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National Association of SACREs 
Annual General Meeting 2009

The Council House, Birmingham: Thursday 4 June
MINUTES

Present  
SACREs represented by: 
Barnet (Anna Sallnow); Barnsley (Roger Holmes, Jenny Witty); Birmingham (Guy Hordern, Marius Felderhof, Rabbi Shmuel Arkush); Bracknell Forest (Julie Mintern); Brent (Josh Kutchinsky, Basma El Shayyal); Bristol (Katy Staples); Bromley (Martin Sweet); Buckinghamshire (Bill Moore, Valerie McFarlane); Calderdale (Mark Stephenson, Denise Sotnyk); Cambridgeshire (Revd Canon Tim Elbourne, Sue Ward);  Cheshire (Rachel McCarthy, Susan Glover); Coventry (Richard Green) Cumbria (Carolyn Reade) Devon (Graham Langtree, Robin Kararek, Ed Pawson); Doncaster (Patricia Cassidy) Dorset (Debbie Tibbey, Linda Ford-Horne,); Dudley (Revd Andrew Wickens, Dilwyn Hunt,); Durham (Canon Linda Burton); Ealing (Nora Leonard, Neil Richardson); East Riding (Sue Holmes); Enfield (Rachel Bowerman,); Essex (Ian Pringle); Greenwich (Bob Love, Balbir Singh Bakhshi, Ven Phra Nicolas Thanissaro); Hackney (Karl D’Cruz); Halton (Leanne Turner); Hampshire (Judith Lowndes, Chris Hughes); Haringey (Andie Frost); Kent (Virginia Corbyn, Pamela Draycott); Kingston-upon-Hull (Sue Holmes): Knowsley (Penny Thompson) Lambeth (Brian Netto); Lancashire (Helen Harrison);  Leeds (Elizabeth Guild); Lewisham (Dinah Griffiths, Gurbakhsh Garcha, Christine Thompson, Denise Chaplin); Medway (Jennifer Davies); Merton (Peter Kendrick, Saleem Ullah Sheikh); Milton Keynes (Cllr Janet Irons); Norfolk (Kathryn Wright); North Somerset (Sylvia Best); North Tyneside (Carol Down); Northamptonshire (Jonathan Gardiner); Northumberland (Phil Andre); Nottingham City (Michael Kidger); Nottinghamshire (Rev Ken Johnson); Oxfordshire (Katherine Wedell,); Peterborough (Rev Ron Watkinson, Rachel Coombe); Redcar and Cleveland (Eileen Wilkinson, Liam Gardner); Richmond (Rashid Laher); Rochdale (Revd Jane Brooke); Rutland (Don Amphlett, Revd Philip Davies); Salford (Alexander Klein, Steve Illingworth); Sandwell (Sue Blackmore, Imam Nasir Aktar); Sefton (Abdool Gooljar); Shropshire (Tristram Jenkins); Solihull (Phil Leivers, Julie Grove); South Gloucestershire (Derek Jay); Southwark (Khadijah Knight, Bruce Gill); Staffordshire (Revd Preb Michael Metcalf); Stockton on Tees (Christine Paul); Surrey (Ivan Stevenson); Telford & Wrekin (Ken Pattison); Trafford (Alan Duncan); Wakefield (Celia Roberts); Walsall (Cllr Clive Ault); Waltham Forest (Ted Cooke, Andy Joyce); West Berkshire (Jo Fageant); Wirral (Richard Neale); Wokingham (Jo Fageant); Wolverhampton (Naresh Chandla). 
Also in attendance:  

Alan Brine (Ofsted); Mark Chater (QCA); John Keast, Brian Gates, Chair of the RE Council; Geoff Teece, Editor of SACRE News; Marjorie Crombie (NASACRE Training Recruitment Officer), Revd Dr Stephen Orchard (Westhill Endowment Trustees); and Yvonne Cameron, Administrator.
Welcome:

The Chair, Denise Chaplin, opened the meeting, welcoming all delegates.
Keynote Speaker: Councillor Salma Yaqoob

