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Levine’s Vision on Education in the Future Is Incorrect

It is obvious that Arthur E. Levine’s article, “Sure Changes for Colleges in the Future,” wrongly suggests that the future of education will be questionable.  Levine writes that “educational passports” (283) will be needed to track down a student’s educational records.  He also questions whether “faculty will become increasingly independent of colleges” (282), and whether “degrees will wither in importance” (283), because of the variety of new ways degrees can be earned.  All these points that Levine speculates on seem to be far fetched and inaccurate in describing the progress education is making in our world.  It is misleading to say that “degrees will wither in importance,” when employers are constantly choosing people who have a better educational background than others. Furthermore, “Educational passports” (283) are not a good way to record a student’s educational achievements, because they fail to record the learning that happens outside of a classroom.  Likewise, would students actually watch faculty members on “weekly PBS programs”(283)?  It is almost impossible to believe that Levine’s “Sure Changes for Colleges in the Future” is written with considerable concern for education in the future, because of the extreme improbability of degrees withering in importance, educational passports replacing degrees, and faculty becoming more popular than their colleges.

Although Levine proposes that the easy availability of degrees from online websites, community colleges, or even local high schools lessens the value of degrees from accredited colleges, certainly, the accessibility of degrees is not something that will lessen the value of degrees from accredited colleges.  For instance, a working mother is now able to take care of her kids and still take online courses to improve her education, thus opening up doors for better jobs for her.  Even though she can get a better job by taking a few courses, it is still not equivalent to the time and effort a four-year degree requires at a prestigious college.  So, if employers recognize the value of degrees from higher institutions over online courses, how could degrees wither in importance?  Just because degrees are more accessible now doesn’t mean that the value they hold changes. Colleges are still the primary form of education that employers seek in an applicant.  Although online courses can provide a degree, online courses do not teach face to face learning, but their students make up for this on their own through their jobs.  Employers still look for a wide array of qualities in applicants and being able to successfully communicate orally is one, which is developed faster in classroom face to face interaction. Levine, further, goes on to claim that since degrees will be less exclusive, “student’s competencies . . . will be far more desirable” (283).  However, this could never be true since a student’s competencies aren’t the only factor an employer considers.  Both a student’s competencies and where the degree comes from are equally important to complete a resume.  Although the accessibility of earning a degree from any place, whether it is online or at college, is beneficial to a person seeking a better job, degrees will never wither in importance since employers recognize the value of a degree alongside a student’s competencies.
Furthermore, Billy Collins, a poet, indirectly proves that the availability of degrees is something to embrace rather than criticize.  Billy Collins exemplifies that availability of knowledge is also a good thing in poetry by using less poetic diction and everyday language, so more readers can understand him.  In his poem, “The Trouble With Poetry,” he talks about how he reads other poets and takes their ideas, but just simplifies the language to form his own poetry.    In fact, Collins is right that exclusiveness” isn’t a good thing.  By making poetry and degrees more universally available, the world can become less lopsided in education.  People from all different backgrounds and ways of life are now capable of acquiring higher education, closing the gap between highly educated people usually coming from rich backgrounds and uneducated people from poorer backgrounds.  Having degrees and poetry more available allows more people the opportunity to enhance their education, which ultimately can provide everyone with a more balanced status on an educational level.

Moreover, Levine elaborates on the low quality degrees will have by proposing that in the future we will need “educational passports” (283) to record a person’s educational background.  He states that, “As traditional degrees lose importance, the nation will need to establish a central bureau that records each person’s educational achievements—however and wherever gained—and that provides documentation.  This educational passport, or portfolio, will record a lifetime educational history”(283).  Levine believes that so much learning will take place that if it is not recorded in one place it will be hard to keep track of the various ways a person earned a degree.  However, if an “educational passport” just records the online courses or colleges a person attended, it is lacking the learning that goes on outside of the courses needed to earn a degree.  Resumes, on the other hand, provide accurate details about internships and volunteer work that can all be a part of the learning experience.  Levine’s perspective just is not practical.  He even goes on to contradict himself when he states that, “the most successful institutions will be those that can respond quickest and offer a high-quality education to an international student body”(281).  If Levine believes that education is happening from everywhere, why would he state earlier in his article that, “the nation” (283) will need to form a “central bureau” (283) to record each person’s educational history?  It is not only people in our nation that are seizing the opportunity to further educate themselves in various ways, but also people all over the world.   Therefore, Levine is unable to successfully suggest how this “central bureau” (283) can operate in the future of education in his vision that “educational passports” will be a necessity for students.

Another vision that Levine believes to be true is that faculty will become so famous that they will become independent of their colleges.  He proposes that faculty members will be of celebrity status and that “the names of world-class professors will probably be far more important than their institution’s” (283).  He trusts that “the most renowned faculty members” will be able “to attract tens of thousands of students in an international marketplace,” and will be offered “a deal with Random House, a weekly PBS program, a consulting contracts with IBM, commercial endorsement opportunities, and a distance-learning course with a for-profit company in a total package of $5 million”(283).  In today’s society, where people are more consumed with reality television shows, “Sex and the City” and “Monday Night Football,” where would people find time to watch professor’s shows which will likely be academic in nature?  Certainly, people may not want to watch these weekly PBS programs, because of lack of time and interest.  PBS programs featuring faculty would promote commercialization rather than learning, therefore Levine’s suggestion wouldn’t help education but rather offer ways to demean it.  Levine truly believes that students will be more interested in professors, so that the actual institution and all it has to offer will no longer be the deciding factor of where a student goes to school.  So, Levine has an unjustified and poorly supported vision that faculty members will become so famous that they would influence students’ admission more than their institutions’ fame.

Finally, after reviewing three of Levine’s main arguments in his article, one is convinced that he is absolutely wrong in his vision as to where education is heading in the future.  The concerned visions for “degrees withering in importance,” “educational passports,” and faculty celebrities are illogical.  Levine needs to embrace the way that technology is changing education to allow more people to compete for better jobs.  Undoubtedly, people will continue to use the resources available, and instead of Levine criticizing them for using the resources most convenient to them, he should accept that education is becoming more universal.  Instead of Levine trying to convince readers that the educational system is in trouble for the future, he should realize that his ‘vision’ is impracticable and unbelievable, to say the least.  
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