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Hosting A Black Mass is against Workplace Health and Safety rules
Robin’s Petition re Prayers
https://www.aph.gov.au/e-petitions/petition/EN2895
Petition Reason
Each sitting day, the Speaker begins proceedings by reciting this prayer: “Almighty God, we humbly
beseech Thee to vouch safe Thy blessing upon this Parliament. Direct and prosper our deliberations
to the advancement of Thy glory, and the true welfare of the people of Australia. Our Father, which
art in Heaven: Hallowed be Thy Name. Thy Kingdom come. Thy will be done in earth, as it is in
Heaven. Give us this day our daily bread. And forgive us our trespasses, as we forgive them that
trespass against us. And lead us not into temptation; but deliver us from evil: For Thine is the
kingdom, and the power, and the glory, forever and ever. Amen.” This practice of reciting an
exclusively Christian prayer discriminates against non-Christians. It sends a message that nonChristians are not welcome and not equal. Supporters of the prayer claim it’s part of a tradition from
1901 which must be maintained. But Australia has changed, and so should this practice. In the 1901

Census, 96% of Australians identified as Christian. In the 2016 Census, only 52% did. This House will
soon consider a Religious Discrimination Bill. It would be hypocritical to consider that legislation
while subjecting non-Christians to such a discriminatory practice.
Petition Request
We therefore ask the House to show its respect for the diversity of Australians and its commitment
to the principles of freedom of religion and freedom from religion by replacing the public prayer
with a moment of silence for reflection or silent private prayer.

Billionaires in a Space race
Surely that says it all
There is a petition

VAD in QLD

VAD Hearing in Qld
Mr BERKMAN: Your contention, if I have read this correctly, is that Cherish Life would not publish
anything that you did not feel was absolutely backed up by the evidence and the facts and
circumstances.
Ms Johnson: Indeed. I am surprised you have to ask this question, but yes.
Mr BERKMAN: I am interested because I have here an email that I have received from you, and I do
want to quote it because I feel as though it is important in terms of framing the credibility of certain
statements and evidence. It is dated 23 January this year. I will read it out so we have the full
context. It says—
While the debate on whether the US election was stolen is outside the scope of Cherish Life, it is
probably fair to suppose that people who are complicit and happy to fund the killing of innocent
unborn human beings think nothing of stealing and lying. In our humble opinion, it is likely the
Democrats did steal the election.
Ms Johnson: Can I ask what on earth this has to do with this?
Mr BERKMAN: I am interested in testing your suggestion that you would not publish anything that
you did not think was supported by evidence.
Ms Johnson: This is out of order. That is one of our emails—
CHAIR: Let’s all take a breath. We are nearly at the end of the day. I am very sorry, member, but we
will rule that question out of order and get you to ask a supplementary question.
Ms Johnson: Are you interested in the data quite genuinely, because I am very happy to talk to you
about it?
Mr BERKMAN: I am interested in your credibility as a witness, Ms Johnson. I have been ruled out of
order so I will move on.

CHAIR: That has nothing to do with the bill.

Lockdowns this week
NSW Lockdown

NSW – Good luck – if Sky News comments are anything to go by.
Media Hypocrisy – many media commentators are busy saying they have always been in favour of
lockdowns and are busily deleting old tweets.
Got > 2 weeks leave? – too bad
Anti-Virus: The Covid-19 FAQ
https://covidfaq.co/

Deaths and Suicides
From The Conversation
Author
1. Richard Holden
Professor of Economics, UNSW
Richard Holden is president-elect of the Academy of the Social Sciences in Australia.

Australian data on deaths
The Australian Bureau of Statistic collates definitive statistics about deaths after reports from state
coroners are finalised. It usually publishes these annually, in September.

Due to the interest in deaths due to the pandemic, however, the bureau has been publishing
monthly “provisional mortality statistics” based on doctor-certified deaths. (About 80-85% of all
deaths are certified by doctors, without a coroner determining the cause.
The provisional statistics show Australia had slightly fewer non-COVID-related deaths in 2020 than
normally the case (an average of 385.6 deaths per day, compared to the baseline average of 385.8.)

In 2020 and so far in 2021 Australians have been less likely than normal to die of heart disease and
strokes, and dramatically less likely to die from flu.
What about suicides?
A common claim by the anti-lockdown tribe is that suicides have risen due to people being socially
isolated and losing work.
But early evidence from insurance companies on suicides shows the opposite.
There’s a good reason for this. As Simon Swanson, the chief executive of ClearView Life
Assurance, told the House Standing Committee on Economics on June 25:
If you read our annual report last year you would have seen we increased assumptions for suicide.
That did not actually happen — suicide actually went down —and in our research part of that was
because people were participating in a global pandemic and everyone was in this together. The
second impact was there was an incredible increase in telehealth, which was an interesting part of
technology actually delivering to consumers.
Everyone was in this together.

