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Abstract: Investigations that intersect gender and morality as a research theme emerged in the field of Psychology of 
Moral Development mainly from the Kohlberg-Gilligan debate. Some of these researches brought feminist criticism that 
caused epistemic ruptures in the field, making it revise itself and look for methodological and conceptual alternatives. 
This article aims to map, by the state of the art, the international research production of English-language in Psychology 
of Moral Development that has gender as its theme. Through searches in the Virtual Health Library, Journal Storage, 
CAPES Journal Portal and Scientific Electronic Library Online databases, within the defined period of 1982-2019, 52 
articles (N=52) were found. The articles were mapped according to authorship, year and journal of publication, the area 
to which it is linked and the way to approach gender. The scarcity of this production; the predominance of American 
authors and periodicals; linking to different areas of knowledge; and prevailing approach to gender differences was 
found. In short, it was concluded that the mapped production does not seem to have progressed over the last 37 years, 
both in terms of production volume, which was scarce, and also in terms of the diversity of ways in which gender is 
addressed, where gender differences prevail, and without more diversified global participation, with the predominance 
of US authors and journals, although production is also linked to other fields and areas of knowledge.
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Resumo: As investigações que interseccionam gênero e moralidade como tema de pesquisa despontaram no campo da 
Psicologia do Desenvolvimento Moral principalmente a partir do debate Kohlberg-Gilligan. Algumas dessas pesquisas 
trouxeram críticas feministas que provocaram rupturas epistêmicas ao campo, fazendo-o rever-se e procurar por alter-
nativas metodológicas e conceituais. Diante disso, este artigo tem como objetivo mapear, pelo estado da arte, a produ-
ção de pesquisa internacional em periódicos de língua inglesa da Psicologia do Desenvolvimento Moral que tem o gênero 
como tema. Por meio de buscas nas bases Biblioteca Virtual em Saúde, Journal Storage, Portal de Periódicos da CAPES e 
Scientific Electronic Library Online, dentro do período delimitado de 1982-2019, encontraram-se 52 artigos (N=52) nos 
moldes exigidos. Os artigos foram mapeados segundo ano e periódico de publicação, autoria, forma de abordar gênero 
e área em que se vinculam. Constataram-se a escassez dessa produção; predominância de autoras(es) e periódicos esta-
dunidenses; prevalecente abordagem das diferenças de gênero; e vinculação a diferentes áreas de conhecimento. Em 
suma, inferiu-se que a produção mapeada parece não ter progredido ao longo dos últimos 37 anos, tanto em termos de 
volume de produção, que se constatou escassa, como também de diversidade de formas como gênero é abordado, em 
que prevalecem as diferenças de gênero, e sem participação global mais diversificada, com a predominância de autores 
e periódicos estadunidenses, apesar de a produção vincular-se também a outros campos e áreas de conhecimento.

Palavras-chave: gênero; desenvolvimento moral; feminismo; revisão de literatura.

Resumen: Las investigaciones que intersectan género y moralidad como tema de investigación surgieron en el campo de 
la Psicología del Desarrollo Moral principalmente a partir del debate Kohlberg-Gilligan. Algunas de estas investigaciones 
trajeron críticas feministas que provocaron rupturas epistémicas en el campo, haciéndolo revisarse y buscar alternativas 
metodológicas y conceptuales. Este artículo tiene como objetivo mapear, por el estado del arte, la producción de inves-
tigación internacional en lengua inglesa en Psicología del Desarrollo Moral que tiene el género como tema. Mediante 
búsquedas en las bases Biblioteca Virtual en Salud, Journal Storage, Portal de Revistas CAPES y Biblioteca Electrónica 
Científica en Línea, dentro del período 1982-2019, se encontraron 52 artículos (N=52). Los artículos fueron mapeados 
según autoría, año y período de publicación, área en la que se vinculan y forma de abordar el género. Se constató la 
escasez de esta producción; el predominio de autores y publicaciones periódicas estadounidenses; vinculación a diferen-
tes áreas; y el enfoque predominante de las diferencias de género. En definitiva, se concluyó que la producción mapeada 
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no parece haber progresado en los últimos 37 años, tanto en términos de volumen de producción, que fue escaso, como 
también en términos de la diversidad de formas en que se aborda el género, donde el género prevalecen las diferencias, 
y sin una participación global más diversificada, con predominio de autores y revistas estadounidenses, aunque la pro-
ducción también está vinculada a otros campos y áreas del conocimiento.

Palabras clave: género; desarrollo moral; feminismo; revisión de literatura.

Introduction

The investigations crossing gender and morality 
as a research theme have emerged in the field of Psy-
chology of Moral Development, mainly from what 
became known as the Kohlberg-Gilligan debate (Sil-
va, 2021), which more than 30 years after its incep-
tion, can be considered one of the great theoretical 
milestones in the field and for the study of morality, 
driving the renewal of specialized literature. Several 
authors (Biaggio, 2007; La Taille, 2007; Franzi & 
Araújo, 2013) point out that Psychology of Moral 
Development has consolidated itself as a field of stu-
dy of Psychology, based on the studies developed by 
the American psychologist Lawrence Kohlberg 
(1927-1987). Although it is the Swiss epistemologist 
Jean Piaget (1896-1980) who inaugurates the cogni-
tive-evolutive perspective in the psychological study 
of morality, Kohlberg was responsible, in the same 
perspective as Piaget, for the elaboration of one of 
the most important theories of the twentieth cen-
tury about the phenomenon of morality and its rela-
tionship with human development. As Biaggio 
(2007) emphasizes, Developmental Psychology is a 
field of study and knowledge of Psychology that has 
the acquisition and transformation of abilities occur-
red throughout a person’s life as an object of study, 
but this is “[...] an extremely arbitrary division of 
Psychology, since all Psychology concerns the un-
derstanding of processes of behavior and thinking 
changes” (Biaggio, 2007, p. 22). Therefore, with such 
a broad object, the field encompasses and incorpora-
tes several other areas of study. And among them is 
the Moral Psychology. La Taille (2007 p. 11-12) de-
fines it as a field “[...] in which the psychic processes 
through which rules, principles and moral values are 
legitimized are studied, the moral meaning being 
that which is of the order of duty”. Thus, some of the 
theories developed within Moral Psychology are also 
shared in the field of Developmental Psychology. The 
Psychology of Moral Development nomenclature na-
mes a new field, constituted from these other two, 
from which the moral theories of Kohlberg and  

