This submission is made by LGB Alliance Australia. 
for Call for input to a thematic report: Gender, sexual orientation and gender identity (SOGI document)

LGB Alliance Australia is a community action group that campaigns for equality for people with same-sex sexual orientation. We formed as an organisation because we believe hard-won victories for equality are under threat for lesbians, gay men, bisexuals, and women overall.  If you have any questions regarding our response, we can be reached at contact@lgballianceaustralia.com


Aim of this submission
Although the author of the SOGI document frames ‘gender theory’ as the vehicle of progress towards ‘gender equality, and a decrease in violence and discrimination towards homosexuals, bisexuals and women’, the effect has been the opposite. This approach is aptly called a ‘gender identity ideology’ as it is an attempt to mainstream ‘queer theory’ which this ideology is a part of into the UN system and UN Member State policies.  

Overall, the SOGI document gives the impression of having been devised by someone who takes the Queer Theory point of view for granted and is unaware of the impact this view has on the rights and protections of Lesbians, Gays, Bisexuals, and women in general or the existence of any viable alternative point of view. The use of the term “LGBT” also assumes that this is a homogenous or united group when this acronym is referring to different concepts and groups; notably same-sex sexual orientation (LGB), and gender identity (T). Given the needs and interests of homosexual and bisexual individuals (those with same-sex sexual orientation) are different and sometimes in conflict with those that have a transgender or non-binary identity (T), we believe it is important to distinguish these groups accordingly.

We have seen that Gender Identity advocacy has resulted in stigmatisation and a silencing effect across the world on the voices of women, LGB people (especially lesbians) and on free speech overall. Examples of this include Joanna Cherry, a Scottish SNP MP and a lesbian who recently (February 2021) fired from the front bench of her party, and then had to be removed into police custody for her protection after receiving vicious death threats and threats to her safety - following her defence of women’s sex-based rights in the face of transgender law reform. A less extreme but still concerning example is the very recent case (March 2021) of Dr Holly Lawford-Smith, an Australian lesbian academic, being vilified via a public campaign to remove her from her university position, citing protection for “LGBTIQ+ students and staff” - while failing to mention that, as a lesbian, Dr Lawford-Smith is a part of this very community A similar view is reflected in Q10, which promotes a witch hunt to “name and shame” those who ‘oppose an ideology’ which falsely claims, ‘has resulted in the loss of rights and safeguards for children, women, and lesbian, gay and bisexual people.’ The assumption that LGB groups such as ourselves, feminist and gender-critical groups are acting to ‘regress’ “LGBT” rights is disingenuous and threatens our liberty to question policies that are harming us. 

The LGB Alliance Australia has 4 major aims:

1.  To advance the interests of lesbians, gay men, and bisexuals at a time when we are under threat from concerted attempts to replace biological sex with the subjective notion of gender identity, which erodes the rights afforded to people with same-sex sexual orientation, as well as women's sex-based rights. 
2. To amplify the voices of lesbians and to highlight the dual discrimination we experience as women who are same-sex attracted in a male-dominated society. We support women's reproductive rights and bodily autonomy.
3. Protect children and young people from being taught unscientific gender doctrines, particularly the idea that they may have been "born in the wrong body", which may lead to life-changing, irreversible, and harmful medical treatments and procedures.
4. To promote respectful freedom of speech and informed dialogue.


This document violates the principles of those aims in several ways.



1. The concept of Gender Identity in law.
We are opposed to the inclusion of the concept of gender identity in any legislative reforms. The adoption of ‘gender theory’ as outlined in the Thematic Review Objectives must not be conflated with the material reality of biological sex that impacts the lives of women and girls, in particular, men and boys and directly contradicts CEDAW, the CHR and the CSW.

We define ‘gender’ as an external social construct imposed upon men and women i.e., the expectation put upon males and females in their own culture. In a world where biological sex is replaced with ‘gender theory/identity’, the reality of the ontological class of women or human females is ignored, hence all protections and rights around the class of ‘woman’ can be voided. 

