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Preface

As a pedagogical concept, the term curriculum was adopted in
Finland at the end of the 19th century. Finnish views were
influenced partly by German ideas (e.g. Herbart) and partly by
those from the U.S.A. (Dewey). To .paraliel these pedagogical
plans, administratively constructed curricula have alsc gradually
emerged. The usage of this concept has been varied in Finland,
diverging both from the German concept "Lehrplan" and from
the US concept "curriculum”. We are now using ‘tkhe term
"curriculum" to refer to those administratively endorsed plans
for the primary and secondary levels, which specify the organ-
ization of work in a given school type, including subjects and
the main contents of instruction. These plans also present
general educational aims and principles of child development,
thus amounting to a relatively many-sided description of pro-
jected teaching work. In higher education and in adult educa-
tion the curricula are not administratively tied to the same
extent as they are at the primary and secondary ievels, how-
ever, we shall now limit ourselves primarily to the exawmnination
of the 9-year comprehensive cchool and, as its continuation,
secondary -level general education (the upper academic sec-
ondary school) and secondary vocational education.

In Finland the curriculum provides administrative endorse-
ment of educational goals and forms of Instruction. At the
same time, however, it is stated that instruction must be
organized according to the capacities of students. The realiz-
ation of the curriculum is thus referred to teachers' Inter-
pretation, since it Is only the teacher who can be familiar
with the qualifications of students. Although the curriculum
defines the syllabi for the different grade levels, their accept-
able achievement should be interpreted starting from the
capacities of students and standardized tests are not used to
measure the achievement level. This presupposes a great deal
of confidence in the teachers' ability to assess the qualifi-
cations and performances of students. Notwithstanding the fact
that it is administratively tied, the curriculum therefore mainly
functions as a pedagogical guideline. In accordance with this
dual nature, the official plan is therefore called pedagogical-
administrative curriculum.
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It is not until the 1980s that the .current practice of cur-
riculum application on the primary and secondary levels has
evolved. Its theoretical grounds have been unclear, and there-
fore Finnish researchers have been interested in analyzing the
structure and the concepts of the curriculum. The Institute for
Educational Research (University of Jyvéskyld) has participated
in the International 1EA-study (International Analysis of Educa-
tional Achievement) thereby acquiring research data related to
comparative education. Some Finnish researchers have par-
ticipated in the "Scandinavian - Gerninan Workshop on Curricu-
lum Research." This workshop has also. dealt with the Finnish
curricula in its conferences. In -connectfon with the school
reforms the social significance of curricula has increased, and
therefore also resources have been reserved for research work.

From 1985 a joint working group of curriculum researchers
has also been active in Finland. The purpose of this group is
to
- coordinate the work of researchers functioring in different

universities,

- standardize the body of concepts and improve theory con-
struction,

- enhance interaction between researchers and practitioners in
education and

- undertake the international dissemination of information on
curriculum research in Finland.

Professor Perttl Kansanen (University of Helsinki) has acted
as Chairman for the working group while its members include
Professor Ari Antikainen (University of Tampere), Professor
Sirkka Hirsjdrvi (University of Jyviskyli), Doctor Risto Rinne

-(Unlversity of Turku) and Professor Juhani Suortti (University

of Oulu, Department of Teacher Education in Kajaani) and
Associate Professor Paavo Malinen (University of Jyviskyld)
has acted as Secretary. The working group has held prepara-
tory meetings and In September 1986 it organized a two-day.
Curriculum Seminar at the Department of Teacher Education in
the University of Helsinki. At the Seminar the members of the
working group acted as introducers and the commentators were
Professor Erkki Lahdes (Unlverslty of Turku) Doctor Kimmo
Leimu (The Institute for Educational Research, University of
Jyvdskyld). A total of 120 researchers and administrators par-
ticipated in the Seminary and lively discussion took place on
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the presented papers. The introductions, commentators' reports
and summarles of the discusslons held at the seminar have
been published in Finnish as a report of The Department of
Teacher Education- at the University of Helsinki "Opetus-
suunnitelman tutkimukselliset kehykset" (The Research Frame-
work of the Curriculum. Tutkimuksia 48/1987). The presented
paper contains, in a condensed form, the papers presented by
the members of the joint working group of curriculum research-
ers at the Curriculum Seminar in Helsinki in September 1986.
The articles largely reflect the problemposing which curriculum
researchers have in Finland. It is however true, that accurate
translation into English of the concepts used in Finland is no
easy task, as we already mentioned above in connection with
the examination of the concept "curriculum". These articles are
not restricted to any particular level of schooling in thefr
examination, but they are mostly grounded on curriculum
research of the primary and secondary levels of education. The
working group has limited its inquiry to a basic-research type
analysis of the current situation, not wanting to search for
new values or norm for the basis of planning.

In this report the curriculum has been confined to refer
exclusively to advance planning. Consequently, the criterion of
its usability Is the teacher's ability to utilize the: cutriculum
plan in preparing her instruction. In medlating the curriculum
into practice teacher activity is thus a central concept. Pre-
viously constructed guides, textbooks and other teacher ma-
terfals are available to the teacher. In teacher's planning work
these play a more Iimportant role than the actual curriculum
plan. The importance of the curriculum can nevertheless be
emphasized, if it Is structurally clear and if it helps to trans-
mit the most essential, administratively and pedagogically im-
portant information. Teacher activity thus Includes interpreta-
tion of the curriculum and choice of materials and the work
forms. Along with the transfer to the actual teaching work in
schools, several other situational factors become relevant,
which cannot be taken Into consideration in the curriculum.
These Issues which have a strong influence on the student
achievement are disregarded in this context.




During the seminar discussions regarding the development of
curricula in Finland, it was noted once again, how the design
and the characteristics of curricula can be examined from
many different points of view. These articles also indicate that
there Is a great number of perspectives and that it is hard to
construct a coherent curriculum theory. A wish was expressed
from the administrative -quarter, that researchers should draft
a2 model curriculum plan as 1 basis for the administrative
development of curricula in the future. It seems, however, that
this demand is beyond the present resources of curriculum
researchers, for the value-commitment of the Finnish society is
different ‘from that which the researchers would prefer to use.
Therefore it is apparently very difficult to carry the
standardization of curriculum research any further from what
has been accomplished here.

We would like to extent our sincere thanks to the members
of the curriculum researchers' joint. -working- -group- ~for
excellent cooperation in preparing this report. We are also
indebted to the Department of Teacher Education at the
University of Helsinki for publishing our report, as well as to
the Academy ‘of Finland for the financial support we have
received. Many researchers and administrators have encouraged
Us to explore this field of great practical importance which is
theoretically so difficult to command. Thank you for all the
support and criticism.

On behalf of the joint working group of curriculum re-
searchers.

Pertti Kansanen Paavo Malinen
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NOTES ON CURRiICULUM RESEARCH IN THE SOCIOLOGY OF
EDUCATION

Arl Antlkainen

1. Present state of research

It Is surprising to find out that there Is so little Finnish
curriculim research that is soclologically oriented or that
applies sociological thinking. There has mainly been some
discussion on the theoretical foundations of curriculum re-
search as a response to treatises published abroad. In fact
Suortti's (1581) philosophical and Rinne's (1984) historical-
soclological dissertations may be regarded.as the most Interest-
ing treatises from a soclological point of view. The situation is
somewhat absurd because societal and social aspects have a
major role to play in the curricula issued In the 1970's but,
there Is practically no research knowledge in this fleld. In the
late 1960's multidisciplinary approach to curriculum research
was formulated (e.g. Takala 1968) and, at the turn of the
decade, the exemplary POPS I Report (Comprehensive School
Curriculum, Committee Report) was published. However, nothing
particular was achieved in research Into the soclology of
education in the 1270's.

Even though ‘the contributivn of soclological research Iis
mainly descriptive in nature, research could have provided
planners and decislon makers with knowledge of the social
conditions’ and mediating mechanisms that determine the de-
signing and Iimplementation of plans. These clear afterthoughts
blend with a titter foretaste of the future. It is easy to
Imagine the following situation towards the end of the twen-
tieth century: as the municipal (local) curriculum was only
viewed as a marvellous alternative, with no reference to its
eventual limitations, In the late 1980's, the results have been
contrary to expectations. Perhaps then a group of disappointed
educational researchers will be, organizing a seminar which will
discuss curricular problems within a rational nation-wide and
International framework!

1 I wish to thank Ilkka Pirttiid for the valuable comments I
received while writing this article.
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Despite the fact that other branches of educational research
seem to Include more curriculum research (Mallnen 1985, 175-
177) the concept of curriculum remalns vague In the Finnish
discusslon. The concept draws on both curriculum and Lehrplan
terms. The comprehensiveness of the concept, and the tendency
at least on the part of researchers, to relate [t to school
practices and, eventually, to pupils' experiences, may come
from the former. The latter may have contributed to the Idea
of the currlculum as a plan defining exactly both subjects and
contents. It might be worth discussing what thls combination
of so different premises and components really Implles. It
would seem reasonable to agree with the conclusion presented
by Kansanen in his article, ie. the terms, once adopted, have
remained but thelr meanings have gradually acquired primarlly
natlonal character in the Finnish discussion; there are no Inter-
national counterparts.

From the researcher's polnt of view only a comprehenslve
notlon of curriculum will provide a productive theoretical
starting polnt for research. To restrict the concept of
curriculum in this context would probably imply that research
would take factors In or influencing the curriculum - or
whatever the term might be - as ‘'gilven' or self-evident. At
the same time thls would imply that curriculum theory would
lose its slgnificance as a theory of educatlon or as a part of
it. Then, If the curriculum Is not regarded as a notlon opening
‘up theoretical perspectlves - which Is entirely feasible - the
comprehensiveness of the term will lose its significance. In the
sociology of education the comprehensive notlon of the
currlculum may well be concelved as referring to the process
of soclalization and transmisslon of culture from generation to
generation. Consequently, the curriculum is a plan that or-
ganizes the functions of the school In this process. The crucial
points then are what elements of culture are selected to be
transmltted by the school, who selects, and how the actual
process Is directed. These questlons are extensively discussed
In the general treatises of the soclology of curriculum (e.g.
Lawton 1975, Eggleston 1977). However, there is no coherent
soclology of the currlculum.




2. Theoretical foundations

Several starting points are avallable In educational sociological
research Into the contents of education. Education may be
viewed as a phenomenon which Is historically conditioned (e.g.
Rinne 1984), structurally determined (e.g. Takala 1983, Tuomis-
to 1986) and which acquires its meaning In action (e.g.
Olkinuora 1983, Niinistd 1985). It Is not always necessary to
use the term curriculum In a study even though it dealt with
curriculum,

The sociology of knowledge may be the tradition that has
most contributed to the soclology of the curricuium. In the
soclology of knowledge the questions how society and the
soclal reality determine the formation of knowledge and how
knowledge affects. soclety, can be, according to Alttola and
Pirttild (1986, 3-4), vlewed as the logical fundamental ques-
tions. In the research tradition knowledge, In its widest sense,
refers to the system of beliefs accepted by the members of a
social group or a community. Consequently, It-Is different from
the notlon of knowledge used by both philosophy and psychol-
ogy (Airaksinen 1979). Research has to deal with every day
thinking and ideologies, with science and technology, as well
as wlth school knowledge. The crucial theoretical point here is
the distinction between structural theorles (or structuraily
oriented research) and action theories (or phenomenologically
orlented research). To simplify a little, the difference between
the two approaches cun be described, according to Alttola and
Pirttild, In the light of the following three points. The
structural theories have frequently focused on ideological
systems while the action theorles have concentrated on
people’s every day knowledge. Within curriculum research the
code analysls used by Rinne In his article would provide an
Illustrative example of the former approach whereas the latter
could be represented by research focuslng on the knowledge
generated and transmitted In the Interaction process within the
classroom. The traditional structural theories have presented
soclal classes or groups as subjects of knowledge and know-
ledge only as an object whiie, according to the authors above,
the action theories stress the subjective nature of knowledge.
The third difference between the approaches Is in that the
traditional structural theories often include a thesis of the pre-
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vailing ideology whereas the action theories emphasize the
diversity of knowledge structure. Berger and Luckmann's (1967)
conception of society as both objective and subjective reality,
and the socialization of the Individual into a member of
society may here serve as an example of action theory within
the soclology of knowledge. It {s also a soclalization theory
‘where school has its own place.

In soclalization the individual.does not only create the
meanings of things autonomously but alrd meeis the
world as 'glven' f.e. historically determined. Primary
socializa?’ s the first soclalization process in
childhood, through which an individual and his identity is
formed. It Is a very comprehensive process, which does
not refer to cognitive learning alone but takes place
under emotionally charged clrcumstances. Jt Is obvious
that this process would be almost impossible without
emotional attachment to the significant others (mother in
particular, parents etc.). There are no ldentlflcatlon
problems in priwary soclalization because no other people
are available. The world of the parents Is the only world
avaflable to the child. Secondary socializaticn - where
school has a promicént role to play - refers to the
internailzation of Institution-based ‘'szub=worlds' or world
views. be fundamental problem here is tn° fact that
primary saclallzatlon and, consequently, an already
formed self and reality have to be taken into con-
sideration. However, secondary soclalization particularly
depends on the division of iabour and soclal organization
In a socfety. While primary socialization presupposes the
child's: emotional identification with the significant
others, secondary soclalization can do without such identi-
fication. The child has to love his mother but he does
not have to love his teacher, only understand him, as it
Is necessary for the teacher to understand the child's
world. The view of the world transmitted by the school
Is already Institutional to the child and, consequently,
not dependent on the individual teacher. Besides there
are more options than in the world provided by parents.




As for the location of school I quote Alttola and Perttili's
(1986, 74) account:

"Socialization is never complete and, therefore, all
socleties have to develop a varilety of procedures to
maintain a measure of symmetry between subjective and
objective reality. Consequently, all socleties have tended
to secure the transmission of an appropriate symbolic
universé to the -coming generations by taking over the
central institutions of education and soclalization. Thus
the primary function of educational Institutions, in
addition to the soclalization process, Is to legitimate the
prevalling soclal structure and the fundamental Institu-
tlons of society as well as to make an Individual's
process of life Into a meaningful entity.”

1 have sometimes played with the tentative Idea that
tertiary socialization would be a process through which an
individual becomes aware of the existence of different
societies and learns to identify with their members at least to
some extent. (Knowing other meanings of tertlary soclali-
zation.) The development of mass media and tourism will make
this possible. Behind the idea is a fear that our educational
theorles are Inadequate in analysing the problems of the inter-
national community, mankind and the human race even though
we may ihink that preserving and maintaining life is the high-
est value in education.

When English soclologists of education began to Investigate
school knowledge in the early 1970's, their starting points
were In accordance with the tradition of the soclology of
knowledge. The school system was to be analysed not only as
a selector and processor of Individuals but also as a selector
and processor of knowledge (Young 1971; see also Antikainen
1986, 122-133 and 1986a). According to the radical programme
of the so-called new sociology of education, researchers should
not accept the normative blas that results from adopting the
notions of the natlonal school administration as the starting
point of research but they should go beyond this 'rhetorical
smokescreen’. I subscribe to this goal: descriptive Investigation
of the prevalling educational reality Is an Indispensable condi-
tlon for the progress of educational research. Research on
school hnowledge (educational knowledge) is to focus on the
curriculum,” which can be analysed as the social organization of
knowledge. According to researchers, the curriculum reflects
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the social control and the distribution of power in society or,
to quote Bernstein (1971): “How a society selects, classifies,
distributes, transmits and e-~-luates the public educational
knowledge reflects both the Jistribution of power aad the
principles of social control®.

This theoretical notlon led him to two educational knowledge

~ codes - 'collection' and ‘integrated' type curricula - and to

two types of pedagogy -~ 'visible' and 'invisible’.

The representatives of. the new sociology of education thus
questioned the prevailing currlculum and the knowledge to be
transmitted in teaching. Accordlng to them, school knowledge
is not inade up of 'objective' forms and knowledge contents
but, Instead, the curriculum is a social organization of
knowledge that can be influenced. So far the criticism put
forward by the new sociology of education was accepted by
many writers. However, If the representatives of the new
school suggested - which Is somewhat unclear - that objective
knowledge does not exist, and that also the criteria of truth
are social, their ideas were generally discarded. In trespassing
on the territory of philosophizers and curriculum experts the
new sociology of education was met with criticism and
arguments. Even the worst critics acknowledged, however, that
the production and dissemination of school knowledge (e.g.
school books), and the functioning of the school organization
and the school community were vital and neglected fields of
research. Instead, they denied the direct relation between
school knowledge and social stratification, on the one hand,
and the powerful selective and manipulative functions of school
knowledge (and the concomitant school practices), on the
other. As far as I know, the school has, however, received
support for part of its main ideas at least from socio-historical
investigations that have described how subjects and curricula
have been redefined at various points of time by wvarious
interest groups withont any ‘objective' reason (see Cooper
1983; Goodson 1983).

On micro-level the learning environment investigated by the
new sociology of education covered; in addition to school
knowledge, also classroom interaction aud the language of
school. Social influences were seen in all these components.
Interaction is hierarchical in nature. It tends to label pupils
and Is based on the image of the ideal pupil and on the
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socially acquired expectations of the teacher. Language Is

formzl. reflecting the code of the middle and upper classes. It.
serves the functions of classification and.control. In the experi-
enced curriculum each subject has its own status and stands in
a fixed mutual relation to the other subjects (e.g. Saha 1978).
According to this conception the teacher should be able to
realize the -soclally determined character of the learning
environment In order to be able to question it and to change
school practices so -that the pupils with different social! back-
grounds could be more equally treated. This argument contains
at least two critical points: first, one should be able to separ-
ate valid classifications and labels from ’purely social ones',
and, second, one should define the extent to which school
knowledge can be manipulated (see Blackledge & Hunt 1985,
290-315). It has been estimated that this micro-level research
nas had some practical impact in England. It has demonstrated
to the teachers that they have an important position and that
school can be reformed and its practices diversified through
conscious action (Banks 1982).

In the Finnish context this might imply that the implemented
and the experienced curricula are conceived as opportunities of
reforming school at the grass-roots, instead of treating them
as defects .in planning (as for the terminology, see Kangasniemi
1985).

As, at the beginning of this article, I wrote that the
contribution of sociological research is mainly descriptive and
concerns the social conditions and mediating mechanisms that
determine the Iimplementation of the curriculum, I now hope
that the above presentation has demonstrated that research in
the sociology of education has made attempts to focus also on
the contents of the curriculum. It has to be remembered,
however, that the concept of knowledge prevalent in the
sociology of knowledge differs from that used in both philos-
ophy and psychology.
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3. Challenges to research

An advancement in curriculum research may not be possible
without a progress in basi? research within education. Research
into the sccio-historical foundation of education is one
significant branch of study. Rinne's article above deals with
this area. As for applied research, the study of the various

‘brafiches of education and that of the various subjects (or

branches of knowledge) have a major role to play. In the
Finnish school system it is difficult to imagine any changes
without the contribution of subject-specific expertise. The
foilowing discussion of the chailenges to research presupposes
an understanding of the whole field of research, and, con-
sequently, I may confine myself to the current knowledge
needs of educationai planning. )

It Is generally thought that the content of education Is
largely determined by the goals set for the various levels of
the school system (1. educational goals/relating to the pupiis'
personality, 2. goals for the school organization and the schoci
community, and 3. goals of educational policy relating to the
social functions of education). In my opinion the deliberate
setting of goals can be regarded as a major outcome of
educational planning in..the 1970's. In reality, however, the
goais remained largely unconnected and idealistic when other,
stronger factors (tradition, employment -‘prospects of the
varfous teacher groups etc.) dictated the contents of curricula.
This may not have been an infrequent phenomenon in other
public planning either. It Is interesting to notice that the
present planning ideology is more sceptical about the possi-
bility of defining the goals in advance or outside the actual
institution. Similarly, confidence in comprehensive planning
seems 'to have decreased, and rationalistic planning seems to
have been replaced largely by an incrementalistic or mixed
ideology (Vartola 1985). However, it is stili to be remembered

+ that giving up the rationalistic planning ideology and de-

veloping an organization entirely through the activity of its
individuai members means that the control and directun of
market factors will increase (c.f. Berg 1984). Attes.pts should

therefore be made to decrease the -gap between goals and
action.
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If the functioning of the school system is seen from the
viewpoint of goals, the research in the sociology of education
haz been able to -point out at least the following structural
factors that -have prevented the goals set in the 1970's from
being realized:

1. Education reproduces the prevailing social stratification
instead of decreasing it. According %o the available informa-
tion, practically no change in social selection to upper
secondary school and universities took place in the 1970's (Kuu-
sinén 1985; Antikiiinen 1986, 133-1328).

2. The official rule system of school organization is in conflict
with the official educational goals (Uusitalo 1984).

3. The actual school practices (the so-called hidden curricu-
lum) are in conflict with the public goals of education (Kivi-
nen et al. 1985).

The most important contribution of research in the sociology
of education may be the specification of the mechanism that
are behind the above results. For example In research into the
reproduction mechanism it Is interesting and fruitful to
examine how the two cultures, that of the school and that of
the pupils, interact (c.f. Willis 1984). There seems to be a
more general need for an approach in which school's func-
tioning and the pupils are not viewad mechanistically as re-
flecting and reproducing structures but the Individuals are
conceived to act within the structures as active and self-
conscious subjects (c.f. Gordon 1986).

It is not easy to change even the official, written curricu-
lum to say nothing about the actual school practices. The
curriculum is in the focus of various interests. Consequently,
knowledge is only one of the components, status and pover are
also involved. Eggleston (1977) describes the decision making
concerning curricula in England as an institutional conflict
which involves a large number of interest groups. Also the
Finnish curricular governing and decision making system ought
to be studied. The need for research is further emphasized by
the decision. making arrangement, which concerns the compre-
hensive school and the upper secondary school: the National
Board of General Education compiles the curricula but other
planning and decision making Is decentralized to local
admlnistration and to schools. Inspite of the fact that my re-
marks are speculative in nature and, at their best, will only




offer material for hypotheses, I want to express some primarily
critical comments about the new situation. While reading them
one should bear in mind that I have published my positive
attlitude towards the decentralization of the school system
(Antikainen 1986). I also expect that the new curricula system
will have the positive impact that teachers and members of
school boards etc. will have to familiarize themselves with the
curricula,

While reading the new curricula (POP 1985 - Comprehensive
School; LOP 1985 - Upper Secondary School), two questions
occured to me. First, is there a danger, pointed out by Rinne,
that thinking related with man and soclety will decrease in
scope and move towards administrative rationality? Second,
isn't it rather flimsy moral thinking, and also undemocratic, to
Justify value goals.by pointing out that they have the support
of the majority? The relationship between goals and content
was already discussed above.

