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Course Goals

The course comprises three sections that will enable students to reflect on their own philosophy of education and their teaching in light of their understanding of current curriculum philosophies and practices.  

Section 1: Curriculum and Assessment Theory examines major curriculum practices and ideas and the implications of these for the development of curriculum subjects and contents; standards and standardization; and assessment and testing. What is your view of curriculum, what the content should be, how people learn it, who should decide?  This is the focus of the first segment.

Section 2: Curriculum and Teaching in Use examines the relationship between curriculum and teaching.  How should the curriculum be taught?  What is the relationship of curriculum to instruction?  What does it mean to be a teacher and become a teacher?

Section 3: Curriculum Change explores large-scale and self-initiated educational change that includes case studies of selected countries. This enables students to critically examine their own context in relation to other education systems.

The diversity of topics and scope of the course content provides opportunities for students to

a. clarify their understanding of and beliefs about curriculum and current teaching practices

b. examine different approaches to curriculum theory and practice in space and time 

c. make a commitment to the development of their own understanding of curriculum and teaching set in the future

Assignments

	Assignment
	Percentage of Final Grade

	Assignment 1 – An individual questionnaire on one selected reading to provide early diagnosis of competencies regarding critical response to course material
	20%

	Assignment 2 – A group interview and presentation of teachers in a particular generational group.
	30%

	Assignment 3 – A written assignment connecting personal curriculum beliefs to plans for personal and systemic change.
	40%

	Class participation
	10%


Set Text for Course

Marsh, C.J. (2009). Key concepts for understanding curriculum (4th Ed.). London: Routledge.

Boston College Disability Policy

If you are a student with a documented disability and will be requesting accommodations, please register with either Kathy Duggan [Kathleen.duggan@bc.edu], Associate Director, Academic Support Services, the Connors Family Learning Center (learning disabilities and ADHD) or Suzy Conway [Suzy.conway.1@bc.edu], Assistant Dean for Students with Disabilities (all other disabilities).  Advance notice and appropriate documentation are required for accommodations.

Boston College Academic Integrity

The pursuit of knowledge can proceed only when scholars take responsibility and receive credit for their work.  Recognition of individual contributions to knowledge and of the intellectual property of others builds trust within the University and encourages the sharing of ideas that is essential to scholarship.  Similarly, the educational process requires that individuals present their own ideas and insights for evaluation, critique, and eventual reformation.  Presentation of others’ work as one’s own is not only intellectual dishonesty, but also undermines the education process.

Plagiarism is the failure to properly acknowledge sources written or electronic and used for verbatim quotations or ideas. It is a violation of academic integrity.  Each student is responsible for learning and using proper methods of paraphrasing and footnoting, quotation, and other forms of citation, to ensure that the original author, speaker, illustrator is clearly acknowledged.

For additional details about Academic Integrity, see http://www.be.edu/offices/stserv/academic/rescourses/policy/#integrity
Boston College Development Themes

The Teacher Education, Special Education, Curriculum & Instruction Department is committed to five themes.  Although no single course addresses all five themes in depth and every course has goals and objectives beyond these, each course is in keeping with the themes and addresses some of the five.

a. Promoting social justice. At BC, we see teaching as an activity with political dimensions, and we see all educators as responsible for challenging inequities in the social order and working with others to establish a more just society.

b. Constructing knowledge. At BC, we regard all teachers and students as active agents in their own learning, who draw on prior knowledge and experience to construct new knowledge in interaction with texts, materials, and other learners. 

c. Inquiring into practice. At BC, the curriculum is intended to bridge the gap between research, and practice by fostering critical reflection and by treating classrooms and schools as sites for teacher research and other forms of practitioner inquiry. 

d. Affirming diversity. At BC, we believe that one of central challenges of teaching is meeting the needs of all learners, especially as the school population becomes more diverse in race, culture, ethnicity, language background, and ability/disability.

e. Collaborating with others. At BC, prospective teachers are encouraged to collaborate with each of the stakeholders in the educational process (other teachers, administrators, human services professionals, parents, community members) and with fellow students and professors.
ED 436: Curriculum Theory and Practice
Week 1:  January 20

Introduction

Benjamin, H. (1939).  The saber-tooth curriculum. In Reddiwell, J.A. (Ed.), The saber-tooth curriculum.  New York: McGraw-Hill. Reprinted in Golby, M., Greenwald, J., & West, R. (1975), Curriculum Design, London:  The Open University Press. 
Theme 1: Curriculum and Assessment Theory

Week 2: Jan 27

Curriculum Perspectives

Marsh (set text):  Chapter 1-What is curriculum? and Chapter 2- Introducing key concepts 

Kliebard, H. (2004).  The struggle for the American curriculum, 1893-1958. London: Routledge/Falmer, (pp. 1-25).
Brouillete, F. A. (1996). Geology of school reform. Albany, NY:  SUNY Press. (pp. 219-230).

