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A.10. Letters to principal (and reply) requesting permission to include 
specific data in thesis document 

10-04-07 

 

Dear M _______ 

 

Please find attached herewith an excerpt from my draft thesis document outlining some 

difficulties we mutually encountered when I was first putting my ideas into practice.  

Please take time to read the account.  I would be grateful if you would sign the 

permission slip if you are happy to have the extract included as it stands.  If you are not 

happy to have it included, I will delete it. 

 

Regards 

Mary 

[TO NOTE: The attached text in question was an extract from ‘Encountering 
Dilemmas’ pp.163-166 of draft] 
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A.12. Letter to children & parents requesting permission to include samples 
their work in my thesis 

 
06-02-07

Dear ••••••••

I would like your permission to include some; of your written work with my thesis.
I have chosen it ~cause. I think it shows clearly thot you aI'e a critical and
creative person who can think for yourself. If you give me; permission, tick the
'yes' box ond if you would rather not tick the. 'no' box. I will respect your wishes
either wtX)'.

Le me.os.

MOire. Bn de. R6iste

r!JfJ!1 my r.acMr lUan tk !Misr. ,..mission fr:1 inclutk my
work in Mr tJwsls.

r d9 nttt givw my teaclwr s.an tk !Mis,. ,..mission fr:1
inclutk my work in Iwr tJwsis.

Signed .• Date .

06-02-07
t>e.ar --------

YOUI' child •••••••• has given he.r/his permission for S(l,mples of writte.n orld art
work to be. include.d in my thesiS. I would like also like to have. your permission.
I have chosen the work because I think It shows clearly that yoUI' child IS a
critical and creative person who can think for her/himself. If you wish to give
me. permission, tick the 'yes' box, and if not tick the 'no' box. I will respect your
wishes e.ither wtX)'.

l<m<aS.

MOire de R6iste

r!JfJ!1 my r.aclwr Bean tk !Mis,. ,..mission to inclutk my
work in ".,. tJws/s.

r d9 not gi... my teacMr s.an tk Ro/sr. ,..mission to
/nclutk my work in Mr thu/s.

.....----------------- Date ..
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Appendix B Validations and Evaluations 

B.1. Evaluations by teaching colleagues of my educative influence  
 
 

a.  Evaluation by teaching colleague JM 

 
 

b. Evaluation by teaching colleague DOS 
 

I was born into a world and educated in a system where adults had a monopoly on 
wisdom. Children were literally expected to be seen and not heard.  It isn’t an 
exaggeration to claim that children’s thinking, in that milieu, wasn’t so much 
undervalued, as accorded no value.  While always attempting to value children’s 
opinion (and thinking) in my own teaching, it wasn’t until I came to work in Scoil N., 
where Thinking Time is a core value of the school, that I was exposed to an 
educational setting where children’s thinking was accorded importance and value.  I 
have been most impressed, not only by this liberating approach towards pupil/teacher 
interaction but also by the stress which is placed on the improvement of children’s 
thought processes. 

Mary Roche has always stressed the centrality of the guiding hand of the teacher in 
the facilitation of Thinking Time. Thinking Time is not an open-ended, laissez faire 
unstructured, directionless activity – but demands instead, a high degree of skilful 
guidance from the teacher.  This subtlety of approach is vital in that it facilitates the 
pupil to improve the quality of their thinking, while still allowing them the ‘space’ to 
actually think for themselves. 

DO’S.  28 February 2005 
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c. Evaluation by teaching colleague LOS 

 
When I was first introduced to Thinking Time I was really excited about trying it out.  
I was very impressed with the reaction I received from the children, their enthusiasm 
in voicing their opinions and their varied ideas.  I had worked quite a lot on language 
development in my previous school, and I encouraged my colleagues there to try this 
approach. I was amazed at the language used by junior infants when speaking and also 
the language gained from listening to other children.  
 
LO’S  27 February 2005 
 

d. Extract from transcript of conversation with LOS 
 

 
 

e. Evaluation by teaching colleague ML 
 
Mary has really influenced me as a teacher as regards approaching philosophy with 
children. She encourages us to challenge the children (regardless of their age) with 
what I would previously have regarded as ‘adult’ topics of conversation. It has been a 
learning experience for me to discuss heaven and spirituality with an infant class.  I 
am amazed at the dept of thought children at age 5 and 6 can have! 
The support given through workshops and our ‘ideas file’ have also been invaluable. 
ML 01 March 2005 
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f. Extract from transcript of conversation with ML 

 

 
 

g. Evaluation by teaching colleague SB 
 
Thinking Time was a new idea to me as a teacher. There is a strong emphasis on the 
oral section of the revised English curriculum on teaching children to speak, and 
thinking has also been recognised as a priority. Thinking Time helps to develop 
speaking and thinking skills in children as young as Junior Infants. Thinking Time 
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allows children explore ideas in a creative way affording them the chance to be 
innovative.  However, this was an area of my teaching that I feel was underdeveloped 
and through Mary’s stewardship this is changing.  The workshops are practical and 
specific to the teachers on staff. But far more helpful is the fact that as Mary is a 
teacher on staff, she is accessible (more or less) on a daily basis for questions or 
direction.  Thinking time makes a lot more sense the more you do!  This year the file 
with suggestions was particularly helpful. 
SB 23 February 2005 
 

h. Evaluation by teaching colleague SD 
 
Since using Thinking Time I have stopped taking mundane things for granted and 
now question more as to why things are the way they are.  The experience of doing 
weekly Thinking Time sessions has made me appreciate others’ point of view and 
have pride in my own judgement. In my teaching it has encouraged me to step back 
and give extra time for the class to express their opinion.  The atmosphere in the room 
is more accepting of different ideas and opinions. The benefits of our Thinking Time 
sessions have enhanced the children’s skills in many aspects; verbal reasoning, critical 
thinking, social skills, moral development etc.  
 
My colleagues value the benefits of Thinking Time. It is a respected worthwhile 
activity that is a priority in Scoil  N. As a staff we pride ourselves in being progressive 
and tapping into this fun activity that comes so naturally to the children. Mary you 
been very encouraging and supportive and I am delighted you shared your knowledge 
with us. 
SD 01 March 2005 
 
 

i. Emailed evaluation from teaching colleague RL 
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j. Extract from transcript of conversation with SC 

 

 
 

k. Evaluation from school principal MOC 
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l. Evaluation by deputy principal SOL 
 

 
 

m. Evaluation by teaching colleague DOS regarding focus group 
 
As part of my research methodology while undertaking research for a Master’s 
dissertation, I facilitated two separate Focus Group interview sessions. Each focus 
group consisted of six, nine-year-old pupils from the two 3rd classes in our school.  
Both interview sessions were of on hour duration (approx). Our topic for discussion 
was the pupils’ experience with a digital media resource in the computer lab over five 
sessions. 
 
I was very impressed with a number of factors during the focus group undertakings: 

- The critical awareness of the children 

- The willingness of each individual child to share their personal opinion 
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- The genuine manner in which all participants listened to the opinions of the other 
members of the group 

- The mature way in which disagreements of opinion were handled – the disagreement 
was with the opinions of others and no personal dimension attached to the 
disagreement 

- The manner in which individuals accepted that others would disagree with them 

- The manner in which individual children gave the reason why they disagreed with 
the opinions of others 

- The manner in which individual children developed a point made by another pupil 
with whom they were in agreement. 

 
The manner in which the ‘cut and thrust’ of argument and of dialogue was handled 
within the focus groups was most impressive in the context of the participants’ ages (9 
years old). It was a display of maturity and genuine rapport not previously 
encountered by this practitioner of thirty year’s experience. 
 
I attribute the uncommon skill with which the children handled the demands of a 
focus group setting to their experience of the dialogic process of their weekly 
Thinking Time sessions in Scoil N. 
 
D----- O’S----------  14 June 2006 
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B.2. Evaluation by colleague from former school 
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B.3. Validations by critical friends in the PhD study group 

a. Emailed validation from BL 
 
 
 

 



Appendix B 11 

 
b. Request to CMD for critique and her reply 
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c. Critique from BS following request letter as per B.2 
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d. Request to MG for critique and her reply 
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e. Letter from BS 26 November 2004 
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f. Emailed letter from CMD 

 
 
 

g. Emailed letter from BL  27 November 2004 
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h. Emailed letter from MG 28 November 2004 
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B.4. Samples evaluations by teachers attending in-service July 2003 

a. Teacher ‘1’ 

 
 

b. Teacher ‘2’ 
 

 
c. Teacher ‘3’ 
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B.5. Sample evaluations by teachers attending workshop November 2002 

a. Teacher ‘1’ 
 

 
b. Teacher ‘2’ 
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c. Teacher ‘3’ 

 

 
d. Teacher ‘4’ 
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e. Teacher ‘5’ 

 
 

f. Teacher ‘6’ 
 

 
 

g. Teacher ‘7’ 
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B.6. Evaluations of Thinking Time transcripts by parents 2002-2003 

a. Letter from CR 
 

 
b. Letter from SOB  
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B.7. Evaluations by parents following viewing Thinking Time videos 2004-

2005 
a. Letter from SB, W’s mother  
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b. Letter from P. L. K’s father 
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c. Letter from C.H. Kn’s mother  

 

 
 

d. Letter from M.H. AH’s mother  
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e. Letter from M.P. KP’s mother  
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f. Letter from H.M. H.M.’s mother  
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B.8. Samples of end of year letters 

a. Letter ‘A’ 
 

 
 

b. Letter ‘B’ 
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c. Letter ‘C’ 

 

 
 

d. Letter ‘D’ 
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e. Letter ‘F’ 
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Appendix C Selection of transcripts referred to in thesis  

C.1. Animals in Zoos 07 March 2005 
 
Read story of ‘Zoo’. Had already read story of ‘Oi! Get off our Train!’.  

----------------------------------------------------------------- 
- L: I think that actually the two books are related because they’re both about cruelty to 

animals in a way except that in the Zoo book the Zoo is trying to protect the animals 
and zoos are not really bad.  They don’t try to do actually harm to the animals ... I 
mean, they try to keep them from getting extinct. 

- P: I think they’re related, both stories.  They both try to explain to some people that 
animals are not actually safe at all.  They’re not safe in zoos.  They’re protected but 
that’s not the same as saying they’re safe.  People don’t treat them well.  In the wild, 
animals have everything they need to live.  But when they’re in captivity, they can’t 
get what they need because they can’t make themselves understood to humans. 
Humans can’t understand what animals really need.  Even parrots that are trained to 
talk can’t tell people what they need.  The only way that animals would be really safe 
and protected is if humans became extinct. 

- K: I didn’t find them related at first.  I found that they both are trying to mention how 
mean and cruel people are being.  Maybe the authors are trying to get us to think so 
that when we grow up we can stop what greedy people do to animals and we might 
try to make people find other ways to get keys for their pianos and fur for their fur 
coats. 

- M: I thought, while I was listening to that story and looking at the pictures, that in 
zoos it seems kind of cruel to animals that people are always looking at them and 
mocking them. 

