
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 

Marriage predates history, is the principal foundation & continuation of human 
society, and in its function as continuer of human society depends upon the 
reproduction, care & upbringing of children  -- ideally by both a male and a female 
partner.  Some of this is embedded in our language, since the word "matrimony" is 
derived from the Latin word for "mother".    There is no need for same-sex marriage, 
since these partnerships already have sufficient legal rights. 

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

In support 

This is because I am against any special privileges being given to the members of 
religions.  Beliefs are always personal to the believer, whether s/he is a member of a 
religion or not.  However, the fact that anyone holds a particular belief does not nec 

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)? 

Neither 

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

In opposition 

Since I am against same sex marriage, I am against 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 have no objection to this. 



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

Neither 

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 

I have not considered this question. 

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

Conscientious objections to same-sex marriage are thoroughly justified, and any 
legislation which renders it for a moment possible to haul such objectors into court 
must be seen as deplorable.  Freedom of thought and speech make it essential that 
objections to single-sex marriage remain perfectly legal, admissible, and printable.  
"Equality law" goes too far if it for a moment prevents people being able to speak 
their minds, and discuss these matters openly. 

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

See my reply to Question 12.  I understand that there is a danger that people who 
express unpopular opinions may be removed from their posts -- and that this has 
even happened on occasion.  We must resist the tyrannical view that only one 
opinion is admissible, and that nobody should ever rear his head against the 
"conventional wisdom", particularly since that shifts about all the time.  Discussing 
such matters as who should marry whom is not -- repeat, not -- an act of 
discrimination.  Nor should it become so even if the law is changed.  Free speech is 
absolutely essential to the fair and proper running of a country, and we should 
always remember that. 
 

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

I think that's enough for the moment. 

Are you responding as... 

a private individual 
I am responding as one who has always been interested in political & philosophical 
questions, and who regards this as an important one.               
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