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ABBREVIATIONS

DES: Department of Education and Science.

DfCSF: Department for Children Schools and Families.

DfEE: Department for Education and Employment.
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ESDD: Ethniki Sxoli Dimosias Dioikisis, NSPA: National School of Public
Administration, Greece.

HEADLAMP: Head teachers’ Leadership and Management Programme.

HIP: Head teachers’ Induction Programme.
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LEA: Local Education Authority.
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NPQH: National Professional Qualification for Headship.

NUT: National Union of Teachers.

OfSTED: Office for Standards in Education.

SMTF: School Management Task Force.

TTA: Teacher Training Agency.

HY2IIE: lepipepeiaxo  Yrnpeoioxo Zvupodiio Illpwtofobuias Exmoiocvoons
(PYSPE: Perifereiako Ypiresiako Symboulio Protobathmias Ekpaideysis, District
Council of Primary Education).

DEK: Dvllo Epnuepioas e Kopépvnong (FEK: Fyllo Efimeridas tiw Kybernisis,
Governments Paper; where governments’laws and regulations should be published
in order to be in effect afterwards).
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PREFACE

The National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH), was originally
established by the Teacher Training Agency (TTA) in 1997, but later, in 1997, the
responsibility for the programme transferred to the DfEE, when the content and
delivery of the programme was reviewed.

The early consultations on the proposed National Standards for Head
teachers were based on a model which was already centrally determined. The
National Standards for Head teachers define the knowledge, understanding, skills
and attributes required for the key tasks of headship. They underpin the training
and assessment for the National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH).
The standards have been developed in consultation with teachers, head teachers,
professional and subject associations, LEAs, Higher Education Institutions and
others both inside and outside education.

Following my personal interest in Headship I designed and carried out,
a small-scale survey that was contacted in three major cities of South-West of
England. A postal questionnaire was send to deputy head teachers in primary
schools followed by head teachers’ interviews in UK and in Greece. The emphasis

remained within the deputy head teachers.
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8 PANAGIOTIS S. SOULANDROS

Chapter 1 : Introduction
1.1 The aims of the research

The prime purpose of this research book is to delve into the deputy heads’
views/opinions about the introduction of NPQH programme. The reason I chose to
look into this topic is my individual interest in headship, as I was the head teacher
in a supplementary mother tongue school in Bristol, United Kingdom from 2003-
2009 and currently I am the deputy head teacher in a public school in Greece.
Secondly, the fact, that mostly previous studies were targeting head teachers, not
deputy heads’ and last but not least the fact that in Greece policy makers have
started a debate about the necessity of professional training for newly qualified head
teachers. In so doing, a small-scale survey was contacted in three major cities of
South-West of England. A postal questionnaire was send to deputy head teachers in
primary schools followed by head teachers’ interviews in UK and in Greece. The
emphasis remained within the deputy head teachers.

The aim of the research is to examine and test the following:

A: The deputy head teachers’ views/opinions about the NPQH. If its purposes
are fulfilled, and if they believe that the innovation has been successful, (questions
1-7).

B: The deputy head teachers’ views/opinions about the procedures of the
innovation, (questions 8-11).

C: To find out what responders believe about the head teachers’ and the
governors’ role during the implementation of the NPQH, (questions 12-16).

Research variables

There are mainly two groups of variables; the independent and the depended
variables. The independent variables are the ones that will be examined in order
to check if they have any influence or effect on the deputy head teachers’ views/
opinions. The independent variables in this survey are:

* The gender of the responders
* Years of experience

The dependant variables are those which are affected by the changes of the
independent ones. They are considered to be the result to the relation ‘cause and
effect’. In my survey, the dependent variable is:

* Deputy Head teachers’ views/opinions.
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THE NATIONAL PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATION FOR HEADSHIP 9

1.2 Assumptions

I am making the assumption that DHs will have very interesting opinions to
express, and actually they are the ones who are affected mostly by this mandatory
certificate. Heads do not need it; they are already head teachers.

1.3 Significance of the Study

It appears that no research has been investigating the views/opinions of

deputy head teachers about NPQH. According to G. Southworth (1998, p.89) there
have been no major, national studies into the work of deputies: ‘Remarkably little is
therefore known and published about deputy heads. While there is much anecdotal
information about deputies, and certain occupational beliefs and expectations these
have not been thoroughly excavated, investigated or tested’.
J. Shipton (1998, p.16), adds: ‘Deputy head teachers form the major target group
as candidates for the National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH),
yet evidence is beginning to emerge that not only demonstrates little interest in the
programme but also shows that the infrastructure necessary at the school level for
successful completion of the award is inadequate’.

Research findings from literature review enhanced my assumption that little
research had done about deputy head teaches; therefore I believe the significance
of the study is at the utmost level and would form part of the basic literature on the
importance of introducing professional training to newly appointed head teaches
or teachers/deputy head teachers who want to move up into school management,
especially if Greece follows the example of United Kingdom in professional
development and training for quality headship.

1.4 Structure of the research book

The final structure of the research book consists of six chapters which all
contribute its formation:

Chapter one provides a summary of the framework of the research focusing
on the follows: clarification of the problem, stating the aims and assumptions of the
study, and finally discussion of the limitations and the significance of the inquiry.

Chapter two presents a comprehensive literature review and critique of
related literature to National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH). The
meaning, the scope, and why it was introduced is clarified. The role, of a deputy head
teacher and a head teacher of a primary school in UK and in Greece, is presented.
Finally, an overall literature review examining and criticising at the same time what
is said, from other researchers, about NPQH will be discussed.

Chapter three focuses on the research questions and the scope of the research,
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10 PANAGIOTIS S. SOULANDROS

concentrates on the methodology of the data collection and refers to the sampling
method and the target group used as subjects in the study. This chapter informs, as
well, for the research methods used, the period of time used to carry out the study,
the procedure followed, the pilot study, the cover letter and finally refers to ethical
issues arising from the inquiry.

Chapter four provides an analysis of the findings of the research. Tables and
charts are used to illustrate the findings. The responses of the deputy head teachers
are analysed and presented. Findings of the interviews of head teachers in Greece
are analysed and presented as well.

Chapter five, the final chapter, presents an outline of the research, the
value of the findings according to the research results and finally, future research
recommendations and a conclusion.
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THE NATIONAL PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATION FOR HEADSHIP 11

Chapter 2: Literature review
2.1 History and tradition

Before meaningful study can be undertaken into the issues aroused by the
National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH) programme, one should
initially look into related literature. In this chapter I will start with the ‘history and
tradition’ in leadership in UK, then I will try to clarify and define ‘what NPOH
is about’. Literature research into ‘the roles of a deputy head teacher and a head
teacher in UK and in Greece’ will follow. ‘Selection process and leadership training
methods’ will be presented and finally a short presentation of ‘previous research
and theory’ will be examined.

Southworth (1998, pp. 24-25) in his research summarised existing research,
thinking and documentation about primary school leadership. The author in a short
historical review upon the ideas of HM Inspectors, government department studies
and government agencies’ uncover their efforts to develop leadership:

* Prior to the 1970s documents might focus briefly on the work of head
teachers but usually these say: ‘little or nothing about leadership’.

* Later on by the end of the decade, in 1978, the ‘Primary Survey’, was
published. It was written by Her Majesty’s Inspectorate (HMI) and devoted
little space to leadership. Although in the 1959 document there was one sub-
section on heads, in 1978’s they did not even warrant that much attention.

* In 1982 the DES published ‘Education 5 to 9: An Illustrative Survey of 80
First Schools in England’ again drafted by HM Inspectors. The head was
described as being responsible for the ethos of a school and needing to plan
and organise the curriculum, implement it and a system for evaluating what
1s taught, as well as maintaining good communications and relationships
with parents, the local community and the LEA...However, totally absent is
any mention of the role of the deputy head teachers.

* In 1985 the HM Inspectors in Wales published a paper entitled ‘Leadership
in Primary Schools’. In this paper the role of the deputy head was described
as often having ‘little impact on the life and work of the school’. The
deputies’ responsibilities as class teachers were noted and their sense of
being exemplars of good practice appreciated, although for this to work
best deputies need to be appropriately involved with the work of colleagues.
Yet the picture painted of deputy headship is one of low level tasks and few
opportunities to provide formal leadership in the school.

* A similar outlook was provided by the Inner London Education Authority’s
committee on primary education (ILEA, 1985). This report states that
successful heads use a wise blend of approaches to leadership, though most
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often they are participative. They are good listeners and enjoy teaching.
However, deputies are dealt with in a single paragraph. The difficulties of
the post are noted, especially the one with the deputy standing between staff
and head teacher and between being a class teacher and being a head. The
committee believe nearly all deputies should be on the way to becoming
heads and heads should give them as much training and experience as
possible.

In 1986, The House of Commons Select Committee, report on achievement
in primary schools has little to say about heads and deputies.

The School Management Task Force (SMTF) reported in 1990. It outlined
the many demands that were now made on schools and in particular head
teachers and emphasised the need for management training and development.
In 1993 the National Commission on Education highlighted the ‘ad hoc
system of head teacher preparation’ (Cited in Garrett Viv., 1999, p. 68)

In the late 1990s Teacher Training Agency (TTA) established a national
scheme to support newly appointed head teachers to develop their leadership
and management skills (HEADLAMP). In 1996-7 it embarked on creating
a National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH) which involved
both training and assessment of prospective head teachers.

TTA emphasised on the demanding and crucial role the head teacher should

play in shaping the future schools, yet once more, they failed to mention deputy
head teachers:

‘The head teacher is the lead professional in the school. Working with the

governing body, the head teacher must provide professional vision, leadership and
direction for the school and ensure that it is managed and organised to meet its
aims and objectives. In essence the head teacher must ensure that the learning and
teaching is highly effective and that all pupils achieve to their maximum potential .
TTA (1996).

In summary, this review of what central government and its agencies have

been focusing on over the last four decades shows three points:

First, there is continuous belief in the centrality of the head teacher.
Second, there is relatively scant attention paid to the deputy head teacher.
Third, the need for others to be involved in curriculum leadership is
recognised most strongly in terms of the work of co-ordinators. (Southworth,
1998, p.28)
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THE NATIONAL PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATION FOR HEADSHIP 13

2.2. What is the National Professional Qualification for Headship
(NPQH) about?

Being a classroom teacher by itself is not a very good preparation for being
an effective head. (Fullan, M. 1998)

The National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH) introduced
in September 1997 by the Teacher Training Agency (TTA) as a high profile national
qualification to prepare teachers and ‘both aspiring and serving head teachers’ for
headship. David Blunkett stated with confidence:

‘We are committed to ensuring that all teachers are effective professionals.
In future all newly appointed head teachers will have to hold a professional
qualification’ (DfEE 1998a)

The government and the TTA agency had the purpose to create something
new, starting from the scratch, Fidler (1998) adds: ‘there has been a conscious
attempt not to use existing qualifications, structures or experiences as the backbone
for the new initiative’ (Cited in Gunter H. in Fielding et al, 2001, p. 155). Ouston
(1998b) sees the development of the NPQH as ‘being a part of a strong centrist
approach to control both the content and the provision of training’ (Cited in Gunter
H. in Fielding et al, 2001, p. 155)

The National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH) is a practical
qualification, firmly rooted in school improvement which prepares candidates
thoroughly for their first headship post. (NCSL, 2009, p. 22) The programme:

» is underpinned by the National Standards for Head teachers,

» isrun by NCSL and draws on the best leadership and management practice
inside and outside education,

» is based on supported self-study and is accessible to busy teachers in all
types of school;

» is practical, challenging and up to date;

» offers a range of blended learning opportunities, including face-to-face
events, online learning, study materials, visits to other schools and peer
and tutorial support;

* is focused on school improvement;

o sets rigorous standards, while building on previous achievements and
proven ability;

» provides a baseline from which new head teachers can develop their
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14 PANAGIOTIS S. SOULANDROS

leadership and management capabilities;

On 1% of April 2004, the training programme became mandatory for all
first-time head teachers, in the maintained sector, to hold the National Professional
Qualification for Headship (NPQH) or to have secured a place on the programme.
Additionally, as the NCSL (2009) claims the course will provide excellent
professional development opportunities and first rate networking. It will inevitably
have an impact on the way we, the head teachers, do our job, NCSL claims. New
head teachers will need to decide early in their appointment whether or not they
intend to pursue the qualification. However, even if NPQH signals readiness for
headship ‘this does not mean that everyone with NPQH will be suitable head
teacher’. NUT (2005) adds: ‘4 mandatory requirement for new head teachers to
undertake the NPOQH would not necessarily guarantee high quality entrants to
headship’. Research carried out by the National Union of Teachers (NUT) in 2005,
showed that women who are already hard pressed at school and trying to juggle
family responsibilities will be less likely to put themselves forward for the NPQH
or other professional development. These female head teachers and deputies were
opposed to the idea of a mandatory qualification for headship, yet the Department
for Children Schools and Families (DfCSF) in 2009, state:

‘A senior teacher preparing for headship needs to build NPQH into his/
hers career planning, therefore he/she must hold NPQH, or be working towards it
if applying for their first headship post in a maintained school, or non-maintained
special school from 1 April 2004°. New Regulations state that, from April 2009,
‘only those who have successfully completed NPQH will be able to be appointed to
their first substantive headship position’. (p. 17)

The National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH), was
originally established by the Teacher Training Agency (TTA) in 1997, as mentioned
before, but later, in 1997, the responsibility for the programme transferred to the
DfEE, when the content and delivery of the programme was reviewed. Following the
launch of the new strengthened NPQH, the programme transferred to the National
College for School Leadership (NCSL) which has been responsible for running the
NPQH, together with the other national headship training programmes, since April
2001. (NCSL, 2009, p. 25).

The NCSL was established in 2000 to provide a single national focus for
school leadership training, development and support. NCSL’s responsibilities with
regard to the NPQH include:

* managing contracts with regional providers to run the NPQOH across

England;

* regulating the delivery of the NPQH, to ensure consistent high quality
training and assessment across all regions,

* making recommendations to the Secretary of State as to who should be
awarded the NPQH;
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* keeping the content of the NPOH programme up-to-date and relevant for
our future school leaders;

* the College also liaises with the General Teaching Council (GTC) to ensure
that the GTC has an up-to-date record of who holds the NPOH, and the
date of award, on its database. (NCSL, 2009, p. 26)

The early consultations on the proposed National Standards for Head
teachers were based on a model which was already centrally determined. The
National Standards for Head teachers define the knowledge, understanding, skills
and attributes required for the key tasks of headship. They underpin the training
and assessment for the National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH).
The standards have been developed in consultation with teachers, head teachers,
professional and subject associations, LEAs, Higher Education Institutions and
others both inside and outside education. (NCSL, 2009, p. 24) The five parts for this
model were described in five sections by the TTA (1997a): core purpose of the head
teacher, key outcomes of headship, professional knowledge and understanding,
skills and attributes and key areas of headship. (Green H., 2004, p.225; Tomlinson
H., 2004).

These National Standards for Head teachers are now widely used not only
for the training of aspiring head teachers, National Professional Qualification
for Headship (NPQH) and for the training and development programme for
newly appointed head teachers (HEADLAMP), but also provide essentially a job
description for the selection of head teachers. (Green H., 2004, p.225)

In 1996, contracts were awarded to ten NPQH Training and Development
Centres in England and Wales. From 1997, the ten regions in England each had a
Regional Assessment Centre and a Regional Training and Development Centre. This
was to ensure there was no contamination of the assessment process, strengthened
by a clear separation of the two centres.

Green (2004) adds: ‘This sustaining of professional integrity resulted in
candidates not receiving high-quality feedback to assist their further professional
growth’. (pp.227-228)

In 1997, there was an overambitious expectation of the time candidates would
be willing or able to commit. Candidates who needed to commit this considerable
time were often in less senior position, and had very little or no time within the
school day for these activities.

Green (2004, p. 228) states: ‘The time expectation was very quickly reduced,
illustrating how the NPQH was introduced with insufficient detailed planning,
preparation and research’.

In February 2000 changes in NPQH have been announced by the government:

* A shorter one year programme rather than the existing up to three years.
* En emphasis on school-based rather than assessment tasks.
* Greater use of ICT
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16 PANAGIOTIS S. SOULANDROS

*  Visits to highly successful schools.
* A two day residential hosted by the National College for School Leadership.
* Access modules to prepare candidates for the NPQH. (DfEE 2000)

Gunter H.M. supports the changes: ‘Making the NPQH work better is
important for the legitimacy of the qualification and the experience of candidates
who are investing a great deal of their time and professional standing in it’. (Cited
in Fielding M. et al, 2001, p. 161).

In order to look fully at the aspects of school leadership, one also needs to
consider the management roles often taken upon by the deputy head teacher and the
head teacher of a school.

2.3 The Roles of a Deputy Head teacher of a primary school in UK

According to Southworth (1998, p.7) head teachers, equally criticize deputy
heads, who do not exercise leadership in the school, while deputies are often vocal
about head teachers, who do not offer them opportunities to lead. Brooks G. (2006,
p. 16), point out that a deputy head teacher should provide leadership. And a non-
reactive deputy cannot provide vision, innovation and promotion of achievement.
I have the feeling, as a practitioner, that both of them (deputies and heads) have
the right to complain about it. Head teachers often have the tendency to be control
freaks on the other hand deputy head teachers avoid responsibilities.

Brooks (2006, p. 1) writes from his own experience and some of us, might
recall:

‘The job is completely unpredictable and you, the deputy head teacher, will
be at the centre of what goes on in the school, perhaps even more so than the head
teacher. Every aspect of the schools’ daily life will somehow end up on your desk.
Awkward parents, problems with the buses, issues over exam invigilation, a survey
from a professional association, an odd phone call from the police...this is why the
job is exhausting and exciting’.

Managing schools is a unique life time experience, because schools are alike
a living cell. Schools are different than other working settings and we should keep
in mind, at all times, that we deal every moment with humans, we deal every day
with their needs, their emotional ups and downs, their ambition, or their tiredness,
we have to deal with conflicts and misunderstandings, with issues very important
and with issues with no importance. Brooks (2006, p. 1) adds that: ‘This is largely
because schools are about people. Whatever else you forget in your career, never
forget that the job you have is about students and the way that they hope to build
their lives...there is nothing that can happen in school that a deputy can walk away
from’.

Going a step further, Brooks G. (2006, p. 44), suggests that the most
important professional relationship a deputy should accommodate is with his/hers
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head teacher; he says: ‘vou are not after their job. You are there to help them with
theirs. That was why you were appointed. You may have long-term ambitions to be
a head teacher, and, indeed your governing body might regard you as a natural
successor. But your primary function is to be an integral part of the team that is
running the school’.

