I write this in support of my previous submission made to this enquiry.
My partner and I are ordinary people, with friends and family who recognise us as a couple.  We’ve been together now for many years and made a home together.  We work and pay our taxes and are involved in the life of our community.  We volunteer a little of our time to act as carers for a child.

All perfectly normal.  
And yet, we find ourselves treated differently to our next door neighbours, who happen to be an opposite sex couple.

Sure, we can go to a little trouble and expense by visiting a lawyer and drawing up wills, powers of attorney, living wills, consent to medical treatment forms and so on, to achieve some of the rights granted to our neighbours automatically by the state.  
But, honestly,  why should we have to?

No doubt you have received many similar submissions  - and they probably explore the entire range of discrimination faced by gay people.

There is not much more I can say to you on those matters that you haven’t already seen.

I simply want to add a little about the human dimension of discrimination …about how it feels.

How it feels to be second class citizens in one’s own country because some rights are denied to one.  Rights others enjoy because of their heterosexuality.

The Prime Minister, John Howard, says he’s opposed to gay marriage.

He says marriage is special and reserved to men and women.  He says it is fundamental to society and is a cornerstone of families and the rasing of children.  He says gay marriage somehow devalues heterosexual marriage.
The fundamental flaw in the argument is, of course, that marriage is not denied men and women who decide not to have children.  Nor is it revoked if they can’t.  Nor is it denied to men and women who are past the age of fertility.

And of course, homosexual couples are often parents of children too.

Additionally – the legal benefits of marriage are also enjoyed by non-married heterosexual de-facto couples under a range of state and federal Acts.

Now I have no desire to have a church wedding.  I do not want that blessing.  But I do want my partnership with the man I love to be recognised by the state in the same manner as married and defacto relationships are recognised.
I take the PM at his word of course when he says he is opposed to discrimination.  However, his government doesn’t even support civil unions, as we saw when the Federal Govt intervened in the ACT.

What does the Prime Ministers denial of gay families as legitimate family units do to the self esteem of children growing up in loving homes, who happen to have same sex parents?

You see, laws are important.  Attitudes are important.  Especially when expressed by our leaders, by persons in authority in our society.  Laws and public statement by authorities validate how people respond to issues.  
I don’t say that they change how people think, but they set the parameters of public thought and discourse.  They define what is acceptable and what isn’t.

When national leaders say they support the removal of discrimination against gay people, but that they don’t support gay marriage, they don’t think children growing up in gay households is ideal and they wouldn’t want their son to be gay, they are sending a coded message.

That message is that gays are not as good as the rest of us.  We will not actively discriminate against gays, but we will not welcome them into our society fully and accord them the same rights we all enjoy.

Further, it reinforces the belief that it is alright to feel that there is something wrong with homosexuals and it is alright to think less of them.  Worse still, to a small minority it says that it is OK to attack homosexuals, both verbally and physically.
I have been physically attacked by a group of young teenagers in Rundle Mall as I was leaving the City Cross cinemas.  I have been spat on.
I have been subject to a range of abusive telephone calls and letters.

I have been yelled at in public shopping centres and told I would be going to hell.

All because I was perceived to be homosexual.

Now, let’s think for a moment about what is going on in the minds of the sort of people who do these things – who think that it is ‘right’ to attack, spit on, abuse and intimidate other people because they are homosexual.

How do they justify this sort of behaviour?

They justify themselves by believing that they are morally right, that society supports their views, and that the “authorities” – be it the church, the bible, the Law or their elected representatives – will back them.  These people are picking up subtle signals from a variety of sources that homosexuals are to be treated this way.

Conversely, consider how it must feel to be a teenager, trying to come to terms with one’s homosexuality, and being bombarded with these same messages - subtle and negative messages from school, from TV and from a host of other socialising forces.
The sheer weight of negative values attached to homosexuality can be suffocating.

This situation is further exacerbated if that young person has no-one he/she can talk to safely and no-one who can provide a counter-balance of positive messages about homosexuality.

It is little wonder, then, that social workers often claim that many teenage suicides, especially in rural and regional areas, may be of young homosexuals who cannot cope with such negative societal pressure.

One of the most powerful steps a Government can take in removing discrimination and bigotry is to amend those laws which reinforce discriminatory signals.
When unjust laws which discriminate against homosexuals, validate - in the minds of some people – the view that it is alright to attack some people because of their sexuality, it is time those laws were changed.

If the federal government is sincere in its desire to remove all discrimination against homosexuals from the statute books then it must also look at the laws relating to relationships.  Laws which mandate the second class value of gay relationships only perpetuate the view that gays are second class citizens in their own country.
