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Feedback on the focus questions for “Never Say Anything a Kid Can 
Say!” Steven C. Reinhart 
 
1. To what extent do you agree with the definition from the article that a good 

teacher is “one who gets the students to explain things so well that they 
can be understood” rather than “one who explains things so well that 
students understand?”   Is it possible to be a good teacher while doing 
one, the other, or both?  

 
 
I think by definition, learning is something that happens on the student’s end.  A student 
can learn without explaining out loud, but not without the kind of internal dialogue that 
happens for the student that is essentially the explanation that a teacher could elicit from 
that student. 
 
I think you definitely want to get your students to be able to explain things well, in a way 
that you, they and their classmates understand it, but I think it is useful also for you to be 
able to explain it well also – they’re not mutually exclusive.  And just because you’re 
capable of doing one, the other or both, doesn’t necessarily make you a great teacher, 
either.  
 
I think it requires both.  If students do not understand they might not be able to explain 
themselves to be understood.  
 
I think good teachers are good facilitators, as kids learn by doing (ie learning must be 
active not passive), so by getting students to explain things themselves gets them to be 
active.  
 
Agree 100% 
Classroom should be student centered. 
 
You can be a good teacher for both. I think the first one is ideal and great, but there are 
probably plenty of mathematicians who never learned how to explain things well to 
others and might have learned less if their teachers only cared about their ability to 
explain things.  
 
That would be an ideal definition 
I think sometimes students can explain things to themselves and aren’t as good 
explaining it to others.  
 
Student explanations are probably more valuable to other students than from me.  
 
I think both needs to be done. Some problems pose confusion that needs to be explained 
through a teacher like 0! = 1. That usually needs to be learned, it can’t be discovered.  
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I think that clear explanation from students is preferable but I guess technically both are 
essential. Student explanations are better for content but teacher explanations are 
essential for logistics.  
 
I agree with his definition, but I am more the second definition.  I, however, think that it 
is possible to be both and still be a good teacher, but I also think that the 2nd you must be 
careful and not do the learning for them.  
 
Overall the article got me excited and I’d like to follow the author’s advice more closely 
next year.  
 
Good guiding principle but I think that there are definitely times you need to explain 
things.   
Thinking back to Tom Garrity’s algebraic geometry last year 
 
 
2.  Are there any obstacles that would prevent you from implementing the strategies 
in the article?  How can these obstacles be overcome? 
 
 
A classroom environment that is unsafe for students to share their mathematical thinking. 
I can do more with certain kids to strengthen our relationship and increase buy-in. 
 
My freshman don’t yet know what counts as a good explanation  need modeling. 
Parental objections to student centered approach  communicate with parents up front. 
Takes time  pick spots, narrow topics.  
 
The biggest obstacle would probably just be breaking habits – both mine and my 
students.  And better balancing planning what’s going to happen with being flexible 
regarding what does actually happen. Being comfortable with losing a little control.  
 
Student resistance.  In the past I’ve had students complain telling me I always ask too 
many questions and should just tell them.  I think the author’s attention to pausing after 
questions is great.  
 
Low self esteem of students creating success 
Fear of loss of control of class  trusting students 
Rushing through wait time – clearer plans and better management 
Uneven distribution of calling on students  random sampling.  
 
The level of my students and the time we have.  I have to be focused on the end of year 
exams.  
 
Besides myself, I don’t think so.  However, I did like the fact that he said you implement 
a little bit at a time so you don’t overwhelm.  
 



 3 

Only in so far as students unwillingness to participate. Students are stubborn about not 
answering.  
 
None as long as I keep a flexible attitude. Frustration might be an obstacle and it can be 
overcome by being patient.  
 
Lack of culture in the room to support this. Solid ground rules, consistently implemented.  
 
I think the major obstacle is the overwhelming nature of the task of completely changing 
your entire method of teaching. 
 
Also, though participation is discussed in the article, I have a hard time seeing how this 
would work in the classroom.  
 
How to best handle groups. Grading.  Don’t change too much too fast.  If a student can’t 
respond to a question, how do I best move on? 
 
3. What are the advantages and disadvantages of adopting the strategies in “Never 
Say Anything a Kid Can Say”? 
 
 
Disadvantages:  The time it would take to implement it the very first time(s). 
 
The only disadvantage is the prep time for “imagining” the lesson. But the good side is 
the time invested should get easier.  Advantage: the end product.  
 
I think potentially there will be a rough learning curve for the kids to get used to it. Alto 
there will probably be a few that hate explaining to others.    
 
Dealing with students’ low thresholds for frustration and confusion can be difficult.  
However, it can lead to much richer discourse.  
 
Positives: 
Student responsibility 
Better participation 
Investment in learning 
Force students to think 
Student responsibility 
Students will get more engaged 
Students will get the chance to follow their own line of thinking/explore and learning 
from that.  
 
Negatives 
Time 
Age-related 
Low confusion threshold 



 4 

 Different style for different students 
Absences hurt more 
Lag time 
 
Disadvantages: hard to implement.  Paradigm shift in lesson planning 
Students may draw an incorrect conclusion and not learn their error. 
Takes time 
Less clarity without teacher’s explanation.  
 
Advantages: Creates student centered classroom. Forces students to think at a deeper 
level. 
Students have greater responsibility for what they learn. 
Student engagement 
Critical thinking 
 
Pros: 
Creating an environment where kids are actively involved 
Atmosphere of deep learning – making connections 
Respect 
 
Cons: 
It is challenging and requires more risks. 
Time 
 
A teacher may have to change a great deal in the way they teach if strategies are adopted.  
 
4. How does this connect to what Blake Paterson talked about? 
 
Lecture is based on carefully thought questions.  Questions are planned ahead of time.   
Questioning is deliberate. 
 
It ties in with the idea that students need to contribute to their education. 
 
Blake talked about having a clear idea of what a lesson would be like before it happened 
– to anticipate students’ thoughts and results.  These ideas also require more planning and 
improved questioning.  
 
It is all about classroom culture 
 
The power of great questions.  I like the author’s idea of carefully scripted questions and 
Peterson’s idea of even having questions planned for possible student responses.  
 
To plan good questions you really need to anticipate student work, misconceptions, etc.  
And this should be planned, not just random.  Using them to develop student thinking 
should be a core part of how you envision the lesson. 
 



 5 

His talk was about thinking through questions, responses, logistics of problems … 
everything was meticulously planned – especially the questions. 
 
Emphasis on students making connections.  
 
You have to prepare ahead of time to anticipate flow.  
 
Focus on big questions 
Plan in advance 
 
The importance of a lesson is questions and flow is determined by the questions you 
have.  
 
I think asking questions, which Blake Peterson discussed, would help get students to the 
point where they can get students to explain things well.  
 
Think about your lesson.  Prepare your questions ahead of time.  Make the lesson flow.  
 
I didn’t have the impression that the Japanese practice was so student centered 
Centrality of students answering questions to construct learning.  


