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Abstract

This study examined the social cognitive reasoning2aChinese Malaysian preadolescents (9
12yearsold; M = 11.02,SD= .94) and 68 adolescents (13ykarsold; M = 14.76,SD= 1.39)

in resolvingilial dilemmas witim the personal and moral domain. Preadolescents deferred to
parental autherityy whereas adolescents endorsed filial obligation reatmjustify compliance

in the personal domain. Both appealed to filial obligation, pragmatic, or welfarefahd sa
reasoning to justifyfcompliance but fairness or rights reasoning to justify their noncompliance,
for the moral issue. Distinctions between authoritarian and reciprocal filialrpepningvere
revealed. Findings demonstrated complex decision making andigegeasoning processes
among Chinese Malaysian adolescents as they negotiate their filial iollégaihd autonomy
development.

ChineseMalaysian Adolescents’ Social Cognitive Reasoning regarding Filial Dilemmas
During adolescence, individuals tend to seek greater autonomy and explore new roles
(Turiel, 2003 while maintaining connectedness with their paréftgigni & Pedersen, 2002;
Pomerantz,"Qin, Wang, & Chen, 2011). Importantly, autonomous adolescents may demonstrate
volitionalfunctioning withait separating from their parents as these adolescents are willing to
depend on their parents for guidance and support (Ryan & Deci, 2002). A growing body of
literatureexistsregardingconflict resolutionandnegotiatios between adolescerdad parentm
China (e.g.CherGaddini, 2012Lahat, Helwig, Yang, Tan, & Liu, 200$metana, Wong, Ball,
& Yau, 2014 Yau & Smetana2003).However adolescents’ reasoning regarding such issues are
less understood in othsocieties undergoing rapid social changes, where more traditional values
of interdependence remain important but more indeperidensed Western values are being
incorporated;resulting in autonomous-related selves (Kagitcibasi, 2005). Amoagtiteses,
such as Malaysia, where the current study was conducted, the seeromfibting values of
freedomsand autonomy versus conformity to social rules and absolute obedience tograed par
coexist (Lee, Quek, & Chew, 2001). These values may influence adolescents’ judgment and
reasoning in making interpersonalpnd familyrelated decisions.
Children and adolescerttave been showto usethreetypes ofqualitatively distinct

reasoning in evaluatierof social actiongNucci, 2001; Smetana, 2006, 20Tdyiel, 2002,
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2000: (1) personaljustifications which pertain to individual jurisdiction, autonomy, self-
esteem, and setfevelopment (KillenLee-Kim, McGlothlin, & Stangor, 2002Nucci, 200); (2)
social-conventional justificationsvhich concern values, norms, customs, and converthans
are arbitrary, agreegpon and relative to specific contextsillen & Stangor, 2001Smetana,
2011); and3) moral justifications which involve fairness and rights, equal treatment, and
concen withrothers’harm or welfargsuch prescriptivfudgmentsare generalizable across
contexts and independent of particular rules or authority dictates (Killen 2002 Smetana,
2011). The utilization of thesgariousforms ofreasoning depends dmeissue at hand, as well
as the developmental stage and sociocultural cootdke decisiormaker(Killen et al, 2002).
Importantly,manyissues are complex and requieasoninghat reflecs the coordination of
moral concerns, social conventions and personal choice (Gere & Helwig, 2012).

Building upon the social domain mod&lilfen et al, 2002), the present study aimed to
examine themultifacetedreasoningf Chinese Malaysian preadolesceautsl adolescents in
resolving dilemmagpertaining tassues that are culturally salient to thespecifically,we
focused on the Confuciditial piety ethicfor reasons described belowhe overall
conceptualization of the present study was based aexthatliterature on social cognitive
reasoning ameng Chinese and Western samples. However, we adopted auMiiirerapproach
and examinedocialcognitive reasoningariationsamongChinese Malaysian preadolescents
and adolescents. ExaminatiarfSChinese Miaysianpreadolescents’ aratlolescentsfeasoning
in resolvingdilial dilemmagan contribute to outevelopmental and culturahderstandingf
the decision-makingrocessn negotiatirg autonomy andonnectednesaround topics that are
relevant to theisocialization experiences (Yeh, 1995).

Filial Piety.among the Chinese: Traditional and Contemporary Views

Filial piety is the most influential Confucian ethic guiding intergenerational relationships
and the mutualobligations between parents andrenild the Chinese culture (Ho, 2008he
traditional*Chinese family is hieraicil, with fathers held in high esteem, and children’s
obedieneetoward parental injunctions expecktanl £009. Filial piety tenets focus on
maintaining family order by promoting responsibility, interdependence, sacrifiddamily
harmony (Bengtson & Putney, 200Despite increasingressurdo value independence and
autonomywith the Westernization aghodern Chinessocietes(Yue & Ng, 1999), contemporary

Chinese individuss still endorse the filial duties of respecting, loving, and honoring parents, as
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well as providing material support and eventual taedderly parent$o some degre@.aidlaw,
Wang Coelho, & Power, 201Mehta & Ko, 2004). Alolescents’ filial piety beliefs and
behaviorsarerelated to, butlistinctfrom the generalquality of theirparentchild relationship
(Cheah, Bayram Ozdemir, & Leung, 2012). Yeh and colleagues (Yeh, 2003; Yeh & Bedford,
2003) proposetvo types of motivatiorthatunderlie the endorsement of filial behaviors
authoritarianfilialpietyandreciprocal filial piety. Authoritarian filial pietyentails childrefs
suppressin oftheir own wishes and conighcewith parentawishes because of parents’
physical, financial or sociaeniority. In contrastreciprocal filial pietyencompasses childrsn
emotional‘and.spiritual atteadceto and caring for parents out of gratitudetfweir efforts in
having raised them.

