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GENDER REASSIGNMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2018 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 1 November. 
MR T.J. HEALY (Southern River) [3.58 pm]: I am very proud to rise and speak on the Gender Reassignment 
Amendment Bill 2018. This is a very important piece of legislation. I will make some links to the surrogacy bill 
of a few weeks ago. I was not able to attend that debate as it was the day my daughter was born, but I will link the 
discussion about family, equality, fairness, children and dignity to the aspects of this bill. It is well known that 
I am a very proud Christian. I am very proud to be a member of the god squad, I would even say, but I probably 
take a different position as a Christian in this chamber than other members of Parliament. Today I would like to 
talk about transphobia and read out some personal stories of families. I would like to talk about the continuing 
discrimination and hatred that exists, the current discussions of religious discrimination in our schools, and my 
perspectives as a Christian in that regard.  
I commend the Attorney General for his second reading speech, and his department for bringing forward this 
legislation. The bill is quite simple. It seeks to amend the Gender Reassignment Act 2000 to allow a person to be 
issued with a recognition certificate regardless of their marital status. The Gender Reassignment Act 2000 governs 
the process by which a person can obtain official recognition of a change of gender. Currently, a heinous amount 
of discrimination exists. The current act states that people cannot get the recognition certificate if they are married. 
It is heinous! People who seek to have their gender recognised need to get a divorce. This bill will remove the 
requirement for a person to be unmarried in order to obtain a recognition certificate. The current requirement 
would force that married person to choose between that certificate and the person they love. The purpose of this 
bill is to fix an obvious anomaly in the Gender Reassignment Act. It is only one aspect of this government’s 
broader lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex and queer equality agenda; it is about ensuring and restoring 
as much dignity as possible. 
I spoke to a very wonderful person Jaime Page, who asked me to read a statement on their behalf. This is a person 
who identifies as transgender and has endured discrimination that many members would not realise because we 
take a lot of things for granted. Jaime has done a lot of advocacy work with and outside of Rainbow Labor. Jaime 
has worked with the Parents, Families and Friends of Lesbians and Gays organisation on the gender reassignment 
review. Jaime has been married for over 40 years. Jaime proudly worked on the equality campaign. Jaime came 
out as trans four years ago and had no idea what to expect. Jaime tells me that it was all very new. Jaime thought 
that the marriage equality campaign would make us all equal. However, Jaime says the marriage equality debate 
in 2017 threw trans people under the bus. Jaime says that they thought they would be included in the marriage 
laws and that that was crushing. Jaime had never realised how discriminated against they were. But Jaime could 
not get a gender reassignment certificate without divorcing her partner. If Jaime had been arrested, what would 
they have done and how would they have managed? It is important that Jaime and many in our community are 
recognised equally under the law. Jaime tells me that this bill will mean a lot. Jaime states, “It’s such a little thing, 
but it’s so huge. We are second class. We are not equal. We have enough struggles as it is without this extra 
burden.” There is more work to be done. As the Law Reform Commission knows and as Hon John Quigley, the 
Attorney General, knows, this is the important first step to affirming transgender people as part of our community. 

I would like to read some words of Andrew Skinner, who is the president of Rainbow Labor. I consulted him and 
asked him to speak on behalf of his community about what this bill will mean. He told us — 

I am acutely aware of the transphobia that came out of the national debate that we didn’t need to have 
and how it was viciously and cruelly directed at the trans community. The trans community did not stand 
to immediately benefit from the legislation if they were married and unable to legally recognise their 
gender yet they were on the receiving end of some of the most hateful and vile comments and mis-truths 
pedalled by the Australian Christian Lobby, Abetz (plural) and those on the ultra-conservative right. 

Conservatives used that debate in 2017 as a savage attack on the Safe Schools program and transgender people. 
Continuing — 

Both the argument against safe schools and the argument that we should not recognise the trans community 
in their beautiful individuality were shot down by the Australian community when we — 

As a nation — 

voted overwhelmingly in favour of marriage equality and against these arguments is perpetrated by 
opponents of equality. 

Before coming to this place, as members know, I was a teacher. Our school, Southern River College, was very 
proudly a member of the Safe Schools Coalition, and I was one of the teachers who supported that program. 
Classes were not run, but I was very proud of the students who identified somewhere on the LGBTI spectrum and 
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allies—kids who knew that they were not on that spectrum but wanted to stand and support their friends, family 
and teachers. They met voluntarily during lunch and recesses to talk about how to make their school community 
better. Quite a few of my transgender students came to me and said how tough it was to come out to their parents 
and say, “Can you please call me by this name? I would like to do this. This is who I am.” I will not try to 
understand every single one of those personal circumstances, but they often said that when a school said it was 
happy to be part of Safe Schools and teachers—gay and straight—stood with them, it meant the world. I commend 
my LGBTI former students and the allies that stood with us. 

The fight continues. I note that the United States of America midterm elections are taking place today so this policy 
might change, but Donald Trump has recently continued a very vile campaign in regard to transgender rights. I say 
this in the context that this fight continues and that this is an unnecessary war on us all. When one person’s rights 
are affected, all of our rights are affected. An article by Nick Duffy on the PinkNews website on 29 October 2018 
states that there are — 

… reports that the Trump administration is set to adopt an aggressive new anti-transgender policy, barring 
legal recognition of trans people by redefining legal gender as a person’s fixed “biological sex” at birth. 

