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EDUCATION REFORMS 
Motion 

HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [11.03 am] — without notice: I move — 

That this house recognises the significant reforms introduced in the education portfolio in Western 
Australia in 2015. 

I was just wondering, as non-government business wound up early and because this is such a massive topic and 
we have so much to talk about in this wonderful area, do we get that extra time added onto private members’ 
business? 

The PRESIDENT: That is wishful thinking! No. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: It is always worth asking! I will not waste the 15 minutes I have. 

Before I start, this debate is about education, so let us all use our nice manners with each other, and if members 
cannot stop themselves from interjecting, I suggest that they put their hands on their head or their fingers on their 
lips, because it is my turn! 

We all know the saying “If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it”. Everyone has used that saying sometime in their life. 
When we came to government in 2008, one of the things that was incredibly broken was the education system in 
this state. Over the six years that we have been in government, we have fixed it. Certainly, 2015 will go down in 
the history of this state as the year when the most massive reforms took place all in one go. Nobody likes change. 
As human beings, we all tend to get into our comfort zones and feel very happy with the way life goes along and 
we do not like too much change. There is no doubt that as we moved towards the massive changes that have 
been introduced in the education sector this year, there was some anxiety throughout the sector, the Department 
of Education and schools and from parents and students, especially those youngsters who have transitioned from 
primary school to year 7 in high school. Everyone was feeling a little nervous. But now that the school year is 
well and truly underway, we can say that 2015 has seen incredibly significant changes. The topics that a number 
of members will touch on today will of course include the student-centred funding model, the expansion of the 
independent public schools initiative, the transition of year 7 students to secondary school, the changes to the 
Western Australian Certificate of Education, the implementation of the Australian curriculum and the expansion 
of child and parent centres. A huge range of things have changed in that sector, as we know. 

I have had discussions with the Minister for Education, Hon Peter Collier, who is doing an amazing job. As has 
been said on more than one occasion, we think he has chalk rather than blood running through his veins, having 
been in that sector for a number of years prior to coming to this place. It is certainly a topic that is very dear to 
his heart, and that is evident in the way he has wholeheartedly embraced and introduced these changes. He has 
been to at least 12 schools since the beginning of the school year and it is only the third week now. The message 
that is coming through loud and clear from the entire sector is that this is the most seamless beginning to any 
new school year that any of the schools have seen. Credit goes to all those people who came together to ensure 
that the massive changes that were brought about happened in that way. It is not terribly often that members of 
Parliament pay tribute to the departments and the bureaucrats for the efforts they make, but I want to go on the 
record today and say that the director general of the Department of Education, Sharyn O’Neill, her staff at the 
department and the minister, who obviously worked so well as a team, have done a fantastic job in ensuring that 
these changes have been implemented in the most significant way. 

Firstly, I want to touch on the student-centred funding model. We all know that there was some angst at the end 
of last year when people were trying to work out, under the new funding model, what they would be allocated in 
the following year. It was very hard to tell people exactly what they would receive until we knew how many 
students would go to each school, because the model is exactly as it says—a student-centred funding model. In 
the years of the previous Labor government, we saw the parlous state of funding for capital infrastructure alone. 
I know that one of my colleagues will expand on this issue. In the years of the Labor government, the 
infrastructure spend was $1.5 billion. Under our government, it has been $3.5 billion. That is a difference of 
$2 billion in capital spending, let alone recurrent spending, which we know has gone up massively in the time 
that we have been on the government benches.  

As I said, “if it ain’t broke, don’t fix it”, but the funding certainly was broke. What had happened over the years 
was that the funding had been done through sweetheart deals and no-one knew why schools were getting funded 
for certain things. Historically, they were getting funding for X, Y and Z but even though circumstances had 
changed, the funding stayed with the school. That resulted in massive inequities in the way funding was given. 
Members know that the student-centred funding model was put into place as a result of the Teese report. We 
now see that model in action. People talked about massive funding cuts to schools and said they would not be 
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getting this or that, but they must realise that this model has changed things drastically. For instance, people have 
said that primary schools will get less money; and, of course, they will get less money in their overall budget, 
because year 7 students will no longer be at primary school as they are transitioning to high school. However, 
when members look at the amount of money spent per child, they will see that has gone up; it is amazingly more 
funding. We also know that funding to primary schools has shifted. We know through research that has been 
done that we need to put more emphasis in the early years on literacy, numeracy and science to ensure that as 
those children move through the system, they will be better equipped to enter high school in the later years.  

