PC – Philanthropy submission
The Commission’s draft report contends that ‘advocacy activities provide benefits by encouraging robust debate and enabling groups within the community to convey their perspectives on issues that affect them, facilitating their input into democratic processes and policy outcomes’.  However, the draft report fails to consider that there may be diminishing or zero returns to advocacy after a certain point. There is already an enormous amount of advocacy work undertaken in Australia, and there are already considerable numbers of advocacy groups that already operate - see the draft report’s figures. For the Commission to argue that DGR status should be granted, it needs to demonstrate with empirical evidence that there is an under provision of advocacy services at present. If there is to be maximising net benefits, it needs to demonstrate empirically that there are positive marginal returns greater than other alternatives. Absent such evidence, the Commission is recommending a policy change based purely on its own hunches and intuition - far from making a principles or evidence-based decision.
The Commission fails to consider the considerable net benefits for the whole community driven by the advancement of religion and religious education.  Religious people who practice their faith are more likely to undertake philanthropic and charitable activities. They are likely to have more children (at a time when Australia’s fertility rate has fallen to ~1.6) and have marriages that are more likely to stay intact (avoiding more of the devastating broader societal costs of family breakdown). These are not private benefits alone. Anecdotal evidence of this can be seen in the work of historical figures such as Caroline Chisholm and Mary MacKillop, or in the volunteers at organisations such as the Salvation Army or St Vincent de Paul. These benefits are not purely a correlation with religious practice but are very much a fruit of religious education and formation by institutes which advance religion. Some sources on this topic for the Commission’s consideration are listed below.
To make such a drastic recommendation as to remove the advancement of religion and religious education from DGR status, the Commission needs to provide empirical evidence that the benefits arising from these activities are purely or largely private benefits. The current recommendation appears to be based purely on assertion and intuition.
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