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EDUCATION PORTFOLIO 
Motion 

Resumed from 14 September on the following motion moved by Hon Liz Behjat — 

That this Council congratulates the Liberal–National government on its excellent performance in the 
education portfolio. 

HON ALYSSA HAYDEN (East Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [1.06 pm]: I started my 
contribution to this motion last week. I believe that I am halfway through it with 25 minutes to go. I want to start 
by again congratulating Hon Liz Behjat for bringing this motion to the house. Last week, I touched on the 
difference between the Labor government’s contribution to the education department—or lack of—and our 
contribution. I will not rehash that again, but towards the end of my contribution I spoke about the two new 
primary schools that are being built in Ellenbrook. In response to an interjection by Hon Sue Ellery that 
Ellenbrook needs a train, as a resident of Ellenbrook for 15 years I was about to explain my experience of the 
difference between what is required for the Ellenbrook community and what the Labor government, at the time, 
thought was required back in 2008. With the indulgence of the house, for just a moment, I will answer 
Hon Sue Ellery’s interjection. A train line to Ellenbrook was a campaign promise in 2008 made by the then 
Premier, Hon Alan Carpenter. In opposition, during the campaign, we matched that promise. After winning the 
election with a fantastic result, we came into office to find that there was no plan for a train line to Ellenbrook 
and no money had been set aside. Obviously, it had been just a thought bubble by the then Premier on the run. 
He thought, “Let’s get out there and do a train line to Ellenbrook.” Obviously and mistakenly, we thought that 
since the government of the day had made a promise to a project, it would have done some investigation and 
behind-the-scenes work into it, so we matched the promise. As I said — 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Exactly. Hon Alannah MacTiernan was nowhere to be seen—but she is coming 
back! We found out that there was no background, no investigation and no money—no thought whatsoever — 

Hon Jim Chown: No planning—typical. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: No planning whatsoever had been put into an idea that the Labor government had 
thrown out there during an election campaign. Obviously, we had to do a bit of investigation about that, which 
I have spoken about in this house, and we did the investigation. I have been a resident of Ellenbrook for 
15 years. I was there from the very beginning up to a couple of years ago. 

Hon Jim Chown: You’re a pioneer! 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Yes, I am a pioneer. There were only 2 000 of us at the beginning. We moved to 
Ellenbrook because it provided a fantastic opportunity, it had a sense of community and also because it was — 

Hon Jim Chown: Cheap. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I would not say that; it was good value for money. That is why people went out to 
Ellenbrook—to invest in the property market, get a nice home and start their lives. 

The issues with Ellenbrook related to infrastructure and roads. There was a lack of roads around Ellenbrook. We 
had one entry point, which was off the main street of Pinaster Parade yet Alan Carpenter’s Labor government 
wanted to build a train line to Ellenbrook. After the Liberal government’s investigation, behind the empty 
promise of the Labor government — 

The PRESIDENT: Order, member. I just re-read the motion, and it is related to education. I am sure that the 
member is probably getting around to it but I do not know whether trains and roads are in the education 
department’s jurisdiction. I think we will get back on track and talk about education. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Thank you, Mr President. I totally agree with you that this motion is about education. 
As I said at the very beginning, I was just answering an interjection from the opposite side and asked for the 
chamber’s indulgence. If the chamber is not interested in going down that path, I am more than happy to get 
back onto education because we have so much to tell. I had been talking about the two brand-new schools that 
we just built in Ellenbrook and, as I said, was responding to an interjection. I will try to keep it a little brief, if 
I may. If I am directed back to the motion, I will obviously do so and respect the chamber. 

I wanted to quickly tell the house that after this investigation, the study came back showing that we would have 
to spend in the vicinity of $630 million to $950 million to build a train line down Lord Street to Bassendean, 
which would service only an estimated 1 400 people. We had to ask ourselves as a responsible government why 
we would invest close to $1 billion on a train line that we estimated only 1 400 people would use. That money 
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was far better spent on the infrastructure that we are building now. I know that many people in Ellenbrook are 
delighted with the Gnangara Road dualling, the lights at Drumpellier Drive, the lights at Lord Street in 
Beechboro, the new intersection and upgrade of Lord Street and Reid Highway and the roundabout at 
Gnangara Road and West Swan Road. That is what is important to the people of Ellenbrook. 

I will now get back to the subject matter, Mr President. I can see that I might be stretching my friendship with 
you a little too far! Before I was interrupted by the opposition on that topic, I was speaking about the investment 
that this government has delivered across the state in education infrastructure. Since 2008, our capital works 
program has invested in excess of $3.1 billion into public school infrastructure, which included upgrades to 
special facilities, refurbishments and improvements to student facilities and administrative areas. I highlighted 
and touched on this in my speech at Maida Vale Primary School, where we spent over $5 million to upgrade its 
administration block, the toilet block, the canteen and garden facilities. We also spent over $1.4 billion on 
41 new schools and 15 replacement schools, providing 1 263 new classrooms to students across 
Western Australia. Four new public primary schools opened their doors for the first time in 2016—that is, 
Alkimos Primary School, Rivergums Primary School in Baldivis and Anne Hamersley Primary School and 
Harrisdale Primary School in Ellenbrook. A total of $14.2 million was spent on Anne Hamersley Primary School 
and $15.9 million went to Harrisdale Primary School. 

Last week I talked about the state at large but in the East Metropolitan Region alone, through improvements and 
upgrades, we have invested $1.3 million into upgrading our public schools. Hillcrest Primary School in 
Bayswater is undergoing an administration upgrade that is costing $1.3 million. Also, Bassendean Primary 
School has had an administration upgrade worth $1.3 million. We will spend $1.357 million on Gooseberry Hill 
Primary School, due to be completed in 2017. The administration block at Woodlupine Primary School is 
currently also under construction, which will cost $1.4 million. That is what we are doing just this year alone in 
the East Metropolitan Region. 
In previous years this government invested in 33 individual projects, including two public schools around the 
East Metropolitan Region. The projects have ranged from half a million dollars right up to $63 million. I want to 
share information with the chamber about a couple of the schools that we have invested in and show the range of 
the East Metropolitan Region that we have covered. We have not focused on any particular area but the areas in 
which schools needed upgrades the most. Lockridge Primary School had a redevelopment costing $11.4 million. 
Darling Range Sports College, a fantastic college in Forrestfield that is providing great opportunities for our new 
sportsmen and athletes of Western Australia—I congratulate all the people at Darling Range Sports College—
has had works done costing $11.6 million. Wattle Grove Primary School’s upgrade and replacement cost 
$10 million. A total of $10.2 million was spent on the new Aveley Primary School in 2011–12. The government 
invested $11.2 million in Malvern Springs Primary School, another new primary school. We all know about the 
fantastic upgrade of Governor Stirling Senior High School out at Midland. It is a well-loved school and is 
cherished by the local community. A total of $63 million has gone into providing a brand-new school at 
Governor Stirling Senior High School. Out at Byford is the brand-new West Byford Primary School, built at 
a cost of $14.4 million. Works at Byford Secondary College are being done in two stages. We have already spent 
$30 million and another $32 million worth of works is underway right now. That is a total of $62 million for that 
one project. Out at Bullsbrook, we have replaced the school at a cost of $23.5 million. Kalamunda Senior High 
School has had additions worth $5 million. We are all well aware of the fires that occurred at Mount Lawley 
Primary School. It cost $11.2 million to replace the damaged sections. Both West Morley Primary School and 
North Morley Primary School have had administration upgrades, with North Morley costing $2 million and 
West Morley $2.2 million. I have just given a few examples but members can see how much money the 
government has invested to improve the infrastructure of our schools around the East Metropolitan Region. As 
I said, that totals 33 projects across the East Metropolitan Region alone. 
Last week Hon Sue Ellery touched on having to deal with the heat when she went to school, saying how hot it 
was and that it was difficult to concentrate. I totally understand, having experienced the same thing when I went 
to school. That is why it is so important that this government invested $65 million to get air cooling into our 
schools to make sure that the conditions and the environment for our students is the best it possibly can be so 
they can concentrate on learning. We all know how difficult it is to concentrate if we are too hot or too cold. We 
have to make sure that the temperature is correct. That is why this investment by this government has been 
fantastic to improve the standard of classrooms in which our students are educated. 
We have also invested in assisting schools to improve their playgrounds, to be able to purchase new equipment 
or to install shade structures to make playgrounds more enjoyable, safer and protective for students to get out 
there and enjoy. Safe playgrounds are vitally important; they help our children develop their gross motor skills 
and boost their strength. Being active is vital for children to develop and maintain good health, to not only have 
fun but also to learn how to play with others, how to interact with students of different ages and how to share the 
play equipment. We all know one of the most important things to teach children as they grow up is to share. 
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With the development of new technology, it is important for our children to have excuses to go outside. More 
and more every day, we hear—I know from the young children in my family—how it is very easy for parents to 
pop their young children in front of a TV or give them an iPad or iPhone to play with. If we do not provide the 
type of playground equipment that engages students and encourages them to have fun while being physically 
active, we are letting down the future aspirations of many children. So far, 423 schools across the state have 
benefited from the $7 million investment in playgrounds. I encourage more schools to take up this investment. 
The state government is assisting those schools by investing in upgrading their playgrounds. As I said, I think it 
is a very worthy program and one that should be taken on by all schools. 
In her contribution, Hon Liz Behjat spoke at length about independent public schools, so I will not go into the 
full detail the honourable member went into. She did a very, very good job explaining the benefits of 
independent public schools. The uptake of independent public schools across our state, and that it has been 
embraced by teachers and parents, shows the great success of this initiative. The independent public schools 
model enables schools to decide the direction they want to take. For parents to be involved and have a say in the 
direction of the school their children go to and being able to engage in the path they want their children to take is 
a wonderful way to keep people involved in our education system. Every parent is invested in their children’s 
education so it is a wonderful program that allows parents to have that little bit more input into their child’s 
education. As I said, the uptake of independent public schools is proof that it is a successful initiative. 
I acknowledge the minister’s fantastic work. He is extremely proud of this initiative. I have never seen a minister 
attend as many schools as I see Hon Peter Collier attend. I would like to know how many children’s shoelaces he 
has tied to date. I want to know whether he has a tally in his room! Every photo taken of Hon Peter Collier at 
schools shows him stopping to help a student tie up their shoe laces. It is fantastic to see that our minister is 
down to earth in how he relates to students and teachers, and meets with every school he possibly can, engaging 
at that grassroots level. As I said, the independent public school model is fantastic, with 89 independent public 
schools across the East Metropolitan Region taking it up. Eighty-nine of the schools across the East Metropolitan 
Region have grabbed this initiative and run with it. I am extremely proud that east metro has taken up the 
program. I have met with many principals, teachers and board members of independent public schools and they 
cannot tell me enough good things about the program. There are independent public schools ranging across the 
whole East Metropolitan Region from Armadale to Balga, Ballajura, Belmont, Bullsbrook, Byford, Cloverdale, 
Darling Range, Dawson Park at Forrestfield, Dianella Heights, East Beechboro, East Kenwick, Eastern Hills 
Senior High School—a special place to me because it was my high school where I attended five years of senior 
high school; it is a fantastic school. We all know it had a bit of an issue the other week with vandalism; nonetheless, 
it is a great school and it is good to see that it too has taken up the independent public school program. Ellenbrook 
Secondary College also has embraced the IPS program, as have Gooseberry Hill, Governor Stirling, Greenmount, 
Helena Valley, Kelmscott, Midvale, Maylands, Mirrabooka, Middle Swan, Morley, Noranda and North Balga. All 
these schools have taken up the independent public school model. That shows us that it does not matter where 
schools are located or their demographic, the IPS program is benefiting every student and every school that takes it 
up. I congratulate the schools for doing that; I congratulate the Minister for Education and I congratulate this 
government for a fantastic initiative. 

