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About Us
Christian Concern for Our Nation (CCFON) is a policy and legal resource centre that identifies changes in policy and law that may affect the Judeo-Christian heritage of this nation.  The team of lawyers and advisers at CCFON conduct research into, and campaign on, legislation and policy changes that may affect Christian Freedoms or the moral values of the UK.  CCFON reaches a mailing list of 25,000 supporters. http://www.ccfon.org 
CCFON is linked to a sister and separate organisation, the Christian Legal Centre, which takes up cases affecting Christian freedoms. http://www.christianlegalcentre.com.

How to Respond
Full information regarding the Consultation on the Draft Sex and Relationships Education Guidance can be found at the following link: http://www.dcsf.gov.uk/consultations/index.cfm?action=consultationDetails&consultationId=1637&external=no&menu=1. 

Completed questionnaires and other responses should be sent to the address shown below by 19th April 2010
Postal address: Consultation Unit, Area 1A, Castle View House, East Lane, Runcorn, Cheshire, WA7 2GJ.
E-mail address: SREGuidance.CONSULTATION@dcsf.gsi.gov.uk.
Executive Summary

1. The Department for Children, Schools and Families is conducting a Consultation on changing the Sex and Relationships Education (“SRE”) Guidance.
  The Draft Guidance is intended to replace the existing Guidance to schools (DfES0116/2000)
 for maintained primary and secondary schools, special schools and pupil referral units (PRU’s) in England for all matters relating to SRE.
2. This Draft Guidance was written as a preparatory step towards making Personal, Social, Health and Economic Education (“PSHE”, which includes sex and relationships education) statutory.  It was proposed in the Children, Schools and Families Bill that PSHE (and therefore SRE) would become a compulsory part of the National Curriculum.  It was intended that further Guidance would build upon this interim Guidance when such changes took place.

3. In the negotiations with other political parties to agree the passing of the Children, Schools and Families Bill
 now an Act
 before Parliament was dissolved for the General Election, the Government agreed to remove all the proposed changes with regards to SRE.  Therefore PSHE and SRE are no longer to be compulsory; parents will continue to have the right to withdraw their children from SRE lessons up to the current limit of 19 years of age; and the 3 principles that were to govern the way in which SRE is taught have been removed. 
4. The 3 principles—which were not approved by Parliament—stated that SRE was to be taught in a pluralist way, reflecting a range of religious, cultural or other perspectives and that teachers should endeavour to “promote equality” and encourage the “acceptance of diversity” amongst their pupils.  The move towards these prescriptive principles for the teaching of SRE, together with comprehensive sex education for pupils from primary school age is reflected throughout this Guidance.  For example, the Guidance includes principles such as “promote equality, inclusion and acceptance of diversity”.
5. The Draft Guidance (under the original CSF Bill’s proposals) would have obliged schools to teach children “the nature of civil partnerships and the importance of strong and stable relationships” in addition to “the nature of marriage and its importance for family life and the bringing up of children” instead of emphasising the value of marriage and the protection of children from inappropriate material.  Power over the content of the SRE curriculum was to be removed from the hands of school governors and parents and put into the hands of the Minister for Education—or his deputies.
  There was intended to be no opt-out from the statutory part of the SRE curriculum for schools.

6. The Draft Guidance reflects the move towards those planned statutory changes and emphasises those 3 principles in section 3.1.  It includes an emphasis upon the promotion of “strong and stable relationships”
 as opposed to the nature of marriage and its importance for family life and the bringing up of children (marriage fails even to have a separate topic heading in the Draft Guidance).  The Draft Guidance also encourages the acceptance of diversity.  The current Guidance sensibly states that the promotion of sexual orientation is “inappropriate teaching”.  Schools, teachers, parents and governors should not be forced to accept the promotion of homosexuality in SRE, nor should teachers have to encourage pupils to accept diversity, nor should they have to promote equality, which may be contrary to human rights, the ethos of faith schools and many parents’ religious beliefs.  The traditional Christian, biblical belief is that all sexual relationships outside marriage are sinful (including adultery and the practice of homosexuality) and are not equivalent or equal to marriage between a man and a woman. 

