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This srudy examined how one's level of moral reasoning, me cost of helping, and human 

rclallonshlps mOuentt ooc·s ahnnsuc onemalloo. Two hundred and fourteen subjects (123 

males and 91 females) aged between 16 and 22 years with an average age of 18 years from 

Ihn:c ml .. cd Sixth Form secondary :schools in the Greater Accra region of Ghana pamclp<lled 

In W siudy. Malenals were the shan fonn of Resc James (1979) Defining Issue Test (0lT) 

and me Self Repon Aluuism Scale (SRAS). Results indicated signiftCam main effects between 

each of the Ihree independent variables and ahruislic Orlentallon. In addition, there were 

sigl1ifK:aJlt differences in the amount of help offered at each level of moral reasoning. at each 

level of 001[, as well as the amount of help offered to the three different victims. 

Furthermore. then:: ~n:: mteractlon effects of any two combinations of the three independent 

vlriables on altrUistic orientation. However, there was no interaction among all the three 

independent variab~ combined. These findings SUgs.Clll that all thn:c ,·anables influence 

altnmuc orientation in one way or the other. It is therefore recommended that measures 

should be taken to Improve children·s level of moral reasofllng: and thai in situations where 

005t of helping is high. ltCJ.lest for asSlslallce must be presenced in piecemeal. where possible. 

and thai education should be mounted to impress upon individuals and groups to look beyond 

helping only kin andlor fnends so as ensure cqullable lre&tment for al l. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

The lerm Aluuism is believed LO have been coined by Auguste Comte (cited in Batson 

1991) who defined il as "to live for others". Before and after him. Pililosophers and Social 

commentators such as Plato. Arislode. Mandc\'ille, Smith. Rousseau. J. S. Mills, and 

Nietzsche (all cited in Batson. 1991) haveconcemed themselves with the issue of why some 

people Ilelp those in need why OIhen do not. While some maintained that man is by nature 

selfish, others argued that he is capable of anending [0 the needs of others in addition to his. 

It mUll be emphasized however that these Initial attempls to undersland altruistic behaviour 

wc~ mainly speculative and was discussed under topics such as benevolence. charity, 

compassion. and friendship. In other words, there were no systematic anempts to study 

aluuism(helpingbehaviour)uitisbeingdone in recent times. 

Curren! interest in helping behaviour in general, and altruism in particular by 

PsychologistS and other Social ScIentists was stimulated by the cold-blooded murder of Kitty 

Genovese on March 13, 1964. in me neighbourhood of Kew Gardens. New York. According 

to Rosenthal (1964). ahhough the attack laSled for almos( forty-five (45) minutes and was 

wimessed by as many as thirty-eight 138) people. none of them intervened directly or even 

called the police. In a reWed incident. a women was forced onto a pool table in Big Dam; 

Tavern (a drinkmg bar m New Bedford. Massachusetts, USA) by four men on Sunday, March 

6. 1983. who repeatedly raped her but in spilt of her cry for help. none of the other customers 

nor even the bar render wem to her rescue or called the police (Baron & Byrne, 1987). 

Similar instances in other pans of the World where people's plea for various kinds of help 

have h\.-en Ignored by indiviWals and/or groups who cruld have done somethmg to help are 

nm uncommon meveryday life. 
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On the other extreme, are Instances of pcop\e who have risked their lives, sacrifteed 

theIr time, money. and\or energy to fe$CUC or help others in need. Typical examples of such 

people are Stefan ... Bumninski. SdllndJer. and many other Individuals and groups who either 

gave refuse 10, or helped Jews 10 flee from Nazi persccullon dunng the Second World War 

(Brown. 1986). Stefan ... for Inseance: shellered mincen J~"5 in an attic of her small apanment 

and fed lhem for twO and a ha1f years. The mOM rtmarkable thing about these people's 

behaviour ICCOrding 10 Helltnlll, (cited in Myers 1993), was Ihe fact that Ihey knew very well 

lhal the COSI (punishment) for giving refuge 10. or helping any Jew 10 run away was death. 

Another Instance of altruistic act was by some reSIdents of Oakland (in the San 

francisco Bay, California, United States.) who dared after-shocks and other risks foll(w;mg 

the OclOber 17, 1989 eanhquake to search for. and rescued those who had been trapped by 

rubb~ ftom collapsed structun::~ (Sabina. 1992). Mention could also be made of individuals 

like Madam Theresa and other voluntary orgaml.ations such as International Red Cross 

Society. Ro&aty Club International . Medicine Sans Fromitre (DoclOrs WHhoUI Borders), and 

others who in divene ways have done. and are still doing what is within their means (0 auend 

to the needs of othe~ in different pans of the world. Like insensilivity to the plighl and plea 

of othen, acu of allnmm afC' abo pan of our everyday life. How do we reconcile acts of 

allruism and public generosuy with stories of public apathy to the plight and plea of others? 

In other words. why do some people alWlyt help in timel of need (even when 

5lruauonal forces discourqe helping)? whiie others do so occasionally, and yet, some do not 

help at all (even under the most favourable conditions)? Do lOme people lack the moral 

obliptionwhichspursOlhersonmhelp111rherelatKmshipbetwecnapocentiaJheiperand 

a victim an important factOr In the decision 10 help' What about the potential COSt Involved 

in helping't 1bese are some: of the queillons this SlUdy inlends to answer 
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ThIS SOHIy has bI!come very relevant in Ghana not only because of me lack of resea.rt:h 

or Illeraturc on mtsareatnthecountr}'. but more so, the increa.se in both naruraland human 

activitie& which calls for public assisrance of one fann or anolher. For instance. on page three 

(3) of Santrday. March 2, 1996. issue of (ile Wukly SpeClalOr, me parents of an eight-monm 

babygtrl. Regina Addison. made an appeal to the Ghanaian public for financial assistaflcc 10 

eRable their baby undergo surgical operation &1 the Korle Bu Teaching Hospiw to remove a 

boilatherbackestinwedtocostaboutthreeandahaJfmillioncedi$(~3.5). Similar appeals 

were carried on me front pages of Saturday. May 15. and June 12 issues of the same paper 

(Sp«tator) in the same year (19%). 

Again. on page 7 of June 21-28. 1995. edition of the Fret Pns.s; page 4 of the June 

2S·July 4, 1995, edition of The IndepnuJent. appeals were made by the Biochemistry Students 

Association of Ghana to the public for financial aSSlSWlce for Dr. R. A. Acquah of the 

UniversilY of Ghana. (0 be nown 10 London to undergo surgery in bone Marrow Transplant 

estimated 10 CO$l eighty lho.lund pounds ($80.000.00.) OIher appeals for various kinds of 

help appeared In the ThuBday. Man:h 14. 1996. issue of the Daily Graplu·c; Tuesday. October 

to. 1995.editionofthe Ghonaion Tvnts; Front Page of January 1; page 30fMarch 19. June 

ll. and 18.1994. editioMof The Mirror. and also on page 3 of July IS, 1995, edition of me 

same paper (The Mirror). The lisl of appeals are OlaDy and varied and they are made every 

now and then. 

In addlUon to Ihcabove.lhcre have been persistenlappcabby those In charge of the 

Blood Bank Unm. of The Korle~8u and Kornfo-Anokye Teaching Hospilals (September 26, 

1995. eduicn of !he Doily Gtuphir. Oc1Ober 9·11. 1995, issue of rn. Glwraiml Chronicle) 

and even the regional hospitals 10 the general public 10 volunteer 10 donate blood for 

emergency use. Furthennore, the numerous calls and appeals by viCliml or dl~len.. DistriCI ... 
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Assembly.members, Chiefs., Parhamentanans. and cxher government offlCiaJs for public (both 

local &. mternatlonal) assiSWICC in times of disaster as happened in the anennath of the July 

3 & 4. 1995. nuns and subsec:penl flood In Accra. have also brought 10 the fore the imponance 

ofaltnustJc behaviour and the need to research into II. 

Besides. because of tht prescnt 5OCKt-economic problems such IS unemployment. 

gradual dlslftlCgratlon of our tradiuonaJ sysu:ms, as well as urbaniza(ioo, and its numerous 

related problems (hu"ling and buitling of urban life, individualization, crime. mistrust, and 

compctingofvanousSllmuhforanenuon),helptngbehavlourwhichhadbeentoagreatexteni 

pan of our (Ghanaian) social way of life. IS gl1ldually being eroded. 

The above mdlClSel thai by lbe activities of IWUre andIor of man, people will continue 

to depend 00 lhc: aitrUislic acts of ochc:rs to survive or come: out of emergency situauon(s). 

Thal is, anybody could find hlmielf or heridf in an emergency situation in ..... hlch one form 

of asslseance or anomer would be reqtlesled for or needed. There IS therefore the need 10 

arouse and rekindle aluuistic behaviour by researching into it to find out the factors whtch 

mhlblt or enhance il . The resullS of mis study aJUld therefore be useful to me Government 

of Gbana in panlCular. lbe Minislr), of Social Welfare. The National Disaster Relief 

OrganlUtion and all other aw:ncICS whK:h have some role [0 play in dillSler management and 

!dief IIIlIWICe 1ft CO.nlng OUI ·1I ... m menures which would encourage and sustain altruism in 

particular. and helping behaviour in genecal among the people of GIwla. This will not only 

help 10 sensilizr and d1'1.w the luention of the public 10 die need 10 give relief to indlviduala 

and groups when the need anses. but Will also go a lon, way to ~Iement omcial assistance 

10 the needy apecially WriD& tmer'JCOCY and 1huI filii SOCial vacuum which would OIherwl5e 

havebeencrealeda!.ilreAlhofinRl(fw:~tofflCialassisrance. 
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II is believed that when some of the Important (acwts whICh promole or inhibit 

ahnHStM:: behaviour Ire unearthed. encouraging people to behlve altruistically would not be 

dlmcu!!. As Ethologists. Comparall\"t Psychok>gists and SocIObiologists such as Shapiro & 

Gadda<d (1994). Ellen & Wn:gc (!98X). Tabo"ky (1984). Reye< (1994). Hoffman (1978). 

Dawkins (1976). Krc:bs (1975). Wilson (1975) and AnnSirong (cited m Myers. 1993) have 

pom~ out. attrulStiC behavIOUr is an inherenl pan of human rwure. Some of these researchers 

have even pte: further to uscn that cycn animals exhibll allNlsllC behaviour. 

Beine a virtue and a humanitarian deed. altruism plays an important role in evel)' 

society. It i. therefore admired and encouraged m almost all SOCleues, As a result. 

Ptllla.mhroplW and person(s) or group(s) who have nsked their lives or sacrificed their lime. 

mone) and/or enerJY for olhen; are held in higher esteem In their communities. couninclio. and 

even in other pans of the world. For exampLe, on • tullslde m Jerusalem, 800 trees form a 

simple lint called The Awnue of R,ghlfOIJS. Senath each lree il a plaque with the name of 

a per!OO who wnng the Nazi HoJocauliol 'us Icnowu CO have given refuge to, or helped one or 

more Jews 10 escape death from the hands of Adolf Hiller and his men (Hellman, cited in 

Myers. 1993). Alto near lhe Museum of The Holocaust in Jerusalem. there are Avenues of 

Memonal Tab1cts 10 non-Jews who IICnfteed their lives to help reac:ue Jews (Brown 1986) 

Still in Jerusalem, is a rod Vashem. a memOrial auchority established not only to commemorate 

Jews who d.ed during NUl persecution, but allO those who risked their lives 00 save Jews. 

aar-Tal. (clled m Myers. 1993) definedallrulstlc behaviourasa voluntarylCt which 

must Aim to benefit others and wblCh mult be carried OUt Wlmout expectation of. reward. 

Altruism inVolves behaviour ITnended to help others.; il is doing something for someone else 

(lite trying "'recut ~ vK:lIms) wuh no benefillOOOCIelf. oflen WIth lhe POliSlbllny 

ofri*.lDoneaelf(SabIRl 1992). Grustc(cn.td In Sabina. 1992, defines altruism u&n..clof 
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concern for others . such as sharing, helpma. showina concern. consideration. reassuring. and 

de:fendina. IhIl are performc:d Independently of hope. of reward, or (ear of punishment from 

eXlemal sourc~ and lhat may ~ be of some cost to the aJU\li.5c:. 

Sear et aJ.119'J1) also defined alrrulsm as an act perf()l"lllCld voluntarily to help someone 

wbaa there 1$ no expettallon of receiving reward In any form (except perhaps a feeling of 

having done a ~ deedt. According to Walster & Piliavin (cited in Myers. 1993). altruism 

i, a very special form of belpmg behaviour that 15 voluntary, costly 10 the altruist, and 

motiVll<d by .ollletiung mller _the •• pecwion of Ill.t.nal or lOCiall<Ward. To worchel~, 

et aI. t 19(1), aluuiml is an unselfish desire 10 Ilelp another person; ItS ultimate goal. is to help f~( 

benefitMlochcr'swel(aK. ~ 

1-? 
Whereas Batson (1991) defines altruism as a mouvauonal stale with the ultimate goal • 

of iPCfQSIn& anomer', ",'dfare which does not necessarily involve self sacrifice, other 

P,ychologlsts sud! II Campbell. Hatfield et aI. (both Clled In Myers 1993), Krebs (cited in 

Ma, 1992) and Wlipe (1978) have argued thai an aitnJlstic act should by necessity Involve 

SlCrifu. 1bey II'fJt.d funber tbIt!:he COSiIO a helpc:r muSl outweigh the reward so malone's 

goal cannot be self-benefit. From a similar perspective, Andcrwn (1993) defines altruism IS 

voluntlrily helpln, another in need of help II lhe ( .. pense of personal safe(y, and with no 

expeCeAtion of external rewards. Taking a somewtw different line, Power (cited in Weiner, 

1992) defines alm .. 1tn u hc1pin, others not immrolately related 10 oneself and without 

personal benefit. This was supported by Hoffman's (1978) aueOlon tJw many altruistic acts 

are directed 10 strangers and are made anonymously. 

lbc abo~ deflnlhons seem 10 confirm Sharabany & Bar-Tal', (cited In Ma, 1992) 

contention thai. then: IS no univenaJly acceptable definition of altruism, and dw defmllioos 

vary (rom theonSlS of different orief!WKJRl, WhateVer angie the lerm altruism il looked aI, 
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lhe foHowing points SWKI out clearly. That. 

actloo(s) performed should be done voluntarily; 

acllon(l) undertaken !lhould be directed .. someone other than the actor; 

lhe rcciptentralberlhan the actor must beoefit from whaleveraction is taken: 

lhr~isno immedialeorfuruJ"enwerialorsocial reward for lhe actor'slCtion: 

a person who engages In an aJUUISUC act treal5 II as an end in itself and 

therefore aDDcipatesno reward (excepc per!laps the pleasure of contribuling 

to the welfareofOlhers); and 

actlon(S) undertaken may involve cost or sacrifice (Q the actor. 

FortbePUI"p05leof UlISstudy. &louin is defined ua voluntary ocmmitment to perform an act 

which may mvolve personal cost (risk) and which is aimed at benefiting another person wllh 

no immedlale or future mattrial Of social benefh 10 the actor. II must be stressed that the 

objectIVe of Ihe re5CII'ther is not to prove whether ailnmm really eXists as have been done by 

Shaplro.t Gabbard (1994), BalSOn (1991), Batson el ai, (1989), Hoffman (1978), Krebs 

(1975) or what lhc mcxivesofaJuuisuare(Balsoo 1991; Batsonetal., 1986/89). The main 

objective is to find out how one's level of moraJ reasoning. the COSt of helping someone. and 

the relatioruhip bct'M"efl a potential helper and a victim enhance or inhibit helping behavioLir. 

Ina scnc:sofswdiac:oncb:cedby R05Cllthai (1964). Darley&' Latane (1968), Lalanc 

&, Darley (1970) after the murder of Kiny Cienovese (cited above), a numberof\'8riables were 

MicnufJed as Mme of lhe faaon which delcnmne whether one will intervene in an emergent)' 

or 001. Among these are silUational faclOrs such as the presence of other people, the narure 

of the physical en\ Ironment and the pressure 0( IIm1led time. SpecifIC personailly 

charactensucs or dispositions (Romer et aI .• 1986) like telf esteem (Hessio& et al .. In 

Wri .... 1984), I1WICUliniry/fanininity dirrw:nsicmofdae potential helper (BlUmeiscer. cited 
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ia Myers. 1993; McGovern. ciled in Baron & Byrne, 1987). levels of indiviwars need for 

SIXIId.pplO\'ll(Saww, cilCdm Myers. 1993), Indl\,ldual's intrinIic/exlrinstc religious values 

(Yinon. eta!, 1982; BatsOn & Gray, 1981). as well as moral and ethical principles have also 

been founcito inOuencecenain typesofahrulsuc beha\'iour. 

OlheB ~ physK:al characCerisrics iUCb as race (SiSSOn, cited in Myers. 1993: Gaertner 

& DoYidio, cited m Sabina 1992: Pivialin et aI. 1981). sex (Ruihton el al. 1986; Eisenberg 

& Lenon, 1983), and age (Rushton el aI .• 1986) of bc:Kh the pmentill helper and the victim. 

Mood of the pc)(cntiaJ helper (Pivialin el al. 1981; Cunningham et aI .• 1980). auribuuon of 

raponsIbility by the pOIenllal helper (Weiner. 1992; Kalhopuska 1982) and the relationship 

between che helper and the victim (Ma. 1992) also play imponant roles in me decIsion 10 help 

The above points lO the fact thai aItrul51ic behaviour is influenced and detennmed by 

a multip~ of fIccon aroma which are situabonal. penooahty and cognitive. This implies that 

any Slnak factor analysIs cannot be consujered suffICient 10 explam a complex issue such as 

aJUUlsm. Inipieafdushowe-.-er.almostallswdieaoonduaedsofarhaveell.ammedlheeffect 

ofoniy a single variabte - bivariate relationship, on altruislic behaviour (Anderson, 1993; 

Eisenberg, 1983; Batson. 1989. and Levin &. 8erkennan·Greenberg. 1980). 

Besides. researcben have tended \0 ignore oog1ll1l\'c faclOrs m explaining helping 

beha\,lour. Focus has mainly been on situatIonal vanables (Darley &. Latane. 1968: Gergen 

et aI .• 1972: I...awtc: &. Darley, 1970). It mUll: be pointed out however that it is not the 

SItuation pene which directly affeas behavNlUr. but one's cognitive definition and 

i01erpretatlon IthoughtsJ of the situation which among others include me conflicts between 

one's welfare and dw. of ochen - the needy. In !he words of Kalhopuska (1982). help,"g 

bchavtoUrrouldlargelybeaplaiDedbycogmtl\'efaclOrs. Furthe~.evenwhencoenitive 
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rac10rS 9.JCh as moral reasoning are considered, researchers have generally examined whether 

such cognitive factor are directly reWed 00 behaviour. They lend to Ignore potential mediators 

such as cost and human relationship 

Additionally. with the exception ofa srudyby Nabor (1992) entided "Chivalry 011 The 

Rood: A StwIy of Th~ Helping &luJviour Of Drivtrs" submitted to the Department of 

Psycook>gy, Umversny of Ghana, Legan, no other study the researcher.s aware of has been 

conduaedonthissubject mmecounrry. There is therefore me need not only 10 research into 

me area. but also kllook al how different variab~ by themselves, andlor in combination with 

others. promoreor inhibit helping behaviour m thiscountty. 

TIus study is thus inltnded k) eumine the mam and mteracl10n effects of three different 

vanables - lTlOIAlrc:a.sooing(cognitiveaspecuofdecISlOll·making),costofhelping. (situational 

factor), and human relationship (the bK>logM:aJ or!lOCial relaoonship between a potenllal helper 

and IDe one in need of help IVlctlm» on altruistic behaviour. This approach (looking at two 

cxmorediffen:n1I00epcndentvariablesatatime)isnecessarybecauseashasbeenpointedoul 

already. the single vanableapproach isooc sufficient 10 cxplain a complex issue like altruism. 

This approach is aJso in hne with Jahoda's (cited in Phillips, 1989) call on researchers to 

consider me widersyS&em withm which socLiI bel1a\tlour takes place 
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CHAPTER TWO 

This chaptcr will concenu-ateontheoreticaJ perspecLives ofaltr'llistic behaviour while 

the nextooe will deal with empiricaJ srudies. Like oo.erbebaviouralconceplS in Psychology, 

~arious theories and models have been propounded to explain altruism. Among these is 

Darwinism (also known as Evolutionary Theory) and its recent version known as Sociobiology 

Others are Psych<w1aJytic. Decision-making (a1so referred to as cosHcward analysis). Social 

Learniog and Soc.ial Exchange For the purpose of this study only three 

(Darwinism/Evolutionary/Sociobiology. Social learning. and Decision-making {COSl-~4. Gly. 

analysis I) will be discussed. ;c 
D·rwinism/t'"o',lfinnan /SocioblotQfl' \.? 

• u"" 
Darwinism (Charles Darwin, cited in Dawkins, 1991), also k.nuwn as evolutionary- . 

theory. with ilS modem version of Sociobiology is one of the main rhcories mal explains 

ahruism. The main propouenu and adherent of these theories are Darwin. Hall (ciled in 

WrigtSman, 1984), Hamillon (1964). Trivers (1971), WIlson ( 1975). Dawkins (1976). Slnce 

these: three: concepts (DarwinismlEvolulionary and Sociobiology) explain almost the same idea 

35 far as altruism i. conoemed. dtey have been treated under one heading. 

The theory of Sociobiology began to receh'c ancntion in the 19705 when Edward 

Wilson .• leading proponent. published the tint major lext (SonobiolDgy) in the field . 

According to Wilson (1975). Sociobiology is the study of biological buis of all social 

behaviour. Sociobiologists thus explain altruism in terma of genetic make up of orgarusms 

(animals and human brings) as influenced by evofution over the ages· biological altruism 

TbeyposlUl)'tc thai moUvatiooisclosclylmkcdtoinsrincts in that behlviour such as altruism. 

aggressioa.a.ndotherhumansocialbchaviourstbatiQc::reuetbeclwx::esofhumansurvivalm 
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." preprogrammed inlO an organism. 

According 10 l...cak &. CbrisIopber (cned lD Ramus. 1987). SocIObiologists view genes 

ai the ~ultimale uniuoflife ft ortbe -heredtty units . wbicbeilher fails or plO5per as a 

rauJtofoalUnlsekctionft
• Hoffnwl (1978) also asserted tbat to Sociobiologists, ahruismis 

part of [be ba$ic biologICal naDlre of human bem~s, Just as self incerest is . They suggesled that 

biological altruilm bas a survival value and as such it is usually wrecred toWatds those who 

atcbiologically related 10 us (tbe iDdividual). ToSociobiok>gistslherefore,altJUjsmisanyacl 

which conuibules favourably to the survIVal prospect and reproducdve potentiaJ ofanotber 

urganwn. usually al some COIIIiO its own (the actor) ptOSPCClS and potentials 

Put differeutly , it coWd be scud mat in the perspeclive of Sociobiologists, altruism is 

an act which increases the proipCCI for survival. and ultimately, the reproductive success of 

an otpnism (0) other t~n the one pe:rfomllDg (be act IP) . at same COSI to the survival 

prospect aod productive success of P {me organum actina} . In other words, the underlying 

purpose of animals and for that maner human behaviour is to contribute as many genes as 

possibk&olberlClllgcrlCrarion 

Natural and Kin SdmiQn. This is one of the main components of the theory . It 

postula1el thatthc:C\SCflC.C of life is gene survival . ItllJUeSfurtberthatanygeneucally 

deIermiaed trait thai bas survival qIue willlCDd to be passed on to the next generation and in 

the case of aluuism. me tendency to help others may have survival value. 

It must be swed bete that on thiJ particular poma (how allruistic behaviour bas been 

maiOIaiDed over JeDCRtions). Sociobiologists aDd Darwinism differ to some extent. For 

instance, in Darwinism. narunl and kin selection are teeo as iodividual fitncss; the capacity 

of tbe indMduIII 10 survive IDd reproduce in a competitive environment. According to 

Darwin. narwalldettioa favoun or~arusms that possess the ioberilable variations thai beSt 

equip 1bem to survive aDd reprOOui,;e He Indicated furtber thai as survivin& indiViduals 
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.,. reproduce from gmention 10 generauon, Ibm chancttristics become more common in the 

species. In effect, altruism for eumple bas been naintaioed over the years because il has 

survivalvaJue 

Ontheotherband,Sociobiologydonoc view genc:: survival as necessarily lhesurvival 

ofap IIldivuiual with a specificgeoe (in this case ailrUisticgene) , That is. me individual does 

not necesurily perpetuate ttisJher genes by preserving himself or herself, but In most cases, 

by helping those genes to survive m ~otbersM (UIUl.Ily younger family mcmbcrs and relatives 

with rc:procluctive potential) , According to the theory, one form of behaviour that would 

Increase gc:ne survival is devolioo 10 ooc's children. brothc:rslsistersand otberreiativc:s, For 

irul1nCe, parenu wbo put their children's welfare: ahead of their own are more likd) to pass 

on their genes to posterity than those who neglect them. from the point of view of this theory. 

a parent who loses his/her life in preserving that of two or more offspring will muim..ize 

his/her -incluslvefilness ·, Similar maximization of inclusive fitness applies to brothers, 

sisters. cousins and other relatives but the difference lies in the number of peuple one has to 

help to 5W'Vlve mordertoensure thc: survinl of one's genes-lhe more the biological distance 

(biologic&lrelaledness), between an aC10r and recipieru, the greater the numbernfpcople 10 

bebelpedinordertoensuretbesurvivalofooe's&enes, Inlheli~ofthelbove.individuals 

an: more prone 10 help family mcmben and relal.ves than non-relatives . This idea might have 

led 10 the popular phrase -blood is thicker IJUJII water- , Gene perpetuation in the context of 

thislhoorycantbcreforebeUDderstoodby lhc: basicprincip1es of evolutionary biology -gene 

In the perspet:tive of Sociobiok>gy, the -individual" is explained in lenns ofeet of 

genes rather thao an autoDlJlDOUS organismu sucbtbe individual does not act tObc:oetil 

differear. genes as we may be tempted 10 think, but its own geaes in a different individual, For 

example. the indIVIdual derives hair of its Ctv0f1l0S0t1lC5 (and for that matter ~) from one 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



--pomIIlDd Ihc olhcr half from Ihc DIher parent. There is therefore fifty-fifty (SQ/ SQ) chance 

thai a given gene will be shared by parents and offspring or amons brodlers and/or sisters 

This geoe sharing is referred 10 as ~rekJIedneJl· (r) ; a tc:nn is used by Sociobiologists to 

00IID0Ic the biok>gical relation ~-eeo two or more people. 

The relatedness bet:Wttfl a parent and an offspring or among brOlhers andlor sisters (or 

exampk is .5 (Ill) ; tbat ofan individual and a nephew, niece. or grandparents. is .25 (1 /4) , 

while lbaI of COUIinI is . 12 (V8] The lbtory thus predicts that the amount of alnuism shown 

should Increase willi Ihe level of biological relaledness Ie] ; the closer the relation, the more 

likely it is tbar. aD individual will be helped . Our aenes thus dispose us to care for those in 

wbom they reside (family memben IDd relatives) 

As a result of this, there is the general tendency for an iDdividual . A' to carry out an 

aluui5CicacttolllOCbermvWa' "S ' ifthelatter ' 8 ' iiason. daugh1er. parenlobrotber, 5ister 

ora relati\'cthaoifhelsbe isJlUt an acqUli.ntante or a stranlcr . Heipingbrotbersorsislcrs 

aDd even cousinl to survive cnwres the survival of ODe'S gene even if one has to give up 

hisIIxr life in tile process . In most cases, a non relared individual would be the reCipient of 

aid when the cost is low. and when the non related individual is not in competition with a 

relative' s need for aid (Bourne Jr. &. Lslctrand. Clled in Aodenon, 1993) 

To Sociobio&ogitu tberd"ore. Cbe baic mocivatioo. of all orgamsms (humans inclusive) 

is the perpetuation of their own genetic pool which is accomplished by surviving offspring and 

.AAc:rsrelaledlOiD:SClf. InlbtwordiofEb.rub(ICJ77),JCIICShclpthemselves by being nice 

to lhemsclvcs eYal ifthcy &R -mdostd ill di1!n-eru bodies-. On the basis of" the above, Form 

&. Nosow (cited in Myers. 1993) also remarked thai anevolulionary Psytboiogisl will not be 

.swprised.ifafteradu.uler people belpthe vM:timl iDlbe following order : nucleus family 

membe~. relabvcs, frieads, Delghbourlo , and then strangers . "The point IS not thai the 

individual caJculates genetic relatedness before hclping. but that nalluc has programrncd. us 10 
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The theory is even ~tretcbed further to include lbe flel that people whom we share 

genes wiW. and for thai: m&aeT are more prone co help. an: not only our fanuly members and 

0lhC'r rcl.a!J\·tS, but abo ocben whose physlc.aIIlPPC~r.tnCC .are like u .. . For Instance. bIue~yed 

people as well u people of the same cribe and ra~ are believed to have some genes In 

Thu theory does not oruy apply (0 Iumans. but ro animals a5 well. For instance, Reyer 

(1984,. Wilson (1975). Hall (cited in Wrightsman, 1984), Darwin (cited In Dawkins. 1991) 

have Long observed similar altruistic behlviour (and for that maHer, ~enc perpetuation acts) 

IlDOII8 animal species. Duwin for tnStance noted. that rabbits Will make noise with their hind 

feet 10 warn oft predators. Wilson (1975) also ob~rved !.hat In termites' hive, the soldier 

ICmute MU defendtbe nest against any intruderlsl by lying in fronlofDthcrs thereb)' exposing 

themselves to danger SlrTular altruiStiC behaViourS have been found In white-fronted bee-

...... (EmJcn&Wreg •. 1988).childfuh(TabonIty.I984).baboon.anddolphins(HaJl.cited 

inWriJhlsrnon.1984) 

The above theory bas come under Intense: criticism from dJtferent quarters. Rushton 

(1986) his said that the ida tbat altruism i,a geoelic.J.lly dc1emtined part of "human nature' 

is quite controVeniaJ nocwiIhIIaDdin& the fact that bow ~lIlhe theory applies to human beings 

is still an open question. He bas mainlained that whateVer be the cue [whether applicabte to 

hwrIam or nUl). the Idea is COIIIidered destructive because illeads 10 all kinds of favouritism 

(rac1S1D, oepoIlsm. tribahsm etc,), This has probably necessitated the passing of laws (e.g 

EqtI4I Empluymml Opportwriry Act) m counlrica !UCb as thr- Urutrd Siaies of America to 

pmut aU tiDds of favount1IIn t.sr.d on tunan rtbtlomJups rather than on menl Acc:ordin& 

to Brown (1986). !his may probabty be the reason wby the MtdaJ./<N H~'Qum is DOt awarded 
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ConunentUlg on the theory. ClOUId (1970) said that although -aluuiJtic atU are the 

cement: of uable societies Ihey seem 10 defy a DarwinWl explanatioo. - , This is so because 

nao.u-allidectioo as explained by Darwin operates single-mindedJy aod reknlJelsly in favour 

of traia _tuch unprovc the tbanoes of survival of oLbers, thercforc, it will be impossibk: for 

any an.imaJ SpecIeS to have evolved so a~ to have the genetic potential for consistent biological 

altruiIm. lnotberwords. it is hard for Soc:K>blologists roaccOW'll for the continuous existence 

ofabcblviourwbK:breduc:estbetime:ssoftbealuuistbutincreasestheaveragefitnessofthc 

soc.ety:mdJV1duaJsconstJrulesoctet).·lbereforeiftheincbv~I'sfitnessisaffectedthalofthe 

A similar crihclsm bas also been made by Wilson (1975) who is • Sociobiologist 

hmlSeif Accordmg ro him, altruism in tenus of kin selection poses a problem for natural 

sdeCltooailx:eaJttuisIKbchaviourdoesnotoaJybencfillhesurvivaJofotbers, but inmost 

cases CTIlails cost such IS time to be expended, embarrassment, mjury, sharing scarce 

resoW'CC$, andevcnrisx.IOgooe'slIfc . mother words, howdoleoes whichprcdlspose an 

IndlVldu&l to act In a Wly that may C'Ddan&er his!ber very suC\'ivaJ pus on to othen with any 

rrequc:nc)' in order to perpetuate Itselt?; lhose With allrulslic genes would have died out in the 

counc of evolution because of dle poi$ible danger of barm and death they exposed themselves 

10 in ananempt 10 hC'lp otliers 

To Rathus (1987) it is absurd to suggest that genes can harbour anything akin to an 

"1nICIJ/· . tet aJooe 10 be transnuned from onr penon to another. He l1~ued that human are 

more compkx and thr:refmt our behavIOUrs ~ as conltlllled by built-in response: tendencies. 

if any , He reasoned further that as humans, )earning and atlfUral faaon enable us to resist 

thel<lr~oflbe,..,.. 

