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Assortment, defined as the coupling of
individuals based on their similarity, has
been documented among both friends and
romantic partners.1,2 Friends and romantic
partners are similar to one another in their
education levels, interests and hobbies,
attractiveness, and social and political
attitudes. In this study, we tested the
hypothesis
that
individuals
select
relationship partners who are similar to
themselves in the moral intuitions3,4,5 that
underlie political attitudes. The five moral
intuitions
(foundations)
refer
to
individuals’ concern for (1) caring and
protecting from harm; (2) fairness and
justice; (3) obedience and respect for
authority; (4) purity and sanctity; and (5)
loyalty and patriotism. We expected friends
and romantic partners to hold similar views
on these moral intuitions. In addition,
because various studies suggest that people
choose similar others as their relationship
partners rather than become similar to
their relationship partners over time,2,6 we
expected that friends’ and partners’
relationship duration would not be
associated with how similar they are.
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Our sample of young adults, comprised
of 126 men and 160 women, showed
several patterns that have been
documented in other samples.5
First, the sample as a whole placed the
most importance on Care/Nurturance
and Fairness/Justice.
Second, women placed significantly
more value on Care/Nurturance while
men placed more on Ingroup Loyalty.
Our participants did place more
importance on Purity/Sanctity than
what has been observed in broader
samples.5
*Note: Error bars represent ± 2SE

Hypothesis 1 was partially supported:
Relationship partners placed similar value on Care/Nurturance, Authority/Respect, and Purity/Sanctity

We conducted this study to test the primary
prediction that relationship partners hold
similar moral intuitions. The most consistent
and strong assortment was in attitudes toward
purity, a moral foundation that accounts for
significant variance in people’s stance on issues
such as abortion, same-sex marriage, and
immigration.4
We found no links between relationship
duration and degree of similarity between
partners, which suggests that individuals select
relationship partners who are similar to
themselves rather than become similar to their
relationship partners over time. We might
expect that individuals who are more similar to
their partner show more individual stability
over time in their moral attitudes, relative to
those who are less similar to their partner.
We are now preparing to begin a 6-month
follow-up of our participants. To the extent that
holding similar morals enhances friends’ and
romantic partners’ compatibility, we expect that
friends and romantic partners who are more
similar to each other will be more likely to still
be together or report an increased level of
relationship closeness since the original data
collection.
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Hypothesis 2 was supported:
Relationship duration was not associated with degree of similarity between relationship partners
For each dyad, we computed a
discrepancy score for each
moral foundation; the score
indicated how much (in
absolute values) the two
members of the dyad differed
from each other. As we
expected, partner discrepancy
scores were not correlated with
how long dyad members had
known each other.

The scatter plot to the left
shows the overall degree of
discrepancy between partners’
moral foundation scores as
related to their relationship
duration.
The
lack
of
association provides evidence
that the similarity we observed
between partners is due to
selection, not becoming more
similar to each other over time.
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