Filial piety also constitutethe core principl®f the Chinese family systerim the
diasporaincludingMalaysia(Cheahet al, 2012 Ismail, JePei, & Ibrahim, 2009 The ethnic
Chinese constitute the largest minority group in Malaysiatf2 of the Malaysiapopulation in
2010), withrthesethnic Malays being the majoriDepartment of Statistics, Malaysi2011).
Chinese filiality;,in Malaysidas been said tee closer to thetraditionalConfucian origins than
the current practices of many Chinese living/iainland China due teeveral major factors
related to themaintenancef ethnic cohesiomithin the Malaysiarcontext(Thomas, 1990)or
examplethere are numeroysivateChinese language vernacular schools whose medium of
instruction is Mandariralthough the first official language is Malegnd English is taught in
public schoels-and widely usddnportantly, religious barriers for the mostly Buddhist or Taoist
Chinese to intermarry with the Malay Muslim majority exidie@reover Malaysian
governmental policies favoring the ethnic Malays (e.g., ethnic quotas in univensdies a
businesses and other affirmative action policies) exist to maintain abtibeinance and
balance the ecanomic distribution (Lee & Tan, 2000).

Thuasjthe strong contindeChinese cultural resiliene@thin an Asian contexdespite
increasing"Westernizatiasf this population of adolescents in Malaysia (Lee et al., 2001)
allowedferitheunique opportunity to examiri@w their reasoning processes refledtes
potentialy conflictingdemands forelatedness with family and culture andreasing autonomy.
The Chinesecultural valueghat promotgarental authoritandchild complianceexamined thus
far in thesocial cognitive reasoning literatured., Lahat et al., 2009; Smetana, Wong, Ball, &

Yau, 2014 are fundamentally rooted in tfiéal piety ethic(Ho, 2008). e present study
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extended this research byploring the role ofhe overallfilial piety constructin the
socialization and development of Chindéalaysian adolescen{€heah et al., 2012).
Specifically, we examined the types of reasonmiggadolescent@ndadolescents make when
they face dilemmagertaining to thdulfillment of filial responsibilities We focused on filial
dilemmas surroundintipe personabnd moradomairs, andfurtherexploredthe roles of
adolescentsidecision,age,and gender itheir reasoning within each filial dilemma
Social Cognitive Reasoning Regarding@ersonal and Moral Issues

Personaldomain. According tothe social domairtheory, ssues in thpersonal domain
pertain tosecial'actionghat concerithe private aspects of one’s life gmdimarily influence the
individual instead ofothersor the social structurdhese actions arot directlyrelated tcsocial
regulation omoral concern (Nucci, 200Emetana201]). Researclon reasoning and decision-
makinghavereportedthatchildren and adolescenits Western culturesonsiderissuesn the
personal demain, including choice of friends;reational activit, and appearancas subject to
individual preferenceand choice, and outside of the legitimate jurisdiction of adults, judgment of
authority, or'social regulation (Nucci, 1996; Nucci, Killen, & Smetana, 1296wise, Chinese
children and adolescents in both modern@aditional societiesonsider persalissues to be
under the individués jurisdiction, emphasizing personal choice and individual sighjustify
their opposition.to parental authority (e.g., Helwig, Yang, Tan, Liu, & Shao,, Siétana,
Wong, Ball, & Yau, 2014Yau & Smetana, 2003

Researeh has alshown that the endorsement of individual choice versus deference to
authorityalsovaries by the context and decision being constdéHelwig, 2005. Specifically,
studies inbothWestern and Chinese samples revealed that adolepcenssily endorsed
authority-based procedures for curriculum decisions due to their concerns aboulihatedg
knowledge andicompetence in making schooliculum decisionsBregman & Killen, 1999;
Helwig, ArnoldyTan, & Boyd, 2003; Helwig & Kim, 199%lowever both children and
adolescents'rejected adult authoritylatisions regarding schob&sedecreational activities
preferingsinstead tayrantchildren the autonomy tchoose.

Togetherthese findings suggesthatChinese children and adolescemiight emphasize
authority-based reasoning to explain tle@impliance with adultsopinions over personal issues
like school curriculum decisionslowever the concepts of individual freedom, perabchoice,

and autonomy mighiecomemoresalientwhen they justify their preference fpersonal matters
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such aselecting recreational activitiecbhese differences refle€hinesechildren’s and
adolescents’ attempto balance their own desires and the demands of authority fighiles
consideringhe topicat hand Nevertheless, no study has examined how Chinese Malaysian
preadolescen@nd adolescents reason about making an autonomous choice or conwlying
their paremt” requesbver issusin the personal domaiffhus,in the present study, we
presented-ardilemnmzertainingto the selection of an extracurricular activitfParticipantavere
asked whethethe protagonist should pursue his/her omterestand join the basketball club or
follow the wishes of parents to join the Malay language (thib national language of the
country)when selecting an extracurricular activitiyese preadolescerdad adolescenisere
alsoaskedto‘provida reason for thedecision

Moral domain. Issues intemoraldomain includesocial interactions that concern the
rights or weltbeing of others; the propriety of these interactions is defined by implicit or explicit
societal narmgNucci, 2001; Turiel, 2002Children and adolescenits Western culture have
been shown:tersimultaneousignsidertheissues ofusticeandfairnessthe possibility of
negative consegquence fathers, and thevelfare and safetgf otherswhenreasoning about their
decision tqorioritize justice (e.g., being fair to everyone) ougerpersonal relationship
concerns (e'gs, favoritistowarda closeriend; Smetana, Killen, & Turiel, 1991).

Despite.a growing body of research on Chinese adolescents’ decision-making and
reasoning involvingnterpersonal relationshig¥au & Smetana, 1996; 2003), family obligations
(Fuligni, Tsengy & Lam, 1999;ahatet al, 2009, andparentchild conflicts(ChenrGaddini,
2012),there is limitedesearch examing how Chines@readolescen@ndadolescents make
decisions in resolving disputes with their parents over nretatedfilial issuesand how they
justify their decisionsThus, in the present studye presented a moral dilemma situated within
afilial piety.context pertaining to the childisbedience to her or hiather afterthe father
breaks higogromiseto the child. Specifically,Chinese Malaysian preadolesceausl adolescents
were askedvhether the protagonist shoulefuse or agree tiois or herfather’s request tgive
up the proetagonist’s savings faslor herfather’'s gambling debt.hley were also asked to
provide a reason for their decisidrhisfilial dilemma centered on issues related to fairness over
the father’s broken promise and the child’s right to keep his or her earned money.
Interdependence and mutual obligation betwgsments and children are core virtues endorsed

by the filial piety ethic (Ho, 2008). Parents are expected to sacrifice time and money for their
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children asan investment in their futurand also to internalize feelingswaneration and
indebtedness in their children. These feelings of indebtedness in children aredbtelie
motivate children to repay their parents’ sacrifice and investments by hefrsypporting
them (Bengtson & Putney, 2000; Cheah et al., 2012; Mehta & Ko, 2004).tMhsudilemma
was designedto examine whether children wduwikd! their filial duty to help and support their
parents during‘times of need despiteliheken promis€Yeh & Yang, 1989).
Age and Gender Effectsin Social Cognitive Reasoning

