
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION 

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

In opposition 

While I appreciate the importance of protecting peopleâ€™s rights and upholding the 
principle of equality, it appears to me that this bill goes beyond any proper 
understanding of equality. I believe that everything that can possibly be done in this 
respect has already been achieved in Civil Partnership legislation. What is being 
sought here (in the same-sex marriage bill) is something that denies the reality of 
biological difference; it debases the complementarity of the two sexes â€“ i.e., the 
fact that we were created male and female. It is a bill that most certainly impinges on 
the rights of those whose consciences direct them to maintain that same-sex 
marriage (not homosexuality per se) is wrong. It is important to be clear about this 
latter distinction, because a true understanding of equality hinges upon it â€“ e.g., 
there are many areas of conduct in heterosexual relations that, equally, are morally 
wrong. 

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

In opposition 

I cannot see what purpose is served by expending so much time, energy and other 
resources in promoting something that is unnecessary. I say unnecessary, because I 
simply cannot see what vitally important new legal rights are being obtained for 
same-sex co 

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

In opposition 

I imagine that there are many grey areas when it comes to distinguishing belief 
celebrants from religious celebrants, but on my own understanding I would say that a 
key difference is that all religious celebrants look to God, the Supreme Being, as the 
pro 

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 

Iâ€™m not sure that itâ€™s clear â€“ either from the Bill or from the explanatory 
notes â€“ what the position is with regard to the opt-in procedures, but if the Bill sets 
the default position to be that religious or belief bodies have to opt in to be abl 



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

In opposition 

As I hope Iâ€™ve made clear in my response to questions 4 and 5, I see no grounds 
for civil partnerships changing to marriage. 

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 

I have no objection to allowing civil marriage ceremonies to take place anywhere, 
other than religious premises, agreed between the couple and the registrar. 

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

In opposition 

I do not believe that religious registration of civil partnerships should be allowed (for 
reasons given in my answer to Question 6). With regard to belief registration, I feel 
that the decision on whether or not to register civil partnerships should refle 

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 

Transgender issues are, for me at least, too complex to be treated in a clear, 
straightforward manner that would be required for this Call for Evidence. I do not feel 
competent, therefore, to answer this particular question. 

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

The matter of protections for those who have serious concerns about same-sex 
marriage is probably where my greatest anxiety lies, for I have not been persuaded 
that any â€˜right to freedom of thought, conscience and religionâ€™ will stand up 
when brought into conflict with other rights. All too often, I feel, conscience and 
religion are viewed as nebulous, easily dispensable aspects of human rights, and are 
all-too-readily overridden by the more immediately practicable/definable areas of 
human rights. For those who exercise a living religious faith, conscience is a matter 
of the first importance. The reason this is so, is that, central to the beliefs of many 
religions, is the sense of accountability before God for our conduct while here on 
earth; the way we act on earth â€“ our motives, our thoughts, words and deeds â€“ 
affects our destiny in eternity. For those who have a clear grasp of this perspective, it 
governs our whole way of life in the present world. 



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

 

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 licensed for lay ministry in the Church, i.e. not ordained. 
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