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The following is an extract from the CViE response submitted to the 
DfE: Relationships education, relationships and sex education, and 
health education draft guidance consultation in November 2018. 
 
The document expresses the concerns identified, by CViE, regarding the proposals being 
made particularly the ambiguity of the language in the use of phrases such as “age-
appropriate” and the introduction into the curriculum of those things that are the prerogative of 
parents. CViE would encourage parents and others interested in the education of children to 
read this document to help inform them of the issues that are still faced and contained in the 
recently published draft statutory guidance (February 2019). This, in turn, would be of use in 
discussing with staff at schools and/or making written representations. 
 
The paragraph numbers in this document relates to the draft guidance document which can 
be found by clicking here: 
 
Primary education 
 
Do you agree that the content of Relationships Education in paragraphs 50-57 of the guidance 
is age-appropriate for primary school pupils? 
 
Our concern with the draft Guidance is the generality and ambiguity of the language used such 
as "age-appropriate" - who determines what is age-appropriate and where is cognizance taken 
of parents being responsible for the education of the children. What a teacher determines as 
'age-appropriate' may not be considered appropriate by a parent.  
 
Linked to this is that although the learning outcomes are set out in the draft Guidance, the 
detailed content and underpinning knowledge that would be used for delivery in the classroom 
is not set out. Hence the difficulty in determining the appropriateness of the draft Guidance. 
 
We are also concerned by the use of the term 'other relationships' and that this is not used as 
a back door for introducing LGBT+ ideology which is compounded by the lack of detail in the 
supporting learning outcomes. Primary children are too young to be exposed to such 
concepts/ideas and indeed this may not be the wish of parents. Hence the need to provide a 
safeguard whereby parents can withdraw their children at primary level from Sex and 
Relationship Education. 
 
Another concern, as intimated earlier, is exposing children to being told about issues that 
parents feel are their prerogative. 
 
Also, we are concerned about placing teachers in the role of delivering SRE which they may 
feel not competent to do so, this, in turn, raises the question of investment in training and 
resourcing to underpin primary SRE teaching 
 
Do you agree that the content of Relationships Education as set out in paragraphs 50-57 of 
the guidance will provide primary school pupils with sufficient knowledge to help them have 
positive relationships? 
 
Although respect is an important concept, we are concerned that ‘respect’ might be used to 
impose ideologies that are not aligned to those of the primary pupils’ parents, families, and 
faith groups through the emphasising respect for the relationship/lifestyle that the individual 
lives and not respecting the individual per se. The teaching of values and/or behaviours of 
respecting others demonstrating kindness, courtesy is good and to be welcomed. The 
inclusion of the learning outcome on bullying is important, the concern, however, is that this 

https://consult.education.gov.uk/pshe/relationships-education-rse-health-education/supporting_documents/20170718_%20Draft%20guidance%20for%20consultation.pdf
https://consult.education.gov.uk/pshe/relationships-education-rse-health-education/supporting_documents/20170718_%20Draft%20guidance%20for%20consultation.pdf


 
 

2 

might be used to promote an LGBT+ ideological position and stigmatising those who do not 
hold to this position. 
 
Without further clarification and amplification of the syllabus that will be used to deliver the 
learning outcomes than it is difficult to determine that the guidance will provide primary school 
pupils with sufficient knowledge to help them have positive relationships. 
 
We do not feel that the content of relationships education as set out in paragraphs 50-57 will 
provide primary school pupils with sufficient knowledge to help them have positive 
relationships which will have a positive impact on their future well-being. 
 
 
Do you agree that paragraphs 61-64 clearly set out the requirements on primary schools who 
choose to teach sex education?  
 
We would support and welcome the narrative in paragraph 64 of the draft Guidance that states 
“all primary schools that chose to teach sex education must allow parents a right to withdraw 
their children.” This concurs with our view that parents are responsible for the education of 
their children. We would also support the need for schools to consult parents on its sex 
education policy. For this to be effective, the school needs to ensure that parents are able to 
view resource materials and teaching schemes (together with details of where external input 
might be used). This, we feel, will provide parents with the confidence regarding the integrity 
of approaches being used by the school to teach their children. 
 
