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Division 59:  Education, $2 076 973 000 - 
Ms Guise, Chairman.  

Mr Carpenter, Minister for Education. 

Mr P. Albert, Director General. 

Mr R.V. Mance, Executive Director, Corporate Services. 

Mr P. McCaffrey, Director, Finance. 

Mr S. Harvey, Acting Director, Facilities and Services. 

Mr A.A. Huts, Acting Executive Director, Teaching and Learning. 

Mr K.A. O’Keefe, Acting Executive Director, Teaching and Learning. 

Mrs R. Moroz, Acting Executive Director, Curriculum Policy and Support. 

Ms M. Banks, Acting Executive Director, Student Services and Community Support. 

Mr B.A. Doyle, Acting Director, Information and Communication Technologies. 

Mr P. Hamilton, Director, School and System Performance. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will allow further questioning, within reason, if members are developing a theme.  I will 
also allocate the call to those members who seek it.  I am sure members understand the difference between 
seeking a further question and asking for supplementary information to be provided.   

Mr DAY:  I refer to the tenth dot point from the top of page 1020, which states -  

The Education Assistance Fund was established, with additional funding of $1 million provided in 2002 
. . .  

What is the total amount of funds available in the education assistance fund this year, what are the criteria for the 
distribution of those funds and how have those funds been distributed so far this year? 

Mr CARPENTER:  This matter relates to school fees and the decision by this Government to make school fees 
for years 8 to 10 non-compulsory.  That was a policy initiative that we took to the last election and on which we 
were elected.  We had to accept the fact that that policy obviously had the potential for financial ramifications 
and there might be a drop off to some degree in fee collection rates in years 8 to 10.  The passage of the new 
Education Act a couple of years ago made explicit what had been arguable, but to some people was implicit.  
Prior to the passage of that legislation, there was always argument about whether school fees were compulsory.  
That legislation made it explicit that a component of school fees was non-compulsory in years 8 to 10, and it 
increased the fee from $210 to a maximum of $235 for years 8 to 10, and from $9 to $60 for primary schools as a 
voluntary contribution.  That legislation maintained what I thought was a consistent policy that a component of 
school fees and charges would be non-compulsory in all the compulsory years of school from primary school 
until the end of year 10.  Those provisions of the new Education Act clicked into effect from the beginning of 
this school year.  All high schools were obviously aware that this was a change that they would have to 
accommodate.  It was necessary for us to ensure that principals and school communities used their best efforts to 
collect fees, because clearly we did not want to have a situation in which no fees were collected.   

At the same time it was important to assure principals, which was done with a varying degrees of success, that 
they would not be left in the lurch with severe financial problems if the fee collection rates were down.  At the 
beginning of the year we allocated an extra $1 million to the education assistance fund so that funds would be 
available immediately to schools in the anticipation that there might be some decline in the collection rates.  
Broadly, my understanding is that in some quarters it was anticipated that the problem would be quite severe.  
When this policy was being discussed during the development of the original School Education Act, there was 
discussion by the then Government about the fee component.  The general figure then being worked upon was 
that if the fees became explicitly non-compulsory, a shortfall of up to $7 million in fee collection could be 
expected.  My anticipation was that there would be a far smaller fee shortfall than that.  I am hopeful - I stand 
corrected - that my expectation has been borne out. 

[9.10 am] 

Mr DAY:  The figure might not be $7 million but now that the minister has raised a figure, what is the shortfall 
this year? 
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Mr CARPENTER:  The member will get that information in a moment.  In many areas there has been virtually 
no decline whatsoever.  We have had isolated difficulties in some schools because people in the community have 
taken this as an indication that they do not have to pay their school fees and there is no expectation on them to do 
so.  We have heard in debate in Parliament that the member for Mitchell has been actively telling people in his 
electorate that they would have to have rocks in their heads to pay school fees, which is one the most 
irresponsible things I have ever heard from a member of Parliament.  I wonder whether parents who pay their 
non-compulsory fees, including the non-compulsory primary school fees, share his view.  We have indicated to 
principals that they will not be left under-funded. 

Mr McCAFFREY:  The initial seeding funding was $1 million, as mentioned.  To distribute that funding we took 
into account those students who were already eligible for the student assistance payments, which the department 
provides directly to the schools.  We also considered the next socioeconomic index we could find on incomes for 
every school.  The balance of those students was used on a pro rata basis and the funds were distributed across 
secondary schools.  The only other adjustment we made was for those students who were in receipt of Abstudy.  
In many of the remote communities the high school fees are directly met by Abstudy.  That was the basic 
methodology used to distribute the funds.  The recent information from the Secondary Principals Association, 
which has been working with us on this matter, is that the effect has been varied across the State; there has been 
no effect in some schools and in others it has been quite dramatic.  We have set aside additional funds in the 
2003 budget to meet any difficulties that schools have.  
Mr DAY:  How much has been set aside? 
Mr McCAFFREY:  About $1.5 million to meet the difficulties that schools may encounter, in addition to the 
$1 million that was set aside in the 2002-03 budget.  
Mr CARPENTER:  To start off with, the additional money was $1 million.  We are only halfway through the 
school year, and people pay their fees at varying times during the year.  Some people make structured payments, 
some pay towards the end of the year and some pay up-front.  We do not yet have a complete picture of what the 
total shortfall will be.  However, the additional $1.5 million in this budget gives some indication of our thoughts 
on the final situation. 
I do not make any apology for this policy.  Until we implemented this policy, Western Australia was the only 
State that had compulsory school fees.  It has not brought down the civilised world as we know it elsewhere, and 
I knew it would not in WA.  I knew there would be problems and that a minority of parents would say that they 
would not pay the fees if they did not have to, even if they could afford them.  However, they are the minority.  
The provisions of the previous Act created a situation in which people would be penalised one way or the other 
when they could not pay those fees.  It is just not acceptable.  It might be acceptable to coalition Governments, 
but it is not acceptable to a Labor Government.  A family with a single income of, say, $35 000 is ineligible for 
the education assistance scheme or the health care card.  The family might be struggling to pay their bills and 
school fees and hanging over their head is the prospect that they will be charged with some sort misdemeanour 
because they cannot pay the school fees.  It is not an acceptable situation and no Labor Government would 
accept it.  I do not think anyone would accept it.  There were arguments from the previous minister that that 
would never happen.  If it was never going to happen, it should not have been enacted in the legislation.  We 
should never have a situation in which people are threatened with the repossession of their household goods or a 
court action because they cannot pay their school fees.  It should never happen. 

Mr DAY:  I am not sure that this is the forum for long answers and extensive political debate, as Madam 
Chairman indicated in her introduction.  There has not been a substantial difference in practice between the 
Labor Party’s policy and the former Government’s policy, even though there was an inclusion in the legislation 
that the schools were able to require the payment of these fees.  Firstly, those families who are in receipt of 
social security payments get assistance to pay the school fees.  Secondly, schools have always had the discretion 
and would have continued to have the discretion if the coalition Government was re-elected, to exempt people 
from the payment of fees where there was a genuine need to do so.  I know from school principals, not all of 
whom are on our side of politics, that they are concerned about the impact of the Labor Party’s clear policy of 
publicising that school fees are officially voluntary as far as this Government is concerned.  It has had the effect 
of reducing the funds available for schools to provide programs.  In some cases schools have had to dip into 
professional development funds for teachers, which will impact on the quality of education in schools.  School 
principals are generally not at all happy with the Government’s policy because it has had a significant negative 
impact on the ability of some schools to offer programs.  That is the background of the situation.  We have 
compassion on this side as well.  However, it gets under the skin of school principals and staff, in particular, 
when parents who roll up in expensive cars, for example, know that these fees are voluntary and, in some cases, 
try to get away without paying them when in reality they can afford to.  That is the background of this issue.  
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What is the breakdown for high schools and primary schools in respect of the anticipated shortfall this calendar 
year, and can the minister provide, by way of supplementary information if necessary, information on where the 
funds have been distributed so far this year? 

Mr CARPENTER:  It will be possible to provide that information in relation to the distribution of funds. 

Primary school feels have always been non-compulsory.  The primary schools that I have heard from have more 
money now than they had last year, because the school fees have increased from $9 to $60.   

Mr DAY:  That is the maximum fee.  They are not all charging that amount. 

Mr CARPENTER:  That is true.  At my children’s school the charge is $30 or $40.  I cannot see how we can 
make a measure of there being a shortfall in primary schools because if the policy does not impact on some - 

Mr DAY:  Let us just concentrate on high schools then.  

Mr CARPENTER:  In relation to the shortfall in high schools the $1 million is being used and we are providing 
an additional $1.5 million in this budget.  At the moment, we do not have enough information to say what will be 
the shortfall this year because not all the fees have been received. 

[9.20 am] 

Mr DAY:  The department must be able to compare the amount it has received with what had been paid at the 
same time last year and the year before. 

Mr CARPENTER:  It would be a difficult exercise to go through every school.  The indication I am giving is 
that in this budget we have provided an extra $1.5 million over and above the $1 million that was already 
allocated.  That $1 million is for the anticipated shortfall this year, and another $1.5 million will be available in 
the coming calendar year.  We are operating in that area. 

Mr DAY:  Has the minister received any advice from the department about the anticipated shortfall this calendar 
year? 

Mr CARPENTER:  I have received only anecdotal information.  There is not enough specific information.  
Members in the upper House have asked detailed questions about this.  Those questions are very difficult to 
answer.  For example, at Australind High School, which was the subject of our discussion, more parents have 
paid the fees this year than paid last year.  That is probably attributable to the debate that has taken place.  
However, at this stage, most of what has been received is only part payments.  The number of parents who have 
paid is up by eight per cent; however, a direct comparison would show - it would be exhaustive to do a direct 
comparison on every day of the year - that the total revenue is down because more part payments have been 
made.  More people are making structured payments.  In general terms, it is anticipated that we will need 
$1 million to $1.5 million over and above the $1 million that has already been allocated.   

Mr DAY:  How much of that $1.5 million will be available this calendar year?   

Mr CARPENTER:  About half.  The member should put himself in my position, although he probably does not 
want to.  I do not want schools to say that because of what I have done, they cannot put on programs.  The 
chairman or president of the Western Australian Secondary School Executives Association and a couple of 
principals came to see me to express their concerns about the need to satisfy principals that they will not be left 
out of pocket.  That is what I have done.   

Mr DAY:  Is the minister saying that no school will be out of pocket compared with what it received last year 
from parent contributions? 

Mr CARPENTER:  My expectation is that as a result of this policy, no school will be left out of pocket.  That is 
why we are putting in extra money. 

Mr DAY:  Will the minister find more money if he needs to? 

Mr McCAFFREY:  When we set up the education assistance fund, we increased the upper level of provision for 
the student assistance scheme.  An average of about 10 per cent in additional funds - I know it will differ from 
school to school - went out in our school grant for 2002.  Any change in funding in the school sector would need 
to be measured above the 10 per cent that we have already sent out.   

Mr DAY:  Is that for people in receipt of social security? 

Mr McCAFFREY:  That is in general schools revenue.  

Mr DAY:  That would have happened anyway.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 29 May 2002] 

 p139c-164a 
Chairman; Mr John Day; Mr Alan Carpenter; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Ms Jaye Radisich; Mr Paul Andrews; Dr 

Janet Woollard; Mr Terry Waldron; Mr Arthur Marshall; Mr David Templeman; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Peter 
Watson; Mr Paul Omodei 

 [4] 

Mr McCAFFREY:  The financial hardship clause in the legislation led us to establish the education assistance 
fund.  It was an acknowledgment that there may be some difficulties in some sites.  The member should also 
remember that at 31 December last year, the collective bank balance for schools was close to $74 million or 
$75 million.  About $30 million of that money is in the secondary sector.  We have told the principals that they 
are to use whatever funds they have at their disposal to make sure that educational offerings are not affected.  As 
the minister pointed out, it is now May.  Variables exist.  It is difficult to measure from one year to the next how 
we will go.  We will keep on top of it by monitoring it as we go. 

Mr DAY:  The funds held in trust accounts on the face of it look like a large amount of money.  However, they 
are all committed for paying electricity bills, running vehicles and that sort of stuff. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Before the adviser responds, I will make a couple of points.  Firstly, further questions are to 
be directed to the minister.  The minister will then allocate who responds.  Secondly, following Mr McCaffrey’s 
answer, if the minister so wishes, we will move on.  Further, I put all members on notice that I will not allow any 
speeches for the rest of this session.   

Mr DAY:  Do not look at this side. 

The CHAIRMAN:  That is directed to both sides and to all members.  Members are put on notice that that is the 
way it will be.  I have allowed a fair amount of latitude.  It is now 25 past nine.   

Mr DAY:  Has the minister received any advice about the estimated shortfall of fees collected by the department 
this year? 

Mr CARPENTER:  I have not been given a specific figure.  This is an issue for me.  I have sought information, 
and that information has led me to put aside an extra $1.5 million in the budget for the forthcoming financial 
year.  Without making a speech, I think the fees are too high and something should be done about them.  The 
fees are too high.  

