
From: Carman Bradley  

Sent: Thursday, June 03, 2021 8:55 AM 
To: 'Premier@gov.ab.ca' 

Cc: 'EDC Minister'; 'Ministry of Justice' and all UCP MLAs 
Subject: Radical Shifts in “Parent-Child-State” or “Family-State” Relationships Matter to Conservative 

Parents - A Response to Justice Minister Madu’s Letter of May 27, 2021 

 
References:        

A. My email Petition Notice #1 – Pending Petition to Alberta Legislative Assembly, dated July 7, 

2020. 

B. My email Petition Notice #2 – Bad Governance Has Consequences, dated August 19, 2020. 

C. My email Petition Notice #3 – Judge Issues Injunction: School Staff Cannot Lie To or Deceive 

Parents About Gender Transitions at School, dated October 8, 2020. 

D. Email response from Education Minister Adriana LaGrange – Concerns About Parental 

Rights, dated November 12, 2020. 

E. My email response to Education Minister Adriana LaGrange – Reply to Concerns About 

Parental Rights and Child Safety, dated November 19 2020. 

F. My email Petition Notice #4 – Cancellation of Albertan Parenting and Childrearing Rights, 

dated February 4, 2021.  

G. Response Letter from Alberta Justice and Solicitor General Office, Minister Kaycee Madu, 

dated March 31, 2021. 

H. My email response to Ref. G (included in this email below), dated April 19, 2021.  

I. Final response letter to Ref. H from Alberta Justice and Solicitor General Office, Minister 

Kaycee Madu, dated May 27, 2021.  

Dear Premier Kenney,  

Please find attached, Minister Madu’s final response to my concerns over radical governance shifts 

in “Parent-Child-State” or “Family-State” relations.  There will come the day when the voting base 

for the UCP, i.e. social conservative Albertans, will recognize your government’s role in undermining 

traditional parenting rights and responsibilities, needlessly placing more Alberta youth at health risk 

and seriously eroding nuclear family autonomy from the state. Just as probable will be the day when 

a significant number of UCP MLA’s will, as a matter of personal integrity, acknowledge the need for 

remedy and more clarity in Alberta governance on matters of human sexuality.  

This correspondence follows numerous emails to responsible ministers, starting with the previous 

NDP government, and most recently ending with the attached letter from Justice Minister Madu. 

The background to parenting concerns with the status quo and related health risks to Alberta youth 

are suitably described in the many emails and other key analysis and documentation. A “short list” of 

ten issues needing urgent remedy and/or specific clarifying responses follows.  

Issue #1 – 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, regardless of the child’s age, maturity, and psychological/medical 

history? 

https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Politicians%20W.%20Petition%20Notice%201.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/Politicians%20Email%20Notice%202.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Notice%203%20-%20Judge%20Issues%20Injuction.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Notice%203%20-%20Judge%20Issues%20Injuction.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Email%20From%20EDC%20Minister%20Adriana%20LaGrange_Redacted.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Email%20From%20EDC%20Minister%20Adriana%20LaGrange_Redacted.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Response%20to%20Email%20From%20EDC%20Minister%20Adriana%20LaGrange_Redacted.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Response%20to%20Email%20From%20EDC%20Minister%20Adriana%20LaGrange_Redacted.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/BB.%20Petition%20Notice%20%234%20Policians.docx.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Letter%20from%20Alberta%20Justice%20Minster%20March%2031%2C%202021..pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Response%20Letter%20From%20Minister%20Madu%20May%2027%2C%202021.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Response%20Letter%20From%20Minister%20Madu%20May%2027%2C%202021.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/politicians/
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/key-documentation/


Issue #2 – 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?  

At Ref. D, Minister LaGrange writes:  

Schools cannot disclose the membership of GSAs as a matter of routine, or without careful 

consideration of privacy legislation. All school authorities are required to follow the law. 

Public schools must adhere to the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, and 

independent (private) schools must adhere to the Personal Information Protection Act. The 

government expects school staff to exercise good judgment in this regard, as in all other 

aspects of operating schools. 

Issue #3 – Are Alberta children (starting at age 5, and/or kindergarten) actually/legally empowered 

by the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act or Personal Information Protection Act, 

to deceive their parents regarding: 

       a self-declared sexual orientation and/or gender identity (SOGI) self-identity while attending 

school;  

       a self-declared name change from the parent’s original assigned birth name while attending 

school; and  

       attendance in a peer-led Gay-Straight Alliance (GSA) club, connected to an unregulated, off 

school, adult run Alberta GSA Network, further associated with unfettered adult sexual 

minority activist agencies.   

Are Alberta parents to now file freedom of information requests to find out what their 5, 6, 7, 8, 9... 

year-olds are doing at school? Additionally, under what specific law(s) are Alberta teachers 

authorized to lie to, deceive or mislead parents regarding the SOGI self-identity, name change, 

and/or GSA membership status of their children starting from age 5?   

Issue #4 – Do parents in Alberta still have the right and responsibility to decide with whom their 

children associate in accordance with Alberta Family Law Act 21(6)(e))?  

Issue #5 – Now that Alberta has put in place laws permitting GSA clubs, connected to a GSA 

Network, and further connected to LGBTQ activist/support agencies, is the province 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 #6 – 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?   

