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NON-GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS - FUNDING 
Statement 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.10 pm]:  I will take a small amount of the chamber’s time 
this evening to raise an issue which has been raised with me and which I feel is of grave concern to a number of 
parents in Western Australia, and that is the issue of funding by this government of non-government schooling in 
Western Australia.  I will preface my concerns, firstly, with a statement and an observation that I have made 
about the Minister for Education and Training and the government in general from the time that the Premier, 
Mr Carpenter, was himself the Minister for Education and Training.  There has been a marked shift in the 
emphasis on schooling in Western Australia since that time.  Previously, there had been very clearly defined 
areas of schooling; that is, government and non-government.  Mr Carpenter, followed by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, 
shifted to a phraseology of private and public, which has created an impression in the minds of people that those 
parents who choose a non-government education system for their children should somehow be classified as the 
private elite, when the situation is quite the opposite. 
I met recently with representatives of the Parents and Friends’ Federation of Western Australia.  In a letter 
following that meeting, they stated -  

Thank you for the time you spent . . . on Tuesday 24 October . . .  

Basically, our very reasonable and legitimate requests on behalf of the parents of the 60,000 students in 
our 130 affiliated school communities are contained in the two AGM Motions forwarded . . .  

AGM Motion (A) . . . noted that . . . an analysis of “WA State Education Budget (actuals and) 
Estimates 2001/2 - 2006/7” highlights a number of concerning issues and trends in relation to the State 
Government’s increasingly discriminatory treatment of the 120,000 students in Catholic and other non-
government schools in Western Australia compared to the 252,000 students in government schools. 

We noted that the non-government sector accommodated 29.0% . . . of the total school population . . . 
in WA . . . and they were allocated 7.8% ($158m or $1493 each) of the State’s recurrent spending on 
schools in that year . . .  Five years on, - 

“Five years on” is indicative of the time that this government has been in charge of the Treasury - 

in 2006/7, our sector caters for 32.2% (120,000) of the total school population (372,000) but is still 
only provided with 7.8% . . . of the total recurrent spending on schools by the State . . .  

In other words, during that 5 year period, the State’s average allocation to students in our sector has 
increased by $392 each, while the average allocation to govt. school students has increased by $3451 
each - almost 10 times as much!   

Those comments are taken from the letter written to me by Laurie Eastward, who is the chief executive officer of 
the Parents and Friends’ Federation of Western Australia.   

I will make some general comments to wrap up my concerns.  The reduction in funding of non-government 
schooling by this Labor government seems to be indicative of a philosophical turnaround that seems to be 
contrary to what it espouses.  The state’s recurrent expenditure on education services for non-government 
schools has declined under this government from 20.7 per cent in the 2001-02 budget to 17.7 per cent in the 
2006-07 budget.  During that time student enrolment in the non-government sector has increased from 29 per 
cent to 32.2 per cent this year.   

Clearly, there has been a program of discrimination against the non-government sector by the Premier and this 
minister.  This can be based only on some strange philosophical ground as this year this state saved $8 783 for 
every student that was enrolled in a non-government school rather than in the government sector.  This year this 
state saved $1 053 million, because 119 896 students were enrolled in the non-government sector.   

Obviously, a state government that is not tied by its prejudice against the non-government education sector and 
actually cared about the judicious expenditure of taxpayers’ funds would increase support for the non-
government sector.  In this way it would enable many more parents to afford to send their children to non-
government schools; to make a choice that suited them and their children, thereby saving taxpayers’ funds.  
There is an optimal point that I am sure the accountants could work out.   

However, this government is prejudiced.  Despite its claims to support freedom and equality, its actions speak 
louder than its rhetoric.  It does not support choice in education; it does not even support freedom of religion.  It 
makes those people who choose to send their children to non-government schools pay taxes to support the state 
education system and also pay fees to educate their children at those non-government schools according, in many 
cases, to their religious beliefs.   
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I ask the minister and the Premier: where is the equity in this and where is the freedom of religion that this state 
Labor government professes in its rhetoric?  
 


