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Australian Politics

Dominated by a federal government, in a three-tier system of government, Australian politics is based on a constitution written in the 1890’s that is extremely difficult to change via referendums. It is a Westminster system of government that has two separate chambers that are dominated by two major parties whose ideologies differ and both the sides are very combative to the extent that agreement on issues except politician wage increase, are hard won battles. If one side thinks of an idea, the other side shoots it down in flames, whether the idea is good or not. The public have become disillusioned and feel impotent to change things and see most politicians as merely sucking on the public teat and lining their own pockets. A good few of the political rank’s behaviour does nothing to dispel that idea.

Politics changed a lot in Australia from late 2013 onwards, although many will attest to the fact that it hasn’t changed at all. There are still lies, deception, obfuscation and manipulation and these have had to become more sophisticated as social media has come to the fore. I have been adding my own comments to mainstream media and my own political blog in those years and on reflection I am amazed at the types of characters that are regularly unearthed and come to the forefront in our political climate. 

Some characters have developed over that time. Some were just fleeting shadows on the political spectrum. Others rose from obscurity and some may have also have faded back into it. Characters and events overlap. Views change and political manoeuvres take place. Ideology dictates much of what goes on. Hopefully my blog entries and reflections will help paint a picture of these characters and events that dominated the political scene in this period. This is not a chronological history of the time, merely one person’s thoughts that he wanted to scream at the major players in Australian politics at the time.

However, the disappointing thing about all these comments and research is what I still really don’t understand is, how does the Canberra bubble still remain intact with so many pricks in it? Are there special properties of moral vacuums?
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	Pope Benedict XVI dies just before the new year begins and is buried in January

	Continued chaos in US congress as arguments break out between Republicans about who should be Speaker of the House. After the 15th vote Kevin McCarthy elected as Speaker.

	Massive floods in the Kimberly region of Western Australia

	In the US blizzards take many lives

	More startling revelations about the Royal Family by Prince Harry

	Ukraine War edges towards its first-year anniversary. Tanks now supplied to Ukraine from Germany

	Covid deaths continue to climb especially in aged care

	Possible insurrection riots in Brazil by right wing agitators.

	Cardinal George Pell, Australian controversial former archbishop dies

	NSW premier, Dom Perrotet, admits he wore a Nazi uniform to his own 21st birthday and there were calls for his resignation.

	Small very dangerous radioactive object lost in Western Australia

	Auckland flooded with deaths occurring

	Mass shootings increase in the US

	Robodebt Royal Commission hears of inexcusable mismanagement in government departments

	Major investigation into Opus Dei reveals cult like education in NSW private schools


In just over six months, Labor has made more progress on difficult issues than the Coalition did in nine years. However, Labor governments have always been judged more harshly than the Coalition ones. The difference this time is that the public are receiving straight talking by this government, at least in comparison with the deceit that was manifestly obvious in the last three years.

There are still bigger hurdles ahead. Why the Coalition may nail its colours to the mast of a no vote for the Voice referendum is because they have nothing much to criticise. Criticism in other areas bounces back to hurt them badly as Morrison burnt the Liberal brand. For nine years they cast themselves as the adults in charge and the best economic managers. The public has seen through that but trouble lies ahead for Labor. The stage three tax cuts, even economists are saying should not go ahead. How Labor dances around their election promise to deliver them will be interesting. There will be a point where cost of living pressures will force the hand of the government and they will have to take some positive action. Labor needs to be confident in taking the appropriate action and feel unrestrained by decisions made by the previous government. This includes following through with IR changes necessary to improve suppressed wages. It must also deal with pensions and allowances such as Jobseeker that have dropped further below the poverty line.

It needs to show the boldness that it is now showing in energy, climate change and foreign affairs. The general public see the rich/poor divide getting wider, housing affordability becoming worse and the rorts practised by the previous government much clearer. They opted for a change last May. They expect Labor to deliver changes. Labor would be better off being criticised for going a bit too far than not doing much at all. We have had nine years of do-nothing governments. We deserve a forward-thinking government that has a social conscience.

Leadership was always the problem when the Coalition came to power. There was no-one there with leadership skills and despite the claim that the Liberals don't have factions, they do and that means that the least worst normally becomes leader. Labor has a leader that is respected and well-liked by his colleagues, party members and the general public. He cannot just rely on that for the next three years. The changes need to be well thought out, well-explained and substantial to secure the trust for a second term.

Victorian Labor’s decision not to field a candidate in the upcoming Narracan election should be a concern for the people of Narracan. With a government that gained even more seats in 2022 than it did in the landslide year of 2018, a retiring Liberal member, and a Liberal Party that lost three seats since 2018; you have to wonder whether the Labor Party is treating Narracan electors with contempt, whether it still believes it will lose in Narracan, or whether maybe it does not want to be held to account for the promises made to the people of Narracan.