Your view/policy that teachers “arbitrarily know best” when to override the “Freedom of Information 

and Protection of Privacy Act,” and “voluntarily” reveal the truth of a child’s situation to parents, has 

serious short-comings: 

   Alberta Teachers’ Association membership (46,000) is dead set against the responsibility. 

  Teachers often complain about class sizes limiting their ability to know students. 

      Students move grades (K-12) and in higher grades between many teachers. 

  Students switch school levels and may move during a school year. 
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      Teachers are not trained/qualified/placed to make arbitrary and timely 

medical/psychological judgments on sexuality matters. 

      Conflicting views regarding SOGI set one teacher against another. 

      Teachers don’t know what is going on in GSAs. 

      Alberta Education is not mandated and resourced to encroach on Child Welfare Service and  

Alberta Health Services (AHS) roles. 

Surprisingly, Minister Madu writes the above issues fall exclusively within Minister LaGrange’s 

purview (Ref. I): 

Thank you for your follow-up email of April 19, 2021, regarding your views about the 

relationship between parent-child-state as it relates to human sexuality and to conversion 

therapy. This matter falls within the responsibility of the Ministry of Education. I have 

forwarded a copy of your email to the Honourable Adriana LaGrange, Minister of Education, 

for her consideration. Thank you again for writing and for sharing your views with me. As 

there is no further assistance my ministry can offer you, this will be my final response on this 

matter. 

The subject of federal Bill C-6, Conversion Therapy Law, raises additional concerns that only 

exacerbate the above issues for Albertan parents.  When approved, Bill C-6 will make it illegal to 

provide heteronormative counsel/advice/therapy to all youth under the age of 18.  Moreover, 

parents who engage in such counsel/therapy for their child will also face legal action. Albertan social 

conservatives (your UCP voter base!) are entitled to further understand the UCP position regarding 

these additional issues: 

Issue #7 – Does the Alberta government support 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 school, home, anywhere?  At what age should children be given the right to 

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

Issue #8 – In Alberta, 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 #9 – For many parents, clergy, and faith-based counsellors/educators the Bible, Quran or 

Torah, does not affirm bisexual or homosexual intimacy? Are Albertans allowed to instruct 

children/youth/adults, who are attending: a school; a home study/reading/talk; a church service; or 

a counselling session, (regardless of the attendee’s wavering or SOGI self-identity), if the 

counselling/teaching/advice is heteronormative?  Are parents, clergy and/or faith-based 

counsellors/educators permitted to pray with the attendee for spiritual wisdom and discernment, in 

accordance with the parent’s or individual’s wishes, and/or the institution/counsellor’s advertised 

beliefs?   
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Issue #10 – Who is liable should government 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 wish to change back?   

Surely all Albertans deserve to know their government’s position on these crucial issues.  Whether 

the answers come from the Office of the Alberta Premier, Office of Alberta Justice and Solicitor 

General, and/or the Minister of Education does not matter. The confluence of current Alberta laws 

and policies, along with negative impacts of pending federal Bill C-6 legislation, in effect enforce one 

social/legal/ideological governance/ethos regarding human sexuality in our schools, the public arena 

and our homes. 

Premier Kenney, please remedy and clarify your governance on these human sexuality matters.  

Perhaps Minister Madu’s re-direct to the Education Minister for follow-up (his attached letter) is 

tacit acknowledgement that the most politically efficient and cleanest legislative solution to begin 

satisfactorily grappling with these issues is to change Ministry of Education policies by introducing 

legislation that requires children ages 5 to 15 to obtain parental consent before they become a 

member of a Gay-Straight Alliance (GSA) or provide a sexual orientation/gender identity (SOGI) 

self-identification to their school. 

Respectfully, 

Carman Bradley 

Albertan Grandparent 

Founder, researcher and writer - www.Bill10CourtChallenge.Org 
 
Recent email chain follows (Refs. H and I) 
 
 

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

 
From: Ministry of Justice [mailto:ministryofjustice@gov.ab.ca]  

Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2021 2:03 PM 
To: Carman Bradley 

Cc: EDC Minister; Edmonton-South West 
Subject: Radical Shifts in “Parent-Child-State” or “Family-State” Relationships Matter to Conservative 

Parents - A Reply to Justice Minister Madu’s Letter 

 
Dear Mr. Bradley, 
 
Please find the attached response from Honourable Kaycee Madu QC, Minister of Justice and 
Solicitor General. 
 
Regards, 
 
Office of the Minister of 
Justice and Solicitor General 

 
Classification: Protected A 
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From: Carman Bradley  
Sent: April 19, 2021 9:22 AM 
To: Ministry of Justice <ministryofjustice@gov.ab.ca>; 'Edmonton-South West' 
<Edmonton.SouthWest@assembly.ab.ca> 
Subject: Radical Shifts in “Parent-Child-State” or “Family-State” Relationships Matter to Conservative 
Parents - A Reply to Justice Minister Madu’s Letter 
 
Honourable Minister of Justice, Kaycee Madu,  

References: 

A. My email, Petition Notice #4 – Cancellation of Albertan Parenting and Childrearing Rights, dated 

February 4, 2021. 

B. Response Letter to Ref.A from Alberta Justice Minister Kaycee Madu, dated March 31, 2021. 

Thank you for your reply to my email at Ref. A.  Please review the following in response. 

