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foreword

Using Two of the Goals
for School Science and
One Category of Science
Content as Advocated in the

National Science Education
Standards (NSES)

Robert E. Yager
University of lowa

he final version of the National Science Education Standards (NSES) was pub-

lished in 1996 after four years of intensive debate, several trial editions, and the

expenditure of seven million dollars of public funds. The focus for this mono-

graph arises from two aspects of the NSES that too often are ignored as reforms

are urged. One of these concerns two of the four goals that should frame reform

efforts designed in science for preK—12 schools. The Standards also define eight categories of sci-

ence content standards, enlarging the “playing field” beyond the traditional science “disciplines.”

The content category that is the major focus of this monograph is that students should have
experiences with personal and social issues where the constructs of science can be used.

None of the goals specify content typically included in textbooks and the curriculum. Simi-

larly, they have not affected state standards used to indicate what most achievement tests measure.

The Standard’s four goals for school science are to prepare students to

1. experience the richness and excitement of knowing about and understanding the natural

world;
2. use appropriate scientific processes and principles in making personal decisions;

3. engage intelligently in public discourse and debate about matters of scientific and tech-

nological concerns; and

4. increase their economic productivity through the use of the knowledge, understandings,
and skills of the scientifically literate person in their careers (NRC 1996, p. 13).

Exemplary Science for Resolving Societal Challenges vii
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These are the goals we are asked to use as we change teaching, plan the continuing education
of teachers, and consider ways to assess student learning. This monograph includes examples
of actions designed to meet Goals 2 and 3 and the content focus on use of science skills and
constructs to deal with personal and societal challenges.

Much attention is needed to prepare all citizens (including students of all school ages) to
become involved with the problems and issues that affect human existence in homes, schools,
and local government. This monograph was conceived to illustrate the centrality and impor-
tance of both Goals 2 and 3 and to make every teacher responsible for helping students improve
their own lives as well as society in general. The goals and the content focus on realizing personal
and societal problems are infrequently considered as worthy of attention or used to illustrate the
use and understanding of science for all learners. These all are critical for a democracy to work!
They also exemplify what is needed before reforms for school science can be undertaken.

Too often education goals go unnoticed or are merely conceived as broad statements used
by administrators and state leaders to “glorify” teaching and learning. Few educators view the
specific goals as something to consider before framing a curriculum, choosing instructional mate-
rials, and selecting instruments to assess student performance. Many teachers who are aware of
the NSES have never read nor internalized the discussion of the goals and how they could and
should be approached in their teaching. The work of Wiggins and McTighe (1998) is important
in this regard. They urge all teachers to spend time in developing goals with their students and
then immediately discussing and agreeing to the kinds of evidence that they could collect to
indicate that the goals have been met. This is why assessment comes after teaching but before
considering content in the NSES. Textbooks seldom, if ever, refer to every goal proposed in the
NSES or to all eight categories of the science content standards.

The NSES do provide help with defining science content. Eight science content categories are
recommended for use in meeting the goals in preK—12 schools. Once more there is little discus-
sion and few examples of all eight in school curricula, state standards, or textbooks. Too many
merely outline concepts anew from the basic disciplines of science, namely physics, chemistry,
biology, and Earth and space science. Many chose to use NSES recommendations but ignore the

unique and uncommon ones. The eight categories of content standards for science are

1. unifying concepts and processes in science,

2. science as inquiry,

3. physical science,

4. life science,

5. Earth/space science,

6. science and technology;

7. science in personal and social perspectives, and
8. history and nature of science.

The NSES recommend the consideration of all eight of these science content standards.
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Inquiry was initially introduced in the early 1960s as a major new focus for school science. It was
a new idea and even somewhat controversial. But today even textbooks claim a focus on inquiry.
Another change introduced in the reforms of the 1960s was a focus on process skills. The American
Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS) developed a major K-8 program making process
skills central to school science programs. Many continue to list the 14 skills scientists used to illustrate
the meaning for inquiry. But when processes frame the curriculum completely, little reform is actually
noted. That is why unification of concepts and skills is recommended first and as a “form” of content.
Didactic teaching can succeed even when concepts and processes are defined and used to indicate
specifically what students need to recite, though little real understanding and use usually occurs.

