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Analysis of the Rationality of Non—anthropocentrism as the Ecological
Moral Education Values

XTAO Nan—-nan
Xuzhou Kindergarten Teacher College

Abstract In education practice the effect of ecological moral education is not obviously its basic reason
lying in the deep-rooted concept of anthropocentrism. To improve the effect of the ecological moral education need
to convert the values which transcend from anthropocentrism to non-anthropocentrism. This paper analyzes the
rationality of non-anthropocentrism from external conditions and inner conditions. External condition includes the
stage of social development the philosophical basis and the criticism of instrumental rationality the stagesocial of
development and the criticism of the instrumental rationality providing a realistic foundation Philosophy-Heaven
and Man I and you providing the source of thought The inner condition includes the moral relationship between
and individual virtue. The moral relationship between man and nature explains the feasibility of promoting the
human crisis from the moral level. The moral level explains the relationship explains the feasibility of the
implementation of moral relations from the individual virtue .
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