Brooks (2006) lists roles that a deputy head teacher should undertake:

* As a deputy your job is to design a timetable that fulfils the needs of the
school. (p. 58)

* [t is the curriculum that is important. The simplistic analysis is that we try
to fit all children into the curriculum, whereas we ought really to fit the
curriculum around the children. (p. 65)

*  You may not seek headship but it could be thrust upon you. The school needs
you to be ready. So you will prepare yourself by honing your knowledge and
skills. (p. 150)

Deputy head teachers, especially the new/non-experienced ones, I believe,
feel terror reading the last in the list role that Brooks share with us. ‘The school needs
you...” . Many times in my professional career as a teacher at first and as deputy
head teacher later I recall ‘moments’ when terrifying colleagues were looking with
despair for the head teacher, to resolve a great incident of an ‘urgent FAX or a
‘bleeding nose’.

As research shows (Crow, 2007; Dan Duke, 1987 cited in Weindling and
Dimmock, 2006; Fieldman, 1976 cited in Crow, 2007) a deputy head teacher needs
primary of all to expand and cultivate his socialization skills, he/she needs to ‘learn
how to lead, how to be a head teacher’, this is a crucial role to accommodate.

Crow (2007, p. 53) underlines: ‘Learning to be a head teacher is a crucial
role that includes technical skills, such as budgeting and marketing. But the role
also includes skills and dispositions related to the cultural or moral context of the
school’.

The Department for Education and Employment (DfEE 1998) includes the
following in its definition of the professional duties of the deputy head: formulating
the aims and objectives of the school; establishing the policies through which
they shall be achieved; managing staff and resources to that end: and monitoring
progress towards their achievement. (Cited in Garrett Viv., 1999, p. 69)

Harvey (1994) posits two distinct roles for the deputy/assistant head in this
respect, the traditional and emergent role. The elements that would make up such an
emergentrole foranassistance or deputy have been articulated as follows: Curriculum
development and innovation; Promoting the school goals; Communicating and
developing vision and promoting shared understanding amongst staff; Working
as a change agent; Being a leading professional with a specialised knowledge
base; Evaluating and coaching teaching staff; Being a community relations agent,
developing community links. (Cited in Muijs D. & Harris A., 2003, p. 7-8).
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18 PANAGIOTIS S. SOULANDROS

2.4 The Roles of a Head teacher of a primary school in UK

Management and educational theories emphasise personality and reinforce
the belief that the head teacher is the key individual in the vast majority of schools.
Research the last ten years has the tendency to focus on issues, which define the
roles a head teacher comes to play, such as the emotional stress that head teachers
experience; the skills and characteristics of an effective head teacher; the leadership
style; the centralisation and the workload.

Research carried out by D. Rutherford (2002, p.458) showed evidence
that the leadership style of the head teacher is a major factor that could influence
primary schools to be successful. The head teachers demonstrate a value driven
contingent approach to their leadership that balances the advantages and risks of a
shared leadership.

According to Hopkins (2001), successful management is not leadership.
Schools in the 21* century require constant assessment, capacity building, persistent
experimentation, and a host of other features that depend on innovative leadership.

In their research, a few years following the implementation of the NPQH,
James and Vince (2001, p. 313), identify a range of negative emotions associated
with the role of head teacher. These emotions include the following:

* Anger caused by carrying the weight of other peoples’emotions, behaviour,
demands and expectations;

* Distress created by their own and others’ expectations added to an
overdeveloped sense of personal responsibility;

* Anxiety associated with enacting their role;

* Anger about the isolation that they experience, and the pressure they feel to
be ‘perfect’ managers.

Crow and Weindling (2010, p.148) in their research identify several types
of issues that could require political responses from the head teachers. These issues
can be organised as follows in:

* Internal school issues: new head teachers are faced with political responses
to weak teachers, conflicts among staff groups, resistance to change, conflicts
between staff and governors, and conflicts with parents.

e External school issues: new head teachers enacted their political role not
only in response to internal constituents but also in response to external
groups. These included governmental and governing entities, the press, and
the union.

Fullan (1998, p. vii) states: ‘The head is in the mist of ever increasing
demands, overload and imposition on schools by political forces at all levels of
society.

Southworth (1998, p. 17) attempted based upon research during the 1975-90
period to compile a list of the characteristics and skills of an effective head teacher
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as follows:

* Encourages and develops others to lead and accept position of responsibility.

* Involves the deputy head in policy decision-making; head and deputy
operate as partners.

* Involves teachers in curriculum planning and school organisation.

* Is conscious of the schools’ and individual teachers’ needs with regard
to teacher in-service training courses; is aware of own professional
development needs.

* Is considerate towards staff; offers psychological support; takes an interest
in staff as people; is willing to help reconcile and make allowance for
personal/professional role conflicts.

Fielding et al (2001, p. 157) present a list of changes in head teachers work
the years before introducing the NPQH. Head teachers should:

* Bid for resources;

* support staff;

* tender for cleaning and canteen facilities;

* hire, fire, promote and dismissal the staff;

* install and operate the information system to measure and report on
performance;

* select, recruit staff and discipline pupils.

Going through the roles a head teacher must play I wonder: Is there
anything else they want us to do? Being myself head teacher for six years in a small
supplementary school in Bristol, I remember those days when I did nothing all day
but going through official mail from parents, organizations, LEAs, the EDEXCEL
etc.

James and Vince (2001, p. 315) say: ‘To allow the role of head teacher to
be overloaded will inevitably cause distress to the individual, impacting on the
effectiveness of school leadership’.

NCSL (2010) inits ‘information for head teachers leaflet hold a specific and
well defined role for serving head teachers. One could say the NCSL is looking for
‘agents’ to promote its leadership qualification programmes. Therefore, the NCSL
suggest to head teachers the following: ‘As a head teacher you have a vital role to
play in encouraging those with leadership potential to aspire to headship. You can
help to grow the next generation of school leaders by: being an ambassador for
the role; sharing your experience; assisting them; giving open honest feedback;,
supporting them in making an application, applying for a role as an NPQH assessor
or coach’.

The roles that a successful head teacher must play are described within the
National Standards which are set out in six key non-hierarchical areas. These six
key areas, when taken together, represent the role of the head teacher: Shaping the
future; Leading Learning and Teaching; Developing self and working with others;
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Managing the Organisation; Securing Accountability; Strengthening Community.

2.5 The Roles of a Head teacher and a Deputy head teacher of a
primary school in Greece

Primary school head teachers in Greece are accountable for the operational
programming of the school, the effective organisation of the school life and the
staff. Furthermore, they keep teaching, they are teachers after all. A teacher with a
ten years teaching experience must teach 23 hours per week while the head teacher
must teach for 12-8 hours per week depending on the size of the school. Deputy
Head teachers have, in addition to their management obligations, full teaching
responsibilities.

School management, in Greece, is centralised and the main decisions are
made, in a National Level, by the leadership of the Ministry of Education Lifelong
Learning and Religious Affairs. Under the Greek law, (official document: ®EK
1340/2002) the head teacher is on the top of the leadership pyramid of the school
community and he is responsible for the administrative and the scientific-pedagogic
guidance of the school. His/hers main task is:

e ..to create and build the vision of the school community;

* ..to take over the role of a mentor/educator, especially for the new qualified
teachers, as he/she is the exemplar icon for them;

e ..to use the school facilities to create an in-service training centre for
professional development of the staff;

* ..to provide an equal basis for cooperation between the staff;

e ..to lead and coordinate the teaching process and to inform the staff for the
regulations and the policy changes within the education system;

e ..to make sure that everyone is satisfied of his working environment and to
provide the opportunities for teachers to explore and to develop their skills
and abilities;

* ..to cooperate with the parents and the guardians of the pupils and with
the student association so he/she could cultivate warm and responsible
relationships within the school settings;

e ..finally to confer with the senior managers of the education system, the
teaching counsellor, the head of the prefecture education office so they can
apply more efficient the education policy. (p. 47)

The deputy head teacher is the substitute of the head teacher when he/she is
absent. He takes over a part of the responsibilities and especially the ones regarding
the everyday school life:

*  Within the responsibilities of a deputy head teacher is the observance of the
working hours of the staff.

* The planning of the ‘date of duty’ for the teachers in the school yard during
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the break.

* He/she is responsible for keeping the records and the ‘official books: the
register, the protocol etc.’ of the school, updated and in good condition.

e He/she is the ‘intermediate’; he/she stands in between the head teacher and
the teachers.

* And always be ‘in site’ to assist the head teacher.

2.6 Changes in leadership training in UK

It was nonetheless, as long ago as the 1960s when the first calls were made
for the provision of more systematic training of head teachers....It was, however,
only in the late 1990s, that the decision was made by the UK government to establish
a National College for School Leadership that would take a strategic overview of
leadership training and would seek to develop a ‘coherent framework’ (DfEE, 1999,
p. 4) for school leadership programmes.

In 1967, The Plowden Report came out and influenced the English
education system for the period of a generation. As Newton says ‘It was one of
the first governmentally inspired documents to state that there was inadequate
provision of training courses to prepare either prospective head teachers or deputy
head teachers for their future duties’. (Newton P., cited in Brundrett et al, 2003,
p.91)

As Bush (1999, p. 239) argue, the first educational management courses
were characterised by a heavy reliance on concepts and practice derived from
industrial settings and from the United States, where programmes in educational
administration had developed strongly in the 1950s and 1960s. The 1976 Open
University course, ‘E321 Management in Education’ was a typical example of this
genre.

By the early 1980s two key studies by Lloyd (1981) and Nias (1981)
revealed that schools could be managed successfully using very divergent styles
of leadership and made plain the pivotal role of head teachers in developing the
‘ethos’ of the school. (Newton P., cited in Brundrett et al, 2003, p.91)

Later on, at the beginning of the 1980s, Wood (1982) made a strong case for
enhanced training opportunities to be created and, in particular, he advised that a
‘training college’ for heads should be created. Wood argued for a course which was
‘something unique, and new, and explicitly designed to meet an identified need’.
(Cited in Brundrett et al, 2003, p.91)

The arrival of the first “national programmes’ that found specific government
imprimatur came with the Head teachers’ Leadership and Management Programme
(HEADLAMP) (TTA, 1995); Soon to be followed by the National Professional
Qualification for Headship (NPQH) (TTA, 1997) and the Leadership Programme
for Serving Head teachers (LPSH) (TTA, 1998). (Newton P., cited in Brundrett et
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al, 2003, p.91)

The National College for School Leadership was established in 2000 in
order to ‘provide a single national focus for leadership development and research’
(DfEE, 1999). The college is attempting to build a national network of school
leaders across the country. As the institution develops it is envisaged that it will
take formal control of the ‘mational programmes’ of school leadership training
and development such as the National Professional Qualification for Headship
(NPQH), Head teachers’ Leadership and Management Programme (HEADLAMP)
and Leadership Programme for Serving Head teachers (LPSH).

In November 2002 the Prime Minister, Tony Blair, subsequently launched
the National College for School Leadership. The government challenged the college
to make itself: ‘a driving force for world class leadership in our schools’ (DfEE,
1999, p.3). To this end the college has been set four main targets:

* To provide a single focus for school leadership development and research.

* To be a driving force for world class leadership in our schools and the wider
education service.

* To be a provider and promoter of excellence; A major resource for schools
and a catalyst for innovation.

* To stimulate national and international debate on leadership issues (NCSL,

2002a, p.9)

(Newton P., Cited in Brundrett et al, 2003, p.91)

The UK Prime Minister, Tony Blair, was also in no doubt about the
importance of the initiative:

‘Leadership and vision are crucial to raising standards and aspirations
across our nations’ schools...We cannot leave them to change...our best heads are
superb-but we need more of them-and that means offering them the best available
training; the chance to share their experience of what works, the opportunity to
learn from the best in leadership whether in the public or private sectors in this
country or abroad; and time for reflection, refreshment and inspiration.” DfEE,
(1999, p.2)

In October 2001 the college launched a new leadership framework (NCSL,
2001a), offering it to the profession for consultation. Heather Du Quesnay, Chief
Executive and Director of the college have said:

‘This framework is designed to be the backbone for leadership development
in this country s schools. We want it to form a coherent and flexible whole which will
make a real difference to our education system’ (NCSL, 2001a, Cited in Brundrett
et al, 2004, p.93)

The revised NPQH balances training and development with work-placed
learning. It combines private study, school-based assessment, residential training,
face to face learning and a strong element of information and communication
technology.
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In order to make sense of training provision for school leaders on a national
basis and provide a structure around which the college and its numerous partner
providers can organise leadership training and development activity, the college has
proposed that there are essentially five stages of school leadership (NCSL, 2001a,
pp.7-12)

* Emergent leaders are those beginning to take on formal leadership roles
within the system.

e Established leaders are those who are experienced deputy and assistant head
teachers and expert heads of subject and specialist areas who have decided
that they do not wish to become head teachers

* Those entering into headship are well catered for in the NPQH and the Head
teachers’ Induction Programme.

e Those in advanced leadership positions have significant and important
continuing training needs.

*  Consultant leaders are the richest resource in the profession. They are those
who have moved through all the other stages and are now highly experienced
and proficient in their roles. (Newton P.; Cited in Brundrett et al, 2003,p.95-
96)

Respondents to the Institute of Management leadership survey (Horne
and Selman-Jones, 2001), identified the following key characteristics of leaders:
‘Inspiring, Strategic thinker, Forward-looking, Honest, Fair-minded, Courageous,
Supportive, knowledgeable’. (Cited in Brundrett et al, 2004, p.174)

Bolam (2004, p. 252) in his review found that over many years, (1960s),
Her Majesty’s Inspectorate (HMI) ran a series of practical training courses for head
teachers designed to help heads manage the curriculum, organisation and staffing
of large schools.

In 1987, school management training was made a national funding priority
and has remained so ever since. Moreover the government funded a School
Management Task Force (SMTF), from 1989 to 1992, to promote more effective
control over management training by schools and more accessible provision of
flexible and practical forms of training and support. (DfES, 1990; Cited in Bolam,
2004, p. 253).

In the 1980s and 1990s, the former Department of Education and Science
(DES) provided a 20 day and one term (OTTO) training programmes for heads
and deputies. It subsequently established and supported the National Development
Centre for School Management Training (NDC), based at Bristol University and in
1989 the DES set up the School Management Task Force (SMTF), which operated
until 1992. (Bush 1998, pp. 324-325).
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2.7 Selection process and training in Greece

One of the basic characteristic of the Greek Educational System is its
centralisation. Amongst the first enactments of the Greek State were the ones about
education. Literatureresearchrevealed thatteachers were absent of the administration
and management team and it is clear that the basic rules are determined by the
central government. In the following paragraph I will attempt to present an historic
retrospection of the selection process for head teachers in Greece.

Saitis (2008) and his research reveals the following:

* The legislator establishes for the first time the post of a head teacher in a
Greek school by the year 1895 with the enactment of the Greek government
BTM®'/1895 (®EK 37, t.A"). Under this particular law, which was in
effect till 1985, ‘the teacher who had more years of experience or the senior
teacher could be appointed as the head teacher of the school’. One could
identify that the basic criterion for the selection was the years of expertise.

* In the 1940, the development law 2517/40, stated that the teacher who hold
a university degree of in-service training was the rightful head teacher,
independently of the teaching experience or the seniority of other teachers.

* In 1985 the enactment 1566/85, article 11, came in effect and changed
everything in the selection process. The head teachers’ and the deputy head
teachers’ post became a four year term position and for the first time degrees
like Master, PhD and other certificates became important for the selection
process.

The management of every school, primary, secondary and high school,
in Greece rests upon the head teacher, the deputy head teacher and the teaching
council of the school. The structure of the educational system nowadays is the result
of a huge education reform that happens in the 1980s. Following those changes the
educational system in Greece is structured in three phases as follows:

* First phase/ stage; which consists of primary and nursery education.

* Second phase/ stage; which consists of secondary school and high school.

* And third phase/ stage; which consists of Universities and Polytechnic
Schools.

The administrative organisation of the Greek Educational System is divided in:

* National Level; the Ministry of Education Lifelong Learning and Religion
Aftairs.

* Prefectural Level; the Management and Education Office.

* Local Level; the head teacher and the teaching council.

Furthermore, there are official central councils that are responsible, among
others, for the selection of the head teachers and the appointment of teachers in
management and teaching posts. These official councils (ILY.Z.ILE.: [Tepipeperaxod
Ynrnpeotaxd ZopPfovio [pwtoPdduag Exnaidevong, District Council of Primary
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Education), in a prefecture level, are the ones that call the applicants to participate
in the selection process, and finally there are the ones that select and appoint the
head teachers and the deputy head teachers in their posts.

Teachers who have eight years of teaching experience and have serve as
teachers in a teaching position for at least four years can apply for a head teachers
post. Responsibility for the procedure for the selection of the head teachers and the
deputy head teachers is upon the head and the District Official Council of Primary
Education. Therefore the council, in agreement with the following criteria, select
the new head teachers:

* The scientific and pedagogical training of the candidate.

* The teaching experience, the years of experience as a deputy head and the
years of experience as head teacher of the candidate.

* The personality of the candidate. (Official document 3467/2006, FEK 128,

t.A")

However, the years of experience is the basic requirement for the selection
process and it seems everything is arranged in a way that serve the serving and old
head teachers.

Summarising, the Greek Ministry of Education through the prefectural
councils select and appoint the new head teachers and deputy head teachers from
a list, a catalogue of candidates which is formed national. The District Council
exams the applications and sort the applicants in a descending order, taking into
consideration the interview results and their abilities and skills based on their
curriculum vitae, and official reports. The new head teachers and deputy head
teacher serve in their post for four years and then the selection procedure starts all
over again.

The last year, the new government decided to reform the educational system,
once more. They claim that the new restructuring they introducing is about a ‘new
school’ where the ‘pupils come first’. The first step was cutting down the teachers’
salaries by 20%. The second was to introduce ‘evaluation’ and the third changing
the procedure of selecting head teachers and deputy head teachers. Teachers, head
teachers, education counsellors, the media, academics and the universities, we all
talk about these changes. The pedagogical Institute has organised a huge research
amongst all teachers to express their belief about their need or not to be further
educated. The ongoing debate however is going on without the participation of
one critical participant, the Ministry is absent. The policy makers and the Greek
Ministry of Education are planning to introduce a National Qualification for
teachers and a National Qualification for Headship, (The translation of the title they
used to introduce that qualification is exactly the same with the NPQH in UK). The
Ministry states that the following qualifications are going to be mandatory for the
next round of head teacher selection in 2011, and that the School responsible for the
implementation of the qualification is the National School of Public Administration
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(NSPA), based in Athens. These three mandatory qualifications are or at least going
to be the following:

* The National qualification for Headship.

