
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS  

How would you characterise your views on the Bill in general? 

In opposition 

I am strongly opposed to this bill based on moral considerations as well as on an 
estimate of the destructive consequences of this bill to Scottish families and to our 
wider society.    I do not believe that the introduction of this bill represents the 
interests of the Scottish people in general, nor even of gay people in particular, since 
there were no such demands until this legislation was proposed by politicians.    
Further, the simultaneous moves towards redefining marriage across the European 
Union suggests a consensus among top-ranking politicians rather than a consensus 
among the citizens of these countries. Yet, these moves are represented to these 
citizens as being in response to a groundswell of public opinion. 

How would you characterise your views on the introduction of same sex 
marriage, so that same sex couples can marry each other? 

In opposition 

Marriage as an institution has existed since the beginning of recorded history. It has 
always consisted of the union of a man and a woman for the purposes of procreation 
and mutual support. Marriage is the basis of the family which, as Aristotle observed, 
is the foundation of society. Whenever a tyranny â€“ Communist, Fascist, or 
otherwise â€“ has sought absolute control of a society it has seen in the traditional 
family an obstacle to its exercising complete influence over the individuals in that 
society and, consequently, sought to weaken the traditional family.    To redefine 
marriage to include same-sex unions is to debase the value of marriage in the same 
way that the introduction of counterfeit coins into an economy debases the value of 
genuine coins. By extending the definition of marriage to same-sex unions the 
institution of marriage â€“ as the union of a man and a woman â€“ will be further 
weakened, thus leading to the further weakening of the traditional family in Scotland.    
The social consequences initiated by a social experiment of 'same-sex marriage' will 
be immense and probably not visible for at least a generation. Through the resulting 
weakening of marriage as an institution and the concomitant weakening of the 
traditional family, we may expect an increased level of crime and a decreased level 
of social cohesion in Scotland since children (especially boys) from non-traditional 
families exhibit a greater propensity to anti-social behaviours in comparison to 
children from traditional families[1][2]. This is not make a judgement of the culpability 
of children from such families, or in many cases the parents, but is an impartial 
statistical observation that bodes very ill for any nation that, by judicialÂ fiat, attempts 
to change the nature of marriage and the family.    [1]Â Stephen Demuth and Susan 
L. Brown, â€œFamily Structure, Family Processes, and Adolescent Delinquency: 
The Significance of Parental Absence Versus Parental Gender,â€• Journal of 
Research in Crime and Delinquency 41, No. 1 (February 2004): 58-81.  [2]Â Robert 
Apel and Catherine Kaukinen, â€œOn the Relationship between Family Structure 



and Antisocial Behavior: Parental Cohabitation and Blended Households,â€• 
Criminology 46, No. 1 (March 2008): 35-70. 
 
How would you characterise your views on putting belief celebrants on the 
same footing as religious celebrants? 

Neither 
 
I'm afraid that I do not understand this question and am unclear on the distinction 
between a â€œbelief celebrantâ€� and a â€œreligious celebrantâ€�. 
 
How would you characterise your views on the arrangements for authorising 
celebrants to solemnise opposite sex and same sex marriage (including the 
opt-in procedures)? 

In opposition 

I do not believe that same-sex unions should be solemnised by religious or state 
bodies in any way. 
 
How would you characterise your views on civil partnerships changing to 
marriages?  

In opposition 

I do not believe that civil partnerships are a good thing since their introduction in 
Scotland served only to cause confusion about the real nature of marriage. 
 
How would you characterise your views on allowing civil marriage ceremonies 
to take place anywhere, other than religious premises, agreed between the 
couple and registrar? 

In opposition 

I do not believe that same-sex unions should be solemnised by religious or state 
bodies in any way. 
 
How would you characterise your views on allowing the religious and belief 
registration of civil partnerships? 

In opposition 

I do not believe that same-sex unions should be solemnised by religious or state 
bodies in any way. 
 
How would you characterise your views on allowing transgender persons to 
stay married when obtaining a full Gender Recognition Certificate, which 
provides legal recognition in the acquired gender? 

In opposition 



I believe that confusion about one's sex is a pathology that should be treated with 
compassion for the person afflicted. I believe that it is wrong to encourage a person 
thus afflicted to mutilate his or her own body. Therefore, I will not address the 
question of the marriage of such a person. 
 
Would you like to comment on the wider issue of protections for those in 
society who may have concerns about same sex marriage? 

