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Division 58:  Education Services, $205 344 000 - 

Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter, Minister for Education and Training. 

Mrs N. Jeffery, Acting Chief Executive Officer. 

Mr B. Parkin, Director, Non-government and International Education. 

Mrs E. Iaschi, Manager, Financial Services.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I refer to the fifth dot point at page 947 of the Budget Statements, which refers to the 
passage of the College of Teaching Bill 2003.  The minister knows I have a particular interest in the Bill.  When 
will the Bill be introduced?  What costs will be incurred with the implementation of teacher registration?  What 
costs will each teacher incur?  Will the cost of registration to teachers be phased in or will it impact on teachers 
in the first year? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The very short answer to two questions is as soon as possible.  In addition, the cost will 
be phased in.  I am waiting for the legislation to appear. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  We have been waiting a while. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I know.  I want to introduce the Bill as the Minister for Education and Training.  I do 
not want someone else to do it.  I do know how long I have. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Is the minister not expecting to be in his position too long? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It has taken a bit of time.  As everyone in this Chamber knows, getting legislation 
through this place with support is one thing but getting it through the Parliament is another thing altogether.  I do 
not want it to be still hanging around come the next election.   

[3.40 pm] 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  None of us does.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have been urging the group that has been working on the development of the 
legislation to get it to me as soon as is possible.  I have fairly regular meetings with Brian Lindberg and Mrs 
Jeffery about what issues are outstanding.  Issues were outstanding about one or two matters, but they have now 
been resolved, and we should see the legislation very soon.  I want to get it through the Parliament this year, but 
perhaps that will not be possible.  I certainly want to get it into this Chamber and dealt with this year, and into 
the other place as soon as we can after that.  With regard to the costs of registration, we have agreed to fund the 
college directly for the first two years, and the registration charges will then kick in.  The anticipated level of the 
charge is around $50, with differentials for different categories such as part-time.   

Mrs JEFFERY:  The legislation will be with the minister within a month.  There has had to be significant 
negotiation about some of the detailed clauses.  The interim college is made up of all the stakeholders.  
Therefore, it was important to have significant negotiation about how we will represent things like police 
clearances, and what the process will be for introducing current teachers who are already supported by their 
employers and have already been cleared in a lot of cases and had their qualifications looked at.  This negotiation 
was necessary so that we could arrive at a position that we felt would be supported through the Parliament.  We 
have had feedback from the minister and many other people.  The legislation will be ready within a month for 
the minister to look at, and we hope to get it into the Parliament shortly after that.  There will be what we are 
calling a roll-over or deeming period, during which we will register all current teachers, and they will be 
supported through that period.  It will probably take at least 18 months to have all the teachers registered, and we 
will then ask them to start paying their $50 and for some more detailed particulars with regard to their 
qualifications.  The roll-over process will need to be carefully managed.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Will the $50 registration fee cover the cost of running the college?   

Mrs JEFFERY:  It should cover the cost.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  We will be in trouble if it does not, because it is supposed to be self-funding.  The 
experience in South Australia was that many thousands more people registered than were in the work force at the 
time, because there were a lot of trained teachers who were no longer working, as is also the case with nurses, 
and that provided a bit of a windfall for the registration authority in South Australia because it had not 
anticipated that so many people would register.  We anticipate that there will be money aplenty for the running 
of the college, but the college will have to cut its cloth accordingly.   
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Dr E. CONSTABLE:  What will be the cost to the State in the first two years?   

Mrs JEFFERY:  There is an allocation of $500 000 in the forward estimates for each of the first two years - next 
year and the year after.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I refer to page 947, the second dot point under major initiatives 2003-04, which reads 
“Provide advice on the expansion of opportunities for access to higher education for people living in outer 
metropolitan, rural and remote parts of the State, in particular to facilitate the delivery of higher education in 
Geraldton and Mandurah.”  With regard to Mandurah, where will the access to higher education come from, and 
does that statement relate to the proposed partnership with Murdoch University? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member was with me the day we had the launch in Mandurah. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I was, but is that what this dot point is talking about?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes.  The launch was with Kateryna Longley - who I think is very good - who is 
spearheading the provision of university places by Murdoch University in Mandurah.  

