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GREENWOOD SCHOOL 
Grievance 

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [9.26 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Education and Training.  A 
community rally was held on Saturday afternoon, 3 November 2007.  It was attended by well over 200 residents 
and I have presented a petition this morning from more than 750 petitioners who are concerned about several 
issues.  I am here to represent them, to bring their views and their concerns into this place and to work to create 
better opportunities for my residents.  Some of the issues that were raised include, to name a couple, the sharing 
of the oval and the lack of the school lot size.   

From the outset, I wish to also make it extremely clear that the community and I are very happy with the 
government’s decision to build a new school in Greenwood.  It is welcomed and I believe it will be a wonderful 
addition to the fabric of our Greenwood community, and that it will serve our young students extremely well.  
However, it is the practice to build planned schools on a four-hectare site.  If an oval is being used as a shared 
facility, the recommended land size is 3.5 hectares.  It is currently planned to build our school at Greenwood on a 
3.01 hectare site.   
It is clear that the state of the existing educational facility at Allenswood is old and that the amount of funding 
that has been channelled into maintenance has proved to be wasteful and is reliant on a never-ending pot of 
money.  No amount of money will bring this school up to the standards of the new state-of-the-art primary 
schools currently being built throughout the state. 
Older electorates, such as Kingsley, have been overlooked.  New schools are being built throughout the state.  
Forty-three new schools have been built since 2001 - an amazing input by this government.  However, the 
government has not looked at electorates such as mine, which have badly designed and built primary schools - 
such as the school at Greenwood.  Built primarily in the 1970s, these asbestos flat-roofed schools lack design or 
visual amenity. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  One moment please.  The members on my left will please take their conversation 
outside in order to give the Hansard reporter a chance to do her job.  The member for Kingsley will please 
continue. 
Mrs J. HUGHES:  The original education plan for Greenwood was to close the East Greenwood Primary 
School and disperse the 90-odd children into surrounding schools, the impact of which would fall on the 
Allenswood site.  This was an unacceptable outcome for families in my electorate whose children attend the East 
Greenwood Primary School. 
Since 2005, there has been ongoing discussion about the lack of infrastructure improvement to the suburb of 
Greenwood that needs to be met.  Greenwood Primary School was closed and demolished in the late 1990s and 
replaced with residential housing. 
There was an understanding that this new school would need to be self-funded because the education budget was 
stretched to the maximum.  However, upon closer scrutiny, and with more recent information, that has in my 
view left my young students and my local community devoid of an adequate and fair outcome.  East Greenwood 
Primary School was to be sold to fund a new $13 million primary school.  The discussions revealed also that 
there was a requirement for further funding, and that some of the land from the Allenswood site would therefore 
also need to be sold to meet that requirement.  However, there were no discussions about the general planning 
policies, nor about the fact that the Allenswood site would be diminished to below the required planning 
standards.  It must be noted also that the new planning policies that are on the drawing board - the Network City 
proposal - will create the prospect of future infill in the inner suburbs of Perth.  That will have the potential to 
change the current population trends in my electorate, and that will impact on our school populations.  I 
understand also that the population trends that the education department is currently using will become obsolete 
with the introduction of these new planning policies that are on the horizon.   
The potential income from the sale of the land has always been unknown.  However, it has always been 
understood that the sale of this land is required to fund the new school.  It has now come to light officially that it 
is speculated that if that one hectare of land in Greenwood is not sold, it will create a $4 million shortfall in the 
budget for this project.  This causes me some concern about the original understanding that the new Greenwood 
school will need to be self funded.  The site at East Greenwood Primary School, which is the school that will be 
demolished, is over four hectares in size.  If that land is sold for $4 million a hectare, it will yield close to 
$16 million, which will create a $3 million surplus.  The inclusion of the one-hectare Allenswood site will create 
a $7 million surplus.  What else is that funding, and what is being taken from the future needs of my electorate to 
spend up in other electorates?  This is unacceptable, and it was never the original understanding.   
Some months ago, I submitted to the minister my concerns about the disposal of this parcel of land.  I also 
suggested that I believed it would be beneficial to the government, the education department and my community 
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to retain the one-hectare Allenswood site to meet future educational requirements and to plan for the provision of 
other educational services.  That slogan “making decisions for the future” should be about securing the future of 
education in my patch - my electorate.  Once this land is sold, it will no longer be available to be used for any 
future purposes.  Other land will be at a premium and will be unavailable.  There has been an increase in 
language development difficulties.  Cases of autism are also on the increase.  We will need more educational 
facilities to deal with these very specialised areas, and to assist young children, at a time when they are the most 
susceptible to making substantial and significant personal educational gains, and set them up for better futures.  
Some parents in my electorate are already travelling over 80 kilometres a day, in two round trips, to take their 
children to language development classes.  These mothers often have more than one child, and that places them 
in difficult circumstances when both children need to reach their respective schools to ensure that they are in the 
best place to gain individual benefit.  

The Allenswood site is the perfect site to meet the educational needs in the northern corridor.  However, if that 
land is sold, there will be no opportunity to meet future population increases, deal with the ever-changing face of 
planning policy, and attend to the needs of the more disadvantaged in our education system.  Mainstream 
integration is the name of the game in the education system.  That is a great idea.  However, without adequate 
learning tools and facilities, we will always fail at enabling our children to reach their full potential in the field of 
education, and in delivering life skills and opportunities.  