G=d>IIIl (191l51 basUJUCd "'" in human society.oocw beb .. "." presenu problerru; 

In that the eoonnous diversity of cu.ItunJ forms, langwJeS, and the vast (ccbDological 

(4 
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..... developments, includml: the ability lO modify genes, becomes hard to e~plain by inclusive 

fimess. In addition, critics have argued tbIt e~plaining human behaviour In terms of genes 

may lead c:ome people to assume wrongly that certain human behaviours are ~fJQ/JIral" and so 

unchangeable This may lead to irrcspoosiblcacts. 

In response to some of these criticisms. Hamilton (1964) explained that what is 

Imporuruinevolutiooiskinsclection-lhesurvivalofgeneswhicharesharedbyrelttives 

(kin)r.athcrlhanthesurvi\'alofiDdividuals. Thus the lheory is oot ahoutthe maximizalionof 

an individual fitness per se, but ~inclus;veft",ess"· gene: preservation. The individuals as a 

set ofgeoes is properly though&: of as distributed across kin therefore it is theoretically and 

even pncticaUy possibk: for an indiviWaJ 10 preserve hislher genes by bebaving a ltruistically 

wlthrespecttolonevcnifthatl~[()death, l!showsthat as longasageneleads one[()bear 

cost in proponion to genetic rela1Cdness, such a gtoe can dominate speci~; ~ £CAt will 

wrvlve lD so far as it leads orpnisms that have it to act in a way that maximizes the number 

of bearers of that particular gene in the lona run. 

To the question IS (0 how ooe gelS to know that heJsbe shares genes in common w ith 

'A', 'S' or 'C', espcciaJ.Iy when they are not brOtbersJsisters or are relatIVes who have never 

met. RushloD,elal,{I980)suggestthatphysica1similaritiesisooecluewcusclodetectpeople 

in whom I;opU:S of our genes are located, 

The theory Iw: further been attal;ked as being discriminatory and selfish hcl;au5e II 

seems to favour only those woo share our geurs In addition, Rushton (1986) argues that the 

tbtot)'h1sthelCDdencyofeDOClUt1ginget.hnicandradaJ favouritism-lhe rocxofcou.ntless 

historicalandconlCtnporaryconOiru. He statedfurtbtrlhal Hamilton's explanation (above) 

is 00l able to aa:owu for altruism among non,km especially that between or among strangers 

Forlnswtce, how docs thc:lbeorylCCOUDl for kidney and blooddoaatiOll5 and other altruistic 

lets to unrelated ~trangers who do not Dlow eacb otber and may never act to blow one 
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g~·o·~ ~ ~ ~ 
_. 1.').,~{ 

Campbell (1975) suggens tbalgenetic evolution may help explain a few basic prosocui 

behaviour IUCb as pacents cariDg for their young, but does not apply 10 more extreme instances 

of helping. suanger ill disaess; such cases are better explained by what be calls ~Soc;QI 

EvoluI,on~ - the historical development of human cultun: or civilization. 10 his view, human 

societies blve gradually and seklctively evolved skills, beliefs. and technologies tbat promoIt 

the welfare of the group_ SUcb altruistic beblviour generally benefits society and have 

lherefore become part of the social rules and nonns 

He states further thai our ability to outwit other species (intelligence) may be a more 

central faclOr in our survival. He argues that the Sociobiological approach is faulted with 

abstractlheorizing,oaivespeculation,andunjustifiedexnapolationsfromanimalstudiesralher 

dwI on solid human evideDce. Greenbla1t (1985) also argued lhat Ihe poMtion of 

SociobiologislS is mainly based on animal slUdies. To him. Sociobiologists appear (0 

underestimate the contribution of culrure. or nunure to hwnan social behaviour. He staeed 

further lhIl the variability in buman behaviour tanno( be fully accounted for by any genetic 

theory . 

Triven (1971) in response IDtbe issue raised by Campbell explains lhat belp to non.kin 

is accouna:d for by aoothcf upca. of the theory called ~ReciprocaJ Altruism", also known as 

-Delo)·ed Recipmcirv- or ·Contingent Reciprocity. -

Rrciprocal AItn,ism «joe" Srlertjog •. According to this aspect of the theory, one 

may nsk his or her life or safety to help someone ir he cao eJlpect help in return; help that will 

PlY blcktbe individuaJ'soriginal sacrifice and Ibus make both gain in tbe loog run (Trivers. 

1971). An Issue wbkh arises &om this is that in the absence of any law or rule compelling 

people 10 help others woo have beIpcd lhem, whaJ: is the guanmee that someone who has been 

helpedwillreciproc;ate? 
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Toyers conceded in response that such a system of mutual help IS thrt:atened by 

potmtiaJ -cbeaten- who will accept help bur wiU offer none in rerum . He Irgued bowever thaI 

suchpotentiaJcostofaltruisticactswwdividualsareotTsetbythepossibiliryofreceivinghelp 

from others when in need heoce in his view, only mulUi.l reciprocity altruism is biologically 

based In 0Iher words , it is ROC. a maner of 'A ' helping 'B' because Ihe fanner wa~ helped by 

lhel.aner. but anyone being ready to help whenc:ver the need arises. To maximize this, he 

specu.1attdthalDloualse~hasravouredad.ispositiontofeelguiltywhenonerefusesto 

htlp, l.herefore there is the general tendency for an Ind .... idual 10 help if he can. In other 

words, individuals htlpOlbers not only because they expetl help in return. but the fact that 

WJuretobelpispunishingm:ltbusDotfavouredbynaturalselection. TtJJsselectionoverthe 

courseofeyolulion favours tbose wilbgenes predisposing them to altruism because in the long 

run altruism is retlproUted to benefit the individual. There is thus a nalural and social 

mechanism 10 enfor~ mutu.tl helping . According to Barash (1977). reciprocity works well 

in villages, small communities, and towm and that i, probably wby rural dwellers have beeD 

found to be more helpful than those in big toWnS and cities (Amato. 1980; de Guzman. 1979; 

House Ii Wolf, cited in Sear, el at . 1991: Korte t1 aI .• cited in Darley & Lltaney. 1970; 

M,lgriJJl. 1970). The main criticism oflhis a.~ of the theory IS thai it portrays altruism as 

genetic self·intr:resl act or aI best a fonn of exchange; we will for example donate blood with 

the expecta1ion of getting blood back when we need n. Accordina: 10 Brown (t986). thisview 

like its counterpart · kin selection - portrays humans as ~surviWJ/ f1'ILchonisnu~· robot vehicles 

blindly programmed to preserve the selfish molecules kMwn as genes . He a!SC:rted thai this 

is not coosidered aluuism because it is performed with the bope of receiving help in the near 

fidure; it qualifies more for ID economic exchange theory rather than thai of an altruism 

In addition. Brown pointed OUI tbu bioloaic:al altruism in a strict !>C:nse does noc exist 

because evolution is 001 only btoiocicaJ.. but culrut.1l as weD. He lrgUc:s funhcr l1u:I[ altruistic 

..... 
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.,. acts fit k:aming concq:u of kinship much more closely than it fits bioqicaJ relatedness and 

thai social facton are much more important than biological ODe$ in detennin.iog aluuiitic 

behaViour amooa: humans. He aid for example: that adopted children who have no biological 

rdatcdncssatallwidJlbeiradoptiDgparentsarepoiiiblycaredfor.tleastas weU as biological 

Wilson (1975) contended that in Spite of some IeCbnic&l problems associated with this 

theory . il offen. reasonable expIanalioo for the exist.ence of aluuism among individuals who 

Ire DOl biokJaically rel.ted. In his opiniOn, bumans are generally less selfish bul more 

altruiWc towards kin than non-km like Brown and Campbell. Wilson also believes lbat 

culcural influences and learning could a.ccotUV for the evolution of helping behaviour. To 

HoffmaD (1978) tile main contnbutlng factor is empatby. 

locouclusion.. ilcould be aid tbat the above tbeory raises thc inniauing possibility lhat 

self preseruuon IS noc always the O\'erwbclmina mouve of humaDs as we sometimes think; 

biological disposition to aggression may c:o-exisl with biological disposition to alttuism . TIle 

tbI:oryilllatsusefulforunderltaDdiu&wbyindividuaJs(especiallyrelativ~)coopcratewilh, 

and help one: another: II ts alIo useful in explaininc why parents become attached to their 

intantsandinvesl so much time and energy caring for lhem; aodaIsowby lrandparents help 

witb child care. It alIo lIVes us an idea u to why DOD-relatives an: helped. The theory 

(SocIObiology) leads to the following testable predicuons 

lal People would be most altruistic to thote who are gencticaJly most closely 

reWed to tbcm; iDdividualJ would be IDOR belpful (0 immediate family 

member than to distant relatives, acquaintance. or strutaers. 

Ibl ThelbooryalJopr<di<lslhalpomllSwilI -VClllOJ<allJUistically IOheallhy 

offsprinI lbIa 10 uabcalthy ones because the former have beaer chance of 

surviving Ih:n:by PCrpelUalinglhe_oflbepolalU. 
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lei A further predic:tioo is due mothers will usually be more caring to their 

offspring lhan will fathers . This is so because males have the biokJ&iC&I 

potential to sire a great OWly offspring and so can perpetuate meir genes 

Without lDvCSting much in any one infanl . Females on the other band. can 

produce only a relatively small number of offspnng, and 50 must help caw of 

lhcseyounglO thrive to ensure the survivaJ oflhe roolher's gcnes (Hinde. ciled 

inM)'CR 1993). 

TbesecondtheorywtUchac:counlSforaltruislicbehiviourisacombinationofditrereru 

but similar models . Unlike SociobiOlogy which accounts (or altruism in tenns of gene 

survival , this model sea altruisttc behaviour IS • fonD of moral obligation resulting trom 

mnforcemenc , kaming. and imemalintion at lOCietal nonns The first I:omponenl of this 

model il social nonnl . Thill aspect of the model deals with me appropriate. expected, and 

ICC:eI*dbehaviour in every society. die "OIl,hlJ ldosr and ~ou,hJJMlj/doft'ur ofeveryday 

life . Itsuggesu that we help others because we have leaned and internalized societal standards 

of hetping behaviour and are motivated to act in accordance with them 

in otber words, we help ochen DO( bcaw.c we h.ilVC' wnsciously calculated that such 

behaviour is in our interest, but simply because something within us tells us we ouBhl to 

Thu~. these ,nderal Slandards bave become something like moral valuC's to us and we are 

mou\·atcdtoaClmax:ordaDc:ewilbtbem. Acc:ordinc 10 Zahn·Wa:der & Radke·Yanow. (died 

ID Hornstein et ai, 1988 •• as children grow older. their belPin& behaviours often follow the 

eumples set by ~ around diem aDd are usually SUpported and encouraged by the norms 

communicatet.l through tbe claUd's reference groups, especially the family . In most cultures. 

meyconttnued.lhaenormsraulrinpralr.eandOlberrewards (or helping and scoldina for 

EveaIUIlly. jail- tbcy ialemali.ze or aOOpt other social norms. most children 
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~ come 10 bcl~ IhaI it is good to be belpful. If these norms are lIucrnaJiz.ed. people learn to 

reward dJc:rnIelves tbrou&b telf~ratulalJlm.&ftcr an act ofaood "'III \Bryan & WaIbeC, cUed 

in HOf1liZeinet al .• 1988) SocW norms have been divided inIorwo· 50CiaJ responsibility and 

<=proaly. 

~.1bascnueauusOOloolylObelplhoscwhodependonus(e ·B 

patc~-chlIdmJ,. ccacber-studeol. counscl-client, etc.) but aJso 10 help and take care oftbose 

in D£Cd. particularly. ~ in dlsuas or deprived sinwions Wlthout regard to furure exchange 

or reward (Sc.:hWaM2. Cited m Batson et aI .• 1986; Berk.owitt. 1972: Bcrkowitt & DuUeb. and 

Berkowitz et aJ .• boIb cited In BerkowllZ 1972). From the: point of view of thiS model, we 

belpochcrs_they ... ourdtpendeotsODdtbereC"",oblig.lCdlO. 

In addition to those who depend on us, the model adds thai soclcty has made it a 

responsibility for us 10 belp tboae in need irrespective of whether they depend 00 us or not 

In some SOCieties. continue: the model. the obligation to offer help whICh IS wilhin the means 

or ability oflhe individual bas been put i.oto bw. The stale of Minnesota (USA) for instance 

bas eoadcId I Slatult: rcquirina thai -dPI)' fHfJDn (JJ Q JC~ of CUI ~~rg~ncy who knows thai 

another person is exposed 10 or suJ!ered Kraw physical harm, shall to the ateN thai he can 

do 10 lMlltow dDnger or p'rillO IlilnRIf or DlMrs. I'W rtQ.!ona/)/e assistance to the exposed 

p#f'IOn- (Brown, 1986). The IIOI1D thus provides q,aI, culrural. as well as social basis for 

altruistiebehaYlour 

N ...... ofadlll'Dl'in· nu. L5 the second pan ofthc theory . It enjoins us to belp and 

not to banD those who have helped or expected to help us (Ge-raen et aI., 1975; Greenberg &. 

FrilCb. aDd Rtpn. both ill Sear et aI., 1991). Gould (1970) conleoded thai a univen.al 

componrl11 of moral code iJ the DOrm of recIprocity . He aJso belte\'es tbat the 00"" is IS 

univenal"thelOOeStlabooandtbeonlypcopletumjltfrom,' .... tbe«ryyOlllli.tbeaa«!. 

ODd the _. In """"'" oCGou!d', wmioa. GerJon .. aI. (I97S) aIJo Mid that tbe nonn 
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--operates In almost al1 cuJrures Funher support (Of' the universality of this nonn have been 

given by Sear et aJ, (1991). 'They revealed that apan from being. geoenlly universal norm. 

most religious and moral codes of many societies emphasize the duty to help Olbers 

(Cbristiani<y: LuI<c. IO:lOff; Islun:Quoran. 2: 215; 2: 271). 

Notwlthstandmg this universal support for lhe model, it has also been criticized 

Piliavin et ai, (1981), L1UaDe A Dade)' (1970), Schwartz. clled in Batson et ai , (1986) have 

wondered how lhis model teCODCUes its acclaim of universality with the: fact that some people 

refuse to help even if they had previously been helped. They argued that if the norm is 

universal, lheneveryone should Idbere to it by helping when the necd uises , In omcr words. 

the DOrm does not make provision for individual differences and siruational ractors in 

behaviour. Other crilic:isms are thalnorms are very generaJ and so may DOl tell usspeciflCally 

what to do in a pan.lcul.u situation . Further. two conflicting nonns may seem equally 

applicable in a slNanon. For instance. the norm of social responsibility is contradicted by the 

norm that says ~do 1101 tMddJ~ ill OIher ptOJJh!'s ajJairs-, The question then is, in such a case 

what do we do? 1be proponeus have also been accused of presenting altruistic acts as a form 

of exchange although altruism in the right sense of the word is never a form of exchange. It 

has bemargued by Blwn (19SO) and Homans (tiled in Sabina, 1992) thai in the coruex.toftrus 

model, altruism is a means for future reward as well as a type of social investment 

It bas bten said in response 10 some of the criticisms that although the model is 

universally recognized and endorsed, the extent of one's obligation 10 rC'Clprocale varies 

aa:ording 10 ciIcurrtStanee(s) and that in practice IIld.lv;duaJsusually apply the nonnselectively 

Tesser et ai, (cited in Myers 1993) for inslanCe. revealed lIlat individuals feel deeply indebted 

(0 help when scmeone freely and unexpecledly makes a big sacrifice. Returnln, a favour is 

also more likely when the oricmal t.:lp is pen:.elved to have been. given voluntarily . Further. 

when an indivi<tua!'s needs are perceived to have resulted from no b.ult of thein, then people 
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~ will be more willing lO help Myers &. Muberim (cited ill Sear 1991: Gruder. 1974) 

Schwartz. (died in Batson et ai, 19~b) in response: 10 some oftbese criticisms. came 

0IJl with wbat they c:aU PenoNJI Nomu· the individual's feeling of moral obligaooo to act m 

• ,.'1m wly in a iH\en 5ltuaUon. To lbem, it is lhis fecl.iDc of moral obligation which 

moUvaIl:$UlCObelp.andwcarerewardedbylherecogruuonthil wc havc.ctedaccording to 

our moraJ standard. SchWMtz' 5 model 5peClfte:!l bow a motivation to help in the form of II 

personal norm IS aclJVl.ted in a situation and how other tac&ors come 1010 play to decermine 

whether Ii personal nonn and/or moral code is acted on or 1101 . It recognizes that people differ 

not only in lbeir oormati~e beliefl, but also in tbeir IeOdency 10 aCI consistently with their 

beliefs . 

The Iltirdaod final aspcaofthismodr:l dealiwitbSocialleilJllinj: . This perspective 

tmphastz.eStbeunporunccof~giDafuuisticbeha\liou.r . ltpropotesthatpeopleleam 

to be helpfuJ roUowina lhe basic rules of reinfoteemenr and modelling . In growing up children 

&ret&uJhl105barelDdlObe helpful. IOC'o'crydly lifc, parents. Icacben. and the.society IS 

• whok: arc more hkcly to reward prosoclal behaviour Cbildrcn are also encouraged to 

__ Ie who _veprooocially. Accordlna"' Rushloo (1980). MidWskyetai. (tiled 

In Sear ct aJ 1991). with time the combinatioa of teWorcement and modelling develop into 

moral codes, habits. and learned rules aboul when. how. and woo we should help. 

Themaincriticismoftbiltbc:oryislhilitlCClDSlOlUJ,llCMtbatweengageinaltruistic 

behaViour In anltclpauon of reward or to aVOid punishment. Bawnann C'l aI. (cited in 

Anderson, (993) argued in response that aJthough to cbildhood rewards may be used ( 0 

"""""'" Pf""Qa1 _viour. buill ado_ aodIor therabouu. "'" ondivKlualoo tonaer 

needs any external rewards to wdenake or make such behaviour worthwtUle . That is, as we 

If OW ur . we uu.emalizc tbcac DDnDI as some form of pnnclpies Of moral codes wbich we 

ca6eavourlOidberelD 
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In me words of Roseban (1970) peopte en,al( in aJuuistic aclS because the acts are, 

aod.oflbemiclvesrewardin&tolbeaaor;peop~engagelnaJuujsticact5inorderlOfeelgood 

about themJeJves. Aroofrced &: Pasbl (cited Ln BIISOO et at 1986). also in response to lbe 

above criticism Ilave said that such speculation about helpin, behaviour sound somewhat 

focuses on the cognitive aspect of behaviour; cognitive processes which innuence judgemem 

about when and what type of bdp IS needed. It is a form of rneJlIaI processes which deaJs with 

bow we perceive. mentally represent. and interpret the outside world. as well as how we go 

about solvina proble:Jm. Accordmg to this approach, the: decision to help involve5 comp~x. 

processes of IOClaJ cogo.ilion and rational detision makln~ (Scbwartz. cited in Batson et al, 

11JX6; Latane &. Darley, 1970) The model thus sees human beings as information processors • 

IWnI infonnatioo, ~,1Dd aamg oa it. 

More importa.otly. the model focuses 00 the imponanl role of COSI and rewards in 

deciding to help. The model assumes lbat people are generaUy motivated to increase the 

re'ft'ardsofthtuaclioosaodlDminimizelbeCOlls. l'tIJIapenoowi1l4lct prosoclallyifhe 

peroeived Ihat the profit for be:1pina ourweighs that of not heJpingor lhe COSt of helping is very 

rqliaible· SomeUJlle$ Jt is easy to help, at 0Ibcr times, it involves COOSiderablc: COSt in time. 

energy and compliatiool (Sear CI al., 1991). In the case of emergency. and sometimes in 

non--cmergencysiru.ations. the focus is on only cost as rewards are usually very rninimalor 

II furthcT suaaa lhIlpcaple:constdet notonJy the potential pins and losses that will 

mull from a particular aCbOD, but also the <::cJOICqUCnC:c of fldina to help (PivialiD et al .• 
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.... 1981; lynch & Cohen 1978). Porential belper! also consider the cost not only to themselves 

but also 10 tbe victirn . The grutcrlbeperceivedCOSl, tbe less Ukely cbatone will help 

Among tbe C05t for DO( helping are feeling of guilt about oneself. 10" of self esteem. soci.1 

disapproval· others may see you as having not: been helping and you may feel badly because 

they may have poor opiaiom; about you_ individuals may even have moral values that enjoin 

them 10 t.elp wben lbey can. and not helping 1liiy make them feel WI they have not behaved 

wen. In other words. COSI is DOl only measured in monetary. or physical terms but also in 

poycholosiclJ ...... 

A,wrdmg 10 Luane &. Darley (1970) , there are five steps which individuals may to 

go through before belp may be givco. These stcpi have been termed. "Decision Tree If. The 

ftrstaep in this proces.s IIfortbepolelb.l helper 10 nodcc tbat something is happening. This 

must be followed by inlerprewion of the situalion as an emergency in which action is needed 

If this is cbIe. then the next seep is a."suffilng personal respomibility which is in tum must be 

followed by the individual acccpIing the rnponsibility to belp. Anothc:r step is for the 

individual 10 decide on what type of assistance is oceded. The final declSM)Q in this proces~ 

is embarking on an ICtion 10 assist a victim. Action may be direct or indirect such as calling 

tbepolic::eorothersina better position to belp. According m Sear el al. (1991). wbethera 

penon takes direct action or t«k. .. further aaai:ItaDI;:e from someone else depends on many 

faccon unona wbitb are the type of aid needed and thr individual's ability to carry out the 

neecledassistanee 

In other words, faiIwe COJOtbrough these IIepI in tbedecision 10 help may be some 

ofdlereasons why peopac fail to give t.he needed assistance: that is. tbeymlynOl notice that 

a victim is in distress. needs help. or thai a problem exists. The 'Ituation may be perceived 

asarrivialonewhicbdoesDOtDelCdaoyinlervmtion. Onlbeotherbaad.tbeymayrecognize 

a need. but will DO( teel personally responsible to brlp. or IDly perceive that the COSI of 
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helpinl is too higb They may want to belp. but they may DOt be able to do so becaUse of 

cenaiDCOO5traints. orthey may besililleaDd be cau,m inlsUilCofindecisioo 

I...alane& Darley (1970) empbasized however Ihal these steps may f)O(cx:a1foocby one 

in a Ioaical way . Tbey mainIIiD lbaI by lheir nature emergencies are dangerous, unusual. 

uaique.unf'oreseen. anclpressing . Naresult II may pro<Ncearousal whicbma)' ootbe present 

in DOo-emerlencies. These. mey said. could incerfere with rational decision-makina and 

action . Piliavinetal. (1981) ISIeI'ted thai lS a rcsull oftbenature of emergencies. people 

r.ometimes act impulsively tbereby ignorina many cues (e.g. need of I victim. cost and/or 

rewud to the potential helper) in the situation. Such impulsive reaction to emergency 

situations has led some people to suggesl an innate tendeocy toaci altruistically. a position 

endorsed by Sociobiologisu. The foregoina tbeories pow to the fact that by its nature 

alttuism is • very complex issue , Whereas Sociobiologists .nribure it to genetic make up of 

human beings. Social learning explains il in terms of moral codes. modelling. and 

mternalization of social OOnDI. On the other hand. the Decision·makmg analysis postulates 

that the main pmlictor of alb'V.istic bebaviour is the cost of helping or DOt helpiDg to the 

potential helper and sometimes 10 the victim 

AlthouJh tbesetbeories loot al the isrue from different perspectives. they ace not 

necessarily nalrually exclusive. Tbey rather complemem each other and thus fill gaps left by 

lheother.Eacbexplainscertaioaspectsoflheconceptbeaerthantheolher.andlogelher.they 

present a comprehemive aplanation leading to the undemanding of the concept. They further 

confirm Sear d aI. (1991) assertion lIlat belpln& acts ace performed 00 the basis of various 

motives among which are hedonistic, compliance. empathy. norm internalization. IDOf'aJ 

obhgaullH.1ndpresumedcostofbelping. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

' Io!~ R_e~'iO~i!1A.iCognitive Aspect of Altruistic Behaviour) 

A1uui5l:lC conduct by definition mvolves non-egoistic motive!. judgements, or reasomng. 

therefore cognition concerning mtenttons, mouves, principLes and valuei are fundamenl8.l to an 

uoderswdng of altruistic behaviour. For thiS variable (manti reasoning) emphasis will be placed 

on La"rcnl l" Kohlberg 's (1968. 1969. 1981. & 1984) theory and stages of mmal rcawmng 

Judgement. The objective is 10 find out whether there are any differences in altruistic behaviou r 

among people with different tevels of moral reasoning. 

Kohlberg's theory is an exlCnsion and modification of Piaget's (1965) theory of 

moraI/cogmlive development. For instance. Kohlberg expanded the number of Slales from d1ree 

10 six. each charactenzed by quantitative distinctive modes of thinking. In addition. me time 

period over which moral devekJpmenl lakes pla::e was eXlC'nded inlO adolescence and beyon<! . 

Kohlberg. like Piaget. however. believes mal monLI developmem progresses th rough stages in 

much die WIle way as cognitive development occurs. This developmental model resI primarily 

on. complex scheme of univerulleqUentiaJ. and invanant SU'UCQlra! stages dial was arrived al 

OYer a period of rwo decades of research In which individuals of different ages and culrures were 

uked CO make moral decision judgemcni based on the content of stones (Koh lberg. 1984-). The 

5llges were thus derived from analYSIS of responses to these stories. 

The six saqes (sub-grouped into three levels of moral rc:asonlnl known as pre. 

convenuonal . conventional and pGIC-convenuonal 5II,ges). reprtsent processes whereby an 

individual define5 the ri&hts and dutieI operabng In • siruatton of connkting claim. and detennme 

general parametres of mora! action . According 10 the model. thete su.ges of moral judgement 
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formlD invariarM sequencc oftbouJM organization. T1aJsaoiDdividuaJprogressestbroughlower 

stages to more advances ooes; 00 jumps, DO regression 

KoIIlberJ bos argued IboI tbo bigber SUies of developmenl provide beru:r conceptual tool> 

for deQsion makina than lbe lower ones bcnce the higher ODes are philosophically more 

defensible He main1ained tba1 although some people attain me highest level of moral 

developmcnl durin, adolescence. ochers kccp on developing their moral reasoning into their 

rwenIics and perhaps cven 1.lcr, Some people bowever never reach the highest level (Kohlberg 

& Kramer. 1969. Kohlberg. 19KI) He also hinted that in all. only aboul 20% of the adllil 

popuIalioo reacb SIaJC five IUd six. Support for tile universality of Kohlberg's stages has been 

proyidedby Snarey (1987) . 

10 an cvaluation of data obtained from 45 studies conducted in 27 diverse World 

cultures. KobIberJ's first four Slap were coafirmed, There were OOwe\'cr no culNral 

diversity ia lbeexpression of moral pnnciples beyond stage four. Tbus, there was no 

dlffcrentJationbetween stagel five and six . This is boweveroot stranle since those rwo stages 

are usually clauified as one. 

Stages of Moral RfMlI)ing . Pre-conveD1lonal level: Tbisisthc fint stage of Kohlberg's 

Slain of moral reasoniRJIdcvelopmenl. h is referred to as "punishment obedience and 

InstnJ.mental onenlation scalc·. AI this stlge indJvl(ruals have no internalized pcrsooaJ code: of 

morality , Rules aDd uandards are external to the iDdividualJ; lhcy are seen as emanating from 

adul! care-gIVen. AI a rcsuII cbe iDdividual acts 10 .void puaisbment or to gain reward from lhesc 

adullcare-givers. Larcrinthcsecondpbaseoflhisstatte,knowouiastrwnem:alorientalionstage, 

there is an element of fairnru IDd reciprocity beoc:e oc:casionally. they are abc to .neod 10 the 
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AeCdi of ochers. On the whole however, they ICI CO Sltisfy tbem:lelves. They arc both egoc:entnc 

and hedonistic andareusuaJly referred CO as "youscratchmyback.I'UscnlCbyours". 

