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THE ASSOC]AT!ON OF SEX, SEX- ROLE AND SEX OF PROTAGON!ST WITH B

. LEVEL OF MORAL JUDGEMENT

SharonD ‘Greeneg j - :
_June 23,1987 : *,

" The aim of the present study was to examine thé impact of sex, sex-role, and sex .

N

: \ . . . . :
of protagonist on moral judgement. Subjects for this study consisted of 80

female and 80 male undergraduate stu‘dents (mean age = 20.3 years). Tesf

. mStruments consisted of a demographic quesnonna:re ‘the Bem Sex -Role

v

- Inventory, and Rest’s Defining Issues Test (DIT: ongmal and sex- reversed

forms). The.principal study design was a two (sex) by-two (sexrole:

éndrogynous vs. sex-typed) by two (sex of protagonist) analysis of variance on

level of prncipled thinking. Results did not support the notion that the DIT is
_ o - L
biased in favour of men, and that women aré disadvantaged by the male set of

protagonists. Sex differences in decision making were nofed. Generany,
sex-role emerged as the more significant vanable ln reiatmg to aspects of moral
judgement. !mphcatlons ot this study mclude 1) developmg a more sensmve

»

moral judgement test of subjects' moral orientations; 2) more systematic stud‘y of

- . sex differences in decision making; 3) exploring the value of masculine traits in:

N

coping with moral dilemmas; and 4) experimenting with alternative’sex-role

measures.
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A

THE ASSOCIATION OF SEX, SEX-ROLE AND SEX OF

PROTAGONIST WITH LEVEL OF MORAL JUDGEMENT -+

The issue of sex differences in moral judgement hete long been a coméhiious

" one. Moral judgemeht'éan be defined as the evaluation of right-and wrong on

._t}ie ba§is‘ df one's moral beliet system (Lh“ton‘ 1985). While early deve!o‘pm\ental
theorists claimed that women were morally inf?rior‘tb men (e.g Freud, 1925;
Piéget, 1932), reéen‘t.revjew studies show sex 0 be a nonsigniﬁcam:variablz in
;Sredicting level of mor'ai judgement (Rest, 1979‘;'Walker, 1984)2 Still, ather
theorists maintain the position that the m'érai oriemétion of Qv,omen is ditferant,

but not inferior, to thatof men and that the “feminine” position'has been |

- devalued in theories and tests of moral development (ejg Giligan, 1982; Lyors,

1983). Moral orientation refers to the predominant moral belief of a person at

~any or all points in time (Lifton, 1985).

. N

- .

The term “serdifferences" connotes differences due primarily to inherent
biblsgical ahd physiological diﬂerencés between the sexes (Liffon, 1985). The
‘signific‘;ance of sex-role has also been studied in relation 1o mb_ral judéem

Ditferences gue to sex-role are presumed to reflect psychological and

sociological distinctions between men and women and are thought to be ="~

- products of parental and societal sex-roie‘isdcialization practices and -

expectations {Lifton, 1985). Although many studies of "sex differences” do not

make a such a conceptual distinction, it is useful to do so in trying 16 understand

' . . . g
the origin(s) df such differences. .
4’{ - ‘ t ) '
® 1‘ ‘ 1 N ~ N
3 L
~ ‘



. Studies examiniﬁg the ‘{ngeractié-n of sex-role wifh n‘mrlal judgement have
yielded i'nt:onsiStent resufts“ In~st)me,¢§§§33>l,éyﬁl~'of mor;lv'judgemem ié f'ouhd 1o
\mcrease with less sex- stereotyped thinking (e.g Leahy and Eiter, 1980) while l
'ofher SIUﬂlBS report no such significant: mteracnon (e g Bussey and Maughan
1982)‘
A third sex-;elgied variablé that has been studied in relation to level of mqral *
de‘gement is“the sex of the ;Srofagonist in tlests of hypothetical moral judg‘eme‘ant‘

Hypothetical moral jud/qémbpt refers to moral ;udgement based upon

hypothetlcal or fiCMlOUS moral dilemmas rather than dilemmas based upon‘ ‘

real-lifé experience. More specifically, sex of protagomst refers to the sex of the - ‘

principdl story character who is faced with a moral dilemma in certain tests of
moral;judgemem. A moral dilemma refers to a situation where goals, plans,

- desires, and expectétions of people are in conflict {Lifton, 1985). It hds been
argued thatihe excl‘us\i\;/eiy male cast of protagonists in thesezzﬂoral dilemmas

i d

may exerta biasi ng effect on the responses of female subjects (e.g Bhssey and

Mayghan, 1982; Holstein, 1976; Méccoby and Jacklin 1974). Results of studies

. . ‘ 3
examining zh|s hypé\thesas have been mconsrstent some repomng 5|gnmcant

~interactions {Bussey and Maugran 1982; Orchowsky and Jenkms 1979) and
otherg not (e.g Garwood, Levme, and Ewing, 1980).

In’sumrﬁléry‘, it ié_as" ystunclear as to the extent of the ihfluence of such
variables as sex, sex-role, and sex of protagonist on level of morarjudge‘ment,
Ph.is invastigation gougﬁt to replicate and extend previous ﬁndings inorderto

clarify relationships among these variables and to test their strength and

>
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Before proceedmg with the hterature rew%v the hackground for the problem

-

wﬂl be outlxr?ed with & view to providing'a meaningful frame of reterence far the

study. " \

Background

- ' Y

Severai -authors have noted the tendency ot developmental theorists 1o
construe and adopt male norms as the most a‘ppropriate and daesireable in
constructmg and testing th%ones of psychologlcat gevelopment (Gilligan, 1977

1982 Mmer 1983 Surrey 1985 Welsstem 1969). It was frequently the case

. that when glrls or women dxd not conform to these preset male standards their

development was labelled deviant and/or inferior. As Gilligan (1982) points out,

‘".l.a‘problem in theory became cast as a préf)lem in women's developmen‘t.,"i(—p.

7). ;
,—‘ *\ . .
Freud's (1905) theory of psychosexual development, for exampid, is
. ~ ) ) -
constructed entirely from the experience of the male child. Freud came to
acknowledge, hows(ier; that girls, due ﬂditferences in anatomy'and -.é?ariyiamily
. : i o

relationships, did not fit into his masculine conception. He attempted to resolve
this contradiction by labeliing Lhe difference in women s development as

responsible for their devel0pmental fanure Without cas!ratlon anxiety women,

were blologncally depnved of the desire for an appropnate Oedlpal resolunon

- As a result, Freud thought the superego in women to be compromised in relaygn

- - . >

T
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to those of their male coumerpans ‘ ( \
‘Erikson' sggso) scheme of the eight stages of psychosocual deveiopment

provudes another illustration of the way in which the male expenencehas

defined the optimal developmental sequence. Duri'ng' the adoieseent stage men

expenence Idenmy before mhmacy and generativity, while women appearto

| expenence ldentity through mhmacy Although Enkson(1968) acknowledged '

' these sex dtﬂerences his map of life-cycle stages did not accomodate the reahty

of women and contmues to be defmed by male expenenca

-

In the specific area of moral de‘velopmem male.norms were likewise

accepted as ideal standards by which to evaluate female pérformance‘ Moral

* development refers to the transition of a person’'s moral beliefs over time (Liftdn,_

>

1985). Freud (1925), for example, equatéd mo‘fality with justice, boih of which

he labslled as functions of the éupéreg‘o. Based "on his belief that the supgrego
is more cldar{y defi'ned in mals, rather than female, develgopmént Freud )
conéludéd makt women we.re‘go‘rany inferior.to men; being moté in?luénced by
emotiods and ’demonst?éti‘ng a lesser sense of justide. . ‘c
.
P;aget {1932) snmﬂarly identified morahty with justice. He observed that boys
were very preoccupied wm‘rgame rules and w:th fa|r procedures for resolvnng

confhcis that m;ght arise. Girls, m contrast, seemed to have a more n xed and "

ﬂex:ble* attitude toward rules, and-thus were more willing to make exceptivns.

On the basis on these observations, Piaget concluded that girls have a less

developed legal sense than boys, a sense \nihich he considered pertinent to

-moral development.



Recéhtly, these t%eorists and others have been charged w}th sex bias.
.
Gilligan (1977, 1982), for example, claims that WOmen generally differ from men
in terms of moral onentanon and that the femmme posmon has besen devalued in
)

theones and. _tests of moral development. Much attentlon {e.g Bussey and
 Maughan, 1982; Gilligan, 1982; Holstein, 1976; Lyons, 1983) is cﬁrreptly being
devo‘ted to the possible negative imp!ications of this male bias in researé‘h and
th‘ec\ry in tﬁe area o* m‘ovral development/judgement in terms of women's moral

concerns not being adequately and/or fairly represented. it remains to be -

_established whether or not it is appropriate to implefnent a universal ,gmale)‘

standard of moral development and a single s@measurement éi(mg which

differences found ahwi')ng groups can be cdnéidered higjher or lower, better or
¢ Worse '(Gilligan,jgsg).

‘ "Litera{d re Review

‘ 3
Sex Bias in the Medsuremment of Moral Judgement

¥

-Char‘ges‘ of sex bias have ‘begh notably"put‘forth‘ in relation to such tests of

' moral judgement as Kohlberg‘:.t-\/ldrél Judgement Interview {MJ1) (C‘olby,'Gi*bbs‘
Kohlberg Speucher-Duban and Candee 1981) and Rest's Defmmg lssues Test
(DIT) (1974). The 1mporian‘t charactensncs of these two tests will be descnbed
briefly fonowmb which the issue of sex bias will be outlined more thoroughly

- Before describing the VDIT, the measure to ba employed in this study, it is

M



‘ A
usefu! to slaborate on Kohlberg s MJI as Rest's technique is derived from the
latter In Kohlberg s view, morahty is a philosophical and not mereiy a.

behav»ou(al concept (Kohlberg, 1969). This means that an individual's point of

“view and intentions are crucial to evaluating his or her morality. Kohlberg's

éog‘nitive—developmenta! stage theory of moral development is constructed from - .

" longitudinal data bésed upoh an adolescent male sample (Kohiberg, 198? ). He
developeﬁia sequence of s:ixl stages to describe moré! development frofn
chlldhood to adutthood (Kohlberg, 1981). These will be bneﬂy outlined. In the
first stage of moramy a pumshment and obedlence onemahon right and wrong
: ‘depend on extérnal rewards and pumshment Stage tWO is characterized by a

" naive mstrumental hedonism where the right is defmed as what is maximally

-

pieasurabﬁa for the individual. Stage three morahty is descnbed as a "good boy"

" or "good girl" morality of maintaining gbod relations wi;h and concern for

» abproval of others. Slag.e four is characterized és an authority maintaining

morality where law and-order dictate n'gHt and wréng; The mbrality of Stage five

ig one of con{ract, individual rights, and democratically az;jcepted law. Finally,
Stage six corresponds to a S}orality of individual principles of cbnscience.

Kohlberg's simple stage ﬁ;odel assers ‘thaf only qualitative, not quahtitéfive,.
changes have'signiﬁcance in terms of progressing from stage to stage (Rest, |

. ‘ ‘ .

1979). Other characteristics of K‘ohlperg's mddei include stage unity, ,w‘herein
the various components of & stége should bfé integrated although minor
disc(répancies may ;)CCUI'; step by step invaﬁant sequence, wherein individuals

progress toﬂhi\g.her stages one at a ime always in the same order; and an-error

S ey



free context—mdependent assessmem of moral stage developmem (Rest
1979) Kohiberg s method of assessmg (noral judgemem involves presemmg
" the subject with various types of moral dilemmas concernead vqnh such issues as.
individual versus societal rights{ ;Soiitichl and r;ligious beliefs, rehabil.itation-
versus punishmeﬁt of criminals; comi‘;c\eption and abo‘rtion 31& The subjéét is
imervie\}ved, in an Open-ehded tashion, according to a standard- set of quésﬁcns
She or he is required to verbaliy justzfy solutions to the moral dilemmas and her
or h)s level of moral development is then c!assnfied as belonging to a pamcular
stage-in the sequence. b
According to Resf (1 9“;'9),"there are several 'serious;co‘hsistent problems Mth
the simple siagé model. First, sub}ecis‘ar‘e not always clearly in ong‘e\ stage or the
- other, and tend-instead to !‘Iuctuate Second, inconsistencies due to test
charactenstlcs make a s:gnmcam difference 1;1 terms of how sub;eols :
orgamze their responses. For example s0me. moral dilemmas’ tend to "pull” 1or
~ acerain stage more than others. Third, there is the issus of stage -mixture in
moral judgement scores. Although Kohlberg s new scoring system is destgned
to maximize stage punty, it is also somewhat blased toward producing stage ‘~
~ unity in doing so. Fin'ally, Rest crificizes ‘Kohtberg's intefvi@w method which
_ requires the subject to sp(;ntaneously produce and justify his or her responses.
Difficulties can arise in{lrying to interpret what subjects are saying, especially
when they are indecisive or not explicit enough. Individual differeﬁces in verbal

expressiveness can result in a scoring difference of‘fSeveraj stages. A study by

Rest, Turiel and Kohlberg (1969) suggests that subjects prefer stalements at .

v

-~
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_stages higher than the ones they can paraphrase. Hence, interviewing may be -

.confounded by many\factors. S : '

Essentially, Rest's DIT is more similar than different to Kohlbe@'s scheme in
terms of overallveonce'pte‘aiization. Both meagures have three comparable ‘
moral ditemmas between them‘. The DIT also-has six stageswhose eore
cheractenstics are directly borrowed from th}berg s Nonetheless Rest
proposes a more compiex developmentai model which stresses ﬂle quamitative
aspects of thinking. Instead ef askmg "What stage isa person u:’; one woul;i
ask "To what extent and under wbat conditions does a person manifest the:
vanous types aof orgamzation of thmkmg?" |

Accordmg 10 Rest, developmental assesssment is prbbebiliStic rather than
de~finiti§e‘for the reasons outlined above.. Othe‘r problems with stage typing is
that it mey‘lead to impoﬂar{t information being discarded, such as, how much of
other stage’s a subject preferred. In addmon stage typmg assumes that elther

intial or maximum usage of a stage is.the most important thing 1o know in terms ‘

of gaining information regarding one's level of moral development. Rest also

* eriticizes the notion _thai moral thinking develops via a step by step path. Strikihg

stage mixtures render it difficult to consider a subject at a single step at any
particulartime. Rest asserts that, rather than moving one "step”, a subject may

advencé in several o.rganizatiens‘of 1hinking simultaneously. This challenges

the notion that each stage has a penod of predommance with ascendmg and

.descendmg slopes of each stage curve bemg symmetrical.

. Overall, the DIT answers the need fora practical validated method for
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- assessing moral judgement. Reiiability,studies (both test-retest and internal
consrstency) performed on the DIT demonstrate rehabaht!es in the upper .70s
and lower 805 for the two most frequently used scores (Rest, 1979) Concurreni

adlty studies  show the DIT to correlate in the 405 wuth'a measure of general
aptrtude m'ﬂg .60s WIth a measzrre of comprehension cf moral concepts, in th;
“high .493 or .50s wnth a measurs ;Si law and order orientation, and in the .50s or

" 60s with a measure of political tolerance (Rest 1975)‘.

The DIT is éas; to administer and score and ensweé comparabi!iXy of results.
Inthe DIT subjects are required to define and judge the“t(:rucial‘issues in moral
-dilemrﬁas by rating ahd ranking statements in terms of‘t‘he‘ imporntance of eaCh
~ consideration in making a decision. Rest's reformulanon of Kohlberg s srx stage ‘

scheme is as follows (note that stages are subdivided lf they can be manltested

- in different ways): 1) ‘morahty |sﬂe'quated with obedience; 2) an act is nght ifit
bensfits the actor; 3a) an arzt is good if it is based on a prosobiat motive; 3b)

. being moral implies concern for the other's approval 4a) right i is 'defined by
categoncal rules, binding, and shared expectations which provide a basis for
social order' 4b) values are derived from and subordmated to the soczal order
and mamtenance of law; 4c) respect for authpnty is part of one's obligation to
socrety, Sa) a moral obligation denves from w))untary commitments of society's
members to cooperate' 5b) procedures exast for selecting faws that maximize
welfare as dlscerned in the majority wull 50) basic rights are precondxtlons to

social obligations; 6) what is moralis how rational and impartial people would

organize social cooperation.
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According to Gilligan {1977, 1982), Kohiberg's use of a male only sample to
develop a s;upposedly universal thgc;r); of morality \is reflective of a biased
metr;odology | Any deviaﬁon from the norm is bo'und‘to be 6riticized as inferior
' th regard to Kohiberg's scaie some studies have ;eported that women are -
more hkely to fall within the third stage of moral develocfnent (repres;ntmg
concern for approval and ~pieasmg and helpmg others), while men usua)ly s\co‘fe
at the fourth stage (law and order prevaal over concermn about re!anonshxps) (e g
Bussey and Maqghan 1982 Hoisiem 1976) Itis argued that the
chayacterrshcany female concerns for weifare, caring, and respons;bxlity should
not be consideréd inferior to the predominantly ‘mgale orientation ioward ju§tice
and separation (Hglstein, 1976: Giligan, 1982). | |

It has since b&en d p onstrated, however, that sex ditierence§ in mérél
r‘:\judéeméni on tests of the Kohlbergian type are negligable. Walker (1984), for
example, p’er*ormed a meta-analysis on studies of sex differéncés in moral
reasoning which employed Kohlberg's test with child, adoleécént, and adult
populations. He found th"at, Bverall, there were nonsi‘gni\fican‘t sex differences in
moral judgemém.' When sex dif!arence_s, did appear Wa!&ger repoﬂed that this

was due to the fai that subject samples vg)e*ge not ;%operly co ntrolled for

education and occupatipn. Early stage definitions and scoring procedures were

B3

also partly responsible for these ditferences. . \

a review by Rest (1 979) showed that: only two out of 22

trated sex dmerences where females attained hugher moral

In terms of the DI
studies dem

judgement scores than males‘ In addition, only six percent of the variam_:e could .

=



be accounteq‘ for by the sex. variable. The remaining 20 éiqdies damons!r‘atéd\
nb sig‘ni;icant sex differences in P score (level of principled moral judgement,

~ thatis.the relative importan‘cg given to Stages five and six) batween males and
femalgs. Rest Qo'ncluded that th‘e\re is no evidence u}érranting the conclusion of
sex bias in the DIT. Other studies using modified versions of the thlberg or
Rest measures or other tests of hypotheticél moral judgemaent h‘ave also failed to
findv\?z\ignificam sex diffé}énceé‘( Gibbs, Amold, and Burkhan; 1984; Levine,

1 976; P;att and Roygr, 1982; Pratt, Gol'di‘n\g\. Hunier, and Sampson, in press; ,
Watarman, 1982; ). In view §f the fi}eréture,‘ panticularly the reviews by Rest, ‘
(1979) and Walket; ‘(1 984), the first préti_i"gtioﬁ of this’study»was that no significant
sex differences will ocour on Rest's DIT. | |

1

‘Sex-Role ldentification

Sex-role identiﬁcaﬁon can be defined as t;e’degre‘e to which a person (méie
or female) endorses typically masculine, feminine, Or\ar‘\drog‘ynoﬁs persqnali!y
charact‘e‘ristics {Bem, 1974). The concept of "and’rogyny" implies that an .
individda‘i may act in accordance with both masculine and feminine personality
characteristics depending on the p_articular situationai demands (Bem, 19?4).

On the other hand, a pe‘rsbn who is strongly sex-typed might 89 morg limited in -
_terms of what behaviours are available 1q her or him in a given situatién. In |
other words, such an individual may act in either masculine or feminine ways \

: A o ~ )
rather than selecting a behaviour on the basis of particular situational demands.

)

-
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A‘slu\dykby Leahy and Eitel (1980)_ investlgéted the relationship between |
rooral judgément as measured by the DIT, and development of real and ideal

- androgynous self-image, as measured by the Bem Sex-Role lnvento:y (BSRl)
(Bem, 1981). Based on the cognitive and ego develOpment lheones of
Kohlberg (1966, 1969) and Loevinger (1966, 1976), respectively, it was
hypothesiied that SUpjecls at higher stages of moral development would
incbrp.o(éte more_aspeéls- of the‘op;:‘;o\sile sex in their real and ideal sell-ima‘ges
than subj&ts at lower stages. -

Kohlberg's clalm that moral judgement and sex-role self concept develop in
parallsl implies that the latter may changa as level of mmal judgement -

‘ increases. Bolh Slages five and six represent post- conventnonal moral
}yglgerpent. Stage five is chgact?nzed as a social contract moralnly wheré rules
are viewed as arbilrary and open to mutual agreement or'chgn‘ge (Rest, 1979).

A §lage six, known‘as individual pl(rlcipled moréllty‘. rulés are based on
universal principles qf conduct wher\ein valued behaviour. may come into conllict\
with conventional stereotypes (Rest, 1979)‘“ In othér words, sqblects who have

~ attained a post-conventional level of moral judgement may not be as dependent

" on sex roles of stereotypic éxpectaﬁons ofothers.

