VII. ACHIEVEMENT OF THE THREE-YEAR HIROSHIMA
PROJECT

Viewpoint and Mcthod of Developing Curriculums
for Cross—Cultural Understanding Education

1. Review of the Three-Year Research

Hiroshima University Association of International Understanding Education has
cunducted "Research on Curriculum Development for Understanding of American Society and
Culturc" as a three—year project from 1993 till 1995.

The purpose of this rescarch is; (a) to study American socicty and culturc with
cooperation of local partners; (b) to develop teaching materials for mutual understanding of
American and Japanese socictics and cultures; and (c) to establish a human network between
American and Japanese teachers, through field-studics and workshops in the U.S. carricd out
by social studies and English teachers of clementary, junior and senior high school in the five
prefecturcs of Chugoku Arca. By doing this, we have eventually aimed to find new
viewpoints and methods to develop a curriculum for cross—cultural understanding cducation,
which is the main concern of international understanding education.

The helow is the list of the reseach organizations, research thcmes and developed
materials of the three—year Hiroshima Project.

(1) Rescarch Organization of the Hiroshima Project

<1> The First Year (1993)
—— Program Director
Prof. Yasushi MIZOUE, Prof.of Social Studies Education, Faculty of School
Education, Hiroshima University
—— Collaborators (Japan)
Prof. Toshiaki OZASA, Prof. of English Education, Faculty of School Education,
Hiroshima University
Dr. Shuichi NAKAYAMA, Ass. Prof. of Geography, Faculty of Education, Hiroshima
University
Mr. Tomoyuki KOBARA, Ass. Prof. of Social Studics Education, Faculty of School
Education, Hiroshima University
—— Team A
Mr. Makoto TOMIMURA, Teacher of Social Studics, Shinonome Elementary School,
Attached Hiroshima University
Mr. Hidenori SHONO, Teacher of Social Studies, Honkawa Elementary School,
Hiroshima City
Mr. Goto TAJARI, Teacher of English, Noba Junior High School, Shimane Prefecture
Dr. John SWOPE, Associate Dean, School of Education, East Carolina University
Dr. Rebecca BRENT, Department of Elementary and Middle Grades, School of
Education, East Carolina University
Dr. Cynthia RODGERS, Teacher of Resource Specialist, Social Studies, Minncsota
—— Team B
Mr. Kazuhiko MATSUDA, Teacher of Social Studics, Sciwa Junior High School,
Hiroshima City
Mr. Minoru TONOGAUCHI, Teacher of Social Studies, Ochiai Junior High School,
Hiroshima City



Ms. Mariko SHIRAISHI, Teacher of English, Fujikawa Junior High School, Hiroshima
City

Dr. Donald SPENCE, Assistant Director, International Programs, East Carolina
University
Dr. Greg HASTINGS, Division of Continuing Education, East Carolina University
Ms. Kristin SONGUIST, Elementary Teacher, Minneapolis Schools
— Team C
Mr. Yujiro OJIMA, Teacher of Social Studies, Shinonome Junior High School,
Attached Hiroshima University
Mr. Shigeki IMAFUKU, Teacher of Social Studies, Junior High School, Attached
Okayama University
Ms. Ric HIGASHIOKA, Teacher of English, Kameyama Junior High School,
Hiroshima City
Dr. H.C. HUDGINS, Department of Educational Leadership, School of Education, East
Carolina University
Dr. Ed BELL, Department of Educational Leadership, School of Education, East
Carolina University
Dr. Kitty ENLOE, Junior High/Elementary Teacher, Minneapolis
-~ Team D
Mr. [zumi TANAKA, Teacher of World History, High School, Attached Hiroshima
University
Mr. Yuichiro NEHIRA, Teacher of Social Studies, Shotoku Junmior High School,
Tottori Prefecture
Mr. Hideshi TAKAIE, Teacher of English, Asahi High School, Okayama Prefecture
Dr. Betty LEVEY, Acting Chair, Department of Elementary and Middle Grades,
School of Education, East Carolina University
Dr. Charles COBLE, Dean, School of Education, East Carolina University
Dr. Walter ENLOE, Assistant to Dircctor, Institute of International Studies, University
of Minnesota
—— Team E
Mr. Fumio WADA, Teacher of Geography, Akifuku High School, Hiroshima
Prefecture
Mr. Hideaki YAMAMOTO, Teacher of Social Studies, Hori Junior High School,
Yamaguchi Prefecture
Mr. Seiji FUKAZAWA, Ass. Prof. of English Education, Faculty of School Education,
Hiroshima University
Dr. Dianna HENSHAW, Dircctor, Division of Continuing Education, East Carolina
University _
Dr. Patricia CAMBELL, Department of Elementary and Middle Grades, School of
Education, East Carolina University
Dr. Dale ERICKSON, High School Math Teacher, Ridcvood Falls