In March 2015, another excellent initiative was undertaken by the minister when, in a new era for secondary 
schooling, he announced an investment of $9.4 million for students in the Armadale region. The amount of 
$4.45 million has gone to Armadale Senior High School to help refurbish buildings and plan and organise new 
programs. The minister’s plan is for Armadale Senior High School to become the leader in delivering the 
vocational education and training program. It is to provide students in the East Metropolitan Region and the 
south east corridor around Armadale with a diverse range of vocational programs. These programs are 
hospitality and allied health services, to name a couple. Hospitality is an industry we need to invest in. Not 
every student will go down the academic path—not every student will be a doctor, a lawyer or an engineer. 
Nevertheless, the student who does not go down that path needs the same amount of investment as the student 
who wants to become a doctor. To provide flexibility and choice to students who are not interested in the 
academic path but are interested in getting a trade and in choosing the vocational education and training 
program, we need to encourage them and make it easy for them to do so. In the hospitality sector of tourism 
there is a big gap. We need our young people to see hospitality as a career path. Currently, we rely on 
backpackers to fill spaces in our hospitality industry because our young people of today are being educated by 
their parents, who want the best for them—I understand that 100 per cent—and who are sending them down 
the path of university to seek better careers. They see hospitality as part-time jobs, as a filler while they are at 
university and a filler to get them to their destination; not a career path. When people do not see an industry as 
a career path, the skills in that area are lost. WA used to have a very high standard of hospitality service. 
Sadly, as we have lost people in this area, we are now, as I said, relying on backpackers, who deliver great 
service but they are not there for very long, and that does not allow operators to train them. We have a void in 
our customer service and our hospitality industry. I hope Armadale Senior High School students do extremely 
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well in the hospitality industry. As I said, there are a lot of jobs to be filled and a lot of opportunities for the 
local community to be employed. If we are talking about creating jobs, this is the field in which restaurants, 
hotels, day spas, retreats and tour operators are begging for staff to come on board and stay more than the 
three or six months that backpackers stay. Any business that invests in a staff member needs a return and 
wants them to hang around for as long as possible. If we are relying on short-term staffing to fill gaps, we will 
never be able to deliver the best service we possibly can. To do so will grow our tourism and hospitality 
industry. That is why the VET program is vitally important. As I said, Armadale Senior High School will 
receive $4.5 million to provide students with options around that area. The amount of $4.95 million was 
granted to Cecil Andrews Senior High School to refurbish the building and provide a coordinator and, again, 
plan and organise new programs for that school. That school will be academically focused. Students in that 
area will have the choice of going to Armadale or Cecil Andrews Senior High Schools, depending on where 
their interest lies. It is important that students follow the areas they are interested to learn about. Cecil 
Andrews Senior High School has an academic focus, but students in Armadale can choose either a vocational 
education and training program or an academic program. 

Hon Peter Collier: Plus the new STEM centre there. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I was about to say that both schools in that area are participating in the science, 
technology, engineering and mathematics program. As usual, the Minister for Education is right on track and 
has led me to the next point that I will speak on. We do not have a minister more on board his portfolio than 
Hon Peter Collier. As I touched on earlier, it is vital that we prepare the younger generation for the modern 
world in which we live. It is not far from the truth when people joke about having a problem with an iPhone or iPad 
and giving it to a four-year-old child to fix. I have a number of nephews and nieces and at four years old they have 
no problem picking up a phone, working out their parents’ code and unlocking it, and playing their games. 
Hon Darren West interjected. 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I am not going to entertain the honourable member’s interjection. With the technology 
available in the iPhone and iPad and the modern world we live in today, jobs will be created that we do not even 
know about. Students at school now will be taking up careers that have not yet been thought of or created. It is 
vitally important that we equip them to take up those opportunities, even though we do not know what will occur in 
the future. They need to be able to use their imagination and to understand science and technology. 
Going around the schools, I have seen so many students thoroughly enjoying their experience with interactive 
robots, which seem to be a favourite and a huge hit amongst primary school students. The minister and I visited 
Guildford Primary School, among the many schools we visited across the East Metropolitan Region, and the 
students at that school could not wait to show us the robots they had made and what they could get these robots 
to do. These students were 10 years old. I was absolutely blown away with their talent, creativity and 
understanding of building and programming a robot to carry out functions they wanted it to do. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [1.32 pm]: It gives me a great 
deal of pleasure to support the motion on the notice paper moved by Hon Liz Behjat. It shows her great foresight 
in making sure that this motion came up for debate just months out from the election so that government 
members had the capacity to glow in the benefits of what this government has provided in education in 
Western Australia. I thank Hon Liz Behjat for that. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: It is a fine track record. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: It is absolutely; thank you, Hon Simon O’Brien. I thank Hon Liz Behjat for her 
compelling outline of education in Western Australia, in particular, the magnificent independent public school 
system. I also thank Hon Alyssa Hayden for her, as always, very insightful contribution, particularly at the 
local level. 
As I said, I am absolutely proud to be Minister for Education in Western Australia. Every area of 
Western Australia’s education system is envied throughout this nation. It is extraordinary when I compare where 
we came from in 2008 with where we have finished up, just as we are about to face the public’s judgement once 
again. I will do a little bit of compare and contrast here, because it is a very easy exercise. As shadow education 
minister, I had an easy target in 2006–07. Western Australia’s education system was in a serious state of 
disrepair. It was such a shame for a wonderful state like Western Australia. Apparently the bank balance in the 
Treasury coffers in those days was full, but education was left behind. In 2008, we had under-resourced schools, 
the lowest-paid teachers in the nation, an enterprise bargaining agreement that still had not been settled by the 
Labor government and mass teacher shortages in schools throughout the length and breadth of the state. The 
curriculum was an absolute mess. The ridiculous levels that were used in the ill-fated outcomes–based education 
system meant it was very hard to compare student with student. The regulatory body, the Western Australian 
College of Training, was a mess. We had strikes and demonstrations, and a lack of confidence in education, 
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particularly public education in Western Australia. We also had a mass exodus of students from public education 
into the non-government sector. 
As a product of and a former teacher in the public education system, I despaired at the fact that the public of 
Western Australia were not satisfied with what they were receiving. It was incumbent on me as the alternative 
education minister to do something about it. The Liberal Party went into the 2008 state election with 
a comprehensive and, dare I say, robust policy agenda. It covered all areas—not only teaching strategies for 
improving quality of teachers, but also salaries, resourcing, the magnificent independent public school system, and 
improved opportunities to provide chaplains in our schools. It was comprehensive and covered every single aspect 
of education. I am in no doubt whatsoever that our education policy had an enormous amount to do with our victory 
in 2008. The public of Western Australia were very frustrated with what they were getting in education. 
We have rolled on another eight years to 2016 when the public will again have an opportunity to judge 
a government on its performance. I will deal with the area of education, because that is the motion in front of the 
house at the moment. The first area I would like to look at is funding, because our opponents, particularly over 
the last three years, have stated ad infinitum that our schools are under-resourced and we have had massive cuts 
throughout our education system and that, as a direct result, the government should hang its head in shame. Once 
again, I would like to say that members should look at the scoreboard. The scoreboard in education shows this 
government’s enviable reputation. 
I remind members about the current funding structure throughout Australia in education. In 2016, the Australian 
average expenditure on students is $16 177 per student. In sixth place is Victoria at $13 924; in fifth place is 
Queensland at $15 563; in fourth place is New South Wales at $16 449; in third place is Tasmania on $16 724; in 
second place is South Australia at $16 749; and emphatically in first place is Western Australia at $19 462. 
Perspective is a wonderful thing in life. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: What was the number? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is $19 462 per student compared with a national average of $16 177. Members opposite 
claim these terrible Tories are bleeding our schools dry of funds! This government has made sure that 
Western Australian schools are the best resourced schools in the nation. I repeat: they are the best resourced schools 
in the nation. Funding in our schools has increased since 2008 by 70.3 per cent, which is an increase of 
$1.998 billion. Funding increased from $2.8 billion to $4.8 billion. In anyone’s language, have we napalmed funding 
in our schools? Absolutely not! What this government has done with funding in education is second to none. 

