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Introduction 
The Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby and New South Wales Gay and Lesbian Rights 
Lobby are pleased to provide a joint submission to the Committee’s inquiry into 
arrangements for the postal survey. 
 
The NSW Lobby can be contacted at convenors@glrl.org.au 
 
The Victorian Lobby can be contacted at info@vglrl.org.au  
 
NSW Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby 
Established in 1988, NSWGLRL is the peak organisation for lesbian and gay rights in NSW. 
Our mission is to achieve legal equality and social justice for lesbians, gay men and their 
families.  
 
In 2016, NSWGLRL gave evidence before a Senate Inquiry into the proposed exposure draft 
of a bill to amend the Marriage Act to allow marriage equality, which led to a historic 
consensus report. Recently, NSWGLRL organised the “Sea of Hearts” event at Parliament 
House and was involved with Australian Marriage Equality’s campaign to support a YES 
result.  
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Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby 
The Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby (“VGLRL“) is a community based advocacy group 
that works towards equality, social justice and advancing human rights for lesbian, gay, 
queer, bisexual and same sex attracted Victorians. We work constructively, cooperatively 
and respectfully with transgender, bisexual, intersex and other organisations that support 
our organisation’s mission and vision. 
 
In 2017, VGLRL also gave evidence before the Senate inquiry into the exposure draft 
marriage equality bill and was involved with Australian Marriage Equality’s campaign o 
support a YES result. 
  
 
NSWGLRL provided an interim submission to this committee in 2017. This joint submission 
with VGLRL builds upon that and reflects developments that have occurred since that time. 
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Response to the Terms of Reference 
 
(a) What information will be collected and how it will be collected, aggregated and 

reported 

 

Security and secrecy of “ballots” 
1. We note the recent comments from the Prime Minister that the postal survey was a 

‘success’ and could be replicated on other issues.1 However, we have a number of 
concerns regarding the distribution and security of survey response forms, which some 
politicians, media organisations and community groups frequently referred to as ballots. 

2. There were numerous reports of forms/ballots being hoarded, dumped, destroyed by 
rain, tampered with and stolen.2 There were also concerns raised that shining a torch 
over the sealed ballot could reveal its contents and posting images of the ballot online 
could lead to people forging the unique barcode.3 

3. Whilst tampering with mail is a criminal offence,4 it may be difficult to detect and police. 
Australia Post did put in place extra security measures during the survey but it is unclear 
if the Australian Federal Police are investigating any of the reports regarding tampering 
with mail.5 The Privacy Commissioner investigated just one privacy complaint.6 

4. The postal survey was spoken of as if it were a ballot, including repeated calls from 
senior politicians and the Prime Minister to “vote” in the survey. To this extent, the 
public campaign and general perception of the non-binding, voluntary survey was that it 
was a “vote” not unlike other democratic votes in Australia.  

5. Aside from its voluntary nature, there was a critical difference between the postal 
survey and other votes – the absence of the right to secrecy when ‘voting’.   

6. It is a 150 year-old principle of Australian democracy, dating back to 1856 in South 
Australia, that votes can be cast in secret, enforced by the protection of election 
officials.7 This is known as the ‘secret ballot’ or ‘Australian ballot’ and it is now 
frequently seen at government elections in Australia and across the globe. Indeed, the 
commonly accepted definition of “ballot” is that it is a secret vote.  

7. The postal survey offered none of these secrecy protections. We have heard a number 
of stories from community members living in households that ‘voted together’ in 
Sydney. The experience of some was that a forceful household figure sought to compel 
other household members to vote a particular way. This presents grave challenges to 
the democratic integrity and principles of voting in Australia, particularly if postal 

                                                      
1 Nicole Hasham, ‘“Given the success of the marriage postal survey”, Turnbull flags an Australian republic 

vote’, Sydney Morning Herald, 1 January 2018. 
2 Simon Thomsen, ‘Australia’s same-sex marriage postal vote is starting to look like a $122 million shemozzle’, 

Business Insider, 20 September 2017. 
3 Liz Burke, ‘ABS warns against posting same-sex marriage survey forms on social media’, Herald Sun, 14 

September 2017. 
4 Criminal Code Act 1995 (Cth) Sch 1, s 471. 
5 Lane Sainty & Alice Workman, ‘Australian Post have extra security measures for the same-sex marriage 

survey’, BuzzFeed News, 14 September 2017.  
6 Australian Electoral Commission, Submission No 5 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public 

Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, November 2017, 3. 
7 National Museum of Australia, ‘Secret ballot introduced’, Defining Moments in Australian History, website, 

accessed 29 January 2018, 

<www.nma.gov.au/online_features/defining_moments/featured/secret_ballot_introdcued> 
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surveys are increasingly used to inform parliamentary and government decisions on 
issues. 

