
From: Carman Bradley [mailto:carman-gill@shaw.ca]  

Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2020 9:23 PM 
To: All Conservative MPs 

Subject: Clarifications and Additions Needed Before Seriously Considering Bill C-6 Approval  

 
Honourable.....,   
 
Introduction 
 
Parents and their children live in a federal and provincial governance environment.  Finding the 
optimum wording for Bill C-6 requires understanding of existing provincial governance in matters of 
a child’s SOGI self-identification and access to and membership in the GSA club/GSA 
Network/LGBTQ activist agency chain. In Alberta children starting at age five can secretly SOGI self-
identify and deceptively join the unregulated GSA chain while attending school. The net impact is 
governance at odds with traditional parental rights and social conservative/faith-based family 
interests. With this as a brief introduction, there are a host of issues with Bill C-6 as currently 
written. References A-D (below) raise many problems with the Bill, provide needed provincial 
context for the concerns, and offer legal/policy remedies.  
 

 
 
Synopsis 
 
By way of a brief summary and priority listing, here are some leading concerns and suggested 
remedies: 
 

(1) Declare in the Bill the existence of persons categorized as sexually 

wavering/confused/questioning children, youth or adults, who may also be cognitively 

vulnerable, psychologically troubled, and/or persons with gender dysphoria. These persons, 

for reasons such as age, maturity, cognition, psychological and/or medical history, have not 

sufficient knowledge/experience/wisdom to declare an accurate SOGI self-identity. These 

persons will mature along either a heterosexual or a sexual minority development path 

primarily depending on environmental and cultural factors.  Health Canada states, “sexuality 

https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-02585-6


is influenced by the interaction of biological, psychological, social, economic, political, 

cultural, ethical, legal, historical, religious, and spiritual factors.” To this list should be added 

peer pressure and indoctrination. Wavering/confused/questioning persons are entitled to 

unbiased, non-ideological, professional, medical and sexuality counselling/therapy.  In the 

case of dependent children (at least up to age 15), as defined in family law and/or education 

act (see box below), their parents have the right and responsibility to select and consent to 

such counselling services and medical treatments as they deem in their child’s best interest. 

Note, the US CDC reports the number of sexually wavering/confused/questioning children 

exceeds the total self-identified lesbian, gay, and transgender youth.  

 

 

Requirements to reach independence from parental responsibility for school registration Calgary 
Board of Education 

 

(2) Clarify in the legislation the legal age and/or necessary conditions for child independence 

from parental rights and responsibilities to consent in matters of SOGI self-identity, including 

access to counselling and related medical treatments and surgeries. Suggest 16 as the 

earliest age.  

(3) Clarify in the legislation that Bill C-6 is not a ban on access to or provision of 

heteronormative-based counselling/therapy services for sexually wavering/confused/ 

questioning persons.  In reality there exists a diversity of scientific, religious, ideological, and 

medical studies on the nature and fluidity of human sexuality. Characteristics/tenets of 

heteronormative-based counselling/therapy services include: 

 Biological sex is binary – male (XY) and female (XX).  

 Scientific/statistical reality is that approximately 98% of people have sexual attraction 

to the opposite sex, 3.5% of these people may have an additional sexual preference 

for the same sex (bisexuals), and 2% of the population declare a homosexual, queer 

and/or transgender identity. 

 Wavering/confused/questioning persons are entitled to unbiased, non-ideological, 

professional, medical and sexuality counselling/therapy. 

 There is no gay gene, human sexuality primarily depends on environmental and 

cultural factors.  Health Canada lists these factors as “biological, psychological, social, 

economic, political, cultural, ethical, legal, historical, religious, and spiritual.” 

 When an otherwise healthy biological boy believes he is a girl, or an otherwise healthy 
biological girl believes she is a boy, an objective psychological problem exists that lays 
in the mind not the body.  

https://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss60e0606.pdf
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-02585-6
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-02585-6


 Statistically 98% of gender confused boys and 88% of gender confused girls eventually 

accept their biological sex after naturally passing through puberty. 

 Puberty blockers and cross-sex hormones have serious physical consequences, 

including the loss of fertility and full sexual function, with profound long-term risks 

and consequences. 

 Services that hold only one therapeutic treatment pathway (puberty blockers, cross-

sex hormones, and/or surgery) for children with gender dysphoria operate on ideology 

not science, and not in best interests of the child. 

 Proper therapeutic pathways exist within a psychoanalytical framework for treating 

gender dysphoria. 

Since sexually wavering/confused/questioning children, youth or adults, have not 

discovered/confirmed or fully understood an identity, they therefore cannot by legal 

definition be “converted or changed” through so-called “conversion therapy practices.” 

These persons, and in the case of dependent children, their parents, have a right to seek 

heteronormative-based counsel/therapy services in support of sexuality and/or gender 

clarification/discovery/confirmation. 

(4) Clarify in legislation that providers of heteronormative-based counsel/therapy may advertise 

their services in support of sexuality and gender clarification/discovery/confirmation. 