I am off to South Australia tomorrow to a meeting of the Ministerial Council on Education, Employment, 
Training and Youth Affairs. One of the things we will discuss is national funding. Like most federal 
governments, this federal government will divvy up the pie. What happens at the national level, of course, is that 
the more schools are funded at the state level the less they get at the federal level. I am going to prosecute an 
argument for Western Australia that that is an ill-fated way to run the Federation. States should not be penalised 
because they fund their schools at a higher level. If Western Australia funds its schools at a higher level than 
every other state, why should we get less of the national pie? We are just as significant as some of the states that 
underfund their schools. I will continue to prosecute that message on the national stage time in and time out, 
regardless of who is in charge of the Treasury bench—they are as bad as each other. As far as Western Australia 
is concerned, I refuse to reduce funding at the state level in order get a bit more of the federal pie. Once again, 
we will have a very robust discussion at that ministerial council meeting. 

We have heard, particularly from the shadow Minister for Education, how much funding the government has 
taken out of our schools. The amounts range from $180 million up to $228 million that we have shredded from 
schools. That is nonsense. There is absolutely no justification behind those figures. They take into account 
neither the base funding that is used for schools nor the considerable additional funding the government has put 
into schools, particularly over the past years, to deal with those areas of considerable need. I will go through 
a few of those. 

In addition to base funding in our schools, let us look at other figures. In 2015, after the student-centred funding 
model was finalised, the government added an additional $46.5 million to the budget on 20 March 2015. In 
2015–16, we added an additional $7.75 million to the magnificent chaplaincy program, which I will talk about in 
a moment. We topped that up even further in 2016 by $10.48 million. The state now has 561 public schools with 
a chaplain. Every single public school in Western Australia that wants a chaplain has got one. Who provided it? 
The Liberal–National government provided it. When we came into office, the chaplaincy program was funded to 
the tune of $780 000; it is now funded to the tune of $10.6 million, and the government is proud of it because 
chaplains play a vital role in providing essential pastoral care for those students in need. There is more. This is 
a great motion! 

The government allocated an additional $13 million to the classroom refreshment program on 22 May 2015, and 
to maintenance and technology funding on 9 December 2015 it gave $85 million on top of the amount already 
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budgeted. That was $33.8 million for school maintenance on roofs, paint, carpets and courts. We made 
a $32.7 million investment in technology in schools and $20 million for the primary school computer device 
program. Is this not great? In addition, in January 2016, the government added another $15.7 million for the 
high-priority maintenance program, and on 31 May 2016, an additional $6.7 million investment was made to 
robotics and coding. It is a great way forward so that the state is ready in 2018 for digital technologies to come 
into the national curriculum and our primary schools are ready and prepared. 

Hon Jim Chown: Is there more? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: But there is more—and we even have steak knives! 

On 9 June 2016, the primary school device program was given an additional $20 million on top of the base 
funding that schools are already getting. Members must remember that this is on top of what schools are already 
getting. Additional funding of $46 million was given also for students with special needs, particularly those with 
autism. Members should remember that, as I announced it on 24 July 2016. Every single child in 
Western Australia is significant, not just those in mainstream schooling, but students with a disability, 
Aboriginal students, students who live in low socioeconomic areas and students who have English as a second 
language, and the government is funding them. We are talking about hundreds of millions of additional dollars. 
That puts paid to the notion that our schools have been stripped bare of resources. Yes, the government did ask 
schools to tighten their belts in 2014, but that was because the level of increase was absolutely unsustainable. Of 
course, we made sure that our schools were still resourced at a very high level. The government is very proud of 
the fact that our schools are resourced at a much higher level than schools in any other state in the nation. 

Let us consider education assistants. Members opposite are constantly telling us about this issue—I am sure that 
we will hear about this all again in debate on the Loan Bill 2016—but let us consider the facts. Western Australia 
has an inclusive education system and a raft of different talents and abilities and students with special needs, and 
it is very important that education assistants are provided for those students. Have we napalmed our schools of 
education assistants? No, we have not. Let me put the facts on the board yet again. Based on the figures I showed 
earlier for resourcing that came from the Productivity Commission’s “Report on Government Services 2016”, let 
us look at the most up-to-date figures for student support—that is, education assistants—across the nation. The 
national average is one EA or student support staff for 35.9 students. Who comes in sixth place? New South 
Wales does, with one EA for every 46.7 students. Who comes in fifth? Victoria does, with one EA for every 
37.7 students. Queensland comes in fourth with one EA for every 32.7 students. South Australia comes in third 
with one EA for every 31.7 students. 

Hon Darren West interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The member does not like hearing this, does he? 

Who comes in second? It is Tasmania, with one EA for every 30.8 students. Now a gold coin for guessing who 
comes in first! Who comes in first? I know—Western Australia, with one EA for every 25.1 students. What has this 
government done with EAs? Have we culled EAs? No. Do members know how many EAs Western Australia has 
now? There are 7 116 in 2016 and there were 5 739 in 2008, which is a 32.67 per cent increase. In anyone’s 
language, Western Australia provides more student support than any other state in the nation. 

Let us consider a very sensitive issue for members opposite. Teaching is one of the most valuable service 
industries that can be provided. As I said, when the government came into office, there were mass teacher 
shortages. At the beginning of 2008, 264 classrooms were without a teacher. That was the situation under 
a Labor government. 

Hon Jim Chown: How many? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It was 264 classrooms. I heard comments from the Leader of the Opposition just last 
week about his tenure as education minister, which was an unmitigated disaster, and that in fact there was a big 
teacher shortage in 2008 but that it rectified itself within a couple of weeks of school starting, so that there were 
about 200 short. There was not; there is a little bit of licence used there. The figure was 264. The Leader of the 
Opposition said the figure was down to about 20 or 30 by the end of the second week. That is wrong! By 
mid-2008, there were 128 vacancies. It was not 20 after two weeks; it was 128. Let us deal with the facts, 
because facts are a magnificent thing. 

The current government went into the 2008 election with a commitment to provide an additional $120 million 
for staff wages. Not only did the current government make that commitment, it went further. Let me see whether 
members are paying attention. Who can guess which state has the highest paid teachers in the nation? I will take 
an interjection. 

Several members interjected. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: We will call that a collective Western Australia, shall we? Well, collectively we are 
right. Let us have a look at why we are right. In 2016, graduate teachers living in Tasmania are the lowest paid, 
on a salary of $62 310—sorry, guys. Graduates living in Victoria are second last on $63 356. Graduates in 
New South Wales are fourth on $64 008—sorry, guys—and graduates living in South Australia are third on 
$64 843; sorry, guys. Graduates in Queensland average $66 022; sorry, guys. However, graduates in 
Western Australia are on $66 475 and are the highest paid graduates in the nation. In addition, when they get to 
the top of the scale, if they are in Queensland—sorry, guys—they get a lowly $88 182; in South Australia, they 
come in a low fifth on $89 437 and in Tasmania they are fourth on $92 496. Sorry, guys. In Victoria they come 
in third—they get a bronze medal—on $94 961. Those in New South Wales get the silver on $95 466, and then 
in Western Australia, once again, those at the top of the scale get the gold medal with a salary of $100 536. They 
are the highest paid teachers in the nation.  

That is exactly why we have put a teacher in front of every single classroom in this state every single year that 
we have been in office. This is from those terrible conservatives! All they care about is big business! No, they do 
not! We have paid our teachers and we resource our schools better than anyone. Our track record is exceptional. 

I will not go through the infrastructure because Hon Liz Behjat and Hon Alyssa Hayden provided such 
comprehensive coverage of that; I am very appreciative of that. Suffice to say, with us sitting on 41 schools and 
15 rebuilds, with another 17 ready to rebuild, I do not come up for air at the beginning of each year. I run around 
opening schools; it is really good. I have much to talk about; let us have a look. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Will you take an interjection? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Absolutely. 

Hon Sue Ellery: I cannot yell. There are parents in the public gallery today who are really interested in hearing 
from you on the issues that I raised in my contribution last week about the need to build new secondary schools, 
particularly in the inner-city and western suburbs. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, but I am dealing with the motion, not the western suburbs. I have said to the 
member before that I have no problems at all, but I am not here for that; I am here to deal with the motion. I have 
no problems at all, and I can tell the member — 

Hon Sue Ellery: Okay. Well, they just heard you say that. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, I appreciate where Hon Sue Ellery is coming from and I appreciate the work the 
member has done on this. I keep on saying this, but you know what? It is just a matter of sleeps now. It is not 
just weeks—it is sleeps. There we go! I tell Hon Sue Ellery what: if she were an undersea diver, she could hold 
her breath and she would have an answer. Hon Sue Ellery would have to be a very, very good undersea diver, 
I have to say, but it will not be much longer. Sorry, guys, I have to keep going; I have so much to get through. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Will you not answer the questions that those parents asked me to put to you last week? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No—Hon Sue Ellery can put her questions on notice. This motion was moved to 
congratulate the government on the education portfolio. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am sorry, but that is not appropriate. If the member wants to move a motion on the 
western suburbs on the Thursday after the break, I will gladly answer it then, I assure the member. 
Hon Sue Ellery can carry on all she likes. This is not that motion; if Hon Sue Ellery wants to put a motion on the 
notice paper about the western suburbs, by all means she should. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I know Hon Sue Ellery does not like hearing what I am saying, but she will have 
to listen. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members. We are getting off track a bit. Interjections are sometimes helpful, but too 
many of them tend to go the other way. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I invite the Leader of the Opposition to put a motion on the western suburbs on the 
notice paper for the very next Thursday after we come back from the break. I invite the member. There we go—
it is a challenge! I invite the member to put that motion on the notice paper. 
Let us look at the curriculum. One of the most challenging things in the education system is to make sure that 
every single child is looked after. Every single child has their area of strength, as raised by Hon Alyssa Hayden. 
In 2008 we inherited an unmitigated disaster. The outcomes–based education system was an ill-fated 
experiment—that was all it was—on our students throughout Western Australia. The levels were appalling. We 
could not distinguish between students or cohorts of students between classes, let alone between schools or one 
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area of the state or another. We completely removed those levels and replaced them. We went back to the basics 
with fine-grained assessment, which is what the public of Western Australia wanted. We needed to be mindful 
that for years and years—for decades; for generations—our education system had been led by the nose by 
universities; that university entrance is paramount and that was all that mattered. That is garbage! Fine-grained 
assessment for university entrance is fine for students who want to go to university, but around two-thirds of 
students in our education system do not go to university; we have to make sure that they are looked after as well 
as anyone. 