7. The Draft Guidance advocates comprehensive sex education from primary school age, which will result in the destruction of the right of children to maintain their innocence.  There is little or no evidence provided to substantiate the idea that such an approach would help to reduce rising rates of teenage pregnancy or STI’s.  The Draft Guidance compares a comprehensive programme of sex education with abstinence-only programmes as if these were the only alternatives.  There are however, recent studies that indicate that abstinence programmes do have an effect and explain lower teenage pregnancy rates where they were used.  The current Guidance should be retained, because of its more sensible, age-appropriate and balanced approach to SRE and its approach that teaches the importance and benefits of delaying sexual activity. 

8. The Draft Guidance suggests children should learn about “pregnancy and the choices available”.
  We presume that this was intended to lay the groundwork for compulsory statutory teaching on abortion contrary to Christian teachers’, parents’ and faith schools’ ethos.  

9. The Draft Guidance’s pervasive assumption and message that pupils will be sexually active is highlighted in several ways.  For example, a case study on a visit to sexual health services;
 an appendix asking if school nurses and other health professionals are actively involved in developing and providing SRE;
 recommendations for participatory teaching techniques even suggesting the open-ended question, “can you tell us more about your belief that all young people are having sex?”
 and tables showing the questions to be addressed in SRE lessons at each Key Stage, all of which have an underlying age-inappropriate expectation of sexual activity amongst young people.  The “knowledge and understanding” element of SRE also omits the reasons for delaying sexual activity and the benefits to be gained from such delay.  This underlying expectation of sexual activity may lead to teenage pregnancy and STI’s increasingly being seen as acceptable.
10. The Draft Guidance
 is far too prescriptive compared to the current Guidance, presumably in anticipation of PSHE being made statutory.  Currently, school governors have the option of whether or not to provide SRE at their particular primary school.  This choice should be maintained.  In secondary schools, schools must teach about matters such as HIV and AIDS and other STI’s.  Sex education should be taught in such a way as to have regard to moral considerations and the value of family life in accordance with section 403 of the Education Act 1996.  However, this more prescriptive approach to the content of the curriculum throws doubt on how much SRE policy can be locally determined.  The Draft Guidance seems to regard schools’ own determination of their SRE policies as an “add on”, such as the sentence: “In addition, each school will want to reflect the values of their school community in their SRE policy”.  It is vital that the Draft Guidance repeat the freedom allowed to faith schools that is found in the current Guidance: “Schools of a particular religious ethos may choose to reflect that in their sex and relationship education policy.”
  It is also important that all schools are allowed to maintain the freedom to decide how SRE should be delivered to their own pupils in consultation with parents.
11. In our opinion, if this Draft Guidance were to be implemented, it would lead to age-inappropriate questions and a curriculum being developed that fails to have sufficient regard to moral considerations and the need to ensure that pupils are protected from unsuitable teaching and materials.

12. In summary, the raison d’être of the Draft Guidance has been removed and it is now a vestige of the changes proposed in the Children, Schools and Families Bill.  Like the PSHE and SRE clauses in that Bill, it should be removed and should not be implemented, and the existing Guidance should be maintained.
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� See fn 1, above, section 1.1 on the purpose of the Guidance.
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� See fn 1, above, point 1.6 of the Draft Guidance.


� See fn 1, above, section 3.1, principles and heading “promote strong and stable relationships”.


� See fn 1, above, section 2.2.2 of the Draft Guidance.


� See fn 1, above, section 3.10.1 of the Draft Guidance.


� See fn 1, above, Appendix 1, Section C, question 5 of the Draft Guidance


� See fn 1, above, section 3.7 of the Draft Guidance.


� See fn 1, above, particularly in section 3.6 of the Draft Guidance.
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