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RELIGION AND THE 
GENERATION GAP
Written By: Rochelle Sampy. Designed: by Daniel Mead.

Today’s older generation has been 
accused of failing to pass on their 
religious beliefs and practices onto 

their children, a report by UK 
research found. 

According to the survey by Christian 
research, attendance at Church of 
England Sunday Services has halved 
from 1.6 million in 1968 to 850,000 in 
2006. In an article for think tank Open 
Democracy author Aftab Malik writes 
that young Muslims in Britain today look 
beyond the mosque for their beliefs, 
which previously determined any ethical 
or 
moral practices. 

In 2007, the Independent newspaper 
published a report, which indicated that 
the traditional secular Jewish community 
is no longer present in Britain. Instead, 
British Jews have begun to follow a more 
liberal school of thought that is willing to 
accept Britain’s multicultural society. 
Religion is experiencing a generation 
gap between the younger and older 

generation. But just what does the term 
‘generation gap’ imply and how has it 
impacted on society? 

One of the most vocal religious groups 
on this issue has been Christians. A 
recent BBC Radio 4 programme titled 
‘Beyond Belief: Religion and Generation 
Gap’ has gained its credibility from 
a statistic that Christian couples in 
Britain only have 50 per cent chance of 
transferring their religious beliefs to their 
children. 
Statistics such as this have gained the 
backing of the British Christian society, 
which, like other religions, has been 
affected by the gradual yet effective 
changes in modern Britain. The Telegraph 
newspaper recalls a time when family 
pew in church was sacred and when 
church represented the hub of all social 
life. Local community and the church 
have become somewhat divorced 
as individuals grow more mobile and 
continue to discover new forms of 
social life. 

I have witnessed a first hand account 
of how the social environment affects my 
Catholic religious beliefs. Born in India, 
I lived there for 11 years before moving 
to the UK. Both my grandparents were 
heavily involved in Church life. Thus from 
the outset I led a religious Christian life, 
made frequent social visits to priests with 
my grandfather, and attended regular 
Sunday school classes. 

At home, I was taught not to question 
my beliefs and this was strengthened 
through attending a Catholic school, 
which had regular religious services 
every morning before the start of lessons. 
I made friends only with girls of my 
own faith, was prohibited from mixing 
around with boys and told when I marry 
he would have to be a Catholic, a rule 
that was not up for debate. I was only 
permitted to move around within close 
family circles, where I find these rules to 
be commonplace and so I never had 
reason to question them.   

When I moved to England, I was to 
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experience a complete transformation. 
Religion was not strongly imposed on 
students at school, even at Catholic 
convent academies. Shockingly I found 
only I knew the religious prayers by 
heart and soon started to even feel 
embarrassed about it. 

The worst was yet to come: my parents 
still wanted my brother and I to lead the 
same reserved religious life that we knew 
back in India. We were told to serve mass 
every Saturday, which gradually made 
me almost dislike my religion. 

I started questioning and criticising 
Christianity while on a placement year in 

Belgium during my university days. It was 
then Catholic priests made the headlines 
for sexually abusing young boys. Non-
religious colleagues asked me how a 
Christian could possibly liken a priest to 
God, when priests were performing such 
acts. “How can your beliefs stay strong 
when a person, meant to be created 
in the image of god, does something 
morally and ethically reprehensible?” 
Unable to find a logical defence case I 
resulted to questioning the teachings of 
Catholic priests who conduct such 
wrong doing. 

Despite questioning my faith, I still call 
myself a Christian and would have it no 
other way. But is it feasible to adopt only 
the identity of Catholicism and not all its 
beliefs? Fair to our forefather’s generation 
would have deemed this unthinkable. 
The general mantra was to believe and 
never question. Faith is all you need. 

What may have formerly been 
classed as taboo and sinful seems to 
have become the norm. It is not only 
Christians such as myself who have 
strayed from traditional religious beliefs 
and way of life but this is extended to all 
three monotheistic religions. One of my 
Muslims friends eats pork, criticises the 
notion of ‘Halal’, and indulges in alcohol, 
all three matters that are considered 
wrong to partake in. Yet in spite of this he 
still considers himself to be a Muslim. 
It is important to distinguish between a 
religious identity and a religious belief. 
Young people today attend religious 

festivals and join in religious activities 
without learning anything new about the 
religion itself. 

In 2006 I attended the Catholic World 
Youth Day held in Germany. It was the 
only permissible opportunity that would 
empower me to go abroad with my 
friends for the first time. Only several 
religious young people partaking 
intended to see the Pope, the remaining 
visitors arrived to solely interact with 
other like-minded individuals and enjoy 

Europe. Many often fell asleep during 
religious services as opposed to seeking 
“religious enlightenment”. Despite 
such endeavou, religious leaders are 
accelerating down the wrong road with 
ineffective tactics that fail to engage 
young people and in turn threaten to 
create an ever-expanding gulf between 
society and religion. 

The BBC programme reveals the 
impact of celebrity culture in shaping 
bad societal connotations, which are 
replacing religion in an orthodox sense. 
But the show also reports that the cult of 
celebrity should not be 
dismissed altogether. 

Although many chose to become 
celebrities for fame or other selfrighteous 
motives, many use their fame for altruistic 
reasons and prefer to help others before 
themselves. Most, if not all, religions 
believe in charity and the distribution of 
wealth and knowledge amongst those 
less fortunate and therefore approve of 
young people choosing certain 
celebrity ideals. 

Miriam Berger, Rabbi from the Finchley 
Reform Synagogue in London, says that 
although it is more important in religion 
to be admired for your spirituality rather 
than your talent, the Jewish religion 
believes in choosing real role models. 
Celebrities come as ‘real’ people who 
make mistakes and so one should adopt 
only certain characteristics rather than 
emulating them in the entirety. It is not 
wrong to have wealth and success but 
then this prosperity must be shared with 
the less fortunate. 

Nonetheless, it is easier to disapprove 
of reality TV shows such as Big Brother 
and the X Factor, which are set in 
surroundings that offer a false reflection 
of reality. Thus participating candidates 
are not contributing to share their talents 
but to achieve fame. 

