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We reject the Consultation Document "Review of Medium of
Instruction (MO1) for Secondary Schools and Secondary School
Places Allocation (SSPA)" by Education Commission, February
2005, because its proposals:

I, Further restrict parents’ right to choose the medium of instruction;

2. Confliet with existing education policies, e.g. "through-train" vs
SSPA:

3. Limit opportunities for learning English, an international

language. thus undermining Hong Kong's competitiveness;

Rely on only 2 years' HKCEE data to justify the 'effectiveness' of

mother-tongue policy, which is insufficient to make long-term

decisions.

We demand that the Government:

. Restore to parents their right and freedom to choose the medium
of instruction that suits their children best;

2. Let schools decide on the medium of instruction that suits their
students best;

3. Help students develop, from very young, biliterate and trilingual
proficiency that will serve them for life, and sharpen the
competitive edge of Hong Kong;

4. Abolish all divisive language labels on schools:

5. Defer the further enforcement of mother-tongue policy until the
completion of a minimum 5-year conclusive study.
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