<2> The Second Year (1994)
—— Program Director
Prof. Yasushi MIZOUE, Prof. of Social Studics Education, Faculty of School
Education, Hiroshima University
—— Collaborators
Prof. Toshiaki OZASA, Prof. of English Education, Faculty of School Education,
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Hiroshima University
Dr. Shuichi NAKAYAMA, Prof. of Geography, Faculty of Education, Hiroshima
University

Mr. Tomoyuki KOBARA, Ass. Prof. of Social Studies Education, Faculty of School
Education, Hiroshima University
Mr. Sciji FUKAZAWA, Ass. Prof. of English Education, Faculty of School Education,
Hiroshima University
-— Team A
Mr. Kazuhito IKUTA, Head Teacher, Higashisaijo Elementary School, Hiroshima
University
Mr. Tsuyoshi TUMORI, Teacher of Social Studies, Takamigaoka Elcmentary School,
Hiroshima Prefecture
Mr. Junzo ODAHARA, Teacher of English, Scnogawa Junior High School, Hiroshima
City
Dr. Greg HASTINGS, Division of Continuing Education, East Carolina University
Mr. Paul SHURBURNE, Exccutive Director, Japan-America Society of Minnesota
—- Team B
Mr. Atushi ASAKURA, Teacher of Social Studies, Mihara Attached Elementary school
of Hiroshima University
Mr. Masaki Suzuki, Teacher of Social Studies, Johoku Elementary School, Shimane
Prefecturc
Ms. Kazumi TAKAHASHI, Teacher of English, Matsuc—Daini Junior High School,
Shimane Prefecture
Dr. Henry A. PEEL, Department of Educational Leadership, School of Education, East
Carolina University
Mr. Bob ERICKSON, Director, Global Studics Resource Center, Minnesota
—— Team C
Ms. Yasuko YAMATSU, Teacher of Social Studies, Inokuchidai Junior High School,
Hiroshima City
Mr. Yoshiaki KAGIMOTO, Teacher of Social Studies, Kurashiki-Minami Junior High
School, Okayama Prefecture
Mr. Satoshi KAJIWARA, Teacher of English, Attached Junior High School of
Okayama University
Dr. Donald SPENCE, Assistant Director, International Programs, East Carolina
University
Mr. Dale ERICKSON, Teacher and School Leader, Redwood Valley High School,
Minnesota
—— Team D
Mr. Noriyuki KAJL, Teacher of Social Studies, Asa Junior High School, Hiroshima
City
Mr. Yoshiomi ISHIMARU, Teacher of Social Studies, Tonomi Junior High School,
Yamaguchi Prefecture
Mr. Takuya NOMURA, Teacher of English, Ube High School, Yamaguchi Prefecture
Dr. Edwin BELL, Department of Educational Leadership, School of Education, East
Carolina University |
Ms. Kristin SONGUIST, Primary Teacher, Downtown Open School, Minneapolis, and
Teaching Fellow, Camegic Foundation
—— Team E



Mr. Hiroaki MASUI, Teacher of Social Studies, Inokuchi High School, Hiroshima
Prefecture

Mr. Takashi MATSUBARA, Teacher of Social Studies, Hino Junior High School,
Tottori Prefecture

Mr. Hiroyuki KAGEYAMA, Teacher of English, Sakai Fisheries High School, Tottor
Prefecture

Dr. H.C. HUDGINS, Department of Educational Leadership, School of Education, East
Carolina University

Ms. Kitty ENLOE, Learning Disabilities Teacher, Pilgrim Lane School, Minneapolis

—— Team F

Mr. Makoto TOMIMURA, Teacher of Social Studies, Attached Shinonome Elementary
School of Hiroshima University

