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The Status Survey and Analysis on Secondary School Teacher’s Teaching Decision-making Capacity
ZHANG Ding-giang

(Research Center for the Education Development of Minorities ,

Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou Gansu 730070, China)
Abstract: Teaching decision-making capacity refers to teachers’ ability to make decision in the face of
rich and changeable teaching events, with features of experience, practice and reflection, which
embodies the teaching wisdom and determines the quality of teaching. To survey and analyze teaching
decision-making capacity in-depth has vital practical significance for the improvement of teaching
quality. It has been discovered that there are some obstacles in teaching decision-making at present,
which are mainly displayed on the following aspects: in teaching design, the teachers often lack
systematic study of teaching elements and overrely on teaching experience; in teaching
implementation, common mistakes are easy to make due to lack of efforts in accurately judging the
teaching process; and in teaching reflection, subjective mistakes are easy to make due to lack of tools
and methods in evaluating the teaching process. Therefore, we need to enhance teaching decision-
making awareness on the teaching design level, to expand the decision space on the implementation
level and to reinforce the decision-making methods on the teaching evaluation level.
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