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| move - That the Bill now be read for the second time.

Mr Speaker, let me start by acknowledging a couple of

firsts.

While not a first in other Australian Parliaments, this is
the first Bill to be brought into the House of Assembly

by two members.

The decision to introduce a co-sponsored bill has been
made in recognition that both Labor and the Tasmanian
Greens have a strong and long-held interest in this

important social reform.

Through this bilateral approach the Leader of the
Tasmanian Greens, Nick McKim, and | want to send a
strong message to the rest of the country that the time

CA



has come to end this last example of discrimination

against same-sex couples.

Mr Speaker, | firmly hope Tasmania will be the first State

to provide for same-sex marriages in Australia.

Mr Speaker, on 21 September 2011 | was proud to lead
the Tasmanian Labor Party in support of a motion on

marriage equality in this very House.

| am prouder still, to stand here today as Premier of
Tasmania and co-sponsor of the Same-Sex Marriage Bill
2012 as we debate this important and ground breaking

piece of legislation.

| support this legislation because | believe that all

Tasmanians should be treated with respect.

Because | believe that all Tasmanians should be treated

with fairness.



Because | believe that discriminating against Tasmanians

on the basis of sexual orientation is wrong.

| believe that as legislators, each and every member of
this Parliament has the solemn responsibility to ensure
that discrimination in the law is removed so that all

Tasmanians are treated equally.

When | spoke on the motion in September of last year |
said that as the Premier of Tasmania | wanted our
community to celebrate equality and diversity and
demonstrate respect towards each other - no matter
who we are, no matter what our religious beliefs, race,

ethnicity, political beliefs or sexuality.
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It was not that long ago that Tasmania was the laughing
stock of the country, as the only state where intolerance
against homosexual men was still enshrined in

legislation.



This shameful discrimination was not addressed until
1997 with the successful passage of gay law reform.
Since that time, the Labor Party has worked to reinforce
and protect the rights of the lesbian, gay, bisexual,

transgender and intersex community in Tasmania.

In 2003 the Tasmanian Parliament passed the
Relationships Act which provided for the recognition and
registration of significant relationships between same-

sex and opposite-sex partners.

In passing the Relationships Act the Tasmanian
Parliament conferred a wide range of rights and
obligations on same-sex couples in this State under

State law.

This was ground breaking law reform driven by the
former Attorney-General Judy Jackson, and | would like
to acknowledge the presence of Mrs Jackson in the

gallery/Speaker’s Reserve today.



This law reform sought to remove from all Tasmanian
laws any provisions which would discriminate against
people in significant relationships, and in particular

against couples in same-sex relationships.

However, there were two aspects of the consequential
amendments that did not, at that time, gain the support

of the Legislative Council.

| was proud to be able to show my personal support and
commitment to equality for gay, lesbian, bisexual and
transgender people in Tasmania by progressing these

amendments during my time as Attorney-General.

These amendments provided for the legal recognition of
same-sex parents, civil union ceremonies and
recognition of overseas same-sex marriage as a ‘deed of

relationship’.

And last night, Mr Speaker, the Legislative Council

passed laws to enable access to surrogacy for all couples



in Tasmania, including those couples in de facto and

same-sex relationships.

| thank the Legislative Council for their support of this

legislation.

Mr Speaker, over a number of vyears the State
Government has tried within our legislative framework to
provide for the closest possible process that is like a

marriage.

We were able, through law reform, to provide
opportunities for civil ceremonies to be conducted and
for registration of that relationship to be recognised as
being on the day of the civil ceremony and not on the
day that the documentation was lodged in a registry

office.

But we have always understood that despite our best
efforts in this area of law reform, we were not delivering

the basic right for same-sex couples to choose to be



married in Tasmania and that further steps were needed

to achieve marriage equality.

On Tuesday of this week we took an important first step

with the tabling of this legislation.

Today we take another important step through this

debate.

| recognise that people can always put forward excuses,
arguments and questions of timing when moving on

difficult and controversial issues.

But just as we have responded to other forms of
discrimination throughout history - such as the
recognition of Aboriginal Australians and giving women
the right to vote - there comes a time when no amount
of excuses should stand in the way of doing what is

right.



