
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION 

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

In opposition 

The United Nations Declaration of Human Rights defines marriage as a union 
between a man and a woman.     The Oxford English Dictionary defines it as “the 
formal union of a man and a woman, typically as recognized by law, by which they 
become husband and wife”     It would be a presumption on the part of the Scottish 
Parliament or any other body to seek to alter the realities of biology and claim to 
make such a union between two people of the same sex.    The public meaning and 
expectation of marriage could be altered from a defined and integral part of the fabric 
of society to a mere right to express subjective personal preference. 

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

In opposition 

The relationship between two people of the same sex, however loving and affirming 
this may be, cannot be equated with marriage which carries with it the concept of 
kinship and the continuance of human relationship beyond the personal arrangement 
and preference of ne generation.It is not possible to 'divorce' procreation from 
marriage and procreation is not a physiological option for same sex couples without 
going outside the relationship. Same sex couples can co-habit, just as opposite sex 
couples can (and do) but to alter the definition of marriage to accommodate even 
strongly held views is to diminish the relationship of marriage. This is not a matter of 
fairness, it is a matter of moral relativism where "what may be right for you may not 
be right for me". This leads society away from a definition of a  'one flesh' union 
between a man and a woman towards personal choice determined by preference. 

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

Neither 

The difference between religious celebrants and belief celebrants is not at all clear. 
All would define their position by their beliefs. 

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 

We do not believe that same sex marriage is a valid concept and therefore 
arrangements to solemnise same sex marriage would be, by definition, invalid. 



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

In opposition 

We do not believe that same sex marriage should be introduced for the reasons 
given above.     Civil partnerships and marriage are different in essence and the two 
concepts should remain separate.     The pressure to equate same sex relationships 
with marriage is clearly political rather than moral and the Scottish Parliament would 
be giving consent to this if they became interchangeable. We do not believe this 
would be in the best interests of our Nation 

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 

This sounds very like a 'fudge' to make Civil Partnership into a form of marriage. The 
religious and belief element is a matter of conscience and a measure of flexibility on 
the part of religious and 'belief' bodies may well be appropriate, but this should not 
be a matter of law.It is recognised that Civil Partnership confers upon the participants 
all the legal and financial provisions available to a married couple and the re-
definition of marriage would confer no substantial advantage. 

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? 

The re-definition of marriage has implications for many different areas of society, not 
least, the place of conscience and deeply held beliefs and principles. The militancy 
of the 'Gay' lobby makes it inevitable that any perceived infraction of equality 
whether by individuals or groups will be pounced upon with the result that anyone 
who disagrees is likely to be subject to attack.   Discrimination is not a one-way 
issue. The individual's position on the validity of same-sex marriage has the potential 
to become a tool of discrimination, even to the point of loss or refusal of employment.  
The most obvious instance, already apparent in relation to Civil Partnership, is the 
position of Civil Registrars. Some who may accept Civil Partnership as granting 
appropriate legal and civil rights would object strongly to same-sex 'marriage'. Would 
it not be discrimination to deny them a conscience clause?   Article 9 of the 
Declaration of Human Rights gives a right to 'freedom of thought, conscience and 
religion.and, since the Scottish Government has subscribed to that Declaration, it 



has an obligation to fulfill this provision. There has been a succession of cases 
brought before the European Court of Human Rights in which conscience and belief 
have been the issue. In some of these only lip-service has been given.   The Public 
Sector Equality Duty requires public authorities to "have due regard to the need to 
remove disadvantages suffered by persons who share a relevant protected 
characteristic (e.g. sexual orientation) that are connected to that characteristic" and 
there is considerable concern to maintain that duty, but it must be recognised that 
the needs of one group do not cancel out the needs, or indeed the rights of another. 
People who, on the basis of belief and conscience cannot accept any new definition 
of marriage must not be allowed to be treated less favourably in decisions regarding 
employment, contracts, grants or use of public facilities.  It is entirely possible that 
those holding to a traditional view of marriage might be be directly disadvantaged in 
relation to fostering, adoption, housing, employment, charitable status, use of 
premises and other areas of public responsibility.  Of particular concern is the area of 
education. Article 14 of The European Charter of Human Rights recognises "the right 
of parents to ensure the education and teaching of their children in conformity with 
their religious, philosophical,and pedogogical convictions shall be respected."  While 
open discussion of marriage, sexuality and personal orientation should not be 
discouraged in schools, where parents are concerned that a particular line of 
teaching is taking precedence over their own convictions, they should have the right 
to withdraw their children from such teaching. It is also of concern that children who 
have been withdrawn from classes might, themselves face discrimination. Parents 
and children do need reassurance and protection. The current emphasis by 
'Stonewall' and other similar organisations to promote same sex 'marriage' and 
homosexual practice in schools is a matter of deep concern. Legislation to redefine 
marriage is being blatantly used to promote this emphasis. 

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

With freedom comes responsibility; with rights come obligations.  Freedom of speech 
is crucial in this context.  In many areas at the present time the expression of well 
established and deeply held views is dismissed as bigotry, prejudice or dogma. 
Robust safeguard to ensure that no-one should be compelled to express agreement 
with same-sex marriage and that no-one should face sanctions for expressing 
disagreement with it  Bizarrely, those who stand clearly in support of a traditional 
view of marriage are now being held to be guilty of discrimination. The removal of 
Rev. Brian Ross from his post as Chaplain to Strathclyde Police because of his 
expression of disagreement with gay marriage in his internet blog, is a case in point.  
He was told that he 'could hold his beliefs in private but  to publicly express them 
was a breach of the equality and diversity policy'  What is a Chaplain for, if not to 
express the beliefs of his Faith?    Specific protection of the right to free speech and 
debate is necessary in any such legislation as this. Protection must be applicable 
across the areas of public order and equality, employment issues, and public order 
situations. Discussion or even criticism of same-sex marriage must not, on its own, 
constitute a breach of public order or equality law. Those who believe in traditional 
marriage and relationships must not be prevented, or even inhibited from discussing 
the issues with colleagues employers, employees customers or anyone else. 

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



The introduction of “Same-sex marriage” would lead to a significant blurring of the 
concept of marriage.   This can only undermine the stability of family life in a society 
in which this essential component of human life and happiness is already under 
threat.   It is no part of Government’s responsibility to interfere to this extent in the 
area of personal human relationships. It is one thing to give civil rights to a minority 
group which has perceived itself to have been marginalised but it is quite another to 
attack the concept of marriage by equating it with something to which can never be 
equivalent. The effect is likely to be a further trivialisation of marriage in our Society.   
We should recognise that same sex marriage cannot be anything but a “sham 
marriage” since it cannot fulfil the deepest elements of that relationship.   It should 
not matter what is being done elsewhere. If we perceive ourselves as being an 
autonomous people we should stand up for our rights and our traditions. 

Are you responding as... 

a faith/belief local group or congregation 
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