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ABSTRACT

ose of thlS study was to determlne whether or not
uld be gender and ethnic differences in ‘moral
1on--care versus justlce——as described by carol
1982) ..

(1977, ‘The study was conducted in three

s a study in’decision-making. Subjects were asked
ﬁourlmoral'dilemmas‘and'a'1ist of considerations
g,each diiemma.“Their‘task was to indicate how

t each of the considerations was in the resolution
ilemma. Each item was representative of either the
the justice»orientation."There was evidence to
the hypothesis that females score higher on care
' however, there were no‘gender differences

There was con51derab1e ev1dence to

support the hypothe51s that ethnlc minority members (Non-

"Cauca51ans) rate care 1tems hlgher than the ethnic majority

\
(Cauca51ans),

. N .‘ . N . . ) .
~itenis higher that did Caucasians.

|
evidence

,Ethnlc minority subjects also rated justice
In addition, there was

that femaies‘and ethnic minorities rated care items

: |
‘ higher‘than justice items.
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'INTRODUCTION

Moral development and moral orlentatlon have ‘been a

““major focus of research and debate 1n psychology since

_Lawrence Kohlberg s doctoral dlssertatlon 1n 1958 (cited in
‘Kohlberg & Kramer, 1969) As the flrst comprehen51ve theory a
_of moral development in. psychology, Kohlberg s theory has
tbecome the yardstlck agalnst whlch all other psychologlcal
71nqu1r1es in the fleld have been measured Kohlberg,
bdfdraw1ng from the fleld of phllosophy and the writings of
gtJohn Locke, Immanuel Kant and John Rawls, placed justlce at_
.hikthe hlghest level of morallty (Meyers & Klttay, 1987)
| Although early research conflrmlng Kohlberg =
7, developmental theory was done w1th mlddle-class males of

7European descent the theory was often applled to non-

'W.European males and females.; In 1977 Carol Gllllgan, a

‘*«student of Kohlberg s,‘attacked her mentor s theory for its

ylnadequate treatment of females. According to Gllllgan,

"ifemale moral development follows a pattern in whlch care for

"self and others is the hlghest stage.,

Although the 1ssue has not been. settled conclu51ve1y,

'»con51derable research and debate 51nce then has

Afocused on the "justlce versus care" issue and its
tlappllcatlon along gender llnes (e g. Frledman, 1985) In

l1986, Stack»extended,Gllllgan s model to 1nclude’botthlack



JWOmen.andrmen{who share:thefekperieneeubf classQresnlting :
vlfrOm economic depriyation. Tronto (1987) con51ders the
| _ethlc of care to be created by the condltlon of
"subordlnatlon in soclety and applles 1t to other‘mlnorlty
ygroups as well. | |
Thls study examlnes prevalllng theorles of moral

fldevelopment and moral orlentatlon w1th spec1al attentlon to

ﬁ'q-thelr appllcatlonwto females and~ethnlc mlnorltles.

'f'Moral Development and Moral Maturlty
. Kohlberg was one of the flrst psychologlsts to clearly'

lipostulate a theory of moral development (e g. Kohlberg,‘

' "}.«1971 1981, 1987, Kohlberg & Kauffman, 1987; ‘Kohlberg &

ufKramer, 1969) HlS work was patterned on tradltlonal
fydevelopmental stage theory whlch attempts to explaln
dﬁrelatlvely permanent changes 1n behav1or 1n terms of
*development from relatlvely 51mp1e stages through
fprogres51vely more complex stages to a f1na1 state of
’ ymaturlty.v Stage theorles 1nclude several ba51c assumptlons.
:’1)‘EaCh‘stage arlses out of*the.precedlng stage; a stage
”}cannot be "sklpped " nor can an 1nd1v1dual return to an
»g]earller stage.~ 2) leatlon at a partlcular stage or delayed
progress1on from one stage to another is con51dered an-:
) abnormallty, as are any dev1ant characterlstlcs not
,ev1denced by the majorlty of 1nd1v1duals at any partlcular

. stage. 3) All humans follow the same un1versal patterns of

'iﬁfdemelopment.;



Kohlberg s orlglnal hlerarchy spec1flcally postulated

”ﬁff51x stages of moral development beglnnlng with an obedlence

‘and punlshment orlentatlon (Stage One), to 1nstrumental
Vhedonlsm (Stage Two), 1nterpersonal concordance (Stage
“5Three), law and order (Stage Four), social contract (Stage

”~F1ve), and un1versa1 ethlcal pr1nc1ples (Stage 6) In thls

'"?{71ast stage moral dec1s1ons are based not only on ordalned

‘l“(gisoc1al rules (as in the 1ower stages) but also on’ a 1oglc ot

':@ljustlce that 1s unlversal and con51stent grounded in a

‘5bellef in the equallty of human rlghts and respect for the
'”'dlgnlty of human belngs as. 1nd1v1dual persons.‘kThe_51x
moral stages are grouped 1nto three levels;‘:the :
Preconventlonal Level (Stages 1 2), the Conventional’Level
'(Stages 3 4), and- the pr1nc1pled or PostconVentional Level
'(Stages 5= 6)

: The cr1t1ca1 questlon concerns the definitionjof moral
_maturlty and 1ts appllcatlon toall 1nd1v1duals and groups
‘Kohlberg-has clearly 1nd1cated that the hlgher the level, |
the "better" (1981), that one ‘should contlnue the upward
progre551on toward the f1na1 stage of maturlty in early
adulthood.d Continued research in cognltlve ‘and moral
development 1nd1cates that ‘not all 1nd1v1dua1s reach
maturlty,lhowever. Kohlberg s theory of moral development
closely follows Plaget's pattern of cognltlve development
upon’ whlch 1t was modeled ‘ Plaget's hlghest level 1s that

of formal operatlons in whlch one reasons from an ‘abstract



v"‘mode,’manipulatingfsvmbols,‘and reasoning fromvalternative
;LpersPectives.r Althonghdideally>everyone WOuld‘reach the
'levelhof formal,operations,,in fact,:many adults never do
_(Piaget,‘1972).. And,since there is evidence that moral
'development-may'be dependent upon‘attainment‘of prerequisite
levels of Piagetian cognitive development‘(Faust-&'
:Arbuthnot 1978;»Greeno & Maccoby,‘1986° Walker, 1986a), it
~follows that not everyone w1ll reach Kohlberg s hlghest
a‘level of moral maturlty. | |
| In fact in a revision of his theory, Kohlberg (1981
71985;'reported in Boyes & Walker, 1988) concedes that most
vpeople may not in fact, reach the Stage 6lof his original
ltheory, or the Postconventlonal level (wh1ch 1ncludes Stage
5. as well) (Kohlberg, 1971 Kohlberg & Kauffman, 1987)
Other researchers contend that four stages are sufflclent to
‘,account for the moral development of a large majorlty of
”chlldren and adults (Bussey & Maughan, 1982; Greeno &
.Maccoby, 1986; Rest, 1986b). |
vsince‘few:peoplevactually'reach'Stage 6, the final,
- ideal stage of,moral maturity, and many do not reach even
Stage 5, it is inportant.to look'nore closely_atvstages 3
~ and .. Kohlbergl(1971; Kohlberg & Kramer, 1969) describes
the_two Stages‘ofrthe Conventional.Level.as’follows:
| Stagee3: The interpersonal_concordance or the»"good
f.b0y--nicc‘girl"-orientation.‘ Good behaviorvis”that

which&pleases-or helps others and is approved by them.



}‘There 1s much conformlty to stereotyplcal 1mages of
'what is. majorlty or "natural" behav1or.H Behav1or is
,_frequently judged by 1ntentlon--"he means well" becomesv
’1mportant for the flrst tlme. One earnsﬂapproval by
,beingaﬂnice."‘. | o |

Stage 4:{5The‘?1awyandlorder" orientation,kyThere is

orientation toWard‘authority,:fixed rules,land the'

maintenance‘of‘the'SOCial order.,’RightvbehaviOr
cons1sts of d01ng one's duty, show1ng respect for

*authorlty, and ma1nta1n1ng the glven soc1a1 order for

‘*1ts'own‘sake; (Kohlberg, 1971, p 164) |

pThe justlce orlentatlon becomes apparent at stage 4
where one malntalns a sense of‘justlce out of‘respect for
law and authorlty and a sense of duty, at stage 5 the
emphas1s is on justlce as respect for 1nd1v1dual rlghts as
dagreed upon by the soc1ety; and at Stage 6 justlce arises
y out of one's own consc1ence as abstract eth1ca1 pr1nc1p1es
F(Kohlberg, 1971; Kohlberg & Kramer, 1969).

Characterlstlc of tradltlonal theorles of development
‘Kohlberg s theory 1ncludes the crlterlon of unlversallty°
the stages and one s progre551on through them apply equally
to all 1nd1v1duals 1n all cultures (Boyes & Walker, 1988,

3 Snarey,'1985)

'Moral Maturltv Versus Moral Orientation'by Gender
, A major exceptlon to Kohlberg s claim of universal

,appllcatlon comes from Carol G1111gan. Accord;ng'to



diiligan;.Kohlberg's[theory is not universally applicable,to
bwomen; .,Gilligan'sbobjectiongis'based[pn the observation
ﬁthat mostVof the:researchfﬁsed tOieStablisthohlberg's
theory was derlved from studles of males only. When judged»
accordlng to Kohlberg s androcentrlc model females are
placed at a dlsadvantage (Gllllgan, 1977- 1982,‘G1111gan &

‘ Attanucci, 1988) Kohlberg and Kramer (1969) 1dent1f1ed
Stage Three as the characterlstlc mode of women s moral
'73udgments,-cla1m1ng that 51nce women's lives were
1nterpersonally based th1s stage was not only "functlonal"
| for them but also adequate for resolv1ng the moral confllcts
,that.they faced.‘ Whlle.glrls-oftenpreached Stage Three

-:sooner than boys, theyftended to remain at that stage while

-ILUboys' development contlnued further along Kohlberg's scale

‘vt(Bussey & Maughan, 1982, Gllllgan, Kohlberg, Lerner, and
‘Belenky, 1971, Greeno & Maccoby, 1986).

Kohlberg S. plac1ng of women at a lower level on the -
'“hlerarchy of moral maturlty has a long history: Freud
":belleved that females were morally inferior to males,
’fespec1ally 1n thelr dlmlnlshed sense of justlce (reported in

'fBrabeck 1983 1986 and Gllllgan, 1982), and Plaget (1932)

' ‘spe01flcally noted that glrls tended to have a far less

developed legal sense'andvused»rules‘less often. For Freud,
‘Piaget, and Kohlberg,_the source of the different moral
cdispositions,of,men‘and.Women is‘biologyf'for’others, gender

'is a social construction (Bordo, 1986) . According to



‘1Gilllgan.(197d, 1982) and others (Brabeck 1983 1986}
";c5556iaw, 19711 1978), men and women operate from dlfferent :
f.perspectlves because of thelr d1fferent experlences grow1ng»ﬂ
'2Hh% Glrls learn very early that it is the prlmary

f'respon51b111ty of women to care for others.k'Glrls identify |

’”‘w1th thelr prlmary caretaker, usually the mother, and- become,

.attached to her, whlle boys 1dent1fy w1th the father and
-:hflnd they must separate from the mother ‘to do so. Boysrtend

stovbecome aggress1ve and 1ndependent glrls empathetlc and

‘-hpinterdependent; As explalned by Damon (1988) ‘men emphas1ze'.h

l rrules and fairness because of thls orlentatlon toward
separateness acqulred durlng development Rules are
dinecessary when one s prlmary focus is on potentlal confllct v

»'they prov1de-the "art1f1c1alhllnksﬂ (p. 98) between persons.f
T7;The emphas1s on separatlon, conflict‘ and rules is less’
'ilproblematlc for glrls. .They'alsovlearn the 1mportance of

‘ connectlons~w1th others,»cOoperation, and care.

| For Gllllgan, the problem of the d1ffer1ng moral levels
:of women and men on Kohlberg =3 hlerarchy 1s ‘not just in
}flndlng women developmentally 1nadequate, 1t is plac1ng
women 1n the same developmental model at all. Accordlng to

,Gllllgan (1977 1982), women actually progress along a

o idlfferent developmental path from men.

