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Victoria Turnbull
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Dear Victoria

REQUEST FOR THE ERO 2016 RURU SPECIALIST SCHOOT TO BE WITHDRAWN

Thanl( you for your email and {etter dated 21 August 2019 to Ju lie Burford, Education Review Office

which has been referred to me for reply.

You have asked that the 2016 ERO report for Ruru Specialist School be withdrawn.

I refer you to my letter of 10 October 2016, copy attached, and my comrnents in that letter apply to
your request. I am therefore unable to agree to your request.

Yours sincerely

Jeremy France
Deputy Chief Executive Corporate Services

Education Review Office I Te Tari Arotake Metauranga
National Office I Tari Matua

Ko te Tamail te Pitake o te Kaupapa
The Child - the Heaft of lhe Matter

12 September 20L9
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Dear Callunr and Victoria Turnbull.

Please find ERO's response to your questions under the Official lnforrnatjon Act below

Each answer is preceded by your question
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During the 20A2, 20A6,2009. and 2A16. ERO revievts oFRunl Speciaii.st School hacl
ERO Review afficers reviewing lhe schoal. viewed/inspected the seclLtsian roam at
Ruru Specialist School? (Plan attached)

ERO s role under the Education Aet 1989 is to review the performance of schools in the
delivery of the NZ Curriculurn. ERO did not viewlinspect lhe "seclusion room" in 2002, 2000
and 2009. i attach a copy of the 2002, 2006, and 2009 ERO reports for your reference.
During the April 201 6 review. the review team sighted the room you refer to. lt is completely
refurbished, the door removed and in use as a sensory room for individual siuder-rts.

During the 20A2. 20A6, 2009 and 2016, ERO reviews of Rrrru Specla/ist School had
ERO Review afficers reviewing the school. reviewed ail documentation relating to
the seclusion room's usage, sysleins ard procedures? lf so. wlry has ERa never
repafted specifically ta the schaol community?

ERO did not vieMinspect the docu,.nentation relatlng to the "seclusjon room" 
'n 

2002. 2006
and 2009. There was no reason to do so. ERO had no informatlon that the room was being
used for seclusion. Asparlof theApril 2016 review, the review team looked at all
docurnentalion in relation to secludinq studenis.

Did ERA questian Ruru Specialrsf School Board af Ttustees why they withheld the
lnvestigation Repoi commissianed by the l',|tnistry of Education 2015 tlurinq the
2alSreviewof the school? lf so. vthatwasthe Board of Iruslees response lo lhls
question? lf rtot, why was thrs queslbn never asked?

This quesiion was addressed by Graham Randell ln his email to you of 7 July 20'15. At the
tinre of the 2015 ERO revievJ, since set aside, ERO was not aware of the report
commissioned by the [4inistry of Education. ln his letter, Grahan: invited to you to ask this
question of the Board. The Board's response to the 20'16 ERO team was that the school had
just received the h4inistry repori arrd wanted time to consider its contents.



When was ERO first aware that the seclusion roon at Ruru SpeclairSt Schoo/ was l/')

fact a small storeroam?

ERO was not aware of there being a "seclusion roonr'.

Haw many New Zealand Schaols operate a seclusian raotn? Please provtde ratia.

Haw many Specra/ Neec/s/Speclallst Schoo/s aperate a seclusion room? Piease
provide ratio.

ERO has transferred your questions under bullet points 5 and 6 to the [,linistry of Education
as the information requesled is nrore closely connected with the functions of the lr4OE. You
will hear furlher from the l\.4OE concerning your request for this information.

Has ERO evet rcparted specifically otl,school's sec/uslo n roorns ifi ERA Repafis?

ERO reviews do not focus specifically on schools' "secluslon rooms" to the best of my
knowledge. To be definitive about this would take a substantial amount of time and
resources.

You mention in your letter that'it is extremely concerning that the 2016 ERO repoir makes
no mention of the Police investigatron. The Police have informed ERO thal no investigatlon
wa6 underway at the time of the Apri{ 2016 review and, while il has since been reactivated.
lhe nvestrgation is:nto h;sloric iss-ies

ln conclusion, I note that ihe h,'linistry of Education is soon to release national guidelines on
GLtidance far New Zealand Schools on the l\.4ininisatiotl of Physical Restraint and
h ansitianal Guidance as we work tawards the Elimination of Seciusion in New Zealand
Schools.

YoLlrs sincerely

Jeremy France
Deputy Chief Executive Corporale Services
Edueation Review Office lTe Tari Arotake Matauranga
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