Ideology-based Theoretical Perspectives
  Educators and those who would research educational processes each view the world through their own particularly colored spectacles. They can not help but to color their thoughts with their own personal biases and cultural dispositions.  Anderson (2003), in speaking about multiculturalism, stated the following:
 When educational change happens it does so because school practitioners already hold beliefs that enable them to recognize those changes as worthwhile, not because they have thoughtlessly followed the rule of academic theory. School practitioners who are already persuaded by the tenets of liberalism, for example, will find the everyday vocabulary of multiculturalism (as opposed to its gourmet vocabulary) reasonable because their web of beliefs already gives tolerance a central place. They will, as a consequence, be more welcoming of the way multiculturalism figures in their texts and curriculum than those who hold other political convictions. (Anderson, 2003, p. 113)
In essence, she was saying that no real praxis can exist unless the practitioner is already predisposed to the frame of thought expressed by the ideology-based theories.  Glass (2003) further argues that conservative forces have stifled life-long learning, collaboration, and learning by actively solving real problems that marked the ideology of Dewey.  (Glass, 2003, p. 164) Stout (2003), in response to Anderson (2003), stated that true tolerance and multiculturalism cannot exist because each faction has a vested interest in their own self-preservation and perspective. (Stout, 2003)  

As an educator and researcher, I believe that, one is morally obligated to attempt to design, conduct, and analyze their research in a non-biased light. While the American Educational Research Association (AERA) does not specifically address bias, they do suggest that, “Researchers have a responsibility to be mindful of cultural, religious, gender, and other significant differences within the research population in the planning, conduct, and reporting of their research.”(AERA, 2000Standard II. b.7) However, in that I am a realist, I realize that my cultural up-bringing, values, and ethics will color the research that I complete. 

Kelner (2003) stated that education needs to be reformed to move the school’s purpose out of the realm of the “factory worker” mentality and into the 21st century technology mentality.  In proposing the needed educational reform, he also pointed out that there was a generational, digital divide between the teachers and the students. 
In calling for the reconstruction of education to promote new literacies as a response to new technologies and globalization, one encounters the problem of the ‘digital divide’. It has been well documented that some communities, or individuals in privileged groups, are exposed to more advanced technologies and given access to more high-tech skills and cultural capital than those in less privileged communities. One way to overcome this divide and thus a whole new set of inequalities that mirror or supplement modern divides of class, gender, race and education, is to restructure education so that all students have access to evolving technologies and multiple literacies, so that education is democratized and the very learning process and relation between student and teacher is rethought. (Kellner, 2003, p. 62)
Prensky, Tapscott, and others have echoed the same sentiments about the need for increased technological literacies and student- centered educational reforms. (Prensky, 2001, 2005, 2008; Tapscott, 1998)
Through reflection and research, both my synthesis project and my dissertation research are grounded in the following beliefs:
1)     All students can learn;(Gollnick & Chinn, 2002; Gordon & Rebell, 2007) 
2)     All students will learn and retain more if they actively participate in the learning process (Inquiry-based and Problem-based Learning); (Hmelo-Silver, 2004)
3)      Student achievement will improve when teachers address multiple learning styles and move from teacher-centered to student-centered style. (Gardner & Moran, 2006) 
4)     Teachers, working together and involved in data-driven instruction, are informed as to strategies that can enable student achievement. (Beck, 2008; Bernhardt, 2003; DuFour, 2003)
These beliefs are certainly couched in ideologies of multiculturalism and pluralism. 
Question: Should financially strapped educational system ensure that all of its students have equal access to emergent technology? If so, what strategies could they utilize to carry out this goal? If not, why not?
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