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„Europe for Christ!“  
Möllwaldplatz 5 

A-1040 Vienna 

Tel: +43/1/2749898 

office@europe4christ.net 

 

Dear Friends, 

 

In our last Letter for Europe, ignorance, passivity, and wrong interpreted tolerance of a 

silent majority were portrayed as reasons for dangerous aberrations of society.  

 

Only a few days before, the most famous Scottish conductor and composer, James 

MacMillan, said something similiar. When he held a speech at the 30th anniversary of the 

reknowned  Sandford St. Martin Trust in London, he turned against the “ignorance-

fuelled hostility to religion”. We bring you excerpts of this courageous text, which in its 

fullness can be read on www.sandfordawards.org.uk. 

 

We as Christians want to make our voices heard – many others do it loudly and 

efficiently!  

 

And Europe needs our Prayer which unites us in this concern. 

We want to start this New Year through praying and acting with new vibrancy! 

 

Your Europe for Christ! – team 

 

- * - * - *- * - * - *- * - * - *- * - * - *- * - * - *- * - * - *- * - * - *- * - * - *- * - * 

 

Pluralism threatened by secularist elite? 
Critical remarks by James MacMillan 

 

Much debate about religion in recent times has become polarised and fractious. The 

process of secularisation in European societies has led to a triumphalist assumption that 

a war has been won by the forces of the grand secular project. However, history has an 

annoying habit of sneaking up and mugging the certain and the convinced. Religion has 

clearly not been beaten into the pulp that some might have hoped for. It features in 

surprisingly new ways in our ongoing cultural discourse.  

 

Has our culture given up on religion then? Clearly not. In fact, the stridency in the tone 

and the vehemence in the voices of atheist campaigners could be interpreted as an 

increasingly desperate and panic-stricken recognition that religion is, and will continue to 

be, for good and for ill, a constant in humanity’s narrative about itself. The campaigning 

atheists, as opposed to the live-and-let-live variety, are raising their voices because they 

recognise that they are losing; the project to establish a narrow secular orthodoxy is 

failing. 

 

So far, though, these campaigners have been given a fair wind by powerful allies in the 

media, but the challenge to the religious is rendered lean here because most of the 

media snipers are ill-informed about their target. The most vocal hecklers have little real 
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comprehension about religion, and have no intention of remedying the defects in their 

research. As Madeline Bunting wrote in a recent Guardian piece: 

“The ignorance in the media is, to some extent, to be expected; this is the frontline 

between believer and sceptical secularism, and most journalists have a sketchy 

understanding of the complexity and history of theology that make up a religious 

tradition, and even less sympathy or interest.” 

 

This has implications for the nature of our pluralism. The ignorance-fuelled hostility to 

religion, widespread among secular liberal elites, is in danger of colouring society’s 

value-free “neutrality” in ways that are both bland and naïve. They are also impractical, 

unattractive and, I suggest, oppressive. A true sense of difference, in which a genuine 

pluralism could thrive, is under threat of being reduced to a lowest common denominator 

of uniformity and conformity, where any non-secular contribution will automatically be 

regarded as socially divisive by definition. (…) 

 

In 2005, a YouGov poll asked the question “Would you consider yourself to be religious?” 

Although 71% of the general public said “yes”, only 21% of the TV industry was as 

positive. If this is the case with the TV industry, you can be sure it is the same for the 

metropolitan Arts, Cultural and Media elites. These are people who speak only to 

themselves and have convinced each other that the rest of the country thinks just like 

them. They are wrong.  

 

There is a huge amount of anecdotal evidence that points to a widespread discomfort felt 

by religious people in this world. They confront ignorance and prejudice about their 

beliefs, because to be religious, according to the new secular, liberal orthodoxy is to be 

reactionary, bigoted and narrow. A smug ignorance, a gross oversimplification and 

caricature that serves as an analytical understanding of religion, is the common 

intellectual currency. What kind of bridge can be built to this precious and introverted 

milieu? It would be a disaster if secular liberals were abandoned in their increasing 

illiberality . The democracy that they affect to defend would not survive the erasure of 

the spiritual perspective from the Public Square. The bridge has to be built by Christians 

and others being firm in resisting increasingly aggressive attempts to still their voices. 

They must go on speaking truth to power, expressing their insights and creativity from a 

confident understanding of their traditions and beliefs. It will make for honest and 

informed debate and a bridge built on sure foundations. 

 


