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Essential Poll – Men Haven’t Changed Their Opinions

Newspoll

Two party preferred
Old, rich, christian

Morrison’s performance

Albanese’s performance

Gender Quotas

Like US presidents, I’m starting to think a random selection would give us a better result.

Quotas are dangerous. They go against the idea of a meritocracy but meritocracies are impossible
and arguably immoral.
It is probably a different answer depending on the profession. Who cares if a roomful of software
coders or call centre workers or Amazon pickers or mining engineers is one gender or another?
But if an organisation needs a broad diversity of gender and age and race in order to fulfill its
purpose then it might be justified. If its purpose is to represent a community it will need people from
that community as representatives. If there is a strange unevenness the organisation may be
crippled. Police forces, advocacy groups, political parties and podcast panels need diversity.

Football Dickheads and Gender Equality
Women can be dickheads too.
From SMH
RLW star Nita Maynard has been charged after allegedly assaulting two security guards outside of
Northies on Friday night.
The 28-year-old allegedly was asked to leave the infamous Cronulla pub around 9pm before she
became aggressive to staff.
She allegedly assaulted two security guards outside the venue before police were called to the
premises. She allegedly had to be restrained until police arrived.

NRLW player Nita Maynard, who has also played for NSW and New Zealand.CREDIT:NRL IMAGES
“About 9pm yesterday (Friday 2 April 2021), officers attached to Sutherland Shire Police Area
Command were called to a licensed premise on Elouera Road, Cronulla, following reports of an
alleged assault,” a police statement read.
“The woman was arrested and taken to Sutherland Police Station, where she was charged with two
counts of common assault and excluded person fail to leave premises when required.
“She was granted conditional bail to appear at Sutherland Local Court on Thursday, May 13.”

The incident is believed to be the first off-field charge for an NRLW player since the competition
began in 2018 -with the NRL now working through with the judiciary how a sanction would be
handed down if Maynard is found guilty.

NRL ‘stand down’ policy
[Note, Players still get paid while unable to play]
This is like Falou
From The Australian
Alleged rapists should not be allowed to play football but try telling that to the Rugby League Players
Association.
The RLPA will now have to pay $500,000 – the legal cost of a failed bid in arbitration to have the
game’s revolutionary ‘no-fault stand-down policy’ destroyed.
It is $500,000 which could have gone elsewhere in the game rather than being squandered in
arbitration on lawyers – there are the growing women’s game, juniors and so many corners of the
competition desperate for this cash in these harsh times.
“There’s country rugby league clubs that are shutting down and that’s where the money could have
gone,” one high-ranking observer told The Australian. “What a waste of resources.”
Instead the RLPA tried to bin a policy which has saved the game millions upon millions of dollars in
corporate sponsorship. It’s a policy which rescued the $15 million Telstra sponsorship. This policy
basically stopped the players having their pay cut but some of these high-ranking footballers just
don’t seem to get that fact. The players union’s mangled, ignorant attitude towards women led
them to fight the policy.
READ MORE:Hayne’s private calls after sex assault|Hayne’s fall from NRL superstar to jailbird|Bloody
video that brought down Hayne|Sports quiz: Test your knowledge
They believed they hadn’t been consulted properly on the stand-down rule and so they took it up to
the NRL.
But they lost this fight last month.
It was a massive moment of vindication for chair Peter V’landys and NRL chief Andrew Abdo but
especially for the former chair Peter Beattie.
They are the men who have all helped implement, fought for and kept this policy – all while players
such as Dragons star Jack de Belin, who is fighting sexual assault allegations, and the RLPA have tried
to tear it down. It is commissioner Beattie in particular who drove the rule, and the former
Queensland premier faced fierce backlash for it.

In February 2019, Beattie was stunned by a legal letter in which de Belin had drafted an apology for
the then ARLC chairman to read out publicly.
Beattie never did. He has continued to determinedly campaign for the policy to stay.
Last month an independent arbiter ruled the NRL was within its rights to bring in the rule, which sees
players automatically stood down should they face charges that would result in prison sentences of
11 years or more.
Under the policy, the NRL CEO can also use his discretion to stand down players if the crime involves
women or children.
The decision by the independent arbiter in favour of the NRL was so comprehensive the code was
awarded costs. It sounded the end of de Belin’s hopes of playing NRL again before his trial on sexual
assault charges next month. De Belin had already fought in the Federal Court to play and that move
was overturned as well.
And on Monday it was announced that Jarryd Hayne had been found guilty of two counts of sexual
assault.
The incident involving Hayne was reported to police when the woman’s brother-in-law found out
and contacted a journalist for advice. The brother-in-law then spoke to the NRL Integrity Unit, which
referred it to sex crimes detectives.
When the Hayne decision was handed down on Monday, there was some sentiment at Rugby
League Central that the court’s decision had sent a message that matters like these would finally be
taken seriously. That the victim “was believed”. That the days of players thinking they could get
away with things when they are grey were over.
There have now been 29 cases involving 59 professional AFL and NRL footballers and only one
conviction – Jarryd Hayne. The judge said jail was “inevitable”. Hayne says he will appeal.
It’s no wonder an attitude of women being “mad, bad or sad” has pervaded football codes when the
allegations have been made against footballers – and they have never been believed or, in some
cases, the complainants were paid off. Others have struggled in courtrooms against the weight of a
top silk.
With the NRL’s stand-down policy is in place, they’ve shown respect towards ‘the victim’ for the first
time.
In rugby league it has now finally been accepted that it is disrespectful having footballers chase
around a ball while up on sexual assault charges, regardless of what happens later in court.
The AFL still thinks differently. In the AFL they are letting Jordan De Goey, who the Victorian Police
have charged with sexual assault, play on.
The AFL don’t feel a stand-down policy is for them.
Meanwhile, the NRL, after a number of torrid off-field incidents, has acted quickly and boldly when a
crisis has hit. They’ve fought for a policy which is helping shift attitudes and a degrading culture. The

NRL has shown much more foresight and initiative than many other workplaces in this current
moment.

