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Introduction 
 

School has long been considered as one of the most 
important influential factors in cultivating various 
educational, training and moral dimensions of the 
individual (1). In this regard, scholars such as Plato, 
Aristotle, Abu Ali Sina, Ghazali, Rousseau, Dewey, 
Froebel and other contemporary philosophers have 

emphasized the importance of the role of school in 
moral education and believed that schools cannot 
avoid dealing with the moral life of students (2). 
Proper education for moral development should be 
provided not only in the times related to moral ed-
ucation, but also in the times related to subjects and 

Abstract 
 

Background: The aim of this study was to compare the ethical status of public and non-profit elementary 
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special activities in line with its specific characteris-
tics (3). 
Ethics is a complex structure for which no single 
definition can easily be found. The behaviorist ap-
proach looks at values and ethics from the perspec-
tive of its external effects; because he considers 
moral change to be inherent (internal); therefore, 
values must also be viewed in terms of its external 
effects and its objective and physical aspects must 
be considered. The value explanation approach 
considers the role of the school to explain and spec-
ify values. The school should play an impartial role 
and explain and clarify values through games and 
classroom exercises. Researchers believe that ex-
plaining values and clarifying their scope and limits 
play a key role in teaching and learning (4). 
By reviewing the theoretical studies of ethics, the 
main dimensions of ethics can be considered as fol-
lows: 1) Creative environment with global concerns 
such as human relationship with the environment, 
human understanding of responsibility towards the 
environment and commitment to conservation for 
generations It's about the future. Components such 
as environmental pollution, land use, food produc-
tion and distribution, energy production and con-
sumption, wildlife conservation, and species diver-
sity are also within the scope of environmental eth-
ics (5). 2) Social ethics; As a branch of Islamic eth-
ics, it has faith in God and the dignity and dignity 
of the soul, which is stable and based on the teach-
ings of bliss. It is desirable to achieve salvation in 
this world and the hereafter. The values and com-
ponents discussed in social ethics include observing 
the rules and regulations of the school and society, 
dealing with offenders, students' relationship with 
others, adhering to and not circumventing the rules, 
and not taking a diagnostic look at the rules (6).            
3) Self-care ethics; the highest form of care ethics 
can be seen in the relationship between mother and 
child. For this reason, the ethics of self-care is 
sometimes called maternal ethics or maternal think-
ing. Ethics of care has components such as moral 
attention, fair understanding, communication 
awareness, learning, response, healthy vitality and 
recreation, exercise, order and planning for the fu-
ture, chastity, perseverance, appropriate reaction, 
etc. (7). 4) The ethics of family relations; the family 

is the most important social institution that has 
formed the sexual orientation of men and women 
and the emotional relations of parents to their chil-
dren (8). In the ethics of family relations, the dis-
cussion of the type of family management, under-
standing the criteria governing the family, drawing 
goals, distributing maps, is related to ethics. The cri-
teria by which family relationships are formed de-
termine the type of relationship that governs the 
home and family. These criteria are the scales on 
which the moral weight of relationships between 
family members is based. 5) Human ethics; Human 
ethics is not goal-oriented, consequentialist or utili-
tarian, but task-oriented and his task is based on the 
virtue that man considers for himself in terms of 
"humanity" and "self-awareness of the value of hu-
manity". Among the components considered in hu-
man ethics, we can mention free thinking, expres-
sion of feelings, fulfillment of the promise, truthful-
ness, honesty, observance of justice and fairness, 
moderation and non-discrimination between indi-
viduals (9). 6) Transcendent ethics: In addition to 
connecting to the highest level of virtues such as 
wisdom, chastity, courage and justice, transcendent 
morality in dealing with God's creation does not go 
beyond the framework of moral standards and in 
the face of other people's thoughts and criticism 
and evaluation of opinions. They do not exceed the 
red line of moral ethics. He considers himself re-
sponsible for the fate of others and is always medi-
tating on doing the right thing and can make the 
most appropriate decision while controlling his 
emotions. Sustainability in helping others and self-
sacrifice are other characteristics of transcendent 
ethics (10). 
Moral development in children is very important 
and it is influenced by many groups and individuals. 
After the school family, they have a great impact on 
the moral education of children. The results of 
many studies indicate that teachers and school 
members and the school atmosphere in general are 
very effective in children's moral development (11). 
In this regard, the impact of public and non-profit 
schools is also controversial. Some label nonprofit 
schools as materialistic elitism. The same point is 
made in other researches (12 and 13). Of course, 
one researcher attributes this to the existence of 
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better teachers in private schools, because more sal-
aries should be paid to teachers, still indirectly raise 
the same elitism (13). According to this view, non-
profit schools are thought to be useful for affluent 
groups who have the financial capacity to pay tui-
tion (14). 
Some believe that families choose non-profit 
schools to provide better education for their chil-
dren. According to them, those who have a supe-
rior class position try to get better educational op-
portunities for their children. One of the results of 
the studies also indicates this point (15, 16). Others 
argue that the values and norms of public schools 
either do not adequately meet the needs of parents, 
or are fundamentally inconsistent with the values 
and norms of some families. For this reason, par-
ents look for values and norms that are more in line 
with their and their children's views on the present 
and the future. In this sense, "social origin is one of 
the determinants of people's demand for non-profit 
education" (17). Normative pressure is also one of 
the factors in choosing non-profit schools (18). 
Normative pressure is seen in societies where peo-
ple have retained their personal qualities and norms 
are general and pervasive and it causes certain ac-
tions of individuals that range from lifting nails to 
choice of clothes, home, school and so on. This 
view seems to be similar to other views in other 
parts of the world (17). 
Although many studies have been conducted com-
paring the status of public and non-profit schools 
in terms of economic, social and educational im-
pacts; But comparing the role of public and non-
profit schools in the development of ethics and 
moral education has created a research gap. In a 
study, researchers concluded that there is a signifi-
cant relationship between gender, grade and degree 
and students' moral judgment (19, 20). One re-
searcher concluded in a study that there is a signifi-
cant difference between the moral judgment of girls 
and boys (21). Another study concluded that there 
is a correlation between the organizational climate 
of schools in the second and third grades and moral 
judgment (22). Another study found that there is a 
significant difference between the quality of schools 
in public and non-public schools and the condi-
tions of girls' schools are more favorable, but in 

