 7 ) . One  canr.ot therefore speak 

of  morality as an invariant or independ ent phenom enon , 

The  soc iological approach id e ntifi e s  morality w ith socialization and 
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w riters l ik e B erkowitz ( 1 9 6 4 )  u s e  the two term s interchangeab ly . 

Kohlb erg ( 1 9 64 )  h a s  mount ed a vigorou s attack on the sociological  

interpretation of morality . He  cit e s  th e in s tances  of N azi  Germany 

a nd Sta l inist  Ru s s ia where th e va st m a jority of  the populace w a s  

"mora l " i n  the so ciologica l understanding o f  the word , becau s e  con ­

formity to the exi sting social  norm s w a s  w id e s pread . Neverthel e s s , 

Kohlb erg cla im s  I it would be  extrem ely difficult to j u stify thes e 

societi e s  a s  b eing mora l us ing any other crit erion , Even w ithin the 

context of pre s ent -day W e stern society , Kohlb erg stres s e s the inadequa cy  

of th e s o  cw logica l  d efinition : 1 1 . . . . .  , the hol low lives  apparent in 

ou. r ow r: a fflu ent socie ty  have made it pa infu l l y evident that ad j us tm ent 

-t: :.i th e g ro � p  i s  no sub stitu te  for r:wra l maturity (Kohlb e::-g ( 1 9 64 ) , p ,  3 8 3 ) . 

T h e  s an: 2 point i s  made by M cCord and  Cl em e s  ( 1 9 6 4 ) , 

2 .  2 .  2 .  D efinition s d eri ving from learning theory 

The  l earning theory approach tc the d efinition of morality is  al so  rel at iv ­

i s tic . The  relativ1sni I how e v ,::;� , i s  s een to operate at the individua l  

rather than the societal l c 'v-e }. " Eys enck ( 1 9 6 1 )  d efin es con s cience 

(w hich he equate s  w ith mora l ity )  as  a conditioned a voidance reaction 

to certain cla s s e s  of acts or s ituatior. s .  B andura and Walters  ( 1 9 6 3 ) 

view mora l ity rr ore po s ih \1el y b y  s tre s s ing th e impcrtance of model l ing 

in  E.c e a cqu::. �.; it tc �:: cf rrcoral atti..tui e :::, a r:d b eh a viou:: . P arents or parent ­

sub stitu t e s  defin e  moral b eha vw'..J r and g enerall y a ct accordingly; the 

child model s his  ow n beha viour on thi s  example  e 

2 ,  2 .  3 ,  D efinition s d eriving from P s ychoana lytic theory 

Lik e the previou s two approaches , th e p s ychoanalyti c approach view s 

morality a s  a static phenomenon , devoid of a growth potential , The  

moral ity  w hich ea ch person acquires in the cours e of h i s  childhood i s  

an  external l y  given entity which is  out of t h e  rndividuar s pow er t o  change . 

The  p s ychoanalys t s  ha ve a s sociated tb e mora l s phere of the persor.al ity 

w ith th e super - ego which emerg es  aft er the succes sful re solution of 

the O ed ipu s compl ex (B lum l 9 5 3 ; N el s en et al ; 1 9 69 ) , The formation 

of the s u per - ego invol ves  the internal iz ation of standa!"d s  from the 

parent s , parti cul arly th e f ather or father  subs titute _ Fai lure to l i ve 
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up to thes e standard s results  in a feeli ng  of guilt (Kaul , 1 9 6 5 ) 0 

I t  s hould b e  noticed tha t , lik e the sociolog is t s  and the l earning 

theorist s ,  the p s ycholoanalyst s  offer no fundam ental d efinition of 

morality ba s ed on formal  characteri s ti c s  or any other ob j ective criterion . 

All  three approaches  s ee the d el irr..itation of th e dom ain of morality to be  

largely socially d etermined , Each individua l acquires hi s own defini ­

tion of morality either through direct experience  cf the s anctions and mores 

of hi s society , or via s om e  agent , lik e the parent , w ho interpret s and may 

add to er modify the s o cial  morality b efore transmitting it to the child . 

2 .  2 .  4 ,  D efinitions  d eriving fron; the cognitive -developm ental approach 

to morality 

The ccgr : t 1 \--e -developm ental i st s  ha ve broken away from the traditional 

Hobb es 1ar. view of  man to which rre-...: d and others  subs  cnb ed o In  the 

Hobb es ian tradit::or:. , Freud b elieved that soC1ety exi s ted primarily to 

protect rr. en £rem or.e .:mutt. er and that cdkre w a s  e stabl i s h ed to a s sist  

in prever:! ing tne break f r.l _, ...: g :r cf  man ' s  s el fi s h  and d e structive needs  o 

M an ' s s "J.per= ego performe ct t .r_ e fun ct:.o�  of preventing f r� e  expres s ion 

of tr.ese  undes irable  r1 eed s  ( Freud , � 1 3 ') ) o U nllke the Freudians , the 

developmentalis ts  de not view s ouaL.zati on as a continual struggle  b e ­

tw een  th e inte!'e s t. s  o f  fre ind1vid� : a �  and soc iety; rath er , socialization 

is s een as a more p.-:-J s lt 1ve prcce ;; �. , the 1r..d1 vidl�a : d. emcnstrating pre � 

gres s 1vely greater adaptl ve abil it ie s  arid fulfilhng thi s greater potential 

at succe 3 s ive stages  rn thi s d evelopm ent c A s  a result of tni s view , 

cognitive de •Jelopm er:tali s t s  t end to regaY-d m orality a s  a growing and 

changing f:rnction w ithin the p ersona lity , a fun ction wh ich piays an 

integrat1 ·ve and interp:·etati ve rol e . 

The  m8 s t  prominent de 'lelopm ental l s t s  i r  :.he f ield are P iaget ( 1 9  3 2) , 

P eck and Havighurs t ( : 9 64 ) , Loev�nger ( 1 9 6 6 )  and Ko'�lberg ( 1 9 5 8 ) . All  

of them regard morality as a primarily cogniti ve phenom enon " Oni y 

Kohlb erg , how ever , ha s offered a preci s e  definiticn of moral ity , B e ­

cau s e  hi ;-, interpretation of morality i s  large ly  philosopr.ical , h i s  view s 

have already b een  m entioned in S ection 2 . 1  u A s  for the other develop ­

m entali s t s , no expl.i c i: definitions  are g 1 ·1en , and Lo evmger ( � 9 6 6 )  even 
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makes a case for not offering definitions . Loevinger claims that the 

present level of sophistication of research into morality is approximately 

the same as was tte level of sophistication of intelligence testing at 

the time of Binet . She observes that although Binet supplied several 

pointing definitions, he depended for the most part on a tacit compre � 

hens ion of what intelligence is . 

All the developmental theorists ha ve constructed operaticnal definitions 

of morality which they have used to direct their research o These 

should not be regarded as defir:.itions in the true sense of the word o 

They taKe the form of moral stage descriptions " Each theorist has 

identified a set of moral stages which all people are supposed to pass 

through 1r. the course of their childhood and early adulthood development. 

T he Defmit10 n of M orality for the P urposes of the P resent Study 

It is possible to ado pt the sta n ce of Loevinger ( 19 6 6 )  and deny the need 

for a formal definitiun of rn oral it y . O n  the of�er hand , there is no 

denying that a definitioE , -_. :- at l ea.;t some expl icit statement of orienta ­

tion is useful i n  guiding research o 

If one looks at the psycho anal'.[tic, the sociological and the learning 

theory apprca c��es !o t i--: e  deLnit10n of rr.cralit y ,  one can see that there 

i s  a single f actor w r_ 1c .'."� ai l  s r:are in commc r:. , Al .:_  f-�ree �a ve w1."�at 

might be called a " cor�tent I I approach to moral:.ty o TLe co ntent refers 

to specific beta viours wrLic:t� are either sanctioned or censcred ., The 

patterning cf s anctlcned a nd censured behavicurs is determined largely 

by the society or by the subculture c Hence , it is impossible to make 

any general staterr:ents about the domain of morality, because its content 

changes from culture to culture , 

In a sense ., this behavioural, content approach is an interpretation of 

morality at the "molecular " level, whereas the philosophers and Kohlberg 

attempt arr interpretat10n at a " molar " level W !'."'_i ch dea l s wit h structures 

rather than content . This permits a non -relativistic  definition of 

morality , for it is held that structures are universal whereas content is 



1 3 .  

not . The philosophical approach to morality differs from the above .:. 

mentioned three approaches in that it interprets morality as a cognitive 

j udgmental rather than a behavioural phenomenon . A statement such as: 

" I t  is wrong to cheat the Taxman" is representative of the type of 

material with which the content approach deals, whereas the cognitive ­

j udgmental approach of Kohlberg and the philosophers would make their 

interpretation on the rest of the sentence, which could be " . . . .  because 

you might get caught " ,  or " .  o • o because each man must pay his fair 

share towards the national economy " .  

The alternative endings to the sentence which are given above illustrate 

a point made by Kohlberg ( 1 97 1 ) .  He claims that any attempt to 

defin e and evaluate mcrality on the basis of content and beha viour is  

futile , beca1.:.se any one action may be performed for a variety of reasons . 

The fact that a man does not falsify his income -tax return says nothing 

about his underlying rL .xality . It  is only by studying the reasons for 

his actic n that it is pos sib:e to make inferences about the nature (i . e .  

structure) o f  his morality o 

It  seems reasonable to believe that the ultimate definition of human 

morality should incorporate both beha vicu ral and cognitive factors o 

The student of morality s hou� d be interested bofr rn th e reasons for an 

action and in tr.e action itself o A certain amcunt cf  insight into an 

rndi vidl!al ' s morality is  gained if he says� " I  do not cheat on my income ­

tax because I believe I should pay my share 1 1
, but the final assessment 

of his morality depends on whether he does in actual fact , always send 

in a truthful tax return o 

As behavioural assessments of morality are out of the question in this 

study , it has been decided to limit the definition of morality to the 

cognitive - j udgmental realm . The morality of an individual will there ­

fore be assessed on the basis of  the reasons he gives for choosing a 

particular course of action . The morality of these reasons will be 

determined on the basis of certain structural and formal criteria , These 

criteria have been derived from the work of philosophers of ethics, and 

adapted by Kohlberg ( 1 9  7 1 )  for use in the psychological study of morality . 
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A s  thi s study draw s heavily on  the w ork of  philo s ophers  for it s bas ic 

orientation a nd its interpretation of  moral ity , a brief outline of the 

dis cipline of  ethics  w il l  be in ord er .  

There are tw o m ain s chool s of  thought in  ethic s . Adherent s of thes e  

two s choo l s  are know n  a s  teleologis ts  and d eontologi s ts  re spectively . 

3 . 1 .  Te leo logy 

The ultimate quest ion in ethics  i s  "What i s  the  good ? 1 1 (It should be  

appreciated that w hen one i s  s p eaking of  good in  the moral rather than 

the nonmoral  s en s e , it is cu stomary to pla ce  the definite article before 

the word II good 1 1
. ) According to the te leologi s t s , the basic  criterion 

of the moral rightnes s of an act is the amount of  goodnes s w hich is 

brought about by it . The word " goodn e s s I I  w hich w a s  u s ed in the 

previous  s entence  s hould be taken  in the nonmoral s ense . Therefore , 

in t eleology , the final appeal mus t  b e  to the relative amount of good , 

or the balance of  good over e vil w hich i s  produced . 

Unfortunately , no obj ective method i s  a vailab l e  for d etermining what 

good i s . M any  theori s t s  have identified good w ith plea sure , and are 

call ed hedonist s . Others have a s so ciated good w ith pow er , knowl edg e ,  

s elf -realization , love and many other concept s . (Frank ena , 1 9  6 3 . ) 

There are two main types  of tel eo logi st . The  Ethical Egoi sts  claim 

that one s hould alw ays pursue w hat i s  the good for onese lf . · The Ethical 

U niversal is t s (or Utilitarian s )  on  the other hand , hold that one s hould 

try to promote the greate st g en eral good . Epicuru s and Nietz s che 

b elong to  the form er group and B entham and M ill  to the latter . (Frank ena , 

( 1 9 6 3 . )  

3 .  2 .  D eontology 

Whereas  tel eology is more concerned w ith end s , d eontology places  it s 

main s tre s s  on  m eans . Another w ay of explaining the difference b etw een 

the two s chool s of  thought would be to say that  d eontology build s the 
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foundations  of it s ethics  o n  a ctions  , while the foundatio n s  of te leo logy 

is s et in thing s (Waddingto n , 1 9 6 0 ) " The word " thing s 1 1 s hould be 

interpreted very broad ly  O D eontologi st s d eny that the good is so lely 

a function of what is good ;  certain qualitie s  of  the act it s elf w hich 

are independent of the goodnes s or badnes s of  th e con s equences  rnust  

be  tak en into cons ideration . For ins tance , the fact that an  act keeps  

a promis e , o r  i s  just , o r  i s  commanded by  God can  b e  enough to  ensure 

its moral goodnes s ,  becau s e of qualities  inherent in such an act . For 

a d eontologi st , it is po s s ib l e  for an act to b e  m orall y  right , de spite the 

fact that it doe s  not produce  th e greatest  amount of good o ver e vil . 

(Frank eP.a , 1 9 6 3 ) . 

3 .  3 .  lrr.manuel  Kant 

As Kant ( 1 9  3 8 )  i s  the mo s t  i nflu ential  ethical philo sopher of recent times , 

a s hort subs ection will  b e  d e vcted to his  theory . 

Accord ina to Kant: " I t is .i rr� pos  sible to conceive of anything anywh ere 

in the world or even a nyw h ere otit of it that can w ithout qualification 

b e  cal led good except Good Wil1 1 1  (p . 8 )  o (Good i s  b eing u s ed in the 

moral s en s e , )  Kant relate s  the concept of Good Will  to duty . When 

an act i �. rerfol"rr:_ed , nc t fer p ersonal  ad vantage ,  nor for t he  a voidance 

of  unplea sau u n .; l:.!qu ence s , lt may be  said to be p erform ed cut of 

duty , Tr, e  moral nature o f  Good Will  1 s  related to duty b ecau s e  " an 

a ction frorr, duty do e s  not ha ve its moral worth in the purpo s e  w hich i s  

to  b e  atta ined by it , but in  the maxim according to  w hi ch i t  ha s been 

p erform ed 1 1  (p " 1 5 ) . 

H ence ! duty , a s  Kant define s  it , i s  motivated b y  Good Wil l ;  duty 

therefore becom e s  a moral concept . Duty , how e ver cannot be p erform ed 

other than out of re s pect for some rul e  or law . The  ultimate ta sk  of 

Kant ' s ethics  is to identify s uch a law . The law w hich Kant pro vides  

i s  the w el l  k nown Categorical  Imperative� 1 1 1 am never to a ct other ­

wis e than so that I could at the same time wi l l  that m y  maxim s hould 

b ecom e a um versa l  law 1 1  (p  O 1 7 ) , 
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Kant  1 ::; a ruh: - :J ec.n t ologi s t , t n e  Ca.te9onca l Imperative being hi s only 

rul t:: , 1 t shouL1 be  noticed tn3t un i  \-er sa l l sm � s  both a structural and 

a cont ent f eatt : :- E:::: i n  th i s  rui e ,  

One  ei:� t h e  r:1c � 1. µrominer.� eth::.. c.s  cf tr:.e Wes tern world i s  the Chri stian 

up in  t tl. e_; twc. C:ireat  Corr.rr:a�, :Ln en: s of Ct�ris t : 

s o1J ar: r1 v; : r i-: a J  J t hy  rr:, ind . Th i s  i s  tl ; e f irst  and great commandment 0 

£true :-; w h1cr: :.. :. t1 :::1 .3 eci ,-r n t :l e  pnnc1 :p ie  of love 1 s  u suaE y cal l ed agapi s rn , 

P hil() scph ers  r�a . (: c.i ! i � .:.cu �t y 1 ::--,_ 1 dentifyin9 agap1 s rr. w ith eith er d eontology 
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4 . 0 .  A SU RVEY OF THE LITERATURE P ERTAINING TO MORALITY .  I 

T H EORIES  OF MORALITY 

1 �1 I • 

The  purpo s e  of thi s chapt er 1 s  to g ive the  read er a review and evaluation 

of  the theori es of morality o Chapter 4 w ill  supply a theoretical back -

ground w hich w ill a s s i st  rn giving a fu l l er comprehen s ion of the empiri cal  

s tud ie s  to be r eview ed in Chapter 5 .  

I t  i s  pos s ib l e  to s plit  the  th eories of moral ity into three main cla s s e s ;  

( 1 ) Tho s e  d erived from p sychoanalyt ic  t h eory; 

( 2 )  Tho s e  d erived from l earnin g theory a nd socialization theory; 

( 3 )  T r1 c 1 s e  b a s ed on  cogniti ve =d evelopmental  theory . 

T h e s e  tnree  main  cl a s s e s  of theori e s  w i l l  b e  d ealt with in s eparate  

s ection s .  

4 .  l .  Th e P syc�oar�_0.L·tt 1c Ori entation 

P s ychoa r. a l ys t s  genera l 1
/ 1rl entif y mora l ity w ith the superego . Freud 

( 1 9  3 0 ) d i s tingui s hes  two sta g e s  rn th e d e velopm ent of con s ci en c e . I n  

the  fir st  s tag e ! there 1 s  no  rnternal lz eci authority and guilt  f ee l i ngs  

a re  i n  eff ect onl y a f ea r  of l o s �:; of  the  love o f  an  externa l  authority 

( u sua i l y t !"� e  parent s ) . Th::.s  s itua tion 1 s  typical l y  found in children , 

a. l t hm.: g L r n  so rn e  m 1 ::.: r a l ! y  1m m at'v._.'.' e adLl t s  authority remain s  externa l i sed . 

Such 1nd1  viduaL; wi l l  er.gage  rn forbidden  b eha v10ur a s  long  a s  they are  

sure tr:at  no authorit y wi l l  f ind  out  C 

Mo st  p eop l e , how e,/er , p a s s on  to the s econd stage of con s cience  

developm ent  w hich invol ves th e internal ization of  the authority w ith 

the  e stab l i s hm ent cf tne sup erego . O nc e  the authority ha s b e en 

interna l iz ed , it i s  po s s ib l e  to speak of tru e gui l t  feel ings  w hich re ­

s ult w hen the internaliz ed s tandard s c, f th e superego are tran s gre s s eci , 

The  f e e l ing s of guilt resu lt from a hos ti l e  attack on the  ego by the 

superego (Ka1..:. l , 1 9  6 5 . B lum , 1 9  5 3 ) . 

The  s u p er ego em erges  a s  th e re sult of the succes s ful r e solution of th e 

O ed ipa l confl ict , T h e  s u p erego i s  c laimed by  p s ychoa na lys t s  to b e  
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a w el l - integrated function ;  h ence the p s ychoana lytic model would 

predict that moral ity is a w el l - integrated , al l - of - a -piece phenom enon . 

As  the sta ndard s which a re incorporated in  the superego are taken over 

from th e authority in a " once - and - forever" proce s s , th e p sycho ­

analytic theory predict s that the superego will b e  s tabl e ,  cha nging 

or developing very litt le  over time . Thi s view is not shared by the 

cognitive developm ental i st s  w ho claim that moral d e velopment continues 

to tak e place w el l  into adulthood . 

4 .  2 .  The  Orientation of L earning Theory a nd Socialization Theory 

Although som e  of  the earlier learning theori sts  lik e Dol lard et al  ( 1 9 39 )  

have interpreted p s ychoanal ytic concepts  in l earning term s , most b e ­

haviourists have d eparted from the p sychoanalytic model . Two of 

the most  articulate exponents of the b eha vioura l interpretation of 

morality are Bandura and Wa lters ( 1 9 6 3 ) . They  d eny that there is  

any neces sary relations hip b etw een res is tance  to t emptation and guilt 

as  defined a s  s el f -punitive re s pon s e s . They claim that the acqui sition 

of resistance of temptation res pon s e s  involve s  the cla s s ical conditioning 

of emotional re s po n s e s  w h erea s s elf  .. puniti ve re s pon s e s  are built up 

by in strum ental conditioning . 

Bandura a nd Walters ( 1 9 6 3 ) stre s s  the role  of  modelling a s  a transmitter 

of moral b ehaviour from one  generation to the n ext . They claim that 

their studie s on model ling have demonstrated that children "may acquire 

inhibitions  w ithout committing a prohibited act and w ithout th em s elves 

receiving any puni shm ent 1 1 ( p . 1 7 8 )  . 

P arents are u sual ly th e model s upon w hich children ba s e  their mora l 

behaviour . P arents , how ever , are not con s i s tent mod el s . A father 

may urge his son not to cheat , but neverth el e s s fail to inform shop 

a s s istant s w hen he is undercharged . For thi s rea son , B andura and 

Walters  s ee morality , a s  a fragmentary and s ituation -bound collection 

of do ' s and dont ' s .  

B ehaviourists like Bandura a nd Walters ( 1 9 6 3 ) and Eys enck ( 1 9 6 1 )  are 

particularly oppo sed  to cognitive developm ental  th eories  w hich s tre s s  
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reason for the rejec tion of c ognitive developmental theories by 

behaviourists c omes f rom the fac t that learning theorists are acc ustomed 

to viewing the ac quisition and extinc tion of behaviour in terms of 

smooth growth and dec ay func tions; therefore, they find it impossible 

to acc ept the jerky step- func tions whic h c ognitive- developmentalists 

c laim underlies moral development. 

Soc ialization theorists have taken a broader view of the ac quisition of 

moral behaviours than pure learning theorists, in that they see the wh ole 

soc iety as a forc e whic h has a hand in the shaping of the morality of 

its members. Zigler and Child ( 19 69 ) define soc ialization as I I  a broad 

te rm for th e whole proc ess by whic h an individual develops through 

transac tions with other people his spec ific patterns of soc ially r elevant 

behaviour and experienc e" ( p. 474) . Most definitions stress c onformity 

to a greater degree. Elkin ( 19 60) for instanc e defines soc ialization as 
1 1  the proc ess by whic h someone learns the ways of a given soc iety or 

soc ial group so that he c an f unc tion within it1 1  ( p. 4) .  Sc ott ( 19 71) 

has a similar definition. Acc ording to him , norms are internalized 

through a proc ess of reinf orc ement, the reinforc ement being soc ial 

approval. I t  appears f rom these def initions that soc ialization is a 

broad er term than rr. or al development whic h is inc luded in it . 

Soc ialization theorists , therefore, seem to assoc iate moral behaviour 

with c onforming behaviour. L ike the psyc hoanalysts, they distinguish 

only two phases in moral development. B efore the individual has 

ac quired the norms of the soc iety in whic h he lives he may be regarded 

as amoral and unsoc ialized, then after he has ac quired these norms he 

bec omes moral, soc ialized an d c onforming. These two phases are 

not distinc tly separated; they shade into eac h other. The soc ialization 

theorists deny that there is any further phase of moral development 

beyond the stage of c onf ormity. K ohlberg ( 1 9 71) and other c ognitive­

developmental theorists, on the other hand, distinguished a further 

level of moral development whic h they c all II postc onv entional". 
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Zigler and Child (19 69) claim that that socialization theorists over ­

emphasize the role of conformity in socialization . They point to the 

variability of behaviour found amongst socialized adults in most 

societies , particularly the more 1 1  advanced II countries . It  is sig ­

nificant that it is in the more I I  advanced I I  countries that Koh lb erg 

(1971) found most evidence of postconventional morality . It is 

conceivable that the socialization theory of moral development applies 

best to more " primitive " societies where individualism is discouraged . 

4 .  3 .  Cognitive - Developmental Theories of Morality 

Cog nitive - developmental theorists have broken new ground in the study 

of morality in that they have developed a relatively culture-free approach 

to t h e  eva luation of moral statem e nts . Other t h eorists ha v e  a nchored 

their evaluations to the norms of the relevant society , whereas cog ni ­

tive developmentalists have anchored theirs to ethical concepts which 

are based on the formal  or structural properties of moral reasoning. 

Structure is a higher -order f eature cf moral reasoning then content and 

is claimed by the cognitive developmentalists to occur in similar form 

in all cultures . While the content of the moral reasoning of two in ­

dividuals may be different , the formal charact eristics of their reasonin g 

might be the same . It is possible , for in stance 
I 

for one individual 

to argue in favour of Socialism while another advocates Capitalism , 

and despite thise , both may be using a similar structural moral argument 

(which could be the maximization of the welfare of the general population) . 

E ach theorist has distinguished his own set of moral structures or 

stages which , he claims , covers th e universe of moral reasoning . 

Within each set , the stages have been ordered into a hierarchy . 

According to the cognitive developmentalists , every child in the course 

of his moral development passes from moral stage to moral stage and 

it is the claim of each of these theorists that his set of stages a nd his 

hierarchy describe most adequately the moral progression of the child . 

Fortunately , the sets of stages which each theorist has developed 

share much in common , so cog nitive developmentalists present a 
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rea sonab ly  uniform picture of  moral d evelopment , 

Not al l  individua ls  develop to the fina l  s tages  of the moral hierarchy . 

Accord ing to the cogniti ve developm ental theoris ts , environm ent plays 

a re latively  minor role  in determining th e point at which developm ent 

cea s e s . Kohlberg ( 1 9 69 )  cla im s that the cognitive compl exity of which each 

individua l i s  capab le  i s  the ma jor fa ctor w hich control s his potential 

for mora l developm ent , As th e child grow s , the compl exity of thought 

of w hich h e  i s  capable  increa s e s , The  cognitive developm ent of the 

child is  r e sponsib l e  for a comparab l e  mora l  developm ent , for th e mora l  

stages  are  ordered into a hi erarchy en  th e b a s i s  of the  degree of  cog -

nitive com pl exity inherent in each one , A point i s  ultimately rea ch ed 

when th e C<-Jgnit ive d e velopm ent of the  chi ld or young adu!t tapers  off 

and cea s e s . The l evel of cognitive compl exity which ha s been reached 

at thi s point determines  the s tage  of  moral rea soning of which th e 

indi victua l i s  ca pab le. . 

