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We wish to thank Dr. Dieser for 
taking the time to prepare a rejoinder to 
our article titled “Beyond Curriculum 
Reform: Therapeutic Recreation’s Hidden 
Curriculum,” that appeared in the 
Therapeutic Recreation Journal in the third 
quarter of 2010. Our article introduced 
the notion of hidden curriculum and 
how it may affect therapeutic recreation 
education.

How unfortunate it is that Dieser did 
not take the high road in his rejoinder. 
We believe that had he set a positive 
tone in his rejoinder by simply providing 
the cross-ethnic perspective as an area 
of concern in hidden curriculum that 
he might have advanced the notion 
of hidden curriculum in therapeutic 
recreation (which he supports according 
to his rejoinder) and may have helped 
faculty and others concerned with higher 
education to seriously examine possible 

issues within hidden curriculum. 
Unhappily, in his rejoinder Dieser has 
chosen to attack individualism and 
launch into a personal assault on us, 
rather than positively pursuing the 
topic of hidden curriculum. 

Thus, Dieser’s rejoinder is much 
more about him and his worldview 
than about hidden curriculum, the 
topic of our article. In so doing, he 
has set up a “him-versus-us” paradigm 
(where we are his “opponents”) in 
which he attempts to demonize us by 
ascribing to us those positions that 
he opposes and to accuse us of being 
“weak sense critical thinkers.”

According to Merriam-Webster’s 
(2011) definition, a rejoinder is 
“a usually rude or angry reply to 
something written or said.” Another 
source (bing Dictionary, 2011) defined 
rejoinder as “a reply to something said, 
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especially one that is sharp, critical, angry, 
defensive, or clever.” It appears that Dieser, 
in choosing to employ the term rejoinder, 
might have adopted these definitions. To 
us, his article projects a tone that detracts 
from what should be the focus of his 
article, the topic of hidden curriculum. 

Dieser used his work in the area of the 
cross-ethnic perspective as a focal point 
in his rejoinder. He is to be commended 
for his extensive efforts to provide 
therapeutic recreation with a cross-
ethnic frame of reference. We applaud 
his efforts to make us aware of culturally 
divergent values and beliefs that affect 
the knowledge and practice in therapeutic 
recreation. However, we are unconvinced 
of Dieser’s challenge that he has “flipped 
our proposition upside down.” He has 
convincingly established that his work 
has sought to identify and challenge the 
hidden White, individualistic biases in 
therapeutic recreation practice.  His own 
cited works, however, have not explicitly 
examined these biases in curricula except 
as an extension of these beliefs in the 
profession and White American society.  
In addition, from his arguments one must 
come to the conclusion that the only thing 
possibly hidden in curriculum is White, 
individualistic values. Clearly, there are 
no other elements of curriculum that may 
be transmitting unexamined embedded 
values and perspectives.  Thus, he largely 
ignores the content of our criticism—that 
academic location has powerful structural 
and cultural influences on hidden 
curriculum.

We appreciate his support of the 
need for research and scholarship in the 
examination of hidden curriculum. Dieser’s 
reliance on Michel Foucault’s philosophical 
approach provides a unique perspective 
from which to view therapeutic recreation.  
His introduction of the catchphrases “weak 

sense critical thinkers” (which he applies 
to us) and “strong sense critical thinking” 
(which he applies to himself) offers a 
unique (if not self-serving) perspective. 

Overall, Dieser’s article certainly 
reinforces the notion that hidden curricula 
exist within therapeutic recreation and 
need to be examined. However, it appears 
that the essence of Dieser’s rejoinder is 
to promote his personal view of how 
therapeutic recreation should reflect a 
collectivistic perspective, rather than 
the individualistic values common in 
America, Canada, the United Kingdom, 
and most European countries. While 
Dieser has championed the cross-ethnic 
perspective (that includes the rejection of 
individualism), his perspective is just one 
of many areas that may be seen as issues by 
those concerned with hidden curriculum. 
Our lack of reference to his work on his 
collective perspective was only because 
his is but one in an almost never ending 
list of topics that may be conveyed within 
hidden curriculum. Having said this, we 
must admit that Dieser’s attack on the 
concept of individualism in therapeutic 
recreation is an issue that we believe merits 
examination in our reply to his rejoinder.

Dieser’s Critical Review of Individualism
At first reading, Dieser’s discussion 

of individualistic values seems profound.  
He writes about how individualism is a 
“White American” value that, from his 
position, much of therapeutic recreation 
theory and practice wrongly rests upon. 
He is critical of the widely held American 
view of individualism which those from 
“collectivistic cultures” reject and goes 
on to take the position that it has not 
only corrupted therapeutic recreation 
knowledge and practice, but has wrongfully 
affected the process by which individuals 
gain certification through the National 
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Council on Therapeutic Recreation 
Certification (NCTRC).

