Lara Moses

What are schools for?  I believe that a school is a place for learning and discovering.  A teacher’s place in this is that of a guide.  But they should also be prepared to take the role of a student as well.  As I believe that the learning is not only intended for the students, but also for the teachers, parents and principals.  Learning and discovering shouldn’t stop at grade twelve, or even Uni.  Everyone involved in a school system should be open to the learning and discoveries that will, hopefully, happen everyday.  But as teachers, it is our responsibility to guide new learners on their way to discovery.  That is what schools are for, and if it wasn’t done in schools, where would it be done?
Victorian Schools

Victorian teachers refer to the CSFII when planning their lessons and units of work.  This framework is being revised, but it is my understanding that the CSFII will still be used.  The CSFII is split into 6 levels.  Levels 1-4 correspond to the grades most often seen in Victorian primary schools.  “The Curriculum and Standards Framework, published in February 2000, describes what students should know and be able to do in eight key areas of learning at regular intervals from the Preparatory year to Year 10. It provides sufficient detail for schools and the community to be clear about the major elements of the curriculum and the standards expected of successful learners” (www.vcaa.vic.edu.au/prep10/csf/index.html).  “At the same time each school works out the best way to organise its own teaching and learning program, taking into account government policies and the school community's priorities, resources and expertise.  They outline the major content to be covered and describe appropriate contexts for course development. These statements do not constitute a syllabus and do not prescribe specific teaching methods or the details of actual courses. Teachers will design and implement courses in many different ways, taking into account the individual needs of their students.”  “The CSF is a framework, not a detailed syllabus or blueprint for the development and delivery of specific programs, teaching methods to be used, allocation of time to particular learning areas, or materials and methods of assessment.”   “The eight key learning areas are The Arts, English, Health and Physical Education, Languages Other Than English (LOTE), Mathematics, Science, Studies of Society and Environment (SOSE) and Technology” (www.vcaa.vic.edu.au/prep10/csf/aboutcsf2.html).

I think the CSFII is a very useful document and resource when planning lessons.  It is helpful in knowing what areas to cover, and knowing at what level to pitch your lessons.  As stated above by the CSF website itself, I don’t think that it should be the only thing a teacher gets their lessons from.  The CSFII should be just one of the many inspirations of lessons and units of work.  I think it’s a tragedy if a teacher only looks at the CSF level their grade belongs to.  There very well may be a student that needs a lesson from a higher level, or from a lower one.  It also saddens me to think that if a student brought up something they were interested to learn about, and they wanted a lesson on it, a teacher might say, “We can’t do that, it’s not in the CSFII”.  I think it’s very important to student’s learning, and for classroom environments, that lessons come from many different resources, and are new and interesting.  They can always be related back to the CSFII.  But it should be used as a base of framework to be added to and filled out with many other things.

My Schooling Experiences


The ideas of multiple intelligences and learning styles are foreign to me.  My own schooling took place in America.  When I compare that system I grew up in, with the system of schooling in Victoria, I am very sad I didn’t grow up here.  This year we have learned so much about different learning styles and multiple intelligences.  In America, most of our work came out of text books.  We had tests all the time, but it seemed that these tests weren’t really testing our knowledge, but our ability to recall things.  They were one word answer tests, and they didn’t allow space to explain your reasoning.  Almost all the maths lessons were straight from the maths books provided by McGraw Hill, a publishing company.  This teaching strategy was flat and boring for the students.  This is probably one of the reasons I am still afraid of being taught maths.  On the other hand, it has taught me to be very dynamic in the teaching of maths.  I feel that, even though it is not where my greatest knowledge base lies, it is probably one the areas I teach best in.  Or at least write the most creative lessons for.  I use my memories of dreading maths, and turn them into something worthwhile for my students so they won’t suffer the same fate as me.


On my teaching rounds, I was relieved to see that maths lessons are almost all hands on here in Victoria.  The problem with our text book learning was that, besides being boring, it only catered to one learning style and one ability group.  The people below the average couldn’t keep up with the work, and the people above the average were finishing their worksheets in 10 minutes and sitting around with nothing to do for 40 minutes.  In the schools I have been to, there is a large range of activities catering to the different learning styles.  The students are usually allowed to work at their own pace.  This leads to a greater understanding.

