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Abstract

Wisdom is one of the highest virtues and in a wide range of social activities, ultimately improves oneself and society.
It is inherently involved in ethical behavior and the pursuit of social justice and equity for all. Moral intelligence is also
one of the moral constructs that lead humans to perform great valuable actions. The purpose of this study was to explain
wisdom based on the moral intelligence. For this purpose, a sample of 350 adults (220 females and 130 males) in the
age range of 20 to 72 was selected by multistage cluster sampling method from different districts and communities.
They answered the wisdom questionnaire of San Diego and the moral intelligence of Lennik and Kiel. Data were
analyzed using structural equation modeling. The results of the analysis demonstrated that the model fits best for this
purpose as the effect of moral intelligence and its dimensions on wisdom was confirmed. Based on the results of this
study, it is suggested that social and educational settings and environments, in addition to conventional intelligence, can
benefit from moral intelligence where wise people with high wisdom can contribute effectively to a better community

development.
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Introduction

Although wisdom is an ancient and historical concept,
there is new interest to wisdom in growth progress in
recent years and researchers have been unable to achieve
holistic agreement in the definition of wisdom (Kramer,
2000). There is no common definition for the concept
(Ardelt, 2003; Kramer, 2000; Peterson & Seligman,
2004). There is an agreement in psychological literature
that wisdom is multi-dimension and multi-faceted
(Ardelt, 2003; Baltes & Staudinger, 2000; Webster,
2003). The identity of multi-faceted wisdom leads to
different theories (for example Ardelt, 2003; Baltes &
Staudinger, 2000; Fang Yang & Hong, 2012;
Strengberg, 1998). Theorists have suggested different
definition of wisdom. The wisdom system of berlin
defined it as the special knowledge system in basic life
system (Baltes & Staudinger, 1990). Ardelt defined
wisdom as cognitive, reflective, affective coherence
(Ardelt, 2004).
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In balance theory of Sternberg, wisdom defines as
applying practical intelligence and implicit knowledge
in intelligence to resolve the issues in way that lead to
joint interest. In this theory, the goal accomplishment to
joint interest is moral values that show which is right and
wrong (Sternberg, 1998, 2001, 2019). Fang Yang and
Hong (2012) defined wisdom as integrating intelligence
and morality achieved through experience and action
based on intelligence and knowledge (mainly personal).

Wisdom in comparing to knowledge, creativity, and
intelligence (cognitive, social, and affective) is valuable
and moral-based construct and related to values, goals,
behavior (Grossman, 2017; Meeks & Jeste, 2009;
Sternberg, 1998). Ardelt (2011) explained that wisdom
is related inherently to moral behavior and social justice.
The researchers believe that in the conceptualization of
wisdom, there is clear moral context and the judgement
and moral reasoning identified as constructive element
of wisdom (Killen & Smetana, 2008; McCullough,
Worthington & Rachal, 1997). The empirical findings
shows that wisdom is related to moral reasoning
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positively (Gluck,2015; Pasupathi, Staudinger & Baltes,
2001) and there is a little study about weather wisdom is
related to moral structures (like moral reasoning, moral
judgement, moral intelligence, practical morality)
(Gluck, 2015).The moral intelligence is one of the
related variable to moral structures that its relation with
wisdom is acceptable but there is no empirical and
theoretical study to examine the relationship between
these two variables.

Narvaez (2010) believed that moral intelligence
depends on feelings and wisdom and moral behavior to
the united feeling, intuition and reason. The moral
intelligence is defined as the ability of identifying the
right and wrong, moral strong belief and applying them
and behaving in a correct and respected way and include
the principles of honesty (righteous action),
responsibility (accepting action and its outcomes),
sympathy (sympathetic attention to others), forgiveness
(awareness of failing and wrongs and forgive self and
others) (Brown, 2013; as cited in Sotoodeh et al., 1395).
The moral intelligence is important and crucial because
it influences other intelligences and guides them to
valuable actions. Paolohos et al. (2002) defined moral
intelligence as ability to understand and combine moral
belief and apply them in existing situation and problems
used in a reasoning process (Emmons, 2000).