* The National qualification for teachers.

* National Qualification for Information and Communication Technologies
(ICT). A teacher could apply for a headship position, under the new law,
only if he/she is certified in Information and Communication Technologies
(ICT) and have proven skills in using new technologies for educational
purposes.

As the work of Thody et al, (2007) showed, the different degrees of
centralisation reflected in leadership preparation provision. Countries, in which
principal’s roles are mainly to administer state policies, with little autonomy
allowed, have less training for principal ship (Greece, Cyprus) than those where
leaders have to manage their schools more individually:

* In Greece, principals been offered optional short in-service training courses,
run by the Ministry of Education.

* In Cyprus, they do not have official leadership preparation programmes,
though the Ministry of Education provides one year management courses
through the Pedagogical Institute of Cyprus, after the principal’s initial
appointment.

* England’sheadteachersneed to obtain the National Professional Qualification
for Headship, yet there have been university educational administration
degrees and in-service courses for almost forty years now. (p. 42)

The last decade the Greek universities offer Master degrees in educational
management and administration. However there is no special training for new head
teachers. There is a gap which the new government attempts to fill in introducing
the new qualification as it was described above.

National Research Report (2008) in Greek head teachers and deputy head
teachers showed that professional development for headship is crucial for the Greek
educational policy:

* The research showed that 76.6% of the head teachers are male yet only the
25% of the teaching personnel are males.

* The lack of special training for the head teachers is recognised.

* Theresearch revealed that head teachers should be educated in: planning and
administration 78.7%:; in professional development 89.29%:; in socialisation
64.29% and in cultivating relationships within their community, with parents
and with governors 89/29% (p. 21).

Further research shows that the new generation of head teachers must be
educated in the scientific principles of management and will lead the educational
system into new horizons, ‘the new head teachers are our only hope to succeed’.
(Georgiadou & Kampouridis, 2005, p. 126).
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2.8 Previous Research in NPQH/ Deputy Headship in UK

Initially there was widespread concern about how appropriate the NPQH
was for training head teachers. Dame Patricia Collarbone, at the London
Leadership Centre, carried out a major review of the NPQH, which was running
out of energy by 2000. The review of the NPQH was carried out for the Department
for Education and Skills (DfES), to which the leadership programmes had been
transferred from the Teacher Training Agency, en route to the National College
for School Leadership (NCSL), established in 2000. The changes to the NPQH
transformed the programme.

Much of'the early criticism from higher education was directed at the NPQH,
but some was also aimed at the National Standards. Many in higher education
opposed the competency approach to training and development, which was seen as
narrow, atomistic and bureaucratic (Glatter 1997). Some also felt that little attention
had been paid to earlier and current research development in leadership career
preparation (Ribbins 1998. Cited in Green H., 2004, p. 17). There was also some
concern that the standards and the NPQH might not be sufficiently intellectually
demanding or promote creativity in new school leaders. (Green H., 2004, p.17)

Brundrett (1999) focused on the inherent tension between NPQH and the

higher degree programmes in education management which had developed over the
previous decade in England. (Cited in Green H. p.229).
Ofsted has said that the final assessment process is rigorous and valid, but Tomlinson
H. (2004) argues that the limited one-day process cannot be fully assured to
represent the very long term; it may not allow aspirant heads to demonstrate the
ability to sustain long term the capacity to manage time effectively. (Cited in Green
H. 2004, p.226)

There is another factor which is coming to the fore in research about
deputy headship. That is the number of deputy Heads who are not actively seeking
headship. James & Whiting’s work (1998) categorises deputies into five types:
active aspirants; potential aspirants, unpredictables; settlers; unavailed aspirants
(Cited in Garrett Viv., 1999, p. 70.)

Garrett Viv. (1999, p. 78) states after concluding a research on the role of a deputy
head teacher:

‘The results of this research and an effect of the new NPQH qualification is
that it has focused attention on the need for primary deputies to have an entitlement
framework of: a clear definition of a role with full responsibility for major areas
of school life; real opportunities to undertake such a senior leadership role;
a personal programme for training and development; and all underpinned by a
proactive approach to their own professional development .

James and Whiting (1998) go on to show that deputy head teachers decide
not to become a head teacher and their arguments are related to contextual reasons,
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from job satisfaction to family commitments, combined with a view of headship as
not professionally or personally attractive. (Cited in Gunter H.M., in Fielding M.,
2001, p. 166)

For Winkley (1998) having the training does not necessarily mean that you
will be an effective head teacher, and he argues ‘that much of the content of the
NPQH can be learned quickly, but what is missing and is more essential are deep
philosophical questions about working with people and children, and this requires
you to think about yourself and your values’. (Cited in Gunter H.M., in Fielding M.,
2001, p. 165)

The deputy head teacher is being conceptualised as an aspiring head teacher
in the making, though as Garrett and McGeachie (1999) show there are career
deputy head teachers who need training and support for that role.

James and Whiting (1998, p. 12) report on research into the decision to
become a head teacher, and at a time of a shortage of recruits they argue: ‘the
notion that there is a large pool of potential heads out there who have the capacity
to assume headship and who will, of course, choose to do so in sufficient numbers
is unsustainable’. (Cited in Gunter H.M., in Fielding M., 2001, p. 165).

Ribbins (1997, p. 307) concludes from his review of the literature that
appears to be relatively little research on deputy headship and, drawing on his own
research on heads, even suggests that ‘very few enjoyed being a deputy’ ( Cited in
Rutherford D., 2003, p. 63). Most in-depth studies focus on the head and there is
no ethnographic study of a deputy in a primary school. However, seminal work
has been reported on the professional development of deputies (Jayne 1996) and
career perspectives of deputies (James & Whiting 1998; Wallace & Huckman 1999;
Wallace 2001; Rutherford 2002, Cited in Rutherford D., 2003, p. 63).

Moreover, in recent years, there have been three major studies (Webb &
Vulliamy 1996; Southworth 1998; Hughes & James 1999) into the leadership and
management of primary schools that have focused, in part or in whole, on the roles
and responsibilities of deputies and their relationships with their heads. (Cited in
Rutherford D., 2003, p. 63).

Muyjis & Harris (2003, p. 6) point out that the research evidence concerning
the leadership of other established school leaders, such as assistant or deputy heads,
is relatively sparse.

Webb and Vulliamy (1995; 1996, chapter five, p. 101) report how the policy
and legislative changes, that followed the 1988 Education Reform Act have affected
deputies. The deputies all report that their range of responsibilities and consequently
their workload has expanded enormously since the implementation of the National
Curriculum (particularly since most were also full-time class teachers and so
non-contact time was a continuing issue). They also report increasing demands
in relation to curriculum leadership, whole-school management (e.g. assessment,
professional development, special educational needs), as well as ‘some nuts and
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bolts jobs’ (Cited in Rutherford 2003, p. 63).

Southworth (1998) argues that the involvement of the deputies in the
classroom provides them the potential to take the lead in school improvement
initiatives; however, his own research carried out at the 1997 Hertfordshire Deputy
Head’s Annual Conference, revealed that ‘many deputies may be unable to do much
more because of their class teaching responsibilities’. (Cited in Rutherford D.,
2003, p. 65-66)

Bringing together the work of Southworth (1993-1994; project) and of
Hughes and James (1999), Rutherford (2003, p. 67) proposed the following four
factors as underpinning a successful relationship between the head and the deputy:
shared values and vision, close personal and professional relationships, clarity
about the boundaries of the two roles, provision of non-contact time for the deputy.
However, previous research in deputy-head teacher relationship does not take into
account how the impact of the radical and challenging proposals in NPQH training
programme could affect the roles and the relationships of the head and the deputy.

Panyako and Rorie (1987) argued that the terms ‘assistant’ and ‘deputy’
imply a subordinate, relational and dependent role to another individual, and may
not fully acknowledge the qualifications, expertise and experience held by those in
such positions. (Cited in Cranston N. et al (2004), p. 230).

2.9 Previous Research in NPQH

Creissen (1997, p. 118) argues: ‘There are aspects of the head teacher's
job which are hard to access through the NPQH and which have to be measured
through confidential references and the interview process. Such issues are about
styles of leadership, the individual's notions of ‘power’ and personal traits. There
is also an intuitive nature to headship which is a problematic issue for assessment’.
(Cited in Fielding M., et al, 2001, p. 164)

Bush (1998) in reviewing the original model takes a strategic approach and
raises questions about whether the NPQH can ‘provide appropriate and sufficient
preparation for headship’. In summary Bush argues that:

* The National Standards put more emphasis on competence than on support
through mentoring systems.

* The National Standards make a false and distorted distinction between
leadership and management.

* Drawing on ‘best practice from outside of education’ is problematic, as the
core business of schools is teaching and learning.

* The ‘Chinese wall’ between assessment and training is distorting learning
and undermining the formative process.

* The ‘artificial distinction and the pretentious claim that only the NPOH can
prepare aspiring heads’ has been changed as a result of the Labour policy
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following the 1997 election. However, the connection between the NPQH

and master’s degrees needs more clarification. (Cited in Gunter H.M., in

Fielding M. et al, 2001, p. 161)

Crow and Weindling (2010) note: ‘England, a country which until recently
has not made certification mandatory, is now requiring the NPQH, which is
administered by the NCSL, a unit created by the Blair administration and funded
almost exclusively by the government. This emphasis on technical skills and
competencies ignores larger roles and identities of school leaders, in particular the
political’. (p. 138)

Research show that political leadership is part of the everyday school life and
acquires lot of time from the head teachers in ‘confronting ideological differences’
(Post, 1992; Cuban, 1988; Cited in Crow and Weindling, 2010, p. 138)

As Fink (2005) noted: ‘Politics is about power and influence, and to ignore
political issues or consider that political activity is unworthy of a leader is to leave
the school, its staff, pupils and parents vulnerable to competing social forces’. (p.
13)

Simkins et al (2009, p. 37) in their research, about the three major in-
school development programmes carried out by the NCSL: Leading from the
Middle (LftM); the National Professional Qualification for Heaship (NPQH); the
Leadership Programme for Serving Head teachers (LPSH), identify three primary
final outcomes: Changes in pupil characteristics; Changes in the schools’ culture;
Participants’ career progression.

We should accept the fact that senior management teams, especially the
head teacher of the school is there to apply the regulations of the Ministry, deputy
head teachers are the fortunate ones, they do not need to confront the staff; it is up
to the head teacher to inform and to persuade them to accept change.

2.10 National College for School and Leadership (NCSL) and
Government bodies

Following a General Election in 1997 the new Labour Government published
a Green Paper entitled ‘teachers meeting the challenge of change’ (DfEE 1998)
that was designed to modernise the teaching profession and produce a ‘world class
education system’. The key aims in the Green Paper can be summarised as follows:
*  Better leadership-pay;
*  Better rewards for teaching;
* Better training;
*  Better support and new possibilities; (Cited in Rutherford 2003, p. 60).
In order to make the governments’ vision true, the National College of
School and Leadership (NCSL) took over to successfully put into practice the
newly introduced training programme, the NPQH training programme. Simkins et
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al (2009) highlight the outline of the NPQH programme from induction day to the
one-day final skills assessment as follows:

‘NPQH begins with an induction day and a contract visit by the tutor to scope
the participants’ training and development and in-school work needs. A period of
self study follows, supported by four face-to-face days and meetings of candidates’
learning circles. There opportunities for discussion online with the national module
discussion group, with personal tutors and fellow candidates in the online summary
of learning group and access to special interest groups. Candidates also make up
to two visits to other workplaces and record key learning in a learning journal. An
important element of the programme is the school improvement project into which
candidates and their schools have to contract, the learning from which provides a
key element in candidates’ final portfolios. The programme concludes with school-
based assessment, a 48-hour residential and a one-day final skills assessment.
Following successful assessment of outcomes from these various elements the final
award of NPQH is made’. (p. 32).

NCSL (2009) inform candidates that there are three routes; one could follow,
through the qualification:

* Route one; is for candidates with relatively limited experience in senior
management roles. This route starts at the Access Stage and takes up to 2
years to complete.

* Route two; is for candidates with greater senior management experience and
achievements. This route begins at the Development Stage and takes one
year to complete.

* Route three; is for those candidates who are very close to headship and
can demonstrate significant expertise and achievements against the National
Standards which are confirmed through School-Based Assessment.
Candidates then move to the Final Stage. This Stage comprises a 48-hour

residential and Final Assessment against the National Standards for Head teachers.
(p. 23). A further study of the NPQH programme reveals that the training consists
of three stages, described as follows: the access stage, the development stage and
the final-graduation stage.

* The access stage (for those with limited experience): If a candidate is
assessed as having sufficient experience in senior leadership, he/she can
proceed straight to the development stage. The access stage consists of
the pre-induction activities, induction session, training and development
activities and final tutorial before moving towards the development stage.

* The development stage (more experienced candidates or those who have
completed the access stage): The development stage consists of the pre-
induction activities, the induction session, the contract visit, the training
and development activities and finally the school-based assessment. In the
development stage the National College: a) Agree and provide appropriate
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in-school opportunities to address your trainee heads’ development needs
and b) Release your trainee head from school for a placement of between 5
and 20 days, in a leadership development school; and for other development
opportunities as appropriate

*  Final stage/Graduation: In the final stage the National College: a) Assess
final skills obtained after a 48hour residential programme, b) Validate
elements of the trainee heads’ evidence when they progress to the graduation
board and ¢) Award the NPQH certificate.

The next step is to think about the role that Governors should play in relation
with the National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH). NCSL (2006)
suggests that it is important for the governors to look far into the future of their
school. There is a crucial, a central need to ‘create a pool of good quality school
leaders providing opportunities for potential leaders to develop their leadership
skills’. (p. 11)

Governors and Governing bodies

As the responsibility of recruiting and selecting a new head teacher rest
on the governors, NCSL (2010, p. 5) attempted to provide detailed information
and guidelines to new and experienced governors in the information manual for
governors they issued.

‘As a governor, you have a vital role to play in ensuring there are sufficient
leaders who are ready to take up the complex and challenging role of headship. You
will know from your own experience the importance of strong leadership from an
effective head teacher. You may even be a governor in one of the many schools that
has experienced difficulties in recruiting a head teacher. We hope that you will want
to make a contribution to the wider education system and the national strategy to
recruit head teachers for 21°' century schools: By playing your part in encouraging
candidates; By supporting the head teacher of your school; By welcoming NPOQH
trainee head teachers from other schools for short placements. (p. 5)

NCSL (2006) suggests that the governing body should consider that:

* Recruiting a new head teacher is among the most important decisions a
governing body can make and should be approached with deliberation.

*  Governing bodies should have a long-term plan in place for headship
succession, keeping the current head involved and identifying possible
internal recruits. (p. 13).

*  Governing bodies should take care to ensure that NPQH is a ‘threshold’
mandatory qualification. (p. 38)

What governors ask (adverts, Brooks G., 2006, p.4-6):

*  Proven classroom skills; Enjoyment, enjoyment both of teaching and of
learning; Good inter-personal skills; A candidate committed to excellence,
a head teacher with clear vision who will formulate aims and objectives and
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establish policies.
*  An enthusiastic deputy.
* Governors often want someone who is ambitious.

NCSL (2006, p. 7) point out that recruitment decisions fall naturally into
seven stages. We have discovered in our research that schools tend to be more
successful in recruiting a head teacher who fits their school well. The stages in
recruitment and selection process are:

* Preparation; getting ready to run an effective recruitment process.

* Definition of need; understanding and describing your ideal candidate.
* Attraction; getting the right people to apply.

e Selection; choosing the best candidate.

* Appointment; securing your chosen candidate.

* Induction; giving your new head a strong start.

*  Evaluation; learning from the experience.

The support of a line manager (usually the head teacher) is important during
NPQH. The candidate’s head teacher will need to supply a supporting statement
when the candidate applies, and allow the candidate time and resources to carry out
a school improvement project during the programme. (NCSL, 2009, p. 23)

2.11 Linkage between NPQH and Masters’ Degrees

Soon after the National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPQH)
was introduced by the government, a debate, about linking or not the NPQH with
Master’s in Educational Management and Administration, have started. (Green,
2004; Bush) both agreed that there must be a linkage between Master’s and NPQH,
yet, initially, TTA was against it. These days, however things have change and the
NCSL inform the candidates who are about to enrol to the NPQH that there is an
agreement in effect. NCSL (2010) publicize as follows that agreement:

Accreditation of NPQH towards Master’s degrees

We have proposed that higher education institutions admit participants to
Master s programmes in School Leadership and Management with 33% credit (60
points at M level), under their accreditation of prior learning arrangements, provided
that participants hold a National Professional Qualification for Headship (NPOH)
certificate. Individual universities will have particular requirements before the 33%
credit is awarded. The College has now set up a Universities Partnership Group of
HEIs with nationally recognised school leadership centres. This partnership group
comprises the following universities: Bath, Cambridge, Hull, Leicester, Lincoln,
Manchester, Nottingham, Open University, Sheffield, and Warwick.

Accreditation of Master’s degrees towards NPQH
As part of the partnership arrangements described above, we will
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offer NPQH applicants who hold Master's degrees in School Leadership and
Management from the partner universities the opportunity to use their prior
learning in their application. However, since NPQH eligibility is subject to agreed
national procedures, including moderation, these applicants must also be able
to demonstrate achievements and expertise against the key areas of the National

Standards for Head teachers.
In the following chapter the methodology used for gathering data, from

deputy head teachers in South West of United Kingdom and from Head teachers in
Greece, is presented.
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Chapter 3: Methodology

In modern societies educational research is frequent and a natural thing to
do if we feel the need to improve our educational system and move forward to the
future. Specific knowledge and appropriate data is needed for the understanding of
an issue, a situation, for curriculum planning, educating future teachers and head
teachers, or finding a solution to a particular problem.

The perceptions of those who took part in this particular survey will bring
light to important elements of the procedures of their implementation within NPQH
process.

As it was mentioned in previous chapters the government clearly stated that
NPQH is believed to be essential and mandatory for those who seek a head teacher’s
position since 2004. Policy makers base the necessity to introduce this innovative
programme on the fact that there was an essential gap, in training and preparing
teachers to take responsibility running a school, transforming a new generation of
teachers into well trained heads.

3.1 Scope

The target population of my research are deputy heads in part one and head
teachers from England and Greece, in part two. Some of the DHs have already
obtained the qualification; others are working towards it and finally there are some
who aren’t interested in doing it. The numbers of the participants are presented in
the following table.

