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Internal Definition External Measurement
“Morality ... defined as 'having moral principles' ...
includes [aspects like] selection and ordering of the
rules, intelligent interpretation of them, and inner
conformity to them in difficult situations rather than
outer conformity in routine situations.” (Kohlberg 1958,
p. 3; emphasis added)

“Proponents of behavioristic conceptions of moral
conduct typically define conduct as moral if it con-
forms to a socially or culturally accepted norm. All
of us recognize this is intuitively incorrect..."
(Kohlberg 194, p. 392)

“Right action is defined by valid universalizable
moral principles ... defined by, and justified by
philosophers.”
(Kohlberg 1984, p. 393)

“I include in my approach a normative component.
[...] I assumed the need ... to give a philosophic
rationale for why a higher stage is a better stage.” 
(p. 400)

“Moral rightness [cannot be] judged by an opinion
poll of high stage subjects.”  (p. 393)
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Structural Definition Atomistic Measurement*
“Cognitive structures are always structures (schema-
ta) of action.” (Kohlberg 1958, p. 8)

“Our stages of moral judgment are defined by the
form of moral judgment, not its content.”
(Kohlberg1984, p. 524)

“The responses of subjects to the dilemmas and their
subsequent responses to clinical probing are taken to
reflect, exhibit, or manifest the structure.” (p. 407)

Structure “is a construct rather than a inference, and
is warranted only on the grounds of intelligible orde-
ring of the manifest items.” (p. 408)

“If a test is to yield stage structure, a concept of that
structure must be built into the initial act of observati-
on, test construction, and scoring.” (pp. 401-402)

“The structures themselves can never be observ-
ed...” (Kohlberg 1984, p. 242)

“My colleague and I ... have required each item in
the manual to clearly reflect the structure of the
stage to which it is keyed.” (p. 403; emphasis added)

“Test reliability and test construct validity are one
and the same thing.” (p. 424)

*That is, classical test theory, and item-response theory (Rasch-
scaling).
*That is, classical test theory, and item-response theory (Rasch-
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Aligning Definition and Measurement:
The Moral Competence Test (MCT)*

P Experimental Design: The standard MCT consists of pro & contra argu-
ments, two dilemma stories (workers, doctor), representing six moral
orientations, forming a 2 x 2 x 6 orthogonal design.

P Moral Task: The MCT confronts the participants with a difficult moral
task, namely to judge agreeing and opposing arguments by their moral
quality rather then their opinion-agreement.

P Behavioral Data: Participants’ ratings of arguments for and against a
given decision on a 9-point scale (reject – accept).

P Scoring the two aspects of moral behavior: 
< Moral competence: C-score, by multivariate analysis of variance components

of individual response pattern (moral competence score)
< Moral orientation: Summated ratings of six moral orientations (Kohlberg).

* Formerly called “Moral Judgment Test” (MJT)
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MCT
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Excerpt from the Moral Competence Test (MCT); Lind (2008).  Contact: Georg.Lind@uni-konstanz.de
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The moral competence score [C] is based on 
the individual pattern of responses to a multi-variate test situation. 

Fictitious example: Two participants with different competence-scores

See Lind, G.  (1982; 2008), also: http://www.uni-konstanz.de/ag-moral/  
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The moral competence score [C] is tied 
to the participant’s internal orientations, not to external norms

Example: Two persons with same moral competence, but different moral orientations
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