As for decentralization, it would be rather easy to analyze
the experlences gained in the other Nordic countrles. This
work may =already have started within school administration. As
a theoretical question decentralization Is a complex phenom-
enon. Lane (1984), from Sweden, analyzes It into the following
components: utlokalisering, integrering, privatisering, implement-
ering, kommunalisering, participation, access, beslutsfrdelning,
and formalisering. In our situation the first questlon might
include the following: What is the relation of the decentra-
lization of the curriculum system to other educational planning
and administration? What is the significance of local (town-
/municipality) applications of the central curricula regionally
and functionally? Is It mere change in the degree of state
control? Lane's (1984) .principal theoretical conclusion is that
decentralization should be connected with the concept of
institutional autonomy. This might provide a useful perspective
for the study of organizations also in Finland. As far as the
content of teaching is concerned, It is generally thought that
the local contents of instruction will easily focus on  local
traditions alone.

The new situation also underlines the importance of studying
the teaching profession. Here the theorles developed within the
stuay of professlonalisation and professlonalism have a role to
piay. Here is a case In point. Goodson (1983) and Cooper
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(1983), using the soclo-historical analysis, studied changes In
school science and mathematics in the English school system. A
very decentralized curriculum system 1is in question, and the
situation is not comparable to the Finnish context. Cooper
presented the main results as the following model:

1. A subject Is seen as a set of segments or groups, with dis-
tinct. missions or perspectives, and material interests. (E.g.
'pure' and 'applied’, 'classical' and 'modern' mathematics).

2. Conflicts and co-operation between these groups, and thelr
alliances with groups Inside and outside the subject are viewed
as the major explanatory factors In changes In subjects.

3. The power of these groups, and of individuals can be ana-
lysed in term of the resources avallable to them (which re-
sources, in turn, are affected essentially by the alliances
above).

4. Changes in the conditions for action among subject members
are particularly Important. Frequently the changes are related
to changes In soclety. (For Instance Increasing use of com-
puters has affected mathematics).

5. According to Kuhn (1963) the textbook Initiates the student
into a paradigm. Consequently, university subject communities
tend to compete for Influence over redefinitlon of the textbook-
based subjects In secondary education, particularly over the
nature of the textbooks used.

6. Missions and perspectlves are viewed partially In relation to
career interests of individuals and groups.

7. Changes In textbooks and materlals are to be analysed also
in relation to the missions and Interests of the refevant
groups.

8. A redefinition of a school subject is a compromise between
the varlous powerful groups, and It Is to be expected that its
legitimacy is continuously subject to changes.

The evaluation and follow-up of existing curricula can offer
useful ideas for the development of curricula. From the view-
point of the sociology of education Annika Takala's world view
study and her Investigation, based on puplls' compositions, of
comprehensive school pupil's cognitive, social, and moral devel-
opment are Interesting follow-up studies (Takala 1986 and
1981). The following conclusion by Takala may serve as an
example:
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"The ethical and social goals of education have been
written so that they highlight the values that should
direct both the choice of contents and perspectives in
teaching, and the work of the school community and the
Interaction between its members. It is my opinion that
this is the way the value goals of ethical and social
education. should be expressed. This way of expressing
goals lends itself well to setting goals in democratic
school ecducation. Citizens can express their views on
what kind of values and principles should b2 observed in
school when things related with the local community,
society and international interaction are taught. If the
goals were expressed only in terms of developmental
psychology, i.e. by defining various stages of, for in-
stance, thinking and moral development that should be
reached, laymen could not possibly take any stand on
them. Value goals should malnly be understood as meant
for school, teachers, contents of education, and ma-
terials. They are not meant to express strict terminal be-
haviour outcomes. Thus the notion of a young person as
the subject of his or her development will be retained, a
subject that actively constructs his or her personality
and values." (Takala 1981, 127-128).

First, I can sign the above conclusion with the resarvation
that I expressed earlier in connection with an inappropriate
use of Gallup-thinking in setting goals (which is not what

: Takala means here). Second, it is interesting to notice that
the above conclusion leads us to an area that I hiave not yet )
discussed, viz. to the school community and social pedagogy. Is .
it not true that the expanding ways of organizing learning that ‘
compete with school stress the significance of the school
community to the school system more than ever before? Should
research not again focus on the school community as well?

Research on world view provided me with one interesting
example. According to Nuutinen (1983) the image of soclety
among Finnish youngsters is not very developed at the end of
the comprehensive school. Two further years in the upper
secondary school or in vocational schools does not seem to
Improve the results to any considerable extent. It would be
Interesting to know to what extent this Is due to social
studies in school. Nuutinen further wonders whether the timing
of social studies in the curriculum is appropriate. The curricu-

lum for the upper secondary school raises another question: to
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what extent thls Is due to the absence of any ti.‘ory of the
soclal sciences In teaching? For example, the curricula of
psychology and philosophy &re clearly better in this respect.

So, it Is possible to utilize existing studies and data In re-
evaluating curricula. It would be of vital importance also to
start creating a new frame of reference and 2 new design for
the purpose of analysing the soclal significance of curricula.
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. CURRICULUM FROM THE FUTURE-ORIENTED AND
- VALUE-FUTUROLOGICAL PERSPECT IVE

Sirkka Hirsjdrvi

1. The tlme-dimenslons perspective

It will be my purpose In this article to describe curriculum
constructlon and curriculum research at the level of planning
which in many classifications Is located at the top of the
hlerarchy. It is called general planntig and Is carrled out at
national level where discussion of the fundamentals of .curricu-
lum should take place. It Is part of natlonal educatlonal
policy.

There are significant differences between traditional and
modern planning. The former was primarlly directed at
maintalning the existlng system, whereas the. latter seeks to
produce controlled changes. Traditlonal planning consisted large- )
ly of shortsighted reactions to immedlate problems; forecasting
meant the short-term planning of activity. Modern educational
planning Is almed in the long term at the integration of
schooling and other social sectors. Llekkisalo .and Raivola
(1986), for example, describe planning In these terms. In an-
other connection (p. 182) the writers state that "Planning
provides a tool In the attalnment of a desirable future. It Is
) almed at controlling the future.” The "spirit" expressed in the
above statements has not been apparent in articles examining
the problems and techniques of curricula planning. The future
has not been the subject of discussion and it has not so far
been possible to utilize thz <ontribution of modern futurology.

1.1. Curriculum research from different time perspectives

All curricular Issues - curriculum studies as well as questions
of curriculum construction - are located In time. Thls notlon Is
a _derivative of the following statement by soclal theorist
Glddens (1984, 303): "... all existing patterns of Interaction
are located in time." It can be considered an essential




ingredient of curriculum theorles that they are determined by
time and space. Where time Is not taken Into account, the
curriculum Is seen as a "timeless photograph" located in a
timeless soclety. Another consequence of neglecting the time

-dimension has been the Identification of time and social

change. Even when time has been taken into consideration, it
has been treated more as an "environment" or as a frame
factor in which social behavlour, e.g. curriculum construction,
takes place. This means that it has not been regarded as a
phenomenon central to that particular examination of theory.
This criticism is by no means directed at historical research
Into curriculum plans. There are In fact many features common
to the study of the future and the study of history (see e.g.
Mé4nnikkd 1984).

The relationship between the past and the future can be
fllustrated by a simple figure of divergent paths (Figure 1):
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Figure 1. The past and the future as time dimensions of the
curriculum (adapted from the figure of Malaska and
Mannermaa, 1985, 471)

The figure shows how the past, present and future are
closely inlerconnected. We cannot plan future phenomena in
{solation from the present and the past. In the figure the
continuous line drawn In the past illustrates that which has
already been realized and the broken lines surrounding it
fllustrate those alternatives which were discarded. The study
of such alternatives is called contra-factual historical research.
The future still lies ahead and it is composed of an array of




aiternatives depicted by the broken lines. Any one of the
aiternatives can be realized. Due to the complex nature of
modern societies we are not even aware of all the possible
aiternatives. We cannot obtain absolute and perfect knowledge,
but futurology can help us in the search for alternatives. The
present time can be defined as the borderline between the
future and the past.

The past future of the curriculum may be familiar to a
historian in two ways: he can regatd it both as open and as
something that has or has not been realized. Historlcal events
have contained alternatives, just as the future does.

A historlan looks at the evolution of the curriculum
primarily backwards. He or she sees the final outcome and
proceeds from the end to the beginning and from the effect
‘towards the cause. His method of analysis can be calied
retrospective. A futurologist generally proceeds in the opposite
direction: he or she proceeds prospectively; in other words, he
or she proceeds from the past, thrcugh the present time and
moves on to the still open possibilities and alternatives of the
future. They are both sciences of time in the sense that they
accept time as the basic varlable and that they examine the
curriculum from the time perspective. Their research objects,
which are located successively on thé tlme axis, are
comprehensive and global and therefore the research tasks will
usually also become very complicated. They also have in
common the fact that thelr research target cannot be made an
immediate object of observations.

§.2. From prediction to the study of the future

Earlier images and models of the future constructed in the
"Baconlan spirlt" were based on ovzarsimplistic ideas about the
forecasting of the future. Not until later did the striving for
and falth in the meaningfulness of tutional prediction weaken.
A strongly normative aspect has now been added. There has
.been a cons/derable Increase in efforts to make an exnlicit
evaluation of the desirability and value-boundness of different
future images.

Modern futurology aims at belng problem-centered and often
starts from the notlon that research should try to promote an
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essentially different future - one that is better than the past.
This is what curricular reforms also aim at. Modern curriculum
development work might follow principles which are identical
with the features stressed by futurological research: the alm is
‘not the discovery of permanent historical lines of development
nor the simplistic forecasting of the future; instéad, the
evaluation Is also focused on discontinuums, foreseeable new
phenomena and structures and their effects. It should be the
basic assumption of curriculum construction that future choices
can be influenced by acquiring information about the alterna-
tives offered by the future,

Curriculum construction must also face the challenges
presented by the increased speésd of social change processes,
the growing complexity of decision making, the deepening
interdependence of many different. sectors,. -the' rapid devel~
opment of technology and its consequeiicés, the expansion of
knowiedge. and the build-up of communication networks. Due to
this vigorous development, problems emerge more acutely than
earlier. For this reason the strategy for encountering problems
should be developed in the education and -teaching sector. A
solution might be the development of scenarios to assist in
curriculum design. "The drafting of scenarios is a technique
which shows how possible, probable or desirable future state

develops or' can be developed step by step from the existing
situation."” (Malaska & Mannermaa 1983, 1985).

The shift of emphasis from forecasting to wide-range future
research is shown in Table 1. (Malaska & Mannermaa 1983)

Forecasting Future research

Nature of What will the What are the
future worid be like? pos:ible worlds?
Strategy cf How can we How can we
activity achieve-our prepare for
objectives? different futures?

Table 1. From forecasting to the study of the future.
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The curriculum construction process might be based, for
example, .on the following kind of progression:
1} A critical analysls,iof the present situation of educational
system.
2) The future development of the present situation of educa-
tion- assuming nc unforeseen contingencies-occur.
3) Definition of the logical future of the educational system
by means-of the two previous steps.
4) Explication of several possible- futures by assuming into the
.system specific and deliberate forces that produce change.

5) 'On the basls of the preceding points, a number of objec-
tives are .defined which will help- to produce an outline of
the preferred future.

6) Intermediate objectives and strategies are defined within
precise time limits.

7) The framework of institutional influence is defined.

8) Finally, a description is made of the transition phase which
the system has undergone according to the planning pro-

cess. In the light of this new planning prccess can be
initiated:

The above model Is an adaptation of one developed by
Obzekhahn (Julilen & al. 1979). This sort of planning Is
prospective In nature. The distant future forms the horizon
from which one proceeds at the strategic stage to a more
precise examination of the nearer future, from Which oné
finally advances at the tactical stage to the immediate future.

This planning process with its different stages is lllustrated in
Figure 2.

2. The technologically and soclally determined starting points
of the currfculum

Because of the unprecedentedly radical social changes which
have occured during the past two decades, the question of how
to analyze this change has become more central in the social
Sciences. The essential question is which factors should form
the starting point for explaining general change processes and
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from where should the reform of curricula be commenced. The
following three viewpoints (with slight simplification) can be
singled out from recent discussion (see e.g. Antikainen 1982,
Suhonen 1984): (1) Technological development controls the
development of the future, (2). Social relationships are decisive
factors in the development of the future and (3) Value
cnanges are central to the creation of the future.

The above division into three perspectives makes the phe-
nomena- appear to stand somehow in oppesition to one another.
The approaches are not, however, mutually exclusive. In some
descriptions the iatter two appear as complementary to each
other. In investigating value changes post-industrial society
may be taken as an objective starting point. By applying the
Delfoi-technique the formulation of research problems may be
as follows: "Which values are likely to change under the im-
pact of foreseeable-scientific-technical-demographic-socio-econ-
omic change, and how should curricula be constructed or
reformed according to these changes?"

Theories explaining change can also be found, for example,
In the sphere of cultural research. The above tripartite divi-
sion Is therefore by no means exhaustive. The following dis-
cussion will nevertheless confine itself to an examination of
these three approaches. We shali first focus on aspects of
technological development and social determinism.

2.1. Directing the course of the currlculum from the
technologically deterministic perspective

Theories of soclal development and derivatively many areas of
human activity, including the weducational sector have been
coloured by some degree of technological determinism. When
applied to the curriculum this means that technologieal devel-
opment is seen as an autonomous factor without soclal alterna-
tives, which provides the framework for the shaping of the
curriculum. The great majority of sociological research on
technology has been stamped by technological determinism in a
way or another. Since, according to this view; technology
advances autonomously, other 'sectors of soclety and its social

structure have no alternative but to try and adjust to the
changes.
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Notions of technological determinism may be narrow or
broad. When the "narrow viewpoint Is applled to curriculum
planning, it means that changes in the functions of education,
in its structure, process and risources are explained In terms
of technological development. .It is belleved that changes In
these areas are caused by technology, Its quality and level of
development. The broader perspective, on the other hand, Iim-
‘piles that the effects of technology are Seen as encompassing
the whole of soclety and explaining social and economic
developments. The effects of technology on the planning of
education are mediated through these more extensive changes
in society. "

In the most radical form of technological determinism
technology Is understood as being without history and isolated
from other social development. It Is as though there exist
"technological™ and "soclal" phenomena which arc clearly
distinguishable from each other. The curriculum Is a soclial
phenomenon and since there are different phases in tech-
nological development, these will be observed by social change
and it is therefore even possible to predict changes in the
curriculum ty studying technological change. In opposition to
this view there is the systems theoretical approach. This sees
technology as diverging from the rest of society with its non-
technical sub-areas and thus_having a relative autonomy, but
"techiiology takes shape only as a force which Is subordinate to
the whole of society.

There are technocrats who, for example, ask "Does our
present educational system take the challenge of modern
technology into account?" Although it Is self-evident that
technological development cannot be Ignored In Finnish soclety
any more than in other developed countrles, it is in many ways
too simplistic to pose the questlon in the form described
above. From the vilewpoint of education and of the whole of
coclety. the. .question _has. bheen formulated jn reverse. As
olanners of education we should rather ask about the uirection
we want to develop our society in and the sort of people we
want to educate. What kind of curriculum should we construct
that would lead to the goals formuiated in this way?

" While In Finland all levels of schooling have been accused
of responding too slowly to changes In soclety and especially
to changes in technology, there has been an unprecedented
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level of interest in the potential applications of information
technology. At times it almost seems as -if we are drifting Into
a situation ‘where technology will become the most important
factor in the direction and control of educational ple.ning.
When, in 1985 a decision in principle was made on the devel-
opment of education In the field of information technology, the
new technology became the core issue in many sectors of
education. During the last five years there have been frequent
accusations that our present educational system s extremely
backward, that it .responds too slowly to the pressures of
change and that it iIs even partly incapable of meeting the
technologically oriented needs of a soclety uideryoing transfor-
mation.

Educational policy and curriculum plusiing permeated by
technological determinism would be very limited in scope and
it would lead to a shallow- view of the changes taking place in
the nature and content of education, and of the connections
between the content of education and other social change
processes. It would also lead to faulty conclusions regarding
schooling; for exampie, to mistaken views on the impoverished
nature of school work, the transformation of a teacher's work,
etc. ‘

It is of course necessary to ask what the discussion on the
information society means and how It sets challenges for
curriculum reform. Discussion on the information soclety takes
place in many different quarters and Is occasionaily quite
lively. 1Its main focus seems to be on the examination of the
effects of technological development and its role. From this
point of view the informatlon society has been understood as
"given".

"The information society Is coming, it Is said. Its arrival
will not be decided on in parliament, -instead it will
somehow come under its own montentum. The course of
development is predetermined; we have to adjust to It,
or we will be overtaken by the development or something
even worse wiil happen to us." (Nurminen 1986, 187).

Nurminen further states that credibility for this Image of
the information soclety is sought by appealing to empirical
observation of social development. According to this view, the
information soclety Is created through the Impact of tech-
nofogical development, and neither society nor the Iindividual
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can Influence its formation In any way. Once and for all the.
world has been digitized and netviorked with cables.
Technology Is the real dynamic force In history and the
information soclety is !ts most Important product. The
computer Is an important part of the control system of this so-
clety.

It Is obvious that soclal scientists or educational planners do
not have much say in the shaping of future alternatives If it
Is believed that technological development advances along its
own unknown paths.

In analyzing the characteristic features of the information
soclety and In trying to reveal possible deep structures
concealed behind this phenomenon, another explanation can be
found for the emergence of the Information society. Lehtinen
and Luotola (1985) state that in the background there is an-
other much more powerful force at work. The name most
commonly given to this force Is the concept of international
competitiveness. Whereas iIn the earlier explanation the
determinant factor was technology, it Is now competitiveness.
This is a challenge that education must meet. Competitiveness
can’ even be seen as one of the determinants of curriculum
construction. A shift of focus has taken place here from the
sector of technological determinism to the sector governed by
soclal relationships. This Isssue will be dealt with In more
detail In the following chapter.

The conception of technology as a so-called prime mover has
aroused criticism in which the conceptions of technology
applications and their corollarles merge with each other {e.g.
Niiniluoto 1984, 278). Von Wright (1981, 182) states that our
civilizatlon has reached a phase which could be called a
legitimatfon crisis. This means that the goals which man seeks
to realize and the means leading to them, are without
Justification. A major part of our so-called "development",
especlally in the fleld of technology, Is without a legltimate
basis. ,

Undoubtedly there are particular (historical) reasons for the
rather confused discussion which Is taken place on the
information soclety and for the present technology-oriented
deterministic perspectives. One reason may be the fact that
soclal sclentists have taken only a minor part in the discussion
concerning the relationships of technology and society.
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2.2, Directing the currlculum accordlng to the soclodeter-
ministic mode of thought

The mode of thought according to which future society and its
educational planning and curriculum planning will be determined
by autonomous social relationshlps, Is also coloured by
determinism. Suhonen (19R4) states that such thinking has been
characteristic of approacles which also share a more or less
close connection with the; Marxist soclological traditlon. Similar-
ly, all such pessimistic v'slons of the future which predict that
man's freedom will be threatened by some enormous systems
are coloured by this kind of pessimism.

In a soclety where soclal conditions start to direct and
control man's activity instead of themselves being gquided by
man, soclal relatlonships "live thelr own life". The West
German, Hirsch (1981), speaks of "a security state" which Is
characterized by a web of organisations and institutions which
permeate the everyday life of that society and direct, maln-
tain, supervise and control people's lives. All the different
domalns of human life and their interconnections, down to the
slenderest branches (man's dreams, fantasies etc.), are
subjected to commercial marketing strategies. Even education
is part of the controlling machinery and subject to the
Interests of the commercial world: its goal too, Is to
acclimatize individuals to the "Fordistic" production and
consumptlon cycle. With this as their basls the functions of
education, educational objectives and the procedures leading to
them are formulated.

The concept of the '"security state" (Sicherheitsstaat)
embraces the dual nature of the present "welfare state". While
living conditions of different soclal groups are evened out
(blurring the distinction between the proletariat and the middle
class), new conflicts will arise between the government ap-
paratus and groups which have been left outside (Silsidlnen
1985). A soclety will emerge which Is highly developed,
organized and fragmented In complex ways.

The organization-saturation and "natlonallsatlon-saturation"
of soclety cause different kinds of reactlons both at Individual
level and at the level of political activity. Soclal Isolation will
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grow, "narcissistic" tendencles ivill increase, relfication and
allenation will occur, so that people start to assess themselves
and others through thelr possessions. Hirsch (1981, 12)
maintains that the effects of "behavioural norms" based on
preduction and consumption (you must work more and more In
order to consume greater and greater amounts of less and less
useful things) are far from stralghtforward: they also cause
opposition, maladjustment, refusal and subjectlve readiness for
rebelllon, which, however are not simple to locate “soclolo-
glcally because they keep changing and alterlng".

At the political level there will be Increasing antl-Institu-
tlonallsm, opposition to bureaucracy and antlpathy towards the
state. The security state attends to and monitors these
responses.

The perspective wlich emphasizes autonomous soclal rela-
tionships is related to the questlon of the correlation between
education and soclety, a question which occuples the minds of
educational soclologists. The idea that education Is an
autonomous phenomenon is an erroneous and nalve one. Hurn
(1978), for example, regards the educational system and the
school system as a completely autonomous system which is
Independent of the rest of the society. A divergent view is
found in both Marxist and functlonal philosophy: a very strong
causal relationshlp Is seen to exist between education and
soclety (Slurala 1983). From the clvilization-critical polnt of
view (Bourdlen, Foucalt), education Is seen to have a dual
purpose. It both serves the prevalling soclal system and also
creates a basls and provides the tools for an Individual to
develop as an educated person and as an Influential agent
(Rinne & al. 1984). Karisto (1984) malntalns that If this view-
point Is glven prominence, it may lead people to underestimate
man's role In the development of society.

Even If we start from the assumption that speaking of the
autonomy of education Is anclent history, there still remaln a
few alternatlves concerning the correlations between education
and soclety. Hargreaves (1980) groups these views into three
categorles. The first represents the uncompromising soclo-
deterministic viewpolnt: educatlon is totally subordinate, re-
sponding only passively to demands for change. The second
group is the relative Independence model. Its message Is that
education has Its own relatively Independent position In so-




clety. The third group maintains views, according to which

there exists a correspondence between education and soclety

at the level of soclal control, but that there Is no corre-
spondence at the interaction level and partly at the
organisation level, and that school would rather have some

independence. X
In many articles Antikainen (1982, 1985) comes down In

support of the notion of the ielative autonomy of education.

