
Inq"iry into the Children and Community Services Amen
Bill2019

Submission

We, the undersigned are opposed to the proposed legislation for the foll
reasons:

. Criminalizing priests for following their consciences and keeping their
vows by refusing to break the Seal of conf^ssion, is in no way consistent
with Freedom of Religion or the Separation of Church and State. The
Amendment Bill requires the bishops and priests to violate the law of the
Universal Church, causing them to be automatically dismissed from their
office according to church law. This places an uriacceptably high cost on
all bishops and and priests in Western Australia, and in turn infringes on
the free practice of religion in our State.

Apart from the effect on our priests however, we the laity, feel that this
legislation is an infringement on OUR freedom and right to be able to
conf^ss with the assurance of confidentiality.
This legislation is an attack on the seal of conftassion - an essential aspect
of conf^, ssion and of the practice of our religion. As part of our religious
heritage it is therefore personally, extremely important to us and any
attempt to do away with it would be a grave injustice,
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. When it comes to sexual abuse, perpetrators very rarely, if ever, use the
conf;assional to confiess their abuse. It is the victims and survivors of

sexual abuse who use the confessional as a means of healing and talking
about their problem. They know that this is a sat^ and confidential place.
If this aspect of confidentiality is removed and priests are forced to
divulge infonnation, survivors of abuse will be very reluctant to use the
confessional and will be denied this important vehicle for healing, hope
andjustice.
We have been very impressed by the testimonies of some of the abuse
victims of the survivor group,

I
r>

CD,

,.

01

O,

^

Q>
Co

4'b. -
Z\'

<3,

. What is to stop someone "setting up" a priest by reporting a fake abuse to
him and then infonning the police?



. Ministers of religion have been singled out for mandatory reporting in
spite of the fact that the Royal Commission recommended
(Recommendation 7.3), mandatory reporting for several other groups
including:
out-of-home care workers (excluding foster and kinship/relative
carers)youthjustice workers, early childhood workers, registered
psychologists and school counsellors.

. There has been inadequate consultation with those who will be the most
affected by this legislation: Catholic and Orthodox Churches and
survivor groups. Parliament should conduct a thorough and
comprehensive consultation of all key stakeholders before the Bill
progresses any fiather in the Parliament.

. In the extremely unlikely case of a paedophile confessing his/}Ier sin:
knowing that the priest will be legally obliged to do everything he can to
report the offender to the police, will mean the offender is very unlikely
to confi^ss and so will be denied the opportunity and possibility for
reform,

For the above reasons, we urge you to please reconsider the passing of this
legislation,
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