Tom Thorp

Director, Governance Section

Department of Infrastructure, Regional Development, Communication and the Arts
GRO Box 594

CANBERRA ACT 2601

20" August, 2023

Communications Legislation Amendment

(Combating misinformation and disinformation) Bill 2023

Dear Sir/Madam,

“When you tear out a man's tongue, you are not proving him a liar,
you're only telling the world that you fear what he might say.”
- George R. R. Martin'

I am writing to register my strong opposition to the “Communications Legislation Amendment

{Combating misinformation and disinformation) Bill 2023" - hereafter known as the Bill.

When I sat down and read through the contents of this Bill, visions of George Orwell's book “1984"

came flooding back. Restrictions to speech via broadcasting mediums, social media forums, websites

containing blog posts with public comment, are just some of the many communications fora that will
fall under the purview of the Australian Communications Media Authority (ACMA). All this, while

Governments, Professional News Organisations and Accredited Education Institutions are given a free

pass®. I'm sure George Orwell never envisaged his book “1984"” would become the user manual for a

proposed Bill in the Australian Parliament, paid for by the Australian tax payer - but here we are.

In my submission, I would like to point out three areas of serious contention, that (in my opinion)
should either be amended or struck out, should this Bill ever be voted upon and enacted.

1) Education - specifically, foreign influence of,
2) Social Media, and
3) Referendum - specifically, how this Bill affects public discourse

1 George R. R. Martin (2003). “A Clash of Kings: A Song of Ice and Fire: Book Two”, p.220, Bantam
2 See ‘excluded content for misinformation purposes’ - The Bill, Section 2.



Education

“The public is not cognisant of the real value of education, and

does not realise that education as a social force is not receiving

the kind of attention it has the right to expect in a democracy.”
- Edward Bernays®

I would like to refer to the current Definition of “excluded content for misinformation purposes”
on Page 9 of the Bill. In clause (d) it states :

(d) content produced by or for an educational institution accredited:
(i) by a foreign government or a body recognised by a foreign government as an accreditor of
educational institutions; and
(ii) to substantially equivalent standards as a comparable Australian educational institution;

It is one thing to exclude educational institutions accredited by Federal, Local and State
Governments from “misinformation”. But why should accredited educational institutions from foreign
governments be afforded the same privilege? You only have to look at the education curricula from
countries such as United States and Canada to realise that their education systems are in a total mess.
Does our Federal and State Governments also want to indoctrinate our school kids with woke
ideology, critical race theory and gender affirming indoctrination? Teaching kids the aforesaid
doctrines represents a dumbing-down of future generations, effectively making employment
opportunities for highly skilled jobs obsolete. Whatever happened to teachers teaching the three R's
principle (reading, writing, arithmetic) in order for their students to better prepare for life outside of
the education system?

Recommendation : Remove clause (d) in the Definition “excluded content for misinformation
purposes”.

3 Edward L. Bernays (1930), “Propaganda”, p 121, Ig Publishing
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https://www_theguardian._com/commentisfree/libertycentral/2012/apr/16/china-censorship-internet-freedom
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/international-covenant-civil-and



https://unpo._org/artide/2020



https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/international-covenant-civil-and-political-rights