… 

In a separate court brief last week, the Trump administration argued that it should be legal for businesses 
to discriminate against transgender employees. 

I commend the members who spoke on this bill—the member for Maylands; the Deputy Speaker; and the member 
for Perth, who said it very well. We fought these views. We will fight them again and will continue to fight them. 

As I said, I am a very proud Christian. I am also sick of people who say that their views were given to them from 
the Bible so they can dictate their views on what marriage is and what they think should happen in businesses and 
in schools. Personally, I do not find the Bible to be anti-gay at all. Jesus did not give us direction to hate, to exclude 
or to divide; he gave us clear instructions to bring people together, to love and to connect. I am not saying that 
people cannot have those views, but I ask them to please not hide behind my Bible, because it is their Bible, too. 
It is fine if they want to be anti-gay or anti-trans, but do not use Jesus or figures from the Bible to do that. 

I consulted my church, the Old Apostolic Church of Australia, on this issue. I used to be a Catholic, but as many 
members know, Catherine and I joined one church because we could not go to two places on Sunday. I asked what 
the church’s views were on surrogacy, two gay men having surrogate children, transgender children and whether 
schools should exclude certain people. I was told that the church did not have a view, and that it was about love 
and acceptance. Again, not all church leaders say that. 

It might be provocative of me to say this and I do not pretend that I can speak on the full breadth of Christ, but 
Jesus was not a conservative figure. He was a progressive of his time. Jesus stood up to an administration. Jesus 
was not anti-gay. To those on the conservative side it might be alarming to hear me say that he was progressive, 
but in his time I think that he was. Christian lobbies are important organisations, but I sometimes find their work 
misguided. Sometimes they are overtaken by eastern states’ campaigns that are not relevant to Western Australian 
Christians or Western Australian needs. The parable that Jesus gave us in the gospel of Luke is very clear. For 
those members who are unaware, it is about the work of the good Samaritan when a person was injured and 
wounded on the side of the road. A priest and a community leader went by and it was an unexpected person who 
had no requirement to reach out who nurtured and cared for someone. I think there is no better example than the 
direction given in the Gospel of Luke and the parable of the Good Samaritan on how to live our lives and the 
direction of Jesus to include and look after people who are not looked after by their own communities. I think 
Christian lobbies should do less work on abortion and more work on reading to underprivileged children in our 
schools. I think they should do less work on transgender and more work on making sure that they help lonely 
children on the streets and families living in poverty that are going homeless. 
I turn to some of the discussion about religious freedom and religious discrimination. The debate on what we 
should allow in our schools is occurring currently. We get clear direction from the Bible about this in the gospels 
of Matthew, Mark, Luke and John. When Jesus spoke to the masses, when he provided the loaves and the fishes, 
he did not say, “Before you feed, please ask all the gay people to leave.” In the Gospel of John, at a wedding in 
Galilee, when he turned water to wine, he did not say, “If there are gay staff here, please leave.” He incorporated all. 
Religious freedom and religious discrimination in Australia is a very significant issue as we discuss what private 
schools that are publicly funded to a degree should do with their staff and students. I have no problem with 
religious freedom in schools. Private schools should do what they feel is in line with Jesus, with Christ, in the 
Bible. However, times have changed. I do not believe the Bible with regards to two men who love each other 
getting married or two women who love each other, be they staff, parents or students, has any role in that debate. 
There is no reason for us to separate those aspects. 
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I went to a Catholic school. My parents divorced when I was 18 months old. I was part of a divorced family at 
a Catholic school in the 1980s. I was one of the very few children in my class in that situation. The school that 
I attended chose to allow us to stay. That might sound ridiculous in 2018, but in the 1980s that was a rare thing. 
I am not saying it was in the news, but I remember our local priest at the school refusing to serve communion to 
my parents. My family and I were treated as outcasts based on the way a Christian school interpreted its views. 
Again, it did not kick us out but it would not have been unheard of for it to say, “Your family’s views are not in 
line with the Christian ethos of our school.” 
Members are aware that I am from a family of teachers. My brother, sister and cousins are teachers. I was the only 
one who worked in public schools; the rest are in private schools. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: One of your brothers teaches my son. 
Mr T.J. HEALY: My brother does teach the member’s son. 
Members should be aware that religious freedom and discrimination in schools also exists. Less than two years 
ago a family member of mine was threatened with losing her job teaching in a WA Catholic school because she 
was pregnant and unmarried. That exists under these laws. That is what religious freedom and discrimination is 
about. A woman deemed to be sinful because she was not married was told that she could not teach children in 
Western Australia because she was going to have a child. She quit before being pushed out. She came to me and 
asked, “Can this happen?” I think most people in the community would say, “We understand that Christian schools 
should not have gay staff.” We also have to be aware that different churches interpret the Bible for their own 
means, and that is not a benefit. 
Catholic schools run themselves. They should be publicly funded. I am not saying that funds should be withdrawn 
or that restrictions should be placed on them. Again, the Bible is full of love; it is not about exclusion. 
I would like to refer to a couple of articles. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr T.J. HEALY: The first article I refer to is from the Star Observer of 2 November. Recently a number of 
religious schools wrote to members of Parliament and the government, saying it was their right to discriminate. 
They recently said, “In this case, we want to keep our gay students, but when it comes to gay staff, we want to 
make sure we keep that right.” The article is entitled “Over 1,000 Anglican students hit back at schools’ fight for 
the right to discriminate”. It was published in Sydney. By the way, I have some fantastic schools in my electorate 
that have trans-students, trans-families and gay families who are doing wonderful work. This article is about a letter 
written to schools from their own students and parents. It states — 

