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In a previous arti-
KTM��¹0W_�+I\P-

WTQK�+P]ZKP�WٻKQIT[�
have betrayed par-
ents and children”, 
Calx Mariae, March 
2019), I detailed the 
disturbing shift in 
position taken by 

TMILMZ[�IVL�WٻKQIT[�WN �\PM�+I\PWTQK�+P]ZKP�QV�ZMKMV\�
years, away from defending the principle of  the parent 
as primary educator of  their children, especially in 
the area of  relationships and sex education. In line 
with the global promotion of  the LGBT and Compre-
hensive Sex Education agendas, policies undermining 
authentic Catholic teaching have been adopted by 
Church leaders within both the Church and Catholic 
education system. In particular, I detailed how the 

Catholic Education Service (CES), an agency of  the 
Catholic Bishops Conference of  England and Wales 
(CBCEW), have seriously undermined the sacred 
duty of  parenthood and the Christian formation of  
children through its school policies, model RSE curric-
ulum, pro-LGBT publications, and, above all, through 
its public support of  government legislation which is 
imposing compulsory pro-LGBT relationships and 
sex education on all school children in England. With 
that legislation due imminently to come into force in 
September 2020 (with a partial reprieve until summer 
2021 due to the recent national school lockdown), I 
will examine not only how we have reached this point, 
and the devastating role played by Church leaders 
in facilitating the crisis, but also bring readers up to 
date as to where we are now in the battle, and certain 
unexpected opportunities that have arisen. Whilst 
serious errors and dangers persist, this includes some 
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welcome signs of  a new direction being pursued within 
the Church hierarchy. 

The background to the Catholic bishops’ support for 
the sex education agenda
)T\PW]OP�\PM�[MK]TIZ�[M`�ML]KI\QWV�IVL�4/*<�IOMV-
das have been considerably furthered by Church lead-
MZ[�L]ZQVO�\PM�XWV\QÅKI\M�WN �8WXM�.ZIVKQ[��\PMa�PI^M�
in fact been pursued by the CBCEW and CES for 
_MTT�W^MZ�I�LMKILM��=VLMZ�\PM�KPIQZUIV[PQX�WN �)ZKP-
bishop (now Cardinal) Vincent Nichols (from 1999 
to 2008) the CES developed a policy that resulted 
in providing children in Catholic schools, including 
adolescents under the legal age of  consent, with ac-
cess to abortion and contraception services, without 
parental knowledge or consent, through a state run 
KWVÅLMV\QIT�IL^QKM�IOMVKa��VIUML�¹+WVVM`QWV[º�1

)T[W�]VLMZ�6QKPWT[¼�KPIQZUIV[PQX�\PM�+-;�RWQVML�
the Sex Education Forum, which required agreement 
with the Sex and Relationships Education Framework 
(2003, reissued 2005), which, for instance, “welcomes” 
the “diversity of  society” in the area of  “sexuality”, 
regards sex education as “an entitlement for all boys 
as well as girls; those who are heterosexual, lesbian, 
gay or bisexual” and requires that children should be 

given “relevant information” which “is accurate and 
non-judgmental” about “the potential consequences 
of  unprotected sex” including “abortion”. In fact, the 
+I\PWTQK�5IZZQIOM�)L^Q[WZa�;MZ^QKM��VW_�5IZZQIOM�
Care, a Catholic charity always presided over by the 
)ZKPJQ[PWX�WN �?M[\UQV[\MZ��PIL�JMMV�I�KTW[M�_WZS-
ing partner of  the Sex Education Forum from as far 
back as 1986, when the organisation was originally 
founded to oppose the then pro-family policies of  the 
Conservative government, including “Section 28” (of  
\PM�4WKIT�/W^MZVUMV\�)K\��!  ��_PQKP�XZWPQJQ\ML�
the promotion of  homosexuality in state schools.2 
The Sex Education Forum was thereafter one of  the 
main organisations at the forefront of  the campaign 
to make comprehensive sex education compulsory in 
all UK schools. 

With the full support of  the CES, then under the 
Chairmanship of  Malcolm McMahon (the Bishop 
WN �6W\\QVOPIU��VW_�)ZKPJQ[PWX�WN �4Q^MZXWWT��\PM�
QV\MV[M�KIUXIQOV�NWZ�KWUX]T[WZa�[M`�ML]KI\QWV�Å-
nally prevailed in March 2017 when the Government 
brought forward amendments during the passing 
WN �\PM�+PQTLZMV���;WKQIT�?WZS�)K\��<PM�+-;�PIL�
supported a previous and very similar Parliamenta-
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ry attempt to implement compulsory SRE in 2010, 
when the outgoing Labour Government attempted 
to include it in the Children, Schools & Families Bill 
– an attempt which failed in the pre-election Parlia-
UMV\IZa�¹_I[P�]Xº�\PIVS[�\W�[]ٻKQMV\�WXXW[Q\QWV�
within Parliament, helped by strong lobbying from 
many faithful Catholics (and SPUC), appalled at what 
was being done by the CES in their name.3 The CES 
had also helped draft the same government’s new 
revised guidance on SRE which would have been 
implemented with the new legislation had it passed, 
and which promoted to children a decidedly anti-life 
and anti-family view of  human sexuality.4

One of  the Labour MPs who enthusiastically 
supported that legislation, along with a full range of  
socially liberal causes in opposition to Catholic moral 
\MIKPQVO��_I[�/ZMO�8WXM��5MUJMZ�NWZ�0aVLJ]ZV��_PW�
vacated his seat at the call of  the General Election in 
)XZQT�������0M�_I[�QUUMLQI\MTa�IXXWQV\ML�I[�LMX]\a�
director of  the Catholic Education Service, accord-
ing to their press release, “after a rigorous selection 
XZWKM[[�IVL�_I[�\PM�]VIVQUW][�KPWQKM�WN �\PM�ÅVIT�
interview panel, which was chaired by Bishop 
Malcolm McMahon, Chairman of  CESEW.”5

