Reflection11noitcelfer- Justin Maslanka
The man of Steele’s 11 year old article was packed with stats and citations.  I had yet to set foot in a school without cursing it (meaning yet to begin teaching) when it came out.   His ideas were ones that I tend to not only find tiring but disagree with.   


Steele’s view on women are outdated.   The disparity between xx and xy chromosomes in the realm of x+y= is misconstrued.  Steele points out that to succeed in math women need to overcome the “low expectations of teachers,[and] family.”(Steele 613) A girl raised with a strong sense of self worth will not have to worry about parental concerns in math, nor, especially,  would lowered teacher expectations hinder this girl.  This is evident, as the tides are indeed turning. 

 A recent article published in my favorite periodical, The Economist, found the  “gap in mathematics scores between boys and girls virtually disappears in countries with high levels of sexual equality.” (Vital Statistics)  Steele cites similar findings.  Examining further, perhaps only  today women are beginning to reach the state of  true equality in the eyes of the teachers here in the patriarchal U.S. Even when a girl from my school was accepted to MIT, the word ‘quota’ was thrown around by, any surprise here, the men who had been in classes with her.  In the realm of higher ed., Steele notes women leave the fields of maths at a rate much higher than that of men.  However, Steele does not note the converse of that statistic: perhaps realizing their innate advantage over men, women go on to be extremely successful,  academically  and professionally, bypassing men in the reading fields.(Vital Statistics)   Perhaps the men remain in math fields because they cannot compete with women in reading fields.      Along with stating that xx=xy in the realm of math, the article states that xx>xy in the realm of reading, proving that old axiom: girls rule, boys drool.  Females are all around better students than men.  Makes me wonder how I wound up in male dominated English Dept. 


Keeping in mind the superior student status of women, Steele also notes that at the graduate level black women have shown modest gains in PhDs received, whereas that statistics has fallen quite noticeably fro black men.  Women, on the whole, are more mature than men, so perhaps that is why they are more successful students, they buckle down, focus and take on graduate school whereas the more immature male seeks an easier alternative.

Despite this one positive, the overall news about the African-American students in general seems bleak.  Steele notes that students must be invested in their school to succeed.  Perhaps a large chunk of  students  low on rungs of the  SES ladder, which has a disproportionate representation of Afro-Americans,  realize early on that even if they succeed in school and perform well on tests,   college will still be out of reach due to continually rising-exponentially  tuitions.  What message is received due to this barrier, too?  They may chose to focus their attention on other areas where they may perceive welcoming arms and potential success.  Also of note was the word stereotype, referenced quite often.  Teachers will always stereotype students, for good or bad.  At times, it may be something as simple as ‘I had Mary’s older sister last year, what a pleasure’.  Another thing to note is that most students desire to be stereotyped; it just may not turn out the way that they want.  Most students dress, style their hair and persona, and  turn themselves into walking billboards for musicians and companies; they are establishing their identities.  The personal style is usually a better gauge of the student.  A student dressed nice and neat, alert, with their head up presents a positive image: a youth eager to learn, to be in school, and one day enter the work force seamlessly.   Contrarily, a disheaveled student portrays a different image.   Image is not always truth, as there are exceptions to every rule.  But image is important, people will be judged the same way on interviews for jobs.  The color of the skin is irrelevant in every case; the message presented through image is hardly irrelevant.
Next,  Maag notes that what seem strange utterances to ‘normal’ people are normal to schizophrenics.  That makes me aware that what may seem like a random outburst may in fact be quite coherent and appropriate in the eyes of the speaker.  I like Sazsz’s argument that terms like illness are inappropriate.  When students are drugged, the only real winners are the crooked Pharmaceutical giants.  In our prescription culture (the U.S.),  the money and power that these companies yield is staggering.  No wonder ADHD is 50 times more likely to be ‘diagnosed’ in the U.S. than Britain (Maag 25) Not only have we been ‘over-sensitized’, Americans usually look for the easy way out.  The easiest way of dealing with behavioral problems is not to work with the child but to medicate. 

Maag also notes that positive reinforcement can work more efficiently than punitive methods.  Of special interest to me was the thought of teacher being forced into the role of student by confrontational pupils.  All teachers should work hard to avoid that.


Some problems are real, but in the ‘real’ world, people work and sort their problems out when they realize a problem exists.  They examine the situations and settings and individuals involved.  Then behavior changes.  Schools need to learn to more closely mirror the real world in this facet.  After all, in the world of ‘education’ some parents simply will search and search to find out what is wrong when their child fails to meet expectations: test, test, observe, test, team meeting.  Due to this process, how much ‘time in learning’ has been missed?  What happens to this student’s self0image?  After a while, something will be found to be wrong; whether it was there in the first place or not, a label or a disability will develop.
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