Cooventional level: This stage is koown as -Good Boy ~ Good Girl" and "Law and 

Order" Orienwioo stage. Alibis stage, good behaviour is wbat pleases or helps others and is 

approved by them. Individuals at UUs stage therefore tty to mainlain a mUNal relarionshipwith 

others by tJyinc to be oicr Wbal is right is dolDl one's duty, sbowina respect for aulhority and 

maiDlainina the given social order for its own sake. Dwin& the laler pan of this stage, there is 

lhe development of true morality and individuals are able to acknowledge the possibility of conflict 

between rwo socially acceptable scandards and aies to decide between them. To. greater extent. 

eonuol of cc:JIdJct, sundards, right, and wrong have been internalized at this stage 

Post Cooveotiona11..eve1 Referred CO IS -socw contract and individlW rights universal 

ethical principles stap", this is the lase of KohIberg's levels of moral reasoning/development . 

An individual at the onset of this stage is a fully fleda:ed moral person who carefully weighs the 

rights oflhe individuallpinlt tbaI: of soclccy's oced for consensus rules . What is rigbl is defined 

in terms of staDdards thai bave been agreed upon by the whole society . In the course of this stage 

bowever, ao individual comes 10 the realization lIw socie:ty's rules are arbitrary and they may be 

broken when they conflict wilh universal moral principle~ Thus the ultimate judgement of what 

is moral is a person's own conscience (even if they conflict with societat values) operating in 

accordaocewilhcertainuniversa.lprinciples. laeffett,individualsdoWbaltheythinkisrighl 

re.ardJess of legal restriction or the opinion of 0Ibers. Slandards have been internalized and 

refuS&! to act in accordance with lhem leads 10 self condemnation. Individuals become more 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



\1orrison et aJ, (tlted in Baron & Bryne,1987) have poin1ed out that one's level of moral 

-easoning is a significant faClOr in influeocing ones propensity 10 behave aluuistica11y: higberlevel 

If moral reasoning resull in greater amount of prosocial behaviour. They stated further mat 

Jependina on the specific be~viour, there is genen1Iy a.I least a modest relationship between level 

Erlrul el al, (1981) in a srudy enDUed -Moral JlMlgemenr: Situalion Inirracilon as a Basis 

'or Prtdictilf, Brhavtour" concluded that the amQUlll: of help offered to the needy decreased from 

"ligher stages of moral reasoning to the lower stages. This study lhus gives support 10 the claim 

thai the higher one's Itvel of moral reasoning. the more likely that one will engage in helping 

behaviour 

In studies by BiasI (1980). Underwood & Moore (1982), people with relatively marure 

morlt reasoning manifested. more helping and generosity than those at lower levels. In related 

~tudies by Blasi (1980), Ul\derwood & Moore (1982) they concluded that prosocial behavioorsuch 

as helping and stwin& are positively associated with levels of moral reasoning 

The above findings have been supported by srudies coDducted by bsenherg &. Musscn 

(1986) who also revealed WI one's level of moral reasoning significantly influence one's 

propensity to behave alb'Uistically • the bigher one's level of monJ reasoning the more help one 

offers. Malinowski {'lied In F~hback & Weiner (1986) have even claimed that not only does low 

level of moral reasoning lead (0 less amount ofhelpina, but in some cases, it leads to social vices 

suchasdeliDquencyanddiJhonesl)". 

The above cWm by Mahnowski and Smith's was earlier found by KohJberg (1969) in J 

srudy on levels of moral reasoning and cheating in a templalion lest Kohlberg found lhat while 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



42% (_hIlf)ofdJelUbjcaswmn:.uoneda<l_rleveJcheJltedindJeeest,ooIy 11% at the 

higher level cheared. lo a similar &tudy by Krebs &: KobJberl (ciled in Koblberg . 1981) involving 

120juruor bigb iCbooI studeoIJ wbo were given lheopportunity (0 cbeaC. on a cest and games. 75'" 

of thole who reuoocd.: me pre-ooaveoOonallevd cbe:aled alle:ut once. Of those who rasonc:d 

at the conventional level 65~ cheated, while only 20% of those who reasooed at the post­

conventionaJ level cJau:d. 11us IOCS fwtber to suUest IbaI Indeed there is a relationship between 

moral reasorung and moral bchaviour 

In another study however. higher scores on moral reasorung were relaled to less cbeatinJ 

only if the subjec:u responded to the moral dilemma before the tempwion test. Jf the mOTal 

dilemmas were respooded lOaftc:rtbetest, high moral reasoning seemcdto be wociated less with 

resistance 10 tempwioo. (Krebs, 1975, . Hornstein et ai, (1988) have suggested thai this is so 

probably because interviewing people abow their moral reasoning before I temptation test 

.. umulates their moral reasomn~ and lhus make them behave morally 

Rubin & Schneider (1973) administereddJe Peabody PictureaodVocaburally Test (PPVT) 

.md Lee's (cited in Khanna et aJ, 1992) venion of moral judgement slOries to subjects and were 

provided with two measures of allnJism to display altruistic behaviour. The two measures of 

lluuism were generosity - candy doaatioo. and helPia&: - wilting others lo compkle a task 

·\nalysis of lhe dati showed a posilive relationship belween levels of moral reasoning and 

,ncidence of altruistic behaviour - belping and geoerosiEy. When ale of the subjects were 

)artialled out, bigher scora OIl the moral reuorunB was still fOUDd to correlate positively with 

)otbtypeSofaltruisticbeblriour 

The positive relarion.c;hip hetween levd of monl re:uoaiDJ and altruistic behaviour has also 

l«n supponcd in a nalUnlhsuc srudy by EUenberg-Berg &. Haan (1979) 111 tile said study 
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tnvolvq tbiny.fjve IUbjecu (32 Caucui.mfi, 1 American lndian. and 2 ChicanOS) from middle 

and upper nUddte class family, subjec:u were observed by seven research assisWlts over a period 

of six to eaevea weeks in both indoor and in the fields for a specific ownbe:r of minutes. The 

altruistic bebllviour obetrved were sbaring. comforting and belPina. Results show thai in all the 

three typeS ofaltruisuc hebaVlOUf. tbose woo reasoned at the higher level helped significandy 

moretbantho&ea[rbelowerlevels. 

In I reviewofniDeteeD studies on Ibe relatioo between moral reasoning and altruistic 

beblviour. BIasi (1980) found tbalele¥eD of them supponeda positive relation; four gave negative 

result, and the remamina four were nUlled or ambiguous fmdings. The OUlcome of a meta· 

analysis done by Unde1'wood aDd Moore (1982) also indicated thai although some of the 

relabonsJljp between mora] reasoning and aluulstic behaviour are weak. on the whole. there is a 

JK>'iuve relationship between level of moral renorung and aiuv.iJtic: behaviour . Other 5tUdie! 

which have related tuab level of moral reasoruna to altruistic: behaviour include those by 

EliCoberg-8erg ([979), Lazarowitz cl aI. (1976), Blomer & 8earison (1984), Rappan & Kren 

(1993). 

Wby are people whose moral reasorung is at me bigher level more aluuisuc tlwJ those at 

!he lower leveb? AccordiDa to Eilenbera (1983), peop~ with more advanced reasoning adbere 

:omoralcrileriawbitbf~ODtbevalueofamoralactloninilSelfandlorontbecoosequence 

Jf an act for others ratber Iban on criteria related to personal gain. Those who reason at the lower 

e'felsootbeOlbcrtwldtcodtotbinkmoreoftbeconscqucncc:s(sucblllcosltolhem)oftbclr 

The above view is also sIIared by KobJberg(l969),UldEloeobcrJ-BerJ(l979). 1beybave 

)()imr.dOUltblipeople wbose moral reasoning IS aI dJebiaberlevel are more alttuistic than tbose 

.u 
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al the &ower levels because the former incorporue broader internalized principles inlo their 

reasoniDJ . Tbe5e iDlemalized principles prescribe moral actioa for reason thai have little or 

nothing to do with a reapiem's identify . 

Ia conuut, moral rasoning at the lower levels t'reqJeDIJy involves considerations such as 

the recipient 's relatiomhlp 10 tbe helper and tbe cost or beoefit of the specifIC belping act. Such 

reason"" is usually usociated with the tendency 10 make decisiOOi 10 help based on who the 

pocencia1rec:ipien1:islOdbislberrefatioosbipandlorpa5linleractionwlththepoeentialbenefactor. 

Thai is, higb Jcvel of moral reasonina: iDdividuals make differeruiauon based 011 tbe cbaractcriltics 

orlhe~recipic1IIond_orbelpinalcu~_dolhosewboexhibillcumarure 

level of moral reasoning 

ADolberbul._cxpIInalionlwalJo""'JU_byJoy(1983).Kohiberg(I969). 

AccordiDatothem. thr higbcr mae of moral reuoningoffer iDcrtucd understanding oftbe 

complexity of society and the validity of others point of view upon a shared social world. As a 

person betome~ more malUre an bWher mon.I reasooiag. bislher thoughts and action conapond 

increasingly toepliwianism mduniversality . This enables actions ihal iake into consideration 

We welfare of others and encounge just i.oI:eraction with hisIher community and. the world at 

large . nus. at the hiaher tevel of moral reasonin. emphuis is OIl fairness . justice. and equal 

opponunJlyforalJ. 

AJtbougb the IiteralUfe reviewed so far sctIDI &0 conclude that altruistic behaviour 

decreases from bigher lO lower level. of moral rnsoning , there have been some studies to the 

: onuary . For ex.ampie. in nineceen studjes rela1lng to mora) reasoning and ahruiSlic behaviour 

revicwedbyBIasl(1980; (citalearlierD.fouroftheSlUdiesshowcdnegativerelationlbipberM:at 

1igher level of moral reasoning and altruistic behaviour. Olher four srudies did not show any 
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relatioolbip at all. 

Ano!her RUdy oonduae4 by Blasi (1980), Kunines & Gewilz (1984) lias also..- thaI 

high level of moral reasoning does nO[ nec:asarily go band in band with allrtllstic behaviour or 

moral action in aeocral espec:iaUy ita person is under strong lOCial preiSure. Rosenban (1970) 

for lflSWlce bas stmed tIw in Milgram's (1970) study, even those who scored bigbestOO (be moral 

reasonina 5Ca~ deliveml the 450 volts 10 leamers who gave incorrect response It bas further 

beeDCSlablisbed by EiseoberJ <I ai, (1984), Ei .. nberg,Be!'J & H ... (1979), LeviD Berkerman . 

Greenberg (1980) that highest level of moral IUSOning does not always Kad to more altruislic 

bc:haviour or moral actions 

The above findiogs have been given vanoos IDlC'rpretatioos_ Scbwanz & Haward. In 

Blerhoff(1987) for instance have said thai adherence to moral standards depend on individual 

:jiffereoce in receptivity 10 silUltioaal need cues and die general feeling of obligation. They 

!xplamedfurdterwtaJthoughvaluesarereiativelyendurlng,persooalnormsaresitualion 

'peclfte, reftectma OD the cognitive and affective impliCitiOOl of a penon's values for specific 

.ICdoaI hence a penDD wtIotc monl raaonmg lI. biaber level DII)' DOl at""ay~ engage 1ft moral acts 

In suppon of Scbwutz & Howard', anertioo, Haao eI ai, (iD Baron & Bryne, 1987) have 

tlsoexplaiaedlbllwbedlcrorJlOla person will bebavemorally or nOI in a particular situalion 

Jepends on how slreSSfui the situation is, how much the peC$OO has to give up in order to act; and 

.whether the penoo bas effectJ.ve copinl Stralelle5 as weD u the ability to assess the situation 

lccu.nudy to be able to provide lbe requiredbelp 

lnadditioo,Piliavioetal.(I98I),Lanaerctal, (cil<diDWrigbtsman,I984)bavesulllltSr.d 

hat om: of the reaJODI for me iDoonsistencies OIl tile rdationsltip betwceo moral reuooiog and 

Iluuistic behaviour or moral act in eeneral is lhat some altruistic behaviours are automatically 
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performed with little or no poor conscious copitive proceu. Furthermore, an crisis situations , 

help is almost reflexive hence such helping bebaviour may DOC Invoke moral cooffict; they may 

be due 10 impulsive r.llbcr IbID cognitive coosiderationi. 

On the basis of the above. Blasi (1980), Lerner & Simmons (1966) have concluded mal 

lite ability to engage in higher level of moral reasoning does Dot necessarily kad CO altruistic or 

moral bebaviour. In support of chis, Erkut et al (1981) have also argued that neither the 

knowledge of a penon's level of moral re:uooiDg DOr me situation is sufficic.ol: to predict his/her 

behaviour; the two must be taken imo consideration. II is on the basis of these conuadietory 

ftndings IbaI. tbt role of moral reasoning In helping behaviour needs to be investigated further 

Coil of helping bas also bceD ioI.:luded in this .rudy to ascertain bow it mediates between moral 

reasoning and altruism 

According co Bterhoff, Eisenberg &: SheUy, Lyncb & Cohen, Schwanz & Howard. 

Sobesky, andSciub. (all cilediD Ma, 1992). the cost of helpina toa potenllal helper is oncofthe 

irnponant variables which deIermines whether an Individual will help or not. Various slUdies have 

SbaWD that hip COlI. of belplnc: in particular elicits a mona conllic:t between by5llllders' 

inclination to intervene in an emeraenc>' and their desire not co cause any embarrassment or harm 

to themselves or me victim; approach-avoidance conflict. Sometimes il is very easy to help; at 

Jther times it iavolvea CODSiderable COItlD time. enerl)'.1Dd adler complications. For instance. 

f .someone asks for directions " is easy 10 spend a few moments and help if one knows the 

JirectioDS. On the other hand bowever, it may be mw::b more time consuming to stop and help 

>OmeOOe fix bi!i'her fill type. Gruder (1974) bu iDdic:aIed thai two things whicb are of primary 

m).'lOr1aOCC:lOabysWlder~wbetberrohelpornotarelbencedoftbevlctimandthecost 
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10 the bylW>der bims<lflhe=lf 

PiliaviD et ai, (1981), Kerber (1984), Hallpikc (1984) bave also sullested that when by. 

standers encounter an emergency. they quickly weigh the positive and nqauve aspects of 

=JlOOdDt~bYusing.kiDdofby __ calculllSandifthe_isgreau:rthanthebeoefil,then 

(he bysanderis likely 00 do ooe oftbe following' pass 00 lhe responsibility loOlhen,escape 

from the uapIea..wac situadoo. or mis-represenlIperceive what is going on. The above affirms 

Milgram & Hollander', (ciled iD Myers. 1993) assertion that not wilhslandin& me need of a victim 

andnormsaboUlhelpingapersoninneed,therearealsorational andsometimesirrltional fears 

about wblt mia,bl happen to a person wOO iDlervcnes in an emergency; pocential helpers are 

therefore cautious ofwhal 10 do in sueh a siruation 

10 other words. in an emcraeocy situation. there is conflict be(Ween the responsibility of 

apotenUal belper 10 assist and the tnfluence ofinhibitioo (COlt) . Alnooitheinhibilions(cost) 

assoc14ued with helping are the effort to be made in order to assist someone, distasteful experience, 

physical hum, possible cmbarrusmeOI. norms dial make ink1'Venbon socially inappropriate. time 

to be spent. and lhe possibiliry of mlssmg an appointment. These probable inhibition costs lead 

[0 confiict between po(eDtiaJ actor's welfare and the need 10 assist someone, The nature of the 

;:oofhtt aDd bow il will be resolved wiD depend larJCly 011 lhe rDlgrulUde of the perceived cost 

md the possible tbreIl to die individual's safety . According to Bierhoff (1987), it is the 

:valuatiooofdusconnictfcostandbenefit)wbicbdetermiDeswhetherusiJtancewillbcoffered 

)r defense mec:banisms will be employed in order to avoid helping. High cost intervention in 

Jartjcular induces more cooflic:I: because it involves more paiu (physical, emotional, material, 

:U:.,)wbicbbedonisricindividualswouJdsceklOmirumrze 
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As tbe cos( of bellMl goes up. intervention (especially direct ones) becomes less likely 

Duut lIIICT\'enboll i5 expected 10 occur wben me bysundc:r I' DOl expected to incur hi&h cost in 

trying 10 belp or WbeD the victim will suffer great harm if the by-Slander fails to act (Piliavin el 

al. 1981). Cost Involved in belpiog are of two lypeS. One, the cost of IDtcrvention 10 the 

p<*IIIial helper; [wo. cost (0 the VIanD if Ibe by-SWIder fails to help or make a mesa in an attempt 

10 help. Worcbc:1 et al. (1991) have revealed that cost of intervention to. by-stander can come 

(rom • variety of swrees: fim. cost as a resul1 of IP effort an individual may expend 10 help 

Secoodly. the riat one Nns by helping. and finally, the la(;k of infernal reward from helping 

Tbere are also COilS of 1101 helping whicb include self blame and perceived censure from others. 

IntbelilJaollbeinhibilOl1'naI1Iteof_associaoedWllhhelpingandlbeg<nerllll<Odency 

(or people 10 avoid such cost. die question which arises IS how much cost (physical. emotional. 

material. social aodIor mental) is • po&ential helper prepared co bear 1ft order 10 ,"ist someone 

mneedofbdp 

In a srudy by Bauoo (1989) aimed aI fandlng our. 00... individuals will belp other5 in need, subjects 

reponed that they would be more willing to aive help to persons in need if the cost of doing so 

was tow. Staub (1971) also fOUDd tbaI: mID)' people usisced or uid they would wben the cost of 

010'111 so .... low (L)'DCb & Olbaa, 1978; Sobellcy, 1983). 

A sinuw finding was arrived at by Latane& DarJey, (cilCd in Bro"",. 1986). In'study 

:ntltled -RofIlJM Coturesi~j-. introductory Psychology audcoa at the University of Columbia 

"",. """"Cledby tberescan:her5lOao inIolhecity ofColwnbiaandasl<ed from)lW<ll-by smaU 

'OUtinecounesiesRlCbastimeoflbeday.directiooaac:. OftberDlfttban ISOOpeopie who were 

Ipproached. a sublwllial pe:rceruge (from 34 - 8541 depending on the nature oflhe request) 
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Tbelugbor_ofbo:lpotfemlwualtribuledootbe fact lhat all tbe_madl: 

(tune of the day and cIin:aiooI) involved little or no cost . For insIaoce. neither the ume spenl 

(cost) in lookmg and telling the time nor 10 give [be: dim:(jons asked for involved substantial COil 

in ICnm of time or lDythina of tile sort. In other wordi . the tendency for most people to help 

when lbere is lime or DO cost may he due lOW fact that in such siwations the threat to the 

andiviGJal's'Nelfareisverj IiaIe orooo-existing hcnce no anxiel)' isarousedwithintheiDdividual; 

there is Less coDf1ict betwecn appl'Olltb and avoidance. 

Results from studies involving IWO or more different levels llf COSI have also shown a trend 

smular 10 tbc ones reviewed above. lnoneofsuch srudy. Tipton & Jenkins (1974) investigated 

the etrea of rap:m5C: cost CIa die acquisilioD of insttumenaally conditioned helping behlviour 

Subjects coasisaed of sixty (60) SCUdents randomly selected and assiened to one of three groups 

Group one subj:cti WCR placed in I pmition in which they could help a confederate by 

delivering him from electric-shod:: aod It the same lime the individual risked the possibility of 

receivina electric shock (inanauempt 10 help/dehver the confederate) . 

Group two subjects, like lboe in grcqJ ODe, were also placed in a POSlhon In which mey 

could help a confederue by deliverina him from ekaric.sbock. Unlike group one however. this 

group did Dot ran any r1U. of bema: shocked (cost) in an attempt to deliver the confederate 

SubjcctJ ingrouptbree servod. a corurol group. they were neither given the opportunity to help 

Mr received III)' eIcttric shock. Results showed significam difference in the IUDOUOl of help 

ofJeredbetweeDgroupsoneandtwo; group two (00 sboct. IcostJ) belped more than group one. 

This fmding is in line with Mqoo & Kbana's (1991) usertion that when co,t I!> Introduced Intu 

a SiauuoD ~UUi5UC beha'VlOUl tend 10 be suppressed. 
... 
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Shorthand&~(1983)aJsoCOllduclod_field"perimenlSlDteSttb<eff0C10foo" 

:m two differeol requesu for help. In the fmil srudy. 320 iUbjects with an average age of 38.S 

yean varied dJeir requw for 8 ride from one location to another. The variation in request differed 

from little or DO cost 10 bigh cost in [enn of wbere the driver is beading towards vis-a-vis what 

thelift-seckerwlllledtobeliftcdto. 

In the secood study confederate subjects were asked to dial certain phone oumbers which 

were randocnJy seLecced from a phone book As soon as the munber dialled was picked. the 

confederalc apologized and said the bad dialied the ·wroog~ number but hislher car had developed 

a fluJt on I Higbwty and had no money left on him 10 he wants the person anawering the pbone 

to call someooe to come and help him (the suanded) 10 service his car or pick him home. In half 

ofme cases, the IJJmbeJ dia))ed was within the &rei code of lhc penon answering the confederates 

call-low cost in tenns of moocy to be paid (or the call (phone biU), In the olher balf, tile number 

to he called was outside the area code of the person amwering the call - bigh CO" in terms of 

money IDbe poid for the call (pbone bill). 

On the wbole, most people who answered lhe confederates ' calls helped by calling the 

oombergivC'n 10 tbem wheu it was wi[biD tbeirarcac:ode-Iow~. Ontbeotberhand,veryfew 

people called the numbers outside their area codes . For those who requesled for tift, assistance 

was a function of the COSt to the driver· more help wbeJl cost was non-ex.isting or low. This 

resull goest'wtberto indicate thai bigbcosl (moneury or Olberwise) isooeoftbe ractors which 

Inhibit altruisuc behaviour. 

Anotbe:rsrudysimiJartothesocoodfieldexperimeru by Sbort1and &Scebbing (cifed above) 

wasc:onducu:dbyCoWzzies.a1.(l984) . Sixty-fout phone caUs were made by confederates who 

lold those who answered their caUs that their cars had broken down 50 they wanted the person 
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eachedklcallanumbcrWllhinOOWCOSl)oroutside(bighCOSl)thatdiSlrictforassISW'I(:e. Those 

\lhe asked for calls within the same dlSirict had signifK:an1 number of their numbers dialled (or 

llemlhanthosewhosenumberswereoutsKlelhewRrict. 

The effea ofcoaoo aluuiitic: behaviour has funher been stUdied by Peterson et aJ. (1984). 

none ofrwo cxpcnmcm . the reJeMCher!> examined among othen the effect o( sltuallonal flclOf 

C05t) on len helping and stwina COndltKlnS. ordered from krN to high costs. The reiUIli showed 

hat more helpinc and iharina weR offered when coS( was low than when it was hip. The above 

l1erarure shows clearly mat cost of helpinl of any kind (particularly high cost) tends to inhibit 

clping behaviour. h has however been demonlUaled by Eisenberg & Shell (1987). Kohlberg 

~ Candee (cited in Eisenberg ... Shell (1984) thai when moral reasoning is introduced and cost 

,made the medWing variable, the trend chanJCs . high cost does not always tead 10 less help. 

According to HamillOD(l964), the tendency to help anotber perwn is seleaed against 

xcqx when me actOr Ind reciptent are relaItd or shan: genes in common. He mamtamed funher 

131m a group living together. nawr.il selection favours those who are prone liO help otberslS a 

unction of me recipient's relatednea 10 lheactOr, potenlial fecundity, or other features indicating 

:Clplent Inclusive fimess. and lhis effect is espeaaIly suong when help is biologically signiflClJlt. 

be above impltei that the tendency (Of an actor 'A' 10 perform an altrulscic act to a person'S' 

,epends on lhe relationship between 'A' and '8' and Ibu the probabiliry decreases consistently 

rom close relauve5. best (nends. strangers, 10 enemies. 

In spi1eofthe unporwu role actor-recipienT rtlaoonshipiptaysmaJUUisuc behaviour, little 

ttenlion has been liven (0 il siace aluuism became a major research topic in the mid 1%Os. 

:ven the few lftvesupuoos OOIlc*laed into It has yielded inconclus .... e results; while some 

39 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



~_as MlI(l985I92I. b .. nbe'l(l983). [>sock Viral< McCu,"' (1985) have fwOO 

hal the tdationsi'lIP be~ a potential helper and a victim inn~5 altnHSUc behaviour. others 

lICh as Gaemer & Frey (ciltd 10 Aronson (1992) found no such mfluence. The inclusion of thiS 

la riable (human relatiooships) in dlls study is thus me result of the inconclusive oawre of the 

tVIJIlble data. Itl unponant role in attruistic: behaVIour. ali wdl as lack of literature on the variable 

nGhana 

Based on the raearchcn by Ma (1982. 1985 &. 1992), Caner (aled in MI, 1992), 

' reedllWl (19791. Barull (1977). Hardin (1977) . Sawyer (19661 !he hierarchy of human 

elallooshlps has been consuucted in me folloMngorder: 

RI: Firs( Km (dote relations such as brothen and sisters) . 

R2: BesI: friendsOf' Inumates 

R3: Strangers who aze very weak • children, the SIck. the aged etc. 

R4: Common SlrangeB 

R5: Someone we dilolikt: Of an enemy. 

~ccordina (0 these rescart:hers. members In the Rl group art usually genetically related. A tem 

!ftnat to IS co-efficient of rclirionUIIP (r) or genetic kinshIp by sociobiologists (Hardin. in Ma 

992: Wilson. 1975). To SociobiOlogists the r between two persons (. &: b) refer! to the 

roporuon of eenes in them (a and b) dw are idenucaJ because or common de!cent. 

Forinaanc:e.lherbetweenapen.onandooeofbislherparentl. sonordaughler, or brother 

rsiSleristl2:1hIloflllindl\"mwandnephewornicce.g.raodparentl.lUnlS.unclesls 114; 

'hl\t dw between an iDCbvidual and one or hlWheroou";nl 151/8. In general, the larger the r 

We """""" an actor (q) aod ....... penon (riaim 1PJ).1he gr<aJer!he probob,lity that q would 

my OUI an ahruistlc act towards p 
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friendi and non fneRds - fnendl were helped ~ than non friend5. 

10 oae of four naturahstic SNdiei in helping behaviour. Bryan & Te5I (1967) examined 

:he effect of race on helping. In the RUdy, twO Salvation Army Kettks wert placed approAimately 

75 yards from two uore eXIsts. One of die Kerties wu manned by a black and the other by a 

~ (White) bod1 of whom were females in lheir early twenties. 80m wore Salvanon 

\nny uniforms and were inII:ntcted not to make any verbal appeals for donations and ,190 to avoid 

·ycconlaCl. The 50Jdy was conducted between lO.OOa.m. and 6.00 p.m. for the period it lasted. 

nail 2154 femalea and 1549 malei took pan in the $hIdy. The result Indicated a significlOl 

Itfference in donallon received by the Caucasian as compared to the black: the fonner received 

loredonallon lllan the black. 

Although d1e resuJtofdusSlUdy follows the general trend and thus confinns a similar one 

yFeldman It cannot be said to be conclusive. This is because no indication is given as to who 

.e donors were. Were they all whites or blacks? If then: were some black donors. then we need 

, know whal percentage donalCd 10 each pan-handler. Thus if more blacks donated to the 

aucasian than their rellow blacks, then ltusconclusion Isquesuonable. 

In a related study enutled -A LdbofOtory 011 l407tetr. Piliavln & Rodin (1969) also 

\'CMlgalCd among other thin" the effect of race of victim vis-a-VIs that of potential helper on 

truiStiC behaviour In an Express Tram In New York. - 8th Avenue Independent SubWlY. The 

JdywlUch .... oonWaed_ April 15 and June 26,1968, belwce. the hours of 11.011 a.m. 

Id 3.00 p.m. hid four CIOIIfederws compriliD12 males and 2 females (3 whites and a black). 

mong (be data they collecled on die 103 trials were the race of an observer. !'ICe of victim. 

ency of helPIng responte. number of helpers and tpofllaneous comments. findinp revealed a 

ldenc), forwne·race betplDddecrease in speed of responding u group size increases-
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diffusion ofl'e5JKWibility effect. 

Gaemer &: Frey (died in Aronson. 1992) found that when a caBer reached a "wrong" 

phone oomber and requeRed for.-...ce from the penon who answered the call. whites helped 

their fellow whileS more lhan blacks. whera.s bbckJ subjeclS gave about the same amouR! of help 

to both blacks and while$. Although it is not very clear why blacks gave a1mosc me same amount 

~ help to both black.!. and whites, il could be argued that having gone through discrimination 

themtelvcs, they (blacks) hadscen III adverse effcct and lherefore did nor want others 10 suffer 

l Similar fate. Another probable explanation is that because blacks were made 10 work for "'hlles 

md thus depended on them for almoll everyming, they might have felt obliged to do what me 

Nhilecal~Baskedfor. 

A study by Ma (1992) mvolving Chinese and English subjects aJso showed that people 

w:re more alUUI5tIC toWards IhoIr: who were more clolely related to them. In mat study subjects 

vere asked to read KohIberg's story of -Htinzand tilt DruB- and to mdicate to what extent they 

\'OUld steal the druB if lbe victim was a hulband or wife, father or mother son or daughter. best 

riend and soanFr'. Both samples indicaIed more htJp for close relatives followed by best fnends 

nd then suanger. 

In I related srudy, Freedman (ciled in Ma, 1985) allO used the same Kohlberg StOry 

"HtinzattdIlwDf1II-j wiIh.lIenIItionoftbe relatIOnship between Heinz and the woman from 

usband·witetofather/motherbestfriendandsuanger. Subject were asked 10 answer on a 7. 

Oint scale ranging from definitely yes, to definitely no, whether they would do everything 

OSSIble 10 obtain the druB- For both samples, subjects were more prepared 10 FI the drug (0 help 

te victim. in me foUowing order; father/molber, bell friend and stranger 
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The tendency to help etOIle relalionJ have further been confirmed by Essock-Vitale & 

McGuire (1985). In a wdy to delemline the panem of helping among Idn and nonkm, white 

middle dall women with .. average age of 39.6 were Interviewed. Results showed more help 

among kin than non kin. Even among km, helpmg was a function of the recIpients' expected 

reproductive potential which goes to confirm SociobtologlslS assenlon thai. the reproducllve 

porentiaJ of a recipient of help is one of the imporWtt factor in the decision to help. This is so 

JCCaUJe the esIeTICt of the theory IS gene propagation hence ooly those who have the potential lO 

-eproduce mailer mosl. 