This “rigorous selection process” was either 
IKKMX\QVO�WN��WZ�QVLQٺMZMV\�\W��8WXM¼[�M`\MV[Q^M�IV\Q�TQNM�
and anti-family voting record in Parliament, which 
included support for abortion, euthanasia, popula-
tion control and contraception, no-fault divorce and 
cohabitation rights, as well as virtually every facet of  
the homosexual rights agenda.6�)[QLM�NZWU�[]XXWZ\�
for compulsory RSE, Pope, as an MP, was also keen 
on enforcing the state takeover of  parenting in other 
ways. For instance, he voted against a Bill which would 
have required practitioners providing contraception 

or abortion services to a child under the age of  16 to 
inform his or her parent or guardian.7�0Q[�[]XXWZ\�
for the corruption of  children included putting his 
vote or signature to numerous initiatives to promote 
homosexuality and sexual immorality in schools (in-
cluding voting to repeal “Section 28”), numerous “an-
ti-homophobia” initiatives, and the support of  such 
campaigns as “National Condom Week” in schools. 

Only by means of  a completely revisionary idea of  
what it means to be a Catholic could a man promoting 
such policies be deemed an appropriate choice to hold 
a position of  responsibility over Catholic education. 
0W_M^MZ��PM�_I[�QV�NIK\�MUQVMV\Ta�[]Q\IJTM�\W�PMTX�
further the agenda the CES was already pursuing. 
)K\QVO�IT[W�I[�¹PMIL�WN �8IZTQIUMV\IZa�ZMTI\QWV[º�NWZ�
the CBCEW, for instance, he wrote to all Catholic 
MPs in 2014 to reassure them they would not be de-
nied Communion for voting in favour of  imposing 
same sex “marriage” on Britain.8 The crowning glo-
ry of  his career with the agency was the CES’s role 
in supporting compulsory pro-LGBT relationships 
and sex education in all schools in England with the 
XI[[QVO�WN �\PM�+PQTLZMV���;WKQIT�?WZS�)K\�QV�5IZKP�
2017. Thereafter, Pope was immediately rewarded 
by the Bishops for such services to the faith with his 
XZWUW\QWV�IVL�VM_�IXXWQV\UMV\�I[�)[[Q[\IV\�/MVMZIT�
Secretary (later Executive Director of  the Catholic 
Trust) of  the CBCEW.

Compulsory RSE comes to English schools
<PM�+PQTLZMV���;WKQIT�?WZS�)K\��������UILM�\PM�
new subjects of  Relationships Education compul-
sory in all English primary schools, and Relation-
ships and Sex Education compulsory in all English 
secondary schools. With another compulsory new 
[]JRMK\��¹0MIT\P�-L]KI\QWVº��TI\MZ�ILLML�\W�\PM�UQ`�
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�¹:;0-º���\PM�VM_�ZMOQUM�_W]TL�N]Z\PMZ�\PM�[\I\M�
takeover of  parenting in an attempt for the school to 
cover virtually every aspect of  a child’s moral forma-
tion, health and well-being. The Government stated 
that parents would be able to withdraw their chil-
LZMV�WVTa�NZWU�\PM�¹[M`�ML]KI\QWVº�XIZ\[�WN �:;0-�I\�
secondary school, and even this much compromised 
right was later replaced only with a “right to request 
_Q\PLZI_ITº��_Q\P�\PM�ÅVIT�LMKQ[QWV�OQ^MV�W^MZ�\W�\PM�
PMIL�\MIKPMZ��1V�I�ÅVIT�[TIX�QV�\PM�NIKM�WN �XIZMV\[��\PMQZ�
children were given the legal right to overrule their 
parents’ wishes, if  the head teacher had not already 
done so, and opt into sex education classes when the 
child reaches 15 years of  age (though ironically, they 
are not able to opt themselves out). From the outset 
government spokespersons, including the Prime Min-
ister, stated that Relationships Education was intended 
to be “LGBT inclusive”.9

The CES publicly and consistently voiced nothing 
but support for the legislative changes and government 
RSE policy. Following the passing of  the Children & 
;WKQIT�?WZS�)K\�QV�5IZKP�������\PM�\PMV�+PIQZ�WN �
\PM�+-;��)ZKPJQ[PWX�5ITKWTU�5K5IPWV��Q[[]ML�
a statement welcoming the changes to the law and 
“the government’s commitment to improving [sic] 
:MTI\QWV[PQX[�IVL�;M`�-L]KI\QWV�QV�ITT�[KPWWT[º��0M�
also welcomed the “government’s commitment to 
protect parental right of  withdrawal”, even though 
\PI\�ZQOP\�_I[�[XMKQÅKITTa�TQUQ\ML��M^MV�I\�\PQ[�MIZTa�
stage.10  The RSE Regulations and Statutory Guidance 
which would govern the general content and delivery 
of  the new subjects, were the subject of  two major 
X]JTQK�KWV[]T\I\QWV[��JMNWZM�PI^QVO�\W�JM�ZI\QÅML�Ja�
Parliament. Catholic leaders did absolutely nothing 
to encourage the faithful’s participation in these con-
[]T\I\QWV[��LM[XQ\M�\PM�XW\MV\QITTa�[\ZWVO�QVÆ]MVKM�\PM�
resulting curriculum is likely to have on the moral 
development of  our nation’s youth, both Catholic and 
non-Catholic. Rather the CES continued its mini-PR 
campaign in support of  the Government, even when 
its intentions for the new RSE regime became clear-
er.11�)[QLM�NZWU�\PM�MٺMK\Q^M�ZMUW^IT�WN �\PM�XIZMV\IT�
right of  withdrawal (as described above), key dangers 
contained in both the Draft (July 2018) and Final (June 
2019) RSE Guidance and Regulations, include:

