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ABSTRACT

This thesis examined whether differences 1n moral reasoning
within an offender group could be better understood 1f
compared to a battery of reliable tests used to measure
risk and needs 1n young offenders. Participants i1ncluded 40
incarcerated male young offenders ranging in age from 1% to
19. Data were availlable for all particapants on: (1} the
Sociomoral Reflection Measure - Short Form (Gibbs, Basinger,
& Fuller, 1992}, (2) The Neutralization Scale {(Shields &
Whitehall, 19943, (3) The Criminal Sentiments Scale (CSS)
{Shields & Simourd, 1991), (4) The Pride in Delinquency
Scale (Shields & Whitehall, 199'), (5) The Young Offende: -
Level of Service Inventory (YO-LSI) (Shields & Simourd,
1991), and (&) The Psychopathy Checklist: Youth Version
(PCL:YV) (Hare, Forth, & Kosson, 1995). Results failed to
support the theory that moral stage level competencies o1
moral orientation are mediated by cognitive distortions
(measured in terms of Criminal Sentiments and Pride 1in
Delinquency) or levels of risk and need i1dentified by the
YO-LSI and the PCL:YV. Results are discussed in terms of
the 1mplications for the traditional view that moral

development impacts on delinquency.

111




Acknowledgement

To my partner, Leo Violette, and my dearest friend,
Fiona Heald, thank you for not only offering your limitless
patience and support over the years, but also for spending
$0 many hours learning to score the protocols used in this
thesis. Many thanks to the participants of this study for
being open about their views on life, and to Ian Shields and
Adelle Forth, who not only made these responses available to
me, but also offered valuable feedback, support, and
encouragement during the preparation of this thesis.

Thank you Gurmeet Dahliwal, Pamela Yates, Sandra Vermeulen,
and Natalie Franz for listening to my ideas and for helping
me formulate questions when answers were scarce. Finally,
God bless you Lynn Giff for your wisdom and compassion.

iv




Table of Contents

Title Page. .. . . .. e e e e e e e e e e e e !
ACCePtaAnCe FoOImM. L . ittt e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 11
DY 3 v - Y 111
Acknowledgements. . ... . .. @it it et e e e e e et 1v
Table of Contents . ... .. il e et e e e e e e e s e e v
List 0f Tables. .. . ... i e e e e e e e e e e Vi
List of AppendicCes .. .. ... i i e e e e e e e e e e e Vil
INtroduChl0n . o o e e e e e e e e e e e e e i
Cognitive Moral Development: Theoretical Overview. .8
A Revisionist's View of Kohlberg.................. 14
PeyChOopathy . . o o i e e e e e e e e e e 41
Summarizing the Problem. ... .. ... . ... ... ... 47
Framang the Preblem ... ... .. . . . . .. 51
Purpose and PredilCliOns . ... ...t eaeannan 59
Hypotheses .. ... i i i et e e e e e e e e et e et e e 61
Covariates and Relationships Between Moral
Development and the Identification
O0f Risk/Needs ...... .. ...ttt ii e 63
Method............ e et e e e s a e e et et e e e e e 6F
| =% 4 A N o 1« X- 5 o 1 o = 660

Measures:

Sociomoral Reflection Measure - Short Form........ 67
The Neutralization Scale........ ... .. ..., 70
The Criminal Sentiments Scale....... e coel 71
The Pride in Delinquency Scale...............c... 72




Table of Contents - Continued

The Young Offender Level of Service Inventory..... 72
Tne Psychology Checklist: Youth Version........... 73
Procedure. ... e e e e e 74
ResUL LS. e e e e e e 76
Predictor Variables. ... . ... .. ... . innnnn.. 76
Craiterion Variables. ... ... ... ... ... i iiniann. 78
Hypothes s 1 .. . e e e e e e 79
Hypothes1s .. e e 81
Relationshiy Between Mcral Reasoning
and Psychopathy . . e e e e e e e 84
D1SCUSSI0. o i e e e e e e e e e 9C
Personal Consistenty. . ..ttt et it e eanean 92
Tra1t Consilstency . ... e e e e e e ca
why act on Kohlberg's Mora. Judgements?......... 102
References. ... . . . . e e e, 107

Vi



Table

Table

Table

Table

Table

Table

hJ

tn

~I

List of Tables

Intercorrelations Between Measures ot Moral Stage
and Orientation, Cognitive Distortions,
Psychopathy, and the YO-LSI......... ... .......... A

