загальна педагогіка
Ліхневська Т.А.
доцент кафедри іноземних мов

Хмельницького національного університету

м. Хмельницький, Україна

ASPECTS OF MORAL EDUCATION
Moral education is whatever schools do to influence how students think, feel, and act regarding issues of right and wrong. American public schools have a long tradition of concern about moral education, and recently this concern has grown more intense. Undoubtedly, alarm about the morality of young people is aggravated by a number of forces: fragmentation of the family, decline of trust in public institutions, increasing public concern about questionable ethical practices in business and industry, the impact of the mass media, and our gradually increasing affluence [3]. 
Moral education is becoming an increasingly popular topic in the fields of psychology and education. Media reports of increased violent crime and suicide have caused many to declare a moral crisis in nation. J. Piaget is among the first psychologists whose work remains directly relevant to contemporary theories of moral development. In his writing, he focused specifically on the moral lives of children, studying the way children play games in order to learn more about children’s beliefs about right and wrong. According to J. Piaget, all development emerges from action; that is to say, individuals construct and reconstruct their knowledge of the world as a result of interactions with the environment. Based on his observations of children’s application of rules when playing, J. Piaget determined that morality, too, could be considered a developmental process. 

It’s not that only teachers in schools that can impart moral education to the children, but that the parents also play a great role in making the children aware of the importance of leading life ethically. For any society (or school) to exist, its members (students, teachers, and administrators) must share a number of moral virtues: they must be honest, responsible, and respectful of one another’s well-being. 
 If we are to live together peacefully in a pluralistic society, we must also nurture those civic virtues and values that are part of our constitutional tradition: we must acknowledge responsibility for protecting one another’s rights; we must debate our differences in a civil manner; we must keep informed. A major purpose of schooling is to nurture good citizenship.
What shape moral education should take depends on the maturity of students. As children grow older and more mature they should gradually be initiated into a liberal education in which they are taught to think in informed and reflective ways about important, but controversial, moral issues. 

 Character education and liberal education cannot be isolated in single courses but should be integrated into the curriculum as a whole. We also believe, however, that the curriculum should include room for a moral capstone course that high school seniors might take, in which they learn about the most important moral frameworks of thought – secular and religious, historical and contemporary and how such frameworks might shape their thinking about the most urgent moral controversies they face [1]. 
The responsibility of teachers to impart moral education knowledge. Teachers are required to impart social or class moral principles or standards and to teach university students to behave as a person who complies with certain social or class moral requirement. Thus, to explain teaching materials, to answer questions and to impart moral education knowledge is the most primary role of moral education teachers in the process of teaching. Of course, at the time when teachers impart knowledge, the key is to enable university students to learn how to learn in the process of receiving knowledge. Therefore, teachers should not only grasp relevant knowledge, but also have to grasp skills and technique to impart the knowledge, to arouse attention of university students and to cultivate their thinking mode.

University students are educatees of the process of moral education. In the process of moral education, they do not merely negatively receive influences of educators, but take part in the process of education as the role of the subject of receiving, and play their positive initiative role in the process. In the process of interaction with education influences of educators, educatees conduct self education under direction of teachers, receive education influences and develop their own morality. 

The responsibility of university students in their behavior. The behavior responsibility of university students is one which makes them conduct themselves and is one that should be possessed in order to learn to conduct oneself, to succeed at each stage of the life and to try to realize the life value to the best of one’s ability. The behavior responsibility of university students includes survey and instructions on their behaviors prior to the behaviors, adjustment and supervision on their behaviors in the process and evaluation and introspection on the behaviors when the behaviors are over, so as to enable themselves to change and correct negative consciousness and behaviors, realize self-renewal of morality and perfection of personality, restrain the behavioral direction out of consciousness with correct social value standard and value measurement and to keep their behaviors in compliance with the social value and target. The behavior responsibility of university students is as small as daily behaviors, such as, industrious labor, unity and mutual aid, honest and trustworthy, observing disciplines and obeying laws, and hard work and plain living, etc, and is as large as the responsibility of serving the country worthily. Especially, the responsibility of serving the country worthily is extremely significant, since the destiny of the country is related with life development of each person and university students are grown up under cultivation of the country and, thus, the prosperity of the country and revitalization of nation is the obligatory responsibility of university students. 

       Confirmation of cultural responsibility of moral education teachers and students in universities is an important aspect for holding moral education activities in colleges and universities in the future. Only when they recognize clearly the cultural responsibility that exists at the same time among teachers and university students who interact with each other, can they not only take the initiative to play the leading role of teachers in the process of practicing moral education, but can also mobilize positively the initiative of university students to better conduct moral education and achieve the purpose of imparting knowledge and educating people. Only when they are clearly aware of the cultural responsibility of teachers and university students, can they carry out moral education in universities according to the definition of roles of their own and attain the purpose of practicing content of moral education out of consciousness [2].

A lot of scientists investigate moral development. L. Kohlberg, for example, believed, and was able to demonstrate through studies, that people progressed in their moral reasoning (i.e., in their bases for ethical behavior) through a series of stages. He believed that there were six identifiable stages that could be more generally classified into three levels. L. Kohlberg’s classification can be outlined in the following manner: the first level of moral thinking is that generally found at the elementary school level. In the first stage of this level, people behave according to socially acceptable norms because they are told to do so by some authority figure (e.g., parent or teacher). This obedience is compelled by the threat or application of punishment. The second stage of this level is characterized by a view that right behavior means acting in one’s own best interests. 
The second level of moral thinking is that generally found in society, hence the name “conventional.” The first stage of this level (stage 3) is characterized by an attitude which seeks to do what will gain the approval of others. The second stage is one oriented to abiding by the law and responding to the obligations of duty. 
The third level of moral thinking is one that L. Kohlberg felt was not reached by the majority of adults. Its first stage (stage 5) is an understanding of social mutuality and a genuine interest in the welfare of others. The last stage is based on respect for universal principle and the demands of individual conscience [4].
One purpose of moral education is to help make children honest, responsible, and compassionate. Another is to make mature students informed and reflective about important and controversial moral issues. Both purposes are embedded in a yet larger project – making sense of life.
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