Structure of this response to your letter (Ref. B.): 

Synopsis of the Response (8 minute read) 

More Facts on the Need to Remedy and Clarify Nine Key Issues (25 minute read) 

Efficacy of a Public Petition Request to Alberta Legislature (3 minute read) 

Synopsis of the Response (8 Mins) 

As explained in (Ref.A) the relationships between parent-child-state, family-state and church-state 

are radically shifting under federal and provincial governances related to the general category of 

human sexuality. These relationship changes place more children at risk spiritually and physically.  

The following constitute a hazardous confluence of governance realities: 

       In Alberta, governance policy declares self-identification is the sole measure of a student’s 

sexual orientation, gender identity or gender expression, while attending school;  

       In Alberta, governance policy declares children starting at age five can declare a sexual 

orientation and/or gender identity (SOGI) self-identity while attending school in secret from 

parental knowledge and approval; 

       In Alberta, governance policy declares children starting at age five can change their name 

from their birth name, in secret from parental knowledge and approval, for application in 

class, including on exam papers and electronic files, although all parent-teacher 

communication will revert to the original child’s birth name(s);  

       In Alberta, governance 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; 

       In Alberta, by law, children starting at age five can form and/or join a peer-led Gay-Straight 

Alliance (GSA) club, in secret from parental knowledge and approval, without adult 

oversight, connected to an unregulated off school adult Alberta GSA Network, further 

associated with unfettered adult sexual minority activist agencies [note this law made no 

mention of the adult-run GSA Network and support/training from other agencies]; and  
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       In Canada, the federal government is soon to enact in law (Bill C-6) which amends the 

Criminal Code (320.101-3), and states: 

o   conversion therapy means a practice, treatment or service designed to change a 

person’s sexual orientation to heterosexual, to change a person’s gender identity or 

gender expression to cisgender or to repress or reduce non-heterosexual attraction 

or sexual behaviour or non-cisgender gender expression; 

o   For greater certainty, this definition does not include a practice, treatment or service 

that relates to the exploration and development of an integrated personal identity 

without favouring [or which is neutral/indifferent to] any particular sexual 

orientation, gender identity or gender expression [my bold insert]; 

o   Everyone who knowingly causes a person who is under the age of 18 years to undergo 

conversion therapy is: 

(a) guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment for a term of not 

more than five years; or 

(b) guilty of an offence punishable on summary conviction. 

o   Everyone who knowingly promotes or advertises an offer to provide conversion 

therapy is:  

(a) guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment for a term of not 

more than two years; or 

(b) guilty of an offence punishable on summary conviction. 

One should ask: If it is constitutional to have a policy of “independent” SOGI self-identification 

starting at age five, while in school, what is preventing “independent” and state “protected” SOGI 

self-identity while at church, library, and/or home at age of first expression?  

 

One should conclude: If it is illegal to attempt to influence or change the SOGI self-identity a 

child/youth under the age of 18, regardless of age, maturity, and psychological/medical history, 

then the state is in effect ordering/forcing parents to affirm/accept their child’s self-declared 

sexual orientation or gender identity at first expression or face criminal indictment. 

https://parl.ca/DocumentViewer/en/43-2/bill/C-6/second-reading


One should conclude: If only practices, treatments or services which are neutral, indifferent or 

without favour to any particular sexual orientation, gender identity or gender expression can be 

exempt from the law, then the state is in effect declaring heteronormative (Christian, Islamic, 

Judeo) counsel illegal. Worse the state is only endorsing sexual minority affirming 

counsel/therapy.  

Note also, only individuals who are the age of majority (18 or older) will have the constitutional 

and freewill right to voluntarily change, repress or reduce a non-heterosexual attraction or sexual 

behaviour or non-cisgender gender expression. However, the ban on heteronormative 

counsel/therapy advertising, implicitly applied to minors (and their parents with medical consent 

authority), makes finding/access to heteronormative counselling for those (18 or older) impractical.   

In sum, federal and Alberta governance does not fully support every Canadian living the way they 

choose. If you are a minor under age 18, once a choice is made to self-identify LGBT or Q there is 

no going back, no legal access to heteronormative counsel/therapy. All “practices” to repress or 

reduce non-heterosexual attraction, sexual behaviour, and gender dysphoria among children and 

youth are illegal. All advertising for this category of services is illegal.  Parents attempting these 

“practices” on children under age 18 will be jailed.  All “legal” counselling to minors must be either 

indifferent towards or fully endorse the very LGBTQ identity the child/youth now wishes to 

change/modify. Worse, Bill C-6 and Alberta’s secret SOGI self-identity and GSA membership 

governances discriminate against the right of sexually or gender wavering/ confused/questioning 

children to find and have access to heteronormative counsel/therapy. This confluence of laws and 

policies amounts to the state declaring one social ethos impacting everywhere – Alberta schools, 

medical service/counselling agencies, churches, homes; and everyone - radically altering Alberta 

parent-child-state relations.  

In the Same-Sex Marriage ruling of December 2004, under the topic Religion, the Supreme Court of 

Canada (SCC) acknowledged concerns that the Proposed Act will have the effect of imposing a 

dominant social ethos that in time will limit the freedom to hold religious beliefs to the contrary, 

and will create a “collision of rights” in spheres other than that of the solemnization of marriages by 

religious officials. In part the SCC response was as follows:  

...the alleged collision of rights is purely abstract.  There is no factual context.  In such 

circumstances, it would be improper to assess whether the Proposed Act, if adopted, would 

create an impermissible collision of rights in as yet undefined spheres...Charter decisions 

should not and must not be made in a factual vacuum. To attempt to do so would trivialize 

the Charter  and inevitably result in ill-considered opinions...In summary, the potential for 

collision of rights raised by s. 1 of the Proposed Act has not been shown on this reference to 

violate the Charter.  It has not been shown that impermissible conflicts — conflicts incapable 

of resolution under s. 2 (a) — will arise.”  