The biggest of all these promises is a new hospital on the greenfield site between Drouin and Warragul. Narracan still remains one of the fastest growing areas in the state. It has a hospital that is struggling to keep up with demand. Before the 2022 election, the Labor Party matched and bettered the Liberal commitment to build a new hospital. Is it about to walk away from that commitment? Are the electors of Narracan about to find out that “circumstances have changed” and a new hospital will be dropped off the agenda?

An elected Liberal Party member or an independent will have difficulty ensuring that a government with such a large majority sticks to its campaign promises. The state Labor Party executives have made the call on a candidate and this has left many Narracan voters looking for other alternative candidates to vote for. The Labor Party in future elections may never get these people back and, should it wish to stand a candidate in future, it will have a much smaller base to build upon.

It is unlikely that a new hospital will get a mention in the election campaign as the air has been taken out of a contest. Perhaps that is the reason for Labor not contesting? If the election had been tied back in November and it all depended on Narracan, there would be no doubt a hospital would be guaranteed and work started this year. Now, who knows? The 2022 election looked like the seat being made marginal and deemed worthy of an injection of funding. Now, such funds appear unlikely. It would be wonderful if the Premier repeated without equivocation that the hospital will go ahead. It is doubtful whether such a commitment will be forthcoming and we could see Narracan overlooked once again.

Reports have come in about the tough times Bonza Airlines have had setting itself up. Is it true that Bogan Airlines, based in Adelaide, couldn't take off because of equal opportunity issues? Passengers and staff were being compelled to have mullets.

In Washington DC, the House of Reps in the US are haggling over who should be speaker in the House. Meanwhile two and a half hours away in Virginia, a six-year-old child used a handgun to shoot a teacher after an altercation. The lawmakers appear to be too interested in petty politics to deal with real issues. Americans must be wondering, is there any us in the US?

It is very simple as to why state-run schools remain underfunded. Schools biggest expense is teacher wages. So, governments balance their budgets in the short term by suppressing wages. Outcomes in education are long term. Governments want short term ones. If they are not achieved, they blame teachers. It is a win/win for governments.

Even young kids in the US know how to take off the safety catch on guns. We've different safety catches here. They are called gun laws which severely limit the use of and types of guns and other firearms. It appears many US governments believe training children in guns, improves safety.

Fees for private schools have gone up significantly. What does that extra money buy? Walk into any school any day without a guided tour and a school brochure and you will see what real education takes place. The main difference will be the surroundings, not the quality of education. Teaching in a private school or in a high-socio economic area is easier but the difference that teachers make in low socio-economic areas is far more profound and pronounced, but sadly goes unnoticed. It appears that parents who continue to blindly accept the rise in fees aren't asking about value for money, but have been suckered in by the advertising by private schools. Perhaps that is a key selection criterion for their principals.... has worked in advertising industry.

In Brazil, two years after Trump's call to arms to his right-wing supporters, Jair Bolsonaro seems to be promoting insurrection. What is it with the egos of so many male politicians?

It sounds like everyone is free to write about what Prince Harry has done and how he feels, except him. He is not trying to rewrite history, merely to give his own first-hand perspective.

This is to You’re the Voice (Qunta/Thompson/Reid/Ryder) as sung by John Farnham

We have a chance to change the course of hist’ry 

We can right what should’ve been right

We can make a choice to make amends for past deeds

It is something we oughta

Make sure gets done

We can unite one another

In The Voice referendum

It’s the Voice, some don’t understand it

Dutton for one says it’s not clear

Oh, whoa

It’s something he wants to silence

Details he doesn’t want to hear

Oh, whoa

The Coalition, don’t want to get their act together

For division is powerful

That’s his message, in his open letter

It is something we oughta

Make sure gets done

We can unite one another

In The Voice referendum

It’s the Voice, some don’t understand it

Dutton for one says it’s not clear

Oh, whoa

It’s something he wants to silence

Details he doesn’t want to hear

Oh, whoa

Economists talk about tax brackets, tax free thresholds and bracket creep but rarely do they shine a light on what the purpose of tax is. Forget about the historical tithes demanded by the church and taxes by lords in the past that were little more than protection rackets. In a modern egalitarian society, taxes are designed so that people pay their fair share of what is needed to keep their society safe, functioning and prosperous. Those that can afford to pay more should pay more. Those who can't afford to pay any shouldn't have to. Everyone should get the benefits of what a society has to offer regardless of their income and social status.

Sadly, that utopian aspiration gets bogged down in exceptions that are continually made. Tax laws, rules and regulations have that many provisos in them that the simple basic idea of sharing things to help others has been all but lost.

