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Australian Prime Minister Scott Morrison’s reaction the the Australian bushfires this past summer 

have put his political judgement into question, as well as raised the question of whether or not he is 

fit to govern. Although his response was less than adequate there are points to be made towards his 

ability to do the job. Whether the Australian public think his job is up to the standard of a leader of a 

country is another question. As well as his response during the catastrophic events of the Summer of 

2019-2020, many other issues can be brought to light regarding his leadership abilities and the now 

broken trust with voters. Highlighted are his many policies which seem to have been promised and 

then forgotten, as well as others issues within his government which raise the question of his ability 

to govern. Looking at his tenure so far, we have climate change denial, lack of response and perhaps 

another reason Morrison is still in government - the new leadership selection model. All of these 

factors play a major part in the nation’s insecurity in Morrison’s ability to govern.  

Scott Morrison's Hawaiian holiday in the middle of a national disaster lead to questioning over his 

leadership of the country. Many factors surrounding his complete inept response to an 

unprecedented national disaster also called his competence into question. During his time away he 

copped criticism not only from the Australian public but also from his own office. During his time 

away New South Wales Premier Gladys Berejiklian's declared a state of emergency in NSW. 

Shortly after followed the deaths of two volunteer firefighters, Geoffrey Keaton, 32, and Andrew 

O’Dwyer, 36, both fathers of young children, who were killed when their truck overturned (The 

Guardian, 2019). It was at this time (26 December) that Morrison decided to return home to 

Australia. "I have returned from leave and I know that [my holiday] has caused some great anxiety 

in Australia, and Jenny and I acknowledge that," he said. "If you had your time over again and you 

had the benefit of hindsight then would have [sic] made different decisions" (Dalzell, 2019).  

The catastrophic fires were foreseen by senior fire chiefs, however their calls for national leadership 

and national coordination were ignored (Walter, 2020). Following the return of Mr Morrison to 

Australia, the situation did not seem to improve. On the 27th of December 2019, as fires ran 

rampant across the country, National party MP Darren Chester called for volunteer firefighters to be 

paid, breaking ranks with the government position. Morrison was not seen publicly but released a 

statement announcing ADF liaison officers will be placed in every fire control centre (Remeikis, 

2020). Between the 26th and 30th of December Morrison does not appear publicly. Finally, 

Morrison spent the afternoon of the 2nd of January 2020 touring some of the communities which 

had been most greatly affected by fire, with his wife, Jenny. In the NSW town of Cobargo, he 

received a not so welcoming reception from locals, who were terribly affected with three deaths and 
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much of the main street destroyed (Remeikis, 2020). A local resident and a firefighter both refused 

to shake his hand, saying the town needs more support. New South Wales was then in a state of 

emergency for seven days and in the days that followed this, conditions turned out to be some of the 

worst the nation has ever faced (Remeikis, 2020).  

The Prime Minister’s response to these fires was a major misstep which has broken trust with 

Australian voters. However, Morrison has always been evasive and had a lack of agenda and 

planning, and the bushfires was the first time his incompetence as a leader was bought to light to the 

majority of Australian voters. The public was not impressed with his bushfire response and on the 

10th of January, thousands began to protest against Morrison and his climate change policies. 

Protesters in Sydney’s Town Hall and surrounding areas chanted "we want climate justice," and "get 

rid of Scomo” (ABC, 2020). With this reaction from the public; a lack of trust, and finally an 

understanding that they are not getting what they need from a leader, many other things came to 

light about Morrison’s competence entirely. Of course he is ‘fit’ to govern. Mr Morrison is likeable 

and with his background, knows what appeals to voters. He can do the job, but whether his job is a 

good job is really the question. Through the whole crisis, Morrison disregarded the conventional 

means for management including adequate consultation with state agencies, the expected channels 

for disseminating information (Walter, 2020). Following the bushfires, Australian public opinion 

began shifting in favour of climate action, and everything Morrison’s government warned him about 

was suddenly coming true. Morrison’s 2017 stunt in Parliament is coming back to haunt him, as he 

waved a lump of coal around and said, “This is coal. Don’t be afraid, don’t be scared” (Dite, 2020). 