From the other side, there is a relation between
wisdom and moral structures and positive relation
between wisdom and component of moral intelligence.
Delfan and Noghabi (1395) cited responsibility,
honesty, righteous as characteristic of wise Iranian
people. Also, Leveit (1991) introduced honesty and
righteous as  personality and interpersonal
characteristics. Several studies show the positive
relationship between Wisdom and forgiveness and that
if the forgiveness increases, the wisdom is increases too
(Konstam, Chernoff, & Deveney, 2001; McCullough,
Worthington, & Rachal, 1997; Thompson, et al. 2005;
Taylor, 2006; Tylor, Bates, & Webster, 2011). The other
dimension of moral intelligence is sympathy and
worrying that is aligned with foundation of wisdom and
it is overlapped with the affective aspect of three-
dimension wisdom of Ardelt claiming that the wise
people don't limit it when they communicate with all
people in the world (Ardelt, 2003). So regarding this
information, the aim of the study was to see if there is
any relationship between moral intelligence, wisdom,
and moral intelligence? And how do the moral
intelligence and its components interpret the wisdom?

Method

Participants

The method of this research is applied in terms of
purpose and descriptive in nature. In the present study,
available sampling was performed. It was sent online to
all social groups (through WhatsApp and Telegram) and
people voluntarily entered the relevant web page and
responded to the items. At the end of the questionnaire,
305 people answered the questionnaire. In order to
conduct the research, first of all, the subjects were
assured that the answers to these questionnaires and their
results will be only used for the purpose of research and
are not related to their evaluation or selection in a
specific period. The necessary explanations were then
given to complete the questionnaires, and any
explanations that were likely to create a biased response
were refused. Finally, after administration of the
guestionnaire, the answers were entered to SPSS 24
software and then, in Amos24 software, modeling was
performed. The criteria for entering the study were
complete satisfaction and voluntary presence and,
consequently, accuracy in answering the questionnaire.

Instruments

SD-WISE: This scale is developed by Tomas and his
colleagues (2019) and includes 6 component: insight (it
is important for me to understanding the reason of
action), managing excitement (I can keep calm in
stressful condition), desirable social behavior (I interact
with other on way that | want), decisiveness (I decide on
time), social counselling (I understanding the feeling),
and relativism of values (I enjoy from learning different
cultures). The questionnaire included 40 questions and
it's scored in Likert’s scale. The study of Tomas and his
colleague reported the psychometric characteristics of
the scale and convergent validity is r=0.45 in Ardelt’s
three-dimension wise scale and r=0.47 in self evaluating
Webster scale. The findings related to differential
validity show that the score of the faculties is higher than
that of students. Fitting model through the sampling is
confirmed by confirmatory Factor analysis .The internal
correlation coefficient is 0.70.

Moral competency inventory: This is developed by
Lennik and Kiel in 2005. This questionnaire included 40
phrases. Lennik, Kiel and Jordan (2011) has accounted
for moral intelligence structure including four main
dimensions: honesty, responsibility, forgiveness, and
sympathy. The reliability and validity are verified by
Martin and Astin (2010). The reliability based on
Cronbach’s alpha is .85 and in the present study it is .91.
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intelligence and its components and wisdom are shown

in Table 1.

Results

The data were analyzed by SPSS 23 and AMOS. The
mean, standard deviation, correlation between moral

Table 1.

Mean, SD, Correlation Matrix between Variables
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As it is shown in Table 1, there is positive correlation affective regulation (-.004), there is a positive and
between moral intelligence and wisdom. Except the significant correlation between moral intelligence and its
sympathy that there doesn’t have a significant dimension and wisdom.
correlation with insight (.068) decisiveness (.037) and
Table 2.
Fit Indices
indexes CMIN /df RMSEA GFlI NFI CFI IFI TLI P-Value

Amount 2.273 0.07 0.92 0.90 0.92 0.92 0.90 000.0
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Figure 1.
The Hypothetical Model.
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In analysis of the data, structural equation modelling
was used to examine the fitting model and hypothesis.
Based on it, the relationship between the variables is
shown in Table 1. The examining effect coefficients
show that there is a significant correlation between
moral intelligence and wisdom in the significant level of
.001.