(5) Establish defence clauses in the legislation [similar to Criminal Code 319(3)] clarifying legal 

applications of heteronormative-based counselling and therapy services i.e. - No person 

(individual, parent or service provider) shall be convicted of an offence under Bill C-6: 

a. If in good faith, measured by best interest of the individual, the independent person 

of his/her free will seeks heteronormative-based counselling/therapy services.  

b.  If in good faith, measured by best interest of the child, the parent/guardian seeks 

heteronormative-based counselling/therapy services for a dependent child who is 

sexually wavering/confused/questioning their sexual or gender identity.  

c. If in good faith, measured by best interest of the child, the service provider offers 

heteronormative-based counselling/therapy services upon parental consent/request 

and the concurrence of the wavering/confused/questioning child.    

d. If in good faith, measured by best interest of the independent individual, the service 

provider offers heteronormative-based counselling/therapy services as freely 

requested by the person. 

References 

A. My email - Six Issues the Official Opposition Must Clarify in the Bill C-6 "Conversion Therapy" 

Debate, dated 7 October 2020, to all Conservative MPs. 

B. My email - Feedback on Conservative Talking Points Regarding Bill C-6 – Conversion Therapy 

Ban, dated November 12, 2020, to all Conservative MPs.  

C. Email to me from Alberta Minister of Education – Concerns About Parental Rights, dated 

November 12, 2020. 
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D. My email – Response to EDC Minister Adriana LaGrange – Concerns About Parent Rights, 

dated November 19, 2020.  [New - must read.] 

Analysis 

Reference A details the adverse impacts on parental rights, children’s health, and traditional family 

autonomy vis-à-vis the state, resulting from a confluence of governance: 

(1) The federal-level Bill C-6, as currently written, effectively bans service provider 
advertisement and delivery of “heteronormative-based” counselling and therapy services. 

(2)   The provincial-level right for students (ages 5 -18) to SOGI self-identification while at school, 
secret from parents.  

(3) The provincial-level right for student membership (K-12) in the “GSA club/GSA 

Network/Sexual Minority activist chain,” secret from parents.    

Reference B challenges the Conservative Party assertion that Bill C-6 should be approved because (to 

quote common Conservative MP talking points): 

(1) “Conservatives agree that conversion therapy is wrong and should be banned. No Canadian 

should be forced to change who they are.” 

(2) “As parliamentarians, MPs have a responsibility to protect the most vulnerable in our 

society.”   

(3) “The spirit of Bill C-6 is not to end conversations or drive a wedge between children and their 

parents.” 

The above talking points ignore the science establishing that human sexuality is at least 75% driven 

by environmental influences. As stated earlier, Health Canada agrees, “sexuality is influenced by the 

interaction of biological, psychological, social, economic, political, cultural, ethical, legal, historical, 

religious, and spiritual factors.” Moreover, sexual preference mutability is proven science: “The 

existing body of international research assessing sexual attractions, behaviours, and identities 

among representative samples of adolescents and adults shows that sexual orientation is not a static 

and categorical trait. Rather, same-sex sexuality shows substantial fluidity in both men and women, 

and this fluidity takes a number of forms.”   A stronger mantra or talking point, especially for the 

conservative-minded should read: 

No child, youth, or adult should be denied access to sexuality or gender dysphoria 

counselling/therapy/medical services that have their best interests in mind. 

In “the spirit of Bill C-6,” at what age by law is a parent to become indifferent to and no longer 

responsible for the consequences of their child’s declared SOGI self-identity and related “GSA 

club/GSA Network/Sexual Minority activist chain associations?  

In “the spirit of Bill C-6,” when do parent-child “conversations,” permissions, and what parents think 

is in the child’s best interests, become illegal, if not supporting/affirming or consenting to their son 

or daughter’s wish to have transgender surgery or hormone treatments? 

Does the Bill not criminalize parents for overriding their child’s identity wishes expressed at any 

age?  Does the Bill not criminalize service providers interested in delaying rash hormone/surgical 

interventions for children with perfectly healthy bodies? Does the Bill not fast track/indorse 

https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Response%20to%20Email%20From%20EDC%20Minister%20Adriana%20LaGrange_Redacted.pdf
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-02585-6
https://psych.utah.edu/_resources/documents/people/diamond/Sexual%20Fluidity%20in%20Males%20and%20Females.pdf


transgender clinics while suppressing heteronormative-based alternative services? Does the Bill not 

deny parents ability to find and choose alternative clinics/services of their choice? 

 
Do advocates of Bill C-6 not know/care that, where such data is collected and published, child 

gender identity referrals show a huge rise in six years and that 70% are girls wishing to become 

boys?    Moreover, after a fifteen-year fight in Britain, a landmark court decision has ruled to defend 

the “most vulnerable in society” from transgender ideology-biased treatment clinics and their rush 

to undertake radical physical interventions for gender dysphoria.             

