

1200883	HPED5001	Assignment 1
[bookmark: _GoBack]Critically discuss and evaluate the statement that “Education is compulsory but school is not.”

This essay will explore the historical context surrounding compulsory education and schooling in the United Kingdom, looking at the socio-political environment that saw changes, such as age range, accessibility and new rights’ movements take place. I will also look at provisions made to ensure education was easily accessible, and the allowance it made for education other than at school. What I hope to do in this essay is provide an understanding of education and learning, showing how they are intrinsically linked and how they interact within the schooling system. I would like to draw to the reader’s attention to how a system that provides a large percentage of the youth population access to state-provided and funded education may inadvertently (or not) deliver the opposite effect that we see at a base, surface level: to hinder rather than help the learning process, perhaps divorcing us in some ways from it resulting in something else other than being ‘educated’. Throughout this essay reference will be made to the significance of this educational provision and run a detailed course of critical discussion and evaluation around the statement that “Education is compulsory but school is not” drawing upon theorists John Gatto and John Holt, using citation from modern thinkers, such as Alan Watts and J. Krishnamurti, both whom expressed strong and direct views on education, the learning process and the schooling system. 
Compulsory education in the United Kingdom (England and Wales) was not introduced until the Elementary Education Act of 1870[footnoteRef:1]. There was a slow introduction of compulsory education caused by the upper classes defending its educational privileges[footnoteRef:2]: [1:  Elementary Education Act 1870 © ]  [2:  Soysal, Yasemin Nuhoglu: Strang, David (1989) “Construction of the First Mass Education Systems in Nineteenth-Century Europe” Sociology of Education. 62 (4): 277-288
] 

“Powerful local groups were unwilling to let the state seize control of education. Anglicans, Nonconformists, and Dissenters sought to expand their congregations through schooling. The bourgeoisie wished to preserve their sons' advantages over the working classes. And strong local authorities resisted centralization in any form. A multifaceted array of private, religious, and local schools developed, each serving particular constituencies and blocking the construction of a unified national system.[footnoteRef:3]” [3:  Soysal, Yasemin Nuhoglu: Strang, David (1989) “Construction of the First Mass Education Systems in Nineteenth-Century Europe” Sociology of Education. 62 (4): 278] 

 This Act (Elementary Education Act of 1890) was the beginning of compulsory education in the UK, and the changes saw established school boards alongside schools in areas that did not have adequate local provisions. A decade later in 1890, attendance for ages up to 10 was made compulsory. It was not until the Education Act of 1996[footnoteRef:4] that compulsory full time education was made a legal requirement for ages 5-16. Despite this new law, attendance at school was not made compulsory; under Section Seven of this Education Act formalised home education by allowing education at school or “otherwise”: [4:  <https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1996/56/contents>] 

“Each local education authority shall make arrangements for the provision of suitable education at school or otherwise than at school for children of a compulsory school age who, by reason of illness, exclusion from school or otherwise, may not for any period receive suitable education unless such arrangements are made for them”[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Section 19(1) of the Education Act 1996 (as amended by Section 47 of the Education Act 1997)] 

This brief history of compulsory education and the allowance for children to be educated outside of schools raises the question why education is compulsory, but school is not. Why is it that education exists as a legal requirement but school, and learning are not considered as such?
Education is the facilitation of the learning process, and has been protected by the Human Rights Act of 1998[footnoteRef:6]. This not only gives children the legal right to an education but also a basic human right to be in receipt of one.  [6:  Section 19 (1) of the Education Act 1996 (as amended by Section 47 of the Education Act 1997) <https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1998/42/contents] 

Despite the progress in recent decades, with Acts and Rights of education being protected, and education being made a basic entitlement to all, it has not always been this way historically. Schooling has existed throughout history since classical antiquity. It was a privilege, a place for scholars that produced some of the most historically important texts that changed the way humans have thought from philosophy to classical literature. People have long fought for their right to education long before there were lawful rights surrounding it; from classical antiquity and top scholars, to 1800’s England with upper classes defending their personal educational rights in the form of delaying by objecting to state controlled compulsory education- the fight for education and its right or wrongness, want or perceived uselessness continues. 
Learning is a process, innate in our most basic human nature from birth. The child learns how to hold its own head up, how to suckle from its mother and how to move its limbs, given that is what we are doing, learning; perhaps there needs to be no formal legal requirement for something so innate in our nature. As said in the words of J. Krishnamurti: “There is no end to education. It is not that you read a book, pass an examination, and finish with education. The whole of life, from the moment you are born to the moment you die is a process of learning.[footnoteRef:7]” [7:  ] 






that if learning is education, education is learning, and the two are intrinsically linked, then there is no need for schools or formalised education, there is no need for legal requirement on children’s learning,
This idea of school, educational rights and laws/freedoms, started off as safe guarding children, bestowing upon them skills and subjects that otherwise might not 
have achieved to a test standard, to prepare the youth of society en masse for the working world that comes next. Now the same rules that paved the way for this would say hinders the learning and education process, through school, it synthesises the learning process in order to get test results, nothing more than parrot learning. If we make children learn under a fixed stricter, fixed curriculum, fixed times, days, routines forever, we may alter inventive, intuitive, natural process of learning that children so aptly do, in any given situation other than a class room. 

The process of learning - through empiricism and rationalism never ceases. For the most part we are unaware of this process. (Or could it be said that the standard level of education can be considered imparting or engaging in this learning process, more a controlled level of information absorption and repetitive memory techniques with no real-life application. Maybe quote/ref Holt/Gatto here?)

“There is no difference between living and learning... it is impossible and misleading and harmful to think of them as being separate.” ~ John Holt


Standardised education in the UK consists of examinations and the attainment of qualifications to certify that each person has achieved that minimum standard, for each subject. 



Alan Watts: schools prepare us constantly for whats next, next lesson, next assignment, next lesson plan…. Life itself is not what is next, is not how to prepare for the future steps to come, it is to be now, to do now, in the moment.

 



And how this has caused counter-movements and activists within and outside of the education systems that we currently see in place. This gave way to alternative methods of teaching; which could be argued are more alike how one would have been educated
are one and the same with the original forms of education, learning and teaching we could expect to see prior to educational rights and provisions
These quotes above are good and obviously relevant. Could we though perhaps include a little more of our own material introducing/explaining their significance and maybe also comments that will take us through this section more clearly
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Possible Quotes

A scholar tries to learn something everyday; a student of Buddhism tries to unlearn something daily.
Alan Watts
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