8. Research has demonstrated the power of conformity and social influences on human 
decision-making as it relates cultural and political issues.8 Upholding the principles of a 
secret ballot helps to maintain a buffer against peer pressures, respects the rights of the 
individual, and protects the integrity of the democratic process. 

 

Recommendation: The Committee should consider whether appropriate policing is in 
place to protect against tampering with mail 
 
Recommendation: The Committee should consider how the democratic integrity of a 
postal survey could be maintained when the right to vote in secret is not enforced 

 

Confidentiality 
9. There were a number of confidentiality concerns raised during the postal survey, 

including ‘the risk of data breaches through hacking or an “insider threat” from officers 
with access.’9 Secrecy provisions are difficult to enforce and have been breached in the 
past by ABS staff.10 We are also concerned about the Australian National Audit Office’s 
report identifying risks to the security and integrity of ballot paper data held by the 
AEC.11 This may have deterred some from voting. 

10. According to the ABS, the survey forms should have now been destroyed and ‘will not be 
used for any other purpose outside of the Marriage Survey.’12 

 

Recommendation: The Committee should consider whether adequate protections are in 
place to ensure the security of confidential data held by the ABS and AEC 

 
(c) The legislative basis for the collection and how matters such as advertising, fraud, 

access to the roll and privacy will be regulated 
(e) Protections against offensive, misleading or intimidating material or behaviour, 

especially towards affected communities 
 

Truth in political advertising 
11. In the lead up to and during the postal survey, there was offensive, misleading and 

intimidating material distributed that affected the lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans and 
intersex (‘LGBTI’) community. This is documented in submissions from the Equality 

                                                      
8 Thaler R & Sunstein C, Nudge, ‘Cultural Change, Political Change, and Unpredictability’, 2009, Yale 

University Press; Rothschild D & Malhorta N, ‘Are public opinion polls self-fulfilling prophecies?’, Research 

and Politics (online), vol 1, issue 2, 2014, <https://doi.org/10.117/2053168014547667> 
9 Paul Karp, ‘Privacy experts sound alarm over barcodes on marriage equality ballots’, Guardian, 14 August 

2017. 
10 Paul Karp, ‘Privacy experts sound alarm over barcodes on marriage equality ballots’, Guardian, 14 August 

2017. 
11 Australian National Audit Office, Australian Electoral Commission’s Procurement of Services for the 

Conduct of the 2016 Federal Election (22 January 2018). 
12 Australian Bureau of Statistics, Submission No 1 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public 

Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, August 2017, 27. 

Arrangements for the postal survey
Submission 3 - Supplementary Submission



 

 6 

Campaign and the New South Wales Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby.13 As the latter 
submission outlines, the impact of this material on LGBTI people is detrimental.14 

12. Whilst there are provisions against misleading advertising in relation to the casting of a 
vote,15 the passing of the Commonwealth Electoral Legislation Amendment Act 1983 
(Cth) enacted the first provision prohibiting untrue advertising. This was repealed the 
following year.16 Since then, many have argued that truth in political advertising 
provisions should be reflected in the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 (Cth). There was 
an attempt to do so during the debate that led to the passage of the Electoral and Other 
Legislation Amendment Act 2017, but it failed. 

13. Currently, South Australia and the Northern Territory have state or territory based truth 
in political advertising laws. In the Northern Territory, section 287(1) of the Electoral Act 
2004 (NT) states that ‘a person must not, in an electoral paper, make a statement that is 
false or misleading in a material particular.’ In South Australia, section 113(2) of the 
Electoral Act 1985 (SA) states that ‘a person who authorises, causes or permits the 
publication of an electoral advertisement (an “advertiser”) is guilty of an offence if the 
advertisement contains a statement purporting to be a statement of fact that is 
inaccurate and misleading to a material extent.’ 
 