• The promotion of  abortion, contraception and 
facilitation of  underage sex. Secondary school chil-

dren should be provided with “the facts about the 
full range of  contraceptive choices and options”, 
and signposted as to where and how to obtain 
abortion and contraception services without pa-
rental knowledge or consent. Carrying an unborn 
child to term is presented simply as one of  the pos-
sible “choices” when pregnant, alongside that of  
having an abortion – “about which pupils should 
receive medically and legally accurate, impartial 
information” [my emphasis] (p.23).

• LGBT content is expected, “at a timely point”, to 
be “fully integrated” into the children’s programme 
of  study, which should present homosexual rela-
tionships and family structures in a positive manner 
(pp.15, 20-21, 27-29).

• Real marriage and the natural family unit are side-
TQVML��:MLMÅVML�\W�QVKT]LM�[IUM�[M`�¹UIZZQIOMº�
(and on a par with civil partnerships), marriage 
is simply presented as one possible relationship 
WX\QWV��<PM�MUXPI[Q[�Q[�WV�\PM�LQ^MZ[Q\a�WN �LQٺMZ-
ent “healthy” relationships and family structures 
(pp.13-14, 21, 25-27).12

With Church leaders supporting the Government, 
\PM�UWJQTQ[I\QWV�WN �+I\PWTQK�^W\MZ[�\W�JM[\�QVÆ]MVKM�
the process (as the mainstream media, LGBT 
and sex education lobbies were doing for the oth-
er side) was therefore left to the various pro-life and 
pro-family organisations, such as SPUC Safe at School 
and Parent Power, and the many new groups (includ-
ing from the Christian, Muslim, Jewish and other faith 
communities) that were now springing up as part of  
the rapidly growing parental rights movement. This 
awareness campaign proved successful in that the 
majority of  submissions to the consultation on the 
,ZIN\�/]QLIVKM��2]Ta�6W^���� ��_MZM�ÅZUTa�IOIQV[\�
the Government’s proposals. But with the backing 
of  the education, media and church establishments, 
the consultation results could more easily be ignored 
IVL�\PM�.QVIT�:;0-�/]QLIVKM�IVL�:MO]TI\QWV[�_MZM�
published virtually unchanged (if  anything, slightly 
worse) in March 2019, and the Regulations were short-
ly afterwards passed by an overwhelming majority in 
\PM�0W][M�WN �+WUUWV[���� �\W������

The CES issued yet another press statement, this 
time from Director Paul Barber, to “welcome” this 
development – only this time they were not so readily 
claiming that the Government was still retaining the 
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right of  withdrawal, stating instead, in much vaguer 
terms, how “the Catholic Church teaches that par-
ents are the prime educators of  their children and 
we are pleased to see the Government sharing this 
fundamental principle”. Whilst it is true that the of-
ÅKQIT�:;-�/]QLIVKM��2]VM����!��ZMNMZ[�\W�XIZMV\[�I[�
being the “prime educators” (p.4), it is hard to consider 
this meaningful with no parental right of  withdrawal, 
and with schools being reassured that they have the 
ÅVIT�[Ia�W^MZ�K]ZZQK]T]U�IVL�TM[[WV�KWV\MV\�·�UISQVO�
largely worthless even the much vaunted parental 
RSE consultations that every school is required to 
undertake.13

Besides the betrayal of  parents and children, the 
XWTQ\QKIT�[QOVQÅKIVKM�WN �\PM�JQ[PWX[¼�[]XXWZ\�NWZ�\PM�
Government’s measures cannot be overemphasised. 
1V�)XZQT����!��;8=+�IVL�W\PMZ[�TI]VKPML�I�TI[\�LQ\KP�
MٺWZ\�QV�\PM�0W][M�WN �4WZL[�\W�XZM^MV\�KWUX]T[W-
ry RSE, but the odds were overwhelmingly stacked 
against us and the Statutory Instrument enforcing the 
UMI[]ZM[�_MZM�XI[[ML�QV\W�TI_��)�TM\\MZ�ZMKMQ^ML�WV�
the matter by one of  the Society’s supporters from 
Lord Elton, a sympathetic Conservative Peer, was 
very telling:

¹)[�\PI\�UMI[]ZM�PIL�ITZMILa�JMMV�IKKMX\ML�Ja�\PM�
Church of  England, welcomed by the Roman Catholic 
Church[my emphasis], passed with approval by the 
0W][M�WN �+WUUWV[��\PMZM�_I[�VW�XW[[QJQTQ\a�WN �
rejecting it. What some of  us managed to do in 
\PM�LQ[K][[QWV�WN �Q\�QV�\PQ[�0W][M��_I[�\W�UISM�\PM�
Government aware of  the grave concern of  many 
UMUJMZ[�WN �ITT�\PZMM�)JZIPIUQK�.IQ\P[��\W�XZM[[�NWZ�
KTW[M�[\]La�WN �Q\[�MٺMK\[�QV�XZIK\QKM�IVL�NWZ�I�ZMXWZ\�
thereon with attention given to the experience and 
opinions of  parents – and children – that could be 
KWV[QLMZML�Ja�JW\P�0W][M[�WN �8IZTQIUMV\�M\K�°º

The CBCEW support for the new RSE regime was 
also considered important by the Government itself, 
IVL�WN\MV�ZMNMZZML�\W�Ja�UQVQ[\MZ[�IVL�WٻKQIT[��.WZ�
example, Nick Gibb, Minister for School Standards, 
KWUUMV\ML�\PM�NWTTW_QVO�QV�I�0W][M�WN �+WUUWV[�
debate (entitled Parental Involvement in Teaching: 
-Y]ITQ\a�)K\��WV����2]VM����!"

