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Abstract
Post-truth has been widely applied in the wake of COVID-19, to stipulate causes for growing economic and political inequali-
ties, misinformation in digital spaces and disillusionment with political institutions and notions of common/public good, to 
name a few. To address these concerns, this article constitutes a series of suggestions for how educators might engage with 
curricula that are embedded with democratic ideals. The first section will provide a brief survey of how various incarnations 
of the national curricula in Australia have been used as a vehicle for both envisaging a future in Australia and promoting 
civic participation as a way of fostering an inclusive society. The forms it developed into during the 1980s to the 2010s, 
however, usually promoted national priorities over localised concerns, such as the aims of individual teachers, schools 
and curricula. Over the long term, these tendencies have provided the foundation for a shift in educational discourse from 
generating social capital under the Whitlam government (Lingard, 2000). More recent discourse by contrast has focused 
on how digital resources can be effectively used, accountability, minimising teacher demoralisation and burnout, maximis-
ing student engagement (Dunning, 2022) and tinged with concerns about how constructive critical thinking can be better 
encouraged (Paterson & Gavrin, 2022). In this article, the structures which catalysed such changes will be contextualised in 
relation to how post-truth has emerged as a byword for a range of disruptive factors, such as denial of knowledge expertise 
(Malpas, 1992; Coper, 2022), and how authorities (in governments and media) have pragmatically lied to subordinates 
(Tesich, 1992; Keyes, 2004; Consentino, 2020). The second part examines how these same conditions have been recently 
perpetuated through schools being characterised as key to economic recovery, rather than places to regenerate relationships 
such as those between community-school or curriculum-teacher-student in response to the disruption which has emerged 
during the COVID-19 pandemic. Lastly, there is a focus on what is being—and could be—done to encourage democratic 
thinking in an Australian classroom context, as ways of addressing phenomena linked with post-truth by generating cultural 
and political capital.

Keywords Democracy · Curriculum · Post-Truth · COVID-19

Post-truth has recently been linked with curriculum dis-
cussions by showing how political, technological and eco-
nomic trends influence educational contexts, producing a 
narrative of declining quality and outcomes (Chinn et al., 
2020; Coper, 2022; Gudonis & Jones, 2020; Mackey, 2019; 
Nally, 2022). In Australia, such discussion has extended to 
examine the impacts of policy implementation as articu-
lated through a hegemonic-like structure (Wescott, 2022). 
These arguments are based on policy development taking 
place by consulting a population in a data-gathering stage. 

Meanwhile, decisions about future directions of education 
are centralised in a selected group of curriculum experts and 
authorities, namely ACARA, AITSL and state-based edu-
cation regulatory bodies that exist in states and territories. 
Such observations are borne out in a recent analysis of the 
consultation from national curriculum revisions compiled by 
Kubler et al. (2021) that showed the data sets reflected the 
views of interest groups which were most engaged in public 
discussions about education, rather than the population as a 
whole. Seventy-one percent of responses that were submit-
ted by individual teachers, for instance, were sourced from 
Queensland (ACARA, 2021). Therefore, while curriculum 
can be considered reflecting the present values that pave 
the way for desired social progress (Boomer, 1992) and the 
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discourse about its development is phrased in democratic 
terms (see, for instance, Biesta, 2007; Holloway & Hede-
gaard, 2023), this emphasis glosses over imbalances in the 
source material that informs decisions about curriculum 
changes and implementation.

This article is intended as an exploration of how educa-
tional discourses have been significantly influenced by such 
centralised policy approaches, during a period that has at 
times been labelled as a ‘post-truth era’ (such as Lewan-
dowsky et al., 2017; Feinstein & Waddington, 2020; Comp-
ton et al., 2021). Since its inception with Steve Tesich’s 
op-ed in The Nation (1992) and Jeff Malpas’ academic arti-
cle in Soundings (1992), this concept has increasingly oper-
ated as an umbrella term for factors that work to destabilise 
notions of truth and cohesion, in economic, ideological, 
historical and political terms. It has consequently become 
a diagnosis for symptoms of inequality and epistemological 
crisis (Barzilai & Chinn, 2020). These characteristics have 
been reflected in educational policy in Australia.

Over the last two decades in particular, system-wide pol-
icy decisions have favoured the autonomy of schools, which 
has encouraged competition between institutions in terms of 
education-as-market and school-as-business models. Public 
messages have emphasised such measures as NAPLAN and 
performance tables as laying the groundwork for improving 
academic results. The critiques of this data are in its many 
misuses, such as their being interpreted as representing a 
whole student rather than being a snapshot of performance. 
Additionally, principals have been given increased influence 
within their schools, which allows them to be more respon-
sive to their local contexts. Current reforms allow them more 
control over how responsibilities are disseminated and what 
communications about policy changes will be relayed to staff 
(Keddie, 2017; Niesche et al., 2021; such as New South 
Wales’ Local Schools, Local Decisions (Griffiths et al., 
2020; Gavin and Stacey, 2023) and recently implemented 
School Success Model (2023); Victoria’s Learning Commu-
nity (Iaria, 2012; Jensen et al., 2013) and Education State 
initiatives; Western Australia’s Independent Public Schools 
initiative (Munro et al., 2013; Trimmer, 2013; Gobby & 
Niesche, 2019)).

In post-truth terms, these circumstances allow princi-
pals substantial control over the narratives and counter-
narratives that develop about—and within—a school (On 
how this leadership style works in a variety of contexts, 
see Forroughi et al., 2019). Consequently, the ability of 
teachers to decide how to balance curriculum demands, 
pedagogical choices and instructional approaches is 
framed by an alignment with—and divergence from—the 
interpretations of policy discourse that are delivered by 
school leadership. In tandem with this, consideration is a 
more broad tendency towards decreasing engagement by 
Australians with formal consultative processes that inform 

change-by-consensus initiatives. According to research 
conducted by the Australian Electoral Study, Australians’ 
engagement with democratic processes in particular has 
depended on both the government ministries being in line 
with those at an election, its stability, as well as responses 
to crises being equitably distributed (Cameron et al., 2022; 
For earlier studies, see Arvanitakis & Marren, 2009; Oli-
ver, 2014). Further, this research noted how significant 
portions of votes were decided in relation to how candi-
dates were perceived to represent their local concerns—
rather than necessarily based on a national interest—the 
emphasis on developing responsive, localised leadership 
as part of implementing educational policy can be inter-
preted as further entrenching hegemonic structures.

In light of these circumstances, the question must be 
asked: How might a democratic curriculum work to address 
challenges connected with post-truth that have emerged dur-
ing the COVID-19 pandemic? To this end, the first section 
will address how changes in Australian policy have devel-
oped from the 1980s onwards, based on:

1. The trajectory of curricula being linked with responses 
to economic circumstances, beginning with the 1983 
recession after the election of the Hawke government 
(Reid, 2019) and

2. This time period containing conditions that became cata-
lysts for post-truth in subsequent decades (for example, 
see Tesich, 1992; Malpas, 1992; Keyes, 2004; Gudonis 
& Jones, 2020).

This concept has accumulated a variety of defini-
tions—from disruptions caused by AI and other forms of 
digital technology to a substantial rise in misinformation 
deliberately circulated in public discourse, as well as the 
absence of shared responsibility in addressing existential 
threats (Coper, 2022; Lewandowsky et al., 2017; McIn-
tyre, 2018). Recently, it has been used as a byword for 
how an epistemology of crisis has gradually crept into 
public discourse over the past four decades (Barzilai & 
Chinn, 2020). The second part of the article will exam-
ine how these features of post-truth have crept into edu-
cational discourse. Schools, for instance, have been char-
acterised as key to economic recovery, rather than places 
to regenerate relationships between community-school or 
curriculum-teacher-student in response to the disruptions 
and inequalities that became more prominent during the 
COVID-19 pandemic. Lastly, there will be a focus on what 
is being—and could be—done to encourage democratic 
thinking in an Australian classroom context. This section 
will feature a discussion about how challenges might be 
addressed by generating cultural and political capital to 
address the aftershocks of COVID-19 and the epistemo-
logical issues persisting associated with post-truth (Keyes, 
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2004; McIntyre, 2018, Barzilai & Chinn, 2018; Barzilai & 
Chinn, 2020).

What must a democratic curriculum respond 
to?

Democracy in Australia has been under more critical scru-
tiny in recent years (Shiel, 2022; Tormey, 2016): Although 
existential threats such as the bushfires of 2019 and COVID-
19 enhanced localised social cohesion in the short term, 
this has contrasted with the forms of inequality that have 
gradually increased, particularly in economic and educa-
tional terms (Flanagan et al., 2020; O’Donnell, 2022). Per-
haps, the most visible consequences in education have been 
embodied in continued speculation over the consequences 
of students’ ‘learning loss’ during 2020–2022 (Merga et al., 
2021; Smith et al., 2021). There have also been concerns 
expressed about how international testing such as the PISA 
acts as a barometer, showing the limited effectiveness in 
current education initiatives to offset the impacts of socio-
economic disadvantage (Thomson, 2020). In addition, staff-
ing shortages, discussion about whether ACARA’s general 
capabilities framework adequately future-proofs Australian 
curricula (Scarino, 2019; Weldon, 2019; cf. Brennan, 2011 
for commentary on this concern in previous revisions; for 
studies of alternative skills and competencies, see Milligan 
et al., 2020), are coinciding with the use of digital educa-
tion platforms which are engineered to decrease workload, 
as well as increase accountability and enhance data reten-
tion within schools and systems (Carter & Hunter, 2023; 
Schmidt, 2021; Stacey et al., 2023). Change appears to be 
the only constant.

Recent writings infrequently discuss how concerns about 
Australian education reflect the long-term evolution in how 
Australian democracy has been practised. There are few 
mentions, however, about the longevity in ideas from Mal-
colm Skilbeck’s work with the Curriculum Development 
Centre, to produce Core Curriculum for Australian Schools: 
What it is and Why We Need One (Skilbeck, 1980), which 
provided a starting point for how subsequent national cur-
ricula have been conceived and—to varying extents—imple-
mented. It catalysed debate over what constituted future-
focused teaching and learning, the extent to which skills in 
schools should be oriented towards vocation, employment 
and industry priorities, division of school-based content into 
learning areas and the extent to which states’ and territories’ 
standards needed to align with one another (Marsh & Har-
ris, 2007). Alan Reid has observed that these considerations 
began filtering into federal government discussions about 
education in response to the 1982/1983 recession, with the 
rationale of facilitating the movement of workers to indus-
tries with labour shortages across states and territories. 

Within this arrangement, each jurisdiction was still able to 
ensure that their industries still retained their autonomy from 
one another (2019; also, see Braithwaite, 1992).

Correspondingly, educational reforms—while previ-
ously being regarded as separate from economic interests—
were an integral part of tangible nation-building efforts by 
being framed as a pipeline for skilled workers in the future. 
Improving the nation was subsequently defined in terms of 
addressing deficits in reducing unemployment figures and 
youth delinquency, increasing the age of schooling retention 
to years 11–12, introducing superannuation to address low 
average national savings. These coincided with encouraging 
the expansion of the national economy by such initiatives as 
floating the Australian dollar, prioritising industries such as 
mining over manufacturing and opening the country up to 
foreign investment and markets (Johnson, 2020). At a cul-
tural level, establishing a shared understanding of different 
disciplines in the form of subject areas was argued by suc-
cessive governments from across the political spectrum as 
paving the way for a shared understanding of place and a 
greater foundation for cohesion—rather than division—in an 
Australia that was becoming more culturally diverse (Gale & 
Tranter, 2011). These federal-level factors catalysed the neo-
liberal trajectory of what Leo Bartlett observed as a ‘cor-
porate Federalism’ (1992, p. 218) in how education began 
to be described in policy documents as an industry in need 
of regulation and reform, rather than a discipline responsi-
ble for generating, preserving and consolidating knowledge 
and skills within a society. At the level of discourse, effec-
tive teaching was at various points conflated with efficient 
teaching and learning (Kennedy, 1992); coherency across 
regions in terms of education opportunities and curriculum 
was described as paving the way for social equity (Lingard, 
2000); benefits of education that were previously measured 
in terms of social good were re-conceived as economic goals 
involving the mobilisation of skilled labour (Lingard, 1991).

Prosperity, progress and the problem 
of uncomfortable truths

These education-based responses to economic circum-
stances can, in turn, be interpreted as symptomatic of a 
broader repositioning in Australia as a response to rapidly 
evolving global circumstances. By 1986, there were fissures 
beginning to emerge within the dualistic tensions that held 
competing global political narratives in place: capitalism 
against communism; authoritarianism against democracy; 
pragmatism against integrity and tensions between an ideal 
citizen being an educated, rational individual (Biesta, 2010) 
balanced with the possibility that the established order could 
suddenly collapse, ranging from spiking crime rates in cit-
ies such as New York, the Challenger Shuttle explosion, the 
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exposure of the Iran-Contra affair, to the nuclear meltdown 
at Chernobyl. The Doomsday Clock stood at 3 min to mid-
night (Editors, 1988). Under a veneer of emphasising the 
economic prosperity and happiness that everyday Americans 
were supposedly experiencing, the Reagan administration 
also glossed over details that may have allowed for poten-
tial critiques of the administration, particularly rising debt 
levels in the mid-1980s that could only be sustained as long 
as the American economy continued to expand (Weiler & 
Pearce, 1992). This focus on the economy as the gauge for 
lifting living standards in tandem with political control was 
reflected in Paul Keating’s tenure as treasurer. Where the 
difference lay, as the journalist Laura Tingle reflected, in 
economic policy being reported on accurately in public cir-
cles, due to Keating presenting and explaining the statistics 
in detailed monthly briefings to the press, which journalists 
critiqued and elaborated upon (Tingle, 2012).