I believe that if this bill is carried through we shall witness a radical and detrimental 
change take place in Scottish society.    There is a very powerful and well-funded 
lobby in Scotland which is seeking to fundamentally alter the behaviour and beliefs of 
the Scottish people with respect to the gay lifestyle. Unlike other lobby groups, 
however, this lobby does not respect the right of those who disagree with it to hold 
their own opinions. In fact, the gay lobby has evinced a desire to employ the 
machinery of the state against those it sees as opposing it.    An example of this was 
seen in 2006 when the ………………………………...…………………………………… 
……………………...………………………………...………………………………...………
………………………...………………………………...………………………………...……
…………………………...………………………………... This is a matter for the 
policeâ€•Â (Sunday Herald, 15 January 2006).Â This, on the part of one of the 
politicians most visibly associated with the moves to redefine marriage, is suggestive 
of a profound intolerance towards Catholic teaching on sexual morality and a 
willingness that someone who professes such beliefs be subject to legal sanctions.    
A further example of this wasÂ in the same yearÂ whenÂ we saw nine Strathclyde 
fire-fighters disciplined after they would not take part in the annual 'Pride Scotia' 
Rally in Glasgow, a rally which frequently features public obscenity and mockery of 
Christianity. Further, since images of firemen are sexualised in the gay community 
the men may have also been concerned that they would be degraded by the 
participants. Nevertheless, the consciences of these men were disregarded and they 
were punished and sent on â€œdiversity trainingâ€•, which is reminiscent of the 
â€œre-educationâ€• of recalcitrant individuals in the Soviet Union and National 
Socialist Germany. ……………………………...……...…………………………………… 
……………………...………………………………...………………………………...………
………………………...………………………………...………………………………...……
…………………………...………………………………... It is clear that the people who 
are driving the marriage bill are not interested in protecting the civil liberties of those 
who disagree with the redefinition of marriage. Rather, they will ensure that those 
who publicly reject the idea that marriage can exist between two people of the same 
sex or who wish to protect their children from anti-traditional marriage propaganda 
will be treated as criminals and subject to the full force of the law.    If marriage is 
redefined in Scotland then we may â€“ based on past evidence â€“ expect that its 
proponents will seek to utilise the apparatus of the State to stamp out dissent. 
Without the risk of hyperbole, I believe that we shall have taken a large step towards 
aÂ modern form of despotism that enforces consent through the media, schools, and 
the law courts. 
 

Would you like to comment on the wider issue of freedom of speech? 



It is extremely concerning that …………………… [1]Â to defend the right to free 
speech for those who disapprove of the redefinition of marriage was subject to 
opprobrium by so many other MSPs and subsequently thrown out. Further, that Mr 
Mason was subject to personal attacks and calls for his deselection.    There are 
therefore no grounds to believe that the right to free speech will be respected, at 
least not for those who disagree with the redefinition of marriage. Rather, we have 
every ground to believe thatÂ those who do not believe that the State has the 
authority to redefine marriageÂ will be denied freedom of speech and that those who 
dare to speak out will suffer legal penalties.    [1]Â â€œThat the Parliament notes the 
current discussion about same-sex marriages and the Scottish Government's 
forthcoming public consultation concerning equal marriage; further notes that, while 
some in society approve of same-sex sexual relationships, others do not agree with 
them; desires that Scotland should be a pluralistic society where all minorities can 
live together in peace and mutual tolerance; believes that free speech is a 
fundamental right and that even when there is disagreement with another person's 
views, that person has the right to express these views, and considers that no 
person or organisation should be forced to be involved in or to approve of same-sex 
marriages.â€• 
 
Would you like to comment on any other wider issues in relation to the Bill that 
are not mentioned above? 

I find it worrying that this bill is being passed despite the majority of Scots expressing 
their opposition to it in the public consultation. There were a number of irregularities 
in relation to the consultation, such as the Equality Network being informed that the 
Government would accept submissions from outside Scotland while this was kept 
from groups campaigning for traditional marriage. Also, the late decision â€“ almost 
at the end of the consultation period â€“ that the Government would count postcard 
submissions as one entry, which depreciated the opinions of those many ordinary 
people who may not have had the opportunity, ability, or confidence to fill in the 
submission form which was, in many places, confusingly phrased.    This bespeaks 
an attempt to enforce 'same-sex marriage' regardless of the wishes of the Scottish 
people. We should be concerned that elements in the Government have shown such 
disregard for genuine consensus and proper democracy.     Finally, I find the 
proposed marriage bill most alarming as it will surely open the floodgates to anti-
traditional marriage propaganda dignified with the name â€œeducationâ€• in our 
schools. In each country where marriage has been redefined to include same-sex 
unions the public school system in that country has made such education mandatory 
and has even initiated criminal charges against parents seeking to protect their 
children from what amounts to little more than indoctrination. There is no reason to 
believe that the situation in Scotland will be different and the rights of parents as the 
primary educators of a child respected. 
 
Are you responding as... 

a private individual 
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