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Division 28: Education and Training, $4 340 083 000 � 
Hon Philip Gardiner, Deputy Chair. 

Hon Peter Collier, Minister for Training. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill, Director General. 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey, Deputy Director General. 

Mr R. Player, Deputy Director General, Training  

Mr J.W. Thom, Executive Director, Infrastructure. 

Ms M. Evans, Deputy Director General, Schools. 

[Witnesses took the oath or affirmation.] 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: This hearing is being held in public, although there is discretion available to the 
committee to hear evidence in private either of its own motion or at the witnesses� request. If for some reason 
you wish to make a confidential statement during today�s proceedings, you should request that the evidence be 
taken in closed session before answering the question.  

Members are asked to sit towards the front of the chamber on the non-government benches where practicable so 
that witnesses will not have to turn their head to the back of the chamber when answering questions. 

It will greatly assist Hansard if when referring to the Budget Statements volumes or the consolidated account 
estimates, members give the page number, item, program, amount, and so on in preface to their questions. 

If supplementary information is to be provided, I ask your cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the 
committee�s clerk within five working days of receipt of the questions. An example of the required Hansard style 
for the documents has been provided to your advisers. 

The committee reminds agency representatives to respond to questions in a succinct manner and to limit the 
extent of personal observations. 

For the benefit of members and Hansard, I ask the minister to introduce his advisers to the committee, and for 
each adviser to please state their full name, contact address and the capacity in which they appear before the 
committee. 

[7.20 pm] 

[Witnesses Introduced.] 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: At this time, I would ask each of the witnesses whether they have read, understood and 
completed the �Information for Witnesses� form. 

The Witnesses: Yes. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Do all the witnesses fully understand the meaning and effect of the provisions of that 
document? 

The Witnesses: Yes. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I will start by getting some clarification of roles. I want to work out why 
technical and further education colleges are listed as being under the responsibility of the Minister for Training, 
whilst everything else in relation to training is actually listed as being under the responsibility of Minister 
Constable. I want to get some clarity on that because we have been trying to get this clarity for some time. Is it 
the case that schools, universities and vocational education in schools are the responsibility of Minister 
Constable and are covered in division 28, services 1 and 2? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, that is correct. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Is it the case that TAFE colleges and private providers of technical and further 
education are under the responsibility of Minister Collier and are covered in division 28, service 3 and also on 
pages 695 and 696 following division 52?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: Did the member say page 696? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Yes, under the heading �TAFE Colleges� there are two pages and an 
$11 million allocation. I just want clarity about what the minister is actually responsible for, because I have to try 
to deal � 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: If the member directs her questions to me, I will answer them. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I have just directed a question to the minister. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Page 695 has the summary TAFE budget but it is in the main budget as well, and that 
is my responsibility. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Why were the TAFE colleges not included as part of division 28, service 3? The 
minister is saying they have been included, so they are covered in both areas. Why is the Minister for Training 
not responsible for vocational education and training in schools? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Someone who is doing VET in school and is actually operating within the school and 
is enrolled at the school is the responsibility of the Minister for Education.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Who determines the policies for VET in schools? Is it the education minister or 
is it the training minister? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: If the VET is actually in the school, it is the responsibility of the Minister for 
Education, but if the VET has an off-school component, which may mean students have a placement within a 
TAFE college et cetera, it is a joint responsibility. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: But who has the responsibility for the development of and determining what 
programs are offered for VET school programs? Who makes the decision about whether the programs that are 
developed in fact operate at the school level? Whose responsibility does it become? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That is under the School Education Act; if students are school-aged children, they are 
the responsibility of the Minister for Education.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: So essentially, is the determination of what VET programs should be run within 
schools the responsibility of the Minister for Education? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That is correct. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: What proportion of the total number of vocational education and training 
students are in schools?  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Is the honourable member referring now to the numbers in the document? If so, is there 
a page number?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I will be.  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Or is it clarity still? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: This is still clarity. I have a specific page number for the next question. This is 
the last one for which I need some clarity.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will ask Mr Player to give the member those figures.  

Mr R. Player: In 2008 there were 14 558 year 11 and 12 students participating in VET in schools programs in 
the public system, and another 5 320 from the independent and Catholic systems.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I now want to quickly refer to division 28, and page 348 of the Budget 
Statements, under the Minister for Education. My question relates to the three per cent efficiency dividend in the 
technical and further education sector. Why is the information on the savings in the TAFE sector under the 
Minister for Education? I think the minister has explained that.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Does the minister support the Minister for Education applying the three per cent 
efficiency dividend to take $34.2 million out of the TAFE sector?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: The three per cent efficiency dividend, I have to point out at the outset, was 
something that was put forward by the previous government.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: But we would have done it differently. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I know; but we matched that. There was that three per cent efficiency dividend. There 
has been no, dare I say it, effect on front-line services �  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: That is not true, because I have raised these in the house. The fact that the 
minister does not accept that is a different issue. It is not true because I have already cited examples where they 
have been impacted upon; for example, TAFE colleges.  
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Hon PETER COLLIER: If the member could give us some examples of where front-line services have been 
impacted upon, we can respond to it.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Travel. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Has the member got some specific examples? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I have not got them with me but I have already given them to the house. We 
know that when some staff go on leave, their contracts are not being replaced. We already know, for example, 
that there have been cuts to travel. We know that that means that it is more difficult to service certain regional 
areas � 

Hon PETER COLLIER: What delivery �  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Honourable member, can we hear the response now from the minister?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: We were talking about the delivery. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Now I am asking the questions, so I think we better get that sorted out! You just 
give me the answers.  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Your call, minister. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Sorry, what was the question again? The member waffled on a bit there.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Does the minister support the Minister for Education applying the three per cent 
efficiency dividend to take $34.2 million out of the TAFE sector?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: The member is talking about the grants, I take it?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Yes.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I say at the outset that in terms of the funds that were taken out of TAFE from the 
grants the member is talking about �  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I am talking about administration and operations, college-specific reforms, 
service delivery reforms and total savings.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: As I have said, we are very cognisant of the fact that we have a situation in which 
there is a three per cent efficiency dividend. I am very comfortable with the fact that front-line services were not 
impacted upon negatively in TAFE colleges. In fact, as I have said in the Parliament on a number of occasions, 
TAFE colleges are actually delighted at the moment because we have injected another just over $47 million in 
the form of a stimulus package that has given them a raft of opportunities to implement a number of new policies 
and initiatives to assist those who are adversely affected by the economic downturn.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Can I follow that line through, Mr Deputy Chairman? 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Yes; the last one, honourable member.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Given that we have $34.2 million in savings from the efficiency dividend, 
together with the removal of the It Pays to Learn allowance for apprentices and trainees of $58.3 million, that 
means that $92.5 million has been taken out of training, to be replaced by $47.4 million. In anyone�s reasoning, 
in terms of the economics of that, quite clearly the minister is taking out twice as much as he is putting back. 
How can the minister claim for one minute that this is a fair deal for training and a fair deal for the people who 
rely on the training to be there for what they require? 

