Compare and contrast two theories of Moral Development.

Psychologists who study the likes of moral development, aren’t interested in morality as such; but are intrigued in the processes of which individuals acquire to the rules and principles for distinguishing right from wrong. Moral development is the process that is a focal point on the emergence, understanding and identifying the changes of morality from infancy, all the way through to adulthood. Understanding the acquisition of morality includes further investigation of the roles of prosocial behaviour, beliefs, emotions and intentionality to clarify how morality is accomplished within development. However, moral development is a sub-set of social and emotional development, creating strong links to cognitive development. The morality development is about making the right decisions that children and young people make, and the behaviours they adapt towards others. The field of moral development focuses on the role of peers, authority figures and the importance of cultures and it’s influences. In psychology, moral development has research that focuses on questions of origins and changes that occur across the lifespan. It is argued that while men’s morality is purely based on the principles of law and justice, and that women’s morality is based on compassion and caring. However, the different moral orientations of men and women both rest on the deeper issue that is named selfhood.
	Piaget’s theory of cognitive development was first published during the 1920’s. Even though, Piaget’s work did not become prominent until the mid-twentieth century, he is best known for his theory of cognitive development and has also proposed his own theory of moral development within the early 1930s. Piaget had realised that cognitive development is closely linked to moral development and was interested in the way children’s thoughts had developed and changed over time about morality. As the moral development theory had the same basic format as his cognitive theory, being based on stages, Piaget explained that children are supposed to pass through each stage at certain time, linked with their development and approximate ages. Piaget wanted to investigate further into children’s knowledge and moral development, so he had questioned 5-13 year-olds to find out what their knowledge about various moral matters, for example, where rules come from, whether they can be changed, what punishment and fair punishment is, what defines a lie, how praise should be distinguished, is cheating aloud or wrong, and whether or not it is ever right to disobey an adult (Lickona, T., 1994). The first stage of moral development is known as the premoral judgement stage, and this is developed from birth until around five years of age. Within this age, children do not understand the concept of rules and regulations, and have no idea or sense of morality, internally or externally. This stage coincides with the sensorimotor and pre-operational stages and is also related to Piaget’s cognitive theory. It is related to moral development as it gives a sense that the children have indigent conception of other’s consciousness. The second stage is called moral realism. This stage is approximately through the ages of 5 to 9. Within this stage, children now understand the concept of rules, but is seen as external and unchallengeable. Children will understand the rules given to them and obey. However, since a rule is given to someone which outlines the do’s and don’ts, moral realist children appraise the wrongdoing in terms of the consequences. The last stage corresponds to the concrete and formal operational stage of Piaget’s other theory of cognitive development and is known as moral relativity. This stage starts at the ages of seven and overlaps with moral realism. At this stage, children begin to realise that rules are not fixed, and can be changed by mutual consent. This is where children start to learn their own internal morality which is no longer the same as the external rules given at first.
	According to Piaget, children and young people develop the morality of cooperation. Piaget had believed that children and young people begin to understand that morals represent sociable agreements between society and are intended to promote the common good. It is argued that children and young people start to recognise that people differ in ways that they can understand and access a moral position. Children at the age of 2 ½ do not have the correct understanding of what is right and what it wrong but, can understand the meaning of the word ‘no’. Children of this age also understand when they are being praised. However, Piaget’s theory of moral development is concerned with how children’s moral knowledge and understanding changes with age. Piaget believed that children had a great understanding of what intentions are and figured out that they are much more complex than Piaget originally predicted. Children can bring this level of understanding to bear on moral decision-making.
Another theory that investigates into children’s moral development is a theory conducted by Kohlberg (1927-1987). Kohlberg was a psychologist who had created a theory of moral development in the mid-twentieth century, who is best known for specific and detailed theory on children’s moral development. His work described how one’s sense of right and wrong changes and developments with age and continues to influence contemporary research that has generally supported his theory (Oswalt, 2010). Just like Piaget, Kohlberg believed that moral development starts in early life and continues to grow into adolescence. Psychologist Kohlberg had extended on Piaget’s theory and continued to follow the series of stages. To develop his theory, Kohlberg used Piaget’s storytelling technique to tell people scenarios of moral dilemmas. He told people of all ages and later analysed his findings to provide evidence of a stage of moral development. After he had proposed his research, Kohlberg reviewed his responses and arranged them into categories of stages or moral reasoning. An example of Kohlberg’s moral development theory is a scenario called “Heinz Steals the Drug”. A man’s wife had been diagnosed with cancer and had been told that she was dying. The doctors told the couple that there was only one drug that could save her life and that he later discovered it from a local chemist, and that they were charging ten times the money it costs to develop the drug. The couple couldn’t afford the drug and tried to negotiate with the chemist and explain that his wife was dying and tried to discuss payment plans or extend the credit. Upon refusal, as desperate as the husband was to save his wife’s life, he decided to break into the pharmacy and stole the drug to treat his wife. Kohlberg was not interested in whether Heinz was right or wrong to do so but was intrigued in the reasoning behind his decision. Kohlberg later discovered three distinct levels of moral reasoning, by asking and studying the answers from children to adults, to hope to discover how moral reasoning changed as people grew older. 