Similarly, Loevinger's (1966, 1976) ego dévelopment 'theory suggests

+ parallel development of ego, or moral development stages, and sex role self
concept. Aépording to Loevinger, the higher stages of ego development
(conscientiousness, autonomy, and integration) correspond lo tlle post

conventional level in Kohlberg's lhéory. In addition, they are characterized by
s : : _

. ) ; R a } . ;
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differentiation and integration of the conflicting aspects of self. A study by Block
& e

{1 973)\ip~\yestigated the relationship between moral judgement, ego
deve!opm‘eﬁt, and self-conﬁeﬁt in ;:ollege‘studemsl "She i‘pund that °
post-conventionat gnd conscisntious subjects tended to describe themselves in
both agentic (self-assertive; "masculine") and communa;l (feiaﬁné to oth_érs; ‘

"feminine”) terms. Block concluded that higher levels of de‘velapm'ental \

1unctuonnmg are assocxated with more androgynous self- lmages The

dichotomygf agency and communion is not ennrely equwa!ent howsevaer, to-

convennonal notions of mascuhmty and femininity. ‘ . -

Results of the Leahy and Elter (1980) study showed that subjects at hagher

 stages of- moral judgement or w:th a greater percentage of post convennenal

moral judgement ‘were more apt to' report aspects of the opposite sex in thelr
sel-images. Thls fmdmg was significant for both adolescent and college age
females and for conege age males. ‘The authors conclude that these results

!end sugport to the cognitive and ego development models preqlc:}mg increasing
androgyny or a decrease in sex-typing with increased levels df moral or ego
development. ‘k

In arecent study exploring the relationship be}wben sex-rols identification

and level of Moral reasoning, Bussey and Maugh‘ah (1982) hypothesizad that

-perhaps it is the adoption of the feminine role and not the sex of an individual

per se that is responéible for the Jower level of morality attributed to womaen.

This feminine rofe is equated with an expressive orientation emphasizing the

giving and receiving of affection which is cbnsistent with.Stage three type
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responses on the Kohlberg and Rest scales. The authors“p%!icted that both
males and females who adopted such a role would be relegated to a lower level

- on the Kbhlberg Moral Maturity Scale. They found that the sex;role factor did not

-
RS

\attain_sig'niﬁcance as a1hain effect. Th-e‘authoré concluded that eit‘hgr ihe
sax-role of the subject.is not impoﬂént\for judgements on Kch!berg's scale or . |
| olse the instrument they used 1o mefaéure sex-role is not sensitive endug.h. .
A recent study by ?ratt, Goldi‘n_‘g. and Hunter (1984) investigaied the
relatiotiship I;imween sex-role self-concept.and moral judgerﬁent as measured
‘by the BSRI (Bem, 1981) Persona] Attnbutes Quesnonnaxre {PAQ) (Spence
and Helmrecch 1978) and Kohlberg s MJ! (Colby, 1981) respectively. Resuits
suppont'the findings of the Leahy and Eiter (1980) study. Lu»geﬁeral,
developmént. of é princibled level of moral thinking was found to be elosely
related to an incr‘ease‘in self-reports 6)‘ opbosite‘sex traits as ‘me'as.ured‘ by tflue
PAQ. This finding appeared 1o bs espebiaity signif;cang formen. '
It is clear that the findings from the Bussey .én_d Méughén (1982) study ar‘q}‘
inconsistent wiih the results of the studies'by Leahy and Eiter‘(1980) and Pratt et
al. {1984). A second objectwe of the present study, then was to reexamine the

impact of psychologtcal gender on moral reasohing as measured by the Bem

Sex-Role Inventory ('BSF(!) (1981) and Rest's DIT (1974), respect:vely
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prptagonis{ and consequently attain higher levels of moral reasening.

' ‘Com}érséiy, females may not be able to identity as completely with male

~

Sex of Protagonist

N

3

The third variable that will be examinad for its relationship with level of moral
judgement is the sex of the protagonist in the hypotheticai moral dilemmas in

the DIT. Several authors have argued that the Kohlberg/Rest technique may be

biased in favour of men due to the fact thax all of the principal story characters -

- are male. (Bussey and Maughan, 1982; Holstem, 1976; Maccoby and Jacklm,

1974). These authors suggest that males may more readily identify with the

proiagomsts Whlch may accoum for thelr lower scores on moral developm t
Fay . o

scales. ' '

A study by (‘)r'chowsky and Jénkins {1979) sought gto test t‘he hybothesis that -
sex bias éxists in the measurement of moral judge\m‘e‘nt due to the exclusively
mélé princfibal characters.in thé hypotﬁetical stories. . College-age men and

q

wamen completed either ﬁ\w_e standard sﬁon form of the DIT or a sex-reversed
form wherein each of the main story characters was a woman. The?’émwo\
significar:t main éf%ects for sex and form, nor were there significant differences in
terms of the believability and identiﬁabﬂity of the.male versus the female
protagonists. A sighificant interaction did em‘erge,. however, between sex and .
form. More-épecifical!y, males who cbmpletgd the sex-revekrs%d torm attained

higher P scores (Iévels o} ;Srincipléd thinking) than males who took the reg‘ulaf'

test with male protagonists. In contrast, females who completed the
' | : -

],
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sex-reversed form with female protagonists éttained lower scores than iemales :
.‘who took the regular test. lhlerestingiy. these results are in tha direction
opposite to that predicted by the initial hypothésis. The authors state that while
the DIT does not appear to be biased in favour of males, the sex of the mai'n.
» ;story c;héracters §~eem§ to be a confounding ‘variable_;m the‘méasureﬁ)ent of
moral judgement using this tést. : o
| A study by G‘arwood; Levine, and Ewing (1980) glso investigated the-effect of
the protagonist's sex on mens' and womens’ performances on the DIT. The

results of the Garwood &t al. study df&vara!lel those of the study by

(/)rchmw\and Jenkins (1979). Firsh a significant main éffect due to sei

occurred with respect to level of moral reasoping. Females scored significantly

higher than males foJr Stagé five and P and D scores and males scored higher - .
than females on Stage three reasoning. ‘The D scoré is an overé!l index of )
moral judgement develop_ment” which uses in__?brmatibr_u from all stages rather -
than from Stz_ag‘e ﬁve and six itemé only. AhighD sco_ré signifies that the subject
géve high ratings to high stage items, whild a low D score indicétes thay high ) |
: »ratings were givén to low stage items. “The second anomalws finding occurred
with respect to the-lack of a signiﬁcam sex by form !nteracti-o_q) Invoth‘ef"[words;
the seg of the protagonist did notk differentially affect Ievéls of mmal. reasoniné; in
males and females: On ihe\basis of this finding, the amh&ors concluded that the
‘ chérge of a sex bias due to protagonist's sex was not suppgr’ted. The‘y‘ suggest

that if a bias doses exist it may be due to another source such as learned sex

_ ‘ .
roles. Stages two and four reasoning include elemsnts of aggression and

Y
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~with females’ traditional expressive role (Holstein, 1976). The. fact that males o

power, traits more typically associated wiih males than females (Maccoby and

Jacklin, 1974). Stage three reasonihg, on the other hand, is-more cempatib}e

N . : o7
scored higher on Stage three reasoning in this study, however, does not support

this hypothesis.

The hypothesis that women may be at a disadvantage when responding to

dilemmas witvh. solely male princi:ple_characters was also tested by Bussey and

. Maughan (1982). The authore proposed that males may be more able to identify

with the protagonlst in the stones and hence sc;ore hagher on moral development

scales. ln this study, this hypothesxs was tested using Kohlberg's measure, and-
a\sex-reversed version was created so _that the central character i in ea.ch moral
di I‘emma was a woma.n. The authors hypethesized that males weuld score
higher on the unrevised Kohlbe\rg ecale, and that females judging from the
altered versien‘ woe_ld score higher t‘hen’ females completing the regular test.

Results sho;)ved that male subjects performed eignificantly ‘better than female. E
subjects on the regular ver;ion of the test. More specifically, rhén reached an |
asymptots at Stage four and females at Stage three: This finding was p‘rediéted

from the initial hypot‘h‘esis. For the female protagonist, however, there was no

significant difference bétween the morality scores for men and womén. Both

male and female subjects completmg the sex-reversed version tandad to score

at the Stage three level This fmdmg was not expected andis of great interest.

Fnrst, women did not expemence any noticeable advantage in taking the test with

temals protagonists. Second, men dropped down an entire 51@!39 when judging

~
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‘froro the perspecnve of‘female protagomqts**'f he authors suggest that male
,adherence to cultural sterpotypes about women maght explain why male
subjaects dropped down a stage when judging from a female persoectwe More
‘specztrcal!y. male subjects mast hkely rnterprered the female charactors actions
as reflecting emohonal and expressave concerns, both of which are represented
by Stage three. -That women did not perform any better when ]udgmg froma
female perspeCH‘ mdmates that women are also affected by the. stereotypes of
~ tha "emotional" fomale and the “mstrumentai" male.
‘ Tho authors also poirﬂ out that these results are conjistont with Hoffman's |
| (1975) view that ma!es afe more responswe to external cues when Judgmg
moral tnansgresswns whrle females respond more on the bas:s of their
internalized moral vaﬁi’es Males mlght ba more likely, then, to respOnd to such
' external cues as the sex of the pnncapal character and offer different reasons for
the character's behaviour depending on it’ s sex. The authors conclude that
Kohlbero's theory is no‘t free from contextual bias and that Kohlborg has
minimized the effact of sociéiization oractices on moral thought

The rashits of the three studles outkned above are clearly lncon5|stent with

each other fnd a reexamination of the hypothesis is warranted The experiment
fd et al. (1980) shows no efz‘ect of protagomst‘s sex, whlle the research '
of Buss\e} and Maughon {1982) and Qrchowsky énd Jenkiné (1 979) and

domonstraté effects but in different d.irec‘tions. The third obie:cﬁve of trris study, '

‘then, was to replicate the exporirﬁent of Orchovqé.ky and Jenkins (1979) using

the longer version of the DIT, as the short form is known to have poorer refiability

3
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\(Re\st,‘19?9).

‘ Bussey and'Ma'u:ghan {(1982) aiso exarﬁined the reiatidnship i)et\&een
sex—réie i’demif;caiion, sex of protagonist, and Jevel of moral judgémen't. Théy
predicted that the moral judgement ééorés of androgyno(zs individuals would not
be affected by the sex.of the maiﬁ story characte'rs' in Kohlberg's‘di!em&mas. This
hypothesis Was based on thé claim :that andrd‘gyhods pérsons have iniegfaigd

' both masculine and feminine_qua!}ties. Results i‘ndi'cated, however, t‘hat the
sex-role vafiable failed .to produce a significant main effect and also fa‘i’!ed' to
interact with form of ‘test and moral judgement \sco‘r»es. The aboize‘hypothésis will”
: ﬁonetheless be tested r\p ‘&e present study as e‘t\diﬁ‘etrem r\neasig-re’ of' moral ,

- ~judgerﬁent will be,embioy‘éd, and the number of subiécts per cell vf/i-n be greatly

increased, thereby increasing the power of the study.

i
<

implications of Study
' t ) N ’ h ‘ # : )
Before proceeding to the specific hypotheses for the study the implications for\-

significant or nonsignificant interactions among the relevant variables will be..

. addressed. ‘ "‘* ‘
_ Bl S ‘
Sex and Level of Moral Judgement i \ ' ~ .

. If sex interacts significantly with level of moral judgement, showmg females {o

Y

perform at a lower stage than males, this result would support theories that men

L 3 . 4
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and women apptoach moral problems differently. In addition, claims‘ that the DIT
is. biased in favour of "male” rﬁoral :‘easomng wou!d alsq recelvg‘s_ggppn |
| . A/ccordfng to Rest (1‘979), however, even ifka‘consistent seyx difference di‘d

-. appear on the Dle this would not nécessariiy imply a sex bias in the m'easqring
instrument. Differences, on the other.hand, may‘be indicativé of actual
- differences beiween\grm‘:ps;~ In other words, one canot assume that
differences are due solely to defects in the test itself. . -
) ln rasponse to the argumeni that women's moral conc;ems arje unfairly scored
at a lower stage Rest (1979) _sfateé that even if it were true that more'women
than men sha}ed t‘\hese' concerns, this-wﬁuld-not signify that such thinking is
ma‘zu\re and adequaté for all types of motal prob‘!éms. In Qihér v‘\rbrds; even if ‘
: culturally stereotyped female thinking is represented t;y Stage iﬁree.\for‘k | |
exarﬁ;ﬁ’le this weuld not dismiss the problems that Stage three has in ma‘naging
moral dalemmas mvolvmg conflicts in sympathies. Rest states that it wouid have .
to be shown how such stereotyped female thmkmg provtdes appropnate
solutions for dealmg wnh oomplex problpms, more so than other stages. Finally,
Rest points c;ut that the co'n'stmci‘of .moral j‘d‘dgement repreéems ;'the adequacy
| of conc‘eptuélizi,‘ng solution‘s to moral problems”and "[moral judgément} is no%
intended to be a rat“mg séalé of compassion or‘t;indn'éss or self—sacri‘ﬁce" {p.
124), ‘ ‘ |
Fur‘ther research would need 10 elucxdate which type of moral onentatlon was

‘more functional and for-what types of problems K Stage three thinking did prove

] to be adequate for a variety of moral dilernmas then the notion of a sex bias

. ‘ . N . \
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. ex}siing in 1hé measuring instrument would be supported.

If sex and level of moral judgemént proved to yield a ponsigniﬁcaﬁt
interaction, this would appear to reﬂeci a lack of sex bi:és in the test instrument. -
Furthermore, it might bé‘argued, on the bas‘ié of such a result, that ihe moral o
judgerﬁen_ts of men and women are similar and that theories and studies

espousing differing _mbrél_ofientations for each sex (e.g Gilligan, 1982; Lyons,

' 1»98‘3) aré not supponéd. S~ubh aconélu‘sibn would be premature, however, in
view of the limitations of the ;;resent study. To illustrate, although no-overt'
differences in moral stage may occur between men and Qoﬁwen on the‘l‘le.
subtle differences befween the sexes may e#ist\ in terms of moral orientation.
The. bIT méy not be equipbed’}o rﬁeésure o‘r’eva‘!l‘Jaie such distirictions.
According to Gilligan (1 982), men are ériénted toward a conéern.for jusﬁce while
the moral orientation -Of women réfle’cts a concefn‘ fpf care ahd responsibility.

B ~ Studies bybLyons (1983) -and. Pratt, Goidiﬁg, Hunter, and Sampsén {1985) -
support sﬁch a disti ndion although the emergence of ‘sgx\—linked orientations |
may ‘-héve been. ina,dvertently biased by fhe different personal moral dilemmas

that men and women chose to discuss (Pratt et al., 1985; Walker, 1986).

Sex-role and Level of Moral Judgement L \

If sex-role proves to interact significantly wih level of moral judgement this
S : : x
would lend support for Kohlberg's theory that moral judgement and sex-role

>

self-concept develop in parallel. More importantly, perhaps, such a finding may



" indicate that one's reported degree of sexéste‘reoty'ped traits may be a more
sahent factor in predictmg leve! of moral ;udgemen‘t that sex per se. This, inturn,
| wou#d hlghhght the mportance of the Socaal context in lmpaclmg on one's moral )
“thinking. The need to distinguish between sex and sex-role when evaluating
"sex d%’fferences" in moral judgement would also be émph’asized. '

The abs‘ence of a*.signiﬁcaht interaction between these two variables would
piace more stress on biological sex as the 1mportant influence on moral
judgement (assummg a sngnmcant mteracnon between the laner two vanables)
and WOqu call Kohlbetg's theory into question. Al.ternanvely, 1he‘concept ot
"sex-role” and/or its measurement may neéd to be reevaluated in te;*ms of the

reliability and validity of either or both.

Sex of Protagonist and Leve! of Moral Judgement
The implications of a sign‘ificant interaction between sex ‘bf protagoﬁiét an'd“
lavel of moral judgement are several, depending on the particular type of
interaction. I, for iﬁstance, femate subjects attain a lower P score when judging
1rom the perspective of male, as Qpposéd to 1emal\e,’ prinbipal characters thié |
» would likely imply the existence of a sex bias in the méasuring instfument. The
argument here would be that worﬁen“are unable to identify as easily and
- completely with male characters. A needto balancé the sexes of the
protagbnists would be indicated in order to rectify such abias.

According to Rést (1979). hoWever7 such a finding could not independently
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‘establish or prove the existence of such a bias in the test. It could, at most,
establish how a sex bias might have entered into the system.

' A second possible finding is that men will perform better when judging from

o the perspective of female protagonists while women attain higher scores with

male protagonists, as in the study by Orchowsky and Jenkms {(1979).- Although
such a finding would not support the presence of a sex bias against women, it
would certainly indicate that the sex of the principal moral diternma characters is -
‘a vanable confoundmg the moral Judgement scores of subjects. Once mote,
SOme sort.of balancing or neutralizing of the sex of the pr'otagonists would be
warranted. ‘ | | |
Thifd, malé subjects may score lower {e.g Stége threé) from the pérsbective
of fémale protagoniéts while female subjects score at this stage regardleés of the
| sex of the principal dilemma characters, as in the study by Bussey and Maughan
(1982). As prveviou‘s!y noted, éuch a‘findin'g r;ia_y be a reflection of the éultural
stereotype that both mén and woman hold, of woman being more "emotional”  *
than men. |
Itis important to note that tﬁé \emergence of any of the above thre_é possiblé
“results would indicate that cognitjve/déyelopmental‘tests of moral judéeme‘n;
such as the DIT é're not free from comexﬁ.‘:al bias. Context here refers to the-

seemingly minor issue of whether the protagonist facing the moral dilemrﬁa‘is

fﬁale or female. This would challenge the notion of fhe universality of tests of the
‘Kohlbergian type. The role of socialization practicés in influencing moral

thought would need to be addressed more seriously.

[
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Alternatively, if men and women perform equally well on both versions of the

. . -1
DIT {i.e. no interaction between the variables), as in the study by Gé‘rwo_oqet al.

~

(1986), tﬁe contention that the all-male cast of/ protagonists is a source (_)f SOX
bias would not b;e supponed ‘

F many, the hypoihesns that the sex of the protagomst will not matter to
androgynous mdnv:duals otfe}s another possible mteractnon Support for such

an iriteraction would once again highlight the need to measure sex-role

- selt- concept in studies unhzmg tests such as the DIT in order to control sex- role

- would likely- eliminate s

- relevant to judgements on th ‘

‘as a confoundmg variable. Alte rnatively, a balancmg of the sex of protagomsts

an interference efféct. Non-support for the above

hypothesis could fidicate thaigjther.the sex-role adopted by the subject is not
IT or else the instrument used to measure
séx;role is not dapsitive enough (Bussey and Maughén,d 982).

Hypotheses SR )

(1) Main etfects

(a) Male and female subjects will not differ in level of moral judgement {no

main effect of sex).
(b) Level of moral judgement on the regular version of the DIT will not
differ from that on the sex-re\{erséd form (no main,effect of form).

{c) .Androgynous subjects will have higher moral judgement scores than

N
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sex-typed subjects (main effect of sex-role).
(&) Interactions | ‘ B

(a) There will be a‘ signifibant interaction bétween sex and form with males
\and' females performing ‘differenfl)\f_ among é'ndior between themseives
depending on the version of the test.

(b) Thére will be a significant interaction betwveen sex-role and form with
ahdrogynous\ subjects attaining similar P scores across t‘)oth‘ forms,

while the P scores of sex-typed ;s'ubiects wil vary acrosg both forms.
{3) Additional Analyses.

(a) The possibility of a three-way interaction between sex, sex-role, and sex
of protagonist will be explored. .
(b) Responses to the tbelievability and identification questions will show no

differences associated with subject sex, sex-role, and sex of

proiagonist.
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. METHOD

Subjects
s

I A ’ >

T@ subjects for this study consisted of 80 women and 80 men selected from"
N . N ‘ B

the Saint Masy's Univei‘sity student population. Specifically, the subjects were

enrolled in Undergraduate psychology or sociology classes. The number of -

subjects needed for the study was based ubonapower‘analysis. See Appeqd_ix

»

v

A for a thorough description of this analysis.

The mean age of the sémple was 20.3 yéafs (SD = 2.9) and the minimum and
m‘aximum\ag_es weré 1‘7.2 anq‘35.3 years, re péctivély. Overone halt (58.1%)
gf s:r:: \sa‘m;:‘»Ie had not yet completed their first year unizriit::nd most
(95.9%) hek}ino previous degree. Engh’sh- was the firt lafgiage.for afl subjects.

Refer to Table 1 (see Appendix B) for a complete dedgription of the respondents _

on relevant demographic and other variables.