[7.30 pm] 

Hon PETER COLLIER: We need to establish right at the start that the It Pays to Learn allowance was literally 
a payment; it was a grant. It was not necessarily for education, and that was one of the issues we had with the 
grant. It did not necessarily go towards training or education. We felt that there were better ways in which we 
could direct that funding, so that is exactly what we have done. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: So it was given to training providers or businesses. It was taken out of the hands 
of students and their families, who would have used it, for example, to assist apprentices to buy the things that 
they need to undertake their training. The government took the payment away from them and gave it to people 
who provide training services on a fee-for-service basis. That is what the government effectively did. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will just stand by what I said before. It is simply not the case that the money goes to 
fee-for-service operators. The $47 million literally went to the stimulus package to assist our TAFE colleges. To 
emphasise the point about where that money went, $3 million went to the expanded career development services; 
we have strengthened the Employment Directions Network at a cost of an additional $1.015 million; recognition 
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of prior learning, more than $1.6 million; the critical response team, $630 000; and it goes on and on. They are 
all highly effective programs. To suggest that that money was ill-spent is just not correct. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I refer to the first dot point on page 350 of the Budget Statements. The minister might recall 
that two nights ago�it already seems like last week�I gave my maiden speech to this house, and one of the 
subjects I spoke on was the value of teachers and how wonderful they really are. Since that time I have been 
contacted by a number of teachers who either heard my speech or have read it since. They have been told that the 
Premier�s Teacher of the Year Award is being cancelled under the three per cent efficiency dividend. Can the 
minister comment on that for me? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I would be surprised if that were the case. I agree with the member, and I believe one 
of the great things about the Premier�s Teacher of the Year Award is that it provides the opportunity to recognise 
excellence. I have been to a number of Teacher of the Year Award ceremonies, last year as Minister for 
Training. The award now also covers the TAFE Lecturer of the Year Award. I had a bit of difficulty with that 
component because of the fact that the Lecturer of the Year and the Teacher of the Year Awards were in the 
same basket. They essentially compete against each other. They should be separate. As a former teacher, I also 
had difficulty with the fact that the award was increased from $25 000 to $100 000. I know that caused a lot of 
consternation amongst teachers. They thought that for one teacher to get $100 000 was not an appropriate 
distribution of funds. It would be better if it were more equitably distributed amongst a number of teachers. As I 
understand it, that is the case, but the Premier�s Teacher of the Year Award will continue. I will ask the director 
general to comment.  

Ms S.A. O�Neill: As the minister rightly pointed out, the funds and the program for the Premier�s Teacher of the 
Year Award will be reformed somewhat. We received a fair bit of feedback from the teachers themselves, who 
said that they would rather see more people recognised rather than a person recognised. Teachers talk to us�I 
am sure they talk to the honourable member too�about the importance of being recognised as part of the 
profession. It is important for us to realise that the awards are only one mechanism through which that would 
happen. It is an important one and a very public one. In addition, we also settled the teachers� agreement, which 
recognises teachers� professionalism. The awards program, which occurs once a year, is still in place; it is not 
being cancelled. The quantums are being reduced but it will allow people at the local level�there are local 
nomination processes�to be awarded smaller amounts of money as they go through the process. That will 
certainly allow more people to be recognised.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I wish to pick up on that because it is a good point. The recognition of teachers is 
absolutely essential. The attitude of teachers has diminished quite considerably over recent years. We recognise 
that esteem within the teaching profession has declined appreciably over recent years; that is why we gave them 
a significant salary increase, as we did with technical and further education lecturers. TAFE lecturers have gone 
from being essentially amongst the worst paid in the nation to amongst the best paid as a result of an agreement 
that we reached with them earlier this year. They will get a further five per cent increase in September 2009 and 
there will be salary and structural adjustments for lecturers ranging up to four per cent from March 2010 and 
another four per cent in September 2010. This shows that the government recognises, appreciates and values the 
teaching profession. It has suffered enormously over recent years through a period of unsustained change. The 
Teacher of the Year Award will continue.  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I thank the minister for that answer. The teachers will be very happy when I tell them that.  

I refer to page 354 of budget paper No 2. I am looking at new primary schools. I am on the committee, but the 
school I am concerned about is in my electorate, so I have a particular interest. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Which school is that? 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I am interested in Deanmore Primary School. When this school was proposed for 
construction, it was possible that it would be one of the first schools built using the public-private partnership 
model. Is that still under consideration?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: We went to the election promising to build a number of public schools under the PPP 
model. I understand that the department is looking at those models now. I went to a couple of conferences in the 
eastern states on the public-private partnership model. Most other states use that model, and use it very 
effectively. Schools are constructed very efficiently and promptly. As I said, they certainly work very 
effectively. The department is looking at some models at the moment.  

I went to Deanmore when I launched that policy, by coincidence, because I think the school needs to be rebuilt, 
and I am delighted that it is in the budget papers. It was considered to be one of those schools that would fall into 
that category. I will ask Mr McCaffrey to confirm this after I have finished. Given the time frame, I doubt that it 
will be. The government is committed to using the PPP model when constructing future schools. I am 
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considering it with aspects of TAFE, not rebuilding TAFEs but building new TAFEs. A number of TAFE 
colleges are very much in need of major capital infrastructure development. I went to the south west TAFE a 
couple of months ago. It has a real need for a major automotive centre. That to me would be a perfect 
opportunity to perhaps consider a public-private partnership model, so I have discussed that with the department, 
and it is something we are looking at. I am very supportive of enhancing our TAFE colleges through a PPP 
model. For an answer specifically about a new Deanmore school and PPPs in general I will ask Mr McCaffrey to 
comment. 

