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Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Twenty-seventh Report — “The Removal  
of Senior School Allocation Funding for Year 11 and 12 Courses at 21 District High Schools” — Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting on the following motion moved by Hon Giz Watson — 

That the report be noted. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Before the break I was referring to the response from the Minister for Education to my 
minority report, which I tabled earlier. The response continues — 

Let me say at the outset that I greatly appreciate the care with which you considered the evidence, and 
your determination to reach conclusions based squarely on that evidence. In this spirit, I acknowledge 
the recommendations in your Minority Report, which called for a review of Year 11 and 12 programs at 
all district high schools, with a focus maintained on the best possible educational and social outcomes 
for the students and community located in each district. 

I have, for some time now, been listening to the views expressed by a range of stakeholders regarding 
educational provision at district high schools, including school principals, school chairs, local 
government and community members. They expressed concerns related to the hardship already being 
faced in their communities due to current economic and social conditions, including hardship 
experienced as a result of the drought. In light of these concerns, I have recognised that it is in the 
interest of some students to remain at their district high school. 

It is, however, important that schools provide realistic opportunities for students to engage in 
meaningful pathways that will facilitate transition to further education, training or employment. During 
my visits to district high schools, I have seen many innovative developments and partnerships with 
industry, particularly for vocational education and training … that support senior students’ transition to 
employment or further training. I asked the Department to investigate ways of supporting initiatives 
such as these. 

Following the Department’s investigation and in recognition of the very real difficulties, such as the 
drought, faced by our regional and remote communities, I announced in the Legislative Assembly on 
Tuesday 9 November the Department’s new funding arrangements for selected district high schools.  

From 2011, these 19 district high schools will be provided with additional resources to design and 
deliver senior secondary programs that optimise opportunities for students to prepare for life beyond 
school. 

The schools will be supported by the Department to develop more sustainable, robust and rigorous Year 
10, 11 and 12 programs, particularly VET programs, in partnership with local community and industry 
groups. School principals were informed of this support via a teleconference with the Director General 
on 5 November 2010, and I am informed that the news of these additional resources was well received. 
The increased availability of VET programs in Year 10 seems, in particular, to have answered a widely-
felt need. 

As you stated in the debate in the Legislative Council on 18 November 2010, these new funding 
arrangements have been well received also by school communities and local industry, as demonstrated 
by correspondence I have received from the Isolated Children’s Parents’ Association and the Albany 
and Great Southern branch of the Master Builders’ Association. 

The Department will review this funding, as it does with all its programs, to ensure that limited 
resources are directed to where they are gaining the maximum educational benefit, and to where they 
are needed most. I am confident that this additional funding provided to these schools will ensure that 
students, parents and their communities benefit from strengthened senior school programs. I am grateful 
for your accurate perception that the Committee’s Conclusion 4.6, which stated that the removal of the 
Senior School Allocation was part of the three per cent efficiency dividend, was inaccurate. You 
recognised that the prime concern in the removal of the allocation was always to do what was, and is, 
best for our students in terms of educational outcomes. To maximise opportunities in senior schooling, 
it is preferable that all students should attend their nearest senior high school. 

It is, however, acknowledged that, in certain circumstances, students may need to remain at their local 
district high school to complete their Year 11 and 12 education. While the Senior School Allocation 
will not be reinstated at 19 district high schools, it will continue at Lake Grace and Roebourne District 
High Schools, the former due to the distance to the nearest senior high school, and the latter for specific 
cultural reasons.  
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I commend your recognition that, in the 21st century, one size does not fit all. It is important that 
schools are provided with as much flexibility and autonomy as possible, within the limits allowed by 
the enabling legislation. This is why I encourage schools to seek local solutions to problems that occur 
in their local contexts, and why I am hopeful that schools will be active in seeking the widest possible 
community support for those solutions. The funding for VET programs mentioned above is one 
example of how this Government is supporting schools to design programs tailored to their own 
students, in partnership with their local communities and businesses. 

