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A Critical Review on
Hong Kong Curriculm Reform 2001

AllanKwun-kitCheng
Chi-chungLam

(Abstract)

In June 2001, the Curriculum Devel opment Council
issued a curriculum policy document Learningto Learn:
The Way Forward in Curriculum Devel gpment, which has
raised much discussion and criticism from both academ-
ics and teachers. This paper aims, firgly, to set out and
clarify the proposed changesin the policy document and,
secondly, to give acritical review, according to curricu-
lum development and implementation theories, of the
quality of these proposals and the potential implementa-
tion problems.

The present study found the quality of the proposed cur-
riculum ref orm poor and the implementati on measures
inadequate in facilitating genuine changes. Therefore, it
is not surprising that many teachers have a negative atti-
tudetoward the proposed curriculum reform. It isthought
that policy makers have not realized the complexity and
scal e of the proposed changes, and thus, have failed to
recommend appropriate impl ementation strategies. If
policy makers do not deal with these potential problems
seriously, it ismost likely that the ref orm will not be
successful.
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