And it is in that vein that the Parliamentary Labor Party
resolved to move on developing legislation to provide

for marriage equality for same-sex couples in Tasmania.

Labor has a long and proud history of tackling
discrimination and introducing important social reform.

That is a tradition | continue with a great deal of pride.

While we were proud to support the principle of same-
sex marriage in Parliament last year, we believe that the
time has come for our community, for our Parliament to

act decisively on this issue.
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Mr Speaker, the Same-Sex Marriage Bill 2072 (the Bill)

provides for the following-

e The solemnising of marriages between adults of

the same-sex, and related matters;



e The registration of the marriage with the Registrar

of Births Deaths and Marriages;

e The approval and registration of authorised same-
sex marriage celebrants by a Registrar (who will

be the Registrar of Births Deaths and Marriages);

e Proceedings for dissolution and declarations of

nullity of same-sex marriages; and

e Proceedings for the adjustment of financial and
property interests between the parties and

spousal maintenance.

Marriage between adults of the same-sex

Part 2 of the Bill is the centrepiece of this historic

legislation.
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For the first time in an Australian jurisdiction, an Act will

legislate for the same-sex marriage of two adults.

The Bill specifies who may marry - that is people who
are not already married, are not related to each other
and are over 18 years of age. There is no provision for

persons under 18 to marry.

The Bill specifies how same-sex marriages are
solemnised. This part of the Bill provides for the form of
ceremony, who may conduct a same-sex marriage
ceremony (i.e. authorised celebrants) as well as
specifying the notices and declarations in preparation
for same-sex marriage and the issue of certificates of

same-sex marriage.

The couple getting married must give notice of their
intention to marry not less than one month, but not
earlier than 18 months, before their proposed date of

their marriage. Each person must also declare that he or
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she is not currently married and that no legal

impediment exits to the same-sex marriage.

Same-sex marriages must be performed by an
authorised celebrant in the presence of two other adults
and certificates will be issued by the celebrant as an
official record that the marriage took place. One
certificate will be forwarded to the Registrar of Births,
Deaths and Marriages for the creation of an entry in the
Register of
Same-Sex Marriages which will also be created by this

Act.

The Bill establishes a range of offences and specifies the

penalty that applies if an offence is committed.

Mr Speaker, it will be an offence

e for a person who is already married to go through

a form or ceremony of same-sex marriage, and
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for a person to go through a form or ceremony of

same-sex marriage with a married person;

e for a person to go through a form or ceremony of
same-sex marriage with a person who has not

attained 18 years of age;

e for a person who is not an authorised celebrant to

solemnise a same-sex marriage; and

e for a celebrant to solemnise a marriage if he or
she believes that there is a legal impediment to
the solemnisation of the marriage or that there is

a reason the marriage would be void.

There are also a range of offences arising from parties
going through a defective same-sex marriage ceremony
or defective procedural matters with such ceremonies,
such as contravention of the provisions about the giving

of notices and the making of declarations.

Authorised Celebrants
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As | have already indicated Mr Speaker, same-sex

marriages will be solemnised by authorised celebrants.

The Registrar of Births, Deaths and Marriages will be
responsible for administering the authorised celebrant

register and same-sex marriage register.

Part 7 of the Bill establishes a State-based regime for
the authorisation and registration of same-sex marriage
celebrants. In setting up a celebrant registration
scheme, provision has been made for a code of practice,
performance reviews, discipline, deregistration and

rights of appeal.

It is important to note that, celebrants including those
ministers from recognised religions authorised under
the Commonwealth Marriage Act are not automatically
recognised and registered under this Act. This is in
recognition that not all Commonwealth celebrants may
wish to solemnise same-sex marriages, and we need to

respect that position.
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Furthermore a Commonwealth celebrant who has
registered under the Commonwealth Marriage Act would
not at the time have contemplated additional powers
and responsibilities under State legislation. Therefore in
order to exercise those powers they should consciously
register in accordance with the registration requirements
set out in this Bill. This also avoids the problem of some
Commonwealth celebrants, whether ministers of religion
or not, having a conscientious objection to performing

marriage ceremonies between same sex COUp|ES.

