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About Us 
I am a stay at home mom, from America, on an Indefinite Leave to Remain in England based on my spouse via and 
being married to Christopher G Calland.  I do not have the right to vote in this country, therefore, I do spend a great 
deal of time finding other ways for the needs of my family to be met, including and especially advocacy.  I home 
educate my son Arthur, aged 6, who was diagnosed with Autism by Wigan Council Autism Pathway panel in July 
2017.  He has been home educated since leaving preschool in December 2014.  In addition, I care for my daughter 
Victoria, aged 5, who is recovering from treatment for Rhabdomyosarcoma, a childhood cancer.  Her cancer 
treatment ended in December 2016.   

Voice of the Child Statement 
Victoria opted to go to public school even though I would have rather home educated her alongside of her brother.  
She attends Mabs Cross Community Primary School.  Victoria excels at school close to the top of her class despite 
her 80% attendance record, which is due to the high number of follow up doctor appointments at Royal Manchester 
Children’s Hospital and Leeds General Infirmary, because of her cancer treatment.  Arthur insists on continuing with 
Home Education as opposed to attending public schools as he is fearful of bullying and he is fearful that his specific 
needs will not be met in a public school environment as he does recognize that he thinks and acts differently from 
most children.  Indeed, I have conducted some initial enquiries with the SENCO at Mabs Cross who recognizes that 
they do not have the means to meet Arthur’s needs at this time, but are very interested in acquiring that ability.  And 
I’d like to help them get there.  However, as things stand today, it is what it is and I’m not entirely confident that 
even with anything I put in place with Mabs Cross, that Arthur would be interested in attending. 

   
Arthur and Victoria, Christmas morning 2017 Victoria with other cast members from Channel4’s 2017 

Secret Life of 4 Year Olds, July 2017 
Arthur with Santa at Hop 
Skip and Jump, Dec 2017 

Abbreviations Used 
 EHE Group – Wigan Council Elective Home Education Group, team responsible for recording information 

about Home Education families within Wigan Borough. 
 DX – Diagnosis 
 SEN – Special Education Needs 
 WCPNPC - Policy and Notes for Parents / Carers   Elective Home Education Revised September 2016   People 

Directorate: Children and Families  https://www.wigan.gov.uk/Docs/PDF/Resident/Education/Alternative-
Education/Policy-and-notes-for-home-educators.pdf 

 EHEGLA - Elective Home Education Guidelines for Local Authorities 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/288135/guidelines_for_la
s_on_elective_home_educationsecondrevisev2_0.pdf 

 HE – Home Education 
 TESS – Wigan Council Targeted Education Service 
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 SENCP – Special Educational Needs Code of Practice 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/398815/SEND_Code_of_P
ractice_January_2015.pdf 

 SEND Code – Special education needs and disability code of practice: 0 to 25 years  January 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/398815/SEND_Code_of_P
ractice_January_2015.pdf 

 WTSC - Working Together to Safeguard Children 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/592101/Working_Togethe
r_to_Safeguard_Children_20170213.pdf 

 LSCB – Local Safeguarding Children’s Board 
 ICO – Information Commissioner’s Office https://ico.org.uk/ 
 LGO – Local Government Ombudsman http://www.lgo.org.uk/ 
 EOTAS – Education Other Than At School 

Personal Grievances 
1. How had it has taken more than 6 months to get this meeting. 
2. Use of Egress Switch Web Access – This system doesn’t allow resident-users the ability to revisit emails that 

they have sent or that they have received on this system.  Without historical tracking of correspondence 
between resident users and Wigan Council, this lends to perception of non-transparency.  Turns 
correspondence into “he said, she said” situations which isn’t fair to resident-users nor to members of the 
EHE Group.  Suggested Resolution: Finding a different way to meet the Council’s needs for encrypting 
sensitive data while retaining correspondence for both the Council and for the resident-user. 

