Wellington Rally Calls on MPs to Leave Gender Definitions Bill Lapsed
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Campaigners in Wellington are urging incoming MPs not to revive NZ First’s gender definitions bill, which has lapsed since Parliament dissolved. A rally on Cuba Street is also set to mark a High Court decision overturning restrictions on new puberty blocker prescriptions. The twin focus brings legislative debate and trans healthcare into one public gathering.
Essential Takeaways
The bill has lapsed: Parliament’s dissolution ended its progress, but the next House can vote to reinstate it at the select committee stage.
A rally is planned: Queer Endurance in Defiance advertised a gathering at noon on Sunday 15 November at the Bucket Fountain on Cuba Street.
The proposal’s wording is explicit: It would define “woman” and “man” in the Legislation Act 2019, with the definitions generally applying across legislation unless a specific law provided otherwise.
The court ruling changed the prescribing position: The Ministry of Health says clinicians can prescribe puberty blockers for young people with gender dysphoria or gender incongruence following a comprehensive assessment.
One rally, two connected causes
The rally is set to bring speeches, chants and a performance to the Bucket Fountain on Cuba Street. Queer Endurance in Defiance is asking MPs from across the House to leave the bill lapsed, arguing that reviving it could harm trans and intersex people.
The gathering also has a celebratory purpose: organisers are marking the Professional Association for Transgender Health Aotearoa’s successful High Court challenge to restrictions on new puberty blocker prescriptions. The event listing describes the rally as both a protest against the bill and a show of support for trans rights. [2], [7]
What the gender definitions bill proposes
NZ First MP Jenny Marcroft’s member’s bill passed its first reading on 20 May. It would amend the Legislation Act 2019 to define “woman” as an adult human biological female and “man” as an adult human biological male. [2], [4]
The proposal says those definitions would generally apply wherever the terms appear in New Zealand legislation, unless a specific law provided otherwise. Parliament’s bill page outlines the measure’s stated aims of legal certainty and protecting sex-based rights, while the Hansard record shows MPs debated both those arguments and concerns about the bill’s possible effects. [3], [4]
Lapsed, but not necessarily finished
More than 40,000 written submissions were received by the select committee, which also heard from Marcroft before Parliament dissolved on 1 October. The bill then lapsed, but the incoming House can vote to restore it at the select committee stage. [2]
That distinction matters: lapsed doesn’t mean permanently settled. For campaigners, the immediate question is whether MPs choose to bring the proposal back into the parliamentary process.
What the High Court decision means for prescriptions
In a separate case, the High Court set aside regulations restricting new puberty blocker prescriptions for young people with gender dysphoria or gender incongruence. The Ministry of Health says clinicians can prescribe the medicines following a comprehensive assessment, taking account of the young person’s needs and circumstances. [5]
The Otago Daily Times, republishing an RNZ report, described the judgment as finding the regulations unlawful and invalid. It also reported that the Court considered the restrictions disproportionate and found problems with consultation and discriminatory effects. The ruling resolves the legal status of those regulations, while questions about clinical policy and evidence remain part of the wider debate. [6]
What to know before the rally
The advertised start is noon on Sunday 15 November, at the Bucket Fountain on Cuba Street in Wellington. Organisers say the programme will include speakers, chants and a performance, with opposition to the bill alongside recognition of PATHA’s court win. [7]
For anyone following the parliamentary side, the key point is that the next House can decide whether to reinstate the bill. Meanwhile, the Ministry’s guidance makes clear that prescribing decisions should follow a comprehensive clinical assessment. [2], [5]
The rally brings two consequential issues into the same public space: what legal definitions should do, and how young people access healthcare.
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