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Abstract 

 

The main purpose of this study is to explore the current situation of teacher leadership of 

mentor teachers and the professional learning community in Taipei City. The study uses 

the survey method. There were 274 subjects including mentor teachers and partner 

teachers in Taipei City. The instrument was “The Teacher Leadership and Professional 

Learning Community Inventory”. Data was analyzed by means, t test, and Linear 

Structural Relationship.  The main findings of this study are as follows: (1)The degrees 

of teacher leadership of mentor teachers and professional learning community are at upper 

middle levels. (2)There are significant differences among teacher variables with regard to 

teacher leadership of mentor teachers. (3)No significant differences exist among teacher 

variables with regard to the professional learning community.(4)The professional learning 

community has positive and significant effects on the teacher leadership of mentor 

teachers. According to the research findings, this author proposes several suggestions for 

the implementation of teacher leadership and professional learning community and further 

studies.  
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