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PUBLIC SCHOOLS — FUNDING 
Motion 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [10.05 am] — without notice: I 
move — 

That this house — 
(a) condemns the Liberal–National government for cutting funding to every public school in 

Western Australia and for its misleading statements in relation to these cuts; and 
(b) calls on the Liberal–National government to reassure parents of children in public schools 

that there will be no further cuts to schools in the May budget.  
In Western Australia, we find ourselves with a somewhat delusional government that thinks that taking millions 
of dollars out of school budgets is okay with WA parents. All the government’s spin efforts to date have failed, 
and are continuing to fail, to convince parents that the Barnett government is properly managing public schools. 
By any measure, whether that is support for Tuesday’s rally; the Liberal Party’s own internal research, federally 
or here in Western Australia; the Labor Party’s internal research, here or nationally; every single vox pop and 
talkback radio program; direct written feedback to the offices of the Premier and the Minister for Education; and 
over 400 direct contacts to my office from parents in the South Metropolitan Region area in the first three weeks 
of term — 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! Rules of debate apply and whoever is on their feet has the right to be heard without 
continuous interjections.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I invite Hon Nick Goiran to make a contribution about schools in the South Metropolitan 
Region — 

Hon Nick Goiran interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! I point out to Hon Nick Goiran that it is not appropriate to demand that anybody sit 
down when they have been allocated a time slot. They are perfectly entitled to speak during that time slot.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: By any measure, WA parents have judged this government to be failing public schools. 
We are seeing unprecedented cuts, unprecedented parental anger at those cuts, and unprecedented support from 
parents for actions to oppose those cuts.  

An amount of $183 million came directly out of school budgets in 2014. Cuts have been made to Perth student 
allocations for kindy to year 2 education assistants; secondary staged weighting for allocating teachers at 
secondary level; base teacher allocations; Aboriginal and Islander officers; English as a second language or 
dialect and intensive English centres; school support program resource allocation; special purpose funding; 
school innovation grants; schools of special educational needs; Schools of Isolated and Distance Education; 
School of Instrumental Music; level 3 classroom teachers; and to the primary extension and challenge program.  

Hon Jim Chown: How many teacher vacancies are there in the classrooms?  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Hon Jim Chown, this debate has a time limit and I look forward to the member standing 
and making a contribution in defence of schools in his electorate and pointing to one school in his electorate that 
is not affected by cuts. Hon Jim Chown should stand and make a contribution and defend public schools in his 
region. He cannot, because every single one of them has received cuts.  

Hon Jim Chown interjected.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Bring it on, buddy—defend your schools! 

Hon Jim Chown interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! People must have got out of bed on the wrong side this morning, I think. Let us have 
an orderly debate.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: That means a change in the formulas by which education assistants are allocated to 
classrooms. Therefore, 91 fewer education assistants will be employed in the critical early years of schooling. 
The formula to allocate full-time equivalent positions to each high school classroom has changed so that there 
are 115 fewer FTE teaching positions in high schools. The formula to allocate funding for base teachers has been 
changed. There are cuts across the board. It is ripping adults and programs out of classrooms and there is more to 
come.  
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Let us look at the weasel words with which the government has tried to convince parents that things are not as 
bad as parents can see they are. We started with the Minister for Education telling 6PR radio listeners that there 
is absolutely no allocation for redundancies in his portfolio in this term of government and — 

... we have got no indication and we’ve got no desire, we’ve got no intent to move down that path ...  

Four days later he announced exactly those cuts. The spin he gave was that this was about transitioning to a new 
model of funding and achieving “education reform”. Parents soon found out it had nothing to do with reform. 
Tell me how taking a long service leave levy out of schools has anything to do with educational reform. It has 
nothing to do with educational reform. Parents soon realised that these were more weasel words and 2014 is not 
about achieving educational reform; 2014 is about cuts and cuts alone.  

Then we had the proposition from the Premier that all these schools were sitting on huge buckets of money and 
that these outrageous schools sitting on these huge buckets of money should use those buckets of money to pay 
for things such as long service leave. It ignored the fact that schools on the list leaked to The West Australian 
newspaper were schools that managed funds for the schools in other areas. For example, schools in the goldfields 
manage the funds for the schools out in the land. Roebourne District High School was on that list of schools that 
are sitting on bucketloads of money. Have members been to Roebourne District High School? Whatever buckets 
of money it is sitting on, it needs about five times that to get over the sort of disadvantage that students in that 
town are experiencing. We are told that schools are sitting on this money and they should be spending that 
money on meeting the cuts that the government has imposed. The government failed to say that the financial 
instructions given by the Department of Education to every single school is that they are required to have a 
certain amount of reserves in their bank accounts to take account of liabilities. It is a financial requirement that 
those schools have that amount of money sitting in their bank accounts. That is more spin that was demonstrated 
to be patently false. If principals were not already onside at that point, they switched. The government told them 
that their schools are sitting on buckets of money and at the same time the government’s financial instructions 
were that they must keep that money aside for financial contingencies — 

Hon Jim Chown: You are out of touch.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: That is hilarious! Does the member know how I started this speech? Delusional! There is 
Mr Delusional himself! 

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! It is a fixed-time debate so members have only a limited time in which to make their 
point. You have to let them make that point whether you like it or not. It is their right to do that.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I have so much to say and I am not going to have the chance to say all the things I want to 
say.  

Hon Nick Goiran interjected.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Did Hon Nick Goiran hear anything that just happened? 

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Back in September the Premier said — 

“there’s a bit of a tough time ahead”, but ... the education cuts are not as bad as they’re being portrayed.  

That was about the same time that the Premier was saying things such as “not every school will be worse off”. 
Name one. My invitation to members on the other side is to name one school that is not worse off in 2014.  

Hon Jim Chown: They’ve all got teachers in their classrooms as opposed to having a deficit when you were in 
government.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Okay. Can Hon Jim Chown name one?  

