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GERALDINE DOOGUE, HOST: Richard Marles is the Deputy Labor Leader 
and Shadow Minister for Defence. He joins us from Parliament House. Good 
morning. 
  
RICHARD MARLES, DEPUTY LEADER OF THE AUSTRALIAN LABOR 
PARTY: Good morning Geraldine. How are you? 
  
DOOGUE: Very good thank you. We have a range of issues to get through. 
There seems to be a lot to this growing scandal around Crown Casino, at the 
heart of which is an alleged hotline that the company had Consulates and 
Australian Immigration officials in China. Now the Independent MP, Andrew 
Wilkie is demanding a Parliamentary Inquiry. Is that something Labor would 
support? 
  
MARLES: Geraldine we don't rule that out, but really what we need to be 
hearing today is from the Minister. I mean there are a number of serious 
allegations in what's been broadcast over the last couple of days- and whether 
there's an Inquiry or not- who we need to hear from is the Minister of Home 
Affairs and he needs to be explaining exactly what's happened here. 
 
DOOGUE: Immigration and Border Protection both come under Home Affairs 
but it has been noted that it's a Labor Government in Victoria which is being 
criticised for failing to properly regulate Crown and its dealings with suspected 
Chinese criminals. Might Labor just be equivocating? Or not quite as firm as it 



would otherwise be because it is a Labor Government in Victoria. 
 
MARLES: No it's got absolutely nothing to do with that. I mean the Andrews 
Government will deal with its issues. Ultimately, I'm interested in hearing from 
the Morrison Government and from Minister Dutton. There are a series of 
allegations here which are serious in relation to Crown Casino and we need to 
actually hear from the Minister about this, and it does relate to the relationship 
between Crown and the Home Affairs Department- through Australian Border 
Force. It's really critical that we're hearing from the Minister now, but right now 
he's gone to ground. 
  
DOOGUE: The former head of Border Force, Roman Quaedvlieg has claimed 
he was personally lobbied by Federal MPs to make it easier for Chinese 
gamblers to pass through Customs and he included two unnamed Ministers, 
who may or may or may not still be in Cabinet. Would such behaviour be a clear 
abuse of their positions or not? 
  
MARLES: Well again we need to understand exactly what was being asked by 
those MPs and by those Ministers and we need to get to the bottom of this but 
to properly answer that question we actually need to hear from the Government 
and we need to hear from Peter now. But this is Peter Dutton's form. When the 
going gets tough, Peter Dutton goes missing and we actually need to hear from 
him about exactly what has occurred here and whether these dealings have 
been appropriate or not. 
 
DOOGUE: Crown has employed retired politicians of course from both sides of 
politics, including the former Labor Minister, Mark Arbib, who worked as an 
Adviser to James Packer. Crown would be recruiting ex-pollies for a reason I 
suppose, to try to keep the Government of the day onside. Do you think that 
former Ministers should be banned from taking on such work? 
  
MARLES: Look there are lots of companies out there which engage former 
MPs in a range of roles but at the end of the day we've got serious allegations 
here and it is for the Minister of the day to come out and explain what has 
occurred. And that is the critical issue here. I mean before we start running 
down a whole lot of rabbit holes in respect of this issue, we actually just need to 
hear from the Minister about what he has to say in respect of Crown- but in 
respect of the Australian Border Force and the actions of the Commonwealth 
Government. 
  
DOOGUE: Now let's just move on to the ASIO bill. Another issue that goes to 
national security that will be before the House of Representatives today. It will 
be legislation to roll over the existing powers that ASIO already has to detain 
suspects for up to seven days and to question them for up to 24 hours and 



importantly this is without charge. This is quite a complicated matter because 
the Government wants to extend the powers for another 12 months. Labor 
wants only three. Given Labor's recent voting record and given that it's about 
national security, can we expect you to fold at the last moment and pass the bill 
if you don't get your way? 
 
MARLES: Ultimately what we've got here is another example of the 
Government being surprised to find itself on the Treasury benches side of the 
Parliament and not being ready to deal with this issue. Last year, in the first half 
of last year, the Parliamentary Joint Committee on Intelligence and Security 
sought a review of all of these powers. Now it is important that ASIO has a 
modern questioning and detainment set of powers- 
  
DOOGUE: Yeah, this came in after n September the 11th didn't it? 
  
MARLES: Exactly. These go back to 2001. There's been a lot of review of 
them. The Parliamentary Joint Committee and for that matter the National 
Security Monitor have all raised questions about whether or not these powers- 
the existing regime is not fit for purpose anymore and that it's out of date. The 
expectation was that the Government should have come up with a more 
modern regime in relation to ASIO’s questioning powers by the end of last year. 
Now we’re in the end of July, 2019, we haven't heard anything from the Minister 
and again after the election- essentially what the Minister is doing today is 
rolling up into Parliament and asking for an extension on his assignment. 
  
