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The MPs’ Debate Over
Home Educators

The  Educaiion Legislation
Amendment Bill which kept so
many of us occupied with writing
submissions earlier this year is
still before Parliament, waiting for
its turn to come before the Com-
mittee of the Whole. This is when
. the entire House, all 120 MPs,
have an opportunily to comment
* on the Bill OR EVEN CALL FOR
. AMENDMENTS, as they go
through the Bill clause by clause.
- In other words, there is still the
opportunity for us to pul the pres-
sure on our MPs to add, drop or
- modify anything in the Bill. So
fish out TEACH Bulletin No. 17
of June 1998 and have another
read through the Bill as it stands
to see if you would hke to influ-
- ence your MP to change anything.

. In the meantime, it is really inler-
esting (o read what various MPs
had to say about home educators
when the Bill was debated on the

- 23rd of June. Below are com-

ments lifted straight out of
Hansard, the transcript of what
they actually said on the floor of

- Parliament.

Hon. Wyatt Creech, Minister of
Education: Home schooling has
become another area ol rapid
growth in New Zealand with
many pupils going into it. The
issue is how they should be re-
viewed. Where pcople get an
exemplion from the normal
schooling system so that they can
home-school, we have to be cer-
tain that it is not a way for them to
leave their children without amy
reasonable education at all. This
Bill addresses that issue.

Trevor Mallard (Labour, Hutt
South): I have one question o do

with home schooling that I would
like the Minister in charge of the
Education Review Office to deal
with. Since the Bill was reported
back, | have had a subinission that
expresscs concern that the Minis-
ter will be able to see the individ-
ual details of particular reviews of
the home-schooling situation. It
is a question of privacy. In terms
of reviews of State schools, there
is not much argument about that;
the Minister can and should have
the right to read them. He should
probably read them all, but I think
he does not have time. But when
home schooling is going on in an
individual family’s home, there is
a privacy question — whether the
Minister has a right to look at
private details. It appears that that
right has been extended in this

Bill, and I would like a response
on that particular guestion. But I
think that the select commiitee
has done a good job in that area
and has reached a point of bal-
ance.

Hon. Brian Donnelly, Associate
Minister of Education, Minister
in charge of the Education Re-
view Office: | believe that home
schooling is a valid schooling al-
ternative, and [ am very support-
ive of it. I believe that a large
degree of the home schooling in
this country is of very, very high
quality. A recent Education Re-
view Office report has pointed that
out, But all that this legislation
does is clarify existing powers.
The existing Act is very unclear,
and is challengeable as to whether
the Education Review Office has
the right to review. In terms of
providing a degree of protection
and assurance that we have a sys-

(Continued on page 2)

Schools into Remedial Social
Work and Pastoral Care

A 1996/97 financial year review
of the Minisiry of Education by
Pariiament’s Education and Sci-
ence Select Commitlec released
on 11 February 1998 said the fol-
lowing:

“The Chief Review Qfficer com-
mented to us that governing bod-
ies, managers and teachers oper-
ate in the absence of any widely
agreed legal definition of a
school’s role. Schools decide in-
dividually on the balance io be
achieved between remedial social

work, pastoral care and imple-

menting the curviculum.”

The Select Cominitice followed up
with further comments in the
“Vote E.R.O.” part of their report

- on the 1998/99 budge! estimates:

“We are concerned that many
schools operate increasingly. as
social support centres within com-
munities. This is a function for
which they seldom have adequate
resources. The Minister informed
us that, although schools are ex-
pected to play a role in the social
as well as the cognitive develop-
ment of children, it is left to each
school to decide what is the ap-
propriate balance of roles for that
school.

“We remain concerned that the
reluctance of the (Education Re-
view) office to comment on the
performance of other Government
social services agencies will limit
the Government's ability to de-
liver social policy in a unified

(Continued on page 4)
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Hear, my son, your father s in~
struction, and reject not your
mother’s teaching.

—+ Proverbs 1:8
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tem (hat works in the best inlerests
of all children in New Zealand,
this Bill simply clarifics what al-
ready exists.

