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This pro,ject attempte to 1nvestisate the ex:.stence .

or non—enetence o:E_ assoc:.at:.ons between moral or:.entat:.on

‘ ‘a8 measured by the Kohlberg Moral Judgement Sca\;'h\ (1958)

and certaln soc:.ologn.cal fadtore. A sample of 501 first-

year Newfodndland unlversity students are sorted into types : .( '
o;t‘ moral reaeoning according to the:.r r65ponses to the. J” .
K’ohlberg scale. Six h,ypotheses are then tested. It ‘is . R

found that hlgher social class strata are related to level -

. of moral or:.entat:.on, that rellslous affn.l:.at:.on, practice ;' \".

and degree of rel:.gloelty are unrelated to level oi‘ moral '

orientation- that soc:.opolltical partn,q:.patlon and .‘

pol;.tical orn.entatlon aTe um:elated to level of moral - .
onentatlon.A FJ.nd:Lngs relating to' reln.g:.on and soc1a1 L '( e
‘with thoee found by K:ohlberg (1968; o
1971). :—-Results regardn.ng sociopol:.tlcal part;:.clpat:.on and ‘

.'class are cons:.stent

-

or:.entation show differences from those of Turner and Whitten :
(1971) and Haan, Smith. and. Block (1968). '
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only to realize ‘the state of sociological knowledge, but

ominous experience.

CHAPTER I . -

. .. - INTRODUCTION = °-

- . - ‘ ° v

N l*;o.

d

3 - ' oo T . e .
If ‘ohe engages in SOCiological research during
these turbulent‘and troubled times, he soon realizes the

~¢raditional questions relating to his discipline have yet

" to receive adequate attention. The academic necessity not}“ ‘

also to. realize the frailty of a thesis at this level, {-
tends to saddle the student With amkivalence. Yet if Be
can discover a research problem which inVites.thought and I

permits flexibility, his research endeavouraWill be a less

o

The first major concern of this project sprang
from the Viewpoint that consideration of moral judgement ; 13 .
ought-to embrace both sociological and psychplogical .; |
»

dimenSions. Differences between these two diaciplines

still givé rise to perennia} discussion, most of which is

o sterile. Any distinctions between them have become more Lo

: uncertain With the increasing variety f erk regarded as

sociology and the development of certain\kinds of - T .
psychelogy.' Still . the -modal psychologist and his concerns - .

fl

: appear far removed‘from'the modal sociologist.

L
oo

~
e
1
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. l;nteractlcns loglcally should exlet. Man is a' ;

L]

,soclal an::.mal. Soclety mod:l.flee and perhaps even creates

“,"certa:l.n of h:|.s mental }nechanlsms fxom naught. Consequently,

, ev1dence. But H:Ls clever 1nteract:.onlst approach

J‘

| hae devised his own° schema of stages.

socloIOgy requlres effective exchanges w:.th psychology if,

fmvestlgatlons of vaet toplcs, such as, moral feellngs and

LA !

'S

language use, are to be ahccessful
The 1nit1a1 1nterest ain conductlng; research on:
moral ,judgement tempered with soclologn.cal factors emerged

after'readlng Jean Plaget s(book, The Moral Judgement of -

the Child. Piaget descrlbes thls ‘work ag\/prellnrlnaa:'y

research It furnlslied the basm for his cognltlve-‘

development approach to moral development., Whlch emerged

-+

from hls pos:l.tlon mldway between psychology and soclology.- .

lgethodologlcally one could cr1t1c1ze his emp1r1ca1

\ - : -
The cons:Lderatlon of Piaget's research led to

' exploratlon of verious theories and research strategles

germane to the cognitive—developmental approach to moral R

development (Baldw:u.n 1906; 'G.H. Mead-1934), Theae .
fragmented theorles are - subsumed 1n the approach of

Lawrence Kohlberg (1958 1963a; 1963b) who has cmtlclzed .'

much of Plaget'e theory and through an integrat:uve process

17
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N Available documented research malnly usn.ng

Kohlberg 8 approach h'as con31dered yqung children as '

subjects ‘and ‘has concentrated on theg\retlcal VGJ;‘lflC&thIlo
)

Theoretlcally, thls approach appesrsfs 1id,* but the v’

available research dehonstrates that edequate evldence of '

soclologlcal i‘actors associated ylth moral orieptation hae

/yet to- be gathered The ma,jor Q%Jective of this - progectr

) was to - 1dentify moral .judgement stages among ﬁrst year '

\st:we Ne’yfoundland univer&ty students, 1n response to:

= moral dllemmss contslned in the Kohlberg Moral Judgement

'Scale (1958)* “In thls manner hypotheses relating to theﬁ s

ex1stence or non-ex1stence of associatlons between ‘the’

'd:.fferent moral stages End certam socn.ologn.cal fastors

Y

* &

were tested . . :
. d ]

Development of an M,A. the51s 18 11m1ted by 4
o

ot

ava:.lable facll:.tles, research experlence and, t’echnlcal

Qx.pertlse. Aware of thesé llmxtatmns and motlvated to

gsther useful data, 1t was declded to sat{}ple Newfoundland .-

13

un1vers1ty students.
: that it was 1mpract1cjal to use senior undergraduates s:.gce

resources were, unavailable for’ mail quest:g_rmalres. Since

only first year students were accesslble at the un1vers1ty,
Not: only

Bt was quickly realzzed however,

o they ere selected as the samplmgf populatlon.
were they access:.ble but also they appeared relatlvely

uncontammated by the un:.versrty sett:l.ng. coa

H

. i .
£ .

ks

"%_
-
r
-



. small‘ town env:.ronments. They appear commltted to

in an attempt to lixnk them with different moral
-praotn.ce, and~sociop011tlcal orientation, ‘-I' S "

. 1968) has consn.dered soc‘iologlcal fadt\drs and moral’ .

' study.

=
[l

The maaomty of entrants were born :Ln urban or

[}

obta:mmg 8, degree, 1nterested in acqu:.ri'ng a good job,

Vs -

- and pass::.ve to the 1nadequa01es facmg the unlversn.ty and

.the w:.der commumty. Since only .one un:wers:.ty exists in

'the provn.nce and mn.gratlon from it for unlvers:.’cy traming

1s mlm.mal a broad cross s\?ctlon of the soclety a‘btends N

) thls instltut:.on. "

- Research endeavours ‘force many arbltrary decis:Lons.
Not:.ng the contemporary societal cond:.tions 1n Y, ' 1

Newfoun?’Iand, the £ollow1ng socidlogical factors were u Jad .

v
-

‘ brientétio'n’s- socn.al class,* reln.gn.ous ai‘f:.h.at:l.on and

. Only one publlshed study (Haan, Smith, and Block,

LY

'or:.entat:.on smong collegg students, It has been-a valuable,

,guldeline for this pro;ject. . However, ‘its'utilitj ig

hmlted since the pro;ject was conducted in the Unlted

States and used a sample dlfferent 'I'rom tbat .of the present
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T L THEORY AND RESEARCH :
. . ) '-. . e hd L ) . (. , -
. " 4 ‘ . . ", A, - D )
- A, Def:mitlon of Morel Judgement S - ook . .
. . RN . ,. 7‘

s f Morel judgemen is the process of reaching
. decis:.ons concerning moral questions.l When a person ‘make’s -
a moral ;judgement he is ask:.ng such questions as, whether
. ‘ an*act ie r:.ght or wrong, whether 11: ought to be done or
‘ o oa,tght not- to be done, whether the one who performe it is
| : guilty or 1nnooent, praleeworthy_ or blameworthy.. . - ®
T _ : Phn.lospphere appear to be unable to reach agreement -
f :'upon an’ ultlmete pr:an:Lple which would deﬁine "correqt" - . .
'moral ;judgements. Yet( most phllosophers agree upon the A
' cheractern.stlcs whlch constitute a genuine mo&'al ;Ludgement 'h .
I ' (.Hare 1952 Kant 1949, SldngLck 1901 Mandelbauni 1954)
L L o /) ‘Moral. ;judgement " ane audgemente -about the good and’ the ' S,
{ {;mght of action. . Not all judgements of good and bad are - .
T ‘ ' ‘ ¥ moral judgements however- many’ are jud«éement&g of R :'
: eesthetic or prudential goodness or. rightnees. eUnlike the -
| Judgements of prudence or eesthetlcs, moral judgements tend %\ .“
" . to be unlvereel, 1nc1us1've, cone:.stent and grounded on o
AR obdective, 1mpersonel« or ideal. grounds (Kohvlberg 1958) L R

JEE Most people appear to have the basie~ 1dea of moral

standards and s,@e understandlng of the process by wh:.ch a o.'

"4 . . . . AR
- L PN 1 A - .
1 * * 14 A ,
. . . .

) “;‘Xl" M . ’ i ’ ] '
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- decision ‘is- reached Nevertheless, g.t is necessary~ to )
state further how moral questions and ;judgements ‘are .
e distinguished i‘rom other othes oi‘ questions and Judgements.
‘ When social psychologists deel W1th ‘the development of . —_—
moral ;judgement, moral codes or. moral oonsclence> they . : ._#'.
' directly or 1pdirectl§ ask eub,jects quéstione of two kinds.
They ask whether a certain act in the opinion/*of the Sub;ject N
C L is right or wrong, ought or ought not . be done .so then, ’ :
e they ask why (Piaget 1932-‘Koh'_1,berg 1958). . T e
o The philosopher Brandt has defined g stetement - . L
express:.ng a moral Judgement as one which uses one - '--' .. I
e of the terus should, ought, bad, good,, worse, better, right,
' wrong, "in its norn}ative sense. Such a term is sajd to .be .
ot °u used in ita normative eense whenever, nif is ‘ased - . ) ;/
; cot aseertively in a context: of apgraisal of conduct," and /
would be said by speakers and hearers to be roughly synonymoue ,
with 'moral obligation”‘ (L‘epley 195'7 163) Holllngworth j/. -
.(1949) concludes that the ‘use of ".o’ught" implies a . g e
R consideration oi‘ the consequences .of a decision- and

: e \'further, that 11‘ the consequences of a decision relate to S
'n . .o Y - ]

. N ”u. : ’the welfere of d humén belng, then the decision involves -a
S moral value. co IS :.-'4, S },
n_ ‘ o '» X T, Lawrence Kohlberg (1958) definee morality by\ ’v
._'"':'_",j.;, e making a defin:.tion of moral Judgement First, he defines

' morality as action based on e morsl ;]udgement, rather than,:-'

N




ﬂ,phnishment. Kohlberg states*"’"A man is moral if he-acts

'in .accordance with'his conscience" (Kohlberg 1958: %§~ He -

-~

’ presents formal criteria, 1rrespect1ve of the content of a

Y ‘ particular Judgement, which distinguish- mbral Judgements

from judgements in general - . e e

"

‘ These criterla are the b8818 for hls Moral
Judgément Scale. This project accepts thpse criterlsnas K )

an adequate definitional foundation. The criteria are as '

o

._follows.

" (i) Morsl-gudgements have»motivational value. oo
R . This. is ipplied in Kohlberg's statement that . o

‘ "moral judgement i3 oriented to or preceded by ’
. value Judgement" .,

o o (i) "Moral Judgements.are viewed by the judge
Foten o ,g:‘ ag, taking prior&ty over other walue judgements.
S . This gfiterion suggésts that moral - actlon .

. * . involves a willingness to overcomesopposition,'
if necessary. Thus, 1t often 1nvolves confllct.

e

> (1ii) "Moral actions and Judgements are- : O .
. o associated with judgements of the self as good -
o . or bad. Yet Kohlberg relates that moral
' - Judgements tend to be considered‘obdective by
thelr makers,. - - -

(1v) "Moral Judgements ténd to be Justified or
.  based on reasons which are not limited to ° .
S - . consequences -of, that particular sct 1n that T
A . .« situation--. -The 1nterests, values '6r purposes - .
L JU to which #ppeal is made in thought or argument -
. about the moral attitude are more or less of an L
.-ideal ‘nature.... Usually moral . gudgemsnts are
‘related to legitlmate claims or expeétancies of
other moral agents.. i G
(v) "Moral judgements tend towards a high degree °;
- - -of -generality, universality, consistency and -
L . inclusiveness (Kohlberg 1958*8-12) o,

R I : et L

[ 4 B -' - ’ -

"
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B. Theoretical Overview. = - [
.“‘
* . Learning theory‘ﬁas tended to treat moral behavior
ﬂ Al

fasnen'lnd1v1dua1's adherence'’to the rules and customs of

the dominant culture. Lesrn;ng theorlsts, through research,
have 'attempted to determine the antecedent conditions of
morally conformdng beharior in éhildren. Cﬁaracteristic of
this work is that of Sears, Maccoby and Levin (1957) in |
which the chlld—rearlng practices utlllzed by the parents
were correlated with measures of Fhe intensity and frequency
of morally conforming responses. They have also examined

Y
moral development as, internalization, which occurs through

/

the mechanisms of condltloning, relnforcement and

~

: identlflcatlon (Eysenck 19603 Sears 1960) Mentlon should

“of.in

be made of the contribution made by Mowrer (1950) in which
learningntheorj-was applied to the,nroblems oﬂ«personelity
dynamics, 1nc1uding moral gudgement. Althongh Mowrerls
work constltuted llttle more than a pregnant suggestlon,
it dx demonstrate that - moral Judgement could be thought
§¥erms of genersl laws of learning and intelled%ual
operdtions,

v
A

Psychoanalytlc based research hae also tended to
v1ew moral development as the 1nternallzat10n of certaln
types of‘cultural values. Both Sears, -et al. (1953) and
Whiting and Chlld (1953) found a relsflonshlp between the

S~
development of 1nner_control_or conscmence and the!degree

. of maternal nurturance. Payne and Mussen (1955) and

. -
7 o R .
. ~
. ’
’ .



D

9
Schoeppe and Hav1ghurst (1952) found a similar relationshlp .
between 1nner control and the degree of 1dentif1cation w1th
,,the father. .Yet, the_psychoanalytic framework places rts .
N primary empha51s on.conflict and conflict reduction
' postulating that a superego resultlng from the reductlon | v

of Oedipal confllct is the faculty which stringently
dictates the moral code (Freud 19607 ~; a - f "
~ As just’ seen, central to the: learnlng and

ol ' -
psychoanal?tlc theory approach is ‘the relatio\shlp of moral

~responses to\such env1ronmenta1 variables as punishment and

,1nterna11zed parental ‘attitudes. .. Tet moral development can

. ‘ .,
be approached dlfferently. Rt : .
‘“hgé : Developmental theory postulates that the same moral
esponses con91dered by psychoanalytlc and 1earn1ng '

theorists can be explained by means of dlfferent types of

cognltlve processes. It is based on the transformations of

moral thought, and assumes that the organization of thought
" in children differs from that of adults. Differences‘are

regarded as related to content of thought and the process

by which the thought'is formed. Thus,i:ifferiné modes of
thought represent age related sequent1a1 changes in the
form of stages, in whlch there exists some continulty
between the varlous moral stages.

