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Abstract

For the understanding of the marginalization of situation and policy curriculum, the current re-
search focuses on the epistemological level of teaching methods and curriculum reform, but neg-
lects the ontological level of reflection on the educational spatial position of situation and policy
curriculum. Based on semi-structured interviews with undergraduates in 25 different universities,
this paper analyzes the marginalization of the situation and policy curriculum and its causes, and
further explains the extent of its influence on knowledge power. The research shows that the
orientation of the curriculum itself is an important reason for the marginalization, and the curri-
culum reform of teaching methods and assessment methods has not brought into play the actual
effect of change. Through the introduction of Habermas’s perspective of the symbiotic relationship
between knowledge and power, it is further explained that the continuation of marginalization
will gradually lead to the increasingly weak influence of knowledge production and power in the
course of situation and policy.
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1. R SRER
1.1. EEARE

ITEEAE, PR O IX RMOUL 2 THI AT T8 M 52 3007 . IRIE U i R FH AN VR BN EE NS %
WEQOINU NS BB, %053, BT T Bt — 03 T, (R Rk i)
THERAG[]; ERERNEDEECE(2019) #0052 21 LR ERFR O VE T, AR 1T A 3 48 DA EL BRI ) 3= 3 1 Fl %2
FEMESRIRTHZ R & Ja & B mia T8 Rl X7 e, BB se s it 51 N2
SBERRIESEE (2] [3]. AAMER L%, 2R BEAENILF RN, FERWAN=ASE,
H—RRKRMLELE, 732019 R E T E IR A SRS TE SR AR, U8 M A 2 [ 75 ZE T
FETE4]. HORIIBIRAE, RFF (019N AMTEAA LR FEBUREAEMEH, FHHEE 1
fE BN EINES]). R RERAE, FHEQ019)HWIEH 5 BORIRFE R LA Z & F N
W SRR A BT AL[6]: BT Q019)UCHIRFE T K5 F A TR ILE & S BU S EEF, e
BRMEE, HBEET). G5 KE, WNEHRSBORRRRNT R BIRTRAN T Z MR s [, (H2
AR ER RIS, I BB TR ER A I, JER R R® R Mt ER .. TRASCRK
SN R, H—2 R DU SEBCRRE NRO & 2L 5 ST R S S5 208 S A R
TS KT IR, S8 ANH AISeESH A SBORIRE . BT Y)
SEF R A ST
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N T AW SR 3 BORR R AT X VR RN 2, (R E B HOE Bk Tk — i e A 2 R e A T
K EBOREAE AR TR THRER, (GRS A ER RS S BER” SREBK
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TERAHE T AR AR 224 EIRRCR IR, DR T BRI R, A SCERI T 25 Fr AN
AR AEBAT A AR AT, ARt EAE RS B S B TEEERL B tehitd, £
AT, B A GRS RAT ACRYER 2 1, AR RS BTG MU S AR 45 R AT LR
BIREIME Lk, RERRTT A, RIEEEENENRES, RS 7 S B3 S ECRIX TR
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1.3. 2

AR, WEREBORRBEM AT S5 E R RWERAT, 4685 MmN
BB AT 20 H

“Gig” —iA 5SS A T AN, (RERE NG RS, 2 EE S liX—
M (1970)E A S AN S B AR LR 8]. TH4EMR(2002) AN “Ipik” A& K RIMMLE . JLit 5 Pl 28
FRCL RStk AR SRR S AE I E A SRIK[9]. FBHLQ00S) MY Skt “IpiR” - wok, Bk —1ie
PERIAE[10]: Hak, Splgod — AR Masal: R, ioe BAA B 5085 AT B SRR B ) 25 0
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WG “ERIHIR 8 SUN “CFRER SRR AT G N2 U B AFEN 2 R RIS, RATRS L
RS 58 R TR EA12]. X4E4 Q0060 2 E it g X[13], e #EFE. ZHEH
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2) “HHEER” AT UGN E? B SECRRETT R S f? A ERRSLER
BTN OGRS BRI ?

3) “HHEBER” RGBSR, R RN HHARBUIIR/N? X —RRBU 2 i e B S8 /=
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2. ARFA*
2.1. GRE

WHTE T EER VT URIE, XA [ERE I N ) 25 BrASF R i 2 AR b AT R e (iR, M RIEL. BiR
. A BRI AR LR W RETT -

2.2. FLIRIEBE LIRS

W8 32 BRI R 22 20 M A SLAR R 9 77 SO SR A AR EEAT SRS AN 20 T, i TR 22244848 “AEAT
BTSRRI H RS T FT I T (0 — AR B3, AR SR SERR TS BT T e B4R
GRS PTIB SR, BT @A AR T T U IT R AIAE L . g b 2 E AR o)
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A EEOLSFBEAT RIS, 32 E OGN T T AR FU K15 48 10 EAT S A iV e 3

BB N REmS: KRB MBI ROk, 8 B A AR S % R A Ty SR 3R T
BUSYEWE, 5RO ECAAT S R SRR A BARSE AT N 5 LR S skrh 10 B aa A ik
By ARFRRBUD SRR S &, Rz, SR O R EE R .