Unlik e tn e l earning th eori st s , the  cogmti ve d e velopmental ists  claim 

that moral  d evelopment occt: rs  ::-:.ct smooth l y  but in a s eries  of burst s  

which corres pond with th e trans it ion  from s tage  to  stage . The rea son 

for thi s uneven progres s ion is  that moral rea soning i s  always ba s ed 

on a parti cular typ e  of 10gic _; each stage  of mora l rea soning h a s  a 

unique logic or rationa le  wh ich d iffers from in it s forma l  characteri st ics  

from the rationa l e s  of a l l  other mora l stag es . Tran sitions  from stage  

to  stag e are therefore abrupt , for  hybrid form s of mora l l ogic are 

genera l ly  uns table , hence the change  to a d i s tinct ly different form of 

logic u sual ly  takes  place swift ly . 

The  internal  logic of each moral s tage  i s  the central core which ho ld s 

the stage  tog ether ;  it unifie s  and i ntegrates  the concept s which are 

u s ed in the moral reasoning of each s tage  and give s it it s d i stinct 

character . 

The res t  o f  thi s section will  b e  d e voted to detai led des criptions  of 

the variou s cognitive developm ental theorie s .  Each theori st w i l l  b e  

d ealt w ith under a s eparate heading . 
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4 .  3 . 1 .  Jean P iag et 

P iag et ( 1 9 3 2 ) orig inated the cognitive - developm ental approach to 

moral ity . The  new ins ights which h i s  structural a pproach brought 

to the s tud y of mora lity pull ed res earch and theory out of the m ire 

into which it  had b e en dragged by th e content approach to morality o 

The  work o f  P iag e t  in sp ired Kohlberg who i s  current i y  the most  influen ­

tial th eori s t  o f  morality . 

According to P iag et ( 1 9 3 2 ) moral developm ent is clo s ely a s sociated 

w ith cog nit ive development; he claim s that his two cognitive stag es  

of  concrete  and form al operation s  correspond directly w ith h is  two 

moral s tag e s . 

P iag et ' s tw o moral s tag es  are; 

Heteronom y: Ru l e s  are regarded as  sacred and untouchable , em anating 

from adult s or God a nd l a s ting forever . E very suggestion or altera ­

tion strik es  th e child a s  a transgres s ion . Th is  form of  morality i s  

b a s ed on  th e unilat eral res pect o f  the younger child for the adult . 

Autonom y: Ru l e s  are look ed upon as law s agreed upon by mutual cons ent 

b ecau s e  of  their util itarian va lu e , Rul e s  are alterabl e  if everyone  agree s . 

At thi s s tag e , the child ha s d eveloped a contra ctual  approach to m oral ity . 

The  abo ve two d e s criptions  s hould make it cl ear that P iag et ha s a som e ­

what l egal i s ti c  approach to moral ity , Speaking s p ecifi cally of ju sti ce , 

P iag et h a s  cla im ed that ea ch s tage  of morality incorporates di stinctive 

concept s o f  j u sti c e c Retributive J u stice , for in s tance i s  interpreted 

by  h eteronomou s children in t erm s of  expiatory puni shm ent wherea s 

autonomou s children s e e  the purpo s e  of retributive jus tice  a s  reform . 

Similar di ff erences  are found b etw een h eteronomous  and autonomou s 

sub j ect s  r n  th eir con ceptions  of  immanent j u stic e  and di stributive ju s tice . 

S evera l oth er feature s o f  moral  rea soning w ere found b y  P iaget to 

corre lat e w ith his  m oral stag e s . The most  important of the s e  con cern s 

the rol e  a s s i g ned to intentionality _ Children at th e h et eronomous  

stage  j udge  a n  act i n  term s of  it s physical  con s equence s , wherea s 

autonomou s children con s id er th e intention to b e  more important than 

the con s equence s , 
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4 .  3 .  2 .  Jane Loevinger 

Loevinger ( 196 6 )  has dis tinguished four main areas of human development: 

physical , psychos e xual , ego and intellectual O There is  a considerable 

amount of overlap betwe en the four areas ; int elle ctual development , for 

instance plays a role in ego development . Loevinger ( 1 9 6 6 )  identifie s  

moral development with ego developm ent . 

Loevinger et al ( 1 9 7 0 )  comm ent on a long - standing is s u e  in the s tudy 

of ego development , namely the controversy over wh ether the ego i s  

derived from and subs ervient t o  the ins tinctual drive s , or whether the 

ego may be regarded as an impuls e controller and an int egrating function 

within the personality , Freud and the p sychoanaly s t s  took the firs t 

view , whl i e  Adler , Su llivan and others chos e the s econd . Loe vinger et a :  

( 1 9 7 0 )  choo s e s th e s e cond view a s  h er own point of departure . She  

claims that the cognitive developmentalist s are unit ed into a s chool 

by the fact that th ey :-,a ve ali adopt ed this approach. P ointing out their 

common ground s h e  says � 1 ' All repre s ent holistic views of personality 

and al l s e e  beh a vior in t ear. s cf  meanings or purpos e s " (Loevinger et al , 

1 970 , p .  3 ) . 

S even stages  of moral developm ent have been dis tingu i s h ed by 

Loe vinger , Th ey are tabt.:.l a t ed and de s cribed below : 

Impul s e  Control 
Stage 

l 
and Charact er 

I 
D e velopment 

1 .  Pre social I 
Symbiotic I 

jz . Impuls e I Impul s e ridden ,  
ridder fear of retaliation J 

3 .  Opportuni stic E xpedient , fear 
of being caught 

: 
! 

Interpersonal Cons ciou s 
Style Preoccupatio� 

Autistic S elf vs . 
Symbiotic non s elf 

Exploitive Bodily  feelings , 
dependent e spe cially 

s e xual and 
I aggre s sive 

Exploitive ,  Ad vantage , 
manipula - Control 
ti ve . Life 
is a z ero 
sum gam e 



r 
Sta g e  

4 .  Conformist  

Impul s e  Control  
and Chara cter 
D evelopm ent 

Conformity to ex - 1 
I terna l rul e s ; \ 
j fee ling s of  s ham e I 
! if conventiona l  1

! 

I
: rul e s  a re tra n s  -
gre s s ed 

! ' 

I 

Interpersona l  l 
Style  ! 

Cons ciou s 
P reoccupation 
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Thing s , appear -Reciprocal , 
but super­
ficia l 

1 ance , reputation 

5 C · t ·  j I t 1 · d 1 ) . on s c1en 1ou s 1  n erna 1z e ru e s . ! R e s pons ib le  D ifferentiated 
inner feeling s , 
achievements , 
traits 

.6 . Autonomou s 

7 . Integrated 

; Feeling s of guilt 
! if the s e rul e s  are 
j brok en . 
; 

i 
l 

! I 
I Coping w ith inner t Concern for 
1 confli ct , tol erance\ autonom y 

I of differences  
I 

i I 

I ' 

( Reconciling inner 1 Cheri shing 
confl icts  , r enun = : of indi vid � 
ciation of the un - i uality 
atta inab le  

Rol e  conceptua ­
lization , devel ­
opment , s el f ­
ful fillment 

\ Id entity 

It  s hould b e  noticed that , a lthou gh she  approach es morality primari ly 

from th e point of view of  cogmti  ve d evelopm ent , Loevinger ha s an 

integrat ed th eory w hi ch r elat e s  emotional  factors to cognitive concept s 

of ego development . She  h a s  succeed ed to a greater degree than 

Kohlb erg in rel ating th e emot10nal  components of morality to the 

cognitive components . 

4 .  3 . 3 . Rob ert P eek and Rob ert Ha vighurst 

Lik e Loevinger , P eck and H a vighurst ( 1 9 64 )  have adopted an approa ch 

w hich is not total ly cogniti ve ; they a l so take  both emotional  and b ehavioura l 

fa ctors into con s id eration . I n  their own word s :  " In  s hort , if character 

b e  d efined in term s of  pow erfu l , emotion - laden attitudes , a s  w el l  a s  

a ction pattern s that t end to b e com e hab ituated , the evidence indicate s  

that there i s  ind eed such a thing  a s  individua i character , a n d  that it 

tend s to p ersist  through th e years . "  (p . 1 6 5 ) , 
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A lthough the authors stres s  the importance of al l  three commonly in ­

ves tigated area s of morality ( cognition , emotion and b ehaviour) , they 

make  no s eriou s effort to combine the s e  three area s into a s ingle 

coh erent theory . Their attempt to incorporate emotional and b eh a vioura l 

fa ctors  into their moral stage  conceptualizations  s eem s to succeed 

only partia l ly  for som e  of th e s tages  w hich they di s tinguish  are impure 

mixtures of  s tructure and content o 

The  five s tag e s  are: 

( 1 )  Th e Amoral  Stage 

Individua l s  at thi s stage have many features of the p s ychopathic per ­

sonality . They are egocentric and  treat oth ers  a s  in struments . They 

are s l ave s  to their own impul s es and may  commit criminal act s " No 

moral prin cipl e s  ha ve been int ernal iz ed . 

( 2 )  T h e  Expedient _Stage 

Lik e the  amoral  indl'.�iduai , the p erson at the expedient stage  i s  ego ­

centric . The  w elfare of uchers  i s  taken into con s id eration , but only 

if p ersona l ends may b e  accompl i shed s imultaneous ly . Expedient 

p erson s may  a ct in socially approved w ays as long as there is som e  

advantag e  in it , but if more 1 s  to b e  gained by  other m ethod s they 

w ili  act a cccrding1y o 

( 3 )  The  Conforming Stage  

P erso n s  a t  thi s s tage  valu e socially  appro ved , conventional  b ehaviour 

very highly .  They ha ve a s trong need to b e  approved of b y  others and 

an o verriding anxiety that th ey may lo s e  this approva l . M oral e va lua ­

tion s are guid ed largely by  stereotypes ;  the conforming man ha s a 

s tereotyp ed image  of how he  s hould act toward s  hi s family and b ehaves  

according ly . D espite J:us apparently socializ ed and moral b eha viour , 

th e confonning individua l ha s no internal lz ed universal principl e s ;  h e  

sub s cribe s  t o  a s et o f  concrete  rul e s , each relevant to a particular 

s ituation . I f  h e  transgres s es the s e  rul e s  he  feel s shame , not guilt . 
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This is the first stage in which standards are fully internalized. The 

principles are abstract and universalized, and transgression of these 

principles result in the feeling of guilt. Persons at this stage are 

called irrational because of the rigid manner in which they apply their 

principles without any consideration of the special circumstances 

of each situation. 

( 5 )  The Rational-Altruistic Stage 

According to Peck and Havighurst (19 64) , the Rational-Altruistic stage 

represents the highest possible level of moral development. Like 

the irrational-conscientious indi victual , the rational-Altruistic person 

has universalized principles, but in add ition , these principles are 

open to criticc1l examination, and may be modified through social 

experience. The ultimate aim of the rational altruistic person is 

to promote the welfare of others. Peek and Ha vighurst list a string 

of ad jectives which are supposed to apply to him: 1 1  honest 1 1 , 11 kind 1 1 , 

1 1 spontaneous 1 1 , " responsible 11 , 1 1 enthusiastic 1 1  , 11 constructive 1 1 and 

many others . 

lt should be clear that Peck and Havighurst 1 s stages are not purely 

structural . Too often they degenerate into what might be called 

" character sketches ". Stage 5 is particularly prone to this defect . 

4. 3 .  4. Lawrence Kohlberg 

Kohlberg (19 5 8, 19 64, 19 6 8, 19 69 , 1971 , 1972a) is with little doubt 

the most important theorist of morality and should be regarded as the 

successor of Piaget. Kohlberg has carried on the Piagetian trad ition 

of studying morality from the structural point of view. Like Piaget 

he has attached his structural concepts to a predominantly legalistic 

framework. 

Kohlberg' s theory is more ambitious and more comprehensive than 

Piaget's. Piaget's theory is restricted in that it is mainly applicabl e 

to the study of morality in children. Kohlberg, on the other hand , has 



mad e a stua y of  the  moral rea ;:,oninCJ of young children , adole s cen t s  

;_1 nd yo :1 u -.;  adult s u p  to  tb. e  ag e of 2 5 " T h f.:: s et of moral s tages  w h1 e r �  

h t:� h a s  compiled ha s b een ba s ed on thes e stud ies  and , Kohlb erg cl am: ,, , 

co ver s ru l i  y tr. e  entire rang e of mora l rea soning structures ,  

B eing a philosopher a s  w ell  a s  a p sycho logi st , Kohlb erg ha s brought 

som e of the in s ight s of  philo sophy into the p s ychological study of 

morality . H e  has  conceptualiz ed more clearly  than any other cogniti ve ­

d evelopm enta l theori s t  th e crit eria of a truly s tructural approach to 

moral i ty . Kohlberg h a s  criti ci s ed P ia g et ' s two - sta g e  s yst em b ecau s t: 

th e :::rag e s  do not form integrat ed structural uniti e s , but are multid 1 � 

rr1. en s 10r: ::d " H e  ha s repla ced  P 1aget 1 s two stages  with a s et of s ix 

�, t e1 q t:: -=s  vv ._ _ .,_ ., Ea \·e b een id entified and des crib ed with the h el r; o f  

er:'. µ lt ... c .=:� 1  :: !. �) r�. y and pri ilo :;ophical  ins ights , Empirici sm and the 

ct :uca l dp�;Da c1 -:  na ve been  u s ed by  Kohlb erg as compl em entary 

: : C·�_:rc c: s  in  t he  con s t � uctio n cf his theory of mora l ity , 

Much c .. the  philo soph ic::d influ ecce on Kohlb erg 1 s theory com es  from 

Kant , The  formai  criteria wh ich may b e  u s ed to evaluate the mora lity 

of s tatem ent s ha ve b een mos t  expl iciti y con ceptualiz ed by Kant , and 

Kohlb erg has taken o ver th e s e  conceptua lizations for u s e  in the 

p �\ y c l �c.+-:91c..d :; tu d y  c, f m cra l 1t y· .  Accc!ding to Kohlb erg ( 1 9 7 1 ) ·  

( a ;  ··: �1 er e  are icrm a l  cnt en a w hich ma r: e  J udgments mora l . (The s .  

are the  Kantian  criteria oi ideality , um ver sal ity , 1mp ersona l 1 t /  

pre - emptivene s s , et c c ) 

(L J  Thes e criteri a  are fu l l y  m et onl y at th e highest  po s s ib l e  stage: 

c; f mora l  d e velopm ent , 

( c ) Kc hlb erg ' s six s ta g e  moral hierarchy repres ents a s ca l e  alcn:;J 

w l l icL  the crit eria of a tru ly  formal is tic  mora l  philo sophy are 

rr1 ,_:r1:� clc se ly  m et rn  the  later stages  and ful iy  m et at the fino�  

stag e ,  

Kc: r1 lb 2rg ' ;; amb1t1c l.! S  claim to ha ve d efined the end - point of mora l it ';  

ha s b e en ms put ed f'I "'./ Al s ton ( 1 9 '71 J , P eters  ( 1 9 7 1 )  and others . M ou-



will be said about this later . 

Because Kohlberg bases his theory on formalistic and philosophical 

criteria , his interpretation of morality is overw helmingly cog -
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nitive . He makes a case in favour of regarding morality as a purely 

ethical concept which is unrelated to emotional and behavioural con ­

siderations . Although it is possible to criticize his highly cognitive 

judgmental interpretation of morality , Kohlberg I s theory is, within its 

ow n domain of cognition , the m ost internally consistent, integrated 

and comprehensive body of reasoning about morality that exists to date . 

Like Piaget, Kohlberg holds that the interaction between organism and 

environment has as its endpoint cognitive and moral development w hich 

i s  aimed at achieving greater equilibrium . He sees moral development 

as an integrated process w hich is co - ordinated by a sense of self, a 

term w hich he has borrowed from Erikson . Each stage of morality 

w hich an individual goes through is therefore a personally meaningful 

entity;  it has a structural framework w hich allows individuals to in ­

terpret, interrelate and evaluate experiences and hypothetical situations 

w hich fall in the moral domain . The structural framework is determined 

by a characteristic internal logi c w hich each moral stage possesses . 

M ore than any other cognitive - developmental theorist , Kohlberg claims 

t hat the structures w hich he has identified are to be found universally .  

In other words, Kohlberg holds that the features of morality w hich he 

has chosen to study are culture - free . M ost theorists of morality 

claim that the environment has the most important role in the shaping 

of the individual 's moral orientation, but Kohlberg claims that the 

quality of the environment serves only to speed up or to slow down 

moral development through its effects on the cognitive development 

of the individual . Rich and stimulating environments tend to accelerate 

the acquisition of more cognitively complex methods of reasoning w hile 

unstimulating environments slow the p:r;ocess . M oral development 

occurs in concert with cognitive development , for the stages of moral 

reasoning are ordered into a hierarchy on the basis of the degree of 

cognitive complexity inherent in each . Role taking is regarded by 
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Kohlb erg , a s  by P iaget , a s  an importa nt fa ctor in moral  developm ent , 

for the progres s ion from moral sta g e  to mora l s tage  may b e  s een in 

term s  of an increa sing ability on the part o f  the individual to see  

i s sues  from the point o f  view of  other p eople _ Rest  ( 1 9 7 2 ) ha s in 

fact attempt ed a complete  interpretation of Kohlb erg 1 s th eory from a 

1 1  sociological II or role  taking po int of view , Kohlb erg I s ow n interpre ­

tation i s  more II philo sophical "  for it s ee s  moral  d evelopm ent in term s 

of a progres s ion through increa s ingly  diff erentiated stages  of 

rea soning w hich come clos er and clo s er to m e eting fully the forma l 

requirem ents of truly moral statem ent s . 

Kohlb erg ' s s ix s tag es are divid ed into three l evel s , each compri s ing 

two stage s .  The  three l evel s  are ;  pre - conventional  ( s tag es  � and 2 ) , 

conventional stages  ( 3 a nd 4 )  and po stcon ventional or prin cipl ed 

( stag e s  5 and 6 ) . 

Level I � T h e  Precor:;\; er/:iona l i. e vel  

Stage  l � Punishment ar.a cb edi enc e  orientation 

This  s ta g e  i s  typical  of young children and i s  very uncommon in adult s . 

The  phys ical  con s equ ences of a n  a ct are s een to determ ine its moral 

worth . irr e s p ective of  ar:y  rnt:-i n s 1 c  qua l::.t1 e s  of the ac t . Pun i shment 

i s  the c entra l  cortcern of  thi s stag e . T h ere  i s  ar. u nque st ion in g  def erence  

to  superior phys ica l  pc-w er ,  The  pu m snm ent m et ed ot.:t by s uperior 

pow ers d et ermin es  which b eha vi.our is to b e  term ed good and wr.i ch 

b ehaviour is to be termed bad , for puni s hm ent is equated with badr1e s s . 

Stage  2 : I n s trum ental  Relatl  vi sm  Orientation 

Right or good action is that w hich in s trum enta l ly satisfies  one ' s ow n 

n eed s , and o cca s iona l l y  tho s e  of  others , This  stage 1 s  ba s ica lly 

hedoni stic a nd expedient , Although  stage  2 i s  typical  of chi ldren , 

many adults  a l so  exhibit sta g e  2 mora l ity . The  mora lity of in stru ­

m ental relativi sm  regards  peop l e  a s  ins truments which may b e  u s ed 

for the atta inme nt of persona l end s I particularl y  pl ea sure . 
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Elements of  fa irnes s , eqt:ality and reciprocity  are pres ent at this stage , 

but are interpret ed naively and string s are u sually attached to any 

activity w hich b enefit s another o Sta ge 2 i s  the  morality of  "You 

s cratch m y  back , a nd I ' l l s cratch yours " ,  There are no internaliz ed 

principl e s , fo!" exp edi ency is the only criterion w hich is cons idered " 

Stages  1 and 2 share som e g en era l f eatures w hich characteris e l evel I ,  

The cultura l lab els  of 1 1 gocd 1 1  and " bad n are interpreted in term s o f  

phys ical  con s equ ences  (puni shmer.t , rewa rd ,· the exchange o f  fa vours , 

etc o ) ,  l ndi \ndua l s at l evel I are rr,ark ed particularly  by  the prevalence 

of  ego centnsm in their mora l  orientation . The ethi c s  o f  l evel I make s  

l itt le  pro \·1 s 1cn fc.r oth er people , Thi s  mora l s ys t em cons iders  others 

onl y rn ::ofc.r  a s  t!",ey are soi...:rces  0£ supp l y pum shni enL L e -.re� I i s  

pre - m oral : r. tnat th ere are n o  inte:naL .z ed p:inc 1p i e s . In  soc10iogical 

t erm s , ind1 vidua : s  at l e ,,,el I wou ld  be  ca l led " u n so ciali zed 1
' 

Level II � Th e ConveE�_ 1-cr.al Level 

Stage  3 : T h e  I nt erpersom:i_ � �onco!"cance , or I I  good boy � nice girl 1 1  

Onentat1cn  

Stag e 3 s hould b e  regard ed a s  the flr2t  tnJy  1 1 moral l !  stag e . For the 

firs t t ime mora l r·ea scmng 1 s  extend ed to rnci t:. de  others in a meaningful  

way , a lthough the  ext ens 10n "!.S  i ir.i 1-: ed to famil v .  fri end 2 1 acq�aintances  

and  m emb er s  of r ef erence  grm.:. p s  The  norm s and va iues  which the s e  

peopl e subs crib e t c  are o f  1mportctr:ce  to tn e s tag e 3 rndividua i and h e  

u sually  tak e s  tn em over a s  his ow r:. . B ehaviour w h ich pl ea s e s  and h el p s  

family a n d  friend s ,  and w hich is  approved of by  them i s  cla s s ed a s  

" good " ! f o r  t h e  s ta g e  3 p erson va h .. e.3  the appro va l  of  important 1 1  others 1 1  

very h1ghl y ,  H e  conform s to what r:.e regard s  as ma Jority  or 1 1  natural 1 1 

b eha vim.: r ;  a lthough h i s  reference group s  wil l  strc ngly  influ ence hi s 

particular interpretation cf thi s type of b eha v10 ; 1r , Sta tem ent s w hich 

expres s  s t ereotyp ed op inions  abo0.� hc,w p eopl e s hou ld be expected 

to b eha ve are freq ·� ect ly  rn.ade by .7 ta ge  3 inc1vidu3 l s . Typica l  stereo ­

typed sta g e  3 s ta tem er,t s are '  "A gc: 1"d fa th er. s hould care fer h::. s famil y ' ' 

and " It ' s th e j ob of a pclicem ent t o  protect innocent people  from criminals  1 1
, 
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B ehaviour i s  oft en judged b v  rntent10n , Expre s s ions  l ik e " H e  m eans 

w el l "  b ecom e important for the first  time o 

Stag e  4 � The " Law and O rde· ·  Oriente1ton 

Good b ehaviour con s i st s  cf  c:dng one; '  s duty , ob eyir: g  fixed rul e s . 

s how . .  �g  resp ect for a ·�_, thority ar.,d marnta:.ning th e 91 °/eJ:i. s c c ial  ord er 

for its ow n s ak e , A 3  �r. sta g e  3 ,  the opin:ci n s  of others a.:e important , 

but morality i s  no longet regard ed a s  trw s e  ac : s  approved b y  fairly 

small  reference gro�ps . Rather , tl-' e rr.craHty cf b ehaviou r  i s  j udged 

larg ely w ith reference  to the  e s tabl i s:1ec! in st:�ut lc:1 �  of soci ety , 

part1 cdarly m�!ncrity _r;.s :itut:�c r-1�.: l iK e th e a rm y , t...-� e  pcl :!..ce  force , the 

J. eg al s ys t em , etc , S t3q e 4 rr�orality i s  often a s s cc1ated w ith pol it i ca l  

con s ervat ·� ;:Y: '" but i t  app l : e �  eq·�ial l y w el 1  t o  th e l eft w ir:.g  " hard � l ine 1 1  

communists , fc : m sta�ce . o fterr st� L s crib e to a stag e 4 type ci mora lity . 

The fa ct that b\ . tn EH: - �·,i t a nd  t ""' e r ig �·, t w rn g  m a y  us e the  same stag e 

of rr.ora: rea soning .. r , . -=.t::..i y L: e .:.r pc l ::.t1 c s  att e s t s to the structura l 

nature cf  Konlberg · :::. s b c r: s  

Level I I  i s  charactenz ea bv  lts a c� i \-e s �. ppc.:1 o f  fixed n.: l e s . M arn =  

tainrng th e expectatio r. s  and ru l e s  o f  ic:1m1l  y .  ref erenc e group or nation 

1s vaiueci in its ow n r i ght . : t  l s  thi s level w hich  most  s ocia l ization 

theori s ts  regard as .. _ rj e er:di.1-..: rnt  of L (:rc1l:t y .  

Stage  5 � The Sc,cia l  = (� c r�traQ� .. Lega l i stic Orientat ior. 

U nl ik e  stage s  3 and 4 ,  tn e rr.orality of s ta g e  S i s  not d epend ent on the 

approval of referenc e  grm:ps  or soc�et y , I n st ead , stage  5 ha s a s  it s 

crit e!"ion rational i s rr: ar:c ·,�ti l i : arian :s:r, , Wh erea s sta g e  4 l ays eIT.pha s 1 s  

on  authority , stag e S stres s e s  th e w elfare n :  1nd 1 vidlla l s w ithin soc iety , 

The constitution s  c f  a er�1 ccrat1c ct.:.:u :-�-:r 1 e s  a :: e  c ft en couched in stag e 

5 mora lity , 

Moral ly  d efens ib 1.e  act1� r_ ! acccrd ir.g  tr) s ta.g e 5 1 .-; d efined iP..  t err.. s  

o f  individual rigr.t s and s:ar.dard s  wh :i.cri have b een agreed upon by  the 

w ho l e  soc iety , Sta g e  5 i s  aw are of th e re l at 1 ,rit y of  persona l  ·va lue s , 
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and unlik e stage 4 ,  i s  prepared to accept ful ly the right s of others to 

have divergent opinions , For thi s rea son  1 stage  5 places  emph a s i s  

on  procedt!ral ru l e s  fer reaching concensus . Outs ide  of the moral 

life which i s  in the realm of  the con stitution and democra cy , the good 

is a matter for p ersonal  valu e s  and opinion . 