The follow-on analysis (next section) raises nine key legal/constitutional issues (conflicts/concerns) 

associated with human sexuality governance (federal and provincial) that have not been addressed. 

For synopsis simplicity sake, will the Alberta government please address/clarify at least these two 

issues (extracted from the next section and highlighted here)?  

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 #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/or self-identity? 

These issues/concerns have been raised many times in the past to the Alberta Premier, Minister of 

Justice, Minister of Education, and all UCP MLAs as follows:  

       My email Petition Notice #1 – Pending Petition to Alberta Legislative Assembly (Fall Session 

2020) dated July 7, 2020. 

       My email Petition Notice #2 – Bad Governance Has Consequences dated August 19, 2020. 

       My email Petition Notice #3 – Judge Issues Injunction: School Staff Cannot Lie To or Deceive 

Parents About Gender Transitions at School dated October 8, 2020. 

       Email From Education Minister Adriana LaGrange – Concerns About Parental Rights dated 

November 12, 2020. 

       My email response to Education Minister Adriana LaGrange – Reply to Concerns About 

Parental Rights and Child Safety dated November 19 2020. 

       My email Petition Notice #4 – Cancellation of Albertan Parenting and Childrearing Rights 

dated February 4, 2021.  

       Alberta Justice Minister Kaycee Madu Response Letter to Petition Notice #4, dated March 

31, 2021. 

       Many more correspondences dating back to November 2017. 

These on-going requests for remedy and clarification are not about eliminating social space and 
respectful dignified treatment of LGBTQ youth. The aim is to ensure true fairness and diversity by 
establishing in law unambiguous social space and equitable tolerance protections for Christian, 
Islamic, Judeo, and/or social conservative parenting, counselling, assembly and association. It’s 
about preventing the separation and isolation of immature, sexually wavering/confused/questioning 
children to only LGBTQ-affirming and ideologically biased influences. It’s about preventing state-
ordered criminalization of heteronormative counsel or therapy advertisement and services.  It’s 
about protecting freedom of religion and opinion/belief/thought. It’s about re-establishing the 
traditional balance of parent-child-state rights and responsibilities.  

The one single most straight forward decision the Alberta government should take to begin to 
remedy the situation is to change two policies by introducing legislation that requires children 
ages 5 to 15 to obtain parental consent before they become a member of a Gay-Straight Alliance 
(GSA) or provide a sexual orientation/gender identity (SOGI) self-identification to their school. 

More Facts on the Need to Remedy and Clarify Nine Key Issues (25 Mins) 

Reality for Albertans is provincial governance that empowers and encourages school-aged children 

to deceive their parents while at school by secret SOGI self-identification and/or by joining a peer-

led GSA, connected to an unregulated adult GSA Network, associated with unaccountable LGBTQ 

activist agencies, all without parental awareness and approval.  Furthermore, as a result of federal 

Bill C-6 (when approved), should parents learn of a son or daughter’s SOGI self-identity, it will be 

illegal and unfeasible to attempt to do anything except affirm these decisions, regardless of the 

child’s age, maturity, and psychological/medical history.   
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According to an article by National Post journalist, Brian Platt, Conservative Leader, Erin O’Toole 

declared the Liberals are playing “wedge politics” with Bill C-6 - Conversion Therapy Ban, and will not 

make clarifying amendments because “they might lose their gotcha effect.” The following graphic 

portrays the “gotcha effect” on Alberta parental rights, children’s health, and social 

conservative/faith-based families. 

 
 

 

 

Inclusive Education policy and sexual minority affirming curriculum aim to purge the scientific, 
natural, and statistical truths of "heteronormativity" from public education, with the collateral 
impact of increasing sexual confusion among youth. Premier Kathleen Wynne’s Ontario 2015 Health 
and Physical Education (H&PE) curriculum is a stunning example of careless, unbalanced, political 
overreach. The document declares a number of sexual health considerations. A simple word 
frequency count reveals gender identity is found 43 times, sexual orientation 42 times, and gender 
expression 11 times. The terms transgender, transsexual, intersex, and two-spirited total 18 times, 
gay and lesbian 14 times, and homophobia appears 4 times.  The word heterosexual is found once, 
listed in brackets along with gay, lesbian, and bisexual, as a type of sexual orientation. The H&PE 
curriculum glossary defines: bisexual, gay, gay-straight alliance, gender, gender-based violence, 

https://www.saltwire.com/halifax/news/canada/lametti-says-conversion-therapy-bill-protects-good-faith-conversations-despite-calls-for-amendments-526377/


gender expression, gender identity, homophobia, lesbian, intersex, sexual orientation, sexuality, 
transgender, transsexual, and two-spirited. The glossary neither includes nor defines the term 
heterosexual. After decades spent deconstructing/de-emphasizing heteronormativity, it is no longer 
seen as desirable or necessary by “progressive” “inclusive” educators to promote heterosexuality in 
schools.  Elevating sexual orientation and gender identity (SOGI) ideology at the expense of 
heteronormativity confuses and misleads youth, putting more children at risk.  