In yetlllOlher ... dy by 1.11(19851 aimed ...... ng the validi'y oflbe proposed hIerarchy 

'f human relationships, a CrolS- cultural Sludy invo1vina 519 Chinese and 398 English was 

.:onc1acled. SubjeCtS were pl'e5ented wilh two hypothetical dilemmas and asked to what degree mey 

WNld be Willing to sacn(1CC thc:m.Je1ves for another individual's survival. The result of the study 

"so confirmed previous woo; close relatives received more help followed by best friends, 

Ifanaers,andthanenemies. 

Ma(I992) in a similar scudy involvinaa toW sample of 832 subjects again found among 

Ithen that people were willing to sacrifICe their lives (or others in the (ollowing order: close 

elatives, beil friends, srrangers and enemies. "The above review pomts to lile fltt thai human 

elauonsillps plays an Imponant role in a1UUistK behavIour and thus confinn Emlens & Wrege';s 

1988) findJngsthat the relabonsbetween a potentiaJ helper and a vtctim IS a slgnifanl predictor 

fhelpingbehavMNr. 

Notwichslandingthe abovc. there are few srudieswhosefmdinphavebeenlOlhecontraty. 

orinslance,Piliavin& Rodin(l969)foundthatherx:edapotcntlaJ helperandthatofavictim 

o nor. affect helping behaviour: In the wd audy both blacks and whileS gave almost the same 
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mounlofhelp irre5pCClive of tbe race oflht: recipient 

DuIOrl (cited by Nabor. 1992). allO found that blx:k$ and American IndWu solicitors for 

harity ftIOeived signifandy rocher dooatioas from whires than did while solicitors. How do we 

CCOUni for lhe differences in me above review? 

According to fmlen & Wrege (1988). some of me inconsistencies in the researcb mly be 

lie 10 !he faa IhIl the unporww;:e of a belpin, .,.1 for benefactor-recipient relatioJUhip as well as 

le helpin, behavtoor Involved vary across srudte:s. Sometimes the type of help to be rendered 

re of relative minor ImportanCe aDd could have only a small impact on the recipient. 

on~dy. individual may not find it difficult co help even an ellCmy. However. when fa ilure 

) asSist may senously affect the recipient-benefactor relallonship, then the eXistence of a rela-

onihiporhnkberweenlhc IdfandthevlCumshouldeolwlcc the likelihood that individuals will 

IJCriminlle by choosing to help close relatives than dIStant ones or non relatives. There is also 

Jme amount of diJerimination when a non relau\'C 1& In competition wuh a relative 

Emien & Wrqe have arped further thai In Iife-or-death situations. people choose to aid 

lose km over cbstance ones. dte yoongeroverdteaaed. theheaJlhy over the sick. and the wealthy 

ver the poor. However. in everyday life Situallons, leu weight is given 10 kinship and people 

tip the very poor over the healthy and the "cry youn, and old over the intermediate" age. In 

Iher words the seemingly inconsistencies in benefactor - rcciptenl relatiooship are due to the 

arute of me help 10 be offered u well as the impact thal help will have on the recipient. 
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be aims of the scudy ueaoucertain: 

lbe moral reuoning Rages of a sampk of SiXth Form students in me Greau:r AccD. region 

of Ghana. 

me Level of a1ttuian among SiXth Fonners m the Greater Accra region of Ghana. 

how one's level of moral reasoning affects hislher aJtrulStiC orientation 

how the cost involved in helping affects one's willingness to assist others. 

bow human relationships (kin. acquaintance and strangers) affect helping behaviour. 

which of the three variables hu the m~ innuence in flCililating or militating against 

helping. 

how theIe three variables in1e1'K1 to innuence altruistic behaviour. 

fill pan of the vacuum created by lack of research m thiS area 10 the counlry 

)n the basiS of Ihe available htendUrt, the foUowmg hypotheses ha .... e been proposec:l: 

there will be positive relationship between level of moral reuoning and amount of help. 

Thalil. 

a) those who reason at high level will hetp sianiftcandy more than those who reason 

at the middle and low levels. 

b) those who reuon al middle level will help Significantly more than those who 

reasonalk>wlevel. 

There will be an invene relauODsllip between COSi and help. SpcciflClJly; as the cost of 
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·Jplng IncreaseS. the amount of help will dct:reut . 

The~ WIll be poIIuve ~Iationship between altnJlSllC onemattOn and human relationship. 

Thus • 

• , kin will be helped sigmficaotJy mo~ !han acqu&Inc.ance and wanger. 

b) iClJ1aintance will be helped signifICantly more than stranger. 

l"bc:rt will be two-way interacuon effecu becween level of moraJ reasoning. CO£I: of 

hetpin&. human relauonsbips. and aJtnustic behavIOur. 

"There will be three-WI)' Interaction erfcci among level of moral reasoning. COil of 

helpln,. human relauonshlps and ahrulwc ortenWion. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

Population: The largel population was Sixlh Fonn SrudentS In the GrealCr Accra 

region of Gtwla . Tlus region w;u selected for the srudy not only because it was closer [0 the 

~JearChe:r and Ihcrcforc was easily accessible. btn aJso being the capital city of Ghana. as well 

as the administrative. and more importantly. the: economic nerve centre of the country, it 

conSIsts ofswdenlS from all the len rcglon:r. of the country, and for thai maner, people from 

the various ethmc groups, This made the panicipation of srudents from this region more 

represenwive of the Sixth Fonn population in the country and would thus go • long wa.y 10 

enhance grnerahutlon of me results 10 the re510flhe target population. 

The reason for selecting wdents for the srudy was lO ensure higher relurn of 

questionnaires through group and on the S'DO' administration. Sixth Formers in panicular were 

chOJef'l for the study because lhey were one of the well organized as well as easily accessible 

groups who satisfied the: main prerequisite for the admimslr<l1ion of the Defining Issue Test 

(Om to non n,all\'e 5ptlkers of the English Language - non native speakers who have had at 

lea8(twelveyearsofreadingandspokenabiJilY inw English Language. 

~ Initial sample of fWO.hundred and sixty srudeAlS comprising one-hundred 

and fifry 11501 males and one-hundred and len 11101 females were selected from three mixed 

Si~th Fonn schools (Achltnota. Labone and Tema) in the Grultf Accra region. 

Selection: Bod1 the d\ree s:hools and !he rwo.hundtM and sixty subjects were selected 

by means of simpte random sampling melhod. This method was employed to give equal 

chance to the indiVidual scbool! and students who fell within the target studenl and \Choul 
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populauon to be iDcluded in the sample. 

For the seloctJon of the schools, the researcher obWned the list of all government 

approved and assisted Sixth Fonn schools In the region from both the Greater Accra reaional 

office of lhe Ghana FduC"oIuon Service and the WeS( AfnCl Exammation Council office in 

Accra. Singk·!iC'x schools were lakcn out of the list to ensure that relatively equal number of 

bod! seXC$ were IRcluded 1ft the srudy. Thus allbough sex was not one of the variables under 

iDvelligauon.llwastoavoidasilU.alKlflwheretheselectionofeitheranall-maleorall-femaJe 

!lChool could h.m: biased the gender composition of me sample. The remalftlftg ones (mixed 

schools, eight in all) wen:: arran&ed in alphabetical order and numbers (I . 8) asSigned 10 them 

(Refer to appendiX A for the Jig of Sc~s). These numbers were written on pieces of 

papen;. folded. pUI into a hit. shaken, and three 9dec1ed from lhem one after the other. The 

schools whose corresponding numbers were 5e~ted (Achimota, Labone. and Tema) were 

thole whole srudenll were used for the wdy. 

For the subjeccs, se~ljon was also done on the basiS of simple random sampling 

melhod. In each school, random numbers were assianed to all the SiXth Fonners whose names 

appeued on lhe §choul rcgiwr made aViIIab~ to the rc:scarcher. On the basIS of the toW 

number of Sixth tonn Sludenl5 in each school, ninely subjects were ie&ected from both 

Achimoca and Tema accondary scbools and eiaJuy from Labone achool. 

In order to select the required number of IUbjec:u from each school, the row number 

of Sixth fonn students in the respecuve schools were diVided by the number to be selected 

from each!Chool. For inaon:e, In Tema Secondary ithool the IOlaI number of Sixth Fonners 

we~ IWO-hundred lad eipt aDd. since that number divided by ninet), .. 2.3, IlUdenlS whose 

assigned random numbers fell on the second. fonh. sixth, etc., to the hundred and eightieth 

penoo, weR: aeleced for !be swdy. In each school, addiboaal eight subjects (tweRly.four 1ft 
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all)weR geleaedallind-by lOrep&.:eanyoflhe nwn subjects who (or any reason might not 

beab~lOtumupfOflhestudy. 

ll<moJ:!:llll!lk!Jl~ The"", raJ1l1'oflhesompiesWISbetween si.reen [161 

and twenty·twQ (221 With an average aae of nineteen (191 and a 5tandard deviation of 1.3 

years. The population W"oI!l made up of Ghanaian studc:ms In the Grealer Accra region of 

Ghana with different ethntc and varied iOClo-economlC backgrounds. Withlhesedifferent 

socJO-CC()O()lnicandethnicbKkpJunds,mesubjcc15couldbedeiCribedasheterogeneous. 

11100 dlfierenlt)'pCs of questionnam:s - Defining Issue Test (Oln and Self Repon AllrUistic 

Scale (SRAS)· WC~ used for the study. 

[)COnjo' Iw .. Tnt m iD The OIT (Resr James, 1979) IS a standardized fonn of 

Kohlberg·s Moral Rc:asonin& Scale referred lOIS Mn Judgemenl Inveluory IMJI). The OIT 

iloneO(thewidel)'UIed~foraa&e.5iina:levelsofmoralreuoning(Restetal .. 1974). This 

_ (om ....... d of KoIIlb<Tz', origillll ,,"Ie (Moral Iud..,..." In"",;'" - MJI) was used 

because it has been standardtzed With closed ended responses which reduceadm iniSiration 

lime. scoring ambiguity, complexity, and difficult)' u.JClated With the MJI. The DIT is a 

pencil and paper questionnaire designed 10 meuure indiViduals level of moral reasoning, 

behavloural intentions, and me reasonmgls) behind wions. It consisu of six moral dilemmas 

title most popular belnll: .hal of -Heinz and the Orug-' and a sample quest ion. 

L !ke other moral reasOfllng scales such IS the MJI (Kohlberg. 1969), Moral ma(Urity 

~.1lc !Kotadr.ova&. Vajda and Karylowski. In K.ata~ova, 1992), me OIT consiSlSoflDOfl.l 

dilemmas deliped to CIp people's reuoninl about certain sibJatlans and/or actions in wbich 

obedience 10 laws and authority sometimes conflict with me welfaR of the actor or ocher 

pers.on(!). Each dilemma t"OOwns a conOtCI between the Protagonist's own needs. wants, 
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0( moral Judgemenc (global swre). Subjecu responses thus provide indices of (heir levels of 

moral reasoning. There art: separate respoote sheets for each orr questionnaire so in each 

case respomes&re shaded by the 5lIbJectson the pan of lhc answer sheet which corresponds 

10 a panecular dilemma. question. or swernent. 

Oneoithe most Imponant mdtCesofa subject's level of moral reasoning on the DIT 

IS the p . .:ore whteh ranges from lCtO (0) 10 ninecy-fiye (95). ThIS (p score) is taken CO be the 

relative imponance 8 !IIbject giva TO the icems indicative of beinl at stage 5 (five) or 6 (six) . 

the RprincipIcd_ SllFSof" KohItJerJ's lheory of mon1 n:asorung (Schlaefli el aI .• 1985). Re~t 

eaaJ. (1974) noted thalW: items in the DIT ace based on pnor research fora period of over 

len yean of !tUbJeCI's verbaJizalion made in response 10 hypothetical but real life moral 

The orr has been vah<Wed in variws 1iIUdies. For example. Re5t el ai, (1974), found 

thatlbe P'1rore and the DlTlIllnescorrelaleintbe .60sand.68 respectively with tbescores 

ob«ained un Kl,hlberg's !JC8Je. According 10 DaVison & Robbin (1978). the DlT has a test-

reteM correlauon in the .90s, while SchKfli et ai. (1985) ha\-c found il 10 have a Cront.ch 

alpha 1ft the .70 to .80 I"D#. A rlJmber of Sb.Idies have also hnked the DIT scores to • brtad 

raJllCoI!IOCw. educaIioDaJ, pollucaJ. and religious v.ewpolnu(Schlaefli etaJ., 1985). The 

validity of the DIT has further been subtllntialed by lon,-uudlnal srudies (Rest &: Thomas. 

1985). A major advantage of the OIT is theabili£)' oftheopticaJ scanner (the machine used 

to score lbe ~tOIlRaiJa) 10 detect and elimirwe the acores of Albject who fake or juSi 

answerrandoml) 

forl~.someofdJetwelve.ucmSIRpan.twooftbequestionnairesaredlstraclOrs 

populartyc:olledM(·-....·)ianJ. Theoei'",,,,,,,pn:u:nuou.andlofly .... nding. but 

are rea1ly meaningless TIley are there to serve as iotemal rehabllil), check as 10 whether 

5) 
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SUbjec:lSfollowtd the 5Wriesandlorunderstood the m5U\lCtions or OOC. On three (3) swries 

(i.e. die Ibort fonn of the 011'), ifsubjea's M score is above four (4). it is recommended tJw 

the subjeCt's scores muse be dilClfded. This is because • high M score (above four in three 

SlOries. and above eight in all the six slDnes) Imphes that subjects paid more anentlon w 

pen:eived compleXity and loftineu of the i5ems chan 10 their meaning. This consistency check 

enables researchers 10 exclude from their analysis the scores of subjects who did not 

underSWld the inwucuons and/or the 5lOries. and for thai maner answered the queaiooJ 

rvxbnly. Apart from Rest. Hamlltoo& Mary (1994), Kowkova (1992). Ma (1992). Cunis 

... 1. (1988). Sobesky (1983). p .. n. etal. (1984). Leaheyo & E;I<' (;n Relt. 1993). Haan & 

Blick, (1968) naveaiwulCdtheOITinvarioulslUdies. 

Self ReMr1 AItn,isn bit CSRA~1 Accordln& to Sawyer (1966). an altruism scale 

&JSeSSe) rh!.: value one places upon the: welfare of anochcr In rel.tion 10 hiS o ..... n. He maintain!> 

that although I direct and tlIeorellcally desl~le way 10 assess people 's ahruistic behaViour 

would be to observe peopte in a specific nannal situation wllcre they make Cholet thal.ffect 

their own aDd another's welfare. pracucal difflcuhies of oblCrvation and memodologicaJ 

problems of uncontrollable and unknown baa.ses detracl from this approach. As a result. be 

sugeaed lhII: on Issues concerning alouiJrn researchers should Ilk people 10 repon what they 

thmk their benavlour would be in a given situalion. In the case of this particular !rudy. it 

would have been very difficult if nOI impossible. and even unethK:al to deli," and carry OUt 

I RUdy of lhll nan,,!: in Ihc form of field expenmem. benet the use of altruistic questionnaires 

Sawyer's call for self-n::pon in aluuisbc swdies hai been IUppon.ed by Rustuon ( III~U) 

and Rusinon ec ai, (1986). following the deveIopmenl and administration of a Self-Repon 

Altruistic Scale by RusbIOD (980) on the basiS of Sawyer'llUggcstion, the)" have also 

concluded dlaIllldividua!'S aluuisuc bebavkJUr could be measured through Self Repon ScaAe. 
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They propolCd further that il might be mort useful 10 employ a more general and global 

~ format by liking respoodenu lO -intDgiM-lhat they were in a situation where they 

could engage in helpmg bellavK>ur and then estimate the amount of help they would offer. 

OIherswhohave used ltusmethod are Bumsw;in etaJ, (1994), Hershey el aI. (1994), Khanna 

eul, (1992). Magoo& Khanna, (1991). 

Among the advanCIFS to be derived from the use of this method (questionnaires/scale) 

arc lhal issues arc made clear. For ewnple. the type of aSSLslance needed is made explicit, 

so IS the person whoneedsaaisww::e. the cost involved if any, as well asodler issues inherem 

m the situation. The Altruism Orientation Sca.le used in this srudy consISts of three 

hypothellal but everyday life occurrence$ (rescue of fire vu:tims, blood donation and 

Intervening to re5CUC !JOfnCCJne woo IS being bullied). The scale was adapted by the researcher 

from ckistingonesby Ma (1992.1985, & 1982). Huston elal. (ciled in Wrighlsman. 1984), 

and Eisenberg &. Shell (1987) with few changes to SJil the research objet:uves and Ihe 

GIlanaianICRing. 

For example. In the bus accidem of Ihe original Ma (1992) scale. respondems are asked 

whether they WIll abandon an acquamtance. a manger. or an enemy whom they are aboutlO 

rt~C" hom flames of fire and rather rescue a brother or sister who is also in danger of beIng 

burnt by the same fire. This was changed iDlO a sUuabon in which potentia! helpers had the 

opponuniry to ft:3OJe dn~ diffetenl C3tegonCS of VIctims (brother/Sliter, an acquaintance. and 

I suuger) with or withoul Alstaining any amount of injUry to themselves. 

Similarly. die origioaJ ales of bkxxl donation and dte reJCUe s.ituation were changed 

tolO donating blood and R:scuin& the same lh~ catep1es of people at no or some cost. Each 

situation c:oosistsof chree paru: In pu1 one. respondents are asked to indK::ateon a scale of 

1-5 bow !hey -.wId help lhne three people of the same age (19 yeat1) at no C!OIl. The 1ge 
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of die victim were pegaed at nineeea 10 ref1ccl the ~verqe age of the respondents. 

In pan two, respondents art asked W Indicate on a similar five P0lnt.teak: how chey 

will usiSl the iaffie three people (as In part one above) at some amount of cost (medium) to 

tbarlleh.a. Pan tJuee is similar 10 pan. one and two with the only except:ion being the amount 

oIOO1t(hiJ,h) lObe inc:urred by che respondents. For inStance in the Busaccuiefll, high COlt 

mean 5~ firsa degree body bums. Thus in each $Ituauon respondent5 are asked to indicate on 

a scale of I • S how they will aniSl eKb ofthele three caleiorie5 of people at the various 

levels of cost (lime or no cost. medium and high). 

Inall,lhescaSeconJlJtloftwenty-seveninstancesin which respondents are 10 Indicate 

the IIInII1l of help riley will offer. On the!lCale, I (one), meaJI$"1 WIll leave the scrne Of will 

nmln1ervenelhelp",wtuleS(five), means "I will definitely help", Theover-ailscoresrange 

from a mmunum of 27 COa maximum of 135. Inolherwordi.lhe higher a subject's (group's) 

scores. the mort a1lrul$CIC the person (group) IS, However, because the researcher was 

mteres&ed in tile amount of belp offered al each level of moral reasoning in tenns of co. and 

viaim, me IOIIJ oomber of ICOreIIP each cell (cost. ~ vlCbm) for each level of moral reasoning 

were added separately. bnnging the minimum score for each subject in each cell 10 three (3) 

and a flWUmumoffiftlen (IS). Since there were nine c:ells in all. the o\'er-all total added up 

to the minimum of 27 aDd die maximum of 135 (3 x 9 .. 27; IS x 9 = 13S. Refer to 

appe .. to. C for a copy of du: SRAS scale. 

I'lIoI. liliJ<h.; ", Self Report AltnliJm ScoIe (SRAS) wu pre-oesoed on boIh Loo 

Angeles, CcUliomla, USA, and 1ft Ghana, In Los Angeles, the subjects were from a 

community high school (equlvaJent ofSiJ.th Form) and ~ srudents from Univenily 

of C.hfomia, Lao AnFb (Ucu..), wile..., I. GIIona all du: subjoru who partICIpated on du: 
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pilot lWdy were S.-.th I;onn students: from Accra Academy Secondary School . In each case 

lwenl)·5lJbjccts paruClpaled In me pilOf. study. The break down were: eleven (11) males and 

nine (9) females high school wdents, (Welve (12) males and eilht (8) females studenlS from 

both UCLA and Accra Academy SecondaIy school. Roth the Uniled Swes hiah school 

sub.,teCU and panicularly. lhoIe from Accra Academy secondary school . Ghana, who took pan 

inthepll()(SlUdywereequlVa1entinmanyrespectstothosewboparucq»~illtbrlClUalsudY. 

The third silUalioo (dln~cdy intervening co rescue someone being bullied) was found 

to be irrelnam lO the two groups of aabJec1S in Los Angles .• s most of me respondents 

indicaJed (as foot-JlOIeS on the quesoonnaires and also during interview after lhe adrmmmauon 

of the quesuonnaires) dw. lbcy would ralber Ule the phone to call the police inscead of them 

inttrvcnlRiZdJrectJ)'. CalhngthepolK:etn such situation was easy to do because phone booths 

are as.I)' accciSlble - located within I. dl~ of about every 1\Io'o·tmoorcd (200) metres in 

rC~l(jenual area. TIle reason lhey gave for non direc1 intervemion wu the rampant use of 

~ns In their country and me possibility of endangering their lives and that of the victim. 

In Ghana however. none of the pliO( swdy subjects raised any such Issue probably 

because most of us (GhanaJans) are used lO such dJrecl mlervention and also the fac:1 thai 

telephones ~ nor: readily accessible as in the cue of Ihe UnilCd StileS. Since the Ghanaian 

subjeclS who lOOk pan in the pikJI IO.Idy did DOl false any Issue (on the scale). no chances 

were made. One interesting Jssue however came up when the Ghanaian respondents were 

mteMewed. Two IUbJCCU who ~ memben of !he Jehovah Wimeu reli&ious group did noc 

respond to siruallon ('NO (blood donation) on the scale. Their reason was thai their religious 

docmne forbids blood uansfuSJon of any kmd: no mancr who needed il. Another ISlUe the 

~spondentsraiKdhadlOdowid'l[heinjuryapocentiaJhelperwilllUai.Dinthefirerescue 

(Bus AcclcXnl). Mose of me rttpOndcnts maintained dill they did DOl understand whal JS 
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man[ by S~ first degree body bums. To overcome dlls dunnl me ICtU.Il SQldy. that aspecl 

of the questionnaire was explained to each subgroup before they were asked 10 begin. The 

explanatIOn given was lhaI they mould assume lbatlbeir w .... body is 100'1 and out of thiS. 

5'1 of the epedemis (ouler skin) is burnt (firsl degree burnt). The average time used for the 

completion of the questionnaire was thirty·five (35) minutes. 

The pilot study for the DIT was done in only Ghana. Thole twO groups of American 

subjects were no[ included because me orr has already been tested and validated with some 

AmeriCIn OIbJCCIS by KoIIlbcrg (1969). _ (1979) and many ocher researchen. Three (Heinl 

and the Drug. E.5cape PriiOOCr. and The Doctor's Dilemma) out of the silt stories were used. 

TIle respondents were lhe !WIle twemy subjects from Accra Academy who responded UJ the 

AIlnllsm ScUc. Two issues CAme up after the administration of the OtT and subsequent 

interviewbythet'e5eafCbcr. 

The first was tJw the instruCtions on me DlT as a whole. and panicu larly the 

explanallons on the sample question was very long and confusing. 11Ie second issue was on 

the two-hundted dollan ($200.(X)) beinllhe cost of the drug in the PHeinz and the Drug-

dilemma. While some subJccts said they lrIed to conven il (the $200.00) into its cedi 

equivalent based on eJl;istmg cedi-dollar cxchanae me so as to be able to relate it better to our 

setting. ochel'l saktlhey made no such anempt becaule they did noI know the then cedi.dollar 

cxc::hanae rw. There 'Neft: 0Ibet sub)CClS who were completely at sea u far u the dollar Issue 

wasconcemed. 

As a IOlutioa 10 me finr. issue, Ibe researcher summarized the instructions by 

maantaining most of lIIe lerms, phrases and even 5enlenCU In the original anSI ruCtions and 

recorded diem for play o..rinllbc aeIUIJ SIUdy; those relating to the Ample IIOry which were 

not actUally relevant to lhe stones used In the main srudy wert eliminated. For that of the 
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dollar. IlScedi equivalent of rwo-hundred and (Went)' thousand cedis (c220.ooo.00) based on 

the prnaihng (mid Mut:h 1995) exchange ru: was quoIed in place of the [WO-bundred dollars 

($2(X).oo,. On the average 40 mmuleS was spenl 10 complete the queSlionnau-c. 

~: The Headmasten/Headmistre~s of lhe lhrec schools selecled (or the 

SIbdy ~ a:JOIICIed by the racucher who made known 10 lhem his intention to engage some 

of their SiXth Fonn SlUdents in a proposed Study whose aims and objectives were explau\ed to 

them. When penniuion to copae the SQldents was granted. the researcher requested for the 

list (register) of Ii.,lh (orm scudents in the respective schools. Random numbers (rom 

Appendix A of Keppel & Saufley (1980) were assigned to the names of the studentl in each 

school. The required number of subjects from s:h x:hcJoI was !elecced u described in the 

selecllon section 

Thole tek:c1Cd (or the srudy were infonned thai with the conlent of their head5 of 

InaiDllion, they have been sck:aed for a rwo--phue study which was aimed II finding OUI how 

people at their age and cducaDonallevel think of certain social issues. They were told further 

mal althoughlheir Headmaslers/milUeues have agreed to their panicipatian in the study. the 

fmal deciSion as 10 whether to take pan or nOI rested with them . Infonned consent. Those 

.... bo agreed [0 participate were randomly dIVided Into smaJler sob· groups. For example. 

subjeas from labone IChooI were randomly ctivided mlO four (4) sub-groups of twenty each 

whereas those (rom Achimoca and Tema were grouped into five (5) sub-,rtlUps of eighteen 

(18)5Ubjec~each. 

Tbeoe SIb-groups Willi !heir ..... , .... ben (berween eighteen and [Womy (18 It 20) 

was to enable the resean:her and his Assistant (a course·nwe) (Q have maximum control over 

lhe subjccu in onIer to foc::u.s their aucnllonon dleSlUdy 1015 to achieve what Aronaon and 

c.rt.idl (m Crano & Br"C"'er 1986) caned experimental reaiiuo. All members In each wb 
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group were given a five-diJ,lt u,knurlCauon (10) mlmben. FOf example. 10100. 20200 •. 

22.(0): 22100. 22300 . ~JOOO; 24100. 24200 . 2600. 26100.26200 28()(x) were respectively 

assigned 10 IUb·groups one. (wo. dute and (our from l...abone school. Similar identification 

numbers were also USlgncd 10 Ihe subjects from Achimoa. t 10100 . 19000) and Tema (30100 . 

39000) 

A week before the IOJdy. 5l.Ibjecil ~re COl'uacu:d by means of remmder notes and 

annwncemenlS at theu reJpCCtlve danin, hills to ," fonn them of the dale. ume. and hx::ation 

of me SIlIdy. Their ID nwnben were abo made available co them through the reminder nOles. 

Funher. announcements were made • day before and in the mommg of the study In the 

respecuve dmlng halls 10 remtnd them once agam of when and where to repon (or the study. 

~Q(LbI:.IlIT: Thi$wuooncb:tedlnthrcecon5CCUllvedays(.dayin 

each school I In mid March , 1995. iD dle: respective schools at relatively the same time 

(betv.rccn 9:00 a.m. and 3.00 p.m.). In Labone U In Ten\l secondary school. the IlUdy was 

conducted In clusrooms made lvailable to the researcher In the respective schools. In 

Achimota o;chool. It was conducted in the Aggrey Chapel . Subjects from Achi mOli tchool 

were the: 111)( 10 take me IlUdy. it was followed by those from Tema and then LaboR( 

!!CCOndary. Tbeordermwtnchlhesub,teetsfrom lhethree schoolswenl through the srudy was 

mainly based on the days the respective Heads of ICbools.greed upon with the researcher. 

Incacl>_. die sudy --by-JlUUpone. (0110_ by 'woo d" ... and 

mthat.order. SUbJeclStnea:h subgroup wcreaskcdlO rqxxt for the 50Jdy ten minulesearlier. 

In other word~ , ahhougb me IIUdy in each IiChooI commenced at 9:00 a.m., subjCCtl were 

asted 10 rq»an at 8.50 I.m. The purpose of this was to ensure thai eYCIl thOle subjects who 

might be !ale would report by die ume die mady was 10 commence. The stralegy WDrted very 

.. ell ror on the wbok" number of subjects wbo reported Iaae was very ""~ll 
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In each sesaion, subjects were wek:omed on amval by the reieUCher and his asaill8Dl 

and "'Cre asked 10 rake their ats behind the tabie5 wh~h bore their ID numbers, Thus, prior 

to the arrival of each sub-group. mear 10 numbers were written on the tables in the 

clawoom/cbapel. The ID numbers apart from ensunng me anonymity of subjCCU. was also 

10 enable: the reseatCher to macch each subject's DlT scores with that of his/ber Altruistic 

OrIC:mauoniCOres(oranalysis, 

Tilt OIT. questionnaire. &n5wer sheets. 2B pencils and erasers were distribulCd to 

lhem. They we~ liked 10 wnlC mear ID numben on the space provided for that purpose on 

me top right comer on the answer sheets. After IhaI they were asked to ply altention to the 

insuucbon wbich y,-as played twice on cape rec:order to their hearing. The researcher then went 

IhlOJp the sample questKlI1 with lhcm and encouraJCd them to ask any queslIons they had on 

the instructions or the &ample question. They were cold to read and respond to only dilemmas 

ooe. two and four (Heinz and lhe Drua. EIcape Prisoner. and The Dcx:tor's Dilemma) wllhm 

(orty (40) manuleS 

The other three soles: 1M Newspaper. W('bn~r and SIUdt'rflS Tau Ovtr were not 

used because they ate noIvety rdevlllt 10 lheGhanaian senina. Besides. responding to all the 

Slxscorieswouldhavebeentimeconsumine(aboutanhour)andevenborina.mwhichcase 

there was the likehhood that subJccts might be compelled to respond anyhow. The mlRlmUm 

number of:saones" an be wed for. audy is three so neither the validity nor the rehablhty 

eX lhe aIt was oompromised by me use of only three out of the six dilemmas. At the end of 

the fony minutes. thole who did not complete their questionnaires were given extra five 

mlllUtes ahe:r \\, hn:h lhe quesilOnnatI'es were collected. 11Ie aabjec'lS we~ informed that they 

wwld be called upon aaam ID answer _similar quesoonnaire (The Self Repon Altruism Scale) 

IaIer.Therescan;hcrthen~hiJpaliDJdefDlhcmfortheirtimeandpauenceandwere 
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dismwed the~flcr. AJI the subjects in the various grouP' went through me same procedure ....... 

