Dr Grame Hall

Manager, Pre-service teacher education and research

Teaching Australia

5 Liversidge St

ACTON, ACT 0200

Dear Dr Hall

Re:
Australia-wide accreditation of programs for the professional preparation of teachers.

On behalf of the Home Economics Institute of Australia (HEIA), I would like to take the opportunity to respond to the above consultation paper. Although the date for responses has passed, I understand from Dr Janet Reynolds who attended a meeting with you on 31 March that late responses are acceptable. Thank you.

Before commenting on the proposals, I would like it recorded that the HEIA Council appreciates the clarity of the paper and the associated proposals. We also appreciate that you took time to meet with professional associations on 31 March and have included us in the forums, one of which I attended in Adelaide.

The Home Economics Institute of Australia endorses the concept of national accreditation of programs for the professional preparation of teachers, and supports the proposals in general, with three exceptions to be explained later in this letter. However, HEIA would like to raise an issue with you that is outside of these proposals—we believe that another proposal needs to be added to address our specific concern.

HEIA is very concerned about the professional preparation of home economics teachers and is not convinced that the proposals will ensure the quality that is appropriate to support the profession. The issue is typically not with the education component of teacher preparation, but in the appropriateness of the base degree when aspiring teachers graduate through an end-on program. This is because, in Australia, there are currently no undergraduate home economics degree courses as such. As a result of some programs, we have aspiring teachers enter the profession with a relatively narrow range of expertise when compared to the diversity that a home economics teacher is expected to teach.

For example, the current system of sending out Fashion Design graduates with a Dip Ed as Home Economics teachers is of concern as their areas of expertise are very limited. Other TAFE graduates with one-year diplomas or post compulsory qualifications in hospitality or catering added to their singular specialisation are similar. We might also have a graduate enter the profession with a base degree in Consumer Science or Public Health, neither of which prepares them for the teaching of home economics, which across Australia includes family studies, food and nutrition, housing and textiles. This ultimately puts the teaching of home economics at risk. It is felt very strongly that the unique requirements for home economics should be made very explicit at this stage. The standards need to be high and build on any good work in current state-accrediting authorities.

We are not convinced that the proposals in the consultation paper address this concern and ask that you consider it as a separate issue, with a separate proposal.

We endorse proposals 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 8 and 10. 

We do not support Proposal 4 and believe that courses should be deemed acceptable or not acceptable—but it is necessary to set a high standard to accredit a course. 

Proposition 7 may need some clarification regarding who is considered an expert. We believe that the panel needs to consist of an expert in the actual discipline of the course as well as being a member of the teaching profession, not just someone who is knowledgeable about the teaching profession. That is, if judgements are being made about a Home Economics course the panel needs to have on it someone who has both teaching qualifications and home economics qualifications.
We do not support Proposition 9, which states that the Accreditation Council is responsible to Teaching Australia. Teaching Australia is a Commonwealth government organisation and as such there may be political interference in the process of accreditation. The Accreditation Council should not be directly linked to governments.

Another point that came through during Divisional consultations was the lack of clarity regarding the relationship with existing accrediting authorities such as the Queensland College of Teachers. It seems to be the case that these authorities will remain in place, and our members have expressed concern about a process that could potentially have universities being accredited through two organisations. 
I thank you for the opportunity to be included in the consultation and look forward to your response regarding the suggestion that an additional proposal is added to address our concern, which is no doubt mirrored in some other teaching disciplines.

Yours sincerely

Julie Taylor

President

