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SUBMISSION ON THE BASIC EDUCATION LAWS AMENDMENT BILL, 2009

8 February 2010

The Catholic Institute of Education welcomes the opportunity to comment on the Basic Education Laws Amendment Bill.  We understand and support all clauses that relate to the change of name and roles as they relate to the new Department of Basic Education.

Comments

2 (c)  “parent” means


(a) the biological parent or legal guardian.

We are concerned that the insertion of biological after parent limits the definition of parent.  While we understand that biological parents may evade their duties with regard to their children’s education and this clause seeks to hold them accountable, adoptive parents, for example, no longer fall within this definition of parent. 

3 ( 1) We do not support the insertion of the Minister of Finance into this clause.  This erodes the power of the Minister of Basic Education.  We do recognise the words ‘may’ and ‘consult’ but see it as the Minister of Basic Education’s responsibility to prescribe minimum norms and standards within the bounds of the education budget.

4. We support the amendment 6B re Non discrimination between official languages.
5. We continue to be concerned about the lengthy process of expulsion appeals and the damage to both learner and school.  

6.  We support this clause.

7.   (a) and (b)  While we understand the need for the principal to assist the school governing body with financial matters and to play a financial monitoring role, this clause presumes adequate knowledge on the part of the principal.  In our experience some principals themselves lack the ability to manage school funds.  This therefore requires proper training for principals.  An alternative suggestion which works well in other countries is to train clerks who are seconded to governing bodies.  These people are well aware of legal and financial requirements and guide the governing body.

8.  We welcome the recognition of external governing body training.  We are however concerned that limiting it to SGB associations precludes NGOs who have a great deal of experience in this field.  We would like to see (a) broadened to include criteria for service providers other than SGB associations.  An example would be ourselves, the Catholic Institute of Education, which offers their public schools on private property, SGB training on an ongoing basis as part of developing quality, functional schools. 

9. We wholeheartedly support the inclusion of clause 33A.  

10.  We support this.

11.   We support the Member of the Executive Council’s right to declare a school a no-fee school subject to the provision of no fee funds being available. We support the efforts that have gone into making education for the poorest more available.  We are however concerned that some schools which have previously charged fees sometimes find themselves in a worse financial situation when they are declared a no fee schools.  We suggest that a mechanism be inserted for a school to appeal against such a decision provided they submit adequate reasons.  Provinces do not always ensure that adequate maintenance is done to schools and school fees are often used for this purpose.  Late payment of the no fee school allowance has also led to schools failing to meet their commitments timeously.

Conclusion

We support the remainder of the items in this draft Bill.
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