Mr McCAFFREY:  The member for Darling Range is correct.  The reserves are to replace equipment in the 
schools.  However, they are cash funds and will form part of the analysis we will do towards the end of the year 
to make sure that there has not been any erosion of essential funds.  The schools know they must demonstrate 
that.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  My first question last year was about the recruitment of teachers, and that is also my first 
question this time.  Dot point six on page 1019 refers to concerns that teachers who began their careers in the 
1960s will be retiring in the next few years.  It also refers to the difficulties of recruiting in rural and remote 
areas.  Could the minister provide an update on the situation with teacher shortages, if any?  I am most 
concerned about the minister’s response to my recent questions about shortages, in which he said that all 
positions were filled.  Have all those positions been filled with people qualified to teach in those subject areas? 

Mr CARPENTER:  I thank the member for the question.  I will not make a speech.  We have done a lot of work 
to improve the attractiveness of teaching as a career.  Last year, there was a huge surge in the number of people 
who applied for teacher training positions at university.  My understanding - again, I will defer to the responsible 
executive director - is that there has been a decline in the anticipated number of retirements.  There was no 
difficulty filling the positions this year.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  Were they filled with qualified people? 

Mr CARPENTER:  That is my understanding, but I will get Mr Huts to clarify that.  My understanding is that 
the only area in which there is a shortage is in LOTE - languages other than English.  The member should bear in 
mind that we have a commitment to provide languages other than English in all schools.  It is difficult to find 
suitably qualified teachers.  It is very difficult to find suitably qualified language other than English teachers who 
are able to teach in some of the non-metropolitan or rural and remote areas.  That has provided some difficulties.  
Broadly, there is no shortage at the moment.  In fact, the member may recall that the number of graduates this 
year means there is a surplus.  I think that addresses the general issue.  The member asked a specific question 
about teachers working in their specialist subject areas, and I will get Mr Huts to answer that. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  There is concern about the small number of male teachers in primary schools.  Is that number 
still declining, and what is being done to address that? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Since our days at primary school, there has been a considerable decline in the number of 
men entering the primary school teaching profession.  This was one of the subjects of a report called “Teacher 
Supply and Demand 1999-2005”, which the department published in 1999.  That report indicated that the trend 
would continue.  The ratio of males to females in primary school teacher training at universities was one to 
seven.  It was a huge imbalance.  There was no imbalance in high school training, in which the ratio was closer 
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to one to one.  It was an issue in the primary schools, and it continues to be an issue.  Males now comprise only 
18 per cent of all primary school teachers, which is probably a historic low.  

We are trying to address that issue within the department to promote among potential male graduates the 
desirability of primary school teaching as an occupation.  The days of men earning more than women and 
women being required to resign when they become pregnant are over.  As the previous minister said in response 
to this question, many other issues have arisen that have attracted men into other professions.  I am working with 
the department on a campaign that will hopefully be undertaken towards of end of this year specifically and 
publicly targeting men to attract them into primary school teaching.  As the member knows, it is an issue 
throughout the world.  We are promoting the profession in universities, and we must promote it more generally.  
I will launch a campaign to address the issue later this year.   

[9.30 am] 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Will the campaign be directed only at young people leaving schools or also at people 
entering second or third careers?  That is the direction being pursued in the United States; older people are being 
recruited into teaching.   

Mr CARPENTER:  I want to run a campaign to highlight the attractions of working in public education.  
Obviously, as a component of that, I would like to concentrate on men working in primary schools, Aboriginal 
teachers and so on.  I have not turned my mind to whether they would be university graduates or people coming 
from other professions.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  Other countries have implemented some good models.   

Mr CARPENTER:  Now that the member has raised it, I will look at that approach.  Much can be said for people 
who have experience in other areas and who might not face some of the issues young people might face.  

Mr HUTS:  The minister has accurately summarised the situation.  The only areas of undersupply in the LOTE 
stream are Japanese, Indonesian and Italian.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  What is the extent of the shortage in LOTE?   

Mr HUTS:  The shortage varies at any given point.  At the moment, it is between 10 and 20 teachers.  We have 
offered 10 scholarships this year and 20 will be offered in 2003.   

Mr CARPENTER:  I touched on aboriginality when I mentioned the promotion of teaching as an occupation.  
We conduct Aboriginal language training in some remote Aboriginal schools.  We also offer 50 scholarships for 
Aboriginal people to enter the teaching workforce.  Trying to attract enough Aboriginal people into teaching and 
keeping them there is an issue.  If we can recruit, train and employ locally, especially in the language area, that 
will be a major achievement.  A great deal of work is being done in that area.  

Ms RADISICH:  I refer to page 1034 and the smarter schools initiative.  I commend the minister for the 
$11 million allocation for this initiative.  It represents the fulfilment of a pre-election promise.  I am very pleased 
that certain schools in my electorate will benefit, including Upper Swan Primary School, Herne Hill Primary 
School and Darlington Primary School.  What is the breakdown of the different components of the allocation?   

Mr CARPENTER:  The previous Government’s sale of the AlintaGas pipeline produced $40 million extra for 
schools.  The entire amount went into high schools.  There was a feeling in the primary school sector that it had 
been neglected for one reason or another.  The Government committed to providing an extra $30 million for 
capital works, the overwhelming majority of which was targeted at primary schools.  The Primary School 
Principals Association ran a campaign and hundreds of teachers were employed.   

We announced the $11 million smarter schools program at Beckenham Primary School last week.  It links into 
the IT program and addresses the physical appearance of schools.  The $11 million has been allocated 
exclusively to primary schools, with $5 million earmarked for administration upgrades - as country members 
know, the administration centres in primary schools are outdated, tiny and difficult to work in - $3 million for 
air-cooling; $1 million for security fencing; $1 million for other security measures to address the unfortunate 
increase in problems in this area in primary schools; and $1 million for art and craft rooms.  That was an issue 
because when class sizes were reduced from 32 to 28, many schools had to move students into rooms that had 
previously been designated for specific purposes such as art and craft and so on.  We have had to replenish the 
supply of specific-purpose classrooms.  The member for Swan Hills’ electorate and other electorates will benefit 
from this non-partisan, non-political distribution.  Does that answer all the questions? 

Ms RADISICH:  That is a fantastic answer.   

Mr ANDREWS:  What process will be used to allocate the $1.5 million for the perimeter security fencing?   
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Mr CARPENTER:  Unfortunately, the overwhelming majority of our schools will eventually be fenced.  The 
days of unfenced schools, particularly in the metropolitan area and bigger regional centres, are swiftly coming to 
an end.  We have experienced extensive vandalism and opportunistic crime on weekends and major issues have 
arisen as a result of family problems.  People come onto school grounds in a very distressed state.  We have seen 
horrific tragedies in other countries when people have come onto grounds in an unregulated fashion.  The 
previous Government had a school fencing program.  If we go down that path, the fences must enhance the 
school rather than make them look like prisons or institutions.  The fencing that has been installed looks very 
good.  The federation-style fencing that has been installed at North Lakes Senior Campus looks fantastic.  The 
department has recognised that, for every dollar it has spent on fencing, it has probably saved $10.  There has 
been a 90 per cent decline in the vandalism bill at some schools.  That is money well spent.  It will be distributed 
on a need basis.  

Mr HARVEY: The fencing program has been in place for a number of years.  We have run a standard budget of 
$500 000 a year to accommodate fencing.  The smarter schools program will add $400 000 to that budget in 
2002-03 and $600 000 in 2003-04 to increase the number of schools we can accommodate in the program.  
Schools must self-nominate.  An internal committee analyses the total cost of wilful damage and takes into 
account other criteria such as the security of staff and students.  It is not simply a dollar-driven process; it also 
has security-based criteria.  The schools that nominate are analysed and a central committee undertakes an 
objective analysis and allocates the budget against those requests, and a determination is made.   

[9.40 am] 

Dr WOOLLARD:  As the minister knows, most of the schools in my electorate are old schools and covered by 
the Fremantle Education District Office, which had its budget cut by more than $450 000 last year.  In this 
budget process I can see how much money is to be spent in the various areas.  However, I would like to know the 
amount of money that will be allocated to the Fremantle Education District Office.  The maintenance 
requirements for one school in my area over the next school year are more than $600 000.  How much money 
will be given to each of the district offices, particularly the Fremantle district office?   

The CHAIRMAN:  For Hansard’s purposes, please indicate the page to which you are referring. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  I am referring to page 1031, where it refers to planned capital works expenditure of 
$130 million, and the following pages.   

Mr CARPENTER:  I thank the member for the question.  I am glad she raised it because it will give the 
Education Department executive directors an opportunity to explain how that money is distributed.  It will also 
put to rest any assertion made by the member, to my detriment - it was on the front page of the local paper in my 
electorate - that I politically interfered with the distribution of money and had it reallocated away from her 
schools to Labor schools.  That is an outrageous assertion.  I do not think any education minister has acted that 
way.  I was disappointed to see that assertion repeated about schools to which friends of mine send their 
children.  

Dr WOOLLARD:  I hope people will not think the same thing this year. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Perhaps the minister will respond now. 

Mr HARVEY:  Thank you very much for the question.  The total allocation for Fremantle was reduced from 
approximately $1 million to $866 000 from 2000-01 to 2001-02.  The total allocation for this year will be also 
about $860 000.  The reason for the reduction was a redistribution of the total maintenance funds across the 
various districts and an analysis of the criteria by which we undertook that distribution.  There has also been a 
gradual reduction in the amount of funds available within the maintenance vote for preventive maintenance as 
opposed to breakdowns, which include areas such as wilful damage.  Regrettably, our wilful damage budget has 
increased slightly over the years and that is impacting on the total budget for preventive maintenance.  
Notwithstanding that, a redistribution was undertaken in 2000-01 based on new criteria.  Among that criteria was 
an analysis of the impact of air cooling particularly in the Pilbara, Kimberley and Goldfields regions.  It was 
decided that we need to direct more of our preventive maintenance budget to those remote districts for 
preventive maintenance on equipment.  That resulted in a reduction in the allocation to Fremantle. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  That means that three-quarters of the budget allocation for the Fremantle district office could 
be used on just one high school within my area.  The schools in my area are being disadvantaged by this 
budgetary process.  I notice this morning that other schools in Labor electorates are receiving funding.  Why are 
schools in Alfred Cove being neglected?  
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Mr CARPENTER:  I find it difficult to come to grips with the member for Alfred Cove’s line of reasoning.  My 
electorate is also in the Fremantle education district.  The Fremantle education district in general terms could be 
described as a Labor area.  There is no conspiracy against schools in the member’s electorate.  A week ago I 
visited Ardross Primary School to launch the Telstra roll-out in the member for Alfred Cove’s electorate.  A 
week before that I launched another program for the whole State at Applecross Primary School, which is also in 
her electorate.  I in fact received a telephone call from someone in the Labor Party saying, “How about doing 
something in our electorates, mate.”  

Mr DAY:  Sounds like you are favouring Alfred Cove to me! 

Mr CARPENTER:  I have no reason for doing anything to disadvantage schools in the member for Alfred 
Cove’s electorate or any other electorate.  We do not operate that way.  I do not know of any education minister 
who has ever operated that way.  

Dr CONSTABLE:  I agree. 

Mr CARPENTER:  It does not happen.  If it did happen, the minister should be sacked. 

Mr HARVEY:  The figures I was referring to were specific to preventive maintenance, which total $13 million 
out of a total last year of $61 million for school maintenance.  We need to draw a distinction between which are 
upgrades and which are normally part of the capital works program. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  Does that include toilets that have not been looked at for 15 years? 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member should address officials through the minister in an appropriate manner. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  I am sorry. 

Mr HARVEY:  Toilets do not form part of the maintenance budget.  There is a specific allocation for toilets in 
the capital program of $1.4 million, which is distributed in a similar fashion.  However, it is a capital item.  
Although I acknowledge we can spend money in schools to upgrade, work on toilets comes under capital 
expenditure as opposed to maintenance.  The $13 million referred to in our preventive maintenance budget is 
spent on items such as painting, floor covering replacements and the like.  It is not spent on general physical 
upgrades, which form part of our capital program. 

Mr CARPENTER:  Some time ago, just after the election, we announced an additional allocation of $10 million 
to the schools maintenance budget over four years, which is $2.5 million a year.  I give an absolute assurance 
that its expenditure will not be directed at any political faction. 

Mr WALDRON:  Dot point six on page 1021 refers to travelling advocates promoting teaching as a career to 
secondary school students and graduates in rural and remote areas.  How many staff were dedicated to this 
program?  What financial or other assistance is offered to encourage these people into teaching?   

Mr HUTS:  Two staff are dedicated to the travelling advocates program to promote the program in schools and 
pre-service institutions, universities and the like.  What financial incentives is the member referring to? 

Mr WALDRON:  Financial or other incentives.  

Mr HUTS:  We offer a range of scholarships to young graduates and people in universities to do rural 
practicums.  Last year, approximately 60 scholarships were offered to people to undertake practicums in rural 
settings.  Eighty per cent of those took up appointments. 

Mr WALDRON:  Do you mean that after they had done the practicums they took up appointments?   

Mr HUTS:  Eighty per cent of them did. 