Piaget are derived. Kohlberg’s theory (1992) revisits 
Piaget’s (1932/1994) work on the genesis and deve-
lopment of morality, deepening it and proposing 
that morality, defined by the respect people acquire 
over the rules, is a continuous process in human de-
velopment that passes through stages, in the same 
way as the piagetian cognitive stages. While for Pia-
get (1932/1994), moral development, pictured in the 
book The Moral Judgement in Children, 1932, happens 
through moral tendencies from heteronomy to auto-
nomy – respectively from the passage of an individu-
alistic moral reasoning perspective to one of recipro-
city and mutual respect –, Kohlberg (1992) proposes 
that this process is longer and more complex, presen-
ting itself in three levels and six stages, being two sta-
ges corresponding to each level, in which the type of 
reasoning of a superior stage includes that of the in-
ferior and exceeds it. The first moral level, called pre-
-conventional, characteristic among children, is Sta-
ges 1 and 2, where the reasoning for what is right or 
wrong is based on fear of punishment (self-preserva-
tion) or individual interests. At the second level, the 
conventional one, common among adolescents and 
adults and constituted by Stages 3 and 4, the reaso-
ning is based on compliance with social conventions 
and rules determined by groups or authorities, se-
eking to maintain the prevailing social order. The 
third and final level, the post-conventional level, rea-
ched by a minimum number of adults, concerns Sta-
ges 5 and 6, whose moral reasoning breaks with the 
socio-legal context and is based on reciprocity and 
universalizable ethical principles, i.e. rules are only 
accepted if based on principles and moral values. For 
both Piaget and Kohlberg, moral development is as-
cendant and occurs towards an ideal of justice. Howe-
ver, in several studies developed by Kohlberg and 
collaborators in the 1960s and 1970s, low perfor-
mances were found by women in relation to men, as 
Kohlberg himself (1982, p. 517) points out: “a few 
studies show sex differences, with late adolescents 
and adult males scoring higher than females. These 
include studies by Holstein [1976]; by Haan, Smith, 
and Block [1968]; and by Kuhn et al. [1977]”. Wo-
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men, when evaluated by the model of levels and sta-
ges of the Kohlberg theory, reached only to stage 
three, where morality is characterized by the need to 
be in accordance with what people close to them ex-
pect, whereas men crossed them. An author with 
whom Kohlberg collaborated during these studies, 
the American psychologist Carol Gilligan (1936-pre-
sently), took a different look at these results of gen-
der differences. In research she conducted with wo-
men and with moral dilemmas about abortion, 
Gilligan (1977), although she found the progression 
of pre-conventional to post-conventional morality in 
women’s responses to dilemmas, points out that wo-
men’s reasoning seemed to differ from men’s. In 
1982, Gilligan (1982) published the book In a diffe-
rent voice in which he opposes Kohlberg on women 
not reaching higher levels or stages of moral develo-
pment. For her, women start from a moral orienta-
tion different from men, which prioritizes the care 
and well-being of the other – instead of justice, as in 
Piaget and Kohlberg’s universal model – an orienta-
tion that she called Care Ethics. Gilligan (1982) criti-
cizes the emphasis on the male experience present in 
the samples and the considerations of both authors, 
and also concludes that Kohlberg’s theory would be 
inadequate for evaluating women. Contemporary of 
Kohlberg, Gilligan’s criticisms were answered by the 
author (Kohlberg, 1982), who later admitted some 
limits in his theory: “this emphasis on the virtue of 
justice in my work does not fully reflect all that is re-
cognized as being part of the moral domain. [...] the 
principle of altruism, care, or responsible love has 
not been adequately represented in our work” (Kohl-
berg et al., 1984, p. 227). However, although Kohl-
berg agrees that morality is not restricted to the field 
of justice, as Gilligan claimed, he “disagrees that men 
and women follow different paths of moral develop-
ment, or that his own theory has some masculinizing 
bias,” as Montenegro states (2003, p. 498). Gilligan’s 
criticism (1977; 1982), their reception by Kohlberg 
(1982; 1992; Kohlberg et al., 1984) and their subse-
quent standings, as well as the involvement of the 
world academic community in this question of the 
universality of the Kohlbergian model, gave rise to 
the aforementioned Kohlberg-Gilligan debate. From 
this debate, a global research program was set up 

