Policing Thoughts and Beliefs

Richard Carvath (January 2010)

Hate Crime: the issue at stake is freedom of speech

Freedom of speech and the exercise of personal conscience are fundamental to
the proper function of civilised society in a liberal representative democracy. We
ought to be free to agree and disagree with each other when expressing our
personal religious beliefs and our views regarding sexual behaviour — free from
the fear of State persecution. Freedom of speech has been taken for granted in
the UK for generations but with the recent introduction of the ‘hate crime’ agenda
we are witnessing the rapid emergence of State suppression of free speech —
and mounting evidence points sharply to the State’s growing intolerance towards
the expression of Christian beliefs in particular.

Hate Crime: it's all about silencing critics of hom osexual behaviour

‘Hate crime’ appears to be anything disliked by the politically-correct ‘social
engineers’ in Police Forces, Government agencies and various political lobby
groups — but especially the criticism of homosexual behaviour. The ‘PC Brigade’
(formed largely of secularist, humanist and homosexual lobby groups) behind the
‘equality and diversity’ agenda seems determined to massively increase the
number of ‘hate crime’ complaints relating to religion and homosexuality. Indeed
it seems that the primary purpose of the ‘hate crime’ agenda is to suppress or
punish any and all public criticism of homosexual behaviour: if a homosexual
takes offence at any criticism of his sexual lifestyle choice then his feelings
dictate that he is automatically the victim of a *hate crime’ which the Police are
obliged to investigate on demand. The ‘hate crime’ concept is undeniably a
means by which militant homosexual lobby groups are seeking to suppress
moral and medical criticism of homosexual behaviour: so-called ‘homophobia’ —
the ‘crime’ of disagreeing with the opinions of militant homosexuals — seems to
be far and away the worst ‘hate crime’ of them all.



Hate Crime: a waste of police time and resources

The British Police Forces already struggle to contend with conventional crime,
without also taking on the task of policing thought and speech. The potential of
trivial ‘hate crime’ complaints for wasting valuable Police time is frightening.
Police Officers already spend too much of their time on recording information
and compiling statistics — time which they would rather give to proper Police work
— and the additional burden of ‘hate crime’ legislation and guidance can only
make the current bureaucratic nightmare even worse. Anything which diverts
Police Officers away from their proper duties can only serve to further alienate
the public from the Police, increase the public’s discontent over policing priorities
and damage public trust in the Police.

Hate Crime: the destruction of public confidence in the police

Furthermore, there is already great alarm within the British public — and amongst
Christians in particular — over the growing number of sinister and heavy-handed
Police investigations of persons simply in response to something they have said.
The fear of arrest and interrogation by the Police is already having a ‘chilling
effect’ upon the public as people engage in self-censorship and this is steadily
destroying public confidence in the Police. People are afraid of being
criminalised for something they might say: being forced to give fingerprints and
intimate body samples; having to pay for a costly legal defence; enduring a
lengthy and stressful court case; losing their job, reputation and even their
liberty. In the well-publicised Vogelenzang case (tried at Liverpool Magistrates
Court in December 2009) though the defendants — Christian hoteliers accused of
insulting a Muslim guest — were found to be entirely innocent, the Vogelenzang
couple nevertheless suffered the financial ruin of their family business as a direct
result of their prosecution.

The 20009 trial of Ben and Sharon Vogelenzang in Liv  erpool raised serious concerns about freedom of spe ech



Hate Crime: a serious lack of any objective legal d  efinition

The defining characteristic of the ‘hate crime’ concept is the lack of essential
definition. The onus is on the British Government to accurately specify the exact
words, phrases (and behaviours) which it seeks to criminalise as ‘hateful’ or
‘inciting hatred’ if it wishes to create ever more ‘hate crimes’ for the Police to
enforce — otherwise the public will be utterly confused and fearful as to what is
and is not lawful speech, spurious accusations will proliferate and chaos will
ensue in court proceedings. There is an urgent need for precise, objective
definitions of what is ‘hate’ and ‘incitement’ in well-drafted statutory legislation or
else ‘hate crime’ laws will become the State’s licence to persecute anybody for
anything. It would be best if the Government abandoned the creation of ‘hate
crimes’ altogether as existing criminal law provides a perfectly adequate remedy
and deterrent. The ‘hate crimes’ agenda perverts foundational principles
enshrined in the English Common Law for centuries, including not least the
principle that the burden is on the prosecution to prove the guilt of the defendant
(not the defendant to prove his innocence). ‘Hate crime’ trials effectively require
the accused to prove his innocence in cases where the accused has no option
other than to attempt to prove that he did not say what he is accused of saying!
That's just one example of why the concept of ‘hate crime’ is illogical and how it
functions contrary to the sound and long-established principles of English law.

‘Hate crime’ legislation generates the very hatreds that it is supposed to
discourage. Given that homosexuals (who make up just 1% of the general
population) clearly enjoy a privileged status over the 99% heterosexual majority
when it comes to ‘hate crimes’, the irony of the ‘hate crime’ agenda is that it
provokes resentment against homosexuals where there was previously none and
is thus self-defeating. Freedom of speech is integral to British society. British
law rightly protects us from threatening speech and behaviour but it is a mockery
and an abuse of the law when persons merely taking exception to remarks made
in public discussion and debate can seek to criminalise those of contrary opinion.

Hate Crime: the urgent need for reconsideration

The recent invention of ambiguous and undefined ‘hate crimes’ and the policing
of these is a matter of grave concern to all who believe in freedom of speech,
thought and conscience. There is urgent need for the British Government and
Police Forces to fundamentally reconsider the motives behind the ‘hate crime’
agenda and the serious consequences which will surely follow from its
enforcement. The suppression of free speech is the road to bloodshed and
tyranny. A fundamental re-think of ‘hate crime’ needs to happen now — before
it's too late.