T:Y;jmple of 160 subjeq was divided into the four groups of interest

accondird to the subjects’ scoxgs on‘the Bem Sex-Role Inventory (BSR]):

andrpgynous femal‘es.(N=40),vandr‘ us m ies (N =40), séx-typed females
(N =40), and sex-fyped ‘males ¢N =40). ‘ ese foyr groups was mnhe‘r
subdivided so that 20 subj‘ééts‘in each group were tested with the feguiar form ot
the Deftining Issues Test (DIT), while the remaining 20 subjects received the | g |

sex-reversed version of the DIT.

v
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ypon various ckgumstahtial factors.
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These 160 subjects were selectad from a subject pool of 570 subjects. The

remaining 410 subjects_ in this farger group were not apprbpriate foruse in the
study due to one or more of the following reasons: 1) The subject's first .

language was not English' 2) The subject's BSRI masculinity and femininity

scores were not reflective of one of the four groups of interest; 3) Fhe' subject's

BSRI scores were appropnate for the study ‘but the maxrmum number of

- subjects in the particular group of interast was already attamed; 4) The subject
: : . . P
did not complete the DIT properly; and 5) The subject completed the DIT

‘ properly, but failed to meet the reliability standards of the DIT. The group of 5‘70

s subjects including the 160 expe‘ri‘mental subjects consisted of 284 (49;8%)

women and 286 (50 2%) men The mean age of the total sample was 20. 4

years (SD 3. 36) with the mmlmum and maximum ages being 18. 8 and 43 3

years respectwely. A more thorough descrrpnon of the sample of 570 SubjthS

can be found in, Table 2 (see Appendrx C).
All sub'ects completed the study on a voluntary basis. incennves 10

partrcupate were issued in the form of course credits and a. lottery for 37-.5% of -

the sample; lottery only for 32.5% of the sample; credits only for 1.3% of the

sample; and.28.8% of the subjects received no in¢entives for participation. The

lotteryer.rtai_led being eligible to win one of three cash prizes ($25.00, $15.00, or

ision to issue credii; and the typse of credit issu‘ed cjepenﬂed
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1
Measuring Instruments (see Appendix D)
. . . 97
(1) Defining Issues Test (DIT)
The DIT attempts to 1ap the basic cbncep;ual. trarﬁeworks by which asubject . ™

analyses a sociél-moral problem and één be grd.up administered within 30 to 40 ,
minutes. The DIT contains sux moral dilemmas each of which requnred the -
subjects to make a dec:suon {multiple chonce) about how the dllemma should be
resoived Fol!owmg the dec;saon subjects rated 12 statements (12 per dnemrra ‘
in tarms of the 1mportance of each in resolving the dilemma. The 12 statements.
refle ,& the various stages of moral development (Rest ‘1 979) as well as items
designed for the purpose of testing sub]ect rellablhty (to be addressed shorﬂy)
Finally, sub]ects se!ected the four most important consuderat‘ons and ranked
these. Followmg the method of Orchowsky and Jenklnsa(1 979), subjects also
. rvesp‘onded‘to.qx'zestions a;ffer each story asking \thembhow‘believ;ible and
krealistic the main sfory characters' actions were, and how well they could idemi'fy :
“with the prbtagoniétﬁ Thése\questions are not part o.f the regular format of the
‘D\IT. The questions, énswered on a five-point scéle., were "How believable was .
‘ the behaviour and situation of the maiﬁ stéry charéc{ar?", and "How difficult was
itto pLﬂ yourself in the place of the main story gharacter?". The purpose of these
questions was to ensure that differential responsés‘to the sex of the protagonist
_ p \

were not due to a lack of credibility of or identification with thé main story

characters.
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The sex-reversed form ef the DIT was constructed mbdeliing the research of e
} Orchowsky and Jenkins (>1 979). The main story characters sex was aitered
usmg whatever reference form the actual s!ory had used For example Mr.
Webster was changed 1o -Ms. Webster or Heinz to Helga. The sex of the othef |
\\:;te_r—f/— characters was not changed as it was nc? their actions which ware being . |
 judged by subjects. In addition the purpose was to change'as |ime as possi’ble
in the story astde 1rom the vanables of mterest “Of course other characters
genders were changed if necessary For example it was Helgas husband

instead of wife, who wes dying invth_e. ﬁrst~dilemma; Asin the rs%versmn of

the DIT; the questions regarding believability and identification

v

posed after
each dilemma.

| I%‘a \p‘erﬁnentto memion here that a potentially se_rioue:typographical error
was noted in the sex-reversed form of iheAD’lT midway through the experiment.
In the sixth story, originally titled "Fred and the Newspaper", the name "Fred"
‘was changed to "Fran” for the sei-revefsed version. It was ;ﬁscovered, however;
that "Free" w{és not changed to "Fran” in the last of the 12 stat.ements Whi!e
some subjegts may have oveﬂooked this typographlcal arror, others may have
mterpreted itas reﬂectmg a rneanmgless itern, ;nd rated it accordingly. Due 10 '
the potenﬁal confounding eﬂects of mis e‘rror, then, the DIT was analysed in |ts~
original form and subseqﬁently wiih @«Rstory omitted, ae suggested by Rest
{personal communication, 1986). | ‘ o

In this study, the DIT was scored to yield the P score (ievel of grincipled

\ ’ 3

thinking) for each subject. The scoring for all protocols was done by hand,
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e;ccording to the scoring instruc.tions by B_esf {1979). In or\‘der\to obtain this index
"the raw stage scores v)ere computed. The four rz;nkings (most importam \
considérations) were evaluated in terms of wr;at stages each 'exempiiﬁed; Thé
choices wére/then rated according Rest's Q é?é) scheme. Iheweighté weré
" then addec‘together 1or eabh stage across all dulemmas For example how
much importance did a subject give to stage two level of moral judgem_ent
aC%oss all six dilemmas? ln.this: way, the rav; stage score usage wés computed.
Jfo obtain the raw principled morality score {"P" score) the poigts from Stages
5A, 5B, and 6 were ddded togathef. Tha raw stage scores w.e‘fé then convertéd
tc; percentages. Average P% sééres we}e c}omput_ed for each‘gréu_‘ri. K | |
The réliabi{ity of s_ubjects' reSpon$e§ was tested in twb ways. The DIT
contains items Within the 12 statements that are written to sound lofty but are in
fact meaningless ("M" iterﬁs).\ lfa sﬁbiect received an M raw s¢ore df eight or
rﬁora or an M percentage gréater or equal to 14, that subjec; was sliminated. A
consistency check Qvfas also ap@lied to tegt subject r‘.eliability. This in‘vOlvéd a .
comparison of a subject's ratings and rankings. Incoh-sfstéryci_es here can be the .
result of carelessness, random checking, misund‘erstandi-ng, etc. If a protocol
tontained inc‘or;siétencies abO\‘/e and beyoné empirically derived cutoffs {Rest,
1979) the protocol was déerﬁed unreliable and was s’ubsecjuéntly discarded.
Accordmg to Rest (1979), itis typmal to lose betwegn flve to 15% of a sample
~due to reliability checks in studles asking for volunteers In this study,
apprommately 15.1% of the sgmple was ehmmated through the course of |

‘ applying Rest's (1979) consistency checks: Mors specificatly, the figure 15.1%
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"

represents the elimination of 56 out of 371 protocols. Although all of the 570
subjects completed the BSRI, 1 83 of these subjects (32.1%) did not complete
bR

Che\second half of the study, while 16 subjects {2.8%) were no longer needed to
0%

. = Q

(2) Bem ééx«-RéIe inventory (BSR‘I)
o |
The BSRI was 'deslgned to furthar study the cori’ce‘pt of psychological
- androgyny (Bem, 1981). As defined earlief,‘t.ﬁis term denotes tﬁe ihtegration‘of
~feminine and ‘masciuline‘ characteristics within'an individual. The BSRI can bé :
distingqghéd by two ‘féatu‘res uncommon 1o most other sc:éles of
.mascuiinity/femiqinity.\_ First, it treats femiginiiy and 'masculihit}l as two '
in‘(;ep‘endént dimensioné rather.than as fwo ends of a single dimehsion. Th;—it is.;,.
a persén isAnot necessarily one or the other but can.be, for éxémple, high on ..
béth dimensions (andfogyﬁoué). Secoﬂd, items were seleéted as feminine or i ‘
masculine based on cultural defmmons of sex-typed social desnreabllny and not
on the basis of dlffenng responses of males and females
The BSRI contains 60 personality charactensncs Twenty of these are
ste‘reotypically masculine (e.g a.mbttuous, independent), twenty are - | |
ste‘reotybi\cavlly feminine (e.g sensitive, gentle), and twenty are essentialfy filler .
. items (e.g@ truthful,,concéitedy). ‘ Subjeds were asked ‘to indicate, on a seven point

scale, how well each of the 60 adjectives applied to themselves. The BSRI may

. _begivento large groups of individuals and is usually completed in 15 minutes or ‘



32

- less.
Bem ‘(1981 ) iregpmmends that, for the .pﬁrpose of resea?cﬁ. subjects be
c!asgiﬁed on the basis-of a median split into four distinct séx—fole groups. These
are: Eerhanmé (Esgh feminine, low masculing), Masculine (high masculine, low

_ feminine), Androgynous (high feminine, high masculine), and Unditferentiated

. (tow feminine, low masculine).
N A 2\
2

All pfotocols wéfe \hand-‘s¢6\req according to the scoring instrUctions‘f)y Bem
(1981). The first step ih 1he.sc'orirjg prpcedukre was to é‘a!eulatel _for each subject, -
‘ he} or his Femininity {a) and Masculinity'(b) scorés-, which repreéént the
averages)ointhe subject's ratings of the femininé énd masculine édjecﬁves on
the test, rés;iectively;} The subjects were the‘n divided at #he median on both the
“Fia‘mi‘ninity and Masbﬂlinit& scales into th;as.e g-rou;ss. Specifically, if a‘female
g sﬁbjéd éﬁéined a Femininity sco.re above:the group Femim‘nity medién, éhd a
MgsCuliFity score béio_w the gro‘u‘p Méscuiinity median, she was labelléd a ‘
sex-typeﬁ (feminine) female. In contrast, if a male subject attaingd:é Masculinity
~ éc‘;or‘e a‘boye‘ the group Masculinity median, and a Fe‘m.ininity ,s',cor_e below the
gr§up Mascu!inity’median, he was labelizd a sex-typed é‘mascu'line) méle. It
ei!hér a female or male subject atrained Ferhininity and Masculinity scores
'above the grou‘p Fe minin‘ity: and Masculinity~ rﬁedians fespecti&ely, she or he
was cbnsidered aﬁdrogynous. Bem notes, hoWé\;e}, that-this n;ethod potentially
yields. subjects who ‘afe misclassified ‘due o 1hei4r scores being near or at the
éutoff po‘iht: In general, though, this method is considered the best for cla‘ss.ifyihg :

subjects for research purpo’ées (Bem, 1981).



- This study was concerned only with the following groups: sex‘-typed '
{feminine) famaleé, sex-typed,(mascmine) males, androgynous females and
androgynous males. Sex-reversed and undifferentia‘te'd subjects were not

tested as they were beyond the scope of the study..

P

3) 8@ckgfbmg Questionnaire (BQ)

Accordmg to Rest (1979), age and education are umportam \;anables to
comrol for when testmg sub]ects on the DIT Vanables that do not have a clear
~ and.consistent relationship wuth outcome onthe DIT are socio- economlc status
political parfy adherence 1ype of resmence professnon or conege major (Rest
E 1979) There is suggesnve evidence, however that mtellectual milieu, as
assessed by region of country one mhablts and rehgmus membershlp
.(mdwndual oongregaiaon level not denommatlon) is assoc1ated w1th moral

£

judgement as measured by the DIT. !

‘Considering Ihg i.mponange\of the eibove.'ﬁndin-gs, subjects were;:sé‘ssed for
agé and education level. Region of counlry {area one grenﬁ)uﬁ in‘ and spent fhe
. most tlme in) was assessed in order to try and determme albeit somewhat
crudely, the intellectual milieu of the subject's place ot growmg up. Although
SubjeCtS religion and degree .of re{%osuty were aSSessed this does not
necéssarily reﬂect the intellectual milieu of !‘he pamcular religion, as it is the
mdwldual congregatlon that i is most lmportant in determmmg this. It was ' ‘

beyond the scope of 1hls study, however, to assess 1he 1ntellectuai m;heu of each

L} Al
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sﬁb‘ject'é congregation. ‘Non‘etheless, this i'niormation on subject’s. réligion was

inoluded ‘for its potential effect upon rﬁpral judgement. In éddition, all Subjects‘

ﬁrsi lahguage was English i‘n order o eﬁsure -a‘bHity ‘o comprehend the abstract

concépts presented in the DIT (\Rke‘st, 19%). | |

| Further information from sub}ects was sought‘ conceming their o'ccupation (ful! s
yeréus paﬁ-timé students, employed or not); marital staiﬁs, college major, and

éthnic backérouna in order ta become familiar with the patﬁre of the sample.‘.

Vaf;ablesﬂhat broved to signiﬁgantly associate with the dependent variable were

! » . .
- controlled for via statistical means.

.

‘Procédure .
¥
| A total of nine separate classes of sludents were tested. For sach ciass (with
exception§ to‘b‘e gddréésed later) the experimental procedure consisted of _t‘wo
parts. Prior to tﬁe cémmencemént\ of the ﬁ?st.part‘ of the“study, the :experimenter‘
~ir§trodtkzctad~ hersélf as a Master's student in psychology, who was in'the midst ‘0‘1"‘
collecting data for her thesis. Classes wéré told‘ that the study wWas interestec? in
researching "péob!e's opinions about Social problems”. Furthermore, su‘bjeéts

. were informed of the voluntary nature of the study, and that they could choose 10

‘withdraw tbeir participation at;':any time. Those classes that were to receive
_credit were told that credit‘w'ouid only be issued if the subjects participated ln
- both parts of th/efeﬁ:dy.viéinally, the subjscts were told that the explicit purposé of

ths stuAd‘y‘would be revealed to thern upon completion of the data collection.



The ﬂrst part of the stud); consisted of the admmlstrahon of the BQ and the
BSHI The two instruments were attached together wum ihe BQ to be comp!eted
f:rst Subjeots were told that the questionnalras WOG@ tabe approxma!ely 15 to
20 minutes to complete aitogether After the quest\onnalres were cqmpleted
and col!ected the pamcxpams were told that the expenmenter would baback ata
later date to admm:ster the second and’ fmal part of the study.

The BSRI protocols were scored in the manner prev;ously outlined, $0 that
‘ each yielded a Femmmny (F) and Mascuhmt; (M) score. Tentative F and M
median cutoff points wer.e caloulated from the initial classes tested, and subjects
were claésiﬁedinto the appropriate. groups of intérest on the basis of these
medians. Since the first few ci’asseé dld not provide enou;jh subjécts to fill the
“ groups of mterest additional classes had to be tested As each new class was
~administered the BQ and thie BSRI new F and M medlan scores had to be

computed on the basxs of the continually mcrgasmg subject pool. Most sub;ecté

.{renﬁa;ined in their initial groups auhough qthers had o be shifted accordingly.

The expeﬁmenfer‘m.et wi‘tvh the classes %‘i\}e days to one njuomh later |

; (dependi‘n‘g onwhich time \&as most convenient) in order to administer the Dﬁ.

The’subjebts tn each group of imer:;st were rand‘omly assigned to complete

- either the regular or the sé_)(—-reversed version of the DIT. Subjects‘w'ho:were nof
in the.groui)s‘ ‘of interest, 'whose first languagé wefs not English, or who did not

properiy con"piete the BSRI were a{so randomly assfgned to compiete one of the

two versions of the DIT. Tms was ‘b ensure that the tesxmg session would not be

disrupted by nonparticipating subjeéi The protocols were collected and scored

:
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expediently as possible.. .- - ‘ ‘ . 2

?
B

promptly and unreliable protocols were eliminated.

The two pan procedure described above was typical except for the fi n':‘al class~

"~ where it was no longer npceséary to obtain additional subjects. Thersfore, this

| barﬁbu!ar class oniyreived the BQ and the BSRI. The final“sgjbje"ct pool,

consisting of all Engti »king subjects, the majority of wham had c\omplete‘d

the DIT in addition to the BQ and the BSRI, was composed of 570 individuals, -

- Ultimately, the median F and M scores were based on this total sample of 570

Subjects. These F and M median scorés were, respectively, 4.75 and 4.85. The

R sex-typed (feminine) group was comprised of females whose F scores were

-

greéter than 4.75 and wfaose M scores were less\than 4.85. The’sek-tybec{
{masculine) group coggisted of males whose M scores were‘ gréater than 4.85

and whose F sc;ofes were less than 4.751 Finally, the ahdrogyn,ous‘group

: encdr}npassed \su’bjécts of both sexes whose F and M scores were greater than

the group F and M medians, respectively. -

Other exceptions to the typical testing. procedure occurred. When the groubs

- of interest were nearly complete (e.g: one‘more subject was needed in a

particulér group), it was necéss‘ary to assign subjects to either of the two test

versions more strategically. This was to ensure that all groups would be filled as

)

M

Anothér problem occurred with sex-typed groups becoming filled much more
quickly than androgynous- groups, due to the relative scarcity of androgynous

subjects, a_é measured by the BSRI. In ordéntb circumvent the time and effort-

required to recruit androgynous subjects by testing new classes, all
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‘ androgynous sub‘jects who werg inot ptesent‘terthe second testing sesston were
contacted by tetephbne. They were asked if they wished to participate in the’
second half of the study and they were assured that participation was ona

~purely voluntary basis. le@dd:taon those subjects in Introductory Psychology
classes were {emmded that they we"’?e etlgtbte o recelve bonus marks (m

| addttion to cash pnzes) for parttcnpetton since the study was to teke place
~outsi.dethe classroom. Subijects from other. c!a-sses were tdid that they were
etigtble to win cash. prizes from the‘ lottery. the experimenter‘me‘t with these
sut)jects indiy’tdua«tty to administer‘-‘the_DlT.‘ Fifteen point six percent of the .

experimental sample was individually tested in this manner.

‘ “Deta Analyses

‘ Hypotheses 1{a) to 3(a) inclusive were tested esing a three-way analysis of
vanance (ANOVA) wnh level of pnnexpted thinking (P score) as the dependent
variable. and sex, form, and sex- -role as lndependent venabtes

Hypothesis 3(b) was tested usmg two separate three way ANOVA procedures
with the overall believability and ldentmeb\hty scores as dependent variables

(one dependent vanab!e per ANOVA) and sex, form, and sex role as

independent variables. - R (\
Three major post-hoc analyses were conducted in order to further examine.

and clarify issues related to the topic of sex and sex-role ditferences in moral

judgement. First,‘anotner- sex-role index was computed (based upon the BSRI
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“scores)and was correiéted with the P score.

The second set of pqst-)ho‘c ana!yse_s ekp»lo‘réd'possbibie‘ Sex‘diffekences in’

- ievels of Stage three aﬁd Stage four morai judgemen‘if Two separate 1hree‘-wayﬁ
ANOVA's were conducted with depe‘n‘denf variables bemg ievel of Siége thrée
and S.tage fol:il' moral judgement, respectively. Independent variables weré
sex, f.or~m, and sex-role.” ‘ |

Finally, subjects’ decisions on the six moral diléfnmas were analysed using

chi-square procedures, for possible sex and sex-role differences in decision

3

‘making. . . ‘ ‘ '
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* . RESULTS

BSRI Scores
Total Sample (N =570) 4 ‘ Ly

In comparing the Bem Feminiﬁity (BF) and Bem Masculinity (BM) med.ihan‘s of
the present sample to those of Bem's ofiéinai Stanford sample {Bem, 1978),
certain patterns égm be nﬁted (Sée Table 3 in Apﬁendjx‘é). ?n“both samples,
%emale‘s attai~ned a sign'rficéhtly higher BF than BM score, ¢ (568) =-11.09,

p <.000, while the opposite was true for males, t (568) = 8.14, p <.000 (t values
| cotrespond to present sa‘mplé),.uln addition, the F minus M score was |
‘significantly different for féma'les a‘nfi males, with fenjale,s attaining the higher
. écore. 1(56.8) ;-12.90, ~p<.()00 (present :;gample). ;High‘scd‘re‘s:in either direction_
on this index (F minus M) indicate a !enéehcy to be stroﬁg‘!y sex-typed, with B
positive séores indicating a preference fo\r feminine characteristics, and negative
scores indicati'r'\g a p'reference for masculine éharactaristics. In both samples,
~ the BF median Wés slightly Iowertga'\;:tt;éBM median. However, both tﬁe-
medians for the present sample are lower than those of the Bem Stanford | -
sample.

| Iﬁ the present sample, 19.7% of subjects were androgynoué. Feminine

_ »

subjects comprised 27.9% of the sample,_while masculine subjects formed 27%
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of the sample. The percentage of undif‘ferentl'ated subjects was 19.5%, while the
percentage of borderline subjects {those whes‘e BF and/or BM scores were
exactly on the medtan) was 6%. Referto Table 4 (see Appendlx F)fora

' - comparison of group percentages for males and females between the Bem

(1978) normative sample and the present sample of 570 subjects.
Experimental Sample (N=160)

Table 5 summarizes the BF and BM m‘edlan'scores for the group of 160
subjects and for various subgroyps within this experimental sample. From Table
5, it can be noted that subjects in similar groups have comparable BF and BM
scores across the two forms of the' DIT. For example, the BF and BM m‘edvia'nsefor
" sex-typed males on Form 1 (4.095 and 5,40, respectively) are comparableto the
X /

BF and BM medrans for sex~typed males on Form 2 (4. 125 and 5.325,
respectlvely) - o - -. ¢
Comparison of the Six versus Five- Story Versions of the DIT t ’\ .
- ° »' ) . /!
AR N .

A three- factor analysis of van‘ance‘(ANOVA) was performed with level of

principled thinking (P score) on the DlT as the dependent variable, and sex,

- form, and sex-role as the mdependent vanables The ANOVA was performed

initially utilizing all six DIT stories, and a second time wrth the ehmmatlon
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.Q
Table 5
: ,\Summary of. Bem Femmm;ry (BF) and Bem Mascul;mty {BM) Medzan '
s Scores for Subgroups of Expenmenta! Sample (N._ 160).
“Fomn o1 O Completed
Regular (one) Sex-reversed (two)

Group . BFMedian BMMedian BF Median BM Median
Males. .

Androgynous” 585 535 . 505 553

Sextyped © 401  ::.540 .° 413 533
Females

Androgynous 533 - 530 - - 5.20 | - 530

Sex-typed 533 .. 435 520 .. 413

Nore There were 40 ?bjects in e;ach group with 20 subjects per
group completmg For#t one and 20 subjects completing Form two.

Y
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of the sixth story (the one containing the typographical efror). A comparison of
: m the results of these twa anaiys;s was undertaken in order to aéseés the potential
_ impact of the faulty story on the dejpehide‘m vari\able.‘ Using all six stanj‘e‘s, a
significant interaction emerged betweeri sex and form; F {1, 152)‘; 3.91 3, p<.05.
In addition, a borderline \signi’figzant interaction emerged between sex-role and |
| form, F (1, 152) = 3.742, p<.055. There were no signiﬁcan‘t main effects no wés
;he're a three-way interaction. |
o fhe use of ohly five storje‘s in‘the ANOVA resulted in a signiﬁcaﬁt two-way ; :
intéraéﬁon betv;ieen sex-role and form, £ (1,152) - 3.984-,‘ pj<f‘.0218. No other |
. significant interactions nor main ei‘fe‘cts oécurred. Due to the discrepancy in the
results of‘th'e ANOVAS Qti!izing sax versus five stories, all subsequent analyses
were ﬁerforméd using the five-story version bf‘the_. DlT. ﬂTh'e- eliminéti‘on of twh;a
| sixth story was done to ensure that resulis of analyses performed on the DIT i
would not be inadver!ently.biased‘ by-the error on the sixth story. Although the ‘
150 of the ﬁMgg version slightly decreésed'thenreﬁ\}ability of thé bJT, it should .
‘not serioug;lykafféct the outcome of the analyses (persq'n\al communication, Rest;
i§386). Furtherm\ore, Rest (1979) has a three-story version of the DIT which is
widely used despite its lower reliablity than the six-story version.. Hence, ohe\—

story less in this case should not present as a-major problemin th_é interpretation

of the analyées.



