Some brief comments:

1. I support the freedom of individuals to make choices about their personal faith providing such choices comply with the law protecting the safety and well-being of others. Such freedom should include the freedom to disagree with others; not in a malicious or threatening manner, but it should allow for controversy and debate.

2. I am however greatly concerned that the title of this initiative, "Freedom of Religion and Belief in the 21st Century" may in fact be misleading. For example, religious vilification laws in NSW resulted in the legal action taken against Daniel Scot and Danny Nalliah for teaching in a church context about Islam. A situation such as this  

that prevents a person speaking and debating without threat is surely not a promotion of "freedom." It is also not a promotion of justice and fairness.

3. Freedom of religion should support the right of religious schools and organisations to employ people that comply with the doctrine and practice of that religious faith. Thus, for example, Islamic schools should be allowed to require teachers to be practicing Muslims. Similarly, Christian schools and welfare agencies should be allowed to require employees to comply with Biblical standards. Thus, a Christian school should be allowed to reject applicants such as promiscuous heterosexuals or practising homosexuals.

4. Freedom of religion should not involve imbalance and prejudice against Christianity; particularly given Australia's Christian heritage and influence upon our rule of law and democracy. It is disturbing to read and see the degree of "political correctness" that is required in some places in public discussion of matters that relate to Islam or homosexuality or gender; and yet in those very places the Christian faith and Christ himself can be ridiculed and vilified. That such prejudice currently exists is evidenced, for example, by the recent sacking of Warick Marsh because of his carefully researched writing on "Gender Matters." It appears that some issues cannot be debated in any balanced sense - if evidence is presented that thwarts the views of politically influential lobbies. I am fearful that such lobbies will be allowed to promote their agendas via a "Freedom of Religion" initiative and the very "freedoms" that the title implies will be denied us. I recall, that the USSR had "religious freedom" enshrined in their constitution; but this did not prevent extensive and severe persecution of believers of many faiths.
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