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. ABSTRACT 

The study is an examination of the interaction of 

different aspects of '-ego development' during a single.develop- 

mental period, youth. Writers have frequently taken a monolithic 

approbch to theory in this area, but it js suggested that it may 

be better to employ a loose integration allowing for the coexist- 

ence of separabie strands of development. Three such <strands are 

proposed: content variab'les, cognitive structure and psycho- . 

dynamic structure. The study focuses on the interaction of the 

latrer two as this relates to the development of the sense. of 
.+ 

. 
personal identity in young men. J 

Subjects were forty-nine male college students, between 
k 

the ages of eighteen and twenty-four years. Each completed in 

writing Loevinger's sentence completion test, Kohlberg's moral 

reasoning interview, and two-Piagetian formal operations tasks, 

combinations and correlations. (cognitive structural measures); 

Cantril's 'Hopes and Fears' interview (yielding three content 
i 

scores: time orientation, ideologising and ifitrospectionist 

, tendencies); and each was interviewed according to Marcia's 

identity st atus proceduYe (a psychodynamic measure) . This in- 

terview was elaborated in content and extended in-length to ex- 

+ plore further.the subjects' thoughts about the nature and import- 

ance of the commitments they might be entering into, their justi- 

fications for them, and their understanding of themselves and 

their situation in relation to them. Subjects were interviewed 

for between one and three hours. 

Non-parametric analysis of the data from these measures 

found that cognitive structural scores showed low- to moderate 



p o s i t i v e  i n t e r l c o r r e l a t i o n s .  The measures  o f  l o g i c a l  and 
L 

.moral s t r u c t u r e  r e l a t e d  ( r ,  = . 5 )  a c c o r d i n g  t o  r u l e s  of n e c e s s a r y  

and s u f f i c i e n t  i m p l i c a t i o n  a s  p r e d i c t e d  and  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  o t h e r  

r e s e a r k h ;  emergent  f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n s  was a  r e q u i r e m e n t  f o r  p o s t -  1 .  ' _  1 
c o n v e n t i o n a l  m o r a l i t y  and p o s s i b l y  f o r  m a j o r  s t a g e  4 m o r a l i t y .  

1 
I 

> 

The measure  o f  ' e g o 1  s t r u c t u r e  r e l a t e d  i n  a  l o o s e r  waydto  t h e  

o t h e r  two ( r ,  = . 2 3  w i t h  l o g i c ,  rx ,= ..36 w i t h  m o r a l i t y ) .  Of 

t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  o b t a i n i n g  be tween i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  .'and c o g n i t i v e  
- / 

s t r u c t u r e  o n l y  t h a t  w i t h  mora l  r e a s o n i n g .  was s i g n i / € i c a n t  ( r ,  = .  2 7 )  . 
1 

A t t a i n i n g  t h e  two h i g h e r  s t a t u s e s  a p p e a r e d  t o  b e  a n e c e s s a r y  b u t  

n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  

r e a s o n i n g  and p o s s i b l y  f o r  e g o  l e v e l  I S ,  b u t  t h e r e  was a  f u l l  

r ange  o f  s t a t u s e s  a t  l o w e r  l e v e l s  o f  mora l  deve lopment ,  ' e g o  

deve lopment '  and l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e .  A n a l y s i s  o f  v a r i a n c e  o f  t h e  

c o n t e n t  s c o r e s  showed o n l y  t e n d e n c y  t o  i n t r o s p e c t  t o  have t h e  p r e -  

d i c t e d  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  e i t h e r  s t r u c t u r a l  development  o r '  iden ' t  i ty. 

A p r i n c i p l e  components  a n a l y s i s  found  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  and 

i d e n t i t y  d e f i n i n g  two m a j o r  f s c t o r s  a s  t a r g e t e d .  

These r e s u l t s  r a i s e  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  i d e n t i t y  

s t a t u s e s  and  t h e  p r o c e s s e s  o f  i d e n t i t y  r e s o l u t i o n  , . d i f f e r i n  

i m p o r t a n t  ways a t  d i f f e r e n t  " s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l s ,  and  t h i s  i n t e r -  

a c t i o n  was examined i n  g r e a t e r  q u a l i t a t i v e  d e t a i l  by a n a l y s i s  o f  

t h e  e x t e n d e d  i n t e r v i e w s .  Guided by c o g n i t i v e  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  

t h e o r y  i t  p roved  p o s s i b ' l e  t o  c o n s t r u c t  a  h i e r a r c h i c a l  s e r i e s  o f  

f o u r  l e v e l s  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  s o p h i s t i c a t i o n  i n  t h e  ways $%bjects 

d e a l  w i t h  t h e  p rob lems  o f  i d e n t i t y  r e s o l u t i o n .  Each l e v e l  is 
-2 E 

d e s c r i b e d  and  i l l u s t r a t e d  w i t h  i n t e r v i e w  m a t e r i a l .  The n a t u r e  
n 

o f  e a c h  o f  t h e  f o u r  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  a t  e a c h  l e v e l  i s  
t 

rC 



-- were found t o  c o r r e l a t e  p o s i t i v e l y  w i t h  o t h e r  measures  o f  t 

s t r u c t u r e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  K o h l b e r g ' s  ( r ,  = . 5 9 7 .  . A complex r e -  

c i p r o c a l  i n f l u e n c e  i s  h y p o t h e s i s e d  t o l z x i s t  between c o g n i t i v e  

s t r u c t u r a l  development  and t h e ? r e s o l u t i o n  of .  psychqdynamic 
* 

i s , s u e s .  The r e s u l t s  a r e  d i s c u s s e d  ins t e r m s  o f  t h e i r  i m p l i c a t i o n s  
'i 

f o r  t h e o r i e s  o f  ego  development  and i d e n t i t y ,  and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p  t o  n o r p a l  and abnormal  p a t t e r n s  o f  development  i n  y o u t h  

and a d o l e s c e n c e .  



A s  v a r i o u s  a s  t h e  L ives  of  Men a r e  - 
&' 

&o v a r i o u s  become t h e i r  s o u l s . .  . what 

a r e  t h e  p rov ings  0.f [man's]  h e a r t  bd t  
i 

- 
3 .  

f o r t i f i e r s  'and a l t e r e r s  of  h i s  n a t u r e ?  
L ,  

and what was h i s  s o u l  b e f o r e  i t  came 

i n t o  t h e  world  and had t h e s e  p rov ings  

and a l t e r a t i o n s  and p , e r f e c t i o  v? - 
J 

an i n t e l l i g e n c e  - wi thou t  I d e n t i t y  - and 

$ow i s  t h i s  i d e n t i t ) ;  t o  be made? 

through t h e  medium o f  t h e  Hea r t ?  and 

how i s  t h e  Hear t  t o  become t h i s  

Medium b u t  i n  a  world o f  Circumstance? 

J .  Keats ( l e t t e r  t o  h i s  b r o t h e r  

and s i s t e r ,  1819) .  
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which are not.,to be related in an .overly simple way. 
Z 

The study attempts, then, to compare these theories of 

deve*lopment and-to offer an exploratory integration of them 
i I , . 
t which provides a multi-dimensional view of a'single developmental 

period. 

The genefa1 context for this investigation is the 

tradition of.theories of 'ego development1. Left at that, this 

term tells us very little, so ambiguous is' it. Loe+inger (1966) 

lists three meanings. for it within psychoanalysis alone. Hauser, 

(1976) contrasts two main ones - Loevinger's own structural 

hierarchical conception, and the clinical - functional analysis of 

the ego analysts. An even broader conception is offered here: 

The ego is the system of meanings by means of which 

experience is structured, the patterned ways in which an 
6 

individual'interprets and responds to the world and himself, his 

frame of reference. This conception is developmental in so far 

as that framework is built up and modified throughout the life- 

It.is 'cognitive' only in so far as motivation and emotion 

are subsumed by a br70adly based conception of meaning (cf Kelly, 

1955), but this once controversial view is increasingly 

legitimised by the growth of cognitive theories in psychology. 

It has its historical roots in a broad 'semantic' movement 

within the- human sciences -(~ecker, 1971) and in the growth of 

information and systems theory (Nauta, 1971) . This viewpoint is 

increasingly unremarkable and defines little in itself, but it 
a -  

does provide a context within which competing theories may be \ 7' 
fmitfully contrasted. Each theory of the 'ego1 is a different 



way o f  a n a l y s i n g  and mapping t h e  p a t t e r n  o f  a n  i n d i v i d u a l  ' s  
'3 - 

c o n s t r u c t i o n  of  h i s  e x p e r i e n c e .  -Thus Kohlberg -- e t  a l .  (1977) can  

draw a  m e t h o d o l o g i c a l  compari  ween psycho logy  and l i t e r a r y  

c r i t i c i s m :  

'The c h i l d  psyc  lf o l o g i s t s '  i n t e r v i e w s  a r e  t h e  humanis t s  
t e x t s .  The t e s t  o f  a c c u r a c y  o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  t h a t  
i f  i t  i s  c la imed  t h a t  c e r t a i n  l d e a s  a r e  r e l a t e d  i n  
c e r t a i n  ways i n  t h e  t e x t  t h a t  t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  makes 
s e n s e  i n  t h e  t e x t  a s  a  whole . '  

-- 

(Kohlberg e t  a l .  1977, '  
- - p a r t  1, p . V  - . 

'Frame of r e f e r e n c e  i s  j u s t  what Loev inger  (1976) 

s a y s  h e r  t h e o r y  d e a l s  w i t h ,  b u t  - s h e  a p p r o p r i a t e s  t h e  t e r m  t o  h e r  I 

own s t r u c t u r a l  v iew,  ~ t r u c t u r a ~ l  i n  t h e  s e n s e  o f  a  development-  . 
* >  ' 

a l l y  h i e r a r c h i c a l  p r o g r e s s i o n  o f  s t a g e s .  But ' s t r u c t u r e s '  a r e  
i 

s i m p l y  c o h e r e n t  r e c o g n i s a b l e  p a t t e r n s  1; 'ffameworks -of meqning,  
, 

and t h e r e  a r e  many o f  t h o s e ,  p e r h a p s  a s  many a s  o u r  s c i e n t i f i c  

c u r i o s i t y  c a r e s  t o  u n c o v e r .  I t  i s  conven ' ient  t o  c a t e g o r i s e  t h e  
e % 

c u r r e n t  r e l e v a n t  t h e  i e s  i n t o  t h r e e  b r o a d  modes o f  a n a l y s i s  o f  7 - -  - 
ego s t r u c t u r e  and e  o  development ;  One o f  t h e s e  i s  t h e  > 
c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  group j u s t  men t ioned ;  a n o t h e r  i s  t h e  -- 

1 

psychodynamic model ; a  t h i y h  may b-s$lfhe s o c i a l i s a t i o n '  . 
\ 

model .  T h i s  d i v i s i o n  i s  b a s e d  on t h e  k i n d  o f  a n a l y t i c  c a t e g o r i e s  
- ,  < . \  I 

used  by t h e  i h e o r i e s  and t h e  form o f  r e l a t i o n s h i p  assumed t o  
$ 

e x i s t  between t h o s e : c a t e g o r i e s .  I t  need b e  i n  no way a n  a b s o l u t e  

T h i s ' o v e r a r c h i n g  p e r s p e c t i v e  and t h e  t h r e e - f o l d  d i v i s i o n  
' .  

o: n o d e l s  b - i t h i n  i t  i s  p r e s e n t e d  h e r e  a s  a  g e n e r a l  framework f o r  

c l a r i f y i n g  o u r  t h e o r e t i c a l  approach  t o  t h e  problems p r e s e n t e d  
\$ 

by l a t e  a d o l e s c e n c e ,  y o u t h ,  and young a d u l t h o o d  a s  d e v e l o ~ m e n t  



p e r i o d s .  G r i n d e r  p o i n t s  o u t  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  

t o  a d o l e s c e p c e  f o l l o w i n g  i n -  t h e  wake of  H a l l  ' s  (1904) p i o n e e r i n g  

e f f o r t s  t e n d e d  t o  be  t axonomic ,  n o r m a t i v e ,  and d e s c r i p t i v e .  More 

r e c e n t l y  f l e x i b l e  t h e o r e t i c a l l y .  b a s e d  a p p r o a c h e s  have  been  

p roposed  a s  c a n d i d a t e s  f o r  i n - d e p t h  a n a l y s e s .  T h e s e  t h e o r i e s  c a n  

e a c h  b e  d e s c r i b e d  a s  ego d e v e l o p m e n t a l  i n  s e n s e  o f  t h e  

t e rm.  I >  

- Our p u r p o s e  i n  t h i s  i n t r o d u c t o  c h a p t e r  i s  t o  
+ rt 

d e s c r i b e  eacli  o f t h e  t h r e e  models  i n  t u r n  and  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  

, t h e  a r e a  o f  a d o l e s c e n c e  and  y o u t h ,  and  t h e n  t o  compare and 
. , 

i n t e g r a t e  them asks b a s i s *  f o r  t h e  ' e m p i r i c a l -  s t u d y .  
w 

~ b c i a . l i s a t i o n  T h e o r i e s  
7 %  

4 

S o c i a l i s a t i o n  o r  s o c i a l  l e a r n i n g  t h e o r i e s  s u g g e s t  

t h a t  t h e  b a s i c  p r o c e s s  o f  development  i s  l e a r n i n g  o n e s  c u l t u r e ' s  

v a l u e s ,  norms and  p a t t e r n s  o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  and & t i o n ,  

a d a p t i n g  t o  them, o r ,  more a c c u r a t e l y ;  

becoming o f  l e a r n i n g  used  i s  of  no 

p a r t i c u l a r  c o n c e r n  h e r e .  I n  much s o c i o l o g i c a l  work s u c h  t h e o r y  

---is a t  b e s t  i m p l i c i t ,  o f t e n  j u s t  jcommon s e n s e ' .  The 'ma jo r  p o i n t  . 

i s  t h a t  t h e  a n a l y s i s  i s  c o n d u c t e d  ' a t  ' t h e  l e v e l  o f  ' c o n t e n t ' ,  i t  

i s  n o t  ' s t r u c t u r a l 1  i n  t h e  R s u a l  s e n s e  o f  t h a t  t e r m .  -This means- 
- <  . .- - 

i n  e f f e c t  t h a t  no a t t e m p t  i s  made t o  - - f ind  a s y s ~ t n ~ t i c a l l y  

r e l a t e d  s e t  o f  a n a l y t i c  c o n s t r u c t s  which a p p l y  w i t h  g r e a t  

g e n e r a l i t y .  Such c o n s t r u c t s  s t i l l  e x i s t ,  b u t  t h e y  . a r e  c l o s e r  . to  

t h e  l e v e l  o f  t h e  d a t a ,  t h a t  i s  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  a c t o r s  

t h e m s e l v e s ,  r a t h e r *  t h a n  be ing .  h i g h l y  a b s t r a ; t .  

P e r h a p s  t h e . b e s G  s o c i a l i s a t i o n  p o s i t i o n  f o r  d e a l i n g  
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w i t h  ego development  i s  Berge r  and Luckman ' s  (1966) e x p o s i t i o n  

o f  a  ' s o c i o l o g y  o f  knowledge ' .  I t  i s  s o  b e c a u s e  i t . d e a l s  

e x p l i c i t b y  wibh t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  c o n s t r u c t i n g  mean ings ;  i t  c a n  ' 

f u n c t i o n  f o f  o u r  o v e r a l l  a n a l y s i s  a s  a  b a s e l i n e  t h e o r y ,  a  t a k e -  

o f f  p o i n t .  Human b e h a v i o u r  and t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  

t o  t h e i r  c u l t u r e ,  one a n o t h e r ,  and t h e i r  own l i v e s  a r e  t o  be 

u n d e r s t o o & i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  c r e a t i o n  and m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  a  c o h e r e n t  
- 7 

' s o c i a l  r e a l i t y ' ,  a complex of,  a t t r i b u t e d  meanings i n v o 1 v i n g . t h e  
Q 

p e r s o n ,  a n  l i d e h t i t y 1 ,  and t h e  c u l t u r e ,  h i s  ' w o r l d T .  ' I d e n t i t y '  

i s  ~ b j e c t i v e l y ~ d e f i n e d  a s  l o c a t i o n  i n  a  c e r t a i n  w o r l d ,  and  c a n  

b e  s u b j e c t i v e l y  a p p r o p r i a t e d  o n l y  a l o n g  w i t h  t h a t  w o r l d .  O8e i s  
P 

a s o c i a l  wor ld  where v a l u e s  and norms a r e  s i m p l y  and  c o h v e r e n t l y  

r e l a t e d  t o  e a c h  o t h e r .  ' U n i v e r s e  m a i n t e n a n c e '  - t h e  'nomic ' ,  

f u n c t i o n  o f  o r d e r i n g  e x p e r i e n c e ,  p u t t i n g  e v e r y t h i n g  i n  i t s  r i g h t  

p l a c e  - i s  a  r e l a t i v e l y  s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d  m a t t e r .  0,nly i f  t h e r e  a r e  

c o n f r i c t i n g  d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  r e a l i t y  r e a l i s e d  i n  t h e  community i s  

one f a c e d  w i t h  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  ' i n d i v i d u a l i t y ' .  The p e r s o n  
* 

-then h a s  o p t i o n s  i n  answers  a v a i l a b l e  t o a t h e  q u e s t i o n  'Who am. 

I ? ' ,  and t h a t  q u e s t i o n  becomes r e a l .  T h e r e  i s  a  s e n s e  o f  c h o i c e  

w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  i d e n t i t y ,  and s o  commitment, t h e  c o n s i s t e n t  . 
: > 

r e s o l u t i , o n  o f  a  c h o i c e  c o n f l i c t ,  becomes a problem.  B a s i c a l l y  
\ 

commitment i s  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  o f  some i d e n t i t y / w o r l d  c o n s t r u c t .  

I t  i s  c e n t r a l  t o  t h e  development  o f  t h e  ' e g o ' ,  t h e  f rame of 

r e f e r e n c e  by which one c o n s t r u e s  ones  e x p e r i e n c e  a s  m e a n i n g f u l .  

Any s p e c i f i c  commitment i s  p a r t  o f  t h i s  o v e r a l l  p r o c e s s  o f  t h e  

s o c i a l i s a t i o n  o f  e x p e r i e n c e .  

-Development i n  t h i s  t r a d i t i o n ,  t h e n ,  i s  t h e  b i o g r a p h y  
--. 
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* of the individual's transitions between reality eonstrucfions 

and between .identity .locations within such a reality.-In a 

, complex world such transitions inv.olve an element of 'choice1 on 

the part of the subject. The question of "free will' is not 
8 

relevant, the theoretical question is what processes mediate the 

'when' and 'how1 of such transitions. For socialisation theories 

the p1,ace to look for the dynamic of development is the normative 

structur~ of the individual's social environment. 

For instance, the existencs of a normative 'age 

grading ' system (Neugarten, 1964) constitutes a kind of self- 

fulfilling prophecy regarding developmental paths- (to which 

psychological theories can be rkady recruits). Linked to this is 

the corresponding process of 'role passage1, the on-going trans- 

formation of role-sets throughout the life 'career1 (Beckner and. 

Strauss 1956; Strauss, 1959). Powerful and penetrating analyses 

of particular developmental periods or issues are possible at 

this level of theory. Relevant examples are Sebald-(1977) on 

adolescent behaviour, and Komarovsky (1976) on sexual identity 
d 

in young men. 

This analytic capacity is of lessainterest in the 

present study than the the.oretica1 basis that the view provides. 

What it makes clear is that in a complex social reality which 

requires a choice of identity heavy demands are placed on the 

process of 'legitimation1. There is a need to integrate meanings 

t in disparate sectors of reality into some\'consolidated world, to 

resolve potential conflicts between dif d erent areas and periods 
of life-such that the person continues to exist as a recognisable 

identity validated consistently by his experience. In this 

situation an individual has much of the responsibility for 



constructing the meaning of his own biography, as he integrates 

his world vertically through his life-span and horizontally - -** 
across different spheres of action: Much of this study concerns 

itself with an analysis of the qualities of these.reflective 

processes of 1egitimat.ion. 

The limitation of this level of-theory is that littIe 

attention is paid to the necessary features and constraints of 
L 

the structure of human social realities and the implications 

these have for development and experience. The only condition 
* 

which seems' to be clearly implied by this view is consistency 

of meaning on a fairly,common sense level. The other two forms 

of analysis explore these constraints by dealing at a more 

abstract level with the structure and dynamics' of reali-ty con- , 

struction. It is the interrelationship between these two 

approaches and how the level of content relates 'upf to them 

that is the focus of this study. 

Psychodynamic Theories 

Psychoanalytic theory is often seen as a relatively 

maturational developmental theory in comparison with the social 

learning theories. Maturational paradigms are unlikely to be 

'ego developmentalf; t h ~ y  do not deal with constructed meanings. 

The ego psychoanalytic tradition from Hartman (19581 on is 

particularly important in moving psychdynamic theory away from 

this position, as are the various 'Neo-Freudiansf-. There is a 

groxing perception that the metatheory should be reformulated so 

as to consider motivations as meanings. [Schafer, 1967). The 
I 

adaptational model links the person to his world in a way which 



i 
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implies intimate transaction, and even a kind of continuity . 
'(Loewald, 1951); and it attempts to extend the developmental - 

t 

framework through the whole life-span f(Levifison et al., 1978). -- 
The core of the psychodynamic tradition is its 

analysis of the st.ructura1 integration of conflicting motivations ~ 

and identifications, and of the patterns of-controls and 

defences which mediate these ambivalences. Development is the 

progressive resolution of a series of ongoing conflicts. In 
C 

adolescence the new balance of drives resulting from puberty is 

an obvious challenge to the old psycbic structures and provokes 

renewed conflict which must be resolved with a re-alignment of 

forces (A. Freud? 1958). For the theories of 'object relations' 

these realignments are conceptualised as changes in the defini- 

tion of relationships with siknificant others (Blos, 1962). 

It is no coincidence that the most creative thinker 

with an ego analytic orientation is also a major theorist of 

adolescence, Eriksonls (1950; 1968) analyses were among the 

first to be based clearly on the importance of the meaning of 

experience for an individual. Related to this focus is his 

extension of the theory not merely 'vertically' to encompass the 

entire lifespan, but 'horizontally' to include the person's 

social world in reciprocal interaction with his intrapsychic 

dynamics. The conflicts and ambivalences which have to be 

resolved for Erikson are not simply those of internal motivations 

or immediate interpersonal relationships but those inherent in 

the entire culture. The parallels to the foregoing socialisation 

view of development are obvious. The social world structures and 
M 

is structured by the actions and reflections o d individual * 

members. 



What E r i k s o n  added t o  t h e  s o c i a l i s a t i o n  p e r s p g c t i v e  

was a  t h e o r y  o f  t h e  deve lopmenta l  s t r u c t u r e  o f  t h e  e g o ,  f o c u s -  

s i n g  on  t h e  e m o t i o n a l l y  c h a r g e d  problems a r i s i n g  f rom i n e v i t a b l e  

and n e e e s s a r  c o n f l i c t  l a d e n  i s s u e s  i n  t h e  p e r s o n ' s  p s y c h o s o c i a l  

\ - a d a p t a t i o n  and m a t u r a t i o n .  The c o r e  o f  t h i s  t h e o r y  i s  t h e  e p i -  

g e n e t i c  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  scheme which p o s t u l a t e s  a  s e r i e s  o f  i s s u e s  

l i n k e d  t o  l i f e  s t a g e s , ' e a c h  of  which must be  d e a l t  w ' t h  b e f o r e  

. 
* 8 

t p r o c e e d i n g ' t o  t h e  n e x t .  The q u a l i t y  o f  r e s o l u t i o n  a t  any one  
r 

s t a g e i i n f l u e n c e s  t h e  p o s s i b i 1 ; i t i e s  f o r  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  s u b s e q u e n t  
.I ' 5 F 

s t g g e s .  Bi& development  i s e , b y  no means a  make o r  b r e a k  c r i s i s  a t  . . 
"L, 

any  s i r t g l e  p o i n t  - t h e r e  i s  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  go o v e r  o l d  

g r o u n d ,  re-awaken f o r m e r  c o n f l i c t s ,  and  work o u t  a  new 

r e s o l u t i o n .  T h i s  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  a t  t h e  c r u c i a l  t u r n i n g  
a 

p o i n t  of  a d o l e s c e n c e .  I n  - f a c t  t h e  t h e o r y  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  e v e r y  

i s s u e  i s  a c t i v e  i n a  p a r t i c u l a r  form a t  e a c h  s t a g e ,  a n d  t h e  

i s s u e s  and  s t a g k s  form a  k i n d  o f  m a t r i x  f o r  mapping ego d e v e l o p -  

ment and ego s t r u c t u r e .  Each s t a g e  c a n  s i m p l y  b e  most  r e a d i l y  

d e s c r i b e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  a  dominant  i s s u e .  

What d e v e l o p s  t h r o u g h  t h i s  s e q u e n c e  i s  t h e  ' e g o  

s t r u c t u r e ' .  I n  e v e r y  l i f e  p h a s e  t h e r e  i s  a n  i s s u e  which r e q u i r e s  

' e g o  s t r e n g t h '  i n  o r d e r  t o  c o n f r o n t  and  r e s o l v e  i t ;  and  t h e  

r e s o l u t i o n  o f  t h a t  i s s u e . c o n f e r s  f u r t h e r  ego s t r e n g t h .  T h i s  ' e g o  

s t r e n g t h '  i s ,  one  migh t  s a y ,  i n t e g r i t y  o f  s t r u c t u r e .  What i s  

u n i q u e  t o  psychodynamic t h e o r i e s  i s  t h a t  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  i s  
i 

d e s c r i b e d  i n  e s s e n t i a l l y  d i a l e c t i c a l  t e r m s  a s  b e i h g  a  c o n f l i c t  

a r o u n d  some f o c a l  i s s u e  which c o m p r i s e s  two p o l e s .  Though some 

p r e s e n t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  t h e o r y  s u g g e s t  t h a t  one p o l e  i s  good,  t h e  ._ 
--bb 

o t h e r  b a d ,  what E r i k s o n  seems t o  i n t e n d  i s  t h a t  t h e  ego s t r u c t u r e  

s h o u l d  s t r i k e  a  dynamic b a l a n c e .  Each f o c u s  t h e n  i s  a  'mode o f  
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ambivalence1 and the resolution which each person works out is 

d 

in some degree unique. 

The issue dominant during, adolescence, according to 

Er i ks on, is identity achievement versus identity confusion.   his issue 

is crucral to his theory since around it a major 

of the past and a major direktion setting fop the * 

future takes place. Thedconcept has beencrucial to psycho- 
< .  t 

' dynamic theory in crystallising the importa,nce of meaning and 

"the mu'tual interdependence of individual and society. What.then 
-i - 

' ego 

Erikson (1956) suggests that the concept be formulated 

'from different angles'. Sometimes identity is a conscious sense 

of ones wholeness as a person, but it is also an unconscious 

striving for personal continuity and the synthesising process of 

the ego. It is the feeling of ones uniqueness as an individual 

but also the 'maintenance of inner solidarity' with the ideals 

of ones community. The basic notion then is one of integration - 

of forming a whole both of oneself, ones .social world, and of 
P 

the relation between them. For this to happen c ood idknt-ifi- 

cations, with the emotional charge which these carry, must be 
* 

reassessed and in an act of synthesis, be subsumed by ne\ 

identifications with current significant figures; a new more 

appropriate-self-definition and a set of commitments for life 

must emerge. 
t - 

This process or resynthesis may be aided by a 

Noratoriuml, a period of some disengagement and experimentation 
/' 

free from'the demands of normal role requirements. The integra- 

tion sought must~i'nvolv5 ntFt-20nly ones values, motivations and 



personal history but also onelspersonal endowment, the 

opportunities r e a l i s t i c a l l y ' a v a i l a b l e ,  and ,the values and 
1 * 

ideology of bnetssocial milieu. And so identity 'emerges as an 

evolving configuration which is gradually es'tablished by 
1 

successive ego syntheses' (Erikson 1968, p.163). 

This emphasis on integration and the establishment of 
f 

a structure which can mediate the *inevitable motivational 

ambival*ences is different than, though by no mea'ns contrad-ictory - 
to, the'content level analysis of a socialisation perspective 

where the emphasis is on describing identity as.some llocationl 

.in some 'world1. In fact Erikson tries to synthesise these 

views,, and so runs the danger of confq4ing them. His conception 

is broad and general rather than precise. Other analytic writers 

such as Schafer (1967) have'criticised it as 'impressionistic1. 

But this very generality makes the concept more researchable 
,' 

than the idiographic formulations of most psychodynamic theory. 

At the same time it is a difficult constmct to operationalise 

accurately and fully just because of its richness. Bauer (1972) 

in a review of this problem suggests that most attempted 

measures have missed the tmulti-dimensionality' of the identity 

const-ruct, narrowing it for simplicity of operationalisation 

((see also Bourne, 1978). Studies by Baker (1971), Jans (1971), 

and Thayer (1663) make'it clear that most available instruments 
I 

7. , in large part lack internal consistency, and convergent and - 
discriminant validity. 

- 
.* The measurement strategy with the strongest claim to - 

accurately represent Erikgon' s conceptions is Marcia's (1966). 
i iL 

This semi-structured interview maintains some of the richness of 
\ 

clinical jbdgement but employs a four category system of 
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'identity statuses1' on which an impressive array of validity 

re4earch is accumulating (see Marcia 1976, and 1980 for reviews). 

Tte statuses classify people according to the variables of 

commitment and crisis with respect 'major are,as of 

identity formation, vocation and Identity achievement 

subjects have formed a commitment to some stance on these 

central issues after a period of questioning and exploration. 

Moratorium subjects are those currently in this decision making 

process,and have no commitments. Identity diffusions also have 

no commitment; althoLgh they may oremay not have explored 

choices in the past they are not currently doing so actively. 

Foreclos-ures dothave commitments but seem to have taken these ' 

over from significant figures in their social backgrounds with 

little questioning of them or process of making them 'their 

The considerable variety of research situations used 

in validating and extending this scheme indicates that indeed a 

general quality'of 'ego strengtht is gained by .resolving the. 

identity issue through discovering a unique personal synthesis, 

and this quality is manifest in many different ways. Failure to 

resolve the issue in an 'achieved' mode brings penalties of 

various kinds of ego strength deficits - free anxiety in 
moratoriums, lack of self-determination in diffusions, and 

rigidity in foreclosurei. 

Marcia's w ~ r k  represents a creative simpfification in 

identity research. It is not only a measurement technique but a 

conceptualisation which attempts to order at an abstract level 

the rich idiographic theory which is suited only for in-depth 

case-study research (such for 'example, as Eriksonls (1968, 1962) 
& 



own work, o r  P a r a n j  ape ' s  ,11976) c r o s s - c u l t u r a l  s t u d i e s )  . The 
13 \ 

n a t u r e  of t h i s  a b s t r a c t i o n  can be thought  o f  i n '  a t  l e a s t .  two 
r 

ways. I n  terms of an i d i o g r a p h i c  ' i n t e r p r e t a t i v e 1  approach t o  

t h e  psychodynamic t r a d i t i o n  t h e s e  f o u r  ' t y p e s '  ca'n be viewed a s  

p a r t i c u l a r  dynamic ' t h e m e s ' ,  a b s t r a c t e d  modes o f  emot ional  

c o n t e n t .  Th i s  approach i s  exp lo red  by t h e  r e s e a r c h  of  Donovan 

(1969) and J o s s e l s o n  (1973) i n  which t h e  s t a t u s e s  appear  i n  terms 

of  t h e i r  p e r s o n a l  imagery and t h e i r  i n t e r - p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s  t o  
-d 

r e p r e s e n t  p o s t - o e d i p a l ,  o  d i  a1  c o n f l i c t ,  o e d i p a l  a t t r a c t i o n ,  
--, 

and p re -oed ipa l  m o d a l i t i e s .  They seem t o  d e a l  w i t h  v a r i a n t s  o f  

t h e  themes of  commitmen@* crea t ive-be l l ion ,  s e c u r i t y  and 

c o n t i n u i t y ,  and d i s s o l u t i o n  a n d L f r a g m e n t a t i o n  o f  a t t achmen t .  

The s t a t u s e s  a r e  t hen  i d e a l  t ypes  r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  dominance of  

_ a  p a r t i c u l a r  theme. Marcia (1976) seems t o  f avour  t h i s  i n t e r -  

p r e t a t i o n .  b 
More r e c e n t l y  Marcia (1980) p roposes  a  more s t r u c t  

t 
view - t h a t  ego i d e n t i t y  q i y  be t h e o r e t i c a l l y  c o n s i d e  

* 

c o g n i t i v e  p o i n t  of view a s  a  p a t t e r n i n g  o f  t h e  i s e l f - Q ( t r u c t u r e ' .  

@hat  do t h e  s t a t u s e s  r e p r e s e n t  i n  t h i s  c a s e ?  Combining an under-  

s t a n d i n g  of  psychodynamics a s  cqncerned w i t h  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  bf 
Z 

ambivalences and a  d i a l e c t i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , o f  E r ik son  they  

may be cons ide red  t o  r e p r e s e n t  moments i n  a  dialectical develop- 
# 

mental  p roces s  o p e r a t i n g  between t h e  fo rma t ion  and maintenance 

of s t r u c t u r e  on, t h e  one hand and i t s  f l e x i b i l i t y  and Openness t o  
+ 

change on t h e  o t h e r ;  i n  p o l a r  t e rms ,  between r i g i d i t y  and l a c k  

of d e f i n i t i o n .  The i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  a r e  concerned i n  t h i s  view 

n o t  so  mu% w i t h  c r i s i s  and commitment, which ape used a s  s i g n s  

o r  o p e r a t i o n a l  markers ,  a s  w i t h  t h e  unde r ly ing  s t r u c t u r e  of  

i d e n t i t y  i n  i t s  degree-. o f  kor ld -openness  and of  s e l f - d e f i n i t i o n  
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and  of  t h e  d e g r e e  t o  which  t h e  s t a t e  o f  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  t h i s  .. - 
d i a l e c t d c a l  p r o c e s s  i s  one  o f  i n t e g r a t i o n  o r  c o n f l i c t .  

Fundamenta l ly  t h e s e  o p e r a t i o n a l  c a t e g o r i e s  a r e  a  k i n d  

o f  psychodynamic s h o r t h a n d ,  a s  much c o n c e p t u a l  a s  e m p i r i c a l .  T h i s  
1 

I 

s h o u l d  a l e r t  u s  t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  lcommitment l  and ' c r i s i s 1  a r e  

s i m p l y  s i g n s  u s e d  i n  o p e r a t i o n a l i s i n g  t h e  c o n c e p t s  more t h a n  

t h e y  a r e  v i t a l  t o  t h e  s t r u c t u r e s  t h a t  u n d e r l i e  t h e  s t a t u s e s .  
l--- 

T h i s  p e r s p e c t i v e  i s  l o s t  i f  t h e  e m p i r i c a l  p r o c e d u r e s d g e t  

s t a n d a r d i s e d  i n  a n  o v e r l y  m e c h a n i c a l  way. G o l d s m i t h  ( 1 9 7 2 )  i n .  

i d i o g r a p h i c  r e s e a r c h  i n d e p e n d e n t  o f  M a r c i a ' s  comes up  w i t h  

7- s i m i l a r  c o n s t r u c t s  b u t  p r o p o s e s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  a d d i t i o n ,  t h a t  
- - 

b f  ' i d e n t i t y  a p p r o p r i a t f o n l ,  i n  which t h e  a n x i e t y  o f  c r i s i s  i s  

h u r r i e d l y  r e s o l v e d  by ' l a t c h i n g  o n 1  t o  some c o n v e n i e n t  i d e n t i t y  

w i t h o u t  t h o r o u g h l y  work ing  t h i n g s  t h r o u g h .  The p o i n t  i n  g e n e r a l  

i s  t o  pay  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  i d e n t i t y  r e s o l u t i o n  p r o -  

c e s s e s . , r a t h e r  t h a n  t o  go i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  p r o p o s e d  by ~ ~ l l a t i n  

(1975) by b e i n g  more p r e c i s e  a b o u t  t h e  I d e g r e e l  o f  c r i s i s ' a n d  

commitment. The p r e s e n t  s t u d y  a t t e m p t s  t o  e x t e n d  t h i s  

q u a l i t a t i v e  a p p r o a c h .  
-1 , , 

_*This b r i e f  t h e o r e t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  i s  p r e s e n t e d -  b e c a u s e  
+F r 

4 f'F++-;-&air 
I@ t h e  im&Ttance o f  e m p h a s i s i n g  t h a t  t h e  psychodynamic 

. - . v  - 
p e r s p e c t i v e  i n  s p i t e  o f  a r i c h n e s s  o f  p o t e n t i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

t h a t  c a n  b e  c o n f u s i n g  a s  w e l l  a s  v e r y  h a r 8  t o  r e s e a r c h ,  can  a l s o  

be  p r e s e n t e d  i n  a  s i m p l i f i e d  scheme w h i c h  i s  s t r u c $ u r a l  i n  f a r m ,  
0 

b u t  ' s t r u c t u r a l 1  i n  a  manner u n i q u e  t o  t h i s  t r a d i t i o n .  The 
- 

Y 

- 

1 a n a l y s i s  i s  i n t r i n s i c a l l y  d i a l e c t i c a l  i n  form and d e s c r i b e s  t h e  

dynamics o f  e m o t i o n a l  a m b i v a l e n c e s  w i t h i n  a  p e r s o n ' s  w o r l d .  I n  * 
b 

t h i s  Kay i t  goes  beyond t h e  s o c i a l i s a t i o n  a n a l y s i s  which l a c k s  a 
6 

concep% o f  e m o t i o n a l  dynamics ,  and  i s  y e t  dds t$nc t  f rom t h e  
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character. By this he ,means firstly that the organism's 
i 

- 
cognitive system is self-regulating in such a way that adaptation 

is a basic tendency and so competent thought is intrinsically 

J motivated; and secondly this is not a one-sided process but a 

transactional one betkeen a lstimulatedleorganism and an 

, 'interpretedt environment. So knowledge is built interactively 

out of this relationship between the organism and its environ- 

ment. Thus - 'Thought transforms and transcends reality1 

(Piaget 1970, p.707). This process of adaptation works 

dialectically through the complementary operation of two 

principles: assimilation finterpret,ation in terms of existing 

cognitive structures) and-accommodation (modification of those 

structu3res in response to new material). Development is an 

interplay at every moment between continuity and transformation, 

governed by a principle of equilibration or integrated balance. 

The cognitive material undergoing development in this 

way is a set of fschemesl, transformations of experience, actions , 

performed on the ~ o r l d  by the organism, initially in an external 

motoric sense by the infant and later internally in increasingly 

complex cogni~ive operations. Atiany ontogenetic period these 

schemes are coordinated in related systems to form overall 

cognitive structures. Such structures define, according to 

Piaget, a set of developmental stages with the following 

properties: distinctive Gualitative differences in mode of 

functioning; arrangement in a universally invariant sequence; 

each functioning as ,a structured whole, an underlying form of 

tkought which operates across different situations; and each 

being a hierarchical 
. d 

integration of prevlous structures, dis- 

 placing them by reintegrating,their functions. Thus the develop- 



17 
mental theory consists of a series of distinct general 

structures arranged in a hierarchical sequence with an intrinsic 

logic. The theory makes a central distinctian between form and 

content - the abstract relational principles governing the 

processing of conceptual material, and the particular probJematic 
, 

material being worked with. 

This thumbnail sketch of Piagetian theory is offered 

as an introduction to the general form of cognitive structural 

theory and as background to its empirical implications for ego 

development. Piaget's efforts in his most influential work have 

been to demonstrate the empirical range and power of this 

conception and to conceive of the sequence in a way susceptible 

to formal representation. His theory takes on the appearance of 

a series of stages in the development of the capacity for logical 

thought, demonstrable in a variety of problem-solving situations 

, with phys.ical and conceptuZT materials. Some of his earlier 
, 

work focussed on areas which we are more accustomed to think of 
P 

as 'ego1 development, the child's conceptions of the soc-ial world, 

but the effects of his later structuralist thinking have been 

more important both in introducing a new perspective on develop- 

ment in all content areas,<and also in influencing a growing 

school of American researchera who are independently elaborating 

cognitive developmental theory with respect to sociallyn 

oriented areas ofcontent. The former direct influence will be 
- - - -  

addressed first. 

The structural transition with which we are concerned in 
_Ti 

+-? : - study is that hy?othesised by  Inhelder and Piaget (1958) to take - 
?- 

place in early to mid-adolescence from 'concrete operational' 



. schemes to the final stably equilibrated structure of 'formal 

operationst. At this new ievel the element? operated on hy the 

structure are no longer fpropertiesf' or trelations' but 

'propositionsf. The truth value of statements i p  thus freed from 

dependence on the evidence of experience and determined 
, 

logically from the truth of other related propositions; the 
'. 

system is deductive not inductive. 

'Possibility no longer appear's merely as. an 
extension of an empirical situation or of.actions 
actually performed. ,Instead if is -rkality that is now 
secondary to possibility1. A 

(Inhelder and Piaget, 1958, p.251) 

This 'possible' world is generated through the use of 
- >  I 

the complete 'combinatorial scheme'. Sixteen possible 

combinations of binary propositions can be genera<ed and used in 

thinking. This propositional thought is not available to the 

subject at the concrete operational level. 

Additionally a flexible unified structure of four 

transformations is developed - the I .N. R. C. group (Identity, 

Wegation, Reciprocal, Correlative), with those properties 

necessaxy to form an algebraic group. These new capacities 

pkrmit the attainment of novel concepts, such as proportion, 

probability, correlation, the co-ordination of two systems of 

reference, and so on. 
* i 

In the original viork nine experiments are designed to 

trace the development of these new capacities. Generally two 

substages are distinguished -in this transition: A - the develop- 

ment of and the combinatorial structure; and B - the 

and $he ability to function at the 

b abstract level, f e from direct experience. This research, 
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however ,  would b e  c o n s i d e r e d  e x p l o r a t o r y  and d e m o n s t r a t i v e  by 

c u r r e n t  s c i e n t i f i c  s t a n d a r d s .  Reviews ( ~ e i m a - r k  19751,  K e a t i n g ,  . 

1980) p o i n t  'to a  s u r p r i s i n g  p a u c i t y  o f  r e p l i c a t i o n s  c o n s i d e r i n g  

t h e  in f l ' uence  o f  t h i s  work. 
~. - >. - 

S e ~ r i o u s  m e t h o d ~ l o ~ ~ i c a l  ' d i f f i c u l t i e s  p l a g u e  t h i s  a s  a n  

a r e a  o f  r e s e a r c h .  The f i n d i n g  t h a t  i t  i s  r e l a t i v e l y  e a s y  t o  - 
o b t a i n  i n t k r r a t o r  r e l i a b i l i t y  i s  no . g u a r a n t e e  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  

un i fo rm c r i t e r i a  a c r o s s  i n v e s t i g a t o r s .  T h e r e  i s  a  g l a r i n g  

problem o f  g e n e r a l i s i n g  a c r o s s  t h e  p u b l i s h e d  r e s e a r c h ,  which 

d i f f e r s  i n  p o p u l a t i o n  s t u d i e d ,  p r o c e d u r e s ,  an'd r a t i n g  c r i t e r i ' a  

employed. T h e r e  i s  c l e a r  e v i d e n c e  o f  d i f f s r e n t i a l  t a s k  

d i f f i c u l t y  which  mean5 t h a t  t h e r e  i s  s i m p l y  no c r i t e r i a  f o r  

' a c h i e v i n g '  t h e  f o r m a l  l e v e l ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e r e  i s  a  c o n s i s t e n ?  * 

p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  be tween t h e  v a r i o u s  p o s s i b l e  measures .  
\ 

Neimark (1975) c o n c l u d e s :  ' I t  i s  d i f f i c u l t ,  t h e r e f o r e , t o  come 
', 

f o r t h  w i t h  a  f i r m  g e n e r a l i s a t i o n  ot-her t h a n  t h a t  a d o l e s c e n t  

t h o u g h t  d e v e l o p s  f rom b u t  i s  d i f f e r e n t  t h a n ,  c h i l d  t h o u g h t . '  

( p .  3 7 2 )  

I t  i s  a l s o  a p p a r e n t  i n  r e v i e w i n g  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  t h a t  

t h e  o r i g i n a l  a s s u m p t i o n  o f  t h e  Geneva g roup  t h a t  f o r m a l  

o p e r a t i o n s  were  u n i v e r s a l l y  a t t a i n e d  by normal  a d o l e s c e n t s  - 

between e l e v e n  and  f i f t e e n  y e a r s  h a s  n o t  b e e n  b o r n e  o u t .  Large  

numbers of  sub  j e c t s  , even amongst e .ducated members o f  t e c h n o -  

l o g i c a l l y  advanced n a t i o n s ,  f a i l  t o  pe r fo rm i n  t h e  e x p e c t e d  

Kay ( t h e  p e r c e n t a g e  v a r y i n g  w i d e l y  w i t h  popu.1ation and  t a s k ) .  -, 
-r-c5 

P i a g e t  (1972) h a s  a d m i t t e d  t h i s  a n d ,  i n  r e c o n s i d e r i n g ,  ha3  

o f f e r e d  s o  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  h i s  t h e o r y  i n  t h e  "is 
-. 

'-4 

l i g h t  o f  t h i s  ev idenc-e .  

One p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  t h a t  a l l  p e o p l e  a r e  c a p a b l e  o f  



20  
attaining the formal level, but ,some fail to receive sufficient 

'cognitive nourishment and intellectual stimulation' (Piaget, 

1972, p.8). Or perhaps individuals differ in aptitude to gn 

increasing degree with age, and some people are excluded from 

the highest levels in the more logical modes of thought. Piaget's 

preferred explanation is that people do all attain formal 

thinking, perhaps later than he first thought, say up to twenty 

years o but they use these structures in rather different 
a .  

I 

ways with respect to different experimental situations and 

materials by virtue of a specialisation in personal experience. 

Other authors have qufstioned the clear distinction 

between 'competence1 and 'performance1, and de-emphasise a 

formal-logical inteqredtion of structure. Pascuale-~eone (1969) 

and Neimark (1977) suggest that 'performance ' components such as 

cognitive style are intrinsic to theories of thinking and that 

methodological factors may have biased Piaget's results towards 

giving precedence to analytic modes of thoughp. The analytic 
\ 

view of cognition has been crit icised as misref5resenting mature 

thinking. Riegel (1973) and Arlin (l97S), for example, propose 

additional cognitive stagEs. 

Such s eculative proposals aside, it appears that the 8- 
evidence is currently confused and open to many interpretations. 

8 
It does seem clear thzit there are significant developments in 

b  ̂

the form of adolescent thinking, and that there are individual 

differences in the manner and results of this progression. This 
n 

means that the cognitive deu~lopmental perspective potentially 

takes on the character of a personality variable in a way not 

originally intended. For our purposes the major question is how 

such understanding as we have of these processes may be linked 



6 to a th ory of general ego development. 
2 1 

0 

Inhelder and Piaget (1958) speak briefly but provoca- 

tively about the relationship between the emergence of these new 

logical capacities and development in the social realm: 'The 

structural transformation is like a center- from which radiate 

the various more visible modifications which take place in 

adolescence' (p. 335). A of ideal- typical characteristics of 

adolescent personality develop ent are related to this 'core' by \ 
Piaget and his later elaborators (e.g.Elkind 1969 a, 1969 b ;  

Osterreith 1969). Such,characteristics as: .'orien$ation toward 

the future and preoccupation with a life plan, orientation 

toward ideology, criticism of established institutions, and 
d 

commitment to Uture changes, ehphasis on the internal life with 

its correlated romanticism, mysticism and individualism.' (Blasi 

and Hoeffel, 1974, p.345). @n the present study we condense 

these for operationalisation into three major components: 

future time perspective; social-ideological orientation; and 

introspectiveness). 

How are these new features of ex~eri'ence related to 

formal structures? The capacity to subordinate the real to the 

possible is essential to formal hypothetico-deductive thought. 

This constitutes an important freeing of thought from the 

constraints of what exists and has been experienced in one's 

socialisation. Hence one can project - or hypothesise - beyond 

the immediate both in terms of planning one'sown future life, . 

and also of considering things in an historical light and of 

gaining perspective on current social conditions by creating 

idealised possibilities. Idealisation in the romantic and 

spiritual sense are also frequently present in the adolescent's 
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t h o u g h t s  a b o u t  h i m s e l f  and  o t h e r s .  And t h i s  c a p a c i t y  t o  s e e  

o n e s e l f ,  t o  r e f l e c t ,  can  be  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  o t h e r  ma jo r  f e a t u r e  

o f  fo rmal  s t r u c t u r e s ,  t h e i r  p r o p o s i t i o n a l  c h a r a c t e r . w h i c h  

i n v o l v e s  a  k i n d  o f  t h l n k i n g  a b o u t  t h i n k i n g ,  a  r e f l e c t i v i t y .  

I f  t h e  c e n t r a l  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  l o g i c a l  s t r u e u r e  t o  

a d o l e s c e n t  e x p e r i e n c e  is  a c c e p t e d ,  t h e n  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  t h e  
i 
/ 

S m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  d i s c o v e r e d  n o n - u n i v e r s a l i t y  o f  f o r m a l  

o p e r a t i o n s  must be  a d d r e s s e d .  P e r h a p s  t h e  i d e a l - t y p i c a l  
/ - 

' a d o l e s c e n t  e x p e r i e n c e '  i s  n o t  u n i v e r s a l .  Kohlberg  and G i l l i g a n  

(1971) seem t o  s u p p o r t  t h i s  p o s i t i o n .  O r  p e r h a p s ,  a s  s u g g e s t e d  

above ,  o u r  a s s e s s m e n t  o f  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  u n d e r l y i n g  formal  

s t r u c t u r e s  i s  d e f i c i e n t .  

However t It i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p s  i n v o l v e d  h a s  n o t  gone u n c h a l l e n g e d .  B l a s i  and H o e f f e l  

(1974) q u e s t i o n  t h e  r e l e v a n c e  o f  P i a g e t ' s  t h e o r y  t o  s o c i a l  

c o g n i t i o n .  They s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h e # c o n c e p t s  o f  ' p o s s i b i l i t y 1  and 

' r e f l e c t i v i t y ' ,  a t  t h e  c o r e  of t h i s  view of  a d o l e s c e n t  t h i n k i n g ,  

have  d i f f e r e n t  meanings in t h e  sphere .  o f  s o c i a l  development  t h a n  

t h e y  do w i t h i n  t h e  s p e c i a l i s e d  c o n t e x t  o f  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  fo rmal  

o p e r a t i o n s .  To have a  s e n s e  o f  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  t h e y  c l a i m ,  i t  i s  a 

n o t  e s s e n t i a l  t o  have  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  a n a l y s e  t h e  i m p l i c i t  

s t r u c t u r e  o f  s i t u a t i o n s .  I t  i s  more i m p o r t a n t  t o  h a v e . e x p e r i e n c e  

o f  d i v e r s e  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s ,  t h e  c o n c r e t e  s e l f  knowledge 

a r i s i n g  from t h i s ,  and t h e  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  making r e a l  p e r s o n a l  

c h o i c e s .  ' R e f l e c t i v i t y 1  a s  u s e d  i n  r e g a r d  t o  f o r m a l  s t r u c t u r e s  

r e f e r s  t o  t h e  u s e  o f  f i r s t - d e g r e e  c o g n i t i v e  r e l a t i o n s  i n  second-  

d e g r e e  p r o p o s i t i o n s .  T h i s  i s  n o t  a t  a l l  t h e  same a s  t a k i n g  one ' s  

own t h o u g h t  p r o c e s s e s  a s  c o n t e n t  f o r  r e f r e c t i v e  t h i n k i n g ,  n o r  a s  

h a v i n g  a  new c o g n i t i v e  r e l a t i o n  t o  one 'sown s e l f - c o n c e p t i o n s .  



What i s  most s u r p r i s i n g  i s  t h e  t o t a l  l a c k  of  d i r e c t  
. ,,. . 

ev idence  bea r ing  on t h i s  r e l a t i o n  between formal  o p e r a t i o n s  and 
\ 

t h e s e  ' c o n t e n t '  a s p e c t s  o f  a d o l e s c e n t  p e r s o n a l i t y .  Th i s  s t udy  

add re s se s  i t s e l f  t o  t h a t ' q u e s t i o n .  So f a r  t h e  deba t e  has 
6 

remained t h e o r e t i c a l ,  b u t  B l a s i  and H o e f f e l ' s  arguments a r e  

powerful  ones.  They conclude t h a t  t h e  r e l e v a n t  c o g n i t i 3 e  

s t r u c t u r a l  t heo . r i e s  a r e  t h o s e  which a r e  concerned d i r e c t l y  w i t h ,  

t h e  development of  t h e  concept. of  t h e  s e l f  du r ing  t h i s  p e r i o d .  

An e a r l y  such t h e o r y  i s  Nixon 's  (1962) i d e a  of ' s e l f - c o g n i t i o n '  

a s  t h e  nove l  f e a t u r e  of  a d o l e s c e n t  exper ience .  Kohlberg and 

G i l l i g a n  ~(1971)  seem t o  base  t h e i r  i d e a s  o f  e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l  

development on a new r e l a t i o n s h i p  between s e l f  and world.  I n  f a c t  
*= 

a  whole t r a d i t i o n  o f  s o c i a l - c o g n i t i v e  developmental  t h e o r y  has  

emerged base$ on t h e  P i a g e t i a n  model. 

. S o c i a l  and Moral Development 0 

/- J 
I n  f a c t  a  growing number o f  r e s e a r c h e r s  heave been 

ex tend ing  and i n t e g r a t i n g  t h e s e  i n s i g h t s  w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  m . a t e ~ i a l s  
* I 

\\ . i n  d i f f e r e n t  c o n t e n t  domains - 'gui$ed n o t  by a  t h e o r y  b u t  by an  
'LP 

approach l a b e l l e d  cogn i t i ve -deve lopmen ta l t  (Kohlberg -- e t  a l .  19.77, 
e 

\ 

part page 1 ) .  Th is  l i t e r a t u r e  d e a l s  w i t h  s o c i a l  c o g n i t i o n ,  

echoing t h e  work o f  t h e  e a r l y  P-iaget  (e.g. ,1932) i n  s u b j e c t  

m a t t e r ,  bu t  i n t e g r a t i n g  some of  t h e  i n s i g h t s  o f  Baldwin (1879) 

on r o l e - t a k i n g  a s  t h e  b a s i s  o f  s o c i a l  development,  and employing 

t h e  c o n s t r u c t i v i s t  epis temology and t h e  s t r i c t  s t r u c t u r a l i s t  

formal ism of  P i a g e t ' s  l a t e r  work. 

Such t h e o r i e s  a t t emp t  t ap o u t  t h e  development o f  an cqs 
i n c r e a s i n g l y  e q u i l i b r a t e d  concep t ion  of  t h e  s o c l a l  world  i n  terms 



24 
of  a  s e t  o f  n a t u r a l i s t i c  s t a g e s  which meet t h e  c r i t e r i a  of  

q u a l i t a t i v e  d i f f e r e n c e ,  i n v a r i a n t  sequence ,  s t r u c t u r e d  wholeness  
, 

I . - 

and h i e r a r c h i c a l  i n t e g r a t i o n  (Kohlberg ,  1969) .  : ~ h ' a t  t h i s  w o r l d  

i s  a  l s o c i a l '  wor ld  i n v o l v k s  a  f u r t h e r  s e r i e s  o f  a s s u m p t i o n s ,  

based  on B a l d w i n ' s  i d e a s ,  beyond t h e  s t r i c t l y  P i a g e t i a n  

(Kohlberg e t  a l . ,  1977 ,  p a r t  1, p . 3 ) :  t h e  a f f e c t i v e  and c o g n i t i v e  -- 
rea lms a r e  n o t  d i s t i n c t ,  b u t  d i f f e r e n t  p e r s p e c ~ i v e s  on s t r u c t u r a l  

change;  t h e r e  i s  a  f u n d a m e n t a l - u n i t y  o f  p e r s o n a l i t y  o r g a n , i s a t i o n  

and development  c a l l e d  t h e  ego o r  s e l f ;  s o c i a l  c o g n i t i o n  

- i n v o l v e s  r o l e - t a k i n g ,  t h e  awareness  t h a t  t h e  o t h e r  i s  i n  some 

way l i k e  th'e s e l f ,  and t h a t  t h e  o t h e r  knows o r  i s  resp0ns iv .e  t o  

t h e  s e l f  i n  a  s y  tem o f  complementary e x p e c t a t i o n s ;  changes  i n  P * 

t h e  c o n c e p t i o n  o f  s e l f  and o f  t h e  wor ld  a r e  p a r a l l e l ;  e q u i l i -  

b r a t i o n  i n  development  l e a d s  towards  g r e a t e r  r e c i p r o c i t y  between 

t h e  s e l f ' s  a c t i o n s  and t h o s e  toward t h e  s e l f .  ,+- 

K o h l b e r g ' s  work i n  t h e  a r e a  of moral  r e a s o n i n g  (Kohl- 

b e r g  1959,  1969, 1 9 7 5 )  i s  t h e  b e s t  known a n d . m o s t  s u c c e s s f u l  o f  

t h i s  k i n d ,  b u t  s e v e r a l  o t h e r  a r e a s  have  been s t u d i e d  i n  s i m i l a r  

f a s h i q n :  f a i t h  (Fowle r ,  1 9 7 4 ) ,  d e f e n c e s  (Chand le r ,  1 9 7 8 ) ,  r o l e -  

t a  d ng (Selman, 1 9 7 1 ) ,  s e l f  and p e e r  r e l { t i o n s h i p s  (Selman and 

' ~ a c ~ u e t t e ~  1977 b)  , and s o  on .  ~ h ' e  r e l a t  o n s h i p s  amongst t h e s e  I 
schemes i s  c o n s i d e r e d  i n  a  l a t e r  s e c t i o n .  Here K o h l b e r g ' s  scheme, 

t h e  o n e . u s e d  i n  t h e  r e s e n t  s t u d y , i s  c o n s i d e r e d  i n  d e t a i l  ( s e e  

t a b l e  1).  

li T h i s  d e s g r i p t i v e  scheme and i t s  a s s o c i a t e d  ' c l i n i c a l '  
/ 

a s s e s s m e n t  m c t f o ~ o ~ ~  i n  t h e i r  p r e s e n t  form a r e  t h e  outcbme o f  

th-enty  y e a r s  of  work by Kohlberg and h i s  a s s o c i a t e s .  I t  i s  u s e f u l  

and i m p o r t a n t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d - t h e  n a t u r e  of t h i s  development  f o r  a 
4 
/ thorough  g r a s p  of  t h e  s t a t u s  o f  t h e i r  s t r u c t u r a l  c o n c e p t i o n  of 
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. -.. h 2 9  
o f  t h o u g h t  n o t  typT5:od v a l u e s .  T h e l o v e r a l l  e f f e c t  i s  t o  s h i f t  

' ' 

I 

t h e  s c o r i n g  o f  many responses :downwards .  . x 

R T h i s  i s  t h e  scheme employed i n  t h e  1972 ~ f s t r u c t u r a l  
-4 

i s su .e  r a t i n g t  manual ,  b u t  t h i s  g l o b a J  r a t i n g  f o r m a t  was 

i n s u f f i c i ' e n t l y  r e l i a b l e  and h a s  been  d e v e l o p e d  i n t o  t h e  c u r r e n t  

' s t a n d a r d  form s c o r i n g '  x i t h  t h e  i n t e n t i o n  o f  s t r e n g t h e n i n g  i t s  

p s y c h o m e t r i c  p r o p e r t i e s  (Kohlberg  e t  a l . ,  1 9 7 7 ) .  T h i s  f 0 r m a t . i ~  -- 

r e g a r d e d  by t h e  Kohlberg  g r o u p  as  t h e  f i n a l  fo rm,  t h e  outcome o f  

t h e i r  r e s e a r c h  program (Koh lbe rg ,  p e r s o n a l  communica t ion ) .  

The v a l i d i t y  o f  t h e  mora l  development  scheme i s  s t i l l ,  

t o  some e x t e n t ,  a n  open q u e s t i o n  g h e n  i t s  a s  y e t  i n c o m p l e t e  

q u a l i t y .  A h i g h l y  c r i t i c a l  r ev iew by K u r t i n e s  and  G r i e f  (1974) 

p r o v e s  t o  b e  F a t h e r  s p u r i o u s ; t h e y  a c c u r a t e l y  p o i n t  t o  
# 

d e f i c i e n c i e s  i n  t h e  e a r l y  s c o r i n g  f o r m a t s  and i n  K o h l b e r g ' s  

p u b l i c a t i o n  p r a c t i c e s  b u t  m i s r e p r e s e n t e v i d e n c e  on t h e  p r e s e n t  

s t a t u s  o f  t h e  scheme. -A prob lem i n  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  e v i d e n c e  i s  

t h a t  w i t h  t h e  r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  scheme e a r l i e r  v a l i d i t y  work on 
* 
t h e  meaning o f  t h e  s t a g e s  i s  compromised. Reviews by Broughton  

+ 

f 1 3 7 5 )  and Gibbs (1971) p o i n t  t o  a  s t r o n g l y  f a v o u r a b l e  b a l a n c e  
/ 

o f  s t u d i e s  ~ q h i c h  p r o v i d e  e v i d e n c e  on r e l e v a n t  s t r u c t u r a l  

c r i t e r i a .  t 

The de i re lopmenta l  S e q u e n t i a l i t y  o f  t h e  s t a g e  scheme 

u l t i m a t e l y  depends  on l o n g  t e rm l o n g i t u d i n a l  d a t a .  K o h l b e r g s i s  

f z l l o u i n g  up  h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n  s u b j e c t s  o v e r  t \$renty  years; t h e s e  

?-:a have not yet been p u b l i s h e d  b u t  are  r e p o r t e d  t o  b e  s u q p o r t i v e  

5 t h e  t h e o r y  30 f a r  f s s e  Ero\in and H e r n t e i n ,  1975 ,  pp .  315-318).  

- - ? s a l t s  o f  e x p e r i x e n t a l  i n t e r v e n t i o n s  d e s i g n e d  t o  e f f e c t  s m a l l  

- qtzge ~ 5 a n g e s  have  f s z n d  r e s u l t s  c o n s i s t e n t  ~ - ; i t h  a  h i e r a r c h i c a l  

- . - q - ~ e z z z  'Tsriel 135.. - - , X e s t ,  T u r i e l ,  and Kohlbe'rg 1969 ;  Keasey,  



1973 ;  T r a c e y  9nd C r o s s ,  1973 ;  'Arbut'hnot, '  1 9 7 5 ) .  S i m i l a r l y ; -  

e d u c a t i o n a l  d i s c u s s i o n  g r o u p s  have  p roduced  t h e  p r e d i c t e d  

n  o f  changes  ( B l a t t  and  Koh lbe rg ,  1975 ;  Hickey ,  1972;  

s t , 1 9 7 4 ) .  R e g a r d i n g  t h e  c r o s s - c u l t u r a l  u n i v e r s a l i t y  

o f  t h e y c h e m e ,  Simpson ( 1 9 7 4 ) ,  a l t h o u g h  c r i t i c a l  o f  a s p e c t s  o f  
4 

t h e  t h e o r y  a d m i t s  t h a t  t h e '  r e s e a r c h  i s  ' s u g g e s t i v e '  ; and 

Edwards (1975) and  White  (1975) o b t a i n  c o n s i s  t e n t  - r e s u l t s  i n  

a d d i t i o n  t o  K o h l b e r g f s  (1969) own work. The ' s t r u c t u r e d  whole-  

n e s s '  s t a g e s  h a s  b e e n  improved t h e  new s c o r i n g  scheme,  and  

Kohlberg  e t  a l .  (.1977) r e p o r t  t h a t  75% o f  most s u b j e c t s f  
td 

-- 
r e s p o n s e s  a r e  t h e i r  'modal s t a g e .  O l d e r  T u r i e l  

( 1 9 6 9 )  found t h a t  modal s t a g e s  c o u l d  g . e n e r a l l y  b e  i d e n t i f i e d  
T 

even a t  p e r i o d s  o f  r a p i d  deve lopment .  R e s t ' s  (1973) '  d a t a  on 

comprehens ion  and p r e f e r e n c e  f o r  s t a t e m e n t s  d i f f e r e n t  

s t a g e s  i s  s u p p o r t i v e  o f  t h e  t h e o r y ' s  c l a i m s  a b o u t  ' h i e r a r c h i c a l  -;--- 
I\ 

i n t e g r a t i o n f  o f  s t r u c t u r e s .  N o n - ' s t r u c t u r a l '  e v i d e n c e  r e g a r d i n g  

t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  mora l  l e v e l  t o  r e a l - w o r l d  c h o i c e  a n d  a c t i o n ,  

a l t h o u g h  p e r t a i n i n g  m o s t l y  t o  e a r l i e r  v e r s i o n s - , o f  t h e  scheme,  i s  

a l s o  s u g g e s t i v e  o f  f u r t h e r  s u p p o r t  (Milgram, 1974 ,  p .205 ;  Krebs ,  

1 9 6 7 ;  Krebs and Rosenwald,  1977 ;  Haan e t  a l . ,  1 9 6 8 ) .  -- 
T h i s  a r r a ;  o f  e v i d e n c e ,  however ,  a p p l i e s  c h i e f l y  t o  

t h e  f i r s t  f o u r  s t a g e s  i n  K o h l b e r g ' s  s i x  s t a g e  scheme. One 

i m p o r t a n t  advance  o f  t h e  t h e o r y  o v e r  t h e  e a r l i e r  P i a g e t i a n  

r e s e a r c h  was t h e  apparent d i s c o v e r y  o f  an a d d i t i o n a l  f u r t h e r  

m a j o r  t r a n s i t i o n  i n  mora l  development  d u r i n g  a d o l e s c e n c e .  T h i s  

i s  t h e  per - iod  w i t h  which we a r e  conce rned  i n  o u r  s t u d y ;  i t  i s  

a l s o  t h e  p o i n t  a t  which K o h l b e r g ' s  work h a s  b e e n  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  

g r e a t e s t  c o n t r o v e r s y  and  h i s  t h i n k i n g  undergone  t h e  g r e a t e s t  

r e v i s i o n .  
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and s o c i a l  o r d e r  ( 4 ) ;  s o c i a l  c o n t r a c t  a s  a  b a s ? s  f o r  human , 

r i g h t s  ( 5 )  ; and f u n d a m e n t a l  u n i v e r s a l  p r i n c i p l e s  o f j  j u s t i c e  ( 6 ) .  

Each o f  t h e s e  were  t o  b e  found  i n  h i g h  s c h o o l  p o p u l a t i o n s ,  and* 

t h e y  were  c o n c e p t u a l l y  e x t r a p o l a t e d  f rom t h i s  a  

c r u c i a l  l o n g i t u d i n a l  v a l i d i t y  s t u d y  (Koh lbe rg  a  
,---7 

uncovered  a  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  anomolous r e g r e s s i o n  c o l l e g e  a g e  

s u b j e c t s  who had  b e e n  s t a g e  4 ,  5  o r  6 i n  h i g h  s 

a p p a r e n t l y  r e v e r t e d  t o  a  s t a g e  2 mode o f  e g o i s t  

which  $hey a s s e - r t e d  t h e  ne& o f  e v e r y o n e  t o  ' d o  t h e i r  own 

' t h i n g ' . .  L a t e r  t e s t - i n g s h o w e d  e a c h  o f  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  t o  have  

r e t u r n e d  t o  a n  o v e r a l l  h i g h e r  l e v e l  o f  r e a s o n i n g  s h o r t l y  a f t e r  

t h e y  had l e f t  c o l l e g e . .  T h e s e t r e s u l t s  were  i n t e r p r e t e d  ai, a  
* 

s t r u c t u r a l  r e g r e s s i o n  i n  t h e  s e r v i c e  o f  a  f u n c t i o n a l  advance .  

These  young p e o p l e  were  aware  o f  advanced h o r a l  p r i n c i p l e s ,  b u t  

- l a c k e d  a  p e r s o n a l  commitment t o  employing  them i n  wal a 

,* - 

$ s i t u a t i o n s  o f  p e r s o n a l  c h o i c e  and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  The r e g r e s s i o n  
'* 
a- 

a l l o w e d  a  s t a b i l i s a t i o n  o f  t h e  mora l  s t r u c t u r e s ,  b u t  more 

i m p o r t a n t l y  gave  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  f o r  ' e g o  d e v e l o p m e n t t  i n  a 

t f u n c t i o n a l t  E r i k s o n i a n  s e n s e .  r .  

-t; 

T h i s  1969 i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  p r o v i d e s  no e v i d e n c e  o f  

u n i q u e l y  a d u l t  mora l  deve lopment ;  a l l  t h e  l e v e l s  -of  t h i n k i n g  a r e  

p o t e n t i a l l y , a v a i l a b l e  from' e a r l y  a d o l e s c e n c e .  The r e t r o g r e s s i o n  . . - 
however seemed t o  b e  a t - v a r i a n c e  w i t h  t h e  s t r i c t  f o r m a l  r e q u i r e -  

ments  of s t r u c t u r a l i s t  s t a g e  t h e o r y .  T u r i e l  (1973) p o i n t e d  o u t  

t h a t  t h e  d i s e q u i l i b r i u m  o f  t r a n s i t i o n  i s  d i f f e r e n t  f rom t h e  

d i s o r g a n i s a t i o n  o f  r e g r e s s i o n ,  and from t h i s  i d e a  came a n  i n t e r -  

p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h i s  c o l l e g e  age  t h i n k i n g  as ' s t a g e  4 t t ,  a  

" c o m b i n a t i o n  of  r e l a t i v i s m , a n d  e t h i c a l  egoism which  i d e n t i f i e s  
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m o r a l i t y  a s  s t a g e  4  t h o u g h t  and  q u e s t i o n s  i t s  v a l i d i t y .  T h i s  

t r a n s i t i o n  i s  a  r o u t e  t o  fo rming  what i s  n o w - s e e n  a s  a  new a d u l t  

p h a s e  o f  deve lopment ,  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  p r i n c i p l e d  modes o f  

t h i n k i n g  u n a v a i l a b l e  i n  a d o l e s c e n c e  (Koh lbe rg ,  1 9 7 3 ) .  

I t  s h o u l d  be  c l e a r  t h a t  t h i s  demands a  r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  

s c o r i n g  scheme,  t o  a  d e g r e e  t h a t  c a n n o t  be  l i g h t l y  g l o s s e d  o v e r .  

I n  t h i s  view none o f  t h e  l o n g i t u d i n a l  s u b j e c t s  d i s p l a y e d  t r u e  

s t a g e  5 t h o u g h t  u n d e r  t w e n t y  t h r e e  y e a r s ,  and n o n e b a v e  r e a c h e d  

s t a g e  6 .  I n  f a c t ,  s t a g e  6 i s  no l o h g e r  s c o r e d  i n  t h e  c u r r e n t  

manual .  These  p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  s t a g e s  a r e  a  development  

c u s t o m a r i l y  o c c u r r i n g  i n  t h e  mid and l a t e  t w e n t i e s ,  n o t  i n  

a d o l e s c e n c e .  The s c o r i n g  s i t u a t i o n ,  however ,  seems complex t o  

t h e  p o i n t  o f  c o n f u s i o n .  Some f i n e  d i s t i n c t i o n s  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  
A- 

(Koh lbe rg  e t  a l . ,  1 9 7 7 ,  p a r t  1, pp.26-27)  b u t  a r e  n o t  s c o r e d  a s  -- e 

_ s u c k .  ' 4 5 '  a p p a r e n t l y  shows up a s  a n  anomalous s c a t t e r i n g  o f  

s t a g e  s c o r e s  and i s  s c o r e d  f rom s u b s i d i a r y  ' m e t a - e t h i c a l '  

q u e s t i o n s .  Not e v e r y o n e  p a s s e s  t h r o u g h  t h i s  p h a s e  and  t h e  

d e v e l o p m e n t a l  s i t u a t i o n  i s  a t  b e s t  u n c l e a r .  

I t  i s  a p p a r e n t  t h a t  t h e  e v i d e n t i a l  b a s e  o f  t h e  p o s t -  

c o n v e n t i o n a l  s t a g e s  h a s  a l t e r e d  r a d i c a l l y ,  w h i l e  t h e  s t a g e s  have  

m a i n t a i n e d  a  semblance  o f  c o n t i n u i t y .  T h i s  r a i s e s  t h e  s u s p i c i o n  

o f  i d e o l o g i c a l  p r e f e r e n c e  o v e r r i d i n g  e m p i r i c a l  i n d u c t i o n  and  

K o h l b e r g ' s  c o n c e p t  o f  t h e  mora l  r e a l m  (Koh lbe rg ,  1971) h a s  been  

s u b j e c t  t o  s u c h  c r i t i c i s m  from v a r i o u s  s t a n d p o i n t s ,  a s  b e i n g  

b i a s e d  c u l t u r a l l y  (Simpson,  1 9 7 4 ) ,  s e x u a l l y  ( G i l l i g a n ,  1977)  

and  p o l i t i c a l l y  ( S u l l i v a n ,  1 9 7 7 ) .  

The a r e a  seems p o t e n t i a l l y  open t o  d i f f e r e n t  i n t e r -  

p r e t a t i o n s  which migh t  b e  o f  g r e a t e r  g e n e r a l i t y  and g i v e  o r d e r  

t o  t h e s e  c o n f u s i o n s .  For  i n s t a n c e ,  Gibbs (1977) e s s e n t i a l l y  



proposes discarding the' attempt to produce a naturalis tic devel- 

opmental hierarchy& beyond the conventional level; post- 

conventional thought is Idisembedding oneself from an implicit 

world viewf (p.10) which involves reflective formalisation not 

structural change. Gilligan and Murphy (1977) elaborate the 

+ developmental cdnception, suggesting two levels 03 relativism, 

1 a rebellious adolescent form and a mature post-conventional 

form based on the contextuality of knowledge and personal choice. 
- 

It is clear at least that the development of social 

cognition in young adults is not as clear cut as the earlier 

Kohlberg. scheme made out. Essential-elements in the experience 
1 

of this age group which are consistently given importance by 

both Kohlberg and his sympathetic critics are reflection and 

personal commitment. These concepts create a link to the wider 

domain of 'ego developmentf, both in Erikson's sense and that of 
- 

a structuralist tradition related to Kohlberg's but broader in - 

* 
conception, that of Loevinger. 

Ego Development (Loevinger) 

The work of Loevinger (1966, 1976) *explicitly 

represents a synthesis of a tradition of theory wider ranging ----. 
than does ~ o h l b e r ~ l s ,  encompassing Adler (1956), Sullivan ( 1 9 5 3 ) ,  

/ 
- and the ego psydoanalysts. The range of content encompassed is 

t 

- 

consecquently broader and the theoretical specification rather 

looser, but the material is reinterpreted in similar cognitive 

structural terms, refining earlier related attempts by Harvey, 

Hunt and Schroeder ( 1 9 6 1 ) ,  Isaacs (1956), Peck and Havighurst 

(1960), Sullivan, Grant, and Grant (1957). These theories focus 
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on  t h e . i n d i v i d u a l f s  o v e r a l l  f rame o f  r e f e r e n c e  and t h e  

i n t e g r a t i v e  p r o c e s s e s  u s e d  t o  i n t e r p r e t  t h e  s e l f ,  t h e  s o c i a l  

w o r l d  and i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s .  Each p o s i t s  an  a b s t r a c t  

cont inuum o f  i n c r e a s i n g l y  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  frameworks o f  meanlng.  

T h i s  i s  a  c o n c e p t i o n  s o  b r o a d  and  s o  a b s t r a c t  t h a t  i t  

i s  n o t  r e a d i l y  a p p r e c i a t e d  i n  a  g e n e r a l - d e f i n i t i o n .  L o e v i n g e r  

(1966) p r e f e r 2  a  ' p o i n t i n g  d e f i n i t i o n 1  o f  what ' e g o  d e v e l o p m e n t '  

r e f e r s  t o ,  t h r o u g h  a n  o u t l i n e  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  h e r  s t a g e  model 

( s e e  t a b l e  3 ) .  T h e s e  l e v e l s  o f  development  a r e  ' m i l e s t o n e s ' ,  

emergent  a b i l i t i e s  and  changes  i n  f o c u s ,  on an  u n d e r l y i n g  

cont inuum.  The t h e o r y  i s  l e s s  f o r m a l i s t i c  and  l a c k s  t h e  s t r i c t l y  

l o g i c a l  s u b o f d i n a t i o n  be tween s t a g e s  found in c o g n i t i v e  d e v e l o p -  
\ 

menqtal t h e o r i k  a p p l y i n g  t o  l i m i t e d  c o n t e n t  domains .  

X e n t t a l  t o  t h i s  e f f o r t  t o  i n t e g r a t e  a  r e s e a r c h  

t r a d i t i o n  h a s  b e e n  t h e  d e r i v a t i o n  o f  a  measurement i n s t r u m e n t .  

A s e n t e n c e  c o m p l e t i o n  methodology was s e l e c t e d  and t h e  t e s t ,  i t s  

- s c o r i n g  manual ,  and  t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  scheme i t s e l f  have '  undergone  

a p r o c e s s  of  i t e r a t i v e  development  and r e f i n e m e n t  ( L o e v i n g e r  and  

W e s s l e r ,  1 9 7 0 ) .  C o n s e q u e n t l y  t h e  p s y c h o m e t r i c  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  t h i s  

methodology have  r e c e i v e d  c a r e f u l  s t u d y  and a t t e n t i o n  i n  a  way 

which t h e  Kohlberg  p r o c e d u r e s  have n o t  u n t i l  r e c e n t l y .  

T h e r e  i s  none o f  t h e  c o n f u s i o n  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  

meaning and  c o m p a r a b i l i t y  of  s t u d i e s  o f  mora l  deve lopment ,  b u t  

t h e  number of  t e s t s  o f  t h e  v a l i d i t y  o f  L o e v i n g e r l s  work i s  

r e l a t i v e l y  sma l l .  Those  which  e x i s t  a r e  on b a l a n c e  f a v o u r a b l e  

and p r o m i s i n g  ( s e e  H a u s e r 1 s  (1976) r e v i e w ) .  T h e r e  i7s a  ma jo r  

d i f f e r e n c e  i n  f o c u s  be tween t h e  Loev inge r  and Kohlberg  a p p r o a c h e s .  - 
The l a t t e r ,  more s t r i c t l y  P i a g e t i a n ,  i s  conce rned  p r i m a r i l y  w i t h  

t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  t h e o r y ,  and  v a l i d i t y  i s  p i n n e d  
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to these - stage and sequence as Kohlberg (1969) calls them. 

While &hese, same structural-developmental characteristics are 

also inherent in Loevingerls theory she intends it primarily as' 

a characterology. Knowing that people may progress at different 

rates and halt anywhere along the line of development, it may 
1 

be understood as a' continuum of individual differences. 

Validity work has concentrated on this way of looking 

at the scheme. It appears that those studies which have tended 
7 -  

to look for gross-overall relationships to other 

variables have produced confused and ambiguous 

example, Cox (1974) examined children's helping behaviour pre- 

dicting an increase with ego development; and Haan et al. (1973) 
7- 

studied psychiatric 'ego processT variables in 'hippies1. 

Findings of both studies were inconclusive. However studies which 

have made stage relevant predictions on a theoretically derived 

basis have been more successful. Blasi (1972) demonstrated 

developmental differences in the mode of responsibility taking 
- 

in role plays. Hoppe (1972) predicted and found a non-monotonic , 
"L 

relationship with conformity behaviour. 

This individual differences approach can be the source 

of a significant new viewpoint on age specific developmental 

questions. Loevinger refuses to give age norms for the transitions 

in her scheme. Thus the ideal typical characteristics of a 

developmental period are not identified with   articular ego 
developmental stages or transitions as they are to some extent 

for Koh1bd;g. One may consider instead the possibility of 

different forms of age-typical experi%ce and multiple develop- 

mental patterns on the basis of this individual differdncg con- 

ception of ego development. 
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There  i s  n o t  a  l o t  o f  r e s e a r c h  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h i s  

a p p r o a c h ,  however.  G o l d b e r g e r  (1975) i s  f o l l o w i n g  t h e  a d j u s t m e n t  
_J 

and r e a c t i o n  t o  e x t r a c u r r i c u l a r  l i f e  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and  i s  

r e p o r t e d  t o  f i n d  d i f f e r e n c e s  bgsed  on ego deve lopment .  An e a r l y  

p a p e r  by C r o s s  (19'67) u s e s  t h e  Harvey ,  Hunt ,  and  S c h r o e d e r  (1961) 

9 model t o  p o s t u l a t e  t h e  p r o b a b l e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of  e x p e r i e n c e  

and  b e h a v i o u r  i n  e a r l y  a d o l e s c e n c e  w i t h  d i f f e r i n g  l e v e l s  o f  

s t r u c t u r a l  development  and  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  d i f f e r e n t  h e l p i n g  , 

e n v i r o n m e n t s  a r e  n e c e s s a r y  a t  d i f f e r e n t  s t a g e s .  J o s s e l s o n  e t  a l .  -- 

(1675) i n  a  p h e n ~ m k n o l o ~ i c a l  s t u d y  o f  a d o l e s c e n t s  a t  h i g h  and 

low l e v e l s  on G r e e n b e r g e r  e t  a l . ' s  (1975) q u a s i - s t r u c t u r a l  s c a l e  
-7 

of p s y c h o s o c i a l  m a t u r i t y ,  f i n d  i n c r e a s e s  i n  i m p u l s e  c o n t r o l  and 

s e l f - e s t e e m ,  and g a i n s  i n  autonomy a t  h i g h e r  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  
4 1.* 

l e v e l s .  T h i s  i d e a  o f  an i n d i v i d u a l  d i f f e r e n c e  model d e r i v e d  from 

deve lopmenta l  t h e o r y  t h e n  r e a p p l i e d  t o  a  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  p e r i o d  i s  
\ 

c e n t r a l  t o  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y .  

A f u r t h e r  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  L o e v i n g e r ' s  

scheme t o  c o l l e g e  a g e  s u b j e c t s  i s  i t s  r e p o r t e d  modera te  
- 

c o r r e l a t i o n  ( F a r r e l ,  1974) w i t h  an  i n t e r v i e w  d e r i v e d  scheme o f  

development  i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r + l  t r a d i t i o n  by P e r r y  ( 1 9 6 9 ) .  P e r r y ' s  
9 

i s  a  b r i l l i a n t  and p r o v o c a t i v e  a t t e m p t  t o  s y s t e m a t i s e  t h e  

e x p e r i e n c e  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  i n  t e r m s  o f  a  p r o g r e s s i o n  o f  

s t r u c t u r e s  ( s e e  Appendix C ) .  

U n l i k e  most s t r u c t u r a l  schemes P e r r y  i n c l u d e s  t h e  

i n f l u e n c e  and o p e r a t i o n  o f  more psycho-dynamica l ly  b a s e d  f a c t o r s :  

t h e  e f f e c t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s '  t e n d e n c y  t o  be  i n  a d h e r e n c e  o r  

o p p o s i t i o n  t o  a u t h o r i t y  and  s o u r c e s  o f  knowledge ; t i e  d i f f i c u l t y  
\ .  

'6 

and c o n f u s i o n  which r e s u l t s  f rom f a c i n g  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  

impl i ed  by t h e  m u l t i p l i c & y  o f  v i e w p o i n t s  and  t h e  r e l a t i v i t y  o f  
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v a l u e s ;  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  employihg d e f e n s i v e  t a c t i c s  by 1 

* .  - - 
! r e t r e a t i n g f  t o  e a r l i e r  more s e c u r e  s t a g e s ,  o r  ' e scap2ngf  by , 

denying t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  growth of i n t e r m e d i a t e  p o s i t i o n s .  ' 

L i t t l e  f u r t h e r  r e s e a r c h  has  a t t empted  t o  v a l i d a t e  thi: scheme, 

b u t  i t s  r i c h n e s s  o f  c '2 inceptual isa t ion i s  a  sour-ce o f  i d e a s  drawn 

@upon i n  a n a l y s i n g  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  d a t a  i n  t h e  presen;  s t udy .  I t  

e x p l i c i t l y  r a i s e s  t h e  i s s u e  of  t h e  i n t e r r e l a t i o n  o f  t h e s e  

d i f f e r i n g  f a c e t s  o f  t h e  p roces s  o f  ego development.  

t 
Ego'Development: I n t e g r a t i v e  P e r s p e c t i v e s  

I t  would be u n f o r t u n a t e  i f  t h e  meaning of  t h e  term ego 

development were a s s i m i l a t e d  t o  Loevinger ' s  p a r t i c u l a r  t heo ry .  

Her gene ra l  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  t h e  f i e l d  can be accep ted  b u t ' h e r  . '  
\ 

f p a r t i c u l a r  scheme o f  s t a g e s  cons ide red  t o  be j u s t  one ,  on t ende r  

f o r  how b e s t  t o  o rgan i5e  i t  c o n c e p t u a l l y .  As sugges t ed  e a r l i e r  

i n  t h i s  chapger ,  t h e  ' ego1  i s  b e s t  l e f t  a s  a  b road  encompassing 

ca t ego ry .  A t heo ry  of ego development, t h e n ,  examines t h e  

o r g a n i s a t i o n  and o n t o g e n e t i c  p a t t e r n i n g  of peoples '  modes of  

unde r s t and ing  themselves  and t h e i r  world .  I t  o u t l i n e s  t h e  p roces s  

of i n t e g r a t i n g  expe r i ence  i n  meaningful  ways t o  c r e a t e  coheren t  

frames of r e f e r e n c e ,  and how such frames a r e  used t o  s t r u c t u r e  - 

new expe r i ence .  

A l l  t h e  t h e o r i e s  which we have d e s c r i b e d  s o  f a r  a r e  

ego developmental  i n  t h i s  s ense .  But how do t h e y  r e l a t e  t o  each 

o t h e r ?  Does one t heo ry  i n c l u d e  a l l  t h e  o t h e r s ,  o r  must t hey  be 

pu t  t o g e t h e r  t o  form a  complete  p i c t u r e ?  Do they  d e a l  w i t h  
I 

d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c t s  of  development? Are t hey  b a s i c a l l y  s i m i l a r ,  o r  

do t hey  c l e a r l y  d i f f e r  on t h e  f a c t s  a t  some p o i n t s ?  The p r e s e n t  



- 
a $9 I - * 

' 4 -  
" .  

.. f l  . . . - s t u d y  . i s  concerned $0 i n v e s t i g a t e  such quest i .ons  a s  t h e s e  
* ,  

, a. 

sect is rCexarnines  t h e  range  of  answers which have been g iven  t o  

1 < .  them, i n  o r d e r  t o  g e n e r a t e  a  framework f o r  e m p i r i c a l  i n v e s t i -  - 
g a t i o n .  , P 

f lr 

For Kohlberg e t  a l .  (1977) the theory of moral -- 
now seen  a s  one p a r t  of  ty wider con tex t  '-ego deve lopment ' :  

'There  i s  a  fundamental  u n i t y  o f  p e r s o n a l i t y  
. o r g a n i s a t i o n  and development termed ego,  o r  t h e  s e l f .  

While t h e r e  a r e  v a r i o u s  s t r a n d s  of s ial development 
(psychosexual  development, moral dev opment e t c . )  
t h e s e  s t r a n d s  a r e  u n i t e d - b y  t h e i r  co on reference t o  
a  s i n g l e  concept  of  s e l f  i n  a  s i n g l e  ocial world, 
S o c i a l  development,  i n  essence ,  i s  t restructu&ng 
o f s h e  1 )  concept  o f  s e l f ,  2) i n  i t s  e l a t i o n s h i p  to  
concep ts  o f  o t h e r  peop le ,  3) conce iv  as be ing  in a '4 

common s o c i a l  world  w i t h  s o c i a l  s t a n d a r d s . '  
4. 

' ( p a r t  1 ,  p .  2). 

The e s sence  of  s o c i a l  development, i t  i s  c la imed ,  i s  
d 

'r 
U 

' r o l e  t a k i n g t .  But t h i s  o v e r a l l  u n i t y  i s  t o  be thought  o f  a s  
r 

composed of v a r i o u s  ' s t r a n d s 1  of  development, each s t r a n d  be ing  4 

d e f i n e d  by some domain of  c o n t e x t .  'Ego development1 can be 

schemat l sed  a s  a  m a t r i x :  s t r u c t u r e d  s t a g e s  c r o s s e d  w i th  ' s t r a n d s 1  
I 

o r  c o n t e n t  domains. 

Th is  approach stems from t h e  ~ i g o ~ o u s l y  s t r u c t u r a l  

approach of t h e  t h e o r i s t s  who fo l l ow  P i a g e t  c l o s e l y .  I n  o r d e r  t o  

d e f i n e  s t a g e s  i n  a  p r o g r e s s i o n  t h a t  has an  i n h e r e n t  l o g i c  which 

can be s t a t e d  f o r m a l l y ,  b u t  can s t i l l  be s p e c i f i c  enough 

r e c o g n i s a b l e  - e m p i r i c a l l y ,  i t  Jxcomes neces sa ry  t o  r e s t r i c t  t h e  
I 

dornain pf a p p l i c a t i o n ' o f  t h e  t h ~ o r y .  So t h i s  g e n e r a l  scheme of 

ego developin'ent can be s een  a s  a  consequence o f  a  p a r t i c u l a r  

t h e o r e t i c a l  p r e d i s p o s i t i o n .  I t  may o r  may n o t  prove t o  be 

e m p i r i c a l l y  t h e  most u s e f u l .  
I 

- *  
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The q u e s t i o n  t h a t  .is r a i s e d  by t h i s  s t r e a m s - s t a g e  

I 

m a t r i x  - theory* i s , w h a t  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  o b t a i n  between c e l l s .  Are 

t h e r e  some p r i n c i p l e s  o f  o r d e r i n g  w i t h i n  t h e - m a t r i x ?  The working 

answer o f  t h e  Kohlberg group (C.g. Kohlberg, 1 q 5 J  i s  t h a t  
- rr 

a 
+ w <..a , 

c e r t a i n  r u l e s  o f  l o g i c a l  i m p l i c a t i o n  seem 't$ be o p e r a t i v e .  S t ages  - * 

cor respond  t o - e a c h  o t h e r  a c r o s s  domains i n  terms o f  b a s i c  

s t r u c t u r e ,  b u t  some domains a r e  i n  a  s e n s e  more fundamental  t h a n  . 
o t h e r s ' a n d  c . o n s t i t u t e  n e c e s s a r y  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  p r e - c o n d i t i o n s  

f o r  development i n  o t h e r  domains. So i t  i$ between l o g i c a l  

development and s o c i a l  p e r s p e c t i v e - t a k i n g ,  and between perspec-  

t i v e  t a k i n g  and moral-judgement ( s e e  t a b l e  3 ) .  I n  each c a s e  t h e  

c a p a b i l i t i e s  o f  one domain seem t o  be r e q u i r e d  by t h e  o t h e r  b u t  

t h e r e  a r e  f u r t h e r  e lements  of  expe r i ence  and j u d g e m e n t 9  

complexi ty  i n v o l v e d . .  