Morrison’s affinity with coal, lack of action on climate change, and support of the Adani Coal mine 

in Queensland have now all become reasons to put his judgement and competence into question 

following this summer’s events. Adding to this mistrust, his government continually tried to spin the 

events as “normal for Australia”, when the country had not seen fires so devastating ever before, 

and was desperate for some kind of action not only immediately but a long term plan for the climate 

crisis. It is believed that the federal government may have even mismanaged this crisis so poorly 

that they have made it worse by not taking more serious action on climate change (Dite, 2020). It 

may also be believed that Morrison may have incorrectly read his election victory as support for his 

climate change denial, when in fact this has already cost him so much in the peoples judgement of 

his competence in government, especially considering that these fires have now been pitched by 

him and his government as the new normal, what hope could he have getting voters through another 

summer of fires.  
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Although his main criticism being called into question is his lack of response to the bushfire crisis, 

diving deeper there are many other factors which have concerned voters, including a number of 

policies his government seem to have abandoned. This also backs up previous claims of his lack of 

agenda and planning - more reasons to believe his political judgement should be called into 

question. It was only at the end of the fires, after the impact and significance of so many missteps 

had dawned on him, did Morrison become open to measures that might have been initiated well 

before the fire season. One can only hope that he will learn from this experience and in the future 

never expect a problem to this scale to be something he can manage alone (Feik, 2020). In a disaster 

so catastrophic problems between colleagues within the Coalition should be better managed for the 

good of Australian’s. This being said this is not the first time Morrison’s lack of agenda and 

prioritising his personal interest has influenced his decision making in government. Policies 

including Action to protect LGBT students, a payday lending crackdown and an integrity 

commission have all seemed to be abandoned by the Morrison government. Promises he has made 

to Australian’s have been broken, and a trust between voters is integral to a prime minister being fit 

to govern. Among these policies were also the Federal integrity commission, the aged care royal 

commission, the banking royal commission, the beneficial ownership register, money laundering 

and terrorist finance laws, director identification numbers and charities donation reforms. These 

have all been late for an array of different reasons. Scott Morrison has failed Australians and broken 

promises many times since being in Government, however the bushfires may have been the first 

time for many voters that this was blatantly obvious. For many others, however, his reaction was 

completely expected, however equally disappointing. Furthermore, the mistrust resulting from a 

lack of follow through from promised policies and a disappointing response to a national crisis has 

called Morrison’s intention in government into question.  

Morrison came to be Australia’s thirtieth Prime Minister after the conservative wing of the Liberal 

party grew frustrated with Malcolm Turnbull's inability to pass his signature energy and tax-cut 

policies and because of this, Morrison took a specific strategy in his campaign - a likeable, “daggy-

dad” and family man approach, portraying himself as somebody voters could trust (Griffith and 

Savage, 2019). However his election win should not be interpreted as a great success given the 

other options available to voters. As well as this leadership spill, another reason Morrison is still in 

his position could be put down to the change of leadership selection models. Up until Morrison was 

elected 50 per cent of the caucus would need to support a change of leader. As soon as he was 

elected, Morrison announced the change to leadership rules, that the leader should require a 60 per 
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cent vote for a change in power (Politics and Public Administration, 2020). This way more than half 

Mr Morrison’s caucus would have to agree on a change in leader, and therefore a more secure spot 

remains for him. This also reflects on Morrison’s motivations for staying in government, and could 

raise the question on whether he is in politics to ensue change or thrives in a position of power 

because he values status.  

Scott Morrison is, yes, technically fit to govern. He is experienced in the field, and knows how to be 

likeable and appeal to the public. He is fit to do the job and although has failed his voters, broken 

trust and promises, he can still manage in the position. With this being said, much of the reason he 

remains in the position could be argued to be the change in leadership selection models. Had this 

not been changed when he came to be Prime Minister, perhaps his own caucus would have voted 

him out by now. Morrison’s policies now do not meet the needs of many Australian’s following the 

summer bushfires - Australians want climate action to be a priority having been directly affected by 

it for the summer months. Although Morrison is capable of doing the job, he is no longer what the 

public needs to lead the nation.  
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Women’s sexual and reproductive rights is still at the forefront of debatable issues, even in first-work 
countries and western cultures. The fulfilment and practice of these rights in is often still something which is 
contested. There are many factors influence whether or not a woman is not only aware of her rights, but 
whether she can practice them freely. The media, political influences, and social and cultural factors impact 
on a woman’s decision making process about her body and her rights. Even in our current day and age and in 
our western culture, many women are unable to exercise their reproductive rights freely, and these factors 
impact a woman’s perception on her rights. Many women are unaware of these rights, even in an age where 
we have instant answers (google, social media, etc.). In the age of instant answers, women still are often not 
aware of/cannot exercise their reproductive rights freely. Morphed views from mass media, politics, law and 
public policy, and cultural and religious background can all be attributed to a distorted view on the freedom 
to exercise rights, and a lack of information and education on the issue.  