Hierarchical Regression of Neutralizations and
Cognitive Distortions on Moral Ideality with YO-
LS and PCL:YV controlled....................... 82

Psychopaths Versus Non-Psychopaths in Level of
Moral Development ... ...ttt et e ta e eeeeeas B

Psychopaths Versus Non-Psychopaths in Moral
Orientation. .. ..ot innnans f e e 85

One Way Analysis of Variance for PCL:YV Factor !
Scores by Moral Stage Level..................... 87

One Way Analysis of Variance for PCL:YV Factor |
Scores by Moral Orientation (substage).......... 87

One Way Analysis of Variance for YO-LS! Subscale
‘Craiminal History' by Moral Orientation......... 89

Vil




Append:ix A

Appendix B

List of Appendixes

Kohlberg's Stages of Moral
Development . ... ..t iiniie it iennns. 117

Analysis of Variance Tables for Moral Stage
and Ori1entation by Subcategories of the

viii



INTRODUCTION

Traditionally, juvenile delinquents have been
characterized in the psychological and sociological
literature as individuals who stand apart as a group from
the:r non-offending cohorts in terms of the content of
thought, specifically, their moral value system. 1t has
been assumed that their awareness of conventional mores are
deficirent (Jurkovic, 1980). However, classic studiec
evidence a failure to uncover any consistent relationship
between knowledge 0f societal norms and abidance by thei:
dictates (Arbuthnot & Gordon, 1988; Harthshorne & May, 19.H;
Harthshorne, May, & Maller 1929; Harthshorne, May, &
Shuttlewcrth, 1930Y. One possible explanation for the
failure to establish meaningful results i1n the Harthshorne
{Harthshorne & May, 1928; Harthshorne et al., 19246;
Harthshorne et al., 1930) studies 1s that past eight years
cf age little appreciable differences exist between
individuals in terms of knowledge of cultural norms and
rules (Blasi, 1980).

In contrast, cognitive-moral developmentalists claim
that this inability to establish consistent results between
the knowledge of specific rules and abidance by them 1s due
to the exclusive focus on the "content" of thought,
including knowledge of what the rules are ('quantity' of

information regarding rules and norms of society), as




[49)

opposed to understanding the "quality' of that content, or
why the rules should be followed (Jurkovic, 1980).
Developmental thecories of moral reasoning emphasize that 1t
1S the quality of thought, represented by an underlying
structural process of how one reasons, which i1s the key tc
pred:icting 'mcral behaviour", rather than what the actual
belief system contains. They contend that in order for
knowledge ©f rules and norms to be adopted and adhered to an
individual must undergo an active construction process of
developing strurtures which translate the meanings of why
the laws exist (understandings of the sociomoral world)
rather than a passive i1nternalization of those laws. By
outlining age-related progress:on in the developmental
sequence, they contend that differences between individuals
can be systematically analyzed (Jennings, Kilkenny, &
Kehlberg, 1983). Moreover, cognitive-meoral
developmentalists claim that the structural-developmental
studies of juvenile delinquents' moral reasoning represents
"a critical empirical and conceptual testing ground" for
"elucidating the role of meoral values in juvenile
delinquency"”, and thus offers promise for clinical
applications within a comprehensive framework which
considers other known correlates of developmental

psychopathology (Jurkovic, 1980, p.710). Speculating that

the antisocial behaviour (behavioural patterns which defy




societal norms and represent legal wviolations: cof the

delinquent may reflect a "premoral i1declogical ortrentation”,
cognitive-moral developmentalists hypothesize a predictable
relationship between delayed moral development and
delinguent behaviour in youth (e.qg., Foder, 1977, Jurkovic,
1980; Kohlberg, 1969). (Conversely, they reason that moral
maturity provides a "buffer"” against delinquency i1n that the
more morally mature individuals are, the less likely they
will be to break laws (Blasi, 19BR0). The assumption 1s that
the decision to break or uphold the law 15 somewhat

dependent on, or to degree a function of, the type ot

03]

morality to which they are committed rather than the depth
of understanding or internaiization of any particular law
per se. They explain that the form of an individual's moral
commitment 1s systematically transformed through 1ncreased
understanding and ability to take the perspective of others
and subsequent consciousness of more general moral i1ssues
(Thornton & Reid, 1982).

