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INSTRUCTIONS

1. Choose any four concepts

2. Please remember to formulate your own explanation of these concepts. No
regurgitation of information is allowed.

3. Please write no more than 1 /2 pages for each explanation.

4. Start each explanation on a new page.

5. Use the same numbering system as the one on the examination paper.

QUESTION
Give a detailed explanation of any four of the following concepts. Your
explanation must include a brief example, preferably related to your teaching
and learning experiences.

1.1 Advocacy

1.2Service learning

1.3 Personal teaching philosophy
1.4 Social justice

1.5 Ethos of care

[4x25=100 marks]
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