Thank you for conducting this inquiry. 
My partner and I have been together for four years. During this time we have encountered discrimination as a result of State (SA) and Federal Legislation in a number of instances.  
We recently purchased our first home together and in attempting to consolidate our assets, it has proven far more difficult, time consuming and financially costly than it would have been had we been a heterosexual couple. 

Prior to the purchase of our home, my partner sold her home that we had both been living in and we transferred the proceeds of the sale of this property into a unit I owned. Despite her considerable financial contribution and our commitment to one another, my partner does not have any legal claim to the unit. We have been informed the stamp duty costs to add her name to the title would be thousands, whereas, were we a heterosexual married couple or in a de facto relationship, the same process would be a fraction of the cost. 
When we went through with our recent purchase of a jointly owned home, because the aforementioned unit was the security property, which was in my name only, the approval of the loan application was dependent on my partner and I obtaining ‘Guarantee and Indemnity’ at a cost of $500. 
Many couples do not realise how discriminatory the law is regarding same sex relationships until something unforseen happens and they find they have virtually no recognition or protection as a couple, despite having spent years caring for one another financially and emotionally. 
I work in the field of aged care where a variety of potential issues for same sex couples exist. People entering residential aged care facilities are required to sell their family home in order to finance the move, except when they leave a partner still living in the home. What happens to these people when the partner is not recognised by the law and the title is only in one name? 
I have encountered two situations where an elderly member of a same sex couple has been denied the right to give consent or make a decision for their partner in cases where their partner has lost capacity to make decisions. In both cases, had they been a heterosexual de facto or married couple, for these particular areas of consent, it would not have been an issue. In one case, a medical procedure was delayed considerably solely because of the issue of consent. In such circumstances, in order to grant the same sex partner the right to make the same decisions a heterosexual partner would be automatically entitled to, it is necessary to make an application to the Guardianship Board. An application to the Board is a lengthy and invasive process involving a hearing in front of a panel.  The elderly same sex couples I have encountered in my work have been intensely private people who have suffered years of discrimination and negative public attitude. As a result they are often reluctant to advocate for themselves or declare themselves as a couple to agencies or services and they chose not to make applications to the Guardianship Board.  
My partner and I have attempted to protect our rights at considerable expense in the event of  unforseen circumstances, but without a thorough knowledge of the law, we are really just hoping we have protected our interests and status as a couple as best we can.  In South Australia, same sex partners can be denied access to a sick partner or denied the right to participate in making vital decisions around medical treatment and financial issues, should the situation arise where one partner loses their decision making capacity. They can also be denied compensation in the case of the death of a partner. We have completed Enduring Power of Attorney and Guardianship documentation in order to protect ourselves.  We have also both completed legal wills as if one of us were to die, the other would not be entitled to inherit assets and property we have both shared and worked so hard for. 

I have been unable to name my partner as beneficiary in either my State or Commonwealth Superannuation funds.  Upon my enquires I was informed the only way I could leave it to my same sex partner was by not naming a beneficiary and ensuring I had a current will so I could leave it to her in my estate. I was able to easily nominate any other member of my family as a beneficiary.  We have also both been denied access to ‘couples’ insurance in our private health funds. 
Our relationship of four years, which to me is the most wonderful thing that has ever happened to me, is in the eyes of the law and many portions of society, seen to be less worthy than a heterosexual relationship. In truth, while no two relationships are the same, the challenges and benefits of our partnership are the same as in any other.  It requires love, trust, patience, fidelity, compromise and commitment in order to survive.  To me, these are the factors that signify a committed relationship, not the gender of the couple in it.  How can you measure love or say one group of people’s love is more worthy than another?
Current legislation gives a clear message from our parliamentarians that discrimination against homosexuals and same sex couples is acceptable. The discrimination then extends beyond our laws and is adopted in peoples’ attitudes and misconceptions. 
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