Jill White (Labour, list): 1 cer-
tainly gained a great deal of in-
sight into, and considerable inter-
est in, this area through the sub-
missions that were nade to us. |
pay lributc lo the parents who
appeared belore the sclect com-
mitlee. They are absolulcly com-
mtitled to the home education that
they do. They do not all come
Irom the same philosophical
stance, and do not all have the
same reason for wanting to be
home educators, but those who
appeared before the select com-
miitee made a very, very good
argument for their case. [ think
some imporlant amendments are
proposed by the select cominittec
as a result.

The select committee was not able
to go the whole distance that the
home cducators wanted. Mr Mal-
lard has already indicated one
area that he iniends to guestion
quite closely in the Commitice
stage, and that is the question of
privacy, which parents are con-
cerned about. There is the possi-
bility of very sensitive information
inappropriately going to the Min-
ister of Education, and I think it is
valid that that question be foi-
lowed up. During the Committee
stage I will deal with another cou-
ple of concerns that those parents
have,

A great deal of suspicion and ill
feeling has arisen as a resull of
home-schooling parents feeling
somewhat powerless and being
concerned about possible abuses of
power. During the hearing pro-
cess 1 learnt that the Education
Review Office is very concernied 10
get on a good footing, and to make
sure that its relationships with
home education families and or-
ganisations is positive rather than
negative. That is a great responsi-
bility on the Education Review
Office, and the families.

One amendment that the commit-
tee is recommending, and I think

it is very helpful, takes home cdu-
cators out of inclusion in the
phrase “particular organisations”.
Their inclusion in the phrasc
“particular organisations” was a
considerable difficulty because
they felt it put them in the cale-
gory of institutions. They are
very, very strongly of the view that
they are not instilulions. They are
home educators. We have been
able 10 make amendments thai
deal with that. It was of very greal
interest and enlightenment 1o hear
from the home schoolers during
the select commillee process.

Liz Gordon (Alliance, list): Itoo
want o speak on what I think are
the three key issues in this Bill —
the home-schooling clauses, the
suspension clauses. and the enrol-
ment scheme issue. | will start
with home schooling., simply be-
cduse no one else has.

Jill White: I beg the member’s
pardon.

Liz Gordon: 1 am sorry, Ms
White may well have —

Jill White: 1 spoke quite a lot
aboud it.

Liz Gordon: 1 will follow my
Labour colleague then in starting
with the home-schooling issue. I
have some major concerns about
this, and they were echoed by the
very large number of home
schoolers who came along to the
select committee from around the
couniry and gave their views. Un-
der this Bill the review office does
not have the right to gain entry
against the will of parents to enter
the dwelling of the owner or occu-
pier of the house where home
schooling is taking place. How-
ever, once it has been invited in it
has what I think are very large
powers.

From the home schools that 1 have
seen — and from my stercotype, 1
guess — my view of a home
school is always of a very large
farmhouse-style kitchen with the
potbelly stove in the corner, a
lovely pine and wood kitchen
area, a fridge covered in magnets
holding children’s drawings on to
it, and everything is very child-
centred — there is a large

{Continued on page 3}
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Trading
Post

For Sale:
*ENGLISH
Themes in Literature, Book 3, A
Beka.

Grammar and Composition, Level
3, Scope English.

*MATHS

Signpost Mathematics, Year 7
(this is a Christian Australian
company):

Student Book, Level 5

Student Book, Level 6

Student Book, Level 7

{these are books for children who
don't like maths, and struggle with
it).

Young Australian Maths (YAM).

*SCIENCE

Basic Science for Christian
Schools, Bock 5, Bob Jones Uni-
versity Press, Book 5 & Book 6.

*BIBLE

Survey of the Bible - William
Hendriksen.

Contact:

Wanted:

“Writing Strands Level 37
“Pencil Playground”
“Understanding Writing”
“Primary Language Lessons”
Contact:

Wanted:
Any Saxon Maths Grade 2 or 3
Little House on the Prairie Primer

Contact:

(Continued from page 2}

scrubbed table in the middle with
lots of work (aking place. Al-
though it is a stereotype, il is a
reasonably accurate onc.

