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Compare and contrast two theories of moral development.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Moral development has spanned over many a decade including that of Greek philosophy.  Two of the greatest works of the ancient Greek philosophy which were Aristotle’s Nichomachean Ethics and Plato’s Re-public, both were extended inquiries into the nature and the origins of a good society and person. Most people do not look back over the ancient philosophy for reference to their behaviours, but still refer to their development and moral guidance (Haidt, 2008). There are many psychologists and socialist theorists that have studied the moral development of a child in to adulthood but many have their main focus on the child development stages of morality, as this is the time that it’s deemed that there is requirements need to be achieved to move on to the next stage successfully (Molchanov, 2013). Likewise, there are also criticism of many of these studies and findings, that disprove what has already been found. This has led to many psychologists trying to recreate studies to incorporate the weaknesses discovered (Molchanov, 2013). Piaget’s work begins with the concept that people actively construct and reconstruct the meaning of the world, he also viewed morality as being a set of rules and what the persons morals were to the respect of these rules (Eckensbereger & Zimba, 1997). 
Well-known theorists such as Piaget (1963) and Kohlberg (1971) conclude that parental influences such as discipline, styles and practices as affecting directly to moral development. That said the renowned organisational development theorists Piaget and Kohlberg focus upon the hierarchical approach within parent and child bonding, these relationships generally curtail children’s moral and ethical evolution. Institutions such as schools and peers are seen to be the more predominant influence of a child’s growth and understanding of moral reasoning (Smetana, 1999).  
The main commencement of moral development came from Jean Piaget (1963). Piaget argues that moral development spans a growth from childhood into adolescence years. In the view of Piaget, the growth of moral development is achieved gradually (Lǎzǎrescu, 2012). During Piaget work, he did not vision morality as a procedure of cognition but did confer about context of affects and emotional state. Piaget definition of morality, was that it is a set of rules and the persons’ respect of these rules was were there morals developed (Eckensbereger & Zimba, 1997). 
Piaget was interested in the three main stages of the child understanding moral issues. These stages were the, child’s understanding of the rules, the child’s understanding of moral responsibility and the child’s understanding of justice (Hoffman & Saltzstein, 1967). 
 It is also said that to progress moral decision is achieved closely in connection with cognitive development, so that when the child matures and go through the stage of heteronomous which progresses to the autonomous stage (Lǎzǎrescu, 2012). The heteronymous morality is when the child considers the belief that rules have their own distinctive authority-the rules are rules, it is said that at this stage of development that a child is mostly motivated by dear of being punished. Piaget believes that this kind of linking to the rules is the result of the child’s relation to the people in an authoritative position (Eckensbereger & Zimba, 1997). The autonomous stage according to Piaget, is when the child begins to absorb new things from the world through interactions with other children and adults. It is through these interactions that they progress onto the second stage of their moral development (Eckensbereger & Zimba, 1997). At this stage of the child’s development they learn to critically examine the rules that they have been instructed to follow, they apply these built on the respect that they gained from other peers (Eckensbereger & Zimba, 1997).
Piaget did, in fact, develop the study of moral judgment in children, yet it was the work of Kohlberg that galvanised a generation of academics to engage in the developmental features of moral perspective (Lapsley, 2006). Piaget’s work showed that there was a common assumption that a child’s moral understanding was less knowledgeable than that of an adult (Piaget & Cook, 1952).
In contrast to Piaget, Kohlberg was interested in finding physical and operational processes to be the base of individual moral development. Constructing a theory model based on three levels of development with each of them having two distinctive phases, such as that of level 1 being premoral or preconventional. Kohlberg’s theory shows that this stage covers the ages 4-10 years. Level 2 covering conventional moral which Kohlberg believes is between the ages of 10-13 years and the third stage being the postconventional moral which is believed to be reached after the age of 13 years  (Kohlberg, 1971). 
At the preconventional level-up to the age of 9 years, the moral rules are viewed under the arrangement of good or bad, right or wrong. But they are understood, either as a physical consequence or in hedonistic-chastisement or reward. The moral conduct of the child is steered by avoiding a punishment imposed by an adult standing for authority, this includes the child trying to avoid breaking the rules (Lǎzǎrescu, 2012). The second stage at this level of morality is the hedonism. This stage sees the child being active in self-indulgence of respecting the norms to attain the adult’s sympathy/praise or a reward, the child’s morality consists of conforming to the rules to attain and achieve a positive outcome (Lǎzǎrescu, 2012). 