- Ó: D’you know the person who wrote those books?  Well I think they’re trying to tell 
us that all the animals that are in the world are in danger from people.  Its people 
mostly that are killing them.  People don’t have to use animals like that. 

- C: Like P said: if people didn’t exist, some animals would be safe.  There are other 
natural enemies and dangers for animals like poison, plants, bigger animals that prey 
on them and getting sick, but P is right: people are the worst enemy. 

- Cn: We could try to keep animals as pets to mind them but they are even safe in our 
houses either because they can run out and get killed on the road or they can die from 
eating too much food.  They can be abandoned and left to die on the side of the road 
when people get tired of them … like snakes and things. 

- W: I kind of agree with L.  Zoos are not just there for protection of animals from 
extinction.  They’re also there for people, because people enjoy looking at the 
animals. 

- D: Those two people wrote those books to tell us that animals aren’t safe anywhere.  
Not even like Cn said in our houses.  They can escape.  My friend’s snake escaped 
and they can’t find him and they think he’s up in the attic eating mice. 

- Ch: I think it’s better … like P said.  If there’s no human being around ….animals 
would be safe from human beings who love killing animals. We need animals but 
animals need us to love them not kill them. 

- Kn:  I seriously agree with P.  He is right. If we were extinct they’d be able to live.  
The zoo is not really for looking after animals.  If they were free to do whatever they 
wanted that would be different but they’re not.  We’re just using them….like objects. 

- D: I agree with Kn and with P.  If we were extinct we couldn’t cause any further harm 
to animals … but I wonder what would happen then? 

- Hi: Well I don’t agree with the idea of zoos like the one in that book.  I don’t think its 
right to have animals in zoos like that.  In Africa we had places for keeping animals 
but they were big parks; animals could roam around free and you had to go looking 
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for them because the parks are huge.  There aren’t any cages and the animals juts 
carry on doing what they normally do. 

- Jr: I agree with P: animals aren’t very safe in our care.  Once I was cleaning out my 
fish’s bowl and changing his water and he jumped out of the bowl and I wonder if he 
was trying to escape back to where he came from. 

- Sa:  In response to my question: ‘which do you think, Sa: would animals like to be 
running free or in the zoo?’ Sa answered “they should be out running free”.  ‘Why?’ 
“Because they’d be happier.” 

- Cr:  I agree with Hi: Wild life preserves are better than zoos.  In the wild life 
preserve, the animals can not only do whatever they want, and humans won’t destroy 
them, but also if one of them gets sick there’s a vet or a team of animal doctors to 
look after them.  Also they’re kind of guarded so that animal trappers, who would try 
to steal them, can’t get away with it because the wild life rangers are watching all the 
time.  People try to steal animals for their fur or their teeth and you can get up to 
$5000 for them.  Bad people take them and kill them and stuff them and paint them. 
And that’s wrong.  They should be left alone. 

- A:  I say animals like to be free.  They don’t like to be in the zoo or the circus.  If I am 
an animal I don’t like to be in a zoo. 

- Me: Do you think that they do not like the circus either? 
- A: Of course not.  Its bad for them 
- Me:  Do you like to go to the circus? 
- A, smiling: well yes…. 
- Ce H: I think animals shouldn’t be in zoos because it’s not fair.  Humans wouldn’t 

like being in zoos so why do they expect animals to like it? 
- Kn: I agree with Mo.  Animals shouldn’t have to be in cages because its like they’re 

on display and they probably hate all those people looking at them all the time. 
- T: I agree with L a little bit and I disagree with him a little bit and I agree and 

disagree with P too.  Sometimes maybe zoos could be good.  They can help some 
animals to be safe.  Like if there were little bunnies in the jungle tigers would eat 
them.  Zoos could help them get away from that kind of danger.  But I also think that 
it’s good to be out running free.  I agree with P too, that people are the worst enemies 
of some animals but I disagree with him because they’re also the best friends of other 
animals. 

- Dn: I disagree with P, Kn and D and I agree with T.  If there were no people there 
would be no food for some pets.  Who would look after the dogs and the little 
puppies? 

- Ce: I actually changed my mind about what I said before.  Now I think that animals 
should be free…well not the dangerous ones, only the nice ones. 

- Jr: I think most animals would like to be free if we gave them a choice.  When I look 
out my back window I can see rabbits and birds.  I bet they would rather take their 
chances out there than be safe in a cage. 

- Hi: I don’t think that people actually understood me properly.  I wasn’t saying that in 
Africa they capture animals and put them in the wild life parks: The animals that are 
there already lived there…only animals from Zimbabwe live in the wild life parks in 
Zimbabwe.   

- Me: Oh, so it’s not like Fota where there are giraffes and we all know that Cork has 
no native giraffe population! 

- Hi: Yes.  They’re all native animals. 
- Ó: I disagree with Ce.  She said that the good animals should go free and the bad 

animals should stay in the cages.  I think that’s a bit harsh because no animal wants to 
feel that they’re not free.  And who decides what good is or what bad is? 

- K:  I have two reasons and they’re both completely different. One is if animals were 
extinct then we couldn’t hurt them.  The other is that I disagree with Ó that bad 
animals aren’t really bad but some of them can look scary but it might just be the way 
they look. 
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C.2. Animal Rights 27 February 2006 

 
- AH: Yes, animals should have rights because some animals are in circuses and they’re 

kind of lucky because they have fun and they jump through rings but in Zoos they could 
be in cages for all of their lives. 

- Me: should all animals have rights?  Should they all have the same rights?  For example 
would you think that a rat and a Labrador guide dog deserve the same rights? 

- AH:  well the guide dog is doing a job and he’s useful so I’d put him in a different group 
to the rat cos they are just troublesome and if you get a bite of a woman rat I mean a 
lady rat you can die. 

- De: I think all animals should have the same rights.  Like if you put kids into cages and 
then you said to half of them ‘ye can go out and be free and the rest of ye have to stay’ 
that wouldn’t be fair. So it’s not fair either for animals. 

- Cn: Zoos and circuses are kind of good for animals, they get exercise and have fun and 
get good food.  Wild animals get killed. 

- Hh:  Every animal ought to have the right to have freedom. Like if a zebra is captured 
and put into a zoo and if her baby is born in the zoo, then that baby won’t ever be able 
to leave because he wouldn’t know what to do in the jungle. He’d find it scary and he 
wouldn’t probably survive very long. 

- Am: I think all animals should have the right to freedom, like us.  They shouldn’t have to 
stay in their cages for their whole lives.  At least we get left out free at 18. 

- Me: Should all captive animals be given the chance of freedom, all cows, chickens, pigs?  

- Am:  Yes  

- D:  I think some animals might like being in a zoo and some might hate it but say if the 
animal is endangered like the polar bear in that story…well if they met someone who 
would hurt them and then if they got the choice to live in a safe zoo, you’d find that 
they’d probably pick the zoo.  Then some animals would rather have the chance to be 
wild.  I’ve been to America and we went to a place called Sea World and they have those 
dangerous electric eels there but they coat them in oil so that they’re not stinging and 
you can pet them and I think that’s wrong.  I think it’s really cruel to put oil on them. 
And about the cows and chickens, well there are so many of them because they have vets 
to look after them if they sick whereas wild animals just die more often because they 
have no chance to get a vet. 

- Ds: If we gave all of them freedom it could be bad, cows could be getting into fights all 
over the place. 

- Se:  I disagree with Cn: no way should animals be in circuses or zoos.  Some animals are 
very dangerous and they have to be trained but say they got angry or fed up and decided 
to attack that would be natural for them but what do you think would happen?  They’d 
get whipped to make them behave.  Why should we whip animals just for doing what 
they’re naturally inclined to do?  Why should they be in cages to amuse people and do 
tricks?  We judge some animals by their appearance and say ‘oh that’s only a rat or that’s 
only a snake; they’re bad’ But that’s like judging a book by its cover.  In a contest 
between a worm and a bunny, people look at the bunny and see cute and cuddly so they 
give more rights to the bunny.  That is not fair on the worm.  Or they say another animal 
is dangerous and he shouldn’t have rights so they kill it. 

- Me:  I agree with Se – all animals should have the right to live.  Just because a lion is 
dangerous to humans doesn’t mean we should kill it. If a person is training animals and 
the animal doesn’t do what the person says then he shouldn’t be allowed to whip the 
animal for not doing the tricks and what the human says.  They use electric things and 
hurt them for not doing the tricks.  That’s not right!  What did the animals ever do to us?  

- Me: But if your Mum and Dad and you went to the circus and paid 5 euro each and then 
the animals just sat there doing nothing you’d feel swindled, wouldn’t you?  So maybe 
the circus trainers have to resort to using electric shocks and whips to make them do 
their tricks for you? 
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- Me: well, maybe we would… but I don’t still think that it’s right to beat them and hurt 
them to make them do their tricks. 

- Ag: I agree with Se.  All animals should have the right to do what they want.  They 
shouldn’t be shocked: they should all run away or break out.  It’s not fair to them that we 
have the right to hurt them but they don’t have the right to hurt us back.  Circus animals 
are easily hurt and I think its abuse of animals to make them stay in cages and go in 
lorries all over the world. 

- Me: There’s something I want to ask, do you think that we humans make a kind of 
distinction between the animal that we like and the ones we don’t, and that we kind of 
give more rights to those we like? 

- Sh:  I’ve been thinking about rights and I don’t think that every single animal should 
have rights. Like some should have rights OK.  But not rats, snakes, crocodiles, 
alligators, maybe wasps.  So if you made a line you could put all them on one side, 
because they have sharp teeth and they can bite you.  Then on the other side you could 
put lions and tigers and cows and dogs and cats and rabbits and bears.  They should have 
rights.  They’re the good animals. 

- Me: but don’t they have sharp teeth too?  Couldn’t some of them kill you too? 

- Sh:  well some of them are different though. 

- Srh:  I disagree with Sh – you can’t have a ‘bad side’ and a ‘good side’ for animals. Who 
would decide?  You can’t decide to kill some because they’re less cute and allow some to 
live because they more cuddly. Anyway some people have snakes for pets and they 
probably think they are cuddly. 

- Ax: I think every animal should have rights.  If you put a puppy in a stable he’d be 
delighted but if you put a horse in a kennel he’d be miserable.  Animals are in a hierarchy 
except not for reasons you think.  Dogs and cats can go in a garden but not horses; they 
destroy it but not on purpose.  They have a hierarchy and they all belong in a certain 
place. 

- Ey: I sort of disagree with Sh: If you had all the cute and cuddly on one side and all the 
rats on the other and if you killed all the rats then they’d be extinct and then cats and 
foxes that eat rats would die and soon all the cuddly side would die because they’re all 
linked together and depend on each other in a way. 

- A D::  I would give every cuddly animal more rights 

- Ke: I think it’s cruel to put animals in cages. They could be in there for ages and then 
they might get angry and want freedom and they might bite someone 

- En: I agree with D that some animals should be in a zoo because they are endangered.   

- Pr: I think we should all be vegetarians, that way we wouldn’t be killing animals. 