Technology is a word that remains confusing for many. Too many view itas computer technology,
rather than a whole field dealing with the human-made world, encompassing engineering, medi-
cine, and invention. In the 1960s Zacharias (the architect of the first of the alphabet courses, namely
PSSC), advocated getting rid of all technology in textbooks, because “it was not science!” Now
many see technology as being more interesting and vital for students than basic science. Further,
in the real world of science there is major dependence on technology; it enables much science to be
undertaken. This is very different from defining technology as the “applications of science.”

The seventh category in the content standards—a focus on science from personal and social
perspectives—is the theme of this book. Of special interest is the fact that such “content” is
included for all three grade level groupings used in the NSES. It is also the means for illustrating
ways that Goals 2 and 3 can be approached, as the content of science must include science from
both personal and social perspectives.

This monograph includes 15 chapters written by diverse groups of writers, educators, and scien-
tists who report on situations where Goals 2 and 3 are seriously considered and where science content
is approached from personal and societal perspectives. The monograph illustrates how personal and
social contexts have been approached in ways not found in mainline curricula or in the most-used
science textbooks. Hopefully the 15 examples that follow will provide a new look at the Standards
and encourage a broader view of science content anchored in our world. This can be done with less
concern for merely covering the typical discipline topics. The authors report on exciting new strate-
gies developed for meeting the goals while also considering the specific content recommendations

central to reform. The chapters are diverse but all provide examples of real change and real reform.

American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS). 1990. Science for all Americans. New York:
Oxford University Press.

National Research Council (NRC). 1996. National science education standards. Washington, DC: National
Academies Press.

Wiggins, G. P, and J. McTighe. 1998. Understanding by design. Alexandria, VA: Association for Supervision
and Curriculum Development.

Zacharias, J. 1956. Physical sciences study committee (PSSC). Cambridge, MA: Massachusetts Institute of
Technology Press.
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chapter 6

Linking Science,

Technology, and Society
by Examining the Impact
of Nanotechnology on a

Local Community

Joseph Muskin
University of lllinois
Next Generation School

Janet Wattnem
Mahomet Seymour School District

Barbara Hug
University of lllinois

Setting

n classroom conversation, a group of students talk about a new washing machine that uses

nanotechnology to clean and sterilize clothes. The conversation follows:

SI:

S2:

Sl:

S2:

S3:

So this laundry machine, it puts in silver nanoparticles to like, clean the clothing that
it washes?

Yeah, I think so. I think I have the washer it’s talking about but we never use...
You have it? Isn’t it like kind of expensive?

We never use the silver part of it, so I don’t know. And it’s efficient with water. It

saves water.

Wait, how can you be using it without using the silver nanoparticles and then know

whether or not it actually saves water?

Exemplary Science for Resolving Societal Challenges 83
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This exchange took place during a unit that addressed the use of nanotechnology in a context
familiar to these students. Goal 3 of the National Science Education Standards (NSES) calls
for students to “engage intelligently in public discourse and debate about matters of scientific
and technological concern” (NRC 1996, p. 13). The unit described in this chapter, “Clean—At
What Cost?” (downloadable at Azzp://nano-cemms.illinois.edu/ssi), focuses on addressing this
goal through a series of activities that allow students to develop an understanding about the
use of nanotechnology that has potentially direct effects on their lives. The unit was developed
for middle and high school students for integration into the science curriculum at a variety of
possible locations (such as in lessons on microbiology, properties of matter, or impact of science

and technology).

In order to “engage intelligently in public discourse” students need to be able to create and defend
scientific explanations. This skill has been described as a key scientific practice (Michaels, Shouse,
and Schweingruber 2008). We developed our materials to include the explanation framework of
claim, evidence, and reasoning to provide the necessary support for students to develop this scien-
tific skill (McNeill and Krajcik 2008; Novak, McNeill, and Krajcik 2009).

The unit opens with an introduction to products currently available that incorporate silver
nanoparticles as an antimicrobial agent. Students are asked to research a product and present it
to the whole class. Next, students conduct experiments testing the effects of silver nanoparticles
on bacteria. This firsthand experience allows students to make connections between manufac-
turer’s claims and their own experimental data. The concluding activity of the unit focuses on
societal implications of this technology. Through a role-playing debate, students examine this
technology from multiple perspectives.

These curriculum materials were developed by the Center for Nanoscale Chemical-
Electrical-Mechanical Manufacturing Systems (Nano-CEMMS) at the University of Illinois.
As a part of the center’s goals, this National Science Foundation (NSF)-funded center is
involved in educational outreach to prepare the next generation to deal with issues that result
from advances in nanotechnology. The center brings together educators and researchers to
collaborate and ensure that educational materials are engaging, meet state and national stan-

dards, and are scientifically valid.

