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Wednesday Conversations
The Warner School of Education at the University of Rochester

FALL 2019

Problematizing the “Good” Follower, Citizen and Worker: A
Foucaultian Analysis of Japanese Curriculum Reform

Wednesday, September 18, 2019
Hoaon
Genrich-Rusling Room, LeChase 215

Since Workd War Il, modem discourses of educational refosm in Japan continue to shift wilhin changing

social and historical trajectories. These shifis have not been unproblemalic as notions of “democracy” at
the and of the war through the production of Japanization in contemporary sodety have been conlesied
Dr. O will examing how various hslorical discourses concoplualized differant notions of what it maant 1o

by i "o Tollowar, citizen and worker, which s socially constructoed and hisloncally contingant

Prasanted by visiting scholar Jie O, Profassor of Education. Lisunomiya Uiniversity, Japan. Hosted by
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