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National Association of SACREs
Annual General Meeting 2011
The Council House, Birmingham
Wednesday 11th May 2011
MINUTES

Present:  
SACREs represented by: 
Bath & NE Somerset (Jane O'Hara); Bedfordshire Borough (Jane Chipperton); Blackpool (Marian McQueen); Birmingham (Guy Hordern, Rabbi Arkush); Bolton (Martin Short); Bristol (Sue Thompson); Bromley (Martin Sweet); Buckinghamshire (Bill Moore); Cambridgeshire (Suresh Patel, Rajni Shah, Susan Ward); Cheshire East (Susan Glover, Cllr Shirley Jones); Cornwall (Anna Corbett, Michael Coles); Devon (Teresa Griffiths, Chaz Singh); Doncaster (Pat Cassidy); Dorset (Debbie Tibbey, Lynda Ford-Horne); Durham (Isobel Short); East Riding (Sue Holmes); Greenwich (Bob Love); Hampshire (Elizabeth Jenkerson); Hertfordshire (John Fellows); Islington (Jo Conduit); Kent (John Viner, Tricia Martin); Kingston upon Hull (Marilyn Cowling); Lancashire (Helen Harrison);  Leeds (Robert Boulter); Leicester city (Anne Fishenden, Jill Carr); Luton (Sajida Khan, Steve O'Brien); Merton (Peter Kendrick, Saleem Sheik); Middlesbrough (Sharon Artley); Milton Keynes (Paul Smith); Newcastle upon Tyne (Colin Scott, Karen Hall); Newham (Claire Clinton, Francesca Kempster, Mohammad Abbar, Priya Pandya, Sami Portin, Lauren Skiney, Cherie Afonso); Norfolk (Shirley Buxton); North Somerset (Chris Williamson); North Yorkshire (Roger Marks); Northamptonshire (Lesley Pollard); Nottinghamshire (Ken Johnson); Oxfordshire (Katherine Wedell); Peterborough (Adrian Peters) Reading (Maureen Meatcher, Rabbi Zvi Solomans); Redbridge (Ian Morris); Rochdale (Jane Brooke); Rutland (Philip Davies); Solihull (Phil Leivers, Jane Metters, Julie Grove); Somerset (Mike Strange); South Gloucestershire (Derek Jay); Southwark (Bruce Gill); Shropshire (Cathryn Hodges, Tristram Jenkins); Staffordshire (Sue Blackmore, Michael Metcalf); Stoke on Trent (Philip Such); Suffolk (Mary Myatt, J Van Helvert); Surrey (Ivan Stephenson); Torbay (Ian Blyde);   Wakefield (Jill Davidson); Waltham Forest (Ted Cooke, Rafael Salasnik); Warwickshire (Karen Steele, Gill Kingston); West Berkshire, Windsor/Maidenhead, Wokingham, and Slough (Jo Fageant); Westminster (Andrew Copson); Wirral (Richard Neale); York (Daryoush Mazloum); 
Also in attendance: 

Dr Robert Beckford (speaker); John Keast (speaker); Clare Dempsey (speaker) with John Cunnons; Yvonne Cameron (NASACRE Admin) 
Welcome:

The Chair, Bill Moore, opened the meeting and welcomed delegates. 
Keynote address:
Dr Robert Beckford was introduced by Julie Grove.  The title of his address was: 
Engaging young people in the big society.

Dr Beckford started with a quote: ‘Faith without engagement is faith without works’ and then confessed to not being an ‘expert’ on this subject area, but said he wanted to address the issue of ‘Young People and the Big Society’ and he sought to triangulate a response from his various backgrounds.   

He referred to Saul Alinsky, who proposed that a dis-integrated/agitating society is significant in the process of change, especially for establishing a future for the have-nots. He quoted from the life of President Obama when he was a social activist in Chicago, starting his work with a project to remove asbestos from working-class housing.