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Jim Chown, that is the third little fray that you have managed. Three strikes—
you know what that means.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: More recently, of course, at the end of February we had the Premier’s online conversation 
with The Sunday Times journalist Yasmine Phillips. When he was asked about Western Australians who believe 
that Elizabeth Quay and the new stadium should pay the price for education cuts, the Premier said what has now 
become infamous; he said that those people who were worried about that needed to “get a life”. If we did not 
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have parents onside then, and we certainly did, that comment further cemented the view of Western Australian 
parents that this government is desperately out of touch with what WA parents want for their kids.  

Hon Liz Behjat: Was that the 25 who responded to that survey, was it?  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I do not know what survey the honourable member is talking about. When Hon Liz Behjat 
stands to make her contribution and defend the schools in the North Metropolitan Region — 

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! As I said before, I am sure some people got out of bed on the wrong side this 
morning. Let us have an orderly debate. When other members stand to speak, I am sure they will want the right 
to be heard. That applies to every member in the chamber.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I thought I might turn to the views of some of the parents in the north metropolitan area 
and some of the parents in the south metropolitan area. Earlier I made a freedom of information application and 
sought copies of correspondence from parents and P&Cs to the Premier and the Minister for Education about the 
question of school funding cuts. One thousand letters were sent between August and November last year and, I 
have to say, they were not that complimentary. This is from a constituent of Southern River to the Premier — 

I am contacting you as a very concerned parent of a school aged child who attends Canning Vale 
Primary. The proposed cuts — 

Then the government that has proposed the cuts is blanked out, but I think we can draw our own conclusions 
about that — 

The proposed cuts by the — 

Blank — 

... government concerns me greatly and it angers me that yourself and — 

Somebody else; I suspect the Minister for Education — 

... could treat our children’s public education with such disregard. ... bragged about the fact earlier this 
year that WA’s school children was some of the best off in the country with the state government 
spending more money per child than what would have been offered by the Federal government 
education reforms via Gondski ... Australia needs to lift its game on education standards in comparison 
to world standards. Now you are cutting these funds to save State money. I ask you ... who is going to 
save our public school system because you obviously don’t have the best interest of WA’s future at 
heart. Because I choose to send my child/ren to a public school should not mean that they receive a 
substandard education in the future because this is what it will come to—more students per classroom, 
less teachers, less funding for equipment, E.A’s and extra curricular activities. The standard of WA’s 
public education is looking bleak for the future. It will be only the rich that can afford a decent 
education, deserved for every WA child.  

Let us turn to the north metropolitan area. I have loads of letters, but one that canvasses a range of people in the 
north metropolitan area is from a group of secondary school P&Cs and school boards. It was outraged and it 
wrote on behalf of all its respective schools about the level of cuts. This is on behalf of every single secondary 
school in the north metro — 

Hon Peter Collier: Not every single secondary school.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: It would certainly be the vast majority of school councils, boards and parents in the north 
metropolitan area. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Members opposite can continue to delude themselves that they do not have a major 
political problem, but I look forward to them standing in this place and telling me that schools in each of their 
electorates are feeling good about the cuts this government has imposed. They should tell me which schools in 
their electorates are feeling good about these cuts. I look forward to hearing that. 

The real concern for parents now, of course, is whether this is the end of the cuts. At the time these cuts were 
announced, it was all about this year being a tough year, but in 2015 the government would bring in a student-
centred funding model, which would be real reform, and everything would be fixed and hunky-dory. But is it, 
Mr President? Of course we do not know that that is the case. We know what is in the budget papers. We know 
from the budget papers about further cuts to the education portfolio in the forward estimates. In 2014–15 there is 
a $70 million cut in capping leave liabilities. There is a further cut of $18 million in public sector reform. In 
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2015–16 there is a further $77 million cut in the leave liability of $175 million—$175 million in the forward 
estimates in 2015–16 for public sector reform! Then there are cuts in the out years of 2016–17 as well. 

When the director general of the Department of Education appeared before the Education and Health Standing 
Committee in October last year, she was asked whether 2014 was a year for belt tightening. Rita Saffioti asked 
this question — 

Just to clarify, 2014 is a year of belt tightening? 

The director general answered — 

Yes, it is. It might be one year; I do not know whether it is the only year, but it is the only year we know 
about. 

Of course the director general would have been well across and well aware of the budget forward estimates that 
state there would be more cuts across the forward estimates. She was able to tell the committee back in October 
that it might be one year. I therefore invite the minister and the government to tell us today that in fact there will 
be no further cuts in the May budget, which is six or so weeks away. 

In case members think that not enough cuts had been announced when the decisions were made public in August 
last year, and in case they think that not enough cuts were made to the number of education assistants, for 
example, I will tell them what has happened in the past two weeks. Schools have been given more directions 
about how they are to deal with staff taking long service leave. These directions are for staff who have accrued 
more than 65 days in long service leave. The instructions, in two emails from the department to all schools, 
which I have here with me and am happy to table, state that only in extenuating circumstances should non-
teaching positions be backfilled. Members might have noted that I asked a question yesterday about how many 
education assistants had accrued 65 days or more long service leave and the answer was 114. The direction to 
schools on long service leave is to clear their long service leave liability. That should have been done years ago, 
but that is a good thing. The direction is also to pay a levy, by the way, directly back to government of $600 for 
every member of teaching staff and $400 for every other staff member working at their school. They are directed 
to take that money out of their existing allocations and pay that back directly to government. Then, when a non-
teaching staff member goes on leave, the government will not backfill the position. The government will 
therefore take more education assistants out of classrooms and more support staff out of schools, according to 
these two emails that went to schools this week. The emails state that only in extenuating circumstances will 
positions be backfilled while people are taking long service leave. Schools must therefore pay a levy for every 
staff member at their school who must clear their long service but the government will not backfill the positions. 
In addition, therefore, to all the cuts that have already been announced, for example to the number of education 
assistants, the government will take away another 114 education assistants and not replace them in the 
classroom. That means fewer adults in classrooms. 
Anyone could tell the government that the role of an education assistant in a classroom is multifaceted. A very 
important role that education assistants play is in behaviour management. They make sure that other kids in the 
classroom are not disrupted and they help kids who need a bit of extra assistance to stay still. Sometimes it is as 
literal as helping kids to stay still. Sometimes it is about making sure that they help them to stay focused so that 
they learn at the best available rate for them and so that other kids in the classroom are not disrupted. And what 
is the government doing? Not only is it cutting the number of education assistants, as announced in August last 
year, but also it is saying that it will not backfill the positions of those 114 who have to clear their long service 
leave. The government is therefore taking more adults out of classrooms. 