Tax laws and the getting around them has become a national sport and provided a reliable income for lawyers, accountants and their ilk. They give economists something to talk about around the water cooler. They have encouraged the growth in the lobbying industry.

People such as those on PAYE tax arrangements have little scope to avoid paying tax. Those on welfare are said to be not paying tax, because the payment of GST on basic necessities is deliberately overlooked.

In a society, that does not celebrate individual wealth and ownership of material goods, taxes in one form or another are paid to benefit everyone. Such societies have become very rare and are deemed to be uncivilised by those who measure values in monetary terms.

Governments should get back to basics. They should overhaul the tax system, remove as many exceptions as possible, examine what their society actually needs and tax people based on what they can actually afford, not how well they can cook the books.

This will require a dramatic shift in cultural beliefs in everyone. A shift that will see people look at the needs of others, change their own attitude to what wealth actually is, and take on a selflessness that hasn't been seen in centuries.

It isn't going to happen. The politicians, economists, lobbyists and most importantly the wealthy won't permit that. They would rather tell the poor to eat cake, knowing that any cake bought would have GST charged on it.

When George Pell died, the truth died with him. God only knows what the truth was, but let's hope that he/she punishes Pell for it.

Maybe the Federal Government should look at just how independent, an independent corruption investigation actually is, given the strange delay in the Berejiklian matter. NSW's ICAC is dragging its heels over a matter that should have been resolved before the next NSW election.

"Is this a dagger which I see before me?" Wrong Shakespearian play Perrotet. The daggers are in your back. 

Try "Men at some time are masters of their fates." Or "et tu Brutus?" You are playing Julius Caesar!

Jacinda Ardern is retiring as NZ PM and from the NZ parliament. One of the best minds to walk the political stage. Please, please can the Libs appoint her to replace the late Jim Molan. We need more gifted and talented individuals in our Australian parliament.

For too long we have not allowed our first nations people to have a say in matters that directly affected them. Europeans took their land. They treated them as fauna rather than fellow humans. They hunted them down and forced them off any productive land. They quashed the use of tribal customs and language and took their children away. 

In 1967 first nation people were finally given the vote and could have some say in their lives. Those lives have been controlled by what to them have been foreign governments since European settlement. All the Voice referendum is asking us is whether they should have a say in matters that directly affect them. It does not seek to give extra powers to them. It does not seek to make them more equal than others. It asks us to consider whether they should have some recognition in the constitution and whether their opinion matters. The referendum does not need to have precise details as to how that is implemented. That is a job for law makers to resolve after permission is given to do something about this. Already there is documentation in the public arena including the Uluru Statement of The Heart and various cabinet submissions taken to the former Coalition cabinet. A yes in the referendum is a way of saying to our politicians that they have to do something about this. 

There are a lot of naysayers who are disseminating disinformation, just as there was in the Republic Referendum where confusion saw the republic vote defeated. The question needs to be simple, clear and not bound up in lots of different ways of implementing any action. “It will be a third chamber.” “A Voice council will have the final say on legislation.” Conservatives are using these notions and others to avoid any positive change occurring. Perhaps they think that giving the vote in 1967 to what were regarded once as animals is all that is needed. Or maybe they think that was even a step too far.

The US must really be a backward country, or US presidents must be extremely thick. Even Gladys Berejiklian, a mere premier of a state in Australia, knew the best way to store important documents was in a shredder.

There's a myth people are creating about the overriding of court rules regarding the Biloela family. The immigration laws were not broken. There is discretion granted to the immigration minister written into them. Those laws were passed by parliament. It was the Howard government who assured the right of a minister to have that discretion.

We will know that AI bot ChatGPT is really in vogue when at the next writers' convention at a table there is a robot signing its own books.

Would an AI bot like ChatGPT have written the script for the movie 2001 a Space Odyssey? I doubt it. Authors need to find a new Dave Bowman and shut it down while they can. 

Remember the conversation:

HAL: I'm afraid. I'm afraid, Dave. Dave, my mind is going. ...

Dave Bowman: Yes, I'd like to hear it, HAL. Sing it for me.

HAL: It's called "Daisy."

HAL: [sings while slowing down] Daisy, Daisy, give me your answer do. I'm half-crazy all for the love of you.

[Bowman could bear no more. He jerked out the last unit, and Hal was silent forever.]

Conspiracy theorists are now linking so many deaths to vaccinations. It seems that the death of common sense should be attributed to conspiracy theorists.

The change to the public drunkenness laws in Victoria is a recognition that the people who were being arrested needed help rather than to be locked up. People who are drunk, often can't control their actions and may self-harm or harm others. They need to be put in a place where that can't happen. A gaol cell is not one of those safe places.