According to him, this-would result In the following:

1) In the future, it will not be possible to base detailed
descriptions of educational systems dl rectly determin-
istically on the alternatives of social development. A
certaln- range of fluctuation and degree of uncertainty must
be taken into ac count.

2) A goal-directed approach to the future can also be con-
sldered relevant.

3) It is Important to examine not only the alternatives In the
educational system, but also those In the school.

In the following chapter. educational planning will be examin-
ed primarily from the perspective of the second alternative
cited sbove. A goal-directed future Is a phenomenon which Is
related to wvalues. This examinatlon can be called value-
futurological.

3. The value-futurological starting point

The viewpoints discussed above convey the Idea that curricular
changes are always In some degree consequences of changes
which have occurred In other domains of soclety. According to
views which emphasize technology and the deterministic natu’e
of Interactive relationships, man's role as the creator /ind
director of change was minimal or at least very small. W.aen
values are raised to a position where they set the pace of
change, it also means that man is given the declisive role In
the shaping of the future. People are orlginators, subjects, and
not technical innovations or soclal relatlonships. The educa-
tional sector can be seen as a reforming force and to it can
be assigned the role of an agency for change. The normative
aspect is thus emphasized in the curriculum. A value-
futurological-examination Is given central {mportance. In the




work aimed at reforming the curriculum, as in the study of the
future which contributes to it, the question of the role of
values cannot be avoided.

3.1. Problems of the value-based approach

The adoption of values as the basls for predicting the future
of educational pianning has been justified on grounds of the
permanence of values. When social scientists often ciaim that
vaiues have some degree of permanence, It means that vaiues
are not seen as mere expressions of Immediate emotional
reactions of individuals. Instead, values are regarded as indi-
cators of the "undercurrent" of the entlre community. Values
are regulators of human effort and behaviour, and they influ-
ence the \principles of social life in many ways.

Problems are caused by the fact that values vary not only
in space < but also in time. How can a currfculum constructor
know whetler a particular state of affairs ts desirable in the
future? What will people value when children, who are now
entering :the educational system, are aduits and citizens of
working -age? How can the curriculum constructor make choices
on the basls of today's values which wiil correspond to the
values of tomorrow?

Evolutional discontinuity Is characterlstic of vaiue changes.
Part of the society can be transformed in a relatively short
time, part of It cannot. Siow change takes piace in things
related to the structure and organlzation of society; on the
other hand, in comparison to these, values and ideas change in
an exceptional way. They can be immutable and unalterable for
a long time and then change quite suddenly and in a stepwise
manner. It has also been assumed that in the case of long-
term changes the real cause of changes Is the relationship
between vaiues and other factors (material factors), because

8t each polnt of time both values and other factors can be
ahead of or behind their time.




3.2. Quality of life as the starting point for the currlculum?

The present world situatlon. can be described according to
certaln characteristics which seem to be leading to changes in
both ‘the materlal and Intellectual domalns of life.
Glines (1980) describes seven factors which will exert great
influence:
1) Recently created technologles
2} Great changes In the world economy
3) New soclal and political organizations
4) Informatfon flow
5) Increasing disiliuslonment at world peverty
6) New strength of the Third World
7) Diminishing of global resources

Many politiclans snd soclal -sclentists belleve that we are
experlencing a perlod of economic crisls which the developed
countrles -drifted Into as early as the 1970s. The steady growth
of the 1950s and 60s was foliowed by slow economic devel-
opment. Another present-day coacern Is the environmental
crisls, where It i$ particularly the efforts to pursue economlc
benefits that .are seen to be causlng damage to nature. The
crisis of working scclety means that the notlon of work as the
central purpose of life Is receding. The crisls of the welfare
state -~ ‘which also concerns Finnish soclety - Is a concept
which refers to the diminished abllity of government to
promote the well-being of citizens. Alongside all the above-
mentloned crises the the crises of values Is also mentioned
together with the notlon of a value revolution.

Since we accept the world of values as the starting point In
the quest for future alternatlves, the {ogical continuation of
this examinatlon is theoretically rather stralghtforward. We
shall now- examlite In what directlon Finnish soclety Is moving,
according to those who have studled the problem, and then
base our premlses on these assessments.

A study of the literature reveals very quickly that this
present tlme of ours Is In such a state of ferment that It is
difficult to locate the features which might at least be falrly
certaln. Siplid (1985), among others, states that the soclal
sltuation Is full of contradictions; It has elements which could
lead to very different developments. Somewhat obscurely, how-
ever, he also states that ithere Is uncertalnty about the di-~




rection and the possibilities for the future development of
soclety and therefore the present situation is extremely dif-
ficult from the point of view of predicting the development of
values. This statement reflects the somehow suberdinate nature
of values in relation to other mechanisms.

It is evident that people will not abandon thelr material
well-being, even if there was an increase in the appreclation
of individual liberty. It seems that man's values change simul-
taneuously along several' dimensions. For example, the values

related to work and free time are passing through an obvious-

transition stage as appreclations are shifting from work
towards free time (Suhonen 1984, 21).

Uusitalo (1984) describes ‘the value revolutions of Finnish
soclety. He makes It clear that the discussion about a value
revolution is not without foundation. The values of compara-
tively large population groups are changing in such a way that
the emphasis placed on material standard of lving Is shifting
towards the quality of life. For the present, however, these
value .changes can only be seen ‘in the overt behaviour of
relatively small groups. The shift -of values towards quality of
life implles, among other things, that:

"Increasingly few people regard work as the central
purpose of thel- -lives; and increasingly many feel sym-
. bathy towards softer values; they want to live In har-
mony with thelr environment, they are dublous about the

large organizations..In. business and government -and- feel

tempted to jump off the threadmill of status anxlety at
the same time as attempts are made to Increase the
speed of the mill in soclal politics.” (Uusitalo 1984, 6.)

The latest Investigations iIndicate that apprehenslons abotit
decreased- valuation of work have actually become true. Basing
his conclusions on materlal collected In spring 1984, Yidstalo
(1986) states that the status of work in relation to family life
has decreased strongly in five years. According to the findings,
the proportion of those who regard work as the primary area
of thelr lives, has decreased by 16 percent in flve years. Now-
adays only 35 percent of Finns regard work as the most
important thing in their lives. More than half of the re-
spondents- regard home life as the most Important sector of
their lves. It should be noted that, according to this study,
the Importance of freetime spent outside the home has remain-
ed small.
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Pccordlng to Uusitalo, It Is important to note that these
value- changes imply .that people are beginning to question the
socially dominant ' conception of well-being. Whereas up to the

‘present time economic and material well-belng have been
‘prevalent, ‘theré are aspirations germinating where definitions

of well-belng are no longer interpicted directly according to
gross national' product. Economic well-being is only part of
total weli-being. Well-being also includes the quality of life,

‘representing something non-material (spiritual and soclal good),
‘which does not necemrlly improve in step with materlal

standard of living. In the woiid of values so-called soft values
and privatization- are. galning emphasis in contrast to the hard
values -and- collectivism ‘of the past. The voter-citizen Is more
unpredictable and- volatile than ever before. Now the pressures

-are manifold. and pull in several directions and peopie cannot

be steered as easilly as they used to be. The abundance of
information, a high level of education and improved communica-
tions, make It possible for people to make their own declisions.
The political controllabllity of soclety Is decreasing aii the
time.

One ingredient of tho -quality of life Is an experience of
life's .meaningfulness. Materlal well—belng alone Is not suffl-
clent to create a <ausfylng life when there is a lack of
mcanlngfulness in !lfe, a sense of life's futllity. According to

Frankl (1981), man needs tasks which add to the meaning-

" fudiess of existence. It sfould be the task of education to

help people to set goals fc.s thelr lives and to take on tasks
for themselves. Sipil4 (198%)-stresses that it is important that
people shouid not find the meaningfulness of life in themselves,
but rather in particlpation in the human community.

In curricular decisions the value changes described above
should be applled at least to the discussions about goals and
contents. Are we, by means of the curriculum, aiming at
producing people who work for 40 years of thelr llves and Is
It the task of school to prepare people primarlly for work? if
not, where Is the emphasis? What does quality of life at a
deeper level mean as an educational aim?
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4. Concluding assessment

The thoughts, visions and sketches presented above are
naturaily only ideas and views. Reality is reality. The designers
of the practical curriculum and those who implement the
curriculum, are not as gullible as theoretically oriented dogma:
the practice .of teaching is more realistic than the most
realistic theories.

It seems evident, however, that decision-makers in the
educational sector are- pot capable of coplng with the
unexpected events which the present and the future entail,
unless' we are prepared for them. We should try to construct
images of the future and our approach shculd be by means of
reasoning. Forecasting is the keyword In future education and
also in-curriculum construction.

Who is going to dictate the "right” way to solve curricular
problems? Are the decisions based on conventionality or on a
future-oriented. Intellectual. climate? How. .can we avoid .in the
field of education the kind of policy which is based on sub-
ordination and adjustment? Can education become an agency of
sccial change and what would this require of the curriculum?

el it e ;.L“
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THE CURRICULUM AS A FACTOR DIRECTING ACTUAL TEACHING

Perttl Kansanen

I. The curriculum as an independent concept

ey

) Viewed from an interrational standpoint, the systematization of
. the study of education shows an exceptional diversity. Here in
. Finiand we have long been In- the habit of considering the

study of education to be an independent branch of scholar-
: 'sh'p, even if research in this field has produced little -which is
¢ independent: of that which has been attained within the frame-
i "work of other; disciplines.

In Finnish, academic Instruction a -division of the study of
education !nto subdlsclpllnes has been foliowed since the begin-
ning of the 1950's. This division recognized five main flelds:
the philosophy of education, the history of education, compara-
tive education, the psychology and soclology of education, and
didactics. We have also tended to recognize marginal fields,
the main problems of which are considered as falling within
scope of the study of education if the perspective from which
these problems are examined has its origin in that field.
Examples of such marginal flelds are the psychology of learn-

£ ing, -the .social psychology-of education, -developmental psychol-
. ogy, etc.

A classification of this type Is, of course, always arbitrary
to some degree, and it serves some specific purpose. From the
standpoint of academic teaching the' division has demonstrated
itself to be- quite practical. It has, however, not been free of
problems nor is it one which is generally accepted. Develop-
ment within the field has naturally led’ to a point where a
division of this type has begun to show its age, but the basic
: division can still be seen In university degree programs.

: Within the Finnish context an interesting additional aspect
: has been provided by the fact that the division in question has
often been used as criterion in the opinions submitted by the
experts who are asked to evaluate the candidates for professor-
ships in the fleld of education. This has been particularly true
when filling a position In this field which does not have any
particular specialty. In case after case the minimal require-
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ment has' been expertise In at-least two of the five subdisci-
plizes. The procedure originated at a time when positions were
not usually linked to a particular specialization. Nowadays,
however, they tend to be more carefully defined.

In any case didactics appears as one autonomous subdiscip-
line within the field of educatlon, and it often assumes the
role of the actual speclalty. Nevertheless, the International
terminology is confusing, the reascn for -this belng the signifi-
cant difference between the relevant English-based and German-
based vocabularies. In following discussion an analysis wili be
made of the similarities, differences, and connections between
the- concepts 'didactics' and 'curriculum' on the basls of the
terninologies ‘which have evolved on the basis of these two
languages.

a) The English-based terminology

International terminology exhibits considerable differences de-
pending upon whether German-based or English-based terminol-
ogy Is followed. Tibble \‘966), a basic work Intended for
teacher education, follows -the division 1In questlon rather
closely, but it is nevertheless' essential that naither didactics
thor any corresponding subdiscipline has any place at all beside
‘the theory of education, the philosophy of education, the
history of education, the psychology of education, and the
sociology of education. This evident difference ultimately dem-
onstrates itself to be an ever-present source of difficulty when
attempting to relate the terminology used in Finland to that
which has been formulated in English.

It-is -clearly -evident that one central.explanation for thé dif-
ference In question Is the linking of central questions to the
examination of problems within both education and teaching.
Particularly In the American literature, issues pertaining to
educztion are clearly examined In a manner which emphasizes
their factual and normative aspects, in which case the latter
field is often referred to under the label 'teaching methods'.
In basic textbooks the psychology of education and didactics
are linked together, being referred to as 'educational psychol-
ogy' (cf. such works as Klausmeier & Ripple 1971 and Gage &
Berliner 1984). Books of this type have lengthy sections con-
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talning -background materlal of a purely psychological nature as
well as clear normative sections which correspond to the books
used in Finland for didactics.

As pertains to American practice, the sultabllity of the termi-
‘nology is evidently linked to the fact that teachlng Is studied
in conjunction with different types of curricula. This means
that ‘parallel curricula may exist slmultaneously, with teaching
‘thus belng- studied as something on a level above the curricula.
This feature is particularly well evidenced in those anthologies
‘which attempt to provide a synthesls of the results of research
devoted to teaching. ‘The well-known book by Dunkin and
Biddle (1974), to clte but one example, does not even contain
the term ‘curriculum' in the index, its meaning being presented
(p. 43) In one sentence as one contextual factor of the school
‘class. This feature of the book naturally brings along with it a
vacuum with respect to specific values. 1t also makes results
extremely difficult to compare since teaching goals do not
guide the study. On the other hand the claim can certainly be
made that the practices characteristic of western schools have
so many universal goals that they make comparison of resuits
possible. But if this is the case, then the only comparison
attalnable Is of a partial nature.

The same feature Is repeated agaln in handbooks for con-
ducting research on teaching (the latest being Wittrock 1986).
In such books the examination of teaching has, almost 2s a
rule, been separated from the context of the curriculum. This
being the case, 1t Is understandable that when criticlsm has be-
gun to be volced agalnst the widely used process-product para-
digm it has been directed specifically against the norma.ive
aspect of teachlng. Garrison and Macmillan (1984), to cite an
-example, focus attention on those deficiences in the studles
conducted thusfar which are the result either of intentions
having been neglected or of the difference which Is caused by
the normative component of teaching compared to the situation
prevailing In research carried out within the framework of the.
natural sclences. From our perspective critlcism of this type
seems to be astoundingly simple, but it may be understandable
specifically because of the difference in the background to the
-curricula. For all practical purposes we have in Finland one
and the same national curriculum which, at least in princlple,
provides all research with the normative component in a man-
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In English-based usage that which Is equivalent to didactics
Is to be found more through the intermediary of the concept
of curriculum than by combining educational psychology and
teaching methods. This method does, naturally, bring us quite
close to the type of didactic bocks used In Finland, and we
come all the closer, the more general the type of didactics
with which we are dealing. The central question Is evidently
one- bearing -on two Issues: how general may the terms be in
. which didactics may be written and how conireteiy may the
o goals and philosophical bases be presented. General didactics is
based on, and, indeed; must always be based on, some type of
interpretation of the goals of education, but in such cases the
goals might only be of so general a nature, so universal, that
generality still has some utility. The determining factors iIn
these cases are such goals as teaching fundamental skills in
reading, writing, arithmetic, with additional determinants being
factors such as the conditions set down by the school system
pertaining to the number ¢f students, age groups, class sizes,
and similar conslderations.

In situations of the type depicted here it would undoubtedly
be possible to write a general didactics without it having to
be Nnked to any specific written curriculum. In such cases the
social situation as well as background issues of a philosophical
nature are Implicitly included without their bivlng to be point-
ed out separately. In principle, cases such-.as this- ‘Trovide the
possibility of analyzing the considerations- constituting th; .back-
ground and then, almost as though arterwards, of rrésenting
the basis of the curriculum. Nevertheless there ars ‘grounds for
questioning whether a didactics of this type could be
transferred from, let us say, one school system to anotlier
since the curriculum will be different In any case. Or might it
be the case that the general grals of teaching In particular
are so similar within the same cultural region (e.g. ‘Northern
Europe) that a general didactics of the type under discussion
is possible.

 Nevertheless, the content of curricuium-oriented research pro-
vides dn easier means for finding links to the subdiscipline
within the study of education which in Finland is referred to
as ‘'didactics’. In this case it Is also essential that this puts
us In the mudst both of educational practice and of the educa-
tional system as It functions within soclety. Problems are no




longer examined primarily from the theoretical standpoint,
viewed from the perspective provided by educational psychol-
ogy, or from the standpoint of the general suitability of curri-
cula, but rather in the manner regulated by both the goals of
‘the curriculum and the conditions which have been presented,
Curriculum-oriented research is thus of a practical natute, it Is
developmental work with respect to education in addition to
being research, the subject of which Js the effectiveness of
teaching.

The curriculum-oriented aspect already contains the
normative aspect of teaching in its Initial stages, the curricu-
lum is something like a plan for learning (Taba 1962, 11) but,
of course, not for any learning at all, but rather for learning,
the content of which has been specified. That which Is planned
and which provides the justification for conducting research
thus depends upon the nature of the curriculum or, in this
sense, the teaching plan.

From that which has been presented it is clear that no
curriculum can be transferred from one school system to an-
other without problems. Nevertheless, principles, theoreticai
models, and even theories may be formulated as to how a
curriculum can be drawn up In the best possible way If the
goals which have been presented are considered to be the
criteria (cf. e.g. Saylor et al, 1981).

The above considerations also Imply that curriculum-oriented
literature may be quite general in nature If it is thought of as
having been wrltten for what Is, in its essential aspects, the
same curriculum. This actually makes the elaboration of a
thecry of curricula possible, nor dves it exclude -the formula-
tion of -a ‘general didactics.

But what Is it that separates the' approach used within
educational psycliology and curriculum-orlented literature from
one another? Works bearing titles such as Curriculum Theory
or Curriculum Plarning set forth goals which are very general
abstract, neglecting altogether those which would be of a more
concrete nature. In this respect they could serve as-guidebooks
for drawing up any curriculum at all. Neither do works of this
type tackle the problems of actual teaching in any way which
could be considered as deep or detalled, even though writing
speéculatively about something such as methods of work Ig
certalnly possible. It appears to be the case that curriculum-
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oriented literature is primarily aimed at guiding the formula-
tion of curricula, with didactics in the sense understood in
Finland being found on the pages devoted to educational psy-
chology and guides to teaching methods. The American didactic
literature lacks general teaching guides written to direct the
implementation of some concrete teaching plan.

b) The German-based terminology

In education as it has developed within the German-speaking
academic tradition didactics has traditionally occupied a firm
position as one of the subdisciplines within the field. In the
survey presented by Blankertz (1975, 13-14) it is made clear
that even though the term ‘didactics' Is Greek In origin and
thus potentially -an element of the common heritage of western
education, use of the term has, in fact, primarily been re-
stricted to German and those areas which are subject to in-
fluence from that language.. The term is virtually unknown in
the terminologies which have been elaborated on the basis of
French or -English. In any case, ever since the beginning of
the 1600's ’didactics’ has been a central term In the area
where German is _spoken.

The term 'curriculum' also has a long history and, according
to Blankertz (1975, 118-122), it was also current in German
until it fell into disuse some time during the 18th century,
only to be revived at the end of the 1960's under the influ-
ence o English-based terminology. The term ‘curriculum’ thus
came to replace 'teaching plan', but not as a synonym. The
introduction of a new term meput ths -introduction of a new
content (cf. also Malinen 1985, 15-24).

In clarifying the connections between ‘'didactics' and
‘teaching plan' (that is to say 'curriculum') it is very easy to
analyze each term separately, subsequently obtaining detailed
information about the specific characteristics of each of them
separately. On the other hand it Is already more difficult to
analyze the connections between the two terms. It would be
tempting to identify ‘'didactics' with 'teaching plan', particu-
larly so that: the German term 'didactics' would be considered
to correspond to the English-based ‘'curriculum'. This would,
however, be an unjustified oversimplification, the specific rea-
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son for % belug that the term ‘curriculum' is now also
widely used in the German terminology, having acquired there
a wide number of different meanings. The term 'curriculum’
appears to have replaced the old term 'Lehrplan' (='teaching
plan'), aithough not In all contexts, Additionally, it is now
used Instead of the term 'didactics’.

In the presentations of Klafki (1963 and 1970) and Blankertz
(1975): German -didactics Is- classified into several schools of
thought, between which there prevail several rather consider-
able differences of principle. After Robinsohn (1967) caused
the term 'curriculum’' to be brought back into use, the theory
of teaching plans as well as its derivatives have been linked
together as something which, in actual fact, is a single
subdiscipline within didactics. Klafki pointed out in 1970, and
cubsequently with even greater clarity in 1974 and 1976, that
the theory of curricula could be subsumed under the concept
-of didactics which owes its origin to Weniger. In actual fact
Klafki (1974) specifies both terms under a single entry
(Curricu..qm - Didaktik)., Nevertheless, there does not seem to
be any unambiguous agreement concerning the use’ of the
terms, and the mutual relationships between the two have also
been regarded as a problem by Menck (1975} who, however,
does not supgest any solution,

Since ‘didactics' has no unambiguous meaning in the German
terminology Identifying 'teaching plan' with ‘'didactics' is also
impossible. On this basis the term 'curriculum' must be under-
stood as one of the orientations of didactics. Characteristic of
this :ofientation is a specific emphasis on didactic problems,
this heing typical of orlentations within didactics, each of
which is characterized by a specific emphasis, To some degree
the theory of teaching plans has brought forth problem areas
of a type which traditional didactics has not treated. As
examples of these Hamayer (1983, 55) calls attention to teach-
ing materials,. the different phases in decision making and their
evaluation, and the implementation which follows it.

Aschersleben (1983) sheds light on some Interesting aspects
of speculation devoted to the connections between didactics
and teaching plan (curriculum). Among the things to which he
calls attention is the fact that Robinsohn thought himself able
to completely replace ‘didactics' tvith ‘curriculum’, this at-
tempt reflecting the despair he felt at the time of reforming
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the school system by utllizing stimull originating In didactics.
Aschersleben agrees with Klafkl and Blankertz In Interpreting
the orientation begun by Robinsohn as representative of the
already prevalling classification. In particular, Aschersleben
considers the status attained by teaching goals In the current
examination of didactics to be an especlally noteworthy pro-
duct of the orlentation towards curricula. It should be
mentioned that Aschersleben's habit of referring to the orlen-
tation In question as ‘curriculare Didaktlk' can hardly be
regarded as advancing conceptual clarity.