Th i s  i s  i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  P i a g e t l s  o r i g i n a l  p o s i t i o n ,  

d e s c r i b e d  above,  which a s s e r t s  t h e  ' f u n c t i o n a l  u n i t y '  of  a l l  
$ 

! 
a s p e c t s  of  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  development a c r o s s  a  r ange  o f  

d i f f e r e n t  domains ( P i a g e t  and I n h e l d e r  1969) .  D i f f e r e n c e s  may 
/ - 

e x i s t  between domains b u t  t h i s  wou1)d be t h e  developmental  

consequences .of s p e c i a l i s e q  expe r i ence  w i t h  p a r t i c u l a r  c o n t e n t  

a r e a s .  That  i s ,  t h e r e  may be sx-ne- ' h o r i z o n t a l  d k a l a g e t  between 

d i f f e r e n t - d o m a i n s  o r ' a c r o s s '  p a r t i c u l a r  t a s k s  b u t  no g e n e r a l  
1 

t h e o r y  o f  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  such ' r e s i s t a n c e s '  o f  m a t e r i a l s  t o  

s t r u c t u r a l  development should  be p o s s i b l e  ( P i a g e t ,  1972) .  
- - 

The a t t e n t i o n  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  i s  i n  t h e  r e l a t i o n -  
- - -- 

s h i p  between t h e  domains o f  l o g i c a l  development and moral 
. C- 

r ea son ing .  The r e s e a r c h  ev idence  has  g e n e r a l l y  conf i rmed t h e  

e  pec t ed  e x i s t e n c e  of  a  moderate p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  i n  t h e  3 
range  o f  . 4  t o  .6  be tueen  t h e s e  two ' s t r e a m s ' ,  and shown t h a t  i t  

- 



TABLE 3- 
4 2  

(i 

' T h e o r e t i c a l  S t a g e  Correspondence 
between L d g i c a l ,  P e r s p e c t i v e  Taking,  
and Moral Development 

- -  
I from ~ o h l b e r g  (1976) 

61 

& t  .- 4 

I 
Morak 
Reasoning 

P e r s p e c t i v e  
Taking 

Logica l  Ope ra t i ons  

S t a g e  1 S tage  1 Pre-  o p e r a t i o n a l  '+. 
i i  

.r 
Stage  2 

S t age  3 
d 

S t a g e  4 

S t a g e  5 

b 

S t a g e  2 Concrete  o p e r a t i o n s  c- . I, 

Stage  3 Beginning formal o p e q a t i o n s .  
( r e l a t i o n s  a s  s imu l t aneous ly  
r e c i ~ ~ r o c ' a l )  

S t a g e  4 

S t age  5 

E a r l y  b a s i c  formal  
o p e r a t i o n s  [o rde red  t r i a d s  . 
o f  p r o p o s i t i o n s )  

i, 

c o n s o l i d a t e d  b a s i c  fo rmal '  
o p e r a t i o n s  ( i s o l a t i o n  o f  
v a r i a b l e s  deduc t ive  
hypo thes i s  t e s t i n g )  

t 

NOTE : i n  Kohlberg and G i l l i g a n  (1971):  S t a g e  1 corresponded 
t o  c o n c r e t e  o p e r a t i o n s  sub - s t age  1 [ c a t e g o r i c a l  
~ I a s s i f i c a t i o n )  , and s t a g e  2 t o  c o n c r e t e  o p e r a t i o n s  
sub - s t age  ? ( r e v e r s i b l e  i n v a r i a n t  r e l a t i o n s ) .  
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is not merely an'artefact of age. Arbuthnot (1973) reported low 

to moderate correlations between Kohlberg's moral judgement and . 
a variety of reasoning tests in' adolescents. Langford arfd George 

(1975) showed a positive,correlation in early adolescent, girls 
/- 

between a written K berg test and scores on a formal P" 
operations problem (floating bodies). Miller, Zumsff and Stevens . -. - J-' 
(1974) with Z+sample 6f delinquent, retarded and normal 

adolescent girls failed to find a relationship between a variety 

of Piagetian tasks ana moral reasoning, but the moral scoring 

was on Piagetian lines rather than following Kohlberg's scheme, 

Lee ( 1 3 7 3 )  also did nut ~ t s e  'the Kohlberg scheme ,but one 

analogous to it; in a sample covering a wide age range of 
L 

children (5 to 17 years) he found a positive correlation with 

Piagetian stages, and that there was a general correspondence 

b'etween pre-operational thinking and authority'orientation, 

between concrete operations and co-operation and reciprocity, 

and between formal operations and societal and ideological 

morality. Cauble (1976) demonstrated a moderate correlation of 

. S  bet~een Piagetian logical stages on three formal operations 

t a s k s <  and Rest et al. Is (1974) test based on Kohlberg's scheme. -- 
But to address the issues of the nature of ego develop- 

nent it is necessary to go beyond this correlational analysis to 

an examination of the form of the relationship in greater t 

i 

structural detail, A number of studies attempt to dix-over the - 
natbre of such orderly dGcalage, or developmental precond i t ions .  

Tonlinson-Keasey and Keasey (1974) studying sixth grade girls 

and college cokeds found that formal operations increased the 
, 

chance of being at a conventional moral level in the girls, and 

was necessary to have reached a principled level in the students, 



a r e s u l t  u p h e l d  i n  t h e  ' m a j o r i t y '  of c a s e s .  They c o n c l u d e d  t h a t :  
i 

l S o p h i y t i c a t e d  c o g n i t i v e  o p e r a t i o n s  a r e  a M p r e - r e q u i s i t e  t o  
* * 

advanced mora l  judgsrrtdnt and t h e r e  i s  a  l a g  o r  d 6 c a l a g e  be tween  
I 

t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  o f  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  and  t h e i r  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  

t h e  a r e a  o f  m o r a l i t y '  ( p . 2 9 1 ) .  Krebs and G i l m o r e f s  (1980) 

f i n d i n g s  f o r  t h e  e a r l i e r  s t a g e s  o f  c o g n i t i v e  and m o r a l  d e v e l o p -  

ment i n  a sample  aged  f i v e  t o  f o u r t e e n  y e a r s ,  were  a l s o  

s u p p o r t i v e  o f  a  c o n s i s t e n t  form t h e  d 6 c a l a g e  b u t  o n l y  a f t e r  

r e - a s s e s s m e n t  o f  e a r l y  s t a g e  c o r r e s p o n d e n c e s  i n '  l i n e  w i t h  Damon's 

(1977) a n a l y s i s ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  K o h l b e r g ' s  (1976) p r o p 6 s a l s  ( t a b l e /  

3 ) .  Damon's s u g g e s t i o n s  l o w e r  t h e  mora l  s t a g e s  by a  ' s u b s t a g e '  

a g a i n s t  b o t h  p e r s p e c t i v e  t a k i n g , a n d  l o g i c a l  r e a s o n i n g .  

Kuhn e t  a l .  (1977) i s  c u r r e n t l y  t h e  d e f i n i t i v e  -- 

s t u d y  conce rned  w i t h  t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  t h e  a d o l e s c e n t  

and a d u l t  s t a g e s .  4 l a r g e  sample ( 2 6 5  s u b - j e c t s  

between t h e  a g e s  o f  10 and 50 y e a r s ) ,  and a  s m a l l e r  

sample o f  p r e - a d o l e s c e n t s  s t u d i e d  l o f i g i t u d i n a l l y  

. . o v e r  two y e a r s ,  were  r a t e d  on s e v e r a l  f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n s  t a s k s  

and on  t h e  r e v i s e d  Kohlberg  mora l  judgement scheme. T h e i r  r e s u l t s  

s u g g e s t  v e r y  s t r o n g l y  t h a t  t h e  emergence o f  f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n a l  

t h i n k i n g  was n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  emergence o f  p r i n c i p l e d  mora l  
/ 

8 t h i n k i n g .  I t  would a p p e a r  t o  have  a l s o  been  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  

c o n s o l i d a t i o n  o f  ' p u r e 1  s t a g e  4 r e a s o n i n g ,  b u t  t h e  a u t h o r s  a r e  

more s c e p t i c a l  of t h i s  c o n s i d e r i n g  t h e  s m a l l e r  numbers i n v o l v e d  

and t h e  l a c k  o f  c l e a r  t h e o r e t i c a l  r a t i o n a l e  f o r  i t s  importance 

i n  ' c o n s o l i d a t i n g r  s t a g e  4 .  The a u t h o r s  p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  t h e  

c l e a r e s t  f i n d i n g  o f  t h e  s t u d y  i s  t he  c o n s i s t e n t  d e c a l a g e  be tween 

t h e  t x o  domains ,  i n  t h a t  f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n s  i n  no way g u a r a n t e e s  

t h e  advancement  t o  p r i n c i p l e d  mora l  t h o u g h t .  While  8 5 %  o f  t h e  
- 
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s u b j e c t s  showed some formal  o p e r a t i o n a l  t h i n k i n g ,  on ly  2 1 %  

showed any p r i n c i p l e d  moral reason ing .  However i t  i s  f a r  from 

c l e a r  what f d 6 c a l a g e f  means i n  t h i s  c o n t e x t  i n  s o  f a r  a s  

Kohlberg ( s e e  t a b l e  3) does n o t  p r e d i c t  t h a t  formal  o p e r a t i o n s  

( d e f i n e d  by Kuhn e t  a l .  a s  any. ..emergence of  t h e s e  a b i l i t i e s  i n  -- 
t r a n s i t i o n a l  o r  beg inn ing  formal  o p e r a t i o n s )  should  be 

n e c e s s a r y  f o r  s t a g e  5 ,  b u t  f o r  s t a g e s  3 o r  4 which i n  Kuhnls 

r e s u l t s  i t  c l e a r l y  was not. 

A f i n a l  approach t o  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e s e  

v a r i a b l e s  has been i n t e r v e n t i o n  s t u d i e s  i n v e s t i g a t i n g  t h e  p r e -  

c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  moral -development  i n  response  t o  e f f o r t s  a t  moral 

educa t ion .  Colby (1973) found t h a t  p r e a d o l e s c e n t  s u b j  e c t s  i n  

traJlsit&& t o  formal  o p e r a t i o n s  ( o r  h i g h e r )  were more l i k e l y  t o  
e9.' * 
6.. 

show-moral development i n  response  t o  d i s c u s s i o n  groups regard-  

l e s s  o f  t h e i r  i n i t i a l  moral l e v e l s .  Faus t  and Arbuthnot  (1978) 

found t h a t  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  a t  moral s t a g e  3  who were formal 

o p e r a t i o n a l  on a  w r i t t e n  t e s t  made s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more response  

t o  moral educa t ion  groups t h a n  t h o s e  who were c o n c r e t e  

o p e r a t i o n a l ,  t end ing  t o  a c q u i r e  s t a g e  4 moral s t r u c t u r e s .  

Walker (1980) found t h a t  f o u r t h  t o  s even th  g rade  c h i l d r e n  

a c q u i r e d  s t a g e  3 moral r ea son ing  a f t e r  r o l e - p l a y  lexposurel  t o  it 

on ly  when they  had t h e  ' p r e r e q u i s i t e s '  o f  ' b e g i n n i n g t  formal  

o p e r a t i o n s  ( a s s e s s e d  on v e r b a l  s e r i a t i o n  and l o g i c a l  a b s u r d i t i e s  

t a c k s )  and Se lmanls  s t a g e  3 p e r s p e c t i v e  tak.ing a b i l i t y .  Walker 

and Richards  (1979) found t h a t - w i t h  ' f emaie ' ado lescen ts  a t  moral 
. - .  

s t a g e  3 such exposure  t o  t h e  ' p l u s  1' r ea son ing  o f  s t a g e  4 
. 

produced development on ly  f o r  t h o s e  a t  ' e a r l y  b a s i c  formal  
-A / 

f. o p e r a t i o n s '  ( a s s e s s e d  on t h e  pendulum and chemicals  t a s k s ,  a s  i n  

t h e  Kuhn e t  a l ,  (1977) s t u d y ) .  C l e a r l y  however, such l i m i t e d  -- & ', 
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intervention studies on young subjects must be interpreted with 

care. It seems clear from thrs evidence that the early stages of 

formal operational thought are facilitative of response to moral 

education, and that Walker's two studies are supportive of 

Kohlberg's position regarding specific stage correspondencies 

and developmental priorities. Kuhn et al.'s study does not assess -- 

'beginning' formal operations, but does show subjects at stage 

4 (3) without the requisite formal operational ability on the 

tasks used to assess it. 

It has been further proposed that perspective taking 

ability (Selman, 1971) occupies an intermediate position between 

logical and moral reasoning in the matrix of ego development; it 

depends on logical structures, but is an additional prerequisite 

for moral development. Research on this relationship (Ambron and- 

Irvin, 1975; Moir, 1974; Rubin and Schneider, 1973; Krebs and 

Gilmore, 1980; Perry and Krebs, 1980; Selman, 1971; Damon, 1977; 

Tracey and cross, 1973; Walker, 1980) again generally 

demonstrates a positive relationship between constructs, but also 

shows-.skmi-lar problems regarding the precise form of the - 
relatiopship: problems defining and operationalising the con- 

: structs equivalently, and disagreements regarding the proposed 

stage correspondencies. Damonfs (1977) revision of the early 

stages is supported by Krebs and Gilmore (1980) and Perry and 

Krebs (1980), but evidence is lacking regarding the later stages. 

In general the other candidates for the content 

domains columns of the 'streams theory1 matrix, a growing number, 

have not been thoroughly researched in relation to other 

structural theories. Nor have conditional relationship 

hypotheses been suggested for them, and it is far from clear 
I '  
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t h a t  t h e y  cou ld  be .  The danger  of t h i s  s t r e ams  p o i n t  o f . l r i ew i s  

a  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  of  cod ing  schemes f o r  d i f f e r e n t  domains b e a r i n g  

no c l e 3  r e l a t i o n  t o  each  o t h e r  o r  t o  a  c o h e r e n t  concep t i on  o f  

i ego de  e lopment .  Gene ra l l y  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  d i s t i n c t i o n  between 

d ~ c a l a d e  (expans ion  o f  t h e  same s t r u c t u r e  t o  new c o n t e n t ) ,  and 

genu ine  ' s t r u c t u r a l  development proposed by Kohlberg e t  a l .  

(1977) i s  a t  b e s t  murky. I t  needs f u r t h e r  a r t i c u l a t i o n .  The 

r e l e v a n t  r e s e a r c h  - c u r r e n t l y  l a c k i n g  - would be  d e t a i l e d  

expe r i men t a l  o r  l o n g i t u d i n a l  s t u d y  o f  t h e  t o n d i t i o n s  f o r  develop-  

ment i n  p a r t i c u l a r  domains. 
i 

Damon 
) p ropose s  a r e $ a t e d  b u t  more f l e x i b l e  view 

of t h e  development of  ' s o c i a l  knowledge1.  He s t u d i e s  p a r t i c u l a r  - 
concep t s  i n  f i n e - g r a i n e d  d e t a i l ,  and s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e y  can  be 

unde r s tood  i n  terms of t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of g e n e r a l  and p a r t i a l  

s t r u c t u r e s ,  and s p e c i f i c  o r g a n i s i n g  p r i n c i p l e s  un ique  t o  a  

c o n t e n t  domain. Conceptual  a s s o c i a t i o n s  between d i f f e r e n t  a r e a s  

a r e  dependent  n o t  o n l y  upon t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which common develop-  

menta l  s t r u c t u r e s  a r e  r e q u i r e d  by each ,  s a y  which modes o f  

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o r  which form of  p e r s p e c t i v e  t a k i n g ,  b u t  a l s o  t h e  

e x t e n t  t o  which d i r e c t  and p a r t i c u l a r  concep tua l  a f f i l i a t i o n s  

e x i s t  between t h e  c o n t e n t  a r e a s ,  p o s s i b l y  a r i s i n g  from s p e c i f i c  

s o c i a l  concerns  pe rhaps  o b t a i n i n g  a t  a l l  l e v e l s  of  t h e  concep t s .  

Th i s  view i m p l i e s  t h a t '  a l t h o u g h  a t  a  fo rmal  a n a l y t i c  l e v e l  i t  

s h o u l d  be p o s s i b l e  t o  s p e c i f y  ' n e c e s s a r y '  s t r u c t u r a l  c o n d i t i o n s  

f o r  t h e  development o f  some c o n c e p t u a l  a b i l i t y  t h i s  need n o t  
F 

mean t h e  p r e c i s e  s p e c i f i c a t i o n  o f  ' o n t o g e n e t i c  p r i o r i t y ' ;  an 

i n d i v i d u a l  can  deve lop  t h e  ' n e c e s s a r y '  s t r u c t u r a l  c a p a c i t y  i n  

some a r e a  w i t h o u t  hav ing  developed i t  i n  a n o t h e r  a r e a ,  s a y  

phys ico-mathemat ica l  problems,  and ' a p p l i e d 1  i t  t o  t h i s  new 
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a r e a  o f  competence ,  s a y  mora l  r e a s o n i n g  ( o r  some more s p e c i f i c  

mora l  c o n c e p t ) .  H o w e v e r ~ w h e r e  t h e r e  i s  ' b a s i c  ~ r ~ a n i s a t i o n a l  

c o n t i n u i t y ' ,  development  i n  one a r e a  ' i n f o r m s  and  s u p p o r x s '  

development  i n  a n o t h e r  and  r e s u l t s  i n  ' p r e d i c t a b l e  c o n c e p t u a l  

a f f i l i a t i o n s 1  (Damon, 1977 ,  p . 3 0 0 ) .  T h i s  v iew a p p e a r s  t o  b e  a  

more f l e x i b l e  v e r ' s i o n  o f  K o h l b e r g r s  (1976) p o s i t i o n ,  and b e t t e r  

s p e c i f i e d  t h a n ,  b u t  s t i l l  c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h ,  P i a g e t l s  (1972) view 

o f  s o c i a l  deve lopment .  

T h i s  p o s i t i o n  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  o f  Selman 

and J a c q u e t t e  ( 1 9 7 7 a ) .  They p r o p o s e  ' p e r s p e c t i v e  t a k i n g '  a s  t h e  

c o r e  o f  s o c i a l  development  ( s e e  t a b l e  1 )  b u t  h a v e  gone on t o  

c r e a t e  t h r e e  f u r t h e r  schemes (on  t h e  s e l f ,  f r i e n d s h i p ,  and 

group dynamics)  which  a r e  p a r t i c u l a r i s a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  g e n e r a l  

s t r u c t u r e .  They no  l o n g e r  p r o p o s e  t o  measure  t h e  ' c o r e  s t r u c t u r e '  

d i r e c t l y ,  b u t  o n l y  i t s  m a n i f e s t a t i o n -  i n  s u c h  p a r t i c u l a r  a r e a s .  

I n t e r e s t i n g  q u e s t i o n s  t h e n  become what a r e  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  

development  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  a r e a s ,  r a l l y  i s  t h e  d e g r e e  of  
what geT 

consistent o f  a s t r u c t u r a l  n e t w o r k ,  and do a r e a s  i n t e r a c t  t o  

d r 
a f  e c t  ' o s c i l l a t i o n 7  o f  s t r u c t u r e  o v e r  t i m e  and s i t u a t i o n s ?  

Kuhn e t  a l .  (1977) t a l k  a b o u t  c o g n i t i v e  o p e r a t i o n s  a s  a  ' n e t w o r k  -- 

o f  i n t e r a c t i v e  and  c o - r e g d a t i v e  s t r u c t u r e s '  (p .178)  i n v o l v i n g  . 

r e c i p r o c a l  s t i m u l a t i o n .  A d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  s u c h  i n t e r a c t i o n s  may 

p r o v e  t o  be  more complex and  i d i o g r a p h i c  t h a n  s t a t e m e n t s  of 

9 
l o g i c a l  priority. These  q u e s t i o n s  demand e x p l o r a t o r y  i n v e s t i -  

g a t i o n  which might  s u g g e s t  t h e  r e - f evan t  p a r a m e t e r s .  - 
1 

-4 
.I\ step fur ther  arcay ;from the ' streams ' view i s  Loevinger ' s 

J 
p o s i t i o n .  Here t h e  s t r u c t u r e s  a r e  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  ' l e v e l s '  t o  

h i g h l i g h t  t h e i r  g e n e r a l  q u a l i t y  and l a c k  o f  a  t i g h t l y  a r t i c u l a t e d  
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l o g i c  of  p r o g r e s s i o n .  S t r u c t u r a l  c o n s i s t e n c y  cannot  be  broken 

down f u r t h e r  t h a n  t h i s  g e n e r a l  l e v e l  and consequent ly  i t  i s  
2' 

s p u r i o u s  t o  s e a r c h  f o r  and f o r m a l i s e  some ' c o r e ' .  Rather  ego 

development i s  a  - d i v e r s &  and a l l  encompassing e v o l u t i o n .  This  

argument can b e . s u p p o r t e d ' b y  t h e  i n t e r n a l  c o n s i s t e n c y  of t h e  

--. Washington U n i v e r s i t y . S e n t e n c e  Completion T e s t  (Redmore and 

Waldman,1975); an  a t t emp t  t o  form a  s u b - f a c t o r  p r e d i c t i v e  o f  

moral j ~ d ~ e m e n t ' s c o r e s  f a i l e d  (Lambert, 1972) .  Th is  cou ld  of  

cou r se  p o i n t  a l t e r n a t i v e l y  t o  a  g e n e r a l  weakness i n  t h i s  a s s e s s -  

ment methodology. 

The r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  L o e v i n g e r l s  scheme t o  o t h e r  s t r u c -  

t u r a l  schemes i n  terms s imply o f  degree  o f  c o r r e s p o n d w c e  - \ 

between t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  s t a g e s  i s  l e s s  c l e a r  t h a n  might be 

expec ted .  There appears  t o  be a  t h e o r e t i c a l  d isagreement  between 

t h e  cor respondenc ies  proposed by Loevinger and by Kohlberg t o  

e x i s t  between t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  schemes ( s e e  t a b l e  4 ) .  The 

Kohlberg t a b l e  i s  p r i o r  t o  t h e  1972 r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  scheme. The 

Loevinger v e r s i o n ,  though g iven  a f t e r  seems t o  r e l y  on t h e  

e a r l i e r  s t a g e  d e s c r i p t i o n s .  I t  i s  apparen t  from t a b l e  4 t h a t  a t  

t h e  h i g h e r  s t a g e s  Kohlberg r a t e s  h i s  own s t a g e s  a s  more __i$banced 

t h a n  Loevinger s e e s  them. f 1 ,, 

Some r e s e a r c h  i s  a v a i l a b l e  on t h i s  h u e s t i o n  b u t  done 

p rov ides  cont ingency t a b l e s  o r  a t t e m p t s  t o  s p e c r f y  s t a g e  

co r r e spondenc i e s .  Only o v e r a l l  c o r r e l a t i o n s  a r e  p rov ided .  These 
-- - 

a r e  p o s i t i v e  and s i g n i f i c a n t  b u t  n o t  c o n s i s t e n t .  S u l l i v a n  e t  a l .  -- 
- - - 

(1970) r e p o r t  a  c o r r e l a t i o n  between moral reasoni-ng and ego 

development o f  r = . 6 6  ( .40  w i t h  age p a r t i a l l e d  o u t )  i n  a  sample 

of one hundred and tx%-enty female  a d o l e s c e n t s  ( twelve  t o  seven- 

t e e n  y e a r s ) .  Lambert (1972) from a sample o f  one hundred and 



TABLE 4 

Hypothesised Interrelationship 
of Ego Development and 
Moral Reasoning Schemes 

-According to 
Loevinger (1976) 

According to 
Kohlberg (1969) 

1 

I 2 equivalent to stage 1 I 2 equivalent to stage 1 

A equivalent to stage,2 A equivalent to stage 2 

--. 

I 3  equivalent to stage 3 I 3 equivalent to stage 3 

I 3/4 equivalent to stage 4 \ I 4 equivalent to stage 4 
t 

I 4 equivalent to stage 5 I 5 equivalent to stage 5 

I 4/5 equivalent to stage 6 I 6 equivalent to stage 6 



s e v e n  o f  b o t h  s e x e s  s p a n n i n g  a  wide  r a n g e  o f  age  ( f o u r t e e n  t o  

s i x t y  y e a r s )  and  e d u c a t i o n ,  r e p o r t s  , r  = . 80  (. 6 0 ) .  Haan -- e t  a l .  

, (1973) i n  t h e i r  s t u d y  o f  f i f t y - e i g h t  m a l e ' a n d  fkmale  ' h i p p i e s f  

( s i x t e e n  t o  t h i r t y - f i v e  y e a r s )  r e p o r t  t h a t  90% o f  t h e i r  s u b j e c t s  , 

were  ego l e v e l  I 3 / 4  o r  above ,  w h i l e  90% were  mora l  s t a g e  3 o r  
I i below,  b u t  f a i l  t o  r e p o r t  t h e  c o r r e - l a t i o n ;  Hauser  (1976) 

s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  i s  p r o b a b l y  q u i t e . 1 0 ~  i n  t h i s  

s t u d y  s i n c e  e a c h  s c o r e  r e l a t e s  t o  d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c t s  o f  o t h e r  

' e g o  f u n c t i o n i n g f  d a t a .  The Haan e t  a l .  (1973) s t u d y  does  seem 
f- -- 

t o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  any s t a g e  c o r r e s p o n d e n c i e s  be tween t h e  schemes 

would p l a c e  K o h l b e r g 1 s  s t a g e  s c o r e s  a s  ( n u m e r i c a l l y )  ' be low '  

L o e v i n g e r ' s ,  b u t  w i t h  t h e  l h i p p y '  s u b j e c t s  of  t h i s  s t u d y  t h e  

o l d e r  v e r s i o n s  o f  t h e  mora l  judgement scheme may have  t e n d e d  t o  

u n d e r s c o r e  a  c o n s i d e r a b l e  pe ' rcentage .  A l l '  t h e s e  s t u d i e s  employ 

e a r l i e r  v e r s i o n s  o f  t h e  Kohlberg s c o r i n g  scheme;  no d a t a  w i t h  

t h e  c u r r e n t  v e r s i o n  a r e  a v a i l a b l e .  N e i t h e r  r e s e a r c h  n o r  t h e o r y  , 

a p p e a r s  t o  have  r e l a t e d  P i a g e t f s  l o g i c a l  s t a g e s  t o  t h e  

Loev inger  scheme. These  gaps  i n  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  a r e  s u r p r i s i n g  

and r e g r e t t a b l e .  

Thus a  p r o g r e s s i o n  o f  l e v e l s  o f  c o g n i t i v e  c o m p l e x i t y  

i s  t h e  b a s i c  i d e a  o f  a l l  such  t h e o r i e s  b u t  t h e r e  a r e  ways t o  

expand on i t ,  and i t  i s  a s  y e t  u n c l e a r  how t o  i n t e g r a t e  o u r  

u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  d i f f e r e n t  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  o f  p ~ o g r e s s i o n  i n  

d i t f e r e n t  a r e a s  o f  c o n t e n t .  When one t r i e s  t o  r e l a t e  t h e s e  

s t r u c t u r a l  c o n c e p t i o n s - t o  o t h e r  forms a f  t h e o r y  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  

becomes y e t  more complex and p o t e n t i a l l y  c o n f u s e d .  

S o c i a l i s a t i o n  t h e o r i e s  a r e  r e g a r d e d  by Kohlberg a s  

p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  ' c o n t e n t '  o f  t h i n k i n g  a n d , / i n  p a r t i c u l a r  f o r  
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L 

him, the values and norms that are appealed to in moral justifi- 

cations; he seems to see these as of little theoretical interest, - 
* 

However a growing criticism of cognitive developmental theory 

concerns the downplaying of the 'figurative' over the 'operational1 

in thinking (Turner, 1973), the emphasis on the universal, im? 

personal and ahistorical over the immediate individual situation 

(Sullivan, 1977) and the o%er-restrictive definition of what 

counts as 'structure' (Kuhn, 1978). Too much may be dismissed as 
C' 

content at the cost of weakening structural theory. 
I 

Studies have, however, shown that at least a 

probabilistic relation can hold between content and structure. 

Findings by Haan et al. (1968) , Devine (1979) and Candee (1974) 
- - ,  

demonstrate a correlation -between structural measures and 

political belie?fs. Various studies of moral action which report 

relationships with Kohlberg's scheme may also be seen jn this 

llght(e.g., Krebs and Rosenwald, 1977). suggestions, discussed 

above, that t h e r e w  be a relationship between certain thematic 

elements in adolescent experience and development in cognitive 

structure, though currently without empirical confirmation, is 
b 

germane to this issue.' There does seem to be a relationship 
/ 

between structural 'development and aspects of experience and 
*4 

, 
behaviour that would generally be-qlassified as non-structural. 

There is also the further converse question of whether social norms 

affect structural development, limiting or facilitating growth 

at various levels. 

These same issues of the importance of the personal 

and the influence of content on structure come up in relation 

to psychodynamic theory. Indeed Kohlberg (1969) classifies 
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psychodynamic t h e o r y  a s  one form o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s a t i o n  p o i n t  o f  

view. T h e p n v e r s e  view equa t ing  and a p p r o p r i a t i n g  dynamic 

schemes t o  s t r u c t u r a l  ones i s  a l s o  r e p r e s e n t e d .  For i n s t a n c e  

Loevinger (1976) propos'es a  l o o s e  correspondence of  h e r  scheme ' 

, 

w i t h  E r i k s o n f s  ( s e e  t a b l e  5 ) ?  , 
\ 

Genera l l y  Loev inge r ' s  view i s  t h a t  E r i k s o n f s  work i s  

a  k ind of  f a i l e d  s t r u c t u r a l  t h e o r y ,  which mak-es t h e  mis take  of  

con fus ing  s p e c i f i c  age concerns  w i t h  a  genuine  s t r u c t u r a l  

p rog re s s ion .  The t h e o r y  i s  i n s u f f i c i e n t l y  a b s t r a c t  and i s  l i a b l e  

t o  d i s t o r t , i o n ' b y  d i f f e r i n g  s o c i a l i s a t i o n  p a t t e r n s  and s o  i s  

debarr-ed from be ing  a  u n i v e r s a l l y  u s e f u l  c h a r a c t e r o l o g y .  

b o e v i n g e r ' s  c r i t i q u e  s a y s ,  t h e n ,  t h a t  E r i k s o n ' s  

psychodynamic p r o g r e s s i o n  b i o l o g i s e s  s o c i a l  r e a l i t y  and igno re s  

t h e  r e a l  unde r ly ing  s t r u c t u r a l  p r o g r e s s i o n .  Th i s  view dese rves  

s e r i o u s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  The i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  s e p a r a t i n g  ego 

development i n t o  t h r e e  concep tua l  rea lms ,  a s  proposed i n  t h i s q  

c h a p t e r ,  i s  t h a t  indeed Er ik son  does a t t emp t  t o  encompass too  
. . 

much i n  a s i n g l e  scheme and a  c l e a r e r  view might be ob t a ined  by 

keeping , the  exp lana to ry  s t r a n d s  c o n c e p t u a l l y  s e p a r a t e  r a t h e r  

t h a n  assuming an ' ave rage  expec t ab l e  environment '  (Ha.rtman, ' / 
, 1958) which w i l l  u n i t e  them i n  such a  way a s  t o  permi t  o f  a 

-- 
u n i t a r y  d e s c r i p t i v e  scheme. However such a  view d i f f e r s  from 

'. - t h o s e  of  bo th  Loevinger and Kohlberg i n  ma in t a in ing  a  s e p a r a t e  

and impor tan t  t h e o r e t i c a l  plac\e for an  account  o f  t h e  

i n d i v i d u a l ' s  i n t e g r a t i o n  ~ f  h i s  emot ional  and m o t i v a f i o n a l  

dynamics. The E r ik son ian  s t a g e s  a r e  t o  be  unders tood  p r i m a r i l y  
P 

0 

I i n  t h e s e  t e rms ,  a l b e i t  t h a t  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of  them a r e  t o  a 
/ ' 

>9 , 
degree  confounded by p a r t i c u l a r  normat ive  c u l t u r a l  p a t t e r n s  and,  I 

, I 

pe rhaps ,  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  p r o g r e s s i o n s .  I n  t h i s  view then  



TABLE 5 

Theoretical Stage Correspondence 
between Ego Epigenisis (Erikson) 
and Ego Development (Loevinger) 

I1 ' corresponds to Trust/Mistrust 

A corresponds to , Autonomy/Shame 

I3 corresponds to Initiative/Guilt 
. and 
Industry/Inferiority 

corresponds to Identity/Role Diffusion 

(from Loevinger, 1976) 
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E r i k s o n ' s  i s  n o t  a  f a i l e d  s t r u c t u r a l  t heo ry  b u t  a  f lawed 

i n t e g r a t i v e  one.  

Kohlberg,  t o o ,  ha s  addressed  t h e  problem of p l a c i n g  * 
* 

Er ikson ' s -work  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  h i s  own. He develops  t h i s  q u e s t i o n  
3 

i n  much g r e a t e r  d e t a i l  t o  t h e  end of producing a% expanded and 

i n t e g r a t e d  t h e o r y ,  bu t  t h e  g e n e r a l  a n a l y s i s  from which- he beg ins  

i s  s i m i l a r  t o  Loev inge r ' s :  + 
P 

'When we t u r n  t o  E r i k s o n t s  s t a g e s  as d e f i n i n g  fo6a l  
I concerns  we have a  s t a g e  scheme which i s  s o  m a t i -  

d imensional  a s  t o  r e s i s t * e m p i r i c a l  p roof  i n  
which P i a g e t i a n  s t a g e s  ma-e proved.  
E r ik son ian  s t a g e s  a r e  ' i d e a l - t y p i c a l '  i n  Weber ts  
s e n s e ' .  

I n  c o n t r a s t  t o  t h i s :  

(Kohlberg and G i l l i g a n ,  
1971, p. 1076) 

... t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  model s t a r t s  w i t h  r e l a t i v e l y  
r i g i d  d i s t i n c t i o n s  which t h e  f u n c t i o n a l  model s l i d e s  
over  ... The p r i c e  i t  pays ,  however, i s  a b s t r a c t i o n  
from l i f e  h i s t o r y .  - -  I 

(Kohlberg,  1973, p.199) 

The i m p l i c a t i o n  of  t h i s  i s  t h a t  i . den t i t y  'need n o t  have ,an e x a c t  

s t r u c t u r a l  r e l a t i o n  t o  l o g i c a l  and moral s t a g e s .  But t h e  

e x i s t e n c e  of  ; s u g g e s t i v e  e m p i r i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s '  (Kohlberg and 

G i l l i g a n  (1971) r e f e r r i n g  t o  Podd (1972)) encourages  f u r t h e r  
i 

e x p l o r a t i o n  of t h e  mutual  i n f l u e n c e  of  t h e  two a r eab  of develop-  

ment. -+ 

Kohlberg ' s  o r i g i n a l  v i e w , ( ~ o h l b e r g  and Kramer, 1969; 

Kohlberg and G i l l i g a n ,  1971) was t h e  ' s t a b i l i s a t i o n '  hypo thes i s ,  

Advance t o  p r i n c i p l e d  m o r a l i t y  sometimes - occu r r ed  v i a . a  - 

r e g r k s s i o n  which involved  q u e s t i o n i n g  df  both* conven t iona l  

s t a n d a r d s  and g l i b l y  enunc i a t ed  p r i n c i p l e s  a s  w e l l  a s  one ' s  

a s c r i b e d  i d e n t i t y .  New moral s t r u c t u r e s  were n o t  a e q u i r e d  i n  
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this process, rather a realignment of ego functionin eventuated 5, - 
in a revitalised commitment to the same prificiples. 

4 

More recently, employing the restructured scoring 
i 

scheme, a single integrated account of ego and moral development 

is attemptsd (Kohlberg, 1973). The dejelopment of identity is 
8 

part of moral development, and the evolution of principled 

reasoning is intrinsically involved with the experience of i 

personal commitment. Widened role-taking through vicarious 

experiknce appears to be sufficient for movement through stages 

up to 4; but beyond that the personal experience of free choice 

for responsibility its intrinsic to advancing to acceptance of 

those moral principles to which oneself and society ,ought.to be' 

committed: . . .  it may now be said that the sophomore 
questioning and the young adult commitment to the social 

contract are part of the process of movement to stage five, 

rather than a process of questioning of, and commitment to 

morality, separable from moral stage development itself.' 
s 

(Kohlberg, l973,f p. 195) * 
Although this process of questioning and commitment. - 

. i.e. essentially the resolution of an 'identity crisis' - is 4 
intrinsic and necessary, it is not sufficient in Kohlberg's 

opinion for achieving principled morality. There is an additional 

requirement of appropriate cognitive stimulation. The earlier 
- I  

n - 

stabilisation view x a s  consistent k i t h  Erikson's general 

formulation tha t  Eor m ~ t  i~d i t . id? la fs  there should be a progres- 

sion from an ideological to ankethical orientation (Erikson, I 

1964) throp h the resolution of the identity issue. But the -? 
structural account suggests that: 'Some but not all youths go 

through a recognisable phase of identiLy crisis and its 



resolution, and that still fewer youths move from conventional 

to principled morality.' (Kohlberg, 1973, p.198) Kohlberg 

hyp0thesis.e~ that the resolution,_of an identity .crisis is a 

necessary but not sufficient condition for movement to 
\ 

principled morality. Resolving the identity issue could take 

place without moral progression; or b0t.h ego identity ahd 

morality may remain accepted at a conventional level. 

This view seems to be in accordance with Marcia's 

(1980)- structurally oriented interpretation of Erikson's theory. 
<- 4. 

He explicitly hypothesises that,Piagetian logical advance is a / 

precondition of ego identity development. 

'The progression' may run something like this : formal 
operations are necessayy to identity development; a 
sernse of identity allows one to be open"_to the 
experience of moral dilemmas in his life. - a precon- 
dition for advancement in levels of moral, reasoning ... 
To recapitulate, formal operational thought s h o w  
increase the probability gf b&th identity achievement 
and post-conventional moral reasoning and t-hese two 

'should be linked in a reciprocally enhancing way.' 

/ . ,, 
3- 
i: ' These theoretical statements leave some questio s un- 

answered. Is a particular stage of perspective taking (or \ oral 
reasoning) - T necessary for identity questioning or resolution? 

& 

'J 

There seems to be an impIicat'ion in these pos,itions'that an 
- .. - 
-identity crisis is related not only to fdrmal operational 

% 

development but to moral or perspective takiqg stage 4, or 
t 

possibly the Lcunvmt?onaf level' fi.e. stages 3 and 41, as vnefl 

entirely explicit. Are there differences between an identity 

resolution which-eventuates in a post-conventional perspective 

and one which remains at the conventional level? Is commitment 

t3 an identity,. rather than simply identity questioning, a 
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necessary condition of post-conventional status? Generally how 

do the factors of current structural level, cognitivg stimu- 
6 

lation, social experience, hvailable alternatives and current 

expectations, and personal choice and responsibility interact 
\< --- 

developmentally across- the whole domain of ego development? 

The research available on the relationship of ego ident- 

ity to cognitive structural development leaves most of these questions - 

unanswered. Only one study examines the relationship of identity 

to Loevingerls measure-of structural ego development. Hopkins 

11977) reports correlations between ego development and identity 

status (ordered diffusion, foreclosure, moratorium, achievement), 

in a sample of-sixty-nine college women, of .-53 (total protocol 

rating; .60 for item sum scores). Achievement and moratorium 

statuses were significantly higher on ego development than *the - 
other two Lstatuses taken together in a n  analysis of variance 

(which is, however, a statistic of dubious applicability to 

scores on the Loevinger test). Contingency table day not 

reported so that correspondencies between ego level& and statuses 

cannot be compared in detail. A further problem, endemic in this 

area, is that it is unclear what the meaning of the identity 

status variable is, since the major purpose o f  the stu was to F" 
create and validate new identity status interview top 3 s  for 

women and consequently t ~ o  interviews on 'outer-' and 'inner- 

space' were given, which divide and elabo~ate the topics used 

in the commonest identity status procedure for women (Marcia and 

Friedman, 1970). It appears that there is likely to be a positive 

relationship betxeen identity development and level of 'ego 

developmentt, but in the absence of further information one 
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might s p e c u l a t e  t h a t  i t  i , C n o t  c l e a r l y  o rde red  enough t o  speak 

i- 
\ 

o f  s t a g e  cor respondenc ies  o r  p r i o r  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  development. 

Th is  i s  suppor , t ive  o f  L o e v i n g e r f s  views,  b u t  i t  p rov ides  l i t t l e  

f u , r t h e r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n .  

A number o f  s t u d i e s  add re s s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  

l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  t o  i d e n t i t y ,  b u t  r e s u l t s  a r e  i n c o n s i s t e n t  and 

methodolog ica l  problems a r e  common. Bersonsky e t  a l .  (1975) i n  a  -- 

H s t u d y  of - s i x t y  female undergradua tes  found no r e l a t i o n s h i p  

between s c o r e s  on formal  r ea son ing  measures (concep t  a t t a i n m e n t ,  

and s y l l o g i s m  t a s k s )  and whether  s u b j e c t s  had exper ienced  an - 
i d e n t i t y  c r i s i s .  Ho%ever t h e s e  measures of  ' fo rmal  o p e r a t i o n s 1  

a r e  n o t  P i a g e t i a n ,  and must be  cons ide red  i n f e r e n t i a l  and 
1, 

u n r e l i a b l e .  Fur themre  they do n o t  c l a s s i f y  s u b j e c t s  accord ing  t o  

i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  , o n l y  by '  c r i s i s  ' , and it is also not repx ted  whether the 

women's i d e n t i t y  i n t e r v i e w  was used.  Cauble (1976) i n  a  s t udy  of 

n i n e t y  male and female  unde rg radua t e s  a l s o  found no r e l a t i o n s h i p  

between i d e n t i t y  q u e s t i o n i n g  and formal  o p e r a t i o n s .  Again 

s u b j e c t s  were n o t  c l a s s i f i e d  accord ing  t o  s t a t u s ,  i t  i s  u n c l e a r  

whether t h e  women's i n t e r v i e w  was used when a p p r o p r i a t e ,  and t h e  

unaccep tab ly  low i n t e r r a t e r  r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  .61 s u g g e s t s  t h a t  

i d e n t i t y  was no t  r e l i a b l y  a s s e s s e d .  

Wagner (1976) s t u d i e d  t h e  development of  i d e n t i t y  and 

formal  o p e r a t i o n s  i n  one hundred and twenty s u b j e c t s  over  an age 

range  o f  10  t o  18  y e a r s .  Both v a r i a b l e s  showed an i n c r e a s e  w i t h  
- - 

age and a  low b u t  s i g n i f i c a n t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  each o t h e r .  She 

conc ludes  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a  r e l a t i v e  independence between t h e  two 

t y p e s  o f  development,  a l t hough  formal  o p e r a t i o n s  may- f a c i l i t a t e  

e a r l y  i d e n t i t y  q u e s t i o n i n g .  However,the v a l i d i t y  o f  t h e  i d e n t i t y  " 

i n t e r v i e w  has never  been demonstra ted f o r  t h e  younger s u b j e c t s .  
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Rowe (1978) r e a n a l y s e s  Wagner's d a t a  f o r  - the  1 7  y e a r  o l d  group 

and p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  72% o f  t h e  h i g h  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  were  

f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n a l  b u t  o n l y  14% o f  low i d e n t i t y  s u b j e c t s .  I n  a n  

e x p l o r a t o r y  s t u d y  of t w e n t y - s i x  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and  non-academic 

f s t a f f ,  b o t h  male and f e m a l e ,  Rowe (1978) found t h a t  s e v e n  o f  

e i g h t  h i g h  s t a t u s  s u b j e c t s  were fo rmal  o p e r a t i o n a l  i n c l u d i n g  a l l  

i d e n t i t y  a c h i e v e m e n t s .  The one ' t r a n s i t i o n a l  f o r m a l '  mora tor ium 

was i n  t h e  mids t  o f  a  s e r i o u s  emot iona l  c r i s i s ,  p o s s i b l y  n o t  

' i d e n t i t y '  q u e s t i o n i n g .  However , four teen  o f  ninet ,een low s t a t u s  
2 - 
-, 

s u b j e c t s  were a l s o  f o r m a l  i n  r e a s o n i n g .  The i s s u e  o f  t h e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tween t h e s e  a s p e c t s  o f  development  t h u s  remains  

i n  d o u b t ,  w i t h  r e s u l t s  from t h e  s t u d i e s  which seem t o  measure 

t h e  v a r i a b l e s  most a c c u r a t e l y  s u g g e s t i n g  t h a t  fo rmal  

o p e r a t i o n a l  a b i l i t i e s  may a t  l e a s t  f a c i l i t a t e  i d e n t i t y  

e x p l o r a t i o n  b u t  n o t  g u a r a n t e e  i t .  

The s t a t e  o f  t h e  r e s e a r c h  e v i d e n c e  on t h e  r e l a t i b n s h i p  

o f  i d e n t i t y  t o  moral  r e a s o n i n g  i s  no c l e a r e r .  Cauble ( 1 9 7 6 )  

a g a i n  found no r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  i d e n t i t y  t o  moral  development ,  o n .  

Res t  e t  a 1 . I ~  (1974) o b j e c t i v e  t e s t  ( a n a l e o u s  t o  K o h l b e r g ' s  -- 
scheme) . Poppen ( 1  974) r e p o r t s  a  general-  a s s o c i a t i o n  between 

c e r t a i n  s t a t u s e s  and moral  s t a g e s  i n  h i s  s t u d y  o f  one  hundred 

and f o u r  male and female  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s :  ach ievements  t e n d e d  

o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l ;  f o r e c l o s u r e s  t o  be  c o n v e n t i o n a l ,  w i t h  
b? 

men s t a g e  4 ,  and women s t a g e  3 ;  d i f f u s i o n s  t o  be  s t a g e  ' 4 t 1 ,  and 

morator iums t o  b e  a t  a l l  mora l  s t a g e s .  However from t h e  a b s t r a c t  

available,his p r o c e d u r e  and p r e c i s e  r e s u l t s  a r e  d i f f i c u l t  t o  C. 

5 
a s c e r t a i n ,  and b e  a p p e a r e d  t o  have  used  a  m o d i f i c a t i o n  of 

,Kohlberg ' s  a s sessment  p r o c e d u r e .  

Podd 1972) e x p l o r e d  t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  one hundred i 
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and twelve male c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s ,  u s ing  h i s  own a d a p t a t i o n  o f  

Kohlberg ' s  e a r l y  s c o r i n g  procedure  which c l a s s e d  s u b j e c t s  in ' to  

moral l e v e l s  r a t h e r  t h a n  s t a g e s .  He found t h a t  a t  t h e  

conven t iona l  l e v e l  a  s i m i l a r  p r o p o r t i o n  of  sub jec t s .  were i n  each 

of  t h e  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s .  S i g n i f i c a n t l y  more i d e n t i t y  ach ieve-  

ments t han  o t h e r  s t a t u s e s  were pos t - conven t iona l .  Fo rec lo su re  

and d i f f u s i o n  s t a t u s e s  t o g e t h e r  were a t  a  lower l e v e l  o f  moral 

development t han  t h e  h i g h e r  s t a w e s ,  and were l e s s  l i k e l y  t o  be 
7 

p o s t - c p n ~ e n ~ i o n a l .  While Kohlberg and G i l l i g a n  (1971) i n t e r p r e t  

t h e 9  r e s u l t s  a s  s u g g e s t i n g  t h a t  i t  is  neces sa ry  t o  q u e s t i o n  

ones i d e n t i t y  i n  o r d e r  t o  q u e s t i o n  conven t iona l  m o r a l i t y ,  t h e  
- 

presence  of  a  few f o r e c l o s u r e '  and d i f f u s i o n  s u b j e c t s  a t  t h i s  

l e v e l ,  though i t  may s imply be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  i n s t rumen t  

u n r e l i a b i l i t y ,  w a r r a n t s  c a u t i o n .  These r e s u l t s  do s u g g e s t  a t  

l e a s t  a  p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  be tween . the  two domains. 

The p a t t e r n  o f  r e s u l t s  i n  Rowels (1978) s m a l l e r  s t udy  

was somewhat d i f f e r e n t .  A l l  t h r e e  of  h i s  achievement s u b j e c t s  

were p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l ;  b u t  s o  were two low s t a t u s  s u b j e c t s ,  

though t h e y  were predominant ly  a t  t h e  conven t iona l  l e v e l ,  a s  

\ were t h e  moratorium subjec-fs.. - The Podd s tudy  u s e d  a  v a r i a n t  of 

t h e  e a r l y  Kohlberg scheme, and Rowe used  an i n t e r m e d i a t e  v e r s i o n ;  

a c c u r a t e  assessment  on t h e  r e  i s e d  scheme i s  e s s e n t i a l  t o  
* 2 

d i s c r i m i n a t i n g  pos t - conven t iona l  l e v e l s  of moral judgement. The 

ev idence  so  f a r ,  w i t h  t h i s  l i m i t a t i o n ,  "suggests  t h a t  t h e r e  can 

b e  a  sp read  of s t a t u s e s  a c r o s s  t h e  s t a g e s  o f  moral judgement, 

b u t  x i t h  i d e n t i t y  achievements  t e n d i n g  t o  predominate a t  t h e  

pos t - conven t iona l  l e v e l ,  t o  such a degree  t h a t  i t  may s t i l l ' b e  

p o s s i b l e  t o  e n t e r t a i n  Kohlberg 's  hypo thes i s  t h a t  i d h t i t y  

e x p l o r a t i o n ,  o r  p o s s i b l y  r e s o l u t i o n ,  i s  neces sa ry  t o  a t t a i n  a 



pos t - conven t iona l  moral p e r s p e c t i v e .  

Kohlberg's (1973) analysis is more ambitious than a  simple . . 

comparison of i d e n t i t y  and moral  detelopment and t h e  p ropos ing  
B 

of  s p e c i f i c  r e l a t i o n a l  c o n d i t i o n s .  Helgoes on t o  sugges t  a  b 

' b roade r  b a s i s  o f  i n t e g r a t i o n '  (p.199) between E r i k s o n i a n  and 

s t r u c t u r a l  t heo ry  which r a i s e s  q u e s t i o n s  about  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  

e lements  i n  a  g e n e r a l  t h e o r y  of  ego development. 

Kohlberg p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  an e s s e n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e  

between h i s  own t h e o r y  and E r i k s o n l s  i s  t h a t  s t r u c t u r a 1 , t h e o r y  

examines i n c r e a s i n g l y  adequa te  c o g n i t i o n s  o f  a  b a s i c a l l y  un- 

changed world w h i l e . E r i k s o n l s  approach focuses  upon a  changing 
'. 

s e l f  and upon t h e  p r o c e s s  of  cho ice  - ' s t a g e s  of  p e r c e p t i o n  o f ,  

and movement o f  t h e  s e l f '  (p .201) .  We may view t h e  s t a g e s  
\ 

' e i t h e r  a s  a  cho ice  ( o r  change) i n  t h e  moral s e l f  o r  a s  change 

i n  p e r c e i v e d  moral p r i n c i p l e s 1  (p.201) ,  by c o n c e n t r a t i n g  e i t h e r  

on t h e  ' s e l f - p o l e '  o r  on t h e  'wor ld -po le1 .  And Kohlberg s u g g e s t s -  . 
e 

h 

t h a t  a ' comple t e  t h e o r y  would i n c o r p o r a t e  bo th  p e r s p e c t i v e s :  

' I n  summary bo th  t h e  focus  upon t h e  s e l f  and t h e  focub 
upon cho ice  c o i n c i d e  wi th  t h e  n o t i o n  of  s t a g e s  of  an)( 
ego, of  an execu to r  o r  chooser  who uses  c o g n i t i v e  and 
o t h e r  s t r u c t u r e s .  I n  c o n t r a s t ,  t h e  focus  of  t h e  
Kohlberg moral s t a g e s  i s  upon t h e  form and c o n t e n t  of  
' o b j e c t i v e '  moral p r i n c i p l e s  r a t h e r  than  upon t h e  
p roces s  of  t h e i r  c h o i c e ,  u s e ,  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  
s e l f .  An i n t e g r a t e d  t heo ry  of s o c i a l  and moral s t a g e s  
would a t t emp t  t o  combine t h e  two p e r s p e c t i y e s . '  

Recent work by Kegan ( 1 9 7 9 )  which became a v a i l a b l e  

a f t e r  t h e  p r e s e n t  r e s e a r c h  s tudy  was completed,  p r e s e n t s  a 

schemat ic  s t r u c t u r a l  o u t l i n e  of ego development based upon a 

s u c c e s s i o n  of r e c o n s t r u c t i o n s  of t h e  s e l f ,  which a r e  c r e a t e d  by 

what was fo rmer ly  an experienced ' s u b j e c t i v i t y '  becoming t h e  
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' o b j e c t '  of t h e  new s t r u c t u r e  of  consc iousnes s ;  t h a t  i s ; & h e r e  

O .  

i s  a  k ind  of  s e l f - r e f l e x i v e  p e r s p e c t i v e - t a k i n g ,  p a r a l l e l  t o  t h a t  

which t a k e s  p l a c e  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  c o d r d i n a t i n g  t h e  p o i n t s  of  . 
view of  o t h e r  people .  Thus t h i s  scheme s k e t c h e s  a  s e r i e s  o f  

l e v e l s  of ego development i n  t h e  same broad way, a s  does 

Loevinger ,  b u t  i s  based on t h e  i n t e r n a l  l o g i c  o f  t h e  c o g n i t i v e -  
- 

developmental  t h e o r i e s  o f  Kohlberg and Selman ( s e e  appendix C ) .  ... 

Van den Daele (1975) adds a  f u r t h e r  element t o  such an 
,- 

i n t e g r a t e d  t heo ry  ~ f  ego development by s u g g e s t i n g - t h a t  w i t h i n  ' 

any l e v e l .  o f  s t r u c t u r e  an i n d i v i d u a l  may t e n d  t o  view m a t t e r s  

more i n  terms o f  t h e  s e l f  ' p o l e 1  o r  t h e  'wor ld1  p o l e ,  and t h a t  

sub - s t ages  can be d i s t i n g u i s h e d  on t h i s  b a s i s  ( a g a i n ,  s e e  

appendix C ) .  The q u a l i t a t i v e  s e c t i o n  of t h e  p r e s e n t  s tudy-  can be 

viewed a s  an a t t emp t  t o  e x p l o r e  f u r t h e r  t h e  p o s s i b l e  o u t l i n e s  of 

such an i n t e g r a t e d  view. I t  does s o  by s e a r c h i n g  f o r  s t r u c t u r a l  

p r o g r e s s i o n s  i n  t h e  pa rame te r s  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  of  cho ice  o f ,  and 

commitment t o ,  an adequa te  r e s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  problem o f  pe r sona l  

i d e n t i t y .  

-However t h i s  expanded s t r u c t u r a l ' t h e o r y  seems t o  have 

some weaknesses and c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  which i t  i s  impor tan t  t o  n o t e  

a s  one s ea rches  f o r  a  more complete view. Kohlberg speaks  o f  t h e  

importance of  t h e  r o l e  of  ' p e r s o n a l  e  e r  ence of  moral cho ice  0 
/ i 

and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  w e l f a r e  of o t h e r s  and t h e  expe r i ence  

of  i r r e v e r s i b l e  moral c h o i c e '  (p .  196) i n  f u l l  a d u l t  development. 

But  t h a t  r o l e  i s  never  e x p l i c a t e d  i n  any t h e o r e t i c a l  way. Indeed 

a s  S u l l i v a n  (1977) p o i n t s  o u t  a t  l e n g t h  an e s s e n t i a l  f e a t u r e  o f  

Kohlberg ' s  moral ideo logy  and h i s  consequent c o n s t r u c t i o n  of 

development i s  t h e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  on t h e  u n i v e r s a l  a s  a  d e f i n i n g  

f e a t u r e  of m o r a l i t y  and t h e  s e p a r a t i o n  of  a b s t r a c t  r e f l e c t i o n  
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from the7existential situation20f concrete personal commitment 

to action'. 

Bringing the 'self1 into the picture highlights 

siructural theory's weakness in dealing with the specifics of 
b 

the individual case. As Turner (1973) puts it: 
Y 

c ' 
'The identity (in the full sense of the personality or 
'self ' )  of the subject on the other hand exists at a 
relatively concrete and particular level: its 
essential functional property is the integration .of 

nitive'world picture and logical operations with 
and value in the form of purposive action.' O. 

As the element of the lpersonal' is admitted to the theory 

structural criteria of logical philosophic adequacy seem to be 

less than comprehensive. Kohlberg (1973) speaks of this in a 

further distinction between the structural and the functional 

type of theory. The latter formul&es in terms of lpsychological 

adequacy1 - 'an increase of ego-strength, ego integration, or 

solidity of a sense of self-worth.' (p.201). These contributions 

of the functional ' viewpoint cannot be readily excluded from a 

complete theory which attempts to deal with the problem of 
rn 

personal choice. 

The need to consider the functional or dynamic aspects 

of ego development and to include the lconcretel content of 

social values, imagery and experience thus emerges again out of 

Kohlberg's suggestions for an integrated structural theory, by 
C 

virtue of its ambiguities and omissions. These features were 

described in our e a r l i e r  exposition as representing_%nalytically 

separable aspects of ego development to which a complete theory 

must pay attention. The implication of this loose form of 

integration for a theory of the changes in identity during the 



p e r i o d  of  ado lescence  and you t h  i s  t h a t  each . element ma: 
i 

s e p a r a t e l y  i m p l i c a t e d  i n s t h e  o'nsef o f  t h k  p r o c e s s ,  and i n  t h e  

form t h a t  it t a k e s .  Thus t h e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  coming t o  terms wi th  

o n e ' s i d e n t i t y  need n o t  be o n l y ,  o r  even mainly ,  , the  

consequence of t h e  emergence o f  new c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  

c a p a c i t i e s ,  b u t  t h a t  such c a p a c i t i e s  may s t i l l  be of  major 

importance.  

The c l a i m  of bo th  psychodynamic and s o c i a l i s a t i o n  

t h e o r i e s  i s  t h a t  t h e  i s s u e  of  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  w a l l  be one 
C 

f a c e d  by a l l  a d o l e s c e n t s  ( a t  l e a s t  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  a  complex 3 
c u l t u r e )  by v i r t u e  of  i n t e r n a l i s e d  age norms, t h e  p r e s s u r e  of  

i n s t i t u t i o n a l  demands, " a  changed emot ional  ba l ance  and,so, an 

a l t e r e d  framework of  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  and g e n e r a l l y  i n c r e a s e d  

c a p a c i t i e s ,  i r r e s p e c t i v e  o f  l e v e l s  of  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  

development. The t h e o r e t i c a l  quest - ion t h e n  becomes. n o t  how 

6. \ c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  makes i d e n t i t y  an i s s u e ,  b u t  how d i f f e r e n t  
i 

l e v e l s  o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  a f f e c t  t h e  expe r i ence  o f  t h e s e  

m u l t i - f a c e t e d  changes which a r e  focussed  on t h e  need t o  c r e a t e  
/ 

a  v i a b l e  s ense  of  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y .  Equa l ly ,  per hap^, one might 
- 

I a s k  i n  what way t h e  p roces s  o f  working th rough  t h e s e  i s s u e s  of 

t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  o f  i n t e r n a l  o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n s  and of  r d l e  and 

, v a l u e  systems a f f e c t  t h e  development of  c o g n i t i v e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

B ! a  s o c i a l - c o g n i t i v e ,  s t r u c t u r e s .  

Ego development i n  t h i s  s ense  can be viewed a s  a  . . - . e 

mul t i -d imens iona l  and r e c i p r o c a l l y  i n t e r a c t i v e  a f f a i r ,  and any 

comprehensive t heo ry  needs t o  be capab le  of  accommodating t h i s .  

By t h e  same token t h e  most i l l u m i n a t i n g  methodology f o r  

i n v e s t i g a t i n g  t h e s e  a s p e c t s  of  development u l t i m a t e l y  cannot  be 

t h e  ? h y p o t h e t i c a l 1  format  commonly used by cogn i ' t i ve  develop- 
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m e n t a l i s t s ,  b u t , m u s t  s e e k  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  i s s u e s  g rounded  i n  t h e  

/" 
-. 

f u l l n e s s  and p a r t i c u l a r i t y  o? t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  1 

v i t a l  p e r s o n a l  c o n c e r n s .  

The P r e s e n t  S t u d y  , 

The p r e s e n t  s t u d y  i s  an  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  some o f  t h e  

. i s s u e s  r a i s e d  by t h i s  i n t e g r a t i v e  e x a m i n a t i o n  o f  d i f f e r e n t  

a p p r o a c h e s  t o  ego deve lopment .  I t  i s  l i m i t e d  t o  a , p a r t i c u l a r  

d e v e l o p m e n t a l  p e r i o d ,  y o u t h ,  h e r e  d e f i n e d  a s  18  - 24  y e a r s .  The 

e f f e c t  o f  d o i n g  s o  i s  t o  l i m i t  some o f  t h e  c o m p l e x i t i e s  i n v o l v e d ,  

p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  e x t e n t  o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  l i f e  e x p e r i e n c e  . 

and t h e  a p p l i c a b l e  s o c i a l  a g e  norms, i n  s u c h  a  way a s  t o  h i g h -  9 

l i g h t  o t h e r  a s p e c t s  o f  ego development .  F o r  a  c o g n i t i v e  d e v e l o p - '  

m e n t a l  r e s e a r c h  s t r a t e g y  t h i s  i s  i n  a  s e n s e  u n u s u a i ,  , ? i n c e  i t  

must  a l s o  c o n s t r a i n  t h e  d e g r e e  o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a f '  v a r i ' a t i o n .  

The a d v a n t a g e  i s  t h a t  s t r u c t u r a l  ego  development  c a n  be  t r e a t e d  

l a r g e l y  i n  t h e  c h a r a ~ f e r o l o ~ i c ~ l  manner p r o p o s e d  by Loev inge r  
% . D  

r a t h e r  t h a n  i n  a  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  f a s h i o n ,  and  i t s  e f f e c t  w i t h i n  a  

l i m i t e d  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  c o n t e x t  c o n s i d e r e d .  

A f u r t h e r  l i m i t a t i o n  i s  t h a t  t h e  s t u d y  c o n c e r n s  o n l y  .\ 
, > 

young men. T h i s  i s  n o t  t h e  b l i n d  p b r p e t u a t i o n  o f  a  s e x i s t  b i a s  

h - i t h i n  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  a r e a ;  r a t h e r  i t  s t e m s  f rom a  r e c o g n i t i o n  
8 

t h a t  s u c h  a  b i a s  may a l r e a d y  e x i s t .  Recent  l i t e r a t u r e  i n  ego 
T 

i d e n t i t y  (Marc ia  and \ . f i l l e r ,  1 9 8 0 )  , ego development  ( J o s s e l s o n  

e t  a l ,  1975)  and  mora l  development  ( G i l l i g a n ,  1977) c a l l s  i n t o  -- 
q u e s t i o n  t h e  p a r a l l e l i s m  o f  ego development  i n  men and women; 

somewhat d i f f e r e n t  models  may b e  a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  

s e x e s .  T h i s ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  m e t h o d o l o g i c a l  b i a s e s  
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o s s - s e x  i n t e r v i e w i n g ,  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  a  decis l 'an  t h a t  t h e  -- 

b e s t  s t r a t e g y  would be t o  c l a r i f y  t h e  unde'r lying paramete rs  o f  , 

an i n t e g r a t i v e  model f o r  one s'ex on ly .  

The focus  o f  t h e  s tudy  i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
e- 

and p o t e n t i a l  i n t e g r a t i o n  of  c o g n i t i v e  developmental  and psycho- 

dynamic t heo ry  i n  t h e i r  t r e a t m e n t  o f  a  major developmental  t a s k ,  

t h e  e s t ab l i shmen t  of ego i d e n t i t y .  I n  t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e  t h e  i n t e r -  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  of .  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  measures o f  each p e r s p e c t i v e  i s  
* . P  

examined i n  a  c o r r e l a t i o n a l  r e s e a r c h  des ign ,  and hypotheses  

concerning t h o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t e s t e d .  Secondly,  t h e  ground f o r  

Kohlberg% sugges t i on  of a  more comprehensive t h e o r y  i s  exp lored  

by app ly ing  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  developmental  p e r s p e c t i v e  d i r e c t l y  t o  

t h e  a r e a  of  i d e n t i t y  u s i n g  a  q u a l i t a t i v e  methodology based on 

i n t e r v i e w  d a t a .  These two complementary f a c e t s  o f  t h e  s tudy  w i l l  

be d e s c r i b e d  i n  t u r n .  

Several measures of variables relevant to  different aspects of 

---. 
ego development a r e  employed i n  t h e ' s t u d y :  Kohlberg ' s  moral i 

judgement i n t e r v i e w ;  Loevinger ' s  Washington U n i v e r s i t y  =Sentence  *.* 

Completian t e s t ;  a  P i a g e t i a n  measure of  formal  o p e r a t i o n s  u s ing  
- 

t h e  combinat ions  and c o r r e l a t i o n s  t a s k s ;  a  c o n t e n t  a n a l y s i s  o f .  

a  f r e e  response  format  measure o f  consc ious  concerns ;  t h e  Marcia 

ego i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  i ' n te rv iew.  F u l l  d e t a i l s  of a l l  o f  t he sed  

appear  i n  t h e  nex t  c h a p t e r .  Three  g e n e r a l  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  

hypotheses  may be made r e g a r d i n g  t h e  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p  of t h e s e  

measures ,  each  i n v o l v i n g  s e v e r a l  s p e c i f i c  sub-hypotheses . ,  

F i r s t l y ,  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  among t h e  

c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s ,  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  c la ims  f o r  

t h e o r e t i c a l  p a r a l l e l i s m  made by t h e i r  c r e a t o r s  a  p o s i t i v e  
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r e l a t i o n s h i p  between each p a i r  of  them would be expec ted .  I t  

shou ld  be p o s s i b l e  t o  go beyond t h i s  g e n e r a l  p r e d i c t i o h  t o  

s p e c i f y  more c l e a r l y  t h e  form o f  t h a t  r e l a t i o n .  There  shou ld  be 

a  neces sa ry  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  l o g i c a l  r e l a t i o n  between t h e  

P i a g e t i a n  s t a g e s  ahd t h e i r  corres.ponding Kohlberg s t a g e s ,  ( s e e  

t a b l e  3) and perhaps  w i t h  cor responding  Loevinger s t a g e s ;  and 

t h e r e  should  be a g e n e r a l  correspondence between p a r a l l e l  

Kohlberg and ~ o e v i n g e r  s t a g e s  ( s e e  t a b l e  4 ) .  

A second focus  i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e s e  
1L 

s t r u c t u r a l  t h e o r i e s  and iden4Jty  development. Trea  ng t h e  
u x' 

i d e n t i t y * s t a t u s e s  a s  o r d e r e d ,  t h e r e  should  be a  s  g n i f i c a n t  
f 

p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  w i t h  each' of t h e  s t r u c t u r  i meaiures , which B 
i 

i s  maximal when t h a t  o r d e r i n g  corresponds  t o  t h e  degree  o f  ego 

s t r e n g t h  a s  d e r i v e d  from psychodynamic t h e o r f i  F u r t h e r , .  s o p h i s t i -  

c a t e d  s t r u c t u r a l  development and p a r t i c u l a r l y ' ~ , f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n a l  

has been p r e d i c t e d  t o  be a p r e c o n d i t i o n  o f  h igh  i d e n t i t y  

s t a t u s ,  and i d e n t i t y  q u e s t i o n i n g  a p r e c o n d i t i o n  f o r  p r i n c i p l e d  

m o r a l i t y .  

T h i r d l y ,  s t r u c t u r a l  t h e o r i e s  a r e  expec ted  t o  be 

p r e d i c t i v e  of c e r t a i n  consc ious  concerns oE t h i s  age group,  

s p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  a r e a s  o f  expanded f u t u r e  t ime p e r s p e c t i v e ,  

i d e o l o g i c a l  s o c i a l  t h i n k i n g ,  and t h e  tendency t o  be i n t r o -  

s p e c t i v e .  F u r t h e r ,  t h e  s e l f  o r i e n t e d  s t r u c t u r a l  measures o f ,  

Kohlberg and Loevinger shou ld  be  more p r e d i c t i v e  o f  t h e s e  

concerns  t h a n  t h e  P i a g e t i a n  l o g i c a l  measure. High ego i d e . n t i t y  
-\ 

s t a t u s  may a l s o  be hypo thes i s ed  t o  be r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  p re sence  

o f  t h e s e  concerns .  

In the qualitative part of the study the analysis i s  taken 
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beyond this comparison of measures and an attempt made 
d * 

examine in dgpth a topic which seems to be central to develop- 

ment during this periid, choice and c~mm~tment; specifically 

choice of major life directions in the realms of vocation and 

belief in so far as that is representative of the development of 
~V 

ego identity. 

Commitment is arguably 'the major defining featu~e of 

ego development at any stage. One is committed when one invest< 

one's resources in creating-meaning in any area of life. In 

Erikson's terms one commits one1-s.energy to .the learning of 

skills and so acquires a sense of industry or competence, one 

commits oneself to creating a close relationship with another 

person and so develops a capacity for. intimacy. Commitment --is 

intrinsic to the creation of the structures by which we articu- 

late the world. Commitment in a slightly narrower sense, 

however, is particularly associated with the resolution of the 

identity issue. At this point in a person's life there is a 

greater range of apparent alternatives and more individual 

freedom than ever before, and perhaps ever again. The person *is 

confronted with the need for personal choice and with the 

responsibility for that choice. The quality that is being tested 

and developed according to Erikson is 'fidelity', that is the 

capacity to choose authentically and to bstrue to one's 

subsequent commitments in life. 

As a starting point for a structural approach to the 

process of personal commitment, 4 e  take a phenomeno 
M +a1 

analysis of this process by Hunter (1974). An act of comitment 

he defines. as one . . . in which an individual invests Qimself 
or herself knowingly and purposefully in a particular ocial < 
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invo lvemen t  through-  open and p u b l i c  e x p r e s s i o n  o f  i n t e n t - a n d  

. - , . 

engagement .  l ( 1  Such a c t s  a r e  a t  t h e  v e r y  c e n t r e  o f  t h e a a  *,. 

p r o c e s s  o f  i n d i v i d u a t i o n ,  he  c l a i m s ,  f o r  as one  s e p a r a t e s  oGk- . - 
a ,  

s e l f  f rom s o c i e t y  s o  i t  becomes n e c e s s a r y  to -  r e - e s f a b l i s h  
- .  

s i g n i f i c a n t  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  i t ;  t h e y  a r e  no- l o n g e r  mepely 

g i v e n .  T h i s  i n v o l v e s  a  b a l a n c e  o f  d e t a c h m e n t g n d  f l e x i b i l i t y  o n .  

t h e  o n e  hand and l o y a l t y  a n 8  a f f i l i a t i o n  on t h e  o t h e r .  ( T h i s  i s  
C 

c l e a r l y  s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  d i a l e c t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  o f  E r i k s o n  made, 

e a r l i A e r  i n  t h i s  c h a p t e r )  .- The fundamenta l  p rob lem i s  n o t  s i m p l y  

, . a ques t i . on  o f  commitmen; t o  w h a t ,  b u t  how td b e  c o h n i t e d .  ($he 
d \ f o c u s  "is. o'n t h e  p r o c e s s .  a* ' t 

+' 
1 '  

What i s  common-among d i f f e r e n t  k i n d s  o f  commitment i s  + 

&* 

'a p e r s o n a l  bond ing  h - i t h  a n  i m p l i e d  s e n s e  o-f pehnan>ncs.  ?he 
, - 

I phenomenolo o f  t h i s  a c c o r d i n g  t o  H u n t e r  a r e " t h a t  
5' 

commitments : 

done i n  f u t u  i n v o l v e  c o n c r e t e  and p o t e e h t i a l l y  
't c .  - 

i r r e v e r s i b l  t r e l a t i o n  and  a g a i n s t  i t s  compe t i -  
. *  

t o r s ;  and  a r e  u n d e r t a k e n  w i t h  a  s e n s e  o f  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y ,  r i s k ,  

and  e x i s  t e n , t i a l  i n v o l v e m e n t ,  ++ 

, 
2 T h i s  a n a l y s i s  can  o b v i o u s l y  b e  e l a b o r a t e d  w i t h i n  a  

r,  > 

phegomeno log ica l  f ramework;  . t h i s  i s  n o t  t o  t h e  p u r p o s e  h e r e .  The . 

' v a l u e  df t h i s J - k i n d - * o f  methodology h a s  o i t e n  been q u e s t i o n e d  iil 
T 

I 

\ 
4 

p s y c h o l o g y .  I t  was l o n g  ago u r i t t b n  o f f  a s  a r m c h a i r  s p e c u l a t i o n ,  . . - a _  

4 A 

and t h i s  ' c r i t i c i s m  s h o u l d  be  t a k e n  i i e r ious , ly .  I s  t in,  f a c t  . . ' - 
- - - 

. , 
c f 

c l e a r , "  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  t h a t  a l l  p e o p l e ' s  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  . t he  
- - - - 

o f  commitm'ent conforms t o  t h i s  s i n g l e  c a l l  t i m e s ?  p a r t '  , 
- . . 

A o f  t h e  i n t e n t  o f  t h i s  s t u d y  i s  -in f a c t  t o  exanfine p o s s i b l e  . , 
? 

d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  how p e o p l e  c o n s t r u e  t h e i ;  s y s t e m s  d f  a l t e r n a t i v e s  
7 

and : t h e i r  r e l a t i o n 5 h i p  t o  them. 
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Khat s u c h  a n  a n a l y s i s  -does  do i s  p r o v i d e  a  b a s i c  s e t  

o f  i s s u e s  as a s t a r t i n g  p o i n t  f rom -- Qhi* t o  c o n s t r u c t  a n  

e r n p j r i c a l l y  b a s d - k o g n i t i v e  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  a n a l y s i s .  Selman and 

J a c q u e t t e  (1977a)  p r o 5 i d e  an  e x c e l l e n t  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h i s  a s  a n  

i t e r a t i v e  p r o c e s s  i n  w h i c h ' t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  s t a , r t s  w i t h  i s s u e s  

d e r i v e d  from a p p a r e n t  a d u l t  ' d e v e l o p m e n t a l  , t a r g e t s t ,  t h e n  r e -  

+ s h a p y a n d  r e r o r k s  t h i s  scheme i n  a p p l y i n g  i t  t o  t h e  w o r l d ,  and 
. ,  . 

. p r o d u c e s  a  lcognitive-dev~lopmental map1 o f  domains ,  and i s s u e s  
. . - ,. 

w i t h i n  domains. .  T h e  p r e s e n t  ' s tudy  ; e p r e s e n t s  .an i n t e r m h ~ e  

s t a g e  i n  t h i s *  p r o c e s s .  The phenomeno log ica l  a n a l y s i s  p r o v i d e s  an  

- i n i t i a l  o r i e n t i n g  s t r u c t u r e  f o r  t h e  i h t e r v i k k -  method used. 

t ,  The b a s i c  a s s u m p t i o n  o f  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  proc,edur$ i s ,  o f  

c o u r s e ,  t h a t  t h e  d a t a  c a n  be  o-rdered by some s y s t e m .  T h e . s t u d y  

i s  e x p l o r a t o r y  i n  t h a t  such  a  s y s t e m  doe's n b ' x s i s t  i n  advance*. - 
- T h e r e  a r e  no r i g i d  h y p o t h e s i s  i n  t h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  a n a l y s i s .  How- 

' e v e r  t h e r e  a r e  some g e n e r a l  e x p e c t a t i o n s ,  and  t h o s e  a r e  b a s e d  on 

a s s u m p t i o n s  which form t h e - g r o u n d  o f  t h e  propos"ed a n a l y s i s .  The 

e s s e n t i a l  one  i s  t h a t  a n  a n a p s i s  c a n  b e  u s e f u l l y  g u i d e d  by t h e  
- 2 

c o g n i t i v e  d e v e l o p m e n t a l  s t r u c t u r a l  a p p r o a c h .  T h i s  means t h a t  
- 

t h e r e  w i l l .  be o b s e r v a b l e  p a t t e r n s  o f  c o n c e r n s  and  o f  r e a s o n i n g  

( o r  ' l e g i t i m a t i o n t )  i n  t h e  a r e a s  a s s o c i a t e d ,  u i t h  t h e  i s s u e s  o f  

i d e n t i t y  deve lopment ,  and t h e s e  w i l l  have  t h p . f o r m  o f  a  h i e r -  

a r c h i c a l <  s e q u e n c e L o f  i n c r e a s i n g l y  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  and  i n t e g r a t e d ,  

q u a l i t a t i v e l y  d i f f e - r e n t  s t a g e s . .  To g o  f u r t h e <  t h i s  s e q u e n c e  may 

ego deue ' lopnent  ( t h e  most  r e l e v a n t  scheme b e c a u s e  o f  i t s  
' . 

g e n e r a l i t y  and  a p p a r e n t  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  t o  t h i s  c o n t e n t  domain) .  

Ano the r  a s sumpt ion .  i n  . t h i s  s t u d y  i s  o f  t h e  ~ a p p l i c -  

z h i l l t y  o f  a  wider c o n c e p t i o n  o f  ego development  i n c o r p o r a t i n g  
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psychodynamic features. Specifically this theory proposes the 

existence of different forms of coping with the anxieties and 

ambiguities involved in commiting oneselfjo an identity - the 
identity statuses. This suggests the hypothesis that these 

processes of identity questioning and resolution and their 

associated 'statuses' may have different characteristics at 

different levels of the structural scheme. 

The format for the qualitative analysis implied by 
b 

these expectations, then, is that an initial exploratory attemp-t 

be made to draw the outlines of an ideal typology of identity 

structuTes, to explicate its logic an2 its content and to - 

Pllustrate it with examples. The method used is an intensive 

semi-structured interviek- on the subjecgd's concerns about his 
J i - 

' - e-volving identity. 
. , 

'The criteria for this kind of research are generally 

underexplicated in psychology. They are essentially those of 

- .the phenomenological tradition: that patterns described be 

recognisable to other informed and that the internal 

lagic of those patterns be consistent. Additionally here the 

criteria of Piage,tian structure provide a further possible 

constraint. - A 

A n  initial check on the usefulness of such a scheme 

can be made by relating it to the established measures of. ego 

development. Reciprocally the interrelationships of- those - 

measures can be further explicated in a qualitative fashion by 
- 

- 

sons~dering them in relation to the new scheme. The structural 
6 

analysis is thus an exploratory effort, an initial mapping of 

some nex ground, not a critique of existing theories nor the 

creation and vali aticn of a nex measusre. m he' aim is not to ;t' 
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c r e a t e  ano the r  c o g n i t i v e  developmental  ' t e s t f ,  which would add 

t o  t h e  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  of  such m a t e r i a l s .  R a t h e r .  t h e  s t 8 d y  a s  a  

whole r e p r e s e n t s  an a t t emp t  t o  compare and examine,our  e x i s t i n g  

c o n s t r u c t s  of  ego development dur ing  youth ,  and e x p l o r e  %he 

o u t l i n e s  o f  a  new way of i n t e g r a t i n g  them. The measures 

employed may be regarded  a s  landmarks h e l p i n g  u s  t o  o r i e n t  i n  
\ 

t h i s  domain. The purpose  of  t h e  s tudy  i s  t o  e l a b o r a t e  our  \ 

unde r s t and ing  of  i d e n t i t y  i n  t h e  l i g h t  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  t heo ry ,  and 

t o  p o i n t  towards a  more complete  t heo ry  o f  t h e  s e l f  and t h e  

p roces s  by which a  p e s o n  c o n s t r u c t s  him o r  h e r - s e l f  through 

a c t s  o f  commitment. 



CHAPTER TWO - IMETHODS 

Subi  e c t s  

The s u b j e c t s  o f  t h e  s t u d y  were  49 male  c o l l e g e  
\. 

s t u d e n t s  be tween t h e  Bges o  18 and 2 4 .  They were  p r i m a r i l y  
- <  2 

w h i t e  Canad ians  o f  m i d d l e  and upper-working  c l a s s  p a r e n t a g e  

. b u t  t h e r e  were  a number o f  e x c e p t i o n s  t o  t h i s :  t h r e e  were  - 
w h i t e  Amer icans ;  two w e r e  o f  C h i n e s e  p a r e n t s ,  o n e  o f  them a n  

i m m i g r a n t ;  one  was a  Canad ian -born  E a s t  I n d i a n ;  one  was a  

b l a c k  West I n d i a n  immigran t ;  and one  was a  European immigran t .  

% 
Most s u b j e c t s  were  r e c r u i t t q d  by phone c o n t a c t  a f t e r  

c o m p l e t i n g  o n e  t e s t  form ( t h e  Washington U n i v e r s i t y  S e n t e n c e  

Comple t ion  t e s t )  d u r i n g  t u t o r i a l  p e r i o d s  o f  p s y c h o l o g y  c l a s s e s .  

A l l  s u b j e c t s  were  s t u d e n t s  f rom Simon F r a s e r  U n i v k r s i t y ,  w i t h  

t h e  e x c e p t i o n  o f  f o u r  frdm Vancouver community C o l l e g e ,  Langara .  

Out o f  51 s u b j e c t s  s o  c o n t a c t e d  t h e r e  were  ( 1 3 . 7 % )  r e f u s a l s  

t>o p a r t i c i p a t e  f u r t h e r  o r  f a i l u r e s  t o  a t t e n d ;  no - s u b j e c t s  

d ropped  o u t  d u r i n g  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  t h e  s t u d y .  I n  a d d i t i o n  5 

s u b j e c t s  were  r e c r u i t e d  by p e r s o n a l  c o n t a c t  w i t h  t h e  r e s e a r c h e r ,  

a  p r o c e d u r e  employed t o  i n c r e a s e  s a m p l i n g  f rom t h e  more 

s o p h i s t i c a t e d  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l s .  A 1 1  s u b j e c t s  were  
I 

p a i d  f o r  t h e i r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a t  a  r a t e  o f  S3 /hour .  

T e s t  3 i a t e r i a l s  

Ego Development:  Ego deve lopment -was  t e s t e d  u s i n g  t h e  l i a s h i n g t o n  

' h i v e r s i t p  S e n t e n c e  Comple t ion  t e s t  ( W . U . S . C . ,  fo rm 11-68 f o r  
< 

men) and  s c o r e d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  L o e v i n g e r  r e s e a r c h  g r o u p ' s  
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manuals  ( L o e v i n g e r ,  W e s s l e r ,  and Redmore, 1970;  Redmore, Wr igh t ,  

and Rashbaum, 1 9 7 4 ) .  The t e s t  c o n s i s t s  o f  36 i n c o m p l e t e  s e n t e n c e  

' s t e m s '  s u c h  a s :  

R a i s i n g  a  f a m i l y  . . . 
. 7  -:, 

and Women a r e  l u c k y  b e c a u s e  ... 
ii . 

The p r o t o c o l s  were  coded and s c o r e d  b l i n d  i n  ' o u t  o f  

c o n t e x t 1  form ( i .  e .  a l l  r e s p o n s e s  t l r :dhe  s t em were  s c o r e d  

t o g e t h e r  w i t h o u t  r e f e r e n c e  t o  a  s u b j e c t ' s  - o t h e r  r e s p o n s e s ) .  

T o t a l  p r o t o c o l  r a t i n g s  were  a s s i g n e d  u s i n g  t h e  a u t o m a t i c  
'3 

, 
a l g o r i t h m  (Loev inger  and  W e s s l e r ,  1970) .  R a t i n g s  were  made by 

H 

t h i s  r e s e a r c h e r ,  who was t r a i n e d  by f o l l o w i n g  t h e  s e l f - t e a c h i n g  

model (Loev inger  and  W e s s l e r ,  1970) .  A r e l i a b i l i t y  check  was 

1 done by a n  e x p e r t  r a t e r ,  t r a i n e d  a t  Washington U n i v e r s i t y  S o c i a l  

S c i e n c e  I n s t i t u t e ,  on 2 0 %  (10)  o f  t h e  p r o t o c o l s .  R e l i a b i l i t y  o f  

. 8 7  on i t e m  sum s c o r e s ,  and 90% o n  t o t a l  p r o t o c o l  r a t i n g s  was 

a c h i e v e d .  T h i s  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  s a t i s f a c t o r y .  

Moral Reasoning:  The Kohlberg  mora l  judgement i n t e r v i e w  form A 

x a s  a d m i n i s t e r e d  i n  w r i t t e n  f o r m a t .  T h i s  c o n s i s t s  o f  t h r e e  s h o r t  

v i g n e t t e s ,  each  p o s i n g  a  mora l  dilemma, and e a c h  f o l l o w e d  by a 

s t r u c t u r e d  s e q u e n c e  o f  p r o b e  q u e s t i o n s  t o  b e  answered  i n  a  f r e e  

r e s p o n s e  f a s h i o n .  I t  was s c o r e d  b l i n d  u s i n g  t h e  S t a n d a r d  Form 

S c o r i n g  Nanual (Kohlberg  e t  -- a l . ,  1977) 'by t h i s  r e s e a r c h e r  who 
\ P 

%as t r a i n e d  a t  t h e  I - n s t i t u t e  f a r  Human Development ,  Karvard 

U n i v e r s i t y .  A r e l i a b i l i t y  check  was-made by a n o t h e r r a t e r ,  a l s o  

t r a i n e d  by K o h l b e r g ' s  g roup ,  on 30% (15) o f  t h e  p r o t o c o l s .  

R e l i a b i l i t y  o f  . 8 8  on i s s u e  s c o r e s ,  and .94  on  t o t a l  s t a g e  

s c o r e s  was a c h i e v e d .  T h i s  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  s a t i s f a c t o r y .  
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Log ica l  Opera t ions  : A t e s t  of  -1nhe lder  and P i a g e t ' s  - 
d i s t i n c t i o n  between c o n c r e t e  and formal  o p e r a t i o n s  which cou ld  

be admin i s t e r ed  i n  w r i t t e n  format was developed.  Neimark (1975) 

conc ludes  on reviewing t h e  methodological  problems o f  t h e  
/ 

I n h e l d e r  t a s k s  t h a t  ' t h e  use  of f o r m a l - o p e r a t i o n a l  concept  

t a s k s  . . . appears  p r e f e r a b l e '  ( p h 7 5 )  for. assessment  pu rposes ,  

t o  t h e  p h y s i c a l  t a s k  problems.  On t h e  b a s i s  of  t h i s ,  and t h e i r  

amenab i l i t y  t o  w r i t t e n  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  t h e  combinat ions  problem 

( P i a g e t  and I n h e l d e r ,  1951) and t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  problem 

( I n h e l d e r  and P i a g e t ,  1958) were s e l e c t e d  ( s e e  Appendix A ) .  A 

l i m i t e d  p;e-test  showed t h e  appa ren t  v i a b i l i t y  of  t h e  

p rocedure ,  and i t s  c o m p a r a b i l i t y  t o  performance on t h e  chemicals  
# 

t a s k  and t h e  p e r s o n a l  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  of  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  problems 

( I n h e l d e r  and P i a g e t ,  1958) . 
Scor ing  schemes .were d e r i v e d  f o r  t h e  combinat ion 

problem from Neimark ( p e r s o n a l  communication) and Byrne (1973) ,  
7 

and f o r  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  problem from Byrne (1973).  Scores  ranged 

from 1 t o  4 ,  t h e  l e v e l s  be ing  c o n c r e t e  o p e r a t i o n s ,  t r a n s i t i o n a l  
t 

t e / f o r m a l ,  and formal  o p e r a t i o n s  s u b s t a g e s  A and B. These 

two t s k s  a r e  ~ u g g e s t e d  by Byrne (1973) (who use$. t h e  s i m i l a r  B 
chemicals  t a s k  i n  p l a c e  o f  combinat ions)  t o  d i s c r i m i n a t e  wel l  

between t h e s e  l e v e l s  i f  used  i n  con junc t ion ;  r u l e s ' f o r  a s s i g n i n g  

ed s c o r e s  were d e r i v e d  from h e r  p rocedure  ( s e e  

) .  These d e f i n i t i o n s  appear  t o  conform t o  t h o s e  u s e d  

by Kuhn e t  a l .  (1977) .  
4 

- -- 

P r o t o c o l s  were coded and sco red  b l i n d  by t h i s  

r e s e a r c h e r .  A r e l i g b i l i t y  check by ano the r  r a t e r  on 30% (15) o f  

t h e  sample gave a  s a t i s f a c - t o r y  l e v e l  of  agreement ( . 8 8 ) .  



Conscious  C o n t e n t :  A measure o f  c o n s c i o u s  p r e o c c u p a t i o n s  was 

d e r i v e d  by p u t t i n g  i n t o  w r i t t e n  form C a n t r i l ' s  (1965) 'human 

c o n c e r n s '  i n t e r v i e w  q u e s t i o n s  which r e q u e s t  t h e  r e s p o n d  t b  

, l i s t  f i r s t  h i s  h o p e s ,  t h e n  h i s  f e a r s  f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  ( s e e  
\ 

'R. 

Appendix B) .  The b r o a d  l e v e l  c a t e g o r i e s  i n  C a n t r i l 1  c o n t e n t  9 
a n a l y s i s  scheme were  grouped i n t o  t h r e e  ma jo r  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  

p r e o c c u p a t i o n :  i n t r o s p e c t i v e ,  i d e o l o g i c a l ,  and o t h e r  ( s e e  

Appendix B) .  The p r o t o c o l s  were coded and b l i n d  r a t e d  by t h i s  

r e s e a r c h e r .  A r e l i a b i l i t y  check on 30% (15) o f  t h e  sample  gave  

s a t i s f a c t o r y  ( . 9 6 )  agreement  on t h e  i t e m  s c o r e s .  Measures o f  

t h e  v a r i a b l e s  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  and i d e o l o g y  were  d e r i v e d  a s  p r o -  

p o r t i o n s  o f  t o t a l  number o f  c o n c e r n s  e x p r e s s e d .  

A d d i t i o n a l l y  s u b j e c t s  were  a s k e d  t o  go back  o v e r  

t h e i r  l i s t s  and t o  add  t o  each  i t e m  w h e t h e r  t h e y  f e l t  i t s  

r e a l i s a t i o n  was c o n t r o l l e d  more by t h e m s e l v e s  o r  by t h e i r  

env i ronment ,  a n d  a t  what a g e  i t  was most l i k e l y  t o  be  r e a l i s e d  

by them. T h i s  p r o c e d u r e  i s  t h a t  u s e d  by Lamm, Schmidt  and , 

~ r o m s d o r f  (1976) .  From i t  were  d e r i v e d  v a r i a b l e s  o f  s e l f -  
. { 

c o n t r o l  ( p r o p o r t i o n  o f  ' s e l f - c o n t r o l l e d '  i t e m s )  and t i m e  

p e r s p e c t i v e .  T h r e e  measures  o f  t h e  l a t t e r  were  u s e d :  p r o p o r t i o n  

of  i t e m s  l i s t e d  a s  ! a n y t i m e f  o r  ' o n g o i n g t  c o n c e r n s ;  a v e r a g e  

t i m e  from t h e  s u b j e c t ' s  p r e s e n t  a g e ;  and maximum t i m e  from t h e  

p r e s e n t  ment ioned ( t h e  i n d e x  used  by Lamm, Schmidt  and 

Tromsdorf)  . 

Ego I d e n t i t y :  S u b j e c t s  were  i n t e r v i e w e d  i n  t h e  s e m i - s t r u c t u r e d  

t o p i c  f o r m a t  o f  M a r c i a ' s  (1966) ego i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  i n t e r v i e w  

( s e e  .Appendix D)  and a s s e s s e d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  f o u r  s t a t u s  

c a t e g o r y  s y s t e m ,  on a  c l i n i c a l l y  w e i g h t e d  c o m b i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  
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areas of vocation and ideology on the assessed variables, crisis 

and commitment, A reliability check on 40% (20+ of the sample 
* 

done by the scheme's originator yielded a satisfactory (85%) . - 
level of' agreement. 