Under the student-centred funding model, 539 schools will receive more funding than under the old model. The 
student-centred funding model is quite a simple formula, which is based on only four or five categories. Every 
school is allocated the base level of funding for each student, from kindergarten right through to year 12, 
regardless of where students live or what school they attend. Then we have school characteristic funding, which 
is based on locality—remote and regional areas. I know that my colleague Hon Jacqui Boydell will make a 
contribution in this place and she will talk more about what is happening in remote and regional areas; some very 
interesting statistics will come through there. The third characteristic is student characteristic funding, which has 
the subcategories of Aboriginality, disability, social disadvantage and English as an additional language. If a 
child falls into that category, they will receive additional funding. The funding looks at the person as a whole and 
treats the child as they should be treated. If the child needs the funding, it will go to that child. In the past, we 
heard examples of funding inequity. For instance, a high school in Perth had over the years a large migrant 
population, and as was right at that time there was a necessity to have a number of teachers who taught English 
as a second language. Over the years, although the migrant population in that area diminished greatly, that high 
school still had up to 15 teachers who had been allocated as English as a second language teachers. Of course, 
any school that has those resources will have deployed those teachers into other areas. Bringing education 
funding back to a student-centred funding model is the equitable thing to do. We now see that schools are 
flourishing under this model.  

The fourth characteristic under the student-centred funding model is targeted initiatives, such as gifted and 
talented, vocational education and training, national partnerships, and also teacher training. I could not make a 
speech about education without talking about the wonderful Ashdale Secondary College, where I am the 
chairman of the board and my son is now in year 12 and our principal, Carol Strauss, was the leading educator of 
the year and it had the beginning teacher of the year at that school as well. Ashdale Secondary College is now a 
teacher training school, for which it receives extra funding, having taken on that targeted initiative. There were 
some changes to funding in high schools, and it seemed that some schools would miss out, so the government 
made a commitment about limiting the amount that their funding would be diminished to $250 000 over the 
four years in the forward estimates. Provision was also made that if any school found itself in a position that that 
small loss of expected funding created hardship and they were not able to cope with that decrease in funding, the 
department would then consider some hardship provisions for them and make top-up funding available. I do not 
have statistics on how much that has cost the government or how many of those applications it has processed 
because, actually, there are none. No applications are being processed at the Department of Education because 
not one school in this state has gone to the department and said it cannot manage under this student-centred 
funding model. Every school has started the school year and they have all been able to work well within their 
new budgets. The model is working well for their computer systems; it is literally a plug-in computer system. 
Schools have come to realise that it is an entirely different model from what they had used previously. So much 
for all the dieticians of doom, as the Minister for Education described them last year, who came out and said our 
education system was in a parlous state and schools would not be able to cope and this would not happen and 
that would not happen. Members will not have read anything in the papers about this, because there is nothing to 
report—except to say it is all good news on that front.  

This government put a teacher in front of every classroom at the beginning of the school year, which is 
something the Labor Party was not able to say when it was in government. There were a number of years in 
which the Labor government was not able to put a teacher in front of every class.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: That is a lie and you know it!  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: We can hear from the failed education minister later. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Members! Order! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! One at a time.  
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Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Fingers on the lips, hands on the heads over there, please! Failed education ministers stand 
behind me!  

We have seen what is happening with independent public schools. Western Australia is the only state in which 
this has ever happened: we have seen a growth in the public school sector compared with the private school 
sector, not only in student numbers but also students wanting to come to independent public schools. When that 
scheme was first introduced, people said it would be really difficult and they did not know how it would operate 
or whether public schools could manage. Every school that has signed up to be an independent public school is 
thriving. They love that system; they think it is working perfectly and eventually every school in the state will be 
given the opportunity to move into that sector. We can see that it brings nothing but good news in the education 
system. I again refer to Ashdale Secondary College, which is a specialist science and technology school. I 
attended the opening of the new buildings for year 7. On that point, the government built 29 new buildings this 
year to cope with the transition of year 7 students into high school. That includes extensions to existing schools 
and five brand-new schools. All of those extensions were completed on time and, in a lot of cases, under budget. 
The new extensions at Ashdale Secondary College were opened the other day. It is absolutely marvellous seeing 
the facilities that are available to students there under the independent public school model. As part of the 
commitment that the Liberal Party made at the last election, it promised it would develop programs to assist 
schools if they had problems, and a great team of people are doing that. Communities have got on board with the 
concept of independent public schools, and those schools are thriving. Schools are engaging with their 
communities. The government provides training for people on school boards. They all love what the government 
is doing in education.  

