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NOUS SOMMES

CHARLIE

Secular Society President Gush Bhumbra giving a TV interview during the Je Suis Charlie vigil at the Clocktower 

Leicester joined the people of Paris in 

solidarity over the murders at the 

Charlie Hebdo magazine. 

 

Bhumbra spoke to the crowd on 

behalf of the Society and told them 

that:

“We must stand for our right to free 

expression or we will lose that right. 

This barbarous attack on the free 

press deserves only our contempt 

and commitment to maintain 

freedom of expression. 

The passive acquiescence of our 

media and politicians in self-

The 

demonstration was initiated by 

Parisian Silvio Verrier to coincide 

with the unity march in Paris. The 

Secular Society played a key role in 

bringing out support and many 

members were present. A group of 

French law students brought T lights 

and sang the Marseilles. Gush

censorship has been part of the 

problem. We must not be afraid to 

criticize, parody or ridicule any 

organization or ideology we 

disagree with and oppose ignorance, 

superstition and pompous behavior. 

Blasphemy

The claims and images of one 

religion are regarded as blasphemies 

by another. Unless we accept the 

right of others to express their views, 

no matter that we find them 

offensive, then we cannot have 

freedom of religion and belief. This 

is particularly important in such a 

religiously diverse city as Leicester. 

Those who advocate further 

censorship of cartoonists and writers 

will only embolden the murderous 

outrages of these criminals. Silence 

is no longer an option. Silence only 

gives succour to the terrorists.” 

SILENCE IS NOT AN OPTION

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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S e c u l a r H a l l
at the 

Leicester Secularist 

Sunday 18th January, 6.30pm: 
Meaning in Mental Health. Dr Peter Miller, CEO of Leics 
Partnership NHS MH Trust, will present research
and personal views on meaning and purpose in
maintaining good mental health.

Sunday 25th January, 6.30pm: Burns Night!
Traditional celebration of the works of Rabbie
Burns with pipes, poetry and performance.
Includes traditional fare and a shot of Scotch. £8
per head (£6.50 members and concessions).
Licensed bar. Book with Mike on 0116 270 3335.

Sunday 1st February, 6.30pm: 
Islam and secularism - is there common ground? Dr Usama 
Hasan of the Quilliam Foundation. Most Muslim-majority 
countries have an ongoing tussle between Islamists and 
secularists. Is there such a thing as ‘Islamic secularism’?

Sunday 8th February, 6.30pm: 
Headstrong session. Come along and bring any topic of your 
choosing for discussion in an informal setting. 

Sunday 15th February, 6.30pm:
‘Comedy Sale Pt II’ . Sanderson Jones (of Sunday Assembly 
fame) performs his award-winning stand-up show as part of 
Leicester Comedy Festival. Booking essential. £10, 
concessions £8. Licensed bar.Tickets from Mike on 0116 270 
3335 or through the Festival box office (fee) at 
http://www.comedyfestival.co.uk, phone: 0116 242 3595.

Tuesday 17th February, 7pm: 
The Annual Darwin Lecture. Drug and alcohol policy - time 
for a new scientific enlightenment. Prof. David Nutt of 
Imperial College London calls for a new science–based drug 
and alcohol policy. One-time chair of the Advisory 
Committee on the Misuse of Drugs, Prof. Nutt is a leading 
international scientist and thinker. Please book your (free) 
place with Mike Burden on 0116 270 3335.

Sunday 22nd February, 6.30pm: 
Religion, witchcraft and a fleet of jets! Leading Nigerian 
secularist Leo Igwe exposes the greed and cynicism of 
Nigeria’s Christian ‘witch-hunters’.

Sunday 1st March, 6.30pm: 
If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it. In the light of the Scottish 
independence referendum Alistair Jones of DMU asks what 
needs to change in our constitution.

Sunday 8th March, 6.30pm: 
International Women’s Day event with the Fawcett 
Society. Education and Muslim girls. Dr Saeeda Shah of 
Leicester University discusses the education of girls in 
Pakistan and in the Muslim diaspora in the UK. 

Quorn Grange Hotel, 
33 Wood Lane Quorn Leics Le12 8DB

7.30pm Friday 13th March, 
Tickets: £6 in advance, £8 on the door

Box office: tel 01509 412167 - & via Leicester T.U.C.

Anyone wanting to help - especially setting out 

the tables etc should contact Mike Burden or 

Hamish Whiteley

advertisers announcement

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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Non-religious Breakthrough 
in NHS Hospital Chaplaincy
After many years of campaigning 

Leicester looks set to create the country's 

first specifically non-religious paid 

hospital chaplaincy post. This privilege 

has been hitherto restricted to Christians 

and other religions.

Eleanor Davidson writes:

Back in 2005 I challenged Mark 

Burleigh – Leicester hospitals' Head 

of Chaplaincy – about the lack of 

provision for the non-religious.  He 

pointed out that his Team's role is 'to 

provide religious, spiritual and 

pastoral care to patients, visitors and 

staff of all faiths or no faith'.  The 

status quo was that the religious 

employees should care for those who 

professed no religion.  So, although 

the lack of non-religious chaplains 

didn't mean there was no provision 

for people of no religion it was an 

unsatisfactory arrangement.

Furthermore, I saw this as a violation 

o f  e q u a l  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  i n  

employment as well as being 

preposterous to imply that the non-

re l ig ious  were  incapable  of  

providing this kind of care.

Dialogue

Following discussions, Mark invited 

me to join the team as a volunteer.  I 

accepted and have continued in the 

role for the last nine years – in spite of 

the hostility of some of the team 

members back then.  My aim has 

been to raise the profile of the needs 

of non-religious individuals in the 

hospital community and to get rid of 

the employment discrimination.  

The non-religious do not seek 

confrontation nor, indeed, to convert 

others.  Our aim is to meet and enjoy 

respectful dialogue, to share goals 

and disappointments within the 

mainstream of  our  d iverse ,  

egalitarian society - in hospitals as 

elsewhere in our lives.  

So, I was happy to be part of the 

department 's  wider team of  

volunteers which also now includes 

Baha'i, Buddhist, and Jewish 

representatives.  I met some 

wonderful people at the hospitals 

and, of course, encountered their 

sadness and joy.  What we have in 

common – our humanity – is more 

important than what divides us.  The 

non-religious do not worship or fear 

a god or gods, or the supernatural.  

They do not expect an afterlife.  We 

have the same “spiritual” needs as 

our religious counterparts – it's just 

that we use different vocabulary to 

express our requirements for 

solidarity and bonding in support, 

caring, talking things over.  Exactly 

l i k e  o t h e r  m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  

c o m m u n i t y  i n  t h e  h o s p i t a l  

e n v i r o n m e n t  w e  f a c e  f e a r ,  

indecision, hurt, bewilderment and, 

hopefully sometimes, joy.  Whatever 

the situation, it feels good to receive 

pastoral care from someone with 

similar life views.