The second level of reasoning consists of being moral as this serves individual benefits and needs, due to admitting in a world where everyone must declare that like them other people have their interests also. At this stage the child’s distinction between true and false or the truth and a lie is progressive, until the age of 6 the child has a ‘magical way of thinking’ which leads to the child unable to lie, after the age of 8, the lie will obtain a deliberate dimension (Lǎzǎrescu, 2012). At this level of development stages 3 and 4 are incorporated, these stages happen from adolescence into adulthood (Lǎzǎrescu, 2012). 
The final stage of Kohlberg’s theory is the postconventional, this stage is believed to occur in 10-15% of adults but not until their mid-thirties (Eckensbereger & Zimba, 1997). 
There are many criticisms of both Piaget and Kohlberg’s theories. One of the criticisms of Kohlberg’s is that it was gender biased against females, it was argued that majority of Kohlberg’s theory was based on mainly male participants, therefore, the stages of moral development reflects a male’s explanation of morality, this factor in Kohlberg’s theory highlights the fact that a man’s morality is based mainly on law and justice, whereas a woman’s moral principal are mainly based on empathy and care (Stams et al., 2006).
A further criticism pointed again at Kohlberg’s theory, is that it is based more of an opinion/reaction to moral dilemmas resulting in a subjective view as morality is not based on dilemmas, this is not the case in everyday life as there always seems to be some predicament to contend with. Another criticism to Kohlberg’s theory is the lack of acknowledgment to people’s moral reasoning in that of social situations; such as, how the reasoning of a person’s peers and family morals influence their own reasoning. An example of this is that it is believed that if the person is amongst a group of peers that steal then there is a high likelihood of the person also stealing (Stams et al., 2006). 
As with Kohlberg, Piaget has been the target of many critics. Most of these critic’s views have come from misconception of the work that Piaget carried out, psychologists also did not appreciate the essentials of Piaget’s intellectual thoughts (Lourenco, & Machado, 1996).
One of the main critics of Piaget’s theory was that of not taking into consideration the child’s competence of their understanding of following rules, rather than the child blindly following the rules, due to not having their own reasoning and will play by the rules that have been given by someone of authority figure (Lourenco, 1996). 
A further criticism to the age groups at each of the stages that Piaget states that a child needs to establish moral development, other psychologists state that if an 8 year old child failed the typical conservation tasks then it would disprove Piaget’s theory of moral development in children (Lourenco, 1996). Piaget, has also been accused of conceptualizing the development process, some of Piaget’s earlier studies were carried out using his own children, this made his earlier work appear to be biased as it was very limited and could be disproven due to the nature of the original study (Eckensbereger & Zimba, 1997). 
It is said that Kohlberg’s moral stage theory was in fact the conclusion of Piaget’s own intents within areas of the moral realm, of which Piaget put the work aside and that Kohlberg then found the moral stages that had evaded Piaget in his early studies of a child’s moral judgment (Eckensbereger & Zimba, 1997). It has also been said that Kohlberg’s reliance on the work of Piaget to gain a sense and direction to his own project. This dependence however has lead to the decreased influence of Piaget’s theory, the waned influence is said to have made Kohlberg’s theory to become deprived of paradigmatic support (Lapsley, 2006)
It is clear from the research of both Kohlberg and Paget’s theories of moral development that they both support each other’s findings and work towards understanding the growth of a child’s moral development from a young age in to adolescence and continuing in to adulthood. Both over the years have gained criticism towards the work that they produced and without this there would not be further studies in to the development of a person’s moral understanding. Some of Piaget’s work could be classed as being outdated but this has been shown that not being the case as research has shown over the years that his work, lead, to future psychologists such as Kohlberg being influenced by the work Piaget had done in the early years (1950’s-1960’s). Both the works carried out by Piaget and Kohlberg have helped the generations to understand the moral development of a child, through to adolescence and in to adulthood. Their work has also shown that each stage of development needs to be reached to ideally move on to the next stage of the moral development. 
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