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Abstract

The purposes of this study were : to investigate relationships
among students' moral characteristics as evaluated vby students
themselves, teachers and classmates (closed friends, peer groups and
class leaders or assistant leaders); to compare the average scores of
moral characteristics as evaluated by those evaluatorss and to develop
the moral characteristic scales for the lower secondary school students.
Twenty-one teachers and 707 students in lower secondary schools in
Education Region 8 were used as a sample for determining reliability
and validity of the scales, where 90 teachers and 1,440 students in the
same region were the sample of this research. According to the data

analysis by using SPSS/PC computer program the followings were found.



1. Students’ moral characteristics as evaulated by teachers
and others were correlated positivety and significantly at the level
of .001.

2. The comparison of students' moral characteristic average
scores between the teachers as evaluator and the others as evaluator,
in general, is significantly different ét the level of .01. Moreover,
the results of comparison classified by several kinds of moral
characteristics were as follows 3

2.1 There were no significant differences between students’
honesty scores as evaluated by teachers and by the others.

2.2 There were significant differences at the level of .01
between students' responsibility scores as evaluated by teachers and
by the others.

2.3 There were significant differences at the level of .01
between students' diligent scores as evaluated by teachers and by the
other groups, except closed friends.

2.4 There were significant differences at the level of .01
between students' disciplinary scores as evaluated by teachers and
by peer group, class leaders or assistant leaders, whereas no
significant differences were found between students' disciplinary
scores as evaluated by teachers and by students and closed friends.

2.5 There was no significant difference between students’
economy scores as evaluated by teachers and peer groups, whereas
significant differenes were found among other evaluators at the level

of .01.



3. Five moral characteristic scales, (one scale for students
self-evaluation and the other four scales for teachers, closed friends,
class leaders or assistant leaders, and peer groups to evaluate students’
moral characteristic), were constructed and developed. Most scales had

high reliability (r, ., = .6918-.9271) and moderate validity (factor
tt

loading = .31-.59).