that sought to empirically test Gilligan’s hypothesis 
on the Care Ethics and to identify the evidence of 
gender differences in moral development, in the mo-
dels of Piaget and Kohlberg (Justice Ethics) and Gilli-
gan (Care Ethics) (Silva, 2021). Based on this, the 
investigations that intersect gender and morality 
emerged in the field of Psychology of Moral Develop-
ment. Besides questioning the universal validity of 
Kohlberg’s theory, Gilligan’s critiques ended up in-
volving feminist criticism. As the author points out 
(1982), Piaget’s and Kohlberg’s moral theories retain 
a masculinizing bias – as do several other psychologi-
cal theories she also points out – as they are andro-
centric and sexist7 in their interpretations of human 
development and neglect to address and problemati-
ze gender differences. When investigating how chil-
dren learn the rules of play, observing them separa-
tely by gender, boys and girls, while playing “ball” 
and “run and catch”, Piaget (1932/1994, p. 69) poin-
ted out differences between genders and emphasized 
that even a superficial observation can reveal that 
girls: “have a much less developed legal spirit than 
boys”, and that they are “more tolerant and more ea-
sily satisfied with innovations [...] and that is where 
we can consider them as less concerned with legal 
development” (Piaget, 1932/1994, p. 73). Piaget, 
therefore, divided his sample by gender, did not pro-
blematize it, and drew conclusions about the suppo-
sedly inferior performance of girls regarding moral 
development. As for Kohlberg (1992), his theory was 
based on the research he developed in his PhD thesis 
defended in 1958. Kohlberg followed longitudinally 
a restricted sample for the task of validating it as a 
universal theory, the sample was composed only by 
the male public (84 white boys of middle class and 
age between 10, 13 and 16 years, residents of Chica-
go, United States) and, in the applicability of the the-
ory, concluded that women achieve a lower perfor-
mance compared to men. As mentioned, in the 
following studies developed in the 1960s and 1970s 
(Kohlberg, 1982; Kohlberg et al., 1984) it was also 
verified that the female public presents a lower per-
formance than the male in moral development, with 
judgments coming from lower levels and stages.

As Gilligan (1982, p. 11) emphasizes, both 
authors assume the male experience as the rule  

7 	 Sexism is defined as discrimination based on gender differences, that is, between men and women, while androcentrism resides on the basis of sexism, it is a way 
of thinking that “[...] consists in considering man as the center of the universe, the only one able to govern, to determine laws and to establish justice”, therefore, that 
it leads to sexism and other forms of discrimination (Ribeiro & Pátaro, 2015, p. 158).



(androcentrism) and any difference that appears 
between women and men in the development path 
they trace is “generally considered to mean a problem 
in women’s development” (sexism). Her argument is 
that women start from a perspective that is not me-
asurable by male criteria, in this case, women are not 
concerned with universal deontological principles 
– associated with men – but with their responsibi-
lity for the welfare of others, to care. Thus, feminist 
criticism of science, in which Gilligan’s critiques are 
included, caused epistemic ruptures by interroga-
ting this positioning of Piaget’s and Kohlberg’s the-
ories and, consequently, of the field of Psychology of  
Moral Development, making them be reviewed and 
searching for methodological and conceptual al-
ternatives. In this sense, Nogueira (2012; 2017),  
Narvaz and Koller (2006) and Prehn and Hüning 
(2005, p. 65) highlight the impact “[...] that the  
assumptions of the Feminist Movement have cau-
sed in the theoretical production of Psychology, 
provoking a revision of its methodologies and  
concepts and leading to a new scientific approa-
ch [...] of analysis of the relations between women 
and men”. As feminist theorizations and criticisms  
“invaded” the various areas of scientific knowledge, 
dating from the second half of the 20th century, they 
generated an alternative epistemological perspective 
to modern science that was in accordance with its  
assumptions, that is, that was neither androcen-
tric nor sexist: the feminist epistemology (Harding, 
1986; Nogueira, 2012; 2017; Narvaz & Koller, 2006). 
From this, in science in general, “[...] as well as in 
the social sciences, and later in psychology, femi-
nist claims and criticism of the family, of women’s 
oppression, and of their subordinate status, had 
important repercussions, both at the research and 
theoretical levels” (Nogueira, 2012, p. 48). Regar-
ding this article, however, the term episteme is used 
instead of feminist epistemology, since epistemology 
refers more to the process of building a new model of 
scientific knowledge, while episteme refers more to 
the problematization that Feminism can cause to the 
sciences and, in this case, to psychological science 
and existing models (Harding, 1986; Foucault, 2000; 
Lemos de Souza, 2017). Episteme is, therefore, an  
interrogation of knowledge considered scientific and 
of its production process, refusing the position of 
a general or universal social theory of knowledge 
(epistemology). Therefore, feminist episteme can be 

defined as the knowledge produced by feminist theo-
rists and the criticisms it generates regarding the ini-
quities and oppressions that surround the world and 
affect women and other vulnerable groups. Howe-
ver, as Narvaz and Koller (2006, p. 139) highlight, 
it would be more appropriate to speak of epistemes, 
“in the plural, since [from the feminist perspective] 
there is not one form of knowledge production, but 
several, based on different theories,” given the varie-
ty of feminist theories developed and the criticism 
they have brought to the sciences. In light of this, 
the American philosopher Sandra Harding (1986) 
proposes a classification of feminist epistemes into 
three types of epistemic positions: feminist empiri-
cism, feminist standpoint, and postmodernist feminism. 
According to Piaget and Kohlberg’s moral theories, 
the feminist criticism from American psychologist 
Carol Gilligan (1982) is the most widespread and 
avant-garde in the field of Psychology of Moral Deve-
lopment. For Nogueira (2017, p. 81), “[...] Gilligan’s 
stance is essentially one of feminist standpoint epis-
temology, centered on women and therefore essen-
tialist”.