Republic

Patriarchy or Right Wing Problem
From Crikey
For reasons I don’t quite understand, progressives allowed this to be portrayed as an example of
patriarchy in a general workplace culture.
But there weren’t any stories of Labor or Greens depravity emerging. If any were circulating we can
be sure that News Corp would have brought them to the fore. From accusations of rape, to gross

sexism, to giving a female boss’ desk a midnight buffing (history repeats; senator Albert Field whose
1975 appointment lost the Whitlam government Senate control was, by trade, a French polisher),
this was all the Coalition.
Bizarrely, this has now been generalised and Liberal women have been allowed to take a lead in a
manner that depoliticises it.
There may well be a problem with Parliament’s workplace culture, but what has emerged is a
problem of right-wing culture, and of the Liberal Party in particular. The crisis is a measure of the
deformation of personality and values within the Liberal movement; the decomposition of political
liberalism itself.
Every political party attracts chancers and weirdos, but the sheer number of men being exposed as
predators by this process suggests that both the capacity and desire to weed out such types is
diminishing, as they become less unusual in the party ecology.
The positive values that constitute liberalism — a self-disciplined individualism, mutual respect, an
orientation towards freedom — have been deformed by the decline of liberalism as a movement.
The fictional but aspirational values of Thatcherism — of “animal spirits” channelled into economic
life, while traditional values govern selfhood — have been reversed.
Corporate capitalism lives off monopolies and rents, and most Liberal staffers and think-tankers
want to be as far from the actual market as possible. It’s inevitable that the “animal spirits” transfer
into a predatory, animalistic approach to human relations — and that a decayed political culture
gives such behaviour shelter.
Liberal women have now called time on it. But that occurred only after Brittany Higgins re-made
accusations that draw police involvement, and there wasn’t much choice. Otherwise, they would
most likely have busked it, as they have been doing for years.

You can’t reset while continuing to deceive and distract, Scott
Read More

The Liberals very much want to retain their image and reality as “the nasty party”; they want their
operatives to be truly ruthless. They know that Labor, for all its swagger, can’t really match the Libs
for sheer bastardry and nihilism; the days of the union hard men are long gone.
But now they have no choice but to change, because the culture is found simply intolerable by
women, who would have hitherto tolerated it for the greater political good. As Brittany Higgins
pushed the party and the prime minister to do something more than appeasement, the
contradiction between liberalism and the politics of gender came to crisis.
This is manifested in the renewed call for the party to introduce gender quotas for preselection.
Obviously, for women stymied by decades of sluggish attitudinal change in a party that celebrates an
inherently masculine style, quotas now present themselves as the only way to remove the unfair
discrimination that limits them within the party.
But to resort to that — and in a more concerted way than Julia Banks did a few years ago — is to
undermine the last major philosophical difference between individualist free-enterprise liberalism
and the social liberalism that underpins Labor and Green parties.
Once the party concedes gender quotas, they concede what every progressive sees as the bleedin’
obvious: that power is structural, multiply defined, embedded in social and cultural structures which
work beyond individual agency.
That not only dissolves the distinction between liberals and progressives; it does so in favour of the
former. It’s the last philosophical surrender. Once that’s done, left-right politics, at the centre, is
simply about the degree of progressivism one implements. That one should use statist-style
measures to address unfairness is no longer in dispute.

Bridget McKenzie
It required a breach of written standards. She ignored convention.
From the ABC
Senator Mckenzie's fate was sealed after an investigation by the Department of Prime Minister and
Cabinet found she breached ministerial standards by failing to disclose her membership of a gun club
that received almost $36,000 from a controversial sports grants program she oversaw.
… The former sports minister weathered more than two weeks of intense scrutiny after a damning
auditor-general report revealed she disproportionately allocated grants to sport clubs in marginal
seats and electorates the Coalition wanted to win ahead of last year's election.
The National Audit Office report found her office ignored merit-based assessments made by the
government agency Sport Australia.
From Wikipedia
The Opposition called for McKenzie to resign from the federal ministry because of the bias in the
funding allocated. She maintained that "no project that received funding was not eligible to receive

it" and that "no rules were broken in this program".[46] The Leader of the Opposition Anthony
Albanese stated that what McKenzie had done "fails every test" and she must be sacked.[47]
In 1993, Ros Kelly, the Labor Sports Minister in the Keating government resigned under almost
identical circumstances in what came to be known as the Sports Rorts affair.
More than 70 per cent of Australian Financial Review readers said that McKenzie should resign over
the scandal.