terms of school and student supervision, school 
health and general characteristics of principals, 
there is a significant difference between school 
groups. You do not exist (17). Researchers con-
cluded in a study that there is a significant differ-
ence between the current situation and the desired 
situation of educational activities in non-profit 
schools (23). Researchers also concluded in a study 
that gender plays a significant role in different se-
mantic and moral orientations, with women em-
phasizing emotional and care-oriented arguments 
and men emphasizing rational and justice-oriented 
tendencies (24). Other research results showed that 
in private schools, the moral development of stu-
dents is better than religious (public) schools (25). 
What emerges from public and non-profit schools 
is that the state of educational quality, especially the 
state of morality in these two schools, is associated 
with both pros and cons. On the other hand, it 
should be said that scientific research on the moral 
status of students in these two types of schools is a 
research gap. In addition, monitoring the moral sta-
tus in the elementary course is more important be-
cause their moral growth in this course can be sta-
bilized and strengthened in the later stages of edu-
cation. Therefore, to evaluate the subject of stu-
dents' moral development, the present study is un-
deniable. The results of the research can be answers 
for the rate of moral growth in both types of 
schools and clearing up the ambiguities of some ex-
perts and families about the lack of attention to the 
growth of morality in public schools. Therefore, 
based on the above, the main purpose of this study 
is to compare the moral development of elementary 
students in the second year of Tehran in public and 
non-profit schools. 

 
Material and Methods 
 
The method of the present study was descriptive-
correlational and in terms of purpose, it is an ap-
plied study. The statistical population of all 22 ele-
mentary schools in Tehran in the academic year of 
2018-2019 was 1765 schools (1179 public schools 
and 582 non-profit schools). Since the aim of the 
study was to compare ethics in public and non-

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

52
54

7/
ije

th
ic

s.
2.

3.
1 

] 
 [

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 ij
et

hi
cs

.c
om

 o
n 

20
23

-0
5-

23
 ]

 

                               3 / 9

http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/ijethics.2.3.1
https://ijethics.com/article-1-84-en.html


Pasha- Sharifi H. et al. 
International Journal of Ethics & Society (IJES), (2020) Vol. 2, No. 3 

 

4 
Available at:  www.ijethics.com 

profit elementary schools, stratified sampling 
method was used to select two types of public and 
non-profit schools and their gender and 531 stu-
dents were selected as a statistical sample. In the 
sampling, first, the educational districts of Tehran 
are geographically divided into 5 central, northern, 
southern, western and eastern parts, and then 1 dis-
trict from each district and 4 schools from each dis-
trict, including 1 public boys 'school, 1 non-profit 
boys' school, 1 public girls 'school and 1 non-profit 
girls' school. 30 students from each school were se-
lected in 3 educational levels. The sample size was 
also based on Krejcie and Morgan table. 

