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‘ ABSTRACK o o

' The present study examl ned the possibllfty of Inducing

higher moral reasaning in delinquént boys by creating a state of cog-
%

nitive d[sequilibrlum. Forty-seven institutionallzed delinquenf bay -

were administered stories devised by Kohlberq for asses ,inq moral

\ .

reaponing. Of the 47 poys tested, 39 (82 percent) were found tn use

‘moral reasoning at the preconventional level. ™ . &'

The preconventional subjects were randomly,asnlqned To four
treatment qroups. The treatments were developed 'in conJuanlon Wlfh

the theoreflcal requlreménfa deemed negessary If a shift from precon—

PN

venflonnl to conVentIonaI reasoning was to nctur. The treatmgnts

were: Decenterlng, Information Confllcf (cognitive confllcf) De~
. . { ,
centering-lnformaflon Conflict; and Control. Requiremenfs and pro-

?
cedures for each freafment were discussed.

The duraflon of the study was two weeke duringwhich time

] ubJetfg were exposed to six sesqafnq. A post -test was administered

3 o

two days after the ‘final session. While no statistically slgnlflcanf ;

chanqges in moral reasonlng could be attrtbuted to any specufu' tréat4

ment, there were moderate trends inducatlng thaf the Informat»on Con-

-

flict mefhod could prove valuable in fufure sfudies.

/
+ ;

Two addl?lonal factors often assoclated wi th changes ln

‘moral reasonlng, decalage and age, were invesfigated Two deflniflono

of decalage, stage mixture and postflve variatlon were compared to:

",determ!ne whlch of the, two methods was most related to. change in -

: morai reasonlng. The sfudy found thaf positive varnation tended f°",y .

") . ,
relate to. change tn moral reasonfng p .Q.IO).'-NO slghtf!cant re<




. 'y
subjec¢t and change In moral reaoonlnq, buty moderate tgénds indicared
B ‘ A Aq
that older boys tended to be more Susceptlble fO‘chaﬁbe. X oy
4 . . ‘ v ,"i:
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[ S
Idtion;hip wps found befween stnge mixfure and’ chanqe ln moral&WGa— vl
"y 8 * ;

\

;soning. No /oaqnlficant relationship was found berween age Of fh

. * ' ! 1 - . . A 1 '
The pattern of moral reasoning of delinquent boys was found i
to be unusual in that reasoning used by these boys could not be '

eaﬁily attriﬁufedbto a dgVelopment lag. It was éuggested th5¥fthe’

American Psychiatric Associafion-classificaflon of 80ciopathlc-

\

. Personal;fy disorder of anflsoclal and dyssocnal reacflonS‘mighT be

. ) T
disti é ui shed by the type:of moral reasoning exhiblted by a helinquen&af
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'f. } . ' . ig‘ ‘ .
| I o N , | |  . \ =
%,' - ' ' ‘ o Co ?

' t 4 i L]
’
* \ \ ba
.
e
K
: e
) v W\
= N B
-
. .
. P ‘
[y \\ ? [ S‘i
) . )
' . R \.
. oy f
A * . " )
. = .
T ¥ ¢
.
=
: 1
. ,ﬂ- ¥ &
4 1
. . ; § +
! 1 .- #
- .
.
. , -
) 3
< * e
: u, L -
< . : e )
H r & @
i “ .
| : i T
L : N
< ¢
e * L ’ 4
’ ) v Tl L
5



! ] N [ , .
’\h}. . \ ‘ . -
' T ACKNOWLEDGMENTS © . S 'JV
o L to A :
. . ) ‘ | . | "‘ | i j
: | om indebted to my wife, Linda, for her loving support and . -
patfenf understanding. ' . v oo ‘ L : . ‘;\*.
' . \ \ ar .
A .' v . . . ~ v L . \ s -\‘4 ;\'
| 'wish to thank the pringipal of the Youth Development'Center, .-
Bl Ro{lénds, for Nis excellent co-operation ddring the studyﬂ' ) 4‘73
’ . . . o ) - N k o ‘ o
Special thanks to his vice-principal, Cy Sunderiand, wﬁo,yq;ked as an v
experimenter. LiKewise, | would like t® thank the experimenters who

.

freely volunteered their time during the study.

"I am grateful to Crdlg Neureuter for his many suggestions, and

' for his excellent co-operation during the many hours of scoring. = * .=

Finally, .| wish to acknowledge in a special way Dr. John Biggs:

. ‘ . ‘ . ‘ . . .
| who serwed as my thesis supervisor.:  Without 'his support and comments,
i ' : . . . . *
thi~ research would not have been completed.
' N ’ P ! . v -\
Ny *
N
' - ' ' ' -
! A [ ! \
- g ' Coo D
. ' it S y
i N . i
' ) . Y . ! !
< e . t R v i
* . Y y »
”,?' A o Lk 4 .
& * R f 1
. \ \ " £y M
- N N -
e Vig & = . 3 >
. L [
. z - ' . l» ‘ N B
. . . o \ .
g . o ! ' e
'd > o v N
N, s L
\l -‘4; L , & . 4 = . | B .
=y T 1‘5 L ’ e 4
. i LA " ‘ 5‘42?' o
".,‘. \‘ Sen - P . PR
R ,.‘ i X .V" “: :
, AL RN 1% , SR




TABLE OF?CONTéNTS
CHAPTER AT o o Pacg
. v, " ' » | . L . . ' ) . : K
e INTRODUCTION . Liuv s v w v ee o e e e dfee e [
' Moraf Pevélopment . ...,. C e e e e e e 4

Dfsequilﬁbrium as a Process of Induciné ‘ )
Structural Reorganization . . . . . . . . . . & .'c% . 127

N

Factors Effécf?ng;Cogpiflvé Restfuctur{né '.f. . . . . ,:[3
iy Delinquency’ . . . , : e e e e e e e . .'.'.. 18
‘:Defecys of‘PReéonventF§nal Thsughf . '.1 ce e e e ; 20'
1. EgocentrICIfy versﬂs Sociocehfricify .. ,'. .. 20
. ‘2’. C?gnlfive Conflicf Stage 2 versus ‘Stage 3 . . . }22F
10. . METHODS g'; R . co. 26

 The Present SPully . « « « o v v y'e w u u e e e e 26

| oubJecrs';.; S SO T S
| Moral Judgmenf . 4‘.‘.f.'ug.,.hu e ‘W“; . ,I,.; ?{‘
(Procedurej . L,- : .,; L;.f/ P fv. e ‘So(
‘(. Decentgring .~. e e e e e ey .ﬂ;,. . ;‘; e 3
'féi'gin}prmaffon Cén{Ticf « 8 f_.l.'. ; B ;;;‘.'}_;': 32 :
- 3, Deéenferiﬁgllnfprmariéh.Coéflig}‘ ;f;f. -ﬂ'i"; . 33
‘ _ .;4;7 Confrol Group ;;.gh¢a .‘; . -ﬁ;‘-'.‘él... . ;>. ,:  35

. Design and Staflsflcal Treafmenf e e e i e e ,f;‘. v .. 34

. RESULTS D .\; .. ",,;l.1; P -
| AddlfIOnal Analyses : £ . e e e o 38‘

L X : L
'V. - "DISCUSS'ON .“A..“.A .. . 2ie e & e is & e o. 8 @ ‘8.8 ®. @ 44

{fMoral 5easoning of Delinquents {,.';‘, . 1,;f_ .Q; . .  '44;,'_%

1- Evaluafion of Treafmenfs .}.V.’;Jﬁtﬁg,';clfl,ﬁ”:
5! Reducing Effecrtveness of rne Sfudy .a;",;-,' e BT

H l.

Facror

U




- ' '-,\‘ +
omweter L, T e
1 * ' Al o ‘ !‘ . ’Iy \
JIv. Sfage Mlxture, Age and Moral ReaSoning D .. .. 60

CV. CONCLU%IONS AND IMPLICATIONS T T T L

Ve « 130 o \

BIBLIOGRAPHY .« .« % v e v e et ot ieee e e e e L. 66

" APPENDIX A. SCENES AND CHARACTERS USED 'FOR ROLE~TAKING
e \ TREATMENT ADAPTED FROM SCHNE!DMAN'S' MAKE A

1

.V PICRURE STORY TEST v v e v e o e e e e i e e . T
Vo ‘ . ‘
APPEND(X B. . DILEMMA SITUATIONS GROUP COGNITIVE - | o
| CONFLICT EXPERIMENTAL CONDITION . . i . .ou L .. . 72
APPENDIX C.  STORIES FOR ROCE-TAKING - CoffLicT  ° .
o ,QXPERIMENTAL GROUP . .'v o). i oo o T

KOHLBERG DILEMWA SITUATIONS USED AS A“PRE~

“APPEND|X D. S
’ TEST MEASURE OF MORALITY JUDGMENT . . . . . . ... g3

APPEND I X E . KOHHBERG DI LEWWA SITUATIONS USED AS A POST— .
I TESTVMEASURE OF MORALITY JUDGMENT ", o 0 oo vy W s eg»g
v ' | o ' ' :‘ l - ' :
b R RN
)", N \ N ) N . ’ b o L "‘* : i
-l : . .‘ ¢ . . " - |
: - T a . i . i
. . @ |
o : ; Yy i
ﬂ o |
‘a; .‘ :Q],:’g" ;5
S R ! :
’ -,5: ‘
- .
; RS
;/! “ \vk ;\'\ yb



I \ Y 1 \“‘ ‘ "), ! . N
v | Y « ' \ Wt A [
A P‘\ L ‘< 1
Jla ! B f,’
‘ - (,‘ "‘f\ A,\ ' ’ f b
* ) ‘\ ‘:f" o | Vv o '
it 4o LIST OF, TABLES ﬁ \
PR AR L . o, ‘
Co IR o ‘ . I ] }
Table D e Descr‘lptlon ;‘ .+ 'Page :
o R -~ Class] fication. of Noral Judgmenf lnro Levels Ve T -
§. . andxgtages of’ Development S ' 7
L ., : , , . k a . v }. . I . v
bl too . . L) S
.“/ 2y Samp1e o'f Scoriné Procedure for Koh]berg S "
i * - Moral Maturity Seore . ‘ o < 30
po _ ” : , ‘ ‘ .
'}'3 A 1 Analysis of C0varaance on' Treatments Covarylng‘ ‘
’ .+ Pre~test out of Posthesf|. i e L g 37
rl". i D [ 1‘ , ; N " .
’\ . A - Analysis of Govarlance Separaflng the Two :
e _anormaf!on Conflict _Groups (Covar1afe Pre-resf) .38
‘s One Way Analysns of . Covar[ance on Pure Versus' o
' ‘ Mixed Stage Responses (Govarlafe Pre-fesf) , ‘40
' ,‘.-u N o ' "
6 © One Way Analysis of Covarlance on Pos!flve ‘ L ,
, Varlat(on Score (Covariate Pre~test) - ‘ o 41
.7 }5,‘ One Way Analy5|s of Covarlance on Young Versus‘
' ' 0O1d Delinquent Boys and. Change In Morality 7
Scores (Covariafe Pre~test). = o .42
8 i’ f Correlation Matrix for Regkession Problem | . . - of 43
9 . *(umulaflve Srep—Wlse”Regression for Pre-tesf L e o
- and, Positjve: Varlatlon Score. . R Loooa3
10, f”".‘APG.-rcenr Usage of Moral Reasonlng for Delinquenf‘ y
T '~ and Kohlberg's (1963a) Non—Dellnquent Male RO RN
SRR ,vPopulafion : 7. . SR 45
L . o i . e B e
e Sfage Usage in Percent on Pre and Posf—Tesfs of R ,
oot Dellnquenfs dn Sfudy LT . ‘ oo 50
: .‘ . ) ) . R —.v, ' ’ V. \»\ ::‘% “ '




' 0 ,' N ‘/. ! \ 4
. , . [ R ] . ) -«
\ . ., \ \ ‘ ot . ) a ‘
v ' . . i . ‘N ! "
.; R PR ‘l o ' ! . R R o
. LIST OF FIGURES R
Figure o a . Page )
, ! R ' N “\
€ _ Al \ .‘l 3 1 R . "a | \ ‘ ‘
N Aqe Trends in Mo;al Judgmen Mic o T .
‘ Urban Boys - A R LT § 9.
2 Proflle Of Moral Sfage ‘Usage on Kohlberg's/ 4 : .
. Moral Judgment Inferview : L S
' - . e D o




' \ S e oo - e
' SR oA TER B T I T T
N e v IN%RODUCTION BERD '
‘ (.\ ‘ /"‘l o ‘// Lo -‘"“ P ' e N R l
. PR Qne of the challe ges, that socnal sc1enttsfs have attempted g ' C
. ‘,/ . [

! A

A

. fo meet has been to gain/ﬁn undersfandlng of how an induvudual learns b

to get along wnth and (o) behave like"ofhers in his group or culfure.

i 7-—»_';

callzation ' One\ﬁactor is

o,

'

ted that &oralufy

The concept of mo;;)
fhe achIsitlon and |nfernallzafion of a sef of culfured rules,or ..,,:(.

noqps whuch are conformed to- |n fhe abgence of exfernal sanéflons,

A

4o
{ are varylng degrees of Internalizeﬁ moralify from one},'w ‘
V .

'».'indeidualz o'anofher. Degree of unfernallzed moralify has been of

N

great con ern fo many’Theorists (Freud I957 Harfshorne and May,.

i

[

R

T . ( :
I928 A//nfreed' |969) who belxeve fhaf fhe.lack of internal?zed con-j
"fof righf and wrong Ieads to |nadequarensocial:zaflon.;.

» :
1

One of fhe flrsf eitempfs at sysfemaflc invest:gafion of |n-‘

v

l

WA
N

e ais' moral codes and evenfually accepting these codes

.

“;upﬁy} Tlon from fhese‘
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?Kohiberg-(l963bi:cites thret avenues’of research 'on moral ity
. o £

that have evoived from Freud's original works v The first focuses on

['y the amount of quilt after the chiid actualiy cemmits a transgression..n

'~

- K
Y \ [ ' L

‘.\_Tre second I's concerned with the crlterion of intrinstcaily motivated
o onformity and is typlfied by experiments measuring re5|stance in temp—

c
Jation situatlon The thlrd bpproach stresses the cognitive approach"

‘Q to moraiity, and attempts to understand the pra‘%sses of decision.mak— @»u

W

' % o
ing that has ied to the moral Judgmeﬁt.\u e

t

g ;&[ i \The quallty of interhalized standards as measured by seif—,

L) A

'”f’_punitave and seif critical reactions after transgression of culturai

‘ [

stapdards is associated wnth psychoanalytic theory Guilt occurs when

 the moral codes‘developed through identification with parental autho-

b

'

K

rnty are not upheid- a confiict inspired by a desire to be iike the
' . . . . ‘J P ’ ' - ' Yo o .,v. .,.
v»parents.,W?"'%vA S S ,."Ta' R '“j‘yt,

i

1t‘f- S The study of guilt ih transgression situations by psycho—

(

analysts iS one\of the most eiaboratelmpand systematicaiiy investiga—<‘

rlwted concepts. Whiie 4 comprehensive review of the psychoanaiytic con-'

) ?'cept of guiit is out of place~in the introduction of this particulan

. i, . : i :
f‘ﬁf'study, three concldsnons can be drawn*from thls research‘ ‘I.‘consi—'

f

\ [
s~ T 2

}Jq.;derable amounts of guiit are to be found among almost aii children(

s ‘."
;‘

“'and adults, except perhaps psychopaths,a 2 gUiit may be unconscious,'”}='

¥
- \

o defended against and |nd|rectly expressed- and 3 strong guilt may




g

\

rhe }erminafnon of puntshmenr- when a chlld begins to admtt hus wrong\

"‘er:es of qood hablrs'wlll be condlfloned and the responses to these‘ lTJJw;‘
habits will be generallzed fo situations resemoltnd fhe:origlnal onesﬁ“?f‘ “
- w S A

. under which rhey were ﬁeanned Also, anxlety or lnhibltlon of re—rt, \'_,',7”

sponse w' l‘l general-lze to gfmt lar slruarlons. lt» ls preshmed rhat

oy v
‘l Y1

st of rha learning qoes on in the home Where parents reward be—»\;

. N
\ N '

fnaVEor~wnich ls consndered good and create anx:efy for respos.es they 8.

R g o - “: Cy
conscder bad - 'Lx ATV v gﬁ N L

Aronfreed (!969) views fhe self—crifictsm aspecf of gullt as
\ , ' g \
an anxlety reduclng mechanlsm.r Self-criflcusm becomes assocnafed wtfh

“ i

+ 1. . !

and offers resfufufuon fhe parenf ceases the punlshmenf . However R
i ' r
. \.‘ Iy n _‘ ) ) . RN TR

¥ ' ¢ »

Aronfreed's (I969) experimenfat flndnngs dem,nsrrated some shorrcomings's

. f
o N . “ : :
v ity 4 ' HERORY vk

|n assum:ng fhaf sekf blamlng remarks'axe lndscators of conscuence..}lef‘f

vl

”, Aronfneed concludes fhaf self—criflcism is soneth:ng more than an gm0

S el 8
| [ R ' . e o
\ ! *‘r~ i ’

[

. strumenfalnresponse and fhaf lfs place in rhe phenomena of guilf or‘ 1ff”fid

moral development depends on"'

RN
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1 | (

Hnrt‘hnrnn nnd May (|LLH) oquntod conventlonal measures of

N \

‘mnrnllty, such an chureh attendance and boy scout momberahlp, with bo~

hnvtornl measures of hono*ty duch as the paper and pencl| test or com-

plntlon of school nﬁulqnmnnrn. There'wore very |ow correlations among

1

thvir variouA measures: and they roncluﬁed that hone§ty.was more -

ﬁltuntIOn—ﬂpeCI%lr than a péruonhllty trait.)

© " From Kehlberg's (1963b) excellent review of traditional re-

searctt on moral development, no clear—cut relarloﬁshlp can be found be-~
“ |

tween moral maturity and antlsocial behavior aslde from the ‘comment

that psychopaths appear to exhlblt very  ({ttle gullt in transgresslion

sltuations. Research on morallty with regard to guilt and resistance
e o~ A ' .

a

N -3
to temptation Is both Inconcluslve and Inconsistents. Kohlberg ¢1963b)

"

concluded that a more fsultful approach to morallty, as it Is related
to antlsocial behavior, is'to utiltze a cogniffvé developmental theory.

The cognltive devélopmental approach evaluates erallfy through the
» w .

-

R i e
child's retionalization aend Justification of moral action in moral di-

I'emma sltuations. Further discussion of the cognitive developmental

~ -

ubpro;dh to moral deveiopment willfgppear elsewhere In this thesis.

1 -

“Moral‘Deve19pmgnt o | .
S ! ' s . !‘ s
- Although Plaget Is befter known for his work In the area of

’

'Ioglco:marhematfchl éoncépfs his origlnat research {(Piaget, 1948) was -

¢
o

dlrected in a much di fferent dlrectlon. Plaget'5~first attempts at

uncoverlng c09nltlve fhlnktng processes focused on moral Judgment in

"
chl\dren and has since been expanded by Kohlbé\a (l963a 1969) .

?
gohlberg s approoch to moral Judgmenf ls based on the cognlflve de~"

vfﬁelopmentql assumptlons as, outllined by P(ager. ‘ '

K . N
N L. . »
- % . .

RN
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Pldjet (1948) contends that all morallty conslats In a system

“of rules. Jhe rules governing moral judgment evolve and change as the

a

chlild maturea. The developmenr'of moral rules [s triggered by the in-
teractlion of the child's cognitive structures and his experlences.

Therefore the processes unherlylng moral Judgment are self-constructed
ARVARTI N
. ‘ e \
out of the chlI3s attempt to organize the world around him (Tracy,
' N
1971)1 Plaget ntates fhat morallty Is an age related stage phenomenon

which develops with Increasing cognitive growth, Development’of mo-

-

rality occurs lﬁ“rwo stages, The first srage, occurring from ages: 4

i
oA

to 8, Ia unl l,ot;eééc‘ respect for adults<leading to a heteronq}ndu§ atti~
tude toward adult éures ;s sabrqé.,”Thls néferonomaus em§;i6nal'af}1—
tude is cauSEdVSy'fWO cogniflve_dé{ecfs. The first defect is edo—
ceﬁtrism‘;fhe cohfhsion of one's own perspective with thaf of others.
égocenrrlsm does not permlt th; chitd to realize that moral values are

relative to various persons qr ends." The second defeet is that of

realism~ the con%igrgn af subjective with 6bjective things, thus
\ .

causing the child

t

The combination of egocentrism and reallsm contribute to a

* ¢

mode of thought described as "moral realism", Observable character—
. X

istics of "moral reatism'" are: |. objective responsiéillty - titer-

’

allstic evaluation of an ocy; exact conformity to-the rules rather.
than consideration of Intent; 2. unchangeabl | Ity of the rules; ~ 3.

absolutism of value — child belleves everyone has the same values;

4, moral wrbngness defined by sanction - If punishable, then wrong}r

- *

[N

5. duty defined as obedience to authority,

. ' Piaget belleved that the developmenf‘ofymutdal respect to-

.