The media’s portrayal of reproductive health issues and freedoms weigh heavily on a woman's perception of 
these issues, and therefore her ability to fulfil her reproductive rights. Television, movies and newspaper 
articles, as well as other forms of media including Facebook, Twitter and Instagram are all proven heavily 
influential on a woman;s perception of her rights. The portrayal of abortion and contraception in the media 
and social media alter a woman’s perception on her own personal rights to her body. An article by Jan 
Hoffman in the New York Times explores the medias portrayal of children and families, and the under-
representation of abortion in television programming, particularly the 1990’s program "Designing Women.” 
The writer says an abortion episode was not made because she didn't think she could "illuminate the issue in 
a more meaningful way than the press already had” (Hoffman, 1992). However, the portrayal of abortion and 
reproductive rights and extremely influential to women in similar situations. On the other side of this, 
television programs such as MTV’s ’16 and Pregnant’ also have proven majorly influential on women’s 
choice to bear children, particularly in younger women and teenagers. The show led to a 4.3 percent 
reduction in teen births. An examination of Google Trends and Twitter data suggest that the show led to 
increased interest in contraceptive use and abortion (Kearny & Levine, 2015). The media and it’s exposure to  
childbearing, teen pregnancy, and abortion has a major influence on a woman’s perception of her 
reproductive rights and her right to choose. The University of California San Francisco published research 
about onscreen abortion, which analysed the effects on broader social understandings of abortion. In it, it was 
found that abortion mortality was dramatically overrepresented in onscreen depictions, television 
dramatically exaggerates the health risk associated with abortion procedures, and that television often 
reinforces myths and misinformation about surgical abortion and medication abortion (Sisson, 2019). It also 
analysed characters seeking and obtaining abortion on television, finding evidence that these characters are, 
in aggregate, younger, whiter, of high socioeconomic status, and less likely to be parenting than their real life 
counterparts (Sisson, 2019).  

Page 2



Political and legal status on abortion is also a major contributing factor to women’s choice around 
reproductive rights. As well as this, “pro-life” and “pro-choice” movements have also proven heavily 
influential on women’s rights and decision making. In Australia, although now many states and territories 
have legalised abortion, many were and still are extremely behind the times, where performing an abortion is 
completely illegal, and many women are forced to travel out of state to access this care. In 2010, the 
government of Queensland recently announced that there will be no reform of the state’s out-dated abortion 
laws during the then current term of office. The announcement was in response to Australian pro-choice 
groups’ concerns over the prosecution of a young Queensland couple for procuring an abortion for the 
woman, allegedly using drugs bought overseas— charges carrying penalties of up to 7 years’ imprisonment 
(De Costa & Russell, 2010). This article shows how impactful laws around reproductive rights can be. These 
laws lead to imprisonment, unsafe abortions and often women carrying out an unwanted pregnancy. 
Furthermore, in Julia O’Connor’s work on gender, liberalism, and social policy in Australia, Canada, Great 
Britain, and the United State, she writes on the correlation between issues of equality and gender and sexual 
politics (O’Connor, 1999). At a time when primacy is given to the market, developing an argument about 
social citizenship in the process, and how changes in social policy regimes on gender roles and relations, and 
the impact of this on reproductive rights in Western culture. Although this text is dated, the issues are still 
relevant driving even further how antiquated abortion laws are in our current day and age.  

Religion and cultural background impacts social acceptance and understanding of abortion and reproductive 
rights weighs heavily on the perception of women’s rights and freedoms. Religion has shaped cultural 
understanding of sexual freedoms and reproductive rights in western cultures, particularly Christianity. These 
cultural and religious views contribute to social pressure and acceptance surrounding these issues. As we 
progress towards becoming acceptant of women’s rights over her body. This contributes tot the differences in 
women understandings and pressures felt by women. An article on Religion and public policy by Michael 
Minkenberg addresses the relationship between religion and politics in liberal democracies from a public 
policy angle. The analysis shows that contrary to the general secularisation thesis, there is a visible religious 
impact on public policy, but it varies according to what measure of secularisation is used (Minkenberg, 
2002). Confessional heritage (Catholicism versus Protestantism) & cultural values (levels of religiosity) are 
better predictors than institutional differentiation or political mobilisation (Minkenberg, 2002). When 
confessional heritage is held constant, the institutional impact increases. It is not surprising that Catholic 
countries produce less than fully liberal abortion policies, but the most restrictive abortion policies are found 
in those Catholic countries where high levels of religiosity persist. Furthermore, a strong presence of 
religious parties is not associated with restrictive abortion policies, but in all countries with moderate to high 
levels of religiosity & with strong Christian Democratic parties & only there, moderate or "distress" models 
of abortion exist (Minkenberg, 2002). On top of religious pressures comes social pressures, the topi ions of 
family and friends is extremely impactful on reproductive decision making. Young women often feel forced 
by circumstances (such as family) to have an abortion, and are often being misinformed at the time of the 
abortion (Franz & Reardon, 1992). Lack of support, education, guidance and counselling from a community, 
support network, group of friends/peers and family members also leads to uninformed decision making, 
misinformed outcomes and therefore a lack of knowledge towards reproductive health outcomes and rights.  
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There are many factors which contribute to a woman's knowledge of her rights, and rights over her body and 
choices. In Western culture, although it has progressed slowly over the past few decades, the factors which 
influence the issue still remain the same. Mass media has a major impact on women - the dramatisation and 
unrealistic portrayals have major influence on women’s choice to child bear, and the choice to not. Politics 
and public policy also weighs heavily not only on the public’s perception of these rights, but the way in 
which they are portrayed is also extremely impactful on women knowing their rights. Many outdated views 
are still more openly broadcast, where is the option to terminate pregnancies is completely overlooked and 
not considered a health right in many western countries, where it definitely should be. Religion background 
and the influence of family and friends also impact how woman view their rights and limit their am=bility to 
practice them freely.  
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Globalisation in its current form is not sustainable. This is for a number of reasons as in its current 