I appreciate the way Victoria supports inquiry based learning.  The students ask questions and expand on things.  The students discover things for themselves.  Things are not forced upon them.  They can choose what about a certain topic they wish to learn about.  When doing a unit on the Olympics, my supervising teacher asked her students what topics they were interested in and worked that into her planning day.  She let them make up a discoveries and wonderings sheet and they covered most of the topics from that list.  The teacher allowed them to go even further, and allowed them to pick their own Olympian to study for the final project.  In my school your Olympian would have been assigned.  You would not have been given the freedom to choose.  I think that’s one of the main differences between schools in America and schools in Victoria.  The students in Victoria are allowed to be themselves.  They can choose what they want to learn to a certain extent, and their learning styles and ability groups are catered to.

There is a movement that the Liberal Government wants to implement soon, and that’s the national benchmarks.  This has me very upset and worried.  I remember taking standardized tests every year in my primary school.  Even now, I don’t support them.  I think it puts too much emphasis on how students ‘rank’ and ignores how students learn.  A standardized test does not demonstrate what students know, it demonstrates how well they recall information.  Some students perform terribly on standardized tests.  These students can be in the highest ability range in the group, but just can’t seem to succeed on standardized tests.  These students could be so discouraged to find that they ‘rank’ so low.  It’s just one test, but they can see it as a devastating sign that they’re stupid or not good enough.  The standardized tests only test certain learning styles as well.  Students with verbal and logical learning styles aren’t subjected to taking art, music, drama, or physical education tests that some of the other students with these learning styles could excel in.  I believe the only purpose these tests serve is to tell parents where their children rank.  Not much attention is given to whether they are accurate or not.  

With proper emphasis given to assessment and reporting, these tests could be abolished, as long as the teacher reported to the parents regularly.  If a teacher keeps an assessment portfolio of each student’s work, and sent home notes occasionally to parents and allowed them to see the portfolio, this may alleviate the wondering many parents have about where their students stand.  Parents have a right to know how their child is getting along in school.  They also have a right to see how the student is assessed, and to see the assessments.  I think the problem lies in the comparison of one student to another.  This is what National Benchmarking does, and why it is so dangerous.  We should focus on what students can do, not if they can do it better than another student.
Nature of Education and Teaching Styles

A teaching style I admire is the teaching style of Socrates.  Socrates had a very ‘modernistic’ teaching style.  He wanted his students to examine all that they could.  “An unexamined life is not worth living for a human being” (Palmer, 5).   “We do in fact, find Plato’s Socrates endorsing the idea of education as turning the soul towards-literally converting it to-the truth, but this is entirely compatible with the idea of learning as searching” (Palmer, 6).    Socrates allowed his ‘students’ to explain things to him.  He’d introduce a topic, and allow them to debate and discuss this, without his interruption.  In the Symposium by Plato, the topic was love.  Socrates attended a party, and a debate broke out.  He allowed everyone to share their ideas and discuss and debate this topic.  Some of the people talked about the gods Eros and eros, they talked about people being conjoined at the beginning of the earth, and love was the natural feeling coming from wanting to be conjoined again.  Socrates waited until the end to explain his version of love.  Of course, the problem with Socrates is that he went through and explained why everyone else’s beliefs were not what he held to be true, and why he was right.  I think some teachers do this too.  They are looking for a specific answer, so they tell the students who come up with something different, that it is wrong.  Instead, Socrates could have asked why they came up with that answer, and in understanding the thinking behind it, he could have seen that the debaters may have been right.  Or at least right a little bit.  But I do think Socrates got it partially right, and I hope to employ his search for truth in my classroom.

The opposite side of the coin is Montessori. Maria Montessori believed that the educational environment was very important to a student’s learning.  I believe this is important as well.  A student is going to learn better in a safe environment, free of distractions.  Many Montessori schools have child size furniture and a common sitting room so students can feel right at home, when they are at school.  She also believed in giving the students the right to manipulate their learning tools by themselves.  The students take their own time learning, by manipulating materials specifically designed for educational purposes.  This can work to great effect when done in conjunction with guided lessons and alternative materials.  However, when taken to extremes, and the students receive no guidance or feedback from the teacher, the result is much less desirable.  

I helped teach a kindergarten (Prep) class in America, at a Montessori school, where they took Montessori’s ideas to extremes.  The students weren’t given much guidance if any at all.  They were provided with learning games, in the subject areas of maths and English.  I walked around and observed the students on my first day before they knew who I was, so I could see how they were working.  I noticed that as soon as the teacher turned her back, they crated ‘war’ games or ‘house’ games from the ‘learning’ games they were provided with.  Only when the teacher watched them, did they pretend to use them for what they were intended for.  They were provided with different games for science and Sose later, but it went the same way.  The only students really learning were the ones that wanted to impress the teacher.  This was their whole day.  They received no real guidance or feedback from the teacher at all.  I looked into the other grade levels as well and it was done mostly the same.  The tasks got more difficult, but the students chose what they wanted to learn and when.  So if a student wasn’t motivated, they could spend a whole term just looking at anatomy of a leaf all day everyday, as long as they had a project at the end of term to hand in.  

