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1. The levels based standards are meaninglessly generalised descriptions. 
2. The ‘characteristics’ for judging each year level standard are at best an educated guess and 

have already been shown to be unrealistic.  They don’t include important attributes that 
cannot be easily measured. 

3. There will inevitably be considerable variation in interpretation and reporting of the 
Standards and characteristics: within class - within and across schools - within and across 
years.  Data will be shaky! 

4. Faith in moderation processes for strengthening reliability of judgments is highly overstated 
to the point of being naïve. 

5. There is a blatant mismatch between NZ Curriculum levels and National Standards levels 
6. Judging and reporting Year 5 and Year 7 is fraught with ambiguity. 
7. Clear cut points separating “above”, “at”, “below”, “well below” do not exist.   
8. Validity of judgments against the Standards is corrupted when standardised scores 

(stanines, etc.) are used in isolation to other multiple sources of information. 
9. The strong prospect of teachers returning to check-listing of ‘atomised bits’ of learning of 

typically fragile permanence. 
10. The uni-directional, linear view of learning that underpins the design of the Standards. 
11. Applying same expectations (‘benchmarks’) to all children in each year group, starting with 

5-year olds (special needs to gifted) when everyone knows that in a typical classroom there 
is a wide range of abilities. 

12. The Government’s main goal of rescuing the so-called failing 20 percent with National 
Standards fails to acknowledge or accept that factors outside of school are proven to be the 
over-riding determinants of achievement. 

13. The support for schools and children who struggle to meet the Standards is calculated to be 
a drop in the bucket, with no evidence that it will be the best way to help, let alone sufficient. 

14. National Standards are proven to have the effect of narrowing the quality, range and 
richness of children’s learning experiences across the curriculum as teachers and schools 
become fixated with the demands of the system. 

15. Ignoring system conditions that have proven successful for achieving student success (e.g. 
Finland) is a kind of contentment with ignorance. 

16. The possibility of League Tables that make simplistic, unfair and ill-considered 
comparisons, is not dismissed by the Minister of Education.  There are NO safe league 
tables. 

17. The National Standards system fails to understand the realities of teacher learning and 
change processes that lead to meaningful and sustained improvements. 

18. National Standards policy and system are oblivious to considerable gaps and cracks 
between ideology, theory, research, policy and practice 

19. The unproven National Standards “system” is bound to lead to ongoing changes, 
turnarounds and a Government “blame game” as it fails to successfully address the issues 
of the so-called failing 20 percent. 

20. A bureaucratic technocracy occupying front row seats in education and creating a 
burgeoning data driven industry in education. 

21. The manipulation of a naïve public mind into believing we have a crisis in literacy and 
numeracy and that National Standards will fix it. 

 