state the world is unsustainable politically as well as environmentally. Modern slavery in the form 

of sex-trafficking has been an outcome of the recent wave of globalisation, which has resulted in a 

number of negative impacts. This can be seen in the huge ways sex-trafficking has benefitted in this 

current wave of globalisation, and why if it were to be sustained at this level, there may be 

catastrophic implications for the many who are victims of human trafficking. Populism and the 

election of isolationist candidates like Donald Trump, and the Brexit vote in the UK are examples of 

how the world is heading in a more anti-global direction. Trump’s neoliberal views and the trickle-

down effect are examples of why it globalisation is unsustainable both politically and 

environmentally.  

Globalisation is not politically sustainable, and populism is an example of why that is the case. 

Globalisation including the global financial crisis and increased inequality have spurred what can be 

referred to as an anti-globalisation sentiment which has encouraged the adoption of populist and 

inward-looking policies. Examples of the negative affects of this are Brexit and the Trump 

administration. The election of populist, isolationist candidates like Donald Trump, and the Brexit 

vote in the UK could be presented as change in public attitudes towards globalisation, and we now 

could be seeing a reverse in globalisation trends (Cox, 2017). In the United States, Donald Trump’s 

wave of proposals, including closing borders to immigrants, renouncing old trade agreements and 

refusing new ones, and all suggest that populist and anti-globalisation forces are succeeding. The 

volume of U.S trade has been in exponential decline since 2016 (Reich, 2018).  

America’s traditional commitment to international trade has slowly gone down hill since the 

election of Donald Trump. The US tried to convince others that borders did not matter, or should 

not matter, in terms of the movement of goods and services. Donald Trump has shown otherwise; 

and now the shift inward is creating a society that fears becoming more ethnically, religiously and 

racially diverse. America’s trading partners will know that it could once again elect a protectionist 

and someone who does not believe in international institutions. Global businesses will know that 

there is risk in creating global supply chains on the presumption that borders do not matter.  



All of this is a major setback to globalisation, especially as it had been proceeding (Reich, 2018). 

Trump is an example of a leader who sets his own trade policies, tariffs, quotas and other types of 

barriers to foreign goods and services entering their markets (Hauk, 2020). He protests for the 

negative consequences of globalisation and uses tariffs as a weapon in trade wars. Brexit illustrates 

the same populist, anti-globalisation movement which is becoming more and more popular, seeing a 

reverse in global trends (Peters, 2018). The Brexit vote in the UK is often referred to as a rejection 

of globalisation, as people are turning away from the institutions that facilitated economic 

globalisation is troubling (Cox, 2017). This may lead to an unraveling of more than a half century 

of growing global integration – and the economic growth that came with it (Hauk, 2020). 

Globalisation cannot be sustained because of the belief that leaders such as Trump and Johnson 

promote to voters about the negative implications of globalisation. Their populist views will spread 

as will the anti-globalisation movement by appealing to the publics’ fears which makes it seem like 

their fears are relevant and important. This trade-off – between the economic gains of global trade 

and the desire for local control over a country’s economy and markets – is what Harvard economist 

Dani Rodrik calls “The Globalization Paradox” (Hauk, 2020). 

Tying into populist and isolationist ideals is the concept of the trickle down effect; where the 

benefits go to corporate executives and major investors, while the costs and risks land on the rest of 

society. Proponents of the trickle-down effect believe everyone would be better off, as the great 

wealth made at the top would cascade down to creation of jobs, education opportunities, taxes, and 

the rich spending their money on services and commodities but in practice this does not happen; in 

reality the distributional effects of global are unequal and they do not re distribute. Donald Trump 

has been known to do this on multiple occasions, including reducing the number of workers who 

are eligible for overtime pay and it’s proposing to allow teenagers to work long hours in dangerous 

jobs that child labor laws used to protect them from.The Trump administration repealed a regulation 

limiting the amount of debt students attending career programs at for-profit colleges can pile up. 

Trump is weakening banking regulations put in place after the financial crisis of 2008. Again 

resulting in more profits for business but more cost and risk for the rest of society. The result: More 

profits for the banks, more risk on the average citizen. Core pillars of neoliberal globalisation is that 

whilst there is great wealth to be made at the top it is distributed to the majority of the population. 