3. When Arthur received his Autism DX, after being on Pathway for 2 years and having SEN for the duration, 
EHE Group began asking me for reports on his progress every six months as opposed to every twelve months 
(Ref: EHE.AB.TM.CALLAND 26/10/2017).  The diagnosis itself does not change his on-going needs and how 
those needs are met.  Suggested Resolution: Autism training for EHE Group, in recognition that as the 
process stands, it does take years for diagnosis.  Meanwhile, the child has present and on-going special 
needs. 

a. Page 3, bottom paragraph of WCPNPC does state, “Once the initial review has taken place, then we 
will be in touch (probably on an annual basis – unless an earlier review is needed)”  Suggested 
Resolution: Revision here where Wigan Local Authority details out instances where the 12 month 
‘check in’ would be deviated from and what that would look at, in order to set the right expectation 
for families. 

b. EHEGLA states 2.7 “Local authorities have no statutory duties in relation to monitoring the quality of 
home education on a routine basis.”   Suggested Resolution: if in all correspondence from EHE Group, 
they would set in writing this quote from the EHEGLA. 

c. EHEGLA 3.2 states, “Any procedures for dealing with home educating parents and children should be 
fair, clear, consistent, non-intrusive and timely, in order to provide a good foundation for the 
development of trusting relationships.”  Suggested Resolution: See 2a above. 

d. There is no explanation provided in WCPNPC for deviating from the usual 12 month ‘check in’, no 
procedure detailed.  Suggested Resolution: See 2a above. 

e. The explanation that I was given was via Egress Switch Web Access, offered by Charmaine Tarring.  
However, because Egress does not keep a record of correspondence, I do not have the text to show 
what was said—therefore it turns this situation into a “he said, she said” situation which is 
inherently unfair to both myself and to Charmaine. Suggested Resolution: See 1 above. 
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i. From what I recall of Charmaine’s response, EHE.AB.TM.CALLAND 26/10/2017, was not due 
to Safeguarding issues, but rather was intended as an ‘offer for additional support with 
regards to Arthur’s recent DX’.  While SEND Code 10.37 says that “local authorities should 
work with parents…”, nothing in EHE.AB.TM.CALLAND 26/10/2017 offered any support, 
rather additional reporting was requested.  Suggested Resolution: EHE Group issuing letters 
of genuine support to HE SEN families as opposed to requiring reporting every 6 months from 
those families, without any mention of any additional support available per 
EHE.AB.TM.CALLAND 26/10/2017. 

ii. In addition, in this undocumented response from memory, Charmaine offered that our 
‘check in’ could be done every 12 months rather than every 6 months. Suggested Resolution: 
See 1 above. 

iii. Due to Egress shortcomings, I do not have documentation of this correspondence and can 
only hope that EHE Group keeps to this agreement. Suggested Resolution: See 1 above. 

f. In exercising letter EHE.AB.TM.CALLAND 26/10/2017, EHE Group may be in violation of the Equality 
Act 2010, what with deviating from standard expectations without written policies (Page 3, bottom 
paragraph of WCPNPC quoted in 2a above).  Suggested Resolution: a review of EHE Group policies 
towards SEN to ensure that they are not discriminating against children with disabilities and SEN. 

g. Arthur has no statement nor EHCP, therefore there is no statutory duty for the local authority to 
impose additional scrutiny based on SEN by SEND Code, as implied with “If you would rather have a 
visit this year, please let me know…” which strongly implies the Council inviting themselves to our 
home in lieu having to submit report.  Per SEND Code 10.37, “Local authorities do not have the right 
of entry to the family home to check that the provision being made by the parents is appropriate 
and may only enter the home at the invitation of parents.  Parents should be encouraged to see this 
process as part of the authority’s overall approach to home education of pupils with SEN, including 
the provision of appropriate support, rather than an attempt to undermine the parents’ right to 
home educate.” 

