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THE IMPACT 9F GENDER AND NOLE PERSPECTIVE

ON'MORAL JUDGMENT

By R. Oakes and K. Quinal

Abstract: y
The focus of th1s study is the effect of role perspective and gender

on moral judgment in children. Role tak1ng experience has been demon-
strated as fundamental for moral maturity. Since gender -~ linked
socialization experiences appear to define and limit the role-taking
opportunities ¢ for males and females, it is important to investigate _
the assoc1at10n ‘between gender and moral’ Judgment in a population maklng ‘
the transition from an egocentric role perspective to a reciprocal :°
role-taking perspective. This is especially significant since investi- .
gators report different levels of moral maturity in adults as a functlon\
of oender. Lo , < -

Th1rd graders were selected for this study because they represent a
“transition period in both role-taking ability and moral judgment stages.
'The subjects were 25 males and 30 females in two classes of urban mid—
western schools randomly as41gned by the d1rector of educatlonal research.

" The results y1e1ded no s1gn1f1cant effect for gender on moral Judgment

- at this age level. However,lthe effect of perspective on moral reasoning
y1e1ded s1gn1f1cant results w1th the hlghest moral Judgment scores from
the child's perspective. . :

a4
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THE - IMPACT OF GENDER AND ROLE PERSPECTIVE

ON MORAL JUDGMENT-

Moral judgment in children has been the focus .of a comsiderable

amount of research Experimenters have concentrated primarily on

-clar1fy1ng and/or supporting theoret1cal models to' account for the

’Chlld s 1ncreas1ng sophlstlcation in maklng moral judgments. The

L+

__cogn1t1ve developmentalists present developmental correlations be—

a

g tween specific levels of moral Judgment and cogn1t1ve stages to

:h“fr

T.qualltatlvely d1fferent stages of cogn1t1ve development, through e

wh1ch all'chlldren prpgress in an"lnvariant-order; ”The‘perspec—

\
support their v1ew that cogn1t1ve devolopment is the primary deter-

[

minant in moral development.
Jean. Plaget (1965) was- one of the first reseatchers to explore

o,al utvelopment, and continues to be an 1nfluentlal force. Using

c11n1cal 1nterv1ew tecbnique, Plaget identified a- series of

Ulv

o

 tive un1que to each developmental stage strongly tnfluences the . \nﬁ

the child's developmental level structures ‘his experience. bAn ’

I

thild's percept10n of external soc1al 1nfluences. In other words,

‘identical‘situation may be'experienced differently by two children

‘at d1fferent stages of development. Social and“cultural factors

_stage..sequence,

may speed up, SlOW/dOWH, or stop development but they cannot change

B

<

Flaget subsequently related h1s cogn1t1ve developmental theory

to the development of, moral reason1ng.‘ He devised a moral~3udgment

’ v
P rroue

AN
Yoy
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o . : Dt
interview consisting of pairs of stories depicting a good intention/.
q ‘high negative consequence situation versus a bad intention/low
. . - . a' o
consequence situation. Following the presentation of the two situa-

-tions, he posed a series of questipons to each child to enable him
< ' : ' . »' o
to observe their moral reasoning processes. C '

Through this technique, Piaget idgntified two major stagesg.
in moral. development. He 1abeiled the earlier developmental stage

‘heteronomy, or a moraiitﬁ of constraint.' This‘early ;fagé appears to

be the product.ofr;;gnitine immaturity/in conjunction with'unilateral

respect'of adults. ?féébchild's egocentric'perspective prevents him/

_her from“assuming the vieﬁpoint of others in sociabwsitnAtions. .

Children ‘at this stage concentrate primarily on the physical conse-
S .

p‘quen :es of an act, and they believe punishment is: both 1nev1tab1e

and arbitrary. At this early stage, rules are externalized and

o treated as.. 1mmutab1e absolutes.ﬁv - .__;mc_iirc.;;_m; e e e e

-

The more‘advanced developmental stage identified by Piaget'
is autonomy, which is characterized by cooperation, reciprocity and
.mutual respect.. At this stage, the child 1s able to -assume the'

. perspective of "others and operates with-more flexibillty.'_The‘

childtis~now able to focus on intention rather than physical consé-

-quences of an act. The belief iﬁiarbitrary punishment characteris-

- tie Qf;hé?%EQBmemgivesiwayftorafbelief~in-restitution or reciprocal

-_penalties.' i
Piaget observed that heteronomy and autonomy appear to be
v? - overlappnng thought processes, w1th heteronomy predominating in.

.
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moral reason1ng than the lower numbered stage. . The firstmlegel,m_;ww;m“

-3-

@

the child'¢ early years; Somewhere after the age of eight orxr nine,
heteronomy is sncceeded by the higher level of cooperative morality,
autonomy. - : : Sy -

According to Piaéet, this,transition’from hetexonomy to autonomy

is facllirated by role—taklng experiences in peer s1tuations. The

mutual respect and equality characterlstlc of these exchanges leads

_away from a morality based on the will of authority to a mora11ty

built on fleVible rules wh1ch are designcd to enhance common,rlghts

1and obllgations among equals.