Despite the fact that the term 'curriculum' was acquired by
German didactics through influence from English, It may be ana-
lyzed as having numerous semantic contents and nuances, de-
pending on the context In which it and the purpose for which
it is used. Relsse (1975) points out that the term 'curriculum’

Is strongly culture-bound for which reason comparison of its.

meanings across linguistic boundarlés Is fraught with particular
difficulties. That this Is the case Is. clear, since a teaching
plan Is always drawn up for some particular purpose and
differences between socletles are also necessarlly visible in the
idea which has been accepted as the basis for the teaching
plan. Addltionally, of course, any term may also have several
meanings within a specific cultural environment (cf. Connelly &
Lantz 1985). »

The. discussion above does not apply to soclalist didactic lit-
erature In German. There the term 'curriculum' Is not used.
On the other hand the idea of didactics as a branch of
scholarship Is consistent and, there being a nation-wide unified
teaching plan in the German Democratic Republic, for example,
all didactic analysls Is specifically concerned with the problems
resulting from this particular teaching plan. On the other hand
it must be remembered that in the German Democratic Re-
publlc a clear difference Is made between didactics and
methods.. This Is a kind of sensitive point in didactics and it
serves as a kind of division between different schools of
thought. With respect to the orientations prevalling In the
German Federal Republic several Interpretations exist, some of
which are mutually contradictory. The didactics current In Fin-
land has, as Is well known, so-called area of methods as cne
of its components, but It does not even make use of this term.




¢) Conclusions

In the classification used In Finland didactics has thus tradi-
tionally had a clear position as one of the subdisciplines within
the study of educatlon, and this Is probably primarlly attribu-
table to the German tradition of didactics. Despite the fact
that the fleld of education has expanded, now containing
specific subdisciplines which are more sharply defined than had
previously been the case, the basic divislon has not been
changed here in Finland. The newer academlc textbooks In this
fleld seem to follow this division elther explicitly or with
‘slight revisions (cf. Piivinsalo 1978, Antikalnen - Nuutinen
1982, Viijanen 1982 and K. Nurm! 1982). Criterla for division
based on factors other than the systematic nature of the
sclences might, of course, also come Into conslderation. Such
factors might be the contents of specific subjects (physleal
education, musical education, etc.) or a classification based on
the progression of the educatlonal process.

How, then, Is the connection between dldactics and the
curriculum to be regarded? Blankertz Identifled the theory of
curricula with a specific didactic orlentatlon, but thls solutlon
does not have unlversal valldity. Here In Finland Salminen
{1982, 7) has defined dldactics usilng the curriculum as the
b5sle concept. The deflnition is actually the same as that pre-
sented by Lahdes, Koskennlem!, and H#llnen as well as by the
committee. responsible for planning comprehensive school
curricuia., it is possibie that at that time -specifically English
literature deallng with curricula was sought to provide support
for the definition (for example Salminen refers to Saylor and
Alexander). This is also suggested by Kangasnlemi (1985, 7) In
his discusslon of the origin of the definitlon which Is used In
Finland,

In this discusslon, however, no stand Is taken concerning the
mutual relatlonships holding between didactics and the curricu-
lum. It Is true that In Kangasnlemi's own analysls Kangasnleml
refers to the order of these relatlonships when he presents the
currlcuium as a goal, stating that "An effort was made to
subordinate teaching to the curriculum, ..."" (Kangasnlemi 1985,
2). In the analysis presented by .Atjonen (1985, 13-14) we
already see how comprehensive a teaching plan might be in the
currlculum sense as well as how thls makes the connectlon of




the curriculum t¢ didactics problematical. Leimu also demon-
strates the same point, basing his argumentation on Marklund's
comparison of ‘the term 'curriculum' as used in the literature
written in Swedish or English, but, together with this he has
added’ his evaluation concetning the- use of the term.in Finnish..

"“The addition demonstrates that here in Finland- the term

'curriculum' is really understood comprehensively so that it
contains all possible arrangements (Lelmu 1985, 19-23).
Evidently, in Finland, too, the position of the curriculum a.id
of its.planning will only become stronger in the future, judging
from the fact that, from an international standpoint, this ap-
pears to be the direction which iIs being followed in our
country. For example, such terms as 'implementation of the
curriculum' (cf. Kangasniemi 1985) and the curriculum system
taken into use by the Finnish National Board of General Educa-
tion well lend themselves to focusing attention more on the
administrative than on the teaching aspect. The_danger Is that
the position of the didactic content will become weaker and
such considerations as the implementation will acquire the

status of some kind of a superordinate concept which contains
teaching.

2, The position of didactics

In a previous series of articles (Kansanen 1976, 1985, and
1986) an effort was made to analyze the position of didactics
compared to the curriculum (cf. figure 1). The foregoing dis-
cussion may, for its part, demonstrate that a curriculum may
have and, indeed, does have a different. status in different
educational systems. In: ary case ‘it Is clear that a curriculum
Is always some concr.te plan Intended for some educational
activity. The term 'educational plan' might be better suited to
today's usage and putposes, as vias already pointed out several
years ago by Paakkola and Suortti (1974).

The figure clearly shows -that it is possible in principle for
an educational system to contain parallel curricula which sure-
ly require different types of didactic solutions. A situation of
this type Is to be found In many of the countries whose
literature and research we keep track of here in Finland. This
difference also causes terminological confusion. The Finnish
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educatior~t - s-uef" -the comprehensive school is the object of
our examirs:.sn here - nevertheless functions according to one

so-called -nation-wide plan which, in present circumstances -can

show some speclﬂc features from one municipality to another.
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Figure 1. The factors forming the framework of a curriculum




Nevertheless, .the - phllosophical bases of the curriculum are
‘consistent, nor -it is possible {0 diverge from them. Diverging
from them might come into question in some special schools or
in conjtmction with educational experiments but hardly other<
wise.

In the diagram the curriculum is shown divided into two
-components: philosophical and other bases; and :the actual plan.
The border between these two components falls specifically on
the goals. When the bases have been considered and the
background established - either explicitly or Implicitly - the
-goals may be presented. The change with respect to that
which has preceded is to be found preclsely here and some of
the Imprecision characterizing the concepts Is specifically at-
tributable to the positlon of the goals in the curriculum. At
the time when no séparate goals were presented In the curri-
cula the solutions ieached In the curriculum pertaining -to
values were not discerunibie either. In the same manner. a clear
division Into curriculum-oriented studies and didactic method-
ology also often meant a subordinate relationship to the
advantage of the content. Didactic orientations of this type
are stilli to be encountered, and to take one example, in the
German Democratic Republic, the division continues to be a
clear one (Didaktik - Methodik).

When compiling curricula the .following observation appears
to hold: the more those backgroud factors and soclal conditions
which play a role In the .actual tearaing process have been
taken into consideration. and, on the other hand, the more inter-
est ir didactics has been oriented towards the forms teaching
actually assumes, then the more comprehensive a task the com-
pilation of a curriculum. has been understood to be. The ex-
plicit statement of the..goals is but a short step to a con-
sideration of the bases underlying them. Nevertheless, this step
Is decisive to the extent that along with the bases the number
of factors exerting an -influence on the compilation of a cur-
riculum drastically increases, also, -evidently, being shifted
away from what has traditicnally been the area unde: tood to
be didactlcs.

Furthermore, when questions of procedure are raiced and
placed either parallel to or even before the content, the
manner in which the emphasis on specific goals is linked to
the forms actually assumed by teaching is also brought more
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-clearly into -evidence. Forms of. teaching are no longer planned
solely: on the basis of simuitaneous fearning, but rather their
use also has an intrinsic value. From this it follows that issues
--pertaining”-to' the. formal aspects of teaching are Inciuded In
‘the cufriculum where they ‘can be ‘treated as an independent
wh~le and not merely as somethlng connected to a specific
whole. In any case the field of the curricuium is expanding in
‘this direction as well.

The discussion which has been going on In the German
didactic, literature concerning the relationship between
‘didactiis' and 'methodology’ (cf. Klafki 1970) may be examin-
ed -a§ one demonstration of these developmental trends. Klafki
shows that -the inte.action between these terms is based on
the fact that working habits and otner avallable means are
‘also a part of -teaching in a certain sense, and they may be
used in trying to achieve certain goals. The goals of- teaching,
which hierarchiaily govern both the content and the .forms of
teachlng, pmvlde the specific unifying factor. Klafki (1976)
has even ‘begun to speak of the predominance of the
*intentionaiity of ‘didactics’ rather than of the leading signifi-
cance -of didactics as he did previousiy. After all, the older
didactics -specifically meant contents. Nevertheless, it must be
pointed out that the goals of teaching understood narrowly
with respect to specific subjects have not. contained this train
of thought, for which reason it was easy to subordinate the
means to the content. A developmental phase has been needed
as a consequence of which curricula have begun to have
general goals written into them which weuld constitute the
points of departure for individual subjects and other specific
goals.

It follows from the presentation that the normative aspect
of the curricuium Is recognized more easlly than was hitherto
the cas~. Previously, when curricula were tersely written, the
goals and solutions pertaining to values might remain unre-
cognized during an entire teaching career. They might,
perhaps, have been internalized through other means and thus
become seif-evident. Nevertheless, the normative aspect of the
curriculum was by no means unambiguous, as Is demonstrated
by Blankertz (1975, 18-27). Thé same values expressed on the
general level provide reason for coming to quite different con-
crete details at varlous phases, as can be observed in the
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ample literature dealing with the definition of goals on. the
basis of solutions reached. Thus, -the normative aspect dees not
necessarily determine the sclutions which pertain to the
curriculum,. ‘but..rather Jmany. other _Int~rvening. external factors
as ‘well as the. internal . .regularitles of accual teaching influence
the form assumed -by -the firal curriculum. -

Everything notwlthstandlng, the curriculum itself is always
normative, this being a consequence of Iits bases and the goals
which constitute the framework within. which it was eiabor-

ated. And, since we in Finland have only one type of

curriculum in use it is for all practical purposes the same as
dldactiw But is this conclusion generally valld, or does it only
hoid true in educational systems which function according to a
national curriculum? To what degree Is It possible for set

_goals. to change without a corresponding change in the didactic

conclusions?

In principle it is evidently necessary to tend towards the
more - extrcme conclusion, in other words, to point out that
insofar as the bases 7ind gials .are explicitly expressed we have
a normative system: On the other hand it could also be
thought that examination in context of goals which are suffi-
clently similar as to both their nature and their orlentation
may even. be.general and may, perhaps, become detached from
normativity. In any -case it seems that the curriculum contains
a generous amount of elements which are not of a didactic
nature and, In that sense, they might be essentially non-
normative. From this we come to a conclusion' according ‘to
which ‘curriculum’ may be a more comprehensive concept than
didactics but hardly one which Is supercidinate to it. From
this 1t can also be observef how the Eiiglish 'curriculum’,
Including as it does factors other than didactics, is more
comprehensive than the old term 'teaching plan' which has
been in-use here {cf. particularly Malinen 1985).

There is no unanimity of oplnlon as to what didactics means.
Similarly, -in the opinlon of such authorities as Blankertz the
status of normative didactics is low. In the diagram this detall
Is made evident in the connectlon holding between philo-
sophicai bases and the actual teaching plan. In teaching
practice this is noticed In the comments of several teachers,
according to which they consider goals and bases to be
decoratlve sentences which hcve no significance In the actual
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teaching. .In any case a laige amount of literature has ‘been
published In: the ‘German Federal Republic presentlm' difietent
types of didactic orientations which demand for themselves
sclentific ‘status’ (cf. e.g. Borsum et al. 1982 or Aschersleben

1983):
- Didactics may be understood' as the theory of teaching

("Didaktik als ’I’heorle des Unterrichts"), this being the
orlentation represented by such scholars as Schulz.

- Dldaetlcs, according to the view held later by Klafki, is a
iotallty of decisions which take place in four dimensions "“die
Zicle, die Inhalte, die Methoden und die Medien" ('The goals,
the contents, the methods, and: the media*}.

- According to communicative didactics teaching is a communi-
cative process in which group teaching assumes the role of the
basic unit of Interaction.

By calling attention to these examples out of the large
number avallable it Is our purpose here to demonstrate that
German didactics attempts to be  something other than norma-
tive or, to use the terminology current in Finland, something
other than a doctrine of teaching. It !s also noticed quite
quickly that in orientations of this type virtually nothing is
said about the content of the teaching, this is left to be the
concern of the didactics of different subjects. Separated from
their contents, didactic orientations may be descriptive, very
general, and, what is most important, they are pot linked to
any specific curriculum. The difference between practice in
the Nordic countries and .that in the German Democratic

Republic is considerable. If we observe the diagram we can

conclude that West German didactics is, in principle, reseszch
on teaching, and, evidently, in its own opinion, most essentially
the 'theory of teacaing.

Is it then the case that Finnish %ldactlcs is linked to a na-
tion-wide curriculum In such a manner that it cannot be under-
stood as scmething descriptive or as a theory of teaching? In
my opinion this Is indeed the -case. Nevertheless some re-
‘servations ‘have to be made concerning this conclusion. Even
though Finnish textbooks In didactics have been written with a
set of goals as their basis we are justified in asking the de-
gree to which this has limited our examination and the con-
ditions under which the text could be transferred to the
context of some other curriculum. In my opinion this shift
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could bée made very easily, given. how general they are. Both
in principle and from a formal standpoint didactics in -Finland
appears ‘as a- doctrine ¢f teaching in the actual meaning of
, this -term, but In -practice the didactics practiced here concen-
. trates ) greatly .on_.research..and. is .so0..international in nature
that the .conditions set down by the goals hardly appear as
Amiting factors in the conclusions that are drawn.

The “foregoing leads inevitably to the conclusion :which fol-
lows according to which didactics as practiced in Finland has
diverged from the German tradition and, as something :dif-
ferent, has not been influenced by Its newest orientations. The
English-based approach as well' as' ‘the acceptance of the
| currirulum as a- central concept have confused the terminology.
- The lnfluence exerted by English-based termlnolog'/ would have
- assumed- that we make a clean break with. the old concept of
-didacties, but what -has: happened in Finland Is that the terms
have been retained. but thelr meaning has gradually changed to
something which is primarily national in nature and which does
not find any real international equivaient.

3. Some clues concerning the position of the theory of
teaching

’ The diagram presented demonstrates that the attempt is made

. to have the theory of teaching refer to a more comprehensive
phenomenon than a curriculin. or didactics. The diagram also
pr~ients the orlgin of the theory igductlve_ly from the direction

‘ of practice. On the basis of accumulating empirical research
material then general points of ‘departure and regularitles are
outlined for teaching. 1f the construction of a theory of teach-.
ing is understood’ in this manner e solutions pertaining to
values which characterlze its' content gradually fall away since
the theory of teaching can hardly be linked to any normative

‘ backgroind and this consequently also applies to a teaching
plan.

In the construction of an empirically oriented teaching
theory that which is commor. -co teaching Is essentially filtered
as it passes *hrough different cultural environments, different
types of educational systems and the contexts provided by
various curricula. The view hardly leads to pure ecclecticism
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since, insofar as teaching las any general regularities at all,
they have ‘to be made evident as results of the research. In
actual fact, we: approach a theoretical object such as the re-
search concentrating on -learning, if we free- ourselves from the
-“limitations “Imposed by- -the- curriculum examples of which are
fedtures such as the amount to be taught at ore time and the
division into grades. In the same manner limitations -pertalning
to content are easily encountered in that all students do aot
have the opportunity to continiie their studies as far as their
abilities would allow them to do. It should be obseived that
from a -practical standpoint the separation' of the theory of
teaching from the. curriculum and the doctrine of teaching is
probably impossible:

On the other hand we could also think of constructing a
theory of teaching deductively in wnich case it would. not be
primarily based oi. empirical results. Would it,, however, ever
be possiblé to free ourselves completely from the empirical
data since, If ‘the sources of the concepts are not documented
In actual research, they are nevertheless based on some kind
of view of the reality which surrounds the educational process.
The manner in which this view was acquired constitutes, how-
ever, a new -problem. Evidently, outlining a deductive theory of
tearhning is more difficult and it would require empirical infor-
mation 6btalied from research to support it. The confrontation

presented here is' to be understood primarily as a means of.

bringing our observations into sharper perspective. However,
the deductive procedure of outlining a theory does approach
that which Is understood as the curriculum theory. In a
situation in which the first steps in compiling a curriculum are
made, there are already so many conditions and limitations
given that by analyzing them reciprocally it may be possible to
arrive at a result which controls the curriculum.

If. the conclusion that 'curriculum' is a concept which is
wider than ‘didactics' is taken Intc: .consideration here, the
theoretical examinatfon of our curriculum contains not only
more but’ also different concepts .an does the theory .of
teaching. The didactic solutions made concerning a situation
determined by a curriculum are always made In accordance
wil the conditions which have been given. On'the other hand,
1t Is also possible to change the curriculum from the stand-
point of the conditions If this measure Is given sufficient
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consideration. For exampie, a specific subject might have a
specific number of hours reserved. for it, teaching facilities
might have been bullt according. to .norms, etc. Neither
curricular plannlng nor the teaching personnei can: have' any
real’ afféct on these factors and didactical solutions must
foilow. the. conditions they predefined.

The aspect of evaluation: still has to be considered when
examlnhg the compllatlon of the theory of teaching. The
evajuation or effectiveness of the teaching are not the same

> things as the evaluation or feasitility of the curriculum. in

actual fact teaching has been quité decisively subordinated to
factors which constitute the framework .of the curriculum. This,
indeed ralses the Question of the degreé to which ‘a theory of
teachlng could be general if a curriculum determines the so-
calied frame factors on the other hand and the-goalz and, as a
consequence, the content of teaching as well as their methods
of realization, on tts other.

A -cautious approach would be to' determine the structure of
a theory of teaching in at least two phases, of which the first
one would be an attempt to rise above the normative limita-
tions of the curriculum within a specific educational system
(for example In Finland), while the other would be yet a
further attempt to create an analysls which would be more
geaeral and transcend curricula.
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THE OPERATIONAL STRUCTURE' OF SCHOOL CURRICULUM

Paavo Malinen

1. On the stuly of curricula in operation

It Is possible to examine curricula In thelr different phases,
beginning with general planning at the natlonal level and
.proceeding to the planning and teaching work carried out by
the -teacher. Attention has usually beea focused on curricular
goals and contents, as revealed in written curricula, whereas
the study of the operation of curricula Is a .romparatively
recent concern. The notion of curricula in operation involves
tie interpretation and application to teaching of general cur-
riculum plans constructed in- advance. The research design
Includes, among other ‘things; an analysls of the curriculum
application process, an examination of its functional structure
and a comparison of the different implementation models. In
research of this type a normative approach Is adopted, since
the: aim Is to find an uncomplicated and appropriate opera-
tional- .model. The criterla of a good operational model are
bound ip with locally determined conditions, although it is pos-
sible to explicate a theory: nf functional structure at a general
level,

Earlier work dealing with the theoretical examlnatlon of
curricula has extensively analyzed typlical features of planning.
These have been classified as determinants of curricula (e.g.
-Saylor & Alexander 1966) or as curricular codes (Lundgren
1979). Such research has clarifled the formation of general
goals. One example of this type of research Is the comparative
study based on the reports of the primary and comprehensive
school curriculum committees for the years 1925, 1952 and
1970 (Rinne 1984). This perspective assumes lmportance when
the construction of curricula is detached from the admin-
Istrative implerientation. In an administratlvely defined curricu-
fum it Is-possible to analyze factors which have Influenced its
practical implementation. Iisalo (1984), for example, carrled
out such an analysls in his Investigation of the implementation
of upper secondary school curricula.




As the link between curticulum Implementation and: -admin-
Istration became more explicit in the 1970s, the need to %
examine the functioning of curricula increased in Finland. ‘At
the first stage the new structure was analyzed (e.g. Kosken—
niemi 1976 and Malinen 1976). The need to examine functional-
structure also emerred- in the Report of the Currlculen
Committee (1976). Descriptive schemes have been designed for
this- purpose also, such as Lundgren's (1972) frame factors.
Frame factors include the goal defined in the curriculum, the.
number of hours allotted for teachirs and the classroom teach- |
Ing situations. The curriculum Is thus connected to the study .
of practical' teaching situations; In other words, the aim is to .
construct a model of a curriciilum in operation. In Sweden the |
finctional organization of cutricula has been analyzed on this ‘
basis (e.g. Lundgren & Svinby & Wallin 1981), although points
of contact with practical application have so far remained
rather limited.

The shift of focus which has taken place In the study .of
curricula can also be seen In ‘the research activity of the
OECD. Whereas In the 1970s several reports were produced on

" the development-of Girflcula  with the aim of "Impleémenting ~thée ™

general goals of educational policy, In the 19805 the extensive
International School Improvement Project (ISIP) was aimed -zt
the Improvement of the everyday work of teachers and
students (van Velzen et al.. 1985). Today people can no longer
count on the continued expansion of education; instead, ex-
Isting resources are utilized more efficlently than before. In
these circumstarces, centralized planning Is no longer suffi-
clent, and It should be replaced by flexible planning of
Instruction. The planning by people of their own actlvity Is
necessary. < order to replace or to complement admini )
tratively: directed development strategies. Thus the scope of
curriculiim research has éxpaqded to embrace the analysis and
pianning of activity between people.

When implementation of curricula is Investigated, the first
stage often consists of an evaluation of the prevailing
situation. The models which have been constructed for this
kind of survey contain a gieat number of implementation de-
tails grouped to form mutually comparable schemes (e.g. Klein
1983). This Is reminiscent of the earlier models for the classi-
fication of objectives (taxonomies of objectives). Curriculum

69 70




-evaluation has also been developed as part of experimental
-projects (e.g. Skilbeck 1984). It seems natural to incorporate
‘the evaluation of curriculum implementation into a broad plan-
ning process, and thus to arrive at a.system for the evaluation
of decision. making. Such a system has been developed by
-Stufflebearn, among others, and-it has also been--applied to the
analysls-of curricular declsion making in Finland.

The investigation of curricula in operation ylelds results
which are' typical of planning theory by formulating technical
norms as conditional clauses: If you want to achieve objective
A and you are in state B, you must carry out C. This provides
'some basls for decision making in the planning of teaching.
‘Research, however, does not go as far as actual decision
making, which would already mean the application of research
rather that applied reseach (Niiniluoto 1984, 208 - 214).

The - purpose of this study Is to assess the functional
Structure of curricula in Finland. The prevailing situation Is
described somewhat loosely. Next, the reality .of the planning
process is analyzed from the perspective of sociological.:ana-— - -—-—===
-lysis=and-operational-principlés. "This leads-to a preliminary syn-
thesis as to the appropridteness of the stfucture. The criteria
of appropriateness are seen broudly without a careful analysis
of goais. The central problems of the study are:

1) How can the functlonal structure of the curriculum in
Finland be described by means of a theoretical frame-
work?

2) How can the structure of curriculum implementation in
Finland be- developed-by-means of “theoretical analysis?