Mr CARPENTER:  When the Australian Labor Party took office I think 20-odd students were doing those rural 
practicums.  It is an issue we were trying to address.  We put in place the scholarship program.  The number of 
near graduates has increased from something like 25 to 60.  I have spoken at some of the graduation programs, 
which are very successful.  As Mr Huts said, 80 per cent have taken up appointments.  Four out of five then go 
back to country locations to teach; hence there are no shortages.  

[9.50 am] 

Mr WALDRON:  Is that continuing this year and will it still involve two advocates? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Yes.  

Mr WALDRON:  Do they travel from Perth or do they operate around Perth with university students etc?   
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Mr HUTS:  They particularly target students in senior and district high schools in years 10 to 12.  Those who 
choose to do the rural practicum are paid $600 plus travelling expenses, which enables them to do the practice in 
country settings.  

Mr MARSHALL:  I refer to the final dot point under major initiatives for 2002-03 on page 1021, which states -  

. . . Over the period, 100 schools in lower socio economic areas will be provided with state of the art 
ICT equipment. 

Have those schools been identified?  

Mr CARPENTER:  No.  It is a four-year program, so 25 schools will be involved in the first year.  Some of those 
schools have been identified.  I will provide some background on how this number was chosen and how this 
program came about.  The previous Government had a computer in schools program, in which $80 million was 
to be spent over four years.  As the Auditor General indicated, it created enormous problems because it was a 
flooding exercise.  Suddenly all schools were given computers.  The member for Dawesville might have done 
what I did as a backbencher; that is, I took a second-hand computer from my office to Koorilla Primary School.  
The program was perhaps of limited value, and in some cases of no value, because some schools did not have 
people with appropriate expertise or IT backup and so on.  I have no doubt that the program was done with the 
best of intentions, but it was of limited advantage to schools.  At the time of the last election a policy was being 
developed called the education to community program, which was a much more sophisticated and better-targeted 
program.  I promoted that program towards the end of my period in opposition.  I embraced it as policy.  If 
members like, I pinched it from the people who were developing the policy.  We now have a more user-friendly 
educational tool being delivered to schools.  We have learnt from the previous experience.  The one thing we did 
not want to do was saturate all schools with another IT program and get them to figure out how it worked, 
because that had caused, in some cases, high degrees of anxiety.  A 12-school pilot program was carried out in 
the Fremantle electoral district, which included Ardross Primary School, the principal of which, Mr Max 
Homewood, said it was the best single advance in pedagogy that he had seen in his 35 years as a teacher.  That 
pilot program worked.  The reports were that it is a fantastic program.  We were then confronted with the 
question of how quickly it should be spread across the State.   

A further dot point on page 1021 states that the Government entered an agreement with a telecommunications 
provider to provide increased bandwidth - Internet capacity that is much greater than the capacity that had 
previously been delivered to schools - so that programs could be run and schools could be linked over the 
Internet.  The increased bandwidth enabled that connection to work immediately, rather than there being a delay 
of half an hour to establish a connection and another half-hour to download information.  The advice from the 
department was to do this one step at a time rather than to take it to 150 schools in a week.  That would allow 
time to iron out any faults, make sure that the whole system worked, professionally develop the staff, and do all 
the things that were necessary to make it a genuine educational tool.  When I was in Albany last Friday I 
announced that three schools - North Albany Senior High School, Spencer Park Primary School and Mt Lockyer 
Primary School - and two education support centres would be the first of the non-metropolitan schools to be 
included in this program.  That announcement was met with a high degree of excitement.  Twenty-two largely 
metropolitan-based schools will also be included in the first year of the program.  We have gone for lower 
socioeconomic areas because our experience is that the gap between the level of achievement of children from 
lower socioeconomic areas and children from higher socioeconomic areas can be bridged quite quickly through 
the provision of IT.  For example, my children have a computer at home and are familiar with it, but a lot of kids 
from lower socioeconomic areas do not have any IT at home.  People talk about a gap in technology and 
knowledge.  We want to make sure that that does not happen in Western Australia.  That is why the program is 
structured in that way.  I think it is the best way to structure it. 

Mr MARSHALL:  I accept the minister’s explanation, but my question was whether the minister had identified 
the 100 schools that would be involved in the program.  How did the department go about identifying those 
schools and is the list of the schools that will be in the queue over the four-year period publicly available? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Not yet, apart from the ones I mentioned in Albany, because they are the non-metropolitan 
schools.  

Mr MARSHALL:  Will the minister clarify how the 100 schools will be determined?  There are a number of 
schools in lower socioeconomic areas.  I am interested in whether any schools have been identified in Peel; and, 
if so, whether the minister is prepared to name them? 

Mr CARPENTER:  I will ask Mr Albert to answer that question.  It is essentially based on socioeconomic 
criteria - the H index.  Mr Albert can explain what that means. 
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Mr ALBERT:  We are going to use the H index.  We will also consult district directors, because local knowledge 
is available about which schools will benefit most from this program.  The process to determine what criteria 
should be used is currently under way with metropolitan district directors, because a lot of schools would be 
keen to take part in this program.  Also a lot of schools already have made decisions similar to the ones involved 
in this program and they have high level technology on-site.  We do not want to put more facilities in schools 
that already have appropriate resources.  In essence, we shall use the H index, but we will also work closely with 
district directors so that we actually target schools that most need it.  

Mr CARPENTER:  I will provide a little extra information.  One of the big issues in relation to the use of IT is 
the capacity of teachers.  It is often found that children are quicker at picking up IT skills than teachers.  That 
was a big issue with the roll out of computers, because a lot of teachers did not know how to use them 
effectively.  Professional development money became an issue.  In the run-up to the last election the Labor Party 
made a commitment to provide additional professional development money for information technology teachers.  
There is an allocation of $1.5 million each year for the next four years - a total of $6 million - for the 
professional development of teachers, which specifically relates to this program.  The most important person in 
the classroom apart from the children is obviously the teacher.  Computers are important, but if a teacher is not 
able to use a computer to its best advantage, that resource is wasted to a large extent.  Teachers need these skills.  
Members should bear in mind that we have also rolled out our laptop program for teachers.  It is important for us 
to professionally develop and look after the staff so that they can ensure that kids get the best advantage from 
these programs.  

Mr MARSHALL:  The listing concerns me.  Does it become a delicate situation to list schools publicly as being 
in lower socioeconomic areas? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Do you mean as a political issue?  

Mr MARSHALL:  Yes, because people in that area might feel uncomfortable about being listed as such. 

Mr CARPENTER:  I do not think it would be an issue.  I think parents would be pleased that their schools were 
getting that information technology capacity.  That would be their overriding interest.  

Mr MARSHALL:  Technology worries me.  

Mr CARPENTER:  People should not be ashamed of growing up in a working-class area. 

Mr MARSHALL:  I did. 

Mr CARPENTER:  I did, and I am proud of it.  

Mr DAY:  The minister said that $129 million was available for this information and communication technology 
program.  I can find only $80 million for the computers in schools project.  Can the minister provide a 
breakdown of how that $129 million will be allocated over the next four years?  I think I am correct in saying 
that only $30 million was allocated over four years last year, so where is the additional $90 million or so coming 
from?  Has anything else been cut to fund this? 

[10.00 am] 

Mr CARPENTER:  Nothing has been cut; we have additional money for it. 

Mr DOYLE:  The $129 million program that has been mentioned is the roll out of the telecommunications 
network to all schools over the next 21 months.  Other funding for the education to community concept or e2c, 
which has already been mentioned, includes $1.5 million a year over the next four years for professional 
development.  Some $5.27 million is allocated over the next four years for learning content acquisition, 
enhancing the web environment and introducing some portal technologies to education by creating learning 
gateways for which we could deliver on-line services and access to on-line curriculum services to teachers and 
students.  About $4 million is allocated for delivery of Internet services across that network to deliver to all 
schools access to high-speed Internet connections.  The upgrade of software licensing costs has an allocation of 
$15.4 million over the next four years.  There is an allocation for maintaining the ongoing funding from the 
previous learning technology’s budget, but in a different context, for the whole e2c program. 

Mr DAY:  Does all that add up to $129 million? 

Mr DOYLE:  It adds up to more than that.  Over the four-year period, it adds up to $290 million in total for the 
whole e2c program. 

Mr DAY:  I think the minister would agree that one of the great successes in the past decade or so has been the 
much greater focus given to early childhood education and the expansion of the kindergarten and preprimary 
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programs; for example, the change in the compulsory school starting age, which has been delayed by six months 
on average.  There has been, in general, a much greater focus on and degree of attention given to that extremely 
important part of the whole school program.  The recent restructuring of the department has meant that the early 
childhood directorate has been effectively downgraded from a senior level and there is now no director of early 
childhood education at the executive director level; indeed, that position will not exist in the future.  It is very 
difficult to reconcile the minister’s professed interest in that area with the fact that nobody is specifically 
focusing on that important aspect of education at the most senior level.  How can the minister explain that? 

The CHAIRMAN:  What is the page number and item to which the member is referring? 

Mr DAY:  I refer to the first dot point on page 1019, which concerns effective literacy. 

Mr CARPENTER:  The eleventh dot point on page 1020 is a better reference. 

I agree with the member for Darling Range.  I would not say the only, but certainly the biggest single 
achievement of the previous Government in education was the expansion of the early childhood program.  It was 
really commendable.  I am not too sure now of the extent, because I cannot quite remember where it was up to 
when the change of government took place, but certainly the expansion of the early childhood program was 
something for which the previous Government should take credit and of which it should be proud.  The issue 
about the half-year birth date has created problems, but the decision was made and people were given five years 
notice.  To move children into schools and kindergarten at an earlier age was a good move.  Although the 
recognition was pretty widespread before, there has been a general recognition of the importance of 
concentrating the focus on the early years of education and the kindergarten and preprimary stages.  The 
pedagogy and how it has been historically different for years 1, 2 and 3 is still developing.  There is more of a 
coming together, which partially explains the member’s final point. 

When I was at school there was the Albany infants school years 1, 2 and 3, and then the primary school.  Back in 
1963 it was recognised that something was different about years 1, 2 and 3 of the early years of education, and 
there was a need to properly resource those years.  Since we came into government we have very much applied 
ourselves to trying to find more resources for early education, particularly for years 1, 2 and 3.  As a result, we 
have been able to announce positions for 200 additional literacy and numeracy experts for primary schools and 
347 additional primary schoolteachers.  We made that announcement just before the budget came out, and, as far 
as I am aware, it is the biggest injection of human resources - 

Dr CONSTABLE:  I hope there are lots of male teachers. 

Mr CARPENTER:  It is the biggest injection of human resources - male or female - into the primary school 
years that the State has ever seen.  I am very happy with that.  I acknowledge the point about early childhood 
education.  At my instigation, there has been absolutely no diminution of focus - I can assure the member of that 
- although there has been some internal restructuring of the department. 

Mr DAY:  Why would there not be a director of early childhood education sitting at the executive director level? 

Mr ALBERT:  We have restructured internally, so there is a much better focus on each of the phases of school in 
the department.  I guess that we had a department that was structured in particular units.  A group called the early 
childhood directorate dealt with everything to do with early childhood.  Other areas, such as Aboriginal 
education, did not deal with early childhood issues, because an early childhood issue was simply referred to the 
directorate.  We have tried to structure, in every area, an emphasis on all the phases of schooling.  In Aboriginal 
education there is early childhood, middle schooling, post-compulsory schooling and so on.  The same thing has 
been done in student services and in the curriculum.  We have not denuded the resources in the curriculum area 
within which the early childhood directorate was basically organised.  We have strengthened it through the 
appointment of a level 6 principal who is an expert in early childhood education.  I suggest that the perceptions 
are probably more to do with the feelings of people in head office and what they thought was their entire 
responsibility.  We are saying that early childhood is everyone’s responsibility.  People in student services 
cannot ignore the fact that young children are in schools.  They need to consider that in their planning.  The same 
applies for Aboriginal education and for the curriculum. 

Mr DAY:  I acknowledge what is being said.  There is no criticism of the experience of the level 6 principal or 
the appointment to which Mr Albert referred.  However, he would have to be aware of a fair degree of concern in 
the early childhood sector about the effective downgrading -  

The CHAIRMAN:  The member must direct his questions to the minister; he cannot direct them to the officer. 

Mr DAY:  There is a degree of concern in the early childhood education community about the effective 
downgrading of this area. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  Before the minister answers.  To clarify the point for the Leader of the Opposition, my ruling 
is - I understand it is endorsed by the Speaker- that the business of this committee is between the members and 
the minister and that the minister’s advisers speak on the instruction of the minister and do not engage in direct 
debate or discussions about the issues.  

[10.10 am] 

Mr DAY:  That is the case, strictly speaking, Mr Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I give some latitude to that.  However, when a member is asking for a policy opinion, it is 
more important to direct the question to the minister. 

Mr CARPENTER:  No, I do not acknowledge that there is wide concern and there certainly has been no 
downgrading or diminution in the focus on early childhood education.  The director general and I tried to explain 
that there has been a beefing-up of the focus on early childhood education.  Unless I am missing something when 
I go around to schools, no-one has raised a concern about the diminution of attention or focus on early childhood 
education; quite the contrary. 

Mr DAY:  If the minister chose to meet with the Community Kindergartens Association at some stage, I am sure 
it would express that view to him.  I know that that association would like to meet with the minister. 

