There is a Wanker in the House
… on Monday, we heard allegations of a Liberal male staffer masturbating on a female MP’s desk,
and recording his performance for friends. We heard of MPs buying sex and the exchange occurring
in a special room in the House intended for prayer. We heard of sex acts the reporter declared unfit
to broadcast, performed in Parliament House by Liberal staffers.

Sam Dastyari told Morrison in Jan 2019
From Canberra Times
Prime Minister Scott Morrison has brushed off rumours Parliament House's prayer room is
frequently used for sex in a cringe-inducing FM radio interview.
Former Labor senator and reality TV contestant Sam Dastyari had been on the same Brisbane station
a day earlier spreading salacious rumours about the room of worship.
"The only thing the prayer room is used for is for people having sexual relations with each other," he
told 97.3 FM.
That prompted a blunt character assessment from Mr Morrison.
The Canberra Times is researching ads on this page. Tell us what you think
"He's a dill," he said.
The hosts pushed the religious prime minister, who prefers to pray in his own office, on a topic he
had no interest in.
"I have no idea but only someone who scrapes along the bottom of the bucket, of the chum bucket,
would know that," Mr Morrison said.

The Chaser Nails it

The AFP Commissioner Backflipped
Surely he must resign?
From Independent Australia
It’s increasingly difficult to keep apace of the torrents of misinformation, disinformation,
obfuscation, avoidance, denial and bare-faced lies that emanate from the Morrison Government and
its enablers every day.
On Monday morning at Senate Estimates, AFP Commissioner Reece Kershaw was asked by
Senator Kristina Keneally if he had asked Phil Gaetjens, Secretary of the Department of the Prime
Minister and Cabinet (PMO), to “stall, pause, or alter” his inquiry into the PMO regarding who knew
about the alleged rape of media advisor Brittany Higgins by a senior male staffer, in March 2019.
Kershaw responded with a very firm “No”.
At the same time in another room, Gaetjens informed senators that, on the strong
advice of Commissioner Kershaw, he had suspended his inquiry into who had knowledge of the
alleged 2019 rape, on March 9 2021.
On Monday afternoon, Kershaw released a media statement in which he claimed that he had in fact
strongly advised Gaetjens to hold off finalising interviews he was conducting on the matter of the
alleged rape. This contradicted Kershaw’s own denial earlier in the day.

… Morrison did not inform Parliament of the inquiry’s suspension. The Prime Minister conducted his
business in the House as if the inquiry was proceeding.
This led opposition leader Anthony Albanese to accuse Morrison of misleading Parliament — an
accusation Morrison vigorously denied.
… will he resign?
Don’t be silly

Leigh Sales
From Central News . Comv
At the event hosted by the Sydney Media Club and the Kennedy Awards at M Bar in Sydney’s
Rushcutters Bay, Ms Sales was being interviewed by ABC executive editor and head of investigations
John Lyons about her role as anchor of the highly regarded current affairs program and her nearly
30-year career as a journalist.
But after a few whimsical stories about encounters with celebrities the journalist, known for her
hard questioning of politicians, turned up the heat.
Asked by Lyons “how would you describe what’s going on in Australia at the moment?” Sales began
reflecting on the recent protests against the treatment of women.
In front of an audience of around 100 people the multiple Walkley Award winner listed all the things
she thinks the Australian public is fed-up with.
Ms Sales comments, which were met with rapt applause when she finished, are repeated here
verbatim:
“We are seeing women say that they have had enough. They have had enough of people in power
using the system to enshrine their power and keep women as less powerful. But I also feel that that
is fitting in a broader context about awareness of power generally, because I feel like every single
night when I’m hosting 7.30, that I see stories in which people in power are exploiting or taking
advantage of people with less power.
“In many cases, people that they have been paid to care for, or have expressly said that they
promise to serve and I see it all the time, every night on the show. I feel like I’m constantly asking
myself this question ‘did something change in this country?’ Did something change, that the
standard for behaviour now is not ‘I have to do the right thing’ or ‘I have to do what I promised I said
I would do’, but instead ‘how much can I get away with?’
“I think that, from what I hear people say on 7.30 Australians are sick of this kind of situation.
They’re sick of financial advisors who take people’s life savings… knowing the entire time that
they’re fleecing them.