This "feorm" of commitment attends to concerns which
range from knowing how breaking the law will effect the
perpetrator (e.g., what kind of punishment to expect), to
understanding the ramifications for society collectively
(strictly egocentric focus - premoral level of development -
as opposed to utilitarian perspective taking ability - moral

maturity) (Gibbs, 1993; Walker, 1986).
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By departing from conventional wisdom, which holds that
delinquents have somehow failed to learn societal rules, or
“'hadn't been properly taught' [author's quotations]... to
know right from wrong" (Arbuthnot & Gordon, 1988, p. 381),
cognitive-moral developmentalists (i.e., Kohlberg, 1976)
argue that the guantity (knowledge of actual rules and
mores) of information can be of little use in terms of
translating into moral (prosocial) behaviour if the guality
of the underlying cognitive schema is not sophisticated
enough to comprehend this information intrinsically
(Arbuthnot & Gordon, 1988; Arbuthnot, Gordon, & Jurkovic,
1987; Jennings et al., 1983 ).

Kohlberg's (1976) stage theory of moral development
states that the quality of thinking and reasoning about
moral problems follows a distinct and universal
developmental process, whereby a child progresses to
adulthood in moral maturity, from less to more comptiex,
logical, and adequate ways of perceiving the sociomoral
world. For the most part research has supported the
prediction of immature or delayed moral development in
juveniie delinquents (Nelson, Smith, & Dodd, 1990).
However, and with the exception of one study (Arbuthnot &
Gordon, 1986), evaluation of treatment programs which have
successfully raised delinquents' level of moral development

have not translated into lower incidence of delinquent




behaviour (Gibbs, Arnold, Ahlborn, & Cheesman, 1984; Niles,
1986). Moreover, when delinquent groups are divided
according to the presence or absence of the personality
variable psychopathy (Moran, 1987; Trevethan & Walker,
1989), the overall consistency of delayed moral development
becomes systematically divided such that the delay is only
evident in a proportion of the delinquent sample, namely,
the psychopathic delingquents.

Taken together, these results suggest that, in fact,
the cognitive-structural theory of moral development is not
in itself sufficient to define either delinquent youth as an
entirely homogeneous group in terms of delayed moral
development or to predict the reduction of recidivism based
on gains made in through targeting moral reasoning in
treatment interventions with delinquent groups. Results to
date suggest that further investigation is required with
regard to understanding (a) which variables might interfere
with the axpected reduction in antisocial behaviour
following developmental gains in moral reasoning in
delinquents, and (b) how the personality variable
psychopathy might dilute relationships normally expected
within the delinquent population.

Gibbs (1993) offers a neo-Kohlbergian approach which

explicitly attends to how "egocentric bias" and "cognitive

distortions", independent of stage of moral development,




might mediate or abrogate the relationship from moral
reasoning to moral action in given situations or across
situations. Gibbs believes that, despite gains in moral
development stimulated by intervention, the probability of
further engagement in "seriously antisocial behaviour"” will
be greatest for those whose "orientation" remains "self-
centred", and/or whose antisocial attitudes and subsequent
proclivity to rationalize (distort) their behaviour allow
them to dismiss "legitimate expectations and feelings of
others in actual social situations" (p.173). Blasi (1980)
astutely hypothes.ized this same possibility by
conceptualizing a cluster of traits which may have an
effect, over and above those accounted for in the empirical
relation between juvenile delinquents' antisocial behaviour
and delayed moral development, on subsequent antisocial
behaviour. He suggests that consistency of behaviour
according to stage of moral reasoning may be mediated byv
either a) a subordinate trait, defined as a cluster of
"moral" traits which are independent of the relationship
expected between moral reasoning and moral behaviour, or b)
"personal consistency", which Blasi relates to the notion of
"integrity" or in the case of lack of personal consistency,
"expediency and opportunism", depending on the consistency

between words {moral reasoning) and action (Blasi, 1980,

p.6).



