My name is John Curmi, and I live in Charnwood in the ACT.
In November 2000, my partner of 13 years, John Brimer, died suddenly of Ischaemic Heart Disease.
At the time of his death he held a life insurance policy valued at $100,000.00. In his Will, he named me as the beneficiary of this policy. 
I was also named on the policy itself as the beneficiary. Also in the Will, after several bequests to friends and family, I was named as the absolute beneficiary of the residual estate. Included in this were two investments wherein he had rolled over his superannuation entitlements on retiring. I cannot say with certainty whether I was a named beneficiary on those investments.
The relevant trust deeds meant that I had to prove financial dependency, which I could not, to have the monies paid to me rather than the estate.

All monies however were released to the Estate. None were released directly to myself.
It is my understanding that if we had been a de-facto heterosexual couple, the finance companies would most likely have released some of the monies to me, rather than to the Estate. It is my understanding that if this had occurred, the taxation on the Estate would have been significantly less.
As it was, the Estate had a tax bill of $32,000.00. I believe that if we had been a heterosexual couple, it might have been as little as $10,000.00.
In this situation, the relationship I had with Mr Brimer was not seen to be as close as a de-facto heterosexual relationship. It was treated differently.
I have little understanding of the laws governing the release of monies, and the taxation of estates, so I could well be wrong about what differences there would have been had we been a de-facto heterosexual couple. In your investigations of these and other areas of law, I hope you can seek out wherein these differences lie.
I very much look forward to the day when all committed couples are treated equally before the law.

Thank you for allowing me to address this hearing.