The Extended Interview 

The qualitative and exploratory part of this study 

depended upon an extension of this 'identity interview' method- 

ology. The basic topics in this "extended interview, since--q 

uas to-be an examination of individuals' forms of resolving t 

issue of identFty through choice and personal commitment, were 
\ 

those of theaarcia methodology, vocation and ideology (encom- 

passing religion and politics).. An additional area was that of 

relationships, which are important to identity formation and are 

included in the identity status interview for women (Marcia and 

~ A e d m a n ,  1970) ; this is also the focus of the subsequent 

Eriksonian developmental issue and area for commitment, 

'intimacy' (Orlofsky et al., 1973). -- 
5 

iqithin these content areas a series of sub-issues was 

developed from several sources: a phenomenological analysis of 

commitment (Hunter, 1971), previous interview research on 

identity and ego development (Thayer, 1963; Lucas, 19il), and 

soide liraited pilot testing. The .result of 'the reworkihg of the 

i n t e r v i e w  material w a r  Zess e series wf questions than a ser of 

topics to be explored [see Appendix D). A t  this stage in the 

research it was considered important not to constrain the 

conteit too much. The najor requirement was that the material be ., 

interesting, relevant and personally meaningful to the subjects. 
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Var ious  examples showing t y p i c a l  i n t e r v i e w  sequences  and t h e  

g e n e r a l  f l a v o u r  o f  t h e  s e s s i o n s  a r e  t o  be  found i n  Chap te r  4 .  
- 

Also  i n c l u d e d  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  t o p i c s  was t h e  

- j e c t s l  e x p e r i e n c e s  of c o l l e g e ,  , based  upon P e r r y ' s  (1970) 

r e s e a r c h .  These  q u e s t i o n s  -I a r e  a l s o  i n  Appendix D and a n  o u t l i n e  * 

of  P e r r y ' s  scheme i s  i n  ~ p p e n d i x  C .  A t  a n  e a r l y  s t a g e  o f  t h e  
! 

r e s e a r c h  i t  was t h o u g h t  t o  b e  o f  i n t e r e s t  t o  o b t a i n  r a t i n g s  on 

P e r r y ' s  o u t l i n e  o f  ' e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s 1 .  a p p e a r e d  

t h a t  i t  would b e  d i f f i c u l t - t o  g e t  i n t e r r a t o  r e l i a b i l i t y  on 

t h e s e ,  however, s o  t h e  d e c i s i o n  was made t o  s i m p l y  i n c l u d e  t h i s  

m a t e r i a l  w i t h  t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e  ex tended  i n t e r v i e w ,  p r i m a r i l y  a s  

4 v -  an expans ion  o f  t h e  ' i d e o l o g i c a l '  t o p i c s . .  - 
To t h e  d e g r e e  t h a t  t h i s  i s  a n  e x p l o r a t o r y  s t u d y  t h e  

i n t e r v i e w  i s  a  methodology i n  p r o c e s s  o f  f o r m a t i o n  and r e f i n e -  

ment.  I n  f a c t  i t  underwent  a l t e r a t i o n  d u r i n g  t h e  s t u d y .  The 

p l a n n e d  p r o c e d u r e  f o r  t h e  r e s e a r c h  was t o  s t u d y  h a l f  t h e  s u b j e c t s  
C 

I 

+_ i n  d e p t h  u s i n g  t h e  e x t e n d e d  i n t e r v i e w  a s  a n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  
--* 

s*d Marcia  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  p r o c e d u r e  ( g e n e r a l l y  r e q u i r i n g  

a f u r t h e r  s e s s i o n ) .  I t  was found  u s e f u l  and i n t e r e s t i n g ,  however,  

as  t h e  s t u d y  p roceeded  t o  e l a b o r a t e  t o  some d e g r e e  on t h e  b a s i c  

' s t a t u s '  i n t e r v i e w  f o r  a l l . . s u b j e c t s .  The s p l i t  i n t e r v i e w  

p r o c e d u r e  was a d o p t e d  x i t h  1 5  s u b j e c t s .  A l l  o t h e r  s u b j e c t s  were 
-. 

i n t e r v i e w e d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  a> i n t e g r a t e d  p r o c e d u r e  which i n c l u d e d  
J4 

t h e  u s u a l  fo rmat  o f  t h e  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  i n t e r v i e w  b u t  added 
- - - 

more e x t e n s i v e  t h a n  u s u a l  p r o b i n g  a l o n g  t h e  l i n e s  o f  t h e  f u l l  
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

- - 

i n t e r v i e w  ( s k e ,  a l s o ,  Appendix D) . T h i s  made t h e  i n t e r v i e w i n g  

l e s s  cumbersome and r e p e t i t i x - e ,  and more f l e x i b l e  a>d appro-  

p r i a t e ;  i n  e f f e c t  i t  became a more u s e f u l  t o o l l a s  e x p l o r a t i o n  

made t h e  a r e a  more f a m i l i a r .  T h i s  p r o c e d u r e  p e r m i t t e d  a l l  
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s u E j e c t s  t o  be c l a s s i f i e d  acco rd ing  t o  t h e  emergent ' i d e n t i t y  

s t r u c t u r e f  typology '  ( s e e  c h a p t e r  4 ) .  The i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  r a t e r s  - 
we* i n  agreement t h a t  t h e  v a l i d i t y  of t h e  s t a t u s  i n t e r v i e w  was 

n o t  impaired by t h e  e x p l o r a t i o n  of t h e  i s s u e s  i n  g r e a t e r  dep th .  

Procedure  

The s t u d y  was i n t r o d u c e d  t o  p o t e n t i a l  s u b j e c t s  i n  

sma l l  t u t o r i a l  groups which were p a r t  of  c o l l e g e .  psychology 

cou r se s  o f  v a r i o u s  l e v e l s .  I t  was d e s c r i b e d  a s  a s t u d y  ' o f  how 

people  make d e c i s i o n s  about  i m p o r t a n t ' a r e a s  i n  t h e i r  l i f e  and 

how t h e y  choose major  d i r e c t i o n s  du r ing  e a r l y  a d u l t h o o d ' .  They 

were informed t h a t  t h e  s t u d y  was i n  two p a r t s ,  t h e  f i r s t  one 

h e r e  i n v o l v i n g  a  q u e s t i o n n a i r e ,  and t h e  second p a r t  an  i n t e r v i e w  

and f u r t h e r  t e s t s  f o r  which t h e y  would r e c e i v e  payment. They 

would be  c o n t a c t e d  p e r s o n a l l y  and t h e i r p p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  th i s  
/' 

1 

second p a r t  r e q u e s t e d ;  t h e y  were under no o b l i g a t i o n  tw' 
a 

c o n t i n u e .  
L 

- 
The W . U . S . C .  was g iven  t o  them and in t roduced  a s  a  

t e s t  o f  ' t h e  ways you t h i n k  about  t h e  s o c i a l  w o r l d ' .  They were 

asked t o  'complete  t h e  s e n t e n c e s  a s  fu- a s  you f e e l  neces sa ry  

t o  exp re s s  your  views . Name, age ,  and c o n t a c t  i n fo rma t ion  we-= 

o b t a i n e d  on t h i s  form. One hour  was a v a i l a b l e  t o  complete t h e  . 
t e s t ,  

Phone c o n t a c t  was m@e wi th  s u b j e c t s  of  a p p r o p r i a t e  
-- 

age  and sex .  (No o t h e f  s e l e c t i o n  c r i t e r i a  were used,  c o n t r a r y  

t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  i n t e n t ,  x h i c h  was t o  a t t emp t  t o  ensu re  a  range 

sf h i g 6  a n d l o w  s c o r e r s  on t h e  s en t ence  complet ion t e s t ;  t h i s  
- * 

was because  of  t h e  s c a r c i t y  o f  male s u b j e c t s  i n  t h e  r e l e v a n t  
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age group from t h e s e  c o n t a c t  sou rces . )  S u b j e c t s  were reminded 

o f  t h e  p rev ious  c o n t a c t  and asked i f  t hey  wished t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  
_ 

f u r t h e r .  The s t u d y  was d e s c r i b e d  a g a i n  a s  i nvo lv ing  'how,they 

had gone about  making d e c i s i o n s  about  major d i r e c t i o n s  i n  t h e i r  

l i f e ' .  I t  was sugges t ed  t h a t  t h e  r e s e a r c h e r  'wished them t o  

3 c o l l a b o r a t e  t o g e t h e r  i n ' a n  e f f o r t  t o  e x p l o r e  how t h a t  p roces s  

had t aken  p l a c e  f o r  They were reminded o f  t h e  
% 

payment 

r a t e  o f  $3/hour  and an appointment made whe r ' e - app rop r i a t e .  

Five  s u b j e c t s  were n o t  c o n t a c t e d  i n  t h i s  manner b u t  

approached p r i v a t e l y  f o r  t h e i r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n .  They were . . 

a c q u a i n t a n c e s ' o f  t h e  r e s e a r c h e r  who were f e l t  t o  be p a r t i c u l a r l y  

i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  i n c l u d e  i n  t h e  s tudy .  They w e r e ~ g i v e n  t h e  

W.U.S.C. t o  complete  a t  t h e i r  f i r s t  appointment and t h e i r  

subsequent  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  was i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  t h a t  o f  o t h e r  

s u b j e c t s .  

The r e s t  o f  t h e  s t u d y  was under taken  i n  a p r i v a t e  
e 

o f f h e .  The purpose  of t h e  s t u d y  was r e i n t r o d u c e d  and t h e  Marcia 

i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  i n t e r v i e w  and t h e  +extended i n t e r v i e w  on t h e  

p roces s  o f  commitment were conducted and t a p e  r e c o r d e d y T h e  

l e n g t h  of  t h e s e  i n t e r v i e w s  v a r i e d  c o n s i d e r a b l y  depending upon 

t h e  s u b j e c t ' s  e x p r e s s i v e n e s s  and t h e  e x t e n t  o f  t h e  e x p l o r a t i o n  ,/-- 
a t t empted .  The minimum l e n g t h  was one hour  and t h e  maximum f o u r  

hou r s .  S i m i l a r l y . t h e  number o f  s e s s i o n s  r e q u i r e d  v a r i e d ;  

g e n e r a l l y  i t  wcs _o_ne,_or two-, o c c a s i o m l l y ~ h r e _ e ,  

\ 
Subsequent ly  _ - t h e  -- o t h e r  - w r i t t e n  t e s t s  were admin i s t e r ed ,  

, L a l x a y s  i n  t h e  same o r d e r :  Kohlberg l s moral judgement i n t e r v i e w ,  
j 6. 

t h e  consc ious  concerns  l i s t ,  and t h e  t e s t  o f  f o r r n a l . o p e r a t i o n s .  

Occas iona l ly  s u b j e c t s . w e r e  r eques t ed  t o  complete t h e  Kohlberg 

t e s t  o r  t h e  consc ious  concerns  t e s t  between appoin tments .  The 
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r e s e a r c h e r  was always p r e s e n t  dur ing  complet ion of t h e  formal 

o p e r a t i o n s  t e s t  t o  make o c c a s i o n a l  c l a r i f y i n g  comments when 

neces sa ry .  

S u b j e c t s  ,we re .pa id  and t h e i r  q u e s t i o n s  about  t h e  

whole s tudy  answered i n  a  d i s c u s s i o n  f o r  t h o s e - i n t e r e s t e d .  They 

were encouraged t o  r e t u r n  a t  a  t ime when r e s u l t s  would be 

a v a i l a b l e .  

P r o t o c o l s  were coded by an a s s i s t a  a s  t o  permi t  - 

b l i n d  r a t i n g .  
, . 

Ana lys i s  

The s t r u c t u r a l  r a t i n g s  and t h e  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  were 
4 

t r e a t e d  a s  o r d i n a l  v a r i a b l e s  ( s t a t u s e s F o r d e r e d  a s  f o r e c l o s u r e ,  

, d i f f u s i o n ,  moratorium and achievement)  and r e l a t e d  t o  each 

o t h e r  u s i n g  non-parametr ic  c o r r e l a t i o n s  (Kenda l ' s  t a u j ,  

con t ingency  s t a t i s t i c s  and t h e  Kruska l -Wal l i s  a l y s i s  o f  3 - 

v a r i a n c e  f o r  ranks .  O f  t h e  measures o f  c o n t e n t ,  The i n d i c e s  
'CTC 

t 

c o n s i s t i n g  of  p r o p o r t i o n s  were l e f t  un t rans formed;  a , - l oga r i t hmic  

t r a n s f o r m a t i o n  was used on maximum temporal  p e r s p e c t i v e  ( l o g  r 
n  

Cmaxj j and on average  temporal  p e r s p e c t i v e  (C ( l o g  TX) /n)  t o  

homogenise v a r i a n c e .  These measures were t h e  independent  

v a r i a b l e s  i n  one-way a n a l y s e s  o f  v a r i a n c e  a g a i n s t  t h e  o r d i n a l  

v a r i a b l e s .  A p r i n c i p l e  f a c t o r  a n a l y s i s  w i th  varimax r o t a t i o n  

was performed on t h e  e n t i r e  c o r r e l a t i o n  ma t r ix ,  I d e a l  t y p o l o g i c a l  

and c a s e  s tudy  q u a l i t a t i v e  methods were t k e - f i n a l  form of 

a n a l y s i s .  
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The  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  a r e  p r e s e n t e b  

i n  terms of t h e  t h r e e  broad c l a s se s - . o f  h y p o t h e s i s  made i n  t h e  

' I n t r o d u c t i o n 1 :  t h e  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s  among s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s ;  
A 

t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  o f  t hose  t o  i d e n t i t y ;  and t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of  

P s t r u c t u r e  and i d e n t i t y  t o  t h e  c o n t e n t  v a r i a b l e s .  The form of  $he * 

d a t a  i n  t h e  con t ingency  t a b l e s  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  f i r s t  two of  
CL 

t h e s e  c l a s s e s  of hypotheses  ( t a b l e s  6  t o l l )  do n o t  meet t h e  

g u i d e l i n e s  f o r  t h e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  of t h e  Pearson  X 2  s t a t i s t i c  

( S i e g e l ,  1956) having low expec ted  p r o b a b i l i t i e s  i n  many c e l l s .  

Hays (19633 a d v i s e s  a g a i n s t  grouping d a t a  pos t -hoc  b u t  s u g g e s t s  

t h a t  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  r a t i o  I X 2 '  may be somewhat ' s u p e r i o r  i n  t h e s e  

c i rcumstances .  ~ h i i  s t a t i s t i c  i s  t h e  one quoted  f o r  t h e  f u l l  
. . 

cont ingency t a b l e s .  I t  must . s t i l l  be regarded  a s  p o t e n t i a l l y  -f 

u n r e l j a b l e ,  b u t  ' i s  n o t  c r u c i a l  t o  t e s t i n g  s p e c i f i c  hypotheses  + 

and i s  p r e s e n t e d , f o r  i n s p e c t i o n .  S p e c i f i c *  hypbtheses  a r e  t e s t e d  
, _  

r e g a r d i n g  p a r t i c u l a r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  i n  t h e  con t ingency  t a b l e  

u s ing  2 x 2, a r r a y s ,  and h e r e  t h e  Pearson X 2  c o r r e c t e d  f o r  

c o n t i n u i t y  ( S i e g e l ,  1956) i s  employed. ~ l l  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  
1 

c o e f f i c i e n t 8  r e p o r t e d  a r e  Kkndall  t a u ' s  (rT). The raw d a t a  m a t r i x  . * 

i s  p r e s e n t e d  i n  appendix  E .  
-7 

i 

Age - 

- - - 
-- -- 

Age i s  found t o  show a  moderate and s i g n i f i c a n t  

c o r r e l a t i o n  w i t h  most o f  t h e  developmental  v a r i a b l e s :  w i th  

i d e n t i t y ,  rT = w i t h  l o g i c a l  
2 

o p e r a t i o n s ,  r = 
'r 

P < .01; w i t h  moral rea ,soning,  r- = .3Z,  p  < -005'; b u t  w i t h  
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8 '' ~ o & ' v i n ~ e r ~ ~  s ego  deve lopmen t ,  .however, fT = .6l, .n. s . 

a 

T h i s  seems t o  i n a i c a t e  t h a t  r h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  do  i n d e e d '  
0 

I r  
\ 

- und'ergo deve lopmen t  o v e r  t h i s  a g e  r a n g e ,  (-18 - 2 4  yea r s ) . ,  w i t h  

t h e  , a p p a r e n t  e x c e p t i o n  o f  e g o  d e v e l o p m e n t i  I t  a p p e a r s  t o  'Show, ''c 

C .  . 

f u r t h e r ,  . t h a t  p o s s i b l y  deve lopmen t  i n  i d e n t i t y  may b e  more 
.A 

P L  

* s u b s & t i a l  t h a n  s t r u c t u r a l  d~velop&im-t  d u r i n g  t h i , g  d 

c~ 1 

p e r i o d ,  t hough  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f ~ t h t s  . d i f f e r e n c e  cannot '-& - 
i 

t k s t e d .  

T h e r e  a i e  some a r t e f a c t s  i n  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  s u b j e c t s  
0 

which may b i a s  t h e s e  r e s u l t s ,  afid must be b o r n e  i n  mind i n  - .  
L* 4 

i p t e r p r e t i n g  them. T h e d f i v e  s u b j e c t s  s e k e c t e d  p e r s o n a l l y  by t h e  
> 

r e s e a r c h e r  as- roba ably d e v e l a p m e n t a l l y  ad ' i anced ,  a s  opposed  t o  
7 

b e i n g  s e l e c t e d  f rom c o l l e g e  c l a s s e s ,  were 'a11 2 1  y e a r s  a n d  o v e r .  

~ e n e r a l i ~ ,  o l d e r  s u b j e c t s  v e r e  t h o s e  s t i l l  i n  u n i v e r s i t y  beyond 
3 - 

2 1  y-ears ,  a  f'actdr; p & s i b l y  r e l a t e d  i n  some way t o  & e n t i t y .  

\ O l d e r  s u b j e c t s  were  o f t e n  s e l e c t e d  from u p p e r  l e v e l s  p s y c  

P Pology c l a s s e s ,  which c o n t a i n  a p o p u l a t i o n  s e l e c t e d  f o r  ' those  i n  e r e s t e d  - t / 
,' 

i n  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  and  e d u c a t i o n .  Thus t h e - s a m p l e  is i n  no s e n s e  . 
Ir 

random and' r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f  e v e n  t h e  c o l l e g e  p o p u l a t i o n .  Hence 

d e v e l o p m e n t a l  i n f e r e n c e s  f rom t h e s e  c r o s s - s e c t i o n a l  d a t a  c a n  

o n l y  b e  made w i t h  c a u t i o n .  d 

.. 
S t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s  

- - -  - -  - -- 

' K e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  and  m o r a l  

r e a s o n i n g  i s  h o y  i n  t a b l e  6 .  T h i s  i s  o v e r a l l  s i g n i f i c a n t :  % . . 
x 2  = 4 0 . 9 ,  d.f.\!Zl, p < .01. I t  r e p r e s e n t s  a  m o d e r a t e  * 

c o r r e l a t i o n ,  r = - 5 0 ,  p  < . 0001 .  T h i s  c o n f i r m s  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  
T 

t h e  g e n e r a l  h y p o t h e s i s e d  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  
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9 I t - i s  impor tan t  t o  examine t h e  cont , ingency t a b l e  more - 

c l o s k l y  to  make a  p r e c i s e  s t r u c t ' u r a l  a n a l y s i s  .. I t  a p p e a r s  t ha t , .  

t h e s e  r e s u l t s  a r e  c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  t h e  hypo thes i s  t h a t  emergent 

formal o p e r a t i o n s ,  (2-3 t r a n s i t i o n a l  s c o r e s ) ,  a r e  a  n e c e s s a r y  
P 

bu t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  t h e  emergence of p r i n c i p l e d  
, , - 

rea3oning ( s t a g e s  4 ( 5 )  , i n c l u d i n g  4 f ,  and 5 ( 4 ) )  . . ' ~ e s t i n ~  t h i s  

hypo thes i s  i n  t h e - r e d u c e d  2 x 2 cont ingency t a b l e  o f  formal  
A *, 

o p e r a t i o n s  and pos t - conven t iona l  reason ing  g i v e s :  X 2  = 2.58,  . * 

d . f .  = 1, p  - ' . I .  Thus t h e  number o f  s u b j e c t s  invo lved  a r e  n o t  

s u f f i c i e n t  t o  suppor t  t h i s  hypo thes i s  a t  a s a t i s f a c t o r y  l e v e l  o f  

s i ~ n i f i m c e .  A f u r t h e r  hypo thes i s  which was sugges t ed  by t h e  
, 

d a t a  of Kuhn e t  a l .  ( l 9 7 7 ) ,  b u t  which they  were h e s i t a n t  t o  . -- 
,' $7 

b e l i e v e ,  i s  confirmed by t h e s e  r e s u l t s :  t h a t  emergent formal  

o p e r a t i o n s  are' neces sa ry  f o r  c d n s b l i d a t e d  g t age  4 thought  b u t  

t h e r e  i s  on ly  one such c a s e ;  i n  f a c t  i n  t h e s e  d a t a  t hey  a r e  
' I  neces sa ry  f o r  ' 4 '  t o  be a  majo; s t a g e  (5 . e .  % t o  r each  s t a g e  4 ( 3 ) ) .  

,- 
- 

I t  a l s o  appears  from t h e s e  d a t a  t h a t  t h e  ' n o t  
/ v  

s u f f i c i e n t 1  c o n d i t i o n  cou ld  be c a l l e d  i n t o  q u e s t i o n  a t  t h e  

h i g h e s t  l o g i c a l  l e v e l s  i n  t h a t  a l l  s u b j e c t s  w h ~  reason  a t  f u l l  
. , 

formal d p e r a t i o n s ,  ( s t a g e  3 B ) ,  a r e  a l s o  a t  l e a s t  major s t a g e  4 

. m o r a l l y .  T h i s  i n d i c a t e s  a  c l o s e r  r e l a t i o n  between l o g i c a l  , 

. s o p h i s t i c a t i o n  and s o c i a l  development than  i s  u s u a l l y  suggestbtl . '  

The relationship between l~g i ca l~ope ra t i ons  and Loevinger's ego 

development i s  shown i n  Table  7, The o v e r a l l  x 2  = 1 9 . 4 7 ,  d . L  = - - 

-- - a .  

1 2 ,  i s ' n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  though i t  shows a  t r e n d ,  p  < . l ,  a s  does 

t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  r T =  . 2 3 ,  p < . I .  This  hypo thes i s  i s  n o t  con- 

f i rmed .  

Looking a t  t h e  t a b l e  s t r u c t u r a l l y ,  i t  appears  a s  i f  



TABLE 6 

* 

Logical + Reasoning: 
coperations: Stages 2(3)&! 3(2) 3 3(4) 4(3) 4 

'\ 

-\ <' c 

i 

Conventional Post-Conventional 

Concrete ' 

Formal 



- I 
Logical 

, Operations: Stages 
Ego Development: 

D- 3 13-4 I4 14-5 I 5  

. - 
Concrete  

Formal 



TABLE 8 -- 

EGO DEVELOPMENT ( W .  U. S .  C .  ) x MORAL REASONING 

Ego Moral Reasoning : 
Development: Stages 2($ 3(2) 3 3(4) 4(3) 
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emergent  f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n s  may be a n e c e s s a r y ,  b u t  n o t  

s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  I  4 /5  and 15 .  With d a t a  g rouped  t o  t e s t .  

t h i s  s p e c i , f i c  h y p o t h e s i s  x 2  = 2.13,  d . f .  = 1, p  -- . 1 5 ;  a  s a t i s -  

f a c t o r y  s i g n i f i c a n c e  l e v e l  i s  n o t  a c h i e v e d .  

The re la t ion  between moral reasoning and Loevinger's ego 

development  .is sho,wn i n  t a b l e  8 .  O v e r a l l  X 2  = 31.64,  d.  f .  = 28, 

, n . s . ;  and t h e r e  i s  low c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  r T =  .36 ,  p  < .01.   he 
> t 

p r e s e n c e  o f  'a L g e n e r a l  l i n e a r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  v a r i a b l e s  

i s  ~ o n f i r m e d , ~ b u t  i t  i s  n o t  a s t r o n g  one.  

Examining t h e  c o n t i n g e n c y  t h b l e ,  t h e  g e n e r a l  s c a t t e r  

o'f s c o r e s ,  ( i n d i c a t e d  i n  t h e  s i z e  o f  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n ) ,  does  n o t  

a l l o w  muchbto be  s a i d  abou t  * c l e a r  o r d e r e d  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h i n  

i t .  I t  does  seem t o  s u g g e s t  t ~ h a t  K o h l b e r g ' s  c l a i m  t h a t  I 4 . i ~  

e q u i v a l e n t  t o  mora l  s t a g e  4  i s  m o r e . a c c u r a t e  t h a n  L o e v i n g e r l s  

t h a t  i t  c o r r e s p o n d s  t o  s t a g e  5: 7 7 %  o f  s u b j e c t s  a t  I 3 / 4  a r e  a t  

s t a g e s  3 ( Z ) ,  3 ,  and 3 ( 4 )  ;, 58% o f  s u b j e c t s  a t  I 4  a r e  a t  s t a g e s  

3 ( 4 ) ,  4(3)  and 4 ;  w h i l e  o n l y  1 9 % - o f  s u b j e c t s  a t  I 4  a r e  a t  s t a g e s  

4 ( 5 )  and S ( 4 ) .  I t  i s  a p p a r e n t  how u n d i s c r i m i n a t i n g  t h e  I 4  

c a t e g o r y  i s  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  mora l  development .  The h y p o t h e s i s e d  

e i i s f ' e n c e  o f  c l e a r  c o r r e s p o n d e n c e s  between mora l  and ego s t a g e s  
- 

w i t h i n  t h i s  r a n g e  i s  n o t  conf i rmpd .  

$-.-Examining t h e  t h r e e  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s  as a g roup ,  it Fs 
/--- 

t 

of  i n t e r e s t  t o  p a r t i a l  out-from e a c h ~ p a i i h e  e f f e c t - - o f  t h e  o t h e r  
T 

-\ 

one ,  and t h e  e f f e c t  o f  o t h e r ' m a j o r  v a r i a b l e s .  C o n t r o l l i n g  f o r '  t h e  
*, -" 

G i r d  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e  one f i n d s :  f o r  l o g i c 3 1  o p e r a t i o n s  and 

mora l  r e a s o n i n g  c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  ego development  r- = . 4 6 ,  p  < . 0 0 1 ;  
L * -* A - 

f o r  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  and ego development  c o n t r @ i n g  f o r  moral  -.-- & 
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reason ing  r = .06 ,  n . s . ;  and f0.r moral r ea son ing  and ego 

I- 
/= 

development, contro ' l l . ing f o r  l o g i c i l  operBt ions  r .= .Z9, 
T 

p  < .05 .  The l a r g e s t  r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  s i z e  of t h e  c o r r e J a t i o n  i s  
7 

i n  removing t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  moral 2-ment from t h e  r e l a t i o n  

of gogic  t o  t h e  Loevinger t e s t ;  t h e  b o r d e r l i n e  s i g n i f i c a n t  

c o r r e l a t i o n  between t h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  a lmost  e n t i r e l y  d i s a p p e a r s .  

The o t h e r  r e l a t i o n s  a r e  lowered t o - a  l e s s e r  e x t e n t .  I n  c o n t r a s t ,  
I 

when t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  (which i s  addressed  i n  
- - 

d e t a i l  i n  t h e  nex t  s e c t i o n )  i s  c o n t r o l l e d  f o r  t h e  v a r i o u s  

c o r r e l a t i o n s  remain a lmost  unchanged; l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  w i t h  

ego development gT = . 2 3 ,  p  < . I ;  moral r ea son ing  w i t h  ego 

development r = . 36 ,  p  < .005;  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  w i th  moral 
T 

reason ing  r = . S O ,  p  < .001. When t h e  e f f e c t  o f  age i s  
T - t 

parb ia l l . ed  o u t  o f  each of t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  one 

f i n d s :  f o r  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  and moral reas 'oni  r = . 4 5 , E  $g' I- 

p  < .001;  f o r  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s "  and dgo d e v e l o p b n t ,  rT = . 2 3 ,  

p < . l ;  and f o r  mosal r ea sog ing  and ego development, r = .38 ,  
I_ 3 

T 

p  i :01.  ~ ~ a i n ,  t h e s e  e f f e c t s  a r e  smal l  o r  n o n - e x i s t e n t .  
- ' 

In  hummary t h e n ,  t h e  f i r s t  gene ra l  hypo thes i s  t h a t  t h e  

s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s  a 're p o s i t i v e l y '  and c o h e r e n t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  

each o t h e r  i s  g e n e r a l l y  borne o u t .  The t h r e e  v a r i a b l e s  form a  

group w i t h  moderate t o  low p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n s - b e t w e e n  them, 

which o b t a i n  i ~ d e p e n d e n t  of  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  age or i - d m t i t y  -- 

s t a t u s .  There i s  a c l e a r  and o r d e r l y  s t r u c t u r a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  - 

between l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  2nd moral r ea son ing ,  t h e  development 
n 

o f  formal  l o g i c  p roceed ing  t h a t  o-f pos t - conven t iona l  m o r a l i t y  , 4 

f 

and c o n s t i t u t i n g  a  neces sa ry ,  b u t , n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  
% 

i t .  Emergent formal, o p e r a t i o n s  i n  t h e s e  d a t a  appear  t o  b.e a  a 
? - g 
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n e c e s s a r y  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  t h e  predominance and  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  o f  

s t a g e  4 judgement ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  f o r  t h e  emergence of  s t a g e  5. 

4 - 
A l s o  i n  t h e s e  d a t a ,  f u l l  fo rma l  o  a p p e a r s  a s  a  

s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  m a j o r  s t  The L o e v i n g e r  

ego development  v a r i a b l e  s e e %  td-apart from t h e  o t h e r  

two, w i t h  a  lower  l e v e l  o f  r e l a t i o n s h i p  and a  l e s s  o r d e r l y  

s t r u c t u r a l  p a t t e r n .  T h i s  might  b e  e x p e c t e d  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  i t s  

more d i s t a n t  t h e o r e t i c a l  c o n n e c t i o n  w i t h  them. T h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

seems t o  b e  a c c o u n t e d  f o r  by e l e m e n t s  i n  t h e  mora'l r e a s o n i n g  
* 

t e s t  o n l y .  I t  i s  p e r h a p s  a  more p u r e l y  ' s o c i a l  l v a r i a b l e ,  

( a g a i n ,  however,  emergent  fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s  may p o s s i b l y  b e  a  

n e c e s s a r y ,  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  t h e  l e v e l s  beyond 

1 4 ) .  I n  f a c t  t h e  tes,t  p r o d u c e s  a  r a t h e r  p o o r  s p r e a d  o f  s c o r e s  i n  

t h i s  p o p u l a t i o n  (80% o f  s u b j e c t s  a r e  i n  I 3 / 4  o r  I 4 ) ,  which 
I 

r e d u c e s  i t s  v a l u e  a s  a c h a r a c t e r o l o g i c a l  v a r i a b l e .  

I d e n t i t y  

I 

The i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  were  o r d e r e d  f o r e c l o s u r e  (F) , ,  

d i f f u s i o n  ( D ) ,  mora tor ium ( M ) ,  , a ch ievement  (A),- f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e s  
% 

o f  c o r r e l a t i o n a l  a n a l y - s i s ;  t h i s ' w i l l  r e c e i v e  comment below. 
"-5 

F u r t h e r  a n a l y s i s  u s e d  t h e  Kruska l -Wala i s  one  way a n a l y s i s  o f  

v a r i a n c e  f o r  r a n k s  ( S i e g e l ,  1 9 5 6 ) .  A 

The r e l a t i o n s h i p * o f  ego i d e n t i t y  t o  mora l  r e a s o n i n g  i s  

shown i n  t a b l e  9 .  The K r u s k a l - W a l l i s  a n a l y s i s  shows: H = 5 .55 ,  

= 3 ,  n . s . ;  a l s o  x 2  = ~ 5 . 8 2 ,  d . f .  = 2 1 ,  n . ~ .  There  i s a  low 

c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  r = . 2 7 ,  p  < . 05 .  With a g e  p a r t i a l l e d  o u t  t h i s  T 
'4 

i s  r e d u c e d  t o  rT = . 1 4 ,  p.s. , I t  a p p e a r s  f rom t h i s  t h a t  t h e  

i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  a r e  n o t  w e l l  d i s c r i m i n a t e d  by t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  - 



" 9 2  
o f  moral  r e a s o n i n g  p c o r e s ,  and t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o t  a  v e r y  s t r o n g  

l i n e a r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between i d e n t i t y  development  and m m a T  

- r e a s ' o n i n g ,  - none t h a t  c o u l d  n o t  be accoun ted  f o r  by t h e i r  b o t h  

undergo ing  some age  r e l a t e d - d e v e l o p m e n t  d u r i n g  t h i s e p e r i o d  o f  

l i f e .  
4 

However, a  s t r u c t u r a l  examina t ion  o f  t h e  c o n t i n g e n c y  - - 
- . ' 

t a b l e  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  h i g h e r  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  appear  t o  b e  
. 

n e c e s s a r y  cond i t . ions  f o r  t h e  u s e  .of p r i n c i p l e d ,  ( s t a g e  5 ) .  

moral  r e a s o n i n g ,  a s  p r e d i c t e d .  The 2 x 2 c o n t i n g e n c y  t a b l e  o f  

p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  m o r a l i t y  and h i g h  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  shows - , -  

- - 

X 2  = 8.08,  d . f r  = 1, p  < . 01 ,  conf i rming  t h e - s u p p o r t  f o r  t h i s .  
b 

1 .  
. . 

h y p o t h e s i s .  ( I n  f a c t  - t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  h o l d s  f o r  a t t a i n i n g  con--++ 
' 

s o l i d a t e d  s t a g e  4 t h o u g h t ,  b u t  b e i n g  based  on a  s i n g l e  c a s e - a n d  

hav ing  no obv&ous t h e o r e t i c a l  r a t i o n a l e ,  t h i s  must be  - , 

d 1 

c o n s i d e r e d  v e r y v d o u b t f u l . )  F u r t h e r  i t  a g p e a r s  t h a t  f u l l  i d e n t i t y . .  

achievement  may p o s s i b l y  be  a  n e c e s s a r y  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  t h e  , - 

/ 0 

- r 

a t t a i n m e n t  o f  prin;ipl.ed r e a s o n i n g  a s  t h e  major  mode o f  t h o u g h t .  

Again t h e  2 x 2 c o n t i n g e n c y  t a b l e  o f  major  s t a g e  p r i n c i p l e d  
y 3 

though t  and i d e n t i t y  achievement  shows a  x2 .  = 8 . 6 4 ,  d . f .  = 1; - 
p < . 0 1 j  b u t  t h i s  r e s u l t  i s  a  p o s t - h o c  f i n d i n g  and c a n n o t  be-. 0 *: 

1 1 .  . - , f 
r e g a r d e d  a s  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g q i f i c a n t  on t h i s  b a s i s .  Tha t  - 

5 . j  

i d e n t i t y  d e v e l o $ h e n t  i s  n o t  a  s u f f i c i e n t  ( c o n d i t i o n  i s  shown by-, 1 - 
t h e  s p r e a d  o f  h i g h  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  o v e r  alrnosp t h e  f a l l  range  . 

- 
o f  moral  s t a g e s .  So i t  seems & a t - w h i l e  i d e n f i - € 7 - s t a t u s  and - - 

- 
moral  r e a s o n i n g  a r e  not s i q l y  l i n k e d  i n  + l i n e a r  fashipn,  

q u e s t i o n i n g  and a c h i e v i n g  one's i d e n t i t y  does  p r o v i d e  a  n e c e s s a r y  * 

i 

b a s i s  f o r  development t o  .a p r i n c i p l e d  moral  l e v e l .  On t h e  o t h e r  
f '  3 

hand,  t h e  c a p a c i t y  f o r  'a h igh  l e v e l  o f  moral  though t  i s  n o t  t 3 
n e c e s s a r y  t o  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  forming a n  i d e n t i t y .  1 
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TABLE 9 

Identity 
Status : Stages - 

Diffusion 1 
- + .  
B '. \ 

. 
\ - 

, . " .+ 
Achievement 0 

- > 9 

, -  

0-rder o f  Medians: F - D - M  

Conventional Post-Conventional , 

L o w - -  Status 

HigK Status 



- 
1 

i 

1 
>d 

TABLE 10 

IDENTITY STATUS x LOGICAL OPERATIONS 

Logical Operations 
2 2-3 3a 50 

- Identity 
. Status: Stages 

- 
Foreclosure 

Diffusion 

Moratorium 

Achievement 

Krus ka l -Wal l i s  H = .26 d . f .  3 n . s .  

Order  o f  Medians: F -' D - M - A 
\ 



TABLE 11 

IDENTITY STATUS x EGO DEVELOPMENT ( W ,  U. S. C .) 
7 

4 
P b f 

Identity . 
- Status: - *- 

~ g o  ~eveloprnent * 

-- D- 3. 13-4 Stages .. I4 , 14-5 
- 

- B I 5  7 

Diffusion 0 4 -. 5 .  

- A C E  evement 1 

Order o f  Medians: D - M - A - F 
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The r e l a t i o n s h i ~ p  of ego i d e n t i t y  t o  l o g i c a 3 - o p e r a t i o n s  i s  shown 

k .  

i n  t a b l e  10. The b v e r a l l  r e l a t i o n  i s  'not  ' s i g n i f i c a n t :  X2 = 8.1 ,  
-- -- 

d . f .  = 9 ;  and Kruskal-Wal l is  H = .26 d . f .  = 3 ;  no r  i s  t h e  

c o r r e l a t i o n  between them: r = -16 ,  ( reduced t o  . 0 3  w?th age -  
T 

p a r t i a l l e d  o u t ) .  There appears  t o  be no s t a t i s t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  - 

between advance i n  l o g i c a l  s o p h i s t i c a t i o n  and t h e  a t t a i n m e n t  o f  

i d e n t i t y ,  d i s con f i rming  t h i s  hypo thes i s .  

A s t r u c t u r a l  examinat ion of t h e . t a b l e  p rov ides  l i p t l e  
#- 

a d d i t i o n a l  i n fo rma t ion  and t ends  t o  conf i rm t h e  l a c k -  o f  r e f a t i o n -  

s h i p .  I n s p e c t i o n  shows t h a t ,  c o n t r a r y  t o  p r e d i c t i o n ,  formal  

---- 
o p e r a t i o n s .  i s  n o t  a neces sa ry  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  achievement A 

- 4~ i d e n t i t y  c r i s i s .  However, ir does appear  t h a t  t h e  a t t a i n m e n t  

1 of f u l l  formal thought  ( s t a g e  3 B ) , $  may s u b s t a n t i a l l y  i n c r e a s e  a  

p e r s o n ' s  chances o f  q u e s t i o n i n g  and a t t a i n i n g  h i s  i d e n t i t y .  The 

one d i s con f i rming  c a s e  sugges t s  however, t h a t  t h i s  i s  no t  a  

c e r t a i n t y .  

T h e . . r e l a t i o n s h i p  between eg,o i d e n t i t y  and Loevinger ' s  ego 

development i s  shown i n  t a b l e  11; t h e  o v e r a l l  r e l a t i 6 ~ i s  n o t  

s i g n i f i c a n t :  x 2  = 13.40 d . f .  = 1 2 ;  Kruskal-Wal l is  H = 2.80 

d . f .  = 3 ;  nor  i s  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  r = - .06 ,  (- .07 w i t h  age 
T u 

p a r t i a l l e d  o u t ) .  There appears  t o  be n o - r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 

i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  and ego development c o n t r a r y  t o  p r e d i c t i o n .  

A s t r u c t u r a l  examinat ion conff ims t h i s  l a c k  of  
- - - -- - 

correspondence w i t h  one excep f ion ,  ' t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  i d e n t i t y  
- - - - -- - - - 

achievement i s  a  n e c e s s a r y , ' b u t  no t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  

- reaching t h e  'autonomous l e v e l ,  ( I S ) ,  b u t  t h e  numbers (2) a r e  
- ! - 

so l i m i t e d  a s  t o  p r even t  drawing such a  conc lus ion  and t h e  X 2  on 

t h e  r e l e v a n t  2 x 2 cont ingency t a b l e  i s  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t  
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( X 2  = 1 . 9 3  d . f .  = 1 ) .  (.It may b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e  s o l e  low s c o r e r  

- (D-3) on t h e  W . U . S . C .  was a l s o  a n  i d e n t i t y  a c h i e v e m e n t ;  

;r 
A - i n s p e c t i o h  o f  t h i s  s u b j e c t ' s -  p r o t o c o l  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h i s  s c o r e  

i s  a  gr0s.s u n d e r e s t i m a t e ,  t h e  r e s u l t  of h i s  compl 'e t ing  t h e  

s e n t e n c e  c o m p l e t i o n  t e s t  w i t h  i n a d e q u a t e  care . , )  
/ 

1 
h 

 he c o r r e l a t i o n s  ,given a r e  based  on t r e a t i n g  i d e n t i t y  

s t a t u s  a s  an' o r d i n a l  v a r i a b l e  when i t  i s  s t r i c t l y  n o m i n a l .  I t  can  

c e r t a i n l y  b e  a r g u e d  c h a t  t h i s  i s  a p p r o p r i a t e  s i n c e  t h e  v a r i a b l e  

i s  d e v e l o p m e n t a l ,  some s t a g e s  b e i n g  more ' a d v a n c e d '  t h a n  o t h e r s .  

and a l s o  r e p s r e s ' e n t a t i v e  o f  one  c o n c e p t i o n  of  ' e g o  s t r e n g t h ' ,  
--- - 

some s t a t u s e s  b e i n g  more ' i n t e g r a t e d 1  t h a n  o t h e r s .  The 

p a r t i c u l a r  o r d e r i n g  c a n  b e  c o n t e n d e d ,  however .  Tha t  u s e d  

( F  - D - M - A) was h y p o t h e s i s e d  t o  be t h e  most ' d e v e l o p m e n t a l l y  

a c c u r a t e 1  and  , s o  most l i k e l y  t d  r e l a t e  l i n e a r l y  t o  t h e  

s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s .  

T h i s  h y p o t h e s i s  can  b e  checked by examining  t h e .  

o r d e r i n g  o f  t h e  median r a n k s  f o r  t h e  s t a t u s e s  on e a c h  v a r i a b l e  
r 

( s e e  t a b l e s  9 ,  10 ,  and 1 1 ) .  T h i s  b e a r s  o u t  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s e d  

o r d e r  a s  t h e  one  which p r o d u c e s  t h e  most s u b s t a n t i a l  c o r r e l a t i o n  
h 

w i t h  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  and mora l  r e a s o n i n g .  However t h i s  i s  i n  

t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  t h e  f i n d i n g  o f  a  ' 1ack .o f  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  

on t h e  K r u s k a l - W a l l i s  a n a l y s e s  of v a r i a n c e .  With t h e  ego deve lop-  

ment v a r i a b l e  t h e  o r d e r  i s  n o t  a s  hyp n o r  i s  i t  t h e  
- 

t-etica* p r e d i c t e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  (D - F - f - A ,  b u t  i s  

aiffusion-moratorium-achievement-foreclosure. T h i s  might  s u g g e s t  

t h e  i n t e r p r e t a i i o n  t h a t  ' d e f i n e d n e s s '  o f  v iews  apd o p i n i o n s  i s  

t h e  component o f  i d e n t i t y  which h a s  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  i n f l u e n c e  on 

t h e  F .U.S .C .  T h i s  o r d e r  r a i s e s  t h e  carrel-ation t o  rT  = - 2 3 ,  
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' p l  < .0S. HowFagain t h i s  i s  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  of t h e  l a c k  o f  a  , -. e 

7 s i g n i f i c a n t  Kruska l -Wal l i s  H 4  and t h i s  maxirnw forrelatik i s  . - 
/ 

pos t -hoc  and t h e  s i g n i f i c a n ~ e ~ l e v e l  must be a d j u s t e d  a c c o r d i n g l y  

k L 

w i t  r e g a r d  t o  a l l  t h e  p o s s i b l e  o r d e r i n g s  (Myers, 1972) and i t  
* 

does Zot  reach_ s a t i s f a c t o r y  l e v e l .  F u r t h e r ,  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  4- 
i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  w i t h  age  i s  maximised by t h e  o r d e r  f o r e c l o 3 u r e -  

/ 

mora to r ium-d i f fus ion-ach ievement ,  which might  s u g g e s t  t h a t  
t-' 

developmenta l ly .  t h e  most common a l t e r n a t i ~ e - e n d  p o i n t s  f o r  t h e  C 

u 

i d e n t e y  fo rma t ion  p r o c e s s  t e n d  t o  be achievement o r  d i f f u s i o n ,  
f 

b u t  Hgain t h i s  pos t -hoc  f i n d i n g  canno t  be accep t ed  a:, s t a t i s t i c -  
f 

i 1 
a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  f o r  s 5 m i l a r  r e a s o n s .  

, I n  summary, i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  i s  n o t  l i n e a r l y  r e l a t e d  t o  any 

o f  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s t o  .a deg ree  t h a t  might  n o t  be accounted 

f o r  by them undergoing p a - r a l l e l a g e  r e l a t e d  development.  T h i s  
-'d' 

conf i rms  t h e  second g e n e r a l  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  t h e  deve3opment o f  
'L 

ego i d e n t i t y  i s  a  s e p a r a b l e  and d i s t i n c t  l i n e  o f  deve lopgen t  

from c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  change.  None the less  t h e s e  e lements  of  

development do appea r  t o  be i n t e r r e l a t e d  and c e h r t a i 5  l o g i c a l -  

s t r u c t u r a l  c o n d i t i o n s  appea r  t o  app ly .  Quest ioning ones i d e n t i t y  

seems t o  be a  n e c e s s a r y  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  u s i n g  

p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  moral  r e a s o n i n g ,  (and a c h i e v i n g  a n  i d e n t i t y  may ' 

b e  n e c e s s a r y  f o r ,  o r  a t  l e a s t  f a c i l i t a t e ,  having p r i n c i p l e d  if 

- -- t hough t  as a mg jor s t a g e ) .  S i m i l a r l y ,  the re -  i s  at-f-eeassts appmsT- 
A- 

- b i l i t y  that i & i t y , & i e v e w  i s  ~ ~ ) -  4 % r a t t a i n i ~ t h e  - 

3 

' autonomous '  l e v e l  o f  ego development.  -On t h e  o t h e r  hand,  
,' 5 

s t r u c t u r a l  development seems t o  b e  i n  no way n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  1 

. dm-elopment of h i g h e r  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s ,  though:-t$ire i s  a  
a- 

sugges ' t ion t h a t  f u l l  formal  thought  does f a c i , T Z t a t e  i d e n t i t y  
* '- 



1 - Looking a t  t h e  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s  o f  a l l  t h e  m a j o r  

d e v e l o p m e n t a l  v a r i a b l e s  a s  a whole ,  a  c o h e r e n t - p a t t e r q  emerges .  

I d e n t i t y  q u e s t i o n i n g  and r e s o l u t i o n  .can t a k e  p l a c e  a t  any o f  t h e  

l e v e l s  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  development  looked  a t ,  though i? i s  made 
u 

more l i k e l y  by t h e  h i g h e s t  l e v e l  o f  l o g i c a l .  t h o u g h t .  Emergent 

fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s  i s  a  n e c e s s a r y  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  p o s t  c o n v e n t i o n a l  - 
C 

moral  r e a s d n i n g  and  p o s s i b l y  f o r  ma jo r  u s a g e  o f  s t a g e  4 mora l  

k t h o u g h t ,  b u t  t o  d e v e l o p  beyond s t a g e  4 t o  a  p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  

p e r s p e c t i & ,  i t  i s  a l s o  k e c e s s a r y  t o  go t h r o u g h  a  p r o c e s s  o f  

q u e s t i o n i n g  ones  i d e n t i t y .  ( T h i s  s u g g e s t s  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  

t h e  i d e n t i t y  r e s o l u t i b n  p r o c e s s  a t  c o n v e n t i o n a l  and  p o s t -  

c o n v e n t i o n a l  s t a g e s  have  d i f f e r e n t  meanings and d i f f e r e n t  - 
a * 

c h a r a t t e r i s t i c s .  T h i s  i s  examined i n  d e t a i l  i n  t h e  n e x t  c h a p t e r . )  

Ego development  a s  d e f i n e d  by  L o e v i n g e r ,  h a s  a  low and g e n e r a l ,  

r a t h e r  t h a n  s t r u c t u r a l l y  c o h e r e n t  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  s o c i a l ,  ( i . e .  

m o r a l ) ,  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  P i a g e t i a n  t h e o r i e s  o f  development'. 

Emergent f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n s . m a y  p o s s i b l y  be  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  I 4 / 5  

and I S .  I t  may&be t h a t  i d e n t i t y  - r e s o l u t i o p  i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  r e a c h  

t h e  autonomoui  s t a g e ,  b u t  t h e  ~ b e v i n ~ e r  v a r i a b l e  does  n o t  seem 

t o  p r o v i d e '  much c l e a r  o; a d d i t i o n a l l y  u s e f u l  i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  

u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  i d e n t i t y  
, 1 

C o n t e n t  V a r i a b l e s  ,. 

The r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f '  e a c h  of  t h e  f o u r  ma jo r  d e u e l o p -  
. - 

m e n t a l  v a r i a b l e s  above ,  p l u s  a g e ,  w i t h  each  o f  s i x  a s p e c t s  o f  

t h e  ' c o n t e n t  o f  c o n s c i o u s  c o n c e r n s '  - p r o p o r t i o n  o f  i n t r o s p e c t i v e  
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c o n t e n t ;  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  i d e o l o g i c a l  c o n t e n t ;  d e g r e e  o f  c o n t r o l  

of  outcome by s e l f ' r a t h e r  t h a n  by env i ronment ;  d e g r e e  o f  c u r r e n t  

and ongoing t empora l  p e r s p e c t i v e ;  maximum tempora l  p e r s p e c t i v e ;  - 

and a v e r a g e  t e m p o r a l  p e r s p e c t i v e  - was examined u s i n g  a  s e r i e s  

b f  one-way a n a l y s e s  o f  v a r i a n c e .  C o r r e l a t i o n s  ( t a u s )  were a l s o  

compqted; and a - p o s t - h o c  p a i r w i s e  compar ison  o f  means c a r r i e d  

o u t  u s i n g  t h e  Schef  fe  and L.S.D.,  t e s t s .  (Only . t h e  S c h e f f e  

r e s u l t s - a r e  d i s c u s s e d ,  w i t h  p, < .l, a c c e p t e d  a s  a n  a d e q u a t e  - 

- 
s i g n i f i c a n c e  l e v e l ;  L.S.D. t e s t s  a r e  r e g a r d e d  as t o o  l ax  i n ' t h i s  

c a s e , '  though t h e  r e s u l t s  a r e  l i s t ed ) , .  R e s u l t s  a r e  r e p o r t e d  i n  

t a b l e s  1 2  - 1 6 .  T h e r e  f o l l o w s  a  summary o f  t h e  p o s i t i v e "  - 
- 

f i n d i n g s  . 

I d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  d i f f e r  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  on i n t r o s p e c t i o n ,  

( p  < . 0 5 ) ,  w i t h  means o r d e r e d  F - D - A - M .  P o s t - h o c  compar isons  

shows t h e  F-M compar ison  s i g n i f i c a n t .  The o v e r a l l ~ c o r r e l a t i o n ,  

( i d e n t i t y  o r d e r e d  a s  u s u a l  F - D - M - A ) ,  ,o i s  r = . 2 5 ,  
- 

T 

p < .01 .  Thus t h e r e  i s  a  c l e a r  t endency  f o r  i n t r o s p e c t i v e  

c o n t e n t s  t o  i n c r e a s e  w i t h  h i g h e r  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  a s  p r e d i c t e d .  

(The t r e n d  f o r  moratoriums'  t o  be  more i n t r o s p e c t i v e  t h a n  a c h i e v e -  

menrS, though i n t e r p r e t a b , l e ,  i s  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t  p o s t  h o c ) .  I t  - -_ 
* 

s h o u l d  be  n o t e d  t h a t  the ,  c o ~ r - e l a t i o n  i s  educed below s i g n i f i -  % 
c a n c e ,  ( r T  = 0 ,  when age  i s  p a r t i a l l e d  o u t ,  b u t  t h i s  c o u l d  b e e  

i n t e r p r e t e d  a s  an e f f e c t  o f  t h e  r educed  r a n g e  o f  i d e n t i t y  
- - 

, 7 - 

v a r i a n c e  produced by t h i s  c o v a r i a n c e  p r o c e d u r e .  - 
- - t 

~ o ' o t h e r  c o n t e n t  v a r i a b l e  produced s i g n i f i c a n t  F ' s  - --- _ 
-- __ 

i i i t h  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s .  There  i s  one s i g n i f i c a n t  correlation,--------  
a --3 

( r _  = . 2 2 ,  p < . ( I S ) ,  of  i d e n t i t y  w i t h  s e l f - c o n t r o l ,  p o s s i b l y  
L 

s u g g e s t i n g  a  t endency  f o r  h i g h e r  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  t o  f e e l  t h a t  
('\\ 
k' 
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t h e i r  f u t u r e  i s  more under  t h e i r  i n f l u e n c e .  However, t h i s  ' 

f i n d i n g  canno t  be c o n f i d e n t l y  r e g a r d e d  as '  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  ' s i g n i f i -  

c a n t  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  m u l t i p l e  hypo theses  ( s i x  f o r ' e a c h  d e v e l -  
- .  

opmenta l  v a r i a b l e ) .  Moreover i t  is reduced t o  a  n o n - ' s i g n i f i c a n t  
/ 

t r e n d ,  ( r  = . 18 ,  p  < . I ) ,  when age  i s  p a r t i a l l e d  *out .  
, -c - - 

Moral development  i 9  a l s o  r e l a t e d  t o  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  and 

s e l f - c o n t r o ' l .  With i n & o s p e c t i o n ,  o v e , r a l l  F i s e  s i g n i ' f i c a n t ,  . 

(p  < . O 5 ) ,  and c o r r e l a t i o n  i s  r = . 3 9 ,  p  < . O O l  (. 31, < . O l  
m T 

w i t h  age  p a r t i a l l e d  & t ) .  s on t h e  means, (which 
5 

a r e  o r d e r e d  s t a g e s  3 ( 2 ) ,  3 ,  3( '4) ,  4 ( 3 ) ,  5 ( 4 ) ,  4 ,  4 ( 5 ) ) ,  shows a 

s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  betyeen-  3(2)  and 4 ( 5 ) .  The r e l a t i o n  of  

mora l  development  t o  s e l f - c o n t r o l  shows a  non-significant atrend, 

( p  < 1 ,  and t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n ,  ( r T  = -  . 1 4 ,  p  < . l ;  
d 

r = . 10  w i t h  age  p a r t i a l l e d  o u t ) .  
I 

T 
t 

L o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  shows l i t t l e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  any .of 

a l t h o u g h  t h e r e  i s  a  l o w  c o r r e l a t i o n  w i t h  i 

, i n t r o s ~ e t f t i o n :  r = . 2 3 ,  p ~ 7 . 0 5  ( .14 ,  n . s .  w i t h  a g e  p a r t i a l l e d  
'I 

o u i ) .  Again t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  . d g n i f i c a n c e  o f  t h i s  i s  d u b i o u s ,  a s  -."" 
i s  a  n o n - s i g n i f i c a n t  t r e n d  w i t h  i d e o l o g ' i c a l  c o n c e r n :  r = - . I S , ,  

T 

p < .1 ( - . O 9 ,  n . s .  w i t h  a g e  p a r t i a l l e d  o u t ) .  
% .  

Ego development  shows s i m i l a r  r e l a f i o n s h i p s  w i t h  i n t r o -  

s p e c t i o n :  r = . 2 1 ,  p  < . 0 5 ;  and i d e o l o g y :  r = - . I S ,  p  < .1; 
T - i 'I 

b o t h  a r e  u n a f f e c j , t a  by t o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  age .  Ego development  shows 

some r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t empora l  p e r s p e c t i v e :  F t e s t  i s  s i . g n i f i c a n t ,  

-(p < . 0 5 ) ,  w i t h  ongoing c o n c e r n s ,  and t h e r e  i s  t r e n d  ( p  < . I ) ,  - 
1, # 

w i t h  maximum p e r s p e c t i v e .  I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  p o s t - h o c  

c o n t r a s t s  a r e  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  t h e  o r d e r  of  t h e  means on t h e s e  

t w o  t ime  v a r i a b l e s  i s  r e v e r s e d ,  ( b e i n g  I 3 / 4 ,  1 4 ,  I 4 / 5 ,  I 5  on t h e  

form& Tha t  i s ,  h i g h e r  l e v e l s  o f  ego development  i n v o l v e d  a  , 



TABLE 1 2  

ANOVA - I d e n t i t y , S t a t u s  x C o n t e n t  V a r i a b l e s  

( *  = s i g n i f i c a n t  a t ,  a t  l e a s t ,  0 . 0 5  l e + e l ) -  
*- 

i )  I n t r o s p e c t i o n  

S o u r c e  d . f .  S.S,. M.S. F. r a t i o  P r b b  

0 ..O3 7 * Between- Groups 3 0 .497  0 .196  3.07.2 

W i t h i n  ~ r o u p s  45 2.425 0 . 0 5 4  

T o t a l  , 

P a i r w i s e  Compar i son  o f  Means: 

, '  S c h e f f e  ( p  < . l )  : For/Mor 
I +F 

L.S.D. ( p  < . 05 )  : ??pr/Mor + A c h  

. - 
i i )  I d e o l o g y  * 

S o u r c e  d . f .  S .S.  M,S. F. r a t i o  
3 

- Prob  

Bvetween Groups 

Widthin Groups.  4 5  1 , 0 1 9  0 . 0 2 3  

P a i r w i s e  ~ o m ~ a r i s o n : o f  Means: , . 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  

t 

i i i )  S e l f - C . o n t r o 1 .  

)t S o u r c e  
4 

d . f .  S .S .  M.S. F . r a t i o  
t 

P r o b  

Between Groups 3 0 .409-  - Di136  2.04 

T o t a l  . 
P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

r 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  +- .A' 
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TABLE 1 2  ( c o n t i n u e d )  

7 

i v )  Ongoing Concerns  

S o u r c e  d . f .  S .S.  M.S. F .  r a t i o  - - P r o b  
P 

Between Groups 
, \ . A  0 .340  0 . 1 1 3  1 . 3 8 0  0 .283  

/+ 

w i t h i n  Groups . 4  5  3.898 0 .086  

T o t a l  48 4 , 2 3 8  
*; 

P a i r w d s e  Comparison o f  Means: , -  , 

* 
e .  

None s i g n i - f  i c a n t  
, - 

v)  Maximum Time P e r s p e c t i v e  

S o u r c e  

Between Groups 

d . f .  S :S . M.S. F. r a t i o  . Prob  

W i t h i n  Groups 45 ' 15 .165 '  0 . 3 3 8  
. < 

T o t a l  48 i 5 . 9 7 1  

P a i r w i s e  Comparison of ~ e a n s :  a . 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  
, 

v i )  Average  Time P e r s p e c t i v e  

S o u r c e  d . f .  S.S.  M.S. F.  r a t i o  

Between Groups 3  0 . 0 5 4  0 .018  " 0 .150  
/ 

W i t h i n  Groups . 45 
\ 

5.369 0.1'19 

T o t a l  4  8  5 .422  
c -- 

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  

P rob  
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TABLE 1 3  ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Ongoing Concerns  

S o u r c e  

Between Groups 7  

W i t h i n  Groups 4 1  

T o t a l  48 

S . S .  M.S. F.  r a t i o  P rob  

P a i r w l s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

L.S.D. ( p  < . 0 5 )  : s t - 3  + s t - 4 ( 5 ) / s t - 4 ( 3 )  

Maximum Time P e r s p e c t i v e  

S o u r c e  d . f .  S .S .  M.S. F .  r a t i o  P rob  

Between Groups 

W i t h i n  Groups 4  1 1 4 . 7 1 1  0 .359  

T o t a l  48 1 5 . 9 7 1  

P a i r w i s e  Comparison of  Means:. 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  

- - 
v i ) -  Average  Time P e r s p e c t i v e  

t 

5 

S o u r c e  - \ 
d . f .  S . S .  M.S. F .  r a t i o  P rob  

b ,: Between Groups 7 0 . 6 2 2  0 .089  0 . 7 5 8  0 . 6 2 5  

W i t h i n  Groups 4 1  4 .801  0 .117  

T o t a l  48 5.422 

P a i r w i s e -  Compar i son  of Means: 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  



9 

i i) 

iii) 

TABLE 14. . 

I 

ANOVA - Logical Operations x Content Variables 

I 

Introspection 

Source d . f .  S.S. M.S. F. ratio 

Within '~roups 4 5 2.696 0.060 

Total 48 2.922 

Pairwise Comparison of Means: 
,I ' 

None significant 

Source %d.f. S.S. - M,S, 

Between Groups 3 0.078 0.026 

Within Groups 45 1,028 0.023 

Total 48 1.105 

Pairwise Comparison of Means: , .  
f None significant 

Self-control - 

Between Groups ' 3 0.226 0.075. 1.256 

Pee/ Sou d. f. S.S. M.S. 

Between Groups 3 0.256 0.085 

Within Groups 4 5 3.156 0.070 

Total r 48 3.412 

pairwise Comparison of Means: 

None significant 

F. ratio 

1.132 

F. ratio 

1.214 

Prob 

- 

I 

1 

Prob 

0.315 
4 



w' + 

TABLE 1 4  ( con t i nued )  

ongoing Concerns 

Source  d . f .  S.S. M.S. F. r a t i o  Prob 

Between Groups 3 0 . 1 9 0  0 . 0 6 3  0 . 7 0 5  0 . 5 5 4  

Wi th in  ~ r o u ~ s  . - - 4 5  4 . 0 4 8  0 . 0 9 0  

h 
I 

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 
2% ' -.-. 

8 n e  s i g n i f i c a n t  +- x 

Maximum Time P e r s p e c t i v e  , 

Source  M.S. F . r a t i o  Prob 

.Between Groups 

Wi th in  Groups 4  5  1 5 . 4 3 2  0 . 3 4 3  - 
T o t a l  4 8  1 5 . 9 7 1  

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  

v i ) , A v e r a g e  Time P e r s p e c t i v e  

Source  d . f .  S .S .  M.  S .  F. r a t i o  Prob 

Between Groups 3  0 . 9 1 3  0 . 0 4 4  

Within  Groups 4 5  5 . 2 9 1  0 . 1 1 8  

T o t a l  

P a i r w i s e  Cornparifon o f  Means: 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  



TABLE 15  
- -  - 

ANOVA - Ego Development (W.U.S.C.) x Con ten t  V a r i a b l e s  

i )  I n t r o s p e c t i o n  

Source  d . f .  S.S.  M.S. F . r a t i o  Prob 

Between Groups 4 0 .345  0 .086 1 . 4 M  0.226 

With in  Groups 44 2.577 0 .059 B 

T o t a l  48 2.922 - 
P a i r w i s e  Comparison. o f  Means: - 

I . -. 
i i )  Ideo logy  

t 

Source  + -  d . f .  S,-S. M.  S .  

% Between Groups 0 .042 0 . 0 1 0  

Wi th in  Groups 44 1;064 0.024 

T o t a l  A 4  8 lAC105 

F. r a t i o  Prob 

. 
P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  
- - 

/ 

i i i )  S e l f - c o n t r o l  ' - /- -.. 
.x Source  d . f .  . S.S.  M.Ss F . r a t i o  Prob . m , 

Between Groups 4 0 .259 0 .065  0:903 0 .471  , 

With in  Groups 44 3.153 0.072 
--- - - - 

T o t a l  48 3.412 
* 

- - 

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  



/-' 

,i * 

TABLE 1 5  (con t inued) ,  A- - 1 0 9  

i v )  

v) 

Ongoing Concerns 

Source  d . f .  S. S .  M.S. F,. r a t i o  Prob 

Between Groups 
/' 

4  0 . 8 8 5  0 . 2 2 1  2 . 9 0 3  0 . 0 3 2 *  

Wi th in  Groups 4 4  3 . 3 5 3  0 . 0 7 6  

T o t a l  ' 4 8  4 . 2 3 8  . 
- - 2% 

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

Maximum Time , P e r s p e c t i v e  

Source d . f .  S.S.  M.S. F .  r a t i o  . 
Between G.roups 4  2 . 7 0 4  0 . 6 7 6  2 . 2 4 2  

A 

Within  Groups 44  1 3 . 2 6 7  0 . 3 0 2  
L 

T o t a l  4 8  1-5 .971  
- i 

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means : 

L.S.D. (p  < . 0 5 )  : I 3  + I 3 / 4 / D - 3  

vil) Average Time P e r s p e c t i v e  
'1, 

Source  d . f .  S.S. M.S. F. r a t i o  
/ 

Between Groups 4  0 . 7 5 9  0 . 1 9 0  1 . 7 9 0  

P rob '  

0 . 0 8 0  - 

Prob 

0 . 1 4 8  

Within  Groups 4 4  4 . 6 6 3  0 . 1 0 6  

T o t a l  4  8 5 . 4 2 2  

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

L.S.D. (p < , 0 5 )  : I 3  + 1 3 / 4 / ~ - 3  
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TABLE 1 6  

' .  

ANOVA - Age x C o n t e n t ' V a r i a b l e s  

. + 
Z 

i )  I n t r o s p e c t i o n  -- 
i .  

S o u r c e  d . f .  S;S . M,S. F . r a t i o  P rob  
1 ,  

Between Groups. 6  0.922 . 0 .154  3.227 0.011" 

W i t h i n  Groups ,  

T o t a l  

, P a i r w . i s e  Comparison o f  Means-: . 

I '  
' S c h e f f e  (p  < 1 )  : 18 y r s  + 19  y r s / 2 3  -yrs' -. . 

L.S.D. ( p  .05)  : 1 8  y r s  + 1 9  y r s / 2 2 '  y r s / 2 3  y r s  

i i )  I d e o l o g y  k 

S o u r c e  d . f .  S .S .  M.S. F . r a t i o  P rob  
v 

Between Groups 6 .  0 .122  0 ~ 0 2 0  0 . 8 7 1  0.524 

W i t h i n  Groups 4 2 0 . 9 8 3  ,0.023 

T o t a l  4 8  1 . 1 0 5  

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  

i i i )  ~ e l f ~ ~ o n t ~ o l  
, 

Source,  d . f .  S .S .  M.S. F. r a t  

1 Between Groups 6  0 .520  0 .087  

W i t h i n  Groups 4 2 2.892 0 .069  
- 

' T o t a l  

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: ,---- 
i 

None s i g n i f i c a n t  

I 
'T 

I 



4 

i 
TABLE 1 6  (con t inued) ,  

- 

\ - i v )  Ongoing Concerns 
( 

.\ 
Source  d . f .  S .S .  M.S. F. r a t i o  Prob 

6 Between Groups 0.710 0.117 1 .384  0.'244 

Wi th in  Groups 4  2 3.539 0.084 

T o t a l  48 4.238 

P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  Means: 

L . S . D .  ( p  < .05)  : 20 y r s / 2 2  y r s  + 23 y r s  
4 
v 

v j  Maximum Time P e r s p e c t i v e  

Source  d .  f .  S.S.  M.S. F . r a t i o  Prob , 

Between Groups 6 1 .368  0 .211  0.604 0 .726 A 

' s f 

With in  Groups 4 2  Q 14.703 0 . 3 5 0  

T o t a l  

+ P a i r w i s e  Comparison o f  ~ e a n s :  ,-- 

m 
None s i g n i f i c a n t  

c* 
v i )  Average Time P e r s p e c t i v e  a I 

Source  d . f .  S.S. M.S. F . r a t i o  Prob 
/ 

Between Groups 6  0 .338 0.056 0.466 0 . 8 3 0 -  

42 W i t h i n  Groups 5.084 0 . 1 2 1  
n 

T o t a l  4 8  

P a i r w i s e  Comparison of Means : 



7 
1 1 2  

h i g h e r  p r o p o r t i o n  of  concerns  t h a t  e x i s t  nowPand w i l l  con t inue  

t o  be impor tan t  i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  b u t  t h e r e  is a  t r e n d  t h a t - s u g g e s t s  

l e s s  concern w i t h  naming very  d i s t a n t  g o a l s  a t  t h e  end +of l i f e .  
# 

C 

Age i s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  on t h e  

anova (p < .01) and has  a  moderateo c o r r e l a t i o n  w i t h  i t ,  

( r T  = 0 .36 ,  p  < , 0 0 1 ) .  Th is  i n c l u d e s  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  post -hoc 
+ 

comparison between e i g h t e e n  and n i n e t e e n  y e a r  o l d s  and twenty- 
/' 

t h r e e  y e a r  o l d s .  There  a r e  a l s o  sma l l  c o r r e l a t i o n s * ~ o f  dubious  - 
L 

s i g n i f i c a n c e  w i t h  ideo logy ,  ( r T  = - . 2 2 ,  p  < . 0 5 ) ,  and ongoing 

< concerns ,  ( r T  = .18, p < ~ 0 5 ) ~  and a  t r e n d  t o  r e l a i i o n  w i t h  

- - 
se f  f - co -q tml ,  ( r T  = - 1 4 ,  p < . r ) .  - 

.I 

The s i x  c o n t e n t  v a r i a b l e s  themselves a r e  i n t e r r e l a t e d  
i 

i n  ways t h a t  shou ld  be  remembered zn i n t e r p r e t i n g  t h e  p a t t e r n  of 

c o r r e l a t f o n s  w i th  o t h e r  v a r i a b l e s . '  Some of  t h e s e  c o r r e l a t i o n s - -  
r. %? 7 .  

/ a r e  e m p i r i c a l ,  b u t  some a r e ,  a t  l e a s t  i n  p a r t ,  a r t e f a c t u a l ,  / 
c 

s i n c e  t h e  measures a r e  c o n s t r u c t e d  s o  a s  t o  be n o t  e n t i r e l y  

independent  o f  each , o t h e r .  Thus i n t r o s p e c t i o n  and ideo logy  a r e  

non-independent and c o r r e l a t e  h e r e ,  ( r T  = - . 2 4 ,  p  < . 01 ) .  + 

S i m i l a r l y ,  average t ime p e r s p e c t i v e  i s  not  independent  of  

maximum t ime p e r s p e c t i v e ,  ( r T  = . 4 1 ,  p  < . 0 0 1 ) ,  no r  o f  ongoing 

concerns ,  ( i T  =.  -. 40, p  < .001) . Non-a r t e f ac tua l ,  empiri-cal  : 
i 

r e l a t i o n s h i p s -  do o b t a i n  between o t h e r  v a r i a b l e  p a i r s .  I n t r o -  

s p e c t i o n  i s  c o r r e l a t e d  w i t h  ongoing concerns ,  ( r T  = . 2 1 ,  
* 

In  summary, t h e r e  i s  a  gene ra l  e f f e c t  of  age ,  dur ing  

t h i s  p e r i o d  of  rGt 'h-q . ,  bn  some of  t h e s e  ' c o n t e n t 1  v a r i a b l e s ,  
i 

t h o u g h  t h e  s i z e s  of  t h e  ~ e l a t i o n s h i p s  a r e  s m a l l .  People  become 
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more i n t r o s p e c t i v e  and pos"sib1y s l i g h t l y  l e s s  i d e o l o g i c a l ,  ( t h e  

former  a s ' p r e d i c t e d ,  t h e  l a t t e r  c o u n t e r  t o  p r e d i c t i o n ,  b u t  
I r 

p o s s i b l y  a r t e f a c t u a l ) ,  and p o s s i b l y  more concerned  w i t h  p r e s e n t  

and ongoing v a l u e s .  The e f f e c t s  o f  i d e n t i t y  e ? p l o r a t i o n  a g a i n  

a r e  appare& p r i m a r i l y  i n -  i n c r e a s e d  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  and p o s s i b l y  
. . 

a f s o  some g r e a t e r  s e n s e  of  s e l f - c o n t r o l ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e s e  changes  

may p o s s i b l y  b e  subsumed by t h e  g e n e r a l  age  e f f e c t s .  Age must 

- 1  

presumably  be  c q n s i d e r e d  i n  t h e  ' s o c i a l i s a t i o n '  c a t e g o r y  of  ego 

developmenta-1 v a r i a b l e s .  

- 1 n . t e r m s  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  a d v a n c e ,  s i m p l e  l o g i c a l  d e v e l -  

opment h a s  no e f f e c t  i n d e p e n d e n t  o f  a g e ,  b u t  t h e  s o c i a l  c o g n i t i v e  

va r i ab , l e - s  do.  T h i s  i s  i n  a c c o r d  w i t h  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n  o f  B l a s i  and 

H o e f f e l  (1974) .  Of t h e  t h r e e  main c o n t e n t  c a t e g o r i e s  t h e y  r e f e r  

t o ,  o n l y  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  r e l a t e d  t o  mora i  development .  

L o e v i n g e r ' s  ego development  may b e a r  a  low r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  

i n t r o s p e c t i o n  b u t  may a l s o  be r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  t endency  t o  

i n c r e a s i n g l y  c o n s i d e r  ongoing v a l u e s  r a t h e r  t h a n  ' d i s t a n t  g o a l s .  

#"- 
T h i s  a s p e c t  o f  t i m e  p e r s p e c t i v e  devklopment i s f l o t  ment ioned i n  - 
t h e  l i t e r a t u r e .  

F a c t o r  A n a l y s i s  . 

The e n t i r e  c o r r e l a t i o n  m a t r i x  o f - t w e l v e  v a r i a b l e s  was 
J 

s u b j e ~ t e d  to a  p r i r t r i p a s  component f a c - t o r - a n a l y s i s  w i t h  a v a r i -  

max r o t a t i o n .  T h e - r e s u l t s  a r e  shown i ~ - t a b l e  U.  
\ 

I t  w i l l  b e  n o t e d  '$hat new v a r i a b l e  ' i d e n t i t y  s t r u c - -  

t u r e '  i s  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  m a t r i x .  T h i s  i s  a  h i e r a r c h i c a l  ego 

deve lopmenta l  v a r i a b l e  deve loped  on and coded from t h e  ex tended  

i d e n t i t y  i n t e r v i e w .  I t  i s  e x t e n s i v e l y  d i s c u s s e d  i n  t h e  n e x t  
< - 



TABLE 17 

FACTOR ANALYSIS MATRIX 

A P r i n c i p a l  F a c t o r  Ma t r i x  

V a r i a b l e s  

I d e n t i t y  S t r u c t u r e  

. I d e n t i t y  S t a t u s  

Ego Development 

Log i ca l  Ope ra t i ons  

Moral Reasoning 

Age 
I n t r o s p e c t i o n  - 
Ideo logy  

S e l f - c o n t r o l  

Ongoing Concerns 

Maximum Time 

Average Time 

F a c t o r s  
I I I 

B Rota ted  F a c t o r  Mat r ix  - 

F a c t o r s  
V a r i a b l e s  I I I I I I 

I d e n t i t y  S t r u c t u r e  0.64* 0 .10  0 .43* 

I d e n t i t y  S t a t u s  0 . 10  0 . 0 9  0 .80"  
Ego Development 0 .  50" -0.09 -0 .15  

Log i ca l  Ope ra t i ons  0.49" -0.10 0 .17  

Moral Reasoning 0.79* -0.02 0 .23  

Ag e 0.20* -0 .21 * 0 .59*  

I n t r o s p e c t  i o n  0 .44*  -0.21* 0 .33* 

Ideo logy  
- 

-0.12 0 .89* -0.02 

S e l f - c o n t r o l  0 .11 -0 .25*  Q . 2 7 *  

Ongoing Concerns 0 .15  0 .02  0 .07 

Naxirnum Time 0 .01  0 .08 -0 .01 
-4verage Time 0.04 0 .01  -0 .01  

( *  -= Loadings > 0.20)  



c h a p t e r  and  i t s  r e l a t i o n s  t o  t h e  o t h e r  v a r i a b l e s  examined. I t  i s  
/ 

i n c l u d e d  h e r e  i n  t h i s  o v e r a l l  a n a l y s i s  b e c a u s e  i t  i s  r e g a r d e d  a s  

an i n t e g r a l  p a r t  o f  t h e  s t u d y .  

+ T h i s  a n a l y s i s  must b e  viewed w i t h  c a u t i o n .  T h o r a t i o  o f  

s u b j e c t s  (49) to .  v a r i a b l e s  (12) i s  lower  t h a n  is. d e s i r a b l e  t o  y i e l d  

r e l i a b l e  r e s u l t s .  Moreover t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  m a t r i x  a n a l y s e d  

c o n s i s t s  o f  Kendal t a u s ,  which i ~ ~ r e l a t i v e l y  u n u s u a l .  However i.t 

is  p o s s i b l e  t o  make a  s i m p l e  t a r g e t  h y p o t h e s i s  a r i s i n g  ,from t h e  

a s s u m p t i o n s  and t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  d e r i v e d  h y p o t h e s e s  o f  t h e  

s t u d y :  t h a t  t h e r e  s h o u l d  be a  s e p a r a t i o n  o f  t h e  two ma jo r  
4 

- 
s t r a n d s 1  o f  development ,  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  and psychodynamic,  

o n t o  d i f f e r e n t  f a c t o r s ,  and t h a t  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  f a c t o r s  s h o u l d  
k 

c o h e r e  a s  a  s i n g l e  f a c t o r .  I f  r o t a t i o n  t o  s i m p l e  s t r u c t u r e  

conforms t o  t h i s  h y p o t h e s i s  t h e n  c o n f i d e n c e  i n  t h e  r o b u s t n e  s , 

o f  t h e  a n a l y s i s  can  b e  i n c r e a s e d  (Rummel, 1 9 7 0 ) .  
4 I: 
/' 

The f a c t o r s  t h a t  emerge seem t o  b e  r e a s o n a b l y  i n t e r -  

p r e t a b l e  and c o n c e p t u a l l y  c o h e r e n t .  

. . F a c t o r  1 i s  d e f i n e d  by t h e  t h r e e  s t r u c t u r a l  measures ,  

Cmoral development :  . 7 9 ;  ego development :  .SO; l o g i c a l  

o p e r a t i o n s :  . 4 9 ) ,  t h e  new s t r u c t u r a l  measure ,  ( i d e n t i t y  s t r u c -  

' t u r e :  . 6 4 )  , and a d d i t i o n a l l y  by i n t r o s p e c t i o n ,  (. 4 4 ) ,  and a g e ;  

( : 2 0 ) .  Thus i s  a p p e a r s  t o  be  c l e a r l y  ,a c o g n i t i v e  deve lopmenta l  

- s t r u c t u r e  f a c t o r .  

F a c t o r  2 is d e f i n e d  v e r y  h e a v i l y  by i d e o l o g y  ( . 8 9 ) ,  

and a d d i t - i o n a l l y  by small nega t ive  l o a d i n g s  on  s e l f - c o n Z r o 1 ,  

1 - . 2 5 ) ,  a g e ,  ( - . 2 0 ) ,  and i n t r o s p e c t i o n ,  ( - . 2 0 ) .  T h i s  seems t o  be 

a  l a r g e l y  u n i q u e  c o n t e n t  f a c t o r  o f  i d e o l o g i c a l  o r i e n t a t i o n  w i t h  

a  s u g g e s t i o n  t h a t  t h i s  i m p l i e s  some e x t e r n a l  n o n - s e l f  d i r e c t e d  

c o n c e r n .  
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F a c t o r  3  i s  most h,eHvily d e f i n e d  by i d k n t i t y  s t a t u s ,  

, ( .  8 0 ) ,  and a l s o  by a g e ,  (, 5 9 ) ,  and identity s t r u c t u r e ,  (. 4 J )  , 
w i t h  l o a d i n g s  on i n t r o s p e c t i o n ,  (.  3 3 ) ,  - and  s e l f .  c o n t r o l ,  (. 27) .  

I t  i s  appare-n t ly  a n  i d e n t i t y  development  f a c t o r .  

'.The l a s t  two F a c t o r s ,  4 and 5 ,  seem t o  b e  d e f i n e d  

u n i q u e l y  by each  o f  two components o f  t empora l  p e r s p e c t i v e .  -. 
'II 

F a c t o r  4 is d e f i n e d  by onga ing  c o n c e r n s ,  (. 721, and --the a-rte- 
'Q. 1 

f a c t u a l l y  n e g a t i v e l y  r e l a t e d  a v e r a g e  t ime  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  ( 2 . 5 9 ) .  - 

- 
F a c t o r  5  i s  d e f i n e d  by maximum t i m e  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  ( . 7 6 )  and t h e  

a r t e f a c t u a l l y  p o s i t i v e l y  r e l a t e d  a v e r a g e  t i m e  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  C.55). 

T h i s  r e s u l t ,  conforms remarkab ly  w e l l  t o  t h e  gern ?a1 7 - - 
- 

' t a r g e t  ' h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  t h e  s t r u c t u i a l  deve lopmenta l  v a r i a b l e s  

form a  g e n e r a l l y  c o h e r e n t  group which i s  d i s t i n c t  f rom a n o t h e r  

l i n e  o f  development ,  t h a t  o f  psychodynamic i d e n t i t y  r e s o l u t i o n .  

Of  t h e  c o n s c i o u s  c o n c e r n s  v a r i a b l e s ,  t h e  measures  o f  i d e o l o g i c a l  

o i - i e n t a t i o n  and of t ime  p e r s p e c t i v e  a p p e a r  t o  be l a r g e l y  l n d e -  
, " 

penden t  o f  t h e  o t h e r  v a r i a b l e s ,  w h i l e  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  and s e l f -  ) 7 

c o n t r o l  do l o a d  on t h e  two majo r  deve lopmenta l  f a c t o r s .    he 

c l e a r  s e p a r a t i o n  o f  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  v a r i a b l e s  on f a c t o r s  1 and 3 4 
- 

i s  a  c o n f i r m a t i o n  and i l l u s t r a t i o n  o f  t h e  p a t t e r n - o f  f i n d i n g s  i n  . 

t h e  e a r l i e r  s e c t i o n s  o f  t h i s  ' c h a p t e r . ,  



CHAPTER- FOUR - QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS  
I 

The methods u s e d  i n  t h i s  ' r e s e a r c h  make more m a t e r i a l  
a 

a v a i l a b l e  t h a n  i s ' a $ t u a l l y  e d  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  c h a p t e r .  Each o f  . - "\ 
t h e  i n s t r u m e n t s  and p r o c e d u r e s  employed p e r m i t  o f  a n a l y s e s  o t h e r  

t h a n  t h o s e  r e p r e s e n t e d  by t h e *  s c o r i n g  p r o c e d u r e s  from which t h e  
> - - 

q u a n t i t a t i v e  r e s u l t s  were  d e r i v e d .  I n  t h i s  c h a p t e r  some o f  t h e s e  

p o s s b b i l i t i e s  a r e  e x p l o r e d .  
'i B 
! - The m a j o r  s o u r c e  o f  d a t a  f o r  t h i s  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  i s  t h e  

d e t a i l e d  mater ia .1  o b t a i n e d  by t h e  e x t e n d e d  i d e n t i t y  i n t e r v i e w s .  

T y p i c a l l y  i n  i d e n t i t y  developmdnt  r e s e a r c h  such  i n t e n s i v e  

i n t e r v i e w  d a t a  a r e  u s e d  i n  an i d i o g r a p h i c  idanner. T h i s  apprqach  

. c o u l d  be  a d o p t e d  w i t h  t h e  p r e s e n t  d a t a  t o  e n t e r t a i n  v a r i o u s  

h y p o t h e s e s  and s p e c u l a t i o n s  a b o u t  f a c t o r s  i n v o l v e d  i n  ego 

* d e v e l o p m e n + - t a k i n g  a  c a s e  s t u d y  approach  t o  t h e Q n t e r v i e w s  

t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  measures .  However t h e  p r i m a r y  approach  

employed i n  t h i s  s t u d y  i s  d i f f e r e n t .  I t  i s  a  q u a l i t a t i v e  a n a l y s i s ,  

b u t  one  b a s e d  on c o g n i t i v e  deve lopmenta l  s t r u c t u r a l  p r i n c i p l e s .  

T h a t  i s ,  i t  l o o k s  f o r  e v i d e n c e  o f  a  h i e r a r c h y  o f  p r o g r e s s i v e l y  

more s o p h i s t i c a t e d  s t r u c t u r e s  w i t h i n  the--bjects1 r e p o r t s  o f  

t h e i r  c o n c e r n s  a b o u t  i d e n t i t y .  I t  th%n s e e k s  t o - c h a r a c t e r i s e  t 

\ 

t h e s e  s t r u c t u r e s  i n  i d e a l  t y p i c a l  t e r m s .  
-3 

The i n t e r v i e w s  were  e x t e n d e d  frpm t h e  b a s i c  i d e n t i t y  

s t a t u s  f o r m a t ,  a s  o u t l i n e d  i n  c h a p t e r  two and i n  appen-dix D ,  t o  
a 

e x p l o r e  w i t h  t h e  s u b j e c t s  t h e i r  c o n c e p t i o n s  o f  and r e a s o n i n g  

a b o u t  t h e . d i n d s  o f  commitments t h e y  had  made o r  were  c o n s i d e r i n g .  

T o p i c s  were i n v e s t i g a t e d  f l e x i b l y  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  ( c l i n i c a l  
'4 7 

m e t h o d T ,  i n  P i a g e t t s  s e n s e ,  i n  an  a t t e m p t  t o  drk% o u t  t h e  
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essential features that characterised a subject's pattern of 

f 
thinking about himself in relation t~ his commitments, The 

validity of this method clearly depends on the skill and sensi- 

tivity with which the interview is carried obt, so as to derive 
1 

\ 

important, accurate and unbiased samples of an individual's 
\ 

$ 
reflections on this topic. The methodological problem is then to 

derive from this material features which are common to subsets 

'- of individuals and are organised according to cognitive 

developmental criteria. we 

$1 

V ( 

The development of - these subsets from the interview 
I 

data took plac& through an info-rmal iterative procesB (see 

Selman and Jacquette, 1977a). The material was considered from a 

cognitive developmental point-of view as it was obtained. This -. 
was naturally facilitated in this instance by knowledge of the 
/- 
findings of previous investigators with a similar orientation. 

i n. 
The outline of a possible series of structures emerged as 

f 

'.A 

communalities were perceived about half-way through the inter- 

view series. The tapes were listened to again and transcribed in 

/ their essentials, including extensive verbatim quotations. What 

seemed to be possible essential features or corlelates of those 
f - .  

structures w e r e . n M d  fo? comparison with other interviews. A 

process of comparing cases within a potential 'level' and between 
i 

A, 

'levels' was carried out' looking for common and differentiating 

features. Finally an out12-nne of what appeared t -  be mafor features 

of those structures was d r a f t e d a n d  a c&egorisation of subjects- 

by stages was carrred out. Four such levels of 'identity 

structure' were distinguished, and.are described in this chapter. 



Levels  o f  ' I d e n t i t y  S t r u c t u r e '  

The c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n  of t h e s e  p u t a t i v e  s t r u c t u r e s  

fo l lows  l o o s e l y  t h e  o u t l i n e  o f  i n t e r v i e w  t o p i c s  based on t h e  

phenomenol.ogica1 a n a l y s i s  of  commitment ( s ee  c h a p t e r  one,  and 
? 

appendix D ) .  These a r e :  t h e  c e n t r a l  problem o r  c o n f l i c t  i m p l i c i t  

t o  i d e n t s t y  fo-rmation, and how a l t e r n a t i v e s  a r e  d e f i n e d ;  t h e  
1 

v a lues  a c t u a l i s e d  by cho ice s  and how they  a r e  j u s t i f i e d ;  t h e  

epis temology which u n d e r l i e s  how choices  and b e l i e f s  a r e  g iven  
BI 

meaning, and t h e  c h a r a c t e r - o f  t h e  reason ing  used ;  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  

t h e  s e l f - c o n c e p t  imp l i ed  by t h e  s t r u c t u r e ;  t h e  s e n s e  o f  cho ice  

and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  r e s u l t i n g  from t h a t ;  and t h e  s e n s e  of  t ime 

p e r s p e c t i v e  and r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  a  wider c o n t e x t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

o f  i t .  

Readers may f i n d  i t  h e l p f u l  t o  have a  summary overview 

of  t h e  e s s e n t i a l s  o f  t h e  e n t i r e  s e r i e s  o f  l e v e l s  b e f o r e  

embarking upon a  r ead ing  o f  t h e  d e t a z l e d  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of t h e  

l e v e l s ,  w i th  t h e i r  accompanying i l l u s t r a t i v e  q u o t a t i o n s ,  which 

a r e  p rov ided  i n  t h e  fo l l owing  pages ,  Such a  schemat ic  overview 
3 

i s  a v a i l a b l e  i n  t a b l e  18 (p.179), i n  t h e  s e c t i Q n  of  t h i s  c h a p t e r  

d i s c u s s i n g  t h e  ' i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e 1  scheme. Consu l t ing  t h i s  over -  

view a t  t h i s  p o i n t  may p rov ide  a  c o n t e x t  which w i l l  make t h e s e  

d e s c r i p t i o n s  more c o h e r e n t .  4 

The d e s c r i p t i o n s  of  t h e  l e v e l s  o f f e r e d  a r e  ' i d e a l  

t y p i c a l '  and so  n e c e s s a r i l y  r a t h e r  g e n e r a l  and.sweeping.  While 
- - -- - 

t h e  c o r e  o f  a  l e v e l  i s  proposed t o  be a  concep tua l  s t r u c t u r e  t h e  

d e s c r i p t i o n s  c a s t  t h e i r  n e t  wider  and comprise a  mix ture  of  

e lements ,  no t  on ly  s t r u c t u r a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  b u t  a i s o  common 

themes and i s s u e s .  Only some of t h e s e - f e a t u r e s  w i l l  be c l e a r l y  
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p r e s e n t  i n  any one c a s e .  Moreover, c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  g e n e r a l  

t heo ry  proposed,  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  i d e n t i t y  w i l l  a l s o  be i n f l u e n c e d  
r 

by o t h e r  f a c t o r s ,  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  s o c i o - c u l t u r a l  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  and 
f 

t h e  .dynamic s t a t u s  o f  t h e  ego s t r u c t u r e .  T 

i n f l u e n c e  of c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  and 

l a t e r .  