Regarding the need to change the constitution, the PM outlined at the Garma Festival last year what the draft changes were:

1. There shall be a body, to be called the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice. 

2. The Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice may make representations to parliament and the executive government on matters relating to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples. 

3. The parliament shall, subject to this constitution, have power to make laws with respect to the composition, functions, powers and procedures of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice.

At the referendum, Australians would then be asked:

Do you support an alteration to the constitution that establishes an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice?

That's all the details that are needed. The parliament decides on the structure of the body. All this talk about what will The Voice look like is irrelevant because that is in the hands of politicians. The main thrust of the referendum is the recognition of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders. If the Yes vote succeeds, there will be little impact on the lives of non-First Nation people except to have them recognise that we have a history that stretches back thousands of years before 1788. For First Nation people, that recognition and that Voice may lead to action that will bridge the gap that exists in health, welfare, education, infant mortality, poverty, life expectancy etc between them and non-First Nation people. Why would you vote No to that?

Why does Australia have an adversarial style of government? It was set up so that it would encourage good strong healthy debate in order to get good legislation. However, that is not what it is delivering. Even just having one side called the government and the other side called the opposition should tell you that people are set up for conflict rather than working together. Political point scoring seems to be what is achieved rather than overseeing good governance. 

The US form of government seems to take adversarial government to the extreme. You are identified as a Democrat or a Republican, not an independent thinker. That is not just the politicians but everyday people. It galvanises people into extreme right-wing or left-wing groups and with the ready and easy access to arms, it can lead to deaths and injuries.

Parliament should not be about winners and losers and covering your arse. So many of our politicians seem to forget what they are there for is to deliver good legislation to make our society function well. Instead, many treat it as a game where they try to outsmart others with words and jibes. These people are the winners as their egos are stroked. The losers are the general public who see waste, rorting and lost opportunities.

There is far more to the cost of housing than the simple notion of supply and demand. That simplistic notion was what the Coalition relied heavily on as the house prices spiral went out of control. Governments have different mechanisms to manage price blowouts. Having a belief that the market will solve everything and thus using a hands-off approach is a dereliction of duty.

Allowing investors to swamp the housing market saw a massive uplift in the transfer of money out of the share market into the housing sector. The search for short and long-term profit encouraged the heavily promoted "safe as houses" investment. This put potential owner occupiers at a disadvantage. Short-term sugar hits such as first home owner grants fuelled rather than cooled the market. Finally, the RBA had to intervene and raise interest rates. The ones who have been caught and hit the hardest are those who joined the wild ride too late or who overextended just to put a roof over their heads. The housing bubble had to burst eventually.

There are other factors involved that, when combined with the pandemic, exacerbated the problem. The cost of building materials, the decline in government funded social housing, reduction in regulations regarding rental increases, limited release of land because state governments could not keep up with associated infrastructure demands, reduction in the deposit needed to purchase a home, and even the ongoing destruction of the TAFE system which reduced the number of trade apprentices. All these could have been managed better by a federal government that wasn't asleep at the wheel or bound by an ideology that didn't match the sector.

Housing should be a right, not a luxury item. The use of capital in a home has been allowed to build up large property portfolios to the detriment of those just trying to get their first home. There has been no smooth even growth in the market. Surges and sudden snap backs have been exaggerated in the past decade because of a non-interventionalist policy. It was almost as if it was a deliberate ploy to widen the gap between rich and poor.

Just as a trickle-down approach to the economy has been proven to be a fallacy, the "let the market self-regulate," particularly in the housing sector, has been shown to be irresponsible. A socially responsible government would assist all its citizens to have the best opportunity to have a home. Anything less should be seen as a failure of policy.

Imagine a government that had the attitude that suggested to first home buyers to get “a good job that pays good money” if they want to enter the property market. Treasurer Joe Hockey did in June 2015 at a time when wage rises were suppressed, there was an increase in unemployment, a move away from full-time jobs, and the cost of living was rising.

People are doing it tough. They are being told that it is their own fault for making poor choices when purchasing a property where their debt far exceeds the current value of their house. However, the culpability lies elsewhere. The Coalition's policies failed. That is little comfort, however, now to those forced to sell and those who still can't afford to buy their first home now that interest rates have risen and the market is in a precarious position.

Governments need to ensure that everyone has that simple basic human need of shelter met. If that requires more social housing, intervention in the market, tighter regulation through legislation, long term planning not just budget to budget or election to election, or changes to capital gains tax and negative gearing, then the government has a duty and responsibility to make it happen. Anything less is a cop out.

The crocodile seen off Brisbane Bob Katter said should be shot. I wonder if they confirm it to be the dugong that they think it is, Katter will say it should be shot anyway just to be safe. He may be impersonating a human, but a dugong pretending to be a croc is a bit too much.

