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STATE FINANCES — AAA CREDIT RATING 
TEACHERS — INDUSTRIAL ACTION — MINISTER FOR EDUCATION 

Statement 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (North Metropolitan) [9.51 pm]: I rise to make some comments about two 
issues. The first is the significance of today, given that today the state government lost the state’s AAA credit 
rating, which has not happened for many, many years and certainly reflects very, very badly on the financial 
management of the state by this government, this Premier and this Treasurer. It is a sad day on that account. 

It is also a very sad day because tomorrow follows today — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: This is the eve of destruction! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Mr President, can you quieten them down for me, please! 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members. I was distracted and then woken up! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Tomorrow is a very unusual day. Sixty-two schools, at current record, will close 
across the state. We anticipate that by tomorrow, that number will perhaps be even greater—anywhere up to 
about 100 schools will close. I cannot remember a time in the history of this state when anywhere from 60 
schools upwards—60 or 64 or however many—have closed for a half-day. This is very, very unusual. I have 
never heard of it happening in other states. It is action that will be taken purely out of the desperation of the 
teaching profession and school communities as a result of the vicious funding cuts imposed upon them by this 
government. 

Today the Minister for Education was offered a pair by the opposition so he could address the rally tomorrow, 
which is anticipated to bring together some 10 000 people—teachers, parents, cleaners, gardeners and all manner 
of people involved in the provision of education in the state. The anticipated number of people attending the rally 
is 10 000. One would have thought that with an offer on the table for the minister to be paired from this place so 
he could address those individuals at the rally and explain to them why these cuts have been imposed on them, 
the minister would have jumped at the opportunity. One would have thought that he would have jumped at that 
opportunity, and do members know what? 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The minister refuses to do it. We have to ask ourselves why the minister is 
refusing to take the opportunity to address the rally tomorrow. Some people might say that it is a cowardly 
action—I do not know. We do know that there is somebody more than happy to jump into the minister’s spot, 
not only for tomorrow but for perhaps the foreseeable future—and that is the deputy Leader of the House. Hon 
Helen Morton prides herself on her ability, and she could surely fill the spot for the Leader of the House, the 
Minister for Education, for tomorrow while he goes to the rally and addresses it. The bottom line is that he has a 
decision to make between now and tomorrow morning and he has got to — 

Point of Order 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I have listened with interest to the contribution by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, which follows 
on from a question asked during question time. I would like Mr President’s guidance about whether the member 
is to be cautioned with regard to her comments. Specifically, I note that one of the matters listed in schedule 4 of 
the standing orders with respect to matters that constitute contempt is interference with the Council. I quote it for 
the reference of members — 

A person shall not improperly interfere with the free exercise by the Council or a Committee of its 
authority, or with the free performance by a Member of the Council’s duties as a Member. 

Mr President was in this place during question time and he would be aware that what has transpired is a so-called 
offer made by the opposition for the Leader of the House to not be in this place—to not freely perform his duties 
as Leader of the House—and the member opposite is now attempting to pressure the Leader of the House with 
respect to this matter.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 
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Hon NICK GOIRAN: As I continue my point of order despite the rudeness of the member opposite, there is a 
second matter I draw to your attention, Mr President, on matters constituting contempt—that is, the improper 
influence of members. The standing orders state — 

A person shall not, by fraud, intimidation, force or threat of any kind, by the offer or promise of any 
inducement or benefit of any kind, or by other improper means, influence a Member in the Member’s 
conduct as a Member or induce a Member to be absent from the Council or a Committee. 

Mr President, I bring these important matters to your attention, and, if appropriate, I would ask that you caution 
the member with regard to her comments this evening. 

The PRESIDENT: Members, I was actually distracted with a conversation behind the Chair at the time, so was 
not following the debate as closely as I should have been. I did not hear specific words that were mentioned. 
Nevertheless, I think the member has made his point. It is not a point of order, but he has drawn attention to a 
standing order that highlights that a member of Parliament’s primary responsibility is to Parliament. 

Statement Resumed 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Thank you, Mr President. I am glad the member drew that to my attention; I 
very much appreciate it.  

Having said that, there is no doubt that there is an onus on the Minister for Education to explain to the people of 
this state why he has imposed such savage cuts on the education system. 

Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Nick Goiran has made his point of order and I now think it is appropriate that he 
let another member on their feet have their say. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: If the minister chooses not to want to go and explain to the education 
community of this state why he has imposed such savage cuts on it and school communities, then that is his 
decision. Obviously, he will wear the consequences of that decision. The opposition has been most gracious in 
terms of putting that offer on the table, but it is the minister’s prerogative to refuse to accept it. I do not know 
whether Mr President or the house agrees with me — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: — but I would have to say that this is one of biggest strikes in education in the 
history of the state. When a minimum of 10 000 people come together to express their concern about the future 
of education in Western Australia and about the practical implications of these cuts on their ability to deliver a 
quality education to the children of this state, the minister should sit up and listen. We have asked the minister 
about these cuts on numerous occasions in this chamber. We have asked the minister to explain why he is 
changing the education system and imposing such savage cuts on school communities. The minister has not 
provided an appropriate explanation to this house, and that is simply not good enough. The areas we represent 
have many, many primary and secondary schools, and the impost of these cuts on those schools will be really 
quite considerable. For example, Balcatta Primary School alone is estimated to take a cut of some $53 000, and 
Balcatta Senior High School will experience $148 000 in cuts over a one-year period. Glendale Primary School 
will have $103 000 in cuts; Osborne Primary School will have $57 000 in cuts; Takari Primary School, $70 000 
in cuts; Tuart College, $571 000; Tuart Hill Primary School, $114 000; and West Balcatta Primary School, 
$148 000. Schools will lose teachers and specialist programs, and will have to find money to pay leave 
liability—it goes on and on.  

Schools throughout the state are already struggling. It is just not appropriate for the minister to come into this 
place and say, “There are no cuts; in fact, we have increased the spending on each occasion”, because that is not 
borne out by the facts and the minister knows it. It is not good enough for the minister to come into this place 
and say some schools will be better off and some will be worse off, while at the same time failing to provide any 
evidence at all of which schools will be better off. He has not named one school that will be better off in this 
whole state. If schools are going to be better off and if the minister believes that is the case and can prove it, 
come into this place and tell us which schools they are. The minister has not done that to this day.  

I will just say that the backbenchers must be very, very nervous, as they have every right to be because, quite 
frankly, unless this minister starts to provide some answers to some very, very pertinent and serious questions, I 
can tell members that their lower house members are simply not going to be winning their seats at the next 
election. The Liberal Party will not be in government, and we know it will not be in government anyway because 
it is an absolute and total mess.  
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