We are, however, concerned over the lack of clarity in the draft Guidance, over the 
differentiation between sex and relationship education within relationship education some of 
the topics might have elements that are ‘sexual’ in nature, for example the Being safe learning 
outcome relates to persons bodies. We feel that further clarity is needed before supporting the 
requirements on primary schools who choose to teach sex education. 
 
Secondary education 
 
Do you agree that the content of RSE in paragraphs 65-77 of the guidance is age-appropriate 
for secondary school pupils?  
 
Our concern with the content of RSE in paragraph 65-77 for secondary school pupils is the 
use of ‘age-appropriate’ as children mature at different times. Allied to this is the environment 
that children are brought up in by their parents/carers and the value set that they hold. We 
belief, it is parents/carers who are best placed to determine ‘appropriateness’. 
 
The learning outcomes within “Intimate and sexual relationships including sexual health” 
appear to be predicated on a view that sexual activity is normal behaviour and that abstinence 
is not an option (although one learning outcome refers to delaying sex). The age of consent is 
16 years and the learning outcome “Being safe” identifies issues around consent but do not 
seem to emphasise the age of consent. The sentiments in paragraph 66 are noted however 
the learning outcomes do not seem to fully reflect views on the paragraph. 
 
Although the learning outcome Online and media makes reference to ‘sexually explicit 
material’, there is a need to emphasise the harms of pornography particularly its addictive 
nature and distortion of respect within sexual behaviours. 
 
We are also concerned with the way that LGBT+ ideology permeates the draft Guidance (e.g. 
paragraph 71). We would urge that recognition is given in the draft Guidance to explore the 
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features and benefits of heterosexual relationships within marriage in providing a secure, 
stable and healthy environment in bringing up children and raising a family. 
 
Do you agree that the content of RSE as set out in paragraphs 65-77 of the guidance will 
provide secondary school pupils with sufficient knowledge to help them have positive 
relationships? 
 
We believe the draft Guidance undermines heterosexual marriage and unnecessarily 
promotes diversity of relationships. 
 
The starting point should be the nuclear family built upon marriage between a male and female 
(husband/father and wife/mother) and sex being for the married state. In addition, there needs 
to be an emphasis on the importance of this marriage union and the family as the bedrock of 
a stable society. The draft Guidance undermines this premise and the promotion of diversity 
of relationships will only add to the confusion of the minds of secondary pupils and contribute 
to concerns over well-being and mental health. 
 
We would also express our concern over homosexual and transgender as being healthy or 
acceptable lifestyle options - they are not. 
 
Schools act in loco parentis and it is not theirs (or the states) prerogative to determine the 
teaching of sex and relationship education. We believe parents are responsible for the 
education of their children and the school should not be a vehicle to undermine parental values 
and beliefs. 
 
We do not consider the content of RSE as set out in paragraphs 65-77 of the guidance will 
provide secondary school pupils with sufficient knowledge to help them have positive 
relationships both now and in the future 
 
Right of parental withdrawal 
 
Do you agree that paragraphs 36-46 on the right to withdraw provide sufficient clarity and 
advice to schools in order for them to meet the legal requirements? 
 
Although it might be argued that very few parents withdraw their children from Sex Education, 
we firmly believe that the right to withdraw should exist and that it is the parents right to do so. 
 
Prior to the draft Guidelines, parents right to withdraw their child up to the age of 18 years 
existed. The argument to reduce this to the age of 16 years and to be replaced by a ‘right to 
request withdrawal’ seriously undermines Article 26.3 of the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights (1948) which states that “parents have a prior right to choose the kind of education that 
shall be given to their children”. 
 
The draft Guidance places the headteacher in an invidious position as they may not know the 
child and more fundamentally what right has a headteacher to usurp the legitimate wish of 
parents to withdraw their child from sex education, due to their personal concern for the well-
being of their child? 
 
There may be value in a meeting between parents and the headteacher to discuss the matter 
although, we believe, the ultimate decision remains with the parents. The reference (in 
paragraph 41) regarding the possible inclusion of the child in such a discussion is to be 
discouraged to avoid any embarrassment or impact on the parent-child relationship. 
Paragraph 16 (draft Guidance) emphasises that relationships and sex education should be 
addressed in an integrated way within a single topic and that schools should not artificially 
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separate sex education and Relationships Education. Such an approach would mean that it 
might be difficult for parents to identify those topics that constitute sex education.  
 