The alignment between these macro-circumstances and 
how Australian curricula have been co-opted to determine 
what is considered socially valuable in educational policy, 
with the facts and opinions of those who must govern (Jasa-
noff & Simmett, 2017). Further, it demonstrates a function of 
curriculum as an artefact that guides what should be remem-
bered and forgotten (Sharp & Parkes, 2023). Humanities 
curricula in particular have operated as conduits for teaching 
explicitly about democratic values within schools since the 
1990s (Innes, 2022). A core challenge faced in developing a 
more democratic curriculum to address concerns linked with 
post-truth, therefore, is the frameworks that have been built 
around the national curriculum link citizenship to socio-eco-
nomic participation, as well as aligning Australian standards 
to international macro-trends. Moreover, this situating of 
curriculum implementation within a broader context dem-
onstrates how its operation as a hegemony (Wescott, 2022) 
reflects the manner in which knowledge about economic and 
political circumstances is generated. Just as the Australian 
curriculum reflects the opinions of individuals and interest 
groups who are more active in consensus-based, democratic 
processes, these more visible perspectives in turn form the 
basis for decisions by educational administrators and policy-
makers. These circumstances underpin the analysis of poli-
cies taken up in the next section, which relates to how they 
have underpinned the development of post-truth.

How well does a post‑truth diagnosis stand 
up?

This section of the article takes the hegemonic structures 
in Australian curricula and ACARA as a starting point for 
developing the case that they have emerged in tandem with 
post-truth symptoms in public discourse. These have ranged 
from critiques about the ongoing influence of politics which 

prioritised image preservation of public figures and interest 
groups; pragmatic concerns and flagrantly broke public trust 
(Harsin, 2018; Keyes, 2004; Tesich, 1992); recent damage 
wrought by the Bolsonaro, Duterte and Trump Presiden-
cies (Consentino, 2020; Coper, 2022) and misinformation 
campaigns about COVID-19 (Prasad, 2021) and the Voice 
to Parliament (O’Sullivan, 2023). These public iterations 
of post-truth have been characterised by downplaying the 
value of scholarly and professional expertise, which Jeff 
Malpas described as becoming more neglected in favour 
of economic or politically pragmatic priorities by business 
groups, cultural organisations and government (1992). Such 
pragmatism has been most evident in debates about existen-
tial conditions, including discussions about the existence of 
climate change and greenhouse effects (Chinn et al., 2020; 
Groves, 2019; Sismodo, 2017; Wright, 1991), as well as 
Holocaust denial in the form of court cases such as Irving 
vs Penguin Books Ltd (d’Ancona, 2017; Fischer, 2020; McI-
ntyre, 2018). For McIntyre (2018), Gudonis & Jones (2020) 
and Chinn et al. (2020), such trends mark the beginning of 
the polarisation of information consumption, which char-
acterised the forms of radical postmodernism that emerged 
in the late 1990s and early 2000s. In this context, access to 
knowledge was dramatically expanded through more avail-
able education and increasing access to the Internet (Peters 
& Besley, 2019). Such forums were, however, Petri dishes 
for pseudo-expertise, in the form of explanations of public 
discourse that utilised an ex nihilo method by focusing on 
the potential causes behind absences in public discourse 
rather than focusing necessarily on what was visible, present 
and provable (Malcolm, 2021).

There has also been a shift towards constructing evidence 
in favour of serving agendas, without necessarily an eye to 
the architecture of the sources that have underpinned it. In 
a corrective to misuses of his actor-network theory (2004), 
Latour indicated that there needed to be an openness to 
new discoveries changing scientific knowledge. Instead, 
his notion of knowledge being culturally constructed—and 
therefore subject to revision in light of new discoveries—
was manipulated to support revisions in how events were 
interpreted that went radically against the grain of scholarly 
opinion. These ranged from Jean Baudrillard and Michel 
Valentin’s reading of the Twin Towers as collapsing under 
the weight of capitalism itself (2002), to the fallout from the 
Stokal Controversy, which challenged the validity of the peer 
review process by appealing to the vanity of the editors of 
Social Text (Mermin, 2008). Through a post-truth lens, this 
process of generating interpretations has seemingly fallen 
into a binary structure, between ideology (which naturalises 
one perspective as more authoritative than any others) and 
theory (which works to relativise different perspectives in 
relation to one another) (Schindler, 2020). It follows that 
findings of inquiry-based research represent the validity and 
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limitations of contemporary knowledge—rather than neces-
sarily being conclusive.

These academic developments influence the means by 
which democratic ethics might be conceptualised as rela-
tivistic rather than representing the range of perspectives 
and groups within a population. Methodologies such as the 
meta-meta-analysis from works such as John Hattie’s Visible 
Learning (2009) and its sequel (2023) have been, as Scott 
Eacott (2017) and James Ladwig (2018) have pointed out, 
adopted with a largely uncritical stance in policy circles, 
with the end point being manifested in New South Wales’ 
What Works Best (2020) and Victoria’s High Impact Teach-
ing Strategies (2023) documents. Notably, the meta-meta-
analysis was constructed with the intention of deciphering 
the science of education to pave the way for more consist-
ently effective pedagogical and administrative decisions, 
encouragement for teachers in their practice and for school 
executive members to engage with research findings. In 
addition, it hypothetically enables principals to guide, design 
and plan initiatives around agendas generated by data gath-
ered from the groups of a school community it will impact 
(Hattie, 2023).

Instead, to a significant extent, such research has been 
used to plug what some have called a ‘critical blind spot’ 
in decision-making around which instructional strategies 
are most efficient (Bergeron, 2017; Eacott, 2017). This 
approach to educational statistics in Australia reflects a more 
protracted mobilisation of standardised performance meas-
urements, ranging between the introduction of NAPLAN 
in conjunction with MySchool rankings in 2008 and an 
expansion of ACER’s online Reading, Writing and Maths 
skills tests that has been taking place since 2016. These 
developments attest to how ranking metrics factor as part 
of how policy, pedagogy and curricula have gradually been 
tweaked with the intent of facilitating a refined performance 
from teachers and students. Such logic overrides a needs-
based philosophy of education that has been advocated by 
position papers such as Through Growth to Achievement 
(2018), in favour of a more capitalist ethos that designates 
that student learning should perpetually grow. Under these 
circumstances, teachers’ professional autonomy is boxed 
into specific practices, rather than necessitating the reflec-
tion, engagement with—and responsiveness to—how their 
teaching areas are changing. The impact of these trends is 
compounded by the recent uptake in the use of AI, which has 
been indicated by Farrokhnia et al. (2023, p. 4) to ‘serve as 
a starting point for novice teachers who have less teaching 
experience and pedagogical knowledge’. In practice, it has 
been used to automate the learning intensions and lesson 
plans (cf. Limna et al., 2023). These uncritical approaches, 
in a similar manner to the reception of Hattie’s meta-meta-
analysis, perpetuate current biases rather than positioning 
educators to be agents for change (Thomson & Thomas, 

2023). Such factors have contributed to assessment statis-
tics being interpreted in relation to degrees of inequality 
and deficit-model thinking, contributing to a narrative of 
decline around education (see, for instance, Chinn et al., 
2020; Nally, 2022; Valladares, 2021). In part, this is a reac-
tion to international performance—as will potentially be the 
case with PISA later in 2023—but is also symptomatic of 
broader factors that have been a product of post-truth.

Thus, while there has been a trend towards leveraging 
standardised results to inform current and future direc-
tions in educational policy, similar to the data about teach-
ers’ feedback on National Curriculum drafts, the ways in 
which these statistics have been compiled have been signifi-
cantly overlooked. Lilley (2023, p. 52; also, see Sahlberg 
& Bower, 2015) has noted for instance that such statistics 
cannot reflect the work that teachers are doing ‘to improve 
engagement and wellbeing’, as they are less easily quanti-
fied and cannot feature as a metric on standardised tests. 
These considerations suggest that while decisions are made 
by policymakers and the leadership of each school with 
the intention of improving the achievement and wellbeing 
of students, they are nevertheless bound by the post-truth 
symptom of inequality between authorities and the general 
public, leaders and their followers (Foroughi et al., 2019). 
The concern may be, as Lilley later explains, on raising the 
standard of what is considered the ‘average teacher’ (2023, 
p. 54), but this standardised approach—to assessment and 
judging education quality—overlooks the localised con-
texts that influence the outcomes of each case study which 
informs the meta-analysis. Additionally, while the trend 
towards using standardised averages as the baseline—both 
in the forms of generating tests and interpreting results—is 
well-intended and designed to moderate the polarisation of 
perspectives that has been widely diagnosed as symptomatic 
of post-truth, its impact is limited by the hegemonic struc-
tures distancing administrators from classrooms. This con-
clusion is further evidenced by Jenny Gore’s assessment of 
the Strong Beginnings Federal initiative (2023) to address 
teacher shortages. While many recommendations that are 
cited in this report are required—ranging from diversifica-
tion of middle-leadership opportunities to respond to com-
plex situations in schooling environments, teacher training, 
neuroscience of learning and additional support structures 
for new teachers between school-system-ITE providers—
there is also an emphasis on these measures requiring further 
changes to make accountability and regulation more readily 
resourced (Gore, 2023).

Education policy decisions have therefore been informed 
largely by data that presents an incomplete picture of 
localised school contexts and, based on the statistics from 
Kubler et al. (2021) and ACARA (2021) at a national level, 
is substantially more representative of Queensland than 
any other area of Australia. Conversely, the substantially 
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lower participation of New South Wales and Victoria cor-
related with the most pronounced use of evidence-informed 
practice and accountability measures, as well as the most 
substantial rates of improvement when indexed against the 
degree of socio-economic advantage (Goss and Sonner-
mann, 2018; For a NSW-focused study, see Miller et al., 
2023). While these contextual differences highlight where 
individual teachers participated most and least proactively 
in the national curriculum surveys, more research needs to 
be done about how sample sizes can be gathered so they are 
more representative of educators from across Australia. The 
current priorities to ‘refine, realign and declutter’ the curric-
ulum (Robert, 2022) are a product of standardised processes 
that enable representative democratic consensus. With the 
degree of autonomy afforded to schools varying between 
each state, educational hegemonies are not reflective of such 
structures in society more broadly.

The stories we tell: hegemonic policy 
structures and post‑truth

The brief sketch of the historic circumstances that have 
framed the development of Australia’s national curriculum 
reflects how it has been increasingly viewed as a tool for 
catalysing future—while being reflective of current—forms 
of social organisation (Brennan, 2011; Marsh & Harris, 
2007). Boomer (1992) elaborated on this point, arguing that 
schools provide the means for educating all students about 
democratic principles, by way of their class and commu-
nity activities reflecting practices of democracy. Following 
Foucault (1977), he went on to assert that the effectiveness 
of curriculum implementation by Australian states in the 
1990s should be considered in relation to how the ‘micro’ 
operations of power—at the level of the classroom and 
school—are mediated between the ‘materiality’ of education 
environments, with those of the ‘body’ of knowledge within 
curricula, which was situated in ‘hegemonic’ hierarchies 
(Boomer, 1992, p. 283). That is to say, the way that demo-
cratic structures can be built within a class depends on the 
sense of place, the culture that is developed by all the people 
present, along with the shared goals they have as a result of 
constructing a consensus-based perspective. To some extent, 
external factors such as testing in the form of NAPLAN 
disrupt the localised nature of classroom cultures, since they 
are calibrated towards assessing the students’ achievement 
in relation to a nationwide average score.

By extension, to address the macro-concerns raised by 
the presence of post-truth in public discourse, the classroom 
must be somewhat compartmentalised from its local environ-
ment. This assertion is comparable to Boomer’s observation 
in education, since forms of instruction rarely followed the 
archetypes of teacher-as-researcher and student-as-scientist 

(Boomer, 1992). Instead, there was a tendency towards a 
master-apprentice format where knowledge was passed on 
to a younger generation and reflective of the experiences of 
this transfer amongst all bodies that contribute to a school 
community. These relationships do not have an equivalent in 
democratic structures that distribute forms of authority and 
responsibility amongst a population. Bruno Latour’s obser-
vation—that scientific experiments’ results are determined 
by the shared understandings that come from the network of 
relationships between scientists, equipment and the imme-
diate environment as well as any factors that influence the 
scenario which lie outside the contained environment (1993, 
2020)—indicates that each classroom can be considered an 
opportunity for germinating a brand of democracy. The 
relationship that the participants in the classroom have with 
democracy in turn must be tailored to address inequalities 
in knowledge, skills and social capital compared with their 
peers.