Vicki Mackenzie, journalist, Buddhist, 
and author of Cave in the Snow, claims 
that in cases such as these, a celebrity 
becomes a “quick –fix”, unable to relate 
to religion or spirituality. This culture 
born by our society puts pressure on 
today’s religious figures to make religion 
more exciting and appealing to young 
people. Thus capitalizing on other trends 
in society that were absent from the 
environment in which our fathers and 
grandfathers
lived in.   

A report published on the British Jewish 
population by the Institute of Jewish 
Policy Research revealed that although 
72% of married Jews had a Jewish 
partner, 68% of those cohabiting did not 
have a Jewish partner. The more secular 
branch of Judaism has smaller families, 
whilst the main picture that emerges 
is one of a liberal community who are 
enthusiastic about interacting with others 
in Britain’s multicultural society. Within 
the Jewish population, the domination of 
strict Orthodox seems to be 
gradually unclenching.

Traditionally, Jews have believed 
in remaining within their own circles, 
connecting only with those who 
understand their religious practices and 

“It is important to distinguish 
between a religious identity 
and a religious belief”

“Celebrities come as ‘real’ 
people who make mistakes 
and so one should adopt 
only certain characteristics”

“Western countries have 
struggled with this Islamic 
religious image and thus 
have resulted in ostracising 
women who wear a Burkha 
from society”

beliefs. The stereotypes of the Jewish 
housewife or the married Jewish couple 
are no longer the reality of Jews in Britain. 
The large Jewish community faces a 
religious split between the orthodox and 
those who marry into other religions, an 
act formerly seen as taboo.   
But is the intergenerational gap or the 
lack of interest in religious issues by 
young people really a big problem 
today? 

Pre-war Afghanistan, the ‘Burkha’ was 
not a common sign of religious identity 
for women. Following the Talibans hold 
over the region, it has become an item 
that is worn by most women in country. 
For some Muslim women living in the rest 
of the world, they perceive the Burkha as 
a religious identity that they wish to keep 
uphold, which allows them to publicly 
express their beliefs. 

Western countries have struggled 

with this Islamic religious image and 
thus have resulted in ostracising women 
who wear a Burkha from society. This 
segregation can be mostly deeply felt in 
France and other countries that impose 
the Burkha ban. 

The need to preserve Islamic beliefs 
has also been demonstrated in the 
continuing series of the BBC 4 radio 
Programme – ‘Faith Schools’. Ibrahim 
Hewitt, head of an independent 
Muslim school in Leicester, argues that 
religious education no longer possesses 
much prominence in state schools. 
As consequence parents seeking to 
educate their children on their respective 
religion turn to independent academic 
faith establishments. Although Jewish, 
Christian, or Muslim private schools may 
offer thorough religious lessons, they may 
threaten to create segregation through 
lack of dialogue, interaction, and 
conversation between different groups or 
backgrounds.

There are those who oppose the 
existence of privately run religious 
academies as they feel they add to 
religious divides in society. To live side 
by side in peace and friendship are we 
not to strive to build an interfaith culture 
where each religious group learns to 
respect each other’s beliefs? 

 Interact is an organisation that aims to 
achieve just that. As an interfaith charity 
it works to offer a platform that promotes 
understanding and respect of the beliefs 
of different faiths. The organisation 
aspires to build bridges between 
different groups in society allowing them 
walk into each other’s worlds in attempt 
to comprehend one another and thus 
appreciate a diverse society, celebrate 
social harmony, and reduce and seal the 
intergenerational and social gap. 

WWhen Private becomes public

Whether we’re 
outraged by 
the recent 

News of the World phone 
hacking scandal, eager to 
dispel the power of super-
injunctions, or worried about 
how easily someone could gain 
information about us, the right to 
a private life is generally seen as 
fundamental. With the concept 
of privacy rarely out of the news, 
it has become apparent that 
there is something of a double 
standard in society: we want 
to protect our own privacy, 
but don’t  always afford the 
same right to others, and in fact 
sometimes enjoy exposing it. Do 
we need, then, to examine our 
attitude towards privacy, and 
change our behaviour regarding 
others’ rights to it?
The victims of the phone hacking 
scandal are numerous, as many 
as 4,000. It was suspected for 
several years that phone hacking 
was going on, but was only 
admitted by News International 
in April of this year, eventually 

When Private 
becomes Public
Social Media is changing the way people act and communicate, 
leaving our attitudes towards privacy with some catching up to do
Article: Liv Car             
Article: Grace Baxter      Design: Tanya Gander
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leading to the resignation of 
the the organisation’s chief 
executive, Rebekah Brooks. 
The News of the World was 
famous for its focus on 
celebrity gossip, and sold an 
average of 2.8 million copies 
each week. Social tolerance 
for the matter seemed to 
reach breaking point when 
it was revealed that the 
Sunday tabloid had hacked 
the phone of the murdered 
schoolgirl Milly Dowler. 
No longer was this just an 
illegal means of obtaining 
celebrity gossip; the scandal 
had taken on an uglier 
dimension. Should this 
undercurrent of anger have 
translated into diminished 
sales? 
Perhaps, yet sales were 
maintained, concluding 
with the 4.5 million who 
parted with their money 
for the final edition, albeit 
this was in part due to its 
souvenir status. Either way, 
it did not go unnoticed that 
as a society we still want the 
gossip, just not necessarily 
the methods. 
Also hard to miss was 
the storm surrounding 
Imogen Thomas and super-
injunctions, with social 
networking sites jumping 

straight in to flout the 
legal restriction, under the 
freedom of speech banner. 
The super-injunction 
became a media storm 
because in seeking to 
protect one individual it also 
imposed severe restraints 
on other parties, Thomas 
included, and of course the 
gossip-hungry tabloids. 
Nebulous but much-claimed 
rights – respectively to 
privacy and free speech – 

seemed to collide; where 
should the law fall between 
one celebrity trying to cover 
his tracks and the media 
pursuing a juicy story and 
the sales that would follow?
Part of the problem is that 
we are all too ready to get 
on the proverbial high 
horse; in fact some of us 
were already saddled up. 
Here was a man who had 
done something which 
most people believed to 
be wrong, and therefore he 
deserved a bit of good old 
fashioned social shaming. 