I will start at the bottom with early entrance. We have done an enormous amount—an enormous amount—for 
early intervention. I am mindful that pedagogy has shifted, particularly over the last five or six years, to 
recognising that a child’s education begins at birth. It does not begin when a child goes to primary school; it 
begins at birth. As a productive, effective, caring and compassionate government, we have opened 21 child and 
parent centres throughout Western Australia. Those child and parent centres are magnificent. They are in low 
socioeconomic areas and ensure that every single child in those areas is looked after. They deal with thousands 
and thousands of students every day. They have early intervention literacy and numeracy workshops, early 
intervention parenting workshops, speech therapy, dental therapy, health welfare and mental health support. 
They offer all of the services above in the one area—the child and parent centre. The students are provided with 
an enormous impetus and stimulus for growth in their educational welfare. If we get the seed right for a child, it 
makes it much easier for that child to progress later in life, through primary school and their entrance into 
secondary school. The child and parent centres have helped enormously. 

In addition, we must look after one of the most marginalised groups in our society—Aboriginal students; the 
original Australians. Educational outcomes for Aboriginal students are appalling in comparison with their 
non-Aboriginal counterparts. As a developed nation in the twenty-first century it is embarrassing that there is 
such disparity in the educational outcomes for the original Australians. Consequently, we have done an 
enormous amount in the Aboriginal space, particularly over the last three years. I was personally responsible for 
opening 37 Aboriginal kindergartens this year. They provide early intervention literacy and numeracy, speech 
therapy and parenting workshops. We are trying to empower the local parents to be part of their child’s 
education and to provide those early intervention skills for the child, so that the foundation skills have been 
provided before Aboriginal children get to primary school. That is important; imagine going to work without any 
idea of what was going on. Unfortunately, a significant number of — 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Alanna Clohesy): Order, members! There is just too much chatter in the 
chamber for me to hear the minister and, more importantly, for Hansard to hear the minister. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney: We were just so excited about what he was saying! 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Thank you, but if you would like to chatter, perhaps you might like to take it outside. 

Hon Jim Chown: No, this is too good! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you, Madam Acting President. 

That is what happens with a lot of Aboriginal students. If we can provide those foundation skills, there is much 
more motivation for Aboriginal students to go to school. Attendance levels for Aboriginal students, particularly 
in remote areas of the state, are simply unacceptably low. The 37 kindergartens are a wonderful step forward. 
I have no doubt that I will be out of here—long gone—before we see many real benefits from this, but I know 
those three-year-old Aboriginal students who started kindergarten in 2016 will definitely benefit by the time they 
enter primary school and secondary school, seven years down the track. I know those Aboriginal students will 
have a much better start in life than their predecessors because of the KindiLink program. We have looked after 
the marginalised groups in our community and made sure that early intervention is provided. 

In addition, we are signatories to the national curriculum. I refused to sign up to the national curriculum initially 
and have a curriculum imposed upon Western Australia. When I chaired the ministerial council meeting four 
years ago, I insisted Western Australia had the capacity to adopt and adapt the national curriculum to ensure that 
we had an all-enveloping curriculum and a base—particularly over the four core areas—but also the capacity to 
adapt to Western Australian standards. It was completely embraced by all other jurisdictions and has now been 
overwhelmingly endorsed and supported throughout our Western Australian education system. Stage 1 of the 
national curriculum has been implemented. I pushed out stages 2 and 3 for another year until 2018 because I felt 
there had been enough change and reform in our education system, and we wanted to make sure our system was 
ready for it. Through that, we now have stability, structure and appropriate assessment procedures in our 
compulsory education system in primary and secondary school. As a result, we now have some sanity back in 
our curriculum. Students now know where they stand in relation to their peers, parents know where their child 
stands in relation to his or her peers and teachers know where their students stand in comparison to other classes, 
not just in the school but throughout the state. That had been abandoned under the previous administration.  
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How dare we experiment with children’s education! That is exactly what happened. We have put some sanity 
back into education. In addition, the ill-fated senior secondary level courses of study with outcomes almost 
decimated our education system; it was just an embarrassment. I came straight from teaching 23 years in the 
classroom, and, fundamentally, the last 15 years were in senior secondary, and I was appalled to see the road we 
were taking when I entered this place in 2005. It was an absolute embarrassment. Unfortunately as a result, 
a number of students did not get the quality education they deserved. 

When Mark McGowan took over and abandoned the courses of study, which was great, he replaced it with 
something that was equally problematic—those ridiculous stages of stage 1, stage 2 and stage 3. Stage 3 was for 
students who would go to university. Stage 2 was for those students who, ideally, would go to university and had 
compulsory examinations. Stage 1 was for those students who did not want to go to university. We had a mass 
exodus of students throughout Western Australia in years 11 and 12 who abandoned stage 2 and did stage 1. 
When I took over this portfolio, just over four and a half years ago, I asked the School Curriculum and Standards 
Authority to provide me with the breakdown of students doing each stage. There were 51 per cent of our public 
education students doing stage 1. Stage 1 was the equivalent of years 9 and 10, so let us have some perspective. 
There were 5 000 of our students leaving our education system with nothing—no qualification whatsoever. That 
is appalling. A quarter of our students were leaving compulsory education with nothing. No wonder employers 
were complaining. No wonder universities were complaining about appalling literacy and numeracy standards 
when they had to deal with this. I immediately asked for change. 

This is the first year of the new Western Australian Certificate of Education. We have been nation leading in this. 
A student who goes through secondary school in years 11 and 12 will either have to have a certificate II or an 
Australian tertiary admission rank and they must have the minimum literacy and numeracy standard. The rest of the 
nation stood up and applauded. I am not banging on, but they could not believe that we were bold enough to do that 
and that students are now required to do it. Has the roof come tumbling down? Have the oceans taken over the 
land? Of course not! We have got some sanity back into our education system, whereby a student who leaves 
year 12 after 2016 will have a piece of paper that will mean something. That student will have a certificate II. I do 
not care whether it is in jewellery making, hairdressing or whatever, because it gives that student the impetus to say, 
“Yes, I have achieved something and I’m going to move into training. I’m going to move somewhere; I’m actually 
going to go somewhere.” As Hon Martin Pritchard would know, in a lot of instances there is nothing better than 
a training qualification. It opens doors all over the world. Students will have that qualification and we are providing 
it—the very first state in the nation. Interestingly enough, three other states have already joined the bandwagon. As 
I keep on saying to Mike Nahan, “If we had patented half of our reforms, we would have paid off the state debt.” 
That is because what we are doing in education is absolutely revolutionary. 

Coming from what we inherited to where we are at the moment, we cannot but be in awe. We cannot but, dare I say 
it, congratulate Western Australia for what we have achieved. We did not go weak at the knees; we did not baulk at 
the prospect of change. We made those changes. Have members seen demonstrations in the streets over the last two 
or four years about the curriculum? Of course not, because we consulted with the community, representative groups 
and the union; we consulted across the board. We had reviews done and then we implemented the change. We did 
not impose the change on the education system, which the previous administration did with that ridiculous 
outcomes-based education and those stages that Hon Mark McGowan introduced. 

As a result, of course, we cannot talk about education by talking about only the curriculum. Anyone with any 
knowledge of pedagogy at all who refers to education or an education system and talks about only the 
curriculum is living in the Dark Ages. Yes, when I first started teaching about 35 years ago, it was fundamentally 
about the curriculum. The naughty boys and girls were put into detention, but basically student services 
amounted to very little. Now, in an increasingly complex society in which students bring to school a litany of 
social issues day in, day out, teachers need support. Students and parents need support. School leaders—
principals, deputies and so on—need support. We cannot talk about pedagogy in 2016 and not say that the 
curriculum and pastoral care are about 50–50. Looking after the welfare of the child is absolutely imperative. As 
a result, we have done an enormous amount to ensure that we look after the all-rounded child; for example, last 
year, we opened 13 engagement centres throughout the state. The engagement centres provide tailored programs 
for some students who are generally regarded as disengaged. A lot of people roll their eyes about a disengaged 
child and say they are recalcitrant or naughty or whatever, and just leave them out; they are not. Every child is 
important and significant. Those children who are disengaged—I hate the term, but it is the one that best 
captures that generic group of students who are not attuned to mainstream students—have energy levels, talent 
and capacity. A lot of them have appalling backgrounds, but we should not in any shape or form assume that 
they do not deserve a quality education just as much as anyone who aspires to be a Rhodes scholar. The 
engagement centres provide tailored programs for these students. They take them out of mainstream schooling 
either on a temporary basis or a permanent basis and they provide tailored programs for them. I have been to 
these engagement centres; they are just so heartening. It is so good to see. When we walk around these centres 
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and engage with the students, we see how they are made to feel important. That helps their resilience and their 
self-esteem and, most importantly, it best prepares them for life beyond compulsory education. I am very proud 
of the engagement centres. 

In addition, we opened this year, for the very first time, a learning academy. The Midland Learning Academy is 
a magnificent institution. It is very similar to the CARE schools. We increased the funding for curriculum and 
re-engagement in education schools that provide for seriously disengaged students, who are often involved with 
juvenile justice. CARE schools take those students, provide them with enormous pastoral care and support and 
ensure that they are provided with an avenue for success. The CARE schools are non-government schools, 
whereas the learning academy is a public education facility. I think we need another two or three learning 
academies in Western Australia. I was at the learning academy about two months ago. A couple of parents came 
up and hugged me, not because it was me, but because of the fact that their students were actually at school now. 
I chatted to two students—I will not mention their names—a girl and a boy; one was 14 years old and one was 
13 years old. The girl had not been to school for 18 months and the boy had not been to school for nearly two 
years. They proudly told me they had an attendance record of 100 per cent. That is fantastic. Those students 
would otherwise still be roaming the streets, probably involved in some sort of juvenile justice issues. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden: Now they are attending school. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: They are attending school and they are made to feel worthwhile. They are made to 
feel as if they have some purpose in life. We have done that. As a Liberal government, we have provided that. In 
addition to that, we have provided the CARE schools with significantly increased funding. 