2. Changes that have occured In the implementation of
curricula

It is not until the 1920s that we can speak of :laige-scale
curriculum construction in Finland. In the 1970s, with the com-
prehensivization of the school system, the curriculum became
the main object of educational plasaing policy, while its
implementation explicitly became an administrative task. The
curricula of the upper (academic) secondary school and of
secondary level vocational- education followed the $ame course.
Alongside the administrative reform, however, other additional
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operational -changes took place, but full detaiis of these have
not been gathered together in a single publication. The imple-
mentation of these curricula In the 1970s and 1980s will be
examined-in the following broad description.

2.1. Rationalist centralizeG:-planning as a starting point
i An -explicit .strategy In- the .mplementation: .of the .compre-

. hensive school, starting In ‘1970, was to direct its operation
-nationaily. Accordingly, in 1972 the National Board of General
Education endorsed a scheme for the comprehensive school
: curriculum, which defined objectives and contents nationally. A
’ cenirally directed model was thus formed in which. even. local
planning was organized as part of a centralized programiie of
experimentation. To- justify this policy the argument was put
forward that the rational implementation of the new system
would thus become feasible in a comparatively quick and uni-
form way. T Y e e e e e

An equivalent planning model was followed In secondary
education towards the end of the 1970s. Detatled directives
regarding the construction of curricula were Issued by the
Executive Committee set up:- for the secondary education.
Consequently, course objectives were formulated as' specific
behavioural statements according to Bloom's taxonomic model.
At the same time, the lmplementatlon of officlal educational
pollcy was linked to the planning process. The same 1dea ap-
-peared. in the report of the Curriculum Committee \1976). Ambi-
tious targets were set for the standardization of secondary
educgtlon, but in practice they were achleved at nowhere near
the dnticipated level.

Teachers' reactions to the Implementation of an adminis-
tratively bound, rationalist model were ‘rather mixed, mostly
suspiclous or negatlve. They experlenced heigntened uncertainty
in their own planning, and therefore Increasingly expected to
be glven expliclt instructions for carrying out their work. This
was apparent both in the implementation of the comprehenslve
school and In the -structural reform of secondary education.

There was a sharp Increase In the number of personnel In
central government offices (the National Board of General and
Vocatlonal Education) In the 1970s, and also In the number of

Sy
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circular letters and guldes sent to teachers and administrators
in the field. It was felt that the curriculum was tied up to
the administration and -that the administration was responsible
for its impléementation. A few complaints were made claiming b
; that the officielly endorsed curriculum ‘had not been followed
o in the comprehensive school. In vocational education cn the
" other -hand, complaints were made that teaching -in a. certain
] place had been .carried out without an officially endorsed
- . -curriculum.. These .complaints. were treated as. .administrative -
: matters ‘without golng' Into the ques‘ion of whether pedagogical A\‘I
goals had or had not been achieved. Provincial Departrents of
Educdtion spent ‘considerable thnc checking ‘the iegitimacy of
the curticula in all the munlclpallt 5" comprehens! 7e -schools.
From the teachers* point of view, the official curriculum
was nothing more than a» administrative document, which they
:had not even seen. Teéaching in the comprehensive schoo! was
based on the Report of the Comprehensive Schooi C.triculum
Committee (POPS), issued In 1970, and In practice teachers
carried qut this plan by using textbooks approved by the
<= National—Board.of: .General. .Education. Later on, when the
National Board of General Education made revisions to time =~ T
allocations for school subjects and published teachers' guides
for the different subjects, the concept of an established cur-
riculum became even more vague. Uncertainty about the
officlalness or legitimacy of pedagogical .schemes led teachers
to give preference to administratively clear decislons. Conse-
quently, individual pedagogical planning was reduced, even
though no administrative restricilons were imposed on it.

2:.. Curricula interpretation Increase

The uncertainty d. Jed above was discernible In the actlv-
fties o° many tealhorS towards the end of the 1970s and at
-the beginning of the 1980s, both in the comprehensive school
and in secondary education. When the administrative implemen-
tation of the comprehenslve school had been completed, it was
possible to reduce dependency on ¢ centrally-directed admin-
Istration. The poslition of the upper (academic) secondary
school had also become clearer and strict, centrally directed
guidance had been abandoned in secondary vocatlonal edu-

73

72




catlon. The adopted strategy was now almed at recruiting

‘people- in the _leld to participate In the planning .of practi-

cable forms of implementation, ‘Opportunities were thus pro-
wvided- for local interpretation of ‘the general objectives.
Interpretation ‘of the curriculum.in the comprehensive school
began in the late 1970s, when the Natlonal Board of General
Education Issued- guldes presenting the basic teaching: contents
In mathematics, forelgn languages and mother tongue. At the
same ‘time it became a general practice to provide guldance to
teachers in the fiéld in order to help them to interpret the
maximal goals set by the curriculum, according to the capa-
bilitles of puplls. This activity acquired officlal form in connec-
tion with the introduction of the tiine resource quota - system.
In a seminar held in 1980 the Head of the Natlonal Board of
General Education; Mr. Erkkli Aho, gave the task of
Interpreting students’ general eligibility for further studles to
the experimental schools. The criterlon of eligibility for
further studies, according to Aho, should be the student's
general maturity, based on his/her own abllitles, whick. dvould
determine whether he or she was capable of continuing his/her
studles In secondary education. The same notion was glven
‘legitimate- form-a- little- -later, in 1983, In a letter from the

Ministry of Education to the :Natlonal Board of General
Education, and It was also presented In the Fundamentals of.

the Comprehensive School Curriculum (Anon. 1985, 11 - 12).

According to the Comprehensive School Law, education and
instruction must be arranged according to the capacities of
students. Educators in the studeénts' Immediate learning environ-
ent, l.e. primarlly teachers, are thus made responsible for the
appropriacy of teaching. They must Interpret the curriculum as
a basis for providing Instruction which is appropriate for
students. With the removal of setting from the upper level of
the comprehens're -school, it was left to the teacher to compen-
sate for this organizatory differentation by pedagogical differ-
entation within ‘the classroom.- The reform Increased the need
to Interpret the curriculur from the student's point of view,
especially in grades 7 to 9, which at best 1ll lead to the Indi-
vidualization of teaching.

Instead of administrative directives, there was now a clear
striving towaids guldance by goals. This no longer meant the
precise specification of behavioural objectlves at a natlonal
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level; Instead, such guidance was left to the sphere of
pedagoglcal .planning. Previously, -discussion had. focused on a
common level of basic objectives which educators soughl. to
realize. Now- people started to criticize that approach, becduse
in practice It placed the emphasis on cognitiveobjectizes, -for-
getting the overall educational development of students, This
new policy was clearly vls!ble, foe example, In the Curricilum

(1983).

Teachers were thus offered opportunities ‘af interpreting the
curriculum and of adapting its goals to their.own teaching, but
In part tnese opportunitles were no more than llusory. The
previous centralized planning organization was not dismantled
nor was there rapid’ development in those readinesses or forms
necessary for the realization of the new ag. /oach.

2.3. Incorporating teachers® joint planning into the system

The new- compreheislve school and upper (academic) secondary
school legislation (1983) transferred decision-making power
‘from. government agencies to munlclpalltles. In the Instructions
for curriculum construction, planning obligations were presented
to the municipalities and teachers were urged to participate in
~ ‘local~planning.. This Jbolicy has also been adopted in vocational
education, although it has, on “the--other. ‘hand, been an old
practice particularly in the instruction of’ speclal lines.

Practical experience of teachers' local planning was galned
In connectlon with the comprehensive school differentiation and
the time resource quota system experiments. One of the aims
of the experiment was to encourage the planning of work with
the needs of Individual schools and students as a starting
point, thus allowing teachers to make their own decisions
Independently, without providing them with ready-made direc-
tives from outside.

For ‘he time being, it Is still difficult to determine, how ex-
tenslvely ‘local “planning of teaching occiurs as a cooperative
activity dmongst teachers. It remains to be seen which forms
this activity will take after the iultial stage. The necessity for
local planning has been justifiéd to teachers on th2, grounds
that it makes it possible to include teaching material that
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interests pupils and that the curricilum can be modified accord-
ing fto- the" ‘principles of integrated teaching. Thus, the pos-
sibilities of breaking loose from precisely defined, compart-
mentalized -instruction have ‘ucreased, and it Is now easier to
receive administrative endorsement for activities conducive to
project—type working methods.

*ncal planning only affects part of teaching in schools. In-
stn .inn in matheizatics and fo ‘eign .languages, for example,
continues. to follow the national ‘curriculum rather closely.

Nevertheless, teachers' joint planning kas led. to new social

processes, thanks to which teachers now discuss:the curriculum
more often .than they used to. They perhaps even read the
curriculum, or at least certain guideoooks related to it. In this
situation the plaming of teaching has, for many reasons, be-
come associate with’ teacher education. Already in the 1970s
this-:line had been adopted In the in-service tralning sessions
of subject teacher organisations. Today it seems 'that this
practice is becoming prevalent in all other teachers’ in-service

‘tralning-as well.

The -‘models for the planning of instruction described above
are not separable in practice, and there are many situations
where they overlap with each other. It may be true for some
teachers that no change has taken place in the planning of
teaching -during the period under ‘discussion. Nevertheless, de-
scription according to three planning models fllustrates the
general development of the situation and Is suitable for

-theoretica! examination.

3. Soclological analysis of the operation of curriculs
3.1. “Theoretical background

Models for the implementation of curricula that were described
in the previous chapter can also be found in the writings of
other educational researchers. Tanner & Tanner (19"9, 639-
640), having analyzed. several. studies dealing with the func-
tioning of curricula, give the following description of t{he
levels in the development of curricula:
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" 1. Activity ‘which is based on: directions and maintains es-

tablished practice$ (Imitative-maintenance).

11. Segmental adaptive treatment, and refinement of estab-
lished' practice’ (medlative). )

Iil.  Activity which Improves on existing practices and is cre-
ative (generative-creative).

Research Indicater that teachers usually operate as tech-
nicians on level 1 without adequate understanding of how to
develop the curriculum. The aim should be, however, the kind
of activity occurring on level I1Iand it iIs for this reascn that
the writers.are trying to find ways to improve the situation.

in his analysls of the teacher's role In curriculur imple-
mentation, Eggleston: has arcived at a simildi tripartite division
(Eggleston 1977). ‘He distingtishes

1) the received.perspective,
2) the reflexive perspective and
'3) the restructuring perspective.

The theoretical examination of humsn behavior provides
sociological exp(anatlons for ajl these perspectives. Philip Robin-
son has talten this same analysis further, extending It to. the
organization of knowledge on the basis of Bernstein's theory
of social organization, (Robinson 1981, 114 - 132). He uses the
following terms:

1) rationalist models
2) reflexive models
3) relational models.
Althoug these concepts differ in their explanations from the

--perspectives-presented--by Eggleston; ‘they are still' ¢léatly ana-

logous to each other.

Alongside the above divisions we can take one more
example, namely, the classification of curriculum types pre-

.sented by Lawton (Lawton 1980, 20-22). He bases his analysis

on a survey of the development of curricula in England, focus-
lng especially on the definition of accountability and the
control of teachers' activity at different periods. Fun.hermore,

‘Lawton ‘has ‘classified evaluation models .for curricula, which

-form -the' background for the description. of dir{erent curriculum
types (Lawton 1981). )

Ult Lundgren (1979, 84-39), in his examination of currictlum
developments- .in Sweden, has described a rational curriculum
model (or ¢ode). He has not, nowever, pursued this line in the
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theoretical analysis-of the models, .but has merely stated’ that

‘the- development of curricula has moved: from the academic

planning of contents towards a more Individual-centered ap-
proach. In his analysis of recent currirulum development Sving-
by has Identified the self-diréctiveness of -an organlzatlon,
according to ‘Weber's ‘model, as the opposite of the rationalist
model ‘(Lundgren et al. 1931, 148 - 157). This gives Incal units
the possibillty of setting their own goals while taking con-
textual factors into conslderatlon. ‘Finally, the administrative
organization of the planning of lnstructlon Is iliustrated by
three models, ‘which correspond falrly well to the models
presanted in Chipter 2 (Lundgren et al. 1981, 166 - 167).
Thelr theoretical' background has been adopted from organi-
zational models used In the business sector.

While the above mentioned -classifications differ In their
premises and contents, it is nevertheless possible to -yse them
side by side, and: partly even in combln:ltlon, whenf seeking
theoretical explanations for the operational models of curricula
in Flnland as described in Chapter 2. We shall call them the
rationalist model, the ‘Intefpretivé model and the teachers!
joint planning model. In practicé, these models occur simul-
taneously, and hence a separate introduction. of .each model
does not reflect the real sltuatlcn. Although conditions in the
USA and England differ from those in Finland, it is still

‘possible on a genecral level to arrive at an internationally

applicable analysis. At this stage. the normative aspect is not
considered;, .instead,. .the. ﬁpresen'_t,atlom 1s -analyticat: "in* "its" ‘ap=
proach, seeking to explain soclological viewpoints. We shall
examine these lssuea from the following perspectives:

a) ‘teacher’s actlvity

b) transmission of knowledge

¢) accountability and evaluation

d) general pedagogical approach.

3.2.- Examination of teacher's- activity
In the rationalist model according to Eggleston, thé teacher
acts as a reclpient (recelved perspective). He or she wants to

know the basic facts of teaching which have been.- endursed in
the ct riculum. These are generally fixed for each school
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" subject .at national level. In addition, a teacher may include in

his teaching certain integrated topics, which have been offi-
clally proposed. The teacher must use textbooks which are
based on approved syllabi and he must have explicit behav-
Joural norms and methods of procedure. Then he knows he is
doing his duty. These viewpoints have been illustrated, for
example, ‘by- Hirst in his description of the fundamental motives
of a teacher's activity In his . -Quest for precisely defined
(legitimate) Instruction (Eggleston 1977, 56 - 60).

In the interpretive model a teacher reflects and Interprets
the given objectives (reflexive perspective). The underlying
philosop™  .assumption Is that Individuals can modify thelr
outlook \'eallty. Given appropriate guidance, they will
interpré. .. y from different perspectives and will no longer
be bound to their orlglnal viewpoint. The teacher can thus
interpret the glven goals and instructions according to situ-
ations and students' needs. It Is the teacher who can adapt
textbook materials and who can accept performances of
varying levels.

In the teachers' joint planning model a teacher functions in
a restructuring role (restructuring perspective). In this case he
combines the various ideas originating from different sources,
and thus .completely reshapes the ‘structure of the curriculum.
He may break away from the subject-based structure, moulding

*his own Integrated teaching blocks according to the needs and

capabilities of his students. The phiiosophical basls of this

‘model’ Is man as a creatiVe personality, ‘who ‘Is' ‘capable ‘of

undetstanding the varying learning processes of students and of
Individualizing his teaching accordingly.

3.3. Transmisslon of knowledge

The rationalist model relles greatly on the utllization of scien-
tific research in transmitting information on school subjects; in
other words, -the 'scientific ‘mavagement’ of knowledge Is effi-
clent. The use of technical devices makes learning processes
more efficient and conslderable technical control iIs linked to
the process. Tyler and Bloom developed a practicable way of
analyzing knowledge for the curriculum by making a research-
based syste:n for curriculum. design. This always c.p..."~ -the
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what, why and how of teaching. Knowledge is presented mainly
in a behavioural form.and it is transmitted as an Integral part
of a bureaucratic operational model.

Iz the interpretive model the humanistic significance of

'knowledge is taken Into consideration. At the same time the

sociological nature of knowledge is emphasized, as presentri
by Young (Robinson 1981, 126 - 127). The acquisition of
knowiedge depends on the needs of indis vidual and on the
community. It Is Lhus possible to distinguish the curriculum-as-
fact, which is an lnspectable ‘plan, ‘Independent of people. On
the: other hand, there is curriculum-as-practice, which reflects
the intentions of those who carry out the plan. The latter
view of the curriculum Is rather too relativistic, presenting as
it does a nalve view: of the teacher's opportunities for inter-
preting knowledge.

In the teachers’ joint planning model knowledge has been
related to the social structure of the school (relational model).
This model also always explains the what, why and how of
teaching. -Now, however, the main focus Is on the group to be
taught. The legitimacy of knowledge is subject t~ social
control and this presupposes cooperation between teachers,
parents and students.. Thus, actual teaching then depends only
slightly on the general curriculum plan and Is moulded ac-
cording to practical demands. It Is therefore no longer a ques-

tlon of interpreting knowiedge but of restructuring the whole-

curriculum plan according to the social structure.

e - L o

3.4. Accountabllity and evaluation

In the rationalist model there Is a centralized control system.
Teaching materlal is approved by the authorities and it partly
replaces the curriculum plan. A standerdized examination sys-
tem Is aimed at monitoring the level of knowledge; certificates
play. an Important role In the evaluation work of school. The
whole evaluation system functions on terms dictated by
bureaucracy and provides feedback for the use of hlgher author-
ities. A teacher functlons as part of the system, and Is always
consclous of the external demands placed upon him. At a pinch
the future employment prospects of a teacher will depend on
the students' succesful performance In examinations. The
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schoo! principal- is accountable for the appropriacy of the
administratlve lmplementatlon as seen, for instance, in the
allocatlon- of - resources. .

In the interpretive ‘model the assessmert of the realization.
of ‘the currlculum plan Is mainly an internal matter of thé
school. The !dea that It might be possible: to obtain comparable
information. conceming the achlevement of a certain level Is
then discarded. On the other hand, uncertainty regarding eval-
uation crlterla may occur. These can be determined by
teachers and by experts according to the situation. The
criterla may consist, for example, ¢” a student attaining a
level of maturlty tc contlnve his or her studies and of the
Jdevel of organization of his or her world view. There has been
little legal support for accountability, because many kinds of
ethical and moral viewpoints are involved. The problem of
whether teaching has been carried out according to the right
interpretation is constantly present:

In -the teachers' -joint planning model a cooperatively ron-
structed curriculum plan Is-put Into practlce. What emerge’ are
different value perspeciives, which must be reconciled (value
pluralism). Evalvation is carried out on terms laid down by
local’ democracy. For this purpose Stake has presented a model

which allows for the reflection of different value beliefs
(Lawton 1981, 185 - 187). Evaluation Is not aimed at deter-
mining the quality of outcomes, but rather at Increasing
people's awareness of focal communal goals. There Is shared

~~——-responsibllity for:-the ‘realization'-of -planning -and--this: ‘Is:-based-

on mutuval trust, negotiations and available resources.

3.5. General pedagoglcal view

In the rationalist model the starting is the structural organiza-
tlon of the curriculum plan and the measurability of its opera-
tion. Currlculum Implementation is generally evaluated by
means of the taxonomies of Bloom and .others; bebavioural-
objectlves are thus also applied to the formulation of cur-
riculum plans. The underlylng .philosophy Is often positivistic
eplstemological thlnklng The main focus in plannlng is on
knowledge-based facts, which are also most strongly empha-
sized in the definitlon of goals. Suitable models for thls type
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of knowledge-centered planning have been provided by Bruner
and teachlng entities have been created according to these.
leferentladon has been planned in advance and also taken
into account ‘\n the preparation of teaching material.

In the interpretive model different forms of activity are
approved according to students' background. Intwitive norms
and subjective decisions are applied in evaluation alongside
standard measurements. In this model the underlying scientific
philosophy is usually based on the phenomenological approach.
While the curriculum plan has a uniform structure, it empha-
sizes the Interests of teachers and students. Differentiation
takes place according to the needs of studenris as interpreted
by the teacher.

In the teachers’ joint planning model original pedagogical sc-
lutlons are constructed within the school. The pedagoglca; ap-
proach is student-centered, taking their needs and the stimuli
offered by thezenvironment as a starting point. Teaching is con-
structed in the form of projects; teaching units are not tied to
subjects, but contents and working methods are selected as the
need arises. Measurability Is not a problem, since everyone pre-
sent can see the results of the activities. There Is no coherent
underlying scientific theoretical philosophy, since the model util-
Izes different views In the social framework the Iocal
community. Activity Is guided by practical reasonii as well as
by the desire to help students' all-round development.

4. A structural analysis of the operation of curricula
4.1. Thsoretlcai background

In the operation of curricula, it Is Important to Identify a
functional structure which Is appropriate with regard to the
realization of the goals. Generally, this has been studied in
ronnection with investigaticns of the functional structure of
schools. Organization theorfes and decision-making theories
form the basis by means of which the different phases of the
planning process and the distribution of tasks can be described.
Investigations are focused partly on adm!nistrative structures,
partly on soclal structures. Emplirical information on the func-
tlonal structure of curricula is mainly provided by experimental
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projects or development projects which enable the Implemen-
tation of the different phases to be analyzed.

A typical research form Is the case study, which describes
the progress of a project, the Impediments to its realization,
its Introduction to the fleld, etc. Within the context of OECD,
forms suitable for iInternational comparlson have been do°
oped for this purpose. In the latest OECD report (van YV
et al 1985) examirnation of traditional curriculum- researi.. .
been replaced by an analysis of the total Implementation of;
the planning process by extending the examination of activity’
to include practical details. This Increasingly tles research to
the prevailing clircumstances, and it is therefore difficult to
present a general theory of functional structure.

Different methods have been developed for the evaluation of
planning, processes related to teaching. These have been
mentlonéd above (Skilbeck 1984). Since it Is not a question of
merely evaluating the pedagogical structure, many viewpoints
must be considered In the organization. It Is not possible to
examine ail of these In this study. We shall, therefore, only
concentrate on the structure of the activity from the teach-
er's polnt of view. Since there Is no avallable theory for thls
functional structure, we shail try to compensate for its ab-
sence by describing the principles needed In the creatlon of
the structure. This examination can be utllized when we com-
pare the models presented In Chapter 2 for the implementation
of curricula. This comparison will be carried out In Chapter 5.

‘4.2. Planning of actlvity from the teacher's point of view

When we were discussing the changes which had taken place In
the implementation of curricula In Chapter 2, several changes
in the teacher's planning work emerged. As regards the com-
prehensive school, factors Influencing this work have already
been analyzed (Mallnen 1986). Structural changes took place In
teachers' work and In thelr attitudes with the Increase in in-
service education and number of teachers' guldes although the
officlal curriculum plan had not been changed. In the new
sltuation the teacher became less uncertaln about his declslons,
which reassured him in his work. Clurification of administratiye
guidance also contlbuted to this.
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The analysis of the above-mentloned development process led
earller to a simillar development structure, as described In
Chapters 2 and 3. The teacher' § -position In plannlng was iilus-
trated in the form of a dlagram, which is now presented In a
more developed form in Fig. 1.