Recommendation: The Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 should be amended to reinstate 
section 329(2) that prohibited untrue advertising 

 

Authorisation of electoral materials 
14. The Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 (Cth) includes provisions on the authorisation of 

electoral materials.17 According to the Australian Electoral Commission (‘AEC’), these 
provisions are intended to ‘ensure electors are informed about the source of political 
advertising… so that electors can know who is responsible for the statements contained 
in them.’18 

15. Some of the materials cited above were not properly authorised, meaning that 
recipients cannot clearly identify where the material is coming from.19 As the submission 
from the AEC notes, there were over 700 complaints about alleged breaches relating to 
authorisation of communications.20 

16. The Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters, in its Interim report on the 
authorisation of voter communication, stated that it ‘supports a system of full 
accountability so that the source of any communication is readily available to the 

                                                      
13 Equality Campaign, Submission No 4 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public Administration, 

Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, 6 September 2017; New South Wales Gales and Lesbian Rights 

Lobby, Submission No 3 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public Administration, Inquiry into 

arrangements for the postal survey, 5 September 2017, Appendix 1 and 2. 
14 New South Wales Gales and Lesbian Rights Lobby, Submission No 3 to Senate Standing Committee on 

Finance and Public Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, 5 September 2017, 5. 
15 Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 (Cth) s 329(1).  
16 Electoral and Referendum Amendment Act 1984 (Cth). 
17 Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 (Cth) ss 328, 328A, 328B, 331, 334. 
18 Australian Electoral Commission, ‘Electoral Backgrounder No 15’ (March 2017). 
19 Heath Aston, ‘‘No’ campaign invokes Nelson Mandela and claims same-sex marriage link to school 

curriculum’, Sydney Morning Herald, 26 September 2016. 
20 Australian Electoral Commission, Submission No 5 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public 

Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, November 2017, 3. 
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elector’21 but noted that the rules on authorisation laid down in the Act are ‘not always 
easy to navigate.’22 The Committee made some key recommendations to improve the 
regulation regarding authorisation of electoral materials. These were reflected in the 
Electoral and Other Legislation Amendment Act 2017, which recently received Royal 
Assent. 
 

Recommendation: Following the commencement of the Electoral and Other Legislation 
Amendment Act 2017, the AEC should actively encourage compliance with the new laws 
on the authorisation of electoral materials and provide clear information on how 
complaints may be made against breaches of authorisation requirements 

 

Anti-vilification protections  
17. The LGBTI Legal Service of Queensland collected over 220 examples of vilification 

throughout the postal survey.23 The GLRL has compiled a number of examples and 
included them in Appendix 1 to this submission. 

18. The Marriage Law Survey (Additional Safeguards) Act 2017 (Cth) provided that ‘a 
person… must not vilify, intimidate or threaten to cause harm to another person or 
persons… because of… the religious conviction, sexual orientation, gender identity or 
intersex status of the other person or persons.’24 However, it should be noted that none 
of the complaints regarding vilification of LGBTI people were prosecuted under this Act. 

19. The Act was repealed on 15 November 2017.25 As a result, there are no anti-vilification 
protections at a federal level for LGBTI people, and state laws vary across jurisdictions.26 

20. Laws in themselves are not sufficient to address vilification of LGBTI people. There 
should be public awareness campaigns condemning it and simple avenues for people 
affected by vilification to report it; for example, the Victorian Equal Opportunity and 
Human Rights Commission’s Anti-Hate campaign.  
 

