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QUESTIONS FROM ‘THE SUNDAY CIRCLE’ TO MGR SCICLUNA WITH REGARDS TO 
THE CIVIL UNIONS BILL AND ADOPTION BY GAY COUPLES 

 
 
Questions 

 You’ve expressed the view that the introduction of civil unions would harm the common 
good. On what are you basing your assertion?  

 You’ve pointed to the fact that the majority of society remains opposed. The counter-
argument is that the majority should not decide on the rights of the minority. What is your 
response? 

 Given that single-parent adoption by gay individuals is already a reality, could the opposition 
to two-parent adoptions not be seen as a bit misplaced?  

 How do you respond to those who say that you have been putting undue influence on the 
MPs who have to vote on the issue? 

 

Answer 

 The Civil Unions Bill raises a number of issues.  I do not oppose initiatives that defend the 
rights of persons living together. This would not be contrary to the common good. I oppose 
treating the unions of same sex couples as equivalent to marriage in all aspects because it 
would be against the common good to treat different relationships as if they were the same. I 
am also opposed to the adoption of minors by legal parents of the same sex because this 
does not reflect the wisdom and order of creation; it is not in the best interest of minors. 

 A Misco survey held in October 2013 showed that 80 per cent of the sample of 500, were 
against adoption of children by same sex couples.  So far as this is based on the method of 
democracy as we know it, this is a strong statement, but it has its limits. In this case, the real 
issue is not the rights of the gay minority but the rights of the child offered for adoption. 
Every child has the right to know his or her parents, the right to be brought up in a family of a 
mother and a father. Society has a duty to ensure this for its future citizens. 

 In every adoption process, the best interest of the child should be the paramount concern 
and the main focus. The Civil Unions Bill does not amend the law on adoption but introduces 
the legal concept of same-sex parenthood, under "Filiation", which is a legal fiction rendered 
possible only through adoption of  minors born of a man and a woman. The minor will 
therefore have to indicate John and John, or Mary and Mary as his or her legal parents with 
all the effects that will have on his or her self-identity, privacy, etc. 

 I take issue with those who say that what I say to the Catholic faithful, who have a right to 
know what the Church teaches, in fact constitutes undue pressure on them. Every MP 
remains free to follow his or her conscience. 

 

 


