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For those still campaigning for 

equal marriage in their country 



 

 

When we have a queen who is a lesbian and she marries another lady and 

then decides she would like to have a child and someone donates sperm 

and she gives birth to a child, is that child heir to the throne? 

The Right Honourable The Lord Tebbit, CH PC 

(from an interview in The Big Issue regarding the passage through  

the UK Parliament of the Marriage (Same Sex Couples) Bill) 

21 May 2013 
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DIARY 2014. 9 NOVEMBER 2014. 

 

Stood for three hours in the drizzle on the roof of the FCO. No incidents. Struck me 

that only a complete nutter would have a go at the royals on a day like today. Proud to 

serve Queen and country. 

 

MEETING OF DR DECLAN QUINN (ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY) 

AND SUE ANDREWS (PERSONAL ASSISTANT TO THE ARCHBISHOP 

OF CANTERBURY). 

10 NOVEMBER 2014. 9.04 AM. 

 

‘Now that we have Remembrance Sunday out of the way, I’ll be wanting to 

concentrate on knocking my speech into shape for the opening ceremony 

of Synod. I’m still not convinced that the paragraph about the global 

financial crisis is right.’ 

‘Shall I print another draft for you, or do you have one?’ 

‘I thought I had one here somewhere but...’ The Archbishop lifted a 

couple of open ring binders from the surface of his desk to reveal assorted 

piles of paperwork lurking beneath, none of which appeared to contain 

his speech. 

‘I’ll print one, Archbishop.’ 

‘Thank you. I don’t know where the little tinker’s gone.’ The 

Archbishop ran a hand over his closely-trimmed grey beard. 

Sue Andrews made a note of the “to-do” item on her short-hand pad 

and smiled into her lap. The Archbishop of Canterbury, Cantuar, the 

most senior bishop of her church, the symbolic head of the worldwide 

Anglican Communion, would be lost without her. Sue Andrews permitted 

herself a little thrill of delight at the thought. 

‘What have we got in the diary today?’ 
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‘You’re addressing the GLBT Christian Fellowship lunch. I ran off a 

copy of your speech for you.’ 

Sue Andrews removed two pieces of paper from a plastic wallet and 

handed them to her boss. 

‘Thank you.’ 

The Archbishop looked through the half-glasses on the end of his nose 

and read the first few lines. ‘I’ll take a look at this before I do the other 

one and let you have any final amendments. Now, at what time will they 

be wanting me?’ 

Even though she knew the answer, his assistant consulted the 

invitation again. ‘Drinks at twelve thirty.’ 

‘Better have the car here for twelve then. Who am I meeting?’ 

‘Their chairman, Hayley White, and she is a chairman, not a 

chairperson, or a chairwoman.’ 

‘I know. I’ve met her before. Have you met her? Lovely woman, 

amazing story, had a really tough time of it before she found her faith and 

her partner, absolutely turned her life around. I believe they were married 

last year.’ The Archbishop smiled benignly. 

Sue Andrews disguised her disapproval of the Archbishop’s casual use 

of language by adjusting her spectacles. Sue Andrews knew that Hayley 

White had had a civil partnership ceremony last year. Sometimes the 

Archbishop was too inclusive for his own good. 

‘Okay, now, I’d forgotten that was today. Anything else?’ 

‘You’re at St Martin in the Fields tonight for the homeless fundraiser. 

You’re reading Home and Love by Service.’  

A small wrinkle appeared between the Archbishop’s brows. ‘Did I 

choose that?’ 

‘Actually, I did, Archbishop. They sent a list of suggestions and it 

seemed the most appropriate.’ 
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Sometimes, thought the Archbishop, I’d like to be given an option, but 

he said, ‘Thank you,’ and took the copy of the poem that his assistant had 

printed for him. 

‘That’s everything.’ 

‘Good. A quiet day, then. I’ll be getting the Synod speech finished this 

morning.’ 

Sue Andrews picked up her paperwork and moved to the door. ‘I’ll 

print it off for you now.’ 

‘Thank you,’ replied the Archbishop, picking up the draft of his 

lunchtime speech. 

 

SPEECH BY DR DECLAN QUINN TO THE GLBT CHRISTIAN 

FELLOWSHIP. 

10 NOVEMBER 2014. 3.07 PM. 

 

I should like to begin this afternoon by thanking your chairman, Hayley 

White, her committee and the members of the GLBT Christian Fellowship 

for their kind invitation to speak to you today. It is not the first time that I 

have had this pleasure and it is always a refreshing, challenging and 

thought-provoking experience for me. I hope I can return the favour! 

Twenty years ago, almost to the day, a young man stumbled into my 

church in Derry. He could barely stand, his face and hands were swollen 

and bloody, he had lost his coat and one shoe, his trousers were torn and 

stained with mud. Another victim of sectarian violence, we thought. He 

spent the first forty-eight hours after his attack in the intensive care unit 

of Altnagelvin Hospital. When he was well enough to receive visitors, I 

went to see him. I asked him if he was protestant. He said he was, and we 

talked about the possibility of ever achieving peace in the region. As we 

talked, it became obvious that his attackers had not been Catholic boys, 
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as I’d assumed. In fact, he knew his attackers. They were protestant lads 

from his own church. I asked why they had attacked him and he told me 

that they had beaten him because he was in a relationship with another 

man; something that they considered abhorrent. I then asked him why, 

after what had happened to him, he had sought sanctuary in a church, 

my church. He said that he knew he would be safe. His mother had 

taught him that if he was ever in trouble the church would help him. 

When I told my wife that I had received your invitation, she said, ‘I 

don’t know how they do it. I don’t know how they carry on being part of 

the Anglican Communion when so many of our congregation are nothing 

short of vile to them. Why they don’t leave us, I don’t know. It’s a miracle, 

to be sure.’ I, for one, am grateful that your faith is strong and that, just 

like my young friend in Derry, you return to pray with us, even when you 

sometimes receive a meagre welcome. 

I have no doubt that the majority of you have struggled to reconcile 

your faith and your sexuality at some time; two aspects of a person so 

deeply embedded that most of us don’t give them a second thought. I 

didn’t, but then I had nobody telling me that my sexuality was 

incompatible with my faith, or that my faith was incompatible with my 

sexuality. Nobody should have to choose between those two 

fundamentals. 

I know that a number of people, just like you, are not here today. They 

are not here because they were torn apart by their inability to reconcile 

who they knew themselves to be with an interpretation of the Bible that, I 

believe, is highly selective. We pray that the peace that eluded them on 

earth, they have found in heaven. 

Mercifully, the numbers of homosexual and transsexual Christians 

who take their own life is small but, if the church does not embrace the 

diversity of its congregation, that number will grow. One more is one too 

many. I want there to be no question in your minds that you are 

welcomed into our church. I believe that God loves every single one of us, 
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that there is nobody excluded from His love and nobody for whom His 

light cannot shine. 

Which reminds me of an old joke: ‘How many homophobes does it 

take to change a light bulb? None. They’re afraid of change even if it 

makes the world a brighter place.’ But, even if they won’t change the light 

bulb, you can. (Gentlemen, if you are not sure how to do that, ask the 

girls!) 

The work that your organisation does to change Christian attitudes to 

homosexuality and transsexuality; to educate embarrassed, disgusted 

and frightened Christians about your lives; to demonstrate every day by 

your actions in the world that homosexuality-transsexuality and living in 

the Christian faith are not mutually exclusive, is of vital importance to 

maintaining the unity of our church and its congregation. I know you will 

agree with me when I say that there is no place for homophobia or 

transphobia within our mission. 

I remember seeing a placard once that said, ‘Homosexuality is found 

in over 450 species. Homophobia is found in only one.’ Man’s unique 

capacity for thought raises us above the animals, but it can also make us 

sink much, much lower. The only way to ensure that our thoughts lift 

humanity to a higher place is to inform those thoughts by being open to 

other points of view, careful in our judgements and learned in our 

opinions. 

As you go about your work to educate those who oppose your place in 

the church remember the words of Christ from St Matthew’s gospel: ‘Love 

your enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to them that hate you, 

and pray for them which despitefully use you, and persecute you.’ They 

are also your brothers and sisters, and they need your love more than 

those sitting beside you today. Reach out to them, get to know them and 

let them get to know you, for it is only through those shared experiences 

that barriers will be broken down. 

I say to you today, be patient and keep trying, things are changing – 
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and I’m not just referring to the light bulb! 

 

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION BETWEEN PRINCESS ALEXANDRA OF 

WALES AND LIEUTENANT-COMMANDER GRACE STEPHENS. 

10 NOVEMBER 2014. 3.55 PM (GMT). 8.25 PM (AFT). 

 

‘I can’t talk for long. I’m on the night shift in twenty minutes. Where are 

you?’ 

‘The palace.’ 

‘I thought you were back in Plymouth today?’ 

‘Tomorrow. I can’t talk for long, either. I’ve been in meetings all 

morning for the Rainforest and Heroes. I’m due at Clarence House this 

evening.’ 

‘So, how did it go? Did you get a chance to talk to your grandmother?’ 

‘Yes, after the Cenotaph.’ 

‘And?’ 

‘Well, it’s not a “no”, but we can’t announce it until the PSO has had a 

look at the implications. It will also need to go to Privy Council in due 

course.’ 

‘Did you get a feel for what the implications might be?’ 

‘It’s all the stuff we thought it would be: how will the public react? 

How will the church react? How can you be Defender of the Faith when 

the faith you’re defending won’t acknowledge your marriage? Could any 

children we might have inherit the throne when they would, by necessity, 

be bastards? You know...’ 

‘Well, we knew it wouldn’t be easy. Did you get a chance to say how 

you think it could work?’ 

‘No. It was enough to ask the question. The Queen wasn’t surprised. 
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She said she knew it was coming, but it’s going to be extra work for her 

household.’ 

‘Oh hell, I’m in Her Majesty’s bad books already.’  

‘No, not really. It’s just... I don’t know... I think she has reservations.’ 

‘Why couldn’t you have done what every heir to the throne has done 

throughout history, proposed to some “nice-but-dim” for breeding 

purposes and kept me on the side?’ 

‘Because that wouldn’t have been fair on you, and because I love you, 

and because it’s time that my family and the public realised that we’re not 

messing about. This is for real.’ 

‘Steady, tiger! It’s a generational thing. The Queen’s a different 

generation; it wasn’t done in her day. She’ll come round. You said she’s 

always had a soft spot for you.’ 

‘She has.’ 

‘Well, then. Will you speak to your pa tonight?’ 

‘Yes, definitely. It’s the whole reason for going to dinner.’ 

‘Can he do anything?’ 

‘He will if my mother has anything to do with it!’ 

‘She’s great.’ 

‘I know. Oh, I saw Bastion’s service on the news. Didn’t spot you.’ 

‘I was on call. We had a Cat B. We got to do our two minutes with you 

at three-thirty. Look, I’ve got to go. Call me tomorrow?’ 

‘Yup. I’ll let you know what my father said.’ 

‘Just don’t be too militant, okay? You know what you can be like. I’m 

sure he’ll do everything he can to help us.’ 

‘I know.’ 

‘He’s an ally, okay?’ 
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‘Okay. Love you. Call you tomorrow.’ 

‘Love you. Bye.’ 

‘Stay safe.’ 

 

MEETING OF NIGEL HASELOR (COMPTROLLER OF THE LORD 

CHAMBERLAIN’S OFFICE), WILL PETERSHAM (PRIVATE SECRETARY 

TO THE SOVEREIGN) AND LIONEL HENSHALL (PRINCIPAL PRIVATE 

SECRETARY TO THE PRINCE OF WALES). 

12 NOVEMBER 2014. 11.00 AM. 

 

Will Petersham’s small, liver-spotted hands slid a piece of paper off the 

notes in front of him and to his right as if he were a newsreader turning 

to the next story. 

‘Can we discuss Princess Alexandra’s engagement? I believe Her 

Majesty met the Princess on Sunday and has asked that no official 

announcement be made until we can work out the details. Is that okay 

with you, Lionel?’ 

The younger man looked up from the note he was taking. ‘Yes. We’re 

fine with that. It’s a very tight group “in the know” at the moment. The 

Prince and Princess of Wales and Princess Eleanor know, and the 

Stephens family know: that is Mr and Mrs Stephens and their son, 

Captain Patrick Stephens. They’re all aware it can’t be announced. And 

the Queen, of course, knows.’ Lionel Henshall put the end of his pen to 

his lower lip and then put the finishing touches to his interrupted note. 

‘The Queen has asked for clarification regarding the Succession to the 

Crown Act, specifically her requirement to give consent. Are we assuming 

that a same-sex marriage by a member of the Royal Family in line to the 

throne is like any other and falls under the terms of the Act?’ 

Nigel Haselor removed his spectacles and looked at the Queen’s 
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Private Secretary. He then carefully placed his frames upside down on the 

blotter in front of him.  

‘The legal advice that I got yesterday says “yes”. Had it been a civil 

partnership then the answer would have been “no” because the 

Succession to the Crown Act doesn’t cover civil partnerships. But, as 

we’re dealing with a marriage, the Queen is required to give permission 

and the marriage should be declared in council as per usual. 

‘However, the Princess’s marriage does present us with a curious 

problem.’ The Comptroller leaned back from the highly-polished meeting 

table and his pin-striped jacket gaped open to reveal a pin-striped 

waistcoat straining at its buttons. He placed a large, fleshy hand, palm 

down, on the table and addressed the oil painting of Venus hanging over 

the fireplace opposite him. ‘Consider for a moment what the original Royal 

Marriages Act was passed to stop, the spirit of the law rather than the 

letter of the law, if you will. It was designed to allow the monarch an 

ultimate means of sanction against anyone thought undesirable, for 

whatever reason, from marrying into the Royal Family and, in so doing, 

having a legally binding contract from which they might profit or use 

against the crown. 

‘One of the weak points of an unsuitable marriage is, of course, the 

children who can be manipulated by either party and, in the event of the 

incapacity or early death of a monarch, by a regent. The very nature of 

how the Princess would conceive a child means that a third party to the 

marriage would have to be involved and –’ 

‘Are you suggesting that the children of a same-sex marriage are 

illegitimate?’ said Lionel Henshall. 

Reluctantly, Nigel Haselor drew his gaze away from the voluptuous 

nude back to the gentlemen at the table. ‘No, somewhat surprisingly, they 

wouldn’t be. Under the 2008 Human Fertilisation & Embryology Act the 

general rule is that that both women are treated as the parents and any 

children, conceived or born to either party whilst in a same-sex 
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partnership, are legitimate.  

‘What I’m saying is that, as things stand, we have a bizarre situation 

where the spouse of the heir to the throne, in this case Lieutenant-

Commander Stephens, undergoes a process of approval but the father of 

the future heir doesn’t.’ 

‘Hmm.’ Will Petersham frowned and pursed his lips. ‘I see your point. 

Any thoughts from the Princess on children?’ 

The Prince’s PPS made half a shrug. ‘Princess Alexandra has told the 

Prince of Wales that she has no firm plans to have children and neither 

has Lieutenant-Commander Stephens. If they were to have children, their 

view is that their offspring would not be heir to the throne because of the 

complexities of conception. I don’t think they realised that their children 

would be legitimate. Their view was that, irrespective of any children they 

might have, on Princess Alexandra’s death, should her sister still be alive, 

the succession would pass to Princess Eleanor and then to her firstborn.’ 

‘That’s been done before,’ Will Petersham observed dryly. 

‘Precisely, and I think the Princess is right. What would happen if a 

sperm donor was unsuitable? It could be just as disastrous to the crown.’ 

Will Petersham nodded. ‘We’re storing up trouble if we don’t clarify the 

matter.’  

The Comptroller leaned forward again and straightened the arms of 

his spectacles on the blotter. ‘We could seek to repeal the section of the 

Succession to the Crown Act that deals with the Queen’s consent, which 

would remove the conflict between approved spouse and non-approved 

biological father.’ He turned to Will Petersham. ‘How would the Queen feel 

about that?’ 

‘I know Her Majesty was in favour of amending the Royal Marriages 

Act when the number of descendants affected by it kept growing every 

year. Now it’s reduced to the six persons in line to the throne only, I don’t 

know how she’d feel...’ 
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‘Amending the Succession to the Crown Act to provide for the approval 

of biological fathers might clear up any confusion?’ offered Lionel 

Henshall, twisting a cufflink in his Hackett shirt. 

Nigel Haselor frowned and his bushy eyebrows leapt towards the 

Prince’s PPS. ‘Bad idea.’ 

Will Petersham looked horrified. ‘Dear God, the gutter press would 

have a field day over that! Can you imagine the headlines: Queen to 

approve sperm?’  

‘You’d need to draft a new Act if you wanted to do that, and that 

would take longer than we have,’ concluded the Comptroller. 

The Queen’s Private Secretary continued, ‘In practise, the Queen never 

refuses her permission. I mean it’s not as if we’re shipping in unknown 

European princes twenty-four hours before the ceremony; everyone lives 

together before marriage now. By the time a member of the Family’s 

getting engaged their partner’s been vetted to within an inch of their lives 

anyway. I tend to think the Queen’s consent is rather redundant in this 

day and age.’ 

‘I’m all for the old traditions but, in this case, I rather agree that it has 

out-served its usefulness,’ Nigel Haselor said. 

‘Are we in agreement that I should suggest repealing section three of 

the Act to Her Majesty?’ 

Lionel Henshall and Nigel Haselor nodded. 

‘Is there anything else we need to discuss arising from the 

engagement?’ 

In for a penny, in for a pound, thought Lionel Henshall and, taking a 

deep breath, said, ‘Both the Princess and Lieutenant-Commander 

Stephens are Anglicans and would like their marriage blessed in church.’ 

