


This assignment is going to look at the various teaching pedagogies available to teaching and consider the pedagogy used in the planning and delivery in a microteaching session that I delivered.  I am also going to analyse the methods used and the impact it had on the learners, resulting in improvement, personally and professionally using pedagogy beliefs.
Pedagogy is about the approach to learning, designed by theorists, that identifies different teaching styles that effects the learning environment. The theorist who have evidenced these models have done so through various research and have displayed and evidenced different ways that groups and individuals learn. Pedagogy interactions considers the teachers, learning environment and students who range from children to adults. As Keeley-Browne (2007) states different theorists describe when, how and what conditions learning takes place. There are five pedagogy theory approaches which will be looked at. 

The first is behaviourism theory which, for most learners when they attended school it would have been the main way in which they were taught, the traditional way of learning. Behaviourism views that there is a development between a stimulus and a response that explains learning (MacBlain, 2014: 33). The teacher being the main provider of information and knowledge. They, the teacher, would be at the centre of the lesson providing this information. The teacher may use different teaching styles such as modelling, demonstrating, lecturing and repetition. They would reinforce information and the learner would respond and memorise the details.   But as Hallahan (2018) states it is not just this visible and structured learning being led just by the teacher, on occasions there is sometimes a shift to the learner being at the centre. This happens when the time comes to find out how much the learner has learnt and demonstrate their learning by testing, exams and repeating the knowledge learnt. This theory is like seeing little steps of learning at the beginning in education where teachers teach children to read and write which, at the end of the education process is resulted with rewards in terms of qualifications and achievements to further education or employment. 

The next theory is constructivism theory where individuals play a role in their learning. They learn through experiences, knowledge and reflection. Constructivist pedagogy is not a teaching way in which you tell and reinforce learning but allowing the learner to be independent and to enquire, investigate, share feelings and retrieve information for their learning. The teacher in this pedagogy is more of a support and guidance role where they can guide the learning and help them build the knowledge up. Bruner (2006) describes this learning as ‘scaffolding’. For example, by supporting children to learn how to dress, adults will show what items goes where and which way. Eventually enabling children to dress themselves thus, the child is the centre of the learning.     

Cognitivism theory focuses more on the processes of memory and knowledge to enable learning to happen. It is about collecting information, adjusting it and assimilating the information. This theory has been called the ‘black box’ or more recently our minds are like computers by storing and processing information. For example, a learner driver will have stored information on the exam route from their teacher. They would have driven the route many times learning what could come up in the test. Thus, storing this information and requiring it at that point of driving. 

Social constructivism very much like constructivism theory where it is the individual’s experiences and processes that enables learning however, social constructivism focuses on learning through the interaction of others. Our day to day interaction with others contributes to our knowledge and understanding. It is not just interactions and the observations but constant engagement with people that enable our learning.  An example could be an environment activist who believes that it is right to safe our planet but by engaging in groups they are more engaged with protests and the pressure to get their voice heard.  

The final theory is humanist where learning is driven and self-motivated by the learner to achieve their reward. Their sense of achievement which could be praise, qualifications, items as a reward or being pleased with themselves. The learner rewards themselves. Thus, a person who has not achieved well in school may decide that it is time to get better qualifications and a better job. The focus is on them to achieve for their selves.    

