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INTERVIEWS WITH DEPUTY LEADER OF THE FEDERAL OPPOSITION JULIE BISHOP AND AUSTRALIAN OLYMPIC COMMITTEE PRESIDENT JOHN COATES.
DISCUSSIONS ABOUT THE RUDD GOVERNMENT’S EMISSIONS TRADING SCHEME (ETS), THE OPPOSITION’S PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE SCHEME, AUSTRALIA’S APPROACH TO ASYLUM SEEKERS, AND AUSTRALIA’S PROSPECTS FOR OLYMPIC GOLD.
MEET THE PRESS PRESENTER PAUL BONGIORNO: Good morning. Welcome to Meet the Press. It's crunch time for the Government's climate change bills and everything is riding on the Coalition forging a deal and delivering on it in the Parliament: The two sides of politics were as one in a moving national apology to the forgotten Australians who suffered neglect and abuse as children. 

PRIME MINISTER KEVIN RUDD: (Monday) We are sorry.
LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION MALCOLM TURNBULL: (Monday) We are sorry because none of us can give back what was taken.
PAUL BONGIORNO: But the divisions over the emissions trading legislation were all too evident. 
LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION IN THE SENATE NICK MINCHIN: (Thursday) The Senate overwhelmingly rejected this abomination in August. It should do so again. In order to get away with this massive restructuring of the Australian economy, the spinmeisters in the Rudd Government decided that Australians had to be deliberately misled into believing CO2 is a pollutant. 
KEVIN RUDD: (Thursday; to Malcolm Turnbull) If you've going to put up with that, mate, I have sympathy for you, I really do. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: One problem sailed out of view when Sri Lankan asylum seekers were persuaded to end occupation of the ‘Oceanic Viking’.
JOURNALIST: (To asylum seekers) Are you happy to be in detention? 
MALCOLM TURNBULL: (Wednesday) Will the Prime Minister finally stop treating the Australian public like mugs and admit it used a special deal. 
KEVIN RUDD: (Thursday) The special deal sought by those on the vessel was for the vessel to come to Australia. We have not responded to that pressure. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: Deputy Liberal Leader Julie Bishop is a guest. And later fading dreams of Aussie Olympic gold: AOC President John Coates joins us. But first what the papers are reporting this Sunday, November 22. The ‘Sunday Telegraph’ has the ominous headline, ‘Worst threat of fire in a century’. Scorching temperatures, 48 degrees the forecast, bone-dry bush and strong winds have combined to create a catastrophic bushfire threat in NSW. While the ‘Sunday Telegraph’ says Malcolm Turnbull will do a deal with the Government on climate change, the Sunday Age says, ‘Libs warn Turnbull carbon plan risks split’. The paper says Mr Turnbull is being urged not to back the ETS to preserve party unity. The ‘Sun Herald’ leads with ‘Pay rise push for women’. A parliamentary inquiry will call for sweeping changes to overcome the average 17% pay gap between men and women. The ‘Sunday Herald Sun’ has ‘Mum's wish to see twins’. The 22-year-old Bangladeshi mother of the separated twins would love to see her children one more time. Welcome back to program, Julie Bishop. Good morning, Ms Bishop. 