C e r t a i n  'themes' (money, s a t i s f a c t i o n  e tc , )  a r e  n a t u r a l l y  

p r e s e n t  a t  a l l  l e v e l s ,  b u t  i t  i s  how they  a r e  t r e a t e d ,  i n  what 

*terms, and i n  what way they  r e l a t e  t o  t h e  o v e r a l l  s e a r c h  f o r  

i d e n t i t y  t h a t  i s  impor t an t .  S i n g l e  s t a t e m e n t s  shou ld  never  be 

cons ide red  d e f i n i t i o n a l  o f  a l e v e l ,  even when t h e y  seem p a r t i -  
-. i 

c u l a r l y  t y p i c a l .  They must be s een  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  

c o n t e x t .  E s p e c i a l l y  i n  d i s c u s s i n g  t o p i c s  o f  common preoccupa t ion ,  

one w i l l  f i n d  s t a t e m e n t s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of  lower l e v e l s ,  b u t  
1 

a l s o  t hose  which may seem t o  be from h ighe r  ones ,  b u t  which seem 

i s o l a t g d  o r  u n e x p l i c a t e d  o r  have a  c l i c h e d  q u a l i t y  a s  i f  t aken  

from somewhere e l s e ,  

Descr ib ing  such r i c h  i n t e r v i e w  d a t a  i n  terms of  

d i s con t inuous  A t y p e s '  n a t u r a l l y  f o r c e s  i t  t o  some e x t e n t ,  s i n c e  

t h e r e  i s  a l s o  a  s e n s e x i n  which t h i s  i s  a  developmental  p rog re s s ion  

which can be s een  as  a  continuum, e s p e c i a l l y  so  i n  t h e  c a s e  of a  

t o p i c  l i k e  ' i d e n t i t y '  where growth t ,akes p l a c e  over  a  broad 

f r o n t  ( c f , L o e v i n g e r ,  1976) .  However t h e  assumption of  q u a l i t a t i v e  

d i s c o n t i n u i t y  i s  a t  h e u r i s t i c a l l y  u s e f u l .  E s s e n t i a l  - - -- 

f e a t u r e s  and t h e  i d e a  o k  a  c o r e  s t r u c t u r e  should  be apparen t  . 
- 

from pur  d e s c r i p t i o n s ,  which a r e  i l l u s t r a t e d  by accompanying 

q u o t a t i b n s .  These f e a t u r e s  a r e  summarised and d i s c u s s e d  subse -*  

q u e n t l y  . 



- 
- 

1 2 1  
One p r e l i m i n a r y  f e a t u r e  t o  n o t e  i s  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  

d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  i n t e r v i e w s  a t  d i f f e r e n t  l e v e l s ,  

a lmos t  i n  t h e  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  ' t o n e 1  which t h e y  t a k e .  While t h e s e  

' ,could b e  t h o u g h t  o f ,  a s  a  l m e t h o d o l o g i c a l  b i a s '  t h e r e  a r e  more 

h e l p f u l l y  viewed a s  a  v a l i d  p r o d u c t  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  i n t e r a c t i o n .  
- 

The p r o g r e s s i o n  i n  q u a l i t y  c o u l d  b e  s c h e m a t i s e d ' a s  f o l l o w s :  
+ 

d i f f i c u l t y  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h e  p o i n t  of  tHe more a b s t r a c t  

c o n c e p t u a l ~ p r o b i n g ,  a n q  t endency  t o  c o n c r e t e  examples i n  r e p l y ;  
t- 

a  wondering abou t  t h e  q u e s t i o n s ,  d i f f i c u l t y  p u t t i n g  some answers 

i n t o  words,  and sometimes a  s e n s e  o f  s u r p r i s e  a t  o n e s e l f  a s  one 

thinksf  t h i n g s  t h r o u g h ;  g i v i n g  c o n s i d e r e d  answers  i n  r e s p o n s e  t o  f 
* an i n v e s p g a t i o n  o f  r e c o g n i s a b l e  i s s u e s ;  a  mutual  a p p r e c i a t i o n  

o f  t h e  v a l i d i t y  o f  i s s u e s ,  a  s e n s e  o f  d i a l o g u e  and t h e  l o o s e n i n g  ' 

o f  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  t h e  i n t e r v i e w .  Such f e a t u r e s  a r e ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  

no s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  a t t e n d i n g  t o  t h e  r e s p o n s e s  and a r e  by no means 

a lways  a  r e l i a b l e  i n d i c a t o r .  

Leve l  I  - Normative Conven t iona l  I d e n t i t y  

To g i v e  a  b r i e f  overv iew,  t h e  f i r s t  l e v e l  i n  t h e  1 

s e r i e s  t e n d s  t o  be unambiguous and s p e c i f i c  i n  t h e  te rms i n  whi - 
i t  d e f i n e s  i t s  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  The wor ld  has  a  ' s o l i d '  f e e l  t o  i t ,  \- 
and t h e  s e l f  i s  d e f i n e d  by a t t a c h m e n t  t o  some p a r t i c u l a r  o p t i o n ,  \ 
a  s t e r e o t y p i c a l l y  viewed r o l e .  Such an o p t i o n ,  i n  this 

u n i v e r s i t y  c o n t e x t , - t e n d s  t o  be  i e e n  i n  t e rms  o f ' a  g o a l  toward 
F"t 

which one i s  head ing  a long  c l e a r l y  d e f i n e d  p a t h s .  Without  t h i s  - 
g o a l  d e f i n i t i o n , c o n f u s i o n  and d e p r e s s i o n  seem t o  ensue-. Most 

t- 
i m p o r t a n t l y  t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  p r o c e s s  o f  r e l a t i n g  t h e  q u a l i t i e s  o f  

J 
t h e  s e l f  t o  t h o s e  o f  t h e  g o a l ,  no p e r s p e c t i v e  from which t o  

2 



a 

1 2 2  
e v a l u a t e ' o n e l s p r o j e c t s  i n  terms of  o n e s e l f .  B e l i e f s  t end  f o  be , 

4- f' 
c a s t  i n  terms o f  r i g h t  o r  wrong, and what is impartant i * * t o  be-- 

on t h e  r i g h t  s i d e , , f o l l o w i n g  t h e  c o r r e c t  p a t h .  The p r o c e s s  of  

commitment i s  _viewed a s  ' l i n e a r  d i r e c t  motion t o  p o s i t i o n s  of  C 
,- 

r o l e  a t t a i n m e n t ,  Th i s  l e v e l  i s  t h e  h a r d e s t  t o  i l l u s t r a t e  c l e a r l y ;  

t h e  s t a t emen t s  made by s u b j e c t s  a r e  o f t e n  commonplaces and 
* * 

anecdo te s ,  bu t  hehe i g t h e s e  quo te s  t h e y ' a r e  a t  t h e i r  most 
\ 

r e f l e c t i v e .  

. . 

D e f i n i t i o n . o f  A l t e r n a t i v e s  and Assoc ia ted  Values 

- Th-e d e f i n i t i o n  of  a l t e r n a t i v e s  i s  cons ide red  i n  terms -- 
of concre  e  p a r t i c u l a r s ,  such a s  a  l i s t  o f  p o s s i b l e  jobs .  The i 
d i s t i n c t i k n s  between them t end  t o  be c l e a r  and c a t e g o r i c a l ,  and 

e x i s t  most ly  a s  q u a l i t i e s  i n  t h e  job i t s e l f ,  r a t h e r  t han  t h e  

p e r s o n ' s  e v a l u a t i o n  of i t .  ,The most f r e q u e n t  ba se s  f o r  

d i s t i n c t i o n  h e r e  were t h o s e  o f  s t a t u s  and of  ' go ing  somewhere'. 

The v a l u e s  and c a t e g o r i e s  t end  t o  have a  c l i c h e d  q u a l i t y .  

SO9 - My p a r e n t s  l i k e  t h a t  I ' m  going i n  some d i r e c t i o n ,  
n o t  j u s t  meandering around t a k i n g  cou r se s  h e r e  and t h e r e .  
That  I 'm g e t t i n g  somewhere [ I n t e r v i e w e r  - What i~ i t  you 
l i k e  about  e n g i n e e r i n g ? ]  u s ing  your hands and u s i n g  your  
mind; you can s e e  what y o u ' r e  doing,  adcomplishing some- 
t h i n g  f o r  o t h e r  people  i n  t h e  long run .  - 
[ I .  - What about  j o i n i n g  t h e  R.C.M.P. appea l s  t o  you?] 
S24 - What t hey  r e p r e s e n t .  I t ' s  what t h e  people  o f  Canada 
want,  p r o t e c t i n g  t h e  f b l e ,  p r o t e c t  t he .weak ,  s e r v e  your 
p e e r s .  I d o n ' t  l i k e  t s e e  people  t aken  advantage of and - 
b u l l i e d .  ," - - - - - - - -- - -- --- - - 

S12 - I t ' s  a  b i g  c h a l l e n g e  h e r e ,  you know, w e l l ,  no-one i n  
t h e  fami ly  h a s  ever j u m p d i n t o  u n i v w a n r l g x x d p a & s d  
l i k e  from a  p r  f e s s i o n ,  you cou ld  s a y .  So i n  my mind t h a t ' s  
p a r t  o f  t h e  r e a  L m  . 

Paths  t o  t h e s e  jobs  seem t o  be d e f i n e d  and l a i d  o u t  
/J 

c l e a r l y  i n  advance.  J u s t  a s  c a r e e r s  a r e  graded h i e r a r c h i c a l l y ,  

p o s i t i o n s  i n  onelsot;n development and ch i n g  a r e  o rde red  in a  - ppS 
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1 inear ' sequence:The  i m p r e s s i o n  ' i s  .of  a  s c h e m a t i c  road.emap, o f  

. r o u t e s  and b r a n c h i n g  d e c i s i o n  p o i n t s .  Thei-e seem t o  b e  few 

a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  o n l y  t h o s e  i n d i c a t e d  on one ' smap,  and t h e r e  is' no . 

room f o r  r e d r a w i n g  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s ,  pe ;ce iv ing  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  

anew. T h i n g s  a r e  a s  t h e y  a r e .  S u b j e c t s  do n o t  s a y :  '1  u s e d  t o  

.. t h i n k  tds, b u t  I f e l t  t h a t ,  and now i t  seems l i k e  t h e  o t h e r f .  , 

S12 - ( c h o s e  law o v e r  t e a c h i n g  b e c a u s e ) -  h a t - l s  t h e  s -ense  
o f  s p e n d i n g  f i v e  y e a r s  i n  s c h o o l  and t e a c h  \ , h i g h  s c h o o l  

- when you c o u l d  s p e n d  two,more  and  go i n t o  law. .. b 

S 2 5  - For t h e  i lex t  s e v e n  y e a r s  my l i f e  i s  p l a n n e d  f o r  ye. - * 

[ I  - You f e e l  good a b o u t  t h a t ?  [Yes] Why?] ~ e . 1 1  i t  I s  n o t  
f ' 

wonder ing  what y o u ' r e  g o i n g  t o  do tomorroy .  (He. g r o c e e d s  -, 

tp l i s t  what  h e  d o e s . )  C 

Y . I .. 
S34 - A d e g r e e  d o e s n ' t  mean much when you, go  o u t ' a n d  l o o k  
f o r  a job .  You s e e  guys w i t h  d e g r e e s  j u s t r s l e e p i n g  o u t  i n  
t h e  s t r e e t s .  I t ' s  t ough  t i m e s  now. Thought t h e r e  f iu s t  be  
someth ing  b e t t e r  t o  do .  I Zpoked a round  and d i d n ' t  s e e  
much s o  I came up h e r e .  

S10 - I  d i d n ' t  want toswork  b e f o r e  s c h o o l  i n  c a s e  I d i d n ' t  

K;:$ o  come, would k e e p  p u t t i n g  i t  o f f .  E d u c a t i o n  i s  v e r y  
a n t  t o  a  p e r s o n  nowadays. A"t l e a s t  w i t h  e d u c a t i o n  

you an  f a l l  back  on  b e i n g  a  l a b o u r e r .  T h e y ' l l  h i r e  you 
b e f o r e  someone w i t h o u t  e d u c a t i o n .  - 

R- 
Even a t  t h e i r  most ' s e a r c h i n g t  o p t i o n s  seem t o  s t a y  

s p e c i f i c  : l . . 
4 

S 2 4  - I n  a  way my l i f e ' s  s e t t l e d  b u t  I s t i l l  wonder.  Should  
I  g o  f o r  my M a s t e r s ,  l e a v q s c h o o l ,  buy a  c a r ,  go o u t  w i t h  
a d i f f e r e n t  g i r l .  Looking f o r  someth ing  b e t t e r  and I . d o n l t  
r e a l l y  know w h a t '  s b e t t e r .  Hope I j u s t  s e t t l e  i n t o  a  
p a t t e r n  s o o n e r  o r  l a t e r .  J u s t  have  t h e s e  f a n t a s i e s ;  ma;be I , 

d o n ' t  want t o  admi t  I ' v e  s e t t l e d  i n t o  t h i s  r o u t e *  
* 

> - +  v * k -* . 
C 

a- 

*- . - 
s 

4 

Mode o f  Choice  
' . 

- - 
T h e  o u t s t a n d i n g  f e a t u r e  o f  -the s t r u c t u r e ,  h2wever ,  i s  h e y  

* - .  

i : . . .  . .- 
t he  c h o i c e ' g e t s  made t o  go one. way o r  a n o t h e r .  I t  seems a l m o s t  -tg 1 .  

L 

-:a 3 ' I I 

*make i t s e l f .  The re  i s  l i t t l e  i j l d i c a t i o n  o f  c o n s i d p r e d .  v a l u e s  

b e i n g  a p p l i e d  - t o  t h e  r a n g e  of c h o i c e s .  v a l u e s  r e s i d e  i n  t h e  - 
w o r l d ,  a r e  p a r t  o f  t h e  p a t h s  t h e m s e l v e s ; , t h e y  a r e  n o r m a t i v e .  

J 
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- A l t e r n a t i v e l y  t h e  s e l f  has  l i k e s  and d i s l i k e s ,  and a b i l i t i e s ,  

d e s i r e s  and c a p a c i t i e s ,  But t h e  s e l f  i s  n o t  ass&ssed i n  terms of  A - -  

. pe r sona l  q u a l i t i e s  o r  va iues  i n  re la t ion*-& . -- t h e  q u a l i t i e s  of  a  
3 -,c 

4- 

. . voca t ion , there  .is l i t t l e  t egg ing  o u t  of  p o s s i b l e  ' p s y c h o l o g i c a l '  o r  
* 

' i d e o l o g i c a l  s u i t a b i l i t y .  ~ s s e ~ u e n ' t l ~  compara t ive ly  l i t t l e  

j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  a  cho ice .  Being 'good a t '  a  job ,  

a r  t h e r e  be ing  money, s ta tusy 'e tc . ,  appear  a s  u n e l a b o r a t e d  
+ 

. themes, and a r e  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  "a$> a s  f a r  3 s  c l i c h e s ,  such a s  - 
li 

4; 

l i k i n g  t h e  open -a i r ,  o r  l i k i n g  t o  dp something c o n c r e t e .  

534 - I  guess  5'11 go i n  f o r  t e ach ing  maybe. I t  looks  l i 'ke  \ 
h;j 

t h e  e a s i e s t  f i e l d .  _[I .  - Why t h a t ? ]  I  l i k e  kids-.grid f e e l  - 
I ' m  good w i t h  them. I t ' s  a  cha l l enge .  I ' have fu f i 'wi th  them. 

- 

[ I .  - What w i l l  i t  be l i k e  f o r  you, t e a c h i n g ? ]  I  h a v e n ' t .  - thought  about  i t .  I  hope, I hope i t ' l l  be O . K .  - n o t  knock 
your  a s s - o v e r ,  - have a  good t ime ,  I guess .  

S10 - ( i s  t r y i n g  f~ d i s c o v e r  what he l i k e s )  - A d e n t i s t ,  o r  - 

a  d o c t o r ,  biology,$.T. t e a c h e r ,  maybe psychology.  [ I .  - 
I How w i l l  you know i c h  one?]  I f  I ' m  good a t  i t ,  and l i k e ,  

i t . . I  l i k e  be ing  a r  und peop le ,  q n ' t  l i k e  be ing  s t u c k  i n  

i s  
some o f f i c e .  - 

SO9 - ( r e  engineerring) - I ' m  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  i t .  ,Do something 
- 

i n  i t  anyway. I ' l l  s e e  what I 'm doing.  Nof chemical:; g e t  4 

i n to .b r i3ge . s  o r  c o n s t r u c t i o n .  You're making something.  
\ . betw6&them?] Y - 

be i n  t h e  R .C .M.P .  t h a n  a  f l y e r ,  j u s t  +- 

t h a n  in '  t h e  a i r  f o r c e .  

' s e l e c t i o n s  a r e  made sometimes by t h e  k x i g e n c i e s  o f  t h e  3 
> i 

' r o u t e s '  themselves ,  i n  ' n a t u r a i l  p r o g r e s s i o n s .  P r e r e q ~ s i t e s  
f 

and cou r se  requ i rements  can  domi'nate. Persona l  ' c o n n e c t i o n s '  can 
a - 

+ ? +  . , 
b e  impor t an t ,  a s  sou rces  of  power. The mechanism of i d e n t i f i -  

I -  ' - - -  z - 
f 

A 

c a t i o n  w i t h  p a r t i c u l a r  f i g u r e s  - faSiiily, f r i e n d s ,  he ros  - seems *. 
------ - - -  L 

- 

common, i n  an u n h e s i t a t i n g  and r e l a t i v e l y  complete and-uncon-  - 
& 

s i d e r e d  way. . - 
-. 

-'? 
For example 5 2 5  was o r i g i n a l l y  t a k i n g  s c i e n c e  because  4 

2 

he l i k e d  t h e  'mad s c i e n t i s t  image' b u t  had t o  swi t ch  t o  a r t s  
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f 
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, . b e c a u s e  he  c o u l d n ' t  a t t a i n  t h e  p r e r e q u i s i t e s .  'Now t h e  wor ld  i s '  

- 

a l l  b a s e d  on b i g  b u s i n e s s  and t h a t .  T h a t ' s  what i t ' s  coming t o . '  

Asked why he,was t a k i n g  law, h i s  r e a s o n s  were  t h a t  a  lower  
I ,.. ", 

3- 

a v e r a g e  was needed t h a n  medica l  s c h o o l ,  i t  was good money and he 

d idr i>t  want t o  worK in -  a  lumber m i l l ,  and '  he had g o t  ' connec- 

t i o n s '  t h r o u g h  f r i e n d s  o f  h i s  f a t h e r .  He had a n  i n f l u e n t i a l  
* 

c o n v e r s a t i o n  w i t h  t h e s e  men, d e s c r i b e s  t h e  l i f e  o f  one  and t h e  
, 

problems o f  b e i n g  c o l o u r e d ,  bu t  c o u l d n ' t  d e s c r i b e  what i t  was 

t h a t  had been s a i d  t h a t  made law i n  p a r t i c u l a r  a p p e a l i n g .  

Core Problem 
i 

The major  c o n f l i c t  o r  problem a t  t h i s  l e v e l ,  t h e n ,  seems t o  
', 

b e  n o t  solmuch c h o M i n g ' a s  a c h i e v i n g ,  making t h e  g r a d e  r e a c h i n g  
3: 

one5 g o a l ,  whe the r  o r  n o t  one h a s  t h e  power t o  g e t  t h e r e .  The 

n e c e s s a r y  v i r t u e s  a r e  a b i l i t y ,  power, and p e r s i s t e n c e  bnce one 

has  aimed f o r  one% g o a l .  O r  a l t e r n a t i v e l y  one  i s  hemmed i n  by 

i n t r a c t a b l e  r e a l i t i e s  o r  d e f i c i e n c i e s ,  u n a b l e  t o  make i t  and s o  
+. 

l o s t  and un invo lved ,  u n a b l e  t o  g e t  on t h e  r i g h t  t r a c k .  I 

i 

SO9 - You've g o t  t o  make up your  mind t h e s e  d a y s ,  s o  you ' 
g o t  t o  g e t  some p a t t e r n  g o i n g  f o r  y o u r s e l f ,  s o  j u s t  n o t  
w a i t i n g  around f o r  something t o  happen. Have t o  t r y  t o  g e t  
something t o  aim f o r  y o u r s e l f ,  n o t  many p ' laces  g o i n g - t o  do 
something f o r  you now. 

S24--  My main d o u b t s  when I was younger  were whe the r  I 
c o u l d  meet t h e  s t a n d a r d s  of t h e  R.C.M.P. And r e a l l y  I s t i l l  
n e v e r  know. a 

- 

- 

5 3 5 ' -  ( o f  working i n  a  r e s t a u r a n t )  - I f e l t  l i k e  I j u s t  
w a s n ' t  g e t t i n g  anywhere s o  I f i g u r e d  1 IUULL -go b e k t x - -  - - 

s c T c o l .  1 was hav ing  f u n ,  n o t  making g r e a t  money, n o t  
r e a l l y  a c q u i r i n g  a n y t h i n g .  lCasnr t g e t t i n g  any f u r e e r  i n  
l i f e .  I s o r t  o f  ~ e n t  t o  s c h o o l  - maybe you c a n ' t  look,  a t  i t  
l i k e  t h a t  any more - g r a d u a t e ,  have a  b e t t e r  chance  o f  
g e t t i n g  a  j o b ,  s o r t  o f  a  s t e p p i n g  s t o n e .  

P 
'. 



S t r u c t u r e  of B e l i e f  
a 

I d e o l o g i c a l  b e l i e f  s y s t e m s ,  where they- a r e  impoxt-ant &end- 

a l s o  t o  be c l e a r  c u t .  The world may be  d e f i n e d  i n  r a t h e r  b l a c k  a n d  

w h i t e  t e r m s ,  and o n e r s p r o b l e m  i s  t o  be ' i n  t h e  r i g h t ' .  There  i s  

a  ' s i d e '  w i t h  which one i d e n t i f i e s ,  i n  a  d i v i s i o n  o f  Che wor ld t  

i n t o  a l t e r n a t i v e  b e l i e f  ' s y s t e m s ' ,  a l t h o u g h  p e r h a p s  b e l i e f  

' p o s i t i o n s '  i s m o r e  a c c u r a t e .  Many s u b j e c t s  w i l l  e x p r e s s  a 

s e r i e s  o f  o p i n i o n s ,  p r o - t h i s  and a n t i - t h a t .  There  i s  n o t  much 

sympa, the t ic  r e l a t i n g  t o  a  d i f f e r i n g  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  and s o  sub- 

j e i t s  come o v e r  a s  judgementa l ,  and p o s s i b l y  i h t o l e r a n t .  

3' 
- 4 perso= has  t o  t r e a d  t h e - r i g h t  p a t h ,  t h e  ' s t r a i g h t  - 

and n a r r o w 1 .  Thus t h i s  i s  t h e  domain o f  f u n d a m e n t a l i s t  r e l i g i o u s  

b e l i e f ,  though t h e s e  may a l s o  echo what a r e  p r o b a b l y  themes i n  - 
L- . t' 

e a r l i e r  ego l e v e l s  - a  h i g h l y  p e r s o n a l i s e d  God-and n o t i o n s  o f  
f', 

immanent j u s t i c e .  'Here r a t h e r  i t  b e i n g  on t h d r i g h t  s i d e  and 
,I 

s t i c k i n g  t o  i t ,  l i v i n g  up t o  i d e a l  nbrms, and a s p i r i n g  t o  some 
- 

end p o i n t .  

The r i g h t n e s s  o f  o n e ' s b e l i e f s ,  what g u a r a n t e e s  t h e i r  . 

meaning and v a l i d a t e s  t h e  s e l f ' s  s t a n c e  i s  n o t  a n  i s s u e .  Things  
I - J 

I-. 

a r e  t h e  way t h e y  a r e .  ' T h i s  i s  what I ' v e  always known and i t  

seems f i n e . '  A l t e r n a t i v e  p e r s p e c t i v e s  a r e  d e a l t  w i t h  by 

e x c l u s i o n ,  b e i n g  h e l d  a t  bay o r  d i s m i s s e d .  They a r e  a  t h r e a t ,  o r  
x 

t o  t h e  more open minded a  s o u r c e  

5 4 5  - ( r e  Lectures) - M~st saj-we d e n ' t  - - -- 
a g r e e  w i t h .  Most o f  it comes from a  w o r l d l y  o r  c a r n a l  

A 7 

p o i n t  of  vie^, and I '11 p u t  it a g a i n s t x h a f  1 hdd- ThatT% - - - L- 

1 .  h i s  o p i n i o n  because  h e ' s  from t h e  wor ld .  

LI ' (and l a t e r j  ' , 

A 

* - The g r e y  v h i c h  u a s  b e f o r e ,  ' c o s  e v e r y t h i n g ' s  moving a p a r t ,  
i t  seems t o  be a lmos t  b l a c k  and w h i t e  and i t ' s  n o t  h a r d 3 0  

I d i f f e r e n t i a t e  betk;een Ghat ue b e l i e v e  and w h a t  t h e y  b e l i e v e .  



: 
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S20 - I t h i n k  t h e i r  r e l i g i o n  maybe was 100% t r u e  b u t  now I  
t h i n k  i t ' s  c o m p l e t e l y  f a l s e ,  ( T h i s  i s  w i t h  respect to t h e  
Mormons; he now a g r e e s  w i t h  Baha i . )  
- I t  t a k e s  i n  a l l  o t h e r  r e l i g i o n s  - a l l  one  - t h e  c h u r c h  o f  
man. Because  o f  t h a t  I t h i n k  i t ' s  100% t r u e .  

S19 - You have  t o  a r g u e ,  o r  r a t h e r  d i s c u s s  w i t h  o t h e r  k i n a s  
[of r e l i g i o u s  p o i n t s  o f  view].  I ' h a v e  an  open mind. They 
s a y  t h e y  have  a n  open mind, b u t  I have a n  o p e n e r  mind. I  
t a k e  what t h e y  g o t ,  I  s a y  c o u l d  b e ,  I  t h i n k  y o u ' r e  wrong 
b u t  c o u l d  b e  t r u t h  i n  i t .  P e o p l e  who d o n ' t  go t o  u n i v e r s i t y  
t e n d  t o  s a y  I ' m  r i g h t  and y o u ' r e  wrong and t h a t ' s  i t ,  l i k e  
my p a r e n t s .  You c a n ' t  t a l k  t o  them; t h i s  i s  t h a t  and  t h a t ' s  
fine..- 

(Both o f  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  a r e  t r a n s i t i o n a l ,  b u t  s t i l l  have  r i g i d  

m o n o p o l i s t i c  b e l i e f  sys tem$,  t h e m s e l v e s  .) 

526 - What I b e l i e v e  i s  s t r a i g h t e o m  t h e  B i b l e .  O t h e r  
r e l i g i o n s  t h e y  d o n ' t  t a k e  e v e r y t h i n g  i n  t h e  B i b l e ,  d i s a g r e e  
w i t h  some p a r t s .  I  go a l o n g  w i t h  ' e v e r y t h i n g .  [ I .  - What 
a b o u t  r e l i g i o n  i s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  you?]  I t ' s  n o t  r i g h t  t o  
i g n o r e  some o f  t h e  law,  o n l y  b e l i e v e  some o f  i t .  T h a t ' s  
v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  t o  me t o  b e l i e v e  a l l  o f  t h e  B i b l e .  

S34 - I ' m - a l l  f o r  t h e  N.D.P. - i t ' s  t h e  p a r t y  o f  working  
p e o p l e .  Eli--  P o l i t i c s  a r e  a n  i m p o r t a n t  t h i n g  f o r  you,?] 
Oh yeah .  [ I .  - Why i s  i t ? ]  I h a t e  t o  s e e  t h e  c o u n t r y  go 
down. I t ' s  t h e  f u t u r e .  I want t o  s e e  who 's  r u n n i n g  t h e  
c u u n t r y .  D o n ' t  want  them t o  do something  dumb t h a t  g i v e s  u s  
a  b a d  name. 
* 
* (and l a t e r )  ' 

* 

- You've  g o t  t o  have  a  good l e a d e r .  Dave B a r r e t  [ p r o v i n c i a l  
X.D.P. l e a d e r ]  i s  j u s t  l i k e  a  gung-ho guy.  H e ' s  my k i n d  o f  
guy 

5 2 4  - Somebody t o l d  me I was more a  c o n s e r v a t i v e  i n  p h i l o s -  
ophy b u t  I  f e e l , I 7 m  a  l i b e r a l  s u p p o r t e r .  I admi re  t h e  
l e a d e r  - h e ' s  2 man t h a t  c a n  h a n d l e  any  s i t u a t i o n .  

526 - ( a b o p t  t h e o r i e s  i n  c o l l e g e  s u b j e c t s )  - E i t h e r  I  a g r e e  
o r  I d i s a g r e e .  I t  d o e s n ' t  c o n f u s e  me. I  j u s t  t a k e  them f o r  

-z _- 2 -2 
nl + a % h a t  t h e y  a r e ,  d e n t t  let  t he& a g g r a v a t e  m e .  Doesn ' t  m s t t e r  

-%.. . i f  t h e y ' r e  t r u e  o r  n o t  t o  me, j u s t  l e a r n  them. - 
' I .  - You e n c o u n t e r  a  l o t  o f  d i f f e r e n t  p o i n t s  o f  v iew h e r e .  
HOW h a s  t h a t  f e l t ? :  
S18 - Ye%h. You s e e  someth ing  one  way, t h i n k  y o u ' r e  r i g h t  
and somebody comes a l o n g  and s a y s  no.  J u s t  c a n ' t  s e e  how 
t h e y  c o u l d  come up h - i t h  t h a t .  Ge t s  p r e t t y  f r u s t r a t i n g .  Some- 
one  comes up w i t h  a  d i f f e r e n t  v i e w p o i n t  when you t h i n k  you 
g o t  i t  t i e d  away a l l  n i c e .  



128  
SO9 - Everyone g o t  some so9r t  o f  b e l i e f .  Bound t o  t h i n k  of  
someth ing .  'Why a r e  we h e r e ? '  Some f l u k e  o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e .  
E a s i e r  t o  s a y  some power d i d  i t .  [ I .  - So y o u ' v e  a s k e d  t h a t  
q u e s t i o n ?  ] No. - 

B e l i e f s  may w e l l  be  q u i t e  i r r e l e v a n t  t o  o n e ' s l i f e ,  

which i s  d e f i n e d  i n  o t h e r ,  u s u a l l y  v o c a t i o n a l  t e r m s .  I n  f a c t  a  

f e a t u r e  of t h i s  s t r u c t u r e  i s  t h e  l a c k  o f  r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tween 

d o m a i n s . o f  p o s s i b l e  c o n c e r n .  There  i s  l i t t l e  q u e s t i o n  o f  what 
-- 

one  a r e a - i m p l i e s  f o r  a n o t h e r .  A l so  i d e n t i t y  seems t o  be- 

p r i m a r i l y  d e f i n e d  i n  terms.  6f a  s i n g l e  a r e a  o f  c o n c e r n ,  p e r h a p s  

n e c e s s a r i l y  i f  it  i s  s t r ' u c t u r a l l y  d i f f i c u l t  t o  i n t e g r a t e  a c r o s s  

a r e a s .  
- 

, 
Concept  of S e l f  - 

The s e n s e  o f  s e l f  a t  t h i s  l e v e l  seems t o  be dependent  on 

-'\ - being f i x e d  w i t h i n  a  c l e a r l y  d e f i n e d  wor ld  w i t h  a  s e t  o'f c o n c r e t e  goal 

o p t i o n s  and n o r m a t i v e  v a l u e s .  I t  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  common i n  t h i s  

sample  f o r  o n e i s i d e n t i t y  t o  e x i s t  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  a  g o a l  which 

has  been  s e t  and toward  which one  i s  headed a l o n g  a  c l e a r l y  de- 

l i n e a t e d  p a t h .  Without  s u c h  a  g o a l  one  i s  l o s t , , t r a p p e d  and 

a n x i o u s .  The c a p a c i t y  t o  t o l e r a t e  an  ambiguous s i t u a t i o n ,  and 

m a i n t a i n  a  s e n s e  o f  o n e s e l f ,  o f  one ' spower  and v a l u e  a s  an 

i n d i v i d u a l  i n  i t ,  seems l i m i t e d .  O f t e n  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  know t h i s  

much a b o u t  t h e m s e l v e s .  They m a y , p o i n t . t o  o t h e r s  who l a c k  t h i s  

d i r e c t i o n ,  d e n e g r a t i n g  i t  and e x p r e s s i n g  s u r p r i s e .  

The i m p l i c i t  a n s w e r ' t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n  'Who am I ? '  i s  
- 

t h e n  o f  t h e  form - ' I  am on t h i s  p a t h 1 ,  ' I  am" a iming f o r  t h i s  
. 

g o a l 1 ,  ' I  occupy t h i s  r o l e  p o s i t i o n 1 ,  '1  b e l o n g  t o  t h i s  g r o u p ' .  
- 

The answer  i s  c a t e g o r i c a l .  And t h e . - g o a l  o r  r o l e  h a s  a n  ' e x t e r n a l 1  

q u a l i t y ,  , b e c a u s e  i t  does  n o t  a r i s i e  ou t , ; jCf ,  o r  r e l a t e  t o  s e l f -  



a s s e s s e d  i n t e r n a l i s e d  s t a n d a r d s  which t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  c a n  con- 
'-, 
: s c i o u s l y  r e f l e c t  upon. The s e l f  i s ,  a s  i t  w e r e ,  ' l o c k e d  i n t o '  

i t s  world',  and g a i n s  s t a b i l i t y  by t h e  s t a b i l i s i n g  f e a t u r e s  o f  . 

i t s  e x t e r n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  I d e n t i t y  i s  l o c a t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e .  

w o r l d ,  a n 2  i f  it becomes p r o b l e m a t i c  i t  i s  o n l y  b e c a u s e  : the 

w o r l d  i s  u n c l e a r ,  o r  u n s a t i s f y i n g .  

S12 - I ' m  g l a d  I ' v e  na r rowed  i t  down t o  t h a t .  I'm, n o t  F&, 

l o o k i n g  a round  a l l  o v e r  t h e  p l a c e .  I 'm  s o r t  o f  more s p e c i -  
f i e d  t o  one  t h i n g .  I 'm  l e a v i n g  i t  t h a t  way. I t ' s  n i c e  t o  be 
a b l e  t o  s a y  t h a t  i s  wha t  - I 'm d o i n g  i f  someone a s k s  you.  
[ I .  - What i f  you d o n ' t  have  t h a t  g o a l ? ]  Be j u s t , a n o t h e r  
body f l o a t i n g  i n  t h e  s t r e a m  o f  s c h o o l .  [ I .  - How do you 
mean?] Younger p e o p l e  a r e  j u s t  s o r t  o f  up i n  t h e  a i r  - m e  . 
h a v i n g  s e t  my s i g h t s  more d e - f i n i t e l y  f e e l s  n i c e .  

S18 - I f  I  d i d n ' t  have a  s e n s e  o f  d i r e c t i o n  I ' d  j u s t  s i t  
t h e r e  - 'What am I  d o i n g ? ' ,  you know. I  w o u l d n ' t  go t o  u n i -  
v e r s i t y  u n l e s s  I  knew what  I was # d o i n g ,  ' c o s  I  t h i n k  I  s e e  
a  l o t  o f  p e o p l e  i n  t h i s  p l a c e  j u s t  keep t a k i n g  c l a s s e s  and ' " 

c l a s s e s  ' c o s  t h e y  d o n ' t  know what t h e y ' r e  go ing  t o  do .  
Think  t h a t ' s  a b ~ u t ~ p o i n t l e s s .  You l e a r n  more i f  you have a  
s e n s e  o f  d i r e c t i o n  t h a t  g u i d e s  e v e r y t h i n g .  Need some k i n d  
o f  d i r e c t i o n ,  some a im,  o r  i t ' s  j u s t  g o i n g  - t o  be  a  w a s t e .  

S10 - I ' m  a lways  heade,d f o r  someth ing .  I  l i k e  a  d e f i n i t e  
g o a l  t o  be headed t o .  [ I .  - And i f  i t  w a s n ' t  t h e r e ? ]  I S  I  
d i d n ' t  I ' d  f e e l  v e r y  l o s t  - l i k e  w a l k i n g  a round  i n  a  d a z e  
o r  n o t  r e a l l y  s u r e  what y o u ' r e  up t o ,  s o  you f e e l  v e r y  l o s t .  

& .  

[ I .  - What does  i t  f e e l  l i k e  h a v i n g  t h i s  commitment ( t o  :. 
h i s  r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f s ) ? ]  
S45 - I ' v e  g o t  a  p u r p o s e  i n  l i f e ,  some r e a s o n  f o r  l i v i n g .  
I know who I  am and what  I ' m  g o i n g  t o  be d o i n g .  And I  
g u e s s  a  l o t  of  q u e s t i o n s  p e o p l e  have a b o u t  who I  am, what 
I ' m  h e r e  f o r ,  a l l  t h e  m a j o r  q u e s t i o n s  p e o p l e  a s k ,  t h e s e  
I ' v e  g o t  answered .  What I b e l i e v e  h a s  a l r e a d y  f u l f i l l e d  a l l  
t h a t  - I d i d n ' t  have  t o  b e  w o r r i e d  abou t  i t .  I ' v e  a  s e n s e  
o f  d i r e c t i o n  i n  o t h e r  words .  

Having s u c h  commitments i s  o f t e n  c o n t r a s t e d  by t h o s e  

who have  them t o  o t h e r  s t e r e o t y p e d  g roups  who do n o t .  

509 - T h e r e ' s  l o a d s  o f  c o r n b a l l s ,  guys go o u t  l o o k i n g  f o r  
a  f i g h t ,  p a r t y i n g ,  f l u n k i n g  o u t ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  go and have a 
good t i m e ,  do someth ing  c o n s t r u c t i v e .  

' (and l a t e r )  ' 

- Know a  l o t  o f  guys d o i n g  t h a t  [hav ing  no d e f i n i t e  g o a l ] .  
Might  l e a r n  more t h a n  me, b u t  w a s t i n g  $220 a  s e m e s t e r  on 



b u l l s h i t .  Can always b u l l s h i t  abou t  t h i n g s  t h e y  d o n ' t  
a30  

know abou t .  
> < 

In '  c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  l a &  of s e a r c h  f o r  ' i d e n t i t y '  a s  a  

! theme, a  ' s e n s e  of  s e l f  ' i n  t e  ms o f  agency i s  v e r y  much p-resent  
J 

i n  t h e  themes o f  power and c o n t r o l .  Th i s  ' I '  ( r a t h e r  t h a n  'Me') 

does what needs  t o  be done,  t r i e s  t o  r e ach  t h e  g o a l ,  ha s  t h e  

a b i l i t y  t o  g e t  what it wants .  O r  e l s e  i s  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  way 

t h i n g s  a r e ,  s t u c k  w i t h  i t .  Con t ro l  ove r  motion th rough  an  

e x t e r n a l  world i s  an  i m p o ~ t a n t  metaphor.  

SO9 - I t  a l l  depends  what I  make o u t  of  i t ,  i t ' s  up t o  me, 
depends what I  want t o  accompl ish  and what I p u t  i n t o  i t .  
Need t o  do y o u r s e l f  j u s t i c e ,  u s i n g  t ime  t o  g e t  something 
accomplished.  - 

- 

' ( a n d  l a t e r ) '  

- You need t o  s e t  a  p a t t e r n  o f  i d e a l s ,  know what t o  do. 
% 

Have t o  s e t  down some r u l e s  SD. a s  you g e t  t h i n g s  done, g e t  
t h i n g s ' d o n e  s o  you can  g e t  somewhere. 

S12 - I f  you want something,  no m a t t e r  what ,  you can  a t t a i n  
i t .  I f  you p u t  o u t  enough. Whether t h a t ' s  good o r  bad. - 
S34 - I c o u l d n ' t  g e t  i n t o  a  t r a d e ,  ' c o s  I ' d  no p r e v i o u s  - 

expe r i ence  and no c o n n e c t i o n s .  Lo t s  of  guys t r y i n g .  Would've A 

been s e t  up,  b e i n g  independen t .  c o u l d ' v e  en joyed  y o u r s e l f .  i 

But I  would have t o  come up h e r e .  
I-- r; 

t 

R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i s  n o t  a  theme. When asked abou t  i t  i s  1 t 4 

4 
H 

s e e n  a s  t o  o n e s e l f  and one's f a m i l y  i n  t h e  s e n s e  o f  a c h i e v i n g  
4 

one's g o a l s ,  and l i v i n g  up t o  e x p e c t a t i o n s .  Commitment seems t o  3 
be unders tood  a s  something t h a t  happens by v i r t u e  o f  be ing  a t  

some p o i n t  on a  p a t h ,  when one h a s ' t a k e n  a  c e r t a i n  b ranch  p o i n t .  

S 2 4  - My maja r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i s  j u s t - a c h i e v i n g  it-mn' t i 

blow i t .  Drunken d r i v i n g  o r  something.  

[ I .  
Befo 

- - 
- A f t e r  f i r s t  y e a r  e n g i n e e r i n g  y o u ' r e  r ~ n u n i t t ~ d ~ ~  
- How do you mean?] Heading towards a  d e f i n i t e  g o a l .  
r e  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  l o t s  o f  ways you can go. [ I .  - What i s  

commitment?! To commit y o u r s e l f  you have t o  be heading 
i 3 

towards something,  have t o  be  head ing  somewhere, have  t o  + tr 

be ready  t o  p u t  y o u r s e l f  o u t  f o r  i t ,  have a  g o a l ,  something - 
you want.  



131 
Given t h e  , . f r e q u e n t  focus  on a  g o a l ,  t ime p e r s p e c t i v e  

i s  s u r p r i s i n g l y -  l i m i t e d ,  and t h e  concep t ion  of come end s t a t e  

r a t h e r  rudimentary .  In  t h e  a t m a w e  -. of  g o a l s  t ime p e r s p e c f i v e  i s  
-- -- --. 

--\ _ //-r , -- 

l i m i t e d  t o  t h e  very  s h o r t  term. Vis ions  of f u t u r e l i f e - s t y l e  

a r e  s t a t e d  ih c o n c r e t e  terms - a  house,  a  fami ly  (happy) ,  s o c i a l  

p o s i t i o n .  A s e n s e  o f  p e r s o n a l  change i s  1-argely a b s e n t ,  p o s s i b l y  

s een  a s  t h r e a t e n i n g ,  a t  most more o f  t h e  same. 

[ I .  - What k ind  of l i f e  do you s e e  y o u r s e l 3  l i v i n g ? ]  
SO9 - One I ' v e  go t  r i g h t  now - only one I know. Middle , 

c l a s s  - no t  t oo  bad,  i t ' s  a l r i g h t .  [ I .  - And do you s e e  
y o u r s e l f  changing?]  S e t t l e  down, complete some more t h i n g s ,  
know y o u ' r e  i n t o  more t h i n g s .  Not know how t o  s a y  - mature.  

Level I1 -"Emergento Self-Aware I d e n t i t y  

A t  t h i s  l e v e l  i t  appears  t h a t  a  d e c i s i v e  s t e p  i s  taken  
\ 

away from embeddehess i n  a  system o f  i d e a l  normative expec ta -  

- t i o n s  a n d - c o n c r e t e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  and i n t o  a  new c a p a c i t y  f o r  s e l f -  
--< 

! 

i; 
p e r c e p t i o n  t h a t  i s  a  major s t r u c t u r a l  advance. A p e r s p e c t i v e  i s  

a t t a i n e d  t h a t  a l lows  t h e  s e l f  t o  be compared w i t h  c u l t u r a l  norms, 

and f o r  a  changed s e n s e  of  t h e  s e l f ' s  pe r sona l  q u a l i t i e s ,  an  

emergent c r i t i c i g m  of  s e l f  and o t h e r s ,  and a  matChing of 

p e r s o n a l  q u a l i t i e s  and p o t e n t i a l  g o a l s .  Th i s  r e s u l t s  i n  a  major 

theme of s e l f - f u l f i l l m e n t ,  a l t hough  i n  une l abo ra t ed  terms.  This  

i s  accompanied by a  move away from t h e  more c a t e g o r i c a l  t h i n k i n g  

o f  t h e  f i r s t  iev61 towards judgements made on dimensions o f  

cmrrparisan, which permit- and encourage t h e  t o l e r a t i o n  of 

ambiguous s i t u a t i o n s .  There i s  o f t e n  a  r e l u c t a n c e  t o  make ha rd  

and f a s t  judgements and a d e s i r e  t o  f r e e l y  exp lo re  t h e  p o s s i -  

b i l i t i e s  a v a i l a b l e .  



Core Problem 

The e s s e n t i a l  problem a t  t h e  h e a r t  o f  i d e n t i t y  fo rmat ion  4 

a t  t h i s  l e v e l  i s  d i s c o v e r i n g  o n e ' s r i g h t  p l a c e  i n  t h e  world, the place 

where one can ' b e o n e s e l f '  pe rhaps ,  o r  ' be  happy1.  People a r e  * 

.-- 

t r y i n g  t o  f i n d  t h e i r  own t h i n g .  A l t e r n a t i v e s  a r e  a s s e s s e d  a s  

b e t t e r  o r  worse approximat ions  t o 8 t h i s  r i g h t  t h i n g .  One i s  
r 

look ing  f o r  a  ' n i c h e 1 .  The problem i s  knowing what t h i s  i s ,  and 

. f e e l i n g  a s su red  t h a t  i t  i s  t h e  r i g h t  one f o r  you. 

[I. - You f e e l  a s su red  t h a t  y o b ' l l  f i n d  i t ?  ] 
S39 - Oh I  guess  e v e n t u a l l y .  I t ' s  go t  t o  be o u t  t h e r e  some- 
where. Everybody f i n d s  t h e i r  own n i che  i n  t h e  world.  Might 
t a k e  l onge r  t h a n  I expec t .  Guess i t  has  t aken  longe r  
compared t o  some people .  

(and l a t e r )  ' 

- Sounds l i k e  a  p r e t t y  i d e a l i s t i c  job.  Whatever i t  i s  i t ' l l  
have t o  be some kind o f  compromise t o  i t .  Hard t o  f i n d .  
Hard t o  f i n d  one t h a t  I en joy  and has  a l l  t h o s e  t h i n g s  
[ i . e .  q u a l i t i e s  he has j u s t  l i s t e d  - money, have p r i d e  i n  
i t ,  c h a l l e n g i n g  b u t  n o t  t o o  p re s su red ] .  Hopefu l ly  what I do 
g e t  w i l l  have enough t o  s a t i s f y  me. 

S46 - When I make my c h o i c e ,  f i n d  my c a r e e r  L'11 know i t .  
Don' t  t h i n k  1 ' 1 1  have f i v e  d i f f e r e n t  cho ice s  - Gee, which 
one? When one comes a long  1'11 be a b l e  t o  s a y  t h - i s  i s  t h e  
one t h a t ' s  r i g h t  f o r  me. 

S23 - 1i w i l l  be ha rd  t o  dec ide .  R e a l i s e  I w i l l  have t o  
make a  cho ice  and might want t o  choose more t h a n  one. 
Being who I  am. Won't know which i s  t h e  r i g h t  one. Don' t  
have t ime t o  expyore eve ry th ing .  I t h i n k  i t  w i l l  be hard .  
But when I  choose I t h i n k  I would do t h a t .  I ' d  have 
r e sea rched  i t ,  enough. 

- - - - 

The p roces s  o f  choosing p r i m a r i l y  i nvo lves  s e a r c h  and 

d i s cove ry .  One c a s t s  a r o u n d , - i s  open t o  p o s s i b i l i t i e s ,  perhaps  
- --- - 

t r i e s  d i f fe ren t !  expe r i ences  u n t i l  something s u i t a b l e  t u r n s  up. 
- 

A model of  t h i s  cho ice  seems t o  be t h a t  a l t e r n a t i v e s  a r e  

s i d e  t h e  s ense  one has of one's pe r sona l  q u a l i t i e s ,  t r a i t s ,  - 
i 
I 

p r e f e r e n c e s ,  ?- v a l u e s ,  t o  produce a k ind  of correspondence,  (no 
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doubt  w i t h  g r e a t  i n d i v i d u a l  v a r i a t i o n  on how e x a c t i n g  one  i s ) .  

S11 - T h e r e ' s  some t h i n g s  I ' d  l i k e  t o  g e t  my f i n g e r s  i n t o .  
Have t o  s e e  what  happens .  Never know what migh t  come a l o n g .  

.Maybe 1'11 b e  d o i n g  work t h a t ' s  d i f f e r e n t .  S e e  what  t h e  
f u t u r e  h o l d s .  

S39 - You c a n  keep  l o o k i n g  a t  j o b s  t i l l  you f i n d  one  you 
l i k e ,  b u t  I  a lways  want t o  f i n d t o u t  a b o u t  o t h e r  o p p o r t u n i -  
t i e s  t h a t  I  d o n ' t  know a b o u t .  So I  f i g u r e d  I ' d  come up  t o  
u n i v e r s i t y  and t h a t ' d  p r o v i d e  a  l i t t l e  more i n s i g h t  and  
knowledge t h a t ' d  h e l p  a l o n g  t h e  way. 

' (and l a t e r )  

- - Some p e o p l e  come up and  s a y  I ' m  g o i n g  t o  be  a  d o c t o r  o r  
w h a t e v e r .  I  d i d n ' t  have  any d e f i n i t e  i d e a .  I  wanted  t o  
f i n d  o u t  b e f o r e  I  made any  r a s h  d e c i s i o n s .  

S 2 7  - By t a k i n g  a v a r i e t y  o f  c o u r s e s  a t  u n i v e r s i t y  y o u ' l l  
r 

f i n d  o u t  what  you want t o  do. Nowadays when y o u ' r e  l o s t  and 
t r y i n g  t o  g e t  y o u r  head  t o g e t h e r  you d r o p  o u t  and  d o n ' t  do 
a n y t h i n g .  P e o p l e  seem t o  t h i n k  i f  t h e y  j u s t  d o n ' t  do any- 
t h i n g , ' t r a v e l ,  t h e y ' r e  g o i n g  t o  g e t  t h e  answer  j u s t  l i k e  
t h a t .  For  me it j u s t  g o t  awful  b o r i n g  a f t e r  a  w h i l e .  

S23 - I ' d  l i k e  t o  h e l p  p e o p l e .  I f  I  c o u l d  do a  c o u p l e  of  
t h i n g s  t h a t  made me f e e l  good a b ~ u t  what I  d id . ' I  ' d l i k e -  t o  
go i n t o  t e a c h i n g  b u t  I  d o n ' t  know i f  I have  t h e  n e r v e s  f o r  
i t .  Need q c o o l  head  f o r  t e a c h i n g .  

' (and l a t e r )  ' 

- Working w i t h  c h i l d r e n  a p p e a l s  t o  me. [ I .  - How do you - 
mean?] I  g e t  a l o n g  w i t h  most p e o p l e  p r e t t y  w e l l ,  b u t  a round 
p e o p l e  my own a g e  I g e t  a  bet--moody. With k i d s  i t ' s  
d i f f e r e n t ,  I d o n ' t  f i n d  myse l f  s o  moody, I ' m  more c o n t e n t .  
I t h i n k  I ' v e  g o t  a  l i t t l e  b i t  o f  a ' k i d  i n s i d e  t h a t  changes  - 

me when I ' m  w i t h  them. 

S33 - T r a d i t i o m l l y  I w a s  a v e r y  i n t r o v e r t e d  t y p e  p e r s o n  
and  go ing  h e r e  t o ' c o l l e g e  and w h a t n o t . h a s  made me much more 
e x t r a v e r t e d  and  now I ' m  a t  a  l e v e l  where I  c a n  r e l a t e  t o  

opeop le  a  l o t  b e t t e r  and  I  t h i n k  t h a t ' s  what s o c i a l  work 
i n v o l v e s ,  r e l a t i n g  t o  p e o p l e  and u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h e j r  
s i t u a t i o n s  a n d t r y i n g  t o  h e l p  them. And t h a t ' s  where  I want 
t o  go. C a n ' t  t e l l  you  why, t h a t ' s  t h e  way i t  i s  f o r  me. 

S15 - I t ' s  a  c h o i c e  and you have t o  f i v e  w i t h  i t .  Got t o  b e  
something  I w a n t , a n d  someth ing  t h a t  s u i t s  mysel f  i f  t h e r e  
i s  s u c h  a  t h i n g .  So i f  i t ' s  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  o r  someth ing  j u s t  

7 g o i n g  t o  make myse l f  m i s e r a b l e ,  and n o t  do a  good j o b ,  
s t a r t  t o  l o s e  c o n f i d e n c e  i n  m y s e l f ,  n o t  s u r e  o r  m y s e l f ,  and 
e v e r y t h i n g  s t a r t s  t o  go wrong. 

/ 
/ 
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Within t hose  s u b j e c t s  c l a s s i f i e d  h e r e  a t  ' t h i s  l e v e l  

t h e r e  seem t o  be d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  developmental  s o p h i s t i c a t i o n ,  

t h a t  may r e p r e s e n t  c o n t i n y m s  s t r u c t u r a l  p r o g r e s s i o n .  Some 

4 
s u b j e c t s ,  c l o s e r  t o  l e v e l  I perhaps ,  seem t o  c o n c e n t r a t e  on t h e  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of a l t e r n a t i v e s  a s  goa l s  -- p e r  s e ,  bu t  s ea rch ing  f o r  

t h e  most a p p r o p r i a t e  o r  s a t i s f y i n g  one. Others  a r e  inv+ved \. i n  a  

g r e a t e r  degfd-e of  se l f -assessmen ' t  and pe r sona l  r e f l e c t i o n  i n  t h e  

p roces s  o f  making t h i s  cho ice .  

Assocjdtted Values 
I 

What t h e  person  hopes t o  a t t a i n  th rough  t h e s e  cho ice s  i s  

' f u l f i l l m e n t ' ,  pe r sona l  s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  and happ ines s .  Th is  i s  o f  t h e  

g r e a t e s t  importance,  bu t  such a  n o t i o n  a s  fu l f i ' f lmen t  remains 

r a t h e r  une l abo ra t ed ;  it cannot  be o f t e n  a r t i c u l a t e d  g r e a t l y  

beyond conc re t e  p r e f e r e n c e s .  They may comment on t h e  shal lowness  

of o t h e r  p e o p l e s l , o r  t h e i r  own e a r l i e r ,  p o i n t s  o f  view. Commonly 

a s s o c i a t e d  w i th  t h i s  i d e a  i s  t h a t  of  pe r sona l  development, 

unders tood i n  terms of expans ion ,  broadening,  t h e  accumulat ion f 

and widening of expe r i ence ,  t h e  i d e a l  of be ing  'we l l - rounded ' .  

A common theme a s  t h e  modal i ty  o f  f u l f i l l m e n t ,  seems 

t o  be ' h e l p i n g  p e o p l e 1 ,  sometimes i n  s i m i l a r  terms of t h e i r ,  

development (a l though  a g a i n  w i thou t  much e l a b o r a t i o n  of how t o  

h e l p ,  of t h e i r  motives f o r  want ing ' to ,  o r  of  t h e  problems wi th  

doing i t ) .  They may -be s t e r e o t y p e d  r a t h e r  a s  ' do-gooders ' .  

i Another n o n - s t r u c t u r a l  theme which peaks h e r e  i s  t h e  
7 

- 
concern t h a t  a  job n o t  be b o r j n g ,  r e p e t i t i v e ,  o r  s t u l t i f y i n g .  ---  

There may be exp re s s ions  of  a  g e n e r a l  u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  c u r i o s i t y ,  
1 

a  f a s c i n a t i o n  w i th  many , th ings  and a  d e s i r e  t o  f i n d  o u t  more'. 

Educat ion i s  o f t e n  p r i z e d  ' f o r  i t s  own s a k e ' ,  a s  an end i n  
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i t s e l f ,  and t h e r e  i s  l e s s  t e n d e n c y  t o  d e n e g r a t e  i t .  a s  a  more o r  

l e s s  e s s e n t i a l  means t o  a  s e p a r a t e  end .  

. S11 - ( r e  b e i n g  a  pol iceman)  - When I  was a - k i d  I  was 
a lways  jumped on by o t h e r s ,  So now maybe 1'11 do someth ing  
t o  h e l p  somebody e l s e .  I  l i k e  t o  h e l p  o u t  t h e  underdog - 
w o u l d n ' t  want  p e o p l e  t o  have t o  e x p e r i e n c e  t h e  same k i n d  of 

/ t h i n g  I  d i d .  [ I .  - How w i l l  you know t h a t  i s  r i g h t  f o r  

&\- 

you?]  Got f e e l i n g  - g o t  - to  f e e l  happy and f u l f i l l e d ,  g o t  
t o  h e l p  p e & l e .  Wouldnl t f e e l  r i g h t  i f  I  'rn n o t  - l i k e  a  
monkey on my back  - g o t  t o  s l e e p  a t  n i g h t .  

[ I  - What d i d  you g e t  o u t  o f  working w i t h  k i d s ? ]  
S42  - Lot o f  p e r s o n a l  s a t i s f a c t i o n .  L o s t  money d o i n g  t h a t  
b u t  my p a t i e n c e  improved and I  l e a r n e d  t o  communicate 
b e t t e r  by p r o v i d i n g  examples  and l o o k i n g  a t  t h i n g s  from 

, 

t h e i r  l e v e l  and making myse l f  a v a i l a b l e . *  I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  f i n d .  
o u t  i f  t e a c h i n g  would be  O . K .  - t o  know working  w i t h  k i d s  
and  p e o p l e .  [ I .  - And what would i t L b e  l i k e ? ]  G e t  more i n -  
s i g h t ,  l e a r n  a b o u t  m y s e l f ,  p a t i e n c e ,  t h i n k  a b o u t  my 
c r e a t i v e  a b i l i t i e s  t h r o u g h  wa tch ing  them,'make me more 
aware of myse l f  and e n j o y  h e l p i n g  p e o p l e .  

[ I .  - What do you want o u t  o f  a  j o b ? ]  
S27 - Not s t a t u s ,  p e r s o n a l  s a t i s f a c t i o n ;  n o t  h a v i n g  a  b i g  
h o u s e ,  knowing t h a t  I g o t  something  o u t  o f  l i f e  - y e a h ,  
t h a t ' s  i t .  [ I .  - How do you mean ' s a t i s f a c t i o n 1  and  
' g e t t i n g  someth ing  o u t  o f  l i f e 1 ? ]  D o n ' t  r e a l l y  know, s o r t  
o f  more of  a  f e e l i n g ,  l i k e  you f i n i s h  a  h a r d  job  and  i t s  
done and it's s o r t  o f  a  good f e e l i n g .  C o u l d n ' t  p i n - p o i n t  i t  
- i f  you do A ,  B ,  and C y o u ' l l  have a  f u l f i l l e d  l i f e .  
[ I .  - What w i l l  i t  b e  f o r  you?]  I n  my c a s e  i t  would be 
working  w i t h  p e o p l e  o r  h e l p i n g  p e o p l e .  Where I t h o u g h t  I  
c o u l d  b e  d o i n g  some good f o r  t h e  r e s t  o f  s o c i e t y .  The w o r l d  
i s  i n  s o r t  o f  a  mess - b e  f u l f i l l i n g  i f  I c o u l d  t e l l  myse l f  
I  have r a l l y  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  wor ld  - I . 've  h e l p e d ,  I  \ d i d n ' t  j u  t s u r v i v e  and  l i v e ,  a f t e r ' I 1 m  gone some e f f e c t s  
o f  what  I ' v e  done r e sounded .  * 

S1S d e s c r i b e s  h i s  p r e v i o u s  o r i e n t a t i o n  a s :  ' a s  l o n g  a s  

I g o t  a  t h r e e  p i e c e  s u i t  and a n  o f f i c e  downtown1 whereas  now i t  

would b e :  ' b e i n g  c o m p l e t e ,  where you can  a p p r e c i a t e  y o u r s e l f ,  

a p p r e c i a t e  t h i n g s  a round  you i n s t e a d  o f  j u s t  l i v i n g  a  h a l f  l i f e 1 .  

5 3 2  - I d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h e  big j o b  i s  s u d d e n l y  g o i n g  t o  p l o p  
on t h e  d e s k  - i f  i t  d i d  I  would jump on i t .  [ I .  - What 
would i t  l o o k  l i k e ? ]  Have t-o b e  i n t e r e s t i n g ,  i n  t h e  way ' 

where y o u ' r e  n o t  r e p e a t i n g  t h e  same t h i n g  o v e r  and  o v e r .  
Something where you have  t o  t h i n k .  

S31 - I  d o n ' t  want  an  o r d i n a r y  j o b ,  j u s t  a  r u t ,  k i n d  of 8 
t o  5 , r o u t i n e  w i t h  no i m p e t u s .  Ge t s  t o  b e  r e p e t i t i o u s .  
E d u c a t i o n  keeps  t h e  mind awake and a l e r t  i n s t e a d  o f  s t a g -  
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n a t i n g .  I t h i n k  you could  d e s c r i b e  i t  a s  changing.  [ I .  - 
How do you mean?] I guess  I ' d  d e s c r i b e  i t  a s  doing what a  
person  f i n d s  most f u l f i l l i n g .  a 

- 

S41 - ( o f  h i s  major a t  c o l l e g e )  - Even i f  I d o n ' t  g e t  a  
. j o b  o u t  o f  i t  a t  t h e  end I s t i l l  have t h e  knowledge of my 
own t h a t  I can u se  i n  t h e  day t o  d a y . s i t u a t i o n .  

S40 - ( abou t  c o l l e g e )  - I g e t  more unders tand ing  about t h e  
world .  So f a r  I ' v e  got  g ve ry  narrow look  a t  i t .  The t h i n g s  
cha t  i n t e r e s t  me a r e  t h e  t h i n g s  I can r e l a t e  t o .  

[ I  - Why do you f e e l  an open mind i s  a  good t h i n g ? ]  
b S27 - You're  j u s t  a  b e t t e r  person fo r '  i t .  Never l e a r n  any- 

thing'. S o r t  o f  f a l l  i n t o  a  t r a p .  Won't develop I gues s l  . ' 

won't  p r o g r e s s ,  j u s t  s o r t  of  s t a y  on t h e  same l e v e l .  

S32 - (about  c o l l e g e )  - You-ge t  a  whole d i f fe rand .  p i c t u r e  
' o f  t h e  world .  I l i k e  t o  know how people  thought  - world- 

views. I n t e r e s t i n g . ,  Not t o  g e t  a  job ,  b u t  pure  i n t e r e s t .  

S t r u c t u r e  of  B e l i e f  . . 

Thi s  e x p l o r a t o r y  quality i s  p a r t  o f  a  more f l e x i b l e  world 

view c h a r a c t e r i s e d  by 'openness  of  mind' and a  wish t o  admit and 

examine d i f f e r e n t  p o i n t s  of  view. Everybody i s  f e l t  t o  have a  
"\ 

- l i g h t  t o  t h e i r  own o p i n i o n 1 .  B e l i e f s  a r e  r i g h t  i f  t hey  a r e  r i g h t  \ 6' 

f o r  t h a t  pe r son ,  so  t h e r e  i s  a  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  on p e r s o n a l  

p o s i t i o n .  There i s  a  p a r t i c u l a r  s e n s i t i v i t y  t o  p r o s e l y t i s i n g ,  , 
1 

&ether of f o r c i n g  one ' sop in ions  on o t h e r s ,  o r  o f  be ing  sub- 

j uga t ed  t o  t h i s  by them. ( W h i l e , t h i s  i s  a  common theme i t  seems 
1 

3 almost  u n i v e r s a l  a t  t h i s  l e v e l . )  

The form o f  thought  g i v e s  an impress ion of be ing  i n  

terms of dimensions rat he^ than  c a t e g o r i e s .  These s u b j e c t s  t h i n k  

Fn terms of  con t inua  - more o r  less, near o r  f a&- . r a the r  than_ - - 

r i g h t  o r  wrong. There i s  an a t t empt  t o  f i n d  a  'happy medium1 
. +J 

between d i f f e r e n c e s ,  r e s o l v i n g  them by ba l anc ing  and comprom- 

i s i ng :Thus - the re  i s d a n  e c l e c t i c i s m  of t r u t h  and b e l i e f  - 
p u t t i n g  many V@S t o g e t h e r ,  t a k i n g  t h e  b e s t  from eve ry th ing ,  - 
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f i n d i n g  a  .good m i x t u r ~ .  This  pe rmi t s  f l e x i b i l T t y '  and t o l e r a t i o n  
. \ 

of  ambigui ty ;  and sometimes a  d e l i g h t  i n  i t ,  a  p l e a s u r e  i n  
a 

mystery and t h a t  one c a n ' t  be . ,beld  t o  a b s o l u t e s .  
F * 

The weakness of  t h i s  s t r u c t u r e  i s  t h e  l a c k  of a  frame- 

work f o r  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a c o h ? r e n t , c o n c e p t u a l  system of  

b e l i e f .  There i s  d i f f i c u l t y  ha d l i n g  i o n f l i c t  and c o n t r a d i c t i o n ,  i d 

and a  confus ion  about  whether he re  i s  o r  i s  n o t  a  r i g h t  p o i n t  

of  view, some v a l i d  concept  of  t r u t h .  The openness can appear  

r a t h e r  s u p e r f i c i a l ,  a  f a i l u r e  t o  t a k e  o t h e r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  

s e r i o k l y ,  perhaps  having a  r a t h e r  de fens ive  q u a l i t y .  There may 

be a  c a v a l i e r  a t t i t u d e  towards evidence,  and a  d i f f i c u l t y  u s i n g  

a b s t r a c t  concepts  r e a d i l y ,  s t i l l  f a l l i n g  back on i l l u s t r a t i v e  
T 

anecdotes  t o  answer ques t i ons . '  There  may b e  a  s ense  o f  t h e  
* 

s u b j e c t  d i s cove r ing  h i s  own i d e a s  f o r  t h e > f i r s t  t ime i n  t h e  

i n t e r v i e w .  There may be a  m i s t r u s t  of t heo ry  a s  ~ p p o s e d  p r a c t i c a l  

experi-ence,  and a  f e e l i n g  t h a t  q u e s t i o n s  and s i t u ' a t i o n s  must be 

d'ealt  w i t h  on a n , i n d i v i d u a l  b a s i s .  Topics a r e  c h a r a c t e r i s e d  by 
/\ 

i s s u e d  ( r  h e r  t h a n  s i d e s ,  o r  sy s t ems) .  Although s e p a r a t e  < 
domains a r e  more a v a i l a b l e  f o r  ' c r o s s - r e f e r e n c i n g 1  w i t h  each 

o t h e r  t h e r e  i s  s t i l l  l i t t l e  s e n s e  t h a t - i n t e g r a t i o n  of  d i f f e r e n t  

f a c e t s  - of  i d e n t i t y ,  a c t i v i t y  and b e l i e f  i s  an impor tan t  problem. 
-. 

CB27 - I ' v e  always . t r i e d  tKkeep  an open mind. People  t end  
t o  pu t  t h i n g s  down j u s t  because  they d o n ' t  know about them. 
1'1-1 never  do t h a t .  Who am I t o  be r i g h t  a l l  t h e  t ime.  

S39 - I  d_ont t have conf idence  i n  myself t o  -have s u c h  a-- - 

s t r o n g  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  I cou ld  f o r c e  it on o t h e r  peop le ,  t r y  
t o  convince them o f  mine. You have t o  look -- a t  bo th  s i d e s  

-- 

b e f o r e  you've a c t u a l l y  found ou t  a m  it, 

S l l  - (about c o l l e g e )  - T h e r e ' s  a l l  d i f f e r e n t  v i ew-po in t s ,  
d i f f e r e n t  ways of  t h i n k i n g  about  t h i n g s .  I can s o r t  o f  f i t  
i n . t h i n g s .  I ' v e  k in$  o f , g o t  thoughts  deep down, and l o  and 
behold t h e y ' r e  being t a u g h t .  I  got  a  c u r i o s i t y ,  a d r i v e  t o  
know why and g e t  down t o  i t .  I l i k e  i n t r o s p e c t i n g ,  s i t t i n g  
back and t h i n k i n g  about  t h i n g s ,  and looking around i n  

I 
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everyday l i f e  a t  t h i n g s  and s e e i n g  where t h i s  f i t s  and t h  
f i t s .  . . - - 

6 - - - - - - 

S11 - I  Id never  be ablef  t o  l a b e l  myself & d i s c i p l e -  o f  one 
o r  t h e  o t h e r .  Maybe k i n d ' o f  l e a n  towards one,  b u t  I ' d  th ink '  
even then; maybe change my viewpoin I g e t  som% more 
i n p u t .  Look a t  a  hundred peop le  you g hundred d i f f e r e n t  
reasons. .You can on ly  g a n e r a l i s e  t o  a n c e r t a i n  e x t e n t .  

I 

S32 - I  t a l k  about  a  l o t  o f  d i f f e r e n t  i s s u e s .  - Not th'at I  
want t o  f i n d  t h e  answer,  b u t / )  u s t  how come p e o p l e ,  ar? '  s o  
op' inionated aboyt them. J 
S15 - Actua l ly  I ' v e  p r e t t y  w e l l  made up my mind what 1"want  
t o  do b u t  I  l i k e  t o  t e l l  mys&f I h a v e n ' t  dec ided  - j u s t  
l i k e  I  p r e t e n d  t o  be open minded! 

S42 - ( a f t e r  d i s c u s s i o n  w i t h  'Har i  ~ r i s n a '  f o l l o w e r s )  -& 

I rememqered what I had r ead  t h a t  no-one goes t o  God excep t  
through ~ e s u s r  He's t h e  t r u t h .  T h e r e ' s  no - g e t t i n g  around i t .  
There ' s  no g rey  a r e a .  H e ' s  t h e  only  way , t o  l i f e .  But S i l l  
be  open t o  o t h e r s  views.  

4 

S39 - Most d i s c u s s i o n s  about  t h i n g s  have t h e i r , r $ g h t  s i d e  
and t h e i r  wrong s ide . ,  Like d o n ' t  t h i n k  I  cou ld  be  b i a s e d  
enough on one t o t a l  s i d e  t o  s ay  my s i d e  i s  r i g h t  and yours  
a b s o l u t e l y  wrong. Have t o  look a t  bo th  s i d e s  a n W l d n l t  
convince myself a l l  i n  one way. s, ( 

-i 

(and l a t e r )  ' I' 

- Some p e o p l e ^ h a v e  a  r i g h t e r  op in ion .  Opini'ons ha$e 
d i f f e r e n t  p a r t s .  Some seem s t r o n g l y  r i g h t  t o  people  and 
o t h e r s  t h e y ' d  r a t h e r  n o t  have brought o u t  because  t h e y ' r e  
weaker. Each one has  a  pe rcen t age  of r i g h t  and a  pe rcen t age  
of wrong. He s a y s  h e ' s  r i g h t  and I  s a y  I ' m  r i g h t ,  and t h e  
t r u e  r i g h t  i s  p robably  more of  bo th  t o g e t h e r .  N e i t h e r  can 
be t o t a l l y  wrong o r  r i g h t .  

S11 - When you come down t o  b r a s s  t a c k s  op in ions  a r e n ' t  
t h a t  d i f f e r e n t .  Get t o  a  p l a n e  where they  s t a r t  o f f  
d i f f e r e n t  b u t  end up t h e  same anyway. 

Szll - T h e r e ' s  l o t s  o f  u n a n s s r e d  q u e s t i o n s .  Big p r o f e s s o r s  
a r e -  s o  smart  b u t  some . q u e s t i o n s  t h a t  t hey  can!t answer. I  tm. 
g l ad .  Something ho lds  i t  a l l  t o g e t h e r  and t h e y  c a n ' t  d e f i n e  - i t ,  and I hope t h e y  d o n ' t .  --- - - -- - - - - - - -- -- 

-0 SlS - As f a r  a s  tzufh,is concerged it makes you wonder. But 
- 

t h e r e  has t o  be t h e  t r u t h .  Maybe n o t p f o r  u s  t o  f i n d  o u t .  
I t ' s  i n  t h e  computer o r  God o r  a  math. formula .  Don't  t h i n k  
a t  t h i s  t ime we a r e  p repared  o r  equipped t-o f i n d  ou t  what 
t h e  t r u t h  i s .  

P o l i t i c s  g e n e r a l l y  seems t o  be r a t h e r  d i s r e g a r d e d ,  

a l though  t h e r e  a r e  f e e l i n g s  t h a t  more ought t o  be known because  



t h e y  ' a f f e c t  one ' s  l i f e 1 .  But f r e q u e n t l y  r e l i g i o n  marouses g r e a t  
J 

i n t e r e s t ,  f a s c i n a t i n g  t h o s e  who d o n ' t  b e l i e v e ,  and  c r e a t i n g  

grounds  f o r  c o n f l i c t .  B e l i e f  and  p r a c t i c e  a% p e r s d n a l i s e d :  i t  
- 

i s  someth ing  t h a t  'works f o r  t h e m 1 ;  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  w o r s h i p  i s  
r .) 

q u i t e  d i s p e n s i b l e .  1i i s  d i s c u s s e d  o f t e n '  i n  ' i s s u e 1  t e r m s ,  
# 

a r o u n q  t h e  c r e . d i @ i l i t y  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  d o c t r i n e s  o r  p r a c t i c e s .  The 
f 

.yf . q u a l i t y  o f  l i v i n g ,  i n  rela=tion t o  p ro fes . sed  6 e l i e f  and  t h e  

p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  h y p o c r i s y  a r e  o f t e n  s a l i e n t .  w 

- 

4 r' . -541  2 ; ha reL  t h e  same [ p o l i t ' i c a l ]  v iews  a s  everybody e l s e .  Q 

Things  a r e n ' t  g o i n g  t h e  way t h e y  s h o u l d - b e  b u t  I  c a n ' t  
- t h i n k  what t o  do. About i t .  Maybe i f  I  s a t  down and t h o u g h t  ', L "  

a b o u t  i t  and  h e a r d  o t h e r s  v i e &  I c o u l d  come up w i t h  a  . 
- .mion nobo'dy e l s e  h a s  t h o u g h t  o f ,  b u t - 1  d o u b t  i t .  I  

. 4 

d o n l t  know t h e  s o l u t i o n .  I t ' s  e a S y . t o  mouth o f f .  I  h a v e n ' t  
come' u p  w i t h  any  mysel f  s o  I  s h o u l d n ' t  c r i t i c i s e .  

I P 6 

541 - I  f i n d  myse l f  b e l i e v i n g  i n  a  h i g h e r -  b e i n g  1 a s  t o  a 
s t r i c t  fo rma l  r e l i g i o u s  t h i n g s ,  no.  But I f e e l  t h e r e  i s  a - 4 

-I 

h i g h e r  p r e s e n c e  - maybe a l l  t h e  f r e e  e n e r g y  o f  the .  s y s t e m ,  ,. 
m?ybe a l l  o u r  p s y c h e s  o r  s o u l s  j 6 i n e d  t o g e t h e r  - someth ing .  

L 
t .  

S32 - L o t s  o f  t i m e s  I c u r s e  o r g a n i s e d  r e l i g i o n .  Somet.imes I  
, j u s t '  f e e l  r e l i g i o n  s h o u l d  be a  f r e e  fe&ng.  I n s t e a d  o f  - 
l e t t i n g  you grow \its s t i f l i n g  and b i n d i n g  you i n  a  way 
which I  t h i n k  i s  wrong. 

D 

' (and l a t e r ]  ' - .  . L' 
- I t ' s  done me good.  Looking f o r  someth ing  and i t  seems t o  
have  f i l l e d  some gap.  I d o n ' t  know. Maybe i t ' s  good t h a t  I  
d o n ' t  know. [ I .  - How do you mean?] 'Cos y o u ' r e  n o t .  
supposed  t o  know. e v e r y t h i n g .  P e o p l e  t r y  t o  empi r ' i ca l ly  
p r o v e  God e x i s t s  - j u s t  a  bunch o f  g a r b a g e .  

Concept  o f  S e l f  
-" 

s e l f  from t h e  ground o f  a n o r m a t i v e  s o c i a l  w o r l d ,  T h a t  i s ,  t h e r e  
- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - 

seems t o  b e  a new l e v e l  o f  s e l f - c o n s c i o u s n e s s ,  which i s  o f t e n  

e x p r e s s e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  g e n e r a l  b e h a v i o u r a l  t e n d e n c i e s  and  t r a i t -  . 

l i k e  quai-ities. But t h i s  r ema ins  r e l a t i v e r y  r u d i m e n t a r y ,  o f t e n  

g r o p i n g  f o r  e x p r e s s i o n  o r  u s i n g  r a t h e r  s i m p l e  o r  c l i c h e d  t e r m s .  



One i s  sometimes reminded o f  pop-psychology and  ' s e l f  h e l p 1  
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' 
books .  Thus i t  s t i l l  l a c k s  much a p p r e c i a t i o n  'of t h e  complex i ty  

/ 4 

o f  t h e  s e l f ,  o r  p e n e t r a t i n g  s e l f - c r i t i c i s m .  

But concommitant w i t h  t h i s  s e l f - d i f f e r e , n t i a t i o n  i s  a  

growing c a p a c i t y  t o  ' s e e  t h r o u g h 1  t h e  n o r m a t i v e  c l i c h e s  and 

i d e a l i s a t i o n s  o f  t h e  s o c i a l  group.. There  i s  g r e a t e r  awareness  o f  

t h e  ways i n  which r e a l  Jbehav iburs ,  b o t h  o t h e r s  and one  ls own, 

f a i l  t o  l i v e  up t o  i d e a l  s t a n d a r d s .  O f t e n  t h e r e  i s  a l s o  a  p r e -  

o c c u p a t i o n  w i t h  h y p o c r i s y  and p h o n i n e s s .  T h i s  e l ement  o f  doubt  

and q u e s t i o n i n g  t h u s  emerges t o g e t h e r  w i t h  s e l f - c o n s c i o u s n e s s ,  

and f r e q u e n t l y  w i t h  a  f a s c i n a t i o n  w i t h  o t h e l  p e o p l e  a s  
- 

I i n d i v i d u a l s  (who a r e  o f t e n  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  v a l u e d  o v e r  sys tems  o f  

i d e a s ) .  There  i s  a l s o  a c o n c e r n  h i n t e d  a t  a b o u t  f r e e i n g  ones ' e l f  

from e x p e c t a t i o n s  and n o r m a t i v e  c o n v e n t i o n s ,  a b o u t  c o n f o r m i t y  

and non-conformi ty ,  an u n c e r t a i n t y ,  abou t  f i t t i n g  i n  b u t  a need 

t o  f i n d  one 's  own t h i n g .  

540 - I t h i n k  I ' v e  been  d e v e l o p i n g  u n d e r s t a n d i n g . -  o f  
o t h e r . p e o p l e .  K i t h i n  b o u n d a r i e s  I f i n d  my own happy medium 
between each  v a l u e  and hope i t ' s  enough t o  g e t  th rough .  My 
a b i l i t y  t o  t r y  t o  u n t a n g l e  t h i n g s  .is g e t t i n g  b e t t e r ,  and 
t o  u n d e r s t a n d  me myse l f  by mysel f  and  w i t h  t h e  h e l p  o f  day 
t o  dayAL?fe, L .  [ g i r l f r i e n d ] ,  s c h o o l ,  home, and anybody I 
come. i n t o  c o n t a c t  w i t h  r" I h o l d  t h i n g s  l i k e  t h a t  
v a l u a b l e  and t r y  t o  1 ve  a s  much a s  I c a n ' t o  h e l p  m y s e l f ,  
and i f  i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  h e l p i n g  mysel f  I .can h e l p  o t h e r s  
t h a t ' s  g r e a t .  

S11 - ( r e  c a p i t a l  punishment)  - I d o n ' t  have  t h e  knowledge 
t o  b a s e  an o p i n i o n  on r i g h t  now, j u s t  s o r t  o f  f e e l i n g s .  
Everybody ' s  g o t  v e n g e f u l  f e e l i n g s  - g o t  t o  r a t i o n a l i s e  
them. 

- - - - - - 

S32 - My mother  and I w e ' r e  r e a l l y  n e r v o u s  t y p e s .  We j u s t  a 

~ h i ~ k  al- $kg s a m e  l i m z s ,  YQLL knmc lhe ' & e m m & 2 1 L k 1 r e  i 

b o t h  m e l a n c h o l i c ,  t h a t ' s  t h e  dominant t h i n g .  

[ I .  - How h a s  : r e l i g i o n ]  a f f e c t e d  your  s e n s e  o f  y o u r s e l f ? ]  ' 

S 4 z  - Nould be  I ' d  compare mysel f  t o  o t h e r  p e o p l e .  Now I 
s e e  myse l f  a s  a  p e r s o n  who was mysel f  and t h e  o n l y  p e r s o n  
t h a t  was e v e r  go ing  t o  b e  l i k e  me. . 

< 
I 
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/' 141  / 540 - I t ' s  h a r d  f o r  a p e r s o n  t o  s t a n d  o u t  f rom t h e  crowd, 
t h a t  he  wan t s  a t t e n t i o n .  I  worry  abou t  b e i n g  s e l f - c e n t r e d ,  
and n o t  w o r r y i n g  a b o u t  o t h e r  p e o p l e .  

/ J 
I 

A' S22 - Sometimes I  p i c k  up t h a t  t r a i t  from him [ h i s  f a t h e r ]  
and  I down t h i n g s ,  f i n d  mysel f  downing t h i n g s  l e f t  and 
r i g h t .  Nothing p e r f e c t ,  y o u ' r e  s a y i n g ,  c u t t i n g  i t  down o r  
someth ing .  Needt ' to g e t - o n  my own I g u e s s  and f i g u r e  o u t  my 
head.  / 

1 

511 - I  s o r t  of wondered'how come p e o p l e  a c t  d i f f e r e n t  than '  
c t h e y ' r e  supposed  t o .  I d i d n ' t  r e a 1 i s . e  p e o p l e  a r e  human. I  

u sed  t o  b e  v e r y  s t r i c t  w i t h  myse l f .  

S27 - A l o t  o f  t'he w o r l d  i s  an a c t  - conforming t o  t h e  ' 

norms. P e o p l e  b u i l d  up a n  a c t ,  w a l l s .  Got t o  r e l a t e  t o  
p e o p l e  f o r  y o u r  own good. - n o t  l e t  i t  b u i l d  up ' t i l l  y o u -  
c r a c k .  

S31 - I f  I was a  lawyer  I  ' d  b e  i n  a  p o s i t i o n  ' t o  h e l p  othe>s,  
b u t  I g u e s s  I q u e s t i o n  t h a t  because  I ' m  h e l p i n g  m y s e l f .  
F e e l  t h e  t e m p t a t i o n  i s  a lways  t h e r e  and I ' d  p r o b a b . 1 ~  a b u s e  
my power a l s o .  Hard t h i n g  t o  s a y  - r a t i o n a l i s e  t o  mysel f  
t h a t  i t ' s  q u i t e  normal .  , 

d 

S22 - I t  b o t h e r s  me when I  h e a r  p e o p l e  s h o u t i n g  o f f  when = 

t h e y  d o n ' t  know 
a s  bad  when I  was 
p a r e n t s ,  b u t  my f a t h e r  

3 
d o n ' t  r k a d  newspapers ,  
a n d ;  ou_go__lwow, where d i d  you p i c k  up t h e s e b i d e a s ? '  No 
p o i  i n  a r g u i n g  w i t h  them - i t ' s  h o p e l e s s  - I t  j u s t  s i t  
b a c k w n d  wa tch .  One o f  t h e  t h i n g s  I  e n j o y  i s  th\e s t u d y  o f  

- p e o p l e .  Look a t  a  p e r s o n  and f i g u r e  o u t  what h e ' s  l i k e .  I  
d o n ' t  l i k e  t o  f i n d  p e o p l e  c o n t r a d i c t i n g  t h e m s e l v e s  and 
b e i n g  h y p o c r i t i c a l .  Guess w e ' r e  a l l  h y p o c r i t i c a l  sometimes.  

' (and l a t e r )  ' 

- The b i g g e s t  t h i n g  i s  n o t  t o  f o o l  m y s e l f .  Always c a t c h  my- 
s e l f  f o o l i n g  m y s e l f .  Guess t h a t ' s  my b i g g e s t  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  
'He w o n ' t  m i n d 1 ,  o r  'Heck, I  c a n  do i t  tomorrow' t y p e  t h i n g .  

?. 
B o t h e r s  me. Get i n t o  t h e  h a b i t  and i t  g e t s  worse  and worse .  
J u s t  b e i n g  h o n e s t  t o  m y s e l f .  

S41 - I  g o t  a s o r t  o f  i d y l l i c  v iew,  funny v iew,  s o r t  o f  
f a i r y - t a l e  a l m o s t ,  l i k e  what I  want t h a t ' s  w h a t ' s  go ing  t o  
b e ,  and I ' m  p r e t t y  s u r e  t h a t ' s  n o t  wha t l , s  g o i n g  t o  happen.  
So I 'm  g o i n g  t o  have t a  l o o k  and s e e .  / 

- 

S40 - I1.ve no g r e a t  a m b i t i o n s  - j u s t  t o  be  happy,  e n j o y  , 
& h a t ' s  happen ing .  Of c o u r s e  you have t o  p l a y  t h e  s o c i e t y  
t h i n g ,  have  t o  p l a y  a l o n g ,  and do  t h i n g s  t o  j i b e  w i t h  e v e r y -  
one  e l s e ,  and conform t o  a c e r t a i n  e x t e n t .  But I  c a n  uncon- 
form by do ing  t h i n g s  l i k e  r u n n i n g .  I can  do my own ags t 
f e e l  good a b o u t  mysel f  t h r o u g h  t r a i n i n g  and g e t t i n  e n j o y -  
ment.  . A .  l o t  of  p e o p l e  t r y  t o  g e t  t o o  much o u t  o f  % b i g  
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t h i n g ,  though I ' v e  g o t  my own ego t h i n g ,  g o t  a  l i t t l e  
s p o r t s  c a r  - t h a t ' s  my own l i t t l e  t h i n g ,  n o t  h u r t i n g  any- 
body e l s e .  

Mode o f  Choj.ce 
I 

h 

The sense  o f  cho ice  invo lve9  i n  t h e  p roces s  o f  forming 
/ 

i d e n t i t y  commitments i s  t h a t  of hun t ing  a r o u n d ,  almost  of  w a i t i n g f o r  9 

- 
something a p p r o p r i a t e  i o  come a long .  Thus t h e r e  i s  a  sensk of 

t h e  element 'of  chance,  b u t  a l s o  a  s ense  of c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  t h e  , 

' r i g h t  t h i n g 1  i s  ~ a i t i n g  somewhere t o  be found. There may some- 

t imes  be some d i s t r u s t  o f  c l o s i n g  o f f  t o  p o s s i b i l i t i e s ,  be ing  

. t r apped  i n  some s t u l t i f y i n g  s i t u a t i o n  be fo re  something r e a l l y  

r i g h t  a r r i v e s ,  b u t  t h e r e  i s  r e a l  des i%re  f o r ,  and a n x i e t y  about  

t h e  l a c k  of  c l e a r  s e l f - ' d e f i n i t i o n .  There i s  a  r i s k  o f  no t  

f i n d i n g  something a p p r o p r i a t e  o r  o f  d i s cove r ing  one i s  wrong, 

and so  i t  may be f e l t  u s e f u l  t o  have 'something t o  f a l l  back o n 1 .  
I 

0 

Commitment would be d i s c o v e r i n g  a  s u i t a b l e  match f o r  o n e ' s  - 

p e r s o n a l i t y ,  v a l u e s  and se l f - images .  One i s  committed t o  ' the  
I 

d e g r e e h h a t  t h e  compromises t h a t  must be made a r e  s m a l l .  The 

p e r f e c t  commitment should  be t h e r e  w a i t i n g  t o  i n t e r l o c k  wi th  

one'sown q u a l i t i e s ,  b u t  commitments a r e , a l s o  s een  a s  e x t r i n s i c 2  

a l l y  u s e f u l  t o  o r g a n i s e  o n e ' s e n e r g i e s .  

522 - I  guess  I j u s t  have t o  w a i t  u n t i l  I  f i g u r e  what I 
want t o  do and s e t t l e  down. [ I .  - So y o u ' r e  look ing  f o r ' t h e  
r i g h t  t h i n g ? ]  Yeah. I know I  want t o  mak-sure 'what I do I 
enjoy because  I know i f  I  don1 t I  probabky won1 t d a  it f o r  
a  l i v i n g .  Get t i r e d  of  i t  qu i ck .  [ I .  - How w i l l  you know 
i t f  s t h e  o n e ? I  J u s t  g o t  t o  hope i t ' s  bo rn  i n t o  you.713 j u s t  
comes t o  you l i k e  ( l a u g h s ) .  J u s t  f i n d i n g  one.  Find j u s t  
working h e r e  an& there a d  find mat 'ydh want +m -Bo *is 
and i t ' s  t ime t o  t r y  and s e t t l e  down and g ive  i t  a  s h o t .  I  
guess  i t  j u s t  comes t o  you. 

541 - Right now I'm i n  no r e a l  danger o f  suddenly  f ind' ing 
myself s t r a n d e d  and ' h e r e  I am, what can I do now', and I'm 4 

3 
j u s t  going t o  s lowly  b u i l d  towards t h i n g s .  I d o n ' t  have t o  Y 

-2 
make any r e a l  d e c i s i o n s  f o r B t h r e e  y e a r s  t ime.  Hopeful ly  1'11 

. - 
3 - - L 4 '. 



have d e c i d e d  something by then .  A few more y e a r s  o f  s c h o o l  
and I ' l l  have a  b e t t e T  i d e a  of w h a t ' s  g o i n g  on .  

S32 - T h a t ' s  what I ' m  a f r a i d  o f ,  j u s t  s i t t i n g  i n  t h e  . 
m i d d l e  d o i n g  n o t h i n g  - s u c h  a  was te .  I f  t h e r e ' s  one r e a l l y  
d e a d l y  wrong t h i n g  you can  do i t ' s  do n o t h i n g .  But i t  seems1 
l i k e  w e ' r e  ' so  g e a r e d  t o  do n o t h i n g .  

S39 - I f  I knew t h a t  t h i s  was i t  I  g u e s s  I ' d  be committed.  
I f  i t  was s a y  90% o f  t h e  way I  wanted i t  t h e n  I ' d  g i v e  i t  
90% commitment, i f  t h e r e  was something e l s e  I  might  f i n d  
c o u l d  g i v e  t h e  10% t o  l o o k i n g .  

S42 - The way I d e s c r i b e  i t  i s  I  had a  God shaped  h o l e  i n  
my l i f e  - a  l o t  o f  p e o p l e  do - and C h r i s t  came and f i l l e d  
t h i s  h o l e ,  and I became rounded o u t ,  more open,  a  b e t t e r  
p e r s o n .  

Level  . I11  - - S y s t e m a t i c  Self-Aware I d e n t i t y  

The t h i r d  l e v e l  r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  development  of  more 

s t r u c t u r e d  and s y s t e m a t i c  t h i n k i n g  abou t  t h e  s e l f  and t h e  wor ld ,  . 

and t h e  tendency t o  c o n s t r u c t  a  more c o h e r e n t  p e r s p e c t i v e  i n t e -  

g r a t i n g  b o t h .  The d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  o f  s e l f  a t  t h e  p r e v i o u s  l e v e l  

i s  r e f i n e d  and a r t i c u l a t e d  f u r t h e r .  T h i s  i n v o l v e s  t h e  emergence 

o f  a  framework of i d e a l s  and s e l f - c h o s e n  v a l u e s  a g a i n s t  which 

t h e  s e l f  i s  e v a l u a t e d .  The a b s t r a c t  c o n c e p t u a l  c a p a c i t y  t o  

s e a r c h  f o r  and i n t e g r a t e  new v a l u e s  r e s u l t s  i n  a  g r e a t e r  s e n s e  
L. 

o f  agency,  and t h e  need t o  j u s t i f y  a g a i n s t  t h e s e  i d e a l s .  

Thus t h e r e  a r e  prominent  concerns  s e l f - r e s p e c t ,  

and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  
+ '  

C o r e  Problem 

The f o c u s  o f  c h o i c e  a t - t h i s  l e v e l  i s  i m p l i c i t l y  t o  f i n d  

a  sys tem of  v a l u e s ,  a  p o i n t  o f  view, and a  s e t  o f  g o a l s  which ,&n be 
' " 

m u t u a l l y  v a l i d a t i n g  and b e  w i t h i n  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  c a p a c i t i e s .  

