
The fact that our Prime Minister has repeatedly flout-

ed the law, be that about parties during Lockdown, 

wallpaper paid for by people who want favours, or 

having sex with people who then get government 

funding, is not that surprising. As a moral case, his is a 

somewhat peculiar one, in that he is so extreme, and 

his actions now are only consistent with how he has 

lived all his life 

My real interest lies in everyone else in the Downing 

Street machine; the Permanent Private Secretary, 

who invited people to bring their own booze to the 

rinks party; the media guy whose riotous leaving do 

took place the night before Prince Philip’s funeral, 

and the people who attended these events. 

For the things that all and sundry are so keen to apol-

ogise for, now that it’s in the public domain, all hap-

pened quite a few months ago. What I’m curious 

about is this: 

Have they been sitting on their consciences in the 

meantime? Have they inwardly always known that 

these were wrong things to do, and they have been 

feeling bad about them? Or have the last couple of 

weeks been a nasty surprise? Are they puzzled at the 

reaction they have been receiving? 

For easy as it is to throw stones at particular individu-

als, that doesn’t quite make sense. Dozens of people 

were involved in the misdemeanours; if it had felt so 

bleedingly obvious that it was wrong, surely someone 

would have pointed out that a BYOB function during 

a time of near total Lockdown was a stupid and mor-

ally bad thing to do. 

In this, I think two extra dimensions are worth consid-

ering. Whoever is leaking all this information now 

isn’t actually bothered about the morality of it; if they 

were, they would have kicked up a fuss straight away. 

Rather, they want to bring down the Prime Minister 

and they are prepared to feed the media titbit after 

titbit until it finally happens. They did have a sense 

that this would be useful fodder one day, but I don’t 

think they wanted themselves to change the culture; 

they just want the Prime Minister replaced. And in 

this, both the media and the wider country are in 

danger of being seriously manipulated. 

The second is that we underestimate ‘cultural’ sin; 

often called ‘structural’ sin. A personal morality is 

more comprehensible to us, in the Western world at 

least, than a societal morality. But the latter is actual-

ly what this is about and it is much more important. 

Downing Street evidently h ad a culture of entitle-

ment and it sucked people in; i.e. the idea that they 

were a special species who didn’t have to follow the 

same rules as everyone else. But because everyone 

around them had also succumbed to it, the individu-

als didn’t notice. 

What structural sins are we part of, that we will only 

notice in a year or twenty years’ time, when they get 

highlighted? 

Before you get caught... 
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