Recommendation: The anti-vilification provisions in the Marriage Law Survey (Additional 
Safeguards) Act 2017 as they relate to sexual orientation, gender identity and intersex 
status should be replicated in the Sex Discrimination Act 1984 
 
Recommendation: The Government should fund an anti-vilification campaign to prevent 
vilification of LGBTI Australians 

 
(d) The integrity of the roll and the potential of disenfranchisement of voters 

                                                      
21 Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters, Parliament of Australia, Interim report on the authorisation 

of voter communication (2016) 10 [2.22]. 
22 Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters, Parliament of Australia, Interim report on the authorisation 

of voter communication (2016) 13 [2.35]. 
23 ‘“Like Love” project reveals hotbed of hate speech throughout marriage survey period’, Community Legal 

Centres Queensland, 7 November 2017. 
24 Marriage Law Survey (Additional Safeguards) Act 2017 (Cth) s 15(1)(c). 
25 Marriage Law Survey (Additional Safeguards) Act 2017 (Cth) s 27. 
26 New South Wales Gales and Lesbian Rights Lobby, Submission No 3 to Senate Standing Committee on 

Finance and Public Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, 5 September 2017, 4 citing 

Australian Human Rights Commission, Addressing sexual orientation and sex and/or gender identity 

discrimination: Consultation report (2011) 31 [9.1]. See Anti-Discrimination Act 1977 (NSW) Pt 3A, Div 5; Pt 

4C, Div 2; Anti-Discrimination Act 1991 (Qld) s 124A; Discrimination Act 1991 (ACT) Pt 6; Anti-

Discrimination Act 1998 (Tas) ss 3, 19. 
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(f) How issues incurred during the collection will be addressed 
 

People with disabilities voting 
21. There were reports of people with intellectual disabilities being denied the opportunity 

to participate.27 According to the AEC, 28,603 people were removed from the electoral 
roll on the basis that they were of ‘unsound mind’ from 2008-2012.28 These people were 
not able to participate in the postal survey. The process for removing a person from the 
electoral roll under the ‘unsound mind’ provisions is that an objection must be lodged, 
the objection must be accompanied by a medical certificate and a notice of objection 
must be given to the person whose enrolment has been challenged, proving them with a 
chance to respond.29 

22. The Australian Law Reform Commission (‘ALRC’), in its report on Equality, capacity and 
disability in Commonwealth laws, recommended repeal of the ‘unsound mind’ 
provisions.30 At the same time, the ALRC recognised arguments for a greater degree of 
flexibility in the enforcement of compulsory voting,31 which might be particularly 
relevant for people with severe intellectual disabilities who could be subjected to fines 
for not voting, fines that could accumulate or lead to legal action. Though there is 
provision for fines not to be issued if the elector had a ‘valid and sufficient reason for 
failing to vote.’32 

23. There were also reports of the 275,000 Australian voters who are blind or vision-
impaired having difficulty voting.33 There are currently provisions for electronically 
assisted voting for vision-impaired people at elections and referenda,34 and paperless 
voting options were provided for the postal survey.35 

24. The ALRC also recommended that electoral laws be amended to provide greater support 
for people with a disability when voting.36 

 

Recommendation: The Committee should consider whether sections 93(8)(a) and 118(4) 
of the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918, which provide that persons of ‘unsound mind’ 
are not entitled to have their names on the electoral roll or to vote, should be amended to 
remove discrimination against people with a disability and assist them with their 
enrolment and voting obligations 
 

                                                      
27 Ginger Gorman, ‘Victorian woman fighting right to vote in same-sex marriage survey’, news.com.au, 23 

September 2017. 
28 Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters, Parliament of Australia, Advisory report on the Electoral and 

Referendum (Improving Electoral Procedure) Bill 2012 (Cth) (2012) 29 [2.66]. 
29 Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters, Parliament of Australia, Advisory report on the Electoral and 

Referendum (Improving Electoral Procedure) Bill 2012 (Cth) (2012) 29 [2.65]. 
30 Australian Law Reform Commission, Equality, capacity and disability in Commonwealth laws: Final report 

(2014) [9.5]. 
31 Australian Law Reform Commission, Equality, capacity and disability in Commonwealth laws: Final report 

(2014) [9.22]. 
32 Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 (Cth) s 245(4)(d). 
33 ‘Same-sex marriage postal vote could be inaccessible for 275,000 people’, Media Access Australia, 16 August 

2017. 
34 Electoral and Referendum Regulations 2016 (Cth) Pt 4 Div 1. 
35 Australian Bureau of Statistics, Submission No 1 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public 

Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, August 2017, 9-10. 
36 Australian Law Reform Commission, Equality, capacity and disability in Commonwealth laws: Final report 