For my delivery of my microteaching session on criminal age within young offenders I wanted to deliver a session informing learners of the legal age in the UK of criminal responsibility. I was also making comparison to other countries and then the options available within the criminal justice system in dealing and working with young people who have committed offences. During my microteach the pedagogies that I used included constructivism, cognitivism and social constructivism theories. These were chosen as I wanted the learners to play a part in their learning and to be able to discuss with other learners including acknowledging prior knowledge and experiences that they could reflect on and tackle the given task which was to discuss the options in case studies and decide the outcomes for each young person in the cases. There was a slight use of the behaviourist theory used within the session which will be explained in depth below. 
The start of the microteach I delivered a PowerPoint session and explained the criminal process and discussed the criminal responsibility ages. This was demonstrating a behaviourist theory as at the beginning I was the one with the in-depth knowledge. I didn’t want the whole session using this method however, due to the chosen subject and knowing that there were no students with prior knowledge this theory was unavoidable at the beginning. I had to take the lead and teach the learners to give them then knowledge so that they could undertake the given task.  I talked about my subject via a visible structured session which was positively reinforced with questions from students and allowing me to draw on any prior knowledge from the learners. From this, students digested and memorised the information delivered in order to be prepared and knowledgeable for the student activity. For me to know and evidenced if the learners had understood the PowerPoint session there was a student activity where each student had a case study. Each case had information about a young person who had committed either a minor offence or a very serious offence. The task was for the students to recall the processes available to the police and courts and to figure out what they would do with that case in discussion with their fellow learners. These tasks would require the learners to use pedagogies constructivism, cognitivism and social constructivism theories. The cognitivism theory allows the learners to reflect on their knowledge that they have collected through interaction with the environment (Armitage et al, 2003:76). The learners used their knowledge that they have processed not just from the lesson but from interacting with society. They then transform that prior knowledge and recent awareness to decide the outcome of the given task. The problem with using this theory is that some students may never have any understanding of the law process or have knowledge of working with difficult and challenging young people. Therefore, when they rely on previous comprehension, they may not have any or very little and would have just relied on the learning from the short PowerPoint. In the class there were clearly some students who had former experiences in working with challenging children or had experienced living with family/friends who had been involved within the criminal justice system. These learners were clearly able to reflect on this prior knowledge in working on the task.  
The two main theories used in the microteach were constructivism and social constructivism theories. Constructivism is the notion that people are responsible to generate their own understanding of the world and by using previous experiences and by connecting new information, processing it all so that it can construct their own meaning and understanding.  It puts the student at the centre of learning by inquiry-based learning. By delivering the case study the learners with prior experiences of children, law and crime could reflect on the events learned from the literature but also by having previous knowledge which influenced their decisions on the task. One student in the class demonstrated this by stating that they could have entered the criminal justice system at a young age if it had not been for other family figures. Thus, these experiences enable this learner to have a deeper understanding when it came to the required task.  For other learners who had little experiences they relied on the information delivered in the PowerPoints. Learners with little prior knowledge also relied on the next theory that was present in the microteach. I believe that learning through the constructivism theory plays a big part in learning for many and for the short microteach was placed well within it. For many learners being actively involved in the learning process rather than just using their eyes and ears they engage more with the learning process. However, some students many may struggle with the lack of structure it brings. Having a study-based learning some may struggle with the lack of traditional learning of being told, being tested and working harder to improve.  
Social constructivism was the final theory used. This theory is negotiated learning through interaction with others. As Burr (2006) explains this theory is seen as our knowledge coming from the daily interactions in our everyday social gatherings. Our learning and understanding becomes a creation and not an observation of the world. This knowledge can also have an effect on what we think is the ‘truth’ by cultural, historical, family beliefs and other factors that influence our principles. This can be seen in the student task of discussing case studies and coming up with a way in dealing with that case. Learners discussed each case and there were elements of negotiation with each other before they delivered the outcome of the task. At this point it gave the opportunities for learners to show their knowledge as some would just state the punishment for the case study however, some learners questioned the child’s background, parental support, lifestyles and other factors that could affect the outcome. They took the time to look at the wider picture and the social effects for the child in the task.  They drew on experiences that were either personal to them or influenced through contact in society to make the final decisions.   This confirms that within the lesson social constructivism played a big part in the decisions for each case study. I believe that without these discussions and bring prior experiences many learners would have just decided the outcomes just on what was presented in the literature at the beginning of the session. For some learners it was a time for their own reflection in that they could have been the example in the case study. One learner stated that it could have been them if they had not been taken out of a toxic environment at a young age. On reflection this I suppose could have been a very difficult task to complete if the learner had been upset or angry with their past and brought it into the lesson. The teaching session could have gone off track or it could have brought many upsetting memories back for them. Another observation on social constructivism is that learners could argue about what they believe is the correct way or the correct answer as they have experienced this. For them there would be no swaying to other beliefs. They therefore may not agree with other learners or want to negotiate with them. As Andrews (2012) states that social constructionism can be anti-realist and are self-evident. 
In conclusion and reflection there are many valued and certified theories to assist learners and teachers. Some theories work well for some learners and other may struggle depending on learning styles and the situation for learners or teachers.  During my microteaching session I feel that the chosen pedagogies worked well. Learners were able to reflect on pass experiences and knowledge and felt comfortable to bring it to the class. These reflections supported those students who didn’t have much understanding or experience on youth crime and hence the reason why behaviourist pedagogy had to be used at the beginning. Many individuals debate which pedagogy is the right one for learners and education in schools. As Didau (2011) argues the way our current school are run in the future compliance will no longer be rewarded. He states that there are disputes about pedagogy and the curriculum. He asks if schools and education should be about getting learners to know more about facts or encourage them to solve problems. As Gilbert (2011) believes, if you do well in school, pass the exams you get a good job at the end. However, he states if you want to go into business then you need to be able to break the rules to succeed. There is place of all theories to take place in our education and continued lifelong learning as stated by Kolb below:
“One cannot be a lifelong learner unless one absorbs a whole discourse of pedagogy . . . a person has to live a whole ideology so that one must acquire the self-image of a lifelong learner” (Kolb: 332)
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