[7.40 pm] 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: I think the first thing I would like to mention is that it takes about two years from the time 
we announce a school to having it opened. In the case of Deanmore, we are planning to open the school as close 
to 2011 as we can. The other thing that is part of a PPP environment is that it has been shown in the other states 
that Treasury departments have a major role in how PPPs are progressed. It is only a rough guide, but about 
60 per cent of the decision-making processes come through the Treasuries, because they are the ones that need to 
determine how these projects are financed. We have certainly been able to identify in our forward estimates the 
schools that we think would need to be built over the next four years. I heard the Treasurer the other day, at a 
forum for the commercial sector groups, encouraging them to get involved in working with the Treasury in 
progressing PPPs across the whole of the public sector. He specifically mentioned that he would expect that 
schools would be part of that process. Again, when we get to the point of confirming the schools for 2012, those 
decisions about how they will be financed will be negotiated with the Treasurer. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The minister never made it clear whether Deanmore will be under a PPP or not.  

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: I doubt it very much because it has been appropriated in our forward estimates as an 
injection of funds, so I would say that unless there is an attitude within the Department of Treasury and Finance 
about how they deal with the financing of these projects from a whole-of-government perspective, it is 
something I would certainly need to get some advice from Treasury on. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I might ask the minister if he recalls that he gave a commitment to the parents of the 
students at Deanmore that it would not be part of a PPP and can he now rule it out categorically and say that it 
will not be part of a PPP?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is a good question. As I said, I remember quite vividly the day we went there. We 
were excited. We had given the tick-off on 14-year schools and that those schools would be a combination of 
PPP models and conventional methods. At no stage did I say that Deanmore would be built by PPP. I said that it 
would certainly be considered.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: My recollection is that the minister gave a commitment to the parents, after Labor had 
committed to building that school, that it would be built and that it would not be as part of the government�s PPP 
package. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It would not, did the member say? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: It would not. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I thought the member said to me that I said it would be and that I had given a 
commitment that it would be. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: No, that it would not be. I want to hear a commitment that it will not be part of a PPP.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I cannot do that. I have been asked a question. It is up to the Minister for Education to 
do that. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Does the minister recall that he gave a commitment to those parents before the election 
that it would not be part of a PPP? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I must say at this stage that I doubt it very much. It is in the budget papers. We still 
have not worked on a model at this stage. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: That is not what I am asking the minister. I am asking whether he recalls that he gave a 
commitment to those parents that it would not be part of a PPP. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I honestly cannot recall whether or not I did, but what I will say to the member is that 
it would be highly unlikely�very remote indeed�that Deanmore would be part of a PPP model. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I am happy with that. Those were not the questions I was going to ask, but following on 
from them: has the department established a public sector comparator for the purposes of determining PPPs? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: That is done by Treasury, not the department. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The department would surely need to be involved in the development of it. Is the 
department aware of one being developed?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will ask Mr McCaffrey. 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: Yes, it is a joint activity between the Treasury and the department. As I mentioned 
previously, it is a major function of the financing arm of any decision about a PPP. The public sector comparator 
has not been started, as such, although we would be providing the specifications and the requirements as part of 
our standard building brief as part of the assessment of a public sector comparator. I understand, if I may add, 
that from the experience of the other states, it is quite an involved, complicated and lengthy process. I am not 
aware of Treasury contacting us to ask us to formally get involved with the establishment of it at this time.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I refer to page 347, �Total Appropriations�. The figure for the 2008-09 budget is 
$3 326 235 000, but the actual figure is $3 269 130 000. Firstly, can the minister explain the difference; and, 
secondly, does the minister expect $3 269 130 000 to be the estimated actual figure at the end of the financial 
year? Also, has the minister drawn any money from the Treasurer�s advance authorisation account to fund that 
and is the agency having to use cash reserves to fund its operations between now and the end of the financial 
year?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will ask Mr McCaffrey to respond.  

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: I will take the member�s questions one by one. The member�s first question related to the 
gross figure in the appropriation. That has a number of elements. The increase is about $246.9 million. The 
components include the allocation for the Building Education Revolution of $115 million, provision for salary 
agreements as they were negotiated recently of $72 million, and the economic stimulus package, which is about 
$14.4 million. There is also an amount that has been transferred out of the capital works program. It is because of 
the nature of the work that is undertaken, such as roads, which are not really an asset in the context of our 
building, and there is $23.6 million that has been expensed into the recurrent budget. There is also an increase of 
$15.5 million for depreciation changes because the department�s assets were revalued last year. There is 
obviously a reduction of the three per cent efficiency dividend, which negates some of those major increases.  

The other part, which happens every year in our budget, is that when an adjustment is made in the midyear 
review, the final allocation is brought forward into our budget to meet the full year impact of those changes. I 
think the member will find that that gets pretty close to the $250 million.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The other part of the question was whether the agency has been required to draw on the 
Treasurer�s advance to fund the operations of the agency this year; and, if so, how much has been drawn and has 
the agency needed to use its cash reserves to fund the operation of the agency between now and the end of the 
financial year?  

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: I will go back to the second part of the member�s question first. Yes, we do have cash 
reserves that we will be using to balance our budget, as we do every year. Part of the reason is that a number of 
expenses are carried over from one year to the next. There are also some increases in funding that were not 
appropriated last year and were not adjusted as part of the midyear review. I would expect that part of the 
additional appropriation that we will be getting, which I think is in the order of about $20 million, relates to any 
expenditures that were agreed to and announced, and expected to be expended, after the midyear review.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Is that $20 million the amount that the agency intends to draw from the Treasurer�s 
advance?  

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: We do not draw from the Treasurer�s advance. The Treasurer determines how he will 
increase the appropriation to the department. It is a mechanism that the Department of Treasury and Finance 
uses, and I do not see the detail of that. It would have in its elements the reasons why the Treasurer�s advance 
needs to be increased, but I am not 100 per cent sure how that was done.  

[7.50 pm] 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: How much money has been allocated from Treasury under the Treasurer�s advance to 
top up the budget for this year? 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: We are not told where the money is coming from. An adjustment is made to our budget for 
an appropriation increase. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: How much was that this year? 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: I think we were expecting approximately an extra $20 million. 
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: Has that now been formally authorised by the Treasurer? 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: Yes; I certainly hope so. We only have a couple of weeks to go. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: How many vehicles are there in the department�s total fleet of vehicles? I am happy for 
the question to be taken on notice; I do not expect an answer today. Can the minister tell me whether he has 
identified how many vehicles he needs to get rid of to reduce the vehicle fleet by 10 per cent, and whether he has 
developed any strategies to achieve a 10 per cent reduction of the vehicle fleet? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will ask Mr McCaffrey to answer the second question, and we will take the first 
question on notice. 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: We are aware that there is a policy change, and we have seen that there is an expectation of 
significant savings. The department has not received any official policy on how the reduction will be 
implemented. There will be implications for participants in the government motor vehicle scheme, and that is the 
important part of how we will be affected and how the reduction will be implemented across our department. We 
will obviously comply with the government�s policy and reduce our fleet. 