Wh erea s s tage  4 has  a l aw maintenance orientation i stag e 5 i s  orientated 

toward s  l aw creation " Rul e s  a nd law s are net l�pheld for their own 

s ak e ; their purpos e  is  to m aximi s e  the  w elfare cf al l  and they s hould 

be chang ed if th ey do not succ eed m this aim . The legali stic a nd 

utilitarian orientation of stage  5 ext end s beyond l egal and d emo cratic 

matters , and pervades  the w ho l e  life styl e  ; cons ideration s  of  g en era l  

w elfare , pragmatism and tol erance  are the guiding principle s  o f  stage 5 .  

Stage  6 � The  Universa l  Eth ica l  P rincipl e Orientation 

In contras t  to stage 5 '  s " law c::- eaticn I I orientation , stage 6 has  a 

1 1 higher law I I  orientation Sta g e  6 is  the form of ethical philosophy 

where act ion is most cl ea. : i  y gu id ed by internaliz ed principle s . The s e 

principle s  are s elf - cho s en a nd ab stract. , and have the qualiti es  of 

lcg ical compreh ens iven e s s , imp ersona lity and cons istency . T h e  

Golden RL l e and Kant ' �� c ategor: -:: 3  l imp  era t i · · e  are example s  of 

stage 6 pnr.c ipl e s . 

Wn erea s stag e 5 tak e s  a pra gr.. :1t lc , 1-:till t anan approac!"1 to the law , 

stage  6 look s upc n law s a s  d en vative s , in the ideal cas e , of w hat 

may be ca l led 1 1 higher ' '  or  un:versa l  law s liKe reciprocity , ju s ti ce ,  

r e spect for the dignity of man , etc . These  pnnc1pl e s  guide the 

l ife of the stag e 6 person to th e exterAt that if the law s of the country 

run count er to his  own princip l e s ., then h e  wiil  be prepared to break 

the law in order to maintarn his principl e s . 

L evel III  i s  characteri s ed b y  th e fa ct that societal sanctions no longer 

dominate the choice o f  valu e s  a nd standards . Principl es  are cho s en 

according to the criteria  of  utl i itarianis m  and um ver sa l i sm . T h e  mora l 

orientation of l e vel I I I  1 s  more toi era nt than that of  i evel I I  in that it 
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a cknow l ed g e s  the riqh� o :  others to ha ve mora l view s d iverg e nt from 

o n e s  ow n , 

Kohlb erg ( 1 9 7 1 ) ha s it:m1shed o rnc st exhau st ive philos ophical a rgum ent 

a imed at jus tifying hi s c laim thctt the  r:, ix mered s tag es  form a hi erarchy 

of mora l adequacy " Ethica. l critet2.a cf unbersa lity f ideality _. imp er ­

s ona lity , etc . are u s ed t o  support th e argum ent _ The ob j ection can 

be m a d e  that wh:i. l e  hi s argum ents may rr.ak P iogica l  and phi lo sophi ca l  

s en s e , :h ere i s  nc. gu. arnnte e  that they m a k e  ps ychological  s en s e . 

E ven  w ith in  t �, e  content C.' f phi l o sc:i::;r, 1 ca l  argum entat ion , Kohlb erg ' s 

ca s e  !'.:'. :  claiming � h e  s1 � p e�to:-:ty c f  sta g e  6 o ver sta g e  5 s eem s  to b e  

b a s ed 0 :-1 va lu e _n.�d Ol'Yl ent s . S tag e 6 incorpora tes  an  e s s ent ia l ly  d eon -

to lc ·-; :. c :=:: :_ �:· .-:; ra : c r 1 er: : aL� L w herea s s ta g e:: 5 ref :ect �  the t eleo log1ca 1 

etmc 0 £  ;:LL!anams:: .  K0h:b erg ha s tak er  t r: e  a!·b 1trary po s itio n 

that d ecntolcg y � :,  su p er� r:. ! tc· t el e\..·. �ogy . Al s tcn ( 1 9 7 1 )  ha s a l s o  

crit ic i s ed Kohlb erc 2 �. :_� l airr, :: ,=' ;-1a ?e  succes s fu l ly  d efined the endpoint 

of rr10ra � :  t y .  

H arvey , Hee anci S c i ircde •· 

T h e  th eor y d eve 1 q: >=;d ;:; v Ea : ·., e y . r-I lH',t a nd Sc!1roder  ( 1 9  6 1 )  ha s net b e  G r� 

N c vert h e l c s  s 

l ik e  Kc, :: } b e"g · s  th ec r '., _ t  ! �, " cogmtj_ ve 1 1  and  n d e veloprn enta l 1 1 • I t  a l s ,� \  

C'OD ce: ·.,re s  of  de 1,e loprn eLt in ter:r:. s c, f t i·1 e prc•g _r e :=: s 1c n  throu g h  a s c!'i e . ·  

n f  s ta g e s , Cert2 �n  s t:- :1 ct i..: r2 l  s 1 r:1 i l ariti e s  m a y  b e  found b etw ee� 

Koh lb erg ' s mora l s tag e s  a nd H a r vey et a l l s cognitive stage s , Th i s 

i s  not  ent ir el v u uc·xpected , s ir..ce  Kohlb erq ' s theory of mora l ity  1 s  

H a rvey  e t  a. l  na ve  d 1 s t rngu 1 s .r 1ed fou r  sta g es o f  cog r1 1t1 ve  d e velopm ent :  

Stag e : : U ni lat e:-a l  D epend enc e 

There J. S a complet e  subm 1 s s 1e,n  tc ext ernal  ccntrol O Conceptua l  

s yst en-i s a re  r1ot 1� ·.1. 1 i t  1.: p t hrou g r; exp eri en ce ,  bu t  accept ed from ext erna l  

authc nt i e s . Th 1 r, k :. :: g � �-:, L i gh ] y cnncreti stic , Th is  s tage  b ears quit e  

a s trong re latior.. :� � 1 -r=, t o  Koh lb erg · s s ta g e  � .  
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Stage 2 � N egative Independence 

There is a complet e diff erentiation betw e e n  the s elf and outside con ­

straint s ,  T h e  individual react s n egatively to any att empt at control . 

H e  ha s a very s trong will which he as s ert s in  order to maintain his 

independence . Independence is oft en us ed d e structively rather than 

con structively , T his stage bears som e similarity to Kohlberg 1 s stage 

2 .  

Stag e  3 � Conditional Dependence and M utuality 

This stag e is characteris ed by the em ergence of great er objectivism . 

T h e  exagg erat ed dis t:i nction between the s elf and e xt ernal force s  is 

soft e n ed by a more realis tic appraisal of others , The wishes and 

n e eds of eth ers are tak e n  into account and truly mutual relation ship s 

becorr. e pos sibi e _ Cogni s a nce is taken of the standards of others . 

The  problem s pre viou s l y  encounter ed concerning the conflict betw een 

power and submis sion are sol ved by as signing role s and respon sibilitie s  

within society C This stag e corre s ponds to Kohlberg ' s con ventional 

l e vel I I  ( s tage s  3 and 4) c 

Stag e 4 : I nt erdepe nde n c e  

T h e  cc, D cern2 c,f s t ages  2 and 3 (viz . autonom y and mutualit y) becom e 

iu s ed acd ::.nt egrat ed so that n eith er int erfer e s  with the  other . The 

nat1.:.: s of subjec� =object relatic n ships is high l y  abs tract c There is  

a bas i c;  cri entat 10 P..  towards rat ionalis m and a great er rolerance of 

vi ew s di verg ent from on e ' s  own , This s tage r e s embl e s  Kohlberg ' s  

le vel III ( s tage s  5 and 6 )  o 

Space re s triction s pre vent a discus sion of the le s s  promin ent theories 

of mora lit y ( e o g ,  thos e of M cCord and Clem e s  ( 1 9 6 4 ), Hogan ( 19 7 0 , 

19 7 3 ) ar.d H o g a n  and D ick st ein (19 7 2 a , i 9 7 2b) . 

4 . 5 . Concluding Remark s 

I n  thi s chapt er , theories  bas ed on three  different rationale s  have been 

revi ewed e Thos e theories  bas ed on ps ychoanalytic theory, as well 



a s  tho s e  bas ed on learning a nd s ocialization theory s hare s everal 

features in common . B oth a pproa che s  view moral ity a s  a s tatic 

phenom enon w hich , once  acquired , remains virtua l ly  unchanged . 

Both theoretical orientation s view moral ity a s  a s et of va lu e s  and 

norm s w hich are impo s ed by the environm ent upon th e individual ;  
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in other w ord s , the individua l  i s  not a ctively invol ved in the d e ­

velopm ent o f  hi s own morality . Partly a s  a re sult of  thi s , both 

theoretical approa ches  d eny  that morality plays any prominent 

integrating rol e  w ithin th e p ersonality . Finally ,  both approaches 

s ee moral  developm ent as  a two - pha s e  pro ces s .  Initia l ly  there is  

a p enod w h en the  small chi ld ha s not  yet tak en on th e norm s and va lues 

of fami ly . peer group or society . Thi s i s  the amoral stag e , Later , 

when thes e norm s a nd va lu e s  have been internaliz ed , th e child ha s 

reached a stage  of soc ialization or morality . The morality of the 

s econd stage i s  conventiona l or conforming in nature ;  it is the 

view of both the ps ychoa na lytic and l earning-ba s ed a pproa che s  that 

there i s  no furth er mor al d evelopment b eyond this s tag e ;  in other 

words the y  d eny the exis ten c e  of postcon ventional morality . 

The  cognitive -d e velopmenta l approach differs from the other two 

approach e s  er. a ll t.t": e  features  m entioned above , Mora lity i s  not 

s een a s  a stat1c �h er.om econ but a ::  a coc_inua::.l y d evelcping , cog -

r..itl vel y dcrr:inated fun ct10n w hich i s  p ersonall y m eaningful  t o  the 

rndi v1d1.:al  .. and which p erform s an integrating s ervice  w ithin the 

p erscnality , Cognitive d evelopm ental is ts  tak e  the view that 

mora lity 1 s  not directl y  influ enced by societal pres sure s . Instead , 

they b eli e ve that moral d evelopment i s  geared to cognitive d evelopment . 

I t  i s  po s s ib l e  to criticiz e th e cognitive -d evelopmental approa ch on 

the grounds  that it t end s to ignore environm enta l factors  almo st 

totally ,  

All  cognit ive -developmenta l i s t s  except P iaget ha ve identified more than 

two sta g e s  of  moral d e velopm ent . Like  the p s ychoanalyst s and the 

l earning theoris t s , th e cogniti ve -developm enta l i s ts  ha ve d istinguished 
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a pha s e  of  amorality and a pha s e  of  conventional ity o T h ey have 

a s s igned one or more developmental stages  to each of  the s e  pha s es . 

U nlik e  th e psychoana lysts  a nd l earning theoris ts , how ever , the 

cognitive -d evelopm ental ists  have dis tingui shed a pha s e  of po st ­

conventiona l moral ity o Thi s pha s e  involves the internal ization  

of princip les  which are s elected on  the  ba s i s o f  rationa lity o r  idea l -

ity and are independent o f  group sanct ions ._ It appears that the 

p sychoana lyst s a s  w ell as  l earning and social ization theori s t s  ha ve 

not identified a stage  of po stconventional ity b ecau s e  they have been 

orientated mainly toward s  an  eva luation of attitudes  toward s a ct s  rather 

than an eva luat ion of the rea sons  b ehind the s e  attitude s  c A s  Kohlb erg 

( � 9 7 :._ ) he. :::. s a w , for any given attitude there may b e  many und erlying 

rea son s . T r1 e  eva luat10 r1 of  attitud es and va lue s  in  the mora l realm , 

therefore ccn stitutes  a crud er approach than the eva luation of underlying 

rea sons . 

T he rest  d tl-"'�i s  s ection i s  d evot ed to a comparison of  the s et s  of  

s tag es  id entified by  the C\.)g nit ::. ve -developm enta li s t s . 

Apart frcrr. P i aget w ho s e  theory does  ncit adequately account for adult 

morality , al} th e other cognitive developmentali s t s  ha ve con structed 

mod el s w .r. :-. ,::. .r--1 po s it b etw een f ive and s ever. stag e s  cf moral deve lop ­

n-. ent . T: .e co:rr.pan sor:.s  wh ich w il l  b e  IT.ode b elow w ill  b e  b etw een 

Kcnlb erg and Loeving er u s s y s tem and b etw een Kohlb erg and P eck and 

H avighurst 1 s system s _ 

Loevrnger 0 s stage 1 has no correlate in Kohlb erg ' s s ystem for the rea son 

that it d ea l s w ith ego functioning at a very earl y sta g e , M o st theorists  

w ould deny  that this type of  functioning fa l l s w ithin the domain of  

mora lity , Loevmg er ha s in clud ed thi s stage becaus e  it fa ll s w ithin 

her broad er concept of ego d e velopment . Tr.e stage  2 in Loevinger '  s 

s ys terr. co.:-respond s fairly c los ely witt Kohlb erg ' s puni s hm ent orientated 

s tage  l and Loevrnger '  s sta ge  3 correspond s clo s ely  w ith Kohlb erg 1 s 

expedient s tag e 2 ., Loevinger '  s n ext stage ( the sta g e  of conformity) 

corres pond s w ith both th e sta g es 3 ( interpersonal  concordance )  and 
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4 ( law a nd ord er) of  Kohlberg . Loevrng er ha s di stingui shed two 

pha s e s  in thi s stag e of  conform ity w h:.ch correspond to Kohlb erg i s 

stages  3 and 4 o The  la st  3 s ta g e s  rn l..oeving er ' s system are po st ­

convention31 and corres pond w ith Kohlb erg ' s s tages  5 a nd 6 o It 

s eem s that Loeving er ha s made  dis tinct1c r.s  at the postconventiona l 

level  w hicn are too fin e . Kchlb erg 0 s s yndrome s  are larger and a ppear 

to de s crib e r.1ore m eaningful i...:.nit s  of ccgr:.it ive �mcral functioni�g . A s  

t h e  are::1 c f  postccnventional  mora l ity 1 s  a s  yet still pocrly  understood , 

it i s  da�g erous to pc s e  too larg e a number of  stages  at U-.i s level for 

rnanv c f  t1-e  so = cal 1  ed I I  stag e s  1 ' may b e  a pecudanty of the particular 

sampLe w n� cr;, w .0:. ·:: sL.died o 

P ei::k d ; d H a. , ·�g r1u:•:"s t ' :; system w ill  now b e  com pared w iLn Kor1lb erg 0 s 

s yster.-; P ee, ar, d  H av:gcL:rs t ·  s stag e s  � (Amora i )  and 2 (Expedient ) 

corres pond to K- · .: b erg ' s sta g e  2 ,  There i s  so  litt �e  difference b etw een 

P eck and H a v1gh\.:.:: s t ' � first nv;..; stag e s  th5.t it  is  s1..,rpri .s ing that they 

did nc; c �la p s e  tne�;l iC 1 - .:i s _ r,g  .. e st0 g e  The third s tage o f  P eck 

and Ha ,r::.g tuu st ( th e cr..: nfo: :�_ ::. r_ g  s t.ag e )  cc ::-:.:- e s pond s to Kohlberg 1 s stage  

3 ,  ar..d tc  s om e  extent to  Kohlb erg s s:ag e 4 The  rema1r:der of Kohl -

b erg 1 s sta g e  4 i s  a r: c.ounted for by P ecK  and H a v1gtnJ rs t ·  s Irrational � 

Con s c1 er.t :c�.c ;:;  s tag e 4 Tt1 e s e  authc s '  fma i stage  (ttr n  Rat10na. l -Al = 

tn�H,t 1c  s tag e )  relat e s  to Kor� �b erg ' s po stcc in ver1t10na l i e , 'el l stag es  

S and 6 )  ai t.'."'_Ol�qh "." rr pa.nsor.. 1 s  diff 1c,i 1t b ecat:;s e t:1. e  R::i.  ... 11.-.nc:i l �Altrui stic 

s tage  0_a ; mar:_y f ec.t·c:es wt1ch are non = s. tructura:i. , 

The  corr, pa!"i son  cf l oevrnger 1 s .  P eck ar:_d H av:'.ghurs t '  s and Kohlb erg ' s 

stag e s ys tem s st:gg est �  t��at Kohlberg ' s s ystem i s  the mo st sati s fa ctory . 

It  corr.pnE e s  a comprer:ens 1ve s et c f  sta g e s  i yet it does not mak e o ver ­

fine a1 s t rnct1ons  at ct r: '.f 1 e �1el . Kohl b erg ! s s ysterr:. s eerE s  to handle  the 

con ventwr:_al i e ·c1el mc st adequately , f:,, r  the di stinction b etw een the 

interp ersonal concordance G!i entaticr: a rLd th e law a nd order orientat ion  

i s  on ly  hinted at  c y· unclea:d y  rr. ad e rn  1:.he oth er stage  s ys tem s Kohl -

b erg i s ta :--.dling of th f� postc ,) n vent10r:a l l evei a l s0 appears to b e  more 

s atisfa ctcry tha n the treatm ent s of thi s level by  the other authors , 
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Despite the differences between the three stage systems which have 

been mentioned above, there are many overriding similarities. In 

particular , all three systems have clearly distinguished three phases 

of moral development� a preconventional phas e, a conventional phase 

and a pos tconventional phase . Similar criteria which serve to differ ­

entiate these three phases have also been cited by all the theorists. 

The preconventic nal pha3e is marked by the presence of ego -centrism, 

hedonis m and expediency, the conventional phase by a blind acceptance 

of societally - approved norms and a need to keep the established system 

going fe r its own sake, and the postconventional phase by the mani ­

festat::.on of independent internalized principles and by the acceptance 

of tr: e nght of others to have moral views divergent from one's  own. 
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5 o O o A SURVEY OF THE LITE RATURE P ERTAINING TO MORALITY , II � 

EMPIRICAL STUDIES 

It will  b e  rem embered that  the theories  of moral ity may be d ivided into 

three main group s  : p sychoanal ytic , b ehavioural a nd cognitive -develop ­

m ental , A s  almo st all empirical res earch has b een b a s ed either im ­

pl icitly or explicitly on  on e or  other th eory , the empirical  s tudies  may 

b e  d ivid ed into three similar main group s  o For the sak e of  clarity 

and convenience , the pres ent chapter wi l l  deal  w ith ea ch group s eparatel y .  

Studies  b a s ed o n  a P sychoanalytic Theoretical O ri entation 

Studi es  ba s ed on ps ychoanalytic theory ha ve con centrated on the as s es s ­

rner.t .:. f e:rr: otional re s pons e s , particularly guilt re s pon s e s , for the p s ycho ­

analytic onentation mak e s  t he  claim that gui lt s hould a lw a ys follow the 

transgre s sion of seperego principl es  ( Sears , M accob y and L evin , 1 9 5  7 ) . 

M ar,y studies  ha ve L .. erefore equated " moral chara cter " , or " degree of 

con s cier� ce "  w ith th e amc.:. ...:.nt of  guilt d i splayed in transgres sion s ituation s ,  

a l tr�o:1g .r.. B andura and Wail ers ( : 9 6 3 ) , Allinsmith ( 1 9 6 0 )  and Grind er 

( i 9 6 2 )  claim that their empirical  evidence d emonstrate s  that there is no 

cons istent relaticnship b etw een re s istance  to temptation and guilt . 

According tc P ittel  a nd M endel sohn ( 1 9  6 6 ) , the rea son  w h y  s om e  experi ­

rn erat ers La ,,;e ac ,�: E.· �)ted that there i s  a strong lrnea� reiation s hip b etw een 

c;; n__:: i i t  , s e lf = puni s r:m ent , re s i s tance  to puni s hm ent and s trength of rr.oral 

values  1s t r.at the Fre·t..:.d1an model predict s  that all of the  above features 

are function s  cf a unita ry and integrated superego . 

A�onfreed ( 1 9 6 1 ) admini stered moral storie s  to 1 2 2 s ixth graders . I n  

each story ! th e central figure committed , w ith minimal j u stification , 

a social ly  prohibited a ct o f  aggre s s ion . Subj ects  had to compl ete  the 

story o Respon s e s  w ere cla s s ified into s everal categori e s :  s elf - critici sm 

confes sion f apology , reparation , modification of  future b ehaviour , etc . 

S elf� critici s!:.'1. c: guilt w a s  found to play only a minor rol e  in  the  respon s e s  

tci transgre s sior: " T h e  mo st common kind of  res pon s e w a s  correction of 

d e vianc e , this oft en occurring w ithout any evidence  of  s el f - critici sm . 
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Al linsmith and Greenir:.g ( 1955 ) suggest that the parental induction of 

remorse in the child after tran s gression causes a greater manifestation 

of guilt in the child than other rr, oral training methods . 

The eviden c e  f therefore , suggests that it is invalid to equate conscience ,. 

or moral ity with the degree of guilt shown after transgression c Inter � 

vening variables like parental mcral training techniques affect the re ­

lation s hip , and it appears that there are several other responses to trans ­

gression which may be useful indicators of the quality or degree of 

moral social:zat10n of the individual . 

P orteus and Tohnson ( 1 9  65) ha , 'e attempted to measure morality both 

cogr.::ti v e � y  ! C ) a nd affecti ve1. y (A) o The A measure consisted of story 

C\) mp l eLcrr 3 s cored for guilt , re s titution and coriiession c O ne point 

was g1 , 'en L .-,  ·+.e presenc e of each of these feat.ues in the story com ­

pletion c I n  t�.e  C measure , sub j ects were required to make moral judg ­

ments �n res pc r:. 3 e  tc 'ilr_.ral dilemmas . Sub j ects were classified according 

to P iagt:=·t " s  twc, =stage s yster,� , The ¢ coefficient of correlation between 

t he A and C mea s ·i1res was t1g � . . . y significa r1t, yet low at 0 , 35 (n = 2 35 

ni nth grade :r:" ales and ferr�ales ) , For girl s , however , the ¢ correlation 

w as negligible , lnteli igenc e was fou nd to be an important moderator 

•,.:ar�able a c e :  ·.1r�t1ng fc1 much r:. f the variance s hared b y  the A and C 

mease!'e::. , : : , E· f1 crteu s and k�nson stud y show s that the affecti ve and 

ccgr..it1 ·ve rr.ea s·�res were tapprn9 almost totally different and unrelated 

areas , A s i.rr.ilar conclt.:sior. can be drawn from a factor analytic study 

by Nelsen L!. 9 6 9 ) , altr.ough some criticism s can be raised concerning 

N el s  en c s p s ychometri c practi ces , particularl y in relation to the subjects ­

to - vana b l e  ratk , Nelsen fc u nd correlation s of 0 , 3 1 for boys and 0 , 4 0  

for girls between intell igence and moral development assessed according 

to Kohlberg · s system , The corresponding correlations between guilt 

and moral development were O ,  1 2  and O ,  2 4 , Tr.e subjects were 4 2  male 

and 5 5 fem ale 6th gra ders 

5 ,  2 .  Studi e s  whi ch ccnceri.trate on the Behavioural M anifestation s of 
M oral ity 

T ree s tud y of beha v10ura i a s pe ct s  cf moral ity may be approached in two 
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main w ays , Firstly , it i s  po s s ib le  to study actual b ehaviour , although 

it  i s  not  po s s ible  in all ca s e s  to rat e  the  b eha viour a long a s ca l e  of  

inten s ity :  sometim f:! S  the  bes t  that can b e  done  is  to  cla s s ify the b e ­

h a viour a s  either pres ent or abs ent " The  s econd m ethod of s tudy i s  

to  m ea sure b ehavioural tra its by  m ea n s  of  a pap er - and -pencil test  or 

a s imilar  p sychometnc technique o B oth m ethod s s uffer from probl em s  

relating t o  the definitic n c f  the domain o f  moral b eha viours o I n  g en era l , 

arbitrary m ethods  are u s ed to identify b eha viours  w hich are hypothe s i s ed 

to fa l l  w itn in  the rea lrL of moral ity . 

The  la:':"g est  st�dy e ,:er und ertaken  in tt1 e  field of beha vioural mora lity 

w a s  pe�fcrm ed by Hart s rlr1rne and May ( 1 9 2 8 , 1 9 29 )  and H art s horn e , May  

and s�1.J tt l ewo!tb ( � �1 3 ') ) , T!:-i e  authors s el ected a s et of traits w hi cr: 

th ey regard ed to b e  morsl rn t erm s of prevailing cu ltural norm s , Amongs t  

th e tra it s  s tudi ed w ere t!---. thfulnes s , honesty w ith money , honesty i n  a 

s �tu a h< ', C  ir. volv::ng J:� '-2: 3 t � g e  co =operativene s s  and genero s ity c Larg e 

samp l e s  :- £  s choclc� ::_1.dreL w ere u s ed .  

