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The statement that Carol Gilligan's research supports the research and findings of Lawrence Kohlberg is a
nuanced one, reflecting ongoing debates within developmental psychology and moral reasoning. While both
scholars have significantly contributed to our understanding of moral development, their approaches, theories,
and conclusions exhibit important differences and similarities. This article explores the relationship between
Gilligan's and Kohlberg's research, examining the extent to which Gilligan's work aligns with or diverges from
Kohlberg's findings, and highlighting the implications for psychological theory, education, and moral
philosophy.

Understanding Lawrence Kohlberg’s Theory of Moral Development

Overview of Kohlberg’s Moral Stages
Lawrence Kohlberg, a prominent developmental psychologist, is best known for his influential theory of moral
development, which he articulated through a series of stages that describe how individuals develop a sense of
morality over time. His theory is rooted in Piagetian ideas but extends them into a more detailed framework
consisting of six stages, grouped into three levels:

1. Pre-conventional Level
- Stage 1: Obedience and Punishment Orientation
- Stage 2: Individualism and Exchange

2. Conventional Level
- Stage 3: Good Interpersonal Relationships
- Stage 4: Maintaining Social Order

3. Post-conventional Level
- Stage 5: Social Contract and Individual Rights
- Stage 6: Universal Principles

Kohlberg believed that moral reasoning develops through these stages as individuals grow, with progression
depending on cognitive maturity and social experience. His research primarily involved longitudinal studies and
moral dilemmas, most famously the "Heinz dilemma," to assess reasoning patterns.

The Impact of Kohlberg’s Findings
Kohlberg’s work has profoundly influenced fields such as education, ethics, and psychology. His stages
provided a framework for understanding moral growth and have been used to evaluate moral reasoning in
various populations. Critics, however, have pointed out limitations, including cultural biases and a focus on
justice-oriented reasoning, which may overlook other dimensions of morality.

Carol Gilligan’s Critique and Alternative Perspective



Background and Motivation
Carol Gilligan, a student of Kohlberg, initially contributed to his research but later offered a critical
perspective. Her work was motivated by her observations that Kohlberg’s moral development theory appeared
to favor male reasoning styles and overlooked gender differences. Gilligan argued that moral development
cannot be fully understood without considering gendered experiences and perspectives.

Gilligan’s Moral Development Theory
Gilligan proposed an alternative model emphasizing care, relationships, and responsibility. Her theory suggests
that women and men may approach moral dilemmas differently, with women often prioritizing caring and
relational aspects over abstract justice. Her stages include:

1. Pre-conventional Care: Focus on self-interest and avoidance of harm.
2. Conventional Caring: Emphasis on relationships and responsibilities.
3. Post-conventional Ethics of Care: Integration of caring principles with broader moral reasoning.

Gilligan’s research highlighted that moral development involves an ethic of care, which complements Kohlberg’s
justice-based approach but also introduces a different perspective.

Key Points of Divergence and Convergence
- Gender Perspective: Gilligan emphasized gender differences, suggesting that moral reasoning is influenced by
gendered socialization.
- Focus of Moral Reasoning: While Kohlberg focused on justice and rights, Gilligan highlighted caring and
responsibility.
- Developmental Pathways: Gilligan proposed that moral development involves integrating care and justice,
rather than progressing through fixed stages.

Does Gilligan’s Research Support Kohlberg’s Findings? Analyzing the
Relationship

Points of Support
Despite their differences, Gilligan’s research can be seen as supporting certain aspects of Kohlberg’s findings:

- Recognition of Developmental Progression: Both scholars agree that moral reasoning develops over time and
involves increasing sophistication.
- Stages of Moral Maturity: Gilligan’s stages reflect a progression toward more complex moral
understanding, aligning with Kohlberg’s idea of developmental stages.
- Importance of Moral Reasoning: Both emphasize that moral reasoning, rather than just moral behavior, is
central to moral development.

Points of Divergence
However, there are significant areas where Gilligan’s work diverges from Kohlberg’s:

- Gender and Cultural Biases: Kohlberg’s research was predominantly based on male subjects, while Gilligan
challenged the universality of his model, arguing it was biased toward male moral reasoning.
- Moral Dimensions: Kohlberg’s model emphasizes justice and fairness, whereas Gilligan underscores care,
empathy, and relational responsibilities.
- Methodology and Scope: Gilligan critiqued Kohlberg’s reliance on hypothetical dilemmas, suggesting that



real-life moral reasoning often involves caring considerations overlooked in Kohlberg’s stages.

Research Evidence and Empirical Support
Empirical studies have shown mixed results regarding the support Gilligan’s work provides for Kohlberg’s. Some
research supports the idea that moral reasoning involves multiple dimensions, including justice and care.
However, other studies indicate that gender differences are less pronounced than Gilligan suggested, and that
individuals employ both justice and care reasoning across contexts.