\,I,"hcn II came 10 their rum. 

A totaJ of six subjects did not tum up for Ibe study. There were other three who opted 

our because they ~rc: members of lhe: Jehovah Witness religIous denornm311on which does not 

a1klw bknd uansfusion ol..., kind. TbJs as I result of what came up through the piloc study 

concc:ming people who bdoog U) the Jehovah Wnness religious denomination. the researcher 

made II known to subjecu at the beginning of each session that one of the stories they wert 

about to respond IOhlidlOdoWllh bk:Jocl donauon 10 those who (arany reason object (0 blood 

donaoon may opi out of the $lUdy. In all cases, some of the stand-by subjects were brought 

In co replace tIlO$C who dId noc rum up or opced OUI. At the end of the study fourteen 001 of 

the two-hundred and sIxty questionnaires were lost either through spoilage or non retrieval. 

~ ofthr nJ.I; After the administration of the questionnaires. the twO·hundred 

and (ony-sUi. response sheers collected/retrieved were sent to lhe University of Minnesota, 

USA, for optical scanning. $COnng and classificauon of the subjects to the vanous levels (low, 

mlddJe and high) of I1\Onl.IrelloJllng. The ~llS on the OIT questionnaires were received by 

me n::IIeII'ther rrom the Univen.iry or Minnesoll. USA. leo weeks ialer (after they have been 

sent). All the two-hundred and forty queuionnaires sen! were ICOfed. Thiny·lwo OUI of the 

Ioc were howe'ler mvahd. 1bese wcn: subjCCl$ woo clther had an M score of more man four 

(4), did ooc pass lhc consiltCncy test, or both. The scorel of these thiny·two subjects were 

therefore excluded from lhefinal anaJys;s. 

~g{ Su.b.i..tI:tl: SUbjects' P scores were used 10 c:ategonu them inlO 

low, MIddle. and High le'lels of moral raJOIlinl for the main analysis. 'The P 5COtei were 

used because according 10 ReM (1985187/93) il is the mOlt Importam score on which a1l 

anal)'!.eS on orr wdtes art baled. In addition. whether me long (six stories) or Ihon (th~ 
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SklriC5) form i) used. lhe relt.abllity of the P scores art Dot affected. ReM (1979.1986.1987, 

& 1993) has mamtalned further that the P scores em more reliable than the Stagc (112. 3/4. & 

516) SCOla and other indices of lhe orr. OaVl!!On & Robbms (1978) for examplc. found the 

[CSI re-test rehabilil}' of the P!COres in the 70s & 80s, while that of the Gronbach Alpha mdex 

ofjntema.! consistenCy is generally in the 70s (Schacfll et &l .• (985). The Pscore also tells 

more about me importance each subject attaches to the prrnclpled moral consideration (the 

ultimale Slage in Kohlberg'! theory of mora! reasoning). Although most subjeclS could have 

been assigned 11)' "",,"fie _ of mocaI ....... ing (e.g .• stage In. 3/4. & 516) on the basis 

of the most domuwlI sragc the individual uses in responding [0 the dilemmas. that method has 

noc:been found lobe vc:ry rehablesinceevery sUbjCCtglVC!11 [eastllittleattentiootOalmost 

alltheJUtge:o 

Funhennorc. Rest (1979) has luangJy recommended against using DlT data to "stage 

type" subjectJ. He Slreued thai in D1T research it tw not been found useful to ask "what 

stagc (112. 3/4. 516) is a subJecl in?" This is because subjects are attracted to a greater or 

~r degne ., a vanet)' of type of moral reuorung hence subjects' scores are nOI represented 

in !.ems of II. sm&1t ..,e: almost aU subjects make ute of each stage and rnal no Stagc is 

indcpenderuoftxhother. 

As a ~ult of the above. what is usually done is 10 group IUbjecu into Low. Middle. 

and High leYels of moral rtaD"ling on the bail of their P scores. Thus. for the main analy!is 

on the basis of Low. Medium. and High , the P scores are the mosz appropriate. The use of 

P scores allO lyoid the oomplications &5IOCiated with subjecu in transition. thai i!, il is 

usually difficult when the -.. ge t)'pe!" are used 10 assign a specific stage to those subjects in 

transition let aJone 10 melude them in the analylit. The break down of the P $COres for the 

two-hundm:land fourLet'n subjcctswere: 
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1993). 

0- 9 - 21 

10 . 19 3 62 

20 - 29 - 68 

)0- 39 = 34 

40 - 49 - 11 

SO. - 06 

ToW = 214 

~ Below arelhe recommended CUI off poinl by Resl (1919. 1981_ & 

Low 0-21 

Medium 28-41 

High 42 & above 

These cut off points by Rest was based on subjects who were a combination of high school 

(eqWvale:ot of Sixth Formen), undergraduate Mld SQme posl-graduate srudenu whose mean P 

scote wu dUtty-ooe (31) with some of tile indivick1a1 scores falling into the 70s On tlJe other 

hand, the subjects wbo parucipated in thii ~y were all Sixt:h Fonn (equiyalent of high 

school) SUIdeot5 whose mean P score was rUoel.eeo (19) with the: highest score falling into the 

50s. 

Because of the ditrercnces between me samples used to establish the cut of pomts by 

Rest and those who participaled i.n this swdy. a new CUI offpoinas 'NOb necessary . New ODeS 

wen:thereforees~bUsbedoftbebaslsoatbenl.tureofthepresentdata. This is in liDe witb 

Rest (1993) suggesoonlhal depmding of the oawre oftbe IAJbjects used in a study. as well as 

lhc narureofthe dati arrived 11. DeWCUlOffpoiJUtoUIdbeuscd. He recommc:nded~vcr 

lhaImsucbacaselhcnewCUloffpointsshouJdbc:usedakmgsidewitblhc ro:.:ornrnmdcdones 
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10 detennine if the rwo would yield Similar or dtfferent results. 

The new CUt off points employed by this researcher btied on the present data are 

Low 0- 16 

Medium 16·27 

High 27 & above 

lnese were based on the mean ( x) and sandard devlauon (SO) of the P scorCi. The 

mean wu nmeleen (I9l whi~ the SD was 13.4. TIle low group were those who sCCdd Ih 

5Wldard devlallon (SO) beLow the mean , whiie the high group were those who scored Ih 

5Wldard deviation (SO) aboYe me mean. 1110se in·between the two groups wen:: those 

classified into the midcDe caleJOries. This cut off points apan (rom reflecting the nature of 

these data would also serve as the nonn tOr adler researchers who will in future administer the 

Drr to similar samples in the country. 

The SWKIarddeviation was used to classify the SUbjCCISbecause it is an index of the 

spread of !lCOre5 about the mean and therefore the most commonly used (or descrlbmg the 

vanablliryof!COf'el madillribution. The IWldard deviation aJto has lOO1e advantages over 

other measures of variabilit), such as the percentiles. For example, whereas the range for 

l~focusesononl)'lW05COre5.the~devlallonU5t5eachscoreinthedilUibulion 

in providing a mUSllre arvanalion among the tbem. hlnhermore.thestandarddeviation 

IS more 5U.b~than SI)' the percentiles. In addition, in a normal dillribution, the standard 

deviation pennits a precise interpretation o(1COf'e! in the dtllribution and as a result moo 

Administration of the S8AS• I :!IUAII),. raearchers who use the DIT wail for the 

~Its from the opneal scafllung done by the UniveBlt)' of Minnetoll.. USA, beftn going on 

wilhdlc.econdmeas.trelf~y In such cases (0110'lI0 up SlUdle5are conductedforonl),thoie 
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.., decennine if lbc: (WO woukl yield similar or different results. 

The new CUI off pointS employed by Ibis researcher based on the present data are: 

Low 0-16 

Medium 16·27 

High 27 & above 

These were based on the mean ( j() and standard deviatIon (SO) of the P scores. The 

mean wu nlReleen (19) wbUe the SD wu 13.4. The lew group were those who scored Ih 

standlrd devlallon (SO) below the mean, whiie the high group were lOOse who scored Ih 

5Wldard deviation (SO) above the mean. 1l\o$e In· between the IWO groups were those 

classified into the mKlcDe calegories. This CUI off POlRts apan (rom reflecting the nawre of 

these dati would also serve as the nonn for other researchers who will in furure adminiSler the 

orr to similar sunple5 in the country. 

Tile Sl.lndard devwioa was used 10 classify the subjects because it is an index of the 

spread of scores about the mean and therefore !he most commonly used for describing the 

vanablliE)' of !COres In I dilU'ibulion. The SWldard devillion allO his some advantages over 

other measures of vanabllll)' such IS Ille percentiles. For example, whereas the range for 

irwanccfocusesononlytwoscores,lhestandarddeviatlon uscscach score in thedistrioolion 

in provllilRg I meuure of variation among the lhcm. Funhennone. dte standard deviation 

IS more stabk: Ihan say the pereentiles. In addition, in a nonnaJ distribution, the standard 

devillion pennies a precise incerprewion of scores in the disuibuuon and as a result most 

su.usUcallaU rely on it 10 represent the variabiliry of data, 

Admjnistration 9[ the SRAS' l'sWly, researchen who use the otT wail for me 

reaala frail me opcoI scanrunc doae by the lJniversuy of MinnelCKa. USA, hefon: going on 

with the second 1TlCUJR: ifll'lY· In.chases follov. up SlUcbesart conducted (oronlythoee 
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who -pa.s.sed - the DIT scaonitIg and the conSIStent)' test. Thil.voids spending time , e(fo~ 

and money on subjects wOOte daca have been rejecced by IDe scanner and therefOJe cannot be 

used for anaIysil by the researcher. In lhis SlUdy however. the follow up study was conducted 

before the DlTresultswere receIVed. 

This was 50 becaute the report on the OfT was going to we between eight 10 ten 

weeks to be reNmed LO me researcher. ThIs could have Jed lO the pouibiliry of • growth' 

(movement by subjects from one 5lIge of moral reasoning 10 anOther) among me subjects, 

Such a situation could h.lve adversely affected the resul1 of the study because somesubjccli 

might have ~sponded to the Altruism Scaie at a moral reasoning stage different from where 

they were placed on the basts of their scores on the DIT some few weeks earlier. Another 

factor wu thai. the upper !lit fonne~ among the 5UbJCCIS were about to sit for their General 

CenifJCale of Ed.tcation. Advanced Level Examination in May/June so any delay in 

aaninistering the Altrui$fTI Scale could !lave led CO the 10!! of many subjects. Thus most of 

them would have oomplcted their eUlIlInabOIl and left their ~spective schools (or their homes. 

The AluuillTl Scale was therefore administered SIX weeks after [nat of the OIT to the 

same group of subJcc15 who participated in the orr. The only exception were the fourteen 

subject whose OIT questionnaires were either spoilt or not retrieved. like the OIT. the 

Illbjecu were infonned of the date, place, and lime for the adnllRiMrallOn of the scale. The 

previous ID number of each Qlbjec[ AI well aa the sub-group membership were malntamed. 

The procedure for the administration of AIU'Uism Scale wu the lime IS that of the 

OIT. Unlike the orr however, subjects were uked to mark their responlCs on the 

questionnaire5lnczDOacpatalen:~~[!,werepro"'ldedasintheC2leof theOIT. The 

IOSUUCtlOM were allO not recorded. After subjects had taken their seats they were asked to 

wr11e their ID numbers on their queaionnajre. 1be ~her wem through the instructions 
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wilhlhcm.Thepanofthe~"'thaldealswi"'theS'libodyb.",,_a1soexPlained. 

Thiny-five mmutes was LDitially allowed for die oomptetion of the questioruwre. Extra five 

minulei was given OJ those who did not finish at the end of the stipulated time. Five subjects 

didnosbow up forlhe 1IUdy. Incidencally, when the reponOD the OIT was Lacer received the 

five were amon, the thiny-tMJ subjects whose dm were K) be excluded from the final analySIS 

lioreilherhavmganMvalucofmorect..fuur(4)orclidnocpassthec:onsilCenCyteSc:. Atlhe 

end of study. lhe rescarcherupresa:dhisgrauwde tolhe subjects 

Within two weeks aficr the saud)' had been completed. the researcher arranged to meet 

the subJecb (those who ~ Sldlm school) in their retpeetiYe schools to debrief them on the 

aim. and objecu\IeS of the ""ely as wellu what each questionnaire was meant to tap. They 

were allO asked of what they beltevtd the SlUd)' was aboul. what they thought about il (was 

II mrerestina. exciana. borina. vcry lUking etc.,) and were encouraged to ask questions che)' 

Ilad about the IlUdy. Amontt the quesuODI they asked were whether their scores would be 

made a\'allabk co them and whewr low ICOfeS on the manl reasoning questIonnaires means 

one has weak moraJs. 

SmOg! Of tIM: SRAS: An indiviWal's scores for all the thrre sllualions at different 

level or COlI and vtctim were added separately and analyzed on the basis of the individuals 

levels of moral reuoning. One (1) s&andI for DO help It all, while five (5) stands (or more 

help. In01herwordl,tbebiperllUbjca'soverallsc:ore, lhcmoreaJlTUisticheJshell. 
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with them. The 1*1 0I1be cpDJnnaire that deals widt me 51. body burnt was al50 explained. 

Thiny-five mmuleS was initially alkM'ed for the comp~tion of the quesuonnalre. Extra five 

minutes wai &iven to those who did nol finish It the eoo of the stipulated time. Five subjects 

didnoshowupforlhe SbKiy. lncidentally. when die reponon the DIT was 1uer received the 

five were among the thil1)'-rwo subjeCls whose data were co be excluded from the finaJ analYSIS 

for either having an M value of more than four (4) or did noc pass the consi5le8CY teil. At the 

end of study. the resurchcr expreS$Cd his gratJtude to the subjects. 

Within t'Ml wceb after the SlUdy had been completed. the researcher arranaed to meet 

!he subp;u (those who were still an school) an their respective schools 10 debrief them on the 

aims and objectives of the study as well u what each QueSlionnaire was meaD[ to tap. They 

were at.;, liked of what they believed the scudy was about, what they thought about it (was 

It IDleresDna. exciting, boring. very taWng etc.,) and were encouraged (0 ask questions they 

had about the study. Amon, the quesuQRI they asked were whether their SCOTeS would be 

made avaalabk 10 them and whether low scores on me moral reasoning questionnaires means 

one has weak morals. 

Srndpr of the SRAS: An Individual's 1COI'eI for all the three Situations at different 

level of cost and victim were added separarely and analyzed on the balil of the individuals 

levels of moral reuoning. One (1) SWM1s for no belp Ilan, wbile five (5) stands for more 

help. Inotberwonls, dJebigherasubJect'soveraliscoTe, Ihe more altrui5lic helshe is. 
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widllhcm. Thepanofdle~rethal:dealswidJdleS" bodybumt was allOexplamed. 

Thlny.fjve minutes was initially allowed fot the comp~tion of the questionrwre. Exira five 

minutes was given to dlOIe who did nol finish a' the end of the stipulated time. five subjects 

did no sbow up forlhc swdy. lnciden&alIy, wilen die repon on the orr was later received the 

five were among the dtiny-nw sub;ecIs whose data wae ID be excluded from the final analysis 

foreilherhavangan M value of more man four (4) or did OOt pass the consistenCy test. AI the 

endofSbtdy. the researcherexpre5ied his graLiwde to the sub,ecls 

Wiulln twO weeks afIer the 5IUdy hid been completed. the researcher arranged 10 meel 

the subjects (those who were still an school) in theIr respectIVe schools to debrief them on the 

aims and objectives of the swdy as well as what each questIonnaire was meant to tap. They 

were aI., asked of what they believed the SOIdy wu about. what they lhoughl aboul it (was 

ilintuesting.excitina. borina. very taskinaetc .• ) and were encouraged 10 ask queSlionsthey 

had about tbe srudy. Among me questIons chey asked were whether their scores would be 

made avaJlabk to them and whether low 5COres on the moral reasoning questionnaires means 

one has weak morals 

Srndnr gfthr SRAS~ An andlvidual's scores for all the three situations at different 

level of COSI and victim were added separately and analyzed on the basis of the indivimws 

levcll of moral reasornng. One (1) scanda for DO bdp at all. while fi-..e (5) stands (or more 

help. In OIber words. the higher a subject" overall score, the more aIuuiltic heJshe is. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

Table I shows the means and standard deViationS for subjects al low level of moral reasoning 

al three le\lelso(coSl, involving three dirferenl Vlcums. 

Typcof 

Victim 

Kin 

TABLE I 

Means & SWldard Deviations (or low Level of Moral 

Reasoning Involving Three Victims al Three l .e\·cl~ of COSI 

Co~of!:k!J!!.!!g 

Low Medium HilJh 

SO SO SO 

13.66 1.47 12.31 2.10 10.83 2.81 

Acquaintance 12.13 1.93 8.77 2.24 6.77 2.38 

Stral1jzer 10.39 2.63 6.23 1.75 4.55 1.63 

Total 12.06 2.45 9.10 3.22 7.38 3.49 

Total 

SD 

12.27 2.47 

9.22 3.11 

7.06 3.20 

9.51 3.64 

The: minimum saxe for each cell is three (3), while the maximum is fifteen (15). In general, 

the means dccreue u the COIl 0( helping incrQses. Further, the means decreue from helping 

km (K) to helping a Slmlgcr (S). This lrCnd suggests that me amount of help decreases from 

helping kin to str2nger. and from low 00 high COlt. For kin (K) and acquamcance (A). the 

SWldard deviations increase from low to hiah COlI of helpin&. whereas for that of a wanger 

II dc:cI'Ca.'itS from low 10 high cost of helping. This implies that subjectS tend to differ in their 

rc!oponses 10 kin and ~nWICC 15 the COlt of belping goes up. For thaI of a stranger. 

subjects' responses rather differ wben me cost is low and cluMer around the mean as the COSI 

increases. In other word$, when the cost is low, subjects lend to respond differently 10 

slrangers. However. wbea it is high, there is httJe difference in lhelr responses 
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Sbown brlow (Table 2) are the means and swulard devlauons fOf subjects at middk level of 

IPCQJ fU50ning at three levels of C05t. involvin& three different \·lcurns. 

Tlpeof 

Victim 

Kin 

A<ouainWlCC 

Suu""r 

ToIIl 

TABLE 2 

Means & SWldard DcvlatlOM for Middle l.evel of MoraJ 

Reasofllng. Involving Three Vktims II Three Levels of COlt 

Coscof HelOlnR 

Low Medium High 

SD SD SD 

14.47 1.20 13.47 1.85 12.48 2.50 

13.30 1.56 11 .00 1.72 9 .55 2.05 

11.78 2.03 9.12 1.96 7.21 2.10 

13.18 1.96 1.20 2.56 9.75 3.10 

Total 

SD 

13.48 2.08 

11.28 2.76 

9.37 2.76 

11.38 2.9 

like Table I, there Ii an Inverse relation between the IITlOUflt of cost and help ; lhe means 

(.-nount of help) decrease as ,he cost of helping Incr(.a5(~ . "unhe""orc, the means decrease 

from !\elpmg a IOn (K) 10 helping a stranger. Compared 10 table I however, the differences 

among the means from k)w to high CO$C of helping and abo from helping kin to a stranger are 

waller. For ln~WlOC, the differences between low and medium cost, and medium and high 

C050I for Table 1 when the victim is an acquatnWlcc art 3.36 and 2.0 respectively. On (he 

adler hMd., dial for this w:ry table for the same Victim is 2.3 and 1.45; an average difference 

of 1.27. This wgesu thai imspective of me viclim and the amount of cost Involved in 

helping. those al the middle level of moral reasoning help more thaI those at the low level. 
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DepICted beLow fTab~ 3) are the means and standard deviations for iUbject5 at high ~vel of 

monJ reasoning at three levels of cost, lJM)iving three different victims. 

Type of 
Vidbn 

Kia 

TABLE~ 

Meam & Sc:andard Deviations for High Level of Moral Rea50fIing 
Involvmg Three Victims at Three Levels of Cost 

CQg2fH.c!2!ni 

Low Medium High 

SO SO SO 

14.85 0.48 14.46 1.02 14.19 1.62 

Acqualnlance 14.08 1.26 13.15 12.53 1.79 

S' ..... rer 13.05 1.47 11.42 2.23 10.42 2.54 

Total 13.99 1.36 13.01 2.13 12.38 2.58 

Toral 

SO 

14.50 1.17 

13.25 1.69 

11.63 2.41 

13.13 2.17 

I..lkelhllofkw.r(Table 1) and middle (table 2) levels of moral reasoning, the means decrease 

• the COIl of helping goes up. The diffcmas between the means of thiS sub-group and that 

of Tables I and 2 is thai irrespectlve of em.t and victim, thiS group oUered more Ilelp than the 

prtvlOOstwo. lnadditioo.,thc SWldard de\-1IIionJ of this groupal all levtlso(cost and victim 

lit more clusu:red around the mean than that of the k>w and middle levels of moral reasoning. 

Thus, lOt ,,-anability In response of thil Table (subjects at the high level of moral reasoolng) 

rssmaUerthan lho!e.low and middle. In other words. thiS group did not differ so much in 

me amount of help offered irrespecllve of the coat: and victim. 
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Mdtrec le\lelsofcoSlw!lc:nthevlCum IS kin. 

Means ~ Standard Deviauon$!! ~ ~ Qf~ ~ ~ Victim ~ ~ 

CoSlof~ 

Medium High Total 

Levdor 
Moral SO SO SO 
Remonin2 

Low 13.66 1.47 12.31 2.10 10.83 2.81 12.27 

~ 14.47 1.20 13.47 1.85 12.48 2.5U 3.48 

~ 14.85 0.48 1.02 14.19 1.62 14.50 

14.33 1.03 13.41 1.66 12.5 2.ll 13.41 

SO 

2.47 

2.08 

1.17 

1.91 

For each level of moral reasoning. more help was g,iven when cost of helping was Low, 

roUowcd by rnedJum and then high. On the: whole however, the amount of help g\\len It each 

Evel of COSI wa3 In de3c:end:lng otder from high 10 tow ieYtl of rnOf1I reuoning. The SWldard 

deviations for each )nel of moraJ JUJonlng alto U'lcreased from tow COS( to high COS( of 

helpmg with that of high level of moral reasoning being morc clustered than tho$C at middle 

&rid kJw ~Is. This means thaI although II each level of moral reasoning the amount of help 

offered reductslS the am ofhc:lplnl: ~0esup.lhc vlnability in subjects' rtsponses WIdens 

from high 10 low level of moral rea50mn~. 
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Shown bekN. IT'" 5 » ow die nans and SWldud deviaOOnS for all the three levels 0{ moral 

reasoning I.t three Levels or cos( wilen the vICtIm IS an ac:quamlanCe. 

