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DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOLS — REMOVAL OF YEAR 11 AND 12 COURSES 

Motion 

Resumed from 19 May on the following motion moved by Mrs M.H. Roberts — 

That this house — 

(a) acknowledges that the Minister for Education’s plan to cut years 11 and 12 from 21 district 
high schools will force students to travel long distances, study through the Schools of Isolated 
and Distance Education or attend boarding schools; 

(b) notes that this plan will particularly disadvantage country students and has the potential to 
cause them to completely abandon their education at just 16 years of age contrary to the 
requirement for them to remain in education or training until the age of 17; and 

(c) calls on the Minister for Education to immediately reverse her decision and report to the house 
on how she can genuinely improve education opportunities for the students concerned. 

The SPEAKER: Do we have someone to speak to this motion? The member for West Swan was speaking to 
it—but apparently not. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Blackwood–Stirling — Minister for Agriculture and Food) [6.20 pm]: I thought I 
would take the chance to make a few remarks on this motion moved by the member for Midland relating to the 
district high school allowance that was put in place under transitional arrangements to deal with the lifting of the 
school leaving age. I want to make some general comments, some of which relate to all ministers, as those who 
have been ministers would be aware, who face the challenge of resource allocation. Most importantly, the 
Minister for Education is in a portfolio in which resources are distributed to educate our kids, who are one of the 
greatest assets that we can support. Therefore, the importance of decisions about those allocations becomes all 
the more critical. The challenge in regional areas is somewhat enhanced. I and many of my colleagues are 
passionate about maintaining a high level of education in regional areas. Western Australia runs from Kununurra 
down to Esperance and is so big that many countries and many other states of Australia could fit into its area. 
This presents a huge geographic challenge. There are a range of cultural challenges across the state as well, 
particularly in regional areas. Some of these communities have fairly large Indigenous populations; other areas 
have immigrant populations that support these communities. This highlights the challenge to deploy resources so 
that we can meet respective cultural needs. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Could members please take their conversations outside; I am 
having difficulty hearing the member on his feet. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: A whole range of special needs exist in our schools, not the least of which fall into some of 
the schools that I represent in the seat of Blackwood–Stirling. Again, it is a challenge to deploy resources to have 
those students included in the mainstream school programs so that they can get an educational outcome that is 
commensurate with the best outcomes available in the state. Curriculum access challenges are faced: access to 
tertiary and vocational education in very isolated areas of regional Western Australia always remains a 
challenge. The state, quite rightly, under successive governments, including the current Liberal–National 
government, has responded to those challenges in an attempt to provide the best education possible to those 
students. Indeed, the government wants to have a breadth and depth of educational opportunities so that all 
students can achieve their potential. That will always, and should always, be the goal. However, with some of the 
challenges I described around geographic, cultural and special needs and curriculum access, it is sometimes a 
challenge to achieve the goals to the extent that we would like.  

As a National Party member, I strongly support the delivery of a quality program to all regional students. If we 
had unlimited resources, we would certainly have a K–12 program in all towns in regional Western Australia. Of 
course, we cannot do that, and successive governments have responded to that challenge in different ways. The 
Schools of Isolated and Distance Education is one such program. Likewise, we have supported through 
significant taxpayer resources a school bus system to ensure that people can access quality educational outcomes 
from some distance. As a minister, I know it is always challenging to direct resources to achieve the best 
outcomes within a portfolio. Probably one of the greatest challenges is to achieve the best educational outcomes 
across a state as big as Western Australia.  

Successive governments, including this government, have responded to that challenge in a number of ways, and I 
want to walk through a couple of those approaches. We have taken an innovative approach to education on a 
number of fronts. One of those was supported and put in place by the previous government when Alan Carpenter 
was the Minister for Education and Training; namely, the community college concept. My own constituency of 
Mt Barker has a community college that goes from kindergarten to year 12, and I think the vision is to go from 
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kindergarten to TAFE. The college is what is known as a full-service school. A range of community services are 
provided on the school site. People can access certain government services and can eventually send their kids 
there, and have them go right the way through from kindergarten to year 12. This is quite an innovative approach 
to education. Indeed, the member for Central Wheatbelt, the Leader of the National Party, has also supported the 
same principle and recently announced, along with the Minister for Education, resources to support innovative 
ways to deliver an education in some of the bigger regional centres so students can access the breadth and depth 
of programs needed. Technology clearly plays a role in such schools, and technology has helped deliver 
outcomes to students right across regional Western Australia.  