/wards other -individuals leads to bniaufonomous regard for rules

&

to view rules as fixed and external {Kohl|berg, 1963b),
'

16



d

2

A

)

differentiate one

¥ A [ . !‘\ ) '%{.
{Koh|ber: 1965b).  Such rules develop through peer .Int act lop' and
( s } 4 AL
. . R -

group: agreement and are Instruaments of co—operatlve solatidns,  The

chitd through this-Hoclallzatlon process |y forced to become |esa eqgo~-
7/
cantric and more soclocentric (STgel,™N969) .- Therefore, the develop-
ment of utual respect 1s attributed o the Increasing abliity to
R . » .

'

noown perspectlive from that of others, that Is, a

\ i

' N
decline of cgodontrl o, Thus, stage 2 of Plaget's moral development

'

Fa observablo by characteristics of:s |, intentionallsm -~ [ntention of

an acty 2. flexibility of tules; 30 rejativiam of valueﬁ; 1. moral
S . . .

xdqmonf\wgﬁu independently of sanctiona; 5. duty being defined in

terms of co&faimlry expectation of peer; or equals. Piuqot pqinfud
\ ,

out that' egocentric characteristics reappear .durinqg adolescence
(Hyde, 1970). During this time, the adolescent shows an over-concern
for how he appears to others. Elkind (1971) concluded that It s this
bellef that others are preoccupled with his appearance and behavior

that constitutes the "eqocentrism" 'of the adolescent. "Egocentr|sm"

of adolescence tends. to diminish by the age 'of 15 to 16 years, the

age at which formal operations become flrmly established (Elkind, »
- ] .

197¢) .

\
Al

Much of Kohiberg's (1963a, 1969) moral developmental mode|

\
Ca

" Incorporated Plaget's original work on moral Judgment in children. "’

. Kohlberg clas?ifiéd his theory as cognitive developmental, meeting all

the assumptipﬁs of such a théory. A summary of his work wi|] now be
undertaken. _ : - ' I )

‘The cognitive Invariant sequence of socl al emothﬂa! devel-

" opment. postulated by thlbéré I's best understood to be the sequence
o “ » C .

.

O



through which moral judgment evolves. Kohlberg has ldentlfied three
levels of moral Judgment, each level having two stages. The following
tahle summarlzes Kohlberg's development sequence.
¢ VT
Y TABLE |

Classiflcation of Moral Judgment'[nro Level|s and ’ ‘ . .
Stages of Development.

. . Basis of : :
Level Moral Judgment - Stages of Development !
v
I Moral value resides Stage I: The physical conse-
Pre- . In external quasi- quences of action determine fhe.
conventional physical happenings, goodness and badness regardless
in bad acts, or In of the human meanings or value
quasi+physical needs of these consequences. Avold-
. rather than in per-. ance of punishment and un-
sons and standerds. questionlng deference to power
are valued in their own right,
- ~ not in terms of respect for a
. underlying moral order supported

by punishment and authority

(obedlence. and punishment orien- .

tation; egocentric deference to .

superior power or prestige or a '

trouble avolding set). .. o

Stage 2: Right action consists

, of 'that which instrumentally ' ‘

‘ ‘ ‘ satisfies one's own needs and /

occasfonally the needs of others. ///
Human relations’ are viewed In
terms ljke those of the market /
place. Elements of falrness, of
reciprocity and equal sharing .
are present but they are a|Ways
Interpreted In a physlcal Prag-
- matic way. Reciprocity is a
matter of "you scratch mu back
and 1']| scratch yours", not of,
loyalty, gratitude or justice
(naively egocentric orlentation,
right action Is that Instrumen-
' tally satisfying the self's

3 ~ needs- and occaslonally others,

- Naive egalitarianism and orien-
tation to exchange and reclpro-
clfy). . : .

»



Table | - Contlnued

) - Basis of \\‘
Level ) ~ Moral Judgment : Stages of Pevelogment

NI . Moral value resides, ~ Stage 3: Good behavior is that
Conventional in performing good whlch pleases or helps others
or right roles, in and “s ‘approved by them. There
malntaining the 'is nflich cofitormity to stereo-
conveﬁ\!onal order fyp1oat Images - of what Is maj~
and the'expectan~ ort{y or natural behavior. Be-
cles of others. havjor Is frequently judged by
‘ Int§nflon "he means we||" be-.
comes Important for the first
time. One earns approval by
being nice (good boy orienta-
tion, orientation to approval
and to pleaslng and helping
others). .

LI !
\ .

' Stage 4: There is an orfenta-
tion towards authority, fixed
- rules and the maintenance of . -
social order. Right behavior
,con5|sts of doing one's duty, . .
- showing ‘respect for authority
and maintaining orlentafion, re-
! . gard for earned‘expecfaflons of
others : .
: . | : A - o
Vi, ‘. Moral value resides Stage 5: Right action tends to
Post- . In conformity by the be’ defined in terms of.generaf.
- conventional  self to shared or individual rights and in terms ™
: -sharable standards, of standards which have been
rights, duties. -critically examined and agreed .
‘ : . upon by the whole society (gen-

[} e
\\

. eral avoidance of violation of
oo , 7 wihll or rights of others).

Stage 6: nghf Is deflned by
the declsion of conscience In
’ACEOrd with self-chosen ethical
principles appealing. to loglcal’
\ “ comprehensiveness, unlversallfy, L
ol T o : -~ and conslstency. ,These are C
T . ‘ RN universsl principtes of justices’
L N ™ of thé human rights and of re-
> Lo specf for the dlgnify ‘of human & .
- ’ A bigngs ‘as lndlxldual persons,

-

LY
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The above table outllnee fhe Invar(gnf sequence of moral de-
velopment as defined. bx ‘the stages The sequehtiallty across cultures
with studies condicted In Talwan, Great Brlfaln Mexl co, Turkey, and

Unlred States wlfh pre-lirerafe and'seml—tlterare samples from Turkey,

Mexlco (a Mayan qroup) and Talwan (an Ataya1 group) conslsfently indl—

cate the culfural unlversa!lfy of Kohlberg's.moral stages (Kohlberg,‘

’

1969). A proflle showlng fheggercent of responses.across the sﬁ&

‘stages at three di fferent age IES'presenfed in Figure I.

Iy
o
i N

b

FIGURE | = = 7 -
‘ ¢,
Age Trends in Moral Judgment in Middle Class Urban :
Boys {(Kohliberg, 1963al.
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These age trends are conslsfent across culfures as dlscussed elsewhere

(Kohlberg l969)



“In line wlfh the Genevan school“and P aget's‘coénlt[Qe de~ ..
B , + . ! T
v9l0pm0ntnl theory, Kohlberq's theory of moral

basic¢ dnvelopmenf Involvlng baqlc rransformarlonn‘of cognltive struc—‘

velopment\descnlbesv.
© tures. lCognifive btruc¢0res-are defined to be «ul s.for'processlng In—'
formation and evolve rhrough the inferacrion berwej%‘the structure of S
the oréanism and hte environment. As a result, the Kohlberg sfages‘
ean be Viewedlas cogn[tlve.structures (schema}a)fof actien; each sfage
implying dlstinpf:and qualitatively d[fferenfkmedes of thinking. Tne‘
stages, as outl{ned, aleo<represenf an invarlanf‘seéuen?e*fﬁohﬂbé?g,
|969;ATpriel, l9?9) across a number of'cul+ures andift_nas,been sug-
geefed tﬁEt rhls‘sequence is unlversali' Culfura] factors ha; speed up,
slow.down,vor step deQelopmenf>at any stage befcognItIVedeyelepmenf
at one sfage does ﬁbf eccuf antl 1l fﬁe bFecedfng Ffage"hae‘deveibged.

| | Each of these di%ferenf and seqnentfe}fmodes of‘thoughf = o
_form a structural whole characterized by unlquely di fferent thought "e!;’
onganlzaflon.t As a resulf mere addition of knowledge or informatlon*{f'!
is lnsuffiC|ent fo allow a person to develop soluflons to soclal di—
iemmas charaeterisfic of a higher thoughf organlzatlonAor stage, the
vimporfanf facfor Is the underlylng thoughf organ;z;flon or sfructuréi
‘base (sfage) fhaf is beung used to process information (lnhelder and
Slnclalr, I969- Kohlberg, l970‘ Slgel I964)‘ Cognltlve‘stages are
_hIerarchicaI infegraflons forming an order of rncreaslngly dlfferen~.'kvh'r-
' fnated and Infegrafed srrucfure.‘ The general adapfaflonal
Afunctions of cognifive sfrucfures are always fhelsame, mainfenance of“ﬂ

'the equitlbrium between organism and environment defined as a bahgncejg

-‘°f 5551mi'°t3°“ and accommodafion. When such 2 balance cannot be ob— : _f@g,(fg

L g

.“ : ‘ ‘ é; e
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| evolving Into a new higher order cognltive structure (Kohiberg, 1970;.
Sigel, 1964). 5 |
o ‘ .
| Plagef has stated, as has Kohlberg, that soclal emoflonaj

developmenf Ia Inseparable from the general development of Intelll—

qence (Plpqef 1950, 1961) but says llffle as to the developmenfal

process or sequence Kohlberg (l969) suggesfs fhere ls a fundamental

unlfy of personallfy organlzaflon or developmenf termed fhe ego or the‘
1

self and that whlle there are varlous sfrapds of soclal develqpmenf

(such as psychosexual development moral developmenf)‘fhese strands

s

are unnted by Thelr common reference to a single concept of self ln a
= single'social world. Social developmenf‘is the restructuring of the

3

cdncépfiof self in its relationship to concept of other people con- °

*
"

ceivedﬂas being in a coﬁmon eocial wor[d wi th socié] sfaﬁdards. ALl
fde basic prdcesses involved fn.physlcalfcognrtlons'and'stfmulaflng
developmenfal changes n fhese cogniflons are also basic to SOC‘BI.
emoflonal developmen} < In addltlon however, soclal cognu#[on.always
‘tneolves role-taknng (infer—lndlvidual acflon), an awareness thaf fhe
other is in some way “like the self, and thaf the o;:er knows or is re-
sponsive fo the sel f ina sysfem of complemenfary expecfaflons (Piagef

l950 Slgel |969- Kohlberg,.l969). The‘dlrecflon of socia| or ego'

developmenf Is also fowards an’ equlllbrium or reclprocity between ‘the

1

% \

- «\iv*

b self's acfions and those. of others fowards fhe self, The sqcl | apal=-
ogy- fo logical and physlcal conservat\lon is fhe mainfenance ofl

. Idenfify fhroughouf the frqnsformatlons\ef varlous role relaflonshlps

'(Kohlberg, I969¥-‘? B ffef3

}

n ego-:

i
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Dlsegulllbrlum as a Process of lnduclnq Sfructural Reorqanlzatlon

lor the purposes of this study It Is: lmportant to Understand

the mechanlsm responslble for .al {owlng changes to occur from a present—
~}ly operatlng stage to.a higher more lntegrated stage The Genevan
.:iscnool's vlew Is thet each successlve stage of development is a more
lequlllbrated transformatlon of the fpnctlonal sfrucfuresnfhaf consti-
: Ifute the organlzaflon ot Its preced“ng stage. The process of equlll—x.j
bration refers to how. the developlné organlsm uses lts systems of‘ |
. Jactlon to control itself and dlrect its Interactlon with the environ-
menf -and how the actlons of the growing organlsm dlrect and regulate

'

“its own deve|opment .(Langer, 1969), Plaget States that when a child

isin a structural state of'dlseqeillbrlum,ahls assimilatory and ac-

-
N

comﬁodatory functions act to establlsh greater equitibrium, This can
’only result from the performance of those actlons that compensate’ for
" the perturbation and then, feedback of the lnformation obtalned by
these acts to the operatlve mental system. In thls way, the Chlld
changes his mental actlons and’ structural reorganlzatlon of less equi—
A‘-llbrated thought processes occars (Langer l969,,Greco, |969). To
kmeet the crlteria of structural reorganlzatfon,lthe followlng must be
observéd* Flrst the change.’ ls Trreversible and cannot %e undone,
Z'forgotten or replaced Second the change I's general over a fleld of
responses. Thlrd the change ls a change In shape, pattern or quallty
;of response and not merely a change In frequency or correctness.

‘ Fourth the change is sequentlal- as postulated by Kohlberg, the ln- T;:v
e varlant moral stages follow In serles. Lastly, the change s hlerar-

| chlcal where later forms domlnate or lntegrate the earller forms of

) N

f,fresponses (Kohlberg, l970),



The key to creaflng strucfural reorganlzaflon I's fo create

"disequlllbrlum deflned to be an lnfernal state of apparent contradlc—

» ’
*

i fIOn and'cognlflve dlsorganlzaflon whlch leads to actlve attempts af\

t

: \ | .
reorgani zing: (Turiel, |969) Tnejinternal state Of,COﬂfraﬂqulOﬂ,,; PR
disequilibrium, can be achleved through experlences thaf dfsconcerr or .- /

' upsef previously esfablished schemafa by - showlng fhelr InadeQuacles '

’ (Greco \969). Restated by Slgel (I969) rhe lndlvidual musf be con—

“

fronted with his Illoglcal polnt of vlew, a necessary requlremegé for

cognl tive. growfh. | '

‘.‘In summary, fhe hypofhesls Is fhat dlsequlll%?lum ls an [nl-
. .

‘tial source of cognifive development and lf shoutd be polnfed oaf fhatn .

|
) exfernal confradicflons may nof necessarlly lead to cognlflve conflldf”

er . -

and cogni tive reorganlzaflon, for exfernai confradicfion need nof Imply

- interpal dlsequllibrlum (Langer, 1969)

L om

. Factors Effecfing Cognlfive Resfrucfurlnq"‘

a . . . )
L4 \

If dtsequllibrlum ls the Inltlal source of cognlflve resfruc—-“"\‘{
. }‘*‘f , : : . WPt S " .
furlhg, to lnduce cognltlve growfh one merely needs f%ucreafe dJsﬁ—‘fff

5:"-

'r{um However, secondary factors to fhe crlflégr sp&;; fvdis- -

u Ilbrlum may well lnhlblf or. facllltafe cognlflve resf?gcturing
RN ‘ ' ‘ S ‘ f
,Four such facfors wlll be considered-'sfage mleure (decalagef chrono-' U

‘ ;i(

. ]oglcal age lnfelligence and socloeconomlc sfafus.
” Piagef's developmental sfages glve the lmpresslon thaf a.
: chi;d functlons entirely In one sfage and when movemenf occurs, rf o
/ ‘occurs from one dlscrete sfage fo fhe next.‘ Sfudles on acqulslffon of

. conservaflon have shown fhls not fo be the case tLanger, |959 Elklnd

-!968). Elklnd (l968) concluded fhaf conservation of mass does nof

e




usually appear before ages 7 fo 8' conservaflon of welght does nof

N '

' usually appear before fhe ages of 9 fo 10; and conservaflon of-volume

g does not‘usually appear before age II Decalage (stage mleure) ex—‘

lsts when a chlld exhiblfs stage usage represenfafive of two or more 'g. Lo
dlfferenf stages (Flavell, |963).~ . ‘ : R r4$‘

Stage mlxture (déoalage) I's also observed in Kohlberg s moral

e

"‘developmenf model.‘ Vlrfually all’ subjecfs glven a moral Judgmenr tesf .

\

obfaln scores ln several sfages rather fhan on one slngle sfage (Turlel
- J969; Kohloerg and Kramer, |969). .Sfage mixture could be affrlbufed

"to the.insensitivity of the Kohlberg testing Instrument. Turlel (1969,
. polnfs'ouf that thfs single faofor cannof‘accounf for all the varia~

\ a

flon found in a moral judgmenf score. ' 3
The response paffern normally found in moral judgmenf ségies
I's one where a domlnantvsfage. wlfh the hfghesf perpenfage usage ap— |
‘ pears, adJacenf sfages have fhe next hlghesf percenfage usage, followed
by those stages whlch are’one sfage removed from fhe dominanf sfage as .
A having fhe lowesf percenfage usage. Flgure 2 ls a graphlc representa-

3‘ fion of fhis. o e o u~v B .r;h o S ¢'~l - ‘j! T s



1 FIGURE 2
b
/Hvrofile of ‘Moral Srage Usage. on Kohlberg S] Moral : o
f friudgment Infervlew (from Rest, Turlel, and Kohlberg's i)
o /Sfudy, 1969), - ‘ o S .
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.;%”fhgﬁ | Tneftheoreflcal Implicaflons of sfage mixfure, as’ dlscussed

.n,

- 'V‘,, i.\/‘l".l\ v \ I QY' T ‘ .
: blequ U (I969), reflecf to some“exfenr fhe nafure of'fhe develop— S N
. menja]mprﬁc‘fs. Slmply sfafed sfage mixfure ls necessary lf change ‘ )

i 'q. \\ \\ .

l : -
' e

‘ l s,

2

High sfage mleure has’ been assoclafed wlfh perlods of [

fo oacur.
, .\ - )
i deyelopm5n¥al change or: when reintegraflon ks occurring. After refn- Coel
R

"u.ﬁ"'r £
feﬂrafion sfage mleure decllnes fhus reflecfing a sfabtllzaflon pro—

ﬁ*icess af fhe new level ln summary,*fhe frans!tional period ls charac-

|969). Few sfudies



' The second faclor, ohronologlcal age has'been aesoclated d;_‘ ﬁ‘"

o wlfh expeclancy of developmenlal Ievel, as ln fhe sfudy by Elklnd
b
ll968) discussed prevjously SlagQ of moral development and percenl—'

\
\

age of responses assoclated wllh dlfferenl sfages have also been re-
[ ' .A v ’

' lafed to an' ‘age frend .3

P
Voo

‘A\“

- e Revlewlng Flgure l; it would be expecled thal al age~ 0, a -
subslanllal lncrease Un stage 3 and 4 usage should\be xpecfed ‘dlt
! '~ S W \

‘fwould seem loglcal to expect fhar Pf change in sfage u age had beeh de—'

' layed by a number of years thal sfablllzatlon or crystalllzntlon would Lo

" B ‘ »

fend to occur.ﬁiln facf one would suspect lhat lhe greafer fhe develop-
o " ‘[ "y | K ,A .
llmental lag, the gLeafer lhe crysfalllzaflon- lherefore the less chance oo o

of |nduc1ng cognlﬁlve growth Turlel ll969) slales lhaf lf an. older

s chlld al lhe lower slage lstages I and 2) ls fbxafed ln hls mode bf S
W [ \ . . N

E thoughf it is unllkely}lhaf he COUld be readlly lnflfenced In sum— ;

| mary, glven a populaflon al a ll;id sfage fhere ls less llkellhood

thal change wnll occur ln older lndlvlduals who have exoerlenced thls

mode of fhoughf over a longer perlod of llme. }j;:¢ qwf1vn3f

A Al

‘Kohlberg ll969) presenfs evidence for lnfelllgence as a.