3. IS HTIESR: SSP

SSP Rl Social Structure and Personality ¥ i18 /& 2O BE 22 E TH BRI 0 M AESL, X s fd oo Bk
& (psychological process)K 523 72 WL 2 oW [ 157

SSP A =ANE RN H—2H 7 N (The Component Principle), Hff 70 # M 4 7E4E 2 R Gkl S
AT TR R B AL 2 LA B AH DG I d e B B AR AL 2 WL B30 0 EAT BT 9 . H RTORSEE 23 B FU AR Ik B 1 =2
HEER LA NFIHAL (status, or social positions) KX IXAS “HAHRAIER4” HATHERVEAL . (HIXFhiE
VEAL— 7 TH 20 T AN P E5E 1) 5% £ M (relational nature of inequality), 75— /5 W2 T [ —Hifh_ERAMEZE
Fto HUMEMIFRIL “TBHSBUR” BAEHE IR AL E, Ve HAh UREE 8] 1) 5¢ 2 1 LA T
TR ZE, KA BT — R LR AR 5T

H 43 J5U N (The Proximity Principle), 1X—BRIIFERE 17002 O GOW S NN FE i 137 o EL A
KU, 45t RG. ALEIIER IR 5 AN NS AH I I A0/ IN G R RN B30 28 i i 283 A 4 2 Ak s v
XA NBVAETE P2 A 1) o XL ] DL NPRCRE5H, thintha Mz, thas M, tnr DU Al
‘H.347 A (interpersonal interactions). KHBJ3 B FLE O NHUALANY] £ FR5E 1958 BAE XA N K FEI
s, T AN KAE B A [F Y] 5 255 2 18] (1) 5.3 (interactions across domains of life). X4k M4, Mt
(IR Fe 72 UL B Y SSP 98 o B s A I A B & R R AL ), B “ TR SEER”
WEX —IMLER P 52 E FEK B, A BT B AR S oW N s20 .

H =B U (The Psychological Principle), XN 48 H 1 72 02 6 B8OW AN AR 52 el 2 3@ 3 0
FEHLEIE R ) o X — N BAR R A & S g B O RS IE, MBS dE . K2 H%H
FAR AL O HE R I AL R ORBT T, M B O — OB R (e inak 2 LB, AT 2R
U] BN EE 2 (B AR MR . B IT AR o DRI X — iR U e B ) R A A an el AL T AME, X
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4. AREZM: “HHEEBER” WS HSERMIZIS
4.1. “MHEBR” NQENRERI

RHESBEHET R T EEBOA B IR, HBRE ), BRI A R E A
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4.1.1. BBS5BERHEXREER
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AEREZOME, BORNEEMK . #2BHE. BUREHE .. SFES. FHERASEHLENGEN, R
A NI SR . B RE ANEIER, WHBCEHEENENER. Lo RA R EZREN,
T AT AR e M . TEABEE A, BRI A RSBRIEN S, HBCER EEEEA SRS WE.

4.1.2. BHSBERERBBRPHME

T3 5 BURRFE BAR RN BBOR A B R R E N 38, A A IR ARk B 5 v 8 32 2B Al
SR IR, 2 H S AR AR R . Btk ERRE A AR, TR S BUE R
HEWALFEREAG. 2= B 22 4 1 B DA ARSI T (RS AE 76 550 S0 28 SCH R B BORAR P kb T 2%
LB E

42. FE: ERNHEFESERSFN

BEA B TEN N IE AL G A AL S ) T B IR R R R A, GBIk Z w2k, 1215
S ERE, SEIZ o B I R BAAROR . L B E AR BN BUTBEAT IR B, =
WG BIEER A, REWEEET G MEZIN S 2SI TR EsS. ftrl W, BREEW
B O R IE S S BRI IR SCEL B A BB (7], SRR L S A S PR R R SR = A2 5 1)
LUWSCR, UZRT IS5 S AW AR D W RS 6. DL RIE 07 SO, w LRI
IR SR E B A ENT, U2 o T B A RZ R BOA G AL ST ILIE 1),

4.2.1. EHEZHBR

FEEREWTRIN A Xt B 4207 MBI N A B R R BEE VR T2, Hrp B B LA PR
VAR ST I ARA, BRAE A A ) A 2 BER AR AR ST, IR AT — #B 73 SA A AT PG ol (R LB ).
FALE T8 —fB bR, T35 S BCRIRILET B 5 T BUOE ISk 224 R B B

4.22. BFEHFR

B (2019)EXT 5 LU T S S AR AT Il A5 2 i, DA IR M1 7 s B 8022 07 IR IH 380 T #0%
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Figure 1. Situation and policy course multiple assessment methods
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Figure 2. The pluralistic teaching method of situation and policy course
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Figure 3. The impact of low knowledge rights
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