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DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOLS — REMOVAL OF YEAR 11 AND 12 COURSES 

99. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Minister for Regional Development: 

On behalf of the member for Armadale, I acknowledge the presence of students from Armadale Christian 
College. 

I refer to the decision to remove year 11 and 12 courses from 21 district high schools around Western Australia, 
including many Wheatbelt towns—an act the former government declined to take. 

(1) Is it National Party policy to endorse the decision to cut year 11 and 12 courses at these district high 
schools? 

(2) Was this decision discussed with the minister prior to it being made? 

(3) Considering that the government has tens of millions of dollars in unallocated royalties for regions 
funding, will the government now commit that money to supporting year 11 and 12 courses at district 
high schools throughout the state? 

(4) If the government will not commit these funds, why not? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

I thank the new shadow Minister for Regional Development for the question, and welcome his interest in 
regional issues after all these years. 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER: I inform members in the public gallery that you are more than welcome to be here, but as 
members in the public gallery, you have no opportunity to take part in the debate in this place.  

If the conversation continues — 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER: Order! Members, I advise that Parliament is suspended until the ringing of the bells.  

Sitting suspended from 2.24 to 2.32 pm 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members, for your understanding of the process. I believe that the member for 
Rockingham had put a question to the Minister for Regional Development. I call upon the Minister for Regional 
Development. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: I thank the member for Rockingham for the question, and for the opportunity to prepare a 
written explanation.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: It is now a question on notice! 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: Yes! 

(1)–(4) The question of years 11 and 12 in district high schools is one that has vexed both the previous 
government and the current government. It is difficult in areas with a small number of students to 
provide a program that delivers on the triple bottom line of education for our country kids. I think that 
everyone has the good intention of delivering the best possible education to our young kids in district 
high schools. A decision was made—which we all supported—to make it compulsory for students to 
either complete years 11 and 12, or move into a vocational education and training course. We are now 
finding, a couple of years after the introduction of that policy, that we have a pretty good idea of what is 
happening in those district high schools. The current Minister for Education has had a close look at how 
we can provide the best possible outcome for those students, many of whom are, as the shadow Minister 
for Regional Development has pointed out, in the Wheatbelt and right in my electorate. I am very 
closely involved with this in places such as Mukinbudin. Mukinbudin District High School was offering 
a year 11 and 12 course. However, I think it had only one or two students actually participating in that 
course. My view of that policy is that it is very difficult for the Department of Education to deliver a 
triple bottom line education to one or two students in years 11 and 12. It is also very difficult for those 
students to achieve a high-quality education. As the Minister for Education outlined yesterday to 
Parliament, she is working with each of these district high schools to make sure that we get the best 
possible outcome for those students. Mukinbudin District High School is about a 40-minute bus trip 
from Merredin Senior High School, where a far greater array of courses is available. A bus runs from 
Mukinbudin to Merredin. Merredin also has the Merredin Residential College, which needed an 
upgrade. Sadly, under the previous Minister for Education, it never received an upgrade. This 
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government has provided a huge boost to the boarding away from home allowance so that country 
families can access — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, minister. I formally call the members for Albany, Warnbro, Collie–Preston and 
Girrawheen for the first time. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: There is a residential college at Merredin. The government has now provided a major boost 
to the boarding away from home allowance, which was funded by the royalties for regions program. Another 
thing that the minister has put on the table is that if the first and second options are not suitable—travelling on a 
bus to the senior high school at Merredin and using the boost in the boarding away from home allowance to 
reside at the residential college—no family will be forced to move if they do not wish to. They will have the 
option of attending Schools of Isolated and Distance Education through the Mukinbudin District High School, 
with the support of the school. There are three very clear options for those families and their kids and they will 
make that decision, as they should do. No-one will be left behind. Getting access to the SIDE program is 
important for those kids. 

Another thing that the Minister for Education has committed to, with our support, is looking at the individual 
circumstances of each community. The gold miner at the new gold mine at Boddington has partnered with the 
school, the community and the students to run a vocational education and training program via the school to help 
the kids transition from the school into the workforce, and possibly to work in the mine. The minister will look at 
similar individual good partnership programs to deliver outcomes for students. I do not believe that it is a 
positive outcome for one or two kids to be trying to do year 11 and 12 in the district high schools. If there is a 
critical mass, that is fine, but when there is not a critical mass at these schools, we are looking to provide the best 
possible education outcomes for the students, and our decisions will be made with the best interests of the 
students in mind. 
 