Dewey, John (1944; original edition 1915). “Play and work within the curriculum”, in Democracy and education, New York: Free Press. (pp 194-207). 

Week 3: Feb 3

Curriculum Subjects and Content
Goodson, I. (1997). The changing curriculum. New York:  Peter Lang. (Ch. 7).

Shulman, L. (1987). Knowledge and teaching: Foundations of the new reform. Harvard Educational Review, 57(1), 1-21. 

Skerrett, A. & Hargreaves, A. (2008). Student diversity and secondary school change in a context of increasingly standardized reform. American Educational Research Journal,  45(4), 913 - 945.

Week 4: Feb 10

Curriculum Standards and Standardization

Marsh (set text): Chapter 5-Objectives, learning outcomes and standards 

Willis, G., Schubert, W., Bullough, R., Kridel, C., & Holton, J. (1994). The American curriculum: A documentary history. Westport, CT: Praeger. (Chapter 36:  “A nation at risk:  The imperative for educational reform”, 1983, pp. 401 – 415.)  
Ravitch, D. (2000) Left back:  A century of failed school reforms.  New York: Simon & Schuster. (Chapter 11: “In search of standards”, pp. 408-452).

Hargreaves, A., Earl, L., Moore, S. & Manning, S. (2001).  Learning to change:  Teaching beyond subjects and standards.  San Francisco:  Jossey-Bass. (Chapter 2)

Week 5: Feb 17

Assessment and Testing

Marsh (set text): Chapter 7-Assessment, grading and reporting

Hargreaves, A., Earl, L., & Schmidt, M. (2002). Perspectives on alternative assessment reform. American Educational Research Journal, 39(1), 69-95.

Honore, C. (2008). Under pressure. New York: HarperOne. (Chapter 6).

Shepard, L.A. (2000). The role of assessment in a learning culture. Educational Researcher, 29(7), 4-14.

Hargreaves, A. & Shirley, D. (2009).  The fourth way. Thousand Oaks, CA: Corwin Press. (pp. 21-45).

Ravitch, D. (2005). Every state left behind. New York Times, November 7: [Available online at 

www.testpublishers.org/Documents/Every%20State%20Left%20Behind.doc.pdf]

Theme 2: Curriculum and Teaching in Use

Week 6: Feb 24
Being a Teacher: Passion, Cognition, and Attention

Fried, R. (2001). The passionate teacher: A practical guide. Boston, MA: Beacon Press. (Chapter 1).

MacDonald, E. & Shirley, D. (2009). The mindful teacher. New York: Teachers College Press. (Chapter 4).

Fullan, M., Hill, P., & Crévola, C. (2006). Breakthrough. Thousand Oaks, CA: Corwin Press. (Chapter 2).

Mar 3: Spring break

Week 7: Mar 10

Teaching and Social Justice

Marsh (set text): Chapter 19 (Curriculum theorizing) and Chapter 20 (Gender, sexuality and the curriculum)

Delpitt, L. (2006). Lessons from teachers. Journal of Teacher Education, 57(3), 220-231.

Freire, P. (1970).  Pedagogy of the oppressed.  New York:  Continuum. (Chapter 2). 

Villegas, A.M. & Lucas, T. (2002). Preparing culturally responsive teachers. Journal of Teacher Education, 53(1), 20-32.

Video: Canada Program on becoming a teacher in British Columbia. 

[http://www.reallearningfirst.ca/index.php/resources/seven-days-in-a-struggling-school]

Week 8: Mar 17

Teaching Together

Marsh (set text): Chapter 17 

McLaughlin, M., & Talbert, J.E. (2006). Building school-based teacher learning communities: Professional strategies to improve student achievement. New York: Teachers College Press. (Ch. 2, pp. 16-37).

Hargreaves, A. & Shirley, D. (2009). The persistence of presentism. Teachers College Record, 111(11), 2505–2534.

Datnow, A., Park, V., & Wohlstetter, P. (2007). Achieving with data:  How high-performing school systems use data to improve instruction for elementary students. Los Angeles: Center on Educational Governance, Rossier School of Education, University of Southern California.

Week 9: Mar 24

Developing and Adapting as a Teacher

Achinstein, B., & Ogawa, R. (2006). (In)Fidelity: What the resistance of new teachers reveals about professional principles and prescriptive educational policies.  Harvard Educational Review, 76(1), 30-63.