Dr Beckford suggested that he felt the aim of the government’s ‘Big Society’ policy was to replace big government by encouraging local people and groups to take responsibility. A major obstacle was that this policy tended to favour people with ability and an awareness of what was best for them since it was these people who had local knowledge and understood that their effectiveness was in dealing with local social/community issues. Critics were quick to assume that the ‘Big Society’ was an excuse for imposing cuts or making savings, but a greater, more astute criticism was that it was weak on equality, empowering those who already had a degree of influence, rather than giving all groups the means to tackle their own poverty and inequality. Robert explained that a major criticism of the ‘Big Society’ was that it might make ‘charity cases’ out of sections of society. His hope was that the Big Society would be a vehicle for ‘from the ground-up’ politics.

The debate was whether we would see ‘Big Society’ as problematic or as an opportunity.  To make ‘Big Society’ work, it was important to make social justice the main goal; to make co-operation the standard way of getting things done, since co-operation tapped into the abundance of local resource, encouraging people to join forces by building effective networks and to ensure sustainability.  The Big Society could only be built if it had long term goals and processes. There were few gains in the short term but possibly many in the long-term. 

Dr Beckford drew on research to consider how young people related to Big Society.  There was, reportedly, a high degree of ignorance among young people, in that only 25% knew or even cared what Big Society might mean; surprisingly, most young people were indeed anxious about cuts to public services and, according to the British Youth Council, 75% of young people wanted to have a greater say in decisions made within the local area, citing levels of empowerment as one of the most important issues for them.   Children needed to be encouraged to become ‘critical thinkers’. In an environment where young people are empowered and feel listened to, they should be encouraged to be more interventionist.   In some schools the young people are proactive in changing the purchasing of food for school dinners to fair trade or non-exploitative sources.  He also suggested that good teachers can make these connections and empower young people.  

Dr Beckford’s concluding remarks suggested Big Society should be given a chance, since for all its faults, it could have some positive outcomes.  Whilst Big Society is not actually a radical policy, it could have a radical effect provided its goals remain realistic, instigating a process of radical transformation and establishing a process that can tackle systemic failures. Finally, it was important to be aware of what drives young people; understanding social media was crucial and being aware of their antipathy towards religion, especially at a time when much media promotes the tabloid view that ‘religious’ people are assumed to be ‘fundamentalist’. There was a clear role for RE to counter these assumptions. 

In answer to questions from the floor, Dr Beckford:

· endorsed the suggestion that all media could be of use and should be utilised to highlight both the value of RE and its present precarious position; it was pointed out the petition on the EBacc was still live and passing the 100,000 mark would trigger a House of Commons debate;

· affirmed his general comments about the Government’s lack of interest in RE  and in particular about the situation of RE not being in the EBacc and the dangers of marginalisation that this threatened; he acknowledged that in individual authorities the situation could be different;

· said the recent statement about Church of England schools’ intake by Bishop John Pritchard could be seen as a commitment to the Church’s mission.  It would allow education to give people access to the Christian message.  In his experience, his children, one in a CE school and one not, illustrated for him how RE can be piecemeal in community schools and better in CE schools. This distinction was challenged;
· gave examples of the radical goals to which he referred as, for instance: working in prisons to help inmates develop a sense of moral framework; empowering African Caribbean men; using senior citizens as foster grandparents; using hip hop to explore politics and develop critical thinking and equip people to move successfully through the education system;

· explained his interpretation of the term ‘Big Society’, using both Saul Alinsky’s radicalism and Cameron’s conception; there was a collation of ideas for political expediency.  Cameron had combined ideas and it was intriguing that they had used Alinsky on their website.  He suggested that what the questioner saw as problematic was seen by others as useful.  Ultimately he insisted we needed to give it a chance because young people wanted to be involved;