Kohlberg_(l969)¢ proceed1ng from a cognltlve-davelopmental

Wapproach, identified,slx qualltatively different stages(of ‘moral

N

" reasoning. He'divfded'the six,stages into three levels of two

.

stages each. Each level represents an advance over the previous CoT

leyél,_and the‘higher stage at'each level repreSents more advanced

-

the Preconventional level 1ncludes Stages 0ne and Two.“ Stage'-vmr-V

v

-One 1nd1v1duals respond from a pun1shm°nt and obed1ence orienta-

' tion. For these 1ndiv1duals, the goodness or-badness of an act &

=~

’ is determined pr1marlly by the phwcical consequences. Stage'Two

-individuals base their Judgmonts on the sat1sfact10n ot *heir

.needs. ‘The next level, the tonventional level lS divided 1nto

o v

'Stages"Three and Four. 'Stage anee 1nd1v1duals reason prlmarlly

from the perspectlve of soc1etal law and order. .Kohlberg's'

h1ghest level, the Postconventional Autoromous, oxr Principled

Q.

-
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level, is characterized by the social contract—legalistic orienta-,

tion’ (S ‘age mive) and the use of universal ethical princ1p1es

(Stage Six) . f’ .

For Kohlberg as for Piaget. the ke> to progres51on thxough

“these stages is role playing experiences in peer sltuations, leading

to reciprocal perspective—taking. Progression through these s1x
developmental stages is invariant, with advancement being effected
through the rcsolution of cognitive disequilibrium.

Piaget and Kohlberg both concentrated their research on male

0

subjects. For Piaget, this focus was due. to his puzzlemeht over :

the sex differences he observed in the course of his exper1mcnts.

" He found that his female subJects appeared to have a less developed

legal sense than his male subJects, and in a physical aggression ,

-situation, females tended to repay fewer blows than they received

while males in the same situation tended to repay more blaws. o,

Piaget did not discuss the origins of these sex . differences.

Instead, he directed his attention to the moral development of

&

male subJects. v
s ' Lt
Kohlberg ] early research 1ncluded only males, so that the
4

.standardization of his moral maturity scale and his theoretical .

position are based on the responses of males. He has c1ted w1der

'variability in: the resnonses of females as the reason for their

}”exclusion (note l) In addition, the protagonist in his test

;/

.stories is usually a male while the victim 1s t}pically a female,
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'child, or'sick male. This potential scale sex bias fs rarely con~
. sidered in research by other investigators using Kohlberg;s system.
- . In fact, using Kohlberg's stories with both male and female_
| subjects, some researchers-haue reported.that malesifunction at

a higher level of moral reasoning.‘ A study by. Poppen (1974), - -

us1ng Kohlberg's moral matur1ty scale, suggested that adult females

. ‘,}M“
i average Stage Three, orienting towards conformlty in §0c1al roles .

‘and respons1b111ties, while m les tend to reasod at a higher Stage

o L/ U
//,;v o Four, ‘utilizing a lay and rder'orientation.,/A similar finding was
. N . / .
S

oo reported by Holsteinﬁk1976) ‘She found that females gave more emo- .

. tlonal responses ‘to Kohlberg s moral Judgment studies, result1ng

\
in the categorlzation of fema&es at a lower level than males._

~

.Role-Taklng prerlences .
leen that role—taklng experlence is fundameﬁa for,moral'

!Judgment and matur1ty accordlng\to cogn1t1ve develo§;enta11sts,

it is cruc1al to 1nvest1gate the asso¢1at10n between role-taklng

experiences and moral judgment.to betterfunderstand these'gender h

ffects. Plaget observed ‘that acqu1r1ng the rec1proca1 ab 11ty to

take the perspect1ve of another person ‘is the key to autonom ,'the

. e L o 3 Y
role. 1 entification. - Sex-typed soc1a11 zation processes appear to
deflne and lim1t the role-taklng opportun1t1es for males and femal S.

Flavell (1968) def1nes role tak1ng as the ab111ty to understand\

' \

the interactlon between the self and others as seen through the eyes
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of thé other. He makes .a distinciton between role enactmeﬂt and role-

taking. Role enactment involves the Subject actually incorporating

ne =

the role attributes of the other and behaving overtly in accordance

with them. Role-taking is a covert, cognitive- process of . adopting '
the perspective or attitudes of another in order to understand the
role. Role-taking can lead. -to behavioral changes by serving as -a

rehearsal for role enactment. or providing understanding of the
other's PerspeCtive. o« O : Lo !
. ‘ : . " .
" Role takinggreduires the ability to assume perspective apart g

e

 from the intrusion of one s own perspective. Studies indicate that

AN
this is a*developmental ability (Flavell 1968; Piaget, 1965
Mﬁ

Selman, 1971) At about age. 9: children progress from an egocen—

: tric role perspective to a reciprocal role-taking perspective.

