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The National Party supports this Bill and recommends that it be reported back to the House with 

minor amendments. 

A total of 313 submissions were received on the Bill, with the overwhelming majority expressing 

support for the Bill, with a large majority nominating a particular language to be included amongst 

the priority languages envisaged in the Bill. 

Most submitters and the Ministry of Education agreed with the benefits of language learning at an 

early age, which this Bill seeks to promote. 

Benefits cited included improved long-term learning outcomes, cognitive and neurological benefits, 

better problem solving, improved social development, improved cultural competence and providing 

for greater cultural connectedness. 

The Bill proposes that a list of 10 priority languages be resourced, a list which must include te reo 

and sign language. It leaves the choice to the school as to which languages they choose to offer.  

The primary objection from a minority of submitters and from the Ministry is that the Bill would 

breach obligations under the Treaty of Waitangi, because it does not insist that the second language 

is te reo. 

The advice appears to be, ‘yes, learning another language is important, and New Zealand kids can 

learn any language they like, as long as it is te reo. 

As a departmental official put it, under the Bill ‘schools have an open-ended choice, rather than a 

guided choice’. Guided choice seems to be departmental speak for ‘no choice’.   

We strongly disagree with the Ministry’s assertion that the Bill would breach treaty obligations. 

The Bill does not remove the existing legislative requirement for school boards to give effect to Te 

Tiriti o Waitangi, including by taking “all reasonable steps to make instruction available in tikanga 

Māori and te reo Māori”. 

So if this Bill was passed, schools would still have to take “all reasonable steps to make instruction 

available in tikanga Māori and te reo Māori”. 

It does not mean, however, that all students must choose to study te reo in depth. 

The submissions reinforced what is obvious to all, that there is keen interest in a wide variety of 

languages in this country. 

At a time when disengagement is common place within our schools, particular languages have the 

potential to spark the interest of our kids, to have them wanting to learn. It may be the Punjabi, 

Samoan or Mandarin language does that for some kids, more than te reo, and we should allow them 

that choice. 



Secondly, the department advice insists: ‘In our view the Bill is so significant for Māori that 

enactment without full consultation with iwi, hapu and whanau Māori would be inconsistent with 

the Māori-Crown partnership and this of itself would be a Tiriti breach’.   

This advice seems to be ushering in a new constitutional understanding. It is saying that a Member’s 

Bill, introduced into Parliament in the normal way, open for public submissions (including, of course, 

from Māori groups) through the Select Committee process for months in the normal way, and then 

passed by Parliament would be a breach of the Treaty because of inadequate consultation.   

We reject that assertion. 

We agree with some amendments, proposed in the Departmental Report: 

Replacing references in clauses 3 and 4 to the Education Act 1989 with a reference to the Education 

and Training Act 2020. 

And an amendment to 60C to provide that boards of immersion and bilingual schools be exempt 

from the requirement to develop a priority language programme. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