· identified, as some examples of Alinsky’s more profound actions, the civil rights movement which was a church-based activity and the efforts of a theologian, Dr Martin Luther King, that brought about change, but taking the Midlands as a context, he claimed he could not think of one example of successful radical action because individuals became part of state machinery, ideals got watered down and funding got cut;

· defended the apparent freedom/luxury of those in a university context to think radically, citing the work he had done to develop pupils’ critical thinking capacity, for example his film on Cadbury’s use of slave labour got pupils in some schools to force consideration and change of how schools sourced food.  Teachers needed to empower and inform themselves about the backgrounds of their pupils so they could make the connection between subject matter and children’s own world and experience and students need to be taught to critique the structures of education they are subjected to;
· described the teachers who had made an impression on him personally as radicals, committed to critical thinking and to enabling and encouraging opportunities for learning outside the curriculum, eg allowing him to set up a group for black students.  They encouraged the idea that education was empowering in its own right and not just for passing exams;
· explained there was a need for deconstruction in order to reconstruct; asking dangerous questions made education exciting; arousing interest was important;
· advised those present from faith groups to give young people a genuine voice, first by listening to them, then going for realistic goals and working to help them make progress; he cited a situation in his local church when people got fed up with fly tipping so they set about getting it cleaned up and young people were very involved;

· suggested that if RE were marginalised in the present situation, pupils would miss out on understanding a major aspect of who people really are;  RE covered transcendence and the bigger picture; it could be a central aspect of character forming and these things were not part of any other subject;  it was important to maintain dialogue between universities and schools to keep the discipline alive;

· felt that the Church’s mission in relation to schools would be enhanced if Bishop John’s statement were to be implemented resulting in greater access to CE schools and engagement with their values but securing this at school level would require more flexible admissions policies.  On an educational level this would model inclusion, social justice etc.  The task of the Church was to spread the gospel and this could not be done if only it only preached and reached out to people already committed to it;

· outlined what he considered to be the three best tools for engaging pupils in school: the best forms of teaching were those which inspire, that made pupils believe they could achieve more than they thought.  Plenty of praise supported empowerment.  Teachers needed to understand the pupils they were working with and to build bridges with their experiences, engaging parents in the educational process too.  Cultural literacy was important.  Institutional ignorance had become the norm; teachers should aspire to inspire...ideas could change the world!

Bill Moore thanked the speaker for his contribution and in summary emphasised we should do RE because it was a dialogue and dynamic. We could wait for government to define and plan it, but it was up to SACREs and teachers to equip young people to shape their future world. The initiative lay with those involved in RE. 

Business meeting:

1. Apologies for absence: 

Apologies had been received from Denise Chaplin, Lesley Prior, Geoff Teece and Venerable Tsuiltrim Tenzin Choesang.

2. Minutes of the AGM held on Wednesday 12th May 2010:

These were agreed as an accurate record and it was proposed by Susan Ward (Cambridge) and seconded by Tristram Jenkins that they be accepted by the meeting and signed. 

3. Chair’s report:

Bill Moore’s report, which had been circulated prior to the meeting, was accepted.  It was explained that much that had been done had been responsive to situations that had arisen during the year.  BM pointed out that, further to his report, the Bishop of Birmingham had written a very good letter to the Prime Minister. 

4.  Treasurer’s report:

Michael Metcalf’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting. MM added to it by explaining the carry over of £5,000 from last year which was from one of the Westhill projects.  This suggested that we had more money at our disposal that we had.  People needed to be aware that some of the reserves built up through careful management had been depleted this year because there had been a mismatch between the training programme and its costs.  £9,000 of our reserves had been spent.  In addition we had contributed to the Celebrating RE month and funded the conference at the end of the month: ‘Whose RE is it anyway?’ – these items would appear in the next financial statement, and had been a very worthwhile use of NASACRE’s funds.  Looking ahead, our reserves had now, to a large extent, been used up.  We needed to consider a scenario in which LAs would be increasingly challenged to fund and support the work of their SACREs.  MM suggested we are vulnerable due to tightened budgets because our main source of income was from annual subscriptions and there was already some indication that a few SACREs might not subscribe this year because of funding restrictions.  There were potentially serious questions about the future activity of NASACRE.  It may not be possible to continue to have such high profile AGM venues for example.  The report for the past year was a positive one but the future was uncertain. 
BM thanked MM for all his work which had become increasingly onerous.  It was proposed by Jane Brooke and seconded by Tricia Martin that the accounts be accepted; this was agreed by the meeting.
5.  Secretary’s report:

Julie Grove’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  JEG added there was now a report on the 31st March conference on the website.  She also encouraged members to use the website.  BM thanked JEG for all her work, acknowledging that without her his term of office would have been even more challenging.

6.  Elections:

There was no ballot since the nominations received matched the vacancies.  Lesley Prior had been nominated as Vice Chair and was elected unopposed; Julie Grove had agreed to be re-nominated as secretary and was unopposed.  The two vacancies on the executive would be filled by Jo Fageant, re-nominated and appointed for a second term of service and Venerable Tsuiltrim Tenzin Choesang who was welcomed in her absence. The Chair thanked Tricia Martin for her two terms on the executive; he also pointed out Bruce Gill would succeed him, as was NASACRE practice, into the chair at the end of the meeting.
7.  RE Celebration:

Sharon Artley, stepping in at the last moment, gave a report in the absence of Denise Chaplin.  SA spoke about Denise’s leadership.  So much had been achieved on a shoestring budget and things were successful due to people’s commitments.  Partnerships were a significant feature which allowed RE to have a real focus within local communities which had been a great positive.  There were a great many events, small and local to big and national.  It had raised the profile of RE with councillors, parents and many others.  Many people had sent in information and photos about their events.  As a legacy of the month, SA was compiling a graphic novel of events which includes evaluation of them.  The website would be revamped so the competitions would remain available to provide ideas.  The statements made by key people about RE was a downloadable resource.  There would be a four page article in REToday in September.  The one negative was that some people’s description of the legacy of what they had done did not indicate a good understanding of good quality RE.  It lacked evaluation of impact.  This challenged SACREs in their future work and training.  BM thanked SA for her report and the work she and Denise had done in supporting Celebrating RE.
8.  Matters arising from the minutes, not previously addressed:

· Tristram Jenkins (Shropshire) asked whether Mr Gove had taken any note of the Celebrating RE month and how he had reacted.  SA spoke about communications with his department on the EDM.  At the launch at Houses of Parliament, MPs had attended and some sent apologies.  There had also been MPs at an event in Wales.  SA was unsure if MPs attended local events.  It was not known if Mr Gove actually knew much about it, which was why the legacy was so important.   JEG said she had received an apology from Nick Gibb’s PA that he was unable to attend the 31/3 conference well after the event.  Bruce Gill confirmed other MPs had drawn Mr Gove’s attention to Celebrating RE.

· BM commented on the ignorance about RE shown in comments online in response to an article in the Telegraph.  He supported SA’s point that SACREs needed to do more to educate people about what good RE is and does.  Rabbi Zvi Solomons (Reading) suggested there was value in using Facebook and/or Twitter to advance the work of NASACRE and bring RE to a wider audience.
· Paul Smith (Milton Keynes) asked about the value of RE beyond school classrooms.  MK SACRE had discussed the idea of RE for adults outside school situations.

· Andrew Copson (Westminster) raised the issue of Humanist representation on SACREs from the previous minutes.  He asked about the advice on the NASACRE website about Humanist representation.  Westminster had always had a Humanist rep as full member of Group A.  SACREs that had Humanist representation did not think they were acting outside the law as was suggested by the interpretation of the law on the NASACRE website.  BM acknowledged the diversity of interpretation but explained that a definitive answer could only result from a test case through the courts.  