The government makes a big deal about the additional money that it put into the education budget. It put that 
money into the Department of Education, and the bulk of it was for salaries for additional staff for the extra 
7 000 students who have enrolled in public schools this year. However, at the same time it has taken 
$183 million directly out of the front line—the front line that government after government after government 
protects from these kinds of cuts. The government has taken resources out of classrooms, it has increased the 
size of classrooms, it has taken adults out of the classrooms and it has taken programs out of classrooms. It is 
deluding itself if it thinks that its continual talk about how much it is paying teachers will convince parents that it 
is the only thing it has to do in managing schools to get the best education for children. 

WA runs a universal education service. Public schools must take every child who turns up seeking enrolment. 
That means the challenges that public schools face are different from the challenges that non-government 
schools face. It means that we have a higher obligation to those children to make sure that the universal 
education service we provide to them in WA public schools is not the worst or the lowest common denominator 
but is the best. In order to do that, we need to be putting resources back into classrooms, not ripping them out. 
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This government can keep deluding itself that talking enough about money will convince people, but it has not 
convinced parents in Western Australia that what it is doing is right. The government needs to make a 
commitment that if 2014 is the year of belt tightening, that is it—it is just 2014. The government needs to use the 
budget in May to fix the mess it has created in public schools, and it needs to give a commitment that there will 
be no further cuts in the budget due to be handed down in six weeks. That is because parents of Western 
Australian kids in public schools have had a gutful—to use the vernacular. They have had a gutful. The 
government is deluding itself if it does not think it has created for itself a serious political problem or that it is 
one that it does not need to fix. It is within the government’s power to fix it in the budget that comes down in six 
weeks. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Education) [10.27 am]: I just say at the outset 
that the government certainly will not be supporting this motion. I appreciate the impassioned plea of the Leader 
of the Opposition, but I would like to put a bit of perspective on education in Western Australia. One thing I 
agree about with the Leader of the Opposition is that I could talk about this for hours, but with 15 minutes 
available, I will condense my comments. I remind members of what we inherited in education over five years 
ago. Five years ago there was a massive teacher shortage throughout Western Australia, which meant thousands 
of students were without a teacher. A fundamental right of every student is to have a teacher to teach them. We 
were 264 teachers short in 2007, just after Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich left the portfolio, and 110 short in 2008. That in 
itself is disgraceful. We had an absolute debacle in the curriculum and assessment system. We had no confidence 
whatsoever. We had a continued decline in student enrolments in our public education system. Was it a vote of 
confidence on the part of parents throughout Western Australia when they were pulling their kids out of the 
public education system? Of course not. As a result of policy that this government has put in place over the past 
five years, Western Australia is the only state in the nation in which there has been an increase in public 
education enrolments. That is a vote of confidence. Our teachers were the lowest paid in the nation. There had 
been prolonged enterprise bargaining agreement negotiations, and it had not been resolved. We had massive 
teacher shortages, and we had to do something about that. As a result of significant increases in salaries for our 
teachers, we now have the highest paid teachers in the nation. Once again, in 2014 we have put a teacher in front 
of every classroom. That is resourcing our schools. 

As I said, we have put an enormous amount of credibility into the syllabus for 2014. We have negotiated very 
effectively with the commonwealth on the national curriculum and the rollout of phase 1, and we have led the 
nation in that role. We have the new credible Teacher Registration Board of Western Australia, which replaced 
the absolutely disastrous Western Australian College of Teaching under the previous government. We have had 
a massive investment in this year alone with the opening of seven schools, and we will invest a further half 
a billion dollars this year. 
From a more global perspective, I will repeat some figures. Since we took office in 2008, we have increased the 
education budget by 55 per cent from $2.8 billion to $4.4 billion. That is a massive investment in anyone’s 
language. That includes a seven per cent increase in last year’s budget. At the same time, we have had a nine per 
cent increase in the number of students. A 55 per cent increase in investment with a nine per cent increase in 
student numbers is simply unsustainable. Coupled with that, there has been a massive increase in the number of 
education assistants from 4 500 six years ago to 7 500 at the beginning of this year. That is simply unsustainable. 
We have by far more education assistants in our classrooms than any other state in the nation. They are facts. We 
as a government said that it is unsustainable, and we had to do some belt-tightening, which we have done this 
year.  

I need to put some perspective into the argument. We told schools that we would like them to tighten their belts. 
On average, it is about 1.5 per cent of cash resources, so there has been some belt-tightening. However, our 
schools remain the highest resourced schools of any school in any state in the nation. That is a fact, and I will 
come back to that in a moment. 

We have reduced some staffing. We have reduced head office staffing by 150 and we have done that fairly 
seamlessly. We have reduced the number of education assistants by 350, but we still have over 7 000 education 
assistants in our schools. One hundred and fifty of those 350 education assistants were anaphylaxis education 
assistants. We were the only state that had education assistants for anaphylaxis. This actually occurred; an 
anaphylaxis education assistant would run around the playground looking after one kid. That is fact; that is the 
way it was. That could not be justified, so we have done exactly what every other state has done; we now have 
online training for all staff to provide much more global support for those students who suffer from anaphylaxis. 

In addition, we have maintained teacher numbers. We did not increase the number with regard to growth, and I 
take that on board. However, does that mean a massive expansion in the student–teacher ratio? No; it has meant 
an increase of half a student per teacher. 
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Hon Ken Travers: That is an average, minister. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No; it is half a student. I know what members are going to ask. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I did not open my mouth when the Leader of the Opposition spoke. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! I am a board member of an independent public school that has a meeting 
tomorrow, so I am very interested in all the points that are being raised this morning. Hansard is very interested 
in hearing them to record them. I am sure that all members are vitally involved in schools in their electorates and 
also want to hear them. Let us all give the speakers on their feet the opportunity to put these points. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: We have asked schools to tighten their belts with ratios. As I have said, we have kept 
the same number of teachers. We still have 21 000 teachers in classrooms; we had 21 000 last year. We have not 
broken any industrial agreement. We still have a very good ratio between students and staff. We have asked very 
little in that capacity. 

