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FRAN KELLY: Richard Marles, welcome to Breakfast. 

  

RICHARD MARLES, DEPUTY LEADER OF THE AUSTRALIAN LABOR 
PARTY: Thanks Fran, good to be here. 

  

KELLY: Richard Marles, the US President is threatening to obliterate parts of 

Iran if it attacks American interests. That was the tweet overnight. A 

spokesperson for Australia's, Department of Foreign Affairs has told Nine Media 

that Australia is in consultation with our allies about the situation. What's your 

view? Should Australia join an international coalition to ratchet up pressure on 

Iran? 

 

MARLES: Well, firstly we've sought a briefing from the government which will 

be getting next week about exactly what requests have been made if any of 

Australia to participate in any action here. I think it would have to be considered 

very carefully before Australia took any steps here. Having said that, you know 

we are very concerned about the actions of Iran. Iran has been a destabilising 

influence in the Middle East. It's in Australia's interests- in the world's interest to 



have a much more stable Middle East but also to see a de-escalation of 

tensions in the Middle East. 

 

KELLY: It's fair to say Iran has been a destabilising influence throughout the 

Middle East and that its influence has been rising over the past five years at 

least. 

  

MARLES: That is true. 

  

KELLY: But the rhetoric has exploded in the last 24 hours between the US and 

Iran. The Iranian President has badged the White House mentally retarded. The 

president's threatened obliteration. Are you concerned this dispute could go 

dangerously wrong very quickly? 

 

MARLES: Well obviously, I am concerned. In terms of the rhetoric I think we've 

seen this before and I tend to judge based on action rather than words what's 

going on with this American Administration. But obviously this rhetoric is 

concerning but the actions of Iran have been concerning. That said we need to 

move forward in a very sober and measured way here. And it's important to 

understand exactly, what is, if anything being asked of Australia. That's the 

briefing we've sought from the government and we'll be getting that next week. 

 

KELLY: As you say actions speak louder than words than words; there was 

almost a military action from the US in retaliation to the shooting down of the 

American drone just not many days ago now. It is unclear what Washington is 

proposing but you know from some quarters it looks like it would include or 

could include military action. Would Labor support military strikes against Iran if 

it came to that? 

 

MARLES: Again we need to understand the detail here and I don't think it helps 

particularly in the context where there are a lot of parties dialling this up to add 

to that. We need to understand exactly what is being proposed. They’re the 

briefings we've sought we need to understand to the degree of which Australia 

has been kept in the loop in terms of American potential action. And whether 



there are any requests for Australia to participate and if there are in any way we 

would need to consider that extremely carefully. 

 

KELLY: Prime Minister, Scott Morrison is on his way to G20, would you expect 

him to be having a chat on the sidelines or main lines with the US President 

about this? 

  

MARLES: Yes, he should. 

  

KELLY:  Donald Trump pulled America out of Barack Obama's nuclear deal 

with Iran. That was supported by Australia. That deal, given Iran is now poised 

to exceed the stockpile limit imposed by the deal for enriched uranium- that's 

part of its retaliation- was this a big mistake by the US President in your view in 

Labor's view? 

  

MARLES: Look we supported the nuclear agreement that was arranged 

between the US and Iran. We were concerned about the way in which Iran was 

behaving with its nuclear program but obviously that agreement that was 

reached by President Obama was about trying to constrain that and trying to 

bring a de-escalation of tensions and greater stability into the region. That's why 

we supported that agreement and we've been consistent in that- and consistent 

and that in the context of America or under President Trump a desire to move 

from that. At the end of the day we are where we are now. We do need to see a 

de-escalation of tensions. We absolutely acknowledge that Iran is the 

destabilising force within the Middle East and we're deeply concerned about 

that. And in terms of how we move forward we've just got to take this very 

carefully. 

 

KELLY: Richard Marles is the Shadow Defence Minister. Richard Marles, 

speaking of the G20 the Prime Minister today in a speech will warn about the 

collateral damage from the US-China trade war. Australia and the rest of the 

world, many, many countries are likely to be hit by the fallout from it, if not 

already happening. Scott Morrison says he won't sit passively by and allow this 

to spin out of control. This will come to a head at the G20. But realistically is 



there much that Australia's Prime Minister can do to encourage Washington 

and Beijing to climb down? 

  

MARLES: Well we do need to be doing everything that we can. The Prime 

Minister is right that a lot of our national interest is tied up in this. The global 

economy will suffer greatly if there is a trade war between the United States and 

China and we need to be working very carefully with those  with both countries 

to try and make sure that doesn't happen but also to encourage an open global 

trading system because that's very much in our nation's interest. 

