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Civil disobedience – the non-violent breaking of bad law – is a legitimate and 

necessary response to the tyranny of Ealing Council's politically-motivated plans to 

silence all pro-life speech outside the Marie Stopes abortion centre (Mattock Lane) 

by criminalising pro-lifers under a Public Spaces Protection Order (PSPO), as is 

expected to commence in April 2018.

The conditions for civil disobedience are well met in this case.

THE TRUTH ABOUT PRO-LIFERS IN EALING

Pro-lifers have been peacefully going about their lawful business in Ealing's public 

spaces for over twenty years, without any arrests by police.  It is therefore clear that 

pro-lifers are not harassing anybody, not committing crime and not behaving in an 

anti-social manner.

There is currently nothing unlawful (or even anti-social) about pro-lifers' behaviour 

or speech, nor has there ever been.

PSPOs ARE MISAPPLIED, BAD LAW

PSPOs are a recently introduced legal tool by which English councils may criminalise 

a lawful activity which could not and would not otherwise be classified as criminal.  

PSPOs are heavily criticised as being bad law by all those concerned for civil liberty.

PSPOs are essentially a development of ASBO legislation; and, as such, if PSPOs have 

any genuinely-intended purpose at all (however legally dubious a tool they may be, 

even for suppressing ASB), that purpose is to limit public anti-social behaviour; 

PSPOs were never intended for the purpose of destroying the cherished and hard-

won British tradition of public freedom of speech for all.

PSPOs were intended as a tool to tackle anti-social behaviour; PSPOs were not 

intended to silence the peaceful public expression of sincerely-held beliefs on serious, 

controversial subjects (such as abortion), whether social, political or religious in 

nature.

PRO-LIFE ACTIVITY IS NOT A FORM OF ANTI-SOCIAL BEHAVIOUR

Until recently, no sensible person has ever attempted to portray pro-life prayer vigils 

or pro-life pavement counselling as anti-social behaviour.  That's because such pro-

life activity clearly isn't anti-social behaviour.  It is a twisted perversion of 'anti-social 

behaviour' to misapply these words to peaceful, lawful and traditional pro-life 

activities; and it's worthy of note that the prime movers for equating pro-lifers with 

feral youths and yobbos are all either ideologically or financially motivated, be they 
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Ealing's pro-abortion councillors, Ealing's pro-abortion activists (the Sister 

Supporter group) or Ealing's abortion industry (Marie Stopes).

There is no genuine issue of crime, anti-social behaviour, public safety or public 

nuisance in relation to pro-life activity outside the Marie Stopes abortion centre on 

Mattock Lane in Ealing.  (There may be issues in relation to the activities of pro-

abortion activists at that location.)  Accordingly, there is no evidence of there being 

any genuine issue on those grounds.

A POLITICALLY-MOTIVATED CAMPAIGN TO SILENCE PRO-LIFERS

Recent complaints (to council and police) and petitions generated against pro-lifers 

in Ealing are evidence of a politically-motivated campaign to silence them by pro-

abortion activists.

The recent complaints are evidence of ideological objections to pro-life activity, and 

evidence of a militant, direct-action group (Sister Supporter) provoking complaints 

and deliberately stirring up trouble; but there is no evidence of any genuine issue 

over pro-life activity, such as to warrant the criminalisation of pro-lifers by means of 

a PSPO, or the classification of their behaviour as 'anti-social'.

We can conclude then that Ealing Council's PSPO to silence pro-lifers isn't even 

justified on its own merits – i.e. for the purpose of suppressing harassment or anti-

social behaviour, because pro-lifers aren't doing these things – quite apart from the 

fact that the PSPO is obviously completely wrong because it seeks, for nakedly 

financial and political motives, to silence peaceful, law-abiding British citizens, 

contrary to all relevant extant law and contrary to the British tradition of civil liberty.

CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE IS WELL AND TRULY JUSTIFIED – AND NECESSARY

Civil disobedience in Ealing is morally justified for several good reasons.

A PSPO to criminalise pro-life activity is manifestly bad law, targeting as it would 

people who are obviously not causing the problems (ASB etc) falsely alleged against 

them, and mocking as it would the rights and freedoms of British citizens to speak 

and assemble in public.

More than this, given that the primary purpose of pro-life activity on Mattock Lane is 

to help save lives and prevent unnecessary suffering, such proven life-saving activity 

is unquestionably justified in moral terms, in the eyes of any sane, sensible person.

