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University Owned Campus Residential Places for Students

1
The Government has encouraged Universities to actively recruit international students as a means of internationalizing Australian education and to bring in additional funds, thus reducing the burden on the taxpayer for the operation of this educational sector.  Successive Governments in applying such policies have pointed to the advantages provided to all students where the additional income earned by Universities creates improved or additional facilities and infrastructure.




2
It is unlikely that an intention of these policies was that Australian students should be provided with restricted access to existing taxpayer funded University residential facilities or be expected to pay an additional financial levy to have access to such facilities.




3
At the University of Newcastle the need to attract increased numbers of international students has focused on the belief that the availability of campus beds in the student halls is a significant factor in signing up more international students.  Furthermore since 1994, there has been an increase in beds on campus, but Australian students have been denied access to these new places by a University imposed quota that favours international students (see table below)







Allocated to International Students
Allocated to Australian Students


Year
Total Campus Beds
Number
Percent
Number
Percent


1994
669
111
17
558
83


1995
709
197
28
512
72


1996
796
244
31
552
69


1997
798
255
32
543
68


1998
798
255
32
543
68


1999
808
258
32
550
68


2000
808
258
32
550
68




4
This arrangement might be justified if the University was fully funding the cost of new residential accommodation from international student fee income.  However the University requires all residents (Australian and international) to fund new facilities with repayment costs in 2000 reaching some $15.00 per resident per week.  None of the revenue from international student fee income is used to meet the capital cost of additional residential accommodation.




5
I should add that I am strongly in favour of having a significant proportion of international students within a residence for the obvious educational and cultural benefits – but on an equitable basis and not one where one group is required to subsidize the other.




6
The References Committee would be aware that affiliated colleges are independent of their parent University and cannot be compelled to accept quotas or contribute to accommodation infrastructure desired by the parent University.  Only students residing in University owned accommodation can be compelled to contribute financially to the wider goals of the University.




7
In 2000 there were fewer Australian students living on the Newcastle campus than in 1994, although the total number of places had increased by about 20 per cent in the same time period.  It should be noted that the substantial proportion of residential places on campus were originally provided by the taxpayer (pre-1974) or by a special grant following the 1989 Newcastle earthquake; the latter intended specifically to assist rural New South Wales students enrolled at the University.  Of the Australian students living on campus some 85% are sourced from rural areas of New South Wales.




8
Students from rural areas of New South Wales are therefore specifically disadvantaged by current University policy.  These students are often from families with limited resources and are leaving home for the first occasion to attend University.  The ability to find a place on campus is of great importance to many rural families as the residential halls have a reputation for providing a secure and caring environment and the achievement of at least an 80% academic pass rate amongst first year residents.




9


A waiting list of between 100 and 150 Australian applicants in February each year is not unusual and the majority of these applicants are from rural areas of New South Wales.  These numbers might have been higher if residential tariffs were not inflated by the $15.00 levy imposed by the University to meet its capital infrastructure costs.




10
It is also not generally appreciated that the majority (about 2/3rd) of international students provided with accommodation on campus at Newcastle are of the “study abroad” category and remain for only one or two semesters.  It is intended in 2001 to admit a group of upper secondary school international students, many of whom will not be 18 years of age.




11
Residential students living together in cramped quarters need common academic goals and aspirations to avoid the creation of conflict over matters such as quiet study time, access to computer facilities and the like.  Requiring full degree students to reside with study abroad students and upper secondary school students is not desirable but is being forced by University policy against the advice of accommodation professionals.




12
The financial pressures placed on University Administrations by recent Government policy appears to have resulted in what (in my view) is the unconscionable action of taxing Australian students to live in taxpayer funded accommodation in order to build residential accommodation for international students.  In addition the process by which students are admitted to limited residential accommodation is not equitable and is discriminatory in nature.
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