T h e  r e su � t s  obta 1r: ed from thi s st:;dy exploded the m yth that morality w a s  

an  integ rat ed , a:1  =Cf  = a  =Piece phenom enon o Although  th e reliabil iti e s  

of t h e  t e s t s  w ere sat l s ra ctory , t t e  inte�ccrrelations  among the tes t s  w ere 

g er1 eral l  y low , rang:ng  frorr� z ero to O .  4 0  c Even amongs t  the variou s 

m ea su re s  c, f hcnes t:v cc,:r elaticns  w er e  low The  rntercorrelat10n s b e =  

tw een !" Or. e sty , J:: e:· .s E, te:::ce  and co -o:i:.� erat ion averag ed onl y O ,  2 4 , 

Bt:.rton ( � 9 6 3 )  rear::u ys uJ tr.e Hart shorn e  and May data , subj ecting it to 

a factc r  aEalys i ::, ,  H e  four.d that th e firs t  principal  comp0n ent acccu nted 

for at i e� s t 4 1 % c, £ th e cc,mrr- c- n  variance , Burton 1 s a na lys i s  sugg es t s  

t� !: :i t  b ena ·JiGural rr.u� a l : : ?  may b e  c rath er m ore  interna ll y ccn s is tent area 

than pre �n_ c u s l y  t n ,)i..J qht a1!r: :)ugh lt ca n in no  w i s e  be cor. sidered a 

w ei l  i nt egrated area , N el s en et al  ( 1 9 6 9 ) , i n  a stl1dy u s ing O \'er 

a hund:-ed s chool cr..ild�en ,. rep licated Burtor... 1 s ( 1 9  6 3 )  finding s , 

T r: e  r 2 s ·� � t s of  the Hart :; Lcrn e  and M ay studies  d 1 scourag ed for the  m o st 

part ar. \" further ccf!".prehen s !ve inve st lgat.iori.s  of b eha v:oura1 rr.ora lity , 



F or the mo st  part ! experim enters have limited them s elves trJ small s ca le  

smdies w l1i c�� exam:i.ne a few b ehavioural variabl. es " An exception i s  

the  stuc y p erfc!TI'. ec: by P eck a nd Havighur-s t ( 1 9 6 4 ) " The2 e exper:.menters 

atte�pted to  a s :.:� t'- S ::.  morality a s  both a b ehav:.ci..:.ra� and a s  a ccgnitive 

ph enom sncn o Tr. e  ,;ubj ects w ere all  ! O  yea!· �old childrer. who had b een 

bcrn in Pra irie C1ty 1 an Am erican M id estem tow n o Tte total numb er of 

sub i ect s  'N a :3 : �� J , although k,r many cf the d etaEed analys es  only 34 

s'..::.t:· i ect s  w ere c. s ed ,  T� e sub j e cts w ere 3t'..1.d ied longitudinally fror!"'" ti:e 

ag e of 1 0  tc tr: e  ag e of 3. 7  0 

A �arq e r:t:mb er 1°". f different a s s e s sm en: m ethods  w ere u s ed:  character 

rntin:.J s t,y p:1r eLt ,:; , teachers and peers , interview s w ith parent s and 

:� : _:�s �· \_:T . TA : and Rcrs d:.acn a s s es s m ent s , s entence compl etions ! e s say:.:. 

ar.,c: cfr:el"E , Scrr, e c f  the a s s e s s ment s w ere u s ed to categorise  subj ect s  

on ? eek and Ha \  .- C E'."�rst l s  five stage  syst em o f  ff.oral maturity o The 

experi"i en: ers S 8� ectt"'d s ix per sona l ity traits  w hich they con s idered tc 

be  :-el e va:'."�t to  '!" r� e 5 "::l.7.dy : -� � Gra lity� M ora � Stab ility , Ego Strength ; 

s ·:..:: p sregc St:--:=::.-=rt.;,.._ .  S J.,: '.:. c � 2::-�s:.  ... y ,  Fnend� in e s s  acd a Ho stility-Guilt 

cc:n;,;1, e:)' :  c The ,:: 2 :�·a it s w er e  s el ected by the  exp erimenters becau s e  

they  r-e :· l E: c: es t l-. t� a�e2 :::i o f  b ehaviour3.l mo:alny w tich w ere cons id ered 

E o. '/i9l-: ·'..:.r5 : h Te - s t.:1 :;J e  s c3. le , Postive ccrrelaticns  w ere al sc  fct:::-:d 

b etw eeri tr. e al: o ?e t!:;.ree t:::-ait s and rr:ora l  rat ing s by teachers arsd peers o 

C:::::-io:1 s l  y .- the au!hors do D.c1t quote  any ex3. ct figures to suppcrt their 

fir.di�g s ,  

The  P ee� aEd Ha •1:..ghvxs t study pc.rport s t ,:i d err.on strate that there is  a 

relatio:-:. ship  b etw een mc�-a :::..ty w�lich ha s b een a s s e s s ed cogn�t:!.ve� y ar.d 

01a:-ic,J s beha ,.:-1cura: tra :!.ts , There are , how ever . s evera l w eaknes s e.s 

iriLerent :r_ t�. e  s\,�dy _ Scrr� e of the b er:a vicuEt l.  tra :..t s  w ere poc:-ly  

d ef, n od i e  · ">  C , · p -----·0cc Stren gt 'n) 0 t 'h o n h a1· � ef+e ,..,+ " � po ear" d t -· � �· \ '8 _ ... ,. � ,� - \ ·· ':_-i , ..J ,, e.:. � · :1 � . ..  � : ,.__, , J.  L' - J. L .. a _ . e ,_, _ _  :i ,  

an  rnfll:er_ ce  o n  many cf tr. e  rating s  and th e sma: l  samp1e of only '3 4  w a s  



u s ed for many of  the crucial  data ana lys e s  o 

Nu;nero'J. 2 s ma l l e� - s col e s tudies  of b ehaviour and mora l ity have been 

und e.:tak en o SoI!':. e cf them are review ed b elow o 

Several studie s ha ·.re u s ed cheating a s  an index of moral ity  c Gar--, e s  and 

ta sk s h5 ·1e b een d evis ed w hich mak e  che5ting po s s ibl e , o sten s ibl y with 

l ittle  or no chance  cf d etection ! although facilitie s  have b een built ::.nto 

such apparatu s w hich al low the experiment er to check on the cheating 

b eha viour of the s'...!b j e cts " Hill  and Kochendorfer ( 1 9 6 9 ) , u sing s ixth 

grade  Am e;'ic3 n ctiidren a s  subj ect s  varied the risk  of detection and 

f�, , 1 r1ri  tr:5.! hig� r� sk decrea s ed cheating , w h erea s know l edg e of pee:-s u 

:::·e s ·'.: _ _ � ·3 � ncrea s ed c ·�: eat :icg " The s e  resdts indicate that J in s ixth graders 

a 1 � �a :·. : t� · �0:-e :i. s  l :!E e evidence  of any internaliz ed standard s  w �1c ::-: 

Schwa!'tz e:  �::. � '. � S 6 S )  compared tV'1 0 b eha vioura l v3.riab le s  , th e 

te�dency tc ch eat ctLd �·. e:.ofokes s w ith Kohlberg u s s ix s ta g e  mora l 

matt: rity s ca !.e , S ·_:_b 1 ec t �  w ere 35  freshm erL Scbj ect s  w ho tended not 

to c0. ea t  ar:.d who w ern rr: : re h el p fd w er:e fo-.ind significantly  more cften 

:n th� 1-�ppe:;, h ���f  c f  Koh�berg 0 s s ca le  ( stages  4 1 5 a�,d 6 )  than in th e low er 

ar:d So v:..et_ s cncc ·· c :-. 1 idreE , He  u s ed a s et of dil em�a s ittlat::.cc ::, w r,ic:l 

01tt ed ad ;_� l r � app:-c. ved b er.a vie�; .:- again st peer - apprcved b eha viou , 

Ir. 8�e w ere two ccnd :tir:: r.: 2  rn tr1 e exper:;.m ent s ;  sub j ect s w ere told either 

t:1:"1 t  fr�e:.r ar..sw ers w ol.:.ld b e  .shown to peers or that their a n sw ers  would 

be  s hcwr: to  th eir pa: ent s " The  results revealed that there w ere s ig = 

mflcant differences  rn th e expected direction b etw e en conditions ,  I n  

th e Societ s ampl e , how ever , t h e  effect wa s le s s marked ;  subj ect s 

tend ed , to a l e s � er deg:ee tc g ive  peer = approved res pons e s  w hen 

fr. e2.r- answ e:-s w ere to be s how n tc peers , Thi s  effect i s  presurnably  

d1..: .3 tc; the fact that  S ·::. -;,r:i.et society is  more authoritarian a nd places  a 

greater pn��ium o n  Cib ed1ence , This  study and the s tud y o: 

RE�  ar:d Koch endcrfer ( 19 6 9 )  mentioned above s ugq e st that moral i tv ma Ti - - -



b e  a more s ituation bound a nd so cial ly  control led phenomenon than the 

cognitive d evelopmentali sts  are prepared to admit o 

Brvan and T e st ( 1 9 6 7 )  inve stigated h elping b eha viour in the pre s ence  

and  ab 3 ence  of  altruistic model s . The  experim ental s ituation wa s 

d e s ig n ed to b e  a s  natural and e veryday a s  pos s ible " I n  one  of  the 

experim ent s a woman stood helpl e s s ly  at the s ide  of  the road n ext to 

h er car w hich had a clearly vi s ib le  flat tyre . There w ere two exp eri � 

rr. enta l conditions  c In one cond ition f oncoming motoris t s  drove pas t  

a marl  h elping a woman to  chang e a flat tyre b efore they  encountered 

tr..e  lady- in =di stre s s  experimenta l s ituation o I n  the s econd condition , 

rr1 0tor� 2ts encc, -,mtered nothing unu s ua l  b efore approa ching the lady - in ­

:j ,_ s  ... _ : e s  � .  Tr. e  amount of aiding b eha viour w a s  s ig nifi cantly increa s ed 

b y  tn e pres er, - t of the a ltruistic  mod el . 

:-ne  studies  w h:c� h:1. ve b een d e s crib ed above s hculd have l eft the reader 

w ith the im pres sion. :::-,.�; -: re s earc"r. into the b ehavioura l a s p ect s of mora lity 

ha s b eer: fragm entary and oJ ecem eal . Apart from one or two_ large 

5t'-.:dies  w h ich produ ced som ewhat d isappointing result s  E mo st studies  

ha ·ve examir.ed smal l  area s of  b ehaviour e A s  a result r experim entation 

h a s  b een unco �ordiriated : th i s  l ack of overaH direction ha s b een in ­

t ens ified by  th e fact that no comprehensive theory of  b eha vioural moral ity 

r:a s b een a valiable  to guide res earch o I n  fact , the res earch w ork ers 

1E1:erested in the beha vioural features of morahty have impl icitly tak en 

t r: e view that there are no structural features  comparable to tho s e  found 

1r_ mNal reasoning w hich would g ive som e unity to re s earch into b e -

l-".a �noura l f eature s o f  mora lity . 

Stu dies  ba s ed on  a Cognitive -developmental Theoretica l O rientation 

R e s earch ba s ed en a cognitive � developm enta l th eoretical framework i s  

d :r.ect ed tow ards th e a s s e s sm ent c f  moral rea soning rather than emot10n or 

b eha vicur c Almo st all the w o:-k w hich ha s b een und ertak en in thi s area 

na � .  b een b a s ed either on  P iag et 1 s or on Kohlb erg n s s tag e mod el s , 

l ee ( 1 9 7 1 )  s e� ou t 1.0 t e st P iaget ' s h ypothes i s  that cognitive and morai 

d e velopmen t ar e clo s ely  int er link ed o Sub j ect s w ere 1 9 5 children aged 
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L r:::w ef: ti 5 and J. 7 .  

w e�·e 1-:. s ed , Moral d e ·.,7 elopn:. e:-.t w a s  a .s s e s .s eet by  m eans  of rnora � 

d� l c;r:-l :na s tori e s  s 1m 2. lar to tho s �� e�.p �oyed by  Kohlb erg . The  re su lt �  

=- �, \re:::1l sci a �� trong c.::mccrca r� ce  b •?tw e cn cogi.Lit.ive and mora l d eveloD ­

:�·� er. � , b �..: t tr 1 e e;.'.)::1ccrdance  wa .s s or,1 ew h2. t  at: enuatsd w h en effects  du e' 

A £1-� :�Th e_r :- e s �  of P i age t ' s th eory wa s :.rndertaken oy Stuart ( 1 9 6 7 ) . 

tha t th e tra n �, ::.. t 2.c, [: from h eteronorr:.ou s to a.�T<l b 

nc�. <:-�) � :::cra l i: y in vo l =;es  the a cqut s it ::.o� of 'th e abil i ty  to decentra t c , 

D eccrx::3.ti:,n i s  d. e: ined by  P .iag  et a s  fr. e  abEit.y tc sh ift th e g 1  ven 

• •
1:Y.--;�:.L!. · " -" p ers pc 1::t :  �.:- 0 ° . 'T. h i. s  at1iity i s  r eq�i irt:;d in autonomou s mora� 

(", .· '. : . 1 :- >· �-� c3us e autoD.omc'J. s  :-:-. cra i l� y  1 nvol ve s t :1. e capa city  t:�1 p e� -

S tuart ' s hypothe s i s  

G:.-::. ! , ' . l< oh lberq ar1 d  , .  : - � � e � F, 6 3 )  ha ve a l s o  inve stigated t h e  relation � 

2 : � 1r b e�, · 2 sn moraL�y  ar: :·:.i at \. e �- uc: �al  fa ctcrs " T ests  of att er.tior. in -

M cd era r. e  co::elat ior.. s a ve.� J ; 1�q  about O , 4 0 w ere founc 

'. �- t.�_ --, c: ·:: ,� :i 1� i ,;e - d t, .IE-k' f:'W. er.t a l 1 s :s '.J :-:.d erl i c:: r:1 oral  rea son1r:g ano 9 2. ,.0 ; 

c_:, ;_: ,:-:� :- 't a �r e  �t:: d i s ti �1 c·t i �/ e  st:  . . ;,.: e,11 1 r8 . B ecu 1 1 S e cog r.itive deveicprn. en:_ . 

a. l l s t s a :.; .-; e ; s  ::-n ora liry £rem th e roin:- of  'liew r)f structures  wh ich art  

cr_.,J ; ::t.:.\·el :; ba 2, e:J and purpcn ectl y cultL:.rE:: - free . i t  i s  po s s ib l e  for tr. e �.:: 

: ::eo:�: 2 : 2 � :) make �r:_ e ci3.im that th eir rr:cdt� � s  have universa l  appl lcu -· 

K�"J hlb erg r �_ 9 f> 8 1 l 9 6 9 , 1 9 7 1 ) ha s reported exten s ively or.  a ere, �; ; . 

F ive culture s vv ere ::" 7 ' : cL ;� - · 

N r:,::t : , -Am 1:-: .ric2 n , '1 �� i w a n e �3 e M exica r:. , Ic.rk i sh and Yu cataman , T h ;-

G l �)Ia l .:: ea. sonl�g .:-Jf chL 'J .:."er'. fror:: the s e  culture s w a s  a s s e s s ed at th.re� 

1 I l 3 anrl 1 6  . Th e r e s -tJ lt s o f  thi s stud y are pre s ented gra ph ! . .. 
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K ohlberg (19 71 ) claims that his structur al stages have proved adequate 

in the assessment of the mor ality of all the cultures which he has 

studied. In addition, he claims that the tables presented above de­

monstrate the cultural univer sality of the stage sequence of mor al 

developmenL At the age of 10, stage 1 is the most commonly used 

form of mor ality, foll owed by stages 2 ,  3, 4, 5 and 6 .  B y  the age 

of 16 ! 
however, the U . S. A. sample h as reversed this sequence, the 

higher stages of moral ity predominating. An exception is stage 6 

whic h i s  still infrequently used. Stage 5 is the most commonly used 

moral cri entati on, cl osel y fol lowed by stage 4 .  ( In most studies usi ng 

North Am er ican subj ec ts , stage 4 is the most commonly used stage. )  

T h e  d evelo pmental patter n demo nstrated by the U . S. A. sample is not 

repli c ated i n  th e other samples. In the Mexican and Taiwanese 

s ampl es , st age 1 beco mes the modal morality by the age of 16 , stage 4 

being h e  nex t mo st c :)m m on. The Turkish and Y ucatanian samples 

sho w  rela tively lit tl e  d eve lo pment over the six year s of study; stage 

1 i s  sti ll model at th e age cf !,6 , foll owed by stages 3 and 2 .  G orsuch 

and B arnes ( 1 9  73) , i n  a study using a sample of Carib boys found a 

s imi l ari y small degree o f  development between the ages of 10 and 16 . 

K ohlb erq is  of the opiLio n t hat mor al d evelo pmen t is not directl y in= 

flu enced by cu, l tur al va!""i abl es , H owever , th e degree to whic h th e 

environment is sH mulatr ng i nfl uences c ognitive development, whicL 

in turn influ ences moral d evel opment o If this is the case, then it 

appears that most no n=American environments are highly impover ished 

sources o f  sti mula ti on, It i s  possibl e that mor ality is conditioned 

c ultur al l y  to a greater degree than K ohlberg is prepar ed to accepL 

Although a c er tain degree of cognitive c omplexity may be necessary 

f or the attainment of the higher stages of mor al reasoning, these 

stages seem to appear with any frequency onl y in cultures which such 

moral reasoning is c ulturall y popular , The frequency of use of stage 

5 mor al reasoning i n  th e cultures stu di ed by K ohlberg seems to be 

direc tl y correlated wi th th e degree to which each culture  subscribes to 
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a W estern - d emocratic w ay of  life o The  conclu s ion which can b e  drawn 

from thi s l ine  of rea soning is tha t Kohlb erg ' s  s tages  are not totall y 

free  of cultural influ ences  and that it i s  unfa ir to a s s e s s  the  mora l d e ­

velopment of sub J ects w ho do not have a Western -democratic back � 

ground , u s ing a s tag e cla s s ification s ystem which ha s been d eveloped 

for tho s e  w ho do ha ve such a ba ckground o 

Kohlb erg cl aim s that his  s ix s tag e s  are ordered hierarchica l ly  and that 

moral development univer sa l ly  fol low s thi s  order . I t  i s  true that the 

data from the North Am erican sample  offers  support for his  notion of 

a hi erarchical model of moral d evelopm ent . Th e other sampl es  offer 

no  further support for thi s the s i s , how ever C In  all ca s e s , d evelopm er..t 

h a s  tak en place o ver su ch a s ma ll range  of mora l stage s , that nothing 

ca n be sa id ab out the ord er of  appearance ! or even the lik elihood of 

appearance of the upp er stage s . 

A further cro s s = cult"G_ r a l  study � a s  b een undertak en by Tapp and Kohl ­

b erg ( 1 9 ? l )  o In thi s s t1 :d y , the ma in focu s w a s  on the relationship 

of moral developm ent to con c ept ions  of l aw and l egal ju stice C Sampl es  

w ere drawn from the fo l low ing national grc1u.ps '  D enmark , Greece , 

I nd ia . 1 ta1 y 1 T apa ri and  the  U . S , A ,  (both b l a ck and wh ite  cu lture s ) . 

T h e  s ampl es  w er e  stro '_ l f 1ed i n  vanod s ways 1 th er e  w ere 6 0  sub J ects  

P t< country , 3 ;-J p er s ex , 3 0  p er s ocial  cla s s  (pro f e s s wnal and  working ) 

and 2 0  p er grade ( 4 . 6 and  8 ) , 

The  authors id entifi ed c erta ir:  important area s in law and j u s tice  and 

a s k ed subJ ects a s erie s  of qu est ions  which related to the s e  area s . 

R e s pons es  w er e  c las s ified into a s et of empirica l l y  d erived categories . 

B ecau s e  three age  group s  w ere  s tudied in ea ch sampl e , it w a s  po s s i �  

bl e for Tapp  and Kohlb erg to ord er their l egal categories  into a hi er=  

archy of i egal  developm ent , A c lo s e  concordance w a s  found in al l  

cultures b etw een the h ierarchy of  l ega l developm ent and the hi erarchy 

of moral  developm ent o Thi s i s  not entirely unexpected , s ince  Kohl � 

b erg ' s mora l  stages  are ba s ed larg ely  on conception s of  ju stice , Tr.E:: 

above study s erve s to empha s iz e  that Kohlberg 1 s ori enta tion toward s 



moral ity 1 s  legali stic o H e  b el ieves  that concept s of fa irnes s a nd 

j u stice  form th e ba s :!.3 of  mora l it y _ 

A numb er of  studies  ha ve investigated th e factors unde:,"lying the d e ­

velopment o f  moral reasoning . Weisbrcth ( 1 9 7 0 ) s tudi ed the re ­

lationship b etw een moral j udgment a nd both s ex and parental  identi -

fi cat ion  V Thirty � s even mal e and 4 1  £ err.a le  coll eg e  graduat e s  

s erved a s  su.b j ect s . The author found that there w a s  no differenc e  

b etw eer: the s exes iE moral j udgm ent a s  a s s e s s ed by Kohlberg ' f 

t e sL Identifi cation w ith both parents related s ig nificantly to 

h :g i:-ter s tag e m oral r ea s oning in mal es  I w hi l e in f emal e s , identif ica ­

t ion  w itr  -rn e faL-_ er wa s reiated s ignifi cantly to higher s tag e mora l  

r ea scn rng  It 1 s  po s sib le  that moral developm ent wa s influ enced by  

s om e  fa cL: r ri ore sp ecifi c than pare ntal 1d entificat10n _ 

B o ehm ( : 9 6 2 ) ar.d Bo ehm and N a s s ( 1 9 6 2 ) i nvestigated the relationship  

of socia l  cla s s  and i ntellig en ce  to  mora l J udgment . The experimenter s 

a s s e s s e::1 moral ity u s ing a P 1ag et l.an techniqu e w hich required sub j ect 2. 

to m ak e  mora l j udgm ent s r evo1 '. ·1 ng  arou nd the intent iona l ity of act s " 

The  sub j ects w ere s chool children wr:o  w ere from upper =middle  cl a s s  

and w orkin g  cla s s  ba cr. g round E: . 1 n  bot r: th e upper = middle cla s s and 

w ork ing c la s s  sarr.pl e : , , "" r. t el h gence wa s po s itively and s 1g nihcant l y 

r eiated t c  t te  .1 e \  e1 ci f moral  rea scnmg . Upp er =m 1ddl e  c ia s s  chll dren 

m ade  s �gmf  1 ca nt l  y rn o: e m atu e n:cr al � �� dgrn ent s tha r- wcrv.. lng  c la s s 

ch ildren , 

S elrr. an ( l, 9 7 1 ) ha s i nvestigated the part w hich rcl e �taking plays  in 

moral d evelopm ent o S ixty 8 ;  9 a nd 1 0  year old children w ere s tudied C 

S elm a n  fou nd that reciprocal  role  tak ing  skil l w a s  a neces s ary con -

dition for the  d evelopm ent of conventiona l moral rea soning (Kohiberg ' s 

stag e s  3 ar.d 4 )  o I n  thi s stu dy , inteil 1gence  w a s control l ed , a pm = 

c edure w h2 ch many stud ies  ha ve omitt ed tc their d etriment _ B el l  ( I 9 6 S )  

t'!a s  a l so made  the pornt  t r.at  expE�n m ent ers pa y t•:)O iHtl e attent ion L,  

eff ects du e to inteli lger.ce c Cotrela tion s b etw een rn ora i  d e velopm ec 

and i nt e l l ig ence rn chi l dr en a nd ado l e s cent s  vary b etw een ab01:.t O ,  3 ( .: 
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and O , 5 0 (N el s en , 1 9 69 ;  Rest , 1 9 7 3 ) " 

Fodor ( 1 9 6 9 )  ha s compared th e moral j udgm ent of  N egro and White 

adol e scent s C Tw enty-fi•,re N egro ar..d 25 White sub j ect s w ere admini ­

st ered Kohlb erg 1 s IT.oral judgm ent t e st o The  tw o sampl e s  w ere 

matched on ag e and int ell ig ence , No  s ignifica nt differences w ere 

found in mcra l 1 udgm ents b etw een White s  and B l a ck s . It w a s  found , 

how ever that sub J ect s w ho s e  mothers  had had a higher education u s ed 

moral rea soning cf  a higher s tag e than s ub j ect s  w ho s e  mothers had 

not com pl eted L: e 1 2th grade _ A numb er cf m ediating factors cou ld 

be  re s pons ib le  for thi s effect . 

Wern E:'r a r.d P et er ( � 9 7 3 )  have att empt ed to relate  moral  rea soning to 

ach ievem ent f a ctcrs . The sub 1 ect s  w er e  3 0 0  children aged from 4 

to � 8 . T li ev ,N ere g .:.ven variou s stcrie s ,  some of w h ich had moral 

them es  and scrn e  ::: f w .r..:ct had th em e s  relating to a chievem ent . In  

ai l s tc  .. 1 e s , three va . , ab l e s  w ere manipulated:  i nt ent ( effort ) , ability 

and cu : - · ;m e ,  T L e  expet � rr- enter ;:. found that in both moral and achieve ­

rn en.t storie s  a l l  t�_re e  var .. a.Di e :: pl a y  a s ig n ifica nt rol e "  Th e relative 

w eigUings  g iven to  ir.t eLt and outcom e varied w ith age . Younger 

ci: i ld ren Y d t ed c,u t c(:::• e ff: (:r e irnnor tant than intent , w hil e o lder children 

r e , :·e! s ed : �. e  .r skt i '  . . t '  '.n e .1 g <: : r: g �; ( , f  E: e younger chi ldren and rated 

; ;. t en t  mor E.: 1:-r· � ,_ ; l ar t than ot.. t com e 

t_r: eory . 

ThE finding accord s  w ith P iag et ' s 

Se vera: stu d i e s  r ave attempted to t e s t  the  re lat ive virtue s  of the cog ­

muve =developm enta l  a nd l earning theori e s  of mora l ity . Experim ent ers 

w hc fa vour the l earn ing point of vi ew have tried to s how tha t mora lity 

may be cha nged rapid ly  by modell ing a nd rernforcemenL They claim 

that thi s refut e s  the cognit ive  �developmental i st s I notion that new modes  

of  moral rea son ing em erg e onl y a ft er cognitive d evelopm ent ha s tak en 

place _ 

An expenrr� ent a long  the s e  l r n es w a s  condu cted by B andura and McDonald 

( l 9 6 3 J . T he sub J ect s w ere 78 boys and 8 7  girl s ranging in ag e from 5 

to l i " Th e chi ldren  w ere t e s t ed u s ing P 1aget 1 s criterion of intent ionality 
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and placed accordingly in eith er one of P iaget ' s two stag e s , The 

stimu lu s it err. s w ere s imilar  to tho s e  u s ed by P iaget:  sub j ect s  w ere 

pre s ented w ith two s tories ; in one story , a w el l  intention ed a ct caus es  

a larg e amount of damag e ; and in  the s econd story , an i l l - intentioned 

act cau s es a s mal l er amount of damag e o  Sub j e ct s  ha ve to decid ed 

w hich of the  two a ct s  i s  more reprehen s ib le  o Autonomous chi ldren 

g enera l ly  choo s e  the a ct repres ented in the s econd s tory (bad inten ­

tions , s mal l  damag e )  w herea s heteronomou s children choos e  the act 

repre s ent ed in the first  story (good intent10n s ,  larg e  damage ) . 