“The guidance was carefully crafted to build the 
widest possible consensus for this policy, which 
Q[�_Pa�Q\�_MV\�\PZW]OP�\PQ[�0W][M�_Q\P�IV�W^MZ-
_PMTUQVO�UIRWZQ\a�IVL�\PM�W\PMZ�0W][M�_Q\PW]\�
a Division. Those people who are opposed to it 
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are at the other end of  that consensus. I am afraid 
that it is unlikely that we will bring those extreme 
ends of  the debate into that consensus, but I am 
very content that we have secured the support of  the Catholic 
Church [my emphasis], the Church of  England and 
organisations such as Stonewall for the guidance 
we have created.”

The fact that the same state guidance on RSE could 
meet with the approval of  both LGBT pressure groups, 
such as Stonewall, and “the Catholic Church” would 
certainly mean that at least one of  those factions is 
KWUXZWUQ[QVO�WV�\PMQZ�KWZM�^IT]M[��0W_M^MZ��I[�_MTT�
as being adamant that this guidance leaves scope for 
Catholic schools to teach “according to the tenets 
of  the faith” (and leaving aside the fate of  the 90% 
of  children who go to non-Catholic schools), CES 
statements in support of  the changes trumpeted the 
“high quality RSE” which Catholic schools already 
WٺMZ��IVL�JWI[\ML�WN �¹\PM�NIK\�\PI\�\PM�/W^MZVUMV\�
had used the Catholic model curriculum as examples 
of  best practice”.14 In other words, it all just means 
business as usual for Catholic schools so there is noth-
ing to worry about. 

The CES’s model RSE curriculum is likely able 
to meet such approval from Government, because 
despite parading its commitment to the Catholic 
faith, with a great deal of  uncontroversial  orthodox- 
sounding content, there are enough ambiguous loop-
holes inserted to ensure that the LGBT or compre-
hensive sex education agendas can be taught where 
necessary. So, for example, the CES model Catholic 
8ZQUIZa�:;-�+]ZZQK]T]U��)]\]UV����!��QV�\PM�[MK-
tion “Created to love others” states that children at 
Key Stage 1 (5-7 years old) should be taught that “all 
families are important” (1.2.2.2) and echoes the Gov-
ernment guidance in instructing young children that 
¹\PMZM�IZM�LQٺMZMV\�NIUQTa�[\Z]K\]ZM[�IVL�\PM[M�[PW]TL�

be respected” (1.2.3.3.).15�)ZM�KPQTLZMV�\PMZMNWZM�\W�
be taught to respect unnatural “family structures” in 
themselves (“two mums/dads”, etc.) rather than mere-
ly to love and respect their fellow classmates, regardless 
of  their background or family circumstances? Such 
items are made to sound innocuous, but it is the al-
leged need to make children from every type of  family 
background “feel welcome” that has been one of  the 
UIQV�R][\QÅKI\QWV[�NWZ�XZWUW\QVO�\PM�4/*<�IOMVLI�
in primary schools, including, as we shall see below, 
many Catholic primary schools. Teaching pupils in 
3;���IOM[�������IJW]\�\PM�¹[QUQTIZQ\QM[�IVL�LQٺMZMVKM[�
between people” in relation to the “protected charac-
\MZQ[\QK[�WN �\PM�-Y]ITQ\a�)K\�������8IZ\����+PIX\MZ����
sections 4-12”, would therefore include teaching those 
children about “gender reassignment”, “marriage 
[including same-sex ‘marriage’] and [same-sex] civil 
partnerships” and “sexual orientation” (2.1.3.4.). Par-
ents may also be concerned at the prospect of  other 
adults leading their 5-7 year old children into “iden-
tifying and correctly naming their ‘private parts’ (see 
6;8++�ZM[W]ZKM�8)6<;��NWZ�\PM�X]ZXW[M[�WN �[INM-
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guarding them from sexual exploitation” [1.2.4.4.]. 
)[�_MTT�I[�\PM�TIZOMTa�]VXZW^MV�MٺMK\Q^MVM[[�WN �[]KP�
an approach for its stated purpose, discussion of  such 
intimate matters in the public space of  the classroom, 
and at a time not of  the parents’ best judgement, can 
undermine the parents’ natural role of  protector, and 
sexualise young children by breaking down their nat-
ural reserve and encouraging undue “exploration” of  
their sexual organs.

The CES’s model RSE curriculum for secondary 
schools builds on this foundation. It takes the validity 
of  LGBT ideology for granted, and could be used to 
help facilitate active pupil exploration of  destructive 
and mortally sinful life choices.16 Despite foreground-
ing the need to teach children about the Church’s 
teaching with regards marriage, fertility and the sanc-
tity of  life, pupils are also taught to be “respectful of  
[…] their emerging sexual identity” (4.1.1.1.), as well 
as the concepts of  “sexual identity, gender identity and 
sexual orientation” (3.1.4.6.). They are to be taught 
throughout secondary school (both KS3 and KS4) 
“about diversity in sexual attraction and developing 
sexuality, including sources of  support and reassurance 
and how to access them” (3.2.3.11; 4.2.3.10.). They 
are also to be taught “where and how to obtain sexual 
health information, advice and support”, including 
“who to talk to for accurate advice and support in 
the event of  unintended pregnancy” (4.2.4.10-11). 

