
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION  

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

In opposition 

Is the Bill really necessary? it is not obvious what additional legal rights it adds to 
same sex couples over what is available under current legislation. In contrast it 
introduces conflict between civil law and the right to freedom of thought, conscience 
and religion â€“ this would be best avoided by providing a ceremony which is called 
something other than "marriage". 

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

In opposition 

Because the same word (marriage) is being used to describe the man/woman 
binding relationship and a same sex binding relationship it is promoting the 
understanding that these are more than just equally valid â€“ they are the same. 
However, even within the proposed legislation that is not the case.  It is also evident 
that procreation can only occur within the man/woman relationship.   There is no 
reason why a same sex couple who wish to establish a binding relationship should 
not do so within the context of a suitable ceremony - however it should not be termed 
marriage because that leads to confusion. 

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

 

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 suggested arrangements to authorise some celebrants could jeopardise the 
rights of dissenting celebrants should they be challenged in the European Courts. 

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

 

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? 



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

 

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? 

 

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

It seems that any protections within the legislation may be overridden by higher 
authority e.g. European Court of Human Rights - there seems to be a hierarchy of 
rights and someone will have to lose out. This is clearly not in the best interests of 
all.  Also clauses which protect genuine and non harmful beliefs i.e. regarding the 
current traditional view of marriage as the only valid definition of marriage, must be 
incorporated into other legislation where individuals may be impacted e.g. 
employment law, equality law, charity law and local government legislation.  Specific 
protection should be provided for faith based organisations to require as a "Genuine 
Occupational Requirement" the need to accept the current traditional view of 
marriage as between one man and one woman.  The belief that marriage should be 
between only a man and a woman should be recognised as legitimate and people 
should be free to express that view. 

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

There seems to be an increasing intolerance of the views that   * men and women 
are of equal value but are not the same  * marriage should continue to be between 
one man and one woman â€“ for life  * individuals can disgaree with the concept of 
"same sex marriage" and be allowed to say so  There seems to be a view that 
individuals may have such views but they are not permitted to voice them in any way 
â€“ these individuals are not in any way homophobic but are having their right to 
speak removed from fear of reprisals â€“ this is not a free speech democracy.  There 
is a need to make it clear when and where it will be permissible (e.g. religious 
education in schools) for an individual to state that he/she believes that marriage 
should be between a man and a woman.  Again the whole principle behind the 
proposed legislation seems to me to be misplaced and an alternative approach to 
providing a same sex ceremony should be investigated. 

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

Recent news articles regarding the potential impact of Same Sex Marriage on 
schools and education authorities are giving concern that Head Teachers will 
increasingly be reluctant to include the teaching of Christian beliefs in their 
curriculum simply because they want to avoid any controversy which they perceive 
may arise from that.   This means that the cumulative effect of the current legislation 
program on top of preceding legislation in this area will have the unintended effect of 



reducing the breadth of the religious education curriculum which itself would conflict 
with other legislation. 

Are you responding as... 

a private individual 
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