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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Special 

On motion without notice by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich (Minister for Local Government), resolved — 

That the house at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 11 March at 3.30 pm. 

Ordinary 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan — Minister for Local Government) [4.57 pm]: I 
move — 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Teacher Strike — Comments by the Minister for Education and Training — Adjournment Debate 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [4.57 pm]: I respond to a comment made by the Minister for 
Education and Training in the other place yesterday. In response to a question, he stated — 

I want to raise one thing; that is, the shadow Minister for Education and Training has been encouraging 
the school teachers’ union to take this strike action. I will read what he said on Monday — 

Our teachers are an inherently conservative group and they don’t take industrial action unless 
they deem it absolutely necessary, and I feel that they’ve reached that precipice. 

The Liberal Party has been encouraging the teachers’ union to take strike action tomorrow and members 
opposite should be ashamed of themselves. 

That is absolute tripe. There is such a thing as poetic licence, but once again the Minister for Education and 
Training has been extremely selective in quoting me and he is certainly stretching the boundaries of credibility. 
As I have said on numerous occasions, teachers lack morale and are quite angry. The decision by teachers to go 
on strike today was not made lightly. I stand by my comment: teachers are an inherently conservative group and 
they do not like taking industrial action. I would be very surprised if any of the teachers at Langley Park today 
actually wanted to be on strike. I do not think the government has acted in good faith with regard to the current 
EBA. Teachers feel compelled to strike because all other avenues open to them have been ignored. The Minister 
for Education and Training, the government and the Department of Education and Training have essentially 
underestimated the level of anxiety within the teaching fraternity. Salary is an issue; there is no doubt 
whatsoever about that. However, as I have said over and again, teachers have undergone a period of unparalleled 
change over the past five to seven years, and this needs to be acknowledged. They feel undervalued. Salary is an 
issue, but there are other issues that must be addressed. I spent three hours talking about this during a motion I 
moved last year on the teacher shortage.  

Career opportunities are something that the government must address. There is a dearth of career opportunities 
for teachers. I will use the example of level 3 classroom teachers. To become a level 3 classroom teacher, 
teachers have to jump through, essentially, 55 hoops, and when they get through those, they have another 
55 hoops to jump through. It is very difficult to achieve that level 3 classroom status. If we want to keep teachers 
in the classroom, we must provide more career opportunities for them.  

Teachers have also faced an enormous amount of curriculum changes and assessment changes, again, virtually 
on a monthly basis. Teachers are constantly facing these changes at the same time as they are facing endemic 
behaviour management issues within our classrooms and a serious discord between the Department of Education 
and Training and teachers. Teachers feel this disconnect between the Department of Education and Training and 
themselves and that really, with all due respect, the department is not necessarily acting in their best interests. 
That is why thousands and thousands of teachers took the action that they did today. The situation with the 
teaching fraternity is extremely precarious at the moment. As I said, morale is low and they are angry. Therefore, 
I feel that the comment I made earlier this week was entirely appropriate. 

Another issue is the lack of transparency in the Department of Education and Training. I made an adjournment 
speech on this very issue last week. I identified a number of issues regarding the lack of transparency. If the 
government, minister and department want to retain or regain the confidence of teachers, they must start 
listening to them; they must stop treating teachers as though they are alien beings. That starts right at the top—
from the minister down to the department. Teachers feel, as I said a little earlier, that decisions are being made 
with the best interests of neither teachers nor students at hand.  

Last week, I asked the minister to be a little more forthcoming in his responses to parliamentary questions. 
Unfortunately, he has not listened to my pleas. I have asked a number of questions in the two weeks that 
Parliament has been back. I had three questions that could quite easily be answered, yet the minister asked me to 
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put those questions on notice. The answers to some of those questions have been in the media; they have been in 
the minister’s own media releases! 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: So, why did you ask them? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I asked the questions because I wanted the up-to-date figures. For example, I wanted 
to know how many teachers responded to the $20 000 scholarship offered to teachers to retrain as maths and 
science teachers because the education department is parlous in terms of the availability of teachers of those 
subjects. The closure date for applications was 24 December 2007, so the department must know how many 
people applied, for goodness sake! This is a no-brainer; the minister must know. Surely, the department can push 
a button and tell me how many teachers applied for the scholarship. The minister must know that all the tertiary 
institutions are back now and how many teachers have taken up the scholarship. What response did I get? Put it 
on notice. We now rise for a week. I have nine sitting days and I will not get this response back until April. This 
is ridiculous. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson: You’ll be lucky if you get a response in May! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Precisely. 

Hon Helen Morton: There might not have been any teachers interested in it. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I must say that is why we are not getting a response.  

I asked a question today about recruitment strategies because we get this great fanfare about the strategies. I do 
not have a problem with the strategies; however, I asked a question about the number of expressions of interest 
received from overseas teachers, interstate teachers and recently retired teachers. The response was a request to 
put the question on notice. Again, this really reaches the depths of the lack of transparency in the Department of 
Education and Training. These questions should be answered. When we do not have that level of transparency at 
the highest level—the ministerial level—we can understand why that culture has permeated through the 
department. It gets to a point where teachers actually feel that the department is not working for their better 
interests. 