Or did he? What about his 
wife? Was it really any of 
our business anyway? In 
this case, the privacy of 
the individual was much 
less sacred in the public 
eye than those who had 
their phones hacked by 
the tabloids, perhaps 
fairly, as the situations are 
very different. But if our 
motivation is to humiliate 
someone, and ‘make them 
pay’ for what they’ve done, 
even if it was wrong, 
is that a good enough 
reason to shine the media 
spotlight on this rather grey 
area? While an antiquated 
legal system grapples 
with the hoary chestnut 
of privacy versus freedom 
of speech, new media like 
Twitter exploit their fleet-
footedness and the inability 
of the courts to regulate 
them by conventional 
means Linked to this is 
the prevailing online 
mentality that seems more 
comfortable in violating 
privacy over the web, as if 
the anonymity provides a 
free pass. Twitter frequently 
broke the super-injunction 
imposed to protect the 
footballer’s identity, raising 
legal questions about 

‘As a society we still want the 
gossip, just not necessarily the 
methods.’

11

whether such forms of 
social media lay within the 
confines of the law.
Aside from risking other 
people’s privacy, we 
seem much more open 
about our own lives on 
the internet. The amount 
of data we willingly post 
about ourselves over sites 
like Facebook and Twitter 
is phenomenal; it’s not 
something we would tell a 
stranger in day to day life, 
yet is there on the internet 
for anyone to see. 
And I know what you’re 
thinking – ‘I have privacy 
settings, and choose my 
friends carefully’, which is 
important, don’t get me 
wrong. But given that these 
settings can, unfortunately, 
be bypassed by others, 
should we be a little more 
careful about what we 
put out there for others 
to access? I’ll readily put 
my hands up and admit 
that I enjoy the occasional 
Facebook ‘stalking’ session, 
(I know you do too, don’t 
try and deny it) trying to 
find out a bit more about a 
particular person, maybe a 
friend’s new boyfriend, and 
get annoyed when I come 
across a page where I can’t 

view the person’s photos, or 
their wall, while in fact their 
security settings are the 
same as mine! It seems that 
too many of us are guilty of 
the hypocrisy of wanting to 
jealously guard own lives 
while taking a walking tour 
of everyone else’s. 
Clearly the right to privacy 
manifests itself in many 
different ways, whether it 
has been illegally violated, 
questionably protected, or 
willingly disclosed. What 
does seem worth noting
is the ‘someone else’ 
mentality we can sometimes 
adopt; would we be happy 
to see our privacy violated in 
the same way? Clearly not. 
Might we condone it if done 
to other people, producing 
an interesting scoop? 
Evidently so, especially if it 
involves a juicy sex scandal. 
Maybe we need to take a 
more universal approach to 
privacy , affording everyone 
the same access to their 
right, while balancing it with 
our right to free speech. Will 
this conflict? Definitely, but 
perhaps it is possible to find 
a balance if we question 
our motives when we do 
something that might affect 
another’s privacy.

‘We are all too ready to get on 
the proverbial high horse; some 
of us were already saddled up.’
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People feel more 
comfortable 
violating privacy 
online
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Is Holland losing 
its liberalism?

For years Holland has been 
regarded as one of the most 
liberal countries in the world 

with its tolerance towards soft-drugs, the 
legalisation of prostitution and the fact 
that in 2001 it became the first country 
to allow same-sex marriage. However, 
the government now intends to put an 
end not only to any further toleration 
of multiculturalism in the Netherlands 
but also to the country’s drug crime 
and tourism. Every year, hundreds of 
thousands of tourists travel to Holland 
(in particular, Amsterdam) for well-
established festivals such as Gay Pride and 
to visit the famous coffee shops, where 
cannabis and hashish are sold, and can be 
used, legally. It would seem however that 
this famous Dutch tolerance is now under 
threat as Holland’s newly-formed coalition

In October 2010, after four months of 

negotiations, a coalition government, 
headed by Holland’s new Prime Minister 
Mark Rutte was sworn in. This new 
government depends upon the support 
of the Dutch Freedom Party, whose 
founder and leader is the notoriously anti-
immigration and anti-Islamic politician, 
Geert Wilders.
It is clear from the government’s 
reform programme that they are 
grateful to Wilders for his support 
as their intended reforms include 
stricter laws on immigration (and in 
particular, the immigration of Muslims, 
in line with Wilders’ aims to put an 
end to any further ‘Islamification’ of 
the Netherlands). The government’s 
programme is seemingly illiberal and 
anti-multiculturalist, including measures 
to ban the burqa and the imposition of 
strict licenses on coffee shops, turning 
them into private members’ clubs rather 
than tourist attractions. 

It is proposed measures such as these 
that threaten Holland’s reputation as 
a paragon of liberal values and social 
tolerance.

The Government’s aim is to encourage 
immigrants in the Netherlands to 
integrate more fully into Dutch society. 
Their policy will place more demands 
on immigrants, for example requiring 
them to learn the country’s language 
and to act in accordance with traditional 
Dutch values. Although these demands 
may seem understandable as no country 
wants to lose its national identity, it 
may be a step too far to impose a ban 
on the burqa (from 1st January 2013). 
Commenting on his integration bill, 
the Dutch Interior Minister, Piet-Hein 
Donner, stated that the proposal to ban 
the burqa was not for security reasons, 
but rather because he believes that “in 
our society you have to be able to see 

each other.” The ban is more specifically 
aimed at face-covering Islamic burqas. 
Marcel Van Dem, a former Labour 
Politician, has accused Donner of trying 
to “placate his support partner” Wilders, 
who has recently been acquitted in 
court after facing trial for “inciting 
hatred” against Muslims after he 
likened the Qur’an to ‘Mein Kampf ’ and 
Muhammad to ‘the Devil’. 

The Dutch Immigration Minister, Gerd 
Leers, is behind a proposed movement 
to cut down on immigration. The 
government’s apparent aim is to make 
not just the Netherlands, but the whole 
EU, stronger and more prosperous. 
Leers has many proposals towards this 
end, including reducing immigration by 
imposing stricter guidelines on family 
unification, whereby immigrants are 
joined by family members who had 
previously remained behind in their 
country of origin. This plan, like so

Now another Netherlands? 
New restrictions on immigration and the world-famous coffee shops are casting doubt on Holland’s liberal image

Article: Liv Carson              Design: Tanya Gander
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highlights that because the 
cultivation and distribution of 
drugs is still illegal, those who 
supply the coffee shops could be 
arrested if caught. 

