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Gardner presented the discussion in a very precise and
clear way. I believe there is not a lot of room to go
against his idea taking in consideration that he is
speaking about the many ways students learn. Multiple
intelligences is not a superficial theory. I believe to have
seen many students that easily can demonstrate that they
do learn differently. I also like to think that by using
different tests, students will be able to demonstrate that
they have learned and they can feel empowered and
motivated to keep learning.
 
We have heard many times students saying that they are
not good test takers. Perhaps, Gardner’s discussion on
this material is part of the answer to why those students
don’t do well when taking tests.
 
Kohn (2000) also presented an interesting list of issues
when students are faced with taking standardized tests. I
have been lucky to do k-12 in a different country, and I
did not have to take any standardized test to have my
school graded. I think this type of system makes many of
the teachers teach for a test, and not to actually see the
students learning the material.
 
Gardner mentioned that people need to see examples of
this system succeeding to start changing themselves. I
wonder if there are schools that are already taking the
multiple intelligences theory in consideration for when
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the students are being tested. It will be impressive to see
students being able to get to a point where they can start
self-assessing because this will assure the teachers that
the students will always be willing to keep learning to get
better and becoming self-motivated to do so.  
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Maricel,
I like your point that teachers teach for the test! It matches the
conclusions of many of the articles about Standardized Testing.
Going a step further, I think that testing or assessments of almost
every kind are built around an assumption that there is a certain
basic set of knowledge that students need to have and work with
effectively. Each student needs to acquire the same knowledge in the
same setting and at the same time.
The theory of multiple intelligences is upheld by the observation that
every adult student is unique in learning styles, life experience, and
motivation. For some reason, it would seem to make sense if the
education system reflected this by organizing the learning experience
around the individual student rather than around individual topics or
standardized content requirements. It would be less of a
mass-production effort, but perhaps the results would be more
desirable.

Kevin Jenson
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Kevin,

Maricel Lawrence
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It is interesting to see that even in the undergraduate level we see the
same type of idea about teaching and studying for a test. It is not
only in k-12 that this type of standard is seen. Then, we ask
ourselves, why are college students not ready for the workforce?
I wish I could start all over again, and demand to be taught
differently! I missed so much by going through this system!  
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Kevin,
I would like to go further which your statement "Each student needs
to acquire the same knowledge in the same setting and at the same
time." While I don't think each student needs to (or benefits from)
acquiring knowledge in the same setting and at the same time, it
seems there may be scenarios where the same knowledge is needed
in order to head out into the workforce. For instance, aside from
needing to meet minimum criteria to keep accreditation in the Vet
Tech program I taught in, Vet Tech students need to have a
minumum knowledge base and skill set to be able to contribute to
the work force. All of that said, I wonder if this is an assumption I'm
making and am just not able to see past it yet.  
What does everyone else think about this? Do students need to have
"the same knowledge" to pursue the same career or are there
differences that can be seen even for two people who will perform the
same job?

Erin Spencer
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Good question, Erin! I think they have to have the same knowledge,

Maricel Lawrence
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but the difference is how they obtain that knowledge and how they
are tested on it. For example, if Im teaching that 2 + 2=4; I want
everyone to know that that sum equals 4; however, one child might
learn it by using his notebook and writing it down, and the other
child will learn it by using pencils and putting 2 sets of 2 pencils
together. They learned it differently, but they have the same
knowledge. The test, for those 2 kids should also be done in a way
that they understand it, and not be all tested with a pencil and paper
as it is done usually (or on a computer). 
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Erin, you make an excellent point that people who work for the same
company need to have a baseline of knowledge in order to function
effectively as an organization. I wonder if students necessarily need to
learn this baseline in a college setting. Perhaps this is the point where
corporate training in what the individual specifically needs to know for
the job takes over where the college left off.

To me, that would be the difference between higher education and
continuing education. What if students could acquire an overarching
philosophy and a framework for personally interacting with it through
their college degree? Then their specific training applies this
background to their specific circumstance. What do you think?

Kevin Jenson
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That's a great way of looking at it Kevin. Maybe if college gave a
framework for developing basic cognitive skills and put an emphasis
on continued education in a career that would help prepare the
learner for how to integrate continuing education into their work life

Erin Spencer

Collection https://ramct.colostate.edu/webapps/discussionboard/do/messag...

4 of 15 10/2/14, 2:54 PM



(Post is Unread)

later on. the distinction you make between higher education and
continuing education is interesting and I think this is an area that
has not been focused on in this light, at least not in my field.
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I agree with you Kevin.  There are times when the same knowledge is
needed for a specific purpose. I believe that this same knowledge
can be learned at different times, different settings, and by applying
the multiple intelligence.  Believing that people learn differently does
not mean that everyone is always learning their own thing. The same
information can be instructed and assessed in many ways, and the
result can be that the information was learned.