.'I
L

S ;//l ‘ SRR ”*"fq' ]
' moral Judgmenl The general«lrend of l Q. and moral m‘furlly suggesfs i‘,;L¢;(;

. e ' S X
fhat lf one lS in Jhe below average range of l Q.,.l below average :ﬂfﬁ KR e




strucfuring but if is clearly nof fhe only one.. Tracy (I97|) found],';cf
" \“".\\ ! . N"
No assoclatlon between 1.0. . and change ln moraJ maturify, lending

o ' L e . 1"“. R L
support fo fhe above dlscussion.. AT T 1‘,ﬂ.v“

. ] | V . o
. ; , . ;

X : g i
ot

Socloeconom[c sfatus is a Jarlable often lnnked wifh moral . y‘h-
developmdnt. TheI‘Sfereo‘fYPe V;;W\fhaf Parenfslof a hlgh socloeconomlo -

f‘yj],stafus companed to fheir low’ socioecopomic sfafus counferparfs 'used,

"f differenf modes of. child reaning Thi general.ccnfention fs}thaf y““‘

LN
v R
o

\

[

L e S .
parenfs in, the Iower soctoeconomlc clgss and |n aufhorlfarlan subcul—;

'
v
~ .

fures fend fo use thelr aurhorlty In a way thaf promofes unquestloning\

l.
i §
\ ! !

accepfance of adult-amposed rules’ and a lefter—of fhe—law concePf of ‘19{.

t ) A

morallfy (Leckona I969) The - generalvzatlon does nof hold true in’
‘ ' ' B ' TR
sfudnes that' confrol for socloeconﬁmlc stafus (Tracy, l97l)y”\&ower

i . .

class children were found ro exhlblf moral maturlfy scoges as hlgh as }

N -
\ . R
3

rhéif upper class counferparts. The authorlfarlan resfrncflveness‘”‘f"*

BRSPS
» EERR ¥ LY IR

aftributed to !ow socloeconomic grOUps is perhaps misplaced“

ﬁ/k tarianism IS more a'personallfy characterlsflc,ynof specuftc to A wa »“?Vfd o
socloeconomlc class.‘ Suppokfing evidence for the above was fouqd by

]

'1yf;5a Tracy (l97|) and Hudglns (l972).1 Tracy(found‘no associatlon with:‘yi_;l 2};?;f
;1L ;: eoclOeconomic sfafus and”cnange |n moral maturlfy scores.: l?;;‘;‘;%“l o
AR .,t. cogn;flye.confllcfs, for fhe puraoses 0fy'ndUCEn%;sognft:Qézfni;dwthf
qrowfn are' peclflc.fo tne devefddmentalilevel of the‘lndFVL ual |}ff{!7

,‘,.
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© other alternative, : I

4 v ’ ! v
' Dellnquency o ?
. 1 ' 1 + '

.Y ‘ ‘ ¢

IInquency as'lt was to unded‘}nﬁdlng moral deQelowment. Moore'a (1960)
quency , § > r !

ki

dlscbssfon of deltnquency, as'vlewnd‘by psychoanalytic, pﬁychologlcal,
soclologlcal and (rlmlnoloqical thﬂQFY,;&ﬂd[kntﬁ" that theoretlcal

undoratanulng of the pravlem is as vartpa as the theorlsts, Psycho«

- i‘ J "‘p\"

annlyttc theorlstr such as h H. ﬁrlksoqﬁand Red| and Wlnemon concep tu-

\

allze dellnquency In quch rermq as Iden‘ity di f fusfon and dellnquenf

i +

,,} l

in the frameworh of "Apamle' or pérnue $S behuvlor. Crlminologlﬁt,

P

. f'~ 1“‘ v - .
E. H Sutherlcmd s ﬂ\eory o{qlffe?en.tl!hl associatlion offers sthil an-

L3 - ! /

s _E.'H. Erlkson's made | of pé;sonal]fy developmept is the most

’Well kpown-model that attempts to view personallty development via

o

~

stage devélopment. Erikson views personallty of development occurring

from ‘Infancy to mature aqe, idénflfying elght critical ages. Within

. *
“each age the indlvidual  faces a critical personality development; the

~n

adolescent s faced with Identity vefsus identity diffusion (Erlkson,
" ' \ .\ '

* ' a ] .
1950, 1959), this being the crisis that etermine dellnquent be-

[ 3
*

havior, Ego ldentffy,lﬁ achleved when there 'ls a coalescence within

personality of how one sees hlmself ahd how well this corresponds

to how‘others see him, ldént&fﬁ’ﬂ!ffuslon results when this reallry
. ;m
'i‘

v, : . . "
.

Freud's psychoanalytlc tﬁqory has equal ly boen\npplled'ro de-

.e' $nclo|ogl Ps such aa Durkhelm and: Mortnn view dellnquent bonavlor

Al



R - |
fic to moral stages have been clinleally observed as bhelng the major

NI

respagie repertolre of dellnquents (Hudgins, 1972)7

1
'

: Kohlberg (1958) found that the level of moral development of
dnllnquent boys was suB"ranflnlly lower than non~dellnquont boys.
Kohlberq s flndlngs have been subatantlated by the flndlngs of Fodor
(|97?) Fodor compared the Moral Judgment scores of forty non-
delinquent subjects, motohed for age, race, verbal Intel|lgence and
amount o}‘educarlon recelved by the‘mofher. He found tha* delinquents

; : j :

received substantially |ower Mornngudgment scores (signlflcant at the
;OOI level) tHap did non-delinquents, ' A study by'Freundlech 1Kohlberg
and Turlel, 1971) found that the lerge, majority (83 pefcent) of 15 to
{7 year-old working class'delinqdenfs‘scored n the preconventional
level of moral Judgment while only 23 percent of non-deY I nquent work-
Ing class adolescents were precbhventional. ,
Hudg[ns (1972) lnvesflgofed the moral reasoning of adoles~
. cent delinquent and non-delinquent boys and their mothers, Fivq Whlfe
and five Negro delinquent boys and thelr mothers and a confrol group
matched for age, race and |, .Q. were assessed o;‘Kohlberq 's moral rea-
soning scele. It was found that tqa ;;ll quent boys used lowqr stages
of reas oning t an their non‘dellnéb\hf"counferparrs (signlflcant at

.10 level).- Lt was also foond that a similar trend was found when

mothers of dellnquent boys were compared wlth their counterparts. TWO

conclusions were drawn from the study. First, fhe egocentric orienta-
¢ .

tion of the deltnquenf who concepfualizes the world In terms of how It
satisfles hls needs is conslstent wlfh the cognltlve orienfotlon found

in Kohlberg s. premoral sfages whlch emphaslze the evaluation of a sit=~

N #

uation in consequences to the self. Secondly, moral reasoning is seon

& . o l . . .



hy Kohlberq&uvlhlq gollenques to develop through cognitive confllct
1‘Jf .

:n f&s s‘,

ﬁake moral Judgmenfa grows as he frles, to

mqher fqaq‘nls own. Mothers of delin-
) g ‘
ﬁ*:;of moral reasoning do not have avallable to

£ 1LY

them fhe coqni‘#&§1re§ourCes to srlmulare their 'sons' cognltlve growth
I'n moral, developmeqt (Hudgins 1972).  In conjunction wlth Hudglns'
last‘statemenf Fodor (1969) found no slgnl flcant dlfference 1n Moral
Judgment. scores between Negro and White sambles, but did find signlfl-f

cant differences befween subjects whose mothers were better educated.
o B N “ V . *

A

Defects of Preconventlonal Thought ,
N ’ )
From the minimal amount of research on‘moral reasonlng of

del[nquedts, one observation becomes quite clear; -in the majority of

.

cases the moral reasoping of the delinquent boy is centered at the pre~

conventional .level, The cognlf{ve defects of preconventional thinking
must now be looked at. These defects myst be overcéﬁe In ofder for re-
sfrucfuring to occur. at a higher leYel In other wordé, for restruc-
turing ro occur at a hlgher tevel the Inadequacies of the present .

cognitive processes must be overcome,

l. ggggpnfrlcitx,versus'SocVocentrlcity

Dellnquents characteristically score at the preconventional

level of moral developmenf. Characteristic of this dévelopmenfdl téyel'

is egécen;rism, the confusion of one's own persbective‘w{th that of
ofhé}s leading to an inabllity to see moral valdé as relptivé to vari-
ous persoﬁs or ends (Kohlberg, 1963a) . Early adolescence Is [denti-
fled by Piaget as a fime'of decentratlon, where developmenf of genu:ne

soclal reciprocity Iead§ to Kohlberg's stage 3 orlenfafion (P!aggf,

20



21

1950; Laurendeau and Plnard, 'l062) Therefore the confronratlon thaf

occurs via decentration may Iead the lndlvldual’from egocentrlsm to
soclocentrism (Sigel, 1969) and thus from étag; 2 fﬁ‘sfage ; moral
" Judgment. Role-fakinq In soclal content requlres fhe\indivldual to
decenter; that Is, to reagt ta the other as someone like fhe self and
to react to the self's behavior |n the role of the other (Feffgr, 1959;
Kohlberg, I969).‘.St;d1és by Feffer }l959,'|960) concluded that olbér |
chi ldren show a greater degree of balanced decentering than QO youngerA\
chitdren in thelr étruéturlng of Impersonal cognitive tasks as well‘gs
in thelr role-taking behavior. Furthérmofe, It was shown that there
Is a concordance‘befween degree of balanced decen{erfng as evldenced
In taking different social perspectf@es.

// A more recent study (Seiman, 1969) hypotheslzed that In
ﬁlddle childhood the cognitive abllity to shift sot§al perspective
(noleétaking)\is related to higher levels of moral Judgment. Precon-
ventional moral~fhinkers and conventlional moral fhinkers took part In
role-taking tasks as devised by Fi;vell (1968). The significgnt re-
lation of the fole—taklng scores 1o the‘hcrél Judgment scores across
the age range of 8 through 10 years, wlth lnfelllgence, age and se*
differences controlled, supported the hyquhesls that greafer abi Ity

A .
to shift soclal perspective (role-take) Is related to higher levels of .

moréﬁ Judgmeﬁt inlmidq[e chi-ldhood. = Selman concluded that in drqur %
for;f chila fo'be ablekfo fgach a hfbher’level;of'mordl judgméﬁf, ﬁé.i b
‘must bejskrllfuf;In evaluatlng'fhe'ifews of Ell other partfclpants'
viewﬁoints;to his own systém.of-vplﬁes.‘ | |
'A'sfudy by Tracy (1971) ‘ptemgfed foAipqﬁce cogni tive re-

-

“structuring by Implementing a treatment program requiring subjécfsqu




role~piay to moral reasoning one stage apove thelr lnitlal stage
Strlking dl fferences were found for the effectlveness of the freatmenf
for subjects at dlfferenf leyels of %oral development 'Sub Jects af
the preconvenrlonal level of morallty shlfted ‘upward more than did sub;
Jects at the conventional level. The F;sults suggesr role—takfhg
(decenferlng)'facll[fated lnteéraflon of’ong sfage hlgher moral- Feason—
ing at the preconventional |eve|l more than If‘dld at the‘cénvehflonali
level. Thls‘findlﬁglis consistent with the prem|se that. decentering bs
ngcessary In the process of Heve|op¥ent féomvegocenfrism to sdcldéent-
ﬂsm or from preconvenfional moral thought to convénfional moral. o
fhoughf. Stuarr {1967) further sfates thaf given practlce Jn the v

abl ity to decenter, @ ch Id might become better prepared for future

cogni tive restructuring. L C ,

1

2y, CquitiVé Conflict: Stéqe 2 versus Stage 3
| Decentering for the burpdses of inducing prééonveanOnalé }o
shift to conventional thinking is sugg;steq by the‘abdvé theory.. ‘Hows.

ever, it WOUI?,seem that a great deal of benefit may be achleved frdm
information exbosure'hf the conventional Ievel N As suggesfed by Hudglns,
'the Iack of exposure to conventtonal rhinklng prevenfs delinquents

from reachlng this higher level. In Tracy's (l97|) study, the second -

- factor to role—takingwas exposure *moral rhlnking one sfage above
lprésenf fUncf}oﬁiné‘ .Cognitive confllct of Information, fhaf ls, pre-
conventional solutions to moral dllemmas confllcfing with conventlonal
5o|utl0ns to‘moral dllemmas‘ is recognlzed as belng a second facfor in

fhe inducflon of dlsequlllbrlum.

Prlnc:ples of unformaflon conflicf information confradlc—-

tlon or cognif!ve confllct for purposes of indg&fng dlsequllibrlum



have been used'fnlptfemptlng to develop Riagetian conservation. -

(smedslund,” |961a} [961b, 1961c; Inhelder and Slinclalr, 1969; Strauss.

)

“and Langer, IO7OF_,nnelder et al.,1966). Recently, . sfudles uslng ln—

[

< formation ronflict (<oqnifive confllcf) have also, been used 1n attempts

to'induce moral deve lopment (Turlel 1966; Tracy, l97l- Beck, Sullivan

b
‘and Taylor 19721+ A \rudy by Rest, Turiel and Kohlberg (1969) at-

b
v

fempted to determine preference and comprehenslon of moral Judgmenfs
above fhelr domlnanf stage.« The' sfudy was aummarfzed as follows‘
children generally preferred concepts,one sfage above their own, and

moral reasonlnq two stages above their own was more dlfficulf for sub-

jecrs to comprehend rhanofhlnking one staqe above. . }n

Turiel (1966) exposed 44 boys ages 12.0 to 13.7 to an exper-
. . A ' . . 1 , A)‘.
imental condltion of moraj, reasghing. Three freatmenf groups; on@ stage

above, two stages aboYe and one stage, below fhelr domlnant stage of

‘

moral reasonlng were compared wuth a control qroup ‘ It was.found_thatiiﬁ

rhe‘group~exposed to moral reasoning one stage above thelr dominant

.
i

htage;oxhibi}ed the grearesf upwardfsniff in moral reasoning.‘

A similar study was conducted by Blatt (Kohlberg,'l969)
rlassroom discussions of moral dllemmas where %fage 3 chlldren argued )
_agalner tdge 2 childﬁdn fhen stage 3 againsf sfage 4, and flnally

the experimenral sfage 5 agalnifinage 4, The effecfs of this pro~
lcedure raised 45 percenf of the: chlldren up one stage (as comoared foA|
'8 percent In the central group), and 10 percent up two stages.~vArd
'majorlty of sfage 2 subJecfs moved fhrough sfage 3 to srage 4, rwnile"
‘.litfle effect was noflced in movemenf from sfage 4oto stage 5.‘ Two

i

: ' \
factor absent in Turlel's (1966) srudy were cafed as navlng coktri-‘.

vl'-

"‘.buted to the hiqher percentage shiff in Blatf's s?udy Flrsf dis—

A



. )
st

ussions were: carried out over a grealer lime perlod - lhree monlhs ln
Blatt's sludy‘versus two weeks n Turiei's. Second, the procedure di f-
fered {n that greater cognillve conflicf was induced lhrou%h'dlsegree;
‘meni auqqesling conlradictlon‘and discrepancy ai one's own stage Is
neCESSaFY for reorganizallon ta ociur at the next, sfege |
| A siudy by Beck, "Sul tlvan, and Taylor ll972) alfempled to In— | .,

crease ,moral reasoning of grade eleven srudenls affendlng a Toronlo '

high school. The students were involved ln\a four monfh course cen-

)
§
lerlng on discussion of ethlcal problems and princlples at lhe post— 4
conventional level Posi tests, administered. lmmedlafely affer comp | e~
\ "e

tion of fhe course, revealed no slgnificanr differences belWeen experi— ‘
~mental and control groups A follow-up posf—lesr admlnisfered one

yearllafer did show slgnlflcanf usage of poslconventlonal moral lhink-

'lng, In comparison wlfh a control group that remained unchanged fhrough—

) ‘/ . ‘

L . -»'&.'" )

: poul (Beck Sullivan and Tay|lof, l972l , e e
) b : . !
A summary of lhe precedlng discussion leads ib a number of

findings. Flrsf the percenfage of preconventlonal~lhinkers ln a de-
||nquenf population has’ been quoled as belng in lhe range of 80 percenf

" whereas ln the normal populaflon for a comparable sample fhe lncldence

of preconvenflonal fhinkers is approximaiely 20 percenl Second, pre— .
convenlional delinquenls at ages 14 to IG exhiblt a developmenfal lagv

of approxlmately 4 lo 6 years.v Thlrd' two facfors essenlial for ip-

*

1duclng convenlional thoughf have been clled' decentraflon and/informa-,'" s i
iflon conflicf lcognifive conflicf) ‘\ '7‘; o ' ,

R number4°f unanswered queslions’arise fromlfhe above polnrs, i R
5ipi}§f' can. fhe developmenlal laglexhlblled by dellnquenrs be e"minated S
V'a a f{eafmenr Prodrem designed lo creafe disequillbrlum? Second }~w, .




!

1 o .'l ’ ¢ v l ‘ ' \ l ‘ ‘
B S .
.1t necessary for the fact

\ '

"o oﬁgrate concurrently or.wlil one factor Induce the disequllibrium :

Y 0 f i

. 'necessary for structural reorganization? It Is hoped that the present
study will answer these questlons. " : : S :
.

ors of décehtration“and Information conflict



CHAPTER (1.

- METHODS

The Present'Studyy e

. . o
The purpoae of this study is to investlgate the Ievel of
moral development of dellnquent boys using Kohlberg's cognltlve de~
velopmental modelrx By !ststlgatlng‘the cognltive processes of, declj
‘ston making used by det?nquent boys it is noped‘thfe approach witl
lend itself to a better understandlng of the problem of delinquency

Having identified the cognitlve processes used in moral reasonlng, the .

.theoretical requirements for: further moral development wIII be I nves~.

‘tigated Lastly, takIng into- account these fIndings, a treatment pro-‘

gram wnll be Implemented in an attempt to tnduce cognltive growth

minimal’ amount of published literature avallable on Kohiberg's moral

| reasonfng as it is Eelated to deltnquency,}no formal hypotheses will.
‘be made. Expectations are that: |. a nigh percentage of tne deltn—'
. quent boys tested wili exnibit preconventional thought as their major )

form of cognitive moral reasoning; 2 of the three treatment programs

”devised- decenterlng,\lnformatlon confltct (cognltIVe confllct) and

‘decenterlng—lnformation conflict de nterlng-lnformatlon conflict wnlll'

4t . q

result in creatlng the greatest change In moral Judgment followed by
1 - E «

4nformatlon conflict and then decen erung.

"~-fsub;¢¢+*~

o - Forty-seven dellnquent boys residtng at the AlbertabYouth

. 5Developmen* center, a provinclal correctional instltutlon located in
S e L : . R

:;Edmonton ‘Albe;ta, were made available for the study. The Alberta [kji

4

y STy . (- (A , .- AR

On the basis of the'previous review and discusslon, wlth_the ‘

‘26 ., ‘ ‘V‘. »" i \.F. : 7 8 .-f‘ . 'Av:. '.'. " ‘.".‘.' l). ;< jh\‘ o



Lt
'

Youfh Developmenf Center is a co—educarlonal lhsrlluflon wllh a capa-
clty. of approxlmarely 65 resldents. The 47 boys represenfed fhe.tolal
male populaflon of the lnsfltuflon at -the ‘time of fhe sfudy ‘The agenf'
of the subjects ranqed from |3 9 fo 16.5 years; a sllghfly larger

range than: HudgLn s (l972) study, which used a range of l4 5 to l6 l

years The average age "of ‘the’ subJecfs was 15. 4 ye jﬁacomparable to

[

Kohlberg s orlglnal dellnquent group which was |5 year OIds. All sub-
. Jects had been senfenced fo fhe lnsfltutlon lhrough juvenlle court;

.- the dellnquenf acfs varled as did the number of prevlous cburt appear-‘

ances and'convlctlons. -
' }
The research was explalned to rhe boys as an affempf to de-

™~

velop a new school currlculum and lt was hoped fhaf fhelr co—operaflon

would ald In the development of new approaches to feachlng Engllsh and‘

communlcallon arts. ‘Wlfhln this frame the research was lncorporafed
|nto the regular school program ‘and al | subJecfs were requlred fo par-

tlclpafe/ Excepflons to this requlrement were made in cases where
' .
subJecfs had dlfflculfy in coplng wi th ‘the: maferlals in the experlmenf.

‘ No atfempf was made to coqfrol for such facfors asllnfelll- .
gence and socloeconomlc sfalus, due to llmlfaflons of sample slze.

Tracy ll97l) found no assoclaflon befween lnfelllgence and sociobco-

' 5" W

nomlc slafus and change ln morallfy score after freatmenf.

~

- Moral Judqment'

0‘.

The Ievel of moral judgmenf can be assessed by fhe admlnl- .

.rﬂsfrafion of Kohlberg's moral dllemma storles.; Two mefhods of admlni-

]

: erafnon lnfervlew or pencl;#and paper .requlre fhe subjecf fo respond

)

"to hypofhellcal soclal dllemmas - the responses call for elaboraflon and

Pt
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\/“

jusiificaiionﬂbf‘cﬁoices made by the subJedf The present siudy made

-, use of fne pencil and pager version wifh the’ inrerview mefhod used wnth

Only one SUDJecf Kohiberg has construcred a series of ten sfories .

but as Tracy (I97i) and Hudgin (1972) have poinfed out Ko Iberg ad-
vises that four sfories pr0vide an adequate assessmenf of fhe Chlid's
level of moral reasoning © The presenf study uses four sf ries fo ‘

assess moral Judgment in a pre~fesf and four differenf sfories for

I the posf test as recommended to Tracy (I97i) by Kohlberg The pre and-

posf fesis appear in Appendices D and E respecfiveiy.