 The research tool was a questionnaire that had 6 
dimensions (environmental, social, family relation-
ships, human, transcendent and self-care) and 27 
questions and based on a 6-part Likert scale from 
completely agree (6) to completely disagree (1). 
This questionnaire was prepared by Lotfabadi in 
2005 and its reliability in the present study was 0.89 
(Table 1). In order to ensure the correctness of the 
answer, 40 questionnaires were first distributed, the 
analysis of which showed that the comprehension 
and questions were easy. However, before complet-
ing the sample, the researchers surveyed the stu-
dents to answer the questions more confidently. 
Data were analyzed through descriptive and infer-
ential statistics by SPSS 24 software. 

 
Table 1. Cronbach's alpha coefficient of dimensions of the questionnaire 

Dimensions Number of questions Cronbach's alpha 
coefficient 

Results 

Environmental ethics 5 0/73 Accepted 

Self-care ethics 4 0/78 Accepted 
Family relationship ethics 4 0/82 Accepted 

Social ethics 5 0/86 Accepted 

Human ethics 4 0/81 accepted 

Transcendent ethics 5 0/84 accepted 

Total 27 0/89 accepted 

 
According to the above table, the value of 
Cronbach's alpha of the whole questionnaire is 
equal to 0.89 and Cronbach's alpha of the dimen-
sions is more than 0.7, which shows that the relia-
bility of the questionnaire and its dimensions are at 
the desired level. 

 
Results 
 
550 questionnaires were distributed among 24 pub-
lic and non-profit schools for girls and boys, of 
which 531 completed questionnaires could be ana-
lyzed, of which 49.3% were public schools (20.9% 
boys and 28.4% girls) and 50.7% were non-profit 
(23% boys and 27.7% girls). 
First, before analyzing the research hypotheses, the 
Shapiro-Wilk test was used to use the parameter 
tests to assume the normality of the data, the results 
of which are shown in Table (2). 

Table2. Results of normalizing dimensions of 
ethics (Shapiro-Wilk test) 

 

Dimensions Shapiro  
value 

Sig. Results 

Environmental ethics 0/97 0/223 Normal 

Self-care ethics 0/98 0/54 Normal 

Family relationship ethics 0/971 0/243 Normal 

Social ethics 0/982 0/647 Normal 

Human ethics 0/985 0/79 Normal 

Transcendent ethics 0/983 0/667 Normal 

 
The findings of Table (2) show that the value of the 
significance level of the Shapiro-Wilk test is greater 
than 0.05, so the null hypothesis is accepted or in 
other words, the frequency distribution of variables 
is normal. 
Table (3) also presents descriptive indicators (mean 
and standard deviation of variables). 
. 
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Table 3. Descriptive indices of variables by male and female students of public and non-profit 

schools 
Dimensions of ethics Public 

boys’ school 
Non-profit 
boys’ school 

Public 
girls’ school 

Non-profit 
girls’ school 

Total average 

Environmental 4/73 4/81 4/17 4/75 4/60 

Human 4/30 4/21 3/86 4/20 4/13 

Transcendent 4/15 4/15 3/79 3/96 4/00 

Family relationships 4/11 3/95 3/88 4/05 3/99 

Social 4/21 4/11 3/61 4/05 3/97 

Self-care 3/91 3/86 3/67 3/67 3/76 

Total 4/26 4/18 3/87 4/12 4/09 

 
Table 4. Comparison of ethics in public and non-profit schools 

Dimensions of ethics Type of school Mean T value Sig. Results 

Environmental public 4/45 4/18 0/001 meaningful 

Non-profit 4/78 

Human public 4/08 2/25 0/012 meaningful 

Non-profit 4/20 

Transcendent public 3/97 1/56 0/059 meaningless 

Non-profit 4/05 

Family relationships public 3/99 0/45 0/326 meaningless 

Non-profit 4 

Social public 3/91 2/39 0/008 meaningful 

Non-profit 4/08 

Self-care public 3/79 0/58 0/281 meaningless 

Non-profit 3/76 

Total public 4/05 2/15 0/015 meaningful 

Non-profit 4/15 

 
 