- AC : I was wondering if there was a bird in the zoo and it was the last one left on Earth, 
and if there was loads of monkeys would we treat the bird better than the monkeys. 

- M Mc: Well…I was thinking about fish, I don’t think they feel any feelings. After they lay 
eggs thousands and thousands and they don’t wait to see if they live or die and 
sometimes people catch them but there are loads left. So I don’t think they could have 
any feelings about so many eggs. 

- Ay: I was thinking that if a bunny was dangerous and could bite and if an alligator was 
cute and cuddly we would treat the alligator nicer than the bunny.  We treat animals 
differently according to how we feel about them. 

- B: I disagree with Sh because we should not have a hierarchy of animals none is more 
important than the other.  And I disagree with M Mc I think fish have feelings but no 
voices.  And I agree with Pr that we should be vegetarians but it is really hard to be one.  
I’ll tell you a funny story my Mum told me about when she was small on my Grandad’s 
farm.  She got to look after the new born lambs sometimes if their moms had died and 
she kept them alive and gave them names but she was saving up for a saddle for her 
pony and she kept asking Granddad when could she kill the lambs and sell them.  

- D: I actually really do think that we do the line thing with good animals on one side and 
bad ones on the other.  There’s no such thing as bad animals really, but we see it like 
that.  
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C.3. Anne Frank’s story 06 February 2006 

 
A:  I think it was very cruel what they did.  If someone was treating a child badly on 
the street just because the child was a Jew and if people were afraid to help the child 
because they’d get beaten too… that is awful… I think the people should have still 
interfered, they are adults, they’ve had a chance to grow up…the child hadn’t, so they 
should have tried to stop the soldiers even though they might get killed themselves. 
Sh: It’s not fair: it’s cruel.  People should not do things like that to 9 and 10 year old 
children, make them hide in a room like that with no fresh air.  When I was in France 
on holidays we went to a place and there was still blood on the walls since the war. 
Ey:  Say if a child grew up in a country like that, it would be awful; no one could have 
an opinion or anything. 
A:  I agree with Ey. It is very important for people to have their opinions.  That’s the 
only way to get rid of guys like Hitler, all the other countries should have joined up 
and helped….who was he fighting?  Anne and her family were Germans….was he 
fighting his own country, I don’t get it… 
H:  I was thinking there could be war here, loads of wars start with the tiniest thing.  
Anything can lead to hatred and hatred leads to war.  People make comments about 
other people and calling them names leads to hatred. 
Mn:  The people who helped the soldiers do bad things to Anne’s family were just as 
bad as Hitler.  I don’t know how Anne must have felt when her friends started calling 
her names and saying they wouldn’t play with her because she was Jewish, it must 
have been really sad and miserable for her. 
Ay:  I was wondering….was Hitler a very stupid man?  Cos you said in the story that 
Germany was losing the war, so why was he killing so many of his own people?   
What’s the point of killing all the Jewish people and the gypsies and all the others?  
He needs his own people!  They might not all be on his side now, in that war, but 
maybe in the next war they might. 
Mre:  You know the way…?....I agree with Mn…I wonder how Anne felt when all 
the people started talking about her. 
Se:  I was thinking that it takes very little to start a war.  Remember a while back we 
were talking about stereotyping? Well I’d say wars can start from stereotyping people. 
because that can lead to hatred and hatred can lead to war.  It’s like judging a book by 
its cover and not looking inside….some people think all Irish people are lazy and 
drunk and always fighting, and we know they’re not…people get a bad name…like if 
our Junior Infants were out somewhere and they were messing and they had their 
uniform on and then people might say…’oh, that’s Scoil N, that’s a very bad 
school’…well they shouldn’t:  They should check it out for themselves.  Hitler 
persuaded all the people to go against the Jews.  The people should have asked, 
‘where’s the proof that the Jews are all bad’? 
Sh:  I agree with Ay.  I think Hitler was very stupid. 
B:  People should have stood up to him.  He was just a bully.  Bullies always act 
tough but they’re not so tough if you stand up to them 
AB:  I agree with Se and Ay.  On one hand, like Ay said he was stupid to kill so many 
of his own people, that was a big mistake….maybe some of those people would have 
been on his side…and I agree with Se that the people were stupid to believe him 
without proof. 
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Mn:  I agree with Ay as well…Hitler was very stupid…what’s the point of killing 
people over them being the wrong colour or the wrong religion?…people are 
people…what’s the point? 
A H:  I don’t know why either. 
Cr:  I think Se is right about stereotypes…but how come people who are stereotyped 
don’t stereotype back? 
Ds:  But when they were hiding up in the attic, it was other Germans betrayed 
them…why? 
L:  I’ve been thinking about Anne in school when the other kids turned against her.  
They probably heard their Mums and Dads talking about the Jewish people in a bad 
way and the parents gave bad example to them and that’s why they did it to her. 
Ke:  I was thinking why Anne Frank’s family went to Amsterdam…why didn’t they 
go to Brazil or somewhere but I suppose the Germans would go there then. 
AD:  I agree with Ke…it would just have spread the war to Brazil. 
En:  Anne Frank had a very cruel life.  Even before she had to hide in the attic, she 
was sad in school.  She was real popular and then they all went against her and that 
must have been …not good and….then her whole life changed. 
Dn:  The Germans were already losing the war when the Americans joined in. 
V:  I was wondering, right?  Say now she was one year old and people were going 
against the Jews…would they have hurt her even though she was only one?  Would 
no one have said ‘Stop’? 
A C:  I don’t think anyone ever has a perfect life.  Bits of it might be good but nearly 
everyone has some trouble.  I don’t know why some people have really bad ones but I 
think everyone has some bad stuff. 
Ag:  How come the helper…Miep?  How come she didn’t get caught? 
AHy:  Could a war start here?  Like with the IRA or something? 
Ae:  You know Ag’s question?  Maybe the helper hid too somewhere? 
B:  I was thinking….well ….the way we all think can’t be forced on us…like we 
might think its right to be Catholics, but we couldn’t make someone be a Catholic, we 
could bring them to the church but we couldn’t force them to believe.  You have to be 
one to really believe… and you can’t make anyone else be one unless …they … 
em…believe …em … in it….for themselves.   
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C.4. Dear Greenpeace  (with Senior Infants) 06 February 2004 