One of  the key principles running through the 
model Catholic RSE curriculum, as explained its in-
troduction, is that it aims to be “balanced”:

Whilst promoting Catholic virtues, schools should 
MV[]ZM�\PI\�KPQTLZMV�IVL�aW]VO�XMWXTM�IZM�WٺMZML�
a broad and balanced RSE programme which pro-
^QLM[�\PMU�_Q\P�KTMIZ�NIK\]IT��[KQMV\QÅK�QVNWZUI\QWV�
when relevant and meets the statutory require-
ments placed on schools. In secondary schools this 
includes teaching students about the laws relat-
ing to forced marriage, female genital mutilation, 
abortion and equalities legislation (including the 
5IZZQIOM��;IUM�;M`�+W]XTM[��)K\�������17

This echoes what the Government have explained 
about how the new law is intended to work in relation 
to faith schools. That whilst they are free to teach pu-
pils what their faith says about sex and relationships, 
including related matters like abortion, “in all schools, 

\MIKPQVO�[PW]TL�ZMÆMK\�\PM�TI_��QVKT]LQVO�\PM�-Y]ITQ\a�
)K\�������I[�Q\�IXXTQM[�\W�ZMTI\QWV[PQX[��[W�\PI\�aW]VO�
people clearly understand what the law allows and 
does not allow” (22).18 The clear impression given by 
the Statutory Guidance is that it is the law of  the land 
�QVNWZUML�Ja�WٻKQIT�[\I\M�QLMWTWOa���ZI\PMZ�\PIV�\PM�
law and values of  God, that should be the overriding 
QVÆ]MVKM�QV�\PQ[�¹JITIVKMLº�K]ZZQK]T]U��IVL�JM�\PM�
main arbiter for children in judging between right 
and wrong:

75. Pupils should be taught the facts and the law 
about sex, sexuality, sexual health and gender iden-
\Q\a�QV�IV�IOM�IXXZWXZQI\M�IVL�QVKT][Q^M�_Ia��)TT�
pupils should feel that the content is relevant to 
them and their developing sexuality. Sexual orien-
tation and gender identity should be explored at a 
timely point and in a clear, sensitive and respectful 
manner. When teaching about these topics, it must 
be recognised that young people may be discover-
ing or understanding their sexual orientation or 
gender identity. There should be an equal oppor-
tunity to explore the features of  stable and healthy 
same-sex relationships. This should be integrated 
appropriately into the RSE programme, rather 
than addressed separately or in only one lesson.

76. It is recognised that there will be a range of  
opinions regarding RSE. The starting principle 
when teaching each of  these must be that the ap-
plicable law should be taught in a factual way so 
that pupils are clear on their rights and responsi-
bilities as citizens.
 
77. Schools may choose to explore faith, or other 
perspectives, on some of  these issues in other sub-
jects such as Religious Education.
 
78. Pupils should be well informed about the full 
range of  perspectives and, within the law, should 
be well equipped to make decisions for themselves 
about how to live their own lives, whilst respecting 
the right of  others to make their own decisions and 
hold their own beliefs.

Whilst it is theoretically possible that a good solid 
Catholic school could teach these subjects in a way 
that ensures pupils clearly receive the teachings of  
the Catholic faith, this necessary element of  “bal-
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ance” and “respect” for mortally sinful lifestyle choices 
means pupils will likely receive a very mixed message; 
and in the present cultural context, leaves those op-
posed to Christian morality clear inroads to pursue 
their agenda with children in Catholic schools (not 
to mention the majority of  other schools). The Bish-
ops, who have been the cheer leaders of  (and even 
instrumental to) changes to the law, now claim that 
they must be bound by that law.

CES’s own vision for RSE
Other documents published by the CES unashamedly 
distort Catholic teaching to promote homosexuality, 
often using the teachings of  Pope Francis to add a kind 
of  pseudo-doctrinal credence to what are clearly he-
retical positions. Learning to Love (2017), an RSE guide 
for Catholic educators, and published “to mark the 
ÅZ[\�IVVQ^MZ[IZa�WN �Amoris Laetitia”, declares its admi-
ration for the exhortation as being “an inspirational 
document, rich with insights and fresh descriptions of  
the Church’s teaching on this vital subject”.19 On the 
subject of  homosexuality, Learning to Love�WٺMZ[�Q\[�W_V�
“fresh description” of  the Church’s teaching, referring 
to same sex relationships as being able to constitute 

a “powerful” and “an exalted form of  love”, on a 
par with that between husband and wife in marriage, 
and the document “applauds the great progress that 
has been made in countering all forms of  discrimina-
tion against homosexuality in recent times, and wish to 
KWTTIJWZI\M�_Q\P�MٺWZ\[�\W�UISM�[]KP�LQ[KZQUQVI\QWV�
obsolete [my emphasis].” (p.17)

