1. Implying a Link Between Homeschooling and Child Safeguarding Failures

MP's Statements: "The atrocious murder of Sara Sharif and the disclosures regarding the failure of all statutory local services to
protect Sara has rightly led to serious questioning as to how such a young and precious child was failed by society."

Counterpoint: While Sara Sharif's case is tragic, it should not be used to stigmatize home education. Child abuse and neglect
happen in various settings, including schools, foster care, and within families that have no connection to homeschooling. The
failure here appears to be on the part of statutory services, not the concept of homeschooling itself. Using such cases to
advocate for stricter homeschooling regulations risks conflating two separate issues.

2. Lack of Clear Evidence Linking Home Education to Poor Outcomes

MP's Statements: "Currently, home-educating parents are not required to have a timetable, set hours during which education
will take place or observe school hours, days or terms."

Counterpoint: Flexibility is a key strength of home education, allowing parents to tailor learning to a child's unique needs.
Research has consistently shown that responsibly homeschooled children often outperform their peers academically and
socially. Imposing rigid structures may undermine the very benefits that make homeschooling effective. Where is the evidence
that current flexibility harms children's education or well-being?

3. Generalization About Registers Supporting Safeguarding

MP's Statements: "Local authorities administer registers for home-educated children... to make sure they know where every
child is being taught, that it is of the right quality, and that support is offered to home-educating families."

Counterpoint: While a register might seem helpful in theory, in practice, it risks turning into a punitive measure rather than one
that genuinely supports families. Many local authorities lack the resources and expertise to properly assess home education
without overreaching or infringing on parental rights. Moreover, there is little evidence that such registers have improved
safeguarding outcomes in regions where they already exist.

4. Overlooking Existing Legal Safeguards

MP's Statements: "Parents should be able to quantify and demonstrate the amount of time for which your child is being
educated."

Counterpoint: Current laws already require parents to ensure their children receive an education suitable to their age, ability,
and needs. Adding more bureaucracy risks diverting resources from genuine safeguarding efforts to administrative tasks.
Instead, resources should be focused on addressing known failures in child welfare systems rather than creating additional
burdens for responsible families.

5. Unsubstantiated Claims About Homeschooling Quality

MP's Statements: "Registers assist local authorities in planning and targeting their resources to children who need education
support."”

Counterpoint: The assumption that home-educated children are more likely to require educational support is unfounded. Most
homeschooling parents actively engage with their children’s education, often providing more one-on-one time than is possible
in a classroom setting. Broadly labeling homeschooling families as needing oversight risks alienating responsible parents who
are already ensuring high-quality education.

6. Neglecting to Address Broader Issues in Mainstream Education
MP's Statements: "Parents have removed their child from a failing mainstream school in order to home educate them."

Counterpoint: This statement acknowledges that many parents choose homeschooling as a solution to failures within the
mainstream system. Instead of focusing on increasing regulation for homeschooling, attention should be directed toward
improving the quality of mainstream education to ensure families don’t feel compelled to homeschool due to systemic issues.