I have mentioned before that it is magnificent that every school that wants a chaplain is provided with a chaplain. 
I have copped it in that area. People say, “Isn’t it terrible? You’re infiltrating our schools with Christianity” 
et cetera. What a load of garbage! The chaplains provide pastoral care. They provide support mechanisms for our 
schools. They play an absolutely vital role. Some students just do not like going to see the headmaster, their year 
leader or a psychologist, but they feel comfortable speaking with a chaplain. It has never been imposed on 
a school—not once. We have said to schools that if they want a chaplain, we will provide the funding and we 
have. Have members seen any schools get rid of their chaplains? Absolutely not. But have members seen any 
schools that want them? Hundreds and hundreds have wanted them and we have provided them. The Liberal–
National government has again provided. It is magnificent. 

In addition to that, the student-centred funding model is one of the greatest reforms out. Our schools have 
received a huge wad of money; they are the highest resourced schools in the nation. It is very important that the 
money goes to the school where the child is. We do not just give a school a cheque; the money goes to where the 
child is. We reviewed it to reform it and Professor Teese, whom we commissioned, said there were two basic 
issues with our funding system: vertical imbalance, a huge disparity between what the secondary schools were 
getting and what the primary schools were getting, and horizontal imbalance, great diversity between what some 
schools were getting. He provided a refinement of the Gonski model. The Gonski model is fantastic in making 
sure the money goes to where the child is. As a result of that, he recommended a base level of funding for 
students from preprimary to year 3, for students from year 4 to year 6, and for students from year 7 to year 12. 
I made one refinement: I gave a fourth base level of funding for students in years 11 and 12, because I felt that, 
given the magnitude of change at that level, they needed more money. 

In addition to the base level of funding, we have provided extra funding for Aboriginal students, students with 
a disability, students with English as a second language, students who live in low socioeconomic areas, and 
students who live in the regions. The money follows the child. Schools do not just get that money; they have to 
make sure, through a funding agreement with the Department of Education, that the money goes to those 
particular cohorts of students. 

Under the student-centred funding model, the school now gets its base level of funding. The school gets the 
money and decides where that money is going to go. How can anyone argue against that? For decades—for 
generations—funding has been decided by bureaucrats in East Perth. I do not mean that in a patronising sense to 
the workers at East Perth, but I am saying how would someone in East Perth know what the needs of students are 
in Meekatharra, Port Hedland or Wembley? They do not. The principal knows what is best for his cohort of 
students, so every school, not just independent public schools, now has a one-line budget—every school. Not 
one school has said that it does not like it, and I challenge anyone opposite to find a school that does not like the 
one-line budget. They absolutely love it. Having that flexibility is something that successive governments have 
talked about for generations. The Liberal–National government has delivered it. 

Schools will get their profiles very shortly for next year, they will get their budget and they will actually be able 
to spend accordingly. The opposition cannot argue against that. 
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Hon Kate Doust: There’s still a degree of interference, isn’t there, from the Education Department about 
expenditure? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No. 

Hon Kate Doust: There is, actually. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, there is not. 

Hon Kate Doust: I’m on the board of a college, and I know that there is. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Sorry; I do not mind having a chat with the member behind the Chair later, but no. 

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That is fine, but I do not have time. I do not mind having a chat to the member later. 
Do not get me wrong; they cannot go and buy a bus. They cannot go and take the kids on an excursion, but they 
have flexibility with staffing and specialist areas of attention, whether it is a literacy or numeracy program—
whatever they like. 

I am a bit biased here, but one of the great reforms in education in this nation is independent public schools. 
They are magnificent. Again, why on earth should someone from East Perth determine the staffing profile of 
a school? They should not. A school should determine its own staffing profile—the principal and the executive 
of the school. There has been talk about IPS creating a terrible two-tier system in which there are IPS schools 
and non-IPS schools, and the non-IPS schools are going to be left with the teachers that no-one wants. Has it 
worked out that way? Let me tell members: five years ago there were 1 200 redeployees—registrable excess 
teachers. There are now 400, which is around one-third of what there were five years ago. Has IPS created this 
pool? No, it has not. It has increased improved teacher quality. Teachers are rising to the occasion. Teachers who 
want to get into a school now do not get there just because they have been teaching for 12 years; they get in 
because they have a skill set for a particular school. We have schools from all over the state that are getting 
hundreds of applicants for one position, and that is because they are raising their skill set. IPS is the greatest 
reform in education in this nation. As a result of that, the National Assessment Program — Literacy and 
Numeracy results in Western Australia have seen the greatest improvement of any state in the nation, which is 
testament to the great improvements we have made in education over the last eight years. 

As I conclude my comments, I can say that we are going into this election with a wonderful track record in 
education, but the best is yet to come, I can assure members. I have some wonderful policies that I will be 
revealing closer to the election, but the onus is now on the opposition to come forward and provide its 
alternative. The opposition keeps talking about the $228 million or $185 million that has been ripped out of 
schools, but it will have absolutely no credibility whatsoever if it does not, between now and the election, 
commit to, let us say, another $200 million for education. If it does not, it has no credibility. I would also like to 
see a commitment by members opposite to the chaplaincy program. Will it continue to provide the chaplaincy 
program? I would still like to see if members opposite will continue to maintain the engagement centres. I would 
still like to see whether members opposite will commit to the Learning Academy. I would still like to know 
whether members opposite will commit to increased funding for the curriculum and re-engagement in education 
schools. We need to hear these things. I still want to know whether members opposite will commit to 
maintaining and expanding the child and parent centres and, importantly, if they are going to maintain the 
KindiLink program—those 37 wonderful Aboriginal kindergartens. Importantly, I still want to know whether 
members opposite will commit to retaining and expanding the independent public school system. 
We must go into this election with a clear position on where we stand in education. We could not have been 
more transparent in what we stand for. Members opposite have been moaning and groaning about education for 
three years; now is the time to come up with the goods. Are members opposite going to change, in any shape or 
form, the integrity of the independent public school system? Are they going to change the staffing structure? We 
want to hear about it; the public of Western Australia want to hear about it. Equally importantly, given all their 
criticism over the last three years, unless members opposite commit to the $200 million they keep saying has 
been ripped out of schools, they will have absolutely no credibility whatsoever. 
In conclusion, after four years in office our track record in education is second to none. We inherited an absolute 
mess eight years ago—under-resourced schools, the lowest-paid teachers, 264 classrooms without teachers, and 
a curriculum that was in a mess. Now look what we have. We have the only education system in the nation for 
which there has been an increase in market share in public education for five years in a row. That is a vote of 
confidence in the public education system by the people of Western Australia. We have put some sanity back in 
the curriculum in Western Australia. At last, we are nation-leading in curriculum, particularly with the online 
literacy and numeracy assessment, the exit level of education, and expectations for Western Australian Certificate 
of Education results at entrance level. With the independent public school system, we have empowered local 
communities to ensure that the public of Western Australia can have a say in what goes on with the ethos and 
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governance of their schools. We have delivered exactly what parents want. We have delivered stability, 
resourcing, staffing and curriculum. As far as I am concerned—I am sure members opposite will agree with me on 
this—the Western Australian education system is a far better state now than it was when we inherited it. 
HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [2.17 pm]: I rise to speak to the motion put by Hon Liz Behjat that this 
Council congratulates the Liberal–National government on its excellent performance in the education portfolio. 
Whilst the opposition acknowledges that there are some aspects of the education portfolio that over the last eight 
years have been deserving of some credit and some level of congratulation, as a blanket statement we cannot 
agree that that is the case. I note that there are some parents in the gallery today who are concerned about the 
future of schooling in their areas, as Hon Sue Ellery pointed out—areas in and around the city and to the west. It 
is great to have them here with us today, listening to the debate about this very important subject. Of course, it is 
important to all of us, and I encourage members of the public to come and listen to Parliament and hear the 
debates as they happen, but it was very disappointing that the minister did not address the concerns they came to 
hear about. 
Hon Peter Collier interjected. 
Hon DARREN WEST: It is a very broad topic, minister—that we congratulate the government on the education 
portfolio. I note that the minister did not particularly stick to the topic when it suited him; he was talking about 
what Labor might propose to do — 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Alanna Clohesy): Order! A little more talk, a little less interjection and 
invitation to interjection. 
Hon DARREN WEST: I note that when it suited the minister not to veer from the subject, he chose not to, but 
towards the end of his speech he was very pointed about the opposition’s plans for when it comes to government 
in six months’ time. He cannot have it both ways, but it was disappointing that members of the public came to 
hear him speak on the subject he was invited to speak about, a subject that they care about, and he did not. On 
behalf of the Parliament, I apologise that the minister chose not to do that.  
I will make a brief contribution today, because I know that other members want to talk on this motion. This issue 
is important to everyone. I have children myself, and I talked about my children in my inaugural speech, in fact. 
It is interesting that rarely do I find something that I have in common with Hon Jim Chown—it happens very 
rarely indeed. However, there was certainly a common thread that ran through our inaugural speeches. I will 
touch on that a bit more later in my contribution. I note that Hon Jim Chown is out of the chamber on urgent 
parliamentary business, but I hope that when he has completed that business he will come back into the chamber 
and we can share what we had in common in our inaugural speeches. 