To better understanalithin-culture variations irfChinese Malaysian preadolescents’ and
adolescents’ sacialognitive reasoning regarding their solutions to the two types of filial
dilemmaswealsoconsideedage differences in their decisions and reasor@der Chinese
adolescents were more likdlyan their youngecounterparts to appeal to individual rights,
autonomy, and personal choice in their reasoning regarding péissuessuch as food or
recreationspreferencéblelwig et al, 2011) With age, Chinese adolescents were also more
likely to appealto personal jurisdiction to justify conflicts with their parents over choice of
activities (Yau & Smetana, 2003)jowever older Chinese and ne@hinesechildren were more
likely than younger children to consider the issue of knowledge and competence when reasoning
aboutauthoritybased overwonomy granting procedures in making decisions for school
curriculum (Helwig, 1997; Helwig et al., 2003; Helwig & Kim, 1999). Moreover, older children
and adolescents were more consistent than their youngaiegauts in considering both
fairnesswelfaresand interpersonal relationships when resolving moral and intempecenflicts
(Smetanadet al’; 1991).

Developmental differences in Chinese children’s endorsemesetiaiin aspects dhe
filial piety ‘ethic have alsobeen proposed.dolescenthiave been found to repatgreater sense
of obligation. to repay their parents with age (Fuligni & Pedersen, 2002), indieatingreasing
internaliation“afreciprocal filial understandingdowever, oursvasthe first study to examine
whether theuse of filial obligatierelated reasoning differed across ages when resolving filial
dilemmasrin the personal and moral domails.alsoinvestigated the distinction between
children’scompiancewith parenal request due toobedience versuan understanding of
interpersonal familial relationships based on affection and gratitude.

Regarding gender differencesadolescentssocial cognitive reasoning, Chinese males

were more likely than their female counterpartsdasider the issue of knowledge when
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reasoning abowtompliance with parental authority in making decisiforghe family (Helwig

et al., 2003)Neverthelessotherstudies have revealed nsignificantdifferences irthe social
cognitive reasoning ahale versusemale adolescent8(egman & Killen, 1999t ahat et al.,
2009; Smetanaset al., 199Vyith regard to gender roles pertaining to the filial piety ethic,
contemporary“Chinese sons and dauglaersexpected ttulfill their filial obligations to both
parentgZhan& Montgomery, 2003), and no gender differences were foutie filial beliefs,
emotionsand behaviors of Chinddelaysianadolescents (Cheah et al., 2012). However,
genderspecific. expectations for daughters and sons to fulfiteaefilial roles and
responsibilities/imay still be presetttus, gender differencegereexplored in the present study.

Aims andHypotheses

In sum,we investigated thsocial cognitivaeasoning of Chinese Malaysian
preadolescents arsdiolescents acrosso filial dilemmas.Bothfilial dilemmas presented
instances'when the parent and the protagonistiififedent goalsand the protagonist’s
obediencavasbeing questionedpecifically, the first dilemma pertagdto theselecton of the
type ofextracurricular activity, whicimayallow more room for children to assert their
autonomy, In contrast, the second dilemma poeal@fatherbreakinghis promise to his child,
and puledferthechildren’sfilial loyalty and responsibility wwardstheir parentsan area that
has been less exploreixamining both a personal and a mdital dilemmaallowedfor greater
understandingf Chinese Malaysian preadolescents’ and adolescawitifaceted reasoning
reflecing theirsimultaneous concern with individual autonomy and rights tla@dnaintenance
of traditional hierarchical relationships and social obligatibiedwig et al., 2003).

Thepresent study had four specific aims. First, we investigakedher Chinese
Malaysianpreadolesaats andadolescentsiecisiondi.e., affirming parent’s versus their own
interest)varied when resolving a filial dilemma in the personal versus moral domain. Second, we
explored the type of reasoning they provided when resolving a filial dilemma iertbengl
versus moral.domaif.hird, we compared Chinese Malaysian preadolescents and adolescents
reasoningwacross the decisions that they made in resolving each dilemma (in tefimaiaf
theparent’s versus their own intergdtinally, we examined whether age and gender played a
role in their decision within each dilemeandin their reasoningcross and within the

dilemmas
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Although no studies have examintbeé sociakognitive reasoning of Chinese Malaysian
preadolescents and adolescents geneatedour hypothesebasedon previous findings on
related topics conducted Western and Chinese adolescent samglgsrall, participants were
expected to apply multifaceted reasoning to justify their decisions in both filial dileriveas.
first expectedhatthe decision and reasoninffChinese Malaysian preadolescents and
adolescentsswould be responsive to the spatiifienma being considere8pecifically, we
predicted thamoreparticipants wouldaeport thathe protagonist should followigor herown
interestdi.e., join the basketball clulthan follow theparentsrequest(i.e.,join the Malay
language ‘¢clupin the selection of an extracurricuktivity, andjustify this decision
predominantly by referencirt@eirindividual preference andterests.

In contrast, given the emphasismontual obligations antepaymentn thefilial piety
ethic we expectedhatmorepreadolescents and adolescents would debatehe protagonist
shouldaffirmsthe parent’s interest (i.e., ggvmoney to his/her fathéw pay for thefather’s
gambling debtjatherthanfollow his or herown interest (i.e., keejme money for his/her own
use in thebreaking promiseilemma Participants were expected ¢ide more parertocused
reasonindespecially filialpiety reasoningin justifying their decisiorto give money to the
fatherin thisdilemma.ln contrastparticipantsvere expectetb adopimoral reasoning
(specifically.pertaining to fairnessd right$ to justify their decisiorfor why the protagonist
should defy his or her father’s request.

