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Honourable Delegates, 

Welcome to the Model City Hall 2017 Education Committee. Education plays a fundamental role in 

shaping the future of society. The returns yielded by investments in education are immeasurable, yet 

students rarely have the opportunity to take ownership of their education on a systemic level. As such, it 

is our pleasure to welcome Robin Pilkey, Ross Parry, Tiffany Ford, and Shelley Laskin, the TDSB Chair of 

the Board, Executive Officer for Community Relations, Trustee for Ward 4, and Trustee for Ward 11 to 

connect education providers with the realities of student life. Our hope is that the participation of 

veteran TDSB administrators will enrich the debate between delegates and allow their resolutions to be 

considered for implementation. This will enable the Education Committee to not only be an exercise in 

thought, but play an active role in enhancing the education of TDSB students. Model City Hall has always 

strived to encourage youth involvement in municipal politics, and the Education Committee is the first 

instance of delegates being able to work directly with those partially responsible for the topics at hand. 

 

With that in mind, the Education Committee will be discussing the effects of implementing the new sex 

education curriculum and the allocation of special education resources amidst reduced funding from the 

government of Ontario. It is said that education is the cure to all social ills, making it necessary to 

explore the impact sex and special education has on human sexuality and mental health in the hopes of 

doing justice to such intricate and multifaceted issues. Although information on both topics is widely 

available, delegates will be challenged to interpret said information to form black and white opinions 

out of grey subject matter. Subtopics, such as the appropriate age to teach human sexuality, the 

integration of a progressive sex education curriculum with a traditional Catholic School Board, and the 

assimilation of special education students into regular classrooms will be analyzed familiarize delegates 

with the struggle of developing public education that meets the needs of all students. 

 

That being said, our experience has provided us with some advice for delegates to succeed. Starting with 

practical considerations, it is highly recommended to read background guides in advance, eat a filling 

breakfast, and get at least 8 hours of sleep the night before committee session. Additionally, notepads, 

quality stationery, and a laptop or mobile phone are essential to passing notes and writing resolutions. 

In terms of other considerations, Model City Hall, Parliament, and United Nations conferences are 

dependent on delegates speaking. Keep in mind that public speaking is difficult to master and delegates 

mess up all the time, a necessity in developing those skills. Furthermore, networking with others is 

crucial to forming resolutions and increasing leverage of favourable positions during the debate. Finally, 

the Education Committee is intended to be a learning experience, so be diligent without being too 

uptight. Good luck delegates! 

 

Sincerely, 

Theresa Nguyen and Lucas Wong, Education Committee Co-Chairs 
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Topic 1: Sex Education Curriculum 

On February 23rd, 2015, the government of Ontario revised its 16 year old sex education curriculum to 

address recent developments such as the earlier onset of puberty, the social normalization, and media 

proliferation of sexuality. Additionally, concepts such as sexual orientation, gender identity, and 

contraception were also introduced, causing controversy amongst many religious, recently immigrated, 

and socially conservative parents. Furthermore, when parental consultations were held, the 

respondents were handpicked by principals, the response rate was only 42%, and the curriculum hadn’t 

even been published yet, casting doubt on their validity.  

 

Specific concerns about the promotion of homosexual marriages, gender fluidity, and birth control over 

traditional marriages, gender rigidity, and abstinence or adoption were not addressed, bringing into 

question whether the curriculum represents public interests as opposed to a Liberal political agenda. 

Moreover, teachers are expected to teach the curriculum regardless of their personal beliefs, causing 

parents to pull an estimated 2000 students out of class and potentially compromising their education. 

As such, it is the Education Committee’s responsibility to strike a balance between addressing parental 

concerns and preventing the curriculum’s obsolescence. Delegates will have the opportunity to discuss 

contentious material, taking into account their personal sex education experiences to demonstrate the 

curriculum’s impact on students. This will equip delegates with the information necessary to think 

proactively and independently about sex education, empowering them to make life choices beneficial to 

their health and wellbeing.  

