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ACTS AMENDMENT (HIGHER SCHOOL LEAVING AGE AND RELATED PROVISIONS) BILL 
2005 

Third Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON ANTHONY FELS (Agricultural) [5.12 pm]:  I will continue my remarks on the assistance for isolated 
children allowance.  The guidelines for AIC allowances state -  

A . . . secondary school which is listed as a limited programme school by the State/Territory education 
authority is not an appropriate government school for a student who is able to enrol at a level that is not 
available at that school.   

That is, the family is then eligible to apply for the AIC allowance.  The guidelines also state -  

A secondary school that is not listed as a limited programme school by the State/Territory education 
authority will be regarded as an appropriate government school irrespective of any claims about the 
adequacy of that school . . .  

That is, the families of students attending those schools will be ineligible to access AIC allowances. 

Currently, the Department of Education and Training identifies Western Australian schools, in compliance with 
the AIC guidelines, that -  

•  do not offer a full range of years or grades; or  

•  do not provide adequate facilities or programmes to enable a student to gain a Year 12 certificate or 
tertiary entrance score; or 

•  have a syllabus and teaching arrangements that are specifically geared to cater for the needs of 
Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander students. 

Those schools are listed and the list is provided to Centrelink, which administers the AIC allowance.  The 
Department of Education and Training has already provided Centrelink with schools listed as providing limited 
education programs for 2006.  However, does this list include any of the schools that will provide an education 
program at year 11 level for the first time?   
Many questions are still unanswered.  The minister has informed the house that no student who is currently able 
to bypass a school will be affected by raising the school leaving age.  That is like saying that no Australian child 
will be living in poverty.  Given that district high schools currently do not offer year 11 education programs, the 
students who currently attend those schools to the completion of year 10 are not considered to be bypassing 
when they enrol at another school for years 11 and 12.  Why does the minister not identify the schools that have 
been listed for Centrelink as limited program schools?  The Department of Education and Training has informed 
my office that it is its intention that all district high schools will offer viable programs to all students.  Why does 
the minister not define a viable program?  Is it a program that offers English face to face, with all other tertiary 
entrance subjects to be provided by the Schools of Isolated and Distance Education?  Will the Department of 
Education and Training list schools offering years 11 and 12 education in this manner as offering limited 
programs?  Will all schools offering vocational education and training courses in year 11 next year offer a range 
of subjects appropriate to the students’ needs?  If not, will students be allowed to bypass their closest high school 
to enrol at a school that offers VET programs and work placements appropriate to the students’ needs and remain 
eligible to receive the AIC allowance?  There are so many questions.  I have already raised a number of these 
with the minister, but I am yet to receive an answer that reassures me. 
It has been the tradition among many rural families for their children to attend district high schools to the 
completion of year 10, and to then enrol their children in a senior secondary school that provides residential 
accommodation - this could be a Catholic or independent school, an agricultural college or a state school - or 
establish a second home in a centre that would enable the child, or children, to attend a school which offers years 
11 and 12 but which does not provide residential accommodation.  The cost to families is offset by AIC 
allowances.  The boarding allowance has a basic component of $6 000 and an additional component, subject to 
parental income and the actual boarding costs, of $1 069, making a possible total of $7 069.  The second home 
allowance, which is limited to a maximum of three students in a family, provides $174.94 a fortnight per student.   

These allowances have been crucial to a rural family’s ability to access education for years 11 and 12 for their 
children.  However, the state government’s decision to raise the school leaving age and provide somewhat 
limited programs in district high schools places at risk the eligibility of families who live in these regions to 
receive these allowances.  I seek the minister’s assurance that all district high schools offering year 11 studies to 
students for the first time in 2006 will be added to the list of schools identified by the Department of Education 
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and Training as providing limited programs.  This will ensure that families retain their ability to send their 
children to schools that have the capacity to provide the most appropriate education for their needs, rather than a 
school that merely provides access. 

The minister must clearly identify for the consideration of the house the various models of delivery of education 
intended for these schools; the breakdown of the percentage of lessons to be delivered in a face-to-face situation 
and those that will be provided by distance education; the range and suitability of courses offered for both 
tertiary entrance and VET; the accessibility, suitability and sustainability of work placements; the adequacy of 
tuition for and supervision of students; and appropriate classroom allocation.  It is not good enough to merely say 
that a variety of models will be trialled throughout 2006, followed by a period of review and evaluation.  Raising 
the school leaving age must not disadvantage even one year 11 student next year.  The minister has not 
demonstrated to this house that it will not.  With the best of intentions, it is entirely possible that students will be 
denied access to future tertiary education because of the inadequacy of the secondary education provided at their 
closest district high school. 

When schools do not meet the student’s needs, a family considers other options, including boarding schools or 
the establishment of second homes.  Without access to AIC allowances, these options may become void.  This 
does not mean that the family will then happily enrol their children in the local school.  It is more likely that in 
those circumstances the family will make the decision to relocate to a centre that will provide appropriate 
education.  Many families leave small country towns in the pursuit of better opportunities for their children, and 
access to appropriate education is a priority for the majority of families.   

The questions that must be asked of members on the government benches are these: would they be happy for 
their children to complete their secondary education in a small district high school?  Would they be happy for 
their children to receive their secondary education at Meekatharra District High School, for example, or would 
they be some of the many parents who make the judgment that the education offered is not appropriate, and enrol 
their children elsewhere? 

For those families who have a district high school as their closest school, there is no access to AIC allowances 
for years 8 to 10.  Will raising the school age exclude these families from access to the AIC allowance for year 
11 next year and access to large senior secondary schools?  As the minister has said so succinctly, the students 
will benefit by attending a larger school, as they will have greater educational choices and better social 
opportunities.  I will reluctantly support this bill, but I hope that the minister and this government consider 
district and regional high schools on the basis that they send their own children to those schools to obtain the 
best education for them.   

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and passed. 
 


