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JOBS AND CAREERS IN THE
'FOURTH INDUSTRIAL
REVOLUTION®

The fourth industrial revolution will have the greatest impact on routine tasks. A flexible, well-edu-
cated and suitably trained workforce will be critical

By Jock Finlayson and Kristine St.-Laurent

Business Council of B.C.

The work world is being transformed by rapidly evolving digital technologies as we march into
what many are calling the "fourth industrial revolution."

With disruptive technologies pushing the frontiers of automation, some of the comparative advan-
tages humans traditionally have enjoyed relative to technology are eroding. Computers and learn-
ing-based algorithms have progressed beyond replacing repetitive, manual tasks with mechani-
cal execution.

Now, recognizing patterns, providing diagnoses and communicating complex information - three
activities once seen as within the purview of people - are increasingly performed by computers.
Doctors, lawyers, accountants and other skilled professionals may eventually join the ranks of
those whose jobs have been displaced or fundamentally altered by automation.

What does all of this portend for the future of employment?

In the job market, advances in technology are expected to have the greatest impact on tasks that
are routine in nature. Such tasks aren't necessarily mundane but they're labelled routine because
they could be fully automated in the foreseeable future.

Routine tasks are found in most occupations and constitute part of many kinds of work activity.
Examples include mathematical calculations involved in accounting and financial analysis; organ-
izing and disseminating information; the physical execution of repetitive work, such as driving;
and some types of repeated research, such as that performed when filing a patent.

In thinking about how technology shapes the labour market, a key insight is that automation is
both a substitute for and a complement to human capital and intelligence. The challenge for work-
ers is to figure out where they can add value and/or perform tasks that can't be automated.

The quick displacement of vast numbers of jobs is unlikely in the near term. A recent report from
the McKinsey Global Institute estimates that between three and 14 per cent of the global work-
force will need to switch occupational categories by 2030. This points to gradual change.

Even today, when some worry that millions of truck drivers and bus operators are poised to lose
their jobs, trucking companies across North America desperately struggle to hire new drivers.
Self-driving cars are coming, but more slowly than many tech enthusiasts believe. Robots already
play a significant role in the manufacturing and logistics industries and will continue to make
inroads elsewhere.

The good news is that increased automation should boost economy-wide productivity. But it may
also translate into reduced full-time employment and downward pressure on wages and benefits
for some workers. The net result is likely to be a widening divide between those whose work and
skills complement technology, versus those who end up at a disadvantage in the digital age. A
legitimate concern for policy-makers is that more individuals will be trapped in a downward cycle
of low-skilled, low-paying employment, with diminished opportunities to find or transition into
careers that offer a decent income.

Historically, technological innovations have often disrupted existing industries, business models
and jobs - but without dampening the aggregate demand for labour. Instead, new industries and
occupations have developed to replace those that have shrunk in the face of technological
advances. Today, however, some analysts fear the expanding digital economy could lead to a
sharp contraction in overall employment, as machines and software increasingly replace human
labour.

In truth, economists and tech analysts don't know how or exactly in what time frame the fourth
industrial revolution will unfold. However, a flexible, well-educated and suitably trained workforce
will be critical to meeting the demands of the labour market, regardless of the pace at which tech-
nology advances.

For government and industry, it makes sense to develop policies and programs to strengthen in-
demand skills and enhance workers' ability to acquire new skills and knowledge. A greater focus
on technical training generally also makes sense, as people will be needed to operate and main-
tain the machines and digital platforms that are expected to proliferate.

Digitized, computer-generated knowledge, products and services promise gains in productivity
and the standard of living. But we must be alert to the risk that these trends will leave behind
those unwilling or unable to adapt.

DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT
FUNDS WAR CRIMES, INCREASES DEBT,
ENRICHES CONTRACTORS

The 2019 National Defense Authorization Act, which President Donald Trump signed on Aug. 13,
authorizes $717 billion in defense spending. That's $2,194 for every man, woman and child in the
United States, just for one year. It's an increase of $21 billion over last year’s bill.