Analyses of Hypotheses

Hy;ﬁothesgs 1(a) through 3(a) wéye analysed by examining the main effects
and interactions of a thﬂ‘ree-w‘iay ANQVA oh the P sc&e, with sex, form, and
éex-}ole as independent variables. H§pothesis 3(b) was analysed using two
~ separate ANOVA procedures, wittpihe overall believab‘il\ity ahd identifiability

‘scores as dependent vanables, respectively. - Independenkvariablas were $ex,

form and sex-role. Subsequently, an analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) was 3

‘ performed on the P score with the aforemenﬁone_&independgm variables.
Covariates included both theoretically relevant and siluational variables that
were significantly correlated with the dependent variable. _ ,

¥

v N " [N

Hypothesis 1{a)

At predicted by hypothesis 1(a), male and female subjests did not differ in
level of moral judgement, és measured by the P score. ' The means for men and
women on this- measure were, reépectivély, 35.55 (S0 = 13.66) and 33.00 (SD =

12.13).
‘Hypox‘hesié 1(b)

As prediéted by hypothesis 1 (b), lével of principled thinking on the regular -
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version {form one) of the DIT did not differ from that on 1he’sexjreversed form
{form two). The meén P sc;orés on fornj one and two were, respéctively, 33.65
(SD = 13.05) and 34.90 {SD= 12.88). \ o

M

Hypothesis 1(c)

—-—-‘\ R . .

\ Contrary to hypothesns 1(c) andmgynous subjeets did not attain greater
ievels of principled thinking than their sex-typed counterparts. Means for

. androgynous and sex’-typed sub;ec‘ts were, respectively, 34.45 _(SD =13.22) and

3410 (SD=12.73). -
~ Hypothesis 2(a)

Contrary to hypothesis Z(é). ihere was nb siQnificaﬁ interaction beMeen sex .
and form.. The mean P scores for‘ males and females on form one were,
respectively, 33.50 {»SD:“M.OS) and 33.8(‘)’:’(SD= 12.13). The mean P scores |

~“for males and females on form two were, réspectively, 37.60 (SD=13.10) ahd |

32.20 (SD = 12.23).
Hypothesis 2(b)

In accordance with hypbthesis 2(b), a significant interaction didemerge ‘
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‘ Hypothesis 3(a) -
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between sex-role’and form, F (1, 152) = 3.984, p<.048. This interaction,

" however, was not completely in égreemem with the tjrig'tnal hybothesis. It was
hypothesized that androgynous subjects would attain similar P 5cores across

. both versions of the DIT, while th‘eP scorés of sex-typed subjaCts would change

across the two versions‘ The interaction suggests, however, that androgynous

sub]ects attained a higher P score ‘than sex- typed subjects on the regular ,

“version whne sex-typed sub]ects attamed a hlgher P score than their

an‘drogy«nous countbrparts on the sex-reversed version.

\

No significant three- -way mteractu)n emerged between the three mdependent

; N
vanables ofinterest in relation to the dependent variable.

Hy;;othés)‘s- 3(b)

Two separate ANOVA procedures were conducted with the overall

¥

~ believability and identiﬁabi!ity scores as the dependent vanables (one

dependent variable per ANOVA), and sex, form, and sex-role as the .

independent variables. The overall believabiiity ana identifiability scores were

+ compyted-by summing up the individual respbnsps 1o the beiievability and -

. identification questions, respectively. No significant main effects or interactions

i
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émerged, 1hhs]assuring that the degree to which subjects believed and

identified with the main story characters’ attions was not significantly associated

© s

with sex, fo?yﬁr sei-role‘. o

Analysis of Covariance

-

Significant correianons between the dependent vanable and cert-am
demograph«c and expenment related variables prompted the employment of an
analysis of covanance (ANCOVA) This was done in order to attempt to

statistically control f6r preexisting differences among subjects on these

- variables, and see whether the significant differences found previously would

remain. o S : ‘ -
'. v . . . ‘ ’ ‘ ‘ ~ \\ -
Pearson prgduct-momént correlation coefficients were calculated in ordec to

w

- ascertain which of the iheoretical‘ly relevant demographié variables were

sagmfucantly correiated wnh the dependent variable, the P.score. In addition,
correlahons were computed between the expenme;nt or sﬂua’nonal vanables and
the P score, in order to dlscem whether these variables exerted an undue
influence on the depeﬁdent variable. - |

Variables that were s:iéniﬁcantly correlated in a pésiti,ve directioh with the

depehden‘t vanable were 1) ags of subjsct ("age”), r=.2585, p =.001 (one—tailéd"

test), 2) having received soms form of credn for pamc:patlon as opposed 1o

- havmg recerved no credn( credlt ) r=. 1870 p=.018 (two-talled test); and 3)

-~



47

having completed the BSRI earlier in the Fall semester rather than later in the

~ semester ("month of BSRI"), r=.1605, p =.043 (two-tailed tést).

Sel\szctioﬁ of Covanates
o
The procedure for the final seléctlon of cova‘nates was modelled after
| gwdghnes by’ Tabachmgk and Etdeil (1983) lntercor?elanons among the
aforeméntioned variables were corﬁputed in order to test for multicollinearity.
The highly significént intercorrelation be}?éen "month "of-BSRi"and\"credit" {r=
.70§9, p = .000) was suggsstive pf multi‘colli_nearity among 1hgase variables:‘
Ml‘Jltiple reéression procedures, with each variable ac%ing as the depéndém ‘
variable and the. ot‘hers i turn acting as independent vanabies Tagachmck and
Fidell, 1983), confl:med that 1he vanables "credit” and "month of BSRI" wers
‘signiﬁca‘nﬂy overlappe‘d. A plausible explanation for this fmdmg is that those . ‘
subjegfs who co?nple‘ted‘ihe BSRI early in the semestér were likely not to héve B
180 ved credlt for pamonpanon because a system of crednt had not yet been
“1mplemented Due to the redundancy of these variables, the variable "month of
BSRI" was®liminated as acovanate leavmg credat" and "age". Multiple

r‘egression. procedgres confirmed that the Ieast amount of overiap occurred

between these latter two variables.

S
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‘Analysis of Covariance (with "age” and "credit”)

A 25(2)‘(2. between-groups ANCOVA was perfofmed on 1e\ze! of moral
iudgerﬁent (P score). lnde;ﬁéﬁden_t variables consisted of sex {female, male),
form (reg(;lar, séx—reverseq), and sexfrolé (aﬁdrogynous, sex-typed) factorially .
combined. - | "

As a precautionary meas@re; certain ANCOVA assumptions were tested
(Tabachnick and Fidell, 1983). The éssumption of linearity \wés tes;ted by
' plottin'g:the points of th;a c’()yafiate *age” and each of the inter‘éétion f;arms with
the d-ep‘e‘ndent vari.abie. This assumption was *oun»d to be satisfied. Thé .
assumptioﬁ of réliabi‘my of 1he‘cova‘riates was also deemed ‘satisfactor‘y due to '
the factual nature of»theg_infqrmation thét the cdvariates measuréd. The large
sample size, equality of 's;ijécts .within cells, and use of two-tailed tests
rendered it ‘highly unlikely that violations qf the assumptions of normality‘ and -
homogeneity of Qériance could have occurred (Tabac:h.n.i“ck and Fidell, 1983). .
Finally, as there was no reason 'to suspect any interacﬁon between the
_covariate and the independent van;e’ables, the assumption of homogen‘ei_ty of
‘ r:egression was not formally tested dueto the robustness of the model |
(Tabachnick and Fidell, 1983). | |

After adjusting for the covériétes,. form still interacted significantly with
bsex-ro‘lxe F(1 ‘150\)'?‘5&383\.“.022. 'Exarhlnati_on o_i the adjusted cell r”negns (see

Table 6) revealed the same‘pattern of interaction as. outlined previously.



49
Table 6
. N ‘ ) v )
- Adjusted and Unadjusted Mean Levels of Principled Thinking for
Androgynous and Sex-Typed Subjects across the Regular and’
- Sex-Reversed Forms of the Defining Issues Test (DIT). -

-~ Form of DIT Completed
‘Regular (one) - Sex-reversed {two)
Adjusted Unadjusted _Adjusted Unadjusted
. . . v o
Group M SD* M SD M - SD* M SD
_ Androgynous 35.61 3585 14.15 3135  33.05 12.25
Sextyped 3268 . 3145 1161 3747 3675 1339

Nore There were 40 subjects per cell.

*The adjusted standard deviations were not accessible through the SPSSX
computer.program.

p<.022 -
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Héweyer, F ratios formei:! ‘to test the signiﬁcahge of cbmparisqn; between
_ .adjusted means now yielded a signiﬁcant diﬁe-rence between the ‘means‘of
'androgynous and sex-typed sub;ects on form’ two F{1, 150) = 4.95, p<.05.
Although both Wdf:as were significantly re!ated to the dependent variable,
-only "age" significantly accounted for the adjustment of the dependent vanable,
F1 -150) = 8.302, p<.005. The remaining covariate, "credit", prow;ied no
addltlorral adjustment F(1 150) 2. 700 p<.102.

The results of thls ANCOVA would appear to mdacate that, when
existmg subject differences in age were control}ed for statlstccally, noise was
removed from the data smce the mteracnon in queshon took on a greater

significance.
Post-Hoc Analyses

The first post -hoc analysrs explored throug'h a con’elahonal analysrs the
relatlon between a=new sex-rolg index and scores on the dependent variable.
The second set of post-hoc analyses examined,-via two three-way ANOVA's,
whether females ﬂahd~malies would exhibit a differential preférence for Stage
three and Stagé-foqr levels of {horal‘ judgement, respecti\;ely. The last post-hoc
analysis focussé& on exploring (via chi-square \analysesj possible sex and
sex-role differenoeé in decision making with respect to‘thei mofal d_ilemmas oh-

the DIT.



1) Analyses with a‘ New Se;:-mfé Index'
' T‘his sex-role index was computed with a view to 1) establishingia quantitative
" measure of sex-role in orde;r to sliminate the problems inherent in the median ‘
split methc;a of classif_ication and 2) paralleling more closely the method of a- |
. previous study (Leahy and Eiter, 1980). . -
| Following the ﬁwethod of _Bem {1981), the BM score was subtracted fr‘om;‘he
BF sé;ore yic;!ding an‘ index of %)refe}ence for masculinel vérsus feminiﬁe
‘ charactéristics. More positive scores on this_iﬁdex Wer‘e\indicativ?, of a
‘prefer‘er;ée for‘feminiﬁe characteristics, wﬁile more nag‘_ative séores. were
jndicative. é;f a ‘p;efereﬁce for. m‘asfcu'!ine characteristics. The 'depenqéni v‘a;i‘able
(F’ scbre,), was ‘significantly, although weakly, correlated with this new‘jndex, r= -
-.17‘66, p=.025 (iwo—tajled test). The‘ direction of this cdrrelatign suggests that a
preference for masculine, rather than feminine, characteristics is related to a
highar level of moral judgernent. The correlations between th_a new sex-:role
measure and fhe P‘s'cbre were -not, sign‘iﬁcant-wbhen\ examined'se‘p;{rately for
females and ﬁﬂales. | | |
2) Expioratio‘% of Pos‘sibie Sex and Sex-role Differences in the

. Endorsement of Stages Three and Four N

Two separate three-way ANOVA's were conducted with dependeh; variables

K
DY
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‘ "being levels of Stage 1hree and ‘Stage four reasoﬁing respeétively
lndependenwanables ware sex, form and sex-role (ongmal index). ﬁue |
rahonale for these analyses was to test the hypothesrs that femalegs might score:

v’mgher than males on Stage three (a carmg, approval onente({’stage) whrie

males-mrghi score higher on Stage four (a justice-oriented, law and order stage)

(Hoistein, 1976):
Stage Three

Resuhs of the ANOVA on Stage three revealed no main effect of sex. 'v
However, a sex by sex-role 1nteract|on was evrdem F (1 152) =4.034, p<.046:
The pattern of interaction suggests that androgynous males scored higher on - .
Sfage threa than sex-typed males and androgy‘no‘us femaléé, that -androg';yncjus
* females scored lower on~‘VStege tnree;‘;hen sex-typed 1emales and 1nat eex-typed
males scored lower on Stage three than sex-typed females Rafer to Table 7 for
B Vthe means pertammg to this mieractron The drfference between means for
androgynous males and androgynous females is srgmfacant t{78) = 2. 01
p<.048. In addition, (he difference between the means for androgynous‘females
and se\xliyped females was also significant, t (78) = -2.59, p<.012.
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kl

Table7 | o e

Gomparison of Mean Levels of Stage Three Moral Judgement for Males and
Females across-Androgynous and Sex-Typed Groups.

Grqﬁp‘& M . SO
Males < .

'Andr‘ogyné;‘us o 21.40 ) : ‘ 9.94
" Sex-typed " .. | 10.50
Feméles ) W
" Androgynous . - 10.09

- Sex-typed . 2200 \\: , . 1066

Note . There were 40 subjects per cell. - -

p<.046 L
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Stége Four

_ -

H ,

‘ A borderline main effect of sex appeared in the ANOVA with Stage four *. .
response rate as the dependent variable, F (1, 152) = 3.837, p<.052. The
meahs for men and women were, respectively, 28.88 (SD = 11.35) and 323§ :

MR N '_‘ j ‘ .. ‘ - ‘ ) ‘ ’i ‘
a5 IASBR108Y.
- Mg NN

> \“.
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3y Analyses of Subjects’bé’c{sions on Moral Dilemmas

! ’ . - a

LR

~These analyses were performed with é view o explériné possible sex and. -
;se?x-rb‘ié"'c.ﬁffe‘renc%‘in degcision rﬁaking} on .éa‘ch &1 the six morai di‘lemmés; ‘ .

"~ Previous s}udieg employing either the Rest or Kbhlbe.ri; measure of moral
judg’emem ty;ﬁica{ly do nqt»inyéstigaté this area, and tend to.focus solely on séx
diﬁerenc&{s in moral judgement. | |

: Thei‘dé‘cisi'on to u'se.all six moral ‘dilemn‘\a sto;ies;iristead of eliminating the
sixth was basved on the foNowiﬁg reasoning. Fifst, the DIT iS«S’(Q}JCTUI’Gd s0 that

' test-takers are asked to make decision§ at;out the moral dilemmas prior té

judging the issues in\‘.'o_lved. Th‘er‘efore, itis hi.g‘hty\ likely 1hai subjects ;nade their
deciéions about the sixth stéry pribr to h‘avihg been expo‘sed to thé last iésue ;
containing fhe typographical error. Second, even ifba particulér subject judged
the issués befora making a decision, the nature of the error is such that the
subject sither would not have noticed the error or would have simply judged it as

¥

‘

/ s \ )

sty



55

a "meanihgless"‘item: In the laﬁer case, this wou!d‘have no bearing on theﬁ
decision maée.‘since all ‘t'h‘e stories ;:ontain built-in "\meaningiess" tems.

Crosstabulations of decisiohs by ;éx and sex-role were constructed for each -
of thef_six moral dile-mrﬁa stories while'qontrolling for type of form. In a‘ddition,

the Cramer's V statistic was computed as a measure of association between the

two variables in question. The Cramer's V statistic is the equivalent of the phi;
 statistic for contingency tables larger than two féctors by two factors (SPSSX

Manual, 1986). - &

Decision (first, second, or third qhoicé) by Sex (female,

male)

Decision ererged as indepe‘ndentiof sex on the sex-reversed form. Onthe
regUlar form, however, women and men differed in the types of decisions they
made withffespect to one half of the stories, while decision remained

independent of sex on the rest of the stories. For the first story ("Heinz and the

(5]

" Drug"), the chi-square only bordered on significance, x2(2, N= 79) = 5.693,

;$<.058. ‘fhe assdci_ation bepveen type of decisib'n and sé‘x was weak; Crar%e%‘s
V=27 The pattern oif frequencies (see Table 8) iﬁdiééteé that men tended to
choose the .fi!ét c&eci_siorf ("Heinz should steal the dEuQ“) more often than women,
while women chose the second and third dgcié.'ionsmbr.e often than men ("Can't

de‘cide" and "Should not steal the drug”, r‘eépe‘cti\)e‘ly).
3. ‘ B
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Table 8

- Comparison of Observed and Expected Freqﬁencies for Decision by Sex
Crosstabulation for Dilemma One {"Heinz and the Drug”; Regular form).

A

Dgacision
1. : 2 3
Group - 0 B> O E | o E'
Males 26 208. 9 {16 - 5 76
" Eemales 15° 202 .. 14 11.4. 10 74

a0Observed frequencnes bExpected frequenc:es

_Note. 'Decision 1="Hsinz should steal the drug ;
‘Dacision 2="Can't decide”; ‘
Decision 3="Heinz should not steal the drug".

42 =5693, p<.058.
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For the second story ("Student Takeover"), decision &fd not emerge as

independent of sex, ;(2(2; N = 80) = 8.949, §<.O1~1. The association betwsen

| ‘type of decision and sex on this. étory was moderate;,Cramer‘é V= .33 The
battern of frequencies (sée Table 9) indicates ihaf- more meﬁxlfhan w‘orhenc'hése
the third decisioh (“Shoulﬂ not take over the building"), while hore w’ofmen than
men chose the flrst and second decxs:ons ("Should take over the bwldmg" and -
'Can t decnde respecpvely): |

Deéision did not emergé as independent of sex on the fifth story ("Webster"), '

22, N= YQ) 8 329, p<. 012 The association between sex and type of decision
W?;S. moderate; Cramer's V = .32. The pattern of frequencies (see Table 10)
‘ suggests t‘hai more women than men chose the first decision ("Should hire
Webster“), while mbre men than womeﬁ chose thg seépnd_ de‘éisioﬁ ("Can't .

decide").

Decision (first, second, or rhrrd choice) by Seé;rola ~
(androgynous, sex‘typed) :
Decision emergad as‘ independént of sex-rcle on the sex-reversed form and

on all but one of the SiX. stones on the regulag form. On the third story {"Escaped

2
'ca '
Prisoner) regular form, decision was. not indepandant of sex-role, 12(2 N=79)

= 6.627, p< 036. The assocsaﬂo'n between sex- role and decnsnon on this story

was shghxly weak; Cramer’s V = .29. The pattern of frequencaes (see Table



Table 9 . \
Companson of Observed and Expected Frequehczes for Decision by Sex
Crosstabu!afion for Ditemma Two (Student Takeover; Reguiar Form).

\
\

~ Decision ,\\
1 : ‘. 2 -3
~ Group - 0®  E® 0 E » O E
Males 4 65 - - T2 55 34 28
Females =~ 9 65 9 55 | 22 28

aObs@r\.red frequencies. PExpected frequencies.
- Noje : Decision 1="Students should take over the building™;
Decision 2="Can't decide”;
Dacision 3="Students should not take over the building”.

¥2 = 8949 p<011

A
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Comparison of Observed and Expected Frequencies for Decision by Sex

Crosstabulation for Dilemma Five ("Webster"; Regular Form).

b2

Dacision ;
A . 2
"Group o) E> "0 E E
Males 30, 344 9 51 0.5
- Females '38 .3386 1 49 05

a0Observed-frequencies. - PExpected frequencies:
Note : Decision 1="Should hire Webster";
Dacision 2="Can't dacide";
Decision 3="Should not hiré Webster".
y2= 8.33, p<.012. -
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11 suggests that more sex-typed than androgynous subjects chose the first
decision i"_Should report him"), while more androgynqus than sex-typed sﬁbjects R

chose the third decision, ("Shcu!d no.t;feport him™).

Pt



228

81

i’ablp 11

Comparison of Observed and Expected Frequenc:es for Decision by Sex Role
Crosstabu/ar:on for DJlemma Three ( ”Escaped Prisoner”; Reguiar Form)

"Decision
A 2 N 3
"Group e E® 0 E o . E
Androgynous 17 208 N C1e 12 7.6
- Sextyped = 24  20.2. 12 1t4 3 74

aObserved freduen‘cies bExpected frequencies.
Note : Decision 1="Should report him"; ‘
Demsnon 2="Can't decide";
Decision 3= "$hould not report him".

X2 =663, P<.035.
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“The olriginai hypotheses of the presem' study were peoiajl;} éupported The
hypothes:s that men and women would not dsﬁer in level of prmcapled thinking (P -
score) on the DIT was supported by the lack of a main effect of sex. ln addmon
the findings also sopported the hypothesus that the average P score would not
" differ as a function of the form of the test. The results did not support the
hypotheeis'that-androgynoUs‘ subjects would attai.n a Higher average P score
‘ ‘ thao sexityped subjects.‘ Nor did the results support ihf} h’ypotheeis of an |
\ interactionvbet\heen- sex and form. A eex,-role by form \i;ueraotion ocourred,
| however, and wes partially sopported by the origioal h'ypotheeis. ‘lt was |
predigted that the eVGfage P score of endrogynoue subjects would‘ n‘ot ditfer
Stgmhcantly -across Torm .while that of sex- typed sub;ects would be mﬂuenoed by
- the type of form n fact the average P scores-of both groups of subjeots d[d not
differ Sigmfucantly across form However the average P score of sex-typed
sub}ects on form two was s:gmﬂcamly h:gher than that of androgynous subjects -
on formtwo. As expected, the degree of be!aevab:hty of and identification with
the story protagoms‘ts dxd not sngnmcantly in fluence subjects' responses on the

DIT. Fmally theré was no threevway mterachon between the mdependem

_variables (sex, form, sex-role) and the dependent variable P score).



