Education "Action Group

believes “that - eliminating -
the pressures of primary

one entrance examinations
is the pre-requisite for the
improvement of quality
education in kindergar-
tens. . '

. Almost 200,000 - pre-pri-’

mary children are subjected
to these entrance examination
pressures every year, distort-
mng’ their development at a
very erucial age. | :
* EAG basically supports
the Green Paper plan to
eliminate primary one en-
trance examinations and in-
stead allocate primary one

Fléces by students’ general -

ving areas.
Since without Government

‘allocation of- primary one
laces there is little possibility -
or most of the other Green -

Paper reforms to effectively

reduce pressures on kinder-

garten - children, EAG : feels
‘the regionalisation plan needs

careful examination. -

‘EAG feels that many of .

the fears associated with regi-

' onalisation are unnecessary.

I: Some educators claim
that regionalisation will result
in mediocre schools. ‘

EAG feels the quality of a

school is based on a combina- -
tion of factors: teachers, cur-- .

riculum, facilities, students.

Regionalisation will only

change one -of these factors.

' We expect the overall quality

of schools to improve as regi-
onalisation will result in a
more even distribution of stu-
dents in terms of socio-eco-
nomic background and ability
to all schools, thereby raising
the morale — and thereby
effectiveness — of teachers. -
The more popular schools
should continue to offer qual-
ity education; the only differ-
ence is they will be offering it
to a mixed (background and
ability) intake of students.

'2: Some reject regionalisa- .

tion because it denies schools
the privilege to choose stu-
dents. | . "
EAG feels schools. ctioos-.
ing children is against the
principles of equal opportuni-
ty of education to all children
and fair use of public funds.
The public must. consider
the rationale and reliability of

{ the methods of selection used'

‘by schools:
® Schools often select

" children at the age of six for

either social or academic eli-
tism.— concepts of education

EAG rejects. Schools which
claim  to reject elitism yet
“claim the necessity to select-is
forced on them by circum-

tances,. should gladly accept
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- The Education” Action 'Croup joins the debate on the
hool allocation proposal with-an article which, sets

tages of this scheme far outweigh

0 two earlier arficles on the Green
Pre-primary Services published by the
: : /

Yy an Education Correspondent (SCM Post, May
27) said random ‘selection tg " primary. ene congtitutes “a
remarkable erosion of CUoe i
The article also e:
s of the
of ex:

to carry out with equi
- “He was_also con
choice.

.- regionalisation and be reliev-
ed to no longer be faced with
elitist and questionab

» of selection. . ‘

~@ No -testing instrument
.. has yet been developed ‘that
can reliably predict for a
child of six” his
ability at the
Therefore, any academic or
intelligence tests for primary
school selection are artificial
and pointless methods to se-
lect children. Selection by the
interview method is even
more unreliable and is often
used to sabtly determine the
child’s family background. .
These methods of exami-
nation and evaluation are 100
unreliable and open:to abuse
to be allowed in the selection
and allocation o
nanced schools.

3: 'Some argue that par-
ents are denied freedom of
choice under the proposed.
regionalisation scheme.

EAG rejects this argu-
‘ment because - parents’ have
freedom of choice in the plan.
For example; in a net where
. there are 30 primary schools,
.Jparents are free to choose
“whichever. school they want in
order- of preference. In' the
present system, whether the
parents’ choice is accepted is
determined by a test or inter-"
view which is (for a ‘child of
six) unreliable, unfair-and [j-
able to abuse. In the proposed
system;the choice is decided
by a computer whjcl;j is ‘f(i}:a-.
signed to ensure that the : o
-greatest  possible number “of ;Z(Ijx og . g‘;vgr?gl%’ge’r;f:g'g N

pupils are. allocated to a * unevenly distributed, causing

school high on'their parents’
preference: list.”. This. pro-.
g:sed system eliminates: the

rmful - effects and . unfair-

cellence in a none
In the second a
‘La Salle Primary
is open to abuse, - o g
.. "“The Government is promising sométhing it will not be able .
ty and justice,” Bro Henry'said.
cerned with,_the restrictions on parental

.“The EAG feels, however: that “many of the fears associat-
ed with regionalisation are unnecesary.” - : .