We-alseexpectedo find age differences Chinese Malaysian preadolescevissus
adolescentseasondor their decisionsvithin each dilemmaln selectinganextracurricular
activity, adolescentsere expected tbe more likelythanpreadolescent® endorse reasoning
based on their owpersonakthoicerather thartheir parent’sauthoritydue toan increasing focus
on autonomy.in'making decisions regardiagreational activities/Ne alsoexpected that
adolescents'wqulde more likely to apply filial obligatiohndebtedness reasonitizan
preadoleseent$-inally, due to the lack of consistent gendsatedpatterrs of findings
identifiedsn previous researcho specific hypotheses were proposegharding theole of
gender in the decision making and reasoning of Chinese Malaysian preadolescents and
adolescentsAll other examinations of interactions between decision, age, and gender were
exploratory.

Method
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Participants

Fifty-two Chinese preadolescentsl(® years oldM = 11.02,SD= .94; 44.23%emale$
and 68 adolescents (13-18 years Md; 14.76,SD= 1.39; 52.94%emale$ residing in Kuala
Lumpur,the capitol oMalaysig were recruited from afteschool programslhe preadolescents
attended primary schgavhereashe adolescentattended secondary schoall participants
were ethnically Chinese, with both parents of Chinese deSdwant.native languageras
Chinese, buMalay is the national languag®d English is the official second language in
Malaysia.Seventy percent of the participants spoke primarily in Chinese (Mandarin, Cantones
Hakka, Hokkien, or Teochew dialects) with their family members, 24% spoke somes€land
some English/Malay, ang% spoke only English or Malay at horost participants identified
as Buddhist (81%), followed by Christian (15%), Muslim (8%), and Other (3.4%). About half
(45.1%) of the pdicipantswerefirst-born.All participants were from twparent middlezlass
families. About-half of the fathers (51.6%) and a quarter of the mothers (23.7%) held
professionaleccupationall demographic informatiowasselfreported by th@articipants
Procedure

Permission was first obtained fraime drectors of afteschoolcentersThen, packets of
guestionnaires,.including a brief description of the study, the informed consent form, a
demographicsneasureand two vignettes with open-ended questiwese distribued to the
participatingadolescentsAssent and parental comgevereobtained from all participants prior
to completingsthe questionnaires at the centadicipants couldhoo® tocomplete the
guestionnaires in English or Chine3bese data were collected between September 2010 and
March 2011.
Measures

Measures that were originally available in English were thiestslated to Chinese and
then back=translated to English by bilingual graduate studsintdarly, the Chinese measures
were first translated to English atitenbacktranslated to Chines@ll discrepancies were
resolvedthrough consensaimiongthe translatorgrinally, the measures (4 in each language)
werepiloted with 8 participant¢4 males and 4 femaleshowereinterviewed about the
measures to establish comprehensiontaridrther ensure the appropriateness of the vignettes

and languagéor Chinese Malaysian children and adolescents.
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Vignettes of filial dilemma. We modifiedtwo filial dilemmasdeveloped by Yeh and
Yang (1989) in their cognitivetructural analysis of Chinese filial pigtyorder to make them
relevant for thege of our participants and the Malaysian cultural con@x¢dilemma
involvedselecting arextracurricula@activity, andanother involved obedience in responsthe
fatherbreakingthis promist his child(see Appendix)Eachdilemmawas followed by two
guestionsy¥What-do you think [name of the protagonist in the story] should alo® “Why do
you think so? Participantavere asked toespond tdhe first questioty choosing to acquiesce
to the parent or follow their own opinioResponsew the question “why” were opeended and
coded as describdsklow. The gender of the protagonistthe vignettesvasmatched with the
gender ofthe participant to control foossible gender bias in the@asoning. The presentation
of the vignettesvascounterbalanced.
Coding of DecisionMade and SocialCognitive Reasoning

Participants’ decisions regarding what the protagonists should do were coded
dichotomously-agil) affirming the protagonist’s interest or (2) affirming the parent’s interest.
Participants’ operended justifications were coded into 6 possible categories, guidautiay
cognitive reasoningesearch{e.g., Bregman & Killen, 1999; Killen et al., 2002; Killen &
Stangor, 200%; Smetana et al., 191 order to distinguish between authoritarian and reciprocal
filial piety reasoning (Yeh & Bedford, 2004), we coded for whethep#récipantscomplied
becauseheysubmitted to their parents’ authorit&uthority ard Authority Expectationspr they
had internalized an understandinga@ommitmentowardandrepayment otheir parents’
caregiving(Filial Obligation or IndebtednessyhePersonal Choice and Autonorogtegory
corresponded tparticipantsreasons related to the importancewofonomy, individual choice,
and desiresThePragmatic Rasoningcategorypertained to participantgistificationsreflecting
a practical.approach nesolving the dilemma sensibly and realisticallje Welfare and Safety
categorycorresponded tparticipants’ reasoning pertaining to acts that negatively affect
another’s physical or psychological well-beifgnally, the Fairnessor Rightscategory
pertainedst@articipants’ appeal to maintaining fairnessssuef justice(see Table 1 for
sampleresponses

Participants’ responsegerecoded into more than one reasontagegory ween
applicable Specifically,12% of the current sample provided tjustificationsin their responses

for the activity dilemma, where@8% provided two justifications and 2% provided three
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justificationsfor the breaking promisgilemma.Thus, gmilar to previous studie(g., Helwig,
2011; Helwig et al., 2003; Horn, 2006; Killen & Stangor, 2001), proportion scores were
calculatedor each reasoning categamythin each dilemmarhis approach allows us to control
for the differentinumber of justifications given for each dilemma.
Assessment of\Reliability

The operended responses written in Chinese were first translated into English using the
translation, and back-translation method recommended by Pena (2007), and then coded to
conceal the language of the participants’ responses during coding to mininsiz&llbilae data
were code@ndreviewed by the first and second authors. Kapfzallated on 20% of the data
was.91,and consensus was reachiebugh discussion.

