APPENDIX B:  The Nine

Hypothetical Dilemmas*

ASTERISKED QUESTIONS may be eliminated if time for interviewing is limited. 

Moral Judgment Interview 

Form A 

Dilemma III: In Europe, a woman was near death from a special kind of cancer. There was one drug that the doctors thought might save her. It was a form of radium that a druggist in the same town had recently discovered. The drug was expensive to make, but the druggist was charging ten times what the drug Cost him to make. He paid $400 for the radium and charged $4,000 for a small dose of the drug. The sick woman's husband, Heinz, went to everyone he knew to borrow the money and tried every legal means, but he could only get together about $2,000, which is half of what it cost. He told the druggist that his wife was dying, and asked him to sell it cheaper or let him pay later. But the druggist said, "No, I discovered the drug and I'm going to make money from it." So, having tried every legal means, Heinz gets desperate and considers breaking into the man's store to steal the drug for his wife. 

1.  Should Heinz steal the drug?

la. Why or why not? 

  *2. [The following question is designed to elicit the subject's moral type and should be considered optional.] Is it actually right or wrong for him to steal the drug? 

   *2a: [The following question is designed to elicit the subject's moral type and should be considered optional.] Why is it right or wrong? 

3.   Does Heinz have a duty or obligation to steal the drug?

3a. Why or why not?" 

•The numbering of the dilemmas reflects their placement in the original research interview (Kohlberg, 1958). Since the numbers quickly became labels denoting the particular dilemmas, they were not changed when the forms were created rearranging their order. 
4. If Heinz doesn't love his wife, should he steal the 

drug for her? (If subject favors not stealing ask: Does it make a difference in what Heinz should do whether or not he loves his wife?) 


4a. Why or why not? 


5.   Suppose the person dying is not his wife but, a stranger. Should Heinz steal the drug for the stranger?  

5a. Why or why not? 

*6. (If subject favors stealing the drug for a stranger) Suppose it's a pet animal he loves. Should Heinz steal to save the pet animal? 


*6a. Why or why not? 
. 

7. Is it important for people to do everything they can to save another's life? 

7a. Why or why not? 

*8. It is 'against the law morally wrong? 


*8a. Why or why not? 

9. In general, should people try to do everything they can to obey the law? 


9a.  Why or why not? 
 

9b. How does this apply to what Heinz should do? 

* 10.  [The following question is designed to elicit the subject's orientation and should be considered optional.] In thinking back over the dilemma, what would you say is the most responsible thing for Heinz to do? ' 

* 10a. Why? 

[Questions.1 and 2 of Dilemma IIJI are optional. If you do not choose to, use them, read Dilemma IIJI and its continuation and begin with question 3.] 

Dilemma III: Heinz did break into the store. He stole the drug and gave it to his wife. In the newspapers the next day there was an account of the robbery. Mr. Brown, a police officer who knew Heinz read the account. He remembered seeing Heinz running away from the store and realized that it was Heinz who stole the drug. Mr. Brown wonders whether he should report that it was Heinz who stole the drug.  

* 1. Should Officer Brown report Heinz for stealing? 
* 1 a. Why or why not?
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*2.
Suppose Officer Brown were a close friend of Heinz, should he then report him? 

*2a.  Why or why not? 

Continuation: Officer Brown did report Heinz. Heinz was arrested and brought to court. A jury was selected. The jury's job is to find whether a person is innocent or guilty of committing a crime. The jury finds Heinz gui1ty. It is up to the judge to deter​mine the sentence. 

3. Should the judge give Heinz some sentence, or should. he suspend the sentence and let Heinz go free? 

    3a.    Why is that best? 

4. Thinking in terms of society, should people who break the law be punished? 

   4a.     Why or why not? 

    4b.    How does this apply to how the judge should decide? 

5. Heinz was doing what his conscience told him when he stole the drug. Should a lawbreaker be punished if he is acting out of conscience? 

   5a. Why or why not? 

   *6. [The following question is designed to elicit the subject's orientation and should be considered optional.] Thinking back over the di​lemma, what would you say is the most responsible thing for the judge to do? 

  *6a. Why? 

Questions 7-12 are design I'd to elicit the subject's theory of ethics and should be considered optional. They should not be scored for moral stage;] 

   *7. What does the word conscience mean to you, anyhow? If you were Heinz, how would your conscience enter into the deci​sion? 

   *8. Heinz has to make a moral decision. Should a moral decision be based on one's feelings, or on one's thinking and reasoning about right and wrong? 

   *9   Is Heinz's problem a moral problem? Why or why not? 

   *9a. In general, what makes something a moral problem or what does the word morality mean to you? 

*10.  If Heinz is going to decide what to do by thinking about what's really right, there must be some answer, some right solution. Is there really some correct solution to moral problems like Heinz’s, or when people disagree, is everybody’s opinion equally right?  Why?

* 11. How do you know when you've come up with a good moral decision? Is there a way of thinking or a method by which one can reach a good or adequate decision? 

* 12. Most people believe that thinking and reasoning in science can lead to a correct answer. Is the same thing true in moral decisions or are they different? 

Dilemma I: Joe is a fourteen-year-old boy who wanted to go to camp very much. His father promised him he could go if he saved up the money for it himself. So Joe worked hard at his paper route and saved up the forty dollars it cost to go to camp, and a little more besides. But just before camp was going to start, his father changed his mind. Some of his friends decided to go on a special fishing trip, and Joe's father was short of the money it would cost. So he told Joe to give him the money he had saved from the paper route. Joe didn't want to give up going to camp so he thinks of refusing to give his father the money. 

1. Should Joe refuse to give his father the money? 
la. Why or why not? 

[Questions 2 and 3 are designed to elicit the subject's oral type and should be considered optional:] 

*2. Does the father have the right to tell Joe to give him the 


      money? 

*2a. Why or why not? 

*3. Does giving the money have anything to do with being a good son? 

*3a. Why or why not? 

*4. Is the fact that Joe earned the money himself important in this situation? 

 *4a. Why or why not? 

5. The father promised Joe he could go to camp if he earned the money. Is the fact that 'the father promised the most important thing in the situation? 

5a. Why or why not? 

6. In general, why should a promise be kept? 

Is it important to keep a promise to someone you don't know well and probably won't see again?