The crlterla for defining the developmental stages

with regards to mental structure have been,proppsed by

-



) . .
Inhelder (1954) and- Inhelder &nd Piaget (1958) A'gummary

of them followe- o o g S J(f
) * 1 \_____ ——— -
: (i) The s ages of development are deflned by _
structural wholes and not by only msolated " - -
bite of behavior. ) ' :

- (ii) The passage from an inferlor stage to a
superior stage is equivalent to an 1ntegratlon.
the inferior stage becomes part of the superidbr -
stage. Each'new stage contains elements of the L e
‘ new stage, with the old one being integrated ;. - o e
- into the new one  rather than' being added to it. o ‘
As such, & child must pass through a previous
stase before he can attain & new one.
Y ‘(ili) The order of the succession of etages is
constant, but the age at which they appear is
--related to the environments which can either _ .
promote or impede their appearance. Each . .
individual must pass through 'the series of
stages in the prescribed sequence. Although
the stages are age-related, all individuals will
not necessarily reach each stage at the same age
- because the environment has much to do w1tb‘the
.attalnment of stages. '

>

These crlterla apply to the development of modes of e

L]

thlnkins concerning both physical and social objecte. . ';
Kohlbers (1969) feels they are made more appllcable to... ’ ”\\af-

' soc1a1 development by the followang addlt&onal aesumptione.
(i) Affective deve10pment and functionlng are . -

not distinct realms. Affective and cognitive .- -
~development;, are parallel; they represent differ- '

ent perspectives and contexts in deflnang

structural change. . . 4 K

(ii) There is a.fundamental unity of personality C .
organization and development termed the. self,
‘While there are vesrious stremls of social '
. development, such as moral development, these _
strands are united by their common reference to IR N
‘a siggle concept of self in a single 800181
cot wor

e AR
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moral evelopment within a developmental theory framework
e standardization of methoc of observatlon and A

—

(ili)the ba31c processes involved in’

"physical" cognitions are also basic to . :
- "social development”.  In addition, however, N §
‘social cognition always involves role—taklng

‘i.e,, the awareness that the other is in some

way ilke the self in a system of complementary °
expectations. Accdordingly, developmental

.changes in the social self reflect parallel .
changes~in' concepts of the social world. .

(iv) The direc¢tion of social or self formation

is towards an eguilibrium or reciprocity

between the actions of thefself and those of
others towards the self. 1In its generalized

form this equilibrium is the end point or -
‘definer of morality, conceived of as principles
of justice while in its more individualized form -
it defines relationships ‘of love; tha} is,
‘mutuaIity and rec1proca1 intlmacy.

.-

_ The’ sreatest part of dévelopmental research in the
area of’ morality is rooted in the work of -Piaget (1932)
However, the thdoretical posltlon taken by Piaget has been
only partially supported by subsequent 1nveet15ators.
(Kohlberg 1963a, presents a comprehensive rev1ew of +this

1iterature >IN ’ : . Lo

. 'J'

Kohlberg (1958 1963a) has systematlcally studled

-]

/. "‘\
quantltative data have permltted him tolgonstruct a

sophisticated theoretlcal approach to moral -development.
In this approach Kohlberg accepts the baslc co 1tive— _ \\
deyelopmental approach .developed by Piaget (19. )

In developing his stages Koh;berg retalned certain

aspects of Piaget's schema and placed it‘into'a,more,refined;

compgehensise and logicaily;consistent franewonk:\’His



. (b) the motive is to avoid external punishment, obtain g

final- sjstem consists of six developmental stages, each oﬂ_‘
which receives definition in terms of 1ts position on’ .
different moral attributes, including those_used by- Pieget“
(Hoffmen 1964: 276) '

" The six developmental stages constructed by ': ¢

Kohlberg have been ordered into. three 1evels og moxral
~a .
orientation (Kohlberg 190583 1967). i\The bas:c themes and o ‘o

mejor attributes of the levels and stages are as foiiows.

NER (
’ L]

.Level One-‘ . Premoral ' . : l'

-
4 -
.

‘ At this level, moral- ‘value resides in external | "~;}
“physical happenings, in bad acts or in quasi-physieal needs ,
rathér than in persons and standards. . The control of

conduct is external in two senses' (a) the standards

conformed to consist of outer eommands or pressures and

rewards and have favonrs returqed. . | /.
AStage I. Obedience and punishment orientation. Stage I _'ff
,defines the sociomoral order in terms of differentiels of SIS
power, status and possessions, rether than in terms of o
equality or.reciprocityt‘ The principles maintaining the
soeiel order arg obedience to the strong by the weak and
punishment by th strong of those who deV1aQe. Punishment
1sofeared'11ke y other aversive stimulus, rather. than
becense of its impersonal implications. Tjere is belief

in objective responsibility.
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‘;Stage' IT:. Na:uze hedonlstlc and Lnstrumental orlentation

‘Stage II has a ¢lear seénse of falrness ‘a8 quantitatlve .
i ' | - N ‘
‘ ’ ‘equalltm 1n exchange and ‘dlStI‘lbU‘blOn between 1n(hv1duals.
e (,-

\' S - Poeltlvely, it prescr:.hee acts of reoiproclty concelved as -

" the equal exchanges o,f f:avours or blo&s or acts of co-"

’

ot ' operation inh terms of a goal of wh:Lch éach person gets an

equal share. Negatlvely, it deems non—:x.nterference *in the

) [} .

1

“sphere. of {nother person. - o

}" Tevel wé: Morality of Conventlonal Role Gpnform:.ty L
Morality at this 1eve1 is dermed :i.n terms of .
perform:.ng gooc\f ‘acts and ma:.nta:.n:.ng the con%nt:.onal eoc:,al
: " order or the expectat:.ons of other :.ndivn.duals. ,The ALY
‘dei‘;x.nit:.on of good and ~!§ad goes heyond mere obedience i:o

the consideret:.on of rules and’ authorlty.. . Control of

.....

eqnduct is external, in that standards conformed to are
' _.rules and expectatlons held by those who are . s:.gnlf:.cant

others by v1rtue of personal attachment or. delegated.

\

. " authority. Motlvatlon is largely 1nternal. .o ;

. Stage III. GOOd boy morality. of maintaining good relatlons.
. 'l‘he St e III sense. of Justice centers on the Golden Rule

C
1deaI of :.mag:.nat:.ve reclprblc:.ty, :‘!;ather than exohange.

. . Related to thls is. the conceptlon oﬂ equlty in Stage III
1.e., it is fair to g:.ve more to a more helpless person )

, ,.becbuse you can take h:.s role and maké up for his

il

P . . !A tea
. ) .
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helplessness; Both ideal reciprocity and eouity orient
zobligation to initial unilateral helping folfowed—by

. gratitude, rather than strict’ equal exchanges. The socio-

[

' moral’ order is conceived of as - primarily composed of
_ o ‘
' dyadic relations of mutual role-taking, mutual affection,

gratitude and concern for one .andbther' g approval The
Stage III notions fit best in the’ institutions of family

and friendship, which are grounded in positive 1nterpersonal

. M v

elationships.

<

: Stage-IV‘ Authority and social-order maintaining morality.
’_Stage Iy defines Justice in terms of a system, a social

,order of roles and rules which are shared and accebted by

§

the whole community and which constitute the community.,
’In terms of role-taking, this- means that“each actor must,

:orient to the other s’ orientation as,part of a larger

Eed

shared system.to which they both belong and to which all

‘are oriented Stage IV positive reoipr001ty is exchange~~

4

}of‘rewardffor.effort or merit;fnotv%nterpersonalyexchange_
- of -goods or. services. “Neéative reciprocity is even more
clearly centered‘in'the:social system:.vengeance i the

' right of society, and is oonceived'not'as‘vengeance but as
paying your debt to society. Orientation to "d01ng your

~ duty" and to show1ng respect for authority and maintaining
ithe given 800181 order for 1ts own sake are important at-
this stage. People ‘at Sta -IV take-the perspective of 0)

others who ha%e legitimate rights and expectations in a

A\

-
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situation. Virtue must be rewerded}f ' S

n . . .

Level Three-: Morallty of Self-Accepted Moral Prlnclples.
Morality at thls 1evel 1; deflned in terms of

conformity to shared or ehareable standards, righhe or

dutles.' This level is unlike the prev1ous ones 1n that

‘the p0591b111ty of conflict between two socially accepted

T standards is acknowledged, and attempts at ratlonal

declsion-meklng between them are made. " Control of conduct

is internal,oeince "the standards ccnformedlto'have an
inteynal source. The decision tofact is based cn;an inner
process of tHought and Judgement‘céncerning right'end
- wrong. ", . -

. Stagefv. Morality of ccntract, indi¥idual rights and

democratically accepted law. At this stage, norms of

right and wrong ere deflned 1n terms-of laws ot

1nstitutionellzbd rules, which #re seen to have a rat10na1

o ﬂbaels {i e., they express the w111 of the madorlty) The

social contract’ whlch is- the basis of. the stage V socio- .

r .

moral order, is a aust;ce conceptlon whlch presupposes

‘reclproclty of the partnere, o the agreement and equallty :

between them prior to agreement though. the form of
agreement takes’ prlorlty over substantlve Justice, once
egreement hes been reached, Duty and obllgetlon are

" similarly deflned in terms. cf an abstract concept of .

contract rather than' the needf of ind1vidua1 persons.- "When

N e
& .
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conflict exlsts‘betweenkhuman need, law or contract, -

* .though sympathetic to the -férm,.the Stage V.individuals

believe the latter must prevail becanse ofﬂits'greater;, -
functlonal ratlonality for -‘gociety. -
\ ————

Stage VI. Morality of- 1nd1v1dual prlnclples of conscience.

At Stage VI the sense of justice becomes clearly focused

on the rlghts of humanlty 1ndependent -of clvil soc1ety, and

_these rights are recognized as hav1ng a p031t1ve basis in

\

respect for the equal worth of human beings as ends in

themselves. Orlentatlon is not only to the exlstlng social

" rules and-standards but also\to conscience as a dlrecting ‘
’ agent mutual respect and trust, and’ principles of moral ‘

ch01ce 1nvolv1ng appeal to logical universality and

con81stency. Conduct is controlled by an 1nternalized

ideal that exerts pressure toward action thdt seems rlght

. regardless of the reactlons of others in the 1mmed1ate

.upon him in ¢ sltuat{on/by rules, laws and prev1ous

vconslderations oonflict with h;s consclence.

environment. If ome acts otherwlse, self-condemnatlon

.and gullt result. Though aware of the 1mportance of law ‘

and contract, moral confllct is generally resolvad in

terms of broader moral prlnciples such as the Golden Rule.

.. The 1nd1v1dual at Stage VI is aware of the demands made

commltments, and he may undergo much agony 1f these

(

, Kohlberg (1958 and 1969) should be consulted if a

complete rationale for the six stages is required.

)
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o ,There'is‘enpirical evidence that the”eixfetages
fcrm'an invariaﬁt developmental aequence in which
attainment of an advanced stage is dependent on the *
attainment of each of the precedlng stages, and that a
more advanced stage is mnot 91mp1y an addition to a less l
advanced etage, but rather represents a reorganizatlon of
less advanced levels. The evidence is derived from a

variety of sources., age trends in'various cnltures:and-

; social classee (Kohlberg 1963a' 1968), a Guttman "quasi-

s1mp1ex" pattern in the correlations between: the stages

(Eohilberg 1963a), and longltudinal atudles of 1ndiv1dua1

development (Kohlberg 1970) .. ) SN

P

- Evidence of sequence is suggested not only by the.

regu‘ age crder of stages, but also by patternzng within

the ind1vidua1. If a ch11d is predominantly at dhgwmtage

of thought, for example Stage IIT~the remalnder of hlB

.thlnklng tends to represent neighborlng stages, 1n this

'case the second and the fourth (Kohlberg 1963&). The"

.notion of‘eequence also impliee that the child's capacity

to learn nevw mcdes of thought_is‘contingent on tneir mateh-

with nis current stage "of thcnght.' Experimental studies

(Turiel 1966; Rest, Turiel and Kohlberg 1969) dema\strate
.that by eliminating the present stage reached by g eubject,

he commences a351m11ation of moral judgements one stage

/

. above it, and aseimllates to a lesser extent judgements ‘

v * 3 . . i . u'-'?
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two or more stages above or one or nore - stages below 1t.

4 . '

Emplrlcal ev1dence hag shown the ex1stence of

r/.—)

parallellsm between cognltlve and moral atages (Kohldb

19683 1971) ' Tet, thls correspondence is imperfect/

‘ °'Koh1ber5 predicts that a children at a given mdrel stage
ww1ﬁl pass the experlmenta task at the equivalent cognitive'
. stage, but not all chlld n at a, given cagnitive stageuwill'

pass the equlvalant moral experimental task (Kohlberg and

-~

. . .
¢ [

=, .Other f1nd1ngs demonstrate ‘that all adolescents and :

adults u81ng Stage v or Stage VI reasoning are also capable

' of formal reasonlng on the Inhelder and Plaget pendulum

. capable of the latter ‘show no Stage V or S;agp Vl.moral

and correctlon problems. Many adolescents and adults '

reasqnlng (Kohlberg 1971). The results mentioned above

are further supported when moral judgement is correlated

’ w1th mental age._ Whlls mental age on standard 1ntelllgence

_ftests 1s not a dlnect indlcatlon of Plagét Cognltlve Stage,

the two tests correlate well (Kohlberg and ‘DeVries-1969).

Tbe\;;sea;EE-§3§3fted~by Kohlberg and Kramer (1969) -

_concluded that no further age increases in moral maturlty

-oceurred after the age of twenty-five yeare. ‘mhis suggests

. that ‘high school” scores on mqral-judgement maturityfare

predietive of adult moral maturity scozes.

e - ' N o o - ]
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C. Sociological Factors' '. - _"

t .