Mr. Izumi TANAKA, Teacher of Social Studies, Attached High School of Hiroshima
University

Mr. Hideshi TAKAIE, Teacher of English, Asahi High School, Okayama Prefecture

Dr. Patricia CAMPBELL, Department of Elementary and Middle Grades, School of
Education, East Carolina University

Mr. Roger WANGEN, Social Studies Specialist, Director, International Education,
Minncsota Department of Education

<3> The Third Year (1995)
-= Program Dircctor
Prof. Yasushi MIZOUE, Prof. of Social Studics Education, Faculty of School
Education, Hiroshima University (till March 31)
Prof. Toshiaki OZASA, Prof. of English Education, Faculty of School Education,
Hiroshima University (from April 1)
—- Collahorators (Japan)
Dr. Shuichi NAKAYAMA, Prof. of Geography, Faculty of Education, Hiroshima
University
Mr. Tomoyuki KOBARA, Ass. Prof. of Social Studies Education, Faculty of School
Education, Hiroshima University
Mr. Seiji FUKAZAWA, Ass. Prof. of English Education, Faculty of School Education,
Hiroshima University
—— Team A
Mr. Masanori TAKECHI, Head Teacher, Senda Elementary School, Hiroshima City
Mr. Hideo NAKAMORI, Teacher of Social Studies, Saijo Junior High School,
Hiroshima Prefecture
Ms. Miyoko HARA, Teacher of English, Joyama Junior High School, Hiroshima City
Mr. Roger Wangen, Director, Social Studies, Department of Education
Dr. H. C. HUDGINS, Professor, Department of Educational Leadership, School of
Education, East Carolina University
Dr. John SWOPE, Associate Dean, School of Education, East Carolina University
—= Team B
Ms. Kimiko YOSHIURA, Tecacher of Social Studies, Shinonome Elementary School,
Attached Hiroshima University
Ms. Reiko ARAIKAWA, Teacher of Social Studiecs, Okami Elementary School,
Shimane Prefecture
Mr. Yuji NAGATA, Teacher of English, Daiwa Junior High School, Shimane
Prefecture



Ms. Katic MCDONALD, Teacher, Hill Murray High School
Dr. Greg HASTINGS, Division of Continuing Education, East Carolina University
—— Team C

Mr. Tsuyoshi UENOSONO, Teacher of Social Studics, Shinonome Elementary School,
Attached Hiroshima University

Mr. Jun HIRATA, Teacher of Social Studies, Arifukuonsen Elementary School,
Shimane Prefecture

Ms. Yoko YAMASAKI, Teacher of English, Mihara Junior High School, Aftached
Hiroshima University

Mr. Dale ERICKSON, High School Teacher, Redwood Valley High School

Dr. Donald SPENCE, Assistant Director, Intermational Programs, East Carolina
University

Dr. Helen PARKE, Scicnce Education, East Carolina University

—— Team D
Mr. Nobuyoshi MORI, Teacher of Social Studics, Ujina Junior High School,

Hiroshima City

Mr. Kyoshin SAITO, Teacher of Social Studics, Toyotanishi Junior High School,
Yamaguchi Prefecture

Mr. Masakazu KURIBAYASHI, Teacher of English, Saikyo High School, Yamaguchi
Prefecture

Ms. Kristin SONQUIST, Primary, Downtown Open School

Dr. Archie SMITH, Sociology, East Carolina University

—— Team E

Mr. Seiichi YASUI, Teacher of Social Studics, Mihara Junior High School,
Attached Hiroshima University

Mr. Hirofumi TAKAISHI, Teacher of Social Studies, Shotoku Junior High School,
Tottori Prefecture

Mr. Akira USHIRO, Teacher of English, Gotogaoka Junior High School, Tottori
Prefecturc

Ms. Elizabeth SIMMER, Owner, Mini Communications

Dr. Edwin BELL, Educational Leadershio, East Carolina University

—— Team F

Mr. Takamasa OTSUKI, Teaching Consultant of Social Studies, Okayama Education
Center, Okayama Prefecturc

Mr. Takayuki NOMURA, Teacher of Social Studies, Kuchita Junior High School,
Hiroshima City

