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Abstract Is it possible to reduce the time students spend in classrooms and schools? 
Would such a reduction be better for learning and retaining teachers? How should learn-
ing be more flexibly enacted in the post-pandemic era? This article discusses the possibili-
ties of rethinking school participation and calls for schools to reconsider the necessity and 
costs/benefits of forcing students and teachers to be physically present in schools for the 
traditional 5 days a week.

Keywords School time · Learning time · Education innovations · School reforms · 
COVID-19 · Four- day school week

The traditional construct of time spent on-site at school is one of the most stubborn and 
perhaps neglected concepts when thinking about how to optimize students’ learning. Every 
school system has established that students must be in school with a teacher for a certain 
number of hours and days during a year; thus, both students and teachers must be present 
physically in school for the specified number of days and hours. The Covid-19 pandemic 
disrupted this tradition for a short period of time, but by and large, schools immediately 
reverted back to the “old normal” of having students and teachers attend schools for 5 full 
days a week.

During the height of the pandemic, in nearly all countries across the world, for varying 
periods of time, students and their teachers engaged in remote learning during stages of 
lockdown, before returning to the traditional 5-day-a-week industrial education model of 
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face-to-face learning at desks in classrooms. This normal 5-day school week, however, has 
become increasingly problematic for the education profession post-Covid, which brought 
with it enormous challenges, along with some innovative opportunities to rethink the way 
we enact our work and live our lives. As we have moved beyond harsh lockdown restric-
tions to manage Covid-19 variants, many countries and school systems have reported that 
a great number of employees have resigned from their teaching jobs and fewer students are 
undertaking teacher education courses, as many seek more flexible employment opportuni-
ties that allow them to work from home or in remote locations.

Employment for millions of people has been customized, and employees are advantaged 
by less time spent commuting; more comfortable home offices; and an ability to work any-
where, anytime. The education profession, however, has been challenged to identify and 
create opportunities for employee and student flexibility, and consequently many school 
leaders have identified this lack of customization as the reason many teachers are choosing 
to seek employment elsewhere.

The potential for changing the basic construct of schooling for the better is staring us all 
in the face, but most of us can’t see it or haven’t considered using this lever to explore the 
opportunities and outcomes it may bring. Such a rethink is initiated by asking (a) if there 
would be any benefit for students, families, and staff if we reconsidered whether 5 days per 
week in classrooms is the most advantageous construct and (b) whether there is a more 
flexible way of engaging students, while providing more learner agency at the same time.

For most people, these questions will never be asked, because schools have always been 
5 days a week, and the time commitment has rarely ever been challenged. Prior to Covid-
19, most parents worked at least 5 days, from Monday through Friday, so school attendance 
was therefore aligned with parental requirements to be at their place of employment. Our 
experience during the pandemic has demonstrated that education and the world of work do 
not necessarily have to be totally on-site or enacted during the traditional hours 5 days a 
week.

The 4‑day school week

In pre-pandemic times, some variation occurred in the traditional 5  days that the over-
whelming number of students and teachers were required to attend their school. In some 
countries, students went to school for up to 6.5  days. There were also calls for increas-
ing school time based on the assumption that students would learn more. For example, 
one report called for significantly increasing the amount of school time for students in the 
United States (The National Education Commission on Time & Learning, 1994).

A group of U.S. schools has implemented a 4-day school week (Armitage, 2022; Kil-
burn et al., 2021; Thompson & Ward, 2022). The number of school districts that offer 4 
school days has grown significantly over the past 3 decades, from mere hundreds in the 
1990s to over 1600 in more than 20 states in the United States in recent years (Kilburn 
et al., 2021). Some models of the 4-day school week add more instructional time to each of 
the days to minimize the reduction of total school time, although not all schools lengthen 
the 4 days.

Virtually all the districts that switched to 4 days are in rural areas or small towns. The 
original cause of this switch from 5 to 4 days was largely financial and related to staffing, 
although research shows that the actual financial saving for a district is less than 2% (Kilburn 
et al., 2021). The results for some schools have been quite positive in terms of reactions of 
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parents, students, and staff, who have overwhelmingly welcomed the change. The impact on 
academic outcomes, however, is not clear, with some analyses showing little or no negative 
impact, while others identified more significant negative effects over a longer time (Anderson 
& Walker, 2015; Barshay, 2022; Sawchuk, 2021; Thompson & Ward, 2022).