In this chapter, we report on the use of curriculum materials in two different schools. One school
is a high school of approximately 900 students, located near a small midwestern urban commu-
nity. The student body of this school is from diverse socioeconomic backgrounds. Students in
two advanced placement biology classes and one general biology class participated in this study.
The majority of these students were juniors or seniors in high school. The second school is a
small private middle school of approximately 200 students within the same urban area. The
students involved were members of a seventh-grade science class. Classroom data was collected
and analyzed for trends in student learning connected to NSES goal 3. This data included pre-

and posttests and classroom observations.
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Investigating Products

The unit begins with a whole-group discussion about a product that uses nanoparticles. A new
washing machine, made by Samsung, washes clothes with water containing silver nanoparticles.
As the clothes are being washed, the nanoparticles are deposited on the fabrics. As the clothes
are being worn, the nanoparticles prevent bacteria from growing on the fabric. This should
help reduce odors because it is primarily bacteria that produce the smell we associate with dirty
clothes and body odor. This product was chosen specifically because it forms the basis of the
societal implication piece later in the unit.

After this introduction, students are asked to identify and research another product that uses
silver nanoparticles. Through the Project on Emerging Nanotechnologies website (weww.nano
techproject.org/inventories/consumer) students search a database of more than 1,000 nanotech-
nology products. The search will yield several hundred products that use silver nanoparticles.
Students are asked to prepare a two- or three-minute introductory presentation on their product
to the whole class. During these presentations, students discover that the silver nanoparticles are

used as antimicrobial agents in a wide variety of products.

Testing Nanoparticles

After the presentations of the products, a class discussion is used to question whether silver
nanoparticles are truly effective as antimicrobial agents. Students are asked to inquire how these
claims might be investigated, which leads students into the second part of the unit.

To investigate these claims, students are introduced to basic concepts of microbiology in a
contextualized manner. Techniques such as spreading of bacteria and incubation are explained
and demonstrated. An agar plate is passed around so students can view and touch the agar. This
experience allows students to gain a sense of what agar is and how much pressure can be applied
when spreading the bacteria without tearing the agar. Students then begin the lab investigation
to test for bacterial sensitivity to silver nanoparticles. (A more detailed description of this lab
investigation can be found in Muskin et al. 2008.)

We have found that this laboratory investigation provides opportunities to have in-depth
discussions about valid experimental designs. As students design their investigations, discuss what
a control is and why it is a critical component of each of their experiments. After the data collection
and analysis phase of the investigation, students are able to evaluate whether silver nanoparticles

are effective antimicrobial agents. This evaluation leads them into the third part of the unit.

Debating Societal Implications

How technology affects society is often overlooked in science curricula. In this unit, this impor-
tant topic is addressed with the culminating activity: a role-playing debate. Students are intro-
duced to a problem scenario. Students assume different roles within this scenario, and to debate
the problem, they research information relative to their roles. They then debate with other
students representing different roles. Finally as a group, a recommendation is made based on the

information and arguments.
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The scenario we used featured
“Gd Tb DYngE a hospital that was considering
- ot o] oo the purchase of washing machines
. that use silver nanoparticles. This
scenario is based on a real product
that students were introduced
to at the start of the unit. As the
linens are washed, some of the
nanoparticles settle on them and
provide a measure of antimicro-
bial protection. In the scenario, the
hospital is considering using this
machine to help combat possible
patient bacterial infections and to
save money by heating the water
less than a traditional washing
method would.

Students are given one of five
roles: health care worker, patient,
hospital  purchasing manager,
hospital legal counsel, or environ-
mental regulator. Each student
receives information and a set of
concerns unique to their roles. For
example, students representing
the health care workers are given
statistics on hospital infections of
patients by bacteria; those repre-
senting environmental regulators
receive information about the
effects of silver nanoparticles on
the environment. Students meet
with other classmates assigned the
same role. These groups read and
discuss the materials provided to
them and identify research ques-
tions generated from their discus-
sions. After researching their
questions, students develop an
understanding of the complexity
of the issues facing someone in

their position.
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After students are able to artic-
ulate the position and their own
role, they are shuffled into new
groups. A jigsaw strategy is used
so that each new group has one
member representing each of the
five roles (Johnson, Johnson, and

Holubec 1998). If groups cannot

] |

be made with one student per
role, additional students might
be assigned to the same role, or
a role might be omitted from a
group. These new groups repre-
sent a hospital advisory board. As
this advisory board, they need to
decide whether or not to recom-
mend that the hospital adopt the
laundering method using silver
nanoparticles. Each student comes
into the discussion primarily aware
of his or her own role’s position
and quickly learns that there are
other justifiable concerns. After
each team decides on their recom-
mendation, they briefly present
their decision to the rest of the

class, discussing some of the issues

that arose and why they reached
the conclusion that they did.

