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EDNEY PRIMARY SCHOOL — AIR CONDITIONING 

Grievance 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [9.11 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Education on the denial of 
air conditioning to the new classrooms that are being built at Edney Primary School under the Building the 
Education Revolution program. The school, like many others throughout Australia, has been allocated funds by 
the Rudd federal government for capital works. These funds have been gratefully received by all parties at the 
school, and will allow for the building of a multipurpose hall. Unfortunately, the school is being denied the right 
to install air conditioning in this new building, despite the fact that the money allocated by the federal 
government under the BER program is sufficient to cover the cost of air conditioning. The school wants to build 
this building, the school, parents and students want the new building to be air conditioned, and the federal 
government is happy to pay for the air conditioning, but for some reason the Department of Education has said 
that the school cannot have air conditioning. 

Dr E. Constable: Does the rest of the school have air conditioning?   

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Yes, it does. When the school made it clear that there was money in the budget for air 
conditioning, the Department of Education suggested that instead of the school spending that money on air 
conditioning, it should spend it on resurfacing its netball court. It does not want to resurface its netball court and 
it does not need to resurface its netball court. It seemed to the school to be just a way to burn off the money. It 
seems that there is no flexibility around this policy decision whatsoever. Edney Primary School currently falls 
outside the air cooling zone by a couple of kilometres, so it is denied general air conditioning with state 
government funding. The school P&C usually has to come up with the money to fund air conditioning.   

Dr E. Constable: Can I just clarify? The rest of the school does not have air conditioning?   

Mr A.J. WADDELL: It does have air conditioning, but that was made possible through fundraising at the 
school. The P&C had to come up with the funding itself. I am informed that in this instance, it could cost up to 
$80 000 to get air conditioning in this new building. That is quite a high figure and probably demonstrates that 
someone is trying to make a bit of profit while all these building programs are going on. If the P&C is to pay for 
the air conditioning itself, it will need to fundraise $80 000. Edney Primary School has a great P&C, but to 
fundraise $80 000 would mean that it would need to sell about 40 000 hotdogs in front of Bunnings on Sundays, 
which would take about 80 Sundays. Given that schools can do that only twice a year, it would take about 40 
years to get air conditioning at the school. The plans that were originally approved by the Department of 
Education clearly included air conditioning—I have seen the plans. However, the plans were revised once work 
was about to commence. The school was informed that this was due to the fact that the air conditioning was 
approved by administrative error. The thing that really incenses the community is that High Wycombe Primary 
School, which is about 800 metres down the road and further to the west than Edney Primary School, so it is 
even further to the west of the line in the sand for air conditioning, also has a BER building being constructed 
that includes air conditioning, and its air conditioning is going in under the BER funding. So we have kids who 
basically live next door to one another and one lot can get air conditioning but the other lot cannot. Members can 
appreciate that the P&C and the community are saying, “What gives? Why are we being victimised by the 
department?” I am a former student of High Wycombe Primary School—Edney Primary School was not built at 
the time. I can tell members that it gets really hot out there on a summer’s day. We do not get sea breezes until 
very late in the afternoon—four o’clock or five o’clock. By that time, school has finished. It is stifling there. The 
summer months can be really quite unbearable. Research has demonstrated the negative impact of that on 
educational outcomes. When I raised this issue earlier this year, the Premier said to me — 

That is fair enough, and the member would agree that we should, as most governments have done, do 
the areas where it is hottest, which has primarily been country areas and, increasingly, the eastern 
suburbs of Perth. I happen to think schools in the member’s electorate should get priority over schools 
in my electorate. 

I agree, but unfortunately in the short time since the Premier made that statement, no policy changes have 
occurred.   

Dr E. Constable: I will fill you in on where we are going.  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Okay. 

Dr E. Constable: You will be at least a little bit happy with the response.  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I hope so. A policy change is not necessary in this case, other than saying that the school 
can spend Kevin Rudd’s money to put in air conditioning. The federal government has provided the school with 
funds. The bureaucracy of the Department of Education is denying what the school needs. In circumstances in 
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which the state government is not providing funds, why should the Department of Education dictate to the school 
on what it is allowed to use those funds for and to ask it to use it on facilities that it does not want? It sounds like 
bureaucracy gone mad. The reality is that the school will have air conditioning one day, whether it is three years 
from now or 10 years from now. The problem will be that if the air conditioning is installed after the building 
has been built, it will cost more and it will disrupt the school more. It seems to be an absolutely absurd situation. 
All government offices are air conditioned. This Parliament is air conditioned. We are simply saying that 
community standards should apply to our children as well. We should not let bureaucracy get in the way. I beg 
of the minister: let commonsense prevail in this situation and let Edney Primary School have its air conditioning.  

