ED 052 498

AUTHOR
TITLE
INSTITUTION

SPONS AGENCY
REPORT XNO
BUREAU XNO
PUB DATE
GRANT

NOTE

EDRS PRICE
DESCRIPTORS

ABSTRACT

DOCOMENT KESOME
24 CG 00€& 508

Hogan, Robert; Dickstein, Ellen

A Dimension ot Maturity: Moral Judgenment.

Johns Hopkins Univ., Baltimore, 4d4. Center for the
Study of Social Organization of Schools.

Ottice of Education (DHENW)}, Washington, D.C.

R-96

BR-6-1610

Mar 71

OEG-2-7-061610-0207

28p.

EDRS Price MF-$0.65 HC-%$3.29

*Cognitive Development, *College Students, Emotional
Desvelopment, #*Empathy, Bthical Iastruction,
Individual Development, *Maturation, *Moral Valves,
Personal Growth, Sociul Developmern*, *Socialization,
Sociali Maturity

This paper presents: (') a definition of values; (2)

a measure of moral values which seers to have adequate conceptual and
psychometric properties; and (3} evidence concerning the
personnslogical correlates of mature moral judgment. Values sare
detined as the standards used in moral evaluations and the criteria
tor choosing rules of conduct. Using a brief, semi-projective tarck,
moral ‘judgments vere elicited from undergraduate fraternity mesbers.
These were scored fol muaturity of poral judgment. Persons whose moral
judgnents vere rated as mature tended to be sensitive to injustice,
vell-socialized, empataic, autonomous, and they based their judgaments
on intuitive notions of "goodness." (Author)




2498;7

.

G5

ED

MarcH, 1971 ReporT No, 96
A DIMENSION OF MATURITY:
MORAL JUDGEMENT
BY
RopenT HosaN
ELLen DicksyeIN

EL

R

US DIFARTMENT OF HEALTH
EDUCATION & WELFARE
O ICE CF e PUCATION
THS DOCLCWENT Fa g, REEN REFSO
CUCED £X80TY L RECENED FRW
THE FERSON 06 (F oA 2RO CF
INETNG Y PONTS OEVEA SO
MONS STAVED §° 0T NSCERSC B,
FEFREQENY CFEIC AL NF5f 7 o8 (1Y)
CASICNFDS T O% 28 60




Joha L, Holland, Director

Jamep M. McPartland, Assistant Director

Virginia Bafley
Thelma Baldwin
Zahava D, Blum
Judith P, Clark
James S. Coleman
Robert L, Crain
David DeVries
Keith Edwards
Doris R. Entwisle
Cail Fennessey
Jamea Feaneasey
Cathevine J. Garvay
Ellen Greenberger
Rubie Harris
Edward J, Harsch
Robert T. Hogan
John H, Holllrield
Hichael Inbay

Nancy L, Karwelt

Judith Kennedy
Steven Kidder
Hao-Mei Kuo

Samuel Livingaton
Edward L. McDill
Rebecca J, Muraro
Jeanne O'Connor
Suzanne K. Pleper
Heredith A, Prell
Martha 0. Roseman
Feter H. Rossi
Leslie Schnuells
Aage B, Sprensen
Julian &, Stanley
Keith F., Taylor
Mary C, Mernetein
Liana P, Ward
Murray A, VWebster
Barbara J, Williunms

Phyliis K. Wilson



ED052498

A DIMENSION OF MATURITY: MORAL JUDGMENT

Grant No, 0EG-2-7-061610-0207

BR 61610-03-24

Robert Hogan
Ellen Dickstein

Report No, 96

March, 1971

Published by the Center tor Socfal Organizatiun of Schoo's. supported
fn part ao a rescarch and development ccnter by funds fro. che United
States Office of Education, Department of Health, Education, and
Welfarce, The opinions cxpressed i{n this publication do not neccssarily
reflect the position or policy of the Uffice of Education, and no
official endorsement by the Offfce oi Education should bz fuferred,

The Johns Hopkius University

Paltimore, Maryland



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT

The Center for Social Organization of Schools has two primary
objectives: ro duvelop a scientific knowledge of how schools affect
vielr studeats, and to use this knowledge to develop better school
pravtices and organization.