Gllllgan proposes an alternatlve sequence of stages to

k‘descrlbe female moral development based upon the morallty of



l-'care and relatlonshlps., The first‘level isran ethicvofr:'

"fifcarlng for the self in order to ensure surv1va1. Thev'

d'?tran51tlon from the flrst level to the second replaces ‘

‘ 1se1flshness w1th respon51b111ty. At this next level 1s the;,

'”lf"maternal" ethlc that assumes respons1b111ty for others'

}welfare and values care and respon51b111ty. Thls is the

level of the conventlonal v1ew of women -as care-takers and

' 'ffl[protectors.} Concern for others often entalls self-sacrlflce

'and the need for approval (typlcal of Kohlberg s stage

ii:pthree) vIn the second trans1tlon, women begln to see that a

*r{morallty of care must 1nclude care of self as well aS'g

o gothers.~ At the thlrd and hlghest level the need to take

‘-Cfcare of oneself 1ncludes an empha51s on the 1nterconnectlon

:wdfbetween other and self (Brabeck 1986 Gllllgan, 1977

;:p1982) | |

Gllllgan s theory of the morallty of care andv
’drespon51b111ty grew out of her work w1th young women., By“

*dtllstenlng to women s dlscus51ons of their own real llfe
;moral confllcts, Gllllgan recognlzed that women s concerns

Ecentered on care and response to others.' ThlS led to the L

'vg‘deflnltlon of the morallty of care as personal and

"rlcontextual as opposed to the morallty of justlce whlch is

;7abstract and absolute.p Gllllgan s open-ended 1nterv1ew

"”method contlnued to e11c1t materlal supportlng her

'i*contentlon of the morallty of care as a women s morallty



' Her or1g1na1 research 1nvolved 1nterv1ew1ng women who

o were fac1ng a dec1s1on about whether or not to have an

abortlon (Gllllgan, 1977 1982, Gllllgan & Belenky, 1980).
”;'Since'then_she.and hervcolleagues_have expanded and refined
- the theory by_interviewingﬁadolescent girls»about5their real
| moralicOncerns (Gilligan;fLyonsl& Hanmer} 1990);vasking both
‘adolescent boys and glrls to explaln thelr moral‘p051tlon

| us1ng Aesop s fables (Johnston,‘1988), 1nterv1ews of male
;'andffemale chlldren, adolescents, and adults about the self
’Land morallty (Gllllgan & Attanuccx, 1988; Lyons, 1983),

: analy21ng adolescents' journals durlng a Holocaust awareness

“class (Bardlge, 1988), 1nd1v1dua1 interviews w1th urban

'yﬂ.youth about thelr experlences of unfalrness (Bardldge, Ward

f.Gllllgan, Taylor & Cohen, 1988) and urban v1olence (Ward

v';5.1988), and a study of ‘women. lawyers (Jack & Jack, 1988)

"The flndlngs 1n each of these studles support the theory
fjthat females tend to be more care oriented whlle males tend
thto eXhlblt the ]ustlce perspectlve.
| Other researchrcomparlng genders on‘moralforientationv;

fshow confllctlng results (Brabeck 1989) The:research

‘:c1ted above focused on moral orlentatlon and used

‘f_;predomlnantly 1nterv1ew methods. Some studles have

ideveloped methodology attemptlng to comblne Kohlberg s stage
b:ydevelopment/justlce focus model and Gllllgan s orlentatlon
"by gender model Pratt, Goldlng and Hunter (1984) used

”:ﬁKohlberg s Moral Judgment 1nstrument a vers1on of the Bem



",Sex'RolérInventory‘(BSRl), and'the¢Personal'Attributes

1‘5Quest10nna1re (PAQ) and found llmlted ev1dence of sex

°nd1fferences 1n moral orlentatlon only at the pr1nc1pled

l_level of moral judgment and no ev1dence of overall stage

Q;dlfferences by sex. Smetana (1984) crltlclzes Pratt et al.

'»_saylng that Gllllgan s the51s cannot be adequately tested

'~w1th1n Kohlberg s system and that any sex dlfferences found.
_are to some extent an artlfact of Kohlberg s scorlng system;‘
,;(For a more comprehen51ve rev1ew of the problems comparlng
» the two systems,»methodology and scorlng, the reader 1s
-t‘ referred to Brabeck 1983 1986~) o | |

| Frledman, Roblnson, and Frledman‘(1987) also attempted
;ﬁd eompare moral orlentatlon and gender u51ng 1tems
;;constructed from both Kohlberg s . and Gllllgan s descrlptlons
”of a mature moral response plus the PAQ, they too found no
nsex dlfferences.:j | |

| Research on Kohlberg s.stage theory has a‘longer

'hlstory than research on moral orlentatlon. Some of~the

”ii”earller studles us1ng the Kohlberglan system support the

'“zitheory of gender dlfferences 1n moral reasonlng (Kohlberg &

'":Kramer, 1969) 1nclud1ng ‘some mentloned in a rev1ew of 45 '

'studles (Snarey, 1985) Other studles have found no

T',edlfferences between females and males (Colby, Kohlberg,

SRG1bbs, & Lleberman, 1983, Damon, 1988v Gllllgan,v1986;
}7Lur1a, 1986 Murphy & Gllllgan,‘1980 Rest 1975 Rest

J',‘1986a, Rest Thoma Moon & Getz, 1986, Snarey, 1985; Walker,;

10



‘1984vaalker; 1986a; Walker, de Vries & Trevethan, 1987).
o ﬁhen~différences'arévcited théy uéually disappear when class
(Luria, 1986),'eduqa£ion, and oécupéfion (Walker, 1984) are
controiled. | |

There'has'been,no satisfactofy resolution of the.debafé
over gender differences and moral reasoning‘prima:ily
because sérious questions still abound regarding définitions
‘vand‘methOdology. | |

Moral Developmentuand Cross-Culturél Evidence
Thé criterion of cfoss—culturél'universalify of

Kohlberg's'development stage theory is also consistently
debated. Researéh e?idénée by Kohlbérg and his associates
provides consiétent’support for the hierarchical theory and
‘its‘applicqbility to other cultures. For example,‘Kohlberg
and‘Kramer'(1969),report research done on middle—Class‘urban
boys in the U.S.; Taiwan, and Mexico and village‘bOYS in
Turkey ahd Yucatan as evidence supporting their claim of
universal‘application. Other studies provide general
’supportvfor Kohlberg's;thebry,bthdugh some with reservationé
| (Boyes & Walker, 1988; Kohlberg, 1971:'Koh1berg & Kaﬁffmah,
'i987} Kohlbefg‘& Krémer, 1969; Nisan & Kohlberg, 1982; Rest,
‘-;986b;usnarey;>1985;“Snarey,-Reimer, & Kohlberg, 1984; |
Vasudev & Hummel, 1987). -

' dther theoriéts; however, dispute the assertion of the
universality of Kohlberg's moral sﬁages. Onuf (1987)

explains that the structure of rights and duties which

11



’l”define individuality may5be equated with the liberal culture
viovaestern'industrial societies. Onuf's highest type of

»rule is the commltment rule, with its. rec1procat1ve

”obllgatlons, which he places at the same level as Kohlberg s
',_postconventlonal leyel. Although onuf cr1t1c1zes_Koh1berg
lforyseveral_theoretical inconsistencies, his language of
rules'is‘similar~tovKohlberg's language-of justice,'both of
yhich‘are,placeduat the highest leVel‘of'development and
both of which ha'Ve b'e'en' identified with males.

Stlll other theorlsts argue that notlons of what is
moral depend upon one s soc1al (Damon, 1988), historical
.(Kerber, 1986), and polltlcal (Ruddick, 1987) context.

gDamon (1988) 01tes anthropologlcal research from Kenyan and
‘k‘Indlan cultures to demonstrate that moral 1mperat1ves vary
w1th the culture and the act1v1t1es necessary to the
7~soc1ety s surv1val. Schweder, Mahapatra, and Mlller (1987)
nnote that 1tems of moral concern are .so vastly dlfferent to

'Indlan chlldren than to their western counterparts ‘that

"}fthere 1s llttle congruence between the moral developmental

'-.stages of the two cultures.‘ "Vasudev and Hummel (1987),.

.y;whlle supportlng the cross-cultural generallty of Kohlberg s

model in thelr research also u51ng Ind1an chlldren, note
that there are some 1ssues in morality which are not
‘accounted for:;n”Kohlbergvs overly-formallzed theory of

moral reasoning.

12



15 Boyes and Walker (1988) challenge the unlversallty

"Qrclalm on the grounds that the theory mlsses or mlsconstrues

'hfnsome 51gn1f1cant moral concepts from several cultures.
Baumrlnd (1986) goes even further in cr1t1c121ng

lKohlberg s assertlon of unlversallty clalmlng that h1s

. .'deflnltlon 1s restrlctlve ‘and cannot be accurately applled

;to females or 01tlzens of Second ‘and Third. World countrles.v

~ She descrlbes ‘a tra1t shared by both Buddhlsts and Marx1sts,k

v"the understand1ng of the self as embedded in the social

~;:structure~a ThlS empha51s on the 1nd1v1dual as soc1ally
'fembedded rather than as autonomous and self centered is-

d;,generally a53001ated w1th females 1n Western cultures.

| Moody—Adams (1991) crltlclzes Kohlberg = attempts at

”;the,unlversal appllcatlon of hls theory as an error in the

- d1rectlon of over51mp11flcatlon, a kind of reductlonlsm that

vprohlblts a. plurallty of voices: necessarlly characteristic
,,of a mature soc1ety, a plurallty of voices from both sexes
and various cultures.

Gllllgan s cr1t1c1sms of Kohlberg are echoed by these

'ﬁfwrlters.i Her morallty of care has been argued to be a valid

'descrlptlon of women s morallty The purpose of this study
is ‘to extend‘the>;nvest1gatlon of the morality of care to
iinclude members of ethniC‘minorities who may share some of

the same characterlstlcs w1th women that cause them to

' ’_operate from an ethlc of care.,

13



.*Moral Orlentatlon and Ethnlc Mlnorltles'

There has been 11tt1e research on moral orlentatlon and y

h minor;ty culture.or class. The cross—cultural research on

’fmoralfdevelopmentthas'usually been done w1th members of the
domlnant culture or class and thus cannot be generallzed to
' ethnlc mlnorlty cultures.: | |

‘ Tronto (1987) argues ‘that the morallty Gllllgan

- 1dent1f1ed with women mlght be better 1dent1f1ed with
vsubordlnate or mlnorlty status.'"Clrcumstantlal ev1dence

:strongly suggests that the moral views of mlnorlty group S

‘*_members in ‘the Unlted States are much more likely to be

*l;characterlzed by an. ethlc of care than by an ethlc of
5just1ce" (Tronto,71987 p.‘650)

It is: usually the domlnant cultural group, whlch in our
'f?soc1ety would be. wh1te males,iwho make the rules ‘and deflne
:the justlce that all of soc1ety must llve by. Females and
Tboth men and women of ethnlc m1nor1t1es have hlstorlcally

vbeen allotted pos1tlons subordlnate to white males. It has

" been their jOb to take care of the domlnant class (e. g., as

"w1ves and servants) wh11e belng dependent upon them for
‘economlc support. G1111gan (1982) describes it as "a social
.fsystem of relatlonshlps that sustaln economlc dependence and
;soc1al subordlnatlon" for women and comments on how "class,

race, and ethnlclty are used to justlfy and ratlonallze the

'rfcontlnulng 1nequa11ty of an economlc system that beneflts

'some at'others' expense" (p..169). The "others" at whose‘
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afhexpense the majorlty beneflt must also sustaln themselves. ’

Tf}gFor many that sustenance res1des in their own networks of

lcare establlshed to preserve a sense. of self 1n face of what:
xthey may percelve as an oppress1ve soc1ety.‘ For example,
gang membershlp 1s a soc1a1 network establlshed by a:
‘cultural mlnorlty (usually young and often of an ethnlc
vmlnorltyvgroup) deslgned to control both communlty'and-
,personvidentity;thomen's.Support groups oftenmperform the
same function. o ) |
It'is.reasonable to consider that if the same factors
Which-cause-women tofoperate from a care perspectiye'are
‘ also functlonal for both women and men of ethnlc mlnorltles,'
‘then the care orlentatlon can be generallzed beyond the -
vlssue of gender to 1nc1ude dlfferent mlnorlty groups.
Harding (l987) afflrms the 51ml1ar1t1es between

Gilligan's theory and Africanist theories. Among both

feminists and AfricaniSts, there is a,tendency'to set one's - -

group apart from the‘dominant class of_whfte.European.males.’
"Bothﬂgender and race are social and historlcal categories,b
‘and the larger'social_context can account for these
differences—-gender and raCial--as'structured by oppression
and exploitation; As Harding says, ", . . we shouldbeXpect
white, bourgeois, European men to haye cognitive’styles and
a world view that 1s dlfferent from the cogn1t1ve styles and
world views of those whose daily act1v1t1es permlt the

direction of'soc1a1 life by those men" (1987, P 310).
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Stack (1974, 1986) comments that in her research with

'~ Blacks in both thefurban setting‘andvreturning migrants to -

'the,rural South there'istlittle consistency with Gilligan's
= theory of care vs-‘justiCe'orientation by gender |

F"differentiation. Rather than d1fferences between women and

7,1men, Black women and men have a very 51m11ar experlence of

‘;71c1ass, "that is a s1m11ar relatlonshlp to productlon,

employment and materlal and economlc rewards"‘(1986 P.
.f 322).( Both women and men emphas1ze the strength and

nimportance of klnShlp.tleS, relatlonshlps, and_networks of

vi'care.