Mr. Konosuke ONISHI, Teacher of English, Kasaoka Commercial High School,
Okayama Prefecturc

Ms. Kitty ENLOE, Learning Disabilities Teacher, Pilgrim Lane School

Dr. Henry PEEL, Associate Dean, School of Education, East Carolina University

Dr. Donald SPENCE, Assistant Director, International Programs, East Carolina
University

(2) Field-Study of the Hiroshima Project

<1> The First Year (1993)

- Studied Cities: New York - Greenville (NC) - Washington D.C. — Minneapolis
—— Viewpoint: Comparison of Japanese and Amcrican Lifestyles

—— Characteristics: Problem—-finding-stylc research
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—~= The Rescarch 1993
Team A: "Life of Elementary School Students in USA and Japan"

Team B: "Life of Junior High School Students in USA"

Team C: "American Ideas in Child-Rearing: A Comparative Study”
Team D: "Community Life in USA"

Team E: "Life of Farmers in North Carolina”

<2> The Sccond Year (1994)
—— Studied Cities:  Greenville (NC) — Washington D.C. — Minncapolis
—- Viewpoint: Comparison of Japanese and American Historical Tradition
—~ Characteristics: Hypothesis—testing—style research
—— The Research 1994
Team A: "Comparison of National Sports between the USA and Japan"
Team B: "American Lifestyle: A Comparative Study Life Style Revealed through the
Use of Electrical Appliances and my Summer Vacation”
Team C: "Comparative Study: After-School Life of Junior High School Students
between USA and Japan”
Team D: "America as a Multi—cultural Society”
Team E: "A Comparison of American and Japanese High School Students' Lifec During
Summer Vacation”
Team F: "Cross—Cultural Communication Through Comparison of Food Culture”

<3> The Third Year (1995)
—- Studied Cities:  Minneapolis — Washington D.C. - Greenville (NC)
—— Viewpoint: Comparison of Japancse and American Attempts to solve problems
—— Characteristics: Problem-solution—style research
—— The Research 1995
Team A: Comparison of Recycling between the U.5.A. and Japan
Tecam B: Let's Play Games Done by American and Japanese Children
Team C: The Cycle of Water and People's Life: Water-Friendly Ways of Lifc in
U.S.A and Japan
Team D: Education for the Prevention of Juvenile Delinguency: Focus upon Education
for No Smoking in America
Team E: Real International Understanding Supporting 'Peace’
Team F: Search for Comfortable City Life: Through Comparison of Japanese and
American Cities

(3) Material Development of the Hiroshima Project

<1> The First Year (1993)
—— Focus: Lifestyle
—— The Material Development 1993
Team A: "Let's Comparc! American Students' Lives and Japanese Students' Lives”
Team B: "Comparison of Junior High School Life between USA and Japan"
Team C: "American Ideas on Child-rearing: A Comparative Study”
Team D: "Volunteer Activities in Greenville, N.C."
Team E: "Agriculture in North Carolina: Large Scale Farm and Family-run Farm"
"Large Scale Agriculture in USA: A Comparison with Japanese Agriculture”
"American's Diet and New Trend in Agriculture”
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<2> The Second Year (1994)
-- Focus: Historical tradition
~= The Material Development 1994
Team A: "Let's Understand Each Other through Baseball and Sumo”
Team B: "The Homestay Experiences of Laurcn, Shannon and Harrison:
My Homestay in Japan”
Team C: "Comparative Study: After—School Life of Jumior High School Students
between USA and Japan”
Team D: "America as a Multi—cultural Society”
Team E: "Quiz: Summer Vacation of High School Students in U.S.A."
Team F: "Food Culture in U.S.A. and Japan”

<3> The Third Year (1993)
—— Focus: Attempts to solve problems
—— The Material Development 1995
Team A: Recycling Now
Teamn B: Let's Play Games Done by American and Japanese Children
Team C: A Journey of Mizuki and Walter to Water World
Team D: We Want to Be Smart Adults: Clues to Prevent Juvenile Delinquency
Team E: Let's Think about Peace!
Team F: Search for Comfortable City Life: Through Comparison of Japanesc and
American Cities

2. Viewpoint and Method of the Curriculum Development
for Cross—Cultural Understanding Education

We would like to consider the obljectives, contents and methods for cross—cultural
understanding education, and the viewpoints and methods of the curriculum development,
based upon the achicvement of the three-year Hiroshima Project conducted under the theme
of "Rescarch on Curriculum Development for Understanding of American Society and
Culture".

