Assad Jarrahian.

Assignment 7

You asked for picking an idea in the paper that I found most interesting and picking one I disagree with … I cannot exactly do that because I disagree with all what the paper is putting forth. But I shall attempt it nonetheless.

““If the world of working and living relies on collaboration, creativity, definition and framing of problems and if it requires dealing with uncertainty, change, and intelligence that is distributed across cultures, disciplines, and tools—then graduate programs should foster transdisciplinary competencies that prepare students for having meaningful and productive lives in such a world.”
If there is one thing I can agree with the “foster” concept, and I believe to a good degree it does have meaningful impact. Undergraduate education and life teaches us those skills (granted some schools teach less of these skills than others).  I also believe that many of the graduate program labs do the same (much less than undergrad) … but that’s partly because it gives you the ability to think more … to breathe more etc.

“transformative theoretically-based research agenda for graduate education.”

WHY another agenda?

My argument is further exemplified with the concluding remarks:

“For if graduate schools cannot themselves foster successful transdisciplinary communities that work to address important problems, how can they hope to foster lifelong learners, leaders capable of carrying out such work following their graduate education?”

So what has been happening for the past century? No life long learners … no great researchers … no great educators who cross the borders of their disciplines and collaborate with other scholars/educators? I don’t have statistical data but I am confident that a healthy majority of this population has existed and is thriving. All this without a formal “transformative theoretically-based research agenda for graduate education” in the shape of a 29 page paper (And many more to come to add to the list of “Publications”).

I ask but one question to the authors: 

“What is your contribution [and why do you think this is a contribution]?”