Where COVID-19 and various aspects of post-truth have 
been so disruptive is in creating ruptures in these relation-
ships which prevailed until quite recently in educational 
contexts. In the aftermath of the lockdowns that transpired 
across the world during 2020–2022, Latour elaborated that 
a ‘metaphysics of confinement’ levelled many signifiers that 
divided people, especially those that were publicly visible 
such as class, ethnicity and technological access (2020, p. 
27). How this logic converts to considerations for what a 
democratic curriculum might look like is firstly considering 
that experiences of democracy have been framed in eco-
nomic, globalised terms in Australia (Baildon & Damico, 
2019), whereas the discourse driving educational discourse 
has significantly diversified. These options range between 
encouraging students to be industry-ready (for example, 
Polesel, 2008; Strathdee, 2023) as well as receiving instruc-
tion geared to improve their academic achievement and 
personal wellbeing (for example, Seary & Willans, 2020; 
Spears & Green, 2022).

Thus far, this article has attempted to show how demo-
cratic, consensus-building approaches within curriculum 
development have been used to gather information relating 
to education, in tandem with—and in contrast to—central-
ised, hegemonic structures being utilised as part of policy 
implementation. This latter structure emulates the hierar-
chies within schools that operate in a more autonomous pol-
icy setting, as all responsibilities are ultimately centralised 
in the role of the executive and—where they are present—
a college board. These circumstances are in keeping with 
more broad circumstances that have designated education 
as an industry in Australia that can cultivate, then mobilise, 
individuals’ talents and enthusiasms for generating cultural, 
economic and political capital. One particular consequence 
has been noted by Reid as a shift in discussions from the 
Whitlam era’s emphasis on education as a driver for social 
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capital to post-Hawke/Keating where the focus switched to 
employment pathways and economic opportunities (2019).

Narratives about Australian education in an international 
setting have emphasised a decline in teaching standards and 
learning output (for example, Ashton, 2021; Nally, 2022; 
Schleicher, 2019), with a sub-plot of negative economic 
and social consequences in the future, especially in terms 
of an ability to compete with other countries. What has 
shifted since the need for mass remote education in 2020 is 
a seemingly exponential trend of teachers leveraging digi-
tal tools—ranging from search engines to AI assistants—to 
allow students independence from human-based instruc-
tion. This tendency is laden with the assumption that digital 
nativity equates to having developed expertise in how to use 
such technologies. Additionally, Thomson (2021; 2022) has 
highlighted that there is a clear inequality between scores 
achieved by students in independent, systemic and public 
schools, as shown in Table 1.

Such results are symptomatic of the creeping problem 
of economic inequality in Australia, with studies of school 
resources and socio-economic advantage of their population 
closely correlating with student achievement (Sullivan et al., 
2013; Perry, 2018; Ainley, McAskill & Thomson, 2022; 
Neumann, 2022). Flowing from these long-term observa-
tions is the emphasis on efficiency being conflated with effec-
tiveness. Such overlap has resulted in hegemonic relation-
ships being related from a policy to a school-based level, 
which has to a significant extent resulted in perpetuating 
inequalities in society more broadly, rather than embodying 
a progressive view of education (Baildon & Damico, 2019; 
Luke et al., 2018). These conditions consequently inform 
teacher judgements about which pedagogical decisions and 
types of student learning will be most suited to perceived 
student needs. Thus, teachers are positioned as translators 
of national narratives that flow through policy discussions 
and trickle into local contexts. One caveat is that these do 
not necessarily have an accurate understanding about the 
purposes that underpin their curriculum, since much of this 
is filtered through the way it is translated by leadership fig-
ures they report to.

A democratic curriculum therefore goes against many 
of the practices currently in place at educational institu-
tions, but may also provide a starting point by adjusting the 

narrative to include opportunities for growth and limitations 
and efficiency and effectiveness. The next section will elabo-
rate on this point, particularly in relation to how schools 
have been recently characterised as key to recovering from 
the impacts of the 2019 bushfires and COVID-19 and edu-
cating the future voting public about their responsibilities as 
individuals, classes and cultures, as well as how to combat 
other existential threats such as climate change. That being 
said, there has been limited focus in policy documents and 
public discourse about how they can be sources for regener-
ating social capital, especially between community-school 
and curriculum-teacher-student as foundational relationships 
for addressing the disruptions associated with post-truth.

Shifting from ‘what can I actually do?’ 
to ‘what is next?’

This section will involve an analysis of how post-truth has 
entered educational discourse as a result of an epistemology 
of crisis within democracies (Barzilai & Chinn, 2020), on 
the basis that the implementation of a democratic curriculum 
will reflect educators’ understandings about democracy. The 
urgency in addressing this point is attested by recent studies 
overwhelmingly suggesting that there was significant learn-
ing loss that will have longer-term consequences for social 
cohesion with the advent of COVID-19 (Australian specific: 
Brown, et al. 2020; Fray et al., 2022; Miller, Fray & Gore, 
2023; within global trends: Betthäuser, Bach-Mortensen, 
Engzell, 2023; Inter-agency Network for Education in Emer-
gencies, 2023; Merga et al., 2021; Smith et al., 2021; Stracke 
et al., 2022). These discussions will lead into the final sec-
tion’s coverage about the features required in a democratic 
curriculum to address cultural and skill-based inequalities 
caused by phenomena linked with post-truth (Apple, 2018). 
This is a significant opportunity for schooling approaches 
to be more inclusive of Indigenous cultures and knowledge 
(following from Yungaporta and McGinty, 2009; Common-
wealth of Australia, 2022).

Literature about how educators can respond to post-truth 
and challenges posed by COVID-19 within democracies are 
divided over two key considerations:

Table 1  Mean scores for 
reading, mathematical and 
scientific literacy, PISA 2018

Reprinted from, What does PISA tell us about Australia’s school sectors? By Thomson, S. (2022) Teacher: 
Evidence, insight, action

Reading literacy Mathematical literacy Scientific literacy

Mean (SE) Mean (SE) Mean (SE)

Government 487 2.1 477 2.4 489 2.3
Catholic 515 3.5 499 4.4 512 3.6
Independent 536 4.1 524 3.8 536 4.0
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1. What type of expertise and organisation might be cul-
tivated by educational institutions to address present 
inequalities, and

2. How can they operate as a meeting point between gov-
ernment, corporate and community interests in such 
circumstances (Peters, 2017; Lewandowsky et al., 2017; 
Cunningham & Gibson, 2023).

Recent economic and political responses to pandemic-
related issues within Australia have been framed within 
longer-term, globalised trends, with domestic issues being 
compounded by other existential threats—such as interna-
tional tensions stemming from the Ukraine-Russia conflict, 
possession and use of nuclear technology and soft-power 
tensions between China and the USA. As a result, the pre-
sent time of writing is usually cast as a semi-filled Molotov 
cocktail of challenges and opportunities. This context has 
coincided with an epistemic crisis in many democracies in 
the form of uncertainty about what forms of expertise might 
pave the way for possible solutions (Chinn et al., 2020; Dahl-
gren, 2018; Specian, 2022; Whyte, 2021).

Such circumstances are found in Australia (Black & 
Walsh, 2019; Gudonis & Jones, 2020; Grafton, 2020; 
Wescott, 2022) but are reflected more globally: a survey 
comparing Swedish education with the rest of the OECD 
noted that there was a ‘lack of consensus amongst politi-
cians’ about how to address teacher dissatisfaction, the mar-
ketisation of education, recognition of the profession’s role 
in building social capital and limited responses to increasing 
rates of truancy, mood disorders and diagnoses (Henrekson 
& Wennström, 2022, pp. 5–6; cf. Thomson, 2021). These 
discourses situate behaviours within a schooling context, but 
somewhat neglect the various factors that motivate them. 
This view is cemented in how meta-analyses such as Hat-
tie’s are applied to justify initiatives at a local level, without 
necessarily being based on an understanding about how their 
findings were determined (Ladwig, 2018).

As such, considering how a democratic curriculum 
might be formulated requires a conceptual framework such 
as Latour’s actor-network theory (1993), which acknowl-
edges how a variety of networks underpin visible behav-
iours, rather than regarding these observations in isolation. 
For instance, there is currently an intensive focus on how 
classroom practice can be refined in the face of the current 
teacher shortage in Australia (such as NSW Government, 
2023; Louden et al., 2023). These initiatives need to account 
for how classroom practice can reflect local interpretations 
of meso-macro-focused education reforms, however, since 
the two can potentially work to socially engineer a nation 
and its citizens to be adaptable and/or resilient when similar 
crises emerge in the future.

A consistency in how democracies respond to crises was 
noted by Jurgen Habermas near the beginning of what some 

scholars refer to as a post-truth era (for instance, Henrekson 
& Wennström, 2022; McIntyre, 2018): In pursuit of ‘capi-
talist modernisation processes as well as trends critical of 
cultural modernism’, there came a ‘negation of expertise’ 
and other forms of non-material culture (1983, p. 13; cf. 
Brooker, 1992). This narrowing of cultural knowledge in 
favour of its material value was, as he put it, a ‘colonisation 
of the lifeworld by a system’ over the long term, thereby 
segmenting social structures into employee, consumer, 
citizen and client, separating thought-work from material-
work as part of a long-term process that had been taking 
place since the beginning of the Enlightenment (Baxter, 
2002). His concept has enduring relevance for how post-
truth phenomena might threaten cohesion within socie-
ties, since as part of system structures impinging on the 
lifeworld, the notion of ‘public good’ has been fragmented 
and/or eroded in recent decades (Henrekson & Wennström, 
2022). At the level of curriculum, marketisation of educa-
tion—and accompanying metanarrative of decline fuelled 
by PISA results—has resulted in knowledge acquisition 
being graded by high-stakes standardised tests of student 
achievement (Reynolds et al., 2019; Mayes & Holdsworth, 
2020; Appel, 2020; Polesel et al., 2014), its relevance meas-
ured in transferability to post-school employment (Lamb 
et al., 2018; Pilcher & Hurley, 2020; Braukmann-Sajkiewicz 
& Pashiardis, 2022) and more traditional literacies provid-
ing the foundation for the development of increasingly 
complex problem-solving skills (Cunningham & Gibson, 
2023; Milligan, et al., 2020), as well as being industry and 
future-focused. These conditions have been, as asserted in 
the first section, designed to closely link active citizenship 
with economic participation, the proximity of which has 
been narrowed in times of economic instability such as the 
1993 recession, the GFC and the continuing fallout from 
the pandemic.

Further, in an Australian context, this set of priorities 
has resulted in students being provided with limited expo-
sure to how, for instance, new social media technologies 
can strengthen links to the community by both students 
and teachers, as well as give them input and control over 
how they shape their own place within larger digital nar-
ratives. Such contextual issues are embedded in the Aus-
tralian HASS and History Curricula through the limited 
reference to how students’ strategic use of skills can help 
discern which types of change may contribute to a better 
world (Reynolds et al., 2019). These purposes for educa-
tion which have emerged independently from one another 
have resulted in curricula being designed to address eco-
nomic issues and upholding the political status quo at the 
time they are written. By extension, such curricula impact 
the durability of skill sets linked with material work (see 
especially in relation to vocational curricula in Australia: 
Polesel, 2010; Polesel & Clarke, 2011). The inequalities 
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that have emerged are therefore symptomatic of forms of 
critical literacy, effective organisation and opportunities 
to generate cultural capital not being as widely visible 
across society more broadly in Australian democratic 
responses.

Inequalities in socio-political capital have been diagnosed 
as post-truth conditions (Chinn et al., 2020; Buffaci, 2021; 
Henrekson & Wennström, 2022), which more broadly con-
tribute to maintaining dominant, hegemonic structures that 
regulate the distribution of knowledge (Wescott, 2022). Such 
factors cultivate a centralised social cohesion which is less 
stable but has the appearance of rigid control (most visible 
in authoritarian political structures, see, for examples, Ball, 
2017; Consentino, 2020; Foroughi et al., 2019; Fuller, 2020; 
Harsin, 2020; Tapsell, 2017; Ramirez, 2020). The catalysts 
for such circumstances appear to range from the denial of 
knowledge and selective use of facts (Malpas, 1992; Pomer-
antzev, 2016; McIntyre, 2018; Harari, 2018; Coper, 2022) to 
political controversies such as Watergate (Baudrillard, 1994; 
Keyes, 2004; Tesich, 1992) and election interference through 
disseminating misinformation and hacking (Pomerantzev & 
Weiss, 2014; Pomerantzev, 2019; Pond, 2020). Correspond-
ingly, these phenomena contribute to destabilising a clear 
sense of public and shared realities, as a result of the media 
technologies used to convey them. Combined with this ques-
tioning of expertise indicated by Habermas, over the long 
term the trends that affected socio-political cohesion filtered 
into educational discourse, and in Australia—as with many 
countries—during recent years, there has been a succession 
of crises: bushfires, floods, COVID-19, pressures on health 
and logistics organisation and the creeping challenges of cli-
mate change. Reflecting on how human populations respond 
to existential threats, Latour characterised them as triangu-
lating between three axes:

• Local/global concerns that cast individual, communal 
and globalising perspectives as mutually exclusive, rather 
than being able to reach a point of accurate communica-
tion and respect-building

• Traditional/modernity that rendered change-through-
conflict rather than through as a result of reconciliation 
between opposites

• Extra-terrestrial/terrestrial concerns, which could 
involve present material realities being counterbalanced 
by hypotheticals and/or projections of the past and future 
(Latour, 2020)

Taken together with the literature on how Australia has 
recovered from a pandemic-induced recession by prioritis-
ing economic goals, it may be appropriate to supplement 
Latour’s axes with a fourth: the extent to which measures 
taken are enforced by collective agreement at one end, 
anarchic means on the other, with democratic debate lying 

somewhere in the middle. If educational developments have 
been framed within this epistemology of crisis characteristic 
of post-truth, then they can also be catalysts for generat-
ing social cohesion and collective and individual resilience 
and generating cultural capital (Jovanoski & Sharlamanov, 
2021; Mahony, 2021). In a contemporary context, these may 
need to be reframed as skills to develop through experience, 
rather than as products that develop as a result of human 
behaviour being regulated by the efficient organisation of 
systems. Regional towns such as Mallacoota in Victoria have 
cultivated a localised direct democracy as part of recovery 
efforts from bushfires and the pandemic (Lloyd & Hopkins, 
2022), which integrated a pre-existing long-term goal of the 
Mallacoota Energy Group, to develop an independent solar 
energy grid (Burns et al., 2013). The strategy used in this 
case study—to (continuously) debate and (re-)establish a 
communal shared mission, vision, strategy and relationships 
based on trust—has been highly effective and mapped across 
to other initiatives, such as the Yarra Energy Foundation in 
Inner-City Melbourne, or Cobargo and Kangaroo Island’s 
community projects (Rogers, 2023).