Pressure has been put on the 
government for many years 
over the current status of coffee 
shops and already major changes 
have been made. The amount of 
cannabis a person can possess 
without being prosecuted has been 
drastically reduced from 30g to 
5g. At the same time, some towns 
in the country have already either 
closed their coffee shops or barred 
tourists from them. This change 
in the country’s attitude towards 
what was essentially a drugs 
experiment is indicative of the fact 
that the original purpose of coffee 
shops has long been left behind, 
turning them from safe places into 
tourist attractions. 

Every year these coffee shops 
attract hundreds of thousands of 
tourists who want to enjoy a piece 
of this Dutch liberalism. Dutch 
coffee shops have been threatened 
with licensing laws since the 1990s 
and now it seems that finally, after 
years of inaction, the new coalition 
government is going to put them 
in place in an attempt to curb drug 
tourism, fight crime, and promote 

a health agenda. 
When the reforms go through, 

coffee shops will not be closed 
down but will essentially become 
private members’ clubs. Each will 
be allowed to have between 1000 
and 1500 members who must 
be adult Dutch residents and 
sign up for a year’s membership. 
The Dutch Justice Minister Ivo 
Opstelten has said that the aim is 
not only to improve the quality of 
life for Dutch residents, but also to 
ensure that Holland returns to the 
meaning of the coffee shop scheme 
as it was intended in the 1970s, 
which is “local use for those that 
want it.” 

Due to the restriction on the 
number of members allowed, 
there are fears that even some 
Dutch residents who are regular 
cannabis users will not be able 
to join a coffee shop. This has 
sparked concerns that the limits 
on coffee shops could lead to an 
increase in not only street dealings 
but also underground trade. 

There is also the added worry 

that by ending the “open-door 
policy of coffee shops” (as 
stated by the Dutch health and 
justice ministers), tourism in 
the Netherlands will decline. 
Stephanie, a resident in 
Amsterdam, talking to me at one 
of the country’s famous coffee 
shop chains, The Bulldog Palace, 
emphasised this fear of a potential 
decrease in tourism. She added 
that the coffee shops alone bring in 
a lot of revenue for the country. 

Having considered the situation, 
it seems to me that Holland may 
not be losing its liberalism per se, 
but that the extent of its liberalism 
has been misinterpreted in the 
past by foreign observers who have 
drawn incorrect comparisons with 
their own seemingly conservative 
societies. Indeed, it may be fair 
to say that the underlying social 
objectives of successive Dutch 
administrations have not been 
unusually liberal. Rather, they 
have sought to control and tackle 
particular social problems by 
adopting methods that seemed 
liberal but were fundamentally 
pragmatic. In my view, Holland 
is not actually becoming less 
liberal; it is merely adjusting its 
pre-existing position on certain 
controversial issues. 

many others included in the 
government’s programme, seems 
to have been influenced by 
Wilders. However, under current 
EU law, this particular proposal 
is inadmissable, according to 
Cecilia Malmström, the European 
Home Affairs Commissioner. 
Accordingly, Gerd Leers is 
currently trying to persuade the 
rest of the EU to adopt these new 
regulations; a law can only be 
passed if every country agrees to 
the proposal. 
Leers believes that for years the 
Netherlands has been regarded as a 
‘model’ country, setting an example 
by passing laws over controversial 
issues such as abortion. In this 
respect, Leers and the government 
seem to feel that their country 
will once again have to become a 
‘model’ in encouraging its fellow 
EU countries to adopt their 
immigration proposals. 

Although this new 
integration bill emphasises 
the fissures in Holland’s 
social tolerance, it is the 
government’s decision to 
impose a licensing ban 
on the Dutch coffee shops 
that really highlights the 
beginning of the destruction 
of the country’s famously 
liberal attitude. 
Coffee shops have existed 

in Holland 

since the mid-1970s, when 
they were introduced in an 
attempt to create a safe and legal 
environment for cannabis users 
to  use marijuana. The CCGuide, 
an online guide for cannabis 
campaigners, states that the 
introduction of coffee shops into 
society was an attempt to separate 
the supply of cannabis from that 

of hard drugs. The government 
treated cannabis users as patients 
rather than criminals and, despite 
not attempting to wean them off 
drugs, ensured that they were 
kept safe by making sure that any 
drugs supplied in coffee shops were 

free from impurities. By 
removing the sale 

of cannabis and 
hashish 
from the 
hands 
of the 
dealers, 

the risks of patients overdosing 
from consumption of drugs was 
reduced. 
The CCGuide comments that 
although the number of cannabis 
users initially increased, it began 
to level off by the early 1980s. As 
a result of this liberal approach, 
the use of hard drugs did not 
increase as fast in Holland as in 
other European countries such as 
France and the UK. At the same 
time however, the coffee shops did 
cause an increase in Holland’s drug 
tourism. Although over the last 
thirty years this has brought in a 
lot of revenue into the country, the 
increase and apparent nuisance of 
drug tourism is one reason behind 
the new coalition government’s 
decision to privatise the coffee 
shops. 

Despite Holland’s seemingly 
liberal attitude towards soft 
drugs, there are still some grey 
areas in its drug laws. Drugs in 
Holland, including cannabis and 
hashish, are technically illegal. 
Instead, there is a tolerance policy, 
a set of guidelines published by 
the Ministry of Justice telling 
public prosecutors under which 
circumstances those caught in 
possession of soft drugs should not 
be prosecuted. 

The grey areas in the Dutch drug 
laws exist because the use and sale 
of cannabis is illegal everywhere 

apart from coffee shops. This 
indicates that Holland is 

perhaps not as liberal as 
people tend to think. 
Instead, it cleverly controls 
the drug situation by 
ensuring that drug users 
are provided with a safe 
environment in which 
they can use soft 
drugs. DrugScope, 
the UK’s leading 
independent centre of 

expertise on drugs 
and drug use,

The crackdown on coffee 
shops may help boost the 
underground drug trade

Coffee shops will go from 
tourist attractions to pri-

vate members’ clubs
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In Britain, there is a 
tendency to malign 
the small, special 
interest parties 

which inhabit the political 
fringe: earlier this year the 
crushing rejection of the 
AV referendum revealed the 
popular mood on a more 
proportional voting system. 
In last year’s general election, 
the Green Party won its first 
parliamentary seat, but their 
leader and representative, 
Caroline Lucas, is doomed 
to remain a token presence.