But into that environment will
come a review officer who has the
right under this legislation to re-
quire “any parent or other person
to make or provide statements in
any form or manner the review
officer specifics about any matter
refating to the provision of the
educational service provided by
the parents,” At the same time the
review officer “may require any
parent or other person o produce
documents or information relating
to the educational service”, and
the persons “must permit the re-
view officer o makc copics or
extracts of the documents or infor-
mation.”

These clauses, in their slightly
different form before they were
amended, caused huge concern to
home schoolers, who felt that the
language was extraordinarily
heavy-handed for the kind of con-
text within which the review
would take place. What they were
looking for was a more coopera-
tive relationship. The power to
take documents, to copy docu-
ments, and to require the provi-
sion of documenls actoally re-
moves from parents, al the point
of review, a lot of their power.

There also is not a very clear
systemn of appeal or of complaint
that parents might make about
review officers. On those grounds
the Alliance will continue to op-
pose the provisions relating to
home schooling. T believe that the
home schoolers still have a point.
Whilst I do not have much
warmth in my heart for the group
— I do not think that home
schooling is something we should
be encouraging in the way it has
been expanding over the past 10
years or so — I do believe that the
home schoolers themselves have
rights to respect as educators in a
way that they are not getting un-
der this legislation, and that the
context is not being taken properly
into account,

Belinda Vernon (National,
Maungakiekie): One of the
things I feel passionately about —
and perhaps it indicates how jolly
old-fashioned T am —- is that chil-
dren are children, not kids. Kids
are baby goats. That was drilled
into me when I was a child, and I
still ascribe to that. Children are
children.

The issue of home educators was a
very passionate and emotional
one. I did not appreciate the level
of participation in home education
until we had the opporlunity to
listen to the submissions from
home educators. They are very
passionate people. One can only
admire their commitment to their
children, demonstrated by their
willingness to spend so much time
and effort in the education of their
children. 1 respect their right to
do that. I have every confidence
that the home educators in my
electorate, with whom I have had
contact, are doing a superb job in
the education of their children.

1t is important that the Education
Review Office has the ability to
review the education that home-
school parents are providing, We
have a responsibility as a Parlia-
ment to ensure that New Zealand
children have access to high-
qualily education. We do that
primarily through the State educa-
tion system. We also do it through
the provision of independent
schools. Those schools are sub-
jected to the review process, and I
believe that home educators
should be subjected to that process
as well.

The home educators expressed
concern aboui invasions of pri-
vacy. 1 think that many of those
concerns were unfounded. It is
quite clear from our discussions
with the Education Review Office
that it wants to work construc-
tively with home educators in de-
veloping protocols and procedures
to ensure we get the right outcome
for our children. We heard the
concerns of the home educators
and I think we have gone some
way towards removing the con-

(Contimied on page 4)
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(Continued from page 3)

cern that was aroused in them by
the implication Lhat they were an
institution. We have worked on
that terminology and I hope that
the proposed amendments will ap-
pease some of their concerns. The
legislation siates quile categori-
cally that the Education Review
Office will not be able to go inlo
the home environment without the
specific permission of the home
educators. We need to ensure that
this is upheld. It is clearly identi-
fied in the legislation. It is not
semcthing that I believe the home
educators need (o be concerncd
aboul.

Neil Kirton (at the time, NZ
First, list, but now indcpen-
dent): I would like to turn to an
issuc that intrigued me, and I
guess it also is about lmnan na-
ture — that is, the home-
schooling enviromment. I am not
concerned that people should de-
cide that they want home school-
ing. 1 was greatly impressed by
the passion and the skill and the
abilities of home-schoolers, and by
home-schooling parents, in partic-
ular, to want and strive for some-
thing very important to them and
to their children. The powers of
access to property that review offi-
cers may have were of concern to
me. When we offer those particu-
lar powers over property 1 think
we have to be very careful. The
issue that concerned me aiso was
that the review office staff were
sufficiently skilled and really did
understand what any particular
individual home-schooler was at-
tempting 1o achieve for their chil-
dren.