In the Alberta Education Guidelines for Best Practices: Creating Learning Environments that Respect 
Diverse Sexual Orientations, Gender Identities and Gender Expressions 2016, the content 
relationship with Nova Scotia, Ontario, and the Canadian Teachers’ Federation is acknowledged:  

Thank you to the Nova Scotia Department of Education and Early Childhood Development for 
their willingness to share content from their publication Guidelines for Supporting 
Transgender and Gender-nonconforming Students, 2014...The Nova Scotia Department of 
Education and Early Childhood Development developed their content with guidance and 
support from the Toronto District School Board and the Canadian Teachers’ Federation. 

Alberta Education Guidelines (K-12) declare:  

       self-identification is the sole measure of an individual’s sexual orientation, gender identity or 

gender expression; 

       schools must work to eliminate the practice of segregating students by gender as much as 

possible; 

       students with diverse sexual orientations, gender identities and gender expressions have a 

right to accommodation when it comes to the use of washroom and change-room facilities 

that are congruent with their gender identity; 

       a student who objects to sharing a washroom or change-room with a student who is trans or 

gender-diverse is offered an alternative facility (this scenario also applies when a parent or 

other caregiver objects to shared washroom or change-room facilities on behalf of their child);  

       school forms, websites, letters, and other communications use non-gendered and inclusive 

language (e.g., parents/guardians, caregivers, families, partners, “student” or “their” instead 

of Mr., Ms., Mrs., mother, father, him, her, etc.); and 

       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 this last no “fix”, “change” or “repair” 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. 

In March 2019 the preamble to the new Alberta K-12 curriculum was released. Here a word count 
reveals pluralism was mentioned 10 times, diversity 23 times, justice five times, and inclusive 13 
times. Religion is referenced once in a list of forms of identity, including “ethnicity, socioeconomic 
conditions, community, culture, gender expressions and identities.” The preamble states that 
integrity and respect are key values affirming truth. However, the ideology and strategy under-
girding the “diverse, pluralist, and inclusive” curriculum offers no “safe-space” for children of 
Christian and social conservative parents.  

https://education.alberta.ca/media/1626737/91383-attachment-1-guidelines-final.pdf
https://education.alberta.ca/media/1626737/91383-attachment-1-guidelines-final.pdf
https://education.alberta.ca/media/1626737/91383-attachment-1-guidelines-final.pdf


The net result is stakeholder conflict between parent, child, medical professionals and state, causing 
growing sexuality and gender confusion among children. Where such data has been collected, the 
problem is most evident in gender identity chaos, as shown here: 

       BBC News by Calum McKenzie, “Child gender identity referrals show a huge rise in six years,” 

11 Feb 2016. [The UK data shows a 10-fold increase in six years, of which 70% were females 

taking on male identities.] 

       US Today by Lindsey Tanner, “More U.S. teens identify as transgender, survey finds,” 5 Feb 

2018. 

       Dr. Lisa Littman, specialist in gender dysphoria at Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai, 

New York, reports on a phenomenon she titles “Rapid Onset of Gender Dysphoria (GD) in 

Adolescents and Young Adults (AYAs).” The development occurs in the context of being part of 

a peer group where one, multiple, or even all friends have developed gender dysphoria and 

come out as transgender during the same timeframe. Dr. Littman discovered:  

On average, 3.5 friends per group became gender dysphoric. Where friend group 

activities were known, 63.7% of friend groups mocked people who were not 

transgender or LGBTQ. Where popularity status was known, 64.2% of adolescents had 

an increase in popularity within the friend group after announcing they were 

transgender. AYAs received online advice that if they didn’t transition immediately 

they’d never be happy (31.7%) and that parents who didn’t agree to take them for 

hormones are abusive and transphobic (37.3%). AYAs expressed distrust of people who 

are not transgender (24.7%); stopped spending time with non-transgender friends 

(25.3%); withdrew from their families (46.5%), and expressed that they only trust 

information about gender dysphoria that comes from transgender sources (53.1%).  

She concludes:  

Rapid onset of gender dysphoria that occurs in the context of peer group and online 

influences may represent an entity that is distinct from the gender dysphoria observed in 

individuals who have previously been described as transgender. The worsening of mental 

well-being and parent-child relationships, peer group dynamics, and behaviors that 

isolate teens from their parents, families, non-transgender friends and mainstream 

sources of information are particularly concerning. 

[Note that a new curriculum is under development by Alberta Education, with the goal of a pilot 

version for September 2022.] 

 

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.” 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.”  The legislation has resulted in unprecedented rights granted to 

https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-england-nottinghamshire-35532491
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2018/02/05/more-u-s-teens-identify-transgender-survey-finds/306357002/
https://www.jahonline.org/article/S1054-139X(16)30765-0/pdf
https://www.jahonline.org/article/S1054-139X(16)30765-0/pdf


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. [Note Bill 10 legislation made no mention of the adult-run GSA Networks and 

support/training from other 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 may declare itself indifferent to 

all SOGI development paths, many 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.  

The Alberta Teachers’ Association (ATA) publication "GSAs and QSAs in Alberta Schools: A Guide for 

Teachers (pg. 31)," advocates GSAs (Types 3 and 4) be used for “eradicating homophobia,” and for 

“political activities” to move classmates beyond tolerance of sexual minority students to celebration. 

