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From: Moira Deeming
Sent: Saturday, 23 April 2022 7:51 PM
To:
Subject: info

Counc or Mo ra Deem ng  Me ton C ty Counc  
 
Summary of events n seek ng an answer to whether or not sex based r ghts ( n part cu ar women’s r ghts’) are ab e to be g ven 
precedence over gender dent ty r ghts  under any c rcumstances  n V ctor a  The quest on s current y n the hands of the Governor of 
V ctor a (h ghest off ce n the State)  
 
 
1  Scenar o  V ctor an Government and the r var ous representat ves c a m that women’s r ghts st  ex st n V ctor a (because sex s 

sted a ong w th gender dent ty n the aw)  
2   have spent my f rst year and a ha f as a Counc or try ng to ver fy whether that s true or not  That saga is worth an in-depth 

expose’ in & of itself   asked   
 C ty of Me ton off cers & ega  adv sors   
 Every s ng e oca  Government Counc  n V ctor a   
  V ctor a’s Gender Equa ty Act Comm ss oner   
  V ctor a’s GBTQ + commun t es Comm ss oner 
  V ctor an Equa  Opportun ty & Human R ghts Comm ss on’s Sen or Engagement Adv ser (Change and 

Suppress on Pract ces) 
 Three pr vate awyers  one who spec a sed n Human R ghts aw    
  a so asked  v a Counc  for a br ef ng w th  the V ctor an Human R ghts Comm ss oner  who refused-outr ght-to ever 

attend or answer    
3  n short  State Government representat ves aff rmed numerous t mes that in principle gender dent ty automatically took precedence 

over b o og ca  sex  But they a so den ed that sex-based r ghts had been erased because sex’ s sted’ as a protected attr bute n 
var ous V ctor an and Federa  aws   asked how Counc  was to determ ne wh ch human r ght’ took precedence n app y ng pos t ve 
d scr m nat on’ n any g ven s tuat on and was to d to ask  (who refused to answer as exp a ned above)  However  at a 
separate tra n ng br ef ng about Human R ghts   asked the quest on ( n genera  terms  w thout us ng the terms sex or gender 
dent ty) and was nformed that we were to app y a test of re evancy’   rep ed that n that case  when mak ng po c es for to ets  
changerooms and other s ng e sex serv ces ke materna  hea th  sex shou d be treated as the most re evant human r ght because 
gender dent t es’ are not b o og ca  and those serv ces are targeted at b o og ca  sex  and sex character st cs ( ke pregnancy)  
Rather than answer me   ended the meet ng abrupt y & prom sed to come back to answer my quest ons at a 
ater date  However  that meet ng has never mater a sed  even upon request  Ear er   had a so ra sed the ssue of re g on vs 
gender dent ty w th the Gender and GBTQ + Comm ss oners (those responses- of wh ch  ho d rrefutab e ev dence- are tota y 
scanda ous and deserve pr me t me a r ng)   

4  U t mate y   have been forced to esca ate my demand for *pub c* answers a  the way up to the Governor of V ctor a (who has yet 
to answer)   d d th s v a the fo ow ng Not ce of Mot on  wh ch s s gn f cant because the answer w  e ther re nstate sex based 
r ghts across V ctor a (as EVERYONE w  mmed ate y fo ow su t)  or  w  have unden ab e proof that the V ctor an government 
has COMP ETE Y erased women’s r ghts n th s State   Obv ous y  hope that n th s way   w  actua y succeed n tr gger ng the 
tota  resurrect on of sex based r ghts  f not   w  ra se awareness of what the Government has done and & campa gn to change 
t  But-  need them to actua y answer the quest on- and they are avo d ng do ng so  wh ch s a HUGE scanda ! 
 

C ty of Me ton Counc  Meet ng  7 h March  2022 (T me stamp 1 40 54 watch here) 
 
NOT CE OF MOT ON 801- Proposed by Cr Mo ra Deem ng  seconded by   
 
That Council officers in consultation with the Victorian Government Solicitor’s Office (VGSO), prepare a report clarifying whether it is 
lawful to apply the “special measures” or “general exceptions” provisions under Victorian anti-discrimination laws to ensure biological 
females are not the subject of indirect discrimination that occurs from failure to differentiate between biological males and females 
where sex characteristics are relevant (such as in the provision of toilets, changerooms etc) and where failure to differentiate places 
biological females at a disadvantage. That this report, being urgently necessary, be provided to Councillors as soon as possible.  
 
Passed 7-2 
 
Counc ors who voted n favour of the mot on  
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Counc ors who voted aga nst the mot on 
  
 
Counc ors who absta ned 
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