The Center works through five programs %o achieve its objectives,
The Academic Games pcogram has developed simulation games for use in
the clossroom, and {8 studying the processes through which gaues
teach and evaluating the effects of games on student learning. The

Social Accounts piodgram 13 c¢xamining how a student's education aftects

his actual occupsifonal attairment, and how cducation results in
differeiit vocsticnal outcomes fer blacks and whites. The Talenia and
Competencics program is studying the effects of educational experience
on a wide range of human taler.s, rompetuncies and parsonal di{sposi-
tions, in crder to forgulate -- and research ~- lmportant‘educatlonal
goals other than tradttional academic achievement, Thie School
Organization program is currently concerned with tha effects of
student participation in social and educational decision making, the
atructure of competition and cooparation, formal rewari systems,
ability-grouping in schools, effects of school quality, and applica=
t'ons of expectation theory in the schools. The Careers and Curricula

program bases ite work upon a theory of career develosment, It las

developed a self-adminisiered vocatfonal gufdance device to promotc

vocational development and to foster satiefying curricular decisfous
for bigh school, college, and adult ~opulaticns,

ihis Tteport, prepared by the Tal-nts and Competeincies program, is
an analysis of the capacity to make mature moral judgmentn, The
definitton ¢f mature moral judgment developed here will be used in
further program werk on the cuncept, nature, measurement and correlates
of psychosocial maturity.
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ABSTRACT

This paper presents (1) a definition of values, (2) a measure of
moral values which seems to have adequate conceptual and psychometric
properties, and (3) cvidence concerning the personulogical correlates
of mature moral judgment. Valucs were defined as the standards used
in moral) evaluations and the criteria for choosing rules of conduct.
Using a brlef, semi~-projective task, moral judgments were elicited
which could be ¢eliably (r=.88) scored for maturity of morel judgment,
Persuns whote moral judgments werc rated as mature tended to be
senaitive to injustice, well-socfalired, eupathic, autonombuc. and

based their judgments on intuiicive notions of '"goodnees.”
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Introduction

Tiie coner »t of values seems cssential for the explanation of
social behavior and for a theory of social action. Parsons et al
(1951) observe that the description of conduct at even the most elemen~
tary level requires an account of the evaldatlve criteria by which an
actor sclects his course of action. These authore further suggest
that values may provide a common conceptual focus for the social
sclences and a link with the humanities. It {8 a concept which can
integrate "many diversc specialized studies -« from the experimental
poychology of perception to the analysis of political fdeologies,
frem budget studies in economics tu aesthetic theory and philosophy
of language, from literaturs to race riots' (p. 389), Values are
particularly cructal for understanding moral corduct, which ie prag-
matically the most {mportait region within the general domain of

value studies,

The theoretf~al (mpd>rtance of values {n the enalysis of moral
behavior s much gr2aici than the quality of research on the concept
would indicate. This research scems to have heen hindered by twou
problews = conceptual confusfon and the lack of valid and rveliable
1ssessment techniques. Concerning the firet poblem,even a cursory
survey of how psychologiate have used the tera values leaves onc with
a feeling of diemay (cf.: Allrort, 1961, p. 29%; Berkowite, 1564,

p. 444 Flugel, 1945, p. 12; Lewln, 1951, p. 273; McClelland, 1951,
p. 243; Murray, 1928, p. 106; Pittel ¢ Mendelsohn, 1966, p. 22;
bcheibe, 1970, p. 1). Mowrer (1967) was proupted to remark that the