Julie Grove introduced Councillor Salma Yaqoob as someone who might offer a new perspective on issues relevant to SACREs with particular reference to community cohesion.  She has been a councillor since 2006 following experiences of racism as a result of 9/11.  She has a strong commitment to issues of equality.  She was included in the list, published in the Times in March 2009, of the 50 most influential Muslim women in Britain. 
Faith as a force for community cohesion:
Salma began by acknowledging that faith is often seen as a source of distress and a cause of prejudice.  She questioned the commitment to liberal values of some secularists who seemed to present very intolerant views of religion, reminding her listeners that there was nothing wrong with forms of secularism which allowed the open expression of a wide variety of views and faiths.  She pointed out that it was not appropriate to paint all religions as a force for bad.  She expressed her intention to put her address in a wider political context. 
Salma explained that her faith was a source of inspiration and that she had been saddened by examples of Muslim terrorism and the responses to it  - her own negative experiences of people’s responses to Muslims had forced her to become more actively involved in social action.  Believing that religion could be a source of hope and solace for people, she claimed that the issues she was addressing were more than religious questions but broad human questions.  She was against all forms of oppression and was keen to stress that we needed to champion the pluralism we have in Britain.  She contrasted her experiences of this with the situation in France where she had been challenged as a ‘headscarf’ wearing Muslim being allowed a platform for public speaking.  People claimed she was an example of an oppressed woman supporting the oppression of others.
When Salma entered public life the first criticisms of her were from Muslims – they said Muslim women should not be taking public roles.  Some Muslims supported her criticism of Britain invading Iraq; others said it was a time to keep heads down and stay quiet – not antagonise or give the impression they were disloyal.  It was difficult for the issue of the invasion of Iraq to be discussed in mosques.  Meetings were held in churches.  Misunderstandings caused an inward-looking attitude.  In defence of her position she quoted from the Qur’an a verse which says, ‘Stand up for justice even if it goes against yourself and your family’.  She quoted this to her father who was encouraging her to be quiet to protect her personal safety, the safety of her children and his reputation.  Her position had been motivated by her faith.  She had been inspired and strengthened by people of many other faiths as well, people who had lived out their faiths in these difficult times.  Diversity in the population had great potential.  It was important that there was no imposition of a single faith.  As soon the rights of one group were taken away, then gradually the rights of others were eroded. 
This was a time of moral crisis with the politicians’ expenses scandal etc.  There was a real need for religious moral values to come to the fore on issues such as the environment, drug culture, nurture in homes/families, the materialistic society etc.  These values must find a place in the education system.  Salma finished with a challenge for us all to consider:  how can we create situations in which difference is celebrated?

Comments were invited leading to a very stimulating exchange:
Q: Josh Kutchinsky (Brent) said he shared a sense of shame at how Salma was treated after 9/11.  He asked her to recognise the importance of understanding others.  Richard Dawkins supports RE in schools and children understanding Christian based culture in which we live.  Humanists have to adhere to human rights legislation and principles.   A: Salma replied that everyone is on the receiving end of stereotypical understandings of them.  There will be wide diversity within all groups.  Stereotypical misrepresentations of all kinds need to be challenged.

Q: Gurbakhsh Garcha (Lewisham) asked a question about faith schools.  If we are interested in community cohesion, should we isolate our children into faith schools from early ages, teaching children that their own faith is the only true way to salvation?  Wouldn’t it be better for children to be educated together?  A:  Salma said she had sent her own children to the local community school so they would be in a mixed environment.  She is always cautious about anyone who preaches supremacy.  However, she opposes a system that allows some faiths to have schools and not others.  It is an issue of equality.  Her ideal is that all children should go to local schools.  This is because it expands their social experiences and those of their parents as they meet and visit one another’s homes etc.  She cautioned us to remember there are different types of faith schools – some more open and inclusive than others.  Everything depends on how things are done.  

