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

Sent: Wednesday, March 17, 2021 1:51 PM 
To: All Conservative MPs 

Subject: Bill C-6: Radical Shifts in “Parent-Child-State,” “Family-State” and “Church-State” 
Relationships Should Matter to Conservative MPs 

Honourable..., 

The various responses from Loyal Opposition MPs to Bill C-6: Cancellation of Parenting as Casnadians 
Know It (Feb 2, 2021) are revealing and appreciated.  Frequent feedback comments on Bill C-6 can 
be summarized in this quote:  

“I fully support every LGBT Canadian living the way they choose. I also am totally 
opposed to any form of abuse or forced conversion of LGBT children and adults.”  

No one is for abusive forced conversion of Canadians in order to change their sexual orientatiuon or 
gender (SOGI) self-identity. Regarding supporting every Canadian “living the way they choose,” Bill 
C-6 actually denies Canadians their free will right to choose to change/modify/reduce a sexual 
attraction or behaviour with their preferred choice of counsellor/therapist/doctor. The Bill denies 
Canadians the free will right to choose to investigate their gender dsyphoria with their preferred 
choice of counsellor/therapist/doctor. The Bill denies the free will right to choose and access 
professional help to change a previously declared gender identity back to match the person’s 
biology.   

In all honesty what supporters of this Bill really declare is: 

“I fully support every LGBT Canadian living the way they choose. However, once a 

choice is made to self-identify LGBT there is no going back. All “practices” to 

repress or reduce non-heterosexual attraction, sexual behaviour, and gender 

confusion/dysphoria are illegal. Additionally, this legislation does not support the 

right of sexually or gender wavering/confused/questioning children to have access 

to heteronormative counsel/therapy.” 

The Bill as drafted embodies the following flawed political/ideological tenets: 

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

sexual attraction. 

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

from his/her birth/biological sex. 

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

realign gender identity with their anatomical sex.  

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

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

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

must always be LGBTQ affirming and never heteronormative-based.  

Bill C-6 criminalizes the following activities: 

 causing a child [any child] to undergo “any practice to repress or reduce non-heterosexual 

attraction or sexual behaviour;” 
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 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 authorizes courts to order that advertisements for “any practice to repress or reduce 

non-heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour” be disposed of or deleted. The legislation 

effectively denies wavering/confused/questioning children and their parents the ability to seek, 

choose and access heteronormative counsel. Please take a stand to clarify/resolve the following 

(Issues 1 to 9) as a precondition to supporting Bill C-6. 

Issue #1 – To whom and under what circumstances may heteronormative counsel/therapy occur: (a) 

never; (b) to wavering/confused/questioning children; and/or (c) to “affirm” a child/youth/adult’s 

free will desire to move away from a previously declared sexual minority development path?  

Issue #2 – Is the government intent on forcing 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?  At what age should children be given the right to 

independent consent for transgender hormone treatment and/or sex reassignment surgery? 

Issue #3 – For many parents, 

clergy, and faith-based 

counsellors/educators/teachers 

the Bible, Quran or Torah, does 

not affirm bisexual or homosexual 

intimacy? Are they allowed to 

instruct children/ youth/adults, 

who are attending: a school; a 

home study/reading/talk; a church 

service; or a counseling session, 

(regardless of the attendee’s 

wavering or SOGI self-identity), if 

the counseling/teaching/advice is 

heteronormative?  Are parents, 

clergy and/or faith-based 

counsellors/educators/teachers 

permitted to pray with the 

attendee for spiritual wisdom and 

discernment, in accordance with 

the parent’s and individual’s wishes, and/or the institution/counselor’s advertised beliefs? Are 

clergy, and/or faith-based counsellors/educators/teachers considered to be “service providers” 

under the law? 

Issue #4 – Are churches, mosques, synagogues, clergy, faith-based counsellors and faith-based 

schools permitted to publically declare (advertise) their core values and beliefs when these tenents 

are anchored to scripture that does not affirm bisexual or homosexual intimacy; but affirms sexual 

 



relations only within the marriage of one man and one woman; and affirms a heteronormative 

sexuality development path? 

Recent email response from Loyal Opposition MPs has indicated the Liberal and NDP members in the 
Justice Committee have refused to support rational and clarifying Conservative amendment 
initiatives. The Justice Committee majority rejects:   

“To add clarity to the bill and ensure that voluntary conversations between individuals and 
their teachers, school counsellors, pastoral counsellors, faith leaders, doctors, mental 
health professionals, friends or family members are not criminalized.”  