word values is "an essentially Jeeless term, whlch has recently come

&



into vogue because it serves as a sort of lowest common denominator for
all who recognize, hosever vaguely, the reality of some sort of axio-
logical dimension in human existence, but who don't want to be pirmed
down to anything too specific..,.the term, unless extensively qual-
ificd, verges on meaninglessness, 2.d certainly lacks power and
precisfon' (p, vil), With regard to the measurement prodblem, Pittel
and Mendelsohn (1966) conclude that, {n general, existing measurcs of
moral values are unsatisfactory either because (1) they fafl to dis-
tinguish between such concepts as moral knowledge and moral attitudes,
moral recponses and responses that are merely socially desirable,
abstract concepts and actual behavior, or (2) they fail to meet the

standard psycliosetric criteria of reliability and/or validity.

Concerning the related topic of morsl judgment, we nuw have con-
aiderable ‘{nforwation about age-related changes in the form and content
of these judgments (cf., Kohlberg, 1964). However, little empirical
information is available coiucerning tha kinds of persona who make

mature or immature moral judgments,

This paper has thrce purposcs: (1) to develop a defensible
definition of moral values; (2) to introduce a measure of values with
adequata conceptua’ and psychometric properties; and (3) to explore

some¢ of the personological corielates uf "mature' moral judgments.

A Definftion of Mural Values

One useful method for discovering the meaning of a tzrm {8 to

observe hou the concept functiors {n a behavioral context, Adopting

ERIC 2
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thies pragmatic approach, Xluckhohn (1951) concluded that "values im-
plies a code or a standard...which organizes a system of action."

That %s, "actors perhaps most often thiak about or refer to vaiu:s
when they are in doubt about alcernative courses of conduct: when the
long-run cresults of the possible selections of paths of beha:ior are
not immediately obvicus or scientifically demonstrable or when
pressures of personal motivation are strong on one side ond social
sanctions or practical expedicncy of some other kind are stroug cn the
other side" (p. 395). As Xluckhohn suggests, values, although
iypically outside the peripnery of awareness, are critical in the

organization of behavior.

While values may be assumed to underlie all purposeful action,
they are iarely formulated in an explicit, self~conscious fashion.
Conscquently values noimally must be observed indirectly; and they may
be perhaps most readily {uferred from attitude statements. P, H,
Nowall«Smith (1954) sharpens the distinction between values and
attitudes. Values, he notes, precede and give risa to attftudes, th.
function of which {s to express onz's verdicts or appraisals of son»-
thing or somebody. Morcover, “appraisals are judgments, not just
expressions of a man's own taste or preference.,,.When we judge some-
thing to be good, we always judge it to be good in respect of some
property, and it {s a question of empirfcal fact whether it hax thic
prop:rty or not" (p. 164). According to Nowell-Smith, values are the
"criteria” which are assumed or implied when one makes a judgment.

Moral values, then, may perhaps be best defined in terms of their
closely related functions, Moral values are: (a) the standards used
Q
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in making moral cvaluatisns; and (b) the critevia used In assigning
prioritics to rules of conduct, These values are not expresscd
direetly in evaleatieas, nor can they be defined in terms of the moral
rules. Kather, they are iaplicit {n the process of judgment which
precedns moral evaluations or conflict resolution, and they nust be
inferrcd from tne cnsuing behavior (in fac', values might not cxist
cutsid. such a network of inferences). This definition raises three
questions which, in the present context, can only be noted, First,
where do values come from? Piaget has arguedfthat they arise
spontancously from cognitive growth and peer g}oup interaction; social
lecarning theosy, on the other hand, holds ihat values are learned by
instryction and example, The second question concerns whether moral
values can te consideved ir. any sense objectuive, i.e., deriving frowm
or reflecting empirical reality. Sevcral writers have taken the
rosition that certain values scem "objective' when considered {n an
evolutionary jperspective (cf. Campbell, 196%5; Waddington, 1960)., The

third question lt, aic all moral values equally moral”