 
The story ‘Dear Greenpeace’ (James 1991)  is about a little girl called Emily who writes to 
Greenpeace telling them about the blue whale called Arthur who has come to live in her 
garden pond.  (Er’s contributions marked with ***) 
Me: What about that story? Who’d like to start? 
Ie: In Spain, I have a friend called Emily the same as the girl in the story. 
Ia: Pets kind of need to go to the vet to get injections in their bottoms. 
Cn: (not in turn) yeah that’s so they can’t get babies. 
Sh: I wonder why they don’t want pets to have babies.  Baby animals are sooo cute! 
D: My granny’s dog loves me so much when I do this (he nuzzles his shoulder with his nose) 
he does it back to me. 
JM I liked that story because Arthur returned to Emily.  
E: One day when my brother was walking my dog M, she got knocked down and the people 
in the car could not open the door to see if she was OK because her head was in the way, 
blocking the door so they followed them home.  M had to go into the hospital and get stitches.  
She’s alright now, she’s fine again. 
M: (new child in class, started yesterday): Well! In my old school my friend A had a pet 
lizard.  His name was Spike. He was called Spike because he had spikes all over his head and 
his back.  He was so cool.  He could do this ….(flicks his tongue in and out). 
F: Because there are really such things as whales I liked the story, but they are far too big to 
live in a pond.  That’s a bit ridiculous. 
S: I got a dog called M and he always jumps on my back and I have to walk with him on my 
back. 
Ce: My goldfish is getting bigger because I feed him every day.  But I’m a bit worried 
because his goldy bits are going white. 
K: I have 2 fish, and a cat and when I was nearly asleep she jumped up and put her head in 
the fishes bowl and she hurt my feelings because I thought she was going to kill them but I 
woke up and scared her away. 
H: My cousin’s cat Snowy died and they got a new one called Salem but then he had to be 
selled away and she got two new ones and one died. 
M: I like whales very much.  I like the water coming out of them.  I would not be scared of 
them.  They eat fish – not people.  Sharks are scary.  They can eat you. 
Eo: I have two cats, one dog called Max…I mean two fish. My cat tried to eat the fish and 
once …because we left the door open for the dog and he made a plan to catch the cat.  Once a 
long time ago the dog saw the cat trying to eat the fish and he tried to stop him and got 
himself hurt.  My dog loves to make plans and stuff. 
Ca: I have two goldfish and when I got them the next day one died and the next day after that 
the other one died and then my bird died. 
Me: Oh dear.  Were you sad? 
Ca: I was crying for my bird but not for my fish, because they’re just fish.  I loved the bird 
more than the fish. 
E: My nana has a dog: the first time I call him he doesn’t come and the second time he does. 
Mh: My nana has about 9 or 10 cats in her back garden. Some of them are not hers but they 
like to come for a visit.  Well…there is one that is black and white, one that is grey and one is 
all black.  When my Aunty puts out food the grey one comes first and then the black and 
white cat chases him away and takes the food. 
Sh: (inaudible at beginning)….my Mum had to sleep with my Auntie last night because she’s 
getting a baby and they heard lots of noises outside the window.  They couldn’t get to sleep 
because of all the yowling and screaming and fighting.  My auntie thought they were children 
– she really did!  She said to my Mum ‘what time is it?’ and ‘what are they doing out so late?’  
Because it was after 10 o’clock and they kept it up and up and they were on top of each 
other’s backs and it was so noisy.  And my Mum said to my auntie ‘for goodness sake its only 
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cats not children; they’ll soon go to sleep, ignore them’ but they kept on getting up on each 
others’ backs and they were sounding so like children crying and fighting that my auntie and 
my mum made a cup of tea and my mum opened the back door and said ‘scram’ to them. 
***Er: My dog is called M.  he caught a mouse yesterday in my house and he put it in his 
basket and L took it out.  
Sh: (interrupts) Who is L? 
***Er: my Mum, that’s her name. 
Cl: my goldfish died a long time ago and when I woke up and I looked in the kitchen and saw 
him dead I did not feel good. 
J: One day in B____n there was a ct looking at my dog B when my brother P took him for a 
walk, the cat scrawled his nose for no reason and it was all bleeding.  P came home and said 
to my dad ‘look his nose is all bleeding’ but my dad said ‘he’ll lick it and it will be fine in a 
day or two’ and I said ‘can I look’? and I saw it and it was all bleeding. 
Several more stories about individual pets… 
Ao:  I saw dolphins once – they were playing in the water.  I know they were playing because 
they looked happy and they were smiling big big smiley smiles. 
Me: I’d like to go back to something that Eo said about his dog making plans.  I think that’s 
very interesting.  Can dogs think and make plans, I wonder? 
Ie: No!  I don’t think they can think.  They don’t have a brain or anything like people. 
Sh: I think they can.  Well actually its very interesting because I can talk to them see I have a 
book and I learned the language.  And you would not understand it.  You wouldn’t know what 
I am saying but dogs do and that is how I know that dogs can think.  I’d need my book here to 
tell you so I can’t say the real words but it sounds louder than a killer whale’s splash, their 
language. 
Me: (to class) That’s very interesting.  What do you think dogs think about? 
Mh: Well they like bones and walks and people to throw sticks and say ‘fetch’ so maybe they 
think about that. 
Ie: they might be thinking about loving their family and stuff like that. 
Ia: I think they probably think about people and wonder what they’re saying to them. 
Sh: They can think about most things like we do but in a slightly different way.  We think in 
mostly talk but they have a lot of …kind of …pictures ….like cartoons in their heads.  Well 
that’s what my dog has. 
Cl: I disagree! Dogs don’t think, Sh. You need a real language to think.  Words.  Real words. 
Ia: I think a mouse probably thinks about going round and round and getting some cheese. 
K: Goldfish do not think.  My sister’s friend E’s goldfish didn’t die and it got put down the 
loo for biting her other fish and they wouldn’t do that if it could think about what was going 
on. 
J: What about horses? Do they think? What would they be thinking? 
Sh: (jumping up): They can think actually but I cannot talk to them.  They have their own 
language: horses talk to horses and dogs talk doggish ….to other dogs. 
Me: I’m interested in what Ca said.  She said you need a language to think.  What about 
babies?  Can they think? 
Mn: well, no.  I don’t think babies can think.  My sister H cannot think, cos she cannot talk.  
When they grow bigger they learn the names for stuff and they learn to talk and then they can 
think. 
Sh: I disagree with Mn.  My baby sister can think very well.  Look at all the stuff she can do.  
She can cry when she wants my Mum to come, she can laugh when things are funny, she can 
point to things when you ask her where’s the light? Or where’s the door or the window?  That 
means she’s remembering and you need thinking for remembering.  Actually I was just 
thinking that if you get a brain transplant you would be the same but you would know what 
the other person knew because you would have their thoughts for while.  Like if Er got Ce’s 
brain he would know what Ce knows even though he would still be Er. 
JM: Are you sure? 
Sh: Of course!  He would not know who he was but he would know lots of things because Ce 
knows a lot of things. 
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Me:  That’s quite fascinating.  How do we know who we are? 
S: My brain makes me who I am 
F: My brain tells me in my mind who you are and who I am. 
Mh: It’s your ears as well.  When someone calls your name your ears hear it and your brain 
knows that it’s your name. 
Sh: No no!  I disagree!.  In the brain …your head is a boney shape.  In there is your brain and 
in there is your mind as well. 
D: I agree but I don’t know why. 
H: If you’re dead, your body goes in the earth and you might go to hell and be a devil, and if 
you go to heaven you are an angel and your spirit comes out of your body and when a baby 
comes out of someone you go into a different skin. 
E: Do you know when we were talking about brains and minds – they’re not different things, 
people just call them different names. 
J: What H said is right.  If your skin is red you are a devil and if your skin is white you are an 
angel.  Baddies have red skin, goodies have white skin 
Me: If you’re a child who has brown skin and you’re good what colour would you be? 
J: You’d still be white so long as you’re a goodie.  
K: when you go to sleep your brain keeps on thinking.  Your brain doesn’t go to sleep 
***Er: No it’s not asleep.  I agree with K.  I think your brain thinks about dreams.  Dreams 
are not real.  They come out of your thoughts in your brain. 
Mh: You go to sleep and your brain never goes to sleep.  Your brain dreams and you dream. 
Ie: Sometimes I get different dreams.  People get different dreams at different ages. 
Sh:  Er with Cl’s brain would get Cl’s dreams 
Eo: Er would forget some of his dreams, Sh.  It would be like him starting up his own dreams 
again, age one, two, three, four… 
Sh: You’re right Eo! We all have different dreams and like Er said your brain never sleeps. 
***Er: your brain tells you your skin is itchy and you scratch it in your sleep and your brain 
tells you to turn and you turn even though you’re asleep 
Sh: well maybe then your skin is never asleep.  Maybe its your skin that’s doing that 
thinking… 
K: remember what J was saying about spirits? I saw the Haunted Mansion on the telly and 
there was a spirit living there and the family saw the spirit. 
Mh: You know about the brain given to Er?  Well, Er would have his dreams but he might 
have Cl’s dreams as well.  He might have double dreams. 
Sh: You do not give away your thoughts with your brain.  You still have them even when you 
are dead.  But if you were giving away the brain the brain would have thoughts that were 
alive and they would know that the brain was being given away. 
C: I saw an ad on the telly and they had a brain and it was cut open and there was nothing 
inside only a whole mess of blood and stuff.  There wasn’t a mind in there. 
Sh: Yeah, actually, (sighs) I saw that ad as well and I didn’t see any thoughts inside either. 
Cn: Know what?  Mouses are very clever.  They can think a lot.  They can get everywhere 
they want.  They make holes: they can think.  
Ie: I always wanted a pet.  Mum always says ‘ask your dad’ but he’s always away in _ 
making lots and lots of money so we can live a nice life. 
F:  We’re not rich at all.  Our house is full of church mice.  They’re everywhere. 
Ca: I forgot to tell you about the two fish in S_____ playschool.  We had a walk one day over 
to the pet shop and we saw a fish with his brains on his head – outside. 
S: I saw a little shark in the garden centre pet shop.  You’d have to be careful what you put 
intoi the tank with that. 
K: I saw a big shark on the news paper. 
Ao: I like thinking about thinking.  It makes your head feel funny. 
Ia: There’s a pet shop in town and the tanks are filthy.  My mum said its cruel to the fish. 
S: I know that one.  I saw rabbits in there and there was a bad smell……(several pet shop 
anecdotes follow) 
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C.5. Rainbows and Reality 27 February 2004 

 
(Observers: YO’F - classroom assistant (also transcribing) and AT - Spanish teacher) 

 
Ea: Well, a rainbow is … well … since the rain is very dark sometimes – the sky is very dark 
and God decides after a whole lot of bad weather that the sun will come out  and make lots of 
colours. 
Ag: First there’s some heavy rain and then the sun comes out and that makes a rainbow 
Cl: I agree with Ag and Ea because I think too that he rainbow comes from the sun and the 
rain together 
Mn: The rain makes the rainbow.  It always comes after the rain 
S: The rainbow comes cos the sun has to dry up all the water 
Ao: I know the all of … most of the colours of the rainbow.  There’s purple, blue, yellow, 
green, red, violet and em … I forget the rest 
H: I agree with Ag, Ea and S – a rainbow is from sun and rain 
Ia: I agree with Ao because I like the rainbows … all the colours of them 
Ce: On the rainbow, some of the rain comes into the sparkly stuff and when it goes in, then it 
comes back out sparkling and that’s how rainbows always become bright 
Sh: Well actually, it really comes from God.  God knows that bright colours are nice to look 
at.  It makes the world look nice and that’s why he does it.  It makes us cheer up after the 
dark, dark sky of the rain 
Ca: First it rains, and then it’s sunny and then a rainbow comes out 
Cn: When it’s really, really sunny after rain a rainbow comes 
F: God gives gold and then gold gives a rainbow 
Eo: When a rainbow is there it’s not really there.  It’s just the sun reflecting the colours of the 
rain 
Ie: I agree with Ao and Ea 
Teacher: Why? 
Ia: because I think they’re very, very good questions 
Ce: I think the sun is blocking the rainbows sometimes … cos you can’t really see it during 
the day because its out in space and the sun sometimes moves and then it comes out 
D: I agree with F – he said the rainbow comes from gold 
Mh: I think that when it rains and then the rain stops, then all the water evaporates into the 
clouds and then its stays up there and then it comes back down as rain.  Then the rainbow 
comes into the sky … its made up out of a bendy thing and the sun shines on it and makes it 
into all colours. 
Teacher: has anybody got any questions about rainbows? 
AT: Yes, me.  I have a question.  I want to know can you touch a rainbow. 
F: You can’t touch it because it’s up in the sky 
Ie: But if you were up in the sky then you could touch it 
H: It’s not real … I think it’s not real 
Sh: It is real! You can see it! 
Eo: No it’s not real because you couldn’t touch it – you’d burn yourself! But it is real because 
you see it 
Sh: Yes, you’re right, cos the rainbow is really hot.  The sun is behind it like Ce said – and the 
rainbow blocks the sun – it’s a circle really and it’s up at the same height as the sun 
Cn: In a forest somewhere there’s a pot of gold and the rainbow comes out of it and shines up 
Ea: I’m answering your questions about how do rainbows get made first … well it takes very 
heavy rain and very bright sunshine together and very bright colours to make a rainbow.  It 
comes after dark colours and it’s very, very bright 
Sh: Yes well … but it is real though.  You can touch it but you shouldn’t cos it might burn 
you or it might break. 
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Teacher: I’m interested in that word ‘real’ … what do you mean when you say that something 
is real.  So think about that for a while but first perhaps you could tell me if you have any 
ideas about why a rainbow is bent … why isn’t it a straight line, d’you think? 
Ea: I think how the rainbow gets bent is cos it used to be a circle – a very coloured circle … 
but bits got way too hot and way too old and those bits they broke off and went rotten 
Mh: Do you know if it didn’t bend?  Well it would try to land somewhere but it couldn’t ever, 
ever land – cos it would be straight – so it would go on and on at both sides out into space, out 
apast space out past that place and the next place and the next place and out of the universe 
Sh: Yeah and then if you were climbing on it you would go out, out, out of the earth and 
space and darkness and there wouldn’t be an end and it would go out and out and out and 
never end ever and if you were climbing on it you’d never get down unless you got some kind 
of a slide in space to slide back down to earth 
Mh: You can’t climb on rainbows Sh…they’re not real … I mean they’re not things you can 
climb on 
H: I think rainbows come down from the sun when it shines and makes it hot after a rain 
shower. 
Teacher: I see that there are lots of people with their hands up who want to talk, so we will 
break into small groups for a while and talk in the small groups and then come back into the 
circle again after about ten minutes.  Is that OK?  Group indicates agreement. 
[Class breaks into small groups.  Teacher walks about and listens, Circle reconvenes after a 
short ‘chatting’ time] 
AT (Spanish Teacher): I have asked Sh this question: is there only one rainbow and if you see 
that rainbow here, will my parents who are in Spain also see the same rainbow? 
Sh: Yes that’s right and I said you’d see it if you are in the middle.  But there’s loads and 
loads of middles – everywhere has a middle and if you are facing to this side you see this bit 
and if you are facing to that side you see that bit and if you are at the back you only see the 
back of it and if you are at the front you see the front.  But if you are in the middle you see the 
whole lot of the rainbow but because the earth is turning all the time then there are loads and 
loads of middles. 
Jk: you know the way that Sh said that rainbows are in the middle of space.  Well see the 
world goes round, its not the rainbow that goes round … the world is moving all the time and 
it only looks as if the rainbow is moving. 
Ce: Maybe when the world goes around and if the rainbow comes out when it’s passing a 
country then that country sees it. 
Sh: You see … I didn’t say the rainbow is in the middle of the earth or in the middle of 

space.  I said the earth is down here and space is up there and the rainbow is in the middle, in 
between, and so you will always see the rainbow no matter where you are on the earth 
because there’s loads of middle. The middle is always changing, there’s always a different 
middle because the earth is real and it’s moving but space isn’t. 
Mh: You know Sh, when you say there’s only one rainbow … I would disagree with you 
there, because each time there’s a brand new rainbow. 
Sh: Well Mister!  I meant if the sun was finished with it and they had enough of it they would 
break it up and make a new one then 
Teacher: Sh …. perhaps you could reply to Mh without saying Mister – I think we agreed 
already as a group about things like this. Iit doesn’t sound respectful or nice – OK? 
Sh: What? Oh … yes … OK … sorry Mh 
Teacher: you said ‘they’ a minute ago – that ‘they’ would break it up … who are ‘they’? 
Sh: The sun and God – they’re the ones that can make a rainbow 
Mh: yes but Sh, the sun is not a person! 
Eo: And I disagree with Sh and Ea about a rainbow breaking.  I mean where would all the 
cracked pieces of a broken rainbow go?  I’ve never seen them. Where would they go?  I have 
never seen a rainbow die – ever! 
Sh: I didn’t say it would die … it doesn’t die – just break up – maybe the pieces are sharp 
enough to go in the earth! 
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Mh: Teacher … you know when Sh said that the sun and God make rainbows?  Well I think 
that yes, God makes rainbows … cos the sun, Sh – it isn’t alive.  If the sun was alive, Sh 
…you know … it would be spinning and the earth would be spinning and…. 
Teacher: and what might happen in that case? 
Mh: Nothing … cos it couldn’t happen … cos the sun isn’t alive! 