*An iilusiration of a sociai dilemma faken from the post test,

! ¥

along with characferistic responses of delinquent boys I's presenfedx

. below. . o

Kohlberg's story Number | 1]

, A.In Europe, a woman was near ‘death "from a specidl kind of can-
“r..cer.., There was one drug. that the 'doctors thought might save
'her. It.was a form.of radium that a druggist in the same
. town had 'recently discovered. The, drug was expensive to make,
but the drugglsr was charging ten times whaf the drug cost
“him to make. He paid $200 for the rFadi um and charged $2,000

for a small dose of the" drug. The sick woman's husband, Heinz‘*e

went to everyone he knew fo borrow the money, but he could
only get together abouf $1,000, which Is half of what it cost,
He told. the druggisf fhaf his wife was dying, and’ asked him -,
to sel| It chéaper or let him pay' later. But the druggist -
said, "No, | discovered the drug and I'm going to make" moneyf‘
from 't".” So Helnz got desperate and broke into the ‘man's
-+ store’ to sieal fhe drug for. his wife. . :
i ‘-.\ | L 1“,_ g » : P e o } . - .
,'BSEEQQEE_ N R e \‘.;,"‘N o]

iQ. “Shoild. Helnz. have done’ fhai? Was it acfualiy wrong or)ir
S righf? wny? T S |

Ai:if‘No wrong because he could go fo Jaii then couidn't
Lo pay: for' if af all T ?‘ :

A2y <1Wrong, becausesthe woman would have probably died R
' 74,anyways.¢¢~»v'i" : : ST B

28



: \‘rf;x g‘A3a;f No, he could gef caughf easily because he had already ‘\;'”,} S
N asked the drugglst for if.\ I . S

EL A4. ‘ Yes, he should have because he needed it or , ,Wiie‘;“ .
(- ,\ would die.;" pfg. ““'T'TC"W“‘ ' ’
P o B S » T ‘
o ~‘A5:qp ) was wrong and right." lr was wrong to have broken
e A 00T but! it was, right to- save his. wife's Alfe. L
AN ‘ R e Co ‘ '
S i Aﬁiﬁ' Yes, because the, man was being greedy and his wlfe
y "ﬁvvwas dying '
CL ',‘A7:i No, he should‘Wave gone to fhe aufhorifies. - ‘
I - A8: 1 fhink he was right because he loved his wife and -
‘ . 'wanfed to help her. X RERERE RN , \
t VO B ot L .
) r ! Responses o each story can be scored in two ways, fhe gen- ' oot
ral crirerion for siage responses has been outlnned in Table I The
firsf merhod can be described as senfence coding, where every senfenCe .
' 'y ~, e '
‘ is assigned a stage ‘score as prescribed by fhe defalled lssue Manual
The second merhod.is Global rafing, where fhe principie rationale in
f- . i ,
the child's response is glven a sfage score. The presenf study used
the mefhod of senfence scoring, a more precise anaiysis of responses
L s -~ ,-., “'.‘ i v{mN p _(ﬂ . ‘ »-"\,"
Scorlng was done by a frained rater. ' rf . I,M‘?“Qﬁﬁ R ”efj N .
: B ' \'.‘ o ' - ! ,m ’ ' ) j"\: .
R ;; A moralify score is obtained by weigh:ng each sfory fhree IR
‘ygi; poinfs. ,lf fhe subJect s.stage score is’ of a sangle fype, all threé

}

/ " .
poinfs'are assigned fo fhaf stage. lf the responses fo a sfory are of

f}\: 'V‘.mlxed fype, fwo poinfs are assigned to the- dominanf ’fagepwhiie one’ ?

ponnf is assigned fo fhe minor sfage. In thls way a Um”is bb?aihea,ofﬂ::;;;¢

! -

frequency of sfage responses across ali four sfories.. The percenfage

B .
T |

of responses at each sfage IS fhen calculafed A Welghfed percenfage ifi»:y
T \' * "
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A S o g
1 ‘ ) o R ‘
| TABLQ 2 : ‘@‘ \
- Sample of: Scorlng Procedure for Kohlberg&Moral Ma— _ D
furlfy Score.‘\“; T A : Coh T
e T elghted
©o Story Number =. JIl V. VIII' _IX ~~'Sum * Percentage ' Percentage,
o B N R T e . )
S Stage | he T e , SN s S
 Stage 2 2. 3o 0 3 gl Tgscr gso v
Stage 3 . Ty 2 3 SRR A S
AR e T o Lo i . h
Stage 4 B . IR T o o
'Stage'5 | | :
éfageﬁo wo ‘Ag. e ! R Lo ‘?
N € ':’ ' o ‘ ', “ ' "
‘ wJotal Morality Score = . 225 ,
.‘o“'» .. _. ‘.r_ ; ‘, R ‘,. { g o o
| From Table 2 the subjecfs' responses for sfories v and lx :
.are of one fype fhat belng stage 2 thlnking and fherefore rdcefves ‘»”
‘ fhree p0|nts. ’Inxsfory' 3 fhe subJecfs' domlnanf response was' af o
f'.fy-. sfage 2 WIfh a: mfnor stage 3 response and scores are aeslgned fwo poinfs
| q.“‘ for sfage 2 and one poanf "for sfage 3 oL ‘.“d" ' fllf
. P . g A . ‘ [ :
Procedure L
————-——-—-—‘ o ) . L o . 4.‘ . : ¢ . o .
" AL Kohlberg moral judgment fes?awas adminisfered fo fhe enfnre '; ;‘ﬁ
delinquenf male population residlng ln fhe//nsfifution.' All boys scor-jﬁ*
'nfing In fhe preconvenflonal level (Stages l and 2) were candidates for )
s '.&‘, ' ,_ *
: 'the'sfudy.f Any boys having a moral judgmenf score of higher fhan 265
o . o ,,‘ Sl .‘ar 5'.‘,"f
j each were excluded from fhe sfudy. These preconvenflona! thlnkers were then y

convenf¥onal‘fo'convenffonal thlnklng were.n decenfering (role-faknng)




Informafion confllcf (cognlfive conflict) bo}h~decenfeflnguand{lnfor;; ;J?'

: maflon oonflicf and co trol %f o o f“..i - ' ‘;\n"b,H -
REA R if L MOperaf!onallzatlon of the aBQVegfneafmenfs were as! follows:
B R | s . l Y R . . ) - o ! ' , P '

, . ) : . Py . . vy '
B . \ Lo , . R

‘ | Decentering (Role—takingA B ;«[' o “!*“)”\
fk\‘ﬂ A characferlstic of a preconvenflonal fhlnker s egocentrn-" P

\‘ \

c:ry, fhe person view1ng hfmself as . central inall soclal sltuatlons

v
' ' ‘l . s . e
r : ' K

‘ ,By decenfering, maklng fhe person experlence anofher person's polnf of o
o o view, 1t has been suggesfed fhaf a sfafe‘of dlseoullibrlum wlll resulf ; .ﬁf
thus nesulklno |n restrucfuring thaf faclllfafes nole—faking Socco—‘,t' .#
l ‘)§’ . centrlsm IS a characferlsf}c,of‘convenf%onal fhought and"an !mportant
‘;.crlfernon\for Kohlberg's sfage 3 norallJudgment | The decenfering exer-'
cisd takes the form reporfed In Feffer s oclginal work (Feffer |959
1960).w In a one fo one slfuaflon a background scene ﬁs’oresenfed alongnf

. A ) [ i

" with fhree)characters.. The subjecf ls requlred fo tell a sfory about

Y

' the _scene as if he were any one of fhe characters ?n fhe sfory.‘ Upon

- ,completlon of fhe story, he is asked fo refell fhe Iniflal sfory from ;'j
SRRy S ol ‘L , e
A the vnewpounf of flrst one of fhe ofher characfers and finally from fhe

’

ponnf of vlew of the rema4ning characfef Feffer's scenes and charac-ﬂﬂ;':ﬂiﬁ”
fers aré based on°Schneidman's Make A Plcfure gtory (MAPS).. Feffer's o RN

;*?xjf:fL Role Taklng Task (RTT) dlffers In fhaf scenes and characfers WQ{e al-‘ ' uf&}

..;n:? ' tered fo elrmlnafe "unusual Qrofesquee’”*“ A
e ".,v‘ m,. R . '_‘7.};. &’ s s

o ground and‘figures" (Feffer;

.'.‘ .‘;.l ““ ")" B

: for experimenfal use, chneldman's MAPS scenes and characfers were ,l .1‘3: x

!(-‘V

|959)u As Feffer'stRTT was unavallable Jfk ’ku;ﬂ




o, W

¢ '

to be quite ndoqq&te for this study, ‘Scenes qnd”charoctaiiffrom MAPS

A
!

~ '

used I'n this study are Ilsted In Appendlx A.
2. Information Confldct (Coqnl tive Confllct) ¢ !

)

A second method of creating disequilibrium and thus stimula-~
ting wfrucruralrreorgnnlzntlon Is cognitive conflict. Studlies (Rest,
Turlel, Kohlberg, 1969; Kohlberg, 1969) have' Indigated that the most

effective method of stimulating restructuring Is to confront the sub-

Ject who has'replied to a.soclal di lemma at a speclflc stage, with a

+

‘nitive conflict will take the form.of group discussions. The groups

conslst of five preconventionals, one conventlonal peer and two conven-
tional experimenters, 'Group size is |imited to eight as recommended by
Foulkes and Anthony (1965). A ‘soclal dilemma s presented to the qroup,

a

the group is then required to resolve the 'di lemma and come to a mutual

‘e

understanding. The conventlonal peer Is one whe has scored at the con-

ventional level of moral judgment on the pre-test and no attempt was

made to Identify him as different from any of hl's peers. The roles of

the two conventional adults In fh? groups were speiéglgﬁ. ‘One adult
was to act as moderator and chalrman, and not required té vote on the

.

outcomes of the social dilemna. Eﬂ??hér duties were to fdentify spe-

‘clflc arguments being made fand contrast them with higher éfage argu-

ments. .The role of the second adult was to participate ;s 8 group .
member, representing arguments at the conventlonal level, in either the

pro or,con,\éepending on how he could best enﬁ%@e the grodp In discus-

~

sion. The soclal di lemmas used for discussion are I ndependent of

; L. . © p ,
Kohlberg's di lemmas used n assessing moral level, Whree sfories,

?
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stories I,‘2,H3, appeared In Tracy's (197]) study while storles 4, 5,

6, were added for the present study. All storles used [n the group

1

conflict sltuations appear In Appendlx B. | !

3. Deconterinq~lnformatlon Confllct {Role-conflict)

The third treatment, rote—conflléf,ﬁ]s an attempt to comblne

. . . \
the decentering experience along wlith insuring that the sthecr Is ex—
posed to thinklng at the conventional level, In'a one "to one sltua-

N

tlon'a soclal dilemma |s presented fto the subject. The social dilemmas
i i
are identical to the ones used in the cognitive confllct treatment.

The subject. Is asked to assume the role of the main character In the
. . !

social ditemma and to resolve the situation that he Is rote-taking.

“Upon completion of his resolution.,he is told that the maln character In

~

the story wishes to seek advice from two friends, The subject is asked

to assume the role of one of the friends belng asked @or advice and at

this point Is glven a stage 3 response to read. The typed respbnse

glvén to tne subjeég fIrSt,ﬁs the'respénse opposite hls own response,.

N

§ N . .
t.e. 1f the subjézt inltially responded "yes, you should drop the
charge", a5 In story |, he would be given the "no" stage'3 response |
. Ve : . '
flrst. Upon successfully role;raklng‘rhe advice of friend one, the

)

shbjecf assumes the role of friend two and Is given the remainlng stage
3 response. Finally the subject is again asked to assume the role of

the main character and Is asked to glve a final decision accompanied

with .the reasons for the declsion. The stories, along with the advice

read by the subjects, appears in Appendix C,

4, Control Gfoup

The contro! group in the study did not take part in any /

& .



%pﬂclal treatment, These subjJects functioned in a normal’foshlon with= ~
I'n the daily <tructure as preacrlbed by‘the Institution.

Fach tfontmeqf‘qrcup wan exposed to «lx trea}menrﬁ. The six
tronTmenfw‘wnre-Compieted In two weeks, with ponr~kestfng conducted on
the f!rnt‘dny of the third week. Flve experlmenters tookYpart in fhe
stgdy.. To minimlze any experimenter effect, all experimenters had

-

equal exposure to all treatment groups and all subjects.

-

.besiQn(ang,é}erstlgal Irggiment
| The design of ;he present srudy_rgaes the form of Campbel|
and $tan|ey's (1971) pre-test - post-test control groubtdeslgn.

After pre-test criteria are defined and szjectﬁ ident| fled,
equfvaleat groups are ach{eved by randomization of subjects. The de-
sign for the present study takes the féllowlng form: ‘

‘R0 x o

R 03. Xp 04

R Og XS Og

‘R‘”(*O7 , Og :
S ,

R In the above diagram indicated that all subjects are ra&-
domly dleFlbufedifnto one of~four_groups. 0, 03, 05; and 67 Indicate
observations on the pre-test; similarly 02, Og4, Os,lahd Pg I'ndicate ob—
servafloné bn.the posf—testl% Xy, X2, and X3 indlcﬁte freatment groups,
the ab;encé 6€‘X lndiéa}es ;ﬁe control grouﬁ.' The qSove déslgn‘was
chosen because of |nternal validity factors Such‘;s history, mafuraffon

~teétlng,blnsfruwentptjon,-regrésslbn, selecrro; and moffalltf are con-
@rol;ed‘GCampbe|l'aqd Sfanley,r|97l), Extérnal'valfglty of inferaé{lon o
ofgselécfﬁqn and X (difficulty In 6;fplﬁlng,subjects); reSctlve ar=

Y
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N | | . ‘
rangements (laboratory creating a hlgher~order probiem-solving set)

. \ ' ) . ' I

were felt to be controlled in the study.
Statistical analyses were performed primarily on scores de-

rived from the sentence coding mefhod.leading to.a morallty score.
" ’

Morality scores provide a number or single score rang&ng from 100 to
600 which are readlly analogous to the original stage scores. This
score also allows for cases of stage mixture to be represented as a

single number.

1, . a

\ The argument can be ralsed that sinceé Kohiberg's theory s a

\

stage theory It does not meet the assumptions of unidimensionality and
équal Intervals which are necessary to properly apply parametflé sta-
Kflcs. Hudgin states that despite fﬁfs'facf' Kohlberg sfrongly fm= .

plles, but does not expliclfly state, thaf ‘hi's moral _Jjudgment scale

meets the assumptiqns of paramefric stafistlcs (Hudgin, 1972). As a.
result this study employs an apalysi's of covariance technique on the
\ : ' . ) ) ‘ : *

data, {ﬁe‘preffest being the covariate (Campbel! and Stanley, 1971).

VDespitggrhe fact that the‘pre-fest'crlteria are applied, pre-test
s&oées ;br>the four groups dlffered,“%ecessiraflhg fheiusé of covari-
ate teénajéues to eéuglfze;fhese dlffergnces {Cochran, 1957; Fergﬁgon,

1971 ). \ L | - I
A\oné waY‘analys{s Qf covariénce was perfofmed 65 resulfs‘sf

i, i . »

the rreagmen‘s*t In addij tion, 8 one'way analysis of covariance on pure
Ixture was performed 8s was a one way analysls of co= \

versus sfage

varlance on ygﬁng versus old subjects. , i s
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+ CHAPTER 111

' RESULTS 3

‘
{

.0f the 47 dellinquent boys fested on the Kohiberg moral Judg-

’

ment'ﬁsst, 8 boys scored at the conventional level while 39 scored at

L : ! L
“the preconventional level. The first expectation is met, In that 82.9

ﬂ@réent of the delinquent population tested scored at fhe. preconven—

tdonal level. The 39 subjects were randomly distribufed'lnto one of

the four possible treatment groups. Ten subjects were placed into the

’Decenterlﬁg, Information Conftict, and Decenferiﬁg—lnformatfqn Conflict

group while the Control group consisted of the remaining 9.subjects.
During the course of the 2 week freatment period, 3 subjects were lost; -

| subject from each of the Decentering, Ihformation Conflict, and De~

. cenferlng*lnférmation Conflict groups. Therefore, the following .

analyses‘were'pgrformed on four groups, each_ qroup consisting of 9

sub jects gi&ing‘g qué| sample of’sﬁ.

. A one way énalygis of covarlancé, with fﬁe pre-test mora!i%y
scores as the covariate and the post-test mofa}éfy scores as the de-
pendent varlab[e‘waé performed on the treatment gréups. Téble 3

: : [t | -
presents the results.

.

S
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TABLE 3 .

. Ahatyslia of Covarlance on Treatments Covarying Pre—
teat out of Post- test. : ,

‘ AdJusted ‘
Treatments ‘ Means _ DF = F P
Control K 2z | (3,£|5 .59 ‘,53 s
. Decenterlng;(role) 247,82 | |
I nformation=Conflict \'248.4l | o ‘
Decénfering-Confllcf . 24I.|§5

R

Q

From the table a trend may be ldentified. The gr?up; Infor~

mation Gonflict scored virtually -equally high on the poétffﬁsf with

~ the Decentering grodp,:followeq by. the Decentering-Confllct group and

lastly the Control group. * .
. i . ‘ ’

Thé,questioniof parametric statistics beingjappli;able in the

present study was discuésed‘in Chapter 2. |n order to verify the use,
of'parBMe¢ric staflsfics a non-paramefrtc fechnique the Kruskai-
Wallls one-way ana|y5|s of variance by .rank (Slegel 1956; Férggsod,

1971) was applled to the above dafa. Theﬂresulrs were found to be

consistent with‘fhé above table,

t ) ’\
Because the Informatlon-Conflict cell consisted of two groups
‘of dlscusslons on moral dilemmas, these separate groups qre consl-

LY
dered in.Table: 4,

Cow

37



| TABLE 4 .

Analysis of Covarlange Separallng the Two 'Information
Conflict Groups (Covariate—Pre—tesl). :

* , Adjusfed.

Tredrmenls ‘ ___Means DF_ jg‘fF ' P
cdntr;l S0 o 224.58 14,301 0 :7{; ’ N:S* K
Decénleflné (ro|d) 1247.84‘ R M o
I'nformation-Conflict A Ef"‘256.é7 . BRI .

lnlo;mplion—bonfllcl B . 241.77 :
‘Decentering-Conflict 241,63 \

~ . From Tablel4 the two Information Confllcf grouns did nof

(signlficanf dlfferencés befween the treafméhthroUps; however a trend

.vesflgafed | ' ":§§ L j

change by rne 'same amount. Desplte the fadt fhat bofh groups were han-

R

dled ln a slmllar manner, 1t would appear that group dynamlcs within =

l
o 0

each group were dlfferent > ﬁ ? 'J

As the results from Tables 3 and 4 1ndlcate tﬁere is no

N

vlll'
'

can. be seen. The frend:iﬁdlcétes that“lnlormatlon Conillcf‘GrquMA}
o e R
changed the most followed by the Decenferlng, |nformaflon Confllcf

i

‘Gﬁpup.p, the Decenferlng-Confllct and lasfly the Control.

t 1. ‘

- Ve
[ A
VO "

Addltlonal AnaLyses BT iﬁ? s

Change ln moral judgmenf scores is not readlly atfrlbufed fo

[

vbihe d fferenf freafment groups.. As!a result lwn additlonal factors

_w

;.sfage mleure and age, both’ dISCUSsed earller in thls sfudy, were ln- -

From fhe profocol the degree of sfage mleure can be derer- '

- mineds . Two methods of ldentifylng sfage mleure were used ln fhe pre-il

< RN ' . . .
o T S e
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sent study. The f[rst mefhod Is based on Kohlberg s findlings regarding
‘perrenfage dlstrlbquon of responses A pure fype Is consldered ro be.
‘a subject who uses a slngle srage of reasonlng 75 percent of .the time.,
It Was found that this requiremeny was too strlngenf therefore for the
purposes of fhls study a pure fype (s defined as a subject who uses a
single stage of reasoning 60 or more percenf of the time wlth no more
than 20 percenf of fhe remaining responses at any other one: sfage. For
example a person scorlng 20 percent sfage 1, 60 percent sfage 2, 20 : .
‘ percen} stage 3 would be considered “pure"\whereas a person scorlng 10
- percent stage I, 60 percent stage 2, 30 percent stage 3 would be con-
Sldered as mixed. o -
Thelsecond‘method of determining stage mixfurells by fhelcals
culation of a varjarion score.(Turiel,.I269).‘ A variation score is - ‘
COmpufed by nultiply{ng the percentage of 'a subJectfs responses on a
stage by the number of sfages separafing that sfege from rhe modal
stage and then summlng these producfs. The modal sfage ls that" stage

' recelving the highest percentage of responses. The presenf sfudy em-

, jployed fhe variafion score, but the variaflon score used was the score

S

»calculafed above‘fhe modal score,» This can be referred to as a posi—.
tlve variation score and lndicafes fhe sfage mlxture occurrlng above
rhe modal sfage.r gt is felt fbat a positive varlaflon score Is a

> betfer predicfor of change fhan a variaflon 5core using both posltive

!

