The Secretary


The Senate Committee on Employment, Workplace Relations, Small Business and Education





Dear Sir/Madam





RE: SUBMISSION ON EDUCATION SERVICES FOR OVERSEAS STUDENTS BILL 2000








I write on behalf of the South Pacific Association of Bible Colleges (SPABC).  The SPABC is made of 17 Bible Colleges in Australia with a further five colleges in New Zealand and the South Pacific.  Its member colleges have some 1,200 students enrolled in Australia with around 230 of these from overseas.





In this brief submission the SPABC would like to express its opposition to ‘Part 5 - The ESOS Assurance Fund’ of the proposed , Education Services for Overseas Students Bill 2000.





The SPABC would like to make the following points:





(1)	It regards the proposed fund as penalising those Tuition Assurance Schemes (TAS) and their members who have conducted themselves with integrity and fulfilled their duty of care to overseas students.  The members of SPABC do not pursue overseas students as their chief source of income, that is, as exporters of educational services.  Rather they provide a service to those overseas students who come to them, often because of historical links between the college and the churches of a certain region in the South Pacific. 





On average, overseas students represent about 20% of total enrolment of SPABC Australian colleges.





To date the SPABC TAS has fulfilled its purpose.  Furthermore, because of the ethos of the Bible Colleges, which, inter alia, places a strong emphasis on integrity, as no doubt the other major providers and their TAS’s would as well, the SPABC TAS would see itself obligated to care for overseas students should one of its members cease to operate.  That is it would not see itself being in need of calling upon another Fund for assistance.  To date the SPABC TAS has not been called upon to give assistance to students of another member college.





Thus the proposed Assurance Fund is seen as penalising the members of a TAS that has worked well and who do not pursue overseas students as an exporter of educational services.





(2)	The proposed contributions to the Fund will weigh especially heavy upon our smaller colleges, many of whom live under tight financial constraints.  These colleges  provide a valuable service to the small community of students who come to them.  They are financially responsible but do exist on tight margins.  They are ill able to afford another government impost.





(3)	It is a serious concern to SPABC that the Fund not only can collect contributions [47 (1)(a)]from providers, but also special levies [47(1)(b)] as well.  This further provision raises the possibility of yet further imposts!





(4)	The SPABC is concerned that the Fund Manager [50] would appear to be selected on financial expertise alone without due regard to a knowledge of the overseas student sector and the wide variety of providers in it, universities, commercial colleges, bible colleges.  This apparent lack of knowledge of the sector would also be a concern regarding 77(1) where the Fund Manager can place an overseas student in a ‘suitable alternative course’.





(5)	The powers of the Fund Manager seem excessive.  See for example 65 where a Fund Manager may increase a contribution on the basis of ‘new information’ whatever that may mean.  There is an appeal process set out in the proposed Act but our colleges are in the ‘business’ of providing a service to their students, not having to fight their way through a time and resource consumin