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  How has that been going since the announcement?  Is it progressing satisfactorily? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have not had any information to the contrary.  It was only a few weeks ago.  Mandurah 
is a very big market for tertiary providers if they can get into it, because there is a large and growing number of 
potential students in that area.  Murdoch University has recognised the opportunity, and I am grateful that it has 
moved into that area to try to provide some courses and get a foothold in the market.  Edith Cowan University is 
operating in a substantial way in Bunbury.  The member for Geraldton is not here, but we obtained $1.5 million 
from the capital development pool funding for the building of the Geraldton Universities Centre, which we 
played a role in coordinating and in advocating for funding from the Commonwealth.  Geraldton has a very low 
participation rate in tertiary education, and this initiative arose from some very good people in the community in 
Geraldton who came up with the concept of having a centre from which all the universities would be able to 
provide courses.  Murdoch University is setting up what will be called the South West Information 
Communications Technology Knowledge Link, for which we have obtained $2.5 million.  That learning centre 
will be located in Mandurah to serve the Peel region.  The Peel region will be one of the fastest growing regions 
in Perth over the next five years, and, like Geraldton, it has a low participation rate in university education at the 
moment.  Curtin University of Technology and Edith Cowan University are involved in the development of the 
Margaret River centre for wine excellence.  The centre is under way now and is being developed on the site of 
the senior high school, in collaboration with TAFE, senior schools in the region, the local wine industry and the 
community.  In the previous financial year I went to Albany, where we have offered assistance to the University 
of Western Australia of, I think, $500 000 for access to a low-interest loan to develop the old Albany post office 
as a university centre for the University of Western Australia. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  Who chooses the courses for the different country provincial cities?  Is that done by the 
universities themselves or does the Department of Education and Training assist them?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The universities make the decisions about what courses they will offer.  They look at 
the market and who is interested and so on.  I think Murdoch is looking at nursing and teaching - the services 
industries.  The member for Peel has left the Chamber, but I envisage great opportunity in the Rockingham-
Kwinana-Mandurah area for partnerships with the universities.  We are trying to develop a centre of excellence 
for the oil and gas industry, for example.  We have an objective and we can drive a demand for particular kinds 
of university places and get involved in partnership arrangements with the universities for the provision of those 
places. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I refer to output 2 and the provision of funding assistance to enable students to attend non-
government schools.  What has been the increase in funding from the State for such purposes, and what is the 
percentage average increase on a per-student basis for 2003-04 compared with 2002-03? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is a 5.2 per cent increase.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Is that for the current financial year compared with the previous one?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Mr Parkin will provide the details. 

Mr PARKIN:  The per capita grants, if that is what the member is referring to, for 2003 were increased by 5.2 
per cent for the majority of non-government schools.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  What are they expected to be for the next financial year?   
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Mr PARKIN:  The budget estimates provide for an indexation link of approximately five per cent.  However, 
that figure is assessed only after the information comes through on government school costs, because of the link 
that is made between the level of non-government assistance and government school costs.   

[3.50 pm] 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is interesting, isn’t it! 

