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457 VISA HOLDERS — PUBLIC SCHOOLS CHARGE 
Grievance 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [9.39 am]: I was hoping to address my 
grievance to the Premier, but he has elected not to come for this grievance despite my request; therefore, I 
assume the grievance is to the minister representing the Minister for Education in the other place.  

This is a grievance on behalf of victims of the government. Those victims are the 8 600 children of 457 visa 
holders in Western Australia. In particular, I raise the case of Greg and Tammy Kearney from the United States, 
who are here today in the gallery. Their case involves their 14-year-old son who attends a public high school in 
Western Australia. I will just provide to the house the circumstances surrounding Greg and Tammy. Tammy is 
blind. She has come along today with her husband, Greg, and her guide dog, Rex. They have lived in Western 
Australia four and a half years, having come here to work for the Association for the Blind of Western Australia. 
They have very specific skills that are used by the Association for the Blind. In the case of Greg, his role is to 
manage accessible media, which involves very specific skills; namely, turning print into braille and ensuring that 
talking books for blind people, both in Australia and overseas, can be created at the Association for the Blind, 
which is, as I recall, located in Victoria Park.  

Tammy has a role in which she makes braille books for children. Tammy and Greg came to Australia four and a 
half years ago from the United States with their son, not only for a specific task, but also to be involved in a job 
they perform on behalf of the Western Australia community. They work for a charity; they are not highly paid. 
When I asked Greg this question, he advised me that he is paid significantly less than $100 000 a year to perform 
that role for a Western Australia charity, helping blind people not only in Western Australia but around the 
world.  
Greg advises me that only 30 people or so in the entire world have the skills to undertake this sort of multimedia 
work and other work in providing material for people who are blind so that they have accessible books, 
technology and the like. The family is not on big money. They have come to Western Australia to perform a role 
that, as far as I understand, no other Western Australian has the skills to perform. What a wonderful thing to 
have these people come here and perform that role! They are great contributors to the Western Australian 
community and are not on the big mining incomes or the big incomes that seem to be assumed for 457 visa 
holders. What wonderful people we have in our community undertaking this role. However, they have now been 
hit with a $4 000 per annum bill for their son to go to school. They pay their taxes, they pay their mortgage or 
rent, they make their contribution to society, they meet their income tax, goods and services tax and all the other 
obligations that are put upon them by our society, and yet they have to pay $4 000 per annum for their son to go 
to school; whereas, other people’s children are not subject to this charge. This is unfair. It is un-Australian for 
the government to have done this to these people.  

I have heard of other examples and I want to raise one very quickly. We know that there is big demand for skills 
in the wheatbelt. The upper house member Hon Darren West brought to my attention recently the case of a 
muffler mechanic—this is what he described this gentleman as—from the Philippines. He came to the wheatbelt, 
and he is paid $49 000 a year to perform a role in a wheatbelt community, which otherwise would not have a 
mechanic with those particular skills. He has four children in public schools. He earns $49 000 a year! This 
move by the government has sent his children and his wife home. It has split his family. That community in the 
wheatbelt will most probably lose someone who carries out an essential position. This change is un-Australian. It 
is hurting people who can least afford it and it is victimising those people simply because they cannot vote. 

I have looked at the budget, and I notice that the Premier has now come up with this line of, “We’re establishing 
the criteria.” The budget speech states that children will be charged this fee. Page 4 of budget paper No 3 states 
that every one of these children will be charged; and there are 8 600 of them in Western Australia. When we do 
the sums, the total is $120 million booked in the budget. That means every single child of a 457 visa holder will 
pay that $4 000; that is what the government’s budget says. These mealy-mouthed words by the Premier that 
suddenly criteria are to be established do not reflect the reality of the budget that was handed down a month ago.  
What is more, I am advised by journalists that in the budget lock-up the Treasurer made a specific point of 
saying that every child of a 457 visa holder will pay that $4 000. That was one of the selling points of the fiscal 
action plan of the government. For the Premier to now say, “We’re looking at the criteria”, denies his own 
budget. It is disgraceful for the government to attack these families and these children in this way. It is 
disgraceful because it has been done knowing that these people cannot vote. It has impacted upon families like 
those of Greg and Tammy and the wheatbelt motor mechanic I referred to. It attacks them where they are most 
vulnerable, which is the education of their children.  
I say to the government that this is wrong. It needs to withdraw this attack on these people and on these children. 
The government needs to explain why it handed down a budget that indicates that every single one of them will 
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pay and it needs to explain the words about the criteria. All this needs to be explained, because these people who 
have come to this country to work, like Greg and Tammy Kearney and their son, deserve better than this 
shocking treatment. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [9.47 am]: I am responding on behalf of the Minister 
for Education. I acknowledge the issues that have been raised by the Leader of the Opposition and the 
contribution made by the family he referred to. Obviously, I was not previously aware of their role, but no doubt 
they are making a significant contribution to the area in which they work. However, we should not be making a 
policy simply on the basis of only one or two examples, albeit those examples do need to be taken into account 
in the final criteria, which are determined as a result of policy. Most people in the community probably accept 
and even support the notion that the charge is reasonable for people who are not permanent residents of Western 
Australia or Australia and who, in not all cases, but in a significant number of cases, are probably employed on 
quite high incomes. They are not here for the long term in Australia or Western Australia; therefore they are not 
making a long-term contribution to the taxation system out of which we fund our government schools. They 
should make some contribution to the costs of educating their children. It is appropriate to acknowledge that the 
average annual cost of educating a student in a Western Australian government school is approximately $15 000. 
The government is proposing to charge $4 000 per student for the children of 457 visa holders. However, it is the 
case that the detailed criteria are currently being determined — 
Mr M. McGowan: Why did the budget say all were paying?  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: We cannot have it both ways. Opposition members either want the government to change what 
was announced in the budget or want the budget to be maintained. It should decide which position it actually 
wants.  