Q: Alan Duncan (Trafford) added that the issue of faith schools needs genuine dialogue.  Many parents send children to Muslim schools because they have high standards and values as compared with community schools which often have disruption and disaffection etc.  Parents want education without disruption and distraction.  The argument about equality could be levelled against grammar and independent schools also so how, the questioner asked, can their existence represent a level playing field?  A: Salma replied that people often focus on educational standards but there are links with issues of class and wealth which enable cherry-picking.  She claimed this says something about a failure of the state school system.  She is in agreement that the principle is the same for grammar and independent schools.  Parents send children to faith schools so they are not exposed to racism or misunderstanding of their identity.  But she is happy with the genuine celebration of diversity her children experience in their local community school.  The key issue is how we make the state system work for more people.

Q: Tristram Jenkins (Shropshire) thanked Salma for the good title she had given to her address.  Arising from her quotation from Qur’an, he asked how can we stand up for justice?  There are different ways of doing it – for some it reflects a violent tradition of standing up for justice and for some non- violent.  A: Salma replied that, as a Muslim – Islam means peace- she was against violence but not 100% pacifist.  People should have the right to defend themselves if they are oppressed – oppression must be challenged.  The question points to a murky issue – in the name of higher principles terrible things have been done.  She is strongly opposed to violence and war.  Inner jihad is about the struggle with inner weaknesses and lower instincts.  She is saddened that this beautiful concept of struggle for peace has been misinterpreted and, in some cases, misrepresented and presented in a war context.  Christian concepts, for example turning the other cheek have also been marginalised or misrepresented.  All traditions have their less ideal sides.
Q: Brian Netto (Lambeth) asked a question about Salma’s experience of working in a diverse community.  There are all sorts of diversity in all kinds of communities.   He said that to say that implied some communities are not diverse in their makeup.  Where do you see is the moral ground?  A: Salma replied that not all white communities have a crisis but white working class people have been abandoned by the political system.  Her experience of campaigning was a wake up call.  She had never before met pensioners who had to make a choice between food and heating.  She found that many of these disadvantaged people had not had their views canvassed for years.  Political parties ignore some people and communities because it is assumed they will continue to vote as they always have.  Funding can distort political priorities and we cannot afford complacency.  White working class, Pakistani and Bangladeshi boys are understood to be failing in our schools.  Asian girls on the other hand tend to be successful yet some people claim they are oppressed and disadvantaged.

Q: Rabbi Arkush (Birmingham):  A SACRE is a wonderful institution in bringing together diverse people, religiously, educationally etc.  He explained that the Birmingham Agreed Syllabus Conference (ASC) had adopted a different approach to religion and a resulting RE syllabus.  It sidestepped the usual cultural wrappings and focused on shared elements and spiritual areas within different faiths.  The thinking was that children will respect other children not because they are told to but because they see others sharing experiences and understanding commonalities and spiritual values.  A: Salma agreed.  We shouldn’t be afraid of difference.  We need to go beyond tolerance in our response to difference.  The more we learn about other faiths the more we come to understand there are shared values.    She supported the idea of allowing people to have strong identities while encouraging them to understand shared values.  Anti racism is a moral and spiritual issue.  Political structures which institutionalise inequalities need to be challenged.  The work of SACREs needs to transform adults as well as pupils.  Adults need to enact shared values, genuinely living them out for young people to see and experience.  Having faith demands political action at times.
Q: Liam Gardner (Redcar and Cleveland) talked about the ‘atomisation of schools’ for example academies that fall outside of LA and SACRE influence.  A: Salma is against this.  An academy sponsor has enormous influence for a 10% investment; 90% of academy costs are met with public money.  This was a moral issue and something which was not just about individual schools but is a situation which affects all neighbouring schools.  She explained she believes in genuine mixed local schools and fair funding for all.  Without this the best of the state system was undermined.  She reminded listeners that although there are different models of academies, not all are as successful as we are led to believe.
Q: Dinah Griffiths (Chair of Lewisham SACRE) expressed agreement with the point about different types of schools fracturing the system and reflected on how strange it feels for the Labour Party to support this policy.  How do we get together to oppose the party we elected?  A: Salma said Labour had been associated with provision of services.  Now we had creeping privatisation.  Petitions, protests were what were needed.  Politicians did not do what was right because it was right but because of pressure put upon them.  She encouraged anti academy protests/campaigns to make sure people really knew and understood the facts.  Powerful interests used their resources to distort the truth of the situation.  This was a moral issue.
Q: Sue Ward (Cambridgeshire) asked about the speaker’s view on the right of withdrawal from RE. A: Salma said she found it bizarre because RE was about education not indoctrination.  She thought it represented a very outdated approach.  In the interests of community cohesion it was difficult to uphold this.  It allowed the reinforcement of a fear of difference.
Denise Chaplin thanked Salma for the scope of the ideas she had covered and hoped some of the issues would be included in SACRE discussions.
Business Meeting

