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The United Reformed Church and the 

Equality Act 2010 
 

1. How does the Act relate to the Church? 
The Act amends part of the Civil Partnerships Act 2004 so that, from a date to be agreed, it will 
be possible for Civil Partnerships to be registered in church buildings approved for the purpose 
and for that registration to take place within an act of worship, provided the actual registration is 
distinguished from any religious language or content.  There is a requirement that the Registrar 
must be present for the registration but not for the worship. 

2.  The Church’s attitude to Civil Partnerships to date 
Following the passing of the Civil Partnerships Act 2004, which came into effect in December 
2005, some local churches sought advice as to how they should respond to any request for a 
service of blessing of a Civil Partnership in church. Mission Council considered this request in 
the light of a paper that was presented to it and authorised the paper as a resource which could be 
offered to any local churches seeking advice in future.  In essence the paper advised that the 
response to any request was the responsibility of the local church concerned, taking full account 
of all the circumstances in each case. This action was reported to General Assembly in 2006. 
When the Assembly passed its Commitment on human sexuality in 2007 it asked a new task 
group, inter alia, to consider whether the paper needed updating.  In 2009 the task group advised 
Mission Council that, apart from a few details, the only change needed was to base the advice on 
the Commitment so that it remained consistent with Assembly policy. 
 

3.  How should the Church respond to the Act? 
The Act provides that any local decision on whether to seek approval for the registration of Civil 
Partnerships on church premises will require the prior permission of the parent body of each 
denomination.  In other words, the Assembly has to decide whether or not to allow applications.  
Given that (a) the Assembly Commitment recognises that different convictions are held within 
the church on the matter of same-sex partnerships and that the difference should be respected, 
and (b) the Mission Council advice on blessing of Civil Partnerships was that this was a matter 
for each local church to decide, it seems logical to advise the Assembly in 2012 to pass an 
enabling resolution allowing each local church to reach its own decision on whether or not to 
seek approval for Civil Partnerships to be registered within its buildings. 
 
If this advice is followed, it is suggested that the resolution should be accompanied by guidelines 
for any local church considering this matter.  The task group is happy to draft such guidelines if 
required, and it would endeavour to make them as close as possible to those already issued for 
those considering services of blessing of Civil Partnerships.  In fact it would be possible to base 
them on sections 3 and 4 of the 2009 version. Guidelines would encourage a level of consistency 
throughout the church. 
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4.  Some legal issues 
 
The main pieces of legislation to be borne in mind are (a) the Marriage Act 1949 which governs 
marriages within United Reformed Churches, (b) the Civil Partnerships Act 2004, referred to 
above, which excluded religious premises from being used for registration, and (c) the Equality 
Act 2010 which inter alia removed the latter exclusion. 
 
Because the regulations governing the regulations of Civil Partnerships do not easily apply to 
religious premises, the Government has begun a consultation process with the churches and 
others with a view to replacing or amending the Marriage and Civil Partnerships (Approved 
Premises) Regulations 2005.  The United Reformed Church will be able to share in that 
consultation and, until it is complete, some questions of practice and detail that may occur to 
Mission Council members cannot be answered.  It is likely, therefore, that a further report will 
need to be made to the November meeting, but that should not prevent the Council from agreeing 
a direction and a process now.  
 
The likely process for a local church wishing its premises to be approved would be a resolution 
of its Church Meeting which would be forwarded to the trustees, who would then need to make 
the application.  In most cases this would be the responsibility of the synod trust body; in a few 
cases private trustees would need to act.  The advice given is that trustees appointed under the 
URC Acts would not have discretion to go against the wishes of a Church Meeting in a matter 
regarding public worship if the Assembly had passed an enabling resolution. 
 
In making an application the trustees would have to ensure that a senior responsible person(s), 
distinct from the authorised person, had been designated in each case to ensure compliance with 
the legal regulations.  Such a person would have to be present on the premises for an hour before 
and during the Civil Partnership registration. 
 
Three situations have been identified in which people might fear prosecution under the Equality 
Act.  (a) A church which does not seek to be approved for Civil Partnerships is accused of 
discrimination against gay and lesbian people.  This is not seen as a problem, since the owners of 
property (religious or otherwise) are not obliged to seek approval for the registration of 
marriages or Civil Partnerships.  (b) A church building is approved and then the Church Meeting 
changes its mind and refuses any couple seeking registration of their Civil Partnership.  This has 
the potential to be a problem but it is hoped that the present discussions with the Government 
will result in some kind of conscience clause whereby a church could seek for its approval to be 
rescinded. (c)  A church is approved for the registration of Civil Partnerships but wishes to 
reserve the right to consider each application on a case-by-case basis.  Most churches operate 
such a policy in regard to marriages and there is no reason why they should not do so in regard to 
Civil Partnerships, provided the discrimination is not on the grounds of something like a 
particular ethnic group. 
 
No minister or worship leader can be compelled to preside at a service if, on grounds of 
conscience, s/he feels unable to do so.  A church which wishes such a service to continue must 
arrange for someone else to lead it. 
 
The above is a summary of advice given by the Law and Polity Advisory Group to the task group.  
It does not claim to include all relevant legal issues and in particular does not go into some 
minority situations such as that of those churches with private trustees or united churches with 
trusts under the authority of other denominations.  A full copy of the LPAG advice will be 
available at Mission Council for those who wish to see it, and it is hoped that a paper on the 
situation of locally united churches will also be available. 
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5.  Preparing for the decision 
 
Mission Council is advised to recognise that if this matter comes to Assembly in 2012, it will by 
then be some five years since there has been any discussion of human sexuality in that council.  
Many members of that Assembly will not be aware of the various stages taken by the sexuality 
debate in recent years.  Some who are aware are already expressing the view that in this five-
year period certain things have been decided without their being able to comment.  There is a 
danger that what could be a relatively straightforward decision on a single issue becomes a major 
debate ranging over a number of different and divisive issues.  
 