To address issues linked with post-truth, schools might 
integrate relationships with stakeholders based on this 
community-recovery model, re-construing the institution 
as a meeting point for cultures and communities. The effec-
tiveness of these localised studies in addressing aspects of 
post-truth—specifically inequalities within a community, 
environmental destruction, building trust and combat-
ting misinformation via education in problem-identifying, 
solutions-oriented thinking—suggests that an effective 
implementation of a democratic curriculum may require 
the following:

1. The structure for cultivating collective efficacy in com-
munities can be mapped onto classrooms and amongst 
staff (including leadership figures), to develop classroom 
cohesion and cultures of thinking (Donohoo & Katz, 
2017; Hattie, 2023).

2. The democratic relationships generated in this classroom 
need to be based on collective agreement, which are 
made purposeful by each educator to create initial buy-
in, before moving to a gradual release of responsibility 
to develop agency and potential for collective debate and 
respect.

3. Current models of measuring metacognition and disci-
pline-specific skills through mastery and competency 
(Navarre Cleary & Breathnach, 2017; Elhussein et al., 
2023) need to be oriented towards social enterprise 
(Bhatt, 2022; Sabet, 2022) rather than ‘market models of 
the learning process’ (Roberts, 1996, p. 295). Although 
much of current scholarship about a democratic curricu-
lum prioritises transferrable skills that enhance commu-
nity participation (this notion has been part of theoris-
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ing about democratic curricula since Dewey, 1916) and 
employability outside of schools, a mission/vision that 
enhances cohesion will develop empathy and skills to 
work as part of a collective, which are both character-
istics that underpin these two priorities as well as the 
ability to self-regulate (Fernandez-Rio et al., 2017).

4. Current trends towards leveraging entrepreneurship prin-
ciples involve ‘see[ing] opportunities that are in high 
demand … organise resources … [and] discover, evalu-
ate and exploit opportunities by understanding the value 
proposition of a new idea and identifying a potential 
market’ (Deveci & Seikkula-Leino, 2023, p. 6). These 
guidelines might embody features (1), (2) and (3) by 
integrating social enterprise principles to embody a 
more authentic STEAM approach. This ethos shift acts 
as a starting point for moving the focus from local to 
global, to include the personal context as part of a global 
village, as well as to ensure schools can forge closer 
connections with their local communities and effectively 
channel Boomer’s (1992) mapping democratic behav-
iours into class contexts.

How might a democratic curriculum look 
for Australian schools?

In July of 2023, a series of summits were held in South Aus-
tralia to discuss what the next stage of Gonski educational 
funding reforms would look like. In the same vein as the 
ACARA consultation methods, Kevin Rudd’s Australia 2020 
Summit, and the Howard Era’s Discovering Democracy ini-
tiative in schools (1999–2003), a consensus-based, repre-
sentative model of democratic consultation was conducted. 
It included students, teachers from across all levels of school 
hierarchies, academics and ministers and office-based policy 
staff. Notably, this latter initiative is still regarded as having 
high-quality curriculum development (Heggart et al., 2018). 
Its effectiveness at the level of ideas, however, was under-
mined by three logistical factors:

1. It did not provide professional development for teachers 
or a body of expert civics teachers to reach sustainabil-
ity.

2. It had high-quality curriculum development, but inad-
equate funding for a national programme (Erebus Con-
sulting Partners, 2003).

3. The initiative did not connect with how young people 
could be active and instead only taught values linked 
with democracy (Arvanitakis & Marren, 2009; Kennedy, 
1997; O’Loughlin, 1997).

These points relate to the fundamental issue of how to 
engage local stakeholders in a collective process, to sustain 

a democratic curriculum. While it contained ingredients 
from Boomer’s recommendations such as having ‘degrees 
of explicitness’ of how democracy was embedded in eve-
ryday Australian life Boomer (1988, p. 169; cf. Wallis 
(2013, pp. 87–88)), as well as Dewey’s notion that student 
learning would be more effective when integrated with a 
community that existed within and around a school, rather 
than being disconnected from the world (1916), it demon-
strates the need for a degree of cohesion between what is 
learned in school with the skills that exist in Habermas’ 
conception of a lifeworld (1983). As such, the hegemonic 
nature of policy implementation works towards ensuring 
consistency between how individuals engage with demo-
cratic curricula across discrete regions. The ethos with 
which it is implemented at a micro-level, however, needs 
to reflect the priorities, perspectives and constructive roles 
which are representative of a local community.

One model for how such an initiative might work 
in Australia comes from Deep Collaboration (Martin 
et al., 2020), which takes inequalities caused by race and 
power as a starting point, before considering as a com-
munity what experiences take place as a result of these 
and before conceptualising which purposeful changes need 
to eventuate. These steps, combined with an assumption 
that they need to be reviewed for their progress and valid-
ity as they are worked towards, ensure that planning in 
a democratic curriculum might authentically reflect the 
process of consensus, with checks on the degrees of sup-
port from individuals and groups within a school. The con-
tinued engagement acts against the concerns linked with 
post-truth—such as pragmatic uses of truth, a breakdown 
in cohesion/increased polarisation within a community 
and increasing inequalities—by positioning individuals 
and groups consistently in constructive dialogue with an 
impetus for contributing to a community’s cultural capital.

Where the Deep Collaboration initiative might be 
elaborated upon is in promoting rigour in knowledge, to 
adapt to the misinformation challenges posed by post-truth 
conditions (cf. Lewandowsky et al., 2017, Barzilai et al., 
2020). Barzilai and Chinn (2018) recommend five key 
aspects of epistemic performance which could regulate 
what (and how) knowledge is integrated into a democratic 
curriculum which is developed, both at a local or larger 
scale:

1. ‘Cognitive engagement in epistemic performance;
2. Adapting epistemic performance [to diverse situations];
3. [Metacognitively] regulating and understanding epis-

temic performance;
4. Caring about and enjoying epistemic performance;
5. Participating in epistemic performance together with 

others’ (p. 365).
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Significantly, the emphasis on consistency of interaction 
and value of human-based knowledge would allow a cur-
riculum to be developed that would reflect a shared vision 
and effort. Importantly, this planning model incorporates 
an Australian variant of democratic thinking between 
First Nations and multicultural Australians, which neces-
sitates a reframing of a school in Latourian terms (1993), 
as a highly complex network of relationships which are 
influenced by social processes, technologies and the envi-
ronment (For an elaboration on these complexities, see 
Cresswell et al., 2010). This style of thinking would allow 
a local-level implementation of democratic values within 
a curriculum. It would also allow for learning objectives 
to be framed within values that are more globalised in 
outlook and oriented towards generating a style of social 
cohesion that balances critique of the status quo and social 
enterprise so as to work towards addressing inequalities.

These considerations go against the grain of what Peter 
Roberts called ‘commodification of education’ in terms 
of how the role of curriculum was to function as a series 
of ‘market models of the learning process’, (1996, p. 295, 
following Giroux, 1993; also, see Green, 2019, for more 
recent examples across English-speaking countries) pav-
ing the way for more authentically implementing a needs-
based framework (Sahlberg & Goldfield, 2023; cf. Swain, 
et al., 2023). This epistemic value on agency about how 
relationships are formed and the purposes for which they 
might be acted with (rather than on) reframes democratic 
thinking that made the recovery efforts cited in section two 
effective in building cultural capital. If a shift to a more 
democratic epistemology is not made, such market-based 
relationships will likely be mapped onto how new tech-
nologies are used. This will be particularly concerning if 
AI assistants are used to delegate decision-making, even 
if it is enacted by students, educators and policymakers 
with the intention of mistake-proofing any judgement-
based work they complete (Schiff, 2022, following Raji 
et al., 2020). Any new democratic curriculum in Australia 
therefore needs to builds on previous attempts at demo-
cratic curricula this country has produced, by encouraging 
engagement, application and debate about core ideas and 
values (as previous curricula have done, see Holt, 2001). It 
would also require sections to be readjusted to suit address 
contemporary circumstances. Further, these previous mod-
els have contained the application of democratic ideas to 
within a school context. A recent OECD survey of case 
studies in Canada, Portugal, Scotland, France and Finland 
found that curricula which placed students in their com-
munities—such as with charities, businesses and social 
initiatives—for a protracted period of time meant they 
applied active citizenship life after school, making tan-
gible impacts on their local community (OECD, 2023). 
These considerations ensure that the curriculum model 

itself would be adaptive and encourage communities, edu-
cators and learners to be continually engaged to contribute 
to an ongoing learning journey.

Conclusion

Many of the symptoms of post-truth obfuscate the ability 
for individuals and groups to make balanced judgements, 
ranging from a metanarrative of decline, the decoupling of 
truth from socio-political cohesion, to the issues caused by 
mal-/mis-/dis-information within forms of media, digital 
technology and public discourse. The challenges such fac-
tors represent indicate a need for democratic curricula to 
balance the intentions of.

1. Distributing habits of thinking which are social enter-
prise oriented, with an emphasis on how the role of 
education is to close the gaps between inequalities in a 
society rather than catalyse fiscal gain

2. Moderating the emphasis on efficiency with the effective-
ness of learning

3. Retaining the hierarchical structure of a school while 
encouraging democratic behaviours

4. Valuing the role of individual contributions to a collec-
tive and a collective’s influence on an individual

Consequently, to be effective in addressing concerns 
related to post-truth, a democratic curriculum will need to 
start by a school community positioning itself within the 
various narratives that exist amongst the interest groups that 
exist within education: ‘public vs private, early childhood vs 
primary vs secondary, city vs country, indigenous vs non-
indigenous, large vs small schools …’ (West, 2023, p. 33). 
These conflicting perspectives illustrate the inequalities and 
divisions that catalyse other aspects of post-truth, particu-
larly the narrative of decline that subordinates individuals 
to a hegemony. Such factors underline the need for develop-
ing nuanced skills as part of developing leadership skills 
(for individuals and as part of a group), emotional-social 
awareness, along with disciplinary (and interdisciplinary) 
knowledge, to ensure human-based expertise can effectively 
adapt to the challenges posed by these political factors, as 
well as emerging technological ones such as generative AI. 
As such, there must be scope for students, teachers and other 
groups who feed into a democratic curriculum to have spe-
cialised contributions. These measures would prospectively 
work to safeguard the value of human-based knowledge and 
collective learning, by focusing on how epistemologically 
driven has a place in planning, collaboration, delivery and 
reflection on practice, in order to develop ownership and 
connections amongst all members of a schooling commu-
nity. These considerations have a place more specifically in 
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allowing the way history curricula operate to enable teaching 
of the subject to be oriented towards enabling participatory 
citizens, within an ethos of social enterprise.

Acknowledgements Thanks to the anonymous reviewers as well as 
James Ladwig, Heather Sharp, Louise Zarmati, Andrew Kuchappan and 
Natalie Russell, who contributed feedback and were part of discussions  
that were essential in the drafting stages of the article.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest The author declares  no conflict of interest.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

ACARA. (2021). Final Report – Humanities and Social Sciences. 
University of Queensland. https:// www. acara. edu. au/ docs/ defau 
lt- source/ curri culum/ austr alian- curri culum- review/ human- and- 
social- scien ces- final- report- austr alian- curri culum- review. pdf. 
Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Ainley, J., Macaskill, G., & Thomson, S. (2022). Within and between 
school variation in achievement on the programme for interna-
tional student assessment (PISA) in Australia: PISA Australia tech-
nical paper. Australian Council for Educational Research. https:// 
resea rch. acer. edu. au/ ozpisa/ 54. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Appel, M. (2020). Performativity and the demise of the teaching 
profession: The need for rebalancing in Australia. Asia-Pacific 
Journal of Teacher Education, 48(3), 301–315. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1080/ 13598 66X. 2019. 16446 11

Apple, M. W. (2018). The struggle for democracy in education: Les-
sons from social realities. Routledge. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4324/ 
97813 15194 684

Arvanitakis, J., & Marren, S. (2009). Putting the politics back into poli-
tics: Young people and democracy in Australia: Discussion paper. 
Retrieved from https:// www. whitl am. org/__ data/ assets/ pdf_ file/ 
0003/ 82776/ whitl am_ discu ssion paper. pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Ashton, N. A., & Cruft, R. (2021). Rethinking the post-truth polarisa-
tion narrative: Social roles and hinge commitments in the plural 
public sphere. The Political Quarterly, 92(4), 598–605. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1111/ 1467- 923X. 13032

Baildon, M., & Damico, J. S. (2019). Education in an age of limits. 
Journal of Curriculum Theorizing, 34(3), 25–40.