The findings of Table (3) show that the average of 
transcendent ethics and self-care ethics are lower 
than the average of the society. Other dimensions 
of ethics (environmental, human, family relations 
and social) are better than the average of the social 
ethics. The average of total morality in public boys 
'schools (4.24) is higher than the average of non-
profit boys (4.18), but the average of total morality 
in public girls' schools (3.87) is lower than the aver-
age of non-profit girls (4.12). 
Independent t-test was used to compare the moral 
status in public and non-profit schools, the results 
of which are reported separately in each dimension 
(Table 4). 
The results of the independent t-test show that in 
the dimensions of "environmental", "human" and 
"social" there is a significant difference between 
public and non-profit schools at 95% confidence 
level and the average morality of non-profit schools 

is higher than public. But there is no significant dif-
ference between public and non-profit schools in 
terms of the ethical dimensions of "transcendent", 
"family relationships" and "self-care". 
Independent t-test was used to compare ethics in 
girls' and boys' schools, and the results were re-
ported separately for each dimension. 
The results of the independent t test show that 
there is a significant difference between boys' and 
girls' schools in the dimensions of "environmental", 
"human", "transcendent", "social" and "self-care" 
at the 95% confidence level. Mean of ethics is more 
in boys’ schools than girls’ school. But in terms of 
"family relationships" there is no difference be-
tween boys 'and girls' schools. 
Independent t-test was used to compare the moral 
status in public and non-profit schools for boys, 
and the results were reported separately by dimen-
sions. 
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Table 5. Comparison of ethics in girls' and boys' schools 

Dimensions of ethics Type of school Mean T value Sig. Results 

Environmental boys 4/77 3/43 0/001 Meaningful 

girls 4/46 

Human boys 4/25 2/76 0/003 Meaningful 

girls 4/03 

Transcendent boys 4/15 2/98 0/001 Meaningful 

girls 3/87 

Family relationships boys 4/03 1/38 0/084 Meaningless 

girls 3/96 

Social boys 4/16 3/14 0/001 Meaningful 

girls 3/83 

Self-care boys 3/88 2/39 0/004 Meaningful 
girls 3/67 

Total boys 4/21 2/28 0/011 Meaningful 

girls 3/99 

 
Table 6. Comparison of ethics in public and non-profit boys' schools 

Dimensions of ethics Type of school Mean T value Sig. Results 

Environmental public 4/73 1/47 0/017 Meaningless 

Non-profit 4/81 

Human public 4/3 1/54 0/062 Meaningless 

Non-profit 4/21 

Transcendent public 4/15 0/52 0/170 Meaningless 

Non-profit 4/15 

Family relationships public 4/11 2/19 0/014 Meaningful 

Non-profit 3/95 

Social public 4/21 1/91 0/028 Meaningful 

Non-profit 4/11 
Self-care public 3/91 1/37 0/080 Meaningless 

Non-profit 3/86 

Total public 4/24 1/48 0/069 Meaningless 

Non-profit 4/18 

 
 
The results of Table (6) show that in the dimen-
sions of "family relations" and "social" there is a sig-
nificant difference between public and non-profit 
boys' schools at the 95% confidence level and the 
average morality of boys' public schools is higher 
than boys' non-profit in these two dimensions. But 
there is no significant difference between "environ-
mental", "human", "transcendent" and "self-care" 
dimensions between public and non-profit boys' 
schools. 
Independent t-test was used to compare ethics in 
public and non-profit girls' schools, and the results 
were reported separately for each dimension. 

The results of independent t-test show that in the 
dimensions of "environmental", "human", "trans-
cendent", "family relations" and "social", there is a 
significant difference between public and non-
profit girls' schools at 95% confidence level. The 
average of morale of non-profit girls' schools is 
higher than that of public girls' schools. But in 
terms of "self-care", there is no difference between 
public and non-profit girls' schools. 
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Table 7. Comparison of ethics in public and non-profit girls' schools 

Dimensions of ethics Type of school Mean T value Sig. Results 

Environmental public 4/17 4/36 0/001 Meaningful 

Non-profit 4/75 

Human public 3/86 4/75 0/001 Meaningful 

Non-profit 4/2 

Transcendent public 3/79 3/52 0/001 Meaningful 

Non-profit 3/96 

Family relationships public 3/88 3/36 0/001 Meaningful 

Non-profit 4/05 

Social public 3/61 3/86 0/001 Meaningful 

Non-profit 4/05 

Self-care public 3/67 0/964 0/172 Meaningless 
Non-profit 3/67 

Total public 3/87 2/43 0/004 Meaningful 

Non-profit 4/12 

Discussion 
The purpose of this study was to investigate the 
moral status of elementary students (second year) 
in public and non-profit schools in Tehran. The 
results showed that there is a significant difference 
between the moral status of public and non-profit 
schools. In other words, the average morality in 
non-profit schools is slightly higher (p <0.05). 
Other findings indicated that the moral situation 
in boys' schools was better than in girls'; there was 
no significant difference between the moral status 
in public and non-public boys 'schools, but there 
was a significant difference between public and 
non-profit girls' schools. 
The findings of the present study were consistent 
with the results of other studies that concluded 
that there is a significant relationship between stu-
dents' gender, educational level and moral judg-
ment (20-19). A researcher also showed that there 
is a correlation between the organizational climate 
of schools and the moral status (22). Some other 
researchers also concluded that there is a signifi-
cant difference between the current situation and 
the desired situation of educational activities in 
non-profit schools (23). The researcher concluded 
that gender has a significant role in semantic and 
moral orientation (24). Other researchers have 
concluded that in private schools, the moral devel-
opment of students is better than in religious (pub-
lic) schools (25). 

