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Roesulta ot the pre- and posties conducted with a

s

prendred and thirtyv-three Form One atudents are presented an
s chapter. The results are presented in three sect 1ons .

first section deals with the comparisons ol scores

coaaned by the students in the experimental and the control

vois

Lupe as well as the scores obtained by bovs and girls on
S MVO and the SAT in the pretests. The second section

¢ with a gimilar discussion but for the posttests. The

Sl

hird section describes the levels of moral reasoning in the

e areas of moral values obtained by the students in the

_wperimental group based on the pretest and posttest.

sScor on the Pretests

The pretesta were conducted one week prior to the

seqinning of the first seience lesson. When the pretests

wrre conducted, 1t was found that only sekalah Menengah

kit Bandaraya had started some lessons on laboratory rules

,0d regulations other schools had not begun any lessons.

H

The pretests were conducted to determine whether

witial differences existed between students in the

.perimental and control groups as well as between boys and

Lo with regards to their moral values and acadewic

Tl

cerformance.
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M\'Q and SAT soores fon the
experimental and control groups

e results on the MVQ and SAT are shown in Tabie 4.

cro o were used to teast for coaaniiiodant difterence botweean

moaln score of the experimental aroup and the mean soore

e control group on both the MVQ and
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L MVO score of 105,63 and a standa

a1 a acore of 105.1% and
. reqs the control group has a mean MVQ score of 1
PR R I - ). e

<+ andard deviation of 11.68. The standard error of the

. aa1enlated and found to
Cierence between the two means was calculated and ic

Cimate was used because the F
"~ 16. The pomled*variance ecotimale waos used ¢

‘ com which the two groups
. shows that the population from which the g
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celected have the same variances. The t-value of 0.22

osdanificant at o po< L 0%

o Thie shows that there was no

s

coptrcant difterence between the mean score of the

coaomental o and that of the controd

aroup on the MVOQ.
Ao shown in the same table, the experimental group has
choan SAT score of 10018 and 4 standard deviation of 3.58
L reas the control group has a mean SAT score of 9,38 with
randard deviation of 3.41. The standard error ot the

Cference between the two means 1s (.61, The t value of

aken from the pooled variance estimate 1o not

i ficant at po o< L0% level of signiflcance. This showe

spoof the experimental and vhat of the control group on

”
s

AT. Based on the two resulits above, 1t can be assumed

st there were no initial differences between the students

-
-

o experimental amd those in the control group with

gards to their moral values and qeademic performances.

MVQ and SAT scores among students
in the Four Schools

results on the MVQ and SAT in the pretests were also

o
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arared among U he st udents 1n the four schools. Table

: iance among the Ic schools on the
the analysis of variance among the four schools on the

Wl L

", scores with the pretestc.

Y.




&R

WA Y %
PARLT &

Atalver s ol Varianeo amerg

cchooals on the MVQ e

. ey
E TS AL G 52

e s W e et m em mm e e e Tl e

SR Do, Sum of M an P e
sauares Bauares ratio prob

L e e e et W e S e o S we e e e W

3 H148.30

b w s me w s o
B . L

14,03 L0000

126 15797, 36 Lan e

e e e e s e e e W e W S M e e e

£

Sehool 10 School 3 school 4
e Group

Goonh School *
KA1 School &
0L Ah School 4

- * . be

AR School 2

—-w—‘—‘,‘w"w_u.,_.‘..-,_...“-.-;..,_m.,w.—w.,. » - -~

sonotes the school which hag gignificant mean di fference
the .0% level.

Sekolah Menengah Petaling
Sekolah Menengah Taman besd
Sekolah Menengah Bukit Bandarayd
sekolah Menenagah ari Pantai

choa ]
chiool

£ o DN
LI B




TS5 ¢

Pt H N U Y1 .
e B ahiows Ui WY g o var e e
) ; ’ HES R I A
o N IR I X!HTJ [ig’r‘\““a\jf.;wo Ve Sl 3}‘ , y \ l
o ! the four aohould o
e . Lo P .
;ini"lix AR IR SRR S A [ . : . L ) .
i ) wiid it i il oo TA e
? ‘ 1.0 which 18
v ERER! Gl th‘fi ‘}, ) [
PobaeaYy ;fo ¥ Liz\‘: ; Wi g\
4 hs [ T S s e g ) . i , . ) ’
Y thiere was d sianiticant difterence an the moral

FoMenengal

*
1
p

viobPantal.