While Trump was not correct in claiming that the trade agreements were unfair to the US, there is 

little doubt that globalisation contributed to the weakening of wages of America’s unskilled 

workers. Both parties, as a whole, paid insufficient attention to the distributive consequences of 



globalisation—or other aspects of economic policy. The belief that policies that lead to higher 

growth would “trickle down” enough to offset such adverse effects was based on little more than 

blind faith and hope in goodwill. Learning this lesson if in fact America becomes more isolated the 

reduction of the spread of these views may be the only silver lining in this dark cloud hanging over 

the global horizon.  

The rise of modern slavery impacts globalisation both environmentally and politically. Although 

slavery has been officially abolished, practices still continue around the world in many forms. An 

example of this is the way Western counters often outsource to countries with poor regulations or 

working conditions, often in factory work. These are commonly countries in Asia for manufacturing 

or Africa or South America for farming. However, it can be argued that there are many benefits that 

globalisation has had on factory workers in the third world. Many factories have good working 

condition sand pay for employees, and outsourcing creates more jobs for those who need it most. In 

poorer communities, factory work can be seen as beneficial to boost income within a household. 

Whilst the factory work condition is not ideal many of these workers would not have a job if there 

wasn’t outsourcing from the Western world. This provides these communities with some support in 

ways of income; however much that really is. Sex trafficking is an example of the negative impacts 

globalisation has had on modern slavery, and why it is not sustainable in that regard. As the world 

economy becomes more integrated, human and sex trafficking thrives more and more. In his book, 

Devin Brewer acknowledges that forms of slavery and human trafficking are not just outcomes of 

globalisation; they are part of the globalisation process itself that involves a functional integration 

of dispersed economic activities. Due to the globalisation of the world it is increasingly easy for 

people to be trafficked. Following on to this is the impacts globalisation have had on women are 

often said to be mainly positive. However, even with the impacts of globalisation they are still more 

likely to be paid less for the same work, be victims of sexual and domestic violence. 71% of human 

trafficking victims are women and girls, and still in the new wave of globalisation are girls  

have less access to education in 40% of countries worldwide. The neoliberal model which 

globalisation has lead us to is that beneficial for women, and not sustainable in the long run, 

because it does not promote a lot of things women aspire for or believe in or create an environment 

where women thrive. Trafficking is an example of this women recruited inThailand, and 

subsequently trafficked to other states as a sex-slave who generates money that is in turn recycled 

back into the Thailand brothel economy. What are some of the causes behind this sudden explosion 

of human trafficking? Some advocates claim that the demand fuels the trade, and that opposing the 



legalisation of prostitution must be at the core of any successful anti-trafficking measure. Other 

advocates claim that, because women are denied access to education and subsequent economic 

opportunities, they are vulnerable to exploitation. For globalisation to be beneficial to women the 

education needs to be easily accessed and to higher standard, the disparities in wages amended, 

measures need to be introduced to combat sexual and domestic violence and steps need to be taken 

to stop human and sex trafficking. Education; not only on these subjects but on a multitude of world 

issues need to be readily available for all to decrease the risk of trafficking; so people know what to 

look for. Education teamed with harsher laws for trafficking and violence against women must be 

created if globalisation is ever going to be sustainable for women.  

Globalisation in its current form is not sustainable. It is both unsustainable politically and 

environmentally. The insufficient use of the trickle-down effect, and the anti-global consensus both 

made by Donald Trump. The corporate power keeping this money and not distributing to it is a 

prime example of the trickle-down effect not working as it should. Populism and isolationist 

candidates are one of the reasons the anti-global movement is gaining such traction. By the use of 

fear mongering or playing into the populations fears of people different to themselves the want to 

isolate has increased exponentially. Not only is globalisation not sustainable for only these specific 

economic and social problems there are numerous implications it has caused a rise in human and 

sex trafficking. Globalisation has had many negative effects on women as it often does not create 

the environment for women to thrive. This is because many women are still not properly educated, 

are at high risk of assault and trafficking. It is unacceptable that more hasn’t been done to prevent 

these crimes. Globalisation in its current state is not sustainable. Wealth is not being distributed as it 

should be, leaders are being elected that wish to isolated their countries from the world and modern 

slavery is on the rise. Globalisation is a great theory but for it to be sustainably achieved some key 

issues must be addressed. Women can not be treated differently because of their gender, 

corporations can not be hold all of the wealth and modern slavery in all forms must be abolished. 

Maybe then globalisation will be sustainable.  
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On 22 March 2020, the LNP federal government announced a $189 
Billion taxpayer funded rescue package in response to COVID-19. The 
stimulus package goes against LNP ideology. Some have argued they 
have become socialist whilst others claim they are saving capitalism. 
What do you think and why? 
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The spread of COVID-19 is said to have major impacts on the Australian economy. The LNP 

federal government announced a $189 Billion taxpayer funded rescue package in response to this. 