· Clair Clinton (Newham) suggested the NASACRE website should include information on youth SACREs, including a list of where they were in existence and what they were doing.  BM suggested this would be a good idea so groups in different areas could inform and inspire one another.  He added these questions had challenged the executive to think about the most effective use of our website and other media.

9.  AOB:

Board of Deputies of British Jews had asked a representative to report on: a new website geared for KS3 students in England: www.theholocaustexplained.org  This was described to the meeting. 

BM handed over the Chair to Bruce Gill, following an expression of thanks to members of the executive and officers.  He said he was glad to be carrying on working with and supporting Bruce whom he saw as an ideal person to take on the Chairmanship of NASACRE.  He also thanked all SACRE members.  

In response, BG thanked Bill on behalf of the executive and wider NASACRE membership.  BM had seen some interesting times during his chairmanship.  He had had to respond to a great number of issues.  The work of NASACRE had increased enormously.  BM received a gift and card in appreciation of his work.

10. Next meeting:
Next year’s AGM would be held on 23rd May 2012, in London, venue to be confirmed;

The meeting closed at 1.00pm for lunch.

Young People’s Interfaith Project Presentation: 
Tristram Jenkins introduced young people and Youth SACRE members from Newham and said how impressed he had been with the way they worked with challenging issues and the relations between the generations illustrated in their work.  The adviser who supported the Youth SACRE said it had been important to devise a logo.  The young people talked about their SACRE and their interest and commitment to it using a PPT to support them but they were not dependent upon it.

Their project had involved working with an artist  and local faith leaders to develop ways of expressing their identities.  Their presentation showed pictures of the sculptures they made.  They talked about identity boxes they had made and explained the symbolism of them.  A teacher for one of the schools (St Angela’s Ursuline Convent School) talked about the value of pupils belonging to the Youth SACRE.  It made them part of a different group, outside the school.  They mixed with a greater diversity of people.  Approximately twelve people attend from the school and meetings started with lunch which enabled students from different schools to mingle and learn from one another.  The boxes would be going into their respective schools with plaques.  They would also feature at the ‘Youth on Religion’ show case where a report from Middlesex University would be launched nationally.  The students thanked NASACRE for the funding which had supported this project 

BG congratulated the students and invited them to share an idea they had developed during the AGM,  that they might use Facebook to set up a social networking opportunity for youth SACREs up and down the country.

State of the RE nation address: 

John Keast, Chair Elect of the RE Council was introduced by Julie Grove.
John began by thanking Brian Gates as the outgoing chair of the REC and acknowledging the debt of gratitude owed to him for his work.  He went on to say that about 17 years ago he used to do Ofsted inspections.  He talked about being part of a team inspecting a school where there were two RE teachers in the department.  One was brilliant but the other was diabolical and knew it.  The difficulty was in the decision on how to grade the department.  Should it be a compromise ‘satisfactory’ which was not true of either of the teachers?  This, he said, was the problem of trying to give a general picture in a complex issue and applied to RE because the state of the RE nation varied from place to place.  To characterise it as satisfactory because it was good in some places and not in others was not helpful.  It was however better than it was fifteen years ago.  We had made enormous progress as a subject and we had the evidence for this.  Whether things were better than two years ago was more difficult to say.  The Ofsted reports of two years ago and the one before that identify the RE nation as a mixed state.  
John quoted the then Archbishop of York (John Hapgood) giving the keynote address at a St Gabriel’s conference around 1992 and saying if we could solve the problems of RE we should have solved the problems of religion.  JK admitted to still thinking about that after all this time because he suggested there was some truth in it.  The health of RE was, he thought, tied up with perceptions of religion in society.  If you looked at ups and downs in RE it would probably be a reflection of ups and downs in the way religion was looked at by individuals, society and the media.  The profile of religion had risen in recent years.  
He recalled one of the first Sunday Times colour supplements which had given its whole issue to what life would be like in the distant year of 2000.  Some of the predictions included for example: people would not play cricket anymore; the apartheid regime in South Africa would end in a blood bath; religion would disappear.  All wrong.  The profile of religion had increased not decreased and our understanding of religions and world views had not gone away and nor had RE which had also got a raised profile.  