Ball, J. (2017). Post-truth: How bullshit conquered the world. Biteback 
Publishing.

Bartlett, L. (1992). National curriculum in Australia: An instrument 
of corporate Federalism. British Journal of Educational Studies, 
40(3), 218–238. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00071 005. 1992. 99739 27

Barzilai, S., & Chinn, C. A. (2018). On the goals of epistemic edu-
cation: Promoting apt epistemic performance. Journal of the 

Learning Sciences, 27(3), 353–389. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 
10508 406. 2017. 13929 68

Barzilai, S., & Chinn, C. A. (2020). A review of educational responses 
to the “post-truth” condition: Four lenses on “post-truth” prob-
lems. Educational Psychologist, 55(3), 107–119. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1080/ 00461 520. 2020. 17863 88

Baudrillard, J. (1994). Simulacra and simulation. University of Michi-
gan Press. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3998/ mpub. 9904. Accessed 29 Jan 
2023.

Baudrillard, J., & Valentin, M. (2002). The spirit of terrorism and req-
uiem for the Twin Towers. The South Atlantic Quarterly, 101(2), 
403–415.

Bergeron, P.-J. (2017). How to engage in pseudoscience with real data: 
A criticism of John Hattie’s arguments in visible learning from 
the perspective of a statistician. Journal of Education, 52(1), 
237–246.

Betthäuser, B. A., Bach-Mortensen, A. M., & Engzell, P. (2023). A 
systematic review and meta-analysis of the evidence on learning 
during the COVID-19 pandemic. Nature Human Behaviour, 7, 
375–385. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41562- 022- 01506-4

Bhatt, B. (2022). Ethical complexity of social change: Negotiated 
actions of a social enterprise. Journal of Business Ethics, 177, 
743–762. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10551- 022- 05100-6

Biesta, G. (2007). Why “what works” “won’t work: Evidence-based 
practice and the democratic deficit in educational research. Edu-
cational Theory, 57, 1–22. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1741- 5446. 
2006. 00241.x

Biesta, G. (2010). How to exist politically and learn from it: Hannah 
Arendt and the problem of democratic education. Teachers Col-
lege Record, 112(2), 556–575.

Black, R., & Walsh, L. (2019). Imagining youth futures: University 
students in post-truth times. Springer. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
978- 981- 13- 6760-1

Boomer, G. (1992). Negotiating the curriculum: Educating for the 21st 
century. Falmer.

Boomer, G. (1988). EdTech’88 – Designing for learning. Australasian 
Journal of Educational Technology, 4(2). https:// doi. org/ 10. 
14742/ ajet. 2350

Braithwaite, R. J. (1992). Through a glass darkly - Curriculum con-
trol in New South Wales schools. The Curriculum Journal, 3(1), 
41–52. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 09585 17920 030105

Braukmann-Sajkiewicz, S., & Pashiardis, P. (2022). Entrepreneurial 
leadership in schools: Linking creativity with accountability. 
International Journal of Leadership in Education, 25(5), 787–
801. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13603 124. 2020. 18046 24

Brennan, M. (2011). National curriculum: A political-educational tan-
gle. Australian Journal of Education, 55(3), 259–280.

Brooker, P. (1992). Jürgen Habermas, ‘Modernity – An incomplete pro-
ject’. In P. Brooker (Ed), Modernism/postmodernism. Routledge. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 4324/ 97813 15845 739

Brown, N., te Tiele, K., Shelley, B. & Woodroffe, J. (2020). Learning 
at home during COVID-19: Effects on vulnerable young Austral-
ians: Independent rapid response report. University of Tasma-
nia, Peter Underwood Centre for Educational Attainment. https:// 
www. utas. edu. au/__ data/ assets/ pdf_ file/ 0008/ 13242 68/ Learn 
ing- at- home- during- COVID- 19- updat ed. pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 
2023.

Bufacchi, V. (2021). Truth, lies and tweets: A consensus theory of post-
truth. Philosophy & Social Criticism, 47(3), 347–361. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1177/ 01914 53719 896382

Burns, C. M., Collins, J. H., Johnston, P. W., & Nichols, R. M. (2013). 
Increasing engagement in the Mirboo North Community Energy 
Hub. https:// digit alcom mons. wpi. edu/ iqp- all/ 1700. Accessed 29 
Jan 2023.

Cameron, S., McAllister, I., Jackman, S., Sheppard, J. (2022). The Aus-
tralian Federal Election: Results from the Australian Electoral 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.acara.edu.au/docs/default-source/curriculum/australian-curriculum-review/human-and-social-sciences-final-report-australian-curriculum-review.pdf
https://www.acara.edu.au/docs/default-source/curriculum/australian-curriculum-review/human-and-social-sciences-final-report-australian-curriculum-review.pdf
https://www.acara.edu.au/docs/default-source/curriculum/australian-curriculum-review/human-and-social-sciences-final-report-australian-curriculum-review.pdf
https://research.acer.edu.au/ozpisa/54
https://research.acer.edu.au/ozpisa/54
https://doi.org/10.1080/1359866X.2019.1644611
https://doi.org/10.1080/1359866X.2019.1644611
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315194684
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315194684
https://www.whitlam.org/__data/assets/pdf_file/0003/82776/whitlam_discussionpaper.pdf
https://www.whitlam.org/__data/assets/pdf_file/0003/82776/whitlam_discussionpaper.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-923X.13032
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-923X.13032
https://doi.org/10.1080/00071005.1992.9973927
https://doi.org/10.1080/10508406.2017.1392968
https://doi.org/10.1080/10508406.2017.1392968
https://doi.org/10.1080/00461520.2020.1786388
https://doi.org/10.1080/00461520.2020.1786388
https://doi.org/10.3998/mpub.9904
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-022-01506-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-022-05100-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-5446.2006.00241.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-5446.2006.00241.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-6760-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-6760-1
https://doi.org/10.14742/ajet.2350
https://doi.org/10.14742/ajet.2350
https://doi.org/10.1080/0958517920030105
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603124.2020.1804624
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315845739
https://www.utas.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/1324268/Learning-at-home-during-COVID-19-updated.pdf
https://www.utas.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/1324268/Learning-at-home-during-COVID-19-updated.pdf
https://www.utas.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/1324268/Learning-at-home-during-COVID-19-updated.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0191453719896382
https://doi.org/10.1177/0191453719896382
https://digitalcommons.wpi.edu/iqp-all/1700


Curriculum Perspectives 

Study. Australian Electoral Study. https:// austr alian elect ionst 
udy. org/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ The- 2022- Austr alian- Feder al- Elect 
ion- Resul ts- from- the- Austr alian- Elect ion- Study. pdf. Accessed 
29 Jan 2023.

Carter, D., & Hunter, J. (2023). Scary school stories: From zombie data 
to systems at war. AARE EduResearch Matters. https:// www. aare. 
edu. au/ blog/?p= 16415

Chinn, C. A., Barzilai, S., & Duncan, R. G. (2020). Education for 
a “post-truth” world: New directions for research and practice. 
Educational Researcher, 50(1), 51–60. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3102/ 
00131 89X20 940683

Commonwealth of Australia. (2022). Commonwealth Closing the Gap 
Annual Report 2022.

Compton, J., van der Linden, S., Cook, J., & Basol, M. (2021). Inocula-
tion theory in the post-truth era: Extant findings and new fron-
tiers for contested science, misinformation and conspiracy theo-
ries. Social and Personal Psychological Compass, 15, e12602. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ spc3. 12602

Consentino, G. (2020). Social media and the post-truth world order: 
The global dynamics of misinformation. Palgrave. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ 978-3- 030- 43005-4

Coper, E. (2022). Facts* and other lies. Allen and Unwin.
Cresswell, K. M., Worth, A., & Sheikh, A. (2010). Actor-network 

theory and its role in understanding the implementation of infor-
mation technology developments in healthcare. BMC Medical 
Informatics and Decision Making, 10, 67. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1186/ 1472- 6947- 10- 67

Cunningham, M., & Gibson, R. (2023). Rethinking curriculum: 
A pandemic opportunity for re-engagement with the arts? 
Curriculum Perspectives, 43, 3–12. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s41297- 022- 00170-y

d’Ancona, M. (2017). Post-truth: The new war on truth and how to 
fight back. Ebury Press.

Dahlgren, P. (2018). Media, knowledge and trust: The deepening epis-
temic crisis of democracy. Javnost – The Public, 25(1), 20–27. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13183 222. 2018. 14188 19

Deveci, I., & Seikkula-Leino, J. (2023). The link between entrepreneur-
ship and STEM education. In S. Kaya-Capocci & E. Peters-Bur-
ton (Eds.), Enhancing entrepreneurial mindsets through STEM 
education (pp. 3–23). Springer.

Dewey, J. (1916). Democracy and education: An introduction to the 
philosophy of education. The MacMillan Company.

Donohoo, J., & Katz, S. (2017). When teachers believe, students 
achieve. The Learning Professional, 38(6), 20–27.

Dunning, P. (2022). A profession under pressure: How squeezing teach-
ers punishes kids. In: Heggart, K., Kolber, S. (Eds.) Empowering 
teachers and democratising schooling. Springer. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ 978- 981- 19- 4464-2_2

Eacott, S. (2017). School leadership and the cult of the guru: The neo-
Taylorism of Hattie. School Leadership & Management, 37(4), 
413–426. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13632 434. 2017. 13274 28

Editors. (1988). Six minutes to midnight, Bulletin of the Atomic Scien-
tists, 3. https:// thebu lletin. org/ files/ 1988% 20Clo ck% 20Sta tement. 
pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Elhussein, G., Leopold, T., Silva, A., & Zahidi, S. (2023). Defining 
education 4.0: A taxonomy for the future of learning. World Eco-
nomic Forum. https:// www3. wefor um. org/ docs/ WEF_ Defin ing_ 
Educa tion_4. 0_ 2023. pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Erebus Consulting Group (2003) Evaluation of the discovering democ-
racy programme 2000–2003. A report to the Australian govern-
ment department of education science and training. DEST.

Farrokhnia, M., Banihashem, S. K., Noroozi, O., & Wals, A. (2023). 
A SWOT analysis of ChatGPT: Implications for educational 
practice and research. Innovations in Education and Teaching 
International. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 14703 297. 2023. 21958 46

Feinstein, N. W., & Waddington, D. I. (2020). Individual truth judg-
ments or purposeful, collective sensemaking? Rethinking sci-
ence education’s response to the post-truth era. Educational 
Psychologist, 55(3), 155–166. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00461 
520. 2020. 17801 30

Fernandez-Rio, J., Cecchini, J. A., Méndez-Gimenez, A., Mendez-
Alonso, D., & Prieto, J. A. (2017). Self-regulation, cooperative 
learning, and academic self-efficacy: Interactions to prevent 
school failure. Frontiers in Psychology, 8, 22. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
3389/ fpsyg. 2017. 00022

Fischer, F. (2020). Post-truth politics and climate denial: Further reflec-
tions. Critical Policy Studies, 14(1), 124–130. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1080/ 19460 171. 2020. 17348 46

Flanagan, F., Tattersall, A., Stears, M., Rogers, M. (2020). Protecting 
democracy during COVID-19.

Foroughi, H., Gabriel, Y., & Fotaki, M. (2019). Leadership in a post-
truth era: A new narrative disorder? Leaderhsip, 15(2), 135–151. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 17427 15019 835369

Foucault, M. (1977). Discipline and punish: The birth of the prison. 
Vintage Books.

Fray, L., Jaremus, F., Gore, J., & Harris, J. (2022). Schooling upheaval 
during COVID-19: Troubling consequences for students’ return 
to school. The Australian Educational Researcher. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s13384- 022- 00572-x

Fuller, S. (2020). A post-truth proactionary look at the pandemic. Post-
digital Science and Education, 2(3), 551–555. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s42438- 020- 00124-5

Gale, T., & Tranter, D. (2011). Social justice in Australian higher edu-
cation policy: An historical and conceptual account of student 
participation. Critical Studies in Education, 52(1), 29–46. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 17508 487. 2011. 536511

Gavin, M., & Stacey, M. (2023). Enacting autonomy reform in schools: 
The re-shaping of roles and relationships under Local Schools, 
Local Decisions. Journal of Educational Change, 24, 501–523. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10833- 022- 09455-5

Giroux, H. (1993). Paulo Friere and the politics of postcolonialism. In 
P. McLaren & P. Leonard (Eds.), Paulo Friere: A critical encoun-
ter (pp. 175–186). Routledge.