Level or 

Moral 

ReasoDinX 

Low 

Middle 

Hi2b 

ToW 

~~~SwtdardDeviation!!~~Qf~~~ 
Victim!!!!! ACQlWnlAnCt 

CoslofH~ 

..... Ium High 

SO SO 

12.13 1.93 8.77 2.24 6.77 2.38 

13.30 1.56 lUX) 1.72 9.55 2.05 

14.08 1.26 13.15 1.61 12.53 1.79 

13.17 1.58 11.06 1.86 9.62 2.07 

Total 

SO 

9.22 3.11 

11.28 2.36 

13.25 1.69 

11.25 2.39 

1.Jke Tabk 4. II ta;h levels of monIl Il!a'loOfling. mote help was gIVen when COIl of hclpmg was 

low. followed by medaum and then hiah. Another fea&ure of uns Table which is similar to 

Tlble 4 is the trend of !:he amount of help; there was an inverse relation between me amouOI 

of help offered and coS! of helping. The difference however is thai at each level of cost and 

moral reasoning. the amoual of help offered was higher m TabLe 4 than that of S. The 

SllDdard deviauons for each level of moral reasomng also increase from low to high cost of 

helping with that of this table being higher thaD tba1 of Table 4. In ocher wordI, the SWlidard 

deviations of this table are more scattered. 
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Sbownbelowrr_s , ... lhemeanslllldaandatddeYiolionsforlll the th ... levelsofmoral 

reat50nmg at lhrcr level' of COg when ,he vlCllm IS an acqu.llnWlCC. 

Level or 

Moral 

RU .. §(lI\in~ 

'\1iddk 

1II1II> 
Toeal 

TABLE S 

Me~~! SWidard Deviation!!! 11uce Levels Qf ~ ~ ~ 
Victim!!: ~ AC9uam~ 

Cost af Hel In 

Low _ium tli~h 

SD 

12.13 1.93 8.77 2.24 6.77 l.18 

13.30 1.56 11.00 1.72 9.S5 2.0S 

14.08 1.26 13.IS 1.61 12.53 1.79 

13.17 1.58 11.06 1.86 9.62 2.07 

ToIlI 

. SD 

9.22 3.11 

11.28 2.36 

13.25 1.69 

11.25 2.19 

l...ik.e Table 4. a! Cldllevcl. of rnc:n! reuomng, mote help wu gIVen when cost of helpm, WIJ 

low, followed by medllJm and then high. Another (ealurc of ltus Table which is similar to 

Table 4 is lhe Irend of the amounl of help; mere was an mverse relaTIon between the amount 

rX help offered and OOSI of helping. The difference h.owever IS lhal at each ~vel of cost and 

moral telsoning. the amounl of help offered WB!i tllgher In Table 4 than that of 5. The 

IWM1ard deVLallons for each Level of moral reuornng alto tnCrea5t from low to hiah coS( of 

hetpll'l& with that of this table being higher man that of Table 4. In other wordi. the scandard 

devlalionsofthistablearemorescauered. 
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11ae Table belOYt' (Table 6) sbows the IDCIIDI and standard deviations for aJllhe three le\'cls 

ofCOltwhenthevk:timisasuanger. 

Level of 
Moral 
_iDa 

Lo" 

\Udell< 

High 

TOCaI 

Means &Standatd~~~~Qf~~!!!: 
----~!!!~ 

COSlof~ 

Medium lligb 

SO SO 

10.39 2.63 6.23 1.75 U5 1.63 

11.78 2.03 9.12 1.96 7.21 2.10 

13.05 1.47 11.42 2.32 10.42 2.54 

11.74 2.04 8.92 2.01 7.39 2.09 

Total 

SO 

7.06 3.20 

9.37 2.76 

11.63 2.41 

9.35 2.79 

like table: 4 and 5, al each levels of moral reasomna. more help was given when 0051 of 

helping was 10Yt'. followed by medium and then high. The amounl of help offered also 

ulClQJCd from low level of moral reasoning to that of high level. Compared to Table 4 and 

S bowever. thelle means (amount of help) are low. The mndard deviations also foUowa 

dlfferent panem. For in5lanCe, whereas for the two preceding tablC'~ . the sWlCiard deviations 

for all levels of moral reasoning increase (rom low to high COSI of helping, here il is 50 for 

only thoIr who rtason aI the high level. For those at the low level , they rather decrease (rom 

low 10 hip aJIl of helpina· At the middle level of moral reasoning, it nUClUates; 2.03 at low 

COSI, 1.96al medium cost, and 2. 1011 high cost. These lrends suggest that whereas there is 

II positive ~ between rost ofllelplng and the variability in respnn!ocs for those who reason 

It the high level. there is rather a negative relation between the cost of helping and the 

'lariab11i1Y in resporues for tbose at the low level. At the middle level however . there is no 

relatlooa1a11. 
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This wdy IeSItd for thc: effects 0( three maiD iDdependenl variables; ~el of moral reasoning, 

COIl of helpin& and bumID rclatioJl5bips on almll5uc behaviour. It also te*«l for the effcclS 

of three rwo-way and one cbree.way irueracuons effects btlVrUn and among lhete variables. 

AnaJysis of lhe dm showed signirlwu main effects for all the: three Independent variables. 

TbcdlreefWOowayLNenaionswerealsoJ.lgnificalll. IronicaJl} however. nosiJllirteantdfect 

was observed for the thrt:e--way mteracllon. Presented below (Table 1) it the summary of the 

IWIlhCllanalya. •. 

Source 

uvel 

Co," 

Vlclim 

l.evel·CoSl 

~n,"VIct1m 

t'o!.t·Vk:tlm 

~Tab~2f~~~~~~f2!Lc:vels2fMoral Reasoning 

COlI of Helpin. and Type of Victim 

SS DF MS F P 

]hltl.78 1808.)9 486.31" 

.'551<.10 1779.0~ 478.42" 

5387.21 2693 .61 724.37" 

449.39 112.35 30.21" 

2n.55 69.39 18.66" 

390.74 97 .68 26.21-

Lc'el·COSC·Vidlm 36.81 4.60 1.14 

I lrnlr 7061.55 1899 3.72 

Tollll ~O778.13 192~ 

·P< .CIOS 

As shown IR Table 1, signiftcaru mameffects were obtained (or each of the three independenl 

\-anabln; IOd allnusuc behaviour; levels of moral IUJOnlng F(2, 1899, = 486.31, P<O.05; 

COSt of IItlpIn, F(2. 1899) = 478.42. P<O.05; IIId Iype of vIctim F(2. 1899) = 724.37. 

P<O.OS. Additiooally. the Table indicates sipllfanl mtcracllon effects between level. of 

moral reuorunCIDd COlI ofbelping F(4, 1899) = 30.21. P<O.OS; leveb of moraJ reuonin~ 

and rypc: of Vlcum h-*. 1899) = 18.66. P<O.OS; and COil of helpina and virum F(4.18W) 

• 26.01. P < 0.05. No $IpiflC&nt IOI.eI'K'UOn was however found amoo~ lc'Vels of murill 

reuonin,. COIl 01 bclpln,. buman rdauonJl'Up IDd aJtllllWC bc:haVQU "(8. 1899) ~ 1.24. 
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P>0.05 

These ruults give suppon lO tbe predicted relauonshlp berwee.n each of the three 

iodqJendent vanables and a1tNI$UC behaVIOUr. It aho gl\"(.1 support 10 the predK:red 

irwnCtionbet-weenany two of these variables and altruistic behaviOOf. lronK::ally however. 

Ibt'rt' was no InterachOIl etrea amon, the thn:e vanabJe put together. In other words. 

h~poIhe£is five was rcjecced. The ~suh~ suggeat that ahnllSilc behavIour IS sepantely and to 

a grewr txllenljoindy. innuenced by one ' s level of moral reasoning. COli of helping. and the 

rypcofvictimlObthtlped. 

TIbIc 7A Ihows the cul-off poml established and uted by the reaearcher in addition 10 that Of~ 

~- ~ T~!!IJ";~ ;:;( 
~ 

3 X 3 X 3 ADO\'a for Levels of Mordl RcawnlOg. ('ost of Helping. and Type of Victim ... " 

Sou"," 55 DF MS F P 

Level 2668.72 1334.36 312.SS" 

Cool 355S. 10 tn9.0S 416.75" 

Victim 5387.21 2693.61 631.00' 

Level-Cost 3SI.S2 95.46 22 .36" 

~I m.86 64.72 15.16" 

Cost·Victim 390.74 97.68 22.8S" 

Leyel·Cost-Vlctim 26.19 3.27 0.77 

Error KI06.49 IS99 4.29 

Tota ' 20778.13 1925 

"P< 005. 

80th the CUI off points by Rest and meooe eslabhshcd by th.s researcher Yielded Similar 

n:sulu. For U\SWlce sigruficam effects were oblatned for hypolhests one to four by both CUI 

offpotntS. TbelallhypothcstswasalaorcJCC'CdbybothallotrpotnlJ. It could be concluded 

from the It:Jo\Ie thil the t'lt"CUI offpoinlScoukl be rchedupon. 
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On the bludoflhe slgnlficanl main effects IIldtCated by the 3 X 3 X 3 ANOVA for the three 

Indepcndem variabie5.. further anaJyiU weJe concM:ted by meatl5 of Newman Keuls (Post-hoc 

an&Iysa) ror uncqu.&l amp~ to detenmne whether there were any "gnifteant differences in 

the amount 0( help offered at the vanous levels of moral rusoning:. 0051 of helping. and the 

t)'pCofvicum. 

n.e Table below (T~le 8) ShOM Newman.Keuls post-hoc analysis for three levels of moral 

lUIOninl and how they are related to ahnllstlc behaviour. 

Low 

HI&b 
'1><0.01 

E2!!~~~(Newman·keullf2!~~ 

lor Levels of Moral Reasomng 

Low MIddle 

13.13· II.3S· 

9.51" 

The nyus showl Slgnifunt differences amon, the amount of help I,ven It each ievel of 

moral reuoninl; lhose. tbt: high level of moral reasoning helped significantly more than 

those at the middle and low levels. while lhOK at the middle level allO helped signifantly 

more than those al the low level. TIus goes further to confinn hypotheSl1 one (I) which 

predicted thai then: will be SJg.nifitant difference, amonllhe amount of help given 11 each 

InoeI of moral reuoning. nus suggests lh.ic altnnaic bchaVIOIJr is a function of one's level 

of moral reasoning. 
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()'I the baas ollhe SlgJllftCallt maen effecl$ indK:aled by the 3 X 3 X 3 ANOVA for the three 

mdepenlknt variables. funher anaIy&eS were conOOcted by means of Newman Keuls (Post·hoc 

analysis) for unequal samp~ to detennme whether there were any iigniflCan1 differences In 

lhe amount of help offered ar: the vanous levels of moral reasoning. cost of helping. and the 

rypeofvictim. 

The Tible below (Table 8) shows Ne .... man-Keuls post·hoc anaI)-SIS fOf three levels of moral 

reuonin, and how lheyare rclatedloaltrulsUcbehavlour 

Low 

Middle 

Hlab 
"1><0.01 

~!!2!;: Compamon (Newman·keuls ~!L~ ~ 

for levels of MoraJ Rea51ming 

Low Middle Hlgb 

. . 13.13· 11.38· 

9.51" 

.. 

The lOIIylis shows slgnificllU differences among the amount of help given at each level of 

moral reaoning: those at the hip level of moqJ reasoning helped signif.canlly more Ihan 

those at the mlddk and kJw levels. while lhose at the middle level allO helped signiftcantly 

more than those al the iow level. This goes funher to confinn hypothesi' one (I) which 

predicted that there will Ix significant differences amon, the amount of help given at eacb 

level of moral reuorun, Thls!UgesD IhaI almlllCic behaviour is a function of one's level 

of moral reuomng 

76 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



Table 9 ~ws Neuman Keul <; po5I-hoc analysIs for coli of helping. 

TABLE 9 

Post floc Comp.moo (Newman-keuls) for COM of Helping 

1.0" Medium HiP 

13.07* 11.07* 

Mediwu 9.n· 

"1><0.01 

There was an inverse relationship between COil of help and me amounl of help offered: as the 

COS[ of helping increased. the amounl or help offered decreased . In other words. Slgnificanl 

differences were found among the amount of help gIVen at the vanous levels of cost: more 

help was otre~ when lhe OJII was low thin when II wall medium or hi&h. and alw when COSI 

'MIl medium than high . This gives additional support to hypolhesi5 IWO (2) which predicted 

an inverse relltlons:hlp between coSland help. 

Shown below (flble) IS the Newman·Keuls post-hoc analysis for type of vlcum In re lallon 10 

the amouR! of help offered. 

Kin Acquaintance Stranger 

Kin 13.40· 11.21'" 

Acquaintance " - 9.30· 

Stnn.,. . 

·P<O.OI 

There were ~Ignificant differenc:e5 among the amowll of help liven 10 kin, 8CqUainwn and 

anmger; km wu help signifandy more dwI acquaintance and slran,er. and acquaincance 

mort than wanger . This goes further lO confirm hypothesislhm: (3) which Staled that the 

ahnaistic onc:nWlOR of an individual Will decrease from k.m 10 stranger; kin will be helped 

sipiflClJldy more than xquamlanCC and wanser and acquaintance more: than stranger . 

n 
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Tabic 9 shows Neuman Keul\ post-hoc analysis for COIl of helping 

TABU: 9 

Post Hoc ComDln5on (Newman-keulS) fot Cost or Helping 

Lo .. Medium 

13.07' 11.07' 

9.77· 

Hill> 
"1><0.01 

The~ was an mverse relationship becween COil of help and the amouni of help offered: as the 

00St or helpmg increased. the amount of help offered decreased. In other words. significant 

differences were found among the amount of help g,!\ltn at the V.lrlOUS levels or cost; more 

help was offered when ~oost was low daan wben it was medium or high. ~d &150 when cost 

was medIum than hip. Thl$ gi1le$ addioonal suppon 10 hypothesis two (2) which predicted 

an Inverse relallonsillp betwetn COst and help. 

Shown below (Tlble) is me Newman·Keuls post·hoc anJ.lylis for type of VictIm In relauoo 10 

tht amount of Dc:lp orrercd. 

Kin Acquaintance Stranger 

13.40' 11.21' 

Acquaintance .. 9.30' 

·P<O.OJ 

There were: 5JgmflC&n1 differences among the: amount of help gJven 10 IOn, ac:quainllnCe and 

manger: kin was help sipufantly more than IIC:4J.Aintar'a and suanger. and acquainlanCe 

more than waneer· This goes funher 10 c:onfinn hypothct.ls thru (3) which stated that the 

Ihruisuc onc:fUaooa or an indivicilal Will decrease: from kin to 1U'Vlaer, kin will be helped 

Il&nlf~dy more than acqu.Ilntano:: &nd SU'IIIltr and acq.wnW\CC more than stranger 
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CHAPTER SIX 

This study fim examined the independent effects of levels of moral reasoning. cost of 

hefping, and human relationships on aitruisric orientation. and second. how the three variables 

tnletacttoinfloencc:mnuisticoriencatloo. It was hypcxhesized that mere would be significanl 

relationships be~n each of the lhree vari.tbles and a.llruistic orient.luoo. II was also 

predlcted thaI there would be two as well as lhree interaction effects between and among the 

mdepe:ndentvariablelandahruisticorienration 

Three-way analysis of variance (3 X 3 X 3 ANOVA) confirmed the first four of the 

fiveprq>OSed hypodleses white the fifth one was rejccted. That IS. there were significanl main 

cffu:t betwttn each of the independent vari&bles (moral re&JOfling: F(2.1899) = 486.31, P< 

0.05; cost of helping: F(2.1899) :z 478.42. P<0.05; and human relalionships {victim}; 

f(2.1899) = 724.37, P<0.05) and altruistic orienllljon. 

There ~ allO significant inttraction effects between any twO combinations. (moral 

I'rasoning by cost: F(4.1899)::; 30.21. P<O.OI: moral reasoning by Victim: F(4, 1899) = 

Ut 66, P<O.Ol: and COSI by victim: F(4.1899)::z 26.07 , P<O.Oll oftlle !hree independem 

\anables and allruisak onenlallOO. The fifth hypothesis which predkttd a three way 

IOleraCllon among the !llree independent variables and aJtrui5lic onentatlon was however 

R:jected IF(8,1899) = I.U,P>O.05. 

A post-hoc anaIY$I" revealed further thai there were signific3R1 differeocc$ among !he 

Ih~ levels of eacfI of the independent variables. In olhc:r words, the amount of help offered 

at each level of moral rt:la)fllng differ $lgnifteantJy from each other. llkewl5C, the amouRi 

of help offered at the various levell of COSI and lhose offered 10 the o,Re different types of 
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CHAPTER SIX 

DiscussioD 

TbU study fim ewnined the independeru effecu of levels of moral reasomng, cost of 

beIpiD&. and human relaDonships on aib'UisIic orientation. and aeoond. how the three variables 

illltl'lC1lO influence a1truislic orientation. It was bypolhesized mat there would be significant 

relauonlhips between each of the three variables and ahnllsllc orientatWn. It was also 

predJcled that there would be two as well as three interaction effects between and among the 

IndependenlvariabiesandaJtruisticorienlaiion. 

Three-way analysis of variance (3 X 3 X 3 ANOVA) confinncd the first (our of the 

fNeproposcdhypothe:seawhilelhefifthonewurejeatd. That is. there were significant main 

effeabetween each of the Independent variables lmon.l reasonln,: F(2.1899) .: 486.31. P< 

0.05: cost of helping: FC.1899) = 418.42. P<O.OS; and human relationships {victim}; 

F(2.1899) = 724.37. P<O.OS) and .I'''listie orienwlon. 

There were atlO ligniranl inlC'ractlon effects between any twO combinationl, (moral 

reasoning by cost: F(4,1899) = 30.21. P<O.OI; moraJ reasoning by victim: F(4,1899) = 

18.£'06. P<O.OI; and COlI by victim: F(4.1899) ·26.07. P<O.OI) of ,he three: independen' 

variables and altruistic orientation. The fifth hypothesis which predicted a Ihree way 

Inleraction among the three independent vanabtes and altruistic onentalion was hmvever 

"Jccted )F(8.1899) = 1.24.P>O.OS. 

A post-hoc: analysis revealed funher lhat there were significant differences among the 

three kMls of each of !he independent variables. In other wortb. the amount of help offered 

at each leve:l ofmonl reuoningdifferli~mficanlly from ea:h other. Likewile. the amount 

of help offered at the various levels of COlI and &hose offered to the three different types of 

vac:timl. 
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CHAP'TERSIX 

Discussion 

This swdy fim e:wmned the jndepeodent effeelS or levels of moral reasonmg, cost of 

helpiaa. and human relationships on altruistic orientation. and second. how tIw: three variables 

mftract 10 innuence a1UUtSbC orientalion. It was hypochesized that there would be significanl 

rtlauonJbips between each o(W three vanablcs and aJtruistic oriencation. It was also 

predicted thaI there would be cwo II well as three Imeraction effecll belWeen and among the 

tndcpendentvariablesDdaitruisticorientauon. 

Three-way anaIyiis of variance (3 X 3 X 3 ANOVA) confinned the first four of the 

fiw:prtJpOIICdh)~"'h"elhefifthone .... reJCC&Od. That:is.thereweresignirlCaJltmain 

etJectberweeneachofthe independent variables ImoraJ reasoning: F(2.1899) - 486.31, P< 

O.OS; COSI of helping: R2 . J8(9) = 478.42. P<O.OS; and human relationships {victim}; 

1'(2.1899) ~ 724.37. P<O.05) and aluuiSlic onenlaOon. 

There were also signifK:allt interaction effecu between any two combinations, {moral 

reasoning by cost: F(4. J899) = 30.21, P<O.OI; moral reasoning by victim: F(4.1899) = 

18.66. P<O.OI ; and _ by victim: 1'(4. 1899) • 26.07. P<O.OI) o!the throe independent 

variables and a1UUiSlic onentallon. The fifth hypochesis which predicted a three way 

IOteracuon among the three mdependenl variabtes and altruiltlc orientatIon was however 

"jeaedlF(8.1899) ~ 1.24.P>0.05. 

A post-hoc malysil reveaied funher lhal thc~ we~ slgmfteant dIfferences among the 

dlrce levels of each of the independenl variables. In other wordi. the amounl of help offered 

at each level of moral raIOning differ significlntly from each other. likewi!e. the amount 

of help offered at the various levels of cost and those offered co lhe three different typeI of 
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Moral Re8SOIliDg and AJtrulstic Orieotation. A significant main effect. between 

moraf reasoning and alcrulsl1C orientation was predicted. It was further hypcKhesized that: 

a) chose who reason at the high level will help more !.han those at the middle and 

k7w levels. and that 

b) dlote who reason at the middie Ievei will help more than those at me low level. 

AnalysisofthedaJa yielded a significant main effect between moral reasoning and altruistic 

onenlaliOll confinning the expected relationship between the two vanables. Post-hoc 

comparison conducted by means of Newman-Keuls for unequal samples also indicated 

significant diffen:nces in the amount of help offered at each level (High. Middle and Low) of 

moral reasoning; more help was offered by those who reason at the high level . followed by 

tho$eatthe middle. and then low level. 

This rault implies that mor3J reuoning is one of the facton which influence altruistic 

orientation and lhat altruistic oriemallon IS among others a function of one's level of moral 

reasoning: the higher the level. the more likely that one will assist others in need. Thil 

confinns Momson ct ai , (ciled in Baron &. Byrne. 1987) ISienlon that one's level of moral 

rrasoning is a slgnifK:aJ1t factor in innuencing one's propensity 10 behave ahruiJticaJly . The 

ItJoo..e R:alh is a1$O In line with some P~ytoua SlUdies by Rappon & K~n (1993). Eisenberg 

& Mussen (1988), Blotner & Bcarscm (1984). Erkut el al. (1981) LazarOViilZ el ai, (1976). 

RubIO &: Schneider (1973), Underwood & Moore, and Eilenberg-Berg & Hun. (both cited 

au Ma. 1992) wbicb aim yielded positive rtlationsbips between Levels of moral reuoning and 

various fonnsofaJlruistIC behaviour 
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~i'il: 

Moral Reasoning and Altruistic Orientatioo. A significant main effect between 

moral reasoning and altruistic onentallOfl .... as predicted. II wu (unher hypothesized mat: 

a) those who reason at the high level will help more than those at the middle and 

low ieveJs. and that 

b) tbo.e who reason alme midctie level will help more than those at the low level. 

AnalySl$ of the data yielded a Significant main effect between moral reasoning and ahrui5lic 

oncmauon confinnmg the expec1ed relationship between the two variables. Post-hoc 

comparison conducted by means of Newman-Keuls for unequal samples also indicated 

significant differences in the amount of help offered a' each level (High, Middle and Low) of 

moral rtasomng: mort help was offered by those who ruson at the high level . followed by 

thoteou the middle. and lhen low level. 

11U5 realil implies !hat moml reuorung is one of the flClOrs which influence altruistic 

orientation and thai a1tnustlc orientation is among others a function of one's level of moral 

reuonmg: the higher the Icvt!:l . the mort likely that one will assist others in need. This 

coofinnl Momson et II, (cited in Baron" Byrne. 1987) asscnion chat one's level of moraJ 

reasoning isasignificant factor in innuencingone·spropensitytobehavealtruiSlically. The 

abo\oe ~It 15 al90 in line with tome prevKJUJ scudies by Rappon & Krcn (1993), Eisenberg 

'" Mus ... (1988). Blocner '" Ilea""" (1984). Erkut el ai , 11981) LazarowilZ et aI. (1976) . 

Rubin &. Schneider (1973), Underwood'& Moore. and Eilenberg~Berg & Hun. (both cited 

in Ma, 1992) which abo yielded positive relalionships between levels of moral reasoning and 

various fonns of alm.llsuc behaviour. 
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~isl: 

Moral Reasoning and Altruistic Orientation. A signifK:ant main effect between 

moral reasoning and altruistic onentalion was predicted. It was funher hypothesized that: 

a) those who reason al the high level will help more than those al the middle and 

low levels. and that 

b) dae who reason alme middle ~el will help more than those It (he low level 

Analysis of the data yielded a significant main effect between mora1 reasoning and altruistic 

orientation confinning lhe expected relationship betWeen the twO variables. Post·hoc 

comparison conducted by means of Newman-Keuls for unequal samples also indicated 

lipificant diffe~nces In the amount of help offered at each level (Hilh, Middle and Low) of 

moral reasoning; more help was offered by lhose who reason at the high level , follov.ed by 

lhose at the rniddle. andtben low level. 

Thu result implies lhaI moraI,usomng i. one of the factors which influence altruistic 

onemalion and that ahruistic Orientation is among others a function of one's level of moral 

reasoning: the higher the level. the more likely that one will assist others in need . This 

confinns Morrison et aI. (Cited In Barotl & Byrne, 1987) auenion that one's level of moral 

reasoning isasignificant factOr in influencing one'spropensiry to behave allruistica1ly. The 

abo-.oe raul! is also in liDe with some previous ICUdies by Rappon & Kren (1993), Eisenberg 

& Mu.se. (1988). Blomer& Beanon (1984). Erku. et aI. (1981) i.azarowilZ" aI. (1976,. 

Rubin &. Schneider (1973), Underwood&' Moore, and Eiaenberg.Berg& Hun, (both cited 

10 Ma, 1992) whlch also yielded positive relarionships between levels of moral reuoning and 

various fonnsofaltnusuc behaviour. 
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nu.finding~,oon!l1ldiclsod>.,_byEi_l!etal.(1984).Blasi(I960). 

F.iJenberg& Haan (1lJ79). Kurtines & Gewirtz (1984) who found eidler negative or ambiguous 

rdabOflstups berween tevets of moraJ reasoning and altruistic behaviour. Similar ambiguous 

IIMI/or Deprive n:lauonshlp have also been fuund by Rosenhan (1970) who concluded thai high 

kYel of moral reasoning does not always lead to more altruistic bellaviour. Several feas0n5 

couldbeadducedto8CCOUntforthesecontradicroryfindmgs 

The first of these is probably me fact that the naNrt or type of assiSWlCe needed or 

requesled for varies from one srudy to another. With reference [0 Sobesky (1983), Bryan for 

inaance hu swed thai there are broad categories of altruistic behaviour. And according 10 

Khanna et ai, (1992), there are four global (caring. considerate, helpfulness and sacrificial) 

ralinp of aluuism each of which calls for among others different action(s) involving different 

00Il (risk), effort, time and energy to be spent or used. In OIher WOrdi. we should not expect 

Ihese different types of aluuistic behaVIOUrs w have the same relationship with levels of mora] 

R:uorung. 

For instance, it has been argued thaI bemg caring or considerate may not involve the 

same thing (e.g. oost) as being helpful or 10 engage in more sacrificial act which in most cases 

Involves personal rillk in me form of physical harm, emotIonal or psychological disturbances 

or even death. According to Eisenberg et ai, (1984), only altruistic ac{J which involve conflict 

between the potCnual helper', welfare and that of another (the victim) invoke moral dilemma 

hence the seemingly conuadic1Ory raults between levels of moral reaaonina and altruistic 

behavtour may be due to the differences in the rwure of the altruistic act and not the level of 

rDOI'aI reason per !e. 

The above ll2Uling has allo been IUpponed by Eisenberg·BctJ', (1979) conclusions 

IhaJ moral reasoruDIlS hIghly ~Iated 10 those aluuiJtic behavtourJ which in~ve cost. Thus, 
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motaJ reasoning doeI DOC. relire positively 10 any kind of ahruistic behaviour: specific 

parameters are necessary andmuSl therefore be present In any givenaluuisticsitualion(s) if 

posHive reJauonship is to be ICbteved. This suggests that one should e.ll.pect a POSitive 

rduionstup between levels of manU reasoning and altruiStic behaviour 001)' in siwation(s) in 

whICh at least some of these pm:amete~ are present. The parameters include anything that has 

thcpoteDlial to evoke moral reasoning and for that manerconflict. which in tum leads to 

approach-avoldanceconfltctin the potential helper. 

Another probable reason for these contnt.dic[lons may be due 10 the type of moral 

1'tUOfIing or judgeme:ot measure or 5Cale used. for instance. whereas some researchers such 

uMa(I992). Cunisetal. (1988), Sobesky (1983) used die Defining Issue Test (DIn by Rest 

(1979), odlers like Underwood and Moore (1982), Blasi (1980), used Kohlberg', Moral 

Judaemenl Scale (MJS). Other moral reasoRlng scales which have also been used in other 

studies include thaI of lee (ciled In Rubin &. Schneider, 1977) and the Moral Development 

Teu: (Ma. 1992). Each of these mo~1 reasorungiJudgemenl scales may tap different aspects 

of moralil), and should therefore not be expected 10 yield the same or similar rCiUhs when 

related to altruistic behaviour. Thil is in line with levin & Berkennan-Greenberg's(1980) 

and Yarrow & WuJer(ciled in Levin & Bert:mnan-Greenberg'.'i. 1980) conclusion thallevcls 

of moral reasoning assessed by different dilemmas (even with the same Iheorellcal framework 

such u that of Piagel (1932) and Kohlberg (1979)] do flOt develop in -Ilrictly stage-wise. 

I)'IIChmDicaI WIly· hence they may lead 10 differatt outcomes. Thus. the Yanallons In findinas 

may be due to the variety of moral reasoning measures/lCale adapced or used by each 

researcher. 

SClbeIty (1983) III> powlalCd Ihal ..... conuadictmy findmg. may be the result of !he 

bypotheticaJ naDJre of either the moral reasooiag stones and/or sometimea the aJUUlstiC 
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behaviour 10 be measuredparticulariy when x:alesare used. He argued that In studies in 

wbidleuherthe:IDOfaI rcasoningandlorlhealUUIstic:bebaviourhave very liuk:ornothmgat 

aUlD do 'Nub fallife siIuIOcm. it should DOl be surpnsmg to amve at negative Of ambiguous 

relationships. llusi,.,becausewheniUbjectspera:lvethattheissuesbeingdeallwitharc 

rarranovedfromreality. they tend noc lOaJllCh any ImportlnCe IDtbem and may thus respond 

lO lbtm anyhow. On the odIer hand, subjects see Issues ..... hlch deal with everyday life as 

something which can .fftct them or omers hence the likelihood of attaching importance to 

lhem are very hleb. Thus whether me Issues being dealt wilb are ruI or not have sigmflClnt 

mfluence on the outcome - the two approaches will logically lead to different results. 

Closely related 10 the above is lhe link between moral reasoning and the aluuiltic 

behaviour to be me:uured. Rushton (cired in levin & 8erkennan-Greenberg, 1980) for 

ill&llnCe found that the relationshIp between moral reasoning and altnlism is mostly positive 

if the type of moral reasoning assessed iirelaled IOIhe rypeofaltruiwcbehaviourmea.wred. 

Tbey argue for mSlaDCe that if the moral fUSOntng deal, wuh a::riflCe or helpfulneu or 

sbuing. eben the altruiStic act(s) should a150 have somelbing 10 do wilb sacrifice, hclpfulneu. 

and sharing. In IUCb a cue. the cbances of level. of moral reasoning positively relaunllO 

a1uuiSlic behaviour is hip. Put differendy. il could be staled that moral reasoning is not a 

unnaI)' dimenSIon but ralber dilemma specifIC. therefore the degree of relaIiooship between 

monj ~unl and aJtnuuic behavIOUr depends upon die level of mnapondence between 

fhe Judgemem and the behaViOUral dilemma. The implication here i, that the COnf(J.fual 

relatedoessorvariabiliry in thejudgement-acuon relallOnslllp IS very crucial 

In addIoon 10 W above. u..r a at: PiliavlD et aJ (cited ID Eisenberg & Shell. 1987) 

have postulated thai some a1UUI5UC aas are perfonned ratber IUlOmatic:aIly with little or no 

prioroonsciou.scoemuYe proceucsbence 00 moral conflict is aroused. 10 aw:h a cue. they 

82 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



araued. we should nor: expect any pOSiUYC relation ~rween one's level of moral reasoning and 

ahNistic behaviour slnc:e moral reasotllng may not be evoked. This is CD say !.hal in crisis 

tiwatiom such as emerFOCies. individuals behaviour may be Influenced lO a large ellen! by 

affeaive nuher than cognlU\IC consl(ieratioos. Furthennore. in stOJauons where expectations 

(SOCial or oltierwlSC. teal or imagined), nonns. or obligations for intervention are highly 

salient, individuals usually bow (0 pressure and therefore do act without recourse (0 moral 

