
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION  

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

In opposition 

Marriage between a man and a woman is a unique relationship.   It has proved itself 
to be the backbone of our society.  It is through marriage between a man and a 
woman that children are born thus ensuring the future population of the world.    The 
affections, affinity and relationship between husband and wife are different to all 
other relationships into which people may enter.     The population of our world would 
die out after one or two generations if same-sex marriage became the norm because 
same-sex couples cannot procreate children.  That in itself shows that same-sex 
marriage is not the right way forward for our society.  I do not know, nor have I been 
informed by the proposed legislation,  as to what benefit "Same-sex Marriage" will 
bring to society. 

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

In opposition 

The law already gives legal rights of marriage to same-sex couples.   Therefore, it is 
not necessary to further change the law for them.    Same-sex marriage cannot 
procreate children.   Children need, and benefit from the influence of both a father 
and mother in their lives.     Research shows that marriage benefits children.   Same-
sex marriage and marriage between a man and a woman are two different 
relationships.  Same-sex marriage cannot provide the complementary input of a 
mother and father into the lives of their children.  The fact that same-sex couples 
want to have the same legal status as heterosexual couples indicates, indirectly, that 
they already think that heterosexual marriage is the best arrangement! 

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

In opposition 

The church is not under the jurisdiction of the state.   Therefore the Scottish 
Parliament should not interfere in the legislation of the church.   Religious celebrants 
should not be expected, or asked,  to conduct marriages of people of other beliefs if 

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 

The authorisation of celebrants to solemnise opposite sex and same sex marriage, if 
made law, will have implications on registrars.   It means, that if they refuse to do so, 



that they are in peril of losing their job.   There have already been instances of 
people losing their jobs because they have voiced the opinion that they do not 
support same-sex marriage.    We already know, from the media, that the Church of 
England is being taken to court by a same-sex couple to demand that it conducts 
same-sex marriage.   It is not unreasonable to think that the same thing will happen 
in Scotland. 

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

In opposition 

Civil partnerships are between people of the same sex.   Thus, they are not the 
same as marriage between a man and a woman.    Therefore they should remain 
separate. 

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 support 

Civil marriages are "civil" not "religious".   Therefore, in my view, they can be 
conducted anywhere, other than religious premises, agreed between the couple and 
the registrar. 

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

In opposition 

I believe, as already stated, that civil partnerships are "civil" and should have civil 
registrations only. 

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? 

Neither 

This question demonstrates the complexities of the proposed legislation.    A 
transgender person means that a person has changed their sex.   If that is followed 
through, it means that the marriage relationship with the couple has been changed 
from that of one woman and one man, to a couple of the same sex.   It is no longer a 
heterosexual marriage.   The relationship must now be different for both parties.   It 
will not be the normal relationship it was before.   Since I have no knowledge or 
experience of such relationships I am unable to support or oppose this part of the 
legislation. 

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



There should be no threat to people's jobs just because they do not believe in same 
sex marriage.  Children should not be taught about same sex marriage.    They are 
already being taught more than is good for them.         If children are to be taught 
about same sex marriage then parents should be free to withdraw their children from 
these lessons. 

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

At present people do not feel free to express their opinions about same sex marriage 
for fear of being reported and taken to court.   This is not equality and shows that we 
do not have free speech in our country. 

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

I fear that if this bill becomes law that it will be further relaxed just as happened with 
the Abortion Bill.  This bill, if passed,  will have implications for our children .  They 
already have to contend with heterosexual marriage, single parent homes, and co-
habiting couples.   Now they might have to add same sex marriage to that..   It will 
like make life more confusing for them and more complicated.     This proposed Bill 
will not benefit our country. 

Are you responding as... 

a private individual 
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