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David Speers:  I want to start with looking at your opening pitch in this campaign yesterday.  It was a largely negative one; not without reason did you point to the failings of this Labor government in its first term.  But people are now looking at you in this campaign about what sort of prime minister you would be.  So tell us, what does Tony Abbott stand for?  What is your vision?  And do you still describe yourself as the ideological love child of John Howard and Bronwyn Bishop?

Tony Abbott:  David, I think people want a better government, that’s what they want.  That’s why I say that we will end the waste, we’ll pay back the debt, we’ll stop the new taxes and we’ll stop the boats, because I think they’re the issues that people are interested in.  So we’ve had a very incompetent government over the last three years and it’s just got worse in the three weeks since Julia Gillard has become prime minister.  I think people want above all a government that they can trust is competent.

David Speers:  Again, in that answer, it was all about the failings of the Rudd/Gillard government.

Tony Abbott:  But in order to pay back the debt, we’ve got to cut spending.  In order to stop the boats, we’ve got to change policy.  So inevitably I’m talking about the things that we would do, and I think it’s very important that people understand that we will be action rather than talk.

David Speers:  These are problems you plan to fix.  I’m wondering if there’s anything particularly new or visionary that you have in mind for Australia’s future?

Tony Abbott:  Well just to give you two areas, we’ve already got a climate change policy out there, we’ve had our policy out there since February.  We’re the only major political party which does have a climate change policy.  Labor has no policy.  And there’s my paid parental leave scheme, which is real money for real time, and this is not only a visionary social change, but it’s a very important economic reform.  So Australia will be changed for the better under the next coalition government.  

David Speers:  We’ll get to some of those issues on the economy in a moment.  But if we can get into asylum seekers, you talk about stopping the boats, and in fact you recently raised fears of “a peaceful invasion of asylum seekers”.  The word ‘invasion’ does signal some sort of threat.  What sort of threat do these people pose?

Tony Abbott:  I think 147 boats since Labor changed the policy of the former government that was working is as pretty big number.  I think 7,000 illegals is a pretty big number, and I think people are right to be concerned about those who arrive unsafely, without papers, more or less when they feel like it.  It’s quite a different situation from the people who arrive safely with papers by plane and then subsequently become illegal.

Dennis Shanahan:  But Julia Gillard actually says you’re getting closer to her on asylum seekers, and yesterday at her opening campaign press conference . . .

Tony Abbott:  . . . So I’m moving forward to her?

Dennis Shanahan:  Moving forward to Julia.  In what areas are you so different to Julia Gillard?  She talks about the common aim of regional processing and so forth.  Why are you different?

Tony Abbott:  But you see, Julia Gillard is desperately trying to ‘me too’ the coalition here.  I mean just as Kevin  Rudd ‘me too’d’ John Howard before the ’07 election, Julia Gillard on some key policies is ‘me too’ing’ the coalition now.  She was the co-author of the Kevin Rudd policy which produced the inflow.  She was the person who closed down Nauru.  She was the person who abolished temporary protection visas.  She was the person who said we are going to be much more compassionate than the evil, vicious, nasty Howard government.  Of course the people smugglers rubbed their hands with glee, and they said we’re back in business.  

Dennis Shanahan:  But Kevin Rudd being ‘me too’ with John Howard actually worked.  It may be a frightening thought to think of Julia Gillard as Tony Abbott light, but what is different about the policies?  Why won’t ‘me too’ing’ the coalition work?

Tony Abbott:  Well to start with, we will bring back temporary protection visas.  That is very, very important, because if people think that if they get here and are assessed a refugee, they’ll have a permanent residency, they’ll have a new life in Australia, obviously that is a very, very seductive product for the people smugglers to sell.  So temporary protection visas are essential if we are going to stop the boats.  The other is, if she’s fair dinkum about offshore processing, she should pick up the phone to Nauru, and the fact that there’s been all this trimming and equivocating, when the simple thing for her to do is to pick up the phone to the President of Nauru and we could have a centre open within a few weeks.  It seems we will never get a centre in East Timor.

Steve Lewis:  Mr. Abbott, don’t you concede, whatever the policies of the government opposition, that push factors will continue to be absolutely front and centre in terms of determining the numbers of asylum seekers coming to Australia?  With the situation in Afghanistan going from bad to worse, sure there’s nothing that you or anyone else is really going to be able to do to stop those asylum seekers coming to Australia?