We have also provided enormous support in the pastoral area for all schools. We have an increasingly complex 
society in which teachers are faced with a plethora of social issues on a day-to-day basis. We went to the 2008 
election with a firm commitment to expand those support mechanisms. We dramatically increased the number of 
chaplains in our schools. In 2008, we had 236 chaplains in our schools. We have injected an additional 
$12 million and we now have 600 chaplains in our schools. They deal on a day-to-day basis with students who 
bring these social issues with them to school. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Mr President, they are taking up my time. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have the call. 

The role that chaplains play in our schools is phenomenally positive. We promised 50 additional school 
psychologists, but we have increased the number by 60. We have made significant inroads — 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Does the Leader of the Opposition mind! 

Hon Sue Ellery: I really, really do! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I did not open my mouth when the Leader of the Opposition spoke. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Don’t point your finger! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Listen to her. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Members, you have to be fair in this debate. Everybody has the opportunity to speak. 
Obviously, a lot of members are very passionate and keen to get involved, but you have to take your turn. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: As I have said, we are providing support. Another thing we are doing is empowering 
schools through the independent public school system. It is a magnificent and innovative system that the rest of 
the nation is following. We have asked communities to be part of the decision-making within their schools. They 
are jumping over each other to become independent public schools. It is a massive reform that has been widely 
embraced and acknowledged throughout the nation and enthusiastically endorsed by the community throughout 
Western Australia. Mums and dads are now actively involved in what goes on in their schools. It is a magnificent 
reform. 
Having said all that, I will go back to the resourcing. I want to put some things on the record yet again. These are 
facts about resourcing. Have our schools been decimated since we took office? No, they have not. As a direct 
result of this massive injection of funds into our schools, we now have the highest resourced schools in the 
nation. Let us look at the positions of the states in the amount of resourcing per student in 2014. In sixth position 
is Victoria on $13 801; in fifth position is Queensland on $15 526; in fourth position is New South Wales on 
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$15 718; in third position is Tasmania on $15 927; in second position is South Australia on $16 223; the national 
average is $15 768; and in first position is Western Australia on a whopping $18 731. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The debate cannot occur between the two cheer squads; it has to happen one at a 
time, with one speaker on their feet and then somebody else will take their turn. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: As I have said, I acknowledge that we have asked our schools to tighten their belts. 
However, at the same time, those figures are non-negotiable; they are beyond debate. Our schools are far better 
resourced than any school in any state in the nation. 

It also comes down to teachers, our most valuable commodity. I repeat: we have put a teacher in front of every 
classroom. The Western Australian government values teachers, not like the previous government, which paid 
them the lowest salaries in the nation, and so we had massive teacher shortages. I can go through all of them, 
starting with the highest level of progression. In sixth position is Queensland, which pays its highest progression 
teacher $82 064. In fifth position is South Australia, which pays $84 715. In fourth position is Tasmania on 
$85 868. In third position is Victoria, paying $87 464. In second position—this will be close—no, it is New 
South Wales, paying $91 071. That leaves only one more state—Western Australia, which is right out front, 
paying $95 459. That shows our commitment to education and to our teachers. We have ensured that a teacher is 
in every classroom and that the students are learning on a day-to-day basis. We are not in a situation in which we 
have massive teacher shortages and pay our teachers the lowest salaries in the nation. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I realise that the banter is good-natured banter and, in that respect, I am not too 
worried about it, but I am worried about the impact of drowning out the debate.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: We have this magnificent system. We have independent public schools, so our 
schools are empowered to make decisions. Our schools and teachers are well resourced. We have terrific reform 
on the agenda for next year. It is a magnificent reform agenda, which includes the transition of year 7s, changes 
to the Western Australian Certificate of Education — 

Several members interjected.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: With all due respect, I did not open my mouth while the Leader of the Opposition was 
on her feet. We have made changes to WACE, which has brought some sanity back to the secondary level of 
education. It has been endorsed by everyone, including the union. Through the student-centred funding model, 
we are doing exactly what Gonski asked for. We are leading the nation yet again. We are on the precipice of 
major changes in education.  

I understand the concerns of those in the community, and I do listen to them. I go to dozens of schools. The great 
thing about being the Minister for Education is going to schools and seeing the magnificent things that are 
happening in our classrooms. I get very positive feedback across the board. I get comments from parents and 
teachers who say that it has been tough but they are getting on with it. Our schools are getting on with educating 
our children.  

I understand the notion that unions might want to make a point but I was very disappointed that the union took 
strike action last Tuesday. It was unwarranted, it was unlawful and it was unnecessary. Members opposite will 
not like this, but I go back to the survey done by the union, because it is an absolute disgrace. The union was 
using the results of this survey as the basis for its strike, yet it called the strike before the survey had been 
completed. The survey was due back on 28 March. It is a great reflection of the community! Only 636 teachers 
out of 21 000 replied, 23 principals out of 800 replied and 25 parents out of a total of 600 000 replied.  

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am very sympathetic towards Hansard. They cannot possibly get this debate 
recorded properly when there are so many interjections. Give them a fair go.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have one more point that I would like to make. It was not a community day of 
action; it was a strike. About 8 500 teachers went on strike this time, whereas over 11 000 went on strike 
previously, so we have to question that. I kept on saying that it was highly political. The teachers should not have 
had this strike four days before the election. It was blatantly political. They kept saying that it was not political; 
it was about the kids. If they wanted to have a demonstration about the kids, they should have had it in the school 
holidays in a couple of weeks when it would not inconvenience anyone. Everyone could have rocked up, the 
teachers would not lose their salaries, the parents would not be inconvenienced and the kids would not lose a day 
of learning. 
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Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Don’t point. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Did the Leader of the Opposition hear that?  

