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Gonski funding has all but disappeared, but the problems of inequality in schools are increasing, 

writes Chris Bonnor. 

Something really interesting happened around the time the Gonski Review of Funding for Schooling 

was created. In 2010 the My School website was also born - with more hoopla and hyperbole than a 

three-ringed circus. 

We all know what happened to the Gonski review. It was given a hearty welcome but was all but 

abandoned by its parents, Julia and Kevin. Eventually it was fostered out to Tony and Christopher. 

The rest is history. 

Despite a difficult beginning My School fared much better. It struggled for a year but it was a fast 

learner and became quite knowledgeable and reliable. 

The two creations are linked in another way. The data behind the My School website tells a 

compelling story about what Gonski discovered about our schools. My School has become "our 

schools". It tracks them year-by-year; its data tells whether Gonski was on the money and what has 

happened since the review. 

To cut a long story very short, Gonski declared that we need to lift student performance and achieve 

this by directing resources to where they are needed most. 

Up to 2014 we've managed NOT to do this. My School data reveals that student performance 

continues to be ordinary, that the achievement gap between our advantaged and disadvantaged 

kids has widened – and we are pouring more resources into advantaged schools that frankly don't 

need it. 

Let's take student achievement. We know NAPLAN is a narrow measure but on reporting student 

achievement it is almost the only game in town. Over the last five years of NAPLAN testing, year 5 

reading scores rose, writing scores fell and numeracy scores stayed much the same. Year 9 reading 

scores are much the same but year 9 writing and numeracy results fell. Some rises and falls may not 

be significant, but it appears we have made little, if any, progress. 

Other trends are more disturbing. Students in schools which enrol students from more advantaged 

families show slight gains, but these are more than offset by falling scores for students in middle and 

lower socio-educational status schools, the relatively disadvantaged. The gap has widened. 

If this was a school quality gap then all the solutions that still do the rounds - better principals, top 

teachers, direct instruction, serial testing - would be the way to go. But we've been advocating and 

implementing such measures for years and differences in educational outcomes are still largely the 

result of "differences in wealth, income, power or possessions" - to use the OECD and Gonski 

definition of inequity. 

The problems that Gonski wants to see fixed are still with us. My School shows that the regressive 

impact of socio-educational status has worsened over the last five years, especially in primary 

schools and schools in metropolitan areas. The fact that such trends are visible over such a short 

time is disturbing. 



What about Gonski's solutions, especially the need to direct resources to where they are needed 

most. It hasn't happened. In fact the federal government - encouraged by those school groups to 

which he has declared an emotional attachment - is currently investigating ways to water down 

plans for needs-based funding. 

But My School data alone shows that funding equity remains a seriously unresolved issue. Certainly, 

combined state and federal government funding favours low socio-educational status schools. 

Students in moderately disadvantaged schools are funded at about $14,000 each, those in median 

level schools just over $11,000 - with not as much government funding for students in advantaged 

schools. 

But when it comes to funding from all sources, kids in advantaged schools, increasingly private 

schools, are funded at over $14,000 each - higher levels than even the disadvantaged. And it goes up 

well above that figure. The mad disconnect between funding and need continues unabated. Billions 

more are spent on students who are already well-funded. 

The problem is that we can't look forward to much of this changing. Gonski funding, or what is left of 

it, started to dribble out this year. We may never see the investment he showed was needed to 

make a difference. 

It's not the first time a review of public policy has been all but thrown into the too-hard basket. But 

in this case the evidence that there is a worsening problem is just a mouse click away. We can't 

ignore it.  

Chris Bonnor is co-author (with Jane Caro) of What makes a good school. 