Tony Abbott:  But the push factors did not materially change between 2007 when we had very few boats and 2008/9 when the flow started again.  This is a convenient myth propagated by the government.  It’s what’s happening in Australia that is pulling people to this country.  It’s not what’s happening overseas pushing them here.

Jennifer Hewett:  Tony, what about this very emotive issue of turning back the boats?  That is somewhere the Labor Party is not ‘me too’ing’ you on.  You’ve also kind of agreed that there can be some problems in turning back the boats.  It’s a very attractive slogan, but really aren’t there lots of problems in practice?

Tony Abbott:  You can’t do it all the time, of course you can’t.  But seven boats were turned around under the Howard government.  That was a very important part of ending the big flow of boat people that we had in the early 2000s.  Julia Gillard in 2002 when she was the Shadow Minister for Immigration strongly supported turning the boats around, and it’s got to be an option available to the Australian government.

Jennifer Hewett:  Even if they scuttle the boats, for example?

Tony Abbott:  Well obviously it can only happen where it would be safe to do so.  That would be determined on the advice of the naval personnel on the spot.  But there are boats and there are boats.  Some of them are obviously much more seaworthy than others and we should never rule out this possibility.  As I said, seven times it happened under the Howard government.  Then it was supported by Julia Gillard and it’s an important part of a range of policies that we need if we’re actually going to stop the boats.

David Speers:  So you would only turn back more robust, bigger boats that can’t be made unseaworthy?

Tony Abbott:  The government would make the decision based on the advice of the naval personnel on the spot that it could be done practically and safely.

David Speers:  But just in practical terms it would seem that that’s going to send a signal that they should try making the journey in rickety, small, leaky boats that can be rendered unseaworthy?

Tony Abbott:  David, obviously this is a matter that would be decided by the government on the advice of the naval personnel on the spot.

David Speers:  More broadly on population, Tony Abbott, on January 23 in an Australia Day speech, you said that “my instinct is to extend to as many as possible the freedom and benefits of life in Australia”.  What did you mean by that, if not an invitation to expand Australia’s population?

Tony Abbott:  I’m not against a higher population.  In fact my paid parental leave policy is designed to have more mums having kids and more mums in the workforce, feeling that they are able to have a larger family.  But it’s got to be sustainable, and this is the point that the coalition has been making for a long time now.  This is why we want the Productivity Commission, or the Productivity & Sustainability Commission, to give us at least annual advice on what are the infrastructure needs in order to sustain likely future populations, medium term and long term.  Because plainly, our cities are choking on their own traffic.  We can’t just keep stacking people into places that are in danger of losing their environmental amenity.

David Speers:  So it’s not the number per se?  Do you find the concept of 36 million a frightening prospect?  Or do you think that’s possible?

Tony Abbott:  What I completely reject is that we should just take for granted that we’re going to bring in 180,000 or 300,000 which are the current figures, year in, year out, come what may, until 2050 and beyond.  The point I make, David, is that Julia Gillard says she is against Kevin Rudd’s big Australia.  She never said that when Kevin Rudd announced it.  She was all for him and all for it when it was announced.  It does look like a panicked change of policy with an election in the offing, and she hasn’t changed anything in practice.  I mean, what is she doing to actually avoid this big Australia that she says she’s against?

Jennifer Hewett:  So should they cut immigration figures now?  Should they cut it dramatically now?

Tony Abbott:  This is the government and it’s the government’s . . .

Jennifer Hewett:  . . . No, but you’re the opposition and you’re saying what you would do in government.

Tony Abbott:  The point I make, Jenny, is that if we are going to have a better society for our kids and our grandkids to live in, we’ve got to make sure that the infrastructure keeps pace with population increase.  That’s what we haven’t got, particularly from state Labor governments.  Of the stimulus, less than 13% I think was spent on economic infrastructure; the rest of it went on schools and school hall rip-offs and pink batts and cash handouts.

Dennis Shanahan:  Isn’t there a danger here though that the debate, the question of population, the demography involved, has become entwined inextricably with the question of asylum seekers and immigration levels, when population really actually looks at, as you did suggest before, population growth, fertility rates and so forth?  Now there seems to be a dangerous mixing of asylum seekers, population, as if somehow asylum seekers are crowding out people in the western suburbs of Sydney.  Isn’t this a danger?