A new patron
Thanks Mr T via Paypal
Patron’s names are now scrolling on video
QR Code for Patreon donations

Andrew Laming and Chaplaincy
From SMH
''Since then, we've had to comfort our son on more than one occasion when he's come home upset
after being told by other pupils that he'll literally 'burn in hell' because he does not share their
religious beliefs or attend the same church,'' the father says.
School chaplains have been around for six decades but it took the sunshine state to fund them. It
occurred during Rudd's political apprenticeship under then Queensland premier Wayne Goss.
Fifteen years later, in June 2006, five federal Liberals - Julie Bishop, Greg Hunt, Andrew Laming,
David Fawcett and Louise Markus - proposed a pilot chaplaincy program. But the then Queensland
premier, Peter Beattie, stole a march on them the following month, announcing $3 million for P&C
associations to employ chaplains.
The following October, Howard announced his $90 million National School Chaplaincy Program. It
provided grants of $20,000 a year to schools to defray the cost of providing a chaplain. ''It is not an

attempt to force-feed religion to our children,'' Howard said at the time, noting that the program
was designed to provide assistance to students in need.
As prime minister, Rudd announced a further $42 million for the chaplaincy coffers last November.
Then in August, Gillard raised the stakes big-time, promising $222 million.

Scientology shifts millions to Australia
We are such a theocracy we have turned into a tax haven for religious groups.
From SMH
The Church of Scientology has shifted tens of millions of dollars into Australia, which has become an
international haven for the controversial religion where it makes tax-free profits with minimal
scrutiny.
The finances of the Church of Scientology, founded by US science fiction writer L. Ron Hubbard in
the 1950s, have been almost entirely shrouded in secrecy since its inception, but an investigation
by The Age and The Sydney Morning Herald has uncovered the most detailed financial information
available anywhere in the world.

The international Church of Scientology has shifted tens of millions of dollars into Australia.
The figures reveal a big increase in the church’s wealth in recent years, even though census data
shows it now has fewer than 1700 adherents in Australia – down by one-third in a decade.
An analysis of the church’s financial accounts and elaborate corporate structure reveals the not-forprofit Church of Scientology Australia made net profits of $65.4 million between 2013 and 2019.
The reports show an array of cross-border money flows from cash-rich US-based affiliates. Its
Australian operations received a $27.8 million loan in 2016 and a grant of $35.9 million from the
United States in 2014 alone. In total, there were $78.5 million in grants and loans to Australia
between 2013 and 2019.

The Australian church in turn paid millions in licence fees and $22.2 million in “ecclesiastical
services”, and spent $8.9 million on books and artefacts from international arms of the church, while
an unspecified amount of revenue from Taiwan, Japan and the Asia-Pacific region has moved
through the Australian accounts.

The Australian church reported a profit margin of nearly 30 per cent, better than many companies
listed on the Australian Securities Exchange.
Scientology has been accused by former adherents of being a dangerous money-focused cult that
has harassed its critics, exploited cheap labour, coerced women to have abortions and used
violence. Former high-profile members, such as US actor Leah Remini, have become some of its
strongest critics. Scientology has denied the claims.
Advertisement

“It’s a business masquerading as a religion,” said Mike Rinder, an Australian who rose to become one
of Scientology’s most senior international executives and an official spokesman. He is now a
prominent US-based critic. “They measure their success by how much money they have in the bank
or [is] held in assets such as property.”
Church of Scientology International spokeswoman Karin Pouw denied this, saying Scientology “is in
the midst of an explosive expansion in Australia, ongoing since 2007”, with new facilities in
Melbourne, Sydney and Perth. She did not answer a question on whether she agreed with the 2016
census data which reported Scientology had fewer than 1700 followers.

Ms Pouw said the loans and grants from the US were to purchase church property and it had also
been able to expand through “the generous donations of Scientology parishioners who use these
facilities”.
“There is no accumulation of ‘profits’ as you suggest,” she said. “All of the church’s funds are
dedicated to furthering its religious and charitable mission.”
The build-up of wealth is helped by Australia’s generous regulatory treatment of Scientology, its taxfree status and its protections as a religion after a landmark High Court decision in 1983. In much of
the world, Scientology is not afforded that tax status or classed as a religion.
Scientology has built up enormous wealth in a relatively short time. An analysis by The Age and
the Herald shows Scientology’s assets in Australia are worth $102,535 per adherent. By comparison,
a 2018 Age investigation estimated all the entities related to the Catholic Church in Australia had
wealth of about $30 billion, equating to an average $5600 per Catholic in Australia.

The Church of Scientology headquarters in Chatswood, Sydney.
Figures for Australia show Scientology’s assets rose from $60.1 million in 2013 to $172.4 million in
2019, which included the building of its “Ideal Advanced Organisation” centre for the Asia-Pacific
region in Chatswood, Sydney.
Figures for the UK, where it has about 2400 adherents, also show increasing wealth, with nearly
$150 million in assets, a near tripling since 2013 as more than $50 million in loans was injected from
the US-based church. The UK finances, including the ownership of assets, are reported through an
Adelaide-based entity set up in 1977 and are also lodged with the Australian Charities and Not-forprofits Commission.
In total, $326 million of Scientology assets are now owned through Australia.
However, in Britain, where the church is liable for UK corporation tax, the profits are far lower and
are offset by large debts to US and offshore entities of Scientology. Using internal debts to related
offshore companies to reduce taxable income is a common tactic of multinational corporations.