[Supplementary Information No H1.] 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Mr McCaffrey says that he was aware of the policy but that he had not been notified. In 
what way was he aware of the policy if he had not been formally notified? 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: Through the public statement that was made. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Media reports? 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: That is correct. 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I refer to TAFE expenses under �Financial Statements� on page 357 of the Budget 
Statements. In �Training WA: Planning for the future 2009-2018�, the minister states that he wants TAFE 
colleges to have more autonomy. Will this incur additional costs; and, if so, how much? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: There will not be any additional costs, certainly not at this stage. Yes, I said that I 
wanted TAFE colleges to have more autonomy; it is something that I philosophically believe in. I will say, 
however, that it will be a gradual process and I am currently working with the department and TAFE colleges to 
create a framework for that. What will occur as we become more and more competitive�we are asking TAFE 
colleges to enter a more competitive environment�is that we will provide the opportunity for TAFE colleges to 
determine their own destiny. They know best what occurs within their institutions and because of that we have to 
say, �If you are going to be in control of your own destiny and be in a competitive environment, you need to 
have that responsibility.� At this stage I do not envisage that it will be an across-the-board move�certainly not 
initially. I envisage that the development of a more autonomous TAFE sector will come about through a couple 
of pilot TAFE colleges�TAFE colleges that are willing to take the new structure on board. I have emphasised 
that in �Training WA: Planning for the future 2009-2018�, and the State Training Board is very supportive of 
that move. As I said, I have very regular contact with our TAFE colleges and I have visited most TAFE colleges 
at least twice, apart from the Pilbara and Kimberley TAFE colleges. I have had unanimous approval for this 
initiative, but with regard to costings, we are still in the early stages. I imagine that within the medium term we 
will be looking at piloting a couple of TAFE colleges to provide them with the opportunity to make decisions for 
themselves.  

Hon ALISON XAMON: I understand that in September last year, the minister and Mr Frank Alban visited 
Bullsbrook District High School and promised the community and members that $30 million would be allocated 
for the rebuilding of that school. I am wondering why $10 million has been cut from that pre-election promise. 
An amount of $30 million had been promised to the community, and it has now gone down to $20 million.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: What page number is that?  

Hon ADELE FARINA: It is page 356. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I thank the member very much, 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am with the member now. I have to say that Bullsbook District High School is one 
of those schools which�as any member who has visited it would know�is evidently in need of replacement. 
However, a couple of issues have arisen since that time, in particular the development of the primary school, 
which means that the necessity for a large scale capital expenditure is now not in the $30 million range. Mr 
Thom may be able to add to that.  
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Mr J.W. Thom: With Bullsbrook, having looked at the recent works on the primary school side of the campus, 
the assessment in terms of value for money for accommodating the remainder of the school�the upper school�
was, from the department�s point of view, doable within a $20 million envelope. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I refer to pages 351 and 352, the heading �Services and Key Efficiency Indicators�, 
and the number of employees�full-time equivalents�for primary education, secondary education, and 
vocational education and training services. I note that the budget target for full-time equivalents has been 
increased from the 2008-09 budget for each of those areas. However, even though there has been an increase in 
the budget, it is lower than the estimated actual for this year. Can the minister explain where he expects that 
those cuts in FTEs will be made? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will ask Mr McCaffrey to respond to that.  

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: The thing to remember is that there has been a huge injection of funds into our salary 
budget for both the lecturers� EBA and the teachers� EBA. It is not exactly a corollary to say that because the 
dollar amounts have gone up and the numbers have gone down, there is a change, in that there are not 
necessarily any cuts. The only cuts that come into the department that would be related to FTEs are generally 
related to changes in the mix between secondary and primary teachers. That is because we have a different 
ratio�for 15 students in secondary, we need one teacher; for 30 students in primary, we need one teacher. There 
is a mix of variations. However, there is no connection between the number of FTEs and the growth in the 
dollars, because we need the dollars to pay teachers the higher salaries.  

[8.00 pm] 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: With the minister�s indulgence, I will change tack and talk about country 
hostels. On 2 April, I asked a couple of questions of the Minister for Education. In reference to the Esperance 
Residential College, I asked � 

Given that the college�s ablution block and dining room are considered inadequate for all students and 
that years 11 and 12 students are still in dormitory style accommodation, when will the government take 
steps to improve conditions for students at Esperance Residential College? 

The minister�s response on behalf of the Minister for Education to that question was � 

Capital works project priorities, which include consideration of improvements to Esperance Residential 
College, are reviewed annually as part of the budget process. 

I then asked whether there was any funding in the budget or the forward estimates for improvements to facilities 
at the Esperance Residential College; and, if so, what moneys had been allocated; and, if not, when students and 
parents could expect the current poor situation to change. I do not mind asking those questions again, minister. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That is actually not in this division; it is in a separate division. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I understand where the minister is coming from. However, given the 
nature and breadth of the education and training division, I thought that was a fair and reasonable question to 
ask. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is. I will give a commitment to act on it if the member will take it on notice. 