He chose to pick out one element of this idea: by its very nature matters of religion and belief were contestable.  Most of the interesting things of life were contestable.  Therefore when we looked at the state of the RE nation we needed to conclude that it would never be utterly clear or non-contestable.  Opinions came and went, different ideas predominating at different times.  This was probably true of other subjects also.  There was always room for improvement.

Despite all this, John said he thought the state of the RE nation was critical at the moment.  He summarised this by saying the context was particularly difficult at present and most delegates were aware of this with LA funding cuts, restructuring and colleagues losing their jobs.  The legal position of the subject was also critical at the moment.  There was no plan to change the statutory nature of the subject but by default this had happened last year in relation to its place in academies and the situation was only rescued through the funding agreement.

We were in uncharted territory with the dismantling of the National Curriculum as we know it and we did not know what this would mean.  There was also the issue of qualifications particularly in relation to one measure of success being the enormous growth in qualifications.  The threat to RE though its omission from EBacc was particularly important.  
However, in the last few months we had shown how effective we could be when we worked together to make a case.  We had not fully realised the effectiveness of our case but we had worked well together.  He thanked all those who had contributed to bringing pressure to bear on authorities on these issues eg signatures on EDM, petition etc.  For him personally there were three priorities:  the resolution of the EBacc situation; some involvement with the review of the curriculum because without it doubt was cast on the place of RE and clarification of the place/role of SACREs in relation to the new climate eg academies, free schools etc.

JK went on to say if this was a true picture it presented us with a series of opportunities.  There were questions to be drawn from this:  where did authority lie in relation to RE?  Who were the guarantors of standards in RE?  At one time he might have said in the coalition of people involved in it.  Now he would say it lay within the RE community.  This might imply a greater coherence than was the case but he used ‘community’ to apply to a lose combination of groups that had interest in RE at their heart.  This was a community that had both national and local importance/elements – not exclusively one or the other.  What did local mean in the current context?  The understanding was changing.  Not only did it mean LAs but it could mean individual schools as they became detached from LAs.  There would be another coming together in the community, ie community representatives on SACREs with elected members, ‘professionals’ (the practitioners of RE); the representatives of faith communities who represented a coalition within SACREs.  One of the ways he suggested this could be improved might be closer links between school and higher education professionals.  
JK presented this as an opportunity since the authority lay within the community.  We needed therefore to define the community – how did the different constituents relate to one another?  Another question was how did different parts of the community work together and separately – which things are done best together and which separately?  Then there was the embodiment of the community.  SACREs had done it locally and the REC had done it nationally as it spanned all the interest groups.  How could we get people from different backgrounds and constituencies to work effectively together?  It depended on the will of all the groups to do so.  The ways in which SACREs and REC worked depended on the goodwill of the members of those bodies.  To take advantage of the current opportunities we had to make sure we worked effectively together.  
He went on to speak from the REC perspective – it must become as effective an embodiment and representative of the RE community as possible.  To this end the ‘think tank’ had been established.  It had made a report to the REC in March suggesting how the REC could be better at what it does.  Crucial was the need for a strategic plan for the next five year period.  This was an opportunity for all members of the REC to contribute to setting the direction and making real the opportunity the current changes in education were providing.  Without a national place, the community had to take responsibility for the subject, to advance the interest of the subject, for its teachers and young people.

John’s final point was that to take advantage of the opportunity and remedy the threats we had to work together.  Failing to do so would mean the threats would weaken us in ways that would undermine the profession and the subject for more than a decade to come.
In response to a question about the role of pupils as the basis of the RE community and how they might be used, John said pupils were not included in his definition of the community although he recognised their importance.  However, we needed to be careful about the way we talk about using them because we had a responsibility to them and they were not there to be exploited for our professional ends or even the ends of our subject.