?and negaf?ve stage mixfure. A varlafion score uslng both poslflve and'

P,

’negafive stage mleure Is sTmllar to the flrsf mefhod described. 'Turiel

f1969) indicates fhaf when' change has occurred the newly formed stage 1

&

‘becomes fhe modal sfage wlfh sfage mleure,occurring mosf af fhe sfage :

. : ! . T
"-,-from which fhe subjecf has evolved lf ‘a variafion score conslderlng ’

,‘_‘

r
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~ stages below the modal stage were calculated, a hlgh‘varieflon score

’

‘would resulf However this negafive varlaflon score (negaflve refer-

‘ I !

‘ ring to stages below modal sWaqe) would ‘not be a good predlctor of

"

fyture change as lf is unlikely fhaf since a change has recent|y oc-—

, curred.fhat anofher change Is likely to occur. Subjecfs with hlgh

variafion scores.versus subJects with low variation scores were deflned

’

. aS‘follows.‘-A varlatlon score of 20 orvless_were subJecfs classlfJed

in tne low variatlon score group The vélue’df 20 1s consisfenf wl th

'fhe flrst method of, termlng pure and mixed types fhaf is, any person

in .the ‘Jow variation score group could nof:have'scoreq 20‘percenf or

more [n any.stege.aboee hislﬁodal sfage. | ' \ _ | L A“"= o

Tables 5 and 6 summarize the results.

TABLE. 5

One Way Analysls of C0variance on Pure Versus Mixed )
Stage Responses (Covariafe-Pre—fesf) A ‘ RN

v R | AdJusfed | o ‘
Groups - _____ Means \;; DF F P o
‘Pure . 233,09 ﬁ , 33) © .47 .50 - N.S. .
. Mixed T E 243,53 ¢

kassoclafed wifh change In morallfy score. ;

Sfage m:xfure as defined ln me thod one I's not slgniflcanfly

.

Table 6 presenfs fhe resulfs of posiflve varlation score as

'lt Is associafed fo change in morallfy scores.



. , . B (f
s : . L 5 T/\BLE 6

One'Way Analysls of Covarlance on Posltlve Variallon
Score (Covaflate-Pre—festl

. . . : » N '
. . . [
¢ '

‘ AdJusted ‘ ‘ ‘ i o - \
Group - Means DF - F . P
Low Positive ‘ ‘ L : '.."l“ I
Variation Score 222,33 (1,33) .07 N.S.

34

High Positive
Variation Score

sl : \

248.69

,Hléh positive variation scores‘now approach slgnlllcance and
. . . \

t . . . o . ) ~’/\ ‘
are associated with changes In morality scores, though falling short

i
W

0050

N .
4 [

of the desired significant level of
age, Was‘lnvestigafed on the dimension; of 3

4

The second factor,

'young versus old boys. The age ﬁange ol 13.9 to 16.9 years was dlylded

in hatf; the yodung age group . ranged in age from 13.9 fo 15.1 years

As

'

Turlel and Kohlberg (l969) concluded thaf older low—

'whlle the older gr0up's age range was from 15, 2 to 16, 5 years.

Al

dlscqssed, Rest
'sfage subjecfs (sfages | and 2) have probably become flxafed or.

crystallized af fhe lower slages and over lhe years, have become ln— ‘

senslflzed or rejectlng of hlgher stage fhlnklng thus restrlcflng

'futpre moral development., Table 7 presenfs the flndlngs of age ln‘y

relation to change in MOralLty scores... . . e
e B A CE S

o A



TABLE 7;

One Way Analysis of Covariance on Young Versus Old
Delinquent Boys and Change In Morality Scores
(Covarlate Pre-test)

, R, AdJusted :
Group o " Means . . ' DF . F P
Young Boys o ‘ ‘?29.98" : (1,33) . .83 S W37 NS,
6ld Boys 243,94 o

- '

- . 3 . i N e
Though a significance level of .05 Is not obtalned, the trend
“lndicates that older boys changed more readily on the post-test than

. did younger boys R o ‘ o | .

test scores Mng the factors of positive variation score, age and pre—
D A

test score was undertaken. A multiple regression procedure was chosen
5] , e
_ because'ali three factors were continuous and - ful use of this data
could be made in predlcting post ~test scores. The process begins with
.}the choice of a dependent variable (post—test) for which maximum pre-,
rdlctlon is desired A correlatiOn‘matri*»is'generated Which relatesfu

. all variables; Finally, starting with the single variable which pre-

: dlcts most hlghly ‘the dependent variable, a regressnon equation is

va

A steg-wise multiple regressnon procedure to. predict post- :

ifformulated The procedqre then searches the correlation matrix for the

“next variable most hiﬁgly correlated to the dependent variable and a_"
A oo a sl
second regression equation with the flrst variable accounted for Is

formulated The correlation matrix of the above factors and the |

.nposlffest_scores appearsningiablehs.“;‘

[+
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a



Pre-tegg = . .. .36 475

TABLE 8

‘Correlation Matrix ForvReg}esslon Problem. -

}.i e L 2. 5 4

. .
' N N . s <

"Positivé,Varfaffén‘SCOFe N . 1.00Q j ‘”‘09_ ‘ ‘,.34*j” " .26

Age T 2 oo .13 .18

Post-test | o 3. oo

Pre-fest . © 4. o .00

T A © ok p & .05
S . ‘ kp & .10
I - : ‘ "“ )

‘ i

‘ﬁ ‘The two ‘facfors, pre-test and posltive varlation score, are

\

the most powerful predictors of posf-tesf scores, .Tablé\9 summarizes

' . " :\ "
the step-wise regression performed. ' _ v

_ TABLE 9 |
. N S - |
S Lumulafive Sfep—Wise Regression for Pre-tesf and 5
Posntnve Variatnon Score. L o
L | ‘ - _ / \

o R , S _— . : Standard
B "Regressjon = = . L Errér of

- 35.)(‘* -

Weight ~ F . P . Predict. Y Constant

h

43

R = e 4Q.65 L 147.60.
, Posctive S e Pt U
-“Varlafion Scbre SRR .22v.]§%“*2-77f .08
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 CHAPTER IV
i ) ‘ ) .
'l‘D’lSCUSSION',_', S T e
. \\ " ) y"‘ . ‘ | : N I v,
Moral Rpaqonlnq gf DellncLenf,“ / T . l'v .

~One obJecflve of rhe presenf sfudy was to investlgate fhe ’

Vlevel of moral reasonfng of dellnquenfs. Freundlich found that tbﬁw T““j-

’ﬁpercenrage of. preconventlonal rhinkers wnrhin a dellnquent populafion 'f‘f

\ ' .

was extremely high (over 80 percent) as compared’fo a mafched non~-

r delnnquenf p0pulat90n %Kohlberg and Turnel I97l) Furfhermore

Kohlberg (|963a) and Hudglns (1972i state: thaf percent USage of dlf—}.

'ferenf Ievels of \moral reasgqlng |s abnormal ln fhaf"dellnquenfs‘exf'

! . oo
P ' \,‘ . v o

\ -t

.hubtf a devetopmenfal Iag X \ \

The presenf sfudy has‘ﬁound thaf Q%fh}n the dellnquenf popu-
lafnon fested 82.9 percenf of the‘§oyewwere preconvenf[qnal rhaners-Aﬁik
| this flndlng is conslsfenf wrfh pre&\\USly ngred sfudlee The perceﬁ;‘
o
S usage‘of dlfferenf levels of. moral rea&oning fok fhe delinquenf popu-
“f  lafion |n the presenf‘study-{s presenfe)\{n Tablg‘lo Kohlberg s:; ‘

‘(1963a) flndlngs of percenf usage of moral ason!ng_af di fferent ages

f}n mlddle class urban boys ls presenfed in T"

. « . "
W, . PRERPERN , c VoL oy .
: . MY S T ] N
. v : A v . PRI . AL . , o
: : , . N, i s E .
" o i ’\ o A K . ’ RN C . . L A "



) Coh ,”Percent Uaage of Moral Reasonnng for Delunquent o . R
’ ‘and Kohlberg's (1963a) Non—De1Inquenf Male Popu-—m R
latlon. : ‘ o Wi e
o S 'Preeonvenffonelwu Convenfioﬁal‘\»Peethhveht]ona[
O I . R S - S DR

l‘ . ‘ ‘ " 't‘.‘ ' K ‘ ‘ ! * ! " ' v . - *

~ ormelt LT st o7 2 o

4 Age et aTmsg T e qmmg T qmpe
1.:w',;(Kohlberq, 1963a) . e - e ST L

,:Normal Y ‘ ? CoL R ; S T L — L'fr
L Age 13 I R R AT LU :
.‘::(Kor\lberg, .1963a> Do TEAR TS

R
LN

~ N N o - — ‘ ‘ — —
H Normal o o 9. . . 23 32 29 : 6 ,+4.>
: Age 16 L . : : ' . o C e

=[9., - T=55 , =26
h'(KgQ*perg, I963a) s T {3"~~.‘ o =35 o "T 2

ot Delinquent:” . 1 g 4700 a9 a7 e o e el

A} ”
Age 15.4 ‘ , S T=6 R T=36 . T=p . <
: (present sfudy) R LT Tﬂ‘4] SRR ﬂgs P e
Al 8 N ' . o " n : l ! /l“ . i
Ll The above table compares Kohlberg's (1963a) findlngs of moral ~}

R ﬁ . . . I“ ‘ \‘
'“reason:ng foynd ln a non—dellnquenf male populafion wlfh fhe flndings el
- \& B

o of the present study ‘ Desplte fhe facf thaf fhe populafions differ hn
. . ) .‘ S i
KR aOC‘QeCOnOmiC sfafus, lntelligence age‘ parenfal facfors and ofher Tf;‘; o

‘:ii - —factorsv .a few contrasfs céﬁ be nge5‘

i)

“éompartng tyg\dellnquenf boys,

“'ars from Table

ﬁklngly
o ~‘ dlfferent Preconventional fhinking represents approximafely 64 per~ ?f'kf}fﬁl B

""," L

".

cenf of reasonlng in moral dllemmas in dellnquenfs as compared o JV
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Wy N

preconyentional level. Therefore when the percentage af preconven-

tlopal thinklng ohserved In dellnqhentﬁ, mean aqe of 15,4 yengs, ls
1 ' . ,

rdmpnoéh to Kohlbarq's normal population, the group ethbltlng a com-

. v , . . ‘ S ‘
parable percentage of preconventlonal thought [s the |0 year old male,

The developmental change occurring between the ages of 10 and '3 yeors

would appear to not have occurred with the dellnquent bopulatlon under

stud S : o C
4 U(_y. ” N
[

The comparison of preconVentlonnl thought in dellnquént and

non-delinquent males | Interesting, however, when peércentage of stage
|

£ i

2 thinking of dellnquents and normals |s compared, ohe flnds fhaf?at_no
time in normal development does stage 2 thinkling exceed 2Z percent, a
striking contrast to the 47 percent stsge 2 tﬁlnklng that dellnquents
exhibited In the preseﬁt study. Such a hiqgh percent usage of stage 2:

” -

thinking could be considered abnormal and 1a thy of further dls-

cusslon.

The c«lhicat description of adolescent deNnquents is well

documented (Red| and Wineman, 1951; Erikson, 1959; leman, 1964},

Cha;actefistically; ‘delinquent behavior Is described by ¢linicians as

behavlor‘tho} opposes soclal order or opposes the principles on which

socjety |s constituted. Coleman's (1964) classification of delln-

~quency into patterns of pathology views tha4délfnqgenr population as
';elég comp;sed ot organic delinquents (| per;;nf), mentally retarded
del!nquenfs (5 percent{, psychetic deltnqﬁentg (3 percqgt),»ne#rotlc
«e |l nquents (lg to 15 percent), the remaining 76 to 8| ;erceﬁr falling

.

" l N
into the AmericantPsychiufrlc Assaclation classification category of

| Soclhpqth[c Personality Disorder, Within %hevSoefopathig Persaondi’lty
Disorder -category, Cole&an’éugéosfs that a delinqué;t may be classi-'
' : . ' . i

*
]

)



fled In one of two ways; antisoclal or dyssoclal. Coleman concludes
| .

that the great majorlty of perslstent dellndbénta are of antisocial )

-

personality. Characteristics of antlsoclal personallty as viewed by
Coleman (19641, Cleckley (1970), and Ullman and Krasner (I969\) are:
[nabi ity to underatand and accept ethlical values; egocentrism, Impul-~

slveness and Irres ponslblllty, with low frustration toleronco and poor

-

Judgment; hedonlsm comblned with unréallstic goaln; lack of anxiety or
qullt; Tnabltity to proflt from mistakes; and Inabl 1ty to develop |

meaningful soclal relatlonships. Dyssoclal personallties are charac—

\

terfzed by (ndlviduals who are In conflict Qlth the codes of soclety as

a result of having tlved all thelr tlves in an abnormal moral environ-
1 ' N

ment (Ullman and Krasner, 1969). Dyssoclal personallties can be viewed

as products of subcultures capéble of developlng'strong loyalties and

showing no significant personality deviations other than those Imp|ied

by aedherence to rheir own subcul|tural norms.

v?rom Table |, Kohlberg's stage 2ifhlnk[ng Is characterized by
egocentrlclty,)hedonism;~and human relations belng viewed |n a very
lmmedlaté, fnstrumental way. It would seem that Kohlberg's stage 2
closely parallels the psychiatric category of antlsoclal personallity

di sorder, Kohlberg s parallel to fhe dyssocial persona[ity dlsorder

¢

could be any of the stages.above~stage 2. One can best see the dys-
. .

social personality falling Into stage 4; the essenf!al«ilfferenee belng
the rules governing behavlor. Coteman (1964) cites the dyssoclo|A$er-
‘sonalltles of !ndlvlduals Involved In crime syndlcotes where the sub-

cultural norms are substlfuted for soclal normsﬂwifhin ] sruge 4 cog-

3

nitive process,

a

e . . ’
To clessify a |5 year old adolescent as an antlsocial per- -

1

-
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gunnllfy dl sorder (psychopath), an adult classlflcarIOﬂ,‘would be pre~ |
mafuré’to say the least. HOWever; studles have shown that mﬁasgres of
development that have a heavy cqgnirlve abl 1ty base, such as 1,Q. and
L4 o
moral judgment maturity, yield corréfations-in Tﬁo 0.70's and 0.80%s
when such mensu;eﬁ are compared 10 years later (Kohlberg, La Crosse
and Ricks, 1972). More speclfically thé corralation betwean;morol
maturity Scpgééﬂat ageklh (or 13) years and at age 25 yearé (approxi~
mntelyla 10 year perlod) Is .78, Such high correlations could, in
part, be due to the fact that development of cognitive tralts are
larqgely cumulative, sequential and {rreversible as compared to othgr
traits that have been Used as adult predictorﬁ; aggresn[on, selfishness,
anxiety, dependency and other tempera;ent tralts (Kohlberq, La Cros ;e
and Rfck: IQIJ)

Asl de fromvthe possibility of high corre!atlonsibetwnen moral
maturity scores at age 16 and 25 yearé, longi&udlnal research evidence
suggesfs that antisocial behaviaor - pérticulargy when some estimate of
seQerlry is taken into account - Is the sanle most powerful predictor

of later adjustment problems of any &¢hildhood behavior studied. Both .
these facts are ?pnsisfent within each 6rher In other words, de-

viant behavior appears to be assoclated with preconvenfional fhought
alfhough preconvenfconal thought Is in lfsélf no quaranfee of antj-
;Social behavior: C|;ar|y si tuational facfprs plan a part i;io. : (

' - ' . .

Sécondly,'cognitive abilities such as Kohlberqg's moral Jjudgment .
- theory cor;E‘gte‘bt.78 when scores at age |6 and 55 years are com-
pared, fhus predicting a stage 2 gntisocial orlentatlon in adulthood
Research on antisoeial -chi 1 dhoéd behavior conclLdes that Juvenlle'

'antlsocial behavlcr appears to be assoclated with psychtafric

‘ dlagnoses in édulfhood of . sociopathic personalnty, alcoholism



hysteria and schizophrenia and with the axfent of adulf criminal anti-

socl al problemq (above and beyond diaqnostlc categorles) (Kohlberg,

-

La Crosse, and Rlcks, 1972),

In a'study by the Gluecks (1960), 500 |lower~class boys rang-

i

ing In age from 9 to 17 yearE were identifled as dellnquehf by virtue

~of arrest and court convictions. In'the next elght . year period (age

‘ \
17 to 29 years], 80 percent of these delinquents were ﬂrresfed at

least once and ln the next six year perlod (ages 25 to 3I years) 60
A

‘ percenf of the origlnal group ‘had further arrnsts. From the present

study It was ‘found that 82 percent of the dellnquent populbjloh were

preconventional thinkers. The conslstency between the two statistics
is indeed surprising. |
From the above diﬁcussionione Is tempted to conclude that fhe
over representation of stage 2 thlnking ln4¥he éellnquent males studied
will likely continué to exist Into young adulthood Wlfh\fhls as a
possoblrnfy, the future classlflcaflon of such persons as sociopafhic
rpersopallty disorder; anflsocla{.reacflon, becomes a very real possi-

bitlty.

P

Evaluation of Treatments

The percent usage of different stages for the preconventional
S _

group taking part In the study Is presented ln Table .
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- TABLE 11

v

Al

Stage Usage In Percent on Pre and Post-Tests of
Dellnquents In Study.

Stage Usage |n Percent

18.5

" 50

Treatment - | 2 - 3 4 5
‘ Pre 21.48 51.34 1347 13.8 - N
Decentering ' , .
Post 8.3 48. 1 32.4 fi.1 -
\ Pre 12.73 52.9 22.8 1.4 -~
Information Conflict
~ Post 10.4 39.8 43.7 5.8 -
S Pre i 20.3 49.3  18.8  13.7 -
Decentering-
Information Conflict . :
Post 16.3 39.8°  36.1" 7.4 -
' Pre = 16.0  41.0 22,2 18.5 |.3
Control - . : '
Post 32.4 45,3 3.7 -

"
o .

