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National Association of SACREs
Annual General Meeting 2010
The British Medical Association, BMA House, London

Wednesday 12 May 2010
MINUTES

Present  
SACREs represented by: 
Barking & Dagenham (Janet Dyson); Barnet (Amreena Hussain-Ali); Barnsley (Roger Holmes, Jenny Witty, Matthew Wilson); Bedford Borough (Jane Chipperton); Bedfordshire (Judy Ruff); Bexley (Di Sprowles, Elysa Alton); Birmingham (Guy Hordern); Blackpool (Katherine McDonell); Bolton (Martin Short); Bradford (Maggie Power); Bristol (Katy Staples); Bromley (Martin Sweet); Buckinghamshire (Bill Moore, Valerie McFarlane, Michael Corcoran); Calderdale (Simon Scott, Cathy Gunningham); Cambridgeshire (Sue Ward);  Camden (Jean Harrison); Cheshire (Cedric Knipe, Susan Glover); Cornwall (Mike Coles); Coventry (David Pritchard); Croydon (Penny Smith-Orr); Devon (Graham Langtree, Robin Kararek,); Doncaster (Patricia Cassidy); Dorset (Debbie Tibbey, Dave Symmons,); Dudley (Dilwyn Hunt,); Durham (Isobel Short); Ealing (Nora Leonard, Neil Richardson); East Riding (Sue Holmes); Enfield (Margaret Carr,); Greenwich (Bob Love, Linda Mannas); Hackney (Saleem Siddiqui, Mary Ludlow); Hammersmith & Fulham (Eleanor Allen); Hampshire (Judith Lowndes, Chris Hughes); Haringey (Anita Compton); Hertfordshire (Sally Spear); Hillingdon (Eric Blaire); Isle of Wight (Harry Kirby); Kensington & Chelsea (Pat Alden); Kent (Tricia Martin); Kingston-upon-Hull (Heather Henderson, Keith Field): Lancashire (Peter Martin);  Leeds (Robert Boulter); Leicester City (Jill Carr); Lewisham (Dinah Griffiths, Denise Chaplin); Luton (Sadija Khan, Rosalind Paul); Manchester (Annette Jones, Fahd Zafar); Merton (Elaine Joyce, Peter Kendrick, Saleem Sheik); Milton Keynes (Janet Irons);  Newcastle-upon-Tyne (Brian Hedley); Northumberland (Phil Andre); North Somerset (Dave Francis); Nottinghamshire (Ken Johnson); Oxfordshire (Katherine Wedell); Peterborough (David Over); Reading (Maureen Meatcher); Redcar and Cleveland (Marianne Fleming); Rochdale (Jane Brooke); Rutland (Philip Davies); Salford (Alexander Klein, Anne Broomehead); Shropshire (Beverley Baker); Solihull (Phil Leivers, Julie Grove); Somerset (Mike Strange); Southend-on-Sea (Kevin Ryan); South Gloucestershire (Derek Jay); Southwark (Khadijah Knight, Bruce Gill); Staffordshire (Michael Metcalf); Stoke on Trent (Philip Such); Sunderland (Gary Hope); Surrey (Ivan Stevenson); Sutton (David Crispin); St Helens (Helen Ashton); Telford & Wrekin (Ken Pattison); Torbay (Heather Savini); Trafford (Marjorie Crombie); Wakefield (Jill Davidson); Walsall (Valerie Morris); Waltham Forest (Ted Cooke); Warwickshire (Gill Kingston,); Westminster (Andrew Copson); Wirral (Richard Evans); Wokingham (Jo Fageant); Wolverhampton (Naresh Chandla); Worcestershire (Maddy Bunker); York (Sue Foster). 