. Selman (1971) found that egocentric role tﬁkers tend to use Pre—.

- . PETIEE ..‘ e

"conventional moral reasoning while reciprocal role takers reasoned

at the Conventional level 'He concluded ‘that reciprocal role—

taking 1s a necessary ‘but- not sufficient condition for moral iy

reasoning advancement..

Marsh and Serafico (1977) did a study that supports Selman's
developmental model of perspect1ve taking. They tested children

from ages 4 to- lO on a social role-taking task, a§§pat1al perspec—-v

i”f'increas%g with age,‘and that the abilities were significantly inter—

'correlated They found that pcrspective had a significant impact

s N

 tive taSk,fand a moral reasoning task. They found ‘that each ability e



on moral reason
tive takiné ﬁed
(1976) findings
fénent 1evels'o

their own. For

from students t

denté‘taking_fh

Ihé.profou

‘of morai judgme
" Using Kohlbefg'

" of the. protagon

between Stage T

subject. This

reflect a highe

“rather that mov

and Four is int
subject.

Sex Role Identi

- 1f, as it
to sex ro}e.tra

sex role identi

tification' and

[

'do not exist, t

t'biologiqa¥}y;,§

’
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Lsoning\at ages 5, 7; and'9; andvconcluded that perSpec- ‘
mediates moral judgment. 'This corresponds to. Yussen s
ngs that adolescents and college students exhibit dif—

s of moral judgment using social perspecitves other than
For example, he réported fewer principleu responses a

s taking the perspective'of‘policeman than1from,stu—
. _ . N

\ N

;_the perspective of philosopher.hv i
»found Admpact of role perspective on the clafsification
lgment‘stages has also been demonstratec by Leyine (1976)
'rg s moral Judgment stories, he observed that the identity

N\
Lgonist and the natpre of the issue caused a fluctuation

’

e Three and Stage Four, with'both stages uSed~by“each
iis seems to indicate that Stage Four does not 51mply
.gher stage of moral reasoning as Kohlberg claims, but
movement.betweenkthe Conventional}level stages Threew
interchangeable depending on the role perspective of the
, . , .
:ntification h o ._ . ' - .
it appears, role taking eiperiences are'closely'tied
training, it'is important_to explore-the processéof,
:ntiiication'and the association betneen’sex,role iden-
ind moral reasoning. .Colley.(l959)‘states that "persons"
',bthere:are only male persons and female persons—-—

sociologically, and psychologically. How:does an_

'''' )
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individual begin to associate with the categqr* male or female? P

Brown (l958) distinguished between sex role preference and sex:

L4

role identification. The former refers to behavior associated,
with onedsex of the other'that the'individual would like b adopt
" or that is perceived,as the preferred or more desirable behavior. . -

Identification is the'behavior associated with one sex or the other .
. .

‘that the individual introjects and acquires as his or her own. By

‘the second year of life, the child begins to distinguish ‘between

', male and female and between masculine and feminine. Preference forx

'

.'a particular sex: role begins to emerge by the third year.
According to cogn1tive developmental theory (Kohlberg, l969),‘ C

sex role identity coincides with the cognitive stage of conserva-

- tion, around age 5. At that time, the ¢hild learns that his sex -‘is a)
;constant .and then begins to acquire appropriate behav1ors and values.-

This contrasts with the social learning theory claim that sex ‘role L

. \, 1 . —~ B

' identification and modeling or imitation represent the same process,
and are‘the product of previously learned behaviors (Bandura,'in
GoSlin, l969). However, both approaches concentrate on the social )
1nfluences related to learning appropriate sex-typed behaviors.

Research indicates that both sex role preference and ‘sex role
»

identification are more pronounced in males (Brown, 1958' Sutton— .
”:Smith and Rosenb7rg, l963) Brown reuorted that boys in kindergar—if\flf
ten’ through fourth grade showed a stronger preference for aspects

: of the masculine role than girlf showed for the feminine. role." A

t . N : &



N, ‘ n ; 1/ —9- s : .
P . . e ' . - ._ . ‘ f ) V¢
'majority of girls in grades one thcough four expressed a greater

preference fér masCuline things than for feminine things. "Brown

explains these differences using the Freudian emphasis on anatomi—

4 PR \ K e

cal'differences, the»Adlerian emphasis on sociocultural favoritism of

LY

the males, and the fact that the’ female has more latt1tude in ex

,pressing.a preference for sex-typed objects and activities.in;our' .,

sqcihty: Sutton-Smith and Rosenberg'(1963) found»that forlboys;
.“jgames and sports were_positisely associated with the male seuy_‘. .y
"role,.but girls' choices-were more generaliaed. | | '
l.. : ‘ S

How does this more concrete sense of identificat1on found 1n

¢
! .
-

N

A\
boys relate to moral reasoning stuﬁgis? Since male” toys and acti—

v1t1es tend to be more action—oriented males would be expected to

respond in an instrumental on%?ction—related manner 1n moral reasoning

b

situations.‘ This actlon orientation should result im a more’ situatlon-

. ‘e . . f

spec1f:c ‘or "’ env1ronmencally dependent or1entation. Their strong‘sense
A :

¥

of male identity would tend to. lead. them to identify more closely with

‘male characters~1n moral Judgment stories (Kohlberg, 1969). resulting
‘ in a straightforward action type of response. -.". . ;f

¢ ¢ R " [

The more general orientation of females should tend to make
. ’ A ' ' '
them more responsive to all perspectives~in a moral situation. This

1 .
. . o . . ~

response type . would 1mply a more empathic or’ feeling or1ented approach.
\ .