Kardos, S.M., Johnson, S.M., Peske, H.G., Kauffman, D., and Liu, E. (2001). Counting on colleagues: New teachers encounter the professional cultures of their schools. Educational Administration Quarterly, 37(2), 250-290.

Evans, R. (1996).  The human side of school change. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass (Chapter 6, pp. 91-118).
Stone-Johnson, C.  (Forthcoming)  Regenerating teachers.  In Rolls, S. & Plauborg, H. (Eds.) Teachers’ career trajectories and work lives. Dordrecht, Netherlands: Springer Publishing.

Hargreaves, A. (2005). Educational change takes ages: Life, career and generational factors in teachers’ emotional responses to educational change. Teaching and Teacher Education, 21(8), 967-983.

Theme 3: Curriculum Change

Week 10: Mar 31

Large-scale Change
Marsh (set text): Chapter 13 Curriculum Reform

Darling-Hammond, L. (2009). Teaching and the change wars: the professionalism hypothesis. In A. Hargreaves & M. Fullan (Eds.), Change wars (pp. 45-69). Bloomington, IN: Solution Tree.

Barber, M. (2009). From system effectiveness to system improvement: Reform paradigms and relationships. In A. Hargreaves & M. Fullan (Eds.), Change wars (pp. 71-96). Bloomington, IN: Solution Tree.

Jansen, J.D.. (2008). When politics and emotion meet:  educational change in racially divided societies. In A. Hargreaves & M. Fullan (Eds.) (2008). Change wars. (pp. 45-68). Bloomington, IN: Solution Tree.

Week 11: Apr 7

International Change
Sahlberg, P. (2006). Education reform for raising economic competitiveness, Journal of Educational Change,  7(4), 259-287.
Gopinathan, S., and Deng, Z. (2006). Fostering school-based curriculum development in the context of new educational initiatives in Singapore. Planning and Changing, 37(1&2), 93–110.

Barber, M., & Mourshed, M. (2007). How the world's best-performing school systems come out on top.  London: McKinsey & Company.  Retrieved online on November 25, 2008 from website address:  http://www.mckinsey.com/clientservice/socialsector/resources/pdf/Worlds_School_Systems_Final.pdf
Hargreaves, A. &  Shirley, D. (2009). The fourth way. Thousand Oaks, CA: Corwin Press. (Ch. 3, pp. 46-69).

Fullan, M. (2007).  Turnaround leadership. San Francisco, Jossey Bass/Wiley. (Chapter 4. Turning a whole system around).

Video: Two Million Minutes by Robert A. Compton [O’Neil Media Library, LB1607 .T95 2007]
This class will also include literature on other countries according to student interest
Week 12: Apr 14
Self-initiated Change

Cochran-Smith, M. & Lytle, S. (2009). Inquiry as stance. New York:  Teachers’ College Press. (Chapter 5).

Hargreaves, A. (2004). Inclusive and exclusive educational change: Emotional responses of teachers and implications for leadership.  School Leadership & Management, 24(3),  287-309.

Week 13: Date to be Determined
21st Century Curriculum and Instruction

Partnership for 21st Century Skills – Read section regarding skills and curriculum.  Main website:   http://www.21stcenturyskills.org/index.php
Hargreaves, A.(in press). Leadership, change, and beyond the 21st century skills framework. In J. Bellanca and R. Brandt (Eds.), (in press.). 21st century skills: Rethinking how students learn. Bloomington, IN: Solution Tree Press. 

Wagner, T. (2009). The global achievement gap: Why even our best schools don't teach the new survival skills our children need -- and what we can do about it. New York: Basic Books. (Chapter 1)
New Commission on the Skills of the American Workforce. (2007). Tough choices or tough times?  Washington, D.C.: National Center on Education and the Economy.  pp. 49-95. [Executive summary only online from www.skillscommission.org/pff/exec_sum/ToughChoices_EXECSUM.pdf]

Article / Blog: 

· Hands Up: Who Killed Creativity? [http://www.tirian.com/articles2/leadership-task-performance/hands-up-who-killed-creativity/#comment ]

· Have The Chickens Come Home To Roast?  [http://www.tirian.com/articles/have-the-chickens-come-home-to-roast.php]

 Video (youtube)

· Hands Up Video Part 1: "How Creative are You?" [http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MhBIiNl3edk] 

· Hands Up Video Part 2 "Creativity secrets from the kids" [http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=77LYUTLH6hQ ]

· Hands Up Video Part 3: "Creativity secrets from the Experts (The teachers' response)".  [http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AX6VgVQ3CMs] 

�Is this ‘a critical response …’?
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