Policy difference

I did not support the National 

Secular Society policy that all public 

funding should be withdrawn from 

all chaplaincy services (in prisons, 

education, etc., as well as hospitals) 

because my experience and the 

support of the people I visited in 

hospital reinforced my belief in its 

value.  I could not support the British 

Humanist Association's policy on 

promoting voluntary provision – 

e f f e c t i ve l y  m a k i n g  t h e  j o b  

inaccessible for anyone without 

some other income, and maintaining 

the NHS's lack of adherence to their 

equality and diversity agenda.  

Nonetheless, after years of what 

seemed fruitless campaigning and 

from the
editor

No More Self 
Censorship?
Just a year ago, the Secularist 

criticised the media for self 

censoring the ‘Jesus and Mo’ 

cartoons. This followed death 

threats to Maajid Nawaz after he 

tweeted a Jesus and Mo picture. 

Now 12 people have been 

murdered. The  murderers were 

enforcing that same blasphemy 

code. It is a code which is deeply 

entrenched within much of Islam.

We do not argue for complete free 

speech. Even in a democracy like 

our, own free speech has its limits. 

However, one of those limits is 

not and must never be causing 

“offence.” Free speech without 

the right to offend is the 

proverbial chocolate fireguard.

The whole purpose of freedom of 

speech is to enable the airing of 

views that people will disagree 

on, however strongly. 

However, it is no long possible to 

argue that free speech and free 

expression are important in one 

breath and then maintain that we 

have to be “respectful” and not 

cause offence in another. Charlie 

Hebdo has changed all of that. 

Maybe the media should be more 

honest and admit that the real 

reason for self censorship is not 

respect, but simply fear. It is a fear 

born of a vicious and deadly 

blasphemy code imposed by 

religious terrorists.

Through self censorship, the 

media not only failed to report the 

n e w s  p r o p e r l y,  b u t  a l s o  

reinforced the very religious 

taboo that lay behind the death 

threats to Nawaz.

Continued overleaf on page 4

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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Should the Society have any involvement with Charitable Status?

Many of our members have 

emotional difficulties with the 

concept of the Leicester Secular 

Society becoming a charity, 

having concerns as to the 

limitations this would place on 

our freedom of action. 

While charity law would place 

restrictions on Political activity it 

is unlikely that it would change 

the way in which we currently 

campaign.

Campaigning

Charities can campaign on any 

matters pertinent to their 

objectives. It can perhaps be best 

summed up as “charities may 

oppose the government but they 

may not fight it”. It is the 

difference between an opponent 

and an enemy. A charity can 

oppose government policy, 

w h i c h  c o n f l i c t s  w i t h  i t s  

objectives, but it may not work to 

remove that government.

B.H.A.

The controversy over Cameron's 

“Christian Britain” statement 

illustrates that a charity such a 

the BHA can strongly oppose 

those in government without 

threatening its charitable status. 

Many other examples can be 

found in its “News" section of the 

BHA website. What it cannot do 

is urge its members and others to 

support other political parties to 

depose the government or 

provide funds to opposition 

groups. I'd submit that the 

Society, as currently constituted, 

would not wish to do this in any 

event.

Political Implications

John Catt

being fobbed off with 'not yet' – 

'chaplaincy is a special case' – from 

various sources at the hospitals, I 

came to  agree  that  i f  the  

institutional discrimination against 

the non-religious is to go on then it 

was indeed time to stop all public 

funding for chaplaincy.

Non-Religious Chaplain

However, I am now delighted to 

report that Head of Chaplaincy has 

decided to employ a full-time non-

religious member of the chaplaincy 

team for UHL Leicester.  This is 

indeed a fair and necessary step 

forward which, I hope, will 

eventually be implemented 

throughout the country. 

Discussions are beginning to take 

place to determine the job 

description, qualifications and 

experience required.  It is hoped 

the post will be advertised in the 

Spring/Summer.  I look forward to 

this new era of equality in 

chaplaincy and wish the new 

postholder(s) well in this excellent 

initiative. 

A More Tolerant City

In a democratic society, all things 

evolve and change.  Many people 

are of the opinion that hospital 

chaplaincy is a waste of NHS 

money and that there is no clinical 

benefit from chaplaincy.  In these 

times of faith-segregated education 

and society dominated by religious 

privilege, one hopes that the 

a d d i t i o n  o f  n o n - r e l i g i o u s  

representat ives  in  hospi ta l  

chaplaincy will steer Leicester, at 

least, towards being an even more 

tolerant city and county than it is 

already.

Please join us at a meeting re this 

initiative as below:

http://www.leicestershospitals.nhs

. u k / a b o u t u s / o u r -

news/marvellous-medicine-2015/

If for some reason a group of 

members did wish to support a 

particular political party such as 

UKIP (an unlikely event I would 

suggest) then there would be 

nothing to prevent them forming 

a separate group with its own 

organising committee and 

funding. The Society, if a charity, 

could report the formation of such 

a group to its members, but it 

would not be able to provide 

specific support or funding. It 

would be able to let out the Hall to 

such a group on its normal 

commercial terms.

Administrative implications

The administrative implications 

for a charity are not very much 

greater than for a limited 

company. There are some changes 

in the way that the financial 

accounts have to be presented and 

the annual report needs to be 

much more comprehensive in 

order to meet the requirement to 

“tell the Charity Commission and 

the public about their activities”.

Contuned from page 3

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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The Normalisation of Pornography 

the image of Hugh Hefner's 

Playboy Club bunnies when there is 

talk of porn. This is far removed 

from that. Anna Bridges' research, 

the only peer-reviewed research on 

the subject found that 82% of porn 

films include aggression, gagging 

being the most common. Standard 

imagery such as double penetration 

debases women. 

The average age of boys first 

viewing porn is now 11.5 years. 

They google 'porn' and get free sites 

which show sexual sadism and 

violence. Young people need 

healthy sex and relationships 

education, otherwise their sex 

education, for boys and young men, 

will come from internet porn.

If Black people were regularly 

called 'dirty niggers' we would 

rightly say this is racist. In internet 

porn, women are regularly called 

dirty sluts, bitches, whores etc. and 

companies are making huge profits 

by monetising porn, that is, driving 

free traffic (those young boys) to 

paid sites.

F a b i a n  T h y l m a n n ,  G e r m a n  

entrepreneur and porn king's 

company Manwin owns 6 out of the 

10 most popular porn sites. This 

company gave money to the 

campaign in LA against measure B - 

a law to require porn actors to wear 

condoms. The FSC - Free Speech 

Coalition, a wing of the porn 

industry, favours girls who look 

under 18, opening the way for child 

porn.

