
 
Constituency Referendum #11 

Bill C-6 : An Act to Amend the Criminal Code (conversion therapy) 

 

CONSTITUENCY REFERENDUM # 11: Cast your vote on Bill C-6 

 
 

AN ACT TO AMEND THE CRIMINAL CODE 

(CONVERSION THERAPY) 

Scott Reid, MP — Lanark—Frontenac—Kingston 

Dear Constituent, 

I am writing to ask the voters of Lanark-Frontenac-Kingston to instruct me how to vote on 
Bill  C-6 when the bill is placed before the House of Commons for final approval. This vote, 
known as “Third Reading,” may take place as early as February.  
 
This bill seeks to criminalize five acts:  

•  causing a person to undergo conversion therapy without the person’s consent;  

•  causing a child to undergo conversion therapy;  

•  removing a child from Canada with the intention that the child undergo it outside Canada;  

•  promoting or advertising an offer to provide it; and  

•  receiving a financial or other material benefit from the provision of it. 

Debate surrounding this bill has not been about the underlying goal of preventing the use of 
force in the manner described above. Rather, concern has been expressed that, in its effort to 
place restrictions on an undesirable practice, Bill C-6 goes too far, placing unreasonable re-
strictions on the ability to engage in open conversation. Some opponents fear that therapists 
and some religious practitioners could find themselves facing criminal prosecution, unless 
they engage in aggressive self-censorship on occasions when their advice is sought by persons 
(particularly young persons) questioning their own gender identity or sexual orientation.  

Much discussion, for example, has revolved around the legal definition of “conversion thera-
py.” (In December, when Bill C-6 was being debated in committee, the definition was expand-
ed.) Supporters of Bill C-6 maintain that such concerns have been adequately addressed in the 
text of Bill C-6. The most prominent supporter is Justice Minister David Lametti, who spon-
sored the bill. A selection of Minister Lametti’s comments, as well as supporting arguments 
from supporters, is printed inside of flyer. 

Some, however, are concerned that the Minister’s reassurances are not reflected in the actual 
text of the bill. Arguments from opponents of the bill appear on the page opposite. 

Additionally, I have created a page on my website with links and additional information, in-
cluding the original and the new definitions of “conversion therapy,” side by side, at:  
www.scottreid.ca/BillC-6.  

This is your choice to make---please follow your own conscience. I will vote on Bill C-6 as 
instructed by the majority, when the matter comes before the House of Commons later this 
winter. 
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
 
Scott Reid, MP 
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Results from Scott Reid’s 

previous constituency referenda 
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YOU CAN RETURN YOUR BALLOT ELECTRONICALLY 
 

1.   SCAN IT, OR TAKE A PHOTO 

2.   RETURN IT BY EMAIL TO:  scott.reid@parl.gc.ca

What is a Constituency 

Referendum? Why hold one? 

This is the eleventh Constituency 
Referendum that I have held, since I was 
first elected twenty years ago. When the 
Third Reading vote takes place, I will 
abide by the majority decision taken by 
the voters of Lanark-Frontenac-Kingston 
who respond to this flyer. I conducted my 
tenth referendum late last year, on Bill    
C-7 (an update to the Medical Assistance 
in Dying rules). This resulted in a 
majority of responding constituents 
instructing me to vote in favour of the bill 
at Third Reading, which I did. 

 

I hold Constituency Referenda because 
the people of this riding—and by 
extension, the people of Canada as a 
whole—are no less thoughtful and 

reasonable than their elected officials. 
There are occasions when an issue of 
profoundly and personally moral nature 
comes before the House of Commons. 
Your conscience is no less worthy than 
mine, and I have promised throughout my 
career to give my constituents the power 
to determine my vote on moral matters 
like this one, whenever circumstances 
allow.   

 

What Happens Next? 

When the Third Reading vote takes place, 
I will abide by the decision of the voters 
of Lanark—Frontenac—Kingston. I will 
announce the results of the vote, prior to 
voting. Only ballots received at my office 
prior to Third Reading can be taken into 
account, so please return yours as soon as 
possible. 

For more information on Bill C-6, visit: www.scottreid.ca/BillC-6 

PLEASE RETURN YOUR BALLOT AS SOON AS POSSIBLE 

Do you have Questions?  Please Call my office: 

613-257-8130   OR   1-866-277-1577 

 

http://www.scottreid.ca/BillC-6
http://www.scottreid.ca/BillC-6


ADDRESS  (Please include your Postal Code):  
 

___________________________________________________________________ 

 

___________________________________________________________________ 
 

NAMES OF VOTERS:                  EMAIL: 
 

1.  ____________________________    _________________________________ 

 

2.  ____________________________    _________________________________ 

 

3.  ____________________________    _________________________________ 

 

4.  ____________________________    _________________________________ 

COMMENTS: 

_______________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________ 
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No 

Voting rules 

www.scottreid.ca/BillC-6 
For links to Parliamentary, Government, and advocacy group information, please visit: 

 

Ballot:  Should Scott Reid, MP, Vote for Bill C-6 

An Act to amend the Criminal Code (conversion therapy)? 

