
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION 

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

In opposition 

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

In opposition 

I had been under the impression that Civil Partnerships gave gay couples a clear 
legal position with all the rights of marriage - or if there are minor differences these 
could easily be amended. The whole debate across the UK seems to me a major 
distraction from getting the economy right which affects the whole population. 
Marriage between a man and a woman longs predates the United Kingdom, Scots 
Law and Christianity. For thousands of years it has been the foundation of societies 
around the world providing a stable basis for children to grow up. If passed this law 
will not be the end of the process. Pressure is already growing to approve polygamy 
and polyamorous relationships in some countries. 
 
How would you characterise your views on putting belief celebrants on the 
same footing as religious celebrants? 

Neither 

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 

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 

See comments at No 14 

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

In opposition 



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 

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

In schools teachers who are atheists are not required to teach religious education. In 
similar terms Christian teachers should not be compelled to promote same sex 
marriage. Any responsible teacher would seek to treat all children equally and fairly 
regardless of their background or orientation. Parents have a right to be concerned 
about what their children are taught in RME and should have the right to withdraw 
them. Our son and daughter in law have adopted two children who are a great joy to 
the whole family. Many Christian couples wish to adopt which would be a benefit to 
society as a whole and yet may be turned down for believing that the best context for 
children is a mother and father married to each other. Even although protections for 
religious celebrants have been mentioned how effective will they be and will they 
stand up if a case is taken to the European Court of Human Rights? As a Church of 
Scotland minister who is responsible for a parish I might have some sympathy for a 
couple who were active members of the congregation but not wish to get involved 
with marrying someone who turns up on the doorstep while they are holidaying in the 
area. This is a very popular tourist area! It is hard to predict what might happen but 
potentially you could get overwhelmed with requests to get married in a very 
picturesque part of Scotland. You might well feel that you would wish to turn down 
any holiday wedding requests on the basis of the amount of time they take up.Are 
you left wide open to requests for marriage from all over the UK? 

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

The universal declaration of human rights lists freedom of speech and freedom of 
religion as fundamental rights and these appear to be under threat here. Equality 
Laws have been used to ride roughshod over these rights. Just because you 
disagree with someone does not mean that you hate them. It seems very strange to 
come to that conclusion. Surely in a civilised society people can express different 
points of view provided they are not deliberately whipping up ill feeling against a 
particular section of society. Religion or belief should be a protected characteristic 
which is defended under the equality law. In practice this is not happening. The law 
has been used to muzzle people. 
 
Would you like to comment on any other wider issues in relation to the Bill that 
are not mentioned above? 

As a Church of Scotland minister I have conducted marriages for nearly 40 years. I 
cannot help but think that there would be an argument for making all marriages civil 
which perhaps would solve a lot of problems. This has been the case in a number of 
European countries for some years - long before same sex marriage appeared. The 
registrar conducts a legal ceremony which is the actual marriage. Subsequently faith 
groups or humanist celebrants can conduct a celebration of this fact. It has no legal 
significance but it does celebrate the reality. This would be fair and equal since the 



registrar would deal with everyone. What happens afterwards would simply be a 
private celebration. Even under the 1977 Act the Registrar already does most of the 
work. Instead of the couple going in to collect the Marriage Schedule they could go in 
for a brief civil service. The Registrar could be solely based at the Registry Office 
and leave it to others to conduct celebrations the following day or even that day. The 
Crown Prince of Luxembourg was married last year. The couple had a civil service 
on the Friday which was the legal part in the registry office and a celebration service 
in the cathedral the following day. 
 
Are you responding as... 

a celebrant 
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