The current budget contains about $150 million in royalties for regions funds targeted at putting capital into 
schools to roll out some innovative approaches to the delivery of education in supporting geographically isolated 
students and those with a range of other needs. Part of that resource is also to go towards student hostels under 
the Country High Schools Hostels Authority so that students from isolated areas can go away to school and stay 
at the hostels. I was one such student. I went to Swanleigh Residential College and Lockridge Senior High 
School. Although I probably did not like it too much as a year 8 student, I achieved a wealth of personal growth 
from going away to school. That was not necessarily my parents’ first preference, nor was it probably my choice, 
but I look back at it with fairly fond memories. Going around the state now, I regularly come across people from 
many isolated regional areas that I went to school with. A program is being put in place—some of it has been 
announced and no doubt further announcements will be made in the future—to ensure that hostels are resourced 
to a level to attract students to stay in them to get the quality education that they deserve. Some specific strategic 
deployment of resources, through royalties for regions, in the current budget is directed in this regard. Where 
possible—I want to highlight this point—we want a breadth and depth of programs that supports students’ 
educational needs.  

We also have in our system, again provided under consecutive governments, formula-driven resourcing around 
staffing of schools based on student numbers and age. A whole range of indexes are embedded within that 
formula that are reflective of social disadvantage and a range of other disadvantages schools face. There is 
differential resourcing within our school system to cater for some of those differences. We also have the program 
of the current Minister for Education involving independent public schools. This program is supported by the 
Liberal–National government and by a whole range of schools as they choose to take the independent path, 
thereby taking a greater ownership of the funds and resources and deploying those resources in such a way to get 
the best outcomes for students. The measure of success for that program is the number of schools that have 
chosen to take it up. As a government—it is certainly the case with the Minister for Education—we are strongly 
aware of the fact that schools in some of the more isolated areas may not choose to take up the independent 
public school program simply because it becomes more challenging to attract and retain staff under that 
arrangement. The education department will have to respond to that aspect. Greater scope for local decision 
making is extremely important because it is the best way to meet the more specific educational needs of a 
particular cohort of students, and, indeed, a particular community of students in some of those areas. I might also 
add that as part of yesterday’s announcement by the Minister for Education of implementing the empowering 
school communities policy, the minister talked about changes to the district education offices and a shift of 
resourcing back into schools. That was, again, a response to try to get the appropriate level of resourcing into 
schools, where it can make a difference to a kid’s education. I think that was, again, a response that increased the 
level of resourcing at the coalface, where it could make a difference to student outcomes, and they were, again, 
resourcing decisions made at the local level. Governments have implemented a range of responses—some have 
been over successive governments and some have been from this government—to deliver the outcomes needed 
in schools. The pointy end of the member for Midland’s motion relates to the senior schooling allowance in 
district high schools for year 11 and 12 students, and I think we need to be aware of the facts relating to that. 

The motion relates to students being forced to leave school or forced to take up options they do not want to, but 
there has certainly been no push for a student to leave school. If students make the choice to stay at their school, 
they will be provided with programs, because there is resourcing that follows that to meet students’ particular 
educational needs. I think even the member for Midland would agree that there is a difference between 
vocational education and training programs and tertiary entrance examination programs in that when there are a 
small number of year 11 and 12 students, the opportunities for TEE study are somewhat diminished. I think we 
would all agree that students have the best opportunities in an environment where there are a greater number of 
students doing a tertiary-targeted program and where they can have a range of teachers with the skills to deliver 
the programs. I think the distinction must be made between TEE and VET programs, which are often run 
through strong associations with local communities and businesses and with the support of Schools of Isolated 
and Distance Education, in some cases, to deliver very, very appropriate outcomes for students. The bottom line 
is that students do not need to leave their schools; they can choose to complete year 11 and 12 in those schools. 
As recently as this morning I had a brief conversation with the Director General of Education, who told me that 
no child has left school as a result of the changes that the minister made, and all students are properly engaged. It 
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is the responsibility of the government, supported by legislation, to ensure that all schools have access to 
educational programs appropriate to their needs. The minister also stated that the senior school allowance is 
transitional and, by definition, that should be reviewed; clearly, as the minister, she assumes the authority for 
doing that.  