Apparently, the strike was not political. What did the organisers do then? Yet again, they invited Bill Shorten, 
the federal Leader of the Opposition, to attend. Did they invite the Prime Minister? No, they did not. They had 
Bill Shorten up there, but it was not a political rally! Bill Shorten said, “Do you want more Liberals in the 
Senate? Keep fighting for the kids and we will win.” Was it a political rally? He was not there for politics! He 
was not talking about the Senate election; he was talking about the kids! It was unwarranted, unnecessary and 
unlawful.  

HON AMBER-JADE SANDERSON (East Metropolitan) [10.45 am]: I rise to support this motion moved by 
the Leader of the Opposition, which states — 

That this house — 

(a) condemns the Liberal–National government for cutting funding to every public school in Western 
Australia and for its misleading statements in relation to these cuts; and 

(b) calls on the Liberal–National government to reassure parents of children in public schools that 
there will be no further cuts to schools in the May budget.  

We will see around $183 million cut from school budgets in this year alone. This week we saw thousands of 
teachers, parents, support workers and concerned community members rally in support of their local government 
schools. There is no way that we could call that just a union rally; it was a community rally attended by people 
who are concerned. There were schools represented — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am starting to wonder which chamber I am in. This chamber conducts orderly and 
respectable debates. Let us keep it that way. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: We have seen a range of cuts to our local schools just this year, with the 
implications starting this term. Parents are worried. I speak to parents in my electorate and those on the P&C 
who are active in managing their school budgets, and they are worried about how they will manage those 
budgets and deliver programs. We are seeing cuts to early education. Reams of international evidence says those 
early years are some of the most important years for laying down the foundations for literacy and numeracy and 
learning throughout students’ educational careers. We are seeing the base teacher allocations changed, reductions 
to the intensive English language centre and the reduction of management of anaphylaxis. Some parents have to 
send their kids to school without the same support that they have had previously. That is a dangerous condition. 
There is a lot of anxiety around it. The teachers are not necessarily trained, and neither are a lot of the other 
education assistants. 

We are seeing a range of cuts to those schools and their budgets. A lot of those cuts are to programs that manage 
behavioural management, literacy and attendance levels, particularly for certain marginalised groups and people 
of ethnic diversity. A lot of those extra resources are put into various vocational courses to engage kids out of 
school to keep them in schools until year 12. Some of those programs have had to be cut, certainly in the East 
Metropolitan Region, which has some of the greatest areas of disadvantage of any of the metropolitan areas. 
These schools are experiencing blanket cuts, which is a blunt instrument on those schools that have quite unique 
needs and those parents and children who need particular support to see them through their school careers.  

I want to refer to an article that appeared in the Eastern Reporter this week about Morley Senior High School. 
The senior high school chairman, Jack Garber, spoke out against the cuts. He has sent children through that 
school, and he is very concerned. He was reported in the article as saying that the cuts were irresponsible, stating 
that they have — 

… caused parents who had children with disabilities to send them to schools without carers. 

“It’s caused parents who have children with allergies to send their children to school without proper 
medical assistance on the premises … 

“Certain assistance has been cut back—some of those were teachers’ aides in areas that would assist 
individuals with learning disabilities and other disabilities.” 
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These are the areas of most need and they have basically just been cut. Three hundred and fifty full-time 
equivalents is not 350 education assistants. That is almost double the number of bodies on the ground—those 
people who are in schools supporting our students to learn. As Hon Sue Ellery said, they ensure the whole class 
learns, they support particular students and they allow the teacher to deliver the curriculum and teach our kids.  

Another area of great concern, particularly for the East Metropolitan Region, is the cuts to Aboriginal and 
Islander education officers, with almost 105 full-time equivalent positions to be cut. That is essentially about 
300 staff—that is what it translates to—and 520 days of AIEO time. I will read out a few words from an AIEO. 
Her name is Jenny and she says — 

“At my school we have parent meetings. We also do home visits if the kids haven’t been attending and 
go out and talk to the parents. But they always know that if they need to contact us they can just ring us 
or come to the school and talk to us. 

“We deal with Princess Margaret Hospital, we deal with juvenile justice, the Department of Housing, 
Department of Child Protection and we’ve also dealt with the police. 

It is a rounded approach to supporting those kids, yet we are cutting the hours for those people to support those 
children and their families to keep the children in school and learning. These cuts are a risk to Aboriginal kids’ 
education. Studies have shown that one of the most important things for delivering education to Aboriginal kids 
is to have AIEOs in the classroom supporting those children. 

The East Metropolitan Region also has a huge amount of cultural diversity. Morley Senior High School alone 
has 58 different ethnicities, which is a huge number. It is fantastic and to be celebrated, but it is also enormously 
challenging for the school to deliver. 

Hon Liz Behjat: We’ve got 53 at Ashdale and we manage very, very well. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Yes, and schools do. However, 58 ethnicities is a lot. Mirrabooka Senior 
High School has 52 different ethnicities. Those schools have had — 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Ashdale didn’t have $289 000 cut out of its budget. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Yes. Morley Senior High School — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! Everybody had settled down for a while, so let us continue that way. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Thank you, Mr President; I thought I had sent everyone to sleep, but they 
are awake again. 

According to information that the minister provided last year, Morley Senior High School lost $120 000 out of 
its budget this year. That school is in a unique position in that it takes international paying students, so it is able 
in some ways to buffer the effect of these cuts. However, the school is still very concerned about whether there 
will be more cuts. A lot of other schools are not in that position of having diverse income. Mirrabooka Senior 
High School, with 52 different ethnicities and huge social challenges in engaging kids in school, lost $127 000 
from its budget. These are large amounts of money in areas that need that money. We deliver a universal 
education system. We deliver a government education system for everyone because not everyone can afford to 
move into the non-government education system if the government system is not functioning. It is all that people 
have. It is not about choice, because people who are on a low income do not have a choice; they can send their 
children only to the local school.  

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! One person has the floor and that is Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson.  

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: The vast majority of people do not have the choice to move their children 
into the non-government education sector. Education is not free; we pay for it through our taxes. The community 
expects a quality government education in a wealthy country such as Australia and a wealthy state such as 
Western Australia.  