. /
i~ .

Instead of - the, sit/ational focus of - males, females should tend. to re-

/
- o - Coe

' spond from a generalized people perspe;tiqe.w

T - K . v i

-




iﬁ Snd a more moralistic perspective than girls.u :v

°

'f‘ his experiment measuring the relationshlp between moral Judgment ’

Parent Identification'

e e

Parent identification has long been‘recognized as a significant
factor in sex’ role identification and gender‘related role experlences_i
(Freud in Sprachey l96l Sears, 1953) One of the mostvinfluential

theories 1nvolving parenL 1dentification is that of Freud._ He

-,

‘asse ted tha't the different1al identifica*ion process ‘

i

he postu—

N .

N\
N

E B N
is cruc1al for. producing appropr1ate sex role orientation in bcth O
males and'females. He claimed that the mother empha51zes feelings T

N 3 w,':'.. -

>and personal adJustment_and does~not differentiate in’ her treatment

— N
- r‘—(\_"

of boys and girls.v The female learns feminine ways by trying to be .

LI

‘a woman who pleases her father, while the male acqulres a more 1nstru- -

“mental or1entation by striving to be & man. like his father. Thxs cor- A

responds to ‘the male and female orientation discussed 1n the section '

on sex role 1dentification.»
. o -
Johnson emphas1z1ng the essent1al nature of father identification R

1‘for advancedwmoral reasoning in both male and'female chlldren;'kin_

and. parent identification in.9 and- ll—year—olds, he reported thatr,

. for_females ‘as well as for males, the attainment.of high_moral_

<

ol L

Johnson (1963) hypothesized that 1dentification w1th the father,."'

. . . - .
, Con .- e e SN
e oN

Fry s (1975) results corresponded to- the\theories of Freud and R f,



e

#a_judgment is related more significantly to§%§§{medfidentification'
with the father. .f B T |
Weisbroth (1970) found that moral maturity in males was re- ._}4
lated to identification with both parents; but for females it was
related more to identificatlon w1th‘the father. Lazowick (1955) o
reported the ‘same trend. ‘ ) B ‘ @f
| ‘However, Sears, Maccoby and Leyin (1957) reported earller develop~ .
Illment ‘of _conscience in girls because of a smoother ident1f1cation,prolml+m

:/1 cess with.the mother.' In the early years, both boys and girls 1den-~
; vtify primarily with-the mother. Girls retain this 1nit1al maternal
| identification, but as a result of ‘the defensive process of 1dent1—
fication with the~aggressor (A. Frued in Sears et.al.. 1937),’boys'
.shiftito the father5 ;Thgs“for boys,.the identification conflict
. retards_the developmént of conscience, while for.éirls, the conti-
nuitY;of identification acconnts’for anfearlier deyelopmentwof -
—inner control"“ | o )
| Lynn (1962) theorized that females identify with specific
-laspects of the mother's role as they observe‘them directly Boys,
.on the other hand,.are-unablevto_observe_the father s specific
roleibehavidri' Instead;.they must‘identify with the cultural
stereotype of whatvis masculine.' He characterized hlS 1dent1f1ca-‘
tion model as a case of the female learning *he lesson (imitation)
‘as opposed to_males solving the problem. Lynn claims.that these

processes lead to a greater need for affiliation for the female




" and greateriproblem Solviné'skills for'the_male. Thisfcorresponds
;to the empathic orientation'ofvfemales and'theiaction orientation i}
of males observed i_‘moral development research;v |
Peck and.Having urst. (1960) foundnthat the majority of iemaleso
in their study seemeduto acquire'their moral perspective from thkir'
" mothers. They”reported.that advanced moral:judgment‘mas.relatedvto
~the moral makeuptof the child's'model;‘rather than to‘whether they

t

)

,1dent1fy w1th the mother or father.
o ‘The present study was designed to 1nvest1gate the assoc1ation
between gcnder and role perspective, and moral Judgment. The effect
of perspective taking on moral. Judgment was: measured in the present

stud) by - hav1ng the children make judgments from the1r own perspec—

tive as well ;as from the perspective of their mother and their father. -

Since .F‘?e_ literature indicates that moral judgment s influemced by .
sex role.identificationvand-parent identification, measures were
included to assess these dimensions.. ‘
Third graders.(around-ags 9) were selected for.this research
" because’ this age grounﬂrepresents a transitional_period in‘cognitive
development. We wouldbexoect'tovfind a‘greater-uariation in moral. T

,Judgments at this age, as- children ‘move from heteronomy to autonomy.