I want to make a few comments about an issue on which I have been quite vocally critical of this government—
that is, the change that was made by the government to put year 7 students into the high school system. 
I acknowledge that many other states have gone down that path. I also note that South Australia has yet to go 
down that path. One of the reasons given for that change was that the other states are doing it. It is bit sad when 
we have to do what everyone else is doing. Our situation in Western Australia is unique. The vastness of our 
state and our disparate and spread-out population make the provision of education and other important 
government services a challenge. I think that also contributes largely to the increased cost in Western Australia 
of providing education. Victoria is a much smaller state in size. I have lived in Victoria. The population of 
Victoria is gathered in larger centres. Therefore, Victoria does not have the challenges that we have in 
Western Australia in providing good public education. Of course the cost of providing education will be 
higher if we have a large number of communities that have a school with only a small number of students. 
Small schools are just as important to me as the big schools. Some schools in this state have about 
20 students, and many schools have about 100 students. The cost of providing a quality education in those 
schools will be higher than it is in schools with over 1 000 students. It is the same in any other sector in which 
we might care to do the economic analysis. If class sizes are smaller, the cost per student is higher. However, 
that should not factor into it. Country residents are entitled to a standard of opportunity that is equal to that of 
people in the city. However, that will cost more per student. I do not think we should make any apologies for 
that. I also do not think that anyone should claim credit or otherwise for that. That is just the state of play and 
the challenge that we face in our state. 

The transition of year 7s to the high school system was considered by the Premier, Dr Geoff Gallop, and the 
Minister for Education, Mark McGowan, in the Gallop government. It was decided not to proceed with that 
reform for three major reasons. The first was that there would be a significant cost to the taxpayer. Although 
I accept that money is no object to this government, it certainly was to the previous government. That is why this 
state had a AAA credit rating in those times and one of the best sets of books of any state in Australia. The 
question was whether the cost of $800 million could be put to better use in our education system. We could 
argue the point both ways. I think that is not the best use of that money. That money would be better spent on 
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more student engagement programs, and perhaps on working more with the justice system, as the Minister for 
Education has alluded to. I am sure that if we asked the schools, not many of them would suggest that moving 
year 7s out of the primary school system and into the high school system is their greatest priority. 

The second reason is that there have been no demonstrated beneficial educational outcomes from having the 
year 7 cohort in either primary school or high school. As I have discussed many times in this Parliament, the 
year 7 group comprises students. A lot of times, students are the forgotten issue. We can argue about money, 
class sizes and teachers’ salaries until the cows come home, but the centrepiece of the education system should 
be the students. The year 7 cohort comprises students at varying levels of maturity. Our daughter was certainly 
ready to handle the rigour of high school at year 7. However, our son was a bit more of a late bloomer, so to 
speak, and was certainly not ready for the rigours of the high school system in year 7. Fortunately for us, our 
kids did not have to head off to high school in year 7 but were able to stay in the primary school system, and they 
were leaders in their school and great attributes to our community. 

The third reason is that the policy to put year 7s into the high school system is a shocker of a policy for country 
communities. As I touched on earlier, members may remember that before I had even given my inaugural speech, 
the first act that I did as a member of Parliament in this place was table a petition with the names of 4 000 regional 
people who were opposed to the policy to put year 7s into high school. We all knew, as regional people, the impact 
it would have on our communities if our school leaders in year 7 were to leave their primary school and go to high 
school. Members may not be familiar with the fact that not every town has a district high school. Therefore, kids 
often have to spend up to an hour and a half each day on a bus to get to school. I cite the example of 
Beacon Primary School. I have done a lot of work with the Beacon community. In fact, the petition that I tabled 
was initiated by the Dunne family from Beacon—Andrew Dunne and his wife, Gemma, were instrumental in 
setting up this petition. Their option was to keep the students in Beacon in year 7, or send them to the closest public 
district high school, which was at Mukinbudin, 108 kilometres away, where the kids would learn through 
Schools of Isolated and Distance Education. We argued that it would be best if the year 7s at Beacon stayed at their 
local school. I note that there was a transition policy of three years for those parents who agreed with the principal 
that it would be best if the students stayed at their local school. I hope that policy is continued by this government, 
because parents are the best people to make decisions about the best interests of students. I note that about 
56 year 7 students in Western Australia have picked up the option to stay at their local school. 

Hon Jim Chown interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: That is where Hon Jim Chown comes in. I am pleased Hon Jim Chown is back in the 
chamber and has completed his urgent parliamentary business. As I informed the house earlier, it is very rare that 
Hon Jim Chown and I find something that we agree on. We are about as polar opposite as we could be. 
Hon Jim Chown is an ultraconservative and I am quite proudly progressive, and we disagree on many, many 
things. However, I have read Hon Jim Chown’s inaugural speech, and in that speech he expressed concern about 
the policy of making year 7s start high school at that level. It is very good that Hon Jim Chown and I agree on 
that. I note that he did a bit of a National Party on this, because he sort of flopped over when it came to the 
crunch. However, in his inaugural speech, he expressed concern about this policy. It is in Hansard. I have read it. 
I have read all members’ inaugural speeches, in fact. It is good to see that there is something that we agree on. In 
my inaugural speech on the day I became a member, I tabled that petition, and there it is in Hon Jim Chown’s 
inaugural speech. 

Hon Jim Chown: I was going to say that I was the one who achieved the transition time in regard to the move of 
year 7s. It was when Hon Liz Constable was the Minister for Education. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I am very pleased to hear that, honourable member, and congratulations. That was 
something good that Hon Jim Chown achieved. However, what we need to do now, perhaps collectively, is try to 
make that transition period a permanent arrangement. Hon Jim Chown, as a parliamentary secretary, will perhaps 
be able to have some influence over the education minister to have that arrangement made permanent. 

Another impact of the year 7s policy in our regional communities, particularly in communities further away from 
Perth, such as in the agricultural and mining regions and the pastoral regions, is that because not as many high 
school options are available, a lot of parents make the decision—it is both an emotional and a financial 
decision—to send their children to boarding school. That option is not available to everyone but it is a choice 
available to parents, and some parents make that choice, as mine did. It is a very difficult decision for a family 
but I think it is a decision for parents. I am not suggesting for a moment that parents make that decision because 
the public system is not up to scratch; I am suggesting that parents make that decision when they weigh up all the 
factors. For our children and their abilities, we made that conscious decision. 

Moving year 7 students into high school has made that decision even more emotional for families and it has 
certainly made it a tougher financial decision. We are beginning to see a trend across regional areas whereby 
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parents will send their year 7 children to high schools because some parents believe that their children will be better 
off at high schools and that they are ready for the rigours of a high school environment. The students will do year 6 
at their local primary school, year 7 at their district high school and then they will head off to boarding school in 
year 8. This means an increasing number of students are now going to three different schools in three years. 
I challenge anyone to tell me how that is the best outcome for students. It is challenging and difficult to have 
transition points at that stage of a child’s education and it provides a threat to the potential ultimate best education 
for those students. Some parents keep their children back at district schools until year 9 or 10. This may be because 
of financial pressures or because they prefer their children to be at home for a longer time. As I said, it is an 
emotional decision because the family unit is broken when a child goes off to boarding school. We sent our children 
to boarding school in year 8 because we felt that it was the ultimate time for our kids to go. Parents across the 
wheatbelt have differing views on public versus private schools and what age to send their kids there. Private 
schools certainly prefer students to come in year 7 and families feel as though they should follow that and they 
struggle with that emotional and financial decision. My family’s view is that leaving year 7 students in primary 
school is a better outcome. It would alleviate a whole lot of cost and I am sure that the government would like that 
money to be back in the budget at the moment. I think around about $800 million was spent, so the deficit would 
not be quite so bad. Ultimately, from the perspective of students, no-one has ever been able to demonstrate that 
being in high school or primary school in year 7 produces better educational outcomes. 

Another side effect of moving year 7s is that the students who leave the community to go to high school are the 
kids who make up the local sporting teams. I have referred to the community of Beacon where a large number of 
students have left at a younger age. It is becoming harder and harder to get kids to play in local sporting teams 
and with them, to get the parents who do the important volunteer roles because, if their children are away, it is 
more likely that parents will be engaged in activities with their kids at schools down in Perth. More and more 
regional families—farming families—have a unit, house, or apartment in the city and the wife/mother will move 
to Perth because the cost of boarding is expensive. She will bring the kids down to school in Perth and the kids 
will move down as well. Families are tending to migrate down to Perth. I know that this government has not put 
a lot of thought or effort into retaining people in the regions. We lost an electorate out of the regions because of 
that drift of population away from regional areas and into cities. The attraction or retention of workers, 
professionals and families out in the regions has not been a priority for this government. However, all the 
measures that the government put in place exacerbate what is happening and help to enhance that drift from 
regional centres to the city. I do not think that is something that the government should be proud of. I do not 
think it needs to be congratulated about that at all. I think it is a crying shame. 

Hon Jim Chown: The biggest drop was from 2000 to 2008. Who was in government then? Get your facts right. 

Hon DARREN WEST: The motion is to congratulate the government but I do not think putting in policies that 
exacerbate the drift of regional people to the cities is anything to be congratulated on. That is one little part that 
I do not think that the government deserves congratulations on. It has a big effect on families. 

Members, I have touched briefly on my experience. When I was 11 years old, I was one of those students who 
was fortunate enough—if we want to call it that—to be raised a year level at my primary school. I would like to 
think that was for my intellectual prowess. It meant that when I did go away to boarding school, I was only 
11 years old. It was a very challenging, very tough time for me. Looking back, although perhaps it gave me some 
resilience and strength, it was the 1970s when there were no anti-bullying pledges in schools like perhaps there 
are today. It was a very difficult and challenging experience for me and my family. I stuck it out. I won 
a scholarship and was able to attend the school on the scholarship, but it was very challenging. My personal 
experience of being 11 years old—a year 7 age student, even though I was in year 8—was very challenging, 
which is why I am so passionate about this issue. For me, it was not a good experience. We want students to go 
through school and want to be there. We want them to enjoy it and be engaged in their school to get the best 
outcomes that they can in their educational journey. I think that throwing students into an environment that they 
find tough and challenging is certainly not a good way to do that, so I do not congratulate the government on the 
year 7 shift. I do not think it was necessary. I do not think it will achieve better educational outcomes and I think 
it has been a real challenge and a real tough call for our regional communities. Of course, I will always come in 
here and stand up for regional communities. That is my job. I work for those regional communities and I find it 
somewhat distasteful when National Party members get up and say that they are the only ones who represent the 
regional communities. We have not heard a word—not a peep—out of the National Party on this issue and it is 
certainly a big issue in the regional community, as a petition of 4 000 names attests to. 