This thesis will attempt to identify variables which

mediate or abrogate the hypothesized relationship between
moral reasoning and moral behaviour in a population of
juvenile delinquents. Research indicates that a closer
examination of within group differences, related to but
independent of stage of moral development, will enable
clearer assessment of how moral reasoning contributes to the
prediction of antisocial behaviour. It is hoped that these
results will aid in the identification of criminogenic needs
and developmental and learning styles. Andrews, Bonta, and
Hoge (1990) contend that knowledge of such correlates of
delinquency can lead to more effective rehabilitation in
that treatment "needs" are specifically targeted (matched)
with regard to the former, and "responsivity" to those
treatments can be assured through knowledge of the latter.
An area of research which has not yet been explored is
that of differences in the use of "cognitive distortions" or
rationalizations by psychopathic versus non-psychopathic
delinquents, although both have been theoretically linked to
the disjunction between moral reasoning and delinquency
(e.g., Jurkovic, 1980). Although Kohlberg (1976) initially
dismissed content variables, Gibbs, Basinger, and Fuller
(1992) suggest that a shift in focus to the content of moral

thought, such as distorted attitudes and rationalizations,

is necessary to elucidate the presently ambiguous
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relationship between moral reasoning and moral action. They

believe this could provide a method of measuring a
motivational force or compulsion to act and thus clarify the
role of moral development in juvenile delinquency.

This thesis will attempt to relate Blasi's (1980)
conceptions of: "trait consistency", theoretically defined
here as the presence or absence of the personality traits
clustered and defined as psychopathy, because psychopathy is
considered an enduring trait, and "personal consistency",
theoretically defined here by a) the extent to which
individuals rationalize clearly criminal behaviour, b)
their commitment to criminal sentiments, and c¢) their moral
orientation (degree of egocentrism independent of stage), to
the relationship between moral developmental delay and
juvenile crime.

Cognitive Moral Development: Theoretical Overview

The theory of cognitive moral development put forth by
Piaget (193./1965) and articulated by Kohlberg (1969, 1976;
Colby & Kohlberg, 1987) asserts that conformity to societal
norms is not simply a artifact of direct internalizing of
rules. Rather, it is the product of an indirect process of
"natural development" guided by underlying cognitive
structures which follow a progression of universal
Piagetian-like stages (Kohlberg, 1984, pp. 90-93). These

structures conceptually imply that a consistent logic can be




abstracted from the content of an individual's thought 1in
the form of reasoning characteristic of, and relative to,
any particular developmental stage. Thus, irrespective of
the content of children's thought, as they develop,
interact, and actively interpret their environment, they
reorganize and integrate both the diverse perspectives of
others and pertinent situational factors in terms of moral
conflict situations. Subsequently, they become better
equipped to make and justify moral judgements by
assimilating the new insights with those gained at previous
stages. Such reorganization is said to lead to a broader
perspective which provides what Kohlberg believes is a more
"adequate" way of making and justifving moral decisions,
because individuals are able to understand and integrate the
diverse perspectives of others across situations while
considering factors relevant to a given situation. The
cumulative effect represents an upward shift in stage
structure (Jennings et al., 1983).

Kohlberg's (1969; 1976) theory describes the
developmental process as proceeding through six stages (for
full stage descriptions see appendix A) "in a strict
Piagetian sense" (Colby, Kohlberg, Gibbs, & Lieberman,
1983), meaning they are ordered and occur in a universal and
invariant sequence. Specifically, the stages are said to

meet the following three criteria: (1) "structured whole",
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each stage represents a consistent way of reasoning across
situations, (2) "invariant sequence", all individuals,
regardless of culture (universality assumption), develop in
the same order, progressively, irreversibly, without
skipping any stage, and (3) "hierarchical," concepts of
preceding stages of reasoning are reorganized and displaced;
thus, each new stage represents a gualitatively more
advanced organization and way of thinking. In addition,
Kohlberg (1976) maintains that certain levels of cognitive
(Piaget, 1932/1965) and perspective taking abilities are
"necessary but not sufficient" in order for development to
occur. The "not sufficient" clause allows for the final
developmental component which assumes that out of social
experience arise cognitive co~flicts between the "ego'"-
centred concerns of the individual and the perception of
conflicting concerns of others. As the individual develops,
an internal dialectic or cognitive conference ensues
regarding the perceived conflicting concerns (this
presupposes the "necessary'" perspective taking ability) and
resolution can be achieved by advancing to a qualitatively
more advanced level of thinking which integrates the new
insights into a broader perspective (higher stage).

Finally, it is assumed that the stages occur in the same
sequence with all individuals not because the stages are

themselves innate, but because the underlying logical
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sequence is such that each advancing stage necessarily
subsumes the structure of the previous stage and thus
development must occur in the upward sequence, following the
above criteria (Jennings et al.,1983).

