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About You

Please tell us a little about yourself. This helps us understand who is responding. (Optional)
	QA
	I am responding mainly as:

	
	A parent or carer of a student or a student at a South Australian 
☐ government school
☐ non-government/independent school
☐ Catholic school

	
	A governing council member or member of a parent association for a 
☐ government school
☐ non-government/independent school
☐ Catholic school

	
	A school staff member in a
 government school
 non-government/independent school
 Catholic school

	☐	Other ________________________________________________

	Any comment (optional)

	

	 

	





	QB 
	Optional: My name is Click or tap here to enter text. and I can be contacted via email: Click or tap here to enter text. 

	☐
	You can quote my comments and use my name 

	☐ 
	You can quote my comments but please make them anonymous 

	☐ 
	My responses cannot be directly quoted 

	 


 
PART 2 — REGULATORY PRACTICE 
Question 1
Are there any other key areas that the objects of the Act should incorporate? Should the objects and principles for schools be more closely aligned with those for early childhood services, as set out in the National Law? In particular, should improvement be an explicit object of schools regulation — or is this better addressed through other means?
	

	

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	

	 

	



Question 2 — Interim view for comment 
The requirement for schools to physically display their certificate of registration at each campus should be removed, in favour of an obligation on the ESB to make registration information available via its website. 
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 



Question 3 — Interim view for comment 
The Act should explicitly require the ESB to develop and review standards (or codes) for school registration. The new framework should specify:
· that standards can address all matters relevant to registration
· the process for making and reviewing standards, including consultation with the sectors and other relevant parties
· that the current power of veto by peak bodies is removed
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 



Question 4 — Interim view for comment
The ESB should be able to seek information from a school about any matter relevant to registration — not just 'education services' as currently defined.
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	

	 

	

	



Question 5
Should the Act give the ESB the ability to require schools to provide data or information of a particular category or threshold, either periodically or on an ad hoc basis?
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 





PART 3 — REGULATORY POWERS

Question 6 — Interim view for comment
Authorised officers should not need to have reasonable grounds to suspect a breach before they can use their powers. The powers of an authorised officer should be modelled on those available under the National Law.
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 



Question 7
Should the ESB have a broader suite of regulatory tools available for intermediate intervention? Should these mirror those available under the National Law? 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	

	 

	

	 



Question 8
A. Is specific provision required in relation to complaints about the inclusion and treatment of students with disability?
B. If the Act is changed to provide for standard-setting, monitoring, data-seeking, and a wider suite of investigatory powers and regulatory tools as per questions 6 and 7, would this strike the appropriate balance in enabling the ESB to take action when appropriate?
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 






PART 4 — GOVERNANCE

Question 10
Should Board members be appointed according to skills and experience rather than the current model of selecting 2 from a panel of 4 nominated by each sector?

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 





PART 5 — REGISTRAR FUNCTIONS

Question 11 — Interim view for comment
The Act should provide for a single Registrar rather than three Registrars.
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 




PART 6 — INFORMATION SHARING

Question 12 — Interim view for comment
The Act should provide the ESB with the ability to share information with other agencies responsible for the safety and wellbeing of children and young people, when the ESB considers it necessary or appropriate to do so.
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	 



Question 13 — Interim view for comment
The Act should provide an explicit legislative basis for the ESB to communicate publicly about safety and quality concerns in the sector, including the ability to identify regulated parties where this is necessary to protect children and young people. 
	

	 

	

	 

	

	 

	

	

	 

	

	 



Anything else you'd like to tell us?

Is there anything else about how schools in South Australia are overseen and held accountable that matters to you — and that we haven't covered in this survey? You can also send an email to ESB.EECSActReview@sa.gov.au.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 



	Thank you for taking part
Your response will inform the independent review of the Education and Early Childhood Services (Registration and Standards) Act 2011. The final report will be presented to the Minister for Education, Training and Skills by end of 2026.
Submissions may be published or quoted in the final report. If you have any questions, email ESB.EECSActReview@sa.gov.au
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