“They’re sick of banks gouging their accounts with fees and charges while somehow missing large
scale money laundering, that’s funnelling millions of dollars overseas to terrorism or child
exploitation.
“They’re sick of highly profitable nursing homes taking money from families, and then neglecting or
abusing mum or dad.
“I think the unemployed, students, pensioners were pretty sick of being harassed by a powerful
government department to repay debt that they never actually even owed in the first place.
“People are tired of private health insurance constantly upping fees, then you go to a specialist and
they go ‘oh sorry it’s not covered by private health’.
“They’re sick of telecommunications companies that promised the world when you sign up for the
Internet, and then when you’re having a problem with it and it won’t work, they won’t pick up their
phone to answer your call in any kind of timely fashion.
“They’re sick of rich multinational companies underpaying their workers and then not even having
the common courtesy to ring people when those workers are killed on the job.
“They’re sick of priests abusing children in their care, or scoutmasters. They’re sick of the priests
who cover up for those kinds of priests.
“They’re sick of 59-year-old teachers who rape 15-year-old students.
“They’re sick of government after government telling people that they’ll close the gap on Indigenous
life expectancy and then decade after decade it stubbornly remains at about 20 years. You deserve
20 years less life in Australia, apparently, if you’re Indigenous.
“They’re sick of politicians acting like public money is their own private fund and giving development
deals to their mates or grants to their political allies and in the worst cases are taking kickbacks to
line their own pockets.
“They’re sick of film producers, who have won life’s lotto and yet still treat young actors like they
should be molested and manipulated.
“Even the Australian Cricket team let down the ordinary Australian fan with cheating and balltampering. You can’t even trust as an Australian that you won’t be made a fool of by the Australian
cricket team.
We are not doing a good enough job in this country… of looking after the least powerful members of
our society.
“I mean, this is night after night on 7.30 that we have these stories and I just think it is sickening to
see this constant situation where powerful people and institutions exploit less powerful people.
“And I think from what the public says to me on the street, that they are sick of people coming on
my show, when they get found out and saying, ‘oh, I’m so sorry, I had no idea this was happening –
can’t take any more questions about it, because we’ve commissioned a report into it’. And then that
report, when it comes through, sits in a bottom drawer, gathering dust and the same thing happens

again and then they commission another report. It’s well past time that this kind of thing needs to
change
“What do a lot of these stories that I’ve mentioned have in common? Who holds the levers of
power, mostly, in this country? In boardrooms? In CEO suites? In the media? In governments? In
cabinet? It’s men.
“And we are not doing a good enough job in this country, as you will see, any night when you watch
7.30, of looking after the least powerful members of our society.”

Amanda Stoker is in charge!

Council Prayers are Illegal
According to Luke Beck.
I’ll give it a go. Wish me luck.
Many local councils in Australia commence their meetings with prayer. Case law in the United
Kingdom holds that English local councils do not have power to commence their meetings with
prayer. This article argues that the reasoning of the UK case law applies with equal force in Australia
with the result that the practice of many Australian local councils of incorporating prayers into their
formal meetings is unlawful.
… The starting premise of the Bideford decision applies in Australia: public entities such as local
councils can undertake an action only if empowered to do so by some law.