DEPUTY LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION JULIE BISHOP: Good morning, Paul
PAUL BONGIORNO: How are the negotiations going? What vibes are you getting from Mr Macfarlane at this eleventh hour? 
JULIE BISHOP: Well, Paul, I won't pre-empt the outcome of the negotiations. They've been underway for some time. Clearly the Government acknowledges it has significant flaws in its scheme, otherwise it wouldn't have agreed to negotiate. They have been underway for some time. As I understand it, there will be some conclusion probably this weekend. Of course, that will be necessary because time is running out for the Government. The Government reintroduced precisely the same bill that had been rejected by the entire Parliament other than the Labor Party last August and that's why Senators are essentially making the same speeches on the same flawed scheme in the Senate, but next week we hope that a conclusion will be reached and we will take that to the party room and the party room will determine whether they accept the amendments or not. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: With the timetable for the Senate, you would need to have something for Shadow Cabinet on Monday, Shadow Cabinet ready to discuss things, look at whatever Mr Macfarlane comes to you with? 
JULIE BISHOP: Well, the procedure that was and is in place is that Ian Macfarlane would seek to negotiate a range of significant amendments with Penny Wong. If that was able to be concluded, he would then bring it back to the Shadow Cabinet and then to the party room. The party room would then determine our position on this ETS. Our concern from the outset has been to protect Australian jobs. That will be the fundamental issue we focus on this coming Tuesday. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: So there's no resiling? The Shadow Cabinet wants to make a decision one way or the other? 
JULIE BISHOP: That's in the Government's hands. The Government has to conclude the negotiations, I would suggest this weekend, otherwise the time has run out for the Government. The absurdity is that the Senators are debating the very same bill without any change that was rejected by the Senate last August and the Government has timed it so that they reintroduced the same bill within the constitutional time frame to give them an opportunity for a double dissolution trigger. If the Government had seriously wanted this bill to be passed this year, it should have reintroduced it in say, September or October, and we would have had time to have a proper debate about it. As it is now it's all being squeezed down into one week. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: Your colleague Tony Abbott, on television, adopted a tough new benchmark for negotiations with the Government. Here is what he said. 
SHADOW MINISTER FOR FAMILIES, HOUSING, COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS TONY ABBOTT: (Tuesday) We are not giving up on our amendments. We think all of our amendments are important and we want the Government to accept them all. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: “To accept them all” - it doesn't sound like a negotiating position, does it? It's all or nothing.  
JULIE BISHOP: We promised to negotiate in good faith, and that's what we're doing, but a negotiation is precisely that. We put forward the range of amendments we believe are significant. Most of them are based on protecting Australian jobs and industries, ensuring they don't go offshore and ensuring that Australians can have faith that their jobs will be maintained. That's our focus. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: When you say "in good faith", there's no doubt that Malcolm Turnbull believes the science. He believes that human beings are contributing in a very big way to climate change. Is that your belief as well? 
JULIE BISHOP: I agree that we should negotiate amendments. This is what I want to point out. A couple of weeks ago, there was a party room meeting where some commentators were suggesting the whole thing would blow apart. I would never pre-empt party room consensus; and overwhelmingly the party voted…

PAUL BONGIORNO: But are you…

JULIE BISHOP: Just a minute. The party voted to support Ian Macfarlane seeking to negotiate amendments to an emissions trading scheme. So that is the position of the party room still today, that we want Ian Macfarlane to negotiate amendments to the scheme. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: It's an important departure point really. Your leader in the Senate doesn't believe the science, and clearly when you say “good faith negotiation” it's to deal with the problem of climate change. If you don't believe there's a problem we can do anything about, you wouldn't be bothered, would you? 
JULIE BISHOP: Paul, there can be individual views, but a handful of views stated publicly don't reflect the consensus of the party room. Others have made the mistake of second-guessing our party room. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: You have avoided answering the question of whether you accept the science.

JULIE BISHOP: I have said before that yes, we should be working to protect our environment. I have made speeches about the fact we should be looking at alternative energy sources because we need to look for cheaper, greener, safer energy sources, and so I'm very keen to have a debate about our energy future, because Australia is so reliant on the burning of fossil fuels to create energy compared with our trading partners, for example. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: The suggestion in today's paper that for the sake of party unity Malcolm Turnbull should give up on an ETS altogether, do you have any sympathy for that view? 
JULIE BISHOP: I think we're getting way ahead of ourselves. The party room decided, virtually unanimously, that we would seek to negotiate in good faith and Ian Macfarlane would bring these concluded negotiations back to the Shadow Cabinet, then to the party room. That procedure is still underway. So we're getting ahead of ourselves if we're starting to second-guess what the party room will decide on Tuesday. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: But it seems you have no sympathy for that. In a sense that would be a victory for the nay-sayers off the bat, wouldn’t it? 
JULIE BISHOP: But the point is that we are negotiating to fix Mr Rudd's flawed ETS. That is the position of the party room that was decided some weeks ago. That's still the position, and even though there are some people expressing personal views, at the end of the day the party room will determine the outcome of the negotiations and our position on the bill.
PAUL BONGIORNO: Coming up when the panel joins us, the unhealthy climate in the Coalition over the Government's ETS, and Finance Minister Lindsay Tanner thinks Nick Minchin is gunning for his leader with a posse of backwoodsmen. 
FEDERAL MINISTER FOR FINANCE AND DEREGULATION LINDSAY TANNER: (Thursday) Senator Minchin is incubating a kind of rural militia from backwards Montana in the Senate, Mr Speaker. He's out there in his fatigues. He’s got the bandana wrapped around his head. He's got the gun racks and he's got the pick-up truck and he's got the stock of beer there, and he's off chasing all those global conspiracies, Mr Speaker. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: You're on Meet the Press with Deputy Liberal Leader Julie Bishop. Welcome to our panel: Stefanie Balogh from the ‘Courier Mail’. Good morning, Stefanie.