He may t h u s  b e  engaged i n  a n  e x p l o r a t i o n  o f  i s s u e s  and problems 
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r e l e v a n t  t o  h i m s e l f  and h i s  l i f e .  T h i s  may t a k e  on  a n  i d e o l o g i -  

c a l  q u a l i t y . .  Because t h e y  a r e  more c o n c e p t u a l l y  'worked t h r o u g h '  

t h e s e  s t a n d a r d s  and  v a l u e s  s e e a ' m p r e  - complex and more pe r son-  

a l i s e d ;  t h e y  have  a  more ' i n t e r n a I i s e d l  q u a l i t y  o f  b e i n g  

' c h o s e n 1  by '  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  h i m s e l f .  Goa l s ,  t o o ,  seem r a t h e r  more 

f l e x i b l e  s i n c e  t h e y  e x i s t  w i t h i n  soqe  c o n t e x t  o f  e v a l u a t i o n  and 

s o  a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  r e v i e w  i n  t e rms  o f  i t .  But i n  g e n e r a l  t h e  

p e r s o n  i s  f a c e d  w i t h  a problem o f  i n t e g r i t y  and v a l i d i t y  - of  

t h e  v a l u e s  and s t a n d a r d s s h e  e s p o u s e s ,  of  t h e  g o a l s  h e  s e l e c t s  i n  

t e r m s  o f  t h o s e  v a l u e s ,  and o f  h i m s e l f ,  h i s  c a p a c i t i e s  and 

pe r fo rmance  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  them. 

S47  - I  s e e  p e o p l e  who a r e  e n g i n e e r s  and t h e i r  l i f e  i s  t h e  
s h i t s  - f a m i l y  l i f e  and s o c i a l  l i f e  and t h e y ' r e  u p - t i g h t  
p e o p l e  who a r e  s o  messed up t h a t  though t h e y  have  
p o s i t i o n s  and good pay t h e i r  l i f e  i s n ' t  w o r t h  a n y t h i n g  
anyway. I ' d  l i k e  t o  g e t  away from t h a t  and do something  

happy w i t h .  So I ' d  l i k e  t o  do something  w i t h  p e o p l e ,  
u b l i s h  some book which would have someth ing  t o  s a y .  
t h i n g  a l o n g  t h o s e  l i n e s .  Maybe I 'm  aware o f  w h a t ' s  

p e n i n g .  I ' v e  f e l t  something  wrong w i t h  w h a t ' s  happening 
a t  t h e r e  i s  a  b e t t e r  way t o  l i v e .  J u s t  s o r t  o f  s e a r c h i n g  

around f o r  t h e  answer o r  t h e  t r u t h ,  t r y  t o  f i n d  o u t .  A l o t  
o f  p e o p l e  a r e  w a s t i n g  t h e i r  t ime  do ing  t h a t  b u t  I want t o  
a r r i v e  a t  i t  and e x p l o r e  i t  i n  w r i t i n g  and r e a d i n g ,  
p r e s e n t i n g  i t  t o  o t h e r  p e o p l e .  

SO2 - ( r e  h i s  r e l i g i o n )  - Something t h a t  i m p o r t a n t  s h o u l d  
s t a n d  t h e  t e s t  o f  any i n v e s t i g a t i o n , g n d  i f  i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  
o f  i n v e s t i g a t i n g  I found something  d i f f e r e n t  t o  b e l i e v e  i n  
t h e r e ' s  n o t h i n g  wrong w i t h  t h a t .  My b e l i e f s  s h o u l d n ' t  have 
t o  be  i n s u l a t e d  and p r o t k t e d  l e s t  t h e y  b e  d e s t r o y e d .  I f  
t h e y  were ,  t h e y  were  f a l s e  b e l i e f s .  

S O 3  - I t  a l l  depends where p e o p l e s 1  v a l u e s  a r e .  -Some a re ,  
i n t o  t h e  work e t h i c ,  o t h e r s  money, l o o k i n g  o u t  f o r  t h e m s e l f .  
[ I ,  - And you?]  I t h i n k  i t  would be b e g e x  t o  do someth ing- -  
f o r  s o c i e t y .  I ' m  n o t  i n t o  compet ing ,  though I am w i t h  my- ? 
s e l f  - what I do I, l i k e  t o  do m y  b e s t  - and money d o e s n ' t  
e x c i t e  me, I  d o n ' t  need  e x c e s s .  The most i m p o r t a n t  t h i n g  i s  
t o  be happy,  and do something  i m p o r t a n t  t o  you. 

' land l a t e r )  ' \ 
- I n  a  s e n s e  I 'm o f  a t  a  c r o s s - r o a d s ,  L i k e  I ' m  
i n c l i n e d  t o  t h i n k  e  i s  j u s t  f o r  t h e  l i v i n g ,  f o r  t h e  
moment k i n d  o f .  s l i k e  I ' m  o u t  f o r  a  good t i m e  k i n d  o f  
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t h i n g  which I  don1-t n e c e s s a r i l y  a g r e e  w i t h  a t  a l l .  J u s t  
d o n ' t  t h i n k  anybody i s  a n y t h i n g  too, s p e c i a l ,  w e ' r e  a l l  j u s t  
l i t t l e  c o g s - i n  a  b i g  wheel  t y p e  t h i n g  - somebody d i e s  
tomorrow and i t  d o e s n ' t  mean a  t h i n g .  

S21 - Yeah, i t ' s  p o s s i b l e  t o  g e t  a  c h o i c e  wrong,  p o s s i b l e  
n o t  t o  a n a l y s e  y o u r s e l f  and g e t  i t  wrong, j u s t  jump i n t o  
someth ing .  But someth ing  you g i v e  a  l o t  o f  t h o u g h t  t o ,  I  
d o n ' t  t h i n k - t h a t  c a n  b e  wrong,  no m a t t e r  how m i s e r a b l y  you 
f a i l .  I f  you  f i g u r e  i t ' s  r i g h t  t h e n  i t  c a n  b e  done .  But i t  
h a s  t o  be  done u n b i a s e d l y .  A l o t  o f  p e o p l e  have  t h o u g h t  and  
done v e r y  wrong t h i n g s .  D o n ' t  l e t  p e r s o n a l  o p i n i o n s  -and 
hang-ups g e t  i n  t h e  way. 

S48 - ( r e  c o l l e g e  c u r r i c u l u m  and l e c t u r e s )  - Consc ience  
p l a y s  a  v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  p a r t  h e r e .  S t u d e n t s  have  t o  l o o k  
o b j e c t i v e l y  b u t  t h e y  h a v e  t o  make some k i n d  o f  j u q e m e n t  on 
t h e i r  own. C a a l t  j u s t  t a k e  i t  a s  f a c t s .  ~ a y b ; - < t  d o e s n ' t  
m a t t e r  what judgement ,  b u t  t h e y  have  t o  weigh i t ' i n ,  t h e i r  
own minds.  U n l e s s  t h e y  do t h a t  I  don '  t t h i n k  theylre'-E-ul- 
f i l l i n g  t h e i r  d u t y  a s  s t u d e n t s  o r  even a s  c o m p l e t e  human 
b e i n g s .  [ I .  - How would t h e y  do t h a t ? ]  D i f f i c u l t  t a s k  b u t  
a  t a s k  p e o p l e  t a k e  on a s  l o n g  a s  t h e y ' r e  g o i n g  t o  know any- 
t h i n g  a b o u t  t h i s  w o r l d .  I f e e l  p e r s o n a l l y  t h a t  t h e  w o r l d  i s  
d i s i n t e g r a t i n g .  U n l e s s  we s t a r t  making mora l  d e c i s i o n s ,  
u n l e s s  we t r y  t o  l e a r n  a s  much a b o u t  d e c i s i o n s  made i n  
p a s t ,  d e v e l o p  o b j e c t i v i t y ,  a  k i n d  o f  r e s t r a i n e d  o b j e c t i v i t y  
- have  t o  l o o k  a t  o p i n i o n s  b u t  you a l s o  l o o k  a t  f a c t s .  But 
a  l o t  o f  p e o p l e  d o n ' t  t r y ,  j u s t  t u n i n g  o u t ,  f o r g e t  a b o u t  
e v e r y t h i n g ,  t o  e s c a p e .  

? 

S16 - I ' d  l i k e  t o  t h i n k  I ' m  i n t e l l i g e n t  enough t o  f i g u r e  
o u t  t h i n g s  f o r  m y s e l f ,  b u t  I  r e a l i s e  t h a t  I ' m  a f f e c t e d  by 
t h i n g s  w h e t h e r  I  l i k e  i t  o r  n o t  - what I  r e a d ,  what p e o p l e  
s a y ,  T .V .  - w h e t h e r  I admi t  i t  o r  n o t .  [ I .  - So how do you Q 

know y o u ' r e  r i g h t ? ]  I t h i n k  I ' v e  g o t  a  s y s t e m  o f  b e l i e f s  - 
t h a t  g u i d e s  t h e  way I  a c t ,  and I  t h i n k  t h e  way I  a c t ,  when 
I  a c t ,  I ' m  c o n s i d e r i n g  o t h e r s  i n  my a c t i o n s .  When I a c t  I  
s a t i s f y  my ends  i n  a  way t h a t  h u r t s  p e o p l e , a s  l i t t l e  a s  
p o s s i b l e .  

547 - ( r e  C h r i s t i a n i t y )  - I s t i l l  b e l i e v e  i n  God and t h a t  - 
i t  h a s  t h e  answer .  [ I .  - How do you mean, t h e  answer?] 
W e l l ,  a  way o f  l i f e  t h a t  p r o d u c e s  someth ing  c o n c r e t e  and i s  
n o t  j u s t  a  w a s t e  o f  t i m e  and a  w a s t e  o f  l i f e .  f e e l  l i k e  
answers  o f  where  l i f e  i s  from and  where I  am g o i n g  a r e  
i m p o r t a n t  to m e  r i g h t  now a n d  - I - f e e l  people s h o u l d  a s k  - - 

t h e m s e l v e s  t h a t .  [ I .  - Why?] -4 human b e i n g  i n  o r d e r  t o  b e  
human s h o u l d  a s k  t h e s e  q u e s t i o n s .  I f  a  person j u s t  l i v e s  - 

f o r  mere e x i s t e n c e  and s u r v i v e s  f o r  t h e  r e s t  o f  h i s  l i f e  
w i t h o u t  t h i n k i n g  why t h e n  I  f e e l  h i s  l i f e  h a s  b e e n  w a s t e d  - 
n o t  w a s t e d ,  b u t  t h e r e ' s  someth ing  m i s s i n g  i f  a  p e r s o n  
d o e s n ' t  a s k  h i m s e l f  t h a t  and goes  i n t o  i t  t o  f i n d  o u t .  Man 
was g i v e n  i t e l l i g e n c e  t o  t h i n k  and  I  f e e l  t h e r e  was a  
r e a s o n  f o r  & a t  - t o  go i n t o  i t  f o r  h i m s e l f  and e v e n t u a l l y  
f i n d  t h e  r e a r o n  f o r  t h a t .  Come t o  some s t a t e  o f  mind where 
h e  knows why h e  i s  h e r e ,  f e e l s  c o m f o r t a b l e  w i t h  h i m s e l f  
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be ing  h e r e  and l e a d  a  l i f e  l i k e  t h a t . - M o s t  people  when d 
f aced  w i t h  t h e  p rospec t  of  dea th  t hey  j u s t  t o t a l l y  f r e a k  
o u t  and c a n ' t  accep t  i t ,  y e t  they d o n ' t  know why l i f e  has  
been and I f e e l  t h e  man who f i n d s  answers t o  h i s  l i f e  and 
l e a d s  l i f e  i n  accordance w i t h  i t  I f e e l  he can s o r t  of 
d e f e a t  d e a t h r b e c a u s e  h e ' s  ready. t o  d i e  and knows why h e ' s  
been he re .  Most people  d i d n ' t  do any th ing  i n  l i f e  t h a t  
would make it worthwhile o r  u s e f u l  b u t  j u s t  ho ld  on t o  i t  
f o r  t h e  sake  o f  ho ld ing  on. 

The problem t h a t  i s  d e f i n i t i o n a l  o f  t h i s  l e v e l  f o r  

i d e n t i t y  i s  t h e r e f o r e  s e l f - j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  An i n d i v i d u a l  can 

compare h i s  goa l s  and cho ices  t o  a  system of p e r s o n a l  values; 

and himself  t o  a  s e t  o f  s t a n d a r d s  t h a t  he f e e l s  T d e n t i f i e d  w i th  

through choice .  Thus he  does no t  seek  simply ' invo lvement1  b u t  

s e l f - r e s p e c t ,  a  s e n s e  of  ea rned  s e l f - w o r t h .  He must s u c c e s s f u l l y  

ach ieve  i n  terms of h i s  s t a n d a r d s ,  and t h e r e  i s  a  g e n e r a l  

concern  wi th  achievement ,  g e t t i n g  somewhere, doing w e l l ,  and 

a l s o  w i th  i n t e g r i t y ,  doing something worthwhi le ,  n o t  was t ing  

.. one's l i f e ,  c o n t r i b u t i n g a u s  t h e r e  i s  a  g e n e r a l  s ense  o f  r e s -  

p o n s i b i l i t y . .  Pe r sona l  f u l f i l l m e n t  i s  s t i l l  a  major theme b u t  i t  

seems f u r t h e r  e l a b o r a t e d ,  bo th  by t h e  Addi t ion of  t h i s  s e l f -  - 

# 

j u s t i f i c a t o r y  e lement ,  and bx  t h e r e  be ing  a  more a r t i c u l a t e d  
3 h 

concept ion  of  what f u l f i l l m e n t  might mean f o r  t h a t  person  i n  f 
,I' 

? I 

- a c t i c e ,  what about  t h e - a l t e r n a t i v e s  a r e  appea l i r rg  and s a t i s -  -ci 
< .  

f y i n g ;  

There-  i s  a  s e n s e  o f  s e a r c h  f o r  an a p p r o p r i a t e  way t o -  ' 

l i v e  one's l i f e ,  and a looking  t o  va lues  beyond t h e  s d f  and i t s  
i 

immediate expe r i ence  t o  r e l a t e  o n e s e l f  t,o some wider  con tex t  o  

v a l u e s .  Job and l i f e - s t y l e  may be r e l a t e d  t o  b roade r  q u e s t i o n s  f 

- - - -  

of pe r sona l  and s o c i a l .  i d e a l s ,  a  s ense  of t h e  r e l evance  o f  a n e s  

,ohm cho ice s  t o  o t h e r  people  and t h e  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e .  Th is  can 

be a  sou rce  o f  c o n f l i c t .  There  t ends  t o  be  a g e n e r a l  s e n s e  o f  

some ' m o r a l i s a t i o n '  o f  i d e n t i t y  cho ice s .  
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SO2 - Peop le  come t o  u n i v e r s i t y  f o r -  se l f - improvement .  I f  
t h e y  f e e l  good a b o u t  i t  themse lves  i t  d o e s n ' t  m a t t e r  what 
t h e i r  mark i s ,  i f  t h e y ' v e  l e a r n e d  someth ing .  But I  r e a n s e  

. my e x p e c t a t i o n s  o f  myself  a r e  much h i g h e r  t h a n  t h e  s c h o o l ' s  
s t a n d a r d ,  and I  d o n ' t  want t o  l e t  mine s l i d e  down t o  t h a t  
l e v e l .  I  t h i n k  I  have  an  i d e a  o f  what I 'm  a b l e  t o  do and 
want t o  keep  a iming f o r  that 

' (and l a t e r )  

- I  do f e a r '  t h a t  I ' v e  become complacent  and s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  
where I  am, and I f e e l  t h a t  a s  l o n g  a s  I 'm  n o t ,  and l o o k  
toward ,  i f  n o t  a  b e t t e r  f u t u r e ,  a  new one  t h e n  p r o b a b l y  1'11 

. b e  happy w i t h  l i f e .  Hope I  d o n ' t  g e t  e n t r e n c h e d .  I ' d  h a t e  
t o  l o o k  back and f e e l  I  h q d n l t  done a n y t h i n g .  

SO2 - I f  p e o p l e  l o s t  t h e i r  r e s p e c t  f o r  me by my n o t  
l i v i n g  up t o  what I s a y  t h a t  would h u r t  me a s  a  p e r s o n  b u t  
t h a t ' s  n o t  t h e  r e a l  h u r t  - i t ' s  t h a t  I  wouldfn't be e f f e c -  
t i v e  i n  what I wanted  t o  do. 

S 4 8  - I  wonder what i s  t h e  u s e ,  what i s  one p e r s o n  i n  s o  
many m i l l i o n s  of  p e o p l e .  Lot o a t i m e s  I  t h i n k  i t ' s  j u s t  s o  
m e a n i n g l e s s ,  i t  means n o t h i n g .  z d - ~ n l t  want t o  j u s t  e x i s t  
I  want t o  l i v e .  I d a f t  want t h e T a n a d i a n  dream of  a  n i n e  
t o  f i v e  job  b u t  I  do I t  know i f  I  have t h e  t a l e n t  f o r  any-  
t h i n g  e l s e .  Nowhere a g a i n ,  j u s t  l e f t  h i g h  and d r y .  

0 
r 

S16 - I t ' s  r e a l l y  i m p o r t a n t  a s  f a r  a s  my own m o t i v a t i o n  
goes  t h a t  i t ' s  do ing  something  wor thwhi le .  A l l  t h e s e  p e o p l e  

, around w i t h  p o t e n t i a l  t o  h e l p  t h e  w o r l d .  And i f  I  c a n  h e l p  
them improve themse lves  t h r o u g h  s c h o o l  t o  t h e  p o i n t  where . 
t h e y  c a n  h e l p  t h e  wor ld  o u t ,  maybe t h r o u g h  h e l p i n g  them I 'm  
h e l p i n g  t h e  wor ld .  [ I .  -,What w i l l  d o i n g  t h a t  d e m a n d ' o f '  
you?]  Being t r u e  t o  mysel f  i n  t h e  c l a s s r o o m  and do ing  t h e  
b e s t  job I c a n  f o r  s t u d e n t s ,  b e i n g  a s  good a  t e a c h e r  a s  I  
p o s s i b l y  cab. I ' d  l i k e  t o  b e  t h e  b e s t  t e a c h e r ,  wha teve r  
t h a t  is-; p r o b a b l y  1'11 f i n d  o u t .  I  mean n o t  j u s t  b e i n g  a  
t e a c h e r ,  i t ' s  n o t  good enough f o r  me j u s t  p u t t i n g  i n  t h e  
h o u r s  l i k e  some, I  want t o  b e  a  good t e a c h e r .  [He h a s  
e a r l i e r  made i t  c l e a r  t h a t  h e  h a s  t h o u g h t  a b o u t  t h e  
r e l e v a n t  q u a l i t i e s  and s k i l l s  he b e l i e v e s  a r e  n e c e s s a r y . ]  

S21 - . I f  I c a n  b e  s u c c e s s f u l  a t  t h i s  [ c a r e e r ]  i t  w i l l  be  
t h e  u l t i m a t e  i n  s e l f - s a t i s f a c t i o n .  I ' v e  g o t  an ego no 
q u e s t i o n  - i f  you d o n ' t  have a n  ego you have  no s e l f -  
r e s p e c t .  Some p e o p l e  have i n f l a t e d  e g o s ,  b u t . .  . 
SQ4 - ( r e  ' f u % f i I l n e ~ t ' )  - Yeah, d o i n g  m e t h i n g  tka* y3u 
want t o  do and do ing  something  t h a t  can  g a i n  a  s e n s e  o f  - 
accomplishment  from. Tha t  accomplishment  i's no t ,meas .u red  by 
o t h e r  p e o p l e ,  i t ' s  something  i n t e r n a l i s e d ,  l i k e  you know 
y o u ' r e  d o i n g  something  good. [ I .  - What do you mean ' g o o d ' ? ]  
When y o u ' v e  u s e d  y o u r  a b i l i t i e s  t o  l e a v e  somebody b e t t e r  
o f f  t h a n  p r i o r  t o  mee t ing  you. [ I .  - Why i s  t h a t  good?]  
I t h i n k  p a r t  o f  t h e  purpose  o f  p e o p l e  on e a r t h  i s  t o  accom- 
p l i s h  t h i n g s ,  t o  h e l p  one a n o t h e r  o u t ,  t o  be k i n d  t o  t h e  
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b e s t - o f  your  a b i l t t y .  You c a n ' t  j u s t  en joy  y o u r s e l f .  B e t t e r  
t o  be ou t  g i v i n g  someone a  hand a t  doing something. 

- 

S16 - The way most people  l i v e  i s  l a z y ,  shows f l a g r a n t  dis- 
r e g a r d  f o r  t h e  envi'ronment and t h e i r  f e l l o w  man, s o l e l y  
concerned wi th  themself  and d o n ' t  r e a l i s e  how s t u p i d  
t h e y ' r e  be ing .  I  hope t h a t  no ma t t e r  how bad we ' r e  behaving 
something i s  g o i n g d o  s t o p  us  b e f o r e  i t ' s  t oo  l a t e . '  

S17 - I  used t o  f e e l  l i k e  t h e  c e n t r e  b u t  now i t ' s  more a  
, p a r t  o f  t h e  whole. Every th ing  r evo lv ing  around me, now more 

o r  l e s s  a  b u i l d i n g  b lock ,  p a r t  o f  be ing  t o t a l  b u t  no t  t h e  . 
most impor tan t .  A s  my expe r i ences  became g r e a t e r  i n  scope I 
r y l i s e d  1,was n o t  geared  f o r  my own p e r s o n a l  s a t i s f a c t i o n .  

2 1  - How can I be happy w i t 3  people  s t a r v i n g  of  drought  i n  - 

f r i c a ?  Shouldnl  t be perhaps  b u t  I ,  can. J u s t  d o n ' t  b e l i e v e  
h e r e ' s  any th ing  I  can do about  i t ,  excep t  doing my l i t t l e  
i e c e  i n  making movies. Could go i n t o  p o l i t i c s  b u t  t h e n  I ' d  
e  chea t ing  myself because  i t ' s  no t  what I  r e a l l y  wan t . t o  

do. There must be  an i n t e r r e l a t i o n  between what you want t o  - - 

do and what you want t o - d o  f o r  o t h e r  people  - t h a t ' s  r e a l l y  
t h e  c o r e  o f  eve ry th ing .  

9 
SO3 - My main v a l u e  i s  n o t  doing any th ing  a t  t h e  expense 
of  anybody e l s e .  [ I .  - Why i s  tha t? . ]  Because i t  t i e s  i n t o  
coope ra t i on .  I f  we want t o  blow each o t h e r  up we can,  b u t  
i f f w e  want t o  c e l y  t o g e t h e r  we've g o t  t o  coope ra t e .  
T h a t ' s  why we s o c i a l  o r d e r  - laws and s o  on. 
[ I  - And does t h a t  impl'jr t h e  importance of  -a  s e n s e  of a 
community?] We'll, i n  an a b s t r a c t  s ense  I ' v e  go t  a s ense  
of  community - a l l  men a r e  b r o t h e r s ,  we should  s h a r e  w i t h  
t h e  world - b u t  no t  s o  much i n - -  - I  l i k e - p e o p l e  more i n  
a b s t r a c t  t han  I  do i n  r e a l i t y .  

548 - Most of. my f r i e n d s  j u s t  t a l k  about  bobze,  .and movies. ' 

O . K . ,  bu t  i t ' s  t h e  e x t e n t ,  no th ing  . e l s e .  Don' t  know,the .  - 
- j 

r e a l  problems' i n  t h e  world ,  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  you can r e a l l y  9 
l i v e  i f  y o u ' r e  j u s t  going t o  f o r g e t  about  t h e  whole world ,  
l i v e  i n  your  own s h e l l .  8 

d 
h I . 

, -  . 8 3 
S t r u c t u r e  of  B e l i e f  < . $ -  . - 

+. . 5 . .  - -  3 
ia 
4 People ' s t h i n k i n g  shows develop' iqnt  towards a more system- - .- - .  3 
-3 

a t i c  s t r u c t u r e .  There is a n  a t t e m p t ~ ~ p u t - - t ~ n g s  t ~ g e t E r , ~ T T M e -  r- 
Q 

o f L  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of some colierent  perspecTTve r e T i E i g  

d i f f e r e n t  a r e a s .  There i s  a  c a p a c i t y  f o r  more i d e o l o g i c a l  modes 

of thought  and f o r  r e f e r r i n g  t o  i d e a l  p o s s i b i l i t i e s . -  There i s  a  
d 

s t r o n g e r  tendency t o  reason  from t h e  gene ra l  t o  t h e  s p e c i f i c  and 
8 
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t h e o r y  i s  v a l u e d  more; s u b j e c t s  a r e  l e s s  l i m i t e d  t o  c o n c r e t e  

example o r  caugh t  i n  t h e  c o m p l e x i t i e s  o f  t h e  s i n g l e  c a s e .  S o c i a l  

c r i t i c i s m  is more common, and t h e  d e f i c i e n c i e s  o f  c u r r e n t  

r e a l i t i e s  viewed w i t h  h o r r o r  o r  concern .  
I .  .' 

Think ing  i s  more a n  i s s u e  h e r e  o f  s e e i n g  and r e s o l v i n g  

c o n t r a d i c t i o n s .  Thus a r g u i n g  i s s u e s  o u t ,  engaging i n  a  d e b a t e  
i 

would be e n j o y a b l e .  O t h e r s  ' views can be compared and judged 

a g a i n s t  o n e ' s  own, and r e a s o n s - a n d  j u s t i f i c a t i o n s  e v a l u a t e d .  

T h i s  p r o c e s s  t h e n  h a s  a  q u a l i t y  o f  l o o k i n g  f o r  answers ,  a  more 

a c t i v e l y  q u e s t i o n i n g  s t a n c e .  Also  t h e r e  i s  r a t h e r  l e s s  s e n s i -  

t i v i , t y  t o  p r o s e l y t i s i n g  and p e r h a p s  a  d e s i r e  t o  s h a r e  one's i d e a s  

w i t h .  o t h e r s ,  t o  e d u c a t e  o r  e.ven conv ince  them. 

Knowledge may b e - v i e w e d  a s  a  t o o l ,  t o  be a p p l i e d  t o  

t h e  w o r l d . a n d  t o  l i f e ,  and t o  a i d  f u r t h e r  l e a r n i n g .  One i s  en- 

gaged i n  a  p m c e s s  o f  d e v e l o p i n g  a  v i e w - p o i n t ,  and t h i s  i s  a l s o  

a  s k i l l  t h a t  can  b e  a c q u i r e d ,  pe rhaps  r e q y i r i n g  o r , g a n i s a t i o n  and 

,method.  A s e n s e  o f  a c t i v e  s e l f - c o n t r o l  of  t h i s  p r o c e s s  may be  

i m p o r t a n t .  E d u c a t i o n  i s  s e e n  i n  t h e  l i g h t  o f  a l l  t h i s .  Relevance ,  
* 

t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  b e l i e f s  and v a l u e s  t o  one's l i f e  and t o  w i d e r  

q u e s t i o n s ,  i s  a n  i s s u e .  
. 

I 

SO2 - T h e r e ' s  o n l y  one law t h a t ' s  i m p o r t a n t  i n  t h e  wor ld :  
% t h a t  you r e s p e c t  o t h e r  p e o p l e .  A f t e r  t h a t  e v e r y  o t h e r  law 
f a l l s  i n t o  p l a c e .  With t h a t  i n  mind you can  make a  r i g h t  
c h o i c e ,  s a t i s f y i n g  you b u t r n o t 3 r t i n  o t h e r  p e o p l e .  T! 
' (and l a t e r )  ' \ * ,  

- - - 

- I  d i d n ' t  r e a l i s e  u n t i l  I g o t  i n t o  t h e s e  i n t e r v i e w s  t h a t  
C h r i s t i a n  b e l i e f s  were  f u s e d  w i t h  my d a i l y  l i f e  b u t  eve ry -  

- -- 

t h i n g  comes back €0 t h a €  i n  my mind. I T v e  a  commitmentTG- 
t h i s  i d e a  o f  s e r v i c e  t o  o t h e r  p e o p l e .  I t  seems t o  b e  t h e  
one 'way I  can  e x p r e s s  t h a n k s  t o  a  God t h a t  gave me l i f e .  
T h a t  sounds  a  l i t t l e  f u n d a m e n t a l i s t  b u t  I 'm h e r e  and I /  
r e c o g n i s e  a  C r e a t o r .  

SO3 - Theory i s  o b y i o u s l y  i m p o r t a n t  f o r  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  and 
a s  a  way t o  f i t  th5ngs  i n ,  b u t  i f  you d o n ' t  have  a  n o t i o n  
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o f  what you want t o  do, s a y  a s  a  t e a c h e r ,  you won' t  do any- 
t h i n g .  J u s t  wha teve r ' s  thrown a t  you; won ' t  f i t  any p a t t e r n .  
Whereas i f  you know what t h e  o b j e c t i v e  i s  and s i t  and t h i n k  
about  what y o u ' r e  do ing ,  i t  makes eve ry th ing  f i t  b e t t e r ,  I 
gues s .  

S16 - People  should  be a b l e  t o  enjoy t h e  w.orld i n  t h e  
f u t u r e  b e t t e r  t h a n . w e v r e  doing now. Being concerned w i t h  - 3  
t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  of my a c t i o n s  w i l l  h e l p  me t o  keep t h e  
world  l i v e d  i n .  

SO4 - I s t a r t e d  o f f  th9nking ' t h i s  i s  t h e  way' .  Now I 
r e a l i s e ,  t h e r e ' s  no one answer - , I ' m  i n  t h e  same p o s i t i o n  a s '  
t h e  guy who wro te  t h e  book, o r  down i n  t h e  f i e l d .  So when 
I t e l l  people  t h e r e ' s  ' m u l t i p l e  f a c t o r s '  and g e t  i n t o  i t  T 
and t r y  t o  e x p l a i n  i t  t h e y ' r e  n o t  i n t e r e s t e d .  I  r ecogn i se  
t h a t  I 'm becoming one of  t h o s e  people  who c a n ' t  o f f e r  any 
answers'. [ I .  - Where does t h a t  l e a v e  you?] I t  l e a v e s  me 
want ing 5 c o n t i n u a l l y  exp lo re  p o s s i b l e  answers .  

t 

S21 - I l i k e  w h a t ' s  w r i t t e n  i n  t h e  B i b l e  - i t ' s  humani- - 

= t a r i a n ,  human i s t i c ,  a  t h i n g  t h a t ' s  , w ~ r k i n g  f o r  peace and < 
t h a t ' s  what we should  be working f o r  ' co s  i t ' s  going t o  g e t  f =  

---, 

a h e  b e s t  r e s u l t s .  My r e l i g i o n  and my p o l i t i c a l  thought  a r e  
a% t i e d  t o g e t h e r  i n  one very  l o o s e  package,  i t  j u s t  
d e p h d s  on my mood almost  what I ' m  going t o  s ay .  [ I .  - -  What 
would be t h e  c o r e  of  i t ? ]  The p u r s u i t  of happ ines s .  Two 
t h i n g s  - f i r s t  of  a l l  t o  make a  succes s  o f  l i f e  and t o  be 
happy, t o  do t h a t ,  t o  make s a c r i f i c e s  o r  wha tever ,  o t h e r -  
w i se  i t ' s  been a  was te .  And i f  you can be happy i t ' s  t o  
make o t h e r s  happy. 

S37 - I a lmost  f e e l  a s  i f  I ' v e  gone through a  coming of age 
p e r i o d  and f t h i n k  i t ' s  t ime I came up w i t h  some d e f i n i t k  
views on t h e  world  around me.- p o l i t i c s  and o t h e r  t h i n g s  
l i k e  t h a t .  T h i s  i s  a n o t h e r  reason  f o r  coming back t o  school . /  

8 
/ 

SO2 - Our s o c i e t y ;  t h e  f i r s t  world  o f  c a p i t a l i s m ,  i s  wrong 
. because  we have so  much when o t h e r s  have s o  ve ry  l i t t l e .  

I t ' s  no t  even n 'ecessary b u t  people  have t o  come t o  t h e  same 
frame of  mind. But I must admit I 'm t r a p p e d ,  wouldn ' t  want T 

t .  be on t h e  o t h e r  end of t h e  s c a l e  and w a i t  f o r  something 
I 

t o  happen. And I  d o n ' t  know what I  can do about  b r i n g i n g  i t  
about .  But I ' m  no t  a f r a i d  o f  ' p o l i t i c s ,  I r e a l l y  b e l i e v e  we 

i 

should  be anx ious ly  engaged i n  making(fhe world a  b e t t e r  L 

p l a c e .  We l i v e  i n  t h e  wor ld ,  i t ' s  where we a r e ,  s h o u l d n ' t  : 
ho ld  back3from t h e  ways of  t h e  world.  

- - S48 - ( r e  c o r l e g e ) .  - P e o p l e  should  l e a r n  t o  expres-hem- 
s e l v e s ,  communicate, r e s e a r c h ,  be o b j e c t i v e .  Those a r e  i t s  
o b l i g a t i o n s  m b  &t?f Hse net &lfi%l% h . T +  should  b e  __-__  - 

. s t r u c t u r e d  d i f f e r e n t l y .  The way t h i n g s  a r e  s t r u c t u r e d  
- t h e r e ' s  a l i n e  o f  demarcat ion drawn between t e a c h e r  and 

s tudeny .  Many t e a c h e r s  have t h e  misconcept ion t h a t  t hey  a r e c  
t h e  l e a d e r  i n  t h e  c lass room,  t h e  r u l e r ,  S t u d e n t s  t h i n k  they 
have t o  be submiss ive  and go a long.  
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SO3 - Some people  a r e  h e r e  f o r  a  d e f i n i t e  goa l  [ l i k e  him- 
s e l f ]  and maybe t h a t  t a k e s  away from whaV a  u n i v e r s i t y  
should  be and do.  I d e a l l y  f o r ' e d u c a t i o n  you shou ld  want t o  
l e a r n .  I n  a  l o t  'of ways i t ' s  e a s i e r  somewhere else. I f  you 
want t o  , l e a r n  . don ' t  go t o  u n i v e r s i t y  go t o  Europe, , o r  s i t  
i n  a  l i b r a r y  and t e a c h  y o u r s e l f  what you want t o  l e a r n .  The 
p e r s o n ' s  got  t o  want t o  l e a r n  and i f  they' do you c a n ' t  s t o p  
them. J u s t  i f  t hey  have t h e  i n t e r e s t  and you can p rov ide  
t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  and no th ing  g e t t i n g  i n  t h e  bay. I f  I  was 
c o n t r o l l i n g  my own l e a r n i n g  I ' d  do a  l o t  more t h a n  i n  t h i s  
s t r u c t u r e .  

SO2 - You form v a l u e s  i n  l i f e  by t-rying t h i n g s  o u t  and what 
f e e l s  good becomes engra ined  a s  a va lue .  And i f  you l i k e  i t  
i t  seems n a t u r a l  - to  want t o '  s h a r e  i t  w i t h  o t h e r  people .  

SZ1 - ( r e  f i l m  making) - Oh,, you can a f f e c t  people  a  l o t .  
I ' v e  go t  op in ions  on t h i n g s  and more t han  any th ing  e l s e  you 
can a f f e c t  peop le  w i t h  movies. 

' (and l a t e r )  ' 

- B a s i c a l l y  I ' m  p o l i t i c a l l y  i n c l i n e d  i n  "my work. [ I .  + I n  
what way?] I always s t r . e s s  freedom. T h a t ' s  always t h e r e  i n  
my work, bu t  i t ' s  never , 'an  o v e r t  s t a t e m e n t .  The p r i n c i p l e  
p o i n t  i s  t o  e n t e r t a i n  p e o p l e  qnd t h a t ' s  t h e  way I want i t  
t o  be  t a k e n . ' ~ u t  I r e a l l y  want power ove r  peop le ,  be a b l e  
t o  move them and make them t h i n k ,  and you can do t h a t ,  
r e a l l y  d r i v e  a  p o i n t  acros .s .Lb 

~ 6 3  - I  f i n d  it impor tan t  ssmetimes t o  l e t  people  know I  
. b e l i e v e  such and such.  J u s t  show t h a t  t h e r e ' s  ano the r  way 
t o  look a t  i t ,  i f  someone's no t  h e a r i n g  t h e  f u l l  s i d e .  

Concept o f  S e l f  -. 
The p roces s  o f .  the ,  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  of s e l f  con t inues  i n  

an ex t ens ion  and deepening of t h e  c a p a c i t i e s  f o r  s e l f - awarenes s .  

The g r e a t e r  coherence  m d  complexi ty  bf t h e  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  

means b o t h  t h a t  t h e  p sycho log ica l  l s e l f l  i s  viewed a s  a  r i c h e r  

more complex sys t emsand  t h a t  i t  e x i s t s  a s  a  u n i t  wi- th in  a  wider  
-- - 

and more complex world .  Th is  r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of 
-- 

g r e a t e r  ' d i s t ance1  from o n e s e l f .  Th is  i s  p a r t l y  t h e  awareness of  

a  l a r g w r - c o n t e x t ;  one can be an i n s t a n c e  of  a  g e n e r a l  r u l e ,  an 

i n d i v i d u a l  occupying some r o l e ;  t h a t  i s ,  one i s  n o t  on ly  a 

pe r son ,  s e p a r a t e  from normat ive  v a l u e s ,  b u t  a  p a r t i c i p a n t  i n  a  



- .  
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s o c i a l  system of  which t h e  va lues  a r e  a  p a r t . " Q i s  may invo lve  

a  g r e a t e r  awareness of  how one--sees t h i n g s  re1a:ive t o  o t h e r .  

peop le ,  and of t h e  importance o f  o t h e r  p e o p l e ' s  r e c o g n i t i o n  of  - 
o n e s e l f  ( a s  w e l l  a s  the" need t o  make independent  decisions). - 

' .* 
~ $ 2  c a p a c i t y  f o r  a  more g e n e r a l  s e l f - d e f i n i t i o n ,  a  ' p l a c i n g 1  of  

o n e s e l f  makes i t  more p o s s i b l e  t o  t a l k  of  a  s p e c i f i c  conscious  

f 
' s e n s e  o f  i d e n t i t y 1  ( a s  opposed t o  i t s  f e l t  consequences) .  

/' 

The i n c r e a s e d  c a p a c i t y  f o r  s e l f - examina t ion  and, s e l f -  

c r i t i c i s m  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  one's v a l u e  sys tem a l s o  i nvo lves  a  

more s o p h i s t i c a t e d  system of p sycho log ica l  p e r s p e c t i v e  on one- 

- s e l f .  S e l f - r e f l e c t i o n  on expe r i ences ,  needs ,  a b i l i t i e s  i s  more 

common; s e l f - c r i t i c i s m  i s  b e t t e r  a r t i c u l a t e d ;  s e l f -  r e f e t e n t i a l  

remarks may be more o f t e n  a t t a c h e d  t o  s t a t e m e n t s ;  t h e r ( i s  

f u r t h e r  r e c o g n i t i o n  of t h e  l i m i t a t i o n s  of one's world-view; and 

psycho log ica l  comments made about  . one's p r e f e r e n c e s ,  v iews ,  and , 

v a l u e s  .. 
[ I .  - So you f e e l  you should  s t r i v e  t o t a c h i e v e  something?] 

3 r S30 - Yeah. I t ' s  a  problem ' cos  i t s w o r k s  i n t o  your  d e c i s i o n s  - 

a t  t imes .  I ' v e  always had t h a t  d e s i r e  t o  ach i eve ,  go a s  f a r  
a s  I can ,  b u t  a t  t imes  .I wish I d i d n ' t .  I f  you can b e  s a t i s -  

* f i e d  w i t h  what y o u ' r e  doing.  Like I can be s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  
what I'm doing a t  t imes  and thoughts  w i l l  come i n t o  my mind 
t h a t  w e l l  I cou ld  be doing t h i s  and t h a t  would be more 
s a t i s f y i n g  o r  be more d e m a n e ~ n  myse l f .  

5 

S47 - I d i s cove red  t h a t  I cou ld  g e t  i n t o  and o u t  o f  t h i n g s  
by b u l l s h i t t i n g  t o  people .  That  gave a  very  n e g a t i v e  
a s p e c t  t o  my p e r s o n a l i t y .  I  LencLto l a y  b u l l s h i t  on people  
whenever I  g e t  uncomfor table .  2, '\ 
[ I .  - What do you g e t  from having t h o s e  b e l i e f s ? ]  
SO3 - D i s s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  In t h e  s e n s e p t h a t  i t l F h a r d t O f i n X -  
People  a r e  human and a l l  have i d e a l s ,  b u t  i t ' s  ha rd  t o  l i v e '  
up t o  y o u r s e I f .  T I .  --TEep+'re jrmpor'trannt t-o -pcm?2 I  t h i r ~ k  -- 

t h e y ' r e  impor tan t  i n  t h e  s e n s e  t h a t  t hey  g i v e  me a  s e n s e  of  
what I  am f o r  myself .  [ I .  - How do you mean?] L ike  an i d e a l  
t o  l i v e  up t o ,  o r  a  b a s e ,  ,say, t o  a c t  upoG something t o  
judge what I do a g a i n s t .  I t  a l s o  g r e a t l y  a f f e c t s  what I  
t h i n k  of myse l f .  I f  I  have i d e a l s  and l i v e  up t o  them i t  
a f f e c t s  what I t h i n k  of myself .  I f  you have h igh  i d e a s  and 
y o u ' r e  n o t  a c t i n g  i n  accordance w i t h  them i t  should  make 



you t h i n k  about  what y o u ' r e  doing.  Which i s  good for -me,  
' gaod t o  be  con f ron t ed  wi th  a  problem. 

A - 

S02-_"- ( r e  a  c r i s i s  i n  h i s  r e l a t i o n q h i p  w i t h  h i s  r e l i g i o u s  
i d e a l s )  - You may t h i n k  I  r a t i o n a l i s e d '  b u t  I  r e a l l y  t h i n k  
I matured p e r s o n a l l y  when I s a i d  ' t h i s  i s n ' t  t h e  b e s t  way . 
t o  go b u t  I 'm going t o  go h o n e s t l y ' .  I  r e a l l y  was a t  a  

, p o i n t  where I f e l t  I was l i v i n g  double s t a n d a r d s .  I  was 
r e s p e c t e d  i n  t h e  church bu t  was a lso '  l i v i n g  i t  up a  b i t .  
Got t o  t h e  'po in t  where I  thought  t h a t  wasn ' t  r i g h t ,  b u t  
wha tawasnr t  r i g h t  was l i v i n g  t h e , d o u b l e  s t a n d a r d .  So I j u s t  
s topped  p re t end ing .  

S30 - I  came t o  r e a l i s e  over  t h e  time I had money coming i n  
t h a t  i t  was .no t  t h e  most s a t i s f y i n g  t h i n g ,  and began t o  
r e a l i s e  people  l i k e d  you because  of  t h e  person  you were and 
how you t r e a t e d  them, n o t  f o r  t h e  t h i n g s  you had. 5 used t o  
be very  shy ,  a n d . r e t o g n i t i o n  i n  s p o r t s  he lped ,  made-me f e e l  
b e t t e r  about  myse l f ,  b u t  I  d i d n ' t  want people  t o  t h i n k  of  
me merely a s  a  Lacro-sse p l a y e r ,  so  o f t e n  I ' d  de-emphasise 

- 

t h a t  and work on o t h e r  a s p e c t s .  I t f s  a l l  p a r t  o f  conf i rming  - 

your  f e e l i n g s  of  s e l f - w o r t h .  You can f e e l  t h a t  i n  y o u r s e l f ,  
k- b u t  a l s o  you l i g e  t o  have i t  confirmed by o t h e r  people  - go 

' oh ,  y e a h ' ,  s o r t  o f  checking o f f .  Your accomplishment g e t s  
a p p r e c i a t e d  by o t h e r  people .  

Mode of Choice 

The more a c t i r w  exp lo r ing  and r e l a t i n g  q u a l i t y  t h a t  seems 
- 

t o  be p r e s e n t  makes f o r  an  i n c r e a s e d  consc iousness  of an a c t i v e  

d e c i s i o n  making proc-ess about  &e l s  l i f e .  There may a l s o  be a  

c l e a r e r  awareness of  pressJures from o u t s i d e  a f f e c t i n g  t h i s  
% 

cho ice  and an expressed  d e s i r e  t o  make one's own d e c i s i o n ,  'some- 

t h i n g  I wanted t o  d o t .  I n  t h i s  way commitment becomes more of an 

a c t  one performs,  s i n c e  c h o i c e s  a r e  r e l a t e d  t o  va lues  and s e l f -  

worth i s  i n v e r t e d  i n  one's p ro j . ec t s .  There  i s  a f a l l i n g  o f f  i n  
II 

t h e  theme of ' t a a l  invaluewenz,  - m e r e  e v a e n c e  of  a n g a i n g  selC 
4-L 

doubt,  and an i n c r e a s e  i n  provis~al~ao-setting, 

xork ing  t o  f l e x i b l e  p l a n s .  There  i s  a . g r e a t e r  consc 

t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of g e t t i n g * i t  'wrong' .  

- There i s  some i n d i c a t i o n  of a  f u l l e r  t ime p e r s p e c t i v e ,  

perhaps  more s e n s e  o f  be ing  involved i n  an o v e r a l l  l i f e  p a t t e r n .  



L. 
Cerka in ly  t h e r e  i s  p z t e n  t h e  hheme of %self-impfovement &id s e l f - ,  1.. 

'4 r v 

# -  l i v i n g  up t o  one's ~ a p ~ a b i l i t i e s  and p o t e n t i a l .  ~ h i s *  growth ' is  - % * 8 -+ 
s t i l l  o f t e n  expressed  m r e l a t i v e l y  i n t e l l e c t u a l  t e r q s ' o f  j - under-  c$ 

1 _ '  

s t a n d i n g  and knowledge. There i s -  c b a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y .  a  majo% " q  5 pre- -  
- 

o c c u p i t i o n  w i t h -  -+ one's s e n s e  o f  p e r s o n a l  r e k p o n s i b i l l t ) r , l  f o e  a 

" .: 
l i v i n g  up ti5 t h e  commitments one makes and t h e  stafidardg; t p e  - 

-% 

s e t s ,  no t  was t ing  one's p o t e n t i i l ,  and fo; one's inlib'lvemdbt with  e. 

, > 'F, ' t 

o t h e r  peop le ,  t h e  sens,e of  q s o c i a l  p r d e , ~ ,  s o w t h i p g  .b igger  t h a n .  ~ . .  - _  
Q . , 

on-eself t o  which one makes a  c o n t r i b u f i o n .  The weigh t  of  t h i s  
1 

% I  - 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  can come t o , f e e l  burdens~me."  

c " 
! , c  

0 i 

S30 - ( r e  time t aken  o u t  o f  ' c o l ~ l e - & ~  I fodk  t h a t  t ime 
because  I was unsure  of  what I -wanted %o go i n t o .  wanted t o  
make sense  o f  my own d e c i s i o n .  My p a r e n t s  wanted me t o  $0. 
back obv ious ly  b u t  I d i d n ' t  f e e l  at t h a t  t ime  I 'was p re -  

' 

pared  t o  go. I wanted t o  make i t  up on my own. I ' f e l t  th'esh 
p r e s s u r e s  o f  t h e  f ami ly  l o  go back t o  b u t  I  d i d n ' t  
want t o  be i n f l u e n c e d ,  wanTed i t  t o  b  d e c i s i o n .  1 t  
wouldn' t be worthwhi le  ts go back on-'somebody . e l s e ' s  

, 

d e c i s i o n .  z 

' (and l a t e r )  ' . 

- I l i k e  t o  f e e l  I'm c o n t r o l l i n g  my 1, i fe  and what I do, 
n o t  j u s t  s o r t  of fo l l owing  i n t o  t h e  sys tem o r S w h a t e v e r .  I ,  + 

t h i n k  i t ' s  ' c o s  I ' v e  had cho ices  a v a i l a b l e  t o  me. I j u s t  
d o n ' t  l i k e  t h e  i d e a  o f  l i v i n g  up t o  somebody e l s e ' s  expec-, 
t a t i o n s .  I  t h i n k  you should  l i v e  up t o  your  own va,lues, 
your own i d e a s  and d i r e c t i o n .  

, 
SO2  -" T h e r e ' s  a  s o r t  of l i n e a r  t h i n g  i n  l i f e  t h a t  you 
c o n t i n u e  deve lop ing .  Something I admire js t h a t  someone 
wants t o  keep growing. I f  someb~dy i s  j u s t  happy- s t a y i n g  
where the'y a r e ,  s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  t h a t  b u t  have no ambi t ion 
f o r  any th ing  g r e a t e r .  You should  have ambi t ion  and s t r 4 v e  
te f u l f & l l  i z .  --- - - - 

- -- pp p--p - - -- -- - pp 

S 3 7  - 1 s o r t l r f _ a l w a v s * s L  i n t o  t h e s e  s t a t e s  where once I 'm , 

c o n t e n t  I f e e l  'fi, I'm s o r t  o f  s lowing down1, reach  a  
l e v e l  of  c o n q n t m e n t ,  and I  t a k e  a  b i g  look around and I  
f e e l  t h e r e ' s  something l ack ing .  

502 - I have t o  make a  d e c i s i o n  of  whether t o  remain i n  
-school and i t  c o n t r o l s  someone e l s e ' s  l i f e  too .  I would 
l i k e  t o  have  some d e f i n i t e  i d e a s  t o  p r e s e n t  t o  my wi fe .  
Again it's a s o r t  of p r e s s u r e  from i n s i d e  i n  t h a t  I  want t o  



: - 
. =  p l e a s e ;  r a the r .  t han  t h a t ' . ~ ~ ' m  , . p r e s s u r e d  by h a r  a s  an  

, " .,- i n d i v i d u a l .  .-  , * .  
L .  . .  

* 
I 

,' S I f ,  *:- -Commitment is r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  s o r t  o f  - -  havi'ng t o  t,ak'e 
:; account ;  05 "f .actors o y t s i d e  of your own p e r s o n a l  ex i s tence ' ,  

,. t@q.se p1ay"a l a r g e  p&rt  you^   decision' making. ~ u t - ' 1 - h a t e  
' td; t h i n k  . o f  'somebody ,fbr 'cLing rne'iaLo. som'et'fiing i n  w,hat I , 

. . t 

.wane . c t o  do d n  l i f e .  , ~ . , 

e .  . a .  

- 521 -1 I f ee l . - ve ry  r e s p o n 9 i b l e ,  o v e r l i .  res-ponsib1.e f o r  
. peopxe. I ~om6Birne~s think:  1"worry. t oo  much "about d t h 6 r  - .  
' _ . p e o p l e ' s  problems,  sometimes wishdvI was t h e  t ype  p e r s o n -  
' 

t h a t  d i d n ' t  gi,ve .a damn about  o t f i e r  people'. ; I  l j u s t  f e e l  
i t  I s  my r e s p o n s i - b i l i t y  'as a  person  t a  a rgue  w i t h  *some , , . 

. p&~liie, say  t & a t  a re  be ing  r a c i a l l y  pxe jud i ced ,  - - to '  .ar-gue.,-- 
. and,change h i s  mind. sopietimes I t h i n k  it & .  .would, bbe gre-at 2f 

I  j2s.t f e l l - - t h e  s-ame. way. . . 
L .  *. ' 

$03'*; I t  '"s. i n p o r t a n t  - t o  do*  c e r t a i n  t h i n g s -  t h a t  g i v e  me #a  
\ 

B 

. '. right t o  be-+in  $ h e ~ c l a s s r o o m .  J t  sho,uldnlt" be- a, job-, should  
be-someth ing  )i'ou' r e a l l y .  want- t o  do,  and you haire-an p b l i -  - 

0 

. garPon toA those - . peop le  who hayet t o .  s i t  t h e r e  i n  f r o n t  of  / .  . , 
, . . . .. - 

~ *?,. you. They have t o -  be t h e r b n d  . y ~ u  don' t . You should-  makeL 
. > 8 . '  

, - . . . . 
. . ' t h e i r -  t ime worthwhi le .  -, 

.I - 1 .  
w Y 

3 ,  - .  - -- . . . " 
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. - A t  t h i s  l 'evel a  f u r t h e r  major change i n  p e r s p e c t i v e  . 
..s 

-9 ., I * - 
t a k i n g  a b i l i t y  r e s u l t s  i n  a  focus  on t h e  r k l h t i v i t y  and' i n d i v i - '  

d u a l i t y  o f  pe r sona l  p e r s p e c t i v e  i t s e l f .  Rather  t han  simply be ing  

a  complex ' s e l f 1  w i t h  a  p o i n t  o f  view,' a  sy,stem of va lues  andh 

i d e a s ,  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  o t h e r  such s e l v e s ,  the :  person  b&ome.s 

aware of  having such a  ' s e l f  sys temt  i n  t h e  same way a s  o t h e r s ' .  
* 

do, and t h a t  it i s  r e l a t i v e - t o  t h e  va lue  sys tems and s o c i a l  r o l e  
i 

systems which t hey  a r e  invo lved  with-, The. person  a t  t h i s  l e v e l  

i s  coming t o  $ee  himself  i n  c o n t e x t  a s  s u b j e c t  t o  a  unique,  
- 

c o n s t r a i n i n g  hrt c o n t i n g e n t  t h a t  i s  h imse l f  ,. and h i s  - 

involvements .  r# 



Core Problem 

The f o c a l  problem c r e a t e d  by t h i s  development seems t o  be 

, - t h a t  o f  commitment i t s e l f .  J u s t  a s  t h e  s e l f  system can be objectively 

cons ide red  so  t h e  a c t  of commitment becomes t h e  o b j e c t  of 

examinat ion.  I m p l i c i t l y  commitment' is no l o n g e r  something done 

by t h e  s e l f ,  chosen i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  one's v a l u e s ,  b u t  i s  t h e  

c r e a t i o n  of t h e  s e l f ,  - i s  - a  new and' emergent s e r f .  Thus t h e  

person i s  f aced  w i t h  choosing a  pe r sona l  i d e n t i t y ; .  n o t  -what  he 

i s  t o  do, o r  who'he i s  t o  be recognised  a s ,  b u t  who he i s  t o  

be ;  he i s  s ea rch ing  f o r  h i m s e l f .  -4- 

i 

SO6 - I  assume' t h a t  my l i f e  is v a l u a b l e  a t  l e a s t .  0 r . I  
assume 1, 've made t h a t  assumption.  [ I .  - Come,again?] 

- - 

The problem is. I  c a  s t a t e  t h a t  a s  a  f a c t .  But s i n c e  I  
h a v e n ' t  p r  zombded myse l f ,  I  must have e . 

/- assumed t h a t  When you g e t  down t o  i t  eve ry th ing  
i s  going t o  ' l o g i c .  T h e r e ' s  no a b s o l u t e s .  
I f  I  knew what t h e  v a l u e  o f  human l i f e  i s  I ' d  be God. 

' [ I .  - Where does t h a t  l e a v e  you?] I t  makes me td q u e s t i o n  
mark. I f  my assumption i s  wrong my ' l i f e  has  a  d i f f e r e n t  

. , 
meaning. To someone no t  s h a r i n g - t h e  same assumptions my 
l i f e  must look  e n t i r e l y  d i  ' f e r en t .  i' - 

[ I .  - Could I  s t a r t  o f f  e r y  g e n e r a l l y  by j u s t  a sk ing  you 1 who you a r e ? ]  
S44  - I'm j u s t  a  b lack-  ead of  space ,  s e c r e t e d  by p r e s s u r e s  
on t h e  g lobe ,  suddenly  an o b j e c t ,  buz I 'm a l i v e .  J u s t  p a r t  
o f  t h e  game of m a t t e r  and energy.. J u s t  a  p a r t i c i p a n t  i n  t h e  . 
game of l i f e .  To g i v e  y,ou a cosmic answer.  [ I .  - And what ' 
a r e  you going t o  do?!]  Have a  happy day,  some l i f e  
a f f i r m i n g  a c t i v i t y ,  and a  good sleep-. T h e r e ' s  two d i f f e r e n t  
s t r a t e g i e s  you can adopt  - minimise harm, avo id  stress, 
p l a n  t h e  day s o  you d o n T <  push y o u r s e l f  t o o  . ha rd ,  f u l f i l l -  
i n g  my own rhythms. But t hen  aga in  rhythms a r e n ' t  t h i n g s  
t h a t  j u s t  r e v e a l  themselves;  I habe t o  do c o n s t r u c t i v e  
t h i n g s  t o o ,  work on them. So a l s o .  I  t r y  and implan t  myself 
i n  l i f e - a f f i r m i n g ,  money making, comfor tab le  a c t i v i t i e s .  

- - 
S 4 9  - Tbere a r e  many thTngs I  f e e l  I can ' t  cpmpromise urr; - r - 
b u t  t h e y ' r e  of  a  r e l a t i v e  n a t u r e .  More of  a  f o r m u l a + o f  non- 
compromise, r a t h e r  than s p e c i f i c  *hi-5 f - e & l c z m L t  da, - - - - 

Be t r u e  t o  myse l f ,  my s p i r i t  o f  l i f e  a n d - t o  o t h e r  people ,  
d e a l  w i t h  them on t h a t  same l e v e l ,  t h a t  t hey  a r e  more than  
a  problem, o r  a  conglomerat ion of  a c t i v i t y .  ~ h e ~ ' r e '  a  
person  and t h a t  d e s c r i b e s  me , too ,  and I f e e l  I c a n ' t  
compromise t h a t  t h i n g .  
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S36 - I used  t o  have  a  v e r y  a b s o l u t e  k i n d  o f  m o r a l i t y .  Now 
whenever  I t h i n k  a b o u t  t h i n g s  i t ' s  n e v e r  i n  t e r m s  o f  them- 
s e l v e s ,  t h e y ' r e  a lways  p a r t  o f  a  l a r g e r  someth ing .  

S49 - I l i k e  t o  keep  i n  mind t h e  f a c t  t h a t  I 'm  g o i n g  t o  
' d i e  and  t h a t  f a c t  k i n d  o f  e n c o u r a g e s  me t o  r i s k .  I c a n ' t  

be  c o m f o r t a & l y s i t t i n g  a round  on my b u t t ,  s h o u l d  b e  d o i n g  
' s o m e t h i n g  a s  w o r t h w h i l e  as I  c a n .  T h a t ' s  p a r t  o f  my m o t i -  

v a t i o n  f o r  growing.  Not t h a t  I ' m  a f r a i d  o f  d e a t h  - anyone 
who s a y s  t h e y ' v e  n e v e r  c o n f r o n t e d  t h a t ,  t h a t  I would 
b e l i e v e  m y s e l f ,  I ' d  b e  v e r y  s u r p r i s e d  - j u s t  a  s e n s e  of 
f i n i t e n e s s .  

S49 - Not o n l y  c a n  I n o t  judge  o t h e r  p e o p l e  b u t  I c a n ' t  
P 

judge  m y s e l f .  I c a n  b e  p l e a s e d  w i t h  mysel f  OF' s o m e t h i n g ,  
r e a c t  on a ' d i r e c t  l e v e l  - i t ' s  k i n d  o f  a n  a c t  o f  t h e  ego 
t o  do i t  t h a t  way, n o t  how I  want t o  r e l a t e  t o  t h e  w o r l d .  
I t ' s  c e r t a i n l y  a  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  t h a t  I have  t o  b e  e a s y  on 
m y s e l f ;  

S36 - G e n e r a l l y  p e o p l e  s h o u l d  l o o k  i n  h e r e  - t h a t  g i v e s  you - 

a  g r e a t e r  s e n s e  of  i d e n t i t y  and s e l f - a w a r e n e s s .  People  "tend 
t o  s e e  r e f l e c t i o n s  of t h e m s e l v e s  i n  t h e i r  c a r ,  c l o t h e s ,  j o b .  
You can  make y o u r s e l f  t h i n k  y o u ' r e  a n y t h i n g  w i t h  t h a t , l . s o  
t h a t  p e o p l e  go a l l  t h r o u g h  t h e i r  l i v e s  b u i l d i n g  up t h e  
l a y e r s  o f  u n r e a l  i d e n t i t y .  I f  no-one i s  i n  t o u c h  w i t h  what 
t h e y , r e a l l y  a r e  how c a n  t h e y  have  r e s p e c t  f o r  anyone e l s e .  
I know 1 have  more r e s p e c t  - I. had l i t t l e  r e s p e c t  f o r  
o t h e r s  views and b e l i e f s  a n d  I  was n e g a t i n g  them. I  e x p e c t  
more r e s p e c t  f rom p e o p l e  now, and  i n  t u r n  t r e a t  them 
b e t t e r .  

538 - Sometimes i f  I s e e  a  a r i s i n g  I t r y  and  l o o k  
a t  i t  from a  u n i v e r s a l  w a t c h i n g  p o s i t i o n .  Look a t  t h e  e v e n t s  
t h a t .  l e a d  up t o  i t  and why i t ' s  h a p p e n i n g ,  w h a t ' s  t h e  
s o l u t i o n .  G e n e r a l l y  i t  works .  Not i n f a l l i b l e ,  o f  c o u r s e .  
I  sometimes become r e a l l y  e m o t i o n a l  and i r r a t i o n a l .  Then i t  
becomes- h e r  r o l e  t o  s a y  w a i t  a  m i n u t e ,  l e t ! s  l o o k  a t  t h i s .  

. S44 - I w a s n ' t  i m p r e s s e d - b y  t h e  need f o r  a  wor ld-v iew t i l l  
t h e  l a s t  two o r  t h r e e . y e a r s .  B e s t  i f  y o u - j u ' s t  d i d n ' t  t h i n k  
a b o u t  i t .  Was a s k i n g  ' w h y 1 ,  g o i n g  t.hrough a n  i n f i n i t e  
r e g r e s s ,  g e t .  t o  f i n a l l y  a  ' b e c a u s e  damn i t 1 .  I f e l t  I  was 

. . s t o p p i n g  s h o r t ,  and  d i s m i s s e d  t h e  i s s u e .  LI .  - What 
q u e s t i o n s  were  you a s k i n g ? ] , W h a t  i t  was supposed  t o  b e  l i k e  
a s  a human b e i n g ,  what r o l e s  I w a 3  supposed  t o  ' f i t  i n t o ,  
what  mora l  p o s i t i o n  I  was s u p p o s e d > t o  a d o p t .  Those were 
l i k e  s e l f - e v i d e n t  t r u t h s ,  r i g h t  and Krong,  t h e  way t o  -do -~ - -- 

t h i n g s .  Then I became more r e l a t i v i s t i c ,  n o t  l o o k  f o r  t h e .  
bed- rock  b u t  bundle .up reeds like in a m m p  it& 1 et the*,. 

: f l o a t .  I r e a l i s e d  t h a t  p e o p l e  do a  l o t -  o f  c o n s t r u c t i n g  o f  
t h e  w o r l d .  I was v e r y  s e l f - c o n f i d e n t , ,  r e l a t i ' v i s m  h a d n ' t  . 
r e a l l y  h i t  home, t h a t  I  was no b e t t e r .  A.nd I g u e s s  I  f e l t  
l i k e  p e o p l e  were k i n d - o f  s t u p i d .  Then I d i s c o v e r e d  I w a s  
n o t  r e a l l y  -hot  s h i t .  Became impressed  w i t h  t h e  problem of t 

- t h e  unanswered ' q u e s t i o n s ,  and ' t h a t ' o t h e r '  p e o p l e  were  do ing  
my t h i a k i n g  f o r  me, afid -my b-hoie l i f e  w-as. i n v o l v e d ,  depends, - 
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on assumptions ,  what l i f e  s t y l e s  shou ld  be l i k e .  These seem 
t o  be very  e x t e r n a l ,  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i s e d ,  i d e o l o g i c a l  
messages no t  informed by immediate expe r i ence ,  F e l t  a  nee-d 
t o  work o u t  some answer. Snap o u t  of  my dogmatic slumbers 
i f  I d i d n ' t  want t o  be f u l l  o f  s h i t .  

More e x p l i c i t l y  twin problems emerge a s  c o n f l i c t s  

from t h e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which i s  t hema t i c  a t  t h e  

p rev ious  l e v e l .  One i s  t h e  n e e d - f o r  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  t o  be respon- 

s i b l e  t o  t h e  s o c i a l  o r d e r .  The o t h e r  i s  t h e  need f o r  t h e  person  

t o  judge and j u s t i f y  h imse l f  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  a  c o h e r e n t  system 

of v a l u e s .  I n  bo th  a r e a s  a  q u e s t i o n i n g  o f  t h e s e  demands appea r s ,  
---- 

and p o s s i b l y  a  r e a c t i o n  aga ins t ' them,  i n  an  a s s e r t i o n  of o n e ' s  

i n d i v i d u a l i t y .  

I n  t h e  s o c i a l  sphe re  (which may i n i t i a l l y  be  t h e  

dominant i s s u e )  t h e r e  i s  a  move away, t h e m a t i c a l l y ,  from t h e  a 
i d e a s  of  he lp ing  o t h e r  peop le ,  and i n f l u e n c i n g  and changing 

I 

s o c i e t y .  Susp i c ion  may be  expressed  of t h o s e  s o  concerned.  There 

i s  a  p reoccupa t ion  w i t h  t h e  compromises of o n e s e l f  r i s k e d  by 

such involvement,  doubt about  p e o p l e s 1  m o t i v a t i o n s ,  and aware- 
- 
ness  o f  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  of  p r i z i n g  i n d i v i d u a l i t y  and autonomy 

and t h e  d e s i r e  t o  i n f l u e n c e  people  t o  c r e a t e  a  d i f f e r e n t  o r d e r .  
.- 

People  may s t i l l  have s t r o n g  i d e o l o g i c a l  i n c l i n a t i o n s  b u t  t h e s e  

may be hidden by an uninvolved s t a n c e .  There may be  a s t r o n g  
z 

awareness of s o c i a l  i s s u e s ,  and one's-own s i t u a t i o n  p u t  i n  t h e  

c o n t e x t  of  an u n d e s i r a b l e  and u n p r e d i c t a b l e  s o c i a l  o r d e r ,  b u t  

pol i t i c a f  invof vemeltt 5s genera$-* t--e3ee+-a a s  self -seeking--or 

u n r e a l i s t i c .  S o c i e t y  r e n d s  - t ~  bedewed indi4 .2dual isEical  l y  as 

t h e  p roduc t  of  t h e  a c t i o n s  o f  i t s  members. I t  may be h e l d  t o  

r e q u i r e  fo rego ing  n e g a t i v e  a c t i o n s  b u t  having l e s s  r i g h t  t o  

make p o s i t i v e  c l a ims .  This  i n d i v i d u a l i s m  may be  expressed  some- 

t imes  as s t r o n g  f e e l i n g s  of  a l i e n a t i o n ,  . . and a s e n s e  of be ing  



oppressed by -uoc i a l  r o l e  demands. C .  

(S14 vo i ce s  t h e s e  concerns  w i t h  much t r a n s i t i o n a l  l e v e l  
c o n f l i c t  and doubt . )  
514 - I  j u s t  f e e l  t h a t  people  should  be doing something.  
Work can be f u l f i l l i n g  i f  you Rhink i t ' s  f u l f i l l l i n g .  Some- 
t h i n g  f u l f i l l i n g  i s  j u s t  doing something,  f u l f i l l i n g  an 
o b l i g a t i o n .  [ I .  - what does t h a t  i n v o l v e ? ]  Everybody has  a  

* 

r o l e  t o  p l a y  i n - s o c i e t y  I  gues s ,  i t  invo lves  doing some- 
thing-. But then  aga'in I u s u a l l y  r e s i s t  t h a t  p r e s s u r e .  I  can ' 
s e e  t h a t  p r e s s u r e  and it works on me and I  f e e l  g u i l t y  
about n o t  f u l f i l l i n g  t h a t  b u t  a t  t h e  same t ime I l f e e l  good 
t h a t  I ' m  n o t ,  n o t  j u s t  b l i n d l y  doing x h a t  because  of o u t -  
s i d e  p r e s s u r e .  Then a g a i n  t h e  p r e s s u r e  comes from w i t h i n  
t o o .  But t h e - p r e s s u r e  from w i t h i n  me t o  f u l f i l l  t h a t  
o b l i g a t i o n ,  you have an o b l i g a t i o n  t o  y o u r s e l f  t o o .  I n  some - 

ways i t  would make me f e e l  good t o  have a  f u l l  t ime job and 
work ha rd  and make my c o n t r i b u t i o n  and pay t a x e s .  I n  o t h e r  
ways it would make me f e e l  bad. [ I .  - How would i t  f e e l  
good?] I  would have t h e  f e e l i n g  of ' c o n t r i b u t i n g  something,  
of  be ing  a  p a r t  of something,  something b i g g e r  thban j u s t  
myself. I t  w o u l d n t t  b e  s e l f - c e n t r e d ,  I ' d  be doing t h i n g s  - 
f o r  t h e  good of o t h e r  people  even working i n  a  g roce ry  
s t o r e ,  I ' d  be p a r t  o f . t h e  whole func t ion ing  of s o c i e t y ,  
p a r t  of  t h e  whole. Those same t h i n g s  a r e  q u i t e  f r i g h t e n i n g  

. t o  me a l s o  - why should  I do t h i n g s  j u s t  f o r  t h e  good of 
t h e  whole, why t ry  t o  be p a r t  of  something,  why n o t  j u s t  
t r y  t o  be an i n d i v i d u a l ?  P l u s  t h e  i d e a  of spending f o r t y  
y e a r s  a t  something,  t h e  r e s t  of my l i f e ,  s e e i n g  i t  go on 
and -cd. 
' (and l a t e r )  ' 

- How do you rk so lve  t h e  c o n f l i c t  between t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  
and t h e  group? [ I .  - Sounds l i k e  a  c e n t r a l  c o n f l i c t  f o r  

, a you . ]  Yeah, I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  i t ,  t h a t ' s  t h e  c e n t r a l  c o n f l i c t .  - 
I  t h i n k  t h a t ' s  t h e  b a s i s  o f  eve ry th ing  - p o l i t i c s ,  
economics, phi losophy - t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  
group and how t o  r e s o l v e  i t .  I f  you knew t h a t  - s e c r e t  of 
t h e  un ive r se !  

515  - I  &always saw myself w i th  a f u t u r e ,  a s  
a  goa l  i n  mind, n o t  smoking dope a l l  day. 
eng inee r  [an e a r l i e r  c a r e e r  goa l ]  had more t o  do w i t h  
want ing t o  do something good f o r  people ,  t o  h e l p  people .  
Don' t  f e e l  t h a t  way any more. Don' t  t h i n k  people  want t o  be 
he lped  a  l o t  of t h e  t ime.  The i d e a  of d o k g  t h a t  i s n ' t  
t h e r e  w i t h  m e  any more, The s o c i a l  work mentality-daesn't 
work. I  'can o f f e r  s u p p o r t ,  .s'ympathise, l i s t e n  b u t  can I 
h e l p  you? I f  t h a t i s  a h e l p  i t ' s  coo l  and I 'm w i l l i n g  t o  do - 
i t .  I s t i l l  t h i n k ( t h a t f s  important  and I'm w i l l i n g  t o -  
l i s t e n  t o  p r e t t y  much anyth ing  anybody t e l l s  me. But t o  
a c t i v e l y  go o u t  and s e a r c h  people  o u t  and s a y  I want t o  
h e l p  - I  d o n ' t  want t h a t  f o r  me and d o n ' t  know anybody who 
does want t h a t .  I t ' s  p u t t i n g  your va lues  on t h e  o t h e r  
pe r son ,  y o u ' r e  t r y ing - to  change them t o  something.  I n  
h e l p i n g  them you  b e l i e v e  t h e y ' r e  no t  where they  want t o  be ,  
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o r  t h e y ' r e  n o t  where ou want them t o  be.  I t 1 - s  very  p o s s i b l e  
t h e y  d o n ' t  want - to  be % w e r e . y o u  want them t o  be .  I t  may be 
ve ry  harmful .  - 

I 

' (and l a t e r )  '. 

- P a r t  o f  t h e  i d e a  of  wanting o t h e r  people  t o  have t h e  same 
va lues  a s  I d i d ,  n o t  be ing  a b l e  t o  f u l f i l l  them, and I ' d  
p r e s e n t  a l t e r n a t i v e s  and t h e y ' d  jump t o  i t .  But t h e  *kids 

I dTdn l t  and I was r e a l l y  f r u s t r a t e d .  I t  was an i d e a  t h a t  t h e  
whole burden o f  t h e  world r e s t e d  on my p a r t i c u l a r ,  s h o u l d e r s ,  
and I  had t o  s o l v e  the ,problems.  Don' t  f e e l  t h a t  way now. 

SO7 - I d o n ' t  t h i n k  you'd c o n t r i b u t e  t o  anyone e l s e ' s  l i f e  
u n l e s s  i t  came back t o - y o u  i n  some way. Think everybody 
looks  a t  t h i n g s  l i k e  t h a t  whether t h e y ' d  admit  it o r  n o t .  . 
S36 - A s  a  g e n e r a l  s t a t emen t  I *could  Say I  used t o  be 

- c o n c e r n s d  w i t h  w h a t ' s  happening o u t  t h e r e  and my concern 
-has become more and more i n t e r n a l i s e d .  Used t o  f q e l  r e a l l y  
powerless  - one smal l  me a g a i n s t  . the,whole t h i n g .  Then I  - 

began t o  t u r n  inwards and came ?!ohhe r e a l i s a t i o n  o r  b e l i e f  
i f  I cou ld  j u s t  change me then  t h  would be ,one of t h e  

. b i g g e s t  t h i n g s ,  i t  would be i m  2 c a n t  i n  what was happening 
around me. Used t o  f e e l  what a  pawn o f  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  
system I was, I was p a r t  o f  i t  and - t h e r e  was no th ing  I  
cou ld  do - r e a l l y  powerless .  But a s  I  became c o n c e n t r a t e d -  , 

on me a s  an  i n d i v i d u a l ,  t hen  we l l  throwing away my c r e d i t  
c a r d  became a  r e a l l y  impor t an t ,  a  r e a l l y  powerful  g e s t u r e ,  c \  

where I d i d n ' t  t h i n k  14could do any th ing  b e f o r e .  

SO7 - I1ve"i t r ied  t o  avoid  p o l i t i c s ,  i t  d o e s n ' t  concern me. 
I'm w i l l i n g  t-o t ake  whatever t h e r e  i s  and make t h e  b e s t  of 
i t .  As f a r  a s  i d e a l i s m  goes I 'm n o t  an i d e a l i s t  i n  any 
s e n s e  o f  t h e  word. A l o t  o f  people  who f e e l  r e a l l y  s t r o n g l y  
about p o l i t i c s  a r e  de lud ing  themselves .  I f  on ly  t h i s ,  t h i s ,  
and t h i s ,  we'd b e  l i v i n g  i n  p a r a d i s e .  I . t h i n k  t h a t ' s  
r i d i c u l o u s . -  , 

SO8 - Yeah, i t ' s  going' t o  sound t r i t e  b u t  I ' d  sooner  n o t  be 
invo lved .  Bly p o l i t i c a l  s t a n c e  i s  keep t h e  h e l l  away from me. 
I  f r a n k l y  d o n ' t  g i v e  enough 0.f a  s h i t  about  my soc  e t y  t o  4 be o v e r l y  concerned w i t h  who's running it. I don s e e  any 
d i f f e r e n c e  between p a r t i e s ,  any of t h o s e  clowns. [ I .  - So 
y o u ' r e  j u s t  n o t  i n t e r e s t e d ? ]  I t ' s  n o t  a  l a c k  of  i n t e r e s t ,  
i t ' s  a  conscious  d e n i a l  o f  p o l i t i c s .  My a t t i t u d e  i s  always 
OM of res i$na t ion .  What.-f-$hi& t h e  aXti tudeaecessarl"y--to - - - 

change t h i n g s  i s ,  i s  n o t  going t o  be accep ted  by enough 
peq& t o  make for any mnvel.~ent, NsL px-ogle- a r e s o  - - - 

i n d o c t r i n a t e d  t h a t  thev  d o n ' t  s e e  any th ing  wrong w i t h  i t .  - 
and I ' m  a p a t h e t i c  too .  ~ ~ a t h ~  i s  t h e  password 'of  t h e  

' (and l a t e r )  ' 

- This  sounds r e a l l y  s imple  m inded,  and i t  i s ,  b u t  i f  
everybody would j u s i  l e a j e  each o t h e r  a lone  and q u i t  t r y i n g  
t o  l a y  t r i p s  on each o t h e r  t hen  t h i n g s  would j u s t  be happy. 
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a t .  I tr)r no t  t o  l a y  t r i p s  on o t h e r  
people  and I ' d  a s  soon they  d i d n ' t  do i t  t o  me. 

' (and l a t e r )  ' 
- - Democracy i s  no t  where i t ' s  a t .  [ I .  - What i s ? ]  

Soc i a l i sm .  [ I .  - T h a t ' s  more d e f i n i t e  t han  e a r l i e r . ]  Yeah 
w e l l  a t  t h a t  p o i n t  I was t r y i n g  n o t  t o  l a y  my t r i p s  down. 
[ I .  - You're  a  s o c i a l i s t ? ]  I  s e e  t h a t - a s  an apparent ly .  

\ i d e a l  s t a t e  - t h e  workers owning t h e  means of  p r o d u c t i o n  
i n s t e a d  of s e l l i n g  t h e i r  l a b o u r ,  yeah.  

i 

S13 - I ' v e  s e p a r a t e d  t h e  two now, I!m impor tan t  and s o c i e t y  
i s  impor t an t .  I ' v e  exc luded  s o c i e t y . 1  d o n ' t  s e e  t h a t  t h e  

.-two have t o  c l a s h .  T h e r e ' s  t h i n g s  t o  do f o r  me and t h i n g s  
t o  do f o r  s o c i e t y .  I f  they  c l a s h  we have t o  do something,  
bu t  I ' v e  t u r n e d  t h e  f o c a l  p o i n t  from s o c i e t y  t o  myself .  

S44 - I want t o  be an in te rdependent  person - t h a t ' s  t h e  
cha l l enge  t o  f a c e  up t o  and do it your way and n_ot r e l y  s.0 
much on t h e  impersona l ,  o rde red ,  l e g a l ,  mechanica l ,  de- 
humanising, 1ife;denying system. I d o n ' t  want t o  be - 

., s t u p i d  - i f  I d o n ' t  t h i n k  about t h e s e  t h i n g s  I'm s t u p i d .  
My gene ra l  p o l i t i c a l  s t a n d p o i n t  i s  Utopian - a s  l i t t l e  
i n t e r v e n t i o n ' o f  government i n  p e o p l e ' s  l i v e s  a s  p o s s i b l e .  

Assoc ia ted  Values 

A s  t h e  system of concep ts  and i d e a l s ,  f o r  i n t e r p r e t i n g  

and e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  s e l f  becomes an o b j q c t  06 a t t e n t i o n  people  

seem t o  be f aced  w i t h  t h e . t a s k  of choosing and a f f i r m i n g  a n ,  

e n t i r e  c o n t e x t  o f  meaning i n -  o r d e r  t o  v a l i d a t e  themselves .  This  

i s  bo th  a  move 'away from t h e  opp re s s ive  demand t o  j u s t i f y  one- 

s e l f ,  and a l s o  may f e e l  l i k e  an imposs ib le  t a s k ,  t h e  ' e x i s t e n -  - - - 
t i a l '  problem of c r e a t i n g  a  meaning f o r  l i f e .  Choosing an ' 

B 

i d e n t i t y  is a c r e a t i v e  a c t ,  a  p e r s o n a l  p r o j e c t .  A l l  i d e n t i t i e s -  
* 

may p o t e n t i a l l y  be viewedraspthe  product  - of - s o c i a l  - consensus ,  --- o r  

a s  'game p l ay ing ! ,  a s  e n t i r e l ~ e r s o n a l  o r  a r b i t r a t y  ( I  absurd '  , 
I 

i n  t h e  e x i s t e  i a l i s t  p h r a s e ) .  Thus it may f e e l  l i k e  t h e r e  a r e  $ 
f e w ,  o r  no'fixed p o i n t s  i n  a ,  complex and u n c e r t a i n  world ,  and ' 

i d e a l s  may be s een  a s  a' misguided and i l l u s o r y - o r  s d l f - d e c e p t i v e  
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means of  r e a s s u r i n g  o n e s e l f .  

Th is  would be t h e  e x t r e a e  conc lus ion  -of t h i s  p roces s  

o f - s e l f - q u e s t i o p i n g .  More commonly the.re i s  a  r e a l  involvement 

w i t h  an e f f o r z  t o  g ive  some meaning t o  one's involvement and t o  

f i n d  ' p r o j e c t s 1  t h a t  a f f i r m  a  v a l i d i t y  f o d n e s e l f .  Thus i t  i s  ,: 

no t  j$bs gr c a r e e r s  t h a t  t e n d  t o  be impor tan t  h e r e  b u t  where 

one i s  i n  one's l i f e ,  what t h e  pe r sona l  meaning of a  job i s ,  a  

pe r sona l  q u e s t  t o  d i s cove r -wha t  one i s  about ,  and who one is. 

Thus, t h e r e  i s  c o n s i d e r a b l e  cons i s t ency  and i n t e r r e l a t i o n  s 

b e t w e e n l d i f f e r e n t  a r e a s  i n  t h e  l i f e ,  t h e  a r e a s  of - 
enqui ry  mesh t o g e t h e r  (and f r e q u e n t l y  t6 s t t u c t u r e  of the.,  

7 

i d e n t i t y  i n t e r v i e w  may have t o  be t r e a t e d . v e r y  f l e x i b l y ) .  
t' 

u .  

P e o p l e ' s  concerns  i n  t h i s  a r e  o f t e n  developed q u i t e  i d e o l o g i c a l l y  - 

and philosophic all^. There  i s  f r e q u e n t l y ,  an o v e r - i n t  e l l e c t u a l i s ~ d  

q u a l i t y  t o  t h e i r  explo;a t ions .    he) may be invo lved  w i t h ,  o r  , 
h a v e * f l i r t e d  w i t h  voguish p h i l o s o p h i c a l  syst-bms. The Z - a s s e r t i o n  

-- 
of i n d i v i d u a l i t y  may a l s o  be expressed  i n  terPda d e n i a l  of  - 

I' 

any such systems of  meaning i n  favour  o f  a  more h e d o n i s t i c  s e l f - "  

" as se ' r t i ve  r e l a t i v i s m  which r e j e c t s  - ! m o r a l i s t i c 1  demands f o r  
i 

s e l f - j u s t i f i c a t i o n  ('though t h i s '  may seem t o  l a c k  coherence and 

be mixed wi th  elements o f  i d e a l i s m ,  o r  d e s i r e s  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  

something) . 
SO6 - I never  do any th ing  t h a t  d o e s n ' t  i n t e r e s t  me. [ I .  - 
What does? ]  Has t o  be e x e r c i s i n g  -%I 've  done i t  b e f o r e  
and know I  can do i t  t h e n  i t  d o e s n ' t  n t e r e s t  me. I t  g e t s  - . 
bor ing  d o i ~ g  s m e t h i n g  over  and-aver  a g a i n .  EI, - Ye& but - 

why does i t  seem s o  impor tan t  t o  you?] You want t o  g e t  
r i g h t  down t o  my v a l u e s  i n  l i f e !  [ I I  - M g ,  p e rhaps . ]  When 
you g e t  down through t h e  a e u m e n t s  t o  t h e  n i t t y  g r i t t y  you 
e i t h e r  have t o  p u t  a  va lue  on human l i f e  o r  you d o n ' t  - 
us ing  your l i f e  t o  do something a  machine cou ld  do i s  a  
waste .  I f  I d i d n ' t  make t h a t  assumption I ' d  commit s u i c i d e .  
T h a t ' s  what eve ry th ing  comes down t o .  
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SO8 - I t  b o t h e r s  me a t  t i m e s  b u t  u s u a l l y  n o t  t h a t  conce rned  
a b o u t  i t .  I don '  t t h i n k  i t  ' s  n e c e s s a r i l k  i m p o r t a n t  t h a t  I  
f i n d  a  c a r e e r  and  do t h a t  f o r  t h e  r e s t ' o f  my l i f e ,  j u s t  
d o n ' t  t h i n k  l t l s  t h a t  i m p o r t a n t .  J u s t  happy a t  t h e  t i m e  
. j u s t  l i v i n g .  [ I .  - Yeah, what  i s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  you?]  
En joy ing  m y s e l f ,  h e d o n i s t i c  e s s e n t i a l l y ,  y e s .  Well  t h e  

. i m p o r t a n t  t h i n g s  t o  me - a r e  o t h e r  p e o p l e .  [I,. - How do you 
mean?] I  g u e s s  I  meanbeha t  I d o n ' t  f e e l  i t  n e c e s s a r y  t o  
become a ,  q u o t e s ,  p roducTive  member o f  s o c i e t y * .  -1 '.B r a t h e r  
j u s t  -go t h r o u g h  l i f e  mee t ing  new p e o p l e  and g e t t i n g - t o  l i k e  
.them and hop .e fu l ly  h a v i n g  them l i k e - m e ,  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  them, 

. a  b i t  and l e a r n i n g  a b o u t  thq ings .  I  s e e  a  c a r e e r  a s  someth ing  
t h a t  w g & a  c o n f i n e  me. K t  keeps  you i n  one  a r i e n t a v i o n ,  , 
Eocussed o n - o n e  r t h i n g .  I ' m  n o t  s u r e  enough a b o u t  what  I ' d  " 

wapt t o  do to '  do t h a t .  n 

-- 
' (and l a t e r ] '  

, 
- F r i e n d s  a r e  good f o r  cosmic  u n 2 t y .  [ I .  - What on e a r t h  

, d o e s  t h a t  mean?] R e a l l y  don1 t know. Some vague  r e f e r e n c e  t o  
t h e  oneness  o f  i t  a l l ,  c r e a t i o n ,  vague n o t i o n s ,  a s . b e i n g  my 

p h i l s s o p h i c a $  d o c t r i n e ,  b a s t a r d i s e d -  Erom v a r i o u s  t h i n g s .  I n  
t h e  l o n g  r u n  i t  a l l  comes back  t o  y o u r s e l f .  F r i e n d s  a r e  
good f o r  you,  y o u r  ego ,  h e d o n i s t .  

P 

Y 

[ I .  - What do you s e e  f o r  t h e  f u t u r e ? ]  ' 

S O 6  - Nuclea r  h o l o c a u s t ,  germ w a r f a r e r -  i t  r e i n f o r c e s  my 
l o o k i n g  ' for  immedia te  g r a t i f i c a t i o ' n .  Th ings  c o u l d  b e  g r e a t ,  
enough r e s o u r c e s  t o  have  eve rybody  c l o t h e d ,  f e d ,  e d u c a t e d .  
P e o p l e  s h o u l d s l l t  have  t o  w o ~ k .  I can  c u t  most  o f  t h a t  o f f ,  
b u t  o t h e r s  have '  t o  . b e a r  tKe'  b r u n t .  My wor,ld would h a v e  . 
everybady t r y i n g  t o  e x p l o r e  d i f f e r e n t  meanings a s  p a r t ' o f  = 

t h e i r  l i f e .  Any worl-d t h a t  I  can  be  i n t e n s e l y  j o y o u s l y  
a l i v e  i n .  

My l i f e  i s n ' t  b r o k e n  %up i n t o  f a m i t y ,  o c c u p a t i o n  e t c ~  
u s t  s o r t  o f  t h i s  under ly i ' ng  s e n s e  o f  what3.1 have% 
n  though  t h , a t l s  m a n i f e s t e d  i n ' v e r y  vague  ways some- 

"$ 
. t i m e s  i t l s  v e r t h e l e s s - t h e r e . *  T h a t ' s  n i c e  t o  have .  Even 
though  you d  n ' t  know where y o u ' r e  g o i n g  sometimes you c,an . /  s a y ,  h e y ' y o u  now where' y o u T r e ~ g o i n g  r e a l l y ,  no g r e a t  
h a s s l e !  I  f e e 3  i k e  I ' m  g o i n g  i n  a  c e r t a i n  d i r e c t i o n - n o w ,  
d i f f e r e n t  f r o  s t u d i e s .  Some s o r t  o f  dgvelopment  t h a t . ' s  
a p a r t  f rom what  I  do i n  t h e  w o r l d  seems t o  b e  grdw'ing 

9 ,  i n s i d e  myse l f .  I t  t a k e s  q r d e r s -  f rom me - w e l l  it s o r t  o f  i s  
me,, . a n  u n c o n s c i o u s  p rogfess i ' on .  You don ' a t  i g n o r e  q u e s t i o n s  
o f  y o u r  i d e n t i t y ,  j u s t  t h a t  t h e y  d o n ' t  m a t t e r  t o , y o u  any  . - - 

more. I f  .you s t a r t  why am I d o i n g  t h i s ,  if j u s t  
c u t s  y o u r  whee l s  r i g h t  o u t .  To have  someth ing  y o u ' r e  

-- 

i n t e r e s t e d  i n  g i v e s  you  a 'purpose  Eor l i v i n g  t h a t  doesn ' t  
'depend on t@ whole c o s m d ~ o g ~  o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e .  You need  - 
t h a t  - anyona  can-  j u s r  s u r v i v e .  

SO7 - A s  . f a r  a s  g o i n g  f o r  a n y t h i n g  I ' d  l i k e  t o  make some , . - 
s0i.t o f  c o n t r i b u t i o n .  D o n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t ' s  n e c e s s a r y ,  d o e s n ' t  
make much d i f f e r e n c e ,  b u t  I' p r o b a b l y  w i l l  anyway, j u s t  ' c o s  
i t ' s  an  i n t e r e s t i n g  game t o  p l a y ,  t h e  'make a  c o n r r i b u t i o n '  - 

C -. 
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game, cos  keeps you .  b w y  , a l l e v i a t e s  boredom. - l h a t t  s one 
o f  t h e  b e s t  t h i n g s  t o  avo id ,  a s  long a s  you -keep da ing  
t h i n g s  t h a t  make a  d i f f e r e n c e  t o  you a t  t h e  moment. Can. 
l ook  a t  i t  i n  t h e  b roade r  c o n t e x t  of  i t ,  i t  d o e s n ' t  mean 
any,thing a t  a l l ,  b u t  make i t ' m e a n  'cos.  if I - d o n ' t  . L  I ' l l  'be . 
bored .  k b~ 

I .  