In the Dutch House of 
Representatives, elected by 
proportional representation, 
the Party for the Animals 
has a similarly miniscule 
share of two seats. Yet 
in June, their leader, 
39-year-old animal rights 
activist Marianne Thieme, 
introduced a bill which, 
having passed, threatens 
to exacerbate the already 
febrile religious politics of 
the Netherlands.

The legislation, which has 
yet to be approved by the Dutch Senate, would make 
the slaughter of animals without stunning illegal – a 
move which would criminalise the Kosher and Halal 
methods, which do not allow for the animal to be 
mechanically stunned prior to slaughter. Currently, 
under existing EU regulations, pre-stunning is a 
mandatory part of slaughter in the Netherlands, but 
an exemption exists which allows for legal practice 
of Shechitah and Dhabiha, with these methods of 
slaughter having been judged a religious right by the 

ECHR. It is this exemption which is now under 

threat. Under any 
circumstances this would 
have created controversy. But 
the specifically Dutch context 
to the mooted ban means it 
cannot be seen merely as an 
issue of animal welfare.

The House of 
Representatives through 
which the legislation has 
passed comprises 150 seats; 24 
of these are in the hands of the 
Party for Freedom, led by the 
controversial Geert Wilders, 
the third largest overall share. 
Wilders, who has called for 
the Koran to be banned, is 
a parliamentary kingmaker 
by dint of his party’s sizeable 
representation, although he 
is not part of the governing 
coalition. 

He was acquitted in June 
on several charges of inciting 
hatred and discrimination 
against Muslims, after 
a lengthy legal process 
involving two trials. He has 
spoken out on numerous 
occasions against Islam, 
describing it as ‘not a 

religion…[but] the ideology of a retarded culture’. 
Campaigners against the proposed legislation are 

in little doubt of the motivations behind the bill: in 
the view of Massoud Shadjareh, chairman of the 
Islamic Human Rights Commission, “People are being 
persuaded to lend their support to this legislation not 
out of a genuine commitment to animal welfare, but 
rather out of their hatred of the Muslim community.”

Mohammed Abdul Aziz advises the Muslim Council 
of Britain and is director of Faithwise, a consultancy 
group which has advised the Department for

Communities and Local 
Government. He too argues that 
the campaign is driven by factors 
beyond animal rights: “I’m sure 
there are some people who…
genuinely dislike animals being 
killed, but I can’t help feeling that 
in the current climate, at least 
some of it is very, very political.” 
Aziz also suggests that there is a 
distinct prejudice behind the anti-
immigration, mono-culturalist 
politics which has increasingly 
gained traction in the Netherlands 
under the Wilders banner: “a lot 
of these anti multiculturalism, 
anti-diversity campaigns are being 
driven by a focus on Muslims: 
Islamophobia, anti-muslim hatred 
and prejudice.’  The proposed 
ban on slaughter without pre-
stunning which Massoud 
Shadjareh and Mohammed 
Aziz link to a rising tide 
of Islamophobia in the 
Netherlands is  also set to 
impact on the much smaller 
Dutch Jewish community. 
On the legislation which 
will come before the Dutch 
Senate this autumn, Aziz 
commented: ‘if this gets 
much further down the road, others 
will suffer, and whether it’s collateral 
suffering, as in this case, the target 
is banning Halal food, but you can’t 
frame legislation in such a specific 
way, so it catches other people like 
Jewish people… it’s exactly the same 
thing that happened in America 
after 9/11, with Sikh people being 
killed because they looked Muslim 
[four days after the September 11th 
attacks, Balbir Singh Sodhi, a Sikh 
petrol station owner in Arizona, 
was shot dead]; by association other 
religions are being affected.
Shimon Cohen, campaign director 
for Shechitah UK, an umbrella 
campaign group which seeks to 
promote awareness and dispel 
misconceptions about Kosher 
slaughter, also argues that the local 

Jewish community is in danger 
of becoming a victim of collateral 
damage: ‘[the legislation] began as 
an animal welfare thing promoted 
by the Party for the Animals. The 
VVD party of Geert Wilders, 
an extreme anti-Islamist party, 
jumped on this and moved what 
was going to be a two-vote squeak 
in parliament…into a significant 
body, and the Jewish community 
got caught up. It was reported to 
us that when people went to speak 
to Geert Wilders pointing out that 
he’s had a huge amount of Jewish 
support and support from Israel, 
and some may feel uncomfortable 
about the fact that he’s had this 
support, he apparently said that 
he hates the Muslims a lot more 
than he likes the Jews.’ He was, 

however, at pains to stress that the 
potential consequences of the Bill, 
should it pass, were distinct from its 
origins: “Did this originate through 
animal welfare? Yes it did. Will 
there be collateral damage to the 
Jewish community? Yes. And the 
consequences are troubling. But I 
don’t believe for a second that the 
lady who promoted this bill did so 
for racist motives.”
On the potential impact of the 
legislation, Cohen was unequivocal: 
“the consequences were it to be 
passed…would mean one of the 
fundamental tenets of a Jewish 
community will be denied to the 
Jewish community of Holland, 
and therefore, as the Chief Rabbi 
[Jonathan Sacks] I believe said, 
it’s an indication that Jews are not 

welcome in the Netherlands.”
The defenders of this religious 
freedom, he argues, must remain 
constantly on guard: ‘it’s been an 
ongoing battle, and each time have 
a success…the opponents come 
back, and what I think is very 
important for us to continue to do 
is to show right-minded people 
that the opponents are on a mission 
here; this is not based on animal 
welfare concerns, but it is based on 
something else, something darker’.
Just as Shimon Cohen stresses the 
need to target ‘right-minded people’, 
Mohammed Aziz emphasises the 
importance of middle-ground 
opinion: “there are nutters on the 
right who you will never convince, 
but if we are going to tell a better 
story about diversity and multi-

culturalism, we need to 
target those people in 
the middle, who are far 
more willing to listen to 
alternative view-points”
Highlighting a recently-
concluded campaign 
against an EU regulation 
which would have labelled 
all Kosher and Halal meat 
as “meat from slaughter 

without stunning”, Cohen reflected 
on the way the Jewish and Muslim 
communities had joined together to 
oppose the move: “we have worked 
very closely with the Muslim 
community to oppose the European 
directive on labelling [which was 
removed from the EU legislation 
on food labelling in July]…it was 
a wonderful experience of where 
communities can come together 
for a common end.” This is perhaps 
the happiest strand to emerge from 
what remains a serious threat to 
the religious communities of the 
Netherlands, and indeed Europe. 
It may be that campaigners against 
religious liberties have helped forge 
an alliance which they could neither 
have predicted nor desired. In that, 
at least, there is hope.

