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A Policy Study on Nature, Ability, Performance and Pride of Teachers and School
Management

Fujita, Hidenori
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Reserch Method: Three web Questionnaire Surveys were conducted to examine
the actual conditions and determinants of teachers® qualifications and performance.

Reserch results: A most notable finding among many is as follows. TALIS2013 showed extremely low
self-efficacy of Japanese teachers in 12 aspects. To investigate its determinants, two splitted
respondents answered respectively two wordings of answer choices; one is identical with TALIS and
the other is modified version. In the former case, the results are almost identical with TALIS,
while in the latter efficacy levels went up significantly. However, efficacy level was still
significantly low compared to the avarage in the aspect of "Help students think critically" (43
point) and "Get students to believe they can do well in school work™(30 point), which suggests the
aspects to remedy and improve in Japanese teaching practices and schooling.
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