Intention to enroll in the NPQH

Valid Cumulative
Frequencv | Percent Percent Percent
Valid  Yes 9 23,1 23,1 23,1

No 6 15,4 15,4 38,5
Not Sure 1 2,6 2,6 41,0
Already  obtained

23 59,0 59,0 100,0
NPQH
Tota

39 100,0 100,0

I must note, in that point, that the questionnaire and the appropriate cover
letter was send to the head teachers with the request to forward it to their deputies.
One could identify an important limitation of this approach such as the negative or
positive effect that could have to deputies regarding their autonomy to answer or not
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the questionnaire. A second cover letter was send to the head teachers explaining to
them how I am planning to carry out the second part of my investigation, asking if
they are willing to participate in the interview process. I was pleasantly surprised
when in a week I received in my personal email account the positive response
of twelve head teachers who were willing to participate in my research. A follow
up letter was send, in an attempt to increase the numbers of respondents. Many
researchers like C. Robson (2004, p.250) stress the importance of that procedure:
‘this is the most productive factor in increasing response rates’. Finally, a diary will
be kept recording the whole procedure from stage one to the end.

3.2 Methods

Following a methodical and extensive look into different ways to do a
research, [ decided that doing a survey would suit my needs at the utmost doable level
so my aim to obtain information from a representative sample will be successful.
C. Robson (2002, p.230), define the following typical central features of a survey:

1. The use of a fixed, quantitative design

2. The collection of a small amount of data in standardised form from a
relatively large number of individuals

3. The selection of representative samples of individuals from known
populations

A successful investigation should above all make it achievable for the
research to draw convincing inferences from the data gathered in terms of
generalization, association and causality. Thus, it has to be appropriately designed
aiming at the correct target population. C. Robson (2002, p.241) stress that: ‘The
survey questions should be designed to help achieve the goals of the research and,
in particular, to answer the research questions’.

According to J. Bell (2004, p.14), the researcher should specify the type of data
needed to answer the problem having and design a survey that can provide answers
to the following questions: What? Where? When? How? But it is not easy to find
out an easy answer about the Why? Cohen et al (2000, p.44), state that ‘ By methods,
we mean that range of approaches used in educational research to gather data
which are to be used as a basis for inference and interpretation for explanation
and prediction’. A. N. Oppenheim (1992, p.6), note that methods are ‘the research
techniques used for data generation and collection’.
According to M. Denscombe (2007, pp.8-12) there are several methods of data
collection:

* Questionnaires: (postal, email, web-based).

* Interviews: (face-to-face, telephone).

*  Documents

* Observations
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Researchers agree that each technique has both advantages and disadvantages.
For the need of this survey, questionnaires, interviews and limited examination of
documents were chosen to be used.
C. Robson (2002, pp.233-234) stress the following advantages and disadvantages
of questionnaire/interview based surveys:
Advantages:

* They provide a relatively simple and straightforward approach to the study

of attitudes, values, beliefs and motives.
* They may be adapted to collect general information from almost any human

population.
* High amounts of data standardization.
Disadvantages:

* Data are affected by the characteristics of the respondents.
* Respondents won’t necessarily report their beliefs and attitudes.

3.3 Reliability, Validity, Triangulation, Pilot group and Ethics

Reliability and Validity are crucial elements of any social research and it
was seriously taken into consideration when designing the questionnaire.

Reliability has to do with consistency of the results. If the same or other

researcher repeats the research and manage to reach the same results, then we could
say that the research is reliable.
J. Bell (2004, p.103) notes: ‘Reliability is the extent to which a test or procedure
produces similar results under constant conditions on all occasions’. In other words
the research instrument produces the same data time after time on every occasion
that it is used. A.N. Oppenheim (1992, p.144) refers to the: ‘purity and consistency
of a measure’. K.F. Punch (2004, p.99) adds up: ‘Reliability enables us to estimate
error: the larger the reliability, the smaller the error, and conversely the smaller the
reliability, the larger the error’.

Validity is an altogether more complex concept, but if the research method
is to be accepted as fair it is necessary to establish its validity. A data collection
technique is valid when it actually measures or describes what it is supposed to
measure or describe (J. Bell 2004, p.104, A.N. Oppenheim 1992, p.160, K. F. Punch
2004, p.100). Similarly to reliability, validity is a matter of degree, which means
that it is better to say that the results have high or low degree of validity than saying
that the results are valid or invalid. K.F. Punch (2004, p.101) demonstrates three
main approaches to the validation of instruments:

1. Content validity: focuses on whether the full content of a conceptual
description, (space, holding ideas and concepts), is represented in the
measure’.

2. Incriterion-related validity: ‘an indicator is compared with another measure
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of the same construct in which the researcher has confidence. There are

two types of criterion validity. Concurrent validity is where the criterion

variable exists in the present and predictive validity is where the criterion
variable will not exist until later’.

3. Construct validity: ‘any measure exists in some theoretical context, and
should therefore show a relationship with other constructs which can be
predicted and interpreted within that context’. In order to achieve having
this kind of validity, the questionnaire should be linked with any appropriate
theories, related with the aims of the investigation.

Cohen et al (2000, p.112), define triangulation as the use of two or more
methods of data collection in the study of some aspect of human behaviour...
triangulation is a technique of physical measurement...triangular techniques in
the social sciences attempt to map out, or explain more fully, the richness and
complexity of human behaviour by studying it from more than one standpoint
and, in doing so, by making use of both quantitative and qualitative data.

Denzin (1970, in L. Cohen et al, p.113) has extended his view of triangulation
as a multi-method approach and he mention six types of triangulation:

*  Time triangulation

* Space triangulation

* Combined levels of triangulation

* Theoretical triangulation

* [nvestigator triangulation

*  Methodological triangulation

Methodological triangulation was chosen as I used two research methods, postal
questionnaires and semi-structured interviews.

To obtain useful and accurate data we need both validity and reliability. A
researcher should ask the question: are my instruments of measurement valid, do
they actually measure what they are designed to measure? The use of feedback from
a pilot group was important to ensure that the final version of the questionnaire was
appropriate designed.

Many ethical issues arise during the stages of the research. As researchers
anticipate data collection, data analysis and interpretation many ethical issues
emerge that call for good ethical decisions. This is because social research involves
humans. Humans interact with each other and we collect data from people about
people. According to N. Walliman, (2003, p.213) there are two perspectives from
which the researcher can view the ethical issues in research: ‘The first is concerned
with the values of honesty, frankness and personal integrity, and the second with
those of responsibilities to the subjects of research, such as privacy, confidentiality
and courtesy’.

L.Cohenetal (2000, p.245),notes: ‘the questionnaire will always be an intrusion into
the life of the respondent... they cannot be coerced into completing a questionnaire.

© Panagiotis S. Soulandros, 2021 / © Exd6ceig AEAEBEXH., Apyog 2021



THE NATIONAL PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATION FOR HEADSHIP 39

They might be strongly encouraged, but the decision whether to become involved
and when to withdraw from the research is entirely theirs’.
J. Bell (2004, p.41), presents some conditions and guarantees in a set of basic
principles of ethical social research:

* All participants will be offered the opportunity to remain anonymous

* All information will be treated with the strictest confidentiality

* Interviewees will have the opportunity to verify statements when the research

is in draft form

* Participants will receive a copy of the final report
The researcher needs to keep in mind all the above and be aware of the sensitive
issues that could arose during the planning and especially during conducting the
actual investigation.

3.4 Target group/ Sample

Gathering data from the whole population, or a very large number of
population is not only time consuming, but it is also costly and inefficient. It is
crucial, necessary and essential to choose sample. L. Cohen et al (2000, p.93) note:
‘researchers must obtain the minimum sample size that will accurately represent
the population being targeted’. According to Entwistle and Nisbet (1972, p.29),
‘the first stage in sampling is to define the population’. The target population in
my research is the deputy heads who serve in three large cities in South-West of
England, Bristol, Bath and Weston-Super-Mare. I keep in mind that a researcher
should be aware to be very careful choosing a representative sample, in order to
avoid collecting false or useless data. After the data analysis of the questionnaires
the target population for the second part of my inquiry are the head teachers in
England and in Greece.

In social research sampling is undertaken in several ways which include:
random sampling, systematic sampling, stratified sampling, cluster sampling, stage
sampling, convenience sampling and purposive sampling. The Cluster sampling
is considered the most appropriate for this survey. According to this method as L.
Cohen et al (2000, p.101) note: ‘Cluster samples are widely used in small scale
research. By cluster sampling, the researcher can select a specific number of schools
and test all students in those selected schools’, (in my case the deputy head teachers
and head teachers).

The schools were randomly selected from the Bristol, Bath and W-S-M
school directory and the deputy head teachers who work in these schools are 168.
Eleven of the questionnaires were returned to me due to false address so the valid
number of the deputy heads who were targeted was 157. This was the group of
interest, the ‘target population’. Questionnaires were sent and 157 who received
them were the sample. The responds were 39, number that represents 24.84% of the
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population, which can be considered representative sample.

The questionnaires were posted on the first week of July 2008. Attached to

each questionnaire was the cover letter addressing each respondent and explaining
the purpose of the inquiry. I informed the deputies that they could return it to me
within 7-10 days.

In the following paragraph one can see more detailed elements about the

sample. Out of the 39 responders:

17 were males (43.6 %) and 22 females (56.4 %).

13 had 1-10 years of teaching experience (33.3 %), 19 had 11-20 years
of teaching experience (48.7 %) and 7 had 20 and over years of teaching
experience (17.9 %).

32 were serving 1-5 years as deputy head teachers (82.1 %), 6 were serving
6-10 years as deputy head teachers (15.4 %) and 1 was serving 11-15 years
as deputy head teacher (2.6 %).

30 own University degree (76.9 %), 7 own Masters’ degree (17.9 %), 1 own
PhD (2.6 %) and 1 owns ‘other’ qualification (2.6 %).

23 had obtain the NPQH (59 %), 9 intent to enrol (23.1 %) and 6 weren’t
interested in doing it (15.4 %).

3.5 The Questionnaire

The decision to use postal questionnaires for the needs of this research was

based on the following assumptions:

The use of questionnaires gives the opportunity to the researcher to generalise
the results of the survey easier because each subject receive the same set of
questions. The sample size and the cost are important factors as well.

The use of questionnaire is perceived by the respondents more positive
regarding the protection of their anonymity that this tool provides in higher
level.

In questionnaires, it is easier to include questions and statements from all
the areas which data are needed, for example, the implementation of the
NPQH; the role of the head teacher and LEA.

The use of questionnaires allows to the researcher to reach the respondents
over a wide geographic area.

It is not time consuming.

Questionnaires have a low cost of data collection, an important factor
according to A. N. Oppenheim (1992, p.102).

For the designing of the questionnaire, a researcher must take the follows

into consideration:

Anonymity; the questionnaires were anonymous. As Frankfort-Nachmias
and Nachmias (1992) say: ‘The obligation to protect the anonymity of
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research participants and to keep research data confidential is all inclusive’.
(In L. Cohen et al. 2000, p.61).

* Before starting designing the questionnaire a thorough investigation of the
relevant literature on NPQH, must be done.

* Important is the selection of the type of the questions to be asked. The use of
statement-closed questions is more likely to be used because those questions
are easier to answer. However in every section of the questionnaire there is
an open-ended question. The purpose of those open-ended questions is to
give the opportunity to the respondents to express freely their opinion.

* The need for a pilot study in order to ‘get the bugs out’, as J. Bell states,
(2004, p.128)

* The importance of the piloting group.

The questionnaire consisted of 6 pages and it is divided in four sections.
The first page contain the cover letter and a small informational paragraph, in the
last page I offer to the participants the opportunity to express any further comments
they may have and I give some personal information such as my name and my
university email account. In the first section (see Appendix A) there are five closed
questions asking for background information about the gender of the respondents,
teaching experience, years of experience as DHs, about other qualifications and
their status regarding the NPQH. The other three sections are linked with the three
aims of the survey. {See chapter 1, page (1)}.
Question types: Likert scale

In my questionnaire the summated rating or Likert scale was used to estimate
deputy head teachers’ attitudes towards NPQH. In 1932, Rensis Likert, formatted
a very useful and well-known question form, named after him as Likert scale. In
its most popular format the responder is presented with a sentence and is asked to
agree or disagree on a three to seven point scale. Gall (1996, p.297), notes: ‘Likert
scales, which typically ask for the extent of agreement with an attitude item, are a
common type of attitude scale’. Oppenheim A.N. (1992 p.200) says: ‘The Likert
scales tend to perform very well when it comes to a reliable, rough ordering of
people with regard to a particular attitude...they provide more precise information
about the respondents degree of agreement or disagreement’. In the questionnaire
I designed for the purposes of this investigation, for some questions, a six point
Likert scale:
1=Strongly disagree, 2=Disagree, 3=Not Sure, 4=Agree, 5=Strongly Agree, 6=No
answer
A five point Likert scale was chosen for some others questions:
1=Lowest, 2=Low, 3=High, 4=Highest, 5=No answer
The Likert scale is placed on the right side of the statements which are expressed
rather in a positive form than in a negative one. Robson C. (2002) makes clear that:
‘Items in Likert scale can look interesting to respondents, and people often enjoy
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completing a scale of this kind. This can be of importance, not only because if they
are interested they are likely to give considered rather than perfunctory answers,
but also because in many situations people may, just not be prepared to coQoperate
in something that appears boring’.

Piloting

According to many researchers it is crucial for the validity and reliability of
a survey to pilot the instrument methods used to gather data. J. Bell (2004, p.128)
notes: ‘The purpose of a pilot exercise is to get the bugs out of the instrument so
that subjects in your main study will experience no difficulties in completing it
and so that you carry out a preliminary analysis to see whether the wording and
format questions will present any difficulties when the main data are analysed’. To
ensure that the questionnaire was appropriate designed and before the final version
of my questionnaire was to be handed out to the target population, I tested it with
a small group in a pilot run. The pilot study allows to the researcher to discover
any gaps in the research process and sort them out so they would not cause any
problems. A total of six questionnaires were handed out to my pilot group. The pilot
group consisted of six deputy heads. The number of the critical friends was decided
according to Andersons’ suggestion: ‘4 good method of pilot testing a questionnaire
is to assemble a group of six to twelve volunteers’, (1990, p.217). My aim was to
get feedback on the wording of the questionnaire, to check if the questionnaire is
understandable, and to check how long it takes for the deputies to complete it. As
Walliman (2003 p.238) puts it: ‘A questionnaire should be pre-tested on a small
number of people in what is called a pilot study...so as to anticipate any problems
of comprehension or other sources of confusion’. The next step after the necessary
changes was to post the questionnaires to the target population of my research.

The Interview

In order to build further in validity and reliability to my study, I will apply
the multi-method approach of triangulation which J. Bell (2004, p. 102) defines as:
‘the use more than one method of data-collecting’.

Following the analysis of the questionnaire responses, I came up with the
questions I needed to ask the head teachers in part two of my investigation. It is clear
that it is impossible for a researcher to interview all the heads so one should select
a convenience sample, which could be representative. In this survey, I chose the
sample from the head teachers who responded positive in my request to interview
them. The head teachers were encouraged to express their opinions. The interviews
were spread over a week on the first week of September 2010 for the Greek head
teachers. A high degree of trust had to be created between me and the head teachers

© Panagiotis S. Soulandros, 2021 / © Exd6ceig AEAEBEXH., Apyog 2021



THE NATIONAL PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATION FOR HEADSHIP 43

so they could be reassured about ethical issues such as confidentiality and anonymity
promised in my cover letter. Kimmel (1988) notes: ‘one finding that emerges from
the empirical literature is that some potential respondents in research on sensitive
topics will refuse to cooperate when an assurance of confidentiality is weak, vague,
not understood, or thought likely to be breached’. (In L. Cohen et al. 2000, p.62).

L. Cohen et al. (2000, p.267) remarks an interview as: ‘an interchange of
views between two or more people on a topic of mutual interest...interviews enable
participants to discuss their interpretations of the world in which they live, and to
express how they regard situations from their own point of view .

M. Denscombe, (2007, pp.175-178), mention the following interview types:

1. Structured interviews; involve tight control over the format of the questions
and answers.

2. Semi-structured interviews; the interviewer is prepared to be flexible in
terms of the order in which the topics considered and more significantly, to
let the interviewee develop ideas and speak more widely.

3. Unstructured interviews; go further in the extent to which emphasis is
placed on the interviewees’ thoughts.

4. One-to-one_interviews; the most common form of semi-structured or
unstructured interview is this variety which involves a meeting between one
researcher and one informant.

5. Group interviews; by interviewing more than one person at a time the
researcher is able to dramatically increase the number and the range of
participants involved in the research.

One issue that haunt me, as a lonely first time researcher, is that one
related to the question: ‘How do I do this?’ Practice seems to me the only solution.
Practise and feedback/comments from interviewees in the pilot run is something
that researchers recommend. What I need is to gather data, valuable data and in
order to achieve this; I need to influence interviewees to talk freely and openly. C.
Robson (2004, pp.274-275) suggests: ‘Your own behaviour has a major influence
on their willingness to do this’, furthermore he adds the following: ‘Listen more
than you speak, put questions in a straightforward, clear and non-threatening way,
eliminate cues which lead interviewees to respond in a particular way and avoid
long, leading and biased questions’.

Researchers consider interviews as highly subjective technique in gathering
data. Therefore they suggest careful preparation to avoid the danger of bias, largely
because as Selltiz et al. (1962, p.583) point out: ‘interviewers are human beings
and not machines’. (In, J. Bell, 2004, p.139). C. Robson (2004, p.273) explains:
‘All interviews require careful preparation; making arrangements to visit, securing
necessary permissions, confirming arrangements and rescheduling appointments’.
Time planning and time management is a crucial skill that one should own to be a
successful interviewer, and so I am satisfied of the level of my preparation since |
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had plenty time to plan and to carry out my research.
M. Denscombe (2007, pp.202-204) notes the following advantages and

disadvantages of interviews:
Advantages: depth of information; insights; equipment; informants’ priorities;
flexibility; high respond rate; validity; therapeutic.
Disadvantages: time-consuming; data analysis; reliability; interview effect;
inhibitions; invasion of privacy; resources.
I should mention though my belief that the number of head teachers was limited
because the procedure of the interviews is time consuming and the cost involved is
high. M. Denscombe (2007, p.175) notes: ‘the interviews are viable in terms of the
costs in time and travel involved’. In my research I chose semi-structured interviews
in a single approach of the target group, therefore telephone interviewing was the
appropriate method to follow for me to achieve the better results interviewing
the head teachers in Greece. With limited time and funds a small scale study was
designed. Seven productive Greek Head teachers (4 men and 3 women) were
contacted and they agreed to participate in the research I was conducting. A semi-
structured interview schedule was prepared and with the consent of the Heads who
were interviewed their responses were recorded transcribed and analysed. All of
the heads were interviewed by phone after a date was planned and copies of the
six questions to be asked were emailed to them prior the interview. I must add that
the questions were translated by me in Greek and the whole purpose of the study
was explained to the Greek Head teachers thoroughly. The Interview Questions are
presented in Appendix C .