“Being homosexual does not in any way impair a staff member’s ability to work,”... 
“We call on you to retract your open letter and not judge your staff by their sexual orientation but by the 
quality of their work.” 

Hear, hear. An Anglican school replied, saying, “We are sorry”, according to an article dated 6 November 2018, 
which states — 

A prominent Sydney Anglican school has apologised for signing a controversial letter calling on the 
Morrison government to maintain laws allowing schools to discriminate against gay teachers and pupils, 
and blamed church leaders for “unintended hurt and division” in the school community. 
Faced with a backlash, the head of Barker College, Phillip Heath, pledged his support for removing 
exemptions to anti-discrimination laws that currently let religious schools discriminate against LGBTI 
staff and students. 

In another article, Mr Berkley was reported as stating — 
“This has hurt our young people. Some of our students thought we might actually want to expel them for 
being gay. We did not foresee this and are sorry,”... 

Mr Heath was reported as saying — 
“We cannot unwind the events of the past week.” 

The article continues — 
But he promised no student or staff member would ever be removed from Barker College for their 
sexuality, gender or beliefs, and supported the removal of laws that allowed them to do so. Those laws 
were “troubling and completely outdated,”... 

There is an incredible movement in this nation right now involving people, whether they claim to be religious, 
whether they are supporters of gay rights, and whether they are simple citizens, parents or students. We are all 
saying what should and should not happen in our schools and our businesses and there is no need for this 
unnecessary hate and exclusion. 
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I would like to quote the finale song, “You can’t stop the beat”, from one of my favourite movies, Hairspray. 
There is a movement happening that will protect children and families across this nation. It reads — 

‘Cause you cant stop the motion of the ocean or the rain from above 
You can try to stop the paradise we’re dreamin’ of 
But you cannot stop the rhythm of two hearts in love to stay 
‘Cause you cant stop the beat! 

I warn members that there are conservative elements of the Liberal Party, the religious right, who claim — 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Check your own party, too, mate. 
Mr T.J. HEALY: I agree that we had a dark period, but we have moved on from parts of that. I would like to say 
that there are members of the Liberal Party who were former Australian Christians or Christian Democrats, who 
still try to hide behind elements of that. 
I would like to quote an article from The Guardian dated 15 September 2018. It states — 

With the ascendancy of a Pentecostal Christian leader — 
In Scott Morrison — 

the Liberal Party slides further to the ... right. 
... 
During his time in Canberra, Washer — 

Mal Washer, the former Liberal member for Moore — 
had a number of notable run-ins with the party’s powerful religious right wing. 
... 
I fought this type of religious ideology right through,” he says. “... And I saw this tribal behaviour, where 
they’d bring their religious ideologies and come and talk a bunch of crap that didn’t stack up scientifically 
or logically. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: People in pockets all over the place can all be a bit quiet so Hansard does not have the 
rumble. There is a low rumble going on. 
Mr T.J. HEALY: I will finish my comments by simply saying that there are members of the Liberal Party and 
members of my party who still need to evolve. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr T.J. HEALY: We are far from the point — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr T.J. HEALY: It is not that I would not like this to be enforced but I find it interesting that someone like 
Pastor Margaret Court, a very respected member of the Liberal Party establishment, would often say that it is her 
biblical view that she should have her views on gay rights, marriage and things like that. I would like to quote to 
Pastor Margaret Court from 1 Corinthians 14: 35–35. It reads — 

Women should remain silent in the churches. They are not allowed to speak, but must be in submission, 
as the law says. If they want to inquire about something, they should ask their own husbands at home … 

Clearly, that is a ridiculous perspective to have in the modern age. For those members of Parliament in the upper 
house and in Canberra who pretend to be Christian, I quote Psalm 109: Let your days be few and let another take 
your office.  

On transgender rights, if we can accept that the Holy Trinity—Jesus, God and the Holy Spirit—can be 
encompassing of male and female, let us get on with this. Regarding the fact that if we believe Jesus is the son of 
God and if we believe that Jesus was born to the Virgin Mary, then surely we believe that Jesus had two dads and 
he did pretty well. I guess we also believe that Jesus was the first surrogate child. He did very well.  

MRS A.K. HAYDEN (Darling Range) [4.00 pm]: I, too, rise to give my views and comments on the 
Gender Reassignment Amendment Bill 2018.  
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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