(2014) [9.39]. 
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Recommendation: Section 234(1) of the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 should be 
amended to offer support for all people who may require support when voting 

 

Remote and Aboriginal communities voting 
25. According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics (‘ABS’), postal surveys were posted out 

to remote locations or held at a collection point with drop-off locations also available in 
remote areas.37 It is now standard practice for the AEC to set up remote polling 
booths.38 However, there was some misunderstanding about the meaning of the survey 
in Aboriginal communities and, despite information on the survey being provided 
through the media in major Aboriginal languages, ABS staff did not have interpreters 
with them when they visited remote locations.39 

26. The Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters has previously recommended that 
‘the Australian Electoral Commission provide adequate training and guidelines for 
polling officials in communicating with Indigenous Australians.’40 

 

Recommendation: The Committee should consider appropriate options to increase access 
to voting for people in remote and Aboriginal communities, including the potential of 
electronic voting 
 
Recommendation: The Committee should review whether there is appropriate training 
and guidelines in place for ABS and AEC staff communicating with Aboriginal Australians 

 

Culturally and linguistically diverse people voting 
27. There have been reports of a higher informal vote at elections amongst people with a 

non-English speaking background and, to address this, the AEC provides information in 
27 languages on its website.41 By contrast, the postal marriage survey contained 
information in only 15 languages.42  

 

Recommendation: The Committee should consider whether there was adequate 
information provided on the postal survey to people from a non-English speaking 
background 

 

                                                      
37 Australian Bureau of Statistics, Submission No 1 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public 

Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, August 2017, 17-18. 
38 Elliana Lawford, ‘Voting kicks off in some of Australia’s most remote communities’, ABC News, 23 June 

2016. 
39 Stephanie Zillman, ‘Same-sex marriage survey forms burned after misunderstanding in Arnhem land’, ABC 

News, 5 October 2017. 
40 Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters, Parliament of Australia, Civics and electoral education: 

Report (2007) 106 [5.76]. 
41 Michael Kenny, ‘Multilingual effort to reduce informal votes’, SBS News, 26 August 2013. 
42 Australian Bureau of Statistics, Submission No 1 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public 

Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, August 2017, 22. 
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Young people voting 
28. There was some confusion about whether 16 and 17-year-olds would be entitled to vote 

in the postal survey.43 The Minister later amended the Census and Statistics (Statistical 
Information) Direction 2017 (Cth) to clarify that they could not.44 

29. There is support for reducing the voting age,45 including from the Labor Opposition and 
the Greens Party.46 Professor George Williams has recommended to the Joint Standing 
Committee on Electoral Matters that the vote should be extended to 16 and 17-year-
olds on a voluntary basis.47 There was an attempt to do so during the debate that led to 
the passage of the Electoral and Other Legislation Amendment Act 2017, but it failed. 

 

Recommendation: The Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters should consider 
arguments on lowering the voting age 

 

AEC website ‘crash’ 
30. During the enrolment period in mid-August, it appeared that the AEC website had 

crashed with the AEC explaining that the ‘connectivity issues… may be due to the 
external promotion of an incorrect website link’48 and further that the promotion of the 
link was ‘by a third party unassociated with the AEC.’49 However, the AEC website has 
previously crashed during enrolment periods.50 During the postal survey, ‘the AEC 
significantly increased the amount of computing resources hosting the AEC’s websites.’51 

 

Recommendation: The Committee should consider whether there are adequate 
computing resources hosting the AEC and ABS websites 

 
 (h) All aspects of the conduct of the collection and related matters 
 

Mental health 
31. The LGBTI community and its lobby groups have always been of the view that ‘a public 

vote on marriage equality is unnecessary, costly and potentially harmful to young and/or 
vulnerable LGBTIQ people and should not be supported.’52 This was borne out during 
the campaign. 