‘Really? Crumbs. They’re not doing things by halves, are they?’ The 

Comptroller raised a black, shaggy, anticipatory eyebrow. He liked a good 
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fight. 

‘It’s important to them and, they believe, it circumvents any possible 

questions surrounding their lifestyle being at odds with the church and 

any future query over the Princess’s role as Supreme Governor.’  

‘They have a point.’ 

‘At the moment, the Church of England’s stance is an absolute “no”. 

Lieutenant-Commander Stephens was brought up as Church of Scotland, 

and, unfortunately, the Kirk’s stance is the same.’ 

‘Isn’t it illegal for a member of the Church of England or the Church of 

Wales to perform a same-sex marriage ceremony? Didn’t think that 

applied to the Church of Scotland though?’ The Comptroller frowned. 

‘You’re talking about a marriage ceremony but we’re asking for a 

blessing following a civil ceremony.’ 

‘Ah, yes.’ The Comptroller was impressed with Lionel Henshall. He had 

thought the younger man a brainless clotheshorse when the Prince had 

first hired him but he’d turned out all right. 

‘Any chance either church would do it?’ Will Petersham queried. 

Lionel Henshall shook his slick, groomed head. ‘We don’t know. We 

haven’t asked yet.’ 

‘Who’s looking at that?’ 

‘We’re starting with the Archbishop of Canterbury’s office. Of course, 

we’d like him to officiate, and we’re thinking about Westminster. I know 

the Archbishop has no jurisdiction over the Abbey but, out of courtesy, I’ll 

approach him first and then I’ll speak to the Dean.’ 

Will Petersham ran a finger across the creases on his freckled 

forehead and looked nervously at the Prince’s PPS. ‘She may be the 

Supreme Governor but the Queen won’t influence the church’s decision in 

this. You know that?’ 

‘It’s okay. The Princess understands and doesn’t expect the Queen to 
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involve herself. The worst result for her would be that the wedding causes 

some sort of schism between the church and the palace.’ 

Nigel Haselor pushed his eyebrows in Lionel Henshall’s direction 

again. ‘Any contingency plans if the church won’t do it?’ 

‘I’ll need to revert to the Princess in that eventuality. I don’t know at 

the moment how strongly she feels about the issue.’ 

The Comptroller addressed the nude over the fireplace again. ‘I think 

we need to do some research into the viability of a blessing by a member 

of the Anglican Church. Leave it with me.’  

‘Thank you. So, I’m going to speak to Declan Quinn...’ 

‘As I need to phone the PM on another matter, I’m wondering whether 

it might be an idea to test the water regarding repealing the need for Her 

Majesty to consent to the marriage, assuming Her Majesty agrees.’ The 

Queen’s Private Secretary was savvier than his colleagues when it came to 

the machinations of government. Getting the politicians on board early 

was always a good move. It made them feel important. 

‘I’d do whatever you need to, Will.’ 

‘Lionel?’ 

‘Fine by me.’ 

‘So, unless anyone has anything else, I’d say the main sticking point 

looks like it’ll be the church.’ Nigel Haselor folded his glasses and 

pocketed them. 

‘We rather feared it would be,’ said Lionel Henshall, closing the 

notepad in front of him. 

‘Thank God she’s not a Catholic!’ Will Petersham smiled weakly at his 

colleagues. He had a feeling that the next few months were going to be 

hellish. 
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION BETWEEN LIONEL HENSHALL AND DR 

DECLAN QUINN. 

14 NOVEMBER 2014. 9.19 AM. 

 

‘Is that Sue?’ 

‘Speaking.’ 

‘It’s Lionel Henshall.’  

‘Good morning, Mr Henshall.’ 

‘Is the Archbishop available?’ 

‘One moment and I’ll try his line... Archbishop, I have Lionel Henshall 

on the line for you.’ 

‘Must be about the carol service for the Prince’s foundation. Put him 

through... Hello, Lionel, is it you?’ 

‘Declan? Good morning.’ 

‘Are you phoning with the final choices for the carol service?’ 

‘No, they’re still with the Prince for his agreement. Actually, I was 

phoning on another matter. I know this will set the cat among the 

pigeons, but Princess Alexandra will be announcing her engagement to 

Grace Stephens on Sunday the fifteenth of December. And that’s not all. 

It gets worse, I’m afraid. The Princess has asked if they could have the 

union blessed. They’d like Westminster, if possible... Declan?’ 

‘I’m still here. Did you say cat? Bloody great big tiger, I’d say.’ 

‘I’m sorry. The Princess believes it circumvents any possible questions 

surrounding her partnership being at odds with the church and therefore 

any future query over her role as Supreme Governor.’ 

‘I can’t disagree with that.’ 

‘It’s still very hush-hush, so if you could refrain from telling anyone 

until then we’d appreciate it.’ 
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‘Sure. You know I have no jurisdiction over the Abbey? That’s up to 

the Queen and Adam Wild.’ 

‘I know, but the Dean won’t act against canon law, will he? So, it’s 

really a matter for Synod. Do you think you can get an amendment to 

church law passed?’ 

‘When for?’ 

‘Mid-June is looking most likely.’ 

‘You’re talking to the wrong man if it’s miracles you’re wanting! You 

need to get on your knees, Lionel.’ 

‘I know.’ 

‘If you think things move slowly at the palace you should try the 

church.’ 

‘I realise it’s a tall order, but maybe the profile of the couple and the 

short timeframe is the kick that’s needed?’  

‘You’re hopeful and that’s a fact.’ 

‘The Princess knows your personal stance on this issue and, without 

placing you in an awkward position, would very much like you to be part 

of the ceremony. Obviously, if it is Westminster she’d like you and the 

Dean to officiate.’ 

‘I’d love to but if Synod don’t change their minds I’m not sure how my 

involvement would be perceived.’ 

‘The Princess realises that this could be difficult for you and she has 

asked me to reassure you that she will understand if you don’t feel you 

can do it.’ 

‘Look, General Synod is on Tuesday. Would it be okay if I sounded out 

some thoughts? It’s too late to add a question to the agenda but I’ll be 

seeing a number of people whose views I’d welcome.’ 

‘Of course. We’d just ask that it remains out of the public domain for 
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the next few weeks.’ 

‘I understand.’ 

‘I’m sorry to drop this one in your lap, Declan. I’m sure it’s the last 

thing you want to deal with.’ 

‘Actually, Lionel, you know what, this could be the thing that makes 

all the difference to moving this issue forward.’ 

‘I hope so. Thank you, Declan.’ 

‘Always a pleasure. And you’ll come back to me about those carols 

now?’ 

‘I’ll chase up the Prince.’ 

 

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION BETWEEN WILL PETERSHAM AND 

JOHN PELHAM (PRIME MINISTER). 

14 NOVEMBER 2014. 9.36 AM. 

 

‘The Prime Minister, please.’ 

‘May I say who’s calling?’ 

‘Will Petersham.’ 

‘Hold the line please, Mr Petersham... Prime Minister, I have the 

Queen’s Private Secretary for you.’ 

‘Thank you... Hello, Will. This is a surprise. How are things with you?’ 

‘About to get a whole lot busier. How about you?’ 

‘Same as usual: not enough hours in the day. What can I do for you?’ 

‘Two things, actually. I’m phoning to give you prior warning that 

Princess Alexandra will be announcing her engagement to Grace 

Stephens on Sunday the fifteenth of December. Because of the long time-

frame we’d be grateful if you didn’t mention it yet.’ 
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‘Of course. Thank you for the notice. I can see why you’re about to get 

busy.’ 

‘As you can imagine, there are quite a few T’s to cross and I’s to dot 

before we go live with the news.’ 

‘I understand. It’s not a big shock, though, is it? When we met in the 

summer you thought it was on the cards.’ 

‘Absolutely. It’s happened slightly faster than we anticipated. We 

thought they’d wait until Lieutenant-Commander Stephens returned from 

her tour, but you play the hand you’re dealt; which brings me to my next 

question. How much support would there be for a repeal of the section of 

the Succession to the Crown Act that deals with Her Majesty’s consent to 

a marriage?’ 

‘Go on.’ 

‘We have a discrepancy arising from the Marriage (Same Sex Couples) 

Act. The Act enables a couple who, by definition, are unable to conceive 

without assistance to marry. All good so far, but the Succession to the 

Crown Act means we are obliged to ask Her Majesty’s permission for any 

member of the Family in line to the throne to wed, straight or gay. The 

discrepancy arises because we don’t require her permission for a member 

of the Family to conceive using a third party to the marriage. If one 

considers the monarch’s consent a necessity in this day and age, then, 

surely, one must also ask the Queen to also approve any person 

additional to the marriage who is used to produce the next in line to the 

throne?’ 

‘I see your dilemma. Is Her Majesty in favour of reform?’ 

‘Yes, she’s happy to see it removed.’ 

‘I suggest you speak to John Raymond at the Law Commission. He’s 

on the statute law repeals team and he’s a can-do sort of chap. 

‘But to answer your original question: by the time that a repeal gets to 

the Commons it’s usually a done deal. Your bigger worry is what the 
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Lords will do with it.’ 

‘I think we’ve got some allies in the Lords!’ 

‘Well, good luck with it, and thanks for the heads-up.’ 

‘On another subject entirely, we need to arrange a time...’  

 

DIARY 2014. 15 NOVEMBER 2014. 

 

Tough day. Went to The Yard after work for a drink and to see who was in. Usual 

crowd and a couple of screaming queens who were getting unnecessary. Bored, so 

picked up a young guy who I’ve seen hanging around and came home. Think his 

name was Gabe? Looked like he’d be dynamite. Disappointing. Not sure I know what 

the point of sex is any more. 

 

MEETING OF HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN AND JOHN PELHAM. 

18 NOVEMBER 2014. 6.30 PM. 

 

‘Good evening, Mr Pelham.’ The Queen smiled and offered her hand. 

John Pelham took it lightly and bowed his head. ‘Good evening, Your 

Majesty.’ 

The Prime Minister waited for the Queen to sit before taking his usual 

place opposite her in a surprisingly comfortable Georgian chair, 

upholstered in pale lemon. 

‘I understand that congratulations are in order, Ma’am.’ 

‘Thank you, Mr Pelham. Doesn’t news travel fast?’ 

‘Will Petersham telephoned me on Friday. He wanted to know what 

the government’s view might be of removing the requirement for you to 

consent to a royal marriage from the statute books.’ 
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‘Indeed. And what is your view?’ 

‘Personally, I think it resolves the rather unusual situation in which 

Princess Alexandra and her fiancée find themselves. It seems nonsensical 

to me to approve the spouse but not the parent. May I ask whether you 

approve of the proposal?’ 

The Queen liked John Pelham. He was respectful without being 

obsequious and he always seemed relaxed in her company. The Queen 

didn’t like people to be nervous around her. It made her nervous too and 

that didn’t do anyone any good. 

‘I do approve. I have never been terribly comfortable giving one’s 

consent on such a personal issue. Will it pass, do you think?’ 

‘I can’t see a problem in the House of Commons. By the time it 

reaches us, the Lords have done the work. You’ll need to argue their 

Lordships round and they tend to like their traditions.’ 

‘I never thought I’d see the day when we’d be unsure of support from 

the Lords.’ The Queen smiled, and John Pelham thought he saw her eyes 

twinkle, just a little. 

He laughed. ‘I’m sure it will go your way, Ma’am. One thing I do know 

is that they are very loyal to the crown. They’ll only need reassurance that 

the repeal has your backing and it will go though.’ 

‘I understand the Prince of Wales has to write to someone at the Law 

Commission.’ 

‘Yes, Ma’am. Is this the first time you’ve been an active part of this 

process?’ 

‘It is, Mr Pelham. I have enacted Repeals Acts many times but it is the 

first time I’ve seen the process from the beginning. I’m more used to 

seeing the end of the matter. It will be interesting to see how long it takes 

before royal assent for the repeal is requested.’ 

‘If everything goes smoothly, it shouldn’t take more than three or four 
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months.’ 

‘It is fascinating to think that in two hundred years time one of my 

descendants might be repealing a law that I’ve enacted, don’t you think? I 

do hope we don’t leave behind too many unnecessary laws.’ 

John Pelham was used to reading between the lines of their weekly 

conversations. He made a mental note to ask John Raymond to lunch and 

find out what projects the statue law repeals team had on. 

 

MEETING OF DR DECLAN QUINN, DR GERALD COOPER 

(ARCHBISHOP OF YORK), DR NELSON DEWITTE (DEAN OF THE 

CATHEDRAL AND ABBEY CHURCH OF ST ALBAN) AND ADAM WILD 

(DEAN OF THE COLLEGIATE CHURCH OF ST PETER AT 

WESTMINSTER). 

18 NOVEMBER 2014. 11.08 PM. 

 

There was a knock at the door of Declan Quinn’s hotel suite. He rose and 

answered it. 

‘Hello, Gerald, come in. Nelson and Adam are already here. Can I get 

you a drink?’ 

‘Scotch and water, if you’ve got it.’ 

Whilst Cantuar accessed the mini-bar, Ebor squeezed his tall and 

bulky frame into one of the two free chairs grouped around the coffee 

table. 

‘What’s this about, Declan?’ asked Nelson DeWitte. 

Handing Gerald Cooper his drink, Declan Quinn joined the group. 

‘Thank you for making time in what, I know, is a packed few days, 

gentlemen. I wouldn’t be imposing but it’s important. We have a problem. 

One of our congregation wishes me to bless their marriage.’ 

‘Why is that a problem?’ asked the Archbishop of York. 
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Adam Wild, the youngest minister to ever hold the post of Dean of 

Westminster, fixed the Archbishop of Canterbury with his pale grey eyes. 

‘Because the member Declan is referring to will one day be our Supreme 

Governor. Am I right?’  

Declan Quinn nodded.  

‘We’re talking about Princess Alexandra, yes? And she would like the 

church to bless her marriage to Grace Stephens?’ asked the Dean of St 

Albans, his South African accent coming out strongly. 

‘This is absolutely confidential, you understand. It must not be 

discussed with anyone until it is announced officially. Do I have your 

word?’ 

The three clerics nodded their assent. 

‘The Prince of Wales’s Principal Private Secretary telephoned me last 

week to ask whether it was likely that the church’s position on same-sex 

marriage would change before June next year.’ 

The Archbishop of York snorted. ‘Not a chance.’ 

‘I take it that I’m here because they’d like Westminster for the service?’ 

Declan Quinn nodded at Adam Wild who looked into his glass of sparkling 

water for a moment. ‘Okay. Well, in principle, I can perform a blessing for 

the couple if the Queen requests it. In practice, I doubt Her Majesty would 

place me in that position.’ 

‘If she were to ask, where do you stand?’ asked Nelson DeWitte. 

‘I should find such a request very challenging. My allegiance is to the 

reigning monarch and not to the Church of England Synod, but I’m an 

ordained minister, so I feel a duty to uphold canon law. I really don’t 

know what I would do.’ A troubled look passed across Adam Wild’s 

normally calm face. 

‘I have no desire for any minister to be placed in an awkward position 

on this but I believe we have to try and address it or it –’ 
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‘We have addressed it, Declan.’ The Archbishop of York interrupted. 

‘Canon law addresses it very clearly. Marriage is a union between one 

man and one woman. It cannot be anything else.’ 

‘Why? Why can’t it be anything else? Because we’ve made that the law 

of our church? What we have made, we can un-make. We change canon 

law all the time. It’s one of the things Synod does. All it takes is for 

someone to table an amendment to B30, paragraph one, removing the 

words “of one man with one woman” and the problem ceases to exist.’ The 

Dean of St Albans looked to Cantuar for support but Declan Quinn 

remained silent. He wished that Nelson DeWitte thought things through a 

little more before opening his mouth. He felt sure that his underlying 

motives were sound but he could come across as confrontational and that 

wasn’t always helpful. He assumed it was the Dean’s Afrikaans blood 

coming out. 

‘The problem, as you call it, may cease to exist for ministers who take 

their scripture loosely.’ The Archbishop of York looked pointedly at Nelson 

DeWitte. ‘But for those of us who hold to the teachings of the Bible a new 

problem manifests itself. How do we square our belief in what is right in 

the eyes of God with the subsequent clamour of homosexuals wanting us 

to marry them?’ Gerald Cooper took a drink. 

‘Trust me, Gerald, you’re safe. No homosexual worth their salt will be 

knocking on your door asking you to marry them!’ 

The Archbishop of York ignored Nelson DeWitte’s quip. ‘As far as I’m 

concerned, the so-called problem does not exist. The church and the state 

are very clear that this is a service we do not provide. I assume that the 

Princess knows this. The problem is therefore of her own making and not 

ours. I fail to see why we should do anything about this request, except 

reply politely in the negative. We certainly shouldn’t be looking at 

changing canon law.’ 

‘I disagree,’ the Dean of Westminster said thoughtfully, looking at the 

Archbishop. ‘I think the problem is ours. One day the Princess will be 
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queen and, when that happens, she will be the Supreme Governor of our 

organisation. At which point, we will be in the position of having as our 

leader someone who is, in the eyes of the church, unmarried and living in 

sin. Unless we ask the Lord to bless her marriage now, how can we 

continue the same relationship with the crown? And what then for the 

spiritual life of the nation? We are the Church of England; we advise, and 

guide, and influence our lawmakers, and we’ve done so since Henry the 

Eighth’s day.’ 

The Archbishop of Canterbury liked the young Dean. He impressed 

him with his insight, knowledge and ability to get to the heart of the 

matter. 