2. The removal of women’s rights
Unlike any other social justice movement in history, the push for Gender Identity Ideology in law is unique in that it has involved eliminating the sex-based rights and protections of women and girls. In particular, the introduction of legislation requiring mandatory affirmation of gender through body modification via drugs and surgery impacts mostly lesbians and bisexual females, followed by gay and bisexual males, and young people on the autistic spectrum. Research suggests that many, and sometimes the majority, of young dysphoric trans-identified children or adolescents grow up into lesbian, gay or bisexual adults who have re-identified with their natal sex; provided were not pushed down the medical pathway of puberty blockers and cross-sex hormones Former clinicians from the NHS Tavistock, one of the largest gender clinics in the world, has stated that the clinic “feels like conversion therapy for gay kids”)  It has been deeply disturbing that we are seeing legislation that mandates conversion practices via “transing away the gay” as a result of legislation that is touted as prohibiting conversion practices (i.e. the Victorian Conversion and Suppression Act in Australia, and similarly, Bill C6 in Canada, which is worded to suggest it will be illegal to assist detransitioners should they cease in a trans-identity). These practices censor allied health professionals who may challenge these experimental practices on the basis that they bring about irreversible damage, and ban therapeutic practices which are shown to be as or more effective than the affirmation model in reducing distress and addressing dysphoria - practices such as watchful waiting.

Gallus Mag, a blogger and writer in the women’s community prepared a list of girls’ and women’s sex-based rights that Gender Identity ideology is eliminating or eroding around the world. Reviewing that list, we are seeing the loss of most of these rights in Australia by stealth as ‘gender’ has replaced ‘sex’ in press council guidelines, sporting guidelines, and government style guides. All with little to no public discussion or involvement (including from women’s rights advocacy organisations), other than consultation with government sponsored “LGBQTIA” groups. Implications include (noting that the use of the term “women” in the following also applies to “girls” i.e., all biologically female people):


· Removing the legal right of women to assemble without the presence of men.
· Eliminating athletic programs and sports competition for women and girls only.
· Removing the legal right of women and girls to be free from the presence of in areas of public accommodation where nudity occurs.
· Elimination of grants, scholarships, board and trustee designations, representative positions, and affirmative programs specifically for women.
· Removing the legal right of women to refuse males in reproductive clinics, rape crisis services, support groups, or any organizations that were formerly for females only.
· Removal of the right of journalists to report the sex, and history, of subjects, leading to the reporting of crimes as being “committed by a woman” when these crimes were committed by trans-identified males; thus, inflating female crime statistics and leading to inaccurate crime data.
· Elimination of sex-based crime statistics.
· Eliminating the legal right of lesbians to congregate publicly without the presence of males.
· Elimination of the right for females to have single-sex hospital wards or facility bed assignments separate from males.
· Elimination of the right of females patients to prefer female providers for their intimate personal care requirements e.g., a woman requesting a female-only doctor to perform an intimate physical exam.
· Elimination of the human right of female prisoners under state confinement to be housed separately from male prisoners.
· Eliminating data collection of sex-based inequalities in areas where females are underrepresented.
· Refusal to collect data on the impact of legislation that impacts the rights and protections of women in single spaces such as women’s prisons.
· Obscurification and lack of transparency on the impact of trans-identified males in female single-sex spaces such as women’s prisons
· Eliminating female-specific language in media and all public discourse e.g. “birthing parent”, “menstruator”, “cervix haver”.
· Removing the legal right of women to educational programs created for women outside the presence of males.
· Removing the legal right of women to organize politically against sex-based oppression by males.
· Elimination of lesbian-specific organisations and advocacy groups.
· Removing the legal right of women to free speech related to discussing or critiquing sex roles and gender.
· Elimination of the legal right of women to protection from state-enforced sex-roles (appearance/behaviour/thought).
· Elimination of the legal right of girls to protection from state-enforced sex-roles in public education.

3. ‘Gender identity’ infringes lesbian and gay sex-based rights. 
When put into legislation, sexual orientation conflated with gender identity, the sex-based rights of homosexual people are not protected. Lesbians and gay men are attracted to persons of the same sex, and that attraction has nothing to do with gender identity. Lesbian rights are seriously violated when males with feminine gender identities’ identify as “lesbians” and intrude on lesbian spaces, such as dating apps or lesbian-only gatherings. Gender ideology advocates then pressure or coerce lesbians to allow these males sexual access s to ‘break’ what is termed “the cotton ceiling” referring to the cotton barrier of underwear and the sexual boundaries of lesbians to exclude males from their sexuality). Similarly, the rights of gay men are infringed when they are pressured to engage in romantic or sexual relationships with females who have masculine gender identities.

LGB Alliance Australia is committed to fact and evidence-based dialogue.  We have fundamental disagreements with those who say that biological sex can be changed; that every human being has a “gender identity” and that exclusive same-sex sexual orientation (meaning lesbians and gay men)is “transphobic”.

4.  Gender Identity affirmation practices targets gay children.
Given that the markers for ‘trans children’ are gender non-conforming behaviour, it is not surprising to see that it is typically gender non-conforming homosexuals or bisexuals who are classified as ‘trans’ via social media and pressure. We have seen in the UK that the promotion of mandatory affirmation policy has shown that homosexual and bisexual children are vastly overrepresented amongst children presenting to the Gender Identity Disorder Service (GIDS) through the Portman and Tavistock Trust. 