Despite its undeniable contribution, Gilligan’s 
criticism (1982) and her proposal for Care Ethics 
reveal the greatest fragility of feminist standpoint 
epistemes: they make it possible to disseminate es-
sentialist ideas about gender, such as, in Gilligan’s 
case, the interpretation that the act of caring is a na-
tural activity for women (Montenegro, 2003), even if 
this was not the author’s intention. Other feminist 
criticism of Piaget and Kohlberg’s moral theories, 
with other epistemic orientations (Burman, 1995; 
Montenegro, 2003), were also woven, as in the Psy-
chology of Development in general (Miller & Schol-
nick, 2000), although less widespread than Gilligan’s 
standpoint criticism (1982). Yet it is not known what 
the panorama of research that intersects gender and 
morality in the context of the production of scien-
tific research in Psychology of Moral Development, 
whether this intersection has been made beyond 
the Kohlberg-Gilligan debate on gender differences 
in moral development, or whether moral theories, 
when addressed in this research, are interrogated by 
feminist epistemes, and also whether they are inter-
rogated beyond Gilligan. The research in this article 
is concerned with the recognition, organization, and 
intelligibility of this production, especially in the 
aspects of gender approach and epistemic review  
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mentioned above. This research, already concluded8, 
had the objective of gathering, mapping and analy-
zing the production of research in Psychology of 
Moral Development, in Brazilian and international 
English language journals and in theses and disser-
tations, which have gender as themes from 1982 to 
2019. This article presents the results obtained with 
the state of the art in international production. Thus, 
it aims to map, by the state of the art, the internatio-
nal production in English language periodicals of the 
Psychology of Moral Development that has gender as 
its theme.

Methods

The methodological path viewed as the most ade-
quate for the desired mapping was the one enabled 
by the state of the art, for it was intended to investi-
gate the production in itself, bring up the materials 
(articles, in this case) that constitute it and orga-
nize them in such a way to know their progression 
through the determined period and other relevant 
variables. According to Ferreira (2002, p. 258), the 
researches denominated as state of the art have, in 
common, “[...] the challenge of mapping and discus-
sing a certain academic production in different Fiel-
ds of knowledge, trying to answer which aspects and 
dimensions have been highlighted and privileged in 
different times and places, in which ways and under 
which conditions”. One can find, however, a diver-
sity of techniques and other strategies of bibliogra-
phic search that also share the goal of recognition of 
the production over a certain object of study. From 
this diversity of other search strategies, some can 
be highlighted, such as the state of knowledge, the li-
terature review and the systematic review. Before be-
ginning a discussion over the classification of these 
researches’ typology, it should be noted that there is 
no consensus on the classification of types of resear-
ch, for, in different proposals of classification, in this 
endeavor there are innumerable “[...] authors that 
dedicate themselves to the categorizing and classifi-
cation of research typologies. Literature is vast and 
rich” (Sá-Silva et al., 2009, p. 2). Precisely for being 
innumerable, these classifications split distinct pers-
pectives in literature regarding the methodology of 

scientific research. The literature review is a resource, 
constitutive and subordinate to bibliographical rese-
arch, which searches for and selects these materials 
without specific criteria, instead acting as a prepara-
tory phase for the “fulfilling of new research projects. 
It is via the literature review that the act of resear-
ch familiarizes itself to already built knowledge of 
the research theme and identifies possible gaps that 
need to be fille in new research projects” (Mainardes, 
2018b, p. 306). The state of knowledge, in turn, pre-
sents more conceptual closeness to the state of the 
art. In both, there is the intention of verifying how 
research of a specific them has been evolving throu-
gh time. According to Mainardes (2018a, p. 4), the 
difference is in the fact that the “state of knowledge, 
overall, is a more ample research, which aims to un-
derstand how a theme has been approached through 
time. The state of art, however, can refer to the situ-
ation of research in a certain time span, for instance, 
the last decade”. The systematic review, however, is a 
more rigorous alternative than the literature review 
and the state of knowledge, for it aims to identify all 
the available evidence about a certain theme, compa-
ring and summarizing the results in an explicit way 
(Mainardes, 2018a), coming into contact both with 
the production, as well as the content of the mate-
rials that convey this evidence.  This way, as mentio-
ned, the state of the art has shown itself to be the 
most adequate strategy for the fulfilling of goals and 
criteria of research resulting from the present article. 
One could resort to the bibliographical review if the-
re hadn’t been specific criteria outlined for this sur-
vey, which is not the case, to the state of knowledge, 
if there was the aim to recognize all production of the 
observed field, without delimitations, and to the sys-
tematic review, if there was the aim to only answer 
a question which would guide material surveying, 
and not the fulfilling of the referred outlined crite-
ria. To clarify, the outlined criteria were: the outlined 
time period, from 1982 to 2019, the descriptors and 
search strategies chosen and the elected databases. 
One of the main differences between the systematic 
review and the state of the art, beyond the contact 
with the production’s content, is the delimited pe-
riod, being that in the state of the art, there is a de-
sire to know the state of the production in a certain 
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Table 1 - Search results in the Virtual Health Library (VHL), Journal Storage (JSTOR), CAPES Periodical 
Portal and Scientific Electronic Library Online (SciELO) databases according to the defined search strategies.