The message from this lecture was 

that we don't want to ban it, we need 

to talk about it and show evidence 

of what is happening.

What can young women do about it, 

when in student houses, young men 

are openly watching porn on their 

mobiles in shared kitchens? The 

issue of porn is a battleground, 

including how we understand 

' l iberal '  democracy. Even in 

academia there are debates between 

pro-sex, pro-porn and anti-porn 

proponents. Dr Brunskell-Evans is a 

founder member of the UK 

campaign Stop Porn Culture.

Review - Helen Everett

Internet Pornography: Ethics and the Invisible Man

Dr Heather Brunskell-Evans (University of Leicester) 
Dr. Heather Brunskell-Evans, 

Research Associate, Centre for 

Medical  Humanit ies  at  the  

University of Leicester

Ordinary guys are watching 

internet pornography - fathers, 

brothers, husbands, doctors. This 

is so prevalent and normalised 

now that men under 35 years will 

disclose that they do. This finding 

after 2 years of study  was the start 

of Heather Brunskell-Evans' eye-

opening and frequently shocking 

talk.

Dr Brunskell-Evans poses the 

question: can internet porn, its 

production and consumption, 

comply with secular ethics?

She began with a showing of Gail 

Dines' 30 minute film Pornland: 

How the Porn Industry has hijacked 

our Sexuality. This was preceded by 

a strong health warning about the 

nature of the images contained in 

the film. As a result, 3 people chose 

to leave the room for the film.

The film was a critique of the 12 

bil l ion dollar internet porn 

industry. The internet has made 

porn affordable, anonymous and 

accessible. Porn drives the internet. 

1 in 4 hits on the world wide web are 

to porn sites. Now they are working 

on streaming porn on hand held 

mobiles.

I found much of the film revolting, 

disgusting, violent and brutal as it 

showed how internet porn films are 

made and the extreme images of 

hardcore porn - it is now all 

hardcore we were told. Women in 

the porn industry are prostituted - it 

is prostitution on screen.

Most middle-aged women retain 

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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Brave, Honest, Incorruptible, 

Thorough. These are words, among 

many,  used to  descr ibe  the  

indefatigable Charles Bradlaugh. 

H i s  s t a t u e  l o o m s  l a r g e  i n  

Northampton, casting a watchful eye 

upon the town. Many may have 

strolled through the fields named 

after him, or enjoyed a pint in the pub 

bearing his name. Yet who is Mr. 

Bradlaugh and what exactly did he 

do? How did the boy from Hoxton 

become the 'Bellowing Blasphemer 

of Northampton'?

Living 'one degree above a slum' and 

leaving school aged eleven were not 

unusual in Victorian England. 

Neither was belief in Christianity. In 

childhood, Bradlaugh's only major 

'transgression' was being falsely 

accused of stealing a sugar loaf. Yet 

aged sixteen he was to face a much 

more serious accusation, one that 

was  eventually to come true.

Sunday School Teacher

As a promising Sunday school 

teacher, Bradlaugh was tasked with 

the study of the Four Gospels by his 

Reverend, John Graham Packer. 

Despite his limited education, 

Bradlaugh was a clever lad and was 

perfect to face the inquisition of the 

visiting Bishop of London. In doing 

so however, Bradlaugh spotted 

inconsistencies and sought advice. 

Denounced immediately as an 

atheist, Packer suspended him from 

his duties. In desperation, Bradlaugh 

'flung himself down' before God. Yet 

the accusation was true. Bradlaugh 

just did not know it yet.

Unable to 'rest with an undecided 

mind', Bradlaugh drifted to Atheism. 

That was however at a cost. Still 

furious, Packer ordered him to 

change his opinions 'or lose his 

situation'. Bradlaugh chose the latter. 

Aged 16 he left both home and job. 

Trying his hand as a coal merchant, 

he lost his major customer, a baker, 

for she feared her 'bread would smell 

of brimstone'. Life started as it meant 

to go on. 

Kill the Infidel!

Uncompromising and unashamed, 

Bradlaugh was a powerful orator 

and leader. While unable to deny the 

undefined, his attacks on religion 

and the God of the Bible were met 

with hostility. In Guernsey, the cry 

was 'Kill the Infidel!' Stones were 

thrown,  l ec tures  d is rupted .  

Authorities would deny him access 

to rooms he had lawfully hired. One 

individual wished to stab him. Yet 

Bradlaugh was undeterred. Where 

he met resistance, he resolved to 

return. This came at a great cost to 

health and finances, and apparently 

a few hats too.

National Secular Society  

Bradlaugh's establishment of the 

National Secular Society in 1866 

symbolised his meteoric rise. His 

lectures had revived secularism and 

he had replaced its 'father', George 

J a c o b  H o l yo a k e ,  a s  l e a d e r.  

Bradlaugh was a stern leader, but 

effective. Those who crossed him 

were often outcast soon after. 'I am 

not a soldier, but a citizen', lamented 

George Foote. When a close friend, 

Charles Watts, refused to defend in 

court a work advocating birth 

control, Bradlaugh was furious. Free 

publication was of paramount 

importance. The publication of his 

own version, alongside new friend 

Annie Besant, resulted in their own 

prosecution. While escaping on a 

t e c h n i c a l i t y,  t h e  s e c u l a r i s t  

movement split. Bradlaugh desired 

human happiness and free speech, 

some saw the work as obscene. His 

' d i c t a t o r i a l '  a p p r o a c h  a n d  

favouritism toward Besant sparked 

anger. Yet this was no tyrant. 

Bradlaugh was a family man who 

would never raise a hand to his 

Liam Howley

children. He lost both a wife and a 

child before 1880. Protecting the 

movement he loved was always 

costly. However, a new battle was to 

bring old friends back from the cold. 

Republican

Bradlaugh des i red  to  enter  

Parliament. A republican and a 

democrat in the spirit of Thomas 

Paine, Bradlaugh was a man of 

politics also. A staunch individualist, 

he disliked socialism and hated 

hereditary privilege. Socialism was 

too vague, too foreign, and too 

violent even. The Monarch, for 

Bradlaugh, symbolised unearned 

privilege and religious authority. As 

a man of peace and conscious of 

F r a n c e ,  B r a d l a u g h  s o u g h t  

republicanism on a legal footing and 

would turn away should there be the 

prospect of bloodshed. Respectful of 

the law, he was dexterous in a 

courtroom and impressed many a 

judge with his preparation. All in all 

he wanted change for the better, 

gradual reform. No 'dead level 

e q u a l i t y ' ,  b u t  e q u a l i t y  o f  

opportunity for each individual. A 

seat in the House of Commons 

Charles Bradlaugh: Life and Struggles

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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would help him achieve his vision. 