Traditionally, Kohlberg's model is tested with the Gse
of his Moral Judgement Interview (MJI) (Colby & Koh.iberg,
1987) which examines the reasoning structures when they are
exposed to a situation of moral conflict. Hypothetical
dilemmas are presented orally and followed by a set of
questions and probes designed to elicit a subject's highest
capability of reasoning. There are three levels of moral-
judgement development, each containing two developmental
stages.

The first level, the preconventional level, is usually
typical in children under the age of eleven and of many
adolescent offenders (Colby & Kohlberg, 1987); it
characterizes individuals who may uphold the rules of
convention, but perceive them as external to the self,.
Within this level, the first stage involves a "punishment"
orientation, while a '"reward" orientation characterizes the
second stage; thus, the former orientation depicts
individuals who obey rules to avoid punishmen. while the
latter leads to &n orientation of "superficial” conformity
in nrder to obtain rewards. Stage one individuals believe

"right" is avoiding behaviour which will be punished and
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stage two individuals believe '"right" 1s an agreement or
exchange for instrumental purposes.

Stages three and four are considered within the
conventional level, and as such involve orientations which
require more advanced understanding of how one is perceived
by others. Conventional individuals are said to be less
egocentric and will identify with authority, to the extent
that approval from these sources has become rewarding in
1tself. This level represents the onset of an indirect
internalization, or comprehension of rules and expectations
of others. 1Individuals at this level are interested in
maintaining the same values as their family and peers.
Stage three i1ndividuals are said to conform in order to
avoid disapproval from others, in order to maintain mutual
respect and trust. Those at stage four do what is "right"
with regard to interpersonal relations in the context of the
system at large, in other words, an individuals' personal
obligations are understood in the context of upholding and
maintaining the social order (Kohlberg, 1976).

The postconventional level, comprised of stages five
and six, depicts individuals who are capable of defining
moral values from a "prior to society" perspective, meaning
basic human rights and social contracts (i.e., '"the greatest
good for the greatest number") are considered above and/or

before the laws outlined by <ociety (Kohlberg, 1976, p.35;




see also Kohlberg, 1984). Due to the fact that so few
individuals were ever classified as stage six (Jennings et
al., 1983)(in fact none of the subjects in Kohlberqg's
longitudinal study - 1956 to 1976 - reached stage six'),
this stage is now interpreted as an hypothetical "ideal" and
has been dropped from Kohlberg's scoring system (Kohlberg,
1984; Kohlberg & Kramer, 1969). Kohlberg (1984) conceded
that evidence for stage six was based on the '"writings of a
small elite sample, elite in the sense of its formal
philosophical training"” (p.270).

Neo-Kohlbergians argue that aspects of maturity
described in the highest level are nonetheless evident at
the conventional level and therefore one need not look
further than this (Gibbs, Basinger, & Fuller 1992; Gibbs &
Widaman, 1982; Turiel, 1983; 1989). Moreover, while all
stages, as defined up to and including the conventional
level, are evident in all cultures, regardless of how
industrialized, the same can not be said for the post
conventional level's existence (Snarey, 1985). Snarey's
(1985) study is worth mentioning though, in that of the 27
countries surveyed, stages one through four were evident and
followed the same age related sequence without violating any

of Kohlberg's (1976) requisite asswnptions. Given the

1

according to the stage revisions from the original "aspect
scoring system"” to the "intuitive scoring system" done in the
late 1960's (Gibbs et al., 1992).
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difficulty with measurement of such theoretical constructs
outlined in stages five and six, some researchers have begun
to question the utility of including the postconventional
level at all (Gibbs et al., 1992).

A Revisionist's View of Kohlberg’

Gibbs, Kohlberg's former student, points out two of the

most criticised aspects of Kohlberg's theory and contends

with them through what he calls "a revisionist view of
Kohlberg." Gibbs' view involves the reduction of Kohlberg's
proposed stages from six to four, effectively dropping the
most controversial "postconventional level" (Gibbs et al.,
1692; Gibbs & Widaman, 1982). In addition, Gibbs et al.
(1992) claim that Kohlberg's (1976; 1984) initial dismissal
of the direct internalization process of cultural rules and
societal laws, "fly in the face" of his description of the
progression from preconventional to conventional morality.
By concentrating exclusively on the "quality" of thought
(why an individual holds certain beliefs) and disregarding
the content, or "quantity" (what an individual actually
believes) the direct internalization process of cul‘ural
referents, that inadvertently characterises the transition
from reasoning at the preconventional to conventional level,
is glaringly absent and thus the process not wholly

explained (Gibbs, 1993; Gibbs et al., 1992). 1In other

‘chapter title in Gibbs et al. (1992).
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words, individuals must possess the knowledge of cultural
norms before they can perceive the conflicts which precede
development from the preconventional to the conventional
level and thus the process is at once direct and indirect,
vet the direct aspect of internalizing the "cultural
referents"” is ignored by Kchlberg.