(1) Objectives, Contents and Mcthods of Cross—Cultural Understanding Education

<1> Objectives of Cross—Cultural Understanding Education

—— Knowledge and Attitude —-

In the age of life—long education, school education is required to develop children’s
basic attitudes to actively cope with the progression of the internationalized socicty. In other
words, international understanding education has become the key term in school education.
The main concern of international understanding education, though it includes peace
education, human right education, developmental education, multi-cultural education, global
education, environmental education, international cducation, communication education, cte.,
seems to be cross—cultural understanding education.

The Hiroshima Project has also dealt with cross—cultural understanding education, as
its theme represents. [t may be possible to define the objectives of cross—cultural
understanding education as that of knowledge and attitude formation as below.

-- Knowledge Formation
[1] Knowledge and skill to recognize the characteristics and backgrounds of the
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socictics and cultures of other countries or races

[2] Knowledge and skill to recognize the characteristics and backgrounds of the society
and culture of one's own country

[3] Knowledge and skill to solve crucial problems facing human beings such as
environmental problems and nuclear threat

—— Attitude Formation
[1] Interest and willingness concemning socicty and cultures of one's own or other
countrics and races
[2] Attitude to mutually understand and respect societic and cultures of one's own and
other countries and races
[3] Practical skill to make decision about the solution of various social problems
arising as internationalization proceeds

<2> Contents of Cross-Cultural Understanding Education —— Dual Approach —-

Two approaches will be necassary to achieve the objectives of cross—cultural
understanding education, namely, "cultural understanding approach" and "problem solution
approach”.

"Cultural understanding approach" is the learning of the contcnts concerning
understanding different or other cultures. This consists of discovering differences (uniqueness
or charactcristics) and similarities (cultural universality) by comparing one’s own and other
cultures and lifestyles; finding the causes of the differences by investigating their cultural,
geographycal, historical and social backgrounds; finding cultural universality through the
similarities of lifestyles between onc's own and other countries or races; and making
judgement as to what the good point of each culture is and how to mutually understand.

On the other hand, "problem solution approach” deals with the crucial problems
awaiting solutions at the global level, including environmental problem, multi—cultural and
multi-racial problem, North-South conflict, over-population, food shortage, and
resource/energy problem. We need to consider; "What are the problems?"; "What caused
those problems?"; "What are being done as a solution?”; "How better can we solve the
problems?"

<3> Mecthods of Cross—Cultural Understanding Education —— Rescarch ——

It is considered highly effective to adopt "research activity” by studenis as a method
to learn the above stated two contents of cross—cultural understanding education. Students
will be able to encounter intellectual gquestions (whys) and practical questions (what to do,
how better to do) by interacting with the materials through concrete learning activities and
experiences. Discovery of questions or problems leads to consideration or decision making
to solve them. They will learn different culture by themsclves in this process of problem-—
finding and consideration/decision—making.

This learning process of cross—cultural understanding may also be termed as "a process
of researching different cultures by students”.

(2) Viewpoints of Curriculum Development for Cross—Cultural Understanding Education
<1> Contents of Cross—Cultural Understanding
The first viewpoint of curriculum development is to identify the contents of cross—

cultural understanding, in other words, "what to understand in cross—cultural understanding”.
The Hiroshima Project has defined the following five basic contents of cross—cultural
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understanding under the notion that understanding other cultures is understanding human
beings.
(a) To understand the attempt to solve problems by human beings (individuals, groups,
organizations)
(b) To understand social or cultural uniqueness and characteristics represented by
human problem solution
(c) To understand the identity underlying the uniqueness or characteristics
(d) To understand the core of human relationships underlying social or cultural identity
(what comprises human relationships)
(¢) To re-discover the social or cultural identity of Japan, and the core of Japanese
human relationships through understanding the above four points

<2> Methods of Cross—Cultural Understanding

—— Three "Questions" and "Activities” —-

The second viewpoint of curriculum development is to identify the methods of cross—
cultural understanding, in other words, "how to understand other cultures”. That is to
establish basic "questions” and "activities” for cross—cultural understanding. The Hiroshima
Project has identified the following three "questions” and "activities” for the learning of the
two approaches for cross—cultural understanding, namely, "cultural understanding approach”
and "problem solution approach”.