[Supplementary Information No H2.] 
Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: Another area of interest is a staffing and human resources issue. I again 
seek the indulgence of the minister to read a bit of commentary. I refer the minister to the recent decision by the 
Department of Education and Training to move the former director of Rural and Remote Education, Mr Don 
Boyd, from that position. Mr Boyd�s three-year secondment to the Department of Education Services finished on 
21 May. Mr Boyd, as many members know, is an outstanding educator and highly respected national expert in 
rural and remote education. As the former chairman of the Rural and Remote Education Advisory Council and 
the current deputy chairman, I consider the loss of Mr Boyd to people in the bush to be immense. A quick 
perusal of recent RREAC annual reports gives ample evidence of the big steps forward taken in recent years in 
rural and remote education, largely due to Mr Boyd�s efforts. Can the minister indicate if and when a 
replacement director will be found? I have a number of other questions in that context. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Under the Public Sector Management Act, I cannot respond to individual cases but I 
will ask the director general to respond. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: As the Minister for Training rightly pointed out, we are talking about an individual, Mr Don 
Boyd. He was on secondment to the Department of Education Services, which is provided for under a different 
division. Nonetheless, Mr Don Boyd is attached to the Department of Education and Training and for some years 
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has been on secondment to the Department of Education Services to provide an advisory role to RREAC, as the 
member rightly pointed out. The department has a longstanding secondment policy in place. The member is 
questioning the flexibility of that policy. It is important to note from the outset Mr Boyd�s contribution to the 
RREAC committee and its members and to the country schools and education providers that are impacted on and 
influenced by RREAC. However, it is important also for the staff who are on secondment to provide 
contemporary advice to those committees. It should be acknowledged that Mr Boyd certainly is not the only 
person who can provide good advice to RREAC. Notwithstanding that, it is the department� secondment policy, 
and we apply it fairly. Mr Boyd has been the beneficiary of more than the secondment policy allows. It is 
appropriate for employees who come back into the department to hold substantive positions, and we have 
applied that policy, as we would to other employees. In fact it has been more generous to Department of 
Education Services and to Mr Boyd in this regard, but that decision was taken on organisational need and 
conveyed to the Department of Education Services accordingly. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: This will be the last question for Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: Can I follow up on that to tease things out a little further? I note that on 
Wednesday, 27 May, during estimates in the other place, the Minister for Education, in discussing the matter of 
Mr Boyd�s secondment termination, made mention of the fact that she would discuss the question asked by the 
member for Midland with the Director General of the Department of Education and Training. I want to know 
from the minister whether that discussion that was promised by the Minister for Education happened; and, if so, 
what were the outcomes of that discussion? I have a pretty good idea of the answer, but I need to pose that 
question formally. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: As Mr Collier rightly points out, under the Public Sector Management Act, Minister Constable 
does not, and it is not appropriate for her to, involve herself in staffing matters. The question was put under a 
different division but she undertook nonetheless to ask me that question. We have not yet had that conversation. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I refer to the line �Proportion of the Western Australian population aged 15 to 64 
years enrolled �� on page 350 of the Budget Statements under �Outcomes and Key Effectiveness Indicators�. I 
note that no increase has been considered for the upcoming financial year, despite the fact that it is estimated that 
there will be higher unemployment and that more people are likely to want to go into retraining. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am sorry, what is the member actually referring to? Is the member talking about the 
indicators? 

Hon ALISON XAMON: Yes, I am. I note that no increase has been estimated, considering that there is likely to 
be increased job losses and a demand for training. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will ask the director general to respond. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: If I can make sure I am answering the member�s question appropriately, is the member asking 
why the line item �Proportion of 15 to 64 years �� has flatlined there at eight per cent? Is that what the member 
is trying to ascertain? 

Hon ALISON XAMON: Yes. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: It is represented also in the rest of this page. There is a lag. The 2008-09 estimated actuals are 
not finalised until the Australian Bureau of Statistics� data comes in. So there are some figures that read across 
the line �8%, 8%, 8%�, because setting a target is dependent upon the ABS. It is therefore historical; this 
happens each year that there is a lag. However, my understanding from information that has just come in 
recently is that it will be set at 8.6 per cent and the initiatives under Training WA will add to that target and 
ensure that it is achieved. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: Can I confirm that the 8.6 per cent is likely to be greater than the final estimated actual 
for 2008-09? Effectively I am trying to figure out whether an increase has been calculated. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, the estimated actual is 8.6 per cent. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I have just heard that it has not been finalised yet. So is the estimated actual 8.6 per 
cent for 2009-10? 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: At the time of publication the ABS data was not in, so that is why it is represented as eight per 
cent. I understand that now that data is in, the estimated actual will be 8.6 per cent. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: Will it be 8.6 per cent in 2009-10 as well? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: Or is it going to remain at eight per cent? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: Mr Player will respond to that. 

Mr R. Player: As the director general said, it is 8.6 per cent. In fact our modelling of the projections that we 
have at the moment indicates, as depicted in Training WA, that it will be rolled out to 9.1 per cent by 2012. That 
is our goal. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: By 2012? 

Mr R. Player: Yes. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I am really trying to clarify this. 

Mr R. Player: That is the trajectory.  

[8.10 pm] 

Hon ALISON XAMON: But for 2009-10 effectively no increase has been considered? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, that is correct. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: Yes, there is no increase? 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: The answer to that question then is? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: We can only go on the base data, but of course there will be every attempt to increase 
that level. But as I said, yes, that is the figure at this stage.  

Hon ALISON XAMON: I have a second question and I refer to the three per cent efficiency dividend listed on 
page 348. My specific question is in relation to central office administration operations. I know there is 
obviously a great desire to put more full-time equivalents back into the schools, but I would like to know where 
those efficiency dividend cuts are being made within the central office; in which departments and areas?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I can go through it, but I think the most appropriate person to answer that is the 
director general. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: In terms of central office administration and operations, in the first instance we have already 
applied a five per cent central office staffing reduction. That is across every directorate; education, training and 
corporate services. In 2010-11 we will apply an additional five per cent reduction across central and district 
office, meaning education and district offices, so that will be five per cent and then five per cent. Additionally�I 
have said that the corporate executive has already put this in place�there will be a 10 per cent central and 
district office operating budget reduction. Therefore, across the hundreds of cost centres that are applied in the 
central office in particular there will be a 10 per cent cut on contingency budgets. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I have a further question pertaining to that answer. There will be across-the-board 
cuts; there will be no particular areas that are subject to cuts, such as the complaints unit? Is the director general 
saying that no-one will be quarantined; they will be flat, across-the-board cuts, no matter what? 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: We started from a general position of across-the-board cuts, but there are some areas that are 
directly linked to delivery of, for example, election commitments or program commitments, so there has been 
some variation in the application of that measure in areas where we have particular commitments and targets to 
meet.  