The 4-day school week is no doubt a significant change in education. It has been, however, 
unfathomable for the majority of schools to even consider the possibility of a different attend-
ance construct. Indeed, some U.S. states have attempted to block schools from moving to this 
model and insisted schools offer at least the required number of school hours. Schools that 
have switched to 4 days per week have also had to deal with numerous legal and practical 
issues.

Changing the time spent in school may be more significant than we think

Surprisingly, minimal attention has been given to the significance of a change in the time spent 
educating students in general. Current discussions and research have been largely focused 
on the outcomes of the change in the 1600 rural districts. Little attention has been given to 
the implications of changes driven by the quest for better student engagement and improved 
teacher satisfaction, rather than changes driven simply by a district’s attempt to save money.

The switch from 5 to 4 days a week requires a big change in mindset. It challenges the inex-
orable tradition of running schools for at least 5 days a week. As we move into a post-Covid 
world, we should explore the potential for all schools to consider changing school attendance 
requirements as a viable option for better educational engagement, improved student out-
comes, and flexible work practices.

Such a switch challenges the notion of schooling, although traditional research on the 4-day 
school week did not necessarily analyze this perspective. The traditional belief is that students 
must spend a certain amount of time in school, which actually means in class, where every-
body is technically learning the same thing that has been prescribed, directed, and managed 
by the teacher. This model has been actively challenged prior to and during the pandemic for 
many reasons, such as diversity in students’ capabilities and needs, as well as the questioned 
value of homogenous teaching (McDiarmid & Zhao, 2022; Zhao, 2018b). Many have advo-
cated for classroom differentiation (Tomlinson, 2014), but not many have considered and 
explored undoing classes or school time.

The world, and education in particular, changed during the pandemic. Education during 
this time amplified problems of practice that were challenging for decades (Zhao & Wat-
terston, 2021). We cannot afford to return to the old normal now that we have seen students 
prosper while working remotely, while others disengaged completely, just as teachers per-
formed similarly. There has never been a more important time to contemporize our education 
systems than now. Just as so many employees are moving to jobs that allow them to work any-
time, anywhere, our next generations of problem solvers and leaders should be provided with 
similar ways of learning and working.

What is learning?

One construct of a change to compulsory school attendance could be to maintain a 5-day 
week but allow at least one of those days at home for more senior students. If students were 
to have a fifth day of learning on their own, what would happen? A day out of the school 
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could be supported by their teachers providing guided opportunities for reading, research, 
study, taking online courses, doing math homework, or working on group projects with 
other learners. They could also, of course, do all of these on this day, with or without being 
prescribed, predetermined, and directly managed by teachers.

Is this learning? Does a student always have to learn what schools and teachers want 
them to learn or teach them? Could this fifth day be about discovery and exploration of 
civic issues and a pursuit of personal passions and interests, which could be shared back at 
school? If such learning on their own does not improve the test scores on school subjects, 
does it count as learning or is it a distraction? If the students develop capabilities such as 
resilience, curiosity, communication, collaboration, independence, self-direction, sociali-
zation, and perseverance through their own independent work outside school, is it good 
learning?

Answers to these questions depend largely on one’s belief about learning. If one follows 
the tradition that only school subjects are worth learning and only test scores matter, the 
answers to all questions would be no. But if one has a transformed view of learning and 
believes learning is about much more than school subjects, the answers may be different.

The transformed view of education has been advocated for a long time (Tyack & Cuban, 
1995). Many have questioned the merits or lack thereof of one-size-fits-all education (Bar-
ber et  al., 2012; McDiarmid & Zhao, 2022; Wagner, 2008) and proposed new possibili-
ties (Watterston & Zhao, 2020, 2021; Zhao & Watterston, 2021), but schools have largely 
remained the same, as has the assessment of learning.

Breaking down the tradition

The 4-day school week could be the beginning of a significant breakdown of traditional 
schooling. It enables us to rethink the most fundamental and symbolic element of school-
ing. If students only need to attend their school for 4 days a week, do all of those days need 
to be spent in the traditional classroom? More importantly, if learning is reconstructed so it 
is directed by students having agency over their learning (Wehmeyer & Zhao, 2020; Zhao, 
2012, 2016b), how school days are organized should be revised anyway.

