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The Ethics of Pregnancy, Abortion 
and Childbirth   Truth Overruled
Jephthah’s Children 

 


    
      
        
    



     
 
    
       
     


    
  
    

       




have…been told by just about everyone 
that the best way to keep children safe is 
to insist that every school in the country 
teaches highquality…SRE and the 
broader subject of personal, social, 
health and economic (PSHE) education – 
no ifs, no buts, and no exemptions for 
faith schools.
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continued overleaf… 






Family Education Trust director, Norman Wells, respondsto calls 
to put sex and relationships education on the curriculum in all 
schools

ot so long ago, it was being claimed that statutory sex and relationships 
education (SRE) in schools holds the key to reducing teenage pregnancy rates 
and the incidence of sexually transmitted infections (STIs) among young 
people. But it is rare to hear that claim being advanced today.
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Sexual harassment and sexual 
violence in schools

 

Guardian


Daily 
Telegraph


Public 
Discourse
The Brooke 
Serious Case Review into Child Sexual 
Exploitation: Identifying the strengths and 
gaps in the multiagency responses to child 
sexual exploitation in order to learn and 
improve

Ibid.
Serious Case Review into 
Child Sexual Exploitation in Oxfordshire: 
from the experiences of Children A, B, C, 
D, E, and F


 Ibid





 

All too often, when campaigners call for statutory sex and relationships 
education (SRE) in all schools, they fail to define what they mean. True, 
sometimes they use the adjectives ‘high quality’ or ‘ageappropriate’, but 
that doesn’t get us very far, because such terms mean different things to 
different people. The same goes for the words ‘comprehensive’ and 
‘inclusive’.

            


    




            

    fpa    Are you getting it right?


   
              


           



         
            



   






otes 
Are you getting it right? A toolkit for consulting 
young people on sex and relationships education
Teaching about consent in PSHE Education at key stages 3 and 4

Sex and Relationships Education 
(SRE) for the 21st Century
 




  





 
The Welsh Government is planning to introduce legisla
tion to remove the defence of reasonable chastisement.








          
      
        
         
        

          



        
 
   

   
         

          


 

         
           
           




[I]f…the Assembly legislated to ban the smacking of children…, a 
parent being tried in ottingham on a charge of assaulting his or 
her child while on holiday in Aberystwyth would not be able to 
raise the defence of reasonable chastisement, even though he could 
do so if the incident had occurred in ottingham. It is of course 
unlikely that ottingham magistrates would end up hearing the 
case described above. Most likely it would be heard in 
Aberystwyth
 

        Daily 
Mail
 

It is parents, and not national governments, who bear the responsi
bility for caring for their children, nurturing them, and correcting 
them where necessary. Generations of parents have proved the 
benefit of the occasional moderate smack to correct their children’s 
behaviour, and research continues to show its positive effects when 
used in the context of a loving home where children are respected 
and cherished.

otes 


Ibid.  




Daily Mail







 

There is a very simple fact that 
social scientists have neglected to 
make clear to the country. Only 
a fraction of our children are 
fully nurtured, relationally, be
cause of the breakdown in family 
structure over the last fifty 
years.    
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 Patrick Fagan is founder and director of the Marriage and 
Religion Research Institute (MARRI). This article was first 
published by MARRI on 1 December 2016 and is reproduced 
here by kind permission. 
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Pregnancy      

      

      
       
positive duty     




“Birth is a change of 
location, not a change  
of identity.” 



The Maternal Preg
nancy       
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The Spousal Pregnancy   
       
    
      
     
      
      
    
       
      
    




     
    


    
     

     
    
   

     



   
     

     
 
      
     
  

       





We should not lose sight of the joy of 
having children – children seen as a gift, 
not a product – as we support each other 
through the obstacles that may cloud or 
obviate that joy.   

 
      
    
     
       
     
     
    
      



Dr Trevor Stammers 
 
Dr Stammers is a Senior Lecturer in 
Bioethics at St Mary’s University, 
Twickenham and a trustee of the 
Family Education Trust 
 
This review first appeared in 
and is reprinted by permission 
of the editor. 







Helen Watt is a former director and now Senior Research Fellow at the Anscombe Bioethics 
Centre in Oxford and offers a here a challenging and seemingly expensive read. However, 
both her economy of writing and the extensive use of endnotes enable her to encompass 
more ideas and topics than many books twice the size. It is a comprehensive, fascinating and 
worthwhile treatment of the subject.  
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What is Marriage? Man 
and Woman: A Defense
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It’s only with some time and distance 
from my childhood that I’m able to reflect 
on my experience and recognise the long
term consequences that samesex parent
ing had on me. And it’s only now, as I 
watch my children loving and being loved 
by their father each day, that I can see 
the beauty and wisdom in traditional 
marriage and parenting. 