Thank you for your contribution to the Inquiry, and for your Minority Report.  
… 

Yours sincerely 

Dr Elizabeth Constable MLA 
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION 

I think that response is the right response to my report. As I said in my earlier remarks, I do not believe that it 
came about as matter of the three per cent efficiency dividend; it was really the end of a program brought in by 
the previous government. If members refer to my minority report, that was borne out by the evidence provided to 
the committee by Mr Rod Baker who is the principal of the Carnamah District High School. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I know from the evidence provided to the committee that the Carnamah community is 
certainly behind the students at the Carnamah District High School and the VET programs that the school runs. 
A number of really good success stories have come out of it. Rod Baker, the principal, gave the committee 
evidence. His knowledge was particularly helpful as he previously held the position of director of the Mid West 
Education District for five years. During that time Rod Baker participated in what he terms the two 
“Roadshows” that were held in the district, when the then Minister for Education, Alan Carpenter, introduced the 
plan for the school leaving age change—the SLAC program. In his submission to the committee Mr Baker 
stated — 

My comments are generally in support of district high schools having the opportunity, with some 
additional systemic support, to run VET programs for year 11 and 12. While I am aware that there are 
some that are happy to be able to do away with the responsibility, and there are a few others that can’t 
run the program due to local factors, there are many district high schools that have now demonstrated 
the value of having such a program. I am not supportive of TEE programs in district high schools (with 
some exceptions linked to large student enrolments) and agree with the published comment that cohorts 
of less than ten students are not viable. The resources needed to support a TEE program are extensive 
and cannot be reproduced across many small schools. VET, on the other hand, can be managed with a 
minimum of school based resources, making use of the range of community expertise available. 

… 

Unfortunately, the system didn’t clarify the expectations placed on small schools and parents seemed to 
assume that the SLAC meant that they could continue to send their children to the local school in years 
11 and 12 where they would be catered for  

… 

Clearly, at this time, we should have made it clear that no District High School or small school would 
run a TEE or VET program unless it could meet particular criteria (eg: the extent of local government 
support, the number of businesses available for placement, school readiness and teacher expertise ... ). 
We didn’t take this line. 

The evidence that the committee heard during the course of that inquiry was exactly that. There is criticism to be 
levelled at the department, but I want to make it very clear that the criticism I level at the department in my 
minority report is at the department under the previous administration and in only one particular area. Last night 
in my member statement I gave bouquets to the department and I am certainly not giving it brickbats today. 
However, in this particular area when SLAC came around, the department did not communicate well enough to 
the schools and communities involved that this would be limited funding to get schools over the hump. Quite 
rightly, if the department does not speak to the communities and tell them what it is doing, the communities will 
obviously take it the wrong way; that is exactly what I believe happened in this instance. It was nothing to do 
with the three per cent efficiency dividend cut.  

Although this report was tabled in July last year and we are now speaking about it in May 2011, I am pleased to 
say that, as with all things in this place, things move on. Funding has now been put in place for VET programs in 
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those 19 district high schools. I understand from the recent budget that eight of those schools receiving VET 
funding will have their design and technology facilities upgraded to the value of between $150 000 and 
$400 000. This government is certainly doing everything it can in the VET areas in those schools with the 
communities involved. We take the whole curriculum access issue very seriously.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected.  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I will not even listen to what Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is saying.  

Although I said from the outset that I was not particularly happy about participating in the inquiry, I am very 
glad that I did in the end, because the inquiry gave me the opportunity to travel to some of our regional areas. I 
place on the record my thanks to all the committee members and Hansard for the job that was done. No funding 
was available to the committee to undertake any travel associated with this inquiry, but we thought it so 
important to conduct our hearings at Gingin, Narembeen and Jurien Bay that we drove ourselves to those 
committee hearings and took members of the Hansard department with us. It involved some long drives through 
the country, long days of hearings and long drives back at night time. To all those people involved in that 
inquiry, I acknowledge the work that went into it.  

I commend my minority report to the house and urge members to read it. I commend this government for what it 
is doing to support the students in district high schools. I think that we do a fantastic job and I know that we will 
continue to do so for many years to come. 

HON PHILIP GARDINER: I rise to speak to the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations’ 
report titled “The Removal of Senior School Allocation Funding for Year 11 and 12 Courses at 21 District High 
Schools”. In the context of the functioning of a committee, I can only commend the investigation of an issue that 
was alive and relevant, and I also commend those who revised their decisions, and who were maybe inspired to 
do so, in part, by the committee, on the evidence given in this report and through their own collection of 
evidence, to make changes regarding the removal of funding that they had the previously foreshadowed. This is a 
fine example of a committee system working in this house to enable better government. The decision to take up 
this issue was already out in the community, and I first heard about it from the school that Hon Liz Behjat 
mentioned, the Carnamah District High School. Before I go any further, I should clarify one thing in this report, 
which I think is necessary given the context in which we are discussing it. There are no findings in this report 
that the three per cent efficiency dividend was related to the reduction in or the cessation of the transitional 
funding—none whatsoever. 