Tronto (1987) dlscusses the s1m11ar1t1es between ethnlc
: mlnorltles' and women s descrlptlons of moral behav1or and

bthe theory of care. She c1tes researchers such as Robert

~ vColes and h1s dlscuss1ons with Chlcano, Esklmo, and Native

Amerlcan Indlan chlldren and John Langston Gwaltney and his
o work with Blacks. For these Chlcano, Esklmo, Natlve
’Amerlcan chlldren and Blacks, care and respect for others
a»takes precedence over other values.
. Tronto also quotes Jackson (1982) who contrasts the
_H"analytlcal loglcal cognltlve, ratlonal step by step"
kthlnklng of Europeans and Euro-Amerlcans with Afrlcan
_thlnk;ng:wh;ch‘relles,on,"syncretlstlc reasonlng( intuitive,
lholistic, affectiVeﬁ patterns of thought’in mhich |
"comprehen51on comes through sympathy" (Tronto, p. 651).

luAnother theorlst Nobles (01ted 1n Tronto, 1987), relates
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athis‘different‘manner of thihking style to black’Americans'
} concept offthe self; vAccording tc'Nobles this view of self
stressesu"adsense_of 'cooperaticn;i 'interdependence, ' and
'*collective responsibility;' as‘the extehded self‘“: Tronto
,'notes the strlklng 51m11ar1t1es between th1s language and
that ‘of Lyons (1983 1990) in def;nlng.women S care
perspective - (see Table 1). o
| Tronto explalns these.dlfferences by referrlng to
. social context. ,Wh;te women and-mlnorlty men and women have
yv:primaryvresponsibility for taking care of others in our
‘dscciety; This-naturaliydieads to the develcpment ofhan
'ethic of carexand the valuihg,of‘care activities} According
;toiTronto,aﬁThe dearth of caretaking experiences'makes
“priviieged males morailyfaeprived. Their experiences
uisleadrthem tc think that ﬁoral beliefs can'be expressed ih
‘»abstract unlversallstlc terms as if they were purely
.cognltlve questlons, llke mathematlcal formulae" (p. 652)
| The" questlon of whether moral perspectlves dlffer by
.gender or ethnlclty is far from answered; much of the
vex1st1ng research on gender presents confllctlng ev1dence.
‘There has been llttle actual research 1dent1fy1ng moral
ivorlentatlon by ethnlc group or class. Thls-study cont;nues

with the collectlon of data on dlfferences 1n moral

’-17perspect1ve to determlne whether in this sample women's

r-:responses dlffer-from men's in plac1ng;greater empha51s on

";care,_and'WHether the responses of people from'contemporary_e
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: mt;ethnlc mlnorlty groups 1n the U S.‘show ‘a greater emphas1s

"fon care compared to Cauca51ans, the majorlty culture.

| 'MQMM |

i Because much of the Kohlberg—Gllllgan debate centers on
-thelr dlfferlng methodologles, it is. 1mportant to examine

:each one and 1ook at how other researchers have attempted to

'f:Vzref1ne and bulld upon each system.

To*measure moral development Kohlberg'and his
lffcolleagues developed an. elaborate system published in
utrev1sed form in 1987 1n two volumes as The Measurement of
‘fMoral Development (Colby & Kohlberg, 1987) : Thelrﬁ"standard
Issue Moral Judgment Interv1ew ‘and Scorlng System"'is basedv
v‘on the developmental sequence postulated in Kohlberg's
'theory of moral Judgment and consists of lengthy interviews
| w1th individuals in whlch each subject reads or is read a
'moral dllemma and asked to respond The content of these'
responses is carefully analyzed to match it to the
"correspondlng level on thevhlerarchy. One popular
Kohlbergian dllemma Whichlis also’used«in most subsequent
“cresearch in moraladevelopment is the "Heinz" dilemma (see
AppendiiVA) In this d11emma Heinz must decide whether or
‘not to steal in order to save his dylng w1fe. | |
vb The development of Kohlberg s system of scoring spanned
a 30—year t1me perlod durlng which numerous studles, both
cross-sectlonal and longltudlnal were undertaken to refine

'and validate the system (Colbyf& Kohlberg, 1987, Colby,
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'lfgbKohlberg, Glbbs, & Lleberman, 1983, Gllllgan, Kohlberg,~

QLerner, &~Belenky, 1971 lean & Kohlberg, 1982, Snarey,
‘iRelmer, & Kohlberg, 1984) Although this system remains rn
jw1de use, attempts were made to 51mp11fy 1t for researchers
dtfand practlctloners (e g. Porter, 1972 ’West & Bursor, 1984))
nand to make 1t more objectlve (Rest 1975 1§Séa}d1986b)”'
James Rest derlved hlS Def1n1ng Issues Test (DIT) from
’ Kohlberg's work but dlffered on methodology (1975, 1986a,
’h1986b) Rather than an 1nterv1ew procedure, the DIT |
ﬁd7resembles a multlple-ch01ce test.“ Rest uses some of the
rpsame dllemmas as Kohlberg, 1nclud1ng the Helnz dllemma but
' each 1s accompanled by a set of 1tems derlved from 1nterv1ew

’materlal to whlch subjects respond. The 1tems are carefully

."jdes1gned to represent the dlfferent con51derat10ns that are

dlagnostlc of dlfferent schemes of falrness (1 e.; moral

/~hjudgment stages) and derlved so that subjects focus on the
“form of argument rather than on’ the actlon advocated by the

ﬁ’fdllemma‘questlon. Subjects read each of'three or six story :
;dllemmas and are asked to 1nd1cate how 1mportant (on a flve-

R’{p01nt scale) each of the twelve dec1s1on 1tems is to
‘dec1d1ng the dllemma., After more than 500 studles u51ng the
VDIT Rest (1986a) concludes that the test is a va11d
llndlcator of moral stage.'

| | Gllllgan s 1nterv1ew method, based on Plaget s method>

was 1n1t1a11y less structured that Kohlberg s system.

Rather than present subjects w1th hypothet1cal dllemmas,
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;f_Gllllgan would ask them about their own personal moral
kconcerns. Gllllgan has been crltlclzed for her lack of an
v;ob]ectlve scorlng system, her rellance on subjectlve content

‘ana1y51s of both 11terary works and her subjects' own

'stories make 1t difficult to establish a data base and

'repllcate her flndlngs (Brabeck 1986 Lurla, 1986 Smetana,"‘
- 1984; Vasudev,.1988) : o
s Partly to address thlS problen, Lyons (1983 1990)
ydeveloped a system that operatlonallzed the dlstlnctlon
’between the care focus and the justice focus as they
appeared in subjects' descriptions of realnllfe dilemmas.
,This»system is summarized in Table 1, "The Logic of Two
ﬁoral Perspectives." Lyons' scoring system has been the
basis for analysis of much of the’recent research on moralk
orlentatlon, 1nc1ud1ng this research 1nvest1gatlon.
Other researchers have used combinations of techniques

' to make comparlsons between Gilligan's and Kohlberg s
‘systems more rellable (e.qg. comparlng moral stages andbmoral
orlentatlons using both real-life and hypothetlcal dilemmas,
Walker, de Vries, & Trevethan, 1987) . Frledman, Robinson,
and Friedman (1987) developed a system attempting to bridge
the gap between Kohlberg and‘Gilliganmwhich was used as part
- of the procedures’forvthe current investigation.‘ They
. constructed thelr moral reasonlng instrument from Rest's DIT
u51ng dilemmas (1nc1ud1ng Helnz) which also appeared 1n'

Kohlberg s work. The main difference is that the items in
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.Table 1 The Loglc of Two Moral Perspectlves (adapted from
,_Lyons, 1990,vpp. 46 47) : '

The perspectlve of response (care) in relatlonshlps
N ‘ versus
‘ The perspectlve of rlghts (Justlce) in relatlonshlps

'Perspectlve toward other-- :
care See others in their own terms, contexts
]ustlce - See others as one would like to be seen;
in quallty and rec1proc1ty :

‘ 'Conceptlon of self-in-relation to others--
care - Interdependent in relation to others
justlce ' . Autonomous/equal/1ndependent in relatlon
o : - to others

:Ideas and 1mages of relatlonshlps--'

, care S Attachment through response;
T S interdependence of people 1n
~relationships; concern with »
responsiveness, isolation of people;
-+ relationships as webs :
justice Attachment through roles, obllgatlon,
' 'duty, concern with equality and fairness
in relationships; relatlonshlps as '
hlerarchles

Ways of thlnklng/know1ng--

care _ Partlcularlstlc, contextual; questlon

o posing; suspended judgment; use of
dialogue, discussion; goal is
understanding; thlnklng and feellng help

: ) : together
justice ‘Objective; generallzlng, abstract;

' ’ ruleseeking; goal is to critique, to
analyze, . to answer question, to prove;
thinking: and feellng seen as needlng to
be separated :

Interpersonal ideas and processes--
.care = Interdependent, empha51s on discussion
-and llstenlng in order to understand
T ‘others in own contexts
"+ justice - = Objective; role-related; in order to
N - maintain fairness and ‘equality in
deallng w1th others

21



dFriedman et al.'s checklist were constructed from Kohlberg s
and Gllligan s descriptions of the moral choice.
' Spe01fically, 1tems from Kohlberg's 1978 manual (cited in
Friedman, Robinson, Friedman, 1987) addressed the issues of
moral prinCiples'applicable to all individuals, rational’
‘ standards applicable to a particular 51tuation, the relation
of values to each other, the relation of human rights to the
law, rights of 1nd1v1duals, and the right of the individual
‘to make autonomous value decisions. Itens derived from
Gilligan (1982) focused on actual consequences for people
‘involved in the situation, the:effects on specifiC’
relationships, the particular context and/or nature of the
people involVed, a person's willingness to sacrifice versus
selfishness, the obligation to exercise care in
relationships, and the obligation to avoid hurt. Subjects
were asked to rate the importance of each item in making a
decision about the dilemma.
Worthley (in press) used a similar technique in her

vresearch on moral orientation and science persistance but
added the step of having subjects generate their own
considerations from each dilemma to be rated.‘ The
methodology of Friedman, Robinson, and Friedman (1987) and
Worthley (in press) proVided the basis for the procedures
and instruments osed in the cnrrent study. The present
study employs a methodology that operationalizes key

terminology from the theories of both Kohlberg and Gilligan
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\1n a format Wthh seeks to reduce subjectlve experlmenter

zf‘blas 1nherent 1n a stralght 1nterv1ew format.

v,injypotheses

One hypothe51s of th1s study concerns the relatlonshlp

wﬁf;ffbetween moral orlentatlon and gender._ Spe01f1cally, 1t was

'h"glexpected that females would score 1tems reflectlng the care

‘fjforlentatlon hlgher than males and conversely males would
*iscore 1tems reflectlng the justlce orlentatlon hlgher than
f,;females.yc;?;fy . | . | |

| »The major hypothe51s of the study extends the theory of‘

";vmoral orlentatlon to 1nclude members of ethnlc mlnorlty

'"fgroups. Itjwas hypothe51zed that members of ethnlc

KEf‘ml.orltles (Non Caucas1ans) would rate 1tems representlng

‘?*fthe care orlentatlon hlgher than would the ethnlc majorlty

(Cauca51ans) Conversely, Cauca51ans would score items

‘Tygrepresentlng the justlce orlentatlon more 1mportant than

'vawould Non Caucas1ans.

QIn addltlon 1t was expected that females would tend to-

"1VUSe the care orlentatlon more than the justlce orlentatlon'

'ftand*that ethnlc mlnorltles would use the care: orlentatlon

jmore than the justlce orlentatlon..