1. Apologies for absence:
Apologies had been received from Julie Ginns (Derby City SACRE), Patricia Martin (Plymouth SACRE), Harbhajan Singh (Bexley SACRE) and Sonny Sharma (Southwark SACRE)
2. Minutes of the AGM held on Thursday 8th May 2008

These were agreed and accepted with two corrections: a typographical error on page 8 and the addition of Khadijah Knight to the list of those present. 
3. Chair’s report:
Denise Chaplin’s report, which had been circulated prior to the meeting, was accepted.  There were no questions.  
4. Accounts and Treasurer’s report:
The treasurer’s report, which had been circulated prior to the meeting, was introduced by Michael Metcalf and an updated version was tabled at the meeting.  The final paragraph had been missing in the circulated version.  
The treasurer reported that a new situation had occurred in dealing with considerable funding from the DCSF which was an issue of liquidity – whether there would be enough funds to pay up front before reclaiming the costs of the recruitment and training programme as these developed.    However, there was now money in the accounts to bring forward work on the development of related materials (see secretary’s report).  The cost to NASACRE of the recruitment and training programme had been nothing.
In the general accounts, income had been buoyant so NASACRE had been able to record a small surplus.  However, the number of SACREs from which subscriptions had been received was down.  This year about 40 SACREs had not paid.  This made a difference in income of about £2500 as compared with the previous year.  He explained non payment influenced voting rights.  Subscriptions were necessary to support the work of NASACRE.  The treasurer asked for delegates to ensure payments were made.  It had been difficult to get payments after events and involved more administration work for Yvonne.  Costs were being kept under control but administration charges had risen due to changed circumstances.

There were no questions.  The accounts and Treasurer’s report were accepted.  

Proposed: Guy Horden, Birmingham SACRE;  Seconded: Josh Kutchinsky (Brent SACRE)

Michael Metcalf was thanked for his work as Treasurer.  Thanks were also expressed to Philip Davies for his support.

5. Secretary’s Report:

The Secretary’s report, circulated prior to the meeting, was accepted.  Julie Grove drew the meeting’s attention to the mind-map plan for publishing advice and support for SACREs, based on training courses developed.  The diagram was an early draft of what it was hoped NASACRE would do.  Being an effective SACRE serving the local community was the title.  Development of these materials was built into the second year of the training programme and budget.  Delegates were invited to leave comments after having looked at the plan.  

6. Elections:

As there was only one nomination each for the positions of Vice Chair and Treasurer, Bruce Gill and Michael Metcalf were elected unopposed to the respective offices.  

There were three vacancies on the executive.  The Chair thanked the three people leaving the executive: Karl D’Cruz, Robin Kanarek and Jane Brook (as Executive Assistant) for all their work.  Debbie Tibbey, formerly a member of the executive and eligible for re-election was also thanked. Elections were held for these three places on the executive.  Of the six nominations, those who were present were invited to introduce themselves. 
7: Notice of amendments to the constitution:
A statement from executive about motions to the AGM had been made available and the Chair read it to the meeting.  Karl D’Cruz (Hackney) suggested that the idea of the motion was to clarify whether delegates speak as delegates in their contributions to AGM or as representatives of SACREs in which case they can only speak as mandated by their SACREs.
Josh Kutchinsky (Brent) asked if the proposer was willing to be identified.  No one responded and it was suggested that it was immaterial because it was a useful challenge for executive/members to think about.  Ian Pringle (Essex) suggested the key paragraph was the penultimate one and on this basis he supported the document.  The new executive would consider this matter.  Any further comments should be emailed to Yvonne Cameron.