We could talk about so much in this area and I think we should have a whole day, in fact, to talk about what the 
government is doing in education. This government is to be congratulated. This minister is to be congratulated. 
The department is to be congratulated. Above all, our schools and teachers who do such a marvellous job are to 
be congratulated.  

Visitors — Royal Gala Tours 
THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Just before I call the next member, can I welcome into the public 
gallery of the Legislative Council a Royal Gala tour, I believe, from the south west. Welcome to the Legislative 
Council. 

Members: Hear, hear! 

Debate Resumed 
HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [11.20 am]: I add my welcome to 
our guests in the gallery today. 

I want to thank Hon Liz Behjat for raising this issue, because it gives me the opportunity to talk about the 
conversations I have had after school with parents of children in a number of primary schools in my electorate in 
weeks one and two of the 2015 school year. Some of them raised the year 7 transition with me, but the 
overwhelming majority of the conversations that they had with me were about their disapproval of the cuts to 
their local schools. These parents are really proud of their local schools, and they do not agree with cutting 
frontline school services. We have some of the very best public schools in the southern suburbs; not just public 
schools, but some of the best schools in Western Australia are in the southern suburbs. The parents are really 
dumbfounded that the government would make it harder for those schools to stay as good as they are. 

The real reason Hon Liz Behjat and her colleagues feel it necessary to talk up what is happening in schools is 
that this issue is hurting them out in the community. It is hurting them most in the seats in which they need to 
work hardest to hold government in 2017. Everyone in this place knows that each political party does political 
research, and if I know what our party’s political research is saying, then I know what the government party’s 
political research is saying, because we all get the same messages. We might from time to time ask slightly 
different questions and use slightly different methodologies, but if we are all asking questions about the issues 
that people are worried about, and if I know what our party’s research is telling us, I know what the government 
party’s research is telling them. Members opposite know that this issue is hurting them out in the community. 

I invite members opposite to take the speeches that Hon Liz Behjat has said a number of them will make and 
send them to their P&Cs, particularly in the most marginal electorates for which they have responsibility, and 
invite their feedback on the comments the members have made in their speeches today. I invite members 
opposite to do that, and then we will come back and have the motion debated again to see how they went. 

Why is this issue hurting the government in the electorates? It is because of the cuts that started from 1 July 
2013. First of all, there was the nonsense that this was all about transition to a new funding model, and that there 
would be no cuts to school staffing. There was a failed attempt to convince parents that it was really all about 
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teachers’ pay, a sneaky way of telling parents half-truths, a failure to reveal the whole list of budget adjustments 
this year, and publication of a list of the so-called rich schools in Western Australia that were hoarding money—
like that really rich school, Roebourne District High School. Then there was the cutting of jobs in schools—
hundreds of education assistants. What the government did not realise at the time was that parents know the 
valuable role that education assistants play in classrooms. One of the minister’s key lines, and we have heard it 
repeated by Hon Liz Behjat today, is that there is a teacher in front of every classroom. This is true, but what is 
not in every classroom now is an education assistant to make sure that that teacher can actually teach, and not 
have to deal with the myriad other things that education assistants do to ensure that teachers are able to do the 
job that they are paid for—that is, to teach. 

The government has piled all the changes being introduced in 2015 on top of a system that has had its guts 
ripped out by the cuts the government has made. The government could not have planned it to be done in a more 
stressful environment for schools. There is confusion today. We are in week three. 

Hon Liz Behjat interjected. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I did not interrupt Hon Liz Behjat. 

We are in week three of 2015, and there is confusion and very real concern right now that the student-centred 
funding model is not taking account of the kind of churn that schools experience and, because it is calibrated so 
tightly, is not able to take account of the enrolments that come in after the census date. That is happening in 
schools right now, because the census date was last week. There is real concern right now amongst parents of 
students with a disability and principals in schools with students with a disability about exactly how much 
money they will get under the student-centred funding model. There is real concern; it is happening right now. 
Those parents are ringing me, and I am talking to schools and they are telling me about their concern about that. 