Consequently, there is a need to ensure that schools publish sex and relationship education 
policies that are clear and sufficiently detailed to allow parents to distinguish those elements 
of the Sex and Relationship Education curriculum that pertain to sex education. 
 
Physical Health and Wellbeing 
 
Do you agree that the content of physical health and wellbeing education in paragraphs 86-
92 of the guidance is age-appropriate for primary school pupils? 
 
Although the learning outcomes cover areas relating to physical health and well-being 
education our concern is where the topics may impact on the rightful role of the parent - 
particularly as this relates to seeking support in dealing with issues. 
In particular, there is a concern where topics ‘changing adolescent body’ may encroach on 
sex education. Where does this leave the parent? 
 
Do you agree that the content of physical health and wellbeing education as set out in 
paragraphs 86-92 of the guidance will provide primary school pupils with sufficient knowledge 
to help them lead a healthy lifestyle? 
 
The content will provide knowledge, the sufficiency and appropriateness of that knowledge 
will be determined by the scheme of work and the competence of those teaching the 
curriculum. This does raise questions over resourcing the physical health and well-being 
education curriculum within schools who are already facing many challenges in allocating their 
budgets. 
 
Do you agree that the content of physical health and wellbeing education in paragraphs 93-
99 of the guidance is age-appropriate for secondary school pupils? 
 
Although the learning outcomes cover areas relating to physical health and well-being 
education our concern is where the topics may impact on the rightful role of the parent - 
particularly as this relates to seeking support in dealing with issues. 
In particular, there is a concern where topics ‘changing adolescent body’ may encroach on 
sex education. Where does this leave the parent? 
 
Do you agree that the content of physical health and wellbeing education as set out in 
paragraphs 93-99 of the guidance will provide secondary school pupils with sufficient 
knowledge to help them lead a healthy lifestyle? 
 
The content will provide knowledge, the sufficiency and appropriateness of that knowledge 
will be determined by the scheme of work and the competence of those teaching the 
curriculum. This does raise questions over resourcing the physical health and well-being 
education curriculum within schools who are already facing many challenges in allocating their 
budgets. 
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Engaging with parents and the wider community 
 
Do you agree with the approach outlined in paragraphs 36-46 on how schools should engage 
with parents on the subjects? 
 
We would concur with the narrative in paragraph 36 relating to parents as the first educators 
of their children and the significant influence they have in enabling their children to grow and 
mature and to form healthy relationships. We would also endorse the emphasis in paragraph 
37 that focuses on the need for close working with parents when planning and delivering 
relationship and sex education. 
 
As mentioned earlier in this response, then there should be sufficient differentiation in the 
details provided of the taught syllabus to allow parents to identify those aspects of the 
curriculum which impact on sex education and those areas that parents have a right of 
withdraw. 
 
We would also re-emphasise our concern over the proposals regarding the right of withdrawal 
for parents of secondary pupils 
 
 
Delivery and teaching strategies 
 
Paragraphs 108-109 in the guidance describe the flexibility that schools would have to 
determine how they teach the content of their Relationships Education/RSE/Health Education. 
Do you agree with the outlined approach? 
 
We would endorse the sentiment in paragraph 108 that schools develop in consultation with 
parents and the local community an age-appropriate developmental curriculum which meets 
the needs of young people. In developing this responsive curriculum then schools need 
freedom to do so and not feel exposed to criticism from outside agencies. 
 
We would, however, urge caution with the overemphasis on the Equality Act especially where 
this may be used to promote one protected characteristic such as ‘sexual orientation’ and/or 
‘gender reassignment’ over ‘religion and belief’. Particularly in cases where this is used to 
undermine the responsibility of parents for the education of their children. 
 
Draft statutory guidance 
 
Do you have any further views on the draft statutory guidance that you would like to share with 
the department? Do you think that the expectations of schools are clear? 
 
It is to be regretted that the view has been taken to move away from the Sex and Relationship 
Education Guidance July 2000 which set out an acceptable definition of sex and relationship 
education being “lifelong learning about physical, moral and emotional development. It is about 
the understanding of the importance of marriage for family life, stable and loving relationships, 
respect, love and care. It is also about the teaching of sex, sexuality, and sexual health. It is 
not about the promotion of sexual orientation or sexual activity – this would be inappropriate 
teaching”. 
 