Results

Preliminary Analyses

A seriesof preliminary analyses was conducted to examine the effect of potential
confoundingwvariables (i.e., number of sibling, birth order, language of preference) on
participants’ decisions and reasoning. None of these demographic vanabtasrelaed with
the outcomes VvariableSloreover, independersamples-tests showed that the type of decision
chosen and'the category of reasoning applied were not significantly differenebetwe
participants.who responded in English versus Chinese. Finaltedsamples-tests showed
that the number of codes applied to categorize participants’ reasoning did nataggifary
by the ordemefithe two vignettes.
Decisionsfacross Dilemmas

We usedhe McNemar test to examine whether participants’ decisianga when
resolving a filial dilemma in the personal versus moral doniRésults showed that participants
differed in/their decision based on the specific dilemma being considered, McNemar ? (1, N =
108) = 21102p< .001.Consistent with our expectatipin thechoosing an extr&urricular
activity dilemma participants were more likely to decide that the protagonist should pursue
his/her pwn interest and join the basketball club (57%) over the parents’ ohtheeMalay
language club®Also supporting our hypothesigheobedience in response to fatheeaking
promisedilemma participants were more likely to report that the protagonist should give money
to his/her father to pay for the father's gambling debt (75%) than to keep the monesfHer hi

own use.
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Decisions within Each Dilemma

A logistic regression analysis was conducted to examine the role of age, gendeejrand t
interactions in the decision outcome within each filial dilemmahechoosing an extra-
curricular activity dilemmasignficant main effectsvere found for both age and gender on the
type of degision participants madpecifically, adolescents (65%) were more likely than
preadolescents(42%) to pursue their own intefest].66, S.E. = .57, Walgf (1, N= 116) =
8.52,p=.004, Exp(B) = 5.25, and females (65%) were more likely than males (47%) to pursue
their own interest = 1.41, S.E. = .60, Walgf (1, N = 116) = 5.57p = .02, Exp(B) = 4.08. In
thefatherbreaking promiselilemma there were no significant main effects of age and gender.
Also, no significant interaction effect of age and gender was found for these twmddem
Social Cognitive Reasoning across Two Dilemmas

To examine whether participants’ social cognitive reasoning varied between the two filial
dilemmasgwe performed a 2 (age) x 2 (gender) x 2 (filial dilemma) repeaagures
multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVAJhe types of filial dilemmas were examined as
the withinisubject factor, and participant’s age and gender were the beswbgatt factors.
Participants’ social cognitive reasoning significantly varied by the type of filial dilemma, Pillai’'s
TraceF(5, 104),= 45.33p < .001,7% = .685.Univariate tests revealed that participants were
more likely-te-apply authority or personal choice reasoiirtgeactivity dilemmahan the
breaking promise dilemm&j(1, 108) = 12.91p < .001,4° = .107 and~(1, 108) = 77.03p <
.001,5° = 416 respectivelyin contrast, they were more likely topyp filial obligation, welfare
and safetyor fairness or rightseasoningn thebreaking promiselilemmathan in the activity
dilemma,F(1, 108) = 13.35p < .001,5° = .110,F(1, 108) = 22.87p < .001,* = .175, and~(1,

108) = 35.61p < .001,5° = .248, respectively.

Alsogsignificant main effectsere found for age on the authoriB(1, 108) = 15.10p <
.001,5? = 123" personal choicg(1, 108) = 15.12p < .001,5* = .123; and pragmati€;(1, 108)
=13.75,p<"001,5° = .113, reasoningategoriesRegardless of their decisions, preadolescents
were more likely than adolescents to cite authority and pragmatic reasoning, whereas adolescents
were more likely than preadolescents to cite personal choice reasoning in both dilemmas.
Moreover,our results yielded a significant Dilemma x Age interaction such that Chinese
Malaysian preadolescents and adolescents applied the social cognitive reasoning differently

across the two filial dilemmagijllai’'s TraceF(5, 104) = 7.14p < .001,4* = .255.Univariate
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test showed that preadolescents were more likely to apply authority or pragmatic reasoning in the
activity dilemma than thbreaking promiselilemma,F(1, 50) = 10.28p < .01,5°=.171 and
F(1,50)=5.17p< .05,;72 = .094, respectively. However, preadolescents were more likely to

apply filiakobligation in theéoreaking promiséilemma than the activity dilemmg(1, 50) =

24.77,p < 00Ty = .331.

Social CognitivesReasoning within Each Dilemma

Toexamine whether participants’ sociabaitive reasoning varied based on the decision
they made,.their age, and gender within each dilemma, we conducted a 2 (decision) x 2 (age
(gender) MANOVA on the proportion of the reasoning categories for each diléPasiahoc
tests of simple effectwere conducted using omeay univariate analysis of variance (ANOVA)
as all three independent variables were dichotomous in nBXeseriptive statistics of the
proportion of social cognitive reasoning categories for each dilesnepesented Table 2.

In theactivity dilemmaparticipants’ social cognitive reasoning varied significantly by
their decisionpillai’'s TraceF(3, 105 = 81.61,p < .001,4* = .700.Univariate testsevealed
significant main effects of decision on the authotfi, 107) = 22.56p < .001,4* = .174 filial
obligation,F(1, 107) = 60.22p < .001,5* = .360; and personal choid&(1, 107) = 138.35) <
.001,5% = 5B4.reasoning categorieBarticipants were most likely to apply authority or filial
obligation reasoning tustify their decision to follow their parents’ advide.contrast, they
were most likely to apply personal choice reasoning to justify their decision to ploesuewn
interest.Participants’ social cognitive reasoning also vasigghificantly by ther age, Pillai’s
TraceF(3,/105)\= 9.71p < .001,42 = .217. Univariate tests revealed significant main effects of
age on authorityr(1, 107) = 8.72p < .01,#> = .075 filial obligation, F(1, 107) = 20.26p <
.001,5% = 1159; personal choic€(1, 107) = 5.42p = .02,5* = .048 and pragmatid;(1, 107) =
9.976,p <.101,4%= .085 reasoning categorieBreadolescents were more likely to apply
authority orpragmatic reasoning, whereas adolescents were more likely to kedpdpligation
or personathoice reasoninghere was significant main effect of gender on the pragmatic
reasoning'€ategories(1, 107) = 4.88p < .05,5° = .044. Females were more likely than males
to apply pragmatic reasoningloreover,a significant Dilemma x Age interactiomas found,
such that preadolescents and adolescents applied the social cognitive reaffienamglylacross
their decisionPillai's TraceF(3, 105 =5.77,p < .01, * = .142 Univariate testshowed thattte

main effects for the authority and filiabligation reasoning categories were qualified by
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significant Decision x Age interactioris(1, 107) = 8.72p < .01,5% = .075; and~(1, 107) =
14.96,p < .001,4° = .123, respectivelyFurther examination of the interactions revealed that
when reasoning about their decision to follow their parents’ advice, preada¢eapphed
authority reasoning more frequently than adolescef(s, 107) = 6.10p < .05,5? = .113, and
adolescents gtied filial obligation reasoning more frequently than preadolescéifis,107) =
17.18,p < «0045p%= .264. However, such differences were not observed when justiféirg
decision te pursue their own interest.