It is no wonder the government has to come in here and try to talk it up—to convince itself that it does not have a 
problem in schools when it is a very real problem. It is such a big problem that not even the $2 million ads have 
managed to cut through and convince people that the cuts have not had an impact on schools, apart from the fact 
that the ads distract me and I nearly have a car accident every time I see one on the back of a bus or on one of 
those billboards. Maybe the whole campaign was designed to distract me while I am driving in the car, but it has 
had no real cut-through with parents—none—because parents can see what is happening in their schools. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Liz Behjat, I am sure, would want the same rules applied to every other member 
as she insisted on being applied when she was speaking—that is, one person on their feet at a time. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: No wonder members opposite want to come in here and talk it up, because out there on the 
front line in schools parents are really concerned about the cuts the government has imposed that have impacted 
upon them. They know what is going on in their schools. P&Cs are making decisions about raising money to 
fund things they have never had to fund before. Parents are getting letters at home from the P&Cs saying they 
are having to allocate extra money this year to top up a range of things that they have never had to top up before. 
Parents know that two years ago in school music they had a choice of two musical instruments and that this year 
they have only one musical instrument. Parents know that the things that were covered in school budgets two 
years ago are no longer covered. They get the letters at home; they see less choice in the subjects. They see, for 
example, that the ethnic education assistant is no longer available in a classroom, and they see that the 
Aboriginal and Islander education officer is no longer in the school to assist them. They see that the education 
assistants are no longer in the classroom to assist the teacher to do the job that the teacher is paid to do. They can 
see all of that. The most recent email I received was this morning, from a mother who could not believe that she 
had received a letter home from the school asking her to add soap, paper towels and tea towels to the list of 
things that she has to buy for school. That is what the parents at this school were asked to pay for—essential 
educational tools for schools that schools cannot afford to buy. 

What are the lines we get in response from the government? The first one, which goes down a real treat when I 
remind people of what the minister says, is that schools are getting what they deserve. I hope the minister keeps 
using that language, because he could not be more offensive to schools if he tried. The second one, and 
Hon Liz Behjat repeated it today herself, is that the system is all about fixing the massive array of sweetheart 
deals that were in place. I am not sure what the implication is; perhaps it is referring to some kind of corruption 
or hidden, secret deals. 

Hon Liz Behjat: You work it out. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: The member should keep using that language, and send it in the letters that she sends to 
her P&Cs when she tells them what she talked about today, and see how it goes down. See what the principal 
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says, sitting at the P&C meeting, when they are trying to explain what is meant by the sweetheart deals and what 
they think about the language she uses when she tells us that schools are getting what they deserve. The member 
should keep talking like that, because it is going down a treat. At some point, I expect the language to change—
Hon Liz Behjat nearly got there today—to, “Actually, this is all Labor’s fault.” 

Hon Liz Behjat: We fixed it. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Fixed it? Is that what the member thinks the government has done? The member should 
keep telling them that as well. Members opposite should write in their letters to their P&Cs when they send their 
speeches out today that they fixed funding in schools. Please write that! I particularly invite members opposite to 
send that to parents in Riverton, because that kind of language is going down a treat. They have been saying to 
me consistently, particularly in the last two weeks when I have met with them after school—I think it was 11 
schools in the end—that they see that the government is cutting jobs, cutting funding and cutting the number of 
education assistants in schools, and they do not think it is reasonable. They see that the government is cutting 
frontline services in schools in a way they have never been cut before and that it is having an impact in the class 
room. They find it unacceptable. They are deeply distressed by it and think the government is undermining 
public education by doing it. That is why they are so concerned. I get why the government has to bring this 
motion in here: its message is not getting out there.  

HON JACQUI BOYDELL (Mining and Pastoral) [11.30 am]: Before I start, I want to clarify the National 
Party position on some of the comments Hon Sue Ellery made about party research. I can assure her that we are 
not doing any because we do not have enough money to do any, unlike the Labor Party might have. I would be 
interested in its members’ response, though. In researching what people think of this issue, we are speaking to 
our constituents. That is how we know that this education reform is good policy. Unlike members opposite, who 
might be undertaking party research, we are out there talking to the people who it is affecting.  

Hon Sue Ellery: How do you think you do party research?  

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: That is why those policy decisions have been made—for the right reasons. I am a 
bit offended about the slur on Roebourne District High School. It is doing an absolutely outstanding job.  

Hon Sue Ellery: It is, but you can’t compare it to a rich school. I visited them.  

The PRESIDENT: Order, order! The rules are the same for everyone. One member gets the chance to speak in 
their place and put their point of view and other members also get their chance, but only in turn.  

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: Thank you, Mr President. I, too, have been to Roebourne District High School 
many times. It does an outstanding job under some challenging circumstances, and it is a school I love to visit. I 
thank Hon Liz Behjat for bringing the motion to the house today. Indeed, it is an important motion to bring to the 
house at the start of the school year. This is a very significant stage in the education reform process in Western 
Australia; it is a poignant time to have this debate today, so I thank you.  