Mr M. McGowan: You should have listened to what my argument was! I will make it again, if you want.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The opposition is completely sitting on the fence on the issue. It is relevant to note that similar 
fees are charged in two other jurisdictions in Australia. I understand that in New South Wales the fee is 
approximately $5 000 per student per annum and in the ACT it is up to $14 000 per student per annum. Both 
jurisdictions, I understand, offer exemptions for lower-income earners and those with skills in demand. Although 
the assumption in the budget has been that there are 8 600 457 visa students in Western Australian government 
schools, work is being done to determine more precisely the number. There is some concern that it may not be 
exactly at that level because, in some cases, although families have come here on 457 visas and their children are 
enrolled in schools under that status, they end up gaining permanent residency and a change in the records does 
not necessarily occur in the schools. So the number may not be as high as 8 600, and that work is being done at 
the moment to more precisely determine the figure. 

We should not draw too much from the figures that I am about to mention. However, during the estimates 
committee process, the opposition asked for supplementary information to be provided about the proportion or 
the percentage of students at each government school in the state who come from families who are 457 visa 
holders. As I said, work is being done at the moment to more accurately determine the figures. The schools at 
which the highest number of students are located are Mindarie, Hillarys, Beaumaris, Highgate and Comet Bay 
primary schools. In terms of proportions, it is interesting to note that a significant number of the schools with a 
higher proportion—10 per cent or over—are in areas that most people would regard as fairly well off, but not 
exclusively. The list provided to the opposition and to the Parliament as supplementary information includes 
Applecross Primary School, with 15.42 per cent of students; Beaumaris Primary School, 11.44 per cent; 
Cloverdale Primary School, 11.65 per cent; Como Primary School, 15.58 per cent; Cunderdin District High 
School, 13.29 per cent; Freshwater Bay Primary School, 11.99 per cent; Highgate Primary School, 17.35 per 
cent; Hillarys Community Kindergarten, 15.79 per cent; Hillarys Primary School, 13.71 per cent; Kalgoorlie 
Primary School, 10.73 per cent; Lake Monger Primary School, 11.4 per cent; Mindarie Primary School, 
13.22 per cent; Mosman Park Primary School, 9.68 per cent; Mount Claremont Primary School, 10.97 per cent; 
Roseworth Education Support Centre, 10 per cent; Poynter Primary School, 10.41 per cent; South Perth Primary 
School, 13.71 per cent; South Stirling Primary School, 10 per cent; Subiaco Primary School, 12.91 per cent; and 
Victoria Park Primary School, 13.39 per cent. As I said, it is not exclusively the case, but in many cases those 
schools are located in areas that most people would regard as being relatively well off. Work is being done at the 
moment to finalise the criteria. Consideration is being given to a range of options, including phasing in the 
introduction of fees for all 457 visa–dependent students; introducing fees on a prospective basis—in other words, 
only for families who come here from a certain point in the future; possibly having a sliding scale of fees for 
multiple dependents when families have more than one student in a government school, and a lower fee could be 
provided for second and subsequent students; and allowing for some hardship provisions. The government is 
looking at this issue seriously and responsibly, taking into account the costs on taxpayers generally of 
government school students who come from families on 457 visas who are not resident in Australia in the long 
term. 
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