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| am making this submission in my role as a journalist and writer on Substack

SUMMARY

This proposed legislation sets up the Australian Media and Communications Authority (ACMA)
as a powerful censorship organ of the state. The effect will be that ACMA controls everything
that Australians can see, hear and say online through industry codes of practice enforced by
Big Tech corporations.

This legislation assumes that ACMA, an arm of the state, is able to determine what is “untrue,
misleading or deceitful” (misinformation) when they have no such ability. ACMA doesn’t know
(and cannot know) what is true. It therefore cannot preside over, set and enforce
misinformation codes of practice.

This is outsourced state censorship, totalitarian in scope, designed to control the public
conversation and camouflaged as protection.

Misinformation is jargon for being wrong, and disinformation is a made-up word for lying.

The government should not be in the business of determining “truth” for the Australian public.
This legislation should therefore be rejected in full.

Section 1: What is ACMA?

Ill

Section 2: Dodgy research creates fictional “misinformation threat” for censorship
Section 3: Corporations silence elected leaders and media

Section 4: This law is meant to destroy dissidents on Substack, Rumble, Telegram
Section 5: Terrifying excerpts of the actual proposed legislation

Section 6: in conclusion
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| now have to put the following disclaimer on the bottom of my media requests to the TGA:

Please note: the term “gene-vaccine” is both accurate and necessary to distinguish these
products from ordinary vaccines. Unlike ordinary vaccines, these products instruct cells to
produce non-human spike proteins using a genetic sequence from the sars-cov-2 virus. This
term does not make reference to interference with DNA.

Using the sinister words “false and misleading” carries legal weight under this proposed
legislation.

Think of what that means to a journalist in the context of legislation being passed to force the
internet (including Substack) to take down “misinformation”

My Substack could be taken down under this new law, and | could be disappeared from the
internet. All that would have to happen is a complaint from the Department of Health and
Aged Care to Substack, calling my work “misinformation” (even though it isn’t).

Although the legislation has a provision exempting “professional news media” it is unknown
whether this would cover a writer on Substack. How are they going to define that? Would that
be restricted to the servile corporate media houses?

3.2) Corporate media hit despite phony “protection”

The corporate media will not escape this censorship despite the phony exemption for
“professional news media”.

Newspapers and the journalists whose bylines are in them are reliant on social media sharing
for their voices to be amplified.

The goal of news websites such as Daily Mail Australia or News.com.au is to have their stories
go viral. That brings ad revenue. It’s the business model. For individual journalists whose
byline is on the story, it’s the metric of success. They chase clicks.

hey won’t get clicks and will be discouraged.

This may explain why corporate media was so deferential during the pandemic that it failed to
do its basic job.

Incentivised censorship has proven to be far more effective for government than ordering
journalists what to print. It’s hidden and they police themselves.

Journalists dependent on clicks can also have their careers destroyed by personal blacklisting.

The government doesn’t have to tell media outlets not to run stories critical of gene-vaccines,
they just go nowhere, regardless of how worthy or true or important they are.

Traditional media outlets also have revenue sharing agreements under the news media
bargaining code with tech platforms Meta (Facebook, YouTube, Instagram) and Google
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6) IN CONCLUSION:

e “Misinformation and disinformation” is a fake problem, small in scope. Wrong
information on the internet is not a big threat to Australians

e A sinister danger is instead posed by state control of information and government
policies that cannot be challenged by loud and uncontrolled dissent

e Our safety and wellbeing is guaranteed only by a robust marketplace of ideas where
people are able to be heard, even when they are wrong

e A parasitic industry of fake “misinformation and disinformation” experts has been
created to justify censorship. There is no qualification that enables “experts” to identify
wrong information in a way that we are not able to

e This legislation assumes that ACMA, an arm of the state, is able to determine what is
“untrue, misleading or deceitful” (misinformation) when they have no such ability.
ACMA doesn’t know what is true. It therefore cannot preside over misinformation
codes of practise

e Several examples of “dangerous misinformation” that ACMA used to lobby for these
powers turned out later to be factually accurate, or just different opinions that
challenged government messaging

e This legislation is a power grab by an unelected bureaucracy that would get to decide
what “misinformation” is for all of us and ban it, strangling our democracy

e Under this legislation ACMA would set the censorship rules, called “misinformation
industry codes” but outsource the implementation to Big Tech corporations. This allows
the state to hide behind corporate partners in order to pretend that they are not
censoring. The technical definition of corporate-state combines is “fascism”

e ACMA are the ones with the final say on the “misinformation and disinformation codes
of practice” under this legislation, which they would have the power to enforce

e Unelected bureaucrats including former police officers and security state operatives at
ACMA would determine “truth” for the whole country: what can be seen, heard or
written about online. Whatever they don’t like would be censored as “misinformation”.



e This law compels Big Tech platforms to collect and report extensive data on purported
“misinformation” back to ACMA. This inflates ACMA’s importance so they can traffic in
analysis and ask for even more money, power, people and research to “solve” the fake
problem that they themselves created

e ACMA, an unelected bureau, would have the power to create legislative instruments,
making its own rules and sidelining our elected legislators

e This legislation will crush dissident voices from alternative media where they found
refuge during the covid pandemic. This is deliberate.

e This legislation exempts “professional news” which is not defined, but includes the
compliant corporate media houses that heavily censored content during the pandemic.
It is not possible for media to be free and adversarial if it has to partner with and be
recognised by the state in order to publish. This is the manner in which North Korea
permits KCNA to publish as “professional news”. Freedom is guaranteed by diverse and
chaotic voices that the government can’t control by registration, industry standards or
the centralised ownership of a few big players

e This legislation will back-engineer censorship to the (already compliant) corporate
media outlets such as Daily Mail, Nine Newspapers or News.com.au which need social
media shares and Google search visibility for audience and revenue sharing. Journalists
who might otherwise refuse overt state censorship will be manipulated by incentives to
comply with “industry standards”

e Australia already has laws to deal with criminal behaviour such as incitement to
violence, fraud and child porn. Criminal acts are a matter for the police using the
extensive powers they already have. New censorship rules are not needed

e This legislation carries no protection for free speech at all, despite the Department
dishonestly claiming to do so by not giving ACMA the power to request specific posts be
removed. ACMA doesn’t want or need to micromanage because the platforms are
forced to do it for them.

¢ ACMA and the Federal Government should have exactly zero say in censoring the voices
of Australians even when they are wrong or misinformed

This legisiation cannot be allowed to pass in any form.
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