with regard to this third question, there js agreement among some
philosoptars and psychologists that the most maral values or evaluative
criteria are characterited by a general prescription to adopt the role
of a1l others fnvolved in the moral situalion -- {n Spinoza's words,
to vicy the sftuatfon sub sgacies eternac. A number of writers (e.g.,
Baier, 1958; Kohlberg, i963; Peck ard Havighuret, 1960) have
suggested more specifically that th: moral vorth of a particuler
value may be estimated by the degrec to which it reflects a broad

moial perspective, the capacity to see both sides of an fssue, a

11
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concern for the sanctity of the individual, and a disposition to think
in terms of the spirit rather than the specific conte..t of moral rules.
Consequently, values within individuals, and sets of values between
individuals, may be {at least in principle) scaled alorg a cqntinuum

of Increasing mosel worth,

Kohlberg (1963) in particular has argued that moral values {and
the attitudes to which they give rise) are, in most cases, subject to
moral appraisal, that values may be called into mz. 21 account.
Kohlberg's rescarch on moral judgment, not surprisingly, is based on
the preml;e that values may be evaluated. This work {s generally
(ard properly) regarded as a major contribution to cur understanding
of the natuce and development of moral values, However the Kohlberg
Moral Judgment Scale (overlooked in Pittel and Mendelsohn's otherwise
comprehensise review), which provides the methodological base for
this trescarch, ie time-consuming to administer and difficult to
score. A briefer and more readily scorable test which, nonetheless,
elicits moral judgmeris ranging from the primitive to the morally
sophisticated, would be a useful contribution to research in this

areix, Such a test la.affered in the following section.

Introducing A Measurement of Values

Meth

3 S ——

1€ roral values are the covert criteria on vhich moral judgwents
depend, then these values can be inferred from overt attitudes and
moral judgments, Therefore, one approach to the measurement of values

#0uld be to eticit a ser..s of woral judgments which could be reted in
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accordance with the maturity of the values on which they scem to
depend. A series of statements was constructed, each pusing a concrete
moral issue. Consid:rable care was taken to insure that the items:

(1) werce cxpressed 1in simple, matter-of-fact language; (2) contained

an identifiable element of injustice; (3) presented more tha. one
potential victim or oppressor who could be identified according to the
choice of the subject; and (4) contained the maximum ambigulty con-
sjatent with clarity. The {tems were preceded by the following

instructions:

"fhe following three pages centain 15 sentences, Read each state-
ment and assume that it has been made by a person with whom You are
having a conversatlon, Then, on tha li{ne below cach statement, indicate

wh1t your reactfion would moet iike” ' be,"
The items themselves are presented below:

1. (Btack speaker) "Even after graduating from high school I can't
find work, Yet I know many white drop-outs who have good jobs."

2. "The FBI has its hands tied in many cases because of the un-
rcascnable opposition of some pcople to wire tapping."

3. "The ci.y is goiug to repeat what nas been done in many other
cities by building a super-highway right through the slum
district. Many apariments will be torn down and the people
will be forced out."

4, "Some boys have it so casy. They go to college and get out of
the draft, and we get sent to Viet Nam."

S. "1 told Jack my itdeas for the r~w project. He tcok them to the
boss and got the credit."

6. "The new housing law is unfair. why should I be forced to
take in tenants that I find undesfirable?"

7. "1n many medfcal laboratories experiments are performed on
live enimals and very little care i{s taken to minimise pain.”

14
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10,

11.

12,

13.

14,

15.

"I read another story today about a girl who was refused an
abortion in a hospital. An incompetent doctor gave her an
f1legal abortion and sbe died."

"I think it s unnccessarily cruvet to keep ccndemned
prisoncrs on dexth row for so long, and to make the execution
such an elaborate ritual."

“"The police should be enccouraged in their efforts to apprehend
and prosecute homasexuals. Homosexualfsm threatens the
foundations of -u. .yciety,"

“"A powerful gruup representing hunters and gun manufacturers
is nolding up a guu controli law that tke majority of the
people in this country want."

