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‘ his will bea different
Parliament” Rob Oake-
shott claimed when he
announced hewould

swing behind Labor and make Julia

Gillard Prime Minister, again, after

the 2010 election. “We believe in the

‘Sunshine Test'" And Gillardrespon-

ded:"5olet's drawback the curtains

andletthe sunshinein, let our Parlia-
mentbe more open than itwas
before.”

The independents have long
claimed that if only the Parliament
were not controlled by members of
anyone political partyit would oper-
ateonahigher plane. Likewise, fem-
inists promised thatas more women
entered Parliament they would civil-
ise the place and reduce confronta-
tion in favour of co-operation.

Mow we have the double - a female
Prime Ministerkeptinoffice by inde-
pendents. 5o does this mean the 43rd
Parliament will be remembered as the
Sunshine Parliament? Hardly.

More likely it will be rememberad
asthe Sleaze Parliament. The Speak -
el cannotsit because he is dealing
with allegations oftravel rorts and
sexual harassment.

Parliament's most famous inde-
pendent, Craig Thomson, wants the
police to trawl through footage of
brothel customers to find outwho
was impersonating him when escorts
were paid for out of union funds.

And the stench of the Health Ser-
vices Union is fouling wider and wider.

Craig Thomson has made much of
the fact heis entitled to be presumed
innocentand noone has theright to
play judge, jury and executioner.

To prove this point, he used his
speech on Monday to try, convict and
sentence Tony Abbott over his hand-
ling of the issue, declaring he was not
fittositas anMPin the House of
Representatives.

The people under
suspicion are the very
people who prop up the
Government numbers.

Last week[was asked to explain
the Australian political situation to
some very senior foreign business
leaders. For the first time, I confess, [
wis not proud of what 1 was describ-
ing. Ourpolitics today are at an
extremely lowebb.

Thisisnottosay there have not
beenscandals before. Take the events
of September 1997, whenin the space
ofaweek three ministers were sacked
orstood down over allegations of
travel rorts. Mo one in the Labor Party
woltied too muchabout the “pre-
sumption of innocence” back then.
Theministers were members of the
Coalition and it brought the govern-
menttoits knees. Whenallegations of
travel rorts rebounded on to Labor's
senator Nick Sherryhe engagedinan
actofserious self-harm. Thankfully
nothing asserious as that has hap-
pened during this furore.

The language of today is no more
brutal orvituperative than in vears
gone past: goback and read thespee-
ches of Billy Hughes or Jack Lang,
which make modern debates look
comparatively restrained. Butthe
media coverage is more pervasive.
Hughes and Lang didnthave talk-
backradioand television and 24-hour
news programs. Blog sites and Twitter
accounts-where anyone can make
anyallegation or post an insult about
anyone—did not exist.

Mo, itis not the language. What has
really poisoned our political debate is
thatafter noone won the last election
itwas poseurs—such as Tony Windsor
and Rob Oakeshott -who gotto
decide the outcome. And when those
two former membersof the National
Party. whorepresent conservative
electorates, decided to back Labor
intoofficeitled to the feeling that
somehow the process had defied pub-
lic opinion ratherthan reflected it.
Since then, the government has
shoredup its numbers with a Liberal
turncoat and Laborhas paid hun-
dreds of dollars inlegal feesto defend
Craig Thomson.

What makes the sleazesobad is
thatthe people under suspicion are
the very people who prop up the gov-
ernment numbers. Soa minority
government protects conduct that
would not be tolerated in anv other
workplace.

Oakeshott can't reallv believe this
“different” Parliament is a better one.
Hedoesn't need more sunlight to see
that. Mavbe he should just take off his
sunglasses and open his eves.
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