
Civil Partnership (Scotland) Bill  

Summary of engagement responses 

Introduction 

1. This document summarises the responses to the engagement carried out on the 

Civil Partnership (Scotland) Bill.  

 

2. This summary includes qualitative data about indicated support for and 

opposition to the Bill. In interpreting this data, it should be borne in mind that 

respondents are self-selecting. It should not be assumed that their views are 

representative of wider stakeholder and public opinion. The summary does 

however set out the main themes raised.  

 

Background 

3. The Civil Partnership (Scotland) Bill was introduced by the Cabinet Secretary for 
Social Security and Older People, Shirley-Anne Somerville MSP, on 30 September 
2019 and was referred to the Equalities and Human Rights Committee as lead 
Committee at Stage 1.   

 
4. The Bill was accompanied by -  

 

• a Policy Memorandum 

• Explanatory Notes 

• a Financial Memorandum 

• Statements on Legislative Competence, and  

• a Delegated Powers Memorandum. 
 

5. The purpose of the Bill is to extend Civil Partnerships to different sex couples by 

removing the same sex requirement in the Civil Partnership Act 2004. 

 

6. The Committee agreed to undertake online engagement at its meeting on 

Thursday 14 November 2019.  

 

Methodology  

7. The Bill has the potential to affect both a wide range and number of people. The 

Committee decided online engagement would be best placed to reach both 

individuals and communities.   

 

8. The Committee carried out online engagement from the 13 to 31 January using a 

platform called ‘Your Priorities’. The Platform allowed users to share their views 

on the Bill easily through text, audio and video comments. It was promoted widely 

on social media by the Committee and Scottish Parliament as well as several 

stakeholder groups including the Equality Network, Engender and Interfaith 

Scotland. The Committee also used promoted advertising on Facebook to reach 

those who would not normally engage with the Scottish Parliament.  

https://www.parliament.scot/S5_Bills/Civil%20Partnership%20Scotland%20Bill/SPBill57S052019.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/S5_Bills/Civil%20Partnership%20Scotland%20Bill/SPBill57PMS052019.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/S5_Bills/Civil%20Partnership%20Scotland%20Bill/SPBill57ENS052019.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/S5_Bills/Civil%20Partnership%20Scotland%20Bill/SPBill57FMS052019.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/S5_Bills/Civil%20Partnership%20Scotland%20Bill/SPBill57LCS052019.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/S5_Bills/Animals%20and%20Wildlife%20Bill/SPBill57DPMS052019.pdf


Overview of responses  

1. A total of 45 responses were received, 40 from individuals and 5 from 

organisations including:  

• Humanist Society Scotland 

• Interfaith Scotland 

• The Equality Network 

• Engender 

• Dads Rock  

 

2. A total of 39 responses were in support of the general principle of the Bill. Of 

these 35 were from individuals and four from organisations.  

 

3. Four responses disagreed with the general principle of the Bill and one 

response showed support for the general principle of the Bill but concern for 

how it was currently drafted. All these responses were from individuals.  

 

4. One further response from Dads Rock did not support nor oppose the Bill but 

encouraged others to get involved in the consultation.  

 

Reasons for supporting the proposed Bill 

Organisations  

5. The four organisations that supported the Bill gave reasons which included; 

• strengthening equality and advancing human rights in Scotland 

• increased rights and protection of finances, and  

• increased choice for individuals by providing an alternative to 

marriage (which can be seen to some, as both patriarchal and 

religious).  

 

6. These reasons mirror those found in the responses from individuals.  

 

7. Due to the 750-character limit, comments from organisations were brief. More 

detailed submissions to the formal call for views from all but two of the 

organisations (Dads Rock and Interfaith Scotland) can be found on our 

website.  

 

8. The next part of this summary focuses solely on the 40 substantive responses 

from individuals.  

 

The choice of a modern alternative    

9. A strong theme for support of the Bill was that of choice. Seventeen of the 

responses expressed that civil partnerships would provide a modern 

alternative to marriage. 

https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/CurrentCommittees/113376.aspx
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/CurrentCommittees/113376.aspx


  

“Marriage is a patriarchal, outdated structure and there must be 

another system where couples – particularly women – who don’t want 

to support an institution that was designed to subjugate them and 

remove their rights – have legal protections within a relationship. I am 

in a long-term partnership but would never marry. I would, though, 

enter a civil partnership”  

 

“I most definitely want the option to be available to me. I may one day 

want to have my committed relationship legally recognised in a modern 

non-patriarchal non-religious way.”  

 

Rights and Financial protections  

10. Sixteen responses stated that they wanted better legal recognition of their 

relationship to guarantee their rights and financial protections. All 16 

explained their answer with reference to personal accounts of being in a non-

marital, long-term heterosexual relationship.  

 

11. Of these responses, nine stated they disagreed with marriage, while others 

omitted their reasoning for not getting married.  

 

“I have been with my partner for 9 years and neither of us have a 

desire to get married. We’re not religious and our relationship works 

fine as it is. However, I’ve been recently diagnosed with cancer and 

naturally I want my partner to be financially secure when I’m gone.”  

 

“My partner died suddenly after 28 years together (26 living together) 

with two young children. Yet my children and I are not recognised as 

“family” because we weren’t married. I have had to apply for widowed 

parent allowance, now bereavement allowance through habit and 

repute and two years down the line, it’s still in the courts and I’m 

awaiting the next hearing. I find this discriminatory especially to our 

children who were brought up in a loving family unit with both parents.” 

 

Scotland falling behind on equality  

12. Five responses raised concerns that Scotland was falling behind the rest of 

the UK on equality in this area.  

 

“It is also unfair that we can have a civil partnership in other parts of the 

UK but not in Scotland… Scotland has led the rest of the UK on 

equalities and other ground-breaking legislation and should act as 

quickly as possible to right this wrong.”   

  

 



Reasons for opposing the proposed Bill  

13. A minority of four responses were opposed to the Bill. Reasons given 

included:  

• civil partnerships were unnecessary as marriages could already be 

civil rather than religious  

• civil partnerships were not easily recognised in other countries 

• civil partnerships were a reminder of a time when same sex 

marriage was not legal. 

 

“Civil partnerships are a relic of homophobia…People talk about 

marriage having baggage from the past, the baggage of CPs [civil 

partnerships] is within living memory.” 

14. One commenter was not fully opposed to the general principles of the Bill but 

raised concerns that the Bill alone would not remove any underlying concerns 

connected to marriage.   

 

“In my view the Bill suffers some weaknesses… If the patriarchal 

baggage of marriage is replicated in civil partnerships, the entire point 

of feminist and queer debate preceding the Bill will be tragically 

missed. CP’s [civil partnerships] might need to be reconceptualised as 

equality and love remain unsatisfactorily achieved.”  
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