THE ‘COURIER MAIL’S STEFANIE BALOGH: Good morning.

PAUL BONGIORNO: And Peter Hartcher from the ‘Sydney Morning Herald’. Good morning, Peter. 
THE ‘SYDNEY MORNING HERALDS’S PETER HARTCHER: Good morning, Paul.
PAUL BONGIORNO: The Nationals’ old warhorse Ron Boswell is predicting a political bloodbath when the ETS vote hits the Senate this week. 
NATIONALS SENATOR RON BOSWELL: (Thursday) And I suggest every journalist turn up because you won't see this - what will happen to this division; it’ll probably only ever happen once in your lives. 
REPORTER: In what way, do you mean? Tearing the Coalition apart? 
RON BOSWELL: It will be people going everywhere. 
STEFANIE BALOGH: Miss Bishop, with “people going everywhere”, how many of them will be following the leader? 
JULIE BISHOP: They will all support Malcolm Turnbull. He will lead us to the next election. The party room will come to a consensus. As I was saying to Paul earlier, those who try to second-guess the party room based on a handful of public comments often come up with the wrong answer. So I wouldn't pre-empt the party room on this or any other issue, I can assure you. 
STEFANIE BALOGH: But can you be adamant that everyone will be supporting Mr Turnbull? Will people stay away from the vote? Will they not turn up? 
JULIE BISHOP: No, what I'm saying is we will have a robust debate as we have in the past, but we will come to a consensus position so that we can move forward. The Liberal Party is very open about the level of debates we have and the issues that we debate, and I have no doubt that will go on in the party room on Tuesday and then we will come to a consensus position. 
STEFANIE BALOGH: On that party room, will the Nationals be part of that? They've already declared their hand on the ETS. There's some suggestion that they should stay away so that the amendments can be voted on by the people who could be swayed either way, the Liberals? 
JULIE BISHOP: I'm certainly not aware there will be any change to usual procedure. 
PETER HARTCHER: We hear from both sides of this negotiation – the Government and the Opposition – that both seem confident there will be some sort of deal at the end of this. Presuming that that happens, can you guarantee to us that the Opposition will actually bring that to a vote in the Senate this week before 5pm on Thursday – no more waiting for Copenhagen, no more delays – and actually allow it to come to a vote on the Senate floor? 
JULIE BISHOP: Well, Peter that's very much in the Government's hands. The negotiations have been going on for quite some time. Had the Government wished for the debate to be earlier in the Senate… As I've said, they're still debating the old bill. This was the absurdity of last week, that Senators were discussing a bill that everybody says is flawed, even the Government because it is seeking to amend it, and we don't have a bill that contains any amendments put forward by the Opposition. So next week, somewhere along the line, the Senators will be asked to debate a new bill, it would seem. So the timing of this is all in the Government's hands. If the Government doesn't come back to us with a concluded position on the negotiations until part way through the week, well, it will be just literally, logistically too late for the bill to be passed, so it's up to the Government as to when they want to conclude these negotiations. 
PETER HARTCHER: You've said this morning, though, that the Shadow Cabinet and the party room will come to an agreement and will coalesce and agree to a position. Surely once there's this deal which has been long in the making, surely once the party has agreed to the terms of that deal that is something that can be quickly voted through in the Senate by your party to get this in place by the end of this year? 
JULIE BISHOP: We have a party room meeting on Tuesdays. We always have and probably always will. But if the Government hasn't concluded the negotiations with us by Tuesday, obviously we will have to have a party room meeting later in the week and we can do that. It just comes down as to whether this there will be sufficient time in the Senate, because it has scheduled sitting hours, they've been agreed to, and if the negotiations are concluded too late in the week, well, then the Government doesn't get its bill debated prior to Copenhagen, prior to the end of the parliamentary year. 
PETER HARTCHER: So no guarantees that this can happen this week, by the end of the year? 
JULIE BISHOP: Well, I can't guarantee that because it's in hands of the Government. 
STEFANIE BALOGH: On the issue of the Shadow Cabinet, will party discipline be enforced? Will Malcolm Turnbull enforce that with say rebel frontbenchers who don't agree to the position? 