In addition, role taking skills are developing along w1th cognitive

abilities, so these children should"be'capable'of swltching.perspecf
. ‘tives in order to‘make moral judgments from the vieﬁpoints of thier

_mother and father.




The major concern was an examination of sex differences in . )
moral reasoning. If'they are not observed at this age, sex dif-

ferences. in parent 1dentification and sex role identification w1ll'.

’

be. explored in terms of their potential effect on moral Judgment '

i‘&
at a later period such as adolescence, after those»identificatlon-"
. . ,-.. B . . B < .

processes have become stabilized. -
Method. .

Subjects
" *" /The subjects were 25 male‘and 38 female third graders in. two .

. . W ‘o
/
/ .

urban midwestern schoolsl T’f 2 hools were randomly assigned by

P

vfthe director of educational research in the public schools. All
‘;fthird grade students. in both schools were.teSted.
‘Measures-

of three .tests
Each—subgect was given a series . . presented in ran-

P

domized order. These tests were as follows:

1. Goodenough-Harris Draw1ng Test (Harris, 1963): All three forms

of - this test were administered (Draw—A-Man, Draw-A-Woman, and Draw—A—
c Child) In the Draw-A—Child test, the word "child" was substituted
for the word yourself" in order to investigate the use of this
scale as a measure of sex role identification.
The subject was always instructedvto draw:a child first; -

the order of the other two scales was ‘randomized.

-

\. . . ‘ P ’ a
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‘order of the good intent/high consequences, bad intent/low conse*

_;14;‘,

'.‘Qv
PR

sets of stories, intention/consequences and lying, were slightly

altered to create three pairs of stories in. each of%the above two-

categories (consequences and lying), one set each of child (neutral)

‘interacting With parents, a boy interacting with parents, and a girl

interacting with parents.r’: R ' ‘ T ’
The-first moral‘judgment story presented to each‘subject
was intent/consequences, Ychild"™ actor. The "boy actor and "girl®

‘e

actor intent/conseqvences stories followed in’ randomlzed order. The

‘fourth story’ presented was the "child" lie story, followéd by the

"girl" and "bby" lie’ stories'randomly’presented. This_procedure

' was utilized to‘control,fdr.(l)3effect of boy/girl &h personal

answers and (2) responses due to a particular order of stories.-

. For each'pair of.stories in the six conditions,.theﬂexperinentérm

first read the story- and then asked ‘the child to explain what hap- ..

'pened in the story in order to assess the child's understanding

Y

After both stories were presented, the experiménter asked the subJect

to identify the-naughtiest'of.the two children in the stor1es. In

order to aV01d a response set of Judgment based on poor recall the

s

quences was alternated R i.‘_ Co T

The second experimental condltion using the moral Judgment

scale involved the effect of'perspectiveetaking on moral Judgmentﬁ "

After-thevreading of each set of paired stories and the child's

2. Piaget s Moral Maturity Scale (Piaget, 1965) Pia§5t‘§’tw6“"WW1L;"“w



wselection of the naughtiest, the experimenter asked the child‘to

[ ’

4 pretend to be the mother._ fhe subJect then responded to. the ques—.
, tion, "Who does mother think was, naughtlest9" The same procedure. -
4was/Fepeated to assess moral reasoning from the”father‘s perspective. -

3. Parent Ident1fication Scale (Oakes & Quina—Holland 1977) TThe

'unavailab11ity of a standard1zed scale made it necessary to deslgn’

A.one for this study. The scale includes’43 questions.. The\first

two asked the child to ident1fy his favor1te toys and best r1ends,'
"Questlons 3 through 18 ask for the mother s. favorite 1tem (Eet, .4a.i.m;:f_

,-dessert, flower, ete.). and the father s: favorite 1tan (the same

categor1es) The ch11d was then asked - to choose between the two

‘.. -

i responses for. h1s/her favor1te., Questions 19. through 23 concern d

the selection‘of mother-or ratherfas the’ parent_whofpunishes, makes

' fhé“biggéstfdééiéiaﬁs; iswstronger, oéféééiéer;
A nositiveﬁscoreqwaS'recorded forreach ansver thatAmatched_,,,'
the selection'forfmother;.a negative scorevwas gecorded_foryeach',
_;;7ansyeréthat;matched;the;seiectionwforwfather;riAnswershthat“did"”M”W”“”h;“”
ﬂnot match:either‘selection‘(mother‘or father)'wereinot counted.
" Before adm1n1stering the Parent Ident1f1cation Scale, the
experlmenter ver1fied that the father was presently 11v1ng at ?F
home, had not been out of the home for more than 18 months to
2 years, or had ongoing.contact w1th the child ' If‘those condi—

:\

tions were not met, only the f1rst two questions vere presented.

sy F
Tty a
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ff?rocedure B ;ﬂ.-’..q. o ;Lr.z,:;;:py_. :,Q:llfﬁ,m:,“"”.]”.w:;iggw_r
' available room provided at each of . the two schools.”

the room.

e ——— & . - . “.