I applaud what home educators
are doing. Going back to that
human nature quality, I point out
that just because we have hit the
21st century does nol mean we
stop evolving and growing. The
diversity that is offered by an al-
ternative through the home-
schooling environment, the choice
that is offered, is an important
element of New Zealand society. 1
applaud those people for going
down that particular road. How-
ever, we do need the checks and
balances around then. ﬁ

(Continued from page 1)

Jashion. We commend the (ERQ)
on its current efforis to gather
Jrom schools information relevant
lo social policy. However, we
believe that if the Government is
to effectively develop a unified
social policy perspective, beiter
information is required on the
role of schools in the community
as social service providers.

“"We recommend, therefore, that
the office gather information on
the role of schools in the commu-
nity as social service providers on
a more systematic basis. We urge
the Government to make use of
this information to improve coor-
dination of the delivery of social
services.”

Home educators should glean four
things of possible concern from
these comments. Firsl, the state
school system appears to be slid-
ing into an identity crisis, not
knowing what their role is. That
is almost the same as not knowing
why they are here or what they are
supposed (o be doing. Second, it
is expected that schools’ roles do
include remedial social work and
pasloral care (acting as commu-
nity social support centres, for
which they are not well resourced)
as well as implementing the cur-
riculum. Third, each school is
apparently frce to decide for itself
the balance it strikes between ils
social support activities and what
most people would consider io be
its legitimate and traditional aca-
demic skills and knowledge teach-
ing activitics. Fourth, the Select
Commitiec wants the ERO (o col-
Iect more systematic information
on the social services provided by
schools so that the Government
can coordinale the schools with
the other social service providers
of the Governinent, such as the
health department, income sup-
port, the employment service,
ACC, etc.

Combining all of the above with
the item in last month’s TEACH
Bulletin (July ‘98} about there be-
ing no objective standards in the
state school sysicm, onc sces a
very consistent pattern of state

school provision operating accord-
ing lo a somewhatl holistic ap-
proach of locally determined sub-
jeclivily.  Some commentators
would simplify this; one goes lo
school in order for the teachers to
pass out warm-fuzzies. It appears
to be the view of the dons at
Massey College of Education that
schools are there primarily as
baby-sitting services, and secon-
darily to socialise children into the
dominant cutture. This all helps
home educators to be ever more
confirmed in their commitment to
real education for their children,
and that it be done at home,

But all of this also has implica-
tions for home educators as we
compare it with the Education
Act’s requirements that we teach
“al least as regularly and well as
in a registered school”. This
phrase has always been vague and
ambiguous, but now seeins to be
moving into the realn of mean-
inglessness....unless we do as the
state schools apparently do: pro-
vide our own meaning by deter-
wining for ourselves the right mix
of social, pastoral and academic
activity. 'This should make the
ERQG’s job, and our own often
anxious review experiences, easier
than ever. As long as we are
doing SOMETHING, it will have
10 be considered the right mix,
simply because we determined it
for ourselves. In facl, if we were
to do nothing, and had determined
to do nothing, that too would have
to be approved. But of course that
then is not acceplable because vir-
tually everyone agrees that you
caunot do nothing,

So doing something is required,
but there seems to be no agree-
ment, or even clear guidelines, as
to what that “something” should
be. The implication, and indeed
the apparent practice of the au-
thorities, is that if parents are able
to confidently and clearly describe
an educational programme that
appears to have some sort of regu-
larity, balance and comprehen-
siveness about it, they will be able
to both obtain and retain a certifi-
cate of exemption from enrolment
in a registered school. H
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Elcctive sessions include:
Taking a Child out of School

Practical Ideas [or Scietice

The Father’s Role

Teaching the Basics of Maths
Teaching Reading Using Phonics

Homeschooling Teenagers

Ideas for Children’s Writing

Repister by 10 Oclober 1o:

North Island

Homgeschooling luformation Workshop No 4
Saturday, 17 October 1998
9:30am — 2:30pm. Windsor Park Baptisi Church,
550 East Coast Rd., Mairangi Bay
$20 per person or couple

Preparing for Homeschooling: 0 - 6 year olds

Homeschooling Children with Special Needs

Learning from the Masters: Lilerature, Art, Music

Implementing Charlotte Mason’s Methods

Scriptural Principles for Homeschooling
20 different speakers (all current home educators)
Many resource vendors and displays

Shore Home Hducators
22 Paramu Ave. Birkdale. Auckland 1310

+ Kiwisports

Field games
Bushwalks

Minigolf

e % & & & & & »

South Island

Canterbury Home Educators Inc. Camp

Fri, Sat, Sun

30-31 October, 1 November 1998
Hibburt Park, Spencerville (ncar mouth of
Waimakariri River, just north of Christchurch).