                                                      
43 Osman Faruqi, ‘Legal experts say the Govt definitely fucked up their postal survey’, Junkee, 15 August 2017. 
44 Census and Statistics (Statistical Information) Amendment Direction 2017 (Cth). 
45 Osman Faruqi, ‘Legal experts say the Govt definitely fucked up their postal survey’, Junkee, 15 August 2017. 
46 Alice Workman, ‘Greens want 16 and 17-year-olds to vote in the same-sex marriage plebiscite’, BuzzFeed 

News, 17 August 2016. 
47 Professor George Williams, Submission No 19 to Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters, Inquiry into 

and report on all aspects of the conduct of the 2016 Federal Election and matters related thereto, October 2016, 

2. 
48 Rachel Eddie, ‘AEC website confusion ahead of same-sex marriage postal vote’, The New Daily, 10 August 

2017. 
49 Australian Electoral Commission, Submission No 5 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public 

Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, November 2017, 5. 
50 AAP, ‘AEC website crashes in roll rush’, Daily Telegraph, 19 June 2010.  
51 Australian Electoral Commission, Submission No 5 to Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public 

Administration, Inquiry into arrangements for the postal survey, November 2017, 5. 
52 Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby, Submission No 29 to Senate Standing Committee on Legal and 

Constitutional Affairs, Matter of a public vote, in the form of a plebiscite or referendum, on the matter of 

marriage in Australia, September 2015, 6. 
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32. There has been considerable debate about the mental health toll of the postal survey on 
young and/or vulnerable LGBTI people. Mental health services have reported a 40% 
increase in people seeking support during and after the survey, forcing them to divert 
resources from other critical mental health services.53 

 

Recommendation: The Government should urgently fund mental health services to 
support vulnerable LGBTI people, young and old, against the psychological harm of 
denigration and insult 

 
(i) Proposals for use of the information obtained, including to inform future legislation 
 

Interpreting results 
33. Following the announcement of the results of the postal survey, there was considerable 

debate over the results in electorates in western Sydney.54 A number of proposals have 
been forward to address this, including more actively engaging with and supporting 
LGBTI leaders in ethnic communities.55 However, demographer Dr Liz Allen has 
cautioned against assumptions that western Sydney voters do not support marriage 
equality, suggesting that responses to surveys are usually to maintain the status quo and 
that campaigning in the area is unlikely to have influenced survey responses.56  

34. In any case, we should not be scapegoating ethnic communities. 
 

Recommendation: The Committee should actively consider voices from ‘no’ voting 
electorates, especially LGBTI voices, during its deliberations 

 

Protection of human rights 
35. The passage of the Marriage Amendment (Definition and Religious Freedoms) Act 2017 

(Cth) led to the formation of the Religious Freedoms Review. 
36. There is a need for greater protection of LGBTI human rights, including protection 

against discrimination from religious organisations, and appropriate recommendations 
to achieve this will be addressed through our submissions to the Review. 

 

                                                      
53 Adam Gartrell, ‘Mental health service calls for plan to deal with same-sex marriage survey damage’, Sydney 

Morning Herald, 13 November 2017. 
54 Dallas Rogers, ‘Don’t blame western Sydney for its No vote’, ABC News, 15 November 2017; Rachael Jacobs 

& Denise Hamad, ‘Why western Sydney voted “no” to marriage equality’, Huffington Post, 20 November 2017; 

Rashida Yosufzai, ‘Majority of no voters from western Sydney’, SBS News, 16 November 2017; Daniel 

Piotrowski, ‘Why Labor-supporting western Sydney voted “no” to same-sex marriage in huge numbers – with 

migrant Chinese and Muslim communities against any change’, Daily Mail Australia, 15 November 2017; 

Andrew Jakubowicz, ‘How social conservatism among ethnic communities drove a strong “no” vote in western 

Sydney’, The Conversation, 15 November 2017; Hussain Nadim, ‘Why western Sydney voted “no”’, Sydney 

Morning Herald, 16 November 2017. 
55 Rachael Jacobs & Denise Hamad, ‘Why western Sydney voted “no” to marriage equality’, Huffington Post, 

20 November 2017. 
56 Rashida Yosufzai, ‘Majority of no voters from western Sydney’, SBS News, 16 November 2017. 
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Appendix Materials 
 
This material includes vilifying content targeted at members of the public and the respective 
Lobby’s. It includes material previously submitted by the GLRL in its interim submission to 
the Committee in 2017, and new material.  

Arrangements for the postal survey
Submission 3 - Supplementary Submission



 

 13 

Appendix 1: Examples of Advertising Submitted to GLRL 
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