544 - O r i g i n a l l y  I was kep t  from being l y r e d  t 'o't-his t ype  
o f  work [being a  c o l l e g e  t e a c h i n g .  a s s i s t a n - t j  &byL f e e l i n g  
t h a t  i t  was no t  c o n t r i b u t i n g  any th ing ,  be ipgb  p a r a s i t i c a l ,  
n o t  s u f f e r i n g  l i k e  my c o u n t e r p a r t s  and fami ly .  
b o a s t  of p a i n  i n  l i f e ,  =they r e a l l y  c e l e b r a t e  p a i n  

. i t - s e l f .  A T .A .  i s  a  h e d o n i s t i c  job. -Been a b l e  t o  d i smiss  
t h a t  and 1 ' v e  d i smi s sed  t h e  e i g h r  hour day, s o  I J v e  l e g i t i -  
mated my r e l a t i v e l y  h e d o n i s t i c  l i f e - s t y l e .  T h a t ' s  g e t t i n g  
r i d  o f  t h e  bad s t u f f .  P o s i t i v e l y - I ' v e  been impressed w i t h  
*the importance o f ' a c c o u n t i n g  f o r  o u r s e l v e s  a s  people  i n  t h e  
wor ld ,  t h e  s o c i a l  wor ld ,  t h e  importance of  r e f l e c t i n g  on 
l i f e .  Before  I thought  i t  was a  l u x u ~ y ;  now I t h i n k  i t ' s  
e s s e n t i a l .  Without Yt, y o u V l l  e n d , u p  be ing  conned, end up 
l i v i n g  a  s t u p i d  l i f e - s t y l e .  - 
' (and l a t e r )  ', 

d 

- Your occupa t ion  i s  choosing a  l i f e - s t y l e .  I d e a l l y  I would 
- l i k e  work n o t  t o  be demarcated from p l a y ,  from t h e  r e s t  of  
my l i f e ,  *a t  l e a s t  n o t  C l e a r l y .  But I  e a n l t  h e l p  . i t  because  

%most work y o u . d o n l t  .want i n  your  head t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e  t ime.  
I ' d  j u s t  l i k e  a  j ob  t h a t  I  have p l e a s u r e  i n  t h i n k i n g  about .  

S38 - [ r e  h i s  p a r e n t s )  - I don! t know what t h e i r  concep t  o f  
what makes t h e  world  go round i s ,  w h a t , t h e y G b e l i e v e  i n ,  
what they  t a k e  comfort  i n .  You have t o - j u s t i f y  what y o u ' r e  
doing t o  y o u r s e l f  i n  o r d e r  t o  be  happy. I d o n ' t  know how 
they  do t h a t .  [ I .  7 And you?] How do I j u s t i f y  what I ' m  
doing? I 'm having ,a good t ime.  A s  f a r  a s  I ' m  concerned 
t h a t ' s  t h e  on ly ' impor t an t  t h i n g  r i g h t  now. 

S t r u c t u r e  of  B e l i e f  

A new r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of  kriowleage i s  - \ 

a l s o  impl ied  by t h i s .  There  i s  o f t e n  c o n s i d e r a b l e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  

r e f l e c t i o n ,  which may be of g r e a t  p e r s o n a  i m p o r t a w e ,  b u t  Ghich 

can be very  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  - and - lover-iitellectualised'~. - + - -  - e  may 

be  a  s t r o n g  need t o  ; iders tand;  p o s s i b l y  a  s e n s e  05 an' i n t e l -  . 

l e c t u a l  q u e s t .  But t h e r e  may a l s o  be  c o n s i d e r a b l e  ambivalence . 
.-, 

about  t h i s ,  a  s e n s e  of  i r r e l e v a n c e  o r  u n r e a l i t y  'about t h e  
- 

c o l l e g e  expe r i ence ,  a  need t o  g e t  ' i n t o  l i f e 1 .  The world  may be 
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unders tand ing  l i m i t e d .  Th i s  can be  p rob lemat ic  for bhe-nse-of 

coherence,  and invo lve  f e e l i n g s  of  f ragmenta t ion .  There may be 

a  yea rn ing  f o r  a  l o s t  s i m p l i c i t y .  Ep i s t emolog ica l l y  t h i s  may be 

expressed  i n  terms of  t h e  c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between knowledge 

and p r a c t i c e ,  a  t r a n s a c t i o n a l  view of  concep ts  be ing  c o n s t r u c t e d  

and a l t e r e d  i n  t h e i r  i n t e r p l a y  w i th  t e s t i n g  
t' 

The openness o f  b e l i e f  systems and t h e i r  

may be s t r e s s e d :  

Thinking seems more complex, w i t h  t h e  a p p r e c i a t i o n  of  

t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of  concep tua l  paradox,  p o s s i b l y  a  d e l i g h t  i n  t h e  

c o n t r a d i c t o r y ,  Thinking may be desc r ibed  sometimes as  be ing  , 

: d i a l e c t i c a l ,  s e e i n g  t h i n g s  i n  terms of t h e  changing t e ~ s i o n a l  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  o p p o s i t e s .  There i s  a  c a p a c i t y  f o r  c o n t e x t u a l  

t h i n k i n g  - examining t h e  assumptions under ly ing  p r o p o s i t i o n s  and 

s e e i n g  them a s  dependent on some conceptuhl  sys tem,  viewing such 

systems i n  a  b roade r  c o n t e x t .  The s t y l e  o f  exp re s s ion  may some- 

t imes  express  r e s e r v a t i o n s  o r  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s .  Th is  imp l i e s  a  

s i m i l a r '  p e r s p e c t i v e  on one's o=wn t h i n k i n g  a s  c  t e x t u a l l y  based.  + 
~ h i s  c o n t e x t u a l  q u e s t i o n i n g  t o g e t h e r  wi th  t h e  s e n s e  of  t h e  

c o n s t r u c t e d  p r o v i s i o n a l  n a t u r e  o f  knowledge can r e s u l t  i n  

s e r i o u s  problems i n  t h e  v a l i d a t i o n  of  mean ing , r e f e r r ed  t o  

e a r l i e r ,  and be t h e  b a s i s  o f  a  r a d i c a l  s e l f - d o u b t  o r  s c e p t i c i s m : -  

meaning i s  a r b i t r a r y ,  E ~ u t h  merely eoWefisua4, v a l a e  r e l a t i v e  

r e c i p r o c a l l y  f o r  one t o  be c a l l e d  t o  j u s t i f y  o n e s e l f .  I n  l e s s  

undermining forms t h i s  makes f o r  a  deepened r e s p e c t  and 

a p p r e c i a t i o n  f o r  t h e  uniqueness  of  o t h e r s f  p e r s p e c t i v e s ,  f o r  
1 

t h e  i n d i v i d u a l i t y  o f  any p o i n t  o f  view. The r e l a t i v i s t i c  view 
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does n o t  u s u a l l y  seem c o n s i s t e n t ,  and may c o n t a i n  

i d e o l o g i c a l  and m o r a l i s  i c  ove r tones .  

, 

SO6 - I f  I  f i n d  I  m happy o p e r a t i n g  i n  a  c e r t a i n  mode o f  
e x i s t i n g  and my b  l i e f s  d o n ' t  mesh w i t h  t h a t  t h e n  1'11 j u s t  
r e a d j u s t  my b e l i  f s  a c c o r d i n g l y .  A v e r y  f l e x i b l e ' b e l i e f  
sys tem.  One o f  m b a s i c  t e n e t s  - no a b s o l u t e s .  You can  
change o n  t h e  f l  and n o t  f o r  any p a r t i c u l a r  r e a son  e i t h e r  
' co s  t h a t  makes t h a t  i n t o  an a b s o l u t e .  , 

SO8 - Maybe t h e r e  i s  some meaning t o  ou r  b e i n g  h e r e .  I 
d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h e r e  i s .  [ I .  - Even though t h e r e  i s  t h e  'power '  
you t a l k e d  a b o u t ? ]  Don ' t  t h i n k  i t ' s  i n  c o n t r o l  and c r e a t i n g  
meanings f o r  a l l  u s  impor t an t  human be ings  on earth': J u s t  
something t h a t  c r e a t e d  i t  a l l  and my mind c a n ' t  comprehend 
concep t s  on t h a t  l e v e l .  I  r e s t r i c t  my focus  t o  more t r i v i a l  
everyday t o p i c s .  

SO1 - You have t o  l e a r n  t o  a c c e p t  what i s  t h e r e  w i thou t  
hav ing  t o  have a  r a t i o n a l  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  I n  t h e  e f f o r t  t o  
t r y  t o  answer q u e s t i o n s  t h a t  have no answegs though,  i t ' s  
an e x e r c i s e  t h a t  improves y o u r s e l f .  I d o n ' t  know why I  f e e l  
t h a t .  

SO8. - We're a l l  s o  concerned t h i t  t h e r e ' s  meaning t o  
e x i s t e n c e  and we have t o  g i v e  i t  meaning i f  t h e r e  i s n ' t .  
People  g e t  f r i g h t e n e d  when t h e r e ' s  n-eaning i n  l i f e  and 
t hey  g i v e  i t  meaning by a c c e p t i n g  what somebody t e l l s  them 
i s  t h e  way t h i n g s  a r e .  Perhaps  t h e r e ' s  a n o t h e r  way - I hope 
s o .  But I ' m  n o t  go ing  t o  l e t  my d e s i r e  f o r  t h a t  c ause  me t o  
a c c e p t  some p r o p o s i t i o n  from some f o o l  i n  a  t u r b a n  t e l l i n g  
me t h a t ' s  t h e  way r e a l i t y  is .  And t h a t ' s  what I 'm a f r a i d  o f ,  
t h a t  I 'm go ing  t o  g e t  d e s p e r a t e  enough t o  do t h a t ,  l a t c h  
on to  something.  

SO8 - The ways t o  g e t  around it [ t h e  problem communicating 
w i t h  peop l e  a u t h e n t i c a l m ]  - med?ta t ion ,  L.S.D., Ram Das, 
Kung Fu, t h e  u s u a l  ways - none o f  them seemed l i k e  any th ing  
b u t  conv inc ing  y o u r s e l f  something was s o  and working from 
t h e r e .  J u s t  a  c o n s t r u c t e d  r e a l i t y ,  no more v a l i d  t han . any  
r e a l i t y  I  cou ld  cons t r ,uc t .  

# ' (and l a t e r )  ' 
'9 

- H e r e ' s  a  r e a l i t y  and- h e r e ' s  a  r e a l i t y  and here ' s  a  r e a l i t y  
- t h ey  a l l  make up t h e  t o t a l i t y  of  my one r e a l i t y ,  b u t  each 
one  makes up a  different rea3itp. within +.+&c&X-~awwk; 

SO8 - ( re  lectures) - I just see it as -eLhat+ar-t-iudar 
p r o f e s s o r  i s  a t ;  h e ' s  l i m i t e d  t o  s e e i n g  i t  t h a t  way and mo ;i" p r o f e s s o r s  I  d o n ' t  have a l o t  o f  r e s p e c t  f o r .  I ' m  w i l l i n g . t o  
l i s t e n  because  i t ' s  p a r t i a l l y  t r u e  ,and i t ' s  my job t o  t8ge 
t h e s e  p a r t s  and work i t  i n t o  my u l t i m a t e  t r u t h  which i s  no 
more o r  l e s s  v a l i d  t h a n  t h e i r s .  I ' m  a c c e p t i n g  i t  on t h e  same 
grounds t h e y  a r e ,  i t  makes them comfo r t ab l e .  I  d o n ' t  b e l i e v e  
i n  u l t i m a t e  t r u t h ;  t r u t h  i s  r e l a t i v e ,  what makes you com- 



c .  . 167 
f o r t a b l e .  [ I .  - So t r u t h  i s  p e r s o n a l .  How do you a r r i v e  a t  
i t ?  f A l l  anybody h a s ,  you e m p i r i c a l l y  v a l i d a t e  i t  ( l a u  h s )  , , 
t h a t ' s  e s s e n t i a l l y  what you do. How does  i t  work f o r  y  8 , u  i n  
-day t o  day a c t i v i t i e s ,  how does  i t  j i b e  w i t h  where  ~ u ' \ r e  
a t  a n d  where y o u ' r e  goi,ng. I t ' s  a l l  r e l a t i v e ,  depends  on  
y o u r  f rame o f  mind and  w h a t ' s  g o i n g  on i n  y o u r  l i f e  a t  
t i m e .  

SO5 - I  s e e  m y s e l f  do t h i s  a  l o t  - q u e s t i o n  .what p e o p l e 1  
s a y .  When you r e a l l y  come r i g h t  down t o  i t  i t ' s  v e r y  va  ue i u n l e s s  you have a  d o n t e x t .  T h e r e  a r e  a  l o t  o f  q u e s t i o n s  
t h a t  d o n ' t  make t o o  much s e n s e  when you t r y  t o  answer them. d s . d L  T h a t ' s  maybe b e c a u s e  we make s o  many a s s u m p t i o n s  when w 
a s k  them. L i k e  t h a t  t h e y  c a n  be  answered .  

SO1 - My i d e a s  a r e  p a r t  o f  me, t h o s e  t h i n g s  I  c a n ' t  back  
down upon,  n o t  j u s t  o p i n i o n s ,  b u t  what I t h i n k  I ' m  do ing  

i 
h e r e .  And t h e y  may expand, .  b u t  n o t  change  much. I n  t h e  end 
i t ' s  i m p o s s i b l e  f o r  anyone t o  t h r e a t e n  your  i d e a s  b e c a u s e  
t h e y  have  no b a s i s  t o  form a n  a t t a c k .  They c a n ' t  b e  
a t t a c k e d  on  a  r a t i o n a l  b a s i s .  I f e e l  t o o  r a t i o n a l  and t h a t  
p e t s  a damper on what I do i n  many a r e a s . ~ B u t  my c h o i c e  t o  
go i n t o  l a n g u a g e s  i s  a  k i n d  o f  f a i t h .  

S 4 3  - What I  p e r c e i v e  a s  b e i n g  t r u e  somebody e l s e  might  
p e r c e i v e  a s  B . s ~ - 3  t h e y ' r e  r i g h t  a s  much a s  I am, t h a t ' s  
how t h e y  p e r c e i v e  i t .  You r e a l l y  c a n ' t  s a y  one i s  t r u e  and . 
o n e  i s n ' t .  P a r t  o f  i t  i s  s o c i a l l y  d e f i n e d  and  p a r t  i s  
i n d i v i d u a l l y  d e f i n e d  - t h e y  d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  c o i n c i d e .  
[ I .  - A r e n ' t  t h e r e  some s t a n d a r d s ? ]  T h e r e  a r e  c e r t a i n  
s t a n d a r d s  w i t h i n  s o c i e t a l l y  a c c e p t a b l e  frameworks.  I  
c o n s i d e h y s e l f  t o  b e  r i g h t ,  I  se t  mysel f  up  i n  a  p o s i t i o n  
o f  d o i n g  t h a t ,  b u t  I 'm  a t  l e a s t  a b l e  t o  a c c e p t  s t a n d a r d s  - - . o r  d e v i a t i o n s  f rom what I  t h i n k .  There  a r e  s t a n d a r d s  t o  t 

d e t e r m i n e  b u t  t h e y  c a n  b e  wid t h e  r a n g e  t h a t  t r u t h  can  

."3 t a k e  c a n  b e  w i d e ,  o p p o s i t e  r u t h  can  s t i l l  be a c c e p t a b l e .  g 
I t  r e a l l y  b o t h e r e d  me when I  f i r  began t o  r e a l i s e  my 
t r u t h  w a s n ' t  t h e  o n l y  one .  I t  s t a r t e d  when I  was beginni f ig  
t o  do t h i n g s  f o r  m y s e l f ,  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  d e f i n i n g  who I  was,  
s e e i n g  I  c o u l d  change  t o o .  T h e r e ' s  a  d i f f e r e n t  t r u t h  now . 
and  eve ryone  h a s  t h e i r  own t r u t h  and mine i s  one  o f  them. " 

507 - Thought i t  was p o s s i b l e  once  y o u ' d  found o u t  t h e  way 
t h i n g s  were  you c o u l d  make everybody b e l i e v e  i t .  For  any 
g i v e n  s t a t e m e n t  it was e i t h e r  t r u e  o r  f a l s e ,  and you s h o u l d  
b e  a b l e  t o  c o n v i n c e  everybody and go on from t h e r e .  Now I'm , ,x 

i n  a f r e e r  p o s i t i o n ,  s o r t  o f  l i b e r a t i n g .  
I  t he  'way p e o p l e  t h i d  b e t t e r .  I t  u sed  t o  b u g  me, h  w t o u l d  t h e y  p r , - p p  

s e e  i t  t h a t  way. f was a t  s c h o o l  t o  p i c k  o u t  t h i n g s  t h a t  
made them wrong. I s e e  more now where p e o p l e  a r e  coming - 
f rom - i t T s  n o t p 6 a T ,  itTs - j u s t  w h F r e t - h e y ' r ~ c o m i ~ ~ p p  

S O 7  - ( re '  r e l i g i o n )  - I t ' s  a  b i g  t h i n g  i n  g i v i n g  meaning t o  
l i f e .  % e l l  t h e r e ' s  no i n t r i n s i c  meaning,  u l t i m a t e l y  l i f e  i s  x 

m e a n i n g l e s s .  T h a t ' s  where  r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f  h a s  g o t  i t  wrong, 
t h e y  t h i n k  t h e y  m a t t e r  t o  someone e l s e ,  Gad o r  w h a t e v e r ,  + 

% h e r e  t h e y ' r e  r e a l l y  s o  i n s i g n i f i c a n t .  Any meaning t h e r e  is  
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you put i n t o  i t  yo t f r s e l f  - j u s t  t r y  t o  c r e a t e  meaning, 

' c r e a t e  - I . i t t I e  games f o r  y o u r s e l f  t o  p l a y .  Sea r ch  f o r  
h a p p i n e s s ,  t h a t  s -the most- , impor , tant  t h i n g .  

- 
- A- 

,- r I  .. - unders tand- ing-seems irnpor'tafit t o '  y o , ~ .  ] - i 
SO7 - Oh, yeah,  ve r y  - i t ' s  been my whole l i f e .  T h a t ' s  
a n o t h e r  b a s i c  value-  I gues s .  Always been% a s k i n g  q u e s t i o n s  
and never  been s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  t h e  answers.  L i f e  has  been 
t r y i n g  t o  f i t  -it a l l  t o g e t h e r  i n  some k ind  o f  cohe ren t  
sys tem of  unde r s t and ing  t h e  u n i v e r s e  ,on a l l  i t s  d i f f e r e n t - " "  
l eve l s . :  

Sb4,. Ika,ning is. sumething t h a t  a r i s e s  from my a c t i v i t i e s ,  
- -  i t ' s  a  p r o c e s s .  Not a s k i n g  f o r  someone t o  g i v e  me meaning. 

. I  
Not any meaning will do ' c o s  I ' m  expe r imen t ing  w i t h  - 
meanings a l l  . t h e  t i m e .  L ike  i n  my l i f e  t hk  meaning o f  do ing  

+ 
t h i n g s  ' f o r  God was g i v e n  t o  me b u t  I r e ~ e c t e d  i t ,  i t  d i d n l  t * *  

account  f o r  what .was go ing  on,  and i-6. - - .  di -dn ' t  . s a t i s f y  me a s  - - 
a - good:rarrot t$ have.  - - . - - a , .  - .  - 

>: a . - * 
S44 -- I l ve  bee~ . . rno ie  i G r e s s e . d  w i t h  a  pa radox .  6% my p a r t i -  

- 

,-- . - - 
c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  wor ld ,  t h a t  '-1 - i n f l u e e , - t h e  coTLecf ive  , - 

r .. 
consc iousnes s  o f  my s o c i e t y  i n  a  very ,  a i n u t 6  Ganner- and 
t h a t  i t  i n f l u e n c e s  me - a*  c i r c u l a r  p r o c e s s  t h a t  is always - . -  
going  on. A t r a n s a c t i o n a l  p rogess .  I t l ' s  n o t  a  paradox - o n l y  , f 
if you f r e e z e  t h e  frame l i k e  a movie. Drag your  f o o t  5 n ~ t h - e  = 

+ 2 w a t e r  a n d ' t h e . r a f t  w i l l  go where you want .  . "  

1 549 - For myself  Bahai ids-just a  name f o r  t h e  r e l a t i o n  w i t h .  ,. 
4 
? 

P mys-elf and t h e  Supreme , i f  .,you l i k e . -  Like  ca-Cola  i t ' s  a  . ' 

1 

name, -a  d e s c r i p t i o n  of-sdmethkng i t  doesn t c a n t a i n ,  a  ' ' 
a 

symbol. But is-"s' impor tan t -  t h a t  i t  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  t h a t .  ' What , _  . , 9 
-,- - ' f  

' happens peop l e  con fuse  t h e  g l a s s - - w - i t h i h e -  watm~.--Tee - - - 

--+ I 
c o n t a i n e r  is  impo.r tant  t o o  b u t  it 's n o t  t h e  r e a l i t y . ,  . + . -- 
[ I .  - I n  what way i s  t h &  c o n t a i n e r  impor t an t ? ]  The. c o n t a i n e r  : - l i  

' J 

f i s  imporltant i n  t h a t  t h e  ma t r i xm*shou ld  ' f i t  - t h e -  be igg .  u s i ~ g ,  ; : .-.-. -< 3 JY 

' i t .  Man a s  he  ch-anges , h i s  p o t e n t i a l  qhanges , =.ail$.- So: % t h e '  ,, . , .  ..-:, . ' - . (4  
.- i c o n t a i n e r  changes .  - ,  .; . *,.--: 4 ' . . . ;  ,.- b :  i 

. .. - a  . . . f . - - ,'_ ' L  
t .  Y . . L , - 3  

,-A - - *  - "A ,'r ' ? -  ' .z <-: 
% .  

* ,  . . -  ? : 

concep t  ~ b f - ~ e l f  , . -  , + . .  . "  . - .- . - . q;a;+c- , ;. 

' e . .  I - - .  
, .< 

, - =  -.: ~ - > . 
. 1 

7 : , <a,?" 9. L' 
, L  . 

*:!?. .'..-- + " . $  q 
This  new l e v & l - ' b f  Gei$petz@tg . - i ~ ~ a l v & ~  &ifiBh+r, trans ; - .  " 

j: 

- .. . . - ~ i . .  . . - .  . ~ .  . = .  . .  . 
> - q  

. . -.. ,. 3 : .  - r 
. . . 

. . ., - * .  . -  3' . r.<* ' . d 
f o rma t ion  i n  t h e  s e n s e  o f =  s e l f :  - .  It i s  -pe&&cti&i . on;.t-he.-jeJf . -a;S'i: .:I:: - , - I - I .  > . .  

. . ? ,  . ' 

., .< , \ t i  ,. 4 - ., . I '  

~ -- & i ;- ;.*-. <'% . . 
: < -  I_  < -.-.* ', 

a c omp 1 ex syst~em- devef'opea - -a t~+h -psi& *~ *I&&-;: r~+<eps+eeh+~~ ' 
i5 .. 

:3_ . , .  ; * =+ 7 4  j . , ,': \ 
, - . . , , . . .  . 'i<.,$ t 4 . _  fir . - eon%&r d - & c r .  sysbms. : . bo th  f ; f - & + e F ,  . - . -a&. , < ,  : < ~ % .  . - - d , -  . - • ˜  4 

. - f .  % 1 - %ik. .=I< ~ * r .  - - .  . < -> "Y 
_ I .<  . - .  A .  . ?  . - - .  . t  - .> 

b ,  < 2 -  - t - 2 j  r - . i  
o f  c o n t e x t s -  o f  c u - l t u r a l  meaniQg;-+nd 3 o c l &  &le< *T& - ~ e s u $ t  i &  . . " 7  

i . - 9  ., . . .  .: -. ? 
a L  .. <- ':I; , - . ' -  . . , < - z ,. .x. 

L '  

.. - . . ,=, ; 
-'- .. ,:= _ - ' +  ., - . " 

-, . . - e 

a s e n ~ e ' h . . t + e  - ind&idda~i&. aqd picpeness ; , ,  .&t  &b thd' . :  : < 
.. 

- *~-. , . \ ' ~ ~2. , . , - - .  . .:x .. , . - .  . - ,  

- .  s . .  i ;  . ..' -. . ,  .. > - . 3 
r ' e l a t i v < f y a ~ & . i o n $ i $ a i n & d p e ~ -  o f  d6 ' - s k l z .  o d e  ~ee=< : fha t .~*pne  , 

t L  3 .- . > , , ,- .,-- . - . : s :;-. - , 
- . A  

0 m _ - -. I r T  ' 
. ~ 

* % -. . 
~ % 

0 .  c . -  .. 2 
. . . , -. 1. 1% - - r . . .. . , .  . * -  

a : , . >  ,..%* " *  .-.~ % '  ,, - . . 5 - 1 ^ . '  * . - P .", , . . %. , . c. , ,. , ,. 
;. '. > . . .. -,-, ?.? \-a: -*- 3'- ~ - - .  . . Y T  

, -. . , .. - . . , .  - . . .. . :.I .:. . . . 
% ,  . . - .  . . - - . - *:,! . , , -  ." + ' 

i f- E _ ' >  . . -3 
-.- 

> .  7 \ .=- - 
. . ' .  B 



169 
h a s  a  p o i n t  o f  view and a p l a c e  i n  t h e  w o r l d ,  a s  o t h e r s  do,  and 

one's s e n s e  df i d e n t i t y  i; no l l bnge r .  c o n s t i t u t e d  by where one is. - . . ,' .. C*' 
0-r who o n e .  i s  ' in  t h e  world*;' nor  b y -  t h e  sys tem o f  v a l u e s  and ,, a 

r o l e s  by .which one l i v e s ,  b b t  by eve ry th ing -  t h a t ,  c o i s t i t u t e s  
>. 

I ,  , -one's i n d i v i d u a l  un iqueness  by one's en t i r e&%r ience  afid k o r l d -  . '  

I . ,-' .- - . . 
,- 

view1 ; by how one see ieonese l f  . 
-a 

a n d - : k h , < * ~ $ ~ l d . '  A> h i ~ . ~ u ~ s ; e d  
- - , .\ 

, .: , 
. n  : - .  . . - -  

above t h i s  p r -eken t s  t h e '  pYeison p o t e n t ~ & l l y ,  . .. wif,h?. a c&las<icc 
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r e d e f i n e d  my g o a l s  t o  more something t o  h e l p  me, to-make-me 
comfor tab le  i n  1 - f  , something I ' d  l i k e  t o  do r a t h e r  t han  
always t h i n k i n g  %?helping o t h e r  people .  Which was what i t  
was w i t h  t each ing .  -Theye was a l l .  t h e s e  problems w i t h  ki$s a  zp - 

and I cou ld  do my p a r t  t o  make t h e  w o r l d - b e t t e r - .  I  s t i l l  
f e e l  I  can do my p a r t  t o  make it b e t t e r  b u t  i n  ways I  can 
do,  ways I  ' m  good a t .  Maybe by making me f e e l  good about = 

myself I can make t h e  world  b e t t e r .  I d o n ' t  know. I t ' s  n o t  . 
my pr imary goa l  anymore. I guess  I ' m  becoming more ego- 4 

c e n t r i c ,  I  ' m  rhore i n t e r e s t e d  i n  myself and what '  I ' d  l i k k  TO 
-' 

do. [ I .  - What i s  your  p r i g a r y  g o a l ? ]  To s a t i s f y  myse l f ,  - to 
make me f e e l  worthwhi le .  I n  doing t h a t  I wouldn't be ztble 
t o  go around r i p p i n g  people  o f f .  Before I was w i l l i n g  t o  
s a c r i f i c e  and go o u t  o f  my way. I ' m  n o t  w i l l i n g  t o  do t h a t  \ 

any more. [ I .  - What made you change?] Not s u r e .  The aware: r 

ness  o f  me a s  a person  more t h a n  any th ing  e l s e .  .I'm an - 
i n d i v i d u a l ,  I  have my needs t o o  and I should  t r y  t o  f u l f i l l  - 

them a s  an end.- I f  t h a t ' s  a l l  I  can do t h a t ' s  an accompli5h- 
ment . s .. - 

' I 

538 - Now I can look at i t  ko re  o b j e c t i v e l y , - - J . d o n l t  f e e l  %, A -  - -- . \ I have t o  have a  d e f i n i t e  g o a l  o r  a motive t o  -do  what',^ do. " 
- 

[ I .  - Before  you wanted t o  f i n d  a  l i f e  g o a l ? ]  I f e l t  I h a d .  . s . - - A- 

t o  j u s t i f y  w h a t 7  was doing and why I ,  wanted t o  do-what I 
wanted . . t o -  do. . . . , .  - .*'-,. *. - .. - :' . , < 

S Q ~  - :(.Fezthe b a s i s  o f  h i s  b e l i e f s )  ; - . I  . d o h 1 t . k n q w . i t ' s  
r i g h i ,  : . I t ' s  an a r t i c l e !  'of f a i t h .  'You can" t; j u s t i f p f a i t h .  
I t -  ihakes i-t' easy  fo 'r  me t o  l i v e ,  I  guess .  . - Maybe' t -hat  ' s a  - 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  bu.t.  i,t aoesn7' ' t  ' . r i g h t 1  , n o t  'proving . 
i:t:Itls s e l f l ' j u s t i f y i n g .  I t ' s .  a paradox.  Something t h a t  
can be made ' t o  ,,p:o\i.e any th i ag  proves  - .  g 6 t h i n g .  I (  - 

~ ~ , , 
- .  \,. - .. 

~ 0 6 -  1f  1- w.e.nt around t ry ing : to  l i v e  up t o  t h e  expect .a t lon 
,.of e v e r y  j0ke.r ' in  t h e  world I ' d  b e  o ld ' and  g rey  bef-ore t oo  
l ong . .  -I won' t make any major. c h a ~ g e  in'.my l i f e  . f u r  !someone 
e l s e ;  '. . - . . I '  

- - 
S29-  -.Are y o . ~ ' * ~ b . i n ~  . t o  b e  . s tuck  doing the'*& job you 
d o n ' t  l i k e  f o r  pure  , s u r v i v a l ,  .going a long  w i t h  t h e  group,  > 

. . 
.. ., -b . t he r  powe-rs d i c t a t i n g  e x a c t l y  what your  path.  i.s going t o  

. . be.  F o r  example s 'oc ie ty  chooses row many d o c t o r s ,  l a ~ y e r s ,  
.- psychol 'og i s t s  - t h e r e ' s  going t o  be.  1s.o' anr I go ing  t o  s ay  t h e  
' cho ice  i s  t h e r e ,  t h i s . i s  i f , - t a k e  2 t  o r o n  t h e  o t h e r  hand - $ 

am -1 'go ing  t o  a c t  my own road.  T h a t l s , w h a t  I 'm h e r e  f o r ,  
' n o t  s o  much t h e  deg ree ,  b u t  knowledge t h a t  I  can mould i n t o  

. a  

whatever  Y O U  want i t  . t ~ ~ b ~ i  kou--know. Th i s  i s  t h e  reason  = 

--. I 'm, h e r e ,  f chose  t o  a c t  my o m  road . .  
. - . . ~ ~ 

. . &!ode o,f Choice 

- The s e n s e  of  f i l i e ~ a t i o n  and t h e  opening of p o s s f b i & i t i e s  

c r e a t e s  f e e l i n g  o f  having g r e a t k r  c h o i c e - a n d  c o n t r o l  over  what 



I 
. . 

. - . . 
I ' ,  

. r  , 
0 .  

. - 
, - - 7  .,, ' 

o n k C a p  b e .  ~f one's ' s e l f 1  i s  a  c o n s t r u c t  w k c h  g i s  aba2l'able'fo.r - 
' 

, - ._ 

examin%tion '>hen one may have the s e n s e  t h a t  one can choose who ' - 
> % . .  ._ - , . , -, , *  r . I 

? .  

one w i l l  be .  One c rea- tes ;  and . i s  p o t e n t i a l l y  r e s p o n s i b l e  fd;, '  

one' s  whole e x p e r i e n c e .  of t h e  world.  ~ ~ a i n  t h i s  is p a r a d o x i c a l  - 
1 3. z .  . , 

s i n c e  t h e r e - i s  s imu l t aneous ly  a , ' g r e a t e r  awareness o f  i hahce  and.  *, - .  
,' . . ~ 

h. : v 

t h e -  a ,rbi trarines 's : . .of  ; l i fe . .  , ' . 7 . - -  , - , - - . 
A ,  

, . -* 

- .  
' Thus t h e r e  may be: ra' sf rong amb*ivalence focus;ed ,around . 

, 
- .* . t * '  . . 

- t h e  is;?e bf'cdhk&&it. On t h e  zdne hand t h e r e  i s  a  d e s i r e  t o  , , 
6 ; .  , 

. -  . 

- . e x p l b r e -  m;ay ,)ipb$sibi'lit'igs . an&main t a i r i  o p t i o n s  hpen. ~ h ; .  - .  < - / 
, . 

- . _irnp'ortancec 'of movement and change -may be  emphasised,  and commit- 
, . - .  

_ = .  - 

_ ment ' seen  ,as. . tedious and opp re s s ive .  ,on, the -  o t h e r  hand t h e r e  may - 
" 

. , 

- i 

b e  a s t r o n g  wish t o  k i n d  Some d i r e c t i o n , .  and t h e f e  may .be " a n  ' 
* .. 

. .' . _ 1 -- 
. . 
. . urge  t o  a c t ,  s-imply t o  do . s ~ r n e t h i n g , ~ n o  .mat ter  what ,  a n d - a  d i s -  . 

, '. r. . 
- .  - 

paragement;of i n d e c i s i o n .  t h e , h o p e  i s  t o  c r e a t e  
, -  

. * +  

some i d e n t i t y  by a n  a c t  a f  corn$itmeni, wi th  t h e  a c t  of  d e c i s i o n  

b e i n i  f u l f i l l i n g  i t s e l f .  Th is  i s  c l e a - r l y ~ i c u l t  and people  

may vacil late cons ide rab ly ;  A l t e r n a t i v e l y  i n t e l l e c t u a l i s e d  

d e f e n s i v e  p o s t u r e s  may be  adbpted t o  c o n t r o l  the -  a n x i e t y .  A 
4P;d 

s t a n c e  of non-involvement may be taken .  Thus ' r e l a t i v i s m '  i s  bo th  . 

an a s s e r t i o n  o f  s e l f  and a  s t a  coping w i t h  t h e  problems , 

.. . 
of cohes ion  i t  c r e a t e s ;  i t  can  be a  pseudo-openness. 

S38 - I was busy chas ing  around wi th  my i d e a  of what l i f e  
was a l l  about .  [ I .  - Khat was  t h a t ? ]  Sk i ing .  [ I .  - What d i d  . - 
t h a t  mean t o  you?! I d i d n ' t  know. I avoided t h i n k i n g  about  
it, i t  was 'a  dep re s s ing  thought  - God, what am I going t o  - -  - 

do, what is  l i f c T f l  about  -3ca r . y ; -And i t -was  O.KT if I 
was t o t a l l y , p r e o c c u p i e d  w i t h  someFhing e l s e .  L a t e r  i t ' s  n o t  
s o  srrary. F ~ ~ T j & o d y  e l s e  i s  f n  €3ie same' boat.=ey r o n 2  - - 

know what l i f e  was a l l  about  e i t h e r  bu2 they  d o n ' t  seem t o  
worry about  i t  s o  xhy s h o u l d  I .  

SO3 - Thought we 'd  g e t  down t o  removing oneserf from f i f e ,  
j u s t  ~ a t c h i n g  i t  i n s t e a d  of be ing  p a r t  of  i t .  [ I .  - You 
f e e l  t h a t ? ]  I d o n ' t  know what i t  means t o  be  p a r t  of l i f e .  
I f e e l  I ' m  j u s t  observ ing  a  l d t  of  t h e  t i m e  from o u t s i d e .  
I d o n ' t  deny people  r e a c t  and respond t o  me b u t  I do f e e l  
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I ' m  j u s t  watching.  Being p repa red  t o  in;olve myself i n  t h e  
r i t u a l i s t i c  communication games we p l a y  and I!m prepared  
n o t  t o  deny those  have meaning and va lue .  Switched from 

' o m  ' r e a l i t y  t o  ano the r .  When I  ' ~ t .  p lay ing  I 'rn happy where I  
am. When I 'm looking  I 'm n o t  happy wher-e I .am, I ' m  s e a r c h i n g ,  
look ing  f o r  a d t e r n a t i v e s .  I t '  s a  form-of s e l f  - i n f  l ' i c t ed  p a i n  
i f  you l i k e .  Maybe t h a t ' s  t h e  c rux  onfwhich my b e l i e f  
syszem t o t t e r s .  I t ' s  a  m a t t e r  of keeping y o u r s e l f  detached 
u n t i l  you f i n d  what you w a n t - t o ,  o r  throw y o u r s e l f  i n t o  
eve ry th ing  t h a t  comes a long  u n t i l  you f i n d  what you want t o .  
And y o u ' r e  t o t t e r i n g  on t h a t .  I ' m  ofiethe de tached  s i d e  b u t  
, i t ' s  uncomfor table .  

' (and l a t e r )  ' 

/ ~ o t  g e t t i n g  involved  i s  l o n e l y ,  b u t  i t ' ;  rewarding t o o ,  
b u t  - i t  might n o t  be a s  rewarding when you ' re  o l d e r .  I 
t h i n k  t h e  p roduc t  o f  non-involvement i n  cyn ic i sm which i s  a  

. "  t r a p  I ' v e  been t r y i n g  t o  avoid.  [I.. - Why i s  i t  a  t r a p ? ]  
J u s t  ano the r  c o n s t r u c t e d , , r e a l i t y ,  a n t i - r e a l i t y ,  no more o r  
l e s s  v a l i d ,  b u t  l e s s  p l e a s a n t .  Can ' t  h e l p  g e t t i n g  c y n i c a l  
about  a l l  t h e  l i t t l e  games happening i f  you s t a n d  back and 
watch.  To t h i n e  own s e l f  be t r u e ,  eh! 

1 

SO5 - I ' v e  had a  h i s t o r y  o f  n o t  making cho ice s  f o r  myself .  
I ' v e  found d i r e c t i o n  i n  t h e  s e n s e  t h a t  I know what I want,  
I  want t o  f i n d  d i r e c t i o n s .  

SO7 - T h a t ' s  t h e  k h o l e . p o i n t ,  t h a t  you c r e a t e  t h e  whole 
show y o u r s e l f  and i f  you make i t  a  bad expe r i ence  y o u ' r e  
t o t a l l y  r e s p o n s i b l e .  I t  ' s no th ing  t o  -&o w i t h  them. 

5 3 8  - I sometimes envy who have a d e f i n i t e  i d e a  of 
- w h a t ' s  going on ,  a  d e f i n i t e  ph i losophy ,  an ou t look  on l i f e .  

I d o n ' t  always a g r e e  but-  I can envy t h e i r  having i t .  But I  
can l i v e  w i thou t  i t  f o r  now. 

SO6 - I  d o n ' t  l i k e  t o  t h i n k  i t  b u t  i t ' s  p robably  t r u e ' t h a t  
my c u l t u r a l  and p e r s o n a l i t y  m a t r i x  exc ludes  some t h i n g s .  
I t ' s  s u f f i c i e n t l y  f i x e d  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  some t h i n g s  n o t  t h a t  
I  cou ldn f  t do b u t  , t ha t  I  cou ldn '  t cons ide r . .  [-I. - And t h a t  
b o t h e r s  you? J Bothers  me because  i f  you want my purpose  i n  
l i f e a i t ' s  t o  maximise my degrees  of freedom, i f  I have a  

/ c h o i c e  between two s i t u a t i o n s .  I t  Is, d i s a p p o i n t i n g  _ tha t  
whatever you do y o u ' r e  s h u t t i n g  o f f  degrees  of  freedom 
l u s t  by be ing  a l i v e .  Doesn ' t  seem t o  be t oo  much you can do 
about  i t .  

-- -- --- - -- -- -- -- - -  -- 

[I .  - Does i t  b o t h e r  you t h a t  element of  d r i f t ? ]  
#' 

. * .a aAm& decided SO6 --go, 1 f i &  it af-t s w t z i n i n g  - - -  - ... w e l l ,  mos t ly  I o p e r a t e  on t h e  assumption - t h e r e ' s  no 
a b s o l u t e  meaning t o  l i f e  - t h a t  i s  r e i n f o r c i n g  t o  t h a t  t h a t  
I  d r i f t .  I t ' s  made me happy s o  maybe l i f e  d o e s n ' t  have t o  
have t r u e  meaning. I f  I ' m  i n  a  d i f f e r e n t  mood i t ' s  kind of 
a  p i s s  o f f .  

SO6  - On some l e v e l  i t  s c a r e s - m e  t o  be known t o o  w e l l .  I t ' s  
\ 
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a  t r apped  f e e l i n g .  T h a t ' s  r e l a t e d  t o  m'y tendency t o  s e e  
t h i n g s  a s  power s i t u a t i o n s .  I d o n ' t  l i k e  be ing  l a b e l l e d .  
Like  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between ' X I  ' i s  a  program and + X 1  
can  program. I'm n o t  a  pro'grammer, I ' m  me a n n ' c a n -  
program. [ I .  - What i s  i t  you f e e l  about  t h a t ?  J A power 
t h i n g .  And f e e l i n g  I ' v e  h i t  s t a s i s ,  needing t o  n o t  be f i x e d .  
And g e n e r a l l y  f e e l i n g  do I  r e a l l y  want t o  do t h i s ?  I t '  s a  
l a r g e  q u e s t i o n  which I  hav ,en l t  r e s o l v e d  y,et.  Don' t  know i f  
i t  should  b o t h e r  me. 

S O 8  - I was s t r u g g l i n g  w i th  my i d e n t i t y  h e r e .  I  d i d n ' t  
know who I was h e r e  and s o  I c o u l d n ' t  r e l a t e  t o  people  a s  
who I was. I f  d  always run back home, where I knew who I was 
i n  t hose  peoples  eyes and people  knew me. Knew what was 
expec ted  of  me, a  ve ry  s a f e  environment. Then I r e a l i s e d  i t  
was me, I  was a l i e n a t i n g  myself .  I  r e a l i s e d  t h e  onus was on 
me. 

S O 5  - Don't want t o  pu t  myself i n  a  r e s t r i c t i v e  s i t u a t i o n  
i n  which I c a n t t  expand and have freedom t o  do what I want,  
what* I choose t o  do i n  l i f e .  That p u t s  a  l i m i t  on t h e  k inds  
of  s a c r i f i c e s  I ' m  w i l l i n g  t o  make, which i s  good and bad. 
I t  probably  means I -won ' t  ach ieve  what I want by t h e  very  
f a c t  t h a t  I . w o n t t  want t o  go t o  t h e  very  s a c r i f i c e s  
neces sa ry  t o  ach i eve  t h a t  end. 

[ I .  - What d i d  you mean by s e l f - a c t u a l i s a t i o n ? ]  
SO7  - More of a  f e e l i n g  t h a t  y o u ' r e  t h e r e .  T a m  on more 
of  a  d i s t i n c t  i d e n t i t y  t han  I have.  I  c o n s i d e r  myself a s  
be ing  made up of b i t s  and p i e c e s ,  t r y i n g - t o  g e t  i t  a l l  
t o g e t h e r  l n t o  more of  a  f e e l i n g s o f  completeness .  

' (and l a t e r )  

- G e t t i n g  r i d  bf a l l  t h e  undecidedness ,  have t o  narrow 
myself down a  b i t .  I n d e c i s i o n  p reven t s  me from doing t h a t .  
I  t h i n k  now I should  j u s t  have p icked  something and d m e  i t ,  
taken  a  d i r e c t i o n  o r  a  s t a n d  o r  something,  r a t h e r  t han  j u s t  
l ook ing  a t .  a l l  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  and n o t  dec id ing  which one 
and doing no th ing .  I l o s t  myself i n  doing t h a t ,  my,sense  o f  
s e l f  faded  away by going i n t o  such d i v e r s e  a r e a s .  Now 

. p i e c i n g  i t  t o g e t h e r  my - s e n s e  of myself i s  coming back aga in .  - 

SO6 - I f  I f i t t e d  t h e  s o c i e t a l  norm I  would c a t c h  l e s s  f l a c k .  
I f  I had a job ,  a  house ,  a  f ami ly ,  l i f e  would be c l e a r l y  
d e f i n e d  and s i m p l i s t i c  and i n  some ways t h a t ' s  a t t r a c t i v e ,  - -- 

b u t  on ly  i f  you cou ld  have never  ~ h o u g l i t ~ a ~ o u t  l't beforehand,  / never  know t h e  d i f f e r e n c e .  But i t ' s  a  l i t t l e  t o o  l a t e .  I  
- - ~ 6 ~ f & ' t  be satirEFed. ILve trm exppass&tra htgkefleuef- -- 

o f  s t i m u l a t i o n ,  environmental  and i n t e l l e c t u a l .  

S14 - Be a  good f e e l i n g  t o  r e s o l v e  t h e  c o n f l i c t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
i f  I cou ld  j u s t  make t h e  c h o i c e ,  n o t  worry about  t h e  o p t i o n s  
t h a t  I ' v e  - l e f t .  Be a  very  s e c u r e  f e e l i n g .  I ' d  know where I  
was i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  o t h e r  people .  I wish i t  was j u s t  
p o s s i b l e  t o  make t h e  cho ice  and blank o u t  e v e r y t h i n g  e l s e .  
Make t h e  cho ice  arfd go on w i t h  it wi thou t  second thoughts .  



+ 
1 7 4  

S13 - I f e e l  mar r i ed  more and more b u t  i t ! s  n o t  r i g h t  f o r  
e i t h e r  o f  u s . t o  make a  commitment, r i d i c u l o u s .  What t h e  
he15 do I know what I 'm go ing  lm be  - l i k e  in twenty y e a r s ,  - 
i n  f i v e  y e a r s , -  tomorrow.. She ' s  t h e  same. I d o n ' t  t h i n k  i t ' s  
f a i r .  Fu ture  promises a r e  i n  a  sense  wrong because  you 
c a n f  t know. T 

A more complex and a r t i c u l a t e d  view of ,onesel f  a l s o  - 
develops .  S e l f - r e f e r e n t i a l  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  t o  s t a t e m e n t s  a r e  more 

# 

common, and t h e r e  may be r e f e r e n c e s  t o  t h e  ongoing i n t e r p e r s o n a l  

p roces s  o f  t h e  i n t e r v i e w .  There i s  a  deeper  psychologi.ca1 i n -  
- .  

s i g h t  i n t ~ ~ o n e s e l f :  mot iva t ions ,  a r e  cons ide red ,  .as i s  the  

i.n-fluence of background, and one'-$ d e f e n s i v e  t endenc i e s  t o  avoid  

i s s u e s .  There may be r e f e r e n c e  t o  unde r s t and ing  'onesel f  by 

g e t t i n g  i n  touch w i t h  one's f e e l i n g s .  This  s t a g e  may be t h e  para -  

d igmat ic  one from involvement w i th  t h e r a p e u t i c  growth - 
', 3 

expe r i ences .  Pe r sona l  growth may-be used a s  an i d e o l o g i c a l  b a s i s  
f-' 

around which t o  form some commitments.  here a,sense  of  

wishing t o  d i s c o v e r  one's ' r e a l  s e l f ' .  Th i s  i s  

he igh tened  awareness of  s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n .  Some people  may be 

very  aware of t r a n s - s i t u a t i o n a l  changes <n t h e i r  behav iour ,  o r  

of  o n e s e l f  o r  ' o the r s  'wear ing masks ' ,  p u t t i n g  on mot iva ted  
- 

performances.  Thus i n d i v i d u a l s  a r e  found w i t h  problems of s e l f -  

i n t e g r a t i o n  a s  a  q u i t e  e x p l i c i t  problem. Commitment may be . , 

expe r i enced  a s  a  b r i n g i n g  t o g e t h e r  of  d i s p a r a t e  p a r t s  o f  o n e s e l f  

al lowing'  a  s ense  o f  i n d i v i d u a t e d  completeness .  

There i s  a  t r e n d  t o  a  changed t ime p e r s p e c t i v e .  While 
- -- --- - - - -- - - 

C 

b e f o r e  f u t u r e  o r i e n t a t i o n  seemed t o  be becoming b e t t e r  
- - - - - - 

e l a b o r a t e d ,  now it i s  commonly d i smissed  a s  unimportant .  There 

i s  r e l a t i v e l y  l i t t l e  o r i e n t a t i o n  t o  t h e  f u t u r e ,  and a  l a c k  of an 

ove-ra l l  p l a n .  What i s  v i t a l  i s  t o  be involved a s  much a s  p o s s i b l e .  

i n  t h e  p r e s e n t ,  t o  be doing a l l  one can now. Thus r a t h e r  t han  

r 
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t r y i n g  t o  a ch i eve  a  p r e d e t e r h l n e d  g o a l  one shou ld  c o n c e n t r a t e ,  - 

f u l l y  on .  'now' ,  the-moment. While t h i s  can seem t o  r e p r e s e n t  a  , 

* * 

r e j e c t i o n  o f  t h e  d&and t o  be  i n  c o n t r o l  of  one's d i r e c t i o n s ,  i t  

can a l s o  b e  seen  a s  a  f e e l i n g  o f L g r e a t e r  s e c u r i t y  about. t h e  . - '  - . . valid*i- ty o f  one's i n d i v i d u a l  p e r s o n a l  r esponse  t o  a  s i t u a t i o n .  

T h i s  i s  an impor t an t  devel.opment b'ecause t o g e t h e r - w i t h  

t h e  open-ended t r a n s a c t i o n a l  view o f  knowledge, and a  s e n s e  of , 

t h e  impor tance  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  change and c o n t i n u i n g  development 

t h i s  r e l a t i v e l y  immediate t ime  focus  forms a  g e n e r a l  emphasis  on 

p r o c e s s ,  o f ~ m e a n s  r a t h e r  t h a n  ends which-seenis  t o  p r o v i d e  some 

peop l e  w i t h  a -  r e s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  ambivalences  abou t  commitment 

which i n  many of  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  ha s  a  t r a n s i t i o n a l  q u a l i t y ,  

a l t hough  i t  i s  t h e  h i g h e s t  i n  th . i s  scheme. 
, 

SO1 - I ' ve  always: f e l t  I had an i d e n t i t y  ' in  me, j u s t  .had t o  - 

b a r e  t h e  r e a l  me:With growth t h e r e ' s  a ' g r a d u a l  d i s c a r d i n g  
o f  u n r e a l ,  p o s s i b i l 3 t i e s  i n  f avou r  o f  one you r e a l l y '  a r e .  I t  
becomes c o n s i s t e n t  b u t  i t  a l s o  grows, I 'm n o t  s u r e ,  your  
i n n e r  s e l f  become3 -dominant  o v e r  t h e  environment.  . . 

5 3 6  - I  became r e a l l y  d i s s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  what I was doing.  
Yaybe s h e  [ g i r l - f r i e n d ]  was t h e  s p a r k  t h a t  i g n i t e d  some- 
t h i n g .  I t  was b rought  home, t o  me t h a t  I  was r e a l l y  o u t  b< 
touch  w i t h  my emot ions ,  I was p s e u d o - i n t e l l e c t u a l ,  l i k e  
r e a l l y  r a t i o n a l .  And I a l s o  became d i s s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  my 
l i f e  up h e r e ;  when I looked  a t  it i t  was no th ing .  I  was 
t a k i n g  a l l  t h e s e  c l a s s e s  b u t  w a s n ' t  r e a l l y  i n  touch  w i t h  
any th ing  o u t s i d e  o f  t h e  c lass room.  Saw t h a t  happening t o  a  
l o t  o f  peop l e .  When e v e r y t h i n g  around became c l e a r ,  suddenly  
myself  became r e a l l y  c l e a r  t o  me. Tha t  was a l l  b u l l s h i t ,  
sudden ly  went poof .  I  f e e l  dumb s a y i n g  t h i s ,  i t  seems l i k e  
a  c l i c h 6 ,  b u t  I  r e a l i s e d  t h e  b a s i c  me, t h e  c o r e  m e  a t  t h a t  
t ime  was a  l i t t l e  boy need ing  someone t o  hug him and I  
t hough t  i s  t h a t  a l l  you a r e ,  i s  a l l  t K i s  s t u f f  r e a l l y  un- 
impor t an t .  I knew I c o u l d n ' t  know e v e r y t h i n g  t h e r e  was t o  
know andpdidn  it knox everythl 'ng -about  -elf b u t  y e t P P f e l t  
a l l  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  I ' d  e v e r  wanted answered,  t h e  t h i n g  t h a t  - 
had b e e n r b f r r g g  mc-in -trkzt process  - f rcmrktgh  scht~cr3r t o  TTW- 
was sudden ly  gone. I ' v e  n e v e r  f e l t  s o  s e l f - a w a r e  - t h a t  was 
r e a l l y  f r i g h t e n i n g  a t  f i r s t .  

SO8 - f f e e l  on t h e  d e f e n s i v e .  [ I .  - Why i s  t h a t ? ]  Because 
I am look ing  f o r  something and xonder ing  what ,  b u t  s h o u l d  I 
keep t h a t  h idden  e t c .  I f e e l  t h i s  way i n - a n y  s i t u a t i o n  t o  a  . a . , 

1 ,  c e r t a i n  e x t e n t .  People  a r e  t r y i n g  t o  f i n d  o u t  where t h e  
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g t h e r  person  i s  .at and':what they',re, doing.  So on some l e v e l  
w i t h  any k ind  of  i n t e r a c t i o n  ;ith: o t h e r  human being , 

t h e r e ' s  going3to  beJ a  mask happen$ I t ' s  j u s t  more 
obvious i n  t h i s  c3se  \because' -it 's a - r e g u l g r  ~ w t i m e  I had - 

t o  " s l i p  i n t o  b e f o r e  [ t o  h i s  f a t h e r ] .  Usua l ly  I wouldn ' t  be  
a b l e  t o  s a y  t h a t  was a  mask and I wasn ' t  be-ink q y s e l f  , 
b.ecauses I 'd  be* s u r e  I was. I .  - How, do you. mean be y o u r e f  
o r  n o t  y o y r s e l f ? ]  W e l l . l i k e  i n  t h i s  c a s e  I sawb t h e  r o u t i n e  
and becausse I f e e l  eas.y enough I  was a b l e  t o  b r i n g  it t o  
,your a t t e n t i o n ,  a b l e  t o  comment on myse l f ,  whicb i s  a  way 
of exposing y o u r s e l f ,  r igh t? .  Now i n  most s - i t u a t i o n s  you 
don:t have t h a t  conf idence  w i t h  someone e-lse s o  you d o n ' t ?  a 

o r  I d i d n l t , s l o o k  i n  a t  myself and comment - I might j u s t  - 
l e t  t h e  mask happen. I become a  p a r t  of  i t .  So I % g u e s s  i; 's 
n o t  s ay ing  i t ' s  a  mask, i t ' s  me a t  t h a t  t ime .  .But i % ' s 3  - a 

s t i l l  a mask, goddammit. I . t l s  l i k e  i t ' s  a p , ro j ec t i on  of 
j u s t  p a r t  of me, t h a t  p a r t  ' I ' v e  dec ided  t h a t  pe r son  wants 

& 

t 

t o  s e e , ' w h e r e a s  t h e  r e s t  of me maybe i s n ' t  h i d i n g  behind ' # - .  

b u t  it I s  not-  be ing  p ro j - ec t ea  a s  w e l l .  'Mask' i m p l i e s  
c o n ~ c i o u s  h i d i n g  of p a r t  o f  you, I  d o n ' t  l i k e  i t  f o r  t h a t  
r ea son ,  b u t  i z l s  de f in i t e ly - showing  - somebody on ly  a  p a r t .  

-f/ = -  

- I d o n ' t  w a n t ' t b  gk t  caught  up i n  peeking i n  on myself and 
v e r b a l i s i n g  my mot ives  a s  I go a long.  I t ' s  gun  t o  do b u t  a 
was te  o f3$ ime.  My s l i g h t l y  n e u r o t i c  r o u t i n e .  

' (and l a t e r )  ' 
s 

- To t a k e  my t h i n k i n g  f u r t h e r  a t  t hTs  '1 o i q t  would mean I ' d  
have t o  s t a r t  examining my p e r s o n a l  l i f e .  I  ' m  n o t  s u r e  k'm 
capable  of  doing t h a t  o b j e c t i v e l y .  [ I .  - Why would t h a t  be 
n e c e s s a r y ? ]  K e l l  t h e  q u e s t i o n  I ' v e  come up w i t h  and goned 
around i n  f o u r  d i f f e r e n t  ways s i n c e  we s t a r t e d  t a l k i n g  i s  
why have people  s u c h - a  ha rd  t ime communicating. I ' v e  come 
up wi th  v a r i o u s  reasons. '  I f  I ' m  goihg t o  pu'rsue t h a t  I ' d  
have  t o  ' f i nd  o u t  why I do t h a t  - c o n s t r u c t  v a r i o u s  
r e a l i t i e s ,  p r o j e c t  on ly  a  p a r t  o f  me. 

. i 
[ I .  - H ~ W  impor tan t  a r e  p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t o  you?] 
S49 - . I -  t r y  t o  p u t  myself a s  much asi1 can i n t o  each 
exchange. - < d o n ' t  g e t  performance o r i e n t e d  on me here!  

536  ; I d o n ' t  t h i n k  I,'m . t r x ing  t o  impress a, l o t  of young 
& , ; .: , 

minds, t r y i n g  t o  put .my mark on them. I  g o n ' t  t h i n k  so - 
b u t  who knows. what - e v i l  l u r k s  i n  t h e  h e a r t s  o'f men! .. - -I . 

~ ~ -- - -- - - - ~ -  - .- 
- - - ~ ~  --p-----pp----p--------pp- > - , 

. . 
SO6 - To c o n c e $ t u a l i s e  .it; I c a n ' t  work, e v e r y t h i n g  I do i s  . . 
a hobby; . f - h q p z n , ~ o  do t h i n + - f e r h o b b i c s t h a t  b r i n g  -yYp-l-- z 
i n .  . , 

.. - 

11. - Got i ; ~ - ~ l a n s ? ;  ~ 0 6  - Yeah, I ~ l a n  t o b e  happy. . 
TI',. - ' ~ i n d  of v a g w .  2 Neah, b u t  it dqes waximise my degrees  $ 

o f  fre'e'dom: . I - -p l an  t o  screw ar'ound t i L 1 ' I  f i n d  sSomething -. 3 + 
t h a t  .ma&@ me u l t i m a t e l y .  happy and I doubt .1'1l eve r  f i n i s h  0 
t h e  .p l ,an .  t 
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A SO8 - I  w o n ' t  ma Always seems l i k e  , j u s t  when I 'm 

down and o u t ,  t h i s  l i t t l e  dance '1''m do ing  on 
- . I  e a r t h  something pops up, o r  I  pop sometk ing 'up ;  someth ing  

I 'm  w i l l i n g  t o  g e t  i n t o  f o r  a  w h i l e . < S e e m s  l i k e  t h i n g s  
u s u a l l y  work - o u t .  

S O 1  - A s  I make "a d e c i s j o n  t h e  p r e s e n t  becomes t h e  f u t u r e .  . 
I 'm  more bound up w i t h  t h e  p r e s e n t .  What I ' m  do ing  i n  t h e  
f u t u r e  i s  what I 'm do ing  now. No r e a s o n  t o  s e p a r a t e  t h e  - 
two. 

S13 - S o c i e t y  s e t s  up a l l  s o r t s  of  p r e s s u r e  t o  do something.  
P e o p l e  o p e r a t e  on t h e  grounds  t h a t  t h i n g s  a r e  g o i n g  t o  g e t  
b e t t e r  and t h a t ' s  t h e  r e a s o n  f o r  doing a n y t h i n g  a t  a l l ,  b u t  
I d o n ' t  t h i n k  a n y t h i n g  i s  go ing  t o  g e t  b e t t e r .  I f  you s e t  
tJaevgame up s o  t h a t  some a r e  b e t t e r  t h a n  o t h e r s  and work 
o u t  a  p l a n ,  once  you g e t  t h e r e  you r e a l i s e  i t  i s n ' t  r e a l l y  

: any b e t t e r ,  t h e n  you have s o m e t h i n g ' e l s e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  t o  
- l o o k  forward  t o .  [ I .  - And y e t  y o u ' v e  s a i d  t h a g g o a l s  a r e  

e v e r y t h i n g . ]  Without  g o a l s  i t  would be mean ing less  b u t  
g o a l s  . themse lves  a r e  n o t h i n g  t h a t  g r e a t  - i-t j u s t  has  t o  
happen. 

SO7 - I ' v e  no Utop ian  i d e a l s  - you s h o u l d n ' t  make your  -. 

z - h a p p i n e s s  c o n t i n g e n t  on g o a l s  t h a t  you s e t .  You n e v e r  know 
. how i t ' s  go ing  t o  t u r n  o u t . i f  you do t h i s  and t h i s  - t o o  
, -many Finks  i n  t h e  c a u s a l  c h a i n  t h a t  have  t o  be t a k e n  i n t o  

?= a c c o u n t  t o  p r e d i c t  w h a t ' s  go ing  t o  happen. A l l  you can  do 
ks guess  a  b i t  a t  i t  and aim y o u r s e l f  i n  a  d i r e c t i o n  t h a t  
t h i s  i s  go ing  t o  be  a l r i g h t ,  b u t  you c a n  n e v e r  know. 

249 - I'm b a s i c a l l y  a  p e r s o n  and t r y i n g  t o  become more of  
% t h a t .  [ J .  - \%hat do you mean by t h a t ? ]  I 'm t r y i n g  t o  f i n d  
, o u t  what t h a t  r e a l l y  means w i t h o u t  a l l  t h e  n e g a t i v e  con- 
' d i t i o n i n g  t h a t  I  f i n d  i n  m y s e l f ,  r e s p o n s e s  t h a t  have  been 

P 1  

,. c b n d i t i o n e d .  w i t h i n - m y s e l f  t h a t  I  f e e l  a r e  n e g a t i v e ,  a r e  
a a p p r o p r 2 a t e  because  t h e y  c o n f l i c t ,  w i t h  o t h e r  p a r t s  o f  . mysel f  and I  go ' w h a t 1 s  happening1. -  So t r y i n g  t o  d e a l  w i t h  
t h a t .  I , g u e s k s - i t ' s  a  q r o c e s s .  I f e e l  l i k e  a  p r o c e s s ,  n o t ,  
a h ,  *whatever  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  i s  ( l a u g h s )  . [ I .  - What would 

Y i t ' b e ? ]  To ,v iew y o u r s e l f  a s  comple te  and t o  be  complacent  
" w i t h  t h a t ,  t o  d e a l  w i t h  t h a t  a s  an a b s o l u t e ,  t h i n k  I 'm me 

-, a n d - e v e r y t h i n g  e l s e  r e v p l v e s  around w i t h o u t  t o u c h i n g  me. O r  
- t o  a S s u ~ e  t h a t  b e c d u s e  y o u ' r e  t h e  way you a r e  t h a t  makes i t  

r i g h t .  g v 9 r y t h i n g  i s  an  onward p r o c e s s .  There  a r e  no e n d s ,  
. 7 onPy mean?. 

P ,. - - - - - - - - -- 

* i f  
- \ 

d - - - - -- 

D i s c u s s i o n  of &e-, ~ { v ' e l s  o f  J d e n t i t y  S t r u c t u r e  

3 

If was n o t e d  i n  Yhe i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h e s e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  
> 

t h a t  t h e y  x e r e  . n e c e s s a r i l $  i d e a l i s e d .  I t  i s - n o t  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  
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a l l  s u b j e c t s  a r e  immediately'recognisable a s  conforming t o  t h e  

P 

des -c r ip t i ons  a s  - t h e y  have b.een g iven .  The d i v i s i o n s  - between -- - A t h e  
r" 

l e v e l s  have be h i g h l i g h t e d ,  t h e  major themat ic"e1ements  w i l l -  , 
- - 3 
n o t  a l l  be p r e s e n t  s imu l t aneous ly ,  and t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of c u l t u r e  

and psychodynamics a r e  very  s a l i e n t  i n  how s u b j e c t s  p r e s e n t  

t h e i r  i d e n t i t y  concerns .  

The e s s e n t i a l  f e a t u r e s  of t h e  scheme a r e  p r e s e n t e d  

i n  . t a b l e  1 8 .  This  summary nay make it e a s i e r  t o  
P f- 

?' 

a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  key f e a t u r e s j o f  each l e v e l  and 

t h e  developmental  h i e r a r c h y  i m p l i c i t  i n  theascheme a s  a  whole. . 
P 

A t  the = 'normat ive  c o n v e n t i o n a l 1  l e v e l  t h e  pe r son  i s  'embedded' - 

i n  a  normative i n t e r p e r s o n a l  wor ld-and  h i s  i d e n t i t y  i s  de f ined  

i n  terms of  l o  t i o n  i n  t h a t  world.  His i d e n t i t y  t a s k  i s  t o  
. S f P- 

l o c a t e  h imself  w i t h i n  i t  i n  a  s t a t u s  which i s  a t t a i n a b l e  and 
1 

va l ida t i ' ng  i n  terms of  mutua l ly  accep ted  v a l u e s .  A t  t h e  l e v e l  of  . 
'emergent se l f -awarFeness '  a  p e r s p e c t i v e  i s  b e i n g  ga ined  on t h a t  

world .  A s e l f  which i s  t h e  lpossessor '  o f  v a l u e s ,  b e l i e f s  and 
1) 

i n t e r p e r s o n a l  q u a l i t i e s  i s  s e p a r a t e d  o u t  from t h e  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  

world and can be compared w i t h  a s p e c t s  of i t ;  former ly  s e l f -  

e v i d e n t  q u a l i t i e s  of  t h e  normat ive  world  can be c a l l e d  i n t o  

q u e s t i o n .  The i d e n t i t y  t a s k  i s  t o  d i s c o v e r  a  l o c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  

s e l f  which w i l l  be v a l i d a t i n g  a i d " f u l f i l l i n g  i n  terms of  i t s '  

pe rce ived  qua l i t i es . .Commitment  i s  t h e  expe r i ence  of  a  f i t  

be tNeen . the  a t t r i bu t e? -o f - se l f  ari-Ci.tslocation.At-~the'system- 
a t i c  s e l f - a w a r e '  l e v e l  t h i s  s e n s e  o f  a  consc ious  s e l f  i s  

- - - - - -- - - - -- - 

c o n s o l i d a t e d .  The i d e n t i t y  t a s k  i s  t o  c r e a t e  a  cohe ren t  system 9f 

v a l u e s ,  s t a n d a r d s  and b e l i e f s  t h a t  c o p s t ~ u t e  a  m a t r i x  f o r  

unde r s t and ing  and e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  s e l f ;  and t o  f i n d  a  l o c a t i o n  i n  
/' - - -  

t h e  world 'which b - i l l  p r e s e r v e  - t he  i n t e g r i t y  - of t h i s  new s e l f -  
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system, one's self-respect, by validating it. There is an inter- 

It action of m tual criticism - between the self-system and the 
- - - - - - - - - - - , - 

social-system. In moving to the 'autonomous individualistic' 

both the self and the social system are seen as relative, 
P 

contingent and constructed. Tension is experienced between the. 

demands. for justification by both the social system and internal .. 
standards, and the claims of one's individual uniqueness. The 

identity task is to'find a sense of internally valid individuality 

. level this systematic self-awareness is again re-contextualised; 

+ 

.? 

$ 

which can be validated and reciprocally enhanced ('created') in 

$be process of rea2-bing censcims acts of conpnitment. - - - - - 

1 ^ 

This structural schematic and the features S' which seem 

to characterise the levels, as described in the preceeding ,. 

sections, can be employed in the manner of a global rating scheme 

to the identity interview material. It was felt to be possible, 

in this way, to assign each subject to a level of identity 

structure. This was dbne with varying degrees of cod&deiicePin 

the accuracy of the rating, but in the majority of cases the 

hypothesised structures were felt to show a reasonable 'fit' to 

the forms of the subjects9 identity Goncerns. This gives the - 

scheme a kind of 'prima facie1 plausibility but further 

validational evidence is necessary. 

The most -- - ---- important evidence on validity that is avail- 

able is the relationship of 'identity structure', treated as a 

further cognitive developmental variable, to the other measures 

of cognitive structural development. The empirical relationships . 
to logical structure, moral reasoning and 'ego development* are 

shown in tables 19, 20, and 21. There is a consistent moderate 



TABLE 1 9  

THE RELATI_O_NSHIP OE: L O G I C A L  qPEu?'IES 

TO IDENTITY STRUCTURE L w 
f 

9 

- .  Y 

Logica l  Opera t iogs*  

S t a g e s  

' I  

S t r u c t u r e  



TABLE 20 

TO IDGNTITY STRUCTURE 

a  1 Moral Reasoning 

S t a g e s  2 ( 3 )  

I 1 

, I I 0 
I d e n t i t y  

S t r u c t u r e  

b )  Group major  and p u r e  moral  s t a g e s ,  f o r  e a s e  o f  i n s p e c t i o n :  
\ 

S t a g e s  2 ( 3 )  ' 3 '  3 ( 4 )  ' 4 '  4 ( 5 )  ' 5 1  



TABLE 2 1  
J 

THE R E L A T I O N S H I P  O F  EGO DEVELOPMENT (W.U.S.  C . )  

TO I D E N T I T Y  STRUCTURE 

I I 
I d e n t i t y  

S t r u c t u r e  
I11 0 3 5 
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t o  low p o s i t i v e  i n t e r c o r r e l a t i o n  w i t h  a l l  o f  these v a r i a b l e s ,  

each  r e a c h i n g  s t a t i s t i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e :  w i t h  l o g i c a l  development ,  

r = . .34 ,  p < . 0 1 ;  w i t h  moral  r e a s o n i n g ,  rT = . 5 9 ,  p  < .00d;  ( - x ~ x -  

T P' 
w i t h  ego development ,  rT = - 2 6 ,  p  < .05 .  The l e r e l  o f  t h e s e  

c o r r e l a t i d n s  i s  of  a  comparable  o r d e r  to t h o s e  ibktween t h e  p a i r s  
3, 

of  t h e  e s t a b l i s h e d  v a r i a b l e s  ( s e e  c h a p t e r  3 ) .  The r e l a t i o n s h i p  'k 

w i t h  moral r e a s o n i n g  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  i s  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  i n  t h i s  s t u d y  
, 

and compares f a v o u r a b l y  w i t h  o t h e r s  r e p o r t e d  i n  t h e  
---4 

dev&Lopmental l i t e r a t u r e .  These r e l a t i o n s h i p s  a r e  good e v i d e n c e  

f o r  a  measure o f  v a l i d i t y  f o r  t h e  c o n s t r u c t  ' i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e '  
f 

and f o r  t h e  i q t e r v i e w  r a t i n g  method o f  a s s e s s i n g  i t .  

I t  i s  u s e f u l  i n  t e rms  o f  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h e  meaning of  

t h e  ' i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e '  c o n s t r u c t  t o  go beyond t h i s  o v e r a l l  

compar'ison t o  examine p a r t i c u l a r  s t a g e  c o r r e s p o n d e n c i e s  between 

i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  and t h e  o t h e r  schemes. A t  a  c o n c e p t u a l  l e v e l  

i t  i s  e a s i e s t  t o  s e e  a  q u a l i t a t i v e  s i m i l a r i t y  between t h e  l e v e l s  
P 

o f  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  and L o e v i n g e r t s  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  m i l e -  

s t o n e s  o f  ' ego  deve lopment f  ( s e e  t a b l e  2 ) .  Leve l  I ,  no rma t ive  

c o n v e n t i o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  i s  s i m i l a r  t o  1 3 ,  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n a l  l e v e l ;  , , 
/ 

Level  11, emergent  s e l f - a w a r e  i d e n t i t y  t o  1 3 / 4 ,  t h e  s e l f - a w a r e  -.,' 

l e v e l ;  Leve l  '111, s y s t e m a t i c  s e l f - a w a r e  i d e n t i t y  t o  1 4 ,  t h e  

c o n s c i ' e n t i o u s  l e v e l ;  and Level  IV, autonomous i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  

i d e n t i t y  t o  I 4 / 5  and 1 5 ,  t h e  , i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  and autonombus 

l e v e l s .  T h i s  d e s c r i p t i v e  s i m i l a r i t y  was p r e d i c t e d  on t h e  b a s i s  

o f  t h e  c o n c e p t u a l  r e l e v a n c e  o f  t h e  c o n t e n t ' d o m a i n s .  These 

c o r r e s p o n d e n c i e s  were s t r i k i n g  as  t h e  d e s c r i p t i v e  g roup ing  

emerged i n  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  t h e  s t u d y  a/,are r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  

naming o f  t h e  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l s .  However i t  i s  appa-rent  
Y 

that t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  b a s i s  i n  t h e  e m p i r i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  f o r  
, . 
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such  a  c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n .  The c o n v e n t i o n a l  l e v e l  i s  n o t  

r e p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h e  1 q . U . S . C .  s c o r e s .  The b u l k  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t s  * 
s c o r e  a t s13/4  and I 4  i n  a  way t h a t  b e a r s  o n l y  a  very-weak 

Y 
r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e ,  I 4  b e i n g  n o n - d i s c r i m i n a t i n g .  

T h e r e  i s  a  s t r o n g e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  a t  I 5  b u t  i n v o l v i n g  o n l y  two 

s u b j e c t s .  These r e s u l t s  a r e  r e m i n i s c e n t  o f  t h o s e  between ' ego  

development '  and t h e  o t h e r  two s t r u c t u r a l  measures .  

Examining t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  w i t h  

l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  t h e r e  i s  c l e a r l y  a wide s c a t t e r  o f  s c o r e s  and 

t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  a c c u r a t e l y . r e f 1 e c t e d  by t h e  low l i n e a r  

-4 
c o r r e l a t i o n .  There  i s  l i t t l e  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  c e r t a i n  l o g i c a l  s t a g e s  

a r e  n e c e s s a r y  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  development  o f  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  a s  
<.- 
A" 

5 / ~ a t e d  h e r e .  '1 
* 

,- - 
While t h e  c o n t e n t  domain o f  moral  r e a s o n i n g  might  seem 

f u r t h e r  from i d e n t i t y  $ormat ion  t h a n  does t h a t  o f  ' e g o  develop-  

ment '  t h e  e m p i r i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  i a e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  i s  much 

more s u b s t a n t i a l ,  I n  c o n t i n g e n c y  t a b l e  20b moral  s t a g e s  a r e  
, 

grouped t o g e t h e t ,  w i t h  t h e  major  and p u r e  " s t a g e  r a t i n g s  b e i n g  
0 

merged, b u t  t h e  emergence o f  a  new form o f  r e a s o n i n g  a s  a  minor 

s t a g e  l e f t  a s  a  s e p a r a t e  ' t r a n s i t i o n a l !  s t a g e ;  t h i s  seems t h e  

most c o n c e p t u a l l y  j u S t i f i a b l e , w a y  o f  g roup ing  f o r  e a s i e r  d a t a  

i n s p e c t i o n  ( s e e  Kuhn e t  a l . ,  1 9 7 7 ) .  T h i s  d i s t r i b u t i o n  s u g g e s t s  -- 

t h a t  moral  s t a g e  ' 3 '  i s  most a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  l e v e l s  I  and 11; 

s t a g e  3 (4 )  w i t h  l e v e l s  I ,  I1 and 111 ;  s t a g e  ' 4 '  w i t h  l e v e l s  I 1  
- 

and 111; s t a g e s  4 (5 )  and 5 ( 4 )  w i t h  i e v e l  IV. . ( I n  no . i n s t a n c e  a r e  - - 
- 

t h e s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  v i o l a t e d  by more t h a n  2 c a s e s . )  

C o n c e p t u a l l y  i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  i n t e r p r e t  t h e s e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p s  a s  shotving t h a t  w h i l e  t h e r e  i s  n o t  a  s t r i c t  
/ - 

-? 

i 
I developmenta l  c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  between t h e  domains o f  moral 

\ 1 
1 
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r e a s o n i n g  and  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e ,  n o r  any p r e c o n d i t i o n s  o f  

J 
c - 

, development  i n  one domain f o r  t h e  o t h e r  t h e r e  i s  a  g e n e r a l .  -- 
A d e v e l o p m e n t a l  p a r a l l e l i s m  i n  which s t a g e s  i n  t h e  two domains 

c o r r e s p o n d  s t r u c t u r a l l y  t o  e a c h  o t h e r .  Thus:  n o r m a t i v e  conven-  

t i o n a l  i d e n t i t y  c o r r e s p o n d s  t o  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  c o n f o r m i 4 t  m o r a l i t y ;  

emergent  and s y s t e m a t i c  s e l f - a w a r e  i d e n t i t y  c o r r e s p o n d  t o  t h e  

emergence and c o n s o l i d a t i o n  o f  s o c i a l  s y s t e m  and  c o n s ~ i e n c e  

m o r a l i t y ;  and autonomous i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  i d e n t i t y  c o r r e s p o n d s  t o  
i 

2 
t h e  emergence and c o n s o 3 i d a t i o n  o f  s o c i a l  c o n t r a c t  and i n d i v i d u a l  

r i g h t s  ( p o s t - , c o n v e n t i o n a l )  m o r a l i t y .  I n  s p i t e  o f  some d i s s i m i l a r -  

i t y  i n  t h e  a p p a r e n t  c o n t e n t  o f  t h e  two domains t h e r e  does  seem 

t o  be a  s t r u c t u r a l  a f f i l i a t i o n  be tween  t h e  s t a g e  h i e r a r c h i e s  

p r o p o s e d  by t h e  w e l l  e s t a b l i s h e d  Kohlberg  measure  o f  mora l  judge-  

men3 and  ' t h e  p r o p o s e d  ego deve lopmen ta l  c o n s t r u c t  o f  i d e n t i t y  

s t r u c t u r e .  

Some s t a t i s t i c a l  t e s t  a f  t h e s e  a s s o c i a t i o n s  i s  p o s s i b l e  

on a  s t a t i s t i c a l  b a s i s  u s i n g  t h e  2 x 2 c o n t i n g e n c y  t a b l e s  o f  t h e  

e q u i v a l e n t  s t a g e s  a g a i n s t  a l l  t h e  o t h e r  s t a g e s  (g rouped)  on each  

v a r i a b l e  ( s e e  Damon (1977)  and  c h a p t e r  3 ) .  For  l e v e l  I a s s o c i a t e d  

x i t h  s t a g e ,  ' 3 ' ,  X2 = 5 . 1 0 ,  p < . 0 5 ;  f o r  l e v e l  I1  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  

s t a g e  3 ( 4 ) ,  x 2  < . I ,  n . ~ . ;  f o r  l e v e l  I11 a s S o c i a t e d  w i t h  s t a g e  
0 

' 4 ' ,  x 2  = . 4 ,  n . s . ;  b u t  f o r  l e v e l s  I1 and  I 1 1  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  

s t a g e s  j ( 4 )  and ' 4 '  ,- x 2  = 7 . 3 6 ,  p  < . 01 ;  f o r  Leve l  I V  a s s o c i a t e d  

w i t h  s t a g e s  4 ( 5 )  and  5 ( 3 ) ,  x 2  =, 22.04 ,  p < , 001 .  To t h e  e x t e n t  

t h a t  t h e s e  a s s o c i a t i o n s  a r e  p o s t - h o c  t h e s e  t e s t s  q y  b e  v iewea  

w i t h  some s c e p t i c i s m ,  b u t  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  f h e  p r o p o s e d  

a s s o c i a t i o n  o f  mora l  r e a s o n i n g  t o  t h e  l e v e l s  o f  t h e  new scheme .-+ 

h a s  a  c o h e r e n t  and  unambiguous r a t i o n a l e  (which i s  f u r t h e r  

d i s c u s s e d  below) t h e s e  d a t a  may b e  t a k e n  t o  b e & o n f i r m a t o r y  o f  



t h a t  proposed  a s s o c i a , t i o n .  

These  e m p i r i c a l  r e l a t i o n s  h i p s  p r o v i d e  a  de.gree of  

s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  scheme. C l e a r l y  i t  g a i n s  

c r e d i b i l i t y  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e  co  n i t i v e  developmenta l  f 
\ 

assumpt ions  on which i t  i s  b a s e d  a r e  a c c e p t e d  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  

o t h e r  e q i d e n c e .  T h i s  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  a n o t h e r  approach  t o  v a l i d a -  
C 

t i o n  might  be  t h e  a s s e s s m e n t  o f  t h e  scheme i n  t e rms  o f  
f - *  

c o g n i t i v e  deve lopmenta l  c r i t e r i a ,  namely: i n v a r i a n t  deve lopmenta l  
4 

s e q u e n c e ;  u n i v e r s a l i t y ;  s t r u c t u r e d  h i e r a r c h i c a l  fi 
q u a l i t a t i v e  d i s c o n t i n u i t y .  / 7, 

4 
A c r o s s - s e c t i o n a l  s t u d y  such  a s  t h i s  i s % i o u s l y  un-( -.JC--._ 

a b l e  t o  p r o v i d e  good e v i d e n c e  abou t  deve lopmenta l  p r o c e s s e s .  

I d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  does c o r r e l a t e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  w i  I h  a g e ,  

r = - 3 6  p < . 01 ,  s u g g e s t i n g  t h a t  i t  i s  deve lopmenta l  o v e r  t h i s  
-r 

age  range  ( b e a r i n g  i n  mind, however,  t h e  a r t e f a c t s  a s s o c i a t e d  

. w i t h  t h e  age d i s t r i b u t i o n j .  The b e s t  e v i d e n c e o n  t h i s  c r i t e r i o n  

i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  t'he o t h e r  c o g n i t i v e  deve lopmenta l  

v a r i a b l e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  moral  r e a s o n i n g  which h a s  some v a l i d a t i n g '  

d a t a  of i t s  own on t h i s  p o i n t .  T h i s  s u g g e s t s  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  of a t  

l e a s t  a  g e n e r a l  deve lopmenta l  p r o g r e s s i o n  i n  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e .  

- S o t  o n l y  can  u n i v e r s a l i t y  n o t  b e  c l a imed  on_ t h e  b a s i s  

o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  b u t  g i v e n  t h e  l e v e l s  a s  c h a r a c t e r i s e d  i n  

t h e  d e t a i l e d  d e s c r i p t i o n s ,  c o n s i d e r a b l e  c a u t i o n  must be  e x p r e s s e d  

- i n  t h i s  r e g a r d .  P a r t  o f  t h e  argnment p r o p o s e d  h e r e  iS t h a t  t h e s e  

d e s c r i p t i u r t s ' c u ~ t a i n  s u b s t a n t i a l , t h e m a t i c ,  as-ep-posed te 

s t r u c t u r a l  e l emen t s  and t h a t  i t  i s  p r o b a b l e  t h a t  t h e s e  w i l l  be  

c u l t u r a l l y  i n f l u e n c e d .  For  example t h e  p l a c e  and form of  

p o l i t i c a l  a s  opposed t o  ' s p i r i t u a l 7  e l emen t s  i n  p e o p l e s '  
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i d e o l o g i c a l  conce rns  i s  l i k e l y  t o  b g : s . u b s t a n t i a l l y b  d i f f e r e n t  
. e  

* .  e 

under  d i f f e r e n t  c i r c u m s t a n c e s .  Another  example i s  t h e  f a t u r e  and 
,"n 

t . . 5 .  
, 4 - # , %  

degree  o f  p k o p l e s l  g o a l  o r i e n t a t i o n .  This '  i o n c e r n 2 m i g h t  ao6.k-.  + 
I ' 

somewhat d i f f e r e n t  i n  young men i n  o u r  c u l t u r e  who a r e  no ' t .  .., 
B 

a t t q n d i n g  c o l l e g e .  While some form o f  ' u n i v e r s a l i t y , '  i s  . impl i c i t - -  
1 ' = .  I - 

e .  

lylklaimed by t h e  c o g n i t i v e  developmenta l  form o f  t h e  scheme "it - - 
. . 

i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  become c l e a r e r  abou t  i t s  e s s -e .n t i a1 ,  s t r u c t u r a l  

The d e g r e e  t o  which t h e  l e v e l s  form a  s t r u c t h r a l  whole 
, 

canno t  b e  a s s e s s e d  wit ,h t h e .  p r e s e n t  methodology.  I n  o r d e r  t o  do 

9 s o  i t  would q u i r e  a . r a t i n g  schemk f o r  p a r t i c L l a r  ' s c o r a b l e l  

s t a t e m e n t s ,  and a  more s t r u c t u r e d  and t i g h t l y  c o n t r o l l e d  i n t e r -  

view.  T h i s  was n o t  p a r t  o f  t h e  pu rpose  o f  t h i s  s t u d y ,  n o r  i s  i t  

n e c e s s a r i l y  r e g a r d e d  a s  a  u s e f u l  e x t e n s i o n  o f  i t .  The immediate 

pu rpose  h a s  n o t  been  t o  p roduce  a n o t h e r  c o g n i t i v e  developmenta l  

' t e s t '  b u t  t o  conduc t  a n  i n v e s t i g a t i o n 1 .  The q u e s t i o n  of  

s t r u c t u r e d  wholeness  remains  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l -  impor tance  b u t  i t  

must be examined u s i n g  o t h e r  i n s t r u m e n t s .  

T h i s  s t i l l  l e a v e s  a n , i m p r e s s i & i s t i c  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h i s  

q u e s t i o n  open a s  a  way of g e n e r a t i n g  h y p 0 t h e s . e ~  abou t  t h e  form 

o f  ego s t r u c t u r a l  development .  Most i n t e r v i e w s  gave t h e  

i m p r e s s i o n  o f  s u b j e c t s  b e i n g  c l a s s i f i a b l e  i n  t e ~ m s  o f  a  major  
A 

i d e a l  t y p i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  and i t s  a s s o c i a t e d  c o n c e r n s ,  b u t  a l s o  o f  

t h e i r  b e i n g  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  d e g r e e  o f ' c o n s o l i d a t i o n  o f  t h o s e  

s t r u c t u r e s .  I t  might  b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e s e  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  

te rms o f  Koh lbe rg1s  major  and minor s t a g e  model. However, 

L o e r i n g e r l  s view f h a t  i n d i v i d k a l s  do n a t u r a l l y  r e l a t e  i n  t e rms  

o f  e a r l i e r  l e v e l s  some o f  t h e  t ime and a l s o  have g l i m p s e s  o f  

h i & e r  o n e s ,  and t h a t  ' ego  developmentf  i s  an u n d e r l y i h g  
% 

i C 

/ *  
7 

-. 
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, . 2 continuum a l l o w i n g  fm,s .ome  f l e x i b i l i t y  o f  f u n c t i o n i n g  c o u l d  

. . 
:, 

..+ , a l s o  b e  a r g u e d . , I n  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  l e v e l s  p r o v i d e d  a l l  

; : the q u o t a r i o n s  came f r o m - s h b j e c t s  c l a s s i f i e d  a t  t h a t  l e v e l ,  b u t  
* 

c l e a r l y  t h i s  . i n v o l v e d  . s u b s t a n t i a l  s e l e c t i v > t y  on t h e  p a r t  of  t h e  
L. I . > 

. ' 

I r e s e a r d f e r . . '  A l l  s u b j e c t s  make s e m a r k s  t h a t  seem t o ,  [and p e r h a p s ,  

d 

., i n  a  s e n s e ,  do) r e p r e s e n t  e e a r l i e r  l e - v e l s ,  a n d  many make ; t a t e -  

merits w h i c h  oy t ,  o f  c o n t e x t  'mlight s u g g e s t  a  h i g h e r  l e v e l .  
P f  

. ( 1 -  - I -  

9 A - v i t a l  t h e o r e t i c a l  d i f f g r e n c e  between Loev inge r  and 

Kohlberg i s  w h e t h e r * s t r u c t u r a l  development  i s  b e s t  s e e n  a s  

advancing  on a  broad  f r o n t  o r  must b e  d i v i d e d  

c o n t e n t  ' s t r e a m s 7  t o  f i n d  s t r u c t u r a l  coherence.?The p r e s e n t  s t u d y  
"-5 

I 
has  adop ted  a n  approach  more s i m i l a r  t o  L o e v i n g e r ' s  i n  so ,  f a r  a s r  i 
i d e n t i t y  i s  a  r e l a t i v e l y  b r o a d  t o p i c  and s u b s t a n t i a l  cohe rence  ----- 
a t  an i m p r e s s i o n i s t i c  l e v e l  i s  c l a i m e d ,  b u t  a  v e r y  few s u b j e c t s  

seemed t o  m a n i f e s t  some ' d 6 c a l a g e 1  between t h e  a r e a s  of  v o c a t i o n  

and i d e o l o g y .  T h i s  might  b e  i n t e r p r e t a b l e  i n  t e rms  o f  t h e  un ique  

c i r c u m s t a n c e s  of  t h e  c a s e ,  a s  t h e  p r o d u c t  o f  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  fi 

s t r u c t u r e  w i t h  c u l t u r a l  and psychodynamic f a c t o r s .  Were t h e  
7 

domain of  p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t o  b e  i n t r o d u c e d  i n t o  t h e  
-, 

a n a l y s i s  t h e  i m p r e s s i o n  was t h a t  t h e  number o f  such  c a s e s  would 
> '4 

s u b s t a n t i a l l y  i n c r e a s e .  From *e q u e s t i o n s  b r i e f l y  e x p l o r i n g  
J 

t h e  c o n c e p t u a l i s a t i o n  of  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  and commitments t o  
. * 

i n t i m a c y  c e r t a i n  t y p o l o g i c a l  p a t t e r n s  eme'rged which seemed t o  be  

s i m i l a r  t o  t h o s e  p r o p o s e d . b y  Selman and J a c q u e t t e  ( l 9 7 7 b ) .  I t  

appea red  t h a t  t h e s e  i - e r g  n o t  n e c e s s 8 r i l y - a l i g n e d  w i t h  t h e  
-- 

i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e s ,  and i n  t h o s e  c a s e s  where t h e r e  was a  

d i f f e r e n c e  t h a t , ' i n  t h e s e  young men, t h i s  was a lmos t  always a l a g  

i n  t h e  s p h e r e  o f  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  T h i s  s p e c u l a t i v e  p o s s i b i l i t y  
* 

r e p r e s e n t s  a  f r u i t f u l  a r e a  f o r  f u r t h e r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  -- 
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The s t r u c t u r a l  c r i t e r i a  o f  q u a l i t a t i v e  d i s c o n t i n u i t y  

B 
and s t r u c t u r e d  wholeness  r a i s e  t h e  i s s u e  o f  'the d i s k r i m i n a b i l i t y  

r.9 

of  a d j a c e n t  l e v e l s .  T h i s  can  be  a d d r e s s e d e m p i r i c a l l y  w i t h  
<, 

r e s q c t  t o  t h e ,  o t h e r  c & n i t i v e  developmenta l  v a r i a b l e s .  The o n l y  
f 

v a r i a b l e  which might  d i s c r i m i n a t e  each l e v e l  o f  i d e n t i t y  

s t r u c t u r e  from t h o s e  c l o s e s t  t o  i t  i s  moral  r e a s o n i n g .  .4 t e s t  o f  

t h e  d i s c r i m i n a b i l i t y  o f  each  l e v e l  i n  te rms o f  t h e  d i ; t r i + u t i o n  
Y 

a 1  r e a s o n i n g  s c o r e s  o f  s u b j e c t s  c l a s s e d  a t  i t  can  be made 
1 

u s i n g  t h e  Mann-Nhitney ' U '  s t a t i s t i c .  For, l e f e l s  I  and 11, U = 
- 

2 6 ,  p  < . 0 5 ;  f o r . l e v e l s  I 1  and 111, U = 51,  n . s . ;  f o r  l e v e l s  I 1 1  

and IV, U = 30, p < . U s .  T h i s  s u g g e s t s  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h i s  

o t h e r  measure o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  1 I  and IV a r e  .. 

q u a l i t a t i v e l y  d i s t i n c t ,  b u t  l e v e l s  I 1  and 1 1 1 - a r e  n o t  s o  r e a d i l y  

d i s c r i m i n a t e d  from each  o t h e r .  T h i s  i s  i n  agreement  w i t h  t h e  

p r o p o s e d & t a g e  a s s o c i a t i o n 3  d i s c u s s e d  above (and  t h e  t e s t  i s  
% 

o b v i o u s l y  n o t  s t a t t s t i c a l l y  independen t  o f  t h e  t e s t s  made a t  t h a t  

p o i n t ) ,  and w i t h  t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  l e v e l s  I 1  and I 1 1  

b e i n g  t h e  emergence and c o n s o l i d a t i o n  of s t r u c t u r e s  of s e l f - a w a r e -  

n e s s  c a t 6 e r  t h a n  t h e  major  s t r u c t u r a l  t r a n s i t i o n s  between l ' e v e l s  

I  and I 1  and l e v e l s  I 1 1  and I V .  I n t e r n a l  e v i d e n c e  o f  t h e  d i s -  

c r i m i n a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  l e v e l s ,  a s  opposed t o  t h i s  e x t e r n a l  com- 

p a r i s o n ,  would demand an examina t ion  of  t h e  i n t e r r a t e r  
4 

r e l i a b i l i t y  of t h e  c a t e g o r i s a t i o n  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t s  acqord ing  t o  

t h e  scheme. T h i s  has  n o t  been u n d e r t a k e n  s i n c e  t h e  terms of 

r e f e r e n c e  o f  t h i s  s t u d y  have  n o t  been  t o  c o n s t r u c t  a  ' t e s t '  f o r  

f u r t h e r  u s e  b u t  t o  conduct  an e x p l o r a t i o n  o f  a  t h e o r e t i c a l  i s s u e  

6 ( a l t h o u g h  t h e  s c h  me has  been  t r e a t e d  a s  a  v a r i a b l e  f o r  t h e  
/' 

, pu rposes  o f  f u r t h e r  e x p l i c a t i o n )  . 
d 

The i s s u e  o f  t h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  d i s t i n c t i o n  between 
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l e v e l s  and t h e  h i e r a r c h i c a l  i ~ t e g r a t i v e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  develop-  

* 

menta l  p r o g r e s s i o n  i s  p r i m a r i l y  a  q u e s t i o n  of  b e i n g  a b l e  t o  

e x p l i c a t e  t h e  i n t e r n a l  l o g i c  o f  t h e  scheme 's  e s s e n t i a l  s t r u c t u r e  

a s  d i s t i n c t  f rom a  b r o a d  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  i t s  a s s o c i a t e d  f e a t u r e s .  