Sex of Subject and Moral Judgement

| The finding of a lack of sex différences inlavel of principled thihkiﬁg doés_“ not
éuppon the notion that there are in f:aci two distjnctivé (rﬁaie and temale) ways of
conceptuélizing moral issues. In aﬂaition,. this result would-appear to érgue N
~against the’ not‘ioxn that the "female voice".,héas been cqmpromised‘ by nialé
. standardg, and that popélér tests instruments such és the DlT are biased toward
céte’goriziﬁg the "male” perspective _;ds:h‘ig.her on'th'e ;developmenial scale.
" The present ﬁnd.ing suﬁports :th’e results of review studies (Rest, 1979; Walker,
1984) and other recent theories (e.é. Lifton,‘.‘réss; Walker, 1986). Acco@ihg to
Lifton (1985), if differences in moral devélobment are due sélely to sex bias one
- would expect the-vbias to favodr one sex over the other.in a consistem-fashion,‘ ‘
- wherein fact,th‘is is ot the case." Lifton cbnc‘lij.des that when sex differences are -
: .obs‘erved‘ they are more likely due to spcial roles. and e#pectationé. Also,
according 16 Walke_rk(1A986),‘lif the se‘xidiﬂe‘rence‘is reliable and valid, then it i |
should be ‘pr‘e‘gent with regard to siénd'a[d as'well as pefsonal moral ditemmas. o
| F‘rom this study, then; it is clear that men and ;N(‘)men\ are capable of |
‘demonstratifig é-compa}ab!é level of brincipled‘.thinking on Kohlbergian tests of
_mqfal jﬁdgemem'such as the>DIT. However, perhaps the sexes differ :‘mbtly in |
their moral origntations, in a way that the DIT iS nét equipbed to measurs. To ‘
.i!luStréte, in'a recent study by Ford anﬁoweryﬁ 986), subjects sselected their
. .own ;)e{sonal moral dilemmas (contents of dilem‘mas across the sexes did not

differ substantially), and rated them in terms of their use of justice and care
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§rientati<‘>ns‘in resolving the dilemmas. Reliability patterns revealed that womeﬁ |
»&@ré mor,é consistent in their use of‘a care orientation while men were more .
,coﬁsistem in their use of a justiCe orientation across Ythree dilemmas. These
results berv‘id‘e\suppéri for Gilligan's (1982) assertions that women are more
oriented towards cére and responsibility while meh tend to be jusﬁ\cekand rights
orii_a.nte;:l. The strength and nétuie of these differences ig\L‘md in the Ford and

B Lo‘wéry (i986) study. is questionable, hqwéver. Forkpstané\\&, w;hen the

\ impohancé and diffiéuity of the dilemmas are taken i‘nto accouht as cdvaﬁates,

the é,ex diﬁereﬁces in use of justice and. care orientations disappear.

Other studaes (e.g. Turiel, 1975 nggms Power and Goldberg, 1984) also
stress the «mportance of studymg th? context of subjects’ moral decision makmg
and 1udg‘ements These authors found that variations in choice of moral
onematvon or rater of moral developmem were more influenced by the sub]ect‘

: envvronmental settmg ratherthan sex per se | ‘
Some studies do in fact report that women have a bias toward recéﬂecting
- moral diltemmas centered on issues of i’e!ationship (e.g. Pratt and Goiding |
1985). 1t is unclear, however, whather women generally 'cést‘ their conflicts in
those terfns,“of whether their sociai context implies mat they acthally'experier'mg
more conflicts dealing. with iss;Jeé of caré than men (Ford and Lowery, 1988).

Future research should try to determine whether, ‘in a gi‘veh cohﬂict situation,
women will focus mere on issues of rélationship*,‘ras‘ponsfe;; and care, wh‘ile. men
will focus more on n‘ghis, rules, and justice. It may be necessary to return to the

. standardized dilemma format instead of having subjecté geheréte their own

~
¢ , o
|

\
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dilemmas in order to control for subject biases in dilemma selection. New test .

instruments should be designed such that they include a wide range of moral -

dilemmas-that pull for justice and care concerns alike)

-

Uitimateiy, one must ask why so many find Gilligan's claims so intuitively

appealing even when, at present thexe ;s ngclear support for her assenions
(Brabeck, 1983) Brabeck suggests that socnety may have a need to perceive
men and women as morally dufferent For exampie as Ford and Lowery (1986)
note, studies show that boys and girls are perceived differently i in their helping
behaviour even when they are behavmg essentially the same f(fShlgetoml
: Hartmann, andGﬂford, 1981). A!though men and women may in fact dsﬁer in

‘ their rno\_ral‘oriemations, this should be demonstrated empmcally, and not simply

»

- theoretically.
Sex of Subject and Endorsement of Stages Three and Four

i)eepife the inherent Iimite{ie‘nghe DIT to tap the care and fusti;ﬁ_e |
orientatione, Stag\es tfree and ipur do indirectly parailel Gilligan;s notions of
care and justice orientations, respectively. To illusirate a cemeoneni of Stage
three is concerned wnh mamtammg good relanons wnh oihers whach involves
an appreciation of the "inner person and recnprocal role—takmg {Rest, 1979)."
Stage four, in contrast, is concerned with law and order and with'the behe! that
| . evefyc)ne'in eocity is obligated and eretected by the law (Rest, 1979). Studies

ink\pli‘cating'bsex bias in the DIT or Kohlberg's Moral Judgement Interview have
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shown women to peak at Stage three whale men peak at Stage four (e (e.9. “
Holstem 1976)
ln the present study post-hoo anaiyseé of sex ditferencos in ‘usage of Stages
thrae and four dad not support theiabove findings. No main eﬁect of sex |
| occurred wrth respect to Stage three. There was a borderlme main effect of sex
:for\Stage four, however, ‘the trend was in the opposne.drrectlon predlcted by the
tabove‘. Th; mean_Stage four scoré was slightly higher for females than for |
-males. \ B
~ Astudy oy Levine (1976) shpports the results of the present study by finding
no main effects of sex tpr Stages three and four. His study points out the
jrmportance of takmg into account other factors that can affect moral judgement
besides sex of subject.’ To illustrate, the author rep!aced the original
protagomsts in Kohlberg's dllemmas ‘with "best {friend" and "mother”. ‘He found
. that, in companson with the stranger protagomst the Stage four response rate
was lower tor these new protagomsts nd the Stage three response rato was \
higher. Sex by dilemma intera‘r:tions Qs_@joccurrod. "The author conciuded that
Stage three is more ]ikety to be used by either sex V\rhen a primary :ottrer is usect
- as a protagonist, and that ditferent types of _mo‘ral dilemmas mety increase or
decrease Stages three and four response réte.s.
The ﬁnding of no sex ditferonoes in‘ usége of Stages three and four, in
addition to thel lack of sex differences in the P éoore further diminishes support
for the theory that men and women have different moral onentatlons However,

glven the hmrted value of the DIT to tap mto these orientations, definite

%
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conclusions cannot be reached without further study.
Sex, Sex of Protagonist, and Level of Moral Judgement

As predicted, there would 'be- no main effect of form of the DIT, sl nce thers Qa.s
no basis for assuming thét one form ‘wéu!d elicit a higher level of moral
judgeme'nt zhan the oi‘!';e%. C‘Ontrary o prédictioh‘ however, v;aas":ihé lack of a sex ;
by form mieraction Thls result is in Keeping with the imdmgs from the study by.
Garwood et al. (1980) However it runs contrary to findings of studies by
" Orchowsky and'Je‘nkins (1979) and Bussey and Maughan (1 982). Both of these -
studles yielded sngnmcant sex by form interactions, albeit in dffferem directions.

Itis clear trom the results of the four studaes (including the present) that the
interachon‘between sex and form is certainly not a\rel‘lable one. The - ﬁ '
i discg’epancy be_tween t‘hg'.studie‘snmay be due to one or more >of the 1o|lowing.
i;actors. ‘ | ‘ .

First, the study by Bussey and Maughgn (1962) employéd Kohiberg's MJi
: (i978) whije.the other.studieé used the D!‘f. Although tﬁe c;orrelé_tion between
the two tést instruments is high (Rest, 1879), Qiffefences remaiﬁ nonetheless that
may hamper (éomparison; For exarﬁpi}a, men and women may differ in how they
respond to an interview (MJl) in ‘th“at men may be more reluctant than women to
openly express certain thoughts and emotlons Conversely, a penc:l and paper
 measure such as the DIT would be less subject to such possible dlfferences

‘ ‘This may partially exp!am the dlscrepancy in the dlrecmons_ of the sex by form.

v
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" spurious effects.
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interactions found in the studies by Orchowsk)r and Jenkins (1979) and Bu‘séey‘

anci Méughan (1982).

Second, the study by Gtchowsky éhd Jenkins {(1979) 'u;séd the standard s}:on _

v

form of the DJT while the type of DIT ‘used in the -stUdy by Garwood et al. (1980)
is not specified, The present study used the full form of the DIT minus one
dilemma Smce the shorter version is known to have poorer relrabmty { Hest
1879), this may explain the discrepancy in the three studaes using the D!T

Third, s;gnmcam d}fferences in sample size between the four studies may
have contributed to the different results obtajned. The smdves that did not yleida ‘

significant sex by form inieraétion used large sample sizes. Based upona_
: N . )

power ahalysis, the.present study em{)li)yed 160 subjeéts in total with 40 ‘

subjects ih\eachce!l (\)vjth an equal rmmber of males and‘f‘emales). The study
by Garwood et al. (1‘980} employedl192 females and 163 malés as;subjects..“
This sample consisted of both high school and collége s‘tudent's‘. Unfortunately,
the authprs did not sb‘ecjfy hobw many sur)jects were in each of ihesé groups.
lmerestmgly the studles that dld find a s:gnmcant sex by form mterachon had

much lower sample sizes. Toillustrate, the study by Bussey and Maughan

>(1.982) had only 10 subjects per ¢ell, whilg the study by Orohowsky and Jenkins

had approximately 20 subjects per cell. This finding is odd inen the fact that the
. N

“more subjetts a Study employs, (Q; greater the power of the study, andthe > - .

7

greater the chances of obtaining a significant result if in fact one exists. It may

be the case, then, that the studies employing §mallér samplé sizaes yielded

a
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Fourth, the st\udies under discussion {except the preserﬁ) did not repori \
whether their Subjects spoke English as }a first language. According to Rest
(1979), it is important to control for this vériable since the DIT is.so dependent
. upon good reading skills. In addition, ‘the studies by Bussey and Maughan

(1982) and Garwood et al. {1980) fail 1o‘sp:e‘cify tﬁg‘educational level of the;r
| college samples. JEntering college students with no university backgrou‘nd are a -

hY

different population from those with four university ys\sars completed, for“exampie.)
Educational level is an important factor to measuré \and‘ control for, it necessary |
(Rest, 19795. '

Due to the above inconsistencies in the studies inveétigating a sex by fbrm
interaétion, it is not surprsing the‘a_.t‘tha results of each are siﬁnilarly iht:onsis@nt. |
in,ény case, the discrepancies in the studies would seem to indicate tha the sex
by form intéfacti.oﬁ, if it indeed gxisté, is wéak. |

~ The lack of a sex by form interaction in the present study would seem to
support {ﬁe view tha't.‘there isA no'sex‘bie;\s prc;duced by the all-male ca\st of - R
| protagonists on th;e DIT. The h')%pothes\is that females are disadvan.t_aged by ‘
;hesg male characters was not supported. Inturn, méle su_bjécts are not "\
advantaggd by the presence. of-maleionly main charagtar‘s.y_‘The"ﬁnding that men
*_and women did not differ in the degrée to which th‘ey believed and identified with -

the male and female protagonists provides indirect ‘s_Uppon for the abéve. \

R ..

“conclusions. - . .

- Despite thelfjnding that there appears to be no _éex bias produced by the

exclusively male cast of protagonists, it would still seem appropﬁate to balance
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the sex of the main characters, it only to present women in more active, vaned,

- and less sex-stersotyped roles. -

o
i
1

Sex of Subject and Moral Dilemma Decisions

[
| L2

in the present étudy,‘_despite the lack ot m.‘in effects of sex on the P score and
“on Stages three and four, some sex differences in decision making were noted.

Sex differences in this area have not beer wid ‘ly studied as compared to the

. 1] "\ ) R -, ] g N
- great quantity of research that focusses on mor%l develépment and moral
judgement, o | o \

The sex diﬁerencés found_iﬁ this study will be brieﬂiy summérizec;. On tﬁe first
stéry',‘ "Heinz g(ud the Drug", more men than‘;vor;cw.en. thought fhat Heinz shouid |
steal the drug, while more women couldn’t decide or thought that Heinz should
not steal the dr‘ug. it should be no\ted that t'his effect was of borderline - ‘
significanca. On the éecond story; "Student Takebvejr"‘, m(;re men than women
decided that studeﬁts should not take over the building, while more worﬁ“en than
men couldn't decide or thought that the students shauld take overthe building.
Finally, oﬁ theﬁﬁh story, "Webster”, more men than women indicéted “that they
couldn't decide whether to t;iré'Webster, while frere women than men decided
that Webster should be hired. |

Cltis penihem to point out that sex differences with respect to dacision making
occurred on’ly on _form one and not on fo‘rm two. It is interesting that men and |

women should arrive at similar decisions when the pratagonist is female yet

o ——— i
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differ to a degree when the main character is male. It might be speculated that,

since the female protagonist is usually the exception to the rule, subjects viewed

the diiemmas\ from a more abstract and detached perspactive. Consequently,

subjects may have judged the dilemmas in a less subjective manner. Too, the
fact that the observed sex differences in decision making were not cqgsistém o
acroés form implies that the sex of the protagonist -may not be a trivial issus.

This finding provides additional incentive to revise thé current version of the DIT

- or to utilize a measure of moral judgement that controls for this factor.

Golding and Laidlaw (1 9?‘9*80) examined some moral judgement dscisions
made by an exclusively female sample. These authors noted that many subjects
found it impossible to make in choice in the hypothetical dilemmas without some

additional information. They concluded that women attempt to reconstruct these -

dilemmas in terms of real situations, requesting missing information about the

nature of the people and places where they live. The conclusions of the Golding

and Laidia&v {1979-80) study are of limited value for purposes of clarifying the

sex differences in the prasent invéstigation, since a male comparison group was
not included in their design.

- Gilligan's theories (1977, 1982) support the. findings of the Golding and

‘Laidlaw (1979-80) study. She believes that Kohlberg's dilemmas separate ‘

" moral problems frorh their contexts. This artificial separation, in turn, is more

effective for eliciting justice concerns. In contrast, when measuring caring

concerns, it is necessary to provide more of the context. Also, according to

H

_Gilligan, women have a sense of vulnerability which préven{s them from taking a
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. sténd on moral issue_s;

According to‘ Nunnsr—Winkler (1984); however, only if one assﬁmes that there
are rules withéu? exceptions can there be any moral judgement made without -
taking note of situational specifics. The ‘n‘otio‘n of rules without exceptic;nsis an
extreme position, however, which éca}cely a_nyone adheres to. Cothext _

;\ orientation is.jn fact a prerequisite Té)r ail ac;t:ualamoral judgements, and‘
“Kohlberg's dilemmas are not cdhtex‘t-free‘as Gilligan claims.
‘The sex differences in dec-:{sion making found in\thié siudy' arg sparse and

definitive conclusions aﬁd generalizations are not warranted. It may be \

: dbse‘rvedi, howeve{, that women dfd in_faét choose "can't decide” more;j often

| thanimen on _tv;io stories which‘pgnly .sdpportsGi!lig'an's ( 1979, 1982)

_hypotheksés and the findings of the Gé)lding and Laidlaw (1979‘—80)"s<t’udy. ‘
‘ Hov&eyer, this hypothesis would have fo be investigated much more exte.n‘sively;
“and systémaﬁca!ly than in the present study in ordér tb-i?zg?erly tést Gilligan's.

assertions. - I

& ‘@.,'t‘ LR g

it {nwal-so be nqteqvthat, on two of fhg tf:rgggsfa'rie$ mentiéned.; women wgre . .
moréiapt than meﬂ to choose the "humanitéﬁan" or "liberal” choice as defined by - ad
Rest (1979). These choices ‘occurred onk sfoﬁes two and five i"Stude}ts should

| takenover the building“ aﬁd "Webster should be hiréd"., respectively). Althopgh\ it

may Se speculated that these cﬁoicés reflectéd agreater care and resgonsiﬁility
orientation on the pa}t of women, further systematic investigation of this

hypothesis is clearly necessary.

The fact that decision is not completely independeni of sex of subject points t\o\

Yoo S .



an area of investigation worth exploring in future research.” For example, .

subjects can be presented with a list of moral dilemmas and be asked to indicate .

| the following: 1) whether they in fact perceive.the ~dilemma as a "moral” dilemma-
or simply as‘ a senous prablém; 2) how the dilerﬁm\a should :be -resolved (using - |
“n"uultipie choice responses, inciuding "none of i‘hé a,bo'v.e") wiih ‘a brisf '
explanation for their ;:hoice and 3) their own ‘choice"shéuld\none of the given

choices be acceptable to them, followed by @ brief exb|anation.

R
’

Sex-role and Moraldudgement .
- D @

‘ The la{ck ;)f a m\ai:’w\éﬂect of sex»rc;le in the present study does not"»conform io
thtberg'-s (1 9.66) theory that subje;ts who have attained a post-conventional
Ie\(el'of‘moral judgementl m\ay not be as Vreii{"ént on conventional:sex-role
, expectaﬁons of others. Funherr?oré, this result is not consistén?with thé ﬁnding§
~ | of the smdies_by Leahy and Eifer (1980), Prat‘t‘e‘t él. 1 984); and Arbuthno}
(1975) which .derri.vonsi‘rated tha\t‘ nontraditional se'x-ro|el identities were
associated wit’h*hi.gh levels of moral ~judgement for each sex. However, this
re‘sﬁlt is kin aéédrdance with the findings of the Bussey and ;Mau:ghah (1982)

) étudy which also indicated no main effect of sex-role. . o
A different piciure emérged, however, when the new sei-fole index s;vas
erﬁployed. This index was significantly correlated with the P score. ‘The

negative direction of the correlation indicates that a preference for masculine,

rather than feminine, characteristics is associated with a highsr level of

e

o
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prmcxﬁled 1hmkmg When the sexes were éxammed separately however the
correlatlons between tfns ;ew sex-role mdex and the P score weré all
‘n\qnsigniﬁcam: tis highly unlikely that this rgsu!t ;S“due to the‘resultgng smaller _. .
n's {80 per group) since theiprobébi‘li_ty ievéls ;Alefé not ‘'even c‘los‘é to
sngnmcance | ‘ ‘

A’though thls latter fmdmg is not predéted by stud!es by Arbuthnot 1 975),
’Leahy and Elter (1980) and Pratt etal. (1984) mennoned above, n is in
agreemem with the fesults ofa recent study by Lifton (1985). Using the
- » -_Masculme!&emmme Scales of the Cahfomla Psycho]oglcal Inventory asa
measure of sex- role, and Kohlberg 3 MJI as the moral ]udgement measure, .

.
Lifton iound that for all subjects mascuhne mdtwduals show a hsgher stage of
. moral developmem than femmme persons.

Accordmg to Llfton (1 985) these resu!ts show that Gilligan is incorrect in :
concludmg that the model favours males over females {sex dlfferences) when lt
likely-favours masculme over femmme persons (sex-role ghfferencges) (Luftqn, N

;\985):'- Hoéve-ver,‘GAillig‘én i‘s's‘upportgd in he»r cqnclds%nat the |
| cognitive-deveippmeqt’ai model of.mbral judgement (Kohlberg, 1969; Rest,
“19“79) favours, mor£ reasonjmgibésad on justice (éthérz_than. caring. ‘

’ Th;a results of t'he pre‘;sem studv‘suppbn Lifton's {1 985) conclusions regarding -
| the relative 1mpact of sex versus sex-role upon moral judggme since sex-r‘ote- :
and not. sex, exerted an mﬂuefgge on level of moral Judgeﬁnent "zurthermore if

the "masculine” and "feminine" adjectives on the BSRI are exammed,~lt~ls not :

difficult to ascertain why the endorsement of masculine traits is associated with a -

-

-, -\ .
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higher P score. The P score, a combination of the scores on Stages five and six,

" is deemed to be a measure of post-convehtional, as opposéd to conventional,

moraljudgement. Reasoning at the post-conventional level is thought to be. »
more advanced than that at the conventional and pre-conventional Ie\‘/els: In-
addition, post-conventional reasoning is less reliant.on external motivators to

" behave morally (e.g. pleasing another; obeying the law), and more refiant on

abstract rea‘soninq such as trying to envision the mind of a rational person g -
trying to anticipate what principle a rahonal socnety would want to en 1D with for
governing its system of cooperanon {Rest, 1979) Masculme traits on the BSRI .
such as mdmduahsnc analytical, self-reliant, mdependem and wuhng to take a
stand would appear to be m,ere preductave of post- convennonal reasonmg than-~
th;\?emmme traﬁs Examp\@s of f$mmme h'aliS are yleldmg, eager o soothe
hurt, teelings, compassaonate\ cmderstandmg, and sensmve to needs of others.
‘The latter set ohraﬁs seems to comc:lde best wnh ‘makmg ;udgements atthe
étage thfeeﬁevel vjhere o.né is concerned with méintair‘\iné good relations with
otﬁe‘rs.and obtaining approval from otheré.

The finding that level of principled thinking is ppsitiyeny*éorresated with tha,
éndqrseme_nt of masculine Iraits Fnay imply thaii%a bias axists in the DIT in favour
_of pershor]s who ‘poss'ess these traits. It may be the cése,‘ however, that a

. -
*masculine” trait configuration is indeed bett_ei suited'to réso]ving ma‘ral‘
dilemmas according to the highest moral staézs.‘ Futun;e research exploring the J
| ‘relationship between p;fsonalizy_traits {as-opposed to biblogi"cal sex) -and

\

sdccéssful moral decison making (either hypothestical or real) may provide

- _—

-
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insights into this issue.