Hon Peter Katsambanis: You’re just trashing the system! 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: I am very proud of the government system; I am a product of the 
government system from beginning to end. I am not trashing the system — 

Several members interjected. 
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The PRESIDENT: Order! I know that everybody is very keen to get into this debate, but, as I said, you have to 
wait your turn. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: There is an opportunity to fix the problem in this budget. The parents 
who I speak to in my electorate and those who are active in parents and citizens associations are nervous about 
the May budget. They may cope this term and this year, but they are very nervous about what is to come. The 
support staff, in particular, and teachers who work in the system are also nervous. When we look at these cuts in 
the context of the Workforce Reform Bill 2013, which we are dealing with in this house, we see that these 
people are very vulnerable to sweeping redundancies if this government cannot redeploy them or does not feel 
the need to do so. Education assistants at schools who are waiting to be redeployed, who are waiting for another 
contract, at the moment are also particularly vulnerable. We have a responsibility to support our schools. We 
have a responsibility to areas of particular disadvantage to ensure that they are properly supported. That is the 
role and responsibility of government schools. This government should step up to that. 

HON JACQUI BOYDELL (Mining and Pastoral) [10.55 am]: In light of the events that took place outside 
Parliament House on Tuesday, I thank Hon Sue Ellery for bringing this motion to the house, thereby allowing 
members the opportunity to debate this issue. This education reform is obviously contentious and, certainly with 
the events of Tuesday, now also political. However, I suspect the message may have been lost when it became 
more of a political stunt than anything else.  

I can understand that, as with any reform process, these changes are felt on the ground and they can be difficult 
and, in some instances, challenging. However, we must also acknowledge that there is a need for reform and 
review and that change is inevitable with any sort of system. I do not know why we expect government to be 
different from any other organisation that operates in the corporate sector. Companies in the corporate sector 
continually seek out opportunities to make their processes more efficient and more effective. They expect to be 
smarter in how they deliver their products and services. In essence, that is what we are dealing with here; 
government is exactly the same. As a parent and a taxpayer, I expect government to look at the way it delivers 
services and to improve and develop the way it does that. Why then does the opposition think it is okay to spend 
taxpayers’ money without checking where it is going, what it is achieving and asking the critical question: how 
can this be done better? 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! It is impossible for Hansard to record the debate with 16 people trying to 
shout down each other. 

Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: I truly believe that most taxpayers would be extremely happy to know—indeed, the 
ones I have spoken to are happy—that reform is taking place so that our education system is made more efficient 
and fairer to students and we are not wasting government money unnecessarily. To be honest, I think it would be 
highly irresponsible for government to simply increase out of hand the amount of funding given annually to the 
education budget without having some checks and balances in place. For that matter, it would also be highly 
irresponsible for the opposition to endorse that in the way it continues to create fear and alarm in the community 
about education resourcing.  

I, for one, fully support this education reform. After a series of reviews, we have been told that the system is 
complex, confusing and well past its use-by date. The reviews have shown us that, as a result of the multipliers 
used and the way funding is distributed, we have unfair allocations; some schools receive overly generous 
funding while others have the opposite. Why is it okay for that to continue? We were told that Western 
Australian public secondary schools are amongst the least efficient in the nation, with fewer students per teacher 
than any other state. This government has made moves to ensure that our schools are now more productive. WA 
was also found to be amongst the least efficient schools in relation to student to school support staff ratios, with 
fewer students for every non-teaching staff member than any other state. This means that we have a very large 
number of education assistants. Despite Western Australian schools being the most resourced and funded schools 
in the nation, our overall National Assessment Program — Literacy and Numeracy results have been less than 
those of New South Wales, Victoria and the Australian Capital Territory. Perhaps this tells us that we need to be 
smarter in how funding is used and not focus on how much funding there is.  

As a parent, I want and indeed expect the government to act responsibly and proactively to deliver sound 
educational outcomes for all Western Australian students. The new student-centred funding model has been 
introduced —  

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order, members!  
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Hon JACQUI BOYDELL: I fully support its intended purpose, which is to ensure the effective use of resources 
for the benefit of all students. Of course, change comes with reform; indeed, that is what reform is all about. The 
government should continually look to what it is doing to see whether it is delivering the outcomes expected by 
students and parents. The government acknowledges that, as a result of this model, some schools will have fewer 
resources. However, others might get more; it depends on the individual needs of students at a school. It is not 
about the teachers nor is it about the programs that schools are running; rather, it is about the needs of students—
and that is how it should be. Some schools may, in fact, have more teacher full-time equivalent allocations in 
2014 than they did in 2013; others will have fewer. It all depends on the needs of students. There may be 
instances in which schools can no longer run a music program or an outdoor education program. But that is 
where the onus falls on school principals to take ownership of the delivery of education at their schools, to make 
smarter decisions about managing budget allocations and to consider the relevance and viability of certain 
programs over others. School principals should no longer continually look to government to continue to give 
schools more funding allocations without first assessing what they are doing and whether a program is viable. 
This reform calls on everyone to step up and acknowledge their responsibility. Like all parents, I want the 
principal at my school to do that. Western Australian schools are the most resourced and best funded in the 
nation. Moreover, Western Australian teachers are the best paid teachers in the nation. Indeed, they have 
received pay increases under the Liberal–National government of between 23.6 per cent and 34.75 per cent since 
it came to power in 2008. With a reduction of approximately 350 education assistant positions over time, in 
excess of 7 000 FTE education assistants will remain in our schools. Seven new public schools are being built 
this year and four new schools are planned to be built next year. The government has allocated $538 million to 
capital works projects that will be completed this year. A teacher stands in front of every Western Australian 
classroom; indeed, 832 graduate teachers have been employed so far this year, which is an amazing outcome for 
any government school system.  

I applaud the government and the Minister for Education for the continued development of education in Western 
Australia. I understand that teachers face challenging environments. But in challenging situations across the 
nation, teachers are not paid as well as teachers in Western Australia and schools do not have as many resources 
and funds as do schools in Western Australia. Of course, we need to acknowledge that we are a very large state 
and that education needs to be well funded. With the added support of royalties for region investment in regional 
schools, WA schools are very well funded. This reform is an attempt to make the system more efficient and 
effective and fairer to students. I, for one, cannot argue against that. I applaud the government for its reform.  