We have found that this scenario works well with the roles provided; approximately half
of the groups recommend adopting the new laundry method, and the other half decide not to.
We felt it was important to find an issue where different group recommendations resulted to
reinforce the idea that not all issues clearly point to one outcome as better than another. After all
groups have presented their decisions, the class uses this activity as the context for a whole-class
discussion on how the risks and rewards of many issues do not point to a single correct decision.
This unit begins to show students that scientific knowledge is fluid, and attention needs to be
paid to how science is used.

Upon reflection, the authors noted that ways one teaches may unintentionally influence the
perspectives of their students. This bias may lead to a particular outcome with respect to the
debate. Teachers need to be aware of this potential bias so as to not influence students’ discourse.
Although it is impossible to completely eliminate personal bias, care should be taken when

engaging in issues with multiple outcomes.
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With post-assessment data, we have documented the learning that occurred as a result of student
engagement in this unit. In examining students’ responses, we identified three key themes linked
to the NSES Goal 3. These themes are (1) developing awareness of different perspectives and
potential bias, (2) the need for evidence to support a claim, and (3) the impact of a decision. In
this section we highlight these themes by using student examples and articulate how they were

developed during the enactment of the unit.

Theme 1: Developing Awareness of Different Perspectives and Potential Bias
This theme became evident as students analyzed different sources of data. This bias awareness

allowed students to critically examine data they obtained for use as evidence.

S1: T'velearned that it can be hard to find completely objective information about scientific

stories or reports from the popular press.
Students also realized that there were multiple viewpoints that needed to be considered.

S2: Ithasshown me, although I already guessed, that different news sources show different

sides of an argument.

S3: It shows that there are many more sides concerning the story, i.e., many more factors

than what the press usually reveals.

The majority of the students shared the understanding that these multiple viewpoints were

warranted.

S4: [The “Clean—At What Cost?” unit has| given me a broader view of the positives and
negatives of scientific advances. The positive effect is that it replaces any conventional

cleaners but can have negative effects on the environment.

Students learned that evidence could be used to support differing perspectives. One student

demonstrated his understanding of this complexity by saying:

S5: [The new washing machine] has positive and negative ideas associated with it. It seems

to lower cost and increase efficiency but it also may damage the environment.

The students began to examine all sources of information and consider what bias the sources
might have. Some students generalized this concept beyond the unit and stated that they now

routinely look at the source of data as they consider its validity.

S6: Now, when I hear scientific reports, I think about how in the nanotechnology unit we
found that scientists who are trying to prove something might be a bit more biased, so

I look at who wrote the scientific reports/stories.
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Students realized that they needed to evaluate the source of the data and look for bias based on

the source.

S7: It has affected how I think. I now see that reports can be influenced by personal views

on a product and one needs to do a lot of research before forming an opinion.

One interesting result observed during the preparation for the debate was the manner in
which students judged the validity of information. For example, one of the groups assigned the
role of hospital manager was provided the website of the washing machine manufacturer. They
quickly realized that the manufacturer might be a biased source and checked the validity of
many of the claims made by the manufacturer. Other groups exhibited this behavior as well.

An additional example of students examining source bias was in the discussion of a middle
school group assigned to the role of health care worker. While researching, this group found
information contributed by an individual with a PhD. They assumed the information was accu-
rate and unbiased. Later, they were surprised when they came across several sites with contradic-
tory information to the first site. They then looked more closely at the authors of the sites and
realized that the first site was hosted by an activist organization. They were amazed that they
had been so strongly taken in by the first site. This group of students became much more careful

in looking for possible bias.