 

Students are first introduced to the new sex education curriculum in Grade 1 when they are taught the 

names of reproductive organs and the idea of consent. Many parents argue that Grade 1 students are 

too immature to use this information in a proper manner, understand its broader implications, and 

apply it to contemporary life. In Grade 2, students are taught stages of development, personal health, 

and discernment. Similar criticisms regarding the appropriateness of teaching 7-8 year old students 

about substance abuse and puberty have been expressed, given that teaching about substance abuse 

prematurely could provoke unwarranted curiosity into its usage and puberty usually occurs from ages 

10-14 in girls and 12-16 in boys.  

 

In Grade 3, students are taught the concept of gender identity, the notion that gender is a social 

construct distinct from biological sex. This is one of the most controversial aspects of the curriculum 

since medical professionals are still divided on whether or not transgenderism, the act of associating 

with a gender identity different from that of biological sex, is a beneficial to people’s health and 

wellbeing. Proponents of transgenderism assert that expressing an individual gender identity allows 

people to feel more comfortable in their own skin while its detractors label it as gender dysphoria, a 

disorder resulting from flawed perceptions of each gender and sexual confusion.  

 

Many transgender individuals undergo hormone therapy or sex reassignment surgery, both of which are 

controversial procedures since there are few studies on their long term health effects. A study in the 

European Journal of Endocrinology concluded that Male to Female (MtF) hormone therapy may increase 

the risk of cardiovascular death while Female to Male (FtM) hormone therapy seemed safe. However, 

another study in the Public Library of Science concluded that there were increased mortality and suicide 

rates for SRS patients. Furthermore, a University of Birmingham review of international medical studies  
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concluded that there is no correlation between SRS and gender satisfaction. Nonetheless, the lack of 

general consensus between medical professionals on transgenderism, gender identity, and dysphoria 

casts doubt upon the information taught by the curriculum.  

 

Grade 3 also introduces students to homosexuality and same sex marriage, practices prohibited by 

major religions such as Christianity, Islam, and Judaism. Most denominations of the aforementioned 

religions believe that homosexuality challenges the family structure put into place by God and that men 

and women have individual characteristics that only reflect the full character of God when joined 

together in marriage. As such, many followers of these religions take issue with the curriculum equating 

traditional and alternative family structures and view it as an infringement on the right to religious 

freedom within a secular public education system. This is amplified by the fact that Grade 3 students are 

not mature enough to form their own opinions on sexuality and marriage without being influenced by 

parents, teachers, and other sources of information.  

 

In Grade 4, students are taught dating and romantic relationships. Again, the ability of Grade 4 students 

to maintain a healthy and supportive relationship without losing their focus on school and other forms 

of self-development is subject to dispute. The concerns regarding information about sexuality being 

presented prematurely continue into Grade 6, when students are taught about vaginal lubrication and 

masturbation. Similarly, the notion of encouraging 11-12 year old students to explore their own body 

and sexuality 4-5 years before reaching the age of consent is a point of contention. This is especially 

problematic for the Catholic School Board, since Catholicism considers masturbation to be a sin that 

compromises the sanctity of marriage. 

 

Grade 7 introduces students to safe sex and STI prevention. However, problems arose when the 

curriculum did not distinguish between oral, vaginal, and anal intercourse, the latter being the riskiest 

for STI transmission. In the minds of many parents, this sought to normalize sexual activities often 

practiced by those within the LGBT community, prompting them to accuse the curriculum of prioritizing 

social activism over student health and wellbeing. Establishing guidelines for safe sex continue into 

Grade 8, when students are taught to plan out their sexual activity and carry a condom with them if they 

expect to be having sex.  

