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See Lind, G., 1978, 1982, and 2008.
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Main Features of the Moral Competence Test (MCT)*

P Competence Testing Requires a Difficult Task: The MCT confronts the

participants with the task to judge agreeing and opposing arguments by their

moral quality rather then their opinion-agreement.

P Structural Properties of Behavior: Participants’ pattern of ratings of 24

arguments for and against a given decision.

P Structure Built into the Test: The standard MCT consists of pro and contra

arguments in two dilemma stories (workers, doctor), representing six moral

orientations, thus forming a 2 x 2 x 6 orthogonal, experimental design.

P Internal Criterion for High Moral Competence: Moral comptence is measured

independently from participant’s specific moral orientation.

P Scoring the Two Aspects of Judgment Behavior: 

< Moral competence: th C-score reflects the degree to which an individual’s

action pattern is determined by his/her moral orientations.

< Moral orientation: The degree of preference for each of the six moral

orientations.

* Formerly called “Moral Judgment Test” (MJT)
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MCT Example: 2nd story

Pro



© Copyright by Georg Lind, 2014 

Excerpt from the Moral Competence Test (MCT); Lind (2008).  Contact: Georg.Lind@uni-konstanz.de

Contra
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Structural Scoring

 
The moral competence score [C] describes 

the individual pattern of responses to a multivariate test situation. 

Fictitious example: Patterns of low and high competence-scores

See Lind, G.  (1982; 2008), also: http://www.uni-konstanz.de/ag-moral/  
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Internal Standards

The moral competence score [C] is tied 

to the participant’s own orientations, not to external norms

Example: Same moral competence, but different modal orientations
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