There may, of course, be other mental health impacts from lockdowns. But there are no perfect
options. We will have a greater array of policy options when at least 80% of the population are
vaccinated.
But …
NB (from the Insurance company link) Still, the officials cautioned against taking a short-term view,
saying it is too early to assess the full impact.
“Conversely, because a number of people have deferred going to see doctors for the pandemic, we
could see further claims in the next couple of years around heart attacks, cancer, strokes and so on
because early intervention hasn’t been able to take place,” Mr Swanson said.
Mr Clark agreed, saying his company had held on to some provisions related to future claims.
“We expect to pay more claims in the future but that will largely be a result of second order effects
of mental illness, which are impacting Australians as a result of lockdowns, employment availability,
and other stressors related to the pandemic,” he told the hearing.

Army To Draw On Iraq, Afghanistan Experience – Expects To Have Vaccine Rollout
Complete In 19 Years
The Shovel
Scott Morrison has defended his decision to bring in the Australian Defence Force to manage the
nation’s vaccination rollout, saying they will have the mission accomplished within weeks, or by 2040
at the latest.

“The advantage of using the military is that they can draw on their extensive experience in Iraq and
Afghanistan,” Morrison said.
“So we can expect them to go in hard, immediately shake things up, and then quietly withdraw from
the program in 19 or 20 years’ time when they realise it’s not possible to complete.
“That will be disappointing, but still a massive improvement on the clowns running the show at the
moment”.
The PM said using the military was the obvious choice. “Why get a health service to manage a health
crisis when we’ve got men in uniforms with shiny medals? What we have found time and time again
is that military are much more effective when it comes to media photo opportunities”.

What Do Most Economists Think?
From The Conversation
The 47 leading Australian economists selected by the Economic Society of Australia were asked
whether they agreed, disagreed, or strongly agreed or strongly disagreed with this proposition:
The benefits to Australian society of maintaining social distancing measures sufficient to keep R less
than 1 for COVID-19 are likely to exceed the costs.

An Open letter
The link
19 April 2020
Dear Prime Minister and Members of the National Cabinet:
The undersigned economists have witnessed and participated in the public debate about when to
relax social-distancing measures in Australia. Some commentators have expressed the view that
there is a trade-off between the public health and economic aspects of the crisis. We, as economists,
believe this is a false distinction.
We cannot have a functioning economy unless we first comprehensively address the public health
crisis. The measures put in place in Australia, at the border and within the states and territories,
have reduced the number of new infections. This has put Australia in an enviable position compared
to other countries, and we must not squander that success.

We recognise that the measures taken to date have come at a cost to economic activity and jobs,
but believe these are far outweighed by the lives saved and the avoided economic damage due to an
unmitigated contagion. We believe that strong fiscal measures are a much better way to offset these
economic costs than prematurely loosening restrictions.
As has been foreshadowed in your public remarks, our borders will need to remain under tight
control for an extended period. It is vital to keep social-distancing measures in place until the
number of infections is very low, our testing capacity is expanded well beyond its already
comparatively high level, and widespread contact tracing is available.
A second-wave outbreak would be extremely damaging to the economy, in addition to involving
tragic and unnecessary loss of life.
Sincerely,
Signed by 288 professors and academics in Economics
Why most economists continue to back lockdowns
From The Conversation
Authors
1.

John Quiggin

Professor, School of Economics, The University of Queensland
2.

Richard Holden

Professor of Economics, UNSW
With the prospect of a lengthier lockdown looming over Sydney, the idea of “living with the
virus” has resurfaced.
NSW’s health minister, Brad Hazzard, raised the prospect of abandoning the lockdown and accepting
that “the virus has a life which will continue in the community” at a press conference on
Wednesday. NSW Premier Gladys Berejiklian and Prime Minister Scott Morrison have rejected that
idea, but many voices in the media have been pushing it.
As with pandemic policy in general, much of the discussion of the Sydney outbreak has framed the
problem as one pitting health against the economy. In this framing, epidemiologists and public
health experts are seen as the advocates of saving lives, while economists are seen as the advocates
of saving money.
In reality, the great majority of Australian economists support policies of aggressive suppression or
elimination — that is, keeping case numbers close to zero, and clamping down when an outbreak
threatens.
Broad agreement
As with epidemiologists, that broad agreement encompasses a range of views about the appropriate
response in any particular case.

