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[bookmark: _Int_0ElLQSnh]In recent times, the acknowledgment towards how humans grow and develop has increased greatly, as this research can help determine and explain behaviours across the population. One of these more pre-established topics of research for developmental psychology is investigating morality, particularly researchers we’re eager to try and answer how morality develops throughout life and across cultures. Kohlberg & Elfenbein, 1975, aimed to resolve this question by theorising how moral development progresses when presented with the quandary of capital punishment using moral dilemmas, and by analysing the results collected from the study Kohlberg & Elfenbein theorised that there were 6 moral stages. Later, these 6 moral stages became the basis for the more magnified theory of moral development, with Kohlberg expanding the theory to include early childhood all the way to late adulthood (Mathes, 2021). However, due to the original study only being conducted on educated American males, issues have emanated in modern times that reflect the lack of inclusion done on the original theories data, with worries including the validity of the studies findings when generalised to other demographics. Research may suggest that these faults in Kohlberg's initial hypothesis weren't forgotten, instead being acknowledged and contemplated by Kohlberg himself (Armon & Dawson, 1997; Mathes, 2021), Although, studies investigating the faults of Kohlberg's original hypothesis have produced relatively mixed results (Weinreich, 1977; Czyzowska & Niemczynski, 1996; Baek, 2002; Bouhmama, 1985; Armon & Dawson, 1997; Walker, 1984; Dawson, 2002; Moody-Adams, 2025; Locke, 1979).
The discussion around Kohlberg's theory of Moral development that explores and deliberates on his theories lack of consideration to other demographics outside of the one he researched allows researchers to theorise and create studies that improve on these weaker areas. However, theories speculated by researchers and by Kohlberg himself signify that Kohlberg’s stages of moral development are applicable to varying cultures based on the cultures social evolutionary state (Mathes, 2021). More specifically, Kohlberg theorised that the different stages for his theory of moral development may only be witnessed based on the cultures social complexity and how industrialised a culture is, with rural, non-industrialised communities only reaching stage 3 and 4, and more urban, industrialised communities achieving upwards of levels 5 and 6 (Mathes, 2021). This theory was Kohlberg’s reaction to data collected from Taiwanese children that displayed a lack of all the moral development stages, this speculation that Kohlberg’s theory of moral development can be easily generalised to other cultures demonstrates some understanding of different cultures and how alternative lifestyles can adopt moral development in varying ways. However, this theory by Kohlberg fails to recognise key aspects of cultures and moral development, one example of this being the speculated reasoning behind his moral stages of development being unsuccessfully replicated on other demographics is due to only two factors, the community's density and their stage of developing infrastructure. It is reasonable to assume that possible alternative factors may be the reasoning behind the failed attempt to apply Kohlberg's stages of moral developments onto other cultures, and the assumptions that a cultures stage of morality is directly connected to how development and wealthy it is with little to no supporting evidence may come with negative connotations. The theories existence is disputed as well, as the only reason the theory was ever created was only to explain why the stages of moral development were non-applicable to some cultures, reasoning that the theory is applicable but only to a certain degree to every culture, instead of considering that the initial theory itself was unable to be generalised to a wide demographic.
[bookmark: _Int_kYZKmRak][bookmark: _Int_d9fVIc79]Similarly, empirical research has been conducted that investigates the notion of Kohlberg’s stages of moral development being successfully applied across cultures. One such study researching the subject replicated Kohlberg's initial longitudinal study by testing 90 students using the same conditions, from this, the researcher was able to analyse the data which displayed an almost similar outcomes to Kohlberg's initial study (Weinreich, 1977). This study, that stayed true to the original studies design, demonstrates that Kohlberg’s stages of moral development can be generalised to audiences outside the ones he tested. However, this study did find some differences between its results and Kohlberg's original results, mostly displayed where religion was related to the reasoning behind answers given by the participants. Kohlberg discovered a lot of religious reasoning behind the answers his sample gave, which is a sentiment that was not seen or replicated in other studies, insinuating that Kohlberg's stages of moral development have religious undertones that generally can't be generalised to other populations. Another disadvantage of this study when compared to Kohlberg's initial participants is the argument that the cultures between the two groups of participants is not distinct enough, therefore the findings being similar is less significant as the results would have been more expected.