The requirements for registration as a same-sex

celebrant include that the person:

e be aged over 18§;

e have appropriate skills and experience; and

e be a fit a proper person.

The Bill provides guidance about who would constitute a

fit and proper person.
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The Registrar is obliged to register a person as a same-
sex marriage celebrant if the person applies in
accordance with the requirements of the Act and any
regulations, and the Registrar is satisfied that the person
is entitled to be registered. The Bill requires same-sex
marriage celebrants to conduct themselves in
accordance with a Code of Practice, that will be
prescribed by regulation, and undertake any
professional development activities as may be required

by the Registrar of authorised celebrants.

The Registrar will also conduct performance reviews of
same-sex marriage celebrants every 5 years of their
registration, and the Bill gives him or her power to
determine that a celebrant’s performance is not

satisfactory, and take appropriate action.

The Bill provides that the Registrar may take disciplinary
measures against a same-sex marriage celebrant for a

nhumber of reasons, such as:
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e unsatisfactory performance;

e as a result of a complaint being made and upheld;

or

e for providing false information in the celebrant’s

application.

The disciplinary actions that may be taken include
written cautions, direction to undertake professional

development, suspension or ultimately de-registration.

The Bill also gives authorised celebrants rights of review

in relation to these decisions by the Registrar.

Dissolution and Nullity of Same-Sex Marriages

Mr Speaker, in Part 3, the Bill provides for dissolution
and nullity of same-sex marriages. These are important
features of the Bill to ensure the equality of treatment of
same-sex married couples with that of different-sex

married couples.
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The provisions allow for the Supreme Court to make
dissolution orders and to declare same-sex marriages to

be void.

A dissolution order dissolves a same-sex marriage in

law.

The grounds for dissolution are the irretrievable
breakdown of a relationship and this is evidenced by at

least 12 months separation.

A same-sex marriage may be declared void for a
number of reasons, in particular if either party to the

same-sex marriage:

e did not freely to consent to the marriage or the
consent to the same-sex marriage was obtained

by fraud or duress;

e is already lawfully married to another person at

the time of his or her same-sex marriage;
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e was not of a marriageable age; or

e marries another person under the

Commonwealth’s Marriage Act 196]1.

A same-sex marriage would also be void if the parties
are within a prohibited relationship which includes a
relationship between a person and an ancestor or
descendant of that person or between siblings (whether

whole or half-blood).

Proceedings for Financial Adjustment and Maintenance

Again Mr Speaker, in the interests of marriage equality,
the Bill allows the Supreme Court or the Magistrates
Court to make orders to adjust interests in property
acquired in the same-sex marriage, make orders for
spousal maintenance and deal with financial agreements
that may have been entered into before and after the

parties enter into a same-sex marriage. The appropriate
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court will depend on the jurisdictional financial limits of
the court concerned. The Magistrate Court can hear
matters up to the value of $50,000 and the Supreme
Court can make orders in relation to property and

financial matters that are valued over $50,000.

The Bill provides that the court may make any order in
respect of property interests that is considers ‘just and
equitable’ and the Bill sets out a number of factors that
the court must have regard to in making this
assessment. This includes things such as contributions
made by the parties to the same-sex marriage, both in-
kind and financial, direct or indirect, the duration of the

same-sex marriage and other relevant matters.

The Bill grants the right of a party to a same-sex
marriage to apply for spousal maintenance because the
applicant’s earning capacity has been affected by the
circumstances of the same-sex marriage or any other

reason arising from the same-sex marriage.
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The Bill set out the factors that the court must have
regard to when making a determination in respect of
maintenance. These include income and financial
resources of each party, financial needs and obligations,
any order for adjustment, whether children are involved
and who cares for the children, the duration of the

same-sex marriage and such like.

Maintenance may be ordered as a periodic or lump sum
payment. There is also provision for urgent spousal

maintenance.

Other Provisions

Finally Mr Speaker, the Bill also contains miscellaneous
provisions providing for the making of regulations, rules
of court, restriction on reporting of matters before the
Court and some consequential amendments to the

Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration Act 1999.