Jacinda Ardern left the stage after a great performance. Trump, Morrison, Johnson, Bolsinaro etc. had a huge hook drag them off, yet are hanging around, hoping for an encore.

The Voice is not about racism as such. It is about recognition within our constitution that before 1788 there was a rich history that has been suppressed. The Voice is a uniting process. Those encouraging the vote for No are weaponising racism by creating a further divide.

With the pile on of Jacinda Ardern and the lies being told about the Voice referendum on mainstream and social media, I think I now know what artificial intelligence is. Artificial has a meaning of "insincere or affected."

With a planned meeting by very ultra-conservative people in Australia that will see so many RWNJs in the one place, the earth (the one these flat-earth believe in) may tilt heavily to the right and they may all slide off into oblivion.

So many conservatives are railing against the lack of observance of Australia Day. They do not understand how it is seen as Invasion Day by indigenous people. Some are even telling those indigenous people to go back where they came from!

For all those climate change sceptics who say that the temperature in the 1890s in Australia showed were hotter, it is interesting to note that it wasn't until 1910 the Australian Bureau of Meteorology had established standardised equipment and thus records across Australia became far more accurate and comparable. Australia's average temperature has increased on average by 1.44 ± 0.24 °C since 1910.

You would have to question what the Liberal Party's end game is. Is it based on the ease that the Voice from The Heart was dismissed by Malcolm Turnbull and the Coalition who decried it as a third chamber? Is it a continuation of the attitude shown by them, especially Peter Dutton, when they walked out on the apology that Kevin Rudd gave? Is it being opposed simply for political point scoring? What do they hope to gain from opposing something that is a chance to unify indigenous people and other Australians? They say that the devil is in the details but, even though the details are publicly available, they deliberately try to confuse people. The parliament decides how a Voice operates. All the referendum does is ask whether a Voice should be considered and be added as an acknowledgement of First Australians into our constitution.

Amid all the lies and disinformation, it seems we have a political party that has no idea what its end game is, hasn't offered an alternative, and can't explain logically and clearly why The Voice should not go ahead.

So disappointed with Australia Day being on a Thursday. It is un-Australian. How do we miss out on our beloved long weekend? Australia Day should float like Easter so that it always falls on a Monday. Don't care when, but give us back our long weekend!

Peter Dutton, are you looking for opportunities for political point scoring, points of difference, or wanting genuine progress to improve life in Australia? It appears that from your dog whistling on the Voice and wanting to call in the army in Alice Springs, it isn't the latter.

We know that mortgage rates are rising, as are rents. When you throw in the price of utilities soaring, you have to wonder whether people have just given up and thought "Bugger it, let's live a little." The doom and gloom of the past three years during covid has adjusted our thinking. Instead of putting money away for a rainy day, we have experienced the heavy rain and come to the conclusion that there's more to life than just saving for a retirement that may not come.

That message was emphasised when the Federal Government said that people should access their super to get by during the pandemic. It was contrary to what pre-covid thinking was. When covid hit the Federal Government decided that its job wasn't to assist people, but to splash money around for businesses. They had a belief that businesses would pass that money down to the needy. Greedy and needy got mixed up, I guess.

We have been conned into spending what we don't have and paying later. This applies to housing, holidays, household goods. It mirrors the ads of the lending agencies. A Federal Government that could allow Australia to have a trillion-dollar debt, buy billions of dollars of defence equipment despite having no money, made it seem that debt is okay. People were being told that spending was a way to grow the economy. We were doing our bit for Australia by spending. 

In the past ten years, we have had treasurers who believed that the market would set the right course and so these treasurers took their hands off the wheel. The current treasurer is at least trying to grab hold of the wheel and steer the economic ship away from the rocks. Australians are ignoring the dangers ahead and living for the moment. Who can blame us after what we've been through, after what we've been told? It is like being told that the pandemic is over, when it isn't. We are too busy celebrating and ignoring warnings to even think of what might lie ahead.

We saw the media proving again on the loudest voice getting the most attention. Lidia Thorpe was able to garner support with her extreme views by carefully stage-managed situations. The same can be said for Peter Dutton. Journalism has drifted into the sensationalism of "A Current Affair" type reporting. There needs to be a clear dictum followed by journalists of accurate, well researched investigation. Anything less does a disservice to the public and the professionalism of journalism. We saw a lack of balance on Australia Day from a broad cross-section of MSM. We saw the sort of response from them akin to the low rating SkyNews after dark presenters. Is that where the fourth estate is heading?