Note the terms “homophobia” and "homophobe" are not legally defined, although trans, queer, bi 

and homophobe are used to silence free speech, and bully all who hold thoughts, beliefs and 

opinions in disagreement with sexual minority activism. The terms are not found or defined in the 

Charter, the Human Rights Act or Criminal Code; nor in the Alberta Human Rights Act, Bill of Rights, 

Education Act, Family Law Act, or School Act.  In 2012, Associated Press barred use of the term 

"homophobia" from its Style Book noting the suffix "-phobia" ("irrational or uncontrollable fear") 

should not be used in political or social contexts in AP reports, including its derivative "homophobe." 

Through biased promotion of SOGI ideology and political action at all school levels (K-12) and in all 

school types, the result is state affirmation of an anti-Christian/Islamic/Judeo human sexuality ethos 

across the education system. The state declares and promotes indifference to whether children 

develop along a transgender, bisexual, queer, homosexual or heterosexual path, over the 

interests, beliefs, and rights of parents who do not share such apathy to their children’s sexual 

development.  

Proponents of GSA Law argued in legislature debates that the clubs would be no different than 

other school clubs and any attempt at special oversight for GSAs beyond that of a chess club would 

be discrimination against LGBTQ students.  A review of the ATA publication "GSAs and QSAs in 

Alberta Schools: A Guide for Teachers" reveals the true intended activist character and application 

of the “clubs.” Here find some typical guidance from the 2009 and 2016 ATA editions:  

       have a visible school wide presence; 

       plan activities to celebrate special days, such as National Coming Out Day, Day of Silence, 

Day Against Homophobia, Transgender Day of Remembrance, LGBTQ Pride Week; 

https://albertagsanetwork.ca/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/GSAs-in-Alberta-Schools-Guide.pdf
https://albertagsanetwork.ca/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/GSAs-in-Alberta-Schools-Guide.pdf
https://albertagsanetwork.ca/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/GSAs-in-Alberta-Schools-Guide.pdf
https://albertagsanetwork.ca/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/GSAs-in-Alberta-Schools-Guide.pdf


       clubs are characterized by social, educational and political activities; 

       build coalitions with other school/community-based groups; 

       focus on school climate and organizational change through outreach activities (e.g., 

diversity days, staff training,  inclusive curriculum, pride week activities); 

       have an anti-oppression educational mandate across intersections of difference (race, 

gender, class, ability, sexual  orientation, gender identity, gender expression); and 

       strive to move beyond tolerance. 

Other concerns regarding GSA clubs, GSA Networks, and associated LGBTQ activist agencies, include: 

       clubs can bring in outside allies/activists/entertainment;  

       clubs purport to be LGBTQ affirming “safe spaces,” thus limiting free speech to pro-LGBTQ 

ideologies/politics, and indoctrination; 

       there is no age constraint for student GSA membership; 

       there isno limitation on the age spread for students in a GSA; 

       there is no limitation on grade-level to start a GSA; 

       there is no need for a club constitution detailing purpose, objectives, activities, and 

facilitator/principal/school board roles and oversight; 

       there is no need for prior approval of a club activity/event or for adult oversight of 

activity/event execution; 

       there is no need to make accessible to the public (students, teachers, parents) club 

purpose, objectives, allowed activities, oversight; and  

       there is no regulatory and accountability oversight of the Alberta GSA Network and 

associated LGBTQ activist/support agencies. 

 
After exchanging a number of emails with Conservative MPs on the topic of Bill C-6: Conversion 

Therapy Ban, it became clear that an unbalanced, irrational and ambiguous law is very likely to be 

passed, perhaps with a majority of Conservative MPs giving their approval. Loyal Opposition 

affirmations of the Bill trend as follows:  

As parliamentarians, MPs have a responsibility to protect the most vulnerable in our society.  
That includes members of the LGBTQ community who have been the target of degrading or 
dehumanizing practices in an effort to change their sexual orientation against their will. 

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

parents. It is meant to condemn and protect vulnerable people from a dangerous practice. 

Conservatives agree that conversion therapy is wrong and should be banned.  No Canadian 

should be forced to change who they are. We know that too many Canadians have been 

harmed by this practice.  

I [Conservative MP] 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.  



What matters is not the so-called “spirit of Bill C-6” declared by ban proponents, but rather the 

actual wording of the law and its legal applications and practical implications for all stakeholders.  

Unprecedented disenfranchisement of traditional parenting rights and responsibilities, and forced 

acceptance and application of “one secular, pro-sexual minority social ethos” in family affairs and 

child sexual development is the antithesis of freedom of religion and conservative values.  Albertans 

must not stand-by while the state radically alters the sexuality and gender development 

environment for over 727,000 school-age youth through unparalleled/unbalanced changes in 

“parent-child-state” relationships.  Very few are for abusive forced conversion of Canadians in order 

to change their sexual orientation or gender (SOGI) self-identity. The real issue is supporting the 

maximum number of “Canadians living the way they choose.”  

Bill C-6 actually denies Canadians (under age 18) 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 (under age 18) the free will right to choose to 

investigate their gender dsyphoria with their preferred choice of counsellor/therapist/doctor. The 

Bill denies Canadians (under age 18) the free will right to choose and access professional help to 

change a previously declared gender identity back to match the person’s biology.  The Bill denies 

Canadian parents the longstanding right and responsibility to determine, choose and consent to the 

medical/counselling/therapy services they deem in the best interests of their off-spring.  The Bill 

denies the free will right of sexually or gender wavering/confused/questioning children (and their 

parents) to find and have access to heteronormative counsel/therapy. 

