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Over the past few weeks we have studied humanism, Maslow’s hierarchy of needs,

Andragogy, Cross’s CAL Model, life situation and adult learning, and transformational

learning to name a few topics.  Interestingly to me, is the fact that once again I see how

all of these theories tie into or build upon each other.  I have noticed that much of what

we are studying now is more specialized.

With humanism we were to identify what philosophy we felt we aligned with based

on past studies (i.e. behaviorist, humanist, cognitivist, etc.).  I believe I am a humanist as

I believe in the unique qualities of people and their ability to make choices for

themselves, but I recognize the effects of behaviorism when it comes to being shaped to a

certain extent by one’s environment, and how cognitivism has an impact on instructional

technology:  especially interactive learning systems.

An area that I found pleasing was the study of Maslow’s hierarchy of needs.  This

idea of meeting basic needs, food, shelter, etc., in order to get to higher needs is what I

consider a fundamental theory.  As a middle level educator I recognize and utilize

Maslow’s hierarchy as a key component in helping students learn.  When I first arrived at

my current middle school we did not offer breakfast.  As a staff we studied the research

that shows how important breakfast is, and now it is offered at our school.  It seems like

such a small thing to offer breakfast or something that is taken for granted, but hunger

has a huge impact on the ability to learn.

With Andragogy, and Cross’ CAL Model I was directed to evaluate whether this

applied to the middle level students I teach.  Reflecting on that there was a real

connection especially with the CAL Model. As I stated in the threads:  Cross' CAL model



is the middle school concept transferred to adulthood.  Learning programs that capitalize

on the experience of the participants; programs that adapt to the limitations of the

participants (although CAL focuses on aging limitations); a challenging learning

environment to move on to advanced stages of personal development; and allowing as

much choice as possible in learning programs are fundamentals in the middle level

concept.

Life situation was interesting in the fact that I was experiencing some challenges

during this unit.  Illness and justifying the purpose of social studies kept me busy for two

weeks, and to a certain extent this was a life-changing event that ties into

transformational learning that we are studying now.  I was put into a position where I felt

I had to share my points of view even though I was not asked for my opinion.  I felt

defensive, un-nerved, and was upset about the entire situation when it came to what I felt

were threats to my particular subject area.  I continue to struggle with it, although the

storm has passed for now.  I think the thing that digs at me the most is not being included

in the process and finding out about things almost after the fact.  This in essence is a

warning or example of what not to do.  If we want to empower each other as adults, we

must be willing to create situations that enable dialogue.  If we stifle communication we

only create situations that put people in positions where they feel they are in crisis or

where they resist.  Illeris points out that these situations can become learning

opportunities via transformational learning, but I think that this approach obviously

should not be created in order to partake of such education.  Illeris does not propose such

a thing in any way, but I believe he is trying to prepare us as educators to work through

damage that may have come from the past.


