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I write in the matter of “religious confession” mentioned in this proposed amendment above.

I am in the process of preparing my children for the Sacrament of Penance and Reconciliation, in 
the same manner that I was prepared in my childhood.

I understand the Bill in question considers “religious confession” to be the same as our “Sacrament 
of Penance and Reconciliation”. However, I propose the Legislation Committee needs to examine 
this synonymity because the Committee will find the understanding refers to significantly different 
things.

The difference is truly in the purpose and function of each action.

On one hand, it could refer to the confession made by a suspect to the police, as an admission of 
guilt and acceptance of the consequences conferred by the Courts of Law.

If this be the understanding of the term “religious confession”, then the Committee will find the 
ministers of the Catholic Church will indeed cooperate with this proposed amendment.

I submit, however, that the understanding of the “Sacrament of Penance and Reconciliation” 
describes an entirely different purpose and function. This is truly the site of inquiry for the 
Committee to examine.

Firstly, we believe that the candidate of this Sacrament communicates directly with the same 
Father God Whom Parliament addresses at the opening of each meeting. The minister of the 
Sacrament serves as the conduit for the candidate to commune with God the Father.

The candidate, in this communication, seeks spiritual help from God the Father, for healing, for 
forgiveness, and for the strength to change.

As I prepare my children to participate in this Sacrament, I am reminded of the five conditions for 
this moment to be efficacious:

1. The candidate must actively examine deeply the fallibility of our human nature
2. The candidate must be deeply sorry for missing the mark to be a good person
3. The candidate must have a deep desire to change and do better
4. The candidate must take personal responsibility for the wrongs committed
5. The candidate must undertake actions to repair the wrongs



Catholics are prepared in these five conditions, and are therefore cognisant of the purpose and 
function of this Sacrament. They therefore have a clear understanding of the reason they would 
attend this Sacrament, of their own free will.

In the practical consideration the Committee must ponder, I also propose examining the rationale 
to the amendments proposed.

Granted, the intention is to create a society that protects our children and provides them with a 
safe space to develop into good adults. This Act is evidence of that, and also provides for 
preventative as well as corrective measures to ensure this safe space for our children.

In addition, justice demands the identification of perpetrators and the consequential managing of 
them to remove the dangers that threaten the safe space for our children.

Jurisprudence also dictates that society provides perpetrators with the means to reform and return 
to society with a second chance to contribute positively to that society.

A perpetrator of child sexual abuse would therefore only attend to this Sacrament if there is a deep 
desire to change and do better.

And so there is a means for jurisprudence in this context, where the perpetrator is enabled to 
commune directly with God the Father and continue the journey to change and become a better 
person.

It follows therefore that a perpetrator who intends to continue harming children does not have the 
desire to change or seek spiritual help from God the Father, and thus will not attend this 
Sacrament.

This is the practical consideration I invite the Committee to examine. 

If the proposed amendments removes the safe space for perpetrators to find their means to reform 
and become better people, society will have failed, and will be crippled in its endeavours to create 
that safe space for our children in the long term.

If the interpretation of these amendments conflates the different understanding of the terms 
“confession” and “Sacrament”, we will find society more confused, and not more safe. Rather, 
society would be denied the means to provide the betterment of its peoples, and would have lost 
the means to make the world a better place to live in.

As a Catholic Church, we have always been taught to hate the sin, and love the sinner.

We have always been taught the principles of first looking after the most vulnerable members of 
society.



Our means of acting on that principle is to deliberately protect our children holistically, as well as 
deliberately provide the means for people to make wrong things right, so that we create the 
environment for all peoples to thrive mutually.

I trust the Committee is wise to see the role of the Catholic Church as an essential contributor to 
the common good; and also to recognise the wisdom of two millennia of collective thought and 
continuous action that has already contributed to the common good of civilisations past and 
present.

I thank the Committee for accepting our thoughts during this stage of inquiry.
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