     
       
    
     


    
       
      
    
     
      

    
   
     





           



 James Bartholomew
 Dr Calum Mackellar



         
 



 These are all available at: https://www.youtube.com/user/familyeducationtrust  







In this frank and sober consideration of the longerterm consequences of redefining 
marriage, Ryan Anderson argues that ‘we are sleepwalking into an unprecedented cultural 
and social revolution’. He warns: ‘If the law teaches a falsehood about marriage, it will 
make it harder for people to live out the truth about marriage.’ 
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Legally, the term ‘harm’ has traditionally 
focused on neglect or ill treatment of a 
child... The state is now redefining 
‘harm’ to include a whole array of new 
sexual and lifestyle rights. This expand
ing definition is eroding the boundary be
tween family and state, and it enables 
state intervention in family life in all 
kinds of circumstances. In other words, it 
represents a significant intrusion into the 
sacred field of family and private life. 
The proponents of the new orthodoxy 
have a distinct conception of morality. 
One of its most distinct features is that 
public  authorities  expect all private citi 

 

 
 
 
 
zens to conform their lives to the moral 
framework accepted and promulgated by 
the state.  
 

This fundamentally illiberal concept is 
backed by the statutory authorities and 
increasingly dictates how people can run 
their businesses, express their convictions 
at work, and raise their children. o
where is the clash more apparent than in 
the field of sexual ethics and religious 
conviction. Expanding the definition of 
harm to include dissent from progressive 
orthodoxy on sexuality has given the state 
licence to interfere in family life and to 
punish those who do not adhere to the 
new ideology. 
 

State powers are based on and tradition
ally limited to being used in the ‘best 
interests of the child’, but… these powers 
are [now being] exercised in the best int
erests of new ideological norms. Parents 
who do not facilitate the wishes of a 
young child to be treated as a member of 
the opposite sex may well be subject to 
state intervention on grounds that they 
are ‘harming’ their child. While many of 
the issues relating to transgenderism are 
likely to be similar to issues of sexual 
orientation, transgenderism takes the 
conflict a stage further…  
 

The truth is that all parents lead, guide, 
and persuade their children as they fulfill 
one of the primary callings of parent
hood: that is, to impart a moral code to 
their children. But the new illiberal gov
ernment orthodoxy, and the zeal of those 
who promote it, has caused our statutory 
authorities to become dysfunctional. Pub
licly funded agencies often appear to 
have no regard for true liberalism or the 
rights of an individual. Rather they have 
become proselytizing agents that seek to 
advance their own fixed agenda. The only 
feasible way forward is to strengthen 
parental rights. The alternative is not 
utopia, but a kind, dogmatic, and infant
ile chaos. 
 
 Paul Diamond, ‘State vs. Family:  
The Tyranny of the “Emerging 
Orthodoxy”’, Public Discourse,  
9 December 2016. 
 




In a recent article published in the online journal, Public Discourse, the UK human 
rights barrister, Paul Diamond (pictured) noted that, while in the past, state 
agencies only intervened in family life when it was in the ‘best interests of the child’, 
their powers are now being exercised to advance an ideological agenda. 




Most people assume that the objective of the transgender movement is simply to 
protect from discrimination the tiny minority of people who identify as some
thing other than their birth sex. However, it is much more farreaching than that.



Transgenderism is an ideology that is based on the presumption that  human beings 
have something called a ‘gender identity that may or may not match the sex they were 
 at birth’… It basically aims to legally erase male and female sex distinctions… 

The implications are vast — for our language, for our relationships, for preserving a free 
society. There can be no question that all of the gender identity antidiscrimination laws 
amount to little more than censorship laws, intended to modify everybody’s behavior and 
everybody’s language on pain of punishment. 

So, in short, the transgender movement is operating as a vehicle for conformity of 
thought. And in the end, that means it is a vehicle for dismantling freedom – in the name of 
freedom – and for building the power of the state. In the end, it puts laws into place that 
abolish the right to free expression and suppress independent thought. The power of the 
state enters that vacuum, as it always does under such circumstances. 




           



1. Transgenderism is such an extreme form of individualism that accommodating it in law 
will only create a vacuum for state power. By its very nature it demands that an individ
ual’s inner sense of reality trump any commonly held understanding of reality. This makes 
it unsustainable. Its extreme individualism demands the breakdown of society’s mediating 
institutions – such as family, faith, and private associations — that serve as buffer zones 
that protect the individual from state meddling. 
2. Transgenderism sows chaos into the language, requiring us all – universally and with
out exception – to accept a seismic change in the definition of what it means to be human, 
and what relationships mean, particularly family relationships. Freedom of speech and 
association are casualties. 
3. It requires a very aggressive programme of censorship in order to sustain itself and 
prop up its illusions over any commonly understood reality. 
4. It depends on a very aggressive campaign of agitation and propaganda to condition 
people to get with the programme. 
 