' METHOD
~'éubjectsh”'

student part1c1pants were recrulted prlmarlly from

a{f Engllsh classes at Vlctor Valley College and San Bernardlno:

lvnValley College. Engllsh class students were chosen because
fall students are. requlred to take Engllsh and some degree of”'

s yself-selectlon mlght be av01ded by u51ng these students as fr

"”?;subjects.f One hlstory class was also used "In order to

ri’;extend the sample beyond students, a. small sample of

"profess1onals, faculty and admlnlstrators from the same two

'{colleges were also 1nv1ted to partlclpate.

:hOne reason that communlty college students were used is
?fithat communlty colleges attract a widely dlverse populatlon
nﬁln terms of ethn1c1ty, age, soc1oeconom1c status, and

lfgender, 'Slnce most of the prev1ous research was done with

i_ﬁmlddle class and upper mlddle class subjects 1n adolescence

:and early adulthood and often exclus1vely male or female
'school populatlons, 1t seemed approprlate to expand the

Ulresearch base to 1nclude a. more dlverse sample. An

";;advantage of us1ng communlty college students over public

"5Qf{un1ver51ty students 1s that the1r very d1vers1ty means that

v*_thelr perspectlves are not as controlled ‘as students in the

';‘;more tradltlonal settlng. Communlty college students may

*Tfhave goals other than the tradltlonal four-year degree--
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}vocational goals, personal enrichment and basic'and/or
;remedial education--which could translate 1nto alternative
kperspectives. | | |
o There were a total -of 211 experlmental subjects.v
Females = 143 (686), Males = 68 (32%), Non—Cauca51ans = 92
(44%); Caucasians'= 119 (56%) These larger groups 1nc1uded”
the follow1ng suboroups. Female Non—Ca_ucasians'vs 62 (29%);
‘Female Cauca51ans = 81 (38%)‘Male NonfCaucasians = .30 (14%)(
»Male Caucasians = 38 (18%)' |
| Although subjects were asked for their spec1fic ethnic
-1dent1f1cation, there were not suff1c1ent numbers in any of
the subgroups for meaningful analy51s.o The NonfCauca51an
'groupS‘representing‘ethnicvminorities‘included African
.American/Blacks,1Hispanic/Latinos, American Indians,
Asian/Pacific'Islanders, and‘Other.
Materials |
The project consisted of three phases. In'all three
phases subjectS'Were informed'that the purpose of the study
was to find out what criteria people‘used in making
decisions. (The word "moral" was dellberately not used in
order to av01d popular meanlngs of the word which could
1nf1uence subjects' responses ) The decisions subjects were
asked to make 1nvolved ‘four moral dilemmas Where any
decision made»had both good and bad aspects. vOne's values
would determine which'aspects were‘more aCceptable than

others.
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Four story dllemmas (See Appendlx A) were constructed

“to be used as the stlmull for the dec151on-mak1ng 1tems.

' The first dllemma,ﬁ"HEINZ's Dllemma," was taken from

i""Kohlberg s Moral Judgment Interv1ew scorlng manual (Colby &

.h_Kohlberg, 1987) and has been used: 1n much of the subsequent
'f;research on moral maturlty and moral orlentatlon. It served
.v:as the model upon whlch the other three dllemmas were
ﬁVpatterned :“HEINZ's Dllemma" is hypothetlcal the other.
three are real cases but wrltten to sound hypothetlcal so
bthat the subjects would not readlly recognlze ‘them and use
’lany prev1ous knowledge they mlght have of the cases in
‘°mak1ng the1r de01s1ons. The dllemmas were wrltten to be
approx1mately the same length and level of dlfflculty.
szhey were also balanced by the gender of the "de01s1on-
':maker" and the "v1ct1m."". |
“ "HEINZ's Dllemma" concerns a man ‘in Europe whose wife
-,1s dylng ; Heinz is unable to buy the drug that might save
her llfe and con51ders stealing the drug although it means
,breaklng the law.

| The second dllemma, "CAROL's Dilemma" is about a
teacher who must dec1de whether or not to glve a pass1ng
ﬂgrade to a’ student Larry, a star football player unable to
,‘master the course, even though he has trled hard. Carol
knows that a pass1ng .grade may help h1m become a success 1n

'llfe whlle a falllng‘grade w1ll end h1s chances at an -
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’education and good job. This dilemma is based on an actual
‘ experience of the author.

‘v"LAURA's Dllemma" was prlnted in the Los Angeles Times

d"newspaper February 22 1991 ‘as "The Ch01ce‘ Her Country or

Her Chlldren" (Lev1ne, 1991) Thls is a true story of a

" young mother forced to de01de whether or not to obey the law

Wﬂand go w1th her unlt to serve 1n the Persian Gulf or to stay
vtyhome‘w1th her young chlldren who have already lost one
:parent to the Gulf war. | ‘ _
"DR. JOHNSON'S Dllemma" is actually that of Dr. Timothy
qu111 as reported in the Los Angeles Tlmes March 8 and March
17, 1991 and elsewhere. Dr; Qu111 is the doctor who helped
. the young leukemia v1ct1m to overdose on sleeplng pllls.‘ |
i His story focused nat;onal_attentlon onrthe right of
B individuals to‘choose their own death and'the right of a
‘dOCtor to aid in thatfdecisiOn for-reasons of compassion.
~ Subjects in all phases;Were asked toyread~these’four_
dilemmas.’ (See“Appendidi for the exact presentation:of the
_Tdilemmas.) ) | |
'Procedures
The procedures 1ncluded three phases adapted from
similar procedures used.by Rest‘(1986b), Fr;edman,;Rob1nSon,
iﬂfand Friedman (1987), and:Worthley (in’press)- ‘The first two
:phasesawere‘used‘tongeneratevand'label the considerationS'to
ibe used 1n the experlmental phase. Subjects who Were peers j

| of the experlmental subjects were used to generate and label
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*"the‘considerations in an»attempt'at a compromise between the

fsubjeCtive‘free1y4generated'reSponSes»of Gilligan and Lyons

and the objectlve formats used by Kohlberg and Rest.

Phase I.» Thlrty-four students in two Engllsh classes

V'r;‘were asked to read each of the four exper1menta1 dllemmas

tand artlculate the problem in each one. _Next they were.

'asked‘tozllst six thlngs/ldeas,they would have to take into
'consideration-invorder to resolﬁe the dilemma.= They had tO,.
bllst these six "cons1deratlons" in order of 1mportance from
d'most 1mportant to least 1mportant.v ‘The packet 1nc1uded a
1 sample page w1th an example paragraph and llst of ranked
acon51deratlons so. students would understand what they were
vto do (See Appendlx A) For thls example,; Rest's sample
Jdllemma was adapted (1986a) o |

For each of the four dllemmas, five of the most

ﬂ:commonly llsted con51deratlons 111ustrat1ng the care
v,orlentatlon and ffyenof the most commonly listed
‘considerations;illustrating‘the justice orientation were
‘included in Phase II. For this purpose the author used
"language'adapted from'Lyonsh(1990) to match subject
responses‘to the two orientations,(see Table i’and Appendix
B). | B ,‘ | o
"‘ ‘Phase II. The purpose of Phase II was to verlfy the
:'as51gnment of each of the con51deratlons to elther the care
or: the justlce orlentatlon. A dlfferent group of 38

subjects read each of the same four dllemmas. This t1me
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‘alheach:dilemma was followed‘bylthe ten consideratiOns'

ygeneratedmin Phase I, f1ve 111ustrat1ng the care orlentatlon,
5and flve the Justlce orlentatlon as judged by the author._;'k
fThe order of the con51deratlons ‘was randomly determlned by
the throw of a d1e.

| The dlrectlons for thlS phase 1ncluded a descrlptlon of

- each orlentatlon and an example but not the Justlce or care .

n':;label.v Instead they were labeled Patterns (of Response) A

;,and B. Subjects were asked to 1nd1cate which pattern, A or
VB each con51deratlon matched and how closely they felt 1t
matched by marklng one of f1ve places on the line from

J.t"deflnltely A" to "deflnltely B." The language and examples
v(from the Heinz dllemma) used as the model for matchlng thev
‘ucon51deratlons were adapted from Lyons (1990) In order to-
Vcontrol for order effects half of the subjects read the:care

‘t.example f1rst and half read the justice example first (See

’;Appendlx B)

v For each of the four dllemmas, the three con51deratlons
’:judged by thlS group as most strongly matchlng the. care
forlentatlon and the three "conslderatlons" judged most |

fstrongly matchlng the justlce orlentatlon were included in

B Phase III the experlmental phase of the progect.

Phase III.T The experlmental subjects recelved the four
fsbdllemmas,.each w1th the 51x cons1deratlons 1lsted 1n ‘random
forder. Subjects had to 1ndlcate on a L1kert-type scale how

“1mportant each "con51deratlon" was to them in dec1d1ng the
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resolutlon ef the dllemma froﬁ'"Least Important“'(value of
‘dl) to "Very Important" (value of 5). They were also asked
_whether or not the protagonlst should execute the dec151on
sibelng con51dered. (See Appendlx C) |

Flnally, subjects were asked to 1nd1cate their

"ab,ethnlclty, gender, 1ncome level, and age but were 1nstructed

v-not'to'1nclude~the1r;names in»drder tovassure subject -

. ;aﬁOnymity{
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'RESULTS
Subjects read four dllemmas and rated six

ti"cons1deratlons" for each dllemma accordlng to how 1mportant

:uffthey felt each con51deratlon was to the satlsfactory

~.resolutlon of the problem. For each con51deratlon the‘range_'

o of scores p0551b1e was from 1 (Least Important) to 5 (Very

“r[f;Important) The three care scores and the three justlce

'”f;scores for each dllemma were summed and averaged resultlng

°“?4j1n a mean care score and a mean justlce score for each

;dllemma. Total care and Total justlce scores across dllemmas,_
:‘were also calculated : Slnce the hypotheses called for
;ﬂcomparlsons between gender and ethnlc groups,»the mean
‘dﬁscores are presented in group comparlson tables by dilemma
'f‘(Tables 2-5) and across dllemmas (Table 6)
iJAna1y51s of Varlance f | | | |
L Two-way ANOVAs were conducted for care and. for justlce
T:byvgender and ethnlc group on each dllemma and for each

lorlentatlon across dllemmas.‘ The results 1ndlcate partlal

lh~support for the relatlonshlp between gender and moral

ﬁ'or1entatlon and strong support for the ass001at10n of ethnlc-

"group and moral orlentatlon.
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Table 2 | o
-Mean‘Scores‘onbthe HEINZ Dilemma care vs. justice
.‘Ofientation by Gender and Ethnic Group

‘Caucasians  Non-Caucasians  Total by

Gender

care
. Females  3.82 407 3.93%

Males S 3.33 3.82 . 3.52

- JUSTICE
 Females  2.89 3.41 3.12

Males 2.69 3.28 ~2.95

Total by Ethnic Group
care  3.66 o 3.99%

~ Justice - .2.83 | 3.37%
*p<.01.

Note. Scores range from 1 (Least Important)

to 5 (Very Important)
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Table 3 et |
~ Mean Scores on thebéAROL Dilemma care vs. justice
 Orientation by Gender and Ethnic Group

 Caucasians Non-Caucasians Total by

Gender

‘care _
. Females  3.75 4.00  3.86

‘Males 3.70 . 3.67 . ~3.70

‘JUSTICE,, |
Females  3.43 3.78 ~ 3.58

 Males 3.24 - 3.81 . 3.50

"»;?Lf T6ta1 bx Ethnic Group"
- ~care ! 3.74 . 3.89

 Justice 3.37 3.79%
#p<.0l.

~ Note. Scores.range from 1:(Least Important)

_to 5 (Very Important)
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mportant)




" Table 5 , | |
Meén Scores Qh the JOHNSON Dilemma care vs. justice

‘"inehtatiqh by Gehderrand:thnic Group

Caucasians _ ~ Ndn-Caucasiaps»  Total by

'fGénder

. care
' Females  3.88 4.09 O 3.91%

'Males . 3.38 3.87 3.60

 JUSTICE
. Females = 3.65 3.86 3.74

Males ~  3.38 . 3.86 3,58

' Total by Ethnic Group
care - 3.72 . 4.02%

' Justice . 3.56 - 3.86
| *p<.0l.