How about that Rain?
Indeed, just three days ago Rowan Dean shared an incredible insight that throws doubt on the
scientific consensus around climate change: “So much for all those global warming predictions,” he
says, because it’s been raining:

From The Shovel
As flood waters continue to rise across the state, residents of New South Wales are weathering their
fourth once-in-a-lifetime event since the start of last year.
Also from The Shovel
House Floating Down Sydney Street Sells For $3 Million
An un-renovated terrace in Marrickville (at the time of writing) has sold for $800,000 over its
reserve.
Billed as having good bones with plenty of scope for improvement (STCA), the three-bedroom home
was said to be in need of a new kitchen and bathroom, as well as new foundations and land.
“You won’t find a 3-bedroom terrace in Sydney for less than this,” real estate agent Hugo Tarnby
told bidders, as they swam to keep up with the property.
The home, which started in the sought-after suburb of Enmore, before floating to Marrickville and
then Tempe, was at times close to shops, public transport and other amenities.
“It’s close to everything, eventually,” Tarnby said. “It has 360 degree absolute waterfront views.
Don’t let this one pass you by. And I mean that very literally”.

QandA
The ABC’s flagship show for making literally no one happy, Q+A, will tackle this week “how we can
design a better, more equal world”. To that end, it’s enlisted French economist Thomas Piketty,
author of the widely acclaimed and hugely influential study of inequality, Capital in the Twenty-First
Century.

Alongside this intellectual heavyweight are, among others, The Australian‘s economics editor Adam
Creighton and UNSW economics professor Gigi Foster. We will be interested to see if their view on
solving inequality involves as many avoidable deaths as their solutions to the COVID-19 pandemic.

Happiness Index
From the SMH
Stockholm: The coronavirus brought a year of fear and anxiety, loneliness and lockdown, and illness
and death, but an annual report on happiness around the world suggests the pandemic has not
crushed people’s spirits.
The editors of the 2021 World Happiness Report, released on Saturday AEDT, found that while
emotions changed as the pandemic set in, longer-term satisfaction with life was less affected.
“What we have found is that when people take the long view, they’ve shown a lot of resilience in
this past year,” Columbia University economist Jeffrey Sachs, one of the report’s co-authors, said
from New York.
The annual report, produced by the UN Sustainable Development Solutions Network, ranks 149
countries based on gross domestic product per person, healthy life expectancy and the opinions of
residents. Surveys ask respondents to indicate on a 1-10 scale how much social support they feel
they have if something goes wrong, their freedom to make their own life choices, their sense of how
corrupt their society is and how generous they are.

Factions in the Liberal Party

To report this story, The Sun-Herald and The Sunday Age conducted more than 50 interviews with 39
MPs in the 91-member federal parliamentary Liberal Party.
What emerged was agreement on two key points.
There are three broad groupings within the party – a Moderate or Modern Liberals wing, with
Finance Minister Simon Birmingham as its leader; a Morrison Club/Centre-Right grouping led by the
Prime Minister; and a National Right group led by Home Affairs Minister Peter Dutton.
… The running joke among party moderates is that in Queensland, WA and Tasmania there are no
moderates – like Canberra’s version of the Tasmanian Tiger or the Grampians Puma, there are
people who swear they exist, but they rarely break cover in public.
… These days the Moderate faction is the leading advocate of free-market economics whereas the
National Right is more concerned with social issues: religious freedoms, gender identity, national
security and, until recently, opposing same-sex marriage.
… Climate change is still a lightning rod: the Moderates favour stronger action to mitigate it, the
National Right counts some sceptics among its number and the Centre Right takes a pragmatic,
middle-of-the-pack approach (as it does on many other issues).
… Scott Morrison is the titular head of the Morrison Club/Centre Right group … The group’s unifying
philosophy is pragmatism - that means an adherence to free-market economics (but with enough
flexibility to splash billions to prop up the economy during the COVID-19 pandemic) and relatively
conservative social values … This core group is also defined by their shared faith (all are members of
the Prayer Group – more on that below) and their “let’s get things done” approach.
… On the day that Morrison leaves parliament, it’s likely the Centre Right will begin to lose members
back to the other two factions unless Frydenberg, the clear heir apparent to the Liberal leadership,
can hold the club together.

