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Submission In Relation to Online Safety Codes 

 
I thank the commission for the opportunity to provide a submission as it relates to the proposed 
online safety codes, I am writing as a member of the Australian public. 

I do not believe these codes have struck the right balance of the rights of the public and the 
protection of free speech, encryption and the integrity of our law system in this country. 

Discretion 
 

The online safety codes through the online safety act provide an unseen level of discretion and by 

effect power to the commissioner I fundamentally disagree with this power being given to an 

individual, I believe that this leaves open corruption or the use of these powers along political lines. 

I am concerned the act and by extension these codes do not force the consideration of potential 

content and the rights of the Australian public a set of examples are obviously the rights to freedom 

of speech, association, expression and privacy. 

 

Encryption 
 

I am concerned the online safety act and by extension the online safety codes may either implicitly 

or explicitly force or corrupt companies into weakening encryption, encryption is a technology that 

protects every individual that uses technology, any act that seeks to weaken encryption must be 

opposed at every level. 

The commission has said it doesn’t wish to weaken encryption, but this statement does not match 

what it wants providers and companies to do under the codes, for example proactive monitoring at 

the device level could require files to be unencrypted to be scanned. 

I fundamentally oppose this as a citizen, and I hope the commission listens to experts on this 

important matter. 

 

Privacy 
 

I am concerned that the codes effectively will weaken if not remove privacy on the internet, privacy 

is a fundamental human right it allows the minority to speak without fear of prosecution on many 

important issues, a democracy in the modern world should not be seeking to remove privacy from 

the internet, it should be seeking to improve privacy protections. 

The commissions weaponization of children to remove privacy from the internet is disingenuous at 

best. 
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Classification and Protection 
 

I fundamentally oppose the proposed classification system that these codes will run under, the act 

enforces one of the biggest complaints of the Australian public, that being the classification board is 

a group of individuals that have the power of censoring media and expression in this country based 

on what they find offensive or fitting in certain categories. 

The classification board is a group of rich white people, how do they have the right to purport to 

know what content is harmful or needing to be censored to protect the public? I do not believe the 

classification system is fit for purpose in a modern Australia. 

By extent the codes proposed being defined in part by this archaic classification system is one of the 

greatest abuses of power I have ever seen, I am genuinely fearful that this country is on a slippery 

slope to fascism and other horrible things I don’t even want to think about. 

The code and the act is the definition of “the path to hell is paved with good intentions”. 

 

Conclusion 
 

I plead with the commission and the industry to send these codes back for rewriting and reiterate 

my opposition to the act, the commission and the attempts to censor the rights of Australians, 

treating them as criminals, failing to respect innocent until proven guilty and potentially destroying 

the integrity of the internet as we know it. 