This is a sensitive issue in a number of communities as has been highlighted by its being raised in Parliament. I 
met with the Leader of the National Party, Hon Brendon Grylls, as well as the Minister for Education and the 
director general about it. The director general gave a number of undertakings during our discussions about a 
response to the decision, one of which was that no school has gone into financial difficulty, or will go into 
financial difficulty, as a result of this decision. If that is not the case, the Department of Education will 
respond—it is monitoring it very closely—to ensure that this does not trigger financial constraints on schools 
that will have an impact on student outcomes. Also, if schools have genuine issues with delivering programs and 
the students cannot access those programs, then they are prepared to consider that on its merits. As with all 
decisions about the resourcing of schools, it is important that we monitor and respond to the changes that are 
implemented in the interests of trying to achieve better outcomes, better results, and a better breadth and depth of 
program, which is what we want all our students to have, and to respond accordingly. I think the undertakings 
given are appropriate to the decisions made. 

In summary, it is always a challenge to deploy resources and to provide quality educational programs for all 
students, and that is especially the case in regional areas. This government, and others, have responded to that 
challenge by supporting innovation within schools, some examples of which I gave, such as the independent 
public school program, which employs local decision making to deploy resources to where they are needed 
according to the local needs. That was a response by this government to help get resources on the ground where 
they are needed.  

The empowering school communities program announced by the minister yesterday takes resources from an 
administrative level and puts them back into schools—again, regional areas will benefit from that. Sitting around 
that decision yesterday is a level of local decision making on the deployment of those resources to better meet 
the needs of those students.  

Finally, the member for Midland’s motion is fundamentally wrong, in the sense that the Minister for Education’s 
decision will not force students to leave, as referred to at paragraph (a) of the motion. The motion refers to 
students completely abandoning their education program, which is also farcical. The government has a 
responsibility to ensure that students are engaged in a program, so, again, it is fundamentally wrong.  

The last part of the motion refers to the house calling on the minister to put the program back in place; I think 
that is the minister’s decision, and I know that an upper house report has been prepared on that—I note that it has 
a minority report—and, no doubt, the minister will respond to that in a timely way.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: The minority report also supports it being reinstated; it just disagrees on some of the detail.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I am not going to speak for the minister on that, but it has a minority report, and there are 
always challenges in the complexity that sits around education, which has, no doubt, come through in the report.  

I return to my core point, which is that whoever is Minister for Education or whichever party is in government, 
the challenge in deploying resources is to provide that breadth and depth of educational program such that as 
many students as possible, particularly in regional areas, can access education at the level that they need and 
deserve to meet their full potential and go on and make a significant contribution to the community. In the 
delivery of that goal, I certainly support the minister in her endeavours. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [6.36 pm] — in reply: I realise that I am closing the debate, and I just 
wanted to make sure that no-one else wanted to make a contribution. 

I moved this motion because this matter is already affecting many regional communities in Western Australia. It 
will, in total, affect 21 communities, some of which have already faced some very negative effects from it, and 
further communities will suffer the consequences next year.  

I am really disappointed with the contribution the Minister Assisting the Minister for Education just made. I 
suppose I could say that some of it was not his fault because he has clearly been given some misinformation by 
the director general, if he has quoted her advice accurately. 

Mr D.T. Redman: What’s the misinformation? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I will get to that. It is his obligation to find out for himself what is going on, on the 
ground, particularly since he is a regional Western Australia member. 

It is a shame that the minister is not in this place for this debate; she is often absent for key things in this 
Parliament. 
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Mr R.F. Johnson: She’s unwell.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I get the impression she does not like to be in this place. In fact, as I understand it, we 
were advised that the minister would not be at Parliament all day Thursday; well; she was not in this place for 
most of yesterday—she left after question time—and we were advised at 11.00 am today that she would not be 
in this place for question time, or, indeed, the rest of today. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: She’s probably unwell. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: She’s unwell, as you know.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: We were advised on Monday that she would not be at Parliament on Thursday, and the 
reason listed for her not being present on Thursday was that she would be at a ministerial council meeting. I have 
checked, and there was no education ministerial council. A tourism ministerial council was to be held in Darwin 
this Thursday, but I am advised that last Thursday the minister’s office was emailed and informed that that 
ministerial council had been cancelled. I thought it was passing strange, given the circumstances that the federal 
government finds itself in, without a federal minister having been sworn in at this point, that a ministerial council 
would proceed, but as of when I checked this afternoon, no further advice has been received on that, and we still 
suppose that the minister is not present because she is going to a ministerial council —  