Gobby, B., & Niesche, R. (2019). Community empowerment? School 
autonomy, school boards and depoliticising governance. The Aus-
tralian Educational Researcher, 46, 565–582. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s13384- 019- 00303-9

Gonski, D., Arcus, T., Boston, K., Gould, V., Johnson, W., O’Brien, L., 
Perry, L., & Roberts, M. (2018). Through growth to achievement: 
Report of the review to achieve educational excellence in Austral-
ian schools. Department of Education and Training. Accessible 
online at: https:// www. dese. gov. au/ quali ty- schoo ls- packa ge/ resou 
rces/ throu gh- growth- achie vement- report- review- achie ve- educa 
tional- excel lence- austr alian- schoo ls. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Gore, J. (2023). Teaching degrees are set for a major overhaul, but 
this is not what the profession needs. The Conversation. https:// 
theco nvers ation. com/ teach ing- degre es- are- set- for-a- major- overh 
aul- but- this- is- not- what- the- profe ssion- needs- 209223. Accessed 
29 Jan 2023.

Goss, P. & Sonnemann, J. (2018). Measuring student progress: A 
state-by-state report card. Grattan Institute. https:// gratt an. edu. 
au/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2018/ 10/ Mappi ng_ Stude nt_ Progr ess. pdf. 
Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Grafton, R. Q., Colloff, M. J., Marshall, V., & Williams, J. (2020). 
Confronting a ‘post-truth water world’ in the Murray-Darling 
Basin. Australia Water Alternatives, 13(1), 1–28.

Green, W. (2019). Engaging “student as partners” in global learning: 
Some possibilities and provocations. Journal of Studies in Inter-
national Education, 23(1), 10–29. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 10283 
15318 814266

https://australianelectionstudy.org/wp-content/uploads/The-2022-Australian-Federal-Election-Results-from-the-Australian-Election-Study.pdf
https://australianelectionstudy.org/wp-content/uploads/The-2022-Australian-Federal-Election-Results-from-the-Australian-Election-Study.pdf
https://australianelectionstudy.org/wp-content/uploads/The-2022-Australian-Federal-Election-Results-from-the-Australian-Election-Study.pdf
https://www.aare.edu.au/blog/?p=16415
https://www.aare.edu.au/blog/?p=16415
https://doi.org/10.3102/0013189X20940683
https://doi.org/10.3102/0013189X20940683
https://doi.org/10.1111/spc3.12602
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-43005-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-43005-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/1472-6947-10-67
https://doi.org/10.1186/1472-6947-10-67
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-022-00170-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-022-00170-y
https://doi.org/10.1080/13183222.2018.1418819
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-4464-2_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-4464-2_2
https://doi.org/10.1080/13632434.2017.1327428
https://thebulletin.org/files/1988%20Clock%20Statement.pdf
https://thebulletin.org/files/1988%20Clock%20Statement.pdf
https://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_Defining_Education_4.0_2023.pdf
https://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_Defining_Education_4.0_2023.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/14703297.2023.2195846
https://doi.org/10.1080/00461520.2020.1780130
https://doi.org/10.1080/00461520.2020.1780130
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00022
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00022
https://doi.org/10.1080/19460171.2020.1734846
https://doi.org/10.1080/19460171.2020.1734846
https://doi.org/10.1177/1742715019835369
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-022-00572-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-022-00572-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42438-020-00124-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42438-020-00124-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/17508487.2011.536511
https://doi.org/10.1080/17508487.2011.536511
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10833-022-09455-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-019-00303-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-019-00303-9
https://www.dese.gov.au/quality-schools-package/resources/through-growth-achievement-report-review-achieve-educational-excellence-australian-schools
https://www.dese.gov.au/quality-schools-package/resources/through-growth-achievement-report-review-achieve-educational-excellence-australian-schools
https://www.dese.gov.au/quality-schools-package/resources/through-growth-achievement-report-review-achieve-educational-excellence-australian-schools
https://theconversation.com/teaching-degrees-are-set-for-a-major-overhaul-but-this-is-not-what-the-profession-needs-209223
https://theconversation.com/teaching-degrees-are-set-for-a-major-overhaul-but-this-is-not-what-the-profession-needs-209223
https://theconversation.com/teaching-degrees-are-set-for-a-major-overhaul-but-this-is-not-what-the-profession-needs-209223
https://grattan.edu.au/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Mapping_Student_Progress.pdf
https://grattan.edu.au/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Mapping_Student_Progress.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/1028315318814266
https://doi.org/10.1177/1028315318814266


 Curriculum Perspectives

Griffiths, A., Watkins, I., Chew, E., Gamage, S., & Johnston-Ander-
son, N. (2020). Local schools, local decisions final report. NSW 
Department of Education.

Groves, C. (2019). Post-truth and anthropogenic climate change: Ask-
ing the right questions. Wires Climate Change, 10, e620. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ wcc. 620

Gudonis, M. & Jones, B. T. (2020). History in a post-truth world: 
Theory and praxis. Routledge.

Habermas, J. (1983). Modernity: An incomplete project. In: Hal Fos-
ter (ed.) The anti-aesthetic: Essays on postmodern culture. Bay 
Press.

Harari, Y. N. (2018). 21 Lessons for the 21st Century. Vintage.
Harsin, J. (2018). Post-truth and critical communication studies. Com-

munication. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ acref ore/ 97801 90228 613. 
013. 757

Harsin, J. (2020). Toxic white masculinity, post-truth politics and the 
COVID-19 infodemic. European Journal of Cultural Studies, 
23(6), 1060–1068.

Hattie, J. (2009). Visible learning: A synthesis of over 800 meta-anal-
yses relating to achievement. Routledge.

Hattie, J. (2023). Visible learning: The sequel: A synthesis of over 
2,100 meta-analyses relating to achievement. Routledge.

Heggart, K., Arvanitakis, J., & Matthews, I. (2018). Civics and citizen-
ship education: What have we learned and what does it mean for 
the future of Australian democracy? Education. Citizenship and 
Social Justice, 14(2), 101–117. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 17461 
97918 763459

Henrekson, M., & Wennström, J. (2022). Dumbing down: The crisis 
of quality and equity in a once-great school system-and how to 
reverse the trend. Palgrave MacMillan. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
978-3- 030- 93429-3

Holloway, J., & Hedegaard, M. L. L. (2023). Democracy and teachers: 
The im/possibilities for pluralisation in evidence-based practice. 
Journal of Education Policy, 38(3), 432–451. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1080/ 02680 939. 2021. 20145 71

Holt, J. (2001). Discovering democracy in Australia. Prospects, 31, 
307–318. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF032 20073

Hugh Baxter, H. (2002).System and lifeworld in Habermas’s theory 
of law, 23 Cardozo Law Review, 473. https:// schol arship. law. bu. 
edu/ facul ty_ schol arship/ 549. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Iaria, M. (2012). New plan gives VIC schools more autonomy. AAP 
Bulletin Wire.

Innes, M. (2022). History curriculum: Literacies and democracy in 
NSW syllabuses. Curriculum Perspectives, 42, 13–25. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s41297- 021- 00153-5

Inter-agency Network for Education in Emergencies. (2023). Challeng-
ing the false dichotomy: An evidence synthesis. LEGO Foundation, 
Porticus, Jacobs Foundation, https:// inee. org/ resou rces/ chall eng-
ing- false- dicho tomy- evide nce- synth esis. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Jasanoff, S., & Simmet, H. R. (2017). No funeral bells: Public reason 
in a ‘post-truth’ age. Social Studies of Science, 47(5), 751–770. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 03063 12717 731936

Jensen, B., Weidmann, B., & Farmer, J. (2013). The myth of markets 
in school education. Grattan Institute.

Johnson, C. (2020). How Paul Keating transformed the economy and 
the nation. The Conversation. https:// theco nvers ation. com/ how- 
paul- keati ng- trans formed- the- econo my- and- the- nation- 131562

Jovanoski, A., & Sharlamanov, K. (2021). Jürgen Habermas and his 
contribution to the theory of deliberative democracy. American 
International Journal of Social Science Research, 7(1), 36–47.

Keddie, A. (2017). School autonomy reform and public education in 
Australia: Implications for social justice. The Australian Edu-
cational Researcher, 44, 373–390. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s13384- 017- 0243-x

Kennedy, K. J. (1992). School-based curriculum development as a 
policy option for the 1990s: An Australian perspective. Journal 
of Curriculum and Supervision, 7(2), 180–195.

Kennedy, K. (1997). Citizenship education and the modern state. Fal-
mouth Press.

Keyes, R. (2004). The post-truth era. St Martin’s Press.
Kubler, M., Johnstone, M., McLay, K., Clague, D. & Tomaszewski, W. 

(2021). Consultation report on proposed revisions to the Austral-
ian curriculum: Arts. Institute for Social Research.

Ladwig, J. G. (2018). CRITIQUE: On the limits to evidence-based 
learning of educational science. In: Hall, G.E., Quinn, L.F., & 
Gollnick, D.M. (Eds.) The Wiley Handbook of Teaching and 
Learning. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 97811 18955 901. ch27

Lamb, S., Maire, W., Walstab, A., Newman, G., Doecke, E., & Davies, 
M. (2018). Improving participation and success in VET for dis-
advantaged learners. Victoria University. https:// files. eric. ed. 
gov/ fullt ext/ ED581 698. pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Latour, B. (2004). Why has critique run out of steam? Critical Inquiry, 
30(2), 225–248. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1086/ 421123

Latour, B. (1993). We have never been modern (C. Porter, Trans.). 
Harvard University Press. 

Latour, B. (2020). Down to earth: politics and the new climate regime 
(C. Porter, Trans.). Polity Press.

Lewandowsky, S., Ecker, U. K. H., & Cook, J. (2017). Beyond misin-
formation: Understanding and coping with the “post-truth” era. 
Journal of Applied Research in Memory and Cognition, 6(4), 
353–369. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jarmac. 2017. 07. 008

Lilley, G. (2023). The demise of teacher expertise and agency by the 
“evidence-based discourse”. In: Heggart, K., Kolber, S. (Eds) 
Empowering teachers and democratising schooling. Springer. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978- 981- 19- 4464-2_2

Limna, P., Kraiwanit, T., Jangjarat, K., Klayklung, P., & Chock-
sathaporn, P. (2023). The use of ChatGPT in the digital era: 
Perspectives on chatbot implementation. Journal of Applied 
Learning and Teaching, 6(1), 64–74. https:// doi. org/ 10. 37074/ 
jalt. 2023.6. 1. 32

Lingard, B. (1991). Policy-making for Australian schooling: the new 
corporate federalism. Journal of Education Policy, 6(1), 85–90. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02680 93910 060106

Lingard, B. (2000). Federalism in schooling since the Karmel Report 
(1973), Schools in Australia: From modernist hope to postmod-
ernist performativity. The Australian Educational Researcher, 
27, 25–61. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF032 19720

Lloyd, J., & Hopkins, C. (2022). Community-led disaster recovery – 
Mallacoota, Victoria. Australian Journal of Emergency Manage-
ment, 37(4), 8–9.

Louden, B., Simons, M., Donovan, J., Peach, A., & West, R. (2023). 
Strong beginnings: Report on the teacher education expert panel. 
Australian Government.

Luke, A., Sefton-Green, J., Graham, P., Kellner, D., & Ladwig, J. 
(2018). Digital ethics, political economy, and the curriculum: 
This changes everything. In K. A. Mills, A. Smith, J. Z. Pandya, 
& A. Stornaiuolo (Eds.), Handbook of writing, literacies, and 
education in digital cultures (pp. 251–262). Routledge.

Mackey, T. P. (2019). Empowering metaliterate learners for the 
post-truth world. In. T.P. Mackey & T.E. Jacobson (Eds.), 
Metaliterate learning for the post-truth world (pp. 1–32). ALA 
Neal-Schuman.

Malcolm, D. (2021). Post-truth society? An Eliasian sociological analy-
sis of knowledge in the  21st century. Sociology, 55(6), 1063–
1079. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 00380 38521 994039

Malpas, J. (1992). Retrieving truth: Modernism, post-modernism and 
the problem of truth. Soundings: An Interdisciplinary Journal, 
75, 287–306.

https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.620
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.620
https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190228613.013.757
https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190228613.013.757
https://doi.org/10.1177/1746197918763459
https://doi.org/10.1177/1746197918763459
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-93429-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-93429-3
https://doi.org/10.1080/02680939.2021.2014571
https://doi.org/10.1080/02680939.2021.2014571
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03220073
https://scholarship.law.bu.edu/faculty_scholarship/549
https://scholarship.law.bu.edu/faculty_scholarship/549
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-021-00153-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-021-00153-5
https://inee.org/resources/challenging-false-dichotomy-evidence-synthesis
https://inee.org/resources/challenging-false-dichotomy-evidence-synthesis
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306312717731936
https://theconversation.com/how-paul-keating-transformed-the-economy-and-the-nation-131562
https://theconversation.com/how-paul-keating-transformed-the-economy-and-the-nation-131562
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-017-0243-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-017-0243-x
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118955901.ch27
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED581698.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED581698.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1086/421123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jarmac.2017.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-4464-2_2
https://doi.org/10.37074/jalt.2023.6.1.32
https://doi.org/10.37074/jalt.2023.6.1.32
https://doi.org/10.1080/0268093910060106
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03219720
https://doi.org/10.1177/0038038521994039


Curriculum Perspectives 

Marsh, C., & Harris, C. (2007). Curriculum frameworks: Who (or 
what) is framing whom? Curriculum and Teaching: An Interna-
tional Journal in Classroom Pedagogy, 22(2), 29–42.