This project wasg based on the theoretical framework

ﬂ‘

developed by Kohlberg. The major- focus of the endeavour is
to test the existence or non-existence of associations
between certain sociological factors- and moral orientation
In.approaching these ractors, previous research findings of
- Kohlﬁ%rg and his. associates are included as well as _other
| data germane o0 the conaideration of these factors as |
possible influences on moral development. ;-f T. ,;:"
- The follow1ng sociological factors are-considered
religious/,ifiliation and practice, sociopolitical orien—
tation, and social ¢lass. - - - S o f

)
(1) Religious Affiliation and Practice.

et Religion in Newfoundland involves various forms

! 4

and elements. The observer quickly perceives the visible
pattern and hierarchy of the Roman Catholics, the parishes

.
I H *_'1

‘ of the Anglicans, congregations of United Churchmenﬁsaﬁa
.. ‘It is assumed that religion involves a tradition of
making sense of the world. Mo%:r, it involves a set of

organizations through which those who hold similar;ideas

are linked into various bodies of believers. Religious

-“Qrsanizations in Canada recruit their members unequally

from the societ% that contains then, Orientationg toward
: ')
declaring qpe s sins in private or public, toward]believing

in a literal interpretation or a continual reintegpretation :

- B s . ' -
< e

l
. , . i ‘.t ) ""l"’"/_,':—’- . ! v .. I[l



‘1

t e

r

remarkably llttle use of rellglon among,Amerlcan chlldreﬂ.q

. o~

T~ of the 1b1e, toward acqulesclng to: the status quo or -

neaectlng it, flnd unequgl resonances in a pqpulatlon that

is di;:enentlated in rts style of life and its ‘access to
¢ .

power and responslbllity.- > _;' ) . ‘ rﬁ

€§s=' Kohlberg (1971) states that no 1mportant dlfferences
Rl
" exist 1n the development of moral thlnklng betmeen Cathollcs,

Protestants” Jews, Buddhiets, Moslems and atheists. D ‘ ;

Chlldren/siﬁoral values in the rellglous sphere appear to 'f‘-

progress through the same stages as thelr general moral.

.’

values.. Both cultural values and religlon are 1mportant in,

L]

selectlvely elaborating certain themes of moral llfe but

they ‘are not the only factors in the’ develepment of ba51c

-~

moral valuess Accord1ng°to Kohlberg . (}967) ther is

»

'i thelr responges to moral dilemmas, regardless of their -

®a

) é igious affillatkhah~lln 1ess rellglous}y pluralistic: Q] '

-8 016ties, for 1nstance Turkey, more rellgious concepts 7

-

Y 4

are 1ntroduced 1nto moral responses, but mostly ‘at the ' '. o

. lower levels of” development. Few dlfferences between /;///////

-

., 4

/
Pnkzestants and Cathoilcs are apparent when the geﬁeral
e

. 16v81 of moral judgement is considered. Studles dq show,a,t

\ . it LA

,howevéw} that eﬁposure to parochial schoollng 1ncreases
onallty of moral development on’ Piagetxan tests.

inten
Yet! it should be noted that this 1s equaily true for both
Protestants and Cathollcs TBoehmn and Nass 1962 B ink 1353}///

»



Y |

' St e B B < .
. . ‘ : * " ‘o

H ~

mrnationw1de‘0pinion Research‘bentre survey

I

reported by Kohlberg (1967), found that a large majorlty

" of Americans stated thelr moraﬁhty»was dependenﬁ qpon

¥

studies since those of Hartshorne‘

thexr religious beliefs. Shbjectively they méy be correct.
Objectlvely, howeve:l

i 3 )

and’ May (1928) have found no relatlon betueep experlmental

£,

L4
[

measures of honesty ~and type or amount of religlous

partlcahat;on or educatlon. . T L, SR

¢ ?
A

SR Howeven, Haan, Smlth and Block (1 68) xﬁ

.'4

researching horal reasonlng among cerﬁal groups offyoung

Amerlcan adults produced data whlch sug ested’ that

subjects with a prlnclpled‘moral orlentatlon were more

s v

'freque?tly agnostlcs, athelsts or arellglous, wh11e

conventlonally moral 1nd1v1duals tended to retaln the.

frel;glous bellefs ot thelr ch11dhood and attend church

Premoral 1nd1viduals tended toobe non—thelstlc and poor

i ¢
§ . . s 1

church attenders.,o .

‘
f

(B) Sociopolitlcal Orlentatlon. con

mhe p011tlcal sphere hae 1ong beén the exc1u91ve '
eanctuary of the adult world.. Yet the effects of the

body polltlc have reached certain segments. of the young
1

-pOpulation:as seen.durlng~thé.51gtlgs_ahd sevent;es in

a i -
Paris, Berkeley, New York and Montreal. TYet, documented

' research Nelating moral orientation to sociopolitical

- . L. B .
~ -, “a . . 21“
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interesting dietribution.: Although most ev1nced the - ~w

" egocentric (Stage II, Kohlberg) 'judgements. '

- . l. )
B A recent study conducted in the Unlted States by
Turner ani\Whlt en (1971) 1nd1cates that polan;zatrdﬁﬁor

Americans\into dlfferent p011t10e1 camps, such as 1eft

'.w1ng versus rlght w1ng end m111tant versus ﬁnclflst, can
'be traced to the levels! of moral development whlch,gulde
'these individuals through most of their daily activity.

4

.Certain moral. perspectlves appearato impel radical while

certaln others appear to impel conservatlve 1nterpretatlons
of reallty.; They found that adults who thought of them~

selves asrpollxlc;ély conservatlve coneistently referred
ey

to 1aw, order, epd authorlty malntenance (Stage IV

Kohlberg) in maklng their moral judgements. Self-possessedéf

11berals and moderates tended to make Kohlberg Stage V '_

audgements. Radical c1t1zens, however, showed an’

v

Kohlberg Stage VI, a large minority- tended to make - . ST

/

Haan, Smith and Block (1968) in their study of

/ . . .

moral reasoning among certain groups of young American

.edults‘ccnsidered'sociopoliticel_ectdvity endApolitical

orientation. Their results show morally principled
\

_ind1v1duals as most polltically radical andvhlghest in

degree of partlclpatlon in sociopolltlcal concerns.

. L1tt1e sociopolitical agreement with t&e%r elders was

evident among thls group, and they gave their parents little

cred;t for what they ane today. Conveg\rgeglly moral
.-. ‘ A s * Ad . / ' . g - S

—- -
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‘1nd1v1duals showed more politlcal conservatism and a
.greater degree of 1nactiv1ty in soc10polit1ca1 matters.
" They appeared to have few polltlcal differences with thein_
congervative parents. Among the premonal group males '
tended to consider thenselves political liberals or redicals,
" while the fen%§?s congidered themselves moderate Tiberals. .

Y

Polit{%al polarization of the population similar"

to that'studied ty Turner and Whitten (1971).1is nowhere to
be found in Newfonndiand. In fact, only a small proportion
of the eligible voters are active in conventional party
polltlcs. Social act;wlsm 13‘1nfrequent1y observed.ﬁ The
population is politicaliy homogeneous in its orientation,
which tends to be moderate or conservative. _

‘Initially,.the author intended to°hypothesize‘th§t
he“would ‘turn uo findings similar to those of'Haan,‘Smith
and Block (1968). However; from obseréetions of~
Newfoundland society, "and in partlcular the university - -
environment it .is unrealistic to predict the existence ’
of an assoclétlon between particlpqtlon in soclopolltical
issues ano moral orlentatlon. Newfoundlanders, including
students, glso anpear niddle of the road (moderate) in
their. political orientation.- Thus, to predict the
existence of an association between'type:of political
orientation and moral orientation'wes inapprooriate..'

A closer inspection was made of the university

- environment, with snecial reference to the sampling

“ <
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.. population used for the project. Students have little .

) Cee on
experience .of barticinating in sooiobolitice} issues. 'No
gsociopolitical interest‘éroups exist on camnus.“ This
indicates few people'are onientated towards such
‘partlclpatlon, and that few - opportunltles exist for those
who might want to become involved. Radical, left wing and
militant groups are non-existent,,as is &he overt
polarization of studente.on any sociopolitical issue., In
summary, tne university popuiationiappeere in nermony with
the wider community with relation to sociopolitical- «
menters. oo ‘ ‘ v

_ These observations have maaor imﬁortaﬁée when
applled to first year students, The majority of“these
people are young (16 %o 18 years) since they immediatély ,
entered unlversity after high school graduation.
Literally no opportunity exists in their pre-unlversity -
environment to participate in soclopolltlcal matters or, to
.be exposed to other polltical orlentations, besides those
held by their parents or othezr adults. .In Kohlberg s
(1964) developmental perspective the role of socializing
aéents and institutions is primarily that of providing
role;taking'opnortunities,'sincé the young pérson is viewed
as deﬁeloplng morallty in hns own terms. The sampling
populatlon used in ég;s project have emerged from pre- '
" cuniversity env1ronments where role-taklng.opportunlties
related to theusociopolitical sphere nere non-existent.

/
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Now they ‘are. 1mmereed in the unlversity env1ronment, ‘which

~

possesses a simllar BOOlOpOlitlcal opportunlty structure”

f

. Thusy, the socla11z1ng agents in both these ‘
situataons‘hpld a narrow range of political orlentatlons,
and provade little opportunity for part1c1pat10n in SOClO— .
polltical issues. By_comparison, the environment from .
which'Haan, Smitﬁ aﬁd Block (196é) selected"theif sample
has a variety of these soclallzing agents and associated

. role-taklng opportunltles. T - .
- . The media no doubt have exposea/%he subjects to
protests, social action and dlffqrent polltlcal orientations.‘
‘Yet, llttle of this exposure has been manifésted in
subjects' behavior. '~ . ‘
Hodgetts (1968'15)-in a’study of'Canadiah high
school students, presents a 51mller .overview, He fouﬁdA
that the majorrty of English epeak1ng h1gh school
graduates wer;*;;¥£out the knowledge and the' attltudee -
they should have to play an effectlve role as citizens in
| present-day Cenada. The most' w1dely held att1tude of the
",students was either compiete indifference or deep cynicism
towards politlcs ‘and politlcal 1E£e. _In this context,
Hodgette suggeets, the most politically socialized -are
simply ‘those who have absorbed the greatest number of

generally accepted polltlcal NOTmS 4 . , , ¢
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Hodgetts' conclusmon generally supports ny
.observatlons on the Newfoundland settlng., Socmopolltical
- act1v1sm among the students is mlnute. In fact, thgy are
unfamlllar with the basic democratic 1nst1tut10ns, thezr '

‘core rightd and dutles\under the rule of law, and the

~respbnsibilities of'thbse elected to public office. -
.R(C) Soclal Class . - .
Lo Revlews of several studles, conducted in many .
.cultures, of soclal-class dlfferences found in conjunction
”lw1th Plagetian or Kohlberg measures of moral’ judgement all
demonstrate the s%me thlng that th? direction of age -
change on an measures 1s the same for lower-class and
’Tdmlddle class cbildren.‘ However, middle-class children
tend to advance further .on these measures - than do lower-

" class’ chlldren (Kohlberg 19634) . ‘Since thls has. been, a,

'conslstent flndlng, it was declded to test the association

. using Newfoundland students.

Many difflcultles cOnrront those who attempt to
utlllze soc;al class as: a research varlable. Without '
hes1tat10n this author agrees w1th Littlejohn (1963:111):

A socidl class is neither a mere category
arbltrarlly defined by myself on the basis of
one or more éharacterlstlcs, such as property

'~ or .ownership, nor ig it a group in a strict
sense of the term as implying clear cut
boundaries and a constitution-laying down a
limited set of relationships among its members.
A class is prither for its members one of the

. major horizons of all social experlence, an area -
. in which most social experience is defined. -
. . A ¥ R N
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Genadlan soclologyﬂﬁbes—heve soc1a1 class scales

‘ ’/’
for research purposes. Qggnizant of its 11m1tatlons, the

/’ﬁBllshen Scale for Canada (1967) was found to- be apprbprlate. .

'~ In relatlng the concept of the Bllshen Scale the followlng
. ' “
deflnltlon of classcphf”sed by Duncan (1961 116-117) ‘is
\ Pt
relevent . . ,;:f

A man qualifles himself for occupational lite
by obtaining an education; as a consequence of :
o pursuing his occupation, he- obtains income, v
:~. .+ -Qecupation, therefore, is the “intervening
: - activity lihking income to education., If we
.characteriz® an occupation according to the
Y prevailing levels- of education and income of
its incumbents, we are not only estimating its
social status and its econdbmic status, we are’
;also déscribing one off its major causes and one .
of its: major effects. . R

The Blishen Scalé casts eccupations into'seven
"dii‘ferent categories., The large mé;}ority of the sample

used 1q this present study havée close famlly tles. No -

L therefore, to measure the social clags of the subjects in o

relatlon to the ranklng of thelr parents' occupetlons.

v "D, Hypotheses . . } L L

0 a

Jhis project soughtho verlfy the existence or non—ﬁ"

existence of assoclatlons between. moral orlentation, as .
meagured by the Kohlberg.Moral Judgement Scale, and :

certain’ sociological factors., This initial research aﬁopé”'

Newfoundland university students etteméted~to ﬁerify the

\
. -~ Fad

- T
[ " E,? * h
- o .
.

1

* following hypotheses: . R - L -

' '?):C . ..‘.%..J ‘ .:‘- " . . ‘ . . ] 7 ,"'2’7 .

wonder, they are young (16-18 years) It was . approprlate, e

.
R .
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(4) Rellglous Affiliation and Practice. gMJst1ng:emp1r1ca1
X ev1dence suggests that a person s religious faith frequency

.of church attendance, and degree of rellgloslty are

,unrelated to moral orlentatlon. These f1ndings have been

consistent in western societies. o , o

Hypothesls I: The religious faith in -which a
person is raised’is unrelated to his level of
l‘moral orlentatlon. .
“,Hypothesis IT: The degree of rellgloS1ty which
-a person professes is unrelated to his 1l¥vel of .
moral orn.entatlon. . : I

"Hypothesis III: The frequency of é’person 8 .
church attendance is unrelated to his level of/J
morai orientatlon. : -

SB) Soclopolltical Orlentatlon. Available reseanch‘data
¢ t
. suggegts a person s professed polltical orientatlon/(l.e.,
R
actlonary, liberal, moderate, ete. ) and degree/of

‘ psrticlpetion (i. &L, extreme, moderate, sllght, etc.) in
.:relatlon to. soclopolit1ca1 issues are associated with his

‘1evel of moral orientation. = Yet, observations of the
’ .

Newfoundland settlng have suggested other conclusrons.

Hypothe91s IV- A person's professed degree of
. participation-in sociopolitical issues is .
" unrelated to his 1evel of moral orlentatlon.
Hypothe51s V. A person B professed polltical é }
orientatidn is unrelated to hrs level of .
moral. orientatlon.‘ : - . . -

.(C) 'Soecial Class. Aware of‘KohIBerg 8 consistent flndlng
'that middle-class children advance further on the mcral

L 3

'audgement scale than lower-class chlldren, the folloW1ng

{

P
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association between social class and level.of moral
# . R - .