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands — Minister for Education) [9.16 am]: I am really pleased that the 
member for Forrestfield has raised this issue, because I think I can sort out some of the issues he has raised now. 
I will need to get back to the member on some of the others. The current policy on air cooling dates back to 10 
September 2002, when a review of the policy was presumably carried out. I am sure the member will be happy 
to know that I asked the department a few weeks ago to review that policy. Even before that, we were looking at 
those anomalies, such as the one the member pointed out about High Wycombe and Edney Primary Schools. We 
have been looking at that. I agree that we cannot have two schools that are 800 metres apart and one is within the 
zone and the other is not within the zone.  

Mr A.J. Waddell: They are both outside the zone; it is just that an administrative error has been allowed to go 
through in one and it has not in the other.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Okay. That makes it even more complex. There is only a handful of schools for which we 
have this crazy anomaly; that is, schools might be just a couple of kilometres apart and one is in the zone and one 
is not. A number of members have raised the issue of air conditioning with me—several members on this side of 
the house are nodding. The member for Swan Hills has raised this issue with me on a number of occasions. We 
are certainly looking at those anomalies so that we can sort them out. We know that air cooling is provided in 
schools within the department’s air cooling zone, going back to the most recent policy of 2002, which of course 
came in under the previous government. The zone is based on data provided by the Bureau of Meteorology. To 
review that policy, we obviously need data to be collected and so on so that we can see whether change has 
occurred over that time that might indicate a need to change the boundary of the air cooling zone. The data 
provides a means of assessing climate; looking at where the stress is and where stresses are imposed on people. 
The cut-off is for more than 25 days a year. If any area exceeds that index, then it falls within the air-cooling 
zone. Generally speaking, evaporative air cooling is used, except in areas, such as Broome, where it would be 
inappropriate to use that and refrigerated air conditioning is installed.  

The member gave some details of the particular “Building the Education Revolution” building for Edney 
Primary School, but I am not familiar with it as there are more than 1 000 projects and I am not familiar with all 
of them. I will make sure that the department briefs me on that particular set of circumstances. Was all of the 
Edney Road school air conditioning paid for by parents? Did the member indicate that Edney Road school was 
air conditioned? 

Mr A.J. Waddell: Yes, I am fairly certain that it is, from my conversation with the parents and citizens 
association. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I can have that checked to ascertain the extent of it and to see what can be done about the 
school hall and the issue the member raised today. Can the member tell me what stage the building is at? Has 
work commenced? 

Mr A.J. Waddell: They have just started the site works, so no walls are up or anything yet. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Then all the design work has been done and contracts have been let. 

Also, part of the policy of air cooling is that all transportable buildings and education support classrooms 
throughout the state are air-cooled. I have asked the department to review the policy, and to look particularly at 
where the line is drawn for the cut-off zone to see where the anomalies are. I think it is probably a good time to 
do that after eight years. I have had a number of representations from members in the eastern suburbs, as I said. 
In relation to BER, the decision was made that only schools within the gazetted area would be air-cooled, so 
obviously Edney Road falls outside the gazetted area, therefore the blanket decision of no air cooling would 
cover those buildings. 

One of the areas of some disappointment for schools and parent bodies is the replacement of air-conditioned 
transportables with BER buildings that are not air conditioned because they are outside the zone. I can 
understand why people would be disappointed with that. But all new schools, refurbishments and BER buildings 
within the zone will have air cooling. 
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Yesterday, I opened a conference, on behalf of the Premier, for designers of education facilities. More and more 
they are looking at the design of buildings to ensure that they are green-star rated. Buildings are designed 
according to the best practice passive design criteria so that the design of the buildings is the best for comfort. 
Some of the older buildings—certainly a lot of buildings designed in the 1960s and 1970s—did not have climate 
taken into account and so on when they were designed, but that is probably not a great comfort to the member 
with this particular issue. 

Mr A.J. Waddell: No. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: But it is worth noting the extent to which the department is thinking about these things.  

The situation is that BER buildings outside the air-cooling zone and will not be air-cooled. The member has an 
interesting situation because, although the school is outside the zone, the parents have provided air cooling and 
money has been spent. I will get that looked into and get back to the member as the local member concerned 
about that money. I do not know the size of the hall or the extent of air cooling—$8 000 does not sound very 
much to me.  

Mr A.J. Waddell: The figure is $80 000. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I thought the member said $8 000—I thought that was a really good price! But $80 000 
sounds far more like what the cost should be, and I certainly undertake to get back to the member on that issue.  
 