Search strategies
(descriptors and Boolean operator AND)

Number of results found

VHL CAPES JSTOR SciELO Total

1	 Moral development and gender
2	 Developmental psychology and gender
3	 Psychology of moral development and gender 
4	 Moral psychology and gender
5	 Piaget and gender
6	 Kohlberg and gender
7	 Carol Gilligan and gender
8	 Carol Gilligan and care ethics
9	 Care ethics and gender
10	 Moral theory and gender
11	 Moral judgments and gender

02
0
0
0

01
0
0 

01
07
0

03

20
07
0

01
01
01
03
0

02
0

11

05
0
0

01
0

01
03
0
0

03
04

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

27
07
0

02
02
02
06
01
09
03
18

Total 14 46 17 0 77
Source: Research data.

period while the systematic review only concerns on 
answering the outlined question in its protocol, in-
dependently of the temporal order or relation betwe-
en the surveyed materials. The relation in between 
the materials, mainly in regards to the time variable, 
is the main concern of the state of the art. That is 
why, it was most appropriate to utilize the state of 
the art for mapping of the production and, in regards 
to the analysis of its content, elect another methodo-
logical technique. In regards to the problems over the 
state of the art, Maciel (2014, p. 110) considers that 
the state of art researches receive “[...] little incenti-
ve from the fomentation agencies, in financing them, 
just like to the investment of the researcher in car-
rying on a longitudinal and extensive research, given 
the intercontinental characteristics of our country”. 
Beyond that, I agree with the author (2014, p. 110) 
when she points that this “lack of interest also rela-
tes to the pure and applied research, once the state of 
the art does not present an immediate applicability, 
it’s only a statement of production”, that can be rela-
ted to the little opening of specialized journals in ac-
cepting articles that disclose the results of researches 
that present this nature of production review only. 
In a state of the art, it’s not fitting to dwell on the 
content of surveyed materials, for that is not its goal, 
being it to outline a production panorama, mainly in 
regards to the time variable.

Procedures

So, for the intended mapping, the state of the 
art was chosen. It implementation consisted of two 
parts: the first part surveying scientific articles of 
international production in English and the second 
part mapping these articles, organizing them accor-
ding to their progression throughout the time period 
1982 to 2019 and other relevant variables. This de-
limited period chosen refers to the year of publica-
tion of the book In a different voice by Carol Gilligan 
(1982), the theoretical framework and promoter of 
research on gender and morality, and the previous 
year of completion of this research. Four databases 
were consulted for the collection of the articles: Vir-
tual Health Library (VHL), Journal Storage (JSTOR), 
CAPES Journal Portal and Scientific Electronic Li-
brary Online (SciELO). The search strategies applied 
to these databases, eleven strategies in total, were 
defined by joining descriptors concerning the theme 
of moral development with the descriptor “gender”, 
using the Boolean operator “AND”. The survey was 
carried out with the depletion of searches in each of 
the consulted bases. The following table presents the 
register of all the results, with which search strate-
gies and in each database that were found, as well as 
shows the descriptors that constituted each search 
strategy.

Although 77 results were found in all searches, 
many of these results were replicated among the ba-
ses and descriptors employed, in addition to some 
results that did not intersect gender and morality 

and were therefore discarded. At the end of this se-
lection, 52 different articles were found (N=52). Of 
these articles, 04 were only found in the JSTOR data-
base, 27 only in the CAPES Portal and 09 only in the 
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VHL. Of the duplicated articles among the bases, 07 
were found both in JSTOR and in the CAPES Portal, 
04 both in the VHL and in the CAPES Portal, and 01 
both in JSTOR, CAPES Portal and in the VHL. After 
being located, retrieved and assembled, the 52 arti-
cles were organized in a research instrument (Silva, 
2019), according to Penitente’s (2013) indications, 
in which the following aspects of the materials were 
highlighted: year of publication, authorship, title of 
the article, periodical in which it was published, abs-
tract, keywords, database in which it was found and 
with which search strategies it was found.

Results

Once the first part of the state of the art was con-
cluded, the second part, the mapping of the articles, 
proceeded. The following variables of the articles 
were analyzed: year and periodical of publication, 
authorship, way of approaching gender and area in 
which they are linked. The following table shows 52 
articles found according to their year of publication, 
the first variable analyzed.

Table 2 – Number of articles found in the interna-
tional production in English of Psychology of Moral 
Development in intersection with the gender theme, 
by year of publication, between 1982 and 2019.

Year
Number of 

Articles
Year

Number of 
Articles

1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001

1
2
3
1
0
2
1
1
0
0
2
3
3
4
3
2
1
1
1
3

2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
Total

1
1
0
2
0
1
1
1
1
2
0
1
2
1
0
1
1
3

52

Source: Research data.

With the arrangement of the articles over the 
37 years of the delimited time period, Table 2 shows 
the scarcity of this production. Considering that the 
English language occupies the position of quasi-uni-
versal language in international scientific dissemi-
nation, that is, researchers from all over the world 
publish the results of their research in English when 
seeking the internationalization of their findings, it 
was expected that the production would be higher in 
terms of production volume. One observes that the-
re are peaks and lows of production in some years 
of this period, but with no ascending or descending 
relation in the long term, and it reaches its apex in 
the mid-1990s, but it does not continue to ascend 
in the following years, declining and rising cons-
tantly in a characteristic oscillation. From then on, 
production does not exceed 04 articles per year, with 
an average of almost 02 articles published per year 
throughout the period. Thus, the beginning of the 
1990’s was marked as the most productive interval 
of the international production gathered, with the 
peak of this interval, and of the whole delimited pe-
riod, in the year 1995, with 04 published articles. In 
the following years, although production stabilizes 
at least 01 article published per year (with the excep-
tion of the years 2004, 2006, 2012 and 2016, with 
zero articles published), one can see the constant 
short-term oscillation in production, which in some 
years has a maximum of 03 articles published, but 
without the above-mentioned ascending or descen-
ding long-term relationship. The production of rese-
arch on morality, however, is in general massive and 
consolidated, as shown by Ellemers et al. (2019) who 
in an extensive review of the literature found 1,278 
empirical studies on psychology and morality in the 
period 1940-2017. As the present mapping is a part 
of all this literature, it is inferred, therefore, that the 
production of research on morality, when it addres-
ses gender, is peripheral and marginalized in the field 
of Psychology of Moral Development in terms of vo-
lume of production. Regarding the journals in which 
the authors chose to publish their articles, these were 
mapped by the number of articles published in each 
one, at the same time that the most recent impact 
factor (IF), the most important bibliometric evalua-
tion measure in the world, of each one of them, was 
highlighted. Table 3 presents this analyzed variable, 
with the journals arranged in alphabetical order.
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Table 3 - Number of articles found in the international production in English of Psychology of Moral Deve-
lopment in intersection with the theme gender, by publication period and impact factor, between 1982 and 
2019.