'JNote.;"chres ranqevfrbm 1 (Least Important)

, “.tov5>(Very Iﬁportant)



‘Caucasians  Non-Caucasians Total by

Gender

. Females  3.73 3.97 . 3.83%

Males  3.42 3.78 3,57

‘Females  3.200 = 3.54 3.35

Ccare  3.63 3, 91*

. Justice 3.13  3.53%

"-%p<;01,7*'5

'*75};N6te;. Scores range from 1 (Least Important):’

:ﬁ;to 5 (Very Important)




Cender and care;‘ Results 1ndlcate s1gn1flcant main
effects for gender for care on the HEINZ dllemma, 2(1,204) =f
11.53 Q<.01;‘on the'JOHNSON’dllemma; F(1, 206)~=f9.16
p< 01, and on the TOTAL care score across dllemmas, F(1,203)

10 76, p< 01. Females scored 51gn1f1cant1y hlgher on care
than-males.: There were no- s1gn1f1cant dlfferences between
l; genders on- the CAROL or. LAURA dllemmas.v
| Gender and Justlce.' There were no 51gn1f1cant maln
f’effects for gender and "Justlce.", Males and females did not
differ slgnlf;cantly‘;n the way they"sCOred justice items on
- any of'the'dilemnas. B |
k'. Ethnic group and care.‘vThere were significant main
‘d effects for ETHNIC group for care scores on the HEINZ
~ Dilemma, F(1,204) = 9.14, p <.01; the LAURA _dilemma,
-'z(lil.,gzvo7i)’ = 7.97, p <.01; .the JOHNSON dilemma, F(1,206) =
6;83, gj<.bl;'and:on the.TOTAL:care score, F(1'203) = 13;27
P .< .01 across dilemmas.y Only the ‘CAROL dllemma showed non-
'significant results}_ Non-Cauca51ans scored hlgher than
-.Caucasians in allICaSes;, } |
» Ethnic group and Justlce. There were. s1gn1f1cant‘ma1n
Tfeffects for ETHNIC group ‘for justlce ‘scores on the HEINZ
: dllemma, F(1, 206) 16 00, p< 01; the CAROL dilemma,

F(‘l 204) = 6.65, p<.01; the IAURA dilemma, F(1, 207) = 7.6’9,"‘
rp< 01; and the TOTAL justlce score across dllemmas, F(l,zod)

'—17.40, p<.0l.: Agaln, ‘Non- Cauca51ans scored higher than
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‘Caucasians. There were nd,sigpificaﬁt'effects for ETHNIC
group and justice on thévJOHNSON dilemma.

. Interactions

ﬁﬁiﬁipiévAnaIYSés:of‘Variéﬁce (MANOVA) were conductéd on
'IéééhvdilemmaApius.the total;écroSs dilemmas to see if
‘5:subj¢ctsitended tp‘prefef’bﬁe orientation,over the other.

iThe’r"‘esult.s‘.p‘rov:ide ﬁartiallsupport for the hypdthesis that
bfémales,éxhibit‘a pfeférence;for‘the care orientation over
:ﬁhe;justicevorientation. There was a significant
. interaétién between care versus”justice and gender, with

' éafe'preferred bfvfemales, on the HEINZ dilemma, F(1,203) =
5f80,-p<.05;ion theHJCHNSON dilemma, F(1,204) = 3.96, p<.05;
.ahd;on the‘TOTAL'caré sc§re across.dileﬁmas, F(1,197) =
‘,;6;50}'p<.05;"There“werefno siéhificéht differencés between
; préferénce ofquientations for the CAROL and LAURA dilemmas.

Interactions between ethnic group and care versus

'5 jﬁSticé( iRéshlts Onfali_four dilemmas confirmed the
’hypothesié that‘Non—Caucasiané use the care more than the
jﬁstice orientation: the HEINZ dilemnma, 2(1,203) - 21.29, o
< .o05; the«CAROL‘dilemma; F,(1,204) = 6.41, p<.05; the LAURA
‘dilemma, g(l,zoi) = 14.31, p<.bs; the JOHNSON dilemma,
E(1i2°4) = 7;73; p<.05; and'the TOTAL acrdSs dilemmas,

F,(1,197) = 22.90, p<.05.
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DISCUSSION‘

The results of thls study prov1de some support for the

";fhypothe51s llnklng gender and moral orlentatlon.v Females

frated care 1tems s1gn1flcantly more 1mportant than d1d malesl'

\"‘}on the HEINZ dllemma and the JOHNSON dllemma. ‘The TOTAL

‘vvcare score across dllemmas also showed a- 51gn1f1cant blas

»ffor females who gave care con51deratlons con51stently hlgher'

| ha; ratlngs than d1d males. It 1s 1nterest1ng to note that the

h;jHEINZ and JOHNSON dllemmas were very 51m11ar in that in both-

=;;,cases a woman 1s dylng and depends upon a man to do

r*hﬂsomethlng 1llegal ‘and unethlcal to help her. in the one

'"Cfffcase, to help her llve, 1n the other to help her. dle."In'

.:”both cases, the care ethlc works to protect the person from

further harm Women, whose prlmary respon51b111ty 1t 1s to o

: vfncare for others and be concerned w1th others' wants and

ldneeds, may see these 1ssues of llfe, death or contlnued

' ﬁ'sufferlng as 1ssues requlrlng thelr serlous personal

;cons1deratlon. The other two dllemmas, LAURA and CAROL do"A

ufnot deal w1th llfe and death 1ssues, but rather w1th qualltyf

f>?of 11fe. the chlldren s mental well-belng in Laura S case,

”tharry s future in' Carol s dllemma. Perhaps, for'women

“,,;espe01ally, llfe and death 1ssues are ‘more sallent care‘

hfgilssues than the quallty of llfe._';‘
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Another poss1b111ty for these dlfferent results could-
;be an artlfact of the dllemmas themselves. The LAURA and -
fCAROL dllemmas focus on rules (e g., obedlence to authorlty
and g1v1ng a grade) whlle the HEINZ and JOHNSON dllemmas
clearly focus on the 1ssue of life versus death.
| There was notsupport for the hypothe51s that’males
would score higher on justice‘items than females. Malesvand
“,females ‘both use a justice orlentatlon,'lncludlng rules,va_
'sense of duty and obllgatlon, about equally. That is to be
expected in western soc1ety where both males and females arefv
staught to respect and conform to the law and unlversal
npr1nc1ples of justlce, where schools teach both males and
’females to be. objectlve, to analyze and to critique, and
where empha51s is placed on belng fair.

Males and females 1nternallze the norms of the society
'\regardlng rules and justlce because both groups»are taught :
them 1n a formal-settlng.; In addltlon, females are taught,
‘ymostly 1nforma11y, the ethlc of care.. It wouldrbe expected,

;therefore, that the greatest dlvergence between‘genders
;would,be-ln the areafof-care. This provedito be the case.

'Considerable support‘was-also found for the hypothesis
'llnklng ethnlc group and moral orlentatlon, however this was
:‘not always in the predlcted direction. Non-Caucasians rated
gboth»carerand justlce 51gn;flcantly more important than did
1¢aUCasians{ .ThefhypothesiS‘predicted that'Noanaucasians

would rate care items Significantly‘higher than would
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ﬁééﬁégsiang;. ThlS was found to be true for three of the four

) dllemmas plus the total across dllemmas. Contrary to

- -expectatlons,vnon-Caucas1ans also rated Justlce more

'?flmportant than d1d Cauca51ans on three of ‘the four dllemmas’

’foplus the total._ Con51stent1y, Non-Cauca51ans,‘representlng

ﬂﬁethnlc mlnorltles, scored both care and Justlce 1tems as

vkﬁ}vmore 1mportant than dld Cauca51anS, the ethnic majorlty.

One p0551ble 1nterpretat10n is that ethnlc mlnorltles

*tfﬁ*fare more sens1t1ve to both orlentatlons because of thelr

"lv:ffllfe experlences.f They may belleve that ascrlblng to the

'hfvalues of the majorlty culture 1s a way to advance in that

jifculture.f After all the eth1c of justlce, rec1procal

‘r}f;rlghts, and falrness would lead one to belleve that anyone"

Ciféwould eventually recelve h1s or her fa1r share of s001ety s

flﬂjbeneflts.: Along w1th thls, the ethlc of care. would ensure

,thhat one's needs are met in the event of a breakdown in- thev'

‘vethlc of Justlce., Ward (1988) noted th1s 1ntegratlon of
£ ‘justlce and care reasonlng in llstenlng to urban adolescents
'fﬂfdlscuss v1olence.

An alternatlve 1nterpretatlon is the one 1n whlch the

5 attltude of respon51b111ty w1th its 1nterpersonal network of

’“rycare and the focus on rlghts and 1ts system of justlce are

cfiflntegrated 1nto one. mature moral perSPeCtlve (Gllllgan 1982,

1‘}'31937 Muuss,’1988) The moral person 1s one who uses reason'

y and dellberate judgments to ensure that each person recelves



'justlce‘at the same tlme malntalnlng concern for the well-g
‘belng and care of each 1nd1v1dual (Brabeck 1986) .
Kohlberg, too, comments on the 1ntegratlon of the two
1perspect1ves in whlch members of a group act to care for
' each other and for the group thus ensurlng justlce (1985) .
t:Flanagan and Jackson (1987) extend the argument to 1nclude
,both forms of reasonlng in the same eplsode. for example,
’“!Helnzj after all should.steal the drug beCause'it is his
;]qufé, and hlS w1fe should get the drug because __z human |
fllfe is more 1mportant than any avar1c1ous pharma01st'
dfdeSLre to make some extra money" (Flanagan & Jackson, 1987/
p. 626). | | | |
d Although the two arguments presented above for the f
:lpresence of both care and justlce orlentatlon preferences by
vethnlcbmlnorltleslseemvreasonable,vthere is still another
‘apossibleHekplanation. ‘It is‘possible that ethnic minority
.members (Non-Cauca51ans) may . be susceptlble to a response.
blas whlch caused them to score con51stently at the high end
‘.of~the range whlle-Caucas1ans more cons1stent1y marked items
injthe'middle,of’the,range.,
| aWhile it is’interesting‘to‘compare care and justice
scores between groups (e 9., fEmales rate'care"
con51deratlons hlgher than do males),_lt is also 1mportant

‘to look at the preference of care versus justlce w1th1n

- groups.v The MANOVA results prov1de partlal support for the

lhypothes1s that females prefer care over justice as
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demOnstrated on the‘HEINZ andsJOHNSOdeilemmas and on the
TbTALeseofe'acrOSs dilemmas;: Again_the‘life and death issue
'vin>£hese two dilemmas may ekplain'why the:care resﬁonse is
.stronger here thanvihefhe CAROLsand LAURA dilemmas,s
| - All four’dilemmas broVided support for the hypothesis
 that'Non—Caucasiahs,7the ethninminority, have é‘éendeney_to
focus on care over justice. |

| It is interesting_fé»Consider that while women and
- ethnic minorities use the care 6rien£atiqn more'than do men
‘and the ethnic majority, these latter groups tend to use
care and ﬁustice eqﬁally instead ofrexhibiting a‘preference
.:for,justice as expected. ‘This could result from an
ihtegretioh‘of orientations as discussed above. Another
;pessibility is'that,Care'is actually as important'td maies'
‘anaeCaucasians~as to females and ethnic minorities but is
'not expressed publicly. The socialization process requires
that males refrain frem exﬁibifing care behaviors. The»
*énenYmoﬁS‘nature‘ef this prdject may have afforded subjects
the opportunity‘expfess‘their real preferences'rather'than
Vthateimposed upon them by the culture.