Bill Moore put forward the following motion from the executive which he read to the meeting: In light of the enhanced role that SACREs and NASACRE are now playing in the local and national arena, and the increasing demands that this is now putting on members of the national executive, it is proposed that NASACRE agrees to increase the number of potential co-options on to the executive from the current three to six.  This proposal will be brought to the AGM on 12th May 2010 when a decision will be made by majority vote.  All SACREs will be formally informed of this discussion.
8: Matters arising from the minutes of the meeting on 8th May 2008:
Ken Patterson (Telford and Wrekin) wanted clarification on whether the newsletter was going to continue to be distributed in electronic form only.  The Chair explained why and how costs had increased in relation to the publication of the newsletter in hard copy.  In electronic form it can be read (and maybe printed) in colour – it is designed for printing.  Recognising the challenge of returning to a paper copy, the executive would welcome comments from SACREs about the current situation.

Tristram Jenkins (Shropshire) asked for an indication of how many SACREs provide either paper or electronic copies direct to their members and it seemed that members present were not being greatly disadvantaged by the present system.   It was pointed out the electronic version made it easier to print at appropriate times and send out with SACRE agendas and other papers.

Helen Harrison (Lancashire) highlighted the ecological stand made by the SACRE in not printing out lots of paper and Geoff Teece (Editor SACRE News) suggested the on-line version could be more up to date because there were no printing delays prior to publication.

9: AOB:
There were no items of any other business but Brian Gates, representing the RE Council, was unable to stay through the afternoon so was included here.  He said, despite the current emphasis, RE was more than community cohesion even though it was fundamental to community cohesion.  All over the country all sorts of good things were happening on the community cohesion front from an RE starting point in schools and faith communities.  
In recent weeks the DCSF had put out to tender an opportunity for a project on RE focusing on community cohesion with an aim of reaching 20% of all schools and colleges.  The REC had responded and was awarded the tender to do something quite specific to do with theological sensitivities and the professional capacities of RE teachers to deal with sensitive and ethical issues.  The project needs to draw on the expertise in the NASACRE/SACREs’ community.  The test of success will be whether provision for RE had been improved and enriched.  If it was successful then there might be an opportunity to bid for more money to reach out to the remainder of schools/colleges in two years time, together with the wider educational community.  The project was due to start on 15 June (though the contract has yet to be signed) and Brian asked for help from NASACRE and individual SACREs.  A proposed national celebration arising from this would take place in 2011.  The title of the project is: ‘RE and community cohesion’ with particular reference to secondary schools and colleges.  The working title is REsilience.
Dilwyn Hunt (Dudley) suggested the final celebration, which might be about what RE is all about, needed to go beyond just the community cohesion elements of RE.   BG replied that the celebration would be about the whole of RE and its transforming power in different contexts including the personal and the social.

Josh Kutchinsky asked if, in the context of this proposal, we would be able to fashion the response so that Muslims were not singled out.   BG confirmed this had been fundamental to the REC proposal.

10: Announcement of election outcomes

It was announced that Helen Harrison, Harbhajan Singh and Debbie Tibbey were duly elected to serve on the executive.  The other candidates: Julie Ginns, Guy Hordern and Sonny Sharma were thanked for allowing their names to go forward.

Denise Chaplin handed over the Chair to Bill Moore, who thanked Denise for all her work in office over the last two years. He recognised her strengths in representing NASACRE, RE and interfaith dialogue.  NASACRE had been enriched and empowered by her work. Denise was presented with a card and a basket of flowers.  
11: Future AGM

The 2010 AGM would be held on Wednesday 12th May in London.

