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OUR DECLARATION

On behalf of almost 2,000 parents in the Parents Teachers Association
of Pun U Association Wah Yan Primary School, we wish to express strong
reservation and reject the consultation document on “Review of Medium of
Instruction for Secondary Schools and Secondary School Places Allocation™ as
proposed by Education Commission in February 2005.

OUR VIEWS

2. We consider that the Medium of Instruction proposals as contained in the
consultation document (the Proposals) problematic and piecemeal, despite
its far-reaching implications on the education system of Hong Kong. As
parents, we are concerned over the well-being of our next generation, but the
Proposals fail to cater for our needs and expectations. Much more, the
Proposals will present a major backward move to the local human resource
development at large, thus undermining the competitive edge of Hong Kong
as an international city.

3. The Proposals have at least nine major drawbacks which are prone to
questions and criticism. They are --

a) Base on superficial analysis and short timeframe of statistical data

collection;
b) Result in gradual eradication of English proficiency for our next
generation;
A2
FAE PR R 1T Tel 3455 © 28329913 Fax {42 © 2832 9972

1F, Shiu Fai Terrace, Stubbs Rd., Wanchai, H.K.



HFREEZ ) INBREIEE
Pun U Association Wah Yan Primary School
Parents Teachers Association

Page 2

¢) Polarise English Medium of Instruction (EMI) and Chinese Medium of
Instruction (CMI) schools in terms of student capability, causing
unnecessary labeling of EMI and CMI schools;

d) Proposals in conflict with other education policies, e.g.
“Through-train” initiatives in many schools;

e) Arbitrarily equate performance in (English, Chinese and
Mathematics) examinations as “ability” of a student to “be able to learn
effectively through English”;

f) Unfair and confused mechanism: eligibility of P6 students to learn
through English 1s determined by performance of their upper form in the
same school;

g) Has not addressed the issue that current EMI school places falls short in
meeting the top 40% of students who are “able” to learn effectively
through English;

h) Result in potential gender imbalance in EMI schools, owing to early
streaming at P6 on the basis of examination performance; and

1}  Pose unhealthy exercise burden onto primary school students.

4. A detailed deliberation of the above nine major weaknesses is at Annex A.
All these have been presented to Mr Michael Tien, Chairman of the Working
Group at our meeting with him on 23 April, and subsequently in writing.
Up to now, these 1ssues have still been left unattended.

5. We have also undertaken desk-top review on the consultation documents
and “research” materials provided by EMB. On the effectiveness of
mother-tongue teaching, we consider that the conclusive remarks made by
Working Group have been faulty and btased. Our response to EMB’s
analysis on effectiveness of mother-tongue teaching is at Annex B.

OUR SURVEYS

6. We are disappointed that the Working Group had not involved major
stakeholders (including parents and teachers) in formulating the Proposals.
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As a result, the Proposals fail to meet the aspiration of parents nor able to
address the learning rights of our children. This has been reflected by the
overwhelming response from parents of our schools over the past two
months.

7. We have conducted two rounds of questionnaire surveys of outcomes at
Annex C. For the first survey (response rate is 87% amounting to 899
Nos), about 85% on average of respondents rejected the proposed MOI
mechanism, and over 80% of parents was losing confidence on the current
education reforms launched by EMB (question 13). Interesting, the
survey also revealed a diversed message from parents as to what mother
tongue has referred to (question 10). Essentially, we find difficulty to
follow why the Working Group has defined Cantonese as mother tongue in
its consultation document.

8. The response ratc for the second survey is similar (87% amounting to 909
Nos). The views collected have even been more concrete and consistent.
90% of parents dislike the reinforced labeling and discriminative approach
towards EMI and CMI schools. 94% of parents requested Government to
place more resource in primary schooling to promote the “two
language-three dialects” environment. 88% wished the Government to
“control” less, thereby giving more autonomy for schools to
maintain/develop their visions and strengths.

LATEST DEVELOPMENT

9. Since our meeting with Mr Michael Tien on 23 April, we have met Mrs
Fanny Law, the Permanent Secretary for Education and Manpower and
clarified misunderstanding that she might have on us. We have made clear
to her that our concerns have not been confined to whether “Through-train”
could be timely in place in Wah Yan, or how our own children would not be
affected by new policies. As similar to parents of many schools, our
concerns stem from promoting the learning environment of our next
generation as well as the competitive edge of Hong Kong in the use of
English and Mandarin. This stance should be perceived clearly and
correctly. .74
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10. We have also requested for a meeting with Dr Rosanna Wong, the
Chairperson of Education Commission, given the Mr Tien’s statement that
“our concerns” were outside purview of his Working Group. Due to the
busy schedule of Dr Wong, we are awaiting a more positive response from
her at the meeting currently scheduled on 4 July, unfortunately after the
expiry of consultation period.

