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More than a decade has passed since the publication of Dana Zeidler's highly cited paper Beyond
STS: A research based framework for socioscientific issues which attempts to set apart
socioscientific issues (SSI) education as distinct from Science-Technology-Society Education.
Prominent researchers in the area even refer to SSI education research as a “movement” in science
education research. A large number of empirical studies have spawned in the area that investigate
various aspects related to the ways in which various groups (mainly students and teachers)
negotiate, learn and teach socioscientific issues in largely western cultural contexts. Just as every
research paradigm has proponents as well as opponents, a few recent papers have emerged in the
field that question the basic assumptions and values that underpin this area of research-- criticisms
have been levelled at the theoretical frameworks as well as the ideological positions adopted by
these studies. The course will pay close attention to these studies. In addition, a few of the classical
studies in the area will also be examined critically for the methodological assumptions guiding their
research designs. The readings have been chosen in consultation with potential participants of the
course.
Structure of the course: The course will be a student- led reading course which would involve
students leading the discussions. A set of discussion points, which could take the form of questions
or reflections around the reading will need to be shared prior to the class with all the participants in
the course. Facilitators will read and help to structure discussion.
Learning objectives: Productive discussions are a mark of deep engagement with the reading
material. Participants should try to raise meaningful questions/thoughts around the readings that
will help them steer forward their work. It is also important that connections with the Indian
educational context are made through the discussions. There will be one term paper geared towards
helping student/s structure their thoughts around the readings discussed in the course.
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