I am asking the government to reassess this proposal and to look into not only the distant future, but, might I say, 
also the not-so-distant future.  If these funds have been committed elsewhere, surely projects in other electorates 
could be dispersed in the coming years to bridge the shortfall.  This is a small investment for the government to 
make to secure adequate education at all levels for the community and taxpayers in the northern corridor - my 
electorate.  It appears that the sale of the East Greenwood site would easily meet the funding requirements of the 
new school.  It would even leave us, dare I say, with a surplus.  That surplus may be able to be used to further 
enhance the site so that it will be an educational facility that will serve my community and surrounding 
communities well into the future.  The local government has weighed into this issue and has made comments 
indicating that it is baulking at entering into any agreement with the state.  It is very concerning that the politics 
of local government is entering into state government.   

My time is almost up.  I ask the minister to please not give up that one hectare of land in my electorate.  In these 
buoyant economic times, let us not be close-fisted and close-minded. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham - Minister for Education and Training) [9.34 am]:  I thank the member 
for Kingsley for her grievance.  I visited each of the schools in question with the member for Kingsley and had a 
look at their particular condition.  Each of these schools has a reasonably small school population.  East 
Greenwood Primary School has around 100 students - perhaps fewer - and Allenswood Primary School has 
fewer than 200 students.  Those schools were built at a time when there were more students in the area.  East 
Greenwood Primary School was built in 1980, and Allenswood Primary School was built perhaps some 10 years 
before that.  This government has followed on with a process that was put in place by the Court Liberal 
government.  Under that process, which is known as local area education planning, we attempt to bring the 
community together to work out ways in which we can use existing school facilities to provide new and 
improved school facilities.  That process recommended that the best outcome for these two schools was that a 
new school be built on the Allenswood Primary School site.  I accepted that recommendation, and the 
government has accordingly committed to build a $12 million or $13 million new school on that site that will 
meet the educational needs of the students in that area of Greenwood.  The Allenswood site is more central to the 
suburb than the Greenwood site; hence the local area education planning process recommended the use of that 
site.  I suppose it was only natural that that site was chosen, because the number of students at Allenswood is 
double the number of students at East Greenwood, so that part of the recommendation made sense.   

This forms part of an education story in the northern suburbs that in terms of the upgrading and construction of 
new schools is absolutely breathtaking.  This government has built 12 new schools in the northern corridor in the 
past six years.  We are in the process of constructing another seven new schools.  We are in the process of 
significantly upgrading another five schools in that region of Perth, at a cost of hundreds of millions of dollars.  
It is a fact that the Western Australian state government is now spending on school construction and school 
capital works double what was spent by its predecessor.  This government is building more schools than any 
other state bar Queensland.  We are meeting a huge population growth, particularly in the outer urban fringes, 
and also in major regional centres, in particular Bunbury and Busselton.  This level of activity in providing new 
capital works for students is unprecedented.  However, it is a fact that no matter how many new schools we build 
and how many schools we upgrade, there will always be a demand for more.  There are 770 public schools in 
Western Australia.  Those schools were constructed at some point in time between now and 130 or 140 years 
ago.  Therefore, there will always be a demand for more and more upgrades and repairs.  We need to prioritise 
those demands around the state to meet the needs of the community.  We also need to ensure that we spend those 
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moneys wisely.  That is why the local area education planning process is very helpful, because it means that we 
can offset the cost of a new school, or the significant upgrade of an existing school, by using the land that is 
available on that school site.  That also allows us to address one of the most pressing issues in Western Australia 
at this time; namely, the provision of land for housing, particularly in the metropolitan area.  Although a lot of 
people complain about the fact that house prices are going up and their children and grandchildren will find it 
difficult to afford to buy a house, they often are not particularly keen on the solution, which is to sell off some 
land in inner or middle urban areas to provide land for housing.  We need to meet the needs of the whole 
community.  The provision of land for housing is an important part of that, and that is what this local area 
education planning process allows us to do.   

I turn now to the particular question raised by the member for Kingsley.  The school site that is proposed to be 
sold is slightly over three hectares in size.  There are 10 school sites in the northern suburbs that are less than, or 
equal to that, in size.  Some sites in the northern suburbs are much smaller than three hectares. 

Many schools in the northern suburbs, and throughout the state in fact, have a joint arrangement with local 
authorities for the use of reserves and ovals.  That is a plan that we are proposing to put in place in this case.  
Many schools, including some in my electorate of Rockingham, have joint arrangements with the local authority 
whereby they use the council reserves, which are often very poorly used on school days.  It is a much better use 
of public facilities.  It is a very sensible arrangement, and local government has been a part of these sorts of 
arrangements for decades.  Therefore, it is not an unusual arrangement; in fact, it is very sensible.  I think that 
most people, when they think about it, would say that it is very sensible that a local government playing field 
adjoining a school is used by the children.  I would find it unusual if people were to argue against that. 

Nevertheless, I have heard the grievance of the member for Kingsley.  I have set out the broad parameters of 
what the government is doing.  I will continue to discuss this matter with the member for Kingsley in times to 
come. 
 


