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To: All Conservative MPs 
Subject: Bill C-6: Cancellation of Parenting as Canadians Know It 

 Honourable...  

Bill C-6 amends the Criminal Code to create the following offences: 

 causing a person to undergo [any practice to repress or reduce non-heterosexual attraction or sexual 

behaviour] without the person’s consent; 

 causing a child to undergo [any practice to repress or reduce non-heterosexual attraction or sexual 

behaviour]; 

 doing anything for the purpose of removing a child from Canada with the intention that the child undergo 

[any practice to repress or reduce non-heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour] outside Canada; 

 promoting or advertising an offer to provide [any practice to repress or reduce non-heterosexual attraction 

or sexual behaviour]; and 

 receiving a financial or other material benefit from the provision of [any practice to repress or reduce non-

heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour]. 

The Bill also amends the Criminal Code to authorize courts to order that advertisements for [any practice to repress 

or reduce non-heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour] be disposed of or deleted. There are so many problems 

and negative impacts with the Bill as drafted. A key issue not well addressed in the media or in formal presentations 

on Bill C-6 is the matter of young wavering/confused/questioning youth.  I offer the following article to again reveal  

the “conversion therapy ban” issue from a combined federal-provincial perspective [my third email to Conservative 

MPs]. 

-------------------------------------------------- 

Cancellation of “Social Conservative” Parenting: An Albertan Perspective 

 



Soon parliament will approve Bill C-6 - An Act to amend the Criminal Code (Conversion Therapy). The political mantra 

for the ban goes: “No Canadian should be forced to change who they are. We have a responsibility to protect the 

most vulnerable in our society. The spirit of Bill C-6 is not to end conversations or drive a wedge between children and 

their parents.” This article challenges these assertions in the context of the broader assault on the traditional nuclear 

family.  Crucial issues and questions are raised that must be addressed on behalf of social conservative parents and 

their children.  

Politically correct talking points are not what matter, the actual wording of the law and its legal/practical 

implications on stakeholders are what count.  The definition of conversion therapy includes “any practice to repress 

or reduce non-heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour.” Where does the ban leave parents rearing “vulnerable” 

sexually wavering/questioning/confused children, very young children, or cognitively challenged children? These 

children may develop along either a heterosexual or sexual minority path depending on a host of factors.  The Public 

Health Agency of Canada, in Guidelines for Sexual Health Education (2009), states “sexuality is influenced by the 

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

spiritual factors.” Are “vulnerable” wavering/confused children (and their parents) to be denied choice and access to 

heteronormative instruction/advice/counselling/therapy? The largest study on the genetic basis of same-sex 

attraction (Science, Vol. 365 30 August 2019 p.882) concluded “there is no ‘gay gene’.” The study found at least 75% 

of sexual behavior can be explained by environmental and cultural factors.  

A study by the US CDC found between 1.3% and 4.7% of students in grades 9 to 12 were waverers. This number is 

more than self-identified LGTQ youth in the same age group.  A Toronto survey of teens (13 to 18) by Planned 

Parenthood found that 3% of teens questioned their sexuality and that this percentage increased the younger the 

age. Applying just the 3% finding to all of the 727,200 students attending Alberta schools in 2018/2019 yields 21,800 

likely waverers.  Moreover, Alberta Education in 2018/2019 identified over 54,000 “vulnerable” students with 

cognitive, psychological, and/or learning disabilities.  These 75,800 “vulnerable” children in Alberta, must not be 

denied “equal” access to heteronormative instruction/advice/counselling/therapy.  

The CDC also found that self-identified bisexual (“B”) youth account for more than LGTQ youth combined.  Where 

does the ban leave parents with children “freely” wishing to end dual sexual preferences?  Where does the ban leave 

parents who oppose the gender transition wishes of their 5, 6, 7...year-olds?  According to the DSM-V, 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.  

Federal Bill C-6 is not the first legislation to radically impact the traditional “parent-child-state” relationship.  In 

Alberta, Bill 10 - An Act to Amend the Alberta Bill of Rights to Protect Our Children (Mar 2015) created a collision of 

rights, freedoms, and responsibilities, which ultimately places more Alberta children at risk than those purportedly 

“protected.” The legislation has resulted in unprecedented rights granted to children while attending school, in 

secrecy from parental knowledge/approval, and starting as young as age five:  

   to self-identify LGBTQ and dress/act in accordance with their self-identity/expression; 

   to change their name while on school property including on exam papers and electronic files, although all 

parent-teacher communication will revert to the original child’s birth name(s); and 

   to join a student-run Gay-Straight Alliance club, without oversight, connected to the unregulated adult Alberta 

GSA Network, further associated with unfettered adult sexual minority activist agencies. 

If SOGI self-identity at any age is a constitutional right, why does it only apply to students (ages 5 to 18) while 

attending school?   The short answer – while the state (federal or provincial) may declare itself indifferent to all SOGI 

development paths, many Alberta parents are not so unconcerned, nor so celebratory of their off-spring becoming 

sexually confused by ideology, experimentation, and/or being persuaded away from a heteronormative sexual 

development.  Parents no longer know who is influencing their children’s sexual development, where and when this 



is happening, and what their children are being told and doing while at school or off school grounds? Worse, Alberta 

Education - teachers, principals, and school boards, are in the same predicament.  