4. From a SEN standpoint, EHEGLA 2.5 talks about how local authority information and policy should be “made 
available on local authority websites and in local community languages and alternative formats on request”.  
On the website https://www.wigan.gov.uk/Resident/Education/Alternative-education/Home-education.aspx 
there is no method for requesting the information in an alternative format.  Suggested Resolution: providing 
that contact point on the Wigan Council EHE Website and in the WCPNPC. 

5. From a SEN standpoint, SEND Code 10.37 states, “Parents may also home educate children who have SEN 
but do not have EHC plans.  As with children and young people with EHC plans, local authorities should work 
with parents and consider whether to provide support in the home to help the parents make suitable 
provision.  Information about the right to request EHC needs assessment and the right to appeal should be 
available to parents including those who are considering home education because they feel that the special 
educational support being provided in school is insufficient to meet the child or young person’s needs.”  
When Arthur was finally DX’d, no additional support was offered, just the requirement for additional reports 
to be sent in to the EHE Group. 

a. Suggested Resolution: Personally, I’m shopping for support for the following with the focus of 
equipping ASC children with these lifelong functional skills which will make all the difference for them 
integrating successfully into society.  To be fair, these are also life skills that can benefit every child. 

i. Self-Regulation training. 
ii. Anxiety management. 

iii. Anger management. 
iv. Restorative Justice training as a means for resolving conflict. 
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1. To include teaching the ASC child how to de-escalate when the other person may not 
recognize that the child has special needs 

2. In addition, I believe ‘Restorative Justice’ is the way forward for the community, for 
our schools, and for society to best address social woes such as misbehaviour, anti-
social behaviour and ‘low level’ crimes in general.  Restorative Justice schemes 
should not exist only in the SEN. 

v. Social Skills training, to include additional conflict management. 
b. Wigan Council EHE Website and the WCPNPC includes no information about the Home Education 

Parent’s right to request a EHCP assessment for their child.  Suggested Resolution: update the Wigan 
Council EHE Website and WCPNPC to reflect those rights. 

6. EHE Group needs to be in contact with the Wigan Parent Carer Forum so that Home Education Parents of 
children with SEN can be properly represented in consultations.  Please contact Lisa Aldred at Embrace 
Wigan & Leigh for more details.  She has information and outreach that would be of great interest and help 
to HE SEN families.  l.aldred@embracewiganandleigh.org.uk  Suggested Resolution: Get in regular contact with 
Embrace Wigan & Leigh, sign post HE parents to join the Wigan Parent Carer Forum. 

7. EHE.AB.TM.Calland 02 May 2017 – EHE Group was provided with a report from Mel Robinson, a primary 
teacher with Wigan Council’s Targeted Education Support Service.  This consultation was done as a part of 
Arthur’s Pathway to Autism Diagnosis.  I asked Mel from TESS to send a copy of her report to EHE Group as a 
‘heads up’ that Arthur’s Pathway to Autism Diagnosis was on-going, alongside of her copy to me, to the 
community paediatrician, to Arthur’s GP and to the Autism Panel.   

a. This report was not intended for EHE Group to re-review the provision I was already providing to 
Arthur as it is meant to be a diagnostic report.   

b. Further, I did not receive a copy of that report, so when letter EHE.AB.TM.Calland 02 May 2017 
arrived, I was caught completely unawares.  At that time, I did not realize SEND Code 10.34, “rather 
than an attempt to undermine the parent’s right to home educate.”  It honestly felt like EHE Group 
was doing a ‘GOTCHA!’. And I had to scramble to find the right people to send me that report, 
review what was there, and implement changes.   

c. To EHE Group’s credit, when I reported that I did implement changes as a result of the TESS report, 
however Arthur was resistant to those suggestions and so I made other provisions, my other 
provisions were not disputed.  Suggested Resolution:  Recognize that TESS reports done while a child 
is on the Autism Pathway is intended for diagnosis and is not grounds for EHE Group to ‘prove’ 
parents are providing inadequate educational provision for their child so long as the Diagnosis 
Pathway (pre-DX) is on-going.  It would be better for EHE Group to ask a HE Parent with a child on 
the Autism Pathway regarding any changes in provision after all collection regarding the child’s 
diagnosis has been collected and assessed. 

