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The United Kingdom Literacy Association (UKLA) is an association which prides 

itself on advancing literacy education by creating a supportive community for 

those working in literacy, language and communication, and by providing access 

to the latest research for use by practitioners and policy makers. UKLA offers 

committed support to Initial Teacher Education by offering a forum for 

discussion of both best practice and research; funding small-scale research 

projects; publishing literacy research in its internationally recognised journals; 

and providing access to the latest evidence-based literacy research proven to 

impact on the development, learning and life chances of children within our 

schools. 

 

We therefore have an interest in the proposals outlined in the Market Review.  

There are many aspects which we, in principle, endorse. From a literacy 

perspective, we agree that ITE courses should be informed by credible and 

trustworthy peer-reviewed research.   In addition, we support the notion of 

increased synergy between the ITE curriculum and school experience to ensure 

that the research-informed practice trainees are introduced to during their ITE, 

can be enriched during school experience.  

 

Our concerns regarding the Market Review are threefold, relating to a possible 

decline in: 

1. access to subject and pedagogic expertise 

2. autonomy within institutions leading to a prescriptive training course 

3. research and enquiry-based dimensions of ITE courses 



 

Access to subject and pedagogic expertise 

Advancing literacy education is core to the work of UKLA.  We do this nationally 

and internationally through research which is disseminated through 

conferences, journal articles and CPD.  Much of the research takes place in 

universities where ITE courses run and where established partnerships already 

exist between the universities and schools.  From our experience, trainees are 

currently able to access research through the ITE institutions they attend.  

Universities, as assessed by Ofsted, are currently highly successful in preparing 

teachers to achieve high levels of performance and understanding.  The 

proposals in the market review undermine university involvement in teacher 

education and would seriously impact on the underpinning intellectual basis of 

the profession. They would also reduce education lectureships in universities, 

diminishing national capacity to undertake the rigorous educational research 

that has placed England at the forefront internationally, and ensures our 

children progress. 

 

A prescriptive training course 

It is crucial that providers are able to adjust courses based on local needs as well 

as new peer-reviewed research which trainees can reflect upon, debate and, 

crucially, challenge.  The review recommends a statutory ITE curriculum.  The 

implication of this notion is a threat to universities’ autonomy where, currently, 

universities are able to construct bespoke education which is local, serving their 

geographical communities and partners.   The unintended consequences of a 

prescribed curriculum (which will be inspected for compliance) is a move away 

from a rich, vibrant and personalised education to one which may become 

commercialised.  This negates one of the foundations of teacher education, 

where trainees are supported to make independent judgements and choices 



regarding teaching, based on the identities of the children and what the children 

themselves bring to the learning. A prescribed curriculum would, therefore, 

undermine the fundamental importance of designing teacher education 

programmes to meet learners’ needs. High-performing jurisdictions, such as 

Finland, give high levels of autonomy to teacher educators in universities in 

designing their courses. 

 

Research and enquiry-based opportunities 

The prescriptive nature of the proposals outlined in the review, regarding how 

the ITE curriculum would be sequenced, is very likely to result in a decrease in 

innovation within programmes.  One implication could be a reduction in 

opportunities for trainees to research alongside established researchers to 

undertake their own enquiries into their teaching.  A ‘one size fits all’ approach 

to the curriculum and a recommendation regarding the research which the DfE 

has deemed appropriate will lead to the narrowing of experience for trainees 

and a reduction of their own capacity to question, hypothesise, test and adapt 

their teaching in response to the learners. This will reduce the efficacy of 

teaching and learning, which decades of research has indicated needs to be 

responsive to specific children’s needs and the actual learning context. 

 

Recognising the furore that the market review has created, alongside other 

recent DFE initiatives, UKLA would be open to working with the Government and 

other organisations to help develop the most appropriate and effective 

outcomes going forward. 
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