In response to critics who contend that cognitive
structures can not be completely separated from content
(Beck, 1974; Gibbs, 1993; Gibbs et al., 1992; Sullaivan,
1977), Kohlberg capitulated his strong formalistic claims
into an approach which now professes to consider content as
well (Kohlberg, 1984; Kohlberg, Levine, & Hewer, 1983).
Kohlberg (1976; Colby & Kohlberg, 1987) reanalyzed earlier
studies using a new scoring method which was less
subjective, {(hence the name "Standard Issue Scoring
System"). At this time a further delineation was made among
the stages in order to explain how individuals who were pre-
moral or quasi-moral in their reasoning capabilities could
behave in ways expected of postconventional individuals.

The distinction made was that between "intuitive" versus
"explicit" moral judgements, meaning that explicit
articulation of principled reasoning was still necessary for
scoring in the postconventional level, however it was now

accepted that lower stage individuals could act or behave in

a way which could be considered less "field dependent", or
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less egocentrically oriented and more concerned for
utilitarian reasons than for the impression they make on
others (Gibbs et al., 1984). It was granted that
preconventional and conventional individuals could act on
moral judgements normally made at higher stage levels;
however, their understanding would be considered
"intuitive", as they could not yet "explicitly" articulate
or elaborate the reasoning expected of individuals scored at
the post.conventional level. Thus, their reasoning would
still be considered quasi-moral, even though the proposed
actions may demonstrate an intuitive understanding (Gibbs,
et al., 1992). Kohlberg (1976) describes the four moral
"orientations" whici, he subsequently pairs into substages A
and B and uses tc make the preceding distinction (Colby &
Kohlberg, 1987) as follows: substage A - 1) normative
orientation - focus on following, and making decisions based
on the rules and roles of the social moral order, and 2)
utilitarianism orientation - focus on the good and bad
welfare consegquences on the self (egoistic concerns), and
others (social concerns)
substage B - 3) fairness - focus on justice issues,
regarding relations of equality or reciprocity, and 4)
perfectionism - focus on the virtue or goodness of a person,

the image of a "good self" or the attainment of a good

conscience, dignity, autonomy, and harmony with the self and
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others (Jennings et al., 1983; Kohlberg, 1976). The
substages are said to represent a more global frame of
reference for understanding the moral aspect of society and
interpersonal exchanges because individuals are said to
orient towards them independent of their stage
classification (Colby & Kohlberg, 1987; de Vries & Walker,
1986; Kohlberg, 1976; 1984; Kohlberg & Candee, 1984).
Jennings et al. (1983) explain that the moral reasoning
process which precedes moral action can be conceptualized as
being composed of two factors: (1) a "deontic"® obligatory
judgement of "moral rightness", dependent on and dictated by
the stage of reasoning an individual is at, and (2) a
judgement of responsibility, which is independent of stage,
but dictates the extent to which an individual is committed
to and/or feels "compelled to willfully act" in accordance
with the first order deontic judgement. To this end
justifications for behaviour by substage A individuals are
said to be more situation bound and thus they are "given to
the rules of authority" regardless of the moral rightness of
the request. Individuals at substage B are oriented in a
more intrinsic way in that "they choose to the action that
is more just from the point of view of the more principled

[postconventional] stage at each level" (Jennings et al.,

‘adopted by Kohlberg from philosopher Frankena's (1963)
classic writings.
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1983, p.296). These justifications are considered to
generalize across situations rather than being bound by
them, as the case would be for substage A (Kohlberg, 1976;
Kohlberg & Candee, 1984). Within this broader framework
then, a lower stage individual (i.e., pre-conventional) who
was also at substage B would intuitively understand a moral
dilemma in the same way as a higher staged individual and
feel compelled similarly to act in a moral way. In other
words, theoretically, a lower stage individual could act in
a way one would expect a higher stage individual would act
if substage B were also part of the individual's
composition, and similarly higher stage individuals who
remain at a substage A orientation could theoretically feel
less compelled to act in accordance with their judgements
than those at the same level with B substage orientation
(Gibbs et al., 1984; Kohlberg & Candee, 1984). Another way
of conceptualizing the substages as opposed to the stages is
to think of the substages as a motivational component.
Where substage A limits individuals to perceive '"guasi-"
moralities (Kohlberg & Candee, 1984), in that dictates of
their stage reasoning will be limited to the existing social
situations/contingencies arrangements (substage A - recall
"given to the rules of authority"), substage B allows
individuals at any stage to perceive "intuitively" (as