Hon ALISON XAMON: I would like more detail about where those cuts have occurred, but I am happy to put 
that on notice and have that information provided later, if that suits, Mr Deputy Chairman. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: That is fine. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am sorry, the information requested in that question is virtually impossible to 
provide. It covers a broad cross-section of areas and departments and it would be impractical to try to provide 
that sort of information.  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: On that basis, I will have to rule, for the time being, that that information cannot be 
provided. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: Sorry, I do not necessarily accept that. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: I think we have gone as far as we can and I suspect that it is the role of the minister and 
the executive to respond to this question. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: To try to accommodate the honourable member we can do it by division, if she is 
happy with that. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: I am happy with that. 
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[Supplementary Information No H3.] 
The DEPUTY CHAIR: I give the call to Hon Kate Doust. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I refer to page 351 under the heading of �Services and Key Efficiency Indicators� for both 
primary education and secondary education. My question relates to the fact that we are all aware that electricity 
prices will increase substantially for householders over the next year and into future years. I know that the 
Minister for Energy will appreciate that, but many people may not have thought about the impact that the 
increases in electricity costs will have on schools. Firstly, is it true that secondary schools in the metropolitan 
area could see their bills go up by in excess of $200 000; and, secondly, is the minister able to give an assurance 
that schools will receive an additional allocation of funds to completely cover the electricity increases and ensure 
that that money is not taken away from already-slashed school budgets.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, there has been an electricity increase. There was the 10 per cent and the 25 per 
cent and, dependent on the particular tariffs, there will be equivalent increases across the board. Inevitably, that 
will have an impact and, dare I say, put some stresses and strains on educational institutions, sporting institutions 
and local governments. We are conscious of that and have tried to do all we possibly can as a government to get 
to the point where we can assist those most in need. As you will be aware, the government increased hardship 
allowances by more than $12 million to help those most in need. However, the member is asking specifically 
about schools. Yes, it will put a burden on those schools. The department has a utilities management program to 
assist schools with such utility increases as these. I will ask Mr McCaffrey to give more of an explanation of that 
program.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Given that these price increases were flagged before the budget was finalised, is there 
accommodation in this budget to deal with those increases? If so can the minister show me where that is?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: No; there is no accommodation. Mr McCaffrey will explain the utilities management 
program  

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: We have been working with schools on our utilities management program as far back, I 
think, as 1996. It has a number of components. We provide schools with the funding required to meet their 
usage. We also provide them with funds to retrofit schools to make usage of utility costs more effective and 
efficient. We have always adjusted budgets on the growth in usage. I guess a good example of that is when an 
additional building is provided to the school or the structure of the school receives design technology. Yes, the 
minister is correct in saying there will be an impact on school utility costs but bear in mind different levels and 
different rates apply to different areas. A team works under me whose task it is to work with schools to measure 
their utility usage and requirements. We would not put schools in any position in which they could not meet their 
electricity costs.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Can I have a response to the first part of my question? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: As the member will be aware, we have contributed another $6.5 million to the solar 
schools program. That has been extended so that non-government schools are now eligible. That means that 
more than 500 schools are now eligible to apply for funding. That, in essence, will provide opportunities to 
schools to assist them in reducing their electricity usage and, at the same time, assist in the education of the 
benefits of renewable energy. That is another benefit to schools.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Can I have a response to my first question?  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: I am sorry, member; I will have to keep going. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Mr Deputy Chair, they did not actually answer that first part of the question. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Will you repeat the first part of the question?  

Hon KATE DOUST: Is it true that secondary schools in the metropolitan area could see their bills go up by in 
excess of $20 000? A yes or no will be fine.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I cannot in all authority give a yes or no to that answer. I do not know whether a 
school�s electricity tariff will go up by $20 000.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: You should have known that before you put the prices up.  

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: The value would depend on the size of the schools and the types of buildings in the school. 
There would certainly be an increase but we would not know what that would be at this stage.  

Hon KATE DOUST: We might come back and ask that next year. Can we take that question on notice? 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Can we take the question on notice? 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: The schools have different demands. Is the member talking about a senior school, a 
district high or a primary school?  

Hon KATE DOUST: A metropolitan school.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: The number of students in metropolitan high schools ranges significantly. Some have 
thousands and some have fewer, so it will be very difficult. Can the member give a specific school so that we can 
make some comparisons?  

Hon KATE DOUST: How about Comet Bay school? 

[8.20 pm] 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Does the member mean the impact of the increase? 

Hon KATE DOUST: As an example. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: The comparative increase. That will obviously take a bit of time because the increases 
do not come in until 1 July. 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is fine; I will wait. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Therefore, perhaps by the end of the year we might honour that commitment. 

Hon KATE DOUST: That will be fine. 

[Supplementary Information No H4.] 
Hon HELEN BULLOCK: I refer to the first dot point under the asset investment program heading on page 352 
of budget paper No 2. My question is in three parts: Firstly, which primary schools are earmarked for closure 
over the next four years? Please provide a schedule, if the minister has one. Secondly, will any schools be sold 
off under the government savings measures as highlighted on page 13 of the Budget Overview, which states that 
savings of $7.6 billion over the next five years will include the sale of surplus government land? Thirdly, can the 
minister provide a list of education department land that has been earmarked for sale? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I thank the member for the question. I cannot answer the first question at this stage 
but we will take it on notice. 

[Supplementary Information No H5.] 
Hon PETER COLLIER: That is the primary schools for closure in four years.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: And high schools. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Sorry, I have just been advised that there is none on the list. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: What about high schools? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Was it primary schools? 

Hon HELEN BULLOCK: Primary schools. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: There is no list of primary schools for closure, but there may be an issue with 
amalgamations, so I think it would be best and safest if we were to still take the question on notice. 

I will get Mr McCaffrey to respond to parts two and three of the member�s question. 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: It is linked to the question about amalgamations. We went through a process about two or 
three years ago when we were asked by Treasury to identify all surplus land, and as part of that process there 
were, as I say, some amalgamations in Greenwood, Kinlock, Ferndale�those types of areas. We identified, 
based on the values at that time, what we would expect to be able to take into the territorial revenue of state 
Treasury and it was about $116 million over five years. We are tracking behind schedule on that, although those 
funds had been appropriated by the department to complete works in the replacement schools and other works. 
The main reason for that are the delays in clearing it through the government�s property asset clearing house, so 
there is about $116 million based on the last evaluation we did. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Sorry, what was the third part of the member�s question? 

Hon HELEN BULLOCK: The list of education department land that has been earmarked for sale. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: We will take that part of the question on notice as well. 

[Supplementary Information No H6.] 
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Hon ADELE FARINA: I refer to the new works listed on pages 355 and 356 and I note no funding has been 
allocated for West Busselton Primary School and the much-needed upgrade works at that school. Does the 
government intend to close West Busselton Primary School; and, if not, when will the government fund the 
much-needed upgrade works for that school? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I thank the honourable member for the question. I have been advised that there is no 
plan to close the school, but I will ask the director general to pass comment on the upgrade or potential upgrade. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: My understanding is that there is no funding in the forward estimates for the upgrade, but I 
think it is important to note that the billion-dollar Building the Education Revolution program money will see 
every school in this state have a maintenance injection, particularly primary schools. Every primary school will 
receive money for upgrades of different sorts and there is a competitive process for secondary schools. So � 

Hon ADELE FARINA: Is that federal government funding?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will ask Mr Thom to comment on the categories. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: Can I just have clarification whether the director general�s comments referred to federal 
government funding? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, they did.  