' leav1ng a total of 32 female and 24 male parflcipants. TY:M:Q;,QW;mMN

" tween the sexes for all var1ables.

' each scale. The polnt scores were transformed 1nto IQ scores

>

o . . . e

'~\Two male and two. female experimenters alternated testlng

\.\ - )

~. ‘/z

" male and femalerchildren.“ The tests were adminlstered tn an 'x-l"t, S

T ~ . W

I T

1

.lack of,facﬁlities,Aall'testing'was done in*the\same room at

oo . _ S SR —
each school.]zEach experimenter worked in a different area of —

. e s
o . .

- .The tests were presented in randomized order.

Results RN

IS

Seven subJects for whom the Parent Identrflcatlon Scale could

’/

not be completed were not 1ncluded 1n the follow1ng ana Ses;' C T T

/‘

The pr1mary focus of thlS study was the exploratlon of

- sex dlfferences affectlng moral reason1ng For thrs reason,.

:

the first analyses concentrated on- determ1n1ng dlfferences be-

- o v B

SN o
» RN

' Goodenough-Harris Test.-fAll three scales (Drau—aéuan;”Drawea-,

Woman,;Draw-aéChild) wereiscoredvaccording'to the'Goodenough—

Harr1s 'manual (l963), w1th a total of 73 points poss1ble for

o
)

‘;basec on the Goodenough—Harrls standard1zed tables. ’MeaanQs

are presented in Table l. S

v'Insert“Tahle 1 about here -
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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" Drawing T2

Cmabler

.;MeéﬁilQ Sqdres_f6: thevGoodeno

7 :'Féﬁé1e§:' :jf9g:4% i

",MaleS»jm:“ff100, 

"Across .

R




A two-factor analysis of variance for sex of participant ORISR
:and type of scale yielded a significant main effect of sex

t(F (l 54) 4 15, p_( 05), Wlth males scoring highe1 than - e
vfemales on all scales. Comp;risons.among the three scales also ;i
?revealed a significant main effect (F (2, 108) = 4 32, 2_<f -025.
A NeWman—Keuls comparison was performed on t;e across—sex-scores

' on the Goodenopgh—Harris:scales. Ihis analysis, presented.1n~ .
" Table 2,»revealed_that.the'Draw-a—Woman score was significantly
' lower than . the Draw-a-Man or Draw-a—Child scores. 'The.latter two‘

.

- fscores did not differ from each other.

- Insert’Tahle’ZJabontiherev :
. Tat 2 at Dere .

~

-

While thc rrrrrr 1nteraction was not statistically 31gnific55t
(<. l), 1t seems worthwhile to note that scores for females

were, relatively 51milar across the three IQ scales, while for

males larger differences (especially the lower Draw-a—Woman

‘score) were observed

. v P . ‘
Parent Identification --Father 1dent1f1cation 1s 1nd1cated

\\\v by -a negative total score, mother 1dent1f1cation corresponds to
AN :

a\positive total score.' The univariate E ratio for-the multi—
RN

, varia\e test of equality of mean vectors indicated a 81gn1f1cant
»3l difference bhbween sexes on this scale (F (2 108) 12 92, P
'<' 0008) _ The m Vns were in the expected direction of same—

sex parent 1dent1ficat' n (Table 3)

B Insert Tab 3 about here




’lDréﬁ‘A*Woman ",E

g

Draw A Man

Draw A Child _,"
09570 oo - 96,98

'.DréwaA Woﬁén./?~
" Draw A Man
95.70

w;..DrawﬂAfChiidj'A
-96.98

“i316%

" 1.28 -

N R

“n

% L.05




' T?ble 3

RN

; A U e
Means and Standard Deviatiogs/fofmﬁhe
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-were significantly h1gher than those fr0m the perspective of

.\\ B : l, . », . _21_

“ﬁoraI'Judgment'Scale.--The'moral'jndgnent'scora was determined

hy\awarding.one.point for each choice based on.good intention. as

;Qpposed to physical consEquence. There were. three subSCales, repre-

.

.°enting the perspectives of self father, and mother, with a total

L]

. of 6 possible points each Scores are presented in Table 4,

v . P /.
- . |

Insert Table 4 about here

A twoefactor Analysis of Variance for sex of'participant

t4

by subscale yeielded a sign1ficant ma1n effect due to scale

.(F (l 54, 21. 33,‘2 <f 001) ' A follow-up Newman—Keuls 1nd1cated

that moral Judgment scores from the ch11d s perspect1ve (self)

¢ \

'mother or father (E_< 01) (Table 5).- Scores from the perspec—*f;”'“””“‘”

tive of father were also s1gn1ficantly higher than from the perspec—.

e e e et e e

tive of mother (p = 05) - No sign1f1cant.differences were observed\__

between sexes. . ' 1 .

