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24th March 27, 2024 

Dear Committee Secretary, 

I am writing to expres s  my deep concern regarding the recent education legis la tion 
changes  that have been propos ed in our s ta te. As  a  cons tituent and a  member of the 
community, I believe it is  crucial to voice my apprehens ions  about the potentia l 
impact of thes e changes  on our education s ys tem. I am dis appointed in the limited 
bias ed cons ulta tion and lack of unders tanding of the Homes chooling community by 
Di Farmer and the EGPA. I do not s upport the propos ed changes .  

I am a Home Educating Mother, I have four children, two of whom are out of s chool 
age now. We are a  neurodiverse family. Each of my older children has  a  genetic DNA 
Deletion dis ability along with autis m s pectrum dis order. The older three have been in 
mains tream s chooling when they were young, I was  doing Teacher a id work with the 
idea to go into my Bachelor of teaching. However, after s eeing the way the Education 
s ys tem currently s tands , and the way it is  not s et up to help children, es pecially 
neurodivergent children, nor educate each child in the way they learn, I became 
quickly dis illus ioned with the s chooling s ys tem and s tepped out of it. My children 
continued for a  time, but with extreme bullying, phys ical and emotional, the lack of 
adaptability and the one s ize fits  a ll curriculum approach, I s aw a MAJ OR decline in 
my children’s  mental health and overall wellbeing. My younges t child is  about to turn 
8, and has  never been in a  s chool s etting. He abs olutely would not be able to handle 
that, nor would us  following ACARA at home be in his  nor my 16-year-olds    

bes t interes t. We, as  parents  have not lightly made the decis ion to home educate our 
children, it is  not s omething that is  undertaken without much thought and 
cons ideration, but it IS vas tly the bes t option and in the very bes t interes t for my 
children and s o many others .  

The propos ed legis la tion ra is es  many pres s ing concerns  that I believe need to be 
addres s ed. The main ones  of concern are: 

1. Forcing the following of the national curriculum, ACARA.  
2. Reporting on more s ubjects  than we currently do 
3. Proving that home education is  in the bes t interes t of our child/ ren 
4. Removing the provis ional regis tration period.  

Home Education already offers  a  high s tandard of education, we already have our 
governing body, HEU, that we report to every year. The s ys tem is  a lready 
overwhelmed, and one of the propos ed changes  is  to have us  follow the national 
curriculum, ACARA and report on all 8 s ubjects , currently we report on 3. HEU is  
a lready s wamped and won’t be able to meet demand for this , we as  home educators  
are a ls o a lready doing s o much work, that reporting on this  many s ubjects  jus t takes  
away time from our job of educating our children. We are not afforded the s ame 
reporting options  as  teachers , to box tick. We mus t s how TWO s amples  per s ubject 
and s how how the child has  made improvement in each. We also mus t explain how 



we have taught and as s is ted and educated our child on each s ample. It is  a  lot of 
work and increas ing that is  not in the bes t interes t of anyone involved.  

Homes chooling provides  families  with the flexibility to ta ilor education to the 
s pecific needs , interes ts , and values  of their children. While s ome families  may 
choos e to follow the national curriculum as  a  guide, forcing homes chool s tudents  to 
s trictly adhere to it is  not ideal for a  plethora of reas ons : 

1. Individualized Learning: Homes chooling allows  for pers onalized, individualized 
learning experiences  that can cater to a  child's  unique learning s tyle, pace, and 
interes ts . Es pecially for neurodivergent children, that cannot flouris h within the 
current curriculum. Needing the adaptability to learn where they are a t, in a  way that 
engages  them. Forcing homes chool s tudents  to follow a rigid national curriculum 
limits  their ability to learn in the way THEY need. Les s ons  bought to each individual 
in the manner that is  bes t s uited and ta ilored to THEIR individual needs .  

2. Flexibility: One of the primary benefits  of homes chooling is  flexibility. Families  
may have reas ons  for homes chooling s uch as  travel, religious  beliefs , or s pecialized 
interes ts  or needs  that require deviation from the national curriculum. Forcing 
adherence to a  s tandardized curriculum undermines  the very flexibility that makes  
homes chooling the mos t viable and neces s ary option to many families .  