Theme 2: Need for Evidence to Support a Claim

The unit highlighted the use of scientific explanations incorporating claim, evidence, and
reasoning. This emphasis of scientific explanations was a component of all activities in this unit.
The use of scientific explanations by students emphasized that they need evidence to support their
ideas. It became apparent that as the students prepared for the debate, they began to develop a
better understanding of why they needed to have data to use as evidence to back up their claims.

Students saw that without evidence, unsupported claims can easily (and wrongly) be made.
S8: The results can be used to tell people that what they hear is not always true.

Students viewed evidence as a way of supporting a claim in their debate. The use of evidence
prevented the discussion from becoming a “he said, she said” debate. Instead, it allowed students
to focus on supported arguments and have a productive debate. This level of understanding is
reflected by the student’s statement about the need of evidence to support a claim and letting the

audience decide if the evidence was sufficient.

S9: Well, you should show your results and state your findings. Maybe then you can change

some minds.

Students realized that the use of evidence goes beyond just trying to change someone’s opinions.
Instead, evidence was used to evaluate the claim and its supporting evidence in order to formu-

late a reasoned group recommendation.
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S10: It [evidence] tells about how they [silver nanoparticles| affect the environment and

people. We can now decide whether or not to use silver nanoparticles.

Theme 3: Impact of a Decision

Through engaging in this activity, students realize that all decisions have impacts and that these
impacts might not be good or bad but rather contain elements of both. In addition, students
start to realize that through solving one problem, another is often created. A student made this

observation in the statement below:

S11: With our results from the activity, you can see that some of the ways we fixed problems

with the silver created new problems that science would have to fix.

Students realized that there were conflicting impacts that needed to be taken into account in
any final decision. Students articulated an understating that some views focused on the good of
the patient and not the good of the environment and vice versa. All of these different concerns
needed to be considered in the final decision-making process. One student articulated the conflict

when she wrote:

S12: Nanotechnology can change everyday lives. In the washing machine example, ster-
ilized clothes were beneficial to the people but not necessarily to the environment.
Nanotechnology had both good (clean/healthy stuff) and bad (harming good things in

nature) qualities just like everything else.

Some students went further in their understanding and recognized that often we do not have

enough evidence to know all the positive and negative effects.

S13: It has made me realize that though we try to find the answers to everything, we may
not always have enough information to do so. Sometimes we just have to make smart,

educated guesses and be happy with how that turns out.

As a result of this unit, students engage critically in a discussion about issues that potentially
affect them, the community in which they live, and the larger society, as called for in the NSES.
As curriculum developers, we believe that to engage students in scientific discourse around an
issue with societal implications, it is critical to select a genuine context and use an inquiry-based
approach in the design of the materials.

In developing this unit, we selected an issue involving nanotechnology to serve as the real-
world context. The activities were designed to allow students to develop a scientific under-
standing of the issue through multiple inquiries. This type of curricular approach has been
shown in the literature to improve student attitudes and their learning of science (Bennett,
Lubben, and Hogarth 2007).

The sequence of activities allowed students to engage in multiple inquiries into the applica-

tions of silver nanoparticles. In this unit there was a range of activities that were student-directed
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and that engaged students in multiple scientific practices. These practices included designing
and conducting an investigation, analyzing data, developing scientific explanations, conducting
scientific research, and participating in scientific debate.

Nanotechnology lends itself to developing materials focused on interesting societal issues
because of it only recently emerging in science and because of the promise it holds for the future
as noted by Gardner, Jones, and Falvo (2009). Our collaboration with the center’s researchers
allowed us to be cognizant of both the positive and negative potentials of the use of these emerging
technologies. These new technologies are often found at the center of societal issues and should
be considered as rich contexts for future curriculum development.

Additional resources for this unit are available at Aztp://nano-cemms.illinois.edu/education and

at http://nano-cemms.illinois.edu/materials.
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After-school science, 19-31
data analysis, 25
data collection, 24-25
instrument, 24-25
matrix of science learning standard, 30
methodology, 22-25
participants, 24
scoring rubric, 29
Age-related risks, disease transmission, 133
Agent orange project, 73
Agriculture Research Service, 51
AIDS, 151
Alcohol, 151
Alternative energy sources project, 73
Alveolar physiology, 151
Anchor video
development, 4-6
sample rubric, 5
storyboard sample rubric, 5
Animal rights, 151
Antibodies/antigens, 151
Aquatic invertebrates, 97
Aquatic science, Teaching Science as Inquiry model, 48-49
ARS. See Agriculture Research Service
Asthma, 206
Astronomy, project-based science in, 6
Atkins diet project, 73
Autism project, 73