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [11.06 am]: I stand to support the motion that this house 
condemns the Liberal–National government for cutting funding to every public school in Western Australia and 
for its misleading statements about these cuts; and also calls on the Liberal–National government to reassure the 
parents of children in public schools that there will be no further cuts. 

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! At the beginning of today’s proceedings, I acknowledged school students 
in the gallery. In a sense I am rather thankful that they are not here now to listen to this debate, because they 
would not have walked away with a very good impression of how parliamentarians behave in terms of their 
being courteous to other members. Let us keep the debate orderly.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I, too, call on the Liberal–National government to reassure the parents of children 
in public schools that there will be no further cuts to schools in the May budget.  

In the East Metropolitan Region that I represent, more than $22 million—indeed, nearly $23 million—has been 
cut directly from public school budgets. That is shameful. A lot of schools are now finding it very difficult. It is 
not just belt-tightening, as the Minister for Education suggested; rather, those budget cuts impact on programs, 
on teaching and on the services of schools. The reform is not belt-tightening—it is harsh cuts.  

I refer to Eastern Hills Senior High School in the East Metropolitan Region, whose budget has been cut by 
approximately $320 000. The school has an enrolment of about 800 students and nearly 60 teaching staff. It does 
amazing things. In fact, late last year 161 students participated in a national geography competition, of which 50 
ended up with distinctions. The school achieves and it works hard to achieve. But a $320 000 cut from its budget 
puts the school under pressure and means that it will be very difficult for it to continue to achieve.  

Let us hear directly from the school about how it will be affected by, and what it thinks of, the budget cuts. I 
refer to a letter from the Eastern Hills Senior High School Parents and Citizens Association and school council, 
which was written late last year and released under freedom of information. The views of parents of students at 
Eastern Hills Senior High School deserve to be placed on the record. 

Hon Nick Goiran: Have you ever been there? 
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Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yes, I have been there and I will go there again very shortly because—guess 
what?—the school wants the community to know the effect that the budget cuts are having on the school. The 
president of the parent and citizens association has directly raised with me a number of concerns about the 
impact of those cuts. The letter, which is addressed to the Minister for Education, reads —  

Recent releases … outlining the Government’s Education Funding Model to be implemented in 
Western Australian public schools cannot go unchallenged.  

As a parent first and foremost and the … of the Parents and Citizens Association of a state senior high 
school, I have personal concerns for the educational well-being of my children and much broader 
concerns for the educational well-being of all students in public schools in this state. 

Briefings that I have attended bear witness to the concerns that have already been raised by parents, 
teachers, principals and educational peak bodies who are close to the day to day workings of schools 
and best placed to comment with authority. 

The concern that is consistently raised and supported with actual outcomes for individual schools when 
the policy is applied to their staffing and budget is that education delivery to their students will be 
compromised. This is an appalling situation. 

It is equally deplorable that the … Government —  

The word in front of “government” has been redacted, but I am guessing that it refers to the Barnett 
government —  

has allowed deliberately misleading data to be disseminated to justify the position that it has adopted for 
its education funding/staffing model. I refer to the absurd criteria used to “measure” primary and 
secondary school efficiency in WA against other states. It is deliberately mischievous and insulting to 
classroom teachers to claim that the teacher student ratios are in the order of 11 secondary and 12 
primary students per teacher when clearly numbers in classrooms are much higher.  

The letter goes on to refer to the way classroom teachers are constantly and publicly criticised and states the 
difficulties that staff are experiencing in classrooms because of the ratio. I quote — 

Further to this, the suggestion that smaller “inefficient” classes—based solely on enrolment (courses 
such as some of the more challenging science and mathematics subjects fall into this category) be 
collapsed and students wanting to pursue them be forced to amalgamate with like-minded students from 
other schools to gain this so-called efficiency is deplorable.  

It has been suggested that Eastern Hills Senior High School’s English students travel to another school in 
years 11 and 12 to undertake English because of the budget cuts.  

Hon Liz Behjat: That is not new. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: That is not new? I believe the school when it tells me that it is new. I believe the 
school because it is the one coping with over $300 000 in budget cuts. The letter continues — 

The Government’s position seems to be set firmly and no amount of credible input from those close to 
education has delivered a shift in that mindset. This is either arrogance on the part of the Government, 
or it is due to ignorance fostered by the input of misinformation from sources other than education staff, 
parents and students. 

There is a common misconception about hours worked by teachers and about holidays—this appeal is 
not about these matters. Committed teachers and school administrators and the students and families 
who benefit from that commitment see no need to involve themselves in the debate, other perhaps than 
to remind those who deliver the vitriol that the letters that they write had their genesis in a school 
somewhere. 

The letter continues in detail about special programs that need to be cut and the impact that will have. I quote 
further — 

It seems that without a united position from all West Australians, aimed at bringing an awareness to 
every sitting member of the Liberal National power sharing Government, that failure to consider and act 
on the concerns of the electorate on this issue, will bring about their political undoing. I suspect our 
education system will fall victim to the policy. 

That is just one school. 

Tabling of Paper 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: I would like the member to table that letter. 

The PRESIDENT: The Leader of the House has requested that the member table the document. It is a 
reasonable request from a member to ask another member speaking to identify the document they are quoting 
from. Then the tabling can occur at the end of that speech but it is up to the member. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: At the outset I did identify the document, which came from freedom of 
information and was sent to Hon Sue Ellery. I am sure that the minister—if he is interested in the views of 
schools—could find it within his own files. He did actually release the information. 

Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Let me make it clear, the first part of the point of order has been dealt with in terms 
of the member identifying the document. Standing order 59, “Documents Quoted in Debate”, states — 

(1) A Member must identify any document quoted from by the Member in debate, including an 
uncorrected version of Hansard. 

Which the member has done and — 
 (2) At the conclusion of the speech in which a Member has quoted from a document, the 

document shall be tabled upon the request of any other Member, unless the Member states the 
document is a confidential document. 