[bookmark: _Int_vNAOwNEO][bookmark: _Int_zeReZlyd]Likewise, another longitudinal study conducted to investigate the reliability of Kohlberg's study of moral development when applied to other cultures was carried out with 291 Polish mixed gender participants, with results finding similar evidence to Kohlberg’s initial study (Czyzowska & Niemczynski, 1996). This study improves on Kohlberg's initial study by including more participants and the participants being mixed gender, with the results also being similar to Kohlberg's findings, therefore it would be reasonable to assume that Kohlberg's theory of moral development can be generalised to both mixed genders and multiple cultures. However, similar to the previous study, it can be argued that the culture investigated in this study is too similar to the one investigated in Kohlberg's study, therefore this study does not aid in the belief that Kohlberg's theory of moral development can be generalised to more diverse cultures.
Although, whilst research into the validity of Kohlberg's moral development has resulted in evidence that may support the theory, there has also been data that more strongly suggest that the theory of moral development may be unsuitable for generalisation across varying cultures. One such study conducted by (Baek, 2002) investigated moral development using Kohlberg's original methods on both British and Korean children, whilst also considering the possible differences between genders as well. The results from this study show that the two groups had few similarities in terms of how they would respond to Kohlberg's moral dilemma scenarios, with the groups displaying differences in moral reasoning. However, this study also demonstrates both cultural and subcultural differences in moral reasoning, as contrasts were found between the male and female Korean students as well with female participants favouring caring responses to the moral dilemmas more than the male participants. This study indicates that Kohlberg's original findings may not only be unable to be generalised across cultures, but within cultures as well, which improves on Kohlberg's original study and later conclusion which was constructed using data collected from males only. This study also improves upon previous studies due to this study implementing two very distinct cultures, where the results from this study can be generalised greater than other studies investigating two similar cultures instead. However, due to this study being conducted on a large sample of participants from varying areas and in multiple languages, a lot of time and resources were invested into this study which meant that some areas were neglected, such as the study not being longitudinal and testing different participants at different ages instead of the same participant, meaning that the study's findings cannot be applied to how moral development changes with age. 
Similarly, another study conducted on both Algerian and British kids found that moral development was different between the two cultures (Bouhmama, 1985). Although this study does reflect on the possible reasons as to why a difference between the two cultures were observable, such as there being major contrasts between how the two cultures experience religion and education which has also been a difference noted by other studies (Weinreich, 1977), this belief was then reflected in the responses given by the participants. However, this study is older than most researching the same topic, and there have been psychological and political developments across most of the population which may have an effect on the data collected, therefore it would greatly benefit the researchers to re-conduct this study with more modern research and considerations.
[bookmark: _Int_o7cShXSw][bookmark: _Int_QUPLZ1yt]Moreover, there have been alternative theories and considerations towards Kohlberg's original theory of moral development, specifically, further thought has been dedicated to the reliability of the original findings of Kohlberg's study and whether it can be appropriately generalised or not. Aside from research being conducted into the possibility of Kohlberg's theory being generalised to different cultures, researchers have also investigated the possibility of generalising Kohlberg’s theory to varying people within cultures. One particular theory details how Kohlberg's theory of moral development can be applied throughout childhood and into adulthood, with the belief that different pre-established moral stages can still advance even in later life being theorised by Kohlberg himself, more specifically how stage 5 of his moral stages may be reciprocated later into adulthood due to the stage being based concepts such as laws and human rights that may be too complex for young children to understand or fully grasp (Armon & Dawson, 1997). This theory successfully aims to explain how moral reasoning can carry throughout life, in which the researchers also considered the potential differences between educated and non-educated individuals and speculated there would be no differences between the two groups when accomplishing their theory, which is an aspect of moral reasoning that often gets overlooked. However, this theory was also solely made with white individuals in mind, and whilst this broad definition may cover a few varying cultures, it still highly neglects more diverse and ranged cultures, therefore this theory alongside being tested for its accuracy should also be tested on different cultures as the current theory excludes said cultures.