In thebreaking promiselilemma participants’ social cognitive reasoning varied
significantly. by.th@ decision Pillai’s TraceF(5, 95 = 69.57 p < .001,5* = .785.Univariate
testsrevealedsignificant main effects of decision on filial obligatid#(l, 99) = 17.87p < .001,

n? = .153; pragmatid=(1, 99) = 6.85p < .05,5° = .065 welfare and safetyr(1, 99) = 6.39p <
.05,7% = .061; andairness or rights=(1, 99) = 296.11p < .001,4% = .749 reasoning categories.
Participantsswere more likely to apply filial obligation, pragmatiayelfare and safety
reasoning-ovefairness or rightseasoning to justify their decision to give money to their fathers.
In contrast, they were most likely to apfidyrness or rightseasoning to justify their decision to
refuse money to thefathers.

A significant Dilemma x Age interaction was foyrsdich that preadolescents and
adolescents. applied the social cognitive reasoning differently across their ddRiltage, Trace
F(5, 95 =2.48,p < .04,5* = .116. Univariate test showed thlaetmain effect for the fairness or
rightsreasoning category was qualified by significant Decision x Age interacE{hs99) =
8.81,p < .05,5”% .046. To justify refusing to give money to father, adolescents were more likely
than preadolescents to cfeerness or rightseasoningF(1, 99)= 5.39,p < .01. Moreoverthere
was asignificant Agex Gendelinteraction such that preadolescents and adolescapplied the
social cognitivelreasoning differently acrgender Pillai’'s TraceF(5, 95 =2.71,p< .03, 4° =
125 Univariate'test showed thahe main effect for th&irness or rightseasoning category
was qualified"by a significant Age x Gender interactfe(l, 99)= 11.43p < .01,7° = .103.
Among snalesadolescents were more likely than preadolescents téagitess or rights
reasoningf(1,"99) = 24.39p < .001.Furthermore, all significant twaay interactions
involving fairness or rightseasoning discussed above were further qualified by a significant
threeway Decision x Gender x Age interactidt(l, 99) = 8.19p < .01,5° = .076. Post hoc tests

comparingfairness or rightseasoning between adolescents and preadolescents within gender at
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each decision revealed that, to justify refusing to give money to father, only madecsaé
were more likely than male preadolescents to afgitgess or rightseasoningf(1, 99) =
17.55,p < .001.

Discussion

Overallvour findings revealed complexity in Chinese Malaysian preadolesaadts’
adolescentsreasoning regarding issues pertaining to the filial piety etiit, has been
depicted as setting fundamental rules governing the hierarchical paiiehtelationship in
Chinese cultures (Ho, 2008). Importantly, we found that participants’ decisaaesl across the
type of dilemma (i.e., personal versus moral) being considered. Moygavicipants’ age ah
gendematteredn relation to both the decision made and the reasoning used to justify the
decision within each type of dilemma.

Decisions and Reasoning across Personal and Moral Domains

Supporting our expectationie majority of Chinese Malaysiangadolescents and
adolescentdecidedto pursue their own interest in the personal domain but adhere to their
parent’s request in the moral domdimline with previous findings (e.g., Bregman & Killen,
1999; Helwig & Kim, 1999; Smetana, CampioBarr, & Daddis, 2004 these results
demonstrated.that the content of the dilemma mattered in decision making eflel for
relationshipbased issues in a traditionally interdependent culture.

Our findings also revealed that participamistisiors for the extracurricular activity
dilemmavaried-by their age and gender, perhaps reflecting more room for decision-making
autonomy‘and variation in the personal versus moral domain (\\aes/-Crouter, & McHale,
2010). Regarding age, Chinese Malaysian adolescents were more likely than preatsotesc
pursuetheir own interest in choosing an extracurricular activity, consistent with previous
longitudinal studies showing that adolescents bedanreasingly makenore autonomous and
independentdecisiorfSmetana et al2004; Wraytake et al., 2010). Together, these findings
suggest the“erosaultural significance of this developmental progression.

Interestingly,Chinese Malaysian females were more likely than males to pursue their
own interest with regard to selectiag extracurricular activityn societies where gender
inequality is more pronounced, females are more likely than males to criticize and resist the
traditional expectations that are perceived to conflict with their desisfonomy and self-
determinatn (Turiel, 2002; Zhang, Zheng, & Wang, 2003). Indeed, Mainland Chinese female
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adolescents were more likely than their male counterparts to suppddrfregersonal choice,
and autonomy in decision-makifigahat et al., 2009).

The results also supported our expectations that participaasiningwould vary
across th@ersonal and moralomains. Both Chinese Malaysian preadolescents and adolescents
mainly cited"personal choice reasoning in the extracurricular activity dileamui&airness/rights
or welfarerand’safety reasoning only in the breaking prodiisemma supporting theotionthat
the selection of an extracurricular activity is more likely to be considered within the personal
purview of an individual. In contrast, the moral nature oftteaking promisdilemma was
highlighted, by participantsise of reasoninthatpertainedo maintaining fairness or rights for
the protagonist oensuring thevelfare and safety of the fathémteresingly, participantsited
welfareor safetyreasoning onlyo justify their compliance, whereé#igey citedfairness or rights
reasoning onlyo justify theirnon-compliance to their fatheérsequest.

Agewvariations inreasoningthatdiffered depending upon the content of the dilemma
werealso revealedChinese Malaysian preadolescents were more likely to cite pragmatic
reasoning'in resolving the personal versus the moral iBsegdolescentsiight perceive
choosing an extracurricular activity as beingre directly related to their daily lindresolve
the issue using,a practical approaghernatively, this finding could be due to the context of the
dilemmawhere botrchoices(i.e., learning basketball or the country’s official language) could be
perceived as having practical benefiteedlolescents weesomore likely to adhere to parental
authority toyustify their decisions in the extracurricular overbteaking promiséilemma In
contrast, Chinese Malaysian adolescents shied away from strict obedience to authority regardless
of the domain and were unlikely to cite authority reasomrejtherdilemma Moreover,
adolescentsvere equally likely to cite filial obligation to justify their decisions in both ds,
suggestinghatthese adolescenitsdinternalized a morstablesense of family obligation and
indebtedness than their younger counterparts.