In “Sex, gender, and gender identity: A re-evaluation of the evidence” , the authors report that in 2012 for instance, only 8.5% of girls referred to the service described themselves as heterosexual. Given that the overall percentage of lesbian and bisexual women and girls in the UK is less than 5%, the underlying causes for this overrepresentation should have been urgently investigated. Although empirical evidence has shown that a cross-sex identification is a better predictor of a child growing up to be bisexual, gay, or lesbian rather than growing up to identify as trans, these children were immediately put on the medical pathway. This happened to such an extent that clinicians at Tavistock raised concerns they were practising a form of gay conversion therapy and we agree that this is another form of ‘transing the gay away’.


5. Mandatory affirmation is in effect homophobic. 
In countries such as Iran where homosexuality is a crime punishable by death, mandatory affirmation policy is followed through with surgical sex reassignment to rid Iran of homosexuals and other gender non-conforming individuals; lesbians and gay men are forced to live as the opposite sex, or otherwise face execution. This is clearly homophobic and yet the Australian states of ACT, Victoria, and Queensland (with others to follow), as well as other countries such as Canada, are also encouraging young gender non-conforming LGB people to medically transition and e live as the opposite sex in appearance so that they may conform to societal expectations of what it means to be a man or a woman. Although homosexuality is legal in countries such as Australia and Canada, the belief that lesbians are actually “straight men” (transmen) and gay men are actually “straight women” (transwomen) is ultimately rooted in the same homophobia.

6. The undermining  of children’s safeguards
In 2018 as reported in ‘The Australian’, the Medical Association Queensland took a stand against these conversion practices based on the safety and ethics of transgender drugs and surgery for children, calling for a host of practitioner groups to come together and devise new national treatment guidelines. The organisation covering more than 9600 doctors said it “strongly supports” the concerns of branch member Philip Morris, a leading psychiatrist, who questioned the capacity of under-18s to make decisions about life-altering hormonal treatment or surgery “now shown to be not without harm”.

Because gender identity ideology posits/argues that gender is innate and unchangeable, mandatory affirmation practices with lifelong consequences are justified and applied even in the case of children who are not old enough to understand the life-long consequences of medical transition and surgical interventions. 

Those who have de-transitioned (reidentified with their birth sex and ceased medical interventions, such as puberty blockers or cross-sex hormones) are proof that either gender can be changed and is not innate, or that what some young people go through when they or gender clinics say they are transgender is indeed a phase that they will probably outgrow. In studies where the practices of watchful waiting have been used instead of mandatory affirmation, between 73% and 98%, (i.e., the vast majority of children treated for gender dysphoria) were observed to cease a transgender identity and reconcile with their biological sex. (Steensma, Biemond et al. 2011) No laws, therefore, should be put in place which prevents medical and allied professionals from helping a patient to fully explore the root causes of their gender dysphoria and distress, which process should occur in full.

With the case of Keira Bell v Tavistock (2020), the UK High Court  reviewed the evidence with some horror and concluded that once children go on puberty blockers, they almost invariably proceed through all the stages of transition and that children under 16 and those likely under 18 cannot possibly provide informed consent to those consequences. 
Australia, New Zealand and many countries around the world are being steamrolled by an aggressive ideology that changes our language and undermines our usual safeguards relating to children, demonises those who are cautious, refuses to consider evidence which counters the approved narrative and demands complete fealty on pain of social cancellation. In Australia, we have even seen the government intervene to remove the rights of parents and medical practitioners, with one case resulting in the loss of parental custody due to the parents’ objection to their child pursuing medical transition for gender dysphoria. Standing up to this is not transphobic, it is being child-centric and rational, and it is necessary. 

We believe that the usual safe-guarding for children is necessary and that the recent, unambiguous ruling in the case of Bell v Tavistock (2020) must be taken into account, particularly as Keira Bell - the complainant - is a young lesbian who has undergone irreversible physical and psychological harm as a result of the inappropriate push by the Tavistock to pursue medical and surgical interventions rather than explore underlying factors (such as trauma and internalised homophobia) and provide therapeutic treatments such as watchful waiting as an alternative to affirmative treatment.




7. Censorship, sanctioning suppression of free speech 
One of LGB Alliance Australia’s stated aims is to promote respectful freedom of speech and informed dialogue.  We are seeing bullying, censorship, de-platforming, doxxing, demonising, threat of criminal action, and professional sanctions, which impact on reputation and loss of income due to loss of employment for those resisting a belief-based system of gender ideology and defending the class of ‘woman’ (biological females) as a separate ontological class. 