In many ways, Covid-19 education experiences provided opportunities similar to 
what we propose for the 4-day school week. The Covid-19 pandemic forced virtually all 
schools to close for days and months, and learning was placed online (Zhao, 2020b). In 
these forced global educational experiments, some schools offered online learning that dif-
fered from what the majority of schools offered, which essentially replicated school days. 
Innovative schools did not ask their teachers to teach online the same way as they did in 
person. Instead, they allowed teachers to adjust their teaching and empowered students to 
have more autonomy over their learning. These students had at least some ownership of 
their own learning and appeared to have engaged with the online learning more than in-
person learning (Fleming, 2020), although the majority of emergency online learning dur-
ing Covid-19 has not been praised by many parents, teachers, and students.

Indeed, many students during lockdown periods were not able to thrive in the online 
environment without a teacher overseeing and directing the work and time management. 
A number of school leaders in Australia have estimated that, for those students who were 
provided with a work schedule by their teacher at the beginning of the day and then asked 
to report back their progress at the end of the day, around 20% were unable complete any 
of the set tasks (Watterston & Zhao, 2021). It would seem that the traditional didactic 
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classroom management approach of teachers in pre-Covid times may have prevented many 
students from having agency over their work during the challenging times of Covid-19.

Could the notion of enhancing the learner agency of older students be promoted by 
working on their passions and projects anytime, anywhere, through a shorter school week 
with options for self-directed learning outside the school gates? Covid-19 learning experi-
ences should be reflected upon more than simply focusing on the so-called learning loss 
(Zhao, 2021a), which has attracted the most attention in education policy and practice. One 
of the major focus points should be the diversity of practices in different schools, espe-
cially those schools that have moved away from a simple replication of traditional prac-
tices. Higher education institutions, such as Harvard, MIT, and Stanford, have all examined 
and paid attention to the innovations of education and deviations of student life during the 
pandemic and developed lessons for change in the future (Harvard Future of Teaching & 
Learning Task Force, 2022; MIT Ad hoc Committee on Leveraging Best Practices from 
Remote Teaching for On-Campus Education, 2022; Stanford Digital Education, 2022). In 
K-12 education, however, such reviews and examinations seem to be less comprehensive, 
if they have been done at all. Upon deeper reflection, explication, and experimentation, we 
did find numerous innovations enabling students to break away from prescribed curriculum 
and teaching to explore learning of their own interests, in their own time.

The 4-day school week could allow schools to declutter their curriculum, which cor-
responds with an emerging trend in education that is calling for schools to teach less but 
more deeply (Hamilton et  al., in press; Reich, 2022). Teachers could be employed for 
5 days a week, with at least 1 flexible day provided to work remotely on elements such as 
preparation, marking, reporting, and research.

Rethinking school time and learning

Constructive changes to the traditional 5-day school week thus should not be considered 
simply a practical or financial solution. Coupled with the experiences during the pandemic, 
we can reimagine different time arrangements for schools, but with the same amount of 
investment and connection. There are, however, a few points to consider.

First, learning time is not the same as school time. Students are able to learn without 
being in the physical classroom or school (Zhao, 2021b). Motivated and challenged stu-
dents may not need to be in schools 5 or more days a week.

Second, students should be able to learn without being taught and managed by a teacher 
all the time. Teachers, of course, are important and necessary, but they do not need to be 
watching, supervising, and teaching all students all the time. Students should be provided 
with agency over their learning from the early years so that engagement is heightened and 
becomes a catalyst to learning productively on their own or in groups. Teachers should be 
able to rethink their roles to focus more on guiding, facilitating, supporting, and interven-
ing (Zhao, 2018a, 2022). Teachers and schools should reconsider how much instruction 
must be given, and how much time should be managed and directed by students.

Third, learning is much more than mastering school subjects (Watterston & Zhao, 2021; 
Zhao & Watterston, 2021). Much has been said about the importance of skills in thinking, 
communicating, collaborating, and problem identifying and solving, as well as personal 
traits such as resilience, curiosity, creativity, and confidence (Duckworth & Yeager, 2015; 
Trilling & Fadel, 2009; Wagner, 2012; Zhao et al., 2019). Students’ social and emotional 
health and capacities have also been increasingly recognized as significant outcomes of 
learning, despite the controversy around social and emotional learning (SEL; see CASEL, 
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2019; Jones et al., 2017; Zhao, 2020a). These skills are difficult to teach in the traditional 
classroom, as they are much deeper than knowledge. Such skills need authentic and mean-
ingful experiences to develop; thus, we need to provide students with more autonomy and 
time to explore and expand their learning experiences on their own and with the support of 
adults, as necessary.

