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Factors Affecting Hong Kong Language
Teachers Involvement in the Pilot Scheme
for the Newly Revised
ChineseLanguageCurriculum

Choi Yuk-lin, Christine
Chow Kin
Wong Hin-wah

(Abstract)

This study aimed to investigate, from the Chinese Lan-
guage teachers perspectives, the factors affecting their
involvement in the Newly Revised Chinese Language
Curriculum that wasto beimplemented in the year 2002—
2003. The study was carried out in the second year (2000—
2001) of the Pilot Scheme for the Newly Revised
Chinese Language Curriculum. A total of 12 teachers,
half of whom had taken part in the scheme, were
interviewed. The research first collected these teachers

views on the newly revised curriculum, analyzed the
changesin their perception of and responses to the new
curriculum, and how they would see their rolesin the
implementation of the new curriculum. Based on the
research findings, suggestions on its revision were made.
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