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UNIVERSITY STUDENTS, NEW TAX 
Grievance 

MS SUE WALKER (Nedlands) [9.16 am]:  My grievance is directed to the Minister for Education, and 
concerns the Labor Government’s continuing plans to introduce a new tax on Western Australian university 
students.  I refer to my previous grievance in this House on 23 August, and the response by the Minister for 
Education, who stated - 

The Labor Party has indicated that it is interested in putting resources back into university campus life. 

He said, however - 

. . . I do not intend to reintroduce compulsory student unionism.  I made that clear when I was the 
shadow minister for education . . .  

I do not know where the concern about this issue has come from. 

The minister claims that the Liberal Party’s concern for student finances represents lack of progress in 
conservative thought.  The Liberal Party will never move to the position that the Labor Party has adopted.  
Sacrificing student interests for political ends is simply not on the Liberal Party’s agenda, and that is why, in 
1994, the Liberal Government passed the Voluntary Membership of Guilds and Associations Act.  The 
reintroduction of compulsory fees from students is not as a result of student demand.  With an average guild 
membership of less than 25 per cent across the campuses, student organisations simply do not represent students.  
How can these bodies be empowered to make decisions about how to spend money when they do not represent a 
majority of students?  It appears that, for the Labor Party, these concerns are irrelevant.  Amenity fees are being 
introduced because the union power brokers on the left have told the puppets in Parliament to do that.  What is 
the urgency in forcing through the change?  Could it be that the Labor Party’s campaign coffers are running low 
now that its trade union membership funds are drying up, and it is time to free up some campaign money?  We 
have already seen student guild financial credentials put to the test.  Thousands of dollars were flushed down the 
toilet by the Edith Cowan University guild, with its investment in Western Women Financial Services Pty Ltd.  
Which Government recommended that the ECU guild invest in that defective organisation?  Amenity fees will 
mean more money for student guilds, and more money will be freed up in guild budgets for fighting student 
campaigns.  With the ALP stacking the election of student guilds, it is not difficult to foresee only a token 
amount of student funds being allocated to the real needs of students, and those are not found in funding the 
ideological war on the left.  The community will recognise that the Labor Party’s motivation is to place a tax on 
students to help fight state and federal ALP campaigns.  The community knows that the ALP is directly involved 
with the running of student guilds and the manipulation of their electoral results.  

Ms Radisich:  So are the Liberals.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  The Liberal Party did away with compulsory student unionism.  I note that the member for 
Swan Hills, less than 12 months ago, was cutting her political teeth in guild politics at the University of Western 
Australia.  I have a duty to thousands of students who, every day, flock into the Nedlands electorate to attend the 
University of Western Australia and to all the students studying at universities in this State.  The Minister for 
Education stated clearly in the House on 23 August that he has limited his consultation with students on this 
issue to representatives of student guilds.  That means that the Government has decided not to consult 75 per 
cent of students about its planned amenity fee.  I will fight every step of the way against a State Government 
determined to betray the students it purports to represent.  There was no confusion in the grievance I raised on 23 
August.  Whatever term is given to it, whether it is compulsory student unionism or an amenity fee, it amounts to 
the same thing.  It is a tax on students.  Let us call it the Gallop student tax.  More appropriately, it could be 
called the ALP campaign tax.   

Members opposite took lessons in creative accounting in the lead up to the budget.  This time around, the 
Premier and the Attorney General are trying to concoct a way to convince the public that it is possible to spend 
more money without additional taxes.  If more money is to be spent, it has to be sourced from somewhere.  
Selling out Western Australia’s future through excessive borrowing will not cut it this time around.  It was a 
difficult issue for the Labor Party, but then it struck a - do not call it a tax, call it a levy, a toll, a due, an excise, a 
tariff or an amenity fee.  The Liberal Party is not confused on this issue.  The dictionary defines a tax as “a 
contribution levied on persons for the support of government”.  This fee supports not only government but also 
particular parties to gain power in government.  It is disgraceful that the Labor Party will use student funds in 
this way.  I ask whether the Minister for Education has the ticker to stand up to his factional overlords and do 
what he knows to be right for students in the community.  I call on the Government to reconsider dropping the 
Gallop student tax.  The educational objectives of institutions should be sacrosanct.  Let us make this the primary 
concern of government when dealing with student affairs. 
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MR CARPENTER (Willagee - Minister for Education) [9.22 am]:  It is difficult to know how to respond to the 
unmitigated drivel that I have just heard from the member for Nedlands.  I will pitch over the top of the member 
for Nedlands and talk about her electorate: it deserves better.  Her electorate deserves better than to have 
someone who comes into this Parliament and talks such utter garbage.  The former member for Nedlands was the 
Premier of this State; he rose to the highest office in this State.  Whether one agreed with him or not, he 
commanded respect across the State because he became Premier on his own merits after a controversial entry 
into Parliament, and he did his best.  He worked in the best interests of his electorate and the State.  Richard 
Court is someone for whom I have a lot of respect.  His political background was quite difficult because being 
the son of Sir Charles Court made things difficult for him in many ways.  To have his replacement come into the 
Parliament and carry on with such utter garbage is a terrible thing for the electors of that seat.  They deserve 
better.  They should put this in the local paper: “The constituents of Nedlands deserve better than what they are 
getting.” 

