Many thanks for the opportunity to make a submission to this important inquiry.

Someone once said to us that we will never feel discrimination as acutely as when our children are involved and impacted on and they were right!! Our family consists of myself Sharon (41 year old Clinical Psychologist), my partner Natasha (31 year old Registered Nurse) and our 7 month old son [name removed]. [Name removed] [Our son] was conceived by accessing non-identified donor sperm via a [state removed] [Australian] based Fertility Clinic. 

We have experienced a multitude of discriminations related to our family. 

* Natasha is [name removed] [our son’s] birth mum. When we applied for Family Tax Benefit via Centrelink, I was invisible from the process. The fact that I am not recognized as [name removed] [our son’s] parent means that we are denied taxation benefits and concessions. Additionally Natasha had to swear an affidavit outlining our personal details in order to establish that there was no ‘father’ to collect child support from. Although we are completely open about the process we used to conceive, it is no-one else’s business unless we choose to share our story with them. We were faced with the choice of unwanted disclosure or fabricating a story (never a possibility we considered). All of this took several phone calls and a visit to a Centrelink office which necessitated time off work for me. Initially the Centrelink staff were clearly bamboozled by our family structure and it was several weeks before the matter was resolved satisfactorily. We kept remarking to ourselves that surely we were not the first people in Australia to have presented this scenario to Centrelink.

* This is not directly a financial or workplace related discrimination but we thought it worthy of mention. We live in [state removed] and [name removed] [our son] was born here. Despite lobbying our State member [name removed] and the State Attorney General [name removed], we were unable to both appear on [name removed] [our son’s] birth certificate. We were able to leave the ‘father’ section blank (vs. having the word ‘unknown’ inserted in there) after swearing an affadavit, again providing personal details which we are by no means ashamed of, but are no-one else’s business. The pain of being invisible again is great and we initially did not apply for a copy of the certificate that has only one of his parents listed. Unfortunately we later required it for legal purposes and so had to acquire one. It is a document filed away in our home and not one for the family mantelpiece. Please note that I was born in WA and lived there for over 30 years – we deliberated for a long time about traveling back there for [name removed] [our son’s] birth so that we could access the greater benefits that activists in WA have fought so hard for eg. Parent 1 and Parent 2 on WA birth certificates vs. Mother and Father. State based legislative gains have been vitally important. 

* Although we were able to successfully apply to have all of our names appear on our Medicare cards, we are only eligible for the single rate re: the safety net. This discrimination also applies to the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme. Given we are undergoing further Assisted Reproductive Technology (ART) to try and conceive again, and that the amount of the rebate we receive is dependent on where we are in relation to our threshold (for both the procedures and the medication), we will end up being significantly financially out of pocket (less so if we were on the couples safety net).

* In relation to ART, when we returned to the Fertility Clinic to access donor insemination again, we were told that due to the shortage of donor sperm we would have to undergo (costly and invasive) IVF as opposed to donor insemination. It is important to note here that Natasha does not have a sub-fertility problem - we are socially, not medically infertile. Natasha will be forced to undergo IVF if we want to access the same donor’s sperm that we used to conceive [name removed] [our son] with.  This is despite having paid continuous storage fees on this sperm since well before [name removed] [our son] was born. The rationale behind the Clinic’s decision is that IVF theoretically uses less sperm than donor insemination and thus more of the precious stock is retained. Although this is a recent Clinic decision and applies to everyone wanting to access donor sperm, it could be argued that lesbians and single women are more disadvantaged as they are less likely to have access to sperm that they can use, thus requiring greater access to donor sperm. We were so incredulous when we were initially told that we would be required to undergo IVF, access our own sperm from somewhere else (with all the resulting legal complications surrounding this if we asked a known donor), or be satisfied with one child, that we asked the consulting Physician if he was having us on!!! I asked if he thought requiring a healthy young woman who had already successfully conceived using the donor’s sperm to undergo IVF was a tad medically heavy handed!!

* We located a solicitor well versed in same-sex issues who drew up our wills, organized (medical) power of attorney, guardianship etc. in order to achieve safety and security for our family. This process required us to travel from [town removed] to [city removed] with all the associated costs. During that process we started to think about applying for Consent Orders through the Family Law Court. After a few months of deliberating and then getting versed with the procedure, we enlisted the Solicitor to make application for us. Our application outlined our belief that it was in the best interests of [name removed] [our son] to have us both legally recognized as his parents as well as have legal recognition of the family unit in which he is being raised. We were successful in having the orders granted ( and although we are delighted with the outcome, the process meant that we incurred significant legal fees. When initially making general enquiries about applying for the orders (before we located our same-sex friendly and savvy Solicitor in [city removed]), we were told by one member of the legal profession (“why bother?”). It is a pity that a process so automatic for some, took us so much time, cost so much, and required us to (once again) reveal so much of our personal lives. Ironic too that at the end of the process we still don’t have the same level of rights or protection that heterosexual couples have access to automatically.

* The bulk of my superannuation is with the Commonwealth scheme and my understanding is that if I wish to leave my money to Natasha as my spouse, that we will incur a 30% tax rate.

* Natasha and I have been partners for 4 years. We would get married if we had the opportunity. We are both traditionalists (, want the resultant security for [name removed] [our son], and believe that these symbolic rituals like marriage provide both stability and social sanctioning for relationships. We are currently married in all but title.

We would be most appreciative if you would consider the points we have raised in our  submission during the inquiry.

Yours sincerely,

Sharon Isle and Natasha Miller