Kosher and Halal face the chop
Proposed legislation in the Netherlands has put the Jewish and Muslim methods of animal slaughter under threat

                            Article: Josh Davis                 Design: Tanya Gander

“It’s an indication that Jews are 
not welcome in the Netherlands

“[Wilders] apparently said that 
he hates the Muslims a lot 
more than he likes the Jews
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EXTRAVAGANT DINNERS 
UNTHINKABLE THIS YEAR 
FOR MOST REFUGEES
Written By: Nada Issa. Designed By: Daniel Mead.

Muslim refugees, weakened 
by fleeing the conflict in 
Libya and battling months of 

drought in Somalia, began Islam’s 
Ramadan fast amid the tents and 
shacks over of some of the world’s 
largest refugee camps.

Fleeing Gaddafi’s men, and a 
country being torn apart, Libyan 
refugees amassed on the Tunisian 
side of the border. Away from their 
homes and with temperatures 
soaring, reaching 40 degrees 
centigrade, they braced themselves

for the holy month of Ramadan. 
Throughout this month, Muslims are 

forbidden from eating or drinking 

from sunrise until the sun sinks below 
the horizon. This, they say, teaches 
them patience, spirituality, 
and humility. 

Sick people do not have to keep 
the fast during the holy Muslim month 
of Ramadan. But most camp-dwellers 
appeared determined to keep to 
their traditions.

With basic necessities such as 
food, shelter and schooling being 
set-up, the next challenge for the UN 
refugee agency and its several 
partner organisations is to cater for 
the refugees during this month. They 
have begun distributing evening food 
supplies for more than 10,000 families 

to be eaten during Iftar. 
Most of the Libyans are happy to 
receive the food. “This donation 
will be a great help in cutting down 
family expenses during Ramadan,” 
said 72-year-old Ali as he queued 
for his food package in UNHCR’s 
distribution centre.

Ali, who fled to Tunisia in April 
with a large group of relatives, said 
Ramadan was very important to 
him and his family. “Ramadan is 
an occasion for family reunions,” 
he said. He later added sadly: 
“Although the Tunisians are being 
very generous, we are finding it 
difficult to feel at home because our 

community network has 
been disrupted.”

But the challenge remains in 
keeping the refugees, especially 
women, occupied. Normally, they 
would pass the day by cooking 

and preparing Iftar. With the lack of 
cooking utensils and space, most 
meals are prepared by charitable 
agencies, leaving a long, hot, and 
empty day for the refugees 
to endure. 

Fatima, a mother of four, told 
Interact that back home she would 
go out during the night to “socialise 
and shop”, but now she finds herself 
confined to the walls of the refugee 
camps. With no income and across a 
state line from what she calls home, 
her previous world has become a 
faint, distant memory from a life she 
knew some time ago.

Her anguish is felt by many others 
in the camp. But these struggles are 
also being felt elsewhere in the world. 
Somalia’s refugees in Kenya are 
suffering from a dire situation growing 
worse by the day. Struggling to find 
the mere necessities of life – food 
and water – their sole purpose.

Ramadan comes at a tough 
time for the Horn of Africa’s Muslim 
population. In parts of the drought 
prone region the rains have failed for 
four straight years, pastoralists say.

Observance of Ramadan in these 
circumstances is unthinkable for the 
refugees who are suffering from one 
of the worst famines in a generation. 
While Muslims around the world 
mark sundown during Ramadan 
with extravagant dinners, that 
kind of nighttime celebration is an 
unattainable fantasy for them.

Somali refugees say they have 
already been forced by the famine to 
fast for weeks, and in some cases for 
months, without an end-of-day meal 
to regain their strength. “I cannot fast 
because I cannot get food to break 
it and eat before the morning,” said 
Nur Ahmed, a father of six whose wife 
died last year during childbirth.  

Mohamed Siman, a fellow Somali 
refugee, agrees, “This is definitely 
going to be a different Ramadan for 
us, back home in Somalia we had 
shade, fruits and very good houses. 
Right now as you can see I’m seated 

in front of a tent. Its too hot and 
having fasted during the day in this 
kind of environment, I don’t think 
many of us will be able to sustain 
the fast.”

However, and even though Islam 
allows the ailing to eat, for many 
Somalis it’s a matter of faith to fast. 
“It’s hard for me to fast but I fast 
for fear of God” said Aden, who is 
among thousands who have made 
the long journey, often on foot, to a 
refugee camp in neighboring Kenya.  

Others, like Mohamed Abdulle, are 
ashamed they don’t have food “to 
console the soul” at sundown at the 
end of a day of fasting. “How will I 
fast when I don’t have something 
to break it?” asks Abdulle. “All my 
family are hungry and I have nothing 

to feed them. I feel the hunger 
that forced me from my home has 
doubled here.” 

Sheik Ali Sheik Hussein, a mosque 
leader in Mogadishu, called it 
“worrying” that so many 
Somalis cannot fast 
because they are 
already weak 
from hunger 
and don’t 
have 
food 
to 

“It hard for me to fast, but I 
fast for fear of God”

“In parts of the drought 
prone region the rains have 
failed for four straight years”

“Somalians face life not so 
much different from that of 
the refugee camps”

regain their strength after sundown.
Despite the overwhelming 

difficulties, the Somali refugees 
remain positive about the challenges 
ahead. Abdirahman Abdi, a Somali 
refugee, said, “We don’t have all 
the milk, peace, and necessary 
conditions to sustain a fast. We are 
short of food as refugees and we are 
living in bad conditions, but with the 
help of God and well wishers 
we will succeed.” 