There w ere three condition s in this experiment: 

( 1 )  Model p lu f. re inforcem ent� a model expres s ed view s w hich 

w ere  counter to tho s e  g enera l : y  expre s s ed by  the child , 

The c � . _l l d  w a s  !"einforc ed if he  expres s ed view s count er to 

hi s u s •.) :i] �.;l e w C 

( 2 ) Mod el a ior.l e .  � h1 s co ndition w a s similar to ( 1 ) above , but 

no re1nforc err. er! t- v\1 a s  off e:ed , 

( 3 ) R ei nforcement a lc ne:. thi s ccnd�1:10rt w a s  s imilar to ( 1 )  ! but 

rio rEod el  w a s pres ent , 

I t  wa s L-.u n d  t r  .. at CC ;/:il t:.·) r- :: ( I )  and ( 2 ) produ.ced very s ignifica nt 

tP < 0 , O u : )  chang e :=- rn rror al rea sonin g 00th frcrr ob j ective re spon s 1 �  

b1 1 ity ( bad rnt er1t:ol": s . sma l l  da::.age )  t(l sLb J ecti ve respon s ibi l ity 

(good intentic n s . l arg e damag e)  and vice versa o 

A s trang e f eatur e  o f  th i s  stud y i s  that a lthough B andura and M cDonald , 

b eing l earn ing tn eo.:-1 st s , reJ ect s tage conceptions  of  mora l ity , they 

have ir: fa ct made L � e cf  P 1ag et • s two stag es of mora l developmer.t  a .s 

an integra l part of  f r e ir experim ent . A cntici sm  w hich can be  m ade 

of  th i s  s tudy is  t�at  th e exp erir:-� enters ha ve chang ed , not  moral 

rea soning , bu t oni y the b er:a vim .. rnl manife station s w hich are t.: s u a l l y 

as sociated w itr. _:_t . 

Crow l ey ( 1 9 6 8 ) w a. ;J int er e s ted rn the po s sibility that the results s .-J ­

ta rn ed b y  B a Edl!ra anc M cD onald might be  temporary c Therefor e ,  �-! e 
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3. d rr. r n  1 s t er e d th c pc s t. t s �; t � r.. h i s exp er i !1:. er_� l 8 r) r l 9 days  af t  er th e 

rr, a. i n  part o f  th (; --� tudy 'iN L .\. c� ; - C :) L J 2 s t cd c i  r:. od c l L rig prc c edure �; s j milar  

tc, tho s e  'J. s ed by  P. a ndurn a �u M c D c r�a ld . U niik ( '  t h e B a nd1 : ra a nd 

M cDona ld  s � 1.� dy  h c ;w e --;,re!" aL  r:1 '..Y:::i e lL r�q w a s  dor: c  l r. th �: d 1 r ect 1o r �  o f  

sub j ect i ve rc � pori0 2bil 1t y � a�Linc:n y J . Tne  cost  t e s t  revea } cd tk1 t. 

th ere w a s  a �; ::. g n: f ica nt j. r .. cr c <i �_, c j t.  t ; ·: (� c l· 1u � c c  of U'!. e 1 1 l arg 0 d .:1 ma g o , 

good int ent10n l i  a lternat l. ':e ': t ,; u- e s 1  .. b ) e c:-t �:. . T �l l� critlci srr, , app l ied 

abo ve  tG tn c B andura and Wal  t e�- ;� s :t: d y .  a l s c, a pp l i e s  to Crov d ey i s 

2 tu cl y . The=:  f r ncl ing s of  Crow :C e\: '  s c_.: tu.d y have been  rep l i ca t ed b y  

S ch l c if 8r a r. cl Dougla. :o ( 1 9 7 3 ) '.\' he, u ::-, cd yot2 , 1Cj cr  ch i ldren i n  th e 3 to 

L� 2g e g rou p . 

i. '. ' } 1..: ;-g v \i r . ci 'v'V c l c s t':.u. \ : 9 6 9 ) u rld ert .-:::oi< a study s imilar to that cf  

B a ndw c.1 (.d 1 J  M cDona lct , but cond�ctcd the1:r po stt e .s t a fu l l  1 0 0  d a y� 

a : t er th e cond 1ti 'J ning pha s e  c f  W e  exp erim ent . For sub j ect s w ho 

w ere original l y h eteronomou s ,  the  sh ift to a'..ltOnom y w a s st i l l mark ed 

af ter 1 0 0  days . Tne  subj ect s w rio w ere orig ina l ly  autonomou s a nd 

w r.o had b e e� s ubj ected to rr� ode ll ing in  the direction of heteronomy , 

!:ad  a lmost  a l l  retl.lrned to th e ir ong1r.al  autonomou s mora l on enta t ion 

a f t c-:::r 1 0 0  day:::. , Sim ilar resu i t s  w ere  obta ined in an  experim ented 

c;) r du ct ed by Cow J.n  et a :. ( : 9 6 9 ) , Thes e a1..:thors s ta te  tha t th ere ;. ;) 

. .  s t rcng  po s s ibi l l ty thc1 t th e r e su :  t s  of the abo ve expenm en� ·_; refl e c.,· 

a sc cia }  co - ercio n or " As ch ' 1 eff ect rathe!· tna n a g enuine  chang e 1n  

":·· ora } rea �oning . How ever , t he  fa ct that ccnditio::1ing in  th e direction 

·. : aute: norn y 1 s  mere durab l e  tha n cond it ioning in  th e d irection of 

h ct cronomy sugg est s  that exposure  to higher - l e vel mora l rea s on:ng m a v  

fa ci l Hat c q er._u i ne  mora ]  d e ve lopm er..t . 

A ll tn e above studie s  have em ployed P iaget 1 s c la s s if ication parad 1gff , 

T h e  on ly  stud y u s ing Kohlb erq ' s  c �a s s ihcc tic1 n s ys tem ha s b een  ·--1 r. d l�r -

t ak er, . Un �, by  Kea s ey ( 1 3  7 3 )  . The  sub i ect s in K ea s ey '  s s tud 1,,: 

w c::re G 3  be y:-; ar::d  6 3  g irl s from the  fif�h and s ixth gr-ad e s  of a pt.:b l l r� 

s cho-:J J  :!.n  C::;. l 1fc:- n,.Li . T.hj_ s s arn :c�� e  w a s s el ected from a larg er sampl e 



each C'f Kchlb erq 1 s f::.rst t�_!'."Pf; sta ·:;: e :  

t e s t  cor.d-c.tc ted c,L e  day after t ;1 e  ff a lr. experirE ent. a Aft er tV.J, .. 1 w eek. s l 

played �n the  pretes t  V 

Ke �i s ey · � ex:i= enm en"'.. :. s  tt .. e on l y cne w hich  ha s made a g enuine  a tt err p :  

u, mcdiiy m cra � rea soning !"o. t h e� tear. b eha vioura l feature s wh1ct1 a r  -

s 1 : ppo s ecE y c .ATe.lat. eci w ::.u·_ 1t. ; :::.  " e . t�e  cnoi r: e  cf  part 1caar a.lterna � 

Tte  fa ct that 

subj ec.t s w hc w ere  t-,.y_;-; ,�:, .:, ed to  rr�oral  rea son1ng nee stag e abo,1e th eir 

parab l e . af"!: e� tw ,.:.: w eek -=  _ w it h  fr· e L. PWE'1 rd 2 r�ift cf the contrc � group . 

sug g e s t. s  fr::i t  fre e  ll!L lt ed a rh.:.tmt cf  c.lang e 1� mcra.l rea :.;oning w hi ch did 

tak e p lace w a s  g er�u ine and w 3 s  p:-c.bably cac. s ed b y  the stimulatic n  

' ,.. . ' y .. . . r ' �  C . ·, ' .  � :1· . .  t '  w v• ;:..; • I' . ' ,_ ·  n - t  1· ( .  G 6 · _; ·. .. - .  ' i  ' ,• ' . ' . .  -'-" r� .___ . . . :.1 .1 ,.. E. a  . .., c, ru L  .. , l 1... 8 l .  - · - ·· __ · 1 l , - ..:i  l �� · - j . • ) c c. _. _ _  a S C ·- � O l  r. ( , -

per:r.anent ti:-ian i s  the ca s e  i n  exp erim ental s ituatic.ns , then more 

T ak en  a �·- a grou-p , T r t: sLd ie :=  w �: :: c � ·, ."_ a n� a�:teI'.1.pted tc t e ;:;t t .'.', e �earninq 

O n e  cf the mo s t  :u-rq:cJrtan rJ Cd w id e =rang.lng st12d"..es  _c the field cf 

rr:.c:ra llt) La s b een 11r1d ertak er: h 'J Haan Sm::.tL a.nci B le ck ( : 9 6 8 ) e 



Thi s study invest igated politi ca l - social b ehaviour , famil y  ba ckground 

and p ersona l ity  correlate s  of moral rea soning in a sampl e of col l eg P  

s tud ent s and P ea ce Corps volunt eers . Five hundred and ten subj ect s 

participated in the  experiment . This  sample  w a s  s elect ed from a 

l arger s am p l e , t he  crit erion for s el ection b eing a pure , rather than 

m ixed s core on  Kohlberg ' s s cal e . Hence , a ll ind ividua l s  who par ­

ticipat ed in  the s tud y u s ed a form of mora l rea soning w hich w a s  ex ­

clu s i vely  a t  a s ingl e s tag e . As  th ere w ere so  few stag e 1 subj ect s 

in  th e samp le , it wa s d ecid ed to lim it the s tudy to the upper five 

stages  of Koh lberg ' s mora l s ystem . The fo l low ing distribution of 

mora l stage  u s a g e  w a s  obtained:  

P ercenta g e s  

M al e s  

F ema les  

Total 

2 

6 ,  3 

2 , 7  

4 , 5 

STAGE 

3 4 

2 2 , 5  4 3 , 0  

4 0 , 9  3 8 , 5  

3 1 , 8 4 0 , 8  

I 

5 6 

\ 2 1 , 3  6 , 7  
I I I 1 3 , 6  4 , 3 

I 1 7 , 5  5 , 5 
l 

T h e  figure s suppl i ed in thi s tab l e should not b e  regard ed as  repres t: ;1 t c:i .. 

t � 1.re of the  s tud ent body at l arg e , for th e authors de l ib erate ly  se l e c: t. e: i 

c ertain cam pu s  s ubgroups , including Fre e Speech Movem ent arres tee ::., . 

P eace  Corp s volunteers  and variou s  activi sts . Th e s e  subgroups  com -

pri s ed a la rg e  proportion of the sampl e . An  examination of the  s ex 

d iff erences  in the d is tribution of mora l  s ta g e  u s a g e  revea ls  that s ta g t� 3 

i s  th e  moc:i a l  s ta g e  for femal e s  w hil e stage  4 i s  modal for males . R e ­

s earch u nd ertak en b y  Kohlberg ha s commonly produced s imi lar result ::, , 

It 1 s  po s s ib l e  that th e social rol e  of  the woman a s  a hom e - rr.ak er pr,:) -

motes  th e formation of stag e 3 moral ity in  fema l e s , wherea s the bus ::.rJ; -­

w orld environm ent of m en i s  b etter suited to s ta g e  4 .  

I n  addit ion to compl eting Kohlb erg ' s mora l a s s es sm ent s ca l e , sub j ecr 

fil l ed in a com preh ens ive biographica l qu e stionnaire and perform ed 



adj ective Q - sorts w hich w ere relevant to their eva luation s of  them = 

s el ve s  and of their parent s ' child -rearing pra ctices . 
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H aa n  et al ( 1 9  6 8 )  found that the principl ed group s ( stag e s  5 a nd 6 )  w ere rr�c,r,' 

rad ical and w ere more frequently agno s tic or athie stic . T h ey di ffered 

to a moderate d egree from the political and social view s of  their 

parents . The principled s ub j ects tended to b ecom e  a ctively involved 

in pol iti cal protest . 

P rincipl ed m en des cribed them s el ve s  a s  idea l istic , w hil e principl ed 

w omen saw them s elves a s  guilty doubting , rest l e s s ,  impul s ive  and 

r-� :::t \'ery feminin e . The  fol lowing ad j ectives w ere u s ed by  principl ed 

�.ub 1 ects to des cribe their idea l s elve s :  

lvI (;n: percept l ve , emphathetic a ltriu stic , creati ve , reb el l iou s , 

Wom en� rebel l iou s , free , not ambitiou s , not pra ctica l , not responsib l e: ;  

not sociab le . 

The  cc nvent10nal group s  ( stag e s  3 and 4 )  w ere found to b e  politica ll y 

con s ervative  and to have s ma ll political differences  w ith their parent s , 

T h e  r e ligiou s a ffiliation of  subj ects  in the conventional group s  w ere 

u su21 ll y Catholic or Prot estant . Family harmony wa s a prominent featu r e  

0 f  th e conventional groups . Sub j ects reported that they w ere  strongl  �.,­

r n fo _ en ced by their parent s rather tha n their friend s " Conventiona l  

:<b 1 ects view ed them s el ve s  a nd their id eal s el ve s  as  fo l low s -

S el ves  

M al e s �  Conventiona l ,  ambitiou s , sociabl e ,  pra ctica l , ord erl y , not 

cunous , not individualistic , not reb elliou s . 

r err:a i e s :  Ambitious ,  fors ig htful , not guilty , not restl e s s ,  not reb ell 1c;u ::, , 

I deal S elves  

M al e s :  Ambitiou s ,  competitive , pra ctica l , fors ightful , ord erly f cori � 

ventiona l , r e spons ib l e , s elf  confident , so ciab le ., n e eding 

approval " 



F emales :  O rderly , log ica l , re s pon s ibl e ,  competit ive and s elf -

d enying 
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The  premoral group ( stag e  2 )  w a s  com pos ed predominantly of polit ica l  

radical s and libera l s  o M os t  premora l  individua l s  w ere athies t s  o M er._ 

had highly conflictf' .! l  relation s hi p s  w ith their fath ers , w hil e their 

mothers w ere g en erally inddg ent a nd ea sy-going . P remora l women 

d e s cribed their mothers in  unreli eved po s iti \Ye term s , but fathers w ere 

s een as uninvolved and p ermi s s i ve . The  Q - sort.s produ ced the follow rn 8. 

finding s on th e premora l  s ub j ect s' conceptions  of them s elves and their 

idea l  s e lve s :  

S el ves  

1vl en�  Res erved , nonres pons i ve , creative , individua listic . 

Wom en: Stubborn , a loof , fem inin e , not altrui stic , not impu l s ive , 

Idea l  S el ves  

M en;  Aloof , s tubborn , uncompromis ing , re3pon s i  ve , free , art i stic , 

not altruistic . 

Wom en: Practica l , ideal istic , s tubborn , s ens itive , 

T h e  premoral s ampl e  w a s  sma l l , compri s ing only  2 3  sub j ects C Care 

��hou ld therefore be tak en to treat the findin g s  w itr, caut10n o N ever = 

t .r. el e s s , H aan et al compare the premora l and principled groups a nd 

comm ent 0n som e sup erficial  s im ilarities . Both group s e s pou s e  

l ib eralism -radica li s m  a nd athi e s m . B oth group s  a lso  had l e s s than 

harm onim: s  far!iily background s .  H aan  et a l  claim how ever that there 

are fundam ental d iff erences  b etw een the group s ,  particularly as regard �­

their relationships to society  a nd authority . The principl ed individi.::a l s  

are ind ependent and critica l , but a l s o  invol ved and res pon s ive to oth ers . 

Th e premora� sub j ect s a re II angry , a l so  critical , but di s j ointed and u r l  = 

committed to others and pot ential ly narcis s i stic 1 1 0 (Haan et a l , 1 9  6 8  , 

p .  1 9 7 . )  It s eem s pos s ib l e  that many of the s imilariti e s  b etw een the 

premoral  and principl ed group s may ha ve been cau s ed by the pecu iiari ­

t l e s  of thi s pa rticular s ample , 
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O f th e three groups , the conventional group app ears , sup erflciail y at 

l ea st , to b e  the  happiest  and b e st ad ju sted o The rea son for tnis s eem s 

to b e  that the  conventiona l subj ects exp eri enc e  harmoniou s relation s 

w ith their parent s and w ith soci ety  at larg e _. for they tend to accept 

w ithout critica l questioning the norm s and Fa lue s  of bc·+.r parent s and 

so ciety " 

H ampden -Turn er and Whitt. en ( 1 9  7 1 )  ha ve a: �· o made a stuy of  n:.ora �::..ty 

and pol iti cal  p ersuas ion  on th e campu s " According to their anal vs 1s  

pc litica l con s enTati sm  i. s highly related tc. s tage  3 and stage  4 moral 

rea snn rn g , M o st liberal s and moderate s  are stag e 5 ,  but radica i s  

fall  into two moral group s �  som e are committed , principl ed sta g e  6 

rr. c, : a l  rea scce:r s , but many are irrespon s ib l e  h ed,::.u sts  w r� c. s e  mc1 ra l i: y  

. , a r  .s t ag e 2 C M o st s tag e 4 con s ervatives ar e under the irn pre s s 1or, 

tn.at a l l  rad ica l s  and di s s idents are unsocializ ed stage  2 i s who must  

be  contrcl l ed ! wherea s th e sta g e  6 radica l s  regard con s ervati sm a s  

a po s ition w hich they ha ve grown through w h en they progres s ed b eyond 

s ta g e  4 mora l ity . The authors explain tr.e a ntagcni srr: b etw een con ­

s ervatives and radical s i n  the fol lowing w a y� " Each parti s an f eel s 

t �� a t  in  atta ck ing the other he  is  burning the effigy of  his  own moral 

ir1 fa r: ·- y "  (p . 7 6 ) " 

r or.ta na. and N o el ( 1 9 7 3 ) , in  a study on m ora l rea s,::;n :ng at Yal e  L r. .: = 

\ ·  2.: s n -,/ . turned up data which substantial !  y support s  Hampden = Turner 

and Whitten '  s ( 1 9 7 1 )  analys i s " Fontan a  and N o el a l so  included unl � 

0/ers ity admini strators rn their study o T h e  administrati::rs employed 

moral rea soning w hich was  predominantly at stage  4 ,  A s  the admini ­

s trators ' J cb rel es  requ ire them to tak e a law -and -order po s ition I it 

1 s  a IT'.C'Ot po int whether an individual w ho subs crib es  to sta g e  4 m ora l ity  

1 s  a.::ra cted to  work w hic�1 invo lve s  a l aw -and -order orientation or  

w h ether the  requirem ents of the  work mould the individual  I s �oralit y . 

l n  a rec ent stud:/ . L.s hk in , K eni ston a nd M acKinncn ( � 9 7 3 )  r·.a ve 

exa:rr.med the  role w hich vi<.:.i lence plays in pol itical id eology and 

mor-al i t y _ Sub j ect s  w ere agarn un i vers ity stu.d ent s ( 34 m al e .s and 3 1  
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females ) 0 They w ere admini stered Kotlb erg · 2 s ca � e  of r.t1ora l reascn.;.ng 

and a political id e8logy s ca l e  which rank ed individ·, .. ml= cri threE� 

politica l d1men.;i...-):1. s ;  Con s ervatis rn . P eacefd Radicalism  and Vio l ent 

Rad ical i s :n 

Fishkir-! et al u s  finding s confirmed ., !o a d eg :·ee , t l' : �) s e c: f  Haan e:: al  

( 1 9 6 8 )  and Fc�i.tar..3. a nd N o el ( 1 9 7 3 ) 0 Poiitic.s l  cc, r..s eP.1ati srr:.  a�d ccn. ­

,re ntici:.al rr.oral ity ( stag e s  3 a nd 4 )  w ere :�1�J :--: _ y !ela!.ed _. w h erea s ·:;7ic l eL1-

rad::..cai is :m drew suppo�t from preconventio�a l s  ( s t :t g e  2 u s ) " St�per�  

ficial l y , th e d::ita su gg e sted that  the stage 5 ar .. d 6 subJ ect s  alsc supported 

radi ca1: srrc , bu t a d etail ed ana lys i s  by Fisk in et a l  reveal ed that pos t ­

r :or.ver:.t ional mora l ity  1 s  a s scciated , net w :'..th rad ica li sm  whether p eaceL1 � 

·�- - 'l� ·J ler_ t . b·i : t  w ith the rej ecticn of  con s ervatl s rr_ C 

Concludirig Remark s  

Thi s  chapter ha s surveyed th e l it erature e r� em pineal  s tudies of mora li ty  c 

Th e swd1 es  ha ve b een ba s ed on on e or other of  three ma in theoretica. J  

crien tat10n s �  p sychoanalytic ! b eha vioura l and ccgnitive . U nfortunately . 

th ere is  virtual ly  no overlap  b etw een thes e area s ;  re s earch in one  

area 1 s  almo st  totally unrelated to  a nd irrel evant to  re r, earch in  th e oth er 

area c: o Studw s w hich ha v_� compared emotiona l . b ehavioural and cog ­

r lt:i.\:f.; m ea s ures  0£  morality have g en eral ly  tcur1d lc·w and ir: ::; 1ur.1f i c: ant 

c: 0 :1 2 } a. t 10 n f, b etw e en th es e m ea sures " 

Re rJ�,J r,-:;� into mora l ity from th �� point of vi ew of  the emctional  (quilt ) 

man .._ : c:. tatinns ha s run agroi.lnd , s incP the evid ence indicates  that 

gu.E�  1 ->  net in variably a s sociated w ith tr.e transgres sion of internaliz ed 

norrL .s ;  cU1 er respon s es are pc s s ib) e ,  b1-2t thes e  are no t ful ly  und erstood . 

J r1 add �tion ; .! ohnscn and Kalafat ( 1 9 69 )  h a \re s i- 1 ,:)w n that d ifferent mea sure ·� 

of  qL ilt irJ err.orrelat e vsry poorl y " 

The  res earch into b eha ·vioural a s pect s d mcra lity has  a l so expe.:- i encerl 

d ifficu] ties , princicaJJy in th e d efinition uf th e domam of rr·oral Li f; ­

ha vicur " This  res earcr 1 s  ba s ed on a , ·ec., rel3. t idsL c �/i ew cf  P.1ora J ity . 

M orc1 l i ty  1 s  s e en a s  a nighly  culture -bound phenomenon V A s  Cronbach 



( 1 9 4 9 )  .ha s s aid� " Chara ct er tra it s are i:ho s e  m whlch society 11.:dges  

one  type of re s po n s e  a s  m ere ethical  than anot�er" ( p  O 4 1 7) 0 Never� 

thel es s ,  Leedh.s nL e+. ol  � :0. 9 f; 7") a p p e3 rs ts:_ :n e the nnly exp e:-im enter whc 

morality E1ro1.:gh er.:pirica l  rE eans o Tl::L wcrk :r-. a s  been �gnore:i by 

other experim eri.t ers w :.:Lo prefer to  make u-� 0:.:.r C:\V L ir..tt.:rpretation s of  

moral  beha vim.::- ,. 

The larg e s ca l e  b ehavioura l  s tudies  of Hartshcrne and M ay ( 1 9 2 8 . 

1 9  29 ) and Hart s horn e , M ay and Shuttl eworth ( l 9  3 0 )  s eem ed to pro ve 

th at no g en era l con struct ca l l ed moral ity ex1s t f  Intercorrelation s 

b etw een tr: e b eha vioura l  a nd tra it m easures which w ere purpo s ed tn  

L' �"' w it.u c  t!""1 e doma1r: of  moral ity  w ere , for  t tle most part _. low " Sub -

area s c f  >Jer_a , .�101.i r w hich are hypothes iz ed to rela t e  to �orahty ha ve 

b een 5 LcEed rn 1 so lat10n. , e o g . a ltn11 srr1 , hcnes 1. y ,  pers i st ence ) c 

Kchlber g  ( � �1 7 � )  ha s criti ci z ed th e b eha vioura l approach tc mcrality 

orr tr: (: grei1;. r:d s tr: a t  there lE nc one = to -c:ne  re�: atii:-.i nsh1p b etw een b e ­

ha VW L�r and th e rea s ons  u nd erlying that b ehaviour , Ar!y  one  p iece  of 

b ef � a v10ur mig r� t  ha •, Ye b eer. �otivated by a n1.1rn b er of rea son s . There � 

u ·  e c:. ; · ·  �J:·er.ef! :' ! 'J e  a nd s ·  , p ply experirr. ent er �  w ith d etail ed rr r:d e� s  or� 
. . b 

. w r: 1c :  t ; · a s t '.  re s earch . Of  the cogniti ve �de\e 1opm entali sts , Ke hl = 

b et:J :: r:  r. a:::-t.:..ui l a r  :�a ::: d eveloped a sophis t1 c2 t ed a s s e s s ment t echniq l ; ­

w r�icL E; f1 d b l f' exp enrn ent ers to a s s ign  the  mora l rea scn:.':.ng of subj ect ::: 

to O E t� c· : s ix cat  egones  o:r sta g e s , 

O n e  cf �' i aq et n s and Koh lberg ! s main claim s  1 s  t tat moral developm er;r 

1 s  g eared tn  cc,q r..:'.,t 1 ve  d evelopment . Althot:gh stud!. e s  ha ve show ri t'.:'.a.t  

tak er.. b/ Kc� lb  ere; h ?:  s PY-ed uced data w hict rnd::. sat E-' t�. =1 t  em.1:�·cnn-� ent a. l  
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e ffect s  may  have an  important influence  on  mora l d evelopment o L earning 

theori s t s  like B andura a nd M cDonald ( 1 963) ha ve attempted to d emon strate 

empirical ly that morality i s  s ocial ly  condition ed rather than cognitively 

d etermined . The  re sults of thes e experiments ha ve b een inconcl u s ive , 

how ever . 