3. Tailoring Education: Homes chooling allows  parents  to ta ilor education to addres s  
their child's  s trengths , weaknes s es , and areas  of need. They can provide additional 
s upport in areas  where the child s truggles  or accelerate learning in s ubjects  where 
the child excels . The rigid national curriculum does  not a llow for this  level of 
cus tomization which is  abs olutely neces s ary for neurodivers e learners . My high 
s chool ASD child can be doing math at a  year 8 level, but Englis h a t a  year 10 level 
which is  meeting his  needs  where he is  a t. The national curriculum does  not a llow 
for this . Which is  NOT in his  bes t interes t.  

4. Different Educational Philos ophies : Homes chooling families  often have divers e 
educational philos ophies , including approaches  s uch as  uns chooling, Charlotte 
Mas on, or Montes s ori. Thes e philos ophies  may not a lign with the s tructure and 
content of the national curriculum. Forcing adherence to the national curriculum 
infringes  upon families ' rights  to educate their children in accordance with their 
beliefs  and values . Res pecting Parental Rights , Parents  have a  fundamental right to 
direct the education and upbringing of their children. Forcing homes chool s tudents  
to follow the national curriculum infringes  upon this  parental right and autonomy in 
educational decis ion-making.  

Overall, the national curriculum does  not work. It does n’t work in a  s chool s etting; it 
does  not work in the home s etting either. So many teachers  have left the s chool 
s ys tem and home educate their own children and do NOT us e ACARA. That s peaks  
volumes . Forcing this  one s ize fits  a ll approach is  only going to caus e further 
learning problems  for s o many children and caus e more people to go under the radar 
and deregis ter their children. My experience is  with children with neurodivers ity and 



they mus t be advocated for to be a llowed to learn a t the pace and level, and in the 
way that bes t s uits  them, they have the right to do s o in a  s afe environment a t home. 

Proving that home educating is  in the bes t interes t of our children. Who has  the right 
to make this  choice? Who and how do they decide upon this ? This  is  a  huge 
overreach into parenta l rights . One that is  only going to caus e people to deregis ter 
for s o many of my above points . 

Removal of the provis ional period is  ludicrous . As  it s tands  now, one can leave the 
s chool environment, unenroll and enrol with HEU that day, HEU gives  provis ional 60 
day regis tra tion, in which allows  the parent/ caregiver time to educate thems elves  
and create the learning plan that will work for their child. This  is  s o important. Many 
who have left the s chool environment have done s o for quite extreme and s evere 
reas oning, a  child who has  been phys ically as s aulted MUST be kept home and 
protected as  a  matter of s afety to their phys ical and mental wellbeing. This  
provis ional period allows  them to do this  without repercus s ions  of ‘days  abs ent’ etc. 
It is  vita l and needs  to be addres s ed and given the proper cons ideration it requires . 

Moreover, I am worried about the lack of trans parency and public cons ulta tion 
s urrounding thes e changes . As  a  s takeholder in our education s ys tem, I believe it is  
imperative for the voices  of educators , parents , s tudents , and community members  
to be heard and cons idered in any decis ion-making proces s  that impacts  our 
s chools . 

In light of thes e concerns , I urge you to carefully recons ider the propos ed education 
legis la tion and to prioritize the bes t interes ts  of our s tudents , and us  as  educating 
parents , a long with HEU. I implore you to advocate for a  more inclus ive and 
collaborative approach to policymaking tha t values  input from all s takeholders  that 
ens ures  the integrity and quality of our education s ys tem. I don’t think anyone can 
argue that the current Education s ys tem is  working, however removing parental 
rights  and creating more work for us  that home educate and enforcing curriculums  
that don’t res onate nor work is  not the way to go. 

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter and for cons idering my concerns . I 
look forward to your res pons e and to further dialogue on this  important is s ue. 

Sincerely, 

Sky Burges s  