Cl: You know you were asking about the bend in the rainbow?  Well maybe it isn’t bent … 
maybe it just comes out like that.  It sort of comes over like that and like that (motions an arc 
with his arms) 
Teacher: we’ve certainly heard a lot of really interesting stuff about rainbows today. Now has 
anybody got any way of explaining what ‘real’ means?  Lots of people have been trying to 
answer that question for thousands of years.  We heard a lot of talk earlier about whether a 
rainbow was ‘real’ or not.  What does ‘real’ mean? 
Cn: In a forest there’s a real pot of gold and far away in another forest there’s another real pot 
of gold and it … the rainbow reflects from them to each other. 
Mh When you see a person doing something in real life … that’s real.  Apples are real, trees 
are real lots of things in school are real 
Ea: Real means that something is there and you’re not joking and you make sure you’re not 
sleeping and you’re really awake.  A house is real.  I know that this school is real because if 
not then everyone wouldn’t be here.  You wouldn’t be here and we wouldn’t be able to hear 
each other and see each other and touch each other 
Teacher: That’s really interesting – that you mentioned sleep, because I was just going to ask 
you how do you know that we are all really here.  How can I know that I’m not just having a 
dream and you’re all in it? 
Eo: Because simple! If you were dreaming Teacher, then surely sometime you would have to 
wake up and if you were just dreaming us up then you wouldn’t know any of us when you 
wake up  
Ea: yes and you wouldn’t be able to hear us and we wouldn’t be able to hear you and we 
wouldn’t be able to answer any of your questions! 
Eo: Yeah!  That’s a really, really good idea Ea!  
Sh: Yes but Ea – what if all that was a dream too?  What if you were listening in your dream 
and talking in your dream and answering questions in your dream? 
Ea: well you would know that you weren’t just hearing things in your head – you would 
actually hear real words! 
Eo: Hey! That’s a really good thought! 
AT (Spanish teacher): Don’t you ever talk in your dreams Ea? 
Ea thinks and smiles for a while and then she says 
Ea: Yes but AT … when you hear something in your dreams – does your whole family hear 
it too – when they’re sleeping in the same house as you I mean?  I hear teacher and so can 
everyone in the room hear her too! 
Sh: But Ea, guess what I’m going to say next?  What if they were all in the same dream as 
well?  
[Pause while everyone laughs at the idea] 
Mh: You know when you were talking there a minute ago about real and not real … well if 
something’s real I think your eyes would be open and if they’re not – if you wake up and 
open them then you know that it was a dream. 
Sh: But Mh what if you were dreaming about opening them? 
Cl: Ok if you feel something and it feels real … what about that? 
Sh: (laughing) Cl and what about if that’s a dream – if you’re dreaming that you’re feeling 
something (he chuckles with laughter at his new game) 
Teacher: (holding up her pen): Is this pen real? 
D: Yes if it writes … and if there’s stuff like oil in it and it works and you can see what 
you’ve written 
Sh: (Under his breath) … unless you’re dreaming about writing (giggles) 
F: I think the pen is real.  I think it is because I can see it and you’re writing with it so you 
can feel it in your hand and you can see it. 
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Ce: Yes if you can see and feel something and touch it, then it’s real 
(Sh: mutters ‘could still be a dream though’) 
Eo: I have a question about real: I have a Jedi Knight at home – Obi Wan Kenobi and its real.  
But actually there’s no such thing as a real Jedi Knight – they don’t exist – so how come 
there’s a toy of them? 
H: If the door wasn’t real when you would try to open it, it would tear like paper 
Mh: I have 2 things to say … you know when you said … and I think it was D or F or the 2 of 
them … said your pen was real, well if we were dreaming we wouldn’t be in school and we 
wouldn’t be able to see that pen when you held it up 
Sh: Unless we were dreaming about a pen! 
Ea: First the person who uses his imagination tries to make something and he gets it wrong 
and he tries again and he tries again and again until he gets it right – maybe that’s how Jedi 
Knights came – out of someone’s imagination 
Eo: Well I really don’t think there is such a thing as a real Jedi Knight  … but then how come 
they’re on TV and how come you can get their sabres in shops and there’s a video of them 
and a computer game and toys and baddies of them and there’s even costumes of them – so 
maybe they are real even though I don’t think so … 
Cn: Maybe God made toy stuff first to practice and then they come – he made them come to 
life and he sent them down to earth to be real.  Yeah, out of his imagination – first he makes 
them but they have to star off as babies and then grow and grow up 
F: Well maybe in your dreams you can hear and see but you can’t touch stuff really 
Eo: God, I am going home today with just so many questions in my head! Millions! 
Teacher: well maybe that’s a good place to end. I think its great that you’re going home with 
millions of questions – that’s what learning is all about asking lots of questions. I’m just 
wondering though …. Do you think anybody knows all the answers? 
Chorus of Noooos! 
Teacher : No?  Not even teachers? 
Eo: No cos even they ask questions 
Ea: Yeah teacher, you’re always asking us lots of questions! 
Ao: And remember Eo, if you go home with a questions and you get an answer to it, you 
could always question the answer. 
Eo: What does that mean – question the answer?  Ao I don’t get that …question the answer?  
What do you mean???? 
Ao: It just means ask more questions 
Eo: O God I have even more now! 
Teacher: my goodness! We’ve got a lot to think about going home today!  Thanks everybody.  
Very well done! 
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C.6. Freedom 07 February 2006 
 
 
Ky: People deserve freedom: everybody is human, so in that way everybody is the same.  It’s 
not fair if one person makes another person do something they don’t want to do.  No one is 
more important than anyone else.  I think freedom means that people should be able to do 
whatever they want, well, except bad things, of course. 
Ce: I think freedom means that everyone is kind to one another. 
M: Freedom is where you’re allowed to do what you want.  You shouldn’t really want to do 
bad things, but to do good. 
Kn: Well, I kind of think that freedom means that no one can kill people.  You can’t do bad 
stuff but you’re free to do any kind of good stuff. 
Jk: Freedom means that you can get away from your job for a while.  Freedom means that 
you wouldn’t be working all day you’d have some time.  Freedom means do what you want 
but don’t do anything bad: it wouldn’t be fair.  Freedom is everyone being fair. 
Ts: Well yeah, maybe…I think doing whatever you want is freedom – even doing bad stuff 
except it’s not good to do bad.  But you’re free to do it. You have to choose.  Freedom is 
choosing.   
W:  Freedom is like…say ….if you wanted to go in a car, you can.  I think that maybe there’s 
like…free freedom and …sort of … freedom that’s not free, like ..you know…you’re free to 
do good stuff …but there’s freedom to do bad stuff too, but you’re not really free to do that, 
because if you get caught you get punished.  But nothing happens to you for using the good 
freedom. 
Cn: Freedom would be like, say the government took money from you but then they should 
give you back some to go on holidays, free, somewhere, very, em, very….exotic, like say 
your mom and dad wanted to go on a nice honeymoon….to somewhere really nice but they 
can’t cos it’s too dear.  Well freedom would be if the government helped them.  Freedom is 
something anyone can give to anyone else. 
Cc: Freedom means you get what you want.  You don’t have to be able to do anything special 
to deserve it. 
Cm: Freedom for me means that there should be no slaves. People should be free to do 
whatever they want to do. 
Cr:  I agree with Ts that freedom is being able to do whatever you want but you shouldn’t 
have the freedom to kill anyone.  Or you shouldn’t be able to take over the world and kill 
people.  If there are generals or governors killing other people, someone should be able to 
stop them. 
Jk: Teacher, I need to go next cos I’m bursting to speak!  I think freedom isn’t something you 
can give to someone.  Even if you’re emmm…..a slave owner: cos that  person  …the 
slave…might have freedom already inside themselves and ….you might be only giving them 
…emmm …sort of …like… permission or something. Permission doesn’t really mean the 
same thing as freedom.  Like, say,  if you gave us all the permission to jump up on the tables 
and shout, we would still sort of have to decide what to do, cos like, you might be after going 
nuts.  (Laughter) 
Hi: Yeah, I agree: freedom can be inside you.  Freedom means you have to make your own 
choices of doing stuff….not all the time: sometimes you have to do other stuff that you 
mightn’t want like work or school.  And I agree with Jk, you would have to decide whether to 
do what the teacher said or not if it was something like jumping up on the tables, because that 
might not be very safe and the principal certainly wouldn’t want it either. 
Dn:  I think freedom is something you need all the time but sometimes you need it more than 
other times, like if someone dies and you’re very sad you need freedom to be alone, be 
somewhere all by yourself, to do your own thinking about things, you need sort of …..a place 
and …time and that’s freedom. 
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A:  (English as second language) Free is…. I don’t know….. It’s maybe…you are free for to 
think everything, but not free for …to do everything. 
K:  I agree with T that freedom would mean doing everything you want even the bad.  Well, 
do you know when you were reading the story [Anne Frank]?  Well, you said the Americans 
joined with Britain to help them against the Germans.  Well, in a certain way the Americans 
when they joined in, they were helping England with freedom, but then that means that they 
were ….against….they were stopping Germany’s freedom…if you take sides you have to…. 
sometimes you are stopping someone’s freedom… well …a bit… 
Jr:  I agree with Ts and with A too.  You can think what you like but you can’t always say 
what you think….freedom would be thinking and saying what you like… Real freedom would 
mean being free to do everything even if it is killing …but that might make people do bad as 
well as good except…well… in a way there’s a way to stop people from killing and that’s 
inside you, God put it there.  You can be free and not free in lots of other ways too…like if 
you’re a child you’re free to play on the grass but not on the road.  So the road stops your 
freedom if you’re a child.  But a road can be a freedom to someone else …like if someone 
was driving going away on their holidays… 
Gn:  I think freedom is to have our lives for ourselves, not to have anyone to own us.  I agree 
about the killing part. Its something inside us that tells us killing is bad and its called shame.  
If we killed someone we couldn’t live with ourselves. 
Dd:  Freedom means everyone has choices.  They can choose what they want and what they 
don’t want.  Most people don’t want to kill, it’s very unlikely anyway.  Something inside us 
stops us from killing others.  We have that inside us all the time and it helps us to make 
choices. 
P:  I disagree with some people and I agree with others who said that freedom is doing 
whatever you want but only in a way.  You can only have freedom if you’re alone.  Because if 
you were really free to think what you like and say what you like and do what you like it and 
there were other people around, it could be the baddest thing ever for them because you might 
want to do all bad things with your freedom...  Freedom could be sometimes good but 
sometimes it could be the baddest thing ever. 
Mo:  Freedom is joy and peace, peace to be whatever you want and joy to play outside. 
L: I think that freedom is free will.  I agree with Dd about choice. Everybody should have 
choices.  God gives us…allows us free will to do bad or good things.  He gave us that choice 
but something inside us tells us when something is bad.  It’s the part of us that stops us from 
doing bad things to each other. 
Ca:  Remember back there at the start you were asking what makes us free?  Well I think I 
know:  it’s probably God.  But I disagree with P who said that too much freedom is the 
baddest thing.  If God made it, then it can’t be bad.  God wouldn’t make bad freedom!  
Another thing…you know how we’re free here to speak? Well everyone should be free to 
speak…. but not to talk when other people are speaking.  But sometimes people give out to 
people who give their opinion and that’s stopping freedom but….em… Say, em….if people 
here didn’t listen, say they kept talking all the time….that wouldn’t really be like …freedom, 
it would just be plain rudeness and bad manners and then you’d have to give out to them.  But 
that wouldn’t be stopping their freedom, it would be stopping their rudeness and it would be 
helping other people’s freedom…the ones what wanted to keep speaking and giving their 
opinion.   
Me:  would the chatterboxes not have the freedom to be chatterboxes at all? 
Ca: It’s not simple…I think you’d probably nearly need two rooms so: one for the talkers to 
be free and one for the chatterboxes to be free.  (Sighs)…freedom can get you in trouble! 
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C.7. Once upon an ordinary school day 04 October 2005 

