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By HALIMA GUTERRES
The ~ Government
yesterday -an-
nounced: proposals
for a major restruc-
turing of the English
schools- and plans
for a hefty increase
in fees starting next
September. o
In the wake of com-

‘plaints about the stand-
ard of education pro-

schools, the Government
has recommended that
the English Schools
Foundation take over
the management of all

these schools in the pub-
 lic sector.
At the same time fees will

“be raised from $1,900 a year
to about $3,500 in.the junior -
- English" schools and from:

+$3;040 a year to gbout $5,300
in’ the English secondary

_schools.

If ‘the ‘ESF accepts the

offerthey ‘will have-“a sub-
\stantial measure of freedom

- meet the wishes of parents,”

vided at the English -

to introduce improvements in
standard$- and facilities to

the Government said.

This will include the
power to reéduce class sizes
and to hire more teachers.

But Government sources

- noted ~the planned fee rise

does not allow for any signifi-
cant improvements to be
made so that if parents want
these they will have to pay
even more. Cs

“There will be no r‘narked;’

improvements in standards
initially and the schools will
carry on next year much as
they -are now,” one source
said. . L
“It will probably be anoth-
er year or two before they are
able to. do. very much ‘and
‘even then at a rough guess |
would say fees will have to go
up by.some hundreds of dok
lars. before they can achieve
anything measurable.”

The ESF presently ruiis two

primary schobls. while 2 third

secondary school and five pri-

mary schools are run by the
Government, ‘making atotal
student -population: of abouit
6,000. '

school fees

.

ernment said, subject to acc-
ceptance of financial implica-

" tions by the Finance Commit-

tee of the Legislative Council,

it is hoped the new arrange-

ments will be brought into-
effect from the. beginning of
the next school year. - E

- The 130 Government

teachers who will be affected

have been assured that their

jobs will not be jeopardised
and arrangements will be
made for their initial second-
ment. to the ESF as well as
their subsequent employment
if they accept.contracts offer-

ed by the foundation.

- The Secretary for the
English Schools Foundation,
the Reverend. Geoffrey
Speak,: said last night, there
were some immediate prob-

Jlems that need to be ironed

secondary ‘schools .and three.

LA spbkesman for the'G.A

out but in the long-term the
proposed arrangement
promises ‘“‘very exciting pros-
pects as it will give us a good
deal of freedom :to develop:
andplan -
*Moreover“teachers and ;
parents will have very mueh
more_influence over policy,’*|
hesaid. > . T .
‘But first. - the  foundation :

will need to know if the Gov- ©

ernment staff-are going to be
properly protected. i

of the system. We believe

They will have to check
e financial proposals and
the extra fees recommended
.to ‘make sure that it all adds
up properly, he said. :
Speaking in the capacity
of a parent rather than as the
chairman of the Joint Council '
of the Parents’ and Teachers’
Association, Mr. Michael
Guildford said he favoured
the integration of the English
schools under a single body.
At the moment the dual
system operating is not par-
ticularly satisfactory in view.
of ‘the compulsory zoning of
schools, Mr Guildford said.
As for the rise however,
Mr ‘Guildford said that at a
rough estimate the inflation
rate since the last fee review
in 1976 has only been in the
orderof 15 per cent. -
Yet fees in the “junior
schools may be going up by
85 per cent and in the second-
ary schools by 75 per cent.
“I think there is no justi-
fication for increasing the
fees over and above the 15 per
cent to keep pace with infla-
tion without commensurate
benefits for the education of
our children,” he said.
The - decentralisation of
control over the English
schools stemmed from an
administrative review con-
ducted by the Government of
all aspects ‘of the schooling
for English-speaking chil-
dren. .
“The main conclusion' is
that the time has come for 2 -
basic change in the direction

that the “schools will work _
better if they are.all under |
one master,” a Government
spokesman said. )
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the fee Tise, the spokesman
said that in the course of the
review_ it had been necessary

of English schools and partic-
ularly at the level of fees.

"“{t has been concluded
that the mechanism designed
to give effect to Government’s
policy of parity of. subsidy
-with~ Anglo-Chinese schools
_has not worked satisfactori-
ly,” he said.

“As a-result, 2 new formu-
la has been derived which will

costs.” ]
Sources explained that

English schools are based on
the parity principle recom-
mended in the 1965 White
Paper on education.

" "According to this princi-
ple, the amount of -money
Government provides for the
- education of English-speak-
ing children should be. the
same as that allowed for local
children and any additional
costs must be met by parents
in the form of school fees.

The English schools have

costs chiefly because they
have to employ expatriate
teachers and provide fringe

travelling allowances.

In 1973 a Code of Aid for
English schools was intro-
duced with the view to

dy system to ensure that the
principle of parity was strictly
observed. T

had become increasingly
obvious in the last year or so
that the system was not work-
ing out as intended and the
actual subsidy to each child
in the English schools was

much higher than in the Chi-

to look hard at the financing

also take into account rising .

subsidy arrangements for the .

always incurred additional

benefits such as housing and -

producing an equitable subsi-

Big jump in school fees -

nese and "AhglmChinase-

schools although it is no se-

cret that even among these -
schools there are great varia-

tions:

At a very conservative

estimate the difference is esti-
mated . to be about $1,200
although some sources put it
as high as .$2,000 in the case
of English secondary schools
and $1,500 for a child in the
junior schools. .
It is in order to eliminate
these discrepancies the Gov-
ernment has agreed in princi-
ple to raise fees, sources said.
The Government has also
stressed that the fee rise.and
the change over in manage-
ment are two separate issues. .
Fees would still- need to
rise to levels similar to those
proposed even without the
transfer. L

. If the arrangements a
finalised, the ESF will receive
a grant which will be equiva-
lent to that given to a stand-
ard secondary school in the
public sector and all costs
above this will be paid for b
school fees. .

> Quite - apart from the
numerous implications for the
English-speaking schools, the
new arrangements are likely
to have wide repercussions for
the entire school system.

As education insiders
pointed out, if the new ar-
rangement works there is no
reason why other types of
schools should not go for the
same kind of system.

“If the. Anglo-Chinese or
Chinese schools wish -to opt

_aided English schools.

: e
for ‘this arrangement, we "
would be prepared to consider
it,” high-level Government
sources said.’ S "
- The English schools have. .
operated under the principle
that they provide an educa- o

tion similar in content to Brit- 3 .

ish State schools. . o

‘But parents and principals
have for. years complained
that aithough the conterit and :
the nature of the system may ;
be similar, class sizes are ¢
much bigger and standards a .
great deal lower. ;
In the past yéar or so there -
has been increasing pressure
on the Government to make «
improvements but as long as
the English schools remained
rt of the public sector the
uthorities felt they could no} ./
grant these requests without 3
agreeing. to similar improve- }

‘$ ments in the Chinese schools. -§

It ‘'was against this back- -
ground : that the ESF  was

- given thie choice of opting out

of the public sector. so.that it -,
could “eventually make the

. changes ‘which “parents feel *

are needed. ] .

The Government then de- :
¢ided the Government schools -
could not operate on a differ-:
ent system particularly- as:
English school places are allo="."

_.cated on a fairly rigid _zonii;‘gl 4

system. Thereéfore it propos

that the: running of Govern-.~
ment .schools be handed over
to the foundation, a statutory:«:

‘body comprising -about 60

members charged with the -
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responsibility of running the /

However, sources said it’
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