
Submission to the Legislation Committee 
Parliament House 
4 Harvest Terrace  
PERTH  WA  6005 
 
 
Inquiry into the Children and Community Services Amendment Bill 2019 (the Bill) 
 
I am a mother of 5 children and 9 grandchildren with a total family number of 19 ( including 

spouses).  I will be referring to the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses into Child 

Sexual Abuse (RC) in this 2-page submission  

 

As expressed by the community, religious institutions and politicians, all children deserve to 

be protected from sex abuse.  I am fully supportive of reporting child sex abuse to the 

authorities and I support RC Recommendation 7.3.  However, I do not support RC 

Recommendation 7.4 involving the mandatory reporting of information gained in a religious 

confession.  My reasons are given below. 

 

VICTIMS/SURVIVORS 

1. In the 10 child safety standards outlined on P25 of the RC, Standard 2 states: Children 

participate in decisions affecting them and are taken seriously.  The compulsory reporting of 

sex abuse without the child’s consent is in breach of Standard 2. 

2. P53 of the RC states: Leaders of religious institutions often showed insufficient 

consideration for victims at the time they disclosed child sexual abuse.  Mandatory reporting 

does not allow for the victim’s wishes for privacy and again is in breach of what the RC is 

recommending. 

3. P54 of the RC states: For some survivors, engaging with such redress processes was a 

positive experience that contributed to their healing. However, many survivors told us that 

their experiences were difficult, frightening or confusing.  I ask, why is this Bill not taking into 

consideration the healing process of survivors?  How many survivors has the Minister 

consulted before tabling this Bill?  If a victim wishes to begin the healing process through a 

religious confession, then it is imperative that confidentiality (the seal of confession) is 

maintained.  My understanding is that there has been no consultation with either survivors 

or people in religious ministry who could explain the benefits of a religious confession. 

4. Standard 3 (P25 of RC) states: Families and communities are informed and involved, and 

Standard 4 states: Equity is upheld and diverse needs are taken into account.  The RC has 

clearly stated the need for consultation regarding the welfare of children.  There has been 

insufficient or no consultation with key stakeholders in the framing of this Bill and this 

contravenes recommendations of the RC.  

5. Some survivors tell us that their process of healing began with a religious confession 

(protected by the seal of confession).  Counselling and support under the seal of confession 

provides for safety, empathy and access to life.  It can prevent suicide.  Such a confession is 



free and available 24 hours a day for every day for the year, for the benefit, welfare and 

consideration of the penitent.   

 

SELECTIVE BIAS 

1. Consultation with Archbishop Costello would have demonstrated the Catholic Church’s 

position on the matter of child sex abuse and the steps that have been undertaken to 

protect children.  Western Australia had led the way in safeguarding children.  An audit of 

the system put in place by the Catholic Church would reveal a tight protocol of prevention 

and accountability.  With this in mind, why is the focus on breaking the seal of confession in 

relation to institutional abuse?   

2. Why is only a priest required to break confidentiality but not lawyers, psychologists, social 
workers or counsellors who also may hear about child sex abuse? 
Furthermore if this Bill is passed, then a priest is made a criminal by upholding the 
confidentiality of the religious confession.  Is this not in contravention of Articles 12 and 18 
of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, to which Australia is a signatory?  
3. Recommendation 7.3 of the Royal Commission states: 
We recommend that state and territory governments amend laws concerning mandatory 
reporting to child protection authorities to include the following groups, as a minimum, as 
mandatory reporters (in addition to the four occupations already designated as mandatory 
reporters in each jurisdiction): 
• out-of-home care workers, excluding foster and kinship/relative carers 
• youth justice workers 
• early childhood workers 
• registered psychologists and school counsellors 
• people in religious ministry 

Why has only 1 group been targeted out of the 5 groups recommended for mandatory 

reporting? 

 

 