I accept the changes that have been made. It was the government’s decision to make the independent public 
school changes. I am not sure whether it is the greatest reform ever in education history but that is the 
government’s view. Other people have a view on that and maybe some of them agree with the government, but 
I certainly do not pick that up from schools. It is a very good marketing ploy. What parent would not want their 
child to be at an “independent” public school; it sounds a little bit fancy! However, the Auditor General’s view is 
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that there have been no educational outcomes for students under this transition. That probably reflects the idea 
that it is more about how the name sounds. I know that some schools are pleased with the IPS reforms and I take 
on board the minister’s comments about people not wanting to go back to one-line budgets. Schools are happy 
with that part of IPS, but a lot of schools have not become IPS. Having a one-line budget is a good notion, but 
then the discussion turns to what the budget will be. The minister cannot refute that $11 million a year has been 
taken out of real funding from schools in the Agricultural Region. They are the calculations and if the minister 
does not believe what I say, he can go and talk to the schools. I have yet to be in a school that is happy with the 
changes in the funding. They are concerned about the amount of dollars, not the process of whether the school is 
IPS or what its name is. They are concerned about funding. They have had to put off a lot of good staff; a lot of 
education assistants and Aboriginal and Islander education officers have had to leave the school system as 
a result of the changes. We can talk about semantics all we like but I do not think that removing EAs and AIEOs 
from schools is something to be congratulated for. It is much more difficult to shuffle around resources in small 
schools than it is in larger schools. We have felt that effect in my area, the Agricultural Region. I think I had 
137 schools but we closed a couple, so there are maybe 135 schools in my electorate. Most of them are not 
totally enamoured with the way that the funding has changed. Although we do not oppose the student-centred 
funding model, I think that the minister needs to have another look at his formula. The minister may have done 
that since we last spoke out this. I am not bringing up an “us and them” mentality but I cite the example of the 
schools I work the most with in my electorate—Rangeway Primary School and Avonvale Primary School. The 
minister would know that they have some of the lowest socioeconomic index scores in the state.When Rangeway 
Primary School has a net change in its budget of negative $20 000 and North Cottesloe Primary School has a net 
change in its allocation of positive $160 000, I think the government should have a look at its formula because 
I do not see that as fair or worthy of congratulation. 

Hon Peter Collier: They might have fewer students of course. That’s the only reason they have that reduction. 

Hon DARREN WEST: That is the funding model. I do not have a problem with the new funding model. I think 
it is good that the government is innovative. I do not have a problem with the funding going with the student. If 
the government is going to make allowances for distance from the city, the socioeconomic index of the school, 
the size of the school and the challenges faced by the school—if they are factors in the formula, which they 
should be, and I know that they are—when it runs the numbers and we see that Rangeway Primary School gets 
$20 000 less and North Cottesloe Primary School gets $160 000 more, I cannot see how that is fair. 

Hon Peter Collier: They’ve got more students. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I still cannot see that. When the status quo is changed to what I have just outlined, I do 
not see that that is fair, and I do not think anybody else does either. 

Hon Peter Collier: Well, you’re wrong. You’re plain wrong. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Okay. I know that the minister did not address it in his speech. Maybe others will have 
an opportunity to get up and point out why I am wrong, but they are the numbers. I took more than a passing 
interest in this because, as I have said ad nauseam, the number one issue in the regions for me is education. The 
number one reason people leave the regions is education, and then jobs. 
Hon Peter Collier: Have they got more students? Have they got the same number of students? 
Hon DARREN WEST: I am happy to debate this with the minister further but I am just pointing out the 
numbers that I have. I know that they are correct because the minister has not — 
Hon Peter Collier: Have they got the same number of students? 
Hon DARREN WEST: The student-centred funding model — 
Hon Peter Collier: No; have they got the same number of students? 
Hon DARREN WEST: When we look at the funding before the student-centred funding model and when we 
look at the funding after and see the change, which is what I have looked at — 
Hon Peter Collier: But have they got more or fewer students since it was introduced? 
Hon DARREN WEST: I presume that the student numbers are the same. We are not clouding the water with 
the number of students; we are purely looking at funding for that school, all things being equal. 
Hon Peter Collier: I can guarantee that you are wrong. 
Hon DARREN WEST: I look forward to hearing more about that. I look forward to the minister refuting me, 
but I do not see that as fair. As I said, I have taken more than a passing interest in these numbers. I have spent 
a lot of time comparing and calculating the real changes. We know that students move, and that will affect 
funding; it always has and it always will. The real changes that the government has made to schools in my 
electorate have resulted in a net loss of about $11 million a year. All the high schools in my electorate, bar one, 
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are at the maximum $250 000 reduction a year, and they have all faced serious challenges meeting those 
budgets. I do not know who the minister is listening to; I hope that he is listening to someone. It is a common 
problem with this government; it does not listen. I note today that there is a little meme going around about what 
Liberal members of the government have said about other Liberal members of the government and about the 
Premier. Not listening seems to be a key theme. I ask the government to please go out and listen to the people 
that I am talking to because they will not congratulate the minister on all the changes that it has made in the 
education portfolio. They will agree on some changes and give credit where it is due. 
I am not suggesting that it has been a total debacle, like the minister suggested it was under the last Labor 
government. I think the students came out of the system nine years ago probably in as good a stead as they do 
today. We can talk semantics but if we go back to the students, I do not think it was a debacle eight years ago 
and I do not think it is a debacle now. The system can always be made better. There will always be a group that 
needs more attention than others. There will always be those gifted and talented students who need opportunities. 
There will always be students who are difficult to engage, there will always be students who have learning 
difficulties and then there will be the more mainstream students. We need to cater for them all. To congratulate 
the government on everything it has done is probably a little rich. It is not something that we will totally disagree 
with but we will certainly take it to task. 
Hon Peter Collier: So what have we done that’s right? You haven’t said what’s right. 
Hon DARREN WEST: To be honest, I am more focused on my electorate. I do think that moving to 
a student-centred funding model is a positive move forward. I think there are some benefits in the one-line 
budget, as long as we have the discussion about what is a fair budget for the schools. I agree with the minister 
that the principal and the board of a school are very well placed. I will not say that they are better placed but they 
are well intentioned. I am not going to say that they are more skilled than the bureaucrats that the minister seems 
to have a bit of disdain for in East Perth. A very different group of people work in the Department of Education 
in East Perth. Many of them have dedicated their lives to education; many of them have spent most of their lives 
in schools and understand the education system and curriculum and the requirements of teachers, whereas school 
boards are made up of more local community-based people who have different skill sets. Although their 
intentions are all good, like everything in this place, perhaps we have a different way of looking at things. I think 
that having school boards and schools having independence to make decisions about their future is a positive. 
The one-line budget, as long as we can get a budget that everyone is happy with, is positive. I acknowledge those 
changes. I think the minister has done a much better job in education than he did in energy and what he is doing 
in Aboriginal affairs. I will not say that it has been a complete fiasco but the motion states that the government 
should be congratulated—I presume as a blanket congratulatory speech. I will not give one of those. 
It seems that this government has a bit of a problem listening. As politicians, I have a saying in the electorate that 
we do our best work when we listen. I think that is where the government is getting a little tired; it is not taking 
other people’s views into account and bursting on down this path. 
Because of my passion for education, I am fortunate to have had experience on school boards both in the private 
and public system. I have enjoyed my time immensely giving to the needs of those schools that I have been 
involved with. I was also fortunate to be invited to become a regional member of the resources committee down 
at Catholic Education for a couple of years. I know it is challenging allocating resources to schools. There are all 
kinds of priorities and everyone thinks their priority is the biggest. As someone who has to make those decisions, 
I accept that there are times when we might decide that someone else’s priority is more important than the person 
we are addressing and we have to have those difficult conversations. I acknowledge that it is difficult, but we 
need to listen, consult and understand. Although the minister has a background in education and I have not, 
I think the most important thing, as I keep reiterating, is: what is best for the students? We all have differing 
views on that. Of course funding is important for the student. Of course it is important to have a teacher in front 
of every classroom. I have heard this a lot of times. It fails to take into account the unemployment rate in 2008; 
I think it was under two per cent. It is up over six per cent today. Of course it is not as challenging to find 
workers today. We certainly find in the agricultural and other sectors it is easier to find staff today than it was 
then. There were opportunities in mining. I know that people were leaving teaching to drive a dump truck 
because they could get paid more money. I acknowledge that the government has made some change in that 
regard, and that is a good thing. I do not know whether the government has heard, but the boom is over and 
mining has cooled. Certainly, there is now greater capacity to fill those positions. I can also remember when 
I was a board chair around 2008–09 advertising jobs when nobody applied. It is a little rough to blame the 
government for all that. It was a challenging environment and the government was able to get through that time. 

Hon Peter Collier interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I just think that for the government to hang its hat on that probably fails to take into 
account the economic situation at the time. Economically, we were a lot better off in 2008 than we are today. 
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Several members interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: As a state, we were much better off then than we are today. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! Enough fun, gentlemen. Hon Darren West has the call. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I will start to wind up my remarks, but I know Hon Jim Chown will want to make 
a contribution because we agree on the year 7 transition and changes to the year 7s. I look forward to him getting 
up and declaring his change of heart or agreeing with my comments in that regard. I think that, all in all, 
education is not the Liberal–National coalition government’s worst performing subject. I am not sure we can 
congratulate it on everything it has done but, certainly, we think some areas are satisfactory. The government 
will get some Bs from us for some areas. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: There are some Cs, Ds and a couple of Fs. I think the year 7 transition to high school 
was a shocker and I do not think any congratulations are owed for that at all. 