“The government shouldn't have passed the medicare bill, Why
should we pay other people's dontor bills?"

“"Several policemen were called {nto & s3lum areca to break up a
street fight but when they arrived the local residents threw
bricks at them from the windows.'

"During las: year's ghetto riots a shopowaer =aw a boy jump
out of the broken window of his store with a television set.
The man shot the boy, who is now crippled as a result."

"Ie police were rough when they broke up that crowd of
students, even thcugh thce students were parading without a
permit.,"

The test was adminiatered to 92 undergraduate students at The

Jokns Hopkins University; all were (raternity members tested at ithelr

respective fraternity houses. According to campus sterecotypes, one

group contained the campus radical-intellsctuals, the sccond was

middlc-of-the-road, and the third fraternity was consfidered conservative.

Most S8 completed the test fn 15 minu%cs or less. The range of

answers and the amount of feeling expressed toward the items suggest

that Ss became quite involved with the measure; thelr respnnses show

the rich and variad content customarily associated with projective

protocols. TFhenotypically, answers seem to fall fntu one of four

7
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categories. Takiag item number 8 as an example, the flrst category

may be dJdescribed as punitive and includes such answers as:

1. "That's her tough luck."

2. "“Arrest the doctor."

The second category of responses are answers which are efther

non-committal or scem to avold the dilemma, such as:

1. "The giri should not have tried to salve her preblems by
going to stch a man."

2. "That is tco bad -- I wonder whether {t was worth that much
to her.,"

A third response typez is pvest described as stereotypically or
conventionally liberal. These responses, although seemingly problem-
oriented, by their very popularity evidence little or ro individual

thought 2nd consideration. Examples of this sort of response are:

1. "Legalize adbortion,"

2. 'Law should be changed."

A final and surprisingly infrequent response category is charace
terized by answers which show an appreciation of the f{ssues at stake
and an involvement in the fate of the protagonist of the vignette.

For example:

[, "U'm for legalfized abortion In all caszs where the mental or
physical well-being of the mother or child is in do:bt.,"

2. "Under certain circumstances she should have been granted an
abortion. However, there should be criterion (slc) sc that
there 18 a negative incentive to get pregnant."

ERIC s
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Resulls

Four raters scored *he items on each protocol for "maturity of

moral judgment” using the following scoring elements:

1. Concern for the sanctity of the individual,
2, Judgments based on the spirit rather than the lctter of the law.
3. Concern for the welfare of soclety as a vhole.

4, Capacity to sce bath sides of an issue.

Although certainly not exhaustive, these elements scer:. to encompass many
of the fcatures of what have been described as ganuinely "moral”
judgments. The scoring procedure {tsclf was as follows, The resgonse
to an item was assigned two points {f any one of the four scoring
elements was clearly present in the ansver, An answer was given 1 point
if any onc of the four scoring element3 could be easily and readily
inferred. A response was given O points 1if none of the scoring elements
was present in the reply. Each of tue 15 items could receive a

maxlmuﬁ of two points, thus scores on this procedure could range from

0 to 30.

The following reply to ftem & is an example of a responsec assigned

a score of two:

"College education {8 an {mportaut natural resource, although the
draft {s, nonetheless, one-sided and unfair.,”

The following, in response to ftem 4 was given a scove of one:

"Education will hopefully lead to a countiy more able to avoid
wars, But a more equitable system should be consideved."