Electioneering

Bradlaugh first fought the two 

member seat of Northampton in 

1868, but acknowledged he was 

unlikely to win. Every story was 

used against him, including that he 

had asked God to prove his existence 

by striking him down. The local 

Mercury believed he had better 

chance of becoming Archbishop of 

Canterbury. Yet Bradlaugh fought 

not as an atheist, but as a politician. 

While only gaining 1,068 votes, he 

had made a name for himself in the 

radical town. Election colours of 

mauve, green, and white were put 

together, even a song was written 

e n t i t l e d  ' B r a d l a u g h  f o r  

Northampton', which can be found 

on his statue today. He was mobbed 

in the streets, a sort of celebrity. The 

Liberals, in 1880, officially selected 

him. Northampton elected him. 

Would Parliament be so accepting of 

the notorious atheist? 

Walter L. Arnstein has covered the 

'Bradlaugh Case' superbly well, but I 

hope to give a taste of it here. In 

short, the atheist was considered 

immoral, the republican disloyal, 

and the constituency that elected 

him foolish. For William Gladstone, 

the devout Christian, it was 

distasteful. For the Conservatives, it 

was a stick to beat the opposition.

Feared No God

For Bradlaugh, it was quite simple. 

He had a lawful duty to his 

constituents and he would fulfil it. 

To affirm was decorous, but to swear 

the oath was no problem. After all, 

the oath was a meaningless 

formality. Publically declaring that 

fact in a national newspaper 

however was another matter.   

It was decided that Bradlaugh could 

not affirm. Neither could he take the 

oath. It would not, his opponents 

cr ied,  be  binding upon his  

conscience.  The atheist  was 

immoral, he feared no God! 

Northampton had, after all, elected 

the 'Cerberus of atheism, treason, 

and filth'. To them this was no 

constitutional matter, it  was 

personal. It also hurt Gladstone and 

the opposition knew it. It was a stone 

around his neck.  

Physically Removed from 
Parliament

For six years the case went on. When 

both the affirmation and oath were 

denied, Bradlaugh refused to back 

down and ended up in the Clock 

Tower. When barred from the 

House, he attempted entry and was 

physically removed. After by-

election defeats, Gladstone finally 

accepted the need for legislative 

action, but was defeated. By-

elections were called and Bradlaugh 

was re-elected. Northampton 

wanted him and Northampton 

would have him. It was, quite 

simply, their right. When, in 1880, 

Bradlaugh could affirm, he was 

immediately subject to a £500 

penalty for voting without having 

taken the proper oath. His legal skill, 

'thorough' nature, and downright 

persistence saved him from the 

bankruptcy his opponents so 

desperately desired, to disqualify 

him from taking his seat. Four times 

Bradlaugh pleaded in vain from the 

Bar of the House. This time, it 

seemed, his persuasive oratory was 

not getting through.

Swears the Oath

On the 13th January 1886 it all ended 

relatively anti-climatically. A new 

Speaker simply allowed him to swear 

the oath. As an M.P, Bradlaugh 

remained honest as ever and, in 1888, 

saw through the passage of his 

Affirmation Bill. His struggle would 

not be repeated. As the 'Member for 

India', he stood up for a nation 

without a voice and was warmly 

received when he visited her. Ireland 

was also his friend, privilege still his 

enemy.

His struggles had taken their toll. On 

the 30th January 1891, Bradlaugh 

drew his last breath. Only 57, he still 

had much left to offer his country and 

the world. His name will be forever 

associated with Northampton and 

his statue will watch over her for 

evermore. His life so full, this brief 

article can only cover some of it. 

There is much more to tell.       

Charles Bradlaugh being evicted from 

the House of Commons in 1880 after his 

first attempt to take his seat as MP for 

Northampton.

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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The International Humanist and Ethical Union (IHEU) has consistently protested the prosecution and 

detention of Raif Badawi, and unreservedly condemns the punishment. 

MP “rejoices” To Live In Country With Established Church
The Local Government (Religious etc. Observances) 

Bill to allow councillors to be summoned to pray has 

passed a further stage on its race to becoming law. 

The Private Members Bill, tabled by Jake Berry MP, a 

member of the Conservative Christian Fellowship, is 

backed by both Government and Labour front benches 

and would permit prayers in the official business of 

local authority meetings. Although the vast majority of 

private members' bills fail for lack of being allocated 

time to proceed, this Bill has been given the highest 

priority by the Government who are not only 

allocating the time, but fast-tracking it.

The Bill is designed to overturn a High Court ruling 

that the practice of holding prayers during council 

meetings was unlawful. The ruling resulted from an 

application by the National Secular Society and a 

councillor who objected to such prayers.

The discussion of the Bill, for example, saw MPs 

compare the prohibition on council prayer during 

meetings to the anti-Semitism of Nazi Germany, 

and blame "rampant secularism" for "damaging the 

fabric of the nation.” Jake Berry said that he rejoiced 

"to live in a country where we have an established 

faith." 

NSS Campaigns Manager Stephen Evans said  

"Councillors who wish to do so are perfectly at 

liberty to meet and pray before the meeting, or have 

a period of silent reflection during it. As we have 

repeatedly made clear, we have no problem with 

either; that cannot reasonably be described as 

'intolerant'.

"The effect of this legislation would be to compel all 

councillors to attend prayers during official 

business should councils opt to do so, or else force 

them to leave whilst religious observances are 

taking place if they don't want to sit through them." 

from the National Secular Society

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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How democratic is the EU? 

The last edition of the Leicester Secularist reported on a 

poll asking if religion does more harm than good. I am 

grateful to be given this space to provide a more nuanced 

response to this, and so explain why I have become a 

keen member of the Sunday Assembly.

The recent events in Paris, the murderous attack on the 

writers of the satirical magazine Charlie Hebdo, display 

clearly the dangers of a narrow ideology. People in the 

grip of such an ideology - seduced by the certainties it 

offers, offered no escape from its internal logic - may find 

themselves doing monstrous things, even where the 

ideology springs from relatively benign premises. The 

nature of narrow ideology is that it brands anyone who 

does not whole-heartedly subscribe to the ideology as 

enemy, and thereby justifies attacks upon them.

Death Cult

As it happens, the French murderers were in the grip of 

an Islamist ideology, a kind of death-cult built piecemeal 

from selective Islamic teachings. And there are reasons 

to think that religion by its nature provides fertile soil for 

those who wish to grow narrow ideologies, even though 

most religious people are not ideologues. So one way in 

which religion can be said to do harm is by promoting or 

allowing the growth of narrow ideologies, which can 

lead people into monstrous acts. 

However, religion's propensity to lead to harm I think 

springs from one of the ways in which it actually does 

good: it helps to provide meaning to life. Consider a 

'scientific' view of the world. The scientific method 

works by restricting its descriptions of the world to 

patterns of simple objects and mathematical formulae. 

