I found this set of readings particularly useful in terms of actual strategies and approaches to take in my classroom.  There were several things that struck me in the Howard article – the first was the idea that the teacher Hazel described of likening education to “skills” vs. “smarts” and explaining to her students that education is like a chain and they are acquiring links.  I found this analogy very striking and very similar to my idea of the role of the teacher and student in the classroom – the teacher should provide the material and an accessible way for the students to access information and learn but the students are also responsible for working to learn or acquire the “links”. 
 Another point that was raised in the Howard article that hasn’t really been addressed in our readings directly is the idea that effective teachers are not exclusively concerned about students academic development but also their “social, emotional, and moral growth”.  I think that this is an important part of teaching in that many children live in homes where certain behaviors are permissible that are not acceptable outside of the home.  In addition, often times when families are part of another culture (perhaps recent immigrants) they do not fully understand the innuendos of many social norms and that may cause tension as the student interacts outside of their family’s culture.  I think that it is important for teachers to see that students are children and that as children they need guidance and emotional support as well as instruction in socially appropriate behaviors.
Lastly in addition to emotional support I do think it is important that teachers care for, or at a certain level “love” their students.  I agree with Hazel in the Howard article when she says that the bleeding heart liberal idea of “let me love you” stuff doesn’t make for success.  However I do not believe that teachers need to be so firm that the students are as Hazel says “upset about her teaching style”.  I believe there are ways to teach these skills and accomplish a great deal while at the same time being a teacher version of “warm and fuzzy”.  The Hébert and Reis article clearly showed how high achieving students had teachers in their lives that “just adored me” or “loved me” in fact this appeared to be a prominent factor described by some of these high-achieving students.  However I do think that the teacher needs to remain always the teacher and the expectations of the classroom and adherence to those expectations should be what direct the outward expression of affection.  So for example when the child in the Howard article took responsibility for not doing his homework the teacher showed this child respect and in a sense affection by not penalizing the child but acknowledging his learning of responsibility.  In a similar way the teacher in the movie we saw last week, Miss Toliver showed much caring and affection toward her students in her passion for teaching and the fact that several of the students interviewed said that she didn’t care about whether the students got the answers right she cared about their efforts and their learning.  From their descriptions it was apparent that these students knew Miss Toliver cared about them personally and that a huge part of the way she cared was that she truly and passionately cared about their education.