Many have argued because of this, the LNP are going against many of their ideologies which focus 

on capitalism, and heading towards socialist practicing party, while others believe that this package 

will affectively save capitalism. There are major flaws in both of these statements. Within Liberal 

ideology there are contradictions and and tensions among tenets which the coalition often 

interchange to suit their own agenda. On occasion, the coalition have refused to intervene in the 

market because of one ideology they highlight which is “minimising interference in our daily lives”, 

however, there have been times in the past when Liberal intervention in the economy was viable 

because it has benefitted larger corporations and ensured “high standards of living” to Australians. 

Because of this, it can be argued that no, the LNP are not becoming more socialist, and no, the 

stimulus package does not go against their ideologies. It does, however, highlight tensions, flaws 

and contradictions within their ideologies as a whole, and the ways in which these are used to the 

advantage of the coalition, and their appeal to the public. 

According to the LNP website, which lists their ‘beliefs’ as a party, they believe in “the inalienable 

rights and freedoms of all peoples” and they “work towards a lean government that minimises 

interference in our daily lives; and maximises individual and private sector initiative” and “that, 

wherever possible, government should not compete with an efficient private sector; and that 

businesses and individuals - not government - are the true creators of wealth and employment” 

(Liberal Party of Australia, 2020). These are ideals that can easily be contradicted depending on the 

scenario. Firstly, is their lack of any intervention into the Newstart allowance in the past, which saw 

Australian’s living on less than $40 a day (Michael, 2020), as well as their consistent intervention in 

coal and non-renewable energy companies and business. In order to benefit large corporations, the 

coalition did intervene in the economy, as doing so would “ensure the highest possible standards of 

living”, an ideal the LNP often promote to the public. The truth is, the LNP’s true ideology is 

evidently the importance of maintaining a healthy economy at all costs, and there is little care, 

funding and attention to lower income Australians. An article by the Guardian agrees that pro-

market ideologies, similar to that of the LNP are being overturned around the world, including in 

Australia. In this, Sparrow argues that that the LNP’s response to Newstart and Centrelink in the 

past would not have lead them to increase the dole and Jobseeker payments. Last July the Dole was 

too low to feed and house those laid off, and now suddenly, the LNP has changed their mind to 

deliver one of the largest boosts to benefits in Australian history (Sparrow, 2020). Ideology matters 
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less than material interest to the LNP (Sparrow, 2020). This highlights the clear contradictions 

within the party, and how words can be tested to suit an agenda which, typically, benefits the 

wealthy, larger corporations and businesses which will stimulate the economy - the main case for 

the LNP in their decision making.  

The COVID-19 stimulus package, particularly to Jobkeeper package may seem to go against LNP 

ideologies because they believe in “minimising interference in our daily lives”. This was 

highlighted in the past by their lack of funding to the Newstart allowance and oppositions to people 

on the dole in general. An article by Royce Kurmelovs for The Guardian highlights major flaws in 

Australia’s welfare system. Welfare groups said out-of-work Australians were “suffering” under the 

Coalition’s $7.3 billion program, which has its roots in the Howard government’s outsourcing of 

employment services in 1998 (Kurmelovs, 2019), unemployed activist organisations and their 

political allies have campaigned for years for an increase in benefits for jobseekers (Henriques-

Gomes, 2020), so it may seem inconsistent for the LNP to only now make any changes to the 

Newstart allowance with the new Jobseeker package. This could be argued that their main reasoning 

was to stimulate the economy - typically the root of all decision making in the coalition. 

Alternatively, pressures from the public may have also played a major role in the LNP’s decision to 

increase Newstart.  Newstart was introduced by the Hawke Government in 1990, and in March 

1994, the Keating government increased Newstart by $2.95 a week above the rate of inflation 

(Michael, 2020). Since then, however, Newstart has not been raised in real terms. Moving forward 

to July of 2019 and the election of the LNP, public pressure pushed the Senate to launch an inquiry 

into the rate of Newstart, where stories have emerged of Newstart recipients losing homes, skipping 

meals, self-harming, and rationing their insulin (Michael, 2020). In October, Social Services 

Minister Anne Ruston stated that raising Newstart would simply “give drug dealers more money 

and give pubs more money” (Michael, 2020). The coalition have constantly promoted to the public 

that the unemployed are a drain on society, that they “can’t afford” to increase welfare payments, 

but the Jobkeeper and Jobseeker payments have proven that this was never true, and that the 

coalition will only make adjustments to benefit the economy and capitalist gain (Hawking, 2020).  