Journal Impact  
Factor

No. of  
Articles

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43

Developmental Psychology
Journal of Business Ethics
Merrill-Palmer Quarterly: Journal of Developmental Psychology
Child Development
Ethics
American Journal of Psychiatry
Canadian Journal of Behavioural Science
Clinical Social Work Journal
Cognitive Processing
College Studies in Social Work
Contemporary Accounting Research
Current Psychology
Educational Sciences: Theory and Practice
Ethos
Gender, Place & Culture
HEC Forum
Hispanic Journal of Behavioral Sciences
International Journal of Education Research
International Journal of Older People Nursing
Investigación y Educación en Enfermería
Journal of Adult Development
Journal of Applied Developmental Psychology
Journal of Counseling & Development
Journal of Genetic Counseling
Journal of Moral Education
Journal of Personality
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology
Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory
Journal of the American Academy of Psychoanalysis
Journal of the American Society for Information Science
New Ideas in Psychology
Nurs Outlook
Nursing Ethics
Perceptual and Motor Skills
Psychological Reports
Research in Human Development
Sex Roles
Social Indicators Research
Social Research
The British journal of developmental psychology
The Journal of Genetic Psychology
Theological Studies
Theoretical Medicine

3.342
3.796
0.667
5.024
2.019

13.655
1.356
0.436
1.233

Not available
2.261
1.468

Not available
1.500
1.468

Not available
0.733
1.138
1.446

Not available
0.608
1.826
1.402
2.446
1.015
3.084
5.919
3.407

Not available
2.738
1.353
2.540
1.957
1.049
1.023
1.375
2.277
1.703
0.442
1.537
0.824

Not available
0.789

4
3
3
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Source: Research data.

From Table 3, and based on what was noted du-
ring the search of the impact factor of each journal, 
it should be noted that the majority of the jour-
nals chosen to disclose the articles are of American 
origin, predominantly related to the area of Psy-
chology or Medicine and present a median impact 
factor, with the only exception of the journal “Ame-
rican Journal of Psychiatry”, with only 01 published  

article of the production mapped, which presents an 
impact factor much higher than the others, 13,655. 
Only one journal, “Developmental Psychology”, 
had 04 articles published from this production, two 
journals, “Journal of Business Ethics” and “Merrill- 
Palmer Quarterly: Journal of Developmental Psycho-
logy”, had 03 articles published, and another two, 
“Child Development” and “Ethics”, had 02 articles  



published. The rest of the journals had only 01 ar-
ticle published in each. It is worth mentioning that  

several international journals outside the U.S., 
whether from countries with English as the official  

Table 4 - Number of articles found in the international production in English of Psychology of Moral Deve-
lopment in intersection with the theme gender, by authorship, between 1982 and 2019.

Author No. of  
Articles Author No. of  

Articles

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53

EISENBERG, Nancy 
FLANAGAN, Owen J.
KOLLER, Silvia H.
KRACHER, Beverly 
KREBS, Dennis L.
REIMER, Michele Smith
BAKER, Richard C.
BANERJEE, Robin
BASINGER, Karen S.
BERNARDI, Richard A.
BOLDIZAR, Janet P.
BRANSON, Leonard.
BROUGHTON, John M.
BOUHNIK, Dan
BURGOS-SAELZER, Cecilia Beatriz
CALVANO, Lisa
CAPRARO, Valerio
CARLO, Gustavo
CARPENDALE, Jeremy I.
CERVERA-CRESPO, Teresa
CESUR, Sevim
CHATTERJEE, Abha
CONDON, E. H.
DA SILVA, Marcia S.
DANIELS, Judy
DEEMER, Deborah Kay
DENTON, Kathy L.
DONALD, Donald F.
DONENBERG, Geri
D’ANDREA, Michael
JACKSON, Kathryn
FROHLICH, Claudia B.
GARMON, Lance C.
GELMAN, Susan A.
GIBBS, John C.
GLOVER, Rebecca J.
GOLDING, Gail
GONZÁLEZ-ÁLVAREZ, Julio
GREGG, Virginia R.
GUMP, Linda S.
HAMMER, Ruth Ellen
HARTMAN, Laura
HECK, Richard
HEIJER, Martin den
HEIMERL, Katharina
HENSLEY, J. Higgins
HODSON, Nathan
HOFFER, Nancy
HOFFMAN, Lois
HUGHES, Mary Beth
HUNTER, William J.  
KEEFER, Matthew Wilks
KILLEN, Melanie