BBC Captain’s Speech
Mason Black, College Captain to his BBC brothers
Some younger women complain that it took a male to say something for many males to share
something.

Phone Sex
From ABC
A proposal by one of Australia's top police officers to use phone apps to record sexual consent has
been branded "naive".
Key points:


Reports of sexual assault rose by 10 per cent in NSW last year



The NSW Police Commissioner says the app would ensure consent is no longer implied



Denmark launched a similar app last month but it's only been downloaded 5,000 times

NSW Police Commissioner Mick Fuller said the country needed to modernise ideas around "positive
consent" where consent is "active and ongoing throughout a sexual encounter".
"Intimate violence particularly against women is a real problem crime for us at the moment and we
need to find a solution," he told ABC Radio Sydney.

Commissioner Fuller acknowledged the app might be "the worst idea I have all year", but said
COVID-19 had shown the importance of adopting technological solutions.
"If someone told me two years ago that we would have to sign in our phones every time we sat
down at a restaurant, I would've laughed at them," he said.
"Whether the app floats or not, I think it's irrelevant... I think it's about understanding that this crime
is on the increase … and we need to confront it whether that’s through technology or education and
training or through other ideas."
According to recent figures from the Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research, reported sexual
assaults rose by 10 per cent in 2020 with a total of 15,000 women coming forward.
Only 2 per cent of those led to guilty verdicts in court.

The significance of sex — can it be recovered through consent alone?
From ABC
Emma Wood has a PhD in moral philosophy and is a Research Fellow with Women’s Forum Australia.
Responding adequately to the sad news of the Kambala sexual assault petition — the latest spotlight
on the sexual assault epidemic — is a sobering challenge for us all. Leading educators in our
secondary schools, depressed by the recent revelations and struggling to find solutions, are
themselves revisiting calls for better “consent training” for students. But, as others have argued,
“consent training” is bound to be an inadequate response on its own.
Why is “consent training” not enough to combat the toxicity of what we are seeing in relations
between the sexes? Why have so many young women been hurt, and why are so many young men
insensitive to the seriousness of sexual assault? The answer to these questions will require some
preparedness to challenge a number of deeply held and culturally popular assumptions about the
nature of sex itself.
Moral intuitions and sex
Let’s begin with a thought experiment. Suppose you’re at the house of an acquaintance for the
afternoon — let’s call him Jack. Jack is in a playful mood. He wants to have a water fight with you,
but you don’t want to. But Jack pressures you, cajoles you, persists, and keeps asking. You make it
clear that you’re not keen on the idea, and you keep saying no. Time passes, and it looks like Jack
has dropped the issue. But then — splash! While you weren’t looking, Jack has hit you with a waterbomb, and is now standing there with a grin on his face, hoping you’ll retaliate. Looks like you’re
having that water fight after all.
Did Jack do anything wrong by initiating the unwanted water fight? Perhaps. At the very least, what
he did was annoying; at the worst, an inconvenience.
But supposing that what Jack did was wrong, how wrong was it? Was it seriously wrong? Would you
be justified in claiming that Jack violated you, and that what he did was so bad that he deserves jail
time for it? Probably not. The worst we could say is that Jack ruined your afternoon. What Jack did