Alberta Education policy declares: “no student or family should ever be referred to a program or service provider that 

purports to ‘fix’, ‘change’ or ‘repair’ a student’s sexual orientation, gender identity or gender expression.” Regarding 

the policy, Drs. Blaine Achen and Theodore Fenske of the Faculty of Medicine, University of Alberta, wrote: “This 

naïve and oppressive statement disregards the underlying emotional, mental or physical reasons that might lead 

someone to identify sexually as someone other than his or her morphological and genetic identity. Nowhere else in 

medicine, other than gender identity and sexuality, is such a reckless stance taken or practiced presently.” To be 

clear, the following “ideological” tenets, undergirding Bill C-6 and the no “fix”, “change” or “repair” policy, are major 

concerns to many parents: 

   the position that no youth, of his/her free will, would/should ever wish to change/reduce a sexual attraction; 

   the position that no youth would ever mistakenly/misguidedly wish to transition from his/her birth gender; 

   the position that no youth, of his/her free will, would/should ever wish to gender “detransition”;  

   the position that SOGI self-identity is sacrosanct/fixed, regardless of age, maturity, and psychological/medical 

history; and  

   the position that counselling/therapy to “vulnerable” wavering/confused children must never be 

heteronormative.  

The impacts of Bill C-6 (as drafted) and Alberta’s Bill 10 legislation/policies, disenfranchise parents from long 

established and time-proven parental consent requirements, childrearing rights, and nurturing responsibilities.  

Alberta Family Law Act s.21 (5 and 6) declares the following parental powers: 

 to nurture the child’s physical, psychological and emotional development; 

       to guide the child to independent adulthood; 

       to make day-to-day decisions affecting the child, including daily activities; 

       to make decisions about the nature, extent and place of the child’s education; 

       to make decisions about any participation in extracurricular school activities; 

       to make decisions regarding the child’s cultural, religious, and spiritual upbringing;  

       to consent to medical, dental and other health-related treatment for the child;  

       to decide with whom the child is to live and to associate; and  

       to grant or refuse consent where consent of a parent is required by law. 

Both federal and provincial governances related to human sexuality amount to an assault on established parental 

rights and family autonomy vis-à-vis the state. Without significant legal remedies and governance clarifications the 

so-called “nuclear family,” especially social conservative families, will in the long-term be deconstructed and/or 

cancelled.  Conservatives across the nation must demand of MPs and MLAs clarity and resolution to at least the 

following issues before conversion therapy ban approval: 

Issue #1 – To whom and under what circumstances may heteronormative counseling/therapy occur: (a) never, (b) to 

wavering/confused children, and/or (c) to “affirm” a child’s free will desire to move away from a previously declared 

sexual minority development path? 

Issue #2 – Is the government intent to force parents to affirm/accept a child’s self-declared sexual orientation and/or 

gender identity, regardless of the child’s age, maturity, and psychological/medical history? Indeed, what should be 

the legal age for independent SOGI self-determination at home, school, anywhere? 

Issue # 3 – Do parents have a right to know who is influencing their children’s sexual development, where and when 

this is happening, and what their children are being told and doing while at school or off school grounds? 

Issue #4 - Do parents have the right to influence their children’s sexual development along a parent-preferred path?  

If not, at what age, by law, must parents be indifferent to their child’s sexuality development and self-identity? 



Issue #5 - Do parents have the right to decide with whom their children associate and from which medical 

professionals to seek advice in attending to their children’s mental health, and sexuality development?  

Issue #6 - Now that the state (e.g. provinces) have put in place laws permitting GSA clubs, connected to GSA 

Networks, and further connected to LGBTQ activist/support agencies, is the state (federal and/or provincial levels) 

not obligated to provide sexually wavering/confused/questioning students (K-12) with non-ideological, equally well 

facilitated and accessible, heteronormative affirming clubs and sexuality counselling?  

Issue #7 – Who is liable should state empowerment of children to SOGI self-identify, independent of parental 

knowledge/approval, result in physical or mental injury? Who is liable should state denial of access to 

heteronormative counselling/therapy result in physical or mental injury? Will the state (tax payers) pay for 

detransition gender therapy should a child so wish to change back?   

In closing, Alberta’s social conservatives have been proverbially thrown under the bus.  At the time of Bill 10 passage, 

Liberal MLA Laurie Blakeman, original sponsor of the GSA/LGBTQ student rights legislation was jubilant over the PC 

Government’s approval, stating: “I’m really glad that the government was brave enough to take that step, and I will 

give you credit for being brave. That one wasn’t easy, and it wasn’t a gimme. I didn’t think you’d be able to go 

there.”  Alberta governance remains “there” and approval of Bill C-6 as drafted will only make matters much worse.  

Thank you, 

Carman Bradley 

(Grandfather) 

 