As Darwin said about evolution: there is grandeur in this 

view of life. But it's not a world designed for everyday 

living.

A Source of Meaning

Our everyday world is permeated with other people: their 

hopes, ideas, triumphs, failures, loves, desires. And it's not 

just the living – the dead live on in art, in tradition, in 

culture. We live in a rich world soaked in the meanings 

given to it by others of our kind. Religion, taken broadly, 

helps to provide this rich source of meaning. It provides a 

historical context to people's lives. It brings communities 

and nations together in shared experience. The fact that it 

does so often by making dubious claims to literal truth is 

unfortunate, but mostly beside the point. 

Of course, there are all kinds of non-religious traditions 

and shared experiences. But religion tries to talk to our 

most fundamental concerns. For most people the most 

meaningful things in life are birth, death and love. It is 

unsurprising that the most powerful religious ceremonies 

relate to the birth of a child, the death of a family member, 

the bonding with a partner - these are the pivots on which 

our lives turn.

Religion Can Do Harm and Good

Religion also tries to take on serious moral issues, issues 

about how we should live our lives, how we should treat 

others. Clearly religion can be as simplistic in this realm as 

any other institution. But helpfully it provides public 

spaces – churches – in which moral issues are addressed 

and taken seriously. It also provides a rich history of folk 

who have tried to take on these issues, as well as stories 

and fables which have been selected as enlightening. 

So my more nuanced answer to the initial poll may be put 

thus: religion can do good by adding meaning to life, 

especially in the realms of moral thought. And it can do 

harm in that it can result in narrow ideologies, which are 

often incubators of evil. And I don't know how to weigh 

these against each other.

But could there be some kind of institution which 

provides the positive aspect of religion, whilst avoiding 

the negative? In the Sunday Assembly movement I hope 

to have found this. We adopt most of the outward forms of 

a church – sermons, worship, hymns, etc. – but strip these 

of a commitment to any supernatural entity. Instead of 

sermons we have talks from academics, professionals, etc. 

We wonder at things in the world which are 

unquestionably awe-inspiring, regardless of their 

provenance. And our hymns are pop songs!

Sunday Assembly is surely about the same kind of 

business as mainstream religion: its creed is to 'Live better. 

Help often. Wonder more'. But given that its members are 

from a wide variety of backgrounds, and usually of a 

sceptical nature, I doubt we'll soon be spawning cadres of 

people dedicated to killing in our name. 

Institutional Wisdom

But what about the positive aspect? Aside from the 

various good consequences of any kind of social activity, 

can it help provide meaning to life, especially in the moral 

arena? This, I think, will take time. It is sometimes hard to 

see what might bind such a disparate group together. But 

what makes it hard also offers an opportunity. The 

different backgrounds of the people, and their dislike of 

narrow ideology, means that we are able to mine any 

tradition for insight. We can develop our own traditions 

and ceremonies, our own idiosyncratic culture without 

being constrained by priorities that only made sense 

thousands of years ago. With work and commitment – 

mixed in with the fun – I hope that we can develop an 

institutional wisdom that will offer not simplistic 

authoritative answers to questions, but instead offer a 

multitude of helping hands to the inquisitive.

IN SUPPORT OF SUNDAY ASSEMBLY - Ewan McEachran 

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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Nelson Mandela said that injustice 

never goes away; it continues 

generat ion af ter  generat ion.   

Germany's great injustice was to 

slaughter six million of its citizens. 

Our local library has only four books 

about the Holocaust in the children's 

section and all of them state that 

Nazis were to blame. And it is not the 

whole truth. There is no mention of 

the Christian Church and its 

d a n g e r o u s  p r e j u d i c e s .  T h e  

underlying message is that now the 

Nazis (and young people think they 

were a separate tribe) have gone, the 

horror of the death camps cannot 

happen again. But it can happen 

again if future generations are not 

taught the whole truth. 

At my mother's knee I learnt that 

Jews killed Jesus and that is why 

God makes them wander homeless 

all over the world. Christianity with 

its two thousand years of anti-

Semitism, created a climate where 

Nazis could flourish. Where nice 

people like you and I could stand by, 

while fellow citizens, their friends 

and their children's friends were 

rounded up all over occupied 

Christian Europe and sent to death 

camps. 

In a frying pan, which was on the fire, 

and which was secured to the 

mantelshelf by a string, some sausages 

were cooking; and standing over them, 

with a toasting fork in his hand, was a 

very old shrivelled Jew, whose 

villainous-looking and repulsive face 

was obscured by a quantity of matted 

hair.

That was published in 1837, and 

reprinted here with shame. In the 

Oliver Twist, by Charles Dickens, is 

used today as a school text. In 

chapter  e ight  the  reader  i s  

introduced to Fagin: 

middle of the humorous novel 

Money  for  Noth ing  by  the  

wonderful P G Wodehouse comes 

this: 

“That man,” said Mr John, “looks like a 

Jewish black beetle.”

First published in 1928 this quote 

shows the casual acceptance of 

intolerance of Jews. These writers 

are not to be criticised. Nor is their 

work to be censured. Their thoughts 

and ideas were shaped by the 

religion and culture of their time. 

THE HUMAN MIND IS NOT FREE.

The trouble is the Christian world 

thinks it is normal to be against Jews. 

Central Europe, with its stunningly 

beautiful churches and devout 

congregations is at the heart of 

Christianity and historians continue 

to pose the question:  "How could 

Hitler do such terrible things while 

ordinary people looked on?"

They were not ordinary people. 

Al though there  were  many 

courageous acts of rescue, others 

were predisposed by their religion to 

look the other way. As Richard 

Dawkins says, “There are nice 

people and there are evil people, but 

for nice people to do evil it takes 

religion.”

The German philosopher Hans 

Kung, who is still in the church, said 

Nazi anti-Semitism would have 

been impossible without two 

thousand years of Christian anti-

Judaism. 

In the Second Vatican Council 

document of 1965 the Pope absolved 

present day Jews from responsibility 

for the death of Christ and this was a 

tremendously welcome statement.  

The trouble is people have never 

heard of it. 

The former Pope, Benedict. (who 

was in the Hitler Youth,) paved the 

A ‘colorized’ photo of Darwin by 

You can see more of his 

work on Facebook and the web. Just 

search for ‘colorized history.’ 

Zuzahin. 

Holocaust Memorial Day takes 

place on 27 January on the day of 

It is 

also  a time for everyone to pause to 

remember the millions of people who 

have been murdered or whose lives 

have  been changed beyond 

recognition during the Holocaust, 

Nazi Persecution and in subsequent 

genocides in Cambodia, Rwanda, 

Bosnia and Darfur. 

the 

liberation of Auschwitz-Birkenau, 

the largest Nazi death camp. 

