
 CLASSROOM  

CONUNDRUM
Do Politics Belong?

Education is a pillar of American society, trusted to teach 
American students the skills they need to succeed in their 
adult life. Schools are integral to communities and are 
intended to be havens for communal learning. However, 
recent political events have brought a debate to the forefront 
again: do politics belong in the classroom?
 
Today’s debate intends to create dialogue and compromise 
surrounding this issue in order to confront this controversy 
as a community. In this discussion, three perspectives will be 
introduced, that of the teacher, the parents, and the student. 
For each approach, we will explore how the issue affects that 
group and seek to find solutions that benefit all three 
involved parties. For teachers, we want to find a compromise 
between the duty to educate comprehensively and the 
protection of an educator’s free speech. For parents, the goal 
is to find a balance between family values and the 
independent growth of your child. For students, we seek to 
find a balance between inviting new perspectives and 
allowing space for personal beliefs.
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Conduct

Schedule of 
Deliberation

Welcome & Introduction
 

Approach 1: The Educator's Perspective
Introduction & Discussion

 
Approach 2: The Family's Perspective

Introduction & Discussion
 

Approach 3: The Student's Perspective
Introduction & Discussion

 
Review of Deliberation Notes

 
Conclusion Discussion

 
Post-Deliberation Survey 

 
 
 
 
 

Keep an open mind and be prepared 
to expand your perspective.

 
Please be respectful of all viewpoints 

and opinions.
 

Feel free to speak your mind, but try 
not to dominate the conversation.

 
Practice active listening — respond 
to the thoughts of others but do not 

interrupt.
 

Do not be afraid to say: "I don't 
know," or "I changed my mind."

 
Please do not shout or raise your 

voice; be mindful of Webster's other 
patrons.

 
 
 
 



RIGHT TO 
UNHINDERED 
EDUCATION
Regarding politics in the classroom, there truly is no 
desirable position; however, being the teacher carries 
slightly more burden. As a teacher, there are certain 
standards to be held to, which can ultimately lead to 
criticism from students, peers, parents, the 
administration, etc. The way a teacher executes 
lessons and interacts with students is crucial in the 
development and education of the students, especially 
at the elementary and middle school levels. Therefore, 
these educators must hold themselves to a standard in 
which the students are receiving an appropriate 
delivery of the content. While teachers should have the 
right to express their opinion, their opinion should not 
be forced upon the students. The goal of being an 
educator is to give students the tools and knowledge 
to analyze the world around them, balancing the 
student’s personal beliefs with the need to engage with 
new content.
 
Discussing politics in the classroom seems like a 
forbidden fruit; however, if done correctly it can be 
informative and beneficial for students. In order to 
incorporate politics into a learning environment, there 
are some guidelines that should be followed so that the 
teacher can do so in a fair manner. It is crucial to never 
shove your own personal views on students, as much 
as it may seem appropriate in certain discussions. 
Students in elementary and middle school are highly 
impressionable, therefore teachers should be mindful 
of the power their words have in crafting their 
students’ worldviews. This approach does not imply 
that politics in the classroom are negative, but that 
politics can be used only if it is not overbearing and 
controlling in delivery.

Remaining neutral may seem like a viable response but 
strictly adhering to political neutrality and “not 
expressing your views to students and/or avoiding 
political topics...is a tactic that can actually marginalize 
many students” (Walker). If one does not express their 
views and teach their students both sides of the 
argument that individual fails as a teacher.
 
This approach recognizes is that teachers play a role in 
the future of the next generation and their impact 
significantly shapes the lives of their students. 
However, steering away from political discussions is 
preferable because in doing so individuals would 
remain narrow-minded and ignorant to opposing 
viewpoints. Though it is difficult to stay unbiased 
during political discussions, a teacher should express 
their opinion because it challenges the students to 
strengthen their values when faced with opposing 
arguments.
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Right to 
Familial 

Values

This approach looks at the issue of politics in the 

classroom from the perspective of the parents and 

guardians of the students. From this perspective, 

by bringing both politics into the classroom, the 

school system is infringing on the traditional right 

of parents to raise their children with their family 

values. This approach recognizes the inherent good 

and necessity of education but also cares deeply 

about the role of the family in the educational 

process. It is believed that the family should be the 

primary educator of values for their child rather 

than teachers. For the school system to take away 

the right of parents would, from this approach, be a 

degradation of the family unit and the right of the 

family to continue their specific values.

 

In this approach, educators should strive to remain 

as unbiased as possible and not instill morals in 

their students as this is the natural right of the 

parent. While this approach is traditional, it is 

important to remember that early schools in 

America believed strongly in moral education as a 

clear cornerstone of their curriculum (Yakubu). 

American education rose primarily from the 

Puritans who saw education as primarily moral and 

religious, and this conflicts with the current parent 

approach to leaves morals to the parents. At its 

heart, this approach recognizes the diversity of 

thought within student populations, characterized 

by different and sometimes conflicting values. 

Because of this diversity of thought, the parent 

should be in charge of teaching their child their 

family values.

 

A few critiques of this approach would be: 

education is inherently linked to values and it is 

impossible to divorce the two, and if the duty of 

ethics education is left solely to parents then there 

is absolutely no sense of community and shared 

values. Despite the ideological argument for 

parental rights, pragmatism suggests that social 

cohesiveness mandates some institution of moral 

laws taught in the school system, such as “don’t 

steal” or the golden rule: “treat others the way you 

wanted to be treated.”
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This approach is concerned with the importance 

for students to be able to express their own beliefs 

without fear of bias from their instructors. In high 

school, a teacher implements the curriculum and 

evaluates their students on their respective grading 

scale; there is a specific teacher-student power 

dynamic in every classroom. Regarding politics in 

the classroom, the teacher must remain unbiased 

towards students regardless of personal political 

ideologies in order to ensure a fair and just grading 

environment.

 

Research shows that in the college setting as 

teachers showed political bias (teacher-guided 

political discussions and grading students 

differently) students were shown to have limited 

classroom scope; they felt powerless and had a 

strong desire to conform. In the presence of a 

teacher’s political beliefs, students either felt 

compelled to agree with the teacher or disengaged 

themselves from the conversation (Linvill).

Teachers should not express political opinions in 

the classroom; if they do, they must be able to 

separate personal feelings from grading. If a 

teacher were to indicate their political stance and a 

student refuted that opinion, animosity could 

occur. Objectiveness in evaluating assignments is 

key to creating an honorable educational setting.

 

Drawbacks to this approach would include 

sheltering students from opposing beliefs and 

missing opportunities to practice rhetorical skills. 

Students could lose the opportunity to be engaged 

in a conversation that could open their minds 

(Krantz and Friedland). Teachers leading 

discussions about politics could also give students 

a place where they can discuss certain topics 

within the safety of a classroom. 
 
This approach would require one to weigh the pros 

and cons of seeking an open and engaged learning 

environment with the issue of political 

disagreement and possible biased grading.
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RIGHT TO 
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