Ms Pouw rejected this. “The UK church is engaged in its own building and renovations program,
which accounts for the debt you refer to.”

Former executives and adherents say Scientology makes money in two main ways. It uses aggressive
sales techniques and can charge followers tens or even hundreds of thousands of dollars to progress
through its courses and move through religious levels. It is also heavily reliant on large donations
from extremely wealthy backers.
Scientology has attracted celebrities such as Tom Cruise, Elisabeth Moss and John Travolta. In
Australia, there is Kate Ceberano and a slew of extremely wealthy backers. Billionaire James Packer
was for a time a Scientologist, after being introduced to it by Cruise. One backer, US businessman
Robert Duggan, has donated more than $US360 million ($475 million).
Australia’s tax and regulatory regimes are favourable to religions, but it is one of the few
jurisdictions to require Scientology to report some financial data through its charity regulator. In the
US, Scientology does not do so and the scale of its total wealth is hidden.

Melbourne Law School professor Ann O’Connell, an expert in the taxing of charities and not-forprofits, said that being established as a religion was an “easy” threshold to cross in Australia based
on the 1983 High Court case.
”If charities file their annual reports [with the ACNC] and don’t have a protest in the middle of the
CBD and just rumble on and get their tax concession, it’s a good system for them.”
Professor O’Connell questioned whether religions that did not provide charitable services – for
example, hospitals or shelters for the homeless – should be eligible for tax concessions. “Something
like Scientology just doesn’t seem to do that.”
Charities, including religions, in Australia have to pass a public benefit test but it is automatically
presumed that religion is for the public benefit. To lose that status, a case would have to be made to
the ACNC Commissioner, Professor O’Connell said. That’s a weaker regime than in the UK, which has
no presumption about public benefit for religion. In the UK, Scientology has not passed the public
benefit test and is not a charity.

Mr Rinder, who was executive director of Scientology’s office of special affairs, said the organisation
was wary of regulatory crackdowns, particularly from the Internal Revenue Service in the US. He said
this would probably explain some of the shifting of cash from the US, where they “generate so much
revenue” to Australia and elsewhere.
Scientology’s Ms Pouw said that claim “is as ill-founded as it is incongruous”.
Long-term Scientology researcher Tony Ortega, a former editor of The Village Voice newspaper in
New York, said the business model of ploughing money into offshore property, including in Australia,
served another purpose for Scientology and its leader, David Miscavige.
“He knows he’s not going to get a lot of young Scientologists [to join] but he’s got these wealthy
older people that have to be convinced that Scientology is on the right track,” he said.

Scientology’s church in Ascot Vale, Melbourne.CREDIT:JUSTIN MCMANUS
“The way he does that is the constant opening of new facilities around the world.”
Mr Ortega said the church’s business model had led to “this massive accumulation of wealth” and
that no expense was spared on spying on ex-Scientologists or litigation.

“An honest accounting of what Scientology does with money should horrify people and throw their
tax status into question,” he said.

Scientology is shrinking fast
From SMH
Xenu, according to the once-secret writings of Hubbard, brought billions of people to Earth 75
million years ago and killed them with hydrogen bombs near volcanoes. This created body “thetans”
which still cling to humans today. Removing them is a kind of cleansing, an important part of
advanced Scientology.
In a society such as ours, people are largely free to believe what they like. But one difference
between Scientology and mainstream religions is that the revealed truths, such as the story of Xenu,
come at a huge financial cost.
Charlatanism and religion
… Campaigning by the Truth newspaper in Victoria and the medical establishment led to the lengthy
Anderson inquiry in the mid-1960s. Its eventual report was scathing.
“Scientology is evil; its techniques evil, its practices a serious threat to the community medically,
morally and socially; and its adherents sadly deluded and often mentally ill,” the report found.

Mike Rinder, a former senior executive in Scientology.CREDIT:SBS
The fallout was huge. Scientology was banned in Victoria – the first place in the world – and later in
South Australia and Western Australia.
Within a few decades, however, Australia swung entirely the other way. While it was still facing
intense legal battles in the US over its legal status – infamously, Scientology operatives had
infiltrated the Internal Revenue Service and other US institutions – in 1983, the Australian High Court
granted it vast legal protections and tax-free status as a religion.
The High Court found that “charlatanism is a necessary price of religious freedom” and that a “lack
of sincerity or integrity” from a religious leader was not “incompatible with the religious character of
the beliefs, practices”. Courts in Britain and New Zealand have cited that decision, while a decade
later the IRS gave up after years of legal battles and granted Scientology tax-free status.

“Unfortunately, the High Court set a very bad precedent,” says Mike Rinder, an Australian who rose
to become one of Scientology’s top executives and an official spokesman.
“If there had been lawyers on the government side that really understood Scientology and how it
operates and what its policies are, they would have been able to make far better arguments.”

