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and practice as problematic. When we try to integrate the two one will
generally take over the functioning of the other, such as in England where
school based practice is being emphasized over the disciplines. However, I
would think it is possible that what is needed is a rethinking of the notion of
integration. If it is thought of as a mixing of theory and practice, then what he
claims is probably true. If, however, we view integration as praxis where
each informs the other, domination of one need not occur.

Wilson then moves to the development of a tentative taxonomy of the
qualities or attributes of a good educator or teacher. He bases his taxonomy
on a distinction between virtues and skills, or moral character and teaching
competence. His taxonomy, like any other, excludes as well as includes and
of course is open to interpretation. He believes, however, that we can come
to an understanding of the meaning of the items on the list through analytic
philosophy.

In his concluding chapter, Wilson provides what he calls some practical
conclusions. In it he differentiates between practical experience and
sophisticated reflection. He indicates that “the types of learning in each are
too different from each other, and the staff required to deliver each are too
different in the types of abilities and personality necessary for them to co-
exist in the same institutions” (p. 148). He would abolish teacher training
institutions as they currently exist in favour of a serious study of education
and sophisticated reflection (via the disciplines) within the universities, and
practical work done in the schools.

It is very obvious that Wilson has thought long and deeply about the
ideas presented in his book. I found the book and his call for a resurgence of
the study of the disciplines in teacher education — a very modernist
perspective — of interest, if at times stressful, and it caused me to revisit my
own beliefs on teacher education. It has, therefore, done what I think the
author intended. I would find it helpful, however, to see him move beyond the
more traditional analyses of teacher education, and education in general, and
provide a more postmodern perspective.
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