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Response Journal
Reading 1: Education for citizenship: Obstacles and Opportunities
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Education for citizenship was introduced to be taught in schools by providing students with knowledge about engaging in activities about their country. Although the practice is highly done in a democratic society, through learning, the student grows having skills, to challenge, understand, and be involved in general activities such as media, economy, politics, and civil society. I agree with the author that the hindrances of education for citizenship are brought up by the imperfectly democratic society. An imperfect democratic society will not support people ruling their country either directly or through electing their representatives. I also concur with Kevin Harris that the hindrance to education for citizenship is capitalism. Capitalism works against the democrats, and therefore people cannot be educated about being good for their country in a situation where only the private people who control trade for-profits are allowed in positions for power. The type of government will not protect the people’s choice but will focus on the trader’s interest. However, I do not agree with Giarelli when arguing that the challenge for education for citizenship is the traditional differences and intensification in the value of assets in private, productive, and public preserved in the political theory. I believe in providing better education and providing knowledge and understanding, and people can change as the majority of the citizens needs democracy. I also accept with Patricia White that education for citizenship has more opportunities because people require virtues in their life, including tolerance, patience, and self-respect. Similarly, in a multicultural society, education for citizenship plays a critical role in developing trust among individuals.

Reading 2: Who gets power and how they hold on to it: a strategic contingency model of power?
	According to the journal "Who Gets Power And How They Hold on to It: A Strategic Contingency Model of Power," argues that power in an organization is usually amassed to a person or the departments. I consent with the author that power in terms of the organization is the capacity for one to perform things based on their perspectives or how they needed it to be done. Before doing anything, a person should have set ways in which they want the items to be done and through following specific procedures, therefore, by power, an individual must have to achieve the objective by following the procedures set. Additionally, organizational power is always achieved when certain situations happen in the organization, and it will require a particular team or individual to take responsibility and actions. Consequently, I accept with the author that strategic contingency theory suggests that on an occasion where the organization has acquired a lawsuit that may deter its existence, it will be the responsibility of the legal department to have power and influence over the organization's decisions. I partly accede with the author that power is shared in the organization because one person cannot handle the position of power. However, I believe people have different abilities and have varied skills. Therefore, I think a person should be given power based on their expertise, skills, and knowledge. I also consent with the author that uncertainty is a condition that affects the use of power, especially when a person in a position of power does not understand the criteria for solving the conflict of interest. On the other hand, I cannot agree that criticality should influence decision making; all departments should work together to achieve their objectives and not one department working towards getting critical resources for survival purposes. 

Reading 3: Unpacking the meaning of school reform
	Education reforms are very critical in the United States as it works to transform the school’s structure to increase the quality standards of education in a country. I accede with the author that public education should be made to a market where accountability will ensure that all schools focus on curriculum standards, which are based on tests. Although many politicians and policymakers are responsible for ensuring quality of education because many schools are public schools, there is the social responsibility for ensuring people get to understand the purpose of education a focus on championing for the quality. I believe every person who is in a position such as law or economy, they must have passed through education. Thus, making education a critical part of people's lives. The economy requires knowledge of how to control money and reducing production costs to increase revenues; therefore, through education, the economy of a country can improve. Therefore, there is a need for a social foundation perspective in schools because even though the view will not be dominant, but it can be a voice in matters regarding schooling. Many people believe schools. Through social aspect, specific questions will be asked such as the implication of the reform about the moral meaning of education hence being able to come up with certified decisions.
Reading 4: Commercialization or citizenship: the case of education
	I believe every person is entitled to a right to education, therefore the government should put more effort into ensuring everyone can have access to education. I consent with the author that the approaches of commercializing education by the government will not be good enough for citizens. Citizens express their ruling by electing representatives who are required to protect the interest of the people; therefore, they should ensure that they protect the people. I think when education is commercialized, many private schools will have to set their fees based on demand and supply. Alternatively, some schools will set their price based on the quality of education they offer hence making people have limited schools to choose from. I also partly disagree with the author on approaches of commercialization, as schools with poor quality will have fewer fees hence reserved for the poor individuals who will create disparity among individuals. Besides, I think the government should ensure all schools are public and offer the same quality of education, whether the person is rich or poor. The approach would make people all people to be equal in education terms hence having the ability to compete equally economically.
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