Grievances on Behalf of Others 
8. Some Elective Home Education Parents were sent a letter signed by Cath Pealing, Service Manager – Services 

for Schools, dated 18/07/2017 (Wigan Council Reference: EHE). 
a. Letter states: “To that end a local authority officer/s will visit all families with children who have not 

been seen by any of our partner agencies in the last 12 months to complete an education provision 
and welfare check.” 

i. This action is in direction contradiction to EHEGLA Sections 2.12 & 2.15, and this action 
conflates education issues with welfare issues.  This is in spite of anything Wigan Council or 
the LSCB has to say on the matter. 

1. EHEGLA is very explicit about not using safeguarding for checking education 
provision in section 2.12: “Section 175(1) [ of the Education Act 2002] does not 
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extend local authorities’ functions.  It does not, for example, give local authorities 
powers to enter the homes of, or otherwise see, children for the purposed of 
monitoring the provision of elective home education.” 

2. Section 2.15 reads, “These powers allow local authorities to insist on seeing children 
in order to enquire about their welfare where there are grounds for concern.” 
[emphasis mine] … “However, such powers do not bestow on local authorities the 
ability to see and question children subject to elective home education in order to 
establish whether they are receiving a suitable education.” 

3. EHEGLA states “local authorities shall intervene if it appears that parents are not 
providing a suitable education.”  If children who have not been seen by a Local 
Authorities relevant partner is not proof of a suitable education not being provided. 

ii. Further, it is unlawful to appoint this responsibility to EHE Group, per guidelines set forth in 
WTSC, Chapter 1 re: Section 10. 

1. Guidance reads, “Section 10 of the Children Act 2004 requires each local authority to 
make arrangements to promote cooperation between the authority, each of the 
authority’s relevant partners and such other persons or bodies working with 
children in the local authority’s area as the authority considers appropriate.” … “The 
local authority’s relevant partners are listed in Table A in Appendix B”. 

2. Table A Appendix B does not list Elective Home Education group as a relevant 
partner. 

3. Table A Appendix B does list “Persons providing services pursuant to section 68 of 
the Education and Skills Act 2008”, however Elective Home Education group does 
not appear on that list of persons providing services. 

4. Table A Appendix B does list “Persons providing services pursuant to section 74 of 
the Education and Skills Act 2008”. 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2008/25/pdfs/ukpga_20080025_en.pdf , 
however EHE Group does not appear on that list of persons providing services. 

iii. In the more recent, “Working together to safeguard children: March 2015” advice, 
http://www.workingtogetheronline.co.uk/chapters/intro.html#who , which provides LSCBs 
with their statutory guidance,  under the section, “What is the status of this guidance?” 
names legislation and bodies responsible for carrying out safeguarding.  No where in this 
document that it states that Elective Home Education groups have a role in safeguarding 
children. 

iv. And finally, this is in contradiction to SEND Code 10.34 which states, “Local authorities do 
not have the right of entry to the family home to check that the provision being made by the 
parents is appropriate and may only enter the home at the invitation of the parents.”  It is 
not an invitation by parents when EHE Group sets it up as an ultimatum: Send in a report of 
have a home visit as EHEGLA offers 2.8 “it would be sensible for them to do so.” And 
meanwhile, so much more legislation points to Home Education Parents having the right to 
decline, in so many more phrases and places than that one “it would be sensible for them to 
do so.”  The template letters from EHE Group are worded very far from EHEGLA guidance 
and SEND Code to solicit and encourage parental cooperation. 

v. An argument may be made by Wigan Council that the EHE Group does work with children 
and therefore should be recognized by the LSCB as an organization with statutory duty to 
safeguard children since they allegedly “work with children”, however I challenge that 
notion with the following… 