The other reason it is important we have these debates in the house is that a series of counter messages has been 
delivered in the community intended to create alarm and fear among parents and students about the future of 
education in Western Australia. As leaders in our communities, I think that is not the right thing for members of 
this house to do. The right thing is to create a position of confidence for parents, schools and students to move 
forward with this education reform process. It is unfortunate that that scaremongering has gone on in the 
community because there is no way that a responsible government would endorse the previous education funding 
model in Western Australia when a series of critical reviews by highly regarded professionals pointed to a 
previously complex and confusing system, which was well past its use-by date. We must first acknowledge that 
as a fact and see this year’s rollout of a comprehensive package of reforms as a positive measure in creating a 
flexibility and transparency in our education system that had been lacking for a little while.  

As part of this rollout we will see a new contemporary student-centred funding model, which I 100 per cent 
agree is the right way to go—compulsory preprimary education and the development of new child and parent 
centres, year 7 students transitioning to secondary schools, and a revision to the WA Certificate of Education. In 
practical terms, these measures, including the introduction of a one-line budget, mean that schools and their 
principals have more autonomy to decide how their funds are spent. Principals I speak to are very happy about 
that. They get to have some real control over the direction and spend of their school budget and that is a good 
thing. Essentially—I recall making a speech last year about this—in 2015 principals will act as CEOs of their 
organisation and determine its direction and how it fits into the jigsaw of how education moves forward in 
Western Australia. As a professional person, I think that is part of the skill set we are looking for in our 
principals. I think most principals are extremely proud that they can decide on some of the direction their school 
takes. Funding is now on a per student basis; it will go where the student goes—it is a bit of a no-brainer.  

 [5] 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 19 February 2015] 

 p367b-376a 
Hon Liz Behjat; Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Jacqui Boydell; Hon Alanna Clohesy; Hon Peter Katsambanis; Hon 

Alyssa Hayden 

The horizontal and vertical funding imbalances that existed previously between schools generally, and between 
primary and secondary schools, will be eliminated. However, extra funding will be set aside for each Aboriginal 
child attending school, for each student who meets the eligibility criteria for English as a second language and 
for socially disadvantaged children. The way that is determined will be much fairer. The location of the school 
will no longer determine social disadvantage; it will be determined by the child and family situation. I think that 
is a much fairer basis on which to assess that, so we will not be stereotyping schools or areas. We will simply be 
focussing on the child and family who need the very real assistance that they should be getting. I fully believe 
that. Extra funding will be given to students with medically diagnosed eligible disabilities. To me, these changes 
speak of a system that is much fairer and more transparent for families, and I congratulate the government on 
making the necessary adjustments to what has been long-term structural problems within the education system in 
Western Australia. That has not been easy to do, and I congratulate the minister in particular on being at the 
helm of that change because it has been difficult to do, but we are doing it.  

Although the negative voices seem to be loud at times, we must be reminded that Western Australian schools are 
still the most resourced and funded in the nation. Western Australian teachers remain the best paid in the nation. 
Having said that—I have spoken to the minister personally about this already—we need to be mindful that 
sometimes even the best and most well-intentioned plans and policies face challenges and unintentional 
consequences along the way. We all know that and we need to be mindful of that. It is therefore important that 
we continue to keep an eye on these reforms to make sure a vibrant and dynamic transition occurs. I am sure 
that, with his department, the minister is across that. As I said, I have spoken to the minister about that already.  

Perhaps because there are very real differences between regional and metropolitan schools, greater consideration 
needs to be given to some of the complexities present in regional areas in particular. One of those issues involves 
district high schools in regional towns. I have spoken to the minister about this. I think it can be said by some 
schools and parents that there might be a perceived lack of statewide education strategy for district high schools. 
I seek the minister’s comment to clarify that situation. One case, although outside my electorate, has been raised 
with my colleagues in the Agricultural Region; namely, the Kellerberrin District High School. Kellerberrin is a 
small town located approximately 200 kilometres east of Perth, with a population of fewer than 900 people; it is 
in the wheatbelt, where there are some 13 district high schools, two senior high schools and a number of primary 
schools. About 30 minutes’ drive from Kellerberrin District High School is Merredin Community College, 
which is a very high-performing community college and is very highly sought after by people in the area to send 
their kids to. It is a large school and caters for years 7–12. At the request of parents, a decision was made to 
increase the number of government school bus services from Kellerberrin to Merredin, and that has 
unfortunately meant a dramatic reduction in the number of students attending Kellerberrin District High School. 
That, of course, is concerning for Kellerberrin. From my discussions with the minister, I know that other areas of 
the state are experiencing a similar situation. If Kellerberrin continues to lose students to the larger community 
college in Merredin, Kellerberrin school is clearly asking the question: under the student-centred funding model, 
how can Kellerberrin continue to provide services and education to the kids at that school? I think there needs to 
be some clarity around that. Will their viability weaken? I think that is a concern for parents in regional areas, 
particularly in the wheatbelt—it is not so much an issue for parents in the Mining and Pastoral Region—who 
continue to send their children to district high schools. I think there is an opportunity for the government to allay 
those concerns. We probably need to develop a statewide strategy to deal with the challenges faced by district 
high schools, in particular.  