Tak en a s  a body , the res earch into the cognitive a s pect s  of moral it y  

may  b e  critici s ed for us ing a highly re s tricted rang e of s am pl e s " I n  

a lmo st  every experim ent , sub j ect s  have b een either children or univer ­

s ity student s . Piag et ' s m ethods have u sually b een applied to children 

and Kohlberg ' s m ethods to university student s . T here i s  no guara nte e  

that finding s w hich are ba s ed o n  th e s e  sample s  ha ve a n y  g en eral ity , 

Th ere 1 s  a pre s s ing need for res earch into the morality of o lder sub ­

j ect s ( i . e .  sun i  ect s  over the age  of  3 0 ) . 
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6 .  0 o A SURVEY OF  THE LIT ERATURE P ERTAIN ING TO MORALITY , Ill  
ASSESSM ENT TECHNIQ1JES 

Chapter 7 w il i  b e  divided , l ike  Chapters 5 and 6 .  into three main s ections . 

Each s ection w i l l  d ea l  exclu s ively w i th  one of th e three ma jor a�ea �.; of  

s tudy  in mora� ity a nd w ill  d e s crib e th e a s s es s m ent t e chniqu es  comrr.on ly  

ic s ed in that area c 

6 . L  M ethods of a s s es s ing the emotional  a s pects of Morality 

It  w ill be rem emb ered from the chapter on  th eory that th e p s ychoana l yti. c  

s chool c;f t houg ht regards  guilt as  a n  inva riably occurring emotional respo n s E  

: _:, tr:-. e  tra n s gres s io n  o f  internal iz ed ( sup erego ) norm s . 

T ro e  fr,_() S t  comr:· i) rl m ethod of a s s e s s ing  gui lt re s pons es  to transgref. s 2 ,:) r, !:8 = 

qt-: lre�� the subJ ect to complete  a s tory rn w hich the " h ero" has , with min . -

mal ju �  ... tificatioE , committed a socia l ly reprehens ib le  a ct . B y  com pl eting 

the story , the s ub J e.ct ind icates  w hat he think s the con s equences of thi s 

act w L : b e " T hi s  i s  a proJ ective m ethod of  g uilt a s s es sment . The 

read er should r efer to  Miller a nd Swa nson  ( 1 9 6 0 )  for an example of thi s 

techmque c' 

A few c, ther m ethod s of guilt a s s es sm ent are m entioned b elow � 

J :;t 1 n s(", r: a r:d  Kalafat ( 1 9 6 9 )  have comp il ed a s et of proj ect ive pictures  wh ich 

arc s :!::T.Ea;':" -r_o t h e  T o A . T . , but which h a ve b een s elected o n  the bas i s  of 

their ability L ell  cit  :rr:.oral res pon s  e s  from sub j ect s ;  

}onr: so n  a n d  Kd�afat ( 1 9 6 9 )  ha ve a l so u s ed a soc iom etri c rating m ethod 

w t1ereb�/ eacL �;ubJ ect rates  his  p e ers  on  the a mount of gu ilt manifes ted 

aft er tran � gre : :::: :011  o This m ethod i. '..; a pplicab le  only w hen all 3ub 1 e <-L  

..-1 r0 \·er-y w ��� l  kn0w r: t :'J one  another , E ven t hen I it i s  doubtful w h et h e: 

subJ ect rj are l lk. E�ly tc ha ve c1 geed in s igh t  !nto the amou nt c f  gt;. 1 l t  felt  
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6 .  2 "  M ethods of a s s es s ing b ehavioural a sp ect s of M oral ity 

6 2 .  

There are two m ain ways  of studying mora lity from the b ehavioural point 

of view . Th e fir s t  m ethod involves the direct ob s ervation of b eha viour " 

The b ehaviour i s  u sual ly  studied ir. a particular context . Th e " lady- in ­

di stre s s l l  study undertak en  b y  Bryan and Test ( 1 9 6 7 ) exemplifie s  the  d irect 

ob s ervation m et hod . In  some ca s es it is pos s ib l e  to rat e  the intensity  of 

behaviour , but in  other ca s es ! such as the on e cited above , beha viour can 

b e  rated only a s  pres ent or ab s ent . 

The  s econd m ain w a y  of studying morality from the b ehavioural point of  view 

i s  r.c, d et ermine  the d egree of approval or disapproval of subj ects  toward s  

variou s b eha viours w h ich are hypothe s iz ed t o  fa l l  w ithin the domain of 

0' ,;ra l ity , 

Criea:ing 1s  a mor a l  b ehaviour w hich 1s often  studied directly "  Hart shorn e: 

a nd M ay ( 1 9  2 8  1 1 9  2 9 )  employed s everal ch eating ta sk s ;  t est s of a s imHar  

kind are  s ti l l  b eing u s ed by experimenters . Hil l  and Kock endorfer ( 1 9 6 9 )  

ha '.te u s ed a typical  cheating ta sk  w hich t!:i.ey cal l  the " ray - gun " gam e o 

Sub j ects are confronted w ith an apparatu s w hich con sis t s  o f  a pla sti c gun 

and an opaque s cre en upon which images  of rock ets are proj ected , Ea cr: 

:::;cb _1 ce;t i s  al low ed ten 1 1 s hots " w ith th e ray�gFn ." After each shot a s core 

app ea! s CL the  s crnen w hich suppo s edly  refl ect s t h e  accuracy of rhe she:. o 

·� h !-; a pr, a!'a� (.: .;  1 .s  s c  programmed t.tat the total s core for t en shot s 1 s  a )wa y �­

:r. e sa�1 c  C Aft er t en shot s , the  $ Creen rndicoct e s  th e  total s core which t h e 

sub J ec: ha s accumulat ed , and then goe s b lam: o Each subj ect i s  then re = 

qtared to report his  total s ccre to the experiment er O The  degree to which 

the sub 1 ec t  inflate s  his  s core i s  tak en as an  index of his cheating . For a 

des cripU.cn of s everal other cheatir..g ta sk s , the article by N el s en ( 1 9 6 9 )  

s hould b e  con sulted . 

The  sociorr: etric m ethcd of  peer rating s i s  oft en l..i s ed to a s s e s s  b ehavieu 

directl y "  Th i s  s ystem w ork s  or.ly w hen the  subj ects are w el l  known L 

one anotr. er , Eacn  scb J ect i s  requ ired to rare  aE th.e other s ub 1 ects on 

som E� b eha\-1oura : d 1m ens icn  wh ich may  b e  fa ir� �; specific ( l fK e honesty )  

(1 !' very broad ( l i ke  moral characte;') , This  m ethod ha s the d i sadvanta g e  



that it requires  a great dea l  from the subj ect , for he  ha s to interpret the 

dimens ion  tc b e  rated and th en a s s es s  the  degree to w hich the b eha viour 

releva nt to this dimension is rEanifest in h : s  p eer·s o O r:  the oth e!" hand 1 

peer rating r.as  the advantag e that a s s e s srr; er:t i 2  done in  a l es s  artificia l 

s ituation than i s  th e cas e  w her.. labc,ratory· t ask s { lh.� e the " n y-gun " gam e )  

are  u s ed " John son a nd Kalafat  ( 1 9 6 9 )  a nd P eck and Ha ·,tighurst ( : 9 64 )  ha ve 

u s ed the  method of peer ratings "  Jones  ( � CJ 5 4 )  revi ew s scm e c1f the  earller  

stl1dies  wt.ich have empl oyed the  t echnlqu r� .  

A s impl er rat i ng rr ethod i s  to obta in  o nly crie  :rating of each subj ect Q I n  

thi 3 ca s e  the rater is  u suall y the subj ects parent e r  his  t ea cher . Thi s  

rr� ethorl h::i s b een u s ed by  Hoffman a nd Saltztein ( 1 9 6 7 )  0 

T n e  s econd m a rn  w ay of s tudying b ehavioural a s p ects o f  morality i s  to 

require subj ect 8  to j udge  th e rightne s s or wrongnes s of  a ct s  w hich are 

hypothes i sed to fa l l  w ithin the domain  of mora lity for the  culture in 

que stion . This  m ethod w a s  u s ed by Eis enman  ( 1 9 6 7 )  w ho compil ed a s et 

of item s , each of w hich involved the tra nsgres s ion  of conventional  

morality; the transgre s s ion  w a s mitigated in ea ch ca s e  by  som e extenua ­

ting circumstance ( e  o g .  " John  sto l e  bread b e caus e  h e  w a s  hungry" 0 )  

Sub j ec1= s had to rat e the b ehaviour i.n ea ch item o n  a 7 -po int s ca l e  of  

mc)ral  rightne f: s or wrongnes s c Similar methods w ere  u s ed b y  B irnbaum 

( i 9 7 3 ) and M cKinney et a l  ( 1 9 7 3) . 

L eedham et  c1_l ( � ? 6 7) ha s attempted tc determir:. e the realm of b eha vict.:.�a l 

morality u s ing empirica l m eans  o H e  ha s compiled a 7 5 - category cla s s i �  

fication whir:-;h S ignori a n d  S chwa rtzentruber ( 1 9 6 9 ) have contra cted into 

1 0  main area s of b ehavioura l morality . The  probl em inherent in attempting 

to d elineat e the domain of  moral ity is that the content area w hich i E  

d efined i. s relevant on ly  to  the  population  from wh ich the sample w a s  

drawr. , In many ca s e s , tl'!.i s population w ill  b e  of  much  l e s s than 

natiori.a l  s 1 2 e , 

6 .  3 "  M ethod s of a s s e s s ing  Cognit ive a spect s  cf  M orality 

The  cognit ive �developmenta list s ha ve s et them s elves the  ta sk of a s s es sing 

mora lity frnm the  cogr,jtive point o f  vi ew o The a s s es sm ent m ethod s of tt, e  

  
 



fol low ing theorists w ill b e  review ed b elow �  P iag et , Kchlberg , Loeving er and 

P eck a nd Havighurst O The m ethods of  each of the theorists  w ill  b e  d ea lt 

w ith s eparately . 

6 . 3 . 1 . P iaget 

P ia g et ( 19 3 2 )  i s  the originator of the I!'. ethod of a s s es sm ent ba s ed o n  moral 

dil emm a s ., The  dilemma is g enerally spl it intc twc1 part s  J each part d ealing 

w ith a s l ightly different s ituation o The fol low ing 1s  an example� 

"A . A l itt l e  boy who i �  call ed Joh n  i s  in his own room o H e  i s  call ed to 

dir:.ner ., H e  goes  into the d ining room o But b ehind the door there 

w a s  a chair , a nd on the cha ir there w a s  a tray w ith fifteen  cup s  on 

it "  � ,- · ;, r:  couldn ut have know n that there w a s  ali this b ehind the 

door O He goes  in ! th e door k nock s  agairA st th e tray , bang go the 

fifteen cup s  a nd all  g et brok en . 

" B .  O nce  there w a s  a litt l e  boy w ho s e  nam e  w a s  Henry o O n e  day w t en 

hi s mother w a s  out h e  tried to g et some j am out of the cupboard o 

H e  climb ed up on  to a c!:'la ir a nd stretched out his arm . But the 

j am w a s  too h igh up a nd h e  couldn ° t reach it and have any . B ut 

w hile he  w a s  trying to g et it he  knock ed over a cup o T h e  cup 

fell down and broke c "  

(P iag et , ! 9 3 2 ;  p .  l l 8 0 ) 

The  sub j ect i s  read the  two part s  cf  each dil emma and is  then a sk ed to state  

which of  the two children i s  the naughtiest . H e  i s  required to motivate his  

a nsw er w ith rea son s . The main aim of P iaget ' s dil emmas  i s  to d et ermin e 

the relative importanc e  w hich the sub J ect attributes  to intentionality and 

outcom E . Piaget ( 19 3 2 ) cl aim s that het eronomous children g ive more 

w eight to outcome (i . e "  the amount of damage caus ed) w hil e autonomous 

children g ive more w eight to intentionality 0 

A feature cf P iaget I s d il emm a s  w hich s hould b e  not:ced 1 s  that there is  a 

one -to -one correspond enc e  b etw een the two mcra� stag es  and the two 

a lternative s olutions to t i"i e dil err::r..a s c Once  a subJ ect ha s made  a choic e , 

h e  ha s committed him s elf to a part 1c·J lar stage  of moral rea soning . There ­

fore . t r.i e  coral rea somr:g w �icr·. a c�ild supplies  1 s  u s ed m erely a s  sEpporti \/ '� 
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evidence  for cla s s ificati0n o Kohlberg I s ( 1 9  6 8 ) m ethods  are more sop hi s �  

ticated since the choice of a lternative w hich the subj ect m ak e s  h a s  no 

b earing on the type of moral rea soning w hie:, r: e car.. u s e  to support it o 

The content of  P iag et ' s dilemm a s  i s  su ch that t::iey are mo st suitabl e for 

admini s tration to children o Piaget ' s  m ethod ;; are not applicabl e  to 

adult s . 

6 o 3 • 2 , Kohlb erg 

Kohlb erg ( 1 9 5 8 , 1 9 6 8 , 1 9 7 1 )  l':a s tak en  P iaq et 1 s m ethod of a s s e s s ing mora l 

rea soning through  dil emm a s  and developed it to higher l evel s o f  sophi sti � 

cation _ The  content c f  t he dil emma s i s  such that they can b e  admini stered 

to any sub j ect o ver the age of abcut 6 o A t �/pical  dil ernna is  g iven b elc-1.1,.; 

·· I n  Europe , a woman was  near death from a very bad d i s ea s e , a speca l  

k ind o f  cancer O There w a s  one drug that the doctors thought migr: t  s ave 

her . I t  w a. s  a form cf radi1..ar. fc,r which a druggis t  w a s  charging ten tim e s  

w hat tte  drt:g co st hi� to m ai< e u  The  s ick w oman ° s hu sband , H einz ! w en t  

t o  everyone  h e  knew to borrcw tr�e money ! but r1e could only g et tog ether 

about half of w hat it cost , H e  told the drnggi5t  that hi s w ife  w a s  dying , 

and a sk ed hi!n to s el l  it cheaper or l et him pay  later o But the druggi st 

s aid , n No , T di s co vered t!; e drug and rm going tc make  mcney from iL 1 1  

So H emz got d e s p erate an.c. brnK e  into  t t. e  rr an " s  store to st eal t r _ e  drug 

fc, r  h.1 s w if e . 1 1  

( Kohlberg , 1 9  7 1 ; p o  1 5  7 u )  

P orter and T a ylor ( 1 9  7 2 )  , under the d irection of Kohlberg , ha ve written a 

handbook for a s s es sing mora l rea soning " The  compl ete  moral rea soning 

que stionnaire cons ists  of nine dil emma s ,  each follow ed by a s erie s  of 

rel e vant qu e stions  a Kohlberg him s elf often u s es only four dil emma s  tu 

a s s e s s  a sub J ect ' s mora l rea soning , T h e  firs t  quest ion a s k ed after eac!'" 

dilemma is  a lw ays of such a form that i t  requir e s  the subj e ct to i c dg e  tte 

rightnes s c.r wrongnes s of the It h ero ' s "  b eh a  viouL In the ca s e  c.f t .h.e  

" H einz I I  dil emma w hid'. � s  quot ed above . the ql.i.e s!wri i s : · ·  Shc·u id Hern:: 

have dcne tnat and why? 1 1  The remaining quest ions  are  of a more specifl c 

nature and are rel evant tc  t r1 e particu lar content of each di ler:i!na Q T h e  
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res pons es w hich the s ubj ect gives to thes e q u e s tion s  a llow s an  a s s es s ­

ment to b e  made w hich  cla s s ifi es  him into a particula r  s tag e of moral 

rea soning . A much more d etailed d e s cription of the a s s e s sm ent t ech = 

niques  w ill  b e  g iven in the  fol lowing chapter _ 

Porter and Taylor ( 1 9 7 2 ) favour the m ethod of reading each dilemma cut to 

the subj ect and record ing hi s respons e s  " live " o This  approach makes  

group admini stration impo s sible ; how ever; h ence the more  corr:.mcn m efr'.od 

of admini stration i s  to supply each s ub j ect w ith a bookl et containing the 

dii emmas  and qu e s tions ;  subj ect s  th en writ e tb eir answ ers dow n . Sub J ect 5  

are urg ed i n  t h e  ins tructions  to give answ ers w hich a r e  a s  full a s  po s s ::.bl e o 

I t  should b e  not iced that Kohlb erg ' s di lemma te s t  i s  a pro j ective techniq·. �  e ,  

The  rationa le b ehind the method is  that the subj ect w il l  p ro J ect him s eif  rntc 

the dil emma s ituation and take the rol e  of fre I i h ero 1 1  
" T herefore , the 

solution w hich the subJ  ect s ees  for the  dil emma s hould theoretically b e  H:i e 

solution w hich he  him s elf w ould follow if h e  w ere in the h ero ' s predicam ent .  

6 .  3 ,  3 .  Loevinger 

Loevrnger et a l  ( 1 9 7 0) , lik e Kohlberg , a l so  tak e s  the  pos ition that the  only 

way of a s s e s s ing moral rea soning i s  throug h a pro j ective technique . N ever = 

th ele s s , sne  claim s that there i s  no method w hi ch may  b e  reli ed upon to 

reveal all that one  w ant s to know about mora l d evelc prr .. ent u If t!-:e t.e .; t  � ::. 

structured I the exp erimenter is  pro J ecting h1r1 s e} f  into the s ituat10n . 

wherea s if th e t e s t  1 s  unstructured , the exp erimenter ha s little control  over 

what the sub j ect w il l  reveal o The b est  that a t e st can achieve 1 s  to s tnk e 

som e  form of compromi s e  b etw een the s e  tw o extrem e s . 

Unl ik e  Kohlb erg , Loevinger do es not regard mora l  development as  a compl ete l y  

d iscrete proc e s s . She  claims that s igns  w hich first  manifes t  them s elve s  i r: 

an embryonic form w il l  appear later at  a hig h er l evel in  a more advanced forn� o 

Lo evinger s e e s  her s tage s  a s  a kind of artifi cial grid w hich i s  placed o · , er 

the d evelopm ental proce s s  a nd which mak es  cla s s ification po s s ibl e , for at 

pres ent there i s  no way  of a s s e s s ing mora lity w ithout s omewhat art ihcal l y  

dividing 1 t  into block s o A furtrwr point wh ich Lo eving er makes  i s  bat rti.ora.l 

d evelopm ent ma y tak e  p iace  rn diff erer.t area s at  d i fferent rate s . Thi s  mak e ,: 



6 7 , 

a s ingl e  c las s ification of mora l  d evelopm ent (or ego d evelopment) 

impos s ib l e o Kohlberg ( 19 7 2a} h a s  come to term s with thi s  probl em a nd 

modifi ed his  a s s e s s ment t echniqu es  accordingly o 

The  pro j ective m ethod w hich Lo eving er ( 1 966) ha s s el ected for u s e  in 

the a s s e s sm ent of moral developm ent is of the s entence ccmpl etion type c 

Loevinger has  cho s en this  m ethod b ecau s e  she  claim s it offers a g ood 

ba lance  b etw een s tru cturedne s s and u n structuredne s s  f and a l so  b ecau s e , 

unlik e Kohlb erg , s h e  i s  not so l e ly  interested in  the cog nitive a s pect cf 

moral ity "  H er sta g e  d e s cription s  atte st to thi s . (S ee  Cha pter 4 o )  

Loevinger ha s d evelop ed s evera l vers ions  of her a s s e s s m ent instrument " 

Each version cons i st s  of 3 6  it em s " The  bulk of Loeving er ' s res earch has  

been  ba s ed en  f em ale  s ampl e s . The  a s s e s sment instrum ent i s  therefore 

more suited for admini s tration to g irl s a nd women , a lthough  a vers ion for 

mal e s  is a vailab le . A few exam pl  e s  of her item s are g i ven b elow :  

For girl s and women 

Rai s ing a fami ly  

When they avoided m e  

Rul es are 

Wnm eri are luck y  b ecau s e  

A pregnant wom an 

r ,_-- �· m en 

Tbe  thinq 1 l ik e about mys elf i s  

A man 1 s job 

1 f  I w ere k ing 

When I am nervou s , I 

An in s pect ion of Lo e ving er '  s it em s indicates  that she  has  cho s en many iter:i s 

w hich relat e to the s ex of the t es tee  o Since it i s  Lo evinger '  s a im to stud y 

ego developm ent , a n  area w hich i s  not high l y related to s ex , it i s  surpn s rng 

that Loeving er choo s e s  so  m an y  of the s e  it em s " 

It app ears that th e a s s e s sm ent of uncompl eted s entenc e protoco l s  pres en t s  

many more difficulti e s  than tr1 e  a s s es sm ent of dil emma protocol s . Loevi rq er e" ·� 
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( 1 9 7 0 )have supplied a bulky handbook to aid a s s e s sm ent , but n everthe le s s  

the unhappy s ituation exists  that a s s es s ors  ha ve to mak e  inf eren ces  on  a 

minimal  a mount of material o The  quality of  a sub j ect 1 s moral rea soning 

is s hown b e s t  w hen he i s  g iven a chance  to develop and interrelate his  

con cept s . Th i s  can only b e  done ad equately within th e s pa ce of  more 

than one s entence  o The format of  Kohlb erg ' s t e st mak e s  a l low a n c e  for 

thi s , Littl e can b e  g leaned about th e cognitive stru cture of a sub j e ct ' s 

mora l rea soning if there i s  only half a s entenc e  to go on . 

6 .  3 .  4 .  P eek and H a  vighurst 

Unlik e other theori st s , P eck and H a vighurst ( 1 9 6 4) do not rely on  a s ingl e 

m ethod of a s s e s s ing  morality . T h ey have developed a five - stag e  

cl a s s ification o f  morality , and u s e  information drawn from s everal s ources  

in  ord er to  a s s ign  a subj ect to  a part icular sta ge ,  Their main s ourc es  

are :  

( 1) E s says . Sub j ects w ere  a sk ed to write e s s ays with th e fo l low ing 

titl es : " Th e  person I would l ik e  to b e  when I grow u p "  and "A  

good p erson to  ha ve in our community" o 

( 2) S entence Completions . 

( 3) Interview s with train ed p s ychologis t s . 

( 4) T . A .  T .  and Ror schach protocol s .  

In  addition to th e c la s s ification of s ub j ect s  according to a five s tage  s ca l e  

o f  moral maturity , the authors w ere  i nterested i n  s ix p ersonality traits 

w hi ch they regard ed a s  particularl y relevant to morality . They  are :  

M oral S tability , Ego Strength , Sup erego s trength , Spontaneity , 

Friendline s s  and a ho stility - gu ilt  com pl ex c The  authors attempted to 

d efine th e s e  dim en sions  and m ea sure them u s ing the same  four m ethod s 

m entioned above , a s  w el l  a s  s everal oth er m ethod s w hi ch w il l  net be  

m entioned h ere , 



b 

6 9 . 

7 c O "  A CRITICAL SURVEY OF TH E LIT ERATURE SP ECIFICALLY RELEVANT 
TO THIS STUDY 

The present study has two main areas of concern� test construction and 

theory testing . The first aim is to develop an ass essment instrum ent 

which will be an improvement upon Kohlberg ' s present methods. Once 

this aim has been achieved and a satis factory cla s s ificat ion instrument 

is available ,  this ins trument w ill be used in the second phase of thi s  

study whi ch will  be t o  test one important aspect of Kohlberg ' s theory , 

nam ely the hierarchical ordering of hi s s ix sta g e s . 

B ecause thi s study may b e  d ivided into tw o dist inct parts , the survey 

c f  the  re l eva nt l iterature will lik ew is e be divid ed into two part s " 

7 .  l ,  Mcra l A sse s sm ent 

For reas ons whi ch have been stated in previous chapters and which w � l 1 

be made more explicit in the next chapter , it has been decided to approac h  

morality from the structural - cognit i ve point o f  view o Of the m ethod s 

which are available , Kohlberg 1 s assessm ent technique is th e most  suitabl e 

for the present purpose . There are , however , certain deficiencies rn th:i s 

t echnique . These deficiencies w ill become apparent in the critical exafY, � 

ination of Kohlberg ' s assessment ins trument which w ill  be pre s ent ed 

belc,w , 

1 ,  l O l.  Kohlb erg e s  assessment ins trument 

Both Kohlberg ( 19 7 2a) and P orter and Taylor ( 197 2) have d e s cnbed syst er-: :� 

for s coring dilemma protocols ,  The Porter and Taylor system is a sim � 

pl ified vers ion of Kohlberg 1 s scoring method . B oth s ystem s will  b e  

des cribed here , but Kohlberg ' s method will not be described fully be � 

caus e it i s  highly involved . 

The fol low ing is the s coring system used by Port er and Taylor ( 1 9 7 2L 

Read through th e subjects respons e  to each dilem ma story and a s s ign a 

stag e s core to it o 
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The stage score assig ned to each dilemma response may be pure or mixed . 

Mixed scores are assigned when the subj ect's moral reasoning is a mixture 

of two stages , usually two adjacent stages , When this is the case , it is 

generally possible to determine which of the two stages is dominant . I f  

a subj ect's moral reasoning is a mixture of  stage 3 and stage 2 with stage 

3 being dominant , then it is scored 3 (2) . The stage which is included 

within the brackets is called the minor stage while the one outside the 

brackets is called the major stage . 

O nce all the responses have been assig ned a stage score , a final global 

score may be calcu lated as follows: 

(a) Assig n a w eight of 3 to a pure score (such as 1 ,  2 ,  3 ,  4 ,  5 or 6) . 

