
ANGLAIS IENA 2017 CD 1 - Dialogue 10 Grammar schools  ECT2 27/11-07/12/17 

A You went to a grammar school, didn't you Kathleen? 

B Yes, I had to take an exam at the age of eleven to get in. And it was a grammar school for girls only as well. My parents were 

delighted that I didn't end up in the local secondary modern school, where all the less academic children went. 

A So you'll probably welcome Theresa May's plans to allow the creation of new grammar schools and to let existing schools 

become grammars, ending a ban that's been in place since 1998... 

B Yes, I'm all in favour. For far too long we've tolerated an arbitrary rule preventing selective schools from being established, 

which means sacrificing children's potential because of dogma and ideology. I believe the Prime Minister told Conservative MPs 

that she wants an "element of selection" for a "twenty-first century education system". 

A But weren't comprehensive schools supposed to solve the problem of inequality by abolishing the two-tier education system 

and ensuring that all children had the same opportunities? 

B That was the idea, but the truth is that even with comprehensive schools, we still have selection in our system. It's not 

selection on intelligence, it's selection by wealth, selection by house price. That's simply unfair. 

A You mean that the better-off parents who live in more expensive areas are able to send their children to better schools? 

B Exactly. Research published this week suggests that parents in England face paying a premium of fifty-three thousand pounds 

for their family to live near a top-performing state school. I want to see a school system which promotes social mobility and 

makes this country a true meritocracy. 

A I agree that the current education system is failing many children who come from less privileged backgrounds, but I'm not sure 

that the reintroduction of an elitist system from the last century is the answer. And I'm sure Theresa May's move to expand 

grammar schools is likely to prove controversial with Conservative modernisers, as well as teaching unions and education 

campaigners, not to mention a majority of parents. After all, David Cameron said in 2007 that he considered the debate on 

grammar schools to be "pointless", because "parents fundamentally don't want their children divided into sheep and goats at 

the age of eleven". 

B David Cameron was wrong about a lot of things. Just look at what happened with the EU referendum. In any case, Theresa 

May has said selective schools could make the education system more inclusive. As poor children tend to be under-represented 

in existing grammar schools, she's promised to consult on ways to mitigate the risk that they're relegated to inferior, non-

grammar schools as selection is expanded. 

A And how exactly does she plan to achieve that? 

B For a start, by obliging new selective schools to take a minimum proportion of pupils from lower income households and by 

requiring new non-selective free schools to be established in areas with a high density of lower income households. It's all about 

encouraging social mobility. We have to find a way of allowing bright students whose parents cannot afford to pay for education 

to learn with others of similar ability. 

A That's a fine objective, but there's no evidence that a comprehensive school system delivers worse results overall. On the 

other hand, there is conclusive evidence that selective systems are worse for poor children. The reality is that the top end of 

British secondary education is not at all bad. It's the bottom that's terrible. And I don't think the return of grammar schools is 

going to fix that, whatever Theresa May says. OK, a number of children from poorer families might be lucky enough to be 

admitted to a grammar school, but the majority will have to make do with a second-rate education. 

B So what should we be doing? 

A We should be putting more resources into raising the general level of all our schools and not encouraging a system that 

favours children from wealthy families. The chairman of the Social Mobility and Child Poverty Commission has said that pupils at 

selective schools are four to five times more likely to come from independent prep schools than from disadvantaged 

backgrounds. 

B Well, Margaret Thatcher was 'just' a grocer's daughter, but she went to a grammar school and look where it got her. 

Outline 

As UK Prime Minister Theresa May looks poised to give the green light to a new generation of grammar schools in England, the 

two speakers discuss the pros and cons of selective education. One speaker agrees with Theresa May's belief that grammar 

schools are a means of furthering social mobility by allowing children from poor backgrounds to get into the best schools, unlike 

the current system which favours those families which can afford to live in areas with good schools. However, the other speaker 

disagrees and sees grammar schools as outmoded, elitist and unfair: the priority should be to raise the educational standards of 

all schools, not just the select few. 

Questions 

I. How does the British secondary education system compare with the one in your home country? 

2. What can be done to raise academic standards in schools? 

3. What are the pros and cons of the education system in which you have been educated? 

4. What changes do you think we will see in education over the next ten years? 