DOOGUE: So what's Labor's position? 
  
MARLES: Well we're going to be moving amendments today to reflect what has 
been put forward by the Parliamentary Joint Committee. I mean, it's not good 
enough that the Minister essentially comes into the Parliament looking at his 
shoes and announces that the dogs eaten his homework. We actually need the 
Minister to come forward with a more modern regime in respect of ASIO’s 
questioning powers – 
  
DOOGUE: And that’s about the three months- 
  
MARLES: Well the three months is an extension, so what we're saying is we'll 
give you an extension of three months not 12 but actually do your job. Don't 
come in here saying the dog ate your homework, actually do your job and come 
up with what should be a modern regime fit for purpose in 2019, rather than 
having ASIO rely on a set of powers which date back to 2001 and have been 
significantly criticised by a whole range of parties since then. 
 
DOOGUE: Okay, now moving on a Robodebt. As I said there are a lot of 



issues. Last night on 7:30 there were more disturbing revelations about the 
government's Robodebt program. Essentially Centrelink is trying to claw back 
what it claims to be overpayments from the estates of dead people and they say 
that they have every right to do that. Labor is now calling for the automated- the 
whole automated- debt recovery program to be scrapped. Have you come to 
the conclusion that it is now beyond saving? 
MARLES: Yes. It does need to be scrapped. And it needs to be scrapped 
because there have been thousands upon thousands of cases where the 
mechanism for determining whether there is a debt has got it wrong and the 
debt notice has been sent out to people who actually don't have a debt at all, 
creating enormous distress. There is no human agency in the way in which this 
is generated so an actual person oversighting whether or not the debt notice 
makes any sense at all- 
  
DOOGUE: Well it reverses the onus of proof too. 
  
MARLES: And it reverses the onus of proof, exactly. So you receive one of 
these - you actually do not owe a debt. Thousands of people have been in this 
situation, but now the onus of proof has been reversed in respect of you and 
you are put through a whole lot of trauma and we've seen a number of those 
cases reported, including on The 7:30 Report last night scrap. It should be 
scrapped- 
 
DOOGUE: But of course the Minister says, has repeatedly said, has repeatedly 
said that any person who wants to query their Robodebt should simply call the 
Department and that you would get a person then discussing with you. Isn’t that 
a reasonable answer? 
 
MARLES: No. That’s not a reasonable answer. It's not a reasonable answer 
when the person has had the trauma of receiving a letter from the Government 
saying that you owe money to the Government and now, in your attempt to 
explain that you don't owe that money- 
  
DOOGUE: But you see you might. You might you might, you may not even 
realise that. That's the question I say. 
  
MARLES: Sure, so there can be other mechanisms which actually accurately 
determine whether or not you do owe money, but the point is this method has 
identified thousands of people who actually do not owe money but they have 
been put through a circumstance of needing to explain themselves and in 
circumstances as you rightly point out Geraldine, where the onus of proof is 
reversed as they try to make that explanation. I mean this is causing incredible 
distress out there, and I think if you were to speak to a range of MPs and 
certainly in my case, we've had people come to our electorate offices in a real 



 

state of anxiety because of having received these letters and there's just no 
doubt that this isn't working. It is a process which should be scrapped. 
 
DOOGUE: Now moving on to questions around the Energy Minister, Angus 
Taylor. Now Labor certainly did try very hard to pursue allegations that he used 
his position to try to water down environmental protections for endangered 
grasslands, that a company he part owns, had cleared on a New South Wales 
farm. Labor’s failed again. You lost by, you set up a Senate Inquiry, you lost by 
a single vote 33 to 32. So for the moment Angus Taylor doesn't have to answer 
any more questions about the land clearing. Is that it game over? 
  
MARLES: No and just because Pauline Hanson is running interference for the 
Government doesn't mean that Angus Taylor has suddenly provided a credible 
explanation to the meeting that occurred back in March of 2017 in relation to 
this matter. Because the truth of it is that he hasn't provided that explanation at 
all. And what we're seeing here is the Government out there trying to really 
defend the indefensible. Angus Taylor has not explained properly why that 
meeting occurred, why he was there and what instigated it, in circumstances as 
you say; where a property that he part owned was allegedly involved in a 
breach in respect of the clearing of certain grasses. And, further than that, his 
interest in that property hasn't been properly declared in his Statement of 
Interests. Angus Taylor needs to actually come clean in relation to this, and 
right now the Government, if it had any proper Ministerial Standards at all would 
be demanding that he do that. 
  
DOOGUE: Thank you very much indeed for joining us and discussing all those 
matters. 
  
MARLES: Thanks Geraldine. 
  
ENDS 
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