From the above table one can see that usagé of stage 2~thjnk—
‘ing of de ghnquent boys treatéd I's slightly higher than the percenfage
of stage 2 usage .of the control group.; From Table 1|, of the groups

treated we can see that the greatest drop'of_éfége 2 usage occurred in

the frea&menf‘g}oup, ipfofmatfon anf}ltt. Furthermore, the greatest
increase in stage 3 thinking also 6ccurred‘Wl¢hih‘fhe same treatment
'-7gr6up,'lnfofmaflon Cohflléf. THese trends-are cOpsleééf wlfh the re-
sults obtalneq_fréﬁ the one wa*'aﬁalysts of covariance, that Is, the
tre#tment §r6ﬁﬁ‘{nf6rmatlon anf}l}t appqafed to have the most effect
_ih fncneésing'stage 3 USagé."' | -

.When%coabarfng tﬁg three freatmeﬁf,grbqpéiéne noff%és 5. E

o .
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“higher reductlon of type 2 thinkling ln treafmenf lnfonnatlou Conflict.
and Decenterlnq—lnformaflon Conflict. No suéh reduc?lon appears to
have onaurred wi th' the’ Decenferlng treafmenf group, helr.reductlon was
In stage l.‘ The changes of type'2 thinking observed In the two treat;
ment groups Is conaquent In that both treatménts were exéoséd to one
stage higher fhlnkiqg thus reduclng stage 2 thinking and seelng the
.expected lncrease In stage 3’ thlnklng The shlft occurrlng in the De~
centering rreafmenr would appear to be .a shift from s&i?e | to' stage 2
accompanied by a shi ft from stage 2 to stage 3. The result is that
: stage ! pergenfage has decreeased, -stage 2 percentage remalns almost the.
same and stage 3 has incfeased. Theorefﬁcally one would éxpect decen=-
ferlqg to navé an effect on stage | thinking as stage l.ls also cﬁafac—
‘térl§r[c of egocenfrlcffy. { o
| "~ Though no significant results were obtalned between treatment
' éroups, the trend would appear to indicate that lnformation’Conflict, a
group‘dlséusslon on a moral dilemma, had the most effect In shlfftngj
sfage‘Z fhihking to stage 3'fhlnkiné. A comparison of‘fhls’mefhod;
against the other two treatment méfhods I's perheps worthwhi le.
. \ : : N ‘

,Théorericalfy group discussions on moral dilemmas are supe—'
rior'in $wo respects to the other treatments used. The firs; factor is
fhat of qualify of decenfering (role—taking) rhaf can occur In peer
group dlscusslons..CRole-rak[pg occurs in soclalolnferacfion sufuaflon;‘
w&en ponfﬁdnrgtién-from gggial agents, péers,‘feacﬁershand péren{s,
causes fHe-lnHlvfdual to rbécf'to the Self's behavior In the role of

‘ 2
ﬂfhe ofher. Thus fhe first prerequlslte for rote—taklng ls parflcl-

*

pafion In soclial nnferaction wlfh lnferchange of fhought and co-

L

.operafloanifh others.. Such a:prerequlslte requirémenf ls met whéﬁ;QDEL;



. \
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[

participates In a group (Sigel, 1969; Kohiberg, 1969). The centrality

of the Individual In the cofmmunication and decision—making‘siructurq of

the group Is confronted, thus forclng.rhe Indlvidual.to elther a sub-
' . i . .
ordlnare, passlve, uninvolved member-of the group or forcing the indi—

vidual to decenter and by doing so becoming an integral parficipanf of
p y .

~j"social inieraofion ) Parriciparion I's partially a. matfer of  sheer

amount of Interaction and communication in the group. The quaiity of
|

decentering is rejated to the amounr of Involvement. The more the in-

dividual is responsible for the decision of the group and for his own .

action In the consequences for the group, the more must ‘he take the-roie

_of the athers In the group. When an individual carried the discussion

in a group he must role—~take all the subordinate's roles and be aware

of thelr reiations to one another and to himself. if he falls ro do

\

this, his contribution is egocentric and meaningless to the sociai
agenfs (peers) In the group. Confronfafion occurs, and it Is at thi's -

Ipoinf that. the egocentric’.individual faces .the consequences of not

-

having taken into account self's behavior in.-relation to others.
This .type of decentering would appear of greater, benefit par-
ticularly ig‘a situation where social Information such as morel rea-

soningvis being deveioped Decenfering in group discusslons as com-

pared to ¢he decentering fasks of the .other freatmenfs- where the in—

diyidual'svegocentricify is nof confronfed s felt fo be superior.v As -

e
an example, 'a subject from the Decenfering ireatmenf group is required

to teil a’ efory from the poinf of view of one of ‘the figures in a

-

scene._ Upon compiefing~this sfory he is asked to. roie—fake anofher t

vfigure in the scene and’roie—fake thaf person's reacfion to fhe ini-.

~ tial’ role.- Decenferlng'appears to occur; however‘fhe individuai;can R

\ .
N o



o
carry his soclal egocentblc thinking with'him from role to role. Per-

haps a concrefe exémple of this may help. ''A parent scolds a young

N

\ ch[ld for teasing a peer explalnlng that such rldlcule hurfs the person

recelving lf. The child Is then asked fo,undersrand whaf the parenf IS

'
, Y

dolng, and er chlld In role—faklng, see parenfs as persons’ galning

pleasure from scoldlng "Young children' Here The lnltial role of The ‘

chlld Is egocenfrlc and when asked to role—fake may decenfer and suc='

cessfully lmaglne hlmself as’ a parenf however;he carrled with him

‘soglal,egocenrrlclty. 'The decenferlng part of freefmehf, Decentering- "

Y

Informatiop conflict, does not have the problem of soclal egocenfrf- :

city being carried from role to role. ln”fhls treatment, When the role
is ehanged the (;le Is accompaeled with a change in moral reasoning,
hat I's reasonln& at stage 3. .
The seceed factor that fheoreflcar]y supports fhe superlority
vyt

_of group discussions on. moral Issues is one of quantity of cognltlve
"conflict. Langer (1969) refers to this factor as an energeflc pare—
meter, lnhelder and Slnclalr (1969) presents evidence fhat suggesfs

the child must be cognltively "ready" to assumllafe contradicfory fn=-

formaflon and, to feel fhar somethlng I's wrong, I f there is fo be any
l .

' ‘cognlfive reorganlzaflon and development (Langer 1969), Thls‘

t
‘ "readlness" Is achleved fhrough conflacf, conflict wlfhln the chlld's

i

‘rown sfage fhlnking The child s’ asked fo solve a fask uslng his own" |

fhlnklng;- Confradlcflons dlscrepancies and the lnadequacies of. hls

'fsoluflons to resolve the task prepare make "ready" or energlze fhe

.chlld for asslmllaflon of . oncomlng lnformaflon at a hlgher cognltlve
/

level‘ In fhe presenf sfudy fhe energeflc make "ready" facfor occurs”
R -

in group discusslons. Here the 1ndlvlduals affempfed fo reselve the

»
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soclal dlfemma uslng‘thelr own.cognl tive structures, stage 2. As the = -

dlscusslon progresses Tgn}radlc lonS'and dl'screpancles occurred which
o 4 ‘

hreveal the\lnadequacy of their thlnklng . It Is at this polnt that
higher cognltive reasonlng, stage 3 wlll~he mosr reedlfy'ossimllafed
Squects successful in assimilaflng this new Informaflon fhen use it fo '
defeat arguments of persons not, yef able to ass!mllafe‘iﬂage 3 thinking.
In summary, the energetic factor reaches 8 maxlmum by confllcf first
~occurring wlrhln a sfage ‘then as subJects asslmllate stage 3 lnforma—b‘
tlon, conflict occurs befween sfages. . |

| The conflicf within stage, vlewed as being essential for In-
ducing coganIve resfructurlng (Kohlberg,'l969) does not occur In
treafmenf Decenferlng—lnformatlon Conflict. The Informatﬁ%n‘Confllcf
'occurrlno here I's befweeh sfage confllcf and would rheoreflcally have
less of the energeflc function deScrlbed above, One should also remem-
ber that external cognitive conflicf,-be(ﬂf wlfhen stage confllct, be~
.tween srege\confllct or bofh; may not necessarlry create an Internal
cognirfue conflict (disequi librium), h S a - ‘ .'d

The above factors of decenfering and max|mum cognlrlve con=- :k

fllcf may not necessarily'occur when soci al di!emmas are presenfed for N
group discuss1on (as was the case in the present study) The subjecfs ﬁ\ ]
'"in fhe treatmenf groupi lnformatlon Confllct parficlpafed In group
-{hdlscussions on moral lssues. Beceuse of recommendaflons of numbers.of
subJecfs parficlpaflng In a slngle _group dlscusslon (Foulkes and “
‘.Anfhony, I965) the treafmenf lnformaflon confllcf conslsfed .of ‘two
¢ groups each conslsflng of fIve preconventlonal subjecfs ~one conven- hi

: sftvonal peer and two experlmenfers represenflng convenflonal thlnklng.

| 'Both grbups dlscussed fhe same morél dllemmas ln fhe same order of pre-



e,

.

“-sentation. The functioning of the two groups, however; were very

~different.

The boys In group. A felr a great deal of ‘obllgation to re-
solve fhe socla! dllemma In facf dlscusslon offen went overtlme as the

boys atrempted to convlnce each other of thelr solutions. All members

’Of group A lnifiated and carrled the dlscusslon and one could often .

obeerve members of the group batt!ing WIth coqfllcrlng polnfs of view,
\ B
An example of group A's attempts at resolving a soclal dllemma I's

presented L o . 7 N

Moderator: Howard, a famour nuclear solenflsr I's In Jall
for' freason. He has ‘been tried according to fhe ‘law and,
found guil'ty. He has been sentenced to |5 years.in prison
with no chance of getting out sooner on parole. The: truth,

" however, Is that he is not. gullfy, that he is Ipnocent. Yef
there are no witnesses who can prove his Innocence. Several
of his ¢Jose friends have' arranged for his .escape. The es<
cape plan gives him 4 chances out of 5 of escaping to a
ptace where he would not be caught. In escaping, however,

'Howard realizes that many people wil| believe more strongly
than ‘ever that he |s a traitor. Shouid Howard escape or 2
should he remain In jail? -

BiIl: ;Escape

" John: Escape .
N A
" Carl: Stay in jall

Peter: jEsoapek Ce
Mark (Convenfionalﬁpeer)}h Eecope.

) Experimenfer- Sfay inejail

: . , / ' .
Moderator: Now glve ngr reasons for your declsions.

Bill: "Because He's. going to be in jall for‘J5'years, man,
and there's no way 1*d sfay. | - SR

' .

»_John'i l agree,‘no way g quy ln Jall

'P':;Carl No way man, ]f you gef caught they slap anofher 5
‘years on ~and now you're ln Jall for 20 years. : K Co
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Mark (cp): No you should escape, you shouldn'f be in Jail
.In the flrst place. ' No one would blame you, you're, Inno—
cenf ‘and you took a bum rap

Experimenter But, lf you escape and you re lnnocenf, no
~ one would belleve you're innocent anymore I think that 1
you stayed in jall and-acted |{ke -an’ I nnocent man, the
‘ courts might look Into your case further, ’
Carl: " Yeh Mark and 1f rhey caughr you escaplng, fhen fhe : //'
courts would never belleve you fhey'd Just throw the key
away . - ’ ‘

Mark (cpi ~ Yeh, but: rhe srory sa!d you had 4 out of’
chances of maklng it. o

- Carl: But there's St fhat | out of 5, -y
. Billy Carl's ' got 1a polnf Mark, with my luck I'd probably R
get caughf No I don't’ know 15 years is a long time.:

', Carl:. Yeh, but at least they mlghf open up your case agafn
i f you kept saying you're innocenf'and dfdn‘f'escape.
John: 'No man, if you got guys on the outslde to set 1t up
llke fhe story says, I'd bust out. '

. Peter: | ‘just thought of something, John, what Is ‘those
guys helping you got ¢aught during your escape . Then, afl
those [nnocent guys would end up ln jall because of‘xou

"Peter: It's Jjust ||ke you to get buys into Trouble.

Bill: Yeh some: friend you are, | can't see how. anyone(
would want fo help a guy I1ke you escape.’

S .
s i . Lo ' R
L [ . f

At thTs poinf the Moderator would ask the boys to vote agaln

'

‘on the questton of escaplng ‘or sfaylng In jall Two ‘vote in'favour of
' ‘eocape 4 vofe in favour of staylng in Jall The dlscusslon would fhen ”

resume wi th. vofes faken perlodlcally . The group would fermlna%e when i

3

everyone came to mutual agreemenf and had sfafed fhelr reasons for

! 'fhelr flnal vote.‘,,'

Group B on fhe ofher hand 'showed mlnlmal lnvolvement wifh

L4 ?

"['1f ‘fhe social dllemmas presenfed fo fhem. Very offen only one person .

A
v

T PR . i . . A N LR
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‘John: Tha?'s too bad, | dldn t ask then To help. . " TR
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1

B was felf thaf lf fhe study wes contalned fo a fwo-week perlod morfa— R

:‘l

" would express his reasons for vollng the way he. dld others In the
group would qulckly agree on hls sfatemenf lhus resolvlng fhe dllemma

and freelng the boys from lhe group Mlnlmal responslblllfy for fhe
§

! l

sfage or befween sfage fhlnklng., Group B's lnablllty to. become ln—

volved parflally stemmed from lndlvldﬁals maklng up. The group : Three;

‘of fhe flve boys ‘were experlenclng personal dlfflculties elsewhere
3 ( N

,wlthln the l?stltullbn, thus belng unable to beneflf from fhese group

;experlences.‘ If random: selecllon of parflclpanfs was nol employed

: proper selecflon of subJects Judged as belng able to beneflf from group

‘ N
'

f experlences could wel | have a greafer effecf fhan the: presenf sfudy ln-

| .
{ dicales.

} ) . . ‘ . . ' ) - e .

! con In the presenf sfudy, groups A.and B were separated and an.
l ‘

analysus of covarlance ‘was, performed (see Table 4) The adJusfedbmean

f

- of group A was 257, ‘white. group B's adjusfed mean was 242 " Though fhef

”f fofal N of fhls comparlson ls only nlne, fhe observed group lnvolvemenf

{ [

l |s supported by fhe sllght frend shown ln fhe adJusfed group mean&

"

l Factors Reduclnq,Effecflveness of fhe Sfudy

The fallure of the present sfudy fo demonstrate slgnlflcanf

\“‘dlfferences befween freafmenf groups ls affrlbufed flrsf té lhe shorf

length of ffme thaf’;he dellnquent boys eﬁperlenced freafmenf Théﬂ.

<

resfrlctlon of only allotlng fwo Weeks for freafmenf was malnly due fo ,

lf'

'ian alfempf to. keep subJects ln fhe sfudy and fhus reduce morfallfy.

declslon was observeq wlth minlmal exfernal confllcf af elfher wlthln .

57
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7;Ilty due lo dlscharge of subjecfs, lransfer of subJecfs to ofher sef-uwlg'_ {fy”

flnge and*runaWays, wo'

‘>‘.

flme mortallfy dld occur.

be greafly reduced Even wlfh thls shorf +'~"
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Second one would nof expecl lolal resfruc&yrlng Of staqe 2

3 thlnklng lnlo stage 3 thlnklng fo occur in a two. week period SfUdles‘

.
Iy

ln conservaflon show conservaflon ls acquired over\a perlod of years

o

ralher lhan weeks (Slgel and Hooper, l968{\\\Ach|s[¢lon of moral rea-

\ N \/ .
sonlng from preconvenllonal to convenflonal levels would appear to .

i '

‘ follow a simllar paftern ' Kohlberg stated that preconvenflonal fhlnk—‘“
lng domlnales a Chlld's reasonlng unfll age IO buf lt ls nol unf:l age‘

l3 lhaf conventlonal fﬁanlng stablllzes and becomes the. domlnanflmode

™ ',".
N N

of reasonlng lKohlberg, I963a) RN

The study. by Beck Sullivan and Tay[or ll972) dlscussed

'.'éarller found no 5lgnlflchﬁfﬁchanges had occurred between the confrol

. and experlmenl groups when post*lesf resulfs admlnlsfered immedlafely
. affer lreafment were compared. However, slgnlflcanf resulls dld occur

befween fhe lwo groups moral reasonlng aT sfage 5 when resulfs of ‘a '1,;. LA

followeup posl fesf admlnlsfered one year lafer were compared fTheTv

; aufhors conclude lhaf lwo fachrs may have(confrlbufed to fhe delay ln

.’,‘H\

formulatlon of sfage 5 lhlnklng. One plauslble answer ls fhal the -

franslflon from convenllonal fo pochonvenflonal fhlnklng requlres a.
.1 major resfrucluring ofJ}ne s perspecflve'and ls dlfferen? in nature‘ |
from‘the lower—slage rranslflons Involved in. fhe‘TUrlel ll966) and ,i.!llﬁ1
Tracy ll97|) sfudles lBeck, Sulllvan.and Taylor‘, 1972) "'
: The present S:Udy affempled fo lnduce resfruclurlng af fhedl
lowerlstages buf was unable to’oblalnany‘slonlflcanf resulfs.j Taklpg

“4 LA o

lnlo accounl the populallon of fhe presenf study, one could argue lhal
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delinquenf subJeci The present stuqy found an abnormai over-use of

v
i ‘

i sfage 2 fhinklng i For deiinquenfs fo undertakew he-fransltion from a

accepf new forms of reasoning were observed lt was nof pospiblei;o:-‘:

hedonistic egocenfric,.disioyal“orientafion fo one of delay of grafi-

l ' \

- i

ficaflon, socnocenfrism and. loyal good—boy orieniatlon wOuid require

I
, .

considerable fime.“ .'.“q

" . .
i ! o i '

BecK Suiilvan and Taylor (I972) concluded thaf the second?
factor inhibifing lmmediate resfrucfuring was one of defeqsiveness on
fhe'parf of . lhe subjecfs.' The aufhors suggesfed fhaf %y infroducing
cogniflve confilct fhaf disrupted esfabiished convenfionai reasonlng,

. .

a remporary retrenchmenf “of convenfional ihlnking was produced Ei¥

perience of confiicf and sfruggling wifh seemingiy unresoivablevsocuai

problems lead lo a sense of frusfraflon and rerreat from _new forms of

!

morai reasonlng,” The followsup resuits wohid appear to have indi-

v
' ! A\.

cafed some tempering of rhese feelings of confiicf Furfhermore, ;“5

opporfunifies for exercising some of the posfconvenfionai nofions ln

. 4

nafural iife experiences couid have reinforced fhelr classroom exper—

iences. Lo :f"{, \ .L%ff. L _ N P

The present sfudy aiso created a ‘mood of defensiveness :parl—

»'. ) el i

icularly ln the treafmenis requirlng the subJecl fo sfafe hheir reason-

et : \

ing for their moral decisions.f SubJecfs offen asked 1f wnaf they said

wouid affect fheir stafus wifhin the instilufion.‘ During some group

o Ty

discussions on moral |ssues, subJecfs feit that fhe lssues being dﬁss ,?”

A LAY Lot
. S,

cussed were unresolvabie and bofh frusfration and a reiuctance fo*7i3:“

[
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(1972) to nuggest that kong range (hnngen In the treatment groups could,

A} * il

occur, e

x

The pre sent study lnvolved a total'of 36 subjects, 9 per
: . a ‘ ' 4 Te oy ‘
treatment qroup.’ Desplte the foct that the total mnle population of

the Inatitution wan sampled, the small number of nubjectsa reduced the

likellhood that algnlflgont‘éhongos could be deiQcted. On the other
hand, by maxIml zinq qnmpln slze, aﬂ was done ip the prasent study, one

. }
runn lnro the dlfflcu|ty of worklnq with mornl maturl ty scores that

'range over 100 or more polntg when Iooklngiqt the hlghest and towest

creates a lérqé bimodal

~

For aigniticant changes. é%.jhejpﬂﬁ 0% level to occur, large increases

In post—test stores would have to occur,
v .

v .
]

The difflculfy of the larqe range of scares is-also reflected
in the culcula;lon of a reqression equation. The staqdard‘erro; of
predicting’Y, using a regression equation with factors pfe—test and
positive variatlon score, Is 40. To oveﬁgdme this difficulty, one of
two methods could be ehployed; restrict the range of pre-~test scores by

only working with subjects of a pure staqge type, or extend treatment

programs cver a much longer perfod of time thus allowing restructuring

-
'

to occur If Indeaed, treatment Induces such resfrucfurlngw>

Stage Mixture, Age and Moral RGASOleg ‘ : -

The significance of stage mixture (décalage) as being an in- ;:) !

dWator of susceptabliity to relngegfat1nn occurrling was dlécuﬁsed'!n

»

Chapter 1. Turiel (1969) indlcates tRat o 'high amount of ﬂ?Sge mi xture

{5 fharacteristic of the -tate at whiqp an individual s most readf to
integrate new information., The present study investiqated stage mix-

..

o N 4
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.

integration at a higher

v’ ..!‘ . “ O 6‘.

' ’ ' * - ' \

T '
fure and Ita relatlonshlp to persons observed as prorlenclnq chanqe.

Two methods of defining stage mixf\ire wereJout |l ned nnd I nves thntod

The flrst method, atage ml. g Q .'lnedtxxa pure’ or mlxed type,

ent regdfonse at one atage with nat

‘where pure type [s deflne
more than 20 percent usage In any other gtage; mlixed tyhe Conﬁl“tﬂncf

of all not Jgetlnq the rOQulrement of the pure dnflnlflon. Fhls defl-~
\¥
nltlon of stage mixture was found to be non—\iqnlflﬁfnt to change,

The second method, deflned 'as a poaltive variation score;

high amount of percent usage In stages above the modal s}nge; reached
a signlficance level of 0.07 In both covariance and multiple regression.
‘ ]

technique. In ofther yords, a hiqh positive variation score appears to
«4 2

. be a better pred.cfor of change fhan the more qlobal deflnltlion of
Jtaqe mixture used by Koh!berq.;,One miqht view a pOoitlve variafion
scure as befng an lndlcaror of Ahe amount of Infernal contradition
and cognativg disorqgani aation present in the subjacf. Because of the
:s u;aqe above the modal gtaqé) indicated, re-
Ievel/is much more |ik9lyvif~ ‘qhér lévet lp~

- .

positive direction (stac

w '

/

formation Is presented.