,or%e.ntation was predicted. V _

' Hypothesis VI: People from higher social
strata are higher on measures of moral
Judgement than people ‘from lower class
strdta. ' o C

» >y - :
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e > ‘ T *
. ¢ ., * . METHODOLOGY -

" . ’ ' ) ) - . ‘-.‘ . " . - _
(A) Introduction e o EE e

‘ Research design is the arrangement of condit:.ons‘ '

¢ Ae

, for collection and - analys:.s of data in a manner -bhat aims
‘to combine relevance to the research purpose witi: economy " a
‘-:Ln procedure. S R '
B _One vers:Lon of the 'r;ét‘tx:ralistic thesis proclaims -
'tbat mqulrx in the soclal sclencee .can be called o
\'sclentn.fic, only if conducted 1n accordance with the methods
| of - the” 'phys:Lcal .sciences, part:.cularly physn.ce.' Yet, At
: is futile to argue whether o not a certain de51gn is o
sclentlflc. The author agrees . with Suchman (1962 140) ‘
"Design is the plan of study and as such is present in &ll-
I'researches, uncontroaéled_ as V{ell as controlled,- sut.ject;lve, ‘ "
as well as objective." B - e

" Tndeed the “matterﬁ is complex. The degree of '
. ‘accu.recy des@.red,'th'e level of p':roor eine@- at, and the J
state of existing‘knowledge. a'll"combine to deterr_nine the'
'degree of “sc:.ence" in one’'s des:Lgn.‘ l

.

In contrast o the direct and predetermlned

T w

: relationsh:.ps of the natural world, relations between the

phenomena of the soclal and psychcloglcal sphere are. '

’ ~
/ . . v

' )
* -] . ~
- . B
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indire‘ct. Direct relationships seldom ex:.st for the
human has the capac:.ty to interpret. Thus, two persons
can conce:.vably react d:.fferently to the same ob;jective

3

influences. . This process of int_erpretatn.on allows the

‘social scientist few ways of.controlling for extraneous or

intervening variables. ;

. This project attem'pted to test certa:m hypotheses

drawn from the theory and research assoclated with moral /

' Judgement. The concept-of causality is germane to these

hypotheses. Commdn_ sense thinking about» causality states

LN

that ‘one factor (XD may prov:.de a complete explanation for

d r,eletioﬁship with factor (Y).: Howgv’er, the social -

‘Bcientist rarely, if ever, expects to find a single factor

‘or condition that i's both mecessary and sufficient to_bring 7

about an event.ﬂ Rather, he flnds contr:.butory or
con;\tingent condjtions, both of wh'ich Operate to make the
occurrence of an event probable, but not certain. In
fact the dominant position in modern science approaches
causalz.ty in terms of mult:.ple determining cond:.tions

rather than in terms of a single factor that always leads |

) to a given event. Thue, ‘here the word cause means: "one

LW

of = number of: determ:mmg conditions wh:.ch together make -

3

the 'gccurrence of a given event probaﬁ‘.le“ (S’ellitz, ot 51., o
1959). . SR
‘ " The hypotheses tested in this project conform to »

. the v1ew of causal:.ty presented The suthor will simply




N
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infer from observed data, with some specified*d/‘ gree of

-

certa:.nty, ‘that a factor (X) is & condltion for the

occurrence of (Y) | | |

Research Hypotheses' o . - .
In this section the propositions derived from | |

theory and research are stated as operational statements

>

capable of: statlstlcal validation. ™

Hypothesis I:  The religious faith in whiech'a - .
person is raised is wnrelated to his level-of .
moral orientation.

Reliigious faith refers to Ghristian denominatione such as .

'I‘he Anglican C,purch, The United Ghurch, and The Roman
catholic Church. Level of moral orientation refers to the ;'.“ .
stage scored on the Kohlberg Moral Judgement Scale. |

Hypothesis- II: The degree of. religiosity which
a person professes is unrelated to his level

of moral orientation. : e T
- A

Degree of relig:.osity was measured by an ordn.nal scale.
The ~ student was asked to indicate how-'religious he waa
(i .4 VOT'Y rel1gious, moderately religlous.....) | Level .

of moxral- orientat:.on refers to the stage scored on the
A

I3 4

FSa

Kohlberg 'Moral Judgement Scale. - .
Hypothesis TIII: The frequency of a person's -
church attendance is unrelated to his level of - R
moral or:.entation.

Frequency of ehurch attendance was measured by an ndinal' S
' scale. The sub;ject\&as asked to :undlcate how often he -
attended church (i.e., frequently, weekly, occasionally).

Lew_rel of moral onentat:.on rafers, to the stag_e scored on
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the Kohlberg Moral Judgement Scale. ) _ N
Hypothesis IV: gerson s‘degree of part:.cipation o -
"in -sociopolitical issues is unrelabed to his level e

‘of moral orientation. . I .
: ]?ég'ree of partlelpation is measured by an ord:mal scale - '
(i.e., _extre?a, moderate, sl:.ght....). Moral orienta‘tion :

refers to thé stage '_scored’ on the Kohlberg Moral .Iudgement

'
ot

Scale. C o t I .‘4"' ‘ﬁ 5 o
- Hypothesis V: -A person s professed pol1t1cal \\ . Ce
.. orientation is’ unrelated to his leve’l of moral ‘ " [

- orientation. - . _ IR

4 o q "
4 «

Proreesed pol:.tlcal ‘orientation was measured by a nom:ma‘l
| .

ascale. ' It refers to relative polit:Loal poeit:.on euch as.
{ T o,
reacti'ery, conservative, 11bera1 and radical., Morel) '

or:.entation refere to the/etﬁ‘e/’ scored on the Ko‘hlberg C ',«_ T

. Moral Judgement Scale.

Hypothesls VI People from higher soc1al o oo .
strata are higher on measures of moral- I e
 .Judgement tlan “people from lower class Btrate,. Ve 2

o ' B . ~‘f"

(B) Sub;lects ‘ : . oo ) -

_ The population studied was composed of nat:Lve
Newfoundlenders who are full-time first-yeer studente 8t . _
»Memorig_l Un'.wersity of Newfoundland. In1t1a11y, a random | - .
‘sample of 548 etudentafor approﬁmately twenty-nlne | T
.. percent of the total f:.rst year enrollment of 1900 etudent

~was collected. The originel semple was significantly

' reduced for the following reasons: (a) There are . A s .

-* limitations in the %aper—and-pencil vereion of.the Kohlherg :



1 - . . .
.o . . . v,

- " . " P ~ o
. S L2 T . n : '
’ X3

‘ / Moral Judgement Scale (Hean, Smith- and Block 1968) ’.[lihusr,"

— *
v p .o

\ eubaecte who demonstrated a mixed moral tyve were T ',)?"
\Ielimineted to increase the probab:.llty of homogeneity - )
. ., ~among the stage groups. Approx:.mately forty percent (219 “ '
eubjects) of the initial sample were excluded for this
reason. (b) Approximately five percent (28 students) of
~ those who euccessfull/ycompleted the Morql Judgement Scale

o were removed for mlscella eous reasons (i. e., non-compleu:ion.

L
S

e Vo of the questa.on'naire, bad gndwriting, etc.) , o

L) o
L

J. R
origina? sample drawn, were used din the data analysis. Th:.e

\_

RIS .. Thus, 301 subjecte otﬂjifty-r:we percent of the
T

sample constitutes epprox‘lmately fifteen percent of the

/irek—yee/rpenrollment. Yet, the bias introduced by the '
‘ 3

oL procedures outlined placesn,eevere 11m1tations on the

/ - breadth of.-the 1nferences wbich can be made from 'the data.

C (0. P:llotﬁdfy ' R :

’

Before the’ f:!.nal draft ‘of- tl;;e data collecting

v
_\

=y

device was prepared for d:.etributlon amons the eubjects, a - ..

- pilot study was conducted Approxlmately 30 firet-year

. students were drawn at random over a perlod of two weeke.

'l‘h:l.s pilot study had four. ob;jectivee' .
. 1. To preeent the five moral dilemmas . . . - :
. selected from the Moral Judgemént.Scale, go~ : ‘> = '
that ‘an-evalustion of the suitability of story - '
. - content, phraseology and subsequent* explanatory *
v questions cogld ‘be made.. , - '
' 2. Mo evaluete the overall deeign of the S
o, queetionnaire, including the clarity, repetltion L.

‘, ’ ..G‘ - .. :\:v“\\ o s * ) ..' ”: -
‘ . ~. T ” - ’: i ) . R . AN [
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.and inconsistency of 1ts items.

-3, To discover if the device tended to-
fatigue, thereby increasing the probabillty of -
' insincere or dishonest responses. . . - Co
4 To gather. the general impresslons of , o
the students as to the content and design of ’ )
both ingtruments. This commentary increased the .
* - author's awareness of question relevance and . ;o .
phrsseology. s :

é% ) The pilot study had utility.' Questionnaire design
§ :
was modified by deleting certain questions -and restatlng

others, Suhjects stated that the device did not fstlgue ’ N

" them, Confddence in the choice of moral dilemmas was -
reinforced; siﬁié all subjects found the coptent clear in | | .
presentation and the-questions easy to\enswerg ' ' B
~(D) Main Study - .

Al

The objectlves of this project requlre data for .
* two purposes. (a) Data on ‘the level of moral orientation
' emong flrst-year Memorldl University students. A peper—and— ;‘.~:
penc11 wersion of the Kohlberg Moral Judgement Scale Was o
used to collect thls data. .(b) Data on the soclologlcala s
factors which permit the hypotheses derived from past
. theory and research to be tested A questlonnaire was
dsed to collect this 1nformetlon. TheseAdnstrnments are
reprodnced in Appendlg A._ A brlef overview of each

tos

follows: T ~ L e . - .
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administration. During the pilot study of this project,

(a) Moral: Iudéement Scale _

) A subject's moral stage cau.be determlned by - A
' u51ng all or part of the Moral Judgement Scale’ developed .

by Kohlberg (1958). The . complete scale contalne ten . ., - .

hypothetlcal conflict situatlons. These.91tuat10ns,pose '

classical moral dii%umas/anqnare followed by questions ‘

designeé to elicit the subject's resolution of the.

. situation. and more importantly his'supporting reasous.

The scale was 1n1t1a11y ‘deBigned.for verbal

the verbal 1nterv1ew vas used It was found to bé very

£

time coneumlng, and.those tested stated it wds-fatiguing."

. Also, the author realized that considepable'experienee‘wds

necessary to-present the interview in Q\consistent and yet
« . . . ¢

e ————

. sensitive manner. Thus, a;shoitef and less time

)

consumptive paper-and-pencii version &f the scale, like
. that used by Haan, Smith and Block (1968), was selected.

Thg five dilemua situations used were favourably

~

‘evaluated by students in the pilot study. Many stated
they had enjoyedhuhinking about them. and-answering the

n

_ questions. The. five situatlons used were: - &

Situation One. Heinz steals the drug. (Number III «
’ ‘ in Kohlberg 1958) . :

. Situation ng;' Euthanesla. (Number IV in Kohleerg
- ) f.1958). . 2 :
Situation Three: Heinz escapes from,;aila (Number -

_ VIII in Kohlberg 1958 S e
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. - Situation Four: Joe's earnings; his father's , '
- P Egggglon. (Number I in Kohlberg

_ Situation\Five - Twé brothers: borrowing and. stealmng.
. (Number VII in Kohlberg 1958).

(b) Questionnaire for Soclolog1cal FPactors: . .
: This ;nstrument.contalned‘n1neteen questions divided

'into'four.sections. Section I through Section III contained
questions perteining to a partieular sociologicsi factor.
Condistent with the proaect ‘objectives, each of these . -
gsections was designed to. colledt data relating to. speclfic-
‘bypotheses. Most questlons were ordinally scaled The
basxc requirement for thls scale is that one be. able to
determine for each 1ndividua1 or object be1ng measured,
whethgr that individual has more of the~attribute in
question than other individuals (séllitz et 1., 1959). |
. ‘Sectlon IV contained nominally scaled questions bearing on -t
the subjects' general background.//i brief sectibn~bjégl
.sectlon outliné of the quest;onnalre foilows., .

Section I: Religieus.Af}iliation,and Practdce::
This section eontainedfthree questions. Question bne‘ )
centered on‘the rveligious faith in which the student was
raised, such as Romen Catholic, Anglicsn; United Church.
The other two questions established frequency of cburch
attendence and professed degree of. rellgloslty.

Section II: Social Political Orientatlon""i

’ This seotion_contadned'ﬁnsequestlons.. Question Four bore -

4
i



‘on the political orientetion of the subject (i.e.,
reectionary; consertatite, moderate, liberal,_radicel).
The otherfquestions,probed the degree of partieipation in

sociopolitical issues of the. subject and his parents.

L SectionmIII: Social Class: This section contained

threexquestjons pertaining to the social-class position of

the subject. The Blishen Scale (1967);'an ordinally

scaled instrument, was usqﬁ to place ‘the occupations. 1n.
qrticular social classes. Thls,rsnklng constituted the

' measure of social class for this project. Two dr the

questions focused on the mother's present work: statue and

occupation. However, only ten percent of the mothers are

working. Thus, consideration of mothers' occupations W1th -

relatlon to social class %es omitted. N

Section IV: HDescrlptlve Information: Thls section
contained ten items. Informatlon regardlng sex, age,

4

social relationsbips (i e., single, marrled, engaged ,

'going steady), llving accommodations (at home with parents,:

'w1th relat;ves, boardlng, in apartment),~type of community

'inhnhich subject was.raised, date of university entrance
" and long-term vocational goals was, sought. | f!

