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Curriculum and its philosophy are the heart of any learning instruction and is defined as 

the most important material used in schools in which students will interact for the purpose of 

reaching educational outcomes and goals (Ebert et al, 2013; Ornstein et al, 2015, pg3). There can 

be no serious discussion about curriculum and its philosophy until we embrace the question of 

what is education and the component of great teachers, then find out the school’s purpose, and 

finally pursue philosophy, aims, and goals of curriculum (Ornstein et al, 2015, Pg4). To achieve 

these educational outcomes or goals, great teachers are needed to implement the curriculum into 

their instructions. Great teacher that shows kindness, compassion, positivity, builder, empathy, 

and feelings of understanding to the students, parents, and faculties around them. A great teacher 

is trained to know what to expect in the classroom (Alrubail, January 24, 2015).  However, 

Kliebard (2004) stated that although teachers were at the center of America’s education system 

in the early nineteenth century; teachers were underpaid, immature to the need of the students 

and harassed, and not well trained.  

Furthermore, poorly trained teachers had to rely on newsprint or textbooks such as the 

McGuffy reading series and blueback spellers as standardized curriculum on what to teach 

(Kliebard, 2004, pg2). In 1800’s, printing text was popular and so were many newspaper 

publication that made people read more.  In addition, people from the nineteenth century were 

informed about what was going on around their community based on the reading from local 



newsprint.  As the population grew due to new immigrants coming daily, the propaganda in the 

news and railroad industry were also progressing in that era of 1880’s thru 1890’s.  

In addition, mental disciplinarians and developmentalism were part of the education 

system in the 1800’s. According to Kliebard (2004), “Mental disciplinarians built on that 

psychological theory by alleging that certain subjects had the power to strengthen faculties such 

as memory, reasoning, will, and imagination...teaching these subjects can invigorate the mind” 

(Kliebard, 2004, p4).  Mental disciplinarians was a unified system developed in schools to have 

the same rule and a disciplinary system of learning for both faculties and students.  This teaching 

style allowed the teaching not to think critically and have minimum emotion in the classrooms.  

In addition, teachers had to use the same textbook and same curriculum without any 

modification. Furthermore, most instructions or lectures were mindlessly recited or memorized 

by poorly trained and young teachers. 

  As a result, most children preferred working in factories than going to a disciplinary 

school. For instance, in 1913, 500 factory working children were questioned choosing factory or 

school, 82.4% of them did not want to go back to school because they were forced to follow rule 

with no explanation and harshly discipline for learning (Kliebard, 2004, pg. 6).  The purpose of 

curriculum is to prepare students to flourish within the society; teachers are supposed to be the 

representative of “the curriculum” so that parents and students can come for answers, instead of 

them running from teachers and the school. 

By the late 1890’s, a new era of technology was developing, such as the telephone.  With 

the scarcity of jobs and technological unemployment among teenagers; students were willing to 

go back to school to be better trained, and the schools’ attendance policies became a priority. In 

1892, the National Education Association’s Committee of Ten was established to deal with the 



uniform college entrance requirements which were affected by the curricular implications for a 

secondary school education because of the difficulty of preparing so many students differently 

depending on their choice for college (Baker, 1996; Kliebard, 2004, pg8).  Finally, Stanley 

Hall’s Three Extraordinary Fallacies believed that all pupils should be taught the same lectures 

within the district, all subjects were the same if taught well, and college education was similar to 

life experience (Kliebard, 2004, pg. 11-13).  College education is really where most students 

choose what they desired to study in life. Students that come to college choose a major as a 

training tool of what real life work might be. As a result, the curriculum in Higher Education is 

explicit (Ebert et al, 2013); a contract between instructors and students.   
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