WAG YOUNG PERSONS WORKSHOP, Conwy, 30th  Oct. 2012  - Feedback
This is my personal account of the facilitated workshop at Conwy on the 30th October 2012.  I was present as a home educator, not as a representative of EO.  The views expressed, therefore, are my own, not those of the charity.

The day began at 10.30 am with decent coffee and biscuits in a conference room of the Conwy Business Centre at Llandudno Junction.  The family that runs these events live in Manchester, and the master of ceremonies was the father, who waffled quite a bit.  We sat at tables of eight, spread around the large room.  The tables were equipped with pens, large sheets of paper, copies of the response form in English and plain English, copies of the WAG proposals and electronic gadgets (which looked like mobile ’phones) with which to vote.  There was a large screen at one corner of the room where the questions and voting results were displayed.  One of the organisers told us that she was expecting 60 people.  In fact, over 80 attended.

We were asked initially whether we “agreed, disagreed or were not sure”, whether a register of home educators should be kept.  Naturally there was a majority against as the major part of the attendees was home educators.  

The subsequent questions were about various aspects of registration and monitoring, such as, “Do you agree that if a parent fails to register or provides inadequate or false information then the child being home educated should be required to attend school?” or “How often should the annual (sic) monitoring meetings with both the home educator and the home educated child take place at the main location of education?”  We were advised not to vote if we were against registration and/or monitoring.  One of the young home educated folk is a maths graduate, working as a statistician.  It would have been interesting to have heard her view of the WAG’s odd way of gathering statistics.

There were pauses in the list of questions when we were invited to discuss certain aspects with the people at our table and to note any comments which we might have.

At our table were an LA officer and a representative from the office of the Children’s Commissioner.  We discussed child protection at length with the LA officer.  We also discussed the difference between a “list” and a “register”.   The LA officer knew of the “Bridgend model” and became quite enthusiastic about home edder/LA co-operation, to the extent of proposing that ideally, there should be a resource centre funded by the LA , but indicating that it was unlikely that funding could be found for any registration and monitoring scheme.

The Children’s Commissioner representative seemed to be sympathetic to home education and was most appreciative of being enlightened further, being aware of someone who works full-time whose child is being bullied at school.  This parent would like to remove the child from the bullying but cannot fit in home education around work.  The LA official was asked what could be done by the LA in this situation.  The answer was, “Nothing”; followed by the comment that bullying is the result of a poorly run school. 

What was puzzling was that there was no systematic attempt to gather the views of young people.  The WAG’s website has this, “In addition, a small number of facilitated workshops will be held to seek the views of children and young people on the proposals”.  Had it been a genuine attempt to do so, it would have been expected that parents and LA staff would have been excluded from voting and/or commenting.

Except for interesting contacts, the exercise was something of an expensive farce as, apart from the first question, it was assumed that registration and monitoring were a foregone conclusion.  There was no whole-room discussion and no one from the WAG to answer questions.  It was beneficial, though, in that home educators were able to put their views to those LA staff who were present.

Edwina Theunissen