‘Adam, we’ve had monarchs, married in the sight of God, living in sin 

with their mistresses, and we’ll have them again. It hasn’t made a scrap of 

difference to their position as Supreme Governor. Anyway, the way the 

Royal Family’s going we won’t have to worry about that by the time the 

Princess ascends the throne. They’re likely to sever the tie before we do 

with all this talk about multi-faith Britain.’ The Archbishop of York took 

another large mouthful from his glass. His colour was rising and his 

shock of white hair looked even more shocking against his pink forehead. 

‘I don’t see it. I don’t think the idea of having the Queen or King of 

England defend faith, rather than defend the faith, is incompatible with 

the role of Supreme Governor. As someone who grew up in a 

commonwealth country divided by racial hatred, I have a different view of 

your Queen, maybe? For us, she symbolised a tradition of liberal 

Christianity in which debate is encouraged, scholarly argument relished, 

and the traditions of tolerance and fairness upheld. It’s one of the things 

that makes Britain, so, well, British, and the envy of oppressed peoples 

everywhere. Acknowledging that your monarch defends faith, rather than 

just Protestantism, is only putting into words what is already the case.’ 

Gerald Cooper shrugged. ‘Maybe you’re right. God knows considered, 

reflective faith needs defending from fundamentalist cranks in the US and 
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that ghastly, happy-clappy, new-age rubbish that celebrates feeling over 

thought. So long as we have the equivalent of a spiritual orgasm in 

church on Sunday we’re all done for the week!’ Dr Gerald Cooper jiggled 

the hand that wasn’t holding his glass in the air. It was at this point that 

Cantuar realised that Ebor had gone by way of the hotel’s bar earlier. 

Declan Quinn wished his second-in-command didn’t drink so much. 

‘Nelson makes an interesting point,’ Adam Wild said slowly, ignoring 

the Archbishop of York’s theatricals. ‘Nobody believes that the monarch is 

ordained by God any more. We haven’t believed that in this country since 

the Reformation. However, she is still expected to embody certain 

metaphysical values that might be considered God-like, or Christ-like. 

She is expected to do her duty and serve her people, to show compassion 

and forgiveness, to lead an exemplary Christian life.’ 

It was too late in a very long day and the Archbishop of York was too 

drunk to start discussing metaphysics. Declan Quinn endeavoured to 

bring his colleagues back to the point. ‘Are you saying that, because the 

Princess’s marriage would not be recognised by the church as things 

stand, the Princess would be unable to demonstrate sufficient...’ The 

Archbishop thought for a moment. ‘Sufficient faith to be credible as an 

adherent?’ 

‘I’m not sure that I am. I just made the point that there is an 

expectation placed upon the monarch that is unique.’ 

‘Sorry, Adam, you’ve said nothing so far that makes me think the 

Princess would be unsuited to the job. Her devotion to duty cannot be in 

doubt when she’s prepared to put her life on the line in the bloody Gulf.’ 

It struck Declan Quinn that Nelson DeWitte was fonder of the British 

monarchy than many of its subjects. ‘As Gerald said, you’ve had previous 

kings that have done a lot worse than make a lifelong commitment to 

their partner. The worst thing the church could do now would be to make 

this a big issue or it could find itself divorced from the monarchy and on 

the wrong side of the legislative fence. I’d just brush this Supreme 
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Governor business under the rug. Concentrate on the question of whether 

we, or rather Declan and Adam, can actually officiate at a blessing.’ 

‘The problem is that the blasted press are bound to ask.’ The 

Archbishop of York extricated himself from his chair and made for the 

mini-bar, alarming Declan Quinn. 

‘Gerald’s right; the press will ask and we need to have an answer for 

them, but it’s getting late, gentlemen, and I have no wish to keep you 

from your beds. It has, as always, been interesting and invigorating. 

You’ve been most helpful and I have no doubt that at the next meeting of 

the House of Bishops, next month, we will discuss this further. As a 

church we have to be having this debate and, perhaps more importantly, 

we have to been seen to be having this debate.’ 

‘May I ask, Archbishop, where you stand on the question? Are you 

prepared to officiate at Westminster, or elsewhere?’ 

The Archbishop considered the young Dean’s question for a moment. 

It stopped Gerald Cooper in his tracks toward the mini-bar too. ‘Do you 

know, I believe I am.’ 

‘Against canon law?’ 

‘Well, now, I wouldn’t go that far. Let’s see what conclusion we can 

reach in Synod, shall we?’ 

‘You know you’ll stir up a hornet’s nest with this, don’t you? It’ll do us 

yet more damage. We’re divided on the question of women. This’ll only 

make –’ Declan Quinn held up his hand to silence the Archbishop of York. 

‘I know what you’re going to say, Gerald, and I realise we risk dividing 

the church into those who favour a change and those who do not but I 

feel strongly that we have let this rumble on for too long. We have an 

opportunity to guide the nation in their response to the Princess’s 

marriage and we should do so. We must be addressing this issue and 

providing a forum for it to be discussed, and when we reach an answer we 

must be clear about the reasons for that answer.’ 
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Gerald Cooper made a noise in the back of his throat. ‘You assume 

that we will reach an answer.’ 

‘That we will, Gerald, either way, to be sure.’ 

 

DIARY 2014. 20 NOVEMBER 2014. 

 

Met someone tonight. Off duty in The Tavern when some tosser pulls a glass on a 

young guy. Tony and I stepped in and defused the situation. Threw the attacker out. 

Young man shaken up, so got him a drink. Turns out he’s Polish, a builder and fit! He 

got the wrong signals from the bloke at the bar and made a move. Instead of just 

saying, ‘No, thanks,’ the tosser thought he should defend the slur to his manhood by 

slicing a piece out of the queer. God! When will straight guys ever learn to take it as a 

compliment? 

Acted the big hero policeman and gave Lee (it’s really Wielislaw Majewski but 

everyone calls him Lee) my card. Hope he calls. 

 

LETTER SENT TO THE SIX PERSONS NEXT IN THE LINE OF 

SUCCESSION TO THE CROWN FROM CLARENCE HOUSE, LONDON, 

SW1A 1BA. 

27 NOVEMBER 2014. 

 

From: The Principal Private Secretary to TRH The Prince and Princess of 

Wales 

Private and confidential 

 

Dear ______ 

The Prince and Princess of Wales are delighted to announce the 

engagement of their daughter HRH The Princess Alexandra Charlotte 
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Sophie Victoria of Wales to Lieutenant-Commander Grace Celia Stephens, 

daughter of Mr and Mrs Nicholas Stephens. It is anticipated that the 

official announcement of the engagement will take place on 14th 

December, 2014 to coincide with Lieutenant-Commander Stephens’s 

leave from her current tour of duty. 

Further to the announcement, the Prince of Wales has asked me to 

inform you that he has written to the Law Commission requesting that 

they conduct a review of the Succession to the Crown Act 2013 with a 

view to repealing section 3. 

This request has been made in order to remove the requirement for 

HM The Queen to consent in Privy Council to the marriage of a member of 

the Royal Family in line to the throne. 

There is no comparable law enacted that requires Her Majesty to 

consent to the use of a donor by a member of the Royal Family 

undergoing fertility treatment.  

Repealing section 3 of the Succession to the Crown Act seeks to 

remove the inequality that exists for opposite-sex royal couples who have 

had the parent of their issue approved by The Queen in Privy Council, 

where same-sex royal couples have not. 

For clarification, in compliance with the laws relating to Human 

Fertilisation and Embryology, any child born to either party to a same-sex 

marriage, whilst said marriage is valid, shall hold their rightful place in 

the line of succession. 

It is His Royal Highness’ hope that the proposed amendment to the 

Succession to the Crown Act 2013 will meet with your approval. 

Yours sincerely, 

Lionel Henshall 

 

DAILY EXPRESS. 
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‘UNAPPROVED SPERM DONOR MEANS QUEEN WILL NOT CONSENT 

TO ALEX AND GRACIE’S MARRIAGE’. 

3 DECEMBER 2014. 

 

The Prince of Wales is seeking to repeal the law that requires members of 

the Royal Family to ask the Queen’s permission before they marry. His 

request to the Law Commission sorts out a loose end left when the 

Marriage (Same Sex Couples) Act came into force. 

Under the terms of the Succession to the Crown Act, which also 

allows for girls to take their rightful place in the line of succession, royal 

couples must ask for the Queen’s permission before they wed. This means 

that a heterosexual couple automatically receives the Queen’s permission 

for the non-royal spouse to become a parent to any royal children. A gay 

couple wanting to conceive would require a donor, who would not have 

been approved by the monarch under current laws. 

The palace was unavailable for comment but a source close to the 

Prince said, ‘The Prince is a great champion of equality. It’s all about 

making sure that the rules are the same for everyone – gay or straight.’ 

Last night, the Internet was already buzzing with rumours that the 

world’s favourite lesbian couple, Princess Alexandra and Grace Stephens, 

might be about to tie the knot. 

Colleagues at Camp Bastion say that Navy nurse Gracie uses Skype to 

keep in touch with her girlfriend, and it is thought Alex may have popped 

the question over the Internet.  

Alex last saw Gracie at the beginning of November, when the Navy 

nurse was home on leave from her tour of duty on the frontline in 

Afghanistan. Just like other military partners, Alex made the most of 

Gracie’s time at home by clearing her busy schedule for the four days of 

Gracie’s leave, so they could spend it together at their romantic Saltram 

home. 



 

A VERY CIVIL WEDDING 

 

 

The couple are good at keeping their private life out of the spotlight, 

having kept their relationship secret for two years before it became public 

in 2007 when they moved in together.  

It was no surprise that Alex was tight-lipped as she arrived for work at 

HMNB Devonport this morning, but a close friend of the Princess said, 

‘We’ve been waiting for an announcement for months. They know they 

want to be together. We know they want to be together. This is just the 

start of a process to make it happen.’ 

 

MEETING OF MRS YASMIN ALI’S LADIES’ AFTERNOON TEA GROUP. 

3 DECEMBER 2014. 4.04 PM. 

 

According to the Ladies’ Afternoon Tea Group rota it was Mrs Yasmin Ali’s 

turn to host the ladies at her house. She had laid out her Royal Crown 

Derby tea service, and delicately placed cucumber sandwiches on her 

commemorative plate from the Prince and Princess of Wales’s wedding. A 

Victoria sponge had been freshly baked and transferred to the Coronation 

plate she had been given as a girl in India, which had started her royal 

collection. On her plate commemorating the Queen Mother’s one 

hundredth birthday, Mrs Ali had arranged a selection of biscuits from a 

family assortment tin that they sold in the shop. Finally, she had 

banished her husband, Mahaz, downstairs to the shop and put the kettle 

on ready for her guests. 

Mrs Ali had not been downstairs all day because she had been busy 

preparing for the arrival of her guests. She had not, therefore, seen the 

newspapers. As it turned out, it was of little consequence. Within five 

minutes of the ladies’ arrival, talk had turned to the rumours of a royal 

wedding that had been in all the papers. 

‘I don’t understand. They are both such pretty girls. They should have 

husbands.’ 
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‘They don’t want husbands, Sita. That’s the point.’ 

‘Who doesn’t want a husband?’ 

‘I don’t.’ Vari slapped Sita’s arm playfully and laughed, so the one 

buffalo wing visible beneath her cashmere pashmina wobbled. 

The other ladies laughed too. Vari was always disparaging about her 

husband, Amit, with, Mrs Ali felt, good reason. 

‘But without a husband how will Princess Alex produce an heir for the 

British throne?’ 

‘That’s what this sperm donor is for.’ 

Mrs Ali didn’t let on that she didn’t know how a sperm donor had 

come into an announcement of a royal engagement. It seemed premature. 

‘I don’t understand how that works,’ confessed Sita. ‘Gracie is 

approved by the Queen but this man is not approved by the Queen. So, 

the Princess cannot marry Gracie?’ 

‘Gracie is the Princess’s wife. The man is just a donor. He’s nothing to 

do with the Princess, except being her baby’s biological father.’ 

‘I think it’s a recipe for disaster. What if the father takes the baby, 

especially if it is a boy? Look at what happened to Pia: Ritesh took her boy 

to India. She hasn’t seen him for six years.’ Vari nodded her head to 

emphasise her point. 

‘You can’t abduct a Prince. They have bodyguards all the time.’ 

Mrs Ali sat quietly, listening to the ladies’ well-meaning but ill-

informed twittering, sipping her tea. She was the royal expert of the 

group; she was the one that was supposed to tell the others the court 

news. As the daughter of two academics who had seen the benefits of 

British rule in India and, following partition, witnessed the social division, 

upheaval and great sorrow that had affected millions of their countrymen, 

Mrs Ali had a different view of her country’s history from that of her 

friends. While they were interested in Britain’s Royal Family as a 
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curiosity, she understood the symbolic significance of their permanency 

for people, especially in times of national crisis. She was cross with 

herself for not seeing the papers today and ever so slightly put out that 

the Princess had announced it in such a way that loyal subjects, such as 

she, had not received a heads-up regarding the impending nuptials. 

‘There will be no abduction of the Prince. The Queen will not allow it,’ 

said Mrs Ali firmly. ‘But I worry for the succession. It is not right that the 

heir to the throne of the United Kingdom and the commonwealth should 

not have a father figure. What will happen to this little boy? Who will 

show him how to be a man? Do we want a king who does not know how to 

be a proper man?’ 

Mrs Ali had the ladies’ attention. 

‘Vari, think of your boy Sunil. Would he be the man he is today 

without his father?’ 

‘No, he would be better.’ Vari laughed and her bingo wing had a little 

wobble. 

Vari could be a silly woman. Today, her stupidity was beginning to 

annoy Mrs Ali. Mrs Ali decided to take a stand. 

‘As you know, I am a royalist. I love Her Majesty, but what 

grandmother would permit her granddaughter to do this?’ 

‘Yasmin, you are speaking against the Queen?’ Sita was horrified. 

‘No, I am not. I am speaking against her advisors. I think, ladies, that 

you will find, when the truth is known, that the Queen is very much 

against this wedding. Her advisors are telling her that this is a popular 

thing to do, that the country wants it, that her people want it. It is up to 

us to tell her that we do not want it, that we want the Princess to marry a 

nice young man, or not to marry at all.’ Mrs Ali was warming to her 

speech. ‘Ladies, as mothers and grandmothers, we must stand up and be 

counted. We must say “no” to this marriage. We must write to the Queen 

to tell her that she is not alone. We must tell the local council that the 
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women of Edgbaston value the family. We must not watch the coverage on 

the television. We must not hang out bunting. We must boycott all 

souvenirs.’ 

When she had started speaking Mrs Ali had not intended to be quite 

so vehement in her disapproval of the royal wedding, and the round of 

applause that she received from her peers did nothing to dispel the feeling 

that she might have just started something she would come to regret. 

 

DIARY 2014. 3 DECEMBER 2014. 

 

Had given up hope then Lee called! Seeing him for a coffee on Friday. 

The Sun saying there’s going to be a royal wedding next year. If true, it’ll mean a 

ton of overtime. Might use the money on a holiday. Wonder if I should ask Lee? Or is 

that getting too serious? 

 

BBC BREAKFAST. 

4 DECEMBER 2014. 8.32 AM. 

 

‘Now, the request this week by the Prince of Wales to remove section three 

of the Succession to the Crown Act from the statute books suggests that a 

wedding between Princess Alexandra and her partner Grace Stephens is 

not likely to be far away. To discuss what the repeal and a royal wedding 

might mean for all of us are Linda Cranham, a spokeswoman for the One 

Man One Woman campaign, and Stephen Jones, chairman of the Keep 

Calm and Marry ‘Em campaign. 

‘Stephen, if I can come to you first, how important is it that the palace 

are taking steps to remove this law?’ 

‘Obviously, we’re very pleased to see any legislation taken off the 

statute that promotes an inequality, and the Royal Family is entitled to 
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equal human rights just like everyone else. It is a nonsense in this day 

and age that the monarch has the power to refuse to allow a member of 

the Royal Family the basic civil right to marry whomever they chose. The 

rest of the country does not need to ask the Queen’s permission; 

members of the Royal Family should not have to.’ 

‘Linda Cranham, this law seeks to sort out an inequality. That can’t be 

a bad thing, can it?’ 

‘Well, it can be if it then creates a more serious problem. We’re deeply 

concerned by this development. The Royal Family is not like the rest of 

us; it is a special case. In this instance, we are talking about Princess 

Alexandra, the heir to the throne, embarking on a marriage that we know 

will not then produce a legitimate heir. That has ramifications for the 

whole country and is one reason why removing the safeguard of the 

Succession to the Crown Act is bad idea. 

‘Retaining section three enables older and wiser heads, such as the 

Queen and her advisors, to halt unsuitable matches by young royals that 

threaten the stability of the institution. 

‘In addition, the request to repeal the law has come from the Prince of 

Wales not the Queen. We have no means of knowing, at this stage, 

whether the Queen is in favour of this move or whether the Prince and his 

daughter have acted independently in the matter. If it doesn’t have the 

backing of the monarch, it could be seen as a means to circumvent the 

Succession to the Crown Act because of differences of opinion regarding 

the Princess’s partnership within the Family. 

‘For these reasons, we sincerely hope that the bill to remove the law 

doesn’t pass and that it remains in force.’ 

‘Stephen Jones, the Royal Family is a special case?’ 

‘Yes, it is but it shouldn’t be. The Prince, as we know, is a passionate 

supporter of equal human rights and I would suggest that he has not 

taken this step without consultation with the Queen. 
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‘If I can pick up on a point that Linda made? The offspring of the 

marriage of Princess Alexandra and Grace Stephens would be legitimate. 

Linda has been a vocal opponent of gay marriage for a long time and she 

is stirring up a problem here that doesn’t exist. Any children that 

Alexandra and Grace had would be legitimate heirs to the throne.’ 