opposed to articulating "explicitly") justice issues
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(whether they can articulate or reason at the higher level
or not), and thus they are said to be more motivated to act
on these perceptions (Gibbs et al., 1984; Jennings et al.,
1983; Kohlberg, 1976; Kohlberg & Candee, 1984; Kohlberg,
Higgins, Tappan, & Schrader, 1984). Gibbs et al. (1992)
adopt the scoring of substages within their scoring of moral
development, however they disagree that conventional
individuals are "quasi" moral. They view stage three and
four individuals (particularly those at substage B) as
already morally mature in that they:
.. represent a profound moral understanding of the bases
for viable interpersonal relationships and social
arrangements. However, 3A and 4A thinking is embedded
in existing social arrangements - and hence is less
clearly ideal - than is that of 3B and 4B
reasoning...we suspect that the greater differentiation
from social conventions or conformity of type B
reflects a more field independent cognitive style
expressed in the context of moral judgement
(Gibbs et al., 1992, p. 18).
In other words, contrary to Kohlberg (1976), Gibbs et al.
{1992) maintain that the stages themselves relate directly
to the extent of internalization of content (recall
"knowledge of rules" as opposed to intrinsic understanding
borne strictly through pure cognitive construction) in that
the transition from preconventional to conventional morality
must by definition partially involve the internalizing of
once external referents. Indeed, Kohlberg's final revisions

to the scoring manual (Colby & Kohlberg, 1987) do not

include measurement of the content aspect of moral
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reasoning, thus appearing incongruent with his claims of a
broadened position.

Research supports the clustering of the four
orientations according to the substages (Nisan & Kohlberg,
1982; Tietjen & Walker, 1985) outlined by Kohlberg (1976;
1984). As well there is evidence that: a) substar,. A
decreases somewhat with age, while substage B increases with
age, however, substage A is most prominent regardless of age
or stage, although substage B tends to be most evident in
higher stage individuals; b) movement is always from A to B
(no regression back to A once B is founded) (de Vries &
Walker, 1986; Jennings et al., 1983; Logan, Snarey, &
Schrader, 1990; Nisan & Kohlberg, 1982; Tietjen & Walker,
1985). It appears that substages A and B provide
information which is independent of moral stage, yet
pertains to the moral reasoning to action relationship
(Logan et al., 1990).

Unfortunately, no studies to date have explored this
relationship between levels of moral development within
delinquent populations. Trevethan and Walker (1989), have
however, examined the four moral orientations underlying the
concept of types A and B (scored from different criteria
than the A and B types) in adolescents. They found that
although they did appear to cluster consistent with previous

research, only one orientation discriminated a within-
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delinquent grouping factor (egoistic utilitarianism was more
prominent in psychopathic delinquents than non-psychopathic
delinquents), but none reliably distinguished delinquents
from non-delinquents. According to theory (Colby &
Kohlberg, 1987; Kohlberg & Candee, 1984), it seems
reasonable to expect that among delinquents, substage A may
have an effect on delinquents. In that substage A is an
orientation which predisposes individuals to reasoning which
is situation-bound, one could expect that the subsequent
reasoning process could either prevent preconventional
delinquents from advancing to age appropriate stage levels
by restricting the generalizability of new information, or,
in the case of morally mature delinquents, by mediating or
providing a release from the constraint normally provided by
conventional reasoning. In the first case preconventional
delinquents may have their reasoning entrenched by the
subtype A orientation, while the latter conventional
delinquents may be predisposed to attending to situational
cues which could block action in accordance with their moral
judgements. More specifically, conventional delinquents at
substage A could become prone to rationalizing away their
first order "deontic judgement" in accordance with the
situational cues that substage A theoretically predisposes
them to. Such results could explain why treatment efforts

may have yielded such poor results in terms of stage gains







