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ABSTRACT

The main purposes of this research were 1) to investigate undergraduate students’
moral understanding 2) to study what levels of their moral reasoning were, and 3) to compare the
moral reasoning levels of the students on business administration and non-business administration
majors. The sample consisted of university students ranging from freshmen to seniors
totalling four hundred students. The student sample was selected from state —run and private

universities. Two hundred students were selected from each type of higher educational

institution which consisted of business administration and non — business administration
majors ; one hundred students from each major. The research instruments were a test on
morality understanding measuring the moral characteristics concerning social principles and
religious teachings and a test on moral reasoning adapted from Kohlberg’s theory of
morality development. The test comprised various situations concerning daily — life situations
raising moral issues which needed reasons for decision — making in accordance with the
motives relating to the development of a person’s inteiiigence, age, emotion, society and
education level.

The research findings indicated that 1) with re:spect' to moral understanding of the
undergraduate students in state — run and private universities , the majority of the students
rated responsibility, honesty, self — discipline , tolerance, fairness, persistence and respecting
sentority highly ; gratitude and sacrifice very highly except frugality and money — saving were
rated highly by state — run university students and very highly by private university students.
The t-test reault at the .05 significance level revealed that the moral understanding of private
university students was significantly h.igher than that of state — run university students 2) the
comparison of moral reasoning of state — run university and private university students showed

that state- run university, as a whole, performed moral reasoning at level five according to
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Kohlberg’s theory. That is the certain level requires a person to be rational and aware of public
benefits. Private university students performed the fourth level of moral -reasmning which
concerns responsibility for one’s own duty and social principles. The results of t- test revealed
that the means scores of moral reasoning were insignificantly different at the .05 significance
level. The students from these two types of higher educational institutions performed moral
reasoning at approximately the same level. That is, they were responsible for their own duty
and social principles including being reasonable and aware of public benefits 3) the comparison
of moral reasoning of the students in business administration and non-business administration
majors revealed that the students in non — business administration major ; as a whole, performed
the level-five moral reasoning ; they were reasonable and aware of public benefits. Those in
business administration major performed the leve] — four moral reasoning ; they were
responsibility for their own duty and social principles. In addition, the results of - test
indicated that the means scores of moral reasoning were insignificantly different. That 1s, the
certain level of moral reasoning concerns performing one’s own duty and social principles

including being rational and aware of public benefits.