Fourth, personalization of learning has emerged as one of the important directions of 
educational enhancement. To meet the massively diverse needs of students, to address the 
persistent educational inequity, and to develop the individual strengths of each student 
(Zhao, 2016a, 2018b, 2019), it is fundamental that we personalize learning to empower 
students to customize their learning experiences. Personalization requires schools to be 
flexible with curriculum, time, assessment, and facilities. More importantly, it requires stu-
dents to be self-directed and empowered so they are interested in and capable of driving 
and directing their learning.

Summary

The direction of education is at a critical phase at this juncture. With decades of calls for 
major reforms, the outcomes and quality of education have not demonstrated a holistic 
improvement, largely because the reforms have not directly addressed the problem of indi-
viduality and the students’ desire to pursue meaningful and engaging learning experiences. 
Today, with the rapid development of technology, significant disruptions and innovations 
brought about by the Covid-19 pandemic, an uncertain future created by climate changes, 
more pandemics, human conflicts, geopolitical reconfiguration, and reshaping of globali-
zation, education needs to and is able to make the necessary changes to make learning 
strength based and passion driven.

In this context, the redesign of the traditional 5-day school week is an opportunity that 
should be seriously considered by all schools and systems, not simply as a way to save 
money but more as a way to personalize education by providing flexibility for both teachers 
and students to transact their work more productively.

Funding Open Access funding enabled and organized by CAUL and its Member Institutions.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, 
which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Com-
mons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article 
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly 
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

Anderson, D. M., & Walker, M. B. (2015). Does shortening the school week impact student performance? 
Evidence from the four-day school week. Education Finance and Policy, 10(3), 314–349.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Rethinking the time spent at school: Could flexibility improve…

1 3

Armitage, S. (2022, Sept 22). Long days, long weekends: The four-day week takes off in US schools. The 
Guardian. https:// www. thegu ardian. com/ educa tion/ 2022/ sep/ 26/ four- day- school- week- teach ers- stude 
nts- paren ts

Barber, M., Donnelly, K., & Rizvi, S. (2012). Oceans of innovation: The Atlantic, the Pacific, global leader-
ship and the future of education. https:// www. ippr. org/ publi catio ns/ oceans- of- innov ation- the- atlan tic- 
the- pacifi c- global- leade rship- and- the- future- of- educa tion

Barshay, J. (2022, August 29). Proof points: Seven new studies on the impact of a four-day 
school week. Hechinger Report. https:// hechi ngerr eport. org/ proof- points- seven- new- studi 
es- on- the- impact- of-a- four- day- school- week/

CASEL (2019). SEL impact. Collaborative for Academic, Social, and Emotional Learning (CASEL). https:// 
casel. org/ impact/

Duckworth, A. L., & Yeager, D. S. (2015). Measurement matters: Assessing personal qualities other than 
cognitive ability for educational purposes. Educational Researcher, 44(4), 237–251.

Fleming, N. (2020, April 24). Why are some kids thriving during remote learning? Edutopia. https:// www. 
eduto pia. org/ artic le/ why- are- some- kids- thriv ing- during- remote- learn ing

Hamilton, A., Hattie, J., & Wiliam, D. (in press). Making room for impact: The 9P de-implementation 
guide for educators. Corwin.

Harvard Future of Teaching and Learning Task Force (2022). Reimagining the classroom, enriching 
content, and expanding the Harvard community. https:// ftlta skfor ce. harva rd. edu/ files/ future- teach 
ing- learn ing/ files/ harva rd_ ftl_ final_3. 8. 22_2. pdf

Jones, S. M., Barnes, S. P., Bailey, R., & Doolittle, E. J. (2017). Promoting social and emotional compe-
tencies in elementary school. The Future of Children, 49–72.

