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A Comparative Study on Feminist Pedagogy with Traditional Teaching Methods
MEN Yanding' > WANG Jing'
( 1. Northeast Normal University Changchun 130024 China;
2. Changchun Normal University Changchun 130032 China)

Abstract. Feminist pedagogy is a reform and innovation of traditional teaching method though there is no
combination in research between both of them. The former is based on the reflection of the latter and then makes
a critique on its unreasonable. It challenges the traditional teaching method on teaching contents teaching means
and teaching methods with its rationality of equality participation and care. And four representative feminist
pedagogies  “difference” teaching method  “situation and experience” teaching method “story and dialogue ”
teaching method and “criticism and thinking” method are conducted to compare with traditional teaching method
to reveal their similarities and differences and conclude the advancement of feminist pedagogy.
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