Contradictions in ideologies are highlighted again by the coalition’s energy policy. Despite a 

professed regard for the free operation of markets, the Coalition in Government has 

been very willing to intervene to support and protect specific sectors, and perhaps the most blatant 

example is their Energy policy, in which the current coalition policy on power prices states: The 
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Government is working to reduce power prices (Lower Power Prices, 2020). At this point,  the 

Australian public might expect a list of actions that would provide evidence-based reductions in 

power prices, and a good start would seem to be removing the subsidies currently enjoyed by the 

fossil fuel producing sector of the energy industry. 

Each year, the Australian government spends billions of dollars of taxpayers’ money on 

programs that encourage more coal, gas and oil to be extracted and burned. Market Forces estimates 

that tax-based fossil fuel subsidies cost over $12 billion a year federally (Super funds continue to 

block climate action - Market Forces, 2020). The removal of these subsidies is likely to allow 

renewable sources of power production to compete fairly and thereby become far cheaper than 

fossil fuels within a very short time. According to the independent think-tank the Carbon Tracker 

Initiative, building new wind and solar plants will soon be cheaper in every major market across the 

globe than running existing coal-fired power stations, according to a new report that raises fresh 

doubt about the medium-term viability of Australia’s $26 billion thermal coal export industry 

(Morton, 2020). However the Coalition policy continues to “improve competition, lower prices and 

guarantee supply”, the Government is backing new, dispatchable generation, and Twelve projects 

have been shortlisted – six renewable pumped hydro projects, five gas projects and one coal 

upgrade project (Lower Power Prices, 2020). So rather than invest in proven renewable projects 

such as wind and solar production, the Coalition have pumped hydro – which is renewable old 

technology but expensive and non-sustainable – and 6 fossil fuel projects. It appears that the 

Coalition would prefer to dismiss current research and continue to subsidise the entrenched players 

in the energy market. It is likely then, that proposed Government actions will achieve the opposite 

of the stated policy to reduce power prices. With this in mind, does the Coalition Government really 

agree with free-market economics, and a minimal intervention within the economy, or, do they 

simply chop and change their policies and ideologies to match personal agenda and economic gain. 

The energy policy is a prime example of their willingness to intervene, and to highlight this 

ideology but completely ignore another. According the the LNP “businesses and individuals - not 

government - are the true creators of wealth and employment” (Liberal Party of Australia, 2020), 

but can justify this policy by ensuring the “highest possible standard of living” as the health of the 

economy would allow the market to improve peoples’ standard of living. This can be reflected in 

their response to COVID-19 - the LNP are consistent with a specific agenda, but the inconsistencies 

lie in their ideologies.  
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With both the LNP intervention and lack of intervention in mind, both taken together point to the 

ideological primacy of the free market by the LNP. That is, these two more abstract ideals are only 

valued to the extent that they bolster the existing free-market economy, and either would be 

compromised in favour of the other. With this in mind, the Corona stimulus policies are not 

inconsistent with LNP ideology. Instead, rhetorical inconsistencies highlight the incoherence of the 

set of abstract ideals to which LNP decision-makers appeal in justifying their ideology to the public. 

Looking further into the past, a list of comments made by members of the LNP highlight their pre-

COVID-19 views, demonstrating that the ideologies which they often market to the public is 

generally not their true belief. The following comments made by members of the LNP alone are 

justification of the views they hold, about middle to low earning Australians. "The starting point for 

a first home buyer is to get a good job that pays good money" - Former Treasurer Joe Hockey 

(Clarke and Bennet, 2015), “Poor people don’t drive cars” -  Also Hockey,  “I will not engage in … 

unfunded empathy” - Prime Minister Scott Morrison (The growing momentum to raise Newstart, 

2019). And, to counter this, are times the LNP have favoured those who are in higher position, and 

only giving value to those who add value, in their eyes, to the economy; “There is nothing wrong 

with retailers increasing prices. It ensures products can be bought by those who value them the 

most.” - IPA adjunct fellow Matthew Lesh (Twitter, 2020), “You could go out and give a million 

dollars to a charity tomorrow to help the homeless. You could argue that it is just wasted. They are 

not putting anything back into the community.” - Harvey Norman CEO Gerry Harvey (Evans, 2008) 

Completely out of touch and insensitive comments to those earning middle-income and below are 

indicative of the LNP’s stance on those less fortunate Australian’s. It is for this reason many argue 

that now, because of the announcement of the stimulus package, that the Coalition are now taking a 

more socialist response. Pressures from the Australian public and the economic repercussions are, to 

be argued, much of the reason for the Jobkeeper and Jobseeker payments, rather than a change of 

direction and agenda from the Government. 