A surprising t Is observed when age and change in moral

v

~reasoning are compared. F Table 7 It can be seen that older boys

tended to change more than!éounger boys, though notvfo;a signiflcant
extent, This finding Is'fhe opposite to what one would expect Due
to the continuous use of fow stage thtnklng over a }onq peruod of flme, f
one would have expected greater stabl|lty of moral reasoninq to have - /
occygred in older boys. Such atabtlity or cry~1gll|zation would not

; ' ) - ) . ’
’re;Zilyﬁleﬁd'itselY'tqgghapget gThe.moderate trond fiand in the present

L e
& A - B 3
oA 3 b

A N . W i . . . -

[ 1 4 ' .



-

'

study Is Insufficlent to,draw conclusions from.

Further investlgation *

.

. . b .
lnro\the relationshlp of age to change In m§ra1 reasoning Is needed.

¥
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CHAPTER V wL

CONCLUSIONS AND IMPL!ICATIONS v

\

The. flndlngs of the present study lndirare that over 80 per-'

<enr of mal'e adolescent dellnquents conf\ned to ‘the lnstltutlon sfudled

A, ’

used moral reasonlng predomlnanfry at a preconventional level. This

o

findlng 'u conslsfent wlth other studies Invest|qgating moral reasonlng
In delinquents. A further finding Indicated that type 2 reasonlng

'dom{ neted. Such thinking Is characterlized by egocentrism, hedonism and

\ ,
an absence of abllity to conform to rules and authorities of society.

This cognitlve orientation Is consistent wi th clinlcal observations

"

made by psychoanalyt}c‘wrl}ers on delinquents. Furthermore such a cog- °

N

nitive orlentation is assoclated, to some extent, wi th the adult psychi-
atric classification of‘sdclopathfc personality disorder -~ antlsoclal

reaction and dyssoclal reaction. 5
¢

. The, presenr study also attempted to evaluafe the most effec-
“tive method of lnduclng cognltlve moral development I'n dellnquenf boys.
‘Three treatment programs were outlined and Investigated. Though no
significant chenges‘were attrlbufed‘fe treafmenf, moderafe frende sug-

gest that group discussions on moral di lemmas appeared to have the most

effect. Furthermore It was suggested that effective group discussions

*

' required the subjects to be Involved and committed }o the resofution of

" the dilemma thus fulfiiling the requlrement of role-takling, At fhe
o

same time cognltlve conflict of lnformatlon at the subjocf's present
level of operaflon maxlmlzed confrenfaflon. . ) N
\ The inability of tne sfudy to (nduce stoflstlcally slgnifl~'

cant éhanges Is In part attributed to three additional factors. First

.
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the short tlme perlod the subjegt. underwenf treatment in relation to

|

:lengfh of rlme change naturally occurs hed deflnfte,reﬂtrlctfye effects.
T&e pfesenf study wesluhable to obtain post—fest'results on the long
fsfm,effecf: ?f the trea}ments- a éeflnlfe cons]deration for future

! \ o .
studles.l Second, the small. de}Inquent” male sample used in the study ‘

§
1

hindered the chance of slgnlflcanr dlfferences belng found between

treatments. Thlr , the large range'of moral maturlty scores creafed a.

n

blmodal distribution with Iarge standard devlarldns requiring very

I'brge gains In moral mgturlfy scores to occur lf slqnificance levels

1.
v

are to be achieved. \

r

Prevfpus studles have Indlcated that stage mlxture |s asso; ' N
. Ll . ,

clated with change. Depending on the definition of stage ml xture the

4

present study'supported such claims. It was found thaf ] posiflve
variatlon score (stage mleure above the modal stage) was related to
change in the post-test moral maturity score at a slgniflcance level 6{
l;igé:; Further study. as to the "readiness" to change, of subjecfs having
hIEh posurlve varlatlon scores Is needed. The present.study suggests

that some relationship.may be found. The hypothesis that younger‘boys

t

change more. readily than older boys was not supported. . The moderate

. +

trends on post-test results suggest the opposite occurs. From the

present study no concluslons can be drewn and further~study can only

resolve fhis'discrepancy. . _ - .
Unanswered questlons from: the presenf s:udy suggesr the fol—

!owlng avenues for future research The quesr!on of moral Judgmenr

reflected by rhe Kohlberg moral maturlfy score, and lts relaflonshlp to

-

moral acrlon is stitl In quesflon.'

A relatognsh!p petween theﬁcoghltfve orienfétfehfoﬂ stage 2



\ . ' P '
thinking and-fhe‘Amerlcan Psychlatric Association class{fication of
3pcfdﬁathlc Persanallty DFSorder'— Anfléoclal‘reacflon was shown to

exlat but at .a purely deacrlptlve level. - For confldence to bé placed

b
i

;sonallty dlsorders, valldaflon research usling lnstruments known to
correrate wlth’psychopa!ny must be undertaken.. |
;fThe majoﬁffy of dellnquents pfedominantf; nsed precon~
~ventional reasonlnq, but a small percentage of dellnquents were found
" at hlgher levels of moral reasonlng, sfages 3 and 4. Dellnquenfs ex—
\
hlblflng conven?ional moral reasoning and the parallel that can be
drawn to dyssocial personélity disorder |s worthy of fufurg research.
anure sruny of thé refationship of recidiylsm'}é stage of
monal reasoning;AInvrlghf of the high correlation oéimoraﬂ maturl ty

scores ar ages |6 anq 25 years, could lead to a’ betfer undersfandlng

1 of delinquency and its relationship to adult crime.

< ' -

In the Knhlberq lnstrument as a device for ldentlfylnq aptisoclal per-
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APPENDIX A

| j o L /
SCENEo AND CHARAC!’ERS u¢Eo FQR ROLE-TAKING TREATMENT | i
ADAPThD FRO“ SCHN |DMAN'° MAKE A PICTURF STORY TEST

Co T
Scene: ' lelng Room L |
Charaiters: N-6 C-9 =11 R
B ‘ , y,
Scene: Schoo| Room '
. N \ \

C‘h'?rac'ter‘s:, C=9 M-15 C-1. ' )
Sdéhe: Dreém » . P
Characters: ‘M=6"C-10 M-7 F5 o .
Scene: k - Camp
Chéracters: ﬁF—i M-3 M=18

. v o .

Scene: ,'Streef

' Characters: . C~8 C%? C—~|2

¢

Scené: "'~ 'Shanty o K @ 0 I .1
‘ , .
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. the syb had xurned off |fs englnes and was suftlng on the’ ocean floorp

. APPEND|X B

i

\
o

r‘ N |
b3
| " b'LEMMA SITUATIONS GROUP COGNITIVE~CONFLICT ’
o o EXPERIMENTAL CONDIT!ON | o
o S e
stéry 1 A

<
) [

wufh th?s sltuaf:on1 I'n fhe convoy he was guardlng againsf German

B

‘ submarines many cargo ships had been sunk and fhere were many sallors

‘!”

in the' open sea wairang fo ‘be picked up. On fhe ofher hand he was

qulfe sure thaf he,had.rrapped-one German‘sub The capfain belleved

. 3

f e
Y0 \\

",One depth charge would desfroy rhe Germanbsub but if would also kill:

[

fhe sailors ot his ‘own slde walfing 10 be plcked up. What, Should the

o
.

»capfaynvdo?

1
Ve

Howard a famous nuclear\scienfist Is in jai'l for treason. .

;‘He has been trled accordlng to fhe | aw and found gullfy Hefhas been

:Y‘. o

Senfenced to 15 years In prison wlth no chance of getfan ouf sOOnerd

vil

\ ' ' [

) “on parole;l The rrufh, however, s that he ls not gullfy, rha¢ he is

o nnn0cenr fef fh re are no wnfnesses who can prove has innocence..

. &

*é

s
5(.9

i

Several of hns close friends have arranged for his escaRe.A The escape

:

A;. ! : "« ‘e v

fplan gives hsm 4 chances ou4 of 5. of escaping fo a place where he ,/,;
ok _ ', A , .

would not be caughf In escaplng, however, Howard reallzes fhat many -

{

people will believe more strongly than ever fhat he is a- fraifor, :.'“

Should Howard escape or should he remain in Jail? : J_ e'l L

P B U ey

"Dur]ng the Second World War; a"sub—chaser capfaln was faced ‘

L
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T E Lawrenee author, hfsforian, and a speclal English Cs

llﬁ‘aQenl foughf wlth rhe Arabs agalnst the Turks durlng World War |.

" 'The ragged Arab armx whlch he advised camped for an evening ar an ‘,*:. s .,l!
‘ oasls, Durlng‘fhe nlghf'one of his most trusted sergeanfs Hamed the' = " ‘ }h
K Modr was accused‘ol murderlng a member of an Arab trlbe laklng parf ’,,‘ ")tl
ln the army;” The relatives of ° The dead man, accordlng to fhe ancient ;w““;‘
”deserl'code demanded Hamed's deafh L 'v‘ - o ‘Jf .
\ §,> | The circumsfances around the killlng werﬂbndr clear yef dde |
oo o =

loflhehdlfflculf times there was no chance of‘a trial. Hamed fervenl— ‘
ly deélared his innocence‘ and Lawrence'belleved'him. ‘HoWeyer; .

1)

Lawrence's flrsf dufy was tC)gmlntaln u@ufy ln the army; and=lt’Wasl ' L
clear that fo preserve unity Hamed had fo dle.. - L ”lf
b f‘ Should Lawrence shoof-Hahed? o R o :”‘“f
: V ' .l “ C > ' . oo " .- . y 1
. . R, } A R ‘ L S
‘Story IV L BN }i' S
\ ‘/.?; ', a : : a [ I R o R
. Durlng a bad wlnter sform, an alrcrajf carrylng fodr dersons
i ’ | , L
Erashed ‘The pllof an’ experienced bqshmé%? was nof Serlously hurt SR
hoWeVer” hls & —prlot had‘sustalned a-very ser|0us lnfernal anury . - b
l e : : B i
whlle hls two passengers had reoelved fracfures fo thelr legs and arms.‘j' .

' B ' .
The pllof made hls companlon% comforfable in a huf he- bullf buf he

5 ERY : AR

ESICIREIY

realized fhat there Was only enoqgh fopd prOVIsions for four men fo

last ‘a week.‘ The weafher was exfremely cold and the quesflon of’sur- )

. o
“'vFvaI wufhouf fooé seemed hopeless.' The pilof Who had recelved medl—ff; f;?ﬁm
: : 7 e
al tralnlng durlng fhe war, examlned the co-pllof's lnjury and re— u" '
allzed he cauld not be moved‘and wifh the loss of blood If waa un—  tf£/i{T7
cerfaln lf fhe co—pilof would llve. Quick rescue by the Airforce "‘;; ;3f;£?ifﬁ



K N B
search teams seemed unlikely as the atnnm“cnnflnueg ‘to rage and wan

”

axpoected to do o for at least four daya, The pllot fell that he was

.
)

not badly off course, and thought he knew where he could reach help,

but It would fake him perhapa an lonq as flve days. He also realized

that |f he left, the two pasaengers would not be able to glve the

modlcal attention that he (olld qlve to the co-pllot\ oo
. AN

What nhould the pllot do? S ‘ c

v

A highly respected sclent!at working In a top secfet l|ab
found. trouble Qn belng able‘to support his.famlly. Because of thewar

[ he hnq-rnken~n cut In salary. He had three chlldren to support and a
A ) 7 ’

wl fe 550 }ocently underwent a costly opera;ldn. As a result his money
sltuntfon was ;ery tlght becausaihe had hlgh pnym;nrs to mo;e because ’
of th% operatlon, fthus leaving norhfng for food for his family. Rgell~
zing tgat a forelgn counfry wou t d poy a great d;al,of“monéy for the
formula . he was worglng dn; he Zéﬁtncfs an }gent of the éOuntryland

‘makes arrangements for the sale. The (sale Is made and the money pald.

How?ver, his coun?ry dlscovers thé information leak] He contacts the

?

foreign aqent and’expiaina that the lnformation |€ak has been dls-—

covared, but fhe'agenr e;pla!ns there Is nothing to 36rry about be-
cause ope of nis ;daworkers has bgen framed by the forelgn agent, and

. ! [ ) A
‘when the pollce investigate he will surely be found quilty. The frame

Works and the co-worker |s found gul Ity and seantenced for 15 years,

. : ‘ : N
Should the éclen?isf’tellfrhe‘pol{ke that an innocent man has been
convicted of the crime he committed? - , B t
[ad ) BN . . ' :
,‘-."v \We L . - *
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Story VI ' C C
A younq tdmonton man, Blil, recejves o telegram from Toronto
xplalning that his father has suffered a heart attack and s not ex-

s .
pected to Ilve long. H8Itl, who has found It difflcylt to get a |ob

___,,L»r636h~1né winter, has no car or money nor I's he able\to borrow
money for plane or bqs farey Bi Il Is explaining the situatlon to a
friend when the conversation Is overheard by a stranger. After the
friepd leaves, the stranger approaches Bl 1! and states that he can
;%elp.' Tﬁe strnnder‘gxplnlns tﬁnf he plenned‘on.§reallng a car,

driving to Toronto and sefling It, but that he'neeééd another drlver
nna a Iooko;t while the lar wa; being sfoien. Reluctant |y éill agreeé_
The two succeed In steallng the car, but are plck?d up on the highQaY

¢
b; the pollicel Should BilIl have stolen the car in order to be able to

see his alllng father?
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you should too.

_high offlcer woult do It himself, A good captain would think about

»  APPENDIX C

STORIES FOR ROLETAKING-CONFL ICT

N

EXPERIMENTAL GROuUP .

Storyyl
Durlng the Second World Wary; a sub-chaser captain was faced

with this situation. * In the convoy he was guarding agalnst German
. ' ’ -

. submarines, many cargo ships had been sunk ‘and there were many sallors

[n tfie open sea walting to be plcked up, On the other hand, he was

i

qui te sure that he had trapped one German sub. d;m captain be'l | Ved
the sub had turned off ‘I'ts englines and was slrtlnq on the ocean/7loor.
One depth charge would destroy the German sub but Tt would.aisozklll

the satlors on his own sfde_walflng to be plcked up. What 'should tha

captaln do?

Level Il Stage 3: ' R

a. Yes, _you'.5hould drop’ the charge because a good capfaln would, . | f

you want to'be respected and looked up t3, you must drop’it. Besides,

you cduldn't ever be punlshqd for dolnq what you thoughf was right.

No one really*Can blame you, It's the war fhaf go} you lnto this flx.
| fhlnk mo,f capfains in thls case woutd drop the charge so | }hlnk

8
y'ou should too. You really can't refuse to do what Is best--| mean

you must drop fr. ‘Officers: hlgher than you woul d probab!y do lf so.

‘»
b.fiNo; Qou.shouldn'f drop the charge because that wouldn't be hdman.
- : . ] ‘ . :
No decent:person coyld: do that, Beslides | 'doubt If any admiral or

&

o
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o . \

the wives and familles of the sallora floating around. Besldes you

should save .t sallora’ In the water because they are helpless and need
. ¢ . N

your help more. | don't see any good in dropping the charge. v

: . . | .
t

Story 1l - £

Howard, a famoul nuc|ear sclentlét, ln In Jall ;or treason,
He has beén‘Trled‘éccordlng to the taw and found gullty. He has been
sentenced fo |5 years In prison with no>chnncnrof gefflng‘our sooner
on parole. The truth, however, [s that he Is not gul tty, fhat he ls
Innocent. Yet.there are no wftnesses who can prové his Innocence.
" Several of his clos® frlendsznave arranged fon his escape. The escape:

plan gives him 4 chandes out of 5 of escaping to a place where he

would not be caught. ‘In escaplng, however, Howard reallzes that man
. Al ping, , ’ ny

I3

people will belleve more strongly than ever that he Is a traitor.

Should Howard escape or should he, remain In Jait?

.

Level I.I Stage 3:

“ \

" a. . Yes, you should escape. You shbuld not be in ‘jall to begin with,
" You' really can't be blamed for escaplng. EVen | f yon were éaugh}, a

good judge would understand why you tried to escape. ngbe.you‘could

6scape and fhen write the Judge and explaln why you escapgd.'rReally
the courts can't expecf SOmeone to obey when they have made a mistake.

b. No, you shéuld not escape.' You woald not be a good cltizen. "You

really can't plame'the'courts. You were given a falr‘frlal Perhaps o

.‘

-
1§ yGu acted.as an Innocent man,.the courts mlghf | ook into the caSe
furfher. Really you musf remember that the courts are dolng thelr

best. YQu,rea!Iy can't blame the courts for the trouble you are In,

-

* ] . -

." R ‘ - ‘( v .""3 *"



Story 1l ’ -

T. E. Lawrence, author, hls}orlan, and a speclal English

. nqent fought wlth the Arnba agalnst the Turks durlnq Worid Wair [.°
The ragged Arab army whlch he advlsed camped éiénn evenlng at an
+oasls. Durlng the nlghf one of his most trusted sergeants, Hamed fhé
Moor, was accused of murdering a member of an Arab tribe taking part

In the army. The relatives of the.dead man, édgorglng to the 'anclent

[

desert code, demanded Hamed's death.

, \' The circumstances around the killing were not clear, yet due

"to the difflcult times thére was no chance of a trlal. Hamed fervent-

" Iy declared his Innocence,Aand Lawrence belleved him. However,
Lawrence's flrst duty was to maintein unity In the army; and It was

| _ : : \ , ‘ ;
Clgaf that to preserve unity Hamed had to dle.

k Should Lawrence shoot Hamed?

3;23 -

-

Level Il Stage 3: Co ! .

a, Yes, yoﬁ should shoot Hamed, Kllling lsn t g03€ but you really

can't be blamed for it because you are dp[ng It for the army.- You are

\ N IS
v L] Ny

dolng your best to keep Ihe army together so you shoutd not be criti-
L

y clzed. Really I f Hamed saw the situation the way you do, he.would .
have .no right to be freed. .Hamed might realize he Is doing a heroic.
. , 4, , ! ' ',‘ -
ect and later might be honored for dying.” -~ .}

b. No,” ou should not shoot Hamed. There mus{ be a better wa of
14 Y

>

keeplng the army togefher. Jf you were a good Ieader you could talk
* N B
the Arabs out of wanflng Hamed dead. You would be'}a better person if
) Y . 3 p

. 4
'3

you Just,faced up to the sltuat[on. Really, i Canit'see a decent

. . i P N
i : [N . :

i -

person shooting a frusted friend, That just isnitfmight., .

13
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.Sfori v " I "
| ¢ Durlng a bad wlnter storm, an aircrafr carrylng four persens
crashed, The pi}ot an. experlenred bthman was not seriously’ hurf
howéver, his co-pllot had susfalned,a very serlous lnfernal 'ﬂlury
whi le hfs two passengers had recelved fractures to fhefr legs and arms.
The plilot made his eompanrons”comforteble In a hut he bul It, but he
realized thaf fhore was only enough food provlslons for four men, to.
last a week. The weather was exrremely,cold and the question of sur-
vival without food seemed hopeless. The pl]ot who had'recelved medj~
ca,‘fralhlng durlng the war, examlned the co—pilor s InJury and re— ,
allzed he could hor be moved and w?th the loss of blood.i't was uncer-.

: ' -4
taln if fhe co—pl!ot'would Ilve. Qulck resfbe by the Alrford@)search
teams seemed unlihelyxas the e}orm’confinued to rage and was ekpected | *
to éo so for et Ieas{ four days. The pllof felf fhaf he' was not., badly’_.
of f course, and thought he knew where he could reach help, buf If
would take him perhaps as long as flve days. He also reallzed that |f
he left, the two haesengers would not be ehfe to,givevthe‘meelcal
attention that he cﬁild'give to tné cd;pllot.\ What 'should the pilot

h

do? - * . - oo o

[ . . o

Leve] it Sfaqe 3

’ 3
.

‘al- You should stay and glve rhe medlcal affenfion fhat fhe co—pllof .»'