Scoring patterns on the four dilemmas were similar with
one exception. Oh the;CAROL‘dilemma there were no
differences between any of the groups by‘gender and a main
‘effect for ethnic group (Non-Caucasians higher) on justice
only. More than forvany other dileﬁma subjects seemed to

‘respond in a similar‘manner'td the story of the football
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:‘bplayer pa551ng remedlal Engllsh.when he couldn't read or
- wrlte. One p0551b111ty is that thls is not seen as a very
Qserlous case so 1t would not be as harmful to let justlce -
preva11 over care.: Another 1nterpretatlon, cons1stent with
' Gllllgan s theory, is that thls is a "real" or potentlally
yreal case to college students.g It is qulte likely that
'~subjects 1n all groups could place themselves 1n Larry s
mplacevor,that they know’of someone llke.Larry. 'Colleger:}
students share‘a subculture7andrcOrresponding‘yalues (e.qg.
‘you don't pass a class 1f you haven't done the work) which
'for thlS case may be more sallent than gender or ethnlclty.'
l There 1s another‘posslble reason for why Non—Cauca51ans
,ratgddjustice items asbmore important‘than‘did.Caucasians on
the CAROL'dilemma. If the NOn-Caucasians“surmise that the
athlete is also a Non Cauca51an, which 1s a valid assumptlon
in the world of college football they may see it as very
dldlmportant;that Larry be treated fairly and not pushed into
frealms,Where he facesrcertainjdefeat. 'In this case care is
*,best served by-justice. | N
Conclus1ons and Recommendatlons

+In 1987 Tronto stated that to her knowledge, “"No one

‘vﬁhas'eXamined'mlnorlty group.members u51ng Gllllgan s

"f‘methodology to see 1f they fit. the morallty of care better

that they fit Kohlberg s’ categorles" (p. 650). In 1991, ‘a
"rev1ew of the literature did not find any systematic studies

”VaddreSSingothis'problem;”m
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The mlxed results of th1s study 1ndlcate that there are
'ldlfferences between ethnlc mlnorltles and the ethnlc
’:majorlty and between gender mlnorlty and majorlty on the
'kmoral orlentatlon values of care and justlce. The nature

‘and s1gn1flcance of these dlfferences is Stlll open to

' ulnterpretatlon. The 1ssues have vast soc1al andrpolltlcal

| cimplicationsywhich‘cannot be'taken lightlybe»Both women and.
fvmembers of" ethnlc m1nor1ty groups may operate prlmarlly from

a care perspectlve when maklng dec151ons on moral dllemmas

because they share the soc1al experlence of functlonlng in a
-_p051tlon-subord1nate~t0wCaucas1an males. The concept of

‘b“justlce, w1th 1ts concomltant ethlc of rules and
firespon51b111ty works for those who make the. rules and are ln

fua p051t10n to enforce them.‘ Those who do not make and do

. not enforce the rules may flnd that the care ethlc w1th 1ts

N 'focus on famlly and k1nsh1p tles, carlng for others and

‘belng cared for by others 1s more. advantageous to thelr
.:isurv1val and advancement as a class of people._
Baumrlnd (1986) warns agalnst an overly slmpllstlc v1ew
‘.of moral reasonlng reduced to stereotypes.‘ Presented here
iare two,v01ces. female and male, and the two voices of the'
| ethnlc majorlty and the ethnlc mlnorlty Each of these
groups is made of numerous other groups each of which
-l:deserve thelr own'con51deratlon. Spelman (1991) and Carby
(1990) suggest looklng beyond dlfferences of gender and

‘ ethnlc;tybto comparlsons‘basedvonvother sub]ectvvarlables,
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As Scarr (1987) notes, the fear of stereotyplng groups

‘ ffdand pena11z1ng them on thelr dlfferences should not

‘°5f1nterfere w1th the accumulatlon of 1nformatlon that would

5whelp us understand our dlfferences. One p01nt that both

ph:Gllllgan and Scarr make is that dlfferences are not the samepf‘“

'JTaas deflclen01es.a Further research should 111um1nate how our.
fydlfferences can be complementary o |

| Further analys1s by occupatlon 1s also warranted.v[ L

Damon (1988) notes that men ‘and women w1th s1m11ar

ﬂfoccupatlonal hlstorles tend to use s1m11ar perpectlves. ,For

.g example, notes Damon, women lawyers tend to focus on justice

ko the same extent as do male lawyers. Jack and Jack (1988)

“also comment that the success of lawyers depends, to some

B extent upon the congruence between thelr personal

‘horlentatlon (justlce focus) and that of their work.

.'ﬁ;Worthley (1n press) found s1m11ar results with science

¥ students. Those who tended to stay in the sciences
exhlblted a justlce focus, while those who quit were less
strongly justlce orlented For these students, a justlce
“vperspectlve and the study of sc1ence seemed to be related. -
Slnce_Gllllganrand Kohlberg,and'thelr,colleagues tended
"gto-uSe‘primarilyimiddle Class subjects, there is a need for
dr‘studles across 5001o-economlc class. There ishalso’a need
to cons1der moral orlentatlon at dlfferent ages across the
11fespan, most of the ex1st1ng research is on adolescents

and young adults. S
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\ Finally, the issue'of methodology needs continuing

“,'attention. From her earliest research ‘Gilligan recommended

the use of real situations rather than hypothetical dilemmas;
‘in moral orientation research (Gllligan, 1977, 1982; Murphy
| f& Gilligan, 1980) : Females' and non-Caucasians"emphasize
the context of care ‘as opposed to abstract hypothetical

j351tuations, this can put them at a disadvantage when asked

" to respond to objective hypothetical stimulus materials.

'q?Walker (1989) 1ns1sts that Since women's lives are woven 1n

1;;,context, any methodology‘which does not build upon
rcontektual variablesyis suhﬁect to‘errOr; She recommends an
lintervieu‘technique that combinesiforced,choice questions
with thosevrequiring more open;ended responses.

Gilligan used an:interview technique in her famous
"abortion study (Gilligan & Belenky, 1980) and, although she
'»has been criticized for 1ts lack of objectiv1ty, she has’
continued to‘defend.and use.that method in subsequentk
.research : Most recently, Gilligan and her assoc1ates used
this approach w1th adolescents and their concept of self
(Gilligan, Lyons,‘& Hanmer, 1990).

A suggested extension,of;the'current study is to employ
an interview'or~narrative'(written response) technique in -
conjunction w1th a rating method ‘Subject responses would
be richer for the opportunity to respond freely and not as
‘susceptlble to non-contextual constraints,vwhile a Likert-

type measure provides quantitative control.
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The 1ssues of gender and ethnlc gronp dlfferences and
i’the means to measure. them are . far from settled. Thls study
prov1des ev1dence that there may be dlfferences 1n moral
perspectlve or orlentatlon allgned by gender and ethnlc
groups.’ Contlnued research using more. sensitive
‘1nstruments, both subjectlve and objective, is needed to

: help clarlfy the use of the two orlentatlons, justlce and
care, as well as cher perspectlves wh1ch may not be evident

in this paradigm.
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: APPENDI‘XT"A-.

| Phase 1: _Llstln the con51deratlons

:ifVDECISION MAKING PROJECT

"Dlrectlons to Student5° The purpose of th1s prOJect is to

- find out. what people think about when they make decisions.

What are the things that have to be taken into. con51deratlon
in order to make a dec151on° :

:Read each of the problem storles below. Then state what you
think the problem is and list six things that you think are
the most 1mportant thlngs to take into consideration in

| ‘making that decision. Put your answers in order from most .

important (#1) to least 1mportant (#6)

'Your.answers are your oplnlons. There are no rlght or wrong

‘lf_answers. “You do not need to put your name on your paper,
_ but we would appreciate it if you would indicate your

o gender/sex and ethnicity on the last page.. - Thanks for your
'ghelp w1th thls project. . ;

";Use the sample below as a gulde.
SAMPLE
‘:Frank Jones has been thlnklng about buylng a car. "He is

“marrled has two small children and earns an average income.
The car he buys- w111 be his family's only car. It will be

ihfused mostly to get to work and drive around town, but"

sometlmes for vacation trips. . In trying to decide what car
to. buy, Frank Jones realized that there were a lot of
questlons to consider.

’ What ‘do you thlnk 1s the problem here° What decision needs
to. be ‘made?

Frank‘needs_to buy a carfthat‘will serve the needs of the
whole family. He needs to decide what kind of car to buy.

‘-COnsiderations‘

v(most 1mportant)--whether a used car would be more

“~;econom1cal in the 1ong run than a new car

~(2nd in 1mportance)--whether a large, roomy car would be
. better than a compact car .

3. (3rd in 1mportance)--what klnd of gas mlleage the car

r,‘would get
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‘h4.‘ (4th" in 1mportance)——whether or not the car had an

S extended’ warranty for parts and service -

5.v (5th in 1mportance)-—whether the car was an 1mport or
American made car : ‘

6. (least 1mportant)--whether the color was. green, Frank's
favorlte color : : o

-~ HEINZ's Dilemma'

In Europe, a woman was near death from a spe01a1 klnd of
cancer. There was one drug that the doctors thought might
~save her. It was a form of radium that a druggist in the
same town had recently discovered. The drug was expensive
to make, but the druggist was charging 10 times what the
drug cost him to make. He paid $200 for the radium and
charged $2,000 for a small dose of the drug. The sick
woman's husband Heinz, went to everyone he knew to borrow
“the money, but he could only get together about $1,000,
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

him pay later. But the druggist said, "No, I discovered the
drug and I'm going to make money from it." So Heinz gets
desperate and considers breaking into the man's store to
steal the drug for his wife.

What do you think is the problem here? What decision needs
to be made’ ' ‘

On scratch paper, list at least six things that you think
need to be taken into consideration in making this kind of
decision. When you have finished listing them, put your top
six in order from most important to least 1mportant Write
your final list on the next page.
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1. (most important) --

(2nd in importénce)-—

(3rd in importance)--

(4th in importance)--

(5th in importance)--

(least important)--

- HEINZ's Dilemma,Considerations
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‘CAROLis»Dilemma.

Carol was a young college professor 1n her flrst year of

- teaching. 'As an English teacher she was eager to help her
'students learn better ways of communlcatlng and expressing
‘themselves. She soon learned that she was also responsible
for educating athletes who often had poor English skills.
carol cared about these young athletes and was able to find
tutors when they needed extra help. One young man, Larry,

- was so ‘severely handicapped, that even after two full years

of special help, he still could not write or read. But

- Larry was a star on the college football team. When Carol
finally,gave him the inevitable failing grade, the coach
intervened. The coach explained that if Larry failed he
would have to return home to Georgia where he was the
youngest of 13 children and he would have no future. If he
~were allowed to continue college, he might have a chance to
escape the cycle of poverty:. Carol considers giving Larry a
passing grade even though he has not earned it.

What do you think 1s ‘the problem here? What decision needs
‘to be made?

on scratch paper, list at least six thlngs that you think
need to be taken into consideration in making this kind of
decision. When you have finished listing them, put your top
six in order from most 1mportant to least important.  Write
your final list on the next page.
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CAROL's Dilemma Considerations

1. (most_important)--

) 50'

(an'in‘importancé)--
(3rd in importance)--
(4th in»importanée)-4 ,

(5th in impbrtance)_-

(least impoftant)-—
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- LAURA's 'Dil-e’mmaf

uLaura, a 28-year-old w1fe and mother of two chlldren, an’ .
infant and a 7—year-old .found herself faced with an unusual
‘problem.- ‘Laura was also a medical technlclan in the U.sS. '

_ Navy and: her unit had been called up to serve in the Persian
- Gulf. Laura's problem was complicated because her husband

' was already serving in the gulf. Laura felt that her

' chlldren'were already suffering because of their father's
.absence and they would be damaged further if she. left them.
* Laura’ explalned that each time she had become pregnant she
- had asked the Navy if she could get out of the military.
 She was told that in the event of a call up, only one parent

f, would have to go. But when the call up came, both parents
- got their orders the same day Laura was reassured that it

was a mistake and would be corrected The day before

dﬁ moblllzatlon, she was told she would have to go the next day,
"anyway Laura con51ders refu51ng to go.. :

'3:;;What do you thlnk is the problem here? Whatzdecision needs
F"to be made’ o ’ ' “

? ;On scratch paper, llSt at least six thlngs that you thlnk
need to be taken into: con51deratlon in making this kind of

'uﬂdec1s1on.; When you have finished listing themn, put your top

e'_s1x in - order from most 1mportant to least 1mportant.‘ erte
‘-.our f1na1 115t on the:nextv age. : - o
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‘1. (most important)--.

(2nd in importance)--

(3rd in importance)--

(4th in importance)--

(5th in impbrtance)--

(least important)--

LAURA's_Dilemma'Considerations”
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'DOCTOR JOHNSON's Dilemma

- A young woman had a severe form of leukemla that is rarely

- curable. Rather than undergo palnful treatments that mlght
‘not work, she decided she would rather die. When her ‘
~illness became too much to endure, she wanted to be able: to

t‘say goodby ‘to her frlends and family and then take her own

life. She asked Dr. Johnson to help her. Dr. Johnson had

"_never con51dered such a thing before, but he undersood her

need.’ He was considerate and careful. He counseled the _
young woman and tried to get her into treatment but she did

~  not change her mind. Dr. Johnson decided he would not -

- abandon her. He considered prescribing sleeping pills for
“her. He would make sure she knew how to use ‘them to sleep

. and the amount needed to commit suicide. -Although he

“ thought he knew what she ‘would do with the knowledge, he

“-,econs1dered yleldlng to her request.