Martin, J., Paulson, G., Skelton, E. & Yettica-Paulson, M. (2020). Deep 
collaboration. https:// platf ormc. org/ deepc ollab orati on. Accessed 
29 Jan 2023.

Mayes, E., & Holdsworth, R. (2020). Learning from contemporary 
student activism: Towards a curriculum of fervent concern and 
critical hope. Curriculum Perspectives, 40, 99–103. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s41297- 019- 00094-0

McIntyre, L. (2018). Post-truth. MIT Press.
Merga, M. K., Malpique, A., Mat Roni, S., Valcan, D., & Ledger, S. 

(2021). Teachers’ perceptions of the impact of COVID-19 on 
writing instruction in Australia. Issues in Educational Research, 
31(4), 1138–1155.

Mermin, N. (2008). Science wars revisited. Nature, 454, 276–277. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 45427 6a

Miller, A., Fray, L., & Gore, J. (2023). Was COVID-19 an unexpected 
catalyst for more equitable learning outcomes? A comparative 
analysis after two years of disrupted schooling in Australian pri-
mary schools. The Australian Educational Researcher. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s13384- 023- 00614-y

Milligan, S. K., Luo, R., Hassim, E., & Johnston, J. (2020). Future-
proofing students: What they need to know and how to assess and 
credential them. Melbourne Graduate School of Education, the 
University of Melbourne.

Munro, P., Heap, L., Harvey, K., Lambert, M., Tipping, K., & Ponton, 
J. (2013). Documenting the dimensions: An examination of the 
work, contextual complexity, and expectations of the roles of 
principals and deputy principals in Western Australian and pub-
lic schools. Australian Institute of Employment Rights. https:// 
www. aieri ghts. com. au/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2013/ 05/ FULL- 
REPORT_ SSTUWA_ Web. pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Nally, D. (2022). Theorising post-truth in the COVID era. Journal 
of Educational Change, 23, 277–289. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10833- 022- 09457-3

Navarre Cleary, M., & Breathnach, C. (2017). Competency-based edu-
cation as a force for equity. Competency-Based Education, 2, 
e01040. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ cbe2. 1040

Neuman, M. (2022). PISA data clusters reveal student and school ine-
quality that affects results. PLoS ONE, 17(5), e0267040. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ al. pone. 02670 40

New South Wales Department of Education. (2020). What Works Best. 
https:// educa tion. nsw. gov. au/ teach ing- and- learn ing/ curri culum/ 
liter acy- and- numer acy/ resou rces- for- schoo ls/ what- works- best#: 
~: text= best% 3A% 20EAL% 2FD- ,Intro ducti on,Class room% 
20man ageme nt% 2C% 20Wel lbeing% 20and% 20Col labor ation. 
Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Niesche, R., Eacott, S., Keddie, A., Gobby, B., MacDonald, K., & 
Wilkinson, J. (2021). Principals’ perceptions of school autonomy 
and educational leadership. Educational Management Admin-
istration and Leadership. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 17411 43221 
10341 74

NSW Government. (2023). NSW Government response to parliamen-
tary inquiry into teacher shortages. https:// www. parli ament. 
nsw. gov. au/ lcdocs/ inqui ries/ 2882/ Gover nment% 20res ponse% 
20- Teach er% 20sho rtages% 20in% 20New% 20Sou th% 20Wal es. 
pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

O’Donnell, J. (2022) Mapping social cohesion. Scanlon Institute. 
https:// scanl onins titute. org. au/ sites/ defau lt/ files/ 2022- 11/ MSC% 
202022_ Report. pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

O’Loughlin, M. (1997). Education for citizenship: Integrating knowl-
edge, imagination, and democratic dispositions. Forum of Educa-
tion, 52(2), 24–33.

O’Mahony, P. (2021). Habermas and the public sphere: Rethinking 
a key theoretical concept. European Journal of Social Theory, 
24(4), 485–506. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 13684 31020 983224

O’Sullivan, D. (2023). The voice isn’t apartheid or a veto over parlia-
ment – This misinformation is undermining democratic debate. 
The Conversation. https:// theco nvers ation. com/ the- voice- isnt- 
apart heid- or-a- veto- over- parli ament- this- misin forma tion- is- 
under mining- democ ratic- debate- 205474. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

OECD. (2023). Engaging young citizens: Civic education practices 
in the classroom and beyond, OECD Education Policy Perspec-
tives, No. 65, OECD Publishing, Paris, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1787/ 
21663 78c- en

Oliver, A. (2014). Are Australians disenchanted with democracy? 
Papers on Parliament No. 62.

Paterson, C., & Gavrin, M. (2022). Teaching for democracy. In: 
Heggart, K., Kolber, S. (Eds) Empowering teachers and 
democratising schooling. Springer. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
978- 981- 19- 4464-2_2

Perry, L. (2018). Educational inequality in Australia. In: CEDA, how 
unequal? Insights on inequality. CEDA. https:// events. ceda. com. 
au/ CEDA/ media/ Gener al/ Publi cation/ PDFs/ CEDA- How- unequ 
al- Insig hts- on- inequ ality- April- 2018- FINAL_ WEB. pdf# page= 
57. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Peters, M. A., & Besley, T. (2019). Citizen science and post-normal 
science in a post-truth era: Democratising knowledge; socialis-
ing responsibility. Educational Philosophy and Theory, 51(13), 
1293–1303. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00131 857. 2019. 15770 36

Peters, M. A. (2017). Education in a post-truth world. In: Peters, M.A., 
Rider, S., Hyvönen, M., Besley, T. (eds) Post-truth, fake news. 
Springer. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978- 981- 10- 8013-5_ 12

Pilcher, S., & Hurley, P. (2020). Skills for recovery: The vocational 
education system we need post-COVID-19. Victoria University.

Polesel, J. (2008). Democratising the curriculum or training the chil-
dren of the poor: School-based vocational training in Australia. 
Journal of Education Policy, 23(6), 615–632. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1080/ 02680 93080 20544 20

Polesel, J. (2010). Vocational education and training (VET) and young 
people: The pathway of the poor? Education + Training, 52(5), 
415–426. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1108/ 00400 91101 10583 52

Polesel, J., & Clarke, K. (2011). The marginalisation of VET in an 
Australian secondary school. Journal of Vocational Education 
& Training, 63(4), 525–538. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13636 820. 
2011. 580362

Polesel, J., Rice, S., & Dulfer, N. (2014). The impact of high-stakes 
testing on curriculum and pedagogy: A teacher perspective from 
Australia. Journal of Education Policy, 29(5), 640–657. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02680 939. 2013. 865082

Pomerantzev, P. (2019). This is not propaganda. Faber.
Pomerantzev, P., & Weiss, M. (2014). The menace of unreality: How 

the Kremlin weaponizes information, culture and money. Institute 
of Modern Russia.

Pomerantzev, P. (2016). Why we’re post fact. Granta.
Pond, P. (2020). Complexity, digital media and post-truth politics: A 

theory of interactive systems. Palgrave MacMillan.
Prasad, A. (2021). Anti-science misinformation and conspiracies: 

COVID-19, post- truth and science and technology studies (STS). 
Science, Technology and Society, 27(1), 88–112. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1177/ 09717 21821 10034 13

Raji, I. D., Smart, A. White, R., Mitchell, M., Gebru, T., Hutchinson, 
B., Smith-Loud, J., Theron, D., Barnes, P. (2020). Closing the 
accountability gap: Defining an end-to-end framework for inter-
nal algorithmic auditing. In Proceedings of the 2020 Confer-
ence on Fairness, Accountability, and Transparency (pp. 33–44). 
Association for Computing Machinery.

https://platformc.org/deepcollaboration
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-019-00094-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-019-00094-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/454276a
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-023-00614-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-023-00614-y
https://www.aierights.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/FULL-REPORT_SSTUWA_Web.pdf
https://www.aierights.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/FULL-REPORT_SSTUWA_Web.pdf
https://www.aierights.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/FULL-REPORT_SSTUWA_Web.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10833-022-09457-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10833-022-09457-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbe2.1040
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0267040
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0267040
https://education.nsw.gov.au/teaching-and-learning/curriculum/literacy-and-numeracy/resources-for-schools/what-works-best#:~:text=best%3A%20EAL%2FD-,Introduction,Classroom%20management%2C%20Wellbeing%20and%20Collaboration
https://education.nsw.gov.au/teaching-and-learning/curriculum/literacy-and-numeracy/resources-for-schools/what-works-best#:~:text=best%3A%20EAL%2FD-,Introduction,Classroom%20management%2C%20Wellbeing%20and%20Collaboration
https://education.nsw.gov.au/teaching-and-learning/curriculum/literacy-and-numeracy/resources-for-schools/what-works-best#:~:text=best%3A%20EAL%2FD-,Introduction,Classroom%20management%2C%20Wellbeing%20and%20Collaboration
https://education.nsw.gov.au/teaching-and-learning/curriculum/literacy-and-numeracy/resources-for-schools/what-works-best#:~:text=best%3A%20EAL%2FD-,Introduction,Classroom%20management%2C%20Wellbeing%20and%20Collaboration
https://doi.org/10.1177/17411432211034174
https://doi.org/10.1177/17411432211034174
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/inquiries/2882/Government%20response%20-Teacher%20shortages%20in%20New%20South%20Wales.pdf
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/inquiries/2882/Government%20response%20-Teacher%20shortages%20in%20New%20South%20Wales.pdf
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/inquiries/2882/Government%20response%20-Teacher%20shortages%20in%20New%20South%20Wales.pdf
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/inquiries/2882/Government%20response%20-Teacher%20shortages%20in%20New%20South%20Wales.pdf
https://scanloninstitute.org.au/sites/default/files/2022-11/MSC%202022_Report.pdf
https://scanloninstitute.org.au/sites/default/files/2022-11/MSC%202022_Report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368431020983224
https://theconversation.com/the-voice-isnt-apartheid-or-a-veto-over-parliament-this-misinformation-is-undermining-democratic-debate-205474
https://theconversation.com/the-voice-isnt-apartheid-or-a-veto-over-parliament-this-misinformation-is-undermining-democratic-debate-205474
https://theconversation.com/the-voice-isnt-apartheid-or-a-veto-over-parliament-this-misinformation-is-undermining-democratic-debate-205474
https://doi.org/10.1787/2166378c-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/2166378c-en
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-4464-2_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-4464-2_2
https://events.ceda.com.au/CEDA/media/General/Publication/PDFs/CEDA-How-unequal-Insights-on-inequality-April-2018-FINAL_WEB.pdf#page=57
https://events.ceda.com.au/CEDA/media/General/Publication/PDFs/CEDA-How-unequal-Insights-on-inequality-April-2018-FINAL_WEB.pdf#page=57
https://events.ceda.com.au/CEDA/media/General/Publication/PDFs/CEDA-How-unequal-Insights-on-inequality-April-2018-FINAL_WEB.pdf#page=57
https://events.ceda.com.au/CEDA/media/General/Publication/PDFs/CEDA-How-unequal-Insights-on-inequality-April-2018-FINAL_WEB.pdf#page=57
https://doi.org/10.1080/00131857.2019.1577036
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-10-8013-5_12
https://doi.org/10.1080/02680930802054420
https://doi.org/10.1080/02680930802054420
https://doi.org/10.1108/00400911011058352
https://doi.org/10.1080/13636820.2011.580362
https://doi.org/10.1080/13636820.2011.580362
https://doi.org/10.1080/02680939.2013.865082
https://doi.org/10.1080/02680939.2013.865082
https://doi.org/10.1177/09717218211003413
https://doi.org/10.1177/09717218211003413


 Curriculum Perspectives

Ramirez, A. (2020). Afflicted with the poison of post-truth: Duterte 
government should back claims of red-tagging with credible 
proof. The Organisation of World Peace. https:// theowp. org/ affli 
cted- with- the- poison- of- post- truth- duter te- gover nment- should- 
back- claims- of- red- taggi ng- with- credi ble- proof/. Accessed 29 
Jan 2023.

Reid, A. (2019). National curriculum: An Australian perspective. 
Curriculum Perspective, 39, 199–203. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s41297- 019- 00077-1

Reynolds, R., MacQueen, S., & Ferguson-Patrick, K. (2019). Educating 
for global citizenship: Australia as a case study. International 
Journal of Development Education and Global Learning, 11(1), 
103–119. https:// doi. org/ 10. 18546/ IJDEGL. 11.1. 07

Robert, S. (2022). Education ministers agree a new Australian cur-
riculum. Ministers of the Education, Skills and Employment 
Portfolio: Media Release. https:// minis ters. dese. gov. au/ robert/ 
educa tion- minis ters- agree- new- austr alian- curri culum. Accessed 
29 Jan 2023.

Roberts, P. (1996). Structure, direction and rigour in liberating educa-
tion. Oxford Review of Education, 22(3), 295–316. http:// www. 
jstor. org/ stable/ 10505 88. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Rogers, B. (2023). Building resilience not ramparts: Reimagining 
emergency management in the era of climatic disasters. Austral-
ian Journal of Emergency Management, 38(1), 18–20.

