
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION  

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

In opposition 

We are making a fundamental change to the fabric of our society to accommodate a 
tiny group of people who will gain no further legal or other rights no enhanced status, 
in short no material benefit. The bill is not only unwelcome but unnecessary. 

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

In opposition 

See my answer to Question 4. 

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)? 

Great care needs to be taken to safeguard people from possible prosecution arising 
from some feeling free to marry same-sex couples whereas others do not. The case 
of registrars or ministers of religion spring to mind. 

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

In opposition 

See my answer to Question 4. The change is unwelcome and unnecessary. 

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? 

 



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? 

This whole area is a minefield. It is not clear that the Scottish Parliament can provide 
any adequate protection given that the European Court of Human Rights can always 
trump our legislation (it would seem). Many are going to be vulnerable. Are we really 
comfortable with the prospect of teachers, ministers, social workers and others being 
taken to court for alleged discrimination, arising from the simple fact that they cannot 
in good conscience accept or promote same-sex marriage? Or are we prepared to 
countenance good, hard-working capable employees losing their job or be denied 
promotion over this issue? Once this legislation is passed a can of worms will be 
opened and it is difficult to foresee all the consequences. 

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

This a huge area of concern for amny people as there seems to have been a marked 
erosion of freedom of speech in recent years. To say in public "The Bible clearly 
teaches that homosexual practice is wrong" invites arrest (and people have been 
arrested!) Of course that is a statement of opinion that should be challenged not by 
arrest but by a request for it to be justified. But there are many, many examples 
where a statement of opinion results in a court case when there was no intention to 
offend or discriminate. If someone were to say to me that Mathematics as taught in 
university is useless for society I could take offence or I could argue the opposite. 
The police seem to be applying the law in a thoughtless way (to put the best 
construction on things). Whatever happens in the rest of the UK, at lesast in 
Scotland let us promote free speech realising that strong opinions will cause offence. 

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

 

Are you responding as... 

an academic 
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