Mr CARPENTER:  As far as I am aware, it has not been raised with me.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I intended to give next call to the member for Darling Range, but I presume that was his 
question. 

Mr DAY:  Yes, but I have more.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I will go back to the call list. 

Mr DAY:  Put me down again. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes.  The member for Darling Range will be after the member for Mandurah. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I am interested in the discussion about new graduate teachers.  I do not want to labour the 
point now, but perhaps the minister could provide the latest comparative figures, as mentioned by the member 
for Churchlands, of graduates coming directly from high school into teachers college and then into the teaching 
service, compared with mature age students.  I do not need that information now but I am interested in it.  My 
question relates to page 1034 under new works.  I want some clarification on the estimated total cost of 
$3 million for Mandurah Senior College.  How will that money be spent and what is the anticipated completion 
date of the project? 

Mr CARPENTER:  In answer to the first point, I presume the member wants some information on the age 
breakdowns of graduates. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  Yes. 

Mr CARPENTER:  I will take that question on notice and will do my best to provide that information.   

[Supplementary Information No A14] 

Mr CARPENTER:  I will not dwell on that matter because I said I would give the member supplementary 
information.  However, off the top of my head, this year 300 or 400 unplaced university graduates and another 
800 trained teachers sought re-entry into the work force.  That is the total accumulation of unplaced teachers.  
Therefore 800 trained teachers who have been out of the work force sought re-entry into the work force as 
mature age graduates.  That is a significant talent pool to be drawn upon of more mature people who are already 
trained teachers.   

I will ask Mr Harvey to explain the additional $3 million for Mandurah Senior College referred to on page 1034 
of the Budget Statements. 

Mr HARVEY:  The total allocation of $3 million, being $500 000 in 2002-03 and $2.5 million in 2003-04, will 
be expended so that the project will be completed for the beginning of the school year in January 2004.  A 
committee has been formed to determine the nature of those works, which are yet to be determined.  However, 
the thrust of the expenditure will be on general purpose classrooms.  The college, as the member knows, has 
been very successful.  It has attracted a great deal of attention and the numbers are growing rapidly.  These new 
works are in response to that rapid growth.  Although the exact nature of the works has not been determined, it 
will be for general purpose classrooms, possibly with some specialist classrooms such as science. 
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Mr TEMPLEMAN:  As mentioned, the senior college on the Peel education campus is an innovative model.  Is 
the Department of Education now considering that model for future projects in other places? 

Mr CARPENTER:  That is a very good question.  One issue I raised in the past 12 months is the variety of 
secondary education models that have started to develop.  They have perhaps always been there because we have 
always had district and junior high schools.  However, there is a variety, particularly in the configurations of 
middle and senior school campuses.  Some models have middle schools for years 8 and 9; some start at year 7 
and go through to year 9; and some start at year 8 and go through to year 10.  Some senior campuses start at year 
10 and go through to year 12 and some have only years 11 and 12.  I asked the department to address that as an 
education policy issue to determine whether there was a preferred model.  Much depends on local circumstances 
and other facilities that are available.  For example, a very good model has been developed at Kalgoorlie.  I 
believe it has years 11 and 12 and is collocated with the former WA School of Mines at Curtin University of 
Technology and the Goldfields Arts Centre.  A very good precinct has developed there for years 11 and 12.  
Expenditure on capital works was undertaken on the middle school arrangement at the former Eastern Goldfields 
Senior High School location, which has also had a good result.  I went there last week to officially rededicate the 
Eastern Goldfields Senior High School.  The general view in the community without exception was that it was 
an ideal model in that location.  Interestingly, there was a lot of controversy and disagreement about the 
particular model that should be developed in Kalgoorlie.  On the other hand, Geraldton has a different model on 
the former John Willcock campus with years 8 and 9.  The former Geraldton Senior High School campus has 
years 10 to 12, and there are some significant issues about the performance of that model.  There is no current 
template that all districts must follow.  It depends ultimately on the resources available in the local community, 
the availability of technical and further education resources and what the local community and the local 
education community believe is the best model for their district. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  There is a need to ensure that resources are maximised in the development of new works 
with shared facilities, particularly new schools.  Does the department have a commitment to work with local 
government in the creation of new schools to ensure that joint facilities are maximised, such as ovals and those 
sorts of facilities? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Which appropriation are you dealing with? 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I am referring to, for example, the new primary schools at Ellenbrook and south Atwell. 

Mr BARNETT:  This is a new question. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Ellenbrook is a fair way from Mandurah. 

Mr CARPENTER:  So what? 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  They are related to new works.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  He was asking about a new school in Mandurah; now he is asking about something else.  It is 
a little unfair. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Order, members!  I am trying to work out how local government involvement is linked to 
appropriations.   

[10.20 am] 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  If I can explain, when new primary schools are developed in growing communities, we 
need to maximise the dollar value of the State’s investment.  Therefore, in developing those new primary 
schools, is the Government working with local government to maximise public open space and joint facilities 
such as ovals?  That is a very relevant question.   

Mr CARPENTER:  It has been recognised by both the previous Government and this Government that it is 
necessary to maximise resources by involving local government.  Some very good models have been developed; 
for example, in Mandurah.  It is now common for new school libraries to also be community libraries and for 
new sporting facilities to also be community sporting facilities.  I do not think anyone would disagree that within 
the budgetary requirements of state and local governments, if they can integrate their resources to the best 
possible effect, that is something we should pursue, and we are.  

Dr CONSTABLE:  I refer to pages 1021 and 1022, which list the major initiatives for 2002-03.  There is a 
serious omission from that list of major initiatives; namely, there is no mention of teacher registration.  I 
expected that teacher registration would be fairly high on the minister’s agenda for the coming year, given that 
he has now been in government for over a year.  Is it an omission?  Will that legislation be forthcoming; and, if 
so, is there any allocation in these budget papers for the establishment of a teacher registration board? 
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Mr CARPENTER:  I understand that item is in a different division; namely, education services.  We intend to 
introduce that legislation as soon as possible.  There will be some consultation with all the parties.  We have 
already had some brief discussion with the opposition education spokesperson.  There has been an enormous 
amount of consultation both prior and subsequent to the last election.  There is a funding allocation of $200 000 
for the initial start-up phase. 

Mr WALDRON:  I refer to the graph and the figures at the bottom of page 1029 about school retention rates.  
The figures show that secondary school retention rates to year 12 are 66 per cent in the metropolitan area and 
only 47 per cent in the non-metropolitan area.  That is of concern.  Does that figure of 47 per cent take into 
account students who went to year 8 in a country school but then graduated from a city school in year 12; that is, 
because there was no years 11 and 12 in a school in their area, they went to that city school for their last two 
years?  Even if those students have been allowed for, the figure is still low.  What expenditure or program is in 
the budget to try to increase retention rates in country Western Australia?   

Mr CARPENTER:  Retention rates is an issue that I pursued during my time in opposition.  The member is right 
about the difference between metropolitan and non-metropolitan retention rates.  However, there is some 
masking of the reality, because, for example, Albany Senior High School picks up a lot of year 11 and 12 
students who were not at that school for years 8, 9 and 10.  The same happens with students who go from 
country schools to metropolitan schools.  The retention rates measure the number of students who start year 8.  
They do not track the individual.  That is why they are called the apparent retention rates.  Therefore, there is 
some skewing of the figures.  Nevertheless, retention rates is a significant issue in non-metropolitan schools.  We 
are developing and implementing programs aimed at addressing that issue; for example, the expansion of 
vocational education courses in high schools, and the $28 million behaviour management and discipline policy 
that we introduced last year, which will try to ease the difficulties in the transition years 8 and 9 in high school so 
that fewer children become alienated in high school and more children are inclined to go on to further education.   

As I have said over and over again, in my view retention rates in Western Australia, particularly non-
metropolitan Western Australia, are terribly low.  Some of the lower socioeconomic areas have retention rates of 
less than 50 per cent for boys, and in some schools the rates are as low as 40 per cent.  I believe that it is time for 
us in Western Australia to start talking seriously about the structural problems that exist between the education 
system and the technical and further education system.  I believe also that as a community we should consider 
raising the compulsory leaving age from school.  It is totally unacceptable in 2002 that so many young people 
are allowed to drift out of the school system at the age of 15.  The age should be raised to at least 16, and 
preferably 17.  I as education minister have a personal view that the leaving age for school students should be at 
least 16, and we should consider increasing it to 17, just as Queensland and South Australia are doing.  However, 
that should be a debate that is undertaken in the community rather than a one-off view from me. 

Mr BARNETT:  You will first need to get good statistics on the participation of that age group in the TAFE 
sector, because you will then have participation in education rather than just participation in school. 

Mr CARPENTER:  I agree.  One of the problems is getting that information.  I have said there is a structural 
problem in Western Australia between the education and TAFE systems.  In my view those systems are not 
flexible enough.  A lot of young people would happily be enrolled at school for the equivalent of two days to do 
English or a couple of other subjects, and then have two days at TAFE and one day in the work force.  However, 
we do not have that flexibility; and until we get that flexibility, it will be very difficult to significantly increase 
these retention rates.  We have implemented all sorts of programs to increase the options that are available to 
students in their post-compulsory years and to improve the likelihood that students will want to stay at school for 
literacy and numeracy programs.  We have also implemented the behaviour management and discipline program, 
and smaller class sizes.  However, we need to start to take this issue seriously and realise that we are now living 
in the twenty-first century, not halfway through the twentieth century when kids could leave school at 14 or 15 
and get a job forever.  That does not happen any more.  However, there needs to be a debate in the community 
and by the government and the opposition parties, and we should have as a target that after the next election, 
hopefully as a policy for all sides, the school leaving age will be increased to at least 16. 

Mr DAY:  Post-compulsory training will presumably have some beneficial impact.  However, it is important to 
offer appropriate programs.  There is no point in keeping children at school if they do not want to be there and 
there is nothing suitable for them to do. 

Mr CARPENTER:  That is why I mentioned the structural problem that we need to deal with. 

Mr WALDRON:  The minister talked about retention rates and the role of vocational education and training.  
How is that program being applied in rural Western Australia? 
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Mr CARPENTER:  We have the global figures about the number of people who are undertaking vocational 
education programs now as opposed to a number of years ago.   

[10.30 am] 

Mr ALBERT:  When the program commenced in 1997, 683 students were undertaking VET in 36 schools.  We 
are now up to 14 500 students in years 11 and 12 who are undertaking some form of VET.   

It might be one or two modules; for instance, it might be vocational education and training within an existing 
subject structure or it might be structured workplace learning.  Structured workplace learning has been the big 
success story.  The Curriculum Council undertook a survey and found that structured workplace learning was 
regarded by students as the most valuable year 11 or 12 subject.  

The country has traditionally had a large enrolment in vocational education and training-type programs through 
the agricultural colleges.  Now they are nationally recognised  

Mr CARPENTER:  The information we have here is that the rate of participation in the rural schools is the same 
as that in the metropolitan schools.  There is a high degree of participation among the Aboriginal students in our 
schools in vocational training in both metropolitan and non-metropolitan schools.  As the member for Darling 
Range so helpfully prompted me, we had the post-compulsory review to restructure the way in which our 
courses are provided in high schools.  We are all anticipating that it will have a beneficial impact on these 
retention figures.  However, a lot of work needs be done, there is no doubt about it. 

Mr WALDRON:  The minister mentioned flexibility, which is important. 

Mr CARPENTER:  We need it.  

Mr ANDREWS:  The member for Alfred Cove accused the minister of putting money into schools in Labor 
electorates and I accuse him of the same thing.  This is a genuine question and not a dorothy dixer.  The Canning 
Vale high school has had an allocation of $17 million.  I want an assurance that that new high school will be of 
the same quality as the Campbell Primary School, which the minister opened.  Could the minister provide us 
with an update on the matter? 

Mr CARPENTER:  The Campbell Primary School is a fantastic new school.  I anticipate that the new Canning 
Vale high school will be as good as we would get anywhere.  I will be disappointed if it is not, because it is an 
area of rapid growth and the people there have very high educational expectations for their children.  I would 
hate to be the minister who delivers to them a second best option.  I would probably hate it more if I were the 
local member who was part of the Government that delivered a second best option. 

Mr ANDREWS:  I asked the question so that I could pursue the matter with the minister in the future. 

Mr CARPENTER:  Mr Harvey will elaborate on the progress we have made with this school.   

Mr HARVEY:  We would normally allocate $17 million for a middle school such as this.  The question of a 
senior campus will be raised and dealt with as the pressures arise.  That allocation will ensure that the quality and 
the scope of the project will be dealt with adequately.  The consultants we have engaged are award-winning 
consultants.  They recently won an award for world’s best education design practice.  Therefore, we can be 
assured of delivering the project with the assistance we have.  The other thing that is going strongly for Canning 
Vale is that it has a very involved and informed community, which, in many ways, is driving the project.  I can 
give assurances that it will be an outstanding school.  

Dr WOOLLARD:  I am pleased that $2 million has been allocated to developing public assembly areas in the 
next financial year.  As Attadale Primary School was a priority No 1 school last year, will it receive funding 
from this $2 million for its covered assembly area this year? 