-fWhat do you th1nk 1s the problem here’ WhatfdeciSionvneeds-'
,to be made’ - o '

‘.On scratch paper,_llst at least six thlngs that you thlnk

- need to be taken ‘into consideration in making this kind of

' dec1s1on.‘ When you have finished listing them, put your top-
six in order from most. 1mportant to least 1mportant Write
-»Your f1na1 llst on the next page. : ST
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DOCTOR JOHNSON's Dilemma Considerations

1. (most importgnt)-f

2. (2nd in importance)--
3. ,(3rdlin importange)f_
4. (4th in importance)--
5. (5th in importance)--

6. (least important)--
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,Please’circle-thevCerect responSe.. | . PHASE I

1. What

Coa. |
b.

2. What
to?

e.

other (please write it in)

1s your gender’ _
female ‘
male -

ethnic,grpup-do you consider’yourselfpbelonging

African American

»Hlspanlc/Latlno
- American Indian

Asian/Pacific Island
Caucasian (whlte)

L3}' ;About‘howifar'back can‘you traCe your'anceStry>in the -

U‘.S..v.? . N
- a.

‘» c. ‘;» N

a.

flrst generatlon (you yourself came here from

“another country)
~second generation (your parents came here from

another country).

‘third generation (your grandparents came here from
~another country) . , :
~fourth generation or older

3. How old are you? Rl

'50n¢e‘aQain,‘thank you fdr’helping us,Withvthispresearch.
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| ’iAPP‘ENDIX B

-of the Con51derat10nsv

J’U(Instructlons page, alternate forms--

‘(pages 60 -61 care sample flrst (used with one-half of the
Co subjects) , . L :

s'pages 62 63 justlce sample flrst (used with one-half of thed
‘ subjects) : , .

- pages 64- 72 dllemmas w1th consxderatlons (used w1th all
subjects) ,
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”:»PATTERNS;OF*RES?ONSE? ‘Care Sample (AC)

- This is a study of how people make de0151ons. We are
_interested in the criteria that people use when making
decisions. Below you will find descriptions of two

. different systems of cr1ter1a that mlght be used when maklng

© decisions.

r_Flrst you need to read carefully the two descrlptlons for
gpatterns of decision-making criteria and the examples. Keep
this sheet handy to refer to as you rate the 1nd1v1dual
1tems. . : :

- Next you are going to read four dllemmas and a llst of items
. to be taken into con51deratlon in resolving each dllemma. -
As you read each of these considerations, decide whether it
more closely matches Pattern A or Pattern B or neither. Put
‘an X on the line to indicate how strongly you feel the
"response matches pattern A or pattern B. If you don't feel
it fits elther mark the center of the line.

‘tPATTERN A
;The most 1mportant thlng is carlng for and about other»

;people. We need to understand the other person's point of’
~view and realize that we all need to work together.

‘”Relatlonshlps are important. We have a responsiblity to

help and protect each other. It is important to look for

- ways to solve a problem, but sometimes it might mean looklng’
for other alternatives than just one simple answer.

: Sometlmes there 1s no answer. : A

'tEXAMPLE (from the first dllemma) whether if Heinz does
steal the drug and gets caught, he might to jail and there
- would be no one to take care of hls wife .

:f deflnltely A ) ./ '/ a definitely“B-
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PATTERN B

The most 1mportant thlng is what is fair or just. We ‘need
to have fair rules and to obey them. In order to maintain a
’s001ety we need to recognize our obligations, our duty, to
society. It is our responsibility to obey both the law and
‘moral pr1nc1p1es and. respect each other's rights. There is
usually a fair, objectlve answer, you just have to know how

 to find it.

EXAMPLE: whether if Helnz does steal the drug and gets ,
caught, the judge would be fair and recognize that Heinz was
d01ng what he had to and .give him a light sentence

deflnltely»A e / /- '/ ' deflnltely B
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PATTERNS OF RESPONSE: Justice Sample (AT)

This is a study of how people make decisions. We are
interested in the criteria that people use when making

- decisions. Below you will find descriptions of two

- different systems of criteria that mlght be used when making

~ decisions.

First you need to read carefully the two descriptions for .
patterns of decision-making criteria and the examples. Keep
this sheet handy to refer to as you rate the individual
~items.

Next you are g01ng to read four dilemmas and a list of items
to be taken into consideration in resolving each dilemma.

As you read each of these considerations, decide whether it
- more closely matches Pattern A or Pattern B or neither. Put
an X on the line to indicate how strongly you feel the
response matches pattern A or pattern B. If you don't feel
it fits elther, mark the center of the line.

| PATTERN A

’;The most 1mportant thing to'consider is what is fa1r or

.~ just. We need to have fair rules and to obey them. In

order to maintain a s001ety we need to recognlze our ‘
obligations, our duty, to soc1ety. It is our responsibility
to obey both the law and moral principles and respect each
.tother s rights. There is usually a fair, objective answer,
"you just have to know how to flnd 1t. ‘ o S

EXAMPLE (from the first dilemma): whether if Heinz does

steal the drug and gets caught, the judge would be fair and
recognize that Heinz was d01ng what he had to and give him a
llght sentence '

definitely A/ / /_  / definitely B
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~ PATTERN B

The most 1mportant thlng to con51der is carlng for and about
other people. We need to understand the other person's point
of view and realize that we all need to work together.
Relationships are important. We have a responsiblity to

- help and protect each other. It is important to look for

ways to solve a problem, but sometimes it might mean looking
for other alternatives than just one simple answer.
~Sometimes there is no answer.

"EXAMPLE: whether if Helnz does steal the drug and gets
caught, he might go to jail: and there would be no one to
take care of his w1fe

deflnltely / '/ _/__/___ definitely B
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' HEINZ's Dilemma - -

In Europe, a woman was near death from a spe01a1 kind of
‘cancer. There was one drug that the doctors thought might
‘save her. It was a form of radium that a druggist in the
same town had recently discovered. The drug was expensive
to make, but the druggist was charging 10 times what the
- drug cost him to make. He paid $200 for the radium and
.charged $2,000 for a small dose of the drug. The sick
woman's husband Heinz, went to everyone he knew to borrow
the money, but he could only get together about $1,000,
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
“him pay later. - But the druggist said, "No, I discovered the

" drug and I'm going to make money from it." So Heinz gets

“desperate and considers breaking 1nto the man's store to
-steal the drug for his wife.

'Q: Do you think Heinz should steal the drug? " Yes
 Q: Would you steal the drug? » Yes
. ' . . No

DIRECTIONS: Mark each consideration according to how
strongly you feel it matches either Pattern A or Pattern B.

1. Whether Heinz might go to jail and he wouldn't be able
'~ to take care of his wife

definitely A /. /= /_ /___ definitely B

2. Whether the druggist is being fair in asking to make
money from the drug he made

,definitely,‘l‘\ A R definitely B

o 3. »Whether or not there mlght be other ways to get the
money besides stealing for it

deflnltely A / / / / definitely B

4. Whether the wife would want him to steal the money

definitely &  / / / / _ definitely B
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10.

VfWhether Helnz s steallng mlght cause others to thlnk
"steallng 1s OK in some cases

deflnltely A I_'/. S S S definitely B

Whether steallng should ever be permitted even if it is

f'agalnst the law'

deflnltely A /7 /__/__/___ definitely B

VWhether the price of the drug 1s worth the 11fe of his
'vw1fe1, ‘ « .

. definitely A “ /_ /’ /I ‘definitelY'B

'Whether Helnz s 11fe and future would be rulned if. he

has a prison record

deflnltely A_‘ /__/__/__ /. definitely B

Whether spendlng tlme in jall is ‘worth sav1ng hls

7w1fe s llfe‘

. definitely A '7_/\< R, definitely B

'Whether or not hlS w1fe has a rlght to the drug

deflnltely A / _ /" /: / deflnltely B
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o CAROL's Dllemma.

, Carol was a young college professor in her first year of

, teachlng As an English teacher she was eager to help her
- students learn better ways of .communicating and expressing
, themselves. She soon learned that she was also responsible
- for educating athletes who often had poor English skills.
Carol cared about these young athletes and was able to find
tutors when they needed extra help. One young man, Larry,
was so severely handicapped, that even after two full years
of special help, he still could not write or read.  But
Larry was a star on the college football team. When Carol
finally gave him the inevitable failing grade, the coach
intervened. The coach explained that if Larry failed he
would have to return home to Georgia where he was the
youngest of 13 children and he would have no future. If he
were allowed to continue college, he might have a chance to
escape the cycle of poverty. Carol considers giving Larry a
pass1ng grade even though he has not earned 1t.

sQ: Do you think: Carol should glve Larry a passing grade?
R : Yes No

'Q:  Would you give Larry a passing grade? Yes - No

DIRECTIONS: Mark each consideration according to how
strongly you feel it matches either Pattern A or Pattern B.

‘l. Whether Larry w1ll be hurt in the long run if he is
‘passed now but fails later on ;

definitely A S S S ) definitely B

2. Whether the teacher is falllng her job as a teacher by
giving Larry special favors the other students don't
“get

definitely A / / / / definitely B

3. Whether Larry's whole future in athletics depends on
: this grade

definitely A VA, definitely B

4. Whether other teachers have given pa551ng grades to
athletes who did not deserve them

definitely A_ / / / / definitely B
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lo.

Whether it is 111ega1 to grant an unearned grade

deflnltely A -/ /S S S ‘deflnltely B

v 'Whether other athletes w1ll learn of thls grade and
- expect to be treated the same

ﬁ‘deflnltely'A " J__J__J__J__ definitely B

B Whether there mlght be another grade Carol could glve

Larry

' deflnltely A_/_/ _J_J  definitely B

.Whether Carol's reputatlon will be hurt if it is found

out that she gave an 111egal grade

deflnltely‘A.,h»/' /___/___/___ definitely B

lWhether Carol could later be sued for not performlng

her job properly

| deflnltely A S/ Y, __ definitely B

' Whether Carolfs‘self—esteem,Will"suffer if she'is
. forced to do something she does not believe is right

definitelyfA nfi/'_'/ /' /___ definitely B
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LAURA' s Dilemma

’Laura, a 28—year-old w1fe and mother of two chlldren, ages 7
. months- and 2 years, found herself faced with an unusual

- problem. Laura was also a medical technician in the U.S.
Navy and’ her unit had been ‘called up to serve in the Persian

- Gulf. Laura's problem was compllcated because her husband
- was - already serv1ng in the gulf. Laura felt that her

~.children were already sufferlng because of their father's

'absence and they would be damaged further if she left them.
- Laura explalned that each time she had become pregnant she
~had asked the Navy if she could get out of the mllltary

,;7“She was told that in the event of a call up, only one parent
© would have to go.  But when the call up came, both parents
;5got thelr orders the same day. Laura was reassured that 1t

y was a mistake and. would be corrected. The day before :
moblllzatlon, she was told she would have‘to go the next day

e anyway Laura con51ders refu51ng to go.

Q: Do you thlnk Laura should go w1th her unlt to the
o Per51an Gulf? SRy :

yes B no
Qs Would you go if you were Laura? ‘: yes 'no"

L DIRECTIONS' Mark each con51deratlon accordlng to how .
-,_strongly you feel 1t matches either Pattern A or Pattern B;

1. Whether there 1s anyone else to care for the children

,deflnltely A/ i/ / / ‘ definitely B

t‘fzr 'Whether others who are called up have the right to
S 'vrefuse to go '

”3}”°?Whether her chlldren would be ‘hurt more 1f she is court
"vaartlaled and sent to prlson

deflnltely A /'” /. /. va definitelyiB'

4, "Whether her refusal to go would affect her mllltary
' 'future and her famlly ’ v

deflnltely AL/ /_ f/ : definitely B
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7fffihlo;;ﬂWhether refu51ng to help her countrymen w1th her L

:rf¥Whether Laura would be a
v]ﬂ;chlldren to flght 1n another country

fsWhether there mlght be another way for Laura to fulflllf;}
rﬁj;her m111tary duty w1thout 1eav1ng her chlldren -

| deflnltely A : /tfff "1f§f}/ deflnltely B g{

ad mother 1f she leaves her;

deflnltely A /, // S/ deflnltely B

Je?_Whether Laura would be unpatrlotlc 1f she refuses to
<gggserve her country R DT

?feWhether 1t's falr for the father to go and not the.x[:uti"
uf»emotherli j~ : : L s , _ _ v

defl“ltely A _ / f.‘/.‘ /. '"/ ‘-definité‘ly B

;?;Whether the m111tary would recognlze 1ts error and drop"
"g;the charges agalnst her for refu51ng to go

deflnltely A yfy/:f./:'f/“</ﬂu' deflnltely B

'tjyﬁmedlcal serv1ces is falrvng-

deflnltely A ﬁwf/:ff/f_j/bk a ‘definiteiy”B o




' DOCTOR JOHNséN's Dilémma

A young woman had a severe. form of ‘leukemia that is rarely
curable. Rather than undergo painful treatments that might

”“-not work, ‘'she decided. she would rather die. When her
ffqlllness became too much to endure, she wanted to be able to

»_say goodby to her friends and family and then take her own
11fe._ ‘She asked Dr. Johnson to help her. Dr. Johnson had
“never considered such a thing before, but he undersood her

- need. - He was con51derate and careful. He counseled the

‘young: woman and trled to get her into treatment, but she did
not change her mind. Dr. Johnson,declded he would not
‘abandon her. He ccn51dered prescribing sleeping pills for
her. He would make sure she knew how to use them to sleep
and the amount needed to commit suicide. Although he
thought he knew what she would do with the knowledge, he
considered yielding. to her request.

