I want to thank the Commission for the opportunity to respond to the frb_2008 paper. However, the FREEDOM OF RELIGION AND BELIEF IN THE 21ST CENTURY opens the door to many concerns but neither space nor time permits the mention of each. Therefore only a few are included in this submission. 

1. It is important to state first of all that Section 116 of the Commonwealth of Australian Constitution Act as given on page 11 stating “The Commonwealth shall not make any law for establishing any religion, or for imposing any religious observance, or for prohibiting the free exercise of any religion, and no religious test shall be required as a qualification for any office or public trust under the Commonwealth” is adequate protection of freedom of religion and belief in Australia. There needs to be nothing added or deleted from it. 

2. On page three it says; “Freedom of religion and belief are vitally important rights that all people have, irrespective of their religious affiliation, and people must not be vilified or alienated because of these beliefs.” 

That word vilified carries with it a wide range of meanings. The English Thesaurus (United Kingdom) states 12 synonyms for vilify and they are; to speak ill of, malign, denigrate, run down, pull to pieces, belittle, disparage, libel, slander, do a hatchet job on, criticize, pillory. 

Having read the Racial Vilification Law in Australia on http://www.hreoc.gov.au/racial_discrimination/cyberracism/vilification.html it seems the liberty for one to speak openly of their convictions on certain subjects is very subjective. For instance, number two states that “The victim's perspective is the measure of whether an act is likely to offend, insult, humiliate or intimidate.” As a preacher of the Gospel I do not agree with homosexual marriage and preach accordingly. This would probably be offensive to a homosexual so is this therefore a crime of vilification? 

3. On page 7 it states there is “...the rise of religious fundamentalism” and a “...shift away from mainstream Christianity, and the rise of Pentecostalism and other newer forms of Christianity.” 

According to the Encarta Dictionary (UK) fundamentalism is defined as “a religious or political movement based on a literal interpretation of and strict adherence to doctrine, especially as a return to former principles.” Sadly, the name fundamentalist has taken on a whole new meaning since 9/11. It seems a fundamentalist Christian is now lumped together with jihadists. A Christian fundamentalist is certainly not one that believes unless one converts to their belief system that that person is either subjected to being a second class citizen or worse murdered. It is certainly not Christian fundamentalism that has heightened the need for more airport and national security. 

Secondly, what are mainstream Christianity and the “other newer forms of Christianity”? If a group or person does not fit the government’s definition of “mainstream” (whatever that may be) is it then placed with the “other newer forms of Christianity” and if so then what? 

4. 7: Religion, cultural expression and human rights 10a) Are there religious groups, practices and beliefs that you think are of concern to Australians? 

Yes there are certain groups that are a concern to the security of Australia. Any group, religious or political, that promotes suicide and killing others, imprisoning, or declaring as mentally ill, anyone that does not agree or accept their belief system is a concern. 

Reading the fbr_2008 it seems there is an agenda that if implemented will limit or legally nullify one’s freedom to personally witness to others of their own faith, to preach or state publically one’s convictions concerning the sinfulness of sodomy, same sex marriage, polygamy, and abortion to name just a few. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share my response to some of the issues brought forward in fbr_2008. 

Sincerely, 

Rev. Dr. David C. Bennett 

Baptist Minister
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