Amanda Stoker- A Reluctant Champion of Satanic Shoes
The Noosa Temple of Satan is relying on Amanda Stoker to protect Satanic shoes in Australia.
The Temple is calling on Nike to immediately suspend its legal action against MSCHF and their Lil Nas
X Satan shoes but feels that in Australia, the best hope to save the Satanic shoes is the conservative
Christian Senator from Queensland.
The Noosa Temple of Satan is aware that Amanda Stoker is working hard to present the proposed
Religious Discrimination Bill to parliament. While the Temple is opposed to the Bill, the Temple will
use any new laws to stop Nike from discriminating against Satanic footwear.
Nike did not instigate legal action against MSCHF when it produced a Jesus shoe. According to the
Noosa Temple of Satan, this double standard would be a form of discrimination that would be
prohibited under section 7 of the proposed Bill.
7 Discrimination on the ground of religious belief or activity—direct discrimination
A person discriminates against another person on the ground of the other person’s
religious belief or activity if:
(a) the person treats, or proposes to treat, the other person less favourably than the
person treats, or would treat, another person who does not have or engage in the religious belief or
activity in circumstances that are not materially different; and
(b) the reason for the less favourable treatment is the other person’s religious belief or
activity.

If Amanda Stoker’s Bill becomes law then we will also be able to claim there has been discrimination
against the religion of Satanism and take real action against Nike.
It is probably surprising to many people, including Amanda Stoker herself, that a conservative
Christian Senator from Queensland could become the saviour of Satanic shoes.
Hail Satan!
Brother Samael Demo-Gorgon
Noosa Temple of Satan

Labor will agree with Stoker
From The Rationalist Society
Senator Stoker told the Estimates hearing that she was hopeful for a bipartisan approach in helping
to bring the bill to parliament for debate.
“It is an important issue that goes to the fundamental rights of Australians to be able to think as they
wish and live according to their own beliefs, and I think that’s something that deserves some
bipartisan outreach,” she said.
Senator O’Neill responded: “We look forward to seeing that happen in the near term, I hope.”
Since the election defeat, Senator O’Neill has made it her mission to reunite the party with the
faithful.
At times, however, she has used alarming language to describe a struggle between religious and
non-religious forces in society. In October 2019, she told the media that an “ascendancy of language
around secularity” was creating division and trying to silence the perspectives of people of faith.
Earlier this year, she wrote in the Catholic Weekly that a divide was “emerging between Australians
of faith and Australians of no faith” and raising the prospect of “battles” and “impending casualties”.
At the Estimates hearing, Senator Stoker revealed that she had already been working closely with
Senator O’Neill behind the scenes.
“You and I quite often discuss this and try to find ways in which we can work together to make sure
that we get a result that meets the needs of all Australians, religious or not,” said Senator Stoker.

Stoker appears to have changed
From The Guardian
Stoker rose to power after being appointed to take over the liberal George Brandis’s seat that he
vacated in 2018.
One long-term LNP heavyweight, who declined to be named, says that to them she initially appeared
to share the values of her predecessor.
“She was, before then, what we would have said was a libertarian. She was part of the George
Brandis group – liberals, not conservatives.”
“And suddenly, she was speaking at Cherish Life events. It seemed quite the turnaround. If you asked
me who she was before 2018 about Amanda, I would have said just right of a moderate. Which is
obviously not what you would say now.”
This speculation by some around Stoker’s image is not limited to the party. Her political rivals have
commented on it.
The Labor senator Murray Watt accuses Stoker of harnessing her “image as an arch-conservative to
win preselection and hold her spot”.

“She has wrapped up a former moderate persona in an arch-conservative reactionary cloak,” Watt
says.
… Her attendance and support for anti-abortion groups was noticed by her colleagues at the same
time as her Senate preselection battle. She was also very publicly supportive of anti-abortion
candidates in instances where the party had already decided they would not be running because
their views were too extreme.
“That person would go back to their supporters and say ‘we missed out, but Amanda was in
support’, and then suddenly she would have a whole heap of new supporters,” an LNP member
familiar with preselections says.
Stoker’s appearances on Sky News, “what we sometimes call Base TV” as one Liberal puts it, have
helped to establish her as a voice of the Christian-right within the party.
“She’s been in a tough fight with James McGrath for the number one ticket spot, and while James
has a lot of institutional support, Amanda has been working the base very hard from the moment
she hit Canberra and there is no better way to speak to the blue-rinse brigade who hold those
valuable votes than a spot on Sky after dark,” a long-term LNP member says.
“She’s been very smart about it. But she now has to continue it – she can’t back away from some of
the positions she has taken, because that’s why they like her, but she can’t be as vocal about it now
she is the assistant minister for women, because she can’t just represent her base in that job.
“It’s a double-edged sword for her – it helps protect her ticket spot on one side, because she has
serious responsibilities and the PM has obviously anointed her as a rising star. That’s a plus. But
because of that, she can’t talk to some of that group’s pet issues as loud as she has been.
“Let’s just say if [former LNP state leader] Deb [Frecklington] complained about bullying now, I don’t
think assistant minister for women Amanda Stoker would accuse her of ‘playing the gender card’ like
she did last year.
“Or maybe she’ll just set up another ‘Mandy Jane’ profile to share those views instead,” the senior
LNP member says, alluding to the pseudonym social media account Stoker admitted to using in
2020. Stoker told the Courier Mail the account was her personal profile (Jane being her middle
name).

American “woke” culture in French life.
From The Courier Mail
PARIS: A call to ban white people in France from talking about racism has split the nation and
triggered indignation over the rise of the American “woke” culture in French life.
Audrey Pulvar, a left-wing deputy mayor of Paris and former TV news presenter, said white people
should “be asked to keep quiet and be silent spectators” if they were present at a meeting of black
and ethnic minority people discussing discrimination.