Implications for Education and Moral Development

Educational Practices
Understanding the relationship between Gilligan’s and Kohlberg’s theories informs educational strategies:

- Holistic Moral Education: Incorporating both justice-oriented and care-oriented approaches fosters well-
rounded moral development.
- Gender-Inclusive Pedagogy: Recognizing diverse moral reasoning styles encourages inclusive classroom
environments.
- Dialogue and Reflection: Encouraging students to explore multiple moral perspectives enhances critical
thinking and empathy.

Practical Applications
- Curriculum Design: Integrate moral dilemmas that address both fairness and care.
- Counseling and Counseling: Support moral reasoning development tailored to individual perspectives.
- Conflict Resolution: Apply understanding of diverse moral frameworks to mediate disputes effectively.

Conclusion: Evaluating the Statement
The assertion that Carol Gilligan’s research supports the research and findings of Lawrence Kohlberg is
partially true. While both scholars agree on the importance of moral development and recognize that moral
reasoning evolves over time, their focus, methods, and conclusions differ significantly. Gilligan’s work
complements Kohlberg’s by adding depth to the understanding of moral reasoning, especially from a gendered
perspective emphasizing care and relationships. Conversely, her research challenges the universality of
Kohlberg’s justice-based stages, suggesting a broader, more inclusive view of moral development.

In summary:
- Gilligan’s research supports the idea that moral development is complex and multi-faceted.
- Her emphasis on care and relational morality diverges from Kohlberg’s justice-focused model.
- Both theories together enrich the understanding of moral reasoning across genders and cultures.

By integrating insights from both Kohlberg and Gilligan, psychologists, educators, and policymakers can foster
more inclusive and comprehensive approaches to moral education and development. Their combined work
encourages ongoing research and dialogue about the diverse ways humans understand and prioritize morality,
ultimately enriching our collective moral landscape.

---
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Frequently Asked Questions

Does Carol Gilligan's research support the findings of Lawrence Kohlberg
regarding moral development?

True. Carol Gilligan's research challenges and expands upon Kohlberg's theories, emphasizing gender differences in
moral reasoning.

Is it accurate to say that Carol Gilligan's research contradicts Lawrence
Kohlberg's conclusions on moral development?

False. Gilligan's research complements and supports Kohlberg's work by highlighting additional perspectives,
especially regarding gender differences.

Did Carol Gilligan's studies provide evidence that supports the universality
of Kohlberg's stages of moral development?

False. Gilligan's research suggests that moral development may vary based on gender and context, challenging
the idea of strict universality.

Is the statement 'Carol Gilligan's research supports the research and
findings of Lawrence Kohlberg' true or false?

True. Her work is considered supportive and complementary to Kohlberg's findings, particularly in broadening
the understanding of moral development.

Does Carol Gilligan's research undermine the validity of Lawrence
Kohlberg's moral development theory?

False. Instead of undermining, her research provides additional insights that enhance the understanding of moral
reasoning, especially from a gendered perspective.

Additional Resources
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In the landscape of moral development psychology, the work of Lawrence Kohlberg has long stood as a
foundational pillar, offering a stage-based model that charts how individuals acquire and refine their moral
reasoning. However, his theories and findings have not gone unchallenged. Enter Carol Gilligan, a prominent
psychologist whose research has both complemented and critiqued Kohlberg’s framework. The assertion that
“Carol Gilligan’s research supports the research and findings of Lawrence Kohlberg” invites a nuanced
exploration: does her work reinforce his theories, or does it challenge and expand upon them? In this article, we
delve into the core of Gilligan’s research, examine its relationship to Kohlberg’s model, and analyze whether her
findings substantiate or oppose his conclusions.

---

The Foundations of Lawrence Kohlberg’s Moral Development Theory

Before exploring Gilligan’s contributions, it’s essential to understand Kohlberg’s original framework. Developed
in the 1950s and 1960s, Kohlberg’s theory was rooted in the cognitive developmental approach. He proposed
that moral reasoning progresses through a series of stages, grouped into three levels:



- Pre-conventional Level: Morality is externally controlled, with a focus on avoiding punishment and seeking
rewards.
- Conventional Level: Moral judgments are based on social rules and the desire to maintain social order.
- Post-conventional Level: Morality is guided by internal principles, justice, and individual conscience.

Kohlberg’s research primarily involved longitudinal studies with children and adolescents, where participants
were presented with moral dilemmas—most famously, the Heinz dilemma involving stealing medicine to save a
loved one. His findings suggested a universal pattern: individuals tend to move through these stages in a fixed
order, with higher stages reflecting more sophisticated, autonomous moral reasoning.

While influential, Kohlberg’s model has faced criticism related to its emphasis on justice and individual rights,
often perceived as culturally biased and gender-neutral. This critique paved the way for Gilligan’s alternative
perspective.

---

Carol Gilligan’s Critique and Alternative Model

Introducing Gilligan’s Perspective

In her seminal 1982 book, In a Different Voice, psychologist Carol Gilligan challenged Kohlberg’s universality
and gender-neutral stance. Based on her research with adolescents and women, Gilligan argued that Kohlberg’s
model inadequately captured the moral development of women, emphasizing justice and rights while overlooking
care, relationships, and interpersonal connections.