The formal business meeting closed at 1pm.
National Updates:

This session was an opportunity to ask questions in relation to papers previously circulated.  Questions were addressed to Alan Brine (AB), Mark Chater (MC) and John Keast (JK).
It was proposed from the floor that liberal atheists should not be in a position where they feel unwanted on a SACRE.  JK replied that the BHA was a full member of the REC and represented on the board of the REC and therefore took a full part in the work of the REC and in the development of recent documentation.  Representation on Group A was a legal issue and there was no more clarity available on the matter in the development in the new non-statutory guidance.  John encouraged people to ask for more clarification as part of the consultation if that was what they wanted or felt was needed.  AB added that the legitimate inclusion of Humanism in RE depends on one’s understanding of the nature of RE.
Val McFarlane (Bucks) asked for clarification of the place of RE and spirituality in the proposed primary curriculum.  MC emphasised there was no intention that RE should not be included in the revised primary curriculum or even marginalised.  It was still there as part of the basic curriculum alongside of the national curriculum.

Rachel Coombe (Peterborough) asked why the right of withdrawal been included in new RE guidance.  JK replied that the new document was guidance on existing legislation in which the right of withdrawal was enshrined.  It was possible to express the view that this right was no longer appropriate as part of the consultation if that was what people thought.   MC confirmed this. The new guidance was about existing legislation.  The issue of changing the law was never seen as part of this consultation process.  The guidance did mention that the nature of RE had changed and that schools should make parents aware of the objectives and content of RE (p43) if they expressed a wish to exercise the right of withdrawal.

Janet Irons (Milton Keynes) asked how SACREs could forge closer links with secondary schools.  JK thought this might not be a difficulty in other areas and there had been some consideration that SACREs might extend their remit to have responsibility for RE in all schools throughout their areas.

Marius Felderhof (Birmingham) asked how much unanimity there was over the new RE guidance.  JK explained the draft guidance was guidance from the government.  The REC was tasked to provide the text for the DCSF not for the consultation.  Ministers decided what from that text should be included in the consultation.  There was a lot of discussion in the REC about what should go into the text as it was developed.  There was a variety of views.  Issues had been explored so a sense of the range of views could be reflected in the text offered to ministers.

Rick Lee (NASACRE Executive) questioned the situation that allows initiatives such as ‘Opening Minds’ to result in reduced provision of RE.   AB agreed that evidence available suggested increasing rates of inadequate RE in secondary schools.  Where a school had introduced some form of integrated studies, if the RE department was strong it could be a positive development.  However, where RE was less secure the subject could suffer badly and could effectively disappear into general citizenship topics which were heavily secular.  History and geography colleagues were similarly concerned.  ‘Opening Minds’ could be good but was often not effectively integrated with subjects.  30% of schools inspected for RE had been judged inadequate and in most cases this seemed to be about decreasing quality within those schools.

Karl D’Kruz (Hackney) confirmed that RE advisers had warned about the very thing AB had described and they were now equally concerned the situation would be replicated in the primary schools because RE was not included in the ‘pizza’ diagram of the primary curriculum.  In response, MC claimed the ‘pizza’ diagram was not set in stone.  If the primary curriculum came into existence in its present form the images that helped to explain it would be amended and further developed to help schools properly understand what is needed.  He went on to say, in answer to the previous question, the curriculum in secondary schools was not about subjects nor about serving the interests of subjects and we needed to get used to it.  It was deliberately designed to challenge the traditional range of subjects.  It was about making pupils successful learners, confident individuals and responsible citizens.  Where RE could strongly articulate its value in this endeavour then the picture was positive but where it had not done so, RE needed to think about what it had to offer.
Katy Staples (Bristol) asked about having a non-statutory programme for RE which was a statutory subject.  It was based on the six strands with which we were all familiar but AT1 and AT2 seemed to have disappeared.  MC replied that on the consultation website, where the 8 level scale was included, AT1 and AT2 still appeared.  It was in a different place but it was still current and was reflected in the programme of learning.  Most guidance from QCA and local authorities referred to both.