“People who suffer discrimination for the same reasons and in the same way feel the need to meet
among themselves to discuss it,” Ms Pulvar (pictured), who was born in Martinique, said.
The centre and conservative political world viewed the comment as evidence French society was
being undermined by progressive American ideas on race, gender and post-colonialism .
C o n s e r v a - tives have adopted the term “Islamoleftism” for French progressive culture because
its advocates are deemed to sympathise with Islamist radicals on the grounds that they are victims
of discrimination.
French President Emmanuel Macron has attacked “social science theories imported from the US” .
He has said that they are harming national unity by opposing French values.
Ms Pulvar, a 49-year-old joint left candidate for the presidency of the Paris regional council in
elections in June, was attacked by Valerie Pecresse, the council’s conservative president. “There is
no such thing as acceptable racism,” she said.
The row has highlighted the division on the left between traditional socialists and the younger
“progressive” radicals who have adopted the identity politics of race and gender.
Former PM Manuel Valls accused Ms Pulvar of betraying enlightened values by embracing “racist”
identity politics. “This rhetoric, always justifying the victim, leads to disaster,” he said, adding: “Do
you have to be Jewish to talk about antisemitism?”
The London Times

Is The UK a racist society?
From BBC
The UK "no longer" has a system rigged against people from ethnic minorities, a review set up by
No 10 says.
The Commission on Race and Ethnic Disparities said family structure and social class had a bigger
impact than race on how people's lives turned out.
It said children from minority ethnic communities did as well or better than white pupils, but overt
racism remained, particularly online.
The Runnymede Trust think tank said it felt "let down" by the report.
The commission was set up after Black Lives Matter anti-racism protests across the country last
summer - triggered by the killing of George Floyd in the US.
The main findings were:



Children from ethnic-minority communities did as well or better than white pupils in
compulsory education, with black Caribbean pupils the only group to perform less well



This success in education has "transformed British society over the last 50 years into one
offering far greater opportunities for all"



The pay gap between all ethnic minorities and the white majority population had shrunk to
2.3% overall and was barely significant for employees under 30



Diversity has increased in professions such as law and medicine



But some communities continue to be "haunted" by historic racism, which is creating "deep
mistrust" and could be a barrier to success

The commission's report concluded that the UK is not yet a "post-racial country" - but its success in
removing race-based disparity in education and, to a lesser extent, the economy, "should be
regarded as a model for other white-majority countries".


Key points: What does the race report say?



The black British history you may not know about



Six reports in four years but what action has been taken?

A foreword to the report by chairman Tony Sewell, an education consultant and ex-charity boss,
said: "We no longer see a Britain where the system is deliberately rigged against ethnic minorities."
While the "impediments and disparities do exist", it continued, they were "varied and ironically very
few of them are directly to do with racism".
The report added that evidence had found that factors such as geography, family influence, socioeconomic background, culture and religion had "more significant impact on life chances than the
existence of racism".
"That said, we take the reality of racism seriously and we do not deny that it is a real force in the
UK."
The report also said there is an "increasingly strident form of anti-racism thinking that seeks to
explain all minority disadvantage through the prism of white discrimination" which it said diverted
attention from "the other reasons for minority success and failure".
In a statement issued after the report was published, Prime Minister Boris Johnson said it was "right"
that ministers now consider its recommendations in detail and assess "the implications for future
government policy".
He added: "The entirety of government remains fully committed to building a fairer Britain and
taking the action needed to address disparities wherever they exist."

Tony Sewell
Institutional racism has become a 'catch-all phrase', Tony Sewell says
Speaking on BBC Radio 4's Today programme, Dr Sewell said while there was anecdotal evidence of
racism, there was no proof that there was "institutional racism" in Britain.
"No-one denies and no-one is saying racism doesn't exist", he said.
"We found anecdotal evidence of this. However, evidence of actual institutional racism? No, that
wasn't there, we didn't find that."
Dr Sewell added that the term "institutional racism" is "sometimes wrongly applied" as a "sort of a
catch-all phrase for micro-aggressions or acts of racial abuse".
Prof Kehinde Andrews, a professor of Black Studies at Birmingham City University, said the report
was not a "genuine effort to understand racism in Britain".
Prof Andrews said: "It's complete nonsense. It goes in the face of all the actual existing evidence.
This is not a genuine effort to understand racism in Britain. This is a PR move to pretend the problem
doesn't exist."
Baroness Kishwer Falkner, chair of the Equality and Human Rights Commission, said: "This report
rightly identifies the varied causes of disparities and by making recommendations to address them
gives the government the opportunity to design policy targeting the sources of inequality.
"There are a number of recommendations we can play a leading role in and we welcome the
recognition that additional funding would help us carry out our important work to tackle
discrimination and disadvantage."

