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“Having It All”


The article talks about two Chicago schools’ systems of merging traditional and innovative ideology and practice. The merging was done by having the teachers accept and prepare students for standardized tests while teaching in depth cross curriculum content that hones the student’s analytical and critical thinking skills. They combine classical content and thematic projects “designed to cultivate student voice and civic engagement.” They have successfully improved student’s performance on standardized tests, and have accomplished this through a combination of test prep, classical content, and collaboratively developed thematic projects grounded in controversy and designed to cultivate student voice and civic engagement

I think combining both ideologies is a great idea, because it is catering to the state and national requirements as well as (and most importantly) the students. What they are trying to do is bridge the gap between standard based and student based learning. This gives the students a chance to work on critical thinking and analytical skills by developing projects with material that is relevant. It also said that many teachers worked cross subject areas to make the material as relevant and cohesive to the students as possible. I always believe that is a great way to teach students by collaborating with other teachers in other content areas. Because the curriculum is multifaceted and collaboratively developed, this allows the teachers to play on their own strengths and weaknesses. Some could focus on classical content and others can focus on organizing debates and forums that are student centered. The only condition is that these teacher must be consistent. I think that if you area traditional teacher, it is more feasible and effective for you to teach traditionally than to try to be someone you are not, and vice versa. Teaching and learning in these schools is broad and deep, subject-focused and integrative, canonical and critical, academic and 

civic in orientation. This, in turn, enhances both teacher and student freedoms.


I think having a pedagogical framework like this is ideal, but fairly risky. There are still teachers who are hostile to the idea of teaching to the test, who do not like grouping by ability. And, similarly, teachers who are considered “traditionalists” often regard interdisciplinary learning as a loss of integrity and thematic curriculum as unrealistic to teach. Many teachers are not in between - they know which side they are on. Even when teacher’s practices prove less pure than their principles, the identities and ideals remain entrenched and decisive both within individual schools and throughout their profession. This curriculum change must have little room for error and must be developed carefully and properly. I think many schools should look into this type of hybrid curriculum, especially if their school is not seeing any improvements (if teachers are modifying their curriculum to improve student learning). Hershy and Northtown (both with different student makeup) did show success, after all.