In the analysis of the findings, it can be said that 
non-profit schools have organizational character-
istics such as lower student density, tuition and 
their own rules, to which should be added the at-
titude and social differentiation of parents. On the 
one hand, the lower density of non-profit schools 
provides the basis for better implementation of 
educational programs and activities in these 
schools. Teachers also have more opportunities to 
monitor student activities. On the other hand, the 
social differentiation of families should be men-
tioned. Families view nonprofit schools as a kind 
of social taste and style because the presence of 
students in nonprofit schools creates a kind of so-
cial differentiation for them. Therefore, it can be 
said that the type of schools in the eyes of families 
is a kind of social superiority in order to maintain 
their status distance from others. In this regard, 
the social learning approach also believes that 
moral values (like other behaviors) are not formed 
according to the principles of learning and 
through reward and punishment or role modeling; 
rather, the set of behaviors and habits developed 
by the community is gradually transmitted to the 
child through learning mechanisms. This theory 
supports the idea that children derive their moral 
values from teachers and parents (26). Therefore, 
the attitude and perspective of parents and teach-
ers in non-profit schools affect the attitude and 
method of educating students. The results of many 
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researches show that the whole school atmos-
phere is very effective in the moral development 
of children (11). It can also be said that since non-
profit schools require a relatively high cost for stu-
dent enrollment, the costs make families more in 
control of their child's spending and investment. 
Because they are more likely to interact with the 
school, these interactions can lead to effective 
pressure on the operation of nonprofit schools. In 
such a way that families are sensitive to the small-
est appropriate and inappropriate educational be-
havior of their child and the school is therefore 
more sensitive to their educational and moral pro-
grams. Public schools, on the other hand, face 
greater student density and greater heterogeneity 
of parent-student social status. Therefore, these 
heterogeneities can be a factor for the moral status 
of students. Because heterogeneities require dif-
ferent moral styles, but in nonprofit schools these 
heterogeneities are less due to the closer proximity 
of the parent social level. 
Although the results of this study showed that in 
general, the moral situation (and its various dimen-
sions) is more favorable in non-profit schools than 
in public schools, but the results of this study face 
some limitations. The present study was a case 
study that was conducted in the metropolis of 
Tehran and in this regard, students from other 
parts of the country were not studied. Another 
limitation is the lack of more accurate tools for 
measuring ethics. Ethics is a relative matter and 
may have very different perceptions in different 
parts of the country. Another limitation was the 
lack of relevant research, which the existence of 
other studies could help to better adapt to the 
findings and judgment. 
 Based on the results, it can be suggested that re-
searchers study other courses in the future to be 
able to compare public and non-profit schools in 
higher education. Considering that the vast major-
ity of non-profit primary school students have bet-
ter economic conditions and parental literacy than 
public primary school students, it is suggested that 
in the next research, the relationship between stu-
dents' ethics and its socio-economic and geo-
graphical location should be examined. It is sug-
gested that in public schools, which make up the 

majority of the country's students, educational and 
moral programs be held with the participation of 
families in schools. 

 
Conclusion 
 

Today, our society more than ever needs ethics in 
all its dimensions, and its basic foundation is edu-
cation in the early years of education. Therefore, 
monitoring the moral status of students requires 
increasing knowledge of the subject of ethics. The 
existence of public schools along with non-profit 
schools is somewhat clear in the quality of educa-
tion, but in terms of moral development requires 
several studies that based on the results of the pre-
sent study can be concluded that the moral situa-
tion in non-profit primary schools (second period) 
is better than public schools. Also, although there 
is no significant difference between public and 
non-profit boys 'schools in terms of moral status, 
it is significant for girls' schools. 

 
Ethical Consideration 
 

In order to observe research ethics, the purpose of the 
research was first explained to the students and they 
were given the option to complete the questionnaires if 
they wished and it is not mandatory. They were also 
given the option to rest for a few minutes and then com-
plete the questionnaires if they were tired. 
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