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Professional Knowledge of Teachers in Rural China:Problem Analysis and Solution Strategies

Take Primary School Language Teachers of Yongji Country in Jilin Province as the Research Object

LI Guang' ,PTAO Fang-xu®
(1. Faculty of Education Sciences,Northeast Normal University,Changchun 130024 ,China;
2. First Senior School in Manchu Autonomous Region, Chengde 067000, China)

Abstract: In view of the actual demands of the development of rural teachers, this study chooses to primary school
language teachers Yongji County in Jilin Province as the research object, uses questionnaire and interview, to survey
sources of professional knowledge of rural teaches, the level of professional knowledge of teachers ( knowledge of
educational theory, curriculum knowledge, subject content knowledge and pedagogical content knowledge ) and the
dilemma of professional knowledge of teachers . The survey found that there are many problems from rural teachers’
professional knowledge. In order to solve problems, this study proposes promoting rural teacher professional development
strategies from the state from the levels of State,schools and teachers.
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