Being in this Montessori school taught me that students do need guidance from their teacher.  They do need someone to step in and occasionally encourage them to continue, or to guide them where to go next.  Otherwise they may just sit in class and learn nothing.  


Aristotle lived between 384 and 322 BCE.  He had many theories on teaching and learning.  In fact his own teacher was Plato, who had had Socrates as his teacher.  Where his teacher, Plato, believed that we already possessed knowledge, Aristotle didn’t.  “Aristotle also rejected Plato’s theory that knowledge is innate within us.  For Aristotle, knowledge starts with the sense perception-we observe objects of events and from these build up a general principle by which to understand and explain these” (Palmer, 15).  This demonstrates Aristotle’s belief in modeling.  This can be utalised in the classroom by providing concrete objects for the students to manipulate and observe.  This also stresses the importance of practicing what you preach.  A teacher must also be willing to model as many times as necessary for the idea to get across.  If you have to model it more times that you’re comfortable with, perhaps the concept is too advanced for that student.  Aristotle also believed that Education was solely for political purposes.  He wanted the state to have full control over education, so that they could form the “desired citizens” (palmer, 17) that they wanted.  It can be argued that schools serve this purpose in today’s world.  I believe that schools should try as hard as possible to avoid this pitfall.  Students should realize their own potential at school.  They should not be turned into people who all think the same thing, and never ask questions. 
My Teaching Values

I believe that one of the most important skills a teacher can have is flexibility.  A teacher needs to learn to go with the flow of the classroom.  If a lesson isn’t going in the exact direction the teacher wanted, but the students are engaged, the teacher needs to be able to follow the lead of the students.  This will keep the students learning, and the teacher will learn something as well.  A teacher should also be able to change the flow of a lesson if they find it isn’t working at all.  This takes flexibility and quick thinking.  It also takes knowledge of where your class is and whether they’ll follow you or not.  A good teacher probably has to make small adjustments to every single lesson they teach.  It also takes a good flexible teacher to try new things.  I believe that as a teacher, you should be willing to try anything.  If it doesn’t work, don’t do it again, but you’ll never know if it will unless you try it.  Trying new things is something that kids like, and they seem to be fearless about it.  Teachers should be that way.  So many teachers won’t teach science for example.  They may be afraid to, because they don’t think they have the knowledge base required.  But it’s ok to discover something with your students.  They can teach teachers a thing or two.  And think of what the students are missing out on if they don’t get to try experiments in class.  

Another very important skill teachers need to have, we learned in English from David Hornsby. A student must be engaged.  He says “Schooling is all about engagement” (Hornsby, 2004).  Students need to be engaged in the lesson that is being taught, in order to learn.  Working only from textbooks or worksheet is a sure way of getting students to become disengaged with lessons, and soon, with school altogether.  To prove my point, I don’t remember a single thing I learned from a textbook or worksheet in primary school, or even secondary school for that matter.  I just remember that I hated them.  But I remember the books that my second grade teacher read me.  I remember the songs she sang about learning Spanish, and I can still speak the words she taught us.  I was engaged, and this has helped me to recall these things 15 years later.  I learned it and I loved learning it.  I believe that it is a teacher’s responsibility to keep kids engaged and excited about learning.  If a student comes to class everyday fired up and ready to learn something new, it’s a sign that they have a very good teacher.  

Another important skill that a teacher must possess is the ability to encourage the student.  All students get frustrated form time to time.  This might be because they are doing some work that they don’t necessarily enjoy, or it could be that they are doing some work for a subject area out of their particular learning style.  A good teacher could give them encouragement that they need in order to finish the work.  They must also be willing to support the student, if they are having trouble, and encouragement isn’t working.  They could take some extra time out to explain things to that student.  

Students must have feedback.  How will they know what we expect of them, and if they are performing in an appropriate way or not?  I witnessed a class where they received no feedback during my field work.  I was very fortunate to experience this very early on, so I knew right from the beginning how essential feedback was.  These students would ask questions about how they did and receive no answers.  They ask what they should be doing, or if what they were doing was correct, and they’d receive a rude glance.  If they were doing a maths problem, and continually getting the wrong answer, the only feedback they would receive is ‘That’s wrong’.  There was never a ‘try it this way’ or ‘you’re working very hard, way to go’.  Students like their work to be acknowledged.  They should be acknowledged for hard work.  And if they need to change the way they are working on something, it is more appropriate for a teacher to suggest ways for them to change, than just tell them they are wrong.