Also in attendance: 
John Keast, Jackie Wordsworth (Ofsted); Mark Chater (QCDA); Brian Gates (REC); Rick Lee (NASACRE Executive) 
Welcome:

The Chair, Bill Moore, opened the meeting and welcomed delegates. 
Keynote address

Clare Short was introduced by Julie Grove.   
The title of her keynote address was: ‘Religion, Politics and Community: SACREs’ capacity to engage…’

CS began by suggesting that we were meeting in interesting times and reflected that in China this is said to be a curse, adding that the truth of this will be up to us to determine.  She said she had long been in favour of a hung parliament because under successive governments we have seen a greater concentration of power at the centre, together with associated arrogance, with parliament often little more than ‘rubber stamping’.  The pressure and power of 24 hour media coverage sucks politicians into its agenda.  She observed that power had been increasingly concentrated in No 10, something she thinks should change.  In her view it was the practice of our local committees made up of people who treat one another with respect and listen to each other that would lead to better decisions because there was space for challenge, reflection and discussion.

There were going to be massive cuts and a difficult time ahead and there were big questions about who will bear the burden of these cuts.  CS hoped for less bureaucracy over public services because current levels limited creativity and spontaneity amongst practitioners.  She went on to acknowledge that the religious situation in this country was very different from what she had experienced as a child at school, where in a Roman Catholic school there had been hockey matches played between English and Irish Roman Catholics.   She reflected how there had been a time after WWII when people from the Caribbean and the Indian sub-continent were encouraged to come to Britain to take up jobs that needed to be filled.  Deep racism was common, illustrated, for example, by the fight Sikhs had over their right to wear turbans.  She reminded her listeners of Enoch Powell’s ‘Rivers of Blood’ speech and a 15% vote for the National Front.  There was much turbulence in industrial relations and many violent clashes.  She said in mentioning these things she was reminding us of the nastiness and the tensions that were common between people of different ethnicities and religions.  The work of teachers of RE has massively shifted the position in Britain.  Lots of people had now passed through a system in which they have learned about a diversity of religions and cultures.  She highlighted that the white community in Birmingham would be a minority community in 10 years time and the city will be ‘majority nothing’.  She reflected that in the past people either were or, due to the pressures of the times, pretended to be part of the main stream culture which was understood to be the Church of England, whereas people could now be proud of their own heritages and affiliations.  We were bigger people when we learn from others and their diverse traditions.  The work of RE teachers and of SACREs had been key to taking Britain on this enormously valuable journey.  Things were not perfect in Britain but we have done better than many other countries where there were silos of difference.  We should take pride in this because we (ie those present) have been at the core of this journey.
Despite this improved situation, it was not good enough just to say we must all respect one another.  CS reminded delegates of the much more enormous aspiration which is set out in the NASACRE booklet So you’re joining..., quoting from the statement on the importance of RE, reproduced page 18.  Reminding delegates that teachers could not be political, she highlighted the political nature of this statement.  We had to engage young people with these questions but with great care.  
CS went on to reflect further on the nature of the times in which we are living:  we are richer than we have ever been.  People of the past would be astonished by how unsatisfied people are with all the material wealth they have.  Richard Leyard’s work on happiness has suggested that increased economic growth up to £10,000 per head does increase people’s happiness but beyond that it doesn’t work because levels of competitiveness and dissatisfaction increase.  She recommended a book entitled The Spirit Level: Why More Equal Societies Almost Always Do Better by Richard Wilkinson and Kate Pickett, which studies happiness/unhappiness, crime, mental health etc across OECD countries, also comparing different states of the USA.   It concluded that the more unequal the society, the more likely it was to have crime, high prison populations, teenage pregnancies, abuse of alcohol and drugs.  In its analysis of different societies, Britain came high up the list.  Our kind of society was rich beyond belief but not happy in significant/deep ways.  Instead we lived in a hedonistic culture where people had little or no time for the people they love; a consuming, trample-on-others culture.  However, maybe we were on the verge of change.  She suggested that the situation she described clashed with the expressed aspirations of RE.  She asked how we make ourselves more content and happy.  Could there be real happiness without care for others?  She suggested that the more altruistic people tended to be, the happier they are.  Children needed access to discussion about and reflection on these ideas but it was difficult because of political implications.  
Increasingly effective communication and easy travel had profoundly changed the world in ways which most people would consider to be positive.  However, there were massive threats.  Global warming was a reality so we must respond to the need to reduce our carbon dioxide emissions.  Water shortages meant many people did not have access to it, not only for drinking but also to sustain agriculture.  This was causing serious divisions.  
CS expressed concern about the response of Europe to the numbers of asylum seekers and displaced people, a widespread hostility to these groups, and the growth of the right.  She expressed the view that Britain spends a lot of money on treating asylum seekers badly and also that something ugly had burst out in Europe with a shift to the right in traditionally liberal countries.  However, she also recognised the need to listen to people’s concerns about asylum seekers.  The Geneva Convention was drawn up based on an understanding of how we should have responded to fleeing Jews but now systems allow profiteers to benefit from trafficking in people, including criminals, seeking to flee from countries for better opportunities whilst genuinely poor people languished in camps etc.  Regulations needed to be rethought and rewritten.  

