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Introduction 
In 2009 an Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) reported that America was not in fact leading the way when it came to science, technology, engineering and mathematics (STEM).  This sparked the great debate over general education vs STEM in primary schools.  The question boiled down to do we have a strong enough focus on developing STEM in schools to stay competitive with the world around us. This realization caused a shift education at the expense of what is considered ‘general’ education. General education, in this context, primarily alludes to courses in liberal arts, humanities and social sciences.  The policymakers shifted focus by increasing funding for STEM programs for public sources.  The unforeseen consequence of this increase in funding was a decrease in funding for primary education.  Cohen (2016), for example, reports on the increased and most recent calls for cutting funds for liberal arts in preference for promoting STEM.        
It is with this background in mind that support for STEM over general education was challenged. Shinn (2014), for instance, characterizes the dichotomy between ‘liberal education’ and ‘professional education’ as a false choice thereby expressing concern at the misleading trend.  This paper will focus on the great funding debate; the research will review arguments presented from both sides of the debate.  By taking time to reflect on both sides of the debate it becomes clear that the solution is to integrate rather exclusively fund STEM education.  
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This is an appraisal of the STEM education concept presented to the members and 
committees of 
congress. This is a vital look into the perspectives of those member

             who originally developed the concept.  It is an important to understand the 

           mechanism of the administration behind the STEM policy.  Therefore, the publication 
is useful because it provides an illustrative background into the reasoning that has gone                 into the various efforts that have manifested in the recent past. In addition to insight on the reasoning behind STEM education this resource goes into great detail on Federal initiatives in relation to STEM education, the status of STEM education in the US, and the various policy issues involved. 
Maguth, B. (2012). In defense of the social studies: social studies programs in STEM education. 
Social 
Studies Research and Practice, 7(2), 65-90.

Maguth’s article is a that really dives into the sacrifices we are making to ensure STEM funding.  The paper is a qualitative study designed to comprehend social studies programs at various STEM schools. The study’s findings included the observations by social studies teachers that a robust social studies curriculum is a fundamental aspect of STEM education.  This essentially proves that STEM education works better when it is integrated into genral education instead of in place of general education.  
President’s Council of Advisors on Science and Technology,. (2010). Prepare and inspire: K-12 
education in science, technology, engineering, and math (STEM) for America’s future. 
Washington DC: Executive Office of the President of the United States.

This report by the PCAST to President Obama is also useful in providing the background and establishing the context of the problem of STEM. The report is obviously one consequence of the OECD report that portrayed the depressing performance of US students when it comes to STEM education. The PCAST lays out a strategy for improving STEM education.  This sheds some light on improvements of K – 12 STEM education while reflecting on the strategy being used to change the education landscape.    
Steele, A., Brew, C., & Beatty, B. (2012). The tower builders: a consideration of STEM, STSE 
and ethics in science education. Australian Journal of Teacher Education, 37(10), 118-
133.

This article brings up a very interesting point around science, technology, society, and environment (STSE) and how STEM education is not rounded enough.  The stand point of the paper is that STEM education is not appropriate because it is blind to moral and ethical consideration.  The article goes on to discuss to discuss the origins of both STEM and STSE initiatives and considers theoretical aspects of their impacts.  The paper explores alternative approaches to the problem at hand with a primary focus on integrated STEM education

Xie, Y., Fang, M., & Shauman, K. (2015). STEM education. Annual Review of Sociology, 41(1), 
331-357.
This article looks at the impact of STEM education in the United States from a sociological perspective.  The article presents findings to the effect that the components of STEM education achievement are affected by different social factors. The study dives deeper to explore the meaning and importance of STEM education, and the range of social determinants that impact STEM education accomplishment. Further, the authors assert that there are two basic elements of STEM education attainment: attainment of general education and the attainment to specific and exclusive STEM education. It necessarily follows that the so called general education is an important aspect of STEM education because it provides the requisite foundation. Therefore, any claims for the decrease of funds for general education especially at the primary and secondary levels seem unsound considering that it provides the building blocks upon which STEM education develops.  
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