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MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  There are just two sitting weeks left until Federal 
Parliament rises for the long winter break. The Government has made it clear its 
priorities are to pass the May budget measures as well as the new legislation to strip 
dual citizenship from suspected terrorists. After reports were leaked that some in 
Cabinet wanted to go further and strip people of their sole Australian citizenship, the 
Government has released a discussion paper on the issue. 
 
Richard Marles is Labor's immigration spokesman and he joins me now. Richard 
Marles, welcome to the program. 
 
RICHARD MARLES:  Good morning Michael, how are you? 
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  Have you had a briefing from the Government on the 
new laws, the new proposals yet and if not, have they told they're going to give you 
one? 
 
RICHARD MARLES:  We've not had a briefing. We've been seeking a briefing for 
weeks now. There is a suggestion that we'll be given a briefing when the legislation 
is put before the Parliament. I mean my suspicion is we haven't been given a briefing 
because I think the Government doesn't actually know what it intends to put before 
the Parliament - and that really, Michael, is ultimately the issue. 
 
We are just a few days before the last sitting fortnight before the winter session; the 
Government is saying this is one of its key priorities. Given the serious nature of this, 



we still don't have a concrete bill in front of us that we can have a discussion with the 
Government about. 
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN: So how much time would you want, how much time would 
you want to see it? 
 
RICHARD MARLES: Oh well, the answer to that depends a bit on what's in the bill. I 
mean, if we're talking about a large piece of legislation, we would need time to work 
through it and to have a proper conversation about it so that there are not 
unintended consequences about it. 
 
But I think in circumstances where this was first put into the public discourse by the 
Government, by Scott Morrison more than a year ago and here we are with the 
Government still unable to actually provide us with the legislation because of their 
own internal conflict around this. They have handled this appallingly, absolutely 
appallingly, and we want to have a conversation with them but we find on the other 
side of politics is a dog's breakfast.  
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN: Well, broadly, what do you think of the idea? What sort of 
safeguards would you like to see in place? Do you support the principle? 
 
RICHARD MARLES: We support a principle which is in the law right now, where 
people who take up arms against Australia lose their citizenship. 
 
That is the law of the land on this day. It is constructed in the context of a state on 
state conflict. The idea of updating the law to take into account a phenomenon such 
as ISIS is something that we think deserves support. 
 
We do need to do that in a way which doesn't render people stateless, nor does it 
give rise to any unintended consequences. 
 
So we want to have a conversation with the Government about that to ensure that 
we can work through this in a constructive and bipartisan way - but frankly who 
would know who to talk to at the moment … 
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  What about stripping the citizenship from sole citizens? 
Because if you're concerned about making somebody stateless, presumably that's 
exactly what that would do. 
 
RICHARD MARLES:  Well, I think you raise a very good point and we do have an 
absolute concern about rendering people stateless. And I've heard the Government 
say that they have that concern as well, and yet this particular idea still seems to be 
floated by backbenchers or you know, other government ministers depending on 
who's flying the kite on any particular given day. 
 
But that's precisely the conversation we want to have with the Government, and 
we've been trying to have with the Government for weeks now. 
 



To have a situation where the Prime Minister stands up in Question Time and 
asserts that the Government's position is clear, is patently ridiculous –  
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  But broadly you are open –  
 
RICHARD MARLES:  (inaudible) what they're doing at the moment. 
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  But you are open to discussing the idea of stripping sole 
citizenship from suspected terrorists? It is not something you are necessarily 
opposed to? Is a discussion paper - I mean, there is a discussion paper out there. 
 
RICHARD MARLES:  Well, what we, we know that legislation has been prepared 
and that's what we actually need to see so that we can start talking through what's 
going to be put into the Parliament and look at working through unintended 
consequences. 
 
And in answer to your question, we do hold as the key principle of our position in 
respect of this issue, that people not be rendered stateless. 
 