 
I read Once Upon an Ordinary School day (Colin McNaughton, Satoshi Kitamura) 

Ey: I really liked this story.  I think it was good for the boy to have some fun in his life.  His 
life was very boring and he needed some good plain fun. 
Ay: I think it was quite a good story. Because first everything was ordinary and then it slowly 
began to go up and up like steps, up, up, up.  Then when you think it’s going to go down, it 
doesn’t.  That was really nice about it. 
Va: I think Ey and Ay are right.  Those things can happen, could happen, and did happen.  
I’m not really sure if the boy is getting any happier or if his imagination is running away with 
him. 
Ae: I think its sort of like his life started off so ordinary.  Then suddenly he got a big shock 
when the teacher burst into the classroom and then more and more amazing things started 
happening by the minute. 
Cr: I think it’s a very good story and I liked it because who knows maybe his future could 
have changed because of that day. 
AH: I agree with Cr. He might have had thoughts that opened his eyes.  If I had a day like that 
I’d have so many thoughts that I wouldn’t be able to sleep.  They’d be bursting out of me and 
I’d have bloodshot eyes next day from no sleep and thinking lots of stuff! 
Br:  I think it was a good story.  It was a brilliant story with the dolphins and the flying.   
Me: What bit did you like best of all, Br? 
Br: I liked the dolphin bit best of all because he was going up and down like that with the 
dolphin (demonstrates with his arms). 
Se:  I find it very interesting.  Everything was so ….ordinary, boring, grey, no 
changes…suddenly its all colour and everything changes and brightens up.  That teacher 
brightened up his life.  I agree with Cr because his life might have gone on being so boring, 
go to school then work, work, work for all of his life.  It would have been really ordinary and 
boring.  But that teacher brightened it all up with imagination and music. 
Sh: I really think…I agree with Se.  That child had no imagination at all.  His life was so 
ordinary.  He didn’t know what to do with himself.  He should have one to the Zoo or 
something. 
Pr: I think at the beginning it was all grey and sad and at the end it was colourful and happy. 
De: I think when he started off using his imagination all different stuff began to happen. 
Ds:  what I think happened was at the start he never used his imagination, he didn’t even 
think he had any and then when he did … it kind of livened up his life - his imagination did.. 
En: I think when that teacher came in it really made the boy’s imagination grow and grow. 
L:  Well I was wondering what wouldn’t…what would’ve happened if the same old boring 
old teacher arrived back… 
Sh: If you didn’t ever get to use your imagination then your life would be so boring and sad. 
Mre: Everybody should get the chance to let their imagination go free…get the thoughts out 
of your head instead of having them just stuck.  When he did let o his thoughts look what 
happened – all the whole thing looked different…all the colours, his life was brightened up.  
The teacher brightened up the boy’s life by letting his thoughts go free…if you didn’t ever let 
your thoughts out no-one would ever know what you had inside your head… 
Ax: I agree with Se….what she was saying about working all his life and so boring and so 
ordinary.  Maybe it would have been so boring that he wouldn’t have even entered college.  
That teacher was fun.  Every child should have a teacher like that.  That boy really needed to 
have a teacher like that for at least one year of his life. 
AD:  I don’t really have anything to say. 
Me: Did you hear what Ax said about the boy needing to have a teacher like that for at least 
one year…do you think you’ll ever have a teacher like that?   
AD: yes…I did already ….Miss O’B. 
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A H: well to me it seemed like magic…like the teacher was sent by the gods or something to 
make the boy happy. 
Dn: I think I liked the way the story just changed in the middle all of a sudden.  At the start I 
was like ‘Aw!  Come ON’…I didn’t think it was very interesting with all those ‘ordinaries’ all 
the time…then suddenly it went from being black and white to really colourful.  I suppose 
that was when he started using his imagination.  He had to let it go sometime…he wouldn’t 
have liked his life at all if he didn’t let his imagination go. 
B: I think he did have an imagination all along.  The teacher didn’t give him an imagination, 
he just allowed him to use it by playing the exciting music…but like Dn said at first he wasn’t 
good at it then… when he heard the music …and he flew …and he was cheerful and he 
wasn’t bored any more. 
Hh:  I’ve been wondering that no one in all the people who spoke already thought how did he 
[the teacher] disappear like that in a puff of smoke?  And I agree with Cr about his future 
being changed that day.  His parents, we saw them at the start and they are just really, really 
ordinary and maybe that teacher changed their future too… cos maybe that boy ran home and 
he was all excited and he was saying ‘guess what we did in school today?’ and then when 
they listened to him they might have brightened up and that’s what I mean about maybe it 
changed their future too. 
Cn: Well I’m glad…I’m very glad that that teacher came in when he did, cos with that teacher 
the boy was changed.  He could only see things black and white until that day and then that 
teacher lightened up his life. 
Mn:  I think that your imagination is like water.  It’s like water because it can be frozen and 
the only time it freezes up is when it’s not running and being used.  It freezes up if you don’t 
use it. 
Interruption (Sh?): yeah like if you always get wheeled around in a buggy your legs would 
get very wobbly and weak. 
Am: I think…I agree with Hh about the magic…he just went off in a cloud of dust.  And also 
if that teacher wasn’t there he would’ve stayed like that forever, like what Mn said about 
water…he’d have been frozen up like that, never using his imagination forever. 
Ke:  I think the boy had a very good imagination all the time but he didn’t know he had.  It 
was there but he only discovered it that day. 
Lh:  I think the story was very exciting.  It was the same as Ay said.  It goes up in steps. 
AC: I think that anyone and everyone has all different thoughts from each other…I agree with 
Lh and Ay too about the steps. 
Ag: Well I thought it was very sad, then happy, then exciting, then it did go up in steps like 
Ay said and it kept on going…and everybody liked the boy after that teacher came in. 
MC:  I think the story was really good.  It went from being sad and ordinary at the beginning 
then bits of the picture got colourful and then the pictures in his head kept on going and going 
and he dreamed a story. 
Dn:  If that story was a piece of music it would be like that (nods his head towards the one 
note coming from tin whistles next door) – all one note at the start and then it would get like 
all really exciting and the way the music in the book went.  
Bh: I think he did have an imagination all along.  The teacher didn’t give him an imagination, 
he just allowed him to use it by playing the exciting music…but like Dn said at first he wasn’t 
good at it then… when he heard the music …and he flew …and he was cheerful and he 
wasn’t bored any more. 
Ag:  I think when the boy was thinking and when his imagination was running away with him 
and he was running away with his imagination…that was really great. 
Se: You know, Teacher, sometimes I start off with no ideas in my head when we begin our 
talking, but afterwards I often have loads, because I hear all the different thoughts from all 
different kids’  
Me: well time’s up I’m sorry to say because I was really enjoying that conversation…I just 
wish that someone could’ve been here to witness that you all said these wonderful things… 
Ey:  Scuse me teacher…but we’re here. You have 29 witnesses… 
Me…Wow! so I have!  Of course! 
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C.8. The Conquerors 21 November 2005 

 
Observer/participant MOC – school  principal 

AH:  That was a funny story.  The general had conquered the whole world and he didn’t 
really want anything else so why would he bother with the small country?  His soldiers didn’t 
hurt the people, they showed respect for them. 
Ds:  What I think is that he went to conquer a country that had no army.  The people there 
helped the general’s army to learn about them by just living with them without fighting.  They 
didn’t say ‘you better learn our songs and learn to cook like us or learn to wear our clothes’.  
No they just went on doing their normal things and the soldiers began to imitate them after a 
while without realising it because it was such a peaceful country.  And the people were 
teaching the army the nice things first - like jokes and songs…the easy, fun things. 
Cr: If he didn’t…if the general didn’t conquer the others then they’d all be living different 
lives…they were changed by meeting the soldiers and the soldiers were changed by meeting 
them.  They affected each other. 
Hh:  I think that the author was trying to make the point that you might think your country is 
the best but the story is saying that no army is nice. Conquering is not how you should go 
about your life.  Let them live the way they want.  Look how bad the earth is from people 
wanting to conquer each other…all because either they think they’re the best or else the other 
country has something they want. 
AB:  The General didn’t respect the little country.  The only one he liked was his own and he 
didn’t even respect his own people very much because he was always sending them off to 
fight.  They could get killed.  The little country was wise not to have an army.  If you have an 
army you have to fight and they knew well they couldn’t win.  He had the bomb. They didn’t. 
Le:  Well, I was thinking how that if the general conquered everywhere then all the countries 
would begin to be the same.  They would all have the same language and the same food and 
the same shops and they would forget their own culture after a while and be just like pieces of 
the General’s country.  That would be so boring.  He shouldn’t have done that to other 
countries.  He should have reasoned with them and said’ I need your gold or your oil’  ‘Do I 
have anything ye want?  And that would have been fairer. Cos like, when all their gold or 
whatever is gone, he won’t want them anymore and they’ll just be wrecked after him and be 
nothing. 
Am:  I was thinking why did he conquer other countries?  Did he not like them or something?  
They’re allowed to be themselves.  What makes him think he can just march in and take over?  
They should all have got together and ganged up on him. 
AD:  I agree with Ae that he didn’t respect anyone. 
Ag: I think that …you know the little country?  Well they kind of conquered him…the 
general…because he forgot his own songs! 
Sh:  Well I really actually agree with Ae.  If you don’t respect other humans its not fair to 
other humans. 
Ke:  I think that all the other countries want to be themselves and the general is stopping them 
by conquering them.  If the generals country was like Rome then soon all the other countries 
would have to have leaning towers and other things like that.  The general is changing their 
history by conquering them. 
Me:  Is he changing their history or their future? 
Ke:  History 
B:  I think both.  He’s changing their history for the people looking back and he’s changing 
the future for them and for the people not born yet. 
Lh: It’s a good story but I don’t understand why generals do that…march into other countries.  
He has enough stuff, he has his own country.  What does he need more for? 
Bh:  It’s a very good story but a few things puzzle me.  I agree with Ae that he doesn’t show 
respect for anyone.  But he was foolish too: why did he go off and leave a bunch of soldiers 