The task group therefore recommends that thought is given to ways in which the issues can be 
given wider discussion before the matter gets to Assembly. 
 
One possibility is to invite synods to have an initial discussion, without reaching any conclusion, 
at their meetings in the autumn of 2011.  As part of that, or as a separate exercise, a one-off 
meeting of (three) representatives of each synod could be called, at which members of the task 
group might explain the background to the matter.  The representatives could then use the 
following months to raise awareness in their synods.  Yet another possibility is for Mission 
Council to make a decision on behalf of Assembly, and then decide to remit it to the synods as if 
it was a constitutional resolution which would then come to the 2012 Assembly provided not 
more than one third of the synods had voted against it.  Or the 2012 Assembly could represent 
the first decision, which would then be referred to synods, and the final decision would be made 
at Assembly 2014. 
 
The reason for these suggestions is that the Assembly should not come to this matter ill-
prepared, or with a sense that it was being rushed into a decision.  This may be made even more 
important by the sense that on matters of human sexuality Mission Council does not reflect in its 
membership the full range of views that will be present in an Assembly. 
 
This paper now goes on to look at some wider issues that may need clarifying for those coming 
new to the subject. 
 

6.  Concerning services of marriage and civil partnership 
 
If the advice above is followed, and if a local church decides to seek to be approved for the 
registration of Civil Partnerships, both kinds of service would contain two distinct elements.  On 
the one hand there is the civil element, in which certain statements and promises required by law 
are made and documents are signed.  The other is the religious element in which the covenant 
between two people is surrounded by prayer and related to Scripture and in which God’s blessing 
is sought. 
 
In some countries it is not allowed for the two elements to take place at the same time and place.  
And indeed there are some people in this country who prefer first to be married in a registry 
office and then to come to church for a blessing. 
 
The distinction is important because it makes clear what is involved in passing an enabling 
resolution in response to the Equality Act.  First it enables local churches to allow the legal part 
of a Civil Partnership to be registered on their premises.  Second, it enables local churches to 
decide that it is in order to surround the making of a Civil Partnership with prayer and Scripture 
in church.  The resolution would only enable such things to happen: it would leave each local 
church to decide on each occasion whether or not a particular Civil Partnership could be 
registered in worship on its premises. 
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7.  Inconsistency 
 
There is a significant theological inconsistency in the advice accepted by Mission Council in 
2006 and 2009, and now in this paper.  The task group believes it should be named.  The 
inconsistency lies in the fact that, while one church may believe that God blesses Civil 
Partnerships and another may believe the opposite, they cannot both be right.  Reflection shows 
that theological inconsistency is not something new among us.  One church may pray for God’s 
blessing on a particular armed conflict while another will not because it believes that the conflict 
is contrary to God’s purpose.  Of more obvious relevance, one church may allow a couple who 
have both previously been divorced to marry in church and so offer God’s blessing, while 
another will refuse because it believes God does not bless such a union.  To remove all the 
inconsistencies would lead to the fragmentation of the church, but the task group believes it is 
healthy for them to be named, recognised and wrestled with – but not fought over.  It is by the 
grace of God, not by human conflict, that the church finds its way through inconsistencies. 
 
It is also undeniable that an enabling resolution would lead to inconsistency between once 
church and another. In some places Civil Partnerships would be registered in worship while in 
others they would not. That is inevitable so long as the Assembly stands by a Commitment 
which recognises significant differences of conviction.  The hard question has to be faced:  
which is better, inconsistency or the sort of pain and sense of injustice which has accompanied 
previous attempts to find a common mind on same-sex relationships?  A further question is, 
given the variety of human life and relationships, is it not inevitable that sometimes people have 
to accept things with which they do not agree for the sake of fellowship?  That in turn can lead  
to inconsistency. 
 

8.  Common ground 
 
The issue of same-sex relationships divides, not only the United Reformed Church, but the 
whole of Christendom.  Yet this is not an absolute division.  There is common ground between 
those on both sides (and in the middle) of the debate.  All agree that at the heart of God’s nature, 
the Trinity, there is relationship. All agree that within God’s purpose human beings have a sexual 
identity.  All agree that deep personal relationships can give immense value to human life. All 
agree that bad personal relationships can be very damaging to human life.  All agree that the best 
relationships are based on love, trust and faithfulness.  All agree that such relationships are the 
best basis for the family and for society.  It is easy to follow these statements with the comment, 
yes, but we don’t agree on same-sex relationships.  True though that is, the common ground has 
a significance that cannot be ignored. 
 

9.  Is that it? 
 
Yes, so long as we all recognise that adopting this proposal leaves us in exactly the same 
situation of differing convictions regarding same-sex relationships.  Because we have those 
convictions, some will see this as a step too far, and others as a step not far enough.  We can  
only continue to walk together so long as we trust each other to consider each decision before  
us in a prayerful and sensitive spirit.  We will need to respect one another’s integrity as  
disciples of Jesus. 
 


	1. How does the Act relate to the Church?
	2.  The Church’s attitude to Civil Partnerships to date
	3.  How should the Church respond to the Act?
	4.  Some legal issues
	5.  Preparing for the decision
	6.  Concerning services of marriage and civil partnership
	7.  Inconsistency
	8.  Common ground
	9.  Is that it?


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Uncoated FOGRA29 \050ISO 12647-2:2004\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ([Based on 'external print 2010'] [Based on 'external print 2010'] [Based on '[Press Quality]'] Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName (Uncoated FOGRA29 \(ISO 12647-2:2004\))
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