Now if you're stripping citizenship of sole citizens, you raise the very good question 
about how would that not give rise to a situation of people being stateless. So we do 
have a concern about it. We're happy to talk to the Government about how they seek 
to address the issue of statelessness but that remains a key priority for us.  
 
I mean our position is very clear. It's simple. There is a principle in the act right now 
which needs to be updated. We're happy to support that. We want to have a 
conversation with the Government about how they intend to do it and we want to 
make sure there are no unintended consequences. But as I say, right now we have 
got a dog's breakfast on the other side of politics because the Government is 
internally split both at the level of the Cabinet and the party room and they do not 
know what to put in front of the Parliament. 
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  Okay. 
 
RICHARD MARLES:  Given the significance of this issue, I think that's real concern 
for every Australian. 
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  What about the broader fight against IS? There is some 
discussion going on. I notice the Prime Minister talking yesterday about how the Iraqi 
forces might be better helped. Would Labor support a change of mission or an 
expansion of the current mission? 
 
RICHARD MARLES: Well, we're not about to make any partisan capital out of any of 
these issues. We have gone into this from day one on the basis of working closely 
with the Government. This really is above politics. I've seen the comments of 
president Obama in the last 24 hours and the response by the Prime Minister. 
 
We would seek a briefing again from the Government about what their intentions 
might be in relation to this and we would want to sit down and have a sensible, 



grown-up conversation about it, and want to work with the Government about that 
and that's how we should approach a matter of this kind and that's how we will.  
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  Okay, can we just turn to the royal commission into the 
unions and the evidence that's been heard when Bill Shorten was head of AWU 
(Australian Worker's Union) he did deals with a construction company, and that his 
union now acknowledges it weakened their bargaining power. 
 
Now you were a senior figure in the ACTU (Australian Council of Trade Unions) at 
the time. Did the AWU leadership make decisions against the interests of their own 
workers because of their rivalry with the CFMEU (Construction, Forestry, Mining and 
Energy Union)? 
 
RICHARD MARLES:  Oh, well look Michael, let me say something. I've known Bill 
for a very long time and I have known him throughout his entire career as a union 
official.  
 
I can absolutely say this about Bill Shorten: He was a union official who was utterly 
dedicated to his membership. The industrial agreements which he did throughout his 
career as a union official always had at their heart improving the interests of the 
workers involved. 
 
His industrial agreements always gave rise to an improvement in conditions. And 
something which characterised Bill's career as a union official and for which he had a 
reputation, for which he was known, was that he did quality industrial agreements. 
 
Now if this is going to be a trial of Bill Shorten's achievements and abilities as a 
union official, we welcome that, because that is going to come out and show that 
what we have there is really a stellar career which has made a huge contribution to 
working people. 
 
MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  Okay, doesn't this go to the heart of the problem with the 
modern Labor Party? It appears that you have to build up your factional union power 
base to get you through the pre-selection process? 
 
RICHARD MARLES:  Oh, I just, I totally reject that, Michael. I think to suggest that 
those issues got- became involved in terms of how Bill shorten as a union official 
went about his business in representing members of AWU is, well, its offensive and 
its completely wrong.  
 
Bill, in all the negotiations he ever did, had only one thing in mind and that was the 
interests of his members - and I might say, a broad sense of that interest, knowing 
that what was good for the workplace and the company was also going to be good 
for his membership. And that's the way he went about his work as a union official.  
 
And Michael, I think it is extraordinary now that we have the party of WorkChoices 
going out there showing some false concern on their part for working people and 
throwing stones at someone like Bill Shorten, whose whole life has been committed 
to improving the conditions of working people. It is a joke.  



MICHAEL BRISSENDEN:  Alright Richard Marles, we'll leave it there. Thanks very 
much for joining us.  
 
RICHARD MARLES:  Thank you Michael. MICHAEL BRISSENDEN: And that's 
Labor's immigration spokesman, Richard Marles there.  
 
ENDS 