Appendix C 19 

on their own.  And it shows that good people can conquer by just doing good.  They 
conquered him! 
AC:  I was kind of wondering as well:  why did he learn all those things when he didn’t really 
like the little country? 
Mn:  I agree with Ae that its all about respect or not having respect. 
Ay: Well I think that all the different countries have their own way of conquering and the 
little country tricked him by having no army. The other day my Mum told me a story about 
the Romans marching to Scotland …they thought ‘Here’s our chance! Boosh!’  That’s it, 
you’re dead!’  Because they had the cannon gun…the little country didn’t.  You can’t argue 
with a cannon gun or a bomb. 
V:  I think that the point of the story was that you don’t have to have a cannon take over 
another country.  If you just learn their songs and stuff and enjoy their culture, you can be 
taken over by them. 
Pr:  I think that General was a very bad man. 
Dn:  I think that if he had taken over them his life would be different.  He could get rid of his 
enemies very easily by liking them.  The little country did that.  They didn’t fight.  The 
influenced the general’s army and then the army went home and influenced the people and 
then the people influenced the General. 
En:  I thought the point of the story was that you don’t have to be the best army or the 
strongest country to take over another place…all you have to have is strong people.  And 
that’s what the little country had, strong people who didn’t fight. 
MC:  I think that story is a bit funny.  The army go marching in and come out singing.  Why?  
They could have been all shot.  The general had a bomb.  That would keep them safe from 
other countries. 
Sh: I think it was funny at then end.  He thought he conquered them but they conquered his 
heart instead and he ended up singing their songs to his little boy. 
Se:  If he did conquer them it would be so boring.  You would go to another country and they 
would all be exactly the same.  You would go over to Africa and you’d be expecting to hear 
different music and different customs but everything would be just like your won place.  Then 
you’d stop going abroad. …there’d be no point!  That would be so boring if all the world was 
the same.  Every country should be different.  That general is silly trying to make them all like 
his country.  What’s he going to do when he has taken over the whole lot?  He needed a little 
fun in his life.  That’s what he got from the little country.  They did him a big favour by not 
fighting. 
Mre:  I think that the small country was right to welcome them in instead of fighting.  That 
way they won. 
MOC:  I have a question:  Why did the big General want to conquer the small country? 
An:  I think it would be kind of silly if every country in the world was the same.  It’s not 
meant to be like that. 
De:  I think the general didn’t do any of the work.  He made the soldiers do everything and he 
took the best house for himself it said in the book. 
Ey:  I agree with De that the soldiers actually did do all the work but the general claimed all 
the glory. 
Ax:  I think the general didn’t really think at all.  Suppose someone in Japan thought they’d 
like the Eiffel Tower and they took it.  What use would it be there?  People want to see it in 
France. 
Cn:  I don’t think he should have stayed there.  He wanted to be better than every other 
country. 
Se:  Yeah…like he was saying to everybody…I can conquer the whole world. I’m the 
greatest.  Just watch me do it. 
Pr:  I think I can answer Mr O C’s question…I think he just wanted to be rich. 
Bh:  He wanted to take over the world.  But other people were more powerful than he was 
even without using an army.  Peace is more powerful than war in the end. 
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Ay:  Well I think that just going around conquering isn’t very useful and after a while when 
he’s got everything he’ll just get bored and another thing is what good is the money?  He 
can’t used it if it’s from that little country.  It won’t work in his country. 
Sh:  I know the answer too- he wanted to be richer and richer and richer. 
Ag:  I agree with Pr and Ay.  He just wanted more stuff.  That’s so stupid:  If he had given the 
other countries a chance who knows what he might have got?  But no he just had to go in 
…Bang!  Bang! And he wrecked all those countries over being greedy. 
Le:  I think he was after their gold.  I agree with Pr and I disagree with Ay.  He wanted their 
money or their gold and he could have converted it to his own money anytime he wanted. 
Cn:  That General was wasting his time.  Eventually he’d have conquered everything all the 
way to the North Pole.  Then what’s he going to do? 
Ey:  I really disagree that anyone should go into a country without asking the people how they 
felt about it and just took over…and all just for more richness.  And then if the people say 
‘no’ he says ‘I’m going to shoot you’.  That’s bullying.  If you want more land you should ask 
and give them something instead. 
De:  That’s why I think the story is good because the little country ends up conquering the 
general.  And the general’s army are friendly to the little country now so they’re safe from 
attack now. 
An:  Where would he have got the money from that he robbed from them…where? 
Bh:  I think I have an answer to Mr O C’s question; the general just wanted power.  He just 
wanted to be the best, the most powerful man in the world.  I disagree with Ey:  she said that 
they should have asked and then the people would have said yes. I think that they’d have said 
no. 
Ey:  Well I think that instead of war and fighting the person who owned the land should be 
asked first.  He might say ‘That’s my land. You can’t have it.  We’ve always lived here’ and 
they should understand that.  The general’s army were so used to people fighting them that 
they never got to respect anyone’s country and culture before.  So when the people were kind 
to them they were kind back. 
An:  Why is everyone saying he took over the world?  He didn’t he only took over a small 
country! 
Hh:  I sort of disagree with Bh and Ey because if they let the army in once they would always 
keep coming back every time they wanted more land or more money. 
Ag:  I think that the conquerors were fair to the little country.  But some kids reading that 
story might think that that’s the right thing to do: to go around conquering. 
Bh:  The general was foolish. If he wanted everyone to be like him…then eventually 
everyone would be a conqueror and end up killing him and taking over his country.  They’d 
always be waiting their chance. 
Ax: I think people might have thought that the little country was foolish to let the general take 
over so easily.  But they well knew what they were doing.  They knew they couldn’t conquer 
the general and they were quite well informed about him because they were the last country 
and they had seen what he always did to the countries that resisted so they taught him a lesson 
without a cross word. 
Ey:  I agree with Ay that the money would be worthless in his country so its all about power 
and like he’s saying ‘Right, I’m the general of the whole world.  Give me everything you 
have’. 
Se:  I actually think that the little country did teach him a lesson. 
Am:  Why did he want more land?  What’s he planning to use it for? 
Lh:  Look at President Bush and hurricane Katrina, he didn’t really care even about his own 
country and he’s always looking for more land too and he doesn’t mind the land he’s got. 
Am:  I disagree with AH because if they gave him 4 cans of oil he’d be back for more when 
that’s gone. 
Ey:  I agree with Am:  If the Iraqis gave President Bush some of their oil he’d soon come 
back looking for the rest of it so the Iraqis said you can’t’ have any and then Boom! he starts a 
war. 
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C.9. Yellow Bird, Black Spider 12 October 2005 

 
Ca:  I think the story is about being yourself and not just following other people all 
the time. 
W:  I agree with Ca.  It’s important to do your own thing. 
CF: Yeah, maybe, cos like, if you’re always just following other people like, without 
thinking for yourself, and just doing what they want you to do… that could… you 
could end up in trouble 
O:  Well ….I dunno…maybe…yeah …. but you need to decide whether what they 
want you to do is Ok…like if your friends were all saying ‘come on lets do this’ and it 
was smoking… that wouldn’t be good; but if it was like ‘come on lets all play a game 
of chasing’ or something that would be different…you’re really going to have to make 
up your own mind about what to do. 
Jk:  I kind of agree with O…I think the spider was being a bit too careful and a bit 
annoying so the bird sort of was trying to shock him…maybe…he mightn’t really like 
ice-cream. 
Ky:  If you don’t be yourself, who would you be?  You have to be yourself and you 
might be a person that does things their own way or else you might be someone that 
just copies other people but you’re always yourself. Your soul might be part of your 
mind and some people say that your thoughts come from your soul sometimes or from 
your heart and they could be from all of them and from your mind. 
Jr:  I liked the way the bird stood up for himself.  I think your feelings might be in 
your soul…but maybe your soul is in your feelings ... oh I don’t know! 
Crn:  What’s the point of that book?  I think its something like ‘make your own life, 
don’t wait for other people to tell you stuff’.  I like that bird a lot! 
Kn:  The bird is a bit too cool.  If people did that other people would mock them.  The 
spider was just trying to make sure the bird didn’t get in trouble. 
D:  I think it could be about having your own personality.  The spider is very nervous 
– that’s his personality.  The bird is kind of cheeky.  That’s his personality.  They 
probably don’t get along with each other.  Your personality might be part of your 
soul. 
Ca:  The thing about that book that was good was the ending.  You don’t expect that 
ending…it kind of shocks you. 
Kn: I agree with all the people who said that your soul could be in your feelings and 
your mind and your feelings and your mind could be in your soul and I never knew 
anything about that before but I knew that I agreed when I heard it 
L: The bird is sooo cool.  The spider is a bit boring.  Like, if you’re like that spider 
you’re always thinking should I do this? Should I do that? What will people say?  The 
bird kind of people say ‘hey, I don’t acre…this is what I like’…what’s wrong with 
that? 
Cr:  The best thing about the bird is his attitude.  He’s very sort of relaxed.  He likes 
some things and he just goes and gets them.  The spider would be scared or nervous to 
try anything new. 
Ja:  I think it’s a really good story.  The bird is really funny. 
Cy:  I like it because it has a surprise at the end.  That spider was getting on my 
nerves.  He got …it was good enough for him to get eaten 
Ra:  It’s a good story.  The end was sad for the spider. 
Cc:  It’s kind of like the bird is a human.  He does things that ordinary birds don’t do.  
He’s not scared of anything. 
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Gn:  Well…that bird is like a pop star.  He is so cool and he smiles his secret smile 
and pop goes the spider! 
Ce:  the bird is trying to be different.  He likes to show off.  The spider is an ordinary 
spider. 
T:  yeah but the spider is trying to make the bird do what he wants not what the bird 
wants.  He bugs him so much he ate him.  He was tired of listening to him. 
P:  I don’t know why we’re all feeing so shocked about the bird eating the spider.  
That’s what birds do…all the time they eat spiders and worms and cute things like 
ladybirds.  So what’s so extraordinary about eating a spider?  I think it’s because 
we’re looking at that bird as if he’s human.  He’s a bird! 
H:  I agree with Gn…he likes to show off and I kind of agree with P too about us 
thinking its amazing that he ate the spider. 
Jk: well yes, ….if you think about it ….we eat cows, but you don’t see their legs 
hanging out of our mouths like the spider in the last picture.  That’s why it’s a shock 
cos we’re juts getting used to the way the spider is going on at him…then …wham! 
Ce:  I think he’s very mean to the spider.  He could have just hitten [sic] him a 
whack…he shouldn’t of [sic] ate him. 
L: If you nag someone as much as that spider you should expect to get eaten.  Why 
did he have to go ‘nah, nah, nah do this, don’t do that’… on and on?  He should have 
minden [sic] his own business and made a few webs and chilled out a bit. 
H:  I think it’s good to do what you want and it’s good to do what other people want 
too.  Both of them were right. 
Crn:  It’s only a story, right?  I mean it’s just meant to make us think, it didn’t really 
happen. 
Me: Would you have thought, looking at that book for the first time, that we’d get so 
much talking and thinking from it? 
Ca:  Definitely not!  I was thinking at the start that we wouldn’t have a lot to say 
about that because like T and was it M? … I thought it was kind of like a baby 
book…but it’s really very good.  
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Appendix D Examples of in-house evaluations of Thinking 
Times 

