
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION 

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

In support 

The Bill is extremely important. I am proud that Scotland was among the first 
countries to seriously consider and begin this process. I am disappointed that we are 
now falling behind.This Bill makes me proud and hopeful for Scotland's future. 

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

In support 

As a gay or queer-identifying woman, it makes me feel like I will have a home here in 
Scotland, like I am valued here. Scotland is one of the world leaders when it comes 
to the equality of lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender people - particularly when it 
came to protecting the rights of transgender individuals. I think it is vital to protect the 
rights of all people, both here in Scotland and internationally. Marriage is valued so 
highly and holds such meaning to many, there is no reason why it should not be 
introduced in Scotland. This marriage should be the SAME for all couples, 
regardless of gender. 

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

In support 

I am in support of this absolutely. 

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)? 

I am in support of this, but agree with the Equality Network's call for a small 
amendment here to section 11(2) of the bill, in order to give those religious and belief 
bodies that want to, the option of using the gender-free form of the marriage 
ceremony, in section 11(2)(g), for mixed-sex couples who would prefer that form. 
This is particularly important for mixed-sex couples where one or both is transgender 
or intersex. 

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

In support 

I agree that those who wish to change their civil partnership to a marriage should 
indeed be able to do so, and that those who wish to remain in a civil partnership 



should not be forced to change to a marriage. However, I don't understand or agree 
why this option will not be available to couples outwith Scotland, given the huge 
negative ramifications of this for those couples - it is not their fault that they didn't 
have the option to marry, and I don't think they should be penalised for this. 

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 

I think this flexibility is important to enable all people who wish to be married to do so 
in a way that is meaningful and significant for them. 

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

In support 

I believe that it is worth providing this as an option, yes. 

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 support 

I support the proposition to allow transgender people to stay married when obtaining 
a full gender recognition certificate and believe this will benefit many many couples - 
forcing them to dissolve their marriage is needlessly cruel and can provide further 
distress at what may well be a stressful time already.     I disagree that an individual 
will need their spouse's permission to transition. This seems completely unecessary 
and opens up the possibility for abusive spouses to refuse consent and then 
potentially delay any divorce procedures. I don't see how this can be in line with an 
individual's human rights.  There is no way that an individual's application for a GR 
Certificate will suddenly impact on a marriage, as part of the requirement is that this 
individual has lived in their gender for at least two years. It is the re-registration of the 
marriage after gender recognition where both spouses have a direct interest, and 
where a requirement for the consent of the trans personâ€™s spouse would be 
appropriate.     The English legislation contains different requirements for those who 
have been transitioned for over 6 years which ought to be introduced here. It is 
practically extremely difficult for such individuals to obtain all of the required 
evidence and so this should be simplified in line with English legislation.    The 
minimum age for requesting a GRC should be in line with Scotland's minimum age 
for marrying, 16. 

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

This bill provides protection for those who disagree. It has been proposed by some 
people that the bill should give civil registrars a statutory right to opt out of 
conducting same-sex marriages. We would strongly oppose that. Unlike religious 



celebrants, civil registrars are carrying out a civil function on behalf of the state, and 
therefore an opt-out on grounds of their personal religious belief is not appropriate. It 
is extremely important that teachers should not be allowed to opt out of discussing 
same-sex marriage. This then becomes an issue of the pupil experiencing 
discrimination under the equality act - refusing to inform students of LGBT issues 
serves to further marginalise LGBT young people. 

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

This bill will protect the rights of same sex couples and LGBT people more widely. 

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

I wish to echo the Equality Network's sentiments on the issue of private pensions, 
detailed here: Finally, we note that the regulation of private sector pension schemes 
is reserved to Westminster, and that under the current rules, private sector pension 
schemes will be allowed to pay much smaller survivorâ€™s pensions to people in 
same-sex marriages than to those in mixed-sex marriages. This is clear 
discrimination, and the UK Government has agreed to set up a review of the 
situation, to report by July 2014. The UK Government have the power to change the 
rules on this by statutory instrument, and we strongly believe that they should do that 
once the review is complete. 

Are you responding as... 

a private individual 

23 August 2013 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  


