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AGENDA

6TH Meeting, 2000 (Session 1)

Monday 6 March, 2000

The committee will meet at 1pm in Committee Room 1, Committee
Chambers, George IV Bridge

1. Consideration of questions (in private): The committee will consider its
questions for witnesses.

2. Ethical Standards in Public Life etc. (Scotland) Bill: The committee will
take evidence at Stage 1 on the general principles of the Bill from—

Ann Allan of the Church of Scotland Board of Social Responsibility;
Gordon Macdonald of Christian Action Research and Education (CARE);
Jeremy Balfour of the Evangelical Alliance; Ronnie Convery and John
Deighan of the Roman Catholic Church;

Mr Mazhar Malik of the Ethnic Community Resource Centre;

The Church of Scotland Education Committee; The Iona Community; The
Religious Society of Friends (Quakers), and the Scottish Episcopal
Church.

3. Review of evidence: The committee will review evidence.
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The Catholic Church’s Response to Standards in Public Life

We commend the Executive in its endeavour to advance ethical standards in public life and
also in its commitment, stated in the consultation document, to tackling social exclusion.  We
are concerned, however, that Section 2A of the Local Government Act 1986 is to be repealed
as a sign of this commitment. We do not believe that the section has had a deleterious effect
on the social standing of individuals who are homosexual, the prominence given to such a
small minority in television, theatre and the Arts etc.  would suggest that homosexual
individuals do not disproportionately suffer social exclusion at the hands of heterosexuals.
Section 2A however does offer minimal protection for young people against the promotion of
a homosexual lifestyle.

In examining the case for repealing Section 2A, the consultation document produced by the
Executive does not seem to deal accurately with the existing legislation nor the likely impact
of its repeal. The ‘most convincing’ argument presented in favour of repeal by the Executive
is that it could prevent homophobic bullying in Scottish schools. This point simply ignores
the reality of the present legislation which in no way hinders the ability of any school teacher
to deal with cases of bullying. Indeed the wisdom of any teacher who permits bullying to
continue while citing Section 2A as an adequate reason must be called into question.

A Scottish Office circular1 issued on 20th May 1988 could not be more explicit in explaining
that Section 2A prohibits only the promotion of homosexuality and that issues related to
counselling, health education and objective discussion of homosexuality etc. are in no way
affected. This circular in fact adequately responds to all the claims on which the Executive
has based its complete argument in favour of repeal. The cases stated for the need of repeal in
regard to Education, Bullying and Voluntary Groups on p22 of the consultation document are
therefore based on an erroneous understanding of the current legislation.

If Section 2A only prohibits the promotion of homosexuality, it must therefore be clear that
the result of repeal can only be to open the door to promotion. The existence of educational
packs which promote homosexuality as equivalent to heterosexuality2 as well as the projects
currently existing which flout Section 2A3, indicates that some schools will expose school
pupils to promotional material when the current prohibition is lifted.

It should also be noted that many groups who advance the causes of homosexual rights are
committed to promoting homosexuality as equivalent to heterosexuality. The potential to
draw young people, who may be confused about their sexual feelings, into homosexual
experimentation is obvious. Such confused individuals if presented by equally valid potential
sexual lifestyles will consequently be more prone to homosexuality than would be the case if
heterosexuality were promoted as a preferred lifestyle. The fact that such groups insist that
homosexuality cannot be influenced has to be considered against the reality that any
behaviour can be learned and exposure to homosexuality increases the likelihood of
participating in homosexual activity. For example, men who have attended boarding schools
are 3 times more likely to have a homosexual experience4.

                                                
1 Scottish Office Circular 9/1988
2 Beyond a Phase, Health Promotion Service Avon
3 The Case for Keeping Section 28, The Christian Institute, p17
4 Johnson A M, Wellings K et al, Sexual Attitudes and Lifestyles, Blackwell Scientific Publications, 1994, p 204
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The brute facts regarding the dangers to health of a homosexual lifestyle5, such as a,
increased likelihood of liver disease, rectal cancer, bowel infections and of course AIDS, as
well as a decrease in life expectancy of 25 years, should at least be a factor in assessing the
dangers of influencing anyone towards such a lifestyle. The need to protect our young people
must be paramount.

The most recent proposals by the First Minister advance the debate considerably. We
appreciate that the First Minister has attempted to allay the widespread concerns. The
proposed replacement clause announced by Donald Dewar was undoubtedly a sincere and
well-intended attempt to find common ground among the parties involved in the ongoing
debate. Indeed that clause has much to commend it, however it builds upon a principle which
is incompatible with the position that the Catholic Church must take. In declaring that the
term ‘stable family’ is inclusive and that it does not give any recognition to the pre-eminence
of marriage, we see the effect of the replacement clause as actually worse than the straight
repeal of clause 2a. It is appropriate to recall the words of Henry McLeish: “The
Government’s view is that two parents offer the best prospects for their children and that
stability is most easily found within marriage.”6 These words are simply a recognition of
reality and do not represent the stigmatisation of those who do not find themselves in such a
married family environment. The present state of the Executive’s proposals therefore runs
contrary to the stated position of the Labour Government. At no time in the lead up to the
Scottish Parliamentary elections has it been indicated that this position would be so
fundamentally undermined. The proposed changes therefore present us with the prospect of
local authorities being not only able but perhaps obliged to promote the equivalence of
homosexual relationships to heterosexual marriage. As stated above such a position will
cause confusion, it will have  a direct impact on society's understanding of the nature and
rights of the family and put them in jeopardy.

We re-iterate that the present legislation acts as safeguard in protecting young people from
the promotion of homosexuality, this safeguard has been effective in protecting school pupils
although it seems to be inadequate in preventing some councils from funding youth projects
which do promote homosexuality7. Further promotion seems inevitable in light of the
Executives refusal to recognise marriage as the natural stable family.

In Summary:

•  Section 2A does not allow homophobic bullying but only prevents promotion
•  The repeal of Section 2A does nothing other than open the door to promotion
•  Increased promotion of homosexuality will encourage homosexual experimentation
•  Homosexual activity is extremely dangerous and young people should be protected

from needlessly exposing themselves to this danger
•  Marriage should be promoted as the ideal family environment

                                                
5 Satinover J, Homosexuality and the Politics of Truth, Baker Books, 1996, p51
6 Improving Scottish Family Life
7 The Case for Keeping Section 28, The Christian Institute, Chapter 2