Tony Abbott:  Dennis, I think Australians want to feel like they are in charge of their destiny.  I think Australians want to feel like we are running the country.  That’s the problem with the boat people issue.  We feel that we’ve become a soft touch.  We feel that people are in a sense taking advantage of us, that the people smugglers and not the Australian government, and ultimately the Australian people are in charge of the immigration program.

Jennifer Hewett:  But that’s quite a different issue really to the level of immigration that Australia should have for its economic growth?

Tony Abbott:  Yes, but . . .

Jennifer Hewett:  . . . You’re deliberately mixing them up.

Tony Abbott:  I’m not deliberately mixing them up.  I’m making a point.  I’m making a point that people want to feel that Australians are in charge.  At the moment we’re getting boat after boat, because the people smugglers are in charge of that kind of thing, or that’s how it seems to the Australian public.  That’s why it’s so important, if the general question of immigration is not to be as emotive, as you say it is, that we do get the boats problem under control.

Dennis Shanahan:  So would you commit to a continuation of what has largely been a bipartisan position on migration and immigration numbers, as distinct from an asylum seeker border protection policy?

Tony Abbott:  Dennis, I believe that we have got to extend the hand of welcome to people who come to Australia quite properly as part of an immigration program.  But the public don’t like the idea that come what may, 180,000 or 300,000 people a year are just going to be coming in, year in, year out, until 2050.

David Speers:  So what figure is acceptable, if 180 isn’t acceptable?

Tony Abbott:  You ought to make a judgment at least on an annual basis.  Some years it will go up, some years it will go down.  But at all times the Australian government, elected and accountable to the Australian people, should be in charge.  This idea that we owe it to the world to take 180,000 or 300,000 as the case may be, year in, year out, is just not right.

David Speers:  If that’s too many, are you comfortable with 150,000?

Tony Abbott:  Again, I would like to get, and I would get in government advice from the Productivity & Sustainability Commission about the sort of numbers that we should be taking if we are to have economic and environmental sustainability.

Jennifer Hewett:  But we know that infrastructure for example takes years and years.  So they’re going to say yes, you can build this infrastructure and maybe it’ll be ready in ten years time.  What do you do in the meantime?  Just freeze the immigration numbers?

Tony Abbott:  This is precisely the forward thinking that we haven’t had from state Labor governments.  Let’s face it, Julia Gillard didn’t even think that it would be good to call the Head of Government rather than the Head of State of East Timor if she wanted to build a camp there.   

Jennifer Hewett:  Now that is again completely different from immigration numbers.

Tony Abbott:  But Jenny, the point I’m trying to make is that we need competent government that looks at Australia’s long term national interest, and is not entirely driven by short term political advantage.  What we’ve had over the last three years, but in particular over the last three weeks, is the triumph of politics over the national interest.

Jennifer Hewett:  But in terms of the triumph of politics over the national interest though, you sound dangerously like you’re saying that Australia can’t afford to have the number of immigrants they have, or anything like the number of immigrants they have, until the infrastructure problems are fixed, which as we know will take many, many years.

Tony Abbott:  What I am saying is that a sensible country will adjust its immigration intake up and down in accordance with a clear and hard headed perception of its own national interests.  Now obviously if there are migrants that we can take tomorrow who are going to make a significant contribution to Australia, that we really need, sure, we’ll bring them in.  But if that has an impact on population, which is going to mean that the situation in our cities gets worse, we’ve got to be mindful of this and we’ve got to start building.  You know, the interesting thing on this one is, Ken Henry called for a congestion charge.  It was one of the recommendations that wasn’t ruled out by the government, and I think it would be very important for the Prime Minister in the course of this campaign, why not today, to give us her views on a congestion charge.

David Speers:  What’s your view?

Tony Abbott:  There won’t be one.  As far as I’m concerned, there absolutely won’t be one.

Jennifer Hewett:  Would be one way of paying for infrastructure, which you obviously need.

Tony Abbott:  But the point is, what the government needs to do is not raise more taxes, the government needs to get its spending under control, and that is at the heart of our approach to economic management.  Government spending is out of control.  Unproductive government spending is out of control.  The government has to get its suspending out of control if we are to get the infrastructure that we need.

David Speers:  Let’s talk about economic management.  Labor, with the revenue from the mining tax that you’re opposed to, is going to cut the company tax rate, it’s going to give small business more incentives.  You’re opposing all of that and you’re actually putting a levy on business to pay for your paid parental leave scheme.  So how is this going to generate jobs?

