Statement from the Officers of NASACRE
In the run-up to this AGM, NASACRE received notice from an individual wishing to propose a motion at the AGM that places should be reserved on the Executive Committee for representatives of the six principal faith communities in England.  This initiative has caused NASACRE Officers to recognise that we did not have in place any mechanism for dealing with structural motions of this sort, nor indeed for motions of any kind.

The Officers are grateful that this initiative has prompted us to tackle this gap in our procedures, and also to clarify the nature of our organisation.  The key principle is that the members of NASACRE are the SACREs themselves; individuals present at the AGM are there to represent their SACREs, and to vote on behalf of their SACREs, as appropriate.  It follows that a motion put forward at the AGM by an individual is strictly ultra vires – beyond that individual's power or rights.  However, this has never been spelt out before, and we accept that the said motion from an individual was submitted entirely in good faith.
The Officers of NASACRE therefore propose the following actions.

1.
A Draft Standing Order relating to motions at the AGM has been prepared and is being distributed with this statement.  Initial comment on the draft will be allowed at this AGM, but no vote will be taken.  In the light of any comments, the new Executive Committee will review the draft, with the intention of circulating a revised draft to all SACREs by the end of the year.  SACREs will then have an opportunity to consider the draft, and to brief or mandate their representatives prior to the next AGM, when the draft will be presented for adoption by vote.
2.
The said motion from an individual will not be put to the vote at this AGM, (though the same motion could in theory be put to the next AGM if it is formally proposed by a member SACRE in the meantime.)  At the Chair's discretion, however, some discussion of the motion may be permitted at this AGM.
The Officers of NASACRE, while respecting the idea behind the motion, would wish to offer the following reflections on it.   
The legally laid down constitution of SACREs demonstrates that there is a variety of stakeholders involved in the delivery of sound Religious Education in local authority schools, the faith communities being only one group among these several stakeholders.  (This is in contrast to the Inter-Faith Network, for instance, where the faith communities are the prime stakeholders and are formally represented.)   As it happens, over the years the membership of the Executive Committee has been drawn from all stakeholder elements, including all the principal religions.
The aim of NASACRE is to support and represent the interests of local SACREs.  Members of its Executive Committee are elected to carry out this work, rather than to be advocates for any particular constituency within the SACRE field.  In fact very little of the Agenda of Executive Committee meetings is concerned with such specific detail.   Instead, Executive Committee members must be able to be inclusive in their perspective, and in their actions on behalf of SACREs and Religious Education.
It is felt that the given motion would not only drastically and perhaps damagingly change the nature of NASACRE and its Executive Committee, but that it would also be simply unworkable.  How, for instance, could THE Christian nominee be elected/appointed?  Should places be allocated also to other faith groups, as in the IFN, such as Jains, Bahais and Parsees?   A larger Executive would be unwieldy, and the added costs would not be manageable within our current financial situation.
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