Question Activity Content of Activity

How? Description  To ask "How?" questions about the issue and present its
process and characteristics elicited from documents.

Why? Explanation To ask "Why?" questions about the issuc and explain it
by gucssing its purposc—method, condition—result and
cause—effort rclationships

What to do? Decision— To ask "What and how to do" for problem solution, and
How to do? making determine the most rational method to achicve the goal

The first and second year project developed materials with "cultural understanding
approach” that attempted to enhance cultural understanding through comparing Japanese and
American lifestyles and historical traditions, where the following "questions" and "activities”
were emphasized.

(a) To describe the similaritics and differences of lifestyles and historical traditions

("What arc the similaritics?" "What are the differences?”)

(b) To cxplain the background, reason, condition and cause underlying the similaritics
and differcnces ("How come those differences arise?" "How come those
similarities exist?")

(c) To make decision about mutual understanding ("What are the good points of each
other's lyfestyle and historical tradition?” "How should we understand each
other?")

The third vear project developed materials with "problem solution approach” to
encourage students to find solutions through comparing Japanase and American attempts to
solve problems, where the following questions and activities were emphasized.

(a) To discover similaritics and differences of problems and attempts to solve problems
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("What are the differences and similarities?")
(b) To analyzc the background, reason, condition and cause underlying the similanties
and differences ("Why do those similarities and differences exist?")
(c) To make decisions about problem solution (How best 1o solve the problem?)

<3> Viewpoint of Material Research and Development

The third viewpoint of curriculum development is to identify the viewpoint of material
research and development for cross—cultural understanding. The Hiroshima Project has
established five places of human social life (school, family, community, workplace and
state/nation), and two aspects of cross—cultural understanding ("cultural understanding” and
"oroblem solution"). The following chart shows the location of each material developed by
the Hiroshima Project within the framework of the above two viewpoints for curriculum

development.
School Family Commumty Workplace | State/Nation
Cultural | Lifestyle I ot EDI‘I'E[I}IH.H;‘! American "Agriculture in North
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"Comparison "“The Home- | _,
of Junior stay "l.arge Scale Agriculture
High School [ixpericnees in LISA”"
l.ife between | of Lauwren, *
USA and Shannon and
Japan” Harrnson™
"Comparative Study: Aflter-School Life of rizood Cal
Junior High School Students between USA | ﬂUSﬂ - 13"3'
and Japan” in L ab
Japan
"Quiz: Summer Vacation of High School Students in 15A"
| historical Hﬂmfﬁ!ra" "Volunleer Activities in "let’s
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Child—reanng Each Other
"America as a Multi-cultural through
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(3) Method of Curriculum Development for Cross—Cultural Understanding Education

<1> Material Structure

Considering the objectives, contents and methods of cross—cultural understanding
education, and the viewpoints of curriculum development, how should we develop materials?

The first question on curriculum development is that of material structure, or in other
words, what contents to teach through what materials.

Material structure for cross—cultural understanding education needs to integrate
learning contents (achievement objectives) that will be learned by students. Below is a
possible structure model of learning contents that integrates the four learning aspects in the
teaching digest; "interest, willingness and attitude”, "thinking and decision-making", "skill,
expression”, and "knowledge and comprehension”: and three activities for cross—cultural
understanding; "description", "explanation”, and "decision—making".

Matter Descriptive Explanatory Decision-Making
(Material] Knowledge Knowledge (Interest, Willing—
(Knowledge) |(Comprehension)| ness, Attitude)

Data Cultural Factors to Solution to
(Infor— characteristics define cultural | cultural friction
: and attempts to | characteristics and problems
Method mation) colve blems g bl
Objective problems and problems
Interest |sgLin — o

Willing- |Expression| »what are the similarities and
At:;: " differences in cultures and attempts
ude to solve problems?” (Description]

- e

“Why do those similarities and
differences occur?”
(Explanation)
Decision— : I — S S — e
making

"How can we mutually understand cultures?”
"How can we solve the problems?”
(Decision—-malking)

In order to acquire these learning contents, it is necessary to develop such materials
as to contain concrete examples that promote mutual understanding of lifestyles, historical
traditions, and attempts to solve problems, in social lives such as school, family, community,
workplace, and state/nation. In addition, thosc materials arc expected to cause students to ask
"why" and "how" questions, and to expericnce "activities” to answer them. In other words,
we need to develop materials of creative "encounter and discovery”.

