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The article Positive Peer Solutions, One Answer for the Rejected Student, describes an experimental leadership training program that is being used in schools to help alienated and disengaged students become more positively engaged in their education.  The program, called Positive Peer Groups (PPG), involves a handful of students between 5th and 9th grades and an adult facilitator and requires a 25-week commitment to service to their school and community.  Within the PPG, the students must decide on a target social problem, find a solution and carry out a large-scale service project by the end of the session.  The goal of the PPG program is to help students develop responsibility, leadership, pride in their school and community, social skills, self discipline, and a sense of belonging.


Several types of students are recommended for the PPC.  Specifically targeted for participation are the negative leaders, the rejected isolates, and the neglected isolates.  Positive leaders are also encouraged to join the program voluntarily to provide the group with peer models.  Within the group all students then share the work and responsibilities as equably as possible.  This allows even the most withdrawn students their share of the attention.  


The students are evaluated with standardized test before and after they participate in the PPG program.  They are also reviewed by the educational staff for signs of social improvement.  Many of the students show increases in positive intangibles like, helpfulness, politeness, patience, self-confidence, and kindness, just to name a few. 

Quantifying a tangible result in a study of this nature is impossible.   Although the article boasts that the PPG effects carry through the students further academic career and life beyond education, the claim is not supported by significant follow-up research.  The article mentions test groups and control groups but makes little mention of the exact nature of the scientific approach and real results.  They offer only anecdotal evidence of the experimental group and give no attention what so ever to the students of the control group.  

The scope of this study is too narrow to be universally accepted as proven affective.  Although the research was done in economically diverse populations, they were populations all from northeastern Ohio.  It would be interesting to see how the experiment would work in a community like L. A., where there are extreme racial tensions and more gang related pressure.

The biggest flaw of this program is that it focuses on only a few students.  In 81 schools there are roughly 1,000 involved in this program yearly.  That’s between 12 and 13 students per school per year.  In a school of 600, how do you pick out only a dozen students who would benefit from this program?  How many are being overlooked?  Is it simply the direct attention given to this small group of students that can make the difference in their sense of belonging to the school?  How are the students not chosen to be in the PPG negatively affected by their exclusion?  

There are several points the article makes that are unsettling.  “The program is presented as having a high status and being associated with the ‘cool’ kids.”  Do the students really think it’s “cool” or does that just what the educators want us to believe?  If the PPC is about the “cool” kids, how does that make the rest of the kids feel?  

Also, the article says, “Those few recommended students who resist participation are counseled into joining.”  In other words, a kid who is identified as troubled, or labeled as a social reject, is not given a choice but rather forced to participate.  What are the success rates, or anecdotes for the students who didn’t want to participate in the first place?

Lastly the article claims, “Kids want to belong!  The PPG program makes this universal desire a reality for all students.”  How can that possibly be true if the program only admits a dozen students a year?  Sounds like they’re trying to sell something.  The facts in the article are sugar coated and the scientific proofs that this program really works are dumbed down. There is no proof that the PPG solves or even addresses many of the social concerns expressed in the opening segment.  What does the PPG program have to do with song lyrics and “Beanie Babies”?  The simple fact is that our children are growing up neglected.  Whose fault is that?   The problem is that schools are forced to pick up the slack, but the task is immeasurable.  The PPG program is an attempt to help the children pick up some of the slack for each other.  Yes, it is a good idea.  Yes, it probably helps and does a lot of good, but it doesn’t solve the problem.