The moral justification for civil disobedience by pro-lifers in Ealing is both strong 

and absolute.

In principle, pro-lifers are absolutely right to disregard and disobey any council 

PSPO order preventing them from praying or speaking on Mattock Lane.  It's right to 

disobey a law which is unquestionably evil and tyrannical, unjust and unwarranted, 

and which if obeyed would inevitably lead to more human suffering and the 

avoidable death of many more unborn babies.
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Make no mistake, pro-lifers are life-saving heroes.  There can be no greater 

conscientious objection than to a law which obstructs, denigrates and criminalises 

those people who seek to save babies' lives and prevent parental suffering.

A law which serves only to privilege abortionists – silencing only their opponents –

over everybody else in society, a law to 'protect' those who profit by killing babies 

from those who seek to save babies is fundamentally sick and deranged, to be viewed 

with utter contempt and opposed with passion.

WILL PEOPLE BREAK THE LAW?  OF COURSE THEY WILL

When confronted with the dilemma of obeying a bad law or continuing to pursue the 

saving of many lives, what is a pro-lifer to do?  I hardly need answer that!

To be pro-life is to stand up for the most vulnerable people of all, regardless of the 

cost to self.  Pro-lifers instinctively understand that the precious lives of others are 

worth sacrificing for.

Pro-lifers 'fight' for the freedom of unborn babies to live today, just as millions of 

men gave their lives in war to save British liberty – including freedom of speech –

from those who sought to subject us to unspeakable tyranny.

So, are pro-lifers going to go away, just because Ealing Council brings in a PSPO?

No.

Pro-lifers have lifesaving work to do, and the moral right and responsibility to do it.  

If evil men concoct an evil law to criminalise efforts to save babies' lives, good men 

are morally obliged actively to defy it.

COUNTING THE COST

Civil disobedience in Ealing may take many forms.  Above all it means pro-lifers 

simply going about their business as usual.

Pro-lifers may refuse to speak to PSPO-empowered police officers and council 

officials who seek to harass them.  Pro-lifers may refuse to cooperate with the police, 

for example by refusing to give a name and address when required to do so.  Pro-

lifers may refuse to pay fines imposed upon them for breaking the PSPO (and that 

may mean seizure of property or imprisonment).  There are many possibilities as to 

how civil disobedience may manifest in practice, dependent upon pre-planned 

tactics, resources, and the circumstances on the ground at any particular time 

(which, in this case, will largely involve pre-empting or reacting to the conduct of 

enemies, be they police officers or pro-abortion activists).

Breaking the PSPO law in Ealing may well mean a fine of up to £1,000 a time.  It may 

mean search and arrest.  State-backed harassment and assault.  Trials and 

imprisonment.  A criminal record.

But the alternative is to abandon babies to death – and their parents and families to 
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appalling suffering.

VINDICATION & VICTORY

And the final outcome for those who engage in civil disobedience in Ealing will be 

vindication.

Vindication will come, sooner or later.  Trials or appeals may be won; PSPOs may be 

ruled unlawful.  The court of contemporary public opinion will acquit; the history 

books will certainly acquit.  And God's full approval is assured.

As long as we don't give up, the abortion industry is destined to die.  One day, there 

will be no more legal abortion in Britain, just as legal slavery no longer exists.

With that long-term end in mind, and with the possibility of saving babies today and 

tomorrow, we ought to fight the good fight without fear of the enemy.

There is nothing else to be done.

The pro-abortionists of Ealing Council and Sister Supporter exemplify what decent 

British people mean when referring to 'Little Hitlers'.

Hitlers cannot be appeased.  Hitlers must be fought, crushed and destroyed.

The love of pro-lifers in Ealing must not be quenched by a few little Hitlers' hate, if 

that were even possible.

For as somebody once said:

Love is patient, love is kind.

It does not envy, it does not boast, it is not proud.  It is not rude, it is not self-

seeking, it is not easily angered, it keeps no record of wrongs.

Love does not delight in evil but rejoices with the truth.  It always protects, always 

trusts, always hopes, always perseveres.

Love never fails.

And as Somebody Else once said:

Greater love has no man than this: that he lay down his life for another.

Since true love never fails, and those that truly love are willing to sacrifice to the 

utmost, Ealing Council will not succeed where Hitler failed to destroy British liberty.
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