Jennifer Calland Jennifer.g.lyle@gmail.com Notes for EHE Meeting 12 Jan 2018 

Page 6 of 10 

1. EHE Group is empowered by legislation to make informal enquiries about the 
educational provision for a home educated child but parents are not required to 
even respond. 

a. With the wording of EHE Group’s current template letters, of those Home 
Education Parents who decide “it would be sensible to do so” (Please note, 
from a legislative standpoint, no ‘MUST’ and not even a ‘SHOULD’), it leaves 
Home Education Parents with two options. 

i. To not respond at all 
ii. To respond 

1. Of those respondents, there is the option to either send in a 
report of Education Philosophy and/or report of progress. 

2. And then there is the option for a home visit or at a third-
party location. (Just as a reminder, this may not be per SEND 
Code 10.34 that explicitly states, “Local authorities… may 
only enter the home at the invitation of parents.” Where it 
cannot be completely ascertained that parents invited the 
Council into their home when the council only offered 
reports or home visits— all the while, the Council has no 
remit “to monitor the quality of home education on a 
routine basis” per EHEGLA 2.7. 

a. Of those who chose to respond and then agree to a 
home visit, this is a very small proportion of the HE 
community. 

b. Further, home visits are done at an agreed time.  An 
appointment letter is sent in advance, giving parents 
plenty of time to prepare for the meeting. 

c. Hence, it can be concluded that EHE Group actually 
“works with” a very small proportion of Home 
Educated Children. 

d. I think our bin men have worked with my children 
more than the EHE Group, per within our rights 
within legislation.  At least they’d be able to report 
back the state of our home in a non-intrusive way 
and still be following WTSC guidelines lawfully.  This 
letter sent by EHE Group is not at all lawful, by 
contrast.  We are ruled in this country by “Rule of 
Law”, as opposed to “as opposed to being governed 
by decisions of individual government officials” -- 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rule_of_law  (Rule of 
Law originated in 16th century Britain!) 

e. Further, groups named in legislation such as NHS 
and the police, have links for children to directly 
interact.  Wigan Council’s Elective Home Education 
website offers no links specifically for Home 
Educated Children. 

f. I find it difficult to believe EHE Group actually 
“works with children” when all operations on their 
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website and in their correspondence, has the 
parents as the gatekeeper—as is the parent’s right 
in this circumstance. 

g. Suggested Resolution:  Any funding that has been 
injected to the EHE Group for Safeguarding purposes 
should instead be re-directed to the NHS, to the 
police, and to the Council’s Social Workers.  These 
are the groups truly empowered by legislation for 
safeguarding children.  These groups are woefully 
under-funded as things stand now and would benefit 
from this support.  EHE Group is not empowered as 
a Safeguarding agency, per legislation and is 
poorly equipped operationally for this task. 

b. ICO Issues – Letter “EHE 18/07/2017” signed by Cath Peeling, where families are referred to ask for 
Charmaine Tarring states, “We also need to let you know that in future, we will check with the 
following agencies to understand if they have seen your child in the provision of their services” … 
and it names partner agencies of the LSCB. 

i. These are the agencies named in the letter 
1. Wrightington, Wigan and Leigh NHS Foundation Trust 
2. The [child’s] registered GP 
3. Bridgewater Community Healthcare NHS Foundation Trust 
4. N[orth][ ]W[est] Boroughs NHS Foundation Trust 
5. Greater Manchester Police 
6. Children’s’ Social Care 
7. Startwell services 

ii. EHE Group is not empowered per ICO to share data with other agencies.  To the best of my 
knowledge, EHE Group is meant to seek out permission from each family in order to access 
data from these other groups.  To the best of my knowledge, no permission has been 
granted. 

iii. I did send a warning letter to Charmaine Tarring on 4th August 2017, pointing out these facts 
which to date have yet to be addressed. 