2
2
2
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99

100
101
102
103
104
105

KING, William L.
KLOFFT, Christopher P.
LAND, Kenneth C.
LAMB, Vicki L.
LEVENSON, Michael R.
LEVY, Gary D.
LIFTON, Peter D.
LOBEL, Thalma E.
LUNDQUIST, Arlene R.
MARBLE, Robert P.
MARTIN, Rachel. C.
MATHIESON, Kay
MCGILLICUDDY-DE LISI, Ann V
MEADOWS, Sarah O.
MENASHRI, Judith
MILES, Ann
MOR, Deshen
MORRISON, N. K.
MYER, Kathleen A. 
MEYER-NIKELE, Marion
MOLEWIJK, Bert
NADELSON, Carol C.
NUNNER-WINKLER, Gertrud
OLSON, David R.
PRATT, Michael W.
RAGHURAM, Parvati
REITINGER, Elisabeth
ROLL, Samuel
SAYERS, Janet
SEVERINO, S. K.
SHARPE, Virginia A.
SILBERMAN, Margaret A.
SIPPEL, Jonathan
SNAREY, John.
STANGOR, Charles
STEELE, Natan
STEENSMA, Thomas
SULLIVAN, Brigid
TAYLOR, Marianne G.
THEIMER, Christine E.
TOPÇU, Mustafa Sami
VERMEULEN, Sandra C.
VRIES, Annelou de
WANG, Liz C.
WARK, Gillian R.
WENSING‑KRUGER, Annelijn
WERTZ, Dorothy C.
WHITE, Richard D. Jr.
WIDDERSHOVEN, Guy
WILSON, Kenneth L.
WOHLRAB, Doris
ZHOU, Qing

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Source: Research data.
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language or not, also publish articles in English, 
however, the preference seen in this production is 
the publication of articles in U.S. journals. The sub-
sequent variable considered for the mapping was the 
articles’ authorship. Thus, the articles were distribu-
ted according to their authors in order to show tho-
se with more publications of the amount gathered 
(N=52), if there is this relationship of predominance 
of an author with more published articles and others 
with fewer publications, and the names of these au-
thors, if male or female and etymological origin that 
suggests, respectively, their gender and nationality. 
Table 4 depicts this mapping.

Altogether, 105 different authors were identified 
from the 52 articles in the mapped production, with 
an average of 02 authors for each article. Thus, the 
production was not very concentrated on certain 
authors, and most of the names cited have only one 
article of their authorship that intersects moral de-
velopment and gender as a subject of research. The 
presence of names of various etymological origins, 
such as Asian and Hispanic names and surnames 
was verified, although those of Anglo-Saxon origin 
were found in greater numbers.Of the 105 authors, 
only six presented more than one article of his au-
thorship: Nancy Eisenberg, Owen J. Flanagan, Sil-
via H. Koller, Beverly Kracher, Dennis L. Krebs, and 
Michele Smith Reimer, with 02 articles each. It was 
found that these authors are also of American origin 
in their majority, with only Silvia Koller of another 
nationality, the Brazilian.Regarding the way gender 
is approached in the articles, this variable was analy-
zed in order to know how gender appropriation and 
incorporation occurs in these researches, and more 
specifically how it is related to moral development. To 
define the gender approach, the title and abstract of 
the articles were considered. First, it was found that 
all 52 articles approach gender as a research theme, 
as required to be selected by the previous stage of the 
state of the art, although in some cases gender was 
also treated as a variable – gender as a variable refers 
to a finding or perspective of analysis of a certain re-
search, but that does not necessarily have it as the-
me, that is, as its object of study. Of the 52 articles, 
49 deal with gender in their investigations from the 
issue of gender differences, 38 articles (73.08%) deal 
with gender differences in moral development, in 
the models of Kohlberg (Justice Ethics) and Gilligan 
(Care Ethics), while the other 11 articles (21.15%) 
deal with other aspects of morality. In these articles, 

sometimes marked by gender essentialisms, we try 
to follow the male and female perspectives in the 
respective psychological processes they investigate, 
generally rescuing the Kohlberg-Gilligan debate for 
empirical verification, in which they use instruments 
to measure the development of moral judgment and 
other methods of collection, or for theoretical dis-
cussion of this issue. Gender was addressed in other 
ways in only 03 articles (5.77%), which related gen-
der and morality, respectively, from the analysis of 
stories that involve gender relations in the process of 
moral formation, from the discussion of health pro-
fessionals’ experiences on ethical and gender issues, 
and from the discussion of transgender experience 
and moral problems involved. The last variable con-
sidered relevant for the mapping of national articles 
was the area in which the articles are linked. Althou-
gh they deal with gender and morality, not all inves-
tigations dealt with in these articles start primarily 
in the field of Moral Developmental Psychology. 
Thus, part of the 52 articles corresponded to investi-
gations also linked to other areas of knowledge, such 
as Human Sciences, from Education, Philosophy, 
Law, etc., and also Biological Sciences, besides other 
fields within Psychology itself. Because of this, the 
distinction of the articles according to the “primary” 
fields – as it was called – in which they are linked was 
understood as important. For this, the journal in 
which the article was published and the research de-
sign that the article conveys was used as a reference 
(mainly considering the aspects covered, objective, 
theory that underlies it and the methodology used). 
The graph represented by the figure below presents 
this distinction.