I want to touch on the transition of year 7s to high schools. As at 2 February 2015, 91 applications from 21 
schools have been approved, 44 applications have been approved for 2015, 27 for 2016 and 20 for 2017. I think 
those numbers will drop significantly more. Parents have accepted all the favourable reasons why they would 
send their children to high school in year 7, and I think we will see a favourable outcome. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [11.41 am]: I welcome the opportunity to debate this motion 
because, as we all know, there are fewer more important issues than education and the quality of education that 
our kids receive. Most of us know how education opens up different worlds for young people. I assume that the 
government thinks that what it is doing to our world-class education system is something called reform but we 
also know in reality that it is something different. Reform indicates positive changes. The experience I have had 
from speaking to parents and other members of school communities is that it is not a positive experience. Like 
the Leader of the Opposition, I have visited schools. It was fantastic to attend the opening of Mount Lawley 
Primary School, which was rebuilt after it burnt down. That was a very exciting time for the students, the parents 
and the whole school community. It has also had some difficulties with its funding, in particular, for education 
assistants. Although some fantastic and exciting things are happening for that school, it has had some major 
challenges. That is a direct result of the cuts that have been forced upon schools, not just now and not just in this 
calendar year but in earlier years as well. Some of those cuts are a consequence of the accumulation of those 
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cuts. In addition, some of the problems that schools in the East Metropolitan Region are experiencing are as a 
result of the unfunded leave liabilities that they had to address in other financial years.  

The cumulative effect is hurting schools as much as the current round of cuts. Parents are certainly seeing the 
effects of the cumulative cuts to schools’ budgets because they have to deal with it. They know that fewer 
education assistants are in their kids’ classes. As one parent said to me at Coolbinia Primary School the other 
day, “Did the government think we wouldn’t notice? We know what’s going on in our school.” There was a fair 
amount of anger about that because parents know that their school budgets are not the same and they are losing 
out in a range of areas. They also know about it because they are asked to contribute more. Parents are being 
asked to contribute more to their school’s budgets through increased requests for fundraising. They are being 
asked to not only do more fundraising, but also pay for more things that would ordinarily have been part of the 
school budget. Parents are being asked to not only put their hands in their pockets for those things, but also raise 
more money. That is a really difficult ask for some parents in some schools. They also know that their kids are 
not getting the same level of attention in the classroom they once did because the education assistants are not 
there to support the teachers so they can give students their direct attention. 

Let us look at some of the impacts of funding cuts on schools in the East Metropolitan Region. As I said, there is 
a cumulative effect from cuts in previous budgets and there are also budget cuts to school budgets that principals 
were told about. Some principals were told about them only on the last day of school last year. That was just 
wrong. Those principals did not have any time to analyse the impact of those cuts. They were given an indicative 
budget in August. Some of them were told on the last day of school what their budget would be, and it was quite 
a significant difference for some of them. They did not have time to deal with that and work through it. They did 
not have time to work through it with the staff or analyse it because it was given to them on the last day of 
school. There was a difference of $17 000 between what Sir David Brand School was told in August it would get 
and what it found out on the last day of school it was going to get. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: How many students do they have?  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It has 51 students. 
Let me talk about the cumulative effect of these budget cuts on, for example, Bullsbrook College, a fantastic 
college that I visited with the Leader of the Opposition.  
Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members!  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Seriously, members; I have just called for order and you are continuing to 
interject.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Bullsbrook College is a fantastic school, which the Leader of the Opposition and I 
have visited. We have seen first-hand the great work that that school is doing. There are some great new parts to 
the school that we think are fantastic. Let me go through the issues at Bullsbrook relating to the budget cuts. That 
school has nearly 1 000 students. The first round of cuts to its budget totalled $412 000. They are general cuts, 
cuts to education assistants and Aboriginal and Islander education officer cuts. The school was told in August 
that it would get a certain amount for its budget for this year. Then it found out on the last day of school that it 
was getting about $130 000 less, which makes a huge difference to a school such as that. The same thing 
happened to Eastern Hills Senior High School. It found out on the last day of school that it was getting $60 000 
less in this year’s budget than it was advised. When added to that, as I said, there is the cumulative effect of this 
as well, because not only are there significant cuts to school budgets, but also there is a maintenance backlog to 
schools that for the East Metropolitan Region is really quite significant. A lot of schools have had nothing for at 
least eight years.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! If this continues, I will start to name members and ask you to 
leave the chamber. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Herne Hill Primary School, for example, has a maintenance backlog of nearly 
$23 500. That is a significant backlog for a school like that to try to cope with the work it needs to get done in 
addition to the cuts it has received over a couple of years to its school budget. We are seeing a total dwindling on 
schools’ budgets and more pressure on schools to do more with less, some with a lot less, and more pressure on 
parents to contribute more at a time when it is very difficult for them to find the extra money to do that. They 
have to be able to contribute more with less. 

