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A Survey of the Implementation of the New Mathematics

Curriculum In Junior High Schools in Gansu Province

LV Shi-hu, Yang Qi
(College of Education, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou, Gansu 730030, PRC)

[ Abstract] The results of a questionnaire survey carried out among the teachers and students in junior high
schools of Gansu Province show: both teachers and students hold positive attitudes towards the NMC
reform; but teachers’ level of familiarity with The Obligatory Education Mathematics Curriculum
Standards (2011 Version) is low; positive changes have emerged from the teachers’ teaching behavior,
the students’ learning activities, the criteria and means of evaluation in NMC. However, the
phenomenon of “only-focus-on-scores” still exists. Besides, the fulfillment of “four basics” and “four
abilities” teaching goal of NMC is not satisfactory. Considering the above mentioned problems, several
suggestions are put forward: (1) The experts and scholars should play a leading role in NMC to
strengthen the training of math teachers. (2) Textbooks should be further revised and perfected so that
students will be provided more materials for posing questions. (3) The implicit knowledge should be
incorporated in teaching, so as to improve the students’ mathematics quality in all respects. (4)
“Integrated and practical” teaching should be carried out to cultivate students’ innovation spirit and
practical ability. (5) Evaluation system reform should be further promoted to integrate formative and
summative evaluation.

[ Key words ] junior high school; New Mathematics Curriculum ( NMC); status of curriculum

implementation; teacher and students
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