When I went to Carnamah District High School, I saw a wonderful example of the interaction of secondary 
school students, at the years 11 and 12 stage, with the local businesses in the town and in the district. This was 
well before the committee was formed. The school had heard that there would be a withdrawal of funding. Mr 
Rod Baker, the principal of this school—the same person mentioned by Hon Liz Behjat—was deeply concerned 
about it, as were the parents of students. I saw the example of a young year 11 chap who was working with 
Wesfarmers, or maybe Landmark. It was one of the stock agents; it might have been Elders. He was doing his 
schooling at the district high school and at the same time working for a business in town. What a fine meld of 
educational experience for students who do not have the desire to do the higher academic courses at the high 
schools. People develop at different stages of their lives. This is not a finding of the committee; it is an 
observation of my own. What one does at school is not always the same thing that continues into life thereafter. 
One can have an experience at school, and then have quite a different experience of “success” subsequently. I 
have very good firsthand experience of a chap who was the son of a person who worked on our property, Craig 
Matthews. He left school and went to work with Wesfarmers in Moora at the age of about 14, I think. He was 
then inspired by those around him, including perhaps our boys, to pass his tertiary entrance examination, and 
then to get a university degree, while working all the time to earn an income on the way through. He has turned 
into a very fine man. They are the varied experiences of people in our education system.  

Another example that concerned me greatly was a report about district high schools that were going to have their 
funds withdrawn. The report said that Corrigin District High School had zero students enrolled in years 11 and 
12—Corrigin is a normal country town and district. When the committee conducted its own investigation, it 
found that there were not zero students doing years 11 and 12 in Corrigin; there were four students, but they 
were not in the school; they had left the school and were studying through the Schools of Isolated and Distance 
Education. They were out there in the district doing their year 11 and year 12 curriculum, but without 
supervision. We all know that the difference in the effectiveness of SIDE, with and without supervision, is 
enormous. Therefore, those students had fallen off the perch; they had fallen off the edge. They were lost to the 
system, because they were not recorded in the numbers that were given to us by the Department of Education. I 
do not mean to be critical, even on that small point, of the Department of Education, but it shows that we often 
need to get out and about to find out the truth. This is the sort of information that the committee began to turn up. 
Part of the rationale for discontinuing senior school allocation funding was that bigger classes and bigger schools 
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with more critical mass provide a better education. We must not forget that this funding decision was made 
legislatively in 2006, so there has been precious little time to obtain measures of any differences. We were told 
that there was emerging research, which was one of the stated factors for why it was better to encourage years 11 
and 12 students to leave their district high schools to go to high schools with bigger class numbers. In theory that 
all sounds right, but I also know, because I have had quite some experience in the educational field in both 
Sydney and Perth, that class sizes especially do not have a link to any concrete difference in educational output. 
It is to do with the other things involved. Class size can influence output, but it is partly coincidental. 

Another issue is that these district high schools would be affected only if they were more than 90 kilometres 
from other high schools. Therefore, school buses could take these years 11 and 12 students from—wherever it 
is—Jurien Bay to Moora or from Lake Grace to Narrogin and so on. However, unless we have our feet on the 
ground, we overlook the fact that children do not all live in the towns; they live another 10, 15 or maybe even 30 
or 40 kilometres on the other side of the town. Therefore, the theory did not work; the rationale was not right for 
it.  

