The Myth of Charter Schools
Purpose: 

To critically examine opposing points of view and draw your own conclusion
1) Did you have to “suspend your disbelief” in order to accept what Waiting for Superman tells you? In other words, is the film telling you things that are contrary to your own experience? Explain your answer.
2) According to the film, the new way of thinking is that failing schools lead to a failing community, rather than the other way around. Poor schools cause poverty, instead of poverty causing poor schools. How does Ravitch feel about this idea? Whose position makes the most sense and why do you think this?

3) What is Ravitch’s problem with the way Guggenheim portrayed public schools? Do you think she’s right? Explain.

4) In what ways does Ravitch think that Waiting for Superman is a dishonest accounting?

5) What is wrong with Guggenhiem’s juxtaposition of Chuck Yeager and teachers?

6) In your opinion, what is the greatest problem facing students: the nonschool factors mentioned by Ravitch or the in-school factors mentioned by the film? Explain.

7) Why did Albert Shanker, the pioneer of charter schools, turn against them?
8) What is the problem with data about charter schools?

9) After watching the film and reading the Ravitch article, is Geoffrey Canada’s Harlem Success school a good model for success in schools across the nation?

10) In what ways does Ravitch claim that Guggenheim “ignores the realities of the Finnish system?”

11) In your opinion, how big is the money factor in the education system?

12) In your opinion, which is the problem: teacher tenure or the way teacher’s are evaluated and get tenure? Explain.

13) Why do you think these charter schools opted to hold a public drawing rather than just notify those accepted or rejected by mail?

14) Do you think the film was brainwashing you with inappropriate juxtapositions, manipulated emotions, and manipulated data in order to get you to believe that the only chance a student stands at getting a good education is in a charter school? Or do you think that it was an unbiased look at problems facing the education system? Explain.