Behavioral change, in response to public health communication, 133
Behavioral differences, risk of infection, 133

Biking, 96-97

Biology, project-based science in, 6

Bioterrorism potential, emerging infectious diseases, 133

Blood gas percentages, 151

Bone cell anatomy, 151

Brain, structure of, 151

Brainstorming, 115

Brochures, disease information, 134
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Calendar for unit, 6

Cancer, 151

Cardiovascular, 151

Cell reproduction, 151

Center for Mathematics and Science Education, 51
Chemical digestion, 151

Cholesterol, 73, 151

Chronic wasting disease project, 73

Civic participation, 99-101

“Clean-At What Cost?” curriculum unit, 85-87
Cloning project, 73

CMSE. See Center for Mathematics and Science Education
College of Science, Texas A&M University, 51
Community partners, 224-225

Commuting, zs. residential students, disease risk, 133
Concept map, sample rubric, 5

Connecting Humans and Nature through Conservation Experiences program, 185-202
Constructivist teaching practice scale, 82

Control, spread of new infectious diseases, 133
Controlled variables, 103

Core beliefs, confronting, 154-155, 157-158
Correlation studies, 100

Counseling services project, 73

CTPS. See Constructivist teaching practice scale
Culture of school, 10-11

Data rape drugs project, 73
Definition of project-based science, 1-2
Dental decay, 151
Depression project, 73
Descriptive studies, 100
Diabetes project, 73
Digestive system, 151
Disciplinary inquiry, 33-50
aquatic science, 4849
assessment, 44-45
authoritative inquiry, 37
curiosity, 37
deductive inquiry, 37
descriptive inquiry, 37
enacting model, 40-44
exemplary unit, 40—42
experimental inquiry, 37
inductive inquiry, 37
initiation phase, 36
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inquiry modes, 37
instruction phase, 36
instructional model, 36
interpretation phase, 36
intervention, description of, 34—40
invention phase, 36
investigation phase, 36
knowledge acquisition modes, 37-38
lesson ideas, 42—44
nonlinear phases, scientific investigation, 34-35
phases of disciplinary inquiry, 35-36
product evaluation, 37
professional development, 45-49
replicative inquiry, 37
strategies, 39
teaching science as inquiry, 33-34
technology, 37
Discourse, public, preparing students for, 115
Disease, 131-145, 151
DNA, 151
Down’s syndrome project, 73
DQB. See Driving question board
Driving question board, 111-145

Earth warming, global, 185-202

Eczema project, 73

Embedded assessment, 116

Embryology, 151

Energy drinks project, 73

Entrapment neuropathy project, 73
Environmental science, 173—-183
Ethnicity, disease transmission, 133
Ethnographic findings, 12-13

Exemplar project-based science teachers, 7

Fast foods project, 73

Field investigations, 96

Final presentation, sample rubric, 5

Fishing skills, 96

Flu pandemic, 151

Fluoride, 151

Foundational knowledge, 219

Future Scientists Program, 51
website, 61
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Gene therapy, 151

Genetically modified foods project, 73
Geographic models, disease spread, 133
Global monitoring, risks of disease spread, 133
Global warming, 73, 185-202

Grant, sample rubric, 5

Grief project, 73

Habits of mind, 97
Hands-on Outdoor Learning Adventure Program, 235-244
collaboration, 237238
conversation, 238-240
data recording sheet review, 240
differentiating learning, 236237
effectiveness, 241-243
national science education standards, 237
tally of review data, 241
Heart disease, 151
Hepatitis vaccine project, 73
Herd immunity, 133
High-quality during questions, development, 4
Hiking, 97
Hispanic Serving Institutions National Program, 51
HOLA. See Hands-on Outdoor Learning Adventure Program
HSINP. See Hispanic Serving Institutions National Program
Human body systems, 97

“I went to Woods,” 96
Illegal performance enhancers project, 73
Immune response, 151
Information outreach, effect on risky behavior, 133
Inquiry, 33-50
authoritative inquiry, 37
curiosity, 37
deductive inquiry, 37
descriptive inquiry, 37
disciplinary, 37
aquatic science, 48—49
assessment, 4445
enacting model, 40-44
exemplary unit, 40—42
lesson ideas, 42—44
professional development, 45-49
strategies, 39
experimental inquiry, 37



