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By nature, I am a skeptic; always have been and always will be. I believe that the inherent nature of mankind is self-serving and egocentric. I also have unclassified Attention Deficit Hyper Disorder (ADHD), always being on the go and never being able to sit down for very long. My mind races at 150 miles per hour in a 70 miles per hour world. It makes it very hard for me to believe in people; preferring to “do it myself” in order to obtain expected results. You may ask what all of that has to do with the curriculum. It has everything to do with school; I believe that, though well intended, the American educational plan fails to reach its children. There are many different reasons for this and I will try to discuss the main points in this paper.


First, at the risk of stereotyping, a lot of teachers are “Information Parrots.” They stand before a classroom, spouting out the same information that has been given for centuries. One plus one has to equal two. “I” comes before “E,” except after “C.” It is not the teacher’s fault, it is what it is, but my question is why do we keep teaching the same way our teachers, and their teachers did? Lectures are boring and most of the information given is not retained past the doorway, let alone into the real world, but the majority of teachers lecture their students on a daily basis. Studies also show that during a 20 minute lecture, students retain approximately 70% of what is presented in the first ten minutes, but only 20% of what is presented in the last ten minutes, and less thereafter (Kiewra, 1985). 

In order for this class (TE818 Spring, 2009) to obtain knowledge, the professor had us read the story, “Rocket Boys” by Homer H. Hickam Jr. and followed this up by assigning us to watch “October Sky” in the next session. For me, this was a great way to gain knowledge never before heard. I read the story (or at least tried) and then watched the same story, using a different format. If we sat in a classroom and the professor just told us about how Hickam was self-inspired (and sub-sequentially supported by his hometown community), I would have washed the information down as lost time. Now turn this into an elementary or secondary lesson. How many teachers approach the multiple intelligences with a broad variety of techniques? A brief lecture, followed by a reading assignment might suffice, but chasing that information by viewing the same story helps to push it in further, making the student retain the knowledge past the proverbial doorway.


The curriculum states that the teachers are supposed to teach certain subject areas, dictating what a child should know and when they should know it. Some schools have pacing guides, telling the teacher when to teach the different portions of the curriculum. The curriculum is set by state and federal laws, laws made up by people that do not have an educational background. Our reading assignment 5.2 (The Culture Wars: Who’s Fighting and Why?) even shows us hat certain curricular areas are subject to cultural background also. But if educational administrative personnel are trained at how/what to teach, how come we keep bending to those that just have an opinion? Does this mean we should permit Playboy Magazine to be considered an educational tool because somebody thinks it could be? No! It just means that, as educators, we see what, and how, children learn and we should adjust our lessons as needed. Session 5 (The Curriculum and the Culture Wars) of this semester was all about how the nation’s curriculum is supposed to help make the United States competitive in the world of educating our children, but I say that it only hinders; binding the hands of those in the trenches, then expecting them to teach. Teachers like Mrs. Gruwell from our session one movie “Freedom Writers” will always be seen as a challenge to authority and attempts to keep them from achieving in a manner different to the norm will be executed.

Next we have the politicians that think they know best for our children. The American Government was established to protect us from outside forces and promote the general welfare; educating our children can fall under the general welfare portion. As the old saying goes, Necessity is the mother of invention.” American ingenuity has proven itself over and over throughout the last couple centuries and we usually come out on top. Our educational system is broken, but we keep following a broken pattern trying to fix it. Standardized testing is not the answer. No Child Left Behind (NCLB) laws are not the answer. Individualism is not the answer. As I cited Jonathon Pollard in my 8A essay, “… standardized tests are unrealistic, and do nothing whatsoever toward preparing students for life outside of the classroom” (Pollard, 2002). We need to re-think our educational processes and come up with a better solution. 

This is a whole different can of worms and would take at least another 1000 words to discuss, but, we also need to find a better way to finance our schools, or at least give the schools what is necessary to succeed. There are too many schools “in the red” because of a lack of funds. Ask anybody about their local school and they will tell you it is too top heavy; too many administrative personnel, not enough teachers. But, money is a key ingredient in how we teach. If we are forced to perform on paltry funds (we already are), the students suffer (they already do). If America wants to stay competitive with the rest of the world, it should start here, the rest of the curriculum and testing results will correct themselves over time. The infusion of money would also permit a teacher to properly implement technology in their classroom. It may eventually mean that the teacher is teaching themselves out of a job (theory behind some of our readings in section 8), but that is fine by me. A good mentor always trains the apprentice to take over their position in life.
As a second career, I chose to become a teacher, partly because, while growing up, my teachers always said “couldn’t.” I could not sit long enough to hear their words. I could not perform certain functions. I could not pass a class, because the teacher did not like me. The only thing I “could not” stand was to be told I couldn’t, but they did not see that. I find different ways to reach my students (being an art teacher greatly helps that). I reach out to those children that are having the worst of times. I try to help other teachers by crossing curriculum and including their subject areas in art. Classroom management is always kept at a “keep moving forward” pace. I just wish I had some people in my life to help me along the way, but then….I would not be me, and my ideals are strangely different from those around me. I wish people in power (hierarchy of the school, passers of law, etc) would listen to, and fund, those that are responsible for the next generations. As per NCLB regulations, the government can test me all it wants; I know my subject area. When I start to lose my creativity and approach to teaching, I will gladly step aside and give my position to the next person. But, I hope to be able to hang out until my 11 year old daughter grows up…..she wants to be an art teacher; Lord have mercy!