JULIE BISHOP: Well, let's not pre-empt what's going to happen. As I've said throughout this morning, it's not prudent to second-guess our party room. There have been many views expressed on what was going to happen in party rooms past and it hasn’t come to pass. This party room will be no different. There will a robust debate and we will come to a consensus position. 
PETER HARTCHER: Changing subjects, Ms Bishop, to asylum seekers. In the 2001 election campaign, you told the ‘Subiaco Post’ and I'll quote, that, "The asylum seeker issue was an extremely difficult problem because there were so many regimes people were fleeing as genuine refugees… Australia should take more refugees." Are you consistent in this position? Is that still your view today? 
JULIE BISHOP: Absolutely. That is what happened. After 2001 we did increase our humanitarian and refugee program, quite considerably, and after 2001 we put in place a number of policies building on former policies that stopped the boats. My concern was that people were being encouraged by people smugglers to take this very dangerous and risky journey to Australia. The Howard Government stopped the boats in 2002 and for the next six years an average of only three boats a year came to Australia. So we actually did what I was hoping we would do, that is increase our humanitarian and refugee intake and also to stop the boats, so that the people smuggling trade couldn't benefit and exploit these people who were fleeing other countries. 
PETER HARTCHER: Well, it's true that at the time you said that the refugee intake was 12,000 people and it's now 13,000. It has increased. 
JULIE BISHOP: Yes. 
PETER HARTCHER: Is that the limit, though, or is there room for more? 
JULIE BISHOP: Well, our concern with the people smugglers is that those who come in via the people smuggling trade take the place of those who would have been brought in under the humanitarian program. This has always been my concern. We have to maintain an orderly migration program so that we can maintain a strong humanitarian program. So if it's 13,000 or 14,000, you want to ensure that they come via the UNHCR, through the refugee camps, because these are the people most in need. These are the people most in need of resettlement. Rather than those who pay people smugglers $15,000 a head - some exorbitant amount – to take that risky journey to Australia. As we have seen in recent months, it can have tragic consequences. We must stop the people smuggling trade in whatever ways we can. And what's been so disappointing about the Labor position throughout all of this is that Mr Rudd has failed in our border protection policies by weakening the laws, encouraging the people smuggling trade and then absolving himself of any responsibility for the surge in boats, either by saying, “Well, Indonesia has to fix it,” or, “New Zealand has to take more of these people who arrive by boat.”
PAUL BONGIORNO: Just before we go, during the week there were two questions from the Opposition, I think from Sussan Ley, one asking if the ‘Oceanic Viking’ people were to come to Australia as refugees would they get public housing? The other asked if they would be eligible for health and social security. How did those questions get through tactics? I mean, they were aimed squarely, were they not, at inflaming the situation and vilifying the asylum seekers? 
JULIE BISHOP: Not at all, they were aimed squarely at the special deal that Kevin Rudd did in order to entice the 78 people off the ‘Oceanic Viking’. So we asked many questions about the special deal. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: But there were other questions on the deal, but this went beyond that, didn't it? 
JULIE BISHOP: No, we asked many questions on the special deal and the Prime Minister refused to admit there was even a special deal. We had a ‘non-extraordinary deal’. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: Were they inflammatory questions, though, those particular ones? 
JULIE BISHOP: No, I believe they were asking about the terms of this special deal. Were these refugees, if they became determined as refugees, were they being offered benefits that were different from other refugees? 
PAUL BONGIORNO: OK. Thank you very much for being with us today, Julie Bishop. Coming up, John Coates warns Australia's Olympic reputation is under threat. And cartoonist Peter Nicholson in the ‘Australian’ sees an interesting parallel between two of the week's biggest events. “Finally after a long intricate operation and incredible cosmetic surgery, the last Sri Lankan is separated from the ‘Oceanic Viking’. 
You're on Meet the Press. The Crawford Report into sport funding came as a bombshell for daring to question an extra 100 million taxpayer dollars for our Olympians. By one estimate each gold medal can cost $15 million and it's been suggested we should aim for a top 10 finish in the medals rather than the top five.