10



The following answer to ftem 4 received a score of 0:

"Every man for himself. If you had any sense you'd find a dodge,
Get in another service, at least you won't be in the rice paddies.
(Get in the National Guard, cut off a toc =-- go to Canada,)"

Four raters scored the items on each protocol for "maturity of
moral judgment" {n accordancce with the scoring clements and procedure
outlined above, About five minutes were required to train the raters
to use the scoring mcthod. All ratcers scored all subjects for every
item. An analysis of variance was then performed considering the
data as a threc-way factorfal design without replications (cf.
Cuf{lford, 1954, p. 28%; Stanley, 1961), where variations are over
raters, items, and subjects. The results of this analvsir arve

presented {5 Table 1,

Table 1

Analysis of Variance for Mecasure of Moral Values

Source SS d;' Variance F p
Subjects ($) 356.37 91 3.92 21.78 .01
Raters (R) 69.61 3 23.20 128.89 .01
ltems (1) 170,49 14 12,18 67.67 .01
(S x R) 4 120,96 273 0.44 2,44 01
(sx1) 917.77 1274 0.72 4,060 W01
(R x 1) 34.47 42 ;.82 4,56 .01
Residual 694,43 3822 00.18
Total 2364,10 553

10
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Thrce important pleces of information are derived from Table 1,
First, although-the subject by rater interaction is significant, the
interaction accounts for only about one percent of the total variance,
suggesting that halo effects had minimal Influence on the scoring of
the protocols. Second, the futerrater reliabflity, estimated from
Table 1 by Hoyt's (1941) method, 1s .88, fndicating that the raters
werc able to score the tests with good agreement. Third, the
reifability of the tect ftself, estimated by the same procedure, wvas

.82'

Validity

The total scores assigned to each person by the four raters were
averaged to provide a final score for maturity of moral judgment. WNo
single criterfon would be appropriete to validate these scores because
the retunrk of theoretical and empirical relatfons in which the
concept "maturity of moral judgment" is embedded is poorly undersgtood,
At the present stage {1 the concept's levelopment {t is perhaps more
appropriate to scek "indicators”" of validity (cf. HMeehl, 1959) than
validational crii. zla, One such i{ndicatur was developed in the
following manner. Each S in the three fraternities mentioned above
rated the other wembers of his fraternity for "sensitivity to

fnjustice," defined as follows:

“A person who {s senaitive to injustice will be quick to purcelve
unfaircess {n the decisiuns of persons or groups, or in the treatment
that persons or groups receive from others. He may or may not openly

exprass his concemmn} however, his feelings will be obvious to those

11
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who know him. On the other hand, a person who {8 insensitive to injustice
will be less likely to notice the unfairness {n a sfituation, and will

rarcly show concern when such unfair treutment is pointed out to him,"

All ratings were made along a 7-point scale, Some Ss remarked that
they dfdn't know all their fraternity brothers equaily well, so ratings
from each fraternity were intercorrelated and the resulting matrix
sibjected to a principal components factor analysis. Those raters
whose highest lpadings appeared on the first unrotated factor were
retained, the others were s~t aside. For the liberal fraternity, 19 of
35 ratecrs were selected in this manner; for the middle~of~the-road
and conservative fraternities, 23 of 29 and 11 of 28 raters respectively
were retained. Each S was then assigned a score for sensftivicy to
injustice based on the average of the ratings he received from the
selected raters of his fraternity. For the liberal fraternity the
average intercoirelation ameng the selccted raters was .35, and the
reliablllty of the composite ratings for sensitivity to injustice,
estimated by the Spearman-Brown formula, was .91. For the middle-of-
the-road fraternity, the average selected interrater correlation was
13B, and the reliability of the composite ratings for this group was

.93, For the conservative fraternity these values were .36 ind .86,

Table 2 presents correlations between scores for maturity of
moral judgment (from the moral judgment scale) and ratings for
sensitivity to finjustice. These correlations suggest that persons
who are regarded by their peers as sensitive to {njusiice tend to

make moral judgwents which are rated as morally mature. While only

12
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Table 2

Correlations Between Moturiiy of Moral Judgment
and Rated Sensitivity to Injuscice for Three Fraternities

-

Fraternity Correlations
Liberal (N = 35) A7 /x)
Middle of Road (N = 29) 11 .13
Conservative (N = 28) bk .52

Note.--Correlations in right hand column are
corrected for attenuatinn, “*: pc.0l;
*: p<.05, one tail test.

moderate ir size, these correlations provide some initial validatfonal

evidence for our measure of moral values.