The evidence in the report, if members have read it, comes from the Department of Education, from the district 
high schools, from local government authorities and also from some parents. The experiences and observations 
recorded in the report were revealing. I have already noted the case of the Corrigin District High School, in 
which four students fell off the edge. Students in other places had fallen off the edge as well—not many, but 
some. I come at this issue with a view that every child has a right to receive an education. I know that the 
resources that can be put into education will never be the same everywhere. The Department of Education’s 
objective and philosophy on this issue are very noble: they are to ensure that educational programs provide 
access to and equity and excellence in education for all students. That is a very noble and wonderful aim, but to 
say that everyone has that opportunity is just not true. I know that. When we came back to Western Australia 
from Sydney with our children, the opportunities that were given to them in the Sydney school compared with 
those at the local private school in Moora were very different—music fell away, as did a number of other things. 
Therefore, we must also be realistic in what we can offer, but we can draw the line and say that no child should 
be allowed to fall off the edge and be lost to our system.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Hon PHILIP GARDINER: As Hon Liz Behjat has said, the committee drove out to Narembeen, and the 
chairman of the local government authority told us that most people would not know which students needed to 
be in years 11 and 12 at the district high school. Those who want to do their TEE are most likely to go to a senior 
high school. We should remember that these high schools are set up to try to encourage this. For those who go to 
high school and board, it will, I am pretty sure, cost them around $30 a week, with all the concessions given on a 
means-tested basis; and that is affordable to most. However, people have family in town. They may have very 
low incomes. In regional towns and districts there is a much higher proportion of lower socioeconomic 
circumstances than there is in the city—proportionately. Often, students cannot leave home because they may 
have a sick mother, or a father who is not there. A number of different circumstances can prevent them from 
boarding away. Therefore, because we legislated that these children have to stay in school for years 11 and 12 
we must ensure that we provide them with a means to access an education with a high degree of excellence. The 
chairman at Narembeen told us that most people would not even know there was a problem. There is no issue. 
However, it is an issue for some children and youths, and they are the ones that we need to work with. 

At Jurien Bay, we met a very angry group of people. A growing town; a growing school—Jurien Bay has the 
opportunity for a wonderful future. But to the people of Jurien it looks as though the government is trying to 
undermine that potential for growth and their ability to realise their dreams for the town. At Quairading, the 
small district high school is turning students away from years 11 and 12 because the school does not have the 
resources to deal with them. We would not have found that out without travelling to the area, as the minister and 
department subsequently did. The committee received interesting information by going out to find out. 

The outcome of the inquiry is very good, because each of the committee recommendations has been fully met, 
with one minor exception in terms of timing. One recommendation was for “immediate reinstatement” and 
although not immediate, reinstatement occurred. Of the 21 schools that were to have the transitional funding 
removed, two—namely, Roebourne and Lake Grace—had it returned straightaway because of their particular 
circumstances, and the 19 other schools will receive additional funding for years 11 and 12 students. Thus 
funding was returned to the schools. That funding was renamed under the curriculum access funds. The schools 
were also given the additional funding to construct facilities for vocational education training. Schools were also 
given encouragement and funding to assist them in developing partnerships between the school and the 
vocational education and training businesses in the towns in which these schools operate. 

I think this is a very good example of how government can operate and of how ministers and departments can 
respond by verifying the research and evidence to make the necessary changes to advance the issue at hand. 
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HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I too rise to note the twenty-seventh report of the Standing Committee on 
Estimates and Financial Operations. In doing so, I refer to a comment made by Hon Philip Gardiner—namely, 
that he is pleased with the outcome and that the report recommendations have been fully implemented. I depart 
from that view. In fact, the students in years 11 and 12 staying in district high schools can now undertake a 
vocational education training program, which is funded. However, prior to the Minister for Education cancelling 
these courses, those students could have undertaken studies in physics and chemistry, and in English, history and 
economics. They are the more academic streams that allow students to undertake university studies. Hon Philip 
Gardiner referred to the education mission statement—equity, access and excellence. I do not think the issues of 
equity and access have been attended to; nor do I think they have been addressed. In my view, equity means 
those courses available to students in years 11 and 12 in the metropolitan area should also, to the extent that it is 
possible, be provided to all years 11 and 12 students irrespective of where they live and who they are. We should 
not have one set of equity in access standards for those students in the metropolitan area and another for those in 
regional areas. I think the policy that has been implemented is a disgraceful policy. Cutting years 11 and 12 
courses for the sake of saving some $3 million is absolutely shocking. I was there when the decision was made to 
provide additional moneys to district high schools because years 11 and 12 students were compelled to return to 
complete their final two years of schooling. It then followed that some additional moneys were associated with 
that decision. Certainly, had the Labor government remained in office, it would have continued to fund that 
transition. Irrespective of that, I have worked for years in district high schools and I have taught economics and 
history in district high schools. The kids who studied those courses in years 11 and 12 then went off to study 
either those or other subjects at university level. The real shame is that those students no longer have the option. 
To say that the substitution of VET facilities and VET courses is in fact an adequate substitution for what they 
had simply does not ring true. 

