Summary Response

In the article “So That Nobody Has to Go to School If They Don’t Want To” by Roger Sipher, he demands a “simple plan” to expel “mandatory-attendance” laws from public school systems nation-wide. Sipher discusses current attendance laws neither increase student attendance nor are they fully employed. According to Sipher, mandatory-attendance laws drastically cripple the education of present day youth. Although, Mr. Sipher’s essay is fruitful to student mind; however, he fails to resolve serious issues that lie beyond the student level.

From a student’s standpoint, Mr. Sipher’s plan is welcomed. For those attending school, students would have an unparalleled improvement of the educating environment. Free from distractions or disruptions from former students, those attending would have more one to one basis with teachers and instructors. Teachers would do what they were meant to do--teach. Students would receive better understanding of course material and better preparation for college level or real world applications. At the student level, this plan is beneficial, but at a national level it would be biting off more than it could chew.   

Expelling mandatory attendance laws is far from a “simple plan”. To implement such large-scale plan one would need to have full employment of the scarcest resource on earth--money! Financial backing is the key; however, state and county governments could not possibly afford the repercussions of eliminating current attendance laws. Neither could they support a new breed of trade schools and unemployment programs. Budgets are already strained to the keels managing current regulations. A total reversal of those regulations would not only place more plates on the table, but greatly reduce the amount of servings given. From this plan, however, the top brass would only be served gold from every middle-class person’s bottom-dollar. 

Ultimately, a great division of social classes would result from the erasure of current attendance regulations. This resulting division would resemble the social class existing during 

medieval-times, were only well-educated or rich, like kings, could lead a community. Communities were defined as peasants and scavengers groveling at the boot heels of the rich and powerful for handouts. Deconstructing mandatory attendance laws would eject millions of middle class workers and families into poverty and only a handful of high-class families into wealth.  In today’s American society mandatory attendance laws prevent this segregation from taking place by giving everyone and anyone a chance to learn not just those that can afford it.

Unemployment causes great concern today, but if the eclipse of mandatory attendance laws were contracted then unemployment would grow exponentially. If students choose to not to go to school it would become societies’ burden to provide for those former students. Corresponding with current regulations on child labor, large numbers of underage students would be subjected to unemployment compensation. While some former students may apply to attend publicly funded trade schools, others may pick up trades of another nature. Of the later, former students on this path would be subdued into drug dealing, prostitution, injustice, and many other dark forces that live on poverty. Schoolroom values such as look, listen, and learn would have moved out of the classroom and onto crowed street corners, alleyways, and bus stops.  

Mr. Sipher’s argument would greatly benefit students, but for every benefit there is a consequence. Undoubtedly, the consequences considerably outweigh the benefits. Given the scope of the consequences and benefits, Mr. Sipher’s plan would not be a simple solution to better educate America’s youth.    

