
 

Is a conversion practices bill needed? 

No. There is already legislation prohibiting coercion and the practices that a proposed bill 
aims to address (religious exorcism) are extremely rare in the UK. Lesbian and gay rights 
are now widely accepted as a result of the Equality Act and Equal Marriage Act. 

But in addition to this, Dr Hilary Cass found that “gender-questioning or non-conforming” 
children presenting to “gender” clinics were almost automatically affirmed as transgender 
and placed on a medical pathway from which there was no return. Most of these children 
were: 

• Female (80%) 
• Lesbian or gay (90%) 
• Suffered other co-morbidities such as autism or poor mental health 

In other words, conversion from lesbian/gay to “straight” is a medical scandal that has been 
taking place in plain sight. We ask politicians to address this before even considering more 
legislation. 

But can’t children be born in the wrong body? 

Nobody is born in the wrong body. Discomfort with one’s sexed body is a normal part of 
puberty, experienced by most teenagers. Instead of pathologizing this, children should be 
encouraged to accept themselves as they are and supported to embrace the changes 
happening during puberty, and reassured that their feelings are a normal part of growing up. 

Of course, historically, a tiny number of men have felt so much discomfort with their male 
bodies they have opted for surgical interventions to demasculinize them (also sometimes 
called “sex-change”), with varying degrees of success. An even smaller number of women 
have been unable to reconcile their feelings about their female bodies and have opted for 
mastectomies and even more invasive surgery. 

However, surgery to alter their appearance does not mean they have changed sex as that is 
impossible . The procedures they have undergone are cosmetic and should only ever be 1

carried out following a thorough psychological assessment to establish that the patient 
understand the possible consequences of such invasive and irreversible treatment. 

So, what is going on with all these “trans-kids”? 

It is well-known that girls, in particular, are susceptible to “social contagion”. The upsurge of 
anorexia and other forms of self-harm, and clusters of suicides amongst boys, are now 
recognised as the consequence of social influencing, including on social media like TikTok. 
The contagion responsible for “transgenderism” is “gender ideology”, a contested and 
unproven belief that everyone has an innate “gender” that over-rides the biological reality of 
sex. It originated in the 1960s with Dr John Murray  and was taken further by Judith Butler . 2 3

 Sex is determined at conception with XX and XY chromosomes and the formation of large (female) 1

and small (male) gametes (ova and testes).

 Dr Murray “accidentally” castrated a twin boy and completed his “conversion” telling the parents that 2

the child would accepted being female as long as they brought him up as a girl. Of course, this did not 
work and both children eventually committed suicide. 

 Dr Judith Butler is an American lesbian philosopher, and proponent of “queer theory” – for which 3

there is no scientific proof.

Conversion Practices



We agree that pathologizing gender-questioning children, misleading them into thinking it’s 
possible to change sex, prescribing puberty blockers, cross-sex hormones, performing 
invasive surgeries such as mastectomy, vaginoplasty or phalloplasty, which can have 
devastating long-term consequences on health and turn them into lifelong patients, under 
the guise of “affirming” their gender, should be banned. However, that is not what a 
conversion practices ban proposes.  

While affirmation of self-identified gender identity remains mainstream in clinical practice, 
any legislation to address “conversion practice” will inevitably miss the mark. 

Where are the lesbians and gays in 2025?  

They are being, or have been, “erased”: it’s not “cool” to be lesbian or gay. This has largely 
come about as a consequence of misinformation about sex and gender handed down in 
schools, based on the “queer theory/ gender ideology” referred to above; and the 
misinterpretation of equality law. 

Lesbians who refuse to accept men claiming to be women-attracted-to-women (also known 
as “transbians” but otherwise heterosexual) are called bigots. There is no difference between 
this and the religious practices a conversion practices bill seeks to address. Young lesbians 
in particular fear coming out as lesbian and adopt a “non-binary” or “trans” label to gain 
acceptance, in the hope they will find the right woman. Many don’t. 

Meanwhile, it has been claimed that it is illegal for more than 25 lesbians to associate in a 
female only space unless they admit “male lesbians” into the space. Because most of those 
affected are biological women, women have been effectively cancelled. But see below 
because this has very recently changed. 

What needs to change and what effect will the Supreme Court ruling have on lesbians 
and gays? 

The Supreme Court ruling on 16 April 2025 was monumental for lesbians and gays, by 
recognizing that the definition adopted by most of our public bodies has deprived us of our 
rights to same sex association. The Court has emphatically debunked the myth that there 
are more than 2 sexes; and has re-established the reality of sex as a binary in the law. 

However, on its own, the judgement is not enough to change the deeply entrenched capture 
of our institutions by gender ideology, some of whom are doubling down on their absurd 
denial of reality. 

But, the law now says they must change, and we say that only by embracing change can 
the damage being done to lesbians and gays be stopped. This is particularly true for our 
educational settings where children and young people are so vulnerable and where many of 
the problems start. 

The belief that everyone has an innate gender flies directly in the face of our reality as 
people attracted to others of the same sex. The Supreme Court recognized this by finding, 
unequivocally, that including “transgender” under the definition of “sex” impinged our rights. 
A trans-inclusive ban would simply re-introduce confusion and conflict and potentially further 
erase lesbian and gay culture and our everyday lived experience. When gender ideology 
has been removed from all our public bodies, politicians will find that the perceived need for 
such a bill diminishes or disappears altogether. 
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