‘Stephen can brush this off all he wants but he is ignoring a basic 

fact: one man and one woman are needed to create life. In the event that 

the Princess and her partner wish to have a baby, a donor will be 

required. What then is his relationship to the child and the throne? What 

are his rights with regard to the child? And, more importantly, what are 

the child’s rights with regard to his or her father? No unborn child can 

defend their basic right to have a father and a mother, which is why it’s 

up to organisations like One Man One Woman to stand up for that child’s 

rights.  

‘Removing section three of the Succession to the Crown Act enables a 

same-sex union to go ahead with no safeguards, which could ultimately 

create an inequality for any child born of that union and its father.’ 

‘I’m afraid that these are the same arguments that the anti-gay 

marriage lobby trotted out when the Marriage (Same Sex Couples) Bill 

was being discussed –’ 

‘That’s because they’re still relevant; more so now that the crown is 

involved. Same-sex “marriage” is a watered-down version of marriage and 

the Princess’s situation proves this. Her partnership can never produce 

an heir to the throne. Marriage, as I and many other people understand 

it, is about procreation and the raising of children; that is at its heart as a 

social construct. Should the Princess announce her engagement, all she 

would be doing ultimately is putting her co-habitation with Grace 

Stephens on a legal footing.’ 

‘Are you saying that men and woman who enter into a marriage 

knowing that one of them is sterile also have a watered-down version of a 

marriage?’ 
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‘Stephen, you know very well that I am not saying that. The only way 

to conceive a child is via a man and a woman, which is why the 

institution of marriage exists and has been, until recently, exclusively for 

opposite-sex couples.’ 

‘There are many, many people who would disagree with you that 

marriage’s main driver is procreation. Over the centuries marriage has 

evolved from a financial arrangement, whereby the daughter of a family 

was seen as a commodity to be sold to a suitable man, into a voluntary 

union by two people who love one another. Gay couples are just as 

capable of love as straight couples.’ 

‘But, as we all know –’ 

‘If I may finish? Within a democratic society the only activities that the 

law of the land should stop people from doing are activities that are 

illegal. Unless you are going to make long-term, committed homosexual 

relationships illegal you have to allow gay people the opportunity to make 

a commitment equal to the commitment made by long-term, committed 

heterosexual couples. Same-sex marriage should have been made legal in 

1967.’ 

‘But, as we all know, love is not the sole criteria for marriage. I love 

my sister, my mother and my father. You might say I was in a long-term, 

committed relationship with my family members but it is illegal for me to 

marry them. Loving someone doesn’t mean that you should be able to 

marry them. Marriage therefore has to be about more than love, which is 

why I reiterate that, at its core, is the expectation of procreation.’ 

‘Stephen Jones, one last comment from you?’ 

‘It is sad that Linda and the anti-gay marriage lobby cannot accept 

that same-sex marriage is now a reality. If Princess Alexandra is going to 

marry Grace Stephens then, due to her exceptional circumstances, there 

are bound to be certain legal wrinkles that need to be ironed out. I hope 

any problems are sorted out quickly and that as a country we can come 
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together to celebrate their marriage with them.’ 

‘Stephen Jones, Linda Cranham, thank you. We have to leave it there. 

I’m sure it’s a subject that we’ll be returning to again in the coming 

months.’ 

 

DIARY 2014. 5 DECEMBER 2014. 

 

Coffee with Lee. Could not stop staring at his pecs through his shirt. He must work out 

in addition to what he does on the job. Blue eyes. Nice. 

Wondered if he came here to escape anti-gay feeling at home. He says Poland is 

more liberal than us. His parents know and are one hundred percent supportive. 

Came here for the work. He can make more as a builder than he can in Poland as a 

lecturer. Only builder I’ve met with a master’s degree in marine biology! Started 

working in Manchester but got involved with a married man who worked for the 

building firm. Just another “tourist” trying gay on for size. Got scared and got Lee 

fired, so he came down south. Manchester’s loss is London’s gain! 

Seeing him again. 

 

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION BETWEEN DR DECLAN QUINN AND 

LIONEL HENSHALL. 

9 DECEMBER 2014. 11.15 AM. 

 

‘Lionel? Declan Quinn.’ 

‘Good morning, Declan. I was about to pick up the phone to you. I’ve 

got His Royal Highness to agree the carols for the crib service.’ 

‘Superb. What will he be wanting?’ 

‘He’d like to open with Once in Royal, and end with Hark the Herald. 

He doesn’t mind in what order you place the other carols within the 
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service but he would like Joy to the World, O Come All Ye Faithful and O 

Little Town of Bethlehem set to St Louis. Is that all right?’ 

‘That’s grand. The choir have said they want to do Rutter’s Donkey 

Carol and In Dulci Jubilo, so that will work out perfectly.’ 

‘Good. Was that what you were phoning for?’ 

‘Actually, it was not. I was phoning to brief you on yesterday’s meeting 

of the House of Bishops.’ 

‘Ah.’ 

‘After you spoke to me, I spoke to Gerald Cooper, Nelson DeWitte, 

who’s the Dean of St Albans and very pro gay marriage, and Adam Wild. I 

shared your news with them. I hope that was all right. We had a lively 

little chat about it actually.’ 

‘That’s fine.’ 

‘I know it’s not been announced yet and you wanted to keep it quiet 

but I needed to take it to this session of the House of Bishops. The next 

one’s not until May, which would be too late. So, I put the question 

hypothetically to the bishops, although I don’t imagine that fooled 

anyone.’ 

‘No. Inevitably, it’s already out there.’ 

‘The House of Bishops has nothing to add to the report from the Faith 

and Order Commission that came out in April 2013. As things stand, a 

blessing is out of the question. However, Adam and I are going to ask 

Synod for special dispensation to perform a service of prayer and 

dedication on the occasion of the Princess’s wedding. It’s not a blessing 

but it’s the best we can do, I’m afraid.’ 

‘Thank you for even trying.’ 

‘I think you should be prepared that Synod won’t give its permission 

to us.’ 

‘Where does Adam stand on this? If he weren’t to get dispensation, 



 

A VERY CIVIL WEDDING 

 

 

would we be able to use Westminster, seeing as how it’s a royal Peculiar?’ 

‘To be honest with you, I don’t know. In theory, Adam could do it but 

I’m not sure he’d want to.’ 

‘I see. When will we know what Synod says?’ 

‘February. Don’t be getting your hopes up, Lionel. This is a long shot.’ 

‘I know. I’m sure the Princess would want me to thank you for your 

efforts on this one, all the same.’ 

‘It’ll be interesting to see how much support Adam and I can muster. 

If nothing else, it will act as a barometer to see whether the Marriage 

(Same Sex Couples) Law has won any hearts and minds. A change may 

not happen in time for the Princess’s wedding but every little helps. She 

may have opened the door a crack for others.’ 

‘Let’s hope so.’ 

 

MEETING OF NIGEL HASELOR, WILL PETERSHAM AND LIONEL 

HENSHALL. 

12 DECEMBER 2014. 11.13 AM. 

 

‘Right, so it’s looking slim for Westminster.’ The Comptroller frowned. 

‘That’s a bugger. All our plans are for Westminster.’ 

‘We were going to have to look at London alternatives for the civil part 

of the ceremony anyway, and the Princess has some suggestions.’ Lionel 

Henshall handed the Comptroller and the Queen’s Private Secretary a 

photocopy of the list he had brain-stormed with the Princess over the 

telephone. 

Nigel Haselor skimmed the names. ‘The Roundhouse has the capacity, 

but is an old engine shed really suitable for a future Queen? The 

Honourable Artillery Company is a possibility. I’d need to check on 

security... Old Billingsgate doesn’t have the capacity... The Royal Albert 
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Hall? Won’t that feel a little like the Last Night of the Proms? Central Hall: 

I’m not sure it has the capacity and it’s Methodist, so it might as well be a 

church... Wembley? Really? On the bloody pitch? The QE2 Conference 

Centre will never look anything other than just that... The Old Royal 

Naval College would be suitable but I don’t think it has the capacity... I’ll 

need to do some research and come back to you.’ 

Will Petersham slipped his copy of the list into his leather document 

case. ‘Quick update on the progress of the repeal bill? I’m told that it 

should go before the House in the first week of January. The PM is happy 

to champion it, as is the Leader of the Opposition. Initial reactions from 

soundings in the Lords suggest that it will be passed.’ 

Lionel Henshall smiled. ‘Finally, some good news.’ 

‘Her Majesty is writing to the Commonwealth Realms regarding the 

repeal and I’m also taking the opportunity to check out their stance on 

this sort of thing. It’ll be interesting to see who accepts their wedding 

invitation and who sends an ambassador.’ 

‘On the subject of invitations, you’ll let me have the list from the 

Princess and Lieutenant-Commander Stephens?’ The Comptroller looked 

to Lionel Henshall, the Prince’s PPS. 

‘I believe they are collating it but it’s difficult over email; Grace can 

only grab a few minutes a day. Her brother’s stepped in whilst she’s away. 

He’s proving a useful chap to have about. What are we looking at in terms 

of numbers?’ 

‘The usual for weddings is about one thousand seven hundred and 

fifty for the service, seven hundred and fifty for the breakfast and two to 

three hundred for the private reception.’ 

‘Thank you. I’ll remind the Princess.’ 

‘Although the press seem to think it is their job to announce a royal 

engagement, I assume we will still be making a press release?’ The eyes of 

the Queen’s Private Secretary flashed at the impudence of the media. 
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‘Yes, I’ve got a draft here.’ Lionel Henshall sifted through his papers. 

‘It’s this Sunday?’ 

‘Yes. Midday.’ Lionel Henshall passed the Queen’s Private Secretary a 

copy of the draft release. 

Will Petersham ran his eyes over the copy. ‘Do you want to add 

something along the lines of: “Following the wedding, the couple will 

continue to live at Saltram, their home in Devon, where Princess 

Alexandra and Lieutenant-Commander Stephens will continue to serve 

with the Royal Navy”? Unless that isn’t true.’ 

‘No, it’s true. That’s the plan. I can add that at the end.’ 

Will Petersham handed the press release to Nigel Haselor for his 

approval. 

‘The only thing I would remove is the reference to London. Just say, “A 

civil marriage ceremony will take place in June 2015.” It’ll leave us with 

room for manoeuvre should we not be able to secure a suitable location.’ 

Lionel Henshall nodded. 

‘Otherwise, that seems to cover it.’ 

 

BBC TELEVISION INTERVIEW WITH PRINCESS ALEXANDRA OF 

WALES AND GRACE STEPHENS ON THE OCCASION OF THEIR 

ENGAGEMENT. 

15 DECEMBER 2014. 9.00 PM. 

 

‘Princess Alexandra, Grace Stephens, thank you for taking the time to 

talk to us. First off, I know that people will want to know how you 

proposed. Assuming that, Your Highness, you did the proposing. How did 

you do it?’ 

‘Well, I sort of did it twice. The first time, I did it over Skype. Grace 
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was at Bastion, about halfway through her second tour, and it just came 

up in conversation one evening. Didn’t it?’ 

‘Yes, I suppose it did really. We spoke about it quite a bit over the 

remainder of my tour but we didn’t tell anyone, so it wasn’t really official. 

And about a week before I came home on leave Alex asked my father for 

his permission. He said “yes”, which was a relief for you, wasn’t it?’ 

‘Definitely! I proposed properly in the gardens of Clarence House with 

our families there.’ 

‘When was that?’ 

‘The fifth of November.’ 

‘Did you have fireworks?’ 

‘No, but we did have lights. It was very pretty.’ 

‘And did you say “yes” the second time, Grace?’ 

‘No. I made her sweat a bit.’ Laughs. ‘But, no, I did say “yes” after 

pulling her leg.’ 

‘Did you know that Alexandra was going to ask you?’ 

‘No, not that evening. I assumed we might say something official when 

I got back, but I thought we were just having a sort of “welcome home” 

meal.’ 

‘So it came as a surprise?’ 

‘Yes, completely.’ 

‘Did you have a ring ready, Alexandra?’ 

‘Yes, I knew what I wanted for Grace. She’s very practical and, 

because of the job she does, it couldn’t be like a claw or cluster setting. It 

had to be a channel setting.’ 

‘You sound like you know all about it?’ 

‘I’m an expert now, believe me! And I wanted diamonds. I’m very 

traditional in that way.’ 
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‘It’s a silly question, but do you like it, Grace?’ 

‘I love it. People say it’s more like an eternity ring than an engagement 

ring but that’s okay because we plan to be together for a long time.’ 

‘And did you manage to buy a ring for Alexandra?’ 

‘I did, actually. There aren’t too many jewellers in Camp Bastion but I 

was able to buy something from a street trader. When I told him what I 

wanted it for, he was so proud that his ring was going to a princess. He 

showered us with blessings for our wedding.  

‘It’s sort of silver filigree, set with lapis lazuli. It’s very typical of 

Afghan jewellery. I was going to buy Alex something “proper” when I got 

back but she really likes it, don’t you?’ 

‘Yes, I think it says something about our lives and where we are at the 

moment and, because Grace chose it, it’s really special to me.’ 

‘It’s not every parent’s dream for their daughter to become engaged to 

another woman. How did your parents react? Grace?’ 

‘Mum and Dad have always been hugely supportive of both my 

choices and my brother’s choices. When I told them that Alex and I were 

getting serious they were pleased for me, but I think they were worried 

that we would never be able to be open about our relationship. So, when 

Alex proposed, they couldn’t have been happier because it meant that our 

partnership could be recognised officially.’ 

‘And how did the Prince and Princess of Wales react?’ 

‘My parents have known for a long time that I wasn’t going to have a 

“conventional” marriage. I think, for a while, they wondered whether I’d 

get married at all! So, it wasn’t a surprise to them but it probably was 

more difficult for them because of all the implications for the Royal Family 

that our marriage creates, you know... But they’ve been brilliant.’ 

‘So, from November, you’ve had to wait until yesterday for it to be 

announced. Was that because of the unprecedented nature of a same-sex 

marriage in the Royal Family?’ 
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‘Largely, yes. Grace went back to Afghanistan not really knowing 

whether we could do it or not.’ 

‘That must have been difficult for you.’ 

‘A bit, but Alex kept me updated with how the discussions were 

progressing. We’d already talked about the possible problems quite a bit, 

so we’d got a lot of answers ready for how we saw it working.’ 

‘One of the most obvious problems is that the father of any children 

from your union will be a donor. How will that work for the line of 

succession?’ 

‘Some clever people are working on that one for us, but we haven’t 

really decided whether we want children, have we?’  

‘It is a bit far ahead, but I guess, yes, if we had a family, we would 

have to seek outside help with that! Alex will correct me if I’m wrong, but I 

don’t know that any monarch has ever gone into his or her marriage 

knowing that it wouldn’t produce an heir. However, there are a number of 

precedents in history where children haven’t been forthcoming and the 

crown has passed to brothers, or sisters, or nieces, or nephews. We still 

aren’t quite sure how it will work. It’s new ground for everyone.’ 

‘The other problem arises when you become Queen and Supreme 

Governor of the Church of England. The church doesn’t currently 

recognise gay marriages.’ 

‘Yes. It’s difficult. We both have a private Christian faith. I was 

brought up in the Church of England, and Grace in the Church of 

Scotland. It matters very deeply to us that our union is blessed by the 

church, so we hope that Synod will reconsider its stance on this issue, 

but we can’t influence their decision any more than any other couple.’ 

‘Grace, do you see a gay lifestyle as compatible with your faith?’ 

‘Can I pick you up on the use of the word “lifestyle”, which suggests 

being gay is a choice? It wasn’t a choice for me and, I think, Alex would 

say that it wasn’t a choice for her either.’  
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‘No, it wasn’t.’ 

‘So, is being gay compatible with being Christian? Alexandra?’ 

‘Yes, we think so. If you believe that God created the world then you 

have to believe that he created homosexual and heterosexual people. The 

interpretation of the Bible that says homosexual activity is an 

abomination is, I believe, selective –’ 

‘But, irrespective of what we believe, it is a matter for the church to 

decide, so like every other gay, Christian couple wanting to have their 

marriage or partnership blessed, we just have to wait and see what we’re 

able to do.’ 

‘For those people who haven’t read the papers and don’t know how 

you met can you take us back to your first meeting? Where did you meet 

and what did you think of one another? Alexandra?’ 

‘Well, we met in the sick bay of Monmouth in... 2005?’ 

‘Yes. 2005.’ 

‘We were on patrol in the Caribbean and I’d been called to the deck to 

oversee a drugs bust, I think. Anyway, I was on deck for longer than I 

should have been and I ended up with sunstroke. So, I was taken down to 

sick bay that evening, and Grace was on duty.’ 

‘And what did you think when the Princess was brought in?’ 

‘Do you really want to know what I thought?’ 

‘Yes.’ 

‘I thought, “what an idiot for standing out there without protection!”’ 

Laughs. ‘So, we kept her in, and I suppose that was our first night 

together. And we just hit it off. I wasn’t sure that she was gay. It’s not the 

sort of thing you ask a member of the Royal Family, is it? But afterwards, 

when she kept coming down to sick bay, I thought, “Hello, this is 

definitely a good sign.”’ 

‘So, you made the running, Alexandra?’ 
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‘Yes. I just thought she was amazing and we had such a laugh.’ 

‘What about you Grace? Were you less keen at first?’ 

‘Not at all. I really liked Alex and, as she said, we got on really well. It’s 

always been very relaxed, very normal, between us. But nobody tells you 

what the protocol is for these things, so I sort of had to let Alex lead.’ 

‘So, when HMS Monmouth went in for refits at the end of 2007, what 

happened?’ 