 

KELLY: It certainly is. But do you think there's something else going on here? 

Do you think the trade war is becoming a proxy for the power struggle between 

US and China? And, if so are you worried about the consequences for peace 

and security, particularly in our region? 

 

MARLES: Well I think it is right to say that we are facing as challenging a set of 

global strategic circumstances as we have since really the Second World War 

and how we navigate our way through this is going to be a very important part 

of what government does over this term of government but really for the next 

10-20 years. It is really important that we see through an opening up of a 

trading system and that we are encouraging of America to be participating in 

that as we are encouraging of there being a fair global rules based order when 

it comes to trade in terms of its treatment of China. 

 

KELLY: And on that issue, the Prime Minister today will say as a rising global 

power China has additional responsibilities now. And it's important that these 

two countries resolve their trade dispute in the broader context of their special 

power responsibilities in line with the WTO rules. Do you think China is getting 

any closer to acknowledging that it has these additional responsibilities now? Or 

it wants a bit of both? 

 

MARLES: Well I think China is it is a great power. There's no question of that. 

And I think China sees itself as a great power. And I think China is seeking to 

shape the rules based order. And I don't say that with judgment, I think that's 



the sort of behaviour that great powers engage in. There are certainly 

responsibilities that come with that- there is no question of that. And I 

understand the concerns that America has raised about China in the context of 

the trading rules based order. I can understand the idea that China with an 

economy which will become the biggest economy in the world soon being seen 

under the WTO rules as a developing economy, sits uncomfortably. I think all of 

these are legitimate issues. Having said that, we need there to be a 

constructive trading relationship between China and the US and we have a lot 

tied up in that. 

 

KELLY: Let's bring it back home now. Labor's first big decision post-election is 

whether to support the full suite of tax cuts when the government brings them in 

next week. Labor says it'll pass stage one and two, you want the second stage 

brought forward but stage three is a no go. Why? I mean the voters have made 

it clear and Centre Alliance are making clear they're likely to support it too. 

You're going to be dealt out of this any way by the looks of it. Is Labor just 

dealing itself into irrelevancy? 

 

MARLES: Well firstly the tax cuts which would do the most for the economy- an 

economy which is not going very well at the moment- are stage one and two 

and part of why we're saying that we should see the stage two tax cuts brought 

forward which would actually get money into people's pockets not in three 

years’ time but next week is so as to help our economy. So that's our position. 

Stage three tax cuts which are not due for five years and the government simply 

hasn't - and they're expensive, $95 billion- the government has not given us a 

word on how they intend to pay for that. So the full debate about whether those 

tax cuts should go through, whether they should be passed it just hasn't been 

had and hasn't been put forward by the government. I mean ultimately it will be 

paid for by the Australian people through a diminution in government services in 

health and education, whatever they intend to do in terms of providing the cuts 

for that. But none of that is on the table. So all we're saying is let's get all that 

information out there before we make that decision. But we can do stage one 

and stage two which goes to the present right now. In fact we can do it next 

week, let’s do that. 



 

 

KELLY: You can do that but the government won’t allow you to and looks like 

Centre Alliance and Jacqui Lambie might give the government its tax cuts. 

Doesn't that just set Labor up to go to the next election and Jim Chalmers 

yesterday at the Press Club confirming that a future Labor Government might 

repeal the tax cuts for the higher income earners that were legislated last year. 

You go to the next election with a big sign hanging around your neck saying 

we're going to take away your tax cuts. 

 

MARLES: Yeah I think before we start talking about what happens in 2022 or 

whenever the next election is let's just focus on the next parliamentary sitting 

month, that's when this is being brought before the Parliament. Our view is you 

can do one and two now and you should be bringing forward two so that there 

is a financial benefit for Australian taxpayers next week. We can do all of that. 

Give us the information in relation to how you intend to pay for stage three and 

let's have that conversation. We don't actually need to do that next week in 

terms of getting through the stage three tax cuts if that's what the government is 

seeking to do, on the timeframe that the government has put out there. But 

there's a whole lot of information that the government has not provided us about 

how it intends to pay for stage three. In the absence of that, we're simply saying 

it's hard to make a decision on that but we can make a decision on stage one 

and two right now. 

 

KELLY: Richard Marles, thank you very much for joining us. 

  

MARLES: Thanks Fran. 

  

ENDS 
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