Mr J.W. Thom: There are three streams to the Building the Education Revolution�Primary Schools For the 
21st Century, Science and Language Centres For 21st Century Secondary Schools, and the National School Pride 
program. Each of those streams carries different funding entitlements under the commonwealth�s requirements. 
For Primary Schools For the 21st Century, Western Australian public schools have an allocation of something in 
the order of just over $1 billion to cover that; one-off. A school�s entitlement is determined by the number of 
enrolments in each particular school. In the case of Primary Schools For the 21st Century, a school, for example, 
with up to 50 students has an indicative funding cap of $250 000; a school with between 51 and 150 students has 
an indicative funding cap of $850 000; a school that has between 151 and 300 students, $2 million; a school that 
has between 301 and 400 students, $2.5 million; and schools with a student population in excess of 401, 
$3 million.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: That is all very interesting but it does not actually answer my question. My question is: 
will West Busselton Primary School get funding for the upgrades that it needs; when can it expect to receive that 
funding; and how much is it going to get?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: No; it is not in the forward estimates.  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I refer to page 352 of the Budget Statements, the third dot point under �Asset Investment 
Program� �New Secondary Schools�. I declare a vested interest here as I drive my son to Ashdale Primary 
School every day. Looking at the Ashdale College due for completion mid-2009, which is two weeks away�is 
that on schedule to take place by the end of June, or is there a bit of a blow-out there?  

Mr J.W. Thom: My latest advice from Building Management and Works is that it will be ready for students to 
move onto the new site from the beginning of semester two this year.  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: That is very exciting. Thank you. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I cannot find a reference point to this in the budget, but I refer to the 
267 schools that have education assistants at least one FTE above their formula. How many of them are in the 
metropolitan region; how many in regional and rural WA; how many of those 267 schools will have two or more 
FTEs above their formula but, most importantly, will those schools lose their education assistants; and ,if so, 
when?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will ask the director general to respond.  

Ms S.A. O�Neill: Can I clarify that in terms of the 267 schools this is in relation to the education assistants 
whom we have said are at schools above the formula that, as part of the three per cent � 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Yes. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: We have a situation where, over many years, schools have had education assistants assigned to 
them through various deployment practices; for example, at a school level an education assistant is appointed to 
a student with disabilities and subsequently that student with disabilities moves. Under the current deployment 
processes, that education assistant is assigned to the school permanently. We have 450 surplus education 
assistants who are above formula. Some of those are fractional; they are not all full time. In relation to those 
education assistants, now we need to deploy them to vacancies. We have other vacancies; for example, where a 
student with disabilities goes to a new school where there is no education assistant. The 450 surplus is spread 
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across the system. They will be deployed in accordance with the Public Sector Management Act to vacancies 
that now exist in the system. We will be doing that over a staged arrangement. We will be working with those 
individuals. No-one will lose their job, and we will work with them to ensure that they are deployed to areas that 
meet their work entitlements, their factional arrangements and the skill sets that they have. I think we have 
projected that, across the four years, the 450 will be placed. I will check with Mr McCaffrey. 

[8.30 pm] 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: That is correct. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: This question follows on from an earlier question, and it is in relation to school 
closures. There is no reference to it in the budget, but that is because the budget is skint on some of this detail 
now. I understand the Ngurrawaana Remote Community School is being closed. The principal has advised the 
school community that it will close at the end of his term. I also seek information about a care school called 
Sowilo that is currently due for registration but is at risk of not having its registration renewed. The school 
communities in both those cases are very concerned at the possible outcomes.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will deal with Sowilo. I am very supportive of the care schools, but that is a different 
division. The Department of Education Services has responsibility for that area. I will ask the director general to 
comment in a moment. Sowilo is a non-government school. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I understand that. The school had to find somewhere to go, but apparently it 
could not secure a facility so it is at risk. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am aware of that, and I am aware of the various care schools. The government gave 
a significant increase in funding to care schools in the budget of over $2 million, because they perform a role that 
is absolutely essential for the disengaged children. I will ask the director general to comment on the remote 
school. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Can the minister give a commitment that he will not close Sowilo, and that it 
will remain in operation, given the minister�s support for care schools? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is a private school. I have a lot to do with Corridors College in Midland. I think it is 
a wonderful institution. I think what these care schools do for the disengaged kids is fantastic. In the lead-up to 
the election I was emphatic that we needed to increase funding for those care schools, and we did, by over 
$2 million. They are getting a lot more than they ever got before. The bulk of their funding comes from the 
federal government, so the member might like to have a chat to Julia Gillard. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: It is more about the registration, rather than the funding. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That is correct, but I cannot give that commitment because I do not have that 
capacity. I refer the question about the remote school to the director general. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: Is the member asking whether the remote school is closing? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Yes. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: I do not have that information with me. I am not aware that it is closing, but as the member is 
aware, in those remote schools, with the fluctuation in enrolment�some of them are annexed to other schools�
the students leave and attend other remote schools so we do sometimes, as a result, shift the staff. They need to 
be fairly mobile in the remote teaching service. I am not aware that the school is closing, but I am happy to 
clarify that for the member.  

[8.35 pm] 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: They not only removed the staff, but also removed the building, so it must be 
closing. Can the minister please check that and give us a definitive answer on what is going on? 

[Supplementary Information No H7.]  
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I have two final questions. I refer to page 350 and to the department�s budget targets for 
2009-10. How does the department go about setting its budget targets, particularly in the area of achieving 
national minimum standards?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I thank the member for the question. I will ask the director general to respond. 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: The targets that are set for the public schooling system as they are represented in the budget 
papers are based on the rates that are already achieved�for example, students achieving national minimum 
standards. This year we are unable to make the comparison between the 2007-08 actuals and the 2008-09 budget 
and estimated actuals because it is the difference between the Western Australian literacy and numeracy 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Thursday, 18 June 2009] 

 p718b-733a 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Liz Behjat; Hon Ken Travers; Hon Peter Collier:; Hon Peter 

Collier:; Hon Peter Collier: T 

 [15] 

assessment testing, which came to a conclusion, and the new national testing. They are two different testing 
methodologies. If the member has tried to compare those two figures, they are not able to be compared, which I 
understand is in the footnote.  