CS stressed that global warming and resulting agricultural difficulties would lead to far more displaced people and people wanting to move to countries which had better conditions.  Nasty situations were likely to arise.  This was a huge issue comparable with some of the greatest times of change and upheaval in history.  The way we live in the OECD countries was not sustainable and people in developing countries wanted the same as we had.  We had the technology and information to ensure everyone has the basics. (90% of new births will be in the poorest countries).  Religious leaders and moral philosophers had dreamt of a situation which would challenge us to create a fairer society.  Even the most selfish people wanting to pass on their wealth to their children had to consider bigger issues.  Even volcanic ash had begun to lead to food shortages in Britain.  Systems could easily grind to a halt.  

CS spoke about the growth of Islamaphobia, recognising it to be the opposite of RE aspirations.  Teachers should not have a political agenda but our work was affected by all these international situations.  She suggested the world was not responding in an intelligent way to the Middle East situation.  There was a great need for global cooperation and this would be more difficult if we did not stick to agreements achieved after WWII which were being breached in the Middle East.  It was not good enough to respond superficially, there was a need to take seriously those aspirations she had quoted from the NASACRE book.  BNP tirades were now directed more specifically against Muslims and these feelings were expressed even by Sikh members of the BNP.  
Issues of religion were being used as identities of conflict, for example: Jewish fanatics in Gaza, Christian fundamentalists supporting expansionists in Israel because the Messiah would not return and the world would not end until this was achieved.  They supported this even though they did not believe Jews would be in heaven alongside themselves.  Identities were now significantly linked with religion.  This was an issue which it was difficult for us to deal with.  We must share, and not just gloss over, how religious traditions contained ugliness and could be used for ill, especially for division.  This was an enormous challenge for us and we needed to think about the impact on curriculum and resources.    
There would be great cuts soon and there would be contests about where these fall.  In our work we were trying to hold the moral space and mutual respect; we had to avoid politics but all these political issues were on our agenda.  CS said she was convinced that people were longing for something more than our hedonistic approach to life.  She concluded by saying it was we who had the job of taking the next generation through these difficulties.
Questions:

Q: How do you see science helping situations?

A: CS explained technological solutions were available for many things and we were not yet embracing these as we should, for example: ground source heat pumps.  This could contribute to both fuel poverty solutions and also care of our planet.  Wide use was being made of solar panels for heating water in China.  Science was enormously important.  Our backwardness was in sharing and our curriculum had not emphasised things like engineering.
Q: Religion – a force for good or bad?  Should faith groups listen to schools as well as the other way round?  
A: CS emphasised the massively important role RE had.  We should not pretend that all was well and that we should just learn to respect one another.  We needed to recognise and acknowledge the darker side of religious traditions and this was difficult and would be our next challenge in addition to learning to respect one another.  People would feel upset by this agenda.  People could make themselves important by being leader of a separate group and this could result in misuse of religious traditions.  We needed to face up to this.