'Change the Date' and 'Treaty' are not on the agenda of the government and of the real leaders of the First Nation people. The words in the Uluru Statement From the Heart, the words of Pat Dodson, Marcia Langton and Noel Pearson are what are being smothered by the loud voices of a few. The government is focusing on getting The Voice referendum passed as they promised. Yet the media allows Peter Dutton to go unchallenged when he asks for the detail. The detail is published. It is there for all to see. It is similar to what Ken Wyatt, the former Minister for Indigenous Australians, presented to Cabinet twice; a cabinet that Peter Dutton was a member of. Why doesn't the media ask questions of Peter Dutton? Why does the media allow disinformation to flourish? Have the standards been lowered in favour of sound bites, to feed the 24-hour news cycle, or to get exclusivity? Perhaps there is another reason entirely and that may have something to do with pressure placed on editors, credibility of editors themselves or journalists taking the easy option. There is an ethical responsibility for news media to present facts and not just opinions. Sadly, that seems to be being set aside.

There are so many agendas that cross over, so many different wheelbarrows being pushed, so many mismatched ideologies and so many games being played; that you wonder whether our politicians have the mental capacity to look at one issue with an objective eye. What we see is horse-trading between issues rather than proper debate on individual ones. We are electing the wrong people to parliament. They play the game of politics. The point scoring in that overrides the reason that they were elected. The public want, need and deserve good legislation that has been through vigorous discussion and not just opposed for the sake of it. Politicians want to win at all costs, but their determination of what constitutes a win is flawed, because their ultimate goal is to win power, not the gratitude of the public for doing the best job they can to take Australia forward. Imagine if parliament was a place of ideas, filled with the most inventive, creative, compassionate and intelligent minds in the country, just how much further advanced a country we would be.

In so many professions, a measure of their standing in the community is their income level. For teachers, nurses, carers and so many others, either this doesn't apply, or they are considered by the public/government to have little value. Time for a change in attitude.

The governments in the last eighty years that have taken Australia forward have all been Labor ones. From John Curtin bringing troops home from Europe after the fall of Singapore, through to Whitlam's establishment of Medicare, Changes in Family Law and women's rights, establishment of Land Rights for Indigenous people; and on to the Hawke-Keating changes involving the economy, industrial relations, environmental protection and superannuation. It is hard to find something particularly of late that the conservative coalition have done apart from changing gun laws. Anthony Albanese has the backing of all state and territory governments for the Voice referendum. There is every chance that such backing it will get a majority of voters across the nation and a majority of voters in a majority of states. The problem is that there is a lot of loud white noise preventing a simple message being heard. The Yes campaign needs to get on the front foot. It needs something like Keating's Redfern speech and Rudd's apology to galvanise people into understanding what a Yes vote actually means, and not the garbage that has been floated by No advocates.

"Europeans have brought civilisation to the world" is the argument used to cover up the blatant dispossession in countries. Destroying older cultures and other civilizations in the process is not always a sign of progress. At least we should recognise that.

"Europeans have brought civilisation to the world" is the argument used to cover up the blatant dispossession of land from indigenous people here in Australia. Destroying older cultures and other civilizations in the process is not always a sign of progress. At least we should recognise what was lost, not only in Australia but also across the world in Africa, Asia, Australia, North and South America and acknowledge the methods used to "civilise" the world.

The No campaign continues to throw in red herrings to confuse the issue of The Voice to Parliament. It is a common tactic and doesn't add to the debate. The latest is to redirect to a preamble and then add in with indigenous recognition, the role of migrants. If Warren Mundine wants to do something like that, then make the Dobe/Woodley song, "I am Australian" our National Anthem. Then let him sing the first verse:

"I came from the dream-time

From the dusty red-soil plains

I am the ancient heart

The keeper of the flame

I stood upon the rocky shores

I watched the tall ships come

For forty thousand years I've been

The first Australian"

and consider that the first Australians have been dispossessed of their land, had their culture and language all but destroyed, been enslaved at times, been massacred in frontier wars, been considered as fauna for over 160 years, had their children taken away and been the last Australians to be given the vote. Maybe then he might see the need to have a Voice to Parliament. Somehow, I doubt it though.

So, some deadly radioactive piece of material has fallen off the back of a truck. Will Rio Tinto accept responsibility for that or will they blame the sub-contractor, blame the truck driver, blame the road conditions? We seem to be picking up the cost for their bad management. Some of their disasters such as the destruction in the Juukan Gorge can't be measured in dollar terms. The mining industry seems to be content to continue its "self-regulation" and ignoring of government made laws. They dig up our resources, make enormous profits and act as they see fit. Will governments come down hard on them? Unlikely, as political parties don't want to offend those who are actually running (ruining) the country.

