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A study of the establishment implementation and evaluation of the National Standards for
Physical Education of the United States and the Curriculum Standards for Physical Education of China
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Abstract The author carried out the survey by employing methods of interview network survey and phone interview and re-
vealed the following findings All 50 states in the United States have adopted the National Standards for Physical Education
and have established state standards for physical education. 42 84 % states therein have provided teacher training and
physical education curriculum setup materials for district schools and have put forward measures for implementation.90% of
the districts and schools have gradually popularized and implemented the Standards into physical education teaching practice .
16 30% states have planned to evaluate the Standards while 2 states have already evaluated the status of implementation
of the Standards. Most provinces cities and municipalities in China have not established corresponding local standards
teacher training and measures for evaluation.
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