
  

QUEENSLAND TRAINING ASSETS MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY REPEAL BILL 
Mr KRAUSE (Beaudesert—LNP) (9.23 pm): This bill represents an ideological attack on the 

ability of people to get the training they want and choose, and also on private sector non-TAFE training 
providers in this state. In 2012 QTAMA was established as part of the national reforms on training put 
in place by COAG under the former federal government. One of the objectives of QTAMA was to be the 
specialist owner and manager of the state’s training assets and to enhance competition by facilitating 
access to state owned training facilities by all parts of the VET sector, including TAFE and other 
commercial providers.  

Mr Rickuss: To drag them into the 21st century. 
Mr KRAUSE: I take the interjection from the member for Lockyer. QTAMA was one of a suite of 

reforms introduced to the VET sector in the term of the last government, including reforms that came 
out the 2012 industry-led skills and training task force that looked at funding and training places in areas 
where trainees were needed and jobs were required, that is, where there was a shortfall in skills. That 
task force was led by industry because it creates jobs. Industry creates jobs and the private sector 
creates jobs. It is very sensible to develop a training market with the goal of providing employees with 
the skills needed by the private sector.  

I take issue with suggestions made earlier tonight by the member for Ferny Grove that there was 
some sort of conflict of interest as one of the members of that task force represented a non-TAFE VET 
provider. It is a preposterous suggestion that they have a conflict of interest simply because they are 
involved in the non-TAFE sector. I ask this question of the government: will the task force that is being 
set up to examine the use of TAFE assets or state owned training assets over the next 10 years have 
TAFE representatives, union representatives or other people involved in the state-run training facility 
sector? I dare say it will. If the member for Ferny Grove wants to suggest that there was a conflict back 
in 2012, I would suggest there is a conflict with anyone from TAFE being involved in that task force, 
because they are a publicly funded, training provider in competition with non-TAFE providers. Obviously 
they have an interest in how the assets are utilised, but so does the private sector and the non-TAFE 
sector. We need to listen to all voices. Frankly, the earlier suggestion from the member for Ferny Grove 
is quite insulting to the 900 private RTOs operating in this state.  

Among the goals of the National Partnership Agreement on Skills Reform was to improve training 
participation and to facilitate a more open and competitive training market. I have fears that this bill is 
the first step along the road to closing up that market and that it is actually taking a step away from an 
open and competitive market, but will give TAFE Queensland a privileged position in that system, 
perhaps even a monopoly position in that system, as time goes by. Obviously, TAFE Queensland has 
a vital role to play in training in this state. It operates alongside 900 RTOs, including privately owned 
colleges and the Australian Agricultural College Corporation. It has a vital role to play, but so does the 
non-TAFE sector.  
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QTAMA was set up to facilitate access to our state owned training facilities not only by TAFE but 
also by the other non-TAFE providers. That approach has been working. In our inquiry we have heard 
a lot of evidence about how trainee participation numbers are on the increase. In fact, in the year to the 
end of 30 June 2015 in Queensland it went up by 4.9 per cent, while nationwide it fell by 3.5 per cent. 
Therefore, the approach has been working. Students and trainees are voting with their feet. In our 
committee hearing we heard that TAFE participation numbers have decreased. That is a fact. However, 
training numbers are up overall. Students are voting with their feet and obtaining their training in 
non-TAFE facilities, because they have a choice to do so and because obviously non-TAFE providers 
are offering courses that students want to undertake at a price that they are willing to pay. People are 
voting with their feet and attending those non-TAFE providers. Ms Schmidt from TAFE Queensland told 
the inquiry that in the past two years TAFE has undergone a large degree of reform and restructuring. 
She said that they are in the best position they have been in for years not only financially but also in 
terms of being able to offer the courses that people want to take at prices that they are able to pay.  

I think that is a great thing. We are now taking a step back from having an open and competitive 
training market where trainees are able to access the training that they seek. The figures show that 
more people are getting into training now than in previous years through the opening up of those state 
owned facilities to private providers. That is a very positive thing. We should not be stepping back from 
the open and competitive training market that was outlined in the national partnership agreement on 
skills reform.  

I mention one other thing that came out of the inquiry. In evidence Mr Rod Camm from the 
Australian Council for Private Education and Training indicated that private sector providers were being 
provided with about 13.6 per cent of state funding for Queensland training places but are actually 
delivering 35 per cent when it comes to student numbers.  

I think that indicates where the reform needs to occur. It should not be stepping back from the 
open and competitive market that has been established and has seen student numbers go up by 4.9 per 
cent in Queensland when the rest of the country has gone back by 3.5 per cent. We need to continue 
the reforms that TAFE Queensland has commenced in terms of their course offering, their structures 
and their cost structures so that they can deliver courses that students seek at a price that they are able 
to afford.  

I also want to specifically refer to the publicly funded VET participation. The committee’s report 
tabled in the House contains a table which indicates that across Queensland from 31 July 2014 to 31 
March 2015—a nine-month period—state funded places went up by 5.3 per cent. In all regions across 
the state participation increased—most markedly in the south-east where it went up by 13.2 per cent. 
In all regions across the state the state government was funding more training places than it had in the 
previous year. If this is not a sign that the present training system is working then I do not know what 
is.  

Although this bill only relates to the ownership of assets by QTAMA and the management of 
those assets, that policy and the policy related to the funding for training and how the market for places 
is determined are interwoven. We cannot separate the issues. Although this bill deals only with the 
assets, we have to talk about the funding policy for training.  

The number of training places have increased over the last 12 months. Things are heading in the 
right direction. This repeal bill and the provision to move the assets owned by QTAMA back into the 
department is a step in the wrong direction. It is presupposing what might come out of the 10-year plan 
for the use of these state owned assets.  

If there is to be a review as to how state owned facilities are to be operated, the better course of 
action would be to leave the present structure in place and direct QTAMA to do certain things to give 
TAFE priority access if that is the will of the government. We should leave the structure in place because 
it might be that the 10-year review determines that this is the best way to go in terms of the management 
of assets.  

This bill indicates where the government is heading in terms of the management of state owned 
assets. It is about restricting access to the market by private providers. These are private training 
providers that trainees have been electing to attend in preference to TAFE.  

This bill is all about restricting access by private VET providers to state owned facilities. There is 
a lot of investment in our state owned facilities. We owe it to the people of Queensland and in particular 
to everybody in this state who wants to undertake training to make the best use of those training 
facilities. Unfortunately, this bill is a step in the wrong direction.  
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I note the comments made by the member for Morayfield, who was very concerned about 100 per 
cent contestability in this space and the changes to fees for courses. The numbers speak for 
themselves. Trainees are voting with their feet. They are taking up places with non-TAFE providers and 
not taking up places, at least according to the statistics that we have been provided with for this year, 
with TAFE.  

I think this is not a sign that the process should stop. The reforms that have been undertaken in 
TAFE should continue. We need to ensure that both the non-TAFE providers and the TAFE providers 
are providing courses at a price that students are able to afford. We need to stick with the industry-
driven direction for state funding. As I stated at the start of my speech, if we train people in industries 
where there are jobs to go to then we are training people to be part of a productive economy and we 
are training them to contribute, to grow the pie and to grow the Queensland economy. That is what 
training should be all about. I will be urging everyone not to support this bill. 
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