was a bit wrong. Maybe moderately wrong. But not seriously or grievously wrong. Why not? Because
it was just a water fight. Jack pressured you into a trivial recreational activity that you (and most
people) normally don’t mind that much anyway. So the fact that he disregarded your wishes can’t be
that big a deal.
Now, substitute “water fight” for “sex”, and we might begin to see why it seems unintelligible to so
many young men today that sexual assault is a big deal. Young men have grown up in a culture that
tells them that sex is a recreational activity with no deeper significance. Unsurprisingly, then, young
men have come to internalise the idea that initiating unwanted sex is on par with initiating an
unwanted water fight. It is just a bit of fun, and nothing that any reasonable person should get too
upset about.
Let’s unpack this in a little more detail. For most of Western history, sex was not viewed as a
recreational activity. Until the sexual revolution, sex was viewed as a profound union of persons,
suitable only for mutually loving, mutually committed relationships. Sexual activity was governed by
rich courtship norms which embodied and reinforced the belief that sex is supposed to be a special,
significant, or sacred act.
This is not an exclusively religious idea. The philosopher Anne Barnhill, for example, has argued that
sex is like “body language”. While most bodily actions (such as moving a table, or scratching an itch)
are not expressive of anything, other bodily actions (waving, smiling, or hugging) send a message by
default. Sex, Barnhill claims, is the same, and the ethical implication of this is that having sex with
someone while attempting to separate it from love or commitment is an unfitting use of our bodies
— a form of lying. It’s like giving someone a fake smile, or a “cold” hug, but much worse. Sex — an
act that is so involved and intimate at a bodily level — should be reserved for a relationship that is as
involved and intimate at every other level. Let’s call this paradigm I have just described,
the significance view of sex.
The more dominant philosophy about sex that we have inherited from the sexual revolution —
stemming from the work of Sigmund Freud, Wilhelm Reich, and Alfred Kinsey — teaches us an
opposite view: that sex has no inherent meaning. Having sex is like scratching an itch. Far from being
a mode of body language, the outer display of which must be consonant with an inner message, sex
is a trivial recreational activity. Sex is for the relieving of a bodily urge, and other people are the
outlets. Accordingly, it does not matter what kind of relationship sex takes place within or who it is
done with. The norms that govern sexual activity under this revolutionary paradigm are very thin:
consent, apparently, is really the only norm that matters. Let’s call this paradigm the recreational
view of sex.
Another philosopher, David Benatar, points to a tension within the “recreational view”. The
phenomenon of sexual assault, he argues, presents us with a dilemma. Assuming the “significance
view” of sex is the right paradigm, it makes sense to think of sexual assault as a heinous thing — not
a minor or moderate wrong, but a most serious violation. If sex is supposed to mean something, if it
is supposed to signify deep love, if it is meant to be a profound union of persons at all levels, then it
really matters that people are able to consent or decline. If the act of letting another person into our
most intimate sphere is supposed to be a precious experience to be carefully guarded, then it makes
sense to see sexual assault — the wilful imposition on this intimate sphere — as an ugly distortion of
what sex is meant to be.

If, on the other hand, sex is a mere recreational activity with no deeper significance, it becomes
difficult to explain why coercing someone into sex is much worse than, say, coercing someone into a
water fight. This perhaps explains the typically callous responses to sexual assault from young men
who have internalised the recreational view: “What’s the big deal?” “It’s only sex!” “It was just a bit
of fun.” “Can’t she take a joke?”
According to Benatar’s dilemma, our intuition that sexual assault is a serious violation implicitly
assumes the “significance view” of sex. We can believe that sexual assault is a particularly grievous
wrong or we can believe that sex is a trivial recreational activity, but we cannot consistently believe
both. And this, I submit, explains the trouble we’re currently having. If our condemnation of sexual
assault is inconsistent with a broader cultural idea that we are tolerating, we should not be surprised
that the message about sexual assault is not getting through.
Other commentators on the Kambala petition have cited pornography as the primary cause of the
insensitivity of young men to sexual assault, and they are right to do so. Pornography is the most
extreme embodiment of the recreational view of sex. Pornography, more powerfully than anything
else, destroys the potential young men have to develop the intuition that sex is anything special or
profound.
If educators are serious about the flourishing of young people, and serious about addressing sexual
assault, they will have to do far more than take a litigious, politically correct, “consent-based”
approach to the sexual education of their students. They will need to re-inculcate in students a sense
of the significance and profundity of sex and — dare I say it? — reintroduce students to the concepts
of courtship and romance. Religious schools ought to be stepping up to this challenge with particular
vigour, as their faith traditions contain some of the most beautiful articulations of the “significance
view” (the biblical description of the sexual union as two becoming “one flesh”, and John Paul II’s
intricate Theology of the Body come to mind).
In any case, educators in all schools must be brave enough to go beyond preaching the anaemic
norm of consent alone. Because, as Benatar’s dilemma shows, if consent is the only sexual norm that
matters, it eventually becomes hard to understand why it should matter very much.
Possible objections
No doubt, some will think of objections to the arguments I’ve put forward. Defenders of the
recreational view might appeal to pregnancy risk to counter Benatar’s dilemma. Sex does not have
to be viewed as “precious” in order to account for why sexual assault is a grievous wrong, they may
argue — the fact that sexual assault victims can get pregnant is all the explanation you need.
But a little reflection should show us that this “pregnancy risk” explanation for the seriousness of
sexual assault just won’t do. No one would view the rape of an infertile woman as a lesser violation
than the rape of a fertile woman. Nor will it do to appeal to the fact that sexual assault is often
violent or physically painful. Most women I know would rather have a leg broken than be raped,
even if the rape involves less physical pain.
The real explanation for the seriousness of sexual assault is that it is an intrusion into an intimate
personal sphere, the sharing of which is supposed to be a precious thing.