'Deeply worrying'
Dr Halima Begum, chief executive of the Runnymede Trust, a race equality think tank, said she felt
"deeply, massively let down" by the report, and that the government did not have the confidence of
black and minority ethnic communities.
Asked for her view on the commission's suggestion that the UK is not institutionally racist, she said:
"Tell that to the black young mother who is four times more likely to die in childbirth than her young
white neighbour, tell that to the 60% of NHS doctors and nurses who died from Covid and were
black and ethnic minority workers.
"You can't tell them that, because they are dead.
"Institutionally, we are still racist, and for a government-appointed commission to look into
(institutional) racism, to deny its existence is deeply, deeply worrying."
She added: "We feel that if the best this government can do is come up with a style guide on BAME
terminology, or what we should do about unconscious bias training, or extend a few school hours,
then I'm afraid this government doesn't carry the confidence of black and ethnic minority
communities any longer, certainly not on race."
Dr Begum also claimed the report had failed to acknowledge the "suffering" of black and ethnic
minority communities, adding: "All this is is a whitewash and a script that has been written to 10
Downing Street."
She also questioned the suitability of Dr Sewell and head of the Number 10 policy unit Munira Mirza,
who had a role in setting the commission up - both of whom have questioned the existence of
institutional racism previously.
The 258-page report makes 24 recommendations which include:


Extended school days to be phased in, starting with disadvantaged areas, to help pupils
catch up on missed learning during the pandemic



Children from disadvantaged backgrounds should have access to better quality careers
advice in schools, funded by university outreach programmes



More research is needed to examine why pupils perform well in certain communities, so this
can be replicated to help all children succeed



The acronym BAME (Black, Asian and Minority Ethnic) should no longer be used because
differences between groups are as important as what they have in common



Organisations should stop funding unconscious bias training, with government and experts
developing resources to help advance workplace equality

Frances O'Grady, general secretary of the Trades Union Congress (TUC) said the commission had
"chosen to deny the experiences of black and minority ethnic workers" who were "far more likely"
than white workers to be in "low-paid, insecure jobs".

She added they have been "far more likely to be exposed to Covid infection and far more likely to die
- because they are far more likely to be in frontline roles.
"This is institutional racism. And it traps too many black and minority ethnic workers in poverty,
insecurity and low pay."
Labour leader Sir Keir Starmer said he felt "disappointed" with what he had seen of the report's
findings so far, insisting there were "structural" issues that needed to be addressed.
Speaking on a visit to Leeds, he told reporters that whilst there was "an acknowledgement of the
problems, the issues, the challenges that face many black and minority ethnic communities" there
was also "a reluctance to accept that that's structural".
The report had been due to be published last year but was pushed back until 2021, with the
commission blaming Covid restrictions and the large number of responses from the public for the
delay.

The left should concentrate on class
From Brendan O’Neill in Spiked
Why are the cultural elites so furious with the review? Because they are so heavily invested in the
idea that Britain is an institutionally racist country. They need this myth. They benefit from it. It
guarantees funding to their organisations, clout for their spokespeople, influence for those who can
claim the mantle of racial victimhood. They see the review — rightly — as a direct challenge to the
social and political power they have built on the back of the myth of institutional racism. They loathe
Sewell because he has pulled the rug out from under the feet of the powerful identitarian lobby. He
has pricked their politics of grievance. He threatens to derail the gravy train. Their fury is driven by
naked self-interest disguised as concern about racism.
This is why Sewell is being talked about almost as a heretic. His review’s questioning of the idea of
institutional racism is being treated as an act of sacrilege, a sinful assault on orthodoxies carefully
nurtured and promoted by identitarian sects. In suggesting that social class is more important than
race, this Tory government has done something more radical and destabilising than the moronic new
left could ever hope to achieve — it has exposed the hollowness, the divisiveness and the
pretensions of the identitarian set, and suggested that economic factors such as class deserve more
of society’s attention and resources. ‘Class?! How dare you’, the dumb left says.

The ABC - value, popularity and bias
From Spectator
The central unanswered question for the ABC is that, if it is the case that the ABC is the most trusted
source of news, why are its ratings so poor and falling? Fewer viewers are tuning into the 7 o’clock
news on television and 7.30 is much less popular than was once the case.
The ratings for the excruciating and boring Q&A were so low its timeslot had to be moved.

This is where the important work on the ABC undertaken by the Menzies Research Centre comes in.
Instead of falling for what statisticians called ‘elicitation bias’, the commissioned survey simply asked
respondents what they would be prepared to pay to watch/hear/read the output of the ABC.
The key result was that 80 per cent of respondents would not be prepared to pay anything for the
ABC if it were a streaming service, akin to Netflix. Of those who were prepared to pay something,
the average contribution came to just under $3 per month.
Unsurprisingly, two-thirds of respondents thought that the ABC is more left-wing than right-wing.
They wouldn’t be wrong.
Judith Sloan
27 March, 2021.
Comment by Bryan Cranston
The issue of ABC bias is raised so commonplace that many people don't understand how it came
about, and many other people simple parrot what they hear, so allow me to provide a simple
explanation that I provide to my students in the first year unit, 'Australian Politics'.
Contrary to popular belief, Australia does not have a major left party. Labor actually sits on the right
of the political spectrum (although I wouldn't place it as far as the Political Compass did follow the
2019 election. The ABC presents its news without general bias, and positions itself in the dead centre
of the political debate, but with Labor to the right of centre, it is closer to the centre than the
Libs/LNP, which explains why many think the ABC is more aligned with Labor - because it is to the
extent that Labor is closer to the centre than the Libs/LNP. Similarly, many often regard The Greens
as a far left party, but they are actually centre-left, but because Labor is to the right of Centre, there
is a wide gulf between them and The Greens, which make people think they are further left than
they actually are.
Incidentally, the US Democratic Party is to the right of our Libs/LNP, which gives you an indication of
how conservative American politics really is, given their major 'left' party is to the right of our major
conservative party.
Politics has been moving steadily rightwards for decades now because quite frankly, conservative
campaigns around the world have capitalised on the decline of critical thinking among the general
population. As they win, left or more moderate parties adjust their policies in order to try to catch
the conservatives in order to win. To win an election there is a very simple "rule of three" to be
followed:
1) make voters afraid of something (I'mmigrants, terrorism, drugs, paedophiles, losing jobs - it
doesn't matter as long as it's something to make people feel unsafe or insecure).
2) tell them who to blame for it (the opposition, terrorists, social media, etc)
3) assure them that YOU are the only person/party who can protect them.
Facts absolutely do NOT matter in campaigns. Voters say they want the truth, but the truth is they
don't; voters want to be told what they already believe. If a politician told the truth then they