Mr PARKIN:  The figure the member might be referring to shows a higher increase, because it also includes an 
allowance for expected growth in enrolments in the non-government sector.  The actual budget forward 
estimates go up by approximately nine per cent, but include an allowance for the expected growth in enrolments 
of about four per cent and an expected allowance for indexation of nearly five per cent. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  What percentage of the average government school recurrent cost will the minister provide to 
non-government schools by way of assistance, both this year and next financial year? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am sure the member will share in my frustration about this issue, and I will provide 
him and other members in the Chamber with some indication as to why.  The previous Government set as a 
benchmark 25 per cent of the average government school recurrent cost, and in the process leading up to the 
election I gave a commitment, on behalf of the then Opposition, that our figure would not drop below 25 per 
cent.  What has happened on all the agreed data is that the average government school recurrent cost percentage 
has risen to 27.6 per cent.  It stumps me how this continually goes up.  There is a debate about what should and 
should not constitute the average government school recurrent cost. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Some do not think it is as high as that, in particular the Parents and Friends’ Federation of 
Western Australia. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The previous minister ran the same argument the whole time.  It is most unfortunate.  
Not just this Government, but also the previous Government fulfilled its commitment to provide a level of 
funding that the chief executive officer of the Parents and Friends’ Federation agreed originally constituted the 
average government school recurrent cost.  Now both the previous Government and this Government face the 
allegation that they provided funds well short of the commitment they gave, which is totally untrue, and 
everybody knows it.  The Catholic Education Office of Western Australia will confirm that the figures we used 
and put in the budget papers are accurate, and that we are now providing in excess of 27 per cent of the average 
government school recurrent cost.  I am surprised, contrary to where the heat is coming from - which is from the 
Parents and Friends’ Federation - that it is not more of an issue in the government school sector that we are 
providing well in excess of the amount of money that both the previous Government and this Government 
committed to provide. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  It all depends what is included in the calculation. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  However, there has not been any change since 1994, when all parties agreed on what the 
basket would contain, and Laurie Eastwood was part of those negotiations.  They are running a most 
disingenuous line.  I have told Laurie Eastwood in very direct terms that I do not appreciate what he is doing, 
and I have had a similar conversation with the Catholic Education Office, and it agrees with me.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  My main question is that a review has been undertaken of the AGSRC and I would like the 
minister to tell us the stage it has reached? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It has not come to a resolution.  I will place on record the reason that a review is 
necessary.  This Government has increased funding to government schools substantially in order to reduce class 
sizes in years 1 to 3 from 28 to 24.  We have put money into various education programs, which has substantially 
increased the average government school recurrent cost.  There is no requirement for the non-government 
schools to do the same, but under the formula they are the beneficiaries of increased funding from the State, 
because our average government school recurrent cost has gone up.  I think it is agreed that in some non-
government schools class sizes for years 1 to 3 are in excess of 30 or 35, yet they have received increases in 
funding even though they have not matched the programs we have put in place; hence the need for a review of 
the components of the average government school recurrent cost and the accountability required by the non-
government sector that receives those funds.  There is not a lot of accountability at the moment and I think there 
should be. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  A minister made an arbitrary decision at the beginning of this year in relation to the funding of 
some non-government schools. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Level 1. 
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Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Level 1 in the state category, levels 1, 2 and 3 in the old commonwealth categories, which do 
not bear any relationship to the more recent and relevant commonwealth assessments; namely, the 
socioeconomic scores that have been developed.  A smaller increase in funding was provided to those schools 
about which the minister made a judgment, and they received a better offer, more resources or whatever, but 
based on the more up-to-date and relevant SES scores they were not necessarily better off.  In particular, 
Moerlina Primary School in Mt Claremont is relatively well off according to the SES scores, but it received a 
greater increase in funding from the State Government.  The Bunbury Cathedral Grammar School, either in or 
very close to the Chairman’s electorate, is much less well off according to the SES scores and it received a lower 
increase in funding.  That is hardly equitable, is it?  Will the minister maintain this differential funding 
arrangement in the same way in future years, or will he adopt a fairer approach? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I thought I was very fair. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I have just provided an example of Bunbury Cathedral Grammar School, in particular, which is 
not so well off.  If the minister has a different view, can he explain it? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  First, the schools in the category the member mentioned have received substantial 
windfall gains - and that is a bit of an understatement - from the Commonwealth Government under the SES 
funding model - 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  That is not necessarily the case.  That is wrong in some cases.  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  By 2004 the increases in school fees per student per year will range from $82 at 
Methodist Ladies’ College to $2 066 at Bunbury Cathedral Grammar School.  The average increase across all 
category 1 to 3 schools will be $942 per student per year.  I do not make any apology for what I did.  The truth is 
that a lot of the non-government schools are surprised and bemused by the quantum of money they get. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I am not sure about that.  Every dollar is accounted for. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  They account for every dollar.  The State and Commonwealth Governments are stuffing 
money down their throats to a point at which they are battling to know what to do with it. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I disagree with that. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  The point I am making is that there is a differential increase and, on the evidence, it is not 
based on a fair, rational or reasonable assessment of the resources available to schools.  How does the minister 
explain the lower increase of three per cent to Bunbury Cathedral Grammar School, while Moerlina Primary 
School, which according to the SES score is right at the top, will get a 5.2 per cent increase.  Will the minister 
adopt a fairer, more rational approach? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  To the extent that I have been able, I have answered the member’s question.  I do not 
think it was unfair and I leave open the option of doing it every year. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  People in Bunbury and surrounding areas have missed out because of an arbitrary decision. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Get real; they are not missing out.  The member should take a drive to an average 
government school and then to an average non-government school and see which one he thinks needs more 
money.  He should put himself in my position - I make the decision.  I am going to give them more money, 
because they need more money. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  That is not the issue.  The minister is avoiding the point.  There are needs in government 
schools and there are needs in non-government schools. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Wagin has the call.  