Tony Abbott:  The point I make is that the most successful industry in modern times in Australia, the most successful large industry, has been the mining industry.  It makes no sense whatsoever.  It really is a moonbeam from the larger lunacy to clobber the most successful industry in our country.  It proves that Labor doesn’t get it when it comes to economics.

David Speers:  Is it a moonbeam from Xstrata, Rio and BHP?  They support this idea.

Tony Abbott:  They do not.  They do not.  This is another one of the myths that the government is propagating.  They thought that the revised tax was the best deal they could get from a bad government, but they don’t like it one little bit – they hate it!

Jennifer Hewett:  Have they told you that?

Tony Abbott:  They absolutely hate it.

Jennifer Hewett:  Have they told you that?

Tony Abbott:  Look I’m not going to go into private conversations.  But they absolutely hate it.  The fact is that the former tax was going to take the tax on mining in Australia from 37% to 57%.  This tax will take it from 37% to about 45%, that is if they don’t jack it up in the years ahead.

David Speers:  But they’re not saying they hate it.

Tony Abbott:  The fact of the matter is, that is still, even on its current calibration, going to give Australia the highest rate of tax on mining in the world, and that is very bad for our economy.

Dennis Shanahan:  But even the miners though are saying that they would like to see tax reform on resources.

Tony Abbott:  Well what they said was that they would prefer to have a profits based tax than a production based tax, but they didn’t say they wanted an increase in their overall taxation.  They never, ever said that.  It’s typical of this government that they’ve run around verballing people for months, putting words into people’s mouths.  This is why people just don’t trust these people.  

Jennifer Hewett:  You’re putting words into their mouths.

Tony Abbott:  The public do not trust this government, because they know that this government verbals people.

Dennis Shanahan:  But will you commit to mining tax reform?  If that’s what the miners want, if that’s efficient?

Tony Abbott:  Mining tax reform is a matter essentially for the states, because royalties are a state tax, and it’s the royalties that the miners would prefer were calibrated, were paid on a different basis.  That’s their problem.  At the moment we’ve got a profits based tax, it’s a federal tax, it’s called company tax.  We’ve got a return for the non-renewable resources that are taken out of the ground, called royalties, and that’s a state tax.  It’s a perfectly functioning system.  It’s a much better system than that proposed by the government. 

Dennis Shanahan:  But if the states are left in control of the tax, whether they have royalties or whatever, how do you address the issue which the government says and Ken Henry said was a major push in reforming the tax, to address the problems of a two speed economy?  That if you leave the states in control of the tax, then the resources states remain in control of the money.

Tony Abbott:  I’m not convinced by this two speed economy argument.  You do not speed up the slow lane by slowing down the fast lane.  I think that, sure there are transitional issues, there are adjustment issues.  Of course.  But it is an unambiguous good for Australia that the mining and resources sector has prospered mightily over the last generation.  We would be in an infinitely worse position, we would be struggling at the bottom of the first world as an economy without the mining sector.

David Speers:  Can I ask you on industrial relations, Tony Abbott?  Yesterday you kicked off the campaign saying WorkChoices is not only dead, but cremated.  You promised not to change Labor’s Fair Work Act for at least three years.  As you know, your Industrial Relations spokesman, Eric Abetz, then said there’d be some tweaking within the laws.  Can you give a guarantee that no worker will be worse off under the coalition?

Tony Abbott:  I give a guarantee that they will operate under Labor’s system.  That’s the guarantee.

David Speers:  But there is room within that for regulation change.

Tony Abbott:  Let me just make this fundamental point, David.  How can we bring back WorkChoices if we aren’t going to change the legislation?  This is the fundamental point.  Labor is running around with this kind of scare campaign.  For a party that wants to move forward, they are so fixated on 2007.  They are so fixated on having an action replay of the last election campaign.

David Speers:  I note you didn’t give a guarantee that no worker will be worse off.

Tony Abbott:  I give exactly the same guarantee that the government can give, that’s the guarantee that I can give, because we are not changing their legislation.  Now I note that under Julia Gillard’s award modernisation, some workers it seems will be worse off, some businesses it seems will be worse off.  But that’s Julia Gillard’s problem.  She was the one who as Workplace Relations Minister made these commitments which she hasn’t been able to honour.