OUR APPEALS

11. To avoid another leap backward in education system, we urge the
Government to defer any further expansion of MOI policy under 1998
“Guidance” pending a professional, non-partisan and comprehensive
assessment 1s conducted. Statistically, at lcast another five-year window
of data for local student performance should be collected and assessed in
consultation with all major stakeholders before the review findings can be
regarded conclusive and rational.

12. In addition, we call for five concrete steps taken by the Government to
improve learning environment for our children:

a) Offer parents their freedom to choose the medium of instruction that
best suits their children. More resources should be invested early
in primary schooling so as to promote the language learning
capability well before P.6.

b) Allow schools te decide on the medium of instruction that suits their
students best, whilst encourage schools to be more ‘transparent’ in
students’ performance and school visions for parents to choose.

c) Aboelish all divisive language labels (EMI & CMI) on schools, which
merely reinforce the discrimination against student capability in CMI
schools.

A5
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d) Resolve policy conflicts between “Through-train™ schooling and
MOI initiatives. Due respect should be given to the strengths,
traditions and visions of individual schools, thus providing wider
choices for parents and students.

e) Rectify the MOI policy by placing resources on training
students to be genuinely biliterate and trilingual so as to
sharpen the competitive edge of Hong Kong.

13. We are awaiting your positive response to our appeals.

(Mrs. May WOO)

Chairperson

Parents Teachers Association

Pun U Association Wah Yan Primary School

c.c. LegCo Panel on Education
Chairperson, Education Commission
Marymount Primary School PTA
La Salle Primary School PTA
St Francis Canossian Primary School PTA
Salesian English School (Primary) PTA
St Stephen’s Girls’ College PTA
Maryknoll Fathers School (Primary Section) PTA
Wah Yan College, Hong Kong PTA
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ANNEX A

Detailed Deliberation on Consultation Document for
“Review of Medinm of Instruction (MOI) for Secondary Schools”

We parents do not accept the Working Group’s proposals, and neither do we

believe that their purported educational objectives will be achieved, because these rest

on 3 untenable working assumptions:

That despite the national language being Putonghua, mother tongue can arbitrarily
and without public’s consensus, be defined as Cantonese dialect.

That the “piecemeal” research cited is sound, sufficient, and conclusive enough
for the public to accept it at face value.

That in the process of policy making, parents as major stakeholders can be
excluded from involvement.

There are at least 9 serious defects found in the Review. These are yet to be

answered by the Working Group.

Evidence cited to support the propositions is limited, anecdotal and open to
different interpretation. We are yet to be convinced by research and studies
which are impartial, scientific and comprehensive. Without giving full reference
on the research cited, the materials and methods used, public is unable to judge
for itself the claims that “mother-tongue is the best” for Hong Kong, and
“mother-tongue is most effective”.

Gradual eradication of one of Hong Kong’s competitive advantages: English
proficiency of its human capital. Limiting exposure to the international language
sets a vicious cycle in motion.

Polarisation of English Medium of Instruction (EMI) schools and Chinese
Medium of Instruction (CMI) schools, and the stigma of incompetence associated
with CMI schools is further reinforced. The labeling of EMI and CMI is divisive,
unnecessary and irrelevant in bringing about positive and practical educational
outcomes.
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Apart from having a Damocles’ sword hanging over the EMI schools, schools and
teachers alike are under continnal pressure to cope with the constant, substantial
and often contradictory and inconsistent educational policies and procedures at
the expense of teaching and facilitating leaming.

Performance in (English, Chinese and Mathematics) examinations is arbitrarily
equated as “ability” of a student to “be able to learn effectively through English™.
The absurdity and confusion of the proposed mechanism: that the opportunity of a
certain group of P6 students to learn through EMI in their preferred school is
determined by how another group from the upper form in the same school
performs.

The Working Group’s proposals do not address the critical and realistic issues of
availability of resources needed (such as the number of current EMI schools falls
short in meeting the 40% of students with the “ability” “to learn effectively
through English”; the supply and training of qualified teachers, etc), should these
proposals be implemented.

Due to early streaming based on examination performance, the potential
imbalance between number of male and female students in EMI schools.
Unnecessary and unhealthy pressure and exercise burden onto primary school
students.

Our demands and perspectives are based on 4 fundamental propositions:

The availability of cheice and the right to exercise it
e Parents and students deserve more choices and opportunities to embrace
diversity in talents, ability and aspirations to adapt to the needs of society and
the ever-changing challenges of the future. Diversity in our education system
should be enhanced, and parents and students should benefit from it through
their right to choose what best meets their needs.

e The Government must integrate into its overall education policy some
autonomy to schools to operate on the free market principle rather than forcing
them to conform to arbitrary directives. A school must deliver results in terms
of educational outcomes. Schools that perform will have a better prospect in
terms of student intake and the support from parents and the public.
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» The Education & Manpower Bureau (EMB)’s role is to support each and every

2.

school to further develop its strengths, its uniqueness, and to upgrade its
understanding of global best practices in providing education. The EMB
should however not be responsible, and should never attempt, to homogenize
our schools into the same mode, chop and change education policies that lead to
instability, and use totally unsubstantiated research as a means to restrict the
development of schools, and hence the choice of parents.