As evening brought another day 
of Ramadan to an end, Abdirahman 
and others, rushed to the nearest 
mosque to end their fast.

Islamic scholars prepare to scan 
the sky to determine the end of the 
moon cycle, which marks the end 
of the month-long fast. But as a new 
moon cycle begins, the struggles and 
ailments of the refugees remain the 
same – a battle for survival. 

Libyans can return to their 
homeland but they will face a 
livelihood to rebuild, whilst Somalians 
face life not so much different from 
that of the refugee camps.



CHARITY SHOPS 
HAVE BECOME THE 
NEW TOPSHOP
Writing, photography and design by: Daniel Mead. Modelled: by Camilla Robinson.

When I was young, I used to 
stroll along the high street 
with my Grandmother, who 

cared for me while my mother was 
at work. She used to drag me in 
and out of every charity shop – 
and I hated it. To me, too young to 
understand that these shops existed 
to raise money for a good cause, 

they just 

seemed like a lot of odd smelling 
garments and bits and bobs of 
old tat.” Who would want this?” I 
thought. How wrong I was.

To my initial horror, I found myself 
complimenting my girlfriend on 
the clothes that she wore, only 
to hear in response, “It’s from a 
charity shop”. Am I dating my 
Grandmother? Thankfully not, but it 
certainly has changed my opinion 
on charity shops. Admittedly, 
they are not all great. But this is 

the beauty of it. They are like 
an ‘Aladdin’s Cave’, you 

never know what you are 
going to get so they 

are always worth a 
look. What’s more, 

you’ve got a good 
chance of finding 

something 
unique; the 
clothes are 
often so old 
that the 
chance 
of seeing 
somebody 
else 
wearing 
the same 
thing is 
next to 
nothing, 
which 
everyone 

looks 
for when 

shopping for 
clothes. You 

can also be 
creative with the 

items; if something 
is too big or doesn’t 

quite fit how you like, 
use your imagination 

and alter it! Take a look at the 
model’s denim shorts; these were 
a genuine pair of Levi 501 jeans, 
which cost £8 (originally anywhere 
up to £90). The model didn’t like the 
fit of the jeans so simply cut them 
with a pair of fabric scissors and 
now has a fantastic pair of denim 

 “That’s a £22 saving 
and an £8 donation to 
charity”
shorts! These pre-cut shorts retail at 
£30 from Urban Outfitters. That’s a 
£22 saving and an £8 donation 
to charity.

According to the Charity Retail 
Association: “Last year charity 
shops raised more than £170 million, 
funding medical research, overseas 
aid, environmental initiatives, 
supporting sick and deprived 
children, homeless people, mentally 
and physically disabled people, for 
animal welfare and for many other 
causes”. So not only are you getting 
extremely cheap items, the money 
raised from your purchases actually 
helps those in need.

You can find a host of wonderful 
items in charity shops from clothes, 
books, home ware and more and 
it’s great when you are at University 
living off a student loan; you can 
usually find those odd bits and 
pieces that will make your new 
room feel a bit more like home. I 
hope you agree that these casual 
outfits are remarkable considering 
that most of the items are from 
charity shops. Even if these styles 
aren’t to your taste, I hope you can 
at least appreciate them and be 
inspired you to have a go 
at it yourself. 
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Blouse: £4
Shorts: Models Own (American Apparel)
Headscarf: £0.50
Patterned Leather Jacket: £15
Shoes:Leather Patent Shoes £4



Peach Shirt: £4
Levi 501 Shorts: £8
Leather weave belt: £5.50
Leather Boat Shoes: £8
Retro Head Bag: £1.50

Wool Gillet: £6
Green Shirt: £4
Glass Fruit Vintage Necklace: £2.50
Leggings: Models Own (H & M)
Shoes: Models Own (Aldo)



Is Peter Mandelson a Labour 
supporting Dementor?
In Harry Potter, Dementors are 
creatures that suck the soul 
of their victims. During the 
2010 general elections Peter 
Mandelson was said to have 
sucked the oxygen out of 
the room. Of course he is not 
the only spin- doctor to have 
stolen media attention – Andy 
Coulson did a good job at that 
too although for much different 
reasons.

Dolores Um-
bridge resembles 
Hazel Blears not 
only in her looks 
but also in her 
mannerisms – 
You can’t fool us, 
they are clearly 
the same person.

Diagon Alley is the place to go where you can 
find anything. It is the most popular shopping
place in the Potter world. Portebello Market in 
London is just as colourful and dynamic. It too
oozes with strangeness and fun.

Did she ever intercept 
Potter’s owl? 
Hack into Dumbledore’s 
memories?
Am I alone in seeing 
similarities 
between Rita Skeeter 
and, dare I say, Rebekah 
Brooks? What’s that – 
she’s more of a Bellatrix 
Lestrange I hear you 
say. They come bad in all 
shades – the blonde, the 
red, and the brunette.

After ten years, seven books and eight 
films, the Harry Potter phenomenon 
has finally come to an end. Friendships 
have been tested to the limit, schools 

destroyed, loved ones lost and a new sport invented. 
The magical world that brought us Harry, Hermione 
and Ron has reached its awesome, apocalyptic finale, 
but its legacy is here to stay. Those who jumped on 
board of the Harry Potter ride from the outset of 
its journey were mere children. Today these young 
fans have become adults still recalling and enjoying 
a world of imagination and magic brought to us by 
J K Rowling. Last summer, millions of children the 
world over – and, let’s be honest, just as many adults 
– clamoured to see the final installment of the final 
film. It seems only yesterday I recall, fascinated by the 
first book, waiting with bated breath for the release 
of the second Harry Potter book. But although the 
books have come to the end and the films have 
all been produced and released the Potter magic 
lives on. It has been with us when anticipating our 
GCSEs, A- ‐levels, and university results. It has seen 
us on our journey from childhood to adulthood and 
every now and then we find ourselves reminiscing 
about our favourite Potter moments. Harry Potter 
will continue to be passed down to generations 
to come. But it is not the end for those who have 
witnessed its release first hand. The world conjured 
by Rowling is not only on our bookshelves and 
in our DVD players but it can be found in today’s 
political and social world. Everywhere we turn we 
find her words in the pages of our books leaking into 
our world. So just what similarities can we discern?

and the uncanny similarities...