- Sex-role of Subjecr and Endc;r.semen! of Stagés three and four ‘
’

‘A‘ithéugh.no main effect of sex was found on Stagg three, a s‘igni;‘ica‘nt sexby *

sex-rol imerr;acﬁon occurred, sﬁc;wing androgynous maleé to score higher on

Stagé three than androgyr‘}bvus females, and anc}régynops females to score

- lower on Stage three than sex-typed fenjalbés; | ‘ |

The latter ﬁndimg_is ;:on’s‘i‘ste‘nt with the resulis ofthe ‘st%dy by Eratt ahd nger
(1982) which indicated thka‘t-é more feminine ideal self was aésoéiaiedgwiih a
‘gteat‘é‘r respénsibi'hy‘focus‘in moral jﬁdgehe}rit;as measured by a modiﬁéd
version of the DIT. ‘This’jesponsibility focus;nas 'int‘endéd'to parallel Gilligan's
(1‘982) éoncep! of care and fespo.hsibility aé the primgry focus for women.
The fmdmlg that Stage threeusage‘is influenced by the inieréction between
' sex and sex- role and not sex itself prov:des further support for the conciusxon
that sex-roie not sex, may prove to be the more usetul mdwadual d:fference :
. vanable in the study of moral judgemecr;t |
There was no parallel fmdmg for males as androgynous rﬁales did not soore -
s:gmficamly higher on Stage three than sex-typed males. However

androgynous males dld obtam a higher average P score on Stage three than

androgynous females, while the same pattern dld not occur for sex~typed males.



-

Sex-role, Sex of Protagonist, and Lévei of Moral Judgement .
’Despife the latk of a main effect of sex-role {using the original ihdei), a
; . ‘ /
significant sex-role by form interaction occurred. The nature of the interaction is’
in partial kagfeement with the initial hypothesis which predicted that the average -

P@core:_ of androgynous subjedts would not differ significantly‘ééross form, while

‘that of‘ sex-typed subjeciéwoul ‘ "nfluenced by ;orm} “The present i'nteraction
demonstrates that the averagg P schres of both groubs did not differ significantly
| across form.. Howevgr’, after adjust‘ing\for.th{a -covéri,ate "age",. sex-_tyged subjects
attained; a significantly higherlévera‘g'e P Scnre than and rogynbus“supje‘cts on
form two of the DIT. o |

I Why wouid sex-typed subjects attain a highér lavelof principled thinking on -
form two than andrégynnné subjects, while nb difference nccprred between thé
groups on form one? 6ne rationale is as. follows. It may be more difﬁ'cult for
:sex -typed subjects 1o empathlze with, 1d9nt|fy wnth and take senously the

fe ale protagomsts Th;s inability would be likely due to the somewhat atyplcal
(or certamly not sen-stere;typed) roles that the female protagonists played (e.g.
- doctor, presment owner of a gasoline staﬂon) in the moral dilemmas Sex typed
sub;ects may have expenenced more difficulty than androgynous subjects in
relatmg to the female protagomsts since the 1ormer group is hlghly attuned to
cultural prescnptlons of mascuhmty/femmmlty and is more motivated to-kyep its

“behaviour consistent with these deﬂmtlons (Bem, 1979) In contrast,

: androgynous sub;ects are Iess attuned to these cultural prescnpnons and wrth

»
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modifyiﬁg théir‘beha\}ibur accordingly.

Due to the potenliéliﬁis;ance, then, betyveen sex-typed individuals and the
ferﬁa!e protagonists, the sex-typed subjecté in this study fnay ha\(e become mpré
objecti‘ve in their asseésr;ent of the dilemn;oas This increased objéctiVity ‘
hpwever shgm may have l;een suﬁiment to stimulate more abstract reasonmg in
!fese sub]ects thereby mcreasmg thelr P scores. ThIS line of reasonmg closely
'parallels that of Orchowsky and Jenkms‘(1979) who try to account for therr
if;ndmg—that men obtained h|gher P scores on the sex-reversed form, whxle '
women obtamed h;gher P scores on the original form Accordmg 10 these
“authors, the opposﬂe»sex s}tory characters may have allowed subjects to _

: become more objectiva in assessing the dilemmas, which, in turn, may have

p o stlmulated more abstract, post—convemional reaéonmg

It must be pomted out that in fact no main effect of sex-role occured with *
respect to the bellevablmy and identifiability mduces. It- maywell be the case,
howsver, t:\at the meas‘ures.cf the extent to which subjects beﬁe;zed and
identified with the main story characters were simply too crude ) proper]y ” )

dzscnmmate among subgects (Orchowsky and Jenkms 1979). Too, perhaps itis

o is thé main characterin the

not always clear to subjects just exactly ‘
. dilemmas. For example, in 1hé story "Escaped P one\r", the main story
charactel; could be coﬁstrued ;0 be the prisoner ‘o;' the persan who recégni;ed

' ﬂth-e prisoner\and who is now in a quandary over whether or not to re'port'him or

| hér. Similarly, in ‘the sto;y "Siu?eni Takeover™, the studgmsxap’pear' to be N"m .

protagonists while the president is the subsidiary character. Ih fact, there were a

g
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few subjects in the present study who eiplicitly asked the exp_erimenter who the

. co. Y . .
main character was ih a particular story One must wonder, then, just. how many

" subjects there were who were also unsure but dtdnt ask for clarmcatldn If

“subjects were in fact judgmg dlfferem characters then the mdlces of behevabnny

o

-

Sex-role of Subject and Moral Ditemma Degisions .

With respect to decisioh making, sex-role was not as salient a factor as sex.

' " On only one of the storigs on theifegulér form d‘id sex-role prove to be”

‘ non-ihdependeot of deoision. On‘t.he third story, "Escapéd Priéone:’ﬂ rfxore
-séx—typed ‘than androgynous subjects indicated \that.the-prisonerkshould be

: repoﬁed_ while more anorogyoous thoo s‘ex;typed indi\)iduais indicated that the
_*priso‘ner .s.‘hou!d‘not be "reportod. | ‘ |

‘~¥Although there waé no main effeot of sex-role on the P score; this pattern of- '

responses ‘could perhaps be annmpated frorrl\Kohlberg s theory of the ’

' relatlonship between sex-NSand moral Judgement To ulustrate the response

"Should repont hlm" is consistént with all the” Stage four reasc)mng statements
such as, for example "Everynme someone 8scapes pu mshment for a crime,
doesn'i that just encourage more crime?, and"Has Mr. Thompson reaily paid off

hls debt to socrety’?" The Stage five and sax staiemems on the otHer hand, are

mo-re‘ likely to glicit the decision "Shouid not repott him” (or "Can't decide” ) e.g., .

"WoUJd going to prison’tlo any good for Mr. Thompéon o.f proteci‘anybpdy?" and

&

@

hld
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- "How would the will of the people and the pLiblic good best hoe"ser\_néd’s"‘".~ Inother .
words, it would appear that the androgynous subjects were rea“s,o‘ning‘at higher
. stages that th_eir sex-typed counterparts on this particular story.

-

General Conclusions °

' ‘ . o ‘.‘aThis s}udyhas{demonstrated that sei ;yf subject is.not a‘ salient facforin
r'elating: tp‘level of moral judgemeht, as measured-by me DIT In addition_, the
sex of the proiég‘t;riisg on the‘ DIT does not exert a biasing influence on level of
moral judgemen‘t. These two findings _chél]enée the notion tha,t‘féma!es ére
‘ disadvantaged by Kohlbergian tests of~moraljud.g€rﬁé;wt such as the DIT, and in ‘
_parﬁeﬂlaf ‘\by‘ iﬁe r#\ale—dnly cast of brotag.onfsts. - Y _ '
:» _‘ : The fmdmg that decnsaon is not completely mdependent of sex-of subject
ppmts ’to an area of mvestugatlon worth explonng in a more systemahc fashion in -
ﬁnure?research Too th; fimd\mg that sex dﬁferences in dec;saon makmg are
Lo « v R * eonfmad 1% xhe regular form of the DIT demonst rates that the sex of the

: * Tl protag@mst rs not complete!y 1rreievam itis forxhts reason, as wall as to portray

18

sl f,;.k_women in more. flex:b}e roles, that the sex of the main characters on the DIT and S

-

5 AESR \"x

3 réifnalar tests should be varied:

‘ . The paucny of se\x diﬁerences in moral judgement found in thrs study does not
] , hecessanly imply that there are no Sex. dlﬂerences ln ‘lhlS area Sex dn‘ferenceé
\' | in rpﬂral onentatnon may mde\ed e;nst yet are perhgps\toc subtie to be measured
‘by t}we DIT." Future research in this afea should focus on éie\ieioping more

N - B
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sensitive moral judgement instrurnents that are .designed'to tap subjects’

predomment moral onentahons Too, a more rehab)e measure of the degree o -

which. sub;ects believe and identify wnh the protagomsis actnons should be

'mclyded. At would alse beﬁfmnful to exarmine varrables such as envuronmental ” ‘

¥

an- |nﬂuence on SUbjEC’[S moral ;udgements
-In this study, sex-role proved to be a more potent mﬂuence than sex of bdth
| level of pnncqpled thmkmg and stage level. -In partscular the pt)srt!ve asswahon
between the endorsement of masculine tralts and level of prmcrpled 1hmkmg
* should stimulate research on the merns of these trarts to succeszully resolve

?

morai dalemmas The outcome of such research would mdacate whether or not

setting and :rdemity of the protagonists, as these factors have besn found to exert o

an undue blas in favour of| "mascuhne" traits exusted in the DIT. . - )

The general?y more srgnmcant effects of sex-role suggest» on the one hand
that one 8 psychologlcal sex- -role, not blologacal sex is the more mfluentrai
variable under consnderatron, and should be measured and eontrolled 1or n
future studres ‘However, given the well-docdmented theoretlcal and ‘ :

" methodologrca! crmques of sex role measurement and in, pamcular the BSR]
(e. g Locksley and Coltén, 1979 Pedhazur and Tetenbaum 19?9) cautious
mterpreiatron of the presem results is warranted F uture research exammmg the
relahonshrp of sex-role and moral judgement should expenment with e%ternatwe

sex-role measures such as, for example the recently deve!oped "Sex- Role _

Construct Repertory Tesf' (Baidwin, Critelli, Stevens and Russel{, 1986 which

attempts 1o elicit subjects’ personal conceptions o?’masculmrty and femininity. ~ =~
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Sample Size Required for Study ‘
| ~

In order 1o calculate the sample size needed for thé present study, it was

necessary to estimate the effect sizes of inc{/iduai main effects and intexections ‘

of the three mdependem variabes. Ahhough the’ snzes of some effects could be

obtamed from prevlous research it was also the case that some effects had to
3

- be esrnmated due 10 lack of adequate past data The procedure for eshmatmg

"' eﬂ‘ec} smes ‘was consasten_t with that outhned by Cohen 1977). :

- ' . . s N J/‘

Main Effects

. : The effect of sex-role was esnmated from a study by Lmon (1985) yielding an

-~

effect size (ES) of F—~ 28, avalug in between a "medxum {F=. 25) and "large”

‘(F— 40) effect (Cohen 1977) The number of subjects requxred to detect such

an effect thh alpha at.05 and power equal to .8, is approximately 17 subjects

per cell. A power value of .8 represents an B0% chance of detecting an effect xf

it exasts Thls value is cons:dered to be a desareable convenhonal valué when

.

there is no other basis for setting a specific value (Cohen, 1977). Since this

. study did not predict significant main effects for sex and sex of protagonist, it

was not of concern.to estimate the ES's for these variables. v

Y
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Interdction ; ‘ : . | ' S
Only two 2-way interactions were of interest. The sex by 'sex of protagonist
interaction yielded an ap‘proximately medium effect size (F=.22), a value
P

Zobtamed irom the data of Orchowsky and Jankms 1979) Approx:mateiy 20
\

subjects per cell would be needed (=% detect such an effect with alpha at v()5 and
power at .8. |
The power of the sex-role by sex of protaédn}st interaction needed to bé
‘estimated as insufﬁcient data could bp found to balcu!ate it according to
p}eviods research. It was esnmated based on the medium effect sizes o;the
main effect of sex- role and the- mteractmn between sex and sex of protagomst
- that the effect size of the mteractlon m question wou!d be medlum as well. 'An
_ eftec%f F=.20 would requwe 25 subjects per call with alpha set at .05 and
power set at_ 8.
Finally, although a three way interaci_iop waé not specifically bredicted, it may
- be the case that a largd éample; size is needed to detect it,. if the effect size of
this interactioi i)s small. Based on an ;astimated small effect (F=.10) {Cohen,
1977), 85 ‘subjg_acts per cell:would be needed (alpha=.05 and powér =.8). If the
| effedt waé somewhat 1érger | (F>=:. 15), 44 subjects per cell wadld be reqdired |
(alph-a; 65 and power =.8). If the effect is in fact as small as described above, it

‘IS probably net worth detecting and would be highly 1mpractacal todo so. Ifitis

an apprdxumately medlum effect (F=. 20) then 25 sub]ects per ce]l seems a fairly



reasonable figure. -
" Taking into ggeount all the effect sizes and their relative importance, a.
minimum of 20-subjects per cell was estimated to be necessary for the siudy to

yield statistically significant ‘results,,kééping alpha at .05 and poWer at 8. .

-
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" Table 1

".

-

.

~

Description of Reépoﬁdents: Experimental Samplé (N=1860)

Vanablg

N %
Sex
Female 80 - 50
Male. 8 50
Méritéi‘étatus ’
Single 156 97:.5
Marr%d 3 | 19
Divoréed . 1 06
Ethnic Grbup /
- White 155 | 969
 Black K 06
C Native 2 1.3
. Other S 13
Firét Language
Rglish 160 100
Place of'Growmg Up
Big City. | 8 . ‘5
~ Small City 87 54.4
Town 41 25 6 .
Farm or rural area 24 15

94



Table 1 cont'd

Variable )

%

101

.

Religi_o)n
. Catholic 78 488 -
Pro;est‘ant " 58 _ '36.3
Other RT3 94
None 9 | 5.6
Present Influence of Rajigion _‘ |
' Great 19 1.9
Some 66 413
' Little 0 25
None - o 35) 21.9
Type of Student |
© Fulltime 146 913
Pan-time 14 - 88
Type of Employment .
-Fulk-time 9 5 -
* Part-time 7% 481
Ndiwap‘plic’able 74 4‘6.\3
Area of Study V
Science 20 125
Ants | 63.1

95
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Table 1 cont'd
Varable N %
.Y
" area of Study cont'd
Commerﬁe 35 219 s
Engineering ‘ i 0.6
Education 1 d6
Other. 2 1.3
P;evious Degree(s) Held
None 155 ‘96.97‘ .
Und?rgre{deate - 5 V "‘3.1
. Completéd Years ol University
| iero | | 93 "58.1
:one‘ - 26 163
‘two 119 11.9
thrée 20 12,5
fourx 1 | 0.6
five 0.6
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Table 2 . : :
Description of Respondents: ‘T;tal_Sample (N=570)
~ Variable . . N B %
- Sex -
Female : ~ 284 . 498
Male O oss - 50.2
Marital Status | R
Single L. ; .9
h ‘Married‘ B Yy e 23
‘Divorced ‘ ' >7> o 1.2
Separated - A o .05
Ethnic Group” -~ ) |
| wgite ‘ . 541 _ 949
Black ‘ 12 \ 21
‘Asian 6 1.1
Native o 0.4
Other | o 9 \ 16
First lfanguage} :
| English R 570 ‘ 100
"Place of Growing Up | |
‘, Big City 35 | 6.1

SmallCity 314 . - 554



“rablozeonts L
Variable - N T %
:
Place of Growing Up cont'd -
Town ” N 133 - 23.3
»Farm or rural area . _8‘8 1 5:4‘
Religion )
Gatholic 250 ¢ 7 439 g
_.Protestant 207, 363 7.
Jewish 2 0.4
Other T 61 10.7
?;jone » 4 N ‘8.6
Present 1nﬂ-ue‘nce of Réiigion .
Greal - 54 9.5 i
Some 206 LI
Little | 153 26.8
- None . 156 27.4
Typé of Student
Full-fime 531 93.2
./f:’aﬂ-timé 38 * 6.7
Type of Employment . )
Full-ime 28 4.9
© Part-time ] 284

43.8
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\
a 8 100
) ¢
Table 2 cont'd,
Variable N N %
R : _
Type ot En&‘oy;nem cont'd
" Not applicable - 257 451 4
Area’of Study R | !
Science 85, . 14.9
. A;ts;a | 333 58.4.
‘\Eormm'erce \5 130 _ M08 *
" Engineering 7 | 1.2
Education | 2 . d | 0.4
Q!‘fxer“ 10 ")
Preyioﬁsﬂoegree(s)'Held | | '
) ‘No‘.n'e \ ' 357 <. 628
Undergraduate - 10 18 )
\ Unknown* N\ 203 356
Completed Years of University ‘0
7 z8ro 211 37
one . = 59 10.4
two Y 4 8.1
t};reé 40 7 |
four . 6 1A
five " 3 05



\

A
Table 2 cont'd’
 Vanable TN "%
Compléted Years of University cont'd
Unknown* - 205 | 36

*The educatianal level ol these subjects was not obtainable since they did not
complete the second half of the study. »
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Meas"uring Instruments \ 3 _ ’

o 1} Defining issues Test-Original Form

OPINIONS ABOUT SOCIAL PROBLEMS

_This questionnaire is aimed at understanding how pedpie think about sosial
problems. Different people often have different opinions about questions of right
and wrong. There are no "right" answers in the way that there are right answers
. to.math problems. We wduld like you to tell us what you think about several
problem stories. The papers will be fed to a computer to find the average for the
whole group, and no one-will see your mdxvnduai ahswers.

“Ip this questionnaire you will be asked to give your opinions about severa!
stories. Here is a story as an example ) . / -

Frank Jones has been thinking about buying a car.. He is'married, has two’

. small children, and earns an average income. The car he buys will be his
tamily’s only car. It will be used mostly to get to work and drive around town, but
. sometimes for vacation trips ajso. In trying to decide what car 1o buy, Frank’
Jones realized that there were a lot of quesnons to consider. Below there is a
list of some of these queshons ‘

If you were Frank Jones, how :mportant would each of these questuons be in
deciding what car to buy?

"Note : From Revised Manual for the Defining Issues Test An
Objective Test of Moral Judgement Development by James R.
Rest, 1979, Minneapolis: 'Minnesota Moral Research Pro;ects
Copyright 1979 by James Rest. All rights reserved.
Repnn:ed by permission. {The typing format of the present repnnted
- versian ik not identical to the ongmai) :



104 -

Instructions for Part A : (Sample Question)

Gn the left hand side check one.of the spaces by each statement of a .
- congidgration. (For instance, if you think statement #1 is not important in making
adecision about buying a car, check the space on the right.) |

9 v
IMPORTANCE g I \ —

Great Much Some Little No

' 1. Whether the car dealer was in
~ - the same block as where Frank
lives. {Notethat in this sample,
\ the person taking the
G - questionnaire did riot think this
: . - - was important in making a
@ decision.)

' : 2 \Would a used car be more .

’ ‘ ~aconomical in the long run than a
new car. (Note that a check was
put in the far left space to
indicate the opinion that this is

v animponant issue in making a_
decision about buying a car.)

3; Whether the color was green,
Frank's favorite color.

* 4.. Whether the cubic inch
displacement was at least 200.
{(Rote that if you are unsure about
what "cubic inch displacement”
means, then mark it "no
importance"

5 Would a large, foomy carbe Uetter
than a compact car : \
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3\ ‘ . ‘ 3
Sample Question contd ~
b

Great Some Much Li_itl:e No

> 6. Whether the front connibilies
were differential. (Note thatifa
statement sounds like gibberish .
or nonsense to you, mark it "no
‘importance”).

instructions foy Part B : (Sample Question)
" From the list of questions above, select the most important one of the whole
group. Put the number of the most important question on the top line below. Do
likewise for your second, third, and fourth most imponant choices. (Note that the
top choices in this case will come from statements that were checked on the far
left-hand side--statements #2 and #5 were thought to be very imporant. In
deciding what is the most important, a person would re-read #2 and #5, and
then pick one of them as the most important, then put the other oneé as "secend
most important” , and so on.)’ »

. | o | MOST IMPORTANT 5
- - | SECOND MOST IMPORTANT 2
' mmb MOST IMPORTANT 3

. i FOURTH MOST IMPORTANT 1

\ ) lhstructions. for Part C (Sample Question). This section does not forg part
: of the original DIT. It is modelled after the research of Orchowsky and Jenkins,
(1978): : ~

2
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Part C cont'd
“ .
The following questions are to be answered:

1. How believable was the behavrour and situation oi the main story
character'?

1 2 3 4 .5
Not at % Alittle Fairly Very- . Totally
.oal believable believable  believable believabla

» b‘elievable ‘ ' ‘ - -

Circle 1 if the behaviour and srtuatron of the main story character is pot at all
_ believable.

Circle 2 it the behaviour and situation of the main story characteris a imle ‘
beligvable.

Circle 3 it the behawour and situation of the main story character is fairiy
believable.

Circle 4 if the beh( viour and situation of the main story character is very
believable.
“Circlé 5 if the behaviour and situation of the main story character is totally .
belre\/able

2. How difficult was it to put yourself in the place of the main story :charaéter?
5 :

" 2, 3 4_ .5
Notat . A little . Fairly Very . Extremely
all difficuit  difficult ; difficut . . difficult  difficult «-’*

Circle 1 if it was not at all dn‘frqult to put yourself in the place of the main story
character.

Circle 2 it it was a'little drﬁacuy‘ to put yourself in the place of the main story
character. !

Circle 3 if it was fairly dlff;culi to put yourself in the piaﬁe of the main story . .
* character.

