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Critique of Addressing Needs and Barriers of At-Risk Elementary Students 

 

 This article stressed the increased need to devote time and resources to career 

development of at-risk elementary students.  The article brought up the additional barriers 

and challenges that these students must overcome, and outlined the serious long term 

harm that a neglect of this assistance could have for the future of these students.  In order 

to assist the reader in addressing this critical function of a career counselor, the authors 

outlined nine strategies to aid the practitioner.  

 My former work experience influenced my perceptions of this article.  For a long 

time I was an attorney for children who were abused and neglected in Milwaukee 

County.  Almost all of these children would have fallen in the “at-risk” category so I have 

a good amount of experience with this population of students.  My initial reaction to the 

article was that the authors must have had significant contact with at-risk students or at 

least had studied the population quite extensively.  In my opinion their assessment was 

right on target regarding the barriers at-risk students must continually overcome.  There is 

often a cycle of failure in the at-risk students’ families which limits the assistance and 

role models that they may be exposed to outside of the school environment.  These 

students are often found in seriously understaffed public schools where their career 

development assistance is left in the hands of overworked counselors.  The article 

accomplishes the very important dual objective of alerting practitioners to the problem 

and offering specific examples of strategies to address the problem. 

 Although I was familiar with the problems at-risk students face including issues 

of career development, the article expanded my understanding of the problems they 



encounter and offered some suggestions that would assist me in my future counseling 

relationships with these students.  The authors’ suggestion to use technology to get 

elementary students interested in learning about themselves and identifying possible 

career paths was an excellent idea that I had not considered.  Elementary students do, on 

the whole, enjoy using the computer.  I checked out the website referred to in the article 

and it looked like a very interesting resource for games and other materials to make 

career development engaging to young students.  I also found it important to note the 

need to explore untraditional resources such as churches and other extended support 

networks, although I disagree with placing grandparents in this untraditional category.  

For at-risk students, grandparents are very often a primary resource. 

 I did not notice the authors demonstrating any type of bias, but my perspective 

was a bit different from theirs on some issues.  Although I understood what the article 

tried to accomplish, there were a few problems that they did not address.  I do not know if 

the reason these problems were not addressed was because of regional differences or 

because the authors did not want to cloud the direction of the article by including these 

problems.   

 The primary area I had a different perspective on than the authors was the issue of 

keeping the at-risk students options open to areas that they may feel excluded from.  I do 

not mean to indicate that my different perspective means that the at-risk students should 

not be encouraged to aim high and vigorously pursue occupations that they underestimate 

their own abilities to attain or that they feel the dominant culture has precluded them to 

enter.  These barriers, I believe, are very important for the elementary school career 
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counselor to break down.  What I find lacking, however, was any mention by the authors 

of redirecting an at-risk student’s occupational path that may be completely unrealistic.  

Again, I do not mean to suggest that any possible career goal should be thwarted.   

 My experience in interviewing at-risk children on future occupational goals is that 

they have received very little guidance on the issue or they have been allowed to maintain 

an unrealistic narrow focus.  When I have asked children what they might wish to do as 

an occupation when they are an adult, I usually receive one of two responses.  The 

children either have absolutely no idea of what they want to do or they have a desire to 

have a high paying occupation that often has educational or physically demanding 

requirements such as a doctor, lawyer, or professional athlete.  Although in the little time 

I have with these children I do not wish to discourage them, I do try to inform them of 

what they need to accomplish if they wished to reach that goal.  So often because of 

either a learning disability, poor familial support, or other issues, it is likely that these 

students would have a major challenge finishing high school let alone accomplish their 

stated goals. 

 I do not mean to be very critical of the authors’ omission of this issue because 

space may not have allowed them to deal with this concern.  This is an issue that I do 

believe is important to confront head on and should lead to counseling of students to 

include back-up plans and additional options.  This issue does not detract from the overall 

importance of this article and the insights it has given to me to apply specific strategies to 

my potential work with elementary students. 
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