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Figure 1 The average scores of students in all dimensions of the moral character assessment
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Table 1 Gender-specific of moral character assessment in T-test

Levene’s test 95% Confidence

for Equality of t—test for Equality of Means Interval of the

Variances Difference
Si Mean Std Error

£ Sig f daf ( 2—ta§ed ) Difference difference Lower Upper
3 RAEF M4 2159 0.143  1.191 338 0.235 0.728 0.612  -0475 1.932
- s 22 A5 1.208 322701  0.228 0.728 0.603  -0458 1915
T BT 254H% 1.898  0.169  1.277 338 0.203 0.759 0.595  -0.410  1.929
s 7 A S 1.252 284205  0.212 0.759 0.607  -0.435 1.953
3 B 22405 2.077  0.150 2.668 338 0.008 1.635 0.613 0430  2.841
= BT ZE A 2719 326756  0.007 1.635 0.601 0452 2819
Y R 2EM4 0073 0787 0536 338 0.592 0.307 0.573  -0.820  1.435
TR BRI RS 0.534 302975  0.594 0.307 0.576  -0.826  1.440
5 BT 2240% 4756 0.030 2.638 338 0.009 1.614 0.612 0410 2818
s 2ZE A S 2.698 329.392  0.007 1.614 0.598 0437  2.791
4 R 22405 0577 0448 2172 338 0.031 5.045 2.323 0476  9.614
- R TT ZEAARS 2.191 317.669  0.029 5.045 2.302 0515  9.574

FEGET A AT R, ARAETT A ¢ (EA T 23 A 2245 AR AR PR A AN SR AR PR R (BN T a5 T 1
FARF a (005) , WHELRMEGE, A SRS EZ A B 25 . T, SAYEE F R
FEERIITE 0.05 DL L, il HAES I “BuRr 2% MEdE, T gotmmmFEsesetd, f8Bis (%
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2 EESARISTREERER LSD #38 ( Multiple Comparsons )

Table 2 Moral character indicators tested in different grade for LSD (Multiple Comparsons)

LSD Dependent Grade(1) Grade(]) Mean Difference Std.Error S 95% Confidence Interval of the Difference
Variable wrade race (1-]) difference o8 Lower Upper
HAEY -15.04" 1.997 0.000 -18.97 -11.12
gy FA
INEELL -6.20 1.984 0.002 -10.11 -2.30
PU4F2 15.04" 1.997 0.000 11.12 18.97
H E4 .
= A INAELR 8.84" 1.988 0.000 493 12.75
N VUAE-Z 6.20" 1.984 0.002 2.30 10.11
/\ﬁzé& %
HAEL -8.84 1.988 0.000 -12.75 -4.93
FAEL -0.95 0.697 0.175 -2.32 0.42
mipgy
INAEL -3.12 0.693 0.000 -4.48 -1.76
PU4FZ 0.95 0.697 0.175 —-42 232
N7 4]
LS AR INAESR 217 0.694 0.002 -3.54 -0.80
Ny VU4FE-Z 3.12" 0.693 0.000 1.76 448
TN .
FAFER 2.17 0.694 0.002 0.80 3.54
TAEL -0.39 0.733 0.597 -1.83 1.05
mapgg *
INAEL -2.81 0.729 0.000 -4.24 -1.38
o P42 0.39 0.733 0.597 -1.05 1.83
I s
INAESR 242 0.730 0.001 -3.86 -0.99
N VU4F-2 2.81 0.729 0.000 1.38 424
INEER ) .
AR 242 0.730 0.001 0.99 3.86
TAES, 0.19 0.681 0.778 -1.15 1.53
gy *
INAEL —2.46 0.676 0.000 -3.79 -1.13
- P42 -0.19 0.681 0.778 -1.53 1.15
Mz4 X )
570 TR INAESR -2.65 0.678 0.000 -3.99 -1.32
N PU4FZ 246" 0.676 0.000 1.13 3.79
INIEH ) .
ARG 2.65 0.678 0.000 1.32 3.99
TiAES -0.80 0.753 0.290 -2.28 0.68
gy A
INIEH -1.03 0.748 0.170 -2.50 0.44
PO4E-2 0.80 0.753 0.290 -0.68 2.28
! 2y
ERI AR INEEYL -0.23 0.749 0.759 -1.70 1.24
N PU4EZR 1.03 0.748 0.170 -0.44 2.50
INEER
AR 0.23 0.749 0.759 -1.24 1.70
D4E 2 HAESR 244 2.789 0.383 -7.92 3.05
N INIEH -9.85 2.771 0.000 -15.30 -4.40
g _
P, FE Elfﬁﬁ 2.44* 2.789 0.383 3.05 7.92
INEELL —7.42 2.777 0.004 -12.88 -1.95
N PU4FZ 9.85" 2.771 0.000 4.40 15.30
/\ﬂzg& %
FAFER 742 2.777 0.004 1.95 12.88

7Z: *, The Mean Difference is significant at the 0.05 level.
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Figure 2 The development trend of moral character in each dimension of all subjects in different grades
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Table 3 Significance test for difference schools of students’ moral character development results

Mean Std.Error . 95% Confidence Interval of the Difference

School . . N F Sig
Difference  difference Lower upper
e S /N 39.87 5.677 184 632 0.002 40.58 42.19
o X /N2 41.39 5.409 156 39.00 40.74
I S /A 38.37 5.254 184 0.71 0.402 37.58 39.16
X /N2 38.87 5.621 156 38.01 39.72
% S /N 45.76 5.502 184 0.68 0.412 44.94 46.58
~= X /N2 45.26 5.794 156 44.37 46.14
4 S /J\%: 40.10 5.244 184 0.19 0.662 39.34 40.86
X /NF 40.35 5.196 156 39.52 41.17
A S /N2 37.76 5.569 184 7.37 0.007 36.95 38.56
X /N2 39.11 5.476 156 35.23 46.99
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The Evaluation Study of Primary Students’ Moral Development:
With the Schools of the Human Value Education Project as an

Example
Cui Shijie' Li Xiaohua’

1. College of Mathematic in Guizhou Normal University, Guiyang;
2. College of Education in Qinghai Normal University, Xining

Abstract: Moral assessment is a complex and meticulous work, which requires the combination of moral
knowledge assessment and explicit behavior assessment, and at the same time it requires its method
to be easy to operate in practice. The sixth grade students conducted a questionnaire survey for the
research object. Combined with the development and change records of students’ moral quality in the
implementation of the project in recent years, the research found that: (1) The overall trend of moral
quality development of students in project schools is good. With the increase of grade, the score of moral
quality assessment is higher. However, the fifth grade of primary school fluctuates, which is a critical
period for the development of moral quality of primary school students; (2) Girls are better than boys in
all the indicators of moral character and the total score, especially in the dimension of moral character
including charity and non-violence, girls have the highest score; (3) Urban school students’ score
higher than urban primary school students in the development of moral character, and the difference is
significant.
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