The right to participate in policy making

¢ Parents are the major guardians and stakeholders of their children’s well-being.

3.

They must be adequately consulted and their views given due recognition.
Parents must have the right and the access to the making and formulation of
education policy.

We shared with you the idea of a PTA Jury System model currently in operation
in Chicago, US, whereby the acceptance of education policy proposals must
base upon the jurisdiction of the PTA jury, comprising elected parents
representatives, child and education specialists, teaching and school
management representatives, etc.

The right to school information

Every child should be given an opportunity to attend a school most suitable to
his or her development from the parent's view. The EMB must set up a structure
to make information about secondary schools more transparent and readily
available to parents through, for example, support for the organization of open
days or seminars for prospective parents, production of school prospectus to
include information on school curriculum, respective MOI for each subject and
the public examination performance, school mission & principles,
teacher-student ratio, teachers’ profile, etc..

The right to learn
¢ We believe in providing high quality education to all who are willing or

motivated to learn.
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¢ We reject the notion that there is such thing as “an ability to be able to learn
effectively through English” (Para. 3.2(a) Review of MOI Consultation
Document), not to mention using this as an exclusion mechanism to deprive the
right and opportunity of any willing student to learn through his choice of
English as MOL

e With children as young as 11 or 12 years old, examination result is one of the
weakest indicators of their potential to learn by being proficient in one language
or another.

e As a principle, majority of students have the ability to learn through EMI (CMI
or other languages by the same token), given the opportunity to learn, and
through a facilitative learning environment. The onus is on the school, and
indeed is what education is about, is to believe in and to draw out the potential,
and thence to inspire and to develop them responsibly and effectively.

June 2005

Parents Teachers Association
Pun U Association

Wah Yan Primary School
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ANNEX B

Review of MOI & SSPA Consultation Document --Annex 4
On “Analysis of the HKCEE Results”

It has been our contention that the Working Group (WG) has used
1} faulty research, and
2) selective bias to support its conclusions.

The captioned research which serves to conclude the “effectiveness of mother-tongue
teaching™ has at least the following serious defects:

1. Baseline

a) A single year, the year 2002, is used as baseline against which the results of
HKCEE 2003 and 2004 are compared. Normally, the baseline would
comprise the average of results of at least 5 years so as to minimize the
chance variations between one year and the next. In the absence of a proper
baseline or standard for comparison, it would be premature to conclude
changes in performance in 2003 and in 2004 to MOL.

b) By the same logic, positive or negative changes in performance in HKCEE
2003 and in 2004 would not be sufficient proof that such changes are due to
MOI and not the result of chance variations.

2. Trend
The WG have satisfied themselves that only two consecutive vears are sufficient
(2003 and 2004) for a trend to be observed. In more serious and scientific
studies, existence of trends is based on about 5 to 7 years.

3. Statistical tests of significance
Even though there are differences between 2002 on the one hand and 2003 and
2004 on the other, in the absence of statistical tests of significance, it would be
irresponsible to attribute the differences to MOIL.  But this is what the WG has

done.
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4. Hypothesis and research design

From the information that was madec available by the EMB (“HKCEE Results of
CMI Schools in 2002, 2003 and 2004. Main Points for the Press Conference on
10 August 2004”), we cannot derive anything meaningful about the hypotheses
being tested or the research design employed. However, it is stated very clearly
in the information given to us that “THIS INFORMATION SHOULD NOT BE
USED AS DEFINITIVE EVIDENCE OF THE EFFECTS OF MOI”. We are
therefore at a loss to follow why the Working Group has chosen to ignore this
important statement. To illustrate, we have juxtaposed below the two abstracts
from the same information provided to us:

* “HKCEE is just one of the many indicators of students’ performance. The data may have
reference value for evaluating the effectiveness of MOI policy. But, it is inappropriate to
rely solely on the HKCEE results for evaluation of the policy since students’ achievements
in examination are affected by many factors. These may include teaching strategies, school
and teacher effect, students’ personal growth, their learning motivation, participation in

extra-curricular activities and family background and support.”
vs. Concluding Remarks

*  “The HKCEE results in the past three years have revealed that mother-tongue teaching is
bearing fruit. The analysis together with our other studies consistently affirm that
mother-tongue teaching helps enhance students’ learning effectiveness, cognitive

development, motivation and active participation in learning and creativity.”

June 2005

Parents Teachers Association
Pun U Association

Wah Yan Primary School
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