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Home Schools
Are They l-egal?
How Should you Relate to Them?
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activity
hasaccomplish0d
thegoalof homeschool
acjvo_
en0ught0 resisl,peer prcssurcand arc thoroughly cates:TheNorthCarolina,
Arkansas,
anrlNewMexico
grounded
in theirpafents'
theological
beliefs
andworlri stat,utits
al issu0in thccascs
mentioned
abovchavcall
vicw.Thcreforc,
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Parents'
Rights
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to parn dencdbythestateregulation?
Thecourtfoundthat[he
recognition
fora supposed
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