Q: How can SACREs be made more effective?  
A: CS referred to the Birmingham context with which she was familiar and where she celebrated the success of the SACRE.  She recognised she did not have an answer about help those which were less successful.

Q: You must meet BNP and racists.  We see this in schools also, although beneath a veneer of respectability.  How do we deal with this?

A: CS said the BNP did not go openly to her diverse community but the attitudes were there, eg: negative comments about asylum seekers from people who migrated to Britain longer ago and from other places.  There was a need to address the question of why people became so full of hatred and fear.  On the whole people did not reveal these things in schools.  History was full of hate and blame but they did not work.  People voted for the BNP out of anger and because they were generally disgruntled even though they knew this was not a long term decent solution.  Their concerns needed to be listened to.
Q: Have voting patterns of religious groups for certain political parties changed?

A: British politics was changing and identification with political parties was less obvious.  Islamaphobia in Birmingham came from different directions and in some cases seemed to reflect the situation at the partition of India and we needed to be very careful about this.  CS acknowledged that children did now know more about religious diversity than people of her age and she judged this was a good thing.  She referred back to a comment made by a delegate earlier about how third generation immigrants could still be labelled Pakistanis.  There was a need to be careful because people wanted to be proud of their heritage whilst at the same time being deeply British.  Words used are important, eg: CS said she was of Irish origin but was not Irish. She suggested we had not got labels right yet.
Q: People who have been in power have limited ability to sow seeds of lasting change.  What do you think will be the legacy of your time in power?  
A: CS said she had been lucky to spend six years in the same department which enabled her to review all policies and tackle everything thoroughly.   There was now quicker movement between departments.   She said in her first five years, No10 and No11 had not taken much interest in her department but after the thorough work and its increased success they had given it more attention. She suggested that Education and Health ministers never had time to do their jobs as properly and review as thoroughly as they should.  In her time she considered that the global situation was reformable.  She stressed that one of the most important things to do was educate all children at least to primary age including girls.  This made a big difference to societies.  There was considerable self interest in good development policy.  Development policy and foreign policy had to be related.  It did not work to have good development policy and bad foreign policy.  If the world was disorderly it would come back to bite us so we needed to support countries in need.

Bill Moore, Chair of NASACRE, thanked Clare Short for sharing with the meeting the richness of her wisdom as well as her humanity, passion and concerns.  He thanked her for her affirmation of the important part that RE had to play not just in relation to community cohesion in local communities and in issues of identity but the part it had to play in dealing with creating a better future, working alongside science and other subjects.  

Business meeting
1. Apologies for absence: 
Apologies had been received from Helen Harrison, Tristram Jenkins, Sharon Artley and Geoff Teece.
2. Minutes of the AGM held on Thursday 4th June 2009:

These were agreed and accepted, with one correction to the spelling of Ken Pattison’s name on page 7. 
3. Chair’s report:
Bill Moore’s report, which had been circulated prior to the meeting, was accepted.  He drew particular attention, with thanks, to the work of Dave Francis and Deborah Weston on the subject SEF which will be available by September, Michael Metcalf on accounts and Yvonne Cameron for all her work on NASACRE administration and organisation.  He reminded those present that the subscriptions paid by SACREs were extremely important to enable NASACRE to continue its work.  There were no questions.  
4. Treasurer’s report:
Michael Metcalf began by alerting delegates to a slight glitch in the circulated summary of the accounts.  A missing heading towards the end of the page should have read “2009/(2008) payments outstanding (uncashed)”.

