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The Holy Family is in crisis, under threat from a totalitarian State: Herod wishes to destroy any possible rival to his kingly throne. Joseph takes Mary and the child Jesus. They flee into exile: they become asylum-seekers in Egypt.

The modern British family is also in crisis, under threat from a State which is increasingly wont to act in a totalitarian manner.  

Our bishops have asked that we keep this Sunday as a “Day for Life.” It is an apt occasion to review the attitudes of the State towards families and children.

About 1860, the British State first legalised divorce. It arrogated unto itself the divine right of putting asunder what God had joined together, as if it were the originator and dissolver of marriages. 

In the 1920’s the State failed to protect the family from the illusory promises of the birth control movement. Marie Stopes and her comrades lectured England on how much more joyful her marriages would be, were contraception readily available. Children would be better cared for, society would be much safer. Crime would decrease because the feckless underclass would less rapidly propagate their low-grade offspring. 

Eighty years later, the nation is bursting with condoms and pills: child abuse, child murder, divorce, criminality and infidelity have fallen to almost zero, as promised, have they not?


In 1967 our Parliamentarians failed to perceive the diabolical attack on the family at its very weakest and most precious link: the unborn child. They permitted capital punishment for the innocent, for the “crime” of being conceived at an inconvenient moment.

Evidence which has emerged in the last thirty years, demonstrates how abortion damages women’s health, increases the likelihood of breast cancer, psychiatric illness (post-abortion syndrome) and substance abuse. 

Well-documented studies now reveal that the more abortions a woman has, the lower her socio-economic status is likely to become and the greater her chance of dependency on welfare benefits. 

Despite all this, the dogma of the “right to choose” is a sacred cow which cannot be sacrificed in our sexually dissolute society.


State political correctness has re-defined even the word “family.” From time immemorial, “family” signified married parents and their children, extended to uncles, aunts, grandparents and cousins. Not however in our brave new world.  Now there are many different ways of “being family,” - from single parents and cohabitees to gay and lesbian partners, who avail themselves of sperm banks or surrogate wombs in order to “procreate.” It’s our “lifestyle choice.” Only a “religious fundamentalist” would object.

Our semi-totalitarian State also claims control over the wellsprings of human life. It has legalised the creation of human embryos for experimentation; it has approved the manufacture of cloned embryos so that they can be killed and cannibalised for spare parts. 

At the other end of the seamless garment of life, Nanny State inclines to turn a blind eye while doctors shuffle their patients quickly off this mortal coil with ever-increasing doses of diamorphine, perhaps in order to free up hospital beds. 

The intrusiveness of State agencies vis-à-vis the family is especially evident in education. Christian teaching insists that the basic authority in human society is not that of the State over its citizens, but that of parents over their children: it is a reflection of God the Father’s authority over the entire human race. 

The family is the basic cell of human society. Throughout history, families, tribes and clans have grouped together to form kingdoms and nations. The family is logically and biologically prior to the State. It follows that the State’s role is to support the family and promote the common good, not to undermine or replace parental authority.

The State should uphold the God-given and God-limited rights of parents over their children. Parents have an inalienable right to rear and educate their children in accordance with their own convictions, religious or otherwise. 

Three areas of State interference are currently topical: the attempt to forbid parental corporal punishment, the intrusion of State organs into sex education, and the suggested closure of faith-based schools? By what authority does the State claim the right to intervene in these family matters? It is a totalitarian theory of State supremacy which supports such policies.

Firstly, on the question of corporal punishment, parents have the Biblical right to reasonable chastisement and control of their offspring. “Innate in the heart of a child is folly: judicious beating will rid him of it.” (Prov. 22:15). 

“The man who fails to use the stick hates his son; the man who is free with his correction loves him.” (Prov. 13:24). “Do not be chary of correcting a child; a stroke of the cane is not likely to kill him. A stroke of the cane and you save him from Sheol” (23:13-14). Morally, it seems to me, parents can delegate this right to teachers and childminders.

Regrettably, groups like NSPCC and STOPP are lobbying in favour of banning corporal punishment in the home. They have more money than sense. So the father who smacks his son for bullying his younger sisters could then be hauled off to the police station, charged, convicted, and fined – perhaps even imprisoned? Leaving Mum alone with Johnny who now knows he can bully his sisters with impunity.

No, NSPCC.  Let the children grow up wild and undisciplined. Let them join the hordes of bullies, hooligans, drug pushers, thieves and vandals on our city streets. Think not of the rights of pensioners to go out safely at night, without being attacked, mugged or having their homes burgled. No. Think of the rights of youngsters to do what they want, when they want, how they want, without fear of punishment.

If I were a wealthy criminal, I would make large donations to civil rights groups like Liberty, in appreciation for all that they do to make this country a safer place for me and my kind.

Secondly, education in sexuality and family life. The Department of Health has eagerly embraced its role as an evangelist of sexual freedom. School nurses dole out pills and condoms to children without their parents’ consent, in a gross invasion of parental rights. 

The State’s arrogation of the right to “sex education” is dubious from the outset. Education in sexuality is a parental duty. If parents fail in their duty, that does not give the State the automatic right to step in. Of course, armies of organisations like Planned Parenthood or the Brook Advisory clinics seem eager enough to rear up new generations addicted to sex, as prospective clients for their services. 

As for those who feel every thirteen year old should be informed about the most  bizarre of sexual variations - isn’t there something suspiciously kinky about any adult who yearns to spend his working days talking to teenagers about sex? 

There are even those who are long to teach sex-education to eight and nine year olds: a type of paedophiliac voyeurism, perhaps? Satan must give a certain occult pleasure to those who pervert the souls of the innocent. These Apostles of debauchery seek high places in “health education.”

Sexual liberals retaliate with two criticisms against Catholics: Firstly, we have sexual guilt hang-ups; secondly, we have too many children. Anyone notice that these criticisms are almost self-contradictory? It seems we are damned if we do, and damned if we don’t! 

The third area of dispute is that of faith-based schools. Secular elements have been only too hasty to seize upon the race riots in Bradford, Oldham and Burnley. Some media commentators allege that one-faith schools - most of which are Catholic or Anglican - are somehow to blame for racial tensions. This conclusion is without proof. In fact, state schools predominate in the riot zones.

Still, for those who consider religious differences an inconvenient nuisance obstructing their progress towards the secular Utopia - anaesthetised, controllable and homogeneous - the Cantle Report provides a useful stick with which to beat the Churches.

Such secularists, like religious parents, of course want their children to be brought up in accordance with their own liberal non-beliefs. But they are totalitarians, because they want this not only for their own children, but everyone else’s too. They are, in effect, dangerous proselytisers.

Many parish schools were founded before State schooling became mandatory. Any attempt to force into them 25% of non-Catholic youngsters (at the expense of Catholic children) would generate a lot of annoyance and alienation. It would add to Catholics’ sense of being a persecuted and discriminated-against minority in a hostile secular State.  

It would also be grossly unfair, when many Catholic and Anglican schools have made strenuous efforts to provide multi-faith and multi-cultural RE, and more or less abandoned the definite teaching of Christian doctrine.


Part of the cause of the Bradford riots might even be sought in those Surahs of the Qu’ran which warn Muslims against befriend Jews and Christians. Nay, indeed, to wage war upon them and subjugate them. What does a plural society do when the “inspired text” of one constituent religion forbids integration and inter-faith harmony? Many Muslims, thank God, are milder than Mohammed and his Quran.


Let Britain take care. When a people ignore the true God, their State soon begins to behave like a god.