Copyright © 2010 NSTA. All rights reserved. For more information, go to www.nsta.org/permissions.

inductive inquiry, 37

initiation phase, 36

inquiry modes, 37

instruction phase, 36

interpretation phase, 36

intervention, description of, 34—40

invention phase, 36

investigation phase, 36

knowledge acquisition modes, 37-38

nonlinear phases, scientific investigation, 34-35

phases of disciplinary inquiry, 35-36

product evaluation, 37

replicative inquiry, 37

teaching science as, 33-34

technology, 37

transitive inquiry, 37
Integumentary system, 151
Interdependence between humans, natural world, 106
Intimacy of social relationships, infection risk, 133
Into the Wild, 96
Introductory paper, sample rubric, 5
Invertebrates, aquatic, 97
Irritants, immune response to, 151
Issues-based learning, environmental science, 217-234

Kidneys, 151

Lesson plans, 6
sample rubric, 5
Letter to parents, sample rubric, 5
Liver disease, 151
Lord of the Flies, 96
Lung disease, 151
Lympbhatic system, 151

Macular degeneration project, 73

Manipulated variable, 103

Marijuana, 151

Medical research, 151

Menomune’s debate project, 73

Mineralization, 151

Modifications for special needs, sample rubric, 5
Mortality and Morbidity Weekly Report, 134
Muscle anatomy/physiology, 151
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Nanoscience, 203-215
Nanotechnology, 83-91
“Clean-At What Cost?” curriculum unit, 85-87
decisional impact, 90
developing awareness, 88—89
evidence, 88—90
nanoparticles, testing, 85
need for evidence, 89-90
products, investigating, 85
societal implications, 85-87
National environment/energy center project, 73
National Science Education Standards, 217-234, 245-249
Natural world, humans, interdependence between, 106
Nervous system, 151
New York school after-school science, 19-31
data analysis, 25
data collection, 24-25
instrument, 24-25
matrix of science learning standard, 30
methodology, 22-25
participants, 24
scoring rubric, 29
Nutrition project, 73

Obesity, 151
in children, 73
Old Man and the Sea, 96
Organ donation project, 73
Organ systems, 151
Osteoporosis, 151
Outdoor academy, 93—110. See also Outdoor Learning Adventure Program
assessment, 102
benchmarks, 101
civic participation, 99—101
environmental education, 98
environmental issues, 105106
evidence of student learning, 102-103
field investigations, 99-101
inquiry performance tasks, 102-103
interdependence between humans, natural world, 106
lifelong learning skills, 106—108
program description, 94-95
service-learning, 98-99
stewardship, 98
Outdoor Learning Adventure Program, 235-244
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collaboration, 237-238
conversation, 238-240
data recording sheet review, 240
differentiating learning, 236-237
effectiveness, 241-243
national science education standards, 237
tally of review data, 241

Outline, environmental science course, 219

Pacific Education Institute, 94
Parkinson’s disease project, 73
Perceptions of students, 1-17
addressing standards, 12
analyses, 7
anchor video for unit, development, 4-6
assessment development, 6
astronomy, project-based science, 6
biology, project-based science, 6
contextual findings, 1214
curriculum design, 3-6
data sources, 7
definition, project-based science, 1-2
demographics, surveyed inservice teachers, 9
ethnographic findings, 12-13
exemplar project-based science teachers, 7
findings, 8
high-quality during questions, development, 4
inservice teaching, 6, 9
lesson plan, 6
longitudinal survey findings, 9-10
methodology, 7
participants, 7
preservice teaching programmatic findings, 8
preservice university program setting, 2
rubric, project-based unit:, 5
scaffolding curricular unit design, 4
school culture, 10-11
student learning perceptions, 13
student perceptions, 13
teacher case study findings, 10-12
teacher education, 15
adoption issues, 15
level of exposure, 15
testing, 15
teaching experiences, 3
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time management, 11-12

unit calendar, 6
Perseverance, 96
Personification of nature, 96
Pharmaceutical testing, 151
Physical contact, risk of infection, 133
Poetry, 96
Pollution of water project, 73
Posters, disease information, 134
Preservice program, 69—82

assessing successes, 74

constructivist teaching practice scale, 82

course features, 72—74

data analysis, qualitative, 76

data collection, 7476

qualitative, 75

data source, quantitative, 76

evidence of impact from applications courses, 76—79

group projects, 72

individual projects, 73

instruments, 74—76

organizers for class sessions, 71

preservice science teacher perceptions, 80

scientific quantitative data analysis, 79
Preservice science teacher perceptions, 80
Preservice teaching programmatic findings, 8
Preservice university program setting, 2
Prevention

control, spread of new infectious diseases, 133

spread of new infectious diseases, 133
Professional development, Teaching Science as Inquiry model, 45-49
Project calendar, sample rubric, 5
Public communication methods, comparing, 133
Public discourse, preparing students for, 115
Public health communications, effectiveness of, 133
Public information meetings, 134