MM spoke to his report and reported that the last year had been positive.  He explained that it was difficult to report to the meeting accurately about the current balance because money was coming in and going out on a regular basis and the financial year did not end until the end of December.  Subscription income appeared in the paperwork to be reduced but since the report was drawn up more subscriptions had been paid so this income was now much as usual.  Income from publications had been good.
MM drew the attention of members to the different costs of AGM venues in Birmingham and London.  An unsatisfactory experience two years ago had led the Executive to seek a better venue for this year but it was costing more and would be likely only to break even although in most other years there had been a surplus.  The recruitment and retention programme would be overspent in the current year which would deplete reserves; this information would appear in next year’s accounts.  The good partnership with the Westhill Endowment continued to support the youth projects.
Overall this year there would be an expected loss and this meant the annual subscription would have to be raised to £95 after keeping it down at £85 for three years.  The motion to raise subscriptions from £85-£95 and the proposal to accept the accounts and treasurer’s report were proposed by Ken Pattison, seconded by Patricia Martin and passed, with no votes against.  
5. Secretary’s report on the Recruitment and Training project:
Julie Grove spoke to this single issue report which had been circulated.   The training had been judged to be a positive experience.  All government regions were included over the whole programme.  JG paid tribute to Marjorie Crombie who did all the recruitment work.  She commended her patience and support for the whole endeavour.  Gratitude was also expressed to the REC and Brian Gates and to the DCSF for the funding.  
Alex Klein commented that the CD Rom was excellent but would be improved by the inclusion of notes on how to use it.  One delegate commented on how beneficial the training had been.  Another questioned how it is possible to be an effective member of a SACRE without such training.  BM said the CD ROM was an attempt to provide support outside of the course itself and that existing experienced SACRE members needed to help guide others.  JG acknowledged that whilst all this was true there was no substitute for the face to face training sessions.  Bill recounted how positively the Chair of the Buckinghamshire SACRE had spoken about one of the days of training.  Great appreciation was expressed for Julie Grove and her work with the training programme and the CD ROM.  Michael Metcalf suggested a guide to using the CD ROM might be developed and the meeting was told that negotiations were going on at present.

6. Elections:

There were three vacancies on the executive.  The Chair thanked Rick Lee, Katherine Wedell and Khadijah Knight for all their work on the executive and reminded delegates that Khadijah was standing for re-election. Sharon Artley was not present but other nominees introduced themselves.  The ballot was cast and, in line with regulations, each SACRE voted for up to three new members of the executive.  Kevin Ryan from the floor and Debbie Tibbey from the executive were appointed as scrutineers.    
7. Amendments to the constitution:
Papers had been circulated in advance of the meeting about the proposed changes to the constitution brought first to last year’s AGM.
Motion A concerned NASACRE adopting the procedure set out in the papers for handling motions; this was proposed by the Chair, seconded by Graham Langtree and passed with no votes against and 3 abstentions. 
Motion B concerned increasing the number of co-opted places on the NASACRE executive from three to a possible maximum of six; this was proposed by the Chair.   He explained in answer to questions about this proposal that increased demand on time and involvement in many elements of necessary work by members of the executive had led to this proposal.  He went on to explain that co-optees would be invited to join the executive for specific tasks or to enable a broader representation.  Phil Leivers asked about the extra cost involved in potentially funding three extra members.  The Treasurer said he was confident this cost could be covered.  The motion was seconded by Guy Hordern.  There were three abstentions and no votes against.
8. RE Celebration: 

Denise Chaplin spoke to her paper which had been circulated.  She reported that since writing the paper the committee had continued to meet monthly.  The website was not yet live but she suggested it would be so in the next two weeks.  Once live, SACREs would have the opportunity to post news about the events and initiatives they were organising.  It was hoped that all types of schools would be involved.  The celebration was an opportunity to flag up and celebrate good RE work in all contexts.  There were due to be some national events, the first on St David’s Day in Wales and at least two in London.  The budget was very limited so this would be a grass-roots initiative.  Some organisations were offering prizes or premises rather than financial support.  SACREs were asked to publicise competitions etc.  Delegates at the conference were asked to take and use leaflets to publicise the celebration.    The success of the celebration would depend on the involvement and commitment of SACREs and schools.