Reasoning'within the Extracurricular Activity

Overall, both preadolescents and adolescents who reported that the protagoluist shou
select the extracurricular activity that hesbe wanted were more likely to justify their decision
with reasoning that referred to the significance of personal choice @egatise extracurricular
activities should be based on the interests of the stujleN&s/ertheless, adolescents were more

likely than preadolescents to pursue their own interest and cite personal cheaceng to
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justify the decisionThus,similar to theirMainlandChinese counterpartde greater focus on
autonomy among Chinese Malaysian adolesagitisincreasingage was reflecteith both thér
decision and their accompanying reasonggpeciallywith regard tgpersonal prerogatives
(Helwig etal, 2011; Lahat et al., 2009).

Additional importantage differencewere revealedTo justify following their parents’
advice,Chinese-Malaysian preadolescents were more likelggort that the protagonist should
obey the parental request simply because of parents’ status as adults and as authorities (e.g., “She
should obey her parent’s orderslf).contrasttheir older counterpar cited reasons that
pertained to. giving strong consideratiorthieir parents’ opinions and feelingsrepaythemfor
raising theme.g., “He should do this because we need to make our parents proud because of
their sacrificedor us”). Althoughthe decisionto acquiesce to the paragpearsonsistent with
the traditional depiction of obedient Chinese childrenatiedistinction in the reasoning used is
significant:Speeifically, preadolescent children’s authority reasoning reflebteduthoritarian
aspect of filial-pietywhichemphasizeadherence to parental authority. In contradblescents’
filial obligation reasoning refleetithe reciprocal aspect of filial pigtwhich focugson
maintaining close, harmonious parent-child relationships basgthtitudeand repayment (Yenh,
2003; Yeh &Bedford, 2003These findings suggest that Chinese Malaysian adolesoagts
internalize greater reciprocal filial understanding with increpane.

The present studgontributes to theurrent literature bgocumentingagedifferences in
the distinctionsbetween the authoritarian and reciprocal aspects of filxal @reldren’s
perceptions of parental investment and sacrifices in caringdan and emotions of gratitude
toward parents for their nurturance is associated with strengthened gatémelationship and
children’sendorsement of filial duties to respect and support their parents (Ehalal2012).
Thus, even though fulfillinghe parents’ request appsao counter the child’s wishes, unlike
authority reaseninghataccentuates hierarchy and submissiihial obligation reasoninépr
adhering to"parents’ requestgly mirror the child’s internalized value of reciprocal filial
behaviors:

Reasoning about FatheBreaking Promise

Althoughthe fathemroke his promise to the protagonsinajority of these Chinese

Malaysian preadolescents and adolescents reported that the protagonist shplyldvitbnhis

or herfather’s requestThe largest proportion of the accompanying reasamfigcted an
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internalized commitment towasgarentsand repayment of parents’ caregivihgterestingly,
theage difference imuthoritarian versus reciprocal filial piety identified in the persdoaiain
dilemmawas not replicated in thdilemma Instead, both younger and older participants equally
cited reasons related to the issue of family obligation and indebtedness.

In addition,someparticipants focused on how the father’s life might be egedeed if he
did not pay'offthe:debt, and cited reasons expressing coiacehe father'svelfare or safety
Moreoverygveralparticipants adopted a pragmatic approach towards resolving thevissne
complying with the father; theyeasonedhatthe potagonist shouldddress the more immediate
needto repay. the debtandthat he or she could earn babk moneyater. These three different
types of reasoningevealedhat theirconceptualization ahis moralissuewasmulti-faceted as
expectedlmportantly, althougnoreparticipants reportedomplying with the parental request
than not, they did not cite parental authority as a reason for doing so, unlike with the
extracurricular-activity dilemmarhe complexity of this particulditial dilemmalikely
overshadowed-thmereauthorityor seniorityof the parent.

On'the other hand, those who reported that the protagonist should keep his or her money
primarily referencedairness or rightseasoning to justifyheir decision(e.g., “Because this is
Yee Ming’s [the protagonist's] painstakingly haared money. It is not fair to Yee Ming if the
father takes.his.money.”"Male adolescents cited fairness or rigle@soningnorefrequently
than theimpreadolescertounterparts, with no age difference found among females. Thus,
femalesvhosdid:not comply with the father’s requegipearedo haveinternalizel the moral
normagainst unfairnessnd expressed disapproval of the father’s breaking prahese earlier
agethan theimale counterpartsSuch behaviors may be consideesdnmore unacceptable for
females than maleés a male dominant societynirroringour previous finding thatemales were
more likely than males tappeal to individual rights ithe personal issue.
Limitations*and' Future Directions

Severalimitations of the current study require attention. First, we focused on reasoning
using hypothetical examples, but the participants’ responses might not correspaioc sl
actual behaviorsAlso, the use of only ongcenario for each isslienited our ability to capture
breadth and consistencytimese adolescentgsponses. Moreover, we usggestionnaires to
examine reasoningimilar tosomeprevious research (Horn, 2003; Killen et al., 2013). This

approach, however, does not allow for more extensive probiigther clarify anddetermine
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the domain conceptualization of the varitasues. Participants’ responses might also have been
influenced by a social desirability bias, although they were assured confidentialis, future
researclwould benefit from the use semistructured interviewsf multiple scenarios for each
type of issue toevealmorecomplexresponses frorparticipants

In the"current sampl@ender was not equally represented among preadolescents and
adolescentsand-the age range for the adolescent group was fairly brbad, future research
should include equal numbers of both genders and examine possilifergacesamong 13 to
18 yea old adolescentdn additionthese dilemmadid not purely capture only personal and
moral issues (particularly theeaking promise dilemma), which may have resulted in more
complex responsebloreover, there was little variability in participant&cisions and
justifications in the breaking promise dilemmeasulting in a small number oésponses some
of the reasoning categori€Bhus, these findings should be interpreted cautiously.