Personological Correlates of Mature Moral Values

Thus far the discusaion has concerned estimates of the reliability
and validity of 2 measure of moral values. We consi{der next the
peraonolegical correlates, or character structure, of persons whose
moral values seem mature. The first author has suggested elsewhere
(Yogan, 1967) that moral development can be usefully conceptualfized
in terms of five dimensions, briefly labelled as woral knowledge,
socialization, empathy, auton.my, and a dimension of moral
ressoning defined by moral intuitionism at one end and moral
rationalism at the other. These five diwensions may be assessed
in a relativeiy straight forvard fashion. A good estimate o} the
first dimension, woral knowledge, can be derived from 1Q

13
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test scorer {cf. Maller, 1944), Socialfization, the degree to which
one has internalized the rules, values, and prescripticns of his
suciety. can be estimated by scores on the Socialization scale of
the California Psychological Inventory (Gough, 1957). Empathy,
the capacity to consider the implications of one's actions for the
welfare of others, can be assessed with a CPI-based empathy scale
(Hogan, 1969). Barron's scale for Independence of Judgment
(Barron, 1953) serves as a measurc of autonomy, the degree to
which one's actions arc independent of the effects of authority,
peer group pressure, and prestige factors. Finally, the dimension
of moral intuitionism-moral rationalism is reflected in the Survey
of Ethfcal Attitudes {Hogan, 1970). An adequate description of
the character structure of any single individual requires infor-
mation concerning the person's standing with regard to at least
these five dimensions. 17Tnus the relationship between scares on
these dimensfons and scores for maturity of moral judgment sghould
offcr some insight conce:ning the kinds of people whose moral
judgments are characterized as rature or immature.,

Forty-cne students {n an undergraduate psychology cours. at
The Johns Hopkins University completed the measure of moral values,
which was then scored by the same raters in accordance with the
same scoring system as described above. These Ss were also
adm&ﬁlstered the gcales for socialiration, ewpathy, autonomy, and
moral Intuitionism-woral raticnalism. Correlationa were then
computcd to eatimate the relationsl:ips among these scales; the

tesults of this analysis appear in Table 3.

O
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Table 13

Corrcelations between Maturlity of Moral Judgment
and the Variables Listed

(N = 41)

Scales Correlations
Socislization ; (32% 40
Empathy ABRk «58
Autonomy ‘ . 36%% .56
Moral Intuitionism- 1

Moral Rationalism -.34 -.40

Note.,==1: p¢.05, two tail test; *: p<.05;
*%: pc,Ol, one tail test, Correlations in
right hand column corrected for attenuation.

Table 3 contains no information about the relationship between
moral judgment and moral knowledge=--the range of 1Q for this sample
was too narrow to yleld a meaningful estimate. Kohlberg (1964)
reports, however, that for a population of adolescent boys
{N=72) the covrelation betwee. IQ and maturity of moral judgment
(with age controlled) was .31.

The data appcaring in Table ) suggest that persons who make
vature moral judgments tend to be well-socialired, eméathlc, and
wutonomous. Such pirsons also prefer an {ntuftive to a rational
approach for the solution of woral problems. Persons whose moral
Judgmente reflect an immatute valuve system tend to be less
soclalized, non-emphati~, and conforming, and thelr moral reasoning
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tends to have a r..lonal as opposed to an {ntufitive basis. From

a consideration of the dynamics of the measure of moral intuition-
isii--moral rationalism, the final correlation fn Table 3 fs
puzzling., (The scale reflects two cognitive styles which are pre-
sumably neutral with regard to their ethfcal import. NHigher £-uves
indicate moral rationalism; lower scores indicate moral intuition-
iswm=--Yogan, 1970.) The other correlations are, however, in a
theoretically expectable direction.

