
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION 

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

In opposition 

There's no need to redefine marriage, especially now at a time when The Scottish 
Parliament should be concentrating on far more important things like: jobs, the 
economy, roads, health and education. 

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

In opposition 

1. Nobody knows yet just what additional legal rights same-sex couples will get 
under marriages that they do not already have under civil partnerships;    2. Same 
sex marriage is too radical. For years marriage has been defined as a union between 
a man and a woman for the production of children and to provide a safe background 
for them that is both loving and secure.    3. Redifining marriage could lead to the 
legalisation of polygamy with all the emotional and economic implications this would 
have - especially for the state and for children that are part of such marriages. In 
Canada and the US this is already starting to happen, whereas in Brazil and the 
Netherlands marriage-like recognition has already been accorded to three-way 
partnerships. So the ball is gaining momentum. 

How would you characterise your views on putting belief celebrants on the 
same footing as religious celebrants? 

In opposition 

Personally I believe that only ministers of religion should conduct marriage 
ceremonies in places of religious worship and between men and women only. But 
since civil marriages between men and women only have been conducted by 
registrars in non-religious 

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 

How would you characterise your views on civil partnerships changing to 
marriages?  

In opposition 

There's no need for this. Civil partnerships already afford to same sex couples the 
rights and privileges that were hitherto absent. 



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 prefer men and women to get marrired in churches, but have come to accept civil 
marriages in non-religious premises for those men and women who are non-
believers. I could never accept a marriage between two men or two women no 
matter where that marriage took place and whomsoever conducted it. 

How would you characterise your views on allowing the religious and belief 
registration of civil partnerships? 

In opposition 

Only marriage as it stands at the moment - a union between a man and woman - 
should ever have anything to do with religion. A civil partnership must always be 
solely a matter for the state. 

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 

Because I firmly believe that marriage is a union between a man and a woman, if 
any partner to a such a union were to change their sex, in my view the requirements 
of the union would no longer be satisfied and accordingly the marriage should be 
declared null and void. 

Would you like to comment on the wider issue of protections for those in 
society who may have concerns about same sex marriage? 

People should be allowed to openly express their views on same sex marriage 
without fear of calumny and/or litigation. But even if this were enshrined in any 
Scottish legislation it would very hard to achieve given the Scottish courts' 
subservience to The European Courts. Indeed, some legal precedents have already 
been set which do not bode well in this regard.    1. In the same way as aetheist 
teachers are not obliged to teach religious education, other teachers with strong 
religious convictions should not be forced to teach about same sex marriage;  2. 
Registrars and ministers should not be forced to conduct same sex marriages and 
no same sex marriage should ever be conducted in a church or other place of 
religious worship;  3. No one should be forced to accept same sex marriages if they 
do not wish to;  4. Employees, in particular public sector employees, should not be 
discriminated against as a result of their negative views, held privately or discussed 
in public, on same sex marriage;  5. Parents should be empowered to withdraw their 
children from any lesson that teaches about and/or promotes same-sex marriage;  6. 
Charities, in particular adoption charities, should not be discriminated against 
because of their unwillingness to embrace the same sex marriage ethos.    7. 
Registrars who object to same sex marriage should be afforded the same opt-out 



facility as doctors who object to abortions.    Those are specific points I can think of 
immediately. But in general the law must ensure that same sex marriage is 
something that people can agree with or disagree with at their pleasure without fear 
of calumny and/or litigation. Otherwise we return to Nazi Germany in the 1930s and 
no right-minded person would wish to do that. 

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

Everyone in Scotland should allowed to say what he or she likes provided doing so 
does not infringe any legislation currently in place. Since I believe we already have 
quite enough of that sort of legislation, we do not need any more. On a much 
broader scale neither do we need anymore 'Cultural Marxism by Stealth', a wicked 
political ideaology brewed up in Germany in the 1920s with the express purpose of 
destroying Western Culture by steady degrees over a very long period of time. In my 
opinion same sex marriage forms an important strand of this wicked ideaology and, 
as such, should partially explain why I am vehemently opposed to it. 

Would you like to comment on any other wider issues in relation to the Bill that 
are not mentioned above? 

I think that if a same sex marriage law is passed before the Referendum on Scottish 
Independence The Scottish People will DEFINITELY punish The Scottish 
Government by saying 'No' to Scottish Independence. Whereas, right now, the very 
fact that a same sex marriage bill has been proposed and is being discussed makes 
it more, rather than less, likely that The Scottish People will punish The Scottish 
Government by saying 'No' to Scottish Independence. So, maybe that's another 
reason to drop this stupid bill as soon as possible. 

Are you responding as... 
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