THE ROLE OF ART IN SCHOOLS

In a new book due out this month, Ellen Winner and Lois Hetland argue

forcefully for the benefits of art education. In their view, art education

should be championed for its own sake, not because of a wishful sentiment

that classes in painting, dance and music improve pupils’ math and reading

skills and standardized test scores. The researchers found that the visual

arts classes did have broad indirect benefits, even if they were not

directly related to quantifiable performance in other subjects. "Students

who study the arts seriously are taught to see better, to envision, to

persist, to be playful and learn from mistakes, to make critical judgments

and justify such judgments," the authors conclude. "When kids take a lot

of art, they don't improve in their core subject areas," Ms. Winner said

in an interview. "We simply found no evidence of that." When students who

take art also generally do well in school, reports Robin Pogrebin in the

New York Times, this may be because aca

 demically strong schools tend to have strong arts programs, or because

families who value academic achievement also value achievement in the

arts. "You cannot conclude that because they're taking art, they're doing

well in school," Ms. Winner said. "There’s just no way to conclude

anything about causality." In campaigning for keeping arts education, some

educators say, advocates need to form more realistic arguments. Art

classes are often the first thing to be jettisoned from a crowded

curriculum. As a result, Ms. Winner said, it is understandable that some

arts advocates hew to the academic argument to keep the arts in the

curriculum. "The arts are totally threatened in our schools," she said.

"Arts advocates don't even think about whether they're accurate -- they

latch onto these claims."

http://www.nytimes.com/2007/08/04/arts/design/04stud.html