Hon Samantha Rowe: Thanks to this government. 
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Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Thanks to this government. I thank Hon Samantha Rowe. 

This is a new model that advantages some schools more than others and that is wrong.  

HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [11.52 am]: It is a pleasure to rise to speak on this 
motion. I commend Hon Liz Behjat for bringing the motion to the house. I noticed earlier today that the 
opposition has taken to quoting my comments rather approvingly, so I would like to add some facts to this 
debate and hopefully in the future the opposition can use some of those facts to again quote approvingly. In so 
doing, I would like to congratulate this government and the minister, the Leader of the Government in this house, 
for the fantastic effort they have put in since 2008 to reform and properly fund our education system. In the 
contributions of opposition members, led by the Leader of the Opposition, we heard about all these cuts to 
frontline services. I sat there and wondered where I had heard that before. Quite obviously, over the summer 
recess the opposition has had some briefings from the newly minted political gurus from Victoria and 
Queensland where the term “cuts to frontline services” seems to have been used by the Labor Party over there a 
lot. But those things work a lot better when they are grounded in some form of reality, and that is what the newly 
minted political gurus did not tell the opposition. Let us look at the concept of cuts to the education system. 
From 2008 to 2015 there has been a 61 per cent increase in total funding to public education in this state—
almost $2 billion or 61 per cent more. That is not a cut; that is a real and genuine increase to properly equip our 
school so they can provide the best possible education to our students. And we have seen increases year upon 
year. We saw one in this current financial year and we see one projected for next financial year and beyond. We 
have seen more teachers employed. Just in 2015, this year, we have 550 more teachers—550 new full-time 
equivalent positions. 

Hon Peter Collier: It would be more than that. 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: It would be more than 550 teachers, as the minister, the Leader of the 
Government, quite rightly points out, because not everyone is employed in a full-time position. From 2009 until 
now, we have seen 37 new schools built, many of them in my electorate of North Metropolitan Region. I was 
with the minister a couple of weeks ago at the opening of the wonderful Joseph Banks Secondary College in the 
growing suburb of Banksia Grove. It is a magnificent state-of-the-art facility with wonderful students, fantastic 
school leadership and a great community. That is another school that will go from strength to strength. Between 
next year and 2018 it is projected that we will get another 14 new schools, so this government is investing more 
money in funding the education system in more teachers, in more schools and in making sure our students have 
the best possible resources.  

The opposition does not have to take that from us. It does not to have to learn about it from posters on the back 
of the bus or whatever distractions the Leader of the Opposition might look at on her way to work every 
morning. Why do we not get some objective figures on this? The report on government services is produced by 
the Productivity Commission. In its most recent report, released last month, it highlighted that the average spend 
of Australian governments on education was $15 482 per student. In Western Australia the average spend was 
$19 092—almost 25 per cent more than the national average. If there were a league table of the six states, on 
what position would Western Australia be? Number — 