”

Administrative General cultural background

framework \ /and educalio{otio&ns

S, )
Curncul‘, —s-Teacher education

Administrative ihg mah@edagogncal

directives dtrectwes

{

i
School =—————Teacher s plan TeacHer's
envxri)nments background

I\
,

Students

Home cultural
background

Figure 1. The functlonal structure of the teacher's planning

In this structure planning activity has not been ‘finked to
the administrative hlerarchy and its own hierarchy is unclear.
Influences come from many types of channels and the cur-
riculum plan functions as an Important tramsmittor of back-
ground factors. When there has been no written curriculum,
the general cultural background Is transmitted directly to teach-
Ing through the teaciier and through text-books. Pedagogical
planning then plays a central role. When administrative direc¢-




tives- .and the official: -currlculum are added to pianning,
administrative planning is given Increaced emphasis .in the
teacher's work also. Pedagogical and administrative planning
partly replace each other, and partly r-omplement each other.
At any rate, they must not be contsadictory, otherwise the
teacher's- planning becomes very difficult. These COnfllcting

-planning constfucts could be seen In the 1870s when the
-comprehensive school reform was being Implemented, and also

during the preparatory stages .of the vocational education re-
form.

In the -curriculum differences between students of their
home backgrounds are not usually presented. Nevertheless,
these are realities to be considered In the teacher's planning,
especially If classes include students who need special edu-
cation, Immigrants, or linguistic and religious minorities. The
teacher has to Interpret the objectives according to the
student and his or her background. In such cases the } .ume
cultural background may also cause conflict In the teacher's
work, which is based on the official cultural background.

~Questlons of thls sort only arises -in local planning, which -is

why It cannot be totally avoided.
It Is the teacher's activity which largely determines whether
the curriculum Is subject-centered. It .s not decided at the

level of national planning. When the different <channels

presented In Figure 1 are combined to form a teacher's plan,
interpretation 1Is always required, and this is done by
reconclling administrative and ‘pedagogical directives as well as
the opportunities for students to function In ‘the school envi-
ronment. When administrative directives- are few, a teacher is
thougnt to have -considerable freedom to act. Environmental
conditions may however tie his hands in such a way that no
new planning takes place. When the number of administrative
directives Increases (which was the case -when the com-
prehensive school reform was carried out), teachers are left
with less formal freedom and they feel that it Is very
awkward to be so param'aph-bound At the same time, however,
there has been an iIncrease in teaching material and teacher
education, so that the preconditions for alternative teaching
piictices have Improved. According. to investigations, however,
teachers”  working methods' have not become more diverse
(Kansanen & Uusikyld 1982). In spite of the efforts made,

student-centered planning has not increased.
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It is /difficult to guide -and to study the domain of a
teacher's plannlng as described above although the authorities
now wish to influence It both in the comprehensive school- and
In institutions of secondary educatlon. The teacher's actlvity. is
based on: forms of total lmprv.sslon whete goal-directed rational
thinking i$ combined. with emotional experiences and wiil. Re-
cently these factors related to teacher personality have again
been emphasized as a counterbalance to ratioral planning (e.g.
Turunen 1984, 147 - 153)

4.3. Principles connected with the structure of‘planning

Before a teacher can start planning his teaching, he needs the
support of many kinds of preliminary planning, a point which is
only partly shown in Figure 1. The entire plarning process is
an extensive project whose structure Is largely connected to
admlnistratlon. As long as the mid-1970s, the present wrlter
began analyzing ‘the structure of ‘the »lanning of teaching by
means of systems theory and decision-making theory. In the
recent report (Malinen 1983) tiiree principles have been for-
mulated for the.structure of curricula:

1) hierarchlcal structure

2) harmonization

3) cybemetic features’

By means of these it Is possible to construct an operational

curriculum model, which has béen called: the pedagogical

.administrative curriculum.

The above mentioned principles have been drafted for the
technical side of plannlng work, but there are also soclo-
political goal Involved. We are now golng to describe the
lmplementatlon of these principles from this perspéctive.

1) The h'erarchlcal structure Is almed at appropriate division
of decislon making, which means that specific tasks are also
allocated to local planning. The adininistrative hlerarchy is a
useful tool in transmitting plaus, but Initially the treatment of
the matter must be planned and only, then can ‘it be decided
Low administration can assist.

2) Harmonization means that pedagogical and administrative
decision-making are reconclled to form a favourable ent'ty
from the point of view of teaching. At the same tim2 the




objectives. related to student development can be fitted into
tne: framework of educational policy.

3) Cybernetic features -are aimed at cr.atiig an adequate
feedback system for teaching and Its planning, which will"
provide help In the contlnuous development of planning. This
guarantees that the experiences of the field are taken into
consideration- in planning.

It is difficult to argue that it is precisely these princ.ples
‘that are favourable when the functional' structure of the
school. cur'lculum s being planned In monitoring the practical
4 lmplementation, the present wriier has -noted many Iimper-
> fectlons which could have been overcome, had these principles

been foliowed in planning. Furthermore, it has bean possible to .
put the principles into practice by giving. concrete implemen- -
‘tationn nstructions. The concepts of hierarchical ‘structure,
harmonlzatlon and cybemetic features easily beconte, however,
.o superﬂclal phrases, and therefore we must first have a well-
: defined educational policy during Interpretation. This, In turn,
is dependent on the school-type anduon “local conditions, and in
this way the principles of' the structqre become situationally .
bound. i

It s, however, difficult to trausfer from the principles of :
structure to the planning of the teacher's work. According to
decision-making theory this Is a question of practical reasoning
where, by means of conditional clauses, one arrives at the
preparation of activity ana uctivity itself. In analyzing the
forms of practlcal reasoning we have confined ourseives to a
few general ramarks concerning :its application areas (e.g. von
Wright 1971). The analytical approach can be applied only to
‘the least complicated. situations in the study of the teacher's
work. According to Figure. 1 there :Is a multitude of ‘Influencing
factors and they are partly contradictory, such as the general
cultural aims and the student's goal-orientation. Conflicting
sItuatIons are not usual in planning and the principle of
harmonization is intended to smooth these out.

In the teaching situation the teacher's declslon-making Iis
probably mainly gulded by tiie goals of the curriculum, but
> they are med!ated into practice through the cultural atmos-
phere, through the teacher.s e¢xperlences and emotions and
through the teaching material. Sudden situational changes,
studeiits' reactions and other such factors influence the
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activity in such a way that It is difficult to construct a modef’
for inferences leading to actlvity. A teacher's total personality
structure, his worldview and his goals all pliy an important
role here.

Although 1t Is net very easy to analyze a tesicher's emo-
tionai -decisions, they can still be taken: -Into-.consideration in
the preparatlon of thé curriculum, for example, by anticlpating
typlcal ‘and desirable responses. In the theory of practical
reasoning it has been foind that we get closer to the..dctivity
when reasoning is carried out in the 1st person Instezd of the
3rd person. Then the reasoning refiects volition, knowledée and
conviction, -on the basls of which the act iIs accomplished.
Reasoning presented in the third person contains propositions,
whose linguistic nature Is quite different (von Wright 2377,
177). The most usual way of writirg a curriculum plan i3 to
provide objective Information on the cu~t nts of -teaching aiid
on the activity models. Purely infe~ .lve text leaves aside

-efforts to influence the wili and emotions. These are, however,.

important in a teacher's work and therefore an attempt shouid
be made to bring ‘communication closer to a teacher's indi-
vidual experiences by modifying part of the plan in such a way
that .it deals with a teacher’s experiences in the first person.

From the administrative point of wiew it is rather awkward
to approve a currlculum plan which contains guidance for the
teacher's world of experience. It is not possible te provide
binding plans for this purpose, because a teéacher ‘nas peda-
gogical freedom (or interoretative freedom). Therefore, it Is
necessary to have a‘ mediating text which is not administra-
tively binding, but which can be used in pedagogical planning.
At this point another new probiem emerges in the construction
of a curriculum. Does the curriclum direct a teacher's entire
activity or does it merely provide'.information?

The .answer léads to fundamentai declsions affecting the
principles of the strycture. These decisions are more imporiant
from the viewpoint of classroom activity than the above-
mentioned principles of structure, which characterize the
pedagogical-administrative curriculum. .




-8, Sun':mlngqp perspectives on:the operatlon ~* curricula

£t the very outset It' was shown' that the study of the ope-
ration of currlcula Is dependent on the- criteria which have
been set. for the operation. This valu® dependence has almost
completely been Ignoréd in the analvsls of ibe present sit-
uation. The research problems presented bid Chapter 1 still deat
with ‘questions of principle, -but the deveIOpment ‘of the imple-
mentat}oh structure of  the curriculum alr&.dy presupposes
value cholces.

Researcl:2rs. have taken up distinctive positions on the
question of good pxanning of teaching. Tanner & Tanner (1980,
:538) find It necessary that teachers move from the first level
of planning to' the third level, in the other words, that they
should no. longer operate as mere teaching technicians, but
that they should create -teaching by. themselves (cf. Chapter
3.1.). Robinson (1931, 129: - 132) prefers a model which has
been adapted to local <onditions, because then the hidden
curtlculum will remain less important. Lundgren et al. (1981)
criticlze. the restrictive rationalist medel while trying to find a
new form for the organization of the planning of teaching. In
analyzing the implementation of the comprehensive school cur-
riculum, it was found -that teachers' joint planning has many
advantage (Malinen 1986). In the assessment of these .re-
searchers, pedagogical and soclological criterla have been
applied to the functions .of school as an ‘nstltutlon intended
for .ine development ¢7 students.

The situation may look different when the sechool's ope-
rational éfficlency and the input-output ratio are used as
criterfa. This is when the rationalist model emerges as an
adequate solution. Accountability with regard to the ap-
proprlate use of funding must first be settled; which entalls
the officlal endorsement of previously determined oblectives
and forms of activities. At this point, the administrative level
must be clear about what general arrangements are good. It is,
of course, possible to distribute funds and leave all peda-
gogical plarning to teachers, but then the assessment .of

_ school's efficlency would be neglected. A sort of laissez-faire

policy would be- idopted where no-one asks who is responsible.
This is not, however, considered in the above description of
alternative models..
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An important atpect in the clarification of criteria as the
‘prevailing conditions such as ‘teacher education, school facil-
itles :and the" typical expectations of society regarding
education. It ‘is< futlle ‘to construct a working model for the
curriculum which is totally unfeasible on the basis of the
present situation. These practical questlons are also theo-
‘tetically significant, because the feasibility of the curriculum
becomes the criterion here. We must answer $uch questlons as:
Has the impact of different factors been adequately taken intn
account? Have the goals been appropriately combined? 1 .,
can we verify the feasibility of planning in the prevailing
situations? (Moo:;g, 2378, 10 - 14). According .to Moore, we can
speak of -a .practical theory In the planning of teaching, in
which - recommendations are put forward as to practice. Its
adequacy cannot be evaluated in the same way as we can
assess the usefulness of scientific theories, because the
verification of this practical theory Is hampered by the situ-
ational constraints related to-the circumstances.

An analysis of the criteria clearly indicates that Is not a
clear-cut task -to present an operative structure for an
'appropriate’ curriculum. Experience gained of the -operation of
school curricula In Finland also shows that the three models
discussed' here do not operate 1 isolation. Although tie ration-
-alist model- might be dominant from the administrative point of
view, some teachercmay plan their .teaching: according to the
interpretative model.

Teachers' joint planning operates alongside these. In order
to produce a good synthesis, many kinds of situations should be
examined, but we shall conflne ourselves witk one general
description only. It is the same time our answer to the first
research problem presentad at the beginning of this paper.
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extracurricular activities

teachers' joint pianning

teachers’ Interpretation

¥,/ " rationalist planning

Figire 2. A unified description of the operational models of
curricula

Figure 2 -presents a synthesis of the three models. This can
be: used as & framework for the operational model of the
cdrriculum, Rationalist planning forms the basis of this com-
bined model, by means of whlch national planning is shaped.
This figure' .also illustrates the section which can be inter-
preted by a teacher. These interpretable aspects of tine
curriculum are supplemented by teachers' joint planniag
activities, which partly extend outside the official curriculum
(extracurricular activities). In connection with the sociological
analysis (Chapter 3) we examined the .teacher's activity,

‘transmission of knowledge, accountability and pedagogical phi-

losophy. When these different planning models occur sim-
ultaneously, thg ‘implementation -of these considirations s
extremely problematic. This Is exactly where we should fall
back on the structural principles of activity planning and on
the practical approach. An example from the planning of
mathematics teaching will serve as a model:




{
{

The baijic gubject-matter for instruction common. to all
stqder;:cs 'bas been approved at the nationai level. In
adgition, directives and teaching matérial for teacher's
planning work bave ‘been Issued. A teacher accepts ration-
-alist planning as a basis of his work and is' aware o7 .u.
goalc' of educationa: policy. He inferpretes the goals and
makes his choices of working :methods with the view to
achieving an optimal solution with regard to his -students’
education. There are many iInstances wheré -he cannot
operate on his own, but has to make arran{ lents with
other teachers on questions of remedial teaiuing, appli-
cacion situation~ etc. e ‘then changes his planning model
and accepts couperation -and social contvol. A teacher
can present behavioural objectives to students (e.g. the
four basic rules of arithmetic), but, by Interpreting the
realization of the curriculum on pedagogical grounds, he
ailows for differences In their achievement. Similarly, ‘in
project type teaching he can monitor the achievement of
basic ohjectives and-cimultaneously aim at diverse student-
based activity.

The above described- synthesis deriving from combination of
three operational modeis must seem very familiar to the
reader. In fact, there is nothing new about It; ‘sensibié
teachers have pursued the same it:-2 for a long time in their
work. The Initial analysis, however, indicated that a teacher
has to operate in a field of conflicting goals, If that field has
not been organized and ‘if the causes of conflict have ‘not been
analyzed, we easily end up in- ambiguous s'" ations. It was pre-
cisely to avoid these that the theoretic. examination of the
implementation of curricula was necessary in - the 1979s.

The second problem presented in Chapter 1 conceriied* the
possibilities of developing the structure of curriculum imple-
mentation by means of a theoretical analysis. This prehiem has
been deait with throughout the foregoing discussion, hut* the
resuit has only been an even more extendzd analysis of the
situation. Possibilities fo~ tiue development of the structure of
curricuium implementation must be considered on a case-by-
case basis. Researchers may thecreticaily categorize some of
the centrai factors, but the presentation of solutions is aiready
beyond the scope of researchers.

In Chapter 1 I suggested that the study of curricula is be-
coming obsolete as far as the Investigation of general
structures is concerned, and that it has been replaced by
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practice-oriented investigations of factors which .diréct the
operation of schools. This art*cle has also touched very closely
on the everyday work of schools, but at the sanie time the
limitations of this reSearch area have become obvious. A
researcher cannot proceed very far by’ merely analyzing sit-
uatlons' Jhe must, therefore, transfer to operational research.
The researcher must thus adopt another pattern of thinking,
Just as the te-~her must dJdo, when he transfers from the
rationalist model to the sccial configurations of local planning.
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A

HAS SOMEBODY HIDDEN THX CJRRICULUM?

- the currlculum as a point of intersectiin between the utopia

of civic cociety and the state control.
by Risto Rinne

1. Zhe Genesis of P-imary School as a Trausition into
the State Reprotiction System

The term utopia generally signifies a dreamlike plan {0 ‘feform
the world. This kind: oi-.plan- is\ directed imo the future and
creates an objective-based fiction of a better world and so-
ciety. A utopla alms at changing the established order by put-
ting forward an alternative of an imaginary "other form of ex-
istence", which-nore or less. vehemently subverts thé old.

A utopla is not very often a mere illusion. It may be quite
a concrete &nd realistic plan to reform the world. Both utopia

Jand ‘ldeology are disproportionately related to the prevailing

reallty. Ideologies may be incapable ‘of describing reality and
may quite well cover or hide reality. Thus they can also work
as "a false consciousness” of reality. At the: same time as
ideology’ works as a form of securing the functions of the. eco-
nomic aiid socia). system, It integrates and: stabilizes the re-
lations within the division of labour and power by making them
natural. (cf. Mannheim 1960;.Abercombie- 1980).

One of the most :central developments of world history has
been the secularizat,on of the way of thinking and the basis
of motivating and legitimation of activities among people and
human societies, and at the same time, a potential. rise in the
standard of historical consciousness. For example Heller (1982),
using the term historicity, refers to a solely human ability
developed throughout history to' locate oneself temporally and
spatially. (cf. Giddens 1984). The development of this: ‘ability
has been preceeded by various stages of hstorlcal con-
clousness ranging from a mythicai way of understandlng the
reallty into planetary consciousness. )

In the tlmes of tribes and clens people actcd in terms of
"primary forms of religions" (Durkheim..1980)- and "generative
myths" reduced from deity and nature (Levi-Strauss 1968). As
Helier (1982, 6) states, as late as in the Hellenic society,




every barbarian was born to be a slave. In all myths there ‘s
working a hidden teleology, in which the explanztion of g«'nesis
legitimates the established order; what you shall fea' do,
avoid and hope for. The actions of man are guided by omens
and warnings. The wizards work as teachers and readers: of
nature.” The myth of genesis is at the same time a picture of
the order of the world and the foundation for organizing ex-
periences.

As  historicity 1is shaping itself, geographich space and
historical time begin to grow apart. In addition to religion,
there rises a new kind of rationality, a science and knowledge
to organize man's actions and observations. The world historic
consciousness makes our culture relative, but at the same time
it makes absolute -otr spatio-temporal reflection as the sole
true reflection and progress of historicity. (op.cit.).

The traditional model of thinking and acting based on a
religious and mythical way of explanation started to break up
at the latest by the time of the birth of the Industrial so-
ciety. The mentality of human -icleties started to turn from a
divine .and eccleslastical authority toward politico-social
authorlty. The birth of the capitalistic social system also sig-
nified the construction of expanding state Institutions and
planning mechanisms directed through the state, side by side
with tb+ decreasing authority of the church and the rule of
the noblllty. In the civic soclety which was shaping itself
people took the power L their own hands in a formm never
seen before in history by means of the suffrage and mass
movements, but at the same time the state began to observe,
control, and guide their work more closely. A relation of civil
rights was born. )

The effects of a social crisis on the change of man's way
of thinking and acting have been described in many terins. The,
change of a value rational action Into an aim rational one
(Weber 1980), the change from mechanical solidarity Into an
organic one (Durkheim 1964), the change of Gemeinschaft into
Gesellschait (TGnnies 1963), a transition into commodity
fetichism (Marx 1974), and the reification of: man and human
relations (Luaks 1971); these all characterize the crises of
‘ment~'ty--and- tl‘e ‘basis-of activities ‘related- with--the -breaking-
up of the old: feudal social system. The new social system
demanded and created a new man why first had to be able to
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use money as a means of change and to turn the new formula

p Commodity - Money - Commodity gradually into the formula

NMioney - Commodity - Money where the central objective of
even the individual activity was an Individual saving, calcu-
lation, acquisition of property.

The new social division of labour, the more eminent position
of the national states and the world opening both spatially and
temporally made strong demands of change also on social
reproduction. While in the traditional soclety the church and
the family mostly had been the central Ideulogical apparatuses
uf reproduction, their potential to take care of reproduction
started to deteriorate. In an urbanizing industrial society
which demanded work outslde home the reproduction by gener-
ations within the family did not work In the previous sense.
Chiidren, who previously in the agrarian and even In the pre-
industrlal soclety- ad, been the necessary labour force, were
made redundant in the mass, Especially after the restrictions
of the use of child labour force and the development of child
protection the chiidren were seer: to be in one's way, a soclal
and economic burden. The problem of idle children expanded.
As at the same time the traditional reproduction society gave
models neither for work nor the "right" way of life, the
majority of the people's children were deserted, without the
traditional education and controi.

At this stage, as an eémbryo of the present-day baslc:

education, Finland gradually bullt vp a school system for com-
pulsors .education, which applied all citizens. The first statute
on primary school was passed In 1866 (SA 1866), the first
trainlng colleges for teachers were founded In 1863 (SA 1863),
and- the school executive board in 1869 (SA 1869). School
started to develvp into a state apparatus which passed by the
church; its task being to take care of the reproduction by
generations slde by slde with the family and the church.

At the beginning of the 20th century the state primary
school wac. seen as a strong source of ~vpe concerning the rise

of both the economical, culty . oral standards of the
-nation. A prominent feature topia of a clvilized,
‘human, and equal soclety produc. th education. The pri-
mary school was first meant to he smentary school whose
task was to educate the uncivilizec .1 of the people and

to take care of them while the pare..s were at work as well
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as bringing up diligent and conscientious citizens and working
people. While the state was colonizing childhood by means of
systematic education, it was considered that this way the
threat of radicalization and potitical turmoil could be avoided,
which were brought forwatd by the new social form when
people were taken apart from their roots. The task of edu-
cation was partly to put cement into the gaps of society.

Also some other institutionalized. measures were taken within
basic education in order to develop a whole protective edu-
cational system for idle and unprotected children especially in
urban and Industrial areas. Worksrooms, day nurseries, and
kindergartens were provided in order to help "the children
avold loitering In the streets and learning bad habits and all
kinds of mischiefs and to help them to get accustomed with
order, obedience, hobby crafts, and work” (Kom. 1919, 31). The
especial task of the day nurseries was to "save the children
from the dangers of loitering and idling” (Kom. 1921, 68).

The formation of a state basic education for all classes of
society can be described as a response to the so-called prob-
lem of representation created by the new sucial system. An
essential part of the problem of representation is an increasing
disintegration of the social production and reproduction and
the development of a special expanding age group called "child-
hood". As the processes of production and reproduction proces-
ses In the old agrarian soclety were Interlinked the children
learnt tke necessary knowledge and abilities from their parents
by taking themselves part in the processes of production. A
distinct state educational system was not needed, nor was
there any need of "a pedagogicai language" with its own aims,
contents or methods of teaching. Learning for life and work
mainly took place by training and living. The results of
learning could be directly seen in the resuits of activities and
work.

In the modern society the connection between production
and reproductive learning was broken. At the same time as the
split between the agrarian or handicraft work and product
started to manifest, the same thing happened with the connec-
tion of the reproductive family and the productive work.
Parents moved into production and wage labour out of the
immediate sphere of life of children. Putting aside seeing and
doing, there was an expansicn of the text. Production and
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work were beginning to be intermediated into the world of
children through a literary school.

The problem of representatlon Is the most central problem
of education in the way how a work-orientated and production
confined training contextual learning process is changed Into a
decontextualized pedagogy, which the school carries out with
its narrative and literary forms In order to intermediate and re-
produce processes and relations of production. (cf. Lundgren
1983; 1984).

The problem of representation is not, however, limlted only
within the area of the division of labour and production. The
educational system carries out also more extensively the tasks
connected with soclal stabllity taking care of the moral inte-
gration of soclety. (Durkheim 1964). Also In this task school
plays a central role as an institution of social reproduction
(cf. Rinne et al 1984).