T h i s  was done .a t  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  of  t h e  p r e s e n t  s e c t i o n .  To 

r e c a p 1  u l a t e :  a t  t h e  f i r s t  l e v e l  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  embedded i n  a .  k 
n o r m a t i l e  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  w o r l d ,  b u t  a t  t h e  second  seems t o  g a i n  a  

sen.se o f  p e r s p e c t i v e  on t h a t  w o r l d ,  s e p a r a t e s  h i m s e l f  o u t  f rom 
rp 

k and can'Eompare . h i s  p e r s o n a l  * q u a l i t i e s  and v a l u e s  w i t h  t h o s e  

of t h e  w o r l d ;  a t  t h e  t h i r d  l e v e l  t h i s  s e l f  awareness  i s  c o n s o l i d -  

a t e d  in> sys tem o f  i n t e r n a l  s t a n d a r d s  by which t o  e v k u a t e  t h e  
% 

wor ld  and h i m s e l f ,  b u t  a t  t h e  f o u r t h  1-eve1 a  f u r t h e r  p e r s p e c t i v e  

i s  g a i n e d  on t h i s  s e l f - s y s t e m , '  r e - c o n t e x t u a l i s i n g  i t ,  s e e i n g  

s e l f  and s o c i e t y  a s  r e l a t i v e  t o  t h e i r  a s sumpt ions  and d e f i n e d  

by c o n s t r u c t e d  s e t s  o f  ' r u l e s '  t o  which t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  must r e - :  

commit h i m s e l f  by a ' s e l f - c o n s c i o u s  a c t  o f  w i l l  o r  f a i t h .  T h i s  i s  

t h e  c o r e  s t r u c t u r a l  p r o g r e s s i o n  which i s  t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  scheme 

o f  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e s ,  and which i s  i m p l i c i t l y  s u g g e s t e d  t o  be  I 

a  u n i v e r s a l  f e a t u r e  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  ego. development .  . ' 

I n ' f a c t  t h i s  s t r u c t u r a l  p r o g r e ' s s i o n  i s  c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  

t o  t h e  p r o g r e s s i o n  i n h e r e n t  i n  K o h l b e r g ' s  scheme o f  moral 

development ,  b u t  which i s  most c l e a r l y  d e s c r i b e d  i n  t e rms  of t h e  

' s o c i a l  p e r s p e c t i v e  t a k i n g 1  beve l  o f  t h e  s t a g e s  ( s e e  t a b l e  1 )  

a f t e r  t h e  manner o f  Selman and J a c q u e t t e  (1977b) .  However t h e  

p r e s e n t  t h e o r y  i s  p r i m a r i l y  f o c u s s e d  on t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  develop-  

ment o f  t h e  s e l f ,  a s  opposed t o  r h e  wor ld  i n  t h e  t e rms  o f  Koh-f?; 

b e r g ' s  (1973) d i s t i n c t i o n .  I t  t h u s  r e p r e s e n t s  a  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  
C 

h i s  c a l l  f o r  a  complete t h e o r y  of s t r u c t u r a l  ego-dexfeloprnent 

c a p a b l e  of  encompassing b o t h  t h e s e  p o l e s .  The. e m p i r i c a l  r e l a t i o n -  

/- 

J 
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s h i p  of i d e n y p y '  s t r u c t u r e  and mora l  r d a s o n i n g  may b e  u n d e r s t o o d  - 

- i n  te rms o f  t h i s  common r e l a t i o n s h i p  Po a  b a s i c  s t r u c t u r a l  

p r o g r e s s i o n  i n  s o c i a l  c o g n i t i o n  o r  ego development ,  \ 
4- 

.I 
T h i s  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  t h e  development  oE t h e  s e l f  

which grows o u t  o f  t h i s  scheme o f  ' i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e '  r e c e i v e s  

f u r t h e r  c o n f i r m a t i o n  and c l a r i f i c a t i o n  from t h e  independen t  

t h e o r e ' h i c a l  work o f  Kegan (197.9)'; which became a v a i l a b l e  a f t e r <  '-- - 
. ~ 

t h e  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l s  had been  o u t l i n e d .  Kegan1s 
* .  

scheme ( s e e  Appendix C) p roposes -  a t  q u i t e  a n - a b s t r a c t  l e v e l  a 

s e r i e s  o f  ! r e - e q u i l i b r a t i o n s  ' o f  s e l f  , and  o t h e r ,  i n  which. t h e  

s e l f  is. r e c o n s t r u c t e d  a t  a  new l e v e l  by ,  a t t a i n i ' n g  t h e  

c a p a c i t y  t o  c o - o r d i n a t e  a s  ' o b j e c t '  t h o s e  a s p e c t s  o f  i t s  ' r e a l i t y '  

t o  which i t  was f o r m e r l y  mere ly  ' s u b j e c t ' .  T h i s  c o r r e s p o n d s  t o  

/'- 
o u r  a n a l y s i s  of  l e v e l  change a s  ' g a i n i n g  p e r s p e c t i v e '  on t h e 2 ,  

s e l f  o f  t h e  p r e v i o u s  l e v e l .  Kegan's  i s  an i m p o f t a n t  a b s t r a c t  - * 
* 

c o n s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  fundamenta l  t h e o r e t i c a l  b a s i s ' o f  a l l  t h e  

c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  schemes as m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  o f  ' e g o  develop-  - 

ment!. The l e v e l s  o f  ' , i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r . e l ,  based  on developments  

i n  t h e  ways i n d i v i d u a l s  n e g o t i a t e  t h e  t a s k  o f  c o n s t r u c t i n g f  an  . 

i n t e g r a t e d  ' s e l f ' ,  a r e  r e a d i l y  l i n k e d  t o  ~ e g a n ' s  t h e o r y  of  ' s e l f -  

o t h e ' r '  d i a l e c t . i c ,  and seem t o  c o r r e s p o n d  w e l l  t o  i t .  Le,vel I - 
I - .  

a p p e a r s  t o  be  s t a g e  3 ( i n t e r p e r s o n a l i t y ) ,  l e v e l s  11 and I11 t h e  

d 
growth  and c o n s o l i d a t i o n  o f  s t a g e  4 ( i n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y ) ,  and l e v e l  

IV t h e  .emergence  of  s t a g e  5 ( ~ n d i ' v i d u a l i t ~ )  . 
-- - 

A f u r t h e r  p a t t e r n  may be p e r c e i v e d  i n  thk  d e s c r i p t i o n  

of t h e  l e v e l s .  I t  a p p e a r s  t h a t  1 .evels  I1 and IV a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  . 
..* 

s i m i l a r  t o  each  o t h e r  and d i i f e r e h t  &om t h e  o t h e r  t ;o;/and, . 

p e r h a p s  l e s s  o b v i o u s l y ,  l e v e l s  I and I11 b e a r  some re semblance  r' 
t o  each  o t h e r .  One way t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e s e . s i m i 1 a r i t i e s  i s  t o  s a y  
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t h a t  l e v e l s  I 1  and I V  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  i e n t e d  tQwarbds t h e  ' s e l f 1  

and l e v e l s  I and  111 towards  t h e  ' b t h e r l  o r  t h e h l w o r l d l .  T h i s  
- 

conforms t o  Van den D a e l e ' s  (1975) p r o p o s a l  o f  such  s u b - t y p e s  

w i t h i n  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l s  i s e e  Appendix C ) .  I n  h i s  t h e o r y  t h e r e  

need  n o ,  b e  development  t h r o u g h  a l l  such  s t q g e s ;  s u b - s t a g e s  A$' ' 
f l  

* a 
b e  skipp 'ed,  and i n d i v i d u a l s  may t e n d  t o  be o r i e n t e d  more i n  one ' 

I 

mode a s  a  m a t t e 3 , o f  perso 'na l  c o g n i t i v e  s t y l e .  These  may b e  a n  

e lement  of such  p e r s o n a l  o r i e n t a t i o n  i n v o l v e d  i n  c l a s s i f i c a T i o n  

t o  ' i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r a l 1  l e v e l .  However t h e r e  i s  a l s o  a  develop-  

men ta l  s t r u c t u r a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h i s  p r o g r e s s % i o n ,  t h a t  
I 

i n i t i a l l y  i n  growing o u t  o f  a  s t r u c t u r e  t h e  s e l f  i s  e x p e r i e n c e d  

a s  ' c o n s t r a i n e d  by i t s  fo rmer  s e s f - c o n s t r u a l s ,  and such  c o n s t r a i n t  

t e n d s  t o  b e  p r o j e c t e d ,  s e e n  a s  coming from t h e  w o r l d ,  an  o l d  
---% - -3 

wor ld  which i s  ' s e e n  t h r o u g h '  a s  f a l s e  and l i m i t e d . .  Thus s t a g e  

t r a n s i t i o n  i s  t y p i c a l l y  e x p e r i e n c e d  a s  an a s s e r t i o n  o f  s e l f ,  and 

-such a r e  l e v e l s  I 1  and I V  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  scheme. 

T h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  scheme o f  ' i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e ' ,  
1 

b a s e d  on t h e  d e t a i l e d  d e s ' c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  ' l e v e l s '  a s  t y p e s , h a s  
* 

a t t e m p t e d  t o  d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a  measure o f  s u p p o r t ,  
I 

e m p i r i c a l  and c o n c e p t u a l ,  f o r  t h e  scheme A s  a  c o g n i t i v e  develop-  
' C "  

\ 

menta l  h i e r a r c h y .  I t  b e a r s  a  c o h e r e n t  and r e c o g n i s a b l e  r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p  t o  & h e r  s'chemes o f  s o c i a l  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h e  neo- ? 

P i a g e t i a n  t r a d i t i o n  o f  Kohlberg .  I t  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  b a s e d  on a  
- - - - 

s i m i l a r  u n d e r l y i n g  l o g i c  o f  " the  developmen-t of  c o g n i t i v e  ego 

r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  s e l f  and s o c i a l  wo 

i 
The t h e o r e t i c a l  a  umption on which t h e  s t u d y  was b a s e d  

s u g g e s t s  c h a t  such  cognit&e s t r u c t u r a l  development  was n o t  t h e  



o n l y  ebement o f  o v e r a l l  ego development .  Psychodynamic4 and 

s o c i o - c u l t u r a l  . f & c e t s  of  t h e  d e v e l o p h e n t a l  were  , c l a imed  
d 

t o  be.  c o n c e p t u a l l y  s e p a r a b l e .  Wi th in  t h e  ' i d e a l  t y p i c a l  

d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  i a e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  prov-ided t h e r e  i s  c o n s i d e r a b l e  

i n d i v i d u a l  v a r i a t i o n  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t i n g  ' ego  s t a t e f .  The t h e o r  )$& -$. ' ?  
I 

s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h i s  s h o u l d  b e  e x p l i t a b l e  i n  te.rms o f  t h e s e  

f u r t h e r  e l emen t s  o f  ego development  which c o n t r i b u t e  t o  a 

p e r s o n ' s  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of  h i s  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y .  

A I d e n t i t y  S t r u c t u r e  and I d e n t i t y  S t a t u s  

0 -4 

A q u e s t i o n  c e n t r a l  t o  t h e  s t u d y  i s  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  

r e c i p r o c a l  i n f l u e n c e  oT c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  and psychodynamics 

i n  i d e n t i t y  f o r m a t i o n .  The d e l i n e a t i o n  'o f  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  

s t r u c t u r a l  scheme o f  l e v e l s  of i d e n t i t y  c o n f i r m s  t h a t  i d e n t i t y  

i s s u e s  a r e  e x p e r i e n c e d  i n  s t r u c t u r a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  ways depending  

on t h e  l e v e l  o  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  ego development .  The S \ 

o v e r a l l  e f f e c t  o f  t h e s e  s t r u c t u r a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  on t h e  mode o f  - 
psychodynamic i d e n t i t y  o l u t i o n  ( i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s )  i s  shown i n  

t a b l e  2 2 .  

I t  i s  a p p a r e n t  i n  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of  s t a t u s e s  by 
--. 

s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a  moderatk c o r r e l a t i o n  between 

them, r = . 4 1 ,  p  < .001. T h e r e  i s  a  t r e n d  f o r  t h e g o r e  s o p h i s t i -  
T 

c a t e d  s t r u c t u r e s  $ 0  b e  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  more ma tu re  o r  i n t e -  
- 

g r a t e d  s t a t u s e s .  I t  a p p e a r s  f rom t h i s  t h a t  s t r u c t u r a l  and qsycho- 
- -- - 

- - -  

dynamic development  show a  m u t u a l l y  f a c i l i t a t i v e  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  

Hoxever,  i t  i s  a l s o  a p p a r e n t  t h a t ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  o v e r a l l  d i s t r i -  

b u t i o n  i n  tRe c o n t i n g e n c y  t a b l e  - shors  a s i g n i f i c a n t  x 2  = 1 8 . 8 4 ,  

p < . O 5 ,  t h e r e  i s  a l s o  a wide  s c a t t e r  of  d a t a  p o i n t s ,  w i t h  most 
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o f  t h e  p o s s i b l e  combina t ions  o f  s t r u c t u r e  and s t a t u s  found.  A t  

t h e  no rmat ive  c o n v e n t i o n a l  l e v e l  low i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  p r e -  
* .  

A 

dominate  and o n l y  one  s u b j e c t  has  a c h i e v e d  an i d e n t i t y  w i t h i n  
i 

this  s t r u c t u r a l  c o n t e x t .  A t  t h e  emergent and s y s t e m a t i c  s e l f -  

aware l e v e l s  t h e ; e b s  a  more even  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  s t a t u s e s ,  w h i l e  

a t  t h e  autonomous i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  l e v e l  o n l y  a  s i n g l e  s u b j e c t  i s  

n o t  i n  t h e  h i g h e r  s t a t u s e s .  On-e r e a d i n g  

a * p r o p o s e  t h a t  allPowing f o r  e r r o r  o f  measurement t h e y  t e n d  t o  

s u p p o r t  t h e  h y p o t h e s e s  t h a t  s e l f - a w a r e  ego s t r u c t u r e s  a r e  n e c e s -  

s a r y  f o r  a c h i e v i n g ,  and p o s s i b l y  even f o r  q u e s t i o n i n g ;  i d e n t i t y ;  

and t h a t  i d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t i o n  i s  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  t h e  
i 

autonomous i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  l e v e l  o f  ego s t r u c t u r e .  But even t h i s  

' i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  l e a v e s  open t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  p r o c e s s e s  o f  

e x p l o r i n g  and r e s o l v i n g  i d e n t i t y  i s s u e s ,  o r  o f  f a i l i n g  t o  d o - s o  
A. 

s a t i s f a c t o r i l y ,  may d i f f e r  a t  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  ego s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l s .  

T h i s  i s  a  c e n t r a l  i s s u e  which b e a r s  more d e t a i l e d  examina t ion  r 
(a l thoug,h  i t  has  i m p l i c i t l y  been  d i s c u s s e d  t o  some e x t e n t  i n  t h e  

d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e s ) .  

A g e n e r a l  t h e o r e t i c a l  p o i n t  a t  i s s u e  i s  t h e  independ- 

ence  o f  t h e  two forms o f  c a t e g o r i s a t i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  i n  t h e i r  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  o t h e r  v a r i a b l e s .  T h i s  can  be  examined by 

p a r t i a l i n g  o u t  each  i n  t u r n  from t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  t h o s e  

developmenta l  v a r i a b l e s .  C o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e  t h e  

c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  k-.ith t h e  o t h e r  c o g n i t i v e  
I 

s t f u c t u r a l  measures  i s  a s  fo l loh - s :  x i t h  L o e v i n g e r ' s  ' ego  

development  ' 
*? 

= -,19, p = . I  ( i n c r e a s e d  from - . O 6 f ;  w i t h  

l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  r- = - 0 2 ,  n .  s .  ( r educed  from . l 6 )  ; w i t h  moral 

r e a s o n i n g  r = .01, n . s .  ( r educed  from . 2 7 ) .  Thus i d e n t i t y  
T 

s t r u c t u r e  e s s e n t i a l l y  a c c o u n t s  f o r  t h e  wh.ole of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
>s- 3- 
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development ,  a l b e i t  i n  a  somewhat s p e c u l a t i v e  manner g i v e n  t h e  
+ ex. 

l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  sample  and of t h e  numbers o f  s u b j e c t s  

i n v o l v e d  i n  each  o f  t h e s e  i n t e r a c t i o n s .  

Level  I 

The normat ive  c o n v e n t i o n a l  l e v e l  was d e s c r i b e d  a s  

l i m i t e d  i n  i t s  c a p a c i t i e s  f d r  r e f l e c t i o n  and a b s o l u t i s t i c  i n  
i r-i-  

v a l u e s  and a t t i t u d e - s  . The. most ' t y p i c a l  
\ .  

s t a t u s  i n  te rms o f  t h i s  

composit 'e d e s c r i p t i o n  s h o u l d  be  t h e  f o r e c l o s u r e  and s i x  o u t  o f  
* '7 

t h e  twe lve  s u b j e c t s  a t  t h i s  l e v e l  a i e  r a t e d  i n  t h i s  s t a t u s .  The i 
\ 

i d e n t i t y  sys t em of  t h e s e  f a r e c l o s u r e  s u b j e c t s  seems t o  c o n s i s t  
. , 

o f  a  s i n g l e  major  focus-,  a  domain i n  which t h e  s e l f  is c l e a r l y  
-, 

d e f i n e d  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  a  sys t em of  no rmat ive  v a l u e s  and g o a l s  

. which e x i s t  i n  t h e  s u b j e c t s '  wor lds  i n  a  t a k e n - f ~ r ~ g r a n t e d  way, 

w i t h  t h e  s e l f ,  t h e  r e f l e c t i o n s  

o f  t h e  i d e n t i t y  i n t e r v i e w ,  e x c l u s i v e l y  f o c u s s e d  on them. 

I d e n t i t y  syktems seem n o t  to3 be  c o h e r e n t l y  i n t e g r a t e d  a c r o s s  

domains.  These s u b j e c t s  o f t e n  g i v e  on,e t h e  f e e l h g  o f  r e p l a y i n g  

a  l i n e  o f  o p i n i o n  a ~ h p r i a t e d  from some o t h e r  s o u r c e  (most -- 

o f t e n ,  of  c o u r s M h e i r " ; a r e n t s ) .  The g e n e r a l  s u r f a c e  f e e l i n g  i s  

o f ' s e l f - c o n f i d e n c e  and u n t r o u b l e d  'optimism, b u t  t h e r e  may be  a 

s e n s e  o f  u n d e r l y i n g  a n x i e t y  abou t  t h e  ambigu i ty  i n h e r e n t  i n  ' t he  

c u l t u r a l  c l i m a t e  o f  c o l l e g e  a n d ' t h i s  emerges i n  t e r p s  o f  t h e  

d e n i g r a t i o n  o f  t h e  c h o i c e s  and v a l u e s  of  o t h e r s  a n d  may a l s o  - 
.- . - - 

c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  r i g i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  e x c l u s i v e  i d e n t i t y  focus'. 

D i f f u s i o n  s u b j e c t s  p r e s e n t  t h e  r e v e r s e  s i d e  o f  , t h i s  

b r i g h t  d e f i n e d  p i c t u r e  o f -  t h e  wor ld .  i m p r e s s i o n  t h e y  

g i v e  i s  o f  a  r e l a t i v e  d e p r e s s i o n  and h o p e l C s s n e s s ,  r e s i g n a t i o n  

s i t u a t i o n  in. which t h e y  f e e l  p o w e r l e s s .  c l e a r  s t r u c t u r e  



d e f i n e s  t h e i r  p a t h  t h r o u g h  t h e  wor ld  and-$hey e x p e r i e n c e  t h i s  

l o s t n e s s  a s  b e i n g  t r a p p e d  by i n i m i c a l  r e a l i t i e s .  I d e n t i t y  

d i f f u s i o n  g e n e r z l l y  i s  a  cop ing  s t r a t e g y  which d e a l s  wi th .  t h e  ,. 

a n x i e t y  o f  pe=rsonal  ambigu i ty  by c e a s i n g  t o  a c t i v e l y  c a r e  t o * d o  

a n y t h i n g  t a  change t h e  s i t u a t i o n ,  b u t  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  a r e  

a d d i t i o n a l l y  marked by a  l a c k  o f  any s e n s e  o<f much p o s s i b i l i t y  

i n  l i f e .  Miss ing  f rom t h i s  - sample  a r e  any ' happy-go- lucky ' ,  

g u i l t  f r k  d i . f f u s i o n s  a t  t h i s  lowes t  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l .  They a r e  

l i k e l y  n o t  t o  be  w i d e l y  r e p r e s e n t e d  i n  a  u n i v e r s i t y   ample.^ Such 
2 

s u b j e c t s  may remain ,  i n  f a c t ,  a t  lower  l e v e l s  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  ego 

development  t h a n  t h i s  one .  A l t e r n a t i v e l y ,  a t  t h i s  l e v e l  t h e y  may 

a p p e a r  > r a t h e r  a s  a  mixed ' f o r e c l o s u r e - d i f f u s i o n '  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s .  

The one i d e n t i t y  achievement  s u b j e c t  a't t h i s  l e v e l  i s  
* 

t h e o r e t i c a l l y  i m p o r t a n t .  e  c a s e  i s  - r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  
L 

whethe r  ' c o n c r e t e '  forms of  s t r u c t u r e  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  l i m i t  a  

p e r s o n  t o  immature i d e n t i t y  r e s o l u t i o n s  by n o t  e n a b l i n g  him t o  

rev iew and c o n s i d e r  a  r ange  o f  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o r  r e f l e c t  upon 

h i m s e l f .  One i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  c o u l d  b e  t h a t  t h i s  s u b j e c t  (S12) "  was 

i n c o e r r e c t l y  c l a s s i f i e d .  I t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  check  t h i s  t h r o u g h  

o t h e r  d a t a ,  and i n  f a c t  t h i s  s u b j e c t  s c o r e s  a t  c o n s i s t e n t l y  low 
* 

, s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l s  ( c o n c r e t e  o p e r g t i o n s ,  moral  s t a g e  3 ( 2 ) ,  and . v 

ego l e v e l  I 3 / 4 )  and foried p a r t  -of  t h e  r e l i a b i l i t y  check on 

' - i d d n t i t y  Status--where hd was r a t e d  c o n s i s t e n t l y  by b o t h  r a t e r s .  
: ,  

The f o r m - o f  t h i s  s u b j e c t ' s  i d e n t i t y  e x p e r i e n c e s  were  - 

q u i t e - e x t r e m e .  He ' d e s c r i b e s  h i s  l a t e  a d o l e s c e n c e  i n  te rms-which  

~ a k e  i t  a p p e a r  d i f f u s e ,  b u t  a s e n s e  o f  d i s s a t i s f a ~ % i o s  maae him 

-2 
D O  t r a v e l l i n g  i n  Europe.  The r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  was a p p a r e n t l y  a 9 

n e a r  breakdown and a p e r i o d  of v e r y  s e v e r e  d i s o r i e n t ' a t i o n .  He 

emerged from t h i s  h - i t h  a s t r o n g  s e n s e  of  h i s  c a p a c i t y  t o  do 



* 
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something  'in l i f e  i f  he  wanted t.0 and a d e s i r e  t o  g a i n  a  

p r o f e s s i o n a l  s t a t u s .  H i s  f a m i l y  background was,  e x t r e m b l y  d i s t u r b e d  

and i t  seems p r q b a b l e  t h a t  t h e s e  e x p e r i e n c e s  were i n i t i a t e d  under  

t h e  p r e s s u r e  o f  s e v e r e  emotional .  c o n f l i c t s .  He seemed p e i s o n a l l y  

open ,  f l e x i b l e  and e n e r g e t i c  i n  t h e  s t y l e  o f  ' i d e n t i t y  a c h i e c e -  Y 

m e n t s l .  His  v a l u e s  were r e m i n i s c e n t  of  some of  t h o s e  a t  the emergent 

s e l f - a w a r e  l e v e l ,  b u t  h e  seemed t o  l a c k  t h e  c a p a c i t i e s  f o r  

r e f l e c t i o n  which d e f i n e s  t h a t  l e v e l .  Thi's l a c k  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  

devel'opment may r e f l e c t  a  l i m i t a t i o n  o f  u n d e r l y i n g  c o g n i t i v e  

c a p a c i t i e s .  

The same t h e o r e t i c a l  i s s u e  i s  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  n a t u r e  

of  t h e  morator ium s t a t u s  a t  t h i s  l e v e l .  I n  f a c t  t h e  two s u b j e c t s  
=-Y 

, s o  r a t e d  werk r e g a r d e d  a s  r a t h e r  anomalous c a s e s  on b o t h  

t y p o l o g i e s  : a s  mora tor iums w i t h  s t r o n g  f o r e c l o s u r e  e l emen t s  ; and 

a s  t r a n s s t i o n a l  between l e v e l s  I and 11. They b o t h  d i s p l a y e d  

c o n s i d e r a b l e  c o n f l i c t  and s t r u g g l e ;  b o t h  were i n  open c o n f l i c t  

w i t h  t h e i r  f a t h e r s ;  b o t h  were  o v e r a c t i v e  i n  t h o u g h t  and manner. 

They showed no t e n t a t i v e n e s s  i n  t h i n k i n g ,  a d o p t i n g  c l e a r - c u t  

t o t a l i s t i c  v a l u e  p o s i t i o n s  b u t  c o n t r a d i c t e d  t h e m s e l v e s ,  o f t e n  - 
b u t  n o t  a lways l a c k i n g  awareness  of  t h i s .  They had no 

s e n s e  o f  t h e  a m b i g u i t y  o f  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n s  ' b u t  saw t h e m s e l v e s ,  

a c c u r a t e l y ,  a s  confused  and 'mixed-up ' . . 

These t h r e e  c a s e s  t o g e t h e r  may s u g g e s t  t h a t  an a c t i v e  
- 

e x p e r i e n c e  o f  c h o i c e  among a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  of doubt  a b o u t  o n e s e l f  

and m e ' s  d i r e c t i o n s  and commitments r e q u i r i n g  t h e  t o l e r a n c e  o f  

c o n t i n u i n g  ambigu i ty  and a  p e r i o d  o f  s t r u g g l e  toward r e s o l u t i o n  

i s  a  form o f  e x p e r i e n c e  x h i c h  canno t  be  f u l l y  ' c o n t a i n e d  w i t h i n ' ,  

o r  more a c c u r a t e l y  ' c o n s t r u c t e d  b y ' ,  a no rmat ive  c o n v e n t i o n a l  

ego s t r u c t u r e .  Thus p e o p l e  e x p e r i e n c i n g  a  p o t e n t i a l  c o n f l i c t  
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o v e r  t h e i r  s e n s e  o f  i d e n t i t y  can a t t e m p t  t o  c o n t r o 1 7 i t  

d e f e n s i v e l y  o r  p r o g r e s s  t o  a  more accommodating s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l .  
* 

That  i s ,  t h e  s t a t u s  t h a t  i s  p r e c l u d e d  by t h i s  s t r u c t u r a l  form 
t ,  

may be t h e  morator ium a s  we normal ly  u n d e r s t a n d  i t .  However i t  

a p p e a r s  t h a t  t h i s  ;ay n o t  e n t i r e l y  p r e c l u d e  f l e x i b l e  i d e n t i t y  

r e s o l u t i o n s  which can be a c h i e v e d  by some d i f f u s i v e  form o f  

s t r u c t u r a l  ' l o o s e n i n g 1  o u t  of  which a  reworked i d e n t i t y  can 

emerge. An a l t e r n a t i v e  form of 'mora tor ium'  might  b e  t h e  con- 

f l i c t e d ,  ' m i x e d - u p l q i c t u r e  d e s c r i b e d  above,  which may n o t  

n e c e s s a r i l y  r e s u l t  i n  a s t r u c t u r a l  t r a n s i t i o n .  Peop le  i n  e i t h e r  
I 

o f  t h q e  s t a t e s  a r e  c l e a r l y  v u l n e r a b l e  t o  ' a p p r o p r i a t e d '  f o r e -  
& 

= c l o s u r e s  of i d e n t i t ; , '  o f  l a t c h i n g  on t o  something  ' r e a d y  made'. 

I t  a p p e a r s  t h a t  t h e  c a s e s  a t  t h i s  l e v e l  who have 

e x p e r i e n c e d  i d e n t i t y  c o n f l i c t  have done s o  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  

i m p o r t a n t  p e r s o n a l  , c o n f l i c t s .  The c o n c l u s i o n  may b e  t h a t  i d e n t i t y  

a t  t h i s  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l  i s  l i k e l y  t o  be m a i n t a i n e d  a t  t h e  l e s s  

i n t e g r a t e d  s t a t u s e s  and i s  n o t  reworked u n l e s s  ' such a t t e m p t s  a t  

. r e s y n t h e s i s  a r e  i m p e l l e d  by psychodynamic o r  c u l t u r a l  c o n f l i c t s  

which c r e a t e  s t r o n g  p r e s s u r e  f o r  r e s o l u t i o n .  These  f o r m u l a t i o n s  

r e c e i v e  some f u r t h e r  c o n f i r m a t i o n  from t h e  d a t a  o f  Rowe (1978) 
5 

who had a  s i n g l e  mora tor ium s u b j e c t  a t  c o n c r e t e  o p e r a t i o n s ;  

a g a i n  t h i s  s u b j e c t  was e x p e r i e n c i n g  a  s e v e r e  e m o t i o n a l l y  based  

c r i s i s ,  such  t h a t  Rowe q u e s t i o n e d  whe the r  he was a  ' t r u e 1  

morator ium. 

A n o t e  o f  c a u t i o n  s h o u l d  be e x p r e s s e d  a b o u t  c o n c l u s i o n s  

based  on t h i s  sample .  Not o n l y  i s  i t ' s m a l l ,  s o  t h a t  o t h e r  forms 

o f  e x p e r i e n c i n g  i d e n t i t y  i s s u e s  may e x i s t ,  b u t  a l s o  i n d i v i d u a l s  

a t  t h i s  l e v e l  i n  a u n i v e r s i t y  c o n t e x t  may t e n d  t o  he somewhat 
- - 

uniisual  a s  people. ' -Thus . t h e s e l f o r m s  o f  i d e n t i t y  may a l s o  be  
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u n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  no rmat ive  c o n v e n t i o n a l  ego s t r u c t u r e s  i n  

t h e  w i d e r  p o p u l a t i o n ,  b e i n g  p e r h a p s  w i d e l y  i n f l u e n c e d  by 
L 

l i m i t a t i o n s  s e t  by an a r r a y  o f  factors - c o g n i t i v e ,  psychodynamic . 
s 

and s a c * i o c u l t u r a l .  N o n e t h e l e s s  t h e r e  i s  e v i d e n c e  f o r  an i m p o r t a n t  

i n f l u e n c e  o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  on psychodynamic p r o c e s s e s .  

Level  I 1  

A t  t h e  eniergent s e l f - a w a r e  l e v e l  t h e  open s t r u c t u r e  

can seem r a t h e r  ' d i f f u s i v e f  i n  g e n e r a l  c h a r a c t e r ,  b u t  f o r e -  r - 
c l o s u r e  remains t h e  c o r n m o n e s t ~ s t a t u s .  These s u b j e c t s  were n o t  s o  

c o g n i t i v e l y  l i m i t e d  o r  s o  r i g i d  a 3  a t  t h e  p r e v i o u s  l e v e l  b u t  had 

s t i l l  a c c e p t e d  t h e  norms, i d e a l s  and g o a l s  o f  t h e i r  f a m i l y  w i t h -  

o u t  s i g n i f i c a n t  q u e s t i o n i n g .  They seemed l e s s  d e f e n s i v e  t h a n  a t  

l e v e l  I ,  b u t  t e n d e d  t o  be r a t h e r  b l a n d .  They seemed t o  l a c k  

s o c i a l  e x p e r i e n c e .  ~ e l a t i o n s h i ~ s  w i t h  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  s t i l l  sounded 

i d e a l i s e d  and m a i n t a i n e d  a s  s i g n i f i c a n t  s u p p o r t s .  Some o f  t h e s e  

s u b j e c t s  were p r o b a b l y  ' deve lopmenta l  f o r e c l o s u r e s '  who were y e t  

1 i k e . l ~  t o  meet w i t h  c o n f l i c t s  and q u e s t i o n s  which would a f f e c t  

them more p e r s o n a l l y .  I t  i s  a s  i f  such .  s u b j e c t s  have a  c a p a c i t y  

f  r e x p l o r a t i o n  which has  remained u n t e s t e d  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  what k 
i s  most i m p o r t a n t  t o  them, e i t h e r  a s  a  r e s u l t  o f  l a c k  o f  wide 

e x p e r i e n c e ,  l a c k  of  s i g n i f i c a n t  c o n f l i c t  i n  t h e i r  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  

t h e i r  background o r  a n x i e t y  a t  t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  such  

q u e s t i o n i n g .  

4 The emergence3 o f  a  new l e v e l  of  s e l f - ~ c o n s c i o u s n e s s ,  t h e  

c a p a c i t y  t o  r e l a t e  o n e ' s  s e l f - i m a g e  t o  a  r ange  o f  o p t i o n s ,  t o  

e x p l o r e  and t o  q u e s t i o n  normat ive  i d e a l i s a t i o n s  a r e  q u a l i t i e s  

x h i c h  seem r e l e v a n t  t o  a  mid -ado lescen t  q u e s t i o n i n g  b u t  a r e  

pe rhaps  l e s s  s u i t e d  t o  d e c i s i o n  making abou- i n t e g r a t i o n  of  
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o n e s e l f  and t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  o n e f s  l i f e  a c t i v i t y ' t o  i t s  

s o c i a l  c o n t e x t .  Moratorium s u b j e c t s  may t us e ~ p ~ r i e n c e  .the 4 
"i, 

d e s i r e  t o  e x p l o r e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  and t o  broad& themse lves  b u t  

commitment may be  a  probl&m. These s u b j e c t s  seemed t o  be  l o o k i n g  

a round  a t  a  r a t h e r  u n s t r u c t u r e d  a r r a y  o f  o p t i o n s ,  h o p i n g  t o  l a n d  
/ " 

on something  stable. P r o b a b l y  d i f f e r e n t  i n d i v i d u a l s  can  make r 
t h i s  s e a r c h  w i t h  a  v a r i e t y  o f  f e e l i n g s  of .* .anxiety o r  c o n f i d e n c e .  

# 
A s a l i e n t  f e a t u r e  o f  t h i s  l e v e l  i s  a  d i f  s e  q u a l i t y  f-r t 

p r e s e n t  i n  many o f  &he s u b j e c t s .  I t  seemed p a r t i c u l a r l y  d i f f i c u l t  , . A 

t o  draw a  c l e a r  d i s t i n c t i o n  'between r a t i n g  s u b j e c t s  a s  morator ium 
L 

o r  d i f f u s i o n .  Thq search<ng o f  t h e  mora tor ium s u b j e c t s  had  a  - - 

r e l a t i v e l y  ' c o o l f  q u a l i t y .  E q u a l l y  t h e  d i f f u s i o n  s u b j e c t s  saw 

themse lves  a s  open t o  what might  come a l o n g ,  and t a l k e d  i n  te rms 

of  l o o k i n g  f o r  t h e  ' r i g h t  t h i n g f .  Each of  t h e s e  t h r e e  s u b j e c t s  

had e x p e r i e n c e d  p e r i o d s  o f  doub t  and s e a r c h  b u t  had found i t  

d i - f f i c u l t  t o  f i n d  something  t h a t  f e l t  r i g h t ,  t o  commit themse lves  

t o  a n y t h i n g .  Each had  g e n e r a l  i d e a s  o f  some d i r e c t i o n  i n  which - 

t h e y  were headed,  b u t  c l e a r l y  hoped t h a t  something  which r e a l l y  

f e l t  ' r i g h t 1  would a p p e a r .  There  seemed t o  be a  f e a r  of b e i n g  + 

t i e d  down and s t u l t i f i e d  ( i n  two o f  t h e  t h r e e ) .  Thus t h e  

d i s t i n c t i o n  between t h e  u n d i r e c t e d  q u e s t i o n i n g  of  t h e  morator ium 

s u b j e c t s  and t h e  c o n t i n u i n g  b u t  more l i s t l e s s  s e a r c h  o f  t h e  

d i f f u s . i o n s  may b e  a  m a t t e r  o f  f i n e  judgement.  I t  i s  p o s s i b l e  

t h a t  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  may f l u c t u a t e  from t ime  t o  t ime  between 

t h e s e  two, w i t h  p e r i o d s  o f  r e l a t i v e  ' c r i s i s '  and .anxious  s e a r c h  
- - - - - 

a l t e r n a t i n g  w i t h  ' w a i t i n g '  p e r i o d s  i n  a  mare d i f f u s e  s t y l e .  

Again,  t h e  s u b j e c t s  r a t e d  a s  i d e n t i t y  achievement  were 
- '  ' 

among t h e - I e ' s s  c l e a r l y  s c o r a b l e ,  hav ing  some o f  t h e  q u a l i t i e s  o f  

b o t h  f o r e c l o s u r e  and d i f f u s i o n  s t a t u s e s .  They seemed t o  have 
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e x p e r i e n c e d m o r e  d i s o r i e n t a t i o n  d u r i n g  qu ' e s t ion ing  and f e l t  t h e  
d 

- need f o r  a  s e n s e  o f  d i r e c t i o n ,  b u t  t h i s  remained a t  a  g e n e r a l  
9 -2 

l e v e l  a l l o w i n g  f o r  f u r t h e r  e x p l o r a t i o n  and development .  A l so  

each  o f  t h y  v j e c t s  c o u l d  b e  r a t h e r  g l i b ,  d i s m i s s i v e l y  

t o l e r a n t  o r  c o s i l y  n o n - q u e s t i o n i n g ;  t h i s  h a s  some s i m i l a r i t i e s  \ 

a 

--, t o  an ' q p r o p r i a t i o n f  t y p e  o f  f o r e c l o s u r e ;  . 

/ I t  may i n  f a c t  b e  most accura t -e  t o  c o n s i d e r  many o f  * 

t h e s e  s u b j e c t s ,  whate,ver t h e i r  s t a t u s ,  a s  s t i l l  i n v o l v e d  $n a  

deve lopmenta l  p r o c e s s  r e l e v a n t  t o  i d e n t i t y  f o r m a t i o n .  Even t h o s e  
\ 

r a t e d  achievement  show scope  f o r  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  

i d e n t i t y  (and  s o  p o s s t b l y  f o r  i t s  r e v e r t i n g  t o  some more s t e r e o -  -_ 
t y p e d  fo rm) .  Thus a t 7 t h i s  l e v e l  w h i l e  t h e  s t a t u s  t y p o l o g y  p o i n t s  

t o  t h e  r e l e v a n t  p a r a m e t e r s  i t  may be  h a r d e r  t o  employ a s  a  

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  sys t em.  I n  p a r t i c u l a r  i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  f u r t h e r  

i d e n t i t y  work i s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  c o n s o l i d a t i o n s  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  l e v e l  111. 

I 
Leve l  I 1 1  

The conce rn  w i t h  p e r s o n a l  i n t e g r i t y  and w i t h  a c t i n g  i n  
4 

t e rms  of a  c o h e r e n t  sys t em o f  v a l u e s  a t  t h e  h a t i c  s E l f -  
" W  P 

aware l e v e l  sounds l i k e  t h e  s t u f f  o f  d e v e l o p i n g  ego i d e n t i t y ,  

and t h e r e  i s  a  p reponderence  of  i d e n t i i y  achieGement s b b j e c t s  

( f i v e  o u t  o f  e l e v e n )  a t  t h i s  l e v e l .  Two p a t t e r n s  seem t o  be  

r o u g h l y  d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e  among them. I n  one group o f  t h r e e  t h e i r  

accoun t  o f  t h e i r  develop 'mental  h i s t o r y  s u g g e s t s  a  p e r i o d  o f  

d i f f u s i o n ,  w i t h  p o i n t s  j o f  c r i s i s ,  which was q u i t e  ex tended  u n t i l  

, , t h e y  found a  d i r e c t i o n  f o r  c a r e e r  development  a round which t h e y  
J 9 i n t e g r a t e d  a  sys tem of  v a l u e s .  I n h t h e  o t h e r  two s u b j e c t s  t h e r e  

% a s  a  more d e f i n e d  peri ,od-ef c r i s i s  i n  wh ich  t h e y  had t o  s t r u g g l e  
*, 
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formed seemed weak and l a c k i n g  i n  p e r s o n a l  d e p t h ;  h i s  manner was 

somewhat f l i p p a n t  and c y n i c a l .  Thus t h e r e  i s  a  s e n s e  in-  t h i s  
1 

d i f f u s i o n  s t a t e  0 f . a  p e r s o n a 1 , e n t e r p r i s e  which h a s  n o t  +been \ 

" f u l l y  f o l l o w e d  t h r o u g h ,  and a  l e s s  t h a n  p e r s o n a l l y  mean ingfu l  
/\ 

outcome a c c e p t e d .  

A s t a t e  o f  developmenta l  ( i . e . ,  p re-cr i s i s )  f o r e c l o s u r e  

i s  shown by one s u b j e c t .  E a r l y  commYtments had been  fo r&ed  t o  a  

. d i r e c t i o n  i n  l i f e  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  of* ;--well-developed T v a l u e  ~ . 

sys t em and s e n s e  o f  s e l f .  T h i s  s u b j e c t e d  d e m o n s t r a t e d  a  p e r s o n a l  

f l e x i b i l i t y  and m q t u r i t y ,  a c a p a c i t y  f o r  c r i t i c a l  t h i n k i n g  and 

an independence  from h i s  f a m i l y  n o t  u s u a l l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  

f o r e c l o s u r e  s t a t u s .  But h i s  i d e a l s - a n d  g o a l s  seemed u n t e s t e d  and 

s o  u n i n t e g r a t e d  i n t o  a  f u l l  s e n s e  o f  what i t  was l i k e  t o  be  an . 

autonomous i n d i v i d u a l  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  a  w i d e r  w o r l d ;  t h e r e  seemed 

t o  be  a  :geed. t o  r e s y n t h e s i s e  h i s  commitments. T h i s  s u b j e c t  was 

young (18 y e a r s  o l d )  and i t  seems p r o b a b l e  t h a t  deve lopmenta l  

f o r e c l o s u r e  as w e l l  a s  mora tor ium s u b j e c t s  a t  t h i s  s t r u c t u r a l  

l e v e l  a r e  t h e  most l i k e l y  c a n d i d a t e s  t o  make t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  

l e v e l  I V ,  a l though '  a s  s u g g e s t e d  above t h i s  i s  .not  t h e  on ly .  

p o s s i b l e  developmenta l  outcome. 

However t h e  o t h e r  f o r e c l o s u r e  s u b j e c t  seems- t o  

d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  i t  i s  a l s o  p o s s i b l e  t o  r e a c h  t h e  s y s t e m a t i c  s e l 5 -  

aware l e v e l  o f  s t r u c t u r e  and  remain i n  a  f o r e c l o s e d  s t a t u s ,  by 

b e i n g  bound t o  s t r o n g ,  a n x i e t y - l a d e n  ch i ldhood  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s  

and  c u r r e n t  e m o t i o n a l l y  charges. bonds t o  t h e  f a m i l y .  Here t h e  
.' 
,.- 

. commitments formed a l l o w ,  pe rhaps  demand, an  awareness  o f  

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  a  wide r  c o n t e x t  and a  deve loped  c a p a c i t y  f o r  

s e l f - c r i t i c i s m  b u t  do n o t  s u p p o r t  t h e  r i s k  o f  q u e s t i o n i n g  and 

reworking  t h o s e  v a l u e s  and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s .  



Leve l  I V  - 
A s  d e s c r i b e d  t h e  autonomobs i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  l e v e l  

has  i d e n t i t y  and commitment' a s  major  f o c a l  c o n c e r n s .  There  i s  a  
1 

v e r y  s t r o n g  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e y h i g h e r  s t a t u s e s  and i t  seems 

p r o b a b l e  t h a t  some form o f  i d e n t i t y  q u e s t i o n i n g  i s  a  n e c e s s a r y  

p r e r e q u i s i t e  f o r , o r  concommitant o f  t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  t h i s  l e v e l .  

/- For  mora tor ium s u b j e c t s  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  how t o  a f f i r m  -*. 

t hemse lves  th rough  meanirigful commitments was a  c e n t r a l  problem - 

# and t h i s  i n v o l v e d  them ~ 5 t h  v a r y i n g  d e g r e e s  o f  i n t e n s i t y  and 

immediacy i n  a  t e n s i o n a l  rela&&pship w i t h  e i r  s o c i a l  c o q t e x t ,  
I "y"' Tf"- * 

and p e r h a p s  i n  a  ' r e l a t i v i s t i c  c r i s * ~  - = & f f i c u l t y  o f  

f i n d i n g  a  meaningful  g round ing  f o r  t h e i r  choiz??s,  They were 
L; 

5 .- 
c h a r a c t e r i s e d  by power fu l  f e e l i n g s  o f  ambivalence  and a  s e n s e  

,-- 

t h a t  b o t h  t h e i r  dilemma and p o s s i b  e  ways o u t  of  i t  were  somehow 2 
i l l u s o r y  o r  some k i n d  o f  t r a p  o r  f a i l u r e .  However t h i s  a n x i e t y  

may b e  d i f f i c u l t  t o  c o n t a c t .  The p h i l o s o p h i c a l  q u e s t i o n i n g  may 

a l s o  f u n c t i o n  a s  a  s t r o n g  i n t e f l e c t u a l i s e d  d e f e n c e  and t h e s e  

s u b j e c t s  sometimes p r e s e n t e d  themse lves  a s  s o p h i s t i c a t e d  

' d i f f u s i o n s .  The  impor tance  o f  v o c a t i o n a l  o r  i d e o l o g i c a l  commit- 

y4ment may be d e n i e d  w i t h  t h e  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  one j u s t  n e e d s  t o  t a k e  

l i f e  a s  i t  comes. Thus two of  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  j u s t i f i e d  t h e i r  

a l i e n a t i o n  and l a c k  of  commitment k s w e l l  a s  a d m i t t i n g  t o  their 

d o u b t s  abou t  i t .  Another  s u b j e c t  o n l y  a d m i t t e d  t o  h i s  a n x i e t i e s  

L, 
a f t e r  denying  them f o r  most o f  t h q  i n t e r v i e w .  

r . 4  - - 
- - 

Such an a l i e n a t e d  o r  s e l f - i n d u l g e n t  i d e n t i t y  d i f f u s i o n  
- 

seems t o  be a  p o t e n t i a l  form o f  r e s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s '  

dilemma. T h e . s u b j e c t  r a t e d  a s  d i f f u s i o n  h e r e  was autonomous, s e l f -  
? 

c o n f i d e n t ,  a s s e r t i v e  and d i s p l a y e d  l i t t l e  s i g n  o f  a n x i e t y .  He 

c l a imed  t o  have p u t  q u e s t i o n s  o f  meaning a s i d e  and t o  b e  happy t o  be 
e 
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a b l e  t o  d i s p e n s e  w i t h  long- t e rm commitments. Thus t h i s  i s  a  

a 

r e l a t i v e l y  ' n a r c i s s i s t i c 1  s o l u t i o n ,  w h i ~ b  lacks, i n  4 i i r i k s m 1 5  

t e rms ,  ' f i d e l i t y ' .  

Another  p o s s i b l e  s o l u t i o n  a t  t h i s  l e v e l  might  be t h a t  

of  t h e  'mora tor ium c h a r a c t e r 1 .  \Vith a  good c a p a c i t y  t o  cope w i t h  
P1. 

ambigu i ty  t h e  i s s u e  of  s e a r c h i n g  f o r  commitment c o u l d  b e  a  v e r y  

, ex tended  one .  Such a  p e r s o n  may move i n  and o u t  of t r i a l  commit- + 

ments ,  a l t e r n a t i n g  w i t h  p e r i o d s  o f  c r i s i s  o r  r e l a t i v e  d i f f u s i o n ,  
, 

x i t h  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  c o n t i n u i n g  t o  be an o r i e n t i n g - o n e  

a s  he  c o n f r o n t s  t h e  l a t e r  developmenta l  i s s u e  o f  i n t i m a c y .  

No s u b j e c t s  i n  t h i s  s t u d y  were r a t e d  as f o r e c l o s u r e  a t  

t h i s  l e v e l  and i t  may seem toAbe i m p o s s i b l e  t o  f i n d  t h i s  s t a t u s  

h e r e , g i v e n  t h e  c e n t r a l i t y  o f  q u e s t i o n i n g  t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  p e r s o n a l  

commitment. However i t  may b e  wor thwhi l e  t o  e n t e r t a i n  t h e  specu-  

l a t i o n  t h a t  some s u b j e c t s  might  r e spond  d e f e n s i v e l y  t o  t h e  

a n x i e t i e s  c r e a t e d  by t h i s  s t r u c t u r a l  t r a n s i t i o n  w i t h  t h e  ' a p p r o -  
- 

p r i a t i o n '  o f  some t o t a l i s t i c  s o l u t i o n ,  such  a s  s o p h i s t i c a t e d ,  a l l -  

encompassing i d e o l o g i c a l  sys t ems  which a r e  c a p a b l e  o f  a d d r e s s i n g  

themse lves  t o  t h e  c o n f u s i o n s  and i n s i g h t s  o f  t h i s  new p e r s p e c t i v e .  

For exaniple, two o f  t h e  morator ium s u b j e c t s  had  a t t e n h e d  and been  

impressed  by  an  'EST' semina r .  I t  must remain u n c l e a r  whe the r  i f  

such  a r-funct ional  r e t r e a t 1  took  p lace '  i t  would a l s o  be  a  

s t r u c t u r a l  one.  

Ident i ty ,+efh ievements  - had - a  f l e x i b l e ,  - - -  d e v e l o p i n g  s e n s e  

o f  s e l f ,  an  obv ious  a d a p t a b i l i t y  i n  t h e i r  r e s p o n s e s  t o  p ~ e s e n t  
- 

- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - 

and p o t - e n t i a l  l i f e  c i r c u m s t a n c e s .  The v o c a t i o n a l  commitments t h e y  

had made t e n d e d  t o  b e  i n  t e rms  o f  g e n e r a l  o r i e n t i n g  d i r e c t i o n s  
L. 

h-hich t h e y  k-ere aware % e r e  s u b j e c t  t o  i n f l u e n c e  and r e f i n e m e n t  

b u t  % e r e  n o t  vague.  Some had long  t e r m  g o a l s ,  c l a i m i n g  t o  f e e l  
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C - a 210 autonomous individualis tic $level demands txat .the identity of 
I 

, the self-system be put into question it may still fail to be .re- 

\ synthesised in psychodynamically integ.rated w2ys. However these 

results do confirm that the probability of mature identity 

resolution is considerably facilitated by structural development. 
v' 

-- But the major contribution of this qualitative exploration has 

been to highlight the way in which this development also affects 

the form both of the process of identity exploration and of its 

outcome, be that the achievement of an integrated identity or 

some less satisfactory resolution. 



The c e n t r a l ' q u e s t i o n  o f  t h i s  s t u d y  h a s  been  how 

d i v e r s e  approaches  t o  ' ego  development1  re , la te  t o  eac'h o t h e r  and 

how t h e y  c a n  b e  i n t e g r a t e d  i n t o  a c o h e r e n t  a c c o u n t .  A s p e c i f i c  

developmenta l  p e r i o d ,  y o u t h ,  was t h e  forum f o r  examining these .  

t h e o r e t i c a l  i s s u e s  a s  t h e y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  development  o f '  

p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  d u r i n g  t h i s  s t a g e  o f  l i f e .  T h i s  c h a p t e r  

/ a t t e m p t s  t o  a d d r e s s  t h a t  q u e s t i o n  by summaris ing ,  i n t e r p r e t i n g  

and i n t e g r a t i n g  t h e  r e s u l t s  f rom b o t h  t h e  q u a n t i t a t i v e  and 

q u a l i t a t i v e  e m p i r i c a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  c a r r i e d  o u t .  These  r e s u l t s  

c a s t  l i g h t  on t h e  form which an i n t e g r a t i v e  t h e o r y  o f  ego 

development  might  t a k e ,  and on t h e  p r o c e s s e s  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  

f o r m a t i o n  of  i d e n t i t y .  

The f i r s t  h y p o t h e s i s  b e i n g  examined conce rned  t h e  

i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  o f  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  schemes o f  

development .  I t  was g e n e r a l l y  conf i rmed t h a t  t h e y  d i d  c o h e r e  a s % a  

group w i t h  a  s m a l l  t o  modera te  l i n e a r  c o r r e l a t i o n  between them. 

T o g e t h e r  t h e y  d e f i n e d  t h e  f i r s t  f a c t o r  i n  t h e  f a c t o r  a n . a l y s i s .  

The c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  . 5 0  between l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  and mora'l 
I 

r e a s o n i n g  i s  i n  a c c o r d  w i t h  p r e v i o u s  s t u d i e s  showing such  a  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tween  t h e ~ ~ w a r i a b l e s  i n  t h e  r a n g e  . 4 0  t o  . 60  

(-Arbuthnot,  1973;  Cauble ,  1976;  Lee,  1973;  Langford  and George, 

1 9 7 5 ) .  The c o r r e l a t i o n  between moral  r e a s o n i n g  and L o e v i n g e r t s  

' e g o  development*  o f  .36 a l s o  conf i rms  e a r l i e r  f i n d i n g s  b u t t h e r e  

i s  1 e s s  c o n s i s t e n c y  h e r e .  Suf f i v a n  e t  a l .  (1970) found r' = . 66 ,  -- 
and Lambert ( 1 9 7 2 j  found r = .80.  These s t u d i e s  differe 'd  from t h e  

p r e s e n t  r e s e a r c h  i n  t h e  age  r a n g e  s t u d i e d ,  and t h e  s i z e  o f  b o t h  

c o r r e l a t i o n s  was reduced  by c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  age  t o  . 4 0  i n  



2 1 2  
S u l l i v a n  e:t a l . ' s  a d o l e s c e n t  sample,  and . -- 
comple te  a d u l t  age r ange ,  w h i l e  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  t h e  s i z e  

of t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  was e s s e n t i a l l y  unchanged. T h i s  may s u g g e s t  

t h a t  t h e s e  d i f f e r e n c e s  r e s u l t  f rom d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  r ange  of  

v a r i a n c e  i n  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n s  sampled,  and t h a t  , t h i s  i s  r educed  i n  

a  c o l l e g e  p o p u l a t i o n .  F u r t h e r  t h e  moral  s c o r i n g  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  

s t u d y  t e n d s  t o  r educe  t h e  number o f  s u b j e c t s  a t  t h e  h i g h e r  ' s t a g e s  

c o m p a r e d L t o  t h e  e a r l i e r  scheme; i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t  t h e  lower  

r e l a t i o n  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  may be  , the r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  r e s t r i c -  

t i o n  o f  t h e  r ange  o f  s c o r e s  b u t  a  more a c c u r a t e  r e f l e c t i o n  o f  

t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  c u r r e n t  v e r s i o n s  o f  t h e  two schemes. 

The f i n d i n g  o f  o n l y  a  low b o r d e r l i n e  s i g n i f i c a n t  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  of  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  t o  leg% d e v e l o p m e n t l , o n e  
1 

which d i s a p p e a r s  by c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  moral  r eason ing , seems  t o  

d e m o n s t r a t e  t h e  g r e a t e r  t h e o r e t i c a l  d i s t a n c e  o f . L o e v i n g e r l s  t e s t  

from P i a g e t i a n  s t r u c t u r a l i s m .  Loevinger  a p p e a r s  n o t  t o  p r e d i c t  

any c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of  ' ego  development1  t o  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s .  

and no p r e v i o u s  r e s e a r c h  h a s  looked  f o r  one .  Thus ' ego  deve lop-  

m e n t l . a s  s c o r e d  from t h e  W.U.S.C. o n l y  seems t o  b e a r  a  c l o s e  

c o n c e p t u a l  a f f i l i a t i o n ,  i n  Damon1s ( 1 9 7 7 )  t e r m s ,  t o  t h o s e  

a s p e c z s  of  development embodied i n  t h e  more s o c i a l  c o g n i t i v e  
It 

s t r u c t u r a l  t h e o r i e s .  T h i s  l a c k  o f  an independen t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  

l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  may s u g g e s t  t h a t  components of  t h e  W . U . S . C .  

a c c o u n t i n g  f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  v a r i a n c e  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  l e s s  r e l a t e d  

t o  a  s t r i c t l y  s t r u c t u r a l  c o n c e p t i o n  o f  t h e  development o f  s o c i a l  
- - 

c o g n i t i o n ;  f o r  example t h a t  t h e  K . U .  S.C. may b e  more, i n f l u e n c e d  - 

by c o n t e n t  e l emen t s  t h a n  o t h e r  s t r u c t u r a l  schemes (Kohlberg ,  

p e r s o n a l  communica t ion) .  

The g e n e r a l  p a t t ' e r n  o f  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  of c o g n i t i v e  



s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s  i s  f u r t h e r  conf i rmed i f  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  - 
* 

at;temp7t t o  cod-e t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  i d e n t i t y  s e e k i n g  p r o c e s s e s  i n  a  

c o g n i t i v e  deve lopmenta l  fo rma t  is c o n s i d e r e d .  T h i s  ' v a r i a b l e 1 .  

a g a i n . ' l o a d e d  h e a v i l y  on t h e  f i r s t  f a c t o r  i n  t h e  f a c t o r  a n a l y s i s .  

The re  was a  s t r o n g  c o r r e l a t i o n  w i t h  moral r e a s o n i n g  o f  . 5 9 ,  and 

a r e l a t i c m i h i p  w i t h  l o g i c a l  0-pera t ions  of  . 3 4  (which i s  i n t e r -  

m e d i a t e  i n  magni tude  between t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  o f  mora l  r e a s o n i n g  

and ' e g o  development1  t o  t h e  P i a g e t i a n  v a r i a b l e ) .  I n  s p i t e  o f  a  

c o n c e p t u a l  s i m i l a r i t y  t o  t h e  Loevinger  scheme t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

t o  i t  was w e a k e s t ,  . 2 6 .  While t h e s e  r e s u l t s  c l e a r l y  need  t o  b e  

t r e a t e d  w i t h  c a u t i o n ,  g i v e n  t h a t  i d e n t i t y  cannot, be  

r e g a r d e d  a s  a  v a l i d a t e d  o r  r e l i a b l e  v a r i a b l e ,  t h i s  p a t t e r n  does 
- 

p r o v i d e  f u r t h e r  modest s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  o v e r a l l  p a t t e r f i 3 0 f  r e s u l t s  

d i s c u s s e d - a b o v e .  __ 
- - 

C o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  t h e o r y  g e n e r a t e s  h y p o t h e s e s  which 

demand.a c l o s e r  examina t ion  o f  t h e  form o f  t h e  s t a g e  r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p s  between d i f f e r e n t  schemes.  The p r e v i o u s  f i n d i n g  t h a t  t h e r e  

i s  a  d 6 c a l a g e  between t h e  development  o f  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  and 

o f  moral r e a s o n i n g  (Tomlinson-Keasey and Keasey,  1974;  Kuhn et 

B l . ,  1977) was conf i rmed i n  t h i s  s t u d y .  Emergent f o r m a l  - 

o p e r a t i o n s  was a n e c e s s a r y  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  t h e  
A- 

development of  emergent  (minor  s t a g e )  p r i n c i p l e d  mora l  r e a s o n i n g  

i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  d a t a .  Moreover i t  was a  n e c e s s a r y  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i -  

e n t l c o n d i t i o n  f o r  s t a g e  4 r e a s o n i n g  t o  be  a  major  s t a g e ,  though 
/ 

n o t '  f o r  i t s  emergence a s  a  minor  s t a g e .  T h i s  i s  more i n  a c c o r d  - 

b - i t h  K o h l b e r g ' s  (1973) t h e o r e t i c a l l y  p r e d i c t e d  s t a g e  co r re spond-  - 

e n c i e s  ( q u o t e d  i n  t a b l e  3) ; i t  i s  a  r e s u l t  n o t  conf i rmed  by Kuhn 

e t  a l . ' s  (1977) d a t a ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e y  d i d  f i n d  emergent  fo rma l  -- 
is -----. 

o p e r a t i o n s  t o  b e  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  c o n s o l i d a t e d ,  p u r e  s t a g e  4 t h o u g h t .  
U 
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A f u r t h e r  f e a t u r e  of t h e  p r e s e n t  d a t a  was t h a t  t h e  h i g h e s t  s t a g e  

of  fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s  was h e r e  a  ' s u f f i c i e n t '  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  t h e  

development  o f  p r i n c i p l e d  moral  r e a s o n i n g ,  a  r e s u l t  which a g a i n  

i s  n o t  confirmed by Kuhn e t  -- a l . ' s  (1977) d a t a .  

How a r e  t h e s e  r e s u l t s  t o  be i n t e g r a t e d ?  I n  such  a  

q u a l i t a t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  examina t ion  of c o g n i t i v e  deve lopmenta l  

d a t a  d i s c o n f i r m i n g  c a s e s  of  p roposed  n e c e s s a r y  o r  s u f f i c i e n t  
-. 

c o n d i t i o n s  a r e  v i t a l  and must be r e s p e c t e d  i f  t h e y  e x i s t  i n  
- 

'\ q u f f i c i e n t  numbers t o  w i t h s t a n d  t h e  c r i t i c i s m  of  measurement 
, '> 

e r r o r .  Thus t h e  Kuhn e t  a l . ( 1 9 7 7 )  r e s u l t s  where t h e y  c o n t r a d i c t  
1 

t h e  p r e s e n t  d a t a  i n  t h e s e  ways t a k e  p r e c e d e n c e ,  However i t  would 

be h e l p f u l  a l s o  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  r e a s o n s  ' f o r  t r e n d s  i n  t h e s e  

d a t a .  Another  problem i s  t h a t  f o r  t h e  concep t  o f  d e c a l a g e  t o  

make s e n s e ,  s t a g e  c d r e s p o n d e n c i e s  must b e  c l e a r l y  d e l i n e a t e d .  

Thus i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  p r e s e r v e  a  ve ry  r i g o r o u s  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  

d 6 c a l a g e  h y p o t h e s i s ,  amounting t o  a  ' n e c e s s a r y  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  

c o n d i t i o n ' ,  by p r o p o s i n g  t h a t  fo rma l  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  c o r r e s -  2% & 
a- . * -  

pond t o  p r i n c i p l e d  moral  r e a s o n i n g  and a r e  \ n e c e s s a r y  f o r  it, a s  '-- 
\ $ 1  

Kuhn e t  a l .  do. T h i s 4 n  e s s e n c e  moves Kohlb.ergts  (1975) - 
hyph$he3+&sed c o r r e s p o n d e n c i e s  ' u p '  one s t a g e .  T h i s  l e a v e s  a  . 
problem w i t h  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  d e c a l a g e  a t  p u r e  s t a g e  4 ( f o r  Kuhn e t  

a l . ' s  r e s u l t s )  and a t  ma jo r  s t a g e  4 i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  r e s u l t s .  - 
An a l t e r n a t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  might  be t o  p r e s e r v e  

i 
K o h l b e r g ' s  p r ~ p o s e d ~ s t a g e  c o r r e s p o n d e n c i e s  b u t  t o  a d o p t  a  more 

f l e x i b l e  p o s i t i o n  on t h e  n a t u r e  o f  ' d 6 c a l a g e '  s i m i l a r  t o  Damon's 
/' 

(1977) .  I n  t h i s  view f o f m a l  s t r u c t u r e s  may be  a v a i l a b l e  w i t h  
1 

r e s p e c t  t o  c e r t a i n  c o n c e p t u a l  domains b u t  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  

demons t ra t ed  on ' l o g i c a l '  t a s k s .  Thus emergent  b a s i c  fo rma l  

o p e r a t i o n s  might  u n d e r l i e  t h e  emergence o r  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  of s t a g e  
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4 r e a s o n i n g  b b t  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  be demons t rab le  on t h e  P i a g e t i a n  

p rob lems ,  a l t h o u g h  a  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e s e  s t a g e p  may be  

a p p a r e n t .  I t  i s  f u r t h e r  p o s s i b l e  t o  s p e c u l a t e  t h a t  t h e  d i f f e r -  

e n c e s  between t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  e v i d e n t  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  d a t a  and 

t h o s e  i n  t h e  Kuhn et g. s t u d y  might  r e s u l t  from d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  

t h e  p o p u l a t i o n s  s t u d i e d .  Kuhn & d. d i d  n o t  u s e  an e n t i r e l y  
+' 

c o l l e g e  based  sample .  I t  c o u l d  b e  t h a t  s u b j e c t s  i n  h i g h e r  

e d u c a t i o n  who have fo rma l  s t r u c t u r e s  a v a i l a b l e  a r e  more l i k e l y  
f 

t o  be c a p a b l e  o f  d e m o n s t r a t i n g  t h e s e  on t h e  l o g i c a l  P i a g e t i a n  

m a t e r i a l s  t h a n  t h o s e  who a r e  n o t  s o  w e l l  e d u c a t e d .  T h i s  i s  i n  , ' 

accordance  w i t h  t h e  s u g g e s t i o n  t h a t  per formance  on fo rma l  

o p e r a t i o n s  t a s k s  i s  i n f l u e n c e d  by c o g n i t i v e  s t y l e  ( P a s c u a l e -  

Leone, ,1969) and s p e c i a l i s e d  e x p e r i e n c e  ( P i a g e t ,  1 9 7 2 ) .  Hence t h e  

' n e c e s s i t y '  of  fo rma l  performan.ce i s  demons t rab le  a t  a  lower  

moral  s u b - s t a g e ,  major  s t a g e  4 ,  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y .  

The s t r o n g l y  f a c i l i t a t i n g  r o l e  o f  f u l l y  deve loped  

fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s  f o r  p r i n c i p l e d  m o r a l i t y  i n  t h e s e  d a t a  s u g g e s t s  - 

15 

a  d i f f e r e n t  b u t  r e l a t e d  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  Kohlberg h y p o t h e s i s e s  

t h a t  t h i s  l e v e l  i s  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  p r i n c i p l e d  r e a s o n i n g ,  which i t  - 

, 

c l e a r l y  i s  n o t  e i t h e r  i n  t h e s e  d a t a ,  o r  i n  Kuhn -- e t  a l . ' s ,  b u t  

t h a t  a d d i t i o n a l  e l e m e n t s  o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t ' i m u l a t i o n  a r e  r e q u i r e d  

f o r  development .  I t  may b e  t h a t  i n  t h i s  c o l l e g e  envi ronment  

s u b j e c t s  w i t h  s t r o n g l y  deve loped  fo rma l  s t r u c t u r e s  a r e  v e r y  

l i k e l y  t o  r e c e i v e  and r e spond  t o  a  c o n t e x t  where such  s t i m u l a t i o n  
- 

i s  a v a i l a b l e .  

C o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  lower  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  L o e v i n g e r f s  - 

' e g o  developmentf  t o  t h e  o t h e r  v a r i a b l e s  - t h e r e  was l e s s  e v i d e n c e  

o f  a  c o h e r e n t  form o f - s t a g e  co r re spondence  between them. I t  d i d  - 

- however appea r  t o  b e  a p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  emergent  formal  
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o p e r a t i o n s  i s  a  n e c e s s a r y  b u t  n o t  s u f f i e i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  

l e v e l s  I 4 / 5  and I S .  Loevinger  does n o t  make s p e c i f i c  c l a i m s  

- about  t h i s  b u t  e x t r a p o l . a t i n g  from t h e  c o r r e s p o n d e n c i e s  proposed  

by Kohlberg (and t h o s e  p roposed  by Kuhn et &. (1977) d i s c u s s e d  

above) t h i s  i s  a  c o n s i s t e n t  r e s u l t ,  b u t  i t  would r e q u i r e  r e p l i -  
4, 

c a t i o n  t o  be more c o n f i d e n t  abou t  i t .  The c o r r e s p o n d e n c e s  w i t h  

" moral  r e a s o n i n g  s t a g e s  t e n d e d  t o  conf i rm K o h l b e r g ' s  (1969) 

t h a t  s t a g e  4 i s  s i m i l a r  t o  1 4 ,  and s t a g e  5  t o  I 5  even 

a l t h o u g h  t h e s e  were based  on an e a r l i e r  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  t h e  d i f f e r -  

ence  between. c o n v e n t i o n a l  and p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  r e a s o n i n g .  Such 
T 

f c o r r e s p o n d e n c e f  i s  v e r y  l o o s e  however and t h e  I 4  l e v e l  was 

v e r y  u n d i s c r i m i n a t i n g  showing a  b road  s p r e a d  of  s c o r e s  a c r o s s  a  

moral  s t a g e s  3(Z) Jo 5 ( 4 ) .  The 17 .U.S .C .  p roduced a  poor  d i s c r i m -  

i n a t i o n  among s u b j e c t s  i n  t h i s  p o p u l a t i o n  w i t h  80% i n  l e v e l s  

I 3 / 4  and 1 4 .  While t h i s  i s  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  a  c r i t i c i s m  o f  t h e  

, t e s t  and  might  a c c u r a t e l y  r e f l e c t  t h e  l e v e l s  of ego development  

o f  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  i t  does  r e d e c e  i t s  v a l u e  a s  a  c h a r a c t e r o l o g i c a l  

v a r i a b l e ,  compared t o  t h e  Kohlberg a s sessmen t  which p l a c e s  more 

s u b j e c t s  a t  t h e  lower  s t a g e s  o f  development ( s t a g e  3 and be low) .  

b 
A secondary  i n t e r e s t  o f  t h e  s t u d y  was t o  examine t h e  

k.4 

h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a  p r o b a b i l i s t i c  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 

c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  development  and c e r - t a i n  common . conce rns  of  

t h e  a d o l e s c e n t  r e l a t e d  t o  an i n c r e a s e d  d e g r e e  of  i n t r o s p e c t i o n ,  

g r e a t e r  usage  o f  i d e o l o g i e s ,  and an expanded f u t u r e  t ime  p e r s p e c -  

t i v e .  O f  t h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  t h e  tendency t o  have  more i n t r o s p e c t i v e  

conce rns  was t h e  one  which most c o n s i s t e n t $  b o r e  some r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p  t o  t h e  developmenta l  v a r i a b l e s ,  and i t s  most s u b s t a n t i a l  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  was t o  moral r e a s o n i n g .  N e i t h e r  l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  

\ 
*-- 
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- i n c r e a s e d  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  h i g h e r  s t a t u s e s ,  b u t  t o  no 

o t h e r  c o n t e n t x v a r i a b l e .  The r e l a t i o n s h i p  was 'markedly . reduc?d  

by c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  age  which i t s e l f  shdws a  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  
1 

i n t r o s p e c t i o n .  The p r o c e d u r e  o f  c o n t r o l l i n g  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  f o r  

age i s  p r o b l e m a t i c  i n  s o  f a r  a s  i t  might b e  r e l a t e d  t o  i d e n t i t y  

s t a t u s  i n  such  a  way a s  t o  r educe  t h e  v a r i a n c e  on t h i s  v a r i a b l e  

and o b s c u r e  a  v a l i d  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  However age  c o u l d  i t s e l f  be 

r e g a r d e d  a s  most c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  c o n c e p t u a l l y  t o  c o n t e n t  
* 9 

v a r i a b l e s  i n  i t s e f f e c t ,  i n  te rms o f  g e n e r a l  s o c i a l  e x p e r i e n c e  

and ' c o n t e n t f  l e a r n i n g  and o f  changing  so.cia1 s t a t u s .  These 

e f f e c t s  mjght  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  d i f f e r e n t  p e r s o n a l  c o n c e r n s  indepen-  

d e n t  o f  e  r e l a t e d  development i n  i d e n t i t y  o r  c o g n i t i v e  

would be t h e  c o n s e r v a t i v e  i r i t e r p r e t a t i o n  of  

t h e s e  r e s u l t s  b u t  t h e  i s s u e  remains  i n  dpub t .  The r e l a t i o n s h i p  

of moral  r e a s o n i n g  t o  i n t r o s p e c t i o n  w d n o t  s o  a f f e c t e d  ,-- by 

c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  a g e ,  and t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  t h a t  t h i s  change i n  t h e  

o r i e n t a t i o n  o f ' c o n s c i o u s  c o n c e r n s  i s  a f f e c t e d  by t h e  l e v e l  of  

' s o c i a l  c o g n i t i v e '  s t r u c t u r e  can  be  h e l d  w i t h  some c o n f i d e n c e .  

The r e s u l t  t h a t ,  o f  t h e  c o n t e n t  v a r i a b l e s ,  i n t r o -  

s p H t i v e  t endency  b e a r s  t h e  c l e a r e s t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  

deve lopmenta l  v a r i a b l e s  must be  viewed i t h  c a u t i o n  s i n c e  i t  may 

r e f l e c t  l e s s  t h e  n a t u r e  of  t h e  changes o c c u r  t h a n  t h e  

d i f f e r e n t i a l  s e n s i t i v i t y  o f  t h e  measurement i n s t r u m e n t  t o  each 

a s p e c t  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t s 1  c o n c e r n s .  Temporal p e r s p e c t i v e  i s  

n o t o r i o u s l y  d i f f i c u l t  t o  measure a c c u r a t e l y  and d i f f e r e n t  a s s e s s -  
. - 

ment methods i n t e r c o r r e l a t e  p o o r l y  ( F r a i s e ,  1963) .  I d e o l o g i c a l  

conce rns  may n o t  have been most r e l i a b l y  e 1 i c i t e d . b ~  an 

i n s t r u m e n t  which a sked  f o r  , t he  s u b j e c t s 1  h o p e s  and f e a r s 1 .  

Another  s o u r c e  of  d a t a  i s  t h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  a n a l y s i s  o f  
,--- 
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t h e  i n t e r v i e w s  i n  t e rms  o f  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  c o n c e r n s  abou t  

p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y .  To summarise b r i e f l y  t h i s  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  

s u b j e c t s  d i d  become more; and more d i f f e r e n t i a t e d l y ,  i n t r o -  

s p e c r i v e  w i t h  d e v e l o p i n g  i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e .  The form o f  p e o p l e s 1  

i d e o l o g i c a l  c o n c e r n s  changed:  t h e y  were of  i n c r e , a s i n g  impor tance  

a t  l e v e l s  I 1  and I 1 1  a s  compared t o  l e y e l  I ,  b u t  at l e v e l  I V  

p e o p l e  had  a  sometimes i n t e n s e  b u t  f r e q u e n t l y  ambiva len t  
-?-. r 

r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  i d e o l o g i e s .  A t  l e v e l  I p e o p l e  o f t e n  h c 6 1 0 n g  

t e r m  g o a l s  b u t  a  p o o r l y  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  view of  t h e  d e t a i l s  o f  

t h e  f u t u r e  which p e r h a p s  became c l e a r e r , a t  l e v e l s  I1 and 111, 
b . 

w h i l e  a t  l e v e l  I V  p e o p l e  were o f t e n  a t  p a i n s  t o  deny conce rns  

abou t  t h e  d i s t a n t  f u t u r e .  Thus t h e s e  i m p r e s s i o n s  from t h e  q u a l i -  

t a t i v e  d a t a  t e n d  t o  c o n f i r m  t o  some d e g r e e  t h e  p a t t e r n  of  

f i n d i n g s  from t h e  ' hopes  and f e a r s 1  w r i t t e n  form. I n  t h i s  age . 
r a n g e  t h e  t endency  T O  be  'more i n t r o s p e c t i v e  does  c o n t i n u e  t o  

d e v e l o p  w i t h  i n c r e a s i n g l y  s o p h i s t i c a t e d  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  b u t  

. t h e  tendency t o  u s e  i d e a f o g i c a l  modes o f  t h o u g h t  and t o  have an 

expanded f u t u r e  t i m e  p e r s p e c t i v e  may b e a r  a ,  more complex 

r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  s t r u c t u r a l  .development.  
-. 

- - 
The major  f o c u s  o f  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  was t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  t o  t h e  development o f  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y .  

The d a t a  d i d  n o t  on t h e  whole uphold  t h e  g e n e r a l  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  

t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  a  l i n e a r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between cogni t i ;e  s t r u c t u r a l  
L - 

development  and growkh t o  more mature  forms o f  i d e n t i t y .  The 
--- - - -  

i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  v a r i a b l e  d e f i n e s  a  s e p a r a t e  f a c t o r  i n  t h e  f a c t o r  

a n a l y s i s  from t h a t  d e f i n e d  by t h e  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s .  

These  r e s u l t s  a r e  s u p p o r t i v e  of t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  a s sumpt ion ,  

which was o u t l i n e d  a s  a b a s i s  f o r  t h e  s t u d y ,  t h a r  c o g n i t i v e  
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s t r u c t u r a l  and psychodynamic a n a l y s e s  a r e  wor th  c o n s i d e r i n g  

s e p a r a t e l y  i n  a  comple te  t h e o r y  o f  ego development .  T h i s  l e a v e s  

t h e  way open t o  c o n s i d e r  m r e  s p e c i f i c  - i n t e r a c t i o n s  between them. 2 
There  i s  l i - t t l e  e v i d e n c e  of any r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e ~ w e e n  

l o g i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s  and  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s ,  and t h e . h y p o t h e s i s  by 
j 

Mareia  ( 1 9 8 0 )  and Kohlberg and G i l l i g a n  (1971) t h a t  fo rma l  

o p e r a t i o n s  i s  a  n e c e s s a r y  c o n d i t i o n ' f o r  i d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t i o n  and 

s o  f o r  t h e  h i g b e r  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  was n o t  conf i rmed .  P r e v i o u s  

d a t a  on t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  have  been c o n f l i c t i n g :  Berronsky a. 
&1975),  Cauble ('1976) and Wagner (1976) r e p o r t  e s s e n t i a l l y  no 

r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  b u t  Rowe (1978) found o n l y  one e x c e p t i o n  t o  the  formal 

o p e r a t i o n s  r e q u i r e m e n t  f o r  t h e  mature  s t a t u s e s .  The d a t a  from 

t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  a p p e a r  t o  c o n f i r m  t h e  f i n d i n g  o f  a  l a s k  o f  
, * 

r e l a t i o n s h , i p ,  . . and t h e s e  d a t a  a r e  f r e e  o f  some of  t h e  methodologi -  ' 

c a l  p r o b l e m  of  t h e  e a r l i e r  s t u d i e s .  I d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t i o n  o f  any 
- 

d e p t h  i s  c e r t a i n l y  n o t  equiva-n t  t o  t h e  development  o f  fo rma l  

o p e r a t i o n s  a s ,  a  p u r e l y  c o g n i t i v e  developmenta l  t h e o r y  o f  t h i s  
d, 

L 

a g e  period would have t o  p r o p o s e ,  s i n c e  t h e r e  were many lower  

i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  s . u b j e c t s  a t  $he b a s i c  fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s  l e v e l .  

Ror i s  t h e  development o f  fo rma l  s t r u c t u r e s  i n , t h e  l o g i c a l  

domain even a  n e c e s s a r y  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  i d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t i o n  a s  

p r e d i c t e a  by a  number o f  au tho ' r s .  

Two f u r t h e r  p o i n t s  s h o u l d  be n o t e d  f o l l o w i n g  from t h i s  

howevqr. There  was a  s u g g e s t i o n  i n  t h e 7 p r e s e n t  d a t a  t h a t  f u l l y  

* 
mature  f o r m a l % e r a t i o n s  (s<age 38) i s  s t r o n g l y  f a c i l i t a t i v e  o f  

4 

i d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t i o n .  T h e r e  i s  o n l y  one e x c e p t i o n a l  c a s e  and ,  

ass,umins t h a t  t h i s  -was n o t  t h e  p r o d u c t  o f  measuzement e r r o r ,  i t  .. 
- c o u l d  st if i  be  a rgued  ti& t h i s  s u b j e c t  v e r y  l i k e l y  t o  

4 - -7 u n d e r t a k e  'such exp l .b ra t ion  i n  t h e  f i n d i n g  i s  r e l a t e d  
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t o  t h e  f i n d i n g  tha , t  s u b j e c t s  a t  t h i s s l o g i c a l  l e v e l  have a l l  

a t t a i n e d  major  s t a g e  4 moral t h o u g h t .  T h i s  was p r e v i o u s l y  l i n k e d  , 

$0 t h e  p o s s i b l e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  c o l l k g e  envi ronment  on s u b j e c t s  

w i t h  h i g h l y  d e v e l o p d  c o g n i t i v e  c a p a c i t i e s - .  Th'ese may b e  b e s t  r e -  

ga rded  a s  f a c i l i t a t i v e  c o n d i t i o n s .  I t  may a l s o  b e  t h a t  t h i s  * 

.* 
r e s u l t  pokn t s  t o  a  Pink o f  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  t o  s t r u c t u r a l  develop-  

ment t h r o u g h  t h e  more s o c i a l  c o g n i t i v e  t h e o r i e s  ( i n  t h i s  c a s e  

t h r o u g h  t h e  f a c i l i t a t i n g  e f f e c t s  o f  r e l a t i v e l y  s o p h i s t i c a t e d  

moral  dh lopment ) .  L. 

T h i s  q n n e c t e d  t o  t h e  second  p o i n t ,  which a r i s e s  
3 

I;: 

from t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  c o n n e c t i o n  o f  l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s  t o  
a 

moral  development .  I t  was e a r l i e r  p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  Damon (1977) 
'2 

and P i a g e t  (J972)  s u g g e s t  t h a t  fo rma l  s t r u c t u r e s  may b e  d i s p l a y e d  - * 
r- 

i m p l i c i t l y  i n  some s & h l  dopain-  w h i l e  o t h e r  perforraance f a c t o r s  

i n h i b i t  t h e i r  u s e  on l o g i c a l  t e s t  m a t e r i a l s .  Thus,  i f  t h i s  e x t e n -  

s i o n  o f  t h e  t h e o r y  i s  g r a n t e d  i t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  a l s o  t o  examine 

t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  i d e n t i t y  t o  o t h e r - s o c i a l  c o g n i t i v e  t h e o r i e s  

w i t h  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  o f  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  ' f o r m a l  o p e r a i o n s f  t o  
\ .  

1 i d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t i o n  s t i l l  i n  mind. - 7- 
7 - - i 

L o e v i n g e r l s  'ego development '  a l s o  a p p e a r e d  t o  b e a r  

l i t - t l e  r e l a t i o n s h i p / ' t o  mature  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s .  T h i s  seems t o  

d r s c o n f i r m  any s u g g e s t i o n  ( s e e  t a b l e  5) t h a t  E r i k s o n i a n  t h e o r y  'T 

/ - 
c o u l d  b e  subsumed by t h i s  s t r u c t u r a l  view o f  ego development .  

T h i s  is  n o t  o n l y  c o u n t e r  t o  p r e d i c t i o n  b u t  c o u n t e r  t o  t h e  

e a r l i e r  r e s u l t s  o f  Hopkins ( 1 9 7 7 )  who f o u n d - a - c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  . 5 3  

- -  - - -- between t h e s e  variatrf es. 

The main d i f f e r e n c e  between t h a t  s t u d y  and  t h e  p r e s e n t  

one i s  t h e  s e x  of  t h e  s u b j e c t s .  The v a l i d i t y  o f  Hopkins1  a s s e s s -  

ment of i d e n t i t y  must be  open t o  doubt  s i n c e  t h e  i n t e r v i e w s  s h e  
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u sed  had  n o t  been  v a l i d a t e d  beyond tkis v e r y  
\ 

W . U . S . C .  But t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  r e s u l t s  may a l s o  r e f l e c t -  a 
.N . 

d i f f e r e n c e  i n  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  i d e n t i t y  development  i n  women. I t  i s  
k 

w i d e l y  h e l d  t h a t  t h e  f o r m a t i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  i n  women i s  c l o s e l y  

l i n k e d  t o  i s s u e s  o f  i n t i m a c y  ( e . g . , M a t t e s o n ,  1979) .  I n  t h e  * t ~ 

absence  ,of a  c l e a r * t h e 6 r y  o f  i d e n t i t y  development i n  young women 

i t  may w e l l  be h a r d  t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  t h e  s e n s e  o f  ego i d e n t i t y  

from s o p h i s t i c a t e d  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  c o g n i t i o n  and  t h e r e  might  a l s o  

b e  a  c l o s e r  l i n k  between t h e s e  a r e a s  f o r  women t h a n  f o r  men. 

S o p h i s t i c a t i o n  a b o u t  t h e  i s s u e s  o f  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  

i s  what t h e  i t e m s  of t h e  W.U.S.C. a r e  p r i m a r i l y  conce rned  wieh. - 

0 

I t  i s  a l s o  wor th  r e c a l l i n g  t h a t  t h i s  ' ego  developmentf  t e s t  was 

o r i g i n a l l y  deve loped  and v a l i d a t e d  on female  s u b j e c t s  ( and  t h e  

s c o r i n g  manual f o r  t h e  male v e r s i o n  remains u n p u b l i s h e d )  . These 

c o n f l i c t i n g  r e s u l t s ,  t h e n ,  may b e  a  consequence o f  s u b s t a n t i v e  

d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  p a r a m e t e r s  06 i d e n t i t y  developme& between 

s e x e s ,  a  l a c k  o f  c l z r g t y  i n  t h e ' t h e o r y  of  f ema le  i d e n t i t y ,  t h e  

d i f f e r e n t i a l  v a l i d i t y  o f  e i t h e r  o r  b o t h  o f  t h e  measurement 

i n s t r u m e n t s  between t h e  d i f f e r e n t  s e x e s  o r  a  combina t ion  o f  

t h e s e  f a c t o r s .  C l a ' r i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h i s  q u e s t i o n  must a w a i t  f u r t h e r  

work on t h e  n a t u r e  o f  i d e n t i t y  development  i n  young women. 

The medians o f  t h e , i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  on ' ego  deve lop-  

ment ' were  n o t  o r d e r e d  i n  e i  t h e r j o f  t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  e x p e c t e d  
li 

ways b u t  r a t h e r  d i f f u s i o n - m o r a t o r i u m - a c h i e v e m e n t - f o r e c l o s u r e .  - --- 

T h i s  r e s u l t  i s  n o t  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  b u t  t h e r e  may b e  a  
- - -- -- - 

- 

s u g g e s t i o n  h e r e  t h a t  s c o r e s  on t h e  W.U.S.C. a r e  unduly  i n f l u e n c e d  

i 
i n  f a v o u r  o f  s u b j e c t s  w i t h  c l e a r l y  d e f i n e d  views and t h i s  might  

; b e a r  f u r t h e r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  A w t h e r  n o n - s i g n i f i c a n t  s t r u c t u r a l  

f e a t u r e  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  was t h a t  b o t h  I 5  s u b j e c t s  were  
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identity achievement. Thus identity development might prove to 

be a necessary condition for development to the auton~mous~~ level.. 

This result is comparable to. that F r  pos t-conventional mo,rdl 
k 

J reasoning discussed below, althbugh it should be recalled 'that 
1' 

the empirical relationship of moral and 'ego1 development is not 

very close. 

Moral development also showed little evidence of an 

overall relationship to the identity statuses. There was a low 

positive correlation, but even this disappeared on controlling 

for age and so may represent only parallel age related develop- 

ment (although this statistical procedure may so reduce the 

variance of both variables at this period of rapid development 

as to obscure their relationshipj. However there was a-statistic- 

ally significant confirmation of the prediction that the higher 

identity statuses, which require one to questioa one's identity, 

are a necessary condition for t c e  attainment of post-conventional 

nodes of moral reasoning. There b-as also at least a possibility . 

that to consolidate such reasoning as a major stage one may 'have 

to have achieved a new sense of personal identity. However there 
rl 

%ere roughly equi\-aleit numbers in each of the identity statuses 

at the conventional moral stages. ldekrtity exploration is not 
-. i 

'sufficient' for, or equivalent to the transition to post- 

con\-entional morality. 
a 

The relati>;& lack o f  overall relationship is consistent 
- -  - - 

x i t k  the results of Cauble [l976j, but she failed to demonstrate 
- -- - - - 

the conditional stage relationship found in the present study. 

I t  is probable that the 'Defining Issues Testt of moral judgement 
, 

. . - . - A  

U ~ Z ,  in her study <ailed to accurately discriminate post- 

- :2n1~?ntional reasoning. ihe present 'data do not confirm Poppin's 
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(1974)- .c laims t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  i d e n t i t y .  s t a t u s e s  t e n d  t o  be  a t  , 

i d e n t i f i a b l e  mora l  s t a g e s .  The p a c t e r n .  of  r e s u l t s  i s  more s i m i l a r  

t o  P o d d l s  (1972) f i n d i n g s  o f  a  ~ r ' e ~ o n d e r a n c e ' o f  h i g h  s t a t u s  

s b j e c t s  a t  t h e  p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  l e v e l  and a  m i x t u r e  o f  a l l  t h e  "%- 
s e k u s e s  a t  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n a l  l e v e 3 .  The p r e s e n t  d a t a  were  more 

- kVi' 
t t h a n  P o d d ' s  which showed some low s t a t u s  s u b j e c t s  who clea,g were p o s t  c o n v e n t i o n a l .  T h i s  c o u l d  b e  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  a  more 

a c c u r a t e  a s ses smen t  o f  p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h i s  s t u d y .  