Two crucial conclusions can be drawn from the progressive-left (Liberal and NDP) intransigence.  

First, there is a need to establish defence clauses in the legislation [similar to those in Criminal Code 
319(3)] which clarify legal applications/boundaries for 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 (suggested content follows): 

 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 to repress or 

reduce non-heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour.  

  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/gender identity or who of his/her free will 

seeks heteronormative-based counselling/therapy services to repress or reduce non-

heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour.  

 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 dependent child.    

 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. 

 If the church, mosque, synagogue, assembly of worship, or faith-based school, providing 

services through their clergy/teaching/counselling staff, and/or by material publications, 

adhere to well publicized/advertised creeds and/or statements of beliefs that clearly declare 

their position on human sexuality/sexual intimacy. 

 If the service provider or clinic advertises to provide counselling/therapy services to repress 

or reduce non-heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour only to individuals freely and 

voluntarily requesting the service/practice.  

Second, one must conclude from the progressive left inflexibility to make the above clarifications, 
that a goal of the Bill is to cancel, restrict, and criminalize faith-based, social conservative “practices 
and values,” and to deny access to institutions/agencies/counsellors affirming these values, beliefs 
and truths. 
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Canadian governance (federal and provincial) is bringing about an unprecedented and detrimental 

shift in “parent-child-state” relationships (see graphic above) and in “church-state” relations. Long-

established freedoms of religion and thought/belief/opinion exercised within the home among 

family and in schools and churches are under assault.  Families (parents and children) have much to 

lose in the shifting “parent-child-state” dynamics and eroding family autonomy vis-à-vis the state. 

Traditional (“non-progressive”) faith-based institutions are also under assault. The effect of 

ambiguous, unbounded and unbalanced sexual minority affirmative action legislations taking 

place across the nation is the systematic cancellation of Christian/Islamic/Judeo values and 

influence in Canadian “public” society, now reaching into the “privacy” of family/home/ 

church/mosque/synagogue. 

The relationships parents have with their children are the most important element of childrearing. It 

is the value of our connection that determines how well children listen to us, accept our restrictions, 

embrace our beliefs/values, and cooperate.  The federal and provincial governances related to 

human sexuality amount to an assault on family autonomy vis-à-vis the state.  Without significant 

legal remedies and governance clarifications the so-called “nuclear family,” especially faith-based 

and social conservative families, will in the long-term be deconstructed/ dismantled/cancelled. Loyal 



Opposition MPs must reject Bill C-6 until key issues (those above and including the following) are 

remedied and clarified:  

Issue #5 - 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 # 6 – 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 #7 - Now that the state (e.g. provinces) have put in place laws permitting GSA clubs, connected 

to a GSA Network, and further connected to LGBTQ activist/support agencies, is the state (federal 

and/or provincial) 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 #8 - 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 #9 – Who is liable should state empowerment of children to SOGI self-identify or join a GSA, 

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?   

If freedoms of religion and belief and traditional parenting rights are cancelled in the home, most 

spiritual and/or social conservative cultural authority, if not all, will be lost. If faith-based assemblies 

are not allowed to preach, teach and counsel in accordance with their statements of belief and 

authoritative scripture, freedom of religion amounts to a myth. Without needed legal remedy, 

governance clarifications, and policy changes, it will little matter what values and truths are 

upheld/taught in our homes and churches because the secular state and sexual minority rights 

movement will have expropriated the “lion’s share” of influence on our children’s sexuality 

development and thinking.  

This is a plea for Conservative MPs to take a stand for clarity and rationality in the law, for minimal 

impairment of the rights of all stakeholders, and for impartial balance in the negative impacts versus 

positive effects of the law on society as a whole. This appeal to the Loyal Opposition is not about 

eliminating social space and respectful dignified treatment of LGBTQ persons. It’s about ensuring 

true fairness and diversity in Canadian society by establishing in law unambiguous social space and 

equitable tolerance protections for Christian, Islamic, Judeo, and/or social conservative parenting, 

counselling and assembly/association. It’s about preventing the separation and isolation of 

immature, sexually wavering/confused/questioning children from their parents’ oversight and 

influence. It’s about preventing state abandonment of sexually wavering/confused/questioning 

children to only LGBTQ-affirming and ideologically biased influences. It’s about preventing state-

ordered criminalization of heteronormative counsel/therapy advertisement.  It’s about protecting 

freedom of religion and opinion/belief/thought. 

Respectfully, 

Carman Bradley 
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