analveis

veinomtovari wunine BAT
e and the tour sobotis d

Feratico ot 1d.28
A post hoc Sched

yit1ed. The results ahow

crance hbetweern ctudenta

Cekoiah Menenagah Petaling w
there

Cormance . However,

students from

pared to those

Wl

1

from Sekolah Menenagah Sri

st

4

the squatter

from the housing estates

te studying in Sekolah
RE RN Sance the four

corea as the dependent
T iependent variable

foon procedure was

was no o signiticant

‘I"i o ‘ ¢

Pantai

vl

1
i

reqards Lo rhetr academic

a signiticant difter

or low cout flats



Altad Vi ys ol var g AMOTI
aohonls on the o tonoores

r Ly . e
; .t Sumoesd 5 I
Si}\id! i ral o1 ;')1"{_,;{)
sty (LR EI ! 1 14 .28 L0000
¥ 4 o S ¥
,;1
: ‘t 3 ] 0y T
S
S ¥
E)! i
R T R T AR T e S S S L &
Siana fioant Mean iyt lberoenoe

H SOV . H 7
"ol d Sohiowoe b

Group

-t

Soehood

) o,
34 Sochool |
& > “y - 2]
w School 3 :
- +

G Scnool 4

] - L sy b s T
the schaonl which has a oignificart medn
at the .05 level

Sekolah Menengah Pétg;;ﬁgﬁa
sekolah Menengah Taman Desé

4t Bukit Bandaravad
Sekolah Menengah b“5i§.??2? an
qekolah Menengah gri Pante

J,
e
R RN




[

MV and OY ATT gy o
MV dand SAT acores heiween the Soxes
s L SRS A S RO D

e MUOY ang SN o
Phe MVQ and SAT mean scores were also compared between
S SRS LSOy O hd e r L werer)

ceweos, Table 7 oshows the teten ,
Shows the totent comparisons between boys

1Y

ciris oon the preteasta e b f
fe on the pretests tor both the MVQ and SAT.

5“} N
L

; Group Pot-test
i

! .:_...1__£4=,:wr,ung;cw,,w.mwwmw»’;mU.»:mymwn_gﬂﬁm_“‘—nﬁ_«—-«m
; BRove Grrviln : t .
3 AN I H |3 &
4 N
f ;
T o e e i e e e Gr s e e e i we e e
' R iy
i
H !
1 ;
i t
N IR : g )
N 4—'.’»1;2 H A (‘ Y, h *1 1 ( [ 57“ i - 1 /& (} » {,}9
' t

s ‘.,vm.w.‘._._.—_e*.»-u.....,.._m‘._...___..m...M...._.me._..M_.mﬁ.m.‘w_...

-...,.........‘-_.,..A.a,_.w.ﬁm—n_.‘,..uW_..,,,.,.“_»_.__.—»_..._-—,-—_..v-.‘

a5 chown in Table 7, the girls have a mean MV score

.52 and a standard deviation of 12.14 whereas the

have a mean MVQ score of 102.64 with a standard

stion of 12.78. The atandard error ot the difference

Cween the two means is o .18. The variance of the two

- 1.78 from the

B

ig the same and the t-value of

e variance estimate is not gignificant at p < .05

. 1t shows that there was 1o significant difference

~cen boys and girls in Lheir moral values. The mean SAT
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rth o standard deviation of 2.9

crean the girls obtained a mean SAT ccore of 9.58 with a

.

soddrc deviacaron of 2830 The standard error of the

corence between the two medns 1o 0,59, The t-value of
ie not gigniticant at p < 0% level. The results also
ite that there was no significant difference bhetween
sexes on their academic performance.

Table 8 shows the t-tegst comparisons between boys and

: © 15 in the experimental group on the MVQ pretest scores.

TABLE B

T-test comparisons between bovs
and girlse in the experimental
group on the MVQ pretests

§ Group I t-test
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Ac spnown in Table 8, the boys in the experimental

mean MVQ score of 103.03 with a standard

~up obtalned a

~viation of 14.53 whereas the girls obtained a mean score

109.48 with a standard deviation of 11.03 on the

" nretests. The standard error of the difference between
e [ S wel Wi S - X " Y

4

1.029. A t-value of - 1.96 is not

twe means 16

.- 4 mhe results show that there
mificant at the .05 jevel. The results sho
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aimental group with regards to their moral values

R

gince the four teachers from the ditterent schools

aoed to findish the first topic at ditferent times, the
tiests were conducted within a range of one month from
first school to the last.