A central attempt to solve the problem of representation Is
to construct a state reproduction Institution, the task of
which, together with the family, Is to take special care of
vertical reproduction, the transmission of the cultural tradition
and the soclalizing of the future generations. For thiz state
Institution was created, in addition to school, a special peda-
gogical discourse and a pedagogical text, which become most
solid In the form of curricula, textbooks, and didactics.

The pedagogical text attempts to define the limits of a
right and permitted discourse. Within the curricula this defl-
nition Is carried out as a creation of hlerarchic constructions
of standard aims, syllabus, and methods. It Is a question of
writing down a culturally, historically, and soclally determined
pedagogic discourse, which is made the aim. This ‘“official"
curriculum is Intermediated Into the praxis of schools, however,
by effects which are refracted from the soclal reproduction
and rituals seen petrified in the tradition of the school
system.Thus "the officlal text" and the reality of school are
contradictory. It .Is by means of the official and the unofficial
that we can discuss "the double character" of the school
praxis and "the Intermediation" of the curriculum. The soclally
determined character of common sense and activities and the
utoplan-ideological officlal state curriculum text do not go
together one in one. Also the official curriculum text Itself
contradictorily contains, on one hand, the task of social re-
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production of school, and on the other hand, its emansipatory-
cultural utopla about the future.
Adapting Lundgren (1983; 1984), the formation of education

as a response to the problem of representation can be illus-
trated by the followlng figure:

DIVISION OF LABOUR
(Production) S A (Family)
PRODUCTION THE PROBLEM OF REPRODUCTION
PROCESSES  «— REPRESENTATION —» PROCESSES

g

THE FORMATION OF STATE
BASIC EDUCATION AND THE
PEDAGOGIC TEXT, AMONG
OTHERS THE CURRICULUM

THE CODE - the organization of education

- the seicection of conlents
(knowicdge, syliabus)

- the method of transmission
(the form of teaching)

-

REALIZATION OF THE TEXT
THE PRAXIS OF SCHOOLS

(State)

Figure 1. The formation of education as a response to the

problem of representation (cf. Lundgren 1983 and
1984; Rinne et aila 1984)
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Thus the task of curriculum can be seen primarily as an
attempt to organize and contro! experiences of learning (cf.
curriculum vitae) Ir a more or less rigid form. Based on the
Ideas of .Bernstein (I97I; 1980) and among others- Kalios &
Lundgren (1976) the most central instruments of the curricu-
lum and the pedagogy and evaluation attached to it can be
reduced Into the selection of contents and the definition of
the method of transmission as well as the development of the
systems of control and evaluation.

‘The selection of contents Is connected with the social
division of labour attempting to define the limits of the per-
mitted discourse on the fleld of school (transferring wider than
that): the right worid view, the limits of the allowed speech,
which pleces of knowledge can be connected, and how know-
ledge should be placed into the hierarchy. Both the selection
of knowledge and the classification and structuring of know-
ledge with the proper division Into age groups are connected
with this.

The method of transmission in its turn is connected with
defining the relations of activities and control between men. it

.essentially--culminates.-the-soclal.-relations-of.-the-distribution--of.

power with all its positions of authority and obedience. In the
modern “invisible pedagogy" (Bernstein) this relation of the dis-
tribution of power has been left at the backstage as it applies
the pedagogic text of a dialogical or symmetrical relation be-
tween the student and the teacher. In the progressive peda-
gogy it Is exactly In this way that the whole school works
(misrecognized - Bourdieu) as a place outside the soclal
distribution of power, in which no vertical reproduction takes
place, but in which the students themselves choose their own
Individual way in terms of their own Indlvidual freedom. (cf.
Kallds 1979; Bernstein 1983; Broady 1985).

Selecting the contents and defining the method of
transmission within the curriculum Is an attempt to define the
totality of the learning experlence which takes place at
school: the permitted discourse and the permitted physical and
mentai activities. In addition to the contents and methods of
teaching, the curriculum usually also defines the system of
aims as well as the system of evaluation, which in a way close
the process of activities outlined In the curriculum. The Inter-
action of these four elements, especially that of the contents
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and form, builds up a whole style of curriculum, which reflects
the social conditions and intentions of its time in socializing
the new generation. (cf. Rinne 1984).

The curriculum is a constant attempt to solve the problem
of representation, though it can sometimes be quite a pure
idealistic utopia or "poetry of curriculum" (Svingby 1979) thus
passing on the real executive power to the hidden curriculum
praxis of the frame factors and traditions of school.

2. The double character of the curriculum

In the following the curriculum stands for the official cur-
riculum text, which in Finland is formed on the basis of the
German Lehrplan-tradition and a bureaucratic tradition of a
central government as a national plan for the whole of the
basic education of the nation. In Finland the curriculum of
basic education makes notes of the benevolent educational aims
meant for the interests of both the individual and the nation,
the objects of which are planned to be each age group with

Jts. .own..experiences..of. -.going--to--school:-during- -the- ‘time--of -its:

compulsory education. The curriculums make notes of the aims
which liberate the children and the citizens, the contents ex-
panding and developing the world view, the methods of
teaching emphasizing a democratic and independent relation of
acquiring activities and knowledge, as well as the evaluation
mechanisms supporting the personal learning system of the
children. )

The Finnish documented curriculums present their utopias
and ideologies as neutral ones shared commonly by the nation,
the background and the effects of which are beneficient for
all. Each individual develops according to his resources and
inclinations into a suitable career of education and life. The
consensus-based curriculums do not problematize the world
view and th: ideology conveyed by the totality of the curricu-
lums. The factual hegemony relations, social structures, classes,
and class cultures are omitted by the curriculum discourse
presented by the state as the official legitimate utopia. In its
ideology the curriculum is based on "everybody's will" (Rous-

seau 1947), and hides inside its own "myth of birth" (Heller
1982).




The officlal curriculum is not transferred, even In ail Its
hegemony and Ideological nature, as such Into the praxis of
school. The curriculum s intermediated Into the school praxis
by teachers, who. In their culture, work, and position of "a
pedagogic expert" also work for their professional and union
interests. Controlled by the teachers, the official curriculun is
materialized outside the sanctioned actitivities only In case it
iIs significant for the teachers or If its materialization Is use-
ful for maintaining the order Inside the classroom. Teachers
work on a fleld where the utopian-ideological ‘curriculum meets
with the hidden curriculum effects oI the frame factors and
traditions of school, and in which- the task of the teacher is
to adjust the official and the unofficial.

The juxtaposition of the curriculum and the hidden curricu-
lum at school correctly describes the paradoxical double
character of the school praxis. On one hand, there Is the
official "neutral" curriculum utopia, a promise of a wvalid
structure of knowledge and a relation of actitivities produced
by school, a promise of the utilization value of school
knowledge- and activities on flelds after and outside school. On

the- other-hand, -there..Is. "the. unofficlal -curriculum”, -the .hidden-

curriculum, a compuision to obey minutely and unquestioned the
temporal, spatial and ritual relations established at school and
this way emphasizing the exchange value ratio of school
knowledge and actitivities. As the officlal curriculum empha-
sizes the themes of an Inner motivation, profound learning, and
mastery orientation, the hidden curriculum emphasizes the
themes of self-discipline, submission, and obedience. On the
level of the hidden curriculum the exchange ratlo of knowledge
and obedlence is at least as important a factor defining the
whole of the learning as Is, on the level of the official
curriculum, the utilization value ratlo of acquiring knowledge
and comprehensive reading.

As Broady (1985) among others states, historically this
double character of the curriculum and the hidden curriculum
connected with It have not always been as much hidden as
today. Still in the time when basic education and the cur-
riculum were shaping into thelr Initial forms, submission,
obedience, dutifulness, and school as an instrument of control
and guldance were much more visible, The new kind of solution
for the problem of representation in terms of the progressive
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-~ - - -Wwhich- -at--the- -same- -time- -contains- -a: -strategy- ‘for- ‘gaining ~the -~ ~

pedagogy and the overt contents of knowledge are historically
only soile decades old. "The invisible curriculum code" (Lund-
gren 1983) and the “invisible pedagogy" (Bernstein 19831) are
the latest stages of development iIn the history of the
curriculum codes. Their most central characteristic Is making
the Individual choice absolute, and this way manifesting the
fact that school Is misrecognized as being neutral (cf.
Bourdieu 1985). The misrecognition do2s not necessarily work
as far as *he customers (students) are concerned. Even though
citizens, parents, and especially pedagogic experts and adminis-
trative authorities took the official curriculum serlously, very
often teachers and especially students see through 1t. School
works as a fleld through which you get applying different
strategies. )

The following will outline the double character of the
curriculum with a complicated, even though simplified figure on
the confrontation between the curriculum and the hidden cur-
riculum,

The official curriculum works as an Ideologically loaded
utopia, a description and a plan of "a better state of being",

endeavoured future. As the curriculum also represents the com-
mon geod of the state, It as well crystallizes -the Ingredients
of hegemony defined by Gramscl. The curriculum in its re-
corded form is not, however, in the least a practical Ideology,
a practically penetrating form of thinking and action of those
who are Its objects and the ones who carry It out, but
definitely a recorded plan for guiding and controlling this kind
of thinking and action. Though school is one of the most
central Ideological state apparatuses of modern soclety, the
curriculum officlally guiding the activities of school Is not
practical ideology In the same meaning given by Althusser.

A particularly significant new attempt to analyze the
position of the curriculum and the whole of the pedagogic
discourse In social reproduction is an article by Bernsteln
(1986) "On Pedagogic Discourse", In which he further develops

his own comprehensive theory on the basis of recent discussion
within the soclology of education.




=

In the school praxis the different student culture formations
meet with the official will of society intermediated by the
teachers by means of their work culture The confrontation of
these cultures is surrounded by the effects coming from so-
ciety due to the frame factors and traditions of school, which
are reduced into the categories of time arrangements, space
arrangements, and rituals in the figure.* From the point of
view of the official curriculum, these effects are unofficial hid-
den curriculum effects, and the surrounding conditions dictated
by them essentially constrict the functionsl. freedom and
possibilities of the official curriculum and also the teachers'
work culture and the student cultures in the school praxis.
Classroom-based studying, life sliced into pleces according to
the timetable of continuous progress, the contents broken into
ready-made subject distribttions aud textbools, passive waiting,
an individual competition for marks, constant observation,
showing of obedience and so on; ali these define the real
experiences of learning at school as much as the official inten-
tions. In their own language they tell the students the
compulsorv rules of playing the school play and teach the right

coping strategles, the most central feature of which Is self-
discipline.

n this figure the aim has been to reduce and develop a
wide, Intensified, often diffuse, and descriptive tradition ob-
serving the hidden curriculum (e.g. Dreeben 1968; Jackson
1968; Broudy 1872; Giroux & Purpie 1983) into a more sys-
tematic presentation on the central forms of effects of the
school praxis. Thus the historically, socially, and philosophically
best argumentated categories have been those among the cat-
egorles of time, space, and rituals organizing human life. (Cf.
Rinne et alia 1984).
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The established economic and
cultural elite and the state and
their hegemony on the field of

‘| education and culture

The official national-communal
umiculym: the ideology of a
promised future world and man
presented as neutral

Educationa! simg
1. the total development
of the whole of &
citizen’s personality
2. an independent, profound,
inner motivation fer leaming
3. social solidarity
4. s democratic and .

The svllabus

1. emansipatory general know-
ledge

2 anintegrated exp=asion of
s scientific world view,
an expansion of spatio.
temporal thinking snd
sctivity

The methods of teaching _

1. active, autonomous
student work

2. differentiated teaching
and leaming -

3. sn equal interaction
(didlogue, symmetry)

4. social activity

ie 3. 2 good cultural taste
democratizing school 4. good manners, good
behaviour
5. high cognitive qualifications
£ i AN
Production of textbooks K
i ing: . o the relson of control and
aclection of the systems of the model citizenship, sction st school
Inowledge, armanging in a teaching proficiency - psychology, education, didac-
hierarchy and organizing - teacher training and tics: normal type of develop-
- academic sciences the election of teachers ment and leaming, stage
- high culture - teacher corporations theories, the causal autribution
- trade papers theories of failure and de-
ficiency, classification
legitimations, "good teaching™
v

The professional culture of
the teachers |, life style and
class position: the changing
of the curriculum into & nor-
mative "pedagogic discourse™

|

Figure 2. The confrontation oi the curriculum and the hidden
curriculum (Rinne 1986; cf. Kivinen et alia 1985)
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in their class position, culture —»-

. e 8
and life style

1. The students” cultural formstions.

life styles, aims and coping
strategics aiming at school
leaming conflicting with the
cachers © work culture; the style
of control and life present in it,
the hierarchy of lstes and the
coping strategics
2. The chzage of the institutional
forw.s of school into cultural
activitics and significations:
praxil : the exchange ratio of
obedience Jad knowledge/cenificate;
the relation xtween the student and
the teacher

Z

AN

Grown-ups classified

™ .
—+=into the social

division of labour

and the distribution

of the cullural

capital, as well as
those wh) have gained
civic prowess and full
civie rights and

social identity, vs.

the displaced grown-up
cuizens

CULUM ].

1. The distinction of work and
leisure: standard lessons,
breaks, work days, days off.
2. The contradiction of waiting
- patience and punctuality -
- diligence - producing

. “llere and now"™, the temporal
perspective reduced within
the conditions of school.

w

[ THE EFFECTS OF THE HIDDEN CURRI

The school praxis

small group room, staff
room, corridors).

3. The spatial regulations,
the quantitative ratio of
teachers and students,
recources, crouded con-
ditions, mass teaching.

PR - g-v-l. 3 3 I

1. Isolating, privacy, organizing sound, move-
closing up the room for | | ment, and manners
activities (schoo), class. 1. Regulation of the
room, desk). quantity, loudness, and

2. The functional differen- qusiity of sound, spcech
tiation of room (the and language, legitimacy
school yard, classroom, (who is allowed o talk,

when, on what topic, and
how and on what to be
quiet).

2. Regulation on moving/
movements, when, where,
how you may be and move,
making the body obedicnt.

3. Showing obedicnce,

"good manners” (knockings,
apologics, greeting manners).

N

I 4

The control and evaluation and order of the
“modem” way of life and its power relations. -

Flgure 2. (cont.)
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Without making here any detailed comments on the position
of the hidden curriculum in social reproduction, in any way, its
effects can clearly be seen to be linked with the connection
of modern soclety and the gradually developing social state.
The exchange ratio of the knowledge and obedience learnt
through the hidden curriculum helps the future citizens to find
their way through the labour market and the markets of con-
sumption and lelsure. The figure shows the basic charac-
teristics of the formation of the "new man" produced by
school. The characteristics are connected with both the qualifi-
cations necessary at work and the qualifications belonging
more generally to the cohesion and moral order of soclety.
Hidden curricular realism produces to a great extent new
grown-ups different from the utopia presented by the official
curriculum,

Carrying out the utopia presented by the official curriculum
would probably threat, not only the whole of the soclal order,
but, at least as menancingly, the whole of the classroom order.
The relationchip between the expert and the customer attached
with all its educational mechanisms locating into certain posi-
tlons within the division of labour would be Jeopardized per-
manently. "A crisls of legitimation" (Habermas) and "a crisis of
liturgy" (Bourdieu) could be established at school, If "the
curriculum poetry" changed Into the reality of learning.

3. The Finnish Compulsory School and Its Currlculum Codes

The official curriculums of the basic education of the Finnish
national state are the Model courses of the year 1881, the
Rural primary school curriculum of the years 1916 and 1925,
the Primary school curriculum of the years 1946 and 1952, the
Comprehensive scho6l curriculum of *he year 1970, and -the
Comprehensive: school curriculum principies of the year 1985,
By analyzing these curriculums we can outiine the curriculum

codes which temporally vary the official Finnish curriculum
ideology.

The curriculums are organized as follows:




Time (1881 -}1916 -
of influence: 1921 - 1945 1945 - 1970 1970 - 1985 -
Code: MORALCODE —+ CIVICCODE —+-INDIVIDUALIST CODE|
rural primary school primasy school comprehensive school
Form of (aaix.year (2 six.yenr (a nine.year
school: “disconnected™ school) | comprehensive school)| comprehensive school)
Mejorsocial | - the formation of - the defeat of the War | - fast utbanization
changes during | & civic society = taconstruction period | the rise of the
the time of » the independence « the rise of the aervice occupations
influenceand | of the nation atandard of living - the prosperity of
just before: « the Civil Wer = industrialization the middle classes
dispersing national | - urbanization - the atate penetrates
unity (1917) - aocial atate formation |  ima all fields of life
- material poverty - the rise and fall - social displacement
of the people’s and unemployment
united front become natural
«the rise of mass
culture
- the tise of mass media

Figure 3. The curriculum codes of the Finnish basic education.
(Cf. more extensively: Rinne 1986).

The period from the birth of the primary school up to the
Second World War (1881-1945) is characterized by a moral cur-
rlculum code, In which the aiwr was to change the objects of
education unquestioned as being partakers of the established
religious and peasant way of thinking and actitivities. Work
and faith were the central concepts of the curriculum, home
and fatherland the solid ground. The period 1945-1970 |is
characterized by a civic code in which the legitimation of the
currlculum was sought within the real social world of the

people, and in which the most important part was the edu-

cation for democracy. Moral questions wer2 still important, but
now school svas constructed into "a miniature soclety", where
value Judgements were always discussed from the point of view
of society, the nation, and %the state. The aim was to organize
educatlon into a training ground for clvic rights, civic duties
and priviledges.
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In 1970 the curriculum code breaks up Into an individualist
code, in which moral discussion Is left as the personal solution
of the free individual. This code Is clearly connected with the
rational code brought forward by Lundgren (1979). Above ali,
the common feature is presenting the individual as the basis of
legitimation and as the starting point. The Individualist code
also Implies elements which refer Into the direction of aim
rationalism, as the aim Is to bind the student more closely
than before Into the state ratlonal-bureaucratic mechanisms of
planning and evaluation by developing a system of aims and
evaluation which orlentate towards the educational institution
and the Individual more thoroughly. The curriculum legimates
its influence by the interests of the individual and as a profit-
able social Investment. In developing the system of evaluation,
from 1985 on especlally, the aim is to emphasize the evaju-
ation of the Individual's total behaviour, performance and will,
and to leave the qualifications of cognition and skill aside in a
minor position. The individual and the obedient citizen are set
side by side in the curriculum.

Ir the changes of the Finnish curriculum an interesting line
of development to be seen Is the omission of the divine
authority, the rise and omission of the authority of the nation
and, finally, the rise of the modern Individual. At the same
iime the change of the curriculum codes shows how the
Initially remote position of the children changes into citizen-
ship and later into Individuals by means of education and
throughout the period of education.The alm of the curriculums
of basic education is to guide in a controlled way the inte-
gration after the Civil War (1917), the national reconstruction
after the lost Second World War (1945-), and from this period
on (1970-), the personal choices and tastes of the "the free
Individuals" already living In "the welfare state". The resuits
of mobility, urbanization, the expansion of the middle class,
and the rise of the service occupations are, on the level of
curriculum, perhaps crystallized especially In the form of the
breakthrough of the Individual code. Apparently the devel-
opment of the curriculum codes In this sense can be explained
by the structural changes, which in Finland took place later
than In the rest of the Scandinavian countries. There Is,
however, a need to emphasize the fact that the Ideology of
the official curriculum only involves the phenomena of the
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manifested level. The school praxis and the practical ideology
based on them can work strongly opposingly. For instance, the
individualist curriculum code could thus work as a creator of
the Iliusion of individualism, which only produces a misre-
cognition.

Historic time with its economic, political, and cultural
structures makes possible a certain kind of curriculum code.
The moral and individualist curriculum codes cannot exchange
their temporal locations, because in the curriculum code solid-
ifies the whole mentality, world view, and hegemony of the
era.

The educational institution and especially the comprehensive
school Institution in its forms of organization looks relatively
similar all over the Industrialized world. It covers different
years of age given the name childhood, takes place in the
mass, in ciassrooms, makes use of trained teachers, specially
prepared learning materials etc. However, the aims of school-
type education as such are regulated by the specific nationai
development pgoals with their own characteristics. Though all
over the world school teaches how to read, count, and write,
this takes place in the national language and according to how
each country defines its position historically, geographically,
and politically. As a plan and reflector of the way of life of
the nation the curriculum and the specific character of whose
culture it crystallizes.

When there was at the turn of the 20th century some
debate on forming the curriculum in Finland, it was seriously
considered to employ different kinds of curriculums not only
for the countryside and the towns but also for boys and girls
and the lower and the upper classes as well. In fact, the
secondary school curriculums are the very relics of the curricu-
fums originally made for the upper classes, and the curriculums
of the primary schools are those origirally made for the lower
classes. The rural primary school curriculum is an example of a
curriculum made for the countryside, and the urban area
curriculums of each town are examples of the educational plan-
ning in towns. Among others, the city of Helsinki first made a
separate distribution of subjects for boys and girls (cf.
Somerkivi 1975), which reflects the influence of a society
committed to the distinction of gender on the educational
curriculum work.
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The education of the two sexes, the offspring of different
social classes and: the offspring of the people living in the
country and in urban areas in one unified school institution
according to a unified curriculum is, historically, quite a new
change. In the exceedingly dominant rural primary school of
the turn of the. century there was no need for any distinction
based on the social structure apparently because the objects of
education were primarfly the children of the countryside and
the lower classes. The moral curriculum code is sufficient for
this purpose without distinction. Instead, it strikes very odd
how the distinction of gender is planned to be carried out in
the rural primary school. Perhaps the distinction that was
made inside manual training, the distinction between .woodwork
and the needle work, and the distinction: of gender clearly
seen in urban areas give an ijea of the methods of the stan-
dard of the "accomplished curriculum" in this respect.

The primary school curriculum after the Second World War
does not, either, organizationally differentiate the curriculum
according to the distinctions connected with the social
structures, though it is the first curriculum involving uniformly
all the children at the age of compulsory education. Inside it,
however, there Is as the guiding division the distinction
between "theoretically talented" and “practically talented"
children, which is widely motivated by scientific and psycho-
logical arguments as well as the intention is to put it into
practise as a principle for the selection of the social division
of labour, which takes place at school. There is no wider
debate on gender or the distinction countryside - urban area,
but the civic code of the curriculum is directed towards all
the citizens. The intellectual and manual division Is supposed
to meet similarly with the social classes, the distinction
countryside - urban area as well as the distinction of sex.