c:opUtion. In c:ues hke thiS moral reasomng may be an irrelevant factor in influencing one', 

aaion. 

The use of socia) scripts is another reason which could be put forward to explain the 

CODII'adiaory findingsbetwcen moral reaSOlling and altnUSllC behaviour. AccordingtoSchank 

& Abelson (cited in Sabina. 1992). indiViduals have cognitive structures of knowledge 

COIUIsunlofacohc:rt1ll~ofaction(s)andevent(s)expectedinagivensiluation(5OCIal 

scnplS). These scripts which are soored in individual's memory are frequently used 10 guide 

meir behaviour. In shuabons such as emers,encles. Individuals may be more likely to employ 

dlcirsoclal scripts whICh like reflex actions. involve littJeor no cognitive thoughtS, anxIety 

O1COOniCt hence monllhought does DOC come CD play. 

TIle dIfferences in lhe amount of help offered at the various levels of moral reasomng 

cou ld allO be explained from different perspectives. It has been suggcsled that those who 

reason II die rx- convenIionIJ (hllh) level differ alanifantJy in their moral perspectives from 

lho5Ir:at the mldtlle and k>w levels; thosealthehigh level consider multiplicities of options in 

their deciiions. This is tn sharpoontraSl witb thoIeal the middieandespeciaJly low levels 

_00 are mainly cJOOentnC and me~f(ft DIJTOW In melr perception and dccilions. As a 

corollary 10 the above, it is argued further dlat bccau1e tboeeat die high level art able to 

coasider various upecu of an issue. events, and\or situation. they are able to lake Into 
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consideratIOn the welfare of other5 in almost the same way as they cooSlder that of their own 

hence cheyare in a beoer position to offer more assiSWlCC' 10 those who need it. On the other 

hand. because lOOse al the ~r smges are nOI able to place the welfare of othen in almost 

die same posllion as theirs, they are more concerned with their own welfare bence they find 

ildifficuh to asslSlothers. 

The above is consistent with Kohlberg's theory and stages of moral 

development/reasoning which stale among others that the high seage of moral reasonmg 

provide "a beru:rooncqxual1001 for decision maJong" and lhal those at the high level perceive 

lDdinterprettheworlddifferentlyfromthosellthekJwerlevel. It also givescredeoce to Joy 

(1983), Eisenberg-Berg's (1979), Kohlberg's (1969) position that as people become more 

mature in their moral reasonmg they incorporate broader mternalization principles inw their 

reasomng hence dtey are beuer ab~ to undel'SWld the complexities of the world which in tum 

enable them to act in a way which takes mto account me welfare of othen. 

lnadditiontodJeabove,ilcouldbearguedthal those at the higher level offered more 

ISIisrance not only because of their ability to consider others welfare rn almost me same way 

IS that of lheir own. but more imponantly, theCJ:tenl to which they ha'"e Intemalizec:i socielal 

s&lDdardlconoerningngtuandwrmg, ·dos·w "donn", righcsandobligations, normland 

values. Thus. If sages of moral reasoning are in a form of hierarchy 1.5 have been propoted 

by Kohlberg. then il IS logical co assume that thole at the high level ilave Imbibed. and have 

aI!O better entrenched tbeae SWldardI more than lhoIe below, therefore. they should adhere 

more to mese societal standards which among others calion individuals and groups to assill 

the Deed)'. The foregoing implies thai aa,ea of moral reasoning reflect not only a modal 

manner of soIvia& nriousprobJemsbur they also suggest IOmedtiug about an individual's 

range of pot£OtiaI kind of reasoning as well. In !he _ of Kohlberg (1981), !he hIgher 
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stage depicts an increasing ability 10 balance the needs of others with one's own needs in an 

equi&:ablemanner 

Besides, al the higher level most individuals have carved a philosophy of life which 

among others aims at ensunng a communiI}' or World which offers equal opponunil}' for all. 

As a R:suh of the above, refusal or even failure 10 assist others the individual could hive 

belped,leads 10 self condemnation and feelings of guilt. In other words. atlhlsstage.lhe 

norms and moral values which prescribed helpin, behaviour have become so inlerna.lized thai 

they are more resiSWlIlO olh.er mhlbuory factors in the helping environment - there is a strong 

IftRCrurge for those at the high level to assist otbers in need. 

On the coottal)'. these moral nonns and standards which urge those at the higher level 

ro auist others in need (most of the time). have either not been fully internalized or nol al aJl 

iruemahzed II the lower levels lh.erefon: there is very linJe: or no internal drive: to assist others 

1ft need -they are easily inOuencedby inhibitory factors prevailing in the helpingc:ondition: 

help is offered only when illsconvenienl. This is so because those who reason at these 

NJs are UJUally bedonisuc and therefore act to please Ihemselves. Even the little they do 10 

benefilothersisusuallyinstrumemaJ. 

Erkuletal.(1987)haveaisoarpaedlhatoneofthe reasons why lhoseatthehighleveJ 

help mo~ than those at me low level is me fonner's commitment to humannanan values and 

ethical principles such as ega1iWianiJID. eIJIity. fairness. and Justice. They reasoned that 

malured moral reasomnl leadJ 10 growing Imponance of cenain values one of which is 

preservation of human life. As a result lhose who reason 811he high level are more likely lhan 

IboIe If. !he lower levdllO help others. The above Lends suppan to Penroid (c:iied in Curtis. 

1988) argument uw d1DIeaa die high level mInOra! reasoning define behaviour as one which 

satisf.esibelfown needs and thatofOibers. 
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ThiI does not however mean thai those a( the high level of moral reasoning will always 

offer assiStance 10 thoIie who need or requesICd for il . There may be insrances where they may 

be unwilling or incapable of helping. What the data indicate IS that on the avef1l~ thole who 

teIIOI1 a&: the high level help more than lho$e at the low Levels. hence the chances of the fonner 

usisung others.u MlY point m ume is high. 

Cost of I-Ielping and Altruistic Orientation. A significam mlin effect belWeeO cost 

and altruistiC onemation was predicted. An inverse relatiooship between the amount of co" 

IIXI aJuuistic orieruauon was also proposed. SpecifICally, it was hypothesized mat as the cost 

of helpmg increases the amount of help will decrease (more help would be offered when cost 

wu kJw. followed by wben il was medium. and then high). Analysis of the dlta confinned 

tbeproposedhypolheses' 

a). significant nwneffectberweenco$(andaltrulslicorientltion. and 

b). an inverse relationship between COSl and the amount of help; more help was 

offered in the following descending order· low, medjum and hiah cost. 

These ind:icate that mdividuals Ire more prepared to Ulilt when cost is non eXisting or very 

mmlllW. This is in line with findmpby Magoo& Khanna (1991», Sobesky (1983), Staub. 

(ale<! In Eisenberg&. Shell, 1987). Lynch & Cohen (1978) that IS the COlt of helping goes up. 

irucrvenlion dtlcn:ases. This in effect means thai people are largely guided by considenuions 

o(coa--effec:l in the declSIOft to help or not (Latane & Darley. cited in Brown 1986; Peterson 

et.aJ .• 1984; Coiaizzjelai .• 1984; Shord'wld&. Slebbin, 1983) and thus provides alppon for 

Sobesky', (1983). Thibolll '" Kelly. ,n IIerkowilZ. (1967) claim that si ... 1ionaI flCtOrs ouch 

u severe consequence (cosl) adversely affect a1uuiJric behaviour. It also give additional 

_ 10 Pihavia" aI. (I'lliI). Lynci1 '" Cohen (1978) . Sc/owanz (ciled on BaISOll e' aI. 
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TIus does flO( however mCWI thIllhoe .lithe high level of moral reasomng will always 

offer assis&ance to those who need or requcAed for il. The~ may be Inseances where they may 

be Wlwillinc or inc::apIbk of heJping. What the dill. incticalle is m.1 on the avera&e thole who 

reaon _ the IMp k!veI help more than chose II the low leveli. hence the chances of the fonner 

lllistingolhcrsalany pomt in time IS high. 

COIi1 or "rlpin2 aad Akruistic Orientation. A signifJCll1t mlln effect belweell COlI 

and altruistic onentauon was predicted. An inverse relationship between the amount of COlI 

andabruisbc onenlaOOll was also proposed. SpecifICally. it WIIS hypothesized that as !herost 

of helping increa5eS the amount of help will decrease (more help would be offered when cost 

WIllow. followed by when it wu medium. and chen high). Analy5ls of the data confinned 

the proposed hypotheses 

a). sig.mficant mam effect between cos( and altruistiC Orientation. and 

b). an mverse relationship between cost and the amount of help; more help was 

offered in the following descending order· low. medium and high COlt. 

TheiC indK::a1e that mdivldu&Js are more prep.ared to assist when COlliS non eXI!i.ung or very 

mmimal. This is in line with tindin .. by Ma~(x)& Khanll8 (1991». Sobesky ( 1983). Staub. 

(cited in Eisenberg'" Shell, 1987), Lynch '" Cohen (1978) tha,aslhe C05' ofhelpong goes up, 

mleTVenUDn decreata. nUS in effect means that pcop~ are wee1y guided by considerations 

of 00Sl-effea in the decilion to help or DOl (l..aIane &. Darley, aled 10 Brown 1986; PC1enon 

et aI .• 1984; Colaizzi etal .• 1984; Shorthand & Stebbing 1983) and thus provides SUPPO" for 

>obesky', (1983), Thib .. " '" Kelly, m aerkowill, (1967) claim that SllUalional facton_ 

as severe consequence (cost) advenely affea aJlluistic behaviour. It abo give addJt~ 

IUppon to Piliavin et aI. (1981), lynch &. Cohen (1978). Schwanz. fcued in BIIIon eI ai, 
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1986) Laranea: Darley (19'70), decIsion-making theory ofcost-effcct analysis. 

In other words. when individuals encounter emergencies, they weigh the POSitive and 

oeptive aspects of the siwation and If me cost (negauve aspt.x:t) IS too much for them, they 

may employ defence mechanisms (e.g. denial and fatlonaiil..ltion) which enable them to look 

on unconcerned or leave the scene so as to avoid guilt and the actual or perceived cost. 

According 10 Gerson. Damon and Learning (both ciled in Sobesky, 1983). cOSlleads to leiS 

bdp because it has an inbibitory (down-ward) effect on altruistic behaviour. The)' suggesced 

tbaa this IS probably so because high COSl of helping induces and heightens conflict between a 

bystander'sinclillltion totnterveneandthelfdeslrc not W get hun or put Lhemselves in an)' 

cmbanas.sUtg sio.wKm • appfQilt;!H.vOldance. In other words. cost produces differenl problems 

which call for dIfferent ways of thmkmg and alternative action chok:es. 

Anomer reason why high cost leads 10 low help is attributed w Bentham's (cited in 

Aronson 1992) proposition that man is by narute hedonistic· pleasure and happiness are his 

prulClpal goals in hfe • 50 as muen as possible he avoids slluallons and events which may bring 

pain. And Iince high cost may lead to pain which man by nature seeks to avoid. it is not 

surprising thai the amount of help dec~s as cost increases. In other words since humans are 

COfIsidered rallonal and as such wants to minimize cost of any kind,they will be dissuaded 

from helping when cost increases. 

low cost on the other hand, as the name Implies involves li ttle or low cost hence it 

Induces huleor nocooflici belWeen the individuaJswillingness 10 help and the genuine fear 

o( getting hun or something of the IOn (Kohlbtrg & Candee (cited in Eisenberg & Shell. 

1987). Theabo¥eCXI.Ildbt IWnIned up in the words of Baumrind (died in Andenon. 1993). 

Krebs &t Kohlberg (cued in Kohlberg. 1984) who SIlled thai individuals are dissuaded from 

lCung.ltrulsticailywhenthe-sacrifice-invoI.vedisgreal 
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~i~MI: 

Human nllltionsbjps (victim) and altruistic orieatatioD. Uke hypotheses one and 

(wo. a signifJCanI main effect berwccn human relationship (victim) and altruistic oriemauon 

was prop:>Sed. SignirlCallt differences in the amount of help to be offered to each of the lhree 

vM:timswas,aJsopredK:eed: thai 

a) kin would be helped more lhanacquaJntanceandsu-anger, and 

bl that acquaintance would be helped more than stransers. 

The proposed hypotheses wcre confirmed: a signifant main effect between victim (human 

relabonslup) and aJuuistic: onentation was arrived al. and the amount of help offered decreased 

from kin lOacquaintanccand then stranger. 

ThilteIUIl9Jggestthalrypeofvictim IS one of the Important factorSilial intluencesan 

tndividual'sdecisionlohelp.lnotherwords,theprobabilitythalapersonwillactaJtruisticaJly 

towards another appears 10 depend on their relationship (biological or social). This i. 

c:onsiRefll WIth Eisenberg's (1983) conclusion thai mdlviduals make a number of distinctions 

among potentiaJ recLpats of help and that the tendency to help another is selected agamst 

except when the IICtOr and n:ctpu:nt arc related (Hamilton 1964). 

The above goes to 5llppon the hiemchy of human relatKmihips propolCd by Ma 

(198211985/1992). Cmer (ciled in Ma. 1992). Freedman (1979); Ba .. sh (1977). Hardin 

(970), Staub and Sherk (1970) and discussed under human relationships in chapter two. 

FurthermoCl:. Un! snJd~ gives additionaJsuppon to PCl:\'IOUS studies by Ma (1985 / 1992). 

- Vioaleand McGuire (1985). Sawyer (1%6). Ma(I985). Freedman (1979) DuIOn (CIted 

in Nabor. 19(2). who also found differences in the amount of help offered ro various victim. 

iDc1udinlkin,close relativa, friends. spouses,acquaintance5, strangers and enemies. 
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~~i~l!I.! 

Human relationships (victim) and altruistic orieotatioD. Like hypotheses one and 

twO. 8 significant main effect berwccn human reIadonship (victim) and a]uuislic orientation 

was propose<l. SignifICant differences in the amoum of help to be offered (0 each of the three 

yictimswilialsopred~: tbal 

aJ kin would be helped more than acquaintance and stranger. and 

bl that acquaintance would be helped more than strangers. 

The proposed hypotheses were confirmed; a signifant maIO effect between victim (human 

n:laUonslup) and altruistic orientation was amved al. and the amount of help offered decreased 

from kin toacquaintanct and then stranger. 

1'hiIraJitsuggestlhattypeofvictim is one of the important f'actors thar inlluencesan 

mdividuaI's decision to help. In other words. the probability that a person will act altruistically 

IOwards another appears 10 depend on their relatIOnship (biological or soclall. This is 

oonsistent with Eisenberg's (1983) conclusion thalmdlviduals make a number ot distinctions. 

among poteDtial reciplcolS of help and tlw the tendency co help another IS selccted against 

exccpt when the actor and recipient are relaled(Ha.mhon 1964). 

The above goes to suppon the hierarchy of human relationships proposed by Ma 

119821198511992), Caner (cited in Ma, 1992), Freedman (1979); Barash (1m), Hardin 

(1970). Staub and Sherk (1970) and dISCUSsed under human relationshIps in chlpter two. 

Funhennort. thil Sbldy gIVes additional auppon to previoul scudiet by Ma (1985/1992). 

Eaock Viraleand McGuire (1985), Sawyer (1966), Ma(I98S), Freedman (1979) Du"," (ciled 

in Naber. 1992). wboalso found differences in the amount of help offered 10 variOUI vtctims 

intludan, kin. cIoIe relatives, friends. 1IpOUIe5. acqualntances, strangerslDd enemies. 
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Agam. the daIIlc:nd ~ppon to !he SocM>btok>g.cal tbeol)' of aluvilm which posbIlares 

thai allruilbc behaviour (which 10 them IS blologic:ally based) is directed lowards thole wOO 

.-ebK»op:ally related IOtne nelper. According w the theory individualJ help kin and close 

rdIb\'CS ~ than ochers bec::ad: Ihey ~ genes In common hence their (vlCums') survivaJ 

mtan5 the survIVal of the helper's genes. Apan from die: gene: sharing. kin are helped mort 

chan others because In most cases, kin live together or Sot and inlerICt with each odler 

frequently. As a result, I (onn of aaachment or bond develops between or amOftI them which 

In a subtle way places same amount of responsibility on lht Individual kin CO help the other. 

BHidea. in the case of parent children relallonshlp. It IS 001. only an anachmenl that il 

developed but actual responsibility (sometimes with social and legal consequences) to care for 

wlr .... rds especially when they are c:cm&idertd as minors. A similar responSIbility is aJ.,! 

placed on ch,ldrc:n 10 "'''' ror the" parents panicuwly whon the lat",r are old and weal<. ~ 
huthcrmore,beclwethec:hanoesofmostlun Inrefltung frequentJy j,very high. there I 

IS the probllJillty of ODe'S UIISWlCC belRjt rcclprocatt:d. This view is conSistent with Gouldner 

I lw(),d\eoryofsocw exctwJgcand reciprocity whicb SWt: amOll&othen that individualsa,re 

.wartofthe~laldeblandcredileSlabhshcdbetweenthem(lRlhiscasebelperandrecipient) 

hence the more closer me individual are, lhe more the chances thai they will help each other 

and dw their assistance will be tewmed. In Other words. If an Individual refuses or fails 10 

assist. relalive. he mlaht aho be denied help in future. There is abo the possibility of abe 

mdlvl<lJaJ feeling &1u1ty as a result of rebuke be will receive from other relativea for DOl 

helPlDl1 blood relauon. 

Oa the ocbe:r band. qWruance do not share any genes in common lheref(n potenual 

helpers may not feel obli&ed co assist particulat1y when doiq 10 (helpin&) may bnnc 

~lOtbebdper.Funbcnnorc.tbeimel'lCtJOnbel"*Clenthoset1il'Opeoplel'USUaJly 
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Again, the dala lend aappon 10 dle SocloblOioglcaJ theory of altruism which postulares 

that altrulsuc behaviour (which to lbem is biologica1ly bued) is directed rowards lhote who 

Ire bioIop:aJly relaled 10 me helper, According [0 the Ibeory indiviwa]s help kin and ckJte 

tdIDveI more than O1hers because they share genes in common hence their (victimli') SUrviVal 

meaDI me iUrvivai of the helper's genes. Apan from lhe gene sharing. kin are helped more 

than others because ID most cues. kin live .ther or see and irueracl with each other 

frequenlly. As a result a fonn of anactunent or bond develops between Of among them which 

in a subtle way pla::a same amount of responsiblhty on the individual kin to help the other. 

Besides, in the case of parent chiklren relationship. it is nO( only In an.ehment Wt is 

developed but aclUal responslblhty(somerimeswlth social and legalcon5eQuellCes) to care for 

their wards especwly when they are considered as miftOC'S. A similar responlibiliry is alto! 

placed on children to care for their parents panicularly when the Iliter are old and weak. j 

Funhermon:,bcc:aJtethechanc:eaofmoRk.lnln1ttaClinafrequentJyisveryhig.h.~ 

ISIbe ~liIy ofoae'llI6iIIance beina rt:Clprocaltd. nils view IS conslsteOi with Gouldner 

119(()I theory of social exctwJge and reciprocity which Wore amana othefl that individual. are 

aw.ofdJe socaal dcbl and credit elClbllshed between them (in lhilc:asehelperand recipient) 

hence the more closer die Indjvi~ are, me more the chances that they will help each other 

aod that their assiSW'lCe will be returned. In other words. if aD individual ~fusea or fails [0 

Will a relauve. he might abo be dented help in future. There IS allO me possibility of the 

indIVIdual (eeling&Ullt.y asa resull of rebuke be will receive from other relatives for not 

helpinaabloodreLabon. 

On theOlber bind. ~ doOOlWre an)' genea in common therefore potential 

helpers may not feel obIipd [0 assist panicularty wbca doing to (helpin&) may brill, 

iacoovcnience I) !:be belper. Furtbermorr.1be iDIerKtion between mose two people is usually 
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teldom hence there is little or no aaaciunell( developed between them u in the cue of kin. 

Becauseiliemleractlon is less frequenrlheprobabilityofreciprociry is also slim. Inthecax: 

of strangers. none of the above exist: no gene sharing. first lime of meeting, hence no 

auachment, and responsibility is lessor non cXlslmg. In a nutshell, the real and imagined 

pressures at play when a victim is a kin is different from whal penains in the case of an 

acqu8mWK:eOra stranger. 

It must be swed here however that it is not always that individuals aSSist kin more than 

non kin or help kin to the neglect of non kin. In some cases, potential helpers assist non kin 

and leave kin panicularly if failure to assiSi a kin will nOl seriously affect benefacmr-recipient 

rewiOllibip. lnsucbacasetheexistenceofprior relationshipberweenhelper andvictimii 

00{ Important. According to Staub & Sherk (1981) individuals helped non kin more £han kin 

if the consequences(s) of refusing or failing to help a kin is insignificant or the individual 

bdieYes dw: their relauvc:s Will underand their failure 10 aSSist. Emlen & Wrege (1988) have 

also found that in Iife--or-death sirualioni people cOOose to aid close kin over distanl one5or 

non km.me yoongover the aged, the healthy over the sick, the wealthy over the poor, but in 

maners of everyday favour, less weight is put on kinship. Altruism is therefore not only a 

function ofvtctim but also the situation and rype of help involved (Sawyer 1966). 

Three cwo-way and one three·",,}' Interactions were predicted. All the three two-way 

inceractlOflS were confirmed. The one three-way imeraction was however not confirmed. This 

in effect implies dw moral reasontng and COit of helping combine to influence altnJlsttc 

orientation. Similarly. the combined effect of moral reasoning and type of victim also affect 

altruistic orientation. And finally. the COR of helping and type of victim also influence a 

pocenlial helpers', decision 10 auiJI or not to. However. when dIae three vanable are put 
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togell~r they do not show any influence on htlping behaVIOUr. 

!!n!!!!!!'''~: 

Moral reasoning and oost of helpinl. On the whoie the: amount of help offered 

decreased from low to high coSi. However. at each level of COit. those at the high level 

offem:I more help than those at the middle: and low levels. while those at the middle Ic\'c1 in 

Qlm offered more help than those at the low level. In other words. aJthough thert Isaposl(lVe 

relatJonship between level of moral reasoning and altruistic orientation (as moral rea50ning 

goes up. altruistic orientation also goes up) . at each level of moral rusonmg. altruistic 

oocmatioo decrea.ses as cOst increases (an inverse relationshIp). 

The results sugaest that individuals at each level of moral asoning react differentJy 

1000II of helping othenand that Irrespecove ofcost there IS ascendancy in the amounl of help 

offered from low to high levels of moral reasoning. Although the data is consisteRl with 

INdieS by Eisenberg (1983). one 'NOUld have ~pec:ted that when cost was low, there would 

DOt be any differences ia the amount of help offered, regardless of the level of moral 

reasoning. The fact lIw dlfference5 eXist even m the absence of COSt means that level of moral 

I'QIOnin& plays a sigl'1lflCallt ~ in helping behaviour. As has been discussed elsewhere in 

ttllsp~ntation.thoseaJthehigherlevelaremoreaJU'Uisticbecausetheyareabktoconslder 

the welfare of othen 10 almost the same way u that. of their own. 

Aa::otding 10 KohIberg (1964) ~ who teM)n at the lower levels hve by the pleasure 

pnoclples and are gmded by the consequence of their action. If an action Will bring lhem 

pleasure or at leu DO pain. tbea the likelihood that they would undertake it IS high. On the 

OCher hand, acoons whiCh Involve COS( art as rru:b as possible avoided. hence the low amount 

o( help as cost increucs. From the above. it DOt JIlrpn5Jnglhat those II the lower \.evel 

offered Iesa bdpuCOll went up. 
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Unlike the low ~I. those II. the high levelldhere 10 mcnl princip~ which focus on 

Ihe value of .. act in itlel(.wi die consequences of their refusal to help on the victim dw1 the 

COSllnvolved. Acx:ording 10 Soberslcy (1983). individual$advancedin moraJ reasoning would 

act 10 belp others even when the consequeoces for IhaI persons IS severe. He postulated tha~l 
:; 

blab COit some,imes challenge those at the high level to do something lO save hves. U 

'0 
U,ooth .. isIVCbl. . 

Moral reasoning and human relationships: The data on moral reasoning and human 

relationships Interaction indicaled that the amounl of help offered at each level of mOnll 

reasoning decreased (rom helping a kin to helping a stranger. On the avera~e. the amount of 

help offered U) each victim increased from low to high level of moral reasoning. In other 

words, although the amouRI of help offered to each victim increased as one moved from low 

II) high level of moral reasoning, there was also a decreue in the amount of help at ach level 

of moral reuoniRg as the relationship between a helper and victim widen, from kin lO 

suanger. The Implication here is thaI al each level of moral reasoning victims are not treated 

cqually.Thcmfferen __ vN:tims_'_CroferloTablesl,2&3lfrom 

low ID hi&h level of moral reasoning suggesting that dlSCnmtnalion among recipient$ of help 

are more pronounced at me lower than at the high level. 

The abtJ\e IS III line With the Kohlberg's theory of moral reasoning and Sociobiological 

tbeorywhich rtspectively expl2mtlwaslhe level of moral reasoning increases. the chances 

that aD individual will help increases, and that individuals are mort ahruistlc toward their 

closer relations than ROO rewlons. The".aern of mil; daJa is also in line wim SlUdiea by 

EiIenber&(l983, . ~'hearguedthaJ. for those at the Lowerstaget, the identily ofa recipient of 

assiGnee is very imponam while those 81 the high level are ruber interested ia the benefil 

Ihe recipient1ri1l receive from IbclCttbaPtberecipiana icleotily. 
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Unlike the low )eo.oel. those &I the bigh level adhere to moraJ principles whfch focus on 

me vakae of an Itt in illelf and the consequences of their refusal to help on the victim than the 

COlt in\lOllled. According 10 Sobersty (1983). jndjvidualsadvanced in manU reuoning would 

1Cf." help others even when the consequences for that persons is severe. He postulated tha~l 

hip COil: sometimes challenge those al the high level to do something to save lives. j 
~ 

Hypo!hesis/V(b), , 

Moral reasoning and buman relationships: The dala on moral reasoning and human 

relationships interaction iodicaled that the amount of help offered at each level of moral 

reasoning decreased from helping a kin to helping a stranger. On the average. the amount of 

help offered to each victim increased from kwI to high level of mora.! reasoning. In other 

words. although the amount of help offered 10 each victim inc~ased as one moved from low 

ID high level of moral reasoning. there was aliO a deereue in the amount of help al each level 

of moral reasoning as the relationship between a helper and victim widens from kin to 

srranger. The lmplicaboo heee is that at each level of moral reasomng victims are noc treated 

equaJly. The dlfferentillion baween v1ctims ho¥."C'ver decreases (refer toTables 1.2 & 3) from 

low 10 high le\'e! of mon.I reasoning IUggesting dw discrimmation among recipients of help 

ue more pronounced at the lower than at the high level. 

The above is in line WIth the KohIberJ's dleory of moral reasoning and SocIobiological 

Ibeorywhich respectivelyexplaio that as the level of moral reasoningiocreascs.lilechanc:es 

duuan individual will help increases, and that individual" are more altruistic toward their 

ciOler relations than non n:laUOIlS, The pallem of lim data IS also in Ime wilil swdica by 

f.l!£nberg(I983). Shearguedlhatforliloseatlhelowerstagca,tbeidentityofareciptentof 

assisrance is very importanl while those 81 the higb level are rather IRterested in the benefit 

the rtclpiClllwiU recej ... e from thelCtlbaa dae rccipicnlS identity. 
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ThUI, thole allbe high level are more consistent ,n their decision regarding vanous 

recipients becau!!Ie of internalization of principles which prescribe moral act for reasons Itw 

bIYe linle or nothtng to do with a reciplenls identity. Those at the lower level on the omer 

hand. are more intere$led in the immediate or furure benefiu of their action hence mey lend 

tousisttOOse who are cioser to them because tbere is a bener chance of reciprocity. 

HypolhesislV(c) ' 

Cost of helDlng and buman relationships. As was revealed under hypothesis 11 the 

005l of an act is one of the inhibitory factors of helping behaviour. As a result, when the caSl 

of helping goes up the amount of help also decreases. In general, and irrespective of COSI, 

more help was offered in descending order from kin to stranger. 

The above mdicateS thai regardless of COSl, individuals are more prepared (0 assisl lheir 

tia than acquainrance and stranger. However. as me cost of helping goes up. and the gap 

belween helper and victim widens, less help is offered confirming Sociobiologists and cost-

effect analysis theories of altruism" altruism is directed towards kin and relatives and that cost 

of helping affccts Ihc amounl of help. 

As has been discussed earlier. cost of helping kads to conflict between me individual's 

willingneg to assist because it sometimes poses a threat to hiYher life. Besides. human 

beings. according 10 Bc:ntham (ciced in Aronson. 1992) are hedoniSlic hence they tend to avoid 

Moral reasoning cost or helping human relationship and altruistic orient8l1oa. 

No panem of inter;Jl;t1on among the combiDed effect of the three variables wu obIerved 

although anytwOCOIDbirwion givcs eitber positive andIornegative panems of inceraction. 

This secms to defy logic and common sense ... ,lance because one would have CKpected that 
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if any twocombinaOOnofthe chreevariab~ ~It in one fonn of Inttl'¥tion oranotber, tbetI 

all lhe three sbouldaJso lcad to some fOl1llof mltracuon. 

WhaI then accounts lOr this JeeminJly ilk>gK:aI outcome amoog the5e mree variables'? 

One probable uason i.s the pattern of tnlCracllons between any two of me three \·anablcs. For 

