
 

My submission relates solely to the attempt to extend the mandatory reporting requirements to priests 
and parishioners during confession. 
I have no objection to the other aspects of the proposed legislation, including extending the 
requirement for mandatory reporting to priests (provided this is limited to outside of the confessional). 
 
As a practising Catholic, I have a right to practise my religion, and this legislation goes to the heart of 
this right. The Constitution protects the right to freedom of religion in section 116 and this is a situation 
which I see does, and ought, to cover this essential feature of the practice of the Catholic faith. 
 
The United Nations in the ICCPR also protects religious freedom. 
 
Many laws including common law also protects this right. 
 
I have noticed an increasing secularisation of society over the past few decades and with it, an 
increasing lack of tolerance for freedom of religion, which law makers ought not to be adding to. We 
have quite rightly a separation of church and state, and with that comes a requirement for those same 
law makers to ensure they protect our religious freedoms. 
 
I have read the letter from Catholic Archbishop Timothy Costelloe to Simone McGurk, and I agree 
with the submissions he has made. 
 
Please consider removing this attack on religious freedom (in the confessional) from your legislation, 
for the sake of the parishioners, and for the fair treatment of priests who would be excommunicated if 
they followed this law.  
 
 
 
For laws to work they need to be accepted by the community, and it seems clear to me that the 
Catholic community does not wish to have our private rite of confession attacked by a small part of 
legislation that is not going to work as it claims to (I refer to Rev Costelloe's submissions on the 
ineffectiveness of this aspect of the proposed law), but with far reaching consequences for Catholics.  
 
I urge the Parliament to remove the confessional aspect of the proposed legislation, and/or to add a 
protection to the WA Evidence Act akin to that in the current Commonwealth Evidence Act section 
127, to provide privilege to the communications in the confessional. 
 
Again, I refer to Rev Costelloe's submissions about how the church and priests can discuss with the 
confessor about making the same comments outside the confessional, thus allowing priests to fulfill 
mandatory reporting requirements without breaching the seal of the confessional. 
 
This aspect of the legislation is short sighted, will likely be ineffective in practice or at the very least 
could lead to injustice for priests caught between canon law and WA law, and will definitely impact on 
the practise of confession for Catholics, and therefore will breach our freedom of religion. 
 
Please read Rev Costelloe's submissions very carefully, and remove the aspects of this draft bill 

which represents an intrusion into the confessional, and undermines religious freedom. 