I would like also to put on the public record that the minister’s decision did not recognise the importance of 
education and a good school community in regional areas. Often, it does not take much in the way of losing 
students and staff to render a school unviable. Many of the schools that were impacted on by this policy were 
vulnerable. Hon Philip Gardiner would know that if the number of students at a school falls below a certain level 
and the school is deemed to be unviable, the school will close. Once a school leaves a community, it is very 
difficult for that community to retain its viability, particularly in regional and rural areas. 

There was also a lack of recognition in this policy of the cost impost on some parents of sending their children 
away to school. The simple fact is that it might be easier for farmers to afford than it is for railway workers. But 
even farmers do it tough and have difficulty, as I know they do, during lean seasons with being able to afford the 
extras associated with sending their children somewhere else to study. Although we held hearings in the areas 
that were put on the public record by Hon Philip Gardiner, I cannot remember one parent who fronted our 
committee hearing and said that this was a good idea. Can Hon Philip Gardiner remember such a parent? 

Hon Philip Gardiner: No. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Not one parent said that this policy would be of benefit, firstly, to their 
community and, secondly, to their children. That was the total opposite of what we heard. We heard that parents 
did not want their children to be denied opportunities. We heard that they wanted their children to have the same 
opportunities and that their children should not be penalised because they live in regional areas; they, too, want 
to complete their year 11 and 12 education. We also heard concerns about the likely impact that this policy 
would have on local communities and, in particular, local school communities. 

Hon Liz Behjat: The Isolated Children’s Parents’ Association said, “We commend you on this practical solution 
and are confident that many students will benefit from it.” This letter is dated 15 November 2010. Isn’t it 
speaking on behalf of the parents? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I do not know whom it is speaking on behalf of, but the member had her 
opportunity to say whatever she wanted to. She clearly did not use it to her full advantage, but that is her 
problem. 

We heard no parents say that this was a good thing. We heard no principal say that this was a good thing. With 
all due respect to the honourable member, I wonder whether the parents from the association that she just quoted 
understand that what has been lost and what has been substituted are one and the same thing. I do not think that 
they do. In my heart of hearts, I do not believe that to be the case. I can be proven wrong. The member can ask 
the Minister for Education — 

Hon Liz Behjat: I think the Isolated Children’s Parents’ Association is a very well recognised association and it 
would know. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: All right; whatever. The member can let it know whatever she likes; I do not 
care, quite frankly. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 25 May 2011] 

 p3929d-3935a 
Hon Liz Behjat; Hon Philip Gardiner; Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich; Hon Giz Watson; Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm 

 [6] 

This was a very bad policy. I know that members have said that it had nothing to do with the three per cent 
efficiency dividend but there is no doubt that this decision was driven by economics. There is no doubt in my 
mind that this was not about what was in the best interests of students; it was driven purely and simply by the 
desire of the government to penny-pinch, and that is exactly what it did. I can tell members that there are major 
benefits to year 11 and 12 students when there may be only seven, eight or ten students in a class studying 
economics. When I was at Morawa District High School, I taught a class of about nine students year 11 and 12 
economics. The benefits of a ratio of nine students to one teacher were very good. There was absolutely nothing 
negative about it. In fact, they all successfully completed their tertiary entrance examination in economics and 
went on to study at university. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I made some preliminary remarks when we debated this committee report previously, but 
I want to sum up a few things about this inquiry into the impact of the removal of the senior school allocation 
funding. When the committee took submissions and spoke to parents and the schools involved, we discovered 
that although it involved a relatively small number of students, they were often the most vulnerable students and 
were in schools that were, as Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich has said, also vulnerable and under pressure. Even though 
there were some complexities around the impact of removing this funding, all those district high schools felt that 
they needed that money to provide viable educational services. We found that the Department of Education had 
not properly considered the issue of travel distance. An assumption had been made without any good knowledge 
from those on the ground, as Hon Philip Gardiner said. A lot of those students not only had to travel from one 
town to the next to go to a different high school, but also had to travel distances just to get on the bus. When the 
90-minute rule was applied, it was acknowledged that a number of those schools would not be able to do that. 
That is why I assume that those allocations were reinstated at Lake Grace and Roebourne District High Schools. 