[4.00 pm] 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The first dot point of significant issues and trends on page 943 refers to the fact that the 
development of higher education involves working with the five Western Australian universities to achieve their 
strategic objectives.  Bearing in mind the department’s mission statement, I refer to the Muresk Institute of 
Agriculture, which is on the Curtin University of Technology campus.  Is the minister aware of the financial 
pressures on the Muresk Institute of Agriculture, its student numbers, and the fact that some people are saying 
that the future of Muresk is under threat? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  No.  However, I have recently had a meeting with one of the senior staff at Muresk.  
Now that the member has raised the matter, I am trying to rack my brain -  

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  As I see it, it is not under immediate threat, but people are saying that because of funding 
pressures and loans that it has, it may be under threat in the future.  I am concerned about that, and I want to 
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make sure the minister is aware of it.  Has the minister been approached and taken any action in the budgetary 
process to assist Muresk through the Curtin University of Technology? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  No.  To the best of my recollection - I may have completely forgotten and I may be 
doing some people a major disservice - I do not think the financial viability of Muresk has been raised with me 
as an issue. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I guess I am raising it now.  Maybe I will need to talk to the minister about that at a later 
time. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Issues about Muresk have been raised. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  It is a unique campus. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I understand that. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  It has a number of issues of which I have been made aware.  Perhaps at some stage I will 
need to take them up with the minister outside this place. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I draw the minister’s attention to the top of page 944.  There is funding in this budget for 
higher education accreditation of $160 000.  That increases to $220 000 and then drops back to $160 000 in the 
out years.  Why does the funding increase and then decrease? 

Mr PARKIN:  This is a new function, which is why it appears in that section.  Normally the amount of money is 
$160 000.  However, in 2004-05 the State will be audited under the Australian universities quality agency 
process.  Each of the States and Territories contributes to the support of that.  Because it is Western Australia’s 
turn to be audited, provision has been made in that forward estimate for that event. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I refer to the registration of non-government schools.  Over the past 12 months or so, has there 
been a significant increase in the time it takes for the registration of non-government schools?  Is the minister 
aware of any delays?  Are there any problems? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The answer to that question is no, I am not aware of any problems.  However, I will ask 
Bronte Parkin to answer that question.  Four non-government schools applied for registration, and at the initial 
hurdle they were knocked back by the committee that makes recommendations to me.  I indicated to those 
schools that they might want to appeal, and they did so.  As it turned out, all four schools were subsequently 
granted registration or the capacity to develop - including, controversially, the Baptists in the Claremont area.  
As far as I am aware, that is the only manifestation of what might be called a delay.  However, it was not really a 
delay; it is just that those schools were knocked back, then appealed, and were subsequently given approval.  Mr 
Parkin will give an indication of time lines more generally. 