Subjects were asked to state the&present conception

of their vocational gOals.q Initially, it was thought tbat
many categories would be needed toiaccommodate their
responses. However, the data colIected needed little

categor1zat1on since the students conformed to a. llmlted

I 4
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var1ety of_reeponses on this questlon. .,
Three questions concernlng environment allowed the
author to 1dent1fy the ﬁome town of the subject the ‘
communlty %here he resided during hlgh school, and hls

length of re91dence -in the latter community. Communlty )

‘residence while attending “high school was included to permit .

identification of those subjects who had to relocate to

another cdmmunity to attend hiéb school. - It was found

sthat . approx1mate1y-e1ghty—eight percent of the sample -
considered the community in whlch they re51ded durlng hlgh

\ school to be their home town. In a11 theee cases lergth

of r681dence was greater then five yeers. Twelve percent
of the sample considered their home town different from

that resided in -during high school attendance. In allv

- these cases 1ength~of residence -was less than five years._

s

i.in the province. Over forty—five percent of the ssample

- ' J*\ ~ [\ <. B

Thus, the home town stated by the student was- used to

‘categorize .the general environmental situation in which he

was ralsed
S

Deflnlng actual env1ronmenta1 categorles was

P - . ’
,->*\difficu1t. .Communltles in Newfoundland with g _variety of’
industries and institutions, public servicee and faciiitieS“
~are easily classed. - Available census data (1971) and |

~personal knowledge- of Newfoundland geogrephy and commerce

[

helped establish these as the most urbanlzed communities



'were raised in such centres. R @ s S £
_ ThougH the urban centres are ea811y recognized,=
"~ the majorlny of other communlties in whlch"subjects were -
raised resisted'riéié classifieatiOn.i-Less than eleven
percent of fne home communities could be convincingly
categorized as rural, when compared w1th the other o N
communltles in whleh subjects were reared. A number of o
communities have both urban and rqral charaeteristic;.
They are.dependent on an uroan cennre becense of a key
-industry or the centrallzatlon of publlc services. It was
decided, therefore, to place these mixed home towns,'
except those which were relatively isolated, in one
~ category. An outline of the three eommunltyucatégories
 follows: - . ‘ | "‘~
(i) Urban bentres; These communlties are the maJor :
industrlal and commerc1a1 centres in the province. They
contain the largest d1v1310n of labour, heterogenelty of
populatlon and the major offlces for. government, mass
meala and law enforcement agencles. All have populations
‘oi at‘leest ten thousand people. (Refer: Anderson;'
1970:97). | | |
(ii) Mixed .Urban-R\‘Jra]_. Towns: The majority of these

1

éommunities have a population between four thousand and
; . 4even thousand people. There iS'variationfin the degree
Qﬁ urban 1nf1uence exerted on them, but in general—they

. {
‘have the life style of a small town.,

- A

4 -
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;*(E) Sampling Procedure.
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(111) Isolated Areas' The facilities and services “of -

these communities are ncticeably fewer wﬁen compared with

those of communities in the other environmental categoriee;

Geographically, they were‘alsq.isolated from tHe urban -

[} / : A . ! -
centres. All had a population of less than’ one thousand

. .
" . #

A

LN
3

The’ author administered the instruments to groups
of thirty to- forty subjects in a classroom situation. In
summary . suﬁjedts were instructed first to complete the

Moxral Judgement Scale in the arranged order (situ(\ion one

. . to situation five)‘writing;detailed-answers.tqrexpléin :

‘their position. Then, all questionnaire'iteme were

completed, unless a particular one was considered offensive.

However, no 1tems were omitted for this reason. The time '

required to complete both. instruments rangedﬁfrom fifty to

sixty-five minutes. ' o B '. SR Jf'
-

(F) Analysis

", The obdectives of this project. require three kinds
!

| offanalyses' (a) score the moral Judgement scale so that

vljthe moral orientation of subjects, by stage, ¢ould be

determined- (v) 'analyze statistically the six -,

hypotheses for the degree .of con fidence one can place in

/

.fthe associations found between certain sociological factors

and moral’brientation- (c) .present a quantitative, Voo



e
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ééscriptiugﬁoverriew by stage. A brief discussion of each - :;
'mode~6f analysis followéf - L } e l ?
f(a) Scorlng for moral or:.entat::l.on"l~ \ ' ; f
| Aware of the procedures deve10ped by Kohlberg (1958)
to detarmlne moral stage, the rating ) procedure was .
‘"selectcd as the main scorlng tool. Using the ratlng for .
ss'a guide, ‘the total responsc to a’conflici.sitdation.was
eifher’assignéﬁipo one or two of the six stages. Tf the - - - /

uotal'responsp reflected one stage, then it was‘ coded. by -
- that stagel If the total response reflected two sﬁagcs,
then it was coaed by those two stagés with one of them“

receiv1ng more welght than the other. \\ N
<ﬂ . Each situatidn was allotted three points which were
' ' « ‘
,distributed among the coded stages. Responses to a - : \' '

ﬁs1tuation a351gned to one stage had a11 three p01nts
-allottqd to that stage.u If responses were a851gned tc two

stages, then the three‘poipts vere divided between the two

. ) x. _
azﬁgps: the stage projecuing'greater weight received two -
B ‘62 s PR T
‘points, snd the other stage, one pdint. "After all .~ *
situations rated were scoréd in this manner, point tbtals

by staée'were computed fcr each subject. -  The author wasg

'careful -to 1nclude in the study only subjects who clearly _ .
£fit a partlcular stage. It was felt that greater °

: homogeneity among stage groups could be obtained 1f an. '

'a arbltrary cut off for the accumulated p01nts was used. {'

Thus, a subject was required to have’ on ohe stagc, twice

]



‘ ~otype effect, thereby 1ncrea51ng the: probabillty of

approx1mately forty percent.

' s . Q. " ? . : .. . .

) [ ‘ . ‘ 43 )

4 .
L ) : ' '

tbe,eummed weight of any other;for all five situations.

@

;Unlese a subjecfkachieved this, he was eliminated from ,

 further analysis. This procedure'helped reduce the 3¢§;;-

r

;7ogene1ty among the stage groups. However, thls arbltramr,.

t off technlque reduced the origlnal gample by
. o ~

’

L

ot : Ratlng was carried out. on & 31tuatlon—by—situatlon

bésis, rather than on a subject—by-subject basia. When all

:the protocols to a partlcular situation were scored the

next aituation wes scored for all subjects,“anq S0 on..

~ It was decideo to ‘'use the detailed coding method

(Kohlberg 1958) for the situations as a reliability check
. of. the rating technique for scoring. The detailed coding

method was devised and standardized from'tjerresponses

glven by eubjects to questions contalned i the'scale

."5(Koh1berg 1958). Each of -the responses listed in the codlng

'forms has been asslgned a stage. A subject's responses to .

a given situation were separated 1nto "thought -content"
e/ \

units for detalled codlng. Eacﬂ unit was assigned a stage, "
as determined by the Bstage 013881f108t10n of that unit, ,in
the coding form. After: all situations werencoded'the total

number of units aesigned'to each of the stages was

‘determined. ' . E - -

The sparse detail in responses given by subjects

\

" tended to limit certain content areas in both scoring’

- ) B |



’ v procedures, but especiall# in the detailed'coding method.,
Yet, careful analysis of the thought content available
reinforced the.view that scoring was adequate. Product
moment correlations of r = .882; r' = 8425 T = <7043
T - .771 r = .821 were found between the scores on the
ratlng technique and the getalled coding method for
situation one through eltuetlon five respectively.
o (b) Statlsthpl Analy31s ‘of Hypotheses'
Ordlnal data relating to the hypotbeses were
‘ analyzed by the chi—square test: (Siegel 1956 175), and the
. ¢ Bpearman rank- correlation coefflcient (Rs) corrected. Tor
' large eamples (Siegel 1956'212). Hypotheses for nominally
scaled data were enalyzed by the chl-square teet and the
contlngency coefflclent (C) ‘ o SR
In using the chi—square test;_the recommendations
of Cochran (1954) were followed ' . If the tabulated data
did not meet the ba51c requlrements for a valld application
. of the teet, adjacept categories were collapsed. This -
procedure was applled until fewer than twenty percent of

B tbe cells had expected frequencies of less than flve and

ﬁh no cells had an expected frequency of less than one,

4
¥ .
ot

A significance ‘level of p € .05 was adopted.
“. -, Significance at p é’;lo is also reported wh re the reeults‘

'hafg'special interest.

" P .
f ' LT



\ (c) Descriptlve Information'

)

. L ' A description is, presented in pércentages from the
3 | informatlon collectsd through Section IV of the
| questionnalre. These background data are nomlnally
scaled, In cases where the appllcation of chi-square was

.

applicable, the results are noted in the text.

4 . . - -
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. . CHAPTER IV. .
e  RESULIS
S The resulte of thze project are best presented by

d1v1ding this ehapter into three parts. Part I reports _

the results of the moral judgement ecoring by stagp, Part

II presents the data senerated through the ddscriptive
~items in Sect1on IV of the questionnalre- and Part IIT

LY

v reports the results or ‘the hypetheses tested

"Part I: Moral Judgement Scores - | .
' Scoring~procedufes preduceﬁ,the stage distiiﬁgtion

outlined in Table I. =~ - |
« TABLE I . e

' DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS BY MORAL STAGE

g

.E"Iefel i‘ ) ‘AStage"‘ ! _ ’Nuﬁber4of'.,_ | .Pefceht
= _ . Subjects® '
" One 2 68 i | 22.6
Two 5 - Cms L s
- . Three 5 ‘ ﬁ“345 S ‘11.3..
o - ‘; L
. Totals R IETIRTI |+ S o '_r_iOO.eo




- Thése procedurea arbltrarily elimlnated subjects who

.‘transltlon between stZEEEr Thp madorlty of transitional

:percent fall with1n the convent10nal level of moral

' subjects at Stage IV rather than StagQ\III as 1n the.present

'eubjects in the orlglnal sample, were moving upward from

' sample (see Table II) ;l"/

EL )
13

L .
] . - - . oL
R . ' s B
& f .
- - . f .

’manifested a mixed moral orientatlon, or. those in

3

_eubjects were moging pward from Stage III to Stage v,

Upward movement from Stage II to Stage III also was : Cot

evident Very fow subjects were moving from Stage I or Py
. e ‘. ' - _' . ‘x‘

-to Stage VI. . e T : L §

The distrlbutlon of subjects reveals that sixty-sixx

orlentation (Level ng) Data from other settings ehow a -

eimllar dastrlbvtlon (Haan, Smith and Block 1968). Yet,

this Amerlcan study. ehows the Ereatest percentage of

study (see Table I) Yet the major1ty of- treneitional

Stage III to Stage Iv. o P .-

ﬁart-II:-tDesqriptive‘Infprmation'

(n) sex: KA B

A chl-square teet performed on these data showed

1o ‘significarpe at the .05 level _Yet the stage compositions.

in Table II indicate a sllght trendatowards hlgher stage ofb,

‘-moral orientatlon for females. In Sta%ee iv and V, female --

representatlon exceeds the proportlbn ‘'of females in the -
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Sex .’
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©. " NORAL ORIENTATION AND SEX .- .

° ’ R4 e s s ey e

> - -

>

“.

. ° Stages i

Two .. . Tnree. - .- _EFour - Five

Totaié

©

Male

" Femsle .-

47¢ €9.12)  77( 66.96) <. B6( 54.76) ~ 20( 58.82)
21( 30.88)  -38( 33.04) ; 38(-45.24), 14( 41.18)"

¢

| 190(¢ &3.12)-
111( 36.88)

<

68(:100,00) ~115(100.00) ~ 84(100.00) 34(100.00)
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(B Age: . . o
* A chl-square test performed on these. .data showed:®

o statletlcal signlficance at the 05 level.. Noaage

: trends acrosb the stages exist (see Table III). Subjects__

were no younger then slxteen. Approxlmately flve percent'

//ﬁere older than nlneteen. The age -rahge for the .

° b
dlstrrbution was sixteen.to’ twenty-one years.~ O%erall,w

approxlmately*exghty-one percent of the subjects were
/-ril':n gi 2r'ty

between xteen ‘and elghtéen. For Stage Iz, III, IV and
' elghteen were 80. 9 percent 84,3 percent and 79. 4 percent
respect:.ve].y. The age dlstrib’utlon reveals that these\

subjeots are perhaps too;young to have had oppértﬁﬁities

to become 1nvolvéd in polltlcal or adult social actlvities.w

1

>

RS tyversit‘y Entrance after High School*-
D

A roxlmately elghty-flve percent of the subaects
entered university- 1mmed1ately aft"'gr uatlng from hlgh
school (Grade x1). Of the remalnlng fifteen percent -
approxlmately ten percent entered unlversity one acadgmlc

| ygér followlng thelr graduatlon. The majorlty of subjects
1n thls.group stated they were upgradlng thelr marks
durlng therintervenlng year.. mhe remalnlns five percent

' stated théy entered unlver31ty w1tL1n three yearS’after, .
graduatlng from Grade XI. During thls.lnterdn perdod‘they

held q;number of,aobsg Again, however,‘thevmajor.dquse.

LI

G
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, ' age ;

" "TABLE IIIF‘

MORAL ORIENTATION AND AGE

i

1

“?’ .

‘\!! R

./"4‘,‘.
'v

P

Two

-

E
- Five

16
RETRE
19~

'10( 14.70)
- 29( 42.65)

16( 23.58)
13( 19.12)

20( 17 39)
87( 4@587)

30( 2. 095

-18( 15.65). -

S\

P

11( 13.10)
38( 45.24)

16( 19.05)

"19( 22.61)

1( 11.76)
 130( 43.19)-
7(- 20.59)
7( 20.59)

16(‘45.96)

-ﬁt )
- . Se . b to {’q
. 'I"otalé,' : .
45( 14.95)

69( 22.92)
570 18.98)° ¢ T

. Totais='

,58(100160)

115(100.00)

84(100.00) '

34(100.00)

301(100.00) ;.

5 -

£

. -
- -
o B

v
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for the int rruptlon was the upgradlng of marks. —
These data suggest that  the maaorlty of students '
'who intend|to attend university enter either 1mmed1ate1yl
- after Grade XI graduation or. as soon as they are qualified.
It is int restlng that no students who interrupted thelr
educational career stated other interests or 1nvolvements;
such s

‘ravel, sports, politics or 'social action groups -,

. as. thelr reason for 1ater entrance into unlver81ty.v‘,

A chl-square test performed on these data was not
. Ve —~
. 81gnif'cant at the .05 level. No trends are eV1dent

" orien atlon. However, Table Iv shows that forty-four
‘percent of subaects in Stage V _live.at home, Thls

finding is different from that of Haan, Smith and Block |

”(196 ), who found prlnclpled moral subjects were moreO

likelly to 11ve on their own in apartments and houses.

App oxlmately n1ne percent of thé prlnclpled moral

res ondents in thie project live 'in apartments.. No
su Jects live alonB. The remalnlng nlnety—one percent live .
"in| more conventlonal surroundings. "However, the data re- . -

' P rted in Table IV prov1de a poor comparlson with those T .

_ of Haan, Smith and ‘Block (1968). Over thirty percent of

"

this sample are resldents of St. John' s Whe the

nlverslty 1e sltuated, or of commuﬁities to St.

PR
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| - TABLE IV : T

.. ) . . ) - " ) S ! . . ’{ °,

' 'MORAL ORIENTATION AND STUDENT LIVING ACCOMMODATIONS . '~ . ) N
' - S’cages; o . RN
-Accommodat?ohs : ,J,_‘/ﬁnree _ Your - ?i:ve Totals
University ~ T : . A . o
Residence 15( 22.06) . .22( 19.13) " 21('25.00) -7( 20.59) - 65( 21 59)

At Homeé - - - = ° ' . e .

| With Parents 24( 35.29) ' 40( 34.78). 24( 28.57) - 15( 44.12) - 103( 34, 227\

" With Relatives~ 4( '5.88)" ‘\5(; 4,.35) 6( 7.14) . 1( -‘.2'.,94) ~1e( 5.32) .
‘Boarding 17( 25.00)°  38( 33.04) 20( 23.81)  8( 23.53) J83( 27.57)
Apértment - , - L - Lo - A

.~ Shared 8( 11.77) ,10( 8.70) 13( 15.48) 3( 8.82)  34(°11.30)
‘Totals - 68(100.00) ‘115100.00) :84‘(100 00) 34(100;00)  301(x00.00)

- . ¢ ut
) . R\
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' John's. Given the age and early unlver51ty status of these

sub;jects, it i understandable that a 1arge percentage of -
+this group, whatever their moral stage, live at home.