Kilburn, M. R., Phillips, A., Gomez, C. J., Mariano, L. T., Doss, C. J., Troxel, W. M., Morton, E. & 
Estes, K. (2021). Does four equal five? Implementation and outcomes of the four-day school week. 
ERIC.

McDiarmid, G. W., & Zhao, Y. (2022). Learning for uncertainty: Teaching students how to thrive in a 
rapidly evolving world. Routledge.

MIT Ad hoc Committee on Leveraging Best Practices from Remote Teaching for On-Campus Education 
(2022). Report of the MIT ad hoc committee on leveraging best practices from remote teaching for 
on-campus education. https:// tll. mit. edu/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2022/ 10/ Lever aging BestP racti cesRe 
portA ug9. pdf

Reich, J. (2022). The power of doing less in schools. Educational Leadership, 80(2). https:// www. ascd. 
org/ el/ artic les/ the- power- of- doing- less- in- schoo ls

Sawchuk, S. (2021, October 7). 4-day school weeks: New research examines the benefits and drawbacks. 
Education Week. https:// www. edweek. org/ leade rship/4- day- school- weeks- new- resea rch- exami nes- 
the- benefi ts- and- drawb acks/ 2021/ 10

Stanford Digital Education (2022). Lessons from teaching and learning at Stanford during the Covid-19 
pandemic. https:// issuu. com/ stanf orddi gital educa tion/ docs/ stanf ord_ pande mic_ ed_ review_ 2020- 21

The National Education Commission on Time and Learning (1994). Prisoners of time. https:// www. ecs. 
org/ clear ingho use/ 64/ 52/ 6452. pdf

Thompson, P. N., & Ward, J. (2022). Only a matter of time? The role of time in school on four-day 
school week achievement impacts. Economics of Education Review, 86, 102198.

Tomlinson, C. A. (2014). Differentiated classroom: Responding to the needs of all learners. Ascd.
Trilling, B., & Fadel, C. (2009). 21st century skills: Learning for life in our times. John Wiley & Sons.
Tyack, D., & Cuban, L. (1995). Tinkering toward utopia: A century of public school reform. Harvard 

University Press.
Wagner, T. (2008). The global achievement gap: Why even our best schools don’t teach the new survival 

skills our children need and what we can do about it. Basic Books.
Wagner, T. (2012). Creating innovators: The making of young people who will change the world. Scribner.
Watterston, J., & Zhao, Y. (2020). A catalyst for change. https:// inven torium. com. au/ wp- conte nt/ uploa 

ds/ 2020/ 09/ Catal yst_ for_ change_ 2020. pdf
Watterston, J., & Zhao, Y. (2021). Leading education equity for all: Personalisation and differentiation. 

Australian Educational Leader, 43(3), 8–14.
Wehmeyer, M., & Zhao, Y. (2020). Teaching students to become self-determined learners. ASCD.
Zhao, Y. (2012). World class learners: educating creative and entrepreneurial students. Corwin.
Zhao, Y. (2016a). From deficiency to strength: Shifting the mindset about education inequality. Journal 

of Social Issues, 72(4), 716–735.
Zhao, Y. (2016b). The take-action guide to world class learners. Book 1: How to make personalization 

and student autonomy happen. Corwin.

https://www.theguardian.com/education/2022/sep/26/four-day-school-week-teachers-students-parents
https://www.theguardian.com/education/2022/sep/26/four-day-school-week-teachers-students-parents
https://www.ippr.org/publications/oceans-of-innovation-the-atlantic-the-pacific-global-leadership-and-the-future-of-education
https://www.ippr.org/publications/oceans-of-innovation-the-atlantic-the-pacific-global-leadership-and-the-future-of-education
https://hechingerreport.org/proof-points-seven-new-studies-on-the-impact-of-a-four-day-school-week/
https://hechingerreport.org/proof-points-seven-new-studies-on-the-impact-of-a-four-day-school-week/
https://casel.org/impact/
https://casel.org/impact/
https://www.edutopia.org/article/why-are-some-kids-thriving-during-remote-learning
https://www.edutopia.org/article/why-are-some-kids-thriving-during-remote-learning
https://ftltaskforce.harvard.edu/files/future-teaching-learning/files/harvard_ftl_final_3.8.22_2.pdf
https://ftltaskforce.harvard.edu/files/future-teaching-learning/files/harvard_ftl_final_3.8.22_2.pdf
https://tll.mit.edu/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/LeveragingBestPracticesReportAug9.pdf
https://tll.mit.edu/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/LeveragingBestPracticesReportAug9.pdf
https://www.ascd.org/el/articles/the-power-of-doing-less-in-schools
https://www.ascd.org/el/articles/the-power-of-doing-less-in-schools
https://www.edweek.org/leadership/4-day-school-weeks-new-research-examines-the-benefits-and-drawbacks/2021/10
https://www.edweek.org/leadership/4-day-school-weeks-new-research-examines-the-benefits-and-drawbacks/2021/10
https://issuu.com/stanforddigitaleducation/docs/stanford_pandemic_ed_review_2020-21
https://www.ecs.org/clearinghouse/64/52/6452.pdf
https://www.ecs.org/clearinghouse/64/52/6452.pdf
https://inventorium.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/Catalyst_for_change_2020.pdf
https://inventorium.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/Catalyst_for_change_2020.pdf