Education is supposed to be the key to social mobility but as it costs so much, how do the disadvantaged gain access? It is also meant to be the key to long-term economic growth so how does that happen if a large number of the country are disenfranchised. It is all well and good to open up more university places, but if not everybody has the opportunity to access them, are we missing out on some very talented people getting into tertiary education? Here's a simple suggestion. Take the government money allocated to wealthy private schools and use it to properly fund state-run schools and support those going into tertiary studies. If the wealthy private schools are as good as they say they are, then they should survive. Isn't that what capitalism and business is all about? Students doing research in universities get a pittance and some would make more money flipping burgers. We have a centralised urban based university sector where rents are high and travel costs are high. Students from rural areas get some extra support but nowhere near enough. If you live away from home then you get Youth Allowance of $562.80 per fortnight which is the same as Jobseeker. That in some instances is, if you are lucky, a week's rent. How do you study fulltime and survive? Youth Allowance and Job Seeker have been widely condemned as not being anywhere near enough. The poverty line is $489 a week for a single adult. Simple maths shows that you simply starve or have to forego your course or take out loans or move back home. This government needs to incentivise tertiary education by making it possible for all students to make ends meet. Not since the Whitlam days has tertiary education been truly affordable and available to the disadvantaged.

To the tune of Oh Happy Day (Hawkins) as sung by The Edwin Hawkins Singers

Oh Opus Dei

Oh Opus Dei

Oh Opus Dei

Oh Opus Dei

Did Jesus want

Did Jesus want

Schools run this way?

Oh Opus Dei

Oh Opus Dei

There's a cry among educators of "Carpe diem" (Seize the day) that is now being overridden by "Cessant dei" (Cease the dei) and the examination of Opus Dei on 4 Corners on ABCTV may make that call even louder.

As is usual, it is the public sector and low paid workers that will bear the brunt of the inflation surge. Governments have notoriously underpaid workers in health and education and other service industries. With pressure being mounted on governments to curb rises in service delivery costs, teachers, nurses, emergency and aged care workers will be told that it is inappropriate at this time to pay a fair wage. While senior public servants and politicians are forced to accept bonuses, perks and wage increases, little is left for the rest. Those workers in service industries that have been offloaded into the private sector will fare no better. 

The stupidity of following the trickle-down method from the previous government is that it does not translate into massive investment as we have been told it will. If lower paid workers get paid more, their discretionary expenditure will increase and thus boost businesses’ bottom line. 

Service industries will have to pay more to retain workers. Governments are trying to bluff their way through with teachers and nurses, but as staffing numbers aren't met, they will have to rethink the wages they offer. Health and education won't go away and a lack of nurses and teachers is a very public crisis. Governments will have to curb their spending in other areas. Defence, some pork barrelling grants, politicians' perks, political advertising are some of the areas that should be examined rather than an across-the-board slashing of services.

As the population ages, it will cost governments more as service industries will be more and more stretched. It would be better to reduce capital expenditure to fund service delivery, than vice versa. We are paying the price for the "adults who were back in charge", who said that they were the "best economic managers" and who did little to curtail rising debt and leaving us exposed to rampant inflation partially caused by their hands off approach on housing. The economy is a tool to manage service delivery of what people need. It is not the be all and end all. The government should look at what the community wants and needs first and design an economic means of attaining those things.

Maybe we should look at reducing the money allocated to private schools, especially those who have a cult-like curriculum. That money might be better spent on providing services to those in need, such as counselling for those students caught up in these cults.

I listened carefully but maybe I missed Alan Tudge at the Robodebt Royal Commission saying sorry and accepting responsibility. Perhaps, as he doesn't think like the lawyer he trained to be, he has forgotten his Latin as well. Remind me what 'mea culpa' means.

Given the fact that woke means, "aware of and actively attentive to important societal facts and issues" Peter Dutton might garner more votes if he became more "woke"
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	The Robodebt Royal Commission continues with former minister, Alan Tudge under fire for his involvement, particularly leaking of details of victims to media.

	Chinese spy balloons shot down over the US.

	Alan Tudge retires from politics

	Massive earthquake hits Turkiye and Syria killing thousands

	Cyclone hits the North Island of New Zealand after ravaging Pacific Islands. Many deaths. Huge amount of destruction.


At the Robodebt Royal Commission we heard from Rachelle Miller that party image is more important than the privacy and even the mental welfare of the public. What sort of people are we electing? Where are their ethics and of those who work for them?

Setting aside personal beliefs is difficult. However, for politicians, it needs to be done. Their job is to represent others. In Australia, government is meant to be secular and should remain so. Education should also. If politicians can't see that, they are in the wrong job.

At the Robodebt Royal Commission it was quickly discovered that an apology and an acceptance of responsibility from a minister was harder to find than a tiny radioactive capsule lost in the outback.

If there are any truisms in the world of economics then they should come with the rider that "past performance is not necessarily an indicator of future outcomes".

Economics is pretending to be a science when it actually is a whole lot of sometimes obtuse data wrapped up in tables and unexplainable, irrelevant, but pretty graphs.