wouldn't be elected; in order to keep their job, they have to give the public what they want. It's a
sad, worrying state of affairs quite frankly.
Hope that helps to clarify.
Comment by Paul
Thanks for your comments Bryan. Your expertise is appreciated. I agree with most of your
comments, especially the last paragraph. Out of curiosity I completed that political compass quiz and
it located me at the same degree of left as the Greens, but more libertarian. So I’m not rightwing
(never have been) and having taken several courses in politics during my degree studies I think I
understand what such terms mean. I used to think that the ABC was neutral but I no longer do so.
I’m a lifelong viewer, listener and supporter of the ABC but I find myself increasingly disenchanted
with the ABC, especially with programmes concerning news and current affairs. Even the breakfast
programme on TV has a noticeable left wing bias. I frequently find news reports on the ABC news
website veering quite far from what I would regard as neutral or unbiased. So I respectfully disagree
with your assessment that the ABC is unbiased.

The IPA is overrepresented according to this petition
This petition is to hold the ABC accountable to its Editorial Policy, under section 4. "Impartiality and
diversity of perspectives", in relation to the overrepresentation of the IPA.
Standards:
"4.2 Present a diversity of perspectives so that, over time, no significant strand of thought or belief
within the community is knowingly excluded or disproportionately represented."
and
"4.5 Do not unduly favour one perspective over another."

--------------------------------

IPA OVERREPRESENTATION ON ABC's THE DRUM AND OTHER PROGRAMS
Out of the 9 think tanks represented from June 2011 to June 2012 on the ABC's The Drum, the IPA
took up 39 guest spots out of 93. That is 42% of the media coverage.
The other think tanks received considerably less:
Centre for Independent Studies (C) - 17 (18%)
Per Capita (P) - 15 (16%)
Centre for Policy Development (P) - 9 (10%)
Menzies Research Centre (C) - 5 (5%)

Grattan Institute (I) - 3 (3%)
Australia Institute (P) - 2 (3%)
Lowy Institute (I) - 2 (3%)
McKell Institute (P) - 1 (1%)
C = conservative
P = progressive
I = independent
Representation of think tanks by political persuasion:
Conservative = 61 (66%)
Progressive = 27 (29%)
Independent = 5 (5%)

QANDA Bias
From a 2015 report
By Ray Martin and Shaun Brown
Looked at 23 programs

Sporting Boycotts

Baseball and Democracy
From The Australian
Sometimes people surprise you. Who would have thought that Major League Baseball, its owners
and commissioner, would make a strong political statement and do so without equivocation?
Last week MLB pulled its July 13 All Star Game and 2021 Draft from Atlanta in response to changes in
Georgia’s voting laws, changes that many see as disproportionately affecting black and minority
communities.
Georgia’s new laws were passed 12 days ago, and they brought a raft of new restrictions for
elections in the state. These changes came about because many Republicans in Georgia refused to
accept the veracity of last November’s presidential election, believing instead that the election was
stolen. Multiple audits of Georgia’s vote reaffirmed the result.
After signing off on the new law, the state governor Brian Kemp said “the aim was to make it easier
to vote, harder to cheat”. Not everyone buys that. “The most pernicious thing,” President Joe Biden
said in a reference to Georgia’s Voting Law.

Then, up stepped MLB. “MLB fundamentally supports voting rights for all Americans and opposes
restrictions to the ballot box. Fair access to voting continues to have our game’s unwavering
support,” commissioner Rob Manfred said. Then came the announcement that Georgia would not
be allowed to host the 2021 All Star Game and Draft.
Most MLB owners are conservative in their politics and donate to the Republican Party. Black players
in MLB account for only 8 per cent of team rosters and of the main sports in the US, baseball may be
considered the least likely to be offended by these law changes. Their willingness to take a position
is heartening.
And important. Arizona, Florida and Texas are preparing similar changes to their voting laws. With
MLB showing the way, leaders in other sports have decisions to make.
China’s Olympics next?
Next February the Winter Olympics are scheduled to take place in Beijing and there are reasons for
asking if they should do so with our support.
Not least the treatment of the Uighur people in Xinjiang where at least one million men and women
have been sent for “re-education”. Canada’s parliament has concluded that China’s treatment of the
Uighurs constituted genocide and pressed for the Games to be taken from Beijing.
Such talk is cheap, especially when Canada’s government decided its national Olympic committee
could decide whether the Canada team take part. The committee said a boycott wasn’t the answer.
It would, wouldn’t it? “The interests of all Canadians,” it said, “and the global community, are
advanced through competing and celebrating great Canadian performances and values on the
Olympic and Paralympic stage.”
Are Uighurs not part of the global community?

