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Do You Think Your Effective?

Joseph Joubert once said that, “The aim of argument, or of discussion, should not be victory, but progress.”


Teaching is what moves us forward. It allows us to acknowledge different subject areas. We learn the knowledge that is being taught to us through various pedagogies that teachers instill into their teaching techniques. Learning new knowledge, relating, analyzing, and discussing it so we learn different view points. When it comes to teaching social studies, we use all of these teaching methods and integrate them into our classrooms. There is such a thing as having multiple pedagogy’s in a single content area, but using one will help students understand in a complete way rather than confusing them with different variations of technique.


Lee S. Shulman states that, “Signature pedagogies are types of teaching that organize the fundamental ways in which future practitioners are educated for their new professions. These are the forms of instruction that leap to mind when we first think about the preparation of members of particular profession” [Shulman, 2005, p. 52]. In all schools, teachers have certain standards to meet up with. If standards and certain criteria have not been met, the students will find a lacking component in their education. Educators need to understand that their is vast amounts of knowledge to be learned in any content area. The problem is finding the most important information to relay to your students in the classroom. Effective teaching comes with knowing your content area, understanding it and finding the most effective way of teaching it to ones students. According to Shulman, “There are three fundamental dimensions of professional work when it comes to teaching students in the classroom: to think, to perform, and to act with integrity” [Shulman, 2005, p. 52]. 


Scheurman states that, “Social studies signature pedagogy encompasses: direct instruction, inquiry-based, and student-centered learning” [Scheurman, 1998, pp.1]. The subject of social studies revolves around reading, discussion, instruction, question and writing. Social Studies is a discussion based content area. Lecturing is a component of teaching social studies, but it is not the only component. The information relayed to students will mean nothing if there is no discussion, question-answer or argument displayed in the classroom setting. Students need to have the ability to converse with the teacher and their peers. Opinions and views play a large part in studying social studies. Students and teachers will talk about history, the past, present and future. Though the classroom should be student-centered, direct instruction in social studies is the signature pedagogy which should be instilled into teacher effectiveness. 


Pedagogies, in any content area, have evolved over time due to the changes in and new discoveries of knowledge. We all learn something new everyday and our teaching pedagogy evolves along with it. One’s signature pedagogy does not drastically change, but it can be enhanced and conform to new standards and criteria. With that, all teachers do not have a similar signature pedagogy that they use and maintain in there classrooms. Teachers usually use the most important signature pedagogy that one: feels most comfortable for them to use in the classroom; and two: use a signature pedagogy that most benefits her student’s learning. 


Scheurman explains that, “Teachers who agree with the first critique tend to adhere to a ‘transmission’ approach to instruction. They expect students in their classrooms to memorize a preordained canon of information and to master a set of discrete intellectual skills. Unfortunately, such mastery offers little assurance that students have achieved a deep level of conceptual understanding, or that they will be able to transfer knowledge and skills to situations outside of school” [Scheurman, 1998]. This evidence supports my claim in how students need no lecture-based lessons, but the need for discussion; debate. Memorization of facts is not only pointless, but students will disregard the information after there has been some sort of assessment. Students need a deeper “conceptual understanding” of the material that is being taught to them. Using outside sources and experiences that they can ultimately bring to classroom for discussion and to form arguments and opinions based off the evidence they have collected. Direct instruction allows deeper understanding into social studies through discussion, observation, case study, creating opinions and interaction between their peers and teachers. 


Teacher effectiveness in the classroom revolved around student-centered teaching can only lead to focusing too much on how the student learns, rather than what the student learns. In the end, using one signature pedagogy will ultimately effect an aspect of your students in the end. Whether you base their learning around their learning needs, styles or abilities and losing out on teaching them the required information that they need to learn, or vice versa. Either way, students will be lacking in some pedagogical teaching aspect from the teacher who is teaching them. 


An aspect of using direct instruction as the required signature pedagogy in classroom is discussion. Not only discussion in the classroom, where most interaction between others takes place, but also discussion using technology. Branching out, direct instruction can also be incorporated into technology. A discussion based classroom does not necessarily have to take place in the classroom. Technology is a large part of our society today. Schools are starting to implement more technology based learning into the classrooms. With this, discussion boards can be implemented for students to discuss current events, arguments or classroom questions that have been said in classroom. This can make the students interactive while also stay up-to-date with the current use of technology. Though Beck agrees that the mainstream signature pedagogy of social studies is direct instruction, he thinks that student-centered learning is best (Beck, 2012). In most cases, many educators use this form of pedagogical teaching in their classrooms. It is the most used out of any method and it is the most effective form of teaching. Technology can lead students into the future, but also remain connected. 

Penn State’s Schreyer Institute for Teaching excellence says that, “To achieve student-to-instructor and student-to-student interaction, faculty often employ discussion as a teaching or learning method. In a discussion forum, students acquire speaking and listening skills as they reflect upon and respond to the ideas of others. Guided by specific learning goals, students may engage with and challenge course subject matter as well as learn to think and analyze topics by a disciplinary lens” [Penn State, 2013]. Another reason why direct instruction is the signature pedagogy to use in a social studies classroom. Students require speaking and listening in order to retain information. They need to reflect upon others opinions and ideas through discussion and interaction. 


The Center for Research on Learning and Teaching claim that, “Discussions help students apply abstract ideas and think critically about what they learn. Studies show that discussions build students’ problem-solving skills more effectively than do lectures. However, fostering productive discussions can be difficult for even the most experienced instructors. The articles in this section offer tips on preparing for discussions, asking questions that promote discussion, getting students to talk, and handling common problems that arise during discussions.” Many instructors consciously avoid controversial issues in the classroom because of the difficulty involved in managing heated discussions. However, controversy can be a useful, powerful, and memorable tool to promote learning. Research has demonstrated that conflict or controversy during classroom discussion can promote cognitive gains in complex reasoning, integrated thinking, and decision-making. The links in this section offer guidance for how instructors can successfully manage discussions on controversial topics. Teachers interacting with students individually through quick question and answer exchange can help deepen their thoughts and questions. Delving further into the subject or topic. This allows all students to participate and see others in the classroom participate along with them. This is a practical tool that many teachers use to get the class motivated and active in the lesson.


Discussion-based classrooms in a social studies classroom setting is the most effective signature pedagogy in which a teacher can use. Much of what a social studies’ classroom lacks is the art of discussion. The art of argument. The art of having an opinion and backing up that claim with evidence as well as relating to current events and comparing and contrasting your views along with other views. Student-centered classrooms are helpful, but in these classroom, teachers do not have the capacity or time to cater to each student’s learning needs and capabilities. With social studies, it is a direct instruction content area. To relay the information, but to discuss, analyze and argue it. The most effective way of teaching social studies is to center it on direct-instruction. The signature pedagogy of my future classroom will be revolved around this effective method. 
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