
Religious Freedom in Australia 
Friends, 
 

Our Federal Government is currently conducting an enquiry into “Religious 

Freedom” led by Philip Ruddock.  The idea is to follow up the Legalising of 

Same Sex Marriage with some protections against the anti-discrimination 

legislation enacted by many of the States.  
 

You need to make a submission to the enquiry - details of how to do that are 

below - because there is a danger inherent in this approach.  Normally Laws 

Proscribe certain behaviours (say, stealing) and everything not proscribed by 

Law is permitted.  This time we are going to Prescribe what behaviours are 

acceptable and everything not Prescribed will be outlawed! 
 

Submissions are being received by the Office of Prime Minister and Cabinet 

and can be made at this address 

https://pmc.gov.au/domestic-policy/religious-freedom-review/submission 
 

It is important that a submission, which only needs to be three or four 

paragraphs including a personal one from you. There is no point getting 

people to sign copies of the same letter. I encourage you to draw on the 

topics below. 

 

In your own words, you might like to make the following points:  

• Freedom of religion is more than freedom to worship, it is freedom to 

live out one’s faith in public. 

• People should be free to speak publicly about their religious view of 

marriage without fear of being taken to a government tribunal, as 

was Archbishop Julian Porteous in Tasmania. 

• Parents should have the right to be notified of and then withdraw 

their children from classes teaching radical LGBTIQ sex and gender 

theory. 

• In the same way, a Muslim printer should not be forced to print 

copies of the Torah, wedding service providers should not be forced 

to participate in a vision of marriage that violates their sincerely held 

beliefs on marriage. We should make reasonable accommodations 

for each other’s views and live and let live. 

• Religious charities should be allowed to hold their view of man-

woman marriage without fear of losing government funding or 

charitable status. 

• Preachers should be allowed to place their sermons regarding man-

woman marriage on-line without fear of being taken to an anti-

discrimination tribunal or commission. 

• Religious schools should be allowed to teach children their view of 

marriage without fear of being reported to a government 

commission. 

• People should not be forced into making statements about marriage 

or gender with which they disagree. 

• Religious schools and organisations should be allowed to positively 

discriminate in employment for people who adhere to their beliefs on 

marriage. 

• State and federal anti-discrimination law should be amended to 

ensure that no-one can be prosecuted for expressing the view that 

marriage is between one man and one woman. 

• Celebrants should be allowed to practice freely in accordance with 

their conscience. 

• People should not fear being sacked from their jobs (as happened to 

a young Canberra woman) because they express their views on 

marriage. 

• People should not be coerced under threat of losing their job into 

resigning from the boards of religious organisations that dissent from 

the state’s new definition of marriage. 

• There should be no legal detriment to anyone who expresses the 

view that marriage is between one man and one woman. 

• I ask that this submission be considered by the Panel and I give 

consent for this submission to be published by the Panel among its 

default, public list of submissions received.  

 

The ACL website has more details of how to make a submission if you would 

like to enter the fray! 

http://www.acl.org.au/acl-submission-to-the-freedom-of-religion-and-belief-

project 

 



Here is a copy of my own submission from which you might gain some other 

ideas.: 

 

Special review into Religious Freedom chaired by Philip Ruddock. 
 

Religious Freedom is a matter of great significance for Australian culture as it 

is a litmus test of the greater health of our democracy - which is based on the 

notion of ‘representation’ - particularly the representation of the views, 

beliefs and interests of those in the electorate. 
 

I am aware that as a Nation, we have ‘avoided’ the codification of these kinds 

of ‘Human Rights’ in the past.  If we are to go ahead and begin the process of 

describing the extent of our Religious Freedom in Law, then I would submit 

that we should proceed with caution.  

 

We have already seen the publication of various forms of ‘Anti-discrimination’ 

legislation in this country, this piecemeal approach has created as many 

problems as it has solved.  I submit that any further codification relating to 

the basic human right to hold and practice one’s Faith, should take account of 

such legislation already enacted, and seek to create a coherent whole. 

 

If we are to have a National statement about the Freedom of Religion, then I 

would submit that it should aim to put forward ‘What we will promote’, 

‘What we desire to see’ and ‘What we will fight to protect’.  You cannot 

legislate for good behaviour, but you can make room for it to grow! 

 

I would submit that we should avoid the trap of creating ‘rules for Religious 

Professionals’ like myself.  Any legislation that deals with Religious Freedom 

must cover everybody in the Nation, and must ensure that everybody in the 

Nation has the right to practice and promote their religious beliefs.    

 

The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 

seems to strike the right tone. 

This treaty adopted by the United Nations General Assembly with resolution 

2200A (XXI) on 19 December 1966, and in force since 23 March 1976 in 

accordance with Article 49 of the covenant, puts forward some general 

principles which seek to uphold Freedom of Religion. 

So, Article 18 reads: 

1. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of thought, conscience and 

religion. This right shall include freedom to have or to adopt a religion or 

belief of his choice, and freedom, either individually or in community with 

others and in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in worship, 

observance, practice and teaching.  

2. No one shall be subject to coercion which would impair his freedom to 

have or to adopt a religion or belief of his choice.  

3. Freedom to manifest one’s religion or beliefs may be subject only to such 

limitations as are prescribed by law and are necessary to protect public 

safety, order, health, or morals or the fundamental rights and freedoms of 

others.  

4. The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to have respect for 

the liberty of parents and, when applicable, legal guardians to ensure the 

religious and moral education of their children in conformity with their own 

convictions.  

 

In summary, I believe any statement about Religious Freedom put forward by 

our Legislators should be: 

- Brief, 

- Positive, 

- Protective & 

- In line with UN article 18 of the ICCPR - 1976. 

 

Thank you for organising this opportunity to contribute to the Ruddock 

Review. 

 

I leave you with the words of George Washington who stated in his Farewell 

Presidential Address, “let us with caution indulge the supposition, that 

morality can be maintained without Religion. Whatever may be conceded to 

the influence of refined education on minds of peculiar structure, reason and 

experience both forbid us to expect that National morality can prevail in 

exclusion of Religious Principle. ’Tis substantially true, that virtue or morality 

is a necessary spring of popular government.”1    

     Kevin Pedersen. 
 