Mr PARKIN:  The applications for new school registrations are received at the beginning of each year.  The 
recommendations of the committee that advises the minister on whether to approve the establishment of new 
schools were sent to the minister in the past week.  That committee assessed something like eight or nine 
applications.  Not all those schools intend to open next year.  However, the recommendations for their approval 
are now with the minister.  I do not think that would be regarded by those schools as any kind of delay.  
Therefore, I am not quite sure of the specific issue in the member’s question. 

[Mrs D.J. Guise took the Chair.] 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  There is another aspect about the registration of schools.  I want to follow up on this morning’s 
discussion about the Culunga Aboriginal Community School.  The minister referred to the fact that a report had 
been prepared by the Department of Education Services.  Will he table that report? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have been waiting for a report.  I do not have the report yet, but I have a briefing note. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Can the minister provide whatever information he has about the attendance at school over the 
past 12 months of children from the Swan Valley Aboriginal community, in particular? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I can, but it is quite lengthy. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Will the minister table it? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is a briefing note to me.  However, I will provide the gist of it.  An inspection of the 
enrolment registers and attendance records at the Culunga Aboriginal Community School on 14 May showed 
that 13 of the school’s 96 enrolled students had a residential address at the Swan Valley Nyungah Community.  
Five community families - I will not name them - appeared to be represented by the 13 students.  Twelve of the 
students were of compulsory school age and one was a precompulsory, preprimary student.  The compulsory 
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school age students ranged from years 1 to 10.  According to the principal, the enrolment of community students 
varies from time to time because some families change address and so on.  At this stage it has not been possible 
to crosscheck the names of students currently enrolled at the school and believed to be from the community 
against the names of the compulsory age students directly identified as being from the community. 

Officers of the Department of Education and Training last obtained a list of names from the community in 
December 2002.  A return visit had been scheduled for the same day as the Premier’s announcement about the 
future of the community.  The information from December 2002 revealed that none of the community’s 
compulsory school age students was enrolled at a school other than Culunga.  Of all the kids who lived at the 
community, none was enrolled anywhere else; 13 were enrolled at Culunga. 

An analysis of the school’s attendance records for the 12 compulsory age students at the Culunga Aboriginal 
Community School showed that the majority attended regularly, with evidence of only occasional daily 
absences.  However, three students had total absences of over 20 days throughout the first term, including whole 
weeks away.  Those students included a year 8 girl - I will not name her - a year 9 boy and a year 10 girl.  Those 
same three students were absent on the day of the inspection.  Apart from the three students with the greatest 
period of absenteeism, the students from the community exhibited a better attendance record, on average, than 
the remaining 83 students.  One possible explanation of the higher attendance rate of students from the 
community is the proximity of the community to the school.  A bus is also provided.  The reasons given by the 
school principal for student absenteeism were typical for Aboriginal students elsewhere; that is, attendance at 
family funerals in remote and rural areas of WA, family disputes, missing the bus, lack of alternative transport 
and so on. 

Under the law - the School Education Act 1999 - a parent is responsible for ensuring that his or her child of 
compulsory age is enrolled at and attends a school.  The Act provides for penalties and so on.  Were it not for the 
frustrating legal impediments in the School Education Act preventing key employees of the Department of 
Education and Training - that is, school welfare officers and other district support staff - from exercising any 
responsibilities with non-government schools, they could play a significant part in working with parents in the 
community and encouraging regular attendance of the children.  As it is, the resources to do this are not 
necessarily available in the Department of Education Services, which has no district-based staff, even though 
technically it has the legal responsibility.  The school principal indicated her difficulty in establishing good 
communications with the families in the community, which militated against her or her staff doing much about 
encouraging better attendance by the teenagers concerned.  She admitted the pivotal role of the bus driver, who 
played the most significant part in fostering attendance.  Inspection of the records also revealed how the lack of 
communication between the school and parents manifested in sketchy details the school had on its official 
enrolment cards for the students enrolled; that is, medical details, emergency contacts and so on.  The issue of 
how many students would continue to be enrolled at Culunga Aboriginal Community School if and when the 
Government closed the community has yet to be addressed.  It remains to be seen whether families will be 
relocated.  The preliminary conclusion is that 12 compulsory school-age students living at the community are 
accounted for as enrolments at the Culunga Aboriginal Community School.  The attendance record for all but 
three teenagers is satisfactory, with regular attendance being the norm.  The school has obvious difficulties in 
encouraging regular attendance by the three teenagers concerned, a situation not helped by the difficulties the 
school has in communicating with the parents or families within the community.  As difficult as it will be, the 
parents of these children must be encouraged to take responsibility for their children’s attendance.  In essence, 
that is the advice with which I have been provided.   

