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Abstract 
Public discourse surrounding disability expenditure frequently invokes images of excess, 
indulgence, and moral risk. Among these, the persistent figure of the “African Sex Safari” 
has emerged as a shorthand symbol for alleged misuse of disability funding. This paper 
investigates the origin, function, and persistence of this narrative. 

Using media analysis, policy review, and comparative cognitive prioritisation modelling, we 
demonstrate that this fantasy is not rooted in disabled experience, but instead reflects a 
neurotypical projection error. Empirical indicators show disabled aspirations are 
overwhelmingly focused on accessibility, housing, health stability, and survival logistics. 

We argue that the African Sex Safari narrative functions as a moral displacement device, 
enabling support reduction while maintaining public reassurance that such actions are 
fiscally and ethically justified. 

 

1. Introduction 
Disabled people occupy a unique position in public imagination: simultaneously framed as 
dependent, burdensome, and—paradoxically—dangerously close to indulgence. 

In Australian media, this contradiction has crystallised into a recurring myth: that when 
provided financial autonomy, disabled people will divert resources toward extravagant leisure 
pursuits, most notably the now-infamous African Sex Safari. 

Despite its ubiquity, this claim remains unsupported by evidence, testimony, or basic 
logistical reasoning. This paper examines why the myth persists, and whose desires it truly 
represents. 

 



None

2. Methodology 
This study employed a mixed qualitative–quantitative satire-compliant framework: 

●​ Media Narrative Analysis of disability-related expenditure reporting (2019–2026) 
●​ Comparative Thought Frequency Modelling, extrapolated from public commentary 

and lived-experience statements 
●​ Policy Contextual Analysis, focusing on recent NDIA reforms, funding restrictions, 

and algorithmic planning tools 

All methods comply with JNS ethical standards, including informed consent from common 
sense. 

 

3. Results 

3.1 Cognitive Prioritisation: What People Actually Think About 

Figure 1 compares mean daily thought frequency regarding sex versus accessibility needs 
across populations. 

 

Figure 1. Mean Daily Thought Frequency: Sex vs Accessibility 
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Interpretation: Disabled individuals prioritise accessibility infrastructure at significantly 
higher cognitive frequency than sexual or leisure pursuits. Neurotypical populations 
demonstrate the inverse pattern. 

 

3.2 The African Sex Safari Index (ASSI) 

To quantify the likelihood of the alleged behaviour, we developed the African Sex Safari 
Index (ASSI), representing the probability of booking such an experience when given 
discretionary funds. 

 

Figure 2. African Sex Safari Index by Group 

Likelihood (%) 
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Interpretation: The media narrative exhibits maximal confidence with minimal empirical 
grounding, a pattern consistent with moral panic formation. 
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3.3 Actual Spending Priorities in Disability Contexts 

Analysis of lived-experience accounts reveals a starkly different distribution of aspirations. 

 

Figure 3. Observed Disability Spending Priorities 

●​ 🛁 38% Accessible bathroom and showering 
●​ 🏠 26% Accessible housing 
●​ 🚗 14% Functional transport 
●​ 🧠 12% Therapy and health supports 
●​ 🍽️ 9% Household support 
●​ 🦁 1% African Sex Safari (rounding error) 

Note: The safari category could not be independently verified and may represent a statistical 
artefact introduced by commentators. 

 

3.4 Media Outrage vs Evidence 

 

Figure 4. Correlation Between Media Outrage and Evidence 
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Interpretation: Media outrage intensifies as empirical evidence declines, particularly when 
narratives involve sexuality, luxury, or geographic distance. 

 

4. Discussion 
The African Sex Safari functions not as a realistic risk, but as a symbolic stand-in for 
neurotypical anxieties about: 

●​ Financial redistribution 
●​ Disabled pleasure 
●​ Loss of moral hierarchy 

By framing disabled people as potential libertines, policy restrictions are reframed as 
responsible governance rather than structural deprivation. 

This narrative has proven particularly useful during periods of: 

●​ Algorithmic planning 
●​ Reduced appeal rights 
●​ Budget moderation framed as “flexibility” 

 

5. Conclusion 
This study finds no evidence that disabled people aspire to African Sex Safaris. 

Instead, disabled aspirations consistently centre on: 

●​ Entering and exiting homes safely 
●​ Showering without injury 
●​ Accessing healthcare before crisis 
●​ Financial predictability sufficient to survive 



The true fantasy lies not with disabled people, but with a media ecosystem that finds it easier 
to imagine excess than to confront neglect. 

 

6. Implications for Policy and Media Practice 
We recommend: 

1.​ Retiring the African Sex Safari from public discourse 
2.​ Replacing moral panic with material analysis 
3.​ Consulting disabled people before inventing their dreams 

 

7. Future Research 
●​ Longitudinal analysis of journalist projection patterns 
●​ Comparative studies of neurotypical leisure expenditure 
●​ Experimental trial: “What if we believed disabled people?” 
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