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to 'deliver the full range of services pro
vided by the NBS'. This means, of course, 
performing abortions and a range of other 
morally problematic procedures. Catholics 
and others wvo cannot in conscience per
form them will be told to leave their reli
gious views at the door, or give up their 
places at medical school. 

What about schools? If schools refuse to 
promote abortion, contraception or the 
equality of gay partnerships and marriage 
- as Catholic schools can never do - are 
they to have their funding removed 
because' they are deemed to be failing in 
their duty to promote equality and citizen
ship?""And teachers who cannot teach these 
things because they are against their con
science - are they to be n;moved from the 
register of approved teachers? 

What about books such as the Catechism 
of the Catholic Church? AIe copies to be 
temoved from shelves because they pro
mote 'hatred based on sexual orientation'? 
Perhaps you regard this as an exaggeration. 
Well; it's already happening in Canada. The 
government there is engaged in a policy 
debate in which it is proposed to stop fund
ing Catholic schOOls unless they stop teach
ing RE where it ties in with sexuality. 

Perhaps you find this far-fetched? Try 
this: what about people sitting at the back 
of churches recording sermons and passing 
the tapes to the police? It's already hap
pened: last year a Swedish Lutheran pastor 
was arrested, after he delivered a homily on 
sexual mores. He was convicted. The tran
script of what he said is available on the 
internet. Judge iUor yourselves: completely 
mild - a simple explanation of the New 
Testament sayings of Jesus and St Paul. But 
intolerable tothe Thleban oftolerance. 

Think about it. This debate is not code 
for homophobia. It's about, the proper 
boundaries between the state and the indi
vidual; it's about conscience ina free socie
ty, and it affects all of us in a free Europe. 
Gay people have experienced vilification 
for many years, yes - and often from peo
ple who identify themselves as religious. 
But now the attitudes displayed towards 
religious believers in public life look exactly 
the same: a form of prejudice and discrimi
nation. 

The legislation under discussion in 
Britain is not yet law, but in Northern 
Ireland it is already on the statute book. It 
was imposed by proconsular edict from 
Peter Hain on l-January - rushed through 
by Order in Her Majesty's Privy Council 
without the normal process of consultation 
proper to a democracy. 

Have we forgotten the lessons of the 
totalitarianism of the 20th century? The 
bloody histories of other 'new moralities' 
in Germany, Russia, China and Cambodia 
to name only a few - have shown that the 
real threat toa democracy comes from the 
encroachments of the state on individuals, 
not vice versa. For democratic societies to 
thrive, individuals must fight vigorously to 
retain the right to practise their faith. 
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