‘I got transferred to Guz –’ 

‘The Naval Base at Devonport?’ 

‘Yes, and Grace got transferred to RNH Stonehouse, so we were based 

very close to one another.’ 

‘And you rented a rather unusual property whilst you were there? 

Grace?’ 

‘Yes. We were incredibly fortunate that the National Trust wanted to 

let Saltram to us. It is a beautiful house and grounds with views over the 

Plym. Utterly amazing.’ 

‘Coming from quite a modest Edinburgh home was the move strange? 

Did it take some getting used to?’ 

‘A bit. The thing that was the most odd was that Saltram was still 

open to the public. We had our private rooms but on certain days in the 

afternoons we had visitors in the house and grounds. So, if Alex and I 

timed it wrongly or forgot, we could end up causing a bit of a stir when 

people recognised us. They were always very friendly and said some really 

kind things to us.’ 

‘It was good practice for a royal life?’ 

‘Yes, I suppose it was really.’ 

‘Grace is fantastic with people. Much better than I am.’ 

‘Was living in the same house different from being on board ship? 
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Were there any habits that got on each other’s nerves?’ 

‘Not really. We’re both quite tidy. You have to be on board so that’s not 

really a source of tension, which it can be for other couples... Living 

together really wasn’t that different. Just a few less people sharing the 

space, but otherwise... Alex was doing FOST, Flag Officer Sea Training, 

which was pretty nine to five, and I was still working shifts so that took a 

bit of getting used to.’ 

‘I know something that you do... Grace puts her socks in the linen 

basket inside-out.’ Laughs. 

‘I know. I do. I’m a nightmare.’ 

‘So, do you do the laundry?’ 

‘Yes. I’m not a very good cook, so Grace does that and I do the 

washing and ironing.’ 

‘Alex is very particular with the ironing, so it’s better that she does it.’ 

‘I actually enjoy it. I get a sense of satisfaction from finishing it.’ 

‘It was around this time that you met Alexandra’s family for the first 

time. How was that?’ 

‘Nerve-racking. The same as it would be if you were meeting your 

girlfriend’s parents for the first time anyway, but multiplied. But, actually, 

it went really well. The Prince and Princess of Wales were very welcoming. 

They’re fantastic hosts and we had a lovely dinner. Then, we returned the 

invitation and they came to Saltram, and I cooked for them.’ 

‘What about meeting Alexandra’s grandmother? Was that a big 

moment?’ 

‘It was very low key, actually. Alex invited me to join her in the royal 

box at the Derby, and Her Majesty just came over and said, “Hello.” She 

knew that I was a lieutenant-commander with QARNNS, so she asked me 

about that. And I don’t know anything about horses, so I asked her what 

looked good in the next race. It was very informal.’ 
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‘I’d told her about Grace and she wanted to meet her, so that’s how it 

happened.’ 

‘And what about meeting Grace’s family? Was that as nerve-racking 

for you?’ 

‘Actually, I think I was more nervous. We were invited to their home in 

Barnton for the weekend.’ 

‘I think Mum and Dad were more nervous than you were.’ 

‘Nick and Amanda were very supportive and friendly. They are very 

generous with their time. Nick’s a golfer and so am I, so we played a few 

holes on the Sunday.’ 

‘Who won?’ 

‘I’d rather not say.’ Laughs. 

‘Since the story broke that you were living together at Saltram you’ve 

had to deal with a lot of media interest. Has that been difficult? Does it 

add an extra strain to the relationship? Grace?’ 

‘Erm, no. It doesn’t add strain so much as it’s another thing to 

consider. When you go out, will there be photographers there? Will you be 

able to do what you need to without feeling like you’re an exhibit in the 

zoo? Can you just quietly get on with what needs to be done? That kind of 

thing.’ 

‘You’ve always had a bit of a tense relationship with the press and 

there were some quite hurtful things printed about both of you early on in 

your relationship. You were very protective of Grace to begin with?’ 

‘Yes. I’m used to press intrusion. I don’t like it but I’m used to it. For 

someone who isn’t, it can be very intimidating. There’s a lot of shouting, a 

lot of personal remarks, a lot of people very close to you. I just didn’t want 

Grace to go through that.’ 

‘But, actually, your relationship with the press has improved over the 

last few years. Was that due to your influence, Grace? Maybe because 
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you’re seen more as “one of us?”’ 

‘I don’t know.’ 

‘I think it was. Despite some of the things that were written, Grace 

took the view that we should be open with the press, give them the shot 

or story they want and then ask them to leave us to get on with our day. 

It works most of the time, doesn’t it?’ 

‘I don’t think you were really used to accommodating the press in that 

way. It wasn’t how you were taught to do things, was it?’ 

‘Not really, and we got some things wrong at first. We underestimated 

how much fuss it would cause.’ 

‘Don’t forget that we’d had nearly a year at sea to get used to one 

another but for the public it was a shock.’ 

‘Initially, the story centred round the fact that a member of the Royal 

Family was openly gay but, since then, the story seems to have become 

less voyeuristic and more supportive of your relationship?’ 

‘Alex and I decided that, if this was going to work, we had to be open. 

Our families knew we were gay and we were out to everyone that knew us. 

By being honest, we weren’t making it into a secret, or something to be 

hidden and ashamed of. We hoped that, if people got used to us being 

together, the excitement would die down and we’d be treated like any 

other couple in public life.’ 

‘There seemed to be real concern in the media for your relationship 

when Grace was deployed to Afghanistan at the end of last year. Was that 

a tough time for you, Alexandra?’ 

‘I have huge sympathy now for anyone left at home with someone that 

they love on the frontline. It’s much harder on the families than it is on 

the service personnel. When I went out to the Gulf for three months at the 

start of 2009, I had no idea what it was like for everyone back home. I do 

now.’ 

‘Some people suggested that Grace’s deployment might have been a 
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deliberate break in your relationship; that it was a bit of “cooling off” 

time?’ 

‘No. Quite the opposite. Grace wanted to go, didn’t you?’ 

‘Yes. I applied for an Afghan posting because I wanted to do my job in 

a theatre of war. It’s what you train for and it’s where you can make a 

difference, and I needed to do that. We also knew that things were likely 

to become more permanent between us, so it was the right time to do it.’ 

‘When does your tour finish?’ 

‘I’m due home at the end of February, and the time between now and 

then is just going to fly.’ 

‘You’ve waited a long time to get engaged. Was that down to what you 

wanted to achieve in the Navy?’ 

‘Partly, and partly I wanted Grace to be sure. Before she went to 

Afghanistan, she got the chance to attend quite a lot of events with me, so 

she’s seen what my life is like.’ 

‘And it hasn’t put you off?’ 

‘No. I’m looking forward to it. I think the work that the Family does for 

charities and the service that they give to the nation and the 

commonwealth is incredible. I feel very fortunate and privileged to be 

asked to be a part of that.’ 

‘Are you going to be able to do that and continue in the Navy?’ 

‘We both love our jobs. So, we’re going to continue doing them for as 

long as we can.’ 

‘The services are hugely accommodating of royal schedules. They 

understand that it’s part of our life and we liaise so that they have our 

diary too.’ 

 ‘Finally, may I say that you both look very relaxed and happy? Your 

friends talk about the deep love that you have and it’s very evident just 

talking to you. I, and I’m sure everyone watching, would want to wish you 
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a long and happy life together. Thank you.’ 

‘Thank you.’ 

 

MRS YASMIN ALI’S FRONT ROOM. 

15 DECEMBER 2014. 9.31 PM. 

 

Mrs Yasmin Ali pressed the off button on the remote control. 

‘I was watching that, woman,’ complained her husband, Mahaz Ali. 

‘I want to talk to you. Do you think it’s right? The heir to the throne 

marrying a woman, I mean.’ 

Mahaz Ali shrugged. He’d had a hard day, and he had to be up at five 

tomorrow morning to receive the newspapers and open the shop. The last 

thing he wanted was to listen to his wife “go off on one” about her latest 

cause. 

‘The Royal Family should set an example to the British people, don’t 

you think? They should be beyond reproach. Look at the Queen and her 

husband. They have been married for over sixty years, they have brought 

up their children and grandchildren to do their duty, they raised a proper 

family, and now this happens. I cannot believe that she would give her 

consent to the way her granddaughter is behaving. What grandmother 

could be happy about it? Would you be?’ 

‘I don’t know. I’m –’ 

‘It’s not natural. If God had intended us to take anyone, men or 

women, as our partners he would not have made us different. Does it not 

say in the Qur’an that it is a sin?’ 

‘They’re Christian not –’ 

‘I know that, but it is the same for them in the Bible. I don’t 

understand why their church does not stop this, but then you only have 
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to look at Britain to see it is not a religious country. Their church is weak. 

They do not guide people any more. There is litter everywhere, and rude 

words painted on the walls, and girls having babies, so they get 

government hand-outs, and look at how they treat their elders...’ 

Mahaz Ali looked sideways at a copy of The Sun that was lying beside 

his armchair. He wondered if his wife would notice if he picked it up and 

started to read it. It looked awfully tempting right now. 

‘Mahaz, what am I to do?’ Mahaz Ali wondered if he’d missed a vital 

piece of information whilst he had been contemplating his newspaper, but 

his wife continued. ‘I am a royalist. I have always supported Her Majesty, 

but this is not right. This is the end for the British Monarchy. How can 

two women continue the royal line?’ 

‘I thought they said that –’ 

‘I know what they said. Asking about the intimates of how they will 

have children. These people have no respect. But this is what happens 

when gays are involved. It all becomes about sex.’ 

‘I’m not sure that it’s their –’ 

‘It’s disgusting the way the media treats our Royal Family. They 

should not ask about the Princess’s domestic arrangements. We don’t 

need to know who does the laundry. Why do they insist on making the 

royals “just like us?” They’re not like us and never will be.’ 

Mahaz Ali let his eyes drift across the front page of The Sun. A 

celebrity from Strictly Come Dancing had been snapped smooching with 

her professional partner and love was in the air, apparently. 

‘Mahaz, are you listening to me?’ 

‘Yes, they’re not like us and never will be.’ 

‘So, what am I to do?’ 

‘I don’t know, woman. Do I look like a cleric? Why don’t you go see the 

Imam? Now, can I watch the television?’ 
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Mrs Ali pursed her lips. Mahaz Ali, without waiting for his wife’s 

consent, reached across and snatched the remote control from the arm of 

his wife’s chair. He pressed the on button and settled back. He felt 

pleased to have sorted out his wife’s little problem. 

 

‘ONE MAN ONE WOMAN’ CAMPAIGN BLOG BY LINDA CRANHAM. 

15 DECEMBER 2014. 

 

I have just watched the television interview with Princess Alexandra and 

her partner, Grace Stephens, and I found myself horrified that Britain 

may one day have this delusional young woman as its Head of State.  

Let me explain: I should start by saying that I am not homophobic. I 

have friends who are gay and I acknowledge that being homosexual is not 

a choice. The majority of gay people are born that way and they have my 

sympathy as I am sure that it is not an easy thing to live with. Being the 

heir to the throne must have made Princess Alexandra’s life doubly hard.  

Although I applaud the Princess’s endeavours to formalise her 

relationship with Grace Stephens and to live monogamously, she must 

realise that she is not getting married in the true sense of the word. As I 

have said elsewhere on this blog, for thousands of years marriage has 

meant the union of one man with one woman, irrespective of whether the 

union was solemnised by a rite of passage or merely a private agreement 

to be sexually faithful to the other person. Biological differences between 

men and women have evolved based on the assumption that inherent 

weaknesses in the sexes will be strengthened by a union with the opposite 

sex called “marriage”, and that this unity provides the safest and 

healthiest environment in which to raise offspring. 

Marriage is the only legal partnership with the potential to procreate 

and therefore the best possible unit in which to bring up children. It’s as 

simple as that. Those who seek to redefine marriage have not understood 
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this basic principle of nature. The idea that the Princess’s union can 

produce a legitimate heir to the British throne through sperm donation is 

a dangerous pipe-dream invented by those who wish to convince the 

public that homosexual “marriage” is a possibility. 

It is time to stop this nonsense before it goes too far. If the Princess 

wishes to formalise her relationship with Grace Stephens, I’m not about 

to tell her not to but she must realise that it can never produce children. 

This, of course, means the end of her family line. I would suggest that, in 

order to avert a constitutional crisis at a later date, she should do as her 

great-great-uncle did before her and make it clear that she will renounce 

the throne for the woman she loves. 

 

Recent posts: 

SO14_boy says: ‘Talking sense as usual, Linda! I wish more people 

were prepared to stand up and tell Her Royal Highness she’s talking 

bullshit. I completely agree that the simplest solution for everyone would 

be for her to abdicate in favour of her sister who seems completely 

normal. I guess that once the crown is within your grasp you don’t let go 

easily!’ 

Handyman73 says: ‘You say that it is not a marriage in the true sense 

of the word. You will be pleased to learn that you, Ms Cranham, are 

homophobic in the true sense of the word. The law recognises it as a 

marriage and that is the truest sense that anyone should need.’ 

SO14_boy says: ‘You say that like being homophobic is a bad thing, 

Handyman? I’d call it a survival mechanism honed over millennia.’ 

Handyman73 says: ‘Why do you need a survival mechanism? We’re 

not your natural predators.’ 

BurlyChassis says: ‘I’m sure the Princess will be pleased to know that 

you’re “not about to tell her not to” marry Grace. I bet that’s a weight off 

her mind!’ 
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JesusLovesMe101 says: ‘I share your concerns about the redefinition 

of the family. However, the most disturbing part of the interview for me 

was their wish to have the partnership blessed. I hope that the Church of 

England is not blinded by celebrity and that they stand firm and withhold 

their blessing. She may be a Princess but it doesn’t mean she can muck 

about with what God ordained.’ 

FurryCakeQueen says: ‘Get a life! It’s a royal wedding; we all get the 

day off work to party! What’s not to like?’ 

 

DIARY 2014. 16 DECEMBER 2014. 

 

Saw Lee. Off to Warsaw for Christmas. Tried to grab a quick one in the gents at The 

Yard. Not good, so gave up. Made do with some heavy duty snogging. 

Won’t see him now until New Year. Don’t know if I can hold out that long! He’s so 

fucking gorgeous. 

 

BBC WORLD NEWS. 

25 DECEMBER 2014. 1.01 PM. 

 

‘Hello. Good afternoon. A short while ago members of the Royal Family 

attended the traditional Christmas Day service at Sandringham. Our 

royal correspondent, Peter Young, reports.’ 

‘Despite the icy conditions, several hundred people waited in the snow 

outside the Church of St Mary Magdalene to greet the Queen and get a 

glimpse of the newest member of the Royal Family.  

‘The Queen and the Duke of Edinburgh led the family, as they do 

every year, to morning service. Arriving by car at the church first, they 

were then joined by their children and grandchildren, who had walked the 

few hundred yards from the main house. Making her first appearance at 



 

A VERY CIVIL WEDDING 

 

 

Sandringham for Christmas, Grace Stephens was accompanied by her 

fiancée, Princess Alexandra; also there for the first time, Princess 

Eleanor’s friend, Tom Griffiths. There has been no official announcement 

of an engagement for Princess Eleanor, so Mr Griffiths’s entry to the 

church was made discreetly, ahead of the family. 

‘After a short service, the Queen emerged from the church to receive 

some of the many bouquets of flowers brought by children, whilst the 

Duke spoke to their parents. Inevitably, the talk was of “the wedding” next 

year but Princess Alexandra and her fiancée weren’t giving anything 

away. Grace looked very relaxed as she chatted to the crowd and received 

their best wishes and congratulations. 

‘The family will have lunch together and then watch the Queen’s 

Christmas broadcast. Then, it is thought that some of the younger 

members of the family, including Princess Alexandra and Grace Stephens, 

will return to London. Grace is a serving officer with Queen Alexandra’s 

Royal Naval Nursing Service and, like other members of the armed forces, 

is due to return to Afghanistan with her unit on Monday. Peter Young, 

BBC News, Sandringham.’ 

  

DIARY 2014. 25 DECEMBER 2014. 

 

Called Lee. Got to Warsaw okay. Only two hours delayed. Spoke to his dad, who 

speaks brilliant English. Funny, like Lee. His mum and dad seem to think we’re an 

item. Lee said they do that to all his boyfriends. Worrying? 

Spent the day at Mum and Dad’s. Usual family members called in and stayed 

longer than invited. 

Mum insisted we watch HM’s speech. Mum thought she looked older, and put it 

down to the strain of this royal wedding business. Told her that the palace was 

looking forward to it. She didn’t believe me.  
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BUCKINGHAM PALACE. 

27 DECEMBER 2014. 7.00 AM. 

 

‘Good morning.’ The Princess smiled down at Grace’s drowsy face. 

‘Hello.’ Grace grinned and kissed her partner. ‘What time is it?’ 

‘Erm... seven.’ 

Grace groaned. ‘I want to go back to sleep.’ 

‘Sorry. I’ve got less than two days until you go back and I don’t want 

to waste any more of it than I have to with an unconscious bride-to-be.’ 

Grace sighed. ‘Okay. What do you want?’ She pushed herself up on 

the pillows and leaned her head against the headboard. She looked at 

Alex through half-closed lids. Alex held her gaze for a moment before 

reaching up and gently tucking away a hank of Grace’s blonde hair that 

had fallen across her forehead. Sliding her hand beneath Grace’s pyjama 

top, she snuggled against her chest. Shutting her eyes, Grace put a hand 

on Alex’s head and played with an errant curl that had stuck out during 

the night. 

‘We’ve been and gone and done it now.’ 