[4.10 pm] 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Has monitoring been undertaken over the past 12 months?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes.  An inspection was recently carried out.  I will get Mr Parkin to detail what 
monitoring has been possible.   

Mr PARKIN:  The relatively new School Education Act allows, for the first time, the renewal of registration of 
all non-government schools.  All non-government schools are listed to have their registration renewed in the next 
year or so.  It was intended that the Culunga Aboriginal Community School would be inspected this year.  It was 
inspected ahead of schedule.  The normal process for renewal would be to check that the school satisfied the 
requirements to the minimum standards as outlined in the Act.  One thing that was picked up in last 
Wednesday’s inspection of the enrolment registers and attendance role of the school was the lack of basic 
information that the principal had about each student, not only those from the Nyungah community but also from 
elsewhere.  The other difficulty was the problem she acknowledged in communicating with some parents of 
Aboriginal children.  She is not Aboriginal, so there are cultural and other issues at work.  We have suggested 
that the department work jointly with the Association of Independent Schools, which has an Aboriginal 
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education support unit that was specifically set up to provide assistance to Aboriginal independent schools, to 
provide some support and assistance to the principal to ensure that she meets those basic requirements.  The 
school employs Aboriginal education workers and our expectation is that they would be the kind of staff who 
would act as intermediaries between Aboriginal communities and families and schools.  Perhaps there needs to 
be a closer look at their role within the school to find out why there has been a breakdown in communication and 
whether there was some other reason acting to militate against the regular attendance of those children.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Given the level of concern about conditions in the Swan Valley Nyungah Community in 
particular over the past 12 months, would it not have been reasonable to undertake a greater degree of or more 
regular monitoring of school attendance of children from the community?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I do not necessarily want to rework the ground we covered this morning.  An element of 
the member’s suggestion is complicated by the fact that these students are not going to a government school; 
they attend a non-government school.  The Department of Education Services does not have the same capacity as 
the Department of Education and Training to monitor the attendance of students at government schools.  I do not 
think these attendance records reflect badly on the community.  The issue is deeper and broader than that.  The 
issue has been about the inability of the Department for Community Development to access the camp to satisfy 
itself about the wellbeing of not only the school-age children but also other young people at the camp.  The issue 
is not one of school attendance.  The member and I both know that a line could be drawn through Aboriginal 
school attendance around the State, probably with similar results.  It may well be that because of the provision of 
the bus and the role of the bus driver, for example, the young kids who live at that camp have been more regular 
attendees at the Culunga Aboriginal Community School than other students.  That is not the issue.  It would be 
wonderful if it were so simple, but it is not.  I remind the member again that the young girl who was the subject 
of the coronial inquiry was not a permanent resident at that camp.  The issue is not about school attendance but 
something far more profound and tragic.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I am not suggesting for one moment that school attendance is the major issue.  It is one aspect.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I think what the member is suggesting is that this would be one way to monitor the 
wellbeing of those children.  I reflect back to the discussion on the decision to take away the classroom.  I agree 
with the member; the more often we can get those people out into the wider community and into contact with 
government agencies and officers, the better.  That would be far easier if the camp were closed and those people 
did not continue to live in a closed community.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  What about others, such as Cullacabardee?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  They are not closed communities.  People can go into them at any time.   

The appropriation was recommended.   
Sitting suspended from 4.16 to 4.31 pm 

 