iv. ICO website is at: https://ico.org.uk/ 
v. If EHE Group pursues this action, I will be placing a complaint directly with the ICO.  Please 

accept this report as notification. 
vi. Suggested Resolution: Halt all attempts by EHE Group to access private information from the 

agencies listed in 7.b.i. to immediate effect to avoid investigation of my complaint to the ICO. 
c. Parent A on the Wigan Home Ed Facebook page talked about a situation where, while mum was in 

the process of deregistering her child from school, school sent a letter in the middle of 
Christmas/New Years holiday regarding that child’s attendance where the parent could not respond 
to school as there was no one at school to respond due to holidays; and then parent received a 
‘snotty’ letter from the School Attendance Officer upon de-registering during on-going holidays. 

i. It was unprofessional and far outside of the remit of the School Attendance Officer to send 
the ‘snotty’ letter when the parent de-registered the child.  Suggested Resolution:  Staff 
needs to be trained to that effect.  It was not only unlawful, but also extremely 
unprofessional. 

ii. Parent B on the Wigan Home Ed Facebook talked about a situation where she received a 
letter stating that Simon Wetton, a school attendance officer, would be visiting the following 
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Monday.  This letter was sent over school holidays, and many months after Parent B had de-
registered her child from school. 

1. EHEGLA 2.11 offers, “Where the authority imposes a time limit, every effort should 
be made to make sure that both the parents and the named senior officer with 
responsibility for elective home education in the local authority are available 
throughout this period.  The Department recommends that the time limit does not 
expire during or near to school holidays when there may be no appropriate point of 
contact for parents within the local authority.”  

2. In addition, LGO Torbay Council (16 013 950) did support the Council’s right for 
checking in on the children (the question as to whether it should have been EOTAS 
still remains unexplored), however cited Torbay Council for sending notice out 
without giving the parent the ability to cancel the appointment. 

3. There are established procedures for sending out a School Attendance Officer, which 
has not been followed in this case. 

4. EHE Group then cancelled the appointment and still insists on a meeting or a phone 
discussion, per the parent.  Again, per EHEGLA, 2.7, “Local authorities have no 
statutory duties in relation to monitoring the quality of home education…” 

5. Parent B later complained on the Wigan Home Ed Facebook at she received a letter 
around the 1st of December 2017 that states that a Community Paediatrician said 
that Parent B raised educational issues to that Community Paediatrician regarding 
the child’s Autism.  Parent B claims she did not raise any issues to the Community 
Paediatrician regarding education.  Parent B says that an Education Report was sent 
to the EHE Group in October. 

a. It needs to be known that the Community Paediatrician, Doctor Abbas, 
personally strongly disagrees with Home Education and has made things 
difficult for a number of families on the Pathway who are home educating, 
myself and Parent B included.  Indeed, in our case, Arthur has been Home 
Educated for the duration of his Autism Pathway and Diagnosis.  Dr Abbas 
has actually listed “Home Education” as a “Problem” on her reports back to 
our GP and to the Autism Panel. 

b. Suggested Resolution: Dr Abbas should resign.  Besides making things 
problematic for Home Education families with children on the Autism 
Pathway and being very vocal of her views and not supportive of the Voice of 
the Child, she was present for less than half of the appointments made for 
my son during his Autism Pathway Diagnosis. 

6. I have concerns about a School Attendance Officer being assigned to also conduct 
visits to Home Education families without understanding what the benchmarks for 
performance School Attendance Officers have to determine how well they do their 
jobs.  It can be assumed that a School Attendance Officer is charged with getting 
children back into school and that their job performance is based purely on that.  
However, a better measure… especially if the School Attendance Officer is expected 
to also perform Home Education Visits… would be measuring the outcomes of 
building great relationships with the families served, to the effect of positive 
outcomes for the children.  Positive outcomes for children can come either from 
public school or from home education.  Both are long term commitments for School 
Attendance Officers, in either case.  I really have difficulty understanding and 
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accepting that someone who is responsible for getting kids back in school would also 
be in charge of assessing home education visits. 

iii. Parents C, D, E and F have complained that when they sent in samples of their child’s work, 
it was deemed at a level lower than ‘what should be’ if that child was following National 
Curriculum.  For example, a child who would be in Year 6 if the child were in school was 
deemed to be doing Year 1 work.  In another case, in a letter from EHE Group, the child was 
deemed to be in Key Stage 2 and examples of work was requested. 

