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A New Idea of Moral Education Evaluation—Forced Selection
Scale Based on Embodiment Moral Education

DONG Shenghong' ~ ZHOULI Wenyuan®
(1. School of Psychology Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022;
2. School of Preschool Education Yuzhang Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330103 China)

Abstract: At present embodiment moral education theory is gradually applied to moral education
work the scale compiled according to ordinary moral education theory can not meet the requirements
of practical moral education work. In order to solve the problems encountered in moral education as—
sessment such as the theory lagging behind practice the results being inaccurate due to the social
approval of the subjects the inherent statistical defects of the classical measurement theory etc.

Starting with the Likert scale of embodiment moral education for junior middle school students this
study designed the forced selection scale of embodiment moral education for junior middle school
students and tested it under two situations: no pressure and pressure. The results show that the forced
selection scale has good reliability and validity and its measured data can fit Thurstone IRT model
well which solves the problem of self-pattern data. Compared with the estimation results of the Lik—
ert-style scale it can be seen that the subject traits estimated by the forced selection scale after fitting
the Thurstone IRT model can well eliminate social approval.
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