(b) For a mixed score , assig n c. weight o f  2 to the major stage and l 

to the minor stage . 

(c) After the stage scores have been weighted , add up the totals for 

each stage and con'".rert to percentages . 

{d) I f , as is generally the case , more than 5 0 %  of the responses are 

at a given stage, this becomes the major stage in the global score . 

(e) I f  2 5 % or more of the responses are at a given stage , this be­

comes the minor stage in the global score. 

An example will il lustrate this procedure o Suppose that a subj ect has 

supplied responses to four dilemmas , and suppose that the fol lowing 

stage scores had been assigned to them� 2 (3) , 3, 3 ( 2) ,  3. 

The assig ned weights are: 

Stage 2 Stage 3 

2 l 

3 

1 2 

3 

Total s 3 9 

The percentages are 3/1 2 X 1 0 0  = 2 5  % for stage 2 

and 9 /1 2  ): 1 0 0  = 7 5 %  for stage 3 
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The  global s core is  therefore 3 ( 2) 0 

A s lightly more sop histicated procedure is available  w hich enables  the  

a s s es s or to  a s s ig n  a " mora l  maturity scorf/ 1 to ea ch subj ect " Thi s s ccre 

varies  betw een 1 0 0  (if all re spon s es are at stage  1) a nd 6 0 0  (if all rn s pn n � c: 

a re at stage  6) 0 

Kohlberg 1 s s coring s ystem i s  more elaborat e in that  h e  ba s e s  hi s a s s es smer: 1 

on  the subj ect 0 s re s pons e to various rr..srai  1
1 is su e 3 1

' .  I s s u e s  are �na .ic­

moral values  which are oft en s een  to conflict w ith  one  a nother in  mora l 

dilemma s c In  the 1 1 H einz I I  dilemrr.a I for in stance , two important i s  s�e �? 

w hich are inherent in the dil emma and w hich may b e  u s ed b y  the subj  ec:t 

in h is  mcra l  rea soning are the  dying wom a n  I s right to live a nd the dn.:ggi  :, r_ • 

prcpert�/ :ng ht s c Koh ] b e�g ( 1 S 7 2a)  ha s orga nis ed hi s s et of i s sm:: s  mm o 

smal ler s et 0£ higher =crder internally coh e s ive con s truct s w hich h e  calL 

s ystems . Each system con s is t s  of  one  or more i s su es . M ore will be  

sa id  about i s sues  and s ystem s later , but a t  th i s  point i t  s uffices t o  s ay  

that va:10u s i s sues  may b e  identified in a subj ect 0 s mora l  rea somng . 

Kohlberg s cores  dil emma res pons es a ccording to the s ta g e  of moral 

rea soning on ea ch i s s u e  or s vstem rat.her than the  s ta g e  of moral  rea sonrn c.; 

on the res po n s e  a s  a w hole " 

The  i s su e  or s ystem s coring procedure i s  a recent d evelcpm ent b y  Koh lb e: __; . 

Systerr.. s  a!"e important from a theoret 1 ca �'.� point of v"!-ew , for tn.ey rr.a.y  he  

regard ed a �; broad area s c,f moral rea s oning w r1ich may be  subj ect t ,:· 

d ifferen ces  in term s c f  the  d egree of mora l  developm ent w hich ha s 

occurred in each o A subj ect may u s e  d ifferent stag es  of mora l  rea s rrnin0 

in d ifferent s ystem s " For t hi s  rea so n , it w ould b e  d es irable  from the  

metric point of view to obtain a profil e  of  s core s  fer ea ch subj ect , th e 

profi le reflecting the stage  of moral rea s oning u s ed in  ea ch a nd e, rery 

s ystem 

Unfortunately ! Kohlb erg ( 1 9 7 2a )  ha 3 not found it po s sibl e  to de thi;:. 

adequately , The  rea son  w hy he ha s found difficulty :!.n d eriving s epura L ·  

stage  s cores for ea ch system i s  that h e  ha s not updated the  s et nf 

dilemma s  w hich he ha s traditionally u s ed to a s s es s  mora l rea soning , 



T he s e  d il emma s w ere adequate for Kohlb erg · s origma l s chem e  of a s s ig ning 

a s ing l e  moral s core to ea ch sub j ect but th�iY are not t.:p tc the ta sk of 

yielding a battery of s core s on a s et c: � -/stem :: " 

The  old dil emma s w hi ch Kohlb erg ( 1 9  '.7 2a) i ::· st::.E :_.; s ing w ere not carefully 

con structed a ccording to the:.: sy2: em conteLt } b eczF.: :J, K•,;hlb erg had not 

yet ev-olved his  theory of s ys"'.: en: s. o Ccns equen:!y , Kc.: hlberg ha s no s et 

of d il srnmas  ava f�able w hich cc, \Ter:; ,L :. ;:; y ·:. t err, .·: exh�i : � :=;L'le:y ,  g i �.,.::riq ea ch  

an  equal  d egree of  repres entation c 

Thi s  inequality  iL t.he d egree c f  repre =- entatic- n  ,.: f ea ch 3ystem ha s 

created m etric p rcb l er!:. .s wh�ch ha '/8 rEad�! it irrcv;. s s i.b�e fer Kohlb erg to 

a s s ig n  s epara : c- � : a g e  s core s to ea cb s ystem , Con s equentl y he  usu:1 1l y  

c ombr n 9 s  t he  1 ::  :-: L: e  er  system s core s  vv h1cn h e  ho s cbta rned into a s ingl e  

g loba 2  s core 

u s es to manipula +� e  the  inccffipl et e  s e: of i.s �'...�, e or � �l sterr. data into a 

s ingl e s core " Th is  syf't e� :-. s hig hly arbitrary . 

The  above crit icism s  s hould make it ci ear that Kohlb e::-g ' s s coring system 

a nd his repertoir of dil emma s l ea \re mucn tc, b e  d e s i:r: ed . There i s  a 

definit e n eed for a s et of dil emma s w hich  ha ve b een construct ed to more 

rigid s p ecificat ic n s . The  s et o: dll emma s should be  con struct ed so that 

ea ch d i 1 emma incorporate s 3. i lm1t ed , preferably s ma l l  number of i s su e s , 

1n  o ther w ords the dil emma s s hould b e  highly ::;pecal1 z ed o The  1='.Jtal 

s et s hould b e  d esigned so that aL :.. s s u e s  g et equal repres entation .  A 

des irable  featur e w ould b e  the  inclu s io n  0£ w hat might b e  caii ed 

1 1 para l lel d il emmas " s o  that  some e st imation d reliability would b e  

po s s 1b l e o  At pre s ent the o nly  ind ex cf rel iab �llty  which 1s  a va ilab l e  

1 s  a m ea sure o f  in ter - rat er rellab 1�ity , Tl!rie1. ( J. 9 6 6) and Rest ( 1 9 7 3) 

ha ve fou nd the  int er - rater  reliabil ity to b e  hi9h (arm� nd O 1 9 0) C 

At th is  pcint . som ething more s hculd  b e  sa id about the  nature cf Kohl � 

b erg ' s  i s sues  and s ys tem s , A s  : h e  :;, s ��l! ·(-; f are the ' ' bu :'.lding blc. ck s "  

out of w hich tne systerr. ::: w ere creat ed , the dis cu s s ion which follow s 

w il l  d eai w ith  ::.. .3 ::1.::. e s  fir:: � . and th en vv ith d erived s ystem s 0 
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Kohlb erg ( 1 9 7 2a) d efine s  i s .sue s a �  " a 1'Jo .s e term ±or th e g en eral 

u nits i n  a moral s ituation w hich are s een  a .� rn pct 2ntia l conflict w ith 

one another "  (p " 1 9 ) o In  th e "H P::.r:.z " d il euIT:_3. :he confiict2  revclve 

around the druggist s d emand s  for money , the wl: e ' 2, cla im to L. ,; ,�� . the 

que stion of stea ling a nd pos sibly eth er l e e:. �, ob ·/l. :.)u s  rr:a tters <, Thes e 

conflicts are concret e  example s  c,f underlying i s su e (: �  propen y , value 

o f  l ife , l aw . etc , The i s su E:s are ::.n f.3 ct \/3 L.: e�. , Kc ,hlb E.!rg regard 3 

the s et of is sue s  w hich he  ha s d efined a s  a ccmo:-ehens ive ccli ectio n  

c f  universa l  •.ralu es  _ Althc�gh th e valu es  ar8 l: n:'., y·crsal , net everyc n e  

ord ers t h e m  i n  the  sam e way , The  ordering a pp ears to vary frcm moral 

stage  to mora l  s ta g e "  At stage  4 for instance . " law " b ecom es  the most  

impcrta nt i s s l� e  T h e  stage  4 ind1 ·./idual m ight argu e that H einz s hcuid 

not stea l the d� l�g b ecaus e he wcu .ld be breaking the law " 

The  following are the  i s sues  w hich Kohlberg ha s d efined.'. 

A .  Law - orientation ::  tc la,N s and the  l eg3l  system " 

B .  Cons cience  - morality and th e cho: ce  p:-cces E: ,  

Kohlb erg divides  the cons c:ience i s s ti (: :nt: s evera l sub1s sue.s , 

T h e  main ones  are� 

BI . : h e  p s ychological  s ;:i n.c:t �. r. c:: 1or mcra� act :c r, . both ext erna l and 

in terna : (pu ni s hm em , ::ipp� ·= · "la } , g l� il t )  . 

BIII c.__--:. nc ept s 0£ duty , ref;pcn ; ibili::1 and m, :�J � law (m c. t:1 _._  righ: 2:t nd 

w rc ng·; ,, w hich may  conflict er co � inc::.d e  w 1th th e a ctor ' ?. w ish  C 

BV . g en era l mcral  theo=-/ ;· abstra ct or g en E�r:s. l definitions  0£ 1 1 moral " 

C "  .P erscr..:s.: -a ff ectiona l rel es  and relat ions  = two sub i �. eues  are 

dis t ing u i s h ed �  

CI . conc erns revolving around rol e = stereN yp e s  and geed p erso na l  

rcles , Rc le;;  adcpt ed tc,ward s family a nd fr::end ,:; are concerns 

of th is  sub1s si.:e " 
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CII C relations  of  affection � the part w hich p ersona l  affectio n s  and 

friends hips play in th e  making of mora l d e ci s ion s . 

D O  Authority a nd Civic Ord er Rel es  (wh ere net  d ef ined by a ctua l law)  -

two subi s su e s  are d i st inguished �  

DI . 

DII . 

E .  

st ereotypes  and cor..cepts of citi z en a nd milita!"y role s . 

orientation s  toward authority ! respect fe r authority and pow er , 

Civil Right s � concerns for liberty or fc, r  all rights  which are not 

th e right to l�f e a nd to property , 

r .  Contra ct ,  P romis e ,  T ru st a nd Reciproc=il  Exchange 

G ,  I'he  d::.spo s ition to ounis h or net tc pun�8 h a nd the  rea sons  for it 

H .  Life - interpretatio n s  of th e w o�h of lif e , particularly in relat:.,n 

to oth er i s s u e s  lik e law , prop erty  right s a nd con s cience o 

I .  Property rights 

J o  Truth 

K C S exual  role s  a nd value s , and S exua l  l o" ·e 

Kohlberg ha s organ iz ed the s e  eleven i s sues  into a s et of  five systems . 

Thes e system 2 w ere constructed on the ba s i s  of twc, criteria � log ica l ­

philo s ophical coh e s iven e s s  a n d  ln'..ernal sta.g e = con s:stency . The  s yst em f. 

are of particular interest to thi s  stud y b ecau E. e  they form a s et of  manag e ­

abl e  s iz e  w hich could b e  u s ed a s  a ba s i s  for d il emma con =:truction . 

A brief des cription of Kohlb erg O s s ys tem s  w ill  now b e  g iven " It should 

be noticed that ea ch of the five maj or s ystem s con stitute s  the ma jor 

area of mora l  concern of one  of five stages  ( stag e 1 i s  excluded) , 

This  po:nt w ill b ecom e clearer once the systems ha ve b een d es cnb ed c 

The first sy£tero. i s  th e Cons cience  s ystem C It i s  compo s ed cf e r �  y one 

i s sue (B r cons cience) . Cons cience is  the main area of  cor..ce�n in  E tag e 

6 moral  rea saning o 

The s econd s ystem is  the L egal/!udicial system , The  following !S sues  are 
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inc orporat ed i n  it � A (l aw)  f G ( puni sh ment) and E (Ci vil R ight s) .  Moral 

reasoning with in this syst em is  cc nc ern ed w ith th e rights a nd welfare 

of th e individual vis = a- vis the rlgr:�s an d w elfare of th e org an isat ion 

( us ually th e state) a nd i s  a n  attempt to do ju stic e to th e co mpeti ng 

int eres t s  of both o Th e t ype cf ju stice wh ich is emplo yed ( and h er.. c e .  

th e soh.1t ion wh ich is reach ed) depe nds o n  th e stag E: cf mora l re ascni ng 

wh ich is us ed C Th e L egal /Tu dic1al syst em 1 2, of m ajcr  co nc ern to st age 

5 mo ral reasoning o 

T h e  third s yst em i. s th e Polit y s yst em; it i s  ccmpo s ed ei f  i s s u es D 

(Authority and Ci vic O rder Rol es) and E (C iv:1.l R ight s) , T h e  P o lity 

s y3tem is conc erned with o rient at ions t owards l egit imat e auth orit y. 

1 t  s hclil d be ncuc ed th at th e l egal (J udic ial a nd th e P olity syst ems cverl ap 

to a degree ,  for beth inc orp orat e  issu e E, Th e P ol it y  system is th e main 

area of co nc ern f or st age 4 moral reasoning o 

Th e Affect10 nal syst em is the fo urth s yst em o Th e follo wing is sues are 

inck de d  ! P  i '  � C (Rol e St ereot yp e8 e nd rnl at10 ns of A ff ectio n) and K ( Sex 

a nd love) 0 Th e moral reaso ni ng cf the  Aff ectic• na l s yst em revc lves aro und 

th e ethic s of pers onal  relation s hi ps , p art1c.1ia1jy tho se wh ere affect ion 

is  imrolved, M oral r eascni ng withi n th e A ffect icm1l  s y s! ern i s  p rimaril y 

co nce rned with int er pr::�ting t '.ne rcl8  which aff.ec:t icn , fri en dsh ip _. loya!ity 

and f::: iT1ly ties  shc l.t�d p: ay in th e mo ral  d. t : � s .:c-. r:  r.:1a �, ::.Lq proces �. , The 

Af::·ect.:c. na�  .:i y s tem b 3  c entra l 1:c. sta g e  3 r:cc,:-a � rea sc:ni ng " 

The fifth s y3tem is th e eccr.smic  s yst em,  Th e follo win g  i s su es are  in� 

vol ved � r (Relatio n s  cf Contra ct a nd reciprocity) , I (Property rights) a nd 

J (Truth a nd Tru st) 0 Th is � y st em co nc ern ;:;  th e m ora l  as pect s  of th e c on­

dit ions of exch ange" Th e exch angea bl e corr n:o dit ies which are th e 

co nc er n  cf the Eco nom ic s y st em are of a nc n -a�f ectio nal  nat ure; syst em 

fou r deals  with th e exch ar�g � �. f aff ecti on , Mu ch cf th e moral  rea so ni ng 

o f  s t a9 e  2 fa ll s  with in th e domain c:f th� s Econc�:.c s yst em c 

One is sue  lvi z  o Lif e) , i s  net in cll::. d ed i n  any cf  th e syst ems which h ave 

been d es cr.:. bed a bove,  Kch lberg ( 1 9  7 2 a) s eem s un s t:re about h ow h e  

sh ould h andl e thi s is su e .  fe r a t  some pc i nt s  h e  reg ards it as a s eparat e  



s ystem ; w�1ile at other times he i,;rnc:-es  it altogether o It does appear to 

be rather too restricted a construct to be awarded system status , In fact 

n1He 1 1  seem s to b e  an issue which cut s  acro ss all c,ther systems C 

It should not be thought that ea ch stage of mora l rea soning limits itself to 

a singie system o The ethics  of each stage co";-e:- all systems , although 

one particular s ystem appears to be c sntra l in ea ch stage o 

A s  it 1 .s  intended in this study to t: s e  d�l emma s tc: 0. s sess mora lity , a close 

exaI"!11nation s hould be made of  the dilemmas u s ed by Kohlberg , Certain 

IY•.etr� c: :i.nd content feature s  of these d�lemma s ha ve airea dy been dis cussed a 

� oth:.r:g yet ha s been said about their format , however o 

R f>_: :;-1- ... cuarl y important feature cf a d:...: e;rnma i s  it s ending . There arn two 

!.: ·_' : ? : ::- l e  endir..g s Either the story leaves :::ff at the po::.nt wh ere the 1 1 hero 1 1 

::. s  st1 :j_ undecided a 3  to which cour8  e of action tc take , or the stcr-y continues 

t c  the pci.nt where the " hero 1 1  has taK en a deci s ion and may have even earned 

: t  oc. . I f  th s dilemma has the form er type cf ending , the sub_iect is  usually 

_requ ired to sta te , wit h reason� whi ch cours e of action he thinks the " here " 

s hm1� -:i follow , In the case wh ere t h e  dilemma h2 s the latter type of ending , 

the sub j ect i s  asked to  judge the mcral :ty o f  the I I hero O E "  sclutwn cf the 

d llerr:rn a 

l< oh::.b :=o rq generall y u s es the latter type of ending ir. � h t� '' H e:;,nz  I [  d1:err.ma . 

f:ir : r. s ! a n ce the dl lemma ends wit h �-I ernz bre:ikrng intc the dr.1gg 1 8.t · 2  f � ,- .re , 

N evert heles s u there seems to be more to c,)mmenc the format which reqt:1re :=:  

: �� e  s ubject t o  make his own choice between the hve possible courses of 

act:i..0n o Thi s type of ending is more likely to ca use the sub ject to project 

h im s elf into the s ituation and becom e perscnally invol ..,;·ed when he res p c nds 

t-:J t h e  dilemma . 

A Lrther po::.nt c·� criticism of Kohl b erg ' s  pre8 en: format concerns the set o f  

qu e s ':ions which is asked after the dllemmc1 c N.:. st21ndard1sed ora ctice i s  

follcwed . The r.unb er cf  content of  the qu estic. n s  v3r-,.: from dilemma :c 

d il eY-nma c Pa:-t of  th:s  inconsistency is dut., to t t1 s  fact that Koh�berg 1 s 

dilemmas have not been carefully co n structed w ith a sp ecified i ssu e (::'.'. 



s ystem content o T h� :;  pF:1 ctice i. s metrica l l y  uns�-n: sfa ctory " 

A word should b e  s a :"d about the reali s n:.  0f Kohlber;r ' s dilemma s _ Kohlberg 

( 1 9  7 2b) uses both rea listic and unrea llst::.c dilemrr.3 s "  In term s of realis m , 

the  i
1 Heinz 1 1  dilemrr.3. is fairly 1 1 middle of the roac: • ·  � some dilerr:!'n::t s are 

appreciably more u nrealistic w hile others are a J: ;:ireciably more realistic _ 

Kohlberg ha s not investigated the relative effica cy of realistic and un = 

realistic diler.-1ma s  in term s cf thei� abilit y to stimdate more rea scning o 

from the point. of view of proj ective theory . it m:ght b e  argued that un � 

realisu.c dilemmas are preferable becau �. e a sGbject i s  mo::e l ik ely to pro ­

; ect freely in:o a situation which is net too cio se to his own life experience o 

O n  t r1e  �,t.r.er hand . it is  po ssibl e that un:ealls'!. :.c  d 1i em.r.:·1a 3 :  being far re = 

·ed i :- rr1. t h s  f f,;eryd&y expenence f are net taker:. s enc:t.: s � y  b ·: the n�b1 ect , 

7 -
' 0 l , AsJ:,ect s  of Kohlberg 1 s Thec:ry 

�he  the·:n .1 t e :;;hnq part of thi .;  s-i:.udy w ��:  inve s : 1 gate Kohiberg ' 3 claim 

! hat r�is  s 1x stages a re ordered rntc a 1-.�er::i rcb v ac cording t0 a ctiterion 

c f  ccgmtive complexity G To date , s evera l exper:tment :3 h:: ve been per = 

f r ,m1 ed b y  Kohlberg and his  colleague s ,  w hich h:n'"e attempted :. � demon = 

�. trate th1 s h:i er5 :-chy , I n  � J ::!:�:ion . Kc;h!be:g h3. s attempted tc Ju stify 

A ff·; · :, ew a ::-�d 

7 o 2 "  � o A re·v1ew 3nd criticis!T: of the 2:r en�p: s  L' Ju stify_ ! � . e  hier:::rch·J 
err�p:.rical1 v· 

Scme � entic�n h� s already b een ma d e  ,:,f Kohlberg u s cros s = C-i_; �!\iral st�dy 

{,K shlb erg ., 2. '.� 68 _. 1 9  69 , 19 7 1 ) c T he pcint w2 s m?:1de that the data could 

b e  : fl'� f;tpreted t c  favour :S L  expianat.:'"""n of mer::. � development w hich assign s 

a m uct .targer rc le  than does Kohlberg ' s theo:-v to env1ronrr enta! factors O If  

only u�e datc1 obta ined frorn tn e N orth AmeY":Cl:t n  .sampie is  examined . there 

is  gocd ev:d er..cs fo!" concL.:.d.;.,ng t r.s t  devel--.�crnent has t� �: en p�a c e  

c n e  wot;; :d exoect cognit1 '/e d evelc pm ent t.J ha ve tak en p�ac e d:.ir:.r:g this 
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development , as they under stand it , is always unidirectional , Once a 

particular stage has been reached , it i s  impossible to return tc a previous 

developmental stage except in rare cases of pathological regression o 

Kohlberg and Kramer have made these claim s despite contradictory evi ­

dence o Citing evidence from their own sample J 
they state� 1 1  Between 

late high s chool and the secor:d er third year of college i 2 0 %  of our 

middle clas s sample dropped Ci:" retrogressed in rr.cr::1 1  matur:1.ty s ccres 

This drop had a definite pattern . In school the 20% who dropped were 

amongst the most cdvanced in high school , all having a mixture cf 

convent::-.:�nal  (Stage 4) and principled (Stage 5) thought o In their college 

sophomore phase, they kicked both their conventional and their stage 5 

mora�:t y ar.d :-eplaced it with good old Stc.gE; 2 hedoni c relat:v1sm , Jazzed 

up with som e philc sophic and sociopolit1cal jargon "  (Kohlberg and Kramer , 

1 9 6 9 ;  p .  1 0g) o Sullivan and Quarter ( 1 9 7 2) have al so  found evidence 

for this type of morality among university students , 

Kohlberg a nd Kramer attempt to expla in these findings in terms of their 

theoretical convictions by claimir..g that the re!.rogression to stage 2 by  

2 0 %  of  their subjects was " functional "  rather than 1 1 structural 1 1

• They 

point out that these subj ect s were still capable of using stage 4 and 5 

moral rea saning if required to de" s o ! and that retrogres  s1on wa s tempo!'a ry , 

for ., by the  age of 2 5  a E  :he sub j ects r;.ad ret�Irned tc.. t h.e h:1.gher stages c, f 

moral rea s::rtmg o 

The authors give no adequate explanation for this phencmenon o It i s  

pc s s ible that the retrogres s ion which they found amongst some of  their 

subject � wa s due to environmental factors " Ha ving left the school and 

home environment which embodied conventiona l stage 4 norms, Kohlberg 

and Kramer 1 s subjects found themselves in the les s structured and les s 

conventlcnally�orientated environment of the university O So�e of thP 

sub jects ; whiie searching for a replacement for their cc nventional a�d 

stage 5 mcrality attached themselves to the prerr,oral  si:b cdture which 

Haan et al  ( 1 9 6 8) and eth er experimenters ha v�) identified amc ngst the 

univers ity population , l.ater, on adjusting to their new env::.ron.ment and 
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coming into contact w ith principled s tudents  rn thei.r s enior years , the  

retrogres s ed student s  returned to the higher forms cf mora l  rea soning o 

The  t emporine s s of th e ret!'ogres s 1cn  might therefore ta,;'e b e en due to 

th e  pect11iarit ie s of the ur:ivers it y  environment " It i 3  pos s ib l e that 

permanent retrog�·e s s ions  might occur j given the �ight conditions , 

Some evidence for this i s  supplied by data whicn Kohlberg a nd Kramer 

( 1 9 6 �:, )  obta ined from the fath ers c f  their sub J ect f  The fathers s how ed 

a s ub stantially great er u s e  of s t?ig e 4 m c,ra lity thac tteir 1 6  year old 

sons  C U nles s one a ccept s that s om e  of the fath ers  had reverted to 

stag e 4 rr.crality one must  conc lu de t hat the  fathers w ere ., on a verag e ,  

rr.c:-e cogniti '·'Jely s implex than the  sens  o The authors de not attempt 

t (_ offer a ny explanation cf the diff ercr. C8 S  in mere d rea s rJr,1r�g b etw een 

fc th ers and sor: s ,  

Apart fror.1 the previous ly m e nticn ed crc> s s - cult1-..ra ::. :;tudy by  Kohlberg 

( 1 9 6 8 , 1 9 6 '.:1 8 1 9 7 1 ) w hich attemi:,t ed to d emons tra te  the hierarchical 

ord er:r: g i: f the s ix stag e s " s evers� ether stt�d1ef  ha 'v-e b een condi.1ct ed 

w ith a s imi�ar a:m (Turiel , 1 9 6 6 /  Re:: �  f Tur::.e·_ ::i �d Kohlberg F 1 9 6 9 ;  

Res t , 1 9 7 3) . 

The  esrlie st of the s e  stud.:.es  {':':: r! 8l , 1 9 6 6) I=: :: ed the  hypothes 2. s  that 

be influenced vnore b y  re& SGii.ing d :.:-ectl y abr ,

?