Constitutional matters
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Mr Speaker, given the likely controversy surrounding the
constitutional validity of this Bill, | would like to make a

couple of points on this issue before | conclude.

| fully understand that the Bill when enacted could be
the subject of a challenge in the High Court of Australia,
and this challenge may focus on the scope of the
‘marriage power’ specified in section 51(xxi) of the
Australian Constitution. It may also reference the
meaning of ‘divorce’ and ‘matrimonial causes’

mentioned in section 51 (xxii).

Mr Speaker, constitutional experts will have different
opinions and interpretations, but the one thing they do
tend to agree on is that this is a grey area and, unless
the High Court determines otherwise, there is nothing to
stop states from enacting their own laws on same-sex

marriage.

While the Government will not be releasing the advice we

have received from the Solicitor-General on this matter,



22

there is plenty of advice on the public record that
considers the issue of whether state-based same-sex

marriage legislation would be constitutionally valid.

Mr Speaker, | would like to acknowledge the presence of
Professor George Williams here in the House today.
Members will know that Professor Williams is a leading
Australian constitutional lawyer and academic who has

written extensively on this issue.

Last night at the University of Tasmania, Professor
Williams gave a presentation on the questions of ‘Can
Tasmania Legislate for Marriage Equality? Will We Face a

High Court Challenge?’

In his speech Professor Williams argued that, and | quote
“the marriage equality debate is bedevilled with a range
of constitutional misunderstandings. Indeed, | cannot
remember a recent Australian public policy question that
has been based on so many myths about the Australian

Constitution.”
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Professor Williams argues that there is no doubt that
laws on marriage can be passed by the Commonwealth

and the states.

But ultimately the question of inconsistency is one which

only the High Court can answer.

Mr Speaker, If it was not for people being willing to
challenge norms of the day through means such as this
we may nhot have seen the enactment of Native Title or
the more recent decision with regard to the plain

packaging of cigarettes.

And of course here in Tasmania Rodney Croome, the
spokesperson for the Tasmanian Gay and Lesbian Rights
Group fronted the successful campaign to decriminalise
homosexuality in Tasmania, which until 1997 was a

criminal offense punishable by up to 25 years in jail.
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Rodney and his fellow campaigners took their case to
the United Nations (Toonen v Australia), the Federal

Government and the High Court.

It was the High Court’s decision on this matter that led
to the Tasmanian Parliament repealing the law against

homosexuality in 1997.

Mr Speaker, | would like to acknowledge Rodney Croome
here in the House today and thank him for his tireless
efforts in fighting for the rights of gay and lesbian

Tasmanians over many, many years.

Mr Speaker, with lack of action on this matter likely at
the Federal level in the foreseeable future, the time has
come for states to fill the void and end the

discrimination of same-sex couples wanting to marry.

The Same-Sex Marriage Bill 2012 has been drafted with

due care, taking account of the terms of the Australian
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Constitution and the scope of the Commonwealth’s

Marriage Act 1961].

The Marriage Act 19617, by definition, is specifically
about marriage between a man and a woman, thus
leaving room for a state to legislate for same-sex

marriage.

There is no obligation upon the Commonwealth
Parliament to exercise its legislative powers to provide
for same-sex marriage (though | have and will continue

to urge the members of that Parliament to do so).

Until, if ever, the Commonwealth Parliament decides to
legislate for same-sex marriage | believe our State law,
when enacted, will be valid and provide a robust
framework for same-sex marriage and remain in full

force and effect in Tasmania.

b
b
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Mr Speaker, while we may be attempting to break new
ground here in Australia with this Bill, what we are doing

is not new in an international context.

Members of this Parliament are, | am sure, well aware
that marriage equality exists already in around the

world.

Netherlands has allowed same-sex marriages since
2001. They were followed by Belgium, Canada,
Massachusetts, Spain, South Africa, California, Norway,
Sweden, Connecticut, lowa, Vermont, Washington DC,
the Coquille Native America Indian Tribe, Mexico City,
Portugal, Iceland, Argentina, New Hampshire, New York

State, Quintana Roo in Mexico and Denmark.

