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From at least the time of the Sputnik scare, the state of science education has been a topic of concern and controversy in Western nations.  Familiar to this group will be the flurry of reports and reforms concerning such education.  I have no intention of rehearsing the detail of this in this paper.  I will make one observation, however.  Much, not all, of the discussion takes for granted that it is a good thing for school students to have a substantial introduction to the ideas and processes of science and then proceeds to fuss about how that might most effectively occur.  In effect, in the terms of this paper, this is to assume as satisfactory some set of aims for science education and devote one's intellectual energies to the task of judging how to achieve those aims.  Less attention seems to have been focused upon what those aims should be and even less upon a thoroughgoing exercise in justification of those aims.  And, even assuming satisfaction of those aims as desirable ends, the literature seems inadequate in thoroughly justifying curricular proposals as means to their achievement.  The focus of this paper is upon those latter tasks as aspects of addressing the question: 'what would justify compulsory school science education?'.  My judgement is pessimistic as to the chances of such a justification being available or, at least, being available for anything that very much resembles the sorts of curricula common in schools.  
