
The ACMA (Australian Communications and Media Authority) powers to combat misinformation and 

disinformation bill in Australia has generated significant debate. While the aim of curbing misinformation and 

disinformation is important, there are legitimate concerns and arguments against granting such powers to the 

ACMA. Here are some arguments that need to be considered when voting against the bill: 

1. Freedom of Speech and Expression: Granting extensive powers to a regulatory body like ACMA to combat 

misinformation and disinformation could potentially infringe upon the fundamental right to freedom of speech 

and expression. It might lead to censorship and chilling effects, deterring individuals from expressing dissenting 

opinions or unpopular viewpoints. 

2. Potential for Overreach: There's a risk that the ACMA's powers could be overused or abused, potentially stifling 

legitimate discourse and differing opinions. Without clear boundaries and oversight mechanisms, there could be 

cases where the regulator targets content that, while contentious, doesn't necessarily qualify as misinformation or 

disinformation. 

3. Lack of Clarity in Definitions: Defining misinformation and disinformation can be subjective and challenging. The 

bill lacks clear criteria for differentiating between genuine misinformation and honest mistakes or differing 

interpretations of facts. This ambiguity could lead to the unjust punishment of individuals or platforms. 

4. Impact on Media Diversity: The concentration of power in regulating information dissemination will 

disproportionately affect smaller media outlets or alternative voices. Regulatory compliance costs could put 

smaller players at a disadvantage and reduce media diversity, limiting the range of perspectives available to the 

public. 

5. Potential for Bias and Political Manipulation: Regulating information dissemination could open the door to 

political interference or bias. Decisions about what constitutes misinformation or disinformation could be 

influenced by political agendas, potentially leading to suppression of dissenting views or amplification of 

government-approved narratives. 

6. Technical Challenges: The bill might struggle to keep up with the constantly evolving landscape of online 

information sharing. Misinformation and disinformation can spread rapidly through various platforms, making it 

difficult for regulatory bodies to address the issue effectively. 

7. Ineffectiveness: It's possible that the bill might not effectively address the root causes of misinformation and 

disinformation. Complex societal issues often underlie the spread of false information, and regulatory measures 

alone might not be sufficient to tackle them. 

8. Encouraging Personal Responsibility: Relying solely on regulatory measures might shift the burden of 

responsibility away from individuals and onto the government. Encouraging media literacy and critical thinking 

skills among citizens could be a more sustainable approach to combating misinformation. 

9. Impact on Digital Innovation: Stricter regulations might discourage digital platforms from innovating and 

providing new spaces for open discussion. The fear of potential regulatory backlash might lead platforms to 

implement overly restrictive content policies that hinder free expression. 

10. What makes one the arbiter of truth with regard to what is regarded as misinformation and disinformation?  This 

bill if passed will enable the government to control a narrative without any dissenting voices.  As the truth starts 

to come out with regard to COVID 19 mismanagement and the vaccine ineffectiveness, one could argue this is 

what happened with the COVID 19 narrative (side note, Royal Commission is required on all matters related to 

COVID 19).  Controlling a narrative is undemocratic.     

In conclusion, while addressing misinformation and disinformation is important, concerns about potential 

limitations on freedom of speech, regulatory overreach, lack of clarity, and potential biases warrant thoughtful 

consideration. Balancing the need to combat misinformation with safeguarding individual rights and a diverse 

media landscape is crucial when evaluating the ACMA powers bill in Australia 
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