As demonstrated in the paragraph above, students need to be encouraged to ask questions, rather than discouraged.  And when they do ask a question, they should receive a response, even if the response is, “I’m not sure, let’s look that up together”.  Students should feel comfortable with asking questions, and they should know that it is perfectly appropriate to question everything.  People discover new things everyday.  Sometimes the new things discovered, replaces the old thing.  This wouldn’t happen if people didn’t ask questions.  What if we still believed the Earth was flat because no one wondered if it was true or not, so no one bothered to check?  

Educational Philosophy

Key Aims- In line with the above paragraph, I think questioning should be a main focus of education, not just something that stems from it.  We should teach students to find things out for themselves by asking questions and following through, rather than just writing down everything the teacher says, and accepting it as fact.  A way that students could be encouraged to begin questioning is to divide them into pairs, and they ask questions of each other on a story read, on maths problems, or even what they did over the weekend.  Then they can start to feel more comfortable asking questions in the classroom.  

Some teachers discourage questioning.  I think the may feel threatened by it.  They may also feel that allowing the students to ask questions may lead to their personal knowledge being challenged, which can be scary for some people.  But I think as a teacher, your personal knowledge should be challenged.  When your views or knowledge are challenged you can find out if you really know what you think you know.  You can also find out what more you can learn about something.  If a student asks a question you don’t know the answer to, and you’re open to the fact that you don’t indeed know everything, you could learn something very valuable by discovering the unknown answer.  

School Organisation- I think, first and foremost, a school should be a safe place for a student to come to.  We, as teachers, administrators, or even the cleaning staff, have no idea what a student may be coming from at home.  They may be coming from a life of privilege, and they may have many learning possibilities open to them at home.  The student may also come from a disadvantaged household, where they get little to no time to do school related things during their home hours.  They may even come from an abusive household.  No matter where they come from, they should expect, and be provided with an environment to learn and discover, that is safe for them.  


Students should feel comfortable and safe, not only in terms of their wellbeing and personal safety.  They should also feel that the school and the classroom is a safe place to discuss their ideas.  If the teacher allows other students to mock one student for voicing their opinion, or idea, this is ruined.  Mockery can, in extreme cases, even come from the teacher.  Students should feel that they can voice their opinions without bias or ridicule.  The school may be the only place they are free to do that.  Students can very possibly feel that the classroom isn’t a safe place to do this if the teacher isn’t receptive.  In this instance, mockery doesn’t have to take place at all.  The student is simply ignored, or looked over.  This can lead to students becoming silent, and not willing to have their voice heard for the remainder of the year, or even the remainder of their life.  It is a teacher’s responsibility, as well as every staff member involved with a school, to ensure that student’s voices are heard, and that student’s feel safe to speak up.

Schools often have a theoretical approach to discipline that they follow.  A school might say in their charter, that they are strictly an Interventionist or Canter and Canter school.  This would mean that they favor the Teacher Oriented approach to discipline.  I think I am more of the Group Oriented approach, or an Interactionist.  Interactionists create the rules of the classroom and the school with the students.  This shows that there are clear guidelines that the students should follow, but they will have had a hand in creating them.  Therefore, they are probably more likely to follow them.  This also cuts out the Non-interventionist approach which states that there should be no rules.  I believe that this would lead to chaos.  Much like the Montessori school I worked in for a little while.  The Interactionist method helps a student learn that they have a voice.  It also gives the student a chance to work on decision making.  I know that a teacher should fit in with the discipline approach outlines in the school charter.  I hope to find a school that I can work in, where I am allowed to create a classroom environment where we create our rules, and see what works with us.  I would also allow for a ‘review’ of the rules if some didn’t work, or if it was found that we needed more.  I think this is an important process for students to learn.  It’s what our politicians do everyday.  Things should be adapted and changed.  I believe that the Interactionist theory is the best theory to demonstrate this.


I believe that a school should be a safe learning environment for students to voice their opinions.  A school should be a place where students find people to guide them, and encourage them to learn and to discover.  Students should feel that the learning is a group effort.  A school should have clear rules the students understand, this makes them easier to follow.  A school should be critical of itself, and be willing to adapt to its student body, and staff.  If a school has all these properties, I believe that it is a well suited school to set students off on their journey of discovery.  
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