Using questionnaires, interviews, and examination of advertisements and
official documents I believe I will manage to establish some kind of triangulation
that could enlarge the validity of my study.
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Chapter 4: Data Analysis - Results
4.1 Data Analysis

This chapter is the essential part of this enquiry because the discussion and
the analysis of the results of the survey will clarify the deputies’ perceptions about
the NPQH programme. Furthermore the results could offer valuable insight in
which areas the programme could be improved for a successful implementation of
the innovation.

As it was mentioned in the previous chapter, out of the 157 questionnaires
that were posted to deputy head teachers across Bristol, Bath and Weston Super
Mare, 39 questionnaires were returned which consists a percentage of 24.84%.
Almost all the questionnaires were answered with a few minor exceptions that were
left out.

The purpose of this chapter is to provide an analysis of the findings of the
research to be used to answer the research questions. It is vital to keep in mind
that the principal aim of this research book is to review, discuss, synthesize and
summarise existing research and thinking about the NPQH programme and to
investigate particularly the deputy head teachers’ beliefs about this qualification
and school leadership in general. This aim is manageable, I think, because I had
the fortune to serve as head teacher, and as deputy head teacher in a supplementary
mother tongue school in Bristol, UK and in Greece, as well, for the last 12 years.
The tables used illustrate in a comprehensive way the findings. The responses
of the deputy head teachers were analysed and presented in the following pages.
Comparison of percentages, frequencies, descriptive crosstabs, multiple choice
questions and completion of an attitude continuum for statements presented in
the attitudes section of the questionnaire, running from strongly agree to strongly
disagree. (See questionnaire in Appendix A)._

The data gathered from the questionnaires were analysed by a statistical
package for Social Science (SPSS 15.0 for Windows). The analysis included
comparison of the independent variables (See introduction p. 2) to determine
differences and/or similarities within and across the three groups tested. However, |
must stress, that the huge amount of data produced show a tendency that we should
test in the future to see whether there are significant differences and/or similarities
within and across those groups. To do so Descriptive Statistical (in terms of
frequencies, mean score, percentage etc.) and Descriptive Crosstabs were used.

The preparation and piloting of the questionnaire was carried out to make
the analysis much easier for me. Initially it is the data itself which is of essential
importance. However, as Judith Bell (1987, p.25) states:

‘Data collected by means of questionnaires, interviews, diaries or any other
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method mean very little until they are analysed and evaluated’.

As this research was designed to have a qualitative and in-depth approach
I keep in mind suggestions that Robson (2002) presents as ‘basic rules for dealing
with qualitative data’ that includes:

* Dealing with the data should not be a routine or mechanical task, Think,
reflect. Use analytical notes (memos) to help to get from the data to a
conceptual level.

*  There is no ‘right way’ of analysing this kind of data and that place even
more emphasis on your being systematic, organised and persevering.

*  You are seeking to take apart your data in various ways and then trying to
put them together again to form some consolidated picture.

Questionnaire Presentation

Oppenheim (1992, p.261), states: ‘the main purpose of the questionnaire,
and of the survey as a whole, is measurement...The words that were spoken or
written by our respondents will be turned into figures and symbols that can be
counted and added up’.

Having in mind to reduce time and effort I had to code valuable data. I did
so by assigning a code number to each answer. Assigning numerical values to every
response helped a lot in the final process.

A summary sheet was prepared for all questions so returns were dealt on
a questionnaire-by questionnaire basis. Once the summary sheets were completed
and after a waiting period for the responses to arrive the information was presented
and analysed. Research findings, data analysis and literature review will assist in
making recommendations for improvement and further future investigation and
coming to conclusions.

Sample Description — Responses rates

The deputies who participated in the study were selected randomly drawing
approximately 25% of the target population. (See table S1 bellow). Therefore the
sample is valid enough to be representative of the population from which it comes
and the findings can be generalised for the whole target population. The following
tables show the details of the return rate and description of the sample.
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Table S1: Response rates

Erequency Percent Valid Percent |
Valid No 118 75.16% 75.16%
response
response 39 24.84% 24.84%
Posted 157 100% 100%
Table S2: The sample by gender
Ereguency Percent Valid Percent | ___Cumulative Percent 1
valid — Male 17 43,6 43,6 43,6
Female 22 56,4 56,4 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

The percentage of male and female deputy head teachers who participated
in the survey was 43,6% for males and 56,4% for females.

Table S3: The sample by teaching experience

Frequency Percent Valid Percent | Cumulative Percent |
Valid 1-10 years 13 33.3 333 33.3
11-20 years 19 48,7 48,7 82,1
20+ years 7 17,9 17,9 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

This table shows that most of the responses (48,7%), have 11-20 years of
teaching experience, a small percentage of 17,9% have a teaching experience of 20
plus years and 33,3% have 1-10 years of teaching experience. I believe it is safe
to assume that deputies who are almost there for retirement show no interest in
improving their position.

Table S4: The sample by years serving as deputy head teacher

Frequency Percent Valid Percent ___Cumulative Percent 1
Valid 1-5 years 32 82,1 82,1 82,1
6-10 years 6 15,4 15,4 97,4
11-15 years 2,6 2,6 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

In this table we can identify a significant percentage of 82,1% who serve as
deputies the last 1-5 years. The reason that a large percentage of newly appointed
deputies participated in this research could be the fact that they are actually the
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‘pool’ from where the governors and/or the head teachers could possibly draw their
successors in headship. We could safely enough say that the majority of deputies of
younger ages are ambitious enough or have their eye into headship and it is possible

that they are willing to work more hours to achieve more.

Table S5: The sample by qualification

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid University degree 30 76.9 76.9 76.9
Masters’ degree 7 17.9 179 94.9
Phd 1 26 26 97,4
Other 1 2,6 2,6 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

More than half, 76,9% of the deputies who participated in the enquiry hold
a university degree and a very low percentage of them (2,6%) hold PHD.

4.2 Analysis of deputy head teachers’ responses

In the first page of the questionnaire, as an introduction, it was presented the
cover letter (See Cover Letter in Appendix B) for the deputy head teachers following
by a short paragraph explaining what this research was about. The questionnaire
was separated in two sections and four parts. All participants could answer the
first section and part four of the second section (background information), yet the
participants who had completed the NPQH programme could answer all parts and
both sections.

In part one deputy head teachers were asked to identify and express their
opinion about the NPQH programme in general, in part two they were asked to
answer about the NPQH procedures, in part three we ask from the deputy head
teachers to express their opinion about the role of the head teachers and the governors
of the school in relation with the NPQH programme and finally in part four we
tried to gather some valid information about the deputies background information
(gender, qualifications, years of teaching experience and years of experience as
deputy head teachers).

I used the final page of the questionnaire to give the opportunity to the
participant deputy head teachers to make any further comments they might have.
Closing the questionnaire I stated my name, I mentioned that I am a MEd student
for the Department of Education at University of Bath giving them the option to
email me if they wanted to add something. (See questionnaire in Appendix A)._

In question one deputy head teachers were asked if they are willing to enrol
in the NPQH programme. The outcome of this enquire showed that 23.1% of the
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deputy head teachers are willing to enrol in the programme and a valid 59% own
the NPQH certificate. (See Table Q1: Intention to enrol in the NPQH programme in
Appendix E)

Research showed, in question two, that 51.3% of the deputy head teachers
believe that the NPQH programme training could prepare or prepared them well so
they can perceive themselves as aspiring head teachers. Earley and Evans carried
out a survey of deputy head teachers in 2003 with similar findings, 54 per cent of
the participants who had completed the NPQH, felt very well prepared for headship.
(p. 330). However, I must note that a significant percentage of 25.6%, in the current
study, believe that they do not need any special training, they claim that they are
experienced enough to get the job done. Two head teachers who did not complete
NPQH said that the programme would have added too much pressure to their lives,
would have taken long to complete, and would not have been as valuable as learning
on the job. (Crow, 2007, p. 59). Research carried out by Georgiou, M. Et al (2005)
investigating the needs of Cypriot head teachers showed that head teachers run the
schools based in their own experience. Experience and managing skills, they gain
on a daily basis. They claim they do not need any special training to improve their
performance. (See Table Q2: Being an aspiring head teacher in Appendix E)

In question three, deputies were asked to identify some of the important
characteristics which were contributing factors in a deputy head teacher becoming
a successful head teacher. 48.7% believe that a deputy head teacher should be open-
minded, 25.6% that he/she must be ambitious and 12.8% claim that he/she must
be flexible. (See Table Q3: Which of the following statements characterise you the
most? In Appendix E)

Question four was designed to identify the positive or negative outcome of
the NPQH training programme. 35.9% of the deputies were positive, they believe
that the programme prepared them well to be aspiring head teachers. Yet, 23.1% was
negative and a significant percentage of 33.3% gave no answer. [ have the belief that
this percentage is very low thinking the amount of money the government spend.
Furthermore, participants who rated the programme negative said amongst others:
...there was no training in finance/personal/employment law, other says experience
of all areas of school life plus NPQH, NPQH and the job are very different’. (See
Table Q4: NPQH preparation outcome in Appendix E)

Question five was designed to investigate if deputies were able to identify
improvement in several aspects through the NPQH process. 53.6% agree that there
was an improvement in their leadership skills. 56.2% saw their management skills
grow. 43.6% agree that their self-awareness skills were improved and a surprising
30.8% cannot be sure if there was improvement in their socialisation skills or what
Crow (2007) describes as the procedure, the way head teachers ‘learn their jobs’.
Last we identify a significant 38% who gave no answer in any of those aspects. (See
Tables Q5a-Q5f: Improvement through NPQH in Appendix E)
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In question six, we tried to investigate and identify the motives that could
push forward the deputies in order to obtain the NPQH. 46.2% believe that their
motive is nothing more than professional development. 38.4% do not believe that
social recognition is an important factor to motivate them, on the other hand a
small percentage of 12.9% believe the opposite. 30.8% do not think that financial
remuneration is enough motives. On the opposite direction 20.5% believe that the
increase of their income is important to motivate them. It is worthy to mention
that the highest percentage, something between 43.6% - 51.3% gave no answer.
In addition, there is the idea of ‘improving education and make a difference’, that
it was mentioned by the deputies. Research showed that: The general view among
heads and researchers alike seems to be that heads are powerful, controlling and
pivotal players in ‘their’ schools. For many this was why they became heads.
Many individuals are attracted to the job because they see position as central and
influential. However, this feature of headship raises many issues as follows:

* The ethical issues of whether the domination is morally acceptable.

* The heads’ feeling of being powerful and in control can make it more
difficult to delegate.

* Heads who are denying their colleagues the chance for them to make their
contribution to school could be limiting for others, especially deputies.
(Southworth 1998, p. 62-63)

(See Tables Q6a-Q6d: Rating of motivation to become head teacher in Appendix E)

In question seven, the deputy head teachers had to identify changes within
their responsibilities after the completion of the NPQH. 30.8% saw change in their
responsibilities about the aims and objectives of the everyday school life, 28.2%
were able to identify change of responsibilities relevant with the curriculum, 38.5%
identified change of their responsibilities about managing stuff, 41 % saw change
within monitoring progress and finally 38.4% believe that there was a change when
it was about teacher’s appraisal. However 41% gave no answer. Going through
literature and defining the roles that a deputy head teacher should play, we could see
that NCSL press on deputies to take more and more responsibilities. I believe that
these results will not satisfy policy makers, since the percentages are too low. I am
thinking that it might be possible that responsibilities have change, no one denies
that, but I could argue that a deputy could be able to get the job done not because of
the NPQH training but because he/she had the skills and the necessary experience,
having my thoughts rely on what deputies added in the last page. (See Tables Q7a-
Q7f: Change of Responsibilities in Appendix E)

In question 8 the deputy head teachers were asked to rate the structure of
the NPQH. 48.8% found the pre-entry stage effective yet a larger percentage of
46.2% found it not effective, a deputy said: ‘NPQH lost my application’. 41.1%
found the entry stage effective, however the larger percentage 53.8% believe that
this stage wasn’t effective. 56.4% believe that the development stage was effective,
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coaching stage was rated effective from the 41% of the deputies and finally 50.8%
of the deputies were negative towards the graduation assessment. Data show a
negative tendency towards the structure of NPQH. I cannot believe that when they
were designing NPQH in NCSL they were expecting so low percentages. It might
be the time that NPQH structure should be reformed once more. (See Tables Q8a-
Q8e: NPQH structure assessment in Appendix E).

There is an agreement between NSCL and certain universities to offer
teachers, who hold NPQH, certain credits in a master’s degree in educational
management, if one decides to apply. 64.1% claim that they weren’t aware of this
agreement, 64.1% show no interest about it, finally a very small percentage 10.3%
believe that this agreement is a valid motive for them to enrol for a master’s degree.
The TTA, initially, was determined not to link the NPQH to higher education,
because these degrees were perceived to be insufficiently related to practice. (Green
H., 2004, p.229). Bush (1999) states: ‘The TTA has eschewed the opportunity to link
NPQH with specialist masters’ degrees in educational management. A structured
marriage between these two approaches would have enabled aspiring heads to
‘twin track’ towards NPQH, and MA or MBA, in a process similar to that of trainee
teachers who progress towards PGCE/Bed., and Qualified Teacher Status (QTS) .
(p. 245). There have been continuing discussions about the academic credibility of
the NPQH and how it can and should count towards a Masters’ degree. (Green H.,
2004, p.239). (See Tables Q9a-Q9c: NPQH and Masters Degree accreditation in
Appendix E).

In question ten, 41% of the deputies felt that the pass/fail strategy/
assessment of the NPQH programme could affect their confidence and self-esteem;
however a larger percentage of 56.4% believe that their confidence and self-esteem
couldn’t affected by this assessment. Bush (1999) reviewing the original model of
the NPQH programme, argues:

‘The NPQH fits in with the deficit model of ‘sorting out’ teachers, and is
unattractive to senior educational professionals, who see it as another attack on
their confidence’. (Cited in Gunter, H.M., in Fielding, M. et al, 2001, p. 161). (See
Table Q10: Pass/Fail strategy in Appendix E)

In question 11, deputies were asked to identify the most significant
factors that could inhibit them from working towards NPQH. 43.6% of the deputy
head teachers show no interest in headship and another 30.8% believe that time
management could be a very important factor against enrolling for NPQH. Bottery
(2007) comes to support my findings. His literature review on the matter showed
that there is evidence that head teachers may feel increasingly less able to do the
job. (p. 90). There is an extensive literature on burnout, early retirements and an
alarming number of individuals who are not coming forward to take up the role of
principal across the western world (Fullan, 2004; Gronn, 2003, Hargreaves, 2003).
This not only suggests that the job is costly in personal, emotional and health terms,
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but that individuals may simply not feel capable of fighting for their position, and
may then be either ‘downshifting’ (Laabs, 1996) to something less demanding, or
deciding not to take up the torch in the first place. (Bottery, 2007, p. 90). James and
Vince (2001, p. 314) come to support: ‘One of the powerful themes to emerge from
our research is that the individual who runs a school is not just a head teacher. She/
he also has to be head social worker, head community worker, head counsellor,
head policewoman/policeman, head parent, head friend and so on and on.” (See
Table Q11: Factors against working towards NPQH programme in Appendix E)

In question twelve, research showed that 51.3% of the deputies feel that
a negative stance towards NPQH will affect their interview results when applying
for a deputy head teacher’s position. However the results seem to be divided since
another 46.1% does not share that opinion. (See Table Q12: Interview results in
Appendix E)

In question 13, deputies were asked to identify the most significant
characteristics that of a deputy-Head teacher relationship. 51.3% believe that
loyalty is an important factor, yet 56.4% of head teachers according to deputy head
teacher’s belief feel threatened from the deputies. 43.6% believe that it is school’s
policy to keep the relation in high quality level, yet 51.2% do not agree with that
statement. 76.9% do not believe that governors have any kind of interference. 69.2%
believe that trust and respect between the head and his deputy is the critical factor
to establish quality relationship within school settings. 66.6% believe that deputies
and head teachers share common social and moral values and a valid 61.5% feel
that it is important that their head teacher listen to their needs. (See Tables Q13a-
Q13g: Deputy head teacher-Head teacher relationship in Appendix E)

In question fourteen, deputies were asked to identify characteristics that
governors/head teachers look for during the job selection process. 61.05% of the
deputies believe that governors and heads look for deputies who are willing to
enrol for the NPQH, 76.9% believe that governors and heads look for deputies who
want to be head teachers yet a controversial percentage shows that deputies believe
that governors and head teachers look for deputies who avoid responsibilities.
Brooks (2006) offers an insightful opinion to support our findings: ‘Governors
want someone who will take on the challenge, who will have a reason to innovate
and to seek improvement, not someone who will be happy to slip into comfortable
insignificance. A successful candidate for a deputy head teachers’ post is one who
will be keen to move on to headship’. (p. 149) (See Tables Q14a-Q14c: Job selection
process in Appendix E)

In question fifteen, research showed that 59% of the deputies claim that
governors look to identify potential head teachers, 59% believe that governors offer
opportunities to new heads and finally 84.6% of the deputies do not believe that
governors collaborate with other schools in finding new head teachers. (See Tables
Q15a-Q15c: Governors’ role in Appendix E)
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In question sixteen, deputies were asked to identify the level of assistance
they experienced during the implementation of the NPQH from their head teachers
and their governors. 20.5% of the deputies took advice and feedback from their
head teachers, and a smaller percentage of 17.9% experienced encouragement to
enrol. However a valid 28.2% of the deputies have no recollection of assistance
from the governors, and a small percentage of 12.8% had the financial support of
the governors by funding the NPQH. (See Tables Q16a-Q16b: Assistance from head
teachers/governors in Appendix E). This finding indicates that the Head teachers
and/or the governors, when it comes to....issues, don’t bother to get the feedback
from its Deputies. This finding contradicts the recommendation of O’ Sullivan et
al (1998 p.18) who suggest that: ‘the staff needs to feel that they have participated
and that the resulting programme truly reflects the grass root feeling rather that an
imposed view from the senior management’.