“This act increases budget deficits,” said Libertarian National Chair Nicholas Sarwark. “We’re
spending even more money we do not have, but that’s not the worst part. The bill includes fund-
ing to support Saudi Arabia’s use of our munitions to commit war crimes in Yemen, in a war with
no discernable U.S. interest. The bill only benefits the defense industry, the military-industrial
complex, and the surveillance leviathan. American taxpayers lose. People unfortunate enough to
live downrange of U.S. bombs and drones suffer horrendous losses. Meanwhile, the Department
of Veterans Affairs is still a mess and continues to fail veterans from the last few ill-advised, unde-
clared wars.”

American foreign policy should seek an America at peace with the world.

The bill includes $6.3 billion of funding for troops in Europe, and moves us a step closer to per-
manent deployment on a continent that is wealthy enough to afford its own defense. It extends
military assistance to Ukraine by two years. It gives the Department of Defense greater control
over trade with China, at the expense of American citizens and businesses who wish to trade
freely with businesses and people in China. It further thumbs its nose at China by strengthening
U.S. support for Taiwan’s military capacity. It also entrenches U.S. troop levels in South Korea.

“Imagine the food you could have fed your family, the programs you could have organized with
your community, or the investments in enterprise that could have occurred,” said Libertarian
National Committee Vice-Chair Alex Merced. “So much more becomes possible if we cut taxes
rather than increase defense spending.”

The Libertarian Party advocates peace with all nations, and stands apart from the Republicans
and Democrats who share a bipartisan commitment to more war, more strife, and more death
throughout the world.

“Spending $717 billion dollars we don’t have to send our men and women overseas to die in other
countries’ civil wars is unacceptable,” Sarwark said. “This is exactly the kind of politics as usual
that Libertarian Party candidates around the country want to halt.”

The Libertarian Party is running hundreds of candidates in 2018 at the local, state, and federal
levels. Libertarian officeholders can be counted on to hold the line on wasteful government spend-
ing, whether domestic or international, and put a stop to interventionist warfare.
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LARRY KLAYMAN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ATTORNEY GENERAL

A few days after former Sen. Jeff Beauregard Sessions was confirmed as attorney general of the
United States, | called him on his cellphone. The reason? | wanted to ask him to investigate the appar-
ent wiretapping of Trump Tower by Obama's Deep State intelligence agencies and the FBI, run at the
time by Director of Central Intelligence John Brennan, Director of National Intelligence James
Clapper, Director of the National Security Michael Hayden and, last but hardly least, FBI Director
James Comey.

Comey in particular was my focus, as a whistleblower client and | — with the help of the Honorable
Royce Lamberth, the only judge | trusted on the federal bench — had gone to Comey through his gen-
eral counsel, James Baker. Lamberth had worked with Baker in the past, with hard evidence that
Brennan and Clapper had been unconstitutionally and illegally "wiretapping" President Donald J.
Trump for years, along with Supreme Court justices, other judges, prominent businessmen and any-
one like yours truly who challenged the Obama administration and federal abuse of power in gener-
al.

To make matters worse, this illegal surveillance was not limited just to prominent persons who then
could be subject to coercion and blackmail by the Obama Deep State, but — as Edward Snowden had
first revealed — hundreds of millions of ordinary American citizens as well.

Earlier, Freedom Watch and | had sued these agencies and their heads over this unconstitutional sur-
veillance and won two preliminary injunctions enjoining this violation of the Fourth Amendment. The
Honorable Richard J. Leon, Lamberth's fellow judge on the D.C. federal bench, ruled this conduct
was "almost Orwellian." These rulings gave rise to Congress passing the USA Freedom Act, which
was designed to permanently stop this, although it is clear the Obama intelligence agencies and the
FBI continued their lawless spying, at least on Trump, his family and associates.

When | asked then-Attorney General Sessions to investigate the Trump Tower wiretaps and inquire
why then-FBI Director Comey had apparently buried the investigation of widespread surveillance ille-
gality, he assured me that our alma mater, the U.S. Department of Justice, would do this. However,
he added that since he had recused himself from the Russia collusion investigation, he would put me
in contact with Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein once he was confirmed by the U.S. Senate.

During our conversation, | also asked Sessions to do an independent evaluation of the Obama
Justice Department's prosecution of Cliven Bundy, his sons and scores of other peaceful protesters
who, exercising their First and Second Amendment rights, had successfully stood down agents of the
Bureau of Land Management and FBI in April 2014 at the Bunkerville ranch in Nevada.