Circle 4 if it was falrly dlfﬁcg!t to put yourself in the place of the main story
character. -

Circle 5 if it was extreme!y d!fflCUl‘! to put yourself in the place of the main story
character. .

N
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(1) HEINZ AND THE DRUG

107

In Europe a woman was near death from a ‘spemal kind of cancer.” There was
one drug that the doctors thought might save her. It was a form of radium that a

druggist in town had recently discovered. The drug

the druggist was charging ten timed*what the drug cost'to make. The sick
woman's husband, Heinz, went to everyone he knew to borrow the money, but .

he could only get together about $1000, which is half of what it cost. 'He told the
druggist that his wife was dying, and asked him to sell it cheaper or let himpay
later. But the druggist said, "No, | discovered the drug and I'm going to make
money from it." So Heinz got desperats and began o thmk about breakmg into
the man's store to steal the drug for his wife.

Should Heinz steal the drug? (Check one)

._Should steal it Cant decide

IMPORTANCE

~ Great Much Some Little No

____Should not steal it

. Whether a community's laws are
* going to be upheld.

Isn't it only natural for a loving
husband to care so much for. hls
wife that he'd steai'?

Is Heinz willing to risk getting

shot as a burglar or going to jail -

for the chance that stealing the
drug mighthelp? = .

r or has considerable
e with professional

wres
influe

' wrestlers

Whaz&r Heinz is a prdfessvonal ‘

Whether Heinz is stealing Tor
himself or doing this solely to:
help someone else.

Whether the druggist's rights to
his invention have to be . \
respected. .

s

as expehsive to make, but .



Heinz and the Drug, cont'd
IMPORTANCE

Great Much Some Little No

108’

Whether the essence of living

is more encompassing than

the

termination of. dymg. socially and

individually.

What values are going ta be the
basis for governing how people

acttoward sach other.

Whether the druggist is going t )

be allowed to hide behind a
worthless law which only
protects the rich anyhow.

4

70,

Whether the law in this case is
- getting in the way of the most.
basic claim ot any member of

society.

kR

Whether the druggist deserves 10
be robbed for being so greedy and

cruel.

12.

Would stealing in such a case
bring about more total good for

the whole society or not.

From the list of .(quest‘ionsi above, select the four most imponant:

Most important-
Second most important -
Third most important

Fourth most impontant
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Heinz.and the Drug , cont'd

1. How believable was the behaviour and situation of the main story
- character? ° : ‘ "

-

1 2 3

‘ 4 5
Not at Alittle Fairly ~ Very | Totally
all believable: believable believable })e!ievabie) believable -
L

2. How difficult was.it to put yodrseif in the place of the main stofy character?

.
~ 1 2 3 4 5

Not at A little Fairly Vety Extremely
m all difficuit " difficult . difficult difficult difficult

L
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(2) STUDENT TAKE-OVER-
- At Harvard University a group of students, called the Students for a
ROTC program. -.SDS ftuderis are against the war in Viet'Nam, and the army

training program helps send men to fight in Viet Nam. The SDS students
demanded that Harvard end the army ROTC training program as a university

~Democratic Society (S?&yr}siﬁeve that the Uni\'/ersity should not have an army

- course. This would mean that Harvard students could not get army training as

part of their regular course work and not-gat credit for it towards their degrees.
Agreeing with the . SDS students, the Harvard professors voted to end the
ROTC program as a university course. Byt the President of the University stated
that he wanted to-keep the army program on campus as a ¢ourse. The SDS -
students felt that the President was not going to pay attention to the faculty vote
or to their demands.
So, one day last Apnil, two hundred SDS students walked into the unwersny 3

_administration building, and told evaryons eise to get out. They said they wers

doing this to force Harvard to get rid of the army trammg program as a course.

Should the students have‘ taken over the administration buﬂdmg? (Check one)

__Yes,\they shouid take it over ___Can'tdecide ___ No, they

‘ shouldn't take it over
'IMPORTANCE | - :

- Great Mucl) Some Little Nﬁo

1. "Are the students doing this to
~ really help other peopls or are
they doing it just for kicks?

— 2. Do the students have any right to
take over property that doesnt
belong to them’?

3. Do the students realize that they
might be arrested and fined, and
aven expelled from school?

4. Would iaking over the building in
the long run benefit more people
to a greater extent?

5. Whether the presidant staye&
within the limits of Ris authority
in ignoring the faculty vote. -

-y
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StudeRt Takeover, cont’d

IMPORTANCE

Great- Much Some Little !‘:Jo

» ki 6. Will the-Jakeover anger the public -

and give all students a bad name?

7. lIstaking over a building ,
consistent with the prmcnples of ‘
. - justice?

8. Would allowing onie student

" take-over encourage.many other
student take-o .

9. Did the presjdent brihg this
misunderstanding on himself by
being so unreasonable and
uncooperative?

10. Whether running the university -
oughtp be in the hands of a few
administrators or in the hands of
all the people. -

11. Are the students following.
principles which they believe are
above the law?

12. Whether or not university
decision ought 1o be respected by ~
stud)ég

QN

[4
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~ From the list of questions above, select the four mostimportant: V.

&
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Student Takeo ver, cont'd

Most Important
~Second Most Important

Third Most Important
Fourth Most Important .,

1. How-balievable was the behaviour and situation of the main story
character?. .

A

1 e 3 4 5

Not at A Titlle Farly . Very  Totally
all ; believable believable

believabla. belisvable
believable ) ;

"2 How difficult was it to put yourself in the piacé of the main story cha}acter? ‘

1 2 3 a 5

Notat - = Alitlle Fairly - Very Extremely
all difficult  difficult difficult difficult - difficult



{3) ESCAPED PRISONER

A man had been sentenced to prison for 10 years. After one year, however,
he escaped from prison, moved to a new area of the country, and took on the _
name of Thompson. For 8 years he worked hard, and gradually saved enough
money to buy his own business. He was fair to his customers, gave his
employees top wages, and gave most of his own profits to charity. Then one’

“day, Mrs. Jones, an old neighbor, recognized him as the Tmln who had escaped
trom prison 8 years before, and whom the police had been looking for.

Should Mrs. Jones report Mr. Thompson to the police and have him sent back to
prison? (Chack one) N e

N

Should re‘po ¥n_ Gan'tdecide _ - Should not
: T report him~,

IMPORTANCE
N .
.Great Much Some Littls No- /

L]

Hasn't Mr. Thompson been good
enough for such'a long timeto
rove he isn't a bad Person?
Everytime someons escapes
punishment for a crime, doasn't

- - that just encourage more crime?
g \
3. Wouldn't we be better off without
prisons and the oppression of
legal systems?

-V

4. Has Mr. Thompson really pald his
‘debt to society?

5. Would society be fai!ing what Mr.
Thompson should fairly expect?

I3

7~ 6. What benafits would prisons be
‘ apart from society, espemaliy for
» - : a charitable man'?

- A 7. How could anyohe be so crue! and
‘ heartless as o send Mr. Thompson
to pnson’?
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Escaped Prisoner cont'd

IMPORTANCE

Great Much Some Little No

8. Would it be fair to ail the
prisoners who had to serve out
their full sentences i Mr.
Thompson was let off?

4

9. Was Mrs. Jones a good friend of
Mr Thompson?

e ) « 10. Wouldn' it be a citizen's duty o
S ) report an escaped criminal,
re‘gardlgss of the circumstances?

11, How would the will of the people
and public good best be served?

12. Would gomg to prison do any good
for Mr. Thompson or protect
. anybody?

From the list of questnons above se!ect»ihe four most 1mponant

‘ Most Important”
Second Most Impdrtant
Third Most Important
Fourth Most Important

. ’ . How believable was the behaviour and sntuatlon of the main story

- character? ‘
L B 4 5
Not at all A little Fairly Very Totally

believable  believable believable  believable " believable
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Escaped Prisonher, cont'd B o . F
o ‘ ‘ . CUY .
. ” e
2. How diyﬁicuh‘was it to put yourself in the.place of the main story‘y;_haracter?

- 3 45
Not at Alittle Fairly -~ Very Extremely
alldifficult  difficult’ difficult ifficult difficult

7
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What should te doctor do? (Ghack ong)

116

( ) THE DOCTOR S DILEMMA \

A lady was dyl‘fg'of cancer which cou!d not be cured and. she had only about

“six months to live. She was in terrible pain, but she was so weak that a good

dose of pain-killer like morphine would maké her die sooner. She was dalirious
and almost crazy with pain, gnd in her calm periods, she would ask the doctor to

give her enough ‘morphine tokill her. She said she couldn’t stand the pain and

that she was going to diein‘a few months anyway.
R © et

He should g‘ive the lady an ovérdo‘se that wil make her die
- Can't detide
Should not give the overdose :

)

N

IMPORTANCE ' .-

»

Great Much Some, Little No

g S - 1. Whether the woman 's family I8 in
favor of giving her the overdose
or not.

3 . -

2. -Is the doctor obligated by the
same laws as everybody elseif
giving her an overdose would be

" the same as k!lhng her

3. Whether pe‘ople would be much
better off without socisty
_regimenting their lives and even
their deaths.

4 Whethpr the doctor could make i
- appsear like an accident.

5. Does the stats have the rightto
. lorce continued existence on
those who don't want to live,

6. What is the value c‘>f death prior o
'society's perspective on personal
values.

A3 » ] . - B
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The Doctor's Dilemma cont'd . e ;
IMPORTANCE
Great Much Some Little No '\ b .
e 7. Whether the dottqr has sympathy
' \ for the woman's sé{ering or:
) ~ © -cares more about what socxety
mlght think.

8 Is helpmg to end another’s life
ever a responsible actof
\ cooperanon -

9. Whether only,God should dec&de
- when a person'’s life shculd end. .

10. What values the doctor has set .
for himself in his own personai
code of behavaour '

C . Can society afford 1o let
. ~ everybody.end their lives when
‘ - they want to. : :

12.Can soéiety allow suicides or
mercy killing and still protect
" the lives of individuals who want

to live.
i

~

From the, list of queétions above, select the fc;uf‘mosi important:

Most important =~

Second Most Important
" Third Most Important

Fourth ‘Most Important

NN
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The Doctor's Di!émma, ccn;’d

1. 'How believable was the behaviour and situation of the main story
character? i :

-

1 LD 3 4 B

Notat Alittle . . Fairly Very -To-taiiy‘
all ‘believable believable  believable -bslievable
believable . o

1

2. How difﬁc‘u‘lt was it to put yourself in the place of the main story character?

-2 3 4 5.
Notat A little Fairly - Very Extremely
all difficutt - difficult - difficult difficult difficult
) .
‘A.“
A
1
« ‘:’
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(5) WEBSTER

Mr. Webster was the owner and manager of a gas station. He wanted to hire
another mechanic to help hims but good mechanics were hard to find. The only
person he found who seemed to be a good mechanic was Mr. Les, but he was_
Chinese. While Mr. Webster himsell didn't have anything against Orientals, he
was afraid to hire Mr. Lee because many of his customers didn't like Orientals.
His customers mighttake their business elsewhere if Mr. Lee was working in the
gas station.

When Mr. Lee asked Mr. Websar if he could have the job, Mr. Webster said
that he already hired somebody else. But Mr. Webster really had not hired
~ anybody, because he could not find anybody who was a good mechanic
bessdes Mr. Lee

‘What shouid Mr. Webster have done? {Check one)

____. Should have hired Mr. Lee Cantdecide ___Should not
o "~ have hired Mr. Lee

. ? .
IMPORTANCE - §

Great Much Some Little No

1. Does the owner of a business have
the right to make his own"
business decisions or not?

2. Whether there is a law that
- forbids racial discrimination in
hiring for jobs.

3. Whether Mr. Webster is prejudiced
against Orientals himself or
whether he means nothing -,

_personal in refusing the job.

‘4. Whether hiring a good mechanic or
paying attention to his customers’
wishes would be best for his:
business. ‘

5. What individual differences ought
. 1o be relevant in deciding how
society's roles are filled?




Webster codx‘"d

IMPORTANCE

Great Much Some Little No .

120

6. Whether the greedy and
competitive capitalistic system
ought to be completely abandoned.

7. Do a majority of people in Mr:
Webster's society feel like e

* . customers or arg a majority
against prejudice?

8. Whether hiring capable men lika
- Mr. Les would use talents that
would otherwise be lost to

- /society.

9. Would refusing the job to Mr. Lee
be consistent with-Mr. Webster's -
own moral beliels? "

10. Could Mr. Webster be so
hard:heanted as to refuse the
job, knowing how much it means
to Mr. Lee?

11. Whether the Christian
.commandment to love your feliow .-
man applies in this case.:

¥

12. If someone’s in need, shouidn't he
be helped regardiess of what you

/ get back from him?-
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_Websrer, cont'd

From the list of questions above, select the four most important;

Most Important

~ Second Most Important
Third Most Important
Fourth Most Important

A

i. How believable was the behaviour and situation of the main stofy
_character? o : "

1 2 3 .. 4 5

* Notat A little _ Fairly Very Totally
all - believable believable  believable -believable
believable '

2. iHow ‘di‘fﬁ'cuu Was it to put _yourself in the place of the main story character?

1 - 3 .4 5

Notat  ~ Alitle: Fairly ~ Very . Extremely
all difficult  difficult difficult difficult . difficult. -
N . ~ ‘\ .

&

3
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(6) NEWSPAPER
Fred, a senior in high school, wanted to publish a mimeographed newspape
dor students so-that he could express many of his opinions. He wanted to speak
out against the war in Viet Nam and to speak out against some of the school's
-ules, fike the rule forbidding boys to wear long hair.
When Fred started his newspaper, he asked the principal for permlssmn The
- principal said it would be all right it before every publication Fred would turnin
all his articles for the.principal's approval. Fred agreed-and-turned i in sgveral
* articles for the principal's approval, " The p{mcnpal approved all of them and Fred
published two issues of the paper in the next two wesks.
: But the principal had not expected that Fred's newspaper would rsceive 5o
‘much attention. Students were so excited by the paper that they beganto .
Qrganize protests against the hair regulation and other school rules. Angry
parents objected to Fred's 6pinions. They phoned the principal telling-him that
the newspaper was unpatriotic and shouid not be published. As a result of the
- 1ising excitement, the principal ordered Fred to stop publishing. He gave as a
reason that Fred's activities were disruptive to the operation of the school. ¥

Should the principal stop the newspaper? (Check one)

Should stopit __ Can't decide Should not stop it f

IMPORTANCE

-Great Much Some Little No

-

1. s the principal more responsible
to students or to the parents?

2. Did the principal give his word
that the newspaper could be
published for a long time, or did
he just promise to approve the
newspaper onig issue at a time?

3. Wouid the studems start
_ protesting even more if the .
principal stopped the newspaper’?

4. When the weltare of the school is
threatened, does the principal
have the right to give orde‘s
stugents?

P 4

\ Vv.
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Fred and the Newspaper, cont'd - ‘
" IMPLICATIONS |

Great Much Some Little No

v ' - 5. - Does the principal have the
' ‘ freedom of speech to say "no in
this case? _ ; ‘ &

6. Itthe principal stopped the
newspaper would he be preventing
full discussion of important

sproblems?

7. Whether the prmospal‘s order
. would make Fred lose faith in the
" principal.

8. Whether Fred was really loyal to
his 'school and patriotic to his
country.

9. What effect would stopping the
paper have on the student’s
_education in critical thinking and

judgemen
A ‘ , N
{ 10. Whether FT8d was in any way
B . violating the rights of others in
. pubhshmg his own opamons

11/Whether the principal should be
" influenced by some angry parents
when:it is the principal that
knows best what is going on in
the school. ¢

12. Whether Fred was using the ‘
newspaper to stir up hatred and
dlscontent ~
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Fred and the Néwspaper,, cont'd

EE N

From the list of questions above, select the four most important:

Most Important

‘Ssacond Most Important
Third Most Impontant
Fourth Most Imponant

HHH

1. How believable was the behaviour and situation of the main story
character? | ) ‘

3

2 3 4 .5

S
Not at A little Fairly" Very Totally _
all " believable believable  belisvable believable .
beligvable o

2. How difficylt was it to p{;t yourself in the place of the main story character?

1 2. 34 5
Not at Alittle = Fairly Very Extremely
- all difficult  (difficult -difﬁC\(T - difficult -difficult .~

v

> . ‘*’
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2) Defining Issues Test: Sex-reversed Form

s . | A
OPINIONS ABOUT SOCIAL PROBLE MS

This questionnaire is aimed at understanding how people think about social
problems. Different people often have different opinions.about questions.of right
and wrong. There are no "right” answers in the way that there are right answers
to math problems. We would iike you to tell-us what you think about several
problem stories. The papers will be fed to a computsr to find the average for the
.whole gr0up, and no one will see your individual answers.- :

In this quesnonnaire you will be asked to give your opmsc]ns about several
storles Here is a story as an example

Frank Jones has been thmkmg about buying a car, He is'-married, has two
small children, and earns an average income. The car he buyswill be his
family's-only car. 1t will be used mostly to get to work and drive around town, but
sometimes for vacation trips also. In trying to decide what car to buy, Frank
Jones realized that there were a lot of questmns to consider. Below there is a
list of some of thesequeshons -

If you were Frank. Jones how lmponant would each of these questions be in
‘ decudmg what car to buy?

Instructions for Pa«rt A: (Sample Questlon)
o<
On the left hand side check one of the spaces by each statement of a
- consideration. (Forinstance, if you think statement #1 is not important in makmg
a decusmn about buying a car, check the space on the right)

-
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- Sample Question, contd

IMPORTANCE

)

Great Much Some. Little No
R . . “; S _«-—-—————\

1. Whether the car dealer pvas j
- the same block as wher Fé@
lives. (Note thatin this sawple! \
o the person taking the guestionnaire did
‘ not think this was.i ant in making a
decision.) " L

17,

. Would a ysed car be more
economical in the long run than a
.pew car. (Note that a check was
put in the far left'space to .
indicate the opinion that this is
an important issue in making a
decision about buying a car.) »

. 3 .
ro

* o 3 Whetha_rth‘ecobr was green,
- Frank's favorite color. . = -

. 4. “Whether the cubic inch
. . ‘ displacement was at least 200.
. e v AN {Note that if you are unsure about
L. . » San Tyy 1 nt"
' what "cubic inch displacement
means, then mark it "no
importance”. ..

’ ‘ | - . 5. Would alarge, roomy car be better
‘ than a compact car. .

: 6. Whether the front connibilies .
‘ : were differential. (Note that if a
. : statement sounds like gibberish
or nonsense to you, mark it "no
importance”).




Instructions for Part B: (Sémple Question)
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© From'the list of questjons above, selact the most important one of the whole
group. Put the number of the most impontant question on the top line below. Do

likewise for your second, third, and fourth most important choices. (Note that the

top choices in this case will come'from statements that were chacked on'the far
left-hand side--statements #2 and #5 were thought to be very important.

deciding what is the most impontant, a person would re-read #2 and #5, and

In -

then pick one of them as the most !mportant then put the other one as second

most 1mponant

"and so on.)

MOST IMPORTANE

SECOND MOST IMPORTANT

~ THIRD MOST IMPORTANT

FOURTH MOST IMPORTANT

2
2
3

1

Instructions for Part C (Sample Question). This section does not form part of

the original DIT. 1t |s modelied after the research of Orchowsky and Jenkins,

(1978):

The following questions are to be answered:

- 1. How believable was the behavuour and situation of 1he main story

character’7 .
R 2_ 3 4. 5
Not at A little Fairly . Very Totally
all believable believable belisvable behevable
believable - \

Circle 1 it the. behavnour and suuanon of the main story character i$ not at all

believable.

Circle 2 if the behaviour and situation of the main story character is a {ittle

believable.

Circle 3 it thé behav;our and situation of the main story character is famy

belisvabla,

Circle 4 i the behaviour and situation of the main story character is very

beliavabie.:

Circle 5 if the behaviour and sﬂuat:on of the main story character is totally

.
N
v ( ’
1

behevable

i

-

<‘
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Part C (Sample Questian) cont'd

2. How difficult was it to pﬁt yourself in the place of the main étory 6haracter?
T . - ] .

1 o . 3 4 5

~ Notat . Alittle Fairly Very | Extremely
g all difficult . difficult difficult diﬂicult T difficult

Circle 1 rf it was not at all difficult to put yourself in the place of the main story
character’ :

Circle 2 ifitwas a ||tt!e difficult to-put yourselt in the place of the mam story
character '

Cifcle 3 if it was fairly dlff!CUl‘l !o put yourself in the place of the main story. -
character.

Circle 4 if it was fairly difﬁcult to put- yourself n the p!ace of the main story
character.

Gircle 5 if it was extremely dmicun {0 put yoursel i in the place of the main story
‘character. e

"

T



129

v

(1) HELGA AND THE DRUG

_In Europe a man was near death trom a spemal kind of cancer. There was
" one.drug that the doctors thought might save him. It was a form of radium that a
- .druggist in town had recently discovered. The-drug was éxpensive to make, but
the druggist was charging ten times what the drug cost to make. The sick man's
wife, Helga, went to everyone she knew to borrow the money, but she could only °
get together.about $1000, which is half of what it cost. She told the dr ggist that
~ her husband was dying, and asked him to sell it cheaper or let her latet. But
a the druggist said, "No, | discovered the drug and {'m going to make money, from
" So Helga got desperate and began to think about breaking into the man's -
»store to steal the drug for her husband : )

Should Heiga steal the drug? (Check one)

Should steal it Can't decide _.__ Should not steal it

IMPORTANCE "
-~ Great Much.So‘me 'Liit‘le No

1. Whether a community's laws are
-going to be upheld.

. _ 2. lsn'titonly natural for a loving -
S . o ..~ wife to caré so much for her
‘ ) - husband that she'd steal?

3. Is Helga willing to risk getting
. shot as a burglar or going to jail
for the chance that stealing the
“drug might help?-

" 4. Whether Helgais a proféssional
wrestler or has considerable
~ influence with proféssmnal

TN / | I - wrestlers. -
. T ~ — 5. Whether Helga is stealing for
‘ - herself or doing this solely to

- ~ : . help someone else.