Mary Rogers
A HISTORY LESSON

way for Pope John Paul the second, 

who turned a blind eye on the 

Holocaust, to be made a saint.

You couldn't make it up. What can be 

done? Well, I can write this. It's the 

least I can do for Julius, Rega and Uli, 

my murdered family. 

CHARLES DARWIN
February 12, 1809- April 19, 1882 

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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AS I PLEASEHamish Whiteley

AS I PLEASE
The National Health Service 

emergency provision is under great 

strain, partly I have to confess, 

because of the demands upon it by 

me and my family.  I fell on a rock in 

Bradgate Park and had to spend a 

night under observation, my aged 

mother had a fall just before 

Christmas and so spent the festive 

period on ward 23 at the LRI, and my 

daughter has recently had a 

premature baby that needed a lot of 

expert care.  

Even though the service is clearly 

under such strain, all of us received 

wonderful care and attention. As 

soon as the service comes under 

strain Circle Holdings announce that 

they no longer want to try and run 

Hinchinbrooke Hospital, which had 

recently been placed in special 

measures following a Care Quality 

Commission inspection.  While they 

scarper because they can no longer 

see a way of making a profit, the vast 

majority of NHS workers carry on 

working  in  an  increas ingly  

p r e s s u r e d  a n d  s t r e s s f u l  

environment, yet still managing to 

p r o v i d e  e x c e l l e n t  a n d  

compassionate care.

At Anu's feast I read a poem I wrote 

about my aging mother who suffers 

from dementia, and a couple of 

people have asked for a copy.  The 

poem only makes sense if you know 

that I was named David as a child, I 

only became known as Hamish years 

later for reasons too complicated and 

improbable to bore you with here.  

My mother of course, always called 

me David.

Little David

We sit in silence, Mother and I.

She knows me inexactly, hesitantly

She is not sure if I am her son, 

Or someone she once met many years 

ago

On a bus, perhaps.  It is all gone,

So she studies me, curiously.

Yesterday she told me she had been 

with David

In a car to a café, and than back to her 

house for tea!

I said 'I am David,' and she said 'No, 

not you,

I mean little David, you know, my 

boy.'

We sit in the silence.  

I had thought Little David was gone

And did not know he still lives on.

Strange that it is me that is going,

For even when I visit, I am gone,

But little David, he takes mother out

To the café, and is living on.

And will do till we both are gone.

Prof. David Nutt is an expert psychiatrist, 
neuropsychopharmacologist and Chair of the 
Independent Scientific Committee on Drugs. In 
2008, he was made world famous by former 
Home Secretary Jacqui Smith who fired him from 
the British Government's Advisory Council on the 
Misuse of Drugs. This was for providing the 
British Government and the public with advice 
about drugs based on science. 

This wasn't a major setback for the professor, 
who wasn't on the government payroll and was 
being flatly ignored by the government anyway, 
but in the short time that he has been free from 
interference a lot of good has come from his 
liberation. 

Please book your (free) place with Mike Burden 
on 0116 270 3335.

THE DARWIN LECTURE

Drug and alcohol policy: 
Time for a New Scientific 
Enlightenment
Secular Hall: Tuesday 17th Feb, 7pm: 

Prof. David Nutt

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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Almost 60 Plymouth Brethren congregations have gained 

charitable status in the past year providing them with 

significant tax benefits. This is despite the Brethren’s 

"Doctrine of Separation", which says that they "make a 

commitment to eat and drink only with those with whom 

we would celebrate the Lord's Supper." 

The church is known for its strict regulations and teachings, 

and their website describes "radio and television as 

'pipelines of filth'." A spokesman for the church told Third 

Sector magazine that additional applications for charitable 

status are forthcoming.

No Public Benefit?
In 2009, the Commission refused an application  finding that 

the church did not meet the "public benefit" required of 

registered charities. This requirement comes from the 

Charities Act, which "removed the presumption of public 

benefit from certain classes of charity including religious 

charities." This meant that charities, including religious 

charities, had to demonstrate a public good, and could not 

simply rely on promoting their faith to gain registration 

with the Charity Commission.

However, the Trust was eventually given charitable status 

despite the Charity Commission's own report finding that 

the church operated 'predominantly' for the benefit of its 

own members. Newport West MP Paul Flynn called the 

"climb-down" by the Charity Commission a "cowardly" 

decision.

Stephen Evans, National Secular Society campaigns 

manager, said: "it is wrong that the benefits of charitable 

status – including huge tax breaks – can be applied to an 

organisation which is, at its core, a religious organisation, 

and not a charity.

Bishop sent to Prison for Fraud
Three other Christian charities have recently faced 

investigations  from the Charity Commission for a range of 

offences, including fraud and accounting irregularities. A 

fourth investigation was closed after trustees agreed to re-

pay £100,000 back to the charity.

The first charity, Bethel United Church of Jesus Christ 

Apostolic UK, whose website speaks of the "privilege" and 

"duty" of donating to the Church, was left facing further 

action by the regulator after a bishop "misappropriated" 

£186,000 of the charity's funds. The bishop was sentenced to 

two years in prison for fraud earlier this year.

The Commission found that "several trustees had 

been aware of the suspected fraud for some time, but 

had originally attempted to deal with the problem 

without reporting it to the police." Since then, the 

charity was found to have taken "very little action" on 

the failure of their financial controls. One branch of 

the church was still paying a stipend to the 

imprisoned bishop. Bethel United Church was 

registered with the Charity Commission in 1995 to 

"advance the Christian religion in the UK."

The second charity, the Ethiopian Orthodox Tewahdo 

Church, is now the subject of an inquiry after the 

church's "repeated failure to file annual accounts" 

and the reported "misapplication" of the charity's 

assets.

Charitable funds “Misapplied”
The Charity Commission is also understood to be 

looking at the UK Winners' Chapel of Nigerian 

bishop David  The follows an 

Bishop 

 is 

The Winners' Chapel is now looking to open an 

independent school in Kent. NSS campaign manager 

Stephen Evans told BBC News that, "the 

Metropolitan Police this year alone have investigated 

Oyedepo  allegation  

that charitable funds were "misapplied." 

Oyedepo known as the 'witch-slapping pastor' and 

is thought to be worth more than £90 million. The 

Guardian reported that Oyedepo's UK branch had 

"received more than £16 million in tithes between 

2008 and 2011." He made headlines in 2011 after 

slapping a teenage girl during a church service. The 

girl was knelt in front of the Bishop when he called 

her a "foul devil", hit her and accused her of being a 

"witch". The Bishop ended the encounter by telling 

the girl she was "free to go to hell." 