Bill C-6 as drafted embodies the following flawed political/ideological tenets, which are also the 

foundational premises of Alberta Education secret SOGI self-identification and GSA membership 

policies: 

       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; and  

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

must always be LGBTQ affirming and never heteronormative-based.  

The definition of conversion therapy includes “any practice to repress or reduce non-heterosexual 
attraction or sexual behaviour.” Bill C-6 criminalizes the following activities: 

       causing a minor [any child under age 18] to undergo “any practice to repress or reduce non-

heterosexual attraction or sexual behaviour;” 

       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.” 

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


Bill C-6 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 convergence of 

Alberta Education’s system of “secret” SOGI self-identity/GSA membership policies, some aspects of 

inclusive education policies, and the federal Bill C-6 legislation raises a number of concerns that must 

be clarified and resolved:   

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 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 counselling session, 
(regardless of the attendee’s wavering 
or SOGI self-identity), if the 
counselling/teaching/advice is 
heteronormative?  Are parents, clergy 
and/or faith-based counsellors/ 
educators permitted to pray with the 
attendee for spiritual wisdom and 
discernment, in accordance with the 
parent’s or individual’s wishes, and/or 
the institution/counsellor’s advertised 
beliefs?  Given the above, are clergy, 

and/or faith-based counsellors/educators 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 tenants 
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? 

A recent email response from the Loyal Opposition indicates the Liberal and NDP members in the 

Justice Committee have refused to support rational clarifying Conservative amendment initiatives. 

The Justice Committee majority opinion rejects:   

To add clarity to the bill and ensure that voluntary conversations between individuals and 

their teachers, school counsellors, pastoral counselling, faith leaders, doctors, mental health 

professionals, friends or family members are not criminalized.  

 



Faced with a number of stakeholder complaints that Bill C-6, including its definition, is too vague, 

Justice Minister David Lametti, responded indicating he sees no need for amendments. Instead, he 

has allowed the Justice Department to post at the end of a Bill C-6 advisory on their website:    

These new offences would not criminalise private conversations in which personal views on 

sexual orientation, sexual feelings or gender identity are expressed such as where teachers, 

school counsellors, pastoral counsellors, faith leaders, doctors, mental health professionals, 

friends or family members provide affirming support to persons struggling with their sexual 

orientation, sexual feelings, or gender identity. 

That this notice has no legal utility and will one day disappear from the internet matters little to the 

government.  Indeed, according to National Post journalist, Brian Platt, Minister Lametti told the 

Justice Committee: “A mere conversation cannot therefore be considered a practice, service or 

treatment, unless it forms part of a formalized intervention such as a talk therapy session.” Platt 

further reported that NDP MP Randell Garrision told Lametti “he’s dismayed to see Bill C-6 still 

allows for consenting adults to undergo conversion therapy.” The government is willing to deny all 

minors, regardless of age, maturity, and psychological/medical history, their free will right to 

heteronormative counsel/therapy; but Justice Department lawyers fear doing so to adult Canadians 

(age 18 and older) would be too “difficult” to defend constitutionally.  

One must conclude from the progressive left (Liberal and NDP) intransigence to make any 

clarifications, that a goal of Bill C-6 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.  Only neutral/indifferent practices, treatments or services 

that do not favour any particular sexual orientation, gender identity or gender expression are 

allowed. Where does the ban leave Christian/Islamic/Judeo and/or social conservative 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.  Thus, there are at least 75,800 “vulnerable” children in Alberta, who 

must not be denied “equitable” 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 

https://www.justice.gc.ca/eng/csj-sjc/pl/ct-tc/index.html
https://www.saltwire.com/halifax/news/canada/lametti-says-conversion-therapy-bill-protects-good-faith-conversations-despite-calls-for-amendments-526377/
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-02585-6


preferences?  Where does the ban leave parents with children wishing to end/avoid the high risk 

behaviours of boys having sex with boys. 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.  

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. The 

following are more issues needing remedy. 

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 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 

https://www.cdc.gov/msmhealth/for-your-health.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/msmhealth/for-your-health.htm
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Detransition


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

development and thinking.  

The graphic (below) illustrates the unprecedented disenfranchisement of parent powers, rights, and 

responsibilities; and the extraordinary level of deconstruction of Alberta family autonomy vis-a-vis 

the state.  Under long-established family and child welfare laws, parents are entitled to due legal 

process and issuance of a court order before the state intervenes in parent-son/parent-daughter 

childrearing dynamics or normal family autonomy.  Alberta’s Gay-Straight Alliance (GSA) Law not 

only circumvents due legal process, but also breaches conventional age-based child-parent consent 

laws, i.e. prerequisites to reach ages 16 or 18 to escape need for parent approval in key life choices 

along the path to adulthood. The sound function, solidarity, and autonomy of the Alberta family 

have traditionally rested on child welfare “due legal process” and numerous legal consent thresholds 

regulating parent-child relations.   

 



Alberta is now empowering its youth a decade earlier in age/maturity to extraordinary full 

independence from their parents’ oversight in: (1) how they dress (gender expression); (2) who they 

associate with (GSA clubs and GSA Networks); and (3) how they SOGI self-identify, while at school.   