7VM�[]KP�¹KWTTIJWZI\Q^M�MٺWZ\º�\W�MVNWZKM�IKKMX-
tance of  homosexuality is Made in God’s Image: Chal-
lenging homophobic and biphobic bullying in Catholic schools 
(2017; 2nd edn. 2018) – a joint venture between the 
+-;�IVL�\PM�)Y]QVI[�+MV\ZM�NWZ�<PMWTWOQKIT�4Q\MZIKa��
St. Mary’s University.20 It is also a collaboration with 
Stonewall and LGBT Youth Scotland in the sense 
that they have copied and pasted much of  the con-
tent of  Made in God’s Image out of  documents from 
these other organisations.21 The document gravely 
misrepresents both Scripture and Catholic teaching, 
as well as UK law, to intimidate Catholic schools into 
promoting the LGBT agenda. The overriding message 
that is conveyed to children through the eight part 
scheme of  work is that being “lesbian, gay, bisexual 
or transgender” is part of  their God-given purpose 
and identity, an integral part of  being “Made in God’s 
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image”, something that must be celebrated, and that 
a true Catholic should act to report and help robustly 
stamp out any traces of  “homophobia” –  conveniently 
LMÅVML�NWZ�KPQTLZMV��QV�WVM�WN �\PM�_WZL�OIUM[�\PMa�
are given to play, as:

¹)�ZIVOM�WN �VMOI\Q^M�I\\Q\]LM[�IVL�NMMTQVO[�\W-
ward homosexuality�WZ�XMWXTM�_PW�IZM�QLMV\QÅML�WZ�
perceived as being lesbian, gay, bisexual or trans-
gender (LGBT). It can be expressed as antipathy, 
contempt, prejudice, aversion, or hatred, may be 
based on irrational fear, and is sometimes related to 
religious beliefs [my emphasis].” (p.16) 

)LWTM[KMV\�JWa[�IVL�OQZT[�IZM�KWV[MY]MV\Ta�JMQVO�OQ^MV�
the message that a feeling of  “aversion” to “homo-
sexuality” (including homosexual acts and advances?) 
means that there is something wrong with them – they 
are guilty of  “irrational fear” or “hatred”. Is this not 
what is called “grooming”? In a letter to a concerned 
member of  the faithful, Bishop Patrick McKinney 
(Nottingham), one of  at least six English bishops who 
celebrates LGBT Masses in his diocese, states about 
Made in God’s Image:

“The second edition has been approved [by the 
Bishops of  England & Wales] as a document pro-
duced by the Catholic Education Service. It is in-
\MVLML�\W�WٺMZ�XI[\WZIT�[]XXWZ\�WN �KPQTLZMV�QV�W]Z�
Catholic schools who may be experiencing bullying 
of  this kind. Such bullying, or bullying of  any kind, 
cannot be tolerated in our schools. This document 
does not promote homosexuality [my emphasis].” 

�0W_M^MZ��Ja�_IZVQVO�KPQTLZMV�[W�MUXPI\QKITTa�IOIQV[\�
any “negative attitudes and feelings towards homosexu-
ality” (as opposed to homosexual persons), the docu-
ment is clearly intended to promote homosexuality per 
se as only something positive – especially due to the 
omission of  Scriptural truths or the fullness of  Church 
teaching concerning homosexual acts. The deceptive 
over-emphasis hammered home throughout is that 
it is always wrong to judge others (pp.19-20), God 
is love and so being a Christian requires that there 
must be total loving acceptance of  those who identity 
as “LGBTQ” because they are persecuted minority, 
as was the early church (p.28). One of  the “learning 
W]\KWUM[º�WN �\PM�ÅVIT�MQOP\P�TM[[WV�Q[�\PM�¹IJQTQ\a�\W�

use Pope Francis ‘tweets’ as a tool to focus the whole 
school community on challenging homophobic bul-
lying” (p.28). The ten Francis tweets together stress 
the pseudo-doctrine of  total unconditional love, mer-
cy, acceptance of  absolutely everyone by God and 
Church, whatever they do and includes the statement 
that “God loves us as we are: no sin, fault or mistake 
KIV�UISM�0QU�KPIVOM�0Q[�UQVLº��8WXM�.ZIVKQ[�(
Pontifex 30 July 2016) – a statement clearly in need 
WN �Y]ITQÅKI\QWV��

The “No Outsiders” scandal
¹)V\Q�J]TTaQVOº�IVL�¹MY]ITQ\aº�XZWOZIUUM[��[]KP�I[�
Made in God’s Image, have long been used as a Tro-
RIV�PWZ[M�NWZ�QVÅT\ZI\QVO�[KPWWT[��QVKT]LQVO�XZQUIZa�
schools, with the LGBT pride agenda. One of  the 
most notorious recent examples of  such programmes 
has been No Outsiders, written by homosexual activist 
\MIKPMZ�)VLZM_�5WٺI\��5*-��No Outsiders declares its 
express aim that “to be a person who is gay or lesbian 
or transgender or bi-sexual is normal, acceptable and 
ok”. Children also need to be learning that they may 
identify or may not identify as LGBT as they grow 
up, and that “whoever they grow into as an adult is 
also perfectly normal and acceptable” (p.2).22 One of  
the most challenging things about such programmes 
is that they are often integrated throughout the cur-
ZQK]T]U�ZI\PMZ�\PIV�QV�ZQVO�NMVKML�:;-�WZ�8;0-�
lessons. For instance, LGBT-themed story books such 
as King and King and The Princess Boy might be covered 
QV�TQ\MZIKa�TM[[WV[��)[�5WٺI\\�ZMUIZS[��¹NWZ�\PQ[�_WZS�
to succeed, there needs to be a whole-school ethos to 
which everyone signs up” (p.6). This makes it even 
harder for parents to keep track of  what is going on 
or take steps to withdraw their young children. Rather 
than just challenging one or two lessons they sudden-
Ta�ÅVL�\PMU[MT^M[�_Q\P�\PM�W^MZ_PMTUQVO�XZW[XMK\�
of  having to take on the whole curriculum and the 
whole school.   