Ms Sue Walker interjected. 

Mr CARPENTER:  I sat in absolute silence.  The member’s behaviour, as a new member, is appalling.  I sat in 
silence and listened to her grievance.  I will now respond. 

Ms Sue Walker:  The member sat in silence but others did not. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands! 

Mr CARPENTER:  It is unbelievable. 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 
Mr MASTERS:  The member for Peel is interjecting from a seat that is not his own.  It is unparliamentary. 

The SPEAKER:  If the member for Peel did interject, it is unparliamentary.  I did not hear him and I am sure he 
would not interject from where he is sitting. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr CARPENTER:  Let me make the most fundamental point clear to the member for Nedlands and any other 
member who is interested: this Government and I, as Minister for Education, have no intention of re-introducing 
compulsory student unionism.  I do not know how clearer I can be about that issue. 

Ms Sue Walker:  Same thing - different name. 

Mr CARPENTER:  I believe the member is a lawyer.  Imagine her running a case with her ability of logic.  Let 
me state a fact: the State Government will not impose amenity fees.  The universities have asked for the capacity 
to impose amenity fees and the Government has discussed the matter with them and the guilds.  The State 
Government will not be levying fees. 

Ms Sue Walker interjected. 

Mr CARPENTER:  Put this in the Hansard: I invite all the constituents of Nedlands to sit in the gallery of this 
House and observe their member at work.  Let us see their reaction.  The Government has no intention of 
introducing compulsory student unionism.  The Government has conducted discussions with all the universities - 

Ms Sue Walker:  And amenity fees? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Is the member bringing a character fault into the House?  The Government has been in 
discussion with all the universities and all the guilds about the possibility of an amenity fee.  I have made it 
crystal clear to everyone I have spoken to that it will not mean compulsory student unionism.  It is only a matter 
of weeks since I was last on my feet in the House responding to the same grievance.  I do not know whether it is 
a breach of standing orders to grieve on the same subject time after time.  Perhaps it is not, and we will have to 
go through this process week in and week out. 

The member for Nedlands said that I should stand up to my factional overlords.  She is saying that I, the member 
for Willagee, should stand up to my factional overlords!  I will introduce the House to a little fact: I am not a 
member of a faction.  I have never been a member of a faction and I will not be.  It is easy for members to come 
into the House and make ridiculous statements, time after time and day after day.  Eventually, members are 
judged on what they say and do in this place.  If the member wants to be foolish and waste other members’ time, 
that is her problem.  I invite her constituents to make a judgment on whether they can get a better representative.  
It is up to the member.  I am not a member of any faction of the Labor Party; I have not got to where I am by 
being a member of a faction.  I have total respect for people who are members of a faction; good on them.  The 
other side of the House has factions; that is real life.  None of us is subject to overlords and I hope that applies to 
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members on the other side as well.  We all come to Parliament with the best of intentions and we try to do what 
our constituents elected us to do.  We go about our business as honestly and diligently as we can.  I suggest the 
member start doing the same. 

Mr Day:  She is.  She works hard. 

Mr CARPENTER:  Thank you, member for Darling Range. 

Everybody that the Government has spoken to at the universities want to see student and guild life revived.  The 
Government is quite happy to help universities with campus life, but it will not introduce compulsory student 
unionism.  The analogy I will use for the member’s argument is: yes, ratepayers pay rates, but, no, they do not 
compulsorily become members of a ratepayer association as a result.  If they want to become members of 
associations, that is their choice.   

Ms Sue Walker:  I ask the minister to explain what a compulsory amenity fee is. 

Point of Order 
Mr HYDE:  The grievance has finished.  

The SPEAKER:  There is no need for the member to raise that; that is the rule.   
 