D.1. One of my evaluations from 3rd class  
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D.2. Evaluation from ML 
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D.3. One of my evaluations from infant class 2002-2003 
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D.4. Evaluation from DOS 
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D.5. Evaluation from RL 
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Appendix E Samples of children’s responses to music and art 

E.1. Responses to Gasparyan 
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E.2. Responses to Brueghel 
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E.3. Poetic responses to picture of sunset 
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E.4. Written responses to picture of trees and Vermeer 
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Appendix F Extract from RE teacher’s handbook 

F.1. Extract from Alive-O 5 Teachers’ Book (Irish Episcopal Commission 
on Catechetics, 2001). 
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Appendix G Emailed responses from educators to ‘a question 
about your schooldays’ 

G.1. My email  
 

Subject: a question about your schooldays 

Date: Wed, 25 Jan 2006 17:34:44 -0000 
Hello everybody, 
Mary Roche here. Most of you know me but some may need reminding. I am a 
primary school teacher working in Cork. I am currently carrying out a study on 
critical thinking with primary school children for a doctoral degree with the 
University of Limerick. This study is following on from my MA in Education study 
into Philosophy with Children. 
 
In my report I have referred to a discussion I carried out with my third class primary 
school students about 'what is the purpose of school?' I made the point that this topic 
is one that I was never asked to consider during my schooldays. In fact, I don't think I 
engaged in any real discussion of this topic until I began my post graduate studies. It 
was probably the theme of a lecture in training college (back in the 1970s) but there 
was no discussion of the topic and I certainly did not critically engage with it then. 
 
I am sending out this email to all of you who are involved in the business of education 
at different levels: primary, post primary, and third level and I am going to ask you all 
the same question I asked myself: 
 
Were you ever given an opportunity to think about, discuss or engage critically 

with the question 'what is the purpose of school?' when you were in school? 

 
I appreciate the time you have taken to read this. If you choose to reply, may I have 
your permission to use your reply as data for my research report? I guarantee 
confidentiality: no names will be used. 
with best regards 
 
Mary 
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G.2. Responses from PL 

 
Email received on 25-01-06 from PL – a critical pedagogue at third level college in 

USA and author of several books on critical pedagogy. 
 
I moved around a great deal as a kid because my father was a doctor setting up 
programs for child abuse and for kids with disabilities. It wasn't until I was a junior in 
high school in Amherst Massachusetts, U.S. that I bumped into a cool teacher who 
taught an alternative course on work, and a guidance counsellor who was an outcast 
amongst faculty, and was encouraged to think about the purpose of schooling, about 
labour stratification and cultural reproduction...about my place in the world. 
Otherwise, schools played the typical role of reflecting the larger social order and 
keeping youth on the line. Resisters were always punished in one form or another. It's 
no wonder  
conservatives in the U.S. moved from wanting to dismantle the Department of 
Education to taking it over -- in order to make sure that they can control young minds 
through the standardization of curricula and pedagogy in the name of No Child Left 
Behind. So much for education for civic responsibility. Hard to have any substantive, 
participatory democracy without the ability to make sense of the world around us. In 
that sense, public schools are doing the exact job that they have been designed to do. 
But like I did throughout my childhood, I'm using my energy as a professor in a 
teacher education program to combat this type of domestication. All the best 
P L 
 

G.3. Response from S. W. 
 

Email received on 25-01-06 from SW (Canada), former elementary school teacher, 

third level college of education professor and author of several books on teaching 

 
Dear Mary: 
 
Your question made me smile! When I went to elementary school (way back there in 
the days when dinosaurs roamed the earth), we sat in straight rows, DID NOT 
SPEAK, in fact, were penalized for talking. We sat and sat, waiting for the next 
teacher directive. We never were allowed even to question, lest that be taken as an 
affront to the teacher, the all knowing authority on everything. Children did not have 
opinions, or points of view -- so why on earth would anyone ask them? 
 
So your question is easy to answer, although it is a sad commentary on what my 
education was like. 
 
Each of us works for change in his or her own way and we do so, inch by painful half 
inch, across the years. And when we look back, some of us can actually see many 
teachers who prize, value and respect kids, and whose classrooms are models of 
humanity and regard, as well as educational excellence. Keep fighting the fight; it's 
worth it. 
 
The orientation you have chosen for your doctoral work is, I believe, most difficult 
and most rewarding. For teaching, after all, is an act of self discovery when it is done 



Appendix G 3 

well. And that is where so much of the gratification lies for such a difficult and 
challenging work. Those discoveries, alas, are reserved for the few who would 
undertake such rigorous self examinations -- not for sissies. I am full of admiration for 
your quest and am cheering you quietly onward, from this rainy loft in downtown 
V_____r. 
S 

 
G.4. Response from PD 

 
Email received on 26-01-06 from PD, former primary teacher, now college of 

education lecturer in Ireland 
Dear Mary,  
 
No I never had an opportunity to discuss the purpose of school either at first or second 
level and yes feel free to use this information. Not only did I not have an opportunity 
to discuss it, I think any such question would have been viewed as disruptive by 
teachers and possibly would even have been a punishable offence.  
 
With best regards 
P 
 

G.5. Response from P.A-LaF. 
 
Email received 29-01-06 from PA-LaF an elementary school teacher (USA) 
 
The answer is no. We were told why we were in school, but never was it discussed as 
an open question 
ELEM to HIGH SCHOOL YEARS: 1959-1971 (1ST-12TH GRADES)  
 
And never in college classes was this discussed as a class: 
COLLEGE YEARS: 1971 TO 1978 (INCLUDING MASTERS DEGREE) 
 
P 
 

G.6. Response from P.M-M 
 
Email received on 26-01-06 from PMM, University lecturer and former secondary 

school teacher (Ireland) 
Hello Mary 
As far as I remember I was never given the opportunity to discuss this nor was it ever 
raised as a thinking point.  
Best regards 
P 
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G.7. Response from B.S. 
 
Hi Mary,  
 
I must admit that, like you, I was never asked to reflect on the question, 'What is the 
purpose of school?' I think that, both from my own experience at school and from my 
experience as a student at a teacher training college, I gained the impression that 
school was a means of transferring as much knowledge as possible into the minds of 
more, or less, willing pupils. 
 
I only began to ask myself that question quite recently, when I became aware of the 
inappropriate nature of the culturally specific education being offered to Traveller 
children. It would not have occurred to me, therefore, that children should be asked, 
or could answer, a question requiring such critical thinking. However, when I attended 
'Dáil na bPáistí' with some of my Traveller pupils and heard one of them suggesting 
that the Traveller language, Cant, should be taught in schools, I realised that children 
are indeed capable of reflecting critically on questions such as 'What is the purpose of 
school?' 
B 
 

G.8. Response from B.L. 
 
Email received on 29-01-06 from BL critical friend on PhD study programme 
 
As to your question I never remember being asked that question while in school. Then 
in the context of those times "where children were seen but not heard" the idea of 
asking children their opinion on anything would not have been considered other than 
as a joke. I don't think anyone pondered that question children or parents, teachers 
even because in some ways then the question seemed answered. The purpose of 
school was to learn to read and write and other knowledge that would help you secure 
a job. Where you finished in school determined your job. So for me even though I 
never was asked the question I think I believed the purpose of school was to prepare 
you for work. 
B 
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Appendix H Samples of reports by observers of Thinking Time 

H.1. My request to colleagues  
 

 
H.2. Observation report by CO’C 

 
Thinking Time gave all the children the equal chance to speak – there were no correct 
or incorrect answers – so I think this helped each and every child to ‘shine’ – shine 
brightly.  
There was great respect shown by everyone involved and this respect was shown to 
each and every child and to the teachers. Their opinions were valued and the children 
knew this. 
I had to remind myself a number of times as to which class I was listening to.  I tried 
to think of another 3rd class that I have had experience of – I realised that the children 
in Mary’s class really knew how to think and express themselves.  I was also amazed 
at their ability to remember what others had said and integrate this with their own 
opinions. 
Mary I hope this makes sense.  Thinking isn’t that easy – but your class made it look 
very easy and, most of all, enjoyable. 
COC 14 November 2005 
 

H.3. Observation report by D.M. 
 
Thinking Time provides a forum that allows less academic children to shine.  The 
children were very engaged and comfortable in the circle.  It was a democratic setting 
and the teacher’s role was not autocratic or managerial.  Children were being given 
opportunities in a fair way and the children seemed to feel safe and free in the setting 
and they were able to contradict each others comfortably without confrontation.  The 
children’s ideas were very structured and surprising and not what I would have 
expected to hear from young children.  The dynamic of the circle was very inclusive.  
I feel that the sessions are beneficial educationally for the children because listening 
to and responding to points in turn and articulating your point of view logically 
(however contradictory) without tension or aggression is of huge social importance.  
DM 8 November 2005 
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H.4. Observation report by S.D. 
 
Mary 
I found the session very enjoyable. The children seemed very interested and at ease in 
the group.  They were attentive when others were speaking and used the ideas of 
others to expand on their own thoughts. 
 
Giving children the option to do a ‘hands up’ in the later part of the session is a very 
good idea, in my opinion.  Some children are more comfortable than others at 
expressing an opinion or speaking to a group 
 
SD  14 November 2005 
 

H.5. Observation report by YO’F 
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H.6. Observation report by A.T. 

 

 
 


