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WATTLE GROVE PRIMARY SCHOOL 
Grievance 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [9.11 am]: My grievance to the Minister for Education is about the state 
government�s refusal of Building the Education Revolution program funding for Wattle Grove Primary School.  

Wattle Grove Primary School is a very old school in my electorate dating back some 80-odd years. Both major 
parties went to the last election with proposals to build a brand-new school and funding for a new school to be 
constructed in 2011 is in fact in this year�s budget.  

The parents and citizens committee at the old Wattle Grove school has been very much involved in the design of 
the new school. For a time, there was some confusion about whether the old school would continue to run once 
the new school was up and running or if the old school would be closed and its students transferred to the new 
school once it had been built. I think the two political parties� policy on that particular issue differed. However, 
the P&C approached me delighted that BER funding was to be made available because it will provide the 
opportunity to not only update some planned-for infrastructure, but also build some additional buildings over and 
above those that had been promised. The P&C contacted me recently because the state education department had 
advised that, although the size of the school has dramatically increased and its population has tripled in the past 
five years, the current construction plan does not include a multipurpose facility. At planning commencement, 
the school applied for BER project funding to build a multifunctional facility through the usual channels, but was 
refused that funding by the relevant state government department on the basis that Wattle Grove is a new school 
and will therefore not receive any infrastructure investment. The school then approached the local members of 
federal Parliament about whether this was a federal issue or a state issue. Sharryn Jackson, the member for 
Hasluck, then made some approaches to the appropriate people at the federal level and she spoke to Senator 
Mark Arbib, Federal Parliamentary Secretary for Government Service Delivery, who is overseeing the 
implementation of the BER project. The senator indicated that the state education department advice to Wattle 
Grove Primary School was not in accordance with BER policy and that all schools, without restriction, are 
eligible for BER. According to the school, Senator Arbib said, �If our school was to cost $14.3 million to build 
we could now consider we have $16.3 million to spend.� 

Yesterday I spoke briefly to the Minister for Education about this, and I acknowledge the little bit of confusion 
about whether we were talking of buildings on the old school site or the new school site. I understand if the 
minister needs to delay part of her response to this issue. However, I will now ask the minister: is the state 
government refusing the Wattle Grove school access to BER funds? Would it not make sense to build the 
additional facilities and infrastructure while the school is being constructed so as not to create unnecessary 
problems for the students at the school? I understand that the Department of Education and Training�s advice to 
the school is that the best it can hope for is to have its undercover area enclosed. Why does the education 
department believe that Wattle Grove Primary School does not deserve facilities that every other school is 
entitled to?  

I urge the Minister for Education to reverse this decision immediately. In this instance, it is obvious that the way 
the state government is allocating BER funds does not meet with the spirit in which the commonwealth 
government intended the funds to be used. I hope that this issue can be rectified as soon as possible. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands � Minister for Education) [9.15 am]: I thank the member for 
Forrestfield for raising this issue because it helps me to clarify for members how funds are generally allocated; in 
particular, Building the Education Revolution funds. 

I will go through this step-by-step because that will, I think, clarify most of the member�s questions and those 
that we cannot clarify today we can work on later. 

In the budget brought down last week, funding is indicated for construction of a new Wattle Grove school�
similar to the undertaking of the previous government. Planning has been done and $636 000 has been expended 
in this financial year, or will be expended in this financial year. In the financial year 2009-10, $9.364 million will 
be spent and $4.25 million will be spent in 2010-11, which is the $14.25 million budgeted for the school. In 
addition, around $2 million of BER money will be spent on the school. I think that clarifies yesterday�s 
misunderstanding, but I will come to the details of that in a moment. 

BER funds can be approved only for a registered school, and in this case the new school will be the registered 
school on which the BER funds will be expended. I again hope that clarifies the misunderstanding from 
yesterday. 

Consequently, $14.25 million of state funds will be spent on the new school, with up to about another $2 million 
to be spent depending on the numbers of children at the school. It has also been agreed to build two multipurpose 
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rooms at the school which, I think, satisfies the issues that the P&C raised with the member for Forrestfield; we 
can also look at that in more detail. 

I understand construction will be simultaneous: BER money will not be expended after the construction of the 
entire school is concluded because of the time frame for spending BER money. My guess is that that money will 
have to be spent at the same time, which will be very efficient for the school and for the kids who will move into 
the new school. 

The commonwealth government agreement to supply BER funds for capital works requires our government not 
to cut any state spending, so that BER money is in addition to the state funds that are already in place. A pretty 
good new school should be built at Wattle Grove.  

I understand that the original school was opened on 19 July 1915. As an old school, Wattle Grove is no longer 
adequate for the fast-growing numbers of children in the school. I looked at a graph this morning that showed the 
speed at which the numbers have been growing at the school and we expect them to continue growing. 

Wattle Grove Primary School will get everything that was planned for, plus the BER funds. Interestingly, the 
current primary school site will be decommissioned so it will not have a registration number which, as we have 
sorted out this morning, means that BER money cannot be spent on that school. However, the site will be 
retained for educational purposes: it is not going to be sold. At this stage we are not sure what the old school site 
will be used for; it may be used for a community purpose or some other purpose. I do not like the idea of schools 
just being locked up. It is good for a facility like that to be used by the community�it may be used by the 
education department for some purpose�so the buildings are not vandalised and are well used. It is a real plus 
for the member�s community that the old school site will not be sold. 

The problem with the old site is that it is very small�under two hectares. The new site will be a four-hectare 
site, which is slightly bigger than the average site for a new primary school. There will be plenty of room for 
playing fields and the sorts of activities that we want to see on school sites. 

Let me just make sure that I have covered all of the issues that the member has raised in his grievance. The state 
is not refusing, and in fact cannot refuse, the BER funds. It is certainly a partnership between the state and the 
commonwealth. Because of the tight time frames with funding for the BER program, the state department and its 
district officers have been assisting schools in completing applications. However, the state is not in a position to 
refuse the funds. Every single project associated with the BER program is signed off in Julia Gillard�s office; it 
is not determined in the state. 

The member for Forrestfield also raised the issue of enclosing the undercover area at the Wattle Grove Primary 
School. I do not think that is an issue now. The school will have the same entitlement as any other school, which 
was another issue that the member raised. There is no need to reverse the decision, because it is in place as the 
member would want it to be.  

I would like to emphasise that there has been a very strong and good relationship between the state and 
commonwealth governments in working on these funds. I am delighted that the commonwealth is involved in 
providing these funds for our schools. It will make a huge difference across the state, with every primary school 
being entitled to receive�they should receive�BER funding. We will see an enormous improvement in the 
physical plant of our schools in the next couple of years because of it.  
 