Some economists, and some epidemiologists, supported the NSW government’s decision to delay a
lockdown, while others wanted earlier action. But only a minority in either group support the idea of
ending restrictions and waiting for herd immunity to protect us.
Unfortunately, as we have already seen in the case of climate change, many media outlets thrive on
conflict. It is more interesting to present a debate between a pro-lockdown public health expert and
an anti-lockdown economist than to present a nuanced discussion of the best way to suppress the
virus, taking into account insights from a range of disciplines.
Understanding exponential growth
Why have economists endorsed the policy of suppression with more enthusiasm than, for example,
political and business leaders?
First, because economists understand the concept of exponential growth.
…
Considering counterfactuals
Second, economists understand counterfactuals — that is, the need to specify what would have
happened under an alternative policy.
It is easy to make the point that lockdowns are both economically costly and psychologically
traumatic. But the counterfactual is not a situation where the economy is unaffected and everyone
is happy. …
Weighing trade-offs
Third, and most importantly, economists understand about trade-offs.
There are always trade-offs within the space of policy choices. Should we lock down at the first sign
of an outbreak and risk unnecessary costs, or wait until later and risk a longer and harsher
lockdown? Should we incur the costs of purpose-built quarantine facilities, or accept the greater risk
of leakage from hotel quarantine?

Opposite day
From Watley
TISM -Opposite Day
… "I've heard that once in primary school
They had Opposite Day
Where what you said and what you meant
Both went two different ways
So if you liked someone, you said
'I think you really suck'
And then said, "On Opposite Day!"
That meant they were in luck

But imagine if this happened
Not just in primary school
And everywhere and everyone
Followed this kiddie rule
Imagine an opposite world
Though it is hard to do
Newspapers for illiterates
Leaders say untruths
The best people this world ignores
While the brats it coddles
Rockstars are seen as serious
Also supermodels
In this world, the actors
Would be treated as if they're kings
And ordinary folks would just be like
Anonymous nothings
The little girl put down her book
And rest her sleepy head
"But that world could never exist
Thank you, Satan," she said

Queensland electrician admits removing genitals of two men at their request
From The Guardian
A Queensland electrician who removed the genitalia of two men at their request kept some body
parts in his home freezer following the amateur surgical procedures, a court has been told.
Ryan Andrew King was sought out by the men after he advertised castration services, although his
only medical qualification was an advanced first aid certificate, the Brisbane district court heard on
Friday.
The 28-year-old offered the services through a eunuch website for people interested in the
modification of male genitalia.
The two men wanted the surgery, but it was not available to them in any lawful way, the court was
told.
One of the men said the procedure benefited his health and well-being as he had suffered from
genitalia dysphoria. “I am eternally grateful to Ryan for enabling me to enjoy life,” the 65-year-old
said in a statement handed to the court.
King wasn’t paid, but filmed one procedure – with the man’s consent – on the basis he could publish
the video on the same eunuch site.
One amateur surgery took place in a motel in Loganholme south of Brisbane in February 2019 when
King removed the 65-year-old man’s testicle.

The pair had met the previous year when King removed his penis and other testicle, but that
procedure was performed in Victoria so it is not the subject of charges in Queensland.
King performed the second procedure on a 26-year-old Chinese national, who wanted to be gender
neutral, in a Brisbane backpackers hostel in July last year.
The man flushed the testicle down a toilet – so it could not be retrieved and re-attached – after the
one-and-a-half hour surgery.
Both men were treated for bleeding in hospital afterwards, but that was part of the plan, the court
was told.
“The desire was ... that they be taken by the defendant beyond the point of no return ... so they
could not be repaired,” the defence barrister Christopher Wilson said.
… General deterrence was important in sentencing King. “The message must be sent to people in the
community that you cannot do things like this,” the judge said.
He sentenced King to three-and-a-half years behind bars but ordered he be released immediately on
probation. King has been in custody since his arrest in July 2020.
Hmmm
Libertarian V Utilitarian V Aristotlian

The Drum has a right wing bias
I previously conceded the Drum is left wing but …
From the JM blog
… I have recently become increasingly disgruntled about what I regard as an unashamed right-wing
bias in the selection of panellist for the Drum. Being aware of a potential confirmation bias on my
part I sought hard evidence that would forensically examine what I presumed. To achieve this I went
back over past episodes, identified the panellists, investigated their allegiances and assigned them to
groups that shared a common feature of their values …

However, a closer examination discloses an indefensible bias towards, first the Liberal Party and
then the Coalition. The 22 political panellists are:

Sexual Harassment training
EXCLUSIVE: Crikey has received (via satirist Tom Red) a schedule for Parliament's optional sexual
harassment training for MPs.