It thereby sows the conditions for totalitarianism. We have no choice but to speak out in 
the face of its censorship. 
 

 Stella Morabito, ‘The Transgender Movement is a Vehicle for Censorship and 
State Power’, 28 February 2016  http://stellamorabito.net/  
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Generally they are respectful and grateful 
to the adults who raised them, but they are 
also keenly aware of the extent to which 
such adults may have used, abused and 
manipulated them for their own selfish 
purposes. They can love and feel fondness 
for a guardian and still know the person 
was selfabsorbed and callous to their 
personal hurt. And many of them are mad 
about what happened. 






Lesbian mums have done something cruel 
by forcing kids to grow up with a gaping 
void that their peers never feel. There are 
children whose fathers die, of course, but 
most often these children have a tombstone 
to visit and their widowed mothers will sit 
them down and tell them sentimental tales 
about what their father was like. That’s not 
like having a lesbian mum who can’t bear 
the thought of your dad, the reflection of 
you as a male, sharing your home and 
actually being part of your life. 

I used to be timid about criticising lesbian 
mums, but not anymore. People have been 
too reserved about telling them to their 
faces that their families are abusive and 
their decision to deprive children of fathers 
a gross crime… Every child has a father. 
The lesbian couple raising a child has 
simply decided to steal the child from his 
father and to steal the father from his child. 
That’s wrong. 



      
    

      
     
     
   
      




Jephthah’s Children  
      
 
     
   
     









      
       




Social acceptance of genderless marriage is 
guiding society towards a major shift in 
power from individuals to the state… Since 
samesex couplings depend on third parties 
for reproduction, they invite government 
regulation on a massive scale, not just for 
samesex couples, but eventually, in the 
name of ‘equality’, for  families. 






‘This book is an uncensored chronicle of everything that has gone wrong because of the 
movement to normalise samesex parenting.’ So Robert Lopez commences his Preface to a 
volume that tells the stories of people with firsthand experience of being raised by samesex 
parent figures.
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Mitzy Lancaster:




Anonymous:


           



 Extracts taken from Jephthah’s Children. 
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[I]t is not okay for Catholic schools to be 
homophobic and antigay marriage… —it 
is not how we bring children up in this 
country. It is often veiled as religious cons
ervatism, and I have a problem with the 
expression “religious conservatism”, be
cause often it can be antiequalities.



     
    
   



It is extremely concerning that children can 
be excluded from mainstream education 
without sufficient checks on their wellbeing  

 

and integration. The Government should 
step up the safeguarding arrangements for 
children who are removed from main
stream education, and in particular those 
who do not commence mainstream school
ing at all. All children outside mainstream 
education should be required to register 
with local authorities and local authori
ties’ duties to know where children are 
being educated should be increased. It 
should also consider the standards against 
which home education is judged to be 
clear that divisive practices are not accept
able in any setting.



  

      



Even   independent  schools,  which  do  not  

 
 
have to follow the national curriculum and 
have a lot of autonomy on what and how 
they teach, are required to teach fundamen
tal British values on the principle that all 
children should be equipped to participate 
fully in British life. It seems wrong, there
fore, that this should not also be the case 
for homeeducated children. 


    
    



I would like to see what more can be done 
to make sure that we are on this home 
schooling thing more significantly, because 
it is growing. If home schooling were 
diminishing, it would not be such an issue, 
would it? That is the way of public policy: 
where our numbers or issues are getting 
larger, we need to pay more attention to 
them and have more of a look at them; if 
the numbers were getting smaller and 
diminishing, we would worry less.
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Ibid.


 Dame Louise Casey, The Casey Review:  
review into opportunity and integration, 
Department for Communities and Local 
Government, December 2016.  




Dame Louise Casey has called on the government to require all holders of 
public office to swear an oath to British values. The obligation would apply to 
civil servants, school governors and local councillors, among others. 


            




Increase standards of leadership and integrity in public office, by: 
Ensuring that British values such as respect for the rule of law, equality and tolerance 
are enshrined in the principles of public life and developing a new oath for holders of 
public office. 




      


Professor Julian Rivers
      Dr Peter Saunders    







 Further details will accompany the next issue of the bulletin. Please note the date 
in your diary now and plan to join us if you are able. 