/her learning

parental rights...” o

) So examined the potentially damaging effects
proposal on the grant schools which “‘represent an area
too inspiﬁng_éduaﬁon'syétm” S
rticle (SCM Post, June 16),.the head of the
School, Brother Henry, said such a scheme

ness of the présent system.
It is true that in the pro-

. posed systenr parents cannot

choose a certain popular
-school outside the net of their

.home. But then neither must
' they "subject. their child to

. persistent pressure and sense
of failure.’If a place for the
child is not available in the
first choice school, the com-
puter will painlessly try the
parents’ second choice and so
on. . .

4: Some argue that. regi-'
onalisation is- Government’s-

attempt to control subsidised
schools and will result in

_'schools losing their identities.

EAG counters that Gov-
eriment . control .isn’t neces-
sarily bad. Government regu-
“lating classes at a, reasonable
"Size or requiring. teacher
training are just two positive

.examples of Government con--

- trol. In fact, lack' of Govern-
ment . control. may cause
confusion as in the present

. kindergarten situation.

It the case of regionalisa-

tion, Govesrnment would only
-control admission procedures,
relieving Kindergartens -of
'pressures. caused by primary
one entrance examinations
and providing more equality
in primary education. This
- forin of control is good. "

Subsidised schools will be
able to retain their identities
because aspects such as estab-
lishment of school aims and
employment of teachers
(trained) ‘will not -be control-

cording to their’ own ideals.
‘w51 A few have worried that

the change is too-drastic ahd’
that " we “should - wait until

schools are standardised,

EAG feels the change isii't

' B ,ﬂrastic and -that it is a neces-

sary one. If we wait, consider

§ -how many children will suffer
in the years it takes schools to
. be standardised. Government.

-cah ‘begin regional allocation'

-and simultaneously concen-
trate ,on. raising of
less established schools.

. 6: Some dislike allocation

- of primary school places be-

cause. they clainy alumni chil-
‘dren should -build up. the
school’s tradition, .- - PR

EAG feels a school’s tradi-

tion is a living thing.-A. school .

should take in new blood from
different. family backgrounds
to enrich ‘that " tradition. It

. doesn’t havé ;to.be built on

Qualities related to inheri-
tance” of schaol places: from
one generation to the next.:.

The Green Paper proposal
to reduce -movement ‘of stu-

-dénts from one pri

school to another will 1a effect’

.improve ‘the base for school
- tradition as children will re-
. main énrolled at the..same

school for six years. L
. If the feeder system is ex-
tended as proposed in the
Green Paper, increasing nam-
bers of students will continue
“from primary school into.the
associated secondary. school,
thereby further building: up
and broadening school tradi-
tions. - : R

EAGs criticisms of the
Green- Paper Proposak for

. district nets:

1: Discretionary places
‘and alumni “privileges —
EAG opposes the Green
Paper’s plan for about 15 per
cent discretionary places and
priority for applicants with a
brother, sister or parent who
previously attended the
school.’ A “school éould, in
fact, fill almost all its primary
places by using di i
and alumni- privileges. EA -
opposes the dj:screuonary and
alumpi privileges because:

@ We believe il '_\;:qu,al
opponunigy in allocatioii.

.- ® Seats financed by pub-
lic funds should be open. to
allocation. R
@ Discretionary places
may be open to corruption.
" @ Too many discretionary
and.alumni places can nulli
the basic objectives of the
allocation scheme. ' .
2: Distribution of schools
in district nets — EAG is
concerned-that when- the hets

are drawn, the higher quality.

~schools may be clustered. to-
gether geographically and be

a degree of unfairness mallo-

e sp——_

cation. - g it
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