In talking about working with higher education in dealing with critical situations, John also admitted we needed to work more effectively in that area as well.

Bruce thanked JK for taking us through the state of the RE nation.

Voice of the Future: Inspired by RE: 
Clare Dempsey, Year 11 pupil at Bishop Challoner School, Birmingham and RE Celebration prize winner was introduced by Sharon Artley.  Clare started by showing a video she had produced to illustrate what RE was like in her classroom and in many others.  She used this to introduce her title: Why RE is important to society in Britain and beyond.
Clare spoke with great enthusiasm about what she had learned in RE. The nature of RE was one of questioning.  There were lots of misconceptions about RE.  We had to ensure that everyone understood the nature of RE and why it was important.  She talked about starting in Y9 a philosophy and ethics GCSE.  Teachers had said benefits were that pupils could develop personally and become fully rounded human beings.  She gave an example – euthanasia.  RE was the only place where she had learned about this and all the complexities around it and had been encouraged to develop a personal view about it.  ‘Without RE we might not ever have considered this important issue.’  Genetic engineering was covered in biology but only in RE was there time and encouragement to develop personal views on it.  She had also learned about Islam which was so important for young people to understand.  ‘Without RE we would have had to rely on the media and develop misconceptions.’
She spoke about community cohesion and how important it was that RE encouraged people to understand what others’ beliefs really mean to them and support the development of cohesion in Britain.  Religion was here to stay so it was important to learn about it.  Everyone had beliefs which arose from experiences etc.  RE was a subject which enabled students to develop faith and beliefs but also to question their own faith positions, providing an opportunity to change the world in which we live.  She said she saw herself as a future RE teacher.
Clare was thanked and very warmly applauded.  

Young People’s Interfaith Project Presentation: 

Michael Metcalf introduced Marion McQueen (Blackpool) who described the project in which year 6 pupils had been involved in Holocaust Memorial Day.  Firstly training was provided for teachers in order to ensure pupils would be properly prepared.  The Westhill award had funded training for ten teachers.  The aims had been to introduce subject content of the Holocaust, to challenge stereotypes in perceptions and presumptions, to develop skills of critical evaluation of human behaviour, and the ability to review and justify.

The context was developed through the stories of six people who had experienced the Holocaust in some way, who were ordinary people in extraordinary circumstances and had had a significant impact on the lives of others by making a choice to help others.  She introduced the six characters who had been studied, some Jewish and some not.  All had helped Jews during WW2.

The children had been given photographs and information to help them decide whether each of the individuals was a hero or not.  This was based on a thinking skills activity, the impact line, ie sequencing information and evaluating it.  There were no graphic images of the Holocaust itself, or reference to numbers.

Eight out of the ten schools had committed to HMD.  The project resulted in a DVD of the HMD presentation by the children from the collection of schools.  The impact had been felt in ten schools now committed to teaching this material next year and taking part in HMD.  A school from another LA observed and learned and would also go on to develop the project with other schools in that local authority.

2011/2012 Awards:

MM announced that the decisions about the Westhill awards for the coming year had been delayed and would not be announced until after the meeting of the Awards Panel on 2nd June.

Close of meeting:

As Chair, Bruce Gill recapped in his closing remarks on the richness of the day.  He suggested he would take away three main thoughts: how can we be better at supporting SACREs; how can we play our part in the RE community alongside other groups and, most importantly of all, this is done for the benefit of young people in schools.

The meeting closed at 3.30pm with thanks to all SACRE members who had attended.  The Chair also thanked the executive especially Bill Moore, Michael Metcalf, Julie Grove, Sharon Artley, Tristram Jenkins, and Yvonne Cameron for all her administrative support. 

Signed............................................................................................................................................... 

Date..................................................................................................................................................
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