$5.50 per adult (over 15) per night (bunkhouse, tenl or
caravan) and $3.50 per any younger person per night.
Also day visilor rate. Food list sent upon registration.
Guest Speaker: Donna Awalerc-Huata, ACT MP and
Education Spokesperson.

Beach swimming

Spencer Park and Wetlands Reserve

Nightwalk/Spotlighting
Curriculum display
Commercial book vendor
Register by 4 September lo:

The Y2K Problem
is a Biggie

The Y2K. (Year 2000} problem, or
Millenium Bug, is a design fault
built into the first computers. To
save data storage space the years
were written with two digits in-
stead of four, 1965 became simply
65. But it became such standard
practice, that soon only six digit
spaces were ALLOWED for the
date: two for the day, two for the
month and two for the year. This
mistake was progranuned into
computer chips embedded into all
sorls of modern appliances apart
from computers, such as cars,
video recorders, microwaves. clc.
So when the year 2000 arrives,
they are not sure how bagdware
and software will respond to the
“00” in the year slot, whether it
will read it as “}900” or simply as
an error and just stop (crash).

The problem is incredibly simple,
yel horrendous to fix, as each line
of data in any computer system
has to be scanned manually and
fixed one by one. For the large
Government enterprises, it is just
plain impossible to do in time.
The “Assignment” TV pro-
gramme of Thursday 20 August
said the US Defense system will
not be fixed until the year 2009!

Computer programmers who can
fix the problem can c¢arn up to
£7,000 PER WEEK in the UK.

The New Zealand Government
Administration Select Committee
issued a report on the problem in
April 1998, The report is full of
doom and gloom. For example:

Civil Disorder

If not enough is done fo avoid or
minimise Y2K problems then pub-
lic safety, not to mention the
health of the economy, will be at
risk. Services such as power,
water, sewage, communications,
transport, ransaction mecha-
nisms, and security could be ad-
versely affected,

Estimates put the cost of corrvect-
ing the Y2K problem and associ-
ated expenises af nearly $4.4 bil-
lion PER DAY worldwide.

Programmer Errors

As if the problem of correcting the
turn of the century date change
problem was not enough, organi-
sations are finding that software
writers used a siring of unusual
and inappropriate dates to indi-
cate indefinite or unknown infor-
mation. Most concerning is that
many programmers used the year
99 for the indefinite future. For

example, the unknown relirement
date of an employee. A particular
Javourite was 9/9/99 although
other combinations were used.

Leap Year

A further complication is created
by 2000 being a leap year. Every
400 vears a leap day is required.
Earth takes 365.2422 days fo or-
bit the sun and so the leap day
created every four years Is
dropped at the end of each cen-
tury to compensate for the over-
adjustment. However, this adjust-
ment is an approximation. 5o
every 400 years the leap day is
resuscitated. . 2000 is such a year.
Many experts consider that many
systems could crash on 29 Febru-
ary 2000 as a result of the Febru-
ary leap day. Many computer and
embedded systems will be unable
lo recognise the 29 February
2000. :

The Other Guy’s Fault

Not every organisation will be
Y2K compliant at the turn of the
century. An organisation may
Sind that its systems are still af-
Jected due to corrupled dala and
information being sent to it by
external organisations. All the
effort in the world may be made to
ensure that a system is Y2K com-
pliant but the business may still
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Jall over at the turn of the century
due to its product suppliers crash-

ing.

Losses Uninsurable

The New Zealand Insurance
Council told us that losses arising
Jrom Y2K failure were not, and
are not, insurable losses. How-
ever, there are guestions over
Sfow-on damage and the trigeer
Jor such damage. For example, if
power supplies fail, resulting in
material losses to consumers, are
these losses covered?