To go to the heart of the member�s question, the students� achievement that we have across the system is 
negotiated with Treasury, but internally we would then project growth in each of those areas�reading, writing 
and numeracy�based on what we perceive to be a reasonable achievement of higher set targets. We also have 
discussions with the national bodies that are involved in the testing and marking. At the end of the day, the 
projections of increases are always relatively conservative. Different students are being compared from year to 
year. It is not a 3, 5, 7 comparison. They are year 3s against year 3s, so they are two different groups. We 
undertake quite an in-depth analysis of the trajectory and the initiatives that we have in place, but the targets are 
set relatively conservatively.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I find it interesting that we set a target on what we are already achieving rather a target 
on what we want to achieve, which is why I was asking the question because it seemed to be just a correlation.  

I refer to the parking levy for vehicles in the City of Perth. Has the department identified what that will add to its 
costs in the 2009-10 year in terms of the parking that it has in the City of Perth? Has the department already 
identified how much that will add to its budget and has it allowed for that increase in parking costs in its budget 
for 2009-10? 

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: The majority of our staff work at 151 Royal Street. We have quite an expansive parking 
space underneath. It would be only an exception when parking is paid for. One does not come to mind 
immediately.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Does the department not pay the parking levy on its parking bays?  

Mr P.J. McCaffrey: No. It is part of our rent and outgoings that we pay to Jones Lang LaSalle, but that is not 
part of the City of Perth�s parking arrangement. The only other one that I can think of immediately would be our 
shared service centre in Bennett Street. Four or five government vehicles are in that building, and the cost of 
parking is paid for by the department. Apart from that, I am not aware of any significant central parking 
facilities. If the increase did go up by $3 a day, it would not be a great amount, but I have not worked it out.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I ask the minister to take that on notice. I think he will find that it might be part of the 
department�s outgoings, but if it has commercial parking spaces within the Perth parking management area, 
someone is going to be paying that levy.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: We can take that on notice.  

[Supplementary Information No H8.]  
Hon PETER COLLIER: The director general would like to add something to the first part of the member�s 
question.  

[8.40 pm] 

Ms S.A. O�Neill: If I could go back to targets, the member raises a good point, which is the difference between 
aspirational targets and targets for the purpose of the budget papers. Perhaps if I may just clarify it, we certainly 
encourage schools to set aspirational targets. For example, while we might be heading for a target of 87.6 or 
88 per cent of year 3 students achieving the reading benchmark, we would obviously want 100 per cent of 
students to achieve a national minimum standard. I guess the point I am making is that, of course, we endorse the 
member�s comments about aspirational targets. The purpose, and as the targets are expressed in the budget 
papers, as required through that process, is a slightly different one. Of course, we want to set targets that not only 
stretch us, but that we can achieve. Yes, of course, aspirational targets are really what we want schools to be 
focusing on.  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: We have three questioners and we have two minutes for each one. We want to get 
through the three.  

Hon HELEN BULLOCK: I refer to division 28, page 348 and to �Economic Audit�. The question has five 
parts. The first part is: what is the review of transition support for secondary students?  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: This is not a long question, is it?  

Hon HELEN BULLOCK: It is a very short question. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: If the member wishes to ask the five questions, we will answer as many as we can and 
take the rest on notice.  
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Hon HELEN BULLOCK: Part two is: why have savings been committed over the forward estimates and does 
this mean that it is ongoing? Part three is: does this indicate that the government will move year 7 students into 
high school and so there is no need for transition support? Part four is: is the review of transition support for 
secondary students the only economic audit stage 1 outcome for education and training? Part five is: if no to part 
four, what are the other economic stage 1 outcomes in education and training?  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Would the minister like to take that all on notice?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: We can certainly answer part of it very quickly in one minute.  

Ms S.A. O�Neill: When the papers talk about the review of transition support�if I could make it clear�we are 
not talking about the transition from primary to secondary; we are not talking about year 7s. That is the answer to 
that part. The transition being referred to here is students as they are going to various pathways. As the member 
will know, under the new legislation students can be in school, they can be in training, they can be in 
employment and they can be in apprenticeships, so the department has had over many years considerable 
resources in place to assist with those transitions; for example, participation coordinators, EV coordinators and 
EDNs, and schools have their own year coordinators. What we are being asked to do there is have a look at the 
possibility of duplication to see if there is any means by which we can make sure that the officers involved are 
not undertaking the same activity, because it has grown up over time. What the budget papers are really pointing 
to there is the expectation that we will review the activity across the whole transition program and ensure that we 
are working in the most efficient way possible and that the savings required are the figures that are represented 
there. At this stage of the economic audit, that is the only program that we have put in place that is required of 
us.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: We may need to take the rest on notice. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: If the remainder of that question could be handed to the minister on notice. 

[Supplementary Information No H9.] 
Hon KATE DOUST: My question, which will be short, is this: I refer to the department�s asset investment 
program on page 352 and ask what budget amount has been allocated in this coming year or in the forward 
estimates for building upgrades at Morley Senior High School, Dianella Heights Primary School or Camboon 
Primary School in Noranda? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: If they are not listed in the budget papers, they will not be receiving improvement.  

Hon KATE DOUST: In either this year or the forward years?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: No, they are not.  

Hon KATE DOUST: So that is a no.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes. 

Hon JOCK FERGUSON: During the past few days the minister in question time and various other places has 
been espousing the virtues of the State Training Program, and quite rightly so in my view. Where in the budget is 
there any accommodation for the state training program?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is built into the department�s budget.  

Hon JOCK FERGUSON: Is it possible to see how it is separated and how it is applied?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have no problem telling the member how much it is. I can get that information for 
him.  

Hon JOCK FERGUSON: I would appreciate that. Does that include funding for the new industry training 
advisory body or whatever it is called? Did the government supply that funding?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is a separate line item within the department�s budget, but we are happy to provide 
that information for the member.  

Hon JOCK FERGUSON: Has the minister supplied funding for the ITAB process?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, we have. I am meeting with them all individually, and funding them.  

The DEPUTY CHAIR: I think there might be some questions that are outstanding. If there are any further 
supplementary questions, they can be provided to the committee�s clerk. I thank everyone for a very good 
discussion; I thank the minister and members.  

[8.50 pm]  
 