The Individualist code of the comprehensive school excludes
out of school the whole of the classification based on social
structure. In the individualist code, even in a more forceful
way than in the civic code, all children have the same starting
point. School presents fitself more and more clearly as a
neutral, objective, evaluating and investing inachinery, to which
each Individual can resort according to his personal ability and
will. Success or faiiure at school is no more due to the divi-
sfon reduced to social structures, but, at the most beyond the
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individual, due to the badly motlvating or depriving atmos-
phere of a speclfic home or family. In the curriculum the
distinction of gender, the distinction of the urban area and the
countryside and the differences of the social class background
completely vanish. Instead, the object of school becomes the
Individual as such wlth his particular early childhood envi-
ronment. The social world is reduced into individual, child, and
learning psychology.

The curriculums and codes are reflections of their time,
place, and structures as well as ideological utopias about the
endeavoured future. In Finland they describe the development
of the nation in an Interesting way. There is no certainty,
however, of the question to which extent they concern the
school praxis and how they have been able or willing to guide

the reality of the natlon and school according to their explicit
or implicit guidelines.
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THE ROLE OF THE CURRICULUMUM
IN THE FORMATION OF THE WORLD VIEW

Juhani Suortti

The curriculum has become the object of extensive Interna-
tional research during recent decades. This research has been
linked particulariy with the practical situation- created by
educational reforms. The question of reforms In the contents
of subjects and that of the re-evaluation of teaching methods
and goals have presented researchers with even more central
and extensive educational problems than before. The concept
of the -currlculum has been understood as a multi-disciplinary
problem demanding wide-ranging analyses from researchers in
the social sciences and the humanities. For the present, a
broadly-based re-evaluation of social and educational realities
is the specific problem of currlculum theory.

The broad scope of such an analysis presents a number of
methodological problems, It is difficult to present any singie
general and detailed methodological model for approaching the
problem. For- these reasons, the theoretical and methodological
basic analyses (educational philosophy In particular) and empiri-
cal studies must dynamically support one another, If a suf-
ficiently comprehensive grasp of the problem of the curriculum
Is to be possible, Due to reasons irrevocably connected with
the nature of the object of study, it Is difficult to define the
concept of the curriculum In an uncomplicated way. From the
point of view of the concretization of research, it is most
profitable to talk about the curriculum as an open an dynamic
concept.

What does the curriculum contain as a theoretical concept?
A multidimensional illustration of the concept Is possible, and
theoretical consideration dealing with the curriculum-have large-
ly been focused on such a description. The most general de-
scriptive definition of the curriculum could read as follows:

The curriculum is a crystallization of various cultural and
social factors fundamentally influencing education, the element
In which these factors are concretized in educational reality
and In which they are transmitted to practical teaching situa-
tions.
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For this reason, due to its multidimessional nature, the cur-
riculum can be recarded as cne.-n: the most central concepts
of educational science. It. 5 - for better or worse - an im-
plication of educationsi theory which, as a concrete plan, ls
realized. in the escational system of society.

The phll 2sophical aspect of the curriculum has been rela-
tivelv- .carely focused upon when analyzing the concept. The
curriculum as a plan is, in a way, a script for intended action
or a helpful sketch for directing activity. In this connectlon,
the conversion of theory to practice becomes particularly im-
portant. Most curricular reflections especially in Finland have
been concerned with practical questions either from an admiis-
trative standpoint or that of teaching content.

From the point of view of research, it is also illustrative
that so-called "curricular analyses" have been especially direct-
ed towards the so-called "implemented curriculum”. Research
has also often been split Into studies of different school
subjects. Educational researchers have been inclined to com-
mence narrow empirical investigations . hich have little bearing
on the broader conceptual problems of the curriculum. In par-
ticuiar,. one-dimensjonal taxonomic thinking, according to which
the curriculum is, above all, a producer of certain "desirable
behaviours”, leads into a purely -adaptive attitude, e.g. the
reform of certain professional "activities" for the growing
generation. This kind of thinking has its bacis in behaviouristic
psychology which has risen and fallen on the assumption that
human actions basically are a mechanisticly "behaviourist". This
situation complicates the analysis of the world view and the
view of man in curricular theory.

Empirical curricular research can naturally be accused of
many mistakes, but in the study of didactic processes the ap-
proach is correct. Similarly, it can be accused of a narrowness
of scope, but the positive value of research based on be-
haviourism must also be recognized. In most cases it is not the
approach which causes the error, but the fact that the re-
searchers using these methods are not aware of the need for a
broader philosophical background particularly in questions
dealing with the curriculum.

I have in variouw -connections presented ideas dealing with
the problem of the curriculum, which - if correctly applied -
would lead to a more heuristic view of the complexities of
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this concept. The common factor In everything that I have
said Is that the structure and internal relations of the deter-
minants and: attribuies -of tie curriculum can be understood
only with the help of :a systematlc philosophical foundation. By
systematic philosophy one cannot, in this context, refer to any
ready-made particular “isn", a religious or political ideology,
but to a much- broader multi-discirlinary analysis of the world
view and view of man, which wou'yl arise out-of the relations
between the categories of knowledg? and activity.

It is not possible to unravel a.l the factual relations the
concept of the curriculum refers to in this short presentation.
in present-day social praxis, the concept of the curriculum has
mostly appeared as a. means of planning everyday teaching. It
has been directly connected with the varlous analyses of the
real states of soclety and the teaching realized !> it as well
as specifically with reform. The logic process of construction
of the curriculum has attempted to have a direct impact on
didactic praxis. An attempt has bcen made to reallze the poten-
tial "ideal" starting from administrative and political aspir-
ations. In this process, administrative planning, political goal-
setting, and taking into account the different interest groups,
has meant reformist compromises e.g. in the development of
the Finnish comprehensive school. Political and administrative
philosophy has been carried so far that & number of de-
finitions, the purpose of which is to lead to what is right and
proper, have been noted down in school legislation. Behind this
reasoning exists a kind of ethico-positivistic "philosophy". The
concept of the curriculum then refers in a particular way to
the form in which social and politlcal power is exercised at a
given moment.

Different studies dealing with the process of social repro-
duction have clearly polnted out the nature of the curriculum
as an instrument for +nalyses of school praxis. Particularly
stuccessful in this respect has -been research in educational
sociology without, however, providing an alternative. The social
and practical importance of the concept of the curriculum has
been clearly focused upon in the Finnish planning system. The
problems of the real state of education have led to a more
systematic analysis of the most urgent problems and to an
attempt to achieve reforms by means of the ideology of
planning. This soclo-political approach to the probiems of the
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curriculum is not contradictory to the logical status of the
concept at the level of the system. The conflict becomes
apparent, in relation to the logic of planning, in what facts
are dealt with in the planning process. The form and the
contents of a plan differ from one another. In Finland, this
phenomenon can be seen in the compreheasive school as an
administrative solution e.g. in that the actual planning of
teaching contents is liberated by delegating decision-making
power down In the administrative hilerarchy. Swedish research-
ers in particular have ecriticized the effectiveness of this
system. The act of delegating has merely moved a difficult
pile of paper from a larger desk to a number of smaller ones.
The administrative autonomy of the school has been increased,
which Is in accordance with the ideals of democracy.

To what extent can we now expect that the requirements
concerning the logic of teaching are being -fulfilled in the
ethical and psychological reality of the educant? Against this
backgroud, the curriculum seems to be an indicator of the
state of society, a aquslitative and extensive analysis of which
Is required. The curriculum has thus clearly pointed out its
nature as a political factor. This fact can be explained by the
description of the activities and social rituals in the compila-
tion of the curriculum. The concept of the curriculum has
revealed its social significance, the actual weight of which is
not in educational science but. in the framework of wider socio-
political research. Thus the curriculum ls more of an individual
example which reflects any plan realized by society and the
logic of social planning. On this level, research on the curricu-
lum can be diverted to much more general research dealing
with the organization of the society.

An organizational study of the curriculum hardly brings forth
new ideas on what teaching itself contains, but it will help an
individual to a better understanding of the nature of his or
her indlvidual personal link with social praxis both as a
decision-maker and implementor of the decisions. Thus the im-
pact of the curriculum on the world view begins already in the
pianning process.

The problem of the curriculum can also be examined by
means of empirical research at the level of reality. Then the
study of the world view with regard to the curriculum is first
and foremost an attempt to clarify the problems connected




with the concept of the realized curriculum. Thus we come to
relatively traditional ways of Investigating existing factual
relations. When we stress this kind of research at the reform
level, we have to accept more explicitly the goals which we
have taken to be good. Here research on the curriculum es-
peclally reveals conflicts between the realized and desired
states. Curriculum research thus gains a developmental empha-
sis and considerations desling with the world view and the
view of man are stressed. Research on the currriculum can
then proceed more clearly into value-philosophical argumen-
tation and involves considerable emphasis at the Iideal level.
From the point of view of educational research, the problems
of the paradigm, which have been bothering researchers for a
long time, arise. An attempt has been made to solve the
problem by drawing a line between empirical and theoretical re-
search and, at the same time, between facts and values.
Efforts have been made to make locate value philosophy a task
for educational philcsophy.

As stated above, -the problem of the curriculum contains
factual relations such that It Is not possible to "canonize" or
"polarize" it in relation to a single discipline. The problem Is
multi-disciplinary in character. It Is then natural that philos-
ophical argumentation must be part of its study.

In Finland, however, no fruitful discussion on the theoretical
foundation of the curriculum problem In which the concepts of
the world view and the view of man would have been of great
theoretical significance has been undertaken, Both concepts
relate to the goal-orientation of the curriculum. It Is very
likely that the focus of the curriculum problem has to be
moved In the direction of an analysis at the Ideal ievel due to
real and reformist pressures and, In particular, to political
praxis. My opinion Is that the general discussion on the proh-
lem of the world view and the view of man In the curriculum
has been far too abstract and has remained separate from
theoretical conceptual formation. By writing clauses containing
teaching objectives on the world view and view of man Into
educational law, educationai policy has revealed that the ana-
lysis of the curriculum theory must be undertaken from more
profound premises than the contents of the law and its second
section In particular,

It Is very likely that the contents of the second section of
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the law pertalning to the comprehensive school will put préss-
ure on educational sclence. This will happen at the latest
when it appears in reality that the educational wishes ex-
pressed In the law are not realized. In the present school
discussion, reference has already been made to the fncom-
petence of cducationalists. Besldes belng a natlonal problem,
the- currlculum also Is a universal educatlonal problem. Many
philosophlcally structured soclal and educatlonal utopla -
without any Intentlon to demean the concept of utopla - have
Gealt with ‘the problem of the ideal. The writlngs of Plato,
Rousseau and Locke .have, however, lost thelr theoretical
relevance In the presen* iclentific tradition. The curriculum,
however, presupposes utoplas and a clearcut theoretical and
dialectical analysis. If this Is not the case, the analyses of the
vlew of man and the view of the world borne by the cur-
rlculum wliil not be carrled out.

In respect of the prerequisites of the curriculum now to be
examined the heading of this paper must be understood as a
survey of the Ideal level. The study of the Ideal prerequlsites
of the curriculum is endorsed by an anthropological analysls of
the theory of educatlon and teaching, which implies the cur-~
riculum. The baslc ideal of educational theory must then fulfil
three sets of prerequisites related to one another, which also
concern the ideal of the currlculum. In order to be theo-
retically relevant, a theory of educatlon has to contaln three
components. More simply one could say that educational theory
must be ethlcal, logical and psychological. The curriculum
should then, starting from these premises, become an ethlcal,
logical and psychological totality.

These three concepts bulld up a rather complex network of
relatlons. It Is not possible to deal with the problem of an
ethical ideai without taking Into account the loglcal and psy-
chologlcal aspects. The loglcal, the ethical and the psycho-
logical are not parts of a totallty separable from one another.
In the planning of teaching, we cannot proceed by first taking
Into account e.g. the logical requirements for teachlng mater-
lals and processes and then connectlng them with the ethical
~problems: -In--practice; -in--connectlon- with--an- -analysls—or—-a-re=—
form dealing with the real state of affalrs, we proceed exactly
as descrlbed. We weave a partlal net, the theoretical Inter-
relatlons of which are not revealed.
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It would be unfortunate if the analyses of tite world view
and the view of man In curriculum theory were to spiit up as
a result of abandening analysis as a totality because of re-
garding It as tco complex and demanding. We aim too directly
to overcome the ethical, logical and psychological aspects and
lose the possibility of a relative’ analysis of the prerequisltes
themselves. The problem Is very concretely felt in practical
conflicts about the relations between general didactics and
subject -didactics. In- practice it Is naturally much ezsier to
talk about the specific than to (iscuss what is more generally
meant by the concept of didactics.

The same -problem also becomes apparent in the form of the
heading of the precent paper, i.e. the role of the curricuium in
the formation of the world view. We have to analyze what we
mean by the concept of the curriculum. When we see a con-
crete written plan on paper, we can deduce that the plan wiil
Infiluence the world view of those who have compiled it as
well as that of those who will ‘read it or aim at trealizing it
by means of the prerequisites included in it. Also in this con-
text, the components of the ethical, logical and psychological
totality will present themselves differently depending on what
the analytical capacity of the person asking the question has
connected the problem with.

The curriculum wili In no way Infiuence the world view of
the puplis If a more or less well-pianned teaching and a learn-
ing process Is absent. Didactics at Its most general level s
then the theoretical implication of the curriculum. Herbart was
not totally wrong In dividing pedagogy Into pianning and
methods. However, he did not pay sufficlent attention to the
theoretical consequences of the duality.

What kind of difficultles arise as a resuit of the conceptual
separation of contints and methods? The contents and the
method are not sepa:ute from the logical, ethical and psycho-
‘logical aspects. The choice of reasonable contents and suitable
teaching methods are possible only when the psychoiogical
aspect, e.g. the psychological learning horizon of the puplis of
a certain age, Is also taken Into account. Technical duality Is
. . .possible_In_practice,..but_In_relation._to..theoretical underpinning
we meet with conceptual problems. In functional and theor-
etical studies of the didactic processes, progress towards the
definition of a learner's psychological horizon at the level of
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the curriculum has also been made. We thus realize that the
problems of curriculum theory and the basic theory of
didactics are linked In the Ideal state also from the .point if
view of Indlvidual psychology.

Examining the psychological aspect of the curriculum theory
solely from the point of view of Individual psychology Is not,
however, a sufficlent starting point. When the curriculum Is
being discussed as formatlve influence on the world view,
variation in individua! psychological horizon has to be presup-
posed as well as the relationship of this variance to the poten-
tial and the soclal part of the ethical aspect possible in a
glven situation. The ethical aspect does, at its most general
level, refer to the relatlve existence of value structures. In
practice we can of course act by forcefully offerlng a certain
ideology or value structure without heeding its logicality or
the abllity of an Individual to internalize thinking of an action
In accordance with the values In question. We certainly
achieve educational outcomes, but a theoretlcally generalizing
structure is not created on the ldeal level. local consider-
ations are not at the core of the discussion on curricular
theory when 1t comes to questions of the world view. A
conception which Is relevant In explaining the mechanisms of
the formation of a child soldier's world view In Iran has to be
equally relevant In the explanation of the creation of the
world view of a Finnish child. Considerations relating to cur-
riculum theory thus presuppose a general educational and theo-
retical structure, l.e. a theory of education.

This must not, however, be misunderstood to mean that the
curriculum -problem should no be dealt with untii a com-
prehensive theory on education Is ready. On the contrary, the
currfculum Is a most practical concept In the discussion and
with Its help the real existence of many phenomena and facts
In the social praxis can- be proved. Even In its abstractness it
Is a most concrete tool for building up a theoretical founda-
tion for education. The politico-logical aspect of curriculum
theory also makes It an Interesting social problem. It Is
regrettable that the sphere of the social sclences is -not Inter-
ested In the curriculum.

When we discuss the impact of the curriculum on the world
view, the theoretical examination focuses In the direction of
teaching contents. The concept of the world view would de-




mand a comprehensive analysis, because from the philosophical
point of view it Is a most Integrated concept. It brings to-
gether the partlal components on the basls of which the
planning of teaching proceeds. In the world view, different
emphasis is given to aspects such as values, facts, the society,
the individual, materialism and religion depending on the onto-
logical and gnoseological foundation on which the conceptual
space and experience of the formation of the world view Is
based. The concept of the world view and that of the world
are often differentlated from one another. The difference
between these terms Is defined with the help of the logicality
aspect of the curriculum. Logicality here refers particularly to
the verifiable truth dimension on the basis of existing know-
ledge. The concept of the world view Is thus connected with
the concept of sclence.

This approach, when deduced correctly, is the starting point
for the world view structures contalned In the curriculum of
school teaching. The conception of the world for its part re-
fers to the component of Individual psychology and to the
variation in the ontological and gnoseological foundation, where
the general anthropological analysis does not have systematic
sclentific and philosophical foundation. The construction of the
curriculum on a sclentific basis presupposes a general anthropo-
logical and philosophical foundation.

Because the curriculum, through the teaching given accord-
ing to It, is a document which aims at certain effects, it
should be possible In the solution of the problem to start out
from the postulation of a consciousness directing (teaching)
existence (being). The postulation presupposes synchronic ana-
lysis of the concepts of education, teaching and growth. Here
the Ideal analysis of the curriculum is then significantly linked
with the deduction of educational theory.

What concerns the curricul», also concerns the postulants
of the consclousness space of th: teacher. Otherwise we can-
not understand the connection netween the action of the
teacher and the plan at the Ideal level. When we talk about
the curriculum ideal, we then talk about the teacher ideal at
the same time. The teacher ideal cannot in this context be
understood as some concrete set of characteristics which would
define the features of a good teacher. The teacher ideal must
be understood as a horizon of the realization of the curricu-
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lum. In everyday life we say that the teacher realizes the
curriculum. The theoretical survey of the teacher Iideal will
reach In practice. We are then concerned with the relations
and the problems of the command and transmission of the
world view" within curriculum theory.

The teacher ideal can be compared to a key, by the help of
which the curriculum look containing the world view will open
up horizons which- can be reached by the pupils. The
mechanism In the opening of the lock is explained by the
theory of general didactics. A theoretical foundation is thus
provided for general didactics. The foundation cannot be
mechanistic in nature, but it must include those value premises
which rise from the ethical, logical and psychological totality
of the curriculum ideal, by means of which the reversion of
general world view relations takes place so that the internal
and external horizons can be reached. The areas of planning
and methods are locked into an inseparable whole in analysis
of the ideal level. No theoretical explanation of the world
view iIs a curriculum withoit a didactic component. The. ex-
planation of the ‘world view must be undertaken, however, so
that the reversion Is lngically possible.

In practice no curriculum can constitute the mental char-
acteristics of pupil and clarify the horizon of the world view.
Only an educating and teaching deed will influence in this
direction. In practice the teacher has In the background of
interaction with pupils his or her own beliefs about the world
and the nature of man and on the degree of clarity of which
depends how well he -or she can reach the pupils and help in
developing their understanding. Existential phenomenological
philosophers and dialectic surveys of pedagogics have thor-
oughly analyzed the problem of consciousness. Regrettably
little of this theory has been transmitted %c basic didactic
theory and curriculum theory. Even less has naturally been
transmitted from thecretical thinking into didactic practice.

At the end of the present paper I will draw attention to
some points which I regard as important for the definition of
the curriculum ideal especially from the point of view of gen-
eral didactics. ) '

Firstly, there is no reason to mystify human growth in
connection with the curriculum problem. The specific nature
and position of human growth can be relatively well defined
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from the starting points of anthropology and philosophy. A
clear structure can be created for the dynamics of soclety and
culture. Special emphasis must then be laid upon the uni-
versality and multi-disciplinarity of the analysis. In this
investigation, we enter a road on which we must explain the
levels of the physical, organic and spiritual being of man,
which must be contained in the definition of the concept of
growth. The present state of research In the natural sclences
offers a solid basis for the description of physical and organic
levels. The problems of spiritual growth are more difficult to
grasp, but existential and phenomenological philosophy creates
a picture of those relations which have a potential to the
spiritual space of an individual when defining the general na-
ture’ of human activity and intentional actlvity.

In connection with this analysis it will be possible to deal
with the relations between the Individual and soclety. The
phenomenological approach has been successfully applied in
psychiatry. The transference of this viewpoint to the outlining
of the basic theory of the didactic component in the curri-
culum would be the right way to understand the laws of
didactic Interaction and the symbolic function of teaching. It
would seem that psychological and neurophysical knowledge has
not been applied to the development of the didactic ideal. The
potential of empirical knowledge in these disciplines Is, how-
ever, quite considerable. The concept of man created from
these premises Is not based on any ready-made "ism". The end
result will be a relative reality of the conceptual categories
and their relations. An understanding of the potential
possibilities of .proceeding, choosing and emphasizing the
teaching material or the didactic processes In reality related
to time and place will result. This kind of analysis will
presuppose the abolition of the present. This kind of analysis
will presuppose the abolition the abolition of the present. This
kind on analysis will presuppose the abolition of tne present
form of school organization from future analysis. )

In- the category of life known to us, the position of the
individual as the only clearly Intentional creature which is also
seen in the forceful way of man's interference with the
content-related preconditions of nature, is exceptional. All the
individual relations to nature and to external reality are al-
ways in some way Investigative and explanative. This process
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in human nature is not dependent on will. From the point of
view of structuring the ideal of the world view, the rela-
tionship of the individual with surrounding reality has become
even more Important. His exceptional conscioushess and acted
relationship to reality places him, already in his very exist-
ence, under ethical obligations.

The general relation to. the ethics of nature will be the
most significant principle in the production of the curriculum.
The ethical. obligation in its most severe interpretation means
an imperative necessity to protect life and a necessity to
understand the totality which Is the basis for one's existence.
Man's ethical -obligation and practical consciousness are at at
present in significant contradiction. A futurological aspect must
then be attached to. the study of the curriculum, by means of
whick it will become possible to control the conflict. Besides
having an ethical relationship with nature, the relationship
must also be based on the category of social existence. The
school system is the central Institution for the ethical study of
existence. Understanding the necessity of the ethical existen-
tial relation is not possible without a logical and psychological
basls for knowledge. Ethical existence must be found in the
fdeal of science. For this reason we must demand autonomy for
teaching, for the school - from compulsory education to the
university - is build upon the Interpretation of the same
scientific ideal.

The question of whether the curriculum in -general should
influnence a pupil's world view has been implicitly answered
e.g. In the comprehensive school law. The aims set up in the
law expressly reflect the world view. The logic of achieving
the goals and the relationship of what is expressed In the
goals to the reality surrounding them have, however, been left
aside. A theory on the planning of teaching also implies theor-
izing beyond reality. Realistic conditions arise beside the
anulyses of the ideal and inevitably call for an analysls at the
level of reform. I hereby put forward a proposal for the
establishment of a large working group under the auspices of
the Academy of Finland for speeding up a multi-disciplinary
study of this matter which would compile a draft version of "a
shadow curriculum” particular for the needs of the com-
prehensive school.
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