We are seeing the chilling effect of the suppression of any discussion, debate, or open dialogue on gender ideology even in our universities, as it is true in other countries around the world.  We are particularly concerned with the lack of data collected on the impact of legislative change to replace sex with gender, and the impact of males in female-only spaces. As mentioned briefly previously, Dr Lawford-Smith, an Associate professor at the University of Melbourne and a member of LGB Alliance Australia recently created a website to collect stories from women around the impact of these legislative changes on their experiences in formerly single sex spaces, such as toilets, changing rooms, women’s groups, and lesbian spaces. These  stories had to be submitted anonymously to protect women telling their stories, given the violent threats women receive on social media for sharing such experiences (including threats of rape and murder). In the first two days, she received over 900 submissions and over 19,000 hits indicating there is a conflict of interest between females with males who self-identify as women, which governments are ignoring; this is also in opposition to gender ideology advocate’s argument that this data is not needed as no conflict exists between the sex-based rights of women and trans-identified males. 
As a result of asking for women to share their personal experiences,  Dr Lawford-Smith has had an open campaign led by Gender Identity advocates criticising her right to give women a voice, led against on behalf of the “LGBTIQ+ community”,  with deliberate obfuscation to the fact Dr Lawford-Smith is herself a lesbian and therefore a part of this very community. In addition, she has received abuse and vitriol from many public media outlets, as well as calls for her to be removed from her position. 

We have seen an Act recently instituted in legislation in the state of Victoria  specifically stating its purpose is to ‘denounce: to condemn or censure openly or publicly a natural person or any organisation for failing to acquiesce to the (Gender Identity) legislation backed by significant criminal sanctions and substantial fines.’  
Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights says: “Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expression; this right includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and to seek, receive and impart information and ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers.”

8.  Redefinition of homosexuality in law
This act - touted as protecting LGB people - actually changed the definitions of sexual orientation to define homosexuality and bisexuality out of law; therefore, leaving LGB people more vulnerable legally than before. In redefining homosexuality as “same gender” attraction instead of “same-sex” attraction, this legally enforces the idea that males (with a feminine gender identity) belong in the dating pools of lesbians and lesbian-only spaces, and that females (with masculine gender identity) belongs in the dating pool of gay men. This legal redefinition suggests there is no difference between a heterosexual couple (a male and a female) should the male in the relationship one day identify as a woman; and a homosexual lesbian couple (two females) - suggesting that both couples are lesbians. It invalidates the lived experiences of lesbians (female homosexuals), some of whom left unfulfilling relationships with men in order to live in accordance with the sexual orientation towards other women. This new definition of homosexuality as “same gender” attraction would suggest that if a lesbian ended a relationship with a man due to her recent realisation of her homosexual sexual orientation of being exclusively towards other women, should that man suddenly change his identity to identify as a “woman”, there is no longer a conflict for the lesbian on grounds of sexual orientation, even though her male partner is still male, despite his gender identity.  

Answers to select questions:  10 and 11.

10. Who are main actors who argue that the defenders of human rights of LGBT individuals are furthering a so-called “gender ideology”? What are their main arguments? Have they been effective in regressing the human rights of LGBT individuals? Have their strategies directly or indirectly also impacted on the human rights of women and girls?

There are several “main actors” as you call them who are extremely concerned about gender ideology both in Australia and around the World. LGB Alliance Australia is just one of them - alongside more than 15 LGB Alliances from countries around the world. There are also numerous women’s and feminist groups in Australia who are genuinely concerned at the erosion of women’s rights by the trans lobby and the rise of “gender ideology’.  LGB Alliance Australia arguments are as follows:

1. There are many LGB people who remember the time before T was added to our community. LGB (Lesbian, Gay and Bisexual) people are all same-sex attracted and we have little in common with gender identity(T), particularly when gender ideology advocates seek to erase sex and same-sex attraction, claiming these are “transphobic”. 

2. Gender ideology is based on the amorphous concept of “gender identity”. Gender identity is not defined beyond being a “feeling” or “subjective experience”. Same sex attraction, however, is rooted in science and biology and is readily definable.

3. TIQ (as is often used) was tacked onto our acronym with zero consultation. Back when it was just the LGB community (pre-1990s) , there were a small handful of transvestites or “cross-dressers” who were included in our community. These were usually gay men who liked performing in women’s clothes, such as performing drag queens. Butch lesbians complemented them as drag kings. The LGB community are the original gender benders, and we did it without the need for lifelong medicalisation or the surgical modification of perfectly healthy body parts. 