Lawrence Black
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Kevin and Maricel, I am enjoying your discussion.  One thing that
popped into my mind relates back to the Teaching Goals Inventory
(TGI) and the teaching role question and how to accommodate where
the reality of the primary teaching role is defined as "Teaching
students facts and principles of the subject matter?"  Kevin wrote very
eloquently about the football team analogy in another thread - but
this takes us back to all members of the team need to communicate
together using a common vocabulary based on a common
understanding of the basic facts and theories of the game.  They
need to understand the entire playbook, even when they are not
expected or suited to perform a given role.  This brings us back to
figuring out how to get everybody on the same page of basic
knowledge even as we realize they all function with differing kinds
and qualities of multiple intelligences.  How do we do that?  and how

Sheri Towne
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do we measure progress towards that goal?  taking the football
analogy, perhaps my question translates to, Does everyone on the
team need to line up on the same yard line at the same time?  If a
class-cohort is a team and the goal is to get the team to cross a
common goal line, then that answer is "yes" from the teacher-
directed point of view, even as we accommodate as best we can for
multiple intelligences and individual learner needs.  If there is one
goal-line that everybody needs to reach at the same point in time,
these concerns emerge: the ability to realistically translate a test of
"common" knowledge into multiple-intelligences formats, and the
ability to diagnose with precision where each student falls within the
multiple intelligences.  How do we get there?  What would that look
like?
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I wonder if our thoughts on this matter are not influenced by the
western value of individualism. When the football team wins a game,
who won it? The coaches, trainers, the benchwarmers and even the fans.
Perhaps looking at education from a global perspective where results
are measured more communally would provide some interesting
insights to the questions you pose. I am still thinking about them, but
wanted to pose this idea.

Kevin Jenson
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I love the idea, Kevin! But, now, what happens when that group of
people go on their own paths and they only know a piece of the
information? Perhaps, if the facilitator made a big effort in making
sure everyone knew the basics and they all shared a grade instead of
working individually, that will still work for when each learner is not

Maricel Lawrence
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part of this group anymore. 
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Kevin and Maricel, you both raise interesting points. The
individualism is often a difficult thing to overcome in a classroom.
Even "group" projects are simply divided up by the group and each
one does an individual piece which would lead to the concern Maricel
raises that there is not a group learning but individual learning of
pieces of the overall topic. The other end of that is when a group has
to work together to reach a common goal. Even if one person is
doing the hands-on piece at a given moment, the others are
engaged and helping to make decisions. This type of group learning
would allow for everyone to still walk away with the necessary
knowledge.

Erin Spencer
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Great discussion thus far!
Jeff

Jeffrey Foley 
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Maricel thank you for reminding me of this concept.  I was just
refering to this in the other thead but forgot about Gardner's
reference to multiple intelligences.  I really think that this is
something that really needs to be adopted and somehow
incorporated into the standardize testing process.  It would really be
interesting to find out how many people are able to articulate what
they know through alternate means.  How many prospective college
students have denied a "superior" education because they failed to
perform well an the SAT?  

Troy Thibeault
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Good question, Troy. In Argentina, students must enroll in whatever
school they want to go, and they take summer courses to pass basic
classes fro whatever they want to study. If they do well in those
tests, then, they can get in the school; otherwise, they have to start
over. I like this approach because they get their feet wet on what
they want to study, and they work really hard to get into school.
Since that has been my experience, I always wondered who SAT
worked. Do all students have to take this test to get into college in
the US? Are there any other options?

Maricel Lawrence
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There are other options, like the ACT, but it is still a standardized
test. For those that don't test well it isn't really an improvement. I
like the idea of starting out with the basics to ensure you are
prepared for a course of study. The courses actually prepare rather
than the test which gives little to no advice for preparation, unless
you can afford expensive training classes, and doesn't really test
basics.
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Gardner contrasts the different experience between tests on the
football field and in the classroom. He's says that on the field it's
clear what success and failure means and the coach is there to help
the students succeed. The test is over certain criteria that are mostly
defined (but cannot be quantified because the setting changes every
time). The test has immediate feedback and possibilities for
improvement. Most importantly, I think, the test on the football field
is designed around the individual. The quarterback doesn't get called
out for making a bad tackle. The smallest player is taught a different
defensive strategy than the biggest player. The game is the same for
everyone, but the coach is there to make sure that everyone can
make the most of the potential they bring on to the field - not to
make everyone of them into the best running-back, left tackle, etc...
To do something like this would make the learning experience
miserable for the students who would not be able to master all the
information or perform at the level of their team-mates on every
function. Every coach knows that his team would lose if he followed
such a strategy.
Why, Gardner asks, don't teachers apply this same coaching strategy
to the classroom?
In the classroom all students prepare for the big game by trying to
remember how every position plays. They don't really have time to try
any of them out, but maybe find a couple that fit their intelligence
more than others. They are terrified of the game day because if they
don't do a good job relative to their team-mates, they may have to
repeat this dreadful experience (or at least bear the shame of a bad
grade). The teacher is terrified of the test because if her team loses
again, she gets a pay cut. But will also have to report to the students