4.3 Analysis of Greek Head teachers’ interview responses

The purpose of the second part of my enquiry is to identify, if possible,
a trend in the Greek head teacher’s beliefs about a qualification that they know
little about yet I looked for ideas they might have, since there is a huge debate
in Greece about introducing a similar National Qualification. As I mentioned
before I interviewed seven Greek Head teachers (57.14% of the participants are
male and 42.86% of them are female), who are firstly, very experienced as teachers
(85.71% of the participants have 20+ years of teaching experience), secondly very
experienced as head teachers (42.85% of the participants have 1-5 years serving as
heads, 14.3% of the participants have 6-10 years serving as heads and 42.85% have
11-15 years serving as heads) and finally they are very well educated (42.85% of the
participants own a Phd, 42.85% of the participants own a University Degree, and
14.3% of the participants own a Masters Degree).

The interview was divided in two parts. The first part consisted of the six
questions that I came across after the analysis of the main research and the second
part was about gathering background information of the participants. (See Interview
Questions in Appendix C and Transcripts of the answers in Appendix G).

In question one, the Greek head teachers believe that if one has experience
as a deputy head teacher then he/she does not necessarily needs special training.
However, one notes: ‘head teachers’ role is demanding, time-consuming and
exhausting and I believe that one must be very well prepared. Continues professional
development in a National School could prepare them well enough for the new
trends in management and organisation of education, in a different way than the
everyday practice in schools’. (A.B.)

In question two, Greek head teachers believe that all of the three
characteristics, open-minded, ambitious and flexible are important characteristics
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for a head teacher. They suggest that a deputy head teacher if he/she is open-minded
could step in and take up on challenges when it is needed to support the head and
propose ways to improve the school’s practices. Their belief is that it is important
for a deputy to be self-motivated and ambitious to get higher in hierarchy. However
a lonely voice said: ‘..especially I detest ambition without restraint and I believe
that characteristic is a major shortcoming for heads and deputy head teachers’.
(T.A.) In terms of flexibility, they point out that it is important the deputy to be
able to step in whenever her/ his input and advice is needed. Although there are
cases where | have had experiences of very strict and without flexibility deputy
head teachers, They believe that a successful head should be open minded to move
forward the schools according to the changes in society and the education system
and almost all of them were experiencing a strong relationship with their deputies.

In question three, Greek head teachers state that personal interest for their
professional development as well with an increase to their income could be a good
motive for someone to move into headship, however they stress that the proposed
salary in Greece is not so satisfactory in comparison with the responsibilities that
come with the job. Furthermore, two of the participants believe that if a deputy
decides to move into headship then he/she could face the negative stance of his/
hers colleagues. ‘It is my belief that openly stating your purpose to become a head
teacher, could draw upon you negative critique from your colleagues in the school,
especially from those who don 't have the skills and qualifications you have’. (T.E.)

In question four, the Greek head teachers believe that deputy heads avoid
moving towards headship because they ‘fear responsibility, because the heads role
is full of anxiety that comes with the job, because money isn't good enough, and
because they value more quality time in their personal life than more responsibilities
and increased workload’. 1 should add that in Greece head teachers teach as well. It
depends of the size of the school yet they must teach 8-10 hours per week to keep
in touch with the main subject of education, the teaching practice and the pupils.
Furthermore the monthly salary of a head teacher, in a middle school, is no more
than 15% of an experienced teacher. That is the reason they do not see headship so
attractive.

In question five, Greek head teachers talk about respect, about sharing
the same moral and social values yet there is one who believes that ‘many head
teachers take advantage of their deputies and load them with more and more work
and responsibilities.” (T.A.) Most of them never felt threat from their deputies and
two of them state ‘personally, I never felt threat from my deputy, head teachers with
less skills and qualifications than their deputies should be feeling the threat. (N.G.)
In the final question, the Greek head teachers believe that a National qualification
of headship could and should be developed in Greece as long the Ministry of
Education Lifelong Learning and Religious Affairs is clear and sound about its
scope and procedures involved. Greek teachers are suspicious every time the
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ministry introduce an innovation; it is worth mentioning that Greek teaching
associations fight against the appraisal of the teaching staff the last twenty years
with great success, I must say with regret. I believe it is one of our characteristics
as Greeks not to trust our government. However, the current government looks very
decisive to move forward the education reform, the ministry is planning. One of the
main issues they are talking about introducing the next academic year is a National
Qualification for Headship.
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Chapter 5: Summary, Recommendations and Conclusions

The final study of this enquiry consists of the summary of the findings and
recommendations. Furthermore I will look at the limitations and the strengths of the
methodology and finally I will attempt to reach a valid conclusion.

5.1 Summary of the findings and recommendations

This study is valuable as I take a glance into the thoughts and the beliefs of
the deputy head teachers within the region of the south west of England. I attempted
to investigate many aspects of the NPQH programme, its procedures and final
outcomes. It was surprising the fact that analysing the outcomes of the study I came
across with very passionate statements and written comments that some deputies
felt they had to share with me.

From the responses gathered I have the feeling that this study revealed the
following:

* Head teachers or/and the schools as living organisations encourage the
deputies to enrol the NPQH, as it became mandatory the last years.

* It was clear that the role of the head teacher is demanding, time consuming
and a lonely work to do, yet research showed that the larger percentage
believe that enrolling the NPQH programme one could get more up to date
information and organisational ideas, in a different way, other than their
everyday practice validating the high percentage of the answers. However
there is a strong belief that a skilled, long and experienced deputy could
have the job done.

* In my professional opinion, as a practitioner, in my career as deputy head
teacher and head teacher I have found these characteristics identified here
as important if one wants to be a successful head teacher, therefore I wasn’t
surprised of the outcome of this question. The larger percentage shows that
deputies who are ambitious and open-minded are looking forward to move
higher in hierarchy targeting a head teacher’s position.

* The findings in question four in relation with written statements of the
participants indicates that an important percentage of deputies believe that
their best qualification is their experience to progress professionally.

* Most of the participants could identify a growing improvement in their
leadership/managements skills, yet a significant percentage couldn’t identify
any improvement in their socialisation skills. It is my belief that further
research could be done.

* Professional development followed up by social recognition is the highest
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motivator for deputies to enrol the NPQH programme according with the
findings. However it is worth mentioning that the highest percentage gave
no answer. It seems as for many of the deputies, enrolling into NPQH
programme is more the result of self-motivation rather than they are given
enough incentives from their school to do so. It is surprising that financial
remuneration isn’t enough to motive the deputies. Maybe there is no
significant difference between the deputy’s and the head teachers’ salary.
The increase of responsibilities and the workload that comes with the head
teacher’s position may not be so tempting after all.

* The study showed that deputies were not satisfied by the outcome of the
NPQH (changes in their responsibilities about the aims and the objectives
of the everyday school life, the curriculum, changes in managing stuff
and finally changes in monitoring progress and teachers appraisal), since
the percentages that were happy about it was lower than 40%, even the
percentage that gave no answer was higher than that. Possibly there is a need
to review how NPQH programme is taken into consideration in the schools,
re-assess its usefulness in particular areas and discuss with the deputies
what kind of changes they may see if they go through the NPQH training.
That may motivate more deputies to take the course and be satisfied by its
outcomes, and benefits afterwards.

* The study reveals that deputies were not satisfied about the procedures.
A large percentage of the participants expressed a very negative opinion
about the stages of the NPQH programme. We should look deeper into the
NPQH procedures so we could identify factors that could cause difficulties
during the implementation and the several structural stages of the NPQH
programme.

* Research showed that there is insufficient information about the agreement
between NSCL and certain universities to offer credits in a masters’ degree
in educational management, something that could be a fine motive for the
deputies’ next professional development course.

* A large percentage of the participants do not believe that their self-esteem
could be affected by the pass/fail strategy of the NPQH programme. However
we must take into consideration that four out of ten deputies believe the
opposite. Further research could investigate why deputies felt so negative
about it. We are all teachers even though we could be school managers in the
same time. I am thinking that this could be a nice lesson for us, so we could
remember how our pupils feel when they face their exams.

* Deputies, in a large percentage, do not want to move into headship avoiding
responsibility that comes with the position, yet a significant percentage
believe that time management could be an important factor against enrolling
for NPQH. The role of the head teacher entails lots of responsibilities and
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anxiety which many deputies wouldn’t like to take on. Being a deputy is a
job that may satisfy itself the professionals as it is high in hierarchy with
increased responsibility, opportunities to take initiatives and still not having
the whole school responsibility, even though some deputies could argue
that they do have the responsibility to run the school. We should look into
finding ways to improve the offering training programme in terms of time
needed to follow up the lectures, the assignments and all the courses within
the NPQH programme. Research has found that only 43 per cent of deputies
are interested in becoming a head teacher and few of them would dispute
that the role of head teacher today is a demanding one and that is one reason
for their reluctance to apply for headship. (DCSL, 2006, p. 9).

The study showed that deputies were divided between the belief that a
negative stance towards NPQH would affect their interview results when
applying for a deputy head teachers’ position and an approximately lesser
percentage didn’t share the same belief.

Six out of ten deputies believe that trust, respect, common social and moral
values and a head teacher willing to listen to the needs of his/her deputy are
the critical factors to establish quality relationship within school settings.
However, the study showed that a significant percentage of the participants
believe that a head teacher could feel threatened from his deputy. A Greek
head teacher said during his/hers interview: ‘I have nothing to fear from my
deputies, I am much better qualified’, maybe the answer to this problem is
to select the better trained, better educated, better prepared for the job’.
My belief is that there is a clear statement from the head teacher, the need
for continues professional development and training is indirectly expressed.
Nearly seven out of ten deputies believe that head teachers and governors
during the selection process look for deputies who are willing to enrol for the
NPQH programme and are ambitious to move towards headship, yet research
I conducted in two internet sites, looking for head teacher’s vacancies,
during the period of six months in England showed that no one was asking
for the NPQH qualification except the Kent county schools. On the one
hand we have NCSL inviting and tempting head teachers and governors to
become its ‘NPQH agents’, on the other hand we have governors who show
no interest. and It seems that head teachers and governors value more when
a deputy express intentions to enrol for the NPQH and are eager to become
head teachers eventually as that will mean they will do their best to fulfil the
requirements of their appointment into the deputy’s position.

The study showed that governors look to identify potential head teachers
and are willing to offer opportunities to new heads, furthermore it seems
that governors (84.6%) do not want to ‘share’ their potential head teachers
to another school. It seems logical to assume that preparing an aspiring head
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teacher through the everyday school life and practice in other managing
positions is valued more than NPQH training for the governors.

* The study showed that deputies were not satisfied by the level of assistance/
advice/feedback/financial support their head teachers and or governors
offered them during the implementation of the NPQH programme. I must
stress out the fact that head teachers and governors according to the findings
of question fifteen were looking for deputies willing to enrol for the NPQH
programme, yet we see they offer almost no aid when the deputies do so.

* Greek head teachers expressed similar opinions with their colleagues deputy
head teachers from UK. They do not believe they need any special training
to be head teachers, yet they understand the need for further training and
professional development, as other research showed as well (National
Research Report, 2008). They believe that their main motive to become
head teachers is the power that goes with the position. Their belief is that
deputy head teachers do not want to move to headship because they avoid
responsibility; because they keep teaching, being heads; because the salary
isn’t good and because their colleagues might not approve such a move in
Hierarchy. They identify trust and respect as crucial factors in the relationship
between them and their deputies, yet they mention of head teachers who
take advantage of their deputy head teachers. Finally, they welcome the
qualification, but they do not trust the government. It is common belief that
the government attempts to overload and add more responsibilities to them
and the same time they cutting down our salaries, due the economic crisis.

e This study has not actually identified any needs of new head teachers which
are different from those identified in earlier studies. However, findings
suggest that is some areas the NPQH programme needs to be reviewed
once more in the following issues: stages; head teachers/ governors support;
workload; training in particular themes that were left out such finance/
managing budget. Furthermore, there is need for research that would look
more deeply at the impact of life experience on the leadership of both women
and men and examine in more detail how their gendered experience affects
their leadership and management of educational institutions. Finally, there
is great need for research in the Greek educational system, especially in
staff development and headship areas. Further studies could be conducted
utilising other sets of questions in training and further education of Greek
teachers/deputies/head teachers.

5.2 Strength and Limitations of the Investigation

The data collected gave me a number of views on introducing the NPQH
staff development programme, however, I must stress there are limitations in terms
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of'its locality. The study was carried out in three cities of South West (Bristol, Bath
& Weston Super Mare). During my investigation I tried to contact the majority of
deputies in the area. None the less the findings are consisted with findings from
other studies. (Earley and Evans, 2003; Georgiou et al, 2005; Bush 1999; Bottery,
2007; James and Vince, 2001; Brooks, 2006;).

Furthermore, the research is limited to a small and particular sample of
Greek head teachers and their views about a professional qualification for their
future training and development, qualification that they know little about. Interesting
was though the passionate answers I received, especially when I was asking for
comments.

In addition I might mention the limited analysis of the independent variables
(gender- years of expertise) in this survey, however the data are available for further
tests and analysis.

Finally, another limitation I should mention is the use of the Questionnaire,
as it was time consuming, expensive and with a low rate of responders. To date,
however, there have been very few studies of deputy headship.

The Interviews I took from the Greek head teachers was my decision after
the recommendation of Mr Paul Toolan. It was an attempt to look forward into the
future and a challenge to identify a trend in the Greek head teacher’s beliefs and to
discover differences or similarities with their English colleagues, if any. I think we
did it, as few years later the Greek Ministry is introducing a similar qualification.

5.3 Conclusions

As I mentioned in previous chapters the National Professional Qualification
for Headship (NPQH) is a programme introduced to bring changes in headship
training and preparation. By 1997, professional development was seen to be crucial
and later by the beginning of the millennium the government proposed the creation
of a National College of School Leadership (NCSL). Change was about to happen,
deputy head teachers were coming out from the shadows. The ILEA Report, in
1985, was the foreteller of such a change: ‘While the heads’ leadership continues
to be viewed as crucial, it is now to be supplemented by deputies who are also
required to lead. Deputy Headship has therefore shifted from being absent to
having a relatively strong presence in the terms of a schools’ leadership’. (Cited
in Southworth, 1998, p. 25). However, deputies remained deputies. As the study
showed they have no interest in moving into headship and that is consisted with
previous research. Deputy head teachers avoid responsibility, they do not have
time, they feel that they are overloaded and they value family enough to risk having
domestic problems caused by uncontrolled workload.

By contrast, deputy heads are given scant attention and sometimes, are
completely overlooked. Yet there is a growing awareness and interest in shared
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effective leadership. Authority needs to be shared, head teachers should assist
more and governors should look more into deputy head teachers who are willing
to move forward into headship. The study revealed an awkward finding; NCSL
invite governors and heads to play a more active role yet a very low percentage
of governing bodies and head teachers respond. That contradiction is unclear and
appears to be something which has to be worked out in our schools.

What has emerged from this study are some important related points that
might be strong indications that the deputy head teachers keep, in general, a positive
stance towards the NPQH programme. However, findings suggest that in some areas
the NPQH programme needs to be reviewed once more.

Green (2004, p. 243) support my belief: ‘The National Standards for Head
teachers in England have met the needs of the NPOQH, HEADLAMP and the selection
of head teachers reasonably well over the last years. Now that the NPOQH has been
re-developed so successfully and a new head teachers’ Induction Programme (HIP)
launched (in September 2003), it is time to re-examine the National Standards for
Head teachers to align them with LPSH and developments in other countries’.

As TTA (1997) states, the National Standards make no connection between
being a head teacher and continuing to teach. Is this what we are looking for
eventually? Do we look for a head teacher who is no longer a teacher? Do we
need more teachers in our schools or do we need more managers? Industrial type
managers who invade our schools and threaten our teachers?

As Yeatman (1994, 1997) and others have theorised and as the literature on
headship (Hall and Southworth 1997) shows, the reality is that the status of the head
teacher is being reshaped and it continues to be underpinned by power relations and
structures. Having that in mind Gunter H.M. (2001) argues, that the promotion of
agency through the NPQH is creating a picture of headship which will put a lot of
very creative people off, as it denies the broader connection with the social and the
moral. (Cited in Gunter H.M. in Fielding M., 2001, p. 166)

I have the belief that my study achieved its aims. Deputy head teachers
expressed very passionate and interesting opinions and they are the ones who
are mostly affected by the National Professional Qualification for Headship. The
introduced qualification is overall a successful innovation yet there is need for
reshaping and improving it.
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7. Appendices

7.1 Appendix A: SPSS Outcome; Tables

Part 1. Opinions about NPQH

Section A
(All participants)

1. Do you intend to enrol in the NPQH programme?

Intention to enrol in the NPQH

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
valld — Yes 9 23,1 23,1 23,1
No 6 15,4 15,4 38,5
Not Sure 1 2,6 26 41,0
Already obtained NPQH 23 59,0 59.0 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
2. A deputy head teacher can be an aspiring head teacher (HT) if:
Being an aspiring HT
Cumulative
Erequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid NPQH training 20 513 513 513
Experience-No
special training 10 25,6 25,6 76,9
Masters Degree 2 51 5.1 821
Other 17,9 17,9 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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3. Which of the following statements characterise you the most?