1. Per Wigan Council’s own policy, WCPNPC Page 4:  “It is acknowledged that each 
family will chose a different plan for their child’s learning and as such each 
submission of information or home visit will be viewed individually.  We take into 
account the families philosophy on education and we always endeavour to not 
discriminate, or judge based on a ‘form curriculum led’ approach not being 
undertaken.” 

2. However, when the EHE Group suggests that a child should be at [this] Key Stage, or 
doing Year [that] work, its clearly against Wigan Council’s own stated policy. 

d. Letter to some HE Parents that was received in early to mid December 2017, offering an invitation to 
this meeting on 12th January 2018. 

i. This letter was sent in response to HE Parents who objected to sending any information in as 
a result of EHE Group’s letter “EHE 18/07/2017”.  HE Parents who were not sent that letter, 
including myself, did send objections to the content of that letter.  And then parents such as 
myself were not invited to this meeting. 

ii. Meeting Invitation from mid Dec 2017 states, “However, as you are aware, in addition to 
having a legal duty to ensure every child is receiving a suitable education…” 

1. EHEGLA 2.4 states, “Parents are not required to register or seek approval from the 
local authority to educate their children at home.”  

2. EHEGLA 2.6 states, “Local authorities have a statutory duty under section 436A of 
the Education Act 1996, inserted by the Education and Expectations Act 2006, to 
make arrangements to enable them to establish the identities, so far as it is possible 
to do so , of children in their area are who are not receiving a suitable education.  
However, “The guidance issued makes it clear that they duty does not apply to 
children who are being educated at home.” 

3. EGEGLA 2.7 states, “Local authorities have no statutory duties in relation to 
monitoring the quality of home education…” 

iii. Meeting invitation from mid Dec 2017 also states, “we have a legal duty to ensure all 
children are safeguarded.” 

1. EHEGLA 2.12 states, “Section 174(1) [of the Education Act 2002 to safeguard and 
promote the welfare of children] does not extend local authorities’ functions.  It 
does not, for example, give local authorities powers to enter the homes of, or 
otherwise see, children for the purposes of monitoring the provision of elective 
home education.” 

2. EHEGLA 2.14 states, “Section 11 of the 2004 Act sets out the arrangements to 
safeguard and promote the welfare of children.  However, this section does not 
place any additional duties or responsibilities on local authorities over and above 
section 175(1) of the Education Act of 2002. 

3. EHEGLA 2.15 states, “These powers [ section 174 Education Act 2002 and sections 
10 and 11 of the Children Act 2004 ] allow local authorities to insist on seeing 
children in order to enquire about their welfare where there are grounds for 
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concern.” … “However, such powers do not bestow local authorities the ability to 
see and question children subject to elective home education in order to establish 
whether they are receiving a suitable education.” 

4. EHEGLA 2.16 states, “Section 53 [ of the 2004 Act ] does not extend to local 
authorities’ functions.  It does not, for example, place an obligation on local 
authorities to ascertain the child’s wishes about elective home education as it is not 
a service provided by the local authority.” 

5. SEND Code 10.34 has a higher standard, “Local authorities do not have the right of 
entry to the family home to check that the provision being made by parents is 
appropriate and may only enter the home at the invitation of the parents.” 

6. My whole point 8 above already lists out how EHE Group is not empowered by law 
to act as a safeguarding body in current legislation.  My whole point 8 above also 
demonstrates how operationally, the EHE Group does not actually work with 
children, but rather works with Parents and Carers.  Therefore, they are not a body, 
group, or organization etc. who from an operational standpoint CAN do 
safeguarding in a cost effective manner that gives taxpayers value for money. 