Grace opened her eyes and looked down at Alex’s head. Alex was 

worried about something. 

‘Mmm.’ 

‘It’s out there for the world to pore over, and argue about, and judge, 

and hate us for.’ 

‘Uh-huh.’ 

‘We should have just gone to a registry office and told everyone 

afterwards.’ 

‘That wasn’t an option.’ 

‘I know, and it’s not fair that it wasn’t. Being heir to the throne comes 
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with a ton of privileges but, my God, it has some major downsides too. 

From before I was born, I was in the newspapers; intimate details of my 

family’s private life laid out for everyone to gawp at, constantly watching 

what you say and do, not being able to go where you please when you 

please.’ 

‘It’s the price you pay.’ 

‘Some days, I’d chuck it all in for a normal life with my girlfriend, my 

job and a little flat with a view of the sea.’ 

‘Trust me, there are plenty of people who have those things and would 

happily swap with you.’ 

‘I probably sound like a spoilt little rich girl but I’m not a celebrity, I 

didn’t seek this, I was born into it. You’ve only had a few years of it; I’ve 

had a lifetime of scrutiny, and now this. It’s massive, and you’re about to 

go back on tour.’ 

‘I know, but it’s only two months now.’ 

‘I’m the one who’s got to face them.’ 

‘There’s nothing I can do about that. I wish it wasn’t the case and that 

I could be here, but I can’t. Anyway, you’ll be fine. Lionel’ll deal with it.’ 

‘He can’t. He can’t stop people saying we’re going to bring down the 

monarchy; he can’t stop people saying we’re being selfish by asking the 

church to bless our marriage; he can’t stop people getting on their soap 

boxes and bringing the juggernaut of gay rights to a shuddering halt; he 

can’t stop people writing hate about us.’ 

Grace frowned. ‘Who are all these people?’ 

‘Everyone.’ 

‘Really? The only person I’ve heard say those things so far is you.’ 

‘That’s because you’ve been away. The moment Pa’s bill was 

announced it started.’ 
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Grace took Alex’s head in her hands and tilted it upwards. 

‘Oh, honey, look: people might say and do all those things but they’re 

in the minority. We knew it was a risk, but what was the alternative; to 

live out our days without getting married? How stable would that be for 

the monarchy; to have a Queen with a mistress? Look how well that 

turned out for Anne and the Duchess of Marlborough.’ 

The Princess smiled weakly and, removing Grace’s hands from either 

side of her face, she sat up. 

‘You don’t understand. I’ve seen it. I’ve seen how quickly the public 

mood can turn. My great-great-uncle was adored until he made it official 

with “that woman.” It wasn’t fair to drag you into this. I should’ve stayed 

single. I shouldn’t have asked you to marry me.’ 

Grace sighed deeply. ‘Okay. So, do you want to break up with me? 

Because that’s the alternative.’ 

Alex turned her head away. ‘No, of course, I don’t. I just don’t want to 

see you hurt.’ 

‘Hey, I’ve faced the Taliban. Do you seriously think that some ignorant 

journos are going to see me off?’ 

‘I don’t know. I don’t feel... as strong when you’re not here. I need 

you.’ 

‘Well, I’ll be back in February for good and then you’ll be sick of the 

sight of me!’ 

Alex couldn’t help smiling. ‘No. Never.’ 

‘Sure? I’ll put my socks in the linen basket inside-out every night, and 

I’ll squeeze your toothpaste in the middle, and I’ll load the dishwasher the 

wrong way.’ 

Alex prodded Grace below the ribs so that she wriggled. ‘Do you 

promise?’ 

She went for another prod and Grace caught her hand clumsily. 
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‘Absolutely.’ 

‘Promise?’ Attempting to poke Grace again Alex missed as Grace 

wriggled out of the way and wrestled her to the bed. 

‘Now then, Your Royal Highness, I want no more talk about taking 

back your engagement ring, or all the things that people might say about 

us. I may be in Afghanistan but we’re in this together. I love you and you 

love me, and this is the right thing to do. Okay?’ 

Alex rolled her eyes. ‘Okay.’ 

‘Good. Now, we have an hour before we need to be down for breakfast, 

so...’ 

 

DIARY 2015. 1 JANUARY 2015. 

 

A new year, a massive wedding, lots of overtime and a man in my bed. How lucky am 

I? 

Lee back from Warsaw, so did the scene for New Year. Got very drunk, back to my 

place, didn’t get much sleep. Fucking amazing! Very hot and seems to know exactly 

what I like. 

It’s going to be hard to let this one go. 

 

THE TELEGRAPH. 

‘ROYAL BLESSING HIGHLY UNLIKELY’. 

3 JANUARY 2015. 

 

Arguments about the minutiae of scripture cloud the issue in the debate 

about blessing a same-sex union, says Dr Gerald Cooper, the Archbishop of 

York. 

The Archbishop of York is a formidable presence. He is tall, broad 
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shouldered, with pure white hair and a florid complexion. He is a 

Yorkshire-man, born and bred, and does not mince his words. At times 

this has got him in trouble with his more liberal-minded colleagues and 

made him a favourite target for satirists. 

‘I don’t mind a bit.’ He waves a hand. Presumably, to illustrate water 

pouring from a duck’s back. ‘At least it means they’re listening to me.’ 

Being an outspoken opponent of gay marriage, people are certainly 

listening to him at the moment as the question of blessing same-sex 

unions is again debated by the Church of England. I ask him whether he 

ever gets the feeling that he is a modern-day Canute, trying to stop an 

unstoppable tide of public opinion. 

‘No, never. I also disagree that the tide is in favour of blessing same-

sex couples, as you imply. The majority of people in this country, 

Christian or not, know that marriage means a man and a woman. They 

may not have the acuity to explain why they know this but, on some 

profound level, they know it. They know it’s what God, or nature, 

ordained. Education is key.’ 

I observe that the Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr Declan Quinn, has 

said similar in the press in recent days but that his idea of a syllabus on 

this issue would probably not be the same as Dr Cooper’s. 

‘It’s true that Declan and I don’t see this issue in exactly the same 

way. It’s what makes theology endlessly fascinating. If God’s truth was 

manifest to all of us at once, we’d have no need for theological debate, but 

it’s not. God’s truth is complex and revealed to us mortals piece-by-piece, 

in different ways and at different times in our life. Declan may be right; I 

may be right. I can only ever expound my understanding of God’s law at 

this moment.’ 

I remind him of the refusal by sixteenth century theologians to believe 

Galileo’s claims that the earth orbits the sun. 

‘Proves my point, doesn’t it?’ he says, and fixes me with a stare. 
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‘Galileo was privileged to receive the truth. His opponents weren’t.’ 

I ask the Archbishop, if one can never be certain that the basis of 

one’s argument is the truth, how can one ever take a stance on an issue? 

He smiles wickedly and says, ‘Now you know why we’re accused of 

being wishy-washy. The church likes to make sure it’s sure before 

pronouncing.’ 

I suggest that studying the Bible at length might go some way towards 

making an educated guess about God’s will on any given issue. To my 

surprise, he is non-committal. ‘It depends,’ he says, ‘on circumstances. 

Some issues are so cut-and-dried that recourse to a text is not needed. 

The truth is available by looking around at the world God created.’  

I enquire whether same-sex marriage blessings are one of these cases. 

‘People muddy the waters by quoting Leviticus and arguing about 

whether Jesus did or did not specifically condemn homosexuality. The 

Bible is, after all, an interpretation of God’s truth by those who wrote it. 

It’s fallible. There’s a much greater argument for Christians opposed to 

same-sex marriage available in the natural world. 

‘Most Christians believe that the Lord maintains a logical and ordered 

universe, which obeys certain natural and self-evident laws. Nature 

dictates that one man and one woman are required to procreate. Same-

sex marriage seeks to circumvent this natural law. It therefore runs 

counter to the accepted and immutable norms for human behaviour. For 

those who believe in a creator-God, a same-sex marriage is an unnatural 

union, which cannot possibly receive the Lord’s blessing because it is 

counter to His ordinance. In blessing a same-sex marriage the church 

would be validating such a union; to my mind, an impossibility.’ 

Finally, I ask Dr Cooper whether he thinks that the Princess and her 

partner will get their wish and receive a blessing. 

His verdict is blunt. ‘She might receive a blessing from the Methodists 

or Baptists but I can’t see any member of the Anglican clergy going 
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against a decision by Synod.’ 

For a man who can’t be sure, he seems awfully certain of what 

Synod’s decision will be. 

 

THE INDEPENDENT. 

‘STOP THE UNEDIFYING SPECTACLE’. 

3 JANUARY 2015. 

 

Ruth Jackson, Labour’s Shadow Secretary of State for Culture, Media and 

Sport, explains why she believes that gay marriage is not a matter for the 

church.  

I am a Christian. I was baptised in the village church that I still attend 

when I am not in London, and where my husband and I were married. I 

went to a Church of England school and always try to find a moment 

every day in my busy schedule to have a quick chat with God. I keep my 

faith private and do not discuss it often or willingly. In this secular age, 

admitting to a religious belief can, in the least damaging cases, make a 

politician seem out of step or slightly batty and, in the most damaging 

cases, make him or her a target for religious extremists. But that’s not the 

reason I don’t share my beliefs.  

The reason I don’t talk about my faith is that it is highly personal. I 

don’t agree with the stated view of my particular brand of Christianity on 

many issues, and nor do many of my friends. Faith is such an individual 

thing that I doubt whether any Christian wholly agrees with the church’s 

official stance on every subject that it pronounces upon. But, if we’re 

honest, the issues we don’t agree on are contentious side-shows that have 

nothing to do with one’s core belief in God, which is why we remain 

faithful to our chosen churches despite our disagreements. I am pro 

contraceptives, I am pro abortion, I am pro gay marriage, I am pro 

assisted suicide and I am pro the ordination of women. In the eyes of 
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some Christians I feel certain these views make me a heretic. If the 

church is the sum of its adherents, as is implicit in the Bible, what this 

serves to illustrate is that there is no such thing as “the church’s view.” 

I believe that the church should allow clergy to bless gay marriages as 

their conscience dictates. This would remove the church body from an 

argument on which it has demonstrated it can reach no single opinion. 

Similarly, it should step back from other matters on which it cannot 

reach a consensus and that affect the wider community, such as assisted 

suicide. On the matter of ordaining women, an internal matter that affects 

none other than its own congregation, the church should feel free to 

pronounce. 

I can hear the evangelical voices rising against me as I write this, 

saying that the church has a duty to offer moral guidance to the 

community in which it works. But, unless it can agree on what that moral 

guidance should say, the guidance is contradictory and worthless. I would 

therefore argue that it could do no better than to demonstrate a tolerance 

for each member of its congregation’s view and a willingness to live along 

side one another’s differences by not mandating; a better example of 

Christian behaviour than the unedifying spectacle of in-fighting and 

division currently on display.  

 

‘ONE MAN ONE WOMAN’ CAMPAIGN BLOG BY LINDA CRANHAM. 

4 JANUARY 2015. 

 

I was emboldened by yesterday’s interview with the Archbishop of York in 

The Telegraph. In it, he said that that he thought it unlikely that the 

Church of England would permit members of the clergy to conduct 

blessings of same-sex unions. This statement has clearly been made in 

response to pressure from the palace to have the partnership of Princess 

Alexandra and Grace Stephens blessed. 
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The Church’s unbending approach to this issue is fearless. In an age 

of liberalism, where seemingly anything goes, they are standing firm for 

traditional values and to hell with perceived popular opinion. Those of us 

who also oppose same-sex marriage would do well to take a leaf out of 

their book and fortify our stance against the continuing barrage of 

accusations of intolerance and bigotry. 

In the coming years, gay activists will seek out these remaining 

strongholds of decency and right-thinking in order to eliminate any 

opposition to their totalitarian agenda. It is not just the church who is 

going to have to withstand this kind of bullying but teachers, social 

workers, doctors, nurses; anyone who deals with families, in fact.  

Take an example: a teacher is asked to organise a primary school 

show in which there is a sweetly innocent song about love and marriage. 

The teacher selects ten boys and ten girls to perform the number, and 

pairs them up. Two of the boys and two of the girls insist on being paired 

in same-sex couples. For religious reasons the teacher does not believe in 

same-sex marriage. She also knows that one of the parents of the four 

children involved shares her view. What does she do? If she insists on 

boy-girl pairings, she stands accused of violating the children’s human 

rights to depict gay relationships. If she allows it go ahead as the children 

wish, she will be violating her own beliefs, and some parents may assume, 

incorrectly, she condones same-sex marriage because she has allowed the 

depiction. 

Take another scenario: a local registrar has asked his employer to be 

allowed, on the grounds of his beliefs, not to administer same-sex 

marriages. His employer has accommodated the request. Other employees 

think this is unfair as they now have to take on extra services. Rapidly, 

employee relations go downhill and the registrar’s job is under threat due 

to his “discriminatory behaviour.” 

It is only a small step from blessing same-sex partnerships to full-

blown church services for same-sex marriages. We must, therefore, make 
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our voices heard before it is too late. To this end, I have started an online 

petition addressed to the Archbishop of York that will be handed in to 

Bishopthorpe Palace in one month’s time, in which signatories state their 

support for a refusal by the Church of England to bless the marriage of 

HRH Princess Alexandra and Lieutenant-Commander Grace Stephens. 

Sign up now and make your voice heard! 

 

Recent posts: 

JesusLovesMe101 says: ‘Signed, sealed and hopefully delivered!’ 

SO14_boy says: ‘You’re right about the totalitarian gay agenda. They 

won’t stop until they have disproportionate representation in all areas of 

power. Have signed the petition. Good luck with it. It deserves to be taken 

seriously by those at the top.’ 

BurlyChassis says: ‘I have no sympathy for those who find themselves 

on the wrong side of UK or European anti-discrimination legislation. 

They’ve had enough time to get over their fear of gay people and to realise 

that we don’t have an agenda to take over the world. Forcing them by law 

to conduct themselves as human beings seems the only way to make 

them behave!’ 

SO14_boy says: ‘We’re not afraid you’re taking over the world, 

BurlyChassis. We’re afraid you’re trying to warp it into your own twisted 

image.’ 

BurlyChassis says: ‘Yeah, that’s right, SO14_boy. Get over it!’ 

MamaFish says: ‘Great example of how legislation forcing everyone to 

accept gay marriage is, in itself, a violation of human rights. I will be 

standing firm and defending my right to my opinion!’ 

 

MEETING OF THE PRINCE OF WALES AND LIONEL HENSHALL. 

5 JANUARY 2015. 9.06 AM. 
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‘Where do you stand on all this, Lionel?’ 

The Prince looked up from that day’s copy of The Times and removed 

his reading glasses. Lionel Henshall glanced across the desk at the 

headline. 

‘Well, sir, I support Princess Alexandra and Lieutenant-Commander 

Stephens in their desire to have their partnership blessed in church. I 

believe that, as Christians, it’s important to them and the church should 

applaud that.’ 

‘You’re married?’ 

‘Yes, sir, I am.’ Lionel knew what was coming next. 

‘How did you manage it being, er...?’ 

‘Trans, sir?’ 

‘Yes, trans.’ The Prince looked relieved. 

‘We were married in my wife’s parish church in the village where she 

grew up. It was the same wedding service as any couple getting married in 

church would have.’ 

‘Oh, I assumed that you had a civil partnership.’ 

‘Well, no, sir. I have a gender recognition certificate and a new birth 

certificate, so I am, legally, a man. Civil partnerships are exclusively for 

same-sex couples.’ 

‘Did the minister know your, er, history?’ 

‘We could have kept it secret but most of the wedding guests knew 

and we didn’t want it coming out by accident on the day, so my wife told 

the vicar. He was a sweet old gent who’d always looked out for her and 

her sister when they were growing up but he was horrified that she was 

marrying a transsexual. He urged her to reconsider, which, of course, she 

wouldn’t do. She tried to explain to him, and then I met him, so he could 

see I didn’t have horns and a tail, but he wouldn’t budge. In the end, he 
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refused to take the service, which really upset my wife. We were permitted 

to use the church – he wasn’t allowed to refuse us that – and that went 

some way towards making my wife feel better.  

‘Anyway, about a month later, I had to attend a funeral and the 

service was taken by a young priest who impressed me. I explained our 

problem and asked if he would officiate for us. He agreed. And that was 

that.’ 

The Prince shook his head. ‘It’s all terribly confusing, don’t you find? If 

the church can allow ministers to opt-out of marrying a couple where one 

person is transsexual, why can’t they do the same for same-sex couples? 

And then, those who supported it could bless them and those who didn’t, 

well...’ 

‘I know, sir, I don’t understand it either.’ 

‘I don’t mean to offend you, Lionel, but on some level weren’t you a 

woman marrying a woman? Wasn’t it the same as what my daughter 

wants to do? I mean this argument about marriage being for the 

procreation of children didn’t apply to you but you were married in 

church.’ 

Lionel sighed inwardly. ‘It’s true we can’t have children but the 

Gender Recognition Act means that on no level am I a woman. I’m a man 

and I have the same rights as any other man. The law therefore obliges 

the church to marry people like me.’ 

‘Ah, but having an obligation to do something and actively wanting to 

do something are two very different things. I have an obligation to attend 

the Royal Variety Performance this year...’ 

Both men smiled knowingly. ‘That’s true, sir.’ 

‘Are we doing the right thing, Lionel? I mean I worry that we’re forcing 

the church’s hand. They may feel obliged to bless the marriage and that 

wouldn’t be right.  

‘Look at the column inches written about my daughter every day!’ The 
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Prince slapped the newspaper in front of him. ‘She should, she shouldn’t. 

I don’t know...’ 