 

Once again, parents worry that teaching students prematurely about sexual activities will pressure them 

into being sexually active before the age of consent. This is exasperated by the alleged involvement of 

Benjamin Levin in writing the new sex education curriculum, the former Deputy Education Minister who 

was convicted of child pornography. Although the Liberal government denies his involvement, Freedom 

of Information requests to confidential emails and memos have proven otherwise, leveraging criticisms 

that students are taught certain concepts prematurely while further alienating parents from the 

curriculum.  
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Sex Education Curriculum: Topics by Grade  

Grade Key Concepts 

1 Body parts, senses and functions, hygienic procedures 

2 Stages of development, oral health (e.g., brushing, flossing, visits to dentist) 

3 Healthy relationships, physical and emotional development, visible/invisible differences, 
respect 

4 Puberty and changes; emotional, social impact, personal hygiene and care 

5 Reproductive system, emotional, interpersonal stresses in puberty 

6 Development of understanding of self, understanding puberty changes, healthy relationships 
Decision-making in relationships, stereotypes and assumptions – impacts and strategies for 
responding 

7 Delaying sexual activity, sexually transmitted infections (STIs) and pregnancy prevention, 
sexual health and decision-making, relationship changes at puberty 

8 Decisions about sexual activity, gender identity, sexual orientation, understanding of self, 
decision-making, contraception, relationships and intimacy 

9 Preventing pregnancy and STIs, factors affecting gender identity and sexual orientation, 
relationships, thinking ahead about sexual health, consent, personal limits 

10 Decision-making, communication, healthy sexuality, misconceptions relating to sexuality, 
relationships – effects on self and others 

11 Mental illness, addictions – causes, manifestations, effects on personal health and well-being, 
reproductive and sexual health; proactive health measures, skills for dealing with stressful 
situations, mental illness, reducing stigma 

12 Skills and strategies for evolving relationships, identifying personal aptitudes and interests; 
developing life plans, maintaining health and well-being when independent, bias and 
stereotyping in media portrayal of relationships 

 

Topic 2: Special Education 
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During the 2015-16 school year, the government of Ontario introduced a new special education funding 

formula that forced the Toronto District School Board (TDSB) to lay off 50 special education workers 

during the 2016-17 school year. Likewise, the Toronto Catholic District School Board (TCDSB) was forced 

to lay off 56 education assistants despite the demand for special education rising to 17% and 22% for 

elementary and high school students.  To make matters worse, some principals have recommended that 

special education students stay home since staff are unavailable. Alternately, some special education 

students are now faced with the ultimatum of switching schools or into a regular academic program, 

causing parents to wonder why more vulnerable students are receiving the short end of the stick.  

 

Special education’s rise to prominence in light of increased parental concerns and media coverage have 

also resulted in its politicization. Seeing that the TDSB and TCDSB have projected $16.5 million and $15.3 

million deficits and have spent $25 million and $22.4 million on top of what Ontario Ministry of 

Education provides for special education, much of the blame has fallen on the government of Ontario. 

This was amplified by the Liberal government’s promise during the 2014 Ontario Election to keep public 

sector jobs such as those held by special education workers and education assistants. Furthermore, 

Premier Kathleen Wynne previously stated that her disapproval of education cuts under Premier Mike 

Harris inspired her to join politics, making her approval of special education cuts hypocritical. As such, 

delegates will have the opportunity to speak on the importance of these programs and plan strategies to 

effectively allocate resources for special education throughout the TDSB. 

 

The first part of the special education process is individual assessment and diagnostics, something that 

usually takes place in Kindergarten. Special education students are identified through testing and by 

other individuals through a referral. For instance, students with physical disabilities such as muscular 

dystrophy and cerebral palsy would be referred by a physician. Similarly, students with behavioural 

issues such as anger management and defiance of authority would be referred by a social worker. 

Likewise, students with more serious conditions such as such as autism or Attention Deficit Disorder 

(ADHD) would be referred by a psychiatrist. Recommendations put forward by medical professionals 

through these referrals are then taken into consideration by special education staff and implemented to 

the best of their ability. 

 

This often takes shape in the form of an Individual Education Plan (IEP) which specifies accommodations 

for each special education student. With enough resources at their disposal, special education staff can 

provide anything from accessible transportation, wheel chair ramps, and elevators to laptop usage, 

more time on assessments, and curriculum modifications. Additionally, there are specialized programs 

for students with hearing disabilities, autism, or even giftedness to immerse them into better learning 

environments. However, these programs come at a cost and further special education cuts could result 

in their cancellation. Consequently, the coexistence of special education that protects the interests of a 

small minority with public education that caters to the majority is threatened, further marginalizing the 

small minority of special education students.   
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