One of the schools in my electorate must also have asbestos vacuumed from the ceilings, which will cost 
$125 000.  Where will the money to cover that cost come from in the budget? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Mr Harvey will answer both those questions.  I reiterate that I do not politically interfere in 
the process of distributing funds for the covered assembly areas or for maintenance. 

Mr HARVEY:  The covered assembly area program has been allocated $8 million over four years to continue 
across the State, of which $2 million is allocated per year.  Attadale Primary School currently sits at priority No. 
1 within the Fremantle district.  It will be considered in a statewide perspective with other priority No. 1 schools 
from other districts.  When we reach the analysis stage, we will refer to our standard criteria for making the 
selection.  This includes the consideration of the school numbers because we want to put our money where it 
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affects the greatest number of children.  It also takes into account school design, the existing covered space and 
the climate.  In respect of Attadale Primary School, we acknowledge that it is a high priority, but it must also be 
acknowledged that the design of the school is such that it affords a great deal of protection to children by virtue 
of its large verandahs.  That is not the case with other designs.  Attadale Primary School also has a hall that was 
funded by the parents and citizens association.  All those criteria will be analysed on a statewide basis probably 
in October this year.  

Mr CARPENTER:  The second part of the question was in relation to a school in the member for Alfred Cove’s 
electorate, which she said needed asbestos removed from the ceiling. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  Will that $125 000 be taken out of minor works?  Where will that cost be taken from in the 
budget? 

Mr HARVEY:  Applecross Senior High School is not budgeted for in this year’s budget. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  I do not agree that the design of Attadale Primary School offers protection for the children in 
winter or summer.  The hall is not safe for students to use to perform different activities in when it is wet because 
they can slip.  There is glass there and it is not a safe area.  

Mr CARPENTER:  Where do they slip? 

Dr WOOLLARD:  They slip if they go into the hall in the winter months because of the polished floor boards.  

Mr CARPENTER:  I am glad you have pointed that out because one of my daughters does dance lessons there 
and I would hate to see her injured. 

Mr DAY:  The first dot point on page 1020 refers to the expectation of a greater degree of accountability from 
schools and the government school system.  The minister would recall some debate in this Chamber about 
concerns that were expressed about senior appointments to acting positions in the department last year.  An 
investigation was undertaken by Bill Mott, the former Assistant Commissioner for Crime Operations in the 
Police Service, in a private consultative capacity .  When I asked the minister if he would make that report 
public, he informed me that he understood it was up to the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards to make 
that decision.  I wrote to the commissioner who advised that it was not his report to release, but that it was the 
property of the Department of Education and, therefore, the responsibility of the Minister for Education.  There 
may be some concern about identifying information in relation to complainants, allegations or whatever from 
that report.  However, the minister has professed support for the principle of accountability, as has the Premier, 
to ensure that the public has confidence in the system.  The director general provided advice in a letter that was 
tabled in this Chamber earlier this year by the minister, which stated in part -  

Whilst there may be a perception by the author/s of the anonymous document that decisions taken on 
the appointment of staff to senior positions were not without influence, there is no evidence to support 
this perception nor is there any evidence to support the claims of nepotism, patronage or political 
affiliation.  

We do not necessarily disagree that that is the case.  However, we need to be able to see that it is the case.  It is a 
rather Yes Minister-like statement.  Will the minister make that report available by tabling it, or at least an edited 
version of it? 

[10.40 am] 

Mr CARPENTER:  I am happy to answer that.  I am surprised that the member would ask that question.  I am 
disappointed that the member for Kingsley is not here, because she might then have been able to take the 
opportunity to apologise to the gentleman behind me, Mr O’Keefe, for the disgraceful slurs that she presented in 
the series of allegations that were subsequently investigated. 

Mr DAY:  To be fair, she was doing her job as a member of Parliament and passing on concerns.  

Mr CARPENTER:  She was not doing her job.  She had the choice - 

Mr DAY:  I know there is disquiet in the department.  It is about what happened last year. 

Mr CARPENTER:  I read that document.  It is absolute garbage.  The member for Kingsley had the choice to not 
take it any further.  She made her decision knowing what would happen.   

Mr DAY:  She would have been criticised for not doing so.   

Mr CARPENTER:  I would not have criticised her.  I would have said that she had made the right decision.  I 
received all sort of sheets about the now Leader of the Opposition when I was in opposition.  I never pursued 
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that sort of rubbish.  I have no time for people who do it.  It is outrageous.  In the meantime, two public servants 
- one is in the Chamber today and the other is ill in hospital - have had to endure this sort of innuendo and slur.  
That sort of gossip goes on all the time in big departments.  It does not mean that someone should generate an 
official inquiry.  It is unbelievable that it got to that extent.  People gave information to the inquirer, Mr Mott, a 
former detective.  That information was given on the basis that it would remain confidential.  I have no intention 
of breaking that confidentiality.  If the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards thought that the matter was 
sufficiently grave that it required a reference back to Parliament or the report to be released into the public 
domain, he would have indicated to me that that was the case.  Instead, he indicated to Mr Albert - he can 
confirm that - that no matter warranted further investigation.  As far as I am concerned, the matter is closed.  I 
would have thought that the member’s side of politics would believe that the sooner the matter was closed, the 
better.  I have no intention of providing people with fuel for that sort of unsubstantiated muckraking so that it can 
be raised in the Chamber.  I will not do it, and nor should I.   

Mr DAY:  As an Opposition - 

Mr CARPENTER:  If the member wants - the Leader of the Opposition can make the decision with him - I will 
dig up all the stuff that was delivered to me about the Leader of the Opposition and raise those allegations in the 
Parliament.  It is not worth pursuing.  The public sector standards commissioner has made a decision that there 
was nothing to the claims.  For all our sakes, we should let the matter rest. 

Mr DAY:  The director general made that decision.  We do not doubt it; however, people need to see the 
information to be reassured.  The minister would understand that the Opposition has a responsibility to raise 
these issues.  If everything is above board, that is fine.  Is the minister giving us an assurance that everything that 
happened with the appointments last year was above board? 

Mr CARPENTER:  The question was asked last year in the upper House estimates committee.  The question was 
put to Mr Mance, who was then the acting director.  He answered the question.  The inquiry was subsequent to 
that.  Is there some suggestion that a political appointee is sitting next to me? 

Mr DAY:  I am not suggesting that at all. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will not allow this discussion to continue unless the member can direct me to the place in 
the appropriations about which he is seeking an answer.  

Mr DAY:  I referred a dot point on the top of page 1020. 

The CHAIRMAN:  What is that? 

Mr DAY:  As I explained earlier, it talks about accountability. 

The CHAIRMAN:  It reads “from schools and from the government school system”.  I do not see that as being 
connected to what the member is pursuing. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  My question relates to the second dot point on page 1020.  It concerns the half-cohort of 
students.  I want to take this further than I have on previous occasions.  That half-cohort of students will enter 
year 7 in 2009.  What policy decisions have been made concerning the structure of schooling and schools for 
those children, half of whom will be 13 years of age when they reach year 7?  Does the minister envisage that 
those students will be part of the high school structure, or will they remain in the primary school structure?  If 
they are to remain in the primary school structure, what modifications will need to be made to accommodate 
those children who are in early adolescence?  What funding does the minister anticipate will be required to make 
the changes?  

Mr CARPENTER:  This is a good issue.  It is one that I raised with the Department of Education policy people 
this year.  We will have a situation in about seven or eight years - 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Six.  

Mr CARPENTER:  Those students are in preprimary now, so it will be seven years.  At that time, the scenario 
the member for Churchlands outlined will become a reality.  Some schools already include year 7 in the high 
school cohort.  Ballajura Community College is one of those.  There does not seem to be an issue there.  There is 
not yet a firm policy about how this matter will be dealt with.  I have asked the department to provide some 
information about the anticipated effect in preparation for sensible, long-term planning.  I am awaiting that 
information  
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Mr BARNETT:  At the time the decision to change the school starting age was made, the intention was that the 
year 7 class would move into a high school-middle school environment.  It was too early to make a firm decision 
about that, but that was the intention. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  With due respect to the answer, I do not think this is long-term planning; it is short to 
medium-term planning.  It is becoming an urgent issue.  What will be the implications for current capital works?  
The budget papers contain forward estimates funding for six new primary schools and a new high school.  Will 
the planning for those new schools accommodate this issue?  

Mr CARPENTER:  The overall cohort would double.  There would be an extra 10 000 students in the high 
school system if the half-year went into high school at year 7.  I am intent on getting the same number, or more, 
to stay in high school for years 11 and 12.  If all things come together, our high schools will experience some 
pressure.  The planning for high schools and primary schools does not specifically take the half-cohort issue into 
consideration. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Is the minister saying that the six new primary schools listed in these budget papers will be 
built as K-7 schools, and that the department will not look at the possible need to build K-6 schools and put extra 
resources into local high schools to make them viable for years 7 to 12?  The Government is building schools 
now, and it must accommodate this impending problem, which every year gets closer and more urgent.   

Mr CARPENTER:  We are building schools under a policy in which primary schools go to year 7.  We do not 
want to build schools now that cater for primary schools going to only year 6. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Why not? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Year 7 students would attend those primary schools in the interim. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  It is very poor planning.  There is only six years before that half-cohort starts year 7.  The 
Government is not planning for these new primary schools and new high schools to accommodate a huge, 
looming issue. 

Mr CARPENTER:  The planning and accommodation issues are more significant in the high schools. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  I am talking about the schools on the drawing board, not ones that already exist.   

Mr CARPENTER:  The issue of accommodation for extra students is more significant in high schools than in 
primary schools.  Unless I am mistaken, primary schools are designed for a number of students, such as 450 or 
500 students.  They are not specifically designed for a particular make-up; for example, 85 year 6 students, 44 
year 7 students and 88 year 5 students.  That is not the way it works.  The member needs to understand the 
planning process for primary schools.  It does not take into account how many specific year groups will be 
housed at the school.  Rather, it calculates the entire cohort.  How else could we do it? 

[10.50 am] 

Dr CONSTABLE:  The minister is not addressing the issue.   

Mr CARPENTER:  The member does not understand the issue.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  I do, but the minister is not addressing it.  A policy should be in place to address where that 
year 7 cohort should be.  Should it be in primary school or high school?  If I were planning primary schools and 
building them over the next two years, I would know that I was building them for the next 30 or 40 years, not the 
next three or four years.  There will be two or three extra classrooms in new primary schools because the 
department has not addressed the potential scenario if year 7 classes are moved to high schools.  The minister is 
not allowing the flexibility to deal with the issue appropriately.   

Mr CARPENTER:  I understand the point.  I think I have answered the question to the best of my ability.  The 
member is correct - planning must be done to accommodate this group of students and all students thereafter in 
both a physical and pedagogical sense.  

Mr WATSON:  I refer to page 1021.  The major initiatives for 2002-03 include the development and delivery of 
an online education service, including access to curriculum services online.  What content will be made available 
and how will teachers access that content?   

Mr DOYLE:  The content obviously relates to the curriculum and availability across an online environment to all 
schools once the telecommunications infrastructure is in place.  The content accessible almost immediately is 
generated by the Learning Federation, education.au and EdNA online, which are national initiatives funded by 
the States.  Education.au is owned by the various education ministers.  EdNA has 15 000 online resources and 
about 350 000 quality-accredited linked items that we can immediately access and provide to teachers across the 
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online network that is being rolled out to all schools.  The Learning Federation has issued tenders for the 
development of content in specific areas of the curriculum, which will be made available once they are 
developed and accepted.  Other properly accredited material will come from content providers in the commercial 
environment.  Of course, our own teachers have produced content and will continue to do so.  If teachers agree, 
it will be made available to the total population.  A range of resources is already available and the content areas 
will grow.  The industry acknowledges that the provision of content for kindergarten to year 12 is a growing 
industry.  Resources will continually become available for distribution across the network.  

Mr WALDRON:  Residential agricultural education and isolated distance education programs are no longer 
included as outputs in the budget.  How much has been allocated to each program?   

Mr CARPENTER:  We will provide that as supplementary information.  

[Supplementary Information No A15] 

Sitting suspended from 10.55 to 11.10 am 

Dr WOOLLARD:  I thank the minister for the courtesy of advising me that he visited the Ardross Primary 
School.  The same courtesy has not been afforded regarding other schools. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Before the break, members were straying somewhat from procedure, so it is timely to remind 
all members that it would be useful for me as chairperson and all the people assembled to advise on a complex 
budget appropriation division if, at the commencement of their question, members provide a page reference at 
least.  If they need to provide a preamble they can do that but they must address the detail of the appropriation 
they are attempting to explore and understand further. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  I refer to the capital works expenditure of $130.9 million on page 1031.  The Labor Party 
said that improvements in education would be provided on the basis of need.  I did a brief analysis of the 
$20 million spent in the summer holidays to upgrade government schools and I could not see equality in the 
distribution of funds.  In light of the minister’s claims that education funding is being distributed evenly, will he 
provide a breakdown of how much money is allocated to schools in Labor, Liberal, National and Independent 
electorates?  