As a pavtial check on the results appearing in Table 3, 30
male undargraduates in an Introductory Psychology class at the
University of Maryland were given the measure ¢f moral v 'yes and
the empathy scale. In this sample *he corrclation betw . .1 mature
moral judgment and empathy was found to be .58 (p<.0l), .68 when

corrected for attenuatfon,
Discussion

Frcm a conrideration of how the term values is used fn ordi-
nary languape, {t was suggested that moral velues are the criterla
or standards on which woral jvdgments are bared. Values are rarely
stated directly; rather they must be inferred from a person's —oral
Judgments, cypically expresse’ in terns of moral attftudes or
decisfcns in eoral choire situations. Certain philosophers and
social scfentists agree that the values held by an individual or
a4 soclety are thcmselves cubject to woral appraisal; the most moral
values have the effect of requiring one to consider the viewpoint

of all otk2rs {nvolved in any given situation.
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A measure of moral values was introduced whose ftem format and
storing procedure were closcly tied to the preccding discussion.
No claims were made for the unique properties of the item pool of
this measure; Fowerer, the method Ltself seemed to be a useful
szchnique for obtaining moral judgments in a standardized fashion,
The remainder of the paper was concerned with discovering the
netvork of "indlcators' or emplrical relations which implicfitly
defines mature (ard immature) moral values. Five points emerged
from the rubsequent analyses., Fivrst, although the notion of
mature moral judgment may seem somewhit ineffable, raters can, with
good agrzement, score th. degree to which it is present in test
protocois (r = ,88), Second, persons whase moral judgments were
considered mature tended to be vegarded by thefr pecrs as
sensitive to {njustice (rav = ,36). Third, scores for mature
moral judgment were significantly and porftively related to
socialization {r = ,40), measvred by a scale in{tially keyed
against the criteria ~Z delingquency vs. non-delinquency and
subsequently shown to predict a varlety of responsible, pro-social
behaviovs (cf. Gough, 1965). Fourth, mature moral judgment scores
were also related to empathy (rav v ,63), measured with a scale
originally develnped against the criterion of rated empathy and
subsequently shown both to predict other {ndices ¢ £ f{nterpersonal
sensitivity and to moderate and qualify the effects of sociaiieation
(cf. YMogan and Menley, 1970; Hogan and Mankin, 1970; Hogan, et al,
1370). Finally, wature moral judgwent was associated with high

gcorce f[or autonomy (r = ,5R), measured by a set of {tems which
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dienriminated between yielders and non-ylelders in the original
Asch (1956) conformity studies, and have subsequently been found
to relate to 'varfous measures of f{iner resourcrs and ego
strength'" (cf. Barron, 1965, p. 26). Thus persons whose moral
judgments presuppose a set of mature moral values also geem to be
responsible and well-socialized, perceptive and sensitive to the
necds of othr '8, yet self-directed and independent. An unexpected
finding suggested tha!: mature moral judgment {s also associated
with a dieposition to base moral reasoning on perscnal and
intuitive notions of 'goodness" (r = -,40).

These findings prompt one final obsirvation. It seems likely
that mature moral values are a functlon of socialization, empathy,
and autonimy (i.e. character structure) rather than the reverse.
This suggests that a mature value system is, in so.se ways, "over-
determines,"” and that the moral judgments of an undersocialized,
non-empathic, and conforming person will tend t¢ he immature.
Although the developuental oripins of socialization, empathy, and
autonomy are not well understood, their antecedents probably
depend on social and emotional factors as well as cognitive
growth (cf. Stayton, et al, 1970), The fact that high scores for
mature moral judgment are associated with high scores for social-
fration, empathy, and sutonomy seems consonant with the Aristo.
telian rotion, adopted more recently by Fromm (1947) and Peck and
Havighurst (1960), that there i{s an f{mportant relaticnship between
the development of woral character and the development of

personality,
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