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school structures from the perspective of institutional ethics. Only when an institution is equipped with ethical
legitimacy can it be a good one. However under the influence of instrumental rationality and utilitarianism
efficiency rather than morality acts as the criteria for assessing schools. In pursuit of efficiency schools
tend to adopt a controldocused ‘dehumanized’ standardization causing a ‘demoralizing education’ in school
life. To cope with this crisis people should take into consideration the great value of good institution in school
life. Good institution is the best way to protect school life as it gives human existence higher priority takes
justice spirit as the ethical base and rational dialogue as the ethical system.

Keywords: institution; institutional ethics; demoralization; school governance; good institution

Correlations between School Bullying and Mental Health among
Middle School Students in Rural China
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Abstract: This study aims to explore correlations between school bullying and mental health among mid—
dle school students in rural China provides empirical evidence to enhance psychological status of rural
students. Using mental health test ( MHT) and individual survey as evaluating tools this study analyzed 8536
rural middle school students. Results showed that about 10% rural middle school students were evaluated at
risk for mental health problems 37% students were reported being bullied. There are significant correlations
between mental health and bullying. Findings also suggest that interventions focusing on school bullying in ru—
ral middle school may also help reduce mental health problem.
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Abstract: School characteristics is a major concern in school education worldwide. However there still
remains no agreed understanding of it and there is little research on measurement of school characteristics.
Combining qualitative and quantitative approaches this study employed various research methods including
literature review questionnaire survey interview and some data analysis methods like exploratory factor a—
nalysis and structural equation model. It first redefined the concept of school characteristics and then devel-
oped the measurement index system as well as the measurement scale and model for school characteristics.
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