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The Scottish Council of Jewish Communities (SCoJeC) is the representative body of 
all the Jewish communities in Scotland. SCoJeC advances public understanding 
about the Jewish religion, culture and community, by providing information and 
assistance to educational, health, and welfare organisations, representing the Jewish 
community in Scotland to Government and other statutory and official bodies, and 
liaising with Ministers, MSPs, Churches, Trades Unions, and others on matters 
affecting the Jewish community. SCoJeC also provides a support network for the 
smaller communities and individuals and families who live outwith any Jewish 
community, and assists organisations within the Scottish Jewish community to 
comply with various regulatory requirements. SCoJeC also promotes dialogue and 
understanding between the Jewish community and other communities in Scotland, 
and works in partnership with other organisations and stakeholders to promote 
equality, good relations, and understanding among community groups. (Scottish 
Charitable Incorporated Organisation SC029438)  

In preparing this response we have consulted widely among members of the Scottish 
Jewish community.  

-------------------------------- 

We welcome this opportunity to comment on these proposals before next year’s 
formal consultation.  However, whilst we completely agree with the objective “to 
ensure the continued reputation, dignity, and solemnity of marriage and civil 
partnership in Scotland” and unreservedly condemn sham and forced marriages and 
civil partnerships, we are concerned that some of the proposals will be ineffective, 
and that they are also too restrictive and onerous, particularly for small faith 
communities and congregations.  

Profit and gain 

We entirely agree that marriages and civil partnership ceremonies “should focus on 
the couple and about the committing to each other in their faith or belief.” However, 
we do not believe that the payment of a reasonable fee to the celebrant and the 
venue – which may or may not be owned or rented by a religious community – would 
be any bar to this. Furthermore, while celebrants and others are indeed likely to incur 
expenses, we do not believe that it is reasonable that they should be expected to 
provide their services for no more than reimbursement of these expenses. Naturally 
fees should not be unduly onerous, but to forbid them entirely would be 
unreasonable, especially since it is not only a question of the time required to 
officiate at the wedding or civil partnership ceremony, but also to hold meetings with 
the couple beforehand to discuss the meaning and implications of marriage, and 
respond to questions and concerns from the couple themselves – which are in fact 
required by the proposed steps to be taken to avoid sham marriages. 
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In the interests of transparency and public confidence, we would, however, welcome 
a requirement for congregations and celebrants to make their charges publicly 
available. The proposed limit of 100 ceremonies per celebrant per year would not be 
a problem for the Scottish Jewish community, since, due to the size of the 
community, the entire community has not celebrated that number of weddings in a 
single year for some considerable time. 

Sham marriages and sham civil partnerships 

Whilst we unreservedly condemn sham marriages and civil partnerships, we believe 
that requiring all celebrants to undergo formal training in this area would be unduly 
onerous on those faith communities for which these are not an issue. The Jewish 
community is too small to support a rabbinical college in Scotland. All Rabbis working 
in Scotland have, therefore, trained either in England or elsewhere. The Scottish 
Jewish community does not have any means by which to influence the curriculum in 
those institutions, and the cost implications of sourcing and funding additional training 
for those Rabbis who obtain employment in Scotland, would be likely to be 
prohibitive, as would the establishment of an inspectorate to ensure effective 
compliance. 

A requirement for all celebrants, including those with only temporary authorisation to 
have undergone relevant training would, de facto, inhibit couples from inviting a 
celebrant from outwith Scotland to officiate at their marriage or civil partnership, since 
it would be entirely unrealistic to stipulate that all applicants for temporary 
authorisation must have undergone relevant training. This is more particularly the 
case since many may have trained and be employed not only outwith Scotland, but 
outwith the EEA.  

We do not have an issue with the increase in the standard notice period for marriage 
and civil partnership from 14 to 28 days. The requirement for couples to provide 
information about their nationality is not new, and does not present the Jewish 
community with any difficulty. To avoid unnecessary delay or complication, we 
recommend, however, that district registrars should be required to advise relevant 
couples of the requirement to apply for a marriage visitor visa for non-EEA partners, 
and, where appropriate, a certificate of no impediment to marry. The relevant forms 
could be amended to ensure that these questions are asked and answered. 

Although outwith the scope of this paper, we would like to take the opportunity to 
urge the Scottish Government to raise the issue of visas for married couples and civil 
partners with the UK Government, to whose authority this matter is reserved. Given 
the small size of the Scottish Jewish community, and the mobility of our young 
people, many of whom spend time studying or volunteering abroad, often in Israel or 
the USA, before attending university or getting a job, it is unsurprising that not a few 
of them become engaged to a partner from outwith the UK, frequently from outwith 
the EEA. We are aware of a number of cases when, although the non-UK partner 
has been awarded a marriage visitor visa so that the wedding can take place in 
Scotland, the couple have been denied the ongoing day-to-day support of their 
Scottish family, because the Scottish partner’s income has been below the required 
level to permit them to sponsor their partner to receive a longer term visa. Orthodox 
Jewish couples in particular often marry at a relatively young age, and this restriction 
has forced some to move abroad at a time when local family support may often be 
crucial. 
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Forced marriage 

Whilst we unreservedly condemn forced marriages, we believe that requiring all 
celebrants to undergo formal training in this are would be unduly onerous on those 
faith communities for which it is not an issue. The Jewish community is too small to 
support a rabbinical college in Scotland. All Rabbis working in Scotland have, 
therefore, trained either in England or elsewhere. The Scottish Jewish community 
does not have any means by which to influence the curriculum in those institutions, 
and the cost implications of sourcing and funding additional training for those Rabbis 
who obtain employment in Scotland, would be likely to be prohibitive, as would the 
establishment of an inspectorate to ensure effective compliance. 

A requirement for all celebrants to have undergone relevant training would, de facto, 
inhibit couples from inviting a celebrant from outwith Scotland to officiate at their 
marriage, since it would be entirely unrealistic to stipulate that all applicants for 
temporary authorisation must have undergone relevant training. This is more 
particularly the case since many may have trained and be employed not only outwith 
Scotland, but outwith the EEA.  

Pre-marital care 

It is standard practice for Rabbis to meet couples prior to the wedding, in order to 
discuss the Jewish view of marriage, as well as any issues or concerns that the 
couple themselves might raise. Since, however, Rabbis – and, we presume, 
ministers of other faith communities – adapt the content according, for example, to 
the age of the couple, and whether it is a first or subsequent marriage, a prescriptive 
approach to requiring “religious and belief bodies to outline what they do by way of 
preliminary discussions and contact with the couple” would be ineffective since the 
description would, necessarily, be couched in generalities.  

Track record 

We share the Scottish Government’s and Registrar General’s view that there are 
inherent difficulties in requiring celebrants to have a track record of officiating at 
marriage and civil partnership ceremonies, and are pleased that this proposal has 
been abandoned.  