9. Matters arising on the minutes not previously addressed: 

No matters were raised.

10. Any Other Business:
No items of AOB had been put forward.

Alex Klein formally thanked members of the executive for all their hard work behind the scenes, suggesting that many people may not aware of how much is involved.

11. Election Outcomes:
Khadijah Knight, Graham Langtree and Sharon Artley were elected to the executive; the Chair thanked all those who had put themselves forward for election.

LUNCH

Launch of the training materials for SACREs:
Julie Grove spoke about the CD ROM, the production of which had been a condition of the DCSF funding for the recruitment and training project.  She demonstrated how it could be used flexibly to meet an individual SACRE’s training needs.  The contents comprised material used on the training courses with additional support for SACRE effectiveness, including guidance on being an effective SACRE Chair and Clerk; material about strategic partnerships; community cohesion; SACRE self-evaluation and development planning.      It had been designed to be used by non-specialists to guide discussions/reflections on what it meant to be an effective SACRE member and a successful SACRE.  The material had been updated to reflect what was in the non-statutory guidance (Religious education in English schools: Non-statutory guidance 2010).   JG was not able to confirm whether the CD would work on an Apple Mac but agreed to find out. 
All SACREs were to receive a free copy and a complimentary copy would be sent to all Chief Officers.  Additional copies had been produced to meet expected demand and could be purchased at £5 each, inc p&p.  
National Updates Question Time:
The Chair introduced the panel: John Keast, Jackie Wordsworth (Ofsted) Mark Chater (QCDA) Brian Gates (REC)
Q: ‘What is the future for Humanist representatives on SACREs?’ 
A:  MC (QCDA) was limited in what he could say because of the post election situation.  The new government had not had time to provide any thoughts on Humanist representation.  The 2010 non-statutory guidance provided a slight shift from guidance found in Circular 1/94.  This new guidance needed to be carefully studied and embedded in LAs, SACREs and schools.  RE stakeholders included people of religious and non religious faith and all of them deserved to be heard.  JK added that the 2010 non-statutory guidance was the voice of the DCSF. Some things were not clear in this guidance because there was no clarity on these points.  Clarification could only be gained if a court made a ruling on these issues.
BG paid tribute to JK and reminded the meeting that he was now the RE Action Plan (REAP) representative for the REC so he was able to speak with authority in that role.  On the topic of Humanist representation, senior legal advisers had told the Department that they could not formally recognise Humanists as representatives on SACREs.  The thinking had been that as they were on many other committees and recognised in legislation about equality etc this would not be the case.  What was said was that full reference should be made to Humanists on matters relating to them where they were already members of SACREs.  The Department was not opposed to Humanist inclusion but could not go against the law.  It was possible this might be looked at by the new government with the issue of equality in mind.  The GTC would be looking at religion and belief in relation to issues of equality.  Groups represented on the REC were divided on the issue of Humanist representation.  

Anita Compton reminded delegates of the letter to SACREs from Andrew Copson (British Humanist Association).  She asked if advice similar to what has been said today could feature on the NASACRE website so that clear advice is available for all SACREs.  One delegate spoke about having a Humanist as a full Group A member of SACRE.  Another asked what the ruling might be about a Jehovah’s Witness representative on a SACRE.  BM replied that representation on a SACRE should be decided by the local authority based on size of religious communities in the locality.

Q: ‘What is the status of those parts of Circular 1/94 which have not been replaced by the new documentation, specifically those sections about collective worship?’
A:  JK explained that the DCSF has been asked about this but no reply has been forthcoming.  He expressed the view that nothing would happen with regard to collective worship in the immediate or foreseeable future.  BG commented that it was sad we missed the momentum suggested by Charles Clark that collective worship would be addressed after RE had been dealt with in the review of Circular 1/94.
Q: ‘What action is being taken through the professional RE organisations to keep raising the issue?’