Rowe '(1978) a l s o  found low s t a t u s  s u b j e c t s  a t  t h e  p o s t -  

c o n v e n t i o n a l  l e v e l  ( 2  o u t  o f  5 s u b j e c t s  a t  t h i s  l e v e l ) .  The moral 

a s s e s s m e n t s  i n  zhe Rove s t u d y  a r e  a l s o  open t o  q u e s t i o n ,  b u t  a r e  

c e r t a i n l y  more r e l i a b l e  t h a n  P o d d l s .  T h i s  c o u l d  s u g g e s t  t h a t  i t  

may b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  u s e  mora l  s t a g e  5 t h i n k i n g  w i t h o u t  much 

i d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t i o n  b u t  t h a t  t h i s  i s  r e l a t i v e l y  u n u s u a l .  Rowel s 

r e s u l t  t h a t  i d e n t i t y  achievement  s u b j e c t s  were a l l  p o s t -  

- c o n v e q t i o n a l  i s  p l a i n l y  n o t  r e p l i c a t e d  by t h e s e  d a t a .  

The f i n d i n g s  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  t h u s  s u p p o r t  t h e  

h y p o t h e s i s  o f  Kohlberg and G i l l i g a n  (1971) ,  Kohlberg (1973) and 

N a r c i a  ( f  9 8 0 )  t h a r  i d e n t i t y  q u e s t i o n i n g '  i s  a  n e c e s s a r y  b u t  n o t  

s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n  f o r .  he t r a n s i t i o n  t o  a  p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  -a, 
moral  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  and t h e y  do s o  more c l e a r l y  t h a n  t h e  d a t a  o f  

Podd (1972) from which t h i s  h y p o t h e s i s  drew i t s  i n i t i a l  s u p p o r t .  

To u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  development  a t  t h i s  p e r i o d  more 

'--clearly,  . . however,  it is i m p o r t a n t  t o  c o n s i d e r  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
-.- 2 %  . 

o f  i d e n t i t y  t o  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s  a s  a  g r o u j .  
% - - A  
-* . - .  _ . - -  The s i m p l e s t  r e a d i n g  o f  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  s t u d y  i s  

t h a t  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  development has  l i t t l e  i n f l u e n c e  on t h e  

development  o f  ma tu re  forms o f  i d e n t i t y  which a r e  e q u a l l y  l i k e l y  

t o  be found a t  l o x e r  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l s  ( a l t h o u g h  t h e  h i g h e s t  
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l e v e l s  of  l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  g r e a t l y  f a c i l i t a t e  i d e n t i t y  

e x p l o r a t i o n  a t  l e a s t  i n  t h e  c o l l e g e  env i ronment ) .  However t o  
, 

d e v e l o p  t h e  h i g h e r  l e v e l s  of  moral  s t r u c t u r e ,  t h e  emergence o f  , 

p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  r e a s o n i n g ,  i t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  b o t h  t o  have t h e  

r e q u i s i t e  emergent  fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e s  and t o  have 

q u e s t i o n e d  one 's ,ascr ibed i d e n t i t y ,  c o n f i r m i n g  Kohlberg and  
/ 

G i l l i g a n l s  (1951) and K o h l b e r g l s  (1973) t h e o r i e s .  I t  i s  p o s s i b l e  

t h a t  a n  ana logous  s i t u a t i o n  a p p l i e s  t o  t h e  autonomous (15)  l e v e l  

o f  ego development ,  which r e q u i r e d  i n  t h e s e  d a t a  (on o n l y  two 

sub j e c t s )  emergent  fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s  and an . ach ieved  i d e n t i t y .  

The o t h e r  a s p e c t  o f  Kohlberg and  G i l l i g a n l s  (1971) 

h y p o t h e s i s  tha. t  fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s  and t h e  q u e s t i o n i n g  o f  con- 

v e n t i o n a l  m o r a l i t y  a r e  b o t h  c e n t r a l  t o  an E r i k s o n i a n  i d e n t i t y  

c r i s i s  s ee& t o  b e  d i s c o n f i r m e d  by t h e s e  d a t a  ( a s  i t  was by 

P o d d l s  (1972) r e s u l t s  which t h e y  q u o t e ) .  However i t  i s  i m p o r t a n t  

t o  b e a r  i n  mind Damon1 s (1977) view which draws a t t k n t i o n  t o  t h e  

p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  fo rma l  s t r u c t u r e s  may b e  i m p l i c i t l y  p r e s e n t  i n  

s o c i a l  c o g n i t i v e  s t a g e s .  The p r e s e n t  d a t a  showed fo rma l  

o p k r a t i o n s  t o  be  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  c o n s o l i d a t i n g  s t a g e  4 moral  t h i n k -  

i n g ,  which i s  more i n  a c c o r d  w i t h  K o h l b e r g ' s  (1976) view o f  

structura1,correspondencies. Thus fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n a l  c a p a c i t i e s  

might  be  i m p l i c i t  i n  a l l  s t a g e  4 moral  t h o u g h t ,  a s  d i s c u s s e d  

e a r l i e r ,  and might  be n e c e s s a r y  f o r  i d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t i o n .  But 

a g a i n  t h e  d a t a  do n o t  conf i rm t h i s  l o o s e r  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  

h y p o t h e s i s ;  t h e  h i g h e r  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s e s  a r e  found a t  t h e  lower  

s t a g e s  of c o n y e n t i a n a l  mora l iLy ( s t a g e  3 ) .  While  i t  may beaf 

i n t e r e s t  t o  examine i d e n t i t y  development a t  s t a g e  2 o f  t h e  p r e -  
-, 

c o n v e n t i o n a l  l e v e l  t h i s  would p r o b a b l y  have  t o  b e  p a r t  o f  an  

i n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  i n  a  n o n - c o l l e g e  p o p u l a t i o n .  From t h e  



present data it seems that neither emergent Formal operations, 

even as implicitly present in moral cognitive structures, nor 

the questioning of conventiqnal morality is an essential - 

element in identity exploration as defined by the Marcia 

methodology. 

Thus an identity crisis is not necessarily an 

intrinsic part of the 's tabilisation' of structural ego develop- 

ment at the juncture of conventional and post-conventional 

morality as Koh1ber.g and Gilligan's (1971) cognitive develop- 

mental analysis of identity proposes. However, while emergent 

formal operations may be necessary to consolidate s-tage 4 moral 

thought, identity exploration appears to be a necessary con- 

dition for moving beyond it. It is not entirely clear what 

'necessary' in this logical sense means in terms of psychological 

processes. Is it necessary to exploreone's identity an$ thus to 

. - be 'open to the experience of moral dilemmas in one's life' as 

Marcia (1980) puts it? Or is an identity crisis a necessary con- 

comitant of structural advance at this level, taking place as 

a result of disequilibrative conflicts inone's moral perspective? 

Kohlberg (1973) speaks, rather vaguely, of the centrality of th,e 

experience of personal commitment and responsibiJity to this 

structural transition. This suggests that there might be q u i t e  an 

intimate conceptual link between the domain of self and identity 

and the transition to a post-conventional perspective. This 

interpretation may be regarded as receiving some support from 

the fact that only identity achieved subjects had post-conven- 

tional morality as a major stage. The 'necessity' of identity 

exploration for post-conventional morality might be best 

construed in terms of a 'reciprocally enhancing' relationship 
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(Marcia, 1980 ) at this structural level. '4 

Kohlberg (197<3) seems again to subsume the nature of 

identity exploration to the issues of this structural transition, 

pointing out that to complete the transition in the moral domain 

requires further 'cognitive stimulation' of an appropriate kind 

so that some people remain at the conventional level morally 

having resolved the identity crisis. This is again subject to the 
* 

4 criticisms made of Kohlberg and Gilligan (1971) that our data 

show identity as an issue prior to this moral lekel. But if 

identity is so closely interlinked with this higher structural 

transition then it may be that the processes of identity explora- 

tion are of a different form at high and low levels of cognitive 
% 

structure. 

This pattern of relationships in the data is consistent 

with the theoretical assumption made in the introductory chapter 

that it was productive to conceptualise ego development in terms 

of separable though interacting elements, described by different 

forms od analysis. Thus identity appears to be ahrelevant issue 

for individuals during this devetopmental period over the full 
L-- 

'II t 
-range of cognitive structural levels found in this sample. This 

analysis proposes that personal identity is a concept which can 

best be thought of,in terms derived from psychodynamic and. 

sociological theory. It is likely to be an issue for all indi- 

--. 
viduals during bhis phase of development as a result of growth 

producing changks in such factors as emotional balance, family 
> -- relationships, role demands and expectations and so on. This 

t 

view finds support in the data in the relative overall indepen- 

t dence of the ways the subjects have resolved the identity issue, 

and their level of cognitive structural development. 
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The usefulness of preserving this analytic indepen- * 

dence and of avoiding subsuming identity development to 

structural development does not imply that there is no inter- 

action and no empirical relationship between these aspects of 

ego development. The data suggest an important relationship 

between identity exploration and the structural tra~nsition to a 

post-conventional perspective. Kohlberg (1973) suggests that the 

identity relevant issues of personal responsibility and commit- 
* 

ment are intrinsic to this phase of moral development, but 

morality as such is not the primary concern in this study. 

Rather the,moral judgement scheme is employed in the study 

primarily as the best developed measure of social cognitive 

structure. This use seems to be borne out, since it has produced 

results which are more theoretically coherent and more differen- 
1 
tiated~~th-arallel Loevinger 'ego development1 scheme. The 

I 
interaction - between cognitive structural ego development in this 

broad sense and identity has been further explicated by the 

attempt to investigate issues pertaining to the development of 

self and identity (such as responsibility and commitment) 

directly, according to cognitive developmental principles in the 

'qualitativet part of the data analysis. 

The outcome of the cognitive developmental analysis was 

extensively discussed in chapter 4. Perhaps a major point to be 

emphasised i n  conclusion is that this analysis proved to be 

possible and achieved s m e  measure of prima facie validity. While 

a thorough attempt to investigate the reliability and validity in 
* 

terms of cognitive developmental criteria would require sub- 

stantial further research, the scheme, as outlined in table 18, 
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appears to have a comprehensible internal coherence~and to be 

comparable to other schemes of the development of the self. The 

classification of subjects according to theA scheme showed an 

encouraging level of correlation with the other structural 

variables, of the same general magnitude as their intercorrela- *, 
tions with each other and a particulariy strong relationship with 

moral development. , 

It is best not to regard the scheme produced as yet 

anather contribution to the 'streams1 matrix theory of ego 
I r 

de<&Jopment, but more as a cognitive developmental investigation 

of an important topic. But it does address itself quite closely 

to the problems of ego development by virtue of its focus on 

issues of the transformation of 'self1. As such the scheme is- 

comparable to Loevinger's theory, but while there are conceptual 

similarities the empirical relationship was low. There is an even 

more .striking conceptual affiliation with Kegan's (1979) theory, 

with its focus on successive reconstitutions of the self through 

a kind of internalised self-perspective taking parallel to that 

in the social world. Kegan's work grows out of the Kohlberg/ 

Selman tradition and he claims a strong empirical correlation 

between a classification of psychiatric patients1 symptoms 

according to his scheme and their stage of moral development 

[Kegan, 1977). These independent investigations with comparable 

results, both bea-ring a relationship to the Kohlberg scheme, form 

a kind of cross-validation of this theoretical construction of 

ego development, It %as concluded that a general cerrespndence 

e i e e d  between identity structure and the other lsocial cogni- 

tive' stages such that normative conventional identity was 

related to stage 5,  emergent and systematic self-aware identity 
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to stages 3/4 and 4, and autonomous ind5vidualistic identity to 

stages 4/5 and 5. 

This relatively 'broad-band1 approach to ego develop- 
- 

ment must bear a somewhat uneasy relationship to the more 'fine- 
( 

grained' analyses of social cognition such as Damon1s (1977), but 

they need not be incompatible. Basic structural ego development 

can be viewed as one of the major 'core structures1 which may be 

differentially manifest in a variety of content domains. It is 

thus similar to Selman and Jacquette's (1977a) view of social 

perspective taking which they trace with respect to specific 

forms of conceptual development. They then go on to raise the 

further question of the situational and personal determinants of 

the use and manifestation of these structures, their .'oscillation1. 

The present investigation can be viewed as an attempt to trace 

certain core structural- developments of the self through how they 

are employed in a domain which is highly *charged with personal 
. " 

significance and social pressure, the constitution of one' s 

personal identity. In so far as such structures have much in 

common with those employed in reasoning about moral dilemmas 

there should be a relationship to the Kohlberg scheme but 

certainly not a perfect one. The issues raised by this construc- 

ftion of the theoretical relationships involved concern firstly 

the nature of the factors which influence, constrain and 

facilitate the devehopment and manifestation of these ego 
d 

structures in the area of identity and seco dly - the issue 1 
primarily addressed in this study - the manner in which such 
structures influence the form of personal identity and the nature 

of the process through which it is constructed. 

The apparent viability of this cognitive developmental 
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approach  t o  i d e n t i t y  c o n f i r m s  t h e  g e n e r a h i s s u m p t i o n  of  t h e  

- 

s t u d y  and s u p p o r t s  t h e  conc lus ion '  o f  t h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  analysis- ,  -- 
-- - 

t h a t  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  and psychodynamic c o n c e p t u a l i s a t i o n s  

o f  i d e n t i t y  a r e  wor th  c o n s i d e r i n g  s e p a r a t e l y .  However i d e n t i t y  

s t r u c t u r e  showed a  s t r o n g e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  psychodynamic i d e n t i t y  

development  !than t h e  o t h e r  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s ,  one which sub-  
f 

sumed a l l  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  s t r u ~ t u r e  t o  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s ' .  

While  t h i s  c o u l d  b e  p a r t l y  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  m e t h o d o l o g i c a l  e f f e c t s  

( b o t h  v a r i a b l e s  b e i n g  s c o r e d  from s i m i l a r  i n t e r v i e w  d a t a )  i t  a l s o  

can  be  u n d e r s t o o d  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  ' d e c a l a g e '  o f  s t r u c t u r e  i n  

d i f f e r e n t  a r e a s  a s  b e i n g  a  more a c c u r a t e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  - 
e f f e c t s  o f  ' r e l e v a n t f  s t r u c t u r a l  developments  on i d e n t i t y  forma- 

t i o n  p r o c e s s e s .  Tha t  i s ,  i d i s  n o t  ' f o r m a l  1og ic . a l  o p e r a t i o n s '  

as s u c h ,  o r  moral  r e a s o n i n g  which i s  r e l a t e d  t o  i d e n t i t y  develop-  

ment ,  b u t  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  s e l f  i n  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  

s o c i a l  wor ld .  I f  t h i s  i s  s o ,  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  such  ' e g o  

s t r u c t u r e s f  on t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  mature  i d e n t i t y  r e s o l u t i o n s  i s  

q u i t e  s u b s t a n t i a l .  The argument o f  t h i s  t h e s i s  i s ,  however,  t h a t  - 
t h i s  i n f l u e n c e  p r o b a b l y  does  n o t  e x t e n d  toa c r e a t i n g  n e c e s s a r y  ox 

s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  psychodynamic development .  R a t h e r  i t  

i s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  form o f  t h e  i n t e r -  

a c t i o n  o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  and psychodynamics.  

The n a t u r e  of  t h i s  i n f l u e n c e  o f  ego s t r u c t u r e  on t h e  

form of' p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  

deve lopmenta l  t y p o l o g y .  The i n f l u e n c e  o f  s t r u c t u r e  on t h e  

processes th rough  which i d e n t i t y  i s s u e s  a re  reso'fved wrs specu-  
r 

l a t e d  upon ( n e c e s s a r i l y  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  a  few s u b j e c t s )  i n  t h e  

s e c t i o n  d i s c u s s i n g -  t h e  i d e n t i t y -  s t ' a t u s e s  a t  each level.  The major  

c o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  i s  t o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i t  i s  p r o b a b l e  
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t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l s '  i d e n t i t i e s  and t h e  p r o c e s s e s  t h r o u g h  which 

t h e y  a r e  formed d i f f e r  a c c o r d i n g  to,  t h e i r  ego s t r u c t u r w .  - 

L-  A f u r t h e r  s u g g e s t i o n  which may b e  made i s  t h a t  t h e  a r e a s  o f  
- 

c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  and psychodynamics a r e  r e c i p r o c a l l y  i n t e r -  
- 

a c t i v e  i n  t h e i r  e f f e c t  on i d e n t i t y  d e v e l o p m e n t , a n d  t h a t  t h i s ,  

i n t e r a c t i o n  may i n v o l v e  o t h e r  f a c t o r s  n o t  d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  

i d e n t i t y  i t s e l f .  I t  i s  wor th  s p e c u l a t i n g  upon t h e  n a t u r e  o f  some 
2- 

of  t h e s e  deve lopmenta l  t r a n s i t i o n a l  p r o c e s s e s  i n  o r d e r  t o  r e l a t e  

t h e  p r e s e n t  r e s e a r c h  t o  a  more comple te  c o n c e p t u a l i s a t i o n  o f  ego 

A f i r s t  p o i n t  t o  n o t e  i s  t h e  ' g a p '  a t  t h e  lower  end o f  

t h e  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  h i e r a r c h y  i n  t h i s  sample .  The r e s e a r c h .  

c a s t s  no l i g h t  on t h e  n a t u r e  o f  i d e n t i t y  i s s u e s  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l s  

a t  s t a g e s 2  and 2 /3  o f  ego development .  One might  s p e c u l d t e  t h a t  

a t  t h e  2 / 3  t r a n s i t i o n s  t h e r e  w i l l  be i s s u e s  c o n c e r n i n g  a = c e p t -  

ance  by r e l e v a n t  r e f e r e n c e  g roups  and t h e  i n t e r n a l i s a t i o n  o f  
r- - 

t h e i r  noims t o g y e t h e r  w i t h  f e e l i n g s  of b-eing c o n t r o l l e d  o r  con- 
/ % 

s t r a i n i d  by t h e s e ,  b u t  t h e  s e n s e  o f  s e l f  and t h e  form of '  i d e n t i t y  

resolu!$ion p r o c e s s e s  i n v o l v e d  remain u n e x p l i c a t e d .  Research  on 
Z 

t h i s  i s s u e  must e x t e n d  beyond c o l l e g e  p o p u l a t i o n s  and i n  do ing  

s o  must s e e k  t o  d i s c r i m i n a t e  between d i f f e r e n c e s  produced 

between t h e  p o p u l a t i o n s  by v i r t u e  o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  v a l u e s ,  

e x p e c t a t i o n s  and o p p o r t u n i t i e s  produced by t h e  c u l t u r e  and t h o s e  

d i f f e r e n c e s  between i n d i v i d u a l s  t h a t  a r e  a  r e s u l t  o f  c o g n i t i v e  

s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l .  

A t  ;he f i r s t  l e v e l  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  h i e r a r c h y  i d e n t i t y  i s  

d e f i n e d  i n  te rms of  t h e  norms and v a l u e s , o f  a  g i v e q  s o c i a l  wor ld .  

One may b e  s e c u r e l y  l o c a t e d  o r  l o s t  b u t  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  one- 

s e l f  and t h e  w o r l d  a r e  g i v e n .  I n  o r d e r  t h a t  such  an i d e n t i t y  be  
I 
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2 reworked something  must d i s r u p t  t h i s  g i v e n  wor ld .  The"suggestiotrr  . t 

from t h e  p r e s e n t  d a t a  ( o n l y  a  s i n g l e  c a s e )  i s  t h a t  a  way tha$ 
f 

t h i s  might  o c c u r  1s a s  a  r e s u l t  o f  q u i t e  s e v e r e  emot iona l  -: - * 

c o n f l i c t  which c o u l d  r e s u l t  i n  a  d i s l o c a t i o n  o f  s e l f  2nd  r e -  

a p p r o p r i a t i o n  o f  newy1-personal v a l u e s  and s o c i a l  nor-ms. Some 
:" . 
4t 

c o n f i r m a t i o n  of  t h i s  c o u l d  be i n f e r r e d  from Rowels (1978) s i n g l e  
- p non-formal  o p e r a t i o n a l  morator ium who, he  r e p o r t s ,  was i n  an 

e m o t i o n a l l y  b a s e d  c r i s i s .  - 

With r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  r e q u i r e m e n t s  f o r  making t h e  t r a n s - <  

i t i o n ' f r o m  t h i s  t o  t h e  n e x t  l e v e l  (i .e. ,from s t i g e  3 t o  3 /4  o r  4)  

i t  may s t i l l  b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  e n t e r t a i n  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  o f  r e q u i s i t e  

c o g n i t i v e  c a p a c i t i e s  i f  one a c c e p t s  Damon's (1977) c o n t e n t i o n  

t h a t  formal  o p e r a t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e s  need  n o t  be  demons t rab le  on 

l o g i c a l  t a s k s .  Wexe t h i s  t o  be  t h e  c a s e  and s t a g e  4 was h e l d  t o  

\ embody e a r l y  b a s i c  fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s ,  t h e n  t h e - r e l a t i  n s h i p  o f  

l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  t o  i d e n t i t y  f o r m a t i o n  p r o c e s s e s  r e s  des  i n  t h e  

d i f f e r e n c e  i n  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  a c h i e v i n g  an  i d e n t i t y ,  i n  t h e  

manner of  doing  s o  and i n  i t s  form a s  d e l i n e a t e d  by t h e  d i f -  

f e r e n c e s  between i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l  I and l e v e l s  I1 and 

111. Thus t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  impor tance  o f  fo rma l  

o p e r a t i o n s  f o r  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  c o u l d  s t i l l  b e  t e n a b l e  b u t  i n  a  

much m o d i f i e d  form. 

One might  a l s o  s p e c u l a t e  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  c e r t a i n  psycho- ,  
\ 

\, l o g i c a l  f a c t o r s  which a r e  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  e a s e  w i t h  which t h i s  

s t a g e  3 / 4  t r a n s i t i o n  i s  made. The t r a n s i t i o n  a p p e a r s  t o  be  

c l o s e l y  linked t o  i s s u e s  o f  l o o s e n i n g  t i e s  t o  t h e  f a m i l y  and t h e  

p r imary  s o c i a l  g roup .  There  may w e l l  need  t o  be  e i t h e r  s t r o n g  

p r e s s u r e  ( i n t e r n a l  o r  e x t e r n a l )  t o  do t h i s ,  o r  e l s e  good 

s u p p o r t  ( a g a i n  e i t h e r  from i n t e r n a l i s e d  p e r s o n a l  s e c u r i t y  o r  from 



' d - 234 
. the.  c u l t u r e ) *  i; d $ i n g - ' b u t t .  I f  t h e  f a m i l y  anii c u l t u r e  form a  

. c l o s e ' a n d  r e l a t i v e l y  u n d i f f e r e n t i a l  s o c i a l  w o r l d ,  o r  i f  p e r s o n a l  
k L  - 

4 
ambivalence  a b o u t  a t t a c h m e n t  i s  a  l e a d  g  a n x i e t y  t h e n  i t  is ,  P 

- ,  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  a  s e l f - c o n  
I 

c o n s c i o u s  independen t  p e r s p e c t i v e  on t h e  s e l f  could,  be  f r a u g h t  

w i t h  a n x i e t y ,  and ego development  i n h i b i t e d .  

The i m p l i c a t i o n  of making t h e  s t a g e s  3 / 4  
'7 

and 4 i s  . t h a t  i d e n t i t y  becomes d e f i n e d  i n  t e rms  o f  a  s e l f -  

c o n s c i o k e l f - s y s t e m  w i t h  an  i n c r e a s i n g l y  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  view o f  

t h e  s e l f  and how and where i t  c o u l d  f i t  i n t o  a  s y s t e m a t i c  s o c i a l  . 

wor ld ,  and a  p r o g r e s s i v e l y  c o n s o l i d a t e d  s e n s e  o f  i t s  p o t e n t i a l  
I 

t o  r e a l i s e  i t s e l f  i n  t e rms  o,f a  sys t em o f  p e r s o n a l  va lues . ,  But 
1 .-' 

t h e  d a t a  make i t  c l e a r  t h a t  t h i s ' d o e s  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  imply t h a t  %: 
4, ,' 

t h i s  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  a  r ework ing  o f  p a s t  s e l f - j d e ~ t i f i c a t i o n s  and 

a c q u i r e d  v a l u e s  i n  any s u b s t a n t i a l  dep th .  Though t h e  p o t e n t i a l  
4 

'r 1. 
i s  t h e r e , s u c h  change c r e a t e s  a n x i e t y  which can  be  r e sponded  ,/ 

i n  d i f f e r e n t  ways. I n  o r d e r  t o  u n d e r t a k e  such  r e i n t e g r a t i o n ,  1 
/ 

psychodynamic t h e o r y  would s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  needs  
P *  

s u f f i c i e n t  emot iona l  f reedom t o  be  a b l e  t o  q u e s t i o n  p a s t  v a l u e s  

and  e x p l o r e  and exper imen t  w i t h  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  Moreover a  psycho-  

s o c i a l  view would p o i n t  t h e  need  f o r  a , soc , ia l  c o n t e x t  which can  

p e r m i t  such  e x p l o r a t i o n  y e t  r e spond  t o  i t  w i t h  some b e l i e f  i n  

i t s e l f ,  and which p r o v i d e s  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  o f  s o c i a l  r o l e s  

c a p a b l e  o f  a l l o w i n g  meaningful  commitment t h r o u g h  a c t i o n  which 

w i l l  b e  s e l , f - v a l i d a t i n g  i n - v r m s  of  t h e  p e r s o n ' s  c o n s o l i d a t i n g  

i n t e r n a l  - . s e n s e  o f  s d l f - w o r t h  and i n t e g r i t y .  F o r e c l o s e d ,  d i f f u s i v e ,  

o r  ex tenddd  mora tor ium r e a c t i o n s  would b e  t h e  consequence  o f  \ 
f a i l u r e  i n  . t h e s e  s y s t e m s .  I t  a p p e a r s  t6at a l l  o f  t h e s e  p r o c e s s e s  

can  t a k e  p l a c e  w i t h i n  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  c o n t e x t  of  t h e s e  l e v e l s  o f -  7 
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s t r u c t u r a l  ego development .  
- .  - - 

I 
The f i n d i n g  o f  ,the p r e s e n t  s t u d y  t h a t  a  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  

a  f u r t h e r  h i g h e r  l e v e l  o f  ego development was d e s c r i p t i v e l y  d i s -  

c e r n a b l e  and was s t a t i s t i c a l I y  d i s c r i m i n a b l e  i n  t e rms  o f  i t s  

r e l a t P o n s h i p  t o  t h e  p o s t - c o n v e n t i o n a l  moral  s t a g e s  i s  t o  some 
f 

u e x t e # t  B v a l i d a t i o n  o f  K o h l b e r g t s  (1973) view t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t  

d i s t i n c t  s t r u c t u r a l  forms o f  development un ique  t o  e a r l y  a d u l t -  

hood: T h i s  s t a n d s  i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  views such  a s  t h o s e  o f  Gibbs 

(197-7) w h i c h  s e e  t h e s e  I s t a g e s l  a s  a  k i n d  o f  t endency  t o  p h i l o -  

s o p h i c a l  r e f l e c t i o n  r a t h e r  t h a n  a s  genu ine  s t r u c t u r a l  t r a n s f o r m -  

' 1 a t i o n .  There  was no e v i d e n c e  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  d a t a  t h a t  t h i s  

i 
t t r a n s i t i o n  depends on new l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s ,  a l t h o u g h  i f  one 

% f o l l o w s  Kuhn e t  a l . ' s  (1977) more c o n s e r v a t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  
-- 

t h e , d a t a  i t  c o u l d  be  c l a i m e d , t h a t  t h i s  i s  t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  which 

r e q u i r e s  a t  l e a s t  emergent  f o r m a l  o p e r a t i o n s .  Kohlberg (1976) 

s e e s  i t  a s  r e q u i r i n g  f u l l  fo rma l  o p e r a t i o n s ,  w h i l e  G i l l i g a n  and 
f 

Murphy (1977) seem t o  c l a i m  t h a t  it may c o r r e s p o n d  t o  R i e g e l l s  

(1973) p r o p o s a l s  f o r  a  s t a g e  of  ' d i a ' l e c t i c a l  o p e r a t i o n s 1 .  Con- 

' c l u s i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  ! l o g i c a l n  o g n i t i v e  r e q u i r e m e n t s  o f  t h i s  f 
. s t r u c t u r a l  t r a n s i t i o n  may need  t o  a w a i t  a  c l e a y e r  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  

x, 

of  t h e  n a t u r e  b o t h  o f  a d u l t - c o g n i t i v e  schemes and t h e i r . r e l a t i o n -  
\-.,--- 

s h i p  t o  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  i n  g e n e r a l .  The s t a g e s  were  d e s c r i b e d  .. 

h e r e  i n  te rms of  a  new ~ e l f - ~ e r s ~ e c t i G e  t a k i n g  capac- i ty .  

The f o r m a t i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  a t  t h i s  l e v e l  seems t o  b e  

i n t r i n s i c a l l y  i n v o l v e d  w i t h  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  

termed i n d i v i d u a t i o n .  I t  c o n s i s t s  o f  g a i n i n g ' p e r s p e c t i v e  b o t h  

on s o c i a l  r o l e  sys t ems  and on one's own s e l f / v a l u e  'system, s e e i n g  
/Jf 

them a s  c o n t e x t u a l l y  r e l a t i v e .  T h i s  would seem n e c e s s a r i l y  t o  
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involve questioning one's own identity with respect to one's 

society, one's personal relationships, and one's own s tarraards and 

modes of self-understanding. It is this level to which the 

original phenomenological analysis of the process of commitment 

by Hunter (19741, used as a guideline for the investigation, - 
realqy applies. This description implied a self-conscious re- 

u 

establishment of social bonds and personally meaningful i n v d e -  
-: 

ment through an act of willed commitment. This is not the 

phenomenology of identity formation at earlier structural levels. 

This implies that identity exploration is inevitably 

attendant-upon or a precursor to the transrtion to this level of 

ego development. It is in this sense that the experience of - 
personal commitment and responsibility may be necessary for the 

ievel of post-conventional morality (Kohlberg, 1973) . The neces- 
sity is a logical structural one dependent on the formal nature 

of the stage of ego development. But it must also be a psycho- 

dynamic requirement. That is, one might assume that an individual 

4 must be capable of sustaining this exp e ce with the emotional 

and motivational implications that it has for him,. This individu- 

i ation process is likely to involve certain experiences of anxiety 

such asda-sense of isolation and inability to communicate with 

others, feelings of emptiness, of being unvalidated by an 

of understanding and valuing oneself, of being 

fragmenfi, and of being ineffective and out of control (cf. also 

It seems probable that a relativ ly fluid and plural- 

istic social context is a necessary pr /I condition fWLthis form 
L 

of experience to be possible, at least on any widespread basis. 
- [",, 

 he internal psychodynamic requirements are less clear, though 
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many s u b j e c t s  a t  t h i s  l e v e l  seemed t o  have been  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

achievement  o r i e n t e d ,  v a l u e  c o n s c i o u s  p e o p l e  w i t h  r a t h e r  , 
- 

demanding supe rego  s t r u c t u r e s ,  and t o  have e x p e r i e n c e d  more t h a n  

a v e r a g e  independence  and  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i n  l a t e  a d o l e s c e n c e .  T h i s  

c o n ' s t e l l a t i o n  may s e t  some p r e s s u r e  t o  f r e e  o n e s e l f  from i n t e r n a l  

demands t o g e t h e r  w i t h  an  , a b i l i t y  t o  b e  u n u s u a l l y  s e l f - c o n t a i n e d .  

The i m p l i c a t i o n  of  t h e  view p r e s e n t e d  h e r e  i s  t h a t  w h i l e  
/ 

i d e n t i t y  e x p l o r a t l ; o d i s  n e c e s s a r i l y  a t t e n d a n t  upon' t h i s  t r a n s -  

4 ' .  i t i o n  i n  s t r u c  u r a l  egd development  t h e  psychodynamics o f  t h e  
li 

e x p e r i e & e  p d e d  n o t  r e q u i r e  t h a t  t h e r e  be  u n i v e r s a l l y  'hig.h 

s t a t u s 1  s u b j e c t s  a t  t h i s  l e v e l .  The a n x i e t y  o f  t h k  t r a n s i t i o n  

may a g a i n  be  responded t o  w i t h  d e f e n s i v e  r e s o l u t i o n s ,  i n c l u d i n g  

d i f f u s i o n  and p e r h a p s  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t i b n  o f  tzomplex b u t  t o t a l i s t i c  

i d e o l o g i c a l  s y s t e m s .  4 s t r u c t u r a l  ' r e t r e a t :  t o  t h e  p r e c e e d i n g  

c o g n i t i - v e  s t a g e  a l s o  may b e  a  p o s s i b i l i t y .  I n  t h e  d a t a  o f  this 
4' 

s t u d y  however o n l y  one s u b j e c t  was i n  t h e  lower  i d e n t i t y  

s t a t u s e s .  

The a s sumpt ion  which u n d e r l i e s  t h i s  s p e c u l a t i v e  d i s -  

c u s s i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  and  ego s t r u c t u r a l  s t a g e s  i s  t h a t  w h i l e  t h e  

l e v e l  o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  development  a f f e c t s  t h e  form o f  
,---, 

i d e n t i t y  and t h e  p r o c e s s e s  b y  which i t  i s  c o n s t r u c t e d ,  t h e r e  i s  

a l s o  a r e c i p r o c a l  i n f l u e n c e  o f  psychodynamic and s o c i a l  c o n t e x t  

- f a c t o r s  on s t r u c t u r a l  ego development .  S- tructural  t ~ a n s i t i o n s  
-.I 

h ave  i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  i s s u e s  of ego development  t h a t  a r e  b e s t  
- 

analysed i n  t e rms  o f  t h e  o r h e r  e l emen t s  o f  an i n t e g r a t i v e  p s y c h o -  

swial; t h e o r y  ef e g e  p-effes.  T k e  ggtmera3 W n t  tkt %-bcirrg -- :- - 

a r g u e d  i s  t h a t  t h e  development  of  t h e  ego i s  b e s t  s e e n  a s  a  

eozplex, m u l t i - f a c e t e d  and r e c i p r o c a l l y  i n t e r a c t i v e  p r o c e s s .  
+ 

S t r u c t u r a l  deve lopnen t  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  ' i d e n t i t y  s t r u c t u r e s '  i s  
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o n l y  one e lement  o f  t h a t  p r o c e s s  which u l t i m a t e l y  canno t  be  

ii 

s e p a r a t e d  from t h e  o t h e r s  i f  a  f u l l e r  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  i s  t o  b e  

o b t a i n e d  of  t h e  qlevelopmental i n t e r a c t i o n s  by which an i n d i v i d u a l  
9 .  

c o u r s e  of_ development  i s  governed .  

A number o f  s p e c u l a t i o n s  abou t  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  some o f  

t h e  p a r a m e t e r s  of  s u c h  i n t e r a c t i o n s  were made i n  t h e  p r e c e e d i n g  

d i s c u s s i o n .  I t  might  b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  i l l u s t r a t e  some o-ese 

pos t -hoc  from d a t a  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  k i n d .  However what i s  r e a l l y  

r e q u i r e d  i s  t h e  s p e c i f i c a t i 6 n  of h y p o t h e s e s  abou t  p a r t i c u l a r  - .  
deve lopmenta l  c o n s t e l l a t i o n s  and t h e  c r ' ea t ion  o f  r e s e a r c h  

s t r a t e g i e s  which a r e  c a p a b l e  o f  h a n d l i n g  such  complex d a t a  on an / 
i d i o g r a p h i c  b a s i s .  T h i s  i s  c l o s e  t o  t h e  k i n d  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  

- 
r e s e a r c h  e x p l o r a t i o n  a t t e m p t e d  i n  c o g n i t i v e  deve lopmenta l  

r e s e a r c h ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h a t  u n d e r t a k e n  on a  l o n g i t u d i n a l  o r  ., 
i n t e r v e n t i o n i s t  b a s i s .  I t  may b e  p r o f i t a b l e  t o  widen t h e  scope  

o f  s u c h , ~ ~ v e s t i g a t i o n s  t o  i n c l u d e  t h e  a s ses smen t  o f  o t h e r  f a c e t s  
- 2-+ 

o f  ego development .  I t  i s  p r o b a b l e  t h a t  t h e  deve lopmenta l  i n t e r -  

a c t i o n s  invol.ved i n  t h e s e  p r o c e s s e s  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t l y ,  complex and 

s u b t l e  t h a t  p r e d i c t i o n s  and - a n a l y s e s  may need  t o  be u n d e r t a k e n  

on a s i n g l e  c a s e  b a s i s  t o  e x p l i c a t e  t h e  n e c e s s a r y ,  l i m i t i n g  and 

f a c i l i t a t i n g  c o n d i t i o n s  of p a r t i c u l a r  ego developmenta l  t r a n s -  

f o r m a t i o n s .  

8, 

The c h a r a c t e r o l o g i c a l  u s e  o f  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  deve lop-  

men ta l  h i e r a r c h y -  h a s  i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  o u r  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  

' deve lopment  d u r i n g  a d o l e s c e n c e  and you th .  There  e x i s t s  a  k ind  o f  

i d e a l  s t e r e o t y p e  of  t h e  deve lopmenta l  c o u r s e  d u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d  

o f  l i f e ,  embodied b o t h  i n  commonsense u n d e r s t a n d i n g  and i n  

p s y c h o l o g i c a 1 . t h e o r y .  T h i s  can  b e  e x p l i c a t e d  i n  t e rms  o f  t h e  
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t h e o r y  o f  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  ego development .  I t , c a n  be  s e e n  t o  

p o s i t  c e r t a i n  n o r m a t i v e  age  t r a n s i t i o n s  o f  ego s t r u c t u r a l  s t a g e s  

which e o r r e s p o n d  t o  p u t a t i v e  age  t y p i c a l  b e h a v i o u r  and 

e x p e r i e n c e .  

T h i s  s t e r e o t y p e  would go something  l i k e  t h i s .  I n  e a r l y  

a d o l e s c e n c e  a  y.oung p e r s o n  i s  c o n s o l i d a t i n g  a t  ego s t a g e  3 and i s  

i n v e s t e d  i n  s t a b i l . i s i n g  a  s e n s e  o f  h i m s e l f  i n  t e rms  o f  c l e a r  

s o c i a l  group norms, though t h e  normat ive  v a l u e s  and e x p e c t a t i o n s  

o f  p a r e n t s  a r e  s t i l l  i m p o r t a n t  t o  him. By mid-ado lescence  he  i s  

making t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  s t a g e  3 / 4  i n  which he  i s  s e p a r a t i n g  

from h i s  i d e a l i s e d  p a r e n t s ,  q u e s t i o n i n g  s o c i a l  norms, ' s e e i n g  

t h r o u g h  t h e  'hypocrisy' i n  t h e  a d u l t  worl-d and e x p e r i m e n t i n g  w i t h  

new p e e r  group and s e l f  d e r i v e d  v a l u e s  i n  a  phase  o f  r e b e l l i o n .  

I n  l a t e  a d o l e s c e n c e  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  c o n s o l i d a t i n g  a  more 

d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  s e n s e  .of h i m s e l f  a t  s t a g e  4 ,  c o n s t r u c t i n g  c r i t i c a l  

i d e o l o g i c a l  sys t ems  and e x p l o r i n g  w i t h  h i m s e l f  how h e  can b e s t  

c o n t r i b u t e  h i s  t a l e n t s  t o  t h e  wor ld  i n  a  r e s p o n s i b l e  way and 
- 

f u l f i l l  h i s  p o t e n t i a l .  He goes  t o  c o l l e g e  d u r i n g  h i s  y o u t h  and i n  

s t a g e  4 / 5  undergoes  a  f u r t h e r  r a d i c a l  q u e s t i o n i n g  o f  h i m s e l f ,  h i s  fl 

d i r e c t i o n s  and h i s  commitment t o  s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  an i d e n t i t y  

c r i s i s ,  d u r i n g  which h e  may have  a  p e r i o d  of  mora tor ium,  o f  

wi thdrawa l  o r  f u r t h e r  e x p e r i m e n t a t i o n ;  he  i s  making e a r l y  e x p l o r -  

a t i o n s  o f  r e a l  i n t i m a c y .  By t h e  mid- twen t i e s  i n  young a d u l t h o o d  

he  h a s  r e a c h e d  s t a g e  5 ,  has  committed h i m s e l f  t o  some r e i n t e g r a t e d  

i d e n t i t y  and i s  r e a d y  t o  b e g i n  a f u l l  e x p l o r a t i o n  o f  and c o m i t -  

ment t o  t r u e  i n t i m a c y .  

While i t  i s  w e l l  u n d e r s t o o d  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  s o c i a l  and 

emot iona l  v a r i a n t s  i n  t h i s  developmenta l  s t e r e o t y p e ,  c o g n i t i v e  

deve lopmenta l  r e s e a r c h  now makes i t  c l e a r  how t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  / 
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t r a n s i t f o n s  and t h e  i s s u e s  t h a t  a r i s e  from them a r e  a l s o  f a r  

from u n i v e r s a l .  The s t r u c t u r a l  ' t i m e  s h e e t '  assumed i n  t h i s  

d e s c r i p t i o n  a p p l i e s  o n l y  t o  a  m i n o r i t y  even  of  t h o s e  young p e o p l e  

who a r e  h e a d i d  f o r  hR g h e r  e d u c a t i o n .  A major  p o i n t  of  t h e  p r e s e n t  

s t u d y  h a s  been  t o  d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  t h e  s o c i a l  and dynamic i s s u e s  

which a r i s e  f o r  p e o p l e  i n  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  development  do s o  i n  a  

v a r i e t y  o f  c o g n i t i v e  c o n t e x t s .  The complex i n d i v i d u a l  n a t u r e  o f  

t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  t o t a l  ego s t r u c t u r e  i s  m i r r o r e d  by t h e  f a c t  

t h a t  developmenta l  ' pa thways '  a r e  a l s o  m u l t i p l e .  T h i s  i s  n o t  t o  

degrade  a  s o c i a l  deve lopmenta l  psychology t o  t h e  p l a t i t u d i n o u s  

' eve ryone  i s  an i n d i v i d u a l ' ,  b u t  r a t h e r  t o  p o i n t  t o  t h e  need  t o  

u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  ego s t r u c t u r e ,  and i n  p a r t i c u l a r  t h e  

c o g n i t i v e  developmenzal  s t a g e ,  w i t h  which h e  e n t e r s  a  deve lop-  

m e n t a l  Operiod and approaches  t h e  p r e d i c t a b l e  i s s u e s  which i t  

w i l l  r a i s e .  Even from t h e  l i m i t e d  p e r s p e c t i v e  o'f c o g n i t i v e  

developmenta l  s t r u c t u r e  t h e r e  i s  n o t  a  s i n g l e  c o u r s e  o f  deve lop-  

ment i n  a d o l e s c e n c e  and y o u t h  b u t  s e v e r a l .  A s  d i s c u s s e d  i n  t h e  

i n t r o d u c t i o n  o n l y  a  few r e s e a r c h e r s  have begun t o  e x p l o r e  t h e  

i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  ( J o s s e l s o n  e t  a l . ,  1975;  Go ldbe rge r ,  197'5). -- 
T h i s  more d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  p e r s p e c t i v e  on development  

moves t h e o r y  away from an o v e r l y  i d e a l i s e d  view o f  what i s  

n o r m a t i v e .  But t h i s  does r a i s e  i s s u e s  o f  v a l u e ,  o f  normal and 
/ 

abnormal i n  development  i n  t h e  s e n s e  o f  h e a l t h  and p a t h o l o g y .  
1 

~ o w d r d  what ends s h o u l d  o u r  i n t e r v e n t i o n s  and i n s t i t u t i o n s  aim? 

The g o a l s  s u g g e s t e d ,  i m p l i c i t l y  and e x p l i c i t l y ,  by c o g n i t i v e  

deve lopmenta l  t h e o r y  a r e  t h o s e  o f  t h e  deve lopmenta l  e n d - p o i n t s  

o f  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  h i e r a r c h i e s .  T h i s  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  o f  

K o h l b e r g ' s  m o r a l ,  and sometimes m o r a l i s t i c ,  development  t h e o r y .  

T h i s  v i e w p o i n t  w i l l  t e n d  t o  a c c e p t  t h e  i d e a l i s e d  s t e r e o t y p e  of  
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a d o l e s c e n t  development ,  if n o t  a s  p s y c h o l o g i c a l l y  n o r m a t i v e ,  a t  

l e a s t  a s  humanly d e s i r a b l e .  But a s  Fow-ler (1974) p o i n t s  o u t  

c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r a l  s o p h i s t i c a t i o n  i s  a  s h a l l o w  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  

p s y c h o l o g i c a l  i n t e g r i t y  o r  human v a l u e .  Each s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l  has  

i t s  own c a p a c i t i e s  and i t s  own problems,  and a s  we h&ve p roposed ,  

s t r u c t u r e  can  b e  viewed a s  a  m a t r i x  w i t h i n  which s i m i l a r  s o c i a l  

and psychodynamic i s s u e s  must b e  worked t h r o u g h .  

The c o n t r i b u t i o n  which a  more d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  t h e o r y  o f  

ego development can  ~ a k e  i s  t o  i n c r e a s e  r e s p e c t  f o r  t h e  i n d i v i -  

d u a l  by i n c r e a s i n g  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  h i s  p e r s o n a l  w o r l d  and t h e  

n a t u r e  of t h e  dilemmas, e t h i c a l  and e x i s t e n t i a l ,  t h a t  i t  poses  

f o r  him. A s u b s t a n t i v e  problem f o r  an  i n t e g r a t e d  psychology o f  

ego development t o  i l l u m i n a t e  i s  whe the r  some p a r t i c u l a r  problem 

which an  i n d i v i d u a l  p r e s e n t s  i s  more a p p r o p r i a t e l y  r e s o l v e d  by 

i n t e g r a t i n g  and c o n s o l i d a t i n g  e l emen t s  w i t h i n  a  s t r u c t u r a l  l e v e l  

o r  by f a c i l i t a t i n g  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  a  more complex s t r u c t u r e .  A 

f u r t h e r  s u b s t a n t i v e  problem i s  what forms of  i n t e r v e n t i o n ,  b e  

t h e y  t h e r a p e u t i c  o r  e d u c a t i o n a l ,  and what k i n d s  o f  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  

envi ronment  might  be  most s u i t a b l e  a t  d i f f e r e n t  s t r u c t u r a l  
7'- 
7- 

l e v e l s  and f o r  t h o s e  d i f f e r e n t  g o a l s  ( c f .  S u l l i v a n ,  Grant  and 

Gran t ,  1957;  C r o s s ,  1967) .  

The p o i n t  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  a t  t h e  most g e n e r a l  

l e v e l  i s  t o  move o u r  t h e o r i e s  o f  ego development  away from s i m p l e  

m o n o l i t h i c  c o n c e p t i o n s  towards  forms which c a n  accommodate t h e  
-- 

complex, s u b t l e  and m u l t i f a c e t e d  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  ind iv i -dua l  a s  he  

f a c e s  t h e  v i t a l  i s s u e s  of  h i s  p e r s o n a l  growrh, b u t  w h i c P r m  - - 

s i m u l t a n e o u s l y  m a i n t a i n  some c o n c e p t u a l  c l a r i t y  and p r o v i d e  u s e -  

f u l  t o o l s  t o  deepen o u r  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  h i s  

p e r s o n a l  ~ o r l d .  
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APPENDIX A 

MEASURE OF LOGICAL OPERATIONS 

Tes t  Form 

The combinat ions  t a s k  and t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  t a s k  were p u t  i n  

w r i t t e n  format on a  1 4  page b o o k l e t ,  which was a r r anged  a s  

f o l l o w s ,  bu t  w i th  a d d i t i o n a l  space  f o r  answers:  

J 

Page 1. This  t e s t  i s  des igned  t o  b r i n g  o u t  t h e  ways t h a t  you 

t a c k l e  problem s o l v i n g .  D i f f e r e n t  peop le  u s e  d i f f e r e n t  ap- 

p roaches .  
/- 

Put  down your b e s t  answer t o  each  q u e s t i o n ,  and your  r e a son ing ,  

even when you ' r e  unsu re  o r  u n c l e a r  about  t h e  s o l u t i o n .  We 

a p p r e c i a t e  p a r t i a l l y  c o r r e c t  a t t e m p t s .  You can u se  some of  t h e  

space  f o r  'working'  i f  you want.  

I t ' s  impor tan t  t o  work th rough  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  i n  t h e  o r d e r  g iven ,  

s o  p l e a s e  d o n ' t  look ahead,  o r  go back and change an e a r l i e r  

answer. I f  you j u s t  d o n ' t  know how t o  answer a  q u e s t i o n  w r i t e  

t h a t  down ( and i f  p o s s i b l e  s a y  why) and go on.  Take a s  long  a s  

you want ,  b u t  it shou ld  n o t  t a k e  a  l o t  o f  t i m  ; d o n ' t  -dy-%% ha rd .  7 - 
i 
& 
1 

Page 2 .  Suppose l i c e n s e  p l a t e  numbers c o n s i s t  p f  f o u r  d i g i t  - 
numbers. 

How many such 4 d i g i t  l i c e n s e  numbers cou ld  be formed uslLng e a c h  

of t h e  f i r s t  four d i g i t s  (3-2-3-41  only once i n  each number ft*t 

i i s ,  d o n ' t  r e p e a t  a  d i g i t  i n  t h e  same l i c e n s e  number)? 
c 

* * 
-i Write them down ( i n  columns) : 

How many do you have? 



Sure  t h e r e  a r e  o  more? Check 1% 

Page 3 .  Did you have a  system f o r  f i g u r i n g  o u t  t h e  l i c e n s e b  

numbers? What? 

How many license numbers cou ld  you g e t  w i t h  t h r e e  d i g i t s ?  E x p l a i n .  

how you a r r i v e  a t  t h i s  number. 

And how many w i th  f i v e  d i g i t d ?  Again, how do you know? 

Can you t h i n k  o f  a  r u l e  t o  f i g u r e  o u t  how many l i c e n s e s  you'd 

have w i t h  any number, ' n r ,  o f  d i g i t s ?  

Page 4 .  In t h e  fo l l owing  problems w e ' l l  be a s k i n g  what can be 
A 

s a i d  about  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between co lou r  o f  h a i r  and c o l o u r  o f  

eyes  i n  v a r i o u s  groups o f  peop l e .  EBch p r o b l e m - 4 ~  a  new ' sample '  

of ' s u b j e c t s '  and you shou ld  t r e a t  i t  a s  a  new and s e p a r a t e  

problem> 

I n  a l l  o f  t h e  problems t h e r e  a r i  f o u r  t ypes  of  peop le :  
it 

t ype  A - blond h a i r  and b l u e  eyes  

t ype  B - blond  h a i r  and brown eyes  

t ype  C - brswn h a i r  and b lue  eyes  

t ype  D - brown h a i r  and brown eyes  

We g i v e  you t h e  numbers o f  each t ype  of  pe r son  making up some group 

of peop l e .  The q u e s t i o n s  asked a r e  l o g i c a l  r a t h e r  t h a n  a r i t h -  

m e t i c a l .  / 

Page 5 .  PROBLEM I 
- -- 4 

A - b l o n d ~ d  %he: 6 people 3 - bIm& and brown: 0 people  

C - brown and b l u e :  0 peop l e  D - brown and brown: 6 people  

a) I s  t h e r e  a r e l a t i o n s h i p  between h a i r  c o l o u r  and eye  c o l o u r  

for this g r o u p  o f  people?  
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That i s  t o  s a y  - does a  c e r t a i n  co lou r  of h a i r  go wi th  a  

c e r t a i n  co lou r  of  eyes?  Can you f i n d  t h e  co lou r  of someone's 

eyes  by looking  on ly  a t  t h e  co lou r  o f  h i s  o r  h e r  h a i r  

e cco rd ing  t o  t h e  f i g u r e s  g iven  f o r  t h i s  group)? 

b) I f  you t h i n k  t h e r e  i s  a  r e l a t i o n s h i p  - 
# How do you know t h a t ?  

6 I f  t h e r e  is  n o t  a  r e l a t i o n s h i p  - 
+ 

What would be needed f o r  one t o  e x i s t ?  

Can you change t h e  numbers i n  each type  s o  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  one? 

How? 

c )  Are t h e r e  any excep t ions  t o  t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  o r  l a c k  of  -- 

r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  i n  t h i s  group o f  people?  

Page 6.. PROBLEM 2- . 

A - blond and b l u e :  1 0  people  B - blond and brown: 2 people  

C - brown and b l u e :  3 people  D - brown and brown: 9 people  

a )  Is t h e r e  a  r e l a t i o n  between h a i r  co lou r  and eye ~ o l o u r  i n  t h i s  

group? 

b)  I f  t h e r e  i s  - 

How do you know t h a t ?  

Could you t a k e  some p e o p ~ ~ - o u t ,  t o  make t h e  r e l a t i o n  s t r o n g e r ?  

Which people?  

I f  t h e r e  is  no r e l a t i o n  - 
What would be needed f o r  one t o  e x i s t ?  Change t h e  numbers so  - 

- -- - 

- t h e r e  i s  one. 

c )  Are t h e r e  any-excep t ions ,  i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  group a s  given'! 
> 

Page 7 .  PROBLEM 3 

In  t h e  t a b l e  below we've l e f t  t h e  r e s u l t s  b lank.  Can you f i l l  i n  
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t h e  numbers of people o f  each type  which &uld i n d i c a t e  a group 

i n  which t h e r e  was no r e l a t i o n s h i p  between h a i r  and eye c o l o u r ?  

(Use a s  many people  i n  each c a t e g o q  a s  you f e e l  you need ) .  

A - blond and b lue :  
- - 

I' - 
B - blond and brown: 

C - brown and b l u e :  

D - ,brown and brown: 

Why i s  t h e r e  no relat-i-ibnship he re?  

4 Page 8 .  PROBLEM 4 

Here a r e  two groups of s u b j e c t s ,  X and Y :  

g roup  X 

A - blond and b l u e :  4 people  B - blond and brown: 2 people  

C - brown and .-2alue: 2 people  D - brown and brown: 4 people  

group Y 

A - blond and b lue :  2 people  B - blond and brown: 2 people  

C - brown and b lue :  4 people  D - brown and brown: 4 people 

a) I n  which group i s  t h e r e  a  s t r o n g e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p - b e t w e e n  h a i r  
_-- 

and eye co lou r?  d 
b) How do you know? . rr 

c )  If your answer i s  t h a t  t hey  a r e  t h e  same - 

Could you change t h e  numbe&,so t h a t  t h e r e  was a  d i f f e r e n c e ?  
% 
1- 

How? 

And now , how much s t r o n g e r  i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  one group 

than  t h e  o t h e r ?  

If .you f e e l  t h e y  a r e  d i f f e r e n t  - 

How much s t r o n g e r  i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n  i n  one group t h a t  t h e  o t h e r ?  

Could you cfiange t h e  numbers i n  any way t o  make t h e  r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p  s t r o n g e r  i n  one of t h e  groups? How? 



Page 9. PROBLEM 5 ' 247 

group X r=, ; --' -P i. 

A - blond and blue: 5 people B .- blond a rown: 1 person 

C - brown and blue: 3 people D - brown and brown: 3 peopk . 

group Y 

A - blond and blue: 5 people B - blond ah-bi-own: 2 people 

c - brown and blue: 1 person D - brown and brown: 4 people 

a) In which group is there a stronger relation between hair and 

eye colour? (This time we'll tell you there really is a 

difference). 

b) How do you know? 

c )  Could you change the numbers of people in either group to make 
J 

the relation stronger? How? 

A 
i 

Page 10. PROBLEM 6 

A - blond and blue: 6 people B - blond and brown: 1 person 
I 

C - brown and blue: 5 people rown and brown: 4 people 
. . 

a) There is a relationship here. -& is it, and how do you 
know .this? 

. b) Change the numbers to make it stronger. 

,/ 

, . 
- -  Page 11. PROBLEM 6 continued 

c )  In this problem 6, how many categories of people (types A , B ,  
'- 

C,D) did you mention in your answer? (Look back and see). 
-- -- 

Did you omit any from consideration? 

If you did, how about those you omitted? Thinking about itiow, 
a s 

what did they show? 
i 

/ 

Xow , how about changing the numbers to make the relationship- 
-- 

stronger -- would you change the answer you gave in 6b? 
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d) Can you s a y  how s t r o n g  t h e  o v e r a l l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s ?  How do 

you a r r i v e  a t  t h i s ?  

Page 12'  PROBLEM 7 

group X 

A - blond and b l u e :  4 peop le  B - blond and brown: 2 peop le  
s 

c - brown and b l u e :  3 peop l e  D - brown and brown: 3 peop le  

group Y 

A - blond and b l u e :  3 peop l e  B - blond and brown: 4 peop l e  

C - brown and  b l u e :  4 peop le  D - brown and brown: 1 person  

a) I n  which group i s  t h e r e  a  s t r o n g e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p - b e t w e e n  h a i r  

and eye  c o l o u r ?  How do you know? 

1- 
/= 

Page 13  PROBLEM 7 con t i nued  f 

b) I n  t h i s  problem (7k what i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  group Y ?  

c )  How s t ropg"  i s  i t ?  

Page 1 4  PROBLEM . 7 con t i nued  

d) + S t i l l  i n  problem 7 ,  what do t h e  c a t e g o r i e s  B and C i n  group 

Y show about  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  t h i s  group? 

Scori-ng Scheme 

- 
I - No system o r  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  approach;  random t r i a l  and 

' *  r 

e r r o r  

11- Lis t s ,  p o s s i b l y  s e a r c h i n g  f o r  a sys tem;can  succeed w i t h  
m 



. I  4 d i g i t s  using counting s t r a t e g y ;  systems generate  only a 

/ l i m i t e d  subse t  e.g. f i r s t  d i g i t  constant  f o r  oGe subset  .t 

I I / I I I  - Attempt t o  develop system ( i n i t i a l  d i g i t s  constant  o r  

r o t a t i o n )  which i s  p o t e n t i a l l y  genera l ,  but i n ~ o n s i s t e n t l y  or  in-  
\ 

completely appl ied ,  and reverfs  t o  .concrete counting s t r a t e g i e  4 
IIIA - Discards e r r o r s  and develops a  cons i s t en t  a b s t r a c t  system, 

* 

but  f a i l s  t o  genera l i se  it c o r r e c t l y  t o  any number P C 
r ?- t m 

i> ,f I I IB f ' Able t o  genera l i se  system t o  any number of digi ts ;qbarr ives  
C % *  

a t  f a c t o r i a l  r u l e  ( a t  l e a s t  i m p l i s i t l y ,  a s  demonstrated%& 
* 

working reasoning) .  

, Corre la t ion  Problems:- 

(Note: answers t o  t h e  problems - 

- 
r (y )  = - . 3 3 )  

I  - F a i l s  t o  reason i n  terms of t h e  re1afionship between the  

a t t r i b u t e s  which under l i e  t h e  4 ca tegor ies .  

I 1  - Reasons i n  terms of a  gene2al r e l a t i o n s h i p  between a t t r i b u t e s  

but i s  unable t o  go beyond t h e  concrGete r a t i o s  between 

category frequencies  t o  a r r i v e  a t  a  concept of p r o b a b i l i t y .  

I11 - Shows some c m e p t  of p r o b a b i l i t y ,  but  i n c o n s i s t e n t l y  and 

r e s o r t s  t o  concrete  r a t i o s  on severa l  (more than 2 )  problems. 

LIIA .- Reasons i n  terms-of prdbabi-lity,-hypahet-i~d-+-rittks&an--- -- 

m i r i c a l l y  about the  underlyinc d i ~ t r i b u t ~ i o a ~ a E ~ ~ r i b u t e s ,  

but does not  u n i t e  t h e  diagonals .  
3 

IIIB - Able t o  u n i t e  ca tegor ies  on t h e  diagonals  (A+D) and (B+C) 

and reason i n  terms of the  confirming and disconfirming cases  - 



(on a t  l e a s t  two problems) ; may have the c o a c e s  CFC n e g a t i v e  

c o r r e l a t i o n .  

f 

Overa l l  Assignment:- - 7 

I f  t h e . c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  made by t h e  two t a s k s  d i f z P r - A r e 4  t h e  I 

fa l lowing  r u l e s  a r e  used.  
' ) .  

If t h e  d i f f e r e n t  s t a g e s  a r e  ad j acen t ,  s u b j e c t  i s  awarded t h e  h igher  

s co re .  (This r u l e  i s  used g iv ing  s u b j e c t s  t h e  ' b e n e f i t  of t h e  

doubt '  s i n c e  t h e  w r i t t e n  t e s t  i s  most l i k e l y  t o  show e r r o r  i n  terms 

of f a i l i n g  t o  e l i c i t  t h e  h i g h e s t  reasoning)  . - 

? 
I f  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  s t a g e s  a r e  non-adjacent  s u b j e c t  i s  awarded t h e  

i n t e rmed ia t e  s co re .  (No s u b j e c t s  d i f f e r e d  by more then  two s t a g e s  

a c r o s s  t h e  t a s k s ) .  



APPENDIX B 

'CONSCIOUS CONTENT' MEASURES 

' I n t e r v i e w  ' Form 
-, 

The form used t o  o b t a i n  ' c o n t e n t '  v a r i a b l e s  o f  consc i&s  p r e -  
4 

occupa t ions  - d e r i v e d  from ~ a n t ' r i l  (1965) was a r r a n g e d , a s   follow^:^ 

A l l  o f  us  want c e r t a i n  t h i n g s  o u t  o f  l i f e .  When you t h i n k  about  

what r e a l l y  m a t t e r s  i n  your  own l i f e ,  what a r e  your  wishes  and hopes 

f u r  t h e  f u t u r e ?  fn  o t h e r  words what would fife look l ike i f  y.ou 

f i r e  t o  be happy? 

Such t h i n g s  a r e n ' t  e a sy  t o  p u t  i n t o  words, b u t  p l e a s e  t a k e  about  

10 minutes  t o  t r y  and make a l i s t  o f  your hopes ,  dreams and d e s i r e s .  

Put down whatever comes t o  mind. (The nex t  page i s  b lank  t o  g ive  . . 

you e x t r a  working s p a c e ) .  

[Rest  o f  t h e  page b l ank ;  new page - b l a n k ;  i n s t r u c t i o n s  

con t inued  on t h e  n e x t  page: ]  
/ , 

Now t a k e  t h e  o t h e r  s i d e  o f  t h e  p i c t u r e ;  what a r e  your  f e a r s  and 

w o r r i e s  about  t h e  f u t u r e ?  I n  o t h e r  words, i f  you imagine your 

f & w e  i n  t h e  wors t  p o s s i b l e  l i g h t ,  what would your l i f e  be  l i k e  
b 

t h e n ?  Again, t a k e  about  1 0  minutes  t o  l i s t  your f e a r s ,  w o r r i e s  

and concerns ,  p u t t i n g  down whatever comes 8 o  mind. (Aga in i the  

n e x t  page i s  b l a n k ) .  
- - -- -- 

[Rest  of  t h i s  page b1ank;dnew page - b l ank ;  i n s t r u c t i o n s  
-- - - - - - -- - -- - 

con t i nued  on t h e  n e x t  page: ]  

P l e a s e  go back ;ow over  t h e  two l i s t s  you have j u s t  made, and w r i t e  

i n  t h e  margin n e x t  t o  each i t em two t h i n g s :  

1. What age you f e e l  you would l i k e  t o  be  when t h i s  hope o r  f e a r  



I - 
2 5 2  

would be most l i k e l y  t o  be r e a l i s e d ,  t o  a c t u a l l y  come t r u e .  -- 
2 .  Whether you t h i n k  t h a t  c o n t r o l  o v e r  a c h i e v i n g  o r  a v o i d i n g  t h i s  

e v e n t  r e s t s  most w i t h  you and your  own e f f o r t s ,  o r  r e s t s  w i t h  

c i r c u m s t a n c e s  which you canno t  i n f l u e n c e .  ( W r i t e  I S 1  f o r  s e l f -  

c o n t r o l l e d ,  and ' E '  f o r  e x t e r n a l l y  c o n t r o l l e d )  . 

Conten t  A n a l y s i s  Scheme 
.?r 

A g roup ing  o f  C a n t r i l ' s  (1965) c a t e g o r i e s ,  which a r e  r e f e r r e d  t o  by 

t h e  numbers i n  b r a c k e t s ,  was used  t o  r a t e  t h e  c o n t e n t  o f  t h e  c o n c e r n s  

l i s t e d :  

I n t r o s p e c t i o n :  e m o t i o n a l  s t a b i l i t y  and m a t u r i t y  I l l ) ,  be  a  normal  

d e c e n t  p e r s o n  ( 1 2 ) ,  s e l f -  development o r  improvement ( 1 3 ) ,  

a c c e p t a n c e  by o t h e r s  ( I d ) ,  a c h i e v e  some o f  o u r  p e r s o n a l  

worth ( I S ) ,  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  ones own r e l i g i o u s ,  s p i r i t u a l  

o r  e t h i c a l  problems ( 1 6 ) ,  l e a d  a d i s c i p l i n e d  l i f e  ( 1 7 ) ,  
d 

m i s c e l l a n e o u s  r e g a r d i n g  own p e r s o n a l  c h a r a k e r  8 8 )  ; t h e  * 
n e g a t i v e  e q u i v a l e n t s  o f  t h e s e .  

=h. 
(C 

I d e o l o g i c a l  : freedom ( 4 7 )  , m i s c e l l a n e o u s   aspect,^ o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  

s i t u a t i o n  ( 4 8 ) ,  economic s t a b i l i t y  ( S l ) ,  
h 

e c o n o d  a s p i r a t i o n s  n o t  r e s t r i c t e d  t o  s e l f  br f a m i l y  / 

(52) , s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  (55) , f u t u r e  g e n e r a t i o n s  ( 5 6 ) ,  s o c i a l  

s e c u r i t y  ( 5 7 ) ,  m i s c e l l a n e o u s  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  s o c i a l  

s i t u a t i o n  ( S 8 ) ,  d e s i r e  t o  be u s e f u l  t o  o t h e r s  ( . pi, 
m i s c e l l a n e o u s  a s p e c t s  o f  s e r v i c e ,  r e l i g ~ i o n ,  

9 

( 6 2 ) ,  peace  ( 6 5 ) ,  b e t t e r  wor ld  ( 6 6 ) ,  m i s c e l l a n e o u s  a s p e c t s  

o f  wor ld  s i t u a t i o n  ( 6 7 ) ;  t h e  n e g a t i v e  e q u i v a l e n t s '  of 
P* 

t h e s e .  

O t h e r :  s t a n d a r d  of  l i v i n g  f o r  s e l f  o r  f a m i l y  ( 2 1 ) ,  own b u s i n e s s ,  

l a n d ,  house ( 2 3 ,  24, Z S ) ,  modern conven iences  (Z6), 
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w e a l t h  ( 2 7 ) ,  good job  ( 2 1 ) ,  employment ( 2 2 ) ,  s u c c e s s  a t  

work ( 2 3 ) ,  h e a l t h  e 7 ) ,  happy o l d  age ( 3 8 ) ,  r e c r e a t i o n .  
(-& 

t r a v e l  ( 3 9 ) ,  happy g a m i l y  ( 4 1 ) ,  c o n c e r n  f o r  f a m i l y  ( 4 2 ) ,  

h e a l t h  o f  f a m i l y  ( 4 3 ) ,  c h i l d r e n  ( 4 4 ) ,  m i s c e l l a n e o u s  a s p e c t s  

o f  p e r s o n a l  economic and work s i t u a t i o n ,  and o f  s e l f  

and f a m i l y  (28 ,  35 ,  30,  4 5 ) ,  m a i n t a i n  s t a t u s  quo 

g e n e r a l l y  ( 6 9 ) ,  c a n ' t  t h i n k  o f  a n y t h i n g  ( 1 2 7 ) ,  g e n e r a l  

m i s c e l l a n e o u s  ( 6 0 ) ;  t h e  n e g a t i v e  e q u i v a l e n t  o f  t h e s e .  

Temporal p e r s p e c t i v e  r a t i n g s  were made on t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  a g e  s t a t e d  
0 

f o r  p r o b a b l e  r e a l i s a t i ' o n  k i n u s  t h e  s u b j e c t s  p r e s e n t  a g e .  T h i s  was 
/ 

coded i n t o  a s e r i e s  o f  c a t e g o r i e s :  ongo%g o r  a n y t i m e ;  1 y e a r ;  

5 ;  1 0 ;  1 5 ;  20; 30; 40;  50 y e a r s ;  d e a t h ,  r a t e d  as 60  y e a r s .  
.e 
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SOME FURTHER SCHEMES OF EGO DEVELOPMENT 

c1) - I n t e l l e c t u a l  and E t h T c a l  Development ( P e r r y ,  1969) 

P o s i t i o n  1 - B a s i c  D u a l i t y :  Assumption of  d u a l i s t i c  s t r u c t u r e  o f  

.* w o r l d  t a k e n  f o r  g r a n t e d  unexamined. R i g h t  v .  wrong, we v .  

o t h e r s ,  g o o d ' v .  b a d ,  what t h e y  want v .  what t h e y  d o n ' t  want .  

A l l  problems - s o l u b l e  by 'Adherence": o b e d i e n c e ,  c o n f o r m i t y  

t o  t h e  r i g h t  and what  t h e y  want .  W i l l  power and work s h o u l d  

b r i n g  congruence  of  a c t i o n  and reward .  M u l t i p l i c i t y  n o t  

p e r c e i v e d .  S e l f  d e f i n e d  pr imari1.y by membership o f  t h e  

r i g h t  a n d  t r a d i t i o n a l .  

P o s i t i o n  2 - M u l t i p l i c i t y  P r e - L e g i t i m a t e :  M u l t i p l i c i t y  p e r c e i v e d  

b u t  o n l y  a s  a l i e n  and u n r e a l .  A s  a l i e n  i t  a s s i m i l a t e s  e a s i l y  

t o  e r r o r  and o t h e r n e s s .  A s s i m i l a t e d  t o  a u t h o r i t y  i t  l e a d s  

t o  ' O p p o s i t i o n 1 .  A s  u n r e a l ,  m u l t i p l i c i t y  i s  a mere appea r -  
. . 

ance .  O p p o s i t i o n  h e r e  s e e s  a u t h o r i t y  n o t  a  wrong b u t  

f a i l i n g  i n  i t s  m e d i a t i o n a l  r o l e .  

P o s i t i o n  3 - M u l t i p l i c i t y  ~ubord ,Ci ia te :  M u l t i p l i c i t y  p e r c e i v e d  

w i t h  some o f  i t s  i m p l i c a t i c k s .  A u t h o r i t y  may n o t  have t h e  
r 

answers  y e t  on some o f  i t ,  pe rhaps  because  t h e  r e l e v a n t  

a b s o l u t e s  a r e  n o t  y e t  i n  view.  But t r u s t  i n  a u t h o r i t y  i s  

n o t  t h r e a t e n e d .  A u t h o r i t y  i s  presumed t o  e v a l u a t e  them on 

s k i l l  of  p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  n o t  on s t r u c t u r a l  p r o p e r t i e s .  I f  i n  

o p p o s i t i o n  a u x h o r i t y  i s  seen t o  judge wrong ly ,  and s e l f  i s  

d e f i n e d  o v e r  wains t authority, 

P o s i t i o n  4 - b l u l t i p l i c i t y  C o r r e l a t e :  Q u a l i t y  r e s t r u c t u r e d  i n  

complex t e r m s :  r igh t -wrong  v. m u l t i p l i c i t y .  A b s o l u t e s  may 

b e  doub ted  i n  m u l t i p l i c i t y  a r e a  o r  c o n s i d e r e d  i n a c c e s s i b l e  
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i n  f o r e s e e a b l e  f u t u r e .  M u l t i p l i  i t y  i s  r e l e v a n t  t o  s e l f  by 1 
being confusing,  l i b e r a t i n g ,  i n t r i g u i n g ;  everyone has  t h e  

r i g h t  t o  h i s  own op in ion ,  O r  - Rela t iv i sm Subordinate :  

Re-lat ivism perce ived  i n  m u l t i p l i c i t y  and a s s i m i l a t e d  t o  

a u t h o r i t y  which can make judgements on t h e  grounds of  

coherence and congruence, bu t  t h i s  i s  s t i l l  'how they wan tus  

t o  t h i n k ' .  

P o s i t i o n  5 - Rela t iv i sm C o r r e l a t e ,  Competing, o r  D i f fu se :  

Re la t iv i sm /- perce ived  a s  a  w a y o f  pe rce iv ing ,  ana lys ing  and 
> - + 5 

ev,aluating,  i n t r i n s i c a l l y .  Author i ty  i s  a u t h o r i t y  i n  

A l a t i v i s m .  I n  C o r r e l a t e ,  world i s  d iv ided  i n t o  a r e a s  where 

a u t h o r i t y  has a~swers  , and where i t  d o e s  n o t ,  I n  Competing, 

r e l a t i v i s m  i s  a  world-view bu t  a l t e r n a t e s  w i th  a  preceding 
v .  

one. I n  D i f f u s e ,  r e l a t i v i s m  i s  accep ted  b u t  wi thout  impl i -  

c a t i o n s  f o r  commitment. 

P o s i t i o n  6 - Commitment Foreseen:  Re la t iv i sm i s  accep ted  f o r  a l l  

s e c u l a r  purposes .  Commitment may be pe rce ived  a s  a  l o g i c a l  

n e c e s s i t y  f o r  a c t i o n  i n  a  r e l a t i v i s t i c  w o r l d ,  or 

f e l t  a s  needed. The r e a l i s a t i o n  may b r i n g  v a r i o u s  r e a c t i o n s :  

eagerness ,  ambivalence,  dismay, s t u r d i n e s s ,  t u rmo i l ,  s imple 

acceptance.  

P o s i t i o n  7 - I n i t i a l  Commitment: F i r s t  commitments o r  a f f i r m a t i o n s ,  

ac5ep t ing  t h e i r  o r i g i n s  i j  s e l f ' s  exper ience  and cho ice s ;  

some i n t i m a t i o n s  o f  i m p l i c a t i o n s .  

P o s i t i o n  8 - O r i e n t a t i o n  i n  Imp l i ca t i ons  o f  Commitment: Some 
- - - - - - 

i m p l i c a t i o n s  r e a l i s e d ,  t e n s i o n s  between f e e l i n g s  of t e n t a -  
- - - - - 

t i v e n e s s  and f i n a l i t y ,  expansion and n a r r ~ w i n g ,  freedom and 

c o n s t r a i n t ,  a c t i o n  and r e f l e c t i o n .  Prospec t  of membership 

wi th  a u t h o r i t y  i n  a r e a  o f  commitment. I d e n t i t y  sensed i n  



2 5 6  
b o t h  c o n t e n t  and p e r s o n a l  s t y l e  o f  a d d r e s s  t o  commitment. 

L- 

P o s i t i o n  9 - Developing Commitments: Commitments expended o r  

* remade i n  new t e rms  a s  growth.  Ba lances  a r e  d e v e l o p i n g ,  i n  

t h e  t e n s i o n s  o f  s t y l e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  a l t e r n a t i o n s  o f  . r e f l e c t i o n  

and a c t i o n .  Acceptance of changA,s of  mood and o u t l o o k  w i t h i n  
5 

c o n t i n u i t y  o f  i d e n t i t y .  Sense  o f  b e i n g  i n 1  one's l i f e .  

Counter-Developmental  R e a c t i o n s  - 

. R e t r e a t :  A c t i v e  d e n i a l  o f  p o t e n t i a l  l e g i t i m a c y  i n  o t h e r n e s s .  

V a r i a n t  s t y l e s  a r e :  r e a c t i o n ,  d e d i c a t e d  r e a c t i o n a r y ,  

n e g a t i v i s m ,  dogmat ic  r e b e l .  
\ 

Tempor is ing:  a  p r o l o n g e d  pause  ( f u l l  y e a r )  w i t h i n  any o f  t h e  

p o s i t i o n s  w i t h o u t  e v i d e n c e  o f  en t renchment  t h r o u g h , s t r u c t u r e s  

Escape :  a  s e t t l i n g  f o r  p o s i t i o n s  4 ,  5 ,  o r  6 by ,denying  o r  

r e j e c t i n g  t h e i r  i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  growth .  V a r i a n t s  o f  e s c a p e  

a r e :  e n c a p s u l a t i o n  and d i s s o c i a t i o n  o f  e i t h e r  m u l t i p l i c i t y  

o r  r e l a t i v i s m .  
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APPENDIX C - 

( 3 )  - Stages of Ego Development (Van den Daele, 1975) 

Domains of Discourse 

Subjective- Objective- Relational- 
/qi,re~ t ive Restrictive Coordinative 

a 

a-A: a-B : a-C: 
Homeostatic- Action- Obj ectal- . 

a tropistic efficacious interactional 

B-A: 
Voluntaristic 

y-A: 
Preferential- 
hierarchical 

6-A: 
Individual- 
relativls tic 

B-B : - Functional- 
attributive 

e 
y-B: 

Pragmatic- 
utilitarian 

6-B: 
Definitional- 

deductive 

8-C: 
Categorical- 

regul-atory 

y-C: 
Instrumental- : \ 
normative 

6-C: 
Consensual- 
valuative 

€-A: E-B : 
Existential- Systematic- 

E reflective constructive 

E-C: . 
Ontotelic- 
paradigmatic 



APPENDIX D 

2' THE INTERVIEWS t 

Bas i c  I d e n t i t y  I n t e rv i ew  

I n t r o d u c t i o n :  

What y e a r  a r e  you i h ?  

Where a r e  you from? 

How d i d  you dec ide  t o  come he r e?  Did you c o n s i d e r  anywhere 

e l s e ?  

What does your  f a t h e r  do? Did he go t o  c o l l e g e ?  
A - 

What does your  mother do? Did she  go t o  c o l l e g e ?  
- 

? L 

Occupation:  
7 

What a r e  you major ing  i n ?  What do you p l a n  t o  do w i t h  i t ?  

When d i d  you dec ide  t h i s ?  Had you e v e r  cons idk red  any th ing  > 

What seems a t t r a c t i v e  about  t h a t ?  
5 

Most p a r e n t s  have some p l a n s  f o r  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n ;  d i d  yours  i 
, x ," 

have any p l a n s  l i k e  t h a t ?  4 
+ 

- i 

How do your  p a r e n t s  f e e l  abou t  what y o u ' r e  g o i n g a i n t o  now? 
P S 

How w i l l i n g  do you t h i n k  you 'd  be t o  change t h i s  i f  seme- 

t h i n g  b e t t e r  came a long?  - 3 

Ideology:  
- - - - - - - - -- 

Do you have any p a r t i c u l a r  r e l i g i o u s  p r e f e r e n c e ?  - ?- 

f 
How about  your  p a r e n t s ?  4 

2 

Were you e v e r  v e r y  a c t i v e  i n  your  r e l i g i o n  - belong t o  

groups ,  g e t  i n t o  d i s c u s s i o n s  e t c ?  How about  now? 
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Are your  b e l i e f s  now d i f f e r e n t  from t h o s e  o f  your  p a r e n t s ?  

/ 

Now do t h e y  f e e l  a b o u t  your  b e l i e f s ?  

I s  t h e r e  any t i m e  when you 've  c o m e ' t o  doubt  any o f  y o u r  
i 

r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f s ?  When? How d i d  i t  happen? How d i d  you 
0 7 

r e s o l v e  t h i n g s ?  I 

Do you have  any  p o l i t i c a l  p r e f e r e n c e s ?  

How abou t  y o u r  p a r e n t s ?  

Have you e v e r  t a k e n  any k i n d  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  - j o i n e d  

any g r o u p s ,  w r i t t e n  l e t t e r s ,  p r o t e s t e d  e t c ?    re t h e r e  

any i s s u e s  you f e e l  s t r o n g l y  a b o u t  now? 

Was t h e r e  any  p a r t i c u l a r  t i m e  t h a t  you d e c i d e d  upon y o u r  
- 

p o l i t i c a l  b e l i e f s ?  

Conc lus ion :  

Can ypu p i c k  and  d e s c r i b e  two e x p e r i e n c e s  t h a t  have been  

i m p o r t a n t  i n  s h a p i n g  your  l i f e ?  t 

What 's  t h e  m a j o r  c o n f l i c t  o r  problem I n  your  l i f e  now? 

Can you sum up to  me 'who you a r e 1 ? ,  

R e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  IKnowledgei I n t e r v i e w  ( f rom P e r r y ,  

# 
, A f t e r  t h e  ' i d e n t i t y  i n t e r v i e w 1 ,  i n t r o d u c e  a s :  'Some 

q u e s t i o n s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  a b o u t  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a t  c o l l e g e 1 .  ' J u s t  

s t a r t  w i t h  wha teve r  s t a n d s  o u t  f o r  you abou t  t h e  y e a r  a t  c o l l e g e  
- - 

a c a d e m i c a l l y . '  
5 

- - 

Probes: %at have y o z  3 e e n  g e t t i n g  o u t  o f  course-work g e n e r a l l y ?  

What i s  t h e r e  t o  l e a r n  up h e r e ?  

What do  you think o f  t h e  p r o f e s s o r s  - what do t h e y  know 

t h a t  you  can  l e a r n  from? 
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I s  t h e r e  a  basisdm e v a l u a t e  your  work &? 
i 

How do you r e l a t e  t o  t h e  l a r g e  number f d i f f e r i n g  view- [ 
f. 

p o i n t s  t h a t  a r e  found i n  c o l l e g e ,  and t h e  d i f f e r e n t  d i s c i p l i n e s ,  

and t h e o r i e s  w i t h i n  them? 

How does what you l e a r n  up h e r e  r e l a t e  t o  l i f e  i n  

g e n e r a l ?  

What do you want o u t  of u n i v e r s i t y ,  and what a r e  you 

g e t t i n g  o u t  . o f  i t ?  

A l l -  o f  t h e s e  probes"  a r e  n o t  used  i n  eve ry  c a s e .  More a t t e n t i o n  

i s  p a i d  t o  I f o l l o w i n g l  t h e  major  themes and i d e a s  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t  
t 

a s  t h e y  emerge, u n t i l  SOT s e n s e  of h i s  e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  
+ 

i s  ga ined .  
a 

The Extended I d e n t i t y  I n t e r v i e w  

, T -  

The k i n d  of  q u a l i t a t i v e  I c l i n i c a l l  r e s e a r c h  method- 

o logy  invo lved  i n  t h i s  i n - d e p t h  s e m i - s t r c c t u r e d  i n t e r v i e w  - 
p r o c e s s  has  r e c e i v e d  t o o  l i t t l e  d e t a i l e d  c r i t i c a l  a t t e n t i o n  i n  

psychology.  We have no agreed  upon r u l e s  o f  thumb f o r  i t .  There 

a r e  obvious dangers  of  f i n d i n g  o n e ' s  p r e c o n c e p t i o n s  i n  an  over-  
i I 

m a l l e a b l e  r e s e a r c h  s i t u a t i o n ,  o f  p u t t i n g  one% own i d e a s  i n t o  t h e  

s u b j e c t s '  heads .  The u r s e  of  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  i s  i n e v i t a b l y  

gu ided  by t h e  r e s e a r c  e r r s  ongoing a n a l y s i s  and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

o f  t h e  s u b j e c t s 1  respo  s e s .  One g u i d e l i n e  i s  t o  b e  most s u s -  i 
p ic  

i n t  

- -- i o u s  of  any t o p i c  concep t  t o  t h e  e x t e n t -  t h a t  i t  was 

roduced f i r s t  by the  in8ervi-t-. S e a  a& 3 = q e t ~ f & ? a - -  
-- -? 

s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h e  on ly  fundamenta l  s a f e g u a r d  i s  t h e  genuine  

i n t e r e s t  of t h e  resqa_rcher i n  how h i s  s u b j e c i s  t h i n k .  
P. - 

The q u e s t i o n s  l i s t e d  as t h e  i n t e r v i e w  ' o u t l i n e 1  n e e d ,  
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n o t  be  .asked a s  t hey  a r e  s t a t e d  o r  i n  t h a t  +o rde r .  They, r e p r e s e n t  

a  s e t  of concerns,  and a r e a s  t o  be exp lored ,  and t h e  kind of  
* 

in format ion  which t h e  i n t e r v i e w e r  wishes t o  f i n d  o u t  about .  I t  i s  
-% 

b e t t e r  i f  t h e  t o p i c  i s  r a i s e d  by t h e  s u b j e c t  who i s  then en- 

couraged t o  exp lo re  i t  f u r t h e r  i n  t h e  gene ra l  d i r e c t i o n s  

sugges ted  by t h e  probe q u e s t i o n s .  Some of t he  q u e s t i o n s  seem 

clumsy, b u t  a r e  in tended  a s  a  d e l i b e r a t e  a t t empt  t o  cha l l enge  

t h e  s u b j e c t ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  respond t o  an a b s t r a c t  r e f l e c t i o n  on 

r e a l  l i f e  concerns.  Other ques ions  a r e  clumsy iE +ere  i s  no 2 
con tex t  i n  which t o  embed them. I t  was f o r  t h i s  r ason t h a t  t h e  r' 
extended in t e rv i ew  was i n t e g r a t e d  wi th  t h e  i d e n t i t y  

s t a t u s  ,. i n t e rv i ew ,  r a t h e r  .than being given s ~ b s & ~ u e n t l ~  a s  a  k ind -r 

i 

of r e f l e c t i o n  on what had been d i scussed  on t$at p rev ious  
b 

occas ion .  The. i n t e g r a t e d  i n t e rv i ew  simply exp lo re s  t h e  same 

t o p i c  a r e a s  - though no t  always i n  s o  much depth  - as  an ex ten-  

s i o h d f  t h e  b a s i c  t o p i c s  covered i n  t h e  i d e n t i t y  s t a t u s  i n t e r -  

viewing process .  

Vocation 

Dec is ive  Aspects :  (The concep tua l  and va lue  s t r u - c t u r e  employed 

i n  choosing) 
? 

- What c a r e e r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  have you thought about? 

- Have you given s e r i o u s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  t o  something t h a t  you '\ 
- 

f i n a l l y  r e j e c t e d ?  shy?  
- - - What do you s e e  a s  €Tie Important  d i E e  e n c e s b e t w e e n  t h e  &- 

a l t e r n a t i v e s ?  &hat  a s p e c t s  w i l l  you c o n s ' d e r  when you make k 
a choide? / 

- %hat  s t a n d s  our a s  important  t o  you w d n  you t h i n k  of 
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Promissory  Aspec t s :  (How t h e  c h o i c e  i s  r e l a t e d  t o \ o t h e r s )  - 
- What w u l d  t h i s  c h o i c e  mean f a r  t h e  fume r - - - -  < 

0. 

- Do you have a  s e n s e  o f  d i r e c  ion?  Do you have a  p l a n  f o r  P 
t h e  f u t u r e ?  Do you have a  dream o f  what t h e  f u t u r e  cou ld  

be l i k e ?  

- How does your  p r e s e n t  cho i ce  r e l a t e  t o  t h a t ?  
b 

- How. much o f  your  g i f e - ; t y l e  w i l l  t h i s  cho i ce  i nvo lve?  

- Do you s e e  t h i s  7 c h o i c e  a s  permanent? 

- How do you f e e l  you w i l l  change i n  t h e  f u t u r e ? .  
0 

- HOW does your  p a r t i c u l a r  cho i ce  r e l a t e  t o  t h e  s o c i e t y  you 
- - 

l i v e  i n ?  Do you f e e l  p a r t  o f  t h e  wider  community? 

- Is  i t  impor t an t  t o  you t o  be ' r e cog f i zed -by  o t h e r s  a s - a  

- 
% 

Dec i s ive  ~ s p e c t s  : - 't 
' 

. *  

- - W l a t 3 e m s  r e a l l y  impor t an t . abou t  your  b e l i e f s ?  What i s  

' c en t r l i l  t o  i t ?  I s  t h e r e  something ydn>  r e a l l y  b e l i e v e  i n ?  
, A  1 - Why do you ho ld  t h a t  view? What i s  i v a b o u t  i t ?  

I - What do. you s e e  a s  t h e  a1 t e r n a t i v e s  to i t ?  What s wrong 
. , 

" w i t h  them? 
--* t 

- . How'didr you ' a r r i v e  a t  t h a t  p o i n t ' o f  view? What p u e s t i  n s  I . I 

Q -- - - - - - in you: experience dQes i t  _help answer3 

- HA do you know y m s r e  r i g h t ?  How do you j u s t i f y  t h a t  view? 5 
-- 

7 -- 

Other  peop l e  might c l a i m  ..... ( d i f f e r e n t  opinion). 

2 - I n  what way i s  i t  r i g h t ?  %%at does t h a t  mean? 9 .  
I 



R e l a t i o n a l  Aspec t s :  

What is t h e  impor tance  o f ' h a v i n g  t h e s e  b e l i e f s  f o r  you? 

What do t h e y  mean t o  you a s  a  p e r s o n ?  - - - - - - - - 2  

what do t h e y  g i v e  you? k 

How has i t  changed your  s e n s e  o f  yonrse l - f  t o  have t h e s e  

views? What would itp l i k e  i f  you d i d  n o t  have  them o r  

s t o p p e d  b e l i e v i n g  them? 

.What m a t t e r s  t o  y d a - m o s t  about  l i v i n g ?  
i- 

i, ' 

Do you f e e l  committedcto t h i f e  b e l i e f s ?  
. . - 

How much of y o u r  l i f e  do t h e y  i n v o l v e  o r  a f f e c t ?  

What k inds  o f  o b l i . g a t i o n s  o r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  .do t h e y  p l a t e  

Should you n e c e s s a r i l y a c r  on t h e  b a s i s  of your  b e l ' i e f s ?  

How do you f e e l  about  committ ing y o u r s e l f  t o  t h e s e  b e l i e f s ?  

Is it hard? 'Does  i t  i n v o l v e  s o k e . r i s k s ?  Does i t  c o s t  
.L 

anyth ing?  9 

~rornissor-y Aspec t s  : 
-- 

- Do you t h i n k  your  views *may change? , . I s  t h a t  good o r  bad? 

- 
P 

your  b e l i e f s  have t o  s a y  about  t h e  f u t u r e  - f o r  

yours&Jf, and f o r  o t h e r  pe-ople?.  
', - > 

- How d6 &yr  b e l i e f s  a f f e c t  your  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  s o c i e t y  a s  
-, 

- Do you t h i n k  i t ' s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  make some p u b l i c  s t a t e m e n t  - 

o f  your  b e l i e f s ?  
- - - -- >-- - -- - 

- T e l l  me, somete ing 6 f  your  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  your  f r i e n d s .  

Who a r e  they?  What do you do t o g e t h e r ?  Would you say you 



were  c l o s e ?  And open?  

- And w i t h  g i r l - f r i e n d s ?  Do you s e e  someone r e g u l a r l y ?  Are  

you c l o s e ?  Open? D i s c u s s  problems?  F i g h t ?  ' 

- What i s  a f r i e n d ?  What do you g e t  o u t  o f  f r i e n d s h i p ?  What 

does  each  p e r s o n  have  t o  p u t  i n  t o  make i t  work? 

- How i s  t h a t  d i f f e r e n t  f rom a  l o v e r ?  What i s  a good i n t i m a t e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p ?  How c a n  p e o p l e  c r e a t e  t h a t ?  

- What problems have you had t g  work o u t  i n  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  i n  

t h e  p a s t ?  
. .. - What i s  commitment i n  a  p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p ?  I s  i t  

possib-Ie  t o  choose  t h e  r i g h t  o r  wrong p e r s o n ?  

- How do i n t i m a t e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  change  w i t h  t i m e ?  
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