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	The article presents the results of primary school teachers' perceptions of pupils' behaviour related to discipline. The author analyses relevant behaviour management strategies in detail. The findings on ensuring academic safety, morality and institutional order are of practical importance for educational institutions.
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	The results of the study presented in this article are reliable thanks to the sufficiently large sample of respondents. However, the author does not use the necessary mathematical apparatus for statistical description of the data obtained, in particular, the correlation between the answers to the questions. The conclusions would be more justified if the authors had also used mathematical statistics tools.
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