‘You’re doing the right thing. You’re doing the right thing because it’s 

the right thing for Princess Alexandra. Controversy sells newspapers. 

They’re bound to inflate the importance of the anti-lobby to create a good 

story.’ 

‘I know. You’re probably right. Thank you, Lionel.’  

‘Will that be all, sir?’ 

The Prince placed his glasses back on his nose and straightened his 

newspaper. ‘Yes, thank you.’  

Lionel Henshall turned to go, but the Prince changed his mind. ‘I do 

have one question. It’s a trifle personal and I hope you don’t mind my 

asking, but why did you choose the name Lionel?’ 

Lionel looked surprised. ‘Er, no, I don’t mind you asking, sir. Lionel 

was my grandfather’s name.’ 

The Prince smiled and returned to his paper. ‘I thought so.’ 

 

HOUSE OF LORDS. 

STATUTE LAW (REPEALS) BILL. ORDER FOR SECOND READING. 

6 JANUARY 2015. 3.10 PM. 

 

Moved by Lord Sanders that the Bill be read a second time. 

Lord Sanders: I am delighted to have this opportunity to introduce the 

Second Reading of the Bill and to represent the personal interest of His 

Royal Highness The Prince of Wales in the Bill. As the House will be aware 

the announcement on the fifteenth of December 2014 of the engagement 

of Her Royal Highness Princess Alexandra and Lieutenant-Commander 

Grace Stephens has necessitated a review of the legislation concerning 
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royal marriages. 

Currently, under the Succession to the Crown Act 2013, a person who 

(when they wish to marry) is one of the six persons next in the line of 

succession to the crown must obtain the consent of Her Majesty before 

marrying. This section of the Act, derived from the Royal Marriages Act of 

1772, is designed to guard against marriages that might in some way 

diminish the British crown. The original Act was proposed by King George 

the Third after his discovery that two of his brothers, the Duke of 

Cumberland and Strathearn and the Duke of Gloucester and Edinburgh, 

had married commoners secretly. 

When the Act was passed in 1772, it was never envisaged that two-

hundred-and-forty-odd years later couples of the same sex would be able 

to enter into a marriage. Just over nine years ago, when the Civil 

Partnerships Act was passed, it was never envisaged that a member of the 

Royal Family might seek a civil partnership and, now, with the passage of 

the Marriage (Same Sex Couples) Act eighteen months ago, we are looking 

forward to a royal marriage between two women. So, the world changes, 

faster and faster it seems, all these things have come to pass, and a law 

that is less than two years old is now out of step with the changes 

happening outside this house. 

A member of the Royal Family seeking to marry a partner of the 

opposite sex now finds they are in the unequal position of, by implication, 

procuring the monarch’s permission to have a family with that person, 

where their cousin who wishes to contract a same-sex marriage does not 

have to obtain the permission of the Queen to use the services of a 

particular donor to start a family. This is patently unfair and 

discriminates against both those heterosexual couples wishing to marry 

and start a family, and those homosexual couples who, starting a family 

without the Queen’s permission, may find themselves in the position of 

having their child’s hereditary rights challenged. This Bill seeks to correct 

this inequality by repealing section three of the Succession to the Crown 
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Act 2013, and I commend it to the House. 

Lord Gregory: My Lords, the request for an amendment to the law was 

made to the Law Commission by the Prince of Wales. There may be many 

inside and outside this House who are concerned that this action has 

been taken by one branch of the Royal Family without consultation with 

those affected. Would the noble Lord confirm that Her Majesty has been 

appraised and is in favour of this change? 

Lord Sanders: I have received confirmation from the palace that all 

those affected by the proposed repeal have been informed and been given 

the opportunity to raise any objections. Maintaining their customary 

impartiality the palace has refused to state whether it is in favour of this 

particular Bill passing but I think it is a safe assumption that all 

concerned, including Her Majesty, are in favour. 

Baroness Porter: My Lords, I am concerned that legislation recently 

passed by this House should return here so soon for amendment. It is not 

news that Princess Alexandra and Grace Stephens are in a serious 

relationship, which was always likely to result in a legal commitment to 

one another, so why was this circumstance not considered when the 

Succession to the Crown Act was being debated? 

Lord Sanders: Hindsight is a wonderful thing! At the time of debating 

the Succession to the Crown Act, I don’t believe that anyone thought the 

Marriages (Same Sex Couples) Act would pass. Had the second Act not 

passed, the Princess would now be in the position of seeking to formalise 

her relationship, not with a marriage, but with a civil partnership, which 

would not be covered by section three of the Succession to the Crown Act. 

Lord De’ath of Paisley: My Lords, any amendment to legislation that 

affects the British constitution and the Royal Family has an impact on the 

Commonwealth Realms. Can my noble friend confirm what discussions, if 

any, have been had with the leaders of the commonwealth? 

Lord Sanders: With the engagement of Princess Alexandra and 

Lieutenant-Commander Stephens, legislation to address this inequality 
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was considered expedient. As my noble Lord points out, to undertake a 

repeal of section three of the Succession to the Crown Act requires co-

ordination of the necessary legal work across the commonwealth. In 

consultation with the Heads of Government of the Commonwealth 

Realms, it was decided that, should this Bill be passed, they would then 

seek to bring any legislation in their countries into line. I believe that it is 

generally thought that very little change will be needed to legislation 

across the Commonwealth Realms. 

... 

Baroness Sekibo: My Lords, I believe that the question of royal 

marriages is of such importance to the nation that special legislation is 

required to ensure that the crown is not diminished. It was considered 

necessary in 1772 to stop errant royals from committing acts of folly and 

it is necessary now. 

My Lords will recall that I voted against the Marriage (Same Sex 

Couples) Bill because I believe that children benefit most from being 

brought up by a parent of both sexes and that it is the duty of Parliament 

to legislate to provide a framework in which this can happen. Only under 

exceptional circumstances, such as the irreparable breakdown of a 

marriage or the death of one spouse, should children have to suffer the 

damaging and detrimental loss of that basic right.  

I also believe that it is part of the historic role of our Royal Family to 

be, by their actions, a proper example of family life for the nation to 

follow. This duty may at times be a burdensome one for individual 

members of the Royal Family to maintain but it is one that goes to the 

heart of why we have a Royal Family, and, I believe, is part of the contract 

between the monarch and her people.  

I fear that, in removing the royal seal of approval from the marriages 

of those in line to the throne, they become as any other marriage when, 

clearly, they are not. It is of vital importance that the constitution of the 

Royal Family is made clear to the nation. In the case of a same-sex 
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coupling that constitution becomes murky. Not only are these families 

without a parent of both sexes but they also have the added complexity of 

a third party, the donor or surrogate mother, whose role in the raising of 

the children and whose position within the Royal Family is not clear. 

I would prefer, therefore, to see not the repeal of legislation regarding 

this issue but the drafting of extra legislation that clarifies the position of 

the use of a donor or surrogate mother by a royal in line to the throne. 

This is the first real test of the Marriage (Same Sex Couples) Act and, 

as I feared it would, it has fallen at the first hurdle. 

Lord Lufton of Henley: My Lords, those of you who were in the House 

when the Human Fertilisation & Embryology Act was debated will recall 

that I spoke for the legitimising of offspring of same-sex relationships 

because, unlike the noble Baroness, I believe that same-sex couples can 

provide a framework in which to raise children and that they, and their 

children, should therefore be accorded legitimacy. I applaud the fact that 

implicit in this Bill is an acknowledgement that a family started by a 

homosexual partnership has equality with a family started by a 

heterosexual couple. 

Let us not forget that a royal marriage between two people of the 

opposite sex may not be blessed with children and may also seek help 

from fertility treatments. If this were to happen, the position of the donor 

or surrogate mother in relation to the Royal Family would be the same, 

using Baroness Sekibo’s example, as if the parents were homosexual. I 

disagree that this issue has anything to do with the passing of the 

Marriage (Same Sex Couples) Act. 

I would remind the noble Baroness that there is nothing ‘murky’ 

about the constitution of families that use fertility treatments, as the 

Human Fertilisation & Embryology Act makes clear. Children conceived 

by artificial means are considered the legitimate offspring of the marriage, 

or civil partnership, in which they are conceived. And that is all we as 

loyal subjects need to know. 
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... 

Lord Sanders: If I may progress to wind up the debate, I should like to 

point out that the engagement of Princess Alexandra to Lieutenant-

Commander Stephens is unprecedented in the history of the British 

monarchy. For any other family in this country receiving news such as 

this would be cause for a celebration; for the Royal Family it has provided 

a legal dilemma.  

In order to update the legislation governing royal marriages and bring 

it into line with other legislation enacted by Parliament, the Prince of 

Wales has been compelled to seek to repeal section three of the 

Succession to the Crown Act 2013. 

Baroness Johnson: Whilst I am sympathetic to the Prince of Wales 

and his family’s situation, the successful passing of a bill advocated by a 

member of the Royal Family would set a worrying precedent for royal 

intervention in the law-making process. The role of the monarch is to 

assent to bills passed by Parliament, not to bring bills before the House. 

Viscount Harcourt: The Prince of Wales may be heir to the throne but 

he is not yet king. The monarch is not therefore prompting, championing 

or advocating this Bill; one of her subjects is doing so. And, just like any 

other subject, the Prince has a right to bring a matter to the attention of 

the relevant authorities.  

Lord Sanders: I am extremely grateful to the noble Lord for his robust 

defence of the Prince’s right to involve himself in the business of 

Parliament. If I may remind my Lords that, unlike most bills brought 

before this House, the proposals in this Bill affect no persons outside the 

Prince’s immediate family who, obviously, support his intervention. Who 

else is more appropriate or more qualified to request that this law be 

amended? 

Finally, I would leave my Lords with this thought: section three of the 

Succession to the Crown Act would not have averted the great 



 

A VERY CIVIL WEDDING 

 

 

constitutional crisis of 1936. Then, the King waited until his father had 

died before announcing his intention to marry his mistress. The Royal 

Marriages Act and its successor, section three of the Succession to the 

Crown Act, could do nothing to stop the marriage because a monarch 

may marry whomever they choose. Thus, a person in line to the throne 

who is denied a match need only wait until they are crowned to marry. 

Section three of the Succession to the Crown Act is a symbolic gesture 

allowing the monarch to “rubber stamp” the marriage of a person in the 

line of succession. Repealing it will have no constitutional ramifications 

whatsoever. On that basis, I commend the Bill to the House. 

Bill read a second time. 

 

MEETING OF NIGEL HASELOR, WILL PETERSHAM AND LIONEL 

HENSHALL. 

7 JANUARY 2015. 2.45 PM. 

 

‘It’s started,’ observed Will Petersham, and pushed a piece of cream paper 

across the table at Lionel Henshall. 

Lionel Henshall looked at the handwritten letter. The handwriting 

suggested a lady of a certain age and frailty. Lionel didn’t need to read its 

contents to know what the author’s view would be of the Princess’s 

chosen course of action. Then again, people could surprise one. 

‘We’ve got a bag of them, too,’ he said, and pushed it round the table 

to Nigel Haselor. 

‘They seem to think that appealing to Her Majesty will affect a result. 

They don’t realise that she can’t do anything and that they should really 

be appealing to their politician or bishop.’ 

The Comptroller looked at the letter perfunctorily and sniffed. 

‘If they are anti, they appeal to the Queen as Defender of the Faith; if 
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they are pro, they appeal to the Queen as a humanitarian and a 

grandmother,’ Will Petersham continued. ‘We need to draft a response 

that is non-committal but polite.’ 

‘I recommend a united front, gentlemen.’ Nigel Haselor returned the 

letter to its origination point.  

‘May I suggest something along the usual lines, Lionel? The 

Queen/Prince of Wales wishes me to write and thank you for your letter. 

The Queen/Prince of Wales has taken careful note of your comments 

regarding... whatever particular aspect of the wedding it is regarding. 

Then: I must tell you, however, this is not a matter on which Her 

Majesty/His Royal Highness would intervene and I have therefore been 

instructed to forward your letter to the Right Honourable David Flanders 

MP, the Deputy Prime Minister so that he may know of your approach to 

Her Majesty/His Royal Highness on this matter. May as well give the 

Deputy PM’s office something to do.’ Will Petersham smiled. 

‘It’s a trickier for us,’ pointed out Lionel Henshall. ‘The Prince, to all 

intents and purposes, has already intervened. I think we’d have to go with 

“comment”, but otherwise it sounds fine to me.’ 

‘Good,’ nodded the Queen’s Private Secretary. ‘I’ll let the ladies-in-

waiting know the form. 

‘Can we move on to the reactions from the Commonwealth Realms? 

I’m a bit pressed this afternoon.’ Without waiting for agreement, Will 

Petersham started to read his notes aloud. ‘Of the sixteen Commonwealth 

Realms, five consider same-sex acts illegal – Antigua and Barbuda, 

Barbados, Belize, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, and the Solomons; 

six consider homosexual acts between men illegal –’ 

‘Well, that’s something in our favour, at least,’ said the Prince of 

Wales’s PPS. 

‘And The Bahamas allow homosexuality but do not recognise unions 

between same-sex couples, which leaves –’ 
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‘Canada, Australia and New Zealand?’ guessed Lionel Henshall. 

The Queen’s Private Secretary shot the young man a look. ‘Canada, 

Australia and New Zealand. They all have some sort of legislation 

regarding same-sex partnerships. Australia’s is the weakest, with only the 

ability to register a same-sex partnership at the moment. Canada has a 

Civil Union Act and New Zealand has a Civil Marriage Act. The acts are 

broadly the same and allow for unions of same-sex or opposite-sex 

couples; in many ways similar to our own. 

‘Belize is our biggest problem as their laws prohibit homosexuals from 

entering the country. I suppose they’ll either have to leave the Realm or 

change their law to allow their Queen to visit them.’ 

‘Does that problem arise on visits to any of the Commonwealth 

Nations?’ 

Will Petersham shuffled his papers. ‘I’ve got a list here somewhere... 

Yes... The Princess and her partner may not visit Bangladesh, Botswana, 

Brunei, Cameroon, Dominica, The Gambia, possibly Ghana, Guyana, 

possibly Kenya.’ 

‘No more Treetops,’ said the Comptroller with disgust. 

The Queen’s Private Secretary continued: ‘Malawi, Malaysia, Namibia, 

Nigeria, Pakistan, Samoa (that may be changing), Tanzania, Uganda and 

Zambia, without risking one or more of the following: imprisonment, 

flogging, hard labour, incarceration in a psychiatric institution and the 

death penalty.’ 

‘And thus, the Empire shrinks a little smaller...’ 

‘Not at all. As I said before, Belize is our only problem because they 

make a judgement at the border. In these other countries the crime is the 

homosexual act, so, as long as Lieutenant-Commander Stephens doesn’t 

accompany the Princess, a problem doesn’t arise.’ 

Lionel Henshall looked downcast. ‘It’s so depressing. Why are we 

giving these God-forsaken countries the respectability of being members 
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of the commonwealth?’ 

‘Part of the problem is that these countries are far from God-forsaken,’ 

Nigel Haselor observed dryly. 

‘It’ll be fine for the couple to visit the rest of them, but South Africa is 

the only one advanced enough to recognise their union.’ Will Petersham 

tried to sound positive. 

‘To be clear: if the commonwealth constituents and their laws remain 

as they are, when the Princess becomes Queen her union and, more 

crucially, the legitimacy of her children will be recognised in Canada, New 

Zealand and South Africa? Nowhere else?’ said Lionel Henshall. 

‘That’s about the size of it.’ 

‘How do we address that?’ 

‘We don’t. Firstly, the Commonwealth Nations aren’t our problem.’ 

‘Obviously.’ 

‘Secondly, by the time any heir to the Princess is crowned, the 

Commonwealth Realms may have declared independence and/or made 

advances in their civil rights legislation. It is highly likely that the 

Princess’s wedding – which will be beamed into homes across the 

commonwealth, don’t forget – will set people thinking. If they want to 

retain their link to the British crown, they’ll see to it that their 

parliaments enact laws.’ 

‘I’m not sure I share your faith in democracy. Look at our own dog’s 

breakfast.’ 

‘You’ve seen it, Lionel, at first-hand, as I have. It’s perverse. I actually 

think that they love their Queen more than we do. They turn out 

everywhere for her. Something to do with not taking her for granted 

because she’s not close at hand, I suppose. They won’t want to lose that.’ 

‘I suppose.’ The Principal Private Secretary to the Prince of Wales did 

not look convinced. 
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‘On the subject of commonwealth peoples turning out,’ interrupted the 

Comptroller, ‘I took the opportunity of asking the FCO to find out which 

countries have an Anglican church prepared to bless the union of a gay 

couple. It’ll give us a safety net should Synod not come through. You can 

tell the Princess, Lionel, that we have a real and viable option.’ 

‘The civil marriage ceremony here and a blessing in a country of the 

commonwealth? The Queen will like that.’ Her Private Secretary’s eyes lit 

up. 

‘Well done, Nigel. That’s really good news.’ Lionel Henshall smiled. 

  

DIARY 2015. 7 JANUARY 2015. 

 

Rumour at work that the wedding won’t be in England. Don’t know how true it is. 

Saw Lee for a quick one. Don’t know where this is going but it’s nice while it lasts. 

 

BBC QUESTION TIME. 

8 JANUARY 2015. 10.35 PM. 

 

‘Tonight, we’re in London. Welcome to Question Time. 

‘And on our panel here: the Minister for Constitutional and Political 

Reform, Brian Dawson; the Shadow Secretary of State for Culture, Media 

and Sport, Ruth Jackson; the Liberal Democrat Equalities Minister, Clive 

Faraday; the author, Zahira Edwards; and the Bishop of Liverpool, The 

Reverend Canon George Awolowo. 