The LNP federal government’s $189 Billion taxpayer funded COVID-19 rescue package does not 

go against LNP ideology, and does not suggest that the coalition is becoming more socialist, if 

anything, it highlights their capitalist agenda more than ever before. It also highlights obvious 

tensions within the Liberal National Party’s ideologies which decision-makers appeal in justifying 

captain ideologies to the Australian public. Previous lack of support and funding to the Newstart 
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allowance and Australian’s on any other Centrelink payments highlights the LNP’s stance on 

unemployed and vulnerable Australian’s, while their willingness to intervene and support specific 

sectors like non-renewable energy point towards the ideological primacy of the free market by the 

LNP. The Coalition has proven they will compromise their ideals to favour of the other. With this in 

mind, the Corona stimulus policies are not inconsistent with LNP ideology. Here is highlighted 

incoherence of the set of abstract ideals to which LNP decision-makers appeal in justifying their 

ideology to the public. 

Page 6



References 

Clarke, M. and Bennet, J., 2015. Get a good job': Joe Hockey accused of insensitivity over advice to 

first-home buyers. ABC, [online] Available at: <https://www.abc.net.au/news/2015-06-09/joe-

hockey-accused-of-insensitivity-over-sydney-house-prices/6532630?nw=0> [Accessed 28 April 

2020]. 

Coleman, C. and Dietz, E., 2019. Fact Sheet: Fossil Fuel Subsidies: A Closer Look at Tax Breaks 

and Societal Costs. Environmental and Energy Study institute,. 

Daily Mail, 2014. 'Poor people don't drive cars': Joe Hockey's extraordinary riposte to critics who 

say his budget targets low-income earners. [online] Available at: <https://www.dailymail.co.uk/

news/article-2723719/Joe-Hockey-says-poor-people-dont-drive-cars.html> [Accessed 30 April 

2020]. 

Evans, M., 2008. Harvey: charity not so sweet. Dingo News,. 

Henriques-Gomes, L., 2020. Australian jobseekers to get $550 payment increase as part of huge 

coronavirus welfare package. The Guardian, [online] Available at: <https://www.theguardian.com/

world/2020/mar/22/australian-jobseekers-to-get-550-increase-as-part-of-huge-coronavirus-welfare-

package> [Accessed 30 April 2020]. 

Kurmelovs, R., 2019. The nightmare of Australia's welfare system: 'At the push of a button, my 

working life was erased'. The Guardian, [online] Available at: <https://www.theguardian.com/

australia-news/2019/sep/15/the-nightmare-of-australias-welfare-system-at-the-push-of-a-button-my-

working-life-was-erased> [Accessed 29 April 2020]. 

Liberal Party of Australia. 2020. Liberal Party Of Australia. [online] Available at: <https://

www.liberal.org.au/> [Accessed 27 April 2020]. 

Liberal Party of Australia. 2020. Lower Power Prices. [online] Available at: <https://

www.liberal.org.au/our-plan/energy> [Accessed 30 April 2020]. 

Page 7



Market Forces. 2020. Super Funds Continue To Block Climate Action - Market Forces. [online] 

Available at: <https://www.marketforces.org.au/super-funds-block-climate-action/> [Accessed 20 

April 2020]. 

Michael, L., 2020. A sad and sorry history of Newstart. Pro Bono Australia, [online] Available at: 

<https://probonoaustralia.com.au/news/2019/11/a-sad-and-sorry-history-of-newstart/> [Accessed 30 

April 2020]. 

Morton, A., 2020. Trouble with gas: the Coalition is betting on the fossil fuel for recovery – but the 

sums don't add up. The Guardian, [online] Available at: <https://www.theguardian.com/australia-

news/2020/may/03/trouble-with-gas-the-coalition-is-betting-on-the-fossil-fuel-for-recovery-but-the-

sums-dont-add-up> [Accessed 3 May 2020]. 

Pini, M., 2020. Coalition, conservatives and the great unwashed PR campaign. Independent 

Australia, [online] Available at: <http://Coalition, conservatives and the great unwashed PR 

campaign> [Accessed 27 April 2020]. 

Sparrow, J., 2020. Under coronavirus, pro-market ideologies are overturned around the world. But 

it's too little, too late. The Guardian, [online] Available at: <https://www.theguardian.com/

commentisfree/2020/mar/26/under-coronavirus-pro-market-ideologies-are-overturned-around-the-

world-but-its-too-little-too-late> [Accessed 29 April 2020]. 

The growing momentum to raise Newstart. 2019. [video]. 

Twitter.com. 2020. Twitter. [online] Available at: <https://twitter.com/matthewlesh/status/

1240694154625052673> [Accessed 22 April 2020]. 

Hawking, T., 2020. The Australian welfare system has always been needlessly cruel. Now it’s 

punishing half the country. The Guardian, [online] Available at: <https://www.theguardian.com/

commentisfree/2020/mar/25/the-australian-welfare-system-has-always-been-needlessly-cruel-now-

its-punishing-half-the-country> [Accessed 28 April 2020]. 

Page 8


