FORWARD TOGETHER

Advice on Civil Partnerships debate

The following advice is offered to Forward Together members to encourage engagement
with the debates in Presbyteries about the Overture anent Civil Partnerships.

1.

Please pray for the meetings of your Presbytery at which this matter will be discussed. If
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elder, or contact us at FT. In all things we depend upon the mercy and grace of our God
and call out to him to preserve his Church from error.

. Please encourage your minister and Presbytery elder. It may be that your minister is an

FT member, if so please encourage them with your support. If not, you will best know
your own minister and whether you can speak to him/her about this debate encouraging
them to support a move to not approve the Overture. Either way please pray for all in
your congregation who will take part in these debates.

. For member of Presbytery, the following points may helpful be made during debates at

Committee or in Presbytery:

I. Keep focused upon the terms of the overture, this is all that can be spoken
to.

ii. Whereas 1 and 2 ¢ these refer to the distinction between marriage and civil
partnerships introduced in the legislation by the civil authorities.

The point here is that if the church offers a religious marking we are
confusing two things that the state have kept separate. This overture is not
about whether or not we recognise civil partnerships outside the church, but
whether we offer a religious ceremony to mark them.

The language of marking could be challenged here ¢ marking will soon
become blessing and civil partnership will become gay marriage. We should
support the attempt by the government to make a distinction here.

lii. Whereas 3 ¢ there is no uncertainty at present, the advice of the Principal
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matter has not been tested in a Presbytery.

Iv. Whereas 4 and 5 ¢ diversity of practice will result in confusion in the church
and the nation. This will enshrine disunity within the life of the church in a
most unhelpful way and should be resisted.
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example of baptism where our pastoral liberty is constrained by an act of the
General Assembly.

v. Clause 3 (of the act) ¢ this is legalising intrusion in a most unhelpful way. It
could be that a minister and Kirk Session have agreed and informed the
congregation that such ceremonies would not take place; the effect of
another minister intruding would be to breed disunity in the church.

vi. Speak to the pastoral needs of those you know who have a homosexual
orientation but regard homosexual practice as a temptation to be resisted ¢
how will the introduction of ceremonies marking Civil Partnerships pastorally
care for these Christians?



vii. The following is a summary, prepared by the World Council of Churches, after
a consultation with partner churches on their response to homosexuality:
Major Positions Stated

a. Sex within life-long, monogamous, heterosexual marriage only;
accordingly, celibacy required for all unmarried persons, including
gays and lesbians; also disorder sex, i.e. outside marriage, is
dangerous for personhood.

b. Condemnation of homosexuals and of homosexuality.

C. Fidelity in multiple forms of committed or covenanted relationships,
either heterosexual or homosexual, or only heterosexual, including
possibility of serial monogamous fidelity in committed relationships.

d. Sex is not essential to human personhood, i.e. sexual activity or
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e. Homosexuality is a matter of personal choice, but should have no
legal sanction or institutional recognition.

f. Clear biblical teaching that homosexuality is a disorder of the
created order, but, respecting the diversity of viewpoints within the
church, will not legislate whether homosexual persons may be in
leadership, for sake of encouraging further study and dialogue.

Adopting a contrary position will clearly isolate the Church of Scotland from the Church
Catholic.

Remember there is no scientific agreement as to whether homosexuality is genetically
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There are other points that may be made included in the article by Gordon Kennedy in the

October issue of Life and Work, also please note the positions adopted by the other three
contributions as positions to be challenged.

These points are offered for help; of course FT members engaging in this debate will have
their own way of presenting these and speaking to this matter.



