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INTRODUCTION

Uwe Romeike and his wife, Hannelore (hereafter “Mrs. Romeike”), are German parents
who have chosen to homeschool their children for religious and conscientious reasons.
Homeschooling, however, is more than a personal educational choice; those who choose to
homeschool are members of one of the most significant social movements of the late twentieth
and early twenty-first centuries.

“Home schooling is . . . a social movement, with a rich history and elaborate
organizational apparatus,” says American sociologist Mitchell Stevens in his book, Kingdom of
Children." “[H]ome schooling is not a random collection of individuals but an elaborate social
movement with its own celebrities, networks, and characteristic ijeways.”?'

In other words, “homeschoolers,” as members of this movement call themselves, are
members of a “particular social group” in the vernacular of United States immigration law. Uwe
and Mrs. Romeike are unquestionably members of this particular social group.

Homeschooling is a legal educational option in every major western country except
Germany.’ In scores of cases, the German courts have noted that children who have been
homeschooled are bright and well educated. According to the German Courts, however, this is
irrelevant. The German Federal Constitutional Court has explicitly held that Germany is entitled
to forbid homeschooling precisely because “homeschoolers” represent a particular social group it
may legitimately suppress.*

In the 2003 Konrad case, the German Federal Constitutional Court reasoned that
Germany may legitimately suppress the homeschooling movement because “[t]he general public
has a justified interest in counteracting the development of religiously or philosophically
motivated ‘parallel societies’ and in integrating minorities in this area.”

Members of the homeschooling movement in Germany are fined exorbitantly. Their
wages are garnished and homes and property seized. Their children are taken away from them by
the state, and some parents ar¢ cven incarcerated. This excessive, pervasive, and targeted
treatment goes beyond mere prosecution; it is persecution of members of a particular social
group justified by what the German Court described as “counteracting the development of
religiously or philosophically motivated ‘parallel societies.””

United Nations Special Rapporteur Werner Munoz writes that “[t]he promotion and
development of a system of public, government-finded education should not entail the
suppression of forms of education that do not require attendance at a school. In this context, the

! Mitchell Stevens, Kingdom of Children, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ (2001), 4.

2 Id, introduction.

? See http://www.effe-eu.org/effe2/index.php?atlas (site has English language available — click on UK flag
for English language); see also Affidavit of Michael P. Donnelly, Esq., paragraph 15, Tab J, p. 415; see also
Wikipedia entry, Tab E, page 120.

* In the case relating to the constitutional complaint of Mr. Konrad, German Federal Constitutional Court
(1 BvR 436/03, decided 04/29/03), Tab H, p. 256.

3 Id. (emphasis added).

® Id. at paragraph bb.
































