·- � + r. 8 �.: part�cular : tag e 

:<. mora l  rea soning) tha n by rea soning C/ne s Liq8  b e10w ( = l) er twc, 

stages  abcve (+ 2) " The rahcna l e  b e hind th1�. byc(;thes i s  is  that if the 

6 stages  are ordered to  form an  invariant s equenc e ,  then the exposure 

of an indi s; r1du:i l  to + l mora l  rea somng w il l  exped:te hi. s  sh ift up to 

the n ext stag e - 1  rea soning w il l  ha ,, 'e litt �. e  e ffect en  the subj ect 

b ecau s e  he  hs s already surpa s s ed that stag 8 a r,d -i- 2  rea soning w ill 

a l so  have l ittl e effect b ec5.I.: s e  1t w ill  be toe £5 :, b ey·:md the s1-:b J ect 1 s 

c:orrprehensio;-:_ , I t  i s  d iffic:i�t to s f�e  how the at1 t �·<:t e E hypothe s i s  fit s 

in w ith Kohlb erg ' s cla ::T tha t mc,ral d evelc: pm e:-:t : :: gedred t:c-i cogn:tive 

d evelopm ent , unle s s on e cor:.c:·,�de s  that expc.s,;i.:rs tc "1' l rco:ct l  rea soning 

rr..ak e s  the sub J ect aware of new d ifferentiatic rk s  ar:ci con s eqt: ently 
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enhanc e s  h�s  abEity to handle ccucepts rn a mc�-:-2 °:-' )gniti\:'eiy  complex 

manner 

The sub j e ct s  W E-::e 44  boys aq ed b etw een 1 �  and : 3 -� _ The boys w ere 

at moral s t3 g es  2 1 3 and 4 "  The experiment e�p�oyed a contrc!. con =  

dition and three experim ental e:c:nd �.: i :Jn�, 0 T� 2 results ccn:.:.rmed the 

hypothesi s , Twc pcint s  sb�Ju ld be  bcrr: in rr2-cd . hew ever , O ne is  

condit ior. W:th r�c contrcl fe r inteE:.gence 1 _ _  - a ny (. ther rele--:}am 

variab le . the n� .:: .. :.:t 3 ba s ed on st:.. ch a smaE S3JT.J..� �e  c,Juld b e  rr.is = 

l ea ding _ S ecor.di  y it i s  pG s s ibl e that a ny expenrc enta l eEect s 

w h.i.ch w ere ,.- b: ::1 :ced w ere n,yt p errr.an eEt " a '.::; K e(j s e y  ( l 9 7 .3) ha s found 

The s i:udy c :· Re.5 t , ;1..triel and Kchlberg ' I 9 6 9 )  w a s d e s igned to retes t  

Turiel 1 s ( � 9 6 6) l1yp :- :hes 1 3  and t.._:, _ E\/estigate sta g e preference s , 

Three hypoth es e s  w ere � e  

( 1 ) Stages  cf  �. crai thrnL2I:q abi':,ve the sub 1 e 1-t 1 s predominant 

s ta g e  w o'.1:d b e  preferred tc th -; s E:.� b ��· .L'w r,i s  sta g e  if scb .i ect s  

w ere a sked t...� choo s e  b etw een t r'.. err. , 

( 3) H ypc-the s 2 �  { 1 ) a. nd ( 2 ) _ nt era ct , s o  th;H sLbJ ect s  maximall y 

a c cept :.r:L:, tneir ow n thi.r:J: 1�q more ! rea scr,,iGq one st::t g e  

abc;;-e t he�!' dominant stage , 

Sub j ect s w ere : 1. rr.a le  and : l fe:rnale children betw een the ages  1; : l O i  

and 1 2  � /4 , a ;  w e�� a s  1 2  rr.aie � r:d : 1  fem� � e  children. b etw een the ages  

of �. 3 l /3 and � 4 � . A s  was  tn�'. C 3 .:: e  in Turi e.:. : 2  ( � 9 6 6 ) study . three 

types  o f  mora l  a d vice  tc sc�  1e rEcr&l dilemma s w ere t! s ed ( ..- 2  + l a nd 

- 1 ) , U nlike the Tllnel expenm e:::t . hO'iN e ver . sub i e ct s  w er e expo s ed 
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to all three types of advice. The subjects were required to evaluate 

the advice in terms of their preferences . The findings from this 

part of the experiment supported hypothesis ( 1) . In order to test 

hypothesis (2) , the sub jects w ere asked to recapitulate the different 

types of advice given after each dilemma . The results supported the 

hypothesis. Hypothesi s  (3) was tested by requiring the subjects to 

supply their own moral reasoning in response to each moral dilemma , 

As hypothesis ( 3) predicts, subjects tended to use moral reasoning one 

stage above that used in the pretest. 

Apart from the smallness of the sample, this study has a number of other 

weaknesses. Unlike the Turiel ( 19 66) study , Rest, Turiel and Kohlberg ' s 

(19 69) study did not feature a control condition. The conclusions draw r: 

about hypothesis ( 3) are therefore open to question . Secondly , the 

advice which the subj ects were required to evaluate varied in terms of 

its cognitive complexity : the low er stage ad vice was more cognitively 

simplex than the higher stage advice. The experimenters were therefore 

assuming a relationship between cognitive complexity and morality. Thi s 

is an unjustified assumption . The philosopher Bentham, for instance , 

espouses a philosophy of hedonism which bears a strong resemblance to 

stage 2 morality; however, no -one could say that Bentham' s philosophy 

is cognitively simplex . The fact that the experimenters have assumed 

that the moral stag es may be graded in terms of the degree of cognitive 

complexity inherent in each , casts doubt on the validity of the findings 

based on hypotheses ( 1) and (2) . 

The most recent investigation into the hierarchical nature of Kohlberg 1 s 

stages has been conducted by Rest ( 197 3) . Like the study by Rest , 

Turiel and Kohlberg (1969) , this study was primarily interested in pre � 

ferences and comprehension of moral stages . The subjects were 4 7 

12th graders. The follow ing were the main findings: 

Comprehension 

(1) If a subject showed good comprehension of a given stage , he 

almost alw ays comprehended the preceding stages . This was 
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taken as evidence for the hierarchical structure of the moral 

stages 

(2) There wa s a fairly close relationship between the h ighest stage 

which a subj ect comprehend and his own stage of morn:.. jt:dgment . 

Half the subjects , however : could comprehend moral argument::.; 

one or more stages in advance of their own stage . 

Preference 

( 1 ) Of the comp:-ehended stages , S libj ect s tended to prefer the highe5t  

ccmprehended stage o 

( 2) When asked tc rank moral argurr.ents at all the stages in terms c f  

�reierence , sub J  ects alrr.ost invariably ranked the arg·llments : n  r n e  

descending order of their stage r.umber , \:iz " 6 [, 5 ;  4 ,  3 ,  2 '" � ,  

As was the case ir: the Re st et al ( 1 9 6 9 )  study, the statements which were 

used to test subjects O ccmprehension varied in complexity O The finding 

( 1 )  above for comprehension was therefore almost a forgone conclusion ,  

Because the stage statements were g�aded in tem1 s  of complexity , 

finding ( 2) above for comp:-ehens io n  offe�s some support for concluding 

that cognitive complex:ty 1s co:-related witl: mora l stage usage , There 

i s  no gua rantee however tha t sirLHar findings wou.ld be cbta ined frorr. 2:-. 

samp:e of older s�b i eci: s ( sa y  tho se over U1 E"� age of 30) The fa ct tl16 i. 

there appears to be a re-.rers :cn to lower =nur.-ibered stages (in particulc: 

to the stages of conventiona l morality) indicat e s  that in older subj ect2 

the preferred stage of mora l reasoning need not be the highest stage wh:ch 

they are capable of comprehending . Like Bentham , they may be abie tc ,  

develop a low er stage of morality to a high degree of sophistication and 

complexity o This argument would have it that , in terms of the1:- potential 

for generating cognitively complex argument s Kchlberg ' s moral stages 

(with the possible exception of stage 1 )  may not be distinguished 0 

Rest 0 s ( 1 973)  data O ri.  stage preferences indicates that the sub jects  did 

not evaluate the statement s rn terms of the quality of the mora l argum ent s . 

The fa ct that they preferred moral statement s that they were not ever: 
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capabl e of  comprehending attes ts  to th2s , Th e subJ ect s  w ere probably 

u s ing complexity as a criterion for ranking the stateme nt s  0 

7 .  2 .  2 ,  A critici sm of Kohlberg 0 s theoret ical j u stification of the  moral 
hierarchy 

In h i s  highly  theoretical work , Kohlb erg ( 1 9 7 1 ) offers a d etailed j t: s tifi ­

cation of  h i s  hierarchical model  of mora lity , I n  th::.. s s cholarly treatm ent 

of the  sub j ect Kohlberg tak e s  h is  s ix s tFi g es one by one a nd gives  clo s ely 

rea son ed log ica l a nd philosophica l  arg1.:ments in fa vour of ordering the 

s ix sta g e s  into an invariant hierarchy , 

T he s e  a:-gum ent s  may be  criticized on  two d ifferent count s . First , the  

fa ct that  an  argum ent mak es philo scphicai  and logical  s en s e  does  not 

m e2 n  t h2 t.:  1t mak ss  p s ychological  s en s e  I t  ha s b eer:, pointed o,.__,t pre �  

·::cu s 1 y  that t r.e l�w er stag e s  are ca pab\ e of supporting hig hly  co:r..pl ex 

mora l argument s  c Yt wou.ld b e  presumptiou s tc c�o. lrE ! for i n s tanc e ;  that 

the s ta g e  4 argument s  cf a pol:.ticai cons ervative are inferior te, er l e s s 

comp lex than the s tag e S a;:g1-� m ent s  o f  a l ib eral , To mak e such a di s ­

tinct ion  w ould b e  to mak e a ·va l:...:e .�udgm ent , 

Th i s  la st comment bring s u s  te, the s e cond point ci cnhcism , nam el y  

that Kohlb erg ( 1 9 7 1 ) ha s made u s e  o f  subtle  vah..: e Judgm ents i n  his  

effort s  to jus tify th e mora l hierarchy . Thi s is  rr.0 s t  cl ear.:.y s e en rn the  

ord ering cf  tne  two prmcipl ed s tag  es . Kohlb e:g , b eing a d eontclog1ca!l y 

orientat ed philo sopher w ho ha s tak en rn s piration from Kar:st 1 ha s made  

t he  va lue judgment that the  ethics  of d eontolcgy i s  superior to  that  of  

t e leology , for he  ha s ordered the  d ecntclogica l  stage  6 above the 

t el eological stage  5 o In other word s , by  ord er:ng s ta g e  6 above s ta g e  

5 1 Kohlberg ha s implicitly mad e  t h e  s tatement that t h e  eth ics  o f  m ea ns 

i s  preferabl e to the ethics of  end s " Sta g e  4 moral ity i s  a l so  a t el e ­

olog ica l  ethic w hich Kohlberg ha s s een fit to ord er b elow sta g e 5 ,  

T h e  w eaknes s es in Kohlb erg [ s argum ent s  in fa vcur of a hierarchy are 

particu lary evid ent for the uppe:: th.r ee  stag e s , It 1 s  po s s ib l e  to argue 

that  the low er three stag e s  are  l e s s compl ex er  ir.fenor to  the upper 

thre e on  the ba s i s  that the low er thre e s ta g e s  de not en compa s s  a l l  



people in their moral soluticns " Stage 3 fc:::- in s tance i s  nrimarily a 

morality of personal relation ships and stage 2 i s  a rr.,orality of egoism 0 

Kohlberg has 3rgued from the theoretical  point cf view that mrxal 

statements may be evaluated in te:T.". s of th e degree tc w hich they em = 

body the structural features of tr...:ly ethi cal s tatement : "  Tne twc 

main structural features are universalism and pres criptiver�es s  o It 

seems impos s ible , howe·:er to say that the ".;pp er three stages  are 

ordered by thes e  criteria witho'u.t res orting t -:. value judgmer;_ts o A 

sophi sticated s tage 4 rr.orai argument may c:;nta m just  3 S  many uni ­

versa! and pres criptive argumentE as a st3g e 6 moral argl�!Tlent . 

At so� e point s , Kohlberg 0 s value Judgment s blata ntly s hew o Th:. s i s  

the  c::t se , fo :� :n stan ce , wt.en i L  the des c:.pt.:.:: r!  c:  stage 6 mc:.-5l it?  

Kohlberg rr. o� ent .:1rily abandon s  h1s  s tru cn.::\3 1 approa cr: and s pec�f1es 

the actual ccntent of som e c,f the main st21 ge 6 principle� , 

Kohlberg has based alrLo ;::t  his w hcl.e  thecry of morality ori cognitive 

factors �  in particular he ha s claimed that mcral deve�opment i s  depen = 

dent upon cognitive developmenL T h1 s  chc. pt er ha s been at pain s to 

point out that this claim ha � yet to be proved . parhcul:1r1 y in the case 

of adults O Envircnrr:enta l factc!'s have beer, iqr�crec1 .s .·Lmc. st  tota liy by 

Kotlberg " Ac cording to hi::-r). i t ne envi:-:-c nm er.:t r_3, -; �� d1rect ir: fh!er:ce 

on an indicdual '  s r:,,cralit �/ . b·....:t  .:r:fh: er: c e s  :.t  md:'.,rect ry- b y  affecting 

cognitive develcpmenL Ma�y t !': eor�sts  w : d d  r.. cld that Kchlberg 1 s  

dra stically underplayir,.g the effect of the er:.-,7ironment on morality o 

It i s  pos s ible g how ever ! to take a s tance different fro� Kohlberg ' s and 

anchor at lea st some ci: hi s s tages to environmental phenomena rather 

than cognitive and structural phenomena , There are vano'li s social 

in stitutions which may be related to these stages and wh:.ch may de ­

termine the s tability and interna l  cohes ivenes 2 of these sta ges . Stage 

3 ,  for instance i s  related to the s ocial institut::.cn cf  th e fa mily , s tage 4 

to the social institutions of authority and law and c.rder (police , govern ­

ment , etc. ) and stage 5 i s  related to the s ocial  instltutwn of democracy , 

Stages l and 2 which are cha racterized by egocentrism , appear not to be 
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related to a s o cial irsi:::.t·,_:t:,:>.:: :  b'-lt :. :J th e s elf o A social institution 

which n:ight be related tc sorr:e degree :o stage 2 is the institution of 

business " Sta g e  6 pc S E.' :  . .  � prob� em , for it is _  a highly 1 1 personal 1 1  

stage, being based on cc; n�� cierics o The only apparent social mani ­

festations cf  cc ns cience are th e Churcr� and ,, ... ariou s benevolent 

societies . 

Kohlberg 1 s ( : 9 6 8 .. : 9 6 2. ., � Y7 l) cr,.:,ss � c:..1 ltlir31  da:::i lends support to 

this I I  en vironrr. enta. i 1 1 interpreta tior.. ,, for the universality of the moral 

stages appea rs t::.1 ci ,3p e�d c,L th e GL:.. 1ers c: � ity cf the institutions to 

which they ar.2 at.ta d'. E:� , S t.·:1 .] 8 o ffiG!'\3 � � .. �y, fer- :n stance occu rs very 

ir.frequently :.:1 C't��tu��E- �: \\' :'l:'._ c.L c .  r� � .. --: f:. ,"1 v 2  c1. fim:.�y established demo ­

cratic inst.itut::.:i r� . 

One last poim c� ::: ceruLg Kch:J: erg J E. the•:Jry will be dealt w ith. This 

concerns th e ,.ra �:.d:.ty  c.. f cor: cept"G.a!lz ir:q mora lity :n terms of discrete 

stages o Loe?ing sr ( : �; 6 6) b.� 2: :.;t:1tsd that the h ierarchical stage model 

is probably a f::..:::-st app:: :·xiff· ab: t1 LJ t� e true state cf affair s . Kohlberg 

(19 7 1) on the c::c:.e:· ha rac! ::-eg s.n:. �; t h e ;ta g s  l1;.Gd el as fully adequate o 

According to r =-�� ,. i' ") :-c: .' 0 �'"';-e .::,;:::-0. er:_ : ;:·:--· ') · : E:: ed .,; dis cretely because each 

stage ha s it .:: ('� .. ,, �-. S? :.:: -.� .: ' ;_-j fE �. a�d 1. . :, J �0t:.� ::::r b y  .:. c:-�a ra cteristic form of 

internal leg: :. 

be unstable , but in  p:·2 :}. : r:��: :.: apr,, ea::- ·; that tra n s itional forms of moral 

reasoning o c c.�::- q,_: :t �; fr :=;qu �:m-:� y o  

It is a purely a ca d emi c P'J.rs ·dt how ev8:: , t,] deliberate over whether 

moral develo pment is  a dis cret e or u: 1 ntinuou s process , for there is no 

way at present of a s s e s s :.nq mc:rsl rea sc ning along a continuously 

variable dirr.. ens io r.. c A ;  as ; es s r.�snt i s  one of the main aims of this 

study it is nece ssary to cori e;ei ve d mr:·rc1lity in terms of a set of dis -

crete stages _ 
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The aims of this study are twofold: the construction of an instrument to 

assess moral reasoning and the testing of Kohlb erg ' s  theory insofar as it 

claims that the six stages of morality are ordered into a hierarchy depen­

dent on cognitive compl exity o As these are two rather divergent aims, 

it w ould b e  as w ell  to deal w ith them in separate subsections . 

8 . 1. The Construction of an Instrument to assess Morality 

The basic aim cf this study is to assess morality as a cognitive, reasoning 

phenomenon O Although it is possibl e  to argue that morality is :rr.ore than 

a purely cognitive phenomenon, it has b een decided to limit the study tc 

this field , for th e study of  mo rality i.n other areas presents numerous 

difficulties. Most of these difficulties have b e en mentioned in previous 

chapters . 

Of the approaches availabi e  to assess morality from a cognitive point of 

view , Kohlberg ' s appears to b e  the most satisfactory . Reasons in 

support of this point of view are given b elow: 

(1) Kohlb erg ' s  system of stages is comprehensive, but does not appear 

to mak e over-fine distinctions as Loevinger' s system does o 

( 2) The stag es are cl early and exhaustively describ ed . 

(3) There is a comprehensive scoring guide . 

(4) Sixteen years of research hav e gone into the d ev elopment and 

refinement of Kohlb erg 1 s techniques . 

(5) The stage taxonomy is back ed by a comprehensive theory . 

(6) Of the cognitive -dev elopmental theories Kohlb erg ' s follow s a 

structural approach most rigorously. 

(7) Kohlb erg 1 s theory forms the basis of most contemporary research , 

Despite the fact that 1 6  y ears of refinement have gone into Kohlb erg 1 s 

assessm ent methods, there remains room for sev eral improvements . 

... 
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D il emma s w il l  b e  reta ined a s  the ba s ic m ea n s  of  a s s es sment , for they 

a pp ear to off er  the richest  s ource of  stimulation for eliciting mora l  

rea soning . 

The  pro j ect ed refinements w ill be  d ea lt w ith  in the fol low ing sub s ections  o 

8 . 1 . 1 . Control l ed content 

Kohlb erg ' s d il emma s w ere created b efore he s pl it up the moral domain 

into i s sue s  a nd s ystems . Con s equ ently the  content of  ea ch of the s e  

dilemma s i s  a n  uncontroll ed hotchpotch o f  i s su e s  and s ystem s . S ince  

he  h2 s elaborated his theory , Kohlberg ha s not  updated his dilemma s to  

d ea l  w ith the ta sk  of a s s es s ing diver s e  domain s of  moraiity C H e  ha s 

b een forc: ed to devis e a number of rather un satisfa ctory ways of s ccnr:g 

a nd handing data on  i s sues  and s ystem s b ecau s e  the orig inal s et of 

dilemma s are not up to th e new dema nd s pla ced upon th em . 

I t  i s  pos s ib le  that  Kohlberg ' s i s su e s  and s ystem s are not m eaningful. 

or importa nt area s of moral  concern for South Africans . One of  the 

first  ta sk s of  this  study w ill  therefore be to sample the domain of 

moral concern in  South Africa a nd to part it ion this  domain into a s et 

of  construct s  w hich may be  compared w ith  Kohlberg 1 s s ystem s o Thes e 

con struct s  w il l  be  u s ed a s  the ba s i s  for the con struction of dilemma s ,  

The  dil emma ::; w ill  hence ha ve a contro l l ed s ystem content a nd w ill b e  

s pecializ ed , ea ch d ea ling w ith a very l imited number o f  s ystem s  o T h e  

s et of  dil emma s w ill  be  d e s igned s o  that ea ch s yst em receive s a n  

equal  repre s entation  c This is  a part icular w eaknes s of  Kohlberg 1 s 

pre s ent s ys tem . 

Care s hould a l s o  b e  exercis ed in  the a s k ing of  questions  aft er each 

dil emma < The questions s hould be constructed according to some 

s trat eg y w hich i s  u niform for all  d il emma s o 

8 .  1 .  2 ,  The  R eal ism of  the dil emma s 

It wa s r1ent10ned in  the previou s cha pter that the real ism o f  the dil emma s 

may ha ve an  effect on the qual ity and quantity of the respon s es C Follow -

ing the  prediction of proj ective theory that material w hich i s  removed 

from the  indi victua l s  everyda y experience  enhances  pro j ection , the 
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follow ing hypothes i s  w ill  b e  s et �  

Hypothes i s  I 

Unrealistic typ e s  o f  dilemma s ituations  w ill  l ea d  to a greater richnes s 

of res pon s e  than realisti c or I I  everyday" typ e s  of  dilemma s ituations " 

Some mea sure of  " richne s s of res pons e "  w il l  b e  need ed c A pos s ibil ity 

is the numb er of  "moral I I  word s  u s ed in t h e  res pon s e . 

8 . 1 .  3 .  The Ending s o f  the dilemma s 

Kohlberq ha s beer: incons istent in the w a y  rn w hich he  ha s ended hi�: 

di.!., emr:� ::.  ::.: o Ir1 most c.a s  e s  the stcry end s a ft er the " her:, " ha s marl s ;_:._ 

the s econd typ e  cf ending appears to b e  preferable  o In  th1s study .­

therefore , all  d il emma s w ill end w ith th e " hero " still  u ndecided a s  to 

which cours e cf a ct ion tc take o 

8 o 1 A o  The Cons i s tencv cf  moral  rea sonina w ithin sys tems  

O nce a s et of  s yst em s ha s b een identified by  emp irica l m ean::- , 1 !  i s  to 

b �? exp ect ed tr:.a : f w it r .:.n ea ch system , a n  ind:v::.dual w ill aivv :iys t� E e  

the sarr.s s+ a g e  c,: mcrn l rea. scn .:.Gg , This  consti:utes  hypothes is  lL 

Witt.in ea ch syster:: E ;; ub j ect s ccrn.ustently ·� s e the  sarr. e  sta ,;r e  of mcra� 

rea sor�inc; 

F hypothesis  II is not satisfied , the  impl ication is that morality is too 

s itl!ation -bcu nd a phenomenon t·=' p ermit m ea sureme nt . 

It w ii.l be  po s s ible  t•) m ea sure tne reliability of the m ea suring mstrnrr�ent 

by incl:Jdrng w hat miqr..t b e  cal ied " parall el " d il emma s ,  i o e c dil err:IT.5 S 

w it 1� id entic&l  s y:.,ter . content , 

8 o 2 c 
Ir..2  T estina cf  Ute Hierarc! Y! of Moral Stages  

O n c e� the  a E: s es s r-1 en t  mstrum er:t t":.fa 3  beer. c , :n strJ cted .- iT w �ll be  pc s 8 ib le  

to  t�nc er:�aK e  t.rw s ecc nd pan cf  tne  study .- na� ely the t est::.r:q c, ::: Ker�! = 
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cognitive compl exity o T hi s  study w ill  test for the relationship b e ­

tw e en cognitive compl exity a nd mora l  rea soning us ing a sample of 

subj ect s  w ho are o ver the ag e of 3 0 . All res earch to date ha s u s ed 

sampl e s  of children or youths ;  virtua lly nothing i s  known about the 

mora l  functioning o f  individua l s  w ho s e  morality may be thought to 

have stabiliz ed ; in  particular , nothing is known about how cognitive 

complexity relate s  to moral s ta g e  u s a g e  in thes e individua l s . How _ 

ever , considera tions  w hich w ere m entioned in the previous chapter 

have l ed to the form"..!lation cf hypothes i s  III� 

Hypothesis  EI 

In a sampl e of  sub j ect s over th e ag e of 30 ,. cognitive complexit y i s  

not related t o  the stas;  e o f  m cra l rea soning o 

In  a ctual fa ct , this study w ill con cern it s elf w ith more tha n the  re ­

lationship of cog nitive complexity to morality; a w hole batt ery of 

cognit ive mea sures w i:1 b e  s el ect ed so that  an exhaustive investiga ­

t ion  of  the wle played by cognitive variables in morali�y may b e  under= 

tak en 

If  hypothes is  III is confirm ed , then  two pos s ible  conclu s ions  car,. be  

drawn: Eitter there 12 no h ierarchy of cognitive complexity inherent 

in the  s ix st2aes , c::  th e moral s tag e which indi�;idual s habitua lly u s e  

doe s  not always co incide w ith t h e  highest stage  o f  w hich they are 

capabl e , a phenom enon w tich may be due to environm ental influ ences  o 

In  ord er to decide w hich of the two above pos s ib ilit ies  i s  true g iven 

the confirmation of hypothe s is III , sub j ect s  w ill be adminis tered a t est 

of moral stag e comprehens ion . M oral s tatement s at variou s moral  

stages  w ill be administered to the subj ect s  and their comprehen s ion of  

the s e  morel sta t em ent s w ill be tes ted . If i t  i s  found that  subj ect s  com = 

prehend :noral  s tat err.. ent s up  to and including their own stag e but not b e =  

yond it , then there i s  evidence for concluding that the s econd pos s ibility 

is true c A ny other re sult w ould t end to confirm the notion that the s ix 

s tages  are not ordered a ccording to  a criterion of cognitive compl exity . 
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