Hon Peter Collier: One! 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: Correct answer, minister—number one! Conversely, where do members think 
Victoria placed out of six? It placed sixth out of six. Queensland placed fourth out of six. Maybe those lines 
trotted out and sold to the opposition by its newly minted political gurus might have had some basis in reality in 
other states. Not here in WA, because the Productivity Commission confirms that, once more, Western Australia 
is providing more resources. Let us not just take that as an example; let us take a look at enrolments in our public 
school system. I read a report the other day in The Australian by its chief education writer Justine Ferrari that 
stated that public schools across Australia had reversed the trend of the shift from public schools to private 
schools and that in other states that trend was now stable, so the numbers in public schools were no longer 
dropping. But then it pointed out that one state had done even better than that. It had not just stemmed the flow, 
it had actually turned it around and we are getting more and more students every year enrolling in our public 
school system because the parents of Western Australia are voting with their feet. They are giving this 
government a big tick, not just for its spending, but for the quality education that we are providing, led, of 
course, by the independent public schools initiative, which is giving real autonomy to local schools and local 
school communities to make the right decision for their community. This year we saw 178 new independent 
public schools. There are now 441 operating in our system. That is around 55 per cent of all public schools and 
equivalent to about 70 per cent of all students in public schools being at an independent public school with a 
one-line budget and a community board properly engaged in making the right decisions for the local community. 
I happen to be a board member of one of those 178 new schools, Clarkson Primary School, and let me tell 
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members that just the fact that that school was able to get to IPS status gave such a wonderful boost to the 
students, teachers and other staff, to the parents and to that whole community. It has given them an incentive to 
get out there and really make sure that the school is delivering on every aspect of quality education that the 
parents and the school community want. That is a big tick to this government and a big tick to the minister for 
empowering the school communities to achieve better outcomes for our students. 

I turn to the student-centred funding model. There was a Labor Party, federally, that was pushing the concept of 
a student-centred funding model called the Gonski model, but there was one significant difference between that 
model and this one. That one was not funded; it was funded with the pretend dollars that did not actually exist. 
This student-centred funding model is funded with real dollars. It is ensuring that we fund students, the people 
who are the cornerstone of our education system. It is not funding systems, it is not funding buildings, it is not 
funding historical agreements, it is funding real students so that they can maximise their potential in life and that 
is a great thing. Year 7s moved to secondary school this year and it went without a hitch because this 
government invested in new facilities. Twenty-nine schools across the state had additional facilities built so that 
they could accommodate those students. The students were not sitting on the ground, they were not in a meeting 
hall; they had real classrooms with properly qualified teachers and they are one year earlier getting the benefit of 
specialised teaching and specialised high schools, which equates with the Australian curriculum. 

I am speeding through this because there is not a lot of time in this debate; there are so many wonderful things. I 
also want to touch on the changes to the Western Australian Certificate of Education for years 11 and 12. These 
changes do a number of things. They make sure that every student will achieve either an Australian tertiary 
admission ranking to enable them to go into university, or will get a certificate II or higher qualification when 
they graduate from high school, enabling them to have a proper pathway into training; and that is a wonderful 
thing. It is going to mean that students are no longer taking the easy option, but they are working at the level that 
is going to allow them to have the best possible future. There is going to be a minimum level of literacy and 
numeracy so that we ensure that when our students come out of our public education system the system has not 
failed them and they have basic literacy and numeracy skills.  

There are many other things that I could talk about, but my time is limited today. I thank Hon Liz Behjat for 
bringing this motion to the house—for her great words on the system. I also thank Hon Jacqui Boydell for her 
very insightful contribution to what is happening in our regional communities. I congratulate the government and 
I congratulate the minister, Hon Peter Collier. This is a great story to tell. The public of Western Australia thank 
this government for all it is doing in education. 

HON ALYSSA HAYDEN (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [12.02 pm]: I note that I have 
less than two minutes, so I want to thank Hon Liz Behjat for bringing on this fantastic motion; it is a chance to 
get up and share good news. We know it is very hard to get good news out there, and this is one of the forums to 
do that, so I thank Hon Liz Behjat.  

I would like to also congratulate Hon Alanna Clohesy for actually caring about the schools in the East 
Metropolitan Region, because from history it is obvious that in the past Labor has not really cared about schools 
in our state, let alone in east metro. In 2001, and to the 2007–08 budgets, the Labor government spent 
$1.5 billion on infrastructure for schools. Infrastructure is just as important as models and teaching practices. We 
need to create a safe environment and a good, positive environment for our students to learn. Over eight years 
Labor invested $1.5 billion. In fewer than six years this government has invested $3.5 billion. That is $2 billion 
more in six years invested in infrastructure for schools. The failed Labor member for Forrestfield did not care 
about many schools in his electorate and I was delighted when we preselected our candidate, Nathan Morton. 
Having been a teacher and a deputy principal, he knows infrastructure in our schools is vitally important. He 
came on board and is now the fantastic member delivering for Forrestfield. We are about to open $5 million 
worth of infrastructure that has been spent at Maida Vale Primary School, which is on the same road where the 
previous Labor member’s office was situated, but yet ignored—$5 million. Another school that was ignored was 
Forrestfield Primary School, it received $150 000. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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