
A COMPARISON OF CHANGES TO THE HOUSE OF COMMONS BRIEFING PAPER ON “GENDER RECOGNITION AND THE 

RIGHTS OF TRANSGENDER PEOPLE” MADE ON THE 16th JULY 2020 

 

Pleas note that these are my own comments on an original post by: https://www.transiness.com/post/uk-government-documents-

and-nhs-advice-changed-and-it-s-not-good-for-safeguarding-trans-children 

 

Gilchrist, S. (2020): “A Comparison Of Changes To The House Of Commons Briefing Paper On “Gender Recognition And The 

Rights Of Transgender People” Made On The 16th July 2020”: http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/SuM0720a-

BriefingComparisonDocument.pdf   

 

I would like to bring to your attention changes to the House of Commons briefing paper: Number 08969, 16 July 2020 "Gender 

recognition and the rights of transgender people". 

I attach a comparison document highlighting these changes. Major sections were removed relating to trans children, with no 

reference to the revisions.  

 

In this comparison documents presented by Transiness I compare key sections of the new document with that of the old.  

Reference to schools has been omitted in the summary (see old page 3) 

You will see that in the new version of the paper all references to the protection of transgender children in schools, section 5:2 has 

been left out  

On Page 4 the complete section on Protection and provisions for transgender children in schools has also been left out  

On Page 27 the section in the Equality Act in Schools 2010 (England) has also been omitted 
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In the sections below I also comment on puberty blockers, safe space provisions and the so-called “self-identification debate” 

I am also concerned about the way selected information is used in Section 7 on the “Self-Identification Debate”. It is or should be 

accepted that the origin of Transgender conditions is not agreed. For Transgender people, the major problem arises because 

groups like Woman’s Place Transgender Trend etc. try to convince their own members and enforce a diagnosis of transgender 

conditions which does not match in any way the experiences of transgender people and dismiss any other view as being the output 

of transgender activists and irresponsible research. Therefore these groups take the view that the origins relate to a disruption of 

development which may have an underlying sexual motivation.That is contradicted both by the experiences of trans people which 

indicates that identification and rejection drive these conditions instead. This position is supported by a worldwide consensus of 

medical professional institutions which regards both gender and sexually variant identities and behaviour as naturally expected 

variations of the human condition, which are intrinsic to the personality created, that arise very early in development and cannot be 

changed either by the individual concerned or by the predations of others in subsequent life. A problem with these different 

approaches is that what is regarded as compassion by one side is almost inevitably seen as oppression by the other (and vice 

versa)  

If a briefing paper is to be a true briefing paper, it should encompass all views and not be a partisan document reflecting the views 

of only one side. In this briefing paper I see no evidence of any point of view other than that put forward by Woman’s Place, 

Transgender Trend etc, both of which claim to present an objective and the only legitimate view of the science. Nor do is see any 

reference to the papers and documents which point out the inadequacies, inaccuracies and misrepresentations in the documents 

that claim to be objective in the science that they present. It is hardly surprising that transgender people are angry, but this has 

nothing to do with access or protections of women’s safe spaces. It is an attempt to force a dogma pursued by one group on 

another. These matters are so serious that surely this is an area where responsibility and objectivity must be applied to any briefing 

paper that is presented. I am happy generally happy with the briefing paper as it was in its previous revisions. On 22 April 2020, Liz 

Truss, Minister for Women and Equalities, gave evidence to the Women and Equalities Select Committee, and set out her priorities 

for the Government Equalities Office. Among other things,  she said that an aim was to make sure that transgender adults are free 

to live their lives as they wish without fear of persecution, whilst maintaining the proper checks and balances in the system .The 

revisions in the current document surely remove all the recommendations which would enable that to happen. In its present form I 

see the briefing paper as a purely partisan document instead.  

 



For my point of view, it seems to be that this creates questions that should be raised in parliament, and I would be grateful if you 

consider this as a possible approach 

You can find further information on the following documents which describe my own research: 

 

Gilchrist, S. (2020a): “Responsibility in Transgender Disputes”: http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/248P-Responsibiity.pdf This 

document will be available shortly: 

Gilchrist, S. (2019): “Divisions: Self-Declaration and Gender Variant People”: http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/243P-

DivisionsSelfDeclaration.pdf  

Gilchrist, S. (2019): “The Development of Transgender Behaviour and Identities in Early Life”: 

http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/243P-BehaviourSelfIdentity.pdf  

Gilchrist, S. (2019): “Interpreting Science and Challenges to Gender Identity Research”  http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/243P-

InterpretationsSelfDeclaration.pdf (Draft) 

Gilchrist, S. (2018): “The Safeguarding of Transgender Children":  http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/241P-

SafeguardingTransgenderChildrenDoc.pdf  

Gilchrist, S. (2018b): “Transgender People and Women’s Concerns”:  http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/243P-

TransgenderSocialIssues.pdf  

ilchrist, S. (2017j): “Religious and Secular Scapegoating of Transgender People: and its impact on the Christian Church”:  

http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/238P-SecularScapegoating.pdf  

You can find a complete list of my work at http://www.tgdr.co.uk/articles/bibliography.htm  
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A further issue is the advice concernin puberty delaying medicine 

 

The previous persion of the document said  

 

If your child has gender dysphoria and they’ve reached puberty, 

they could be treated with gonadotrophin-releasing hormone 

(GnRH) analogues. These are synthetic (man-made) hormones 

that suppress the hormones naturally produced by the body.… 

The effects of treatment with GnRH analogues are considered to 

be fully reversible, so treatment can usually be stopped at any 

time… 

The current version says 

Now there is an unevidenced citation that "little is known about the 

long term side effects of hormone or puberty blockers in children 

with gender dysphoria" as shown on the right. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Use of the Gender Recognition act and the Gender Equality Act 

 

I note that in relation to the use of protected spaces the current document now says “We want to be absolutely clear – we are not 

proposing to amend the existing equality exceptions relating to single- and separate- sex services in the Equality Act. It will still be 

possible to exclude individuals with the protected characteristic of gender reassignment from single or separate sex services where 

doing so is a proportionate means of meeting a legitimate aim. The fact a trans person has legal gender recognition will form part of 

a service provider’s decision as to whether to provide a different, or even no service to a trans person, but having a GRC is not a 

complete answer”. 