Plymouth Brethren churches 
given charitable status

NATIONAL NEWS
from the National Secular Society

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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The annual dinner which the members and friends of 

the Secular Society have for a number of years 

provided for 140 poor and aged people was held in 

the above hall on Boxing Day. A very substantial 

repast of roast beef, roast mutton, and rabbit pies, 

with vegetables, was served, supplemented by plum 

pudding and mince pies. The aged guests heartily 

enjoyed themselves, and were looked after by a band 

of willing workers including Mrs. Carter, Mrs. 

Eastwood, Mrs. Marston, Mrs. Shingler, Mrs. 

Sharman, Mrs. Slater, Mrs. Thompson, Mrs. 

Wheatley, Miss Lee, Messrs. Carter, Corby, Hardy, 

Holland, King, Pell, Perkins, Potter, Lee, Marston, 

Newton, Sharpe, Thacker, Thompson, Wheatley, and 

Wilber. 

After ample justice had been done to the good things 

provided, the tables were spread with a plentiful 

supply of tobacco and "churchwardens," and the glass 

that cheers was temperately, though not stintingly, 

passed round. Mr. S. A. Gimson, in a few suitable 

words, expressed the pleasure it gave those 

responsible for the feast to meet again their old 

friends, who he heartily wished might enjoy a very 

happy new year, and live to attend many more such 

gatherings. Touching reference was made to the fact 

that one who had always taken a leading part in the 

proceedings was lying in a critical condition, and a 

resolution of sympathy was unanimously passed to 

Mr. and Mrs. Savage and family in their hour of 

sadness and affliction. 

The following programme was then gone through :— 

Overture, piano- forte, Mr. Naylor; songs by Mr. 

Wadham, Airs. Wheatley, Air. Jarvis, Air. Ellis, Miss 

Lee, Air. Roberts, and Mr. Spencer; duet, pianoforte, 

Air. Naylor and Master Carter: songs by Air. Jams, 

Air. Roberts, Mrs. Wheatley, Air. Wadham, Miss Lee, 

and Mr. Roberts, after which the guests and friends 

Joined in singing "Auld Lang Syne." Thus passed 

away one of the pleasantest afternoons many had 

enjoyed in their journey through life.

ITEMS FROM THE SECULAR SOCIETY’S PAST
O U R H I S T O R Y

Researched and edited by Ned Newitt

TREAT AT THE 
SECULAR HALL

Leicester Chronicle - Saturday 31 December 1892

27 cases of child abuse related to witch craft" and 

warned against allowing the church to open a UK 

school. 

Life Changing
The fourth Christian organisation is the Life 

Changing Ministries Church South Cheshire Trust, 

who recently came out of an inquiry after trustees 

agreed to re-pay £100,000 to the charity. The Charity 

Commission inquiry had found that funds meant for 

the charity were being paid into personal bank 

accounts and that the Life Changing Ministries Trust 

did not have "proper financial controls in place." The 

trustees claim the "inquiry came about as a result of 

complaints coming in about us… from a subversive 

group" who wanted to "destroy" the Trust.

55 Muslims Groups on ‘watchlist’
Meanwhile, the Charity Commission has placed 55 

unidentified Muslim groups on a watchlist, over fears 

that they "may be involved in radicalisation and 

extremism", according to The Times. The paper also 

reports that "nearly four out of ten formal inquiries 

recently begun by the regulator are into Muslim-

linked charities controlling tens of millions of 

pounds."

BOOK THE HALL
The Secular Hall can be booked for morning, 

afternoon or evening sessions. The hall offers a 

fully equipped kitchen, wi-fi and an accessible 

toilet. 

The booking rates are:

Large Hall 
(the Gimson Room)  

This hall seats up to 75 or up to 60 diners. A 
kitchen and multi media facilities are 
available. 

£31 per session, (£5 extra to use the kitchen 
for catering)

Small Meeting Room 
(the Harriet Law Room)

This meeting room will seat 10 people. 

£12 per session. 

The times of the sessions are:

Morning: 9 - 1pm 

Afternoon: 2 - 6pm 

Evening: 6:30 - 9:30pm

For more details or to book:

Chris Lloyd and Keith Buck of Talon

One step forward
One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 

have made suggestions.  I do hope that you 

will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 

appear to have lost our cook for the Burns 

supper so some society members are going to 
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One step backward

Cardinal Raymond Burke Somehow Blames 'Feminized' Church For Sexual Abuse Crisis

American Bishop Burke, a liturgical traditionalist as well 

as a doctrinal conservative who is renowned for wearing 

elaborate silk and lace vestments while celebrating Mass, 

said that “men need to dress and act like men in a way 

that is respectful to themselves, to women and to 

children.”

Didn't you always know that the some twisted bigot in a 

leading position in the Catholic church would end up 

blaming women for the fact that male priests repeatedly 

abused young boys all over the world. After all it couldn't 

possibly be the men who joined the church, the regime in 

the seminaries, the church's bizarre insistence on priests 

being 'celibate' and not marrying and the notion of 

infallibility.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, a senior American 

churchman in Rome who has been one of the most 

outspoken critics of Pope Francis’ push for reform, is 

roiling the waters yet again, this time arguing that the 

Catholic Church has become too “feminized.”

Burke, who was recently demoted from the Vatican’s 

highest court to a ceremonial philanthropic post, also 

pointed to the introduction of altar girls for why fewer 

men are joining the priesthood.

“Young boys don’t want to do things with girls. It’s just 

natural,” Burke said in an interview published on 

Monday (Jan. 5). “I think that this has contributed to a 

loss of priestly vocations.

“It requires a certain manly discipline to serve as an 

altar boy in service at the side of (a) priest, and most 

priests have their first deep experiences of the 

liturgy as altar boys,” the former archbishop of St. 

Louis told Matthew James Christoff, who heads a 

Catholic men’s ministry called the New 

Emangelization Project.

“If we are not training young men as altar boys, 

giving them an experience of serving God in the 

liturgy, we should not be surprised that vocations 

have fallen dramatically,” Burke said.

The Catholic Church dropped its ban on girls 

assisting the priests during Mass in 1983, and today 

it is common to see more girls than boys helping on 

the altar. Only one U.S. diocese, in Lincoln, Neb., 

still bars altar girls, though a number of individual 

parishes have barred them in hopes of encouraging 

more boys and men to consider the all-male 

priesthood.

In the interview, Burke also blamed gay clergy for 

the church’s sexual abuse crisis, saying priests “who 

were feminized and confused about their own 

sexual identity” were the ones who molested 

children.

Researchers have disputed that claim, and experts 

note that the reported rise in the number of gay men 

entering the priesthood since the 1980s coincided 

with a sharp drop-off in abuse cases.

Burke, 66, spoke to Christoff in December during a 

visit to La Crosse, Wis., where Burke served as 

Parents’ perspective: The Collective Worship dilemma
A parent speaks out about the damaging impact of excluding her 

young child from mandatory collective worship in school. (from 

the National Secular Society)

My four year old son has just started primary school. 