The acceptable scientific criteria using “modelling
fitting indexes” are shown in Table 2. The index of root
mean square error is the main indexes of goodness of fit
in the structural equation modelling used in all models.
Based on the researcher’s view, if the amount of index
is lower than 0.1, the fitting model will be confirmed.
Based on Table 1 in the study, as the amount of the index
is .07, it can be said that the fitting model is confirmed.
Also one of the most important fitting indexes is the
result of division CMIN / degree of freedom (DF) that if
it's lower than 5, the fitting will be confirmed and in the
study is 2.23. In addition, if the indexes are like
goodness fitting index (GFI), normalized fitting index
(NFI), comparative fitting index (CFI), increasing
fitness index (IFI) is higher than an .09, the fitting model
will be approved. Thus, because the indexes follow this
rule, the fitting model is verified.
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Discussion

From the beginning of the human culture, the wisdom is
seen as final and ideal point in the growth of people
(Kramer, 2000). The aim of this study was to determine
the relationship between moral intelligence and wisdom
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in a model using a structural equation modelling. The
finding of this study showed that there is a significant
and positive relationship between moral intelligence and
wisdom. We can improved intelligent learning by using
moral intelligence and do the best actions. In reality,
moral intelligence points to this fact that we are not born
moral or immoral, but we learn how to be good
(Beheshtifar, 2011). Also, trying to get the common
interest is a key result for many moral theories and key
characteristic of wisdom (Sternberg, et al. 2019), that is
aligned with the final goal of wisdom that is achieving
to joint interests to all people (Strengber, 1998).

The results showed that moral intelligence and its
dimensions (forgiveness, sympathy, responsibility and
honesty) are positive forecasting to wisdom that align
with Ardelt and Jacobe (2009); Tylor (2006); Tylor et
al.(2011); Konstam, Chernoff, and Devaney (2001); and
three dimension model of wisdom. Forgiveness and
sympathy facilitate the kindness to others (Tylor, 2006),
and increasing wisdom can occur through improving
affective dimension. There is a significant and positive
correlation between responsibility and wisdom. In fact,
a person who has the highest possibility, accepts his
functions and is able to assure that is adapt to the
humanity moral principles in the world (Borba, 2005;
Lennick & Kiel, 2005), when it is behaved on honesty,
the person tries to behave and aligns with the humanity
moral principle and with regard to the function of the
moral principles, it's a basic step to achieve to wisdom
(Dyemon, 2000). Sternberg knows the necessity of the
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achieving wisdom is following the moral principles of
the world (Sternberg, 1998); so increasing honesty and
responsibility increase wisdom.

Conclusion

The result of the study can be applied theoretically and
practically. There isn't any study that examines the
relationship between moral intelligence and wisdom. So
examining this relationship helps in the enrichment of
the knowledge. Also, with regard to importance of
wisdom as one of the most important constructs in a
positive psychology in an educational system especially
in the recent years, identifying the priority and related
variables to wisdom has important message to the
specialists in education. The school and the universities
have to teach practical and mental skills and the
theoretical knowledge, but they seldom emphasize on
finding the meaning, deep understanding of the life and
help to public interests. with regard to that the society is
facing with some problems like social justice, terrorism
and outcome of the climate changes and it's important to
teach the leaders and the residents that in the future, there
should be in a way that they will be intelligent and
wisdom moral and worried about well-being of people,
regardless of the context of ethnicity, race, gender,
culture and religion (Dai & Cheng, 2017; Sternberg,
2018; Sternberg, Jarvin, & Reznitskaya, 2008).

With regard to training and improving forecasting
variable, we can improve the wisdom that subsequently
leads to improve well-being and health (Ardelt, 1997,
2000, 2011; Ardelt & Jeste, 2016; Ardelt & Ferrari,
2014; Kramer, 1997; Krause, 2016; Krause & Hayward,
2015; Thomas, Bangen, Ardelt, & Jeste, 2017). It is
suggested that future researchers examine the other prior
variables and their effect on the well-being and
psychological health of people. We have to emphasize
on moral intelligence in a social and instructional
environments in addition to classical intelligence, in
order to create environment that has moral
characteristics and can help to the progress of the society
and introduce wise people.
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