Another-interesting future direction might be to compareaykibn adolescents’
responsesregarding mothers versus fathers in facing vdileasnas further shedding light on
gender norms in authoritarian versus reciprocal filial pietyrthermorepur within-culture
examiration ofthe socialcognitivereasoning oChinese Malaysian adolescedtd not allow
for direct comparisasnbetween Chinese Malaysian amitiercultures.Future stuges should
compare Chinese Malaysmwith other cultural groups (e.g., their Western counterparts who
live in a society irwhich a more autonomous self is presurtiete valuedor a majority ethnic
Chinese context)n order tofurther distinguistbetween specificulturaland developmeat
processes in soctagbgnitive reasoningzinally, we asked participants to decide viieetthe
protagonist should fulfilthe parental request or his or loeyn desire and did not allow for the
possibility:of compromises between parents tegprotagonistResearch on pareohild
conflicts and. resolutions has shown thdblescents and young aduttsTaiwan might
compromise by working together with their parents towards a solution (Yeh, 1995; Yeh &
Bedford, 2008), whereas adolescents in Mainland China and Hong Kong tended to give in to
their parents in order to resolve their conflicts (¥aBmetana, 2003). Future studies should
explore the reasoning children may apply during such processes.

Despite these limitationsur findings illustrate how the simultaneous consideration of

social domains of reasoning, agdatedtrends toward increasing autonomy for certain types of

issues, gender role socialization, and the cultural setting can inform our undieisaf
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reasoning regardintpe balance betweegaersonal jurisdiction and filigdiety demandsSeveral
theoreticalapproaches have argued that diverse concerns with both autonomy (personal choice)
and interdependence (e.g., following group norms or social duties) coexist, and thdtiaidivi
may prioritize each of these concerns in ways that vary according to théeegonerplay
between theseiissues within specific situations and across contexts (Raeff|riz#g), our
findings indicaterthat Chinese Malaysian individuals maintain conceptions wvidual freedom
and personal autonomy that are used to place limits on the jurisdiction of authbhniéies.
coexistence of a variety of concerns in individuals’ thinking was also reeald provide
further evidence that call into question dichotomous characterizatieu#twfes and individuals
as either ‘findividualstic” and concerned mainly or exclusively with individual rigatsl
autonomy, or “collectivistic” and oriented toward obedience to authority, fieethsduties,
and the prioritization of the group over the individual (Kagitcibasi, 2005).
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Table 1.Social Cognitive Reasoning Category Examples

Examples for the activity dilemma

Reasoning.Category Pursue the protagonist’'s own interest Follow the parents’ wishes

Authority N/A “Because he must obey his parents.”

Family Obligation  “His parents will be disappointed tha did not choose “I think he should do this because we need to respect our
the course they wanted, but when he gets good gradesparents’ opinion. Even though it's something we would
they will be very proud of him.” like to do, we still need to listen to our parents’ opinions,

because our parents are doing this for our own good so
that in the future we can become someone who
contributes to society.”

Personal Choice “Because extracurricular activities should be chosen I N/A
the students and not decided by plaeents.

Extracurricular activities are based on the interests of the

students.”
Pragmatic “Because playing basketball is good for his health.”  “She should do that [choose the Malay language club]
because she could improve her Malay language.”
Examples for the breaking promise dilemma
Refuse to give the protagonist’s savings to father Give up the protagonist’s savitingsfather
Authority N/A “His father asks him to do that so he must do it.
Family Obligation  “Advice and reason with higther and let him think “It doesn’t matter what mistake her father made, she it
about what he did.” still her father. The father work hard to raise the child.
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Being a good child, she should repay the father.”

Pragmatic N/A “[She] should give the moneyp her father first, because
he needs it more. She can always buy the [computer]
later.”

Welfare and'Safety N/A “So that his father’s life will not be endangered.”

Fairness or Rights  “The father should accept the consequences of losing N/A
money because of his behavior and not ask the son to

give up his own savings.”

Table 2'Bescriptive Statistics of the Proportion of Social Cognitive Reasoning Cagsgori

Authority Filial Obligation Personal Choice Pragmatic Welfare and Safety Fairness or Rights

N M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)

Activity Dilemma

Decision:Pursue the protagonist’'s own interest
Preadolescents 22 .00 (.00) .00 (.00) .57 (.47) 43 (.47) .00 (.00) .00 (.00)

Adolescents 43 .00 (.00) 03 (.17) .83 (.34) 14 (.31) .00 (.00) .00 (.00)

Decision:Follow the parents’ wishes
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Preadolescents 30 40 (.48) 23 (.41) .00 (.00) .37 (.45) .00 (.00) .00 (.00)
Adolescents 20 .10 (.31) .73 (.41) .05 (.15) 13 (.32) .00 (.00) .00 (.00)
Breaking Promis®ilemma
Decision:Refuse to give the protagonist’s savings to father
Preadolesgents 9 11 (.33) 17 (.35) .00 (.00) .00 (.00) .00 (.00) 72 (.44)
Adolescents 15 .00 (.00) .00 (.00) .10 (.21) .00 (.00) .00 (.00) .90 (.21)
Decision:Give up the protagonist’s savings tte father
Preadolescents 41 .02 (.16) .53 (.46) .02 (.16) 27 (.43) 11 (.28) .04 (.17)
Adolescents 42 .00 (.00) 48 (.44) .02 (.11) 19 (.37) .28 (.41) .02 (.09)
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Appendix
Selecting an Extracurriculafctivity Dilemma
Teacher asked Siew Lan and her classmates to decide extiaburriculamctivity they are
taking this yearThey are allowed to join only one clubiew Lan’s interest is in basketbahe
wanted to join,basketball club. However, her parents wanted her to join the Malayagang
club. The parents said it was more useful to learn the Malay language than to kédlpdias
1. Whatdoyou think Siew Lan should do?
A. Join‘the basketball club
B. 'Join the Malay Language club
C. Other (please state):
2. Whysdoryou think she should do that?
Obedience in Response to Father’s Breaking ProDimma
Yee Meng wanted to have a computdis father totl him that he can have one if he manages to
earn enough money for it by himselffee Meng worked after schodfter one year, he finally
earned enough money to buy the computer. However, his father lost money gamblings
not able to'pay‘the debte asked Yee Meng to give him all the money.
1. What do you think Yee Meng should do?
A.-Refuse to give his money to his father
B. Give his money to his father
C. 'Other (please state):
2. Whyrdowou think he should do that?
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