Voldemort is obsessed with trying to keep 
the wizard world for “pure bloods”. Nick Griffin 
is set to ensure that Britain consists only 
of the “indigenous race”. Despite the term 
“indigenous”being problematic in several ways, 
the BNP are adamant to exercise their fascist 
quest and destroy what other countries have 
envied us for – our diverse society.

Nick Griffin Lord Voldermort

Dolores 
Umbridge

Hazel Blears

Bellatrix

Rita

Rebekah

Article: Nada Issa Design: Tanya Gander

Death Eaters

Lord Mandleson

Portobello Market

Diagon Alley

And now the moment you’ve all been waiting for 
– the sorting hat! You’ve got Labour - brash, bold, 
prone to repeating their mistakes. Gryffindor! 
The Tories - nasty and proud of it, something 
people want a piece of without wanting to admit 
to it. Slytherin! And the Lib Dems - alledegly 
intelligent, worthy, ultimately insignificant. 
Hufflepuff! 

The Sorting Hat

Harry Potter  

So there you have it. A decade from when we entered into Rowling’s magical world we’ve 
come to find that Potter’s world is somewhat a mirror reflection of our muggle world. Behind 
thewands and the spells exists a real life story that will be read, watched, and lived by all of 
us.

It is rumored that there exists a private train in 
Westminster underground station that takes 
parliamentarians into the House of Commons. 
The secret entrance to the platform reminds me 
of Platform 9 in the Potter world. Could there be a 
secret Ministry of Magic?
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Amy Jade Winehouse
1983- 2011
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Writing, photography and design by: Daniel Mead.

“The image we hoped we would 
never see”, reported one ITN 
reporter as Amy Winehouse’s 

body was carried from her Camden 
home. It really was an image we hoped 
we would never see and not one we 
thought we ever would so early in her 
life. Her death came as a great shock. 
Although following the release of her 
second album, ‘Back to Black’, her battle 
with drink and drugs had been very much 
evident and heavily documented by the 
media (who undeniably contributed to 
her downward spiral). In the past year 
Amy had looked healthier that she had 
in a long time. It seemed that she had 
conquered her drug addictions and she 
was looking much more full-faced and 
radiant than the emaciated figure so 
often seen on the tabloid pages. 

It was this apparent recovery that 
made the singer’s untimely death so 
unexpected. I remember seeing a 
friend’s Facebook status, commenting 
that “Winehouse has joined the ominous 
27 club” and frantically switching on 
the news in utter disbelief to see that, 
tragically, it was true. Over the next 
few hours the Internet was abuzz with a 
constant stream of news, comment 
and speculation. 

Amy left Camden for the last time 
on 23rd July 2011 with hundreds of fans 
gathering outside her home to pay their 
respects. The nation’s media was also 
there, as they had been throughout her 
life, the private ambulance carrying her 
body away trailed by paparazzi in a 
macabre parody of former years. 

I visited Amy’s road after her death 
where, even after almost a week, a large 
number of flowers, candles and tributes 
still lay to the late singer and her family. 
Road signs were also completely covered 

in messages. There was a very strong 
atmosphere amongst those gathered, 
very quiet with the odd few people 
discussing her life. It felt quite unusual to 
be stood outside a “celebrity’s” house 
and it being acceptable; in normal 
circumstances the police would probably 
have been called.  

Amy was a breath of fresh air for the 
British music industry. Storming onto the 
scene with her debut album ‘Frank’, she 
was a fresh-faced, curvaceous, Jewish 
girl from Southgate, North London. 
Blowing people away with her unique and 
powerful tones she became an instant 
favourite of Jools Holland, often duetting 

with him on his television show. However, it 
was when Amy’s second album, ‘Back to 
Black’, was released that the world really 
stood up and took notice. Both albums 
won Amy a string of awards including 
a BRIT, three Ivor Novellos and five 
Grammys. 

The Amy who moved away from the 
classic jazzy sound of her debut album to 
a more commercial, catchier sound was a 
different woman altogether. Now, sporting 
what was to become her trademark 
beehive and tattoo covered arms, her 
attitude was more confident, rebellious 
yet at the same time mature. The lyrics she 
penned for ‘Back To Black’ reflected this; 
far darker than before with an emotional 
rawness to them that drew you in and 
allowed you to imagine what she was 
feeling at the time. 

I think this was what made her such an 
interesting personality for the media. She 

“Far darker than before 
with an emotional 
rawness to them”     

was the perfect package to fill column 
inches: stylish, talented, successful but 
“rebellious”. Although I am not one for 
believing everything you read in the press, 
I think it’s pretty safe to say that Amy 
Winehouse really did have some deep 
personal problems and, unfortunately, 
they seem to have beaten her in the end. 

A lot of criticism has been levelled at 
Amy due to the fact that, with the kind 
of wealth and fame that she possessed, 
she still refused, or shied away from, 
all treatment and help. I feel that such 
disparagement is unfair. There are a huge 
number of people in every city that party 
hard on the weekend and I am sure that 
if these people had Amy’s wealth a lot of 
their weekend partying would spiral out of 
control just like hers did. 

Away from the well-worn legacy of 
Amy’s problems, she undoubtedly paved 
the way for female artists in the UK, 
allowing the likes of Lily Allen, Adele and 
Jessie J to enjoy chart success. Amy was 
a tremendous talent and I am sure it will 
be a very long time until someone with a 
voice half as powerful and distinctive as 
hers comes along. 

Reports suggest that Amy’s father, 
Mitch, will be releasing material that she 
had recorded for her much awaited third 
album with the proceeds going towards 
the ‘Amy Winehouse Foundation’ to help 
youngsters in the UK who are battling 
addiction to drink and drugs. Although it 
will be great to hear her new material, I 
think it’s a shame that it will never be the 
truly finished product that Amy intended. 

The world will never fully know 
or understand the extent of Amy’s 
problems or the cause of her death, 
but what we can do is listen to and 
appreciate the musical and lyrical genius 
that she left behind. 
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