Steve Lewis:  John Howard used to argue that his industrial policies meant the take-home pay for workers, for the Howard battlers, was actually increasing at a more rapid rate.  You can’t argue that.  You’re basically saying, status quo?  Haven’t you put up the white flag on industrial relations?  And doesn’t it really expose your concerns about the scare campaign the government and the ACTU were planning to run on WorkChoices?

Tony Abbott:  There is no doubt that Labor’s election campaign will essentially be a scare campaign.  It is an extraordinary comment on the utter bankruptcy of a government which is just finishing its first term, that all it can say is that the other mob are going to do all these terrible things.  But you raised this issue of workers being better off.  One of the issues that I think is really going to dominate this campaign, Steve, is this whole question of cost of living and pressures on the family budget.  If you look at the figures, electricity prices have gone up 35% since the end of 2007, gas prices have gone up 24% since the end of 2007, water prices have gone up 29% since the end of 2007.  Labor was going to have a fuel watch and grocery watch.  It was going to have all these mechanisms in place for protecting people’s living standards, none of which really happened and we’ve got prices going up and up.

Jennifer Hewett:  Can you?  Can Liberal?

Steve Lewis:  You argue that Labor’s policies have put upward pressure on interest rates.  The Reserve Bank will meet before election day.  Do you argue that your policies would put downward pressure on interest rates?  And is there an argument for the RBA to pause at its next meeting?

Tony Abbott:  Steve, there is no doubt that when you’ve got a government out there in the market borrowing $100 million a day, every day, the debt will be $3.5 billion or thereabouts higher at the end of this campaign than at the start, when you’ve got a government that’s on a spending spree, that’s got its spending out of control, yes, that’s $100 million every day that would be available to other borrowers.  Of course it puts upward pressure on interest rates.

Steve Lewis:  So you say that your policies will put downward pressure on interest rates?

Tony Abbott:  Absolutely I do.

David Speers:  Should the RBA pause during this campaign?

Tony Abbott:  That’s a matter for the RBA.  I do not presume to tell the Reserve Bank what it should do.

Jennifer Hewett:  But you’re surely not saying that in terms of things like electricity prices and gas prices and water prices, the Liberal government would be able to do any better?

Tony Abbott:  The interesting thing is, the problem is Labor, because if you actually look into these price rises, much of them seem to have been generated by extortionate dividends that state Labor governments have demanded from their utilities.  It’s because Labor can’t be trusted with money.  Labor, at state and federal level, has got out of control spending, that we’ve got these sorts of pressures on families.

David Speers:   On climate change, Mr. Abbott, your position has shifted a little over the years.  Labor likes to remind us all that you once famously described the so-called science behind climate change as “absolute crap”, and you have acknowledged that you’ve been a bit of a weathervane on this issue.  A simple question – do you support a price on carbon?

Tony Abbott:  No.  I do not support a carbon tax.  I do not support an emissions trading scheme which would be a variant of that.  Inevitably, if you go out and buy a Batemans for instance, you will establish a market and there will be if you like a price in the market.  But I do not support the government going out there and making consumers pay a price on carbon.

David Speers:  Hasn’t your position previously been that if the rest of the world does embrace a price on carbon, you would be willing to?  So you’re dropping that now?

Tony Abbott:  If, if, if.  Let’s cross that bridge if we ever come to it.

David Speers:  Do you think it’ll ever happen?

Tony Abbott:  It’s not going to happen in the foreseeable future.

David Speers:  Afghanistan.  A few months ago you indicated some support for sending more troops to Afghanistan to take on the lead role in the Uruzgan Province.  We have seen a lot of Australian soldiers lose their lives in recent weeks and months there.  Can you spell out what you have in mind on Afghanistan?  Are you talking about Australia taking a lead role?

Tony Abbott:  What I have in mind is to support our existing commitment.  If circumstances change, obviously you’d have to consider that in government.  But I support the existing commitment.  I think our troops are doing a magnificent job there.  It’s obviously very dangerous.  Yes, casualties have mounted and we have to accept the fact that we may tragically have further casualties in Afghanistan.  But it’s extremely important for Australia and for the western world that Afghanistan not once again become a safe haven for terrorists. 

David Speers:  Would our troops be safer is we had more of them there?

Tony Abbott:  That’s a decision that you’d want to seek the advice of the military chiefs on.  That’s the sort of thing that you could only consider in government. 

