Subject: Moore, Andrew

Dear Ms. Jowel |,
I wite in response to the consultation on the Digital Curriculum

I am an experienced teacher of English (21 years in the classroon) now a
consul tant teacher for curriculumuse of ICT. | amalso a Wb author, with a
teaching site at:

http://ww. shunsl ey. eril.net/arnoore/

The site is used by real students and parents, in very |large nunbers - over
100, 000 page inpressions a nmonth - and | have created it over a few years in
the little spare tine a teaching job | eaves. Wth |ike-m nded friends,

hel ped set up the Association of Teacher Wb sites at:

htt p: // ww. byt eachers. org. uk/

The Associ ati on has a huge nunber of high quality resources and receives
mllions of page inpressions from many thousands of visitors every nonth. In
their "spare" tinme, a handful of teachers have al ready covered nuch of the
UK curriculum - and this has cost the DFES nothing, other than the little
time and scant resources that LEAs and school s have been able to give to

t hese teachers.

I amquite enthusiastic at the thought of the BBC s publishing substanti al
new content - but ny enthusiasmis tenpered with a sense that teachers may
be ignored in this discussion

The attenpt by some conmercial conpanies (RMPlc and others) to prevent the
BBC from publishing resources free to the end user (because it distorts the
market) is repellent. Should these conpani es succeed, even tenporarily, no
teachers will thank them And many will use our discretion, under |oca
financial managenent, to buy things el sewhere. It will be a sad day if
children (in the UK and beyond) cannot benefit fromthe broadcasting and

di stribution of new resources because education nust defer to market forces.

Interestingly, the conmercial providers nostly have to conm ssion content
fromteachers witing freelance (I wite for Learn.co.uk and ProQuest - many
of ny friends do |ikew se for these or other publishers), yet the sane
teachers do not receive so nuch kudos for resources we put free to the end
user in the public domain. W may sonetines lack tine to polish everything,
but the content is sound and students recognize that when it conmes to
hel pi ng them over the hurdles of assessed work, they are well off with rea
teachers. (Every day ATW nenbers receive nmany e-nails that confirmthis.)
More to the point, all of us would rather keep our witing activities in the
public sector - perhaps receiving small grants to cover the cost of sone of
our tinme, and nostly remaining as active teachers.

My concern is that the BBC should not sinply comm ssion content fromgetting
into bed with established publishers - once nore teachers, who have a
creative vision, see the public investnent go fromthe Treasury to the
commer ci al organi zati on, which rarely can give such good val ue for noney. It
makes sense for the BBC, in producing content in-house, to work with
curriculumexperts, as well as acadenmic witers. Leon Cych nakes this case
nost powerfully in his article published in |ast week's (June 14) TES Online
supplenent. And this will keep talented and i nnovative users of Infornation
and Learning Technol ogies in schools (nostly), rather than noving to private
sector providers of content - which is where many of the missing teachers
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have gone.

More pertinently, when it comes to using these resources and integrating
theminto teaching and learning activities, including digital education
delivered in and out of school, then teachers are critical to the success of
this venture. It is deeply patronizing (if not stupid) to give ne and ny

col | eagues resources prepared for nme by sonmeone el se, but which have not
been road-tested in real digital education. Teachers can do this. Publishers
cannot. | ndeed, the conpanies for which | do freelance work seem deeply

i gnorant of the National Gid for Learning - yet teachers are able to join
up the content, and the pedagogy and cl assroom practice with the nationa
and regional infrastructure and |local or wi de area networks that wll make
it all work.

A lot of this public debate smacks of arrogance - governnent talks to

busi ness, but overlooks the people who know, and who are crucial to the
success of this investnent. There are nany teachers who want to see the
Digital Curriculumsucceed - and who are waiting to be asked to hel p. But
the conversations are passing us by for now Can you do anything to change
this?

Wth best w shes,
Yours sincerely,
Andr ew Mbor e,

(I work for the East Riding LEA, but amwiting in a private capacity as a
teacher and parent.)