Also, among the subjegts who reside elsewhere, selection

.0f convent onal'eccommodations probaﬁly'sprang,from

__parental guldance and the subjects‘ unfamlllarlty with e

the new environment. No doubt there ex1st 1nd1v1duals in
both grouosdw!o desire to live on their oWn. However,
lack of- flnanZes and the severe housing shortage in the
clty reduce heir Opportunltles. , ..

(E) Present Socisl'Rela%ionships: o w |

A ¢hi-square performéd on these data showed no

slgnifioa ce at the .05 level: ' No consistent trend
emerges tZroughout the stages. Seventy percent of the
sample (213 subdects) are single. This flnding is =

congruent ith the results relating to age arfd living -

' accommohatiéns'reported earlier. The stage compos1t10ns

(see Table V) show that as the stage level increases, the
propo ion of the subjects in the stage who profess g01ng
steady decreases. Also, the proportlon of ‘'subjects who are k‘;

marrled is proportlonately at the higher stages.

Y

-(F) Long Term Voéational Goals: (See Table VI)

/

ompositions show that teacher predominates as the . ’

No trendSuacross stages are evident The stage

-

-t .
vocatlonal goal of the subjects. Yet, the proportion who. -

’ 11

i
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TABLE W, - ... . . .. ¢

MORAT, ORTENTATION AND PRESENT - -
. X ‘ o

NS ] . SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS =~ . |
, SR L - v '_‘&\.
1 . " . Stages . q . )

‘O Status T Two .. . Three Four ~ . Five - Totals

o . . z ,ll

. Bingle . ..f_46(:67.65‘} 84( 73.04) | 59( 70.28) . 24( 70.59) . 213( 70.75)
., Going Steady- = 17( 25.00) - 25( 21.7#) .16( 19.05) - 6( 17.65).  &4( 21.26)

Engaged 1C 1.47) 20 L.7a) © a(. 4.76)  1C 2.94), - 8( 2.66) .

e ‘~‘: Married. - 4( 5.88) 4( 3.48)  5( 5.95)  3(8.82) 16( 5.32)

- -
>

Totals. : = - 68(100.00) . ;15(100.00) 84(100.00)  34(100.00)  301(100.00) - -

al
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TABLE VI.

Don't .Know

16( 23.54) © 33( 28.70) 17( 20.24)  4( 11.76)

L
MORAL ORIENTATTON AND TONG- TERM VOCATIONAL GOALS V
e EESS . Stages_ *
. Vécgtional Choice - Two " _Three ' Four . Five Totals
- Teacher \ ‘ou(35.29) | 32( 27.83)..—21( 25.00) 6 17466)  83( 27.57)
'B;A. Degree 10( 14.71) ﬁ‘;s( 13.,04) ibi_11.9o) 4(-11.76)  39( )2.96)
" Doctox. L3 als) 110 957 © 9( 10.72) - 4( 11.76)  27( B.97)-
Lawyer 2( 2.9%)  5( 4.35)  2( -2.38) - o( 0:00)  9C 2.99)
Accognt;nt"'_ 4( 5.88) 3( 2.61) 5¢( '5.95)  3( 8.82) 15( 4.98)
Social Worker - 5‘(./7.3'5'9 6( 5.21) ~ 12( 14.29)  7( 20.59) * 30( . 9.97)
. Engineer ~2C 2.9 - oe( 5.21).  3(3.57)  #( 11.76)  15( 4.98)
Graduste Work S 2( 2.94). 5( "3.48) " 5( 5.95)° 2( 5.89)  13( 4.32)

- 70( 23.26)

" Totals-,

. '68(100.00) :115(100.00)  84(100.00) '\54(‘100400)‘
- . . —

301(100.00) f

14



definite vocatioha_l ‘goals than do respondents in the

@] A
.

3,

»

selected it at each stage decreased as the stage level

~J.nc:reased. It was selected 2 4 t:.mes, 2.1 times and 1 8

t:.mes more often than the - second highest choice in Stages

II, IIT, and IV, respect:.vely. " Among St"ége \J sub;jects

teacher was the ‘'second highest vocational goal chosen.

l]Ehe 1argest proport:.on of Stage v sub:]ects eelected social \

worker as a vocet:.onal choice. In fact, social worker was.

¢

"chosen 1.2 times. more often in Stage V than the -second .

highest“ohoioe;.t'eacher. " The proportion of sub:jects

~

choosing doctor becomes larger ae the etage level increases. :

Attainment' of a B.A. degree or completing grad‘uate

~work do not oonst:.tute vocations in ?emselves, but were,

nonetheless, named by sub;]ects. The
>

either a midinterpretation pf the questn.on or a short-

. sightedness among the respondents. The stage patterns for

Phese cho.mes *are, however, worth eizamlnat:.on. The

proport:.on of reapondents who dkhoee B.A. degree as thelr

,

vocmlona]f goal was larger in Stage II and )III, while the

propok'tlon of subjects who selected graduate work was
-

1arger in Stage IV az/d Stage V.

About twenty-three percent of the eample indicated -

Lo

. .they weret uncerta:.n about their vocatlonal goals (don't

know) . Stege composit:l.ons indicate that a grbater

" proportion of, subjects in stages IV and V have more

s
\ ’bv. "
P e . B . ”’

- 0

e * . " ‘e
A . .

e choices may 1ndlcate o



lp\;ver stage groups.

T

.(G) Home Town Communities: a } ,. -

The “home ‘communities of subjects were divided

into three categories. A chi-square test performed-on’ _

. ‘these data showed significande at the .10 level

(ice = 12.48; .10>p >.05). The findings presented in

- Table VII ‘show the proportion oi‘ sub;jects in the stages

increases as the stage level 1ncreases. The opposite
holds for the stage composition of .mixed and isolated
communities., On'_l,y a small proportion of SE'nis sample

res:Lded in relat:.vely isolated areas.

¢ Forty-three percent of this sample vere residents

of mixed communities. Identification of more subtle .

differences here would require the development of a more

"precise measuring ~1nstrument. 'The author was unable to

-

are insensitive to the more ,sub‘tj.le differences which may

exist among communities in the mixed category, a weak’ ~ °

association (p«.10) was still evident from the statistical

'UBS’ES& ’ ’ ’ : \ ‘. )

‘Parb II1: Hypoi:heées o

(A) Hypo*bhesis I' ’l‘he religious faith in which the

sub;ject was raised was found to be unrelated to hls level-

of moral orientation. T‘ne chi-square test showed no

-develop this - instrument. .Thus, while the present ,cétegor‘iesx \

»

statistically signifioant:’&iff,erences_ at the .05 level (gee . .
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MORAT ORIENTATION AND HOME COMMUNITIES

'\ - ‘ \ S ‘Stages, ' . Lo
.Type of Commhhitz; . Dy ___Three . Four - Five -Potals

’

Urban . .. 22( 32.35)  49( 42.61) ' 47¢ 55.95) 21( 61.76  139( 46.18)
Mixed -+ 37( 54.41)  53( 46.09) 30(.35.71) .11( 32.36) 131 43.52)
'Isolated - . 9( 13.24) - -13( 11.30) " - 7( 8.32)  2( 5.88) 31( 10.30)

5<;—§;<' S Lo - o . R

. ' . 'F“)v‘ ) T . o8 ) .
Totals - : o 68(100.00) llsglOQ.OO) .-84(100.00) 34(100.00) 301(100,00) o
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Teble VIIl) LA chl—square test, applied . when the
denomlnatlonal groupe were recategorized as Protestante
and Roman- Gathol:.cs, also showed no s:x.gn:.ficance . .
0% =505 95.09. L .o

(B) - Hypotheels II: It was found‘that the profeesed

,,,,,

degree of rel:xgloerby expressed by the subaect is unrelatedf

to his 1eve1 of moral orientatlon. ‘The Spearman rank

-

Cer’cain cells wvere collapsed to permit chi-square. Vo

anélyels. Very reln.gious and moderately rellg:.ous vere

" subsumed by a top czad:ego::-y2 wh:Lle sl:.ghtly;rellg:.ous and

. irreligious were subsumed by a bottom category. The chi-

'+ square did not ehow signiflcance ft the .05 level

‘ (x2 = 0.60; p> .05). Hypothesisl/II is confirred.

(¢) Hypothee:.s IIZE'“ The frequency of church

: attendence of: the sub;]ect wae found to .be unrelated to Lo .'
his level of moral or:.entation. Both the spearme.n rank

’ correlat:.on coefficient corrected for large samples and

. the. chn.-square test showed no signif:.cance at the .05 ! -

level (see Table X) Hypothesis III is confirmed.

' a'(D.)- ﬁypothesie IV: "The deéree of perticipht’ioﬁ in

sociopolitical activities was found to be dnrelated to . -

o
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TABLE'VIII

" MORAT, ORIENTATION AND DENOMINATION OF CHILDHOOD

e | o _;Stages o

» . ‘Religious Denomination ‘Two - Three. Four

" Anglican 2. w0 A |
. N N . - '10 “ ~

Romen' Catholic

" Tive Totals
United Ghurch-

3 e—
..
e

gt 101 -
23 .15 - 8 . 56
e e, 15
f~0theriGroupg- T 9 . 9 e 3 ~ 27 -
N . SR o ,1" -
. - Totals 68 . 115 84 T 34 301
N - ' g ) ‘ - -
| = 4,80; P>.05 . '
A0 0~ 125 p5.05

*(Other groups include Salvat1on Army,.Eentecostal and Baptlst.

&

11%e

analyszs thesg three groups were collapsed

—

To facilitate

~
l"

o
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- -DPABLE IX

~

-

Stages

" Two  Three . Four Five

- -

MORAT- ORTENTATION AND DEGREF, OF RELIGIOSITY -

~

- Totals

- - Degrea of Religiosity-
';5," Extreme

Mode;aﬁe

4

-

27

12

R

Y * ~
S . . -

Y

e

43...""35 Rt
48 -3 s
18° 7

14

114

118
55

"Slight
Not &t all o
- Totals .
;. \.>. . | ‘ B . '1 - .
- B ) . . i - . X \ '

- .68

L g f00




IIQ'

z Bl a .
- .
- - .'b [y 3 -
Q - . . L) -
’ -
!
. N o K .
N - c
: Q
‘- . ) N ' A Kl T

- - -~ - . B
hh‘ l 3 ’ :
- . . .

" [y ot (ol . .
~ Y N .
PN £ . -
- o - [ <
L} 7 ° . ‘ .
. H]
€ - . . . ' N ’ - . °. N
@ B B . o . e
q -k" - . p %3

: »

. ‘\-.' * - . -

% .. MORAT ORTENTATION AND CHURCH ATTENDANCE + .i. - . :

- . . B - - . a - o
- * " - - . N v Le
‘ - ‘ - . - -
RS - . 2 ) ~ ~ ! . »
- * . L] . ’ - . v h .
[\ . - . N -
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: Stages 4

o "

Freg'{:ency ‘of Attendince - - Two T Three . Fouw — - Five R T'oi;a:_.s N ", -
:. . . " Lo - .u]_ . N . . ) v , T ] J

Weekly . .~ . 407 . " 48 4. 15 470 -

~M6nth1-y'.- L0 ' 12 . 25v

e * T L o '1 i ' . . . “‘; : 2 -’
. Occasidnilly or Yearly -. -10-.; 30~ = 22 .. 1V " 3 -
//: K ‘%‘ ﬁ'ever o l ‘ .'. ' Lo ) R ) '.:_ : ,;6‘ -"_ . :.- \12 ) ‘;. ‘,5 3 E . 5 ; - ' 28 \ C .
‘Totals T U0 Co v 68 1150 ok 34 301
S -t B o S L . : et e . , - o -

"Rs =' 077

o S . - L. i’ ) \ . B . ," ‘. ) )
- - .. R . - - .- " P!
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relatlons 1p, this statlstlcal analysis cbﬂ\irms it. A B

/

: moral orieﬁtatlon. The. Spearman rank correlatlonal s

u Hypoth631s IV 1s accepted

analy31s corrected for large samples falled to reach the .05 .

level (see Teble XI) C L R -

i

.

| )) Certain cells 1n Table XI nge collapsed to . ”5ﬁ‘.
t

permlt chl—square analy31s. Very ‘active and moderateiy

actlve subjects were grouped 1n a high category,-sllghtly
actlve and ‘never active. were subsumed 1n a low group.-

‘The chl-square ana1y31s was also.statlstlcally 1nslgn1f1cant

z
'14.:'

(x =€545, pY.05). . ;,4_‘ ..
Slnce hypothesiﬁ IV predicted an absence of- a

4

o
4

L)

Discussion: | " S -

Table XI shows that seventy—one percent of the

fsample (216 subjects) responded that they were sllghtlyfor -

never polltlcally actlve. These responses appear reasonable

51nce few. opportunltles exlst in Newfoundland for 1nd1v1duals

'of thla age group to partaclpate in. soclopolltlcal events.

Though no predlctions were made about The degree
of oarenfal sociopolitical‘acﬁivity«in'rela%ion to the
subjects' moral orientation, the degree of associafion vas

teefed bylusingithe:Spearman rank correlation coeffiéiemt,

4

"'corrected for large sized samples. No statlstically

‘slgnlflcant relatlonshlp was” found for elther mother or

‘father. - . - . PR
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A - ‘ TABLEXI et )
_ MORAL ORIENTATION m 'DEGREE OF PAR']}IGIPATION
IN SOCIOPOLITICAL Acmxv:cmms IRCI

A - . . . 4.3'/;1_

Stages

Three . Four

‘ Totals )

-

Extreme*.