A *

needs. Besldes the co—pilot ls your frlend and lr would Jusf be e fsé%”

[ ' "v.’
.

natural to want to stay and save your frlend Cerfalnly fhe alrfo_'“‘

\
M )

reallzes you have crashed and thaf you would be needtng help quic‘tjf;i.Q&"
,‘They have probably been noflfled by now and are looklng for us.

'b \You should go because theﬁéb—pilot would want Tt that. way." The v I




B zcony(cted of the crime he commltfed?_ Cor B -

1

N LINRY

co-pllot would want to see the ‘other passengers saved, |ft's the only

\

falr rh!nq to do. Besldes lf‘you get help In time and rescue us you

would be’a nerq for savlng aII of our |lves,

tye ' , . \
4...:‘):‘)tory v o ‘ . ‘ ‘ '
i } . ) - ;

A nlghly respecred scienrlst ‘working in a Top secret lab" -
~found trouble In belng able to supporr his famlly Because of the war
he had- taken e cut In’salary.' He had tnree cnlldren to 5upporf anq‘a
wi'fe who' recent |y underﬁénf a costly operef[on.l As a nésult his money

sifuafion was very tight'because he had high payments to make because

» of “the operarlon, thus leaving nothing for food for his famlly. Reall-

~ 7

zing that 'a forelqn counfry would pay.a great deal of money for tne

+ formula he was working on, he contacfs an agent of the counfrx and

n

“makes arrangements for fhe sale. The sale ls made and the money paid.
' However, his country dlscovers fhe lnformaflon Ieak. He confacts the
* y *‘ .
forelgn agenf and eiplalns fhat fhe informafion leak has been dls-

[N A "‘,,

covered but fhe agenf explalns fhere s nofhlng to worry abouf be-

A"' ) .

cause one of hls co—-workers has been. framed by the forelgn ‘agent, .and
when rhe‘pollce,lnvesfigafe he wll| surely be‘found gu]lty.u The frame
works and’ the co-worker ls found gullfy and sentenced for 15 years.'

Should the sclenflsf tell the police that an. lnnocent man has been

[

' : o S
. . ; ' g « - . Lo . »
. e R P .

- - : \ , ’ : e . o o
Level Il __Stage 3: o o f < , R

* - [N

L
fa‘ Yes, you bnould fellefhe pollce that’ you dld it beceuse you would,

{‘Dfeel terrlble Inside I f you dld somethlng Iike that knowlng an lnne£ -

\‘-‘ * o, l‘f]’

L)

e 4
~Cenl,man is ln prison for somethlng you dld Your conscuence would'

l“_consfénfly be'te[ling you to confess. Besides 0 you falked fo fhe
’ ta "T'<‘:. "A _!l . L . © ." .. . ': : . r" 4‘ . ."x ' : )

LY E , ) : . ‘. N

ol Y i . 3 : Y e ’ .
ﬁf\ . \ -, ) !‘
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o
~ : \

pollce. and explalned why you did It, }hey might let you off easler.
. b. ‘No,'you.shodld not tell the polloe because a good husband and
father would care enough for hls family to do anythlng to support

yheml 1S only natural to do anythlng for your own wlfe and chi I~ o g

t LR}
) ’ )

_dren. Bes|des no one could blame you conelderlng att the clrcuma

‘stances. Under the cquumstances it couldn! T be wrong.

§torx Vi : '_ oo \ C f
A young Edmonton man, BIll, recelves a telegram from Toronto -

~ .
explaining that his ‘father Ras suffered a heart attack and Is not ex~ .

pegted fo llve long. BIII, who has found lf difficulf to get a Job
through the winter, has no ear or money.nor Is 'he able to borrow ' )

x + o .

honeylfoc plane o},bus fare. BIIl Is explalning the situation to a

‘ ‘:fr{endthen‘fhe coqversaaionils-overheard by a stranger. After the
. : . - . . ' . ' : Y
friend leavesV the stranger approaches Bil|l and states that he can

help The - sfranger explains that he’ planned on sfea@ﬁng a cear, driv~

-

lng to Toronfo “and selllng Ir but thaf he needed another druver and'

‘a lookouf Whi Te fhe cart was belng stolen. ReluofantLy Bl agrees.
E " R [~ . ) !

. The two succeed in stéaling the car, but are picked up on the highway

_>by tﬁe‘police.' Shquld Bi Il Have stolen the car in order to be-able to ¢
W . . A 8

 sée hls alllng father? ... S e <

. . H - P .
X » . ) s , . N

- Level |l VStaqe 3:

»

a. Yes, you, shodld have stolen the car. to want

u . W

fo see your father when he ls very lll and may be, dylng.f?You would~

2y

e b o Ai Loy : : [ o
‘ hls fafher whenihe ls so ill _and perhaps dyung. ”[' o e L
e -, ' & X — e ' o g nL R
, Qu. should nof have stolen fhe car.‘ n a case {3ke fhls surely >




\
\ \ . .
[ N . N

qomeone Would Iehd you the money, you Just dldn f fry hard enough
You could prpbably have gotfen money’ from a 900q |oan _company.

' "
Ben Ideu, if l.nvf good to qfeal, honesfy lg the besf policy. You ‘

would also feel Very qullfy | f you rook someone else s properfy and

your conseience would be telling you thaf you can't.get oway wlfh it.

t
W

‘i . ‘ ', ' | R T

2
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APBENDIX D

\
.ot R |
r . ) ' . [ N

KOHLBLRG DILEMMA SITUATIONS USED AS A PRE~TEST Sl

MEASURL OF MORALITY JUDGMENT

v

Joe |s a l4-year, old boy who wanfed to go to camp very much Mis

el : .

farher promised hlm he gould go Lf he saveq up rne money for 1t him-

self

So Joe worked hard at hls paper roufe and saved up ‘the $40 it

fcosf fo go to camp and a |[ffle more bes| des. But Just before camp

was going TO'Start hls father changed his mind. . Some of hls frlends -

'N’\e m‘oney H quld cost. 'S0 he tol} Joe. to give nlm fhe money he had I

‘decl ded - to go on a. speclal flshlng frlp, and Joe's father.was short of i

. L ‘/”

»

saved from fhe paper: roure. Joe dndn t want to gave up going to camp,. &;,Q

0.

)

e

'ShOu[d Joe refuse To.g1velh|sAfarher the honey?‘ Why?‘

" ! }
. i

so he thought of. refusing fo glve hls father the ‘money. A .ﬁﬂ

«

B o,

+

)

thch 1s worse, a fafher«breaktng a prom?seﬁfo hls son or ‘a son -

A Y
1 T RN

breaking a promlse to his father?

.
=y 4
: . '9.;}.‘;‘ . ¢ - -
- . . & . .
. ', g - . . »
. . e - S KR ’ -
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6a.  Why should a promise be kept? I : e

- RN
' . "

b
N 4

Joe wanréd to go to camp but hé‘was afrald to refuse fa glvé hls
fafher tHe money. So he. gave his farher $10 and told hlm that was all

he made. He took the ofher $4O and pald for camp wlth lf He fold '

+

L his fafher fhaf The head of the camp said he could pay. Iafer. Joe

wenr off tocamp, and the fafher didn“t go on fhe fis?ing fr|p. e
0 . -
Before Joe went to camp, he fold his older brofher, Alexander, rhat hé

s A

s reably had ‘made $50 and that he Iied to his fathgr and said he'd made

$10. Alexander wonders w?ethér he should tell his father or not.) .
had - |ied about’ fhe money or should he k quhef about whaf Joer

10. - Shouid Alexander, the oldest brother, tell; thelr father that Joe »r
P
had done? Why? %

3

‘. - )
@ ¥
. ALY
\ .
S N [N '
2. - Why would a boy think he szarfdn'r tell on a friend or brother?.
. i ‘a ' - ! " 4
“; | ‘ e - .
L ) o . . R S
15, Which ns ‘more Imporfanf being a loyal son,pr-a.loyal,profﬁgr?
< .'Why? . c T B
v * . [
it kP - '
"q : ‘:’hl' . . ¢ ‘\
‘,'.. E ’ p
LR - u ; i :




[} Q% D
o ~Thls question applles onlx If sub Ject thinks ALexanden should lell the
HE father , o . . ‘

. g‘ . ) ( ‘ TN ' . \ : a8

').,l7- ‘Suppose a few months before Alexander had secretly faken some-

y“;capfaln of the company has to deci de who should go back and do fhe Job.

50. nShould fhe capfaln order a ‘man ¢o go on fhls very dangerous

thing of . thelr falhen s and accldently broke It. Joe knew about

' same for Joe now? Why?'p o

In Koréa, a company of Mar[nes was, very outnumbered and 'was® refreaflng

before‘fhe enemy. . The company had crossed.a brldge‘over a rlver buf

lhe enemy was mostly stilt on fhe other side | f someoné,wenfpbackyto

Y

"the br|dge and blew lT up ‘as fthe e@emy weqe cpmlng ovér IT it Would
! . .

.Mweaken,the enemy;' With lhe head start rhe rest. of ‘the men in The

company would have, ¢hey could probably then escape.., But the man wnp
\

\

o
‘sfayedaback lo blow up the brldge would probably not be’dble to escape\

v

allve( fhere would be abouf a 4 fo | chance he would be killed, 'Tne

1
s

The captaln hlmself is the man who knows~besl how fo lead lhe refreat

~". -
v N

., and lf-he-goes h(mself fhe ‘men wull probably not gef back safely He
/ . C . . * ;

' asks for volunfeers, buf no one Wi volunfeer.,j f,.ﬂy'f‘

)

. PRC RN i

P \ N AR
R cy o ; v ! L S R .
o r,\-". ' L - e .
A "‘. e e . . - X fa

.

'/.
S

misslon or should he go hlmself? Why? o gt St ‘y

L)

'Y.Q‘ T It bat kept quleT to' protect’ Alexander. Should Alexdndeﬁ do the

A

85
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v

. One o‘_'rhe men he rhought of was one who. had a lot%f strengfh -}a.n‘d

.52, Does fhe captaln have The rlght to order a man If he rhinks Jt

best to? Why?

0 N ) ' v ; " .' ' .
A ' |
\ ’ o
\ ' L
. Lo Lo IR - o K ‘
The followiqg quesrlons AQQLX only lf f;g~sublecf says the' capfaln .
should not order a man: v SR U St
.5|..- Whtch ‘would be’ best for fhe survival of all the men: orderlng |
' a:man or the captaln golng himself? . te, '
‘ : 7 ‘ "‘ ) ’ ' ‘ ' h V .“ v! ‘ . I“ . /-“——“//"“V/’
¢ 1f it were absolurely cenialn thaf many more Iives would be losf
. 1f he went himself and were kllled should he ordey another’ man Al
‘. to go agalnst hi's will? ‘ - . .

. ‘ \, . .
oA . . B B v [
i ’ R : : ) o ~o R e, .
) ~ , N o .
‘ M l . ) . . . "
. . o . , . F b * [ A
" ‘ N . C K

»"' {s
~The capfanh flnally decided to order one of fhe men to sfay behlnd
' > \ N o

N
v

”: courage bun he Was a bad froublemaker. He was always sfeartng things.

86

from fhe orher men, beaflng fhem up, ?nd wouldn'f do his Work.' The" IR
! S R I
: second man he thoughf of had goffen a bad\dlsease ln Korea and'was" TR
\ ‘ Co
Irkely fo die in a shorf ttme anyway, fhoughf he was sfrOng enough to
-;,do/fheyjob.i 715‘ ‘ \' ' _
‘-x\ﬂ' ST AN f‘o,"~’". ) : ;._ f;g‘ .
\ «‘,‘ P [ . . g ., i e ;,
60.\. Should fhe capfaln send rag froublemaker or the slck man? Why? '
\Q ""(‘ o N o ,‘ ,‘.' P o ‘: o A
L ‘ \\ : § ‘ - ," . ':
\ ‘ ) y
It be falrer fto send? ot bl B
I ‘~ \‘ .\>‘ . .‘i . e "“‘ -
"'A ¥ D
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‘ ‘ \ P B s . . . ' \ . >" . |
. . [ ; y « B . ‘ e
: , - Qa‘:, "
(63, Would; It be fair to send the troublemaker as a punlshment? N |
\ I ’ vl . ‘ N“\ ‘ “
T \ ' e \ : ~ ) ' \ A
“ * ! : . LA "y ‘ . v,. : R
' ; ! ,l i + “ ‘ i ' ﬂ&' v ) ‘ ,~.' ‘ ";“
)everal years |ater,‘rh .grown ‘up b&thers had goffen ]nfo serlous L et
' » v : * . N ,““‘ . ;"\
\ rrouble. They were s cretly leaving town in S qury and needed mngY-‘ o
y ; | |
| Alexander,r he older one s, brbke (nfo a store and stoje $500 'JOGv'fhe' o u

v
1

YOunger‘one wenr to,a, retired old man who was known to help people >y ")Q

,~¥own; ‘Joe told the man fhaf he was very sick and needed $500 TO PQY SRR "f

\

for an ope(aflon. Really he wasn r slck ar all, and he~nad no. inten— A ’w:f
' : \ ,""' 'II " ’
3\, Tion of paylng fhe man back Althougn the man dldn 'y know Joe very ORI
‘ \l ’ I ' N l‘. ' . -
well; he loaned hlm fhe money So,Joe‘and Alexénqeh skipped“town, eacnﬂ hﬁ?d
' { ol , o

)

‘with $500 ¢ o oo g

' I { o \ . S e
i i 1 o A .. '\ . ' . ."\ ' 4 . " ¢ . ‘ ' ‘ " . LR Opar
N o ‘ B W A ‘ . L
‘\ ' L Lo ' Coy e ! ¥ . .

70;"~lf you. Had to Sat)Who dld worse, would you. say lexander dio e
|  “warse in breakigq,wnto the sforﬁwand sfeal[ng the $500 or Yoe * f‘L"'.,
~ v, dld worse in. borrowing the $500 lfh no fnfentlon‘ef paylng it e

TR back? Why? Sl o ! : co
A : f RIS Lo S e e S
. y : " ’ U 1o
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74, wOuld you feel Ilke 8 worse', person sfeallng Ilke Alexande PRERRR

. cheaflng‘1ike Jde? LR, LT




[ an
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74.  Who would fe@| worse, the:storeowner who was robbed or the man
who was cheatéd out af the loan? Why? ‘ S
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APPENDIX E
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KOHLBERG DILEMWA SITUATIONS USED AS A POST-TEST
. * [ , ) ~
MEASURE OF MORALITY JUDGMENT \
. . SN ,
. X v X ' 3 ' ,/ '
In Europe, a woman was near’ death from a speclal kind of gdncer.

¢

There was one drug that the doctors thdught mignt save har.. It was a

form of radium ¥har‘a druggist ln the same }own had recently discov-
ered . Tbe drug was expenslve to make, butMthe drugg;sf was charglng

ten tlmes what fhe drug cost him to make.r He pald $200 f:S\fhe radium
and ¢harged $2,000 for a small dose of the drug. The\slck woman's
husband, Helnz, went fo everyone ge knew_%o borfow th% money, but he.
could only get together about $1,000, which Is half of what ‘It coiff |
He told the druggist rh?t‘hls'wlfé was dylng;ian¢ asked him to sell It i

cheaper or let him pay later: But the druggl;X|sald, "No, | disco&ered
' ' \

the drug and {'m going to make money from [t". So Helnz got deéﬁerafe
a .

~and broke info the man's store to steal the dru5 for his wife,

20, Should Helnz have done that? Wes it actuallff wrong of right?

Why? .
" a
23. Is It a husband's duty to steal the drug for hls wlfe lf he can
\ get lt -no other way? Would a good husband do Pt? , -

25& " Did the dfbgglsf have the rlgh;vto charge that much when there :
. \ was no law actually setting.a limit to the price? Why? '

89



3 . 0 N
~

f
»

?ﬂe next two questlons apply only lf sub Ject thinks Helnz should
%¥éal the druq: :

23a. If the husband doeél;ot fee| very close. or affectlonate to his
wife, should he stil| steal the. drug? N .

i

24, auppose it wasn't Aeinz's wtfe who was dyling of cancer, but |t
was Helnz's best friend. His frlend didn't have any money and

" there was no one In his family willing to steal ‘the drug. ;
Should Heinz steal the drug for hls friend In that case? Why?

» 1]
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The next two quesflons apply [ f subject thinks Helnz should” not steal
t he drug\J

Would you stéal the drug to save your wife's life?

I ~ 7

| f you were dylhg of cancer but were strong enough would you .
steal fhe drug/fo save your own Ilfe?

H .
. i

Everyone:

'Helnz broke In the store and stole the drug and gave It to hls
.wife, He was caught and brought before the judge, Should thel

.

T ‘Judge send Helnz to. Jall for steal!ng, or should he . lef hlm go
“~._free? Why? .

1Tne drugvdfdn'f work, and’fhéreAWas‘ho ofher tFéafmenf RnaWn-fo
" mediclne whlch could save Heinz'ibwlfe, so- fhe docfor knew fhafi he
o nhad only abouf six months to Ilve. She wus in terrlble paln buf she

; wns s6 weak that a good dose of palnklller f!ke efher or morphlne
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would make her §ie sooner. She was dellrious and almost crazy with
Lo | . | \
pain, and In her calm perlods, she would ask the doctor to give her

enough ether to kil'l her., She sald she couldn't stand the pain and
that she was going to dle In a few months anyway. b

Everyone: S ‘ . ‘ { -
47.  The doctor flnally decided to kill the woman to put her out of
‘her pain, so he did it without consulting the | The police
found out and the doctor was brought up on a .charge of \murder.
. The jJury decided he had done it, so they found him gullty of
murder even though they knew the woman had asked him. What
punishment should the Judge give the doctor? ~Why?

48...leuld it be right or wrong to glve the doctor the eath-

sentence.
!

-

49. _ Do you belleve that fhe/deafh sentence should be gliven I n some
_‘ cases? Why? . .

-

While all fhls was happen!ng, Helnz was I'n Jall for breaklng ln and

frylng to ateal fhe medlclne.‘ He had been sentenced for. fen yearsﬂ.,

Buf dffar a coup!e of years, he escaped from the prlson and went to ey

-

llve In anofher parf of the country under a new name. He saved moneyA& 

and slowly butlf up a blg factory., He gave hls workers the hlghest

>

Wages and used'mosr of his prgflts to build a hosp[f5| for Work In ;E—ﬂfii,vif

9]
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.curlng cancer, Twenty years had passed when-a tallor, necognied the "
¢ \1 . 5 \
facfory owner as belng Heinz the escaped convict whodlthe pollCYﬁhad
P o \ o
been Iooking for back In hls home town. » Qﬂ o ot :
. ’ V \\“ . ' ‘
= v : i
80.  Should the rallor report Helnz ° to the do!jce? ‘Would It be right . &
or wrong to keep It qulet? Why? * ' ‘ o T
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.84, - 1f Heinz was & good friend o{ the failor, would that make a

di f ference? Why? ‘ P
. ks .
4 "
v o . AN L A i ’
, 82, . Should Heinz be sent back to Jail by the Judge?  Why? - ' - ot
:-r‘ ‘ ® :. -~ .
‘ _ ¢ ' . ) R TR s

'Durlng the war in Europe, 8 city was often bombed by fhe enemy., So‘
: each man in the clty was glven a post he was to go to. rlght affer the

J‘;bombing, to help put out fhe flres fhe bombs started and to rescue

~fpeop|e ln the burnfng bulldlngs. A man named Dieslng was made the

Qch!ef in charge of one flre engine posf. The posf was near Where he
PR { *
,'ffworked so he could gef fhere qulckly dur(ng the day, buf lf was a Iong

aﬁway from hls home. One day fhera‘was a?very'heavy bombing and Dlesing
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left the shelter in the plaoe he'Worked and went towar:\ds hls. fire e
A ‘A O ! o
station. But when he saw now much of the clty was burning ‘he " gor Wl
worried about his faml!y. So he declded he had fo go home flrst to o
- see if‘hls faml ly wa's’éafe. ‘ ' \I = va\“‘\ . ‘\ '
{l' | ' L
90. Was it right or wrong for Diesling to leave hls.}atlon to pro-— L o
tect his famlly? Why? N . AN
S o IR S oy
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93.. Suppose Dieslé\were just a vol r and wasn't pald. - Would '
that make a di fference? Why? S ‘; ot
| - .
’ ’ . : ‘ .
! vt
. ' !
99. 'Suppose It were agalnsf the. law to leave one's post and only a : “fr
L few men besides Dieslng dld it. Should Dleslng be/punlshed? S
Why? ‘ 7 _ - . WL .
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