
 
Every galah in the pet shop is now an energy expert  
 

. 
Cory Bernardi, unlike many others on the conservative far right, is at least intellectually 
honest. Andrew Meares.  
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When Cory Bernardi confided this week that he had put a whopping great solar system on top 
of his Adelaide home, he wasn't accepting the science of climate change. Instead, the former 
Liberal and now Australia Conservatives senator said his purchase was necessitated by 
soaring power prices, caused by almost a decade of paralysis and dysfunction on energy 
policy. 
 
Bernardi, it must be said, was a contributor to that paralysis because he played a key role in 
tearing down Malcolm Turnbull as Opposition leader in 2009 for wanting to cut a deal with 
Labor on carbon pricing, a move that would have settled energy policy then and there. 
 
That sliding door moment, which led to the leadership of Tony Abbott and the destructive 
policy approach that followed, is pretty much why we are where we are today. 
Nonetheless, Bernardi, unlike many others on the conservative far right, is at least 
intellectually honest. He doesn't believe in man-made climate change, therefore he doesn't 
believe there needs to be a policy to do anything about it. 
 
That sliding door moment, which led to the leadership of Tony Abbott and the destructive 
policy approach that which followed, is pretty much why we are where we are today. David 
Rowe  
 



If he had his way, the energy market would be deregulated. There would be no RET, CET, 
LET, EIS, ETS, CPRS or anything else. If somebody wanted to generate power using old 
tyres for fuel, then so be it. 
 
"The only way to make our electricity more affordable and more reliable for every Australian 
is for the government to get the heck out of the way," he said. 
 
The colourful senator is in the minority. The energy industry is years ahead of the political 
process and long ago started following the money trail towards cleaner forms of energy. 
 
On Thursday, Bloomberg New Energy Finance's outlook for 2017 forecast "renewable 
energy sources, such as solar and wind are set to take 76 per cent of the $88 billion Australia 
will invest in new power generating technology over the years to 2040". 
 
The trouble is that politics acts like a sea anchor by refusing to give industry the policy 
certainty it craves so it can make long-term investment decisions without the fear that another 
former student politician will become prime minister and blow the show up. 
 
Energy Minister Josh Frydenberg has done a good job in commissioning Alan Finkel to come 
up with a policy that offers a way through the political impasse. Andrew Meares  
 
This week showed that guaranteeing that certainty remains far from assured. Energy Minister 
Josh Frydenberg has done a good job in commissioning Alan Finkel to come up with a policy 
that offers a way through the political impasse. Frydenberg, who has sufficient personal 
energy to power a small city, has also corralled just about every relevant industry chief 
executive officer to get off the fence and speak in favour of a Clean Energy Target. 
 
The biggest challenge remains the conservative right, people who pay lip service to climate 
change because they feel they have to, but do not believe emissions mitigation should be a 
driver of energy policy. 
 
"It's price, national security and reliability," said one MP on Friday, who is part of a small but 
growing number gathering behind Assistant Cities Minister Angus Taylor, who is now 
leading the fight against a Clean Energy Target as modelled by Finkel.  Assistant Cities 
Minister Angus Taylor is now leading the fight against a Clean Energy Target as modelled by 
Finkel. Jeremy Piper  
 
As this paper revealed during the week, Taylor has gathered a following because several 
years ago he cast doubt on the modelled price impacts of the Renewable Energy Target, 
which have, to some extent, been vindicated. 
He is now telling colleagues to not believe the modelling contained in the Finkel report, 
which says a CET will take the pressure off prices, because the modelling uses similar 
methodology to the RET. "I am extremely sceptical about this modelling and the claim that 
the CET will reduce electricity prices," said one Taylorite only hours after the release of the 
Finkel report eight days ago and before the modelling was released. 
"I suspect colleagues will need to be convinced of the merits of this approach." 
 
He was right. Said another of Taylor on Friday: "We get along well but I wouldn't say we are 
close. But I instinctively trust him on these issues." Everybody in the Parliament agrees 
spiralling power prices are a massive problem, politically and economically. Any MP will tell 



you of a large business in his or her electorate about to go to the wall but cannot say so 
publicly because the banks will come after them. 
 
The clear disagreement is how to solve the problem. The majority of the Parliament believes 
the CET in-principle is the way to go because, as Finkel says, investor uncertainty created 
this mess and ultimately, certainty will fix it. Among those who do not want to adopt a CET 
because they do not regard emissions reductions a priority, there is little consistency over 
what the solution should be other than the energy market should effectively be nationalised 
while at the same time deregulated. 
 
Some advocate the government construct coal-fired power stations. Others want nuclear 
power embraced, the National Electricity Market abolished and there is a growing 
groundswell for much stronger intervention in the gas market. 
 
Turnbull has already threatened to invoke constitutional powers to limit gas exports to ensure 
adequate domestic supply. This is no longer feeding the bulldog. In Tuesday's party room, 
South Australian Liberal MP Tony Pasin said there must now be direct intervention to control 
gas prices, through a gas reserve or direct price control. There are others who agree. One MP 
said gas price control may be deemed anti-competitive and leave the government exposed to 
legal action but the alternative was "tens of thousands of jobs lost". 
 
As for reducing emissions? "That will take care of itself" is a common answer, underscoring 
a belief that a deregulated market will tend towards cleaner energy anyway but not really 
caring if it does not. 
Again, it must be stressed, these people are not adherents to Abbott in that they generally do 
not share his desire to tear down Turnbull and wreck the government. They just have a 
different view on the policy approach. 
But so often, that's how trouble starts. 
 
Even before Finkel, this was a government without discipline and direction with 
backbenchers and junior ministers freelancing on a daily basis, often arguing against the 
executive, without any regard to how shabby it all looked. 
 
Now with every galah in the pet shop suddenly an energy expert, that will only intensify. At 
the end of the day, it will come down to whether you believe climate change is important or 
not. 
 
 