 

On that webpage, you will find links and additional information, including: 

• An electronic, PDF version of this flyer; 

• The original, “First Reading” version of the bill, and the current, committee-amended version, along 

with the original and current, amended definition of conversion therapy, side by side; 

• The most notable amendments considered during “committee stage”; 

• Debate in the House of Commons, and at the Standing Committee on Justice; 

• Briefs submitted by Canadians to the Justice Committee; 

• The government’s public case for the bill, and links to advocacy groups on both sides of the bill. 

Up to four registered voters in your home may vote.  Only Canadian citizens over age 18, please! 

1) Each REGISTERED VOTER in the household may vote once. 

2) Ballots will be reviewed against the current Elections Canada voter’s list. If more votes per ballot are cast than the 

number of voters residing at that address, all of the votes will be disregarded. (All voters residing at an address do not 

need to participate). 

3) To prevent multiple voting, please give your name(s) & address below. By law, your data cannot be divulged. 

4) For security, ballots will be destroyed following the vote in the House of Commons. 

Further information on Bill C-6 
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Arguments against Bill C-6 

 
Arguments for Bill C-6 

“Bill C-6 and the five new criminal offences it is proposing target a practice that is discriminatory against LGBTQ2 people 

because this practice claims that LGBTQ2 individuals can and must change a fundamental part of their identity, namely 

their sexual orientation or gender identity. This practice has its roots in the erroneous and discriminatory idea that non-

heterosexual orientations and non-cisgender identities are illnesses that can be "corrected". In short, it's origins betray 

the discriminatory points of view on which the practice is based. These points of view are completely out of sync with 

modern science. It's not surprising to find that conversion therapy is seen as ineffective, and harmful to those subjected 

to it. 

… We're focusing on illegitimate practices, treatments or services designed for prohibited objectives, without going 

further than that…  In order to capture the kind of activity that we want to capture, we focused on known legal 

concepts—practice, treatment or service—and we have specified the prohibited objectives.” 

—Hon. David Lametti, Minister of Justice & Attorney General of Canada 

Testimony to Justice Committee, Dec. 1, 2020 

“This bill does not criminalize a person's faith or individual values. This bill does not criminalize exploratory 

conversations with your kids, students or mentees. This bill targets forced and coordinated efforts to change someone 

into something or someone they are not.”  

—Hon. Bardish Chagger, Minister of Diversity and Inclusion and Youth  

Testimony to Justice Committee, Dec. 1, 2020 

[Testimony] “Almost all leading health, medical and professional associations have denounced conversion therapy and 

its associated practices. I don't think the issue is around forced conversion therapy or associated practices, but this 

notion of whether someone can consent to what is inherently a fraudulent practice, such as conversion therapy. There 

isn't scientific evidence that supports its efficacy to change someone's sexual orientation or gender identity. How do you 

consent to something that is unscientific and that is based in an anti-LGBTQ ideology? That's why many people want the 

inclusion of adults. The notion of “consenting adults” is just a complete misnomer. 

[Brief] “Bill C-6 should apply to all individuals, not only minors and adults who are subjected to forced conversion 

therapy. Conversion therapy is a dangerous, unscientific, and inherently coercive practice. Because of clear evidence of 

harm, and a clear lack of research evidence of efficacy, informed consent is not a possible justification for conversion 

therapy and its associated practices... Additionally, delineating by age is problematic, since it implies that conversion 

therapy may be dangerous/harmful to some (minors), but not necessarily to others (adults). This dichotomy creates the 

false perception that in some cases conversion therapy might be a permissible or legitimate practice, which it is not… 

The notion that only “forced conversion therapy” is prohibited and, by contrast, there can be such a thing as “consenting 

adults” is misguided. 

—Dr. Kristopher Wells, Canada Research Chair, MacEwan University 

Testimony and Brief submitted to Justice Committee, Dec. 1 & 9, 2020 

Especially in children, conversion therapy will often not take the form of direct attacks on the victim’s sexual orientation 

or gender identity. Instead, it will consist in attempts to make the victim conform to a masculine or feminine norm, tarring 

their more intuitive and authentic ways of behaving as undesirable, ridiculous, or pathological (Ashley, 2019; Muse, 

2020). Indeed, an unfortunate number of psychological professionals continue to believe that deviation from gender 

norms is pathological and that moving to a stereotypical gender presentation is an important therapeutic goal (Pyne, 

2014). We believe these types of conversion therapy cause grave harm (Ashley, 2019) and are very important to 

prevent, just as conversion therapy targeting sexual orientation or gender identity must be prevented.  