Mr R.F. Johnson: It is because she is unwell. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  — the ministerial council that was cancelled last Thursday. When that advice was 
received at the minister’s office, I fully expect that her diary would have been amended and the ministerial 
council attendance, the trip to Darwin, the air fares and so forth would have been cancelled. What the minister 
did not cancel was her pair for this Thursday in the Parliament because she had originally been going to a 
ministerial council. That is the kind of trickery that this minister is up for. I do not know what the minister’s 
intention is. I do not know whether or not she is going to show up tomorrow, whether she is still going to be sick 
or whether she is still going to pretend that she is going to a ministerial council meeting that was cancelled last 
week, but she is not here, once again, to listen to concerns in the Parliament. Parliament only sits about 22 weeks 
of the year, so I would think that she should be able to attend on an occasion like this, especially when such an 
important issue has been brought forward.  

Nonetheless, we have some comment from the Minister for Agriculture and Food, who is also Minister Assisting 
the Minister for Education. The minister said that he met with the Director General of Education and that she 
told him that no students had been forced to leave school. The minister also quoted my motion that said —  

Mr D.T. Redman: My notes have just gone; I am trying to remember what I said. I said no students in the 
program were —  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: My motion reads in part, “... potential to cause them to completely abandon their 
education ...” The minister said that had not happened to any students. The minister also said that that claim in 
my motion was “farcical and wrong”. I jotted that down as the minister spoke. I ask the minister what he thinks 
has occurred in Wyndham. In recent years, at its peak, there were 16 students in year 11 and 12 at Wyndham 
District High School. As recently as a couple of years ago, there were about 12 year 11 and 12 students at 
Wyndham District High School and, in fact, a bus service was put in place. That is what the minister said: there 
were bus services for all the district high schools so that children could be taken to the nearest senior high 
school. In the case of Wyndham, the nearest senior high school is at Kununurra. That bus service was put in 
place. I cannot remember off the top of my head the exact cost of that, but it was something in the order of 
$300 000. It was something quite exorbitant. The cost was then reduced. I think there were originally five or six 
kids getting on the bus, so bus, bus driver, two ways each day Wyndham to Kununurra and back at a cost of over 
$300 000. Earlier this year that got down to only two students travelling on the bus, and I think I highlighted that 
the last time I raised this matter in the Parliament with the minister. Then there was only one student getting the 
bus. I know that got coverage in The Kimberley Echo. The cost of the bus contract had been reduced after some 
negotiation between the bus contractor and the government, but it was still a significant amount of money. What 
is the sense in spending whether it is $200 000, $300 000, or anything of that order, to bus students from 
Wyndham to Kununurra—we are talking here largely about Indigenous students—to make them go to a school 
out of their community, spend an hour on the bus each way going to and from Kununurra? The minister says that 
they have a choice and they can do that or they can do Schools of Isolated and Distance Education. As I 
understand it, the last of those students—the member for Kimberley advised me—is no longer catching the bus, 
so they are no longer going to Kununurra District High School. I ask the minister assisting the Minister for 
Education to take this up with the Director General of Education. The impact in that community is that where 12 
year 11 and 12 students were once engaged in secondary education, that has diminished to six seven or eight, 
then to three, to two, to one and now no-one is catching the bus to Kununurra. I ask the minister to consider 
whether that in any way “increases the breadth and depth of access to education” that he was talking about when 
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he spoke. I do not think it does. What has happened is that kids have dropped out. The minister said the director 
general told him that no one had a dropped out. I have spoken to the member for Kimberley. I have spoken to the 
journalist Nathan Dyer at The Kimberley Echo and to other people in those communities. They know who these 
children are and they know that they are not currently engaged with education.  

I think that the minister may have said something to the effect that no student would be forced out of education 
as there were options for them. That is not really my claim. Children are not being forced out. Yes, the minister 
is right in that sense; there are options for them. Yes, they can do SIDE. Yes, if they wanted to avail themselves 
of travelling each way, each day, on the bus for an hour and go to Kununurra Senior High School the 
government was clearly willing, at enormous cost, to provide that service for them. The problem is though that 
we are talking about kids who are not overly engaged with education, who do not necessarily want to be at 
school, who do not have the advantages that a lot of kids in the metro area have and who do not necessarily have 
parents who have finished high school themselves.  

Mr D.T. Redman: By way of interjection, the Leader of the National Party made some comments about 
Wyndham and the challenges there. But you do recognise that what you are talking about is an allocation that is 
over and above the school formula allocation.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Yes, I do, absolutely.  

