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CURRICULUM COUNCIL (FEES AND CHARGES) BILL 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 1 November. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [11.37 am]:  I have a few points to make about the 
Curriculum Council (Fees and Charges) Bill 2006.  I will not take too much time, because essentially the 
opposition supports the bill, and it is to all intents and purposes a housekeeping bill.  However, I will make a few 
comments on the points identified in the Curriculum Council review, which was tabled in this chamber on 
17 October 2006.  The review made a number of comments on areas surrounding the operations of the 
Curriculum Council.  
The report itself highlights the council’s confusion in deciding where the line should be drawn between its role 
and that of the school governing bodies.  The report was critical in its overview of the roles of the council and 
governing bodies, citing that there appeared to be a role reversal regarding sections 9 and 10 of the act, which 
relate to the tasks set out for the council in implementing the curriculum framework.  In addition, the report 
called for an internal review of the council’s code of conduct and the professional development of council 
members and senior staff to build the expertise of the governing body and to ensure that everyone is clear about 
their duties and responsibilities.  Also, the report outlined the council’s lack of attention in gaining information 
from schools about assessment of student achievement up to year 10.  The report comments that the council 
exercises its power to provide for assessment for the final two years of secondary schooling, and the report 
highlighted the need for a review into this practice. 
According to the review, section 9 of the act, read in conjunction with section 10, makes it clear that 
implementation means ensuring that the schooling and the education provided is in accordance with the most 
recent curriculum framework approved by the council.  This strongly suggests that the first priority for the 
council was to ensure that governing bodies and other providers had a clear understanding of what it meant to 
comply with section 7; that is, a clear understanding of how the council would distinguish between schooling 
and education that were in accordance with the framework.   
Parts of section 9 also outlined that the council was able to establish “other priorities relating to documents and 
professional development plans for the purpose of helping schools to construct a curriculum and that was in 
accordance with the framework”.  In its early stages, the council produced a series of documents that described 
the implementation of the framework, as part of the professional development aspect, ranging from 
familiarisation to implementation and accountability.  Part of this series included a collection of 11 published 
documents, the thrust of which was to help teachers and governing bodies to understand the implications of the 
framework for their current practices, to determine what practices needed to be changed and then to start making 
changes, leaving this element up to the teachers rather than the council.  The council admitted that this was not a 
straightforward process and it might not have had a definite idea of what was involved, as suggested in the 
foreword of the “Getting Started” document. 
This outlined the fact that teachers wanting to “give it a go” were questioned about their experiences, which were 
in turn examined and used to help other teachers and schools to continue with the implementation of the 
curriculum framework.  According to the review, “it seemed at this early stage everyone was feeling his or her 
way.”  The review also stated that the act does not separate provider and regulator functions neatly.  The 
regulator is supposed to set standards and the providers must take action to meet them.  The review states that the 
council must set the standards and provide for their implementation, which the official review states has not been 
done.  According to the review, one of the council’s roles is to evaluate, review and revise the framework as it 
deems necessary, although there is no requirement for the providers to report such information to the council.  
The council has not followed up to seek this sort of information.  I would like to think the minister will take heed 
of the recommendations contained in the review that I have highlighted today.  I feel it is important for the 
minister to go beyond the narrow confines of this bill in appreciating what the review had to say with regard to 
the Curriculum Council. 
The bill itself is a simple piece of legislation.  The review discovered that the Curriculum Council has collected 
fees and charges since the act came into operation in 1997.  To date the total amount collected is about 
$7.5 million.  It has collected about $1 million per annum, largely relating to things such as examinations, 
professional development material, assessment items and documentation required by schools and students.  Since 
this issue was discovered, the situation has been rectified through regulations made by the Governor in Executive 
Council.  These regulations will be published in the Government Gazette.  This bill validates past collections; it 
is, in effect, a bill for an act to retrospectively validate the collection of fees and charges by the Curriculum 
Council.  Perhaps if we had had the review earlier, which really should have occurred in 2002, this situation 
might have been rectified earlier. 
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Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It should have been done by Hon Colin Barnett when he put the legislation through 
and dealt with the regulations. 

Hon PETER COLLIER:  That may be, minister, but, with all due respect, the review was due in 2002.  This is 
2006.  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich has been the minister for 18 months.  Why has it taken this long to have the 
review?  Why did the former Minister for Education and Training not have the review in 2002 when it was 
identified in the act?  That is the problem.  The minister should not pass the buck.  We could have dealt with this 
matter 18 months ago or four years ago.  However, that was not done; it has been done now.  The problem has 
been identified.  This is a necessary piece of legislation and the opposition will support it. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [11.43 am]:  The Greens (WA) will support this bill.  We 
generally do not like legislation that has a retrospective application.  Given that a case has been made that this is 
not a huge issue and that retrospective operation of the legislation is the only way to achieve an outcome, we are 
happy to give our support to the bill. 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan - Minister for Education and Training) [11.44 am]:  I 
thank members for their contribution.  This is a very simple bill; it is a mechanical bill in my view, with only 
four clauses.  I have explained in the second reading debate how this situation came about.  We could argue 
backwards and forwards about who was responsible for what.  That is not my intent; my intent is to do what 
should be done and that is to address the issues before us and make sure that a problem that has occurred is 
immediately rectified.  Clause 4, which deals with the validation of fees and charges, is a very simple clause.  It 
states - 

Any fee or charge imposed by and paid to the Curriculum Council before the coming into operation of 
this Act is taken to be, and to always have been, as validly and lawfully imposed and paid as it would 
have been if it had been imposed and paid under regulations made under the Curriculum Council Act 
1997. 

That is the fix-it clause and I do not know that we need to go into committee on this clause.  I know it will make 
a lot of people happy knowing that this matter has been attended to and addressed.   

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich (Minister for Education and Training), and 
passed. 
 


