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The relationship between prosocial moral reasoning and prosocial
behavior among university students

Azimpour, A., Ardakany, N., Arshadi, M., & Mardani, H
(Received; 30 June, 2015-Accepted; 15 Jan, 2016)

Abstract

The aim of the present study was to investigate the relationships between
prosocial moral reasoning and several prosocial behaviors, with controlling
the effects of social desirability and lie/irrelative responding. One hundred
twenty eight undergraduate students from Salman Farsi university of
Kazerun responded to the Measure of Prosocial Moral Reasoning (Carlo,
Eizenberg and Knight, 1992), Prosocial Tendencies Measure (Carlo and
Randall, 2002) and Marlowe-Crowne social desirability scale (Crowne and
Marlowe, 1960)). The effects of social desirability and lie/irrelative
responding were controlled by the method of partial correlation. The
relationships of total score of prosocial moral reasoning, the 5 types of
prosocial moral reasoning, and also the 6 types of prosocial behaviors
generally confirmed the findings of previous studies; although there were
some discrepancies to them. Present investigation was a confirmation of
past findings suggesting that different moral (prosocial) behaviors were
differently related to moral (prosocial) reasoning.

Keywords: prosocial moral reasoning, prosocial behavior, social
desirability
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1. anonymous prosocial behavior
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1. social desirability
2. multi-stage random sampling
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1. Prosocial Tendencies Measure (PTM)
2. reliability
3. validity
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1. Adult Versions of the Prosocial Reasoning Objective Measure (PROM-R)
2. moral dilemma
3. liefirrelative
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1. Marlowe-Crowne social desirability scale
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1. Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory
2. pearsonian correlation coefficient

3. part correlation cofficient

4. Byrne
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