1IISWlCe. the inceractiOO$ between moral reasoning and cost were both negative and positive. 

Th.atis, wbcreasOlloocbandwhencostgoesup,helpdecrea.ses (Inverse reiation),onthe 

otber hand as one moves up the ladder of moral reasoning the amount of help also increase 

(poaitiverelation). 

In the case of moral reasoning and human relationships (victim) simi lar Inverse and 

pesHive interactions. were found; amount of help goes up as one moves from low to high level 

of moral f'QSOI1ing. For that of Victim, help decreases as one moves away from kin to 

stranger. LastJy. forCOSl&ndvtctim the paltem is nOt different; Increase inCOSl leads 10 less 

help. and help is decreased as one moves away from kin to stranger. The combinalion of 

lbaedifferentpattemsoould be one of the realOns why the Ihrec: variables did not yield any 

In additioa, the patttm of standard deviations (SO) for the various levels of moral 

rt&5orung by cost were also fK)( regular. For cumple the standard deViations for those who 

reason at the low level decrease from low to high CO~ of helpmg. At the middk level. il 

flucuwes.2.03I1IowCOSl.l.96atmedium,and2.lOathilhCOSl(refertoTable6) . These 

trtnds suggest thatwbett:as there is a positive relalion bctween the variability in responleSand 

cosaofbelp for those &l tbehigh level there tS ratber"aneptive relation betwt:cn the variability 

In respooJe5and~dhelpin, forthosc: at the low level. AI the middle level ho ..... ever. there 

15 no relatIOn . From the above it is not strange thaI although any IWO out of tbcee three 

variabla produced a certain fonnolinteractlOfl the three together do not. 
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r' if any lWOoombinIIionofthc duee vanabIeo .... 1t in ooe lorm of in .. raclion oranotller. tlIen 

an the thRle should also lead co some form of mteraclJon 

Whar.then aa:oomsfortbis scemingly illogk:al oulCOme among theie three variables1 

One probable reason ~ the pattern of Interactions between any [wo of the three \'anabies. For 

tnstu.:e. !he interactions between moral reasoning and COil were both negative and positive . 

That IS , whereas on one band when cost goes up. help decreases (inverse relation), on the 

otber hand as one moves up the ladder of moral reasoning the amount of help also increa5e 

(po5iliverelatioo). 

In the case of moraJ reuoning and human relationships (vtctim) similar mverse and 

positive interactions were found; amount of help goes up as one move, from low to high level 

of moral rusoning. For thai of victim. help decreues as one moves a ..... ay from kin to 

suanger. LaSlIy. (or cost and ",iCllm lhepal1emisnoldlfferent; increase in cost leads to less 

bdp. and help i, decreased as one moves away from kin to stranger. 'The combination of 

dae different pattems could be one of the IUKIQI why the three variables did nOl yield any 

In addition . the pattern of standard deviations (SO) for the various levels of moral 

reasoning by COS( were also not regular. For examp~ the sWldard deviations (or those who 

reason at the low ievel decrease (rom low ro high cost of helpmg. At the middle level . il 

nlJC1Uatel- 2.03 . low 0JIl. 1.96 ar. medium. and 2. 1081 high COSI (re(er [0 Tabie 6) . Theile 

trends SUggcSl !hal whereas there is a positive rdauon belween lhe variabi lity in raponSC5 and 

c:os of help for tbose 81 the high level there is l3Ibera nepuve rclauon between thevariabililY 

In ~sponsesandOOllofbeJpinl forthotellihelow level. At the middle level however, there 

15 no relation. Fn:m the above it is Dot Strange that although any tyro OlIt of these: three 

variables produced a celtIia form oli.,.ractioa Iho til,.. fOtOIberdo not. 
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Summary and Conclusion 

The study investipted the nwn and interaction effects of moral reasoning. cost of helping. and 

human relationships on altruistiC orientation. It was also aimed at finding out whether: 

lhere would be differences in the amount of help [hat would be offered aI each 

of the rhree levels ofmora1 reasoning. 

ii) subjects would react differently 10 the three levelsofcoSl. and 

iii) subjects would discrlmmate agamst or treat all other three victims equally In 

terma of the amount of help that would be offered CO them. 

Analysis of the data yielded me following results: 

a) significant main effeclS was found between each of the three independent 

variables and altruistic orienwion, 

b) significant differences were found in me amount of help offered 

at each level of moral reasoning 

ii) Bleach leveJofcosa 

iii) co each of the three victims. 

c) two-way interactions were produced by any two combinations of the 

independent variables. 

d) no interaction was produced by aJl the three variables put together. 

Ahhough me.. findings oonfinn _ rq>OI1Od by Rapport & Kren (1993), Eisenberg 

& MUSS<f1(1986), E,senberg& Sbell (1987), 5o_y(l983), Mail982:I98Sil992I, Caner 

(1980) they alto c:oatradict others conduClCd by Eisenberg at al. (1984) and Eisenberg & 

_(1979), 

These findings Imply dw levels of moraJ reasoning. COlt of helping, and human relationship 

(l)'peofvictim) individuaJly. and in combination with eICb ocber. enhance or inhlbilaltruiltic 

behaviour For illSlaDCe. u an individual movea up the ladder (low 10 high) of moral 
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Summary and Conch1Slon 

The study invesopted die main and in1eraction effects of moral reasoning. cost of helping. and 

buman relationships on altruistic onemallon. It was also aimed al finding out whedter: 

there would be differences In 1M amount of help thaI would be offered at each 

of the three levels of moral reasoning. 

ii) subjectlwould reactdifferendy ro the three levels of cost. and 

iii) subjects would dlscnmmale against or treat all other three victims equally in 

lenns of the amount of help that would be offered to them. 

Analysis of the daEa yielded the following results: 

a) significant main effects was found between each of the three independent 

variables and altnJistic orientalion . 

b) significant differences were found in the amount of help offered 

at each level of moral reasoning 

ii) at each level of COlI 

iii) to each of the three victims. 

two-way interactions wert produced by any two comomallons of the 

independentvarilbles. 

d) nointeraclion was produced by all the three variables put together. 

AJlhough _findmgsconflnulllUdiearepone<iby Rappon& Kren(l993). Eisenberg 

& 1.1 ..... (1986). [, .. nberg & Shell (1987). Sobesky (1983). Ma (1982/1985/1992). Carter 

(1980) they alllO conuadict others conducted by Eisenberg al al . (1984) and Eisenberg & 

Haran (1979) . 

These findings imply that levels of moral reasoning. cost of helping. and human relationshiP 

(type of victim) individually. lOCI in combination with each other, enhance or Inhibit altruistic 

behlviour. For ifllCance. u an iDdividual moves up me ladder (low to hiJh) of moral 

9S 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



faS(Xl1lll; . he/shc becomes more altruistic. On lheotherhancias thc:COIl ofhclptng lOcreases. 

individual, lend 10 avoid helping- the amounl of help decreases. And individuals 10 some 

extenl do dlscnmlllale against or in favour of certa.in recipKmlS of help. 

The above has a nwnberof imphcauons roc both potential helpers. (fonnal or in(onnal) 

VJCQmS and policy fonnulauon as far as social welfare is concerned. For example, how best 

caa individuals be encouraged lOassiSlotherspartlcularly when such assistanCt could pose a 

danger flO the helpe:r1 How do we get people to treal every individual equally in the face: of 

the tendency 10 discriminate in favour of kin and close relalives? How do we improve upon 

iaWvidtJa.ls level of moral reasoning. 
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Recommendations and Sucgeslloos ror h~tu_n! Research: 

Rt'COmmencUtions. ID the Iip1 of the poslbve relationship belween level of moral 

RUOIUng and altruism. and also the Important roLe aJuuistic: behaviour playa in every soclely. 

II is recommended that measures should be tak.en to improve upon lhe level of individuals 

moral reiiOllina. This could be done through m(onnal and (ormal education. Accordina 10 

Kohlber&(l96!! 1984), Dur1theim (cilOd in Sabina, 1992), lhemoral atmo5j>he .. in which 

IfldIVlciJ.a1S openue 15 very crucla.lm enhancmg their moral development. They haV( lhere(ore 

gjw:su:d that mora) education ahould not be restricted to only academic setting (only (onnal 

cducallon) but mUll a110 involve real life snuatJons where children especially are made 10 

discuu . act, and settle mora! problems. Kohlberg argued that thiS could be done without 

aecasanly Indoctrinating children with moral values of any specific religion/group. 

It i. the wish of thiS researcher that moral education will be re-introduced into our 

educational curriculwo III leaJl from primary 10 Junior Secondary School U.S.S.) level. Thi. 

is becaUIC Ihe results of this srudy ha\'e sbown that there is a relationship between level of 

moral reasomng and aJUUlstiC behavIOUr, and thaI those who reason at the higher levels are leas 

dJtcnmmatory in lheir dr:aJings With kin, acqJ.aJnWlce~ and WVIg1Cl'1. It is therefore JI1Itifying 

lhIl IA June 1996. the Mmistry of education accepted the l:.ducauonal Refonn Review 

Comminee's recommendatioD for the re·introduction of moral educauon at the buic level 

(Primary "'1.5.5.). 

In the light of the inhibitory narure of CO~( associated with helping behaviour. il is 

suggesced that where pos.slble. lhe c:osu .wouatcd with help ina mUR be pre~nted 10 piece. 

mc:aJ ... daDeiD aaadycntidcd -Foot-ln-theDoor-(Freedman &. Fraser, tiled 10 Myen 

1993). In such a cue ind1'llduals Will be more wllhng to as.sl~ than when the whole COIl is 
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presented ala go. 

One finding (the I1mdency of individuals particularly those who reason at the low level 

lOusistonly their kin) which when carried over to ocher spheres of life will pose danger co 

our socie£), i$ the tendency for individuals to assist kin. other relatives and friends ro the 

detriment of others. That is, if lndividual$ are employed, appointed or given any public 

~IUon because they nave some fonn of relationships with the appointing body or employer. 

then we may be calling for disaster. 

Thil is so because apart from the high possibility of individuals beina appointed to 

positions which they may nor: be capable of managing thereby leading 10 social and economic 

losses, II could also lead 10 disencllannnem by other sections of SOClel)' who perceive that they 

_ being ImUed unfairly. A case in point is the civil WItS in Uberia, Rwanda, Burundi and 

many other pans of the world where one ethnic group have had reason to believe that the other 

i. using its power and influence 10 the disadvanlagC: of the olhen. 

Among the til"", dw could be done to overcome this canker is educatlooal campaign 

lJ instil into individuals and groups the sense of nationalism. In addition, Laws could also be 

pa.\SCd 10 give equal opponunilY to all as in the Equal Reemployment Opponunity Act in the 

United Slates of Amenca, NOI only should laws be passed but they must also be enforced 

and those wbovio1aled1em must be punished. 

Funhermore. there is the need to have a well funded and equipped organization or 

comminee to deal with individuals and groups who have genuine needs especially during 

emergencie" Juvenile institution and groups such u Boy 500UlJ, Girls Guilds and other 

OrpllllilliOllS .... hlCh have -."Iuntuism and benevolence as their major aims mua be encoura&ed 

10 whip up a sense of ~ feeling· in GtwWans. Movies deptctin, the imponance of assisting 
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presented at a go. 

One finding (the tendency of individuals particularly thoie who reason at the low level 

lOusiSlonly lheir kin) whicb wben carried over 10 omerspheres of life Mil pose danger 10 

our society i5 the tendency for individuals to assist kin. other relatives and friends 10 the 

detrnne~u of others. Thar. is. if individuals are empioyed. appointed or given any public 

posIlIOIl because they Ilave some form of relauonships with the appOLnling body or empioyer. 

!hen we may be calling (or dlsasler. 

This is so becaute apart from the hip possIbility o( mdivlduals being appointed 10 

pos.!uons which they may not be capable of managing thereby leading to social and economic 

Ioues. it could also lead to disenchanonem by oiher &eetions of society who perceive tha[they 

_ being uaaed unfairly. A case in point is the civil wars in Liberia, Rwanda. Burundi and 

many other pans of the world where one ethnic group have had reason 10 believe thai the other 

is using ill power and influence 10 the disadvantage of the otllen. 

Amona !he things thIJ. could be done ID overcome this canker is eOOcational campaign 

10 instil into individuaJs and groups the sense of nationalism. In addition. laws could also be 

pil.\~d to give equal opponunil)' to all u in the Equal Reemployment Opponunity Act in the 

United StaleS of America. Not only should laws be passed but lhey must also be enforced 

and those wboviolate them muSl be punished. 

Funhermore. there is the need to have. well funded and equipped organization or 

committee to deal with individuals and groups who bave &enuine needs especially during 

emergenc:ie,. Juvenile institution and groups IUCh as Boy 5COUlS, Girts GuIlds and other 

orpruQ.llom .... nich ba-..e 't'Olumacism and benevolence as their major aims mUll be encouraae<t 

10 whip up a smse 0( -wr/eeling· in GtwWans. Movies depiains the Importance of assistiQ& 

98 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



lhosetnneedmllSlbc:lhownlOthegeoera!pubItClOCrealethea14 UencuontheneedlOhelp 

omen. 

§uggestion ror Future Research . TIle lypeS of victimi involved in this srudy were 

hmiled in number _ kiD, acquainWlCC, and stranger. It is therefore suggested that future 

reK-arch should use different or include additIOnal victims and also change viclim-helper 

reLauoruhlps . 

There IS the need 10 conduct field expenments 10 c\elennine if subjects' behaviour will 

be the same or Similar to what was arrived 8t with the Self Repon Ahruism Scale:. This 

is bued on the assumption that sometimes what people say they will do is differeOl 

from whal they actually do. 

FulUre researchers should also consider samples which are different from the one used 

in thil study. Among the samples that can be used are uOIversity gradlJltes, Senior 

Seooodary lnldenlJ,and individuals with differeOl professions. 

It would also be inlt:~nc to conduct a OOITIparalive studies belween Ghanaian sample 

and thai of another country or between Ghanaians with different socio·economlc 

backgroundi. 
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011 
DD"m~ lSAU US1' 
Ualvel'dty of ",laDeaot. 
CopYl'i&bt. Ja.e_ .... t 
A.ll U,hU R .. .rve •• 1919 

Opt.lona about Soc.ial Proble •• 

The purpoae of tbh queaUODAaire 18 to bl1p •• uadeUUDd hov people 
tl\J.n~ about aoc:ial ,'CobleD.. DiffereDt people han dUhnnt oplDloaa .~ut 
queatiOGa of I'llht aDd..,~ Thera are DO "rl,ht" aaa"era to he" ,robh •• 
ill the v.y tbat aath pu .. h •• ha'n rilht an.veu. We would Uk_ you to 
\I' "bat you think abOllt ••• a1'&1 ,'CObl •• atorlea. 

You ,,111 be •• ked to nad. atory frolll thh booklet. Thea you .UI 
•• ked to •• rk ,our a Dawen oa ••• parate a.a."e1' ah •• t.. !'ton daulh abottt 
!MI" to do thll _ilL foUow _ Ikt it 1:1 '.,ortant that 1°U fill 1111 your 
ao.veuon theaa.a"ar aheat.lth.'2 paacll. Pl ••• e •• u. aUEe tbatyour 
auk c.ompletely f1118 the little circ.le. thoIt the mark is daTil. aDd that aD, 
au.allrea that,ou make ar. c._piehly cl •••• 

the Idao.tlficaUoo IhlGlbtlr at lbe top of tbI.lI.a"er .".t lI.y ahudy 
11M fLUed 1D wheD you recdve your lII.tart.h. If DOt, you .ill raealva 
a,eclal 1.aul,lctloea .bout how to flll 1n u.t Dumber. 

In tl'Ila queat10analu you "UI b. uked to r •• d. atory .nd theD to 
pIece •• rk ... the •••• n .hee~ 1. order to 111uatreto how we would lUI .• 
,011 to do thLa, coedder the foll .. 1D& .tor'1 

Prau. J_. _. be-. tld..U.b& .... t _, .... e.ac. ... La 
_rrl" .... two ._ll cb11d~ ... _ra. _ ._raJ. t.oce.e. 
Tbe c..r be ., •• 111 be hi. b.Ur'a _1, c:.ar. It .ill be ..... 
a.att, tI:t let. to vorit aad drift! arGUlld to ... bat aoaati ••• for 
.... ut.!. ttl, •• 180. 10 lrJ't.ac to dedde v'" cal' to bIIy, haa 
J~a .... UaM tlIiat ta.n .an a lot of .... ti ... t. c.ul1"r. 
'01' 1D.ataaee, _bould be ba, a "'1',.1' .... c:.ar 01' ___ 1101'''. 

:rb!:: aboat the ... e .II.ouat of ..... " O~r q.aauOQll ocelliI' 

lOt note tb., thh la Got r •• Uy a aoclal probl •• t ... t it .111 
~'lu.tuta our lll..tructl.oaa. Aftor ,o;-r;;d'. ator,. 10lIl wIll tbala turD to 
u...uwer sheet to flad the eectlon thlt correapoada to the atory. 8utla 
till .... ,le I tory. we preaeDt the queetloaa below (.loaa "ltb ao ..... pl • 
• ..., .... ,. Note tMtall your.Da"en wIll ~ •• rlLed_ the .. parate .11..".1' 
•• el. 
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DDZ AIID 'ID DmJC 
1 ... rope a "'''e. v •• a .. r d_th fro ••• peclel kl.DiS of c •• 

'W •• ODe dna tb.t doeton thou&bt .I.,bt .. ye bel'. [t III ••• for­
that. druuht 1.11 t:J:M ... e to",n hd ucntly.l.acewend. Tbe dru, 
e"penslve to .. ke, but the dTl,lUI..t w •• cbaral.q t.D ti.". "'bat L _ __ _ . 

coat to .ake. H. pal' $200 for the r.dlull ead char, •• $2,000 for e •• eL 
doae of the .na ... The aiek w .. a.'. bu. ... ad. HeI.D., weDt ~ • .,eI'JOD. be 
to borrow the lIon.y. b\lt bII could _ly.ot toc.tber ebout H,ODO, which" 
.. if of wllllt lt co.t.. He told the druuht that hh vUe V" 'ylDI. aDd 
uklWl bl. to ull it che.per or let IU. pe, bur. But t.bII drupiat .. u. 
'"No, 1 dhcovered the dru,au 1'.101.& to _ke 110M,. fro. it." So H.l.oa 
lot "ap.rate .... be, •• to thlnk .bout br •• kloa 10to the ••• ', aton to 

lteaL tboI drul for !'Ita wif •• Should HeiDa .u.l the 'ru,? 

IICAPOD ...... 
A •• 11 had beeD •• lIteDced to ,rhOD for 10 yun. Afur ODe ,,"1', 

howe"r, bII e.caped froll prhoe, .0".' to. II.V .1''' of the cOUlltrr, .... 
toot<. GO the Q&lIIe of TbolD.p.oa.. for eicbt y .. n be work.' bard, eod 
Irad".U, ... "ad alloulh .000y to buy hie OVII buallle ... He "'a. fall' tobla 
CII.tO •• 'U. p"e bi. e.pl.,. ••• tGf wa ••• , aDd IAv •• o.t of hta 0_ proflU 
to charity. Theo one de),. Mn. Jooa" an oLd oeilbbor, rac.ophed hlll a. 
tb, eao wa. bad •• caped froe prlaonel.&hty.an before, aod vbo. the pollce 
hld.'tMIealDOkiq for. Sbould Mrl. Jon .. report Mr. Tholl,aoo to the poUee 
.Dod bIoY'll!l hill leDt back toprhonl 

DlfSPARR 
Pred, a .eolor III hi,h .cboal, w.ated to publhb a .1.eo&raphed 

uWlpaperfor.tudeotaaothathecouldexprea.lllaoyofbl.oplQlona. H • 
• lfIt.d to apeak out alalalt the u .. of the .Illt&ry ID iDteruU .... l 
.hpllte. aDd to .peak ou.t a.alDat ao •• of the .cbool', rul •• , Uk. the rule 
fotbldlllilqbo,..towearloaibah. 

iiMO Fred etarted hla new.paper. he a.ked hh prioclpal for permi .. 10G0 
I'_ prhelpal .. ld it would be all rlgbt if before nn.,. pu.bll.c.at1ga, Fr. • 
• od4 tuC'D 10 all hh article. for tbe: ,riKlpal'.apprew.L. Pred a,u.' 
.lId bnu.d I.. a.nnl .rticL •• fot .pprewat. 'T" ,riaelpal .p,rewed .U of 
ll'luaadP'red publhhed blo hues of the pap.r lD the Mxt ewov.elt •• 

Bllt the prlDclpal had not e"pected that fred' ..... p.p.r vouLd ncal"e 
10 o",en attaDti-. Stud.llu vare ao ."clted ~ the pap.r lhat. the,. balaD 
to OfllQlu protelta alalD8t the bah reaulaU_ .od otber acbool rul ••• 
4",,), parent. objected to 'nd'. oplDloaa. They ,boDed the prlDeipal 
telll ... hili tllat u. ft.vap.per vaa aopatrlotlc." ahoul' Dot b4 publhbad. 
"'I.ruultof the rleln&excltement, thepr1DclpalorderedFredto.top 
"~Ua~ ... He pYe aa a rea.OD that Fred'. acthl.U.a were dbrupU .. to 
•• ,eraUoa of the .choaL. Sbould the prladpal atop the .... paparl 
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APPENDIXC 
FAM8.YSlZ£: __ 

REL. DENOItIINATION: __ _ 

,. .. At""'.,ocn~. Cutftdly rtlld rhl .1UInu;ti0ltS and till rwltlS bdow IlIId _"'" y"",r (f'/"'J#lUJ ...,.ow ud ..... we..at ................... lie., _ .. III ~ ... our daUy Hfe • 

....,..tUtyOlluvebetllf ... witlldltr ............... .cIlIIIMaM .... ,.wtII.-..poadlo..mcl 

.... lIIucbeMedrdt~_ber(l.5) .... ~ .. dM!nt...-e,. .. ..ake. 

2(twoJJ .. ,. ... ~(MJp). 

3 (WNJl...,. ...... (beI.I. 

4(fowJ IwilWene.~I. 

5(ftwJ IriI~.....-..-(WfI . 

""'A~rBulbywbicb)'OlllMre~I!.I.\~.,II>lkd.Wl&baPtcrol.T __ . AI.mull. botbnhic .. ~ 
.... 6n:. VouwerefDrllmalelOl!.avcucapcdwIIDouIIlljW')' . T'bf:relloocJlUlall!rlDt.gbCwtIcaI you an 
_lIdcIft:lbtfirt~dw:"""fM. )'OUfWI_n" ol ... ..,.(tIwOrt"'.lOhWkTaid. How ... 
""",IM..utMr-..: 

IALI).Yo.u "'"*" .... , of_,...oM1 
1-------··-l--.----J------4------- ·--' 
' .... VClksccDC: Iwilldet1nir.dyretCUt 
(WII_"'Ip'~1 1Ilcpel'la. 

1~~·Aa~~~na}ofUna~ .... _ ------4--___ , 

IwiIIlcavetbt_ IwW....."ratw 
:tfiD..mbelpJmtervenel tbcpenoa 

(ALJ1.AltnllfCrt~)'OUbaw __ -.u ... a.tbefON)ol .... ,..,.old? 
I Z 3---. ,----+--.-~ __ , 
11iIl1Mw__ IwtUdeftnilCiyl'elCUl 
:w_bdpI ........ ) wpcnon 

:ANI ....... iI". __ penoIII\'ktDo'IInU.<:OWmIdby ... t£fronadEfft ..... 'edlOlDeaDlDUDlofbaJ 
_" __ •• ~oldat,...;ube""',liU:.dw:y . amtabDaolerC')ft. IrIdJIIIIftaJ body paD 

.6cQulhfCm)' .... boun1B .... ,..n.ai/lINpmMJI**'_ 

lAMI). Ycwbrodllr~., ___ ,...fIIIIfl 

--------~l------~-ll~-----~--_______ , ............. .... _--. I"~ .... ""-
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'....,.,..,.------.---.--.---,----

APPENDIXC 
FAIIlLrSIZE.: __ 

lEI.. D£NOMJNA.TlON _ _ ~~_ _ 

tile bIM.t 'pores abtn¥ earq,.uy rrod .,rutruaiOlU and Ih~ ~/IJS IN/,," and rltdlC.~U)'OW ""'p<IftJrI 

... ud&laaa,ft"e~ ........ ___ ••. , ,,,bkb~llLliD .. rdaiJylWe. 

lbaa YOIlMn ~ rarM..w. tile ,.....,., ___ .......... __ ,.. '!rill rnpoDd to ucb of 

. "NtbCIMdrdrtbe~(I.S) .... ~ .. tber....-,...wiII""'. 

Z(n.", t...,. .. Wen"Mla..). 

J(tJuu}I...,~o.a.). 

4(f0ld'lwilli.t~QIeIp). 

S(fivrj IwilidelWlelylMerTal<--. 

JIIICIIU a. by wlUcbyou were cn ........ ddedwida. Plr:aoI. TAnker. As .1'UIIlI, bo*vdlK:lesMVl' 
tare. YGU.werefoRmua.bavencaptd."'*-laJury. TberelSODepalKllJl!riD l1pwbom you cu 

~-:: .......... ,.,.n._Nll:oIl1c""" ltun)")'OII .. ..,-.n.rtid.1'- .. 

Irildctioir.elyrt:K'Ue 
ltM:penaa 

- -4--____ :, 

IwWdetililllyrwICW 

""''''''' 
l"d6dIcJy~ 

... -
_'_d_. :",_b:~\'1CWII.,gbeQOWUedb'j __ fromlbeftrt.wiMfeel ... amoamofbar 

••• ra.koflbac)'OUriJbe_ .... liDbildiIIJ.irriIaboaol .. cyn . ... ..,..boIypa. 
IIt:xlrwenT)' fourboun? Howwill1Oflr.rMlt/llupnutt.MtJbtt .,n 

'''~­... -
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IAMJ). A~(~1OV1IIaw",,""''''_befOR)olWDI:!Iea;yean''' 
.· .. · .. ...... ·· . ___ 2 ____ ._......... 1 1 n_. ___ ' 

IWllldeftalldyrat.e .. -
• ~"dJ'OllWII __ .fivepeRICDI(.s"lh""IIIodJ'''''''' n .. wiII,..rupwtdi/W"*",, 

(AHll. Ya.ln6IrlUJlrfofllllletceDyutloItIP 
Z l-----..... _ -4-____ " 

l .... cIdiIiIII)'­... ...-
IAH2J.An~(.frieM)oI ___ ,...oId? 

Z 3------ -4---
IwtIldefiaElyreac:ue 

"'"non 
IAH3J. AWUlJIIf(_,...IiIaw: .... bow.tIat_~)oI .... ~oM? 

Z 1 , · ----5 
IwllJdd' .. ttt,reseue 

... -
SmfADOND\'QIRI 

~"':"':..-==-==':1~===-W::== .1" 10 yoo. 110"" ttriII,.. rNdl/ ........ .,.: 

(8LI].Ya.bnl6lr/llllnol_,....oW? 
1 3---....... --4--.. --5 

IwildefllUtelyrw:ut: ......... 
IBtll. ADac:qaaiaImce(.friead)offlilldlll::D)'lIIft<M1 

Z )---... -.-.~-----__ , 
IwaDdefiaIItIy .... 

"'"non 
[BL3).A .... (...:JDeycubiveanft .... ..,..,bd'on.of ..... )'eIRoki? 

2 ! 1_5 
1wi.Ulkfaltlyreaw ... ...-

.WbllabouI.~-xmaJJopmnaJl*lodltYdMlJdropIfa1lb)'0De·f0ur6(1 /4)of.piaI ......... ,. 
~ ..... --' __ ._...,..bodypaa ....... ~-bulDln . ... will,..,... 
"..~ ..... : 
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: .. _::J~=~~~yt&R~I-. ____ -4-_,,,,-:::. -:::_~.~""",,=' 
(W-,.ODOlbelpiullef'leot) dMpenoG 

(BM2). lui Kqu&IIICIIa: (I ,.".) rtf .... ,...s old? 

::;;.:;;;~ 2 l 
----, 

IwUlder.utefyre.scuc 

('WIl1D01belp'~1 """'~ 
(BMJJ.ASInDJIef(lOIIIeOlleyou havencvctme(notlmowabcfoft:)ol~reanold? 

I 2-.... _. __ ...... J.---._... .5 
IwiJIluvetbesceoc IWLlldlfiaMlyr-. 
(WIlIOO(bclpJunen-eoe) Ibcpenoa 

PQ. Wbatabaut if yourlIOnXIalfoprimai blood lewl wiU druplr.tI by ooe-halr (1m ofa pint and as 1 taWc you wW 
apme.:eaew:redtmDcs5.UDC.aSmess.aodgCDcralbodypaiofortbeoe,ll;(fony-eipl(48)boun?1UyouwiUtIC 
ClClllC.edtobedforlbelcnwoda~lOlhmwillbellOc1wa.pIlIIIi4If1!CIl:.Ooaett .• for you rihiDtbd period, How 
..,,..,.,.aijfM,.,..werw: 

IBHIJ YOUlI:lromerISIAefOf~y.,.oW? 
I 2----)....-----··--4--
'wII leave the ICCIle 1 wllldefll1ltelyrc .... UI: 

(WilJlIOIbclpl_1 lhcpcNlfl 

1_ .. I~H2) . AD~(lfrUd)ofuiDtleal~ .. 

Id.'felhcw;n.e 
CWiI.cbtlpllGl«YtDt) 

··-----5 
IwilldefiDlld)'rs:ut ""-I (BHJ) AlttUgerilClDCOC\leyuuh.l'~:~.~~.~lIOflDe1before)ofamn:=yanokl1 5 

Iw'lIlcavclhclCCDC lwilldefuutclyn:scuc: 
(WtUoothetplintetvencl lhepenoo 

(Q.Somcooc.boitbeCilbulllll/bulhed(fotDOIIppImlIre:oIiOI'I}.llCICludodplacclicreamiDcf«br!p. You 
bow fOf sure wr yauare physically anonacr IlIan die bully andcanlkrcfOR IntervcnelORlCUetbcvicbmaloo 
~1C.u.,)'OU.llo..,..t/l,olJnadlftlte""wne: 

(CLI) YourbrolberiAStefofrunetccoycatlOId? 
1-- ___ ' _____ ~-_-4- ... _____ , 

1W\Ulaw__ IwiIJ~1'MCIIt 
(wiUllO(lx~) the,.,.. 
1_. lCUJ. "'~(.frieDd)oIl11iDdec11jotd? 

IwllllcavclbelCeDe 
I'WtDuotbelpf_· _. 
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ICU) . '" suanger(SOIMIODeyouuveoevcrtDowll ..... befon: ) ~""'yunotd? 
.-- - --2 ]---.... __ ._ 1 5 
lwilk.avelhe~ IwiIlddialldyl"ClCUC 
(1M ... br~_) ... "..,.,. 

(MJWbaI .aboullflbcbuUya:SOIIItWbIf(aliDcbil)~IIIaa)'OU . soyouaremocebkdyIORlCelvcatleaslrwo 
(&1_ hM"JSb"ODII bIo-wsbefme)"UU 1ItI1.ll be abie CO oYU1"t'M' IunlIbcraDd rncue!be V1CtUD. Rw wilIJOil rtod 
,*ridYI,...,.: 

:1nUtu~~·I~wr~~~~~~.~.~ .... -~I------' 

IW!.UDOl bclpftlllenale) 

1_ .. ((~M21 A,p~(africad)oI.-.eee~ 

Iwillkeve*1oCCIIe 
(WilDOtbclpr~) 

IwilldI&Iiedy'" ....... 
, 

l .-illddialltlyracur 
tbePCf500 

I~_' A~ISOmeoat)'OUhaveQC"~O\WI.ormecbetore'ofoaae:--'t't&J~\Jld'" 

I W1II k.ave the scene I wtU defirulely rescue 
(WlIllIOIbelp!UIIIttVale) IbcpelWfl 

{Ill Whilaoo.iftbebWlYIIIIC1IalIYSUOOIC'u.)'CIUarr . ThlltI, ,ouwlreot,WWOlllblowlwblchwtU 
aecaSltate your Visll to see aIyaar Doclor. You wID il.:> be CODfiDe 10 bed ror fony-C:IPI (48) bouts. You wi 
~be"lIOracutI2ltWllttim. B_I4-ilJyouutJdi/dt,""cltmw.,.: 

I_.~·~I ~ . YourbJ~~~yeano~_. _._ .... __ _ 

l w\uklvewlCalC 
(W\DlIOlbelpl~) 

(CIl2I . AII~(aftielld)oI"")ftncMd'? 

.--------
'dJllw;tbrJCaIC 
C'fiil DOl btJpI'*'"'me) 

----, 
Iwi1I~y .... .. " .... 

·----5 
I wtUdefirutelyrescuc ""-InU I A srranger (5OIIlCODC you hive never bowa nor tDCt before) of nlneteeo years old? 

1---.·. 2 3 .5 
I I WllI Ie.vetbclCClllt I WWcllfiaildy .... 

rwlll 001 helplmtervcDeJ 1he~ 
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A~D 

AI" Dillributiom Amco& til< Subject< 

AflJ! 

16 

17 28 13.1 

18 63 29.6 

19 69 32.4 

20 4() 18.8 

21 4.2 

22 1.4 

The above table (D) shows aac cbstnbution and the percentage of the amples at the various a~es 

The aaes ~ge from SIxteen 10 twenty -twO With sixteen beina the age wuh the lowest fl'e<JUcnc)' 

I til and. percentage of.5. The age With the hi&hesl frequency (69) is Rlneteen with a percctltage 

0(32.4 . it ilahothe avcl"lgeagc . 

University of Ghana http://ugspace.ug.edu.gh



~ 
Appendh, I:: (0 A~ and Gender Distribution Among the Sublecl!lo ~O",~ 

Gender 

A .. Male Female Tow 

16 0.47 0 .00 0.47 

17 16 12 5.63 28 13. 15 

18 31 4.55 32 15.02 63 29.58 

19 36 16.90 33 15.49 69 32.39 

20 26 12.21 14 6.57 40 18.78 

21 2.82 1.41 4.23 

22 0.00 1.41 .41 

Tocal 116' 54.46 '" 45.54 213- 100 
·Miwngdarum 

Q,e male sub)CCt did not mdicate his age . The above table shows gender distribution in agel and 

percentages wHhin the: sample. The age rlnae IS between Sixteen and twenty-two years. TIle 

youngest subject (male) was sixteen years ok( wheren the: oldest (femaJe) was twenty-two of age. 

Tbe average age (orbolh sexes was mneteen years. In all. thete were one-hundrtd and sixteen 

ma!csand nmety-seven (emales. 
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Appeadbt t· 

~ Disuiburion ~ Level ~ ~ Reasoning 

Level of Moral Rea5Oflln2 

Ate Low Middle HiJ<h T ... I 

16 

11 28 

18 24 22 63 

19 20 34 IS 69 

20 19 12 40 

21 

22 

Tow 64 91 58 213" 
'MlllUla dawm . 

One mak subject did 001 1ndK:a1C his 8#. Above islhe age dlsmbulion among lhe three levels of 

moraJ [QI()f1ing. With the elttepnon of Slltleen years, each level of moral reuoning consists of 

IUbjcctsinaJlthea,aerange. 
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S .. 

Female 

All 

AppeodixG 

Gender and Age In Means aDd Standard Sc:VlauonS amon, levels 
of Moral Reuomng 

l...eYelsofMoralReuorung 

Loo< H'ill All 

SO X SO X SO X SO 

18.56 11.01 18.78 1 1. 16 18.94 I 1.16 18.76 I 1.13 

18.80 11.22 18.92 10.99 18.33 I 1.16 18.72 11.14 

18.6711.12 18.85 I 1.09 18.66 I 1.20 18.7411.13 

The over·all average aae for both sexes was nineteen ye&rl. The standard deviauon of males 

was 1.13. while thai o(the females was 1. 14. With the exception of females who reason at 

me bip level , the average age distribution in the duu IeV'eIi of moral reuDnmg for both 

nWes and females wu alKl nmeteen . 

Appendix H 

Gender Oistribuoon and Level, of Moral Rcuomng 

Levell of M<m.1 Reuoning 

Gender low Middle Hiilo TOIai 

Male 34 15.8 51 23 .8 32 14.9 117 54.6 

Female 30 14 40 18.6 27 12.6 97 4.5 .2 

Toul 64 29.8 91 42.4 59 27.3 214 100 

Table H shows gender diSlClbution among the three levels of moral reasonm,. For both leJ.es, 

the ~reaft'r pruponlon of the subjectS fell wlthio the muldJe level of moral reasonin&. 
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~\ppcndix I 

l.nel of M0l'31 Rrason~'"!L-g.-_.-_,-_ 

Religious 

Denomination 111 TOOII 

~ 50 23.5 T7 362 .3 20.1 

PC'teO"l'"l1 52 13 6.0 13 6.0 

170 79.8 J 
~~~~~_+_~~~~~~J~'-r~174 ; 

Olh ts 9 c--J- 1.4 

fotal I 63 I 29 5~ 27.7 

2.8 

213- 100.1 

·~hssJngdarum 

)r."maleSUbJeC did OImdlc.te'uslge Inall,there".,.ereone-hundrcdandscventy(79.S ) 
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