JK assured the meeting that he had raised the issue many times and on all occasions had met with resistance, ministers having been unwilling to take it up.  He supported the view that the RE community should continue to raise the issue and request a response.

Q: Are we going to get APP for RE? 
A: MC said QCDA had been working on this over the last two years.  Subject to the new Secretary of State’s approval it was hoped that the first half of it, exemplification of standards and samples, would be available on the QCDA website in July.  The next section, assessment focuses and associated grade descriptors, were planned for the autumn.
Q: How do we influence head teachers who are under pressure for English and Maths SATS and GCSE results and many other things?

A: JW replied that there needed to be discussions about quality.  She reminded the meeting that Ofsted could only comment on the impact of decisions not on how to engage in this kind of dialogue.  
JK commented that the 2010 non-statutory guidance made clear the importance of RE.  It included guidance for head teachers about the importance of RE and how to give it an appropriate place in the curriculum.    SACREs needed to use it in discussions with schools and their local authorities.  REAP Year 3 funding would partially be used to help promote the messages of the non-statutory guidance across to wide range of people.  BG said the responses of some head teachers to RE had been a concern to the RE world for some time.  Where there was deficiency in provision it was often the responsibility of head teachers.  
BG updated the meeting on progress with the REsilience project, now under preparation to be taken forward in all regions of England and Wales.  The starting point was to identify schools, head teachers and senior staff who would complete an audit of their capacity to deal with controversial issues, issues of sensitivity, violent extremism etc.  This CPD would not only be about working with committed RE teachers but also with staff who have not previously recognised the importance of RE.  In this way it was hoped that RE will be given higher priority by the head teachers involved in the project.
Q: Are SIPs required to provide a report on RE?
A: Dave Francis was invited to say something about the new RE subject SEF.  He reported that it would be online, on the BetterRE website (links through from NATRE and NASACRE websites) which would enable schools to complete it and get feedback on how well they were doing compared with the national picture.  LAs/SACREs would get anonymous information showing how the local picture compared with that nationally.  Following trials, this might well be ready to use before September. 
JW asked for information about where there is good RE going on.  In addition to inspections, Ofsted needed to get this information so good RE can be visited and celebrated.

Q: Where are we with the new primary curriculum and RE? 
MC said that QCDA did what the government of the day required of it.  He said it had worked on the revised primary curriculum and material to support it and had not been asked to stop.  The new curriculum was available in every school and many teachers had spoken with enthusiasm and excitement about it.  Many schools and SACREs still wanted to go ahead in this direction.  RE could be part of such efforts.  BM pointed out that as the RE curriculum was locally determined we had great power to influence the shape of it.
Announcement of 2010/2011 Young People’s Faith Forum Awards:
Michael Metcalf explained that fewer applications had been received this year and this may have been due to papers going out late.  Some applications could not be rewarded because they did not include enough detail about how the money would be spent and managed.  MM also said that applications needed to make it clear the projects would be owned by the SACRE, not just seen as a means of increasing funds.  It was intended that projects will be showcased as part of the 2011 RE Celebration so links with that had been appreciated.  
MM reminded the meeting that each project would have an attached NASACRE officer.  Each SACRE would be required to provide a full written report of their project for the NASACRE website.   The winners for the coming year were then announced.  
· Bath & NE Somerset

£3,100 
overseen by
Robin Kanarek
· Bexley




£5,000


Michael Metcalf
· Blackpool



£2000



Robin Kanarek

· Leicester City


£5,000


Michael Metcalf


· Newham



£5,000


Tristram Jenkins
· Warwickshire


£5,000


Tristram Jenkins

Close of meeting:
The meeting closed at 3.25pm with thanks to all who had attended.  The Chair also thanked executive members and especially Yvonne Cameron for all her work. 
Signed............................................................................................................................................... 
Date..................................................................................................................................................
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