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ABSTRLCT

The Concepts of 'Equality' and 'Centralization' and some
of their implications in the New Zealand Education System.

SECTICN A: Egalitarianism in New Zealand Education

This section sketches the development of the New
Zealand statement of equality of educational
opportunity, from its beginnings in England to
pre-frovincial New Zealand, the several developments
in the rrovincial period, tnrough the first national
education system till the present day. The nmajor
relationship with Centralization is pointed out and
a New Zealand definition of the concept is made.

SECTION B: Centrslization in Zducation in New Zealand

The develcpment in historical terms, © ﬂawds a
strongly centralised QEZLTCEG_U, op

fact of centrsl Tunding is shown, ast and present
problems associated with centralization are pointed
out. The administrative system is discussed and
the theory of ccntr¢lizhtlcn as it relctes to Lew
Zealand sducaticn 1s exemined.
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SHOTICH C: An Exemination of some Concepts of the
Fepalitarian Fringiple

The section begins with an analysis of Ieter's
concept of eguality. There follows a comparison
with that concept expressed by Lieberman and the
section concludes with an examination of the
concept in terms of New Zealand education.

SECTICN D: Some Problems Associated with 'Egquality’
and 'Centralization'

In this section, the way the two concepts are seen
to work in New Zealand education is examined.
Examples are cited which indicate their shortcomings
as a basis for an education system. A plea is made
for an examination of princirles upon which it might
be possible to base llew Zealand education.
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Figure 1
Figure 2
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