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On The Teaching Strength: Connotation, Structure and Characteristics

Wang Shijie', Jiao Huiyin'*?
(1. School of Educational Science and Technology ., Huanggang Normal University, Huangzhou Hubei 438000, China ;
2. Qihuang Middle School, Huangzhou Hubei 438000, China)

Abstract: The teaching strength is not only the professional capacity of teachers, but also the core
and key of teachers’ education power. It is the resultant forces formed by the education conceptual, moral
power, learning ability and deed capacity together, including the aspects of subjective and objective, and
is the willing to teach, qualification teaching, technique teaching, skill teaching, good teaching, and
excellent teaching. The teaching strength has the features of the vocational and professional, the
generative and gradual, the individual and holistic, the difference and comparison, the summative and
evaluative, and the direct and indirect functions. By means of self power, peer assistance, school thrust
and policy gravity, the combination of qualitative and quantitative evaluation methods can not only be
beneficial to promote the development of teachers” teaching strength, but also improve the educational
power of schools.

Key words: teaching strength; educational power; teacher’s professional capacity; connotation;
structure; characteristics
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Forty Years of the Course, Problems and Solutions of Academic Communication of Domestic

Curriculum and Pedagogy
Ji Biao
(Faculty of Education, Shandong Normal University, Jinan Shandong 250014, China)

Abstract; The academic communication is an important way for knowledge production and thoughts
dissemination. Taking part in the academic communication has been one of the important aspects in
theoretical researchers’ career life. The professional society, which bridges a significant communication
bond among academic colleagues, is the major platform for academic exchanges. After forty years of
development, the domestic professional society of curriculum and pedagogy has been constantly enlarged,
and activities of academic exchanges have been taken place more frequently. The ways of academic
communication have been more and more diverse, which prompts the sustainable development of
curriculum and pedagogy. At present, while the academic communication of curriculum and pedagogy is
moving towards prosperity, there are also some problems, such as too much emphasis on utilitarian
tendency, more attentions on formalism, and poor communication, which need to be retrospect and
reflected rationally in order to explore and perfect more useful strategies.
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