Currently same-sex marriages are recognised but not
performed in Israel, Rhode Island, Maryland, Mexico,
Uruguay, Queensland and of course right here in

Tasmania.



27

Just last night we saw the New Zealand Parliament give
strong support to a Bill to legalise same-sex marriage,
with members voting 80 to 40 in support of the

legislation at its first reading.

Mr Speaker, in the New Zealand Parliament MPs were
free to vote according to their conscience, rather than
along party lines. Although | note that both the Prime
Minister John Key and Opposition Leader David Shearer

backed the legislation.

Prime Minister Key was quoted this morning as saying

that he was stunned and excited by the support.

Mr Speaker, Prime Minister Key is not the only
Conservative leader to allow his party members a

conscience vote on same-sex marriage legislation.

Both New South Wales Premier Barry O’Farrell and South
Australian Opposition Leader Isobel Redmond have

confirmed that their party members will be allowed to
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vote according to their conscience on this issue of

same-sex marriage.

It is disappointing that the Leader of the Opposition, Will
Hodgman, has not provided his colleagues with a
conscience vote but also that not one of the members

opposite has had the courage to ask their leader for one.

Mr Speaker, the New Zealand Bill must now pass two
more votes before becoming law and I’'m sure many of
us here today we will be watching closely to see how

those votes go.

Media stories this week also reported that the French
parliament will be considering marriage equality

legislation in October of this year.

Closer to home we also recognise that both the ACT and
South Australia legislatures will soon debate same-sex

marriage legislation.
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And Finland, Nepal, Slovenia, Paraguay, the United
Kingdom, Scotland and Washington State also likely to

move towards marriage equality in the near future.

The achievements in other countries in legislating for
marriage equality have not been without struggle and

opposition from some in those communities.

And | recognise that marriage equality is not supported
by everyone in the Tasmanian or broader Australian

community.

Indeed, there are Members of this Parliament who have
already declared that for various reasons they do not

support this proposal.

While | don’t agree with their positions, | respect their

right to hold their own view.

| accept that many religious groups hold the view that
marriage should be between only a man and woman. |

have received many letters from people within Tasmania
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and interstate who have drawn strongly from the Bible in

explaining to me their opposition to same-sex marriage.

| recognise the important and profound role that their

faith plays in their life.

| recognise and respect that their faith has guided them

and comforted them.

But | do not believe that the debate about marriage

equality is solely about religious traditions.

Marriage equality is about civil rights.

And while there were significant advancements in civil
rights during the twentieth century, such as the
extension of the franchise, and the removal of
discrimination on the basis of characteristics such as
race, religion or gender, it is incumbent upon us as
twenty-first century legislators to remove the last act of

discrimination.
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Mr Speaker, | acknowledge that there are a number of
practicing Christians in our community who have come

out in support of marriage equality.

In my contribution last September | spoke of Reverend
David Hunnerup from the Uniting Church in Tasmania

who has argued for marriage equality.

Reverend Hunnerup argues that the denial of access to
the institution of marriage for gays and lesbians is

offensive and discriminatory.

Like Reverend Hunnerup, | can appreciate that for many
Christians the thought of two gay people being allowed

to marry is difficult and challenging.

Mr Speaker, other religious leaders around Australia and
around the world have voiced their support for marriage

equality.

Earlier this year the Archbishop of Wales urged the

Anglican Church to welcome gay marriage as “All life-
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long committed relationships deserved the welcome,

pastoral care and support of the Church.”

In Brisbane, the dean of St John’s Anglican Cathedral has
announced his support for allowing same-sex marriage.
The Very Reverend Dr Peter Catt argues that marriage
equality will remove discrimination and recognise

society’s pluralistic nature.

I’'ve mentioned just three of a number of examples of
clergy men and women coming out in support of

marriage equality.

Mr Speaker, | do not believe that the personal moral
disapproval that some individuals may feel towards
same-sex marriage is a valid reason to allow

discrimination to continue in the twenty-first century.