Source: Research data

Figure 1 – Number of articles found in the international 
production in English of Psychology of Moral Develop-
ment in intersection with the gender theme, by subject 
area and field of studies and knowledge that are primarily 
linked, between 1982 and 2019.
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As shown in Figure 1, the diversity between the 
primary areas and fields that the articles are linked 
to is verified, with 08 different areas/fields in total. 
As expected, the field of Psychology of Moral De-
velopment predominates, with 25 articles (52%), 
followed by the other fields of Psychology, with 09 
articles (19%), and by Biological Sciences and Heal-
th, with 07 articles (15%). In smaller numbers, but 
confirming the diversity of primary areas/fields, are 
Moral Philosophy, with 03 articles (6%), Administra-
tion, with 01 article (2%), Social Sciences, with 01 
article (2%), Information Technology, with 01 article 
(2%), and Theology, also with 01 article (2%). It is 
noteworthy that the production of research investi-
gated corresponds, in fact, to the production of the 
Psychology of Moral Development, but it does not 
necessarily have it as its field of origin, since the use 
of moral theories and the construct of moral develo-
pment in the cognitive-evolutionary perspective, is 
not limited to purely psychological investigations. In 
other words, the intersection of gender and morali-
ty is not exclusive to the field in question, since, as 
demonstrated before, it is also a topic of interest to 
other areas and fields of study and knowledge. Even 
so, the articles that depart from it as a primary field 
are the majority to the detriment of other fields and 
areas of knowledge.

Discussion and final 
considerations

Through the mapping exposed so far, carried out 
from the implementation of a state of the art, some 
results on the production of international research 
in Psychology of Moral Development could be evi-
denced and, thus, reveal what was sought to answer 
regarding the state of intersection of gender and mo-
rality as a research theme in this production. First, 
the scarcity of articles was observed, concluding that 
the intersection in question is barely realized. This 
finding was surprisingly received, since English is the 
almost universal language in the international scien-
tific community and even native researchers from 
other languages publish in English so that their fin-
dings can be internationalized. Surveys such as that 
of Ellemers et al. (2019) attest to this inference that 
English language production in the field of Develop-
mental Psychology is indeed abundant and that the 
moral theories of Piaget and Kohlberg remain high 

in this production. As mentioned above, however, 
this discrepancy with the production portrayed here 
is explained by the fact that only a part of all this 
literature on Psychology of Moral Development has 
been mapped. Thus, the production of research on 
morality, although consolidated, when it addresses 
gender, is peripheral and marginalized in terms of 
production volume, as Lemos de Souza (2017) and 
Narvaz and Koller (2006) emphasize on the margi-
nalization of gender also occur, respectively, in the 
production of the field of Developmental Psychology 
and Psychology in general. Considering the limited 
time period of the last 37 years, since the Kohlber-
g-Gilligan debate erupted (Silva, 2021), first in the 
United States and then in the world, the production 
on gender and morality reached its prominence in 
the mid-1990s. However, with its continuity in the 
following years in a volume similar to when it began. 
Also, no other ways of approaching gender other than 
through gender differences (n=49; 94.23%) were 
seen in the articles of this production, mostly linked 
to the Kohlberg-Gilligan debate research program, 
with rare exceptions (n=3; 5.77%). Considering that 
gender differences in moral development are a rese-
arch topic that often reiterates gender essentialism, 
there seems to be no impact from postmodern femi-
nist epistemes (Burman, 1995; Montenegro, 2003) 
in Psychology of Moral Development, which could 
make it approach and think about gender in other 
ways, even though this type of essentialist research 
is supported by empiricist and standpoint feminist 
epistemes (Harding, 1986; Nogueira, 2012; 2017). 
Besides the predominance of authors and periodi-
cals of American origin in the constitution of this 
production, it was verified that the intersection of 
gender and morality is not exclusive to the field in 
question, being also a topic of interest to other fields 
and areas of knowledge. Therefore, this intersection 
occurs more in the sense of the Psychology of Mo-
ral Development for gender than the opposite, that 
is, in their investigations, “researchers of morality” 
approach gender more than “researchers of gender” 
approach morality. In short, it was concluded that 
the mapped production does not seem to have pro-
gressed over the last 37 years, both in terms of pro-
duction volume, which was scarce, and also in terms 
of the diversity of ways in which gender is addressed, 
where gender differences prevail, and without more 
diversified global participation, with the predomi-
nance of US authors and journals, although produc-
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tion is also linked to other fields and areas of know-
ledge. In addition, other articles already published 
(Silva, 2020; 2021) and in the publication process 
seek to disseminate the other results obtained from 
the research resulting from this article, in relation to 
the Brazilian national context of production and also 
to the epistemic ruptures provided by feminist criti-
cism. The findings of this latter will provide further 
elucidation regarding the impact of feminist episte-
mes on Psychology of Moral Development. 

In the Brazilian national context, the results 
were different from those exposed here, whose pro-
duction volume was even lower than the internatio-
nal one. Based on these results, the present author 
developed his own Research Program, which is in 
progress, entitled Diffusion and state of the ideas 
of Lawrence Kohlberg and Carol Gilligan in Brazil 
(1970-2020), with a forecast duration for the next 
few years. This program investigates the dissemina-
tion of Kohlberg and Gilligan’s ideas in the Brazilian 
field of Psychology of Moral Development. Finally, 
it should be noted that the present mapping refers 
to the state of production as it currently stands, and 
in the future it may be changed and new mappings 
will be necessary. As Ferreira (2002) points out, the 
research production is continuous, unstable, with a 

mutability characteristic, as seen with the articles 
arranged according to their indecency along the deli-
mited period. Perhaps, with other descriptors related 
to gender issues (such as “sex”, “body”, “femininity”, 
“masculinity”, etc.), more articles from this produc-
tion that intersect gender and morality can be fou-
nd, although the use of these descriptors escapes the 
proposal of our research, which was to investigate 
the incorporation of the category of gender itself in 
this production, that is, gender as theme and not as 
variable. Therefore, this is another suggestion of a 
proposal for future research.
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