The above exerpts came f[rom
“The Y2K Inquiry: Inquiry into
the Year 2000 Date Coding Prob-
lem”, a report of the Government
Administration Committee, April
1998, published by the Govern-
ment. Bennets Books will lhave
copies, or just borrow from the
library. It is fascinating reading.
Everyone WILL BE affected. |
know people who have bought
generators and candles, installed a
water tank, are stocking up on
tinned food, and wilt be withdraw-
ing all cash before the middle of
1999,

U.S. Y2K specialists Peter de
Jager and Phil Dodd have a great
website: www.year2000.com,
They have compiled a list of laws
governing the countdown months
ahead.  These are brilliant!
Deadly serious and yet absolutcly
hilarious at the same time.

1 The more you look, the more
you find.

2 The more you find, the more
it costs.

3 When management truly un-
derstands the problem, they
make it their only priority.

4 Create understanding, and
funding is a non-issue.

5 You will divert funds from
critical profects to an even
more critical project.

6 You camnot solve Y2K, you
can only minimise the im-
pact.

7  You cannot know what you
do not know.

8 There is a cycle of
“awareness, understanding,

9

10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

and action.” Many people are
awarc, a lot understand; and
most have taken action. But
only those who have acted
realise the cycle is repetitive.
Murphy’s Y2K law — that
which cannot [ail, will.
Murphy’s other Y2K law —
that which is compliant, isn’t.
You can’t really test this stuff
until 1 January 2000.

The biggest risk is we don’t
know all the risks.

There is a finite speed at
which one can spend money
effectively.

Two digils arc good — four
digits are better,

Only the Lone Ranger risks
his clients’ safety on silver
bullets.

Dates on the calendar are
closer than they appear.
Testing is the only insurance
worth buying.

Three things are certain in
life: death, taxes and Y2K.
Y2K will pass.

If you rest easy at night, you
don’t understand the prob-
lem,

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31
32

The closer the date the higher
the cost.

Don’t fix everything, fix ev-
erything that matters.

A system of a thousand pro-
grams [ails in a single line.
Planning for failure is betler
than failing to plan,
Delivering Year 2000 late is
equivalent to never starting.
Denial is never a long-ferm
survival strategy.

The more ingenious the fix,
the higher the potential rate
of errors.

Fear of consequences is a
greal motivator.

The weakest link in the sup-
ply chain is in your supplier’s
sysiem.

Chicken Little was an opti-
1mist.

Compliancy means never
having to say you're sofry.

If it isn’t critical, it’s trivial.
The only technology immune
to the Y2K problem is uncon-
nected to a power source.

(NZ Infotech Weekly, No 354,
page 21.)

Home Schooling Tee Shirt Sell-out

-

_/

T

1 IME ST “‘|’q|.‘li‘lNG
Presduces peuple like..... rweitact
Chaistian Asdersan, Albert Schwsitzer,
ln!\al‘::.\unl‘nlr €raliam Rell, Winston Churchill,

Hune 11#

Nenjamin Franklin,
W ERaniillon,

B Washingtow, € thailie Chaplin

. “"t:, xw(u‘(:hr;‘«k. (?Jrz;dmk::]f_-hiu,
1 i Alberr Binsein, Mark Twalu,
Thomsas B, Ally 1 sl Mark T
Abrshan Lincoln,

Buck

+ I Richardy, 'Te Rauparabia
o l”;«r\mu"ﬂny. Neanshls Wengnvels, ¥
the Wiight Buathers

wand ME |

Only those listed available, and on a first-in, no returns basis.
One price: $15 each post-paid.
Top Quality NZ-made cotton Tee Shirts
Christian Home Schoolers of NZ logo on front, “Home Schooling pro-

Black Tee with white printing
1 x size 10 (was $19)

2 x size 14 (were $21)
1 x size Sm (was $23)
2xsize L (were $23)
Contact:

CHomeS, 4 Tawa St., Palmerston North, ph/fax (06) 357-4399, email:
keystone.teach@xtra.co.nz

duces people like...(22 famous people listed)...and ME!” on back.

White Tee with blue printing
3 x size Sm (were $23)

IxsizeM (were $23)
S5xsizel.  (were $23)
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