Mr D.T. Redman: I do take the point about the challenges facing Wyndham, having been there recently. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I know that the minister would. The irony is that it was when our government, a state 
Labor government, made the decision to make education compulsory for all year 11 and 12 students, we realised 
the particular challenge at district high schools. We had a choice, given education is compulsory, to say that 
children must either do distance education and catch a bus to avail themselves of that or, as we did say, district 
high schools had traditionally taken students up to the legal age that they must be at secondary school and we 
would allow students to continue at district high schools and provide an additional allocation because these are, 
by their nature, small schools and many of them are in regional areas that have high Indigenous populations and 
so forth. There are very special challenges there. I have asked what some of these young people in Wyndham are 
doing. What are these 16 and 17 year olds doing? A couple of cases of individual boys have been brought to my 
attention. I asked what they were doing. When there were two children catching the bus and it went down to one, 
I asked what the boy who had dropped out was doing. Has somebody asked him what he is doing? What is going 
on? The answer was that he was looking for work. I asked what were his chances of finding work in Wyndham 
and who was helping him and what was going on. The impression I got was no one is helping him.  

Mr D.T. Redman: The claim the member is making, and I do not know the answer—she may have it—is that 
the dropping of the senior school allowance is what achieved that outcome. I am sure it may be a factor, but you 
are saying that has been the primary cause.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It has been, and that is what was announced by the Department of Education and when 
the minister put out a press release explaining it and also providing other information to the media about how 
this would work and how the senior school allocation would affect them. Essentially, principals are in an 
invidious situation because they are employees of the department. The principals have to make do with the 
money that they have got, and it is difficult for them in their role to undermine the decisions that the department 
makes. They are not seen to be good managers if they cannot manage on the standard funding arrangement. That 
is why I have made the point about kids abandoning their education. I do not have a lot of time left today, but I 
have spoken in particular about Wyndham and Kununurra and the challenge there. I am putting to the house that 
the best information available to me is that there are 10 or 12 students who have literally dropped out of school 
in Wyndham. What I do know is that a couple of years ago, according to the member for Kimberley, there were 
about 16 students at that level in year 11 and 12 at the high school. That is no longer the case. It has been made 
more difficult because of the removal of that senior school allocation—an allocation that was specifically put in 
place when we increased the school leaving age, so that the money would be available to assist the school in 
delivering services for year 11 and 12 students. 

I am not going to have a chance to talk about every school. I will just mention Dalwallinu District High School, 
because Dalwallinu is another school that has a significant proportion of Indigenous students. I asked the 
Minister for Education some questions on notice about the percentage of Indigenous students at all the affected 
high schools. The majority of those high schools have a much higher than average percentage of Indigenous 
students. Central Midlands Senior High School in Moora is another school that has a significant number of 
Indigenous students. I think I have already said to the house that I visited some people around that region. I met 
many people in Wubin. It is not only Indigenous kids; boys and girls of 16 and 17 years of age are not 
necessarily fond of going to school. There are plenty of kids who would just as soon have a day off than go to 
school. If we actually make it hard for them and say that they have to jump on a bus and take an onerous trip 
each day, it makes engaging with education harder for them. It is less inspirational for them to have to do that 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 September 2010] 

 p6197b-6203a 
Mr Terry Redman; Acting Speaker; Mrs Michelle Roberts 

 [6] 

day in, day out. The alternative is doing Schools of Isolated and Distance Education or home schooling. As one 
parent said to me, “I had not finished year 11 and 12 myself. How can I home-school my kid for the last two 
years of his education when I have not even done it myself?” They say that they cannot do it. 

For many people distance education or study by correspondence, as we will call it, is really difficult. Any 
members who have children whom they have put through school will know that it is a challenge to get them to 
do their homework. We ask if they have done their homework, if they have handed it in, if they have prepared all 
their assignments and so on. We ask if they have studied for their tests. Those are the kinds of questions that lots 
of parents put to their children. We have to cajole and help children along that pathway. If members have ever 
done distance education themselves, or if they have had their children do it, they will know that the challenge of 
that is so much more difficult because there is no teacher on the spot working with the children, motivating them, 
challenging them and so forth. In the case particularly of Indigenous kids, although not all the families involved 
are Indigenous, the parents do not have the level of education themselves and they do not have motivation 
themselves to be able to properly assess the kids and get them to engage with a distance education course. That is 
where teachers, dedicated to that task at a local district high school, can make all the difference. They can keep 
the kids engaged, talk to them and ask them on a regular basis each day where they are up to, how they are going 
with the course and whether they have done all their assignments. There is that connection. They can also show 
them some things and engage with them and, hopefully, make going to school a bit more interesting. 