Starting school was a very exciting time for our family, we 

were looking forward to becoming part of the school 

community, so we were taken aback when we learned 

about the school's practices regarding collective worship, 

including daily recital of prayers.

The school, which is not a faith school, has not been explicit 

about its religious practices to parents. By chance, we 

spotted a prayer on the wall in reception, and were told by 

the school secretary (ahead of us accepting a place at the 

school) that such things like reciting prayers do not happen 

in this school. On another occasion a child giving us a tour 

pointed to a prayer on a birthday cake, which the children 

recite to celebrate birthdays. At the new parent induction, 

the Head did not discuss praying. There was a sheet buried 

in the school starter pack about collective worship, but it 

was not explicit about making children pray regularly 

during the school day.

Praying directly conflicts with our beliefs, and with our 

desire for our son to make up his own mind about the 

existence of gods when he is old enough to reflect on these 

questions for himself.

Concerned at our lack of choice in this matter, we had a 

meeting with the Head in which she explained that all 

children had to pray and sing songs worshipping god in 

order to meet the Standing Advisory Council for Religious 

Education (SACRE) guidelines. She also said she does the 

minimum required to meet the guidance; as far as she 

reasonably can. I did some research and passed this on to 

her, including an offer from the National Secular Society to 

help the school reform their collective worship, with a view 

to being inclusive of people of no-faith (or of different 

religions).

This time the Head replied saying prayer and Christian 

worship in hymns was part of the ethos of the school. They 

made one concession; revising the wording of the daily 

prayer for our child's class in Year R to a reflective 

statement rather than a Christian prayer. The statement is 

inclusive and we are happy with it. She also made it clear 

that from next year this concession would be withdrawn.

We went to the board of governors and were turned down 

again. They said we had the right to exclude our child from 

collective worship; as though this was a reasonable choice. 

As a parent, this is not an easy route to take.

Last month the school had harvest festival; our son took 

food. We asked the school to not include the one song 

worshipping 'god, the father', but they wouldn't change 

their mind. So we decided to use the withdrawal they had 

offered us.

Our son was taken out of assembly and was left sobbing 

outside the school hall listening to the other children 

singing and begging to go back in. Two teachers were 

physically stopping him going back. He is not a 

particularly confident or assertive child so he must have 

been really upset and confused by it all. Luckily my 

husband was at the assembly and was able to calm him 

down and let him go back in. That evening he quietly told 

me that he's had a "sad" day because he'd wanted to join in 

the singing.

How can this be offered as a reasonable solution for a 4 ½ 

year old child who doesn't understand what is going on? It 

is cruel; in his eyes he's being punished. He is the only 

child excluded. We can't, and won't, do that to him again. 

But as parents, where does this leave us? We don't want 

him to pray in school, which should be a place of 

education, not a place of worship. How can a child tell the 

difference between fact (science, maths) and matters of 

opinion (religion) when both are delivered by the teachers 

they look up to?

As for the birthday celebrations, linking birthdays with 

prayers to god (which only some families believe in) 

during 'birthday assemblies' is not at all fair in my eyes. 

Considering we found out about these prayers by 

accident, many parents must be unaware that this even 

happens… or perhaps they just choose not to think about 

it.

I understand some schools do have more inclusive forms 

of collective worship, and our local authority, Herts, states 

that collective worship should be relevant to both those of 

faith and no-faith, it also says children should not be made 

to recite prayers. However when we spoke to them they 

said prefacing the prayer with 'for those of you that wish to 

you can join in the prayer' makes it inclusive.

I have argued that bringing prayer and religious worship 

into school is neither good for the cohesion of the school 

nor embracing of the community. Considering this is a 

publicly funded community school, we are left with no 

alternatives for our son's education.

The Parent Governors Association recently issued a policy 

statement calling for an end to Collective Worship. The 

governors of our school say it is not binding and that the 

Head is within her rights to decide as she wishes.

I was brought up a Muslim but left the faith 15 years ago. 

This makes it even more challenging to turn a blind eye to 

the school enforcing religion onto my son.

Where should families like ours go for an education where 

we are respected and welcomed on an equal footing as 

people of faith?

Through Facebook interactions with my Belgian in-laws, I 

came across their current newspaper discussions on what 

effect their government’s proposed introduction of 

student loans would have: they being imposed to pay for 

increased university funding to more realistic levels.

Knowing that Belgium has, in common with The 

Netherlands, a laid-down minimum wage regime, which 

is, in fact, a realistic living wage even at its lowest level; 

and that this basic-wage requirement incrementally 

increases according to the certificated educational and 

skill level achieved by the employee; it occurred to me that 

simple, upwards adjustments could be made to cover the 

cost of the loan repayments.

It then struck me that I’d hit on a scheme to ensure that  the 

firms who required those skills, paid the cost of their 

acquisition. This is important in our global economic 

system, where companies are able to register their 

headquarters in the lowest-taxed havens available; and so 

avoid paying imposts imposed by those countries from 

which they’ve garnered their profits. They do, however, 

have to pay wages to the staff they employ; and those 

wage levels should also be sufficient to minimise the so-

called “welfare spending” that has to be deployed from 

exchequers already depleted by ingenious tax avoidance 

strategies: strategies that are continually being developed 

and upgraded by international firms’ highly paid, expert 

lawyers and accountants.

So, since employers are able to avoid paying taxes, whilst 

being unable to avoid paying wages; then, our current 

lump-sum stoppages from wages, that go by the name of 

‘tax’, should be replaced by a hypothecated system, where 

an employee’s health and unemployment insurances, and 

pension savings are itemised, and seen, as employee 

benefits: thereby reducing resistance among workers to 

their imposition.  The government here could do the same 

as in The Netherlands, and make employers double the 

values of these employees’ insurance and pension 

contributions.

When considering the rights and wrongs of welfare, there 

is a tendency to consider a person’s worth as synonymous 

with the requirements of capital and profit acquisition: 

this taking precedence over a country’s administrative 

and communal function, as also  its workers’ ability to pay 

their way in the world without having to rely on external 

gratuitous handouts.  Having to rely on such handouts, in 

spite of being “hard working” contributors to our 

society’s ‘commonwealth’, demeans the social standing of 

the recipients (dubbed the something for nothing 

brigade) and degrades their feeling of self-worth 

(bolstering our society’s social class divisions).

Anu, who has had to go to India following 

the sad death of her mother, and I have got 

the programme more of less fixed until the 

early summer but we are still always wanting 

suggestions for the speakers you want to hear 

or can recommend.  Thanks to those who 
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will all support what I think is an interesting, 

diverse and relevant series of events.  We 
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