Insert‘Tahle 5 about here

Parent Identi£1cation and Moral Jndgment.——Parent 1dent1f1cation
scores’were useg to d1v1de sanects into three groups: High.Father\
1dentif1cat1on, def1ned as scores below the (negative) mean father".
identification score-(l3 males; 2 females); High Mother identifica— )
tion, defined{asiscores_above thev(positivej mean Mother identifica-

tion.SCdreu(A'males, 15 femaies);fand neutral'scores;falling between




_zg_i“m“”

\

-

: ‘ - . s
B | . .

| Tablejs

Means and'Standarqueviation'Sco;es for . .-

'Y‘ ‘Moral Judgment from Self, Father, -and Mother Perspectives

~ and, Total Across All Threé‘Perépectives7;ﬂ

-

,Selfv

%ather

Mother

_+  Total

Males X .- = 2.15 -
. s.. . .92
Females X 'é_'2.00¥ 3

s.D. . .9

©1.90 - 1.93

97 . 10

197 1.86

~'..96{\' .10 -

1.99;

e

1,94,

o7

.97

‘Across.

Sex X = 2.06

S.D. 94

"1.94 .\ 1.89

T R [«
| "L

1.96 ;-

S .97




"'Newman-Kéﬁls Test

Y .. —

",

« 7 Moral Judgment Scores

P
1
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I °
: ° "
- < \ *
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- St o u ST -

: Mother " - Father ... Self

. '1.89 . . /353 1.9 .. . .. 2.06

. ‘v
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those two points (7 males, l9?females).' Moral Judgment scores for,
“those three*groups are presented in;Iable 6.

. ) . [ . s R R
& . ¢ . . . .

L o | ,Insert!Table 6. about here

"An analysis of variance on'moral.judgment scores'yielded ho .-

'significant main effect of parent identification, or 1nteraction.

~

v

However, it is interesting to note that the means are in- the expec—

ted direction. High Father identification scores were consistently'

_larger than other scores, and High Mother Mother s perspective

yielded the lowest moral Judgment score.

'2}§Eg§§igguﬂiﬂn.ﬂr_
The Primary questlon posed b}’-this study was whether there :
1?

1

are sex differences in moral Judgment in young children. The results

“yielded no significant effect of sex on moral Judgment at th1s age -

[

level.' This contradicts previous studies, ‘somé of which have ind1—

vcated male subJects perform better than female subJects in measures

A N ~

of mo/al maturity, and’ some of which have reported superior perfor—

h"mance for females. There are several possible egplanations for

‘th1s discrepancy o

As Turiel (l976) and Holstein (l976) noted, when soc1oeconom1c

level and type of school (progressive, conservative, or parOchial)
vwere controlled for, sex differences were eliminated All subJects.; .
"“11n the present study attended traditional pﬁblic schools and repre- E

'wsented the same general socioeconomic leyelfand neignborhood.. E

I\ R L el P
e o - o S o b




3  “
_ Table 6 ~

Moral Judgmeﬁt.Sgofes'for Tﬁree Levels’

Qf”Parent Identificatioﬁ |

‘?A<'M6:a1‘Judgment

Perspeétivesf

- Self - Father ’ﬁotﬁér-' Total .-

Father Identifiéd _‘4.33 B 4,00 I“C"UéiQB ;?_ 112.27 -
Mother Identified  4.00 3.84 U358 | 11.42

Neutral Identified 3.96 . 3.69 . 3.69  11.35
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The usEfof Piageq's’test of moral maturity'may have reduced
the - dmpact . of sex differences because it has-a restricted range

’ of scoresi/,Perhaps a test offering a wider set of alternatives

or a larger number of questions would have allowed greater d1scri—

} ¥ -

minability

Finally, the. age range selected for this study nmy be too

early.” Children»at_the third grade level are on the verge of
stage transition from a'predominantly heteronomous orientation

" to & predominantlv-autonomous orientation. At this-age, role
taking skills are'also developing\from an egocentric perspective-
to a more;reciprocal role tahing perspective. Role taking in
'peer situatlons now. ‘becomes crucial for advanced moral\Judgment.

' These same role taking’experiences:will»continue_to-define the
-child's”sex role. ’ It‘may be—that as'moral judgment%becomes more-'
dependent.on role taking, reasoning would eventually come under
the 1nfluence of: differing sex role orientationsa‘ Measuring

'th}s-relationship as it becomes more interdependent may necessi-

tate%theluselof.ajmore discriminative scale. . i
| aFindings'reportediin the_literature‘of‘stronger'sex”role
.identificatﬁon-for-malesvwere confirmed here: The Draw-A—Child
:.scale which vields a measure of strength of”sex role identlfica—i .
jtion, yielded significantly higher scores for males than for o
females.. The fact that Draw-A-Child scores were higher than’g gi

,feither Draw-A—Man or Draw—A-Woman indicates that subgects at

. Lo,
N .
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- cation to\voral judgment was’not.significant. - Two eXplanations'

