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A Study on Values of Middle School Students of Hangzhou City
CHENG Shu— lin
The Seventh Hospital of Hangzhou Hangzhou 310013 China
[ Abstracf] Objective: To understand the values of modern middle school students. Methods: 805 middle school students of
Hangzhou city were tested by the Rokeach Value Questionnaire. Results; For middle school students of Hangzhou, the most favoured
ultimate values were world peace, security of country, securty of family and personal freedom . The most important instrunental val-

ues were open— hearteds honesty, bright, literacy. Conclusion: The values of modem middle students have taken significant changes

as compared to youth in 1989.
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