Qualitative data analysis, 76
Qualitative data collection, 75
Quantitative data analysis, 79
Quantitative data source, 76

Racial discrimination project, 73
Radon project, 73
RAP. See Research Apprentice Program
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Recycling project, 73
Relationship with natural world, 96
Reporting of infection
ethnic differences, 133
incentive effects, 133
Reproductive system, 151
Research Apprentice Program, 131-132
Residential students, vs. commuting, disease risk, 133
Resources, sample rubric, 5
Respiratory system, 151
Risky behaviors, effects of disease awareness, 133
River Runs Through It, 96
Rock climbing, 96

Scaffolding curricular unit design, 4

School culture, 1011

Scoliosis project, 73

Secondhand smoke, 151

Skeletal system, 151

Skin reactions, 151

Smoking cessation project, 73

Snowshoeing, 97

Social networks, adolescent, disease spread, 133
Social relationships, disease risk, 133
Sociocultural aspects, infectious disease reporting, 133
Socioscientific issues, 147-171
Sodium-potassium pump, 151

Special needs modifications, sample rubric, 5
Stem cell research, 151

Stewardship, 96, 98

Student learning perceptions, 13

Student research presentation day, 60-61
Summer institutes, 5657

Symbolism, 97

Tahoma outdoor academy, 93-110
assessment, 102
benchmarks, 101
civic participation, 99—-101
environmental education, 98
environmental issues, 105—-106
evidence of student learning, 102-103
field investigations, 99-101
inquiry performance tasks, 102-103
interdependence between humans, natural world, 106
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lifelong learning skills, 106—108
program description, 94-95
service-learning, 98-99
stewardship, 98
TAMU. See Texas A&M University
Teacher development, 1-17
addressing standards, 12
adoption issues, 15
analyses, 7
anchor video for unit, development, 4-6
assessment development, 6
astronomy, project-based science, 6
biology, project-based science, 6
contextual findings, 12-14
curriculum design, 3-6
data sources, 7
definition, project-based science, 1-2
demographics, surveyed inservice teachers, 9
ethnographic findings, 12-13
exemplar project-based science teachers, 7
findings, 8
high-quality during questions, development, 4
inservice, 6, 9
lesson plan, 6
level of exposure, 15
longitudinal survey findings, 9-10
methodology, 7
participants, 7
preservice teaching programmatic findings, 8
preservice university program setting, 2
rubric for project-based unit:, 5
scaffolding curricular unit design, 4
school culture, 10-11
student learning perceptions, 13
student perceptions, 13
teacher case study findings, 10-12
teacher education, 15
adoption issues, 15
level of exposure, 15
testing, 15
teaching experiences, 3
testing, 15
time management, 11-12
unit calendar, 6
Teaching Science as Inquiry model, 37
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aquatic science, 48—49
assessment, 44—45
enacting model, 40-44
exemplary unit, 40—42
lesson ideas, 42—44
professional development, 45-49
strategies, 39
Testing of nanoparticles, 85
Texas A&M University, College of Science, 51
Thyroid disease project, 73
Time management, 11-12
Tobacco, 151
Tooth decay, 151
Transformative ideas, 161
Transitive inquiry, 37
Transplantation, 151
physiology criteria for, 151
Transportation systems, as routes for disease, 133
TSI. See Teaching Science as Inquiry

Unit calendar, 6

Urinary tract, 151

USDA/Agriculture Research Service, 51

USDA/Hispanic Serving Institutions National Program, 51

Vaccine development, 133, 151
potential for, 133

Vaccine project, 73

Virulence of subtypes, 133

Walden, 96

Warming, global, 185-202

Water pollution project, 73

Weather-related behaviors, risk of infection, 133
Weight, cardiovascular relationship to, 151

Women in science, 173-174

Work, zs. social environments, risk of infection, 133