Deputy characteristics

Cumulative
Frequency. Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Ambitious Deputy 10 256 25,6 25,6
Open-minded 19 48,7 48,7 74,4
Flexible 5 12,8 12,8 87,2
Settled 3 77 7,7 94,9
Negative 2 51 51 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

4. Do you believe that gaining the NPQH has prepared you well enough to be
an aspiring head teacher?

NPQH preparation outcome

Cumulative
Erequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Yes 14 35,9 35,9 35,9
No 3 77 7.7 43,6
Not Sure 6 15,4 15,4 59,0
Already obtained NPQH 3 77 7,7 66,7
No answer 13 33,3 33,3 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

5. Do you agree that obtaining the NPQH has helped you improve in your...:

Improvement through NPQH: leadership skills

Cumulative
Frequency. Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Disagree 2 51 51 51
Not Sure 1 26 26 7.7
Agree 17 43,6 43,6 51,3
Strongly Agree 4 10,3 10,3 61,5
No answer 15 38,5 38,5 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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Improvement through NPQH: management skills

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 1 26 26 2.6
Not Sure 1 26 26 51
Agree 18 46,2 46,2 51,3
Strongly Agree 4 10,3 10,3 61,5
No answer 15 38,5 38,5 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Improvement through NPQH: self-awareness skills
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 1 2,6 2,6 2,6
Not Sure 6 15,4 15,4 17,9
Agree 9 23,1 23,1 41,0
Strongly Agree 8 20,5 20,5 61,5
No answer 15 38,5 38,5 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Improvement through NPQH: socialisation skills
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 2.6 2,6
Disagree 4 10,3 10,3 12,8
Not Sure 12 30,8 30,8 43,6
Agree 6 15,4 15,4 59,0
Strongly Agree 1 2,6 2,6 61,5
No answer 15 38,5 38,5 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Improvement through NPQH: none
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 11 28,2 28,2 28,2
No answer 28 71,8 71,8 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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Improvement through NPQH: other

Cumulative
Frequency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Not Sure 1 26 2.6 2,6
Strongly Agree 1 26 26 5.1
No answer 37 94,9 94,9 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

6. If you are working towards NPQH, or you are already qualified through the
NPQH programme, please rate the following statements from highest to lowest
as your motivator for becoming a head teacher:

Rating of motivation: professional development

Cumulative
Frequency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid lowest 3 77 77 77
low 1 2,6 2,6 10,3
high 6 15,4 15,4 25,6
highest 12 30,8 30,8 56,4
No answer 17 43,6 43,6 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Rating of motivation: social recognition
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid lowest 7 17.9 17.9 17.9
low 8 20,5 20,5 38,5
high 4 10,3 10,3 48,7
highest 1 2,6 2,6 51,3
No answer 19 48,7 48,7 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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Rating of motivation: financial remuneration

7. Do you agree with the following statements? After the completion of the

Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid lowest 3 7.7 7.7 7.7
low 9 23,1 23,1 30,8
high 7 17,9 17,9 487
highest 1 2,6 26 513
No answer 19 48,7 48,7 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Rating of motivation: other reasons
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid lowest 5 12,8 12,8 12.8
low 1 2,6 2,6 15,4
high 77 77 23,1
highest 10 25.6 25,6 48,7
No answer 20 51,3 51,3 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

NPQH, your responsibilities have changed as an active deputy head in:

Change of responsibilities: aims & objectives

Cumulative
EFrequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 2.6 2,6
Disagree 5 12,8 12,8 15,4
Not Sure 5 12,8 12,8 28,2
Agree 1 28,2 28,2 56,4
Strongly Agree 1 2,6 2,6 59,0
No answer 16 41,0 41,0 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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Change of responsibilities: curriculum

Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 26 26
Disagree 7 17,9 17,9 20,5
Not Sure 4 10,3 10,3 30,8
Agree 1 28,2 28,2 59,0
No answer 16 41,0 41,0 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Change of responsibilities: managing stuff
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 26 26
Disagree 3 7,7 7,7 10,3
Not Sure 4 10,3 10,3 20,5
Agree 14 35,9 35,9 56,4
Strongly Agree 1 2,6 2,6 59,0
No answer 16 41,0 41,0 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Change of responsibilities: monitoring progress
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 26 26
Disagree 4 10,3 10,3 12,8
Not Sure 2 5,1 5,1 17,9
Agree 16 41,0 41,0 59,0
No answer 16 410 410 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Change of responsibilities: teacher’s appraisal
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
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Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 26 26
Disagree 3 77 77 10,3
Not Sure 4 10,3 10,3 205
Agree 13 33,3 33,3 53,8
Strongly Agree 2 51 5,1 59,0
No answer 16 41,0 41,0 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Change of responsibilities: none
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 2 51 51 51
Agree 5,1 5,1 10,3
No answer 35 89,7 89,7 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

Part 2. Opinions about NPQH Procedures

8. How would you rate the structure of the NPQH programme in the following

stages?
NPQH structure: pre-entry stage
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Not effective 6 154 15.4 154
Not Sure 12 30,8 30,8 46,2
Effective 18 46,2 46,2 92,3
Very effective 1 26 26 94,9
No answer 2 51 5,1 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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NPQH structure: entry stage

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid LCeast effective ) 5.1 5.1 5.1
Not effective 5 12,8 12,8 17,9
Not Sure 14 359 35,9 53,8
Effective 15 38,5 38,5 92,3
Very effective 1 26 2,6 94,9
No answer 2 5,1 5,1 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
NPQH structure: development stage
Cumulative
Erequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Not effective 9 5,1 5,1 5,1
Not Sure 12 30,8 30,8 35,9
Effective 17 43,6 436 79,5
Very effective 5 12,8 12,8 92,3
No answer 3 7.7 7.7 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
NPQH structure: coaching
Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Not effective 3 7,7 7.7 7,7
Not Sure 15 38,5 38,5 46,2
Effective 1 282 28,2 74,4
Very effective 5 12,8 12,8 87,2
No answer 5 12,8 12,8 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
NPQH structure: graduation assessment
Cumulative
Erequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid LCeast effective 1 26 26 2,6
Not effective 3 7,7 7,7 10,3
Not Sure 16 41,0 41,0 51,3
Effective 13 33,3 33,3 84,6
Very effective 1 26 2,6 87,2
No answer 5 12,8 12,8 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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9. There is an agreement between NSCL and certain universities to offer
teachers, who hold NPQH, certain credits in a master’s degree in educational
management, if one decides to apply.

NPQH and Masters Degree: aware of this

Freguency Percent Valid Percent | Cumulative Percent
Valid Yes 14 35,9 35,9 35,9
No 22 56,4 56,4 92,3
Not sure 3 77 7.7 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
NPQH and Masters Degree: interest in it
Cumulative
Frequency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
valid —Yes 13 33,3 333 33,3
No 15 38,5 38,5 71,8
Not sure 10 25,6 25,6 97,4
No answer 1 2,6 2,6 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
NPQH and Masters Degree: motive to enroll
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid —Yes 4 10,3 10,3 10,3
No 231 23,1 33,3
Not sure 7.7 7.7 41,0
No answer 23 59,0 59,0 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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10. In your opinion, do you believe that the pass/fail strategy/assessment of
the NPQH programme might affect your confidence and self-esteem?
Pass/Fail strategy
Cumulative
EFrequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Vald _ Yes 16 41,0 41,0 41,0
No 13 33,3 33,3 74,4
Not Sure 9 23,1 23,1 97,4
Other 1 2,6 2,6 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
11. In your view, which is the most significant factor that could inhibit
deputies from working towards NPQH?
Factors against NPQH
Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid No interest in headship 17 43.6 43.6 43.6
Workload/Responsibility 1 26 26 46.2
Quality time with family 2 5.1 5.1 513
Time management 12 30.8 30.8 82.1
Entry qualifications/Structure
f NPQH
of NPQ 3 7.7 7.7 89.7
No answer 2 5.1 5.1 94.9
Cost 1 26 26 97.4
Government/political
interference 1 2.6 2.6 100.0
Total 39 100.0 100.0
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Part 3. The role of the Head Teachers and Governors in relation
with the NPQH

12. In your opinion, do you feel that taking a negative stance towards the NPQH
will affect your interview results when applying for a deputy head teachers’
position?

Interview Results

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
valid —Yes 20 51,3 51,3 51,3
No 7 17,9 17,9 69,2
Not Sure 1 28,2 28,2 97,4
Other 1 2,6 2,6 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0

13. Do you agree with the following statements?

Deputy-Head Teacher relation: loyalty

Cumulative
Frequency. Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 2,6 2,6
Disagree 7 17,9 17,9 20,5
Not Sure 9 23,1 23,1 43,6
Agree 14 35,9 35,9 79,5
Strongly Agree 6 15,4 15,4 94,9
No answer 2 5,1 5,1 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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Deputy-Head Teacher relation: threat

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 77 77 77
Disagree 15,4 15,4 231
Not Sure 15,4 15,4 38,5
Agree 14 359 35,9 74,4
Strongly Agree 20,5 20,5 949
No answer 2 5,1 5,1 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Deputy-Head Teacher relation: school policy
Cumulative
Erequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 3 77 77 77
Disagree 7 17,9 17,9 25,6
Not Sure 10 25,6 25,6 51,3
Agree 15 38,5 38,5 89,7
Strongly Agree 2 51 5,1 94,9
No answer 2 5,1 51 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Deputy-Head Teacher relation: governors’ decision
Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 5 128 128 128
Disagree 11 28,2 28,2 41,0
Not Sure 14 359 35,9 76,9
Agree 5 12,8 12,8 89,7
Strongly Agree 2 5.1 5,1 94,9
No answer 2 51 51 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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Deputy-Head Teacher relation: trust and respect

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 2 51 51 5.1
Disagree 2 5,1 5.1 10,3
Not Sure 6 15,4 15,4 25,6
Agree 17 43,6 43,6 69,2
Strongly Agree 10 25,6 25,6 94,9
No answer 2 5,1 5,1 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Deputy-Head Teacher relation: social and moral values
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 2 51 51 51
Disagree 2 5,1 5,1 10,3
Not Sure 7 17,9 17,9 28,2
Agree 16 41,0 41,0 69,2
Strongly Agree 10 25,6 25,6 94,9
No answer 2 5,1 51 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Deputy-Head Teacher relation: listens to our needs
Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 26 26
Disagree 4 10,3 10,3 12,8
Not Sure 17,9 17,9 30,8
Agree 16 41,0 41,0 71,8
Strongly Agree 20,5 20,5 92,3
No answer 77 77 1000
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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14. Do you agree that, during the job selection process, governors/head teachers
look for deputies who:

Job selection process: willing to enrol

Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 51 51 51
Disagree 12,8 12,8 17,9
Not Sure 20,5 20,5 38,5
Agree 16 41,0 41,0 79,5
Strongly Agree 20,5 20,5 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Job selection process: want to be heads
Cumulative
Erequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 26 26
Disagree 7,7 7,7 10,3
Not Sure 12,8 12,8 231
Agree 21 53,8 53,8 76,9
Strongly Agree 9 23,1 23,1 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Job selection process: avoid responsibilities
Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 1 26 26 26
Disagree 4 10,3 10,3 12,8
Not Sure 23,1 23,1 35,9
Agree 18 46,2 46,2 82,1
Strongly Agree 17,9 17,9 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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15. Do you agree with the following statements?

Governors’ role: identify potential heads

Freguency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
Valid Disagree 3 77 77 77
Not Sure 13 33,3 33,3 41,0
Agree 17 43,6 43,6 84,6
Strongly Agree 6 15,4 15,4 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Governors’ role: offer opportunities
Freguency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
Valid Disagree 2 51 51 51
Not Sure 14 35,9 35,9 41,0
Agree 20 51,3 51,3 92,3
Strongly Agree 3 7.7 7.7 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Governors’ role: collaborate with other schools
Cumulative
Erequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Strongly Disagree 5 128 12.8 12.8
Disagree 1 28,2 28,2 41,0
Not Sure 17 436 43,6 84,6
Agree 6 15,4 15,4 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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16. During the implementation of the NPQH, what level of assistance did you
experience from the head teacher or/and the governors in your school?

Assistance from HTs

Cumulative
Freguency. Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Excellent/Full support 6 154 154 154
Advice/Info/Feedback about
NPQH 8 20,5 20,5 35,9
Encouragement to enroll 7 179 179 53.8
Little assistance 26 26 56.4
Supportive with workload 5.1 5.1 615
No answer 14 359 35,9 97,4
None that | am aware off 26 26 1000
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Assistance from Governors
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid support by funding the NPQH
5 12,8 12,8 12,8
None that i am aware off 1 28,2 28.2 41,0
Advice/Reference 10,3 10,3 51,3
Encouragement to enroll 51 51 56.4
Full support 2,6 2,6 59,0
No answer 16 41,0 41,0 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Part 4. Background information
Sex
Ereguency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
valid — Male 17 43,6 43,6 43,6
Female 22 56,4 56,4 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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Qualifications

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid University degree 30 76.9 76.9 76.9
Masters' degree 7 17.9 179 94.9
Phd 1 2,6 26 97.4
Other 1 2,6 2,6 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Years of Teaching experience
Freguency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
Valid 1-10 years 13 333 333 333
11-20 years 19 487 487 82,1
20+ years 7 17,9 17,9 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
Years serving as a Deputy Head teacher
Erequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
Valid 1-5 years 32 82,1 82,1 82,1
6-10 years 6 15,4 15,4 97,4
11-15 years 1 26 2,6 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0
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7.2 Appendix B: Greek head teachers’ Interview questions

As I mentioned earlier, deputy head teachers who participated in my study
could, if they were willing to, use the final page of the questionnaire to add any
further comments they might have. Some of the participants were very passionate
about the NPQH programme:

Some see NPQH had a great impact in their career like this one who states: [ am
about to leave to join university of ... as Senior Lecturer in primary education.
NPQH has given me the opportunity for this which does not come up often, for this
[ am very grateful.

NPQH is an excellent CPD resource. Schools and heads are very supportive in my
experience.

I applied for the NPQH a year ago, with full support from my head (who had
previously undertake? some of the NPQH courses); however, I didn’t get on as |
failed to tick all the right boxes

I would like to make it clear that many comments do not refer to my current post
or head.

I was acting head teacher for a year therefore the NPQH was more of a paper
exercise.

It annoys me that I have to have an NPQH to be a head and must have a job
within 1-18 months of completing it. The NPQH is a false qualification. I know and
have experienced working with new heads who have parted the NPQH, yet were in
capability because at the standard at their teaching and performance management!

I am a deputy head teacher of a primary school. I am currently completing
a Masters in school leadership and I am enjoying the dialogue with colleagues
discussing current structural and pedagogical challenges.

They lost my application!
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7.3 Appendix C: Transcripts
Part one: Interview Questions
Question 1

This Research showed that a significant percentage of 25, 6% believe that
they do not need any special training, they claim that they are experienced enough
to get the job done. In your opinion what do you think some of the factors are as to
why this percentage was high?

Comments: O pohog tov OtevBuvtn eivor amontnTkdg YPovoPOpog Ko
€E0VOEVOTIKOC KO TIOTEV® TG EIVaL ONUAVTIKO Yo Evay 01EV0VVTY va gival 0G0 o
TOAD TPOETOOGUEVOGS YiveTal. ZTovddlovtag g [a GYoAr Tov Ba tov mpoetoipale
YL awTdV T0 pOLO BaL TOV KPATOVGE EVILEPO Y10L TIG VEEG TAGELS TTOV EMKPATOVY GTN|
dtolknon Kot opydvmon NG eKTAIdEVLoNS e vy JPOPETIKO TPOTO amd avTOHV
™G KaOMUEPIVAG eUmepiag Tov 6To oYoAElo. To vYNAO T0G0GTO T0 BE®Pd AoYKO
KoOADG G€ PEPIKES TEPIMTMOGELS VILAPYOLYV VIOJELOVVTES 01 0Toio1 EYoVV paKPd Kot
eEopetikn eumelpia ot ddackoAMa Kol oTn d1oiknorn ®¢ VITodevduvég Tov dev
TOTEV® TOG XpeLalovtal emmALoV emUopPmon.(A.B.)

To mMoTOTOMTIKO S1OIKNTIKNG EMAPKELNG TPOSPEPEL OPKETA EPOOLOL GTOV
VOdELOLVTY] TOV OPMC TIPETEL VO GLVOEOVTAL e gumelpia oV TAEN. (Xpodvog
VINPEGiag Kot O0aKTIKNG epmelpiog mhve ond 5 £n). To 1060016 avtd epeaviletan
VYNAO Y10l TOOVAOSC 01 CUUUETEXOVTEG OV £YOVV TEPAGEL amd BEcelg evBHvNg.
(E.N))

H exmoidevon yw vo avoldPer kaveig devbBuvid kobrrovta givat
amopaitnTn oAAG amd povn g 0ev apkel. XTo deVTEPO EPOTNUA 1| OTAVTNOT|
etvat, 0,T1 éva onpoavtikd pépog Bempel mmg 1 dayeipion avBpdmvov dvvaKoD
elvar Bépa povo TpocomKOTNTOS KOt TAPUPAETEL TV AVAYKT TE(VOYVOGCING Kot
voporoyiag. (K.X.)

Ene1dn moAhot Bewpodv 011 1 gumelpia, ot B€on Tov vodievbuvin, eivar
TO OmOPaiTNTO €pYaAEio Yo Vo avTOmOKPlOOUV GTIC VIOYXPEDGELS TNG Olevhuvong
evog Anpotikov oyoieiov. Bacukd, To (tnua dnteton e mposmmikng Oempiog mov
£XOUV OLOUOPPDGEL GE GYECT LLE TIG VITOYPEDCELS TOV GTEAEYDV TNG EKTALOELONG KoL
TOVG SLPEVYEL TO YEYOVOG OTL Ol Aot oElS TG B€omg Tov devBuvt Tov GyoAeiov
elvar avtikeipevo dtepediviiong amd GLYKEKPLUEVO EMGTNUOVIKO KAAd0. MOvo 1
ow Blov pabnon kou e€edikevon pmopet va eomiicel tov kébe dvBpomo pe ta
amopaitnTo eOdla Yo vo avtomokpldel oto petafailopnevo mAoiclo Asttovpyiog
oV Anpotikov oyoieiov. (T.A.)

H eunepia ot 0€om oV vITodievBuvn eivon 6,11 TO KAAVTEPO Yo AOKNOM
KkaOnkdvtwv devbovr. (N.G.)

Epdcov eivar omapaitnto TumiKd TPOGOV TO MIGTOMOUTIKO OLOIKNTIKNG

© Panagiotis S. Soulandros, 2021 / © Exd6ceig AEAEBEXH., Apyog 2021



THE NATIONAL PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATION FOR HEADSHIP 85

EMAPKELNG Elval amOATA PVGIOA0YIKO Vo Bempohv TOVG £0VTOVG TOVG EMIO0EOVG
dtevBuvtég kat icmg avtd 10 Tocoatd Ba Enpene va givor peyolvtepo telkd. To
deVTEPO TOGOCTO MGTOGO EIvaL LUIKPO OV GKEPTOVUE T, YIAMAOES GTEAEYM CTLEPQL
mov gV £yovv ed1kn eknaidevon. (T.S.)

H gumepio mov amoxtd kdmolog dovAevovtag, cav vrodievduving, eivat
amopaitnTn, Yo v doknon kadnkoévriwv dtevbovvry. (T.E.)

Question 2

Research showed that 48, 7% of the participants believe that a deputy head
teacher should be open-minded, 25, 6% that he/she must be ambitious and 12, 8%
claim that he/she must be flexible. In your experience have you found that successful
head teacher posses these characteristics?