Mr CARPENTER:  It might seem difficult to grasp this concept, but funding is not allocated on the basis of 
electoral boundaries.  The ludicrous nature of this question is almost indescribable.  My children go to Melville 
Primary School, a government school in the member’s electorate.  We live in a Labor electorate. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  The younger boys at that school could not go to the toilet last year because they could not 
reach up and push a button.  

Mr CARPENTER:  The Department of Education does not build fences and say that children from Labor 
electorates cannot attend certain schools, but it will give more money to schools because they are in Labor 
electorates.  My children go to Melville Primary School in a non-Labor electorate.  I hazard a guess that the 
majority of students live south of Marmion Street in a Labor electorate.  The question is absolutely absurd.  I do 
not see the point in going through a brainless exercise. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  It would not be a brainless exercise.  I have examined the statistics and noted that some 
schools in Labor electorates fared better from the previous allocation of $20 million than schools in Liberal, 
Independent or National electorates. 

Mr CARPENTER:  The member should not be ridiculous. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  I refer to the fourth dot point on page 1022, which indicates that the implementation of the 
behaviour management and discipline strategy will continue.  What are the details of that strategy?  Does the 
department have evidence that its implementation has made a difference?  Coodanup Community College in 
Mandurah and Mandurah High School were beneficiaries of that funding. 

Mr CARPENTER:  As the member said, we have a behaviour management and discipline program.  It is a 
$28 million program spread over four years, which equates to $7 million a year.  As we promised during the 
election campaign, the concept involves providing high schools with the capacity and flexibility to deal with 
behavioural issues at their school in the way they thought was best.  In other words, we must trust the expertise 
at the local management level to resource and deal with issues.  

We launched the program at Girrawheen High School in the middle of last year.  The money then flowed in 
during the beginning of the last financial year, so we are almost 12 months into the program.  Anecdotal 
evidence from the high schools I visit in various locations and demographic areas - I have not heard anything to 
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the contrary - is that it is one of the best initiatives they have ever had in a high school because it provides them 
with the resources they need to deal with issues.  

The whole objective was to provide a beneficial environment for students who often become alienated when they 
change from primary school to the larger environment of years 8 and 9.  Adolescence and a variety of other 
factors cause issues in behaviour management and discipline.  I have information from Kwinana High School, 
which members might remember faced significant issues last year with behavioural, discipline and drug issues to 
the extent that a couple of front-page stories featured in The West Australian.  I visited Kwinana High School in 
an effort to assess the position.  That school has reported a 75 per cent decline in its suspension rates since the 
introduction of our program and it has attributed that decline to the program.  Girrawheen High School has also 
attributed a great deal of success to the program.  Based on anecdotal information, all the other schools are 
attributing improvements in behavioural issues at their schools to the program.  As I said, it will continue to run 
for the term of our Government.  I would like to enhance it even further and implement it in primary schools 
where issues also arise.  We focused heavily on the early high school years.  As far as pedagogy and basic skills 
are concerned that is the right thing to do. 

Behavioural issues come into effect at about year 4 - the ages of nine, 10, 11 and 12.  It is an area of policy that 
has been largely neglected over a long period.  That is the information I have on the behaviour management 
discipline program.  Margaret Banks will provide some further information. 

[11.20 am] 

Ms BANKS:  The $7 million in funding has been targeted in several ways; firstly, 60 additional full-time 
employees have been targeted for 35 high schools.  We have also targeted additional funds of $2.5 million to 30 
schools, and have provided flexibility for the schools to use those funds in ways that meet their local needs.  
Those funds have mainly been used to provide additional staff and support services.  A further $1 million is 
directed at intensive training and behaviour management, which is available across the State to secondary and 
primary teachers.  The initial round involved 150 participants, but at the moment we have a further 1 500 
participants in that program.  In addition, $500 000 is available to district offices to support students in incidental 
issues that arise.  Collated data will not be available until July, when schools report on their progress.  As the 
minister indicated, we have anecdotal evidence of improvements in attendance, suspension and exclusion rates.  

Mr CARPENTER:  I will just augment that information by saying that one of the spin-offs of the information 
technology revolution being implemented through the education to community program is that down time for 
students has been reduced.  Down time is especially a concern for students in years 8 and 9.  These students 
previously had to sit in front of a computer screen for up to 15 or 20 minutes to download information and would 
engage in non-core activities while that happened.  When immediate access to that information is available, there 
is a discernible improvement in classroom behaviour.  It is an interesting and unexpected spin-off.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The data the department is expecting to receive in July will provide some lead indicators of 
the effect of the behaviour management program.  Beyond that data, what other measures will be used to assess 
the outcomes of that program?  Three points were mentioned - retention, absenteeism and suspension rates.  Are 
there any other measures, and how will they be used? 

Mr CARPENTER:  One other measure, which Ms Banks might be able to clarify, is the number of reported 
incidents involving behavioural issues at a school.  There are obviously degrees of incidents, but that was one of 
the criteria upon which we made the decision about distribution.  

Ms BANKS:  Yes.  The schools involved in the program have been consulted from the beginning about the 
indicators and expected changes.  The schools will report on those.  They include reporting of critical incidents 
and in particular physical and verbal abuse incidents that take place in schools.  We will be monitoring the 
impact on those, as well as other factors.  The evaluation will be quite comprehensive.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Are there any early lead indicators? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Only in relation to anecdotal information, which is all positive.  

Mr DAY:  The minister will be aware of the article that appeared in this morning’s The West Australian, which 
identifies a problem of teachers being involved in administering medication.  In an ideal world, teachers would 
not have to be involved in that but the reality is somewhat different.  There has been consideration within 
government, and primarily from the point of view of the Department of Health, to the management of attention 
deficit hyperactivity disorder and so on.  Has the Department of Education had any input in that process?  What 
changes would the minister propose to better deal with the problem identified in this article?  
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Mr CARPENTER:  In relation to the specifics of the article and the level of concern highlighted by the State 
School Teachers Union of WA, a response from the Department of Education is provided in the article which 
states that there is no requirement on teachers to administer medication.  However, it is a matter of judgment.  
There could be situations in which a child might die in the absence of medication, and no teacher would refuse to 
administer the medication in that situation.  However, as a rule, we do not want teachers to be de facto nurses, 
which was basically the line being pushed by the union and agreed by the Department of Education.  If it comes 
down to a behaviour management and discipline issue, and often these problems do manifest themselves in that 
way, apart from that program a further $28 million will be provided.  As part of the increased funding for 
children with disabilities or specific learning issues, $1 million was allocated for neurological issues that 
manifest themselves as behavioural issues in schools -  

Mr DAY:  Is it additional funding in this year’s budget?  

Mr CARPENTER:  It started last year.  The Government made a commitment to spend an extra $7 million on 
children with disabilities and specific learning needs, but ended up committing about $9.5 million.  Of that, 
$1 million was for children with neurological problems that could result in behaviour management and discipline 
issues.  An amount of $400 000 was also provided for additional education assistants for children with specific 
learning difficulties.  Every member of Parliament knows that this is an issue at the local level, and it is 
something to which the Government must be able to respond.  Within our capacities, we are responding to it.  

Mr DAY:  I refer to the reference to “fees - other” on page 1040, which shows an increase of more than 800 per 
cent between the 2001-02 financial year and the 2002-03 financial year - from $505 000 to $4.189 million.  Can 
the minister explain why that increase of more than 800 per cent has occurred, and what it is for? 

Mr CARPENTER:  I thank the member for bringing that to my attention.  We might need to take that question 
on notice.  

The CHAIRMAN:  We might come back to that question in a moment.   

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  The Getting it Right literacy and numeracy strategy is highlighted in the sixth dot point 
under major achievements on page 1020.  This was obviously a major commitment.  Can the minister inform the 
committee of the progress of that strategy, given the amount of money that was allocated in the budget? 

[11.30 am] 

Mr CARPENTER:  I thank the member for the question.  As the member for Darling Range earlier alluded, there 
is a requirement to focus on the early years of education and to get education right at that level, otherwise all our 
efforts to help people succeed in education and later in life, which will occur well beyond my time in politics, 
will come to nothing or be extremely limited.   

We put in place, as we committed to do, additional resources for literacy and numeracy for years 1 to 3.  We 
committed $25 million or $30 million - I am unsure now of the total figure - to be spent over four years.  It was 
basically for employing literacy and numeracy specialists, some of whom would work in schools and some of 
whom would work out of district offices serving several schools, to deal specifically with individuals but, as 
importantly, to professionally develop other staff in the schools in best practice models for assisting children 
with literacy and numeracy.  Members should bear in mind that we are lowering the class age and pouring in 
extra resources.   

Earlier this year I went to the launch of our first little troop going out to fight the war against illiteracy.  I think 
93 people were in the group.  It comprised 50 full-time equivalents made up of full-time and part-time staff.  On 
Friday I was with the member for Albany at Spencer Park Primary School in Albany.  We had a good meeting 
with the literacy and numeracy, Getting it Right person.  The staff were very enthusiastic about the progress that 
had been made in that area.  The next 50 FTEs will come into being in the next calendar year in addition to the 
347 extra teachers who will be needed as a result of lowering class sizes.  There may be 60 FTEs next year, but 
essentially in the first term of government, an additional 200 teachers will be focusing on literacy and numeracy.   

Mrs MOROZ:  The key focus of the Getting it Right literacy and numeracy program is on the early years of 
schooling.  Most of the 93 people or 50 FTEs are working in the early years of schooling and targeting the 
earliest possible interventions.  The strategy is to have specialist teachers working alongside classroom teachers 
to skill those teachers up to a level where they are capable of intervening with the best possible evidence-based 
strategies.  Those specialist teachers have committed to stay in those programs for a minimum of two years.  
That is proving very successful.  We will be putting on 60 more teachers.  The quality of the professional 
development that they receive is quite outstanding.  We are confident that this kind of program will make a 
considerable difference to student outcomes because of its capacity-building of our teaching work force.   
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Mr TEMPLEMAN:  Given the literacy and numeracy Getting it Right staff in addition to the 347 extra teachers, 
what is the total number of new places that the Government has created since coming to office? 

Mr CARPENTER:  As of the first day of term next year, assuming that we get these people, and we will, there 
will be 100 extra staff for the Getting it Right program this year and next year, plus the additional 347 extra 
teachers for class-size reduction - that figure may be a little higher; that will make 447 additional teachers in the 
primary school sector.  Mr McCaffrey said that, in addition, 60 or more teachers will be employed for behaviour 
management and discipline.  That means that over the secondary and primary sectors, there will be an additional 
500 teachers.  Assuming that there is no more expansion, and I intend to initiate some more, at the end of the 
first four years, an additional 620 teachers will be in the system, over and above those who would have been 
there under the old formula. 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  That is remarkable.   

Mr CARPENTER:  Absolutely.   

Mr WATSON:  On page 1022, dot point three states that schools will be assisted in adopting a common 
approach to reporting to parents.  Will the minister explain the strategy and say whether it will be different in 
primary schools and high schools? 

Mr CARPENTER:  When I was in opposition looking at the education system, I thought we needed to improve 
the reporting mechanisms and detail to parents.  I was looking at school reports and wondering whether I knew 
what was going on with my kids at school.  Parents need as much information as they can be given, so they have 
a clear picture of how their kids are getting on at school.  Schools also need to be able to report on themselves.  
In the United States and Canada, the Internet is used by schools to report directly to parents.  Some of the web 
sites of schools in the United Stated and Canada are very detailed and positive in the way they promote the 
schools.  They outline programs, teachers, special education programs and other things that are going on.  I 
would like to see those twin forces driving education in Western Australia.  We are moving quite well in that 
direction.   

Mr HAMILTON:  Reporting to parents at the moment is very variable across primary and secondary schools.  
Parents currently get a lot of information about their children’s progress at school, but what they often lack is a 
clear sense of how their child stands in respect of some standard.  I do not think it is a question of shortage of 
information.  Schools have a lot of information about student progress.  Schools tend to want to supply a lot of 
this to parents.  The difficulty parents have is in interpreting the information.  Schools use different scales to 
interpret As, Bs and Cs, 1s, 2s and 3s and comments.  Often different reporting is coming out of different 
learning areas in a high school.  It all makes for a situation in which parents have a lot of information but 
difficulty in knowing what it all means.  The common approach that is referred to in the papers is that every 
parent would have not only a clear sense of where their child was at, but also how that compared with the 
standard that is expected at each phase of schooling.  We believe that step forward should be common across the 
school system.  Within that, of course, schools would still have the capacity to respond to local needs.  
Therefore, there would be a variation, but with some common element to all school reports.   

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  How would the system be changed to make it more basic?   

Mr HAMILTON:  It would be done through policy in the Department of Education, which would require all 
schools to have a common component of a certain form.   

Mr DAY:  Is there an answer to the question on the fees set out on page 1040?   

Mr McCAFFREY:  The increase in revenue reflects a change in the way that we are receiving funding for our 
senior colleges at Tuart and Canning centres.  The Department of Training has been working with the 
department looking at ways in which the second-chance students can be included under a different funding 
arrangement through the Australian National Training Authority.  