~can be'offered’for this finding. It may be. that no relatlonship

.h Kohlberg s

reason from|an

I

\

tive. In addition, this fluctuation across the three'scales, was

.

tiationlin_sex role orientation'for them. The similar scores

across the three scales for female\subjects‘may indicate the de-
velopmemt of a more’generalized "people" socialwpe§5pective;
Alt&ough the results indicate differentiating sex role

orientatipns at this.age, the'relationshipvof sex role identifi-

was- observed in this study becauée .sex role ident1f1cation has not

yet been fuliy 1ncorporated by age nine. More plau51bly, Piaget s
scale may not be able to discr1minate between 1nstrumenta1 and

express1ve orientations. This different orientation~has'been“

1ncorporated into Kohlberg s model at the Conventional Level

»'.

ta Three classification includes ind1v1duals who
lm

path1c "feelings orientation while Stage Four T

-

individuals reas n.from'an instrumental law and order orientatlonf

D1ffer nces lon fhe Parent Ident1fication scaIe in’ the expected ,

dirnction suggest that this test was a valid measure. Parent 1denti— o

f1cation was clea ly observed at this age. The relationship between :

\. ) | . ' ) 3 ' —27_’ R ) . . )

- this Lge are still operating‘from an'egocentric cognitive perspec-

. more. markeg\fgr -male-subjects, Suggesting a more’ specific differen-ipvwwuw

father ident ficatfon and moral judgment tended to support Fry, "xj'_-'

Johnson, and,Freud. However, more subjects are needed to 1nvestigate

the poss1ble signif'cance of this relationsh1p ' The sample was not



I

DU - | o
| _\ | e ' J
- this Lge are still operating‘from an'egocentric cognitive perspec— '

“ tive. In addition, this fluctuation dcross the three'scales, was

_more. marked\for -male-subjects, suggesting a more’ specific differen-if'mm"
tiationlinsex\roie\orientationfor them.. The similar sgores

.

across the three scales for\feaaIe\subjectsdmay indicate the de;
veiopmemt of a more'generaiized "peopie" socialsberSPective;

Ale ough the results indicate aiffgrén;iatingfsex role
orientativns at this.age, the'relationshipvof sex role'identifi- ‘
~oation to\ oral judgment was not s1gnif1cant. - Two explanations’ |

~can be offered for this f1nd1ng It may be. that no relatlonshlp
was: observed in this’ study becauée sex role ident1f1cation has not
yet been fu ly 1ncornorated by age n1ne.v More plau51bly, Piaget s
scale maw n:X be able to discriminate between 1nstrumenta1 and

expressive or1entations. This different orientation~has'been”

1ncorporated into Kohlberg s model ‘at ‘the Conventional Level

.b Kohlberg s

i

ta Three classification includes ind1v1dua1s who
‘reason from|an lm

path1c "feelings orientation while Stage Four T

-

individuals reas nrfrom'an instrumental law and order orientatlonf

D1ffer nces lon fhe Parent Ident1fication scaIe in’ the expected ,

direction suggest that this test was - a validgmeasure. -Parent 1denti— .

fication was clea ly observed at; this age. The relationshib between4:
- ~ ’

father ident ficatfon and moral judgment tended to support Fry, .‘"

Johnson, and Freud.
. o ’. Q . N .
the possible signif'cance of this re1ationsh1p ' The sample was not

However, more subjects are needed to 1nvestigate R
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_ large enough to compare high father identified males and females
T ‘or h1gh mother 1dent1fied males and females. It Would appear to

rbe useful to exPlo*e-this relationshipldevelopmentally 1nclud1ng

earlier and later ages.
| An 1nterest1ng finding in the present study is the appearance

of significantly higher moral’ judgment scores from the’ child'

‘own perspective (self)_than from the, perspective of either father
or mother with the lowest scores being from the perspective of
: mother. It is possible that children ‘are aware of the intention/
consequences discrepancy at. a very early age. However, thelr good
'1ntention/high consequence acts are reacted to with greater anger

especially by the mother who would more often beﬁpresent when an

accident occurs., These results suggest that the ch11d percelves

s
A

. _ thelmother,at a:"lower. level of_moral;judgment.v The same finding
was observed on the'relationship‘betweeniparent identification‘and '
moral judgment,i:The.lowestamean‘score wasrfor high“mother_identified

3 .'[subj*ec'tg’- £rom the perspective of mother. h

Further research is needed to explore the differences suggested

- in the present study, particularly the suggested relationship
-.between parent identification and'moral Judement.: If there is

a relationship between moral Judgment and d1ffering sex role orien-
;tations, it appears that only a- developmental study utillzing a

more d1scr1minat1ve scale w1ll successfully clarify the issue.i-.'”

.'The study points to the poss1b111ty that sex d1fferences as pre—

).

fv1ously reported are due to: factors other than maleness:”,> , e

_ or;"femaleness; j;'ﬁ*}*:'[ v e -
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