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Rhetorical Analysis
Introduction
Allison Benedikt has written in his book that she attended K-12, the worst public school. She only read one book in four years, and his high school did not offer AP classes; the school had no games such as soccer. She later left home unprepared for college, which made her go without learning effectively in college.  She says she never read novels, and poetry was very new to her despite doing very well. Getting lame education was not a good thing but required survival; since she survived, any other child could survive. Allison's Benedikts, in his book 'If You Send Your Kid to Private School, You Are A Bad Person,' is morally wrong. According to her, parents should enrol their children in poor quality schools which the government sponsors so that the future generation achieve excellent results. He tries to argue that parents should focus on the future generation common good at the expense of their children's welfare. Some bad parents choose to take their children to private schools because of reasons such as prestige, maintaining family traditions, and having a better job afterward. Others may choose private schools for religious reasons, or maybe their children have behavioral or learning issues like autism or mutism, while others do not believe in public schools. Such reasons can make parents choose between a private school and a public school. Most parents argue that private schools will offer education that best fits their children for the resources they can manage.
It is tough to understand Benedikt's; according to her, she has not compared parents who admit their children private to murders, and afterward, she makes such a comparison. She also doesn't want private schools to be banned, but surprisingly, she raises the possibility of banning private schools. She also goes ahead and tells parents that the education of their children is not that important. She argues that a parent can wish the best of their children, but a child may not be interested in it; the best option for a parent in such a case is to send the child to a crappy government school. She also mocked the impression that children should be subjected to great literature and prefers crappy public school where education is not that important. But what she emphasizes is that parents should have their children to crappy public schools. Benedikt has been accused of marketing evil. Better education is critical in every child's life, success, and future happiness. The majority of the people have preferred private schools to crappy government schools. It looks pretty impossible for a parent to intentionally sacrifice a child's mind and future for the sake of improving crappy public schools; it is pure evi1!
Education is essential; it doesn't matter the type of school a child attends. For her going to public school did not mean that parents believed in public education. The school was close to home, and her parents were very comfortable. Therefore, it is essential to note that you don't need to take your child to the best school to become a successful person. As a parent, don't be too scared to involve yourself as much as you could. There is much more to education. For example, in the case of Benedikt, as much as her school had rotten subjects such as English, maths, language programs, and others, she got an opportunity to study with children from different diversities, from rich to poor, black and white, students who were not that smart and many others that provided education of its own and life preparations. She also gave an example of a Jewish dentist whose public education led to the achievement of his career. His parents never paid even a coin for his education. The most valuable resource for public schools is good students. Parents have a significant role to play to ensure public schools have the best help. Children will be delicate no matter the kind of school a parent will take them to. Benedickt urged liberals to stop home-schooling and wealthy conservatives to send their children to public schools. By advising such populations to send their children to public schools around them, she knew that more resources would be channeled to improve the quality and performance of public schools.
From Bennedikt's personal experiences, one can be satisfied that public education is suitable for children. She has referred parents who take their children to public schools as bad people, and the reason for that is 'not an education policy wonk' rather 'judgemental.' Her evidence is to support public education is based on her experiences such as benefiting from poor instructions and during her public career he got drunk before basketball. Those who support private school criticize her that a child in private school can do and cannot be a determinant of a school's success. We can also look at what education policy wonks say on how a school can be effective and suitable for learning. Several factors contribute to a school's better performance that includes a conducive environment, a clear mission, and an efficient administration. But for Bennedikt it is different such that she benefited from studying with a diverse population in a low resource setting and poor instructions. It may take generations for a public school to perform, but sacrifice by parents is worth it for the common good.
Conclusion
It is clear from Benedict that the best resource for public schools to perform is good students. Despite the challenges crappy public schools have, parents should sacrifice by taking their children to public schools for the sake of generations to come. Both liberals and wealthy should consider sending their children to public schools to improve the quality and performance of public schools.
