Eliav Shooctman (1995), author, argument against allowing non-Rabbinical marriage:
·       One of the basic conditions to maintain the Jewish characteristic of the state of Israel is to maintain the religious and national identity of the Jewish population in the state of Israel. A main way to achieve this goal is by preventing mix-marriages. 
·       Says that creating a law that allows marriage between Jews and Goyim (non-Jews) in the state of Israel will undermine the essence of Israel as a Jewish state.
·       Argues furthermore, there won’t be an incentive to go through to start the converting process.
·       Since the rabbinical authority is not recognize civilian marriage as a legit marriage when a couple that get married in a civilian process is getting divorced their children will consider as bastard and they can’t get married according to the laws of the Halacha.
 
Pinchus Shipman (1995), jurist, argument in favor of civilian marriage:
·       We need a model that allows civilian marriages for everyone. Every person can choose his ceremony- religious or non-religious- but the license to marry will be a civilian one.  By using this model we will prevent separation of the people.
·       This state is staying out of questions of religion and fait (same model as in the sates).
·       People have the right to choose their way to marry. Forcing people to get marry in a certain way is wrong
·       The Orthodox Judaism is a monopoly in the issues of marriage and divorce.

·        The excising system creates permissive phenomenon that the Halacha can’t accept like the common-law partners (a legal agreement between a couple that allows them to get the most of the legal rights married couples get, although they are not married according to the State law). The suggested model will provide a way to keep the Halacha rules protected from permissive
phenomenon.      
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