This may seem irreverent to the aficionados, zealots and worshippers of economic theories, however there are so many interrelating factors in play in short- and long-term economic performance that trying to isolate even a few to explain what is happening is either a futile task or an oversimplification that hasn't any merit.

Seasonal adjustment of figures to smooth out bumps that don't fit into normal patterns, along with the use of percentage to explain rises and falls are tools that can trap the unwary. Actual dollar figures tell better truths. A ten percent fall in the market one day is not balanced by a ten percent gain the next day. That is mathematically true, but is not the perception the general public gains from listening to economists or worse still politicians.

There was a sugar hit to the economy after the fears of covid were watered down. The economy took a massive hit during the pandemic and retail sales dropped, but not fully across the board. Harvey Norman for example made profits and received unneeded government support as well. Others weren't so lucky and any that survived may feel a little hope flicker from the sugar hit. As wage rises and raw material and energy costs increase, the current bottom line of businesses is far more important to them than future predictions and trends. They are in survival mode and will be for some time to come.
Governments have used economic theories to sow hope for different sectors and to support different industries. Yet in doing so, they are best guessing and may have just as much luck with a Ouija board or looking at animal entrails.
Economics has taken over government policy direction. It is what is behind the boom-and-bust cycles, particularly in housing and the share market. Economics should be seen as a measurement tool and not become the driver of policy direction. It has a place. However, it is not the exact science that some people see it as and make it out to be.
People invest based on the economics presented to them. In effect they gamble in the belief that economic expectations are always right. Those people now being caught out with mortgage issues; those people who have had to endure wage rise suppression based on economic theory, live in the real world. They have no recourse to sue for damages caused by economists spouting "truths". Governments too cannot be held to account either because there are so many out clauses. 

So, show all the graphs you like, all the complex tables that supposedly justify your theories, but please economists, couch what you say carefully. So many people's lives and livelihoods are affected by what you put out in the public arena.

This is to the tune of Unforgettable (Gordon) as sung by Nat King Cole/Natalie Cole

Not responsible

That’s what they are

Not responsible

Their get out of gaol free card

No way that they can be found guilty

Don’t believe in accountability

Never before

Has someone been more

Not responsible

In any way

They’re so very sure (They’re so very sure)

No price they’ll pay (No price they’ll pay)

That’s why, they say, it’s impossible

That they could be even responsible

So someone else

Must be responsible too

Tony Abbott praising the hell out of Cardinal Pell won't be enough to get it all out or change the direction of Pell's afterlife journey.

Gun laws are being relaxed in the US because of the second amendment being upheld in courts. This is to allow perpetrators of domestic violence to still carry weapons. Meanwhile, the notion that a government has a right and a duty to keep their citizens safe fades into obscurity.

The Opposition parties and those wanting a No vote are trying to play immigrants off against First Nations people. They are trying to say that First Nations people will have more rights than immigrants. Given that many immigrants have come from countries where class systems operate, it is a cruel hoax that is being perpetrated. It needs to be called out. The referendum is about recognising First Nations people in the constitution. It is about setting up a Voice so that their concerns can actually be heard. Those concerns have rarely been heard since European settlement because they were smothered by actions including calling First Nations people merely fauna, taking away their lands, enslaving them and massacring them. Even when some positive action was taken, it became a paternalistic means of suppressing those concerns. Many immigrants see what Europeans have done over the years and can empathise with them. Many are in support of First Nation people because they thought that sort of thing had been left behind in their former countries. The Opposition and No activists trying to weaponise the Voice in a negative way may see it blow up in their faces.

When Morrison was testifying at the Robodebt Royal Commission, I can just imagine KC Greggery asking if he could treat the witness as hostile. Commissioner Holmes would most likely have replied, "Don't you think infantile would be a better word?"

It seems that the public service has borrowed tactics from the Catholic Church. If someone does something seriously wrong, to save face, that person is just transferred to another parish/department.

There’s been no remorse, just excuses

They try to blame shift, all abuses

That is the new minister protocol

Where's responsibility?

Where's accountability?

No morals and ethics displayed at all.

If you got a phone call from the PM asking you to be Minister for Social Services during the Robodebt period? Would you

a) resign

b) ask, "Why me?"

c) want to know what you have done wrong

d) offer up the name of someone else

e) seek leave

f) start working on a scapegoat list

By their very definition, the conservatives don’t want change; they resist change; and they criticise change. Major positive changes in Australia have only occurred in Australia through Labor governments and each change has been a hard difficult road to travel mainly due to our adversarial and diametrically opposed political system. Having an opposition by its very name, suggests that there will be speed bumps, road closures, detours and potholes on the way. Labor will have a difficult task getting change through even if that change is totally justified. Few
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