In the twenty-first century moral disapproval is no

reason to deny or curtail rights and freedoms.
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The denial of marriage to lesbian and gay couples and

their families is discrimination that must be changed.

Marriage is an important foundation of our community
and same-sex couples have the same reasons for
wanting to formalise their relationships though marriage

as opposite sex couples.

Mr Speaker, many same-sex couples feel deep and
enduring love and want to have a family, a home, a

shared future and to grow old together.

Like all Members of Parliament | have received a lot of
correspondence from around Tasmania, Australia and

internationally on the issue of same-sex marriage.

Some of the correspondence has been particularly
heartfelt and touching and has clearly articulated why
marriage equality is important for gay and lesbian

Australians, their friends and families.



34

Daughters wrote to me in support of their lesbian

mothers.

Mothers and fathers wrote to me in support of their

children in same-sex relationships.

Men and women in long-term committed same-sex
relationships wrote to me with the hope that soon their
relationship will receive the recognition they have longed

for for decades.

Mr Speaker, Eliza is a 21 year old University student who

lives here in Hobart.

Eliza explained in her email, and | quote, “my mother is
a lesbian and has been with her partner for 12 years. |
am very proud that my state will be the first to allow
equality to all humans. Thank you for allowing my

mother to legally love.”

Sebastian wrote to me from Queensland. He has been

with his partner for almost two decades.
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Sebastian is terminally ill and said that he had started to
give up hope that he would ever be able to marry in his

own country.

Sebastian said in his email, and | quote, “Your fight for
us has provided this couple, with decades of proven love
behind us, with an impeccably timed hope for the future
that we may indeed be able be legally married and have

our love validated in our own country.”

Robert, who also lives in Queensland, told me that even
though he is in a happy and loving same-sex
relationship he doesn’t plan on getting married but, he
wrote, “| am a gay man who just wants to be treated like
a human. | am a human. ... to be able to have that

choice as a human right is what matters to me.”

Amanda and Meagan wrote that they “sincerely hope
that one day we will not only be able to celebrate our
love amongst family and friends, but that our love and

lifelong commitment will be legally recognised.”
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They went on to say “This is incredibly important for not
only our own sense of worth, but also for the message it
sends to [our] beautiful six year old son, and our future
children. We are a real family, and this will make a

significant difference to us and thousands like us.”

Sabena wrote to me from rural Tasmania. Sabena said in
her email “I am deeply committed to my Catholic values,
which at their core are about love, forgiveness, integrity

and care for one another.”

Sabena said all she wants and | quote “is to be able to
hold hands on the street in the country town | live in
without worrying about what people think. | want to be

able to marry my life partner.”

And from my own electorate of Franklin | received an
email from David and Kevin who have been in a

relationship for 22 years.
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They wrote “We have a daughter and a granddaughter
and have the support of all our families, friends and
work colleagues. All we need is for our relationship to
be acknowledged in our own State as just as valid as

anyone else’s.”

Mr Speaker, Members of this Parliament should be aware
of the evidence that shows that legislation to provide for
same-sex marriage will have a positive impact on the
mental health of gay and lesbian Tasmanians, and their

families.

Darren Carr, the CEO of the Mental Health Council of
Tasmania has explained that, and | quote from his media

release of 5 August 2012,

“For a long time, gay men and lesbians have reported
higher rates of mental ill health and psychological

distress due to stigma and discrimination.”
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‘As well as improving the mental health and
wellbeing of lesbians and gay men, we believe
gender neutral marriage legislation has potential to
lead to a reduction in suicide rates amongst gay and

lesbian Tasmanians.”

Mr Carr concluded his statement by saying, “The positive
benefits that marriage has on people’s mental health
and wellbeing should be available to all Tasmanians,

irrespective of their sexual orientation.”

That sentiment was echoed again and again in the

correspondence | received in support of this legislation:

Tristan who is 37 years old and has been in a committed
relationship for 9 years wrote to me from his home in

Melbourne.

Mr Speaker, | quote from Tristan’s email:

What an amazing message to send to everyone in

Australia and even the world. | can't begin to imagine
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how it would have improved my experience as a
young gay teenager to have witnessed even a
discussion about the possibility of gay marriage from
politicians let alone action being taken to make it

happen.