Remember – “It is existing law”?
From Alistair Lawrie
Today marks an unhappy milestone for LGBT Australians: 1,000 days since Scott Morrison first
committed to ending discrimination against LGBT students by religious schools, saying ‘We do not
think that children should be discriminated against.’
It was a promise made amidst the significant backlash following the leaking of the Religious Freedom
Review recommendations, from a public who were surprised to learn taxpayer-funded faith schools
could mistreat, and even expel, kids just because of who they are. And it was made in the middle of
the Wentworth by-election campaign.
In committing to remove these special privileges before the end of 2018, Morrison said what he
needed to say to get himself out of a tricky political situation. But he never did what was needed to
be done to ensure LGBT students were finally protected under the Sex Discrimination Act.
Instead, Morrison has been running away from his promise ever since. If only he ran the national
vaccine rollout as quickly, maybe I wouldn’t be writing this from lockdown.
Morrison never even introduced amendments to Parliament to give effect to his commitment, let
alone tried to pass them. And refused to support Labor legislation which would have achieved the
same goal.
By April 2019 – on the day before the writs were issued for the federal election – Morrison’s thenAttorney-General Christian Porter referred the broader issue of ‘religious exceptions’ to antidiscrimination law to the Australian Law Reform Commission (ALRC) for review.
After his re-election, Morrison preferred to prioritise granting even more special privileges to
religious organisations through the ‘Religious Freedom Bills’, and put the fate of LGBT students on

hold. Literally. In March 2020, Porter amended the ALRC reporting deadline to be ’12 months from
the date the Religious Discrimination Bill is passed by Parliament.’
With the Religious Discrimination Bill delayed by the pandemic, the earliest it could be passed is the
end of 2021, meaning the ALRC won’t report until at least late 2022.
And, of course, given the serious problems of the first two exposure draft Religious Discrimination
Bills – including undermining inclusive workplaces and access to healthcare – there are many who
will be trying to stop it from passing (myself included).
Either way, based on current ALRC timelines, and assuming both that Morrison wins re-election and
still feels bound by a promise first made in October 2018, he will not even start drafting legislation
until 2023. LGBT students in religious schools would not be protected against discrimination until
2024. At the earliest.
Put another way, LGBT students in year 7 when Scott Morrison first promised to protect them will
have finished school before he finally gets around to doing it. If he ever does.

Afghanistan – Did things improve and will they now worsen?
From Mintpress

U.S. attempts to stymie the opium trade, such as the policy of paying domestic militias to destroy
poppy fields, often backfired. Locals came up with ways of profiting, such as refraining from planting

in one area, collecting large sums of money from occupying forces, and using that cash to plant
elsewhere — effectively getting paid both to plant and not to plant. Even worse, local warlords and
drug bosses would destroy their rivals’ crops and collect money from the U.S. for doing so, leaving
themselves both enriched and in a stronger position than before, having gained NATO forces’ favor.
One notable example of this is local strongman Gul Agha Sherzai, who eradicated his competitors’
crops in Nangarhar Province (while quietly leaving his own in Kandahar Province untouched). But all
the U.S. saw was a local politician seemingly committed to stamping out an illegal drug trade. They
therefore showered him with money and other privileges. “We literally gave the guy $10 million in
cash for rubbing out his competition,” Hoh said. “If you were going to write a movie about this,
they’d say ‘This is too far fetched. No one is going to believe this. Nothing is this insane or stupid.’
But that is the way it is.”
McCoy noted that the Taliban was one of the prime beneficiaries of the drug trade, and used it to
increase their power and vanquish the U.S.:
… The effect on the Afghan population has been nothing short of a disaster. Between 2005 and
2015, the number of adult drug users jumped from 900,000 to 2.4 million, according to the United
Nations, which estimates that almost one in three households are directly affected by addiction.
While Afghanistan also produces copious amounts of marijuana and methamphetamine, opioids are
the drug of choice for most, with around 9% of the adult population (and a growing number of
children) addicted to them. Added to this has been a spike in HIV cases, as users share needles,
Professor Julien Mercille, author of “Cruel Harvest: U.S. Intervention in the Afghan Drug Trade,”
told MintPress.
Only contributing further to the despair has been 20 years of war and U.S. occupation. The number
of Afghans living in poverty rose from 9.1 million in 2007 to 19.3 million in 2016. A
recent poll conducted by Gallup found that Afghans are the saddest people on Earth, with nearly
nine in ten respondents “suffering” and zero percent of the population “thriving,” in their own
words. When asked to rate their lives out of a score of ten, Afghans gave an average answer of 2.7, a
record low for any country studied. Worse still, when asked to predict the quality of their life in five
years, the mean answer was even lower: 2.3.