4. There was no such thing as “queer” or “trans” or “gender queer” etc. in our original movement, which was based around same-sex sexual orientation (LGB). These concepts have all appeared out of academia in the last 20 odd years and bare little resemblance to the LGB community who fought for basic human rights for same sex attracted people.

5. Erasing the concept of sex has clear and dangerous ramifications for females. Gender identity advocates are seeking to give males access to female-only spaces under the guise of “equality”. This overrules and ignores existing sex-based protections for women and girls. There are already many examples of women and girls who have faced harassment including sexual harassment by trans-identified males in female-only spaces. See https://www.noconflicttheysaid.org/

Other examples of males having access to female-only space is in women’s jails, on the sporting field and in refuges and shelters for female survivors of domestic abuse or rape. 
There are documented cases of trans-identified males causing harm to women in jails and women’s shelters. These include rape, sexual harassment, and abuse.
In the sporting arena, there are documented cases of women and girls missing out on opportunities for scholarships and funding because males dressed as women are taking their opportunities away from them by winning all competitions. Males are larger and stronger than females and this also presents a danger to women when they have to compete against males on sporting fields, significantly making their chances of serious injury or even death much higher. Males also have physiological advantages such as greater bone density and increased lung capacity; changes that are not reduced by cross-sex hormones.
Lesbian communities around the world have had to go underground because of the infiltration of males dressed as females claiming to be lesbians. Lesbians by virtue of being same-sex attracted females do not want males in their dating pool or in their lesbian-only spaces, but gender ideology has seen lesbian and women-only spaces annihilated.  As a result, thriving lesbian communities of the past no longer exist. 



We know of at least two lesbian organisations in Australia who have been refused funding by larger “LGBTIQ” organisations because they want to maintain lesbian-only spaces, free from male-bodied people. Women and lesbians who speak out about these issues are being abused, harassed, doxxed, de-platformed, gaslighted and are having their right to free speech seriously undermined. Young lesbians in particular are being pressured to date males with feminine gender identities, or otherwise excluded and bullied in peers groups, with lesbians labelled “bigots”, “transphobic”, “TERFs”, “exclusionary” (which by definition, both heterosexuality and homosexuality are, as natural sexual orientations towards one sex - either one’s own, or the opposite sex). Gays and lesbians are also labelled “genital fetishists” and told to “overcome” their sexual orientation to include persons of the opposite sex in in their dating pool and their sexuality. This coincides with the popularity of the all-inclusive term “queer” which is hard to define but by virtue, includes attraction to the opposite sex.

11. Can you provide examples of coalitions working together on resisting attacks on gender ideology? Please share examples of feminist and LGBT and other groups working together and with what kinds of frameworks, arguments and results?

The first part of this question can be answered in a straightforward way. There are hundreds of “LGBT” groups, many of them government-funded or financed by private donors, which coalesce around gender identity theory, presented under the guise of “trans rights”.  In fact the distribution of funding targeting specific LGBT Groups in the US from 2002 to 2017 (source www.lgbtfunders.org) show that 90% of all funding goes towards the Transgender agenda over LGB. We are seeing evidence that, that same pattern of spending is in Australia also. They all promote the belief that biological sex (male and female) is unimportant or even bigoted; and that it is perfectly acceptable in today’s world for a man to self-identify as a woman and vice versa, and that a child can be “born in the wrong body”. 


In Australia, some of these groups include: 
ACON https://www.acon.org.au/
Pride Foundation Australia https://pridefoundation.org.au/
QLife https://qlife.org.au/
Minus 18 https://www.minus18.org.au/ 
The Equality Project https://www.theequalityproject.org.au/
LGBTIQ+ Health Australia https://www.lgbtiqhealth.org.au/
Australian Pride Network https://australianpridenetwork.com.au/
 
The UN itself generally adopts the principles of gender ideology, as is reflected in the language used in this consultation and in all other areas of UN work except CEDAW – the only UN Convention still to use the word “woman” to mean “adult human female”.  We are glad that the Independent Expert is listening to us, as we express a large body of LGB opinion which has been completely ignored until very recently.

The second part of your question cannot be answered, since it appears to refer to feminist groups cooperating with “LGBT” groups to “resist attacks on gender ideology”. In Australia, feminist groups do the opposite. They work with LGB Alliance Australia and reject gender ideology, as noted in the answer to question 10.

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

We recommend that the Independent Expert reviews the report’s objectives and ensures that its conclusions include the views of those who believe that ;gender theory / gender identity ideology is regressive, enforces outdated stereotypes, and damages the lives of LGB people and women.

Catherine Anderson-Karena 
LGB Alliance Australia
contact@lgballianceasustralia.com
March 14 2021