If empowered to independently SOGI self-identify at school starting at age five, why not at home 

or anywhere? Combined with federal Bill C-6 legislation Alberta is on the precipice of empowering 

children at any age to SOGI self-identify with full state (federal and provincial) approval, including 

criminalization of all attempts by parents and counsellors/therapists to influence their identity 

and behaviour. The follow-on graphic illustrates where Canadian and Albertan governance is 

heading by deliberate legislative increments. 

 

The following correspondence chain with the current Alberta government reveals the UCP 

reluctance to specifically address the key issues raised.  

Passing the proverbial buck 

to the federal government 

appears to be a UCP strategy 

to avoid accountability and 

the need to address the 

concerns. In response to an 

email titled “Cancellation of 

Albertan Parenting and 

Childrearing Rights,” dated 

February 4, 2021, Alberta 

Justice Minister Kaycee 

Madu sent this letter. The 

text is a redirect to federal 

Justice Minister David 

Lametti.  No attempt is 

made to acknowledge, 

clarify or remedy the key 

concerns. 

 

https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/BB.%20Petition%20Notice%20%234%20Policians.docx.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/BB.%20Petition%20Notice%20%234%20Policians.docx.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/BB.%20Petition%20Notice%20%234%20Policians.docx.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Letter%20from%20Alberta%20Justice%20Minster%20March%2031%2C%202021..pdf


In response to an email titled “Bad Governance Has Consequences,” dated August 19, 2020, and 

another titled “Judge Issues Injunction: School Staff Cannot Lie To or Deceive Parents About Gender 

Transitions at School,” dated October 8, 2020, Alberta Education Minister Adriana LaGrange sent a 

reply “Concerns about parents rights,” dated November 12, 2020. The response re-affirmed the UCP 

policies of “secret” SOGI self-identity and GSA membership for students starting at age five.  A 

response [must read] to Minister LaGrange, titled “RE: Concerns about parental rights,” was sent 

November 19, 2020.  

Efficacy of a Public Petition 
Request to Alberta 
Legislature (3 Mins) 

To the Legislative Assembly of 
Alberta, in Legislature Assembled: 

We, the undersigned residents of 
Alberta, petition the Legislative 
Assembly to urge the Government of 
Alberta to introduce legislation that 
requires children ages 5 to 15 to 
obtain parental consent before they 
become a member of a Gay-Straight 
Alliance (GSA) or provide a sexual 
orientation/gender identity (SOGI) 
self-identification to their school. 

The petition is the best opportunity 
for Albertans to get down from the 
bleachers and give voice/influence to 
parental, Christian/Islamic/Judeo, 
and/ or social conservative concerns 
with human sexuality related 
legislation and policies. Albertans 
need an unambiguous legal boundary 
marker, a proverbial legal breakwater, 
to limit harmful overreaching 
governance.   

The petition goals are to: 

       put in place a legal boundary 

limiting/impeding the 

confluence of destructive 

federal and provincial 

governance impacts;  

       establish a legal standard for a child’s independence from parental consent in the areas of 

SOGI self-identity, GSA membership, and independent decisions related to gender 

transitioning; 

       restore the traditional, time-tested balance and rationality to “parent-child-state” 

relationships, roles and responsibilities; 

 

With a firm legal barrier (applicable for ages 5 to 15) in place 

protecting/assuring parental consent rights and authorities over 

their children’s SOGI self-identity and GSA membership, 

Alberta’s faith-based and/or social conservative families can 

weather this threatening governance storm.  The legal 

protective parenting barrier will also compel needed 

remedies/clarifications to Bill C-6 law. 

https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/Politicians%20Email%20Notice%202.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Notice%203%20-%20Judge%20Issues%20Injuction.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Notice%203%20-%20Judge%20Issues%20Injuction.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Email%20From%20EDC%20Minister%20Adriana%20LaGrange_Redacted.pdf
https://bill10courtchallenge.org/htdocs/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Response%20to%20Email%20From%20EDC%20Minister%20Adriana%20LaGrange_Redacted.pdf


       protect the nuclear family from eroding autonomy vis-à-vis the state; and 

       oblige otherwise avoidant politicians (federal and provincial) to remedy and clarify governance 

ambiguities and grievances, impacting sexual and gender development of our youth. [Note the 

Alberta governance to empower children to deceive their parents starting at age five is a 

policy and not law. At the first UCP convention 57 percent of delegates voted to have parents 

informed of their children’s attendance in GSA clubs. See Dean Bennett, Global News, “Alberta 

Conservatives clash with leaders on gay-straight alliances at UCP policy meeting,” May 7, 2018. 

This vote was over-ruled by the Party Leader.] 

Also note some 53% of Alberta’s 4.4 million residents self-identify as Christian. In 2019 there were 
2,615,000 registered voters (age 18 or older). Perhaps some 1,386,000 Alberta Christians are eligible 
to participate in the petition. This is a plea 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 laws and policies on society as a whole.  

In closing, it bears re-emphasizing that this petition 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, assembly 
and 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 overturning state-ordered criminalization of 
heteronormative counsel/therapy advertisement and delivery to children under age 18.  It’s about 
protecting freedom of religion and opinion/belief/thought. 

Justice Minister Madu – it shouldn’t require a grass roots petition to motivate the Alberta 
government to remedy and clarify these issues/concerns. 

 

Carman Bradley 

(Concerned Grandfather) 

Founder of www.Bill10CourtChallenge.Org 
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