RSy T a o ' B4

ten T ) ' N &
>~ 2 -2 . /"

5 .7 / 18 :

Moderate N 18 -, o2 .20 o | . 67
'Shght A 29 - - 58~ .- 28 .- 10 ... .-125
C. . X . ., . ] = T - - ‘ .;: e o Lo
None. - 20 - .33 0 27 i lnl O
’¢ - A . '_—Q‘ PR . ,“ . ‘t, h - i -
Tetals . - - .88° 115 . o8 LT BT 301
L v . .. ‘ma<l.og7 1 - - ) /‘ -
} _ t = 1.51; P> .05 A
N ) e )
- - - - .
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 father: -Rs = -.043, b = ~T.433 p).OS ‘
. (N=251 gincé 43 respondents falle% to answer)

'mother: Rs = = 043, t = -.74 P >.05.
- (N=251 since 46. respondents falled to answer) .
'(E)B'ijothesis V: The professed political‘orientétion
of the subJects was found to be unrelated to thelr moral
- orlentatlon. The, data contalned in Table XII are collapsed
from ‘the. orlglnal cstegorles of reactlonary, conservatlve,
-moderate, llberal and radlcal. The chi-square test .
showed.that no statistically 81gn1f1cant relatlonshlp
ex:sts. The test therefore oonflrms the stated hypothe51s. )
-

Hypothe91s ¥ i% accepted.

L e . :
Discussion: L Lo o, - j
N ' Table XII shows that approxlmately forty-flve .
_percent of tng/subaeots professed a moderate political. :'
i.-orlentatlon. Thls percentage 1s understandable., Most. “
subdects have had no pollticel 1nvolvement. Few

o

opportunltles ex1st 1n the prov1nce for. 1ndiv1duals of. -
this age to partlclpate polltloally.. Thus, they have "
little more- than a textbook or mass medla experlence w1th
polltlcal orlentatlons like. reactlonary or radical.
A number of the subjects. may well have mlsinterpreted
. the, question. Though liberal and conserﬂatlve are
establlshed polltlcal orlentatlons; they~are also the

. labels of the two major polltlcal partlepxln Canada.

J '
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AT L TABLE XIT . . .
EEE ~© < "MORAL ORIENTATION AND POLITICAL GREENTATION

)

L, 'Stagés. A

. Politieal bfieptaﬁibn Two . - . Three a Four Five  Totals

. Reactionary- . S ' : ;> : o ;i o : Lo

" ~Conservative. - S8 30 : 5 - .. 3 . 66
Moderate o H:. . 27 L "~ . 53 3% ‘}5 .. .7 130

-

- Libersl-Redical .20 . - 27 Co32 15 - .94 .

. Totals oo, 8T T 110 o Te2 otz T 290 v
R - . - . . . . . N v R - . '
. l‘:-""-._}_*‘.;. ; . . i Lt . . : Lt . .

v %2 210,705 p>.05

= 195 .05 L e e

SR

+ (N ‘iSOi was not used since eleven subjects stated they had no pglitical orientgxidn)i

99

N
\,
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Though the. author care'fully" ola’ri'fied this point in the
—test:.ng s:.tuation, sub;jects may s‘c:.ll have answered. the

quest:.on by 1nd1c:ating thelr favorite poln.t:*cal party.

(F)‘ Hyf:othesis VI: Socia'.t"class was found to vary

' directly w:l.th the level of moral orientation. The spearman:..
: ._‘rank A}rrelat:.on coeff:.oient corrected for 13{53 samples -
J was s:.gn:.f:.cant at the .05 level" (see Table XIII) '
~ Table cells wore collapsed to permit valid chi-
square analysis: Pfofessionals; ubper-class; and upper- —
middle-classﬁ:.ndlvldua}g wers g'rouped in a top category,
middle-class and. lower m}ddle-class ind:.v:.duals were
grou'ped. in an'intermediato cate'goryg working class and
- 'oo'or individuals were grouped in a bottom oategory.
. . ‘, " The chi-square test was not s:.gnif:.cant at the .05
- level, though it was: close to it (x° = 12. 403 .10>'p ).05).
'I‘he more powerful t test, however, establ:.shed the-

»

.ex:.stence of a’ s:.gnlfn.cant degree of association. :

. Hypothes:.s VI is confirmed.,

. - , . o e
N



" Professionsl upper-class ~ 1 . . 9
' Upper middle-class "3
. Middle eclass

Working class

t N L ) . . o Y
TABLE XIII S e
: -, S R
CE . N . LT

. MORAT, ORIENTATION AND SOCIAL -CLASS

l’ "

L - Stages

Social Class Level O Two. Three = ° Four Five 'intalsf“ e

.e\N' .

.\ 9 -, ,_ ’_{’.. 3 ' . % '- ‘ . _18
8 . 16 | .
28 .. 16 ‘11t e

"#

Lowe;gg}ddle-class

18
| .y

, 22 =2 e 67
. Poor - . 26 . 3 22 7 92

Totals .. . . .6y - 112 " 83 . sa, - 29’

-
*

Rs = 164
t = 2,84; pe .05

-

‘

* (N=301 was not'uéed sinpe:fathers'of-seven subjects have died) )
: ' b0 - R i
‘ . e - .. . . ~ ot - .o



, could be drawn. Other llmltatlons preeented themselves

' procedures ellmlnated the major beneflts of thls random

* . dimension.

1 . ' s - ' 3 . ‘. . . ®
SEE . . ¢ CCHAPTER V '~ - ¢

-
10,

DISCUSSION. tTe :é

.0

.
¢

That there were comparatlvely few subjedts from

o 1solated communltles, that the, subgects used for analysis

d1d not constitute a random sample, that the Moral }’ l .'Q.,

Judgement Scale is better administered in an interview,

and that only first year students eompoeed.the gsample are -

the" major llmltatlons of this proJect

In1t1a11y the author was 1nterested in applydng the
Kohlberg scale to a varlety of’ young Newfoundlanﬂere.

However, when 1t was found impractical to mse dlfferent

. adolescent groups, univer31ty students were selected as

the populatlon from whlch a stratlfled randon sample

f,s&%h that only flrst year students were available 8s the

sampllng populatlon. A random sample of over flve hundred

students was initially selected However, the scorlng

ot

' selection. Only subjects who could be a351gned to. g pure

-

modal type were included in the analysis. . Thus, ‘the

. o Sl Lt v
inferences that can be made are limited. These '
1imitations prevented the developmentref a represebtative

profile of first year Neyfouﬂdland students on any

N, [0 . N

\_':“" o
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.- Use of flrst year Newfpundland students also :

meant a homogeneous grou descrlptlvely.. Thls occurred
because tK/’sample composmtlon provided no broad ege
'range or range in experlences and involvements (;.e.;
-soclopolltleal 1nvolvement) ' .

) . Overall, the gample was not large enough to
permitaexploration of many of the possible assoolatlons.
Yet, the results do represent the profils of three * .
_hundred first year Newéoundland university students.

. Avare that the Kohlberg Moral Judgement Scale

ylelds its best results when presented in- an 1nterv1ew, it

1

was hoped at the eommencement of this project to usé“the,’)
interview methed However, after testlng the procedure,
'the author redllzed that his‘ interview experlence was
1nsufflclent to apply the 1nterv1ew gulde con51stently fl”

S
and sen51t1vely. In Summary, the most common problem

-

encountered was the varlatlon in applylng the problng

A

questions. There was a’ tendency by the subjects to wander .

w_from the toplc.: They forgot some- of the1r statements in

}

. the course of the Intervlew, so that each 1nterview

'59331on was fllled w:th incomplete v1ewpoints and

o

arguments. o . . .

) . -

Td\prevent such 1nadequacles, the alternate paper-
nd-pen011 test wag" selected Cognlzant of lts 4

' 11mitat10ns a large sample (548 subjects) was randomly .

selected.. The detalled coding sheets and the mere ﬂ

-

< . -
.8

s

o 4 .
. -
. . -
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s1mp115t1c ratlng guldes devzsed by Kohlberg (1958) were
.used to* score the protocols. Rating guldes were used to
ass;gn the initial stage score, while the detailed coding |
',sheets were used as a consistency check for the assigned
scores., /No albternative to these scoring def}ces was ‘

available. Requests were made to individua s worklng B

with the Kohlberg ‘'scale, ‘but they were unable to provide't
" the recently modlfled and more 1ntense1y developed
version of the scoring manual, No doubt, 'there would have :
been less difficulty and a hlgher degree of- accuracy if.
the modified scorlng procedures “had been acce991ble. Yebi-
in splte of these restrictions, the author 1s satlsfled
'_that the scoring is valid, “ i
Thé questlonnalre 1tems used Yo generate data for
_bypothe51s testlng were based .on the ratlngs of the .>:~/*/
subjects. Answers to tbese items should be understood as
-'only tégporary, 1ndlcators of the subaects' partlclpatlon
and orientation in rellglon‘and polities.’ ‘ *
No attempt was made to check the professed
act1v1ty and partlcipatlon of the subject with a mor

l‘\

obaectlve measure. The draft questionnaire d1d 1nclude

o a questlon-whlch requested the subjects to 1ﬁdlcate the

¥oc1al organlzatlons and service groups to whlch-they'
belonged and to 1nd1cate thelr degree of partlclpat on
'and 1eadersh1p 1n these groups.’ Their responses

'1nd1cated that they 301ned only groups 11ke Boy' Scouts,-

-
.
» T L. . . P
. . . . .

. ) (W) . . . . \

. . - PR - * . 4

. . ’ N . * .
R
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Girl Guided, Red Cross and church orgenizations. No
doubt these organizations éi&\proﬁide ccrtéin opportuniﬁieq.
But, s{nce the level of pa:ticipctiqn wcs moderate and
. since few were leaqcrs, it was decided fo omit the -
‘question: from the' final docﬁmeﬁt.: Fﬁrther injest{gatiqé‘
. of the sampled population confirms this low group , - k
participation. ' _' .

The project tested six hypotheses fegérding' B
asgociationsfbetaeen moral -orientation and'sociologi&él-
correlates, The results showed that the higher soc1a1

stratalhold'hlgher levels of moral’ orientation, Thls

finding is consiétent with resulté found in-‘other . : /f _

empirical research done wmth the Koblberg Scale (Kohlberg
1963a). ' '
Sociopoliticci participation apd political’
oriectaticn were found to be unrelated to morél '
~or1entat10n. Thése-resuits Were predictéd‘from"

i

observatlons of Newfoundland socletyl Young people in _
Newfoundland, and accordlng to Hodgetts (1968) in other ) "7
parts of Caqada, generally shov a law degree of 1hterest

and 1nvolvement in the polltical sphere. The sample in

. this project regardless of~hometown env1ronmeht and
social-class posltlon, ‘showed - 5\31m11ar degree of polltlcal
particmpatlon and were -alike in their polltlcal orientation., -

of course, as Kohlberg (1964) concludes, the upper social

gtrata should have more access c? the channels for polltlcal

Y : o /l-
- .

N

.
W
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'participatien.a Yet; in Newfoundlaﬁd'nO‘segmeng of the '~
population has developed socmal action groups and
polltlcal organlzations equivalernt t0- those Haan,uSmlth
_and‘Bloc§’“l968) were concerned with. Oppertunltles for
'lf icai roleéplajing'are slight in Newfoundland Thus,
it is, of ilttle surprise that SOOlOpOllth&l partlclpatlon
1s unrelated to moral orlentatlon. ‘ .
Political orlentatlon.shows a similar parterr;
Few individuelq in Neﬁfoundland‘overtlyﬂﬁanifest.a
poi&tical.orientation,and no groups exist that allow
shbjecre £0 express a-particglarioriehtatioh. The overall

.society eppears t0 manifest a similar political,

.

orientation. Thus, some subjects may have chosefi the -
moderete c tegory; becguse the population appears moderate
-in their d¢rientation. Others may have professed to be
’mederaﬁe.beeause they have (yet to make any real poliﬁical
cemmitment. ’ ‘ ' L

]

Religion in the province 15 predominantly
-

<
Protestant and Roman Catholic. The unrelate@ness of

\.rellglous affillatlon and practlce to moral orlentatlon

is consistent w1th results found by Kohlberg (1967)
However, ‘it is of 11ttle surprise. 411 subaec s in the
, sample are Christlans, and aﬁy sectarian divisions which

'may exist are erddlng.

.
- - b
f .
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‘ ‘~; i c Descrlptlve data coﬁflrm that the, sample 1s s
';‘ similar on many aspects. Sex and age were also ross ' '
au.tabulated with soc1a1 class, rellélon, and polltlcal
) '_nartlclpation and orlentatlon. No statlstlcally ’
slgnlflcant assoclataons were - found
“ . o, S ) A
! Lotes for'Future Research'. I , ,,‘ oy /hi .
R

To the author's knowledge this i's the f1rst
attempt to apply the Kohlberg Moral Judgemeﬁt Scale to
Newfoundland subjects. It is regrettable- that the proaect -
. was unable to produce & more representatlve profile of ‘@mﬁn
Newfoundland adolescents. This profile 1s necessary before'

moral or1entat10n can be used as an explanatory tool in

-~

J L4

'thls aettlng.,
' - Other researchers should endeavour to utlllze the
“interview ‘method in applyzng the Kohlberg Scale, gince 1t

1s.more rellable as anmeasurlng instrument than the , 3

‘fpa er-and-pencil version. Also, care should.be taken to
ginsu that the interview content is appllcable to ‘each
settlng. The author found - that only flve of the’ Kohlberg
" ngé{’Dllemmas were meaningful. to Memorial Unlver81ty
students.. Yet,.before the complete sét’ of dilemmas can be':.
‘apnlieo to the uider,poﬁulation, 2 thorough analysis of
the story content.and tbeir questignS'shouldibe made.
Of major 1nterest is the relatlonshlp between o
" social class ana communlty. cher researchers-muat_, |

A

. - il . ) N
. , . . - N ’ -
: b s . 1
N . ‘\ . . . .



' 7dép910p{a precise. indtrument which allows‘tho Tinks . E

‘between social class, community environment, and.moral
b x Al - . -

orientation Yo emerge. . -
Q

. Newfoundland also prov1des the researcber with a
-homogeneous political orlentatlon and few soclal actlon
'and protest groups. This stands in contrast to the.»
ﬁrbap United Sfates.‘ A sample of.the adult population,

stratlfied on major=soc;ologlca1 dimensions, should

produce dlfferent data from_gsose of Turner and thtten

'(1971) : N S 5

. L
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" . STUDENT - QUESTIONNAIRE ) .
' ’ “’ .'. ’ . ‘ # ~ ' :‘.- ."' o '!) '
' Please Né‘te':,".' Co— T ey X
o ',‘ o The appearance of this questlonnalre 1s .
0 . ‘misledding. The spacing- betWeen questions»and
T -the sPpaces. supplied for answers .have:made the
s ‘aquesylonnalre exhibit ‘that. thlck, borlng and
e » dlfflbult appearanoe.., . Do ’
) A brlef descrlptlon of the questlonnaire
-t + may help. put our task in perspectlve. It
. " consists of t®o parts. 'Part A .contains’ questlons
which requlre you to write-down your thoughts and-
, views in ‘the spaces prov1ded ‘Part B contains .
questions ‘which requlreryou 0 glve qnswers~by' b
o checklng one of thé*supplled alternativeb ’
. g T e ." o P ‘
e Y wo- - - ' ‘ < t *,
| . -Please. Complete All Questions A ‘
2 :b -f t ) .
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" FORM A _

JInstructions for Stories and Questions

L o, M : ) o J
he purpose of the stories and questlons which follow is
- get at your op1n10ns and- ideas. .