Q:v Do you think Dr. Johnson should prescrlbe the sleeplng
pills for his pat1ent’ o : . yes .'no
Q: Would you- prescrlbe the sleeping pills if you were the
doctor’y‘ yes_ . no.
DIRECTIONS: Mark each consideration according to how ‘
strongly you feel it matches either Pattern A or Pattern B.

1.  Whether or not it ie'legal to‘assist a.suicide

definitely A _ /. / /  / definitely B

2.  Whether Dr.'Johnson's career would be jeopardized by
assisting in a suicide :

definitely A /S S S S 'definitely B-

3. Whether the young woman has the right to die

definitely A/ _/ _/ _/ _ definitely B

4;“ Whether there might be another way of helping the young
’ woman to live comfortably to the end without resorting
to suicide

‘definitely A __/_ / / /  definitely B
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tafﬁg;thWhether she mlght try somethlng more drastlc 1f she
fh,;doesn't get the pllls : : :

deflnltely A thiﬁfl”/'fe/i_'idefiniteiyﬂBL |

}ﬁor death

defmltely A / g _' ,_d»efiriit.ely B SRR

":my,}iher sufferlng

rﬁ;;gffﬂ?Whether the doctor is. gullty of v1olat1ng the
f f@.f;Hlppocratlc oath j : , ,

;eflnltely A  /,f'ﬂ9f'Hfi?]f&g;défiﬁitéinBhfﬁ7f

fWhether there mlght be any other therapy or treatment
that mlght help her'fjgt L _ .

;t?deflnltely A

WLWhether 3001ety has the rlght to dlctate one s own'llfeh?;fipﬂ

‘}?8;5rfWhether her famlly mlght be hurt more by her death or ,T»iﬁ"“'

deflnltely A / y / / deflnltelyB
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"'73fﬁDECISI°N ‘_ vNG PROJECT

~ APPENDIX C

"°JQThe purpose'of%thls proyect is ‘to’ f1nd out what people thlnk;g,

~ about when' they make decisions and how important they think - .

‘-varlous cons1deratlons are. . On the follow1ng pages you w111l3 e

.+ find four ‘dilemmas or problem storles in which the central SN
ggcharacter ‘has to make a decision.’ _Following each dilemma 1s,*f_f
oo an 1list of con51deratlons whlch other students have de01ded S
ffjwere 1mportant to ‘think about in maklng ‘a decision. We
. would like you to rate how 1mportant you think each '

ﬁf”con51deratlon 1s to the resolutlon of the problem.

”'On the last page are. some standard questlons asked in all

. such research., We: would apprec1ate your answers, but do. noth,fVV
Lo put ‘your name on-these papers.  The results of this research.}
“ . will be made avallable to you if you are 1nterested. Thank

1:95you for your help w1th thls proyect.

. ﬂDIRECTIONS’} ﬁead each allemma. Next answer the dllemma

_,1quest10n.; Then read each of the items that follow and rate
~how 1mportant you think each con51deratlon 1s 1n answerlng

/‘;the dllemma questlon._ﬁq

thf01rcle the approprlate 1etter from 1 (Least Important)
“to 5 (Very Important) S o




N HEINZ 'S Dilemma

vIn Europe, a woman was near death from a special kind of
cancer. There was one drug that the doctors thought mlght
-save her. It was a form of radium that a druggist in the
same town had recently discovered. The drug was expensive
~ to make, but the druggist was charging 10 times what the
‘drug cost him to make. He paid $200 for the radium and
~ charged $2,000 for a small dose of the drug. The sick
‘woman's husband Heinz, went to everyone he knew to borrow
the money, but he could only get together about $1,000,
‘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
him pay later. But the druggist said, "No, I discovered the
drug and I'm going to make money from it." So Heinz gets
desperate and considers breaking into the man's store to
~'steal the drug for his wife.

Q: Do you think Heinz should steal the drug’ Yes
No
ITEMS TO CONSIDER:

Whether Heinz might go to jall and not be able to take care
~of his wife

Least Important: 1 2 3 4 5 Very Important
Whether Heinz mlght be able to find another way of getting
the money or the drug w1thout hav1ng to steal
Least Important 1 2 3 4 5 Very Important
‘Whether steallng should ever be permltted even if it is
against the law
Least Important 1 2 3 4 - 5 Very Important
Whether the price of the drug is 1mportant compared to the
llfe of hls w1fe

_Least Important 1 23 4. 5 Very Important
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eWhether the drugglst 1s belng falr in asklng to make money
' from the drug he ‘made -

‘,Least Important [’ 1 ttvz‘ 3 4 5 Very Important
:Whether Helnz s steallng mlght cause others to thlnk that
stealing is OK 1n some cases

l_Least Important;e‘ 1 2 “-3 4 5 Very Important
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”UCAROL'S Dllemma

vCarol was. a young college professor in her first year of
W.teachlng.' As an English teacher she was eager to help her
students learn better ways of communicating and expressing
‘themselves. She soon learned that she was also responsible

for educating athletes who often had poor English skills.

Carol cared about these young athletes and was able to find
-~ tutors when they needed extra help. One young man, Larry,
~was so severely handicapped, that even after two full years
'of special help, he still could not write or read. But
. Larry was a star on the college football team. When Carol
‘finally gave him the inevitable failing grade, the coach

intervened. The coach explained that if Larry failed he
would have to return home to Georgia where he was the
youngest of 13 children, and he would have no future. If he
were allowed to continue college, he might have a chance to

:‘escape the cycle of poverty. Carol considers giving Larry a

passing grade even though he has not earned it.

.Q: Do you th1nk Carol should give Larry a passing grade?

o Yes_ _ No__
ITEMS TO CONSIDER‘

‘Whether the teacher is falllng her job as a teacher by

g1v1ng Larry special favors the other students don't get

Least Important 1 2 3 4  ‘ 5 Very Important

Whether Larry s future success depends on this grade

‘1Least Important 1 2 3 4 5 Very Important

:Whether it is illegal to grant an unearned grade

Least Important - 1 2 3 4 5 Very Important
Whether Carol could later be sued for not performing her job
properly :

Least Important = 1 2 3 4 5 Very Important
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Whether Carol's self-esteem will suffer if she 1s forced to
~do somethlng she does not believe is rlght

Least Important_ T 2 3 4 5 Very Important
Whether Larry will be hurt in the long run if he is passed
‘now but fails 1ater on .

.Least'Important 1 2 3 4 5 Very Important
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| LAURA'S Dilemma

dl"cLaura, ‘a 28-year-old w1fe and mother of two chlldren, ages 7

months and 2 years, found herself faced with an unusual

'd‘ﬁproblem. Laura was also a medical technician in the U.S.
- Navy, and ‘her unit had been called up to serve in the

“Persian Gulf.‘ Laura's problem was complicated because her

"'husband was already serving in the gulf. Laura felt that

~ her children were already sufferlng because of their

- father's absence and they would be damaged further if she

left them. ' Laura explalned that each time she had become

b',pregnant she had asked the Navy if she could get out of the

vm111tary. ‘She was told that in the event of a call up, only
- one parent would have to go. But when the call up came,

mlfboth parents got - thelr orders the same day. Laura was
- ‘reassured that it was a ‘mistake and would be corrected. The .

Lfday before moblllzatlon, she was told she would have to go

uxithe next day anyway.m Laura con51ders refus1ng to go.

Lf“fQ Do you thlnk Laura should go with her un1t to the

Per51an Gu1f°*~1‘y, _ . , o yes, no____

‘“fbeTEMS TO CONSIDER'

vyy:Whether Laura would be con51dered a bad mother if she leaves
fpher chlldren to flght in another country

"5,ijeast Important 1 2 3 4 5  Very Important

u:’&Whether her chlldren would be hurt more if she 'is court
'.;imartlaled and sent to prlson ‘

;{fLeast_Important 1 2 3 év h 5 Vervamportant-

'°5Whether the mllltary might recognize its error and drop the
charges agalnst her for refu51ng to go

ff”,;Least Important 1 -.f2’ﬂly5 » 4f 5 . Very Important

nﬁWhether it would be unpatrlotlc 1f Laura refused to serve

’5ﬂ¢her country

-Least Important 2 2'-f'3’,_.4 5 Very Important



Whether there is anyone else to care for the children
.Least_Importaht 1 2 3 4 5 ' Very Important
VWhethérrothers who are called up have the right to refuse to

go . ’ . . K

_ Léast ImportantT 1 2 3 4 5  Very Important
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vDOCTOR JOHNSON'S Dllemma

A young woman had a severe form of leukemia that is rarely
curable. Rather than undergo painful treatments that mlght
. not work, she decided she would rather die. When her
-1llness became too much to endure, she wanted to be able to
- say goodby to her friends and family and then take her own
‘life.  She. asked Dr.,Johnson to help her. Dr. Johnson had

"anever con51dered such a thing before, but he undersood her

‘need. “He was considerate and’ ‘careful. He counseled the :
~ young woman and tried to get her into treatment, but she d1d
- not change her mind. Dr. Johnson decided he would not
‘abandon ‘her. ‘He considered- prescrlblng sleeplng pills for
her. He would' make sure she knew how to use them to sleep -
- and the -amount needed to commit suicide. Although ‘he

'*'thought he knew what she would do with the knowledge, he

"*ﬁf;rLeast Important

:‘cons1dered yleldlng to her request

Qs Do you thlnk Dr. Johnson should prescrlbe the sleeplng o
S plllS for hls pat1ent° s ; : ‘yes___ no_ L

’ITEMS TO CONSIDER._" _ _
Whether there mlght be another way of helplng the young
woman to live comfortably to the end w1thout resortlng to
su101de :
_ilpeast.Importantl Ti.p 2 3 4 s , | Very Important
, .Whether Dr. Johnson s career would be jeopardlzed by
"ass1st1ng in a suicide : _

Least Importantu;:'li., 2 ”3‘ 4 5 ”; Very Important
":Whether her famlly mlght be hurt ‘more by her death or by her

‘sufferlng

“-;Least Importantgal,itlffz_ 3 4. 5. rVery Importantr

:t; Whether or- not 1t 1s legal to ass1st a sulclde

ln'ify':2: 7_3 4 5 Very Important =

|

|

|

\

’

|
i
i
\

|
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Whether the doctor 1s gullty of v1olat1ng the Hippocratic
: oath - .

Least Important" 1 2 3 4 - 5 Very Important
Whether she might try somethlng more drastlc if she doesn't
get the pills .

Least Important 1 2 3 4 5 Very Important
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"‘We would appre01ate it 1f you could give us the follow1ng
'Vlnformatlon.- _

1. ,fWhat is your gender"

a. female
b.  male

';2g:Q To whlch ethnlc group do you belong7

a. 'Afrlcan Amerlcan/Black
b. " Hispanic/Latino
~C. - American Indian :
d. = Asian/Pacific Island
e. . . Caucasian (whlte)
f. ‘7Other (please write it in)

3. How'c1d_are'ycu?

4.  About how much yeariy‘income does your household have?

a. $5,000 or less
b. $5001- $10,000
Ce $1O ‘001- $15 ‘000
d. $15,001= -$20, 000
e.  $20,001-$25,000
f. $25,000,'-,$50,000‘ ’
g. over $50,000 -

THANKS FOR HELPING WITH THIS RESEARCH ON DECISION-MAKING.
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