Hon Peter Collier interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: The year 7 transition, for us in the regions, was a shocker. 

Hon Peter Collier: Didn’t you support it? 

Hon DARREN WEST: No; I think we should have left year 7s in primary school. 

Hon Peter Collier: Did your party support it? 

Hon DARREN WEST: I was not around. I do not know. 

Hon Peter Collier: I think you might find it did. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Okay, it may have done, but I do not. I will certainly not give the government a B for 
that. I do not think it was necessary. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! Enough. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I go back to my earlier comments when I said that I spoke to both the now opposition 
leader and to the former Premier Geoff Gallop about their thoughts when that transition was considered in about 
2005 and the reasons they choose not to proceed with it. As I said, the government has done worse in some other 
subjects, such as economics for which I give it an F. We are in a bit of trouble economically, are we not? I do not 
think we have done particularly well in the energy portfolio either. I think agriculture has earned an F for certain. 
Look at the poor old ag department these days. There is not even a Minister for Agriculture today. There is no 
plan, no policy and no minister when it comes to agriculture. The point I am trying to make is that education is 
not the government’s worst subject. I am not sure it needs to be congratulated for everything it has done in 
education; it has certainly performed better in some subjects. For the achievements the government has made—
I know the government is very proud of them—we can give some level of merit, but not for everything. My 
advice to the government is to listen more and talk less—minister!—and listen to what schools are saying 
because they appear to be telling me very different things from what has been outlined to us today. It is an 
important area. Of course we are all committed to a better education system. 

To say that someone deliberately left the system a basket case is very disingenuous, especially when the Premier 
of the government at that time was none other than Dr Geoff Gallop, himself, a fine academic and a passionate 
educator. It is a little disingenuous to say that he did not care about education and it became a basket case under 
his watch. I am not saying that about this government. Of course governments of either persuasion are 
committed to the education portfolio. When the government changes on 11 March next year, our side of politics 
will be very committed to the best educational outcomes for students right across Western Australia. We will 
inherit this government’s legacy. I am not saying that will be a terribly bad inheritance, but we will enact policies 
in the best interests of Western Australian students. 

Members, it is good to have the debate. I thank the honourable member for bringing it on and I look forward to 
other members’ contributions. It is an issue I am more than passionate about, especially in the regions. 

HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [2.53 pm]: I rise to speak on this motion and 
enthusiastically support the motion that congratulates the Liberal–National government on its excellent 
performance in the education portfolio. This motion has been on the notice paper for quite some while—for more 
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than three years. Sometimes we put motions on the notice paper and they sit there and become irrelevant. When 
this motion was moved by Hon Liz Behjat on 20 June 2013, it was fantastic. At that stage, it was congratulating 
the government for what it had done in the education portfolio since 2008. It was valid and reasonable at the time. 
Fast forward more than three years, to September 2016, and we can congratulate this government for what it has 
achieved not only between 2008 and 2013 but also in the three years subsequent to this motion being put on the 
table, because the success in education continues to grow every day, every week and every year this government 
has been in power. I wish I had more time, because education is a topic I am extremely passionate about, but I do 
not, so I will try to fit in as much as I can in the limited time available to me. 

Education is a core service that a state government ought to provide. When we judge state governments, we 
can judge them on all sorts of extraneous matters—all sorts of nice-to-have projects and programs—but when 
it comes to education, the public expect any state government to deliver a first-class education system. I am 
on record as saying repeatedly that I believe allowing every child in Western Australia the opportunity to 
access high-quality education is the first and most critical step in allowing children to maximise their potential 
in life. I think when we come to this chamber, we can agree on something like that no matter which side of the 
political fence we may be on. That is why, when it comes to judging a government, this government must be 
judged on the education system it provides in the most positive manner possible. What this government has 
achieved in education so far is a testament to the great things a state government can deliver when it focuses 
on not only its core business, but also achieving excellence in the core business of education. For that, many 
people need to be congratulated, none more so than the Minister for Education, Hon Peter Collier, a man who 
has great passion and great vision for education in this state. When given the opportunity, he has grasped it to 
deliver lasting reforms and a lasting legacy that will benefit the children I spoke about at the start of this 
contribution—that will benefit children who will get a great start in life. As a product of a government 
education myself, I know that it is critically important to provide choices and high quality in all education 
sectors, including the government sector. That is what this government has done repeatedly. The proof of the 
pudding is in the eating. We heard from the minister, himself, and my colleagues Hon Liz Behjat and 
Hon Alyssa Hayden on the great achievements of this government in education. I do not want to go over that 
ground because I simply do not have time, although it is important to reiterate the facts and figures. It is 
important to reiterate, first of all, that this government has achieved what should be a standard achievement, 
something that should not be noteworthy in itself—putting a teacher in front of every class at the start of 
every year it has been in government. The very fact that we have to talk about it indicates that something was 
broken when this government took over in 2008. That the previous government had not been able to put 
a teacher before every single class at the start of every single school year needs to be remarked upon. That in 
itself is an issue. This government fixed it. We do not need to be applauded for that; it is core business. We 
should be just plain sailing, but we have done so much more. 

When it comes to resourcing our schools, as the minister pointed out, they are the highest-resourced schools in 
the land. We know that dollars are not the only way to improve an education system. In fact; they ought not to be 
the way to judge the performance of an education system but we need to measure the dollars to work out whether 
the government is properly resourcing education. A 70 per cent increase in education funding over the last eight 
years puts paid to the lie by members opposite that somehow or other this government has cut expenditure. It has 
not; it has increased it by 70 per cent. On any measure, whether it is total budget or per capita, education funding 
has increased. That is a big tick for this government, because Western Australia was behind the other states. 
I refer to teachers’ salaries. The minister referred to the fact that Western Australian teachers have gone from 
being the least rewarded to the best rewarded teachers in the country. Again, on any measure, whether graduate 
salaries or at the top end where our best performing and most experienced teachers are now receiving 
$100 000 a year, this government has made teaching a real career choice for men and women. The government is 
rewarding our teachers for educating our young people and creating fine young citizens. 

We should not measure it just by the dollars. If members visit any school and talk to the staff—teachers, 
education assistants and other ancillary staff—they will find happy, committed people who feel valued. They are 
valued by the system, the government, the principal at their school, their peers and the parents for the job that 
they do. It is palpable whenever I walk into any school. When I go on a school visit I see the enthusiasm of staff 
because they are happy with a well-resourced and well-financed system that is geared towards providing the best 
quality education for the children they are teaching. They are all extraordinarily happy. 

I refer to other measures. We have heard about the dozens and dozens of new school buildings, refurbishment 
and maintenance programs, and the program to make sure that when year 7 students moved into high school, 
those high schools were properly equipped. I see that at every school in my local area in the northern suburbs. 
Members can go to Craigie Heights Primary School, a brand-new school built in 2010 to deal with 
a dislocating merger between two schools in that area that had gone ahead under the previous government and 
had made people feel concerned about education in Craigie. The brand-new school that this government built 
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and opened in 2010 has allowed that community to create a new, very welcoming and open school community 
that is providing quality education, and that is a school of choice in the local area. Members can go to 
Sorrento Primary School, which recently opened a new administration building. People might say that an 
administration building does not help to teach kids. It might not, but it is the front verandah, if you like, of any 
school; it is the first thing that parents of prospective students see. Creating a welcoming administration block 
and providing proper offices for the admin staff to work in gives a school a great new feel. When people walk 
into Sorrento Primary School, as I did with the Minister for Education not so long ago, they find that staff, 
parents and students are happy. It has become a school of choice. That is another school of choice which has 
driven the shift from private education to public education, from the independent system to the public system, 
and which gives a big tick to the government and is a vote of confidence that parents are showing in our 
education system. 

Members can go to all the other schools in my area and they will find that it is exactly the same. For example, 
Hillarys Primary School is a fantastic primary school that is delivering great projects and is, again, a school of 
choice. Parents are choosing that school ahead of some of the independent schools in the area because they know 
the quality of education it provides. Members can go to Springfield Primary School in Kallaroo. I was there with 
the minister recently. It is a happy, welcoming school. Springfield Primary School has been given one of the new 
playground equipment grants that my colleagues referred to. It will use that to expand its nature-play program, 
which is an experience that children and their parents want. It adds to the educational experience on offer; it 
engages students positively; it makes them happy. They sit down in the classroom and they learn better. This 
government is properly resourcing these schools. 

Members can visit the three smaller schools in Padbury—Padbury Primary School, South Padbury Primary 
School and Bambara Primary School—and they will find the same happy, well-resourced schools providing 
good education. Members can go to the neighbouring Duncraig Senior High School, where the government spent 
$11 million on an upgrade, a new year 7 block and another one of those administration blocks. I am sure that 
Hon Martin Pritchard has visited Duncraig Senior High School. If he had visited it a few years ago, he would not 
have known which was the front door and which was the back door, or even whether the school had a front 
entrance. That did not send a welcoming message. This government was prepared to invest in providing a block 
in which the administrators of the school could work and which would be a front window from the school to the 
community, and, obviously, the government also provided a new year 7 block with all the facilities to 
accommodate year 7s going into the high school. The same occurred with Carine Senior High School, with 
expenditure of $4.9 million for a new year 7 build. Students are happy and their parents are happy. 

I do not agree with Hon Darren West’s assessment of moving year 7s into high school. I think it is a great idea 
because the Australian curriculum first of all tells us that young people at year 7 level ought to have access to 
specialist facilities and specialist teachers. That is what high schools do: they provide specialist periods for 
history, science, social science, maths, English et cetera. That is what we should be doing for our children. The 
other reason I do not agree with Hon Darren West is that often there is fear and trepidation at the introduction of 
change, but once it has been introduced, people can assess whether it has been accepted or not. I do not get 
anyone coming to me and asking me to lobby the Minister for Education to move year 7s back into primary 
school. The proof of the pudding is in the eating. There was a lot of fear and concern, but once parents and 
students sampled year 7 in high school, they liked it and they want it to continue. It is clear that that is another 
successful move by this government. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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