That would be effective from 2003.  We have taken a reduction in the appropriation that we normally get for 
those facilities.  The money will come into our accounting records as revenue from the Department of Training 
for the places that it will purchase for the students who qualify for funding under that agreement.  It will have a 
part-year effect this year of about $3.5 million and in the full year we hope it will be up to $7 million.  There is 
therefore no net change. 

[11.40 am] 

Mr DAY:  Will there be an increase in the fees for students studying at those colleges? 
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Mr McCAFFREY:  The only increase to the students would be in the fee structure set by the Government, which 
is keeping pace with inflation trends. 

Mr WALDRON:  The previous Government’s 2000-01 budget included a major policy decision for the provision 
of laptop computers to teachers in rural schools.  An amount of $500 000 was to be spent in 2000-01, $500 000 
in 2001-02 and then $250 000 in the following years.  Has the program been continued? 

Mr CARPENTER:  I thank the member for the question; it gives me a chance to explain a little about the laptop 
program and how that element of it fits in.  There was a discrete program for some of the teachers in rural areas.  
More broadly the last enterprise bargaining agreement, signed, I think, in October 2000, contained an agreement 
that all schoolteachers in Western Australia would have affordable access to laptop computers.  Unfortunately, 
the meaning of “affordable” and the contribution that teachers might have to make was never nailed down in the 
agreement.  If I had been in the position of the State School Teachers Union of WA, I would have insisted on 
getting it in writing.  When we got into government and I asked about the program, which we fully supported 
and still fully support, I asked what funding allocation there was to match that commitment; of course, there was 
none.  I was informed that for the Government to provide the required number of laptops to teachers all over 
Western Australia, including rural teachers, there would be an approximate $32 million cost burden on the 
department without a contribution from teachers and that an affordable contribution from teachers could 
constitute as much as $15 a week.  That would have meant that teachers themselves were paying for the bulk of 
the computers.  The teachers union said that teachers could get them at a lower price elsewhere; that the 
arrangement was not considered to be in the spirit of the agreement; and that teachers in Victoria had access to 
laptops for around $5 a week.  I had discussions with the teachers union about the provision of laptops and we 
agreed among ourselves that affordability was considered to be around $5 after tax, or $7.32 before tax.  In 
consideration of that lower figure, the union provided me with a little flexibility on the time scale within which 
the laptops were to be provided because I could not provide them all at once, although the union had a right to 
demand them to be provided all at once under the strict terms of the EBA.  We struck a figure of $5 a week after 
tax and the teachers union was generous and sensible enough to allow the Government to provide the laptops in 
parallel with the increased bandwidth.  Members would have heard about the increased telecommunications 
capacity that is being rolled out in schools.  Therefore, the program of providing affordable laptops - that is at $5 
a week after tax - to every teacher in Western Australia who seeks to access the program is now well under way 
and should be completed by the end of the year. 

Mr WALDRON:  Does that include rural teachers? 

Mr CARPENTER:  All teachers.  Not all of them want to take up the opportunity, of course, which is an issue 
for us because the more who take it up, the lower the cost to the department. 

Mr DAY:  Will they be available to all teachers by the end of this year? 

Mr CARPENTER:  Yes.  The initial take-up figure was around 70 per cent but it has declined a little - the death 
of technology. 

Mr ANDREWS:  I refer to the second dot point under capital works program on page 1031 relating to the 
allocation to traffic management and parking around schools.  Parking around primary schools is usually a 
problem for many schools.  How will that money be allocated?  What arrangements have been made, or will 
arrangements be made, with local governments to contribute to that issue too? 

Mr HARVEY:  A total of $1 million is allocated annually to parking.  Normally we work with local 
governments and schools to identify the areas in which traffic management around schools is a problem.  As the 
member will be aware, there are many such schools in which traffic management is a key issue, for not only 
operations but also the safety of children.  When we get an indication of a problem, we work with the school and 
the local authority to come up with a solution.  Solutions are generally based on a 50-50 arrangement with local 
government.  Strategies include car embayments, road widening, traffic calming and, on rare occasions because 
we do not favour it, on-site parking.  We want to keep on-site parking to a minimum but sometimes funding for 
that comes from that allocation also.  Generally, a solution is agreed to by the school and the local authority and 
a 50-50 arrangement is entered into. 

Mr MARSHALL:  Dot point five on page 1022 refers to a strategy to keep Aboriginal youngsters at school in 
years 11 and 12.  That is a good strategy.  What kind of research went into developing that strategy and what is 
the strategy that has been set in place to do just that? 

Mr CARPENTER:  I think every member knows that we need to seriously address the lack of engagement by 
Aboriginal children not only at years 11 and 12 but also at all levels of school in the education system in Western 
Australia.  Governments of both persuasions have struggled with this issue.  Considerable progress has been 
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made in various areas.  Some innovative programs developed under the previous Government have borne fruit.  
However, obviously, more needs to be done, particularly if we are to retain children in school to years 11 and 12.  
There is no simple answer to the member’s question such as: we have done program A, therefore, everything 
will be okay.  It is a combination of everything done in and out of education involving the Departments of 
Health, Community Development and so on.  We have taken a whole-of-government approach and established a 
cabinet subcommittee on social policy with an inter-agency approach.  Specifically within education, it might be 
a propitious time to introduce Mr Kevin O’Keefe who will explain the policies and initiatives that we have 
introduced specific to this Government. 

[11.50 am] 

Mr O’KEEFE:  The research comes from the reality of what makes a difference in ongoing initiatives.  In 
addition to the general concern of the department about retention rates, Aboriginal students often have a feeling 
that the schools they attend are not schools for Aboriginal students.  A lot of work therefore is going on to make 
schools more culturally appropriate for them.  There are initiatives associated with increasing the number of 
schools offering Aboriginal studies, increasing the number of schools conducting cross-cultural awareness 
training and expanding the number of schools conducting languages other than English - LOTE - courses for 
Aboriginal languages, so that Aboriginal students feel that the schools they attend are familiar to them and 
reflect their needs.  

We have identified that the programs that seem to be having an effect have a number of features that we believe 
we can expand on and use to almost case manage Aboriginal students who remain engaged in the system.  They 
include things like providing culturally appropriate mentoring and counselling for Aboriginal students; making 
sure we have intensive in-school tuition in literacy and numeracy; building, as the minister said, interagency 
links as well as public-private links through which local communities come up with initiatives that they believe 
can be used to deliver outcomes for Aboriginal students; and developing school student-parent agreements.  
There has been a lot of focus on identifying those features and building programs around them.  Although the 
retention rates remain unacceptably low, we believe there is a capacity to improve them dramatically over time 
by using these almost case-management techniques for Aboriginal students who remain engaged in the system.   

Mr MARSHALL:  Thank you for that explicit response.  You said that the programs are built around specific 
needs.  Metropolitan schools and schools in all the different regions of Western Australia would all have 
different needs.  Are teachers available to cater to the individual needs of the schools in the various regions?   

Mr CARPENTER:  The member is absolutely right.  The one-size-fits-all model does not work with any school, 
which is why we always try to provide as much flexibility at the local level as we can.  We have specific 
initiatives for specific locations, and even for specific schools in the same location.  For example, Balga Senior 
High School has the Smith Family program for Aboriginal children.  It also has a sports program for boys that is 
run by Oral and John McGuire, and it is planned to expand that program to include girls.  We are trying to do the 
best we can to recruit and train Aboriginal people to go into schools as qualified teachers, and to recruit and train 
people locally in some of the more remote areas so that the language skills are not such an issue.  Another 
example is that in the desert lands east of Kalgoorlie we have set up under the Ngaanyatjarra agreement what is 
tantamount to a discrete educational region with its own policy initiatives.  Mr O’Keefe was the principal driving 
force behind that initiative.  That is an example of what the member is talking about; namely, flexibility and the 
need for teachers to have special skills. 

Mr O’KEEFE:  A number of Aboriginal communities have expressed the view that sometimes the provision of 
services by government agencies is more like having things done to them than being collaborative and seeking to 
meet their needs and aspirations.  The agreement between the Ngaanyatjarra community and the Education 
Department came about as a result of the frustration of that community about the lack of educational 
opportunities for Aboriginal students in their schools.  Under that agreement we have allocated $450 000 over 
two years in establishment costs and $350 000 a year in recurrent costs to establish an education region in that 
area, and we have appointed two area directors, one of whom comes directly from that community.  We have 
also created a Ngaanyatjarra education area committee that comprises all the representatives from the various 
communities, to whom we report on a twice-yearly basis, so that they have some sense that the improvements 
that they want for their children are understandable and teachers are doing the right things, and also to give them 
greater say in the way in which education is delivered to the students in their communities.  They have also 
insisted that where it is appropriate in various communities there needs to be a strong language and culture 
program.  We have called that program Ngaanyatjarra studies.  That goes exactly to the point the member is 
making; namely, that the cultural issues vary from community to community.  We are building a language and 
culture program that reflects the specific needs of those communities; therefore, it will vary across the State 
depending on where it is.  They have also expressed substantial concern that the provision of secondary 
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education is inadequate because not enough students are exiting the school system having completed secondary 
education.  We have committed ourselves to creating a new secondary education environment, with greater 
access to vocational education and training and also online facilities, so that the students will get a much more 
relevant education and can operate effectively within those desert lands if they want to stay there but can also go 
outside those lands and into other communities if that is what they want to do.  That is in the early stages, but 
already it has created for the community a sense of trust in the work that they are doing with the Department of 
Education and a sense of trust that there will be improvements in outcomes, which I think is different from the 
situation that existed prior to that agreement.   

Mr MARSHALL:  Pinjarra High School has started a program, and the teacher in charge of that program is one 
of the most experienced, compassionate and good people one could find to do that job.  However, he feels under 
a lot of pressure because the community is watching his performance, and he is scared that he will be judged on 
one year’s performance rather than his overall performance.  That compassion in the education system needs to 
be taken into account as well.   

Mr CARPENTER:  That point is well made. 

Mr DAY:  I do not see any reference in this year’s budget papers to the proposed new primary schools at 
Carramar and East Marangaroo.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Excellent question, member! 

Mr DAY:  The Chairman will be happy to back me up on this line of questioning by the sound of it! 

The CHAIRMAN:  Ask away! 

Mr DAY  The Labor Party in its election policy, and also at page 113 of budget paper No 3 of the 2001-02 
budget, made reference to a commitment of $5.5 million for each of those primary schools.  However, there 
appears to be no reference in this year’s budget papers to any allocation for those schools.  Is it the case that the 
Government has dropped its commitment to provide new primary schools in those areas?   

Mr CARPENTER:  It is absolutely not the case. 

Mr DAY:  If that is not the case, why is there no reference to that in this year’s budget papers? 

Mr HARVEY:  All election commitments will be met within the term of this government.  The election 
commitments in respect of Carramar and East Marangaroo will be undertaken in time to open those school for 
the 2005 school year.  The program will not start until 2003-04, so it will be reflected in next year’s budget.   

Mr DAY:  When did you say you expect those schools will be completed? 

Mr HARVEY:  In time for opening in the 2005 school year.  

Mr CARPENTER:  Around the time of the next election!   

Mr DAY:  That is good timing.  The member for Wanneroo is looking a little happier now.  I refer to additions 
and improvements to high schools mentioned on page 1034.  John Curtin Senior High School has been allocated 
an estimated total of $2.5 million, of which $1 million has been allocated in 2002-03.  I understand that in the 
lead up to the last election, the Labor Party promised about $5 million for capital works at that school, so why is 
that $5 million not referred to, and what will that $2.5 million provide?  

Mr CARPENTER:  The member is right; there is a commitment of $5 million.  The previous Government had 
intended to sell some land in that area to make up that amount of money.  However, there was strong community 
resistance to that proposal.  We have dropped that proposal and have given that commitment. 

Mr HARVEY:  The funding comes from two different sources: $2.5 million under the secondary schools 
refurbishment program, and $2.5 million under additions and improvements to high schools; so that makes a 
total allocation of $5 million.  The project is being designed and is on budget and on time. 

Mr DAY:  What is the project? 

Mr HARVEY:  It is a theatre for the John Curtin College of the Arts.  This type of facility will be a first for the 
education system, and it is generating a lot of interest.   

[12 noon] 

Mr DAY:  Why is it not all shown as one amount if half of it is coming from the school refurbishment program?  
Presumably that means that less is available for genuine refurbishments in other schools.  It is a major capital 
works item and should be shown as one entry.  
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Mr CARPENTER:  With the original commitment from the previous Government, $2.5 million came from the 
school refurbishment program - the AlintaGas money - and the other $2.5 million was to come from the land 
sale.  The $2.5 million from the refurbishment program is still there and we have brought in additional funding to 
make up the $5 million rather than use the money from the land sale.  
Dr WOOLLARD:  I refer to the first item on page 1031 and the $890 000 that will go from this year’s budget.  
What will the $890 000 provide for the schools? 
Mr CARPENTER:  Could the member clarify what she is referring to? 
Dr WOOLLARD:  We could refer to page 1019, the whole of the education budget, or page 1031.  What will the 
$890 000 that will go to the Fremantle education district office to support schools in that area be used for? 
The CHAIRMAN:  The member is quoting a specific amount.  Can she direct me as to where it is mentioned in 
the Budget Statements? 
Dr WOOLLARD:  The figure was mentioned earlier by one of the minister’s advisers. 
The CHAIRMAN:  In terms of capital works or recurrent funding? 
Dr WOOLLARD:  That was where I was a little confused.  The minister’s adviser stated a figure of $890 000, 
but I was not sure where it would come from and what it would be used for. 