 J. Watterston, Y. Zhao 

1 3

Zhao, Y. (2018a). The changing context of teaching and implications for teacher education. Peabody 
Journal of Education, 1–14.

Zhao, Y. (2018b). Reach for greatness: Personalizable education for all children. Corwin.
Zhao, Y. (2019). The rise of the useless: The case for talent diversity. Journal of Science Education and 

Technology, 28, 62–68. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10956- 018- 9743-3.
Zhao, Y. (2020a). Another education war? The coming debates over social and emotional learning. Phi 

Delta Kappan, 101(8), 42–48.
Zhao, Y. (2020b). Tofu is not cheese: Rethinking education amid the Covid-19 pandemic. ECNU Review 

of Education, 3(2), 189–203. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 20965 31120 928082.
Zhao, Y. (2021a). Build back better: Avoid the learning loss trap. Prospects. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 

s11125- 021- 09544-y.
Zhao, Y. (2021b). Learners without borders: New learning pathways for all students. Corwin.
Zhao, Y. (2022). New context, new teachers, and new teacher education. Journal of Technology and 

Teacher Education, 30(2), 127–133.
Zhao, Y., & Watterston, J. (2021). The changes we need: Education post Covid-19. Journal of Educa-

tional Change, 22(1), 3–12. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10833- 021- 09417-3.
Zhao, Y., Wehmeyer, M., Basham, J., & Hansen, D. (2019). Tackling the wicked problem of measuring 

what matters: Framing the questions. ECNU Review of Education, 2(3), 262–278.

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps 
and institutional affiliations.

Jim Watterston brings more than 39 years of successful experience across a diverse range of educational 
roles and sectors – from his first job as a teacher in a rural Indigenous classroom in his home state of West-
ern Australia to his appointment as the dean of the Melbourne Graduate School of Education at the Univer-
sity of Melbourne. Jim spent his first ten years in the profession as a teacher before being promoted to the 
position of principal in a range of primary and secondary schools. He then progressed to the role of regional 
director in WA and Victoria, before he was appointed as the deputy secretary of the Victorian Education 
Department, and director general of both the ACT and, most recently, Queensland Departments of Educa-
tion and Training. Jim was awarded a doctorate in education at the University of WA in 2004.

Yong Zhao  is a Foundation Distinguished Professor in the  School of Education and Human Sciences 
at the University of Kansas  and a professor in educational leadership at the Melbourne Graduate School 
of Education in Australia. His works focus on the implications of globalization and technology on educa-
tion. He has published over 100 articles and nearly 40 books, including Duck and Cover: Confronting and 
Correcting Dubious Practices in Education (with Rick Ginsberg), Improbable Probabilities: The Unlikely 
Journey of Yong Zhao (with G. Williamson McDiarmid), and Learning for Uncertainty: Teaching Students 
How to Thrive in a Rapidly Evolving World (with G. Williamson McDiarmid).

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10956-018-9743-3
https://doi.org/10.1177/2096531120928082
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11125-021-09544-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11125-021-09544-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10833-021-09417-3

	Rethinking the time spent at school: Could flexibility improve engagement and performance for students and teachers?
	Abstract 
	The 4-day school week
	Changing the time spent in school may be more significant than we think
	What is learning?
	Breaking down the tradition
	Rethinking school time and learning
	Summary
	References