As legal counsel for Cliven Bundy, | told Sessions | was convinced the prosecution was politically
motivated by Obama and his Attorney General Loretta Lynch.

Obama had revealed his hand at a White House Correspondents Dinner, when he effectively had
threatened Bundy for his having equated his and his family's plight with that of the "negro" in the old
South. Obama made specific reference to, and derisively mocked, Cliven's use of the word "negro."
A video of Obama's threat, which two years later came to pass by way of indictments, is visually
embedded in this column.

In response, Sessions assured me he would look into the then-ongoing Bundy prosecution, not coin-
cidentally being presided over in Las Vegas federal court by the handpicked judge of former Sen.
Harry Reid and then appointed by Obama himself. This compromised jurist, Gloria Navarro, had done
everything to assure that Cliven Bundy, his sons and their supporters would be convicted, as appar-
ent payback to her benefactor, Reid, who had labeled them as "domestic terrorists."

Sessions added that his review of the Bundy prosecution would be unbiased and neutral, and that he
would, while meeting with me, also invite the federal prosecutors in the U.S. attorney's office in Las
Vegas to "sit at the table" and "explain” the basis for the indictments. He then told me one of his staff
would be in contact with me in "the next few days" to work out with me the procedure for this review.

However, | never could connect with Deputy Attorney General Rosenstein after his confirmation, and
Sessions never carried through with his commitment to me to review the Bundy prosecution, despite
my constant correspondence with his office to push this along. With regard to the latter, the Bundy
prosecutions carried on with Sessions even praising the supposed courage, honesty and commit-
ment to public service of the federal prosecutors, but then saying — in his patented cowardly fashion
— that he was not taking sides.

About a year later, it turned out, just as | had predicted to Sessions, it was disclosed during trial that
these corrupt federal prosecutors had unethically and illegally suborned perjury by agents of the FBI
and BLM and hidden exculpatory "Brady material" from disclosure to defense counsel. As a result,
even Judge Navarro, to save her own severely tarnished reputation, was forced to dismiss the Bundy
indictments.

When this happened, after | again wrote to Sessions asking that he review the blatant misconduct of
his prosecutors, he issued a press release finally promising to do so. But this, too, did not happen,
and these same prosecutors recently filed a notice of appeal of the Navarro dismissals.

Just last Thursday — while openly attacking his president and suggesting Trump was attempting to
obstruct justice by putting political pressure on him to end the "witch hunt" of Special Counsel Robert
Mueller (all of this after the political prosecution and conviction of Paul Manafort and the plea deal by
shyster attorney Michael Cohen) — this attorney general in name only again praised his prosecutors,
just as he had done with the Bundy prosecution.

Here, outrageously, is what Sessions said during an interview on Fox News: "... no nation has a more
talented, more dedicated group of law enforcement investigators and prosecutors than the United
States. | am proud to serve with them and proud of the work we have done in successfully advanc-
ing the rule of law."

Friday morning, President Trump, sarcastically chiding Sessions, responded by tweeting: "Jeff, this
is GREAT (that you say you are not subject to political influence and you have great prosecutors), so
look into all of the corruption on the 'other side'... Come on Jeff, you can do it, the country is waiting."
Of course, Sessions, who himself not coincidentally is under criminal investigation by Mueller for
alleged Russian collusion, obstruction of justice in the firing of Comey, and perjury before Congress
during his confirmation hearing (and is likely being blackmailed by the Obama Deep State which
undoubtedly had wiretapped and obtained "dirt" on him during his time on the Trump campaign and
presidential transition team) will again take an "exit stage left" as he has with the matters | put before
him. His penchant to bury his head in the sand is unlimited. Coupled with his cowardly abdication of
law enforcement responsibility, he should himself be brought to "justice." (Pun intended.)

The attorney general is on life support, as his days as the nation's top law enforcement official are
numbered. Frankly, notwithstanding his imminent firing or, more likely, forced resignation, | intend to
have him indicted for obstruction of justice and violating his sworn oath of office in Freedom Watch's
citizens grand juries that will commence shortly. Go to Freedom Watch USA to sign up for and sup-
port our "Justice League."