Key Differences in Focus

- Justice vs. Care: Kohlberg’s stages prioritized justice-based reasoning, emphasizing fairness, rights, and
individual autonomy.
- Relational Morality: Gilligan proposed that women often develop morality through care, responsibility, and
maintaining relationships, which Kohlberg’s model tended to overlook.

Methodological Approach

Gilligan’s research involved interviewing women about moral dilemmas, analyzing their reasoning patterns. She
observed that many women prioritized care and compassion over abstract principles of justice, which did not fit
neatly into Kohlberg’s stages.

The “Different Voice” Hypothesis

Gilligan suggested that women’s moral reasoning often manifests in a “different voice,” characterized by a
focus on relationships and responsibility rather than justice alone. She proposed an alternative developmental
trajectory, emphasizing care ethics alongside justice.

---

Does Gilligan’s Research Support or Oppose Kohlberg’s Findings?

The question of whether Gilligan’s research supports or contradicts Kohlberg’s findings is complex and has
sparked extensive debate. To clarify, it’s essential to analyze the areas of overlap and divergence.

Supporting Aspects

1. Recognition of Developmental Progression: Both Kohlberg and Gilligan acknowledge that moral reasoning
develops over time. Gilligan’s work shows that moral reasoning evolves, aligning with Kohlberg’s idea of
stages, even if the content differs.

2. Gender Differences in Moral Reasoning: Gilligan’s findings highlight that women often emphasize care and
relational morality, which could be viewed as a different expression of moral development rather than a



contradiction. This suggests that Kohlberg’s stages are not necessarily invalid but may be incomplete or
culturally biased.

3. Context-Specific Moral Reasoning: Both researchers recognize that moral reasoning can vary depending on
context, relationships, and personal experiences.

Contradictory Aspects

1. Universal Stages vs. Gendered Pathways: Kohlberg claimed his stages were universal, applying to all
individuals regardless of gender. Gilligan’s research indicates that moral development might follow different
paths based on gendered socialization, challenging the universality of Kohlberg’s stages.

2. Justice-Centric vs. Care-Centric Models: Kohlberg’s emphasis on justice-based reasoning does not encompass
the care perspective Gilligan emphasizes, leading some to argue that his model is incomplete or biased toward
male norms.

3. Cultural and Societal Biases: Gilligan’s work suggests that Kohlberg’s model might reflect Western, male-
centric cultural values, thus limiting its applicability across diverse groups.

In Summary

While Gilligan’s research does not outright dismiss Kohlberg’s findings, it expands the understanding of moral
development by introducing the care perspective, especially relevant to women and relational contexts. Her
findings can be seen as both complementary—acknowledging multiple pathways of moral reasoning—and
critical, highlighting the limitations of Kohlberg’s original model.

---

The Broader Impact of Gilligan’s Research on Moral Development Theories

Expanding the Moral Development Paradigm

Gilligan’s work has had a significant influence, prompting psychologists and educators to reconsider the
universality of Kohlberg’s stages. It has led to the development of more inclusive models that incorporate care
ethics, empathy, and relational morality.

Implications for Education and Social Policy

Understanding that moral reasoning can take different forms depending on gender and cultural context has
practical implications. It encourages:

- Inclusive Moral Education: Incorporating diverse perspectives, including care ethics, into curricula.
- Gender-Informed Approaches: Recognizing different moral reasoning styles among boys and girls.
- Cultural Sensitivity: Adapting moral development models to diverse cultural norms.

Contemporary Debates and Ongoing Research

Modern research continues to explore the intersection of justice and care, aiming for a more holistic
understanding of moral development. Some scholars advocate for integrated models that recognize multiple
moral dimensions, echoing Gilligan’s call for a broader perspective.

---

Conclusion: A Synthesis of Perspectives

In the final analysis, Carol Gilligan’s research does not outright support or oppose the research and findings
of Lawrence Kohlberg in a simple binary. Instead, her work enhances and challenges his framework, emphasizing
that moral development is multi-faceted and influenced by gender, culture, and context.



Key takeaways include:

- Both Kohlberg and Gilligan agree that moral reasoning develops over time.
- Gilligan’s research highlights the importance of care and relationships, expanding the scope of moral
development theories.
- Her findings challenge Kohlberg’s claims of universality, advocating for a more inclusive understanding of
moral reasoning.

Thus, the statement “Carol Gilligan’s research supports the research and findings of Lawrence Kohlberg” is
partially true, depending on the interpretive lens. Her work largely complements and extends Kohlberg’s theories,
encouraging a more nuanced and inclusive view of moral development—one that recognizes multiple voices,
forms, and pathways of moral reasoning.

---

In summary, Gilligan’s contributions have been pivotal in broadening the conversation around morality,
emphasizing that understanding human moral development requires acknowledging diverse experiences and values.
Her research supports the idea that moral reasoning is complex, multifaceted, and influenced by gendered
socialization—adding depth and richness to the foundational work laid by Kohlberg.
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