Labour's Draft Conversion Practices Bill Faces Parental Rights Row
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A row over Labour's draft Conversion Practices Bill has intensified after J.K. Rowling backed a warning that it could affect parents' role in England and Wales. The proposal is intended to address coercive practices aimed at changing someone's sexual orientation or transgender identity, but critics say its wording could reach further. The distinction matters: this is a draft under scrutiny, not an enacted law.
Rowling backs a warning about parents and gay rights
J.K. Rowling has endorsed a social-media post arguing that the draft Conversion Practices Bill risks taking decisions away from parents and could threaten gay rights. The post, by journalist Kevin McKenna, compared the possible effect with Section 28; Rowling shared it with the word "THIS". The comparison is a political warning, not a finding about what the bill would do. The Daily Mail reported the intervention, and a reproduced feed of Rowling's posts shows the message. [2] [5]
The row lands on a sensitive question: how to protect people from coercion without making ordinary family conversations feel legally risky. But the claims about what parents, teachers or children could face are disputed interpretations of a proposal, not settled legal outcomes. [2] [4] [7]
What the draft bill proposes
The Government's draft applies to England and Wales and defines a conversion practice as conduct intended to change a person's sexual orientation or transgender identity. Its proposed measures include criminal offences connected with carrying out, encouraging or assisting such practices, as well as civil protection orders. [4]
The Government says the aim is to address coercion and abuse while avoiding negative effects on parents, teachers, religious leaders and others who support people exploring their identity. Its impact assessment also notes that the proposal remains subject to pre-legislative scrutiny, so its details and assessment may change. [7]
Why the Policy Exchange report has fuelled concern
A report from Policy Exchange, written by former Equality and Human Rights Commission chair Baroness Kishwer Falkner and barrister Akua Reindorf KC, argues that the draft could criminalise parents who try to dissuade a child from transitioning, even with good intentions. Its authors also warn that the wording could give an affirmative approach to gender-questioning children greater weight in law. These are the report's conclusions, not an independent legal ruling. [3]
The Daily Mail's account highlights the report's concerns about family life, free expression, religious belief and fair-trial rights. The Government, by contrast, rejects the report's interpretation and says the bill targets coercion and abuse rather than regular parenting. Readers are therefore hearing competing arguments, not a settled verdict on the draft's effects. [2]
Parliament's scrutiny is the next important context
The bill has been shared with Parliament for pre-legislative scrutiny. A joint committee of MPs and peers was appointed to examine it, giving the proposal a formal route for detailed review before any final decision on its legislative future. [4] [6]
That process matters because strong predictions about school speech, parental liability or human-rights impacts should be tested against the bill's wording and the scrutiny findings. The draft's stated purpose and its critics' fears are both part of the debate, but neither should be mistaken for a final legal outcome. [4] [6] [7]
How to read claims about the proposed law
When comparing coverage, check whether a statement describes the Government's stated aim, a critic's reading of the draft, or a confirmed legal position. The Government's published material explains the proposal and its intended safeguards; Policy Exchange's report sets out a sharply different legal analysis. [3] [4] [7]
And keep the status in view: the bill is a draft, and Parliament's committee is there to scrutinise it. For now, the most useful question is not simply whether the proposal sounds reassuring or alarming, but how its wording may change as scrutiny proceeds. [4] [6]
The debate is worth following, but the draft's final shape matters more than the loudest prediction.
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