The real issues

Del 2 – Task B

Today, there are 16 year olds who can barely write much more than their own name. I don’t need to cite a source (but I would if I could) to say Norwegian students seldom top the list of best results in school. I see a lot of people at my age who write poorly, both when it comes to grammar and how to express themselves. I don’t think it’s because of classrooms without air-condition, lack of good teachers or even lazy students. I think what it’s all about is the school system we have in Norway, which for me seems totally useless. That is what I would call a political issue.

This is my third version of Task B on this exam. It’s expected of me to write an analysis of either a political or social issue, illustrated through a movie I’ve seen. I started writing about abuse, family problems, drinking and violence. After being stuck for two hours, I changed subject. Using Michael Moore’s documentary Bowling for Columbine as a backdrop, I tried to tell about a gun fixed America. Another hour wasted.

I can write journalistic features and subjective texts just like that, but this is the second time I find myself stuck at an English mock exam, in only one year. What’s the problem? The problem is; I have nothing to tell. Sure, I do care about abuse and drinking problems, but it’s not something I would write about. And definitely not without having the opportunity to go through the sources I want to, whenever I want to.

This political issue I’m writing about was supposed to have something to do with a movie. I’ll take the freedom to do a little twist. There is a Norwegian movie called Yatzy. Wonderful book, I sure can tell; I’ve read it 5 times. The movie was released a few months ago. Stunning images and camera operating, music that combined with the action that touched you deep down, and convincing acting from the entire cast. But the problem?

As a movie, Yatzy didn’t have anything to tell.

That simple fact destroyed the whole experience. It’s not possible to make a good movie, without having something to tell. That’s what movie making is about; expressing a message.

Which leads me to my question; how can it be expected that the students deliver a good result, when they’re asked to express a message most don’t have?

Let’s put the exam away for a minute. I truly have had extremely good teachers in subjects as Norwegians and English. I had in elementary school, and I still do have. I love to write, and I have always done. I could write essays on tens of pages when I was younger. But I barely do that anymore, and I have no problem blaming the school system for that.

What is the purpose of these two subjects, Norwegian and English? My guess would be to learn to be a fast and stabile reader, to be able to write good and correct texts, have a good language and have the ability to express yourself. And maybe most important; encourage the students to enjoy writing and reading. I would say these two subjects fail on all.

It has nothing to do with the teachers or lack of will among the students to learn. It has to do with a curriculum that is focusing on something complete else. Can someone tell me why one have to learn about Vikings, family violence and the life of dead writers, when a lot of students still experience problems with basic things regarding the language itself? The last thing is actually a bit funny. We learned a lot about Knut Hamsun in elementary school, but I can’t recall ever reading a single line of something he wrote…

It’s been told that when you are at high school;, you are supposed to know all this. “Let’s focus on other things that has nothing to do with the language instead”. I could say, we don’t know. I don’t. When English is Social Science, just in English, and Norwegian is nothing but history, I have no problem seeing why people have problems with writing and have never even touched a book.

But let’s get back to the exam. So far, I’ve used half an hour writing these 700 words. I used 4 hours writing the other 300 words. Why? Because I care. I have something to tell. It might not answer the task as good as it could, but I sure bet I’ve shown more of my language writing something like this, than editing some phrases here and there from Wikipedia, using words I never heard of, less know the meaning of.

Asking someone who might not be that comfortable with expressing themselves in English, to write an analysis about family abuse or multi-cultural societies, without having the opportunity to gather  the right sources, I think that’s just foolish. I really do. It’s things like that, which brings away motivation. I sure lost mine.

My point is; the politicians have to make a choice. What do they want us to learn? It’s OK to learn about Vikings, but please then call it History, cause as I see it; it has nothing to do with Norwegian as a subject. It’s only taking away our motivation.

Instead, give us the possibility to express ourselves. The possibility to learn the languages, both Norwegian and English. To let us use the language, not just modifying Wikipedia articles and read about where a famous writer was born. That would sure be something.

I might have failed the task, but I have at least tried to express myself. And honestly, that’s the only thing that matters for me.