The confidence to say “no”
If a pornified, sexually permissive culture dominated by the recreational view has desensitised young
men to the seriousness of sexual assault, what has it done to young women? As many of the recent
testimonies demonstrate, it has robbed young women of the ability and confidence to say “no” to
sex under duress, creating a culture in which the lines between consensual and non-consensual sex
become blurry. Our culture’s embrace of the “recreational view” has deprived young women of the
ability to say “no” mainly, perhaps, because it has deprived them of the rationale for saying “no”. In
order to see why this is the case, let’s return to our analogies with other recreational activities.
Suppose people frequently offer you the opportunity to play tennis, and suppose you frequently
decline this offer from a wide variety of people. What does this say about you? It probably says that
you just aren’t that into tennis. If you are into tennis, you’ll agree to playing it often, and it won’t
really matter who you play it with. If, on the other hand, you say “no” to tennis a lot, you’re a bit
“anti-tennis”.
Herein lies a problem for young women. For most young women are interested in sex, and don’t
want to think of themselves as “anti-sex”. The sexualising logic of the recreational view tells them
that the extent to which they say “yes” to sex indicates the degree to which they are “pro-sex”, and
the extent to which they say “no” to sex indicates the degree to which they are “anti-sex”. Not
knowing quite what to do with this powerful, but false, dichotomy, young women end up caving in
to persistent pressure for sexual activity. Young women give in, moreover, even as deeper instincts
rightly warn them not to.
Over the last two decades, a great deal of work has been done on dire emotional effects of casual
sex and hook-up culture on young women, in particular. We now know that the brain chemistry of
females stubbornly resists the notion that sex means nothing (thank you, oxytocin).
A culture-wide re-inculcation of the “significance view” of sex might give young women a muchneeded confidence-boost in those deeper instincts that speak in their best interests. According to
the “significance view”, saying “no” to sex with a wide variety of people, far from
being incompatible with an interest in sex, indicates a high reverence for it. If our culture was to
refamiliarise itself with this idea, it might bolster the resolve of young women. (It would be even
better, of course, if it obviated the need for such resolve in the first place.)
The uptake of “consent training” for students, without the inculcation of deeper principles, presents
further dangers for young women. Absent a revival of the “significance view” of sex, “consent
education” may merely train young men to use women with a greater sense of impunity. This is
unlikely to alleviate the true source of violation and regret felt by too many young women after
having been sexually used.
Fist:

I disagree.

Why should everyone adopt significance. Why can’t people decide and rely on potential partners to
find out their choice?
Lots of romances never started because a woman said she did not believe in sex before marriage.
Penalties for rape – A nun Vs a prostitute.

Patrons
Who are they?