The first stage is the earliest one of moral development and is known as the Preconventional Morality. Kohlberg states how obedience and punishment is common within young children, but adults tend to be more capable of expressing this type of reasoning. Kohlberg explained how children see rules as fixed and that obeying the rules is vital, as it avoids punishment. The second stage is Conventional Morality and relates to the “good boy-good girl” orientation, the interpersonal relationship stage where moral development is focused on living up to the social needs and expectations of one another. This stage concentrates on maintaining social order and people begin to realise that society has laws, rules and guide lines that need to be obeyed and to respect authorities. Lastly, this stage includes the ideas of social and individual rights that cause people to account for their differing views and values, opinions and beliefs of others. According to Kohlberg, by early adulthood, most youths would have achieved the mid-level of moral reasoning within this stage, at this level, morality is determined. Finally, Kohlberg’s theory is concerned with moral thinking (Cherry, 2018), and is knowing the differences between knowing what people ought to do versus actual actions. 

Moving on, both Piaget and Kohlberg have made vital contributions to the development and research of morality, especially pertaining to the development of children all through to the stages of adulthood. However, Piaget is the modern pioneer within the subject or morality, even though his predecessor Kohlberg had extended and adapted to his original ideas, to accommodate new research and developed a six-stage theory of reasoning. Kohlberg’s work on moral development had expanded on Piaget’s work in 1963. Kohlberg’s extension on Piaget’s work had several criticisms as it had been detached from moral development. In fact, all individual differences in the predominant forms of moral reasoning as to seemed to correlate consistently with individual differences in actual moral behaviours. However, Kohlberg went on to discover a stage model in which children’s stages of moral reasoning depended on his or her cognitive development, which links in with Piaget’s theory of cognitive development, where Piaget later wrote ‘The Moral Judgement of the Child’ this is where his work came to an end, which is why Kohlberg wanted to extend his work. Kohlberg had noted that the moral evolution of children and young people is a lot more gradual and complex than what Piaget had first proposed in his original theories. Kohlberg had provided new methods in assessing moral judgement that meant providing more in-depth information about morality. Kohlberg believed that there was more to moral development than Piaget anticipated, and decided to revise and expand on his research of moral theories. With Piaget’s theory assuming that development is a constructed process which child learn and develop a complex cognitive structure through their reciprocal interaction with the environment (Guske, 2018). 
Unlike Piaget, however, who had claimed that children and young people did not differentiate between moral and social issues and later confronted them with a variety of tasks, pertaining to both domains, Kohlberg had fixataed his thoughts and ideas purely on moral concepts. This meant assessing individuals judging of right from wrong, their decisions involving justice, fairness and welfare. While both psychologists viewed and interpreted moral development because of a deliberate attempt to increase the coordination and integration of an individual’s orientation to the world. Kohlberg had argued against Piaget’s theory and provided a systematic three-level, six-stage sequence reflecting changes within moral judgement and development throughout a person’s lifespan. Although, there are a few similarities between these two psychologists, one being that both viewpoints have been strictly developed on moral judgement and learning social laws, and the other being that both psychologist’s viewpoints, are two subjects of moral and social development and that they are related to each other. Both Piaget and Kohlberg have stated the moral development means change in how children reason, regrading moral issues, their behaviours towards law-breaking and what their attitudes are towards facing moral issues.
[bookmark: _GoBack]To conclude, there are many factors that contribute to a person’s learning of moral development. Kohlberg’s theory of moral development is usually described as further development and knowledge of Piaget’s moral theory. From discussing the two theories, it has shown that Kohlberg attempts to further describe the countenance of moral development and thoughts. Nevertheless, Kohlberg and Piaget’s theories are both useful for when it comes to understanding moral reasoning and development, although, both theories do not provide any real recognition of an individual’s moral function. Both Piaget and Kohlberg saw cognitive development as the maturity of moral reasoning, with the latter usually lagging the former. As stated before, Kohlberg’s theory has dominated research about moral reasoning for 30 years (Gross, 2005). Kohlberg’s work was greatly influenced by the likes of Piaget and like himself, believed that morality had developed gradually during childhood, adolescence and through to adulthood.
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