Comments: IIi.oTe00 TOC KO TO TP QVLTA YOPAKTNPIGTIKA, AVOLYTOUVOAOG,
PUAO00E0G KOt EVEMKTOG Etvat OAOL GNUOVTIKG YOPOKTNPLOTIKA Yo Evay SlevbuvTn|
va T éyel. [o mapaderypa av €vag vrodievBuvtng eivar avorytopvarog umopet
vo emépPel kot v avaddPet Tig evBoveg tov Otav mpémel yuo va fondncesl tov
dtevBouvt| tov, pmopel va mpoteivel TpOTOLG Yo vo PeATimBel M kabnpepivi
oyohkn Con. ITiotedm mog givar onuavtikd yio £vayv vrodlevduvy v ETOIOKEL
Kot va eLAod0EEl va avEPel oty teapopyio kot Yo avtd Oa Tpémel vo KatafaAiet
K60e duvartn mpoondbeta. Eniong motedm nwg £vag vrodievbuvng mpénet va elvan
€VEMKTOG Kot VoL GUUPOVAEDEL TOV d1eLBVVTN OTTOTE LTO £ivarn amapaitnTo. Av Kot
VINPEAV TEPUMTMGELS GTIS OTMOIEG GLVAVINGA EEPOKEPALOVS, TLTIKOVG Kol XWOPIig
eovtacio VTodlELOVVTEG, MOTEV® TG £VOG EMTVYNUEVOS O1EVBVVING TTPEMEL VoL
elval TPoKIGHEVOG e OA OVTE T YOPOKTNPLOTIKA Kot va TpooTadet va feATidoet
10 oyoieio to omolo Mysiton kKot vo cupuPadilel pe T1g aAlayég mov yivovtal otV
KOwvio Kot 1o ekmondentikd cuotnua. (A.B.)

Eivot onpoavtikd kot ta tpio yopakpiotikd mov Oa tpénet vo dtakpivouv
Kot Tov Vodevduvt kot tov dtevhuvrr). Katd m yvoun pov onpovtikdtepo givon
vo uropet Kamolog va, d€yeTo yvmues, va dokipdlet, va givat ovorytopvarog. (E.N.)

[TeTvymuévog gtvar o d1evBuvINg Tov elvar EVNUEPOUEVOS GTO OVTIKEILEVO
tov. Tlov katéyer ™ vopoBecia, mov €xsl yvadoelg youyohoyiog, mov dev elvor
amoOATOG, 0AAL eMGGETOL KOl SIOUGTEAAEL TNV gpUNVELR TOV VOL®V GOUOOVA pE
TN GLYKVLPIN KoL TNV TEPPPEOVCO. ATUOGPALPO. ZIYOVPO EMOPOVV Ol GLUVEPYATES
VIOSELOVVTES, oV OUW®G avaTpEmoVY pdnv Pacikéc emA0YES TOV, TOTE BEAEL TOAD
dovieud. (K.X.)

Nopilw 6t 10 va glvar 0 VITOd1ELOVVING AVOLYTOUVAAOG KOl EVEMKTOGC
BonBdetl ot dekmepaimon TV KaONKOVI®OV TOV, AALY TIC TEPIOCOTEPEG POPES dEV
apKOVV HOVO OVTA T TPOGOVTA, Y10 VO YIVEL KATO10G EMTLYNUEVOS S1EVBVVING.
Amaitodvtan Kt GAAe OTT®mg 1 HeBodKOTNTO, Ol YVMOGELS TANPOPOPIKNG, N dtdbeoT
oLVEPYAGING, M EVYEVEWD OTN GUUTEPLPOPE TTPOG TOVG (GAAOVG K.G. [Ipocmmukd
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dev Bempd OTL awTd TOL TPocovTa | emnpéacay, o dlevbuvtr, TN GYECT OV
pe Tov vrodievBuvty Tov oyoieiov, Idtaitepa TO YAPUKTNPIGTIKO TG VIEPUETPNG
@u0d0&lag To amexBdvopot kol To Bewpd eAATTOU Yo TIC BECELS TV GTEAEYDV
g eknaidevong. (T.A.)

Kot ot 1perg emonudvoeig eivar onuaviikés. H eveléio, to avoytd
HLOAO oAAG Kot M rAod0&in elval «ek TV @V OVK Gvevy Yoo v avtamokpOst
KAmo10¢ 6T KaBNKovTa Tov LTodLELOVVTY aAAG Kat Tov dtevBuvt Ba Edeya. Ko
BéPara emmpéacav T oxéon LoV pE TOVG €KAGTOTE LITOSIEVOVVTEG e TO omoiovg
ocuvvepydotnka. (N.G.)

Nat, ovté Kot ALY TOALD, YOUPOKTNPIGTIKA TOV KATEGTNGOV TTO ELMKPIVY|
Ko UMK T oyéon poc. Etvoat onuovtucd Befaing aArd oyt kot ta povadikd. (T.S.)

H eveléio, 10 avoytd poodd aridd Kot 1 @riodoéio eivor kot ot TPELg
anopaitnteg mpovmobéoelg v v avramokpllsl kdmolog oto KabnKovTo, TOL
VTOSELOLVTY| KoL T XM EVTOTMIGEL TO YOUPAKTNPIGTIKG OVTE GTOVG VTTOIELOVVTES
Le Toug omoiovg cvvepydotnka. Kot BéPata emnpéacav ) oyxéon HOv HE TOVG
€KAGTOTE VITOOELOVVTEG e TO 0moiovg cuvepydotnka. To yopakTPIoTIKG QLT
elvar onuoavtikd yuo va yiver kamotog emruynpévog dtevbovrne. (T.E.)

Question 3

During the study we tried to investigate and identify the motives that could
push forward the deputies in order to obtain the NPQH. 46.2% believe that their
motive is nothing more than professional development. 38, 4% do not believe that
social recognition is an important factor to motivate them, 20.5% believe that an
increase in their income is an important motivator. It is worthy to mention that the
highest percentage, something between 43.6% - 51.3% gave no answer. In your
professional opinion as an experienced serving head teacher how do you believe the
schools or/and the governors and head teachers aid in influencing this percentage?

Comments: Doivetor g moAlol amd Tovg VIOdELOLVTEG wOoLVTAL Vo
EMUOPPAOVOVTOL KOOUPE Y10 TPOGOTIKOVG AOYOLS, TOPA 1O OTOTEAEG LA TAPDON OGNS
TOVG OO TOLG GYOAKOVG GLUPOVAOVG Kot Tovg dtevBuvtég tove. Mnv Eeyvape
dAL®oTE TOC PPIOKOUOCTE OTN HEOT] LLOG HEYAANG OAAAYNG 6€ OAO TO PACLLL TOVL
EKTTALOEVTIKOD [LOG GLGTNILOTOG OO TNV EMAOYN GTELEXDV, LEYXPL TN dOUT TOL {510V
tov oyoieiov. [Tavimg o ebog dev eivat kivnTpo va avardpet Kaveils toceg evBiveg
vt gfvon Tapa po Tapa ToAd pikpos. (A.B.)

Kapio amdvnon. (E.N.)

Mo vo yivet xkdmowog dSievbuvrng, KAmow TPAYUOTO  AELTOVPYOLV
amoBoppuvtikd, OTMG TO ®PAPLO, Ol €VBlVEG, 0 QOPTOC gpyaciag (epyaocia
Tadovopov, emotdrn, kKAnmpa). H odvOiyn tov odevbuviy peta&d tov
GLALOYOV YOVE®MV, GLALGYOV S1BACKOVI®MV Kot d1oiknong o€ eninedo mapondvmy.
AmoBappovtikd emiong eivor 0Tl 0 010KPITOG OOIKNTIKOG POAOG TOV dleLBLVTY|
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v Tp@ToPOVAiES Kot Kavotopieg elvar mepropiopévog amd tn vopobesio Kot Tig
Aertovpyieg Tov opydvav. Olo ta Tapandve cuvBETouy v Tomio, Yio To 0moio
ot VtodeLBLVTEG elvar S16TOKTIKOL Vo TPpOoY®mPTcoVY Eva Prpa TOPATEPO Kot VoL
avaidfovv t dtoiknon. (K.X.)

Ziyovpo M emoryyeApotiky avéMEN Kot 1 OWOVOUIKY avaPaduon sivat
ONUOVTIKA KivnTpo Yol TNV TapoKoAoLONGN TOL TPOYPAUUNTOS TIGTOTOINGNG
SLOIKNTIKNG EMAPKELOG KO LTOPOVV VAL at0d0000VV TNV YOYOAOYIKN SlomicTmon 0Tt
ot avBpmmot evepyovv, cuvBmG, pe PAoT EAKVOTIKA KIVITPO OTNV ETOYYEALATIKY|
Kot TV Tpoconikn Tovg (on. OG0 Yo T0 T0GOGTO TOL JEV ATAVINGE UTOPOVLLE VO
EMKAAEGTOVUE O16pOPOVS AGYOLS, OO TNV TPOSMOTIKY adlapopio pExpt to eOfo
v evogyopevn a&torloynon. Téhog, mpémet va emonudvouvpe 6Tt 1) aAANAenidopaon
TV LTOOELOLVTOV pE TOV d1ELBVVTN, TO GUALOYO YOVE®MV KOl TOVG OUGKAAOVG
evOg oYoAEloL €xEl AVALOYEG EMOPAGELS OTIC AOWELS TOVG Y10l TIS OTOLTIGELS TOL
EMAYYEALATIKOV TOVG pOrov. (T.A.)

To 6t 1060 VyNAd mocootd dev €0woe omdvinon kot PéPoro pe
npoPAnpatilet. Agv Ba nBeha va kdvo vrobécelg. Mo mbavn dmoyr (Tpocwmikn)
elvar O6tL 6TV EAMVIKN TPAYLOTIKOTNTO (GYOAKES LOVAOES) TPOKOAELS («yOAAS
NV Tatoo») 0tav eKOMAdVeELS embopia va dekdiknoels BEom otedéyovs. Kat éva
oNUAVTIKO T0606TO 0vTo TO ToTELEL (N.G.)

To kivntpa KaBevog eivar mpocomikd. Agv TMOTEL® TWOG Ol AVAOTEP®
Tapayovteg ennpealovy v dmoyn kot to Kivntpa tov vrodievbuviav. (T.S.)

Katd droyn pov dtav exkdnrAodvelg avepd v entBopio va diekdiknoetg 0éon
OTEAEYOVC, UTAIVELG GTY) COAIPO TNG APVNTIKNG KPLTIKNG OO TOVG GUVAOEAPOVS TOV
ooAelov Kol LAMGTO 0O AVTOVG TOL OEV £XOLV TO TPOGOVTO GOV VO, HIEKIIKI|GOLV
kdtt avdroyo. (T.E.)

Question 4

Research revealed that 43, 6% of the deputies show no interest in headship.
In your professional opinion as a serving head teacher why do you think the first
percentage was so high, and why such a high percentage of deputies show no
interest in headship?

Comments: O pohog tov SevBuvty gumepi€yel TOAAES OpROSOTNTES
Kot Qyyog, kATl T0 omoio Umopel v Unv avtéyovv ot vrodlevBLVTEG/VTOYNPLOL
dtevBuvtég. Ovtag vrodievBuvng Kamolog propet va vidbet tkavomompévog o 10106
€POGOV Kol YNAd 6t tepapyia PpiokeTar Kot GuyypoOves dev avalapuBaver Kot v
€vBvivn 6Lhov tov oyoireiov. (A.B.)

Agv deiyvouv evolapépov yati vrdpyel ofog yua i BEoelg evhvvne. Agv
VILAPYEL OIKOVOLIKS KivnTpo, oUTE onUovTiky peimon opov dwackarioc. (E.N.)

INoti ot vrodievBuvtég PoAievovtal Kot apKoLVTAL 6E dEHTEPOVS POLOVG LIE
nepropopévn gufvvn. (K.X.)
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[ToAhoi vodievBuvtég Bewpovv 0Tt Tar kKaBNKovia TV devbuvidv givat
avénpéva, oe oxéomn Ue To OIKA TOVG, Kot dgv B umopécovy va avtamokptiovy.
AAlot Bewpovv 0Tt dev ailetl va emPopvvOodv pe TOAAEG LIOYPEDCELS €1C PAPOG
™G TPOCHOTIKNG ToLg (NG Katl Tov eAevBepov ypdvov. TéLog, kdmolol Bewpovv
LKPY] TV QUOPN Yo TV EKTANP®ON TV d1evduviikdv kodnkoviov. (T.A.)

Ko BéBara BELovv aAld dev BEAOVY va To delyvouy Yol £T61 01 GLVAEAPOL
TOVG 04oKOAOL (TTOV OgV £YOVV avdAoyd TPocdvIa) oV Ba Tovg PAETOVY pE KAAO
pdtt. Ko oev Ba n6ehav va to yahdoovv p avtovg. (N.G.)

TNt etvon peydieg ot evBHveg TOVG, HIKPN N KOW®VIKY TOLG Kota&imon,
pKpn M owovoptkt| toug arolnpioon. (T.S.)

Katd m yvoun pov to kdvouv gite yio va un 9ei&ovv 6Toug cuvadEAPOVS
TOVG TIG PLA0J0ETIEG TOVG, £lTE aTd LETPLOPPOGVHVI, 1) Y10 VOL UMV YOAAGOLV TIG KAAES
ox£0€1G e cLVOOELPOVG ToVg 610 oyoleio. (T.E.)

Question 5

In question 13 deputies were asked to identify the most significant
characteristics of a deputy-Head teacher relationship. 51, 3% believe that loyalty
is an important factor, 43, 6% believe that it is school’s policy to keep the relation
in high quality level, 76, 9% do not believe that governors have any kind of
interference. 69, 2% believe that trust and respect between the head and his deputy
is the critical factor to establish quality relationship within school settings. 66, 6%
believe that deputies and head teachers share common social and moral values and
a valid 61, 5% feel that it is important that their head teacher listen to their needs.
How in your professional opinion do you think you have aided with these findings
or have contributed to them?

Comments: v KopEpo LoV €O TPOCSTAONCEL VO GUVEICPEP® TNV
avAmTLEN KOADV GYEGEMV GTO YMPO E€PYACIOG HOV aVAUESH GE EUEVO KOl TOV
VTOSELOLVTY] OV OKOVYOVTOG LE TPOGOYN TIS avayKes Tov. Mopalduevol Tig
1dteg MOwcég ko kowvwvikég a&ieg pe Tov vTodELOLVTH LoV KAVEL O EDKOAO VL
dtaTnpovpe P KaAr oxéon. ot0c0o av avtd dev supPaivel Tpoomtadd va céfopat
T1G SLPOPETIKES AMOYELS TV AAA®V. (A.B.)

[Ipémer va vmdpyel kown ypopun ovapeso oto oevhuve Kot GTov
vrodevBouvn yro v emiivon tov tpofinudatov. (E.N.)

Av m oyéon devBouvtr-umodievBovty €xel dounbel pe AVTIKEWEVIKA
Kputnpuo, 1o1e 10 56.4% elvan amictevto, Kot 1o VITOAOTO TOGOGTH Ba EMpene va
elvan evioyvpéva. Ta mocootd mov katoypdpovtat delyvouv 0Tt To. GYoAeln £xovv
MmoPapn| oevbuvon. (K.X.)

Ao TV TpocwTIKN eumelpio 0ev £ VIOCEL 0LTO TO €100G TNG AMEIANG.
Nopifw 61t 1 avtamdkpion Tov dtevduvti Kot Tov vrodievduvty ot KabnKovTa
mov tovg opilet To mhaiclo Agttovpyiag Tov GyoAeiov glval faciKd TPOATALTOVUEVO
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YL T SIUOPE®OT GUVEPYATIKAOV oyécewv. TToAlol dievBuvtég expetaiiedovtan
TOVG LLOOLEVOVVTES Ko Tovg empoptilovv pe emmpodcheta kabnkovta. (T.A.)

[Ipocwmikd, dev aicBbvOnka kopio areldn amd vrodievBuvn pov. Avtd,
K0T TN YVOUN LoV, apopd SIEVOVVTES e AMyOTEPO TUTTIKA KOl OVGLOGTIKA TPOGSOVTOL
a6 Tov vrodtevbuvtéc. (N.G.)

Agv GLUOOVD LE TO TOGOGTO TNG OMEIANG TOV LITOJIEVOVVTIMV TO 0Toio
dev etével moté 610 5%, OMWS KO 6TO TEAEVTAIO TO 0010 BE®P® TEPLTTO EPOCOV
VILAPYOVY OVOTTTVYUEVT 1] EUTIGTOGUVT Kot 0 oeBacpog. (T.S.)

[Ipocwmikd, dev arcBavOnKa Kapio aneidn amd vrodievbuvrr pov. (T.E.)

Question 6

In your professional opinion as a serving head teacher do you believe that
it could be possible for the Greek ministry of education to develop an applicable
similar introductory programme for headship?

Comments: Qo M0ela va 0w TePGGOHTEPOVS deLOLVTEG va vBappvHVOLV
Kot VoL Voot pilovy TOVG VTTOSELOVVTEG TOVS VAL TPOYWPNGOLV KoL VO AVaAGBouV
1 d1evBvvon TV oYoAei®V TOVE, KATL 6TO 0Toi0 divew peydAn Tpocoyn n idwa. Ocov
aPOPA TNV OKOVOULKN VTOGTHPIEN O Vouilm mwg Ba énpene avTd 10 TOGOGTO Vo
etvan peyarvtepo. (A.B.)

Noa gpappootel, apod apyikd €yel mponyndet empudpe®mon ce SoKNTIKA
0épata. (E.N.)

Ko BéPara Ba Empene kot Bo pmopovoe vo eQapUOCTEL e TPOGAPLOYES KOt
BeAtidoelg oy eAnvikn mpaypotkota. (K.X.)

Yiyovpa M EMUOPP®ON TOV GTEAEXDV eKTAidELONG givol Tpog ) OBetikm
KatevBvuvon, apkel vo elvat 0LGLUGTIKN Kot Vo v vtokpOmTel okompdtres. (T.A.)

Nat, 8o propovee va Bpet epappoyn kot oty EALGSa. Ao ) pepid pov Ba
nrav karodeyovpevo! (N.G.)

[Motevm Tog Ba propovoe va Ppet epappoyn Kot va fondnoet otny avénon
TOV IKAVOTNTOV KoL TNG OLOIKNTIKNG EMAPKELNG (G KOL TNG SLXEIPLOTIKNG IKOVOTNTOG
peAlovtikav otevbuvvtov. (T.S.)

Nat, 8o propovece va Bpet epappoyn kot otnv EArLada. (T.E.)
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Part two: Background Information

o - @1 o @ |

B) Qualifications:

University Degree Masters’ Degree Other
1 2
2] EJ B
C) Years of teaching experience' D) Years serving as Head teacher:
1-10 11-20 6-10 11-15

DI@@I@

57.14% male, 42.86% female, 42.85% Phd, 42.85% University Degree, 14.3%
Masters 85.71% 20+ years of teaching experience, 42.85% 1-5 years serving as
heads, 14.3% 6-10 years serving as heads, 42.85% 11-15 years serving as heads.
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