It was very clear from taking evidence in those districts that there was an enormous amount of distress. All 
committee members were quite affected by the amount of confusion and anxiety that had been created in those 
communities—not just in the schools themselves, but also in the broader community. People were beginning to 
think that they would have to replan whether they would stay in the town or move somewhere else or whether 
this would have a range of flow-on impacts in the communities. We found that, at the very least, the department 
had not communicated the changes or the options at all well. It is noted on page 17 of the committee report that 
parents were unaware that there was an option for them to enrol their children in Schools of Isolated and 
Distance Education at district high schools. We found that schools were sent a simple email or fax from head 
office, but nobody had spoken to them and talked through the various options or how they might adjust the 
programs, and that really exacerbated the distress. The committee’s report states at page 17 — 

The Committee noted that some schools are having difficulty in maintaining staff to supervise under 
duty of care arrangements, due to the removal of the senior school allocation. The Committee also 
noted that the Department had stated that where the changes had unforseen consequences they would be 
available to negotiate those difficulties with the school. However, the Committee did not receive any 
evidence to suggest that district high schools were aware that this option was available to them. 

The lack of clarity was a big concern. It is very clear that all committee members agreed that that process could 
have been done better.  

I will keep my comments reasonably brief to allow other members to make contributions. I thought it was a good 
committee inquiry. It was timely. It had some outcomes in terms of the department considering whether it had 
handled the whole process well. I certainly had the sense the department took on board that changes to funding 
had not been explained and had had unforeseen consequences. In some cases funding has been reinstated; in 
other high schools other funding has been allocated to make up that shortfall. I do not know that the committee 
has fixed everything, but I think the intervention of the committee has led to a relatively positive outcome.  

I thank members for participating in this inquiry enthusiastically. I particularly want to thank the staff engaged in 
this inquiry. We did it under a tight time frame. I want to acknowledge the work of Lisa Peterson and 
Renae Jewell who did lots of extra work to ensure we got a timely report to this place.  

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I certainly want to make some sort of a contribution to this debate in the 
short time remaining. I was not part of the committee that investigated this issue; however, I initially presented 
the petition to this house early last year and therefore believe I have some sort of interest and ownership. I 
congratulate members who have spoken thus far because their observations have been spot on. If I may say, the 
recommendations made by Hon Liz Behjat, despite the fact she put in a minority report, largely reflect those of 
the other committee members. Obviously, as Hon Phil Gardiner said, the committee system is working well in 
that respect.  

There will probably be a number of comments I will not be able to make in the remaining three minutes. I very 
much want to note some of the committee’s conclusions apart from the recommendations. I want to particularly 
address conclusion 4.7 in the report, which states —  
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The Committee noted that the stated intention of the removal of the senior school allocation was to 
improve the educational outcomes for students.  

Implicit in that of course is all students.  

I make the point that the funding allocation has not returned to what it was. There is certainly a vocational 
education and training component—that is good, but it still does not return the funding to previous levels.  

The committee’s report goes on to say — 

However, the Committee’s evidence has shown that this has not been the case for students wishing to 
undertake years 11 and 12 at their local district high school.  

Implicit in that is of course that these students want to complete some sort of tertiary studies. The committee 
report goes on to state that that is contrary to the Minister for Education’s statement. I will not read that because 
it is contained within the report. Students do not necessarily go to district high schools such as Denmark, 
Kununurra and Bullsbrook. I am sure Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich can vouch for that. These sorts of schools provide 
years 11 and 12 courses and are funded appropriately. Kununurra District High School, which I believe sooner or 
later will become a senior college or a senior high school, is funded according to numbers of students enrolled in 
tertiary courses. The difficult thing is that Wyndham is 100-odd kilometres to the west of Kununurra. There are 
students—particularly Indigenous students—who cannot attend Kununurra District High School in years 11 and 
12 because they live even further west of Wyndham and we are completely taking funding away. I know 
Wyndham is suffering difficulties, apart from its depopulation, but, so help me, the students, no matter where 
they are born and bred, no matter what the income, social status or whatever of their parents, if they need to go to 
a senior high school and receive the sort of education that students in the metropolitan area receive, then that 
particular school, whether it is Schools of Isolated and Distance Education or whatever, needs to be funded 
appropriately. I quote Denmark, Kununurra and Bullsbrook but there are a number of other district high schools 
that will continue to receive funding because that is where their parents live. My suggestion for parents who live 
elsewhere is that their children need the same opportunities. They frequently do not have those opportunities. 
Nothing in this government’s decision making would address the issues that I am most concerned about.  

Question put and passed. 
 