… At this stage, a very large proportion of conversion therapy being practiced—including treatments that have the 

appearance of psychotherapy, medicine, counselling, or other scientific techniques—is being carried out in religious 

contexts (Madrigal-Borloz, 2020; Noël and Joycey, 2018; Romero, 2019). If there is, or is perceived to be, an exemption 

for religious-based practices, all that will happen is that conversion therapy practices that would violate this law will be 

moved into religious environments or otherwise given a religious fig-leaf. This cannot be allowed. Other serious criminal 

offences do not become lawful merely because they are performed in a religious context, a fact that we believe would 

survive Charter scrutiny (Madrigal-Borloz, 2020; Romero, 2019). 

—Pride Therapy Network of Montreal 

Brief submitted to Justice Committee, published Dec. 14, 2020 

"Our concern is that some of the provisions in Bill C-6 would deter medical professionals from practising exploratory 

psychotherapy, that is, any therapeutic practice that falls outside the “affirmative” and “conversion” therapy binary. As a 

result, parents of children and adolescents with [Gender Dysphoria] would have fewer available therapy options. In its 

current wording, Bill C-6 could be viewed as the government intervening in a medical debate by discouraging therapists 

from choosing less invasive practices than affirmative therapy for fear of criminal prosecution for conversion therapy. 

This appears to be unprecedented interference by lawmakers in medicine that would circumvent the role of Health 

Canada and its medical experts to independently review and evaluate therapy involving medication for children.” 

 

—Pour les droits des femmes du Québec (PDF Québec)  

Brief submitted to Justice Committee, published Dec. 9, 2020 

"Including sexual behaviour in the definition of conversion therapy could have unintended consequences, violating 

freedom of religion and freedom of expression. For example, Christianity teaches that the biblical norm is abstinence 

until the marriage of one man and one woman. Abstinence is a behaviour, and there is legitimate concern that teaching 

abstinence could be captured by this legislation as it seeks to reduce sexual behaviour... The ambiguity of the proposed 

definition raises concerns that sharing biblical teaching on heterosexual marriage or abstinence in a conversation, in a 

Bible study setting, or through a sermon could be considered “a practice … designed to … reduce non-heterosexual 

attraction or sexual behaviour.” The Minister of Justice has given assurances that the legislation is not intended to 

capture such conversations, but that clarity is not present in the legislation itself.  

… The language of practice or service is used commonly in religious communities. Many of our religious disciplines and 

observances could be considered practices. As such, the inclusion of these words in the definition of conversion therapy 

creates ambiguity and raises concern. We recommend qualifying the definition to specify that the intended context is any 

formal therapeutic effort to change a person’s sexual orientation or gender identity.” 

—Evangelical Fellowship of Canada 

Brief submitted to Justice Committee, published Dec. 14, 2020 

"Bill C-6, in its current form, is inconsistent with Canada’s constitutional commitments to freedom, equality, and 

pluralism. Without textual clarification, this Bill is not limited to banning harmful, coercive and/or involuntary practices, 

but instead risks penalizing a broader scope of activities, such as voluntary counselling, spiritual/theological expression, 

pastoral care, and even familial conversations. Prohibiting discredited and harmful practices is a valid and laudable 

legislative objective; forcing medical professionals, parents, and other individuals to conform to certain (disputed) 

positions regarding human identity is not... These amendments are necessary to ensure the full inclusion of all 

Canadians and to respect their freedom of thought, belief, and opinion, and personal autonomy, without in any way 

reducing the Bill’s effectiveness in advancing its laudable goal of preventing and discouraging coercive, abusive 

conversion therapies.“ 

—Christian Legal Fellowship  

Brief submitted to Justice Committee, published Dec. 9, 2020 

… Bill C-6 interferes severely with the teaching and practice of religious beliefs regarding sexuality and gender identity, 

and prevents religious LGBTQ persons from receiving support in accordance with their own religious faith. This violates 

Canadians’ right to freedom of religion and conscience. 

...Bill C-6 is an overbroad infringement of Canadians’ liberty. It goes much farther than banning coercive and harmful 

practices that are justly condemned. Rather, under its expansive definition of “conversion therapy,” Bill C-6 prohibits 

advertising, or receiving material benefit from, a broad range of medical, psychological and spiritual supports that 

individuals may choose to receive in relation to their sexuality and gender. In so doing, many Canadians will lose the 

freedom to be able to access the services of their choice. 

—Justice Centre for Constitutional Freedoms 

Brief submitted to Justice Committee, published Dec. 9, 2020 
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