I hope that clarifies it for members. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: If I may add, of course because it is a freedom of information document that came to my 
office, it actually has no identifying information in it. 

Hon Peter Collier: I just want to see the letter. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I am sure the member will table it and if she does not, I will. So that the 
Leader of the House understands, the term of the agreed freedom of information request was that there were no 
identifying marks on the letter. 

Hon Peter Collier: That is fine because the member has already identified where the letter came from. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Alanna Clohesy only has one and a bit minutes left to finish her contribution so 
let her make her contribution. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I have identified the document and I am sure that if the minister is interested in the 
views of parents, he can go to his own files and find the document, but I am happy to table it. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I think the minister should spend more time looking at what parents and schools 
are saying about these cuts because he might be very surprised. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Of course, it is also difficult because the government needs to listen much more to 
parents and teachers to understand what is happening within their school communities. I invite those across the 
way to stand up and defend their schools and defend their budgets, because cutting school budgets does not make 
sense. On behalf of east metropolitan schools, I call on the government to guarantee that there will be no further 
budget cuts to schools in the upcoming May budget. 

The PRESIDENT: To clarify the point of order, a request was made by the Leader of the House for that 
document to be tabled. That must be tabled unless the member claims that it is of a confidential nature. Does the 
member wish to table the document? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I seek to table this document. 

The PRESIDENT: Thank you; that document is tabled. 

[See paper 1362.] 

HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [11.17 am]: I am sure that there are members on the 
opposition benches who occasionally ruminate on why the people of Western Australia comprehensively 
rejected them as an alternative government in March last year. Following that, at the federal election last year, 
that rejection was made complete, and this coming Saturday the Australian Labor Party will struggle to obtain 
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one in three votes in the Western Australia Senate re-run election. When they are ruminating on the reasons why 
this is occurring, perhaps they will consider the tawdry and shameful political shenanigans that they and their 
mates in the trade union movement have engaged in in the last couple of weeks as exhibits A, B and C for the 
reasons why the public continues to reject this spiteful and hateful mob called the Australian Labor Party. 

Obviously I oppose the motion that is before this house. As I said, this motion is the culmination of an 
extraordinarily tawdry series of events by which the Australian Labor Party and its mates in the trade union 
movement have effectively attempted to trash Western Australian public education—to treat the children and the 
teachers in the education system as political pawns for Bill Shorten’s public rally on the steps of this place the 
other day when he was talking not about education but about Senate elections.  

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Can I just appeal to members to stop interjecting and appeal to the member on his 
feet not to try to shout over everybody to make himself heard. You have a very distinctive voice that can be 
heard very easily! 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: Thank you, Mr President. I am being goaded into shouting—I agree with 
that—and I will try to desist. However, this issue is too important to dismiss. This issue is far too important to 
treat as some sort of political football that the ALP, the teachers’ unions and their other associated friends in the 
public sector unions can use as some sort of totem pole to regain relevance. In his contribution, the minister 
clearly outlined the excellent, extraordinary record of the Liberal–National government in this state since it came 
to office in 2008 in funding education, not only on a recurrent basis, but with record capital expenditure as well, 
to not just meet the growing needs of our state and population, but also properly reward those people who 
provide the education to our students. If the people on the other side really reflect on what their position was 
12 months ago, they were trashing the system then. They have been trashing the education system and 
suggesting somehow that it is inferior today or yesterday or last year. They have been doing it through the entire 
period since 2008 as we watched that massive investment, as we watched that increase in teacher salaries and as 
we watched the rebuilding of critical education infrastructure and the building of new infrastructure to meet 
demand and growth. All through that period members of the opposition sat back and trashed it. They did not say 
thank you; they did not say congratulations. In the last couple of months they have seen an opportunity — 

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Deputy Leader of the Opposition, you cannot make your speech from the chair. 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: The truth hurts, Mr President. Over the last couple of months, the Labor Party 
has grabbed the political football of education to ride up the totem pole again, culminating in its rally for Bill 
Shorten. All the Labor luminaries were there at the rally—Bill Shorten was there; Louise Pratt was there. Even 
the disgraced Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union was there with its banners. What does it have to 
do with education? If members do not believe me, I will show them some photos of flags there. In fact, there 
were only two people who I noticed did not attend that rally and they were the two people who have been hidden 
in the freezer for the entirety of this recent Senate campaign. One was Joe Bullock—I do not know what poor 
Joe has done to the Labor Party, but he was well hidden. The other one was — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: The other one was the equally frozen-in-time Palmer United Party candidate 
Dio Wang. He has surfaced just once for the election campaign, so I was not expecting him at the rally either. 
However, every other Labor luminary was there flying the flag and hoping to get some votes for the Senate 
campaign on Saturday. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I know members have had a bit of fun, but there is a time to let a member speak and 
there is a time to make your own contributions; they cannot coincide. 

Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: When the Leader of the Opposition says to ask parents what they think about 
education, there is one extraordinary measure of that, and that is the parents’ consumer vote. Over decades, 
across the whole of Australia, we have seen a steady decline in the percentage of students educated in public 
schools. It was not unique to WA; it was across the country. One state over the last six years has not only 
stemmed that tide, but actually changed it the other way, and that state is Western Australia. The parents of 
Western Australia are voting with their feet and the attendance of their children at schools. They are showing 
that when the education system is properly resourced and invested in, it is as good as any other. They are voting 
with their feet by continuing to enrol more and more students in public schools, which is a great thing; it is a 
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wonderful thing. We still have choice, but parents are exercising that choice in favour of the public schools. So 
when the Leader of the Opposition says to ask parents, the answer is there in black and white. It is very, very 
clear that parents are supportive of what this government is doing. If the Labor Party wants to continue to call 
our education system second rate, if the Labor Party wants to continue to run down and trash it, that is its choice. 
However, this public education system is not second rate; it is an excellent public education system. It is 
extraordinarily well resourced and it serves the interests of parents, their children, teachers and this state 
perfectly well, which is why this motion is another tawdry, shameful exercise in useless political grandstanding 
and should be defeated. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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