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Abstract

Young children’s understandings of others’ immoral intentions

and moral judgments

SUZUKI Ayumi

This study investigates how understandings of others’ intentions and
moral judgments are related in young children. Fifteen 4-year-olds and
thirteen 6-year-olds were presented four types of stories: intentional harm
stories, accidental harm stories, attempted harm stories, and control stories.
The character’s intentions were depicted in thought-bubbles. Children
were presented pictures that depicted each story, and they were asked to
identify the type of story. In addition, they were asked to make the moral
judgment of whether the character was good or bad. Their responses
were converted to a 7 point scale, from very bad to very good. It was
found that only the 6-year-olds understood the thought-bubbles as some-
one’s thoughts and thus could correctly identify the stories. On the other
hand, in the moral judgment, both 4-year-olds and 6-year-olds judged inten-
tional harm and attempted harm as worse than behaviors in the other
stories. Even children who could not correctly identify the stories at all
could judge intentional harm as worse than behaviors in the control stories.
The results suggest that 4-year-olds have implicit understandings of others’
immoral intentions, and that 6-year-olds have explicit understanding of

them.
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