DAVID CRAWFORD: (Tuesday) The medal tally should not be, we say this very clearly, we don't think that's necessarily the appropriate definition of success for elite sport. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: And welcome to the program, Australian Olympic Committee President John Coates. Good morning, Mr Coates. 
AUSTRALIAN OLYMPIC COMMITTEE PRESIDENT JOHN COATES: Hello, Paul. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: First of all, do you accept that estimate of $15 million for a gold medal? I suppose it's calculated by the number of gold medals for the funding we put into it. 
JOHN COATES: The gold medals, the silver, the bronze, they are an indication of the success of the programs run by each of the 28 summer sports and the six winter sports. Those sports are responsible for their sport from elite to grassroots level so we don't accept that. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: Should we put a price on medals, though? Should the sky be the limit? If it costs $15 million, it costs $15 million.

JOHN COATES: Well, the essential issue is do we want to stay in the top five and that's something we've been aspiring to since the debacle of Montreal when we slipped to 34th. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: No matter what the cost is, though, I guess is what I'm getting at? 
JOHN COATES: We have got other countries we're competing with that are putting additional funds in. Putting aside Russia, the United States and China, which put a lot of money in, Great Britain is putting in $1.3 billion over four years, Germany is putting in $1.2 billion, France, $1.1 billion, Italy, $900 million. Australia, for Olympics and Paralympics, the funding of our member sports, is putting in $588 million. If they're our major competitors and if the Government wants us to stay up with the game, then they have to support that. Let me stress, none of this money that we're seeking, the additional, and none of the current money comes to the Australian Olympic Committee. We are totally independent of government and financially independent. We fully fund our Olympic team, our Olympic winter team, our youth Olympic team, our youth Olympic winter team. We run an Australian youth Olympic festival for young children. We’ve spent $14 million on that over the last nine years. And we distribute funds to our member federations, but the federations themselves are mainly totally dependent on Government. 
PETER HARTCHER: Mr Coates, you've said that it's important for Australia's national pride to continue to collect a lot of medals at the Olympic Games. Where's the national pride, though, in a country of ever-growing obesity? Where's the national pride in a country of 10 million people getting fatter sitting on their backsides watching 10 fit people collect medals? What's wrong with increased emphasis on mass participation in sport? 
JOHN COATES: The two have to come together. We acknowledge that more needs to be done to address obesity, through the Department of Health, through additional funding but not at the expense of the funding that's being directed to people who are our role models. When Cathy Freeman won in Sydney, Australian Little Athletics memberships went through the roof. There are kids who take up basketball because of Andrew Gaze. There are kids who take up swimming because of Kieran Perkins and Ian Thorpe. All of our sports provide those role models. As I say, you just have to put the two together. 
PETER HARTCHER: So you're calling for an open-ended appeal to the national taxpayer to support both? 
JOHN COATES: Yes, we're not open-ended in the respect of the amount of money. We knew where Crawford was heading. He interviewed us on 24 November 2008. He put it to me then that it was unrealistic for Australia to continue to aim to be in the top five. We gathered our sports together, shortly after that. We had them cost what would be required for us to stay in the top five in Sydney, and then through to 2016 and what is now going to be Brazil, Rio, similar to what we did in 1993, prior to us winning the games and going to Paul Keating for additional funding. All the figures are there. They have not been questioned. I stress they're for the Paralympics and the Olympic sports, and not for the Australian Olympic team. 
STEFANIE BALOGH: Mr Coates, what do you do to stay in the top five if the funding isn't forthcoming? Do you go out to sponsorship deals, do you do chook raffles? How do you raise the money?
JOHN COATES: We already are managing $36 million in sponsorship over this period. We already receive distributions from an Olympic foundation, largely the legacy from Sydney. That is coming in. There is a limit to what the Australian market will produce for the Olympic sports and those sports in isolation if you take out tennis, an Olympic sport, you take out rugby 7s, golf, you take out soccer, football, they really, with the exception of swimming, have no capacity to get any broadcast rights. In the case of swimming, it's something like $3 million a year. Compare that to what the big professional sports that Mr Crawford is favouring and receiving from broadcast rights. Our sports don't get people through the gates courtesy of cricket grounds. The Melbourne Cricket Ground and Sydney Cricket Ground were built with taxpayers’ dollars. They don't because of the broadcast rights attract major sponsors. Government has to pick up the tab for them. 
STEFANIE BALOGH: So if it doesn't, do you have faith in Sports Minister Kate Ellis? We heard you express views on the Crawford Report, what about the actual minister? 
JOHN COATES: Well, in the week she released the report, she's been arm-wrestling with steroids. While we're out there taking it seriously, we will certainly come back and respond professionally to this report. We want to have a debate with her and she's gone missing. 
PETER HARTCHER: So she's not taking it seriously? 
JOHN COATES: I don't know that she's taking it seriously. She certainly has not engaged with us since she's become the minister on this issue. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: Briefly, the Government put out the message that it is not going to cut the funding. It is simply not going to add to it. That amounts to a freeze, doesn't it? Would that be damaging? 
JOHN COATES: But if you follow the Crawford Report, they're saying spin-off the Australian Institute of Sport, have a separate sports commission and give it a greater role in terms of obesity and community sport with the same amount of money. If it's the same amount of money, it will be at the expense of obviously, reading Crawford, the smaller sports. 
PAUL BONGIORNO: Thank you very much for being with us today, John Coates, and thanks to our panel, Stefanie Balogh and Peter Hartcher. A transcript and the replay of this programme will be on our website. Until next week, goodbye. 

