
Dear Ms. Hyland,

Further to our telephone conversation on 20 October, we would like to thank Tusla for inviting home 

educating families to the consultation workshop on the assessment of the provision of home-based 

education. After considering the invitation and having discussed same among ourselves as individual home 

education support associations, representing a combined total of 350 families (and therefore at least half of

all registered children) and with reach beyond that, we would like to address the following concerns.

1. With regard to the review to which all home educators have been invited to last week, it is obvious from 

the invitation letter and survey questions that this review is concerning the process of assessment only, 

while we as home education support groups have been calling for consultation for some time to discuss 

other matters.  We have been led to believe that from Tusla's perspective the review of the guidelines 

mainly concerned the issue of unrecognised schools. The survey itself is very narrow and we feel it is 

essential that home education experts and/or support groups be involved in the preparation of any such 

survey to allow space to discuss relevant issues.  Despite the fact that the right to home educate is 

enshrined in our constitution, we have been complying with the current guidelines and we clearly explain 

the legal requirement to register to our members. We are not clear on what Tusla's concerns are around 

the guidelines or what they are hoping to achieve from workshops that, given their potential size, could not

in our opinion yield helpful information. Can Tusla give us its main reasons for concern with the guidelines 

and assessment process as it exists and what issues they hope will be solved from these workshops?  

Without any indication of what Tusla is hoping to achieve it is difficult if not impossible for us to assist and 

we would therefore question any results achieved from this type of consultation.

2. We would also like to state that while we accept the registration process as a means to an end, we do 

not support ongoing assessment of the children of registered families. We do not agree that Tusla should 

monitor these families which, in effect, is what continued assessment does. We feel that this is 

discriminatory of home educating families. School attending families are not monitored continually and 

neither should home educating families. As we have had no input into the process now underway by Tusla, 

we are concerned that Tusla may have already made decisions, without consultation and again we request 

that Tusla consult with us and approach us as partners in this process that has a direct impact on our lives.  

It is clear from research that home educating families have in fact been shown to present a lower level of 

risk of neglect and welfare issues than the schooled population and therefore ongoing monitoring is 

unjustified.

3. With regard to the consultancy group selected to conduct the review of the guidelines, SMCI Associates,  

we have grave concerns as to their lack of expertise in the area of home education as the majority of the 

work in which they have been involved in has been in the area of risk assessment.  It is essential that a 

group, who are the only contact point that home educators would have before changes are made, have a 

thorough understanding of the subject matter.  Statistics show that home educated children perform 

better in many if not all areas of education including social and moral education, without any assessment, 



while the group that has been selected to carry out the consultations has expertise almost solely in the area

of child protection and has no experience whatsoever with home education.  We are very concerned that 

SMCI Associates would come with a particular lens.  Home education experts are referred to in the current 

guidelines and should continue to be involved from the outset of any review.  We feel that by using this 

consultancy agency, the workshops are not based on education but more on risk assessment criteria and 

we therefore would ask Tusla to explain the decision and its selection process.  We also ask that home 

education groups be involved in the selection process of a suitable panel before consultations proceed.

4. We believe it is highly unorthodox to have children partake in an information building workshop without 

the presence of a parent or guardian and without parents having been given any indication in the invitation 

letter as to the nature of the workshops. We would like to know why it is felt appropriate that children as 

young as 6 should answer questions on issues of continual assessment when continual assessment is not a 

course of action that has been discussed or agreed upon (the questions being asked were later passed to 

support organisations).  Home educated children are involved daily in decision making about their 

education with their official and legal educators, their parents, and parents are happy to attest to this.  It is 

also clear from the actual questions being asked  of the children that decisions have been made already, 

without consultation, about the direction of future assessment and therefore the questions are clearly 

leading.  We ask that consultation first be arranged to discuss this matter so that parents can be fully 

involved in coming up with a course of action that ensures that participation by children is achieved in a 

way that is compatible with their emerging capacities, including the fact that they are home educated in a 

variety of ways, and so that parents and children are fully informed, otherwise participation could be said 

to be meaningless. We do not agree that children of any age be involved in these workshops at this time 

under these conditions and will be communicating this concern to our members and request that Tusla 

revisit this decision.

As you are aware, we have always striven to work in partnership with Tusla, despite it being under the 

auspices of the Child and Family Agency and not the Department of Education (as would be more 

appropriate). We believe that if Tusla is serious in wanting what is best for the home education community 

then they would be willing to work with the community support groups and to involve experts in home 

education. We would like Tusla to take the time to answer our concerns and therefore, in light of the 

serious issues that we see in the current process, we are requesting that the consultation process be 

postponed until our concerns have been addressed and, following this, that we have had time to consult 

with our members and those non-members who have come to us for advice since receiving these 

invitations.

With best regards,

Pauline O'Reilly, Chairperson HEN Ireland

on behalf of Home Education Network Ireland and Irish Christian Home Education Association