Dieser’s often eloquent utterances on 
a cross-ethnic perspective that features 
criticism of individualism are no doubt due 
in part to his reliance on the language of 
Foucault (e.g., 1977) that is found in Dieser’s 
writing. Foucault’s “undoubted brilliance 
and dazzling linguistic virtuosity” (Schrag, 
1999, p.6) are attributes that Dieser 
employs well in making his arguments. 

It is basically Foucault’s approach 
(Schrag, 1999), followed by Dieser, to 
argue that concepts that seem self-evident, 
are not really self-evident and should not 
be accepted.  Schrag (1999) has stated that 
“Notions such as this make it possible for 
scholars, especially those with a flair for 
theorizing, to believe that, no matter how 
esoteric or precious their formulations, and 
no matter how limited their audiences, 
they are, even as they theorize, social 
activists engaged in laying the ground for 
social transformation” (p. 7).  

We believe Schrag’s words apply to 
Dieser’s criticism of individualism. D’Souza 
(2010) has referred to the ideals (such as 
individualism) that distinguish America 
from other cultures as “exceptionalism” or 
what is unique about America. It seems to 
us that individualism is a cultural construct 
that has both strengths and weaknesses; it 
is neither inherently good nor bad. There 
is nothing “wrong” with Americans (or 
others) valuing individualism and the 
American therapeutic recreation profession 
reflecting this ideal in theory and practice. 
It is appropriate that countries modify 
therapeutic recreation practice to meet 
their cultural norms. It seems unethical 
and misguided, however, to suggest that 
countries adopt a culturally inappropriate 
approach (such as Dieser’s suggestion that 
American therapeutic recreation specialists 
utilize a collectivistic approach. This type 
of approach would not fit in with the 

American health care system and would 
serve only to further separate our field 
from others). This is not to imply that 
other cultures that embrace a collective 
view are “wrong” in their viewpoint. In 
fact, we agree with Dieser that, because 
of the dominance of individualism in 
America, therapists must be conscious 
of the individualistic influences of their 
culture on their practice and recognize that 
non-individualistic views may be held by 
those from other cultures and should be 
taken into consideration when working 
with individuals from those cultures. 

“Straw Men” Arguments
It seems to us that in his rejoinder 

Dieser has also fallen into the trap of 
employing the technique that has been 
termed using “straw men” arguments. 
In this technique, authors distort or 
misrepresent others’ positions in order 
to provide easy targets for them to knock 
down. For instance, Dieser claims that we 
have taken a “health care” or “therapy 
approach” to therapeutic recreation by 
displaying potential issues with hidden 
curriculum located within departments 
of recreation, parks, and tourism or in 
departments of health, physical education, 
recreation, and dance. This claim is 
simply not true. We have not argued for 
a “health care ideology” or advocated for 
any placement of TR curricula. We merely 
indicated that the departments which 
house TR curricula may affect the hidden 
curriculum. 

Dieser then goes on to claim that we 
only embrace employing interventions 
to bring about specific health enhancing 
outcomes to the exclusion of positive 
recreation experiences in therapy and 
rehabilitation. The assumption that 
somehow we have argued against fun 
and enjoyment in therapeutic recreation 
certainly is not expressed in our article. 
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And, in fact, the implication that we lack 
the insight that fun and enjoyment can be 
an important part of therapeutic recreation 
is absurd. For evidence of the value of fun 
and enjoyment in TR published by one 
of the authors, please see Austin (2009, p. 
244) where fun and enjoyment are stated 
as examples of core professional values 
of recreational therapists. In still another 
example of the stated importance of fun 
and enjoyment Austin (2011) wrote: “I 
believe fun, enjoyment, and pleasure 
are unique, positive components of our 
profession of recreational therapy that we 
employ everyday to improve the health 
and well-being of our clients” (p. 22). Thus, 
it is clear that Dieser has distorted our 
views in order to support his arguments.

It seems to us that in fact Dieser 
himself has engaged in “weak sense 
critical thinking.” Perhaps he should 
examine his rejoinder to see if he has 
offended his stated criteria of: (a) not 
holding himself to the same intellectual 
standards as those he assumes to be his 
“opponents” (his language); and (b) 
selectively using deceptive methods to 
support his worldview (i.e., using “straw 

man” arguments). Dieser seems to have 
mistaken us for “opponents,” when in 
actuality we agree with his assertion that 
cultural biases can easily become a part 
of hidden curriculum. We just do not 
share his criticism of “White American” 
individualism. Dieser also has jumped to 
the conclusion that our article on hidden 
curriculum was promoting a frame of 
reference that does not agree with his 
perceptions of therapeutic recreation and, 
in doing so, has used his rejoinder of our 
article as a vehicle to contrast his personal 
view with concepts that we assuredly did 
not promote in our hidden curriculum 
article.

In short, we appreciate Dieser’s 
support of our thesis that hidden curricula 
can significantly affect what is taught 
within professional preparation programs 
in therapeutic recreation. He has, however, 
taken his criticism of our article far beyond 
its bounds by presenting his personal 
views of therapeutic recreation and, in 
doing so, without merit decreeing us to be 
both “weak sense critical thinkers” and the 
conveyors of views that oppose his.
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