MV(C and SAT scores for the
experimental and control groups

o

r-teats were used to test tor significant difference in
. wean scores for the MVQ and 9AT obtained by the two

- ~ierent groups. The results are shown in Table 9.
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‘ experimental and  control groups
E on the MVQ and SAT posttests
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Ao ghown 1n Table 9 Yl st ey 4
- the oxperimental group has a mean

aoore of 1] £ s1id 8 oo R
: re of 111.58 and a standard deviation of 13.47

Coas the control arc e o e - , . .
‘ ntrol group has 4 mean MVQ score of 106.71 and

i

- andard deviation of 12.234. The

standard error of the
Ccorence between the two means 1s 2.24. The t-value of
co o significant at p < .0%. Hence, the results show that

v owas a significant difference between students in the

. rimental and control groups with regards to their level

reasoning after being exposed to the moral dilemma

rs for the SAT scores, the experimental group has a

oAT score of 13.52 and a standard deviation of 4.82

reae the control group has a mean gAT score of 12.18 and
v andard deviation of 3.17. The standard error of the

‘torence between the two means 1o 0.71. The t-value of
4 ie not significant at p o< 0%, The results show that

v was no significant difference between the experimental
control groups with regards to their academlc

Lriormance.,

MVQ and SAT scores among students
in the Four Schools

The posttest results were also compared for the

. different schools. Table 10 shows the analysis of

- ance among the four schools for the MV(Q scores on the

A e
ttests.
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rable 10 shows the one : ]
tabde 10 shows the one-way analysis of variance using

wores as the dependent variabie and the four schools as
ndependent variable has a Frratio of 29.4% which 18
Cicant at p o< L0b devel. The post hoe Scheffe multiple
41 teon procedure shows that there was a saignificant
c, o ence dn the mora. values of students agtudying 1in
Can Menenagah Tawan Desa and students studying in the
v.» three schools. No significant difterence was found

the students in the three other cohools with regards

"hetr moral values.
A Ccomparison made between students trom bhoth

A

coerimental schools revealed that students studyving in

~.1ab Menengah Taman Desd had a mean MVQ score which

cv than the mean MVQ score of students studying in

Sd

~1lah Menengah Petaling. However, the results show that

1o o increase

Jonts from Sekolah Menengah Petal ing managed

HI L

...y scores by a larger margin {(from 7.0 to 104.68) than

dents from Sekolah Menengah Taman Desad (from 114.51 to
70} . Looking at the mean scores of students from Sekolah
engah Petaling, a score ot 97.0 places them at a Stage

oo moral reasoning level but a score of 104.68 places

~m at a Stage Four level. Howevel, students from Sekolah

" .engah Taman Desa did not increase that much and

nained in the same moral reasoning stage after the

aatment.
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‘pereases in the student's level of moral reasoning in
reas of moral values atter being exposed to the moral

opisodes were also investigatod in thias study. The

Jreac of moral values were honesty, cleanliness,
neibility, cooperation and compassion. There were

v items in the MVQ. Fach area of moral value 1s

. e Y ko g . o ey e b e 5 o A
cosepted by six o1tems. The total score tor psach area ol
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atage Two and 0.8 % {(n=1) 1in ttage Five.

students, 5H2.t & (n=7 0) were tound to have

" % i vy " Py S &) ; -
our while 45.1 % (n=60) were in Staqe

(197%), children at age

of the Form One students) should have reached

above resulls seemed to support kohilberg's
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N Fesults on the posttests show that the two students who

in Stage Two during the pretests had already increased

level of moral reasoning after the treatment.
ilarly, 15.8 % (n=21) of the students in Stage Three has
- +ady increased their level of moral reasoning to Stage
This shows that almost half of the students who were
“tage Three on the pretests had increased their level of
.1 reasoning to Stage Four after the treatment.

Table 16 shows the percentage of students in the

.rimental group belonging in each moral reasoning stage

‘he pretests and posttests.
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ts shown in Table 16, out of 67 students in the

R

mental group, only 1.5 % (n=1) was in Stage Two during

nretest, 44.8 % (n=30) were 1in Stage Three and 53.7 %

in Stage Four. On the posttest, there were 19.4 %

o

"% of the students in Stage Three and 79.11 % (n=53) in
¢ Four. Only one student reached Stage Five on

nosttest.

Table 17 shows the percentage of students at different

¢s of moral reasoning after the posttests.
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4o shown 1n Table 17, one student (1.5%) from

c=perimental group jumped two stages above, from Stage

e

i

Stage Four. Seventeen students (25.4 %) managed to

'=45e theilr moral reasoning stage from Stage Three to
and only one student (1.5 %) reached Stage Five. The

of the students remained at their respective stage

R

Y&, 13 (19.4 %) at Stage Three and 35 (52.2 %) at Stage

A

The interpretations of the above mentioned results will

“iscussed in the following chapter.