Steve Lewis:  Do you accept public opinion has shifted on the Afghanistan issue?

Tony Abbott:  No-one likes to see causalities.  But on the other hand, I don’t think anyone wants to see Afghanistan go back to being a haven for terrorism.

Dennis Shanahan:  Just harking back to the asylum seeker issue, you just said how Afghanistan is very dangerous.  Do you support the government’s suspension of refugee applications from people from Afghanistan?

Tony Abbott:  No, we didn’t think that that should be done.  We announced at the time that we thought that this was, if you like, a discriminatory policy.  The important thing here is to stop the boats – that’s the important thing.  The way to stop the boats is not by changing a bureaucratic process here in Australia.  The way to stop the boats is to bring back temporary protection visas.  It’s to have rigorous offshore processing, and that means getting on the phone to the President of Nauru pronto.  And it’s to have the option of turning the boats around if it’s safe to do so.

David Speers:  A couple of questions to finish on the campaign itself.  We’ve seen in the polling some support there or concern about the way Kevin Rudd was treated, particularly in Queensland it seems.  Are you going to use this as a bit of a campaign tool, particularly in Queensland?

Tony Abbott:  I think we’ll be pointing out, David, that not only does the Labor Party not get the economy, they don’t even get democracy.  It was a brutal bloody execution in the dead of night.

Jennifer Hewett:  Unlike what happened to Malcolm Turnbull?

Tony Abbott:  But this is an elected prime minister.  This is an elected prime minister.  

David Speers:  But you never suggested John Howard should step down for Peter Costello?

Tony Abbott:  No.  I can put my hand on my heart and say, I never wanted to see an elected prime minister butchered by his own party.  I just think there is something profoundly unsettling about union leaders arrogantly going on television and saying we have decided that it’s time for a change.  The public pick the prime minister, the voters pick the prime minister, not the faceless man of the factions.  If Kevin Rudd was visibly failing and he was replaced by someone who was visibly better, the public might be prepared to forgive that.  But Kevin Rudd was, if the polls were to be believed, ahead in the polls.  He was doing just as well in the Preferred Prime Minister stakes as Julia Gillard.  In the three weeks since the changeover, it’s been the most shambolic three weeks of the government’s life.

Dennis Shanahan:  He actually wasn’t doing better than Julia Gillard in the Preferred Prime Minister, and the last Newspoll showed that you were actually closing the gap again on Kevin Rudd, and that was one of the key reasons why they did move against him.  Aren’t you actually worse off with Julia Gillard as an opponent than Kevin Rudd?

Tony Abbott:  Well there is no doubt that the Labor spinmeisters will try to say everything is new and fantastic, because we’ve got this new prime minister, the same they did it with Morris Iemma, with Nathan Rees, with Kristina Keneally, with Anna Bligh.

David Speers:  You think she’s a tougher opponent? 

Tony Abbott:  The point I’m trying to make is that this is all part of the Labor political style.  When things get really, really bad, you change the leader and pretend everything is different.  But it’s never different; it’s always just as bad.

Jennifer Hewett:  In terms of the Liberal political style, you’ve obviously made a big impact with your big new tax.  The Labor Party’s going to make a big impact with their idea of a big new tax through your paid parental leave scheme and the fact that your tax will end up higher.  How do you manage that?

Tony Abbott:  The point I make though, Jenny, is that the paid parental leave scheme is an economic reform.  If you go back to the Intergenerational Report, if we’re going to deal with the increased population that we certainly will have if Julia Gillard and Kevin Rudd have their way, we need to address productivity, we need to address participation.  We need to become a more productive economy, and that means making better use of the 50% of our workforce that is female.

Dennis Shanahan:  Are you going to spell out how you will do that, rather than just saying well we will be better or less chaotic than Labor?  How are you actually going to improve productivity?  Are we going to see these policies? 

Tony Abbott:  As I said, a proper paid parental leave scheme would be an important component, a very important component of a more productive society.  Getting our public school and public hospitals running better is going to be a very important component of a more productive society.  That means more people power and less bureaucracy strangling them.

David Speers:  We are going to have to leave it there.  Tony Abbott, we do appreciate you spending time with us and answering all of these questions at the start of this campaign.  We hope the Prime Minister will do the same during the course of this campaign.  Opposition leader, Tony Abbott, thank you, and we wish you well over the next five weeks.

Tony Abbott:  Thanks so much.
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