Financial Education 
 
Do you agree that more is required on financial education for post-16 pupils?  
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We would encourage the Department to address the gap in financial education some young 
people post-16. 
 
The responsible use of money (stewardship) is about mindsets and living within our means. 
The challenge faced by young people living in a society that is driven by self-image and a 
desire to have what others have - fuelled by the marketing strategy of businesses selling 
and/or who have an interest in consumer products (fashion, phones). 
 
Developing post-16 understanding of budgets, and source and cost of finance, certainly, has 
value however of more use is developing an understanding of budgetary control and the 
discipline living within our means - which is easy to say when young people are faced with the 
pressures of advertising and their peers. 
 
School support 
 
The department believes that primary schools should be able to access appropriate resources 
and training in order to teach effectively. Do you agree that the resources and support currently 
available to primary schools will be sufficient to enable them to teach the new subjects? 
 
We are concerned that schools will not be sufficiently resourced both in terms of providing 
training so that teachers have the capacity and capability to deliver relationships and sex 
education and personal health and well-being education in a balanced and objective way. 
 
Also, in the suggested resources in Annex B (of the draft Guidance) there is reference to 
excellent resources that are free of charge. The availability of such resources could lead 
schools to use material promoted by lobby groups that may take a biased perspective on one 
particular aspect and not provide the balanced approach being sought through the draft 
Guidance. 
 
We believe the list of resources, in Annex B, do not represent an evangelical Christian view 
and we would commend the inclusion in Annex B the resources produced by Lovewise 
(https://lovewise.org.uk/) and their related website LovewsieOnline 
(https://lovewiseonline.org/)  to rectify this situation. 
 
Unless teachers are provided with sufficient time to evaluate the material/resources available 
and develop these into appropriate teaching material then the danger is materials will be used 
without sufficient thought as to their provenance and messages being conveyed. 
 
The department believes that secondary schools should be able to access appropriate 
resources and training in order to teach effectively. Do you agree that the resources and 
support currently available to secondary schools will be sufficient to enable them to teach the 
new subjects? 
  
We are concerned that schools will not be sufficiently resourced both in terms of providing 
training so that teachers have the capacity and capability to deliver relationships and sex 
education and personal health and well-being education in a balanced and objective way. 
 
Also, in the suggested resources in Annex B (of the draft Guidance) there is reference to 
excellent resources that are free of charge. The availability of such resources could lead 
schools to use material promoted by lobby groups that may take a biased perspective on one 
particular aspect and not provide the balanced approach being sought through the draft 
Guidance. 
 

https://lovewise.org.uk/
https://lovewise.org.uk/
https://lovewiseonline.org/
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We believe the list of resources, in Annex B, do not represent an evangelical Christian view 
and we would commend the inclusion in Annex B the resources produced by Lovewise 
(https://lovewise.org.uk/) and their related website LovewsieOnline 
(https://lovewiseonline.org/) to rectify this situation. 
 
Unless teachers are provided with sufficient time to evaluate the material/resources available 
and develop these into appropriate teaching material then the danger is materials will be used 
without sufficient thought as to their provenance and messages being conveyed. 
 
Draft regulations 
 
Do you agree that the draft regulations clearly set out the requirements on schools to teach 
the new subjects of Relationships Education, RSE and Health Education? 
 
We are required to set out in the regulations the circumstances in which a pupil (or a pupil 
below a specified age) is to be excused from receiving RSE or specified elements of it. The 
draft regulations provide that parents have a right to request that their child be withdrawn from 
sex education in RSE and that this request should be granted unless, or to the extent that the 
headteacher considers that it should not be.  
 
Taking into account the advice to schools on how headteachers should take this decision, in 
paragraphs 41-46 of the guidance, do you agree that this is an appropriate and workable 
option? 
 
We would reiterate our position of parents being responsible for the education of their children. 
We firmly believe, it is not the role of a secondary headteacher to sit in judgement on a parent’s 
wish to withdraw a child from sex education lessons. 
 

https://lovewise.org.uk/
https://lovewiseonline.org/

