
5 critiques of the open ed. resources movement

overemphase of the removal of barriers as
the principal concern of open education1

The rejection and privileging of institutional structure2

No place for pedagogy3

Humanistic assumptions of autonomy and self-direction4

perceiving individual autonomy as an innate human quality; instead should view
independence and self-direction in education as a social construction (Marshall
1996; Olssen 2005).

Alignment with the needs of capital5

OER movement

provides free access to info

web-based digital resources for teaching, learning and research

 projects including MITs ‘Open-CourseWare'& the "OER uni"

(Macintosh, McGreal, and Taylor 2011).

The rejection and privileging of institutional structure

individuals are rational beings(Berlin 1969)

operates within the individual
Positive liberty

emphasises the
removal of barriers to freedom

Negative liberty

An under-theorisation of the notions of ‘openness’ and ‘freedom’

future learning is unclear since these barriers are removed

Macintosh, McGreal and Taylor (2011):
inequality in this mode

elitism where the perception associated with online degrees using OER would not command the same
respect as campus-based alternatives’

rejects the pedagogical functions of the university and the place of the teacher.

the ‘learnification’ of education
(Biesta 2009)

has tended to make assumptions about the capacity for individuals to act purely in an autonomous
fashion

OER priviledges negative liberty

might conceal more
profound instances of power overt endorsement

institutional accreditation

pledges of
empowerment and autonomy

the marketisation and commodification of higher education and its subjects (Macintosh, McGreal, and
Taylor 2011)

Successful places of learning=‘robust local ecosystems of resources supporting innovation and productiveness’
(Brown and Adler 2008, 16)

the responsibility for learning is shifted entirely to the individual

To act autonomously requires
the subject to be able to discern all that might influence or affect them

self-examination

notions of the contemporary self as constructed through the role of the consumer; a subject in
permanent deficit (Rose 1989)

a permanent self-critique in which individuals measure
their ‘self ’ against established regimes of knowledge (Foucault 1988)

systematic thought process to identify knowledge