The following is the conditions for materials of creative "encounter and discovery” and
the corresponding materials developed by the Hiroshima Project.

Condition (a): Closcly related to the students' daily lives as to raise their interests
Materials —- "Difference of Elementary School Life”
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"Difference of Junior-High Students' After School Life”
"Difference of High School Students' Summer Vacation”
"Difference of Children's Play"
Condition (b): Controversial Issues
Materials —— "Recycling"
"Non-Smoking Education”
"Peace Awareness”
"Comfortable City Life"
Condition (c): To raise intellectual curiousity that cannot be explained by the existing
knowledges and expericnces
Materials —— "American Diet and Agriculture”
"Sumo and Baseball as National Sports”
"Exciting Homestay Experiences”
Condition (d): Comparative studies
Materials —— "Comparison of Junior-High School Rules”
"Comparison of Child Rearing”
"Comparison of Annual Events"
"Comparison of Agriculture”
Condition (e): To promote empirical and operational learning activities
Materials —— "Food Culture”
"Volunteer Work"
"Environmentally Friendly Water Use”

<2> Organization of Learning Process

The second question of curriculum development is how to organize the learning
process through which learning contents arc acquired.

The following chart a possible organization of learning process through which students
"rescarch” the materials for cross—cultural understanding.

[Learning Process as Students' "Research"]

Introduction Development Conclusion
(Discovery) (Investigation) (Expression)

(a) Encounter with (a) Research materials (a) General expression
materials (h) Presentation of activity

(b) Discover learning research results (Making report,
questions (¢) Answer learning brochure, news-

(c) Compose investiga— questions paper, and
ting questions and #® Explain intellectual presentation)
discuss learning questions (b) Self-evaluation,

methods
(d) Make learning plans

# Decision-making on
practical questions

Mutual evaluation
(c) Discover new
questions




At the introduction stage, students cncounter the materials so that they may discover
their own learning guestions. In addition, they compose investigating questions to solve the
problems, discuss their learning methods, and make their learning plans.

At the development stage, students implement the rescarch on the investigating
questions and make a prescntation on the rescarch results. Then, they answer the intellectual
questions of "why", and practical questions of "how" or "how better”.

At the conclusion stage, students sum up the learning achivements through general
expression activities such as writing reports, brochures and newspapers, as well as scli—
evaluate or mutually evaluate their works, through which new questions are to be discovered.

(Tomoyuki KOBARA, responsible for the wording)



EDITOR'S POSTSCRIPT

Hiroshima University Association of International Understanding Education has been
conducting a three—year plan starting in January of 1993, titled "Research on Curriculum
Development for Understanding American Society and Culture". This issue is a report on the
research results of the third project implemented in 1994, This report is edited in Japanese
and English.

The present research report includes the outline of the project in 1995, the rescarch
content in 1995, the material development in 1995, the research evaluation in 1995, the
research summary with future tasks, and besides the viewpoints and methods of curriculum
development for different culture understanding cducation. This report features materials for
mutual understanding of American and Japanese cultures developed by classroom teachers
from the five prefectures in Chugoku Area, who actively participated in the field-studies in
Greenville and Minneapolis. The developed materials focus on the attempts or efforis to
solve current social problems such as environmental, juvenile, racial, and peace issucs,
accordingly dealing with recycling, children's play, water quality, smoking cducation, peace
awareness, and city environment. All the materials contained in this report are concrete
enough to be widely used on learning opportunities at schools and public halls. We hope that
this report will be made efficient use of by various related institutions.

Finally, in the age of life—long education, we hope that this report will stimulatc many
classroom teachers to promote education in international understanding, especially in mutual
understanding between Japan and the U.S., at school and community level.

(Tomoyuki KOBARA)
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