Mr HARVEY: The $890 000 that I referred to earlier related to a likely outcome for preventive maintenance that 
would go to the Fremantle district office.  I say “likely”, because the amount of work has not yet been fully 
determined..  However, the $890 000 has nothing to do with capital works, upgrades and the like, which is 
reflected in the capital program.  It will not be found in the capital works program as it has a different source of 
funds.  

Dr WOOLLARD:  Could you provide an example of refurbishment works?  

Mr HARVEY:  General purpose upgrades would be one example.  They are often reflected in our subprogram 
items such as administration upgrades, covered assembly areas, provision of toilets, libraries and the like.  That 
is in our capital program.  The $890 000 that the member referred to is for maintenance and is part of our 
maintenance program. 

Mr CARPENTER:  We had better get this clear.  Mr Harvey said that that $890 000 is not part of the capital 
works budget.  He has just been giving specific examples of what might constitute part of the capital works 
budget.  That figure comes into the recurrent side of the budget, which is the money that is spent year after year 
in the maintenance program.  Mr Harvey said that the $890 000 is for school maintenance, which is in the 
recurrent side of the budget and is used for maintenance for the schools in the Fremantle district.  

Mr HARVEY: In the subprogram items there may be - this will be determined later this year - No. 1 priorities in 
the Fremantle district in that budget area.  In other words, there may be a covered assembly area or library or 
toilet upgrades.  However, it is important to note that, for example, for covered assembly areas, in a total 
allocation of $2 million, there is not enough funding to provide for all the No 1 priorities for all districts.  In this 
example, $2 million would provide six to eight covered assembly areas.  Last year we were able to fund only six.  
We cannot fund the No 1 priorities in all districts for all those subprogram items.  That is important to note.  

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  My question relates to recurrent funding and salaries.  There is a sabbatical program in 
which teachers teach for four years and then have the fifth year off.  Can information be provided on the take-up 
rate of that program and whether it will continue?  

The CHAIRMAN:  Could we have a page number to refer to please? 

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  It is in reference to page 1019 in terms of recurrent funding. 

Mr CARPENTER:  We have a global figure of $4.5 million as the amount of money that is available, but we do 
not have the take-up rate at our fingertips.  

Mr TEMPLEMAN:  Could that be provided as additional information? 

Mr CARPENTER:  I can provide that as supplementary information. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Could the minister reiterate for the record exactly what information he will provide? 

Mr CARPENTER:  The member for Mandurah would like to know the take-up rate on the deferred salary 
scheme, which allows people in the Department of Education to work for four years on 80 per cent pay and then 
take a year off. 

[Supplementary Information No A16]  
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Mr DAY:  Can the minister provide any information on plans for schools in the Atwell area?  He is probably 
aware of pressure from parents for a high school to be built in that area.  Will the new Canning Vale high school 
fulfil the educational needs of high school students in that general area or is the minister of the view that action 
needs to be taken to provide a high school and, if so, when would that be likely to occur? 

Mr CARPENTER:  This is an issue for parents in the Atwell area where there is rapid population growth over 
and above all expectations and, perhaps, explanations.  Recently we announced that a new primary school will 
be built in the area and there is also long-term planning provision for an additional high school.  Canning Vale 
high school will take up some of the potential students in the interim, but there is also excess capacity at 
Lakeland Senior High School, of which we would encourage parents to take advantage. 

Mr HARVEY:  One of the criteria that is considered in establishing a new high school is that there are 
approximately 200 year 8 students in the surrounding areas.  Normally that is reflected in about four feeder 
primary schools and, coupled with that, pressure on the adjoining high schools.  In the case of Atwell, none of 
those criteria exists.  We have only two feeder primary schools - Atwell Primary School and Jandakot Primary 
School - and while they are fully functioning schools, the total number of students coming from those areas is 
fewer than 100.  We are well within our criteria on that issue.  The other issue, as the minister mentioned, is that 
we have the capacity within the adjoining Lakeland Senior High School to accommodate those students.  A site 
has been chosen for a new high school in Atwell, but at this stage it is not on our forward works program.  We 
anticipate the take-up of a new high school in Atwell to occur in approximately 2008. 

Mr DAY:  While we are talking about new schools, can the minister tell us whether he has a policy on the 
establishment of middle schools?  We touched on that issue earlier to some extent and it has been subject to 
public discussion with advocates for and against, particularly given the change to the school starting age which is 
now starting to flow through the system.  Would the minister expect that more middle schools will be established 
or will he be taking some other direction?  

[12.10 pm] 

Mr CARPENTER:  I expect that more middle schools will be established.  It is important - I had to go through 
this learning process - to differentiate between a middle school and middle schooling.  Middle schooling is a way 
of teaching.  It is an educational environment that has recognised benefits.  A middle school is the physical 
environment within which that pedagogical change is best accommodated.  Regardless of whether we start 
developing what are known as middle schools per se, middle schooling will happen.  It is the way of education in 
the foreseeable future.  We are developing the middle schooling model.  We need the physical environment to 
allow that to happen more fruitfully, and a middle school is the way it can be best accommodated and provided 
for.  The Mt Lawley school is such a case.  My expectation is that over the next couple of decades, both middle 
schools and middle schooling will become the norm. 

Mr DAY:  Will they incorporate year 7 students?   

Mr CARPENTER:  During the earlier discussion with the member for Churchlands, the previous minister said 
that the intention was to put year 7 students into a high school environment.  That is still under consideration.  It 
happens already in some schools, and from all accounts it is a successful model.  It is the sort of thing that should 
be done in conjunction with the local community, taking into account the educational advice from that area and 
other available facilities.   

Mr WALDRON:  The first dot point on page 1022 relates to the staffing formulas for primary schools and 
reduced class sizes for years 1 to 3.  That is a good initiative.  I have touched on this issue with the minister 
before.  Has consideration been given to a similar type of adjustment for years 8 to 10 in small district high 
schools, particularly those in country Western Australia, so that they can offer a wider choice of subjects?   

Mr CARPENTER:  I thank the member for the question.  I know that he has an interest in district high schools.  
Some of the advisers also have that interest.  Several of them have taught and been principals in district high 
schools, and they extol the virtues of district high schools.  I should clarify a few of the numbers.  Class sizes in 
primary schools for years 1 to 3 are being reduced from 28 to 24.  The maximum class size in years 4 to 7 will 
remain at 32.  Class sizes in many of the non-government schools are well and truly above that; often in the high 
30s.  Those are the sorts of class sizes we deal with in primary schools.  The trend in high schools is for lower 
class sizes.  The reasons for that are obvious, especially in upper high school areas, in which the class sizes are 
much smaller than those for years 8 and 9.  The enterprise bargaining agreement contains a class size reduction 
component.  The previous Government agreed to fund a class size reduction in years 8, 9 and perhaps 10 to 25 
students.  I have a slightly out-of-kilter view about class sizes.  My view is that it is not the be-all and end-all for 
resolving the issues in schools. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 29 May 2002] 

 p139c-164a 
Chairman; Mr John Day; Mr Alan Carpenter; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Ms Jaye Radisich; Mr Paul Andrews; Dr 

Janet Woollard; Mr Terry Waldron; Mr Arthur Marshall; Mr David Templeman; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Peter 
Watson; Mr Paul Omodei 

 [27] 

Mr WALDRON:  My point is not so much about class sizes but about the ability of district high schools to offer 
subject choices and retain children.  We do not want to lose them to the city or to regional senior high schools, 
which would threaten the continued existence of those schools.  

Mr CARPENTER:  I appreciate the point.  I will ask one of the executive directors to respond.  Class size 
reduction is a component of the behaviour management and discipline issue proposal.  I have previously told the 
member that that will allow schools the flexibility to reduce class sizes and so on.  

The issue of subject choice tends to become more of an issue in years 10, 11 and 12.  Again, it is a genuine issue, 
but it is unwise to focus on it too heavily.  I think that was one of the mistakes that was made in Geraldton.  All 
the additional resources in the new senior college-middle school configuration were focused on providing more 
options in the upper school section.  The number of kids at the school declined.  There is an argument about the 
optimal size for upper secondary subject areas.  Some information suggests that class sizes that are too small are 
counterproductive.  To be more specific, I will ask Mrs Moroz to address district high schools, flexibility and the 
available resources.   

Mrs MOROZ:  All the district high schools have the capacity for a broad range of curriculum offerings, 
particularly in years 8, 9 and 10.  That becomes more difficult in years 11 and 12, as the member can appreciate.  
We are able to offer those students connections with the School of Isolated and Distance Education to support 
broader curriculum offerings in years 11 and 12.  I acknowledge that that choice is limited in situations in which 
the cohorts of year 11 and 12 are very small.  Although those students have limited offerings, we are confident 
that the link with the School of Isolated and Distance Education will provide the necessary breadth to enable 
those students to meet the tertiary entrance examination and Curriculum Council requirements.  We are moving 
into an online environment, which will enable more students to access online curriculums and connect with other 
curriculum offerings.   

Mr WALDRON:  That is fine.  However, one of the realities is that parents sometimes lose confidence in the 
school.  It has a spiralling effect.  The online work is terrific.  However, local support for online work is an issue 
that will need to be looked at.  

Mr CARPENTER:  I appreciate that.  I think the member will find that the education to community package will 
take care of many of those issues.  It is a matter of how quickly we can get the programs running. 

Mr WALDRON:  It often happens that the year 3 teacher who knows a bit about computers gets dragged out of 
his class to fix problems elsewhere.  That is a growing problem.  It occurs in not only education but also other 
areas.  I want to make the minister aware that that is the reality.  Hopefully something can be done about it.  

Mr CARPENTER:  One of the benefits of the e2c model for online education and information technology in 
schools is that, to a large extent, the problem of having to pull teachers out of classes or providing a school with 
its own specialist will disappear.  Much of the remediation work will be done remotely.  Problems with the 
computer or the software can be remedied through online diagnostics. 

Mr WALDRON:  Is that far off? 

Mr CARPENTER:  That will be available in the program that I have announced, which involves 100 schools.  
The sooner we spread it to all schools, the better.  It is a matter of funding, and how comfortably it can be done.  

Mr OMODEI:  My question relates to page 1034 and the new works and planning for high schools.  I refer to the 
Centre for Wine Excellence project in Margaret River and the need to plan for buildings at the senior high 
school.  The project is contingent on those buildings going ahead.  The budget contains money for high schools.  
Is that money for the planning of those buildings in Margaret River?   

I cannot find in the program any planning funds for the promised Manjimup primary school. 

Mr CARPENTER:  The completion date for the Manjimup primary school is 2005-06, with the first $1 million 
being allocated earlier. 

Mr OMODEI:  It was 2004 under the previous Government. 

Mr CARPENTER:  The first $1 million is to be expended in 2004-05 so that construction can get under way.  
The remaining $4.5 million will be provided in 2005-06, and the school will be opened in 2006.  I know there 
was a desire within the local community to get that completion date brought forward a year.  I had a discussion 
with a couple of the community representatives, Mr Thompson and Mr Millman, during which I listened to their 
concerns.  We could not get it done any more quickly.  They are aware of that.  The member wants me to face 
the music, and I am happy to enjoy his hospitality. 

[12.20 pm] 
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Mr OMODEI:  There will be a band.   

Mr DAY:  Get the Premier to go with you.  

Mr OMODEI:  What is the answer to the question about Manjimup Primary School?   

Mr McCAFFREY:  That is the structure of the budget papers.  The capital works projects listed are those to be 
commenced in 2002-03.  The summary tables have global figures for the forward estimates going out four years, 
but we traditionally list only those projects that will commence in that year.  It will appear in the next forward 
estimates when we get to that financial year.   

Mr HARVEY:  The centre for wine excellence project has involved a huge amount of community debate across 
the community and the school.  The centre will be collocated with Margaret River Senior High School.  A total 
investment of about $9 million will come from universities and training providers.  No Department of Education 
dollars will be invested - the department’s contribution is the land.  One of the conditions imposed is that the 
project must not impact adversely on the school farm or the school’s operations.  As a result, a master plan was 
drawn up showing the impact of the centre on the school.  We are in a position to give assurances that it will not 
impact adversely.  If it does, it will be relocated.   

We took the opportunity to look at the high school’s development.  The centre will have no impact in that regard.  
Like all other schools, we will watch its growth patterns.  I expect the centre to be a feather in the school’s cap.  
The impact of the centre may be in increasing enrolment numbers.  If that is the case, we will treat the school 
just as we treat every other school in the State.  

Mr OMODEI:  The project is very good and will receive the recognition it deserves.  I understand a commitment 
was made about some buildings that need to be refurbished or rebuilt.   

Mr HARVEY:  There is no such commitment.  

Mr CARPENTER:  I thank the advisers from the Department of Education.  I am sure that they have been of 
great assistance to all members.  I thank them for the brilliant work they have undertaken given the very heavy 
workload since the Labor Party came to office.  

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