The introduction of  No Outsiders in a number of  
*QZUQVOPIU�XZQUIZa�[KPWWT[��QVKT]LQVO�8IZSÅMTL�
�_PMZM�5WٺI\�ZMUIQV[�I[[Q[\IV\�PMIL�\MIKPMZ��IVL�
)VLMZ\WV�8IZS��[XIZSML�I�XIZMV\�TML�ZM^WT\�IVL�XZW\M[\�
outside the school gates, after the school and local 
authority refused to respond to their concerns and 
withdraw the programme. The situation made na-
tional headlines throughout 2018-19, and coverage 
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_I[�UW[\Ta�KPIZIK\MZQ[ML�Ja�IV�QV\MV[M�^QTQÅKI\QWV�WN �
the mostly Muslim parents for their perceived intol-
erance and bigotry. 

.WTTW_QVO�I�0QOP�+W]Z\�R]LOUMV\��I�KMV[WZ[PQX�
zone was enforced around both schools and their acts 
of  witness in defence of  their children are no longer 
allowed. Several have faced legal battles for withdraw-
ing their children.

Naturally, the desperate parents involved in this 
JI\\TM�PI^M�TWWSML�\W�\PM�LQٺMZMV\�+PZQ[\QIV�KWUU]-
nities, including the Catholic Church, for support. 
0W_M^MZ��VW\�WVTa�PI[�\PMZM�JMMV�KWUXTM\M�[QTMVKM�
from Catholic Church leaders on the matter, but it has 
been found that at least ten Catholic primary schools 
QV�\PM�4Q^MZXWWT�)ZKPLQWKM[M�ITWVM�PI^M�JMMV�][QVO�
No Outsiders.23 Rt. Rev. Malcolm McMahon, former 
+PIQZ�WN �\PM�+-;��Q[�VW_�)ZKPJQ[PWX�WN �4Q^MZXWWT��
)V�-L]KI\QWV�VM_[TM\\MZ�NZWU�;]UUMZ����!�[MV\�\W�
+I\PWTQK�[KPWWT[�Ja�\PM�4Q^MZXWWT�)ZKPLQWKM[M�+MV\ZM�
NWZ�-^IVOMTQ[I\QWV��4)+-��[\I\ML"

RSE Update 
In response to the governments new document 
about their statutory requirements for RSE to be 
taught, nothing needs to change in our schools as 
we are doing everything it asks. In fact, the CES 
materials are referenced in the document. If  Local 
)]\PWZQ\QM[�PI^M�[MV\�O]QLIVKM�NWZ�:;-�\PI\�aW]�
are considering in school, please send a copy into 
W]Z�\MIU�I\�4)+-�\W�MV[]ZM�Q\�UMM\[�_Q\P�+P]ZKP�
teaching and Bishops’ requirements. All That I Am
can be used to supplement Journey in Love in Years 
5 & 6. Exemplars of  curriculum planning can be 
[PIZML�QN �VMMLML��0W_M^MZ��aW]�[\QTT�VMML�\W�KW^MZ�
all primary years. Information from No Outsiders is still 
K]ZZMV\�IVL�ÅVM�\W�][M�QV�[KPWWT��/Q^MV�\PM�K]ZZMV\�KTQUI\M��
it might be better not to post on social media and use the 
term “All are Welcome” for the time being to avoid adverse 
publicity [my emphasis].24

In other words, Catholic primary schools in the Liver-
XWWT�)ZKPLQWKM[M�IZM�LMKMQ^QVO�XIZMV\[�Ja�][QVO�¹)TT�
that I am” and “Journey in Love” for RSE, but “No 
Outsiders” separately to teach “equality”. Moreover, 
\PM�)ZKPLQWKM[M�Q[�QV[\Z]K\QVO�\PMQZ�[KPWWT[�\W�ZMNMZ�
\W�\PM�XZWOZIUUM�I[�¹)TT�IZM�?MTKWUMº�QV�WZLMZ�\W�
deliberately mislead parents about what exactly is 
being taught. It is not clear at this stage how many 

other Catholic schools in other dioceses are using this 
or similar programmes promoting the LGBT agen-
da (including the CES’s own Made in God’s Image), so 
parents need to be highly vigilant.  

)�KPIVOM�QV�LQZMK\QWV'�
The Welsh Government announced back in May 2018 
that it was intending to introduce compulsory Rela-
tionships & Sexuality Education in all Welsh schools 
in 2022. There was a characteristic silence from the 
Bishops of  England and Wales at this stage, but, un-
like the situation in England, the Welsh Government 
initially stated that the parents right of  withdrawal 
would be retained. That changed the following year 
in October 2019, when the Welsh Government an-
nounced that it was intending to now remove this 
right, despite an overwhelming majority (88.7%) hav-
ing supported its retention in a public consultation 
MIZTQMZ�\PI\�aMIZ��6W\�[I\Q[ÅML�_Q\P�\PI\�W]\KWUM��\PM�
Welsh Government announced a further consultation 
on the matter. Quite out of  character the CES, now 
(since May 2019) under the Chairmanship of  Bishop 
Marcus Stock of  Leeds, launched a small campaign 
opposing the Welsh Government’s moves, encouraging 
Catholics to write to register their disapproval with 
\PMQZ�)[[MUJTa�5MUJMZ��

It might be contended that the hand of  the CES 
was forced in this respect as the Welsh Government 
were more brazen and explicit about their intentions 
to remove parental right to withdraw their children 
from RSE, whereas in England they had been able 
to go along with the pretence that it had been re-
tained in the shape of  the “right to request withdrawal”. 
0W_M^MZ��*Q[PWX�;\WKS�IT[W�Q[[]ML�I�[\I\MUMV\�NWZ�\PM�
December 2019 General Election urging Catholics to 
challenge their Parliamentary candidates on a range 
of  issues relating to Catholic education, including 
RSE:

“Relationships and Sex Education Catholic educa-
tion is based on the formation of  the whole child. 
Well-taught and age-appropriate Relationship and 
Sex Education (RSE) is an important part of  this. 
0W_M^MZ��M^MV�UWZM�QUXWZ\IV\�Q[�\PM�ZQOP\�WN �XIZ-
ents, as the primary educators of  their children, 
to be fully consulted and to maintain their abili-
ty to withdraw their children from these lessons. 
?PQTM�_M�IZM�KWVÅLMV\�\PI\�\PM�UWLMT�K]ZZQK]T]U�

CALX MARIAE

a n a l y s i s

14



in Catholic schools delivers RSE in accordance 
with the teachings of  the Church and the wishes of  
parents, the same cannot be said for other schools. 
0MVKM�NWZ�+I\PWTQK�XIZMV\[�_PW�LW�VW\�PI^M�\PM�
option to send their child to a Catholic school, it 
is vital that this parental right remains in place.”25

What a shame therefore that the CES had been so 
instrumental in supporting through the changes in 
England that it now stands to oppose in both England 
IVL�?ITM[��?PQT[\�\PQ[�[\I\MUMV\�Q[�ÆI_ML��I[�_M�PI^M�
seen, in respect of  its claim concerning the CES’s 
model curriculum, perhaps, please God, it represents 
the start of  a positive change of  approach for the CES 

under new leadership which must be encouraged. 
)[�M`XMK\ML��\PM�?MT[P�/W^MZVUMV\�IVVW]VKML�QV�
January 2020 that they intended to go ahead any-
way with their plans to remove the parental right of  
withdrawal when their new RSE regime comes into 
force in 2022. They did not reveal what proportion 
of  submissions to their November 2019 consultation 
objected to their proposals – their published consul-
tation analysis presented itself  as “qualitative”, and 
had conveniently “not sought to count how many 
respondents held a particular view” (p.4).26 The CES 
issued a press release in stark but welcome contrast to 
all those they had issued in response to the changes in 
England. Director, Paul Barber, commented: 
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“Today’s announcement from the Welsh Govern-
ment represents a regressive step in the relation-
ship between parents, schools and the State. By 
removing the parental right of  withdrawal, these 
proposals risk undermining parents’ fundamental 
and inalienable role as the primary educators of  
their children. Many hundreds of  Catholics made 
ZMXZM[MV\I\QWV[�L]ZQVO�\PM�KWV[]T\I\QWV��0W_M^MZ��
it is clear from today’s announcement that the 
Welsh Government is content with ignoring the 
views of  the Catholic community.”27

From September 2020, the new compulsory subjects 
come into force in England. Where RSE is being 
taught, parents will no longer have an automatic right 
of  withdrawal (except for “sex education” at primary 
[KPWWT[���0W_M^MZ��L]M�\W�\PM�+WZWVI^QZ][�TWKSLW_V�
(which prevented many schools from holding the re-
quired parental consultations), the Government an-
nounced in June 2020 that it was allowing schools, 
where necessary, the opportunity to delay the full im-
plantation of  the new subjects until the start of  the 
;]UUMZ�\MZU��)XZQT��������<PQ[�\PMZMNWZM�XZM[MV\[�][�
with a small window of  opportunity to come together 
to build an even stronger and greater movement in 
opposition to the new RSE regime before it comes 
fully into force and entrenched in all of  our schools. 

Parents wanting to make a stand at schools where they 
are already facing compulsory RSE will also need our 
help and support. With recognition of  positive signs 
in the right direction, we call on Church leaders to 
now robustly and publicly come out in support of  
such parents, and actively support the campaign to 
reinstate the right of  withdrawal.

7]Z�MٺWZ\[�WV�\PI\�NZWV\�KW]TL�IT[W�JM�IQLML�Ja�I�
Judicial Review currently being pursued by the Let 
Kids Be Kids Coalition, which is challenging the RSE 
legislation over its violation of  human rights law guar-
anteeing parents the right to choose an education for 
their children  “in conformity with their own religious 
and philosophical convictions.”28

There is also much to be done in challenging the 
growing stronghold of  LGBT ideology in our schools, 
including an increasing number of  Catholic schools. 
To protect the innocence of  children, pro-family 
groups – including SPUC, the Latin Mass Society, 
and Catholic Man UK – have formed the “Coalition 
in Defence of  Primary Educators”. They are calling 
WV�TIa�+I\PWTQK[�\W�XZIa�IVL�WٺMZ�[IKZQÅKM[�\PI\�\PM�
country’s bishops will turn fully away from the be-
trayals of  recent times and help lead the resistance 
in this most crucial of  battles for the lives and eternal 
souls of  our children. 
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To receive updated information on RSE, please sign 
up to the Safe at School campaign at: 
___�[X]K�WZO�]S�;INM�I\�;KPWWT

,Z��<WU�:WOMZ[�Q[�\PM�;8=+�-L]KI\QWV�5IVIOMZ��0M�PI[�JMMV�
_WZSQVO�N]TT�\QUM�NWZ�\PM�XZW�TQNM�KI][M�[QVKM�������)V�IKILMUQK�
IVL�ML]KI\QWVITQ[\��PM�XZM^QW][Ta�TMK\]ZML�QV�-VOTQ[P�TQ\MZI\]ZM�
at university, and has also taught in the secondary and further 
ML]KI\QWV�[MK\WZ[��0M�Q[�UIZZQML�_Q\P�\PZMM�KPQTLZMV��
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