‘Our first question comes from Patricia Wheeler, please. Patricia 

Wheeler.’ 

‘Gay marriage is now legal in this country but the Church of England 

is maintaining its position. Does the panel think that the Church of 
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England’s stance on gay marriage is short-sighted and will only further 

erode respect for the church within society?’ 

‘Patricia is, of course, referring to the interview in The Telegraph 

newspaper this week with the Archbishop of York stating that it would be 

wrong for the Church of England to give its blessing to the marriage of 

Princess Alexandra and Grace Stephens. Canon Awolowo.’ 

‘No, I don’t believe that a decision not to bless this union will in any 

way damage the position of the church within society. On the contrary, I 

believe that it strengthens society by stating, quite clearly, that marriage 

is and can only be between a man and a woman.  

‘In turbulent times people need certainties. We’re not blurring any 

lines here. We are being very honest and saying that this is the church’s 

view –’  

‘Even though that view might be out of touch or unpopular?’ 

‘Well, we don’t think that our view is an unpopular one. There are 

huge numbers of people in this country, who are not necessarily 

Christians, but may be of other faiths, or of no faith, who do not want to 

see the institution of marriage undermined. Sentiment, driven by the 

desire to enjoy the pomp of a royal wedding, is being whipped up by the 

media at the moment and it would be wrong for the church to overturn 

centuries of understanding, derived from scripture, on a fashionable 

whim. The acceptance of same-sex marriages as in some way equal to 

heterosexual marriages is a fundamental re-defining of what we 

Christians mean and understand by marriage, and it is the church’s job 

to highlight what it sees as the dangers of this for society.’ 

‘As you see it, the dangers are, presumably, that the nuclear family 

and family values are being further undermined?’ 

‘Yes. The purpose of marriage is to provide a stable, loving, family unit 

within which to have and bring up children. God created man and 

woman, and he created them differently with different and complimentary 
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strengths. We believe that, ideally, children need a father and a mother in 

order to learn from and benefit from the skills of both sexes. Blessing 

same-sex unions is to tacitly accept that a family unit does not require a 

man and a woman.’ 

‘Brian Dawson, do you agree?’ 

‘I do agree with the Bishop that over the last twenty years we have 

seen the importance of the family in society undermined and diminished 

and that this has led to increases in criminal activity by young people, a 

greater burden on our schools and teachers to undertake roles 

traditionally carried out by parents and an unravelling of the fabric of 

society. However, I think we have to be careful not to conflate two issues 

here. 

‘I have any number of constituents who are single parents, some 

through no fault of their own, who are bringing up their children in 

stable, loving homes. I also have a small proportion of gay and lesbian 

constituents with children who, again, are providing stable, loving homes 

for their families. On the flip side, I have a number of problem areas in my 

constituency where families have broken down, where the children are in 

trouble with the police and absent from school. In a large percentage of 

these troubled homes mum and dad are, or were, married. Marriage does 

not, therefore, guarantee a stable, loving home. 

‘What guarantees a stable, loving home is an adherence to family 

values. For me, those are the Christian values of tolerance, love, 

consideration of others before self, and so on. For others, it may be their 

faith’s religious teaching, or just an innate belief in humanity. No one 

religion has the monopoly on family values and I believe that it is the job 

of the state and faith together to educate and inform society of their duty 

of care to those closest to them. And that is a universal message. It 

doesn’t matter whether you are gay, straight, married, single, in a long-

term partnership, looking after an aged parent, or raising a family on your 

own. Caring about your family is for everyone.’ 
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Applause. 

‘So, to return to Patricia Wheeler’s question, I am not about to tell the 

Church of England how they should proceed in this matter but I do think 

it is unfortunate that they cannot take a more flexible approach and, 

perhaps, consider each request for a blessing on a case-by-case basis.’ 

‘Okay. Thank you. Ruth Jackson, you’ve been vocal in your support 

for allowing the Princess and her partner to have their union blessed. 

What are your thoughts?’ 

‘Well, I thought this question might come up, so I did a bit of research. 

I went to the Church of England website, to their weddings page, and it 

said that I was welcome to marry in their churches whatever my beliefs. 

Apparently, I don’t need to be christened or even a Christian. I clicked a 

bit further and clicked on the link to how much it costs to get married in 

church. As well as details of the statutory fee of three hundred and 

twenty-two pounds, it also sells the happy couple the services of flower 

arrangers, bell ringers, choirs and organists, for which it says each 

church will levy a charge. Now, I have no problem with the church 

charging a fee for the services that it provides but what’s the message 

here? We don’t care about your beliefs, your cash is more important? 

‘I’m a churchgoer and I attend a very pretty village church in my 

constituency. Every summer, we have a lot of people who aren’t regular 

attendees, or even Christians, using our church for their wedding. As the 

website says, the church has no problem in blessing these unions 

because it’s a man and a woman getting married. But when two people 

who are regular, committed Christians and who happen to be two women 

ask for a blessing they are refused. I absolutely believe it is wrong for the 

church to refuse a blessing for the union of two of its members. I would 

like to see the church remove itself from this issue altogether because, at 

the moment, its stance sends a worrying and morally questionable 

message not only to its congregation but to society as a whole.’ 

Applause. 
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‘So, yes, I do think that the church’s continuing stance of not 

permitting churches to carry out blessings for same-sex couples is, 

unfortunately, another nail in the coffin.’ 

‘Clive Faraday, another nail in the coffin of the church?’ 

‘I don’t really feel qualified to answer that one because I’m one of the 

unbelievers. I don’t have a faith, so I struggle with what it is that some 

people of faith find so difficult or threatening about homosexuality. And, 

let’s remember, not everyone in the Church of England agrees with this 

ruling, nor do many others in other religions agree with their particular 

faith’s stance on this issue. But, surely, if you believe that a supreme 

being created the world then is it not the case that homosexuality was 

part of the plan? It’s been around for as long as we’ve been on the planet. 

It is a normal part of human life, so why is it still being seen as something 

to be segregated or discriminated against?’ 

Applause. 

‘I’m not homosexual but I have friends who are and I would no more 

think of denying them access to the same rights as I enjoy in this country 

than I would think of denying Canon Awolowo the right to marry a white 

girl, the right to sit on a bus with me, or drink from the same water 

fountain as me. Or Ruth the right to vote, to divorce her husband, or to 

receive the same pay for the same job as me. In the way that these 

inequalities seem unbelievable and arcane to us now, so the inequalities 

between heterosexual and homosexual people will also seem unbelievable 

and arcane one day.’ 

Applause. 

‘So, as a government, will you be seeking in to bring in legislation that 

will force the church to marry, or at least bless, gay couples and stop 

what you see as this inequality?’ 

‘No. We couldn’t, and wouldn’t want to, force any group to perform 

any ceremony to which it had a moral objection. What would be the 
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point? If the person officiating didn’t believe in the marriage, how could 

they carry out the ceremony?’  

‘Okay. Thank you. Zahira, you’re openly gay, but you’re not a big fan 

of marriage?’ 

‘I’m actually quite pleased that the Church of England denies us the 

opportunity to get married. You may be surprised to find that I agree with 

Canon Awolowo that marriage should be, exclusively, between a man and 

a woman.’  

Laughter. 

‘But I don’t agree that the institution of marriage is something to be 

treasured, or protected, or saved from destruction. I’d like it to be given 

cement boots and dumped in the North Sea.  

‘For me, the word “marriage” carries with it hundreds of years of male 

subjugation of women at home and in society. As women, we are still 

taught that our goal in life is to be married; that, somehow, we are 

incomplete without a husband. Why? When we marry we lose our identity 

by taking his “more important” family name. We still take on more of the 

domestic chores and, if we have children, the unequal division of labour 

gets worse. The physical difference in strength between men and women 

means that, if the going gets tough, the woman can expect, at the very 

least, to be physically threatened and, at worst, murdered. Rape within 

marriage was not illegal in this country until 1991. We even refer to it as 

“husband and wife”, never “wife and husband”; we’re reduced to an 

adjunct of the more important man. And, when it all breaks down 

irreparably, we have had less than a hundred years of equality. It was not 

until 1937 that a woman could divorce her husband on equal grounds. 

Prior to that, he could divorce her on the grounds of adultery but she had 

to find reasons other than adultery to divorce him.  

‘Marriage is a heterosexual institution unsurprisingly supported by 

the last bastion of misogyny, the church, and those women who want to 
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buy into that kind of patriarchy are welcome to it. Even though I am 

allowed to marry in a civil ceremony, I won’t be seeking to be a part of a 

broken down institution like marriage any time soon. I’m quite happy 

with a new, fresh, unsullied civil partnership. “Partnership.” Now, there’s 

a word that means equality.’ 

Applause. 

‘Can I also say that I’m quite pleased that it looks as if Princess 

Alexandra will be denied her wish of getting married in St Pauls, or 

Westminster, or wherever? It might mean that she has to have a quiet 

registry office do like the rest of us, which would save the nation millions 

in police time, disruption to traffic, road sweeping, security and the rest of 

the paraphernalia that goes with that kind of royal hoopla.’ 

‘Not a big fan of the Royal Family either? Are there any institutions 

you agree with?’ 

‘Not many.’ 

Laughter. 

‘And what about you? What’s your view, Patricia Wheeler?’ 

‘Well, I don’t agree with Zahira. I am a monarchist and I would like to 

see a big royal wedding for the heir to the throne. I think that would be 

right, and good for the country. I’m also a member of the Church of 

England, but I’m not gay and I don’t know many gay people. However, I 

feel that it is our duty as Christians to be tolerant and welcome everyone 

to our faith, whatever their race, politics or sexual orientation. Church 

congregations are already dwindling and I worry that the C of E’s 

continued stance on this issue will not only put gay people off attending 

but also alienate their friends and families.’ 
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Briefing today. The wedding will be in London. No specifics yet.  

Seeing a lot of Lee. Wonder if it is getting too serious. He still doesn’t know what it 

is that I do. 

 

‘ONE MAN ONE WOMAN’ CAMPAIGN BLOG BY LINDA CRANHAM. 

15 JANUARY 2015. 

 

Yesterday, a sample group of signatories to the One Man One Woman 

campaign petition went to York and presented the petition to the 

Archbishop of York’s office. The petition had a massive 502,467 online 

signatures. Thank you to everyone who signed up and made their voice 

heard. 

Those of us who went to Bishopthorpe Palace were not expecting to 

meet with the Archbishop but, as we were talking to his secretary, he 

came into the office. He said that he had heard about our campaign, 

asked about the petition and invited us to have a cup of tea with him. He 

was interested to hear of the tremendous response that we had received 

and found it encouraging that there are still large numbers of people in 

the UK who believe in traditional family values. His great concern was 

that the church is still used by many, within and outside its congregation, 

as a moral barometer and that, by promoting a same-sex union to the 

same status as a marriage, the church would send a message that would 

modify people’s perceptions of homosexuality as equal to heterosexuality, 

with the potential to erode public morality still further. 

Although our unscheduled interview lasted only half an hour, it was 

wonderful to hear such a learned and eloquent man speak passionately 

about the same issues that we have been campaigning on. I wish that 

those of you who have worked so tirelessly to gather signatures could 

have been there, but please know that the Archbishop was grateful for 

your message of support. 
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Owing to the fantastic response, we have left the petition open. Please 

show your support if you agree with the following statement: ‘I support 

the Church of England’s definition of marriage, which is the voluntary 

union for life of one man and one woman to the exclusion of all others. I 

support the Church of England’s decision not to permit its clergy to 

conduct services of blessing for same-sex couples following a marriage or 

civil partnership, in line with the Church of England’s publicly stated 

beliefs.’ If you would like to add your name to the growing list of those 

supporting the Church of England’s stance, please do so here. 

 

Recent posts: 

BurlyChassis says: ‘The church’s moral barometer: that would be the 

one that demonstrates to its lobotomised adherents intolerance, hypocrisy 

and a complete lack of anything resembling compassion or understanding 

for anyone a bit different from them?’ 

SO14_boy says: ‘Well done to everyone who signed the petition! This 

farce of a royal wedding must be stopped by those of us who want to see 

the survival of the monarchy.’ 

MamaFish says: ‘Over half a million people can’t be wrong, 

BurlyChassis!’ 

BurlyChassis says: ‘Oh, you’d be surprised. Take you and SO14_boy 

as examples...’ 

JesusLovesMe101 says: ‘It was a great day, and the Archbish is a 

really lovely man.’ 

 

END OF SAMPLE 
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GLOSSARY. 

 

AFO Authorised Firearms Officer. 

AFT Afghanistan Time. 

Al-amira A two-piece veil worm by Muslim women consisting of a 

close-fitting cap and an accompanying scarf. 

BBC British Broadcasting Corporation. 

BNP British National Party: a political party representing the 

far right of political opinion. 

BST British Summer Time. 

C of E Church of England. 

Commonwealth 

Nations 

An inter-governmental co-operative organisation of 54 

member states, which grew out of the old British 

Empire. 

Commonwealth 

Realms 

A subset of Commonwealth Nations that recognise the 

Queen as their constitutional Monarch. Consisting of 16 

sovereign states. 

Con Conservative: a political party representing the right 

wing of political opinion (US: republican). 

EDT Eastern Daylight Time. 

EST Eastern Standard Time. 

EU European Union 

FCO Foreign and Commonwealth Office: a large government 

building on Whitehall, London, which acts as the 

backdrop to the televised Remembrance Sunday service 

at the Cenotaph. 

GCSE General Certificate of Secondary Education: 
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examinations sat in England and Wales by 15 and 16 

year olds. 

GLBT Gay Lesbian Bisexual Transgender: an acronym used by 

groups who support the rights and/or interests of 

homosexual, bisexual and transgender individuals. 

GMT Greenwich Mean Time. 

GP General Practitioner (of medicine). 

HK UMP The Heckler & Koch Universal Machine Pistol, lighter 

and cheaper than the MP5. 

HM Her Majesty. 

HMNB Her Majesty’s Naval Base. 

HMS Her Majesty’s Ship. 

HRH His or Her Royal Highness. 

Ipsos MORI A leading International market research company. 

IRA Irish Republican Army. 

Jilbaab A loose-fitting coat worn by Muslim women that covers 

the entire body except the face, hands and head.  

JP Justice of the Peace. 

Kurta A long, collarless shirt worn by Muslim men that ends 

on the knee. 

Lab Labour: a political party representing the left wing of 

political opinion (US: democrat). 

Landau A four-wheeled, convertible, horse-drawn carriage used 

by British royalty on state occasions. 

LD Liberal Democrat: a political party representing the 

middle ground of political opinion. 

MO Medical Officer (in the British Army). 
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MP Member of Parliament: a politician elected to the British 

House of Commons. 

MP5 The Heckler & Koch Machine Pistol 5, one of the most 

widely used submachine guns in the world. 

ORNC Old Royal Naval College, Greenwich, London. 

PM Prime Minister: the leader of the governing party in the 

House of Commons. 

PPS Principal Private Secretary: the head of the Prince of 

Wales’s household. 

PSO Private Secretary’s Office: the office of the Private 

Secretary of the Sovereign. 

QARNNS Queen Alexandra’s Royal Naval Nursing Service. 

QPM Queen’s Police Medal. 

RNH Royal Naval Hospital. 

Rt Hon Right Honourable: a style of address for a member of the 

British parliament. 

Taqiyah A round skullcap worn by Muslim men. 

TRH Their Royal Highnesses. 

The Proms A series of classical music concerts held at the Royal 

Albert Hall in London, which ends with a flag-waving 

finale that traditionally includes Rule Britannia and 

Land of Hope and Glory. 

VAT A value added tax placed on goods and services in the 

UK. 
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"I would have married her before I went away to war too, just to make 

sure that someone else didn’t. She was beautiful. It started in her eyes 

and spread to the set of her mouth and the tilt of her chin. In both 

pictures there was a confidence, a courage, a spirit of defiance... Not the 

“smile though your house is rubble and you’re sleeping in a tube station” 

spirit of the Blitz, but real steel. The kind of backbone that would make 

you do extraordinary things. Things that the rest us of wouldn’t do." 

 



 

 

 

 

Arty Shaw, a genealogist working on a peculiarly British island in the 

English Channel, is asked by a television company to research Helen 

Valentine's family tree. The award-winning British actress wants to know 

the truth about her grandmother's wartime exploits and Arty is her choice 

to do the digging; which is just fine by Arty. When a beautiful blonde like 

Helen Valentine asks, you don't say no. 

Arty’s investigation reveals that Helen’s grandmother, Kay Marett, was 

half-Jewish and running resistance ops against the German forces 

occupying her Island. When Kay disappears in 1942, a concentration 

camp seems to be her likely destination, until Arty uncovers a trail 

stretching from the Island, across Europe, to Cold War Dresden. As Arty 

learns more about Kay’s extraordinary wartime adventures, obstacles to 

the truth begin to appear in the form of a star of the Island’s amateur 

theatre, and two menacing East Europeans in suits. Arty must challenge 

his deepest beliefs to discover what happened to Kay. 

Written in the hard-boiled, noir style of detective fiction from the 

1940's, Arty Shaw is the kind of investigator you want on your side. 

Transsexual and proud of it, with a moral code that means breaking the 

rules now and again, and a world weary cynicism that takes nothing at 

face value, Arty won't stop until the truth is out. And that can make you 

unpopular with the wrong sort of people. 

 

Black Art (ISBN 978-0-9574088-0-7) is available from Amazon (all 

countries) and all good book stores. It is available in paperback or for 

digital readers.  

 

Amazon Kindle link: http://www.amazon.com/Black-Art-

ebook/dp/B009VIIK22/ 

 