. Great Much Some ‘Little No-.

Helga and ?he Drug contd .

!MPORTANCE Lo
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Whether the druggzst s rights 1o
his invention have to be
respectad..

Whather the essence of hvmg o
is more encompassing than the

termination“of dying somally and
individually.

What values are going to be the
basis for governing how people
act toward each othar.

Whet er the dru gist is gomg to
be-allowed to hide behinda .
worthless law which only

© ‘protects the rich anyhow.’

- .10

Whether the lawin this case is

‘getting in the way of the most

basic claim of any member of
society. ‘ r

11.

Whether the druggtét deservesto
be fobbed for being so greedy and

" cruel.-

12,

Would stealing in such a case
bring about more total good for
the whole society or not.

-
t

From the list of questions aboi/%ele‘ct the four most imporant:

?»

" Second most important
Third maost ?mponam ~

Fourth most important

.
) .
- /

* Most important

4
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_Helga and the Drug , contd

- 1. How Bélievable was the behaviour and situation of the main story

character? :
~ .

S I 2 3 4 - 5 . =
Not at - Alittle " Fairly - Very - Totally
all ~ - believable beliavable  believable believable
believable. ‘

»

2. How ditficult was it to put yourself in the place of the main story character?

1 2 3 4 5
Not at Alittle Fairly Very Extremely
all difficult  difficult - difficult difficult difficult

¥
. . N J
" ;

e

i
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s*ruoem TAKE-OVER

At Harvard University a group of \tudents ca!led the Students for a
Democratic Society (SDS), belisve that tha University should not have an army
ROTC program. SDS students are against the war in Viet Nam, and the army
training program helps send men 1o fight in Viet Nam. The SDS students
demanded that Harvard end the army ROTC training program as a Wiversity -
course. This would mean that Harvard ‘students could not get army tr¥Ripg as
part of their regular course work and not get ¢redit for it towards their degr

Agreeing with the SDS students, the Harv¥ard professors voted to end the
RQTC program as a university course. But the. President of the University stated
that she wanted to keep the army program on campus as a course. The SDS
students felt that the President was not gomg to pay attem:on 1o the facutlty vote
or to their demands. ‘

So, one day last Apnl two hundred SDS students walked ino the university's
administration building, and told everyone else 1o get out. ‘They said they were .
doing this to force Harvard to getrid of the army trammg program as a course.

Should the students have taken o~ver‘\the administration bundmg?. {Check one)
___Yes, they should take it over M,Can’i deci‘de ___No, they

‘ shouldm take it over
IMPORTANCE

Great Much-Some Little No

1. Are the students doing ’this‘io
" really help other people or are
they doing it just for kicks?

. 2. Do the students have any right to
take over propenrty that doesn't
belong to.them?

3. Do the students realniqthat they
«  might be arrested and. fined, and
aven expeiled from school'?

4. Would taking over the building in
- the long run benefit more people ~
1o a greater extent?




'

Swdem Takeover ; cont'd

IMPORTANCE

 Great Some Much Little fNo -\

N

5. Whether the prasident stayed
within the limits of her authority
in ignoring the faculty vote.

6. Wili‘ the takeover apger the public
and give all studess a bad name?

7. s taking over a building

consistent with the principles of
justice? e

8. Would allowing one student

take-over encourage any other
student take-overs?. .

9. Did the president bring this

misunderstanding on herself by
being so unreasonable and
uncooperative?

10. Whether running the university
ought to be in the hands of a few
- administrators or in the hands of .
. all the people.

11. Are the students fol!,owing

principles which they believe are
above the law? - ‘

12.. Whether or not univensity

133

decisions ought to be respected by

students. - -

-
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Student Takeover cont’d

" From the list of questions above, select the four most important:

Most Important
Second Most Impontant
Third Most Important
Founh Most Imponant
.
1. How behevable was th&behavuour and situation of the main story
character? _

Not at A little Fairly Very 1 Totally
. all believable believable  believable beli,eﬁab!e

believable

2. Hbw difficult was it to put yourself in the place of the main story character? -

1 e 3 4. 5

Not at A little Fairly Very Extremely
~alldifficult  difficult  difficult difficult dilficult
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*

{3) ESCAPED PRISONER

A.woman had been sentenced to pnson for 10 years. Aﬁer one year,
however, she escaped from prison, moved to a new area of the country, and
took on the name of Thompson. For 8 years she worked hard, and gradually
saved enough money to buy her own business. She was fair to her customers, ™
gave her employees top wages, and gave most of her own profits to charity.
Then one day, Mrs. Jones, an old neighbor, recognized her as the woman who
had escaped from prison 8 years before and whom the pelice had been looking-
for. :

-Should Mrs. Jones report Ms. Thompson to the police and have her sent back to
prlson7 {(Check one)

Should repqrt her ____ Cant (%Cide Should not
R - : : report her
IMPORTANCE

‘Great Much Some Little No.

* 1. Hasn't Ms. Thompson been good
< o . enough for such along time to
' ‘ prove she.isnt a bad person?

2. Everytime someone escapes
punishment for a crime, doesn't
that just encourage more crime?

3. Wouldn't we be better off without
prisons and the opprassion of
legal s‘ystems? :

b " 4. Has Ms Thompson really paid her
\ » ) debt to society?

5. Would somety be failing what Ms. -
Thompson should fairly expect?

N 6. What beneﬂts would pnsons.be
-apart from society, especially for
a charitable woman? . .




Escaped Prisoner , cont'd

)pohTANCE |

Great Much Some Little No

136

How could anyone be so cruel and
heartless as to send Ms. Thompson
to prison?

Would it be fair to all the

- prisoners who had to serve out

.their full sen ences it Ms.
. Thompson let off?

Was Mrs. Jones a good mend of -
Ms. Thompson?.

. Wouldnt it be a (%gen s duty to
~report an escaped criminal,

regardless of the circumstances?

11.

‘How would the will of the people
and pubhc good best be served? ‘

)

12.

Would going to prison do any good
for Ms. Thompson or protect
.'.~3nybody’7

From the list of quéstions above, select the four most imponant:

Most Important

: . Second Most lmportam
. ‘ ‘ Third Most Important
~ ‘ : Fourth Most Important

A
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Escaped Prisoner ; contd

- 1. How bélie\}éblé was the behaviour and situation of the main story

" character? . Vo
2. . 8 . A 5__
. Notatall  Alittle Fairly Very Totally

believable believable believable _believable believablé

2. How difficult'was it to put yourealf in the place of the main story character?

B v
o

T N 4 . 5

Notat = Alittle - Farly Very Extremely
all diﬁic_uh difficult difficult ~ difficult difficult
T

¥ ‘p -

\

!

T

Vi

/’ -
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+ {4) THE DOCTOR'S DILEMMA ‘

A iady was dying of cancer which could not be cured and she had only about

* six months to live; She was in terrible pain, but she was so weak that a good

dose of pain- -killer like morphine would make hay.die sooner. She was delirious
and almost crazy with pain, and in her calm. penods she wouldask the doctof to
give her enough morphine to kill her. She said she couldn't stand the pain and

_that she was going to die in a few months anyway.

What should the doctor do? (Check one) ' S Lo
She should give the lady an overdose.that will make her dle
__ Can'tdecide - :
Should not give the overdose

IMPORTANCE

Great Much” Some Little No

1. Whether the woman's family is in
* favor of giving her the overdose
or not

2. Is the doctor obhgated by the

2 R “same laws a8 averybody 8l8s 1T

- giving her an overdose would be
the same as killing her.

3. Whether people would be much

better oft without society
regimenting their lives and even
, their deaths.

4. Whether the doctor could make it
" appear like an accident.
.‘\.

'5. Does the state have the nghtto
force continued existance on
those who don't want 16 live.

\’ B

An
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““The Doctor's D‘iierﬁma‘. cont'd

" 'IMPORTANCE

f Great Much Some Little No

What is the value of death prior to
socisty's perspecnve on personal

valuss.

Whether the doctor has sympathy
for the woman's suffering or
cares more about what somety
might think.

1Y

Is Helping to end another's life.
ever a responsible act cf
cooperation.

Whether only God should decide
. when a person’s life should end.

B

10.

What values thé doctor hag set
for herself in her own personal
code of behawour

1.

Can society afford to let
everybody end their lives when
they want to. ~

12.

Can socisty allow suicides or
marcy killing and-still protect
the lives of mdmduals who want
to lwe

From.the list of questions above, selact the four most important:

- ‘Most Important

Second Most Important
Third Most Important
Fourth Most Imponrtant

139
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The Doctor’s Dilemma, cont'd
: &

1. How bslievable was the behaviour and situation of the main story .
character?

1 2 4 5

3 :
Not at Alittle Fairly . Very Totally
all *belieyabl@ believable believable believable
believable ! -

IS ) A Y

2. How difficult was it to put yourself in the place of the main éto_ry character?

1 2 3 % 5.

Notat - A litie Farly  Very - Extremely
all difficult-  ditficult difficult difficult  difficult
.
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(5) WEBSTER

Ms. Webster was the owner and manager of a gas station. She wanted to
hire another mechanic to help her, but good mechanics were hard to find. The
only person she found who seemed to be a good mechanic was Mr. Les, but he -
was Chinese. While Ms. Wabster herself didn't have anything against Orientals,
she was afraid to hire Mr. Lee because many of her customers didn't like
Orientals. Her customers might take their business elsewhere if Mr. Lee was

working in the gas station.
When Mr. Lee asked Ms. Webster if he couid have the job, Ms. Webster said-
that she already hired sornebcdy else. But Ms. Webster really had not hired
~ "anybody, because she could not find anybody who was a good mechamc '
» besvdes Mr. Les. : :

" What shou!d Ms. Webster have done? (Check one)
" Should have hired Mr. Lee- Cantdecide  Should not
L \ ) have hired Mr. Lee
‘IM’PORTA‘NCE ‘

Great Much Some Little No-

1. Does the owner of a business have
) the right to make her own
business decisions or not?,

© 2. Whether there is a law that
- forbids racial discrimination in
- hiring for jobs. ~

3. Whether Ms. Webster is prejudiced
against Orientals herself or
~ Wwhether she means nothing
‘ personalin refusing the job.

_ 4. Whether hiring a good mechanic or
paying attention to her customers’
wishes would be best for her
business.
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. Webster, com"d‘

l~MPQRTANCE

‘Great Much Some Umé No

142

-

What individual ditferences ought

to be relevant in deciding how
society's roles are filled?

Whe:her the greedy and

- competitivé capitalistic system
ought to be completely abandoned.

.Do a majority of people in Ms.

Waebster's society feel like her
customers or are a majority:

against prejudice?

“V;

IR PR

Whether hiring capable men like
Mr. Lee would use talents that
would otherwise ba Iost to
socnety

* Would refusing the job to Mr Les

be consistent with Ms. Websters
own moral behefs?

10.

Could Ms Webster be so
hard-hearted as to refuse the
job, knowing how much it means
to Mr. Lee?

11,

Whether the Christian
commandment to love your fellow

-man appli'es in this case. -

12.

If someone’s in need shouldn't he
be helpsd regardless of what you

. get back from him?
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Webster, cont'd

-

Frofn the Iist of questions above, select the four most important:

Most important s
. Second Most Imponant

Third Most. Important

Fourth Most Important

1. How believable was the behaviouF and situation of the main story

character?
2 . 3 -

. Not at. Alitle - Fairly Very . Totally = -
all believable believable  believable bslisvable -
believable. o A b

. 2. How difficult was it to put yourself in the place of the main story character?

o 2 -3 4 5

T Ndtat Alittle  Fairly Very Extremely
all difficult  difficult ~ difficult. . difficult  difficult -
b .
. *a ) »
- )
»

29
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(6) NEWSPAPER

Fran, a senior in high school, wanted to publish a mimeographed newspaper
for students so that she could express many of her opinions. She wanted to
speak but against the war in Viet Nam and to speak out -against some of the
school's rules, like the rule forbidding boys to wear long hair.

_ When Frah startéd her newspaper, she asked the principal for permission.
/T he principal said it Jould be all right if before every publication Fran would turn -
_in all her arlicles for the principal's-approval. Fran agreed and turned in-séveral
_articles for the principal's approval: The principal approved all of them and Fran
" published two issues df the paper in the next two weeks.

But the principal had not expected that Fran's newspaper wou?d receive so
much attention, Students were so excited by the paper that they began to’
organize protests against the hair regulation and other school rules. Angry

_parents objected to Fran's opinions. They phoned the principal telling him that
the newspaper was unpatriotic and should not be published. As a result of the .-

' rising excitement, the principal ordered Fran to stop publishing. He gave as a
reason that Fran's activities were disruptive to the operation of the school.-

o

Shouid the piinéipal stop_the‘néwspape’r? (Checkone) 4
L Should stop ut - Cantdecsde Should not stop st
JMPORT‘ANCE o T ) : \ | .
" Great Much Son';e Little Nu v
, e 1. Is the principal more res;‘)on‘sible‘
‘ A to studems or to th’g parents?

2. Did the principal give his word

" thatthe newspaper could bs
nublished for a long time, or did
he just promise to approve the
newspaper one issue at a time?

d ( 3. Would the students star.
: " - protesting even more if the
principal stopped the newspaper?




Newspaper, contd

IMPLICATIONS

-

Great Much Some Little No /

{ - 145

4.

When the welfare of the school is
threatened, does the principal
have the right to gzve orbrs to

" students?

Does the principai have the
freedom of speech to say "no" in.
this case'?

If the principal stopped the

. newspaper would he be preventing

full discussion of 1mportant

problems’?

Whether the principal's order
would make Fran lose falth in the
principal.

WhelherEran was really loyal to.

" her school and patriotic to her

00untry

“What effect would stoppihg the

paper have on the student's

" education in critical thinking and

judgemeants?

10.

—

Whether Fran was jn any way

violating the rights of others:in

publishing her own opinions.

A1,

Whethar the pnncxpal should be
influenced by some angry parents
when it is the principal that

knows best what is goi ng onin
the school.
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Newspaper, cont'd

i} \( N
IMPLICATIONS

Great Much Some Little No

12. Whether Fran was using the
. newspaper to stir up hatred and
~ discontent. : ’

A
N A3

From the list of questibns above, select the four most imporiam:

N _ Most Important .
Second Most Important \ L
Third Most important. » .
- Fourth Most important _

1. How believable was the behaviour and situaﬁon of the main story
character? . \ ‘ ' -

3 4 5

. . } , |
Not at Alittle Fairly - Very - Totally

all ’ belieyable believable believable beligvable
believable . : .

2. How difficult was it to put yourself in the place of the main story character?
.~ ’ ) ~

1 2 3 4 5
Not at Alittle - *Fairly Very Extremely
all difficult  difficult - i:gficult difficult difficuit
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3) Bem Sex-Role inventory*

T -Directions‘

. On the opposite side of this sheet, you will find listed a number of personality
~ characteristics. We would like you to use those characteristics to describe

- yourself, that is, we would like you to indicate, on a scale from 1 to 7,.how true of
you each of these characteristics is. Piease do not leave any characteristic "
unmarked.

-

_Example : sly .
* Write a 1 ifit is never or almost never true that you are sly.
Write a 2 if it is usually not true that you are sly.
" Write a 3 it it is sometimes but infrequently true that you.are sly..
“g\l\z\\;rite a 4 it it is occasionally true that you are sly.
~ Write a5if it is often true that you are sly.
Write a 6.1t it is usually true that you are sly.
Write a.7 if it is always or aimost always true that you are sly.

- CONSULTING PSYCHOLOGISTS PRESS, ING,
- 577 College Avenue, Palo Alto, California 94306
Copyright, 1978, by Consulting Psycholegists Press, Inc$ All rights reserved.
Duplication of this form by any process is a violatjon of the copyright laws of the
United States except when authorized in writing by the Publisher. .
s
*Note: Reproduced by special permission of the' F’ubhsher Consulting
- Psychologists Press, Ihc?, Palg Alto, CA, 94306, from Bem
Sex-Role Inventory (Manual) by Sandra L. Bem, 1978. (The typmg
format of the Bem Sex-Role Inventory. as reproduced here is
not identical to that of the ongmal form)

N
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Bem Sex-Rolg inventory (Example)..cont'd

Thus, if you feel it is sometimes but infrequently true that you are "sly”, never or

- almost never true that you are "malicious”, always or almost always truetat you
are "irresponsible”, and often true that you are "carefree”, then you would rata
these characteristics as follows: : ‘ «

Sly 3 " Irresponsible 7

 Malidious 1 . Carefree 5

1=Never or aimost never true

2=Usudlly nottrue, = .

3=Somstimes but infrequently true

4=0ccasionally true

5=0Often true o

. B=Usually true B ' )
~ 7=Always or almost always true

-
-

INVENTORY:

Defend my own beliefs
Atfectionate
- Conscientious -
Independent
Sympathetic .
Moody
Assertive
Sensitive to needs of others
Reliable o
Strong personality
Understanding'
Jealous
. Forceful
Compassionats
‘Truthful :
Have leadership abilities
Eager to soothe hurt feelings \
" Secretive
~ Willing to take risks
Warm :

-~

LT

Y



Bem Sex;Role inventory, cont'd

Adaptable

Dominant

Tender

Conceited

" Willing to take a stand
Love children

Tactful

Aggressive

Gentle

Conventional
Seif-reliant

Yielding

Helpful
Athletic

Cheerful
Unsystematic
Analytical

Shy ‘

" Inefficient -

. Make decisions easily
_ Flatterable a

Theatrical N

Self-sutficient ‘

Loyal

Happy

Individualistic

Soft-spoken

" . Unpredictable

Masculine

Gullible

Solemn
Competitive
Childlike

Likable

Ambitious ‘
Do not use harsh language -
Sincere

Act as a leader
Feminine

Friendly

EEETEERETEEEET LT L
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-

o)) Béckgro@:nd Questionnaire

Instructions :  On the pages that follow you will find a series of
: questions on your personal background. Circle one
answer for.each question and/or fill in the blanks as
directed. ) '

1. Name: " (first name) - __(last name)

2. Sex (1) male (2) female
3. Age: .__years, _ months
4 ‘Marisal status: - |

{1) -single

(2) marnied

(3) divorced

(4) separated = -
(5) widowed

5. Ethnic background:

{1) white

{2) black

(3) asian
; {4) hispanic . )
‘ {5) native TN
{8) other _- )

6. Your first language: ——

(1) English
{2) French
{(3) other _

7. Piacé of growing up:

(1) a big city (e. .g. Montreal, population = 1,001,300)
(2) a smallcity (. g. Halifax, population = 114,594)
{3) atown {e. g: Kentville, population = 4974)

(4) afarm or rural area {e. g. Avonpott, population = 283)

- N
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Background Guesrionra{fe,_ cont'd

8. Religion:

..(1) Catholic ‘ :

* (2) Protestant ‘ b \

. {3) Jewish . L . ~
{4) other - ' ~

; {5) none

-9. What influence does religion have on your present-day life?

(1) great
. {2) some
- (3) little \
(4) none . ‘ ‘ \ '
10. Are you a (1) fulltime or (2) part-time student?
11, If employed, do you work (1) full-time or (2) part-tirﬁe?
12. What is your area of study?’

~{1) science

(2) arts. -

(3) commerce

{4) engineering - - : _
{5) education : : , , ]
{6) other 3 '

13. What is your major?
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Table 3

Raw Score Means, Medians, and Standard Deviations for the Femzmmry,
Masculinity, and F-Minus-M Difference Scores

Original BSRI
v Sexes Females Males‘
Combined?® {N =340) (N=476) t
Fefnininit& ‘
Mean 482 = 5.05" 459 11.95*
Madian  4.90 510 480
SD 59 . 53 . 55
Masculinity N
Mean 495 479 512 - 7.03v
* Mgdian | 495 - 480 5.10 .
| .SD 68 b6 65,
F-minus-M
Mean ‘-.01 o | S.SD‘ ~6.‘33 . ©13.09*
Median 97 : 6.83 -6.50.
SD . 1494 . . 1335 1873 -,

aThis sample has been stat;sncally weighted so as to equalize the number of -
males and females.

tﬁp‘: 001 N

Note. Reproduced by special permnssmn of the Publisher, Consulting
Psychologists Press, Inc., Palo Alto, CA 94308, from Bem Sex-Role lnvenro,'y
(Manual), by S. L. Bem, 1981 (the typmg format ot the reproduced table may
‘not be identical to the original).

\f




Table 3. cont'd
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Present Sample

Sexes - Famales Males
Combined = (N=284) - {N=286) t
Femininity | "
-Mean 474 5:02 4.46 -11.09°
Median 475 5.05 4.50
SD 67 59 62
Mas'cuiinity
Mean 480 456 5.05 8.14*
Median  4.85 4.57 510
sb 76 73 71
FminusM
Mean  -.068 459 591 -12,90*
Median  -10 50 -85 .
'sD 11 966 977

*p<.000
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Table 4

A Comparison of Subject Classification on the BSRI between the Bern
Normative Sample (Bem, 1981) and the Present Study Sample (1986-87).

. Percent Classified in the Bem Normative Sample, N= 816

Fenﬂinine‘» Masculine Androgynous Unditferentiated
Females 38 , 12 .. 3 - 18

Males 12 4 20 e

Percent Classified in the Present Study Sample, N = 570

Feminine . Masculine  Androgynous  Undifferentiated
Females 451 106 21.8 173
Males . 108 434 75 217

~

A

Noisg. The minor dtscrepanc:es between the peﬂ:—:entages pf the two samples
may be a function of the "Borderline" subjects, whose BF.and/or BM scores fell
on the median(s). These subjects were not included in the presen study, while -
they were incorporated in the Bem (1981) study. In the present sample, the
percentage of female borderline subjects was 5.3%, while the percentage of
male borderlme subjects was 6.6%. > S