[bookmark: _Int_I3gnGZyM][bookmark: _Int_4p5jYmzD][bookmark: _Int_Rgoib69t]Likewise, research has been conducted that specialises in investigating the longitudinal effects of Kohlberg’s theory of moral development, as well as the potential for said moral stages to continue into adulthood. One such longitudinal study conducted on 80 families and 233 participants found predominantly the same findings as Kohlberg's original study, as well as continuation of the moral stages with few participants regressing (Walker, 1984). Due to the large quantity of participants in this study, even when the study suffered from minor participant attrition, the study's findings that supports Kohlberg's theory that moral reasoning can still develop later on in life was still able to be significant. Another fundamental aspect that is often neglected in studies, especially older studies, is the inclusion of multiple gendered participants, as due to this study investigating whole family triads the researchers were able to compare any possible gender differences in the results, and it was found that there was no gender differences discovered in the participants responses to the moral dilemmas. This aspect of employing gender differences comparisons in any study is important as there may be unexpected discrepancies between genders, this is important particularly within studies exploring Kohlberg's moral stages due to Kohlberg’s original study only being tested on males and therefore being unable to be generalised to other genders. However, this study may lack temporal validity as the study is quite old and should be re-tested reviewing the same variables in a more modern era for better certainty of the findings legitimacy.
Similarly, a more recent study conducted that investigates Kohlberg's theory of moral development progressing with age discovered that some moral stages, precisely the later stages of moral development commonly referred to as the “Adult stages” is more common to advance with age and maturity (Dawson, 2002). These findings directly support Kohlberg’s and other researchers' theories on the possibility of the moral stages developing throughout the lifespan, with the data being collected from a participant pool of 900+ mixed gender and aged participants. Although, this study did research moral reasoning in connection with both age and education, therefore the results from this study are only relevant when in tandem when also considering the persons education, and for a more focused and significant study the researchers may still analyse moral stages in later life but with minor considerations towards potential impacting factors such as education but also gender, culture and religion.
However, there is dedicated empirical research and theories that argue against Kohlberg's original theory of moral stages progressing throughout a person’s life. One such scientific article compiling studies and theories that concern moral reasoning and human experiences in later life highlights how Kohlberg's theory of moral stages may not be applicable to the whole population due to multiple factors, such as freewill and basic human functioning, and instead the moral stages should be used as inspiration for moral reasoning (Moody-Adams, 2025). This article provides a composed outline of the possible aspects that oppose Kohlberg’s theory, with the main reasoning being based on pre-established cognitive functions. However, the author did base some of the theories assumptions on religious beliefs and reasonings, therefore the authors assumption may not be suitable for populations that have other religious beliefs. Another prevalent issue with this article is the lack of actual empirical evidence conducted to support the authors claims, the author may consider trying to test whether the theory is correct and generalisable before assuming that it is fully accurate.
[bookmark: _Int_4rBoc0m3]Similarly, another article detailing Kohlberg's theory of moral stages and its application to the lifespan outlines a potential flaw in Kohlberg's theory which is that the original stages are too linear and strict, which doesn't accurately reflect on human development well (Locke, 1979). This article, similar to the last, is comprised of multiple theories and studies based around Kohlberg's theory of moral reasoning, with many theories cited in the article being works from Kohlberg himself integrating both his and other researchers work into a comprehensive theory. This article also implements suggestions for future research that includes further inquiry into Kohlberg’s theory of moral development in later life with considerations towards how human differences and freewill might impact moral reasonings. However, this article does lack any proper empirical evidence to fully support its claims, as well as the sources used for the collection of evidence used in this article may not be representative of modern beliefs, therefore an up-to-date article including more recent evidence would improve upon this article's assertions.
In conclusion, by taking into consideration the previous studies and articles mentioned, it could be argued that whilst Kohlberg's initial theory and subsequent findings may have been considered advanced and revolutionary for its time, later research greatly suggests that Kohlberg’s theory may be lacking crucial considerations to varying cultures and lifestyles. Therefore, Kohlberg's theory of moral development may not be applicable across cultures and ages, future research into this topic should consider the potential factors and influences on moral reasoning. Despite this, Kohlberg's theory of moral development has helped further evolve developmental psychology and has inspired researchers to acknowledge how morality may change and progress in life.
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