-

" Please wrlte down all the ideas or feellngs the storles

brin to nind, rather than ivin "yes” or Tho answers.'
g ) & S

v 'Each story is followed by questlons. Please answer them

(1n the 'space prov1ded on the sheet.

¢

1. 1In. Europe, a woman was near death from, ‘a speclal klnd

wight save her. It yas a form.of radium that a .
druggist in-the samé. town had recently discovered. T
drug was expensive $o make, but the druggist was
charging ten times what the drug cost him to make. H
- paid_$#200 for-'the, radium 'and charged $2?000 for a-
small dose ‘of the drug. The.'sick, woman's husband,
Heinz, went to everyone he -knev. to .borrow the money,
_ but he could only get together $1,000 which is half o
what ‘it cost. He told the drugglst that his wife was.
- dying, and ‘asked him-to sell.it cheaper -or let him pa
“later. But the druggist said, "No, I dlscovered the

v o - of cancer. There was one drug that the doctors thought

he
e
£
y

drug and I'm going to make/honey from it." ©So ‘Heinz °

got desperate and broke into phe man's store 'to steal
the drng for his wife. .

% ok %k Xk %k

« b
o
Lt

a. Should, Heinz have done that7 Was it'éctually vrong o
: right? th? c .

. : ’ C ’

b. betahusband's duty to steal the drug for his wife if
-~ - he.can get it no other way? WOuld a good husband do

oo ,

-

c. Did the drugglst have - the rlght to charge that mUCh

r

it? -

when there was ho lay acbually setting a limit to the'

price¢ ‘Why?

2



. A
) o . ) ‘
Answer the next two questlops only 1fAyou thlnk he’ should
Ssteal the drug. - . .

"d.~ .If the husband does, not feel very close or af@ectlonate
- to- hlS _wife, should‘he still steal the drug”

; Pt

e. ‘Suppose it wasn't Heinz's wife who was dying of cancer

* but it. was Heinz's best friemd. His friend didn't

have any money and there was no one in his family

vwilling to steal the drug. Should Heinz stéal the.
"drug for hls friend in’ that case? Why7 ;

L3

. ’. . - ' ‘h:f"
Answer the next two_guestlons only 1f;you thlnk Heinz
shouIa not steal the drug.

< K4

f, viould you steal the drug to ‘save your wzfe 8 11fe7

g. If you were dylng of “cancer .but were strong enougb
v would you’ steal the drug to save .your own 11fe7 o

L)

i h
h, Heinz broke in the store and stole the drug and gave
it to his wife. He was caught and brought hefore the -
Judge. - Should the judge send Heinz to jail for
!‘stealxng,’or should he 1et h1m EOafree° Vhy?

. 2. The drug aidn't work and theTe was no. other treatment AR
. known to medicirie which could save Heinz's wife, s6 -

the doctor knew that she had: only about 6 months to
.live.  She was in terrible pain, but she was so weak
that a good dose of & paln-klller like ether or
morphine would meke her die sooner. -She was delirious
.apd almost crazy with: paln, and in her calm periods, ,
- she -would ,ask .the Dr. to glve her enough ether to kill-
'her. She said she couldn't stand the pain and she was
501n5 to die in a few months anyway .

12

*#*** o . ¢ -

{ L. . N

>

. 2a. .Should the doctor do wﬁat she asks and glve her the
i drug that w1}1 make her die7 Why7 . o



b. When a pet an:r_mal is badly wounded snd Mill dle, it is |

killed to put it out of 1~bs baln. Does .the same thlng
apply here? Why" L , ' S

N -
(3

" Answer the following questions only 1£'you th:.nk the

doctor sbould not - glve her the drug.

© e. Would you blame the doctor for & .1ng her the drug‘?

-4 ~xwhat would have been best for the woman herself, to

: ' died soonexr? - Why?-

-Everyone ehould answer the r maining questlons.

< have had her .1ife for six months in’ great pain or have'

‘a sufi‘erlng person who will 1evanyway. . Should the
- doctor do it in that. case" " 5 . ,

-

J
0 - 4
el . .

b =7
5T,
a“

: f. The doctor ;t‘:.nally dec:. ed to kill the woman to put

her out of-her pain, so/ he did it without consulting

' the law. :The police £ und out and the doctor was
brought” up on a charge’ of nurder. - The jury decided he
had done it, s¢ they found him- gu:.lty of murder even:
though they knew the woman had asked him. - What -
punlshment should the judge ‘give the doctor" Why"

-

‘ ‘- 7 . .
g. w°u1d it be rig t or wrong to g-:.ve the doctor the o
~~ death sentence” e \ , % cLT

A
X .

, h. Do you believe that the death sentence should be g:l.ven

in some caees" ’ Uhy'? S , -
i, Tbe 1aw prescr:.bes the death penalty« for treason
aga:.net the “country. ‘Do you think.the. death eentence.

.

, 'should be glven for: treagon? : W’ﬁy” : S N

e
'
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tfﬁf Is 1t a citizen s duty to report Helnz? Would a good -

“e. Tf Helnz was a good friend of the tallor,.would that

l-thls was happening,: Helnz was in Jail for i
2g in and trying to steal the medicine.. He "had
 fpeen sentenced for 1G_years. -But after a couple of
years, he escaped fro the prison ‘and went to live in’
another part of the co try undér a new name. He
saved money and slowly built up a big factory. -
‘gave his workers the highest wages and. used most of
his profits to build a hgspital for work in curing
-+ cancer. - Twventy years had passed when a tailor e
- recognized the factory owner as being Heinz, the
escaped ‘convict whom the police had been 1ook1ng for
back 1n hls homé town. .

M ]
Loed
***** )

1
1

3a. Should the’ tailor répors Heinz to’ the police? wOuld
-, it be rlght or- wrong to keep it qu1et9 Why? s.

. - -

S «cltizen7 ,

- 4

make a, dlfferenc99 Why?

)

*
4.’ Should Heing be' sent back to jail by the judge? - Why?
-'-"f” S ' N .

Joe is a 14—year old boy who wanted to go to camp

-

h /»'-very much.- His father promised him he could go if* he

saved up,the money f£or it himself. So Joe worked -
‘hard at his paper route and saved up the $40 it cost
»to go to camp and a little more besides. But- gust .
before camp was going to start, his father changed hls
nind. “Some of his friends decided to go on a special
' fishing trip, and, Joé's father 'was short. of the money’
it would cost. So he told Joe to give him the money
.he had saved 'rom the paper route. - Joe didn't want to
glve up going to camp, so he thought ‘of refu51ng to
gLve hlS father the money. .

TSI L

" 4a j‘Shdul’d Joe -féfuge_g; “give his father the noney? th,?

b. Does hlS father have the right t0 tell Joe to glve
' hlm the m9n9y7 ,

N .
. ; a
o N . K B . i ‘ s oL
" v - " °
A . . . ~ - [
. L . " 19 I3 N 4 v
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c. Does glﬁlng the money have anythlng to do w1th belng a - &
* ° good ‘man? - _ E : v .

- d. Wblch is worse, a father breaking a promlse to hls son
B or a son breaklng a promlse to his father7 '

B

o

é. Why should a promise be kept? .. . -

o

5. Two grown up- brothers got into serious trouble. They .
© were- secretly leaving town in.a hurry and needed money.

. Alex,; thé older one, broke into a store and stole #500.

" Joe,  the youngér one, went to a retired old man who was™-
movmn to help people in town. -Joe ‘told the, man that he
was very 51c§ -and ‘he needed $500 to pay for the . o

. operation. dally he wasn't sick at all, and  he- had )

" no intention of paying the man back. Although the man
didn't know- Joe very well, he loaned him the money. T
So Joe and Alex sklpped town, each with $#500. - L .

\ , N .

~

P

‘S5a, , If you.had to say who d4id .the wor would you say Al

. .~ did| worse to break in the store dnd al the $500 or

i Joe\did worse to borrow the $#500 w1th o 1ntentlon of
paylng it back7 Why° '

* kK Ak . . co

~

o . o

" Ebe WOuld .you feel like a vorse person steallng llke Ql
. or cheatlng like Joe? . )

. -~

©

A

c. Why shouldn't;someohe steal from a gstore anyhow?

}d.’_th'would feel worse, the storequner who, was robbed or.
A the man who as chéated out of the loan? Why”

~
VA : - P

-e. \Vhich shpuld the 1aw be more barsﬁ~or stron% agalnst
K stealing 11ke Al or cheatlng like Joe?

’ ﬁ}\‘ o b . ' . . - ,' . ) ’; , o |
' on- the distributed qunstlonnalres at 1east 10 S
‘'spaces’ were avallable for each ansuer. .

‘
/
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“The questlons which follow ask you to relate general
1nformat10n on a varlety of topics.

The majority of these questlons are answered 31mply by-. -~ - .
»checklng one of the Supplled alternatlves. . ,

- Any other 1nstruct10na1 1nformat10n necessary is erialned v
in the partlcular question 1tse1f .
Section One ‘ ey ‘ \
fi; Indicate éﬁe reliéiohs faith in which you wene ralsed..
. a)_ Angl;icen d) Ro m,;_aL. f”La+hn]1c i
‘b)?:Salvafion A;ﬁy‘ : "e) Pentecostail

¢): United Chugen ) .Other (specify) _ - .

. ) . . . .0 ~
- h ' v + ‘\ . [ ' “\A

2. How rellglous are you” o ©d .
' x\';a) exe\\mely religious” ' .: F A . " ‘
. : b) mo@erately rellgleus _ » V‘/ ' k Lo
f{ c>a slightiy'religiede L o /‘ - VL. .’, K ‘;‘ T
T 'd)e:no#'at all.peliéieus _ // . ' B |
:3; :How freéuently did you attend churéh 1g\your home commun1ty°'.
. (check one) PR P ¥ S
. a) :daily __,_{___ , i .
Lo o b) ~weekly, ; ."/ ; }é:____ ) ; L Aﬂf’ 'w-i Lo

“”c) binonthly or monthly//

-

d) occa51onally:or”year1y e

.e) never = : L St s
/ ‘ . v N ¢ e ‘ e o .
. ] . - R 4 . 4 r
. . T '
u‘" Y3 ’ ° \ ™ a 0
UI' . ’
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Section. Two .

4,

' -3 »

Your polltlcal
polltlcally a(n

&)

'.
S

Qsltlon.
(check one

reactmonary-

gou

b) conservatlve o
-e) moderate . '
a) liberal .- -

-8

£) no political orientetion -

3

7

a) extreme

’b) moderate

c) sllght

da) none_

e) don't kﬁqw‘

c\_,-

Your parents' degree of particlpatlon in sociopolltical
(check one for each)

1851138 J.S

a)

1__I‘ [ II

A

w- -

a N ’ 4

_extréme

Y

moderate

Ce) . .. . slight
a) ' " <* none
Ce) ., :don't know
g -
-~ yb‘“ h “
‘ Vv v ’ Cey 1

——— .
. .
S
1]
rosi staa
: ;
« .
,
it
.

e
et
a

st trat—

a)A

by
e) L -
o P
)

mofherg.

Your degree of partlclpatlon in soclopolltlcal 1ssues is.



.ot

i

h]

l_S'ect'ion Three

R unemployed)?
. . 8. ‘]'JOGQWGI' work?- .
&)  yes b) no c) not applidable
9. If your mother” works, what is her occupation?
' Sectlon Four, = - - hl i
) ]_,0. What 1s tbe name of your hometown?
11, What is the name oi‘ the communlty in which you resided
' dur:Lng h:l.gh school" . _
<. 12. How f1ﬁong‘§1m ,you reside there? . yrs. ¥
13.. Your sex is:’ ‘ .
~ ' i N . ’ “. I'
& a)  male 2 b) female .
‘ 5 T R . .8 M
14, Please check your present age- . . - @
. . . a)‘ BJnder 16" 3 - d) 18 . *
b)) 16, . e) 19 . ST
, o e) 1y SR £).20 and over -~ ",
. . ' ] M L S 't"
Y - Ql\'.. 1 . ‘ “' . ‘
. . .\‘.‘ d. - ." l‘:.»{;" . 1‘1. Y
o ; ’ : ‘ o
L . ' / e .
\?TJ ’ tee 0~

‘prineipal occupa

What is your fat%e:g/s/present occupat:_on (or 1ast
ion if he is retlred deceased or




-

¢

~

.-
v

r

.m‘ _ N |
, 15‘?;‘ Your pxjeseﬁt status isi ‘ o
. " ) a) ‘s:i\.ng‘lg RN - -"_;S .._..........
.7 b) going steady | s _______
s o 4): married, no _c;h:f.ld’i:'en‘: ___ -
\ e) mérr_"i'.'ea, with Jcl‘li’.lt"ir.én:l ___g_
- £)- divdrcé’d/_se’parg%e;l/widonvéd ______
\ é) . common “'.Law' ' | . : : _____
’ h)’ other ’(pleasé specify)' —
- - ~ 16.\.._’.1".0ur prefe,ent living acc'ommo.dati‘on' is:-
.\ | — i .a) ‘a unlversrby resudence | ‘
T . b) " at- home (w:Lth paren'bs) ‘l
' c) with relat:wes or family. frlends
' l ‘ ‘d) boarding - " SRR
) e) =apartoent, or house wi;;h"s?pouse =
. £) Qapa}'rtmen;c, shared-. S
L é) | apartmeﬁt or ;ﬁouse;' alone-
E - h') other = (please specify)
- 7. Dld you enter univérsi 1mmed1ate1y after\ your
; ] graéuatlon from grade eleven? = '
'_” e a) yes . . b)_‘ no
:,;" i& ’I:f you answered né to the PT v:.ous questlon
o i ‘a) What year dld you graguate from grade e:leven'?
s . :Jl rn ., .7
: .‘ ) ’ . % ‘./
o s e - v e _— , .’
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* ) What: d1d you do ;n the per:.od between gradua_tlon.
: ' from grade eleven and enter:.ng univers:.ty? .
s .- . —. - - | < - ~ ¢ ’ - N ' -.... ‘
. S g : ~ Ce T S SEU
. , , . y . S
What - arg your.long term vocational goals at' the' -
present tlme, regardless of how tentative they mlgtgt
‘be?: .- ‘ RS
-‘ -~ v, " , V- . ,: ) o f ' . . “, .
S ’ - ‘ T e, ’
. \ -\ o ‘»_ ) ) ' - 4 - .
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