Kevin Jenson
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that only a few of them really were able to play well in every position
(usually these are the students who are naturally huge and fast). The
short and slow students have virtually no chance in this environment
and begin to give up on the idea that they can play football at all.
In order to really take advantage of the theory of multiple
intelligences, teachers could design tests around the individual
student. However, to do this would require a shift of learning
objectives to a more over-arching framework of learning that each
student would apply differently. (i.e. what are the basic rules of the
game of education that each player needs to master in his or her own
way?) The various applications of this framework can be measured by
collaboration between student and teacher to discover if the common
learning objectives are being met along the way. Every football player
wants to be a great football player! Every student wants to be a great
student. But none of the football players should be expected to
perform the same way when it comes to game time.
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Kevin,
You should write a book with this explanation! Im not sure if its
because I love sports, but you just made me even more excited about
Gardner's explanation of how we should teach and test our students! 

Maricel Lawrence

Thread:
Football in the Classroom?

Post:
RE: Football in the Classroom?

Author:

Posted Date:
September 24, 2014 5:22 PM

Status: Published

Kevin,
I second Maricel's excitement!  This is a great way to explain what is
happening in the classroom with traditional testing.

Erin Spencer
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One of my objectives in the AET program is to design and implement an
educational program and resource that inspires people to explore and
experiment with these ideas. Thanks for the encouragement and good
discussion so far!

Kevin Jenson
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All of the AET courses build upon each other.  I think you will find
that when you take EDAE 639 Instructional Design that much of the
learning and skills you are building along the way will come together
in a really unique and powerful way.
Jeff

Jeffrey Foley 
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Kevin,

Trevor Smith
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Great job extracting and explaining Gardner's mention of this in the
video. I agree with Maricel, you could write a book with this
exlanation. I am going to work on this example to use as a reflection
in my next train the trainer session.

Blessings,
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Gardner makes the point that instead of studying specific subjects
such as biology or physics, the focus should be on the general
understanding of science. He made reference to the scientific method
and how that is not something that can be taught quickly. That got
me thinking back to school when I was taught the scientific method
in 6th grade (I think), again in 7th grade biology, again in 9th grade
biology, and then received a review as an undergrad in my first
science courses. I am sure these reviews were necessary because
during the previous 3 times I was given a cursory overview of what
the scientific method was and would not have been able to apply that
and do my own experiments without a transition as a freshman
undergrad.
Instead of having to teach the same thing 3 times only to have it
taught again before I began a course of study in a specific field of
science (biology), I picture Gardner might suggest that I should have
had one course lasting an entire year where the scientific method was
the focus. This course could include a thorough explanation of the
scientific method rather than the memorization points normally
taught followed by a year of experiementation which would end up
likely touching on various branches of science. I also picture that this
course would allow for the hands-on learners to carry out the
experiments, those who need to observe to be able to observe the
experiements happening, those who need to read about it could read
the reports written and read articles during class time, and those who
need to hear it to learn it could listen to reports from the
experimenters. This would make for a busy classroom but one which
would definitely have motivated me!

Erin Spencer
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Erin,
I think a course like that would have kids more interested in science
for sure- I really dont remember much from my chemistry and
physics class in high school. At this point, I would much rather have
spent that time doing something that I really enjoyed instead of
trying to memorize information that nowadays is worthless for what
im currently doing.

Maricel Lawrence
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One of the examples in the text showed how a teacher walked through a
method of discovery one step at a time. She applied the method to
topics selected by the students that were immediately relevant to their
lives. This got the students interested in using the method and prepared
them for more advanced applications.

The method was the same and the students applied it in groups, but I
wonder if you might have learned the scientific method more effectively
if your teacher had allowed you to choose an interest you wanted to
apply it to. Each individual then is tested by how well they applied he
particular method to their subject of choice.

Do you think this would be any more effective than every student
applying the same method to the same field of study?

Kevin Jenson
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I think that being able to focus the method on something that is
meaningful, or at least interesting, to the individual would definitely
make the lesson more effective. I remember a project in elementary
school (which is saying a lot since it was 30 years ago) where we had
to present a step-by-step process of how to do something. Looking
back, the lesson was on how to organize thoughts and put
steps/thoughts in order. What made it memorable was I was able to
choose the topic (I made meatloaf).
 

Erin Spencer
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Thats cool, Erin! I agree with you- if I get to pick the topic, I am
more likely to remember it- I guess this is the reason why I dont
remember much from elementary school or even high school...

Maricel Lawrence
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I really like where you going with this line of thought - I hope others
join in and share their perspectives.
Jeff

Jeffrey Foley 
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