Do the drafters of Bill C-6 not realize that as many as 98% of gender confused boys and 88% of 

gender confused girls eventually accept their biological sex after naturally passing through puberty, 

i.e. without taking puberty-blocking hormones, cross-sex hormones, and/or having surgical 

alteration of their body parts? Parents and their children must have free choice and legal access to 

medical/psychological services that affirm this reality.  

The US CDC website under the title Gay and Bisexual Men’s Health details intrinsic health risks to 

certain identities which are often reasons why parents by “choice” hold a heteronormative sexuality 

development preference. The US CDC  Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance, Selected Sites details the 

increased risk behaviours of homosexual/bisexual youth whether male or female. In “the spirit of Bill 

C-6,” when do parent-child “conversations,” permissions, and what parents think is in the child’s 

best interests become illegal: 

(1) if the parents do not believe their son or daughter has the maturity/understanding to SOGI 

self-identify? 

(2) if the parents are not affirming/consenting to their son or daughter’s homosexual/bisexual 

identity?  

https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-england-nottinghamshire-35532491
https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-england-nottinghamshire-35532491
https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-england-nottinghamshire-35532491
https://www.transgendertrend.com/keira-bell-high-court-historic-judgment-protect-vulnerable-children/
https://www.cdc.gov/msmhealth/for-your-health.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss60e0606.pdf


(3) if the parents choose to only refer their child to heteronormative-based counsel/therapy 

services? 

As stated in Reference B, the following “ideological” tenets undergirding “the spirit of Bill C-6” are 

major concerns to parents and clear areas of disagreement: 

(1) The position that no youth, of his/her own free will, would ever wish to change/reduce a 

sexual attraction. 

(2) The position that no youth will ever mistakenly/misguidedly/incorrectly wish to transition 

from his/her birth/biological sex. 

(3) The position that no youth, of his/her own free will, would ever wish to “detransition” to 

realign gender identity with their anatomical sex.  

(4) The position that SOGI self-identity is sacrosanct and fixed, never fluid or influenced by 

environmental factors, maturity, and cognitive/psychological/medical considerations.   

(5) The position that guidance/counselling/therapy to wavering/confused/questioning persons 

must always be LGBTQ affirming and never heteronormative-based.  

Finally, in “the spirit of Bill C-6” when do parent-child “conversations” cross the legal line where 

parents refuse to allow their children to associate with certain individuals, clubs, networks, 

organizations  and/or events and activities, based entirely upon incompatible differences in beliefs, 

values, behaviours, lifestyles and what parents assert is in the child’s best interest?   

  

 

 

The adults in these Pride Parade photos do not reflect the behaviours of all people in the sexual  
minority community, not even a majority; however, they represent an ethos and ideology that  

does not have the best interests of Canadian children in mind.   
 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Detransition


Legislators must clarify in the text of Bill C-6 that persons who do not wish to remain in the above 

pictured lifestyles/behaviours/attractions or do not believe they should any longer be identified as 

homosexual/bisexual/queer, will be allowed to seek and find services designed to mitigate/ 

overcome certain behaviours/attractions they no longer desire. Persons wishing to detransition 

deserve these same rights and access to services.  

Few can dispute that for some people at some stage in life sexual orientation/gender identity can 

effectively be “hardwired/fixed.” Equally, no one should be asserting that sexual orientation/gender 

identity is effectively a life-long confine from which there is no escape, no hope of change.  “The 

spirit of Bill C-6” sends this message; an ideological mantra at odds with science and more profound 

understandings of sexual orientation (e.g. Klein Grid). Change and mutability is possible in sexual 

attraction, sexual behaviour, sexual fantasies, emotional preference, social preference, lifestyle 

preference and self-identity. A law that denies dependent children, youth and adults, the ability to 

find and access the help they desire is really bad governance.  

Reference D, is a response to Alberta’s Education Minister’s email on “Concerns About Parental 

Rights.”  Conservative MPs and their constituency staff are requested to read references C and D.  

Many key issues are raised in the response to the Minister. All are crucial to good governance; and in 

particular, to seeing the full adverse consequences of unqualified/non-amended support of Bill C-6 

as written.    

In this matter good governance should be measured against  

what is in the best interest of the greatest number of Canadian children. 

Passing this Bill as written along with existing provincial GSA law and secret SOGI self-identification 

rights (starting at age five) will be an unmitigated disaster for the traditional family (parent-child-

state relationship). We are just an increment away from empowering children (at earliest age of 

expression) to declare sacrosanct their SOGI identity rights at school and home, along with 

equivalent independence to openly or secretly associate with the GSA club/GSA Network/LGBTQ 

activist agency chain.  These are the same children that can’t responsibly be left at home alone until 

age 13, and in Ontario 16! 

It is frightening to realize only 7 of 121 Conservative MPs have rejected on principle 

“the spirit of Bill C-6”. 

Respectfully, 

Carman Bradley 

(For my grandchildren) 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Detransition
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Klein_Sexual_Orientation_Grid
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