In the year 2000 I was ready to settle down.  As they say “get married, buy a house and have some kids”.  I was a 26 year old Australian travelling the world who had met his American partner in New York City.
My American partner in all pretences is my husband and my wife.  He has been my domestic partner in New York City, my defacto partner in Victoria, my interdependent relationship under Australian immigration law, my husband under Canadian law, and finally not recognised under Australian Federal Law.
Have you ever wondered which box to tick on a form.  This confusing and I feel discriminating lack of definition leads to much anxiety and confusion.  
We knew from the beginning that we would have to jump many legal hurdles just to stay together.  Neither of our countries recognises our relationship to the extent of our heterosexual unmarried citizens.  
My local member, at the time, Fran Bailey, basically suggested that it would be easier to get my partner into Australia long term as a business migrant than the interdependency path.  The interdependency path would take at least a year before we could even consider it.  Recognition was only an option after a whole year of in effect living together and sharing a life, even though neither of our countries offered such a visa.  We had made the decision to be together forever but did not have the option of a fiancés visa like our heterosexual partners.  
We started collecting information from the beginning, information that would prove our interdependency.  We collected letters and cards addressed to us both (including envelopes as the immigration department loves to see post marks – legal proof), we collected legal documents, bank statements, leases, wills drawn up in each others names.  What we would have given for a marriage licence.  Or any form of federally recognised paperwork stating we were a couple who shared each others lives.  
Throughout this time I had to jump the legal hurdles of immigration in the United States.  I had to give up my career as a pharmacist to stay with my partner.  Instead, I started studying again.  
We had started our lives together.  We registered with the City of New York as domestic partners.  We were told in no uncertain terms that this would not allow me to stay in the United States.  It wasn’t long after this that I cried tears of joy the Victoria State Government had passed legislation recognising same sex relationships to the level of defacto.  It was on this day the I toasted Steve Bracks in a bar called Stonewall, the birthplace of gay liberation in the City of New York.
This gave me hope, the Victorian government had made wonderful progress.  My home country was making progress.
So after a year of living together in New York City we posted our 9lbs or 4.5kgs of paperwork to the immigration officer in Washington DC.  Within 2 month, a near record, Daniel had received his Australian temporary residency status.  We had to tick the box of interdependency.  All the paperwork was the same as for the defacto couples but we had a different box to tick.  
We arrived to our home 2 weeks after September 11 2001.  We were saddened to be leaving a city in crisis.  We arrived at Tullaramine airport.  Which line would you have lined up in?  Would you have approached the immigration officer as a couple or a single?  Does this mean that your foreign homosexual partner lines up in the foreigner line or in the line with an Australian citizen.  Do you tick the family box when you return to your own country or are you two singles?
The next time we faced discrimination was within two weeks.  Daniel was entitled to a medicare card, so we made our way to a medicare office in Greensborough.  We were told by the officer on and by her manager that Daniels visa class did not entitle him to medicare and we were told to get him private insurance.  We called the immigration officer in Washington only to be told he was entitled to a card and that we should go to an office in the city where they were more enlightened.  Basically we were discriminated against because of our sexuality.  If we had medicare rights as a couple we wouldn’t have faced this problem.  
The next time we would face such a problem was when we went to buy our first house.  Daniel was a temporary resident.  We checked the Treasury website it read anyone living in a married or defacto relationship in the capacity of husband and wife” would be exempt from getting permission to buy a house as a non permanent resident.  We thought that we would not have to get permission as we were a defacto couple in Victoria.  Needless to say we did not know that the federal treasury would not recognise Victorian Law.  So we signed the papers for our first house.  We contacted the foreign investment review board just to be sure we didn’t need permission.  They wrote back to say that we had broken the law. However, they wouldn’t press charges provided we followed certain requirements.  So once again we contacted our new local member, Greg Hunt, who could only tell us the status of Daniels Permanent residency status, but nothing about the injustice we faced in buying our first house.  As a heterosexual couple not married we would not have needed such permission.  Instead, we were told we had broken the law and had to fill out more paperwork (as usual).
Daniels permanent residency finally came through, and the treasury withdrew its requirements on the purchase of the house.  We were no longer breaking the law.  
Next came our marriage.  In the city of Toronto the Province of Ontario in the Nation of Canada.  We had to hide our marriage certificate and rings as we crossed back into the United States.  If the immigration officers in the United States knew we were married they might have thought that I would have a reason to stay illegally in the United States.  Luckily we were returning to Australia.  We knew of a legal case that was going to be brought to the Family Court to have our relationships recognised.  Some friends of ours were bringing this case.  I thought that any legal changes that would come from such a case would not be retroactive, so our marriage would be recognised.  The case was not brought as the Federal Government passed legislation that redefined marriage in such a way that the family court could not hear the case.  So we organised to have our family and friends send a hundred or so cards of disappointment to our local member about the proposed legislation.
The next discrimination we faced was being left out of the changes to the family law act, such that unmarried heterosexual couples were now able to use the family court to settle disputes.  As a homosexual couple we can not access the family court if we break up but instead have to use the civil courts.  
The federal government next passed some laws allowing families to access the medicare safety net for medical bills, or pharmaceutical benefits.  We are not a family under this legislation, and have to spend twice as much as a heterosexual unmarried couple, to receive such a benefit.  I administer such benefits everyday as a pharmacist.  Families listed on a medicare card or registered with medicare are able to access the pharmaceutical benefits safety net.  Homosexual families can not.  My family can not.  
Next came our visit to our accountant.  When we have to submit our tax forms or consider our superannuation options we have to employ specialist accountants or legal professionals to get the right advice.   The advice that we got in this regard is that we just don’t have any rights in either regard.  
Finally the last two times we faced such discrimination was in the immigration department and at Centrelink.  
Daniel was in having his citizenship interview and presented his statutory declaration, signed by me.  As I was neither related by birth or marriage under federal laws I could sign the document, even thought this took several minutes.  The next time was when Daniel applied for AusStudy, he informed Centrelink of my income only to be told that he would not be eligible for AusStudy as my earnings were too high.  He then told them I was a man, and they informed him that he was recognised as a single and was entitled to AusStudy.  
So which box do we tick?  
Unfortunately you are never quiet sure, often legal advice is required or you face breaking the law or begin told you are not entitled to this or that, only to be told something untrue or incorrect.  Unfortunately the lack of respect, and recognition from our federal politicians of our rights as human beings to be coupled leads to discrimination in legislation and in the response of its workers.  
Are we married or are we single, are we defacto or domestic partners.  That depends on the level of government we have to deal with.  

Thankfully we are now recognised by federal government legislation when it comes to terrorism and superannuation (unless you have a federal fund).  
Luckily Daniel and I are both healthcare professionals we have options in regards to immigration to a third country.  Discrimination is an insidious thing it eats away at your determination.  You can fight for it for only so long.  A country like Canada which gives us full marriage rights is one which is calling for immigrants like us.  Like us, gay and lesbian married couples, are recognised and respected the same way everyone else is.  Australian lack of law reform in this area will see us consider our future in this country.  We can only hope that an enquiry like this one will result in changes that make for an improvement of recognition of our rights as citizens of this nation.
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