I also asked for yet another report, which was on industry training advisory bodies, to be tabled. I was told to get 
lost. It is yet another report, and that is three reports I have not seen yet. The Twomey report really must be made 
public, and teachers are calling out for it. The minister has had a draft copy since October, he was given the final 
copy in December, I have asked parliamentary questions on it, teachers are asking where the Twomey report is 
and the minister will not release it. I also asked for the functional review to be released last week. “Get lost” he 
said. Three reports on the functioning and operations of the Department of Education and Training are not 
available, so we can understand why teachers feel cynical about the whole process. I am inundated with 
complaints from teachers about the operational functioning of the Department of Education and Training. If this 
is any indication, I can understand why they are frustrated. I will read out parts of a letter I received today — 

Dear Mr Collier, 

. . .  

This morning’s article in “The West” got it wrong. D.E.T. as usual is getting Principals to gag teachers. 
Admin. people back D.E.T., not their teachers or union.  

This should show you the crisis in State schools is not a sudden pay problem.  

Principals are over-riding E.B.A. conditions in schools like this . . . e.g. interim reports, Level 3 
workload, class sizes, decision-making, staff meetings. The union won’t tackle Principals, D.E.T. or a 
Labor government. 

Carpenter’s contribution as Minister for Ed. was to bully Principals into kicking teachers. D.E.T.’s 
answer to all of the problems is to make teachers work harder. Only lip service is paid to the 
community’s awareness that over-worked, under-paid teachers has resulted in fallen standards. The 
system is career-driven for administrators. Numbers go down, they still have their jobs. They have 
created the silly curriculum and poor discipline with their unsatisfactory policies. 

It should be the same % pay rise for all. Increasing the level for Principals + rookie teachers is wrong. 
Better to keep the experienced teachers. The current pay proposals are destroying morale + turning 
people away. D.E.T. doesn’t care because it’s cheaper with a teacher shortage, as it is with younger 
teachers instead of higher-paid experienced ones. The newer, less able people are also easier to boss 
around — do more (lower standards don’t matter) + less opposition to those above. 

If you want to attract support within education, you need to focus on classroom teachers. That’s where 
the system is failing + that’s where the answer lies. More voters there too. 
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Therefore, to return confidence to the education sector, we need more transparency in the department. 

Esperance Lead Contamination — Adjournment Debate 

HON WENDY DUNCAN (Agricultural) [5.07 pm]: I refer to remarks made on Stateline on Friday, 
22 February on the issue of lead contamination in Esperance. In response to calls for a systematic swabbing of 
homes and public open spaces and the call by the Nationals WA for a fund to be established for the testing and 
clean-up of lead, Hon Alannah MacTiernan said —  

. . . there is going to be people for whom we are never going to be able to do enough . . .  
This response by the minister is heartless and unacceptable not only as a response to the affected families that we 
saw on television that night, but also in view of the report that she tabled yesterday.  
On Friday night, we saw young families who are extremely concerned for the well-being of their children as they 
live and play in the vicinity of the port. One of these young mothers is a long-term resident of Esperance whose 
parents, friends and family, and support group are in Esperance; that young mother has decided to leave town 
because she is so concerned about her children. We also saw a family who had spent $3 500 on thoroughly 
cleaning their house, water tank, roof and the surrounds and who are still recording unacceptable levels of lead 
contamination in their rainwater tank.  
Yesterday, Minister MacTiernan tabled the “Retesting of Lead and Nickel Levels in Rainwater Tanks at 
Esperance” report by the University of Western Australia. The most telling results from this report were in 
relation to group 1 of rainwater tanks that were tested. These are the tanks that were found to have unacceptably 
high levels of lead or nickel in the first instance, were cleaned up by the Esperance Port Authority and were 
retested. Of the 97 tanks that fit into this category, 64 per cent were still above the Australian drinking water 
guidelines for lead and 72 per cent were over guidelines for nickel contamination. The most telling conclusion of 
the report is that the cleaning status had no significant influence on the second lead testing. The report concludes 
that the contamination is coming from the port as a source of ongoing contamination and there is existing 
contamination in the surrounding environment that is still circulating and being deposited in rainwater or a 
combination of the two. Given that the report states that the cleaning of tanks has had minimal impact on the 
follow-up of the lead concentrations, I believe that the minister’s response to the report yesterday was totally 
inadequate. She said in her media statement that the state government would continue to offer testing of tanks 
within the area most affected by the lead contamination and that householders with water tanks showing 
Magellan lead levels above drinking water guidelines can ask for their tanks and roof to be cleaned or for reverse 
osmosis devices to be provided and fitted to their scheme water. 

The University of Western Australia has stated that cleaning the tanks has an insignificant impact. UWA states 
that these homes are being recontaminated from the port or the environment or both. The Nationals WA has 
called for a fund of at least $10 million to enable systematic swabbing of the homes and surrounding areas in 
proximity to the port and the professional clean-up of these homes. This is the only way that the trust and 
confidence of the people of Esperance will be restored. I had the opportunity to meet with Magellan Metals 
yesterday. It said that the government had not requested it to contribute to a clean-up or to testing to establish the 
extent of the contamination. The government must take responsibility for this clean-up. The people of Esperance 
cannot wait for the outcome of protracted legal proceedings to establish who is to blame. They need answers 
now. The government seems to be focusing entirely on rainwater tanks when there are lots of other ways for the 
people of Esperance to be contaminated by lead. It is just that the focus has been on rainwater tanks. Rainwater 
tanks have been tested and now UWA says that cleaning the rainwater tanks has an insignificant impact on the 
level of contamination in Esperance. We are yet to hear the result of the testing of roof cavities in Esperance. I 
believe that the government needs to take this issue far more seriously than it has until now.  

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 5.12 pm 

__________ 

 
 