It was a very lonely experience as a gay teenager
where | contemplated suicide on many occasions due
to feeling different from everyone else at school.

If we can do anything to make my own experience a
thing of the past and legalize same sex marriage to
provide a positive beacon for young gay people we

should do it.

They no longer have to feel that they are so different
from their friends, their family or the rest of the
world. They can start thinking about one day finding
a partner and even possibly having a family instead
of realising at a very young age that what their

mother and father have or their other siblings could
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have the choice to have will never be available to
them, a bond recognised by law as partners in

marriage.

It truly is an amazing time to be alive and I'm glad
that for me suicide was only a contemplation and not
a reality so | can hopefully bear witness to this

historic event.

Mr Speaker, the marriage rights of gay and lesbian
Tasmanians have been ignored by their Members of

Parliament for too long.

While we have failed to write this wrong, unnecessary

suffering has been wrought.

Marriage equality will help erase the existing stigma and

prejudices that surround being gay.

Marriage equality will elevate the credibility of same-sex
relationships and it will send a strong message to young

gay people in our community, who are too often the



41

victims of bullying, depression and suicide, that they are

valued and equal members.

Conclusion

Mr Speaker, | am committed to this reform because |
fundamentally believe in ending discrimination wherever

it exists.

Today we have an opportunity to lead the nation to
topple the last pillar of discrimination that exists in our

community against same-sex couples.

Mr Speaker, at the core of this debate is the belief that
we are all equal before the law, and where the law

prejudices one person over another change is required.

Equality was an important theme in the letter | received

from Katherine who lives in Launceston.

Katherine wrote, and | quote,
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“‘We feel so easily dismissed by so many of our
‘leaders’. It’s the most upsetting and baffling thing
to have someone tell you you’re not worthy of
something your peers are worthy of. [ don’t feel
different, but apparently I'm so different that | can’t
be treated like a ‘normal’ person. That’s a pretty
hard concept to come to terms with, mainly because
it’'s completely nonsensical. ... Thank you for
allowing us to remember that we do matter, we do

count, we are worthy of equal treatment.”

While | believe that ultimately an amendment to the
Commonwealth Marriage Act is required, as a legislator
in the State of Tasmania | must act to remove the
discrimination that is currently being experienced by
same-sex couples who wish to marry, and those who

support them in this effort.

The Same-Sex Marriage Act 2012 is not about diluting

or damaging the concept of marriage.
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It is about equality and fairness.

| do not believe there is a member in this House who
would support previous restrictions in the Marriage Act
that prevented whites and non-whites or people from
different religious backgrounds from being able to

marry.

The time has come to remove the last aspect of marriage
discrimination that denies a loving and caring couple the
right to wed simply on the basis of two people being of

the same sex.

In closing Mr Speaker | would like to thank Catherine
Vickers, Len Armsby, Phil Foulston, Peter Conway and
the other staff involved for their tremendous effort in

drafting this important piece of legislation.

| would also like to thank Eliza, Sebastian, Robert,

Amanda and Meagan, Sabena, David and Kevin, Tristan
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and Katherine for allowing me to share their stories

through this Second Reading Speech.

And | would like to thank the Honourable Nick McKim for
working with me on this important piece of legislation

and co-sponsoring it with me.

Rodney Croome, I've already acknowledged but again,

thank you Rodney for never giving up on this issue.

| would also like to acknowledge and thank Alex
Greenwich from Australian Marriage Equality who has led
the national campaign. Alex is also here in the House

today. Thank you Alex.

There has also been a large number of supporters of this
cause in the Labor Party and especially in Rainbow Labor
who have campaigned for marriage equality over a

number of years.

In particular | acknowledge Robbie Moore and Matt

Hastings.
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Thank you Robbie and Matt and your families for having
the courage to share your story and your struggle for
equal recognition with myself, with the Labor Party and

the broader community.

Mr Speaker, the time has come to allow loving and
committed same-sex couples to celebrate their
relationship in the same way as people in heterosexual

relationships.

| commend the Bill to the House.