Sabet, N. (2022). Educational social enterprise and the wicked problem 
of creativity and literacy. Education and Urban Society. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 00131 24522 11105 54

Sahlberg, P., & Bower, J. (2015). For the love of learning: MYTH: You 
can do more with less. National Education Policy Center. https:// 
nepc. color ado. edu/ blog/ myth- you- can. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Sahlberg, P., & Goldfeld, S. (2023). If not now, then when is the right 
time to re-envisage what schools could be? AARE: EduResearch 
matters. https:// www. aare. edu. au/ blog/?p= 16748. Accessed 29 
Jan 2023.

Scarino, A. (2019). The Australian curriculum and its conceptual 
bases: A critical analysis. Curriculum Perspectives, 39, 59–65. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s41297- 019- 00066-4

Schiff, D. (2022). Education for AI, not AI for education: The role of 
education and ethics in national AI policy strategies. International 
Journal of Artificial Intelligence in Education, 32, 527–563.

Schindler, S. (2020). The task of critique in times of post-truth politics. 
Review of International Studies, 46(3), 376–394. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1017/ S0260 21052 00000 91

Schleicher, A. (2019). PISA 2018: Insights and interpretations. 
OECD. https:// www. oecd. org/ pisa/ PISA% 202018% 20Ins ights% 
20and% 20Int erpre tatio ns% 20FIN AL% 20PDF. pdf. Accessed 29 
Jan 2023.

Schmidt, T. (2021). Teacher as person: The need for an alternative 
conceptualisation of the ‘good’ teacher in Australia’s vocational 
education and training sector. Journal of Vocational Education 
& Training, 73(1), 148–165. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13636 820. 
2019. 16986 46

Seary, K., & Willans, J. (2020). Pastoral care and the caring teacher 
– Value adding to enabling education. Student Success, 11(1), 
12–21. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5204/ ssj. v11i1. 1456

Sharp, H., & Parkes, R. (2023). National identity in the history cur-
riculum in Australia: Educating for citizenship. In: Ting, H.M.H., 
Cajani, L. (eds) Negotiating ethnic diversity and national iden-
tity in history education. Palgrave Macmillan. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ 978-3- 031- 12535-5_8

Shiel, C. (2022). Widening fault lines: COVID-19’s effect on wealth 
inequality. Australian Institute of International Affairs. https:// 
www. inter natio nalaff airs. org. au/ austr alian outlo ok/ widen ing- 
fault- lines- covid- 19s- effect- on- wealth- inequ ality/. Accessed 29 
Jan 2023.

Sismodo, S. (2017). Post-truth? Social Studies of Science, 47(1), 3–6. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 03063 12717 692076

Skilbeck, M. (1980). Core curriculum for Australian schools: What 
it is and why we need one. Curriculum Development Centre, 
Canberra.

Smith, J., Guimond, F.-A., Bergeron, J., St-Amand, J., Fitzpatrick, C., 
& Gagnon, M. (2021). Changes in students’ achievement moti-
vation in the context of the COVID-19 pandemic: A function of 
extraversion/introversion? Education Sciences, 11(1), 30. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 3390/ educs ci110 10030

Spears, B. A., & Green, D. M. (2022). The challenges facing pastoral 
care in schools and universities due to the COVID-19 pandemic. 
Pastoral Care in Education, 40(3), 287–296. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1080/ 02643 944. 2022. 20939 61

Špecián, P. (2022). Epistemology and the pandemic: Lessons from an 
epistemic crisis. Social Epistemology, 36(2), 167–179. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02691 728. 2021. 20099 31

Stacey, M., McGrath-Champ, S., & Wilson, R. (2023). Teacher attri-
butions of workload increase in public sector schools: Reflec-
tions on change and policy development. Journal of Educational 
Change. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10833- 022- 09476-0

Stracke, C. M., Burgos, D., Santos-Hermosa, G., Bozkurt, A., Sharma, 
R. C., Cassafieres, C. S., dos Santos, A. I., Mason, J., Ossiannils-
son, E., Gon Shon, J., Wan, M., Agbu, J.-F., Farrow, R., Kara-
kaya, O., Nerantzi, C., Ramirez-Montoya, M., Conole, G., Cox, 
G., & Truong, V. (2022). Responding to the initial challenge of 
the COVID-19 pandemic: Analysis of international responses 
and impact in school and higher education. Sustainability, 14(3), 
1876. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ su140 31876

Strathdee, R. (2023). The new localism, social reproduction, and 
reform of school-based vocational education in the state of Vic-
toria, Australia. Journal of Vocational Education & Training. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13636 820. 2023. 21745 85

Sullivan, K., Perry, L. B., & McConney, A. (2013). How do school 
resources and academic performance differ across Australia’s 
rural, regional and metropolitan communities? The Australian 
Educational Researcher, 40, 353–372. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s13384- 013- 0100-5

Swain, N., Snow, P., Serry, T., Weadman, T., & Charles, E. (2023). 
What we want to say right now to Sahlberg and Goldfeld. AARE: 
EduResearch Matters. https:// www. aare. edu. au/ blog/?p= 16909. 
Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Tapsell, R. (2017). Post‐truth politics in Southeast Asia.  Inside 
Story. https:// insid estory. org. au/ post- truth- polit ics- in- south east- 
asia/. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Tesich, S. (1992). The Watergate syndrome: A government of lies. The 
Nation, 12–14.

Thomson, T. J., & Thomas, R. J. (2023). Ageism, sexism, classism 
and more: 7 examples of bias in AI-generated images. The Con-
versation. https:// theco nvers ation. com/ ageism- sexism- class ism- 
and- more-7- examp les- of- bias- in- ai- gener ated- images- 208748. 
Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Thomson, S. (2020). Australia: PISA Australia—Excellence and 
equity? In: Crato, N. (Eds) Improving a country’s education. 
Springer. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-3- 030- 59031-4_2

Thomson, S. (2021). Australia: PISA Australia—excellence and equity? 
Springer. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-3- 030- 59031-4

Thomson, S. (2022). What does PISA tell us about Australia’s school 
sectors? Teacher Magazine. https:// www. teach ermag azine. com/ 
au_ en/ artic les/ what- does- pisa- tell- us- about- austr alias- school- 
secto rs. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Tingle, L. (2012). Great expectations: Government, entitlement and an 
angry nation. Quarterly Essay 46. Black Inc. Books.

Tormey, S. (2016). The contemporary crisis of representative democ-
racy. Papers on Parliament No. 66. https:// www. aph. gov. au/ 

https://theowp.org/afflicted-with-the-poison-of-post-truth-duterte-government-should-back-claims-of-red-tagging-with-credible-proof/
https://theowp.org/afflicted-with-the-poison-of-post-truth-duterte-government-should-back-claims-of-red-tagging-with-credible-proof/
https://theowp.org/afflicted-with-the-poison-of-post-truth-duterte-government-should-back-claims-of-red-tagging-with-credible-proof/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-019-00077-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-019-00077-1
https://doi.org/10.18546/IJDEGL.11.1.07
https://ministers.dese.gov.au/robert/education-ministers-agree-new-australian-curriculum
https://ministers.dese.gov.au/robert/education-ministers-agree-new-australian-curriculum
http://www.jstor.org/stable/1050588
http://www.jstor.org/stable/1050588
https://doi.org/10.1177/00131245221110554
https://doi.org/10.1177/00131245221110554
https://nepc.colorado.edu/blog/myth-you-can
https://nepc.colorado.edu/blog/myth-you-can
https://www.aare.edu.au/blog/?p=16748
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41297-019-00066-4
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0260210520000091
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0260210520000091
https://www.oecd.org/pisa/PISA%202018%20Insights%20and%20Interpretations%20FINAL%20PDF.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/pisa/PISA%202018%20Insights%20and%20Interpretations%20FINAL%20PDF.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/13636820.2019.1698646
https://doi.org/10.1080/13636820.2019.1698646
https://doi.org/10.5204/ssj.v11i1.1456
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-12535-5_8
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-12535-5_8
https://www.internationalaffairs.org.au/australianoutlook/widening-fault-lines-covid-19s-effect-on-wealth-inequality/
https://www.internationalaffairs.org.au/australianoutlook/widening-fault-lines-covid-19s-effect-on-wealth-inequality/
https://www.internationalaffairs.org.au/australianoutlook/widening-fault-lines-covid-19s-effect-on-wealth-inequality/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306312717692076
https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci11010030
https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci11010030
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643944.2022.2093961
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643944.2022.2093961
https://doi.org/10.1080/02691728.2021.2009931
https://doi.org/10.1080/02691728.2021.2009931
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10833-022-09476-0
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14031876
https://doi.org/10.1080/13636820.2023.2174585
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-013-0100-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13384-013-0100-5
https://www.aare.edu.au/blog/?p=16909
https://insidestory.org.au/post-truth-politics-in-southeast-asia/
https://insidestory.org.au/post-truth-politics-in-southeast-asia/
https://theconversation.com/ageism-sexism-classism-and-more-7-examples-of-bias-in-ai-generated-images-208748
https://theconversation.com/ageism-sexism-classism-and-more-7-examples-of-bias-in-ai-generated-images-208748
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-59031-4_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-59031-4
https://www.teachermagazine.com/au_en/articles/what-does-pisa-tell-us-about-australias-school-sectors
https://www.teachermagazine.com/au_en/articles/what-does-pisa-tell-us-about-australias-school-sectors
https://www.teachermagazine.com/au_en/articles/what-does-pisa-tell-us-about-australias-school-sectors
https://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Senate/Powers_practice_n_procedures/pops/Papers_on_Parliament_66/The_Contemporary_Crisis_of_Representative_Democracy


Curriculum Perspectives 

About_ Parli ament/ Senate/ Powers_ pract ice_n_ proce dures/ pops/ 
Papers_ on_ Parli ament_ 66/ The_ Conte mpora ry_ Crisis_ of_ Repre 
senta tive_ Democ racy. Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Trimmer, K. (2013). Independent public schools: A move to increased 
autonomy and devolution of decision-making in Western Austral-
ian public schools. Childhood Education, 89(3), 178–184. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00094 056. 2013. 792703

Valladares, L. (2021). Post-truth and education. Science & Education, 
31, 1311–1337. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11191- 021- 00293-0

Victoria State Government. (2023). High impact teaching strategies. 
https:// www. educa tion. vic. gov. au/ Docum ents/ school/ teach ers/ 
suppo rt/ high- impact- teach ing- strat egies. pdf. Accessed 29 Jan 
2023.

Wallis, S. (2013). Living up to Garth Boomer: An early career teacher’s 
reflection. English in Australia, 48(3), 87–88.

Weiler, M., & Pearce, W. B. (1992). Introduction: The rhetorical anal-
ysis of the Reagan administration, In: Michael Weiler and W. 
Barnett Pearce (eds) Reagan and Public Discourse in America. 
University of Alabama Press.

Weldon, P. (2019). Changing priorities? The role of general capa-
bilities in the curriculum. Australian Council for Educational 
Research. https:// resea rch. acer. edu. au/ nswcu rricu lumre view/3. 
Accessed 29 Jan 2023.

Wescott, S. (2022). The post-truth tyrannies of an evidence-based 
hegemony. Education Policy Analysis Archives, 30(95). https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 14507/ epaa. 30. 6178

West, R. (2023). The profession that eats itself: Addressing teacher 
infighting. In: Heggart, K. & Kolber, S. (Eds), Empowering 
teachers and democratising schooling. Springer. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ 978- 981- 19- 4464-2_2

Whyte, K. (2021). Against crisis epistemology. In A. Moreton-Robin-
son, L. Tuhiwai-Smith, C. Andersen, & S. Larkin (Eds.), Hand-
book of critical Indigenous studies (pp. 52–64). Routledge.

Wright, K. (1991). Heating the global warming debate. New York 
Times, 24.

Yunkaporta, T., & McGinty, S. (2009). Reclaiming aboriginal knowl-
edge at the cultural interface. The Australian Educational 
Researcher, 36(2), 55–72.

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Senate/Powers_practice_n_procedures/pops/Papers_on_Parliament_66/The_Contemporary_Crisis_of_Representative_Democracy
https://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Senate/Powers_practice_n_procedures/pops/Papers_on_Parliament_66/The_Contemporary_Crisis_of_Representative_Democracy
https://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Senate/Powers_practice_n_procedures/pops/Papers_on_Parliament_66/The_Contemporary_Crisis_of_Representative_Democracy
https://doi.org/10.1080/00094056.2013.792703
https://doi.org/10.1080/00094056.2013.792703
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11191-021-00293-0
https://www.education.vic.gov.au/Documents/school/teachers/support/high-impact-teaching-strategies.pdf
https://www.education.vic.gov.au/Documents/school/teachers/support/high-impact-teaching-strategies.pdf
https://research.acer.edu.au/nswcurriculumreview/3
https://doi.org/10.14507/epaa.30.6178
https://doi.org/10.14507/epaa.30.6178
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-4464-2_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-4464-2_2

	A democratic curriculum for the challenges of post-truth
	Abstract
	What must a democratic curriculum respond to?
	Prosperity, progress and the problem of uncomfortable truths
	How well does a post-truth diagnosis stand up?
	The stories we tell: hegemonic policy structures and post-truth
	Shifting from ‘what can I actually do?’ to ‘what is next?’
	How might a democratic curriculum look for Australian schools?
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements 
	References


