
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION 

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

 

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 plan to redefine marriage is 'radical' and 'unprecedented'. Marriage as we know 
it, between one man and one woman, predates law, nation and church. Therefore, to 
change, radically, the meaning of marriage (by redefining it in law) leaves the church, 
and especially Christians who believe the Bible, open to various forms of 
prosecution.        You need to make allowance in legislation for the difference 
between the proposed new dictionary definition of marriage and the Biblical 
definition. This seems only fair and just. (There are at least 12 cases to date where 
Christians were censured, demoted or forced to resign because of their beliefs). This 
is unbelievable in a democratic country!        Once you start redefining marriage it 
can open a can of worms. In Canada and some US states, where marriage has been 
redefined, attempts have been made to legalise polygamy. In Brazil, a three-way 
relationship was given marriage-like recognition. Similarly, the same is true of the 
Netherlands. 

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)? 

 

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? 

Although certain protections may be put in place for churches and celebrants who 
refuse to 'marry' same-sex couples, they will still be susceptible to litigation.        In 
England, a homosexual couple are already planning to go to court to force the 
Church of England to host gay weddings. (Christian Post, August 2nd 2013). 
Ultimately, this matter may be decided by the European Court of Human Rights. 
Therefore, any protections in Scottish law could be overturned, which is totally 
unsatisfactory.        You are willing to make radical changes to the state of marriage, 
yet few positive laws to protect a sizeable number of Christians and those of other 
faiths in this country, who still believe in traditional marriage.        Article 9 which 
details the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion, 'has not' been upheld 
in the European Court of Human Rights, where there is conflict between Article 9 
and other rights. There needs to be a 'conscience objection clause' for people who 
work in the public and private sector. Already employees have been penalised for 
having a traditional view of marriage.        The law allows for doctors and nurses to 
opt-out of abortions if they conscientiously object to it. Similarly, registrars should be 
exempt from solemnising same-sex marriage if it goes against their conscience.        
While the law requires schools to provide religious education, it also protects atheist 
teachers from being compelled to teach it. Similar protection should be given to 
teachers who, for religious convictions or otherwise, do not wish to teach  about 
same-sex marriage.        Also, the law should protect parents' rights to withdraw their 
children from classes when same-sex marriage lessons are taught. 

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

The Government's Bill does not address free speech. 'Clause 14' has not prevented 
workers in the public sector from being censured and penalised. More defined 
safeguards in law are needed to ensure that no person will be compelled to express 
agreement with same-sex marriage or be punished for expressing their 
disagreement with it.        People who support the long-standing law of marriage are 
now being accused of discrimination. Adrian Smith, a housing manager in Trafford, 
was demoted for 'gross misconduct' after a colleague complained when he described 
same-sex marriage in church as 'an equality too far'. (The Daily Mail, 24th October 
2011). The Rev Brian Ross was removed from his post as a Police Chaplain 
because he disagreed with gay marriage on his personal internet blog. Strathclyde 
Police said that the Rev Brian Ross could hold his beliefs in private, but publically 
expressing them was a breach of their equality and diversity policy. (The Daily 
Telegraph, 1st March 2013).        There are obviously different views on the issue of 
what marriage constitutes. For thousands of years it has clearly been between one 
man and one woman. Hundreds of thousands of people hold to the historic and long-
standing definition of marriage in this country, which is a belief worthy of respect in a 
democratic society.        In theory, religion or belief is a protected characteristic that 
should be defended under the equality law. But, it practice, the equality law has been 



used to create a culture in which people feel that perfectly legitimate views can no 
longer be aired because of threats to their jobs and safety. (Elaine Smith MSP, who 
voted against same-sex marriage to represent the view of her constitutents, was 
villified and subjected to personal attacks). She said, "Speaking against the 
redefinition of marriage in modern Scotland, sadly, leads to verbal attacks which 
seems to be an attempt to shut down debate and intimidate opponents". (The 
Herald, Tuesday, 18th June 2013). This is indeed, shocking! She is one of the few 
brave MSPs who belives in being truthful, and appropriately representing her 
constitutents.        I cannot help but feel that this blatant disregard for the voting 
public which is overwhelmingly in favour of traditional marriage, will have a great 
impact on the results in the coming SNP election for independence. Because the 
SNP government refused an electoral vote on same-sex marriage, bandying 
numbers about those in favour of this by The Equality Network's director, Tim 
Hopkins, is totally unproductive. (The Herald, 18 June 2013). The Independence 
Vote in September 2014 will speak for itself!        To protect the right to free speech 
and debate, 'specific amendments' are necessary. They need to cover public order 
and equality laws, including employment, goods and services. Both public and 
private employees need to feel free to voice their opinions when discussing 'same-
sex' marriage without the underlying threat of being penalised. 

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

 

Are you responding as... 

a private individual 
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