The director general does not see what she does not want to see, and the minister is the same. Go out and talk to 
people and go out and listen to the parents. Just quickly, I note that the Minister for Education undertook in this 
house to visit Jurien Bay District High School and that she would do that during the break. We had to wait a long 
time for that. I am told that she eventually did go, but it was not a public meeting. Parents were not advised in 
advance. I am told that she met with the principal, and I think the deputy principal, and she had a quick tour of 
the school and then left town. She did not engage with the parents and hear their side of the story. I think that is 
most disappointing. I do not think she honoured the spirit of the undertaking that she gave in this house. I also 
understand subsequently, though, that the Premier went to Jurien Bay and that he did attend a public meeting. 
There were certainly questions asked about this. Although the Premier listened, he said that if the numbers at 
Jurien Bay increased, the government would provide the extra resources for year 11 and 12 so that children 
would not have to do their education by SIDE or go to boarding school. The problem is that this is one of those 
chicken-and-egg situations.  

I hope that members in this house who represent regional areas really understand it, because parents in Jurien 
Bay have to make a choice now. It is September. If they have a child going into year 11 next year, or indeed 
even into year 8, and they want the child to go to one school for five years, they have to make a choice about 
where that child is attending next year. I am told that many parents in Jurien Bay have signed up to send their 
kids to boarding schools in Perth next year. The minister can sit back and say that that is their choice, that 
everyone has a choice and that they are not excluded from education and that their parents have chosen to send 
them to boarding school. That is not the parents’ first choice. The parents would like them to go to school 
locally. It also means that other people do not go to the town because of that. In one case a lady told me that her 
sister, who lives in Victoria, was looking at a business opportunity in Jurien Bay. She has a child who will be in 
year 10 next year. She asked her sister how she could seriously take up the business opportunity in Jurien Bay 
and move there. She asked how she could afford to send her child to boarding school for years 11 and 12. It is 
therefore preventing people from going to live in places like Jurien Bay. 

The fact of the matter is that the minister will no doubt stand here next year and say that although there were 20 
or 22 students at Jurien Bay, despite the fact that Jurien Bay is a growing town with more people, the number of 
students has decreased from 20 or 22 down to only 10 or 12. The reason it will have decreased and there will be 
fewer there is that some families will have opted to shift town and go somewhere else and others, as I have been 
told, will have enrolled their children in boarding schools in the metropolitan area. The demand will be reduced 
and it will be more difficult, because of the minister’s decision, for Jurien Bay to get those year 11 and 12 classes 
reintroduced. It is a bit like so many other situations.  

This is a government that has not supported educational programs in regional areas. I have spoken in this house 
about the closure of Swanleigh Residential College. It is a shocking and terrible loss to so many regional 
families. There is more bad news on Muresk Agricultural College. There is more bad news on the SIDE funding, 
with this government charging $1 000 a course. Where there were once 14 district offices, they are being 
replaced by eight regional offices. These are cost-saving measures. The district high school decision was part of 
the three per cent cuts, SIDE is part of the budget cuts and the closure of Swanleigh is obviously saving money, 
too. This Minister for Education and this government are proving to be a disaster for education in regional areas. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (16) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr F.M. Logan Mr P. Papalia Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mrs C.A. Martin Mr E.S. Ripper Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr M.P. Murray Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

Noes (22) 

Mr P. Abetz Mr B.J. Grylls Mr A. Krsticevic Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr F.A. Alban Dr K.D. Hames Mr W.R. Marmion Mr M.W. Sutherland 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr A.P. Jacob Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Dr G.G. Jacobs Dr M.D. Nahan  
Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.F. Johnson Mr D.T. Redman  

            

Pairs 

 Mr B.S. Wyatt Mr I.M. Britza 
 Mr M.P. Whitely Dr E. Constable 
 Mr A.J. Waddell Mr C.J. Barnett 
 Mr J.N. Hyde Mr J.H.D. Day 
 Ms R. Saffioti Mr G.M. Castrilli 
 Mr J.R. Quigley Mr I.C. Blayney 

Question thus negatived. 

House adjourned at 7.02 pm 

__________ 

 
 
 
 
 


