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An action study on the improvement of teaching and learning

in general education:

10. Behavioral observation of teaching and learning in Faculty of Law and Law School
Kiyoshi MAIYA (R.I.H.E., Kobe University)

In order to evaluate new educational program of Law School, behavioral observation was conducted by two
researchers for eight courses. Two undergraduate courses (lectures) in Faculty of Law were compared with three
graduate lectures and three graduate seminars in Law School. As a result, even lecture classes of Law School were
found to be different from those of undergraduate lecture class of Faculty of Law. The former was much more
interactive than the latter, and the students were more concentrated in the former than the latter. The seminars
were as interactive as the lectures in Law School. It is suggested that the faculty staff on Law School intends to
change traditional style of teaching and learning in Law education by designing interactive style of teaching and

learning.



