
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 

All the legal rights and privileges of marriage are already available to same-sex 
couples through civil partnerships.  Therefore, it is unclear how the introduction of 
same-sex marriage will provide any real benefit to anyone.  I question whether the 
redefinition of marriage is necessary, especially at a time when there are very real 
problems facing the people of Scotland.  The Scottish Government should be 
focused on issues such as the economy, health and education, which, depending on 
whether they are handled well or badly, will have a real and tangible impact on the 
people of Scotland.  I would rather the Government spent their time on these issues 
than on an issue that is both controversial and will not improve anyone's quality of 
life or civil rights.    I would also like to raise concerns about potential future changes 
to marriage law.  If the definition of marriage can be changed in one way, it can 
potentially be changed in other aspects.  In Canada and some US states, attempts 
have been made to legalise polygamy using the same arguments that are being 
used to support the same-sex marriage.  In both Brazil and the Netherlands, three-
way relationships have been given marriage-like recognition.  This is deeply 
troubling, and raises the question of where we draw the line on what marriage is.  
Marriage has remained (more or less) constant throughout history as the lifelong 
commitment between one man and one woman to the exclusion of all others.  To 
fundamentally shift on one aspect of this definition paves the way for other 
fundamental shifts, and the Government should be wary of setting an undesired 
precedent. 

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? 

Neither 

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? 

In opposition 

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

Ultimately, introducing same-sex marriage will put the civil rights of couples to marry 
against the right of others (especially religion and belief celebrants) to freedom of 
though, conscience and religion.  No matter what protections are introduced, there is 
the possibility that the matter may be decided in the European Court of Human 
Rights, who have the authority to overrule the protections of Scottish law.  There is a 
precedent in that court that the Article 9 right to freedom of thought, conscience and 
religion does not provide protection when there is conflict with other rights.  This 
raises troubling questions of the ability of Scottish law to provide sufficient 
protections.  The Government should be very aware of this in their decision making 
process – the redefinition of marriage may well have far-reaching and unintended 
consequences.    Having said that, the law currently makes space for doctors to opt-
out of abortions on grounds of conscience.  Similar protections should be introduced 
for registrars to opt-out of solemnising same-sex marriages.  Charities should not be 
stripped of their charitable status for disagreeing with same-sex marriage – this is 
particularly a concern for religious groups, who may well be put under pressure to 
'marry' same-sex couples.  Atheist teachers are permitted to opt-out of religious 
education, so similarly, teachers who hold a traditional view of marriage should be 
permitted to opt-out of teaching about same-sex marriage. 

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

This is a crucial issue, because the expression of beliefs about marriage has already 
got people into trouble.  For example, Adrian Smith was demoted for "gross 
misconduct" after a colleague complained when he described same-sex marriage in 
church as "an equality too far".  There needs to be specific and robust protections of 
freedom of speech in this issue.  There is currently no restriction on speaking in 
favour of same-sex marriage, so opponents, who are already often vilified, must be 
free to speak in opposition to it. 

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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