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Abstract

At present the network era provides a new exchange platform for undergraduates. Then it becomes
a research hotspot to how to train undergraduates’ Network Moral. We select some university stu-
dents as experimental group and try to interevent their view of value in information technology
through the group counseling activities, then we can evaluate their fraction before and after group
counseling activities using the self-made network moral behavior scale. The results show that un-
dergraduates’ fractions on every dimension of network moral behavior are all higher than previous
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fraction, and it shows significant difference in between. We can conclude that group counseling can
effectively improve the undergraduates’ network moral level.
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Figure 1. The relationship between information technology values and information technology and network ethical behavior
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Table 1. Activity program content design
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Figure 2. Structural validity slope chart
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Table 5. Comparison of differences between the experimental and control groups before group counseling
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Table 6. Comparison of differences between the experimental and control groups after group counseling
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seling

7. IWAFBLEERHREERIER

MSD t P
EiRuNES ) 44.81 £4.07

HE 1.17 0.250
EiRZN RS = 51.14+£3.33
B4 T 2 7 37.92+£3.49

LA 0.33* 0.035
Bk T2 5 4754 +3.76

E: *p<0.05.

M7 B e DA, T S AR, AR 3 AR DUANZE L (1 R 5B 18 AT i 2 B R 2
FESE, T AELERIRAE S 115 WA BT AR I B & 2R, *p<0.05. H2 M T LR H5 51
FEIEOTE L AT L R SR S AT A P . XU R s SR R T IRCR
I Lt B A1 A 0 Bl o0t e A B B AT N AR I RCR B 2 o X AT A Bl Pt i) DAS BIS0AE, &
RS SRR S BRI R Z A S0

4.3. XWARNEERARHESIRERLLE

Table 8. Comparison of differences in various dimensions of the experimental group before and after group counseling
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