Dilwyn Hunt (Dudley) suggested the new non-statutory guidance was better than what we had but there was still work to do.  He asked what was going to happen about updating guidance on collective worship.   He also questioned the continuing suggestion that the NSNFRE was endorsed by the faith communities and claimed that this seemed to distract from the status of locally agreed syllabuses.  JK said he took heart from the thought that the new guidance was an improvement on 1/94.  This update was not required to address CW so it did not, but if the new guidance was published questions would remain about what status the remaining bits of 1/94 would have. If it was no longer current did this mean there was no current advice on collective worship, or would the relevant sections of 1/94 still have currency?   AB added that Ofsted had received letters from MPs about collective worship, for example about the levels of non-compliance etc.  This might suggest there were those who were interested in updating the guidance or even the law.
The Chair encouraged all SACREs to respond to the current QCA consultation before the deadline of 5pm on 24th July.

Rachel Bowerman (Enfield) asked why so little time had been allocated to the discussion of these two very important and potentially damaging documents for RE.  Members of the panel had a responsibility to serve RE and all members of SACREs had a responsibility to serve RE so it seemed this issue should have been given greater attention today.  This comment was noted.
Keynote Address: Geoff Teece, University of Birmingham

'Learning from religion and building community'
Geoff Teece provided some notes to support his address and a full version of it can be found on the NASACRE website.  The Chair thanked Geoff and encouraged SACREs to address the question, ‘Why do we need good RE?’

Announcement of 2009/2010 Young People’s Faith Forum Awards 

Michael Metcalf expressed appreciation of the eighteen applications for awards and to the Trustees of the Westhill Foundation, represented at the meeting by Dr. Stephen Orchard, for their continuing support for the Awards.  The rubric for submissions had been changed for this year and was now about creating compelling learning experiences.  This had enabled a wider range of projects to be included.  The following were announced as winners of awards for the coming year:

Bromley SACRE (£1300)   "Faith Numbers" – a one day conference for Year 12 pupils addressing issues of community cohesion for the future, and leading to the formation of a Youth SACRE.

Redcar & Cleveland SACRE (£5000)   A project on the refugee experience which involves the Borough's eleven secondary schools and uses the interactive exhibition "Escape to Safety" with a project worker and assemblies.

Solihull SACRE (£5000)  A conference for 30 Year 6 pupils, leading to carefully planned visits to places of worship and the production of a quality DVD resource for use in all Solihull Primary Schools.

Southwark SACRE (£5000)   A project working with Primary and Secondary pupils to explore identity, faith and reconciliation in the context of diversity and gang culture and produce a teaching resource to include statement banks and role play ideas.

Suffolk SACRE (£3000)  A one day conference on ethical and global issues for gifted Year 7-9 pupils to prepare  for involvement in the UNICEF Youth Voice project and launch three pyramid networks.

Torbay SACRE (£2000) An extension of last year's part-funding for TIFFY – Torbay Inter-Faith Forum 4 Youth, giving support to their project ‘Community Building Through Crossing Boundaries’. 

Waltham Forest SACRE (£5000)   Production of a quality pilot teaching resource in the form of a film/video of a local pupil in partnership with a SACRE member acting as guides to a visit to their place of worship.

Windsor and Maidenhead SACRE (£2000) A well-planned RE Film Festival, with a short DVD competition for Year 6 and 9 pupils, is already under way.  The Award will release funds for further development of the project. 

Close of meeting
The Chair closed the meeting by thanking everyone for attending and expressed his appreciation to members of the executive who worked tirelessly for NASACRE.  In particular Julie Grove was thanked for all the work she did in her role as secretary, Denise Chaplin whose small stature belies the impact she has had as Chair of